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Abstract

:

P index is a management tool commonly used to identify critical source areas (CSAs) in agro-catchments. We tested the applicability of several P-index models adjusted to Eastern Mediterranean conditions. On the basis of model structure and data requirements, we selected the Arkansas model and two models with the RUSLE equation and runoff curve number (RCN). Concurrently, we developed a GIS-based Hermon-P model which was designed to simulate rainfall–runoff events representing the major nutrient-transport mechanism in Eastern Mediterranean. The P index values computed by the Arkansas and RUSLE models exhibited low correlation (r2 < 0.32) with the measured soluble reactive (SRP) and total P (TP), while the RCN model result correlations were somewhat higher (r2 = 0.53 for SRP and 0.45 for TP). High correlations between the calculated and measured P during rainfall–runoff events were only achieved with the Hermon model (r2 = 0.77 to 0.9). These high coefficients resulted from avoiding subjective categorization of the continuous variables and using the measured site-specific erosional predictors instead. On one occasion, during the first significant runoff event of the year, the Hermon model failed to predict total P in the stream water (r2 = 0.14) because of considerable resuspension of stream sediments. Most of the P-index models are based on the perceptual transfer-continuum framework that was developed for temperate agro-catchments; this framework does not consider P resuspension along streams during rainfall–runoff events. Hence, a new set of equations should be added to the P index to account for potential resuspension in Eastern Mediterranean streams at the beginning of the hydrological year.






Keywords:


phosphorus; P index; agro-watershed; rainfall–runoff event








1. Introduction


Nutrient transport from farmland to waterways may lead to eutrophication in downstream water bodies followed by massive algal growth and a significant decrease in water quality [1,2]. Algal composition and bloom intensity are influenced by N and P concentrations, temperature, light, and water-column stability, among other physicochemical parameters [3,4]. Since N-fixing cyanobacteria exhibit a clear advantage over non-fixing bacteria in lakes with low N:P ratio, P has become the limiting nutrient in many aqueous environs [3,5,6]. Sharpley and Rekolainen [7] and Howarth et al. [8] demonstrated a clear linkage between water quality in lakes and natural processes and management practices in upstream watersheds. Several studies have stressed the importance of protecting the hydroecological system in watersheds to minimize the transport of nutrients, particularly P. Since P transport from the terrestrial system to waterways is strongly affected by spatiotemporal factors, it is important to determine the relative contribution of the major attributes that control P transport in a given watershed [9]. However, Gburek et al. [10] showed that only a small portion of the watershed contributes a significant amount of P, which they termed critical source area (CSA). They found that most of the P in a small agro-watershed arrives from areas adjacent to the streams (~60 m). In support of this notion, McDowell [11] and James et al. [12] showed that cattle grazing in areas near the stream were the major contributing factor in P transport to the tributary, while little P is generated from grazing in more distant pastures. In the Mediterranean climate, P fate and transport is highly dependent on a few rainfall events that may generate significant runoff episodes [13,14]. To minimize P transport in Mediterranean agro-watersheds, it is imperative to identify the CSAs and evaluate their temporal nature. To achieve this, a spatial model that will run over several hydrological years is required to aid in establishing better watershed-management practices. Several models and indices have been developed for agro-watersheds in temperate climates in Europe, North America and Australia (e.g., [7,15,16,17,18]), but little work has been done in agro-watersheds in Mediterranean climates which are characterized by a few rainfall–runoff events.



The Concept of P Index


Areas with high potential for P transport not only contain high initial P concentrations but are also characterized by specific land uses and a physiographic nature that easily activates runoff [10]. Accurate identification of these areas may enable a change in land use or efficient implementation of remedial options that might decrease P transport from the farmland to waterways. Several models or computational tools have been constructed based on the P index [10,15,17,18,19], a semi-quantitative tool that includes the various factors influencing the release and transport of P from the terrestrial zone to waterways. The advantage of the P index as a management tool derives from its relative simplicity and the use of existing data sets. The index was first introduced by Lemunyon and Gilbert [20] and was primarily targeted to managing P fertilization in agricultural fields coupled with mapping of their potential P contribution. Later, the index was extended to small agro-watersheds [10] that varied between 0.09 km2 and 4.5 km2 [19,21]. Heathwaite et al. [15] indicated the need to expand the index to larger watersheds and to test the index on different time scales and during runoff events.



The P index is constructed by weighting the various attributes and factors affecting the amount and transport mechanisms from soils to waterways. In general, each of the attributes is divided into several levels according to their relative contribution to P source and the factors are assigned a weighted coefficient according to their transport potential. Some attributes and factors are specific to site and/or climate; for example, in Nordic areas a freezing attribute was added to account for residual frozen plants in the field [19]. Delaune et al. [22] developed an index for pastures in Arkansas, USA, where a multiplication parameter was used to include all of the source, transport and rain attributes. The Natural Resources Conservation Service [23] included soil erosion, runoff, soil P and the amount and method of P addition to the soils. Gburek et al. [10] studied a Pennsylvania watershed and added a component to the index that attested for the hydrological cycle and the distance from the stream to a given area. Heathwaite et al. [15] studied two watersheds in England and devised a scheme that included three hierarchical levels—source layer, transport layer then connectivity layer—which describe the link between the sources and receiving streams. Buczko and Kuchenbuch [17] divided the P index into three computational schemes: the first was an additive approach summing all of the attributes times a weighted coefficient, the second was a multiplication of the source attributes by transport factors, and the third was a mixed approach based on the two previous schemes. The output of all P indices was a map that at the minimum depicted the spatial extents of the CSAs, while the more elaborate computational index yielded a map depicting potential annual P transport from the terrestrial areas of the watershed to the streams.



The main objective of the current work was to develop a P-index model suited to the Eastern Mediterranean climate and the specific land-use practices dictated by the extremely dry summer and wet winter, with most of the precipitation events occurring in the form of rain during a few intense rainfall events [24]. In contrast to the above indices, the current work focused on flooding events following our working hypothesis that most P transport in Eastern Mediterranean watersheds occurs during a few extreme events.





2. Methods


2.1. Study Area


To test the above hypothesis, we selected a study area within the catchment of Hermon tributary (185 km2) that flows to the Jordan River, which empties into Lake Kinneret. This lake provides about 25% of the state of Israel's potable water and it is known to be P-limited, with periodic cyanobacterial bloom following a decline in N:P ratio [25,26]. We assume that the Hermon catchment has high potential for P transport due to high levels of soil P, specific land use (e.g., cattle grazing), low infiltration rates, steep terrain, erodible soils and grazing near stream beds. Flow in the upper reaches of Hermon stream is mostly generated by surface runoff during extreme rain events, whereas the perennial flow in the lower section of Hermon stream is mostly regional base flow. The actual work was limited to two sub-catchments (Figure 1) extending from 1200 m.a.s.l. to 120 m.a.s.l. with average annual precipitation of 600 mm in the lower section and 900 mm at the higher elevation. The number of sampling points along the stream (10 sites) was determined according to the drainage network as well as accessibility to the sampling vehicle. The number of soil samples taken was dictated by soil type, land use and accessibility. The soils of the study area were classified as Chromic Vertisols, Rodexeralfs, Haploxerolls if they exhibited mollicepipedon, and Haploxeralfs [27].
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Figure 1. (a) The general location of Hermon stream; (b) the locations of the studied sub-catchments; and (c) the current land use and stream sampling sites. 
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2.2. Soil Sampling


We sampled 46 sites with unique georeferencing measured by GPS (E-Trex, Garmin International Inc., Olathe, KS, USA) (Figure 1c). Soil samples were taken from the top layer (0–10 cm) using a composite of four to five sub-samples. The samples were analyzed for bulk density, Olsen-P, water-extractable P (WEP), and texture using standard soil methods [28]. The vertical hydraulic conductivity was determined in the field using a mini disk infiltrometer (Decagon Devices Inc., Pullman, Washington, DC, USA) [29]. To gain a better understanding of the spatial heterogeneity of the soil P, an additional 90 soil samples were collected across the entire Hermon stream watershed and analyzed for Olsen-P and WEP [30]. The level of grazing pressure was determined in the field at each of the 46 sites by counting cow droppings along a 50 m × 2 m strip following a modified method discussed by Wood [31] and Madhusudan [32].




2.3. Stream Water Analyses


The results of the P-index calculations were tested against stream P concentrations measured at the outlet of each sub-catchment during flooding events (Figure 1b). Water samples were collected in 10 major sub-watershed confluences in the course of four major rainfall events during the 3 years of monitoring that actually generated runoff. These four sampling campaigns yielded 34 water samples with unique spatiotemporal referencing (Table 1). The water discharge was measured with a hand-held Global Water flow probe (model FP-201, Gold River, CA, USA). The relatively small number of events reflected the long period of drought that affected the Jordan River watershed from 2005 to 2011. The water samples were analyzed for total and dissolved P using the ascorbic acid method [30], total suspended solids (TSS) using the gravimetric method [33], and major anions (Cl, NO3 and SO4) using a Dionex Ion Chromatograph DX-600 equipped with IonPac AS14A anion-exchange column.
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Table 1. Measured discharge values at the 10 sampling stations along the Hermon Stream and its ephemeral tributaries during four hydrological years.
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Station

	
Subcatchment area (ha)

	
Event date




	
01/2007

	
02/2009

	
03/2009

	
01/2010




	
m3·hr−1






	
H1

	
1524

	
85

	
96

	
3984

	
5252




	
H11

	
484

	
25

	
51

	
69

	
900




	
H12

	
477

	
9

	
53

	
82

	
888




	
P1

	
399

	
56

	
854

	
1950

	
5616




	
P2

	
710

	
86

	
1177

	
3056

	
8099




	
P31

	
73

	
ND

	
ND

	
361

	
1373




	
P10

	
238

	
ND

	
121

	
293

	
1584




	
P16

	
58

	
ND

	
38

	
154

	
404




	
P17

	
26

	
ND

	
38

	
112

	
546




	
P9

	
99

	
ND

	
193

	
182

	
986










2.4. Statistical Analyses


Statistical analyses were carried out using SPSS version 19. The differences in soil P across the study site were tested by ANOVA general model and Kruskal-Wallis test. The coefficient of determination between the P index and P concentrations per event was evaluated by linear regression, while the relationships among the various water constituents were analyzed by Pearson correlation. Spatial statistics within sub-catchments were calculated by Spatial Analyst extension using ArcView Version 9.3.1 (Esri Inc., Redlands, CA, USA). The P index values were aggregated for each subcatchment using spatial mean function.




2.5. Computation of Selected P Models


2.5.1. Arkansas Model


In the current work, we tested several methods of computation and modified existing models to accommodate the conditions of Eastern Mediterranean climate and land-use practices. First, we tested the Arkansas model [22] which was originally designed for pastures and might therefore provide a good solution for our land-use applications (94% being used for cattle grazing, see Figure 1c) with minimal modifications. The values of the model’s attributes and a list of the modifications installed in the model to fit the climate and land-use conditions of the study area are summarized in Table 2. Soil-erosion classes were determined according to the RUSLE equation (see below) and the runoff categories were assigned values according to the slope angle and vertical hydraulic conductivity following the soil survey manual [34]. For further details of the computation of the P index in the Arkansas model see DeLaune et al. [22].
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Table 2. Values of the Arkansas model's attributes. The values were modified to accommodate the Eastern Mediterranean conditions as follows: (1) soil test was changed to water-extractable P; (2) grazing density was used as an indicator for added P; (3) changes in precipitation depth; and (4) no best management option was included.







Table 2. Values of the Arkansas model's attributes. The values were modified to accommodate the Eastern Mediterranean conditions as follows: (1) soil test was changed to water-extractable P; (2) grazing density was used as an indicator for added P; (3) changes in precipitation depth; and (4) no best management option was included.







	
Factor

	
Parameter

	
Value

	
Level






	
Source

	
Soil test P

	
0.000224 × WSPI (kg/625 m2)

	
-




	
Cattle Grazing Intensity (dungs)

	
0–20

	
1




	
21–100

	
2




	
101–200

	
3




	
>200

	
5




	
corral

	
10




	
Transport

	
Soil erosion (ton/year)

	
0

	
0




	
0–7

	
0.1




	
7–20

	
0.2




	
20–56

	
0.4




	
>56

	
1




	
Soil runoff class

	
negligible

	
0.1




	
low

	
0.2




	
moderate

	
0.3




	
high

	
0.5




	
very high

	
1




	
Flooding frequency

	
no Data

	
-




	
Harvest management

	
grazed only

	
0.3




	
Other Site Characteristics

	
Event precipitation (mm)

	
<65

	
0.2




	
65–76

	
0.4




	
76–87

	
0.6




	
87–98

	
0.8




	
98–109

	
1




	
109–120

	
1.2




	
120–131

	
1.4




	
131–142

	
1.6




	
142–153

	
1.8








I WSP—water soluble P.








2.5.2. Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE)


The second model to be tested was the RUSLE, devised by Renard et al. [35]. The RUSLE equation was implemented in several P-index models using categorized attributes as demonstrated by Mallarino et al. [36] in Iowa, Good et al. [18] in Wisconsin, and Weld et al. [37] in Pennsylvania. The RUSLE equation was calculated with ArcView 9.3.1 using pixel size of 25 m × 25 m:


A = R × LS × K × C × P



(1)




where A is the amount of erosion per areal unit; R is rainfall erosivity; K is soil erodibility; LS is slope length and steepness; C is crop and management; and P is support method. The R and K values for the Hermon watershed were adapted from Morin et al. [38], LS was derived from digital elevation model (DEM) analysis outlined by Simms et al. [39] and Mitasova and Mitas [40], the C value was taken from the literature [41,42,43] and the P coefficient was assigned a value of 1 since there is no infrastructure in the study area to minimize erosion. For the sake of brevity, the detailed calculation of this model is not presented.




2.5.3. The Runoff Curve Number (RCN) Model


The RCN model was used because its parameters were deemed suitable for the conditions of the study area. The RCN model has been used in Iowa [36] and Canada [44], among other sites. The runoff from a given computational cell within the catchment is computed from a rainfall–runoff equation using ArcCN-Runoff script imported to ArcView 9.3.1. The runoff is computed using the following equation:
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(2)




where Q is runoff; P is precipitation depth; and S is the potential maximum retention of water by soil. Detailed calculation of the ArcCN-Runoff is discussed by Zhan and Huang [45]. Within the context of the P loss estimation from soils to waterways the RULSE and the RCN are the transport modules of the P index calculations.




2.5.4. The Hermon Model


The main impetus for the construction of the Hermon model was the partial failure of the above-cited models to accommodate Eastern Mediterranean climate conditions, the lack of some basic data sets, and coarse resolution of existing soil data. The Hermon model was constructed to use actual measurements with little or no categorization. In doing so, we avoided the subjective decision of levels and of setting up boundaries that are not based on theory but on practitioners' decisions. The model’s input includes soil P and grazing pressure as source attributes, cumulative rainfall per event (i.e., on average 3 to 4 days) across the catchment, rainfall depth by event, terrain angle, texture, vertical hydraulic conductivity (K) and distance from the streambed as transfer factors (Table 3). The model run begins with an evaluation of the P source, followed by transport computation and concluding with an estimation of potential P transport from a given areal 25 m × 25 m cell. A flow diagram depicted in Figure 2 describes the sequence of the calculations along with the algorithm summarized in the equations part of the figure.
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Table 3. Attributes used to compute the P index with Hermon Model. The soil-P represents average values in mg/kg.
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Factor

	
Parameter

	
Category

	
Value






	
Source

	
Soil P (mg/kg)

	
-

	
Water

	
Olsen




	
Crops

	
1.4

	
6.3




	
Cattle Yard

	
148

	
786




	
Forest

	
2.1

	
3.9




	
Orchards

	
3.7

	
8.7




	
Open area

	
2.7

	
16.1




	
Grazing Level

	
0-20

	
1

	
-




	
21–100

	
2

	
-




	
101–200

	
3

	
-




	
>200

	
5

	
-




	
Feeding center & yard

	
10

	
-




	
Transport

	
Vertical hydraulic conductivity (k) (m/d)




	
Slope (degrees)




	
Rainfall event depth (mm)




	
Cumulative rainfall across the catchment (Acc Rain) (m3)




	
Soil Factor

	
Silt

	
6

	
-




	
Silt-loam

	
5

	
-




	
Transfer

	
Stream Distance (m)

	
0–50

	
1

	
-




	
50–100

	
0.75

	
-




	
100–200

	
0.5

	
-




	
200–300

	
0.25

	
-




	
>300

	
0.125

	
-
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Figure 2. Flow diagram of P-index calculations using ArcView model builder. 
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Notes:
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3. Results and Discussion


3.1. Results


The P concentrations according to land-use categories are depicted in Figure 3. The P content in the cattle feeding and resting yards was significantly higher than in the other land-use categories (p < 0.05). The concentrations of dissolved P in the stream water ranged from 0.1 mg·L−1 to 1.6 mg·L−1 while the total P ranged from 0.1 mg·L−1 to 2.2 mg·L−1. The total P concentrations in the Hermon stream during baseflow conditions are usually lower than 0.1 mg·L−1, while the soluble P concentrations are less than 0.05 mg·L−1. The electrical conductance during the runoff events ranged from 160 µS·cm−1 to 712 µS·cm−1 compared to a winter season average of 333 µS·cm−1 at the Hermon spring. In accordance with our working hypothesis, the highest electrolyte concentrations were observed in sampling points adjacent to the cattle feeding and resting areas. For example, the average Cl and SO4 concentrations in water samples near the feeding areas were 28.5 mg·L−1 and 16 mg·L−1, respectively, compared with 14 mg·L−1 and 10 mg·L−1 at the other sampling points.



The P-index results from the Arkansas, RUSLE and RCN models are depicted in Figure 4. The darker hues on the maps represent higher P-index values, i.e., a higher likelihood of being a source area. All three models’ results suggested that areas adjacent to the streams exhibit a higher potential P contribution. Linear regression analysis showed that the coefficients of determination between the P-index values of the Arkansas and RUSLE models and the measured P concentrations in the streams were rather low (r2 < 0.32 for both dissolved P and total P), while the coefficients of determination between the RCN model results and the P concentrations in the stream were somewhat higher for dissolved and total P (0.53 and 0.45, respectively). The Hermon model simulations showed that most of the contributing P areas are adjacent to the streams, amounting to less than 15% of the total catchment area (Figure 5). These model results held for both Olsen-P and WEP extracts. The Hermon model results were highly correlated with the measured dissolved-P concentrations in the stream (Table 4). On the other hand, the correlation between the P-index results and the measured total P was less consistent, especially during the rainfall–runoff event of January 2010 where a low r2 value of 0.14 was computed.
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Figure 3. Distribution of (a) water-extractable P (WEP); and (b) Olsen-P in the four selected land-use areas of Hermon catchment. 
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Table 4. Regression analysis results between P concentrations in the streams and P-index values computed by the Hermon model.
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P form

	
Date

	
Equation

	
r2

	
p value






	
Dissolved P

	
07/01/2007

	
Y = 0.050X − 0.061

	
0.88

	
0.019




	
22/02/2009

	
Y = 0.048X − 0.074

	
0.91

	
0.000




	
01/03/2009

	
Y = 0.031X + 0.117

	
0.77

	
0.001




	
20/01/2010

	
Y = 0.021X + 0.152

	
0.82

	
0.000




	
Total P (TP)

	
07/01/2007

	
Y = 0.056X + 0.188

	
0.83

	
0.030




	
22/02/2009

	
Y = 0.058X + 0.010

	
0.77

	
0.002




	
01/03/2009

	
Y = 0.037X + 0.175

	
0.80

	
0.000




	
20/01/2010

	
Y = 0.012X + 0.939

	
0.14

	
0.281
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Figure 4. P-index results from the (a) Arkansas; (b) RUSLE; and (c) runoff curve number (RCN) models. 
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Figure 5. The Hermon model P-index map. The model emphasizes the importance of the areas located close to the stream beds, while the upper part of the basin is less likely to contribute P to the waterways. 
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3.2. Discussion


The relatively high concentrations of dissolved and total P in the Hermon agro-catchment result from high grazing pressure coupled with numerous cattle feeding and resting spots located near the water source. Similar findings have been reported by McDowell [11] and McDowell and Srinivasan [21] who indicated the urgent need to steer cattle away from streams. Other factors that might create a high potential for P transport from the feeding zones are soil compaction and reduced infiltration, both of which promote runoff [16,46,47]. In the Hermon catchment, most of the feeding areas are adjacent to the stream beds, and they therefore receive larger volumes of runoff from contributing areas upslope, resulting in considerable erosional power which mobilizes the P-enriched top layer into the stream.



In the present work we opted to analyze P concentrations in the streams rather than P loads because European and USEPA recommended thresholds of P in the environment are given in concentrations. Moreover, P loads in the streams are strongly affected by autocorrelation which makes statistical analysis difficult. Most of the streams in pasture land of Mediterranean climate are ephemeral in nature which exacerbates the issue of autocorrelation during flow occurrences which are normally happening in response to short burst of rain events in winter time. Hence, in this type of climate the validation analysis of the P index results can only be performed for well-defined flow events rather than annual mean P concentrations or P loads.



The high P concentrations in the stream are about 24 times higher than the total P levels of 0.02 mg·L−1 recommended by the USEPA [48]. This threshold is based on the 25th percentiles value for Xeric West Eco-region III while the 25th percentile of the current study was 0.48 mg·L−1. The high P concentrations in the Hermon tributary during the rainfall–runoff events were also significantly higher than the maximum allowable risk levels in agricultural effluents (0.15 mg·L−1) as stated by the European Water Framework Directive-WFD. These results clearly indicate that the cattle-grazing practices in the Hermon watershed are unacceptable in terms of water-quality parameters and more stringent regulations should be enforced to minimize runoff from the feeding and resting hotspots.



The modeling results of the Arkansas, RUSLE and RCN were not correlated with measured P concentrations in the Hermon stream during the rainfall–runoff events. A poor correlation between computed soil-P index and P concentrations in the stream water has also been reported in temperate agro-catchments using these models. For example, Bundy et al. [49] studied an agro-catchment in Wisconsin with a model that was constructed for Pennsylvania by Weld et al. [50] and found a low coefficient of determination (r2 = 0.14). Once they adjusted the model to the site specific factors affecting the P losses in Wisconsin, a significantly higher correlation was reported (r2 = 0.79). Bundy et al. [49] explained the differences in model results as the outcome of using different erosional coefficients in the RUSLE equation which is embedded in these models. On the other hand, Harmel et al. [51] studied an agro-catchment in Texas and showed that the main source of error in the P-index calculations resulted from their inability to identify the various erosional levels. This type of error was minimized in the model developed by Harmel et al. [51] because they opted to use measured data rather than estimating the erosional levels.



The Hermon model used in the current work employed data measured in situ such as texture, and hydraulic conductivity rather than values imported from the literature. Moreover, we avoided the subjective categorization of the continuous variables of the model as practiced in previous studies. The high correlation between the P values computed by the Hermon model and the measured P concentrations in the stream strongly support this modeling approach. Harmel et al. [51] compared the Arkansas, Iowa and Texas models and found a high correlation between the index results and P concentrations and loads using the multiplicative Iowa model (r2 = 0.91), a moderate correlation with the additive Texas model (r2 = 0.5) and a low correlation with the Arkansas model (r2 = 0.3). Their results were in agreement with the current work which emphasizes the importance of using measured site-specific factors affecting erosion rather than general values from the literature.



The correlation between the computed P-index values and P concentrations in the stream during the rainfall–runoff event of January 2010 was rather poor compared with the other events monitored during the 3-year study. The reason for the low predictive power of the model in this event was the high resuspension rate of stream sediments. This particular rainfall event generated the first significant runoff of the hydrological year which came after a long hiatus in runoff events. Huisman and Karthikeyan [52] found that small runoff events tend to deposit suspended-P material on the stream bed. This material is then remobilized into the water column during the turbulent flow characteristic of major runoff events (see Table 1), consequently increasing the total P concentration in the stream. The loss of predictive power during the first major rainfall–runoff event of the hydrological year attests to the importance of correctly structuring the model. Vadas et al. [53] formulated a procedure for optimal model structuring to problems similar to P-index computation. The procedure begins with a perceptual model that describes the general qualitative understanding of the problem; this qualitative formulation is then translated to a conceptual model which consists of a set of equations and continues to a numerical solution using a well-designed algorithm. A flawed, inaccurate or incomplete perceptual model will result in an unreliable prediction. In recent years, a framework for diffuse pollution known as the transfer continuum [54] has been widely used as a perceptual model for P mobilization and transport. In fact, most of the P-index models utilize the transfer continuum to produce a set of equations that aim to identify CSAs and can be viewed as a conceptual model ([10,15,17,19,49,51] among many others). The current study clearly demonstrates that adapting the perceptual transfer continuum model to a Mediterranean catchment fails to consider P resuspension in streams during high-flow events. Hence, the modeling procedure has to be revisited and a new set of equations added to account for the P-transport mechanism in the streams, which is highly dependent on rainfall duration, intensity, frequency and soil antecedent moisture that can generate considerable runoff at the beginning of the hydrological year.



The main sources of uncertainty in the Hermon model are the omission of temporal variability of factors affecting P losses within and between the hydrological years. These sources of uncertainty include groundcover, antecedent soil moisture and unaccounted changes in land use generated by farming activities. Future work should consider the inclusion of remote sensing information on groundcover and soil antecedent moisture variability within the spatially identified critical source areas. These measurements undoubtedly would improve the calibration and verification of the P model.





4. Conclusions


Several leading P-index models were tested toward our main objective of developing a P-index model suitable for the Eastern Mediterranean climate. None of the published models performed well under the climatic conditions of extremely dry summers and wet winters, where most of the precipitation events occur in the form of rain during a few intense rainfall events. We developed a new P index termed Hermon model which was adjusted to the rainfall–runoff event occurrences. In general, extremely high correlations were recorded between the P-index values and the P concentrations in the stream. One notable exception was recorded in the correlation matrix which indicated that the perceptual model that underlies this computational approach requires some modifications to address the resuspension of P from the stream bed during the typical early runoff events in Eastern Mediterranean catchments. The results also suggested that the current cattle-grazing practices in the study area are unacceptable in terms of water-quality parameters and more stringent regulations should be enforced to minimize the runoff from the feeding and resting hotspots.







Acknowledgments


Partial support was given by the GLOWA-Jordan River Project funded by the German Ministry of Science and Education (BMBF), in collaboration with the Israeli Ministry of Science and Technology (MOST). Additional support was given by the Israeli Water Authority. We would like to thank Musli and Bartan for their help in data collection.




References


	



Abell, J.M.; Özkundakci, D.; Hamilton, D.P.; Miller, S.D. Relationships between land use and nitrogen and phosphorus in New Zealand lakes. Mar. Freshw. Res. 2011, 62, 162–175. [Google Scholar][Green Version]

	



Smith, V.H. Eutrophication of freshwater and coastal marine ecosystems: A global problem. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 2003, 10, 126–139. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Paerl, H. Nutrient and other environmental controls of harmful cyanobacterial blooms along the freshwater-marine continuum. In Cyanobacterial Harmful Algal Blooms: State of the Science and Research Needs; Hudnell, K.H., Ed.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2008; Volume 619, pp. 217–237. [Google Scholar]

	



Paerl, H.W.; Huisman, J. Blooms like it hot. Science 2008, 320, 57–58. [Google Scholar]

	



Elser, J.J.; Bracken, M.E.S.; Cleland, E.E.; Gruner, D.S.; Harpole, W.S.; Hillebrand, H.; Ngai, J.T.; Seabloom, E.W.; Shurin, J.B.; Smith, J.E. Global analysis of nitrogen and phosphorus limitation of primary producers in freshwater, marine and terrestrial ecosystems. Ecol. Lett. 2007, 10, 1135–1142. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



McDowell, R.W.; Larned, S.T.; Houlbrooke, D.J. Nitrogen and phosphorus in New Zealand streams and rivers: Control and impact of eutrophication and the influence of land management. N. Z. J. Mar. Freshw. Res. 2009, 43, 985–995. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sharpley, A.N.; Rekolainen, S. Phosphorus in agriculture and its environmental implications. In Phosphorus Loss from Soil to Water; Tunney, H., Carton, O.T., Brookes, P.C., Johnston, A.E., Eds.; CAB International Press: Cambridge, UK, 1997; pp. 1–54. [Google Scholar]

	



Howarth, R.; Anderson, D.; Cloern, J.; Elfring, C.; Hopkinson, C.; Lapointe, B.; Malone, T.; Marcus, N.; McGlathery, K.; Sharpley, A.; et al. Nutrient pollution of coastal rivers, bays, and seas. Issues Ecol. 2000, 7, 1–15. [Google Scholar]

	



Gburek, W.J.; Sharpley, A.N. Hydrologic controls on phosphorus loss from upland agricultural watersheds. J. Environ. Qual. 1998, 27, 267–277. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gburek, W.J.; Sharpley, A.N.; Heathwaite, L.; Folmar, G.J. Phosphorus management at the watershed scale: A modification of the phosphorus index. J. Environ. Qual. 2000, 29, 130–144. [Google Scholar]

	



McDowell, R.W. Phosphorus and sediment loss in a catchment with winter forage grazing of cropland by dairy cattle. J. Environ. Qual. 2006, 35, 575–583. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



James, E.; Kleinman, P.; Veith, T.; Stedman, R.; Sharpley, A. Phosphorus contributions from pastured dairy cattle to streams of the Cannonsville watershed, New York. J. Soil Water Conserv. 2007, 62, 40–47. [Google Scholar]

	



Johnes, P.J.; Heathwaite, A.L. Modelling the impact of land use change on water quality in agricultural catchments. Hydrol. Proc. 1997, 11, 269–286. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Udawatta, R.P.; Motavalli, P.P.; Garrett, H.E. Phosphorus loss and runoff characteristics in three adjacent agricultural watersheds with claypan soils. J. Environ. Qual. 2004, 33, 1709–1719. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Heathwaite, A.L.; Fraser, A.I.; Johnes, P.J.; Hutchins, M.; Lord, E.; Butterfield, D. The phosphorus indicators tool: A simple model of diffuse P loss from agricultural land to water. Soil Use Manag. 2003, 19, 1–11. [Google Scholar]

	



McDowell, R.W.; Drewry, J.J.; Muirhead, R.W.; Paton, R.J. Cattle treading and phosphorus and sediment loss in overland flow from grazed cropland. Aust. J. Soil Res. 2003, 41, 1521–1532. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Buczko, U.; Kuchenbuch, R.O. Phosphorus indices as risk-assessment tools in the USA and Europe—A review. J. Plant Nutr. Soil Sci. 2007, 170, 445–460. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Good, L.W.; Panuska, J.C.; Vadas, P. Current calculations in the Wisconsin P Index. Available online: http://wpindex.soils.wisc.edu (accessed on 12 December 2012).

	



Bechmann, M.; Krogstad, T.; Sharpley, A. A phosphorus index for norway. Acta Agric. Scand. Sect. B Soil Plant Sci. 2005, 55, 205–213. [Google Scholar]

	



Lemunyon, J.L.; Gilbert, R.G. The concept and need for a phosphorus assessment-tool. J. Prod. Agric. 1993, 6, 483–486. [Google Scholar]

	



McDowell, R.W.; Srinivasan, M.S. Identifying critical source areas for water quality: 2. Validating the approach for phosphorus and sediment losses in grazed headwater catchments. J. Hydrol. 2009, 379, 68–80. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



DeLaune, P.B.; Moore, P.A.; Carman, D.K.; Sharpley, A.N.; Haggard, B.E.; Daniel, T.C. Evaluation of the phosphorus source component in the phosphorus index for pastures. J. Environ. Qual. 2004, 33, 2192–2200. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Natural Resources Conservation Service, The Phosphorus Index: A Phosphorus Assessment Tool; Technical Note, Series No 1901. USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service: Washington, DC, USA, 1994.

	



Yosef, Y.; Saaroni, Y.; Alpert, P. Trends in daily rainfall intensity over Israel 1950/1-2003/4. Open Atmos. Sci. J. 2009, 3, 196–203. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Berman, T.; Pollingher, U.; Zohary, T. A short history of stability and change in phytoplankton populations in Lake Kinneret. Isr. J. Plant Sci. 1998, 46, 73–80. [Google Scholar]

	



Hadas, O.; Pinkas, R.; Malinsky-Rushansky, N.; Shalev-Alon, G.; Delphine, E.; Berner, T.; Sukenik, A.; Kaplan, A. Physiological variables determined under laboratory conditions may explain the bloom of Aphanizomenon ovalisporum in Lake Kinneret. Eur. J. Phycol. 2002, 37, 259–267. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Dan, J.; Singer, A. Soil evolution on basalt and basic pyroclastic materials in Golan Heights. Geoderma 1973, 9, 165–192. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Carter, M.R. Soil Sampling and Methods of Analysis. Canadian Society of Soil Science; Lewis Publishers: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 1993; p. 823. [Google Scholar]

	



Zhang, R.D. Determination of soil sorptivity and hydraulic conductivity from the disk infiltrometer. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 1997, 61, 1024–1030. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tiessen, H.; Moir, J.O. Charactrization of available P by sequential extraction. In Soil Sampling and Methods of Analysis, Canadian Society of Soil Science; Carter, M.R., Ed.; Lewis Publishers: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 1993; pp. 75–84. [Google Scholar]

	



Wood, D.H. Estimating rabbit density by counting dung pellets. Wildlife Res. 1988, 15, 665–671. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Madhusudan, M.D. Recovery of wild large herbivores following livestock decline in a tropical Indian wildlife reserve. J. Appl. Ecol. 2004, 41, 858–869. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Clesceri, L.S. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater, 20th ed; American Public Health Association: Washington, DC, USA, 1998. [Google Scholar]

	



Natural Resources Conservation Service, Soil Survey Manual; USDA Handbook 18; USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service: Washington, DC, USA, 1993.

	



Renard, K.G.; Foster, G.R.; Weesies, G.A.; McCool, D.K.; Yoder, D.C. Predicting Soil Erosion by Water: A Guide to Conservation Planning with the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE); USDA Agricultural Handbook; USDA: Washington, DC, USA, 1997; Volume 703, p. 404. [Google Scholar]

	



Mallarino, A.P.; Stewart, B.M.; Baker, J.L.; Downing, J.D.; Sawyer, J.E. Phosphorus indexing for cropland: Overview and basic concepts of the Iowa phosphorus index. J. Soil Water Conserv. 2002, 57, 440–447. [Google Scholar]

	



Weld, J.; Beegle, D.B.; Bryant, R.; Gburek, W.J.; Kleinman, P.; Sharpley, A.N. The Pennsylvania Phosphorus Index; Version 2, UC180; The College of Agricultural Sciences, Pennsylvania State University: University Park, PA, USA, 2007. [Google Scholar]

	



Morin, J.; Michaeli, A.; Agassi, M.; Atzmon, B.; Rozentzveig, D. Rainfall–Runoff–Erosion Relations in the Lake Kinneret Watershed (in Hebrew); Soil Erosion Research Station, Agricultural Research Organization, The Ministry of Agricultural and Rural Development: Bet-Dagan, Israel, 1979. [Google Scholar]

	



Simms, A.D.; Woodroffe, C.D.; Jones, B.G. Application of RUSLE for erosion management in a coastal catchment, southern NSW. In Proceedings of the MODSIM 2003: International Congress Modelling and SimulationIntegrative Modelling of BiophysicalSocial and Economic Systems for Resource Managment Solutions, Townsville, Australia, 14–17 July 2003; Volume 2, pp. 678–683.

	



Mitasova, H.; Mitas, L. Modeling Soil Detachment with RUSLE 3D Using GIS; Geographic Modeling Systems Lab, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, 1999. Available online: http://skagit.meas.ncsu.edu/~helena/gmslab/erosion/usle.html (accessed on 12 December 2012).

	



Stone, R.P.; Hilborn, D. Factsheet, Universal Soil Loss Equation (USLE); Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, Ontario, Canada, 2000. Available online: http://www.omafra.gov.on.ca/english/engineer/facts/00-001.pdf (accessed on 12 December 2012).

	



Trahan, N. Modeling Sediment and Contaminant Pathways to the Cedar River; ESRI User Conference, 2002. Available online: http://proceedings.esri.com/library/userconf/proc02/pap0785/p0785.htm (accessed on 12 December 2012).

	



Bakker, M.M.; Govers, G.; Doom, A.V.; Quetier, F.; Chouvardas, D.; Rounsevell, M. The response of soil erosion and sediment export to land-use change in four areas of Europe: The importance of landscape pattern. Geomorphology 2008, 98, 213–226. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Van Bochove, E.; Thériault, G.; Denault, J.T. Indicator of Risk of Water Contamination by Phosphorus (IROWC_P): A Handbook for Presenting the IROWC_P Algorithms; Contribution No. AAFC/AAC; Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada: Quebec, Canada, 2009. [Google Scholar]

	



Zhan, X.; Huang, M.-L. ARCCN-runoff: An ARCGIS tool for generating curve number and runoff maps. Environ. Model. Softw. 2004, 19, 875–879. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kurz, I.; O’Reilly, C.D.; Tunney, H. Impact of cattle on soil physical properties and nutrient concentrations in overland flow from pasture in Ireland. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2006, 113, 378–390. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Herbin, T.; Hennessy, D.; Richards, K.G.; Piwowarczyk, A.; Murphy, J.J.; Holden, N.M. The effects of dairy cow weight on selected soil physical properties indicative of compaction. Soil Use Manag. 2011, 27, 36–44. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



US EPA (United States Environmental Protection Agency). Ecoregional Nutrient Criteria Documents: Rivers and Streams; U.S. Environmental Protection Agency: Washington, DC, USA, 2000. Available online: http://www.epa.gov/waterscience/criteria/nutrient/ecoregions/rivers/index.html (accessed on 12 December 2012).

	



Bundy, L.G.; Mallarino, A.P.; Good, L.W. Field-scale tools for reducing nutrient losses to water resources. In Final Report: Gulf Hypoxia and Local Water Quality Concerns Workshop, Ames, Iowa; American Society of Agricultural and Biological Engineers: St. Joseph, MI, USA, 2008; pp. 159–170. [Google Scholar]

	



Weld, J.; Beegle, D.B.; Bryant, R.; Gburek, W.J.; Kleinman, P.; Sharpley, A.N. The Pennsylvania Phosphorus Index, Version 1; Pub. Code: US 180 5M3/03PS4591; The College of Agricultural Sciences, Pennsylvania State University: University Park, PA, USA, 2003. [Google Scholar]

	



Harmel, R.D.; Torbert, H.A.; DeLaune, P.B.; Haggard, B.E.; Haney, R.L. Field evaluation of three phosphorus indices on new application sites in Texas. J. Soil Water Conserv. 2005, 60, 29–42. [Google Scholar]

	



Huisman, N.L.H.; Karthikeyan, K.G. Using radiometric tools to track sediment and phosphorus movement in an agricultural watershed. J. Hydrol. 2012, 450–451, 219–229. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Vadas, P.A.; Gburek, W.J.; Sharpley, A.N.; Kleinman, P.J.A.; Moore, P.A.; Cabrera, M.L.; Harmel, R.D. A model for phosphorus transformation and runoff loss for surface-applied manures. J. Environ. Qual. 2007, 36, 324–332. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Haygarth, P.M.; Condron, L.M.; Heathwaite, A.L.; Turner, B.L.; Harris, G.P. The phosphorus transfer continuum: Linking source to impact with an interdisciplinary and multi-scaled approach. Sci. Tot. Environ. 2005, 344, 5–14. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]





© 2013 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/).







media/file4.png





nav.xhtml


  water-05-00262


  
    		
      water-05-00262
    


  




  





media/file11.png
‘n 1,000 2000 Me(en‘ Legend

® Water Slmpllng Station
Stre:
Pindex value

igh : 320

S Low:o






media/file1.png
35°38'E 35°40'E 35°42'E 35°44'E 35°46'E 35°48'E 35°50'E
L L 1 L L L L
33°20'N -33920'N
L N 33°4
egend
~ | Village A
© . Stream
D P Index Working Zone
E Hermon Watershed
33°18'N F33°18'N
0 1,500 3,000 4,500
| 1 | ] Meters /
o b
33°16'N Lazeren | | 32
A wrIl ™Mo O 307 -
33014'N- SHE'AR VASHUV  {yermOBEET S A e E v\ L 33014'N
BUQ'ATA
33°12'N a -33°12'N
. KFAR SOLD
U 1 ] U 1 ] L]
35°38'F 35°40'E 35°42'F 35°\4'E 35°46'E 35°48'F 35°50'E
Legend
C. @ Water Sampling Point Landuse
Y Soil Sample point 7% Forest
“"*...- Seasonal stream o€ Crops
77\~ Perennial stream (" Orchards

(CZ3 Watershed boundaries (" Open area/Pasture

“ Cattle Yard






media/file7.png
Olsen P (mg/kg)

* =

T T T T v T T T T
Openarea  Forest  Agriculture Cattle yards Openarea  Forest  Agriculture Cattle yards
Landuse Type Landuse Type





media/file9.png
Legend
©  Water Sampling Station
7 Stream
Pindex value
o High: 081

Low : 0.005

b 4 Legend

: " @ Water Sampling Station
Stream

P Index value

ligh : 76000

Low: 0.1

% T P
)
: Y
| 1,000 2,000 Meters W
i 1 J
Legend
© Water Sampling Station
o Stre:
Pindex value
oy High: 10
) Low:0
/ /y
§
S
)
P |
N
\\5“
Io 1,000 2,000 Meters
|1 1 J






media/file10.png
Legend

© Water Sampling Station
© . Stream
P index value

— High : 0.81
Low : 0.005

N

| 0 1,000 2,000 Meters
| |

Legend
@ Water Sampling Station

“ . Stream

P Index value
- High : 76000

Low : 0.1

\‘E”“

| 0 1,000 2,000 Meters
| |

Legend

@ Water Sampling Station
“ - Stream

P index value

- High: 10

Low: 0

1,000 2,000 Meters
| J






media/file5.png





media/file12.png
Legend

- @ Water Sampling Station
© . Stream

P index value

I 0 1,000 2,000 Meters
| |

w  High : 320






media/file3.png
o

_(P-02xS)
T P+0.8xS






media/file0.png
e

SHE

SUE

SuE

SS0E

WE ISWE
FISTN
e
e
sl by

30

00

IE

st

SN

e

S

Legend
® Water Sampling Point
J Soil Sample point
.. Seasonal stream
S\ Perennial stream
C3 Watershed boundaries

Landuse
5 Forest

[e=3 Lmnn

o8 o
“ omn area/Pasture
#8 Ca






media/file8.png
WEP (mg/kg)

1000—

100

Open area

l l E
Forest  Agriculture Cattle yards

Landuse Type

10000

@ 1000

S

:

S

A 100

=

@

-

© 10—
1_
0

I
Open area

i !
Forest  Agriculture Cattl

Landuse Type

I
e yards






media/file6.png
: ! headxday)xhe”dxlm Xevent days
2 o r gr 2
kg g m
ke il Plke ! 1n)+ Added P(&
m im?
Ace Rain(-™—y =S (cell rai m " 2
eve event days
Amount of effective m,;(m )= . y
ee Ran( L X ever? ko’
Transport factor(m’* :






