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Abstract: Recent increase in global consumption of rice led to increased demand for sustainable 16 
water management in paddy cultivation. In this study, we propose an enhanced paddy 17 
simulation module in the SWAT model to evaluate sustainability of paddy cultivation. 18 
Enhancements added to SWAT are: 1) to modify water balance calculation for impounded fields, 19 
2) to add an irrigation management option for paddy fields, which is characterized by flood 20 
irrigation with target water depth, and 3) to add puddling operation that influences water 21 
quality and infiltration rate of top soil layer. In a case study, the enhanced model, entitled 22 
SWAT-Paddy, was applied to an agricultural watershed in Japan. Results showed that the 23 
SWAT-Paddy successfully represents paddy cultivation, water management, and discharge 24 
processes. Simulated daily discharge rates with SWAT-PADDY (R2=0.8) were superior to 25 
SWAT2012 result (R2=0.002). SWAT-Paddy allows simulating paddy management processes 26 
realistically and thus, can enhance model accuracy in paddy-dominant agricultural watersheds. 27 

Keywords: SWAT, water quality, paddy fields, irrigation, rice, watershed 28 
 29 

1. Introduction 30 
Rice is the staple food of more than half of the world’s population and supplies more dietary 31 

energy than many other grain crops [1]. Consumption of rice is increasing because of population 32 
growth in many African as well as South, Southeast and East Asia countries [2, 3]. Increasing 33 
demand for rice requires land productivity of paddy fields to increase by 0.6 ton/ha globally, 34 
during the next 10 years [4]. To increase land productivity, several methods are generally used: 35 
increasing the number of rice cultivations per year, improving crop yield potential with genetic 36 
modification, or applying more agrochemicals, fertilizers, and irrigation. In addition, improving 37 
soil fertility is important to sustainable crop production.  [5]. Paddy fields are cultivated under 38 
inundation of irrigated water as these consume and discharge a large volume of water. Therefore, 39 
paddy cultivation often affects local water resource sustainability by consuming a large amount 40 
of water and discharging pollutants into downstream water bodies [6-8]. To mitigate impact on 41 
water quality in watersheds containing paddy fields, a management plan for land use, irrigation, 42 
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and drainage should be employed. In order to assess the sustainability of natural resources such 43 
as land and surface or ground water, several hydrological models have been used including 44 
MIKE Système Hydrologique Européen (MIKE SHE) [9, 10], Hydrological Simulation Program-45 
FORTRAN (HSPF) [11, 12], and others [13, 14]. Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) is one of 46 
the hydrological models used to assess sustainability of land and water resources, considering 47 
agricultural production at the watershed scale [15, 16]. SWAT has been globally applied to 48 
address water quantity and associated challenges [17-19], including irrigation management [20, 49 
21] and land management plan [22, 23], and effects of climate change on hydrological cycle [24, 50 
25]. Because several kinds of software tools are available to prepare input data (ArcSWAT and 51 
QSWAT, http://swat.tamu.edu/software/), check errors in a simulation (SWAT-Check, 52 
http://swat.tamu.edu/software/swat-check/), and calibrate parameters (SWAT-CUP, 53 
http://swat.tamu.edu/software/swat-cup/) of a SWAT model simulation, the users of SWAT can 54 
easily apply a model. Therefore, SWAT model has a significant potential to help administrators 55 
make sustainable management plans for watersheds with paddy fields. 56 

However, SWAT is not designed to model wetting condition with water inundation 57 
commonly practiced in paddy fields [26, 27]. To mimic water impoundment in paddy fields in 58 
SWAT simulation, the pothole module, which is available in SWAT, was used in several studies 59 
[28, 29]. However, the pothole module was originally developed to model the hydrologic 60 
characteristic of pothole landscapes that are common in the Corn Belt and Great Lakes in US. 61 
Sakaguchi et al. [30] pointed out the unsuitability of pothole module to simulate paddy water 62 
balances. To date, a handful of studies have been published regarding paddy modeling with the 63 
SWAT model. Xie and Cui [31] modified the existing pothole algorithm to simulate hydrological 64 
processes in paddy fields. Boulange et al. [32] developed PCPF-1@SWAT by combining a field 65 
scale model for estimating pesticide concentration in paddy water and surface soil (Pesticide 66 
Concentration in Paddy Field-1; PCPF-1 [33]) with the modified pothole model to evaluate the 67 
impact of pesticides in paddy fields. In the water balance computation, lateral seepage through 68 
embankment was considered in this model. Sakaguchi et al. [30] developed a paddy model based 69 
on the modified pothole. In this model, a new parameter representing the potential percolation 70 
rate of paddy fields was proposed. This parameter was defined as a hydraulic property that 71 
represents lateral seepage and vertical percolation from paddy impoundment in one term. 72 
Therefore, an advantage of Sakaguchi’s model compared to PCPF-1@SWAT, which requires users 73 
to define two parameters to represent water loss from impoundment through paddy soil, is lesser 74 
number of fitting parameters for paddy simulation. Sofiyuddin et al. [34] analyzed the 75 
performance and structure of Sakaguchi’s model by comparing it to the original SWAT model, 76 
and concluded that the proposed model structure improved the model performance. Though 77 
those models showed acceptable simulation results in their research, the structures of those 78 
models are still based on the concept of pothole module. The characteristics of potholes are 79 
conceptually different from paddy fields in the aspects of hydrology and agricultural 80 
management. Depth of impoundment in a paddy field is controlled by a farmer every day, 81 
considering the growth of paddy crop and climatic conditions. In addition, a difference exists 82 
between soil water conditions in paddy fields and potholes. Soil in the pothole region is 83 
completely drained with tile drainage when a field is used for crop production [35]. However, 84 
soil is kept wet under paddy impoundment to stabilize water supply to paddy plants, to control 85 
dynamics of organic matter, to supply inorganic mineral salts contained in irrigated water, to 86 
control weeds, to prevent damages by blight and harmful animals, insects, and other living 87 
things, and to maintain temperature [36]. Furthermore, agricultural management practices in 88 
paddy fields are unique and distinctive, and have sophisticated effects on hydrology and crop 89 
growth. To keep paddy field impounded, puddling, which means mixing soil and impounded 90 
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water before transplanting, is usually carried out by farmers. Puddling decreases infiltration rate 91 
of soil and it allows a paddy field to be impounded. Besides, puddling makes water muddy by 92 
mixing surface soil and impounded water and thus, discharge water from paddy fields shortly 93 
after puddling often contains more sediment and pollutants than usual. However, in the SWAT 94 
modifications used in the previous studies, puddling was not taken into account. In addition, 95 
previous studies revealed that paddy fields sometimes discharge nutrient with a large amount of 96 
water [6, 37].On the other hand, polluted irrigation water is purified in paddy fields because of 97 
plant uptake, biodegradation, denitrification, and cyclic water use in paddy field districts [38, 39]. 98 
Therefore, agricultural management in paddy fields should be taken into account when 99 
environmental conservation practice is planned in watersheds containing them [40]. 100 
Furthermore, paddy fields should be modeled based on their own unique hydrological process 101 
and agricultural managements. 102 

The goal of this study was to enhance paddy simulation by improving accuracy in watershed 103 
modeling using the SWAT model. As an objective in this research, to simulate paddy fields water 104 
management, SWAT2012 was modified, 1) to equip with a new water balance model including 105 
water impoundments in paddy fields, 2) to add an irrigation management option for paddy 106 
fields, which is characterized by flood irrigation with target ponding depths managed on a daily 107 
basis, 3) to consider that puddling influences discharge water quality and infiltration rate during 108 
growing periods. The modified model was named SWAT-Paddy. To examine the model 109 
performance, SWAT-Paddy was applied to an actual watershed containing paddy fields in Japan. 110 

2. Materials and Methods  111 

2.1 Overview of SWAT model simulation 112 

SWAT is a semi-distributed and process-oriented eco-hydrological model that computes 113 
water, nutrients, and pesticide discharge from a watershed on a daily time step [15]. Water and 114 
mass balance, plant growth, and management practices are simulated in each hydrological 115 
response unit (HRU), which is generated by overlying maps of land use, soil, and slope. Then, 116 
outputs from HRUs are aggregated at subbasin level and routed downstream through a channel 117 
network. This enables the model to represent hydrological characteristics of watershed efficiently, 118 
with reasonable approximation. For the simulation, SWAT requires input data of weather, maps, 119 
and schedule of management practices. Detailed description of the model is available in 120 
SWAT2012 theoretical documentation [29]. 121 

2.2 Development of SWAT-Paddy 122 
In previous studies, the pothole module was often used to model impoundment in paddy 123 

fields [30-32]. However, computational algorithm of the pothole model is not targeted on the 124 
hydrological process in paddy fields (Figure 1) and a paddy field and a pothole have conceptually 125 
different hydrological characteristics. Therefore, the pothole module is not appropriate to 126 
simulate paddies to aid decision making or agricultural policy development. In this study, we 127 
propose a scheme to simulate paddy fields based on their physical hydrological processes, which 128 
can be the basis of further modification and application of SWAT in paddy field districts. A 129 
terrestrial process was modified, as shown in Figure 2, for this purpose. Besides, agricultural 130 
management practices in paddy fields are different from the other farmlands assumed in SWAT. 131 
Thus, new paddy management options are added to the scheduled management scheme in 132 
SWAT. 133 
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2.2.1 Development of paddy impoundment module 134 
Hydrological processes in paddy fields are different from processes in other land uses 135 

because water from rainfall and irrigation is stored in the ground as an impoundment during 136 
growth seasons [36]. To represent paddy impoundment in SWAT, new module for impoundment 137 
was developed [30]. Water balance was calculated using: 138 

 139 
 140 

∆DEPimpnd = IR + Rday – Qsurf – EVimpnd - PERCday, (1) 

Figure 1. Schematic chart of pothole procedure in SWAT2012 

Figure 2. Schematic chart of the paddy model developed in SWAT-Paddy 
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 141 
Where, ∆DEPimpnd is daily change of impounded depth (mm H2O), IR is daily irrigated water depth 142 
(mm H2O), Rday is daily precipitation (mm H2O), Qsurf is daily surface discharge (i.e. overflow from 143 
outlet weir) from paddy fields (mm H2O), EVimpnd is daily evaporation from water surface (mm 144 
H2O), and PERCday is daily water percolation to soil surface layer (mm H2O). Qsurf, EVimpnd, and 145 
PERCday were determined in newly developed subroutine for paddy field simulation, which is 146 
named paddy subroutine. One of the major improvements is that water balance of impoundment 147 
is calculated in depth, whereas the pothole module calculates water balance in volume, which is 148 
not appropriate for paddy fields. Evaporation from water surface was calculated using equations 149 
(2) and (3). 150 
 151 

 152 
If LAI < LAIev, EVimpnd = ηE0 (1 – LAI / LAIev), (2) 

If LAI ≥ LAIev, EVimpnd = 0, (3) 

 153 
Where, η is the evaporation coefficient, E0 is potential evapotranspiration for a given day (PET; 154 
mm H2O), LAI is leaf area index of a crop grown in flooding, LAIev is the leaf area index when 155 
evaporation from water surface does not occur. For the parameters of η and LAIev, the values of 156 
0.6 and 4.0 were adopted, respectively, based on previous reports [30]. Computation techniques 157 
for Qsurf and IR are described in the following sections.  158 

In SWAT-Paddy, the method to compute percolation of water from impoundment to 159 
soil that was used in the original or modified pothole [28, 31] was not adopted, because soil water 160 
content and saturated hydraulic conductivity of surface soil layers are only elements in 161 
determining the percolation rate and these lead to underestimation of percolation in paddy fields 162 
[27]. In actual paddy fields, there is a constant water loss by seepage through the bund of paddy 163 
field and vertical percolation even though surface soils are saturated and hydraulic conductivity 164 
is very low because of puddling. Thus, potential percolation rate (PERC0) from impoundment to 165 
soil layers is defined as a constant value after puddling as modeled in the previous research [30]. 166 

2.2.2 Modification of the operation scheme of irrigation and drainage for paddy fields district 167 
In paddy fields, impounded water depth is controlled by farmers based on growth stage of 168 

paddy and climatic conditions. Controlling impounded water depth is quite important for rice 169 
production [41]. In SWAT-Paddy, the water depth control method used in the previous study 170 
[31] was adopted. Three critical water depths, namely: maximum flooding depth for surface 171 
discharge computation (DEPmax), irrigation trigger depth (DEPtrigger), and irrigation target depth 172 
(DEPtarget), were introduced in this method. The new command was added to schedule 173 
management subroutine and it changes values of the critical water depths on each day. Surface 174 
discharge was calculated using equation (4) and (5) in paddy subroutine. 175 

 176 
 177 

If DEPimpnd > DEPmax, Qsurf = DEPimpnd – DEPmax, (4) 

If DEPimpnd ≤ DEPmax, Qsurf = 0, (5) 

 178 
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Where, DEPimpnd is depth of impoundment on a given day (mm H2O), and DEPmax is maximum 179 
depth of impoundment (mm H2O). Demanded irrigation depth on a given day (IRdemand, mm H2O) 180 
was calculated using equation (6) and (7). 181 

 182 
If DEPimpnd < DEPtrigger, IRdemand = DEPtarget – DEPimpnd, (6) 

If DEPimpnd ≥ DEPtrigger, IRdemand = 0, (7) 

 183 
During rice cultivation, the value of IRdemand increases and one water resource is sometimes 184 

insufficient to satisfy the water demand. Therefore, multiple water resources, including river 185 
aquifer, and irrigation pond, are designed to be used in paddy irrigation system when the amount 186 
of available water from a resource is estimated to be insufficient [8, 42]. In a paddy field district 187 
with well-developed irrigation system, including water withdrawal facilities and irrigation 188 
canals, a ratio of irrigated water amount from each resource can be assumed to be the same as the 189 
area of paddy fields and the ratio does not fluctuate. Therefore, we introduced a parameter of the 190 
main resource ratio (rmain), assuming doubled water resource requirement for one district as 191 
shown in equation (8) and (9). 192 

 193 
IRdemand,main = rmain × IRdemand, (8) 

IRdemand,sub = ( 1 - rmain ) × IRdemand, (9) 

 194 
Where, IRdemand,main is irrigation demand for main water resource (mm H2O), and IRdemand,sub is 195 
irrigation water demand for sub water resource (mm H2O). Equations 6 – 9 were added to a 196 
subroutine of auto-application of irrigation. 197 

2.2.3 Puddling as a scheduled management 198 
To keep water above land surface, farmers maintain a low hydraulic conductivity of paddy 199 

soil. Puddling, which means mixing soil and impounded water before transplanting, is carried 200 
out for this purpose [43-45]. In puddling, farmers break soil aggregations by rotary tillage and fill 201 
cracks in plow sole made by tractor’s compaction with small soil particles, and this leads to low 202 
conductivity of plow sole. Therefore, hydraulic conductivity of surface soil in a paddy field is low 203 
in rice growing season. In addition, this makes surface soil saturated with water, and leads to 204 
reduced condition in paddy soil. Reduced soil environment promotes denitrification, which is 205 
related to nitrogen loss in paddy soil. In this sense, modeling puddling in SWAT is important 206 
when the model is used in a paddy field watershed. Therefore, the operation command 207 
“puddling” and “break puddle” were added to scheduled management subroutine in SWAT-208 
Paddy. Equation (10), originally from the previous work in APEX modification for paddy fields 209 
[46], is computed when puddling is operated. 210 

 211 
Ksat,wet = coeffpudd × Ksat,dry (10) 

 212 
Where, Ksat,wet is saturated hydraulic conductivity after puddling (mm/h), coeffpudd is puddling 213 
coefficient less than 1, and Ksat,dry is an original value of hydraulic conductivity (mm/h). Users can 214 
set the depth of plow sole and this equation is applied to the layer including plow sole and the 215 
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overlying layers. After completion of paddy cultivation, users can operate break puddle to return 216 
the value of hydraulic conductivity to the original (Ksat,dry). In addition to changing physical 217 
property of soil, puddling often causes water pollution when farmers drain water, which contains 218 
high concentrations of sediments and nutrients resuspended by mixing surface soil and 219 
impounded water, just after the management is operated. To represent this, the resuspension 220 
after puddling was also modeled in this puddling scheme based on the tillage algorithm existing 221 
in SWAT2012. The basic idea of this is conceptually the same as the modification in APEX [46].  222 

2.3 Study area for evaluation 223 
SWAT-Paddy was evaluated in a case study in the Upper Kashima River watershed in the 224 

Imbanuma Lake basin, Chiba Prefecture that is located in the central region of Japan. The area of 225 
the study watershed is 117 km2. The watershed is covered mainly by andosol soil, which is made 226 
from volcanic ash and is highly permeable [47]. In this area, small valleys and hills make a 227 
complex landscape, called “yatsu”; however, there is no significant difference in their elevation. 228 
Therefore, surface runoff is insignificant in this area and river flow is dominated by groundwater 229 
discharge. In this watershed, lowland areas are used for paddy fields, which occupy 9% of the 230 
watershed. Water is pumped up from the river and deep aquifer to irrigated paddy fields through 231 
small open canals and is drained through channels to Kashima River. Irrigation pumps and the 232 
gate between a drainage channel and the river, which is usually closed in irrigation period, are 233 
controlled mainly by farmers. Farmlands, excluding paddy fields, constitute the largest land use 234 
in this watershed; it is located on the hilly area (Figure 3). The areal portion of paddy fields is not 235 
so high, but it has a significant impact on the watershed hydrology because paddy fields are 236 
located along the river. In addition, 2000–3000 mm of water is withdrawn from the river and deep 237 
aquifer using pump facilities for the irrigated rice fields. This value is much larger than average 238 
annual precipitation (approximately 1400 mm) and the main source of irrigation, which accounts 239 

Figure 3. Maps of (a) land use distribution in the watershed and (b) topography of the 
watershed  
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for 80 % of total irrigation water use, is Kashima River itself. Therefore, paddy irrigation has an 240 
impact on water environment through both irrigation and drainage practices. Thus, considering 241 
paddy fields in hydrological simulation is important for the management of this watershed. We 242 
set a hydrologic investigation point in the middle of Kashima River and observed river flow rate 243 
in the period of 2012–2014 though we stopped monitoring from January–March because paddy 244 
fields are not cultivated in that period. In addition, data were not recorded during October–245 
December 2013 because of damage in sensors by a big typhoon that happened on October 13th, 246 
2013. Edge-of-field paddy discharge was monitored for irrigation volume and discharge rate in 247 
the period of April 26th–August 4th in 2016. Actual evapotranspiration (ET ) was estimated using 248 
FAO56 method [48], which is well validated in similar environments [49]. Using this observation 249 
data, the water balance of target paddy fields was estimated. 250 

2.4 The application and calibration of SWAT2012 251 
Model input files were generated using ArcSWAT 2012 with following data: 252 
 253 

1. Digital Elevation Model (10 m mesh, [50]) 254 
2. Land use (100 m mesh [51]) 255 
3. Soil map by Japan Soil Association [52] with vertical data from SolphyJ [53] 256 
4. Weather data obtained at the weather station in Sakura (precipitation, temperature, and 257 

wind velocity), Chiba (precipitation, temperature, wind velocity, and relative humidity), and 258 
Tsukuba (solar radiation) [54] 259 
 260 
With this data, 227 HRUs were defined in 11 subbasins. The simulation period was 2012–261 

2014 and a warm-up simulation was conducted for five years (2008-2011) prior to the main 262 
simulation. Management schedule in paddy fields was determined based on the local standard 263 
of fertilizing [55], local guideline for paddy management [56], and field monitoring conducted in 264 
2016 at a paddy field located near the outlet of watershed. In addition, both river and deep aquifer 265 
sources are used for irrigation in this region. However, SWAT2012 allows only one irrigation 266 
source per HRU. In the aspect of water balance, water withdrawal from deep aquifer is an 267 

Land use Land use code 
for SWAT 

Area (%) 

Paddy RICE 8.98 
Farm (excl. 

paddy)* AGRL 38.08 

Forest FRST 28.61 

Barren BARR 5.79 

Residential area URMD 15.24 
Others BARR 0.09 

Water surface WATR 0.16 
Golf RNGB 3.05 

 

Table 1. Land classification in the study area 

* Major crops for “farm” are peanut, carrot, and sweet potato in this watershed. 
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additional water resource in a river watershed scale because deep groundwater flows directly to 268 
the sea and does not affect river flow in this watershed. On the other hand, river water use within 269 
this watershed is cyclic  due to use of small pumps locating along the river. Therefore, 270 
groundwater was chosen as the irrigation source in the calibration of SWAT2012. To widen the 271 
model capability globally, SWAT allows users to choose several methods to compute each 272 
hydrological process. In this study, we chose plant-evapotranspiration-related estimation 273 
method for soil moisture-retention parameter used in surface runoff computation [57] and 274 
Priestley-Taylor method [58] to compute potential ET for representing hydrological 275 
characteristics of the watershed. Though Penman-Monteith method [59] is widely used in SWAT 276 
application, Priestley-Taylor method can also be used when the model is applied in wet condition, 277 
as seen in rice-cultivated regions, and it requires less climatic data input [29]. Thus, the latter 278 
method is more suitable than the former when considering SWAT-Paddy application to the 279 
southeast and south Asian countries, where data availability is relatively poor and demand for 280 
hydrological models is currently increasing rapidly. To evaluate performance of the model, the 281 
hydrological parameters were calibrated in watershed scale by SWAT-CUP with the original 282 
SWAT2012 at first and then, SWAT-Paddy was applied with the parameters gained in calibration. 283 

Figure 4. Water depth management schedule used in the simulation 

Table 2. Inputted schedule of paddy management and assigned operation type in SWAT2012 

Date Management Operation type in SWAT 
Apr. 25th Start impoundment Auto irrigation initialization / outlet weir control (new) 
Apr. 28th Puddling Puddling (new) 
May 1st Transplanting Plant (initially, LAI=0.1 and biomass = 20 kg/ha[27]) 

Jun. 9th Mid-summer 
Drainage 

Auto irrigation initialization /outlet weir control (new) 
(Setting three critical values = 0) 

Jun. 23rd Finish mid-summer 
drainage Auto irrigation initialization / outlet weir control (new) 

Jul. 31st Intermittent 
Irrigation Auto irrigation initialization / outlet weir control (new) 

Aug. 25th Draining Auto irrigation initialization / outlet weir control (new) 
(Setting three critical values = 0) 

Sep. 10th Harvest Harvest and kill operation / Break puddle (new) 
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2.5 The setting and evaluation of SWAT-Paddy 284 

In SWAT-Paddy application, water depth and agricultural management were defined as 285 
shown in Figure 4 and Table 2, respectively. The schedules (Table 2 and Figure 4) were 286 
determined based on agriculture guideline of the Chiba Prefecture local government [60]. The 287 
value of PERC0 was set to 10 (mm H2O) as recommended and observed in the same region [61, 288 
62]. To examine the performance of puddling model introduced in SWAT-Paddy, five values 289 
were inputted to the parameter, coeffpudd: 1, 0.1, 0.01, 0.001, and 0.0001. For the evaluation, we chose 290 
a HRU, which is defined as a paddy field, with gleysol soil, which is used for paddy cultivation 291 
in this region, and gentle slope towards the lowest subbasin. The simulated values of surface 292 
runoff using SWAT and SWAT-Paddy were compared with each other. Subsequently, 293 
performances of the two models were compared by the simulation result of river flow and water 294 
balance in the paddy HRU.  295 

3. Results 296 

3.1 Calibration of SWAT2012 297 
The parameters required to compute hydrologic cycle in this watershed were calibrated 298 

using daily river flow data, which was observed in the period between 2012 and 2014, by SUFI-2 299 
[63] method in SWAT-CUP. After seven iterations (one iteration equals 1500 times simulations), 300 
we got the best parameter set. Table 3 shows the calibrated values of hydrological parameters 301 
and the rank of sensitivity. In SUFI-2 method, parameter sensitivity is determined by computing 302 
multiple regression systems [64]. In this process, we got the rank of parameter sensitivity in the 303 
final iteration (Table 3). The P-value of each parameter obtained from t-test, shows that the 304 
sensitivity of ALPHA_BF is considerably significant. This means that groundwater process in this 305 
watershed has a large impact on river flow compared to other processes. In addition, the value 306 
of ALPHA_BF is calibrated to a significantly low value to represent much stable base flow in 307 

Table 3. The list of calibrated parameters and sensitivity 

Parameters Type Original Range 
min. 

Range 
max. Best Rank P-Value 

CN2.mgt R 36 ~ 86 1.04 1.07 38.12 ~ 91.05 2 0.17 
SOL_AWC.sol R 0.09 ~ 0.25 1.35 1.43 0.13 ~ 0.35 7 0.55 

ALPHA_BF.gw V 0.005 0.00 0.02 0.08 × 10-2 1 0.00 
GW_DELAY.gw V 5 36.83 39.39 38.22  10 0.91 

ESCO.hru V 0.95 0.98 1.00 1.00  6 0.29 
EPCO.hru V 1.00 0.71 0.76 0.73  8 0.74 

SURLAG.bsn V 4 14.77 16.75 16.67  5 0.23 
RCHRG_DP.gw V 0.02 0.10 0.12 0.11  9 0.88 

ALPHA_BF_D.gw V 0.9 0.12 0.19 0.15  4 0.22 
CNCOEF.bsn V 0.5 0.52 0.55 0.52  3 0.19 

Further information about each parameter can be found in the theoretical documentation [29]. The column 
"Type" shows whether the value was replaced (V) or multiplied (R) by the original value. The values 
tabulated in the column "Range min. (max.)" were replaced or multiplied by the values tabulated in 
"Original". The column "Best" shows the best parameter set used in the model evaluation described in the 
following part. The column “Rank” shows rank of parameter sensitivity. 
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Kashima River. Based on the result of calibration, the watershed was characterized to be very flat, 308 
and groundwater discharge takes a very long time to reach river flow. With the best parameter 309 
set gained in calibration process, Nash Sutcliffe model efficiency (NSE) [65] of the daily river flow 310 
simulation (Figure 5) was measured to be 0.63, which indicates that the hydrological simulation 311 
is “satisfactory” [66]. Therefore, this parameter set was chosen to be used for the test of SWAT-312 
Paddy. 313 

3.2 Test of soil moisture simulation with puddling operation 314 
In order to represent a saturated soil condition in paddy fields, puddling management was 315 

added to SWAT-Paddy. To check the model performance and to identify the value of coeffpudd, 316 
different values were inputted to the model. Literature [67] shows that the effect of puddling in 317 
terms of coeffpudd is in the range between 5 × 10-10 and 1 × 10-4 for paddies in Japan. Among the 318 
values of original hydraulic conductivity, the highest value was 85.41 mm/h for the second layer 319 
(10–294 mm) and the lowest value was 6.46 mm/h in the layers deeper than 466 mm. Figure 6 320 
shows the soil water content simulated with each coefficient value. Soil water content in irrigation 321 
periods was observed to increase with a decrease in coefficient and no significant difference was 322 
observed between the simulation results with coeffpudd = 0.001 and coeffpudd = 0.0001. Therefore, the 323 
value of 0.0001 was considered extraordinarily low for the model and the value of 0.001 was used 324 
in the case study. Figure 7 shows the fluctuation of degree of saturation in each layer of soil in 325 

Figure 5. Daily hydrograph simulated with SWAT2012 model compared with the observed 
river flow 
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the paddy HRU with coeffpudd = 0.001. In this study, plow sole was set in the second layer. Thus, 326 
the first and second layers became saturated after puddling. This graph suggested the puddling 327 
was operated successfully in SWAT-Paddy.  328 

3.3 Evaluation of water balance simulated by SWAT-Paddy 329 

3.3.1 Rainfall-runoff simulation 330 
SWAT-Paddy showed a better simulation of surface discharge at rainfall events than 331 

SWAT2012 did (Figure 8). Compared to the observed surface discharge, the R2 value for SWAT-332 
Paddy simulation was 0.8, while that of SWAT2012 was 0.002, indicating a poor performance. As 333 

Figure 6. Daily soil water content (SWC) in a paddy field HRU, simulated with different 
coeffpudd values in 2012 

Figure 7. Daily fluctuation in degree of saturation of soil layers in a paddy HRU, in 2012, 
simulated with SWAT-Paddy 
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depicted in Figure 8, the curve number method used for simulating surface runoff from the 334 
lowland paddy field districts predicted a very low surface discharge, while the SWAT-Paddy 335 
output estimated rainfall-surface discharge better. Thus, the alternative simulation scheme in 336 
SWAT-Paddy model discharges process better than the curve number method in simulating the 337 
water balance of paddy fields. 338 

3.3.2 Evaluation of simulation for impoundment water 339 
The water balance of surface impoundment layer above soil surface of paddy fields 340 

simulated with SWAT-Paddy is shown in figure 9. The paddy field was kept impounded for the 341 
most part of the growing season of 2016. Surface discharge occurred during or after storm events. 342 
Daily evaporation from ponding water reduced to negligible amounts after a canopy was fully 343 
established in mid-July. These trends are reasonable for paddy fields in Japan. 344 

The observed and simulated water balance in the Upper Kashima River Basin is summarized 345 
in Table 4. Simulated ponding water depth and water yield with both SWAT-Paddy and 346 
SWAT2012 were much lower than observed amounts because the observed data contains 347 
excessive irrigation, which directly flowed to drainage ditch on the same day of irrigation. In 348 
addition, errors in irrigation and ET were due to input uncertainty regarding the definition of 349 
management schedule and crop parameterization. However, when comparing the ratio of 350 
discharged water quantity (Q) to irrigation water quantity (IRR) (hereafter, referred to as 351 
drainage ratio=Q/IRR), the values of observation (= 0.54) and SWAT-Paddy (= 0.47) showed more 352 

Figure 8. The values of surface discharge on rainfall events simulated by SWAT-Paddy and 
SWAT2012 plotted against those of the observation 
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similarity with each other than with SWAT2012 (= 0.27). Thus, SWAT-Paddy succeeded in 353 
modeling paddy field discharge process better than the original method. 354 

Figure 9. Daily water balance of surface impoundment layer above soil surface in paddy 
fields in 2016 simulated with SWAT-PADDY 

Table 4. Water balance of paddy fields in irrigation period (Apr. 26th to Oct. 4th) observed 
and simulated by SWAT-Paddy and SWAT2012 

   
Observation SWAT-

Paddy 
SWAT 
2012 

Precipitation (a) 3.7 3.7 3.7 

Irrigation (b) 17.7 8.1 4.5 

ET 4.6 2.9 2.3 
Water yield (discharged 

water amount in 
drainage channel in 

observation) (c) 

11.6 5.5 2.2 

Outlet/Inlet ratio  
(drainage ratio) 

[c/(a+b)] 
0.54 0.47 0.27 
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3.4 Comparison of river flow simulated with 355 
SWAT-Paddy and the observation 356 

The hydrograph simulated with SWAT-357 
Paddy, compared with the observed river 358 
flow is shown in Figure 10. The accuracy of 359 
river flow simulation by SWAT-Paddy 360 
(NSE=0.40 and R2=0.51) was lower than that 361 
of the original model (NSE=0.63 and 362 
R2=0.63). The comparison of Figure 5 and 363 
Figure 10 shows that the base flow largely 364 
decreased once irrigation period starts, 365 
which is not occurred in the observation. The 366 
comparison about correlations of SWAT2012 367 
and SWAT-Paddy against the observation 368 
also shows the poor model accuracy in 369 
baseflow simulation of SWAT-Paddy (Figure 370 
11).  Percent biases (PBIAS) calculated in 371 
irrigation period (May to August) and non-372 
irrigation period (Table 5) showed the trend 373 

Figure 10. Daily hydrograph simulated with SWAT-Paddy 
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that SWAT-Paddy underestimate the 374 
river flow in irrigation period, 375 
overestimate that in non-irrigation period 376 
more than SWAT2012 estimates and the 377 
magnitude of bias was almost doubled in 378 
SWAT-Paddy. Those results suggest that 379 
SWAT-Paddy has the problem of poor 380 
base flow estimation in this watershed, 381 
characterized as lowland paddy field 382 
watershed. 383 

4. Discussion 384 

4.1 Water balance model for paddy impoundment 385 
By introducing paddy module, SWAT was enabled to represent water balance in paddy 386 

fields. As Figure 10 shows, the water balance of impounded water above the ground was 387 
estimated reasonably in SWAT-Paddy, by calculating water storage over ground, surface 388 
discharge, evaporation from water surface, constant percolation from water impoundment to soil 389 
layers, and irrigation water supply to impoundment in depth, which were calculated in volume 390 
in the previous pothole-based models. Especially, SWAT-Paddy succeeded in modeling surface 391 
discharge from paddy fields with much higher accuracy (R2=0.8) than the original SWAT 392 
(R2=0.002). The original model calibrated with the observed river flow tended to estimate a very 393 
low surface discharge, representing the groundwater-dominant hydrology in the lowland 394 
watershed. However, even in lowland watershed, surface discharge is observed in paddy fields 395 
by farmers’ water management. This process was modeled to improve the accuracy of SWAT-396 
Paddy. 397 

4.2 Management operation for paddy cultivation 398 
In SWAT-Paddy, two important enhancements were made in SWAT for simulating rice 399 

cultivation in paddies: 1) irrigation scheme was modified to model water management of paddy 400 
and 2) puddling was added to the options of agricultural management. Modified irrigation 401 
function enables the model to simulate irrigated water use more accurately than the original 402 
SWAT. Puddling operation reduces the hydraulic conductivity of paddy soil and allows the 403 
model to simulate water ponding in paddy HRUs that in turn allows modeling nutrient dynamics 404 
in saturated soils and fertilizer mass balance in the ponding water as well as in soils. This is very 405 
important when SWAT-Paddy is used to evaluate water pollution in the watershed including 406 
irrigated paddy field districts because nitrate in irrigated water decreases through denitrification 407 
in reduced conditions [39]. However, there still exist challenges regarding simulating paddy-408 
associated processes in SWAT, to be addressed in future studies. Firstly, effect of simplifying 409 
irrigation scheduling on simulated irrigation water depth and water balance calculation, was 410 
unclear in the current case study due to the lack of detailed management data. Secondly, 411 
irrigation schedules for individual paddies are not the same within the watershed, in which there 412 
may exist hundreds of paddy HRUs. Thus, an approximation method that diversifies irrigation 413 
schedule among paddy HRUs, needs to be developed. 414 
  415 

Figure 5. The comparison of PBIAS in 
irrigation period (May to August) and non-
irrigation period of the simulations by 
SWAT2012 and SWAT-Paddy 

 SWAT 
2012 

SWAT-
Paddy 

Irrigation 
period 8.8 16.3 

Non-irrigation 
period -5.7 -13.6 
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4.3 Further improvement of SWAT-Paddy 416 
Though SWAT-Paddy showed good performance for a field-scale water balance simulation, 417 

the simulation accuracy of river flow was less in SWAT-Paddy, especially in base flow simulation. 418 
This is related to the large amount of water uptake for irrigation. Irrigated water is partially 419 
consumed in paddy fields and flows back to river through well organized drainage channel 420 
network in modernized paddy fields, called irrigation return flow. However, in the simulation of 421 
lowland watershed, irrigation return flow is mostly estimated as groundwater discharge, which 422 
is hydrologically characterized as “very slow” to represent stable flow rate in this watershed. 423 
However, paddy drainage system increases water discharge through lateral flow process and 424 
seepage through the ridge of paddy fields, and quickly transfers discharged water to river [43]. 425 
Thus, baseflow underestimation in irrigation period and overestimation in non-irrigation period 426 
are caused by less estimation of irrigation return flow. Therefore, modeling drainage system in 427 
paddy field districts is important to improve the baseflow estimation accuracy and enhance 428 
model applicability of SWAT-Paddy. 429 

4.4 Contribution of SWAT-Paddy to sustainable water use in paddy cultivation 430 
Irrigation is one of the most important factors for paddy cultivation as water scarcity affects 431 

the production of rice largely. Farmers irrigate more water than actual requirement for growing 432 
paddy because it takes much labor to manage water depth strictly by starting or stopping water 433 
intake, or changing height of outlet weir many times. This leads to excess water use and 434 
sometimes causes water scarcity in paddy field region. In addition, irrigation requires energy 435 
input in lowland area where large scale paddy fields are located. Therefore, to increase rice 436 
productivity at the regional scale while saving water and energy consumption, irrigation 437 
management should be planned, considering various aspects of crop production and water 438 
balances, such as, productivity, lower input, and sustainability of water resources and 439 
environment. SWAT-Paddy will help decision makers develop policies on agricultural irrigation, 440 
based on hydrological condition of their region and to clearly explain the effect of management 441 
practices to farmers. 442 

5. Conclusions 443 

In this study, discharge processes and management practices in paddy HRUs were newly 444 
developed in SWAT-Paddy. As demonstrated in a case study, SWAT-Paddy successfully 445 
simulated paddy water balance and watershed hydrology compared to SWAT2012. The R2 value 446 
for surface discharge increased substantially with SWAT-Paddy. Thus, the proposed model 447 
succeeded in representing the hydrological characteristics of an irrigated and impounded paddy 448 
field. However, the improved accuracy in simulating paddy water balance did not result in 449 
significant improvement in river flow simulation at the watershed scale SWAT-Paddy. We 450 
speculate that, in part, the small areal portion (8%) of paddy fields in the watershed may have 451 
acted to diffuse the paddy-level improvement in hydrologic simulation at the watershed scale. 452 
Especially, base flow was underestimated in irrigation period and overestimated in non-453 
irrigation period by SWAT-Paddy. This is because the model was not configured to simulate 454 
quick return flow process through drainage system. Further improvement in ability to configure 455 
drainage ditches in paddy fields SWAT-Paddy may improve model performance.  456 

 457 
Author Contributions: Design of research, T.K. and R.T., design and development of the model, J.J., J.G.A. 458 
and R.T., application of model and analysis of simulation result in the case study, R.T., manuscript drafting, 459 
R.T., manuscript revision, T.K., J.J., J.G.A., and R.T. 460 

Preprints (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 21 August 2018                   doi:10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2

http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2


 18 of 21 

Funding: This research was partly supported by the academic fund of the Japan Society of Irrigation, 461 
Drainage, and Rural Engineering. 462 
Acknowledgments: Japan Public-Private Partnership Student Study Abroad Program “TOBITATE! Young 463 
Ambassador Program” supported making a communication between the researchers of Tokyo University 464 
of Agriculture and Technology and Blackland Research and Extension Center, Texas. 465 
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. 466 

References 467 
1. FAO Food and Nutrition Division Rice and human nutrition. Available online: 468 

http://www.fao.org/rice2004/en/f-sheet/factsheet3.pdf (accessed 08/09/2016). 469 
2. Hossain, M.; Fischer, K.S. Rice research for food security and sustainable agricultural development in 470 

Asia: achievements and future challenges. GeoJournal. 1995, 35 (3), 286-298, doi:10.1007/BF00989136. 471 
3. Nwanze, K.F.; Mohapatra, S.; Kormawa, P.; Keya, S.; Bruce-Oliver, S., Rice development in sub-472 

Saharan Africa. J. Sci. Food Agric. 2006, 86 (5), 675-677, doi:10.1002/jsfa.2415. 473 
4. Maclean, J.; Hardy, B.; Hettel, G. Global Rice Science Partnership (GRiSP), Rice Almanac. 4th ed.; IRRI: 474 

Los Baños, Philippines, 2013. 475 
5. Brown, L.R. Raising Land Productivity. In Plan B: Rescuing a Planet Under Stress and a Civilization in 476 

Trouble, Earth Policy Institute: New Jersey, U.S., 2003; pp. 131-150. 477 
6. Maruyama, T.; Hashimoto, I.; Murashima, K.; Takimoto, H. Evaluation of N and P mass balance in 478 

paddy rice culture along Kahokugata Lake, Japan, to assess potential lake pollution. Paddy Water 479 
Environ. 2008, 6 (4), 355-362, doi:10.1007/s10333-008-0135-9. 480 

7. Phong, T.K.; Yoshino, K.; Hiramatsu, K.; Harada, M.; Inoue, T. Pesticide discharge and water 481 
management in a paddy catchment in Japan. Paddy Water Environ. 2010, 8 (4), 361-369, 482 
doi:10.1007/s10333-010-0215-5. 483 

8. Liyantono; Kato, T.; Kuroda, H.; Yoshida, K. GIS analysis of conjunctive water resource use in Nganjuk 484 
district, east Java, Indonesia. Paddy Water Environ. 2013, 11 (1-4), 193-205, doi:10.1007/s10333-011-0304-485 
0. 486 

9. Singh, R.; Subramanian, K.; Refsgaard, J.C. Hydrological modelling of a small watershed using MIKE 487 
SHE for irrigation planning. Agric. Water Manag. 1999, 41 (3), 149-166, doi:10.1016/S0378-3774(99)00022-488 
0. 489 

10. Hughes, J.D.; Liu, J. MIKE SHE: Software for Integrated Surface Water/Ground Water Modeling. 490 
Groundwater 2008, 46 (6), 797-802, doi:10.1111/j.1745-6584.2008.00500.x. 491 

11. Bicknell, B.R.; Imhoff, J.C.; Kittle, J.L.; Donigian, A.S.; Johanson, R.C. Hydrological Simulation 492 
Program-FORTRAN, User's manual for version 11. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, National 493 
Exposure Research Laboratory: Athens, Georgia, 1997. 494 

12. Jeon, J.H.; Yoon, C.G.; Donigian, A.S.; Jung, K.W. Development of the HSPF-Paddy model to estimate 495 
watershed pollutant loads in paddy farming regions. Agric. Water Manag. 2007, 90 (1-2), 75-86, 496 
doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2007.02.006.13. Kato, T. Development of a water quality tank model classified by 497 
land use for nitrogen load reduction scenarios. Paddy Water Environ. 2005, 3 (1), 21-27, 498 
doi:10.1007/s10333-005-0069-4. 499 

14. Van Chinh, L.; Iseri, H.; Hiramatsu, K.; Harada, M.; Mori, M. Simulation of rainfall runoff and pollutant 500 
load for Chikugo River basin in Japan using a GIS-based distributed parameter model. Paddy Water 501 
Environ. 2013, 11 (1-4), 97-112, doi:10.1007/s10333-011-0296-9. 502 

15. Arnold, J.G.; Srinivasan, R.; Muttiah, R.S.; Williams, J.R. Large area hydrologic modeling and 503 
assessment - Part 1: Model development. J. Am. Water Resour. Assoc. 1998, 34 (1), 73-89, 504 
doi:10.1111/j.1752-1688.1998.tb05961.x. 505 

16. Srinivasan, R.; Ramanarayanan, T.S.; Arnold, J.G.; Bednarz, S.T. Large area hydrologic modeling and 506 
assessment - Part II: Model application.  J. Am. Water Resour. Assoc. 1998, 34 (1), 91-101, doi: 507 
10.1111/j.1752-1688.1998.tb05962.x. 508 

Preprints (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 21 August 2018                   doi:10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2

http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2


 19 of 21 

17. Gassman, P.W.; Reyes, M.R.; Green, C.H.; Arnold, J.G. The soil and water assessment tool: Historical 509 
development, applications, and future research directions. Trans. ASABE 2007, 50 (4), 1211-1250, 510 
doi:10.13031/2013.23637. 511 

18. Douglas-Mankin, K.R.; Srinivasan, R.; Arnold, J.G. Soil and water assessment tool (swat) model: 512 
current developments and applications. Trans. ASABE 2010, 53 (5), 1423-1431, doi: 10.13031/2013.34915. 513 

19. Tuppad, P.; Douglas-Mankin, K.R.; Lee, T.; Srinivasan, R.; Arnold, J.G. Soil and water assessment tool 514 
(swat) hydrologic/water quality model: extended capability and wider adoption. Trans. ASABE 2011, 515 
54 (5), 1677-1684, doi: 10.13031/2013.39856. 516 

20. Santhi, C.; Muttiah, R.S.; Arnold, J.G.; Srinivasan, R. A GIS-based regional planning tool for irrigation 517 
demand assessment and savings using SWAT. Trans. ASABE 2005, 48 (1), 137-147, doi: 518 
10.13031/2013.17957. 519 

21. Ahmadzadeh, H.; Morida, S.; Delavara, M.; Srinivasan, R. Using the SWAT model to assess the impacts 520 
of changing irrigation from surface to pressurized systems on water productivity and water saving in 521 
the Zarrineh Rud catchment. Agric. Water Manag. 2016, 175, 15–28, doi: 10.1016/j.agwat.2015.10.026. 522 

22. Baker, T.J.; Miller, S.N. Using the Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) to assess land use impact 523 
on water resources in an East African watershed. J. Hydrol. 2013, 486, 100-111, doi: 524 
10.1016/j.jhydrol.2013.01.041. 525 

23. Tao, C.; Chen, X.L.; Lu, J.Z.; Gassman, P.W.; Sabine, S.; Jose-Miguel, S.P. Assessing impacts of different 526 
land use scenarios on water budget of Fuhe River, China using SWAT model. Int. J. Agric. Biol. Eng. 527 
2015, 8 (3), 95-109, doi:10.25165/ijabe.v8i3.1132. 528 

24. Somura, H.; Arnold, J.; Hoffman, D.; Takeda, I.; Mori, Y.; Di Luzio, M. Impact of climate change on the 529 
Hii River basin and salinity in Lake Shinji: a case study using the SWAT model and a regression curve. 530 
Hydrol. Process. 2009, 23 (13), 1887-1900, doi:10.1002/hyp.7321. 531 

25. Mehta, V.M.; Mendoza, K.; Daggupati, P.; Srinivasan, R.; Rosenberg, N.J.; Deb, D., High-resolution 532 
Simulations of Decadal Climate Variability Impacts on Water Yield in the Missouri River Basin with 533 
the Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT). J. Hydrometeorol. 2015, 17(9), 2455-2476, doi:10.1175/JHM-534 
D-15-0039.1. 535 

26. Kato, T.; Somura, H.; Kuroda; H.; Nakasone, H. Simulation of nutrients from an agricultural watershed 536 
in Japan using the SWAT model. International Agricultural Engineering Journal 2011, 20 (3), 40-49. 537 

27.  Sakaguchi, A.; Eguchi, S.; Kasuya, M. Examination of the water balance of irrigated paddy fields in 538 
SWAT 2009 using the curve number procedure and the pothole module. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 2014, 60 539 
(4), 551-564, doi:10.1080/00380768.2014.919834. 540 

28. Du, B.; Arnold, J.G.; Saleh, A.; Jaynes, D.B. Development and application of SWAT to landscapes with 541 
tiles and potholes. Trans. ASAE 2005, 48 (3), 1121-1133, doi:10.13031/2013.18522. 542 

29. Neitsch, S.L.; Arnold, J.G.; Kiniry, J.R.; Williams, J.R. Soil and water assessment tool theoretical 543 
documentation. Agricultural research service, Backland research center: Texas, U.S., 2011. 544 

30. Sakaguchi, A.; Eguchi, S.; Kato, T.; Kasuya, M.; Ono, K.; Miyata, A.; Tase, N. Development and 545 
evaluation of a paddy module for improving hydrological simulation in SWAT. Agric Water Manag. 546 
2014, 137, 116-122, doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2014.01.009. 547 

31. Xie, X.H.; Cui, Y.L. Development and test of SWAT for modeling hydrological processes in irrigation 548 
districts with paddy rice. J Hydrol. 2011, 396 (1-2), 61-71, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2010.10.032. 549 

32. Boulange, J.; Watanabe, H.; Inao, K.; Iwafune, T.; Zhang, M.H.; Luo, Y.Z.; Arnold, J. Development and 550 
validation of a basin scale model PCPF-1@SWAT for simulating fate and transport of rice pesticides. J 551 
Hydrol. 2014, 517, 146-156, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.05.013. 552 

33.  Watanabe, H.; Takagi, K. A simulation model for predicting pesticide concentrations in paddy water 553 
and surface soil. I. Model development. Environ Technol. 2000, 21 (12), 1379-1391, 554 
doi:10.1080/09593332208618167. 555 

34. Sofiyuddin, H.A.;  Kato, T.; Tsuchiya, R., Uncertainties of SWAT Model in Irrigated Paddy Field 556 
Watershed. Jurnal Irigasi 2016, 11 (1), 11-22, doi:10.31028/ji.v11.i1.11-22. 557 

Preprints (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 21 August 2018                   doi:10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2

http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2


 20 of 21 

35. Dahl, T.E. Wetlands Losses in the United States 1780's to 1980's. U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish 558 
and Wildlife Service: Washington, D.C., U.S., 1990. 559 

36. Watanabe, T. Irrigation Water Requirement. In Advanced paddy field engineering, The Japanese Society 560 
of Irrigation, Drainage and Reclamation Engineering,, Ed. Shinzan-sha Sci. & Tech.: Tokyo, 1999; pp. 561 
31-50. 562 

37. Chen, S.K.; Jang, C.S.; Chen, S.M.; Chen, K.H. Effect of N-fertilizer application on return flow water 563 
quality from a terraced paddy field in Northern Taiwan. Paddy Water Environ. 2013, 11 (1-4), 123-133, 564 
doi:10.1007/s10333-011-0298-7. 565 

38. Tabuchi, T.; Takamura, Y. Nitrogen and Phosphorus Outflow from Catchment Area. University of Tokyo 566 
Press: Tokyo, 1985 (in Japanese). 567 

39. Takeda, I.; Fukushima, A.; Tanaka, R. Non-point pollutant reduction in a paddy-field watershed using 568 
a circular irrigation system. Water Res. 1997, 31 (11), 2685-2692, doi:10.1016/S0043-1354(97)00117-6. 569 

40. Matsuno, Y.; Nakamura, K.; Masumoto, T.; Matsui, H.; Kato, T.; Sato, Y. Prospects for 570 
multifunctionality of paddy rice cultivation in Japan and other countries in monsoon Asia. Paddy and 571 
Water Environ. 2006, 4 (4), 189-197, doi:10.1007/s10333-006-0048-4. 572 

41. Anbumozhi, V.; Yamaji, E.; Tabuchi, T. Rice crop growth and yield as influenced by changes in 573 
ponding water depth, water regime and fertigation level. Agric Water Manag. 1998, 37 (3), 241-253, 574 
doi:10.1016/S0378-3774(98)00041-9. 575 

42. Elhassan, A.M.; Goto, A.; Mizutani, M. Effect of Conjunctive Use of Water for Paddy Field Irrigation 576 
on Groundwater Budget in an Alluvial Fan. Agric. Eng. Int. CIGR J. 2003, 5. 577 

43. Adachi, K.; Sasaki, C. Percolation and seepage. In Advanced paddy field engineering, The Japanese Society 578 
of Irrigation, Drainage and Reclamation Engineering, Ed. Shinzan-sha Sci. & Tech.: Tokyo, Japan, 1999; 579 
pp. 71-88. 580 

44. Garg, K.K.; Das, B.S.; Safeeq, M.; Bhadoria, P.B.S. Measurement and modeling of soil water regime in 581 
a lowland paddy field showing preferential transport. Agric Water Manag. 2009, 96 (12), 1705-1714, 582 
doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2009.06.018. 583 

45. Mousavi, S.F.; Yousefi-Moghadam, S.; Mostafazadeh-Fard, B.; Hemmat, A.; Yazdani, M.R. Effect of 584 
puddling intensity on physical properties of a silty clay soil under laboratory and field conditions. 585 
Paddy Water Environ. 2009, 7 (1), 45-54, doi:10.1007/s10333-008-0148-4. 586 

46. Choi, S.; Jeong, J.; Kim, M. Simulating the Effects of Agricultural Management on Water Quality 587 
Dynamics in Rice Paddies for Sustainable Rice Production—Model Development and Validation. 588 
Water 2017, 9(11), 869, doi:10.3390/w9110869. 589 

47. Wada, K. The distinctive properties of Andosols. In Advances in Soil Science; Advances in Soil Science; 590 
Springer, New York, NY, 1985; pp. 173-229 ISBN 978-1-4612-9558-7. 591 

48. Allen, R.G.; Pereira, L.S.; Raes, D.; Smith, M., Crop evapotranspiration - Guidelines for computing crop water 592 
requirements. FAO: Rome, Italy, 1998; Volume 56. 593 

49. Vu, S.H.; Watanabe, H.; Takagi, K. Application of FAO-56 for evaluating evapotranspiration in 594 
simulation of pollutant runoff from paddy rice field in Japan. Agric Water Manag. 2005, 76 (3), 195-210, 595 
doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2005.01.012. 596 

50. Geographical Survay Institute Basic geographic data of Japan. Available online: 597 
http://nlftp.mlit.go.jp/ksj/index.html (in Japanese; accessed on 26 January 2016). 598 

51. Ministry of Land, Infrastructure and Transport, National Land Numerical Information download 599 
service. Available online: http://nlftp.mlit.go.jp/ksj/ (in Japanese; accessed on 1.December.2016). 600 

52. Japan Soil Association, The database of soil information based on basical investigation for soil fertility 601 
conservation - Soil map data CD-ROM. 2009 (in Japanese). 602 

53. Eguchi, S.; Aoki, K.; Kohyama, K. In Development of agricultural soil-profile physical properties database, 603 
Japan: SolphyJ, Proc.ASA-CSSA-SSSA International Annual Meetings: San Antonio, Texas, San Antonio, 604 
Texas, USA, 2011. 605 

54. Japan Meteorological Agency Data download service of past meteorological information. Available 606 
online: http://www.data.jma.go.jp/gmd/risk/obsdl/index.php (in Japanese; accessed on 12.01.15). 607 

Preprints (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 21 August 2018                   doi:10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2

http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2


 21 of 21 

55. Chiba Prefecture Standard of fertilizing for main crops. http://www.pref.chiba. 608 
lg.jp/annou/sehikijun.html (In Japanese; accessed 12.January.2015). 609 

56. Chiba Prefectural Committee on Agriculture, Forestry & Fishery, Standard Guideline for 610 
Rice Cultivation. Chiba Prefecture: Japan, 2014 (in Japanese). 611 

57. Kannan, N.; Santhi, C.; Williams, J.R.; Arnold, J.G. Development of a continuous soil moisture 612 
accounting procedure for curve number methodology and its behaviour with different 613 
evapotranspiration methods. Hydrol. Process. 2008, 22 (13), 2114-2121, doi:10.1002/hyp.6811. 614 

58. Priestley, C.H.B.; Taylor; R.J. On the assessment of surface heat flux and evaporation using large-scale 615 
parameters. Mon. Weather Rev. 1972, 100 (2), 81-92, doi:10.1175/1520-616 
0493(1972)100<0081:OTAOSH>2.3.CO;2. 617 

59. Monteith, J.L. Evaporation and the environment. Symposia of the Society for Experimental Biology 1965, 618 
19, 224. 619 

60. Chiba Prefecture Agriculture, Forestry, Fisheries Research Council, Systemized techniques of rice 620 
cultivation. 2011 (in Japanese).  621 

61.  Hitomi, T.; Yoshinaga, I.; Miura, A.; Hamada, K.; Shiratani, E.; Takaki, K. Research for Effluent of DOM 622 
and Hydrophobic Acids from a Paddy Field. Journal of the Agricultural Engineering Society, Japan 2007, 623 
250, 419-427 (in Japanese with English abstract), doi:10.11408/jsidre2007.2007.419. 624 

62. Kitagawa, I. Planning paddy fields consolidation. In Handbook of Irrigation, Drainage and Rural 625 
Engineering, 7th ed.; The Japanese Society of Irrigation, Drainage and Rural Engineering (Eds.), Ed. The 626 
Japanese Society of Irrigation, Drainage, and Rural Engineering: Tokyo, Japan, 2010; pp. 77-90 (in 627 
Japanese). 628 

63. Abbaspour, K.C.; Yang, J.; Maximov, I.; Siber, R.; Bogner, K.; Mieleitner, J.; Zobrist, J.; Srinivasan, R. 629 
Modelling hydrology and water quality in the pre-ailpine/alpine Thur watershed using SWAT. J 630 
Hydrol. 2007, 333 (2-4), 413-430, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2006.09.014. 631 

64. Abbaspour, K.C. SWAT-CUP: SWAT. Calibration and Uncertainty Programs – A User Manual. Eawag: 632 
Dübendorf, Switzerland, 2015. 633 

65. Nash, J.E.; Sutcliffe, J.V. River flow forecasting through conceptual models part I - A discussion of 634 
principles. J Hydrol. 1970, 10 (3), 282-290, doi:10.1016/0022-1694(70)90255-6. 635 

66. Moriasi, D.N.; Arnold, J.G.; Van Liew, M.W.; Bingner, R.L.; Harmel, R.D.; Veith, T.L. Model evaluation 636 
guidelines for systematic quantification of accuracy in watershed simulations. Trans. ASABE 2007, 50 637 
(3), 885-900, doi:10.13031/2013.23153. 638 

67. Adachi, K. Experimental Studies of the Effects of Puddling on Percolation Control: Studies on the water 639 
movement of rotational paddy fields. Transactions of the Agricultural Engineering Society, Japan 1988, 135, 640 
1-8 (in Japanese with English abstract), doi:10.11408/jsidre1965.1988.135_1. 641 

Preprints (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 21 August 2018                   doi:10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2

http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201611.0024.v2

