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Abstract
Water quality is essential for drinking, agricultural and industrial purposes, and sustainable water management. The Gharasou 
sub-basin is the primary water supply resource for the Karkheh River Basin (KRB), the third-largest and most productive 
river basin of Iran. This paper addressed the published papers about the water quality assessment of the Gharasou River. 
For this purpose, natural or anthropogenic pollution sources, land cover/land use, and soil erosion/runoff were considered. 
Water pollution indices, such as water quality index (WQI) and trophic diatom index (TDI), were also investigated. The 
suitability of the Gharasou River water for irrigation purposes was also studied. The results indicated that drought, weather-
ing of bed sediments, and cation-exchange processes in the soil–water interface are natural sources of water pollution of the 
Gharasou River. A large-scale release of raw sewage and industrial chemicals, the geological texture, agricultural activities, 
and vehicles are anthropogenic sources of water pollution. WQI ranges from 33 ± 3 to 76 ± 6, and TDI ranges from 39.2 ± 5 
to 71.3 ± 15, reflecting a significant level of pollution in the Gharasou River. USSL and FAO methods classified water as 
 C2S1 (medium-salinity and low-sodium hazards). However, water quality indices indicated that there is a regional sodicity 
problem evidenced by a high risk for permeability index (PI) > 75%,  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio < 1, and magnesium ratio (MR) > 50 
as well as nutritional and irrigation problems. Converting rangelands to rain-fed lands, overgrazing, and deforesting hilly 
land are the main factors affecting soil erosion/runoff, which consequently impacted the water quality of the Gharasou River.
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Abbreviations
KRB  Karkheh river basin
WQI  Water Quality Index
TDI  Trophic Diatom Index
SOC  Soil organic carbon
EC  Electrical conductivity
TDS  Total dissolved solids
SAR  Sodium absorption ratio
MR  Magnesium ratio
RSC  Residual sodium carbonate
PI  Permeability Index
TSS  Total suspended solid
BOD  Biological oxygen demand
USSL  US salinity laboratory

Introduction

Water quality is defined as the physical, chemical, and bio-
logical characteristics of water (Ali 2010). The suitability 
of water for an anticipated use is influenced by its “char-
acteristics.” Water quality is also essential for sustainable 
irrigation management. For instance, irrigation with water 
characterized as reasonable quality may negatively affect the 
soil properties, such as salinity, sodicity, and permeability. 
In addition to the limitations of land for crop production, 
the water quality and its suitability should be considered 
(Ali 2010).

Rivers are mainly supplied to meet the drinking, agricul-
tural, and industrial water demands. The quality of streams 
depends on many different factors, such as crossing from 
various regions and beds, as well as direct relationships with 
external environments (Banejad et al. 2013). Furthermore, 
water pollution, multiple-use, and increasing water demand 
also increase costs related to water treatments that influence 
water quality. Moreover, rapid urbanization and eutrophi-
cation are among the degradation factors of water bodies 
(Atazadeh et al. 2007; Madani 2014).
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Rivers play an important role in human development, 
particularly in semi-arid regions. They are the primary 
resources of irrigation water for agricultural produc-
tion when rainfall is insufficient for crop growth in these 
regions (Jafar Ahamed et al. 2013; Sundaray et al. 2009). 
Agricultural activities use a considerable amount of water 
in the world. Irrigated agriculture is more productive than 
agriculture that depends on rain, mainly in arid and semi-
arid regions. Therefore, water irrigation quality is cru-
cial for agrarian production and environmental protection 
(Ağca 2014). The water quality for agricultural purposes is 
assessed by the problems that may potentially occur (Ağca 
2014; Ayers and Westcott 1985). In irrigated agriculture, 
especially in arid climatic conditions, irrigation water with 
inferior quality poses a constant threat caused by the salt-
water hazard. Crop yield, physical soil conditions, fertilizer 
requirements, performance, and long life of irrigation sys-
tem, as well as the manner of water application, are affected 
by irrigation water quality (Ayers and Westcott 1985).

Pollutant sources of water pollution can be categorized as 
point and non-point sources. Besides, these pollution sources 
have a natural or anthropogenic origin. Various factors, such 
as soil weathering, soil erosion, land use, and human activi-
ties, have resulted in water pollution (He et al. 2019; Ren 
et al. 2021). Indeed, soil nutrient depletion and soil organic 
carbon (SOC) loss deliver several nutrients into the rivers 
(Heshmati et al. 2012). Nitrate and phosphate have been in 
the spotlight related to the eutrophication of water for a long 
time. Concerning human health, nitrate causes diseases, such 
as some of the digestive system and lymph nodes cancers in 
adults, and methemoglobinemia in infants (Fewtrell 2004; 
Law et al. 1999; Li et al. 2019; Powlson et al. 2008; Wu et al. 
2020; Zhang et al. 2018).

On a basin scale, water quantity and quality downstream 
are affected by upstream changes. Therefore, for water qual-
ity assessment, a basin-scale approach is essential (Hessari 
et al. 2012). The KRB is considered one of the most produc-
tive agricultural areas in Iran. About 9% of the total irrigated 
area of Iran is located in the KRB, which produces about 
10–11% of the country’s wheat (Marjanizadeh 2008). The 
Gharasou sub-basin is the primary water supply resource 
for the Karkheh River Basin (KRB), the third-largest and 
most productive river basin of Iran. The major impetuses 
for studying the Gharasou River were: (i) Is there any infor-
mation about the Gharasou River water quality? How is the 
quality of the Gharasou River? What are the issues with its 
quality if there are any? (ii) Is there any available informa-
tion about the pollution sources of the Gharasou River? Are 
they point- or non-point pollution sources? Are the exact 
locations of point pollution sources known? (iii) How is the 
water quality of the Gharasou River affected by human activ-
ities? What is the role of industrial or agricultural activities? 
(iv) What solutions have been suggested for these problems, 

particularly for the Gharasou River Basin or similar basins 
in Iran? A review of the previous studies revealed that the 
available information is disorganized because investiga-
tions were focused on one aspect of the water quality of the 
Gharasou River, namely for agriculture purposes, drinking 
water, water pollution regarding point and non-point pollu-
tion sources (natural or anthropogenic), water quality index 
(WQI), and trophic diatom index (TDI), to the exclusion 
of the impact of land cover/land use and soil erosion/run-
off. The main idea of this manuscript was to synthesize the 
information from different sources into a coherent whole; 
therefore, the Gharasou River was regarded as a basin scale 
or sub-basin of the KRB. The assessment of water quality 
is expensive and time-consuming. Modeling lowers costs 
and accurately predicts the desired parameters; however, it 
depends on the measured data for validation. This review 
provides a more accurate and comprehensive picture of the 
Gharasou River Basin circumstances, which may be used to 
model the Gharasou River Basin and investigate the tech-
niques and policies used to manage the river. Moreover, the 
collected data help in determining which areas require addi-
tional research in future studies.

Materials and methods

General description of the study area

The Karkheh River is the third major river in Iran that origi-
nates from the Zagros Mountains and flows into the Persian 
Gulf (Haghiabi and Mastorakis 2009) (Fig. 1). The KRB 
is one of the major basins in western Iran. Furthermore, 
the KRB is a vital basin for water supply Kurdistan, Ker-
manshah, Hamadan, Lorestan, Ilam, Markazi, and Khuz-
estan provinces (Haghiabi and Mastorakis 2009; Samadi 
et al. 2012). The KRB with an area of 51,000  km2 is located 
at 30–35° N and 46–49° E (Rientjes et al. 2013). The five 
sub-basins of the main rivers in the KRB include Gama-
siab, Gharasou, Kashkan, Saymareh, and Karkheh (Ahmad 
and Giordano 2010). The Gharasou River is the primary 
resource of water supply for the Karkheh Reservoir (Fig. 2). 
The Gharasou River joins the Gamasiab River after run-
ning through the Kermanshah city and then delivers water 
collected from Kermanshah and Kurdistan provinces to the 
Saymareh River. The total length of the Gharasou River is 
152 km (Atazadeh et al. 2007; Sayadi et al. 2014), and the 
area of the Gharasou River Basin is 5793  km2. The range 
of height of the Gharasou River Basin ranges from 1237 
to 3350 m, with a mean elevation of 1555 m (Omani et al. 
2007). The average annual rainfall of this basin is about 
447 mm, which ranges from 215 to 785 mm. The most rain-
fall takes place in February and the least in July. The annual 
mean temperature is about 14.6 °C. The average temperature 
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of the warmest and the coldest times of year is 26.95 °C and 
1.15 °C in July and January, respectively. However, these 
temperatures could increase to the highest of 37.8 °C and 

decrease to the lowest of − 4.2 °C in these months. The 
annual mean potential evaporation is 2132 mm (Hosseini 
et al. 2016; Omani et al. 2007; Samadi et al. 2012).

Fig. 1  Karkheh River Basin 
(KRB) location in Iran (Gho-
badi et al. 2015) and Gharasou 
River Basin in the northwest of 
KRB (Saadatpour 2014)
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Databases

In this study, local databases, including Irandoc and SID 
(Scientific Information Database) and international data-
bases, such as Google Scholar, Springer, Elsevier, Taylor 
and Francis, and Wiley online library, were explored. In a 
primary search of the papers, it has been evident that there 
were different spellings of the name of the Gharasou River 
(among which a specific spelling has been chosen here). 
The results showed 478 papers with spelling, such as Qar-
aso, Qarasou, Gharasu, Gharasoo, and Gharaso. Moreover, 
there are two different rivers with the same name, which 
are located in Golestan and Ardabil provinces in the north 
and Northeastern area of Iran, respectively. Therefore, the 
papers related to the Gharasou River in the Kermanshah 
province were selected. Also, the studies which included 
the Gharasou River Basin as a sub-basin of the KRB were 
considered. Besides, the papers related to sub-basins of the 
Gharasou River Basin were also examined. The key terms 
for this study included “water quality,” “heavy metals,” “soil 
erosion,” and “land cover/land use.” The collected publica-
tions consist of 23 papers published from 2003 to 2016.

This paper discusses published papers in three major sub-
jects include (i) water quality assessment for irrigation and 
drinking purpose, (ii) regarding pollution problems, and (iii) 
land cover/land use and soil erosion/runoff impacts on water 
quality of the Gharasou River. The available datasets for 
published papers listed below:

 (i) Datasets for irrigation purposes include long-term 
datasets (between 17–37 years depending on the 

various establishment times of the stations). Data 
were provided by the city’s Hydraulic Works in 
2009. Water quality characteristics were monitored 
monthly, and the geographical positions of stations 
are presented in Fig. 2 (Fatemi 2015). Pirsaheb et al. 
(2013) evaluated the quality of drinking water of a 
total of 165 water samples (from 128 wells, 25 water 
reservoirs, and 33 water distribution networks (tap 
water)) in Kermanshah city. The geographical posi-
tions of sample points are not well known. However, 
this study provides a general picture of drinking 
water quality in Kermanshah city regarding heavy 
metal concentrations.

 (ii) Mahmoudi et al. (2010) studied the changes in cati-
ons and anions contents, sodium absorption ratio 
(SAR), total dissolved solids (TDS), electrical con-
ductivity (EC), and pH in the KRB in two periods 
(1988 and 2002). The data obtained from the Dep-
uty of Watershed Management of Jihad Agriculture 
in 2004 were collected from hydrometric stations 
along the Karkheh River length. They also studied 
these factors’ changes from datasets obtained from 
the Ghor Baghestan station located in the Gharasou 
River sub-basin. The Ghor Baghestan is the central 
gauge station located in the outlet of the Gharasou 
River sub-basin and receives the drainage from the 
total area of 5370  km2. Sayadi et  al. (2014) and 
Rezaei and Sayadi (2015) used datasets monthly dur-
ing 2009–2010. Pirsaheb et al. (2015) investigated 
the concentrations of heavy metals in Iranian sur-
face water resources according to reviewing papers 

Fig. 2  The geographical posi-
tions of stations in (Fatemi 
2015) and (Rezaei and Sayadi 
2015) studies (Atazadeh et al. 
2007)
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gathering from local and international databases. The 
duration of these studies was over the last 20 years, 
from 1992 to 2012. Zeinoldini et al. (2014) reported 
Fe, Zn, Mn, and Pb concentrations in five samples’ 
points on the Gharasou River. Atazadeh et al. (2007) 
investigated the water quality index (WQI) by ana-
lyzing the physicochemical characteristics of the 
Gharasou River between April and September 2005. 
They compared these parameters along the Ghara-
sou River at five stations. Two stations (including a 
station in Ravansar city) are located in mountainous 
terrain with little human disturbance. While another 
station (i.e., Kermanshah station) was close to pet-
rochemical and oil-related facilities. Atazadeh et al. 
(2007) also used this dataset to calculate the TDI to 
indicate water pollution in the Gharasou River.

 (iii) Samadi et al. (2012) estimated the area of different 
land cover in the Gharasou River Basin by (Land-
sat 1993) data. For soil erosion rates, there were no 
available data in the whole the Gharasou River Basin 
but the Merek sub-basin. Heshmati et al. (2012) stud-
ied the soil erosion rate in the Merek sub-basin in 
three agro-ecological zones consisting of agricul-
ture, rangeland, and forest. The Merek sub-basin is 
a part of the Gharasou River Basin, with an area of 
23,038 ha that lies between 34° 00′ 38″ to 34° 09′31″ 
N and 47° 04′ 25″ to 47° 22′ 18″ E.

Water quality assessment for irrigation and drinking 
purposes

An integrated hydrochemical method to assess the quality of 
water for irrigation requires USDA and FAO methods. For this 
purpose, major cations, anions, and other parameters, such as 
EC (Ayers and Westcott 1985; U.S. Salinity Laboratory Staff 
1954) and TDS, were analyzed. SAR was calculated by Eq. 1:

The  SARadj (Ayers and Westcott 1985; Suárez 1981) con-
siders the solution at equilibrium relating to the calcite instead 
of the bulk solution (Eq. 2):

(1)
SAR =

Na+
√

(Ca2++Mg2+)

2

(2)SARadj = SAR × [1 + (8.4 − pHc)]

(3)pHc = (pK�
2
− pK�

s
) + p(Ca2+ +Mg2+) + p(Alk)

(pK�
2
− pK�

s
) = f (Ca2+ + Mg2+ + Na+);

p(Alk) = f
(

CO2−
3

+ HCO−
3

)

where  pK2
′ and  pKs

′ are the negative logarithms of the sec-
ond dissociation constant of carbonic acid and the solu-
bility constant of calcite, respectively (corrected for ionic 
strength); and pAlk is the negative logarithm of the alkalin-
ity (Suárez 1981).

To determine the risk of soil degradation, magnesium 
ratio (MR), %sodium (%Na), residual sodium carbonate 
(RSC) (Ayers and Westcott 1985; Suárez 1981), perme-
ability index (PI), and  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio were calculated by 
following equations:

All the ionic concentrations in the above equations are 
expressed in meq  L−1, and % Na and PI in percentages.

According to the FAO method, the potential irriga-
tion problems were evaluated by the French degrees (◦fH) 
(Eq. 8), Langelier index (Is) (Eq. 9), and  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio 
by clogging of irrigation systems (Table 1). To calculate Is, 
pHc is calculating by Eq. 3.

SAR values were plotted in the U.S. Salinity Laboratory 
Staff diagram (U.S. Salinity Laboratory Staff 1954). Besides, 
measured cations and anions, including  Ca2+,  Mg2+,  Na+, 
 K+,  HCO3

−,  Cl−, and  SO4
2− were plotted in the trilinear 

piper by AquaChem (2011) (Fig. 3).

Pollution sources

Pollution processes, either natural or anthropogenic, are 
responsible for rapidly declining water quality (Ağca 
2014; Zhou et al. 2012). The pollution sources of water 
can be categorized as either point or non-point sources. 
Pipes, wells, or channels contributed to point source 
pollution. The non-point or diffuse pollution sources 
include atmospheric deposition, agriculture, forest, min-
ing, construction, municipal, and residential sources. 
For instance, wastewater treatment plants, stormwater 

(4)RSC = (HCO−
3
+ CO2−

3
) − (Ca2+ +Mg2+)

(5)% Na =
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√
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√
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3
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√
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Mg2+
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(

2.5 Ca2+ + 4.12 Mg2+
)

∕10

(9)Is = pH − pHc
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discharges, and runoff from lawns and gardens can be 
considered as non-point pollution sources of water (Ali 
2010; Lai et al. 2017).

Point and non‑point pollution sources

Compared with non-point pollution sources, point pollu-
tion sources are localized and can be more easily mon-
itored and controlled (Smith et al. 1999). Sayadi et al. 
(2014) and Rezaei and Sayadi (2015), utilizing multivar-
iate statistical analyses, including factor analysis (FA), 
revealed some sources of pollutants of the Gharasou 
River. They used surface water quality datasets consist 
of EC, pH, TDS,  HCO3

−,  Cl‾,  SO4
2−,  Ca2+,  Mg2+, and 

 Na+ parameters that were monitored (Table 2).

Water quality index (WQI)

Water quality assessment needs multiple parameters; while, 
managers and decision-makers on the water quality need 
a comprehensible and straightforward tool (Bordalo et al. 
2006). Since 1978, many efforts have been made to present 
water quality by a defined number based on summarized 
water quality data (Asadollahfardi 2015). WQI is a method 
of expressing water quality, which could be used to inter-
pret the principal characteristics of water quality. Different 
parameters result in the numerical ranking according to 
selected control values. Then, the standardized distance from 
the control values is computed for each parameter. Finally, 
an index of water quality is calculated by a weighted average 
of variables:

where Wi represents the weight, and Qi is the quality score 
of the variable i.

Turbidity, pH, conductivity, nitrate–N (N–NO3), phos-
phate-P  (PO4), total suspended solids (TSS), TDS, dissolved 
oxygen (DO), chemical oxygen demand (COD), biological 
oxygen demand (BOD), and temperature can be used for cal-
culating a WQI. The WQI ranges between 0 and 100, with 
high values indicating cleaner water (Atazadeh et al. 2007).

Trophic diatom index (TDI)

Water quality assessment can also be evaluated by biological 
methods such as the trophic diatom index (TDI). TDI value 
varies from 0 to 100. The low TDI values indicate cleaner 
water. The eutrophication process happens by increasing the 
nutrient supply of water bodies. This term is mostly used 
commonly in freshwater lakes and reservoirs; however, it 
can also be applied to flowing waters, estuaries, and coastal 
marine waters (Edmondson 1995). Kelly and Whitton (1995) 
introduced TDI to evaluate the impact of nutrients on eco-
systems and freshwaters by monitoring taxonomic changes.

Water quality influenced by land cover/ land use 
and soil erosion/runoff

As mentioned in “Databases”, for land cover predominant in 
the Gharasou River Basin, Samadi et al. (2012) used (Land-
sat 1993). Heshmati et al. (2012) investigated the different 
kinds of soil erosion, the soil erosion rate, and the amount 
of eroded SOC, N, P, and K in the basin using a MPSIAC 
model. The MPSIAC model is a modified version of the 
PSIAC model presented in 1982. PSIAC (Pacific South-
west Inter-Agency Committee) was introduced in 1968. 

(10)WQI =

n
∑

i=1

W
i
× Q

i

Table 1  Different risks related to the irrigation water quality for 
Gharasou River water according to the FAO method and water quality 
indices and soil degradation risk (Fatemi 2015)

Potential irrigation problems Units Risk-gradation

Low Medium High

Nutritional disorder
 Sodium  (Na+)
  Surface Irrigation meq  L−1  < 3.0 3.0–8.7  > 8.7
  Sprinkler Irrigation meq  L−1  < 3.0  > 3.0

 Chloride  (Cl−)
  Surface Irrigation meq  L−1  < 4.0 4.0–10.0  > 10.0
  Sprinkler Irrigation meq  L−1  < 2.9  > 2.9

 Bicarbonate  (HCO3
−)

  Overhead Sprinkling meq  L−1  < 1.5 1.5–8.5  > 8.5
  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio  > 1 –  < 1

Clogging irrigation systems
 French degrees ˚ fH  < 1.7 1.7–12  ≥ 12
 RSC meq  L−1  < 1.25 1.25–2.5  > 2.5
 Langelier index (pH–pHc)  < 0  > 0
 Ca/Mg ratio –  > 1 –  < 1

Soil degradation
 Salinity (EC) dS  m−1  < 0.7 0.7–3.0  > 3.0
 Infiltration
  SAR and EC = 
  0–3 dS  m−1  > 0.7 0.7–0.2  < 0.2
  3–6 dS  m−1  > 1.2 1.2–0.3  < 0.3
  6–12 dS  m−1  > 1.9 1.9–0.5  < 0.5
  12–20 dS  m−1  > 2.9 2.9–1.3  < 1.3
  20–40 dS  m−1  > 5.0 5.0–2.9  < 2.9

 % Na %  < 20 4–60  > 80
 PI  < 25 25–75  > 75
 MR  > 50
 Ca/Mg ratio –  > 1 –  < 1
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This model is capable of predicting erosion and sediment 
yields at the basin scale. The amount of nutrients depletion 
was calculated by multiplying eroded soil (ton  ha−1  yr−1) by 
nutrient contents (g  kg−1). They estimated and scored fac-
tors of the MPSIAC model for each geomorphological facies 
within the agriculture area, rangeland, and forest zones. To 
determine the surface geology, they used a geology map. 
They used computerized RUSEL software (RUSEL, SWCS; 
1.04) to estimate the soil K factor of the universal soil loss 
equation (USLE). For this purpose, five sub-factors factors 
are required including silt plus very fine sand (%), coarse 
sand (%), organic matter (%), soil structure, and soil perme-
ability. They calculated the climatic factor based on rainfall 
intensity (mm  h−1) with a 2-year return period from Ker-
manshah Weather Station data as the nearest weather station 
and the estimated runoff factor from the  X4 = 0.006R +  10Qp 
equation. Where R is the runoff coefficient and  Qp is peak 
discharge of overland flow  (m3  s−1). To estimate  Qp, they 
used  Qp = 0.278CIA equation. Here,  Qp is peak discharge, A 

facies or sub-basin area  (km2), and I rainfall intensity (mm 
 h−1) with a 1-year return period. They calculated the aver-
age slope (%) of each geomorphological facies by a GIS-
prepared slope map. They used quadrate plots (5–10) within 
each geomorphological facies to estimate the percentages of 
bare soil and canopy cover. They estimated surface soil ero-
sion using the  X8 = 0.25 SSF equation. SSF is a surface soil 
factor that the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), USA 
provided it (Heshmati et al. 2012).

Results and discussion

Water quality assessment for irrigation and drinking 
purposes

Salinization due to irrigation is a widespread concern glob-
ally, especially in semi-arid and arid regions, which should 
respond to the increased food needs of a growing population. 
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Sustainable irrigated agriculture in these regions is achiev-
able by considering salt balance in the soil, which depends 
on the water quality (Peragón et al. 2015). Also, soluble 
salts that can enrich the soil might cause insoluble salts 
precipitation, which will further alter the composition of 
exchangeable cations on the soil surface or increase sodicity 
(Keren 2012). The presence of potentially toxic elements 
and nitrate amounts should also be evaluated to avoid plant 
toxicity problems. An imbalanced nitrogen (N) supply to 
crops or algal development in irrigation reservoirs should 
also be considered. These factors are included in the FAO 
practical guidelines for assessing irrigation’s water quality 
(Table 1) (Ayers and Westcott 1985; Peragón et al. 2015).

Fatemi (2015) evaluated water quality and potential 
degradation risk of soil irrigated by the Gharasou River by 
calculating some hydrochemical parameters and graphical 

representations. The results are discussed as the following 
three subjects entitled below.

Salinity problems: the Gharasou River’s water is con-
sidered the alkaline earth  (Ca2+ +  Mg2+) than alkaline 
 (Na+ +  K+) type. Its water belongs to the class with medium-
salinity and low-sodium hazards  (C2S1) (Fig. 4). Therefore, 
the Gharasou River’s water can be used for irrigation with-
out any particular salinity control practices.

Sodicity problems: different indices indicated a regional 
sodicity problem for soil at station 1. The high risk was 
expected for PI (> 75%),  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio (< 1), and MR 
(> 50) (Table 1). Based on these results, except for station 
1, the values of RSC fell in the safe zone; the class of PI 
was class II (25–75%).  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio showed no special 
problems (i.e., > 1), and MR was lower than the permissible 
limit (< 50) (Tables 1 and 3).

Table 2  Water quality 
parameters of Gharasou River at 
different locations (Rezaei and 
Sayadi 2015)

The geographical positions of stations are presented in Fig. 2

Stations EC pH TDS HCO3
− Cl− SO4

2− Ca2+ Mg2+ Na+

µS  cm−1 mg  L−1

Station1
 Minimum 172 6.53 108 2.31 0.16 0.1 1.91 0.56 0.09
 Maximum 437 8.57 280 5.06 1.10 1.29 3.41 2.24 0.91
 Mean 372 7.8 2.4 3.3 0.52 0.49 2.7 1.3 0.36
 Std 53.8 0.46 35.2 0.55 0.22 0.27 0.42 0.38 0.17
 Variance 290 0.21 1.24 0.31 0.05 0.07 0.18 0.15 0.03

Station2
 Minimum 329 6.70 211 2.56 0.16 0.14 2.01 0.78 0.16
 Maximum 661 8.52 423 5.43 0.96 0.92 3.55 2.80 1.16
 Mean 437 7.7 280 3.73 0.56 0.49 2.9 1.47 0.43
 Std 96 0.46 61 0.8 0.25 0.27 0.43 0.65 0.31
 Variance 91.70 0.22 37.45 0.6 0.06 0.07 0.19 0.42 0.09

Station3
 Minimum 320 7.04 205 2.30 0.38 0.20 2.37 0.81 0.25
 Maximum 540 8.40 346 5.11 0.91 1.36 3.37 2.40 0.59
 Mean 404 7.79 285 3.43 0.66 0.59 2.94 1.42 0.38
 Std 56.61 0.36 36.18 0.68 0.14 0.28 0.42 0.42 0.08
 Variance 321 0.13 130 0.46 0.02 0.081 0.18 0.18 0.01

Station4
 Minimum 312 7.19 199 2.10 0.22 0.16 1.41 0.56 0.06
 Maximum 663 8.66 424 6.46 1.00 2.71 3.49 3.00 2.20
 Mean 434 7.86 275 3.58 0.52 0.72 2.77 1.56 0.55
 Std 111 0.37 71.51 0.93 0.22 0.52 0.50 0.58 0.53
 Variance 124 0.13 51.14 0.87 0.05 0.28 0.25 0.34 0.28

Station5
 Minimum 340 7.32 320 3.44 0.36 0.64 2.80 1.00 0.39
 Maximum 520 7.80 390 4.38 0.50 1.11 3.13 2.50 0.49
 Mean 494 7.37 336 4.00 0.43 0.91 3.00 1.94 0.45
 Std 491 0.13 199 0.29 0.04 0.14 0.08 0.41 0.03
 Variance 241 0.02 397 0.08 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.17 0.00
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Nutritional disorders: potential nutritional disorders 
derived from  Cl−,  HCO3

−, and  Na+ concentrations, or  Ca2+/
Mg2+ ratio of the Gharasou River’s water, were examined. 
By precipitation of  Ca2+(and, or  Mg2+) with  HCO3

−, the 
concentration of  Na+ in solution will increase; therefore, pH 
increases (Al-Bassam and Al-Rumikhani 2003), and micro-
nutrients uptake decreases (especially  Fe2+ and  Zn2+) (Ayers 
and Westcott 1985). The results showed that no nutritional 
disorders for all stations would be expected except for station 
one because of the high  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio (Tables 1 and 3).

Irrigation problems: ◦fH, Is, and  Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio evalu-
ated the participation of  Ca2+ and  Mg2+ compounds and 
carbonate precipitation (Peragón et al. 2015). The results 
indicated that a low risk of clogging irrigation systems was 
anticipated by considering the negative Langelier index. 
Also, ◦fH showed a moderate risk rating, a medium risk 
of precipitation of  Ca2+ and  Mg2+ compounds, and a high 
 Ca2+/Mg2+ ratio (Peragón et al. 2015) in station 1 (Tables 1 
and 3).

Based on this study’s findings, to diminish the sodic-
ity problem for land irrigated with water from station 1, 
leaching requirements (LR) should be considered to avoid 
harmful salt accumulation. Besides, the application of water 
amendments (e.g., gypsum,  Ca2+-containing fertilizers) 
and manure application instead of fertilizer chemicals were 
recommended to reduce the risk of infiltration problems 
(Fatemi 2015).

Pirsaheb et al. (2013) measured concentrations of alu-
minum (Al), molybdenum (Mo), vanadium (V), antimony 

(Sb), arsenic (As), mercury (Hg), copper (Cu), cobalt (Co), 
manganese (Mn), selenium (Se), zinc (Zn), cadmium (Cd), 
lead (Pb), chromium (Cr), ferrous (Fe), and nickel (Ni) in 
all water samples. The average of Al in wells, water reser-
voirs, and water distribution networks was 64.65 ± 63.64, 
18.73 ± 15.03, and 40.54 ± 60.74 µg  L−1, respectively. The 
average concentration of Fe in wells, water reservoirs, 
and water distribution network reported as 37.07 ± 55.50, 
53.68 ± 62.74, and 55.66 ± 52.58  µg  L−1, respectively. 
Besides, Mn concentration on average ranged from 
2.07 ± 10.95, 1.99 ± 2.20, and 1.45 ± 1.36 µg  L−1 in wells, 
water reservoirs, and water distribution networks, respec-
tively. Results indicated that concentrations of Al, Fe, and 
Mn in some studied samples were beyond the national and 
WHO standards (200, 300, and 500 µg  L−1, respectively). As 
the results indicated the standard deviations for these metals 
are quite significant, and that there is a vast spread in the 
values. They illustrated this wide variety of heavy metal con-
centrations in water based on the regional sources of pollu-
tion. They also reported two primary origin sources of pollu-
tion located within or out of the city. The geological texture 
and agricultural activities are water sources’ pollution out 
of the city. For instance, some agricultural activities include 
fertilizers and chemical pesticides containing metals, such as 
As, Co, and Cr. Discharging wastewater of workshops and 
small industrial units to the water and vehicle traffic is the 
water pollution source within the city. Also, the higher con-
centrations of some mentioned heavy metals in distribution 
networks might be due to the water pipelines’ corrosivity 

Fig. 4  Plotting SAR against 
Electrical Conductivity 
(reported by (Fatemi 2015)
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(Pirsaheb et al. 2013). The other pollution sources of the 
Gharasou River are discussed in “Water quality of the Ghar-
asou River influenced by pollution sources”.

Water quality of the Gharasou River influenced 
by pollution sources

Non‑point pollution sources

Natural pollution: natural pollution, including the external 
supply of cations and anions of water, originates from both 
point and non-point sources. Non-point sources are much 
more challenging to monitor and control (Smith et al. 1999). 
Mahmoudi et al. (2010) results indicated a significant dif-
ference (P < 0.05) of physical, chemical, and hydrological 
characteristics of Karkheh River in sub-regions stations in 
both periods of 1988 and 2002. In the Gharasou River sub-
basin, SAR remained almost constant, but cations, anions, 
TDS, EC, and pH increased by about twice. Mahmoudi et al. 
(2010) reported that an annual discharge of the Karkheh 
River is an influential factor on water quality in KRB. In the 
studied period, the annual discharge of the KRB decreased 
to 121.6  m3  s−1 because of a drought that happened in 1999 
– 2000. The annual study of river discharges is an influential 
factor for assessing water quality (Mahmoudi et al. 2010).

Anthropogenic pollution: the Sayadi et al. (2014) and 
Rezaei and Sayadi (2015) results showed that 73.1% of 
the dataset's variance explained by three significant fac-
tors generated by FA. They also found a positive loading 
in EC, TDS,  SO4

2−, and  Na+ in the first factor (Table 4). 
They reported an increase in EC, TDS, and  SO4

2− concen-
trations due to non-point pollution from agricultural areas. 
In general, sources of dissolved  SO4

2− in natural river water 
might be natural or anthropogenic inputs. Natural sources 
include the dissolution of sedimentary sulfates, oxidation of 
sulfide minerals, and mineralization of soil organic matter Ta
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Table 4  The results of rotated factor loadings matrix of factor analy-
sis for water quality parameters of Gharasou River

Loading factors > 0.75 is strong; 0.75–0.50 is considered moderate, 
and 0.50–0.30 as weak (Rezaei and Sayadi 2015)

Variables Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3

EC 0.831 0.360 0.087
pH − 0.180 0.180 − 0.687
TDS 0.858 0.306 0.102
HCO3

− 0.102 0.844 0.422
Cl− 0.220 0.720 − 0.221
SO4

2− 0.740 − 0.184 0.198
Ca2+ − 0.040 0.389 0.716
Mg2+ 0.240 0.820 0.046
Na+ 0.829 0.361 − 0.136
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(SOM). However, Rezaei and Sayadi (2015) revealed that 
 SO4

2− has an anthropogenic source. Sulfate fertilizers were 
used by local farmers and released to the stream by surface 
runoff and irrigation water. On the contrary, the contribu-
tion of  Na+ to this factor has natural sources, i.e., cation-
exchange processes in the soil–water interface. Factor 2 was 
positively correlated with  HCO3

−,  Cl−, and  Mg2+ (Table 4). 
They reported that the second factor represents the contribu-
tion of anthropogenic activities and the physico-chemistry 
of the stream. Point pollution, domestic wastewater, or influ-
ents into the river water were responsible for the increase 
of  Cl−concentration. Factor 3 with  Ca2+ and pH introduced 
as hydro-geochemical variables (Table 4). The  Ca2+ pres-
ence in water could be explained by the weathering of bed 
sediments (soils) and cation-exchange processes in the 
soil–water interface.

Point pollution sources

Sharifi and Hosseini (2003) reported that a large-scale 
release of raw sewage and industrial chemicals has drasti-
cally changed the water quality of the Gharasou River. The 
main urban center in the Gharasou River Basin is Kerman-
shah city, the capital of Kermanshah province, with a popu-
lation of over 1,000,000 (Samadi et al. 2012). Sharifi and 
Hosseini (2003) reviewed many studies and they reported 
that the primary contributors to the toxicity of freshwaters 
in more populated areas in Iran appear to be heavy metals 
and some chlorohydrocarbons, particularly DDT.

Pirsaheb et al. (2015) found out the concentrations of Pb, 
Cd, Ni, Cr, and Fe in surface water resources were above 
the standard level. The ranges of Pb, Cd, Ni, Cr, and Fe 
in the surface water resources of Iran were 0.012–7.500, 
0.002–4.850, 0.001–0.480, 0–780, and 0.019–10.980 mg 
 L−1, respectively. It is worthy to note that the Iranian and 
World Health Organization (WHO) standards for Pb, Cd, 
Ni, Cr, and Fe in surface water resources are 0.01, 0.003, 
0.02, 0.05, and 0.3 mg  L−1, respectively. The concentrations 
of As, Zn, Se, Co, Mn, Cu, and Hg were lower than Iranian 
and WHO standards.

Zeinoldini et al. (2014) reported Fe, Zn, Mn, and Pb 
concentrations ranged 0.06–0.12, 0.01–0.02, 0.01–0.25, 
0.03–0.09 mg  L−1 in five samples’ points on the Gharasou 
River. The concentrations of Cu, Cd, and Ni were less than 
the detection limit of the measurement method. The con-
centrations of Fe and Zn were lower than the standard levels 
for surface water and irrigation. They revealed that the Mn 
concentration in the sample point near the local oil refin-
ery company was close to the standard levels for surface 
water resources (i.e., 0.1 mg  L−1). While for two sample 
points, on nearby agricultural lands, the Mn and Pb con-
centrations were above the standard levels for surface water 
(the standard level of Mn and Pb are 0.1 and 0.005 mg  L−1, 

respectively). The proximity of these agricultural lands to 
industrial units and a decline in the water discharge because 
of drought were considered as reasons.

Water quality index (WQI)

Atazadeh et al. (2007) reported WQI from 33 ± 3 to 76 ± 6 
related to Kermanshah and Ravansar stations, respectively. 
These low levels of WQI revealed a significant level of pol-
lution in the Gharasou River. They observed the progres-
sive increases in TSS, TDS,  NO3–N,  PO4–P, COD, BOD, 
and turbidity in the Gharasou River from Ravansar sta-
tion to Kermanshah station. The amounts of TSS, TDS, 
 NO3–N,  PO4–P, COD, BOD, and turbidity in Ravansar 
station were 56 ± 5 mg  L−1, 45 ± 25 mg  L−1, 0.5 ± 0.1 mg 
 L−1, 0.03 ± 0.01 mg  L−1, 35 ± 3.6 mg  L−1, 18 ± 2.3 mg  L−1, 
and 5 ± 2 NTU, respectively. While TSS, TDS,  NO3–N, 
 PO4–P, COD, BOD, and turbidity in Kermanshah station 
were 311 ± 215 mg  L−1, 548 ± 75 mg  L−1, 6 ± 2.5 mg  L−1, 
1.6 ± 0.5 mg  L−1, 76 ± 9 mg  L−1, 48 ± 7.1 mg  L−1, and 52 ± 8 
NTU, respectively. The unregulated and direct releases of 
industrial and municipal waste into the river were reported 
as crucial factors for the water pollution of the Gharasou 
River.

The River Gharasou joins the Gamasiab River, the larg-
est river in Hamedan province. Sharifi and Hosseini (2003) 
investigated N-NO3,  PO4, TSS, TDS, DO, COD, BOD, pH, 
and temperature in six sites with varying degrees of human 
impact Gamasiab River. The results indicated a significant 
increase in TSS and BOD and a reduction in DO down-
stream. There were minor changes in temperature and water 
quality characteristics upstream. As a result, these changes 
in water characteristics, simultaneously the results of in situ 
sediment toxicity test, revealed that the Gamasiab River 
water is toxic to macroinvertebrate, Garnrnarus sp. The 
survival of Gamrnarus sp at three sites downstream was 
lower compared to the control site upstream.

Trophic diatom index (TDI)

Atazadeh et al. (2007) reported TDI values 39.2 ± 5 and 
71.3 ± 15 for Ravansar and Kermanshah stations, respec-
tively. They could establish relationships between TDI 
and both physical and chemical variables and the other 
biological measurements of eutrophication. They found a 
significant positive correlation between values of the TDI 
and  PO4–P (TDI = 26.122  PO4–P + 35.462,  R2 = 0.82) and 
 NO3–N (TDI = 6.9865  NO3–N + 41.934,  R2 = 0.70) and a 
negative correlation with WQI (TDI = -0.738 WQI + 92.621, 
 R2 = 0.85).

Inorganic N pollution in ground and surface waters has 
adverse effects on human health and the economy (Cama-
rgo and Alonso 2006). Camargo and Alonso (2006), after 
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synthesis of the published scientific literature, addressed 
three major environmental problems related to inorganic 
N pollution: (i) acidification of freshwater ecosystems due 
to increasing the concentration of hydrogen ions without 
much acid-neutralizing capacity, (ii) eutrophication of 
aquatic ecosystems, and (iii) the aquatic animals' ability to 
survive, grow and reproduce are damaged when it reaches 
toxic levels. The inorganic N forms include ammonium-N 
 (NH4-N) and both particulate and dissolved organic N, and 
nitrate  (NO3-N) (Johnes and Heathwaite 1997). Inorganic 
phosphorus (P) pollution in aquatic ecosystems is entirely 
different from inorganic N. The inorganic P compounds are 
predominantly insoluble. Therefore, the only way to export 
P to surface water bodies is sediment transport. On the other 
hand, P leaching losses are small. Besides, P can transform 
into a rapidly taken-up form for the biota (Johnes and Heath-
waite 1997).

Water quality influenced by land cover/land use 
and soil erosion/runoff

Land cover/ land use

Sediment transfers pollutants in irrigation and drinking 
water into farmlands and dams. Moreover, sedimentation in 
water channels clogs the waterways (Sarmadian et al. 2010). 
Soil erosion and sediment transport in arid and semi-arid 
areas of Iran are widespread, which have become one of the 
most critical concerns (Hosseini and Ashraf 2015). In the 
Zagros Mountains, sparse vegetation cover is the main factor 
in the transportation of millions of tons of soil by water to 
downstream basins. Moreover, development strategies led to 
land use changes and exposed shale and marl to soil erosion, 
which are known as sensitive geological formations (Hos-
seini and Ashraf 2015).

The topography of the Gharasou River Basin consists of 
highlands (48%) and plains (52%), including Mahidasht-
Sanjabi (1463  km2), Kamyaran-Bilevar (356  km2), and Ker-
manshah (984  km2) Plains (Hosseini et al. 2016). Predomi-
nant land uses of the Gharasou River Basin are agricultural 
and rangelands (Saghafian et al. 2012). Wheat and barley 
are the major crops grown in the rangelands. Samadi et al. 
(2012) estimated the area of agricultural lands to be about 
67% of the Gharasou River Basin, according to (Landsat 
1993) data.

Agriculture is the main activity of people in the Ghar-
asou River Basin. Farmers change the natural land cover 
because of the agricultural land’s need (Omani et al. 2007). 
The rangeland is converted to rain-fed crops and overgrazed. 
Deforestation also is a significant concern that led to the 
degradation of soil and environmental problems. However, 
the deforestation rate has been accelerated in Iran dur-
ing the last half-century due to intensive cultivation and 

mismanagement (Abu Bakar et al. 2014). It is worthy to 
note that soil erosion is the most significant problem in the 
west of Iran. In general, in the Gharasou River Basin, soil 
erosion is caused by rainfall intensity and geomorphology. 
However, removing of natural vegetation cover accelerates 
soil erosion in a large area of this basin (Omani et al. 2007). 
The effect of converting land cover/land use on the water 
quality of the Gharasou River discusses in Land cover/ land 
use and Soil erosion/runoff.

Soil erosion/runoff

At the basin scale, the relative contributions of pollution 
sources are affected by land use and local human popula-
tion densities (Smith et al. 1999). Surface water quality is 
negatively influenced by soil erosion. SOC and soil nutrients 
depleted from soil cause eutrophication. The Gharasou River 
Basin is primarily located in the Zagros Mountains region, 
which is considered a climatically sensitive region (Samadi 
et al. 2012).

The Heshmati et al. (2012) results showed that in the 
Merek sub-basin, the leading cause of extensive soil erosion 
is land degradation. Land degradation occurs mainly within 
the forest and rangeland located on the sloping land. Gully, 
inter-rill, and landslide were reported as the three main soil 
erosional features among the six kinds of erosional features 
in the study area. However, inter-rill erosion is the most criti-
cal factor affecting land degradation in the Merek sub-basin, 
although its area is small (about 20%). Land degradation 
is promoted by deforestation and overgrazing of livestock.

Moreover, improper agricultural activities enhance the 
rate of soil erosion. Dominant erosional features are gully 
and rill in the agricultural lands, whereas landslide occurs 
in the forest. The reported erosion rates were 14.47, 16.60, 
and 18.57 t  ha−1  yr−1 in the agriculture area, rangeland, and 
forest, respectively (Fig. 5a). In the Merek sub-basin, it was 
estimated the annual SOC, N, P, and K depletions by ero-
sion in the agriculture area were 147.24, 15.6, 0.172, and 
4.47 kg  ha−1  yr−1, respectively. The annual depletion of esti-
mated SOC, N, P and K in the rangeland was 176.92, 18.73, 
0.170, and 4.65 kg  ha−1  yr−1, respectively. Moreover, the 
amounts of depleted SOC, N, P, and K in the forest were 
306.10, 23.75, 0.165, and 5.15 kg  ha−1  yr−1, respectively 
(Figs. 5b–e). Heshmati et al. (2012) reported the lowest 
decline in P by soil erosion and the highest depletion of 
SOC, N, and K in the forest. The steepest decline in P and 
the lowest depletion of SOC, N, and K have occurred in the 
agriculture area. Moreover, the presence of smectite mineral 
in the soil of sloping land is subjected to deforestation and 
overgrazing, which results in depleting soil nutrients and 
SOC in the Merek sub-basin.

The rate of soil erosion by the MPSIAC model in the 
Gamasiab basin, one of the sub-basins of the KRB, was 
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investigated by (Ilanloo 2012). The Gamasiab basin is 
located between the longitude  47◦ 3′ to  48◦ 10′ N and lati-
tude  34◦ 49′ and  34◦ 56′ E. The results indicated that the 
soil erosion rate is high in the northern, eastern, and south-
eastern parts of the studied area compared with the south-
ern region. The reasons for this finding were explained 
by the geology, steep slopes, and less vegetation cover of 
the northern part. The steep slopes, low soil depth, over-
grazing, farming in the hilly areas and the marl forma-
tion were contributing factors in eastern and southeastern 
regions. Finally, the proper agricultural activities, and 
gentle slopes, were reported as the reasons for lower soil 
erosion rates in the south part of the Gamasiab sub-basin.

Conclusion

This paper considered the results of published papers in 
different aspects of water quality assessment of the Ghar-
asou River at a basin scale as a sub-basin of the KRB. 
According to the review of the current literature for the 
evaluation of water quality, some conclusions are pre-
sented as follows:

1. Different methods and indices were evaluated for the 
evaluation of the Gharasou River quality for irrigation. 
The USSL and FAO methods classified water for all 
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stations as  C2S1 (moderate-salinity hazard and low-Na+ 
hazard) and unrestricted. Water quality indices intro-
duced a more precise definition to categorize water qual-
ity in regional scales. The indices indicated that water 
in one station (No.1) had sodicity problems. Soil deg-
radation risk was low in the study area, and potential 
nutritional plant disorders arising from irrigation are not 
expected. The application of the water amendment and 
manure application avoids soil degradation and plant 
disorders, which is likely to take place by continuous 
irrigation.

2. Drought, the geological texture, and weathering of bed 
sediments and soils, as well as cation-exchange pro-
cesses in the soil–water interface, are considered natural 
non-point pollution sources of the Gharasou River. In 
the meantime, anthropogenic activities are the sources of 
non-point and point pollution. These include agricultural 
activities, the release of raw sewage and industrial chem-
icals from the local oil refinery company, and industries 
such as the Sahra dairy company (Fereidoon and Kho-
rasani 2013). Furthermore, small industrial units and 
workshops dramatically changed the water quality of the 
Gharasou River. The high concentrations of some heavy 
metals (Mn and Pb) and low amounts of water quality 
indices, such as WQI and TDI, reflect the pollution of 
the Gharasou River’s water.

3. Predominant land uses in the Gharasou River Basin are 
agricultural and rangelands (about 67% of the Ghara-
sou River Basin area (Landsat 1993)). About 52% of 
the Gharasou River Basin areas are plains, and the rest 
of the agricultural fields (about 15%) are located in the 
highlands. The need for agricultural land has led to the 
removal of the natural land cover and changed rangeland 
into rain-fed crops. Improper tillage practices in the rain-
fed areas and application of chemical fertilizers in the 
irrigated lands are the main reasons leading to SOC loss, 
reduction of soil aggregate stability, and increasing the 
amount of soil erosion and runoff.

4. Converting rangeland to rain-fed crops, overgrazing of 
livestock, and deforestation resulted in extensive soil 
erosion and depletion of soil nutrients and SOC in the 
agriculture, rangeland, and forest zones of the Merek 
sub-basin of the Gharasou River Basin.

Study limitations

1. In this study, the concentrations of heavy metals, except 
for Fe, Zn, Mn, and Pb for all regions along the length 
of the Gharasou River, were not available.

2. During a recent survey completed in Ravansar, it was 
observed that ten years ago, about 500 ha of hilly land 
converted to forest. The impact of this conversion on soil 

erosion, runoff, sediment yield, and water quality should 
be considered for future research.

3. There is no information about pesticides, herbicides, 
and other organic pollutants in the Gharasou River water 
used by farmers.

4. Parameters considered here as factors affecting the 
quality of the Gharasou River Basin contain different 
sampling locations, different time frames, and different 
sets of parameters. This issue prevented comparing data 
during the time, different locations and there is a need to 
consider for future studies. However, it is necessary to 
regard these factors on a basin scale and a comprehen-
sive plan not as individual and disorganized researches. 
It would help to conduct outputs as inputs to models 
which predict parameters time-consuming and costly.

Acknowledgements The valuable comments from the reviewers are 
highly appreciated.

References

Abu Bakar AF, Yusoff I, Ng TF, Ashraf MA (2014) Cumulative 
impacts of dissolved ionic metals on the chemical characteristics 
of river water affected by alkaline mine drainage from the Kuala 
Lipis gold mine, Pahang, Malaysia. Chem Ecol 31:22–33. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02757 540. 2014. 950569

Ağca N (2014) Spatial variability of groundwater quality and its suit-
ability for drinking and irrigation in the Amik Plain (South Tur-
key). Environ Earth Sci 72:4115–4130. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s12665- 014- 3305-7

Ahmad M-u-D, Giordano M (2010) The Karkheh River basin: the food 
basket of Iran under pressure. Water Int 35:522–544. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1080/ 02508 060. 2010. 510326

Al-Bassam AM, Al-Rumikhani YA (2003) Integrated hydrochemical 
method of water quality assessment for irrigation in arid areas: 
application to the Jilh aquifer, Saudi Arabia. J Afr Earth Sci 
36:345–356. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ s0899- 5362(03) 00046-0

Ali M (2010) Water: an element of irrigation. In: Fundamentals of 
irrigation and on-farm water management. Vol 1. Springer, New 
York. pp 271–329. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-1- 4419- 6335-2

AquaChem (2011) A professional application for water quality data 
analysis, plotting, reporting, and modeling. https:// www. water 
loohy droge ologic. com/ produ cts/ aquac hem/

Asadollahfardi G (2015) Water quality indices (WQI). In: Water qual-
ity management: assessment and interpretation. Springer Berlin 
Heidelberg, 21–39. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-3- 662- 44725-3_3

Atazadeh I, Sharifi M, Kelly M (2007) Evaluation of the trophic dia-
tom index for assessing water quality in River Gharasou, west-
ern Iran. Hydrobiologia 589:165–173. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10750- 007- 0736

Ayers RS, Westcott DW (1985) Water quality for agriculture. FAO 
irrigation and drainage paper 29 Rev. 1. Rome, 174

Back W, Hanshaw BB (1965) Chemical Geohydrology. Adv Hydrosci 
2:49–109

Banejad H, Kamali M, Amirmoradi K, Olyaie E (2013) Forecasting 
some of the qualitative parameters of rivers using Wavelet Arti-
ficial Neural Network hybrid (W-ANN) model (Case of study: 
Jajroud river of Tehran and Gharaso river of Kermanshah). Iran J 
Health Environ 6:277–294 (in Persian)

https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540.2014.950569
https://doi.org/10.1080/02757540.2014.950569
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-014-3305-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-014-3305-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/02508060.2010.510326
https://doi.org/10.1080/02508060.2010.510326
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0899-5362(03)00046-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-6335-2
https://www.waterloohydrogeologic.com/products/aquachem/
https://www.waterloohydrogeologic.com/products/aquachem/
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44725-3_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-007-0736
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-007-0736


Environmental Earth Sciences (2021) 80:629 

1 3

Page 15 of 16 629

Bordalo AA, Teixeira R, Wiebe WJ (2006) A Water Quality Index 
applied to an international shared river basin: the case of the 
Douro River. Environ Manage 38:910–920. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s00267- 004- 0037-6

Camargo JA, Alonso A (2006) Ecological and toxicological effects 
of inorganic nitrogen pollution in aquatic ecosystems: a global 
assessment. Environ Int 32:831–849. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
envint. 2006. 05. 002

Edmondson W (1995) Eutrophication. Encyclopedia of Environmen-
tal Biology, vol. 1. Academic Press, New York

Fatemi A (2015) Long-term assessment of water quality and soil 
degradation risk via hydrochemical indices of Gharasoo River. 
Iran J Appl Res Water Wastewater 2:131–136

Fereidoon M, Khorasani G Water quality simulation in Qarresu 
River and the role of wastewater treatment plants in reducing 
the contaminants concentrations. In: International Journal of 
Innovative Technology and Exploring Engineering (IJITEE), 
2013. vol 5, 2278–3075

Fewtrell L (2004) Drinking-water nitrate, methemoglobinemia, and 
global burden of disease: a discussion. Environ Health Perspect 
112:1371–1374. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1289/ ehp. 7216

Ghobadi Y, Pradhan B, Sayyad GA, Kabiri K, Falamarzi Y (2015) 
Simulation of hydrological processes and effects of engineer-
ing projects on the Karkheh River Basin and its wetland using 
SWAT2009. Quat Int 374:144–153. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
quaint. 2015. 02. 034

Haghiabi AH, Mastorakis NE (2009) Water resources management 
in Karkheh Basin-Iran. Paper presented at the Proceedings of 
the  3rd International Conference on Energy and Development-
Environment-Biomedicine (EDEB'09), Vouliagmeni, Athens, 
Greece December

He S, Li P, Wu J, Elumalai V, Adimalla N (2019) Groundwater 
quality under land use/land cover changes: a temporal study 
from 2005 to 2015 in Xi’an, Northwest China. Hum Ecol Risk 
Assess Int J 26:2771–2797. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 10807 039. 
2019. 16841 86

Heshmati M, Arifin A, Shamshuddin J, Majid NM (2012) Predicting N, 
P, K and organic carbon depletion in soils using MPSIAC model 
at the Merek catchment. Iran Geoderma 175–176:64–77. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. geode rma. 2011. 12. 028

Hessari B, Akbari M, Abbasi F, Oweis T, Bruggeman A (2012) Impact 
of Expanding Supplemental Irrigation in the Upper Karkheh River 
Basin (Iran) on Downstream Flow

Hosseini M, Ashraf MA (2015) Application of the SWAT model for 
water components separation in Iran. Springer, Berlin. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ 978-4- 431- 55564-3

Hosseini M, Ghafouri M, Tabatabaei M, Ebrahimi N, Zare Garizi A 
(2016) Estimation of Hydrologic Budget for Gharasou Watershed, 
Iran. Ecopersia 4:1455–1469. https:// doi. org/ 10. 18869/ modar es. 
ecope rsia.4. 3. 1455

Ilanloo M (2012) Estimation of soil erosion rates using MPSIAC mod-
els (Case Study Gamasiab basin). Int J Agric Crop Sci 4:1154–
1158 (in Persian)

Jafar Ahamed A, Ananthakrishnan S, Loganathan K, Manikandan K 
(2013) Assessment of groundwater quality for irrigation use in 
Alathur Block, Perambalur District, Tamilnadu, South India. Appl 
Water Sci 3:763–771. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s13201- 013- 0124-z

Johnes PJ, Heathwaite AL (1997) Modelling the impact of land use 
change on water quality in agricultural catchments. Hydrol Pro-
cess 11:269–286. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ (sici) 1099- 1085(19970 
315) 11:3% 3c269:: aid- hyp442% 3e3.0. co;2-k

Kelly MG, Whitton BA (1995) The Trophic Diatom Index: a new index 
for monitoring eutrophication in rivers. J Appl Phycol 7:433–444. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ bf000 03802

Keren R (2012) Saline and boron affected soils. In: Huang PM, Li 
Y, Sumner ME (eds) Handbood of soil sciences, resource 

management and environmental impacts, 2nd edn. CRC Press, 
Boca Ratón (17-1-17-20)

Lai YC, Chien CC, Yang ZH, Surampalli RY, Kao CM (2017) Develop-
ing an Integrated Modeling Tool for River Water Quality Index 
Assessment. Water Environ Res 89:260–273. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
2175/ 10614 3016X 14798 35339 9584

Landsat (1993) Image courtesy of the U.S. Geological Survey
Law G, Parslow R, McKinney P, Cartwright R (1999) Non-Hodgkin’s 

lymphoma and nitrate in drinking water: a study in Yorkshire, 
United Kingdom. J Epidemiol Community Health 53:383–384. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1136/ jech. 53.6. 383

Li P, He X, Guo W (2019) Spatial groundwater quality and potential 
health risks due to nitrate ingestion through drinking water: a case 
study in Yan’an City on the Loess Plateau of northwest China. 
Hum Ecol Risk Assess Int J 25:11–31. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 
10807 039. 2018. 15536 12

Madani K (2014) Water management in Iran: what is causing the loom-
ing crisis? J Environ Stud Sci 4:315–328. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s13412- 014- 0182-z

Mahmoudi B, Bakhtiari F, Hamidifar M (2010) Effects of land use 
change and erosion on physical and chemical properties of water 
(Karkhe Watershed). Int J Environ Res 4:217–228

Marjanizadeh S (2008) Developing a “best case scenario” for Karkheh 
River Basin management (2025 horizon); a case study from 
Karkheh River Basin, Iran. PhD dissertation, Department of 
Water, Atmosphere and Environment

Omani N, Tajrishy M, Abrishamchi A Modeling of a river basin using 
SWAT model and GIS. In:  2nd International Conference on Man-
aging Rivers in the 21st Century: Solutions Towards Sustainable 
River Basins. Riverside Kuching, Sarawak, Malaysia, 2007, 6–8

Peragón JM, Delgado A, Pérez-Latorre FJ (2015) A GIS-based quality 
assessment model for olive tree irrigation water in southern Spain. 
Agric Water Manag 148:232–240. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. agwat. 
2014. 10. 009

Pirsaheb M, Khosravi T, Sharafi K, Babajani L, Rezaei M (2013) Meas-
urement of heavy metals concentration in drinking water from 
source to consumption site in Kermanshah-Iran. World Appl Sci 
J 21:416–423. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5829/ idosi. wasj. 2013. 21.3. 2782

Pirsaheb M, Khamutian R, Pourhaghighat S (2015) Review of heavy 
metal concentrations in Iranian water resources. Int J Health Life 
Sci 1:35–45

Powlson DS, Addiscott TM, Benjamin N, Cassman KG, de Kok TM, 
van Grinsven H, L’hirondel JL, Avery AA, Van Kessel C, (2008) 
When does nitrate become a risk for humans? J Environ Qual 
37:291–295. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2134/ jeq20 07. 0177

Ren X, Li P, He X, Su F, Elumalai V (2021) Hydrogeochemical Pro-
cesses Affecting Groundwater Chemistry in the Central Part of 
the Guanzhong Basin, China. Arch Environ Contam Toxicol 
80:74–91. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00244- 020- 00772-5

Rezaei A, Sayadi M (2015) Long-term evolution of the composition of 
surface water from the River Gharasoo, Iran: a case study using 
multivariate statistical techniques. Environ Geochem Health 
37:251–261. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10653- 014- 9643-2

Rientjes THM, Muthuwatta LP, Bos MG, Booij MJ, Bhatti HA (2013) 
Multi-variable calibration of a semi-distributed hydrological 
model using streamflow data and satellite-based evapotranspi-
ration. J Hydrol 505:276–290. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jhydr ol. 
2013. 10. 006

Saadatpour M (2014) Hybrid ACO-ANN Based Multi-Objective Sim-
ulation-Optimization Model for Pollutant Load Control at Basin 
Scale. Environ Model Assess 20: 29. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10666- 014- 9413-7

Saghafian B, Sima S, Sadeghi S, Jeirani F (2012) Application of unit 
response approach for spatial prioritization of runoff and sediment 
sources. Agric Water Manag 109:36–45. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
agwat. 2012. 02. 004

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-004-0037-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-004-0037-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2006.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2006.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.7216
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2015.02.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2015.02.034
https://doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2019.1684186
https://doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2019.1684186
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2011.12.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2011.12.028
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-4-431-55564-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-4-431-55564-3
https://doi.org/10.18869/modares.ecopersia.4.3.1455
https://doi.org/10.18869/modares.ecopersia.4.3.1455
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13201-013-0124-z
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1099-1085(19970315)11:3%3c269::aid-hyp442%3e3.0.co;2-k
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1099-1085(19970315)11:3%3c269::aid-hyp442%3e3.0.co;2-k
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00003802
https://doi.org/10.2175/106143016X14798353399584
https://doi.org/10.2175/106143016X14798353399584
https://doi.org/10.1136/jech.53.6.383
https://doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2018.1553612
https://doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2018.1553612
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13412-014-0182-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13412-014-0182-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2014.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2014.10.009
https://doi.org/10.5829/idosi.wasj.2013.21.3.2782
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2007.0177
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00244-020-00772-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10653-014-9643-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10666-014-9413-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10666-014-9413-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2012.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2012.02.004


 Environmental Earth Sciences (2021) 80:629

1 3

629 Page 16 of 16

Samadi S, Carbone GJ, Mahdavi M, Sharifi F, Bihamta MR (2012) 
Statistical Downscaling of River Runoff in a Semi Arid Catch-
ment. Water Resour Manage 27:117–136. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s11269- 012- 0170-6

Sarmadian F, Rahimy P, Keshavarzi A (2010) Modeling of sediment 
yield and bicarbonate concentration in Kordan Watershed. J Agric 
Sci Technol 12:121–131

Sayadi M, Rezaei A, Rezaei M, Nourozi K (2014) Multivariate statisti-
cal analysis of surface water chemistry: A case study of Gharasoo 
River, Iran. Paper presented at the Proceedings of the International 
Academy of Ecology and Environmental Sciences

Sharifi M, Hosseini M (2003) Assessment of water quality by in situ 
sediment toxicity test in River Gamasiab, Iran. WIT Trans Ecol 
Environ. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2495/ WP030 321

Smith VH, Tilman GD, Nekola JC (1999) Eutrophication: impacts of 
excess nutrient inputs on freshwater, marine, and terrestrial eco-
systems. Environ Pollut 100:179–196. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 
s0269- 7491(99) 00091-3

Suárez DL (1981) Relation between  pHC and sodium adsorption ratio 
(SAR) and an alternative method of estimating SAR of soil or 
drainage waters. Soil Sci Soc Am J 45:469–475. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 2136/ sssaj 1981. 03615 99500 45000 30005x

Sundaray SK, Nayak BB, Bhatta D (2009) Environmental studies on 
river water quality with reference to suitability for agricultural 
purposes: Mahanadi river estuarine system, India—a case study. 
Environ Monit Assess 155:227–243. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10661- 008- 0431-2

U.S. Salinity Laboratory Staff (1954) Diagnosis and improvement of 
saline and alkali soils. U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 
60, Washington. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2136/ sssaj 1954. 03615 99500 
18000 30032x

Wu J, Zhang Y, Zhou H (2020) Groundwater chemistry and ground-
water quality index incorporating health risk weighting in Ding-
bian County, Ordos Basin of Northwest China. Geochemistry 
80:125607. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemer. 2020. 125607

Zeinoldini Z, Karami M, Shekaari P, Fatemi A, Bahmani A (2014) 
Evaluation of qualitative parameters and heavy metals concentra-
tion of Qarasou River, Kermanshah city. Paper presented at the 
International Conference on Sustainable Development, Strategies 
and Challenges, with a Focus on Agriculture, Natural Resources, 
Environment and Tourism, Tabriz, Iran

Zhang Y, Wu J, Xu B (2018) Human health risk assessment of ground-
water nitrogen pollution in Jinghui canal irrigation area of the 
loess region, northwest China. Environ Earth Sci 77:1–12. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12665- 018- 7456-9

Zhou Y, Wang Y, Li Y, Zwahlen F, Boillat J (2012) Hydrogeochemical 
characteristics of central Jianghan Plain, China. Environ Earth Sci 
68:765–778. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12665- 012- 1778-9

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-012-0170-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-012-0170-6
https://doi.org/10.2495/WP030321
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0269-7491(99)00091-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0269-7491(99)00091-3
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1981.03615995004500030005x
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1981.03615995004500030005x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-008-0431-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-008-0431-2
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1954.03615995001800030032x
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1954.03615995001800030032x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemer.2020.125607
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-018-7456-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-018-7456-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-012-1778-9

	A survey of water quality of Gharasou River, Kermanshah, Iran
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	General description of the study area
	Databases
	Water quality assessment for irrigation and drinking purposes
	Pollution sources
	Point and non-point pollution sources
	Water quality index (WQI)
	Trophic diatom index (TDI)

	Water quality influenced by land cover land use and soil erosionrunoff

	Results and discussion
	Water quality assessment for irrigation and drinking purposes
	Water quality of the Gharasou River influenced by pollution sources
	Non-point pollution sources
	Point pollution sources
	Water quality index (WQI)
	Trophic diatom index (TDI)

	Water quality influenced by land coverland use and soil erosionrunoff
	Land cover land use
	Soil erosionrunoff


	Conclusion
	Study limitations
	Acknowledgements 
	References




