'.) Check for updates

Journal of m
Hyd roinformatics PUBLISHING
© 2022 The Authors Journal of Hydroinformatics Vol 24 No 3, 559 doi: 10.2166/hydro.2022.148

Ccomplex network modeling of a river basin: an application to the Guadalquivir River
in Southern Spain

R. Rodriguez-Alarcéna and S. Lozano (0.

@ Confederacion Hidrogréfica del Guadalquivir, Avda. del Brillante, 57, Cérdoba 14012, Spain
b Escuela Superior de Ingenieros, University of Seville, Isla de la Cartuja, Seville 41092, Spain
*Corresponding author. E-mail: slozano@us.es

SL, 0000-0002-0401-3584

ABSTRACT

In this paper, complex network analysis is used to analyze the structure of a whole river basin. A classification of nodes and edges that allow
the river basin to be represented as a directed network is given. Both global and local characterization metrics are presented. Thus, centra-
lization indexes, average path length, diameter, network efficiency, edge length, degree and strength distributions can be computed and
interpreted. The closeness and betweenness centrality as well as the PageRank index of the different nodes can also be calculated and pro-
vide information on the relative position of each node in the network in terms of their average distance to upstream and downstream nodes,
their reachability from other nodes, etc. In addition, a new centrality index based on the environmental impact of a potential spill or contami-
nant release on each node of the network has been applied. This type of centrality index is particularly useful in hydrologic networks and
helps to identify key nodes from a contamination propagation point of view. The application of the proposed approach to the Guadalquivir
River basin, in Southern Spain, is presented. Apart from validating the environmental impact centrality index, the most important finding is
the scale-free character of the network and its consequences.
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HIGHLIGHTS

® A weighted directed network of a river basin with different types of nodes and edges.

® Global and local CNA characterization measures can be computed.

® A new environmental impact centrality index is proposed.

® An application to the Guadalquivir River basin has found power-law degree distribution and scale-free character.
® Key nodes for contaminant propagation, flood vigilance and prevention have been identified.

1. INTRODUCTION

As shown in Sivakumar (2015) and Sivakumar ef al. (2018), complex network analysis (CNA) is a natural paradigm for study-
ing hydrologic systems, including the hydrologic cycle, rainfall and streamflow monitoring networks, global climate model
outputs and river networks. Thus, there are some CNA approaches that deal with water distribution networks (WDNs).
Many of those papers use community detection algorithms to segment the network (e.g., Diao et al. 2014; Giustolisi & Ridolfi
2014a, 2014b, Giustolisi et al. 2015; Campbell ef al. 2016), while other papers focus on the vulnerability of the networks (e.g.,
Yazdani et al. 2011; Shuang et al. 2015) or on the role of topological features like edge betweenness (Simone et al. 2020). The
results of these studies are encouraging and show the usefulness of CNA for analyzing, designing and managing WDN.

Other papers (e.g., Jha et al. 2015; Sivakumar & Woldemeskel 2015; Jha & Sivakumar 2017; Naufan ef al. 2018; Kim et al.
2019) consider precipitation networks built using different ways of measuring the correlation among the rainfall time series of
a set of rain gauge stations scattered in a region or from satellite-based rainfall data (e.g., Marwan & Kurths 2015). CNA
approaches that study river runoff time series (Lange et al. 2018) also belong to this category. The main purpose of these
papers is generally community detection (e.g., Agarwal et al. 2018).
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Finally, a large number of CNA approaches correspond to studying streamflow dynamics using stream gauging station data
(e.g., Tang et al. 2010; Sivakumar & Woldemeskel 2014; Braga et al. 2016; Serinaldi & Kilsby 2016; Han et al. 2018; Yasmin
& Sivakumar 2018). The purpose of these studies is catchment classification based on the modules (i.e., the node commu-
nities) extracted from the network (Fang ef al. 2017; Tumiran & Sivakumar 2021) as well as assessing the importance of
the individual stations (e.g., Joo et al. 2021).

River basins, the basic unit of analysis in hydrology studies of rivers and streams, are complex systems, with multiple, inter-
connected, heterogeneous components, such as reservoirs, irrigated areas (IAs), drinking water treatment plants, wastewater
treatments plants and stream gauging stations. Studying the pattern and nature of these connections and the interactions
between the different components is a challenging task and requires a holistic perspective. CNA provides a methodology
for representing and analyzing those interactions (e.g., Porse & Lund 2015, 2016). The density, average path length and diam-
eter of the network provide information about the overall degree of connectivity and the geographical span of the river basin.
The distribution of the degree and strength of the nodes provides information about the physical connectivity as well as the
flow characteristics of each type of node. CNA can also compute a measure of the network efficiency based on the geodesic
distances between the nodes. This and other CNA measures (like transitivity and centralization indexes) provide basic topo-
logical features of the river basin that define a sort of profile or signature of the river basin under study. These characteristics
can thus be compared with those of other river basins. In addition, CNA can be used to compute centrality indexes for each
node thus characterizing the individual nodes of the network. This can be done by looking at the node in- and out-closeness
centrality, its betweenness centrality or its PageRank. Although these common centrality indexes are generally useful, we
believe that computing a specific centrality index that takes into account the environmental impact of a potential contami-
nant spill occurring on a given node would be more interesting. The proposed environmental impact centrality index uses
a simplified propagation model of a contaminant spill from any given source node. This contaminant propagation model
is static and does not use differential equations, having similarities with those used to measure the spread of animal diseases
along a network of cattle movements (e.g., Biittner ef al. 2013; Payen et al. 2019), and also resembles the simulation of water
quality parameters approach in Zuluaga ef al. (2020). As will be detailed below, however, this centrality index differs from
those in the literature as it has been designed specifically for a river context and from an environmental impact perspective.

To validate the proposed CNA approach, in this work it is applied to a specific river basin. This extends the study in
Rodriguez-Alarcon & Lozano (2019), which used CNA to analyze the whole river system of Spain, including inter-basin
water transfer infrastructure, but using a coarser level of analysis in which each river basin corresponded to a node of the network.
In this paper, a zoom-in is performed on one such node so that this river basin gives rise to a whole complex network by itself.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 presents the methodology used, while Section 3 discusses the application
of the proposed approach to the Guadalquivir River basin (GRB). Finally, Section 4 summarizes and concludes.

2. METHODOLOGY

The first step is to build the network that represents the river basin considered. This requires identifying all the nodes and
links that form it. The nodes can be reservoirs, I1As, stream gaging stations, drinking water treatment plants (with their cor-
responding urban water use), wastewater treatment plants and run-of-river dams. A node representing the river mouth (RM) is
also considered. About the edges, which are directed, data regarding their length and annual flow rate are required. The
length of the edges is used when actual geodesic distances are computed. Unweighted geodesic distances can also be com-
puted in which case each edge is assigned a notional unit length. The flow rates are used to compute the in- and out-
strength of the nodes, i.e. the total in- and out-flows of each node. Because they may have associated demands (e.g., urban
water demand), the total out-flow rate may be different from the total in-flow rate at some nodes.

Before computing any CNA measure, it may be interesting to analyze the data (e.g., the distribution of the edge lengths, the
edge lengths for each type of node, the distribution of the in-flow rate of the nodes and the in-flow rate for each type of nodes).
This provides useful information about the characteristics of the different nodes and edges that form the network.

As regards CNA measures, we should distinguish between global (i.e., network-level) and local (i.e., node-level) characteriz-
ation measures. The global measures involve the density (i.e., the fraction of all possible edges are present in the network), the
transitivity (i.e., the fraction of times that the existence of edges i— j and j — h is accompanied also by the existence of edge
i — h), the average path length (i.e., the average geodesic distance between connected nodes), the diameter (i.e., the largest geo-
desic distance between connected nodes), the network efficiency (i.e., the inverse of the harmony mean of the geodesic distance
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between all pairs of nodes), in- and out-degree as well as the in- and out-strength distributions and the centralization index of the
in-and out-degrees (i.e., the extent to which the degree distribution corresponds to that of an in- or and out-star), among others. All
these global measures are useful to characterize the network, identifying its main features, i.e., if it is sparse, the average and maxi-
mum distances between the nodes, if the network is a small world in which connected nodes are generally separated by a small
number of edges and if the network is scale-free with a non-homogeneous distribution (i.e., a power-law distribution) so that most
nodes have a small in- or out-degree but a few nodes (called hubs) have a large number of connections.

A second group of CNA measures corresponds to diverse centrality indexes that help identify the role and position of each
node in the network. The centrality indexes most commonly used are those based on the in- and out-closeness of the node
(i.e., the average number of edges required to reach a node from upstream or the average number of edges required to go from
a node to any other node downstream), the node betweenness (i.e., the fraction of geodesic paths that go through a specific
node) or the PageRank of a node (i.e., the ease with which a node can be reached by traversing the edges of the network
randomly). Edge centrality indexes, like the edge betweenness centrality (i.e., the fraction of geodesic paths that make use
of a specific edge), also provide information about which edges occupy a more central position in the network.

Although the conventional centrality indexes can be useful to characterize the different nodes of the network and thus
identify nodes (and edges) that may require special attention in terms of monitoring and hydrologic management, for this
specific type of network, we propose a novel centrality index that measures the centrality of the nodes based on the environ-
mental impact of a potential spill on that node. The details of the computation of this environmental impact centrality index,
as a weighted average of the contaminant concentration on all network edges as a consequence of the propagation of a con-
taminant spill on a given source node, are given below. The idea is that, given the pollution source node, all the edges that
leave that node get contaminated and propagate the contamination downstream. However, when a contaminated stream
merges with an uncontaminated one, a dilution occurs. Hence, the pollutant concentration is generally reduced as we
move away from the source node. The edges upstream of the source node, of course, are not polluted.

Let
E Set of (directed) edges of the network
Qjx Flow rate along edge (j, k) € E
Qi Flow rate of contaminant spill originated in node s
it Contaminant concentration of the spill originated in node s
c; Contaminant concentration along any edge (j, k) € E as a consequence of a spill in node s
L Length of edge (j, k) € E
L= 3 Lj Total river basin length, i.e., the sum of the lengths of all edges (j, k) € E
EI T Environmental impact centrality of node s

The environmental impact centrality of a given node s is calculated as follows:

( kZ LjrC

_ (KEE _ s

B = S T L
(i JEE (j,k)EE

The contaminant concentration of the different edges as a result of a spill in node s is computed recursively using the mass
balance equation and assuming a steady-state regime, i.e., it is assumed that the spill goes on forever. This assumption greatly
simplifies the calculations and is adequate for the intended purpose of identifying the nodes with a larger environmental
impact on the whole river basin network. To understand the mass balance equation, it is better to consider first the edges
that enter and leave any given node i.

The variables Q" i and c? U in Figure 1 are zero except for node i =S, i.e., we assume that the spill occurs at a single source
node s. Assuming that the concentration along all the edges leaving node i is the same, i.e., cfj =c} Vj:(i,j) € E, the general
mass balance equation in node i is calculated as follows:

(h,i)EE (i,h)EE

ill ill il
> Quic+QM e = (Qf-’” + ) Qih) -c
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Figure 1 | Spill propagation at node /.

and therefore

(hz): th CZ,‘ + Q?pill C?pﬂl

i)EE o

¢ =2 _ Vj:(i,j) € E
VS Do

(i,h)EE

This equation is applied recursively starting with nodes with no incoming edges and following with the rest of the nodes
downstream so that the concentration of the edges leaving a node can only be computed once the concentrations of all the
edges entering that node have been computed.

To better understand how the above equation works, let us consider some of the possible cases:

* Node 7 has no incoming edges and i # s: In this case, Q%" = ¢ — 0. Hence,
¢;=0 Vj(@ij)€E

* Node i is upstream of node s: In this case, ¢, = 0 Vh:(h, i) € E and Q" = "™ = 0. Hence,
¢ =0 Vji(Gj) €E

* Node i = s: In this case, ¢j; =0 Vh: (,i) € E. Hence,

spill
. = Cspill i Qs
sj T TS spill
Qs + Z Qsi

(s))€E

Vj:(s,j) EE

which means that the original contaminant concentration of the spill gets diluted by the total flow out of node s

* Node i is downstream of node s: In this case, Q%" = ¢! — 0. Hence,
(hz): il
=L viGj)EE
ij Z Qii ] ( ])
(if)EE

which means that the contaminant concentration downstream node i is a weighted average of the concentration along the
incoming edges. In particular, if only one of the edges that enter node i is contaminated, then the flow of the other edges
dilutes the contaminant concentration.

Downloaded from http://iwaponline.com/jh/article-pdf/24/3/559/1054252/jh0240559.pdf
bv lIniversidad da Sevilla user



Journal of Hydroinformatics Vol 24 No 3, 563
* Node i is downstream of node s and has only one incoming edge: In this case, Q%" = P — 0 and
vj:(i,j) € E

Assuming that the flow leaving node i is equal to the flow entering the node, the above equation implies that

¢y =c¢y Vj:(i,j) € E, ie, there is no dilution in this case.

3. APPLICATION TO THE GRB

The Guadalquivir River, with a total length of 657 km, is the main river in Southern Spain. It supplies water to 4.3 million
people and more than eight hundred thousand hectares of irrigated land. The GRB covers an area of 57,679 square km
and has a total reservoir capacity of 8,155.4 hm® and an average flow rate (close to the RM) of 80.42 m?/s.

Figure 2 shows the different types of nodes that have been identified in the network together with their corresponding
abbreviation. The figure also provides information on the number of nodes of each type. A total of 234 nodes have been con-
sidered. Note that the methodology is flexible and allows a coarser or a finer level of detail. This allows it to be adapted to the
purpose of the study.

Figure 3 shows the actual GRB network, with its different types of nodes and with the width of the edges proportional to
their total annual flow rate (i.e., the cumulative annual flow rate for year 2019). It can be seen how the width of the edges
increases as we move downstream.

Figure 4 shows the average in-flows for each type of node. Note that although the RM node has a large in-flow value, it is
not the largest. Actually, the largest in-flows correspond to RESV nodes, which are the main water supply source. The out-
flows of those nodes (not shown in Figure 4) do not generally match these in-flows as water can be stored in them. Of the two
main types of demand nodes, namely IA and DWTP + UWU, the former represents around double in terms of water con-
sumption than the latter. However, while the latter demand is almost constant (i.e., fixed), the former can be regulated
and eventually reduced in case of droughts. It can also be noticed that there is one IA that receives much more in-flow
than the rest. Similarly, there is a large in-flow value for drinking water treatment plants and urban water usage (DWTP +
UWU), which corresponds to Seville, the largest town along the Guadalquivir River (population of 690,000). Even more dis-
persion can be observed in the in-flows of reservoir (RESV) and streamflow gauging stations (SGS). In the latter, the smallest
in-flows correspond to nodes upstream, while the larger in-flows correspond to downstream nodes, close to the RM. It is also

RESERVOIR (RESV) [64] IRRIGATED AREA (IA) [20]
Streamflow [hm%/y] m Discharge [hm*/y] Intake for irrigation
* hy]
STREAM GAGING STATION (SGS) [10] RIVER MOUTH (RM) [1]

Streamflow [hm?/y] ( ) Streamflow [hm®/y] Streamflow [hm*/y]

DRINKING WATER TREATMENT PLANT

AND URBAN WATER USE WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANT
(DWTP+UWU) |39] (WWTP) [66]
w,@w it G Vo )
s ]
WASTE WATER DISCHARGE
(WWD) [34]
Waste water [hm?*/y] Waste water [hm?/y] 5

Figure 2 | Types of nodes in the GRB network.
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Figure 4 | Node in-flows for each type of node.

interesting to note that the in-flows of all the wastewater treatment plants (WWTP) are quite similar. Interestingly, they are
also similar to those of the DWTP + UWU nodes.

Figure 5 shows the edge lengths of the different edge types. Note the relatively short links between RESV and DWTP +
UWU nodes as well as between RESV and IA nodes. The other edge types have a larger dispersion of edge lengths. In general,
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Figure 5 | Edge lengths for different edge types.

there are two types of edges: those that correspond to natural streams (e.g., RESV-RESV, RESV-SGS, SGS-SGS and SGS-RM)
and those that correspond to engineered water infrastructure (e.g., RESV-IA, RESV-DWTP + UWU and DWTP + UWU-
WWD). The longest edges are of type DWTP + UWU-DWTP + UWU, which links and transports water between different
cities and can be as long as 100 km. It is interesting to note also that the length of the RESV-IA edges is generally small
and that is because precisely the construction of the RESV and the associated RESV-IA infrastructure were originally carried
out as a single project (in other words, one of the main purposes of building the RESV was to provide water to those IAs and
that influenced the selection of the RESV location not to be too far from the IA). It can be seen that, since each dot in Figure 5
corresponds to a specific edge, a detailed analysis of each type of edge can be carried out.

Table 1 shows some global metrics of the GRB network. The network density, transitivity and centralization indexes are all
low. This indicates that the network is sparse, does not have a central point (like a star has) and closures of transitive triangles
are infrequent. The sparsity of the network can be explained, on one hand, by the tree-like topology of river networks and, on
the other, by the cost of building man-made water infrastructure edges. This leads to river basins not requiring a large number

Table 1 | Some global metrics of the GRB network

Nodes 234
Edges 337
Density 0.0062
Transitivity 0.0155
Centralization index (in-degree) 0.0754
Centralization index (out-degree) 0.1139
Average path length (unweighted) 4.52
Diameter (unweighted) 14
Average path length (km) 105.09
Diameter (km) 432.23
Network efficiency (unweighted) 0.0022
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of edges to perform their function. We can refer to this concept as network effectiveness, to distinguish it from the more con-
ventional, geodesic distance-based network efficiency concept commented below. The average path length between
connected nodes is small (4.52), i.e., there are between four and five edges on average between any two connected nodes.
The diameter is 14, which corresponds to a path involving up to 6% of the total number of nodes. Hence, it can be said
that the GRB network is a small world and that it has an elongated topology. The average path length and diameter using
actual distances are 105 and 432 km, respectively. The fact that there are only directed paths from each node to only a
subset of nodes (i.e., only to those that are downstream) is reflected in the low network efficiency (0.0022 for the unweighted
network). All these global characterization measures are of a descriptive nature and may be important when comparing differ-
ent river basins.

As shown in the Supplementary material, the in- and out-degrees of the nodes follow a power-law distribution (with expo-
nents of 2.74 and 2.72, respectively). The power law is a non-homogeneous, fat-tailed distribution, i.e., most nodes have a very
low degree but a few nodes (labeled as hubs) have a very large degree. The power-law distribution is characteristic of scale-free
networks and indicates that the average path length will not grow much with the network size, i.e., a river basin whose net-
work had many more nodes should not have a much larger average path length. This is a prediction that, of course, needs to
be verified by analyzing the networks associated with other river basins. It is remarkable also that a scale-free network
appears in this river basin context formed by a majority of edges that correspond to natural streams but complemented
with a number of man-made edges. The most common mechanism able to generate scale-free networks, i.e., preferential
attachment (Barabasi & Albert 1999), does not seem to be applicable in this context, so some alternative mechanism (to
be investigated further) must be at play here. In any case, the scale-free nature of a river basin network also means that it
is both ‘robust yet fragile’, i.e., robust to random failures but vulnerable to targeted attacks (Albert et al. 2000). In this context,
random failures and targeted attacks should be interpreted as referring to both the man-made edges and to the natural
streams, although the latter cannot be so easily ‘deleted’ from the network as the former. A clear example of this vulnerability
is the breakdown or attack on a DWTP + UWU node, which would significantly affect the water supply of a whole city. For
example, the DWTP + UWU node labeled Izndjar supplies drinking water to several nearby towns with a total population of
254,700.

As regards node centrality measures, Figures 6 and 7 show the in- and out-closeness centrality and the betweenness cen-
trality and PageRank indexes, respectively. In both figures, the color of the nodes indicates their corresponding centrality,
while the edge widths are proportional to their flow rates. Note that the in-closeness centrality decreases as we move down-
stream and the opposite happens with out-closeness centrality. Since the in-closeness is the inverse of the average geodesic
distance from the nodes upstream of a given node, the largest values correspond to nodes that are close to the headwaters,
often connected to RESV. In this regard, it has been mentioned before the economic advantages of having water infrastruc-
tures (such as IA and DWTP + UWU) as close as possible to RESV. In the case of the out-closeness centrality, which is the
inverse of the geodesic distance of a node to those that are downstream, the largest values correspond to the nodes in the
lower course of the river, closer to the RM. In this section of the river, the population density (and hence related water infra-
structure) is higher and the nodes are relatively close to each other.

The betweenness centrality, as shown in Figure 7, is the largest for the nodes in the middle section of the river mainstream.
That is because a large number of geodesic paths between nodes have to go through those nodes. These nodes generally cor-
respond to SGS nodes located in the mainstream and those measure flow rates after the confluence from certain tributaries.
These nodes can be important for monitoring and early warning of flood events. Because they generally have important and
stable flow rates, they are also good potential locations for establishing run-of-river dams. As regards the PageRank index, it is
computed following the direction of the edges and it measures the likelihood/ease with which a certain node can be reached
following the directed paths of the network. Hence, it tends to increase as we move downstream. It is, however, affected by
the pattern of connections and, particularly, by how the out-flow of a node is divided among the different edges that leave the
node. This is because the calculation of the PageRank index assumes that each of the arcs that leave a node is selected with a
probability proportional to its relative flow rate. When a terminal node with no out-going edges (e.g., the RM or IA nodes) is
reached, then a new random node is selected to start a new directed path downstream. This directed ‘random walk’ process
(random navigation is more appropriate in this case) is simulated for a long period and the fraction of times (i.e., the relative
frequency) that each node is visited represents its PageRank index. Thus, as in the case of betweenness centrality, nodes with
high PageRank tend to be also in the mainstream, but not in the middle section but in the lower course. These nodes are more
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Figure 6 | In-closeness centrality (top panel) and out-closeness centrality (bottom panel).
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Figure 7 | Betweenness centrality (top panel) and PageRank index (bottom panel).
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likely to be affected by floods as the network topology and the natural flow along the network tend to convey water toward
them in a larger proportion.

As regards edge centrality measures, a main one is the edge flow rate, which has been shown in many previous figures and
which increases as we move downstream. We can also consider the edge betweenness centrality. As shown in the Supplemen-
tary material, the edges with the highest betweenness lay in the middle section of the river with betweenness decreasing as we
move upstream or downstream. Actually, the edges with high betweenness are located after the confluences of major tribu-
taries and, as with the nodes with high betweenness, can play an important role in flood monitoring.

Finally, let us see an example of how the new node centrality index calculates the environmental impact that a contaminant
spill originated in a given node would have on the whole river (measured as a weighted average of the concentration of the
contaminant along each edge downstream of the spill source). Figure 8 shows an example of the simulation of the pollution
propagation from a certain source node (namely, La Granjuela, Cérdoba). The values of the spill flow and pollutant concen-
tration at the source node are Q" =30L/s and ¢ = 0.1 mg/L, respectively. The edge width is proportional to its
corresponding flow rate. The edge color depends on the computed pollutant concentration so that red and orange mean
very high to high concentration, yellow and green mean intermediate to low concentration and blue means zero concen-
tration. It can be seen that the pollutant concentration is high in the edges immediately downstream of the source node
and that it gets quickly diluted as soon as the polluted stream reaches the main river stream.

Once the contamination propagation from a given source is simulated and the pollutant concentration along the river has
been computed, the environmental impact index of that source node is determined (see Section 2). We have normalized the
environmental impact centrality of the nodes so that their sum is equal to the number of nodes. In this way, a value greater
than 1 means a significant environmental impact centrality, while a value lower than 1 indicates a below-average

200000 300000 400000 500000

200000 300000 400000

Figure 8 | Contamination propagation from a given source node. Please refer to the online version of this paper to see this figure in color:
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Figure 9 | Environmental impact centrality.

environmental impact centrality. Figure 9 shows the computed environmental impact centrality for all the nodes of the net-
work. As before, the color of the nodes indicates their corresponding centrality, while the edge widths are proportional to
their flow rates. Since a dilution of the contaminant concentration occurs whenever a contaminated stream merges with
an uncontaminated one, the contaminant concentration decreases as we move downstream. The overall impact of the con-
taminant spill depends on the node on which it originates and is influenced in a complex way by the network topology and
the associated flow pattern.

Figure 10 shows the environmental impact centrality index EI; versus the in-flow of each node, distinguishing by type of
node. It can be seen that the nodes with the largest environmental impact are of types WWTP, WWD and DWTP +
UWU. In the Supplementary material, the 20 nodes with the largest values of the environmental impact centrality are
listed. Note that since the normalization used for this index is such that the average is 1, values much larger than 1 imply
a significant environmental impact centrality. On the other hand, although for different reasons, nodes of types IA and
SGS have low environmental impact centralities. In the case of 1A, it is because these nodes are sinks and hence do not pro-
pagate the spill downstream. In the case of SGS, the low environmental impact is due to the fact that these nodes are always
located in the mainstream and have significant in- and out-flow, which means that the contamination can get diluted relatively
quickly and therefore does not propagate downstream very far. Hence, the environmental impact centrality index decreases
with the in-strength of the nodes. Interestingly, this decrease seems to follow a power law function.

Finally, as shown in the Supplementary material, the proposed environmental impact centrality is not correlated with the
conventional centrality indexes (namely, in- and out-closeness, betweenness centrality and PageRank). This indicates that this
way of measuring centrality is different from the existing centrality indexes or, in other words, that the conventional centrality
indexes are not suitable (because they have not been designed for that) for measuring the environmental impact due to a spill
originated in a certain node.
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4. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, a CNA of a river basin is proposed. The first step involves identifying the different types of nodes in the river
basin and their connections and collecting the data on the corresponding runoffs and streamflow data. It also involves decid-
ing the level of detail that is appropriate, which depends on the purpose of the study. Once the network is built, its analysis
using CNA tools is facilitated by the existence of a number of software packages like Pajek, UCINET, Gephi or igraph. Global
characterization measures (like density, transitivity, centralization, average path length and network efficiency) can be easily
calculated and provide useful information. In the application to the GRB, the network is sparsely connected, has small tran-
sitivity and centralization, small average path length, relatively large diameter (relative to the total number of nodes) and a
low network efficiency. It is a conjecture whether these characteristics will be shared by other river basin networks.

The distribution of the edge lengths and flow rates in and out of the nodes provides additional information on the structure
and topology of the network. Distinguishing by node and edge types is particularly interesting. Another important infor-
mation that CNA provides is the distribution of the in- and out-degree and in- and out-strength. In the case of the GRB,
the network has a power-law degree distribution, with most nodes having small degrees but a few nodes having very large
degrees. This indicates a scale-free character and this is important because scale-free networks have many features that
are of interest in a river basin context. Thus, for example, scale-free networks are small worlds (i.e., the average geodesic dis-
tances grow much slower than network size), are robust to random node failures and are vulnerable to targeted attacks. It is a
conjecture whether other river basin networks also share this scale-free character.

Finally, both node and edge centrality indexes can be used to identify those that are more important for specific purposes
(e.g., flood monitoring, flood prevention and run-of-river dam location). Thus, in the case of edges, both their flow rate and
their betweenness centrality are of interest and can be easily calculated. Similarly, in the case of nodes, closeness and
betweenness centralities can be calculated and used to rank the nodes and assess their relative position within the river
basin network. Finally, a new node centrality index has been developed based on the environmental impact that a contami-
nant spill would have on the whole network. The larger the contaminant concentration on the different edges of the network
as a result of the pollution propagation, the larger the environmental impact centrality of the source node of the spill. It has
been observed that the different centrality measures mentioned above are not correlated. This is because they provide

Downloaded from http://iwaponline.com/jh/article-pdf/24/3/559/1054252/jh0240559.pdf
bv lIniversidad da Sevilla user



Journal of Hydroinformatics Vol 24 No 3, 572

information that is complementary and that together allows assessing the role and significance of the different elements
(nodes and edges) of the network. In fact, we believe that these rich topological results can only be obtained using CNA.
The proposed methodology can, in principle, be applied to any river basin, provided the corresponding data are available.
In this regard, there is flexibility in the level of detail that should be included in the analysis. The methodology harnesses the
proven power of CNA tools and techniques, taking advantage of the fact that networks are the natural paradigm to study
streams and river basins. The information and insights provided by this type of analysis represent a fresh perspective and
an open venue for further research. Thus, apart from applying the methodology to other river basins, we think that developing
additional, specific centrality indexes like the environmental impact centrality proposed in this paper is an interesting
research topic. Also, vulnerability assessment and community detection can be carried out on this type of river basin network.
Another promising topic is extending the static character of this study to multiperiod data. Finally, another issue, which we
have also explored but which is definitely more complex, is that of modeling underground water streams and reservoirs as a
complex network, on a different layer but nevertheless connected to the aboveground water streams and reservoirs modeled
in this paper. This means building a multilayer network, which allows studying a whole new set of system features (see, e.g.,
Boccaletti ef al. 2014; Kiveld et al. 2014). The problem with this approach is that underground water resources are not yet
sufficiently known and inventoried and data are rather incomplete and unreliable but we hope this may change in the future.
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