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ABSTRACT

Surface water modelling plays a pivotal role in our ability to comprehend and effectively manage the
intricate dynamics of watershed hydrology. It serves as a cornerstone for making informed decisions across
a spectrum of critical domains, including environmental conservation, water resource planning, and land
use management. In this context, the Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) has risen to prominence as
a versatile and widely embraced modelling framework, uniquely suited for simulating the complex
hydrological processes that unfold within watersheds. It helps in simulating water balance components,
predicting streamflow, estimating sediment and nutrient transport, and evaluating the effectiveness of
conservation practices. The SWAT model assists in understanding the impacts of land management decisions
on water resources and aids in making informed decisions for sustainable water management. This
comprehensive review paper serves as a thorough exploration of SWAT, covering a broad spectrum of
facets that include its fundamental features, its diverse array of real-world applications, its inherent
limitations, and the latest advancements that have propelled its utility.
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Introduction

Hydrological modelling is a crucial tool in under-
standing the complex dynamics of surface water
systems. It empowers us to make informed deci-
sions across various critical domains, such as water
resource management, environmental conservation,
and land use planning. Hydrological models have
been advanced and refined over the past four de-
cades (Jajarmizadeh et al., 2012). These models are
used to simulate the water cycle, which includes

processes such as precipitation, runoff, infiltration,
evapotranspiration, and groundwater flow
(Agrawal and Desmukh, 2016; Pomeroy et al., 2007).
Hydrological models can be used to study a wide
range of hydrological problems, such as water avail-
ability, flood risk, soil erosion, and nutrient pollu-
tion. To use these models effectively, it is important
to have a thorough understanding of their character-
istics (Jajarmizadeh et al., 2012). In recent years, it
has addressed the challenges posed by a changing
climate and growing human impact on watersheds.
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Within the expansive landscape of hydrological
modelling tools, the SWAT has emerged as a versa-
tile and widely embraced framework capable of
simulating the nuanced hydrological processes in-
herent to watersheds (Kumar et al., 2023).

The SWAT model, a widely used semi-distrib-
uted hydrological model, has been applied to vari-
ous watersheds globally (Khatun et al., 2018), divid-
ing them into hydrological response units (HRUs)
characterized by unique soil, land use, and slope
properties. It simulates the water cycle, including
precipitation, runoff, infiltration, evapotranspira-
tion, and groundwater flow, while also modeling
sediment and nutrient transport in watersheds (Lotz
et al., 2018; Sajikumar and Remya, 2015). This versa-
tility makes SWAT a powerful tool for studying hy-
drological problems such as water availability, flood
risk, soil erosion, and nutrient pollution (Aloui et al.,
2023). Recent advances in hydrological modeling,
driven by new computer technologies, better data
availability, and the increasing need to understand
climate change impacts on water resources, have
further enhanced SWAT’s utility (Javaid et al., 2023).
This review paper aims to comprehensively analyze
SWAT, exploring its essential features, diverse real-
world applications, and the latest developments that
have elevated its effectiveness in addressing hydro-
logical challenges.

Hydrological Modelling using Swat Model

SWAT is a widely used model for hydrological
simulation and understanding of watershed pro-
cesses, integrating climate, land use, soil, and topog-
raphy to simulate water movement, sediment trans-
port, and nutrient cycling. It estimates streamflow
and sediment transport by incorporating hydrologic
processes like surface runoff, lateral flow, and chan-
nel routing and simulates nutrient movement within
the watershed.

Runoff modelling

Runoff modeling using the Soil and Water Assess-
ment Tool (SWAT) is a crucial process for simulat-
ing and predicting water movement within water-
sheds or catchment areas, aiding in water resource
management. Santra and Das (2013) utilized
ArcSWAT modeling to assess runoff potential in the
Chilika Lake catchment area, emphasizing the sub-
stantial impact of sediment-laden runoff on the
lake’s ecosystem. Similarly, Jothiprakash et al. (2017)
compared spatial water availability in the Musi
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River basin with observed data, highlighting the
SWAT model’s capability to generate valuable run-
off data for improved water resource management.
They employed rigorous analyses and performance
metrics to validate the model’s effectiveness. Addi-
tionally, Reddy et al. (2020) employed the SWAT
model to assess runoff in the Rela Watershed, dem-
onstrating its utility in estimating runoff across di-
verse hydrological contexts. These studies collec-
tively underscore the significance of the SWAT
model in runoff modeling and its pivotal role in in-
forming water resource management and ecosystem
protection strategies.

The SWAT has been effectively utilized in vari-
ous studies for watershed modeling across diverse
geographic contexts. Akhter et al. (2022) demon-
strated its accuracy in assessing runoff in the Aripal
watershed in India, despite some limitations in pre-
dicting extreme flood events. Similarly, Diriba
(2021) used the SWAT model to simulate surface
runoff in the Dabus watershed in Ethiopia, revealing
a strong correlation between observed and simu-
lated streamflow. The study emphasized the
model’s potential for improved watershed manage-
ment and the importance of considering land use
changes in future research. Additionally, Sime et al.
(2020) substantiated the effectiveness of the SWAT
model in assessing and modeling surface runoff in
the Ketar watershed, Ethiopia, providing valuable
insights for understanding water resource dynamics
and environmental management. The study’s find-
ings support the applicability of the SWAT model
for analyzing hydrological responses in similar geo-
graphic areas, reinforcing its potential for broader
environmental assessments.

In a different approach, Salele et al. (2023) utilized
a coupled SWAT-EANN model to simulate runoff
and urban flooding in pervious and impervious ur-
ban areas. The integration of the Emotional Artificial
Neural Network (EANN) model with SWAT im-
proved simulation accuracy, particularly in precipi-
tation. This highlights the potential of the SWAT-
EANN model for informing urban planning to ad-
dress flooding and environmental challenges. These
findings emphasize the versatility of SWAT in ana-
lyzing hydrological responses in different areas and
its potential for broader environmental assessments.

Sediment yield modelling

Sediment Yield modelling predicts the amount of
sediment transported from a watershed to a river
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system. SWAT is a widely used model for this pur-
pose, simulating hydrology and water quality in
agricultural watersheds.

Setegn et al. (2010) utilized the SWAT model to
predict monthly sediment yield in the Anjeni-
gauged watershed in Ethiopia, demonstrating good
agreement between observed and simulated sedi-
ment yield values. The study’s findings supported
the model’s potential for analyzing management
scenarios to plan and implement soil and water con-
servation strategies in the watershed. In a similar
vein, Ghosh and Maiti (2022) employed the SWAT
model integrated with ArcGIS to estimate annual
sediment yields in the Mayurakshi River Basin, em-
phasizing the high sediment yield capacity in spe-
cific areas due to increased gully erosion, with the
use of ANN and RF models enhancing prediction
accuracy. Additionally, Panda et al. (2021) utilized
the SWAT model to estimate soil loss in the Upper
Subarnarekha catchment in Odisha, India, with the
model demonstrating good performance during
calibration and validation periods, identifying
highly vulnerable sub-watersheds and recommend-
ing suitable soil and water conservation measures.

Singh et al. (2014) compared the performance of
the SWAT model with the RBNN model in simulat-
ing sediment load in the Nagwa watershed, India.
They found that the RBNN model exhibited lower
uncertainty and higher accuracy than the SWAT
model, providing more precise estimates of sedi-
ment yield.

Nutrient cycling modelling

Nutrient cycling modelling involves simulating the
movement and fate of nutrients, such as nitrogen
and phosphorus, within a watershed. SWAT inte-
grates various components, including climate, land
use, soil, and topography, to capture the dynamics
of nutrient cycling processes. To model nutrient cy-
cling, SWAT considers inputs of nutrients from vari-
ous sources, such as fertilizers, manure, and atmo-
spheric deposition.

Grizzetti et al. (2003) employed the Soil and Wa-
ter Assessment Tool (SWAT) model to simulate the
natural removal of nitrogen and phosphorus in the
Vantaanjoki basin in Finland. The study encom-
passed calibration and validation processes, yield-
ing Nash-Sutcliffe coefficients ranging from 0.59 to
0.81 for flow, nitrogen, and phosphorus loads dur-
ing calibration and from 0.43 to 0.57 during valida-
tion. The model estimated annual average diffuse
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emissions and nutrient removal over 9 years, with
comparisons between predicted and statistically
evaluated emissions indicating the model’s reason-
able predictions. Additionally, the study revealed a
24% retention estimation for total nitrogen and 51%
for total phosphorus. In a similar vein, Ferrant et al.
(2011) conducted a comparative analysis of the
agro-hydrological models TNT2 and SWAT to ana-
lyze nitrogen dynamics in an agricultural catchment
over a 15-year monitoring period. The models ex-
hibited distinct seasonal cycles for soil nitrogen,
with differing patterns of denitrification and spatial
distribution of nitrogen processes. While both mod-
els accurately simulated the overall trend and inter-
annual variability of nitrogen losses, the study em-
phasized the importance of meticulous calibration
and validation of nitrogen processes in prediction
models.

Several studies utilized the SWAT model for as-
sessing nutrient emissions and best management
practices (BMPs) in watersheds. Koskiaho et al.
(2020) evaluated ecotechnologies” effectiveness in
the Baltic Sea catchments, while Himanshu et al.
(2019) assessed BMPs in the Marol watershed.
Saravanan et al. (2023) evaluated nutrient loads in
the Vamanapuram River Basin. These studies con-
tribute to understanding nutrient dynamics in agri-
cultural watersheds and the need for robust model-
ing approaches to capture nitrogen cycling com-
plexities.

Limitation of SWAT model

While the SWAT model is widely used and effec-
tive, it has limitations, such as the need for extensive
input data, which can be time-consuming and re-
source-intensive to acquire and process. A study by
Rostamian et al. (2008) focused on using the SWAT
to model runoff and sediment in the Beheshtabad
and Vanak watersheds in the central Karun catch-
ment in Iran. The study identified weaknesses in the
model’s ability to simulate runoff and sediment in
certain months. The weaknesses were due to inad-
equate representation of snowmelt processes in
mountainous watersheds, limited discharge data,
insufficient input data for groundwater, and unreli-
able measured sediment data. Accurate runoff and
soil loss prediction is crucial for assessing erosion
risks and making informed decisions on land use
and conservation strategies within a catchment.
Moreover, the model’s performance may vary
depending on the specific characteristics of the wa-
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tershed being studied, and it may not capture all the
intricacies of local hydrological systems.

So, despite its value, it’s important to acknowl-
edge the SWAT model’s limitations and supplement
its results with field observations and local knowl-
edge for a comprehensive understanding of water
resources and environmental management.

Conclusion

Hydrological modelling is vital for understanding
water systems and making informed decisions in
areas like water resource management and land use
planning. The SWAT model is an invaluable asset in
this field, offering comprehensive analysis of runoff,
sediment load, and nutrient cycling. Its ability to
seamlessly integrate climate, land use, soil, and to-
pographic data empowers researchers, land manag-
ers, and policymakers to make well-informed deci-
sions spanning critical domains, including water
resource management, environmental conservation,
and land use planning. While calibration and vali-
dation are crucial, SWAT continues to be an essen-
tial tool for tackling modern hydrological challenges
in the context of changing climate patterns and hu-
man impacts on watersheds. It holds a crucial posi-
tion in fostering sustainable practices within the
realms of water resources and environmental man-
agement.

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare that there is no conflict of inter-
est.

References

Agrawal, N. and Desmukh, T.S. 2016. Rainfall Runoff
Modeling Using MIKE 11 Nam Review. International
Journal of Innovative Science, Engineering and Technol-
ogy. 3: 659-667. https:/ /www.scirp.org/reference/
referencespapers?referenceid=2688251

Akhter, M., Malik, M.I., Mehraj, T., Shah, A.F., Ahmad, S.,
Bhat, W.A. and Mujeeb, S. 2022. Runoff modelling
of Aripal watershed using SWAT model. Arabian
Journal of Geosciences. 15(16): 1419. https:/ / doi.org/
10.1007/512517-022-10708-Z

Aloui, S., Mazzoni, A., Elomri, A., Aouissi, J., Boufekane,
A. and Zghibi, A. 2023. A review of Soil and Water
Assessment Tool (SWAT) studies of Mediterranean
catchments: Applications, feasibility, and future
directions. Journal of Environmental Management. 326:
116799. https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/].JENVMAN.

Eco. Env. & Cons. 30 (August Suppl. Issue) : 2024

2022.116799

Diriba, B. T. 2021.Surface runoff modeling using SWAT
analysis in Dabu’s watershed, Ethiopia.Sustainable
Water Resources Management. 7(6): 1-11.https://
doi.org/10.1007 /540899-021-00573-1

Ferrant, S., Oehler, F., Durand, P., Ruiz, L., Salmon-
Monviola, J., Justes, E., Dugast, P., Probst, A., Probst,
J.L. and Sanchez-Perez, ].M. 2011. Understanding
nitrogen transfer dynamics in a small agricultural
catchment: Comparison of a distributed (TNT2) and
a semi distributed (SWAT) modeling approaches.
Journal of Hydrology. 406(1-2): 1-15. https:/ /doi.org/
10.1016/]J.JHYDROL.2011.05.026

Ghosh, A. and Maiti, R. 2022. Application of SWAT, Ran-
dom Forest and artificial neural network models for
sediment yield estimation and prediction of gully
erosion susceptible zones: study on Mayurakshi
River Basin of Eastern India. Geocarto International.
37(25): 9663-9687. https://doi.org/10.1080/
10106049.2021.2022016

Grizzetti, B., Bouraoui, F., Granlund, K., Rekolainen, S.
and Bidoglio, G. 2003. Modelling diffuse emission
and retention of nutrients in the Vantaanjoki water-
shed (Finland) using the SWAT model. Ecological
Modelling. 169(1): 25-38. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0304-3800(03)00198-4

Hema Narayana Reddy, K., Kothari, M., Reddy, K. S.,
Singh, P. K., Yadav, K. K., Liu, W.-C. and Jacobsen,
K. 2020. Assessment of Surface Runoff using
ArcSWAT for Rela Watershed, Rajasthan, India.
Journal of Geography, Environment and Earth Science
International. 22-32. https:/ /doi.org/10.9734/
JGEESI/2020/V2411030260

Himanshu, S.K., Pandey, A., Yadav, B. and Gupta, A. 2019.
Evaluation of best management practices for sedi-
ment and nutrient loss control using SWAT model.
Soil and Tillage Research. 192: 42-58. https:/ /doi.org/
10.1016/].STILL.2019.04.016

Jajarmizadeh, M., Harun, S. and Salarpour, M. 2012. A
Review on Theoretical Consideration and Types of
Models in Hydrology. Journal of Environmental Sci-
ence and Technology, 5(5): 249-261. https:/ /doi.org/
10.3923 /jest.2012.249.261

Jajarmizadeh, M., Harun, S., Ghahraman, B., and
Mokhtari, M.H. 2012. Modeling daily stream flow
using plant evapotranspiration method. Interna-
tional Journal of Water Resources and Environmental En-
gineering. 4(6): 218-226.

Javaid, M., Haleem, A., Khan, I.H., and Suman, R. 2023.
Understanding the potential applications of Artifi-
cial Intelligence in Agriculture Sector. Advanced
Agrochem. 2(1): 15-30. https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/
J.AAC.2022.10.001

Jothiprakash, V., Praveenkumar, C. and Manasa, M. 2017.
Daily runoff estimation in Musi River basin, India,
from gridded rainfall using SWAT model. European
Water. 57: 63-69.



NATH ET AL.

Khatun, S., Sahana, M., Jain, S.K. and Jain, N. 2018. Simu-
lation of surface runoff using semi distributed hy-
drological model for a part of Satluj Basin: param-
eterization and global sensitivity analysis using
SWAT CUP. Modeling Earth Systems and Environ-
ment. 4(3): 1111-1124. https://doi.org/10.1007/
540808-018-0474-5/METRICS

Koskiaho, J., Okruszko, T., Piniewski, M., Marcinkowski,
P., Tattari, S., Johannesdottir, S., Kdrrman, E. and
Kéamari, M. 2020. Carbon and nutrient recycling
ecotechnologies in three Baltic Sea River basins - the
effectiveness in nutrient load reduction.
Ecohydrology and Hydrobiology. 20(3): 313-322. https:/
/doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOHYD.2020.06.001

Kumar, V., Kedam, N., Sharma, K.V., Mehta, D.]. and
Caloiero, T. 2023. Advanced Machine Learning
Techniques to Improve Hydrological Prediction: A
Comparative Analysis of Streamflow Prediction
Models. Water. 2572, 15(14): 2572. https:/ /doi.org/
10.3390/W15142572

Lotz, T., Opp, C. and He, X. 2018. Factors of runoff genera-
tion in the Dongting Lake basin based on a SWAT
model and implications of recent land cover change.
Quaternary International. 475: 54-62. https://
doi.org/10.1016/].QUAINT.2017.03.057

Panda, C., Das, D.M., Raul, S.K. and Sahoo, B.C. 2021.
Sediment yield prediction and prioritization of sub-
watersheds in the Upper Subarnarekha basin (India)
using SWAT. Arabian Journal of Geosciences. 14(9): 1-
19. https://doi.org/10.1007/512517-021-07170-8 /
METRICS

Pomeroy, ].W., Gray, D.M., Brown, T., Hedstrom, N.R.,
Quinton, W.L., Granger, R.J. and Carey, S.K. 2007.
The cold regions hydrological model: a platform for
basing process representation and model structure
on physical evidence. Hydrological Processes. 21(19):
2650-2667. https:/ /doi.org/10.1002/HYP.6787

Rostamian, R., Jaleh, A., Afyuni, M., Mousavi, S.F.,
Heidarpour, M., Jalalian, A. and Abbaspour, K.C.
2008. Application of a SWAT model for estimating
runoff and sediment in two mountainous basins in

S5

central Iran. Hydrological Sciences Journal. 53(5): 977-
988. https:/ /doi.org/10.1623 /HYS].53.5.977

Sajikumar, N. and Remya, R.S. 2015. Impact of land cover
and land use change on runoff characteristics. Jour-
nal of Environmental Management. 161: 460-468.
https:/ /doi.org/10.1016/].JENVMAN.2014.12.041

Salele, B., Dodo, Y.A., Sani, D.A., Abuhussain, M.A.,
Abdullaeva, B.S. and Brysiewicz, A. 2023. Run-off
modelling of pervious and impervious areas using
couple SWAT and a novel machine learning model
in cross-rivers state Nigeria. Water Science and Tech-
nology. 88(7): 1893-1909. https:/ /doi.org/10.2166/
WST.2023.304

Santra, P. and Das, B.S. 2013. Modeling runoff from an
agricultural watershed of western catchment of
Chilika lake through ArcSWAT. Journal of Hydro-
Environment Research. 7(4): 261-269. https://
doi.org/10.1016/].JHER.2013.04.005

Saravanan, S., Singh, L., Sathiyamurthi, S., Sivakumar, V.,
Velusamy, S. and Shanmugamoorthy, M. 2023. Pre-
dicting phosphorus and nitrate loads by using
SWAT model in Vamanapuram River Basin, Kerala,
India. Environmental Monitoring and Assessment.
195(1): 1-13. https:/ /doi.org/10.1007 /510661-022-
10786-2/FIGURES /7

Setegn, S.G., Dargahi, B., Srinivasan, R., and Melesse, A.M.
2010. Modeling of Sediment Yield from Anjeni-
Gauged Watershed, Ethiopia Using SWAT Modell.
JAWRA-Journal of the American Water Resources Asso-
ciation. 46(3): 514-526. https://doi.org/10.1111/
J.1752-1688.2010.00431.X

Sime, C.H., Demissie, T.A. and Tufa, F.G. 2020. Surface
runoff modeling in Ketar watershed, Ethiopia. ] Sed
E. 5(1): 151-162. https://doi.org/10.1007 /S43217-
020-00009-4

Singh, A., Imtiyaz, M., Isaac, R.K. and Denis, D.M. 2014.
Assessing the performance and uncertainty analy-
sis of the SWAT and RBNN models for simulation
of sediment yield in the Nagwa watershed, India.
Hydrological Sciences Journal. 59(2): 351-364. https:/
/doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2013.872787




