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Abstract: This paper analyzes the behavior of drought in the face of the impact of climate change
and groundwater quality and its implications for agricultural production in a semi-arid area of
northeastern Mexico. The pluviometric information of two stations from 1961 to 2020 was analyzed,
and the Standardized Precipitation Index was applied in the spring–summer period (SPI-6). Twenty-
five samples from the Ahualulco aquifer were collected and analyzed, to which quality indices for
agricultural use were applied. The results show that in the last 20 years there have been mild to
moderate droughts, which have considerably affected rainfed farmers. The area under irrigation
is affected by salinity conditions as the water goes from medium to high conductivities and low to
medium sodicity, which indicates a medium sodicity risk but an excessive salinity risk.

Keywords: aquifer; water quality index; dry season; salinity; rainfed agriculture; agricultural irrigation

1. Introduction

The phenomenon of drought can occur more frequently in aerated regions than in
others [1]. There is no universal definition for drought. However, in all of them, the
rainfall deficit occurs for a relatively long time. Some authors classify it into four types:
meteorological drought, hydrological drought, agricultural drought, and socioeconomic
drought [1–6].

From the point of view of hydrology and meteorology, drought occurs when precipi-
tation is significantly lower than usual. Methods to estimate the duration, intensity, and
spatial extent of drought are diverse, from hydrological methods [7–9] to spatial analysis
and remote sensing [10,11]. These methodologies yield results used when establishing
public policies and actions to mitigate the social, economic, and environmental impacts of
drought. In Mexico, the socioeconomic effects of drought have been studied [12,13], such
as in the case of San Luis Potosí, where studies that consider meteorological or hydrological
aspects predominate [14,15]. However, the meteorological causes of drought have also
been considered as in other countries and regions [16–18].

Depending on its magnitude and the strategies established to counteract it, drought
can cause problems for agriculture (mainly seasonal), the hydroelectric sector, and industry,
as well as a deficit in the drinking water supply, generating serious consequences for local
populations [10,19,20]. In different areas, during droughts, irrigation is used to cover the
water needs of other crops, but, increasingly, the limitations of irrigation water have to do
with its quality, which in arid and semi-arid areas is underground and deteriorates with
increasing extraction levels.

In arid or semi-arid regions, groundwater is the most critical water source and, in some
cases, the only one [21]. In the development of agriculture, groundwater plays an important
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role [22]. Around 45% of the cultivated area is irrigated with groundwater worldwide [23].
One-third of the total groundwater in Latin America is used for agricultural activity. In
Mexico, the primary source of water supply is underground, of which 1/3 is used for
agricultural use.

Human development demands better quality in agricultural products [24]; this leads
to stress in agriculture that requires better water quality (WQ) [18,23]. The evaluation of
water quality is carried out through indices [25–27].

Poor irrigation water limits agricultural production [22,23].
The effects of sodium salinity, soil properties, and specific ion toxicity are aspects to

consider when evaluating the quality of water used in agriculture [18]. This evaluation is
addressed with indices such as sodium adsorption rate (SAR), magnesium absorption rate
(MAR), percentage of soluble sodium (Na %), and residual sodium carbonate (RSC) [23,25–27].

Because both the quantity and the quality of water are essential to carrying out
agricultural activities, this work aims to analyze the temporal behavior of drought in a
semi-arid area of northern Mexico using the Standardized Precipitation Index and the
influence of these climatic conditions on groundwater quality.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Location and Characterization of the Study Area

The Ahualulco municipality is located in the central part of Mexico, 20 km from the city
of San Luis Potosí (Figure 1), between parallels 22◦24′05.101′′ north latitude and meridians
101◦09′59′′ west longitude. The altitude recorded for the municipal seat is 1902 m above
sea level, with an average altitude of 1851 m above sea level.
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2.2. Hydrogeological Framework

The Ahualulco aquifer is located in a syncline of carbonate rocks from the Creta-
ceous [28], which also constitutes the hydrogeological basement of the study area. On
the Cretaceous rocks, volcanic rocks of rhyolitic composition are located, and in turn, the
volcanic rocks are covered by conglomerates, sands, and silts.

The groundwater is extracted from the tertiary fill of volcanic rocks, which reach a
thickness of 230 to 250 m, with flow rates greater than 30 l/s. The depths of wells range
from 10 to 70 m. The shallowest levels are located to the west in the town of Ahualulco,
while the deepest levels are located toward the east, in the Valle Umbroso. The flow goes
from west to east, that is, from Ahualulco to Valle Umbroso.

2.3. Assessment of Drought and Agricultural Production

Precipitation follows a skewed frequency distribution, with most occurrences at
low values and a rapidly decreasing probability of more significant precipitation totals.
SPI algorithms analyze the input data to evaluate two significant coefficients that gov-
ern the transformation. The observed precipitation data are transformed into Gaussian
(normal) equivalents.

The transformed precipitation data is then used to calculate the dimensionless SPI
value, which is defined as the standardized precipitation anomaly:

SPI = (P − P*)/σp

where
P = precipitation
P* = mean precipitation
σp = standard deviation of precipitation
The Standard Precipitation Index (SPI) is a drought index based on the probability

of precipitation for any time scale [2] and is widely used in several countries [29,30] and
is the basis of the Drought Monitor in Mexico (DMM). The information registered in
the Rincón del Porvenir station with code 24,061 with a registration period of 1961–2016
and from the Mexquitic station with code 24,042 with a registration period of 1943–2011
were used. Both are operated by the National Water Commission (CONAGUA) and are
located inside the study area. The rainfall information was subjected to homogeneity
tests using the Helmert, Student, and Cramer methods [29,31,32] and the independence
test of Anderson [18,32]. Subsequently, the values were adjusted to the Gamma function,
and the SPI-6 was determined for the spring–summer period [33], considering that the
Pedj Drought Index (PDI) in scales of three and six months best describe the effects on
agricultural production [4,28,34,35]. The results were plotted on an Excel sheet for the
period 1961–2020.

The annual information on the planted and harvested area (hectares), agricultural
production (tons), and the value of production (Mexican pesos) for the municipality of
Ahualulco was obtained from the Agrifood and Fisheries Information Service (AFIS) of the
Secretariat of Agriculture and Rural Development (SARD) of the government of Mexico.
The period analyzed was 2000–2019; the data obtained from each of these variables were
normalized [36] to analyze their behavior with respect to the SPI-6 and were graphed in
the same Excel sheet.

2.4. Sampling and Activities Laboratory Measurements

Samples were taken from 25 dug wells in the dry season (Figure 1) to determine
cations and anions in groundwater. Groundwater sampling was performed in accordance
with APHA-AWWA-WPCF [37]. The samples were collected in high-density polyethylene
bottles and washed with 10% hydrochloric acid to determine cations and trace elements.
Physicochemical parameters (pH, EC, temperature, redox potential, dissolved oxygen, and
alkalinity) were measured in situ for each collected sample. After collection, samples for
cations and trace elements were acidified ultrapure nitric acid to pH < 2. The samples were
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transported at a temperature of 4 ◦C. The main ions and trace elements were analyzed in
the laboratory of the Center for Geosciences of the National Autonomous University of
Mexico. Inductively coupled plasma atomic emission spectroscopy (ICP-AES) was used to
determine concentrations of major cation ions (calcium, magnesium, sodium, potassium).
Anions were analyzed using a Smart3 colorimeter (sulfate, nitrate, and chloride). Alkalinity
and bicarbonate (HCO3

−) were determined by in situ titration. The ion balance error
(electroneutrality) in every 25 samples was considered less than 5%.

2.5. Classification of Water in Connection with Agricultural Use

In the analysis of water for irrigation, the conditions of acidity and alkalinity (pH) were
considered, and indices such as the SAR, RSC, % Na, the soluble sodium percentage (PSS),
Kelly ratio (KR), and permeability index (PI) were used [11,18]. Other indices used were
electrical conductivity (EC), effective salinity (SE), salinity potential (SP), and osmotic potential
(OP), which is closely related to total dissolved solids (TDS) and EC [38,39]. SP, SE, and OP
allowed us to classify irrigation water (Table 1). The United States Department of Agriculture
Salinity Laboratory plot and the Wilcox plot combine the SAR and EC indices. Water quality
indices for agricultural use were evaluated using the equations shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Main equations to obtain the irrigation indices.

INDEX Equation Reference

sodium adsorption ratio (SAR)
Na+√

Ca2++Mg2+
2

[27]

Residual Sodium Carbonate (RSC)
(

CO2−
3 + HCO−3

)
−
(
Ca2+ + Mg2+) [26]

percentage Sodium Soluble (SSP) Na+
Ca2++Mg2++Na+ ∗ 100 [26]

Sodium Percentage (% Na) Na++K+

Ca2++Mg2++Na++K+ ∗ 100 [40]

Ratio Kelly (RK) Na+
Ca2++Mg2+ [27]

permeability index (PI)
(

Na++
√

HCO−3
Ca2++Mg2++Na+ ∗ 100

)
[41]

Salinity Effective (SE)

Ca2+ >
(

CO2−
3 + HCO−3 + SO2−

4

)
Es = ∑ cations−

(
CO2−

3 + HCO−3
)

I f Ca2+ >
(

CO2−
3 + HCO−3 + SO2−

4

)
but

Ca2+ >
(

CO2−
3 + HCO−3

)
, then

Es = ∑ cations− Ca2+

I f Ca2+ >
(

CO2−
3 + HCO−3

)
but(

Ca2+ + Mg2+) > (CO2−
3 + HCO−3

)
, then

Es = ∑ cations−
(

CO2−
3 + HCO−3

)
I f
(
Ca2+ + Mg2+) < (CO2−

3 + HCO−3
)

, then
Es = ∑ cations− (Ca2+ + Mg2+

[42]

Salinity Potential (SP)
(

Cl− + 1
2 SO2−

4

)
[42]

osmotic potential (OP)
(
OP(atm) ≈ CE(µS.cm−1) ∗ 0.36 [40]

3. Results
3.1. Drought and Sown and Harvested Agricultural Area

The pluvial precipitation data presented homogeneous and independent conditions,
which coincided with what was determined in similar studies [13]. The PDI-6 showed
similar trends for the two stations analyzed. In the period 1962–1966, it was observed
that there were severe to mild droughts in the studied area, which were registered at the
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national level. Similar conditions were presented in the periods 1978–1980, 1996–2000, and
in the years 1990 and 2003. In 2012, a mild drought was recorded, but the rainfall conditions
recorded from that year at both stations were different. In the Mexquitic station, a moderate
to mild drought was recorded; in the Rincón del Porvenir station, in 2013–2018, humidity
conditions suitable for rainfed agriculture were observed. However, in the years 2019–2020,
there were normal humidity conditions (Figure 2). Thus, in the last 20 years, only in 2003,
2005, and 2013 have there been moderate to mild droughts.
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In the municipality of Ahualulco, rainfed agriculture is practiced, which is subject,
in relation to the area sown and harvested, to the temporal variation of rainfall. In the
2003–2019 period, the average area sown and harvested in the spring–summer cycle was
2711.5 hectares and 1364.94 hectares, respectively, with a standard deviation of 890 and
887, respectively. The maximum value of planted area was 4500 hectares in 2007, and
2798 hectares were harvested. In the 2006–2008 period, there were conditions of rainfall
superior to the average conditions, which in turn caused adequate humidity conditions
for agricultural production. The maximum value of the harvested area was 3300 hectares
in 2004, the year in which the humidity conditions were higher than average (Figure 3).
The smallest planted area was 850 hectares in 2006, and the smallest harvested area was
500 hectares in 2005 [24].

Agriculture 2022, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 19 
 

 

 
Figure 2. PDI-6 values for the spring–summer cycle in the Rincón del Porvenir (RP) and Mexquitic 
(MTIC) stations. Source: Author’s elaboration based on CONAGUA (2020). SPI-P-V-RP = Rincon del 
Porvenir Station. SPI-P-V-RP = Mexquitic Station. 

In the municipality of Ahualulco, rainfed agriculture is practiced, which is subject, in 
relation to the area sown and harvested, to the temporal variation of rainfall. In the 2003–
2019 period, the average area sown and harvested in the spring–summer cycle was 2711.5 
hectares and 1364.94 hectares, respectively, with a standard deviation of 890 and 887, 
respectively. The maximum value of planted area was 4500 hectares in 2007, and 2798 
hectares were harvested. In the 2006–2008 period, there were conditions of rainfall 
superior to the average conditions, which in turn caused adequate humidity conditions 
for agricultural production. The maximum value of the harvested area was 3300 hectares 
in 2004, the year in which the humidity conditions were higher than average (Figure 3). 
The smallest planted area was 850 hectares in 2006, and the smallest harvested area was 
500 hectares in 2005 [24]. 

Irrigated agriculture is also practiced in the studied area. The average sown and 
harvested area of irrigated crops was 287 hectares and 269 hectares, respectively (Figure 
4). The autumn–winter cycle is sown, and in this, the predominant crop is green forage 
oats (Avena sativa). In the spring–summer cycle, maize (Zea mays) predominates. In 
perennial crops under irrigation, green alfalfa (M. sativa) predominates. In general, the 
area sown with irrigated crops is relatively equal to the area harvested; that is, the 
irrigation water, in terms of quantity (in this case), is not limiting. 

 
Figure 3. The behavior of the sown and harvested area vs. SPI-6. Source: Authors’ elaboration based 
on statistical information from CONAGUA (2020) and SIAP (2020). SPI-6-RP = Rincón del Porvenir 
station. SPI-6-MITIC = Mexquitic station. PV (S)-AHUALULCO = normalized value of the area sown 
in the spring–summer cycle in the municipality of Ahualulco. PV (C)-AHUALULCO = normalized 
value of the harvested area in the spring–summer cycle in the municipality of Ahualulco. 

Figure 3. The behavior of the sown and harvested area vs. SPI-6. Source: Authors’ elaboration based
on statistical information from CONAGUA (2020) and SIAP (2020). SPI-6-RP = Rincón del Porvenir
station. SPI-6-MITIC = Mexquitic station. PV (S)-AHUALULCO = normalized value of the area sown
in the spring–summer cycle in the municipality of Ahualulco. PV (C)-AHUALULCO = normalized
value of the harvested area in the spring–summer cycle in the municipality of Ahualulco.
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Irrigated agriculture is also practiced in the studied area. The average sown and
harvested area of irrigated crops was 287 hectares and 269 hectares, respectively (Figure 4).
The autumn–winter cycle is sown, and in this, the predominant crop is green forage oats
(Avena sativa). In the spring–summer cycle, maize (Zea mays) predominates. In perennial
crops under irrigation, green alfalfa (M. sativa) predominates. In general, the area sown
with irrigated crops is relatively equal to the area harvested; that is, the irrigation water, in
terms of quantity (in this case), is not limiting.

Agriculture 2022, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 19 
 

 

 
Figure 4. Sown and harvested area (in hectares) under irrigation in the studied area. Source: 
Authors’ elaboration based on statistical information from SIAP (2020). 

CONAGUA, in the Ahualulco aquifer, has registered 466 concession titles for 
agricultural use, with a total volume of extraction from national waters of 7.4 mm3/year. 
In 1999, there were 1183 dug wells and 33 deep wells [38]. In 2017, the same 1183 dug 
wells and 33 deep wells were reported, and three springs were added [43]. The water 
quality with which this agricultural area is irrigated has essential effects on the soil and 
the crops themselves, so it is important to know their physical–chemical conditions and 
infer their impact on the soil and crops. 

3.2. Groundwater Quality and Limitations on Its Use 
Twenty-five samples were collected and analyzed in the laboratory. They met the 

electro-neutrality conditions necessary to obtain irrigation indices and their effects on 
agricultural productivity under irrigation (Figure 5a). The quality of the water is a 
function of the content of dissolved salts. Osmotic processes are affected by the presence 
of salts in the water; the content of toxic substances such as boron can affect plant 
metabolism. Thus, sodium, salinity, and specific ion toxicity are considered when 
assessing water quality. 

Figure 4. Sown and harvested area (in hectares) under irrigation in the studied area. Source: Authors’
elaboration based on statistical information from SIAP (2020).

CONAGUA, in the Ahualulco aquifer, has registered 466 concession titles for agri-
cultural use, with a total volume of extraction from national waters of 7.4 mm3/year. In
1999, there were 1183 dug wells and 33 deep wells [38]. In 2017, the same 1183 dug wells
and 33 deep wells were reported, and three springs were added [43]. The water quality
with which this agricultural area is irrigated has essential effects on the soil and the crops
themselves, so it is important to know their physical–chemical conditions and infer their
impact on the soil and crops.

3.2. Groundwater Quality and Limitations on Its Use

Twenty-five samples were collected and analyzed in the laboratory. They met the
electro-neutrality conditions necessary to obtain irrigation indices and their effects on
agricultural productivity under irrigation (Figure 5a). The quality of the water is a function
of the content of dissolved salts. Osmotic processes are affected by the presence of salts in
the water; the content of toxic substances such as boron can affect plant metabolism. Thus,
sodium, salinity, and specific ion toxicity are considered when assessing water quality.
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3.2.1. Acid and Alkaline Conditions

The maximum pH value was 8.1 (sample 20), while the minimum value was 6.76
(sample 1). Of the 25 samples, none had pH values above 8.5, and all were above 6. Water
with pH values of 6 to 8.5 can better assimilate different nutrients, such as phosphorus and
certain micronutrients.
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3.2.2. Sodicity Conditions

Permeability is affected by high concentrations of sodium in the water; infiltration rate
and soil cultivation are also affected [44]. The high sodium content concerning the calcium
concentration causes a decrease in infiltration due to the dispersion of soil aggregates [45].
The evaluation of sodium in water is studied with the RAS, CSR, PSS, % Na, KR, and PI
indices. When the proportion of sodium is higher than calcium and magnesium, the danger
of sodification will be great [46].

In the study area, the maximum value of RAS was 4.8 (sample 25), and the minimum
was 0.72 (sample 15) (Figure 5b). This index showed no danger of sodicity in the Ahualulco
aquifer. All samples were classified as S1, meaning that they presented a low risk of
sodification, when the presence of (CO3

2−+ HCO3
−) > (Ca2+ + Mg2+) can form (NaHCO3),

causing soil deflocculation [42,46]. These sodium waters reduce soil fertility [23].
The hazard of sodium carbonate is evaluated with the RCS index; when calcium and

magnesium cations have already reacted with CO3 and HCO3
–, they are used to identify

the risk of precipitation of these cations in the soil when highly carbonated water is used.
Four samples (samples 2, 16, 20, and 22) presented RCS values greater than 1.25 meq/L

(Figure 5c). The rest had values below that limit and were suitable for agricultural use.
The maximum values were 3.22 (sample 20), and the minimum was −7.36 (sample 8)
(Figure 5c).

The percentage of soluble sodium depends on ions such as Ca, Na, and Mg. The cation
exchange process begins when the sodium content in the soluble is more significant than
50%, and the calcium and magnesium cations are displaced [4,47]. When the percentages
are higher than 50% of sodium in the water used, it reduces the permeability of the soil
and limits the growth of crops [19]. The maximum value was 65.79 (sample 9), and the
minimum was 18.14 (sample 15). Six samples (samples 6, 7, 10, 20, 22, and 25) presented
values above the limit of 50; these values suggest that the water is not suitable for irrigation
(Figure 5d). SSP values below 50 indicate good quality water [48].

According to the sodium content in % Na in groundwater for use in agricultural
irrigation, it is classified as excellent with values below 20%, good with 20–40%, admissible
with values of 40–60%, doubtful with percentages of 60–80%, and not adequate with values
higher than 80%. The maximum value was 71.67%, and the minimum was 20.22% in the
Ahualulco aquifer. Fourteen samples were classified as of good quality for agricultural use.
Six water samples were classified as admissible quality.

Three water samples (10, 22, and 25) had a classification of doubtful use for agriculture
(Figure 6a).

The KR is related to the sodium content between the calcium plus magnesium ratio.
Excess sodium is considered when KR is greater than 1, and the water is suitable for
agricultural use when KR is less than 1 [16]. The maximum value was 1.92 (sample 25), and
the minimum 0.22 (sample 15). For the Ahualulco aquifer, five samples (6, 7, 10, 20, 22, and
25) presented values more significant than one (Figure 6b).

PI is affected by irrigation with water rich in sodium, calcium, magnesium, and
bicarbonate. This index was classified into Class I, Class II, and Class III. If it has a PI
greater than or equal to 75%, this type of water is considered good for irrigation use. If it
has a PI lower than 25%, it is not suitable for agriculture (39, 35, 59). In the present study,
the maximum contents were 104.83% (sample 7), and the minimum 39.08% (sample 11)
(Figure 6c); therefore, the aquifer water is of good quality for irrigation.

Generally, calcium and magnesium remain in equilibrium in water. When magnesium
is present in high concentrations, it affects agricultural production in some crops sensitive
to this element [49]. Groundwater has low magnesium levels; however, when it interacts
with dolomites, magnesium concentrations are high. For agricultural use, magnesium
is evaluated with the MAR in percentage values. The values above 50% cause harmful
effects on the soil [21,50,51]. In this study, the maximum value was 34.53% (sample 12), the
minimum was 0.0015 (sample 4), and none of the samples presented values higher than
50% (Figure 6d).
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3.2.3. Salinity Conditions

Irrigation water with high concentrations of salts can cause an accumulation in the
soil profile and in the root zone, reducing the growth and development of agricultural
production [11,44,45]. Since salts in solution are directly proportional to EC, it can be used
for evaluation. Other indices to evaluate salinity in water are ES, PS, and OP, which are
also related to EC and TDS [11,42,46,51]. The last three indices classify irrigation water. The
PO is affected by the presence of salts, which causes a decrease in agricultural production.
Salinity is the most important criterion for classifying irrigation water [47], which causes
a reduction in agricultural productivity [47]. The EC indicates the degree of salinity, and
its excess reduces osmotic activity [46,49,50]. The EC influences the nutrition of the soil
and the absorption of water in the plant; however, the higher the EC, the lower the water
available to plants [44,47,50,52,53]. According to the EC content, water is classified as
excellent (CI) when it is less than 250 µmhos/cm at 25 ◦C; 250–750 is classified as good (C2);
750–2000 (C3) is allowable; 2000–3000 (C4) is doubtful, and it is considered inadequate
with values higher than 3000 µmhos/cm at 25 ◦C (C5), which causes the soil salinity to
increase [54,55]. In some cases, the concentration of salts in the soil can be two to six times
the conductivity of the irrigation water [54,56].

In this study, the maximum 2204.0 µmhos/cm was found at 25 ◦C and a minimum
of 376.0 µmhos/cm at 25 ◦C EC values (Figure 7a). Samples 2, 6, 9, 12, 17, 19, 20, 21,
and 22 presented values between 250 and 750, or medium salinity. The other samples
presented values between 750 and 2250, or high salinity. In a study carried out in 1998 for
the Ahualulco aquifer, researchers found EC greater than 1500 µmhos/cm but less than
2500 µmhos/cm [47]. Twenty-five data samples were analyzed to determine the danger of
medium to high salinity (Figure 7a). For PS and ES, 13 of the 25 sampled points had their
water conditioned (with ES values of 3 to 15).

The PS index is considered a good estimator of the effect of salts on plants. It indicates
the salinity risk when there is low moisture content in the soil [57]. Agricultural production
is limited by increased osmotic pressure by precipitating chloride and sulfate salts [48,52,53].
The maximum value was 7.48 (sample 11) and the minimum 0.48 (sample 21). Seven of the
25 samples (samples 1, 3, 4, 8, 9, 11, and 25) fell into the conditioned water classification
(Figure 7b).

ES estimates the danger of salinization considering the water’s soluble salts when
used for irrigation. It considers the precipitation of calcium and magnesium carbonates
and calcium sulfates, which are less soluble salts [48,53,58]. The maximum ES value was
7.98 meq/L (sample 8), and the minimum was 1.16 meq/L (sample 23). Of the 25 water
samples, 12 presented ES values lower than 3, which is the upper limit to classify the water
as good quality (Figure 7c).

The OP depends on the EC. When the OP values are less than 0.1 atm, it indicates
low saline water and excellent quality; values between 0.1 and 0.3 indicate good quality
water, between 0.3 and 0.7 the quality is permissible, and between 0.7 and 1.10 poor quality
due to high-quality salinity in the water. Saline water with increasing problems and OP
above 1.10 atm indicates that the water is highly saline with significant issues. In the study
area, seven samples (1, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10, and 18) were classified as highly saline with significant
problems (Figure 7d).

When the TDS values are between 0 and 1000 mg/L, the water is classified as fresh-
water; if it is between 1000 and 3000 mg/L, the water is classified as slightly saline; if the
values are between 3000 and 10,000, the water is moderately saline; and values greater than
10,000 mg/L indicate that the water is highly saline. The minimum values were 182 mg/L
and a maximum of 1057 mg/L. All groundwater samples were classified as freshwater. It
is worth mentioning that the presence of excess ions dissolved in water causes physical
and chemical effects on the soil and plants [2], limiting the ability of plant roots to extract
water from the soil.
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3.2.4. Classification of Water Considering % Na, RAS, and EC

The combination of RAS and EC generates a diagram developed by the United States
Salinity Laboratory (Figure 8a). This graph is one of the most used for the classification
of irrigation water. Of the 25 samples collected, two samples were classified as medium
salinity risk and low sodium risk (C2-S1). Fifteen water samples were classified as high
salinity hazards and low salinity hazards (C3-S1). Two were classified as very high risk for
salinity and one as low risk for sodicity (C4-S1). Four samples fell into risk of excessive
salinity and low sodium (C5-S1). The graph showed a tendency to increase the danger of
salinity from medium to excessive and a low to medium risk for sodicity.
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Sodicity levels in samples 20, 22, and 25 conditions groundwater use in Ahualulco.
Samples 1, 3, 4, 7, 8, and 10 require monitoring due to their salinity levels (Figure 8b). The
problems associated with sodicity in the aquifer are not severe and occur in specific areas.
However, issues related to salinity may increase as groundwater evolves.

The % Na is plotted together with the EC. Nine samples collected fell in the good–
excellent classification, 12 were considered as permissible–good, two fell in the admissible–
doubtful category, and one sample was classified as inadequate–doubtful. Figure 6b shows
that the water for domestic use evolved from good–excellent to admissible–doubtful, while
water for agricultural use evolved from good–excellent to inadequate–doubtful.

With the EC and OP indices, a classification table is constructed with 16 areas [51,55].
The first area (C1-OP1) is classified as good quality, low-saline. The second area (C2-OP1)
is classified as permissible, low saline. The third area (C3-OP1) is classified as a low-saline
growth problem. The fourth area (C4-OP1) is classified as a low-saline problem. The fifth
area (C1-OP2) is classified as medium saline and good quality. The sixth area (C2-OP2)
is classified as medium permissible saline. The seventh area (C3-OP2) is classified as a
problem of medium growth of saline. The eighth area (C4-OP2) is classified as significant
problems of medium saline solution. The ninth area (C1-OP3) is classified as high salinity
and good quality. The tenth area (C2-OP3) is classified as highly permissible saline. The
eleventh area (C3-OP3) is classified as a problem of high growth of saline. The twelfth area
(C4-OP3) is classified as a problem of high saline significance. The thirteenth area (C1-OP4)
is classified as very high saline of good quality. The fourteenth area (C2-OP4) is classified
as very high, allowable saline. The fifteenth area (C3-OP4) is classified as very high saline
growth problems. The sixteenth area (C4-OP4) is classified as very high saline problems. In
general, the samples showed an increasing linear trend that started from C1-OP1, which is
classified as a low-saline solution of good quality, and ended in C3-OP4, which is classified
as a very high saline growth problem (Figure 9a).
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3.2.5. Presence of Toxic Ions (Chlorides and Sodium) for Plants

Some ions can be toxic (phytotoxic elements) to crops; generally, these elements
accumulate in the leaves. These phytotoxic elements are usually chlorine, sodium, and
boron [6]. A high concentration of chlorides causes the burning of the leaves until the
death of the tissues. If the content of this element is less than 4 meq/L, the water is
classified as good; if it is between 4 and 10 meq/L, it is classified as conditioned; and if
the concentration is higher than 10 meq/L, it is classified as non-recommended water. The
maximum value found in this study was 1.85 meq/L (sample 3), and the minimum was
0.11 meq/L (sample 20). The 25 sites presented values below 4 meq/L, which indicates
that the aquifer water does not present problems due to this phytotoxic element and is
classified as good and is suitable for agriculture.

Sodium often causes damage similar to that caused by chlorides and nutrient defi-
ciencies in plants. Na concentrations below 3 meq/L are indicators of low risk of toxicity,
concentrations between 3 and 9 meq/L indicate medium risk, and concentrations greater
than 9 meq/L imply a high risk of sodium [20]. The maximum value was 6.16 meq/L
(sample 10), and the minimum was 0.7 meq/L (sample 24). The concentrations between 3
and 6.16 meq/L obtained in samples 1, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 16, and 20 related to medium risk.
These values were similar to those reported in another study [39].

Cl and Na were used to classify the water with respect to these phytotoxic elements.
The graph indicates nine regions. The first, N–N, indicates no toxicity problems for either
element (Figure 9b). The second region, N–SM, shows no toxicity problems for Cl, but for
Na, the risk is slight to moderate. The third region, N–S, indicates that there are no toxicity
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problems for Cl, but the risk is severe for Na. The fourth region, SM–N, indicates no toxicity
problems for Na, but the chance for Cl is slight to moderate. The fifth region, SM–SM,
indicates that the risk is slight to moderate for both elements. The sixth region, SM–S,
indicates that the risk is slight to moderate for Cl, but the risk is severe for Na. The seventh
region, S–N, establishes that the risk is severe for Cl, but there are no toxicity problems
for Na. The eighth region, S–SM, establishes that the risk is severe for Cl, but the risk is
slight to moderate for Na. The ninth region, S–S, indicates that the risk is severe for both
elements. In the study area, 16% of the water samples were located in SM–S, with slight to
moderate risk for Cl and severe risk for Na, and evolved to SS, where 84% of the samples
were classified as severe risk for both elements (Figure 9b).

The combination of PI and total concentration (TC) was presented by [41]. Figure 9c
shows Class I and II water, considered good and suitable for irrigation, while Class III
corresponds to water not suitable for irrigation. In general, 100% of the samples were in
Class I and are suitable for irrigation. However, the general trend was to evolve towards
Class II, so monitoring is recommended to establish when it reaches Class III. At this point,
it is no longer suitable for irrigation (Figure 9c).

When classifying the ES and PS indices, a classification table with nine regions was
used. The first region was rated as good–good (ES1-PS1). The second region was classified
as well-conditioned (ES2-PS1). The third region was classified as not recommended–
good (ES3-PS1). The fourth region was classified as well-conditioned (ES1-PS2). The
fifth region was classified as conditioned–conditioned (ES2-PS2). The sixth region was
classified as a non-recommended conditioner (ES3-PS2). The seventh region was rated
good–not recommended (ES1-PS3). The eighth region was classified as a non-recommended
conditioning factor (ES2-PS3). The ninth region was classified as not recommended–not
recommended (ES3-PS3) (Figure 9a).

4. Discussion

The previous analysis allows us to point out that the farmers of the studied region,
as in the other areas with rainfed agriculture, respond to the conditions of rainfall and,
therefore, to the humidity conditions of the area. The main seasonal crops for the spring–
summer cycle in Ahualulco are corn (Zea mays) and beans (Phaseolus vulgaris). In different
regions of the planet, it has been found that areas with rainfed agriculture are the most
affected by droughts [41,59], so crop yield is highly variable and depends on rain [31,57].

It has been found that droughts can cause changes in cultivation or management
activities or improvements to irrigation systems [10,57,60,61], and the effects of water deficit
can be seen in crops such as alfalfa (Medicago sativa) [62] and maize (Zea mays) [11,43,63], as
well as in agricultural impacts in general [28,46]. In general, the indexes for agricultural
use indicate that the water is suitable for agriculture; only at some points is it classified as
doubtful or inadequate; however, the combination of these indices reveals the water quality
trend for agricultural use in the aquifer. In the Wilcox case, there is a slight variation in the
SAR; however, the electrical conductivity (EC) shows a significant increase, so its tendency
is to be classified as excessive [51,57].

The combination of % Na and EC indicates that the groundwater has two paths of
evolution; in one, it has significant increases in % Na, starting from good to excellent
to reach admissible–doubtful. Another evolutionary route starts from good–excellent to
inadequate–doubtful [42,46].

The combination of OP and EC indicates a direct correlation between both indices.
When the EC increases, the OP also increases, and the water starts with a good classification.
It ends up as conditioned with essential problems [51,55].

The relationship between Cl and Na reveals a direct correlation between both chemical
components, starting at no toxicity (N) and ending at S–S, indicating that the risk is severe
for both elements [56,61].

The combination of CT in (meq/L) and PI has a non-linear correlation; it goes from
Class I with high values of CT and PI, and as it evolves, these indices drastically decrease,
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to be placed in Class III; that is, it can be interpreted that there is a decrease in ions and a
decrease in permeability due to the precipitation of some soluble salts [11].

The relationship between PS and Es shows a direct correlation between both indices;
when one increases, the other also increases. In such a way, groundwater starts good and
evolves into conditioned for both indexes [40,53].

The water quality can be good for one index, but it is not adequate for other indices, so
it must be analyzed globally. The combination of the quality indices is vital because it reveals
the generally negative trend that the groundwater in the aquifer will have as it evolves.

5. Conclusions

Drought conditions significantly affect farmers who practice rainfed agriculture. In the
years of drought, farmers plant areas below the average. In contrast, there is no interannual
variation between the sown and harvested areas in the irrigated areas, since they are the
same as the sown areas. Another factor limiting irrigated agriculture is water quality. The
Ahualulco aquifer presents punctual and specific sodicity conditions only in three sites.
Salinity conditions are local and occur in six sites, so they must be observed.

The agricultural indices generally showed acceptable water quality conditions, but
there is also a tendency to deteriorate its quality. The Wilcox diagram offers a trend
towards an EC classification in such a way that the water goes from medium conductivity
and low salinity to medium risk of sodicity and excessive risk of salinity (C2S1 to C5S2).
The % Na varies from good to inadequate or doubtful. The EC–OP also indicates that
the water evolves from good to salinity conditions and with a significant problem in
osmotic permeability. Phytotoxic elements such as Na and Cl suggest that the water also
becomes light to moderate in Cl and severe in Na, to severe in both elements. Finally, the
ES–PS relationship also indicates changes in the water such that the water varies from
good to conditioned for both indices. The foregoing, added to the edaphic, climatic, and
physiographic conditions, such as rainfall of 350 mm/year, can affect the soil and, therefore,
the yield of crops planted in the studied region. In addition, the water quality trend shows
an increase in its deterioration for agricultural use.
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19. Yalt, S.; Aksu, H. Drought Analysis of Iğdır Turkey. Turk. J. Agric.-Food Sci. Technol. 2019, 7, 2227–2232. [CrossRef]
20. Ghassem, F.; Jakeman, A.J.; Nix, H.A. Salinization of Land and Water Resources. Human Causes, Extent, Management and Case Studies;

Centre for Resource and Environmental Studies, Australian National University; CABI: Wallingford, UK, 1995; p. 540.
21. Obiefuna, G.I.; Sheriff, A. Assessment of Shallow Ground Water Quality of Pindiga Gombe Area, Yola Area, NE, Nigeria for

Irrigation and Domestic Purposes. Res. J. Environ. Earth Sci. 2011, 2, 31–141.
22. Urquijo, J.; De Stefano, L. Perception of drought and local responses by farmers: A perspective from the Jucar River Basin, Spain.

Water Resour. Manag. 2016, 30, 577–591. [CrossRef]
23. Giordano, M.; Villholt, K.G. (Eds.) The Agricultural Groundwater Revolution. Opportunities and Threats to Development; International

Water Management Institute: Colombo, Sri Lanka, 2007.
24. Essien Obot, E.; Francis, U. Investigation of Ikpa River Water Quality with Consideration for Domestic and Agricultural Uses.

Wudpecker J. Agric. Res. 2013, 2, 315–323.
25. Ayers, S.; Westcot, D. Water Quality for Agriculture; Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations: Roma, Italy, 1985;

pp. 163–174.
26. Eaton, F.M. Significance of carbonates in irrigation water. Soil Sci. 1950, 69, 123–133. [CrossRef]
27. Richards, L.A. Diagnosis and improvement of saline and alkali soils. Soil Sci. 1954, 78, 154. [CrossRef]
28. Kubicz, J. The application of Standardized Precipitation Index (SPI) to monitor drought in surface and groundwaters. In

Proceedings of the E3S Web of Conferences, EDP Sciences 2018. Volume 44, p. 00082. Available online: https://doi.org/10.1051/
e3sconf/20184400082 (accessed on 15 May 2021).

29. Villalpando Tovalín, F. Estructura de Ensamble de Datos Georreferenciados; No Referenciados a Través de Optimización
de Estrategias Fotogramétricas SFM-MVS: Aplicaciones en Cuerpos de Agua Superficiales. 2022. Available online: https:
//repositorio.ipicyt.edu.mx/handle/11627/5708 (accessed on 15 May 2021).

http://doi.org/10.1029/WR016i002p00289
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-012-0044-y
http://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1966)094&lt;0543:NAPCOT&gt;2.3.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-009-9493-x
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.environ.33.081307.123117
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-012-0173-3
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-010-9665-1
http://revistas.bancomext.gob.mx/rce/magazines/421/9/RCE9.pdf
http://revistas.bancomext.gob.mx/rce/magazines/421/9/RCE9.pdf
http://isca.in/rjcs/Archives/vol2/i1/04.ISCA-RJCS-2011-216_Done.pdf
http://isca.in/rjcs/Archives/vol2/i1/04.ISCA-RJCS-2011-216_Done.pdf
http://doi.org/10.24925/turjaf.v7i12.2227-2232.3004
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-015-1178-5
http://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-195002000-00004
http://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-195408000-00012
https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20184400082
https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20184400082
https://repositorio.ipicyt.edu.mx/handle/11627/5708
https://repositorio.ipicyt.edu.mx/handle/11627/5708


Agriculture 2022, 12, 1379 17 of 18

30. Campos-Aranda, D. Detección de registros homogéneos en 16 series amplias de precipitación anual del Altiplano Potosino,
México. Tecnol. Cienc. Del Agua 2020, 11, 107–157. [CrossRef]

31. Giddings, L.; Soto, M.; Rutherford, B.M.; Maarouf, A. Standardized precipitation index zones for Mexico. Atmósfera 2005, 18, 33–56.
32. Jarju, A.M.; Solly, B. Analysis of the Efficiency of Precipitation on the Evolution of Agricultural Production in Upper-Casamance

(South Senegal) between 1985 and 2018. In Proceedings of the Eurasia Proceedings of Science Technology Engineering and
Mathematics. 2020; Volume 10, pp. 1–11. Available online: https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/epstem/issue/58035/834956
(accessed on 10 May 2021).

33. Javadinejad, S.; Dara, R.; Jafary, F. Evaluation of hydro-meteorological drought indices for characterizing historical and future
droughts and their impact on groundwater. Resour. Environ. Inf. Eng. 2020, 2, 71–83. [CrossRef]

34. Marín, L.E. Perspectives on Mexican Ground Water Resources. Ground Water 2002, 40, 6. [CrossRef]
35. Sainz de la Maza, M.; del Jesus, M. Analysis of historical droughts through their induced impacts. Ing. Del Agua 2020, 24, 141–156.

[CrossRef]
36. Escalante, C.A.; Reyes, L. Técnicas Estadísticas en Hidrología; UNAM, Facultad de Ingeniería: Mexico City, Mexico, 2002.
37. APHA. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater. 2005. Available online: https://www.scirp.org/(S(czeh2

tfqyw2orz553k1w0r45))/reference/ReferencesPapers.aspx?ReferenceID=1870039 (accessed on 10 June 2021).
38. Zuur, A.F.; Leno, E.N.; Smith, G.M. Principal component analysis and redundancy analysis. In Analysing Ecological Data;

Statistics for Biology and Health; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2007; pp. 193–224. [CrossRef]
39. Aguilera, M.; Martínez, R. Relaciones Agua Suelo Planta Atmósfera, 4th ed.; Departamento de Irrigación, Universidad Autónoma

Chapingo: Texcoco, Mexico, 1996; p. 256.
40. Wilcox, L.V. Circular 969. In Classification and Use of Irrigation Waters; United States Deparment of Agriculture: Washington, DC,

USA, 1955; p. 19.
41. Doneen, L.D. Notes on Water Quality in Agriculture; Department of Water Science and Engineering, University of California:

Davis, CA, USA, 1964.
42. Palacios, O.; Aceves, E. Instructivo para el Registro, Muestreo e Interpretación de Datos de Calidad del Agua para Riego; Serie de Apuntes

No. 15; Colegio de Posgraduados: Chapingo, Mexico, 1970; p. 197049.
43. Nagarajan, R. Drought Assessment; Springer Science & Business Media: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2010.
44. Méndez Montealvo, H.M. Actualización Geohidrológica del Valle de Ahualulco en el Estado de San Luis Potosí. Tesis de

Licenciatura, Facultad de Ingeniería-UASLP. 1998. Available online: https://repositorioinstitucional.uaslp.mx/xmlui/bitstream/
handle/i/2488/IGE1AGV99801.pdf?sequence=3 (accessed on 21 April 2021).

45. Velasco Mendoza, M.A. Caracterización del Acuífero de Ahualulco, San Luis Potosí en una Zona de Riego, a Partir de Tomografía
Eléctrica en Pozos; en Superficie. Tesis de Licenciatura. ESIA-IPN. 2017. Available online: https://tesis.ipn.mx/handle/12345678
9/22795 (accessed on 21 April 2021).

46. Romero, J. Calidad del Agua, 3rd ed.; Evaluation of Groundwater Quality in Intensive Irrigated Zone of Northeastern Tunisia;
Available online: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2352801X19302747 (accessed on 15 July 2021).

47. Peinado, H.; Green, C.; Herrera, J.; Escolero, O.; Delgado, O.; Belmonte, S.; Ladrón, M. Calidad; aptitud de uso agrícola; doméstico
del agua del acuífero del río Sinaloa, porción costera. Hidrobiológica 2011, 1, 63–76.

48. Rodríguez, M.; D’Urso, C.; Rodríguez, G.; Sales, A. Evaluación de la Calidad de Aguas para Riego de la Cuenca del Río Calera,
Tucumán, Argentina. Ciencia 2008, 7, 15–28.

49. Ayars, J.E. Adapting irrigated agriculture to drought in the San Joaquin Valley of California. In Drought in Arid and Semi-Arid
Regions; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2013; pp. 25–39.

50. Meena, A.L.; Bisht, P. Assessment of water quality for irrigation purpose: A case study of Bassi and Chaksu Tehsils, Jaipur
District, Rajasthan, India. Sustain. Agr. Food Environ. Res. 2020, 8, 323180. [CrossRef]

51. Nag, S.K.; Ghosh, P. Variation in Groundwater Levels and Water Quality in Chhatna Block, Bankura District, West Bengal—A GIS
Approach. J. Geol. Soc. India 2013, 81, 261–280. [CrossRef]

52. Ishaku, J.M.; Ahmed, A.S.; Abubakar, M.A. Assessment of Groundwater Quality Using Chemical Indices and GIS Mapping
in Jada Area, Northeastern Nigeria. J. Earth Sci. Geotechn. Eng. 2011, 1, 35–60. Available online: http://www.scienpress.com/
upload/geo/vol%201_1_3.pdf (accessed on 15 July 2021).

53. Pérez, C.; Martínez, M.; Sánchez, J. Efecto del riego con agua de mala calidad sobre la desertificación de zonas semi-áridas en
Murcia, España. Geoderma 2003, 113, 109–125.

54. Joshi, D.M.; Kumar, A.; Agrawal, N. Assessment of the Irrigation Water Quality of River Ganga in Haridwar District. Rasayan J. Chem.
2009, 2, 285–292. Available online: http://www.rasayanjournal.co.in/vol-2/issue-2/7.pdf (accessed on 15 July 2021).

55. Nagaraju, A.; Suresh, S.; Killham, K.; Hudson-Edwards, K. Hydrogeochemistry of Waters of Mangampeta Barite Mining Area,
Cuddapah Basin, Andhra Pradesh, India. Turk. J. Eng. Environ. Sci. 2006, 30, 203–219. Available online: http://journals.tubitak.
gov.tr/engineering/issues/muh-06-30-4/muh-30-4-1-0406-2.pdf (accessed on 15 July 2021).

56. Hamdy, A.; Abdel-Dayem, S.; Abu-Zeid, M. Saline Water Management for Optimum Crop Production. Agric. Water Manag.
1993, 24, 189–203. Available online: http://www.ijser.org/onlineResearchPaperViewer.aspx?Preliminary-study-on-irrigational-
quality-of-some-ground-water-sources-of-Kashmir-India.pdf (accessed on 12 March 2021). [CrossRef]

57. Eriyagama, N.; Smakhtin, V.; Gamage, N. Mapping Drought Patterns and Impacts: A Global Perspective; IWMI Research Report 133;
International Water Management Institute: Colombo, Sri Lanka, 2009; 31p.

http://doi.org/10.24850/j-tyca-2020-03-04
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/epstem/issue/58035/834956
http://doi.org/10.25082/REIE.2020.01.003
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6584.2002.tb02542.x
http://doi.org/10.4995/ia.2020.12182
https://www.scirp.org/(S(czeh2tfqyw2orz553k1w0r45))/reference/ReferencesPapers.aspx?ReferenceID=1870039
https://www.scirp.org/(S(czeh2tfqyw2orz553k1w0r45))/reference/ReferencesPapers.aspx?ReferenceID=1870039
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-45972-1_12
https://repositorioinstitucional.uaslp.mx/xmlui/bitstream/handle/i/2488/IGE1AGV99801.pdf?sequence=3
https://repositorioinstitucional.uaslp.mx/xmlui/bitstream/handle/i/2488/IGE1AGV99801.pdf?sequence=3
https://tesis.ipn.mx/handle/123456789/22795
https://tesis.ipn.mx/handle/123456789/22795
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S2352801X19302747
http://doi.org/10.7770/safer-V0N0-art1944
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12594-013-0029-3
http://www.scienpress.com/upload/geo/vol%201_1_3.pdf
http://www.scienpress.com/upload/geo/vol%201_1_3.pdf
http://www.rasayanjournal.co.in/vol-2/issue-2/7.pdf
http://journals.tubitak.gov.tr/engineering/issues/muh-06-30-4/muh-30-4-1-0406-2.pdf
http://journals.tubitak.gov.tr/engineering/issues/muh-06-30-4/muh-30-4-1-0406-2.pdf
http://www.ijser.org/onlineResearchPaperViewer.aspx?Preliminary-study-on-irrigational-quality-of-some-ground-water-sources-of-Kashmir-India.pdf
http://www.ijser.org/onlineResearchPaperViewer.aspx?Preliminary-study-on-irrigational-quality-of-some-ground-water-sources-of-Kashmir-India.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/0378-3774(93)90023-4


Agriculture 2022, 12, 1379 18 of 18

58. Sharma, D.P.; Rao, K.V.G.K. Strategy for long term use of saline drainage water for irrigation in semi-arid regions. Soil Tillage Res.
1998, 4, 287–295. [CrossRef]

59. Bosongo, G.B.; Longo, J.N.; Goldin, J.; Muamba, V.L. Socioeconomic impacts of floods and droughts in the middle Zambezi river
basin. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag. 2014, 6, 131–144. [CrossRef]

60. Hutmacher, R.B. Crop Choices with Limiting Water Supplies: Deficit Irrigation and Sensitive Crop Growth Stages. In Drought in
Arid and Semi-Arid Regions; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2013; pp. 123–142.

61. Slegers, M. «If only it would rain»: Farmers’ perceptions of rainfall and drought in semi-arid central. Tanzania. J. Arid. Environ.
2008, 72, 2106–2123. [CrossRef]

62. Mancilla, O. Índices de Salinidad; Calidad de las Aguas Superficiales de Tlaxcala, Puebla, Veracruz. Ph.D. Thesis, Colegio de
Posgraduados, Montecillo, Mexico, 2012; p. 263.

63. Kumar, P.S.; Balamurugan, P. Evaluation of groundwater quality for irrigation purpose in attur taluk, Salem, Tamilnadu, India.
Water Energy Int. 2018, 61, 59–64.

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-1987(98)00135-4
http://doi.org/10.1108/IJCCSM-03-2013-0016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.2008.06.011

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Location and Characterization of the Study Area 
	Hydrogeological Framework 
	Assessment of Drought and Agricultural Production 
	Sampling and Activities Laboratory Measurements 
	Classification of Water in Connection with Agricultural Use 

	Results 
	Drought and Sown and Harvested Agricultural Area 
	Groundwater Quality and Limitations on Its Use 
	Acid and Alkaline Conditions 
	Sodicity Conditions 
	Salinity Conditions 
	Classification of Water Considering % Na, RAS, and EC 
	Presence of Toxic Ions (Chlorides and Sodium) for Plants 


	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

