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ABSTRACT

Aims: Climate change is one of the most important challenges for human society, which
will affect ecological, social and economical systems. Because of water scarcity issues,
studying the potential climate change and its impacts on climate variables and water
resources is necessary. The study of climate variables and predict their changes in policy
and planning is so vital. Between climatic variables, changes in precipitation and
temperature patterns have important influences on the quantity and quality of water
resources, especially in arid regions. Therefore, evaluating the trend of their values is one
of the most important issues in the hydro climate studies.

Place and Duration of Study: Trend of maximum and minimum temperature and
precipitation for observation period (1971-2010) and future periods (2010-2039, 2040-
2069 and 2070-2099) has been studied by nonparametric Mann-Kendall test in
Nayshabour Bar watershed, Iran.

Methodology: In this investigation the output of Hadecm3 and CGCM1 models under A1,
A2 and B2 scenarios were downscaled by using Statistical downscaling model (SDSM).
Then trend of these climate variables by using nonparametric Mann-Kendall test was
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analyzed.

Results: The results of the statistical parameters evaluating showed that the outputs of
Hadcm® model under A2 scenario are more compatible with the study area. The results of
Mann-Kendall test showed that during the observation period, the trend of precipitation
and minimum temperature was decreasing. On the other hand, the trend of average and
maximum temperature was increasing, but the trend of these variables at 95% confidence
level was not significant. During the future periods, the trend of precipitation was
decreasing, and the trend of average, maximum and minimum temperature was
increasing that was not significant at 95% confidence level too.

Conclusion: Statistical downscale model is powerful tools for downscale climate
variables. Also trend analyses of climate variable can help to mitigation and adaptation
global warming issue.

Keywords: Mann-Kendall test; hadem3 model; A2 scenario; SDSM; downscaling.
1. INTRODUCTION

Climate change is one of the most important challenges for human society, and effects of
that will influence human life. The temperature of earth's surface has increased since the
19th century. The past three decades have been known as the warmest years during this
period. All these data indicate that the average temperature of land and ocean rise about
0.89°C from 1901 to 2012 [1]. Today, the most powerful tools to simulate future climate
scenarios are atmospheric Global Circulation Models (GCM) [2-4]. The outputs of these
models are used as the input of hydrological models after downscaling. The output of
atmospheric global circulation models have low spatial resolution, so it is required to be
downscaled by the certain procedures. Nowadays there are different methods of
downscaling for the climatic data. Due to the facilities and accuracy of the statistical
downscaling models, they are being used more than other downscaling models [5-8].
Precipitation and temperature affect many processes associated with the management of
water resources [9]. So it's essential to present some methods for studying trend of
hydrological processes. Assessment of trend can effectively help to interpret the relationship
between environmental changes and hydrological processes [10]. Existence of trend in time
series may be caused by gradual changes in natural climate or by human activities [11].The
Mann-Kendall test is one of the most widely used non-parametric methods for analyzing the
trend of data [12]. Many studies have been discussed the effects of climate change on the
temperature and precipitation [13-17]. Regarding the most of these studies, results displayed
rising temperature and reduced precipitation. Also, many researchers have checked trend of
climatic variables by using statistical tests. [18-21] examined the trend of precipitation in
different areas by using nonparametric Mann - Kendall test. The results showed a negative
trend in precipitation. [22-29] have evaluated the trend of temperature by using
nonparametric Mann - Kendall test. The results showed that there is an insignificant
increasing in temperature.

According to these studies, researchers have focused on the trend of climatic variable during
observation period in addition to studying the trend of observation period and climate change
conditions under different scenario were also evaluated by using Mann - Kandall test. So,
the planners and managers need to observe the future trend lines of the climate variables.
This information assists them to understand the real threats that they will face in future
years. The aim of present study was to simulate future climate conditions and then study the
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trend of mean, maximum and minimum temperature and also precipitation for observation
and future climate conditions in the Bar Watershed, Iran.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

The present study was conducted for the Bar Watershed which located in the northwest of
Mashhad, Khorasan Razavi Province, Iran. It covers an area of approximately 11.388
hectares. The study area is located in the southwest of Binalood Mountains, within 36° 27' to
36° 36" N latitude and 58° 40" to 58° 49" E longitude (Fig. 1). The mean altitude of 2226m
from sea level. The region exhibits distinctly mountainous topographical features. The mean
annual precipitation is recorded as 330.4mm and mean temperature of 5.3°C [30].
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Fig. 1. The position of bar watershed

The mean, maximum and minimum temperature and precipitation were considered in this
investigation. These data were collected from stations presented in the study area and some
surrounding stations. The characteristics of these stations showed in Table 1.

After gathering the required information, the accuracy of them was evaluated in SPSS
software. In order to fix the statistical imperfections of this information, the correlation
method was used between stations. In order to specify the appropriate scenario and GCM
model for subsequent studies, Canadian Centre for Climate Modeling and Analysis, Canada
(CGCM1) and Hadley Centre for Climate Prediction and Research/Met Office, UK (Hadcm3)
models were downscaled under A1, A2 and B2 scenarios for study area. The accuracy of
these models has been proved in many studies for evaluating the effects of climate change
on water resources [16-17]. For this purpose, at first climatic variables were simulated by two
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GCM models for future periods and have been compared with the observed variables of
study area, then the best model and scenario were selected.

Table 1. Characteristics of stations

Station Latitude (°E) Longitude (°N)  Elevation (MSL) Available data (years)
Mashad 36° 16' 59° 38' 990 1950-2010
Bar 36° 29' 58° 42' 1520 1951-2010
Marusk 36° 16' 58° 22' 1900 1990-2010
Karkhane ghand 36° 17" 58° 66' 1074 1986-2010

2.1 Downscaling the Climatic Data

One of the weaknesses of GCM models is that simulated climatic variables are large scale.
Therefore, these variables do not have sufficient accuracy for hydrological and water
resources studies. So it is vital to downscale them by different methods that exist for
downscaling the climatic variables. In this investigation, SDSM model has been used to
downscale the climatic variables. Finally, in order to select the appropriate GCM models and
scenarios, downscaled data compared with observed data. For evaluating the function of
models and comparing them, both graphical and statistical parameters such as RMSE, MAE,
NSE, PBISE and R* were used [31].

3. SDSM

This model analyses and calibrates the predictable variables of National Center Enviroment
Prediction (NCEP) and GCM Wilby et al. [8]. At first, the predictable variables such as
temperature and precipitation were downscaled by using combined regression techniques
and stochastic weather generator and then these variables were predicted at station-scale.
The SDMS downscale the daily climatic variables by implementing the following steps

(Fig. 2).

In this method, large-scale data were extracted from the simulated data by HadCM3 and
CGCM1 model for the period 1971-2000. Then these data is introduced into the SDSM, the
mean, maximum and minimum temperature and precipitation were downscaled under A1,
A2 and B2 scenarios for study area. First, variables were simulated for the base period by
the chosen predictors. Then these variables were anticipated under A1, A2 and B2 scenario
for the periods of 1997-2010, 2069-2078 and 2070-2099 and changes of each variable were
studied in various scenarios comparing to base period. After achieving the empowerment
assessment to downscale the climatic data, these variables were predicted for future
periods. The trend of variables for base and future periods were investigated at 95%
confidence level by using the Mann-Kendall test and XLSTAT software [32,33].
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Fig. 2. Flowchart of SDSM climate scenario generation

4. RESULTS
4.1 Downscaling

In this section by using the large scale observed variables (NCEP) and SDSM, the chosen
predictors of climate variables were selected. For this purpose, 12 final large scale
parameters were selected from 26 large scale NCEP parameters and their various functions
that were presented in Table 2.

4.2 Evaluation SDSM model

In this section observed data of average daily temperature and precipitation in the period
1971-2000 were studied and compared with the simulated temperature and precipitation
data from GCMs and the model and scenario which has more statistical accuracy have
selected. As explained, in this investigation to evaluate model, both graphical and statistical
parameters were used. The results of the graphical method are shown in Fig. 3.

Finally, by comparing the results of downscaled data and observed data for period of 1971-
2000, the accuracy of the Hadem3 and CGMC1 models in predicting scenarios for the future
years have evaluated. To make this evaluation, PBISE, NAE, MAE, RMSE and R? indicators
were used (Table 3).
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Table 2. Parameters to perform the downscale statistical analysis temperature and
precipitation

Variable Chosen predictor P value Partial correlation
Precipitation 500hPa Wind Direction 0.01 0.07
850hPa Wind Direction 0.04 0.06
Mean Temperature at 2m 0.04 0.06
Average Mean Sea Level Pressure 0.00 0.75
temperature 850hPa Zonal Velocity 0.00 0.50
850hPa Geopotential 0.00 0.46
Maximum Mean Sea Level Pressure 0.00 0.63
temperature 850hPaMeridiona Velocity 0.01 0.43
Near surface relative humidity  0.00 0.51
Minimum Mean Sea Level Pressure 0.00 0.73
Temperature Mean Temperature at 2m 0.00 0.54
Surface Wind Direction 0.03 0.7

4.3 Climate Variable Generation

The results of downscaling in SDSM showed that among the Hadecm3 and CGCM1 models
under A1, A2 and B2 scenarios, the Hadcm3 model under the A2 scenario gave the highest
statistical accuracy in predicting the climate data (Table 3). By using the output of A2
scenario the desired variables for future period were predicted (Fig. 4).

4.4 Changes of Climate Variable in the Future Periods

After predicting the average, maximum and minimum temperature and precipitation for the
periods 2010-2039, 2040-2069 and 2070-2099, the values were compared with the
observed values in the period 1971-2000 (Fig. 5).

4.5 The Trend Analysis of Climatic Variables

By using the Maan-Kendall test and XLSTAT software, the trend of these variables at 95%
confidence level for base and future periods were considered (Fig. 5).

The results of Maan-Kendal test were presented in Table 4.
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Fig. 3. The results of simulation and observed values in the period of 1971-2000
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Fig. 4. The observed and predicted values for future periods by using Hadem3 model under A2 scenario
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Fig. 6. Trend of studied variables in the observed and predicted periods
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Table 3. SDSM validation by using statistical parameter

Global circulation models

Hadcm3 CGCM1
A2 Scenario B2 Scenario A1 Scenario
Average temperature RMSE 4.04 4.2 4.52
R? 0.84 0.82 0.73
Nash 0.99 0.94 0.79
MAE 0.33 0.1 0.06
PBIS -0.24 -0.78 -0.51
Max temperature RMSE 3.11 4.1 3.22
R? 0.94 0.81 0.89
Nash 0.53 0.11 0.33
MAE 0.14 0.78 0.41
PBIS -0.36 0.32 0.1
Min temperature RMSE 3.44 4.54 3.67
R? 0.97 0.87 0.94
Nash 0.12 0.34 0.45
MAE 0.43 0.32 0.76
PBIAS 0.03 -0.21 -0.2
Precipitation RMSE 3.56 4.11 4.13
R? 0.02 0.01 0.09
Nash 0.01 -0.32 -0.45
MAE 0.83 0.23 0.35
PBIS 9.44 -23 -0.44
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Table 4. The results of the Maan-Kendall test

Periods Variable Minimum Maximum Average SD Kendalr  Significant
level
1971-2010  Precipitation (mm) 129 554 319 108 -0.212 0.05
Max temperature (°C) 14.5 211 18.5 1.3 0.039 0.29
Min temperature (°C) 1.9 7.9 5.9 3.2 -0.009 0.94
Average temperature (°C) 10.5 13.5 13.56 21 0.013 0.54
2010-2039  Precipitation (mm) 210 465 334 87 -0.196 0.12
Max temperature (°C) 15 5.21 17.6 26 0.07 0.54
Min temperature (°C) 4 8 53 14 0.03 0.32
Average temperature (°C) 10 14 11.8 1.1 0.021 0.71
2040-2069  Precipitation (mm) 141 411 314 95 -0.09 0.78
Max temperature (°C) 14 24 18.6 1.3 0.04 0.08
Min temperature (°C) 4 8.1 6.3 2.1 0.01 0.92
Average temperature (°C) 10 14.4 12.2 1.6 0.06 0.21
2070-2099  Precipitation (mm) 178 398 302 101 0.11 0.65
Max temperature (°C) 17 26 19.6 1.8 0.006 0.08
Min temperature (°C) 4.1 8.1 6.3 1.9 0.01 0.54
Average temperature (°C) 12 171 14.3 1.1 0.008 0.83
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5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Climate change is one of the most important challenges for human society, which will affect
ecological, social and economical systems. The Bar Watershed be confronted with many
water scarcity problems. The study indicated that the temperature values compared to the
precipitation values have better correlation with observed values that it is consistent with the
results of [17]. This is due to the fact that the temperature has less time variations compared
to the precipitation and it is a continuous variable and is less affected by the time
irregularities, but precipitation is a discrete variable and is affected by many different
variables. The results of downscaling SDSM showed that among the Hadecm3 and CGCM1
models under A1, A2 and B2 scenarios, Hadcm3 model under A2 scenario has the highest
statistical accuracy in predicting the climate data (Table 3). Base on the Fig. 5 the average,
minimum and maximum temperature increased compared to the base period which is
consistent with the results of [13,34], but in contradiction with results of [17] who did their
study in the southwest of Iran. Maybe this opposition is due to the differences of weather
conditions. For example, the Bar Watershed have affected by the weather conditions of
Siberia, but the southwest of Iran have affected by the weather conditions of Sudan and Red
Sea. The results of this investigation showed that the long term annual precipitation of study
area has decrease trend, however it is not significant at 5% confidence level that indicate
instability in climate and its variations [35,36]. The report of Russia’s national academy of
sciences showed that the increase in temperature caused melting in ices in Siberia and
affected the discharge of rivers. These conditions have affected the climate of Iran, because
one of the most important air mass entering Iran is coming from Siberia. Regarding the
results of recent researches, the surface earth temperature has increasing trend [37] that
caused weaknesses in dynamic low pressure systems and decrease of precipitation in the
Bar Watershed. Climate change can affected the amount and temporal distribution of
precipitation. It can be concluded from Figs. 4 and 5 that generally the precipitation will
decreases over the 21% century. The point of this study was the temporal distribution of
precipitation pattern. For example, by approaching the end of the 21st century, there will be
less precipitation in the winter and more precipitation in the autumn. The trend of base
period variables have evaluated and the result showed that the trend of minimum
temperature and precipitation were decreasing. On the other hand, the trend of average and
maximum temperature was increasing, but they were not significant at 5% confidence level.
In addition, the trend of periods (2010-2039), (2040-2069) and (2070-2099) variables have
evaluated and the result indicated that the trend of average, minimum and maximum
temperatures were increasing, but they were not significant at 5% confidence level. Also, in
these periods the average temperature increases, respectively, by 0.01, 0.3 and 0.6, the
minimum temperature increases by 0.3, 0.5 and 1.4 and the maximum temperature
increases by 0.7, 1.4 and 2.7 centigrade degree compared to the based period (1971-2000).
On the other, the precipitation showed a not significant decreasing trend at 5% confidence
level. Also the results showed that the average annual precipitation decreases by 6, 10 and
17 mm compared to the base period respectively.

Based on the A2 scenario, the amount of greenhouse gasses will increase during the 21%
century. A possible cause for the rise in temperature across the region under study is the
increase in the amount of greenhouse gasses. As temperature rises, the low pressure
systems in the region are weakened, which in turn leads to less precipitation there. These
changes will have significant impacts on the ecosystems. Base on the mentioned results, in
the future the Bar Watershed will face with more water scarceness issues. This result forces
the government to find new and sustainable adaptation strategies to rescue the future of the
water resources. The water management in this region should be more flexible to cope with

2050



Semiromi et al.; JSRR, Article no. JSRR.2014.15.006

climate change and its serious impacts. Given the results it was observed that the climate in
the province will change from semi-arid to arid, and that makes it of utmost importance that
we seek ways to face the climate change and adapt to it. This adaptation would require
international and extensive measures to be taken, which is out of the scope of this study;
therefore, here a number of adaptation strategies concerning effects on water resources in
the region, will be introduced, in order to be used in the water sector. As the main goals of
this research comprise studying the trends of temperature and precipitation in the region
under study, we need to adopt a scenario-based approach in studying the effects of climate
change on the system and to provide proper adaptation strategies. For the particular area,
given the climate situation of the country, the strategies could come under the three
categories of watery supply, saving, and optimized system management.

5.1 Supplying More Water

The first solution could naturally be supplying more water from new resources. If the
situation in the region allows, inter-catchment water transfer could be the right strategy, but it
is also necessary to investigate the potential of the source catchment for transferring water
under the climate change conditions.

5.2 Wastewater Treatment

Another common strategy worldwide is to use water resulting from wastewater treatment.
Also, using watershed and appropriate use of rain water, we can reduce vaporization and
save the water in fountains and aqueducts for the hot season, so that the base flow is
preserved in rivers. It's worth noting that the measure is vital considering tourism and
environmental demands’

5.3 Demand Management

The strategy can be divided into two types, the saving strategies and water evaluation
strategies. As most of the available water in Iran goes to the agriculture sector, and saving
on potable water as juxtaposed to saving on agricultural needs will be negligible, it is
important to pay special attention to saving in the agriculture sector. International experience
shows changing water fees and receiving the final cost from the consumers is a success,
and therefore an optimized pricing policy needs to be analyzed. One of the most important
strategies widely used in the agriculture sector is to modernize the irrigation systems in use.
Furthermore, changing crop types is also among the most common methods employed vis-
a-vis climate change, in order to preserve the area under cultivation [16].

5.4 Optimized Exploitation Policies

One of the most prominent policies for adaptation to climate change is to optimize
exploitation of water from dam reservoirs and underground water resources. Another
strategy could be to create a water market and strictly control fees in the water bills, so that
the minimum environmental need of rivers is not ignored due to the current status of
consumption of water resources.

COMPETING INTERESTS

Authors have declared that no competing interests exist.

2051



Semiromi et al.; JSRR, Article no. JSRR.2014.15.006

REFERENCES

10.

1.

12.
13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

Stocker TF, Qin D, Platner GK. Climate Change: The Physical Science Basis. Working
Group | Contribution to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change. Summary for Policymakers (IPCC); 2013.

Lane ME, Kirshen PH, Vogel RM. Indicators of impact of global climate change on
U.S. water resources. ASCE, Journal of Water Resources Planning and Management.
1999;125(4):194-204.

Mitchell JFB, Johns TC, Eagles M, Ingram WJ, Davis RA. Owards the construction of
climate change scenarios. Climatic Change. 1999;41:547-581.

Wilby RL, Harris I. A framework for assessing uncertainties in climate change impacts:
low flow scenarios for the river Thames, UK. Water Resources Research; 2006.

Dibike YB, Coulibaly P. Hydrologic impact of climate change in the Saguenay
watershed: Comparison of downscaling methods and hydrologic models. J Hydrol.
2005;307:145-163.

Semenov MA. Simulation of extreme weather events by a stochastic weather
generator. Clim Res. 2008;35(3):203—-212.

Kim BS, Kim HS, Seoh BH, Kim NW. Impact of climate change on water resources in
Yongdam Dam Basin, Korea. Stoch Environ Res Risk Assess. 2007;21:355-373.
Kilsby CG, Jones PD, Burton A, Ford AC, Fowler HJ, Harpham C, James P, Smith A,
Wilby RL. A daily weather generator for use in climate change studies. Environ Model
Softw. 2007;22:1705-1719.

Moghaddam DD, Rezaei M, Pourghasemi HR, Pourtaghie ZS, Pradhan B.
Groundwater spring potential mapping using bivariate statistical model and GIS in the
Taleghan Watershed. Iran; 2013.

Khalili k, Fakheri A, Dinpazhoh Y, Gorbani MA. Trend and stationarity analysis of
streamflow for the purpose of hydrological time series modeling. Journal of Soil and
Water. 2010;1(3):61-72.

Brooks CEP, Carrthers N. Handbook of statistical methods in meteorology London,
H.M.S.O, Burn DH, Hag Elnur MA. 2002;412. Detection of hydrologic trends and
variability. Journal of Hydrology. 1953;255(1):107-122.

Kendall MG. Rank correlation measures. Charles Griffin, London; 1975.

Elo AR, Huttula T, Peltonen A, Virta J. The effects of climate change on the
temperature conditions of lakes. Boreal Environment Research. 1998;3:137-150.
Mkankam Kamga F. Impact of greenhouse gas induced climate change on the runoff
of the Upper Benue River (Cameroon). Journal of Hydrology. 2001;252(1):145-156.

King L, Solaiman T, Simonovic SP. Assessment of climatic vulnerability in the upper
Thames river basin. Department of civil and environmental engineering. The University
of Western Ontario; 2009.

Zarghami M, Abdi, Babaeian |, Hassanzadeh Y, Kanani R. Impacts of climate change
on runoffs in east Azerbaijan, Iran. Global and Plantary Change. 2011;78:137-146.

Etemadi H. Statistical downscaling of climatic variables in Shadegan wetland. Iran;
2012.

2052



18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

20.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Semiromi et al.; JSRR, Article no. JSRR.2014.15.006

Timothy J, Hulm M, Jones PH, Basntte TA. Obswrved trends in the daily intensity of
United Kingdom precipitation. International Journal of Climatology. 2000;20:347-364.

Rodrigues da Silva VP. On climate variability in northeast of Brazil. Jornal of Arid
Envirnment. 2004;58:575-596.

Seleshi Y, Zanke U. Recent changes in rainfall and rainy days in Ethiopia.
International Journal of Climatology. 2004;20:973-983.

Kahya E, Partal T. Is seasonal precipitation decreasing or increasing in turkey. J Earth
Sci. 2007;1(1):43-46.

Alijani B. Some statistical characteristics of temperature variations in Iran. J Res in
Geogr. 1997;31:24-33.

Tomozeiu R, Cacciamani C, Pavan V, Morgillo A, Busuioc A. Climate change
scenarios for surface temperature in Emilia-Romagna (ltaly) obtained using statistical
downscaling models. Theor Appl Climatol. 2007;90:25-47. DOI: 10.1007/s00704-006-
0275-z.

Pielke Sr RA, Davey CA. et al. Unresolved issues with the assessment of multidecadal
global land surface temperature trends. J Geophys Res. 2007;112:24-08. DOI:
10.1029/2006JD008229.

Dhorde A, Dhorde A, Gadgil A. Long-term temperature trends at four largest cities of
India during the twentieth century. J Ind Geophys Union. 2009;13(2):85-97.

Koo GS, Boo KO, Kwon WT. Projection of temperature over Korea using an MM5
regional climate simulation. J Climate Res. 2009;40:241-248. DOI: 10.3354/cr00825.

Da Silva Vde P, De Azevedo PV, Brito RS, Campos JH. Evaluating the urban climate
of a typically tropical city of northeastern Brazil. J Environ Monit Assess. 2010;161(1—
4):45-59.

Al Buhairi MH. Analysis of monthly, seasonal and annual air temperature variability
and trends in Taiz City-Republic of Yemen. J Environ Prot. 2010;1(4):401-409. DOI:
10.4236/jep.2010.14046.

Zhang XC, Liu WZ, Li Z, Chen J. Trend and uncertainty analysis of simulated climate
change impacts with multiple GCMs and emission scenarios. J Agr Forest Meteorol.
2011;151(10):1297-1304. DOI: 10.1016/j.agrformet.2011.05.010.

Memarian Khalilabad H, Feiznia S, Zakikhani K. Estimating river suspended sediment
yield using MLP neural network in arid and semi-arid basins case study: Bar River.
Neyshaboor, Iran. DESERT. 2009;14:43-52.

Moriasi DN, Arnold JG, Van Liew MW, Bingner RL, Harmel RD, Veith TL. Model
evaluation guidelines for systematic quantification of accuracy in watershed
simulations. Transactions of the ASABE. 2007;50(3):885-900.

Hirsch RM, Slack JR. A nonparametric trend test for seasonal data with serial
dependence. Water Resoures Research.1984;20(6):727-732.

Yue S, Pilon P, Cavadias G. Power of the Mann-Kendall and Spearman’s rho tests for
detecting monotonic trends in hydrological series. Journal of Hydrology.
2002;259:254-271.

Tabari, Hossein, Hosseinzadeh Talaee P. Analysis of trends in temperature data in
arid and semi-arid regions of Iran. Global and Planetary Change. 2011;79(1):1-10.

Modarres, Reza, Vicente de Paulo Rodrigues da Silva. Rainfall trends in arid and
semi-arid regions of Iran. Journal of Arid Environments. 2007;70(2):344-355.

2053



Semiromi et al.; JSRR, Article no. JSRR.2014.15.006

36. Gong, Dao-Yi, Pei-dJun Shi, Jing-Ai Wang. Daily precipitation changes in the semi-arid
region over northern China. Journal of Arid Environments. 2004;59(4):771-784.

37. Pachauri, Rajendra K, Andy Reisinger. Climate change: Synthesis report. Contribution
of working groups I, Il and 11l to the fourth assessment report of the intergovernmental
panel on climate change. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; 2007.

© 2014 Semiromi et al.; This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

Peer-review history:
The peer review history for this paper can be accessed here:
http://www.sciencedomain.org/review-history.php?iid=578&id=22&aid=5100

2054



