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Fig. 1. Schematic configuration of the system of resources and uses of the scope of the project
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Table 1. Amounts of agricultural water needs of Ramhormoz lands monthly and annually - million cubic
meters (the months are based on the Persian calendar)

Meh | Aba | Aza Day Bah Esf Far Ord Kho Tir Mor Sha | Annual

1545 | 843 | 1265 | 210 | 6.72 | 29.57 | 43.53 | 46.59 | 42.74 | 35.89 | 27.48 | 23.01 | 294.16

el 00 43‘)‘7 JBA.? O 0> @)24' dw Slasiice

0, Slasein .Y JBA?
Table 2. Specifications of Jareh Dam

Useful Volume Reservoir Total Dead Storage Level Normal Water Level
Volume
Million Cubic Meter meters above mean sea level
30.73 236.06 453.3 502
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Fig. 2. The annual inflows to Jareh Dam (the horizontal axis is the water year in solar Hijri calendar and the

Inflow/Demand (MCM)

vertical axis is the annual inflow in million cubic meters)
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Fig. 3. Inflow and average monthly agricultural demand of Jarreh dam (the horizontal axis is the months of
the water year according to the Hijri solar calendar, and the vertical axis is the monthly inflow and demand in

million cubic meters)
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Fig. 4. Discrete rationing reservoir operating rule curve (the vertical axis is the sum of the storage volume and
the monthly inflow, which is known as reservoir storage)
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Table 3. Performance Comparison of SOP and Hedging Policy Under Current Conditions

Objective Function (MSI) Operation Policy Time Period (Water year)
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Table 4. Classification of drought state (Nalbantis and Tsakiris, 2009)

Description Criterion
Non-drought SDI > 0
Mild drought —1<SDI<0
Moderate drought —15<SDI < -1
Severe drought —2<SDI< —15

Extreme drought SDI < -2
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Abstract

Droughts caused by precipitation deficits and increasing water consumption are intensifying
worldwide, with negative economic and environmental consequences. The negative impacts can
be mitigated by using optimized reservoir operation patterns and implementing rationing rules
during droughts. These approaches involve meeting only a portion of total demand, allowing for
water storage and accepting a small current deficit to mitigate severe future shortages. This
research presents a case study to determine the operational command curves for Jareh Dam and
to investigate the impact of reservoir operation under two management policies, Standard
Operating Procedure (SOP) and rationing, on downstream drought indices, an aspect not
previously studied. To achieve this, an optimization model coupled with a genetic algorithm was
linked to a simulation model to determine the optimal values of command curves and rationing
coefficients based on historical inflow data to the reservoir. The performance of the model was
evaluated in the Allah River water resources system. In addition, the drought severity index
(SDI), SOP performance, and rationing model performance during the base period were evaluated
by calculating the objective function value or modified shortage index (MSI) and the resilience,
vulnerability, and reversibility indices. The results showed that under the rationing model during
the study period, the MSI value improved by 41% compared to the SOP method. In addition, the
implementation of the rationing policy significantly improved the vulnerability of the system
compared to the SOP method, reducing it from 64% to 26%.

Keywords: Drought, Hedging, Optimization, Reservoir Operation, Rule Curve, Simulation.

Introduction
The use of reservoir optimization methods has been prominent in past studies, and several
optimization models have been developed in this area. Increasing droughts caused by lack of rainfall
and increased water consumption all over the world have left negative economic, environmental and
social impacts. As reservoirs play an important role in the management of the water distribution
system, these adverse effects can be reduced as much as possible by applying optimal operating
policies. During periods of drought, managers and operators are more likely to be faced with a series
of minor shortages rather than a severe shortage. In practice, the application of discrete rationing
spreads the water shortage over a longer time horizon and improves the efficiency of reservoir use.
In discrete rationing, the volume of the reservoir is divided into several zones, with each region having
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a rationing policy with the same rationing coefficients. In the present research, the combination of a
genetic algorithm with a simulation model was used to simultaneously search for thresholds (rule
curves) and rationing coefficients in the reservoir system of the Jarreh Dam. The simulation model
included reservoir mass balance equations and evaporation calculations from the lake surface based
on surface-volume relationships and monthly evaporation intensity.

Materials and Methods

A case study was carried out on the Jareh Dam, located in the southwest of Iran in the province of
Khuzestan. The area of agricultural land in Ramhormoz, which is downstream of Jareh Dam, is
21,400 hectares. The monthly inflow to the reservoir is related to a 34-year period from the water
year 1354-55 to the water year 1387-88. During periods of drought, even if demand can be met from
current storage and reservoir inflow, consideration is given to reducing demand. Such a reduction
will prevent larger deficits in the following periods. In order to start the rationing of releases from the
reservoir, a threshold volume is introduced, which is defined for all required months. When the sum
of the reservoir storage at the beginning of each month and the inflow to the reservoir in that month
is less than this threshold volume, the rationing policy starts. The objective function of this model is
to minimize the severity of water shortages during operation. In the present research, the natural flow
regime at the Jarrah Dam site was studied and its stream flow drought index (SDI) was investigated
in different time periods (3, 6 and 12 months) from 1354-55 to 1378-88. The effects of operating the
reservoir under two different policies (SOP and hedging) on the drought situation downstream of
Jarreh Dam were also studied. The purpose of integrating the simulation and optimization model was
to determine the rationing rule curves and the coefficients related to the rationing of demand. For this
purpose, a genetic algorithm is linked to a simulation model. In this research, four key performance
indicators, namely time-based reliability, volume-based reliability, vulnerability and resilience, are
used to evaluate reservoir operation policies.

Results and Discussion
The number of decision variables in this problem was 26. The parameters of the genetic algorithm
were as follows: population size = 156; crossover fraction = 0.5; mutation rate = 0.015. The value of
a in the BLX- o method is considered equal to 0.5. The rationing coefficients a1 and a, were equal to
0.82 and 0.5 respectively. The value of the optimized objective function (MSI) in the hedging model
was compared with the corresponding values in the SOP (Table 3). With the implementation of the
rationing policy, the objective function decreased by more than 40%, indicating the effectiveness of
the method used in controlling and alleviating severe shortages throughout the statistical period. The
drought index (SDI3, SDI6 and SDI12) at the dam site and downstream of the dam for two SOPs and
the rationing policy were calculated and compared (Fig. 8 to 10 and Table 4). It was found that with
the application of the rationing policy compared to the SOP and also compared to the natural flow
upstream of the dam, the number of mild droughts increased and the number of moderate and severe
droughts decreased. With the implementation of the rationing policy, the value of the objective
function (MSI) has decreased by about 41% compared to the SOP method (Fig. 11). The volume
reliability is similar in both methods, but the time reliability in the rationing method is 37% lower
than in the SOP method. The rationing policy has improved the vulnerability of the system compared
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to the SOP method, reducing it from 64% to 26%. The rationing policy has reduced the resilience of
the system compared to the SOP method, increasing it from 23% to 14%.
Conclusions

In order to mitigate the adverse effects of drought and climate change, it is necessary to conduct
further research and implementation of optimal water resource management strategies is needed. One
such strategy is the use of rationing schemes. As no such studies have been conducted at the Jarreh
Dam in Khuzestan province, this research presents a case study to determine the operating rule curves
of the dam. In this study, the effect of operating the dam reservoir with two methods (standard
operating policy (SOP) and hedging) on downstream drought indicators was investigated. For this
purpose, by linkingan optimizer model (using genetic algorithm method) to a simulation model, the
optimal values of the rule curves and rationing coefficients were determined and the efficiency of this
model was evaluated in the water resources system of Jarah Dam. Also, the streamflow drought index
(SDI), the performance of the SOP and the rationing model in the desired period (water year 1354-
55 to 1387-88) were examined by calculating the value of the objective function or the Modified
Shortage Index (MSI). In addition, indicators of time-based reliability, volume-based reliability,
resilience and vulnerability were examined. The results showed that by using the rationing model, the
MSI function has improved by 41% compared to the SOP method in the desired period. Also, with
the implementation of the rationing policy, the vulnerability of the system compared to the SOP
method has greatly improved from 64% to 26% compared to the SOP method.



