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Executive Summary
This chapter assesses observed and projected climate-induced changes
in the water cycle, their current impacts and future risks on human and
natural systems and the benefits and effectiveness of water-related
adaptation efforts now and in the future.
Currently, roughly half of worlds ~8 billion people are estimated to
experience severe water scarcity for at least some part of the year
due to climatic and non-climatic factors (medium confidence1). Since
the 1970s, 44% of all disaster events have been flood-related. Not
surprisingly, a large share of adaptation interventions (~60%) are
forged in response to water-related hazards (high confidence). {4.1,
Box 4.1, 4.2.1.1, 4.2.1.2, 4.2.2, 4.2.4, 4.2.5, 4.2.6, 4.3.8, 4.6, 4.7}
Intensification of the hydrological cycle due to human-induced
climate change is affecting physical aspects of water security
(high confidence), thereby exacerbating existing water-related
vulnerabilities caused by other socioeconomic factors. {4.2,
4.2.1.1, 4.2.1.2, 4.2.1.3, 4.2.2, 4.2.4, 4.2.5, 4.2.6, 4.3}
Nearly half a billion people live in unfamiliarly wet areas, where
the long-term average precipitation is as high as previously seen
in only about one in six years (medium confidence). Approximately
163 million people live in unfamiliarly dry areas now (medium
confidence). {4.2.1.1}
The intensity of heavy precipitation has increased in many regions since
the 1950s (high confidence). Substantially more people (~709 million)
live in regions where annual maximum one-day precipitation has
increased than regions where it has decreased (~86 million) (medium
confidence). At the same time, more people (~700 million) are also
experiencing longer dry spells than shorter dry spells since the 1950s
(medium confidence). {4.2.1.1}
During the last two decades, the global glacier mass loss rate exceeded
0.5 meters water equivalent per year (high confidence), impacting
humans and ecosystems, including cultural uses of water among
vulnerable high mountain and polar communities (high confidence).
{4.2.2, 4.3.8}
There is a clear trend of increases in streamflow in the northern
higher latitudes (high confidence), with climatic factors being more
important than direct human influence in a larger share of major
global basins (medium confidence). At the same time, groundwater
in aquifers across the tropics has experienced enhanced episodic
recharge from intense precipitation and flooding events (medium
confidence), with implications for sectoral water use. {4.2.3, 4.2.6,
4.3.1, 4.3.4}
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Extreme weather events causing highly impactful floods and
droughts have become more likely and (or) more severe due to
anthropogenic climate change (high confidence). {4.2.4, 4.2.5,
Cross-Chapter Box DISASTER in Chapter 4}
Anthropogenic climate change has contributed to the increased
likelihood and severity of the impact of droughts (especially agricultural
and hydrological droughts) in many regions (high confidence). Between
1970 and 2019, 7% of all disaster events worldwide were droughtrelated. Yet, they contributed to 34% of disaster-related deaths, mostly
in Africa. {4.2.5, 4.3.1, 4.3.2, Cross-Chapter Box DISASTER in Chapter 4}
Several recent heavy rainfall events, such as in western Europe, China,
Japan, the USA, Peru, Brazil and Australia that led to substantial
flooding, were made more likely by anthropogenic climate change
(high confidence). There is high confidence that the warming in the last
40–60 years has led to ~10 d earlier spring floods per decade. Between
1970 and 2019, 31% of all economic losses were flood-related. {4.2.4,
Cross-Chapter Box DISASTER in Chapter 4}
There is increasing evidence of observed changes in
the hydrological cycle on people and ecosystems. A
significant share of those impacts are negative and felt
disproportionately by already vulnerable communities (high
confidence). {4.3.1, 4.3.2, 4.3.3, 4.3.4, 4.3.5, 4.3.6, 4.3.8}
Agriculture and energy production have been impacted by changes
in the hydrological cycle (high confidence). Between 1983 and
2009, approximately three-quarters of the global harvested areas
(~454 million hectares) experienced yield losses induced by
meteorological drought, with the cumulative production losses
corresponding to USD 166 billion. There is medium confidence that
current global thermoelectric and hydropower production has been
negatively affected due to droughts with ~4–5% reduction in plant
utilisation rates during drought years compared to long-term average
values since the 1980s. {4.3.1, 4.3.2}
Climate change and changes in land use and water pollution are
key drivers of loss and degradation of freshwater ecosystems (high
confidence), with impacts observed on culturally significant terrestrial
and freshwater species and ecosystems in the Arctic and high-mountain
areas (high confidence). In addition, precipitation and extreme weather
events are linked to increased incidence and outbreaks of water-related
diseases (high confidence). {4.3.3, 4.3.4, 4.3.5, 4.3.8}
Changes in water-related hazards disproportionately impact vulnerable
populations such as the poor, women, children, Indigenous Peoples
and the elderly in all locations, especially in the Global South, due
to systemic inequities stemming from historical, socioeconomic and
political marginalisation (medium confidence). {4.3.1, 4.3.3, 4.3.4,
4.3.8}

In this Report, the following summary terms are used to describe the available evidence: limited, medium, or robust; and for the degree of agreement: low, medium, or high. A level of confidence is
expressed using five qualifiers: very low, low, medium, high, and very high, and typeset in italics, e.g., medium confidence. For a given evidence and agreement statement, different confidence levels
can be assigned, but increasing levels of evidence and degrees of agreement are correlated with increasing confidence.
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Water-related risks are projected to increase with every degree
of global warming (high confidence), and more vulnerable and
exposed regions and peoples are projected to face greater
risks (medium confidence). {Box 4.1, 4.4.1, 4.4.1.1, 4.4.4, 4.5.4,
4.5.5, 4.5.6, Box 4.2}
Climate change impacts via water availability changes are projected to
increase with every degree of global warming (high confidence), but
there are high regional uncertainties. Between 3 and 4 billion people
are projected to be exposed to physical water scarcity at 2°C and 4°C
global warming levels (GWL), respectively (low confidence). {Box.4.1;
4.4.1, 4.4.3, 4.4.5, 4.6.1}
By 2100, one third of the 56 large-scale glacierised catchments are
projected to experience a mean annual runoff decline by over 10%,
with the most significant reductions in central Asia and the Andes (low
confidence). Expected impacts may be felt by roughly 1.5 billion people
who are projected to critically depend on runoff from the mountains by
the mid-21st century (RCP6.0 scenario). {4.4.2, 4.4.3, 4.5.8}
By 2050, environmentally critical streamflow is projected to be affected
in 42–79% of the world’s watersheds, causing negative impacts on
freshwater ecosystems (medium confidence). Modified streamflow is
also projected to affect inflows to urban storage reservoirs and increase
the vulnerability of urban water services to hydro-meteorological
extremes, particularly in less developed countries (high confidence).
{4.4.6, 4.5.4, 4.4.5}

4

Future water-related impacts of climate change on various sectors of
the economy are projected to lower global gross domestic product
(GDP) (ranging from 0.49% of GDP by mid-century (SSP3) to less than
0.1% (RCP8.5, SSP5), with higher projected losses expected in lowand middle-income countries (medium confidence). {4.7.5}
Drought and flood risks and societal damages are projected
to increase with every degree of global warming (medium
confidence). {4.4.4, 4.4.5, 4.4.7, 4.5.1, 4.5.2}
Drought risks are projected to increase over the 21st century in many
regions (very high confidence), increasing economy-wide risks (high
confidence). With RCP6.0 and SSP2, the global population exposed
to extreme-to-exceptional total water storage drought is projected to
increase from 3% to 8% over the 21st century (medium confidence).
{4.4.5}
The projected increase in precipitation intensity (high confidence) will
increase rain-generated local flooding (medium confidence). Direct
flood damages are projected to increase by four to five times at 4°C
compared to 1.5°C (medium confidence). {Box 4.1, 4.4.1, 4.4.1.1,
4.4.4, 4.5.4, 4.5.5}
At 4°C global warming, by the end of the century, approximately 10%
of the global land area is projected to face simultaneously increasing
high extreme streamflow and decreasing low extreme streamflow,
affecting roughly over 2.1 billion people (medium confidence). {4.4.3}
The increase in extreme events is projected to compromise the efficacy
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of WaSH services and slow progress towards reductions in WaSHrelated disease burdens (medium confidence). {4.5.3}
Limiting global warming to 1.5°C would reduce water-related
risks across regions and sectors (high confidence). {4.4.2, 4.4.5,
4.5.2, 4.5.3, 4.5.4, 4.5.6, 4.5.7, 4.6.1, 4.7.2}
Projected increases in hydrological extremes pose increasing risks, with
a potential doubling of flood risk between 1.5°C and 3°C of warming
and an estimated 120–400% increase in population at risk of river
flooding at 2°C and 4°C, respectively. Projected losses include a 1.2- to
1.8-fold increase in GDP loss due to flooding between 1.5°C and 2°C
warming (medium confidence). {4.4.3, 4.4.4, 4.4.5, 4.5.6, 4.6.1, 4.7.2}
Over large areas of northern South America, the Mediterranean,
western China and high latitudes in North America and Eurasia, extreme
agricultural droughts are projected to be at least twice as likely at
1.5°C global warming, 150 to 200% more likely at 2°C warming, and
over 200% at 4°C (medium confidence). Due to the combined effects
of water and temperature changes, risks to agricultural yields could
be three times higher at 3°C compared to 2°C (medium confidence).
{4.5.1, 4.6.1}
In Mediterranean parts of Europe, hydropower potential reductions of
up to 40% are projected under 3°C warming, while declines below
10% and 5% are projected under 2°C and 1.5°C warming levels,
respectively.
Climate-induced hydrological changes are projected to increase
migration in the last half of the century, with an almost seven-fold
increase in asylum seekers to the European Union (EU) for RP4.5
compared to RCP2.6. The number of internally displaced people in subSaharan Africa, South Asia and Latin America increased almost five
times for RCP8.5 compared to RCP2.6 (low confidence). {4.5.7}
Observed water adaptation responses have multiple benefits
(high confidence), yet evidence of effectiveness of adaptation
in reducing climate risks is not clear due to methodological
challenges (medium confidence). {4.6, 4.7.1, 4.7.3}
A large share of adaptation interventions (~60%) are shaped in
response to water-related hazards (high confidence) and involve
water interventions (irrigation, rainwater harvesting, soil moisture
conservation). Adaptation responses in developing countries tend to
be autonomous, incremental and focused on managing water-related
risks in agriculture. In contrast, responses are more policy-oriented and
urban-focused in developed countries (high confidence). {4.6.2, box
4.3, 4.6.5, 4.7.1, 4.7.2}
Irrigation helps stabilise and increase crop yields and is often a
preferred strategy for farmers and policymakers for risk reduction, but
irrigation is also associated with a range of adverse outcomes, including
groundwater over-extraction (medium confidence). In addition, largescale irrigation also affects local to regional climates, both in terms of
temperature and precipitation change (high confidence). {4.2.6, 4.6.2,
Box. 4.2}.
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Water adaptation measures tend to have positive economic outcomes
in developing countries and positive environmental outcomes in
developed countries (high confidence). Roughly one third and
one fourth of case studies on water adaptation also documents
maladaptation and co-benefits, respectively (high confidence). A
significant knowledge gap remains in knowing if observed adaptation
benefits also translate to climate risk reduction, if so, by how much
and under what conditions (medium confidence). {4.7.1, 4.7.2, 4.7.4}
Future projected adaptations are effective in reducing risks
to a varying extent (medium confidence), but effectiveness
falls sharply beyond 2°C, emphasizing the need for limiting
warming to 1.5°C (high confidence). {4.6, 4.7.2, 4.7.3}
Adaptations that are beneficial now (e.g., crop- and water-related
ones) are also projected to effectively reduce specific future risks to
a moderate to a large extent (medium confidence). However, residual
impacts remain for some options and regions at all levels of warming,
and the overall effectiveness decreases at higher warming levels (high
confidence), further emphasizing the need for limiting warming to
1.5°C. {Box 4.2, 4.7.1, 4.7.2, 4.7.3, 4.7.4}

Chapter 4

A common set of enabling principles underpinned by strong
political support can help meet the triple goals of water
security, sustainable and climate resilient development (high
confidence). {4.8, 4.8.3, 4.8.4., 4.8.5, 4.8.6, 4.8.7}
Many countries and social groups most threatened by climate
change have contributed the least to the problem and do not have
the adequate resources to adapt (high confidence). Water adaptation
policies enabled through ethical co-production between holders of
Indigenous knowledge, local knowledge and technical knowledge
(medium confidence), through cooperation and coordinated actions
among multiple actors, including women and all marginalised groups,
at various levels of governance (medium confidence) is needed for
effective transitions towards climate resilient development. {4.8, 4.8.3,
4.8.4, 4.8.5, 4.8.6}

At warming levels beyond 1.5°C, the potential to reach biophysical
limits to adaptation due to limited water resources are reported for
small islands (medium confidence) and regions dependent on glaciers
and snowmelt (medium confidence). {4.7.4}
Water security is critical for meeting Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs) and systems transitions needed for climate
resilient development, yet many mitigation measures have
a high water footprint which can compromise SDGs and
adaptation outcomes (high confidence). {4.1, Box 4.4, 4.6,
4.6.2, 4.6.3, 4.7, 4.7.1, 4.7.4, 4.7.5.7}

4

Water features prominently in nationally determined contributions
(NDCs) and national adaptation plans (NAPs) of most countries. SDGs
cannot be met without adequate and safe water (high confidence),
and water is fundamental to all systems transition (high confidence).
{4.1, 4.7, 4.7.1, 4.8, 4.8.7}
Water garners a significant share of public and private adaptation funds
(high confidence). However, barriers remain for low-income countries
to access funds (medium confidence), and there is insufficient evidence
on benefits for marginalised groups (medium confidence). {4.8.2}
Many mitigation measures, such as carbon capture and storage, bioenergy and afforestation and reforestation, can have a high-water
footprint (high confidence). The water intensity of mitigation must
be managed in socially and politically acceptable ways to increase
synergies with SDGs, improve water security and reduce trade-offs
with adaptation (medium confidence). {4.7.6}
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4.1

Water

Centrality of Water Security in
Climate Change and Climate Resilient
Development

Water security is defined as ‘the capacity of a population to safeguard
sustainable access to adequate quantities of acceptable quality water
for sustaining livelihoods, human well-being, and socio-economic
development, for ensuring protection against water-borne pollution
and water-related disasters, and for preserving ecosystems in a climate
of peace and political stability’ (Grey and Sadoff, 2007). Risks emanating
from various aspects of water insecurity have emerged as a significant
global challenge. The Global Risks Report by the World Economic Forum
lists water crisis as one of the top five risks in all its reports since 2015
(WEF, 2015; WEF, 2016; WEF, 2017; WEF, 2018; WEF, 2019; WEF, 2020).
Water also features prominently in the SDGs (Section 4.8) and plays a
central role in various systems transitions needed for climate resilient
development. Most SDGs cannot be met without access to adequate
and safe water (Ait-Kadi, 2016; Mugagga, 2016). In addition, without
adequate adaptation, future water-related impacts of climate change
on various sectors of the economy are projected to lower the global
GDP by mid-century, with higher projected losses expected in low- and
middle-income countries (World Bank, 2017; GCA, 2019).
There are at least four reasons for the centrality of water security in
adapting to, and mitigating climate change.

4

First, approximately half the world’s population (~4 billion out of
~8 billion people) are assessed as being currently subject to severe water
scarcity for at least some part fo the year (medium confidence) due to
climatic and non-climate factors (Box 4.1). Water insecurity arises from
many factors, both environmental and societal. Environmental factors
include too little freshwater due to drought or pollution, and too much
water, due to extreme precipitation and flooding, and are being affected
by climate change. Societal factors include economic and governancerelated barriers to water access or protection from water-related damages.
Currently, many people are experiencing climate change on a day-to-day
basis through water-related impacts such as the increased frequency
and intensity of heavy precipitation (high confidence) (Section 4.2.1.1,
Seneviratne et al., 2021 ); accelerated melting of glaciers (high confidence)
(Section 4.2.2, Douville et al., 2021); changes in frequency, magnitude and
timing of floods (high confidence) (Section 4.2.4, Seneviratne et al., 2021
); more frequent and severe droughts in some places (high confidence)
(Section 4.2.5, Seneviratne et al., 2021); decline in groundwater storage
and reduction in recharge (medium confidence) (Section 4.2.6, Douville
et al., 2021) and water quality deterioration due to extreme events
(medium confidence) (Section 4.2.7). For example, since the 1970s,
44% of all disaster events have been flood-related (WMO, 2020). With
the added stressor of climate change, globally, a larger fraction of land
and population are projected to face increased water scarcity due to
climate change. For example, at an approximately 2°C GWL, between
0.9 and 3.9 billion people are projected to be at increased exposure to
water stress, depending on regional patterns of climate change and the
socioeconomic scenarios considered (Koutroulis et al., 2019).
Second, while climate change directly affects freshwater availability
across space and time, it also affects water requirements for different
uses, such as irrigation, potentially adding to existing societal
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challenges (Bijl et al., 2018). Vulnerability to water-related impacts
of climate change and extreme weather are already felt in all major
sectors and are projected to intensify in the future, for example, in
agriculture (high confidence) (Sections 4.3.1, 4.5.1); energy and
industry (high confidence for observed drought impacts and projected
impacts) (Sections 4.3.2, 4.5.2); water for health and sanitation
(high confidence about links to precipitation extremes and disease
outbreaks) (Sections 4.3.3, 4.5.3); water for urban, peri-urban and
municipal sectors (medium confidence) (Sections 4.3.4, 4.5.4) and
freshwater ecosystems (high confidence in climate change as a driver
in degradation of freshwater ecosystems) (Sections 4.3.5, 4.5.5).
Agriculture and irrigation account for the most significant proportion
of consumptive water use and account for 60–70% of total water
withdrawals (Hanasaki et al., 2018; Burke et al., 2020; Müller Schmied
et al., 2021). Globally, 10% of the most water-stressed basins account
for 35% of global irrigated calorie production (Qin et al., 2019), and
food production is at risk in those basins and worldwide due to
changes in hydrological components of climate change. Lack of access
to clean water and sanitation has been one of the leading causes of
water-borne diseases. In 2017, approximately 2.2 billion people lacked
access to safe drinking water, and roughly 4.2 billion people could not
access safe sanitation (WHO and UNICEF, 2019). Inequities in access to
safe water are being amplified during the current COVID-19 pandemic
(Box 4. 5 and Cross-Chapter Box COVID in Chapter 7). The same 10%
of most water-stressed basins also account for 19% of global thermal
electricity generation (Qin et al., 2019), and globally, both production
of hydropower and thermal power has been negatively affected by
droughts and other extreme events. Globally, between 16% and 39%
of cities experienced surface-water deficits between 1971 and 2000.
If environmental flow requirements (EFRs) are accounted for, these
numbers increase to 36% and 63%, respectively. Even under a scenario
where urban water gets the highest priority, more than 440.5 million
people in cities globally are projected to face a water deficit by 2050
(Flörke et al., 2018). The situation is particularly precarious in the
Global South, where most of the population lacks access to piped
water (WRI, 2019).
Third, a large majority (~60%) of all adaptation responses documented
since 2014 are about adapting to water-related hazards like droughts,
floods and rainfall variability (Berrang-Ford et al., 2021b) (high
confidence). Water-related adaptation action features prominently in
NDC pledges by a large majority of countries in both Global North
and Global South (GWP, 2018). These adaptation responses and their
current benefits and effectiveness in reducing water-related risks in
the future are systematically assessed in this chapter (Sections 4.6,
4.7.1, 4.7.2 and 4.7.3). These adaptation measures aim to reduce
impacts of water-related hazards through responses such as irrigation,
water and soil moisture conservation, rainwater harvesting, changes
in crops and cultivars, improved agronomic practices, among others
(Sections 4.6.2; 4.7.1). Only ~20% of all documented case studies on
observed water-related adaptations measure outcomes (positive or
negative), but the link between positive outcomes and climate risk
reduction is unclear and remains challenging to assess (Section 4.7.1)
(medium confidence). On the other hand, most of the future projected
water-related adaptations are more effective at lower GWLs (1.5°C)
than at higher GWLs, showing the importance of mitigation for future
adaptations to remain effective (high confidence).
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Structure of Chapter 04
Section 4.1

Centrality of water security



Points of departure
Climatic and non-climatic drivers

Observed Impacts and Projected Risks of
Climate Change to Water
4.2 Observed
4.4 Projected

4.3 Observed
4.5 Projected

Changes in Hydrological Cycle

Sectoral Impacts

P, ET and Soil Moisture
Cryosphere
 Runoff and Streamflow
 Floods
 Droughts
 Groundwater
 Water Quality
 Soil Erosion and Sediment Load

Agriculture
Energy and Industry
 WaSH
 Urban and Peri-urban
 Freshwater Ecosystems
 Conflicts
 Mobility and Migration
 Indigenous, Local and
 Traditional Cultural Uses









Section 4.6

Key Risks and Adaptation
Key Risks
Agriculture
 Energy and Industry
 WaSH
 Urban and Peri-urban
 Freshwater Ecosystems
 Conflicts
 Mobility and Migration
 Indigenous, Local and Traditional Water Uses



Benefits and Effectiveness of Water-Related
Adaptations, Their Limits and Tradeoffs
Current adaptation responses, Benefits, Co-benefits, and Maladaptation
Projections of future effectiveness and residual risks
 Comparison of Current and Future Adaptation
 Limits to Adaptation, Loss and Damage
 Costs of Adaptation losses and losses due to non-adaptation
 Tradeoffs and Synergies between Water-related Adaptation and Mitigation



Section 4.8

Enabling Conditions for Achieving Water Security,
Sustainable and Climate Resilient Development
through System Transformations
Appropriate Technologies
Adequate and Appropriate Financing
 Gender, Equity and Social Justice
 Inclusion of Indigenous Knowledge and Local Knowledge
 Participative, Cooperative and Bottom-up Engagement
 Polycentric Water Governance
 Strong Political Support


This chapter draws on previous IPCC reports and new methodologies
(Section 4.1.1 and SM4.1, SM4.2) and assesses the impacts of climate
change on natural and human dimensions of the water cycle with
a particular focus on water-related vulnerabilities and adaptation
responses (Figure 4.1). Section 4.2 assesses observed changes in the
hydrological cycle, and Section 4.3 focuses on their societal impacts
and detects which parts of these changes are directly attributable to
climate change. Section 4.4 assesses projected risks of changes in the
hydrological cycle on various components of the hydrological cycle, and
Section 4.5 assesses the same for sectoral risks. Projections and risks
assessments for future impacts are framed in terms of GWLs and time
horizons, as these are useful for informing mitigation policy under the
Paris Agreement and informing adaptation planning. Sections 4.6 and
4.7 assesses current and future water-related adaptation responses in
reducing climate and associated impacts and risks and looks at limits
to adaptations, especially in a future warmer world. Finally, Section 4.8
outlines the enabling principles for meeting water security, SDGs and
climate resilient development.

4.1.1

Section 4.7



Finally, while limiting global warming to 1.5°C would minimise the
increase in risks in the various water use sectors and keep adaptation
effective, many mitigation measures can potentially impact future
water security. For example, bioenergy with carbon capture and storage
(BECCS) and afforestation and reforestation can have a considerable
water footprint if done at inappropriate locations (Section 4.7.6, see
also Canadell et al., 2021). Therefore, minimising the risks to water
security from climate change will require a full-systems view that
considers the direct impacts of mitigation measures on water resources
and their indirect effect via limiting climate change (high confidence).

Points of Departure and Advancements since AR5

The Fifth Assessment Report (AR5, Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014)
concluded that for each degree of global warming, approximately 7%
of the global population, under a scenario of moderate population
growth, was projected to be exposed to a decrease of renewable water
resources of at least 20%. In addition, AR5 reported negative impacts on
streamflow volumes, its seasonality (specifically in cryospheric zones),
a decline in raw water quality (medium evidence, high agreement) and
projected reduction in renewable surface water and groundwater in
most dry tropical regions. AR5 projected an increase in meteorological,
agricultural and hydrological droughts in dry regions (medium
confidence) (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014).
The Special Report on Global Warming of 1.5°C (SR1.5) assessed that
limiting global warming to 1.5°C is expected to substantially reduce
the probability of extreme droughts, precipitation deficits and risks
associated with water availability in some regions (medium confidence).
On the other hand, higher risks to natural and human systems in a 2.0°C
world would mean increased vulnerability for the poor, showing that
socioeconomic drivers are expected to have a more significant influence
on water-related risks and vulnerabilities than changes in climate alone
(medium confidence) (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018).

Figure 4.1 | Chapter structure.
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Box 4.1 | Implications of Climate Change for Water Scarcity and Water Insecurity
Water scarcity and water insecurity are related concepts but not identical, and each has a range of interpretations leading to some overlap.
Water scarcity can be broadly described as a mismatch between the demand for fresh water and its availability, quantified in physical terms.
Water security/insecurity is a broader concept with definitions beyond physical water scarcity, encompassing access to water services, safety
from poor water quality and flooding, and appropriate water governance that ensures access to safe water (Sadoff et al., 2020). Metrics
of water security include both physical and socioeconomic components and are a tool for comparison between different locations and
countries regarding relative levels of water security in the context of water-related risks. Some definitions of water scarcity also incorporate
these broader issues. For example, ‘economic water scarcity’ has been defined as a situation where ‘human, institutional, and financial
capital limit access to water, even though water in nature is available locally to meet human demands’ (Comprehensive Assessment of Water
Management in Agriculture, 2007). Economic water scarcity can also occur where infrastructure exists, but water distribution is inequitable
(Jaeger et al., 2017). Much of the literature exploring the impacts of climate change on water security, however, focuses on quantifying
physical water scarcity. Discussions in this box consider physical water scarcity as a quantifiable measure of water availability compared to
its demand and consider the societal elements of economic water scarcity to be part of the more comprehensive concept of water insecurity.

Physical water scarcity
Definitions of water scarcity have evolved to take account of a broader set of factors. For example, physical water scarcity indicates that
an insufficient quantity of water is available to meet requirements. A commonly used measure of physical water scarcity is the Falkenmark
index which measures the amount of renewable freshwater available per capita (Falkenmark et al., 1989; White et al., 2014). However,
the Falkenmark index is now regarded as an incomplete measure, as it does not account for water needed for non-human needs (as
quantified with EFRs). Therefore, EFRs have begun to be incorporated in recent water scarcity assessments (Liu et al., 2016; Liu et al.,
2017b). Quality-induced water scarcity is an additional factor beginning to be considered (Liu and Zhao, 2020) .
Using a Water Scarcity Index (WSI) defined as the ratio of demand and availability, accounting for EFRs, it is estimated that 4 billion
people live under conditions of severe water scarcity for at least one month per year (Figure Box 4.1.1a; Mekonnen and Hoekstra, 2016).
Nearly half of these people live in India and China. Although regions with high water scarcity are already naturally dry (virtually certain2),
human influence on climate is leading to reduced water availability in many regions. It is very likely that global patterns of soil moisture
change are being driven by human influence on climate, and an overall global decline in soil moisture is attributable to greenhouse
forcing [4.2.1.3]. Climate change patterns of streamflow change include declines in western North America, northeast South America, the
Mediterranean and South Asia (medium confidence) [4.2.3]. However, quantification of the contribution of anthropogenic climate change
to current levels of water scarcity is not yet available.

4

Water demand is projected to change as a direct result of socioeconomic changes. For example, the global water demand for domestic,
industrial and agricultural uses, at present about 4600 km³ yr–1, is projected to increase by 20–30% by 2050 (Greve et al., 2018),
depending on the socioeconomic scenario. Changes in water availability and demand have been projected in several studies using climate
models and socioeconomic scenarios (e.g., Arnell and Lloyd-Hughes, 2014; Gosling and Arnell, 2016; Greve et al., 2018; Koutroulis et al.,
2019). In such studies, the projected changes in water availability arise from differences in precipitation and evapotranspiration (ET).
However, both precipitation and evapotranspiration are also subject to very high uncertainty in key processes such as regional climate
change patterns (Uhe et al., 2021) and the influence of vegetation responses to elevated CO2 on transpiration (Betts et al., 2015).
Human factors are projected to be the dominant driver of future water scarcity on a global scale (Graham et al., 2020a). However, at
regional scales, high uncertainty in climate changes means that reduced water availability is more likely than not in many major river
basins and remains a risk in most basins even where the central estimate is for increased water availability due to climate change
(Figure 4.16). Such substantial uncertainties in projected water scarcity are crucial factors causing water management policies and
planning challenges in the future. Therefore, locations projected to see significant increases in water scarcity with large uncertainty can
be considered to be subject to the highest challenges for water management policy (Figure Box 4.1.1b; Greve et al., 2018).

2

In this Report, the following terms have been used to indicate the assessed likelihood of an outcome or a result: Virtually certain 99–100% probability, Very likely 90–100%, Likely 66–100%, About as
likely as not 33–66%, Unlikely 0–33%, Very unlikely 0–10%, and Exceptionally unlikely 0–1%. Additional terms (Extremely likely: 95–100%, More likely than not >50–100%, and Extremely unlikely
0–5%) may also be used when appropriate. Assessed likelihood is typeset in italics, e.g., very likely). This Report also uses the term ‘likely range’ to indicate that the assessed likelihood of an outcome
lies within the 17–83% probability range.
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Box 4.1 (continued)

Geographical distributions of current water scarcity and levels of challenge
for policies addressing future change
(a) Number of months per year with severe water scarcity

Number of months
in which water scarcity is >100%
12
10–11
8–9
6–7
4–5
2–3
1
0

No data

(b) Local levels of policy challenges for addressing water scarcity by 2050

4
Policy
challenges
Water >0.4 Medium High
scarcity
Index
in 2050
(median) <0.4 Low Medium
Stable

Increase

Uncertainty change
present day to 2050
Figure Box 4.1.1 | Geographical distributions of current water scarcity and levels of challenge for policies addressing future change.
(a) The number of months per year with severe water scarcity (ratio of water demand to availability > 1.0). Reproduced from Mekonnen and Hoekstra (2016).
(b) Local levels of policy challenges for addressing water scarcity by 2050, considering both the central estimate (median) and the change uncertainty in projections of a
Water Scarcity Index (WSI) from the present day to 2050 (Greve et al., 2018). Projections used five CMIP5 climate models, three global hydrological models from ISIMIP
and three Shared Socioeconomic Pathways (SSPs). Levels of policy challenges refer to the scale and nature of policies to address water scarcity and range from monitoring
and reviewing risks (‘low’) through transitional changes in water systems (‘medium’) to transformational changes (‘high’). Low policy challenges arise when the projected
water scarcity in 2050 is lower (<0.4), and the level of uncertainty remains relatively stable in future projections. Medium policy challenge arises when either the central
estimate of water scarcity remains low but uncertainty increases, or the uncertainty is stable but the central estimate of water scarcity for 2050 is higher (>0.4). High
policy challenges arise when the central estimate of water scarcity is higher and the uncertainty increases. White areas show grid points defined as non-water-scarce (75th
quantile of the WSI < 0.1 at all times) or very low average water demand. Reproduced from Greve et al. (2018).
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Box 4.1 (continued)

Water security and insecurity
Unlike physical water scarcity, water security or insecurity cannot be quantified in absolute terms. However, relative levels of water
security in different places can be compared using metrics representing critical aspects of security (Gain et al., 2016; Young et al., 2019),
ideally with thresholds for secure/insecure compared with local experience to assess validity (Young et al., 2019).
Gain et al. (2016) define a Global Water Security Index (GWSI) metric on a scale of 0 to 1 combining indicators of relative levels of availability
of freshwater, accessibility to water services, water management and water quality and safety (including flood risk, which can affect water
quality as well as being a direct physical hazard). Global application of this index indicates large worldwide differences in water security
arising from different combinations of reasons (Figure Box 4.1.2a). In North Africa, the Middle East, large parts of the Indian sub-continent
and north China, low water security arises predominantly from low water availability. However, many areas with relatively high water
availability have relatively low levels of water security due to other factors. In 2015, 29% of the world’s population did not have access to safe
drinking water (Ritchie and Roser, 2019). In large parts of South and Southeast Asia, significant contributions to water insecurity came from
increased flood risk and deteriorated water quality (Burgess et al., 2010; Ward et al., 2017; Farinosi et al., 2018). Water availability is relatively
high across most of Africa, but water security is relatively low due to low accessibility, management and safety/quality standards. Most
people in Africa do not have access to safe drinking water and improved sanitation (Marson and Savin, 2015; Naik, 2017; Armah et al., 2018).
In contrast, some areas with high physical water scarcity, such as some parts of the USA, Australia and southern Europe, show relatively
high water security levels due to good governance, safety/quality and accessibility. Nevertheless, marginalised groups such as Indigenous
Peoples experience reduced access to water even within regions in the Global North. For example, in both Canada and the USA, many
Indigenous Peoples living on reserves lack access to piped water (Collins et al., 2017; Hanrahan, 2017; Marshall et al., 2018) and (or) are
on boil water advisories (Patrick et al., 2019). In Australia, 25–40% of Aboriginal people live in remote rural areas with poor access to
clean water (Bowles, 2015; NCCARF, 2018).

Global Water Security Index

and its components for the present day, and factors affecting future change in water security
(a) Present-day

4

(b) Future

More
secure

Future water security

Less
secure

Action on water
accesssibility and
management as
climate change
adaptation

Aggregated global water security index

Water management

Accessibility to water servises

Water quality and safety

Water availability

Competition for water
from climate mitigation
methods,e.g.,bioenergy
with carbon capture
and storage (BECCS)
and afforestation

Risks to water
availability, quality and
safety increase with
higher levels of global
warming

Figure Box 4.1.2 | Global Water Security Index (GWSI) and its components for the present day, and factors affecting future change in water security.
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Box 4.1 (continued)
(a) Top: a global map of local values of GWSI constructed from the following components with their subjectively weighted contribution to the combined metric indicated
in brackets. Middle left: relative effectiveness of water management (15%), comprising a World Governance Index at country scale (itself representing six components:
voice and accountability, political stability and absence of violence/terrorism, government effectiveness, regulatory quality, rule of law and control of corruption) and
indicators of transboundary legal frameworks and political tensions at a river-basin scale. Middle right: relative accessibility to water services (20%), including drinking
water and sanitation. Bottom left: relative water quality and safety (20%), including a Water Quality Index and Flood Frequency Index. Bottom right: relative availability of
fresh water (45%), comprising a Water Scarcity Index, Drought Index and the groundwater depletion rate. Data for the components do not apply to the same set of dates
but are generally applicable to recent decades up to 2010. White areas indicate no data available for at least one component. For further details, see Gain et al. (2016).
(b) Factors through which climate change or action on mitigation or adaptation could influence water security.

The discrepancy between physical water scarcity and overall water insecurity is a function of socioeconomic vulnerabilities and governance
gaps. Therefore, improving societal aspects of water management will be key in adapting to climate change-driven increases in water
scarcity in the future (high confidence).
Future water security will depend on the magnitude, rate and regional details of future climate change and non-climatic factors, including
agricultural practices, water demand and governance. In many cases, climate change may not be the dominant factor affecting water
security. Nevertheless, climate change poses clear risks to water security in many regions through potential impacts on water availability,
quality and flooding. The range of possible outcomes is extremely large, and assessing the likelihood of particular outcomes depends on
consideration of uncertain regional climate changes and uncertain socioeconomic futures. Uncertainty in future water scarcity projections
makes climate change risks to water security and planning for adaptation challenging. Limiting climate change to lower levels of global
warming would reduce the risks to water security arising from climate change, partly because uncertainties in regional climate change
are smaller at lower levels of warming.
In summary, roughly half of the world’s population are assessed as currently subject to severe water scarcity for at least some part
of the year due to climatic and non-climatic factors, and this is projected to be exacerbated at higher levels of warming (medium
confidence). General water insecurity issues are seen worldwide, particularly in South Asia, North China, Africa and the Middle East, due
to high population densities often coupled with low water availability, accessibility, quality and governance (high confidence). Areas with
high water availability can also be water-insecure due to increased flood risk, deteriorated water quality, and poor governance (high
confidence). Future water security will depend on the evolution of all these socioeconomic and governance factors and future regional
climate change (high confidence). The main climate change contribution to water insecurity is the potential for reduced water availability,
with a secondary contribution from increased flooding risk (medium confidence). Future socioeconomic conditions are a crucial driver of
water insecurity, implying the need for further adaptation to some level of future climate change (medium confidence). However, policy
challenges are high in many regions, with uncertainty in the regional climate outcomes being a key factor (high confidence).

The Special Report on Oceans and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate
(SROCC) confirmed findings from AR5, with robust evidence of
declines in snow cover and negative mass balance in most glaciers
globally. Glacier melting seriously threatens water supply to mountain
communities and millions living downstream through water shortages,
jeopardising hydropower generation, irrigation and urban water uses
(Hock et al., 2019b). Additionally, Arctic hydrology will be affected by
permafrost changes, negatively impacting Arctic communities’ health
and cultural identity (Meredith et al., 2019).
The Special Report on Climate Change and Land (SRCCL) stated
that groundwater over-extraction for irrigation is causing depletion
of groundwater storage (high confidence). The report also noted
that precipitation changes, coupled with human drivers, will have
a role in causing desertification, and water-driven soil erosion is
projected to increase due to climate change (medium confidence).
The population vulnerable to impacts related to water is projected
to increase progressively at 1.5°C, 2°C and 3°C of global warming,
with half of those impacted residing in South Asia, followed by
Central Asia, West Africa and East Asia. SRCCL stated that improved

irrigation techniques (e.g., drip irrigation) and moisture conservation
(e.g., rainwater harvesting using indigenous and local practices) could
increase farmers’ adaptive capacity (high confidence) (Mirzabaev
et al., 2019).
The Sixth Assessment Report (AR6) Working Group I (WGI) (Douville
et al., 2021) concluded that anthropogenic climate change has
increased atmospheric moisture and precipitation intensity (very likely
by 2–3% per 1°C) (high confidence), increased terrestrial ET (medium
confidence) and contributed to drying in dry summer climates including
in the Mediterranean, southwestern Australia, southwestern South
America, South Africa and western North America (medium to high
confidence), and has caused earlier onset of snowmelt and increased
melting of glaciers (high confidence) since the mid-20th century. The
report also stated with high confidence that the water cycle variability
and extremes are projected to intensify, regardless of the mitigation
policy. The share of the global population affected by water-related
hazards and water availability issues is projected to increase with the
intensification of water cycle variability and extremes. They concluded
with high confidence that strong and rapid mitigation initiatives are
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needed to avert the manifestation of climate change in all components
of the global water cycle.

4.1.2

Building on these previous reports, this chapter advances understanding
climate change-induced hydrological changes and their societal
impacts and risk in several key ways.

The water cycle is affected by both climatic and non-climatic factors
(Douville et al., 2021). Radiative forcing by changes in greenhouse
gas (GHG) concentrations, aerosols and surface albedo drives global
and regional changes in evaporation and precipitation (Douville et al.,
2021). A warmer atmosphere holds more moisture, increasing global
and regional mean precipitation, and more extreme precipitation
(Allan et al., 2014; Giorgi et al., 2019; Allan et al., 2020). Regional
precipitation responses vary according to changes in atmospheric
circulation. Geographical variation in aerosols drives changes in
atmospheric circulation, affecting precipitation patterns such as the
Asian monsoon (Ganguly et al., 2012; Singh et al., 2019). (Section 4.2.1)

First, since AR5, the methodology of climate change impact studies
has advanced and these methodological advances are described in
SM4.1. AR6 uses new projections (CMIP6) based on the SSPs and other
scenarios, and we assess those results in this chapter alongside those
using other projections and scenarios.
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Second, this chapter follows the developments set in motion by
SR1.5, SRCCL and SROCC to incorporate Indigenous knowledge (IK),
traditional knowledge (TK) and local knowledge (LK). SR1.5 stated
that disadvantaged and vulnerable populations, including Indigenous
Peoples and certain local communities, are at disproportionately
higher risk of suffering adverse consequences due to global warming
of 1.5°C or more (Roy et al., 2018). SRCCL highlighted the enhanced
efficacy of decision-making and governance with the involvement
of local stakeholders, particularly those most vulnerable to climate
change, such as Indigenous Peoples (Arneth et al., 2019). SROCC
found adaptation efforts have benefited from the inclusion of IK and
LK (IKLK) (Abram et al., 2019). In this chapter, we engage directly with
Indigenous contributing authors and use multiple evidence-based
approaches, as undertaken by the IPBES (Tengö et al., 2014; Tengö
et al., 2017). This approach is guided by the understanding that the coproduction of knowledge (between scholars and local communities)
about water and climate change vulnerability, impacts and adaptation
has the potential to lead to new water knowledge and contextspecific governance strategies (Arsenault et al., 2019; Chakraborty
and Sherpa, 2021). Additionally, shifting beyond the exclusive use
of technical knowledge and Western viewpoints redresses the
shortcomings of resource- and security-oriented understandings to
water and acknowledges the more holistic and relational approaches
common to IKLK (Section 4.8.4) (Stefanelli et al., 2017; Wilson, 2019;
Chakraborty and Sherpa, 2021).
Finally, grounded in the AR6 goal to expand the solution space, this
chapter advances the understanding of adaptation in the water sector
since AR5 by deploying a meta-analysis of adaptation measures.
The meta-analysis focuses on both current adaptation responses
(Section 4.7.1) and future projected adaptation responses, which
have been modelled (Section 4.7.2). The meta-review assesses the
outcomes of current adaptation responses and effectiveness of
future projected adaptations in reducing climate and associated
risks. Studies derived from the Global Adaptation Mapping Initiative
(GAMI) database (Berrang-Ford et al., 2021a) (see Chapter 16) were
coded systematically following a meta-review protocol developed
specifically for this assessment (Mukherji et al., 2021; SM4.2). A similar
meta-review protocol was also developed to assess effectiveness of
adaptations to reduce projected climate risks (Section 4.7.2; SM4.2).
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the Water Cycle

Warming increases glacier melt and is expected to decrease snowfall
globally and lead to shorter snow seasons with earlier but less rapid
snowmelt. It can also lead to local increases in snowfall intensity (Allan
et al., 2020). These changes affect the seasonality of river flows in
glacier-fed or snow-dominated basins. (Section 4.2.2)
Rising atmospheric CO2 generally decreases plant transpiration,
affecting soil moisture, runoff, stream flows, the return of moisture
to the atmosphere and surface temperature (Skinner et al., 2017).
However, in some regions, these can be offset by increased leaf area
(‘global greening’) driven by elevated CO2, land use change, nitrogen
deposition and effects of climate change itself (Zhu Z. et al., 2016; Zeng
Z. et al., 2018). Increased ozone can impact plant functioning, reducing
transpiration (Arnold et al., 2018). (Section 4.2.1)
Direct human interventions include abstraction of surface water and
groundwater for drinking, irrigation and other freshwater uses, as well
as streamflow impoundment behind dams and large-scale inter-basin
transfers (Zhao et al., 2015; Donchyts et al., 2016; McMillan et al., 2016;
Shumilova et al., 2018). The consequences of these interventions are
substantial and are discussed below briefly. In addition, these direct
human interventions can change due to various societal and economic
factors, including changes in land use and urbanisation (Sections 4.3
and 4.5).
Irrigation can reduce river flows and groundwater levels via abstraction
and increase local precipitation (Alter et al., 2015; Cook et al., 2015),
alter precipitation remotely through moisture advection (de Vrese et al.,
2016) and change the timing of monsoons through land–sea temperature
contrasts (Guimberteau et al., 2012) (Box 4.3). Land cover change affects
ET and precipitation (Li et al., 2015; Douville et al., 2021), interception
of precipitation by vegetation canopies (de Jong and Jetten, 2007),
infiltration (Sun et al., 2018a) and runoff (Bosmans et al., 2017). Land
cover impacts on the hydrological cycle are of similar magnitude as
human water use (Bosmans et al., 2017).
Urbanisation decreases land surface permeability (Choi et al., 2016),
which can increase fast runoff and flooding risks and reduce local
rainfall by decreasing moisture return to the atmosphere (Wang et al.,
2018). But urbanisation can also increase the sensible heat flux driving
greater or more extreme precipitation (Kusaka et al., 2014; Niyogi
et al., 2017). (Section 4.3.4)
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The water cycle, including direct human interventions
Water fluxes in natural and human systems. Units in thousands of km3 per year
Land Precipitation 120±10%

Cryosphere
(Snow, Glaciers, and Permafrost)

Water, Sanitation &
Hygiene (WaSH)

Land evaporation 74±10%
Green water use 19±20%
Irrigation from
surface water 1.9±6%
Energy production
Groundwater
withdrawal
0.7±17%
Groundwater
recharge 13±60%

Agriculture

Irrigation from
ground water
0.6±17%

Water
Q

Freshwater
ecosystem

Municipal water
withdrawal
0.4±12%

Ocean to land
water vapour
transport 46±10%

Industrial water
withdrawal 0.8±11%

uality
River discharge
46±10%
Groundwater
discharge to
ocean 4.5±70%

Figure 4.2 | The water cycle, including direct human interventions. Water fluxes on land precipitation, land evaporation, river discharge, groundwater recharge and
groundwater discharge to the ocean from Douville et al. (2021). Human water withdrawals for various sectors are shown from Hanasaki et al. (2018), Sutanudjaja et al. (2018), Burek
et al. (2020), Droppers et al. (2020) and Müller Schmied et al. (2021). Green water use (Abbott et al., 2019) refers to the use of soil moisture for agriculture and forestry. Irrigation
water use (called blue water) is not included in green water use.

In summary, radiative forcing by GHG and aerosols drives changes in
ET and precipitation at global and regional scales, and the associated
warming shifts the balance between frozen and liquid water (high
confidence). Rising CO2 concentrations also affect the water cycle via
plant physiological responses affecting transpiration, including via
reduced stomatal opening and increased leaf area (high confidence
regarding the individual processes; medium confidence regarding
their net impact). Land cover changes and urbanisation affect both
the climate and land hydrology by altering the exchanges of energy
and moisture between the atmosphere and surface (high confidence)
and changing the permeability of the land surface. Direct human
interventions in river systems and groundwater systems are nonclimatic drivers with substantial impacts on the water cycle (high
confidence) and have the potential to change as part of societal
responses to climate change (Figure 4.2).

4.2

Observed Changes in the Hydrological
Cycle Due to Climate Change

All components of the global water cycle have been modified due to
climate change in recent decades (high confidence) (Douville et al.,
2021), with hundreds of millions of people now regularly experiencing
hydrological conditions that were previously unfamiliar (Sections 4.2.1.1,
4.2.4, 4.2.5). Extensive records from weather stations, satellites and
radar clearly show that precipitation patterns have shifted worldwide.
Three major shifts documented are (a) some regions receiving more

annual or seasonal precipitation and others less, (b) many regions have
seen increased heavy precipitation, and many have seen either increases
or decreases in dry spells and (c) some regions have seen shifts towards
heavier precipitation events separated by more prolonged dry spells
(Section 4.2.1.1). Observationally based calculations suggest that ET
has changed in response to changes in precipitation and increasing
temperatures, resulting in changing patterns of soil moisture worldwide
which are now detectable by satellite remote sensing (Sections 4.2.1.2,
4.2.1.3). Rising temperatures have caused profound and extensive
changes in the global cryosphere, with mountain glaciers, land ice and
snow cover shrinking, causing substantial, permanent impacts on the
ways of life of people in these regions, particularly Indigenous Peoples
with strong cultural links to long-term or seasonally frozen environments
(Sections 4.2.2, 4.3.8). Groundwater recharge in spring may have been
reduced due to shorter snowmelt seasons, although the dominant impact
on groundwater has been non-climatic and through intensification of
irrigation (Section 4.2.6). The global-scale pattern of streamflow changes
is now attributable to observed historical climate change, with human
land and water use insufficient by themselves to explain the observed
streamflow changes at global scales (Section 4.2.3). Numerous examples
of extreme hydrometeorological events, including heavy precipitation,
flooding, drought and wildfire events causing deaths, high levels of
economic damage and extensive ecological impacts, have been shown
to have been made more likely by human influence on climate through
increased GHG concentrations in the atmosphere (Sections 4.2.1.1, 4.2.4,
4.2.5). Overall, there is a clear picture of human alteration of the global
water cycle, which is now affecting societies and ecosystems across the
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Observed mean and extreme precipitation changes

and people experiencing the emergence of historically unfamiliar precipitation and changes in extreme precipitation
(a) Trend in annual precipitation
Changes in precipitation (% per °C of global warming)
50
20
0
-20
-50

(b) Level of unfamiliarity of annual precipitation
Wet Unknown

Unusual
Unfamiliar
Emerging
Emerging
Unfamiliar
Unusual
Dry Unknown

(c) Population density in regions of emerging precipitation changes
Population per square degree in regions of increasing/reducing precipitation
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100
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(d) Trend in Dec-Jan-Feb precipitation
Changes in precipitation (% per °C of global warming)
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~1 in 1,000 years

(e) Trend in Jun-Jul-Aug precipitation
Changes in precipitation (% per °C of global warming)
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(h) Population density in regions of emerging Rx1day changes 1950–2018
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(f) Rx1day-Ann, Linear Trend 1950–2018
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(g) CDD-Ann, Linear Trend 1950–2018
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(i) Population density in regions of emerging CDD changes 1950–2018
Population per square degree in regions of increasing/decreasing CDD
10 million
1 million
100 thousand
10 thousand
1 thousand
100
10
10
100
1 thousand
10 thousand
100 thousand
1 million
10 million

Figure 4.3 | Observed mean and extreme precipitation changes and people experiencing the emergence of historically unfamiliar precipitation and changes
in extreme precipitation.
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(a) Percentage changes in annual mean precipitation over land (1891–2019) per °C global warming in the Global Precipitation Climatology Centre (GPCC) v2020 data set
(Schneider et al., 2017; Schneider et al., 2020). Green shows increasing precipitation; orange shows decreasing precipitation.
(b) Levels of unfamiliarity of wetter and drier climates, classified in terms of the ratio of the signal S of change to the noise N of variability, where the latter is defined as one
standard deviation in annual data with the trend removed, that is, occurs approximately one in 6 years. Grey regions are either unobserved (oceans) or deserts (<250 mm year–1).
Stippling indicates where the signal of change is not significant. See Hawkins et al. (2020) for further details.
(c) Population densities in regions with annual precipitation classified as “emerging”.
(d) Precipitation trends from the GPCC data set in December, January and February (mm day–1 decade–1).
(e) As (d) for June-July-August.
(f) Changes in annual maximum 1-day precipitation (Rx1day) in the HadEX3 data set (Dunn et al., 2020).
(g) Trend in annual mean consecutive dry days (CDD), 1950–2018, in HadEX3.
(h) Population densities per grid box where the trend in Rx1day is significantly different from zero.
(i) Population densities per grid box where the trend in CDD is significantly different from zero. Stipples in (h) and (i) show where HadEX3 data is available. Population data in (c),
(h) and (i) are for 2020 from CIESIN (2018a; 2018b).

world. This section describes changes in the hydrological cycle through a
lens of societal impacts.

4.2.1

Observed Changes in Precipitation,
Evapotranspiration and Soil Moisture

4.2.1.1

Observed Changes in Precipitation

AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021) concluded that GHG forcing has
driven increased contrasts in precipitation amounts between wet and
dry seasons and weather regimes over tropical land areas (medium
confidence), with a detectable precipitation increase in the northern
high latitudes (high confidence). GHG forcing has also contributed
to drying in dry summer climates, including the Mediterranean,
southwestern Australia, southwestern South America, South Africa
and western North America (medium to high confidence) (Figure 4.3).
AR6 WGI (Seneviratne et al., 2021) also concluded that the frequency
and intensity of heavy precipitation events have likely increased at the
global scale over most land regions with good observational coverage.
Heavy precipitation has likely increased on the continental scale
over North America, Europe and Asia. Regional increases in heavy
precipitation frequency and (or) intensity have been observed with
at least medium confidence for nearly half of the AR6 WGI climatic
regions (Figure 4.3). Human influence, in particular GHG emissions, is
likely the main driver of the observed global-scale intensification of
heavy precipitation in land regions
Large numbers of people live in regions where the annual mean
precipitation is now ‘unfamiliar’ compared to the mean and variability
between 1891 and 2016 (Figure 4.3c). “Unfamiliar” is defined as
the long-term change being greater than one standard deviation in
the annual data (Figure 4.3b). In 2020, approximately 498 million
people lived in unfamiliarly wet areas, where the long-term average
precipitation is as high as previously seen in only about one in
6 years (medium confidence) (Figure 4.3c). These areas are primarily
in mid and high latitudes (Hawkins et al., 2020). On the other hand,
approximately 163 million people lived in unfamiliarly dry areas, mostly
in low latitudes (medium confidence). Due to high variability over time,
the signal of long-term change in annual mean precipitation is not
distinguishable from the noise of variability in many areas (Hawkins
et al., 2020), implying that the local annual precipitation cannot yet be
defined ‘unfamiliar’ by the above definition.

Notably, many regions have seen increased precipitation for part of
the year and decreased precipitation at other times (high confidence)
(Figure 4.3d,e), leading to small changes in the annual mean
precipitation. Therefore, the numbers of people seeing unfamiliar
seasonal precipitation levels are expected to be higher than those
quoted above for unfamiliar annual precipitation changes (medium
confidence). Still, quantified analysis of this is not yet available.
The intensity of heavy precipitation has increased in many regions (high
confidence), including much of North America, most of Europe, most
of the Indian sub-continent, parts of northern and southeastern Asia,
much of southern South America, parts of southern Africa and parts of
central, northern and western Australia (Figure 4.3 f) (Dunn et al., 2020;
Sun et al., 2020). Conversely, heavy precipitation has decreased in some
regions, including eastern Australia, northeastern South America and
western Africa. The length of dry spells has also changed, with increases
in annual mean consecutive dry days (CDD) in large areas of western,
eastern and southern Africa, eastern and southwestern South America,
and Southeast Asia, and decreases across much of North America
(Figure 4.3g). Precipitation extremes have changed in some places where
annual precipitation shows no trend. Some regions such as southern
Africa and parts of southern South America are seeing increased heavy
precipitation and longer dry spells. Many regions with changing extremes
are highly populated, such as the Indian sub-continent, Southeast Asia,
Europe and parts of North America, South America and southern Africa
(Figure 4.3h,i). Substantially more people (~709 million) live in regions
where annual maximum one-day precipitation has increased than in
regions where it has decreased (~86 million) (medium confidence).
However, more people are experiencing longer dry spells than shorter
dry spells: approximately 711 million people live in places where annual
mean CDD is longer than in the 1950s, and ~404 million in places with
shorter CDD (medium confidence) (Figure 4.3i).
In summary, annual mean precipitation is increasing in many regions
worldwide and decreasing over a smaller area, particularly in the
tropics. Nearly half a billion people live in areas with historically
unfamiliar wet conditions, and over 160 million in areas with
historically unfamiliar dry conditions (medium confidence). Over
700 million people experience heavy precipitation significantly
more intense than in the 1950s, but less than 90 million experience
decreased heavy precipitation. Compared to the 1950s, 711 million
people now experience longer dry spells and 404 million experience
shorter dry spells.
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Table 4.1 | Trends in global evapotranspiration for different periods between 1981–1982 and 2009–2013.
Trend (mm yr-2)
+0.54

Period
1981 to 2012

Author(s)
(Zhang Y. et al., 2016)

+1.18

1982 to 2010

Observations

(Mao et al., 2015)

+0.93 ± 0.31

1982 to 2010

LSMs

(Mao et al., 2015)

+0.88

1982 to 2013

Remote-sensing data

(Zhang K. et al., 2015)

+1.5

1982 to 2009

Remote-sensing and surface observations

(Zeng et al., 2014)

4.2.1.2

Observed and Reconstructed Changes in
Evapotranspiration

WGI (Douville et al., 2021) conclude with high confidence that global
terrestrial annual ET has increased since the early 1980s, driven by
both increasing atmospheric water demand and vegetation greening
(medium confidence), and can be partly attributed to anthropogenic
forcing (high confidence).
Regional changes in ET depend on changes in both the climate and the
properties of the land surface and ecosystems. The latter also responds
to changes in climate and atmospheric composition. For example, a
warming climate increases evaporative demand (Huang M et al., 2015;
Berg et al., 2016), although seasonal rainfall totals (Hovenden et al.,
2014) affect the amount of soil moisture available for evaporation.
Since transpiration accounts for much of the land-atmosphere water
flux (Good et al., 2015), vegetation changes also play a significant role
in overall changes in ET.

4

Data source
Observations

With higher CO2, the increase in evaporative demand can, to
some extent, be counteracted by reduced stomatal conductance
(‘physiological effect’), which reduces transpiration and increases
leaf-level water use efficiency (WUE), but is highly species-specific.
There is evidence for recent increases in leaf-scale WUE from tree
rings (14 ± 10%, broadleaf to 22 ± 6%, evergreen over the 20th
century: (Frank et al., 2015)), carbon isotopes (30 to 35% increase
in 150 years: (van der Sleen et al., 2014)), and satellite-based
measurements (1982–2008) combined with data-driven models
(Huang M et al., 2015). WUE is also affected by aerodynamic
conductance (Knauer et al., 2017), nutrient limitation (Medlyn et al.,
2015; Donohue et al., 2017), soil moisture availability (Bernacchi and
VanLoocke, 2015; Medlyn et al., 2015), and ozone pollution (King
et al., 2013; Frank et al., 2015).
Higher CO2 also increases photosynthesis rates, though this may not
be maintained in the longer term (Warren et al., 2015; Adams et al.,
2020), particularly where temperatures exceed the thermal maxima for
photosynthesis (Duffy et al., 2021). Higher photosynthesis increases
leaf area index (LAI) (‘structural effect’) and therefore transpiration; 55
± 25% of observed increases in ET (1980–2011) have been attributed
to LAI change (Zeng Z. et al., 2018). Increases in ET driven by increased
LAI (from satellite observations 1982–2012) are estimated at 0.32 ±
0.07 mm month–1 per decade, generating a climate forcing of −0.31
Wm–2 per decade (Zeng et al., 2017).
Overall regional transpiration change depends on the balance between
the physiological and structural effects (e.g., Tor-ngern et al., 2015;
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Ukkola et al., 2015). In dry regions, ET may increase due to increasing
LAI (Huang M et al., 2015), but in some densely vegetated regions,
the stomatal effect dominates (Mao et al., 2015). Reductions in
transpiration due to rising CO2 concentrations may also be offset by a
longer growing season (Frank et al., 2015; Mankin et al., 2019). Other
factors modulate the transpiration effect both temporally and spatially,
for example, additional vegetation structural changes (Kim et al., 2015;
Domec et al., 2017), vegetation disturbance and age (Donohue et al.,
2017) and species (Bernacchi and VanLoocke, 2015).
Recent studies report global ET increases from the early 1980s to
2009 and 2013 (Table 4.1). Calculations informed by observations
suggest that ET has increased in most regions, with statistically
significant (p<0.05) trends of up to 10 mm yr-2 observed in large parts
of North America and northern Eurasia. Larger increases in ET are
also observed in several regions, including northeast Brazil, western
central Africa, southern Africa, southern India, southern China, and
northern Australia. Decreases of around 10 mm yr-2 are reported for
western Amazonia and central Africa (Miralles et al., 2014), although
not across all data sets (Zeng et al., 2018). In estimates of past
changes in long-term drying or wetting of the land surface driven by
climate, uncertainties in ET observations or reconstructions make a
more substantial contribution to the overall uncertainty than observed
changes in precipitation (Greve et al., 2014). Other changes in ET are
also driven strongly by land cover changes and irrigation (Bosmans
et al., 2017).
The contribution of changes in WUE to observed changes in ET is a
key knowledge gap. WGI assigned low confidence to this contribution.
Estimating large-scale transpiration response to increased CO2 based
on leaf-level responses of WUE is not straightforward (Bernacchi and
VanLoocke, 2015; Medlyn et al., 2015; Tor-ngern et al., 2015; Walker
et al., 2015; Kala et al., 2016) and new methodological approaches
are needed.
In summary, there is high confidence that ET increased by between
approximately 0.5 and 1.5 mm yr-2 between the 1980s and early 2010s
due to warming-induced increased atmospheric demand worldwide
and greening of vegetation in many regions. Increases in many areas are
10 mm yr–2 or more, but in some tropical land areas, ET has decreased
by 10 mm yr–2. Plant stomatal responses to rising CO2 concentrations
may play a role, but there is low confidence in quantifying this. Changes
in land cover and irrigation have also changed regional ET (medium
confidence).
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Global patterns of changes in soil moisture and people in regions with significant changes
(a) Observed change in surface soil moisture 1978–2018
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(b) Population density in regions of surface soil moisture changes

Figure 4.4 | Global patterns of changes in surface soil moisture and people in regions with significant changes.
(a) Percentage changes in annual mean surface soil moisture (0–5 cm) for 1978–2018 from satellite remote sensing: the “COMBINED” product of European Space Agency Climate
Change Initiative Soil Moisture (ESA CCI SM v03.2), which blends data products from two microwave instruments, a scatterometer measuring radar backscattering and a radiometer
measuring brightness temperature (van der Schalie et al., 2021).
(b) The population density in 0.25° grid boxes with trends of significantly increasing and decreasing soil moisture from (a). Stippling indicates where changes are not significant.

4.2.1.3

Observed and Estimated Past Changes in Soil Moisture
and Aridity

AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021) find that a global trend in soil moisture
is detectable in a reanalysis and is attributable to GHG forcing, and
conclude that it is very likely that anthropogenic climate change
affected global patterns of soil moisture over the 20th century.
Changes in soil moisture and land surface aridity are due to changes
in the relative balance of precipitation and ET. Soil moisture is also
affected by irrigation. Regional trends derived from satellite remote
sensing products show increases and decreases in annual surface soil
moisture of up to 20% or more between the late 1970s and late 2010s
(Figure 4.4). For example, using the ESA CCI SM v03.2 COMBINED
products (van der Schalie et al., 2021), approximately 0.9 billion people
live in regions with decreasing surface soil moisture, and 2.1 billion
people live in regions with increasing surface soil moisture (Figure 4.4,
b). However, there are disagreements between data sets on the direction
of change in some regions (Seneviratne et al., 2010; Feng and Zhang,
2015; Feng, 2016), so quantification is subject to low confidence.
Analysis of changes in P–ET estimates for 1948–2005 (Greve et al.,
2014) suggests that geographical variations in soil moisture trends

are more complex than the ‘wet get wetter, dry get drier’ (WGWDGD)
paradigm. This is also supported by remote sensing data, with ESA
CCI data for 1979–2013 showing only 15% of land following the
WGWDGD paradigm for soil moisture (Feng and Zhang, 2015). Defining
arid, humid and transitional areas according to precipitation and
temperature regimes, all three classes of regions see more widespread
trends of declining soil moisture than increasing soil moisture (Feng
and Zhang, 2015). In the ESA CCI product, increasing soil moisture
trends are mainly seen in humid or transitional areas and are rare in
arid regions (Table 4.2)
Reconstructions of historical soil moisture trends with data-driven
models and process-based land surface models indicate drier dry
seasons predominantly in extratropical latitudes, including Europe,
western North America, northern Asia, southern South America,
Australia and eastern Africa, consistent with climate model simulations
of changes due to human-induced climate change (Padrón et al., 2020).
Furthermore, reduced water availability in the dry season is generally
a consequence of increasing ET rather than decreasing precipitation
(Padrón et al., 2020).
While observationally based data for soil moisture are now more widely
available, regional trends remain uncertain due to disagreements

Table 4.2 | Proportions of arid, transitional and humid areas with drying and wetting trends in surface soil moisture from remote sensing, 1979–2013 (Feng and Zhang, 2015).
Areas

% of the area with a drying trend

% of the area with a wetting trend

Arid

38.4

2.9

Transitional

13.0

10.5

Humid

16.3

8.1
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between data sets, so confident assessments of soil moisture changes
remain a knowledge gap.
In summary, global mean soil moisture has slightly decreased, but
regional changes vary, with both increases and decreases of 20%
or more in some regions (medium confidence). Drying soil moisture
trends are more widespread than wetting trends, not only in arid
areas but also in humid and transitional areas (medium confidence).
Reduced dry-season water availability is driven mainly by increasing
transpiration (medium confidence)

4.2.2

Observed Changes in the Cryosphere (Snow,
Glaciers and Permafrost)

AR5 reported a decrease in snow cover over most of the Northern
Hemisphere, decreases in the extent of permafrost and increases in its
average temperature, and glacier mass loss in most parts of the world
(Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014). SROCC (IPCC, 2019c) stated with very
high or high confidence (a) reduction in seasonal snow cover (snow cover
extent decreased by 13.4% per decade for 1967–2018); (b) glacier mass
budget of all mountain regions (excluding the Canadian and Russian
Arctic, Svalbard, Antarctica, Greenland) was 490 ± 100 kg m–2 yr–1 in
2006–2015; (c) warming of permafrost (e.g., permafrost temperatures
increased by 0.39°C in the Arctic for 2007–2017). Tourism and recreation
activities have been negatively impacted by declining snow cover,
glaciers and permafrost in high mountains (medium confidence).

4

Recent studies confirmed with high confidence that snow cover extent
continues to decrease across the Northern Hemisphere in all months
of the year (see Douville et al. (2021); Eyring et al. (2021); Fox-Kemper
et al. (2021) for more details). From 1922 to 2018, snow cover extent in
the Northern Hemisphere peaked in the 1950s to 1970s (Mudryk et al.,
2020) and has consistently reduced since the end of the 20th century
(Hernández-Henríquez et al., 2015; Thackeray et al., 2016; Mudryk
et al., 2017; Beniston et al., 2018; Hammond et al., 2018; Thackeray
et al., 2019; Mudryk et al., 2020). The consistently negative snow-mass
trend of approximately 5 Gt yr−1 in 1981–2018 for all winter-spring
months (Mudryk et al., 2020), including 4.6 Gt yr−1 decrease of snow
mass across North America and a negligible trend across Eurasia,
has been observed (Pulliainen et al., 2020). Negative trends in snowdominated period duration of 2.0–6.5 weeks per decade was detected
from surface and satellite observations during 1971–2014 (Allchin
and Déry, 2017), mainly owing to earlier seasonal snowmelt (FoxKemper et al., 2021). The observed decrease of snow cover metrics
(extent, mass, duration) led to changes in runoff seasonality and has
impacted water supply infrastructure (Blöschl et al., 2017; Huss et al.,
2017), particularly in southwestern Russia, western USA and central
Asia. In these regions, snowmelt runoff accounts for more than 30%
of irrigated water supplies (Qin et al., 2020). Negative impacts on
hydropower production due to changes in the seasonality of snowmelt
have also been documented (Kopytkovskiy et al., 2015).
During the last two decades, the global glacier mass loss rate exceeded
0.5-meter water equivalent (m w.e.) per year compared to an average
of 0.33 m w.e. yr–1 in 1950–2000. This volume of mass loss is the
highest since the start of the entire observation period (very high
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confidence) (Zemp et al., 2015; Zemp et al., 2019; Hugonnet et al.,
2021) (also see Douville et al. (2021; Fox-Kemper et al. (2021; Gulev
et al. (2021) for more details). Regional estimates of glacier mass
balance are also mostly negative (Dussaillant et al., 2019; Menounos
et al., 2019; Zemp et al., 2019; Douville et al., 2021; Fox-Kemper et al.,
2021; Hugonnet et al., 2021), except for West Kunlun, eastern Pamir
and northern Karakoram (Brun et al., 2017; Lin et al., 2017; Berthier
and Brun, 2019). Changes in glacier metrics estimated in post-SROCC
publications are summarised in Figure 4.5.
Regional and global decreasing trends in glacier mass loss are about
linear until 1990, after which they accelerated, especially in western
Canada, the USA, and the southern Andes (WGMS, 2017). There is a
worldwide growth in the number, total area and total volume of glacial
lakes by around 50% between 1990 to 2018 due to the global increase
in glacier melt rate (Shugar et al., 2020) (Shugar et al., 2020) that can
potentially increase risks of glacial lake outburst floods (GLOFs) with
significant negative societal impacts (Ikeda et al., 2016). A drop in
glacier runoff has happened in the regions where the glaciers have
already passed their peak water stage, for example, in the Canadian
Rocky Mountains, European Alps, tropical Andes and North Caucasus
(Bard et al., 2015; Hock et al., 2019b; Rets et al., 2020). There is medium
confidence that the accelerated melting of glaciers has negatively
impacted glacier-supported irrigation systems worldwide (Buytaert
et al., 2017; Nüsser and Schmidt, 2017; Xenarios et al., 2019). Varying
impacts on hydropower production (Schaefli et al., 2019) and tourism
industry in some places due to cryospheric changes have also been
documented (Hoy et al., 2016; Steiger et al., 2019).
Permafrost changes mainly refer to changes in temperature and active
layer thickness (ALT) (Hock et al., 2019b; Fox-Kemper et al., 2021;
Gulev et al., 2021). Permafrost temperature near the depth of zero
annual temperature amplitude increased globally by 0.29 ± 0.12°C
during 2007–2016, by 0.39 ± 0.15°C in the continuous permafrost
and by 0.20 ± 0.10°C in the discontinuous permafrost (Biskaborn
et al., 2019). Thus, permafrost has been warming during the last 3–4
decades (Romanovsky et al., 2017) with a rate of 0.4°C–1.4°C per
decade throughout the Russian Arctic, 0.1°C–0.8°C per decade in
Alaska and Arctic Canada during 2007–2016 (Biskaborn et al., 2019)
and 0.1°C–0.24°C per decade in the Tibetan plateau (Wu et al., 2015).
The ALT has also been increasing in the European and Russian Arctic and
high-mountain areas of Eurasia since the mid-1990s (Hock et al., 2019b;
Fox-Kemper et al., 2021; Gulev et al., 2021). Unfortunately, unlike glaciers
and snow, the lack of in situ observations on permafrost still cannot be
compensated for by remote sensing. Still, some methodological progress
on this front has been happening recently (Nitze et al., 2018).
There is high confidence that degradation of the cryospheric components
is negatively affecting terrestrial ecosystems, infrastructure and
settlements in the high-latitude and high-altitude areas (Fritz et al., 2017;
Oliva and Fritz, 2018; Streletskiy et al., 2019). Similarly, communities in
the north polar regions and the ecosystems on which they depend for
their livelihoods are at risk (Mustonen, 2015; Pecl et al., 2017; Mustonen
and Lehtinen, 2020) (Figure 4.6).
In summary, the cryosphere is one of the most sensitive indicators of
climate change. There is high confidence that cryospheric components
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Figure 4.5 | Global and regional estimates of changes in glacier characteristics (elevation, m yr–1; mass Gt yr–1, mass balance, m.w.e. yr–1) and 95%
confidence intervals of the estimates. Results are taken from the post-SROCC publications, which are labelled in the chart titles as 1 – (Hugonnet et al., 2021); 2 – (Yang
et al., 2020); 3 – (Dussaillant et al., 2019); 4 – (Davaze et al., 2020); 5 – (Sommer et al., 2020); 6 – (Schuler et al., 2020).

(glaciers, snow, permafrost) are melting or thawing since the end of
the 20th and beginning of the 21st century. Widespread cryospheric
changes are affecting humans and ecosystems in mid-to-high latitudes
and the high-mountain regions (high confidence). These changes are
already impacting irrigation, hydropower, water supply, cultural and
other services provided by the cryosphere, and populations depending
on ice, snow and permafrost.

4.2.3

Observed Changes in Streamflow

AR5 (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014) concluded with medium evidence
and high agreement that trends in annual streamflow have generally
followed observed changes in regional precipitation and temperature
since the 1950s. AR6 WGI (Eyring et al., 2021; Gulev et al., 2021)
(12.4.5) conclude with medium confidence that anthropogenic climate
change has altered local and regional streamflow in various parts of
the world, but with no clear signal in the global mean.
Between the 1950s and 2010s, stream flows showed decreasing
trends in parts of western and central Africa, eastern Asia, southern
Europe, western North America and eastern Australia, and increasing
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Map of selected observed impacts on cultural water uses of Indigenous Peoples of the cryosphere
Alaskan Natives
Hazard: Temperature Increase
Water Impact: Permafrost melt;
thinning ice; temperature increase
freshwater lakes
Human Impact: Negative effects
on availability and access to
culturally-significant species
(Norton-Smith et al. 2016)

Inuit

Saami

Hazard: Temperature increase;
increased precipitation

Hazard: Winter temperature increase;
summer precipitation increase

Water Impact: Changing ice
conditions; early snowmelt

Water Impact: Harder and deeper
snow; increased ice formation; river
flooding and wet ground

Human Impact: Trail access
(Ford et al. 2019); decline of culturally
significant species
(Cunsolo, et al. 2020)

Human Impact: Pasture degradation;
impacts on herding and winter feed
(Forbes et al. 2019; Rasmus et al.
2020)

Jagshung pastoralists
Hazard: Temperature increase
Water Impact: Glacier melt
Human Impact: Pasture loss to
inundation; loss of livestock
(Nyima and Hoping, 2019)

Dokpa
Hazard: Temperature increase

Kashechewan
First Nation

Water Impact: Decreasing snowfall
Human Impact: Pasture degradation;
loss of sheep (Ingty, 2017)

Hazard: Temperature increase
Water Impact: Flooding
Human Impact: Negative effects on
culturally-significant species
(Khalafzai et al. 2019)

4

Quelcaya pastoralists
Hazard: Temperature increase;
rainfall reduction; increasing rainfall
variability
Water Impact: Decreased snow
and ice
Human Impact: Decreasing access
to culturally-significant water sources;
deterioration of pastures
(Postigo 2020)

Aymara
Hazard: Temperature increase
Water Impact: Glacier loss
Human Impact: Degradation of
pastures; outmigration
(Yager et al. 2019)

Manangi
Hazard: Temperature increase;
precipitation increase
Water Impact: Glacier retreat;
decreased permanent snowcover
Human Impact: Spiritual loss due to
declining snowcover
(Konchar et al., 2015)

Gurung
Hazard: Temperature increase
Water Impact: Decreasing snowcover;
increasing snowmelt
Human Impact: Deterioration of
culturally-significant water sources;
changes in camp locations and routes
(Gentle and Thwaites, 2016)

Figure 4.6 | Map of selected observed impacts on cultural water uses of Indigenous Peoples of the cryosphere. Map location is approximate; text boxes provide
names of the Indigenous Peoples whose cultural water uses have been impacted by climate change; changed climate variable; impact on water; and specific climate impact on
cultural water use (Section 4.3.7).

trends in northern Asia, northern Europe, and northern and eastern
North America (Dai, 2016; Gudmundsson et al., 2017; Gudmundsson
et al., 2019; Li et al., 2020b; Masseroni et al., 2020). Significant spatial
heterogeneity is also found in streamflow changes at the regional
scale. Significant declines occurred at 11% of stations and significant
increases at 4% of stations, with most decreases occurring in southern
Canada (Bonsal et al., 2019). An increasing trend (1950–2010) is found
in the northern region, mainly due to climate warming. Mixed trends
are found in other regions.

precipitation and evaporation (Zang and Liu, 2013; Greve et al., 2014;
Hannaford, 2015; Ficklin et al., 2018), as well as by anthropogenic
forcing (Gudmundsson et al., 2016; 2017; 2021).. Other factors (e.g.,
land use change and CO2 effects on vegetation) dominate in some
areas, especially dryland regions (Berghuijs et al., 2017b). Human
activities can reduce runoff through water withdrawal and land use
changes (Zaherpour et al., 2018; Sun et al., 2019a; Vicente-Serrano
et al., 2019), and human regulation of streamflows via impounding
reservoirs can also play a major role (Hodgkins et al., 2019).

The spatial differences in annual mean streamflow trends around
the world are influenced by climatic factors, particularly changes in

Streamflow trends are attributed to varying combinations of climate
change and direct human influence through water and land use in
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different basins worldwide, with conclusions on the relative contribution
of climatic and anthropogenic factors sometimes depending on the
methodology (Dey and Mishra, 2017). Precipitation explains over 80%
of the changes in discharge of large rivers from 1950 to 2010 in northern
Asia and northern Europe, where the impact of human activities is
relatively limited (Li et al., 2020b). In northwest Europe, precipitation
and evaporation changes explain many observed trends in streamflow
(Vicente-Serrano et al., 2019). In several polar areas in northern Europe
(e.g., Finland), North America (e.g., British Columbia in Canada) and
Siberia, many studies reported increased winter streamflow primarily
due to climate warming, for instance, more rainfall instead of snowfall
and more glacier runoff in the winter period (e.g., Bonsal et al., 2020)
(Section 4.2.2). A similar phenomenon of the earlier snowmelt runoff is
also found in North America during 1960–2014 (Dudley et al., 2017).
Thus, climate drivers largely explain changes in the average and
maximum runoff of predominantly snow-fed rivers (Yang et al., 2015a;
Bring et al., 2016; Tananaev et al., 2016; Frolova et al., 2017b; Ficklin
et al., 2018; Magritsky et al., 2018; Rets et al., 2018).
In contrast, in southwestern Europe, land cover changes and increased
water demands by irrigation are the main drivers of streamflow
reduction (Vicente-Serrano et al., 2019) (Section 4.3.1). In addition,
the human intervention also contributed to the increase of the winter
streamflow due to the release of water in the winter season for
hydropower generation in large rivers in the northern regions (Rawlins
et al., 2021). In some regions, the impact of human activities on runoff
and streamflow outplays the climate factors, for example, in some
typical catchments with area near to or less than 15000 km2 in China
(Zhai and Tao, 2017).
Shi et al. (2019) found that in 40 major basins worldwide, both
climatic and direct human impact contribute to observed flow
changes to varying degrees. Climate change or variability is the main
contributor to changes in basin-scale trends for 75% of rivers, while
direct human effects on streamflow dominate for 25%. However, this
does not consider attribution of the climate drivers to anthropogenic
forcing. Using time series of low, mean and high river flows from 7250
observatories around the world (1971–2010) and global hydrological
models (GHMs) driven by Earth System Model (ESM) simulations with
and without anthropogenic forcing of climate change, Gudmundsson
et al. (2021) also found direct human influence to have a relatively
small impact on global patterns of streamflow trends. Gudmundsson
et al. (2021) further identified anthropogenic climate change as a causal
driver of the global pattern of recent trends in mean and extreme river
flow (Figure 4.7). Overall, the sign of observed trends and simulations
accounting for human influence on the climate system was found to
be consistent for decreased mean flows in western and eastern North
America, southern Europe, northeast South America and the Indian subcontinent, and increased flows in northern Europe. Similar conclusions
were drawn for low and high flows, except for the Indian sub-continent.
However, in some regions, the observed trend was opposite to that
simulated with anthropogenic climate forcing. Thus, human water and
land use alone did not explain the observed pattern of trends.

Chapter 4

records in several regions, particularly Africa, South and East Asia (Dai,
2016). When observed data are scarce, hydrological models are used
to detect trends in runoff and streamflow. However, simulations of
streamflow can differ between models depending on their structures
and parametrisations, contributing to uncertainties for trend detection,
especially when considering human intervention (e.g., Caillouet et al.,
2017; Hattermann et al., 2017; Smith et al., 2019b; Telteu et al., 2021).
In summary, both climate change and human activities influence the
magnitude and direction of change in runoff and streamflow. There are no
clear trends of changing streamflow on the global level. However, trends
emerge on a regional level (a general increasing trend in the northern
higher latitude region and mixed trend in the rest of the word) (high
confidence). Climatic factors contribute to these trends in most basins
(high confidence). They are more important than direct human influence
in a larger share of major global basins (medium confidence), although
direct human influence dominates in some (medium confidence).
Overall, anthropogenic climate change is attributed as a driver to the
global pattern of change in streamflow (medium confidence).

4.2.4

Observed Changes in Floods

AR6 WGI Chapter 11 (Seneviratne et al., 2021) assessed with high
confidence the increase in the extreme precipitation and associated
increase in the frequency and magnitude of river floods. However,
there is low confidence in changes in the river flooding regionally,
which is strongly dependent upon complex catchment characteristics
and land use patterns. SROCC (Hock et al., 2019b) summarised with
high confidence that changes in the cryosphere have led to changes in
frequency, magnitude and location of rain-on-snow floods, snowmelt
floods and glacier-related floods.
There is high confidence that the frequency and magnitude of river
floods have changed in the past several decades in some regions
mentioned below (and in WGI 11.5.2; SM4.1) with impacts across
human and natural systems (Section 4.3). A global flood database
based on in situ measurement and satellite remote-sensing during
1985–2015 show that floods have increased 4-fold and 2.5-fold in the
tropics and northern mid-latitudes, respectively (Najibi and Devineni,
2018). Estimates of flood exposure using satellite-derived inundation
area and high-resolution population data showed a 20–24% increase
during 2000–2018 (Tellman et al., 2021). Analyses of in situ streamflow
measurement showed both increases and decreases in the frequency
of river floods for 1960–2010 in Europe (Berghuijs et al., 2017a;
Blöschl et al., 2019a) and the USA (Berghuijs et al., 2017a), an overall
increase in China, Brazil and Australia (Berghuijs et al., 2017a) but
decrease in some areas in the Mediterranean (Tramblay et al., 2019)
and southern Australia (Ishak et al., 2013; Do et al., 2017). Warming
in the last 40–60 years has led to a 1–10-d earlier per decade spring
flood occurrence depending on the location (the most frequent being
2–4 d per decade) (high confidence) (Yang L. et al., 2015; Blöschl
et al., 2017; Dudley et al., 2017; Solander et al., 2017; Rokaya et al.,
2018; Kireeva et al., 2020).

Although there are different observational and simulated runoff
and streamflow data sets (e.g., Global Runoff Data Centre, GRDC),
it is still challenging to obtain and update long-term river discharge
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Observed changes in river flows and attribution to externally forced climate change
(a) Percentage changes in flow in individual rivers 1971–2010
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Figure 4.7 | Observed changes in river flows and attribution to externally forced climate change.
(a) Percentage changes in flow in individual rivers 1971 to 2010. Black box outlines show climatic regions with at least 80 gauging stations with almost complete daily
observations over 1971–2010, using the SREX (Seneviratne et al., 2012) regions.
(b) Left column: observed regional median trends from 1971 to 2010 in SREX regions with at least 80 gauging stations with almost complete daily observations over that period.
Middle column: trends simulated by eight global hydrological models driven by four CMIP5 Earth System Models, with human water and land use from 1971 to 2020 and the
pre-industrial control climate state. Right column: same as the middle column but with ESM-simulated climates from 1971 to 2010 with both anthropogenic forcings (greenhouse
gases, aerosols and land use) and natural external forcings (solar variability and volcanic eruptions). Top row: low flows (annual 10th percentile). Middle row: mean flows. Bottom
row: high flows (annual 90th percentile). Reproduced from Gudmundsson et al. (2021).
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Table 4.3 | Selected major heavy-precipitation events from 2014 to 2021 that led to flooding and their impacts. Studies were selected for presentation based on the availability
of scientific literature with impacts information and do not necessarily represent the most severe events. Impactful events are included even if not found to have a component
attributable to climate change. This is not a systematic assessment of event attributions studies and their physical science conclusions. ‘Sign of influence’ indicates whether
anthropogenic climate change was found to have made the event more or less likely, and ‘mechanism/magnitude of influence’ quantifies the change in likelihood and the processes
or quantities involved.

Year

2021

Country/region

Germany, Belgium,
Luxembourg and
neighbouring
countries

At least 222 fatalities, substantial damage to transport and
communications infrastructure and houses, severe disruption to
businesses and livelihoods.,

Canada (Ottawa)

Thousands of people evacuated, extended states of emergency, and
about $200 million in insured losses

Southern China

2017

2016

2015

2014

Sign of
influence

Mechanism/magnitude of
influence

Reference

Increase

One-day rainfall intensity
increased by 3–19%, the
likelihood of event increased by a
factor between 1.2 and 9.

Kreienkamp et al. (2021)

Increase

Spring maximum 30-d rainfall
accumulation in 2019 was
three times as likely with
anthropogenic forcing.

Kirchmeier-Young et al.
(2021)

Over 6 million people across several southern China provinces
were affected by heavy rains, floods and landslides. These extremes
caused at least 91 deaths, collapsed over 19,000 houses, damaged
around 83,000 houses and affected 419,400 ha of crops (China
Ministry of Emergency Management 2020). The direct economic
loss was estimated to be more than 20 billion RMB (equivalent to
3 billion USD)

Decrease

Anthropogenic forcings have
reduced the likelihood of heavy
precipitation in southern China
like the 2019 March–July event
by about 60%.

Li et al. (2021b)

USA (Mid-Atlantic)

One fatality, $12 million damages

Increase

1.1 to 2.3 times more likely

Winter et al. (2020)

Central western
China

Persistent heavy rain led to floods, landslides and house collapse
affecting 2.9 million people. The direct economic loss of over USD
1.3 billion.

Decrease

~47% reduction in the
probability

Zhang et al. (2020b)

Northwestern China

Extreme flooding in the Upper Yellow River basin affected about
1.4 million people and led to 30 deaths and disappearances.

Decrease

34% reduction in the probability

Ji et al. (2020)

Japan

237 fatalities, more than 6000 buildings destroyed by floods and
landslides

Increase

7% increase in total precipitation

Kawase et al. (2020)

Australia (Tasmania)

$100 million in insurance claims

Unknown

Unknown

Tozer et al. (2020)

Peru

Widespread flooding and landslides affected 1.7 million people,
177 fatalities, estimated total damage of $3.1 billion

Increase

At least 1.5 times more likely

Christidis et al. (2019)

Uruguay and Brazil

Direct economic loss in Brazil of USD 102 million, displacement of
more than 3500 people in Uruguay

Increase

At least double, with a most likely
increase of about fivefold

de Abreu et al. (2019)

North-East
Bangladesh

Flash flood affected ~850,000 households, ~220,000 ha of nearly
harvestable Boro rice damaged. Crop failure contributed to a record
30% rice price hike compared to the previous year.

Increase

Doubled the likelihood of the
2017 pre-monsoon extreme 6-d
rainfall event

Rimi et al. (2019)

China

7.8 million people affected 34 fatalities, about 0.8 million people
displaced, 605,000 hectares of crops affected, 116,000 hectares
without harvest. 32,000 houses collapsed, 41,000 were severely
damaged. Direct economic loss 24.12 billion Chinese Yuan (~ USD
3.6 billion)

Increase

Doubled the probability from
0.6% to 1.2%

Sun et al. (2019b)

South China

Widespread severe flooding, waterlogging, and landslides in the
Yangtze–Huai region.

Increase

1.5-fold (0.6 to 4.7) increase in
the probability

Sun and Miao (2018)

China (Wuhan)

237 fatalities, 93 people missing, at least USD 22 billion in damage

Increase

Approximately 60% of the risk

Zhou et al. (2018a)

China (Yangtze
River)

Direct economic loss of about USD 10 billion

Increase

Increased probability by 38%
(± 21%)

Yuan et al. (2018)

Australia

Flooding and wild weather impacted some agriculture and power
generation.

None

Minimal

Hope et al. (2018)

India (Chennai)

City declared a disaster area. Damages estimated as $3 billion.

None

None

van Oldenborgh et al.
(2017a)

Indonesia (Jakarta)

26 reported deaths, thousands of buildings flooded, much
infrastructure damaged. Losses up to USD 384 million

Unclear

2-d rain event approximately
2.4 times more likely compared
to 1900, but cause not
established

Siswanto et al. (2015)

2019

2018

Impact

Anthropogenic climate change influence on the likelihood of an event
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Risk of historical (1961–2005) and projected (2051–2070) river flooding
(a) Flood water (hazard)
Flood water
depth (metres)
Very high
>10

Historical

Projected

High
5–10
Moderate
1–5
Low
<1

(b) Flood protection standard (vulnerability)

Flood
protection level
(Return period)
Very high
<5

Historical

Projected

High
5–50
Moderate
50–100
Low
>100

(c) Population distribution (exposure)

Population
density
(persons/km2)
Very high
>100

Historical

4

Projected

High
50–100
Moderate
5–50
Low
>5

(d) Population exposed to river flooding (risk)

Population
density
(persons/km2)
Projected

with no
adaptation

Historical

Very high
>100
High
50–100
Moderate
5–50
Low
<5

Vulnerability (b)
Hazards (a)
Exposure (c)
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Figure 4.8 |
(a) Modelled mean global fluvial flood water depth (Tanoue et al., 2016; Tanoue et al., 2021) based on a land surface model and a river and inundation model driven by reanalysis
climate forcing of five CMIP5 GCMs (metres). The annual maximum daily river water was allocated along elevations, and inundation depth was calculated for each year and
averaged for the target period.
(b) Local flood protection standard (return period) at sub-country scale (Scussolini et al., 2016) based on published reports and documents, websites and personal communications
with experts. Note that the vulnerability of this map reflects local flood protection such as complex infrastructure and does not fully reflect the other source of vulnerabilities,
including exposure.
(c) Population distribution per 30 arc second grid cell (Klein Goldewijk et al., 2010; Klein Goldewijk et al., 2011).
(d) Population exposed to flood (number of people where inundation occurs) per 30 arc-second grid cell. Population under inundation depth > 0 m (a) was counted when the
return period of annual maximum daily river water exceeds the flood protection standard (c) calculated by the authors. All values are averages for the period 1958–2010 for the
past and 2050–2070 for the future.

Between 1970 to 2019, 44% of all disasters and 31% of all economic
losses were flood related (WMO, 2021). Observed flood risks changes
in recent decades are often caused by human factors such as increased
urbanisation and population growth rather than climate change
alone (Tramblay et al., 2019). There is medium confidence that flood
vulnerability varies among various regions and countries (Jongman
et al., 2012; Scussolini et al., 2016; Tanoue et al., 2016) (Figure 4.8),
reflecting differences in GDP, severity and characteristics of hazard and
political and social conditions (Rufat et al., 2015). Flood vulnerability
has decreased with economic development in many regions, while
increased exposure has elevated risk in some places (Mechler, 2016;
Tanoue et al., 2016). Global annual mean expected damage considering
the current flood protection standard is estimated to be USD 54 million
under the climate of 1976–2005 and unevenly distributed (Alfieri et al.,
2017). Similar estimation using different models shows an increase of
flood exposure in the past (USD 31 million for 1971–1990 and USD
45 million for 1991–2010 without population change as fixed in 2010)
(Tanoue et al., 2016) (Section 4.7.5).
The link between rainfall and flooding is complex. While observed
increases in extreme precipitation have increased the frequency and
magnitude of pluvial floods and river floods in some regions, floods
could decrease in some regions due to other factors. These factors
could include soil wetness condition, cryospheric change, land cover
change and river system management, adaptation measures or water
usage within the river basin (WGI FAQ8.2). For example, in the USA
and Europe, a study indicated that major (e.g., 25–100-year return
period) floods did not show significant long-term trends (Hodgkins
et al., 2019). Nevertheless, anthropogenic climate change increased
the likelihood of a number of major heavy precipitation events and
floods that resulted in disastrous impacts in southern and eastern
Asia, Europe, North America and South America (Table 4.3) (high
confidence). Davenport et al. (2021) demonstrated that anthropogenic
changes in precipitation extremes had contributed one third of the
cost of flood damages (from 1988 to 2017) in the USA. Anthropogenic
climate change has altered 64% (eight out of 22 events increased,
eight decreased) of floods events with significant losses and damages
during 2010–2013 (Hirabayashi et al., 2021a). Gudmundsson et al.
(2021) attributed observed change in extreme river flow trends to
anthropogenic climate change (Section 4.2.3). Although there is
growing evidence on the effects of anthropogenic climate change
on each event, given the relatively poor regional coverage and high
model uncertainty, there is low confidence in the attribution of humaninduced climate change to flood change on the global scale.

In snow-dominated regions, 1~10 d earlier spring floods per decade
due to warmer temperature are reported for the last decades (high
confidence), such as in Europe (Morán-Tejeda et al., 2014; Kormann
et al., 2015; Matti et al., 2016; Vormoor et al., 2016; Blöschl et al.,
2017), the European part of Russia (Frolova et al., 2017a; Frolova et al.,
2017b; Kireeva et al., 2020), Canada (Yang L. et al., 2015; Burn et al.,
2016; Rokaya et al., 2018) and the USA (Mallakpour and Villarini, 2015;
Solander et al., 2017).
There is a knowledge gap in how ice-related floods, including glacierrelated and ice-jam floods, respond to ongoing climate change. Despite
the increase in the number of glacial lake studies (Wang and Zhou,
2017; Harrison et al., 2018; Begam and Sen, 2019; Bolch et al., 2019),
changes in the frequency of occurrence of glacier-related floods
associated with climate change remain unclear (medium confidence).
Studies show that the compound occurrence of high surges and high
river discharge has increased in some regions (WGI Chapter 11), but
few studies quantify changes and impacts. Increases in precipitation
from tropical cyclones (WGI Chapter 11) and associated high tide
are expected to exacerbate coastal flooding. However, more studies
are required to quantify their impacts. In addition, limitations in the
duration of data hinder the assessment of trends in low-likelihood
high-impact flooding (WGI BOX 11.2).
In summary, the frequency and magnitude of river floods have
changed in the past several decades with high regional variations
(high confidence). Anthropogenic climate change has increased the
likelihood of extreme precipitation events and the associated increase
in the frequency and magnitude of river floods (high confidence). There
is high confidence that the warming in the last 40–60 years has led
to a maximum of 10 days earlier spring floods per decade, shifts in
timing and magnitude of ice-jam floods and changes in frequency and
magnitude of snowmelt floods.
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Observed Changes in Droughts

There are different types of droughts, and they are interconnected in
terms of processes (Douville et al., 2021). Meteorological droughts
(periods of persistent low precipitation) propagate over time into
deficits in soil moisture, streamflow and water storage, leading to a
reduction in water supply (hydrological drought). Increased atmospheric
evaporative demand increases plant water stress, leading to agricultural
and ecological drought.
Hydrological drought can result in shortages of drinking water and
cause substantial economic damages. Agricultural drought threatens
food production through crop damage and yield decreases (e.g.,

Current global drought risk
averages for period 1901–2010
(a) Drought hazard

Hazard
Index

4

Desert or cold region
No data

(b) Drought vulnerability

Low
Moderate
High
Very high
(<0.25) (0.25–0.5) (0.5–0.75) (0.75–1.0)

(c) Drought exposure

Exposure
Index

Section 4.3.1) (high confidence) and consequent economic impacts
(Table 4.4). For example, drought in India in 2014 was reported to
have led to an estimated USD 30 billion in losses (Ward and Makhija,
2018). Ecological drought increases the risks of wildfire (Table 4.4).
Cascading effects of droughts can include health issues triggered by a
lack of sanitation (Section 4.3.3); can cause human displacements and
loss of social ties, sense of place and cultural identity; and migration
to unsafe settlements (medium confidence) (Serdeczny et al., 2017)
(Section 4.3.7). Between 1970 and 2019, only 7% of all disaster
events were drought-related, yet they contributed disproportionately
to 34% of disaster-related death, mostly in Africa (WMO, 2021).
Nevertheless, IK, TK and LK have increased drought resilience among
crop and livestock farmers, for example, in South Africa (Muyambo

Vulnerability
Index

Vulnerability (b)
Hazards (a)

Risk (d)

Exposure (c)

Low
Moderate
High
Very high
(<0.25) (0.25–0.5) (0.5–0.75) (0.75–1.0)

(d) Drought risk

Low
Moderate
High
Very high
(<0.25) (0.25–0.5) (0.5–0.75) (0.75–1.0)

Risk
Index

Moderate
High
Very high
Low
(<0.25) (0.25–0.5) (0.5–0.75) (0.75–1.0)

Figure 4.9 | Current global drought risk and its components.
(a) Drought hazard computed for the events between 1901 and 2010 by the probability of exceedance the median of global severe precipitation deficits, using precipitation data
from the Global Precipitation Climatology Centre (GPCC) for 1901–2010.
(b) Drought vulnerability is derived from an arithmetic composite model combining social, economic and infrastructural factors proposed by the United Nations International
Strategy for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR, 2004).
(c) Drought exposure computed at the sub-national level with the non-compensatory Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) model (Cook et al., 2014).
(d) Drought risk based on the above components of hazard, vulnerability and exposure, scored on a scale of 0 (lowest risk) to 1 (highest risk) with the lowest and highest hazard,
exposure and vulnerability (Carrão et al., 2016).
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et al., 2017), Uganda (Mfitumukiza et al., 2020) and India (Patel et al.,
2020) (Section 4.8.4).
When hazard, vulnerability and exposure are considered together,
drought risk is lower for sparsely populated regions, such as tundra
and tropical forests, and higher for populated areas and intensive
crop and livestock farming regions, such as southern and central Asia,
southeastern South America, central Europe and the southeastern
USA (Figure 4.9). Dynamics in exposure and vulnerability are rarely
addressed (Jurgilevich et al., 2017; Hagenlocher et al., 2019). Quantifying
economic vulnerability to drought in terms of damages as a percentage
of exposed GDP, Formetta and Feyen (2019) show a disproportionate
burden of drought impact on low-income countries, but with a clear
decrease in global economic drought vulnerability between 1980–1989
and 2007–2016, including a convergence between lower-income and
higher-income countries due to stronger vulnerability reduction in
less-developed countries. Nevertheless, during 2007–2016, economic
vulnerability to drought was twice as high in lower-income countries
compared to higher-income countries (Formetta and Feyen, 2019).
AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021; Seneviratne et al., 2021) found that
increasing agricultural and ecological droughts trends are more evident
than increasing trends in meteorological drought in several regions due
to increased evaporative demand. Therefore, WGI concluded with high
confidence that the increased frequency and the severity of agricultural/
ecological droughts over the last decades in the Mediterranean and
western North America can be attributed to anthropogenic warming.

Chapter 4

et al., 2021; Seneviratne et al., 2021), most attribution studies for
individual extreme events focus on meteorological (precipitation)
drought and sometimes also consider temperature anomalies. A
complete examination of drought relevant to societal impacts often
requires consideration of hydrological and agricultural drought, so
extreme event attribution conclusions relating to precipitation alone
may not fully capture the processes leading to societal effects. There
is, therefore, a critical knowledge gap in the attribution of changes in
drought indicators more closely related to societal impacts such as soil
moisture and the availability of fresh water supplies.
In summary, droughts can have substantial societal impacts (virtually
certain), and agricultural and ecological drought conditions in particular
have become more frequent and severe in many parts of the world but
less frequent and severe in some others (high confidence). Droughtinduced economic losses relative to GDP are approximately twice as
high in lower-income countries compared to higher-income countries,
although the gap has narrowed since the 1980s, and at the global
scale there is a decreasing trend of economic vulnerability to drought
(medium confidence). Nevertheless, anthropogenic climate change has
contributed to the increased likelihood or severity of drought events in
many parts of the world, causing reduced agricultural yields, drinking
water shortages for millions of people, increased wildfire risk, loss of
lives of humans and other species and loss of billions of dollars of
economic damages (medium confidence).

4.2.6
In addition, there is high confidence in anthropogenic influence on
increased meteorological drought in southwestern Australia and
medium confidence that recent drying and severe droughts in southern
Africa and southwestern South America can be attributed to human
influence. Increased agricultural/ecological and (or) meteorological and
(or) hydrological drought is also seen with either medium confidence
or high confidence in the trend but with low confidence on attribution
to anthropogenic climate change in western, northeastern and central
Africa; central, eastern and southern Asia; eastern Australia; southern
and northeastern South America and the South American monsoon
region; and western and central Europe. Finally, decreased drought in
one or more categories is seen with medium confidence in western
and eastern Siberia; northern and central Australia; southeastern South
America; central North America and northern Europe, but with low
confidence in attribution to anthropogenic influence, except in northern
Europe, where anthropogenic influence on decreased meteorological
drought is assessed with medium confidence.

Observed Changes in Groundwater

AR5 concluded that the extent to which groundwater abstractions
are affected by climate change is not well known due to the lack of
long-term observational data (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014). AR6
(Douville et al., 2021) confirmed that, despite considerable progress
since AR5, limitations in the spatio-temporal coverage of groundwater
monitoring networks, abstraction data and numerical representations of
groundwater recharge processes continue to constrain understanding of
climate change impacts on groundwater.

Major drought events worldwide have had substantial societal and
ecological impacts, including reduced crop yields, shortages of drinking
water, wildfires causing deaths of people and very large numbers of
animals, impacting the habitats of threatened species, and widespread
economic losses (Table 4.4, Cross-Chapter Box DISASTER in Chapter
4). In addition, anthropogenic climate change was found to have
increased the likelihood or severity of most such events examined in
event attribution studies.

Globally, groundwater use has societal and economic benefits, providing
a critical buffer against precipitation variability. Groundwater irrigation
has ensured food security, livelihood support and poverty alleviation,
for example, in India (Sekhri, 2014), Bangladesh (Salem et al., 2018)
and sub-Saharan Africa (Taylor et al., 2013a; Cuthbert et al., 2019b).
Groundwater is a safe drinking water source during natural hazardinduced disasters (Richts and Vrba, 2016). However, groundwater overexploitation leads to the attenuation of societal benefits, including
reduced agricultural production (Asoka and Mishra, 2020; Jain et al.,
2021), decrease in adaptive capacity of communities (Blakeslee et al.,
2020) and water quality deterioration (Mas-Pla and Menció, 2019).
Loss of traditional water systems based on groundwater, such as
foggara in Tunisia (Mokadem et al., 2018), qanat in Pakistan (Mustafa
and Usman Qazi, 2008), aflaj in Oman (Remmington, 2018) and spring
boxes in the Himalayas (Kumar and Sen, 2018), also leads to loss of
cultural values for local communities.

Although long-term drought trends are clearer for agricultural or
ecological drought compared to meteorological droughts (Douville

Even though global groundwater abstraction (789 ± 30 km3 yr−1) is
just about 6% of the annual recharge (~13,466 km3) (Hanasaki et al.,
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Table 4.4 | Selected major drought events from 2013 to 2020 and their societal impact. Studies were selected for presentation based on the availability scientific literature impacts
information and do not necessarily represent the most severe events.Impactful events are included even if not found to have a component attributable to climate change. This is not
a systematic assessment of event attributions studies and their physical science conclusions. ‘Sign of influence’ indicates whether anthropogenic climate change was found to have
made the event more or less likely, and ‘mechanism/magnitude of influence’ quantifies the change in likelihood and the processes or quantities involved.

Year

2019/2020

2019

4

2018

Country/
region
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Sign of influence

Reference

Mechanism/magnitude of influence

Australia

Wildfires burning ~97,000 km2 across southern and
eastern Australia; 34 human fatalities; 5900 buildings
destroyed; millions of people affected by hazardous
air quality; between 0.5 and 1.5 billion wild animals
and tens of thousands of livestock killed; at least
30% of habitat affected for seventy taxa, including
21 already listed as threatened with extinction, over
USD 110 billion financial loss

Western Cape,
South Africa

Water supply was reduced to 20% of capacity in
January 2018. Agricultural yields in 2019 declined
by 25%.

Yunnan,
southwestern
China

Water scarcity affected nearly 7 million residents and
resulted in crop failure over at least 1.35 × 104 km2
cropland. More than 94% of the total area in the
province was drought-stricken, and around 2 million
people faced drinking water shortages, with a direct
economic loss of about 6.56 billion RMB.

Southwestern
China

Over 640,100 hectares of crops with rice, corn and
potatoes were extensively damaged. Over 100 rivers
and 180 reservoirs dried out. Over 824,000 people
and 566,000 head of livestock experienced a severe
lack of drinking water, with a direct economic loss of
2.81 billion Chinese yuan (USD 400 million).

Increase

Anthropogenic forcing has likely increased
the likelihood of the May–June 2019 severe
low-precipitation event in southwestern China by
approximately 1.4 to 6 times.

South China

A lightning-caused forest fire in Muli County killed 31
firefighters and burned about 30 ha of forest.

Increase

Anthropogenic global warming increased the
weather-related risk of extreme wildfire by
7.2 times. In addition, the El Niño event increased
risk by 3.6 times.

Du et al. (2021)

Middle and
lower reaches
of the Yangtze
River, China

Reduced agriculture productivity and increased load
on power system supplies and transportations, and
on human health

Decrease

Anthropogenic forcing reduced the probability of
rainfall amount in the extended rainy winter of
2018/2019 by ~19%, but exerted no influence on
the excessive rainy days.

Hu et al. (2021)

South China

Shrinking reservoirs, water shortages. Area and yield
for early rice reduced by 350 thousand hectares and
1.28 million tons relative to 2017

Increase

Likelihood increased by 17 times in the
HadGEM3-A model. However, the event did not
occur without human influence in the CAM5
model.

Zhang et al.
(2020)

Du et al. (2021)

Increase

Extreme high temperatures causing drying of fuel.
The likelihood of extreme heat at least doubled
due to the long-term warming trend, and the
likelihood of Fire Weather Index as severe or
worse as observed in 2019/2020 by at least 30%,
despite no attributable increase in meteorological
(precipitation) drought.

van Oldenborgh
et al. (2020);
Ward et al. (2020);
Haque et al.
(2021)

Increase

Anthropogenic greenhouse forcing at least
doubled the likelihood of drought levels seen in
2015–2019, offsetting anthropogenic aerosol
forcing.

Kam et al. (2021)

Increase

Anthropogenic influence increased the risk of 2019
March–June hot and dry extremes over Yunnan
province in southwestern China by 123–157% and
13–23%, respectively.

Wang et al.
(2021b)

Lu et al. (2021)

China (Beijing)

A record 145 consecutive dry days (CDD), severe
drought, increased risk of wildfires

Increase

The likelihood of the record 145 CDD was
increased by between 1.29 and 2.09 times by
anthropogenic climate change and between 1.43
and 4.59 times by combining the La Niña event
and a weak Arctic polar vortex.

USA (Northern
Great Plains)

“billion-dollar disaster”; widespread wildfires (one
of Montana’s worst wildfire seasons on record)
compromised water resources, destruction of
property, livestock sell-offs, reduced agricultural
production, agricultural losses of USD 2.5 billion

Increase

1.5 times more likely due to increased ET (minimal
anthropogenic impact on precipitation)

Hoell et al. (2019)

East Africa

Extensive drought across Tanzania, Ethiopia, Kenya
and Somalia contributed to extreme food insecurity
approaching near-famine conditions.

Increase

Likelihood doubled

Funk et al. (2019)

Southern Africa

Millions of people were affected by famine, disease
and water shortages. In addition, a 9-million-tonne
cereal deficit resulted in 26 million people in need of
humanitarian assistance.

Increase

Anthropogenic climate change likely increased the
intensity of the 2015/2016 El Niño, and a drought
of this severity would have been very unlikely
(probability ~9%) in the pre-industrial climate.

Funk et al. (2018)

2017

2016

Impact

Influence of anthropogenic climate change on the
likelihood of an event
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Country/
region

Impact

Brazil

Três Marias, Sobradinho, and Itaparica reservoirs
reached 5% of volume capacity. Ceará registered
39 (of 153) reservoirs empty. Another 42 reached
inactive volume; 96 (of 184) Ceará municipalities
experienced water supply interruption.

2016

2015

Influence of anthropogenic climate change on the
likelihood of an event
Sign of influence

Reference

Mechanism/magnitude of influence

Not found

Not found

Martins et al.
(2018)

Thailand

Severe drought affected 41 Thai provinces, had
devastating effects on major crops, such as rice
and sugar cane, and incurred a total loss in the
agricultural production of about half a billion USD.

Increase

The record temperature of April 2016 in Thailand
would not have occurred without the influence
of both anthropogenic forcings and El Niño.
Anthropogenic forcing has contributed to drier
Aprils, but El Niño was the dominant cause of low
rainfall.

Christidis et al.
(2018)

Washington
state, USA

USD 335 million loss for the agricultural industry

Increase

Snowpack drought resulted from exceedingly high
temperatures despite normal precipitation

Fosu et al. (2016)

São Paulo, Brazil

In January 2015, the largest water supply system
used for Sao Paulo, Cantareira, sank to a water
volume of just 5% of capacity, and the number
of people supplied fell from 8.8 million people to
5.3 million people, with other systems taking over
supplies for the remainder.

No impact

Anthropogenic climate change is not found to be a
major influence on the hazard, whereas increasing
population and water consumption increased
vulnerability.

Otto et al. (2015)

2014

Southern Levant,
Syria

While the extent to which the 2007/2008 drought in
the Levant region destabilised the Syrian government
was not clear, ‘there is no questioning the enormous
toll this extreme event took on the region’s
population. The movement of refugees from both
the drought and war-affected regions into Jordan
and Lebanon ensured that the anomalously low
precipitation in the winter of 2013/2014 amplified
impacts on already complex water and food
provisions.’

Increase

The persistent drought in the 2014 rainy season
was unprecedented for the critical January–
February period in the observational
record, and was made ~45% more likely by
anthropogenic climate change.

Bergaoui et al.
(2015)

2013–2014

Mediterranean
coastal Middle
East, northward
through Turkey
and eastward
through
Kazakhstan,
Uzbekistan and
Kyrgyzstan

2016

2014

2014

East Africa

4
The eastern (main) basin of the Aral Sea dried up for
the first time in modern history.

Some isolated food security crises

2018), a few hotspots of groundwater depletion have emerged at local
to regional scales since the end of 20th century to the beginning of
the 21st century due to intensive groundwater use for irrigation. The
variability in groundwater storage is a function of human abstraction
and natural recharge, which is in turn controlled by local geology
(Green, 2016). In humid regions, precipitation influences recharge,
and linear associations between precipitation and recharge are often
observed (Kotchoni et al., 2019); for example, over humid locations in
sub-Saharan Africa (Cuthbert et al., 2019b).
A global review (Bierkens and Wada, 2019) of groundwater storage
changes highlights that estimates of depletion rates at the global scale

Unclear

High western Pacific sea surface temperatures
(SSTs) linked to drought in the Middle East and
central-southwest Asia, and the SSTs in that region
showed a strong warming trend.

Barlow and Hoell
(2015)

Increase

Anthropogenic warming contributed to the 2014
East African drought by increasing East African
and west Pacific temperatures, and increasing
the gradient between standardised western and
central Pacific SST, causing reduced rainfall, ET and
soil moisture.

Funk et al. (2018)

are variable. These estimates range from approximately 113 to 510 km3
yr−1 and variation in estimates is due to methods and spatio-temporal
scales considered (high confidence). Global hydrological models
(Herbert and Döll, 2019) show that human-induced groundwater
depletion at rates exceeding 20 mm yr–1 (2001–2010) is occurring in the
major aquifers systems such as the High Plains and California Central
Valley aquifers (USA), Arabian aquifer (Middle East), North-Western
Sahara Aquifer System (North Africa), Indo-Gangetic Basin (India) and
North China Plain (China) (high confidence). Groundwater depletion at
lower rates (<10 mm yr–1) is taking place in the Amazon Basin (Brazil)
and Mekong River Basin (South East Asia), primarily due to climate
variability and change (high confidence). A global-scale analysis
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(Shamsudduha and Taylor, 2020) of GRACE satellite measurements
(2002–2016) for the 37 world’s large aquifer systems reveals that
trends in groundwater storage are mostly nonlinear and declines are
not secular (high confidence). There are strong statistical associations
between changes in groundwater storage and extreme annual
precipitation from 1901 to 2016 in the Great Artesian Basin (Australia)
and the California Central Valley aquifer (USA). Groundwater recharge
of high magnitudes can be generated from intensive precipitation
events. On the other hand, recharge can become more episodic, mostly
in arid to semiarid locations (robust evidence, medium agreement). For
example, in central Tanzania, seven rainfall events between 1955 and
2010 generated 60% of total recharge (Taylor et al., 2013b). Similarly,
in southern India (Asoka et al., 2018) and the southwestern USA
(Thomas et al., 2016), focused recharge via losses from ephemeral river
channels, overland flows, and floodwaters is documented (Cuthbert
et al., 2019b).
In cold regions, where snowmelt dominates the local hydrological
processes, Irannezhad et al. (2016) and Vincent et al. (2019) show
high recharge to aquifers from glacial meltwater, while Nygren et al.
(2020) report a decrease in groundwater recharge due to a shift in
main recharge period from spring (snowmelt) to winter (rainfall). In
Finland, a sustained reduction (almost 100 mm in 100 years) of longterm snow accumulation combined with early snowmelt has reduced
spring recharge (Irannezhad et al., 2016) (medium confidence).

4

Data from ground-based long-term records in the Indo-Gangetic Basin
reveals that sustainable groundwater supplies are constrained more
by extensive contamination (e.g., arsenic, salinity) than depletion
(MacDonald et al., 2016). Many low-lying coastal aquifers are
contaminated with increased salinity due to land use change, rising
sea levels, reduced stream flows and increased storm surge inundation
(Lall et al., 2020). Nearly 26 million people are currently exposed to
very high (>1500 μS cm–1) salinity in shallow groundwater in coastal
Bangladesh (Shamsudduha and Taylor, 2020).
Groundwater-dependent ecosystems (GDEs), such as terrestrial
wetlands, stream ecosystems and estuarine and marine ecosystems
(Kløve et al., 2014), support wetlands and biodiversity, provide water
supply and baseflows to rivers, offer recreational services and help
control floods (Rohde et al., 2017). Globally, 10–23% of the watersheds
have reached the environmental flow limits due to groundwater
pumping (de Graaf et al., 2019). A recent study of 4.2 million wells
across the USA shows that induced groundwater recharge in nearly
two thirds of these wells could reduce stream discharges, thereby
threatening GDEs (Jasechko et al., 2021). Work (2020) found reduced
spring flow due to increased groundwater abstraction in 26 out of 56
springs studied in Florida (USA). GDEs in semiarid and arid regions
tend to have much longer groundwater response times and may be
more resilient to climate change than those in humid areas where
groundwater occurrence is mostly at shallow levels (Cuthbert et al.,
2019a; Opie et al., 2020). However, groundwater depletion impacts on
the full range of ecosystem services remain understudied (Bierkens and
Wada, 2019).
A better understanding of and incorporating subsurface storage
dynamics into ESMs will improve climate–groundwater interactions
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under global warming (Condon et al., 2020). Long-term groundwaterlevel monitoring data are of critical importance (Famiglietti, 2014) for
understanding the sensitivity of recharge processes to climate variability
and, more critically, calibration and validation of hydrological models
(Goderniaux et al., 2015). GRACE satellite-derived groundwater storage
estimates provide important insights at a regional scale (Rodell et al.,
2018) but overlook more localised depletion or short-term storage
gains. Low- and middle-income countries such as central Asia and subSaharan Africa lack such monitoring networks, which is a significant
knowledge gap.
In summary, groundwater storage has declined in many parts of the
world, most notably since the beginning of the 21st century, due to
the intensification of groundwater-fed irrigation (high confidence).
Groundwater in aquifers across the tropics appears to be more resilient
to climate change as enhanced recharge is observed to occur mostly
episodically from intense precipitation and flooding events (robust
evidence, medium agreement). In higher altitudes, warmer climates
have altered groundwater regimes and may have led to reduced spring
recharge due to reduced duration and snowmelt discharges (medium
confidence).

4.2.7

Observed Changes in Water Quality

AR5 (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014) concluded with medium evidence
and high agreement that climate change affected water quality,
posing additional risks to drinking water quality and human health
(Field et al., 2014b), particularly due to increased eutrophication at
higher temperatures or release of contaminants due to extreme floods
(Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014). In addition, SROCC (Hock et al., 2019b;
Meredith et al., 2019) assessed that glacier decline and permafrost
degradation impacts water quality through increases in legacy
contaminants (medium evidence, high agreement).
Warming temperatures and extreme weather events can potentially
impact water quality (Khan et al., 2015). Water quality can be
compromised through algal blooms that affect the taste and odour of
recreational and drinking water and can harbour toxins and pathogens
(Khan et al., 2015). Warming directly affects thermal water regimes,
promoting harmful algal blooms (Li et al., 2018; Noori et al., 2018)
(Section 4.3.5). Additionally, permafrost degradation leads to an
increased flux of contaminants (MacMillan et al., 2015; Roberts et al.,
2017; Mu et al., 2019). The increased meltwater from glaciers (Zhang
et al., 2019) releases deposited contaminants and reduces water
quality downstream (Zhang et al., 2017; Hock et al., 2019b).
Floods intensify the mixing of floodwater with wastewater and
the redistribution of pollutants (Andrade et al., 2018). In addition,
contaminated floodwaters pose an immediate health risk through
waterborne diseases (Huang et al., 2016b; Paterson et al., 2018; Setty
et al., 2018). Wildfires, along with heavy rainfalls and floods, can also
affect turbidity, which increases drinking water treatment challenges
and has been linked to increases in gastrointestinal illness (de Roos et al.,
2017). Droughts reduce river dilution capacities and groundwater levels
(Wen et al., 2017) increasing the risk of groundwater contamination
(Kløve et al., 2014). More generally, contaminated water diminishes its
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aesthetic value, compromising recreational activities, reducing tourism
and property values and creating challenges for management and
drinking water treatment (Eves and Wilkinson, 2014; Khan et al., 2015;
Walters et al., 2015).
Between 2000 and 2010, ~10% of the global population faced
adverse water quality issues (van Vliet et al., 2021). Adverse drinking
water quality has been associated with extreme weather events
in countries located in Asia, Africa and South and North America
(Jagai et al., 2015; Levy et al., 2016; Huynh and Stringer, 2018;
Leal Filho et al., 2018; Abedin et al., 2019) (medium evidence, high
agreement). Dilution factors in 635 of 1049 US streams fell extremely
low during drought conditions. Additionally, the safety threshold for
endocrine-disrupting compound concentration exceeded in roughly
a third of streams studied (Rice and Westerhoff, 2017). Natural acid
rock drainage, which can potentially release toxic substances, has
experienced intensification in an alpine catchment of the Central
Pyrenees due to climate change and severe droughts in the last
decade. River length affected by natural acid drainage increased
from 5 km in 1945 to 35 km in 2018 (Zarroca et al., 2021). Threefold
increases in contaminants and fivefold increases in nutrients have
been observed in water sources after wildfires (Khan et al., 2015). Due
to permafrost thawing, the concentration of major ions, especially
SO42− in two high Arctic lakes, has rapidly increased up to 500% and
340% during 2006–2016 and 2008–2016, respectively (Roberts et al.,
2017). The exports of dissolved organic carbon (DOC), particulate
organic carbon and mercury in six Arctic rivers were reported to
increase with significant deepening of active layers caused by climate
warming during 1999–2015 (Mu et al., 2019). Sustained warming in
Lake Tanganyika in Zambia during the last ∼150 years reduced lake
mixing, which has depressed algal production, shrunk the oxygenated
benthic habitat by 38% and further reduced fish and mollusc yield
(Cohen et al., 2016). From 1994 to 2010, coastal benthos at King
George Island in Antarctica have observed a remarkable shift primarily
linked to ongoing climate warming and the increased sediment runoff
triggered by glacier retreats (Sahade et al., 2015). The recovery time
of macroinvertebrates from floods was found longer in cases of preexisting pollution problems (Smith et al., 2019a).
In summary, although climate-induced water quality degradation
due to increases in water and surface temperatures or melting of
the cryosphere has been observed (medium confidence), evidence of
global-scale changes in water quality is limited because many studies
are isolated and have limited regional coverage.

4.2.8

Observed Changes in Soil Erosion and Sediment
Load

AR5 established potential impacts of climate change on soil erosion
and sediment loads in mountain regions with glacier melt (low to
medium evidence) (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014). SRCCL (Olsson et al.,
2020) reported with high confidence that rainfall changes attributed
to human-induced climate change have already intensified drivers of
land degradation. Nonetheless, attributing land degradation to climate
change alone is challenging because of the role of land management
practices (medium evidence, high agreement).

Climate change impacts soil erosion and sedimentation rates both
directly from increasing rainfall or snowmelt intensity (Vanmaercke
et al., 2014; Polyakov et al., 2017; Diodato et al., 2018; Golosov et al.,
2018; Li et al., 2020a; Li et al., 2020b) and indirectly from increasing
wildfires (Gould et al., 2016; Langhans et al., 2016; DeLong et al., 2018),
permafrost thawing (Schiefer et al., 2018; Lafrenière and Lamoureux,
2019; Ward Jones et al., 2019) and vegetation cover changes (Micheletti
et al., 2015; Potemkina and Potemkin, 2015; Carrivick and Heckmann,
2017; Beel et al., 2018). In addition, accelerated soil erosion and
sedimentation have severe societal impacts through land degradation,
reduced soil productivity and water quality (Section 4.2.7), increased
eutrophication and disturbance to aquatic ecosystems (Section 4.3.5),
sedimentation of waterways and damage to infrastructure (Graves et al.,
2015; Issaka and Ashraf, 2017; Schellenberg et al., 2017; Hewett et al.,
2018; Panagos et al., 2018; Sartori et al., 2019) (medium confidence).
In the largest river basin of the Colombian Andes, regional climate change
and land use activities (ploughing, grazing and deforestation) caused
a 34% erosion rate increase over 10 years, with the anthropogenic
soil erosion rate exceeding the climate-driven erosion rate (Restrepo
and Escobar, 2018). Sedimentation increases due to soil erosion in
mountainous regions burned by wildfires, as a result of warming and
altered precipitation, is documented with high confidence in the USA
(Gould et al., 2016; DeLong et al., 2018), Australia (Nyman et al., 2015;
Langhans et al., 2016), China (Cui et al., 2014) and Greece (Karamesouti
et al., 2016) and can potentially damage downstream aquatic ecosystems
(Section 4.3.5) and water quality (Section 4.2.7) (Cui et al., 2014; Murphy
et al., 2015; Langhans et al., 2016) (medium confidence). In Australia, for
instance, sediment yields from post-fire debris flows (113–294 t ha–1)
are 2–3 orders of magnitude higher than annual background erosion
rates from undisturbed forests (Nyman et al., 2015). The positive trend
in sediment yield in small ponds in the semiarid southwestern USA over
the last 90 years was not entirely related to the rainfall or runoff trends,
but was a result of complex interaction between long-term changes in
vegetation, soil and channel networks (Polyakov et al., 2017).
Regional climate changes (precipitation decrease) and human
activities (landscape engineering, terracing, large-scale vegetation
restoration, soil conservation) over the Loess Plateau (China) caused
a distinct stepwise reduction in sediment loads from the upper-middle
reach of the Yellow River, with 30% of the change related to climate
change (Tian et al., 2019). Substantial increases in sediment flux were
identified on the Tibetan Plateau (Li et al., 2020a; Li et al., 2021a), for
example, the sediment load from the Tuotuohe headwater increased by
135% from 1985–1997 to 1998–2016, mainly due to climate change
(Li et al., 2020a). In 1986–2015, the sedimentation rate in dry valley
bottoms of the Southern Russian Plain was two-2–5 times lower than
in 1963–1986 due to the warming-induced surface runoff reduction
during spring snowmelt (Golosov et al., 2018). Declining erosion
trends are primarily associated with soil conservation management
in northern Germany (Steinhoff-Knopp and Burkhard, 2018) and
reforestation in southwestern China (Zhou et al., 2020).
The climate change impact on erosion and sediment load varies
significantly over the world (Li et al., 2020b) (high confidence). There
was a statistically significant correlation between sediment yield and air
temperature for the non-Mediterranean region of western and central
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Europe (Vanmaercke et al., 2014) and northern Africa (Achite and Ouillon,
2016). Still, such correlation is yet to be found for the other European
rivers (Vanmaercke et al., 2015). Increased sediment and particulate
organic carbon fluxes in the Arctic regions are caused by permafrost
warming (Schiefer et al., 2018; Lafrenière and Lamoureux, 2019; Ward
Jones et al., 2019). Potemkina and Potemkin (2015) demonstrate that
regional warming and permafrost degradation have contributed to an
increased forested area over the last 40–70 years, reducing soil erosion
in eastern Siberia. The sediment dynamics of small rivers in the eastern
Italian Alps, depending on extreme floods, is sensitive to climate change
(Rainato et al., 2017). In the northeastern Italian Alps, precipitation
change during 1986–2010 affected soil wetness conditions, influencing
sediment load (Diodato et al., 2018). Regional warming in northern
Africa (Algeria) dramatically changed river streamflow and increased
sediment load over four decades (84% more every decade compared to
the previous) (Achite and Ouillon, 2016).
A long-term global soil erosion monitoring network based on the unified
methodological approach is needed to correctly evaluate erosion rates,
detect their changes and attribute them to climate or other drivers.
In summary, in the areas with high human activity, factors other than
climate have a more significant impact on soil erosion and sediment
flux (high confidence). On the other hand, in natural conditions, for
example, in high latitudes and high mountains, the influence of climate
change on the acceleration of the erosion rate is observed (limited
evidence, medium agreement).

4.3
4

Observed Sectoral Impacts of Current
Hydrological Changes

The intensification of the hydrological cycle due to anthropogenic
climate change has multifaceted and severe impacts for cultural,
economic, social and political pathways. In this section, we assess
burgeoning evidence since AR5 which shows that environmental
quality, economic development and social well-being have been
affected by climate-induced hydrological changes since many aspects
of the economy, environment and society are dependent upon water
resources. We advance previous IPCC reports by assessing evidence
on the impacts of climate change-induced water insecurity for energy
production (Section 4.3.2), urbanisation (Section 4.3.4), conflicts
(Section 4.3.6), human mobility (Section 4.3.7) and cultural usage of
water (Section 4.3.8).
Integrating qualitative and quantitative data, we show that it is evident
that societies heightened exposure to water-induced disasters—such as
floods and droughts—and other hydrological changes have increased
vulnerability across most sectors and regions, with few exceptions.
Through the assessment of literature relying on IK, we are also able
to present evidence on how observed changes impact particularly
Indigenous Peoples, local communities and marginalised groups, such
as women, people without social protections and minorities.
Importantly, we note that climate change-induced hydrological changes
are, for most sectors, one of the several factors, often coupled with
urbanisation, population growth and heightened economic disparities,
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that have increased societal vulnerability and required communities
across the globe to alter their productive and cultural practices.

4.3.1

Observed Impacts on Agriculture

AR5 concluded with high confidence that agricultural production was
negatively affected by climate change, with droughts singled out as a
major driver of food insecurity. In contrast, evidence of floods on food
production was limited (Porter et al., 2014).
Globally, 23% of croplands are irrigated, providing 34% of global calorie
production. Of these lands, 68% experience blue water scarcity at the
least one month yr–1 and 37% up to five months yr–1. Such agricultural
water scarcity is experienced in mostly drought-prone areas in lowincome countries (Rosa et al., 2020a). Approximately three quarters of
the global harvested areas (~454 million hectares) experienced droughtinduced yield losses between 1983 and 2009, and the cumulative
production losses corresponded to USD 166 billion (Kim et al., 2019).
Globally, droughts affected both harvested areas and yields, with a
reported cereal production loss of 9–10% due to weather extremes
between 1964 and 2007. Yield losses were greater by about 7% during
recent droughts (1985–2007) due to greater damage—reducing
harvested area—compared to losses from earlier droughts (1964–1984),
with 8–11% greater losses in high-income countries than in low-income
ones (Lesk et al., 2016). Globally, between 1961 and 2006, it has been
estimated that 25% yield loss occurred, with yield loss probability
increasing by 22% for maize, 9% for rice and 22% for soybean under
drought conditions (Leng and Hall, 2019). Mean climate and climate
extremes are responsible for 20–49% of yield anomalies variance, with
18–45% of this variance attributable to droughts and heatwaves (Vogel
et al., 2019). Drought has been singled out as a major driver of yield
reductions globally (high confidence) (Lesk et al., 2016; Meng et al.,
2016; Zipper et al., 2016; Anderson et al., 2019; Leng and Hall, 2019).
Yields of major crops in semiarid regions, including the Mediterranean,
sub-Saharan Africa, South Asia and Australia, are negatively affected
by precipitation declines in the absence of irrigation (Iizumi et al.,
2018; Ray et al., 2019), but this trend is less evident in wetter regions
(Iizumi et al., 2018). Precipitation and temperature changes reduced
global mean yields of maize, wheat and soybeans by 4.1, 1.8 and
4.5%, respectively (Iizumi et al., 2018). Of the global rice yield
variability of ~32%, precipitation variability accounted for a larger
share in drier South Asia than in wetter East and Southeast Asia
(Ray et al., 2015). Between 1910 and 2014 agro-climatic conditions
became more conducive to maize and soybean yield growth in the
American Midwest due to increases in summer precipitation and
cooling due to irrigation (Iizumi and Ramankutty, 2016; Mueller et al.,
2016) (Box 4.3). In Australia, between 1990 and 2015, the negative
effects of reduced precipitation and rising temperature led to yield
losses, but yield losses were partly avoided because of elevated
CO2 atmospheric concentration and technological advancements
(Hochman et al., 2017a). Overall, temperature-only effects are
stronger in wetter regions like Europe and East and Southeast Asia,
and precipitation-only effects are stronger in drier regions (Iizumi
et al., 2018; Ray et al., 2019) (medium evidence, high agreement).
In Asia, the gap between rain-fed and irrigated maize yield widened
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from 5% in the 1980s to 10% in the 2000s (Meng et al., 2016). In
North America, yields of maize and soybeans have increased (1958–
2007), yet meteorological drought has been associated with 13% of
overall yield variability. However, yield variability was not a concern
where irrigation is prevalent (Zipper et al., 2016). However, when
water scarcity has reduced irrigation, yields have been negatively
impacted (Elias et al., 2016). In Europe, yields have been affected
negatively by droughts (Beillouin et al., 2020), with losses tripling
between 1964 and 2015 (Brás et al., 2021). In West Africa, between
2000 and 2009, drought, among other altered climate conditions,
led to millet and sorghum yield reductions between 10 and 20%
and 5 and 15%, respectively (Sultan et al., 2019). Between 2006 and
2016, droughts contributed to food insecurity and malnutrition in
northern, eastern and southern Africa, Asia and the Pacific. In 36% of
these nations—mainly in Africa—where severe droughts occurred,
undernourishment increased (Phalkey et al., 2015; Cooper et al.,
2019). An attribution study showed that anthropogenic emissions
increased the chances of October–December droughts over the
region by 1.4–4.3 times and resulted in below-average harvests in
Zambia and South Africa (Nangombe et al., 2020). Root crops, a
staple in many tropics and subtropical countries, and vegetables are
particularly prone to drought, leading to smaller fruits or crop failure
(Daryanto et al., 2017; Bisbis et al., 2018). Livestock production has
also been affected by changing seasonality, increasing frequency of
drought, rising temperatures and vector-borne diseases and parasites
through changes in the overall availability, as well as reduced
nutritional value, of forage and feed crops (Varadan and Kumar,
2014; Naqvi et al., 2015; Zougmoré et al., 2016; Henry et al., 2018;
Godde et al., 2019) (medium confidence).
Floods have led to harvest failure and crop and fungal contamination
(Liu et al., 2013; Uyttendaele et al., 2015). Globally, between 1980
and 2018, excess soil moisture has reduced rice, maize, soybean and
wheat yields between 7 and 12% (Borgomeo et al., 2020). Changes
in groundwater storage and availability, which are affected by the
intensity of irrigated agriculture, also negatively impacted crop yields
and cropping patterns (Section 4.2.6, Box 4.3, 4.7.2). Moreover, extreme
precipitation can lead to increased surface flooding, waterlogging,
soil erosion and susceptibility to salinisation (high confidence). For
example, in Bangladesh, in March and April 2017, floods affected
220,000 ha of a nearly harvest-ready summer paddy crop and resulted
in almost a 30% year-on-year increase in paddy prices. An attribution
study of those pre-monsoon extreme rainfall events in Bangladesh
concluded that anthropogenic climate change doubled the likelihood
of the extreme rainfall event (Rimi et al., 2019). Moreover, floods,
extreme weather events and cyclones have led to animal escapes and
infrastructure damage in aquaculture (Beveridge et al., 2018; Islam and
Hoq, 2018; Naskar et al., 2018; Lebel et al., 2020) (see Section 5.9.1).
Worldwide, the magnitudes of climate-induced water-related hazards
and their impact on agriculture are differentiated across populations
and genders (Sections 4.3.6; 4.8.3). Evidence shows that hydroclimatic
factors pose high food insecurity risks to subsistence farmers, whose
first and only source of livelihood is agriculture, and who are situated
at low latitudes where the climate is hotter and drier (Shrestha and
Nepal, 2016; Sujakhu et al., 2016). Historically, they have been the
most vulnerable to observed climate-induced hydrological changes
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(Savo et al., 2016). Indigenous and local communities, often heavily
reliant on agriculture, have a wealth of knowledge about observed
changes. These are important because they shape farmers’ perceptions,
which in turn shape the adaptation measures farmers will undertake
(Caretta and Börjeson, 2015; Savo et al., 2016; Sujakhu et al., 2016; Su
et al., 2017) (Section 4.8.4) (high confidence).
In summary, ongoing climate change in temperate climates has
some positive impacts on agricultural production. In subtropical/
tropical climates, climate-induced hazards such as floods and
droughts negatively impact agricultural production (high confidence).
People living in deprivation and Indigenous Peoples have been
disproportionally affected. They often rely on rain-fed agriculture in
marginal areas with high exposure and high vulnerability to waterrelated stress and low adaptive capacity (high confidence).

4.3.2

Observed Impacts on Energy and Industrial Water
Use

AR5 (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014) concluded with medium evidence
and high agreement that hydropower negatively impacts freshwater
ecosystems. SROCC (IPCC, 2019a) concluded with medium confidence
that climate change has led to both increases and decreases in annual/
seasonal water inputs to hydropower plants.
Water is a crucial input for hydroelectric and thermoelectric energy
production, which together account for 94.7% of the world’s current
electricity generation (Petroleum, 2020). Climate change impacts
hydropower production through changes in precipitation, evaporation,
volume and timing of runoff; and impacts cooling of thermoelectric power
plants through reduced streamflow and increased water temperatures
(Yalew et al., 2020). In addition, extreme weather events, like tropical
cyclones, landslides and floods, damage energy infrastructure (MCTI,
2020; Yalew et al., 2020), while high temperature and humidity increase
the energy requirement for cooling (Maia-Silva et al., 2020).
With 1308 GW installed capacity in 2019, hydropower became the
world’s largest single source of renewable energy (IHA, 2020) (also see
Figure 6.12, WGIII). While hydropower reduces emissions relative to
fossil fuel-based energy production, hydropower reservoirs are being
increasingly associated with GHG emissions caused by submergence
and later re-emergence of vegetation under reservoirs due to water
level fluctuations (Räsänen et al., 2018; Song et al., 2018; Maavara
et al., 2020). A recent global study concluded that reservoirs might
emit more carbon than they bury, especially in the tropics (Keller et al.,
2021) (medium confidence).
In Ghana, between 1970 and 1990, rainfall variability accounted for
21% of interannual variations in hydropower generation (Boadi and
Owusu, 2019). In Brazil’s São Francisco River, following drought events
in 2016 and 2017, hydropower plants operated with an average capacity
factor of only 23% and 17%, respectively (de Jong et al., 2018). In
Switzerland, increased glacier melt contributed to 3–4% of hydropower
production since 1980 (Schaefli et al., 2019) (Section 4.2.2). In the USA,
hydropower generation dropped by nearly 27% for every standard
deviation increase in water scarcity. Equivalent social costs of loss in
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hydropower generation between 2001 and 2012 were approximately
USD 330,000 (at 2015 value) per month for every power plant that
experienced water scarcity (Eyer and Wichman, 2018). Globally, for the
period 1981–2010, the utilisation rate of hydropower was reduced by
5.2% during drought years compared to long-term average values (van
Vliet et al., 2016a). Thus, there is a growing body of evidence of negative
impacts of extreme events on hydropower production (high confidence).
Impacts of water scarcity on thermoelectric plants are more
unequivocal than hydropower plants. For example, a scenario-based
simulation study showed that 32% of the world’s coal-fired power
plants (CFPPs) plants are currently experiencing water scarcity for
at least five months or more in a year (Rosa et al., 2020c). In the
UK, almost 50% of freshwater thermal capacity is lost on extreme
high-temperature days, causing losses in the range of average GBP
29–66 million yr–1. For ~20% of particularly vulnerable power plants,
these losses could increase to GBP 66–95 million yr–1 annualised over
30 years (Byers et al., 2020). Globally, for the period 1981–2010,
the utilisation rate of thermoelectric power was reduced by 3.8%
during drought years compared to long-term average values (van
Vliet et al., 2016a), and none of the studies reported increases in
thermoelectric power production as a consequence of climate change
(high confidence).
In the energy sector, a large number of studies document the impact of
extreme climate events (e.g., droughts or extreme temperature days)
on production of hydropower and thermoelectric power, yet there are
limited studies that measure trends in energy production due to longterm climate change. This remains a knowledge gap.

4

Mining in regions already vulnerable to climate change-induced water
scarcity is under threat, leading some countries like El Salvador to
ban metal mining completely (Odell et al., 2018). Likewise, food and
agro-processing companies are aware of water-related threats to their
operations, with 77% of 35 publicly traded companies evaluated in
2019 explicitly citing water as a risk factor in their annual reports,
up from 59% in 2017 (CDP, 2018; CERES, 2019). Changes in water
availability affect the mining, electrical, metal and agro-processing
sectors (UNIDO, 2017; Odell et al., 2018; Frost and Hua, 2019), but
these impacts are less understood due to the lack of studies.
In summary, there is high confidence that climate change has had
negative impacts on hydro and thermal power production globally due
to droughts, changes in the seasonality of river flows, and increasing
ambient water temperatures.

4.3.3

Observed Impacts on Water, Sanitation
and Hygiene (WaSH)

AR5 showed that local changes in temperature and rainfall had altered
the distribution of some water-related diseases (medium confidence),
and extreme weather events disrupt water supplies, impacting
morbidity, mortality and mental health (very high confidence) (Field
et al., 2014b). In addition, melting and thawing of snow, ice and
permafrost (Section 4.2.2) have also adversely impacted water quality,
security and health (high confidence) (IPCC, 2019a) (Section 4.2.7).
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Literature since AR5 confirms that temperature, precipitation and
extreme weather events are linked to increased incidence and
outbreaks of water-related and neglected tropical diseases (ColónGonzález et al., 2016; Levy et al., 2016; Azage et al., 2017; Harp et al.,
2021) (high confidence). For example, the rainy season in Senegal has
been associated with an 84% increase in relative risk of childhood
diarrhoea, and an additional wet day per week was associated with
up to 2% increases in diarrhoeal disease in Mozambique (Thiam et al.,
2017; Horn et al., 2018). In Ecuador, increases of 1.5 cases of diarrhoea
per 1000 were associated with heavy rainfall after dry periods, while
a decrease of one case per 1000 was associated with heavy rain after
wet periods (Carlton et al., 2014). Floods have been associated with
22% increases in relative risk of diarrhoea in China (Liu et al., 2018c).
In addition, higher levels of faecal contamination of drinking water
and hands (i.e., lack of WaSH) has been statistically significantly
associated with increased child diarrhoea (Goddard et al., 2020).
In 2020, 2 billion people lacked access to uncontaminated water, while
771 million lacked basic sanitation services, primarily in sub-Saharan
Africa and rural areas (WHO and UNICEF, 2021). Even in high-income
countries, poor-quality drinking water can be a health issue (Murphy
et al., 2014). For example, in a sampled population in Canada, reported
exposure to exposure routes for waterborne illness included 7% from
private wells and 71.8% from municipal water (David et al., 2014).
Drinking water treatment can be compromised by degraded source
water quality and extreme weather events, including droughts, storms,
ice storms and wildfires that overwhelm or cause infrastructure damage
(Sherpa et al., 2014; Khan et al., 2015; Howard et al., 2016; White et al.,
2017) (high confidence). Adverse health effects are exacerbated due to
the absence of adequate WaSH, particularly in poorer households (Khan
et al., 2015; Kostyla et al., 2015; Cissé et al., 2016), WaSH infrastructure
failure (Khan et al., 2015; Wanda et al., 2017) or inadequate WaSH
facilities in emergency shelters (Alam and Rahman, 2014). For example,
WaSH coverage decreased from 65% to 51% due to damage from floods
and earthquakes in Malawi (Wanda et al., 2017). Loss of electricity also
impacts WaSH service delivery (Cashman, 2014), and infrastructure
damage caused by climate hazards may reverse progress on universal
access to WaSH (Kohlitz et al., 2017) (limited evidence, high agreement).
In addition, wastewater outflows have been associated with a 13%
increased relative risk of gastrointestinal illness through contaminated
drinking water sources (Jagai et al., 2015) (limited evidence, high
agreement). Harmful algal blooms represent an emerging health risk,
but lack of monitoring and reporting prevent risk exposure assessments
(Carmichael and Boyer, 2016; Nichols et al., 2018) (limited evidence,
high agreement). Chemical contaminants (e.g., nitrates, arsenic) have
been linked to non-communicable diseases, including neurological
disorders, liver and kidney damage, and cancers (Jones Rena et al.,
2016), and to some water-related diseases (e.g., schistosomiasis) (low
evidence, medium agreement).
Water insecurity and inadequate WaSH have been associated with
increased disease risk (high confidence), stress and adverse mental
health (limited evidence, medium agreement), food insecurity and
adverse nutritional outcomes, and poor cognitive and birth outcomes
(limited evidence, medium agreement) (Workman and Ureksoy, 2017;
Sclar et al., 2018; Boateng et al., 2020; Rosinger and Young, 2020; Wutich
et al., 2020). Climate-induced water scarcity and supply disruptions
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disproportionately impact women and girls. The necessity of water
collection takes away time from income-generating activities, child care
and education (Yadav and Lal, 2018; Schuster et al., 2020) (medium
evidence, medium agreement). Consumption of larger volumes of
water is essential for healthy women during pregnancy, lactation and
caregiving, which increases the amount of water that has to be fetched.
Fetching of water is associated with increased risk of sexual abuse,
demand for sexual favours at controlled water collection points, physical
injuries (e.g., musculoskeletal or from animal attacks), domestic violence
for not completing daily water-related domestic tasks (limited evidence,
high agreement), and poorer maternal and child health (Mercer and
Hanrahan, 2017; Pommells et al., 2018; Anwar et al., 2019; Collins et al.,
2019a; Geere and Hunter, 2020; Venkataramanan et al., 2020) (medium
evidence, high agreement). Menstrual hygiene management is a public
health issue but poorly linked to climate change, despite relationships
between lack of adequate WaSH, poor menstrual hygiene, and urinary
tract infections (Ellis et al., 2016; Pouramin et al., 2020). Water insecurity
also affects emotional, spiritual and cultural relationships that are often
critical to Indigenous health (Wilson et al., 2019) (limited evidence, high
agreement).
There are gaps in data on climate-driven water-related disease
burden for both infectious and non-communicable diseases. Increased
demands for water and WaSH services for infectious diseases, such as
HIV/AIDS and COVID-19 (Box 4.4) exacerbate existing vulnerabilities
and inequities (Stanley et al., 2017; Armitage and Nellums, 2020a;
Rodriguez-Lonebear et al., 2020). Additionally, limited research has
been undertaken to quantify the effects of climate-compromised WaSH
on health and well-being.
In summary, WaSH-related household water insecurity and disease
incidence are products of geography, politics, social and environmental
determinants, vulnerability and climate change (Bardosh et al., 2017;
Stoler et al., 2021).

4.3.4

Observed Impacts on Urban and Peri-Urban Sectors

All previous IPCC reports have focused on future water-related risks to
urban areas due to climate change rather than documented observed
impacts.
Climate extremes have profound implications for urban and peri-urban
water management, particularly in an increasingly urbanised world (high
confidence). Over half (54%) of the global population currently lives in
cities (WWAP, 2019), and global urbanisation rates continue to increase
across all SSPs (Jiang and O’Neill, 2017). Using observed station data
for 217 urban areas worldwide, Mishra et al. (2015) noted that 17% of
cities experienced statistically significant increases (p value < 0.05) in
the frequency of daily precipitation extremes from 1973 to 2012 and
hypothesised that such observed climate changes in urban areas were
largely due to large-scale changes rather than local land cover changes.
Since AR5, factors such as rapid population growth, urbanisation,
ageing infrastructure and changes in water use have also magnified
climate risks, such as drought and flooding, and contributed to
urban and peri-urban water insecurity (medium agreement, medium

evidence) (Section 4.1.2). For example, despite an increase in flooding
events from 1.1 flood events yr–1 (1986–2005) to five flood events
yr–1 (2006–2016) in Ouagadougou (Burkina Faso), analyses of rainfall
indices showed few have significant trends at a 5% level over the
period 1961–2015 and that the generalised extreme value distribution
fit the time series of annual maximum daily rainfall (Tazen et al., 2019).
On the other hand, long-term annual variations of maximum hourly
precipitation in Shanghai (China) increased significantly during 1916–
2014, especially from 1981.
Advances in the attribution of extreme weather events have made
it possible to determine the causal relationship between droughts,
floods and climate change for some cities, particularly those with
long hydro-meteorological records (Bader et al., 2018; Otto et al.,
2020). Attribution analysis shows that urbanisation contributed to the
increase in both frequencies of local and abrupt heavy rainfall events
in the city, at a rate of 1.5 and 1.8 10 yr–1, respectively (Liang and
Ding, 2017). A multi-method attribution showed that the likelihood
of prolonged rainfall deficit in Cape Town (South Africa) during
2015–2017 was made more likely by a factor of 3.3 (1.4–6.4) due
to anthropogenic climate change (Otto et al., 2018). These results
show that climate change has impacted the return time of extreme
droughts in the Western Cape, exceeding the capacity of the existing
water supply system to cope (Otto et al., 2018) (Box 9.4; 9.8.2).
In Baton Rouge (USA), a rapid attribution study showed that the
probability of an event such as the intense precipitation and flash
flooding of August 2016 has increased by at least a factor of 1.4
due to radiative forcing (USA) (van der Wiel et al., 2017). In Houston
(USA), a study found that the combination of urbanisation and climate
change nearly doubled peak discharge (84%) during Hurricane Harvey
(August 2017), suggesting that land use change magnified the effects
of climate change on catchment response to extreme precipitation
events (Sebastian et al., 2019) (14.4.3.1; Box 14.5 The Economic
Consequences of Climate Change in North America, Cross-Chapter
Box DISASTER in Chapter 4). According to a multi-method approach,
the 2014/2015 drought event in Sao Paulo (Brazil) was more likely to
have been driven by water use changes and population growth than
climate change (Otto et al., 2015) (Cross-Chapter Box DISASTER in
Chapter 4).
The science of weather event attribution requires high-quality
observational data and climate models that are currently available
only in highly developed countries (Otto et al., 2020). In addition,
further research is necessary to determine the impacts of climate
change on water-related extremes in the urban areas of developing
countries (Bai et al., 2018). For example, a combination of
observational analysis and global coupled climate models showed
that the 2015 flooding event in Chennai (India) could not be attributed
to anthropogenic climate change, with the effects of that being
relatively small in the region due to the impact of GHG increases
being largely counteracted by those of aerosols (van Oldenborgh
et al., 2017a) (Section 4.2.5). Further research is also required to
determine the impacts of climate change on water-related extremes
in informal settlements where vulnerability to water insecurity is high
due to poverty, overcrowding, poor-quality housing and lack of basic
infrastructure (Scovronick et al., 2015; Grasham et al., 2019; Williams
et al., 2019; Satterthwaite et al., 2020).
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Cross-Chapter Box DISASTER | Disasters as the Public Face of Climate Change
Authors: Aditi Mukherji (India, Chapter 4), Guéladio Cissé (Mauritania/Switzerland/France, Chapter 7), Caroline Zickgraf (Contributing
Author), Paulina Aldunce (Chile, Chapter 7), Liliana Raquel Miranda Sara (Peru, Chapter 12), William Solecki, (USA, Chapter 17), Friederike
Otto (UK, WGI), François Gemenne (France, WGI), Martina Angela Caretta (Sweden, Chapter 4);, Richard Jones (UK, WGI); Richard Betts (UK,
Chapter 4), Maarten van Aalst (the Netherlands, Chapter 16), Jakob Zscheischler (Switzerland), Kris Murray (UK), Mauro E. González (Chile).

Introduction
Some extreme weather events are increasing in frequency and (or) severity as a result of climate change (Seneviratne et al., 2021) (high
confidence). These include extreme rainfall events (Roxy et al., 2017; Myhre et al., 2019; Tabari, 2020); extreme and prolonged heat leading
to catastrophic fires (Bowman et al., 2017; Krikken et al., 2019; van Oldenborgh et al., 2020); and more frequent and stronger cyclones/
hurricanes and resulting extreme rainfall (Griego et al., 2020). These extreme events, coupled with high vulnerability and exposure in
many parts of the world, turn into disasters and affect millions of people every year. New advances enable the detection and attribution
of these extreme events to climate change (Otto et al., 2016; Seneviratne et al., 2021), with the most recent study saying that heavy rains
leading to devastating floods in western Europe that captured the world’s attention in July 2021 were made more likely due to climate
change (Kreienkamp et al., 2021). Most WGII chapters (this volume) report various extreme event-induced disasters and their societal
impacts. This cross-chapter box brings together authors from WGI and WGII to emphasise that disasters following extreme events have
become the most visible and public face of climate change (Solecki and Rosenzweig, 2014). These disasters reflect immediate societal and
political implications of rising risks (high confidence), but also provide windows of opportunity to raise awareness about climate change
and to implement disaster-reduction policies and strategies (high confidence) (Albright, 2020; Boudet et al., 2020).
Here, we document eight catastrophic climate-related disasters that took place between 2017 and 2021. These disasters resulted in the
loss of lives and livelihoods and had adverse impacts on biodiversity, health, infrastructure and the economy. These disasters provided
important rallying points for discussions around climate change, equity and vulnerability in some cases. These disasters also offer valuable
lessons about the role of effective climate change adaptation in managing disaster risks and the importance of Loss and Damage
mechanisms in global negotiation processes (Jongman et al., 2014; Mechler et al., 2014; Cutter and Gall, 2015).

4

Case 1. Compounded events and impacts on human systems: Cyclones Idai and Kenneth in Mozambique in 2019
While individual events alone can lead to major disasters, when several events occur in close spatial and temporal proximity, impacts
get compounded, with catastrophic results (Zscheischler et al., 2018; Zscheischler et al., 2020). In March 2019, Cyclone Idai (category
2) was the deadliest storm on record to strike the African continent, with the coastal city of Beira in Mozambique being particularly
hard hit with at least 602 deaths (CRED, 2019; Zehra et al., 2019; Phiri et al., 2020). Nationally, Idai caused massive housing, water
supply, drainage and sanitation destruction, but its impact extended to South Africa through disruption of the regional electricity grid
(Yalew et al., 2020). In April 2019, amidst heightened vulnerabilities in the aftermath of cyclone Idai, cyclone Kenneth (category 4) hit
the country, affecting 254,750 people and destroying more than 45,000 homes (Kahn et al., 2019). These circumstances caused the
rapid spread of cholera, which triggered a massive vaccination programme to control the epidemic (Kahn et al., 2019; Lequechane et al.,
2020). While there were no specific detection and attribution studies for Idai and Kenneth, overall, there is high confidence that the
rainfall associated with tropical cyclones is more intense because of global warming. However, there remain significant uncertainties
about the impact of climate change on the numbers and strength of tropical cyclones per se (Walsh et al., 2019; Zhang G. et al., 2020).

Case 2. COVID-19 as the compounding risk factor: Cyclone Amphan in India and Bangladesh, 2020
Cyclone Amphan hit coastal West Bengal and Bangladesh on 20 May 2020. It was the first supercyclone to form in the Bay of Bengal since
1999 and one of the fiercest to hit West Bengal, India, in the last 100 years. The cyclone intensified from a cyclonic storm (category 1) to
a supercyclone (category 5) in less than 36 hours (Balasubramanian and Chalamalla, 2020). Several hours before and on 20 May, extreme
rain events resulted in heavy cumulative rainfall, flash flooding and landslides in several adjoining districts (Mishra and Vanganuru, 2020).
As per the initial estimates, about 1600 km2 area in the mangrove forests of Sundarbans were damaged, and over 100 lives were lost.
Earlier cyclones in the region have shown that impacts of these events are gendered (Roy, 2019). The cyclone damage was somewhat
lessened due to the delta’s mangroves (Sen, 2020). The estimated damage was USD 13.5 billion. Cyclone Amphan was the largest source
of displacement in 2020, with 2.4 million displacements in India alone, of which 800,000 were pre-emptive evacuations by authorities
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(IDMC, 2020). Because it happened amidst the COVID-19 crisis, evacuation plans were constrained due to social distancing norms (Baidya
et al., 2020). Social media played an important role in disseminating pre-cyclone warnings and information on post-cyclone relief work
(Crayton et al., 2020; Poddar et al., 2020).

Case 3. Further exacerbating inequities in human systems: Hurricane Harvey, USA, 2017
Hurricane Harvey, a category 4 hurricane, made landfall on Texas and Louisiana in August 2017, causing catastrophic flooding and 80 deaths
and inflicting $125 billion (2017 USD) in damage, of which $67 billion (2017 USD) was attributable to climate change (Frame et al., 2020).
Several studies estimated the return period of the rainfall associated with this event and assessed that human-induced climate change
increased the likelihood by a factor of approximately three using a combination of observations and climate models (Risser and Wehner,
2017; van Oldenborgh et al., 2017b). The impacts of Hurricane Harvey were exacerbated by extensive residential development in flood-prone
locations. A study showed that urbanisation increased the probability of such extreme flood events several folds (Zhang W. et al., 2018)
through the alteration of ground cover and disruption and redirection of water flow. Water quality in cities also deteriorated (Horney et al.,
2018; Landsman et al., 2019), and 85% of flooded land subsided at a rate of 5 mm yr–1 following the event (Miller and Shirzaei, 2019).
Notably, the impacts of Harvey were unequally distributed along racial and social categories in the greater Houston area. Neighbourhoods
with larger Black, Hispanic and disabled populations were the worst affected by the flooding following the storm and rainfall (Chakraborty
et al., 2018; Chakraborty et al., 2019; Collins et al., 2019b). In addition, racial and ethnic disparities were shown to impact post-disaster needs,
ranging from household damage to mental health and recovery (Collins et al., 2019b; Flores et al., 2020; Griego et al., 2020).

Case 4. Impacts worsened due to sociocultural and political conditions: The “Coastal Niño” in Peru, 2017
The Coastal Niño event of 2017 led to extreme rainfall in Peru, which was made more likely by at least 1.5 times as compared to preindustrial times due to anthropogenic climate change and Coastal Niño (Christidis et al., 2019) and comparable to the El Niño events of
1982–1983 and 1997–1998 (Poveda et al., 2020). This event showed evidence of larger anomalies in flood exposure (Muis et al., 2018;
Christidis et al., 2019; Rodríguez-Morata et al., 2019) and sediment transport (Morera et al., 2017). In Peru, this Niño event led to USD
6 to 9 billion of monetary losses, more than a million inhabitants were affected, 6614 km of roads were damaged, 326 bridges were
destroyed, 41,632 homes were damaged or became uninhabitable and 2150 schools and 726 health posts were damaged (French and
Mechler, 2017; French et al., 2020), leaving half of the country in a state of emergency (Christidis et al., 2019). Furthermore, institutional
and systemic sociocultural and political conditions at multiple levels significantly worsened disaster risk management which hampered
response and recovery (French et al., 2020). Citizens and zero-order responders proved to be more effective and quicker than national
disaster risk management response (Briones et al., 2019).

Case 5. Triggering institutional response for future preparedness: Mega-fires of Chile, 2017
The mega-fire that occurred in Chile in January 2017 had the highest severity recorded on the planet (CONAF, 2017), burning in three
weeks an area close to 350,000 hectares in south-central Chile. These events have been associated with the prolonged ongoing drought
that has persisted for more than one decade and with the increase in heat waves (González et al., 2018; Miranda et al., 2020). This
extreme drought and the total burned area of the last decades have been attributed to anthropogenic climate change in at least 25%
and 20% of their severity, respectively (Boisier et al., 2016). The mega-fire of summer 2017 resulted in 11 deaths, more than 1500 houses
burned and the destruction of the small town of Santa Olga. The smoke from these fires exposed 9.5 million people to air pollution,
causing an estimated 76 premature deaths (Bowman et al., 2017; González et al., 2020). The direct costs incurred by the State exceeded
USD 360 million (González et al., 2020). The 2017 mega-fires led to a series of institutional responses such as management plans
that include preventive forestry techniques, regulatory plans containing rural–urban interface areas, an emergency forest fire plan, and
promotion of native species (González et al., 2020).

Case 6. Loss of human lives and biodiversity: Bushfires in Australia, 2019/2020
In the summer of 2019/2020, bushfires in Australia killed 417 people due to smoke and killed between 0.5 and 1.5 billion wild animals and
tens of thousands of livestock (van Oldenborgh et al., 2020). These fires also destroyed approximately 5900 buildings and burnt 97,000 km2 of
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vegetation, which provided habitat for 832 species of native vertebrate fauna. Seventy taxa had more than 30% of their habitat impacted,
including 21 already identified as threatened with extinction (Ward et al., 2020). In addition, millions of people experienced levels of smoke
20 times higher than the government-identified safe level. The year 2019 had been Australia’s warmest and driest year on record. In the
summer of 2019/2020, the seasonal mean and mean maximum temperatures were the hottest by almost 1°C above the previous record. Eight
of the 10 hottest days on record for national mean temperatures occurred in December 2019. While the prevailing weather conditions were
strongly influenced by the Indian Ocean Dipole pressure pattern, with a contribution from weakly positive ENSO conditions in the Pacific, the
fact that Australia is approximately 1°C warmer than the early 20th century demonstrates links to anthropogenic climate change. Eight climate
models using event attribution methodologies (comparison of simulations with present-day and pre-industrial forcings) indicates that
anthropogenic climate change made the heat conditions of December 2019 more than twice as likely (van Oldenborgh et al., 2020).

Case 7. Improved preparedness reduced mortality: Heatwave in Europe, 2019
In 2019, Europe experienced several record-breaking heatwaves. In June, the first one featured record heat for that time in early summer,
with temperatures of 6°C–10°C above normal over most of France and Germany, northern Spain, northern Italy, Switzerland, Austria
and the Czech Republic (Climate, 2019). The second heatwave also resulted in all-time records for Belgium, Germany, Luxembourg, the
Netherlands and the UK in July. Attribution studies (Vautard et al., 2020) demonstrated that these would have had extremely small odds
in the absence of human-induced climate change or would have been 1.5°C–3°C colder without human-induced climate change. This
study concluded that state-of-the-art climate models underestimate the trends in local heat extremes compared to the observed trend.
Since the 2003 heatwave, which resulted in tens of thousands of deaths across Europe, many European countries have adopted heatwave
plans, including early warning systems. Therefore, mortality in 2019 was substantially lower than it might have been. Unfortunately,
mortality is not registered systematically across Europe, and therefore, comprehensive analyses are missing. But even based on the
countries that provide the numbers, more specifically France, Belgium and the Netherlands, the European heatwave of 2019 resulted in
over 2500 deaths (CRED, 2019). Despite their deadliness and the fact that climate change increases the frequency, intensity and duration
of heatwaves globally (Perkins-Kirkpatrick and Lewis, 2020), heatwaves are not consistently reported in many countries (Harrington and
Otto, 2020), rendering it currently impossible to estimate climate change impacts on lives and livelihoods comprehensively.

4

Case 8. Loss of human lives and property: Floods in Europe in 2021
From 12 to 15 July 2021, extreme rainfall in Germany, Belgium, Luxembourg and neighbouring countries led to severe flooding. The
severe flooding was caused by very heavy rainfall over a period of 1–2 d, wet conditions prior to the event and local hydrological factors.
The observed rainfall amounts in the Ahr/Erft region and the Belgian part of the Meuse catchment substantially exceeded previous
records for observed rainfall. An attribution study (Kreienkamp et al., 2021) focused on the heavy rainfall rather than river discharge and
water levels, because sufficient hydrological data was not available, partly because hydrological monitoring systems were destroyed
by the event. Considering a larger region of western Europe between the northern side of the Alps and the Netherlands, in any given
location, one such event can be expected every 400 years on average in the current climate. The floods resulted in least 222 fatalities and
substantial damage to houses, roads, communication infrastructure, motorways, railway lines and bridges.
Table Cross-Chapter Box DISASTER.1 | Summarising impacts, losses and damages, displacement and climate change detection and attribution of these seven disaster
case studies.
Name of the disaster
event
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Impacts, losses and damages; and displacement

Climate change detection and attribution

Cyclones Idai and
Kenneth, March and April
2019, Mozambique, Africa

254,750 affected people, and more than 45,000 houses were
destroyed. Sparked cholera outbreaks that resulted in 6600 cases and
over 200 deaths. More than 500,000 people were displaced in 2019.
As of 31 December 2019, more than 132,000 people were internally
displaced in Mozambique (IDMC, 2020).

There are no detection and attribution studies on Idai and Kenneth,
but it is known that rainfall associated with tropical cyclones are now
more intense because of global warming, but there remain significant
uncertainties concerning changes in the number and strength of the
cyclones themselves (Walsh et al., 2019; Zhang G. et al., 2020).

Cyclone Amphan, May
2020, West Bengal, India
and Bangladesh

About 1600 km2 area in the mangrove forests of Sundarbans were
damaged. The city of Kolkata lost a substantial portion of its green
cover due to Amphan. The estimated damage was USD 13.5 billion.
Cyclone Amphan was the largest source of displacement in 2020, with
2.4 million displacements in India and a similar number in Bangladesh.
Out of these 2.4 million, roughly 800,000 were pre-emptive
evacuations or organised by the authorities (IDMC, 2020).

The combined decline of both aerosols (due to COVID-19-related
lockdowns) and clouds may have contributed to the increased sea
surface temperature, further compounding the climate change-related
warming of the oceans (Vinoj and Swain, 2020). However, there are no
attribution studies on tropical cyclones in the Indian Ocean.
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Name of the disaster
event

Impacts, losses and damages; and displacement

Climate change detection and attribution

Hurricane Harvey, 2017,
USA

Catastrophic flooding and many deaths inflicted $125 billion (2017
USD). In addition, economic costs due to the rainfall are estimated
at $90 billion, of which $67 billion are attributed to climate change
(Frame et al., 2020).

Several attribution studies found that the rainfall associated with
Harvey has increased by a factor of three, while intensity in rainfall
and wind speed also increased due to human-induced climate change
(Emanuel, 2017; Risser and Wehner, 2017; Patricola and Wehner, 2018;
van Oldenborgh et al., 2020).

Coastal Niño 2017, Peru

USD 6–9 billion monetary losses with 114 deaths, 414 injuries and
1.08 million inhabitants affected. In addition, 6614 km of improved
roads were damaged, 326 bridges destroyed, 41,632 homes destroyed
or uninhabitable, and 242,433 homes, 2150 schools and 726 health
centres damaged.

Clear anthropogenic climate change fingerprint detected. For example,
while the anomalously warm ocean favoured extreme rainfall of March
2017 in Peru, the human influence was estimated to make such events
at least 1.5 times more likely (Christidis et al., 2019).

Mega-fires in Chile,
January 2017

The mega-fire that occurred in Chile in January 2017 burned in three
weeks an area close to 3500 km2 in south-central Chile. As a result,
thousands of people were displaced.

There is no attribution study on the fires in Chile (yet). Still, there is an
increasing number of attribution studies on wildfires worldwide, finding
that because climate change has increased the likelihood of extreme
heat, which is part of the fire weather, the likelihood of wildfire weather
conditions has increased too (Krikken et al., 2019; van Oldenborgh et al.,
2020).

Australian bushfires of
2019/2020

Killed 417 people due to smoke, and between 0.5 and 1.5 billion wild
animals and tens of thousands of livestock. Destroyed ~5900 buildings
and burnt 97,000 km2 of vegetation that provided habitat for 832
species of native vertebrate fauna.

Anthropogenic climate change made the extreme heat condition of
December 2019 more than twice as likely (van Oldenborgh et al., 2020).

Heatwaves of Europe,
2019

Record heat in several European countries, and deadliest global
disaster of 2019, with over 2500 deaths (CRED, 2019)

There have been many attribution studies on heatwaves in Europe,
finding that human-induced climate change is increasing the frequency
and intensity of heatwaves. In the case of 2019, the observed heat
would have been extremely unlikely without climate change. The studies
also find that climate models underestimate the increase in heat waves
in Europe compared to observed trends (Vautard et al., 2020).

Floods in western Europe
(Germany, Belgium), July
2021

Severe flooding resulting in at least 222 fatalities and substantial
damage to houses, roads, communication infrastructure, motorways,
railway lines and bridges. Some communities were cut off for days due
to road closures, inhibiting emergency responses, including evacuation.

Climate change was found to have increased the intensity of the
maximum 1-d rainfall event in the summer season in this large region
by about 3–19% compared to a global climate 1.2°C cooler than at the
present day. The increase was similar for the 2-d event. The likelihood
of such an event today was found to have increased by a factor
between 1.2 and 9 for both the 1-d and 2-d events in the large region
(Kreienkamp et al., 2021).

4

Disaster risk reduction needs to be a central component of adaptation and mitigation for meeting Sustainable
Development Goals and for a climate-resilient future
Disasters resulting from extreme events are increasingly experienced by a large section of human population (Hoegh-Guldberg et al.,
2018). Disasters expose inequalities in natural and managed systems and human systems as they disproportionately affect poor and
marginalised communities like ethnic minorities, people of colour, Indigenous Peoples, women and children. Therefore, disaster risk
reduction is fundamental for climate justice and climate resilient development (UNISDR, 2015). Far from being disconnected policy
objectives, disaster risk reduction and climate change mitigation/adaptation are two sides of the same coin as recognised explicitly by the
Paris Agreement and Sendai Framework of 2015. There can be no sustainable development without disaster risk reduction, as explicitly
recognised by the SDGs of 2015. Furthermore, disaster events can increase awareness among citizens and provide a platform for all
important stakeholders, including climate activists, to come together, and give a clarion call for the urgency of climate action.
In summary, disasters are a stark illustration of the potential for extreme weather events to impact people and other species. With the
frequency, severity and (or) likelihood of several types of extreme weather increasing, disasters can increasingly be regarded as ‘the
public face of climate change’ (high confidence). Detection and attribution studies make the climate change fingerprint of several types
of disasters increasingly clear (high confidence). Moreover, existing vulnerabilities and exposures play an important role in turning
extreme events into disasters, further exacerbating existing racial, gender and social inequalities (high confidence). Therefore, disaster risk
reduction needs to be central to adaptation and mitigation efforts to meet the SDGs and the Paris Agreement for a climate-resilient future.
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In summary, water-related hazards such as drought and flooding have
been exacerbated by climate change in some cities (high confidence).
Further research is necessary to determine the extent and nature of
water-related climate change impacts in the urban areas of developing
countries (high confidence).

4.3.5

Observed Impacts on Freshwater Ecosystems

The loss and degradation of freshwater ecosystems have been widely
documented, and SRCCL assessed with medium confidence the loss of
wetlands since the 1970s (Olsson et al., 2020).

4

The links between air and water temperatures and ecological processes
in freshwater ecosystems are well recognised. Increasing temperatures
affect wetlands by influencing biophysical processes, affecting feeding
and breeding habits and species’ distribution ranges, including their
ability to compete with others. Increased temperatures can also
cause deoxygenation in the lower depths of the water columns and
throughout the entire water column if heating destabilises the water
column. Under extreme heat, often associated with minimal rainfall or
water flows, the drying of shallower areas and the migration or death
of individual organisms can occur (Dell et al., 2014; Miller et al., 2014;
Scheffers et al., 2016; Szekeres et al., 2016; Myers et al., 2017; FAO,
2018a) (high confidence). A global systematic review of studies since
2005 shows that climate change is a critical direct driver of freshwater
ecosystems impacts through increasing temperatures or declining
rainfall, for example, by causing physiological stress or death (thermal
stress, dehydration or desiccation), limiting food supplies, or resulting
in migration of animals to other feeding or breeding areas, and possibly
increased competition with animals already present in those migrating
locations {Diaz et al. 2019; Dziba et al. 2018}. Other drivers include
land use changes, water pollution, extraction of water, drainage and
conversion, and invasive species, which to varying extents interact
synergistically with climate change or are exacerbated due to climate
change (Finlayson et al., 2017; Ramsar Convention, 2018).
The Global Wetland Outlook (Ramsar Convention, 2018) reported that
between 1970 and 2015, the area of freshwater wetlands declined by
approximately 35% (Davidson and Finlayson, 2018), with high levels of
the overall percentage of threatened species recorded in Madagascar
and Indian Ocean islands (43%); in Europe (36%); in the tropical Andes
(35%); and New Zealand (41%) (Ramsar Convention, 2018). Where
long-term data are available, only 13% of the wetlands recorded in
and around the year 1700 remained by 2000. However, these data
may overestimate the rate of loss (Davidson, 2014) (limited evidence,
medium agreement). Many wetland-dependent species have seen a
long-term decline, with the Living Planet Index showing that 81%
of populations of freshwater species are in decline and others being
threatened by extinction (Davidson and Finlayson, 2018; Darrah et al.,
2019; Diaz et al., 2019) (high confidence).
Temperature changes lead to changes in the distribution patterns of
freshwater species. Poleward and up-elevation range shifts due to
warming temperatures tend to ultimately lead to reduced range sizes.
Freshwater species in the tropics are particularly vulnerable (Jezkova and
Wiens, 2016; Sheldon, 2019). Systematic shifts towards higher elevation
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and upstream were found for 32 stream fish species in France (Comte
and Grenouillet, 2013). In North America, for the bull trout (Salvelinus
confluentus) a reduction in the number of occupied sites was documented
in a watershed in Montana (Eby et al., 2014). Other impacts include
disruption of seasonal movements of migratory waterbirds that regularly
visit freshwater ecosystems, with adverse impacts on their feeding and
breeding (Finlayson et al., 2006; Bussière et al., 2015). Keystone species,
such as the beaver (Caster Canadensis) in North America, have been
moving into new areas as the vegetation structure has changed in
response to higher temperatures enabling shrubs to establish in the Arctic
and alpine tundra ecosystems (Jung et al., 2016). Increased occurrence
and intensity of algal blooms have occurred due to the interactive effects
of thermal extremes and low dissolved oxygen concentrations in water
(Griffith and Gobler, 2020) (Section 4.2.7). A global review found that
almost 90% of all studies reviewed documented a decline in salmonid
populations in North America and Europe, and identified knowledge gaps
elsewhere (Myers et al., 2017). Another review (Pecl et al., 2017) found
declines in Atlantic salmon in Finland and poleward shift in coastal fish
species, while another review (Scheffers et al., 2016) noted hybridisation
between freshwater species like invasive rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus
mykiss) and native cutthroat trout (O. clarkia).
Lakes have been warming, as shown by an increasing trend of summer
surface water temperatures between 1985 and 2009 of 0.34°C per
decade (O’Reilly et al., 2015). However, responses of individual lakes to
warming were very dependent on local characteristics (O’Reilly et al.,
2015), with warming enhancing the impacts of eutrophication in some
instances (Sepulveda-Jauregui et al., 2018). For example, temperature
increases led to lower oxygen concentrations in eutrophic coastal
wetlands due to phytoplankton and microbial respiration (Jenny et al.,
2016) and stimulated algal blooms (Michalak, 2016) and affected the
community structure of fish and other biotas (Mantyka-Pringle et al.,
2014; Poesch et al., 2016).
Rising temperatures have a strong impact in the arctic zone, where the
southern limit of permafrost is moving north and leading to changes
in the landscape (Arp et al., 2016; Minayeva et al., 2018). Thawing of
the permafrost leads to increased erosion and runoff and changes in
the geomorphology and vegetation of arctic peatlands (Nilsson et al.,
2015; Sun et al., 2018b). Permafrost thawing has led to the expansion
of lakes in the Tibetan Plateau (Li et al., 2014). As northern high-latitude
peatlands store a large amount of carbon, permafrost thawing can
increase methane and carbon dioxide emissions (Schuur et al., 2015;
Moomaw et al., 2018). This represents a major gap in our understanding
of the rates of change and their consequences for freshwater ecosystems.
The extent of past degradation due to multiple drivers is important, as
climate change is expected to interact synergistically and cumulatively
with these (Finlayson et al., 2006), exacerbate existing problems for
wetland managers and potentially increase emissions from carbon-rich
wetland soils (Finlayson et al., 2017; Moomaw et al., 2018). Freshwater
ecosystems are also under extreme pressure from changes in land use
and water pollution, with climate change exacerbating these, such as
the further decline of snow cover (DeBeer et al., 2016) and increased
consumptive use of fresh water, and leading to the decline, and
possibly extinction, of many freshwater-dependent populations (high
confidence). Thus, differentiating between the impacts of multiple
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drivers is needed, especially given the synergistic and cumulative
nature of such impacts, which remains a knowledge gap.
In summary, climate change is one of the key drivers of the loss and
degradation of freshwater ecosystems and the unprecedented decline
and extinction of many freshwater-dependent populations. The
predominant key drivers are changes in land use and water pollution
(high confidence).

4.3.6

role in stimulating cooperative efforts, as in the case of the GangesBrahmaputra-Meghna River Basin (Mirumachi, 2015; Link et al., 2016)
(medium confidence). More generally, there is some evidence that
when hydrological conditions change in transboundary river basins,
formal agreements (e.g., water treaties or river basin organisations)
can enhance cooperation (de Stefano et al., 2017; Dinar et al., 2019)
(medium evidence, high agreement). Still, more cooperation does
not necessarily reduce the risk of conflict, especially when water
variability increases beyond a certain threshold (low evidence, medium
agreement) (Dinar et al., 2015; Dinar et al., 2019).

Observed Impacts on Water-Related Conflicts

According to AR5, violent conflict increases vulnerability to climate
change (Field et al., 2014a) (medium evidence, high agreement).
Furthermore, the IPCC SRCCL (Hurlbert et al., 2019) concluded with
medium confidence that climatic stressors can exacerbate the negative
impacts of conflict.

In summary, there is no consensus on the causal association between
observed climate change and conflicts. Still, evidence exists that those
tensions can be amplified depending on climatic variables and other
concomitant socioeconomic and political factors.

4.3.7
Since AR5, only a few studies focused specifically on the association
between observed changes in the hydrological cycle linked to climate
change and conflicts (Zografos et al., 2014; Dinar et al., 2015). Some
studies associate conflicts with local abundance of water (Salehyan
and Hendrix, 2014; Selby and Hoffmann, 2014; de Juan, 2015), mainly
because of political mobilisation around abundant waters and the need
for developing new rules of allocation among competing users. Others
provide evidence that the increase in water availability in some areas
compared with a decrease in other surrounding areas can affect the risk
of a conflict in a region (de Juan, 2015) (low to medium confidence).
However, the large majority acknowledges reduction of water availability
due to climate change as having the potential to exacerbate tensions (de
Stefano et al., 2017; Waha et al., 2017), especially in regions and within
groups dependent on agriculture for food production (von Uexkull et al.,
2016; Koubi, 2019) (high confidence). Particularly representative is the
case of Syria, where drought aggravated existing water and agricultural
insecurity (Kelley et al., 2015). However, whether drought caused civil
unrest in Syria remains highly debated (Gleick, 2014; Kelley et al., 2017;
Selby et al., 2017; Ash and Obradovich, 2019). Additionally, there is no
consensus on the causal association between observed climate changes
and conflict (Hsiang Solomon et al., 2013; Burke et al., 2015; Selby,
2019). However, evidence suggests that changes in rainfall patterns
amplify existing tensions (Abel et al., 2019); examples include Syria,
Iraq (Abbas et al., 2016; von Lossow, 2016) and Yemen (Mohamed
et al., 2017) (medium confidence). There is also medium evidence
that in some regions of Africa (e.g., Kenya, Democratic Republic of the
Congo), there are links between observed water stress and individual
attitude for participating in violence, particularly for the least resilient
individuals (von Uexkull et al., 2020) (medium confidence). A reverse
association from conflict to climate impacts has also been observed
(Buhaug, 2016). For example, conflict-affected societies cannot address
climate-change impacts due to other associated vulnerabilities such as
poverty, food insecurity and political instability.
For transboundary waters, the probability of inter-state conflict can
both increase and decrease (Dinar et al., 2019) depending on climatic
variables (e.g., less precipitation) and other socioeconomic and political
factors, such as low levels of economic development and political
marginalisation (Koubi, 2019). Climate change concerns also play a

Observed Impacts on Human Mobility and
Migration

AR5 (Adger and Pulhin, 2014) found links between climate change
and migration in general (medium evidence, high agreement), but
provided no assessment of climate-induced hydrological changes and
migration specifically. Likewise, SRCCL (Mirzabaev et al., 2019; Olsson
et al., 2020) and SROCC (Hock et al., 2019b) noted that migration is
complex and that migration decisions and outcomes are influenced
by a combination of social, demographic, economic, environmental
and political factors and contexts (see Cross-Chapter Box MIGRATE in
Chapter 7). This chapter confirms this evidence, focusing on climateinduced hydrological changes.
Climate-induced hydrological changes can, through slow-onset (e.g.,
drought) or rapid-onset (e.g., flood) events, influence human mobility
and migration through effects on the economy and livelihoods
(Adger et al., 2018). There is medium confidence that climate-induced
hydrological changes have affected bilateral migration (Backhaus
et al., 2015; Cattaneo and Peri, 2016; Falco et al., 2019). However,
there is medium evidence and low agreement on the effects on the
movements of refugees globally (Missirian and Schlenker, 2017; Owain
and Maslin, 2018; Abel et al., 2019; Schutte et al., 2021).
There is robust evidence that floods and droughts have, mainly through
adverse impacts on agriculture (Mastrorillo et al., 2016; Nawrotzki
and Bakhtsiyarava, 2017; Bergmann et al., 2021; Zouabi, 2021)
(Section 4.6.2), both increased and decreased the risk of temporary
or permanent migration (Obokata et al., 2014; Afifi et al., 2016; Thiede
et al., 2016; Murray-Tortarolo and Salgado, 2021; Wesselbaum, 2021).
However, migration effects depend on the nature of the hydrological
change, for example, whether it is a slow-onset or rapid-onset event
(Kaczan and Orgill-Meyer, 2020), the perception of change (Koubi et al.,
2016; de Longueville et al., 2020) or the socioeconomic situation of
the affected communities (Ocello et al., 2015; Afifi et al., 2016; Thiede
et al., 2016) (robust evidence; medium agreement).
The Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre (IDMC) estimates that
an average of 12 million new displacements happen each year due to
droughts and floods alone. By the end of 2020, there were 7 million

593

4

Chapter 4

Water

people displaced due to natural disasters, including drought and floods
(IDMC, 2020). Furthermore, household water insecurity has also been
singled out as a driver of migration, given its physical, mental health
and socioeconomic effects (Stoler et al., 2021) (medium confidence).
More research is needed to understand better the contexts in which
climate-induced hydrological changes affect the likelihood of migration
or alter existing patterns (Obokata et al., 2014; Gray and Wise, 2016;
Cattaneo et al., 2019).
In summary, climate-induced hydrological changes can increase
and decrease the likelihood of migration (robust evidence, medium
agreement). The outcome is determined mainly by the socioeconomic,
political and environmental context (medium confidence).

4.3.8

4

Observed Impacts on the Cultural Water Uses
of Indigenous Peoples, Local Communities and
Traditional Peoples

AR5 concluded with high confidence that the livelihoods and cultural
practices of the diverse Indigenous Peoples of the Arctic have been
impacted by climate change (Larsen et al., 2014). SROCC found with
high confidence that cryospheric and associated hydrological changes
have affected culturally significant terrestrial and freshwater species
and ecosystems in high-mountain and polar regions, thus impacting
residents’ livelihoods and cultural identity, including Indigenous
Peoples (Hock et al., 2019b; IPCC, 2019a; Meredith et al., 2019). SROCC
also concluded that IKLK are vital in determining community responses
to environmental risk. The report further noted that IKLK helps increase
adaptive capacity and reduces long-term vulnerability, but did not
assess climate-related impacts on cultural water uses on low-lying
islands (Oppenheimer et al., 2019).
Freshwater (including ice and snow) has diverse meanings and
symbolic representations, as well as associated practices, management
and reciprocal responsibilities for many Indigenous Peoples, local
communities and traditional peoples (Cave and McKay, 2016; Craft,
2018; Hansen and Antsanen, 2018; Ngata, 2018; Chiblow 2019;
Wilson et al., 2019; Moggridge and Thompson, 2021). Climate-driven
hydrological changes are affecting culturally significant terrestrial and
freshwater species and ecosystems, particularly for Indigenous Peoples,
local communities and traditional peoples in the Arctic, high mountain
areas, and small islands (high confidence). These climate impacts on
cultural water uses are influencing travel, hunting, herding, fishing and
gathering practices, which have negative implications for livelihoods,
cultural traditions, economies and self-determination (Table 4.5).
Some of these losses may be classified as non-economic losses and
damages, such as loss of culture and traditions (Thomas and Benjamin,
2018b; McNamara et al., 2021). The vulnerability of these cultural uses
to climate change is exacerbated by historical and ongoing processes
of colonialism and capitalism, which dispossessed Indigenous Peoples
and disrupted culturally significant multi-species relationships (Whyte,
2017; Whyte, 2018; Wilson et al., 2019; Whyte, 2020; Rice et al., 2021)
(14.4.7.3; 9.13.2.4). Despite these significant structural barriers, there is
medium confidence that some Indigenous Peoples, local communities
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and traditional peoples are adapting to the risks of climate-driven
hydrological changes to cultural water uses and practices (Section 4.6.9).
There is high confidence that the prospect of loss (anticipatory grief)
due to climate-related hydrological change, such as inundation
or relocation, affects Indigenous Peoples, local communities and
traditional peoples. These communities are especially susceptible to
detrimental mental health impacts because of the implications of
climate change for their cultural, land-based practices (du Bray et al.,
2017). For example, fears of cultural loss in Tuvalu (Gibson et al., 2019)
are resulting in worry, anxiety and sadness among local people, with
similar responses reported in Fiji and other Pacific islands (du Bray
et al., 2017; Yates et al., 2021) (Box 15.1).
There is high confidence that glacier retreat and increasing glacier
runoff variability are negatively affecting cultural beliefs and practices
in high-mountain areas. For example, the loss of glaciers threatens the
ethnic identity of the Indigenous Manangi community of the Annapurna
Conservation Area of Nepal (Konchar et al., 2015; Mukherji et al., 2019).
Likewise, ice loss in the Cordillera Blanca in the Peruvian Andes has
challenged traditional approaches of interacting with the glaciers
(Motschmann et al., 2020) (Section 4.2.2). There is high confidence that
cryospheric changes in high-mountain areas also impact traditional
pastoral practices by altering seasonal conditions, pasture quality and
water availability. For example, pasture quality in India (Ingty, 2017);Tibet
Autonomous Region, People’s Republic of China (Nyima and Hopping,
2019); and Bolivia (Yager et al., 2019) has been negatively impacted by
climate-related hydrological changes, leading some Indigenous herders
to diversify livestock, while herders in Nepal (Popular and Rik, 2016)
and Peru (Postigo, 2020) have altered their routes in response to local
water scarcity. Local communities in high-mountain areas understand
these hydrological changes through cultural and spiritual frameworks
(medium evidence, high agreement). For instance, in the Peruvian Andes
and the Hindu Kush Himalaya, changing ice is attributed to a lack of
spiritual devotion (Drenkhan et al., 2015; Konchar et al., 2015; ScovilleSimonds, 2018). Communities in the Peruvian Andes also interpret
climate impacts in the broader context of socioeconomic and political
injustice and inequality (Drenkhan et al., 2015; Paerregaard, 2018).
In polar areas, there is high confidence that the appearance of land
previously covered by ice, changes in snow cover, and thawing permafrost
are contributing to changing seasonal activities. These include changes
in accessibility, abundance and distribution of culturally important
plant and animal species. These changes are harming the livelihoods
and cultural identity of Indigenous Peoples, local communities and
traditional peoples. In northern Fennoscandia, for example, reindeer
herders reported experiences of deteriorated foraging conditions due
to changes in the winter climate (Forbes et al., 2019; Rasmus et al.,
2020). In addition, Inuit and First Nations communities in Canada (Ford
et al., 2019; Khalafzai et al., 2019) and Alaskan Natives and Native
American communities in the USA (Norton-Smith et al., 2016) identified
disruption to access routes to traditional hunting grounds and climaterelated stresses to culturally important species.
Further research is needed to provide culturally informed integrated
assessments of climate change impacts on Indigenous Peoples’, local
communities’ and traditional uses of water in the context of multiple
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Table 4.5 | Selected observed impacts on cultural water uses of Indigenous Peoples (also see Figure 4.6).
Region

Asia

Asia

Asia

Indigenous
Peoples

Climate hazard

Water-related
impact

Situated knowledge

Reference

Manangi

Increased
temperatures;
increased precipitation

Glacier retreat;
decreased permanent
snow cover

Manangi villagers reported a deep sense of spiritual loss associated
with the decline of mountain snows and the receding glacier, which
some attributed to a lack of spiritual devotion.

Konchar et al. (2015);
Mukherji et al. (2019)

Gurung

Increased
temperatures

Decreasing snow;
increased snowmelt

Indigenous Gurung herders reported water scarcity in traditional
water sources such as streams and wells along traditional livestock
migration routes. As a result of these changes, they have altered their
routes and camp locations.

Popular and Rik
(2016)

Decreasing snowfall

Dokpa herders reported that pasture conditions have deteriorated
due to shallower snowpack, shorter winters and erratic rainfall, which
has impacted sheep populations. As a result of these changes, Dokpa
herders are replacing traditionally important sheep with yaks, which
are more tolerant to poor-quality pasturage.

Ingty (2017)

Nyima and Hopping
(2019)

Dokpa

Increased
temperatures

Asia

Jagshung
pastoralists

Increased
temperatures

Glacier melt

Due to the expansion of the majority of large lakes on the Tibetan
Plateau, herders in Jagshung Village have lost large areas of pastures
to inundation. As a result, the quality of nearby feed has also
deteriorated, which has led to reduced livestock populations and
productivity.

Central and
South America

Aymara

Increased
temperatures

Glacier loss

Decreasing rain and snow have led to degraded and dry peatland
pastures (bofedales). This reduction of pasture contributes to
out-migration, over-grazing and the loss of ancestral practices and
community commitment to pasture management (Table 12.5).

Yager et al. (2019)

Central and
South America

Quelcaya
pastoralists

Increased
temperatures; reduced
rainfall; increasing
precipitation
variability

Decreased snow
and ice

Pastoralists reported water scarcity in traditional water sources along
migration routes. As a result, women pastoralists had to herd livestock
farther to find water. Pastoralists also reported the deterioration of
pasture due to decreasing water availability (Table 12.5).

Postigo (2020)

Saami

Increased winter
temperature;
Increased summer
precipitation

Harder and deeper
snow cover; increased
ice formation; flooding
rivers and wet ground

Changes in the quality of winter pastures (especially decreased access
to forage and the amount of forage) have increased the number of
working hours and altered reindeer herding practices.
Rainy summers increase the difficulty of gathering and moving
reindeer to round-up sites and limit hay production for supplementary
winter feed (13.8.1.2).

Forbes et al. (2019);
Rasmus et al. (2020)

Flooding

The timing and extent of spring flooding have changed, which,
combined with inadequate infrastructure, have increased the
frequency and risk of flooding for the Kashechewan community.
Earlier snowmelt has also affected the migration patterns of migratory
birds and reduced the duration of traditional hunting and harvesting
camps for culturally important species (14.4.6.7, 14.4.7.1).

Khalafzai et al.
(2019)

Changing ice
conditions

Trail access models showed that overall land and water trail access
in the Inuit Nunangat had been minimally affected by temperature
increase between 1985 and 2016. However, these findings illustrate
that although Inuit are developing new trails and alternative forms of
transport, these changes could negatively impact cultural identity and
well-being (14.4.6.7, 14.4.7.1).

Ford et al. (2019)

Cunsolo et al. (2020)

Albert et al. (2018);
Norton-Smith et al.
(2016)

Europe

North America

North America

North America

North America

Kashechewan
First Nation

Increased
temperatures

Inuit

Increased
temperatures (an
average of 2.18°C
from 1985 to 2016)

Inuit

Increased
temperatures;
increased precipitation

Early snowmelt

Inuit in Labrador, Canada, are grieving the rapid decline of culturally
significant caribou, which is partly due to rising temperatures in the
circumpolar north and the associated changes to caribou habitat
and migration. In addition, the decline of this species is negatively
affecting their sense of cultural identity because of the importance of
hunting and cultural continuity (14.4.6.7, 14.4.7.1).

Increasing
temperatures

Increasing temperature
of freshwater lakes;
permafrost melt;
thinning ice

In Alaska, permafrost melting and the shorter ice season make it more
difficult for hunters to access traditional hunting grounds. Increased
temperatures are changing the habitats and migration patterns of
culturally important freshwater species. Declining fish health and
populations threaten requirements of treaty rights and tribal shares of
harvestable fish populations 14.4.6.7, 14.4.7.1.

Alaskan
Natives
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Indigenous
Peoples

Region

Small islands

iTaukei

Climate hazard

Sea level rise

Water-related
impact

Flooding, inundation
and salt-water
intrusion

Charan et al. (2017);
Piggott-McKellar
et al. (2019a)

du Bray et al. (2017);
McNamara et al.
(2021)
Gibson et al. (2019);
Yates et al. (2021);
McNamara et al.
(2021)

Small islands

iTaukei

Sea level rise

Coastal erosion;
inundation

Villagers of Viti Levu reported their grief at the potential loss of their
traditions and livelihoods. In addition, they are concerned as to how
climate change is affecting their cosmology and cultural traditions
and understand possible relocation as another source of cultural loss
(15.6.5).

Small islands

Funafuti

Sea level rise

Coastal erosion;
inundation

In addition to climate impacts and stresses affecting Tuvalu,
the potential for further environmental hardships in the future
exacerbated worry and distress for local people, who are anxious
about future cultural loss arising from sea level rise (15.6.5).

In summary, the cultural water uses of Indigenous Peoples, local
communities and traditional peoples are being impacted by climate
change (high confidence), with implications for cultural practices and
food and income security, particularly in the Arctic, high-mountain
areas and small low-lying islands.

4.4

Projected Changes in the Hydrological
Cycle Due to Climate Change

The terrestrial hydrological cycle is projected to intensify through a higher
exchange of water between the land surface and the atmosphere. A rise of
near-surface atmospheric water capacity is projected because of greater
warming leading to changes in the atmospheric circulation patterns, the
intensification of the convection processes, and the increased temperature
of the underlying surface. Continuation of projected warming and other
physical mechanisms will further accelerate the melting of snow cover
and glaciers and thawing of permafrost (high confidence).
Methodologically, the projected changes in the hydrological cycle due to
climate change are assessed directly from climate models or hydrological
system models driven by the climate models’ projections (SM4.1). The
latter is simulated by the CMIP-based multi-model experiments carried
out under the scenarios of future climate forcing and socioeconomic
changes (e.g., RCPs, SSPs scenarios) or the pre-assigned global warming
levels over the 21st century. Since AR5, there has been an improvement
of the physical basis of the climate change impact projections owing
to the advances in modelling clouds, precipitation, surface fluxes,
vegetation, snow, floodplains, groundwater and other processes
relevant to the water cycle (Douville et al., 2021) (SM4.1).
The subsections highlight the projected responses of these hydrological
systems/processes to multiple drivers, high variability and the
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Reference

The village of Vunidogola was relocated in response to inundation,
storm surges and flooding, which villagers found emotionally and
spiritually distressing. Although the village was relocated as a single
unit and on customary lands, the shift away from the coast has
impacted spiritual relationships, as the ocean is an integral part of
village culture (15.6.5).

stresses, disparities and inequities (Yates et al., 2021). In the Arctic,
for example, increased rates of development and resource extraction,
including hydropower dams, mining, fisheries and sport hunting, all
threaten water quality, habitat condition and the ecosystem services
provided by Arctic freshwaters (Mustonen and Mustonen, 2016; Knopp
et al., 2020).

4

Situated knowledge

uncertainty of the projections, depending on regions, seasons, temporal
and spatial scales, and the influence of the non-climatic factors.

4.4.1

Projected Changes in Precipitation,
Evapotranspiration and Soil Moisture

4.4.1.1

Projected Changes in Precipitation

WGI (Douville et al., 2021) concludes with high confidence that without
large-scale reduction in GHG emissions, global warming is projected
to cause substantial changes in the water cycle at both global and
regional scales. However, WGI also noted large uncertainties in many
aspects of regional water cycle projections by climate models. Water
cycle variability and extremes are projected to increase faster than
average changes in most regions of the world and under all emission
scenarios (high confidence). The concept of ‘wetter regions get wetter,
drier regions get drier’ from AR5 (Collins et al., 2013) is assessed by
AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021) as too simplistic. WGI (Seneviratne
et al., 2021) further concludes that heavy precipitation will generally
become more frequent and more intense with additional global
warming.
In the CMIP6 multi-model ensemble, as in previous generations of
ensembles, the projected changes in annual mean precipitation vary
substantially across the world. Importantly, in most land regions, the
future changes are subject to high uncertainty even in the sign of the
projected change (high confidence). Figure 4.10 illustrates this using
the 5th, 50th and 95th percentile changes across the ensemble at
individual grid points. For any given location, the range of projected
changes generally increases with global warming (high confidence).
For example, in parts of the Indian sub-continent, the projected changes
in mean precipitation at 1.5°C global warming range from a 10–20%
decrease to a 40–50% increase. The multi-model median change is close
to zero. Most other regions show a smaller range of changes (except for
very dry regions where a small absolute change in precipitation appears
as a larger percentage change). Nevertheless, across most global land
regions, both increases and decreases in precipitation are projected
across the ensemble. At 1.5°C global warming, a complete consensus
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Projected percentage changes in annual mean precipitation
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Figure 4.10 | Projected percentage changes in annual mean precipitation at global warming levels (GWLs) of 4°C (top), 2°C (middle) and 1.5°C (bottom)
for the CMIP6 multi-model ensemble of GCMs driven by the SSP5-8.5 scenario. For any given GWL, similar ranges of changes are seen with other scenarios that reach
that GWL, and the difference between scenarios is smaller than the ensemble uncertainty (Seneviratne et al., 2021). The distribution of outcomes is shown at local scales with the
5th, 50th and 95th percentile precipitation changes in individual grid boxes. Note that these are uncertainties at the individual point and are not spatially coherent, that is, they
do not represent plausible global patterns of change. Results for 1.5°C, 2°C and 4°C global warming are defined as 20-year means relative to 1850–1900 and use 40, 40 and 31
ensemble members, respectively, due to some members not reaching 4°C global warming.

on increased precipitation is seen only in the central and eastern Sahel,
south-central Asia, parts of Greenland and Antarctica, and the far
northern regions of North America and Asia, with projected increases
in the latter ranging up to 20–30%. No land regions see a complete
consensus on decreased precipitation, but South America, southern
Africa and the Mediterranean region show a stronger consensus towards
reduced precipitation.
The geographical patterns of local agreement/disagreement in
projected precipitation change remain broadly similar with increased
global warming, but the range of uncertainty generally increases
(high confidence). For example, in northeastern Amazonia, the driest
projections increase from a 10% decrease at 1.5°C global warming
to a 40% decrease at 4°C global warming. In comparison, the wettest
projections remain at up to a 10% increase. In the far north of North
America and Asia, the higher end of projected increases in precipitation
extends to approximately 40–60%. A few regions are projected to
see a shift in the consensus on the sign of the change. These include
parts of the Indian sub-continent where at 4°C global warming, the
projected changes shift to a consensus on increased precipitation
ranging between a few percent to over 70%.

Notably, the multi-model median change in precipitation is relatively
small in many regions—less than 10% over most of the global land
surface at 1.5°C global warming. In contrast, in many locations, the
5th to 95th percentile range can include changes that are much larger
changes than the median and also changes that are relatively large
but opposite in sign. At 4°C global warming, the median projected
changes are larger, ranging from a 20% decrease to a 40% increase
(excluding very dry areas, where percentage changes can be much
larger due to very small baseline values), but nevertheless often remain
a poor indicator of the range of changes across the ensemble. Therefore,
use of the median or mean projected changes for future adaptation
decisions could substantially underestimate the risk of large changes in
precipitation. It could mean that the risk of the opposite sign of changes
is not accounted for. Indeed, for mean precipitation, different multimodel ensembles can show different levels of significance of the central
estimate of change (Uhe et al., 2021: Figure 4.11a). Consequently,
information on the range of possible outcomes can be valued by users
for effectively informing risk assessments (Lowe et al., 2018).
There is a stronger consensus on changes in heavy precipitation
than mean precipitation within individual ensembles such as CMIP6
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Agreement between different multi-model ensembles on significant changes in annual mean precipitation
and annual maximum 1-day precipitation, at 2°C global warming
(a) Mean precipitation

(b) Extreme precipitation

Number of ensembles projecting drying
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= Different ensembles project significant changes in opposite directions

Number of ensembles projecting wetting
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= CMIP6 disagrees with 3 of the other 4 ensembles on the significance of the change

Figure 4.11 | Agreement between different multi-model ensembles on significant changes in (a) annual mean precipitation and (b) annual maximum 1-d
precipitation (Rx1day) at 2°C global warming (Uhe et al., 2021). Using central estimates from five ensembles of climate models (CMIP5, CMIP6, HAPPI, HELIX and UKCP18)
using different models and different experimental designs for the ensembles, the maps show the number of ensembles for which the central estimate shows a significant drying or
wetting change at 2°C global warming relative to pre-industrial levels. The different ensembles reach 2°C global warming at different times. The projected changes are aggregated
over the new climatic regions defined for IPCC AR6 (Iturbide et al., 2020). Hatched regions show where different ensembles project significant changes in opposite directions, i.e.,
there is no agreement on either drying or wetting. Regions with thick outlines are where CMIP6 disagrees with three of the other four ensembles on the significance of the change,
highlighting where over-relying on CMIP6 alone may not fully represent the level of confidence in the projections.

4

(Figure 4.12) and especially between the means of the different
ensembles (Figure 4.11b). At 4°C global warming, the 50th percentile
projection is for increased annual maximum 1-d precipitation over
virtually all global land, with the median increase being over 20%
for a majority of the land. The 95th percentile increase is 20–40%
over most mid-latitude areas and at least 40-–70% over the tropics
and subtropics, exceeding 80% over western Amazonia, central
Africa and most of the Indian sub-continent. The 5th percentile also
shows an increase over most global land; in other words, decreased
heavy precipitation has less than a 5% probability in these regions
(Figure 4.12a), although decreases remain possible but of low
probability in some regions, particularly northern South America and
northern and western Africa. At the 50th and 95th percentiles, similar
global patterns of change are projected at 2°C and 1.5°C global
warming, with smaller local magnitudes (Figure 4.12e,f,h,i). At the
5th percentile, decreased Rx1day is seen over much larger land areas
(Figure 4.12d,g), which may be a result of internal climate variability
being relatively larger than the long-term trend at lower GWLs. In
CMIP5, precipitation extremes are projected to be more likely to
increase than to decrease on average over both the humid and arid
regions of the world, but with larger uncertainty in arid areas (Donat
et al., 2019).
In the 50th percentile projections at 4°C global warming, dry
spells are projected to become up to 40 d longer in South America
and southern Africa and up to 20 d shorter in large parts of Asia
(Figure 4.13a,b,c). In most regions, the projected changes in dry spell
lengths are highly uncertain. In southern Africa, the increase in dry
spell length ranges from 10 d to over 40 d. In northeast Asia, dry
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spells are projected to become shorter by up to 20–30 d. In much
of South America, dry spells could increase by over 40 d or decrease
by over 10 d. Similar global patterns with smaller magnitudes of
change are projected for 2°C and 1.5°C global warming in all three
percentiles (Figure 4.13d,e,f,g,h,i).
Taken together, these projections of more intense precipitation and
changes in the length of dry spells give a clear picture of increasingly
volatile precipitation regimes, with many regions seeing both longer
dry spells and heavier events when precipitation does occur (high
confidence).
The critical knowledge gap for precipitation projections is the ability
to make precise projections. With such large uncertainties in many
regions, climate model projections can inform risk assessments, but
cannot provide confident predictions of specific outcomes.
In summary, the annual mean precipitation range is projected to
increase or decrease by up to 40% or more at 4°C global warming
over many land areas. The ranges of projected precipitation changes
are smaller at lower levels of global warming (high confidence).
Either an increase or decrease is possible in most regions, but there
is an agreement among models on the increase in the far north
(high confidence). There is a stronger model consensus on heavy
precipitation increasing with global warming over most land areas
(high confidence). There are widely varying projections of change in dry
spell length (high confidence), but in regions with increasing projected
dry spells, the potential increase is larger at higher levels of global
warming (high confidence).

Water 

Chapter 4

Projected percentage changes in annual maximum daily precipitation (Rx1day)
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Figure 4.12 | Projected percentage changes in annual maximum daily precipitation (Rx1day) averaged over 20 years centred at the time of first passing
(a–c) 4°C, (d–f) 2°C and (g–i) 1.5°C global warming levels (GWLs) relative to 1851–1900. Results are based on simulations from the CMIP6 multi-model ensemble under
the SSP1-1.9, SSP1-2.6, SSP2-4.5, SSP3-7.0 and SSP5-8.5 scenarios. Uncertainties in the projections are quantified with the (a, d, g) 5th, (b, e, h) 50th and (c, f, i) 95th percentile
local values from the ensemble at each GWL. Note that these are uncertainties at the individual point and are not spatially coherent, that is, they do not represent plausible global
patterns of change. The 50th percentile maps (b, e, h) present the same data over land as Figure 11.16 of Seneviratne et al. (2021). The numbers on the left indicate the number of
simulations included at each warming level, including multiple realisations from some models with varying initial conditions, depending on data availability. Results for the 1.5°C
GWL include 37 unique models. Fewer models and realisations are available for the 2°C and 4°C GWLs, as fewer scenarios and/or models reach those warming levels. For individual
models, the global patterns of changes are very similar across scenarios, and any differences between scenarios are smaller than the ensemble uncertainty for an individual scenario.
The CMIP6 projections of changes in mean and extreme precipitation are discussed in more detail by WGI (Doblas-Reyes et al., 2021; Seneviratne et al., 2021).

4.4.1.2

Projected Changes in Evapotranspiration

AR5 (Collins et al., 2013) found that the CMIP5 model projections
of ET increases or decreases followed the same pattern over land
as precipitation projections, with additional impacts of reduced
transpiration due to plant stomatal closure in response to rising CO2
concentrations. AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021) assessed that it is very
likely that ET will increase over land, with regional exceptions in drying
areas.
In most CMIP5 and CMIP6 models, projected ET changes are driven not
just by meteorological conditions and soil moisture but also by plant
physiological responses to elevated CO2, which themselves influence
meteorology and soil moisture through surface fluxes (Halladay and
Good, 2017; Lemordant and Gentine, 2019). Elevated CO2 causes
stomatal closure which decreases ET, but also increases leaf area
index (LAI) which in turn increases ET, but these do not necessarily
compensate (Skinner et al., 2017). Higher LAI increases transpiration,
depleting soil moisture but increasing shading, thus reducing soil

evaporation (Skinner et al., 2017), but LAI may not increase in
areas where it is already high (Lemordant et al., 2018). Projected
ET decreases from physiological effects alone are widespread but
greatest in tropical forests (Swann et al., 2016; Kooperman et al.,
2018).
Future changes in regional ET are therefore highly uncertain. The
CMIP6 multi-model ensemble projects changes in ET varying both
in magnitude and sign across the ensemble members (Figure 4.14).
At 4°C global warming, the ensemble median projection shows
increased ET of approximately 25% in mid/high latitudes but
decreases of up to 10% across most of tropical South America,
southern Africa and Australia. These CMIP6 ensemble projections
resemble ET changes projected by the CMIP5 ensemble, except
over central Africa and Southeast Asia (Berg and Sheffield, 2019).
However, the ensemble ranges are wide and include both increases
and decreases in projected ET in many locations, with mid-latitude
ET increases being up to approximately 50% and ET decreases in
southern Africa being up to approximately 30%. Projected changes
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Figure 4.13 | As Figure 4.12 for projected changes in annual consecutive dry days (CDD), the highest number of days yr with precipitation < 1 mm. The 50th
percentile maps (b, e, h) present the same data as Figure 11.19a,b,c of Seneviratne et al. (2021).

are proportionally smaller at lower levels of global warming, while
patterns of change remain similar.
The relative importance of the physiological and radiative effects of
CO2 on future ET is a crucial knowledge gap, partly because many
ESM land surface schemes still use representations of this process
based on older experimental studies. Furthermore, large-scale
experimental studies using free-air CO2 enrichment (FACE) techniques
to constrain the models have not yet been performed in certain
critical ecosystems, such as tropical forests. Finally, uncertainties in
equilibrium climate sensitivity (ECS) imply uncertainties in the CO2
concentration accompanying any given level of warming (Betts and
McNeall, 2018).
In summary, the sign of projected ET change depends on region, but
there is medium confidence that ET will increase in the global mean
and mid/high latitudes and decrease in northern South America and
southern Africa. In addition, the impacts of rising CO2 concentrations
on plant stomata and leaf area play a role in model projections of ET
change (high confidence), but there is low confidence in their overall
contribution to global ET change.
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4.4.1.3

Projected Changes in Soil Moisture

AR5 (Collins et al., 2013) mainly focused on surface (upper 10 cm) soil
moisture, summarising multi-model projections of 21st century annual
mean soil moisture changes as broadly decreasing in the subtropics
and Mediterranean region and increasing in east Africa and central
Asia across the RCPs, with the changes tending to become stronger
as global warming increases. AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021) draw
broadly similar conclusions based on new ESMs, noting that compared
to CMIP5, the CMIP6 models project more consistent drying in the
Amazon basin, Siberia, westernmost North Africa and southwestern
Australia. WGI (Douville et al., 2021) also note that soil moisture in
the upper 10 cm shows more widespread drying than in the total soil
column.
The CMIP6 multi-model ensemble of ESMs show varying levels of
consensus on projected changes in surface soil moisture with global
warming (Figure 4.15). As in CMIP5 (Cheng et al., 2017), uncertainties
are substantial, often associated with uncertainties in projected
regional precipitation changes (Section 4.4.1.1), and in most regions,
both increases and decreases are projected across the ensemble. In the
far north of North America and Asia, projected changes in soil moisture
at 4°C global warming range from a 20–30% decrease to an increase
of 30–40%. In northern mid-latitudes, projections range from a 10–
20% decrease to an increase of 20–30%, except for eastern North
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Figure 4.14 | Projected percentage changes in annual mean ET at global warming levels (GWLs) of 4°C (top), 2°C (middle) and 1.5°C (bottom) for the
CMIP6 multi-model ensemble of GCMs driven by SSP5-8.5 concentrations. The distribution of outcomes is shown at local scales with the 5th, 50th and 95th percentile
ET changes in individual grid boxes. Note that these are uncertainties at the individual point and are not spatially coherent, that is, they do not represent plausible global patterns
of change. Results for 1.5°C, 2°C and 4°C global warming are defined as 20-year means relative to 1850–1900 and use 40, 40 and 31 ensemble members, respectively, due to
some members not reaching 4°C global warming.

America, where the projected changes (both increases and decreases)
are less than 10%, and western Europe and the Mediterranean where
there is a stronger consensus towards decreased soil moisture of up
to 25%. South America, southern Africa and Asia also show a stronger
consensus towards decreased soil moisture of up to 40% or more in
some regions.
Most CMIP6 models simulate direct CO2 effects on plant transpiration,
which has been shown to be a strong influence on projected future
changes in soil moisture (Milly and Dunne, 2016). Approaches
that neglect this process project greater decreases in soil moisture
availability than the climate models (Roderick et al., 2015; Swann
et al., 2016). Therefore, although several studies project increased
global aridity and dryland expansion (Feng and Fu, 2013; Sherwood
and Fu, 2014; Huang et al., 2016a), these may overestimate future
drying (Berg et al., 2017). Nevertheless, land surface models, including
vegetation responses to CO2, still project reduced soil moisture in many
regions (Grillakis, 2019).
A critical knowledge gap concerns the relative importance of
climate and CO2 physiological effects on soil moisture, in relation
to uncertainties in climate sensitivity. For a given level of global

warming, the relative importance of climate effects and the direct
effects of CO2 on transpiration depend on the CO2 concentration
accompanying that level of warming (Betts and McNeall, 2018).
Some CMIP6 models have very high climate sensitivities (Meehl
et al., 2020), which are assessed as being of low probability on the
basis of other lines of evidence (Sherwood et al., 2020). This means
that the CO2 concentration accompanying specific global warming
levels may be too low and lead to overly large projections of soil
moisture decrease in those models.
In summary, projected soil moisture changes increase with levels of
global warming (high confidence), although there remains substantial
disagreement on specific regional changes. In the CMIP6 multimodel ensemble at 4°C global warming, decreased soil moisture of
up to 40% is projected in Amazonia, southern Africa and western
Europe in all models (high confidence). In all other regions, there is
no consensus on the sign of projected soil moisture changes, and
projected changes at 4°C global warming include decreases of up to
30% and increases of up to 40%. Projected changes are smaller at
lower levels of global warming, with similar geographical patterns
of change.
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Figure 4.15 | Projected percentage changes in annual mean total column soil moisture relative to 1981–2010 at global warming levels (GWLs) of 4°C (top),
2°C (middle) and 1.5°C (bottom) for the CMIP6 multi-model ensemble of GCMs driven by SSP5-8.5 concentrations. The distribution of outcomes is shown at local
scales with the 5th, 50th and 95th percentile soil moisture changes in individual grid boxes. Note that these are uncertainties at individual points and are not spatially coherent,
that is, they do not represent plausible global patterns of change. Results for 1.5°C, 2°C and 4°C global warming are defined as 20-year means relative to 1850–1900 and use
34, 34 and 26 ensemble members, respectively, due to some members not reaching 4°C global warming. Fewer models are shown here than in Figure 4.10 on precipitation and
Figure 4.14 on ET because some do not provide soil moisture output.

4.4.2

Projected Changes in the Cryosphere (Snow,
Glaciers and Permafrost)

AR5 noted that global glacier mass loss is very likely to increase further
during the 21st century (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014). According to the
SROCC (Hock et al., 2019b), it is very likely that glaciers will continue
to lose mass throughout the 21st century: from 18% (by 2100, relative
to 2015) for RCP2.6 to 36% for RCP8.5. AR5 (Collins et al., 2013)
and SROCC (Meredith et al., 2019) reported with high confidence
that permafrost would continue to thaw in the 21st century, but
the projections are uncertain. Constraining warming to 1.5°C would
prevent the thawing of a permafrost area of 1.5 to 2.5 million km2
compared to thawing under 2°C (medium confidence) (IPCC, 2018b).
AR5 (Collins et al., 2013) and SROCC (Meredith et al., 2019) concluded
that Northern Hemisphere snow extent and mass would likely reduce
by the end of the 21st century, both in plain and mountain regions. AR6
assessed with medium confidence that under RCP2.6 and RCP8.5 from
2015 to 2100, glaciers are expected to lose 18% and 36% of their early
21st-century mass, respectively (AR6 WGI, (Fox-Kemper et al., 2021)).
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Global glacier mass loss since 2015 and 2100 was projected to be 18
± 13% by 2100 with 0.9 – 2.3°C global warming and 36 ± 20% with
3.2 – 5.4°C global warming (Marzeion et al., 2020), which corresponds
with previous findings (Radić et al., 2014; Hock et al., 2019a; Shannon
et al., 2019). The regional glacier loss rate projections are unevenly
distributed worldwide and considerably vary between scenarios (Huss
and Hock, 2018; Hock et al., 2019a). In most regions, ‘peak water’
has already been reached or is expected to be reached before midcentury (with an earlier ‘peak water’ for RCP2.6 scenario compared
with RCP8.5) (Huss and Hock, 2018; Pritchard, 2019; Marzeion et al.,
2020; Rounce et al., 2020). The influence of the expected subsequent
decrease in glacier runoff by the end of the 21st century will be more
pronounced during droughts and dry seasons (Farinotti et al., 2016;
Huss and Fischer, 2016; Hanzer et al., 2018; Brunner et al., 2019).
Such changes in runoff could potentially lead to water shortages for
over 200 million people in the high mountains of Asia (Pritchard, 2019;
Shahgedanova et al., 2020). There is medium confidence that under a 4°C
warming scenario, 40% of current irrigated demand in sub-basins relying
primarily on snowmelt runoff would need to be supplemented from other
water sources (Qin et al., 2020). Basins where such alternate sources

Water 

are not available will face agricultural water scarcity (Section 4.5.1).
Globally, 1.5 billion people are projected to critically depend on runoff
from the mountains by the mid-21st century under the RCP6.0 scenario
(Viviroli et al., 2020). Furthermore, there is medium confidence that
projected changes in snow and glacier melt runoff will affect water
inputs to hydropower, leading to a decline in hydroelectricity production
in mountain basins, for example, in India (Ali et al., 2018), Switzerland
(Schaefli et al., 2019) and the USA (Lee et al., 2016) (Section 4.5.2) (IPCC
AR6 WGI, 2021) (Sections 9.5.1.3 and 8.4.1.7.1).
Projections of snow cover metrics [IPCC AR6 WGI, 2021 (Section 9.5.3.3)]
suggest a further decrease in snow water equivalent (SWE) and snow
cover extent (SCE), though the inter-model spread is considerable (Lute
et al., 2015; Thackeray et al., 2016; Kong and Wang, 2017; Henderson
et al., 2018) (high confidence). The projected CMIP6 SCE and SWE
changes share the broad features of the CMIP5 projections: SCE is
expected to decrease in the Northern Hemisphere by approximately
20%, relative to the 1995–2014 mean value, around 2060 and stabilise
afterwards under the RCP2.6 scenario, while the RCP8.5 scenario
leads to snow cover losses up to 60% by 2100 (Mudryk et al., 2020).
Regionally, the SWE loss will probably lead to more frequent snow
droughts; for example, the frequency of consecutive snow droughts is
projected to increase to 80–100% of years at 4°C warming in western
Canada (Shrestha et al., 2021) and 42% of years under the RCP8.5
scenario in the western USA (Marshall et al., 2019) by 2100. Thus, by the
mid- to late 21st century, for more than 2/3 of snow-dominated areas in
the western USA, the ability to predict seasonal droughts and prepare
robust water management plans will decline (Livneh and Badger, 2020)
(Section 4.4.5).

Chapter 4

4.4.3

Projected Changes in Streamflow

AR5 (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014) concluded that increases in the
mean annual runoff are projected in high latitudes and the wet tropics
and decreases in dry tropical regions, but with very considerable
uncertainty. Both the patterns of change and uncertainties were found
to be primarily driven by projected changes in precipitation. SR1.5
(Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018) concluded with medium confidence
that areas with either positive or negative changes in mean annual
runoff/streamflow are projected to be smaller for 1.5°C than for 2°C of
global warming. AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021) conclude with medium
confidence that global runoff will increase with global warming
but with significant regional and seasonal variations. WGI further
concluded with high confidence that runoff will increase in the high
northern latitudes and decrease in the Mediterranean and southern
Africa. However, there was medium confidence that runoff will increase
in central and eastern African regions and decrease in Central America
and parts of southern South America. The magnitude of the change
is projected to increase with emissions. There is medium confidence
that the seasonality of runoff and streamflow will increase with global
warming in the subtropics. In snow-dominated regions, there is high
confidence that peak flows associated with spring snowmelt will occur
earlier in the year and medium confidence that snowmelt-induced
runoff will decrease with reduced snow, except in glacier-fed basins
where runoff may increase in the near term.

The observational knowledge gaps (Section 4.2.2) impede efforts
to calibrate and evaluate models that simulate the past and future
evolution of the cryosphere and its social impacts.

Changes in runoff and streamflow are projected over most of the
ice-free land surface with all recent climate and hydrological model
ensembles (Figure 4.16). Changes in streamflow could increase the
number of people facing water scarcity or insecurity (high confidence)
(Schewe et al., 2014; Gosling and Arnell, 2016; McMillan et al.,
2016). Projections of future runoff at basin scales show considerable
uncertainty in many regions, including differences in signs in many
regions (Figure 4.16). This uncertainty is driven by uncertainties in
regional precipitation patterns and hydrological models (Koirala
et al., 2014; Asadieh et al., 2016), including vegetation responses to
CO2 and its effects on ET (Betts et al., 2015). This uncertainty in future
water availability contributes to the policy challenges for adaptation,
for example, for managing risks of water scarcity (Greve et al., 2018;
Box 4.1). In many regions, some models project large changes in
runoff/streamflow but with low consistency between models on the
sign of the change (Figure 4.16). In streamflow projections driven by
11 CMIP5 models with the RCP8.5 scenario, strong model consistency
(agreement by at least 10 models) is only seen over 21% of global
land (Koirala et al., 2014). Consensus on the sign of projected change
is smaller with the RCP4.5 scenario.

In summary, in most basins fed by glaciers, runoff is projected to
increase initially in the 21st century and then decline (medium
confidence). Projections suggest a further decrease in seasonal snow
cover extent and mass in mid to high latitudes and high mountains
(high confidence), though the projection spread is considerable.
Permafrost will continue to thaw throughout the 21st century (high
confidence). There is medium confidence that future changes in
cryospheric components will negatively affect irrigated agriculture
and hydropower production in regions dependent on snowmelt
runoff.

Considering a wider set of projections, the consensus on increased flows
becomes stronger at higher GWLs in (for example) the Yukon, Mackenzie,
Kemijoki, Amur, Hwang Ho, Yangtze, Mekong, Ganges-Brahmaputra,
Nile, Zaire and Parana basins (Figure 4.16). The consensus on decreased
flows becomes stronger for higher GWLs in (for example) the Colorado,
Tagus, Helmand, Tigris-Euphrates and Amazon. However, in both cases,
some models have projected changes of the opposite sign to the
consensus. Moreover, the distribution of projected outcomes becomes
notably broader at higher GWLs in (for example) the Mississippi, Yangtze
and Amazon. Therefore, even with a strong global climate change signal,

There is a high agreement between the CMIP6 projections and the
previous findings that permafrost will undergo increasing thaw and
degradation during the 21st century worldwide (Fox-Kemper et al.,
2021) . The CMIP6 models project that the annual mean frozen volume
in the top 2 m of the soil could decrease by 10–40% for every degree
increase of global temperature (Burke et al., 2020; Yokohata et al.,
2020b). The CMIP5-based equilibrium sensitivity of permafrost extent
to stabilised global mean warming is established to be about 4.0 ×
106 km2 °C–1 (Chadburn et al., 2017). The southern boundary of the
permafrost is projected the move to the north: 1°–3.5° northward
(relative to 1986–2005) at the level of 1.5°C temperature rise (Kong
and Wang, 2017).
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Figure 4.16 | Projected changes in the annual mean runoff in selected river basins at global warming levels (GWLs) of 1.5°C, 2°C and 4°C in a combined
ensemble. For each named basin, the sinaplot dots show individual model outcomes for percentage increased flows (blue) and decreased flows (red) at each GWL. Black circles
show the ensemble median, and black bars show the 95% confidence range in the median. See inset with the Rio Grande sinaplot for additional guidance on interpretation. In the
map, the colours in the basins show the percentage model agreement on the sign of the projected change in streamflow at the 4°C GWL. The combined ensemble is comprised of
four multi-model ensembles: the CMIP5 multi-model ensemble of GCMs driven with RCP8.5; the CMIP6 multi-model ensemble of GCMs driven with SSP5-8.5; varying combinations
of hydrological models with five GCMs in the Inter-Sectoral Impacts Model Intercomparison Project (ISIMIP); and the JULES land ecosystems and hydrology model driven by GCMs
from the HELIX study (Betts et al., 2018; Koutroulis et al., 2019). In CMIP5 and CMIP6, the projected runoff changes are directly from the GCM land surface schemes without bias
correction. In ISIMIP and HELIX, bias-corrected climate model outputs were used to drive the hydrology models. A comparison of the projected changes at the 4°C GWL for the four
individual ensembles is shown in Figure Cross-Chapter Box CLIMATE.1 in Chapter 1.
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uncertainties in changes in mean runoff/streamflow can remain large or
even increase. Nevertheless, since projected changes typically increase
with global warming, limiting warming to 1.5°C or 2°C substantially
reduces the potential for either large increases or decreases in mean
streamflow compared to 3°C or 4°C (Warszawski et al., 2014; Falkner,
2016; Gosling et al., 2017; Figure 4.16) (high confidence).

14 CMIP5 climate models driven by the RCP4.5 scenario, one third of
the 56 large-scale glacierised catchments are projected to experience
a mean annual runoff decline by over 10%, with the most significant
reductions in central Asia and the Andes (Huss and Hock, 2018). Thus,
communities dependent on glacier runoff are particularly vulnerable
(Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014).

In CMIP5, strong model consistency on changes in high and low
streamflows is seen with similar global patterns to the mean flows, but
over smaller areas (Koirala et al., 2014). By the end of the 21st century,
with RCP8.5, increases in mean, high and low flows are projected for
the Lena, and mean and low flows for the MacKenzie (Gelfan et al.,
2017; Pechlivanidis et al., 2017; Döll et al., 2018). Increased mean
and high flows are projected in the Ganges, high flow in the Rhine
and Mississippi, while decreasing mean and low flows are projected
in the Rhine (Krysanova et al., 2017; Pechlivanidis et al., 2017; Vetter
et al., 2017). Decreases in mean, high and low flows are projected for
the Tagus (Krysanova et al. 2017; Vetter et al. 2017). Low flows are
projected to decrease in the Mediterranean region and increase in the
Alps and northern Europe (Marx et al., 2018). A general shift in the
runoff distribution towards more extreme low runoff is projected in
Mexico, western USA, western Europe, southeastern China and the
West Siberian Plain, and more extreme high runoff is projected in
Alaska, northern Canada and large parts of Asia (Zhai et al., 2020).

Societal impacts of change in runoff spread throughout several
socioeconomic sectors, such as agriculture, health and energy
production, affecting overall water security (Wang et al., 2021a).
Decreases in runoff may lead to water scarcity and result in increased
multi-sectoral effects in sub-Saharan Africa (Serdeczny et al., 2017),
western Africa, the Middle East, Mexico, Northeastern Brazil, central
Argentina, Mediterranean Africa and Europe (Gosling and Arnell, 2016;
Greve et al., 2018), and southeastern Australia (Barnett et al., 2015).

While projected changes in high and low flows are similar to those in
mean flows in many regions, this is not the case everywhere. When a
single hydrological model and a sample of climate models are selected
to explore uncertainties systematically, approximately 56% of the
global population is projected to be affected by increased extreme high
flows at 1.5°C warming, rising to 61% at 2°C warming (Zhai et al.,
2020). Those affected by extreme low flows decrease is projected to
remain close to 45% at both 1.5°C and 2°C warming. However, these
results are based on the median of the ensemble projections, so they
are subject to high uncertainty. At 1.5°C global warming, 15% of
the population is projected to be affected concurrently by decreased
extreme low flows and increased extreme high flows, increasing
to 20% at 2°C warming. In 25 combinations of five CMIP5 climate
models and five global hydrological models under the RCP8.5 scenario
reaching approximately 4°C GWL at the end of the century, 10% of the
global land area is projected to face simultaneously increasing high
extreme streamflow and decreasing low extreme streamflow. These
regions include the British Isles and the shores of the North Sea, large
parts of the Tibetan Plateau, South Asia and western Oceania, and
smaller regions of Africa and North and South America, affecting over
2.1 billion people with 2015 population distributions (Asadieh and
Krakauer, 2017). With 11 CMIP5 models driving a single hydrological
model, simultaneous increases in high flows and decreases in low
flows are projected over 7% of global land (Koirala et al., 2014).
By the end of the 21st century, global changes in streamflow extremes
are projected to be approximately twice as large with RCP8.5 (over
4°C GWL) than with RCP2.6 (approximately 2°C GWL) (Asadieh and
Krakauer, 2017).
Glacier retreat and associated runoff changes represent a major global
sustainability concern (Section 4.4.2). By 2100, using an ensemble of

In summary, mean and extreme streamflow changes are projected over
most of the ice-free land surface (high confidence). The magnitude of
streamflow change is projected to increase with global warming in
most regions (high confidence), but there is often high uncertainty on
the sign of change. There is high confidence that mean streamflows
will increase in the northern high latitudes and decrease in the
Mediterranean and southern Africa. Annual mean runoff in one third of
assessed glacierised catchments is projected to decline by at least 10%
by 2100 under RCP4.5, with the most significant reductions in central
Asia and the Andes (medium confidence). Elsewhere, projections include
both increased and decreased flows. Substantial fractions of ensemble
projections disagree with the multi-model mean (high confidence), with
implications for long-term planning for water management. With 1.5
and 2°C global warming, approximately 15 and 20% of the current
global population, respectively, would experience both an increase
in high streamflows and a decrease in low streamflows (medium
confidence). At 4°C global at the end of the century, 10% of the global
land area is projected to simultaneously experience an increase in high
extreme streamflow and decrease in low extreme streamflow.

4.4.4

Projected Changes in Floods

SR1.5 (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018) concluded with medium confidence
that global warming of 2°C would lead to an expansion of the area
affected by flood hazards, compared to conditions at 1.5°C global
warming. Both AR5 (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014) and SROCC (Hock
et al., 2019b) concluded that spring snowmelt floods would be earlier
(high confidence), and hazards from floods involving meltwater will
gradually diminish, particularly at low elevation (medium confidence).
SROCC (Hock et al., 2019b) and AR6 WGI Chapter 9 stated that given
limited evidence and the complexity of the process, the changes of
glacier-related floods under climate change are not clear. AR6 WGI
Chapters 8 and 11 summarised that there is medium confidence for a
general increase in flooding due to warming, but there are significant
regional and seasonal variations.
There is high confidence that the frequency and magnitude of river
floods are projected to change at a global scale. For example, the
frequency of river floods is projected to increase in many regions,
including Asia, central Africa, western Europe, Central and South
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Projected changes in river flooding Changes in 2071–2100 relative to 1970–2000
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Figure 4.17 | Multi-model median return period (years) in the 2080s for the 20th-century 100-year river flood, based on a global river and inundation model,
CaMa-Flood, driven by runoff output of nine CMIP6 Models in the SSP1-2.6 (a), SSP2-4.5 (b) and SSP5-8.5 (c) scenario respectively. All changes are estimated in
2071–2100 relative to 1970-–2000. A dot indicates regions with high model consistency (more than seven models out of nine show the same direction of change).
(d) Global or regional potential exposure (% to the total population affected by flooding) under different global warming levels with a constant population scenario and climate
of CMIP5-HELIX (circle, Alfieri et al., 2017) and CMIP6 (triangle, Hirabayashi et al., 2021b), and with the population scenario of SSP5 and climate of CMIP6 (bar chart, Hirabayashi
et al., 2021b). Inundation is calculated when the magnitude of flood exceeds current flood protection (Scussolini et al., 2016). Note that number of GCMs used to calculate global
warming level (GWL) 4.0 is less than that for other GWLs, as the global mean temperature change of some GCMs did not exceed 4°C.

America and eastern North America, and decrease in northern North
America, southern South America, the Mediterranean and eastern
Europe in 2050 and beyond (Koirala et al., 2014; Arnell et al., 2016)
(Figure 4.17). There is low agreement in projections in changes
to snowmelt flood magnitude. A negative trend in snowmelt flood
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magnitude, together with an increase in rain-fed winter floods, is
projected with medium confidence, for example, in mid-latitude and
low-altitude basins of Scandinavia (Arheimer and Lindström, 2015;
Vormoor et al., 2016) and throughout Europe as a whole (Kundzewicz
et al., 2017), and northeastern North America (Arnell and Lloyd-Hughes,
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Table 4.6 | Projected economic impact by river flooding in billion USD in different emission scenarios or for different global warming levels (GWLs). The percentage of the total
GDP of the region is given in brackets.
Description

The economic impact in billion USD (% of GDP)

Reference

No adaptation with current flood protection, no
economic development (fixed at the level of 2010),
USD at 2010 purchasing power parity (PPP), mean
of 7 GCMs with the RCP8.5 scenario

–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Current (1976–2005): 75 (0.11%)
GWL 1.5°C: 145 (0.22%)
(Asia 92, Australasia 8, Europe 29, Africa 7, North America 3, Central and South America 5)
GWL 2°C: 172 (0.26%)
(Asia 114, Australasia 7, Europe 32, Africa 9, North America 4, Central and South America 7)
GWL 3°C: 249 (0.37%)
(Asia 176, Australasia 9, Europe 38, Africa 11, North America 4, Central and South America 11)
GWL 4°C: 343 (0.51%)
(Asia 241, Australasia 19, Europe 55, Africa 9, North America 6, Central and South America 14)

Alfieri et al. (2017), with
regional aggregation
and currency conversion

No adaptation with current flood protection, USD
at 2010 PPP, mean of five CMIP5 GCMs and 10
hydrological models

–
–
–
–

Current (1976–2005): 142 (0.21%)
GWL 1.5°C, SSP3: 370 (0.55%), SSP5: 485 (0.72%)
GWL 2°C, SSP3: 597 (0.89%), SSP5: 888 (1.32%)
GWL 3°C, SSP3: 1024 (1.52%), SSP5: 1616 (2.40%)

Dottori et al. (2018) with
currency conversion

No adaptation and no flood protection, mean value
in 2030 (2010–2030) and 2080 (2010–2080), USD
at 2010 PPP, mean of five CMIP5 GCMs

–
–
–
–

Current (1960–1999): 1,032 (1.6%)
RCP2.6, SSP1: 2030: 2366 (1.44%), 2080: 7429 (1.43%)
RCP6.0, SSP3: 2030: 1987 (1.44%), 2080: 3353(1.14%)
RCP8.5, SSP5: 2030: 2304 (1.37%), 2080: 3684(1.77%)

Winsemius et al. (2016)

Partial adaptation (protected against 100-year
floods in high-income countries, against 5-year
floods for all others), mean value in 2030
(2010–2030) and 2080 (2010–2080), USD at 2010
PPP, mean of five CMIP5 GCMs

–
–
–
–

Current (1960–1999): 163 (0.25%)
RCP2.6, SSP1: 2030: 558 (0.34%), 2080: 851 (0.48%)
RCP6.0, SSP3: 2030: 418 (0.29%), 2080: 413(0.32%)
RCP8.5, SSP5: 2030: 418 (0.33%), 2080: 441 (0.57%)

Winsemius et al. (2016)

A model calibrated to fit reported damages, future
vulnerability scenarios considering autonomous
adaptation, USD at 2005 PPP, mean of 11 CMIP5
GCMs,

–
–
–
–

Current (1991–2005): 14 (0.044%)
RCP2.6, SSP1: 2081–2100, 121 (0.037%)
RCP6.0, SSP2: 2081–2100, 133 (0.042%)
RCP8.5, SSP3: 2081–2100, 130 (0.063%)

Kinoshita et al. (2018)

No adaptation and current flood protection, USD at
2005 PPP, mean of five CMIP5 GCMs

–
–
–
–
–

Current (1961–2005): 102 (0.39%)
RCP2.6, SSP1: 2020–2100, 2333 (0.99%)
RCP4.5, SSP2: 2020–2100, 2221 (0.99%)
RCP6.0, SSP3: 2020–2100, 1328 (0.80%)
RCP8.5, SSP5: 2020–2100, 4007 (1.21%)

Tanoue et al. (2021)

Optimised adaptation, USD at 2005 PPP, mean of
five CMIP5 GCMs

–
–
–
–
–

Current (1961–2005): 102 (0.39%)
RCP2.6, SSP1: 2020–2100, 1621 (0.69%)
RCP4.5, SSP2: 2020–2100, 1567 (0.70%)
RCP6.0, SSP3: 2020–2100, 872 (0.52%)
RCP8.5, SSP5: 2020–2100, 2558 (0.77%)

Tanoue et al. (2021)

2014). With medium confidence, a positive trend is projected in highlatitude basins, for example, for large Arctic rivers such as Lena and
Mackenzie (Eisner et al., 2017; Gelfan et al., 2017; Pechlivanidis et al.,
2017) and high-altitude upstreams, such as the Ganges, Brahmaputra,
Salween, Mekong and the upper Indus Basin (Lutz et al., 2014) and
alpine catchments (Hall et al., 2014). Moderate decreasing trends or
insignificant changes are projected for snowmelt floods in the Fraser
River Basin of British Columbia (Shrestha et al., 2017).
There is high confidence that climate change and projected socioeconomic
development would increase exposure in inundation areas (Figure 4.17),
resulting in a large increase in direct flood damages as several times
more in all warming levels (Table 4.6). Alfieri et al. (2017) estimated a
120 and 400% increase in population affected by river flooding for 2°C
and 4°C warming, respectively, and a 170% increase in damage for 2°C
warming without socioeconomic impact development (Section 4.7.5).
Dottori et al. (2018) estimated the same but with a 134% increase in
fatalities with population increase under the SSP3 scenario. The highest
numbers of people affected by river flooding are projected for countries
in southern, eastern and southeastern Asia, with tens of millions of
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people per year per country projected to be affected (Figure 4.17; Alfieri
et al., 2017; Hirabayashi et al., 2021b). Kinoshita et al. (2018) showed
that climate change contributes a 2.8–28.8% increase in global fatality
for the period 2071–2100 compared to 1991–2005, but socioeconomic
change (~131.3% increase) and associated vulnerability change (~72.1%
reduction) have a greater impact of the projected flood-related fatality
rate than climate change alone. Winsemius et al. (2016) discussed that
projected flood damage could be reduced to 1/20th in absolute value
with adequate adaptation strategies. Direct flood damages are projected
to increase by 4–5 times at 4°C compared to 1.5°C, highly depending on
scenarios and assumptions (Table 4.6; Box 4.7).
In all climate scenarios projected, earlier snowmelt leads to earlier
spring floods (high confidence), for example, in northern and eastern
Europe (Gobiet et al., 2014; Hall et al., 2014; Etter et al., 2017; Lobanova
et al., 2018), northern North America (Vano et al., 2015; Musselman
et al., 2018; Islam et al., 2019b), large Arctic rivers (Gelfan et al., 2017;
Pechlivanidis et al., 2017) and high-altitude Asian basins (Lutz et al.,
2014; Winsemius et al., 2016). There is high confidence that snowmelt
floods will occur 25–30 d earlier in the year by the end of the 21st
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century with RCP8.5, but there is only low agreement in the projected
magnitude of snowmelt flood (Arheimer and Lindström, 2015; Vormoor
et al., 2016; Islam et al., 2019b).
Challenges to projecting flood risk are large because of the complexity of
the projecting snowmelt, high-intensity rainfall and soil wetness in large
river basins. Even though increases in the number and area of glacier
lakes may cause increases in glacier-related floods (Section 4.2.2),
knowledge of the frequency or magnitude of glacier-related projected
floods is limited. Some local studies indicate that the severity of ice-jam
flooding is projected to decrease (Rokaya et al., 2019; Das et al., 2020),
but a model study in Canada projected increases in damage of ice-jam
floods (Turcotte et al., 2020). While most flood risk projections do not
consider the impact of urban expansion, Güneralp et al. (2015) estimate
that urban areas exposed to flooding will increase by a factor of 2.7
due to urban growth by 2030 (Section 4.5.4). Given the significant
differences in assumption in flood protection, exposure or vulnerability
scenario among studies, uncertainties in the global estimation of flood
losses and damages are large are large (Table 4.6, 4.7.5).

4

Floods and their societal impacts, especially the enhancement of hazards
and increase in vulnerability, depend on complex political, economic
and cultural processes (Carey et al., 2017; Caretta et al., 2021). Thus,
assessments that analyse long-term flood impacts need to account
for the interplay of water and society relations. Unfortunately, such
studies remain scarce (Pande and Sivapalan, 2017; Ferdous et al., 2018;
Caretta et al., 2021). In particular, projected socioeconomic, cultural
and political impacts on the vulnerable group are understudied, as is
their resourcefulness through LK, adaptive capacity and communityled adaptation (Sections 4.6.9; 4.8.4; Cross-Chapter Box INDIG in
Chapter 18).
In summary, there is high confidence that the magnitude and frequency
of floods are projected to increase in many regions, including Asia,
central Africa, western Europe, Central and South America and eastern
North America, and decrease in northern North America, southern South
America, the Mediterranean and eastern Europe. Projected increases in
flooding pose increasing risks, with a 1.2–1.8 and 4–5 times increase
in global GDP loss at 2°C and 4°C compared to 1.5°C warming,
respectively (medium confidence). Without adaptation, projected
increases in flooding are 1.4 to 2.5 and 2.5 to 3.9 times in global GDP
loss at 2°C and 3°C compared to 1.5°C warming, respectively (medium
confidence). However, regional differences in risks are large because
of the strong influence of socioeconomic conditions and significant
uncertainty in flood hazard projection. In small river basins and urban
areas, there is medium confidence that projected increases in heavy
rainfall would contribute to increases in rain-generated local flooding.
However, the snowmelt floods are projected to decrease (medium
confidence) and occur 25–30 d earlier in the year by the end of the
21st century with RCP8.5 (high confidence).

4.4.5

Projected Changes in Droughts

AR6 WGI (Douville et al., 2021) concluded that the total land area
subject to increasing drought frequency and severity would expand
(high confidence), and in the Mediterranean, southwestern South
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America and western North America, future aridification will far exceed
the magnitude of change seen in the last millennium (high confidence).
WGI (Seneviratne et al., 2021) also find many consistencies among
projections of climate change effects on different forms of drought
(meteorological, agricultural/ecological and hydrological drought,
4.2.5), but also significant differences in some regions, particularly in
the levels of confidence in projected changes.
Many studies focus on precipitation-based drought indices (Carrão
et al., 2018), but higher evaporative demands and changes in snow
cover are additional drivers of hydrological, agricultural and ecological
drought (medium confidence) in many regions of the world (Koirala
et al., 2014; Prudhomme et al., 2014; Touma et al., 2015; Wanders et al.,
2015; Zhao and Dai, 2015; Naumann et al., 2018; Cook et al., 2020a).
Furthermore, these droughts (hydrological, agricultural and ecological)
are often modulated by prevailing soil and hydro-morphological
characteristics. Therefore, the choice of drought definition can affect
the magnitude and even the sign of the projected drought change.
In a study with multiple climate models, global water models and
scenarios, the choice of drought definition was the dominant source
of uncertainty in the sign of projected change in drought frequency
in over 17% of global land by 2070–2099, including several major
wheat- and maize-growing areas where agricultural (soil moisture)
drought is of high importance (Satoh et al., 2021). Cook et al. (2020a)
noted that in the CMIP6 projections, soil moisture and runoff drying
are more robust, spatially extensive and severe than precipitation,
resulting in the frequency of agricultural drought increasing over wider
areas than for meteorological drought. At 1.5°C global warming, the
likelihood of extreme agricultural (soil moisture) drought is projected
to at least double (100% increase) over large areas of northern South
America, the Mediterranean, western China and high latitudes in
North America and Eurasia (Figure 4.18, left column). The likelihood
is projected to increase by 150–200% in these regions at 2°C global
warming, with an expansion of the affected areas, and increase by
over 200% at 4°C global warming. Agricultural drought likelihood also
increases by 100–250% at 4°C global warming in southwestern North
America, southwest Africa, southern Asia and Australia. The likelihood
of extreme drought is projected to decrease in central North America,
the Sahel, the Horn of Africa, the eastern Indian sub-continent and parts
of western and eastern Asia. Using eight global hydrological models
driven by a subset of four of the CMIP5 climate models, Lange et al.
(2020) projected a 370% (30–790%) increase of the global population
annually exposed to agricultural (soil moisture) droughts in response
to 2°C global warming. Therefore, it is essential to consider the drought
type when applying drought projections to impact and risk in decisionmaking, especially for informing adaptation. For example, if responses
are explicitly tailored to agricultural (soil moisture) drought changes,
projected changes in a meteorological (precipitation) drought metric
may not provide accurate information.
Compared to CMIP5, the CMIP6 ensemble projects more consistent
drying in the Amazon basin (Parsons, 2020), more extensive declines in
total soil moisture in Siberia (Cook et al., 2020a) and stronger declines in
westernmost North Africa and southwestern Australia. Projected declines
in soil moisture in these geographies would cause a significant risk of
agricultural drought. Also, importantly, projected changes in drought in
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Projected changes in the likelihood of an extreme single-year agricultural (soil moisture) drought event
Changes in likelihood of extreme agricultural (soil moisture) drought years

Probability distribution of annual soil moisture anomalies
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Figure 4.18 | Projected changes in the likelihood of an extreme single-year agricultural (soil moisture) drought event, with extreme drought defined as the
driest 10% of years from 1995 to 2014, using total soil moisture projections pooled from the CMIP6 ensemble following Cook et al. (2020a). All ensemble
members are treated as equally likely potential outcomes, and likelihoods are calculated using the whole ensemble. Left: Percentage change in the likelihood of extreme drought at
GWLs of 4°C (top), 2°C (middle) and 1.5°C (bottom), with ‘extreme drought’ defined locally as the 10th percentile in individual grid boxes. Right: probability distribution functions
of regional mean soil moisture anomalies for the climatic regions Mediterranean (MED), South American Monsoon (SAM) and West Southern Africa (WSAF) (Iturbide et al., 2020), at
1.5°C, 2°C and 4°C GWLs. The solid vertical line shows the baseline, that is, the 50th percentile in 1995–2014. The dashed vertical line shows the 10th percentile for 1995–2014,
defining ‘extreme drought’ at the regional scale. Projections used the SSP5-8.5 scenario to maximise the number of ensemble members at higher GWLs, but global patterns of
change are very similar for all scenarios (Cook et al., 2020a), and for any given GWL, similar results can be expected with other scenarios (Seneviratne et al., 2021).

many regions depend on the season and may not be evident in annual
mean changes. For example, in northwestern Asia, hydrological (runoff)
drought frequency is projected to decrease by 50–100% in autumn and
winter but increase by up to 250% in spring and summer (Cook et al.,
2020a). In contrast, meteorological (precipitation) drought frequency is
projected to increase by up to 350% throughout the year.
Drought projections are subject to uncertainties due to limits of
predictability and understanding of the relevant biophysical processes.

Uncertainties in regional climate changes are significant in many
regions (see Figure 4.10, Figure 4.13, Figure 4.15), and in climate model
ensembles, the range of regional outcomes generally increases with
global warming. This widening of the range of outcomes can contribute
to the increased likelihood of extreme droughts across the ensemble
as a whole (Figure 4.18, right column). The response of transpiration
to elevated CO2 is also a significant uncertainty. The inclusion of CO2
physiological effects leads to smaller projected increases in agricultural,
ecological or hydrological drought (Milly and Dunne, 2016; Yang et al.,
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Projected changes in the area under drought and population affected
Percentage of global land area
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30%
25%

Moderate-severe

20%

Extreme-exceptional

15%
10%
5%
0
2006

Droughts
change under RCP6.0**
relative to 1976–2005

2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080 2090 2099 2006

2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2070 2080 2090 2099

* = Population projections
based on Shared
Socio-Economic
Pathway 2 (SSP2)
* = ~1.3°C to 2.5°C Global
**
Warming Level
between 2041–2060

Figure 4.19 | Projected changes in the area under drought and population affected, defined with changes in the Terrestrial Water Storage–Drought Severity
Index (TWS-DSI) projected with seven terrestrial hydrology models driven by four CMIP5 climate models using RCP6.0.
(a) Fractional global land area under moderate-to-severe drought (top), defined as −0.8 ≤ TWS-DSI < −1.6, and extreme-to-exceptional drought (bottom), defined as TWS-DSI < −1.6.
(b) Fraction of global population exposed to moderate-to-severe (top) and extreme-to-exceptional (bottom) drought, using the SSP2 population projection. Dark lines show the
ensemble means; shaded areas indicate uncertainty as ± 1 standard deviation. Reproduced from Pokhrel et al. (2021).

2020). However, the level of uncertainties in representing the effects of
CO2 is still very high, precluding conclusive results in a global analysis
(de Kauwe et al., 2013; Prudhomme et al., 2014; Yang et al., 2016).
Most CMIP6 climate models include CO2 physiological effects, but
many hydrological models used for impacts studies do not.

4

Terrestrial water storage (TWS) is the sum of continental water stored
in canopies, snow and ice, rivers, lakes and reservoirs, wetlands, soil
and groundwater (Pokhrel et al., 2021). TWS drought can therefore
be considered to be a combination of agricultural, ecological and
hydrological drought. The proportion of the global population exposed
to TWS drought is projected to increase with ongoing climate change
(Figure 4.19). By the late 21st century, under RCP6.0, the global land
area in extreme-to-exceptional TWS drought is projected to increase
from 3% to 7% (Pokhrel et al., 2021), with increasing uncertainty
over time. Combined with a medium population growth scenario
(SSP2), this leads to the global population in this level of drought
increasing from 3% to 8%, again with increasing uncertainty over
time. Hydrological droughts can also be driven by direct human impact
via water abstraction (Javadinejad et al., 2019).
Critical knowledge gaps include uncertainties in regional drought due
to regional climate change uncertainties, challenges in constraining
plant physiological responses to atmospheric CO2, and the uncertainties
in modelling the role of different population projections in projecting
regional drought risk.
In summary, the likelihood of drought is projected to increase in many
regions over the 21st century (high confidence) even with strong
climate change mitigation, and more severely in the absence of this.
Different forms of drought broadly show similar patterns of projected
change in many regions (high confidence), but the frequency of
agricultural drought is projected to increase over wider areas than for
meteorological drought (medium confidence). Clarity on the definition
of drought is therefore important for informing decision-making. With
the RCP6.0 and SSP2 scenarios, the global population exposed to
extreme-to-exceptional terrestrial water storage drought is projected
to increase from 3% to 8% over the 21st century.
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4.4.6

Projected Changes in Groundwater

AR5 concluded that the range of projected future changes in
groundwater storage was large, from statistically significant declines
to increases due to several uncertainties in existing models (Jiménez
Cisneros et al., 2014). AR6 (Douville et al., 2021) concluded with high
confidence that projected increases in precipitation alone cannot ensure
an increase in groundwater storage under a warming climate unless
unsustainable trends in groundwater extraction are also reversed.
Projected impacts of climate change on groundwater systems are
commonly simulated using models at local to global scales (Bierkens and
Wada, 2019). The relations between climate change and groundwater
are more complex than those embedded in current numerical models
(Cuthbert et al., 2019b). For instance, groundwater systems register
effects of drought with several years of lag effect, and aquifer response
times to changes in hydraulic forcing also vary across aquifers (Cuthbert
et al., 2019a). For instance, long groundwater response times can buffer
drought impacts and lengthen recovery times to sustained drought
events (Van Lanen et al., 2013; Opie et al., 2020).
Global total and non-renewable groundwater withdrawals are
projected to increase from 952 km3 year–1 (2010) to 1621 km3 year–1
(2099) and from 304 km3 year–1 (2010) to 597 km3 year–1 (2099),
respectively (Bierkens and Wada, 2019). At the same time, groundwater
depletion is projected to increase from approximately 204 (± 30) km3
year–1 in 2000 to 427 (± 56) km3 year–1 by 2099 (Wada, 2016). Much
of the projected depletion is a function of increased future abstraction
of groundwater for irrigation and increased ET (Condon et al., 2020)
in a warmer climate. For example, the projected doubling of average
water use by 2050 in Tunisia is attributed partly (3.8–16.4%) to climate
change and mainly to socioeconomic policies (Guermazi et al., 2019).
Similarly, groundwater depletion in the Bengal Basin and North China
Plain is more due to irrigation development than climate change per se
(Leng et al., 2015; Kirby et al., 2016).
A recent synthesis of modelling studies conducted in various climates
showed that out of 33 studies, 21 reported a decrease in the projected
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groundwater recharge or storage, eight reported an increase and the
rest showed no substantial change (Amanambu et al., 2020). A globalscale multi-model ensemble study projected decreasing recharge in
southern Chile, Brazil, central continental USA, the Mediterranean
and East China, but consistent and increasing recharge for northern
Europe and East Africa (Reinecke et al., 2021). In continental Spain, a
modelling study (Pulido-Velazquez et al., 2018) projected significant
reductions in groundwater recharge in the central and southeast
region but a small and localised increase in east and northeastern
areas. In subarctic Alaska, increased contribution of glacier melts to
streamflow and aquifer recharge under a warming climate is projected
(Liljedahl et al., 2017). In contrast, over the Iranian and Anatolia
Plateaus, groundwater recharge is projected to reduce by ~77% in
the spring season (March–May) due to a decrease in snowfall (Wu
et al., 2020). Overall, several recent studies of climate change impacts
on groundwater in different parts of the world have concluded that
projected groundwater recharge could either increase or decrease,
and results are often uncertain (high confidence) (Meixner et al., 2016;
Zaveri et al., 2016; Hartmann et al., 2017; Mehran et al., 2017; Tillman
et al., 2017; Kahsay et al., 2018; Herbert and Döll, 2019).
Wu et al. (2020) reported a projected increase in future groundwater
storage in the semiarid regions of northwest India, North China Plain,
the Guarani Aquifer in South America and Canning Basin in Australia
due to significant increases in projected precipitation, but the models
do not consider local hydrogeological characteristics. However, the
projected irrigation expansion could negate this positive gain in
groundwater storage (Sishodia et al., 2018; Wu et al., 2020). In drylands
(e.g., playas in the southwestern USA), where focused groundwater
recharge processes dominate, greater recharge is projected to
occur from the increased number of significant runoff-generating
extreme precipitation events in the future (McKenna and Sala, 2018).
Overall, an emerging body of studies have projected amplification of
episodic recharge in the tropics and semiarid regions due to extreme
precipitation under global warming (medium confidence).
Climate change is also projected to impact groundwater-dependent
ecosystems and groundwater quality negatively (medium confidence).
Projected increase in precipitation intensity and storms can contaminate
groundwater by mobilising contaminants such as chemical fertilisers,
pesticides and antibiotics and leaching of human waste from pit
latrines into groundwater (Amanambu et al., 2020; Lall et al., 2020). By
2050, environmentally critical streamflow is projected to be affected in
42–79% of the world’s watersheds. The majority of these watersheds
currently experience intensive groundwater use, and changes in critical
streamflow are projected to negatively impact aquatic ecosystems (de
Graaf et al., 2019). Using a global synthesis of 9404 data points from
32 countries across six continents, McDonough et al. (2020) report
increases in DOC concentrations in groundwater following projected
changes in precipitation and temperature. For example, hotspots
of high DOC concentration (increases of up to 45%) are associated
mainly with increased temperatures in the wettest quarter of the year
in the southeastern USA under RCP8.5 scenarios.
The projected rise in sea levels can lead to saline intrusion into aquifers
in low-lying areas and small islands and threaten coastal ecosystems
and livelihood resilience; for example, in already vulnerable countries
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like Bangladesh and vulnerable ecosystems like the mangrove forest of
Sundarbans (Befus et al., 2020; Dasgupta et al., 2020; Shamsudduha
et al., 2020). However, hydrogeological properties, aquifer settings
and impacts of over-abstraction are more important determinants of
salinisation of coastal aquifers than slowly rising sea levels (Michael
et al., 2013; Taylor et al., 2013a). The projected contribution of global
groundwater depletion to sea level rise is expected to increase from
0.57 (± 0.09) mm year–1 in 2000 to 0.82 (± 0.13) mm year–1 by 2050,
driven by a growing trend in groundwater extraction (Wada, 2016).
However, several uncertainties around model parametrisation remain
(Wada et al., 2017).
There are several knowledge gaps in our understanding of the globalscale sensitivity of groundwater systems to climate change and resulting
feedbacks (Maxwell and Condon, 2016; Cuthbert et al., 2019a). There
are process uncertainties in groundwater recharge simulation due to the
potential impact of atmospheric CO2 on vegetation and resulting changes
in ET (Reinecke et al., 2021). There are uncertainties in impact models
due to poor representation of recharge pathways (diffuse compared to
focused) and inability to adequately capture feedbacks among climate,
land use and groundwater systems (Meixner et al., 2016). Finally, there
are gaps in long-term observational data, especially in less-developed
countries (Amanambu et al., 2020), making it challenging to evaluate
the performance of impact models (Gleeson et al., 2020).
In summary, groundwater abstraction is projected to deplete the longterm, non-renewable storage as withdrawals are projected to increase
significantly in all major aquifers worldwide (medium evidence, high
agreement). In the tropics and semiarid regions, growing precipitation
intensification under global warming may enhance the resilience
of groundwater through increased episodic recharge (medium
confidence). However, in the semiarid areas, over-abstraction continues
to be a threat to groundwater storage and can nullify the benefits of
increased future recharge.

4.4.7

Projected Changes in Water Quality

AR5 concluded that climate change was projected to reduce water quality
(Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014). SR1.5 assessed with low confidence
differences in projected impacts under 1.5°C compared with 2°C of
warming (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018). In addition, SROCC reported
water quality degradation due to the release of legacy contaminants in
glaciers and permafrost (medium confidence) (Hock et al., 2019b). The
AR6 WGI Report does not explicitly mention water quality issues.
Water insecurity due to water quality degradation is projected to
increase under climate change due to warming, enhanced floods and sea
level rise (Arnell and Lloyd-Hughes, 2014; Dyer et al., 2014; Whitehead
et al., 2015) (medium confidence). Drought-driven diminishing river and
lake levels (Jeppesen et al., 2015) and continued water abstraction for
irrigation (Aragüés et al., 2015) may contribute to the salinisation of
soil and water. In addition, warming is projected to disrupt the historical
sequestration of contaminants in permafrost in the Arctic and mountain
regions (Bond and Carr, 2018).
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Quantitative projections on climate-induced water quality degradation
are sparse. Aminomethylphosphonic acid and glyphosate are
projected to exceed drinking water quality standards in dry years
in a high-emissions scenario in the Meuse River in Europe by 2050
(Sjerps et al., 2017). From 2020 to 2050, based on scenarios RCP2.6,
RCP4.5 and RCP8.5, the incidences of total nitrogen pollution are
projected as 97.3, 97.1 and 94.6%, respectively, in drought–flood
abrupt alternation months compared to 69.3, 69.7 and 67.5% in
normal months in the Luanhe River basin in China (Bi et al., 2019).
From 2012 to 2050, freshwater river area is expected to decrease from
40.8% to 17.1–19.7% under different sea level rise scenarios in the
southwest coastal zone of Bangladesh (Dasgupta et al., 2013). Under
the warming scenario of +4.8°C increase by the end of the century, the
average nutrient abundance is projected to triple in a shallow lake in
the northwest of England (Richardson et al., 2019).

16% with the SRES A1, B1, B2 scenarios in Vietnam and Laos (Giang
et al., 2017), 11% with the RCP8.5 scenario and 8% with the SRES
A2 scenario in the USA (Yasarer et al., 2017 and Wagena et al., 2018,
respectively), 19–37% with the RCP4.5, RCP8.5 scenarios in Burkina
Faso (Op de Hipt et al., 2018)) and decrease (30% with the SRES
A1B scenario in the southwest USA (Francipane et al., 2015), 8–11%
with the SRES A1B scenario in Spain (Rodríguez-Blanco et al., 2016),
11–52% with the RCP4.5, RCP8.5 scenarios in Ethiopia (Gadissa et al.,
2018), 13–62% with the RCP2.6, RCP8.5 scenarios in Canada (Loiselle
et al., 2020)) over the different regions of the world in the 21st century.

While there is some understanding of the potential effect of glacier
and permafrost degradation on water quality, projections are lacking.
Research is limited mainly in Europe and North America, and quantifying
the future water quality changes is still incipient.

In summary, soil losses mainly depend on the combined effects of
climate and land use changes. Herewith, recent studies demonstrate
increasing impact of the projected climate change (increase of
precipitation, thawing permafrost) on soil erosion (medium confidence).

In summary, climate change is projected to increase water pollution
incidences, salinisation and eutrophication due to increasing
drought and flood events, sea level rise and water temperature rise,
respectively, in some local rivers and lakes, but there is a dearth of
exact quantification at a global scale (medium confidence).

4.4.8

4

Projected Changes in Soil Erosion and Sediment
Load

AR5 stated that soil erosion and sediment load are projected to change
(low confidence) due to warming and increased rainfall intensity (Jiménez
Cisneros et al., 2014). SRCCL concluded that future climate change will
increase, with medium confidence, the potential for water-driven soil
erosion in many dryland areas, causing soil organic carbon decline
(Mirzabaev et al., 2019). SR1.5 (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018) concluded
that because of the complex interactions among climate change, land
cover, soil management, etc., the differences between mean annual
sediment load under 1.5°C and 2°C of warming are unclear.
Globally, climate change is estimated to be responsible for 30–66%
increase of soil erosion by 2070, while socioeconomic developments
impacting land use may lead to ± 10% change of soil erosion (Borrelli
et al., 2020). At a regional scale, different effects of the climate change
impact on soil losses are found owing to the ensemble experiments
with climate models coupled with regional/local models of soil
erosion and sediment yield. In the 21st century, the soil erosion rates
are projected to increase for the European countries (Czech Republic
(Svoboda et al., 2016), Belgium (Mullan et al., 2019), Spain (Eekhout
et al., 2018; Eekhout and de Vente, 2019a; Eekhout and De Vente,
2019b), Germany (Gericke et al., 2019)) by 10–80% depending on the
emission scenario and time period of the projection, as well as for the
USA (Garbrecht and Zhang, 2015) and Australia (Yang et al., 2015b;
Zhu et al., 2020). Only a few studies demonstrated decreasing trend
in soil erosion, for example, up to 9% with RCP8.5 scenario in Greece
(Vantas et al., 2020). Sediment yield is projected to both increase (5–
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Post-fire sedimentation is projected to increase for nearly nine tenths
of watersheds by >10% and for more than one third of watersheds by
>100% by the 2041 to 2050 decade in the western USA with the SRES
A1B scenario (Sankey et al., 2017).

4.5

Projected Sectoral Water-Related Risks

Observed sectoral water-related impacts have been documented across
world regions. Climate change is projected to further exacerbate many
of these risks, especially at warming levels above 1.5°C (Figure 4.20). For
some sectors and regions, climate change may also hold the potential
for beneficial outcomes, though feedback and cascading effects
as well as risks of climate extremes are not always well understood
and often underestimated in impact projections. Risks manifest as a
consequence of the interplay of human and natural vulnerability, sectorspecific exposure as well as the climate hazard as a driver of climate
change. Challenges to water security are driven by factors across these
components of risk, where climate change is but one facet of driving
water insecurity in the face of global change. While the focus of this
chapter is on climate change and its effects on water security, for many
sectors and regions the dynamics of socioeconomic conditions is a core
driver. They play an essential role in understanding and alleviating water
security risks. The following sections outline sectoral risks for both, risks
driven by water-related impacts, such as drought, flood or changes in
water availability, as well as risks with effects on water uses, mainly
focusing on changing water demand as a consequence of climate
change. It therefore does not cover all climate change-driven risks to
the respective sectors, but is limited to those that stand in relation to
water. The focus within this chapter is on global to regional processes
(additional regional to local information in Table SM4.4; Figure 4.20 as
well as across regional chapters of this report).

4.5.1

Projected Risks to Agriculture

AR5 concluded that overall irrigation water demand would increase by
2080, while the vulnerability of rain-fed agriculture will further increase
(Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014). SR1.5 concluded that both the food and
the water sectors would be negatively impacted by global warming
with higher risks at 2°C than at 1.5°C, and these risks could coincide
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spatially and temporally, thus increasing hazards, exposures and
vulnerabilities across populations and regions (medium confidence).
SR1.5 further reinforced AR5 conclusions in terms of projected crop
yield reductions, especially for wheat and rice (high confidence), loss of
livestock and increased risks for small-scale fisheries and aquaculture
(medium confidence) (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018), conclusions which
are further corroborated by SRCCL (Mbow et al., 2019).
Climate change impacts agriculture through various pathways (5.4 –
Crop-based Systems), with projected yield losses of up to 32% by 2100
(RCP8.5) due to the combined effects of temperature and precipitation.
Limiting warming could significantly reduce potential impacts (up 12%
yield reduction by 2100 under RCP4.5) (Ren et al., 2018a). Though
overall changes differ across models, regions and seasons, differences
in impacts between 1.5°C and 2°C can also be identified (Ren et al.,
2018a; Ruane et al., 2018; Schleussner et al., 2018). Globally, 11% (±
5%) of croplands are estimated to be vulnerable to projected climatedriven water scarcity by 2050 (Fitton et al., 2019).
Overall drought-driven yield loss is estimated to increase by 9–12%
(wheat), 5.6–6.3% (maize), 18.1–19.4% (rice) and 15.1–16.1%
(soybean) by 2071–2100, relative to 1961–2016 (RCP8.5) (Leng and
Hall, 2019). In addition, temperature-driven increases in water vapour
deficit could have additional negative effects, further exacerbating
drought-induced plant mortality and thus impacting yields (Grossiord
et al., 2020) (see also Cross-Chapter Box 1 in Chapter 5 of WGI
report). Currently, global agricultural models do not fully differentiate
crop responses to elevated CO2 under temperature and hydrological
extremes (Deryng et al., 2016) and largely underestimate the effects of
climate extremes (Schewe et al., 2019).
Flood-related risks to agricultural production are projected to increase
over Europe, with a mean increase of expected annual output losses of
approximately €11 million (at 1.5°C GWL); €12 million ( at 2°C GWL)
and €15 million (at 3°C GWL) relative to the 2010 baseline (Koks et al.,
2019). In parts of Asia, where flooding impacts on agriculture are
already significant, projections indicate an increase in damage to area
under paddy by up to 50% in Nepal, 16% in the Philippines, 55% in
Indonesia, 23% in Cambodia and Vietnam and 13% in Thailand (2075–
2099 compared with 1979–2003; RCP8.5) (Shrestha et al., 2019a).
Global crop water consumption of green water resources (soil
moisture) is projected to increase by about 8.5% by 2099 relative to
1971–2000 as a result of climate drivers (RCP6.0), with additional
smaller contributions by land use change (Huang et al., 2019)
(Sections 4.4.1.3, 4.4.8). In India, a substantial increase in green and
blue water consumption is projected for wheat and maize, with a slight
reduction of blue water consumption for paddy fields (Mali et al., 2021).
Temperate drylands, especially higher latitude regions, may become
more suitable for rain-fed agriculture (Bradford et al., 2017). Locally
and regionally, however, some of those areas with currently larger
areas under rain-fed production, for example, in Europe, may become
less suitable for rain-fed agriculture (Table 1 to 4.5.1) (Bradford et al.,
2017; Shahsavari et al., 2019).
While global crop models and estimates of yield impacts often focus
on major staple crops relevant for global food security, crops of high
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economic value are projected to become increasingly water dependent.
For example, climate-driven yield increases for tea are projected for
various tea-producing regions if no water limitations and full irrigation
is assumed, but decreases in yields are projected under continued
present-day irrigation assumptions (Beringer et al., 2020). Water-related
impacts on global cotton production are highly dependent on the CO2fertilisation effect, with increases projected for higher CO2 concentration
if no water limitations are implemented. However, substantial decreases
in cotton production are projected if lower or no fertilisation effects are
accounted for due to increasing water limitations (Jans et al., 2018).
Reductions in economically valuable crops will probably increase the
vulnerability of population groups, especially small-holder farmers with
limited response options (Morel et al., 2019).
To stabilise yields against variations in moisture availability, irrigation
is the often the most common adaptation response (Section 4.6.2,
Box 4.3). Projections indicate a potentially substantial increase in
irrigation water requirements (Boretti and Rosa, 2019). Increasing
agricultural water demand is driven by various factors, including
population growth, increased irrigated agriculture, cropland expansion
and higher demand for bio-energy crops for mitigation (Chaturvedi
et al., 2015; Grafton et al., 2015; Turner et al., 2019; 4.7.6). Depending
on underlying assumptions and the constraints on water resources
implemented in the global agricultural models, irrigation water
requirements are projected to increase two- to three-fold by the end of
the century (Hejazi et al., 2014; Bonsch et al., 2015; Chaturvedi et al.,
2015; Huang et al., 2019). While the combined effects of population
and land use change as well as irrigation expansion account for the
significant part of the projected increases in irrigation water demand
by the end of the century, around 14% of the increase is directly
attributed to climate change (RCP6.0) (Huang et al., 2019).
With various degrees of water stress being experienced under current
conditions and further changes in regional water availability projected,
as well as continuing groundwater depletion as a consequence of
over-abstraction for irrigation purposes (Sections 4.2.6 and 4.4.6),
limitations to major irrigation expansion will occur in some regions,
including South and Central Asia, the Middle East and parts of North and
Central America (Grafton et al., 2015; Turner et al., 2019). Constraining
projections of available irrigation water through consideration of
environmental flow requirements further reduces the potential for
irrigation capacity and expansion (Bonsch et al., 2015). Changes in
land use and production patterns, for example, expansion of rain-fed
production and increasing inter-regional trade, would be required to
meet growing food demand while preserving environmental flow
requirements, though this may increase local food security-related
vulnerabilities (Cross-Chapter Box INTERREG in Chapter 16) (Pastor
et al., 2014). Where climate impacts on yields are not a consequence
of water limitations (mainly for C4 crops), irrigation cannot offset
negative yield impacts (Levis et al., 2018).
Over 50% of the global lowlands equipped for irrigation will depend
heavily on runoff contributions from the mountain cryosphere by
2041–2050 (SSP2–RCP6.0) and are projected to make unsustainable
use of blue water resources (Viviroli et al., 2020). Projected changes in
snowmelt patterns indicate that for all regions dependent on snowmelt
for irrigation during warm seasons, alternative water sources will have
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to be found for up to 20% (at 2°C GWL) and up to 40% (at 4°C GWL)
of seasonal irrigation water use, relative to current water use patterns
(1986–2015) (Qin et al., 2020). Regional studies further corroborate
these global findings (Biemans et al., 2019; Malek et al., 2020). Basins
where such alternate sources are not available will face agricultural
water scarcity.
Elevated CO2 concentrations play an important role in determining
future yields in general and have the potential to beneficially affect
plant water use efficiency (Deryng et al., 2016; Ren et al., 2018a;
Nechifor and Winning, 2019). The elevated CO2 effects are projected to
be most prominent for rain-fed C3 crops (Levis et al., 2018). Combined
results from field experiments and global crop models show that CO2
fertilisation could reduce consumptive water use by 4–17% (Deryng
et al., 2016). To account for uncertainties, global agricultural models
provide output with and without account for CO2 fertilisation effects,
though recent progress on reducing model uncertainty indicates that
non-CO2 model runs may no longer be needed for adequate projections
of yield impacts (Toreti et al., 2019).

4

Due to the complex interactions among determinants for livestock
production, the future signal of water-related risks to this sector is
unclear. Globally, 10% (± 5%) of pasture areas are projected to be
vulnerable to climate-induced water scarcity by 2050 (Fitton et al.,
2019). Water use efficiency gains through elevated CO2 concentrations
have the potential to increase forage quantities, though effects of
nutritional values are ambiguous (Augustine et al., 2018; Derner et al.,
2018; Rolla et al., 2019). In addition, spatial shifts in temperature/
humidity regimes may shift suitable regions for livestock production,
opening up new suitable areas for some regions or encouraging shifts
in specific breeds better adapted to future climatic regimes (Rolla et al.,
2019) (5.5 – Livestock Systems and 5.10 Mixed Systems).
Projections of climate impacts on freshwater aquaculture are limited
(5.9.3.1 – Projected Impacts; Inland freshwater and brackish aquaculture).
In particular, in tropical regions, reductions in water availability,
deteriorating water quality, and increasing water temperatures pose
risks to terrestrial aquaculture, including temperature-related diseases
and endocrine disruption (Kibria et al., 2017, Section 4.4.7). On the
other hand, freshwater aquaculture in temperate and arctic polar
regions may benefit from temperature increases with an extension of
the fish-growing season (Kibria et al., 2017).
Global crop models, which provide the basis for most projections
of agricultural risk, continue to have limitations in resolving water
availability. For example they do not fully resolve the effects of elevated
CO2 for changing water use efficiency (Durand et al., 2018), potentially
overestimating drought impacts on maize yield (Fodor et al., 2017) and
may underestimate limitations to further expansion of irrigation (Elliott
et al., 2014; Frieler et al., 2017b; Winter et al., 2017; Jägermeyr and
Frieler, 2018; Kimball et al., 2019; Yokohata et al., 2020a).
In summary, agricultural water use is projected to increase globally
due to cropland expansion and intensification and climate changeinduced changes in water requirements (high confidence). Parts of
temperate drylands may experience increases in suitability for rainfed production based on mean climate conditions; however, risks to
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rain-fed agriculture increase globally because of increasing variability
in precipitation regimes and changes in water availability (high
confidence). Water-related impacts on economically valuable crops will
increase regional economic risks (medium evidence, high agreement).
Regions reliant on snowmelt for irrigation purposes will be affected by
substantial reductions in water availability (high confidence).

4.5.2

Projected Risks to Energy and Industrial Water Use

AR5 concluded with high confidence that climate-induced changes,
including changes in water flows, will affect energy production, and the
actual impact will depend on the technological processes and location
of energy production facilities (Arent et al., 2014). SR1.5 concluded
with high confidence that climate change is projected to affect the
hydropower production of northern European countries positively.
However, Mediterranean countries like Greece, Spain and Portugal are
projected to experience approximately a 10% reduction in hydropower
potential under a 2°C warming level, which could be reduced by half
if global warming could be limited to 1.5°C (Hoegh-Guldberg et al.,
2018). In addition, SROCC concluded with high confidence that an
altered amount and seasonality of water supply from snow and glacier
melt is projected to affect hydropower production negatively (IPCC,
2019a).
Since AR5, a large number of studies have modelled future changes
in hydropower production due to climate-induced changes in volume
and seasonality of streamflow and changes in sediment load due
to accelerated melting of cryosphere at both global (van Vliet et al.,
2016b; Turner et al., 2017) and regional scales (Tarroja et al., 2016; Ali
et al., 2018; de Jong et al., 2018; Tobin et al., 2018; Arango-Aramburo
et al., 2019; Carvajal et al., 2019; Arias et al., 2020; Meng et al., 2021).
For hydropower production at a global scale, Turner et al. (2017)
projected an uncertainty in the direction of change in global hydropower
production to the tune of +5% to −5% by the 2080s, under a highemissions scenario. On the other hand, van Vliet et al. (2016b) projected
an increase in global hydropower production between +2.4% to +6.3%
under RCP4.5 and RCP8.5, respectively, by the 2080s, as compared to a
baseline period of 1971–2000, but with significant regional variations
(high confidence). For example, regions like central Africa, India, central
Asia and northern high-latitude areas are projected to see more than
20% increases in gross hydropower potential (high confidence). On the
other hand, southern Europe, northern Africa, southern USA and parts
of South America, southern Africa and southern Australia are projected
to experience more than 20% decreases in gross hydropower potential.
The Mediterranean region is projected to see almost a 40% reduction
in hydropower production (high confidence) (Turner et al., 2017). On
the other hand, northern Europe and India are projected to add to their
hydropower production capacity due to climate change by mid-century
(high confidence) (van Vliet et al., 2016b; Turner et al., 2017; Emodi
et al., 2019).
In hydropower plants located in the Zambezi basin, electricity output
is projected to decline by 10–20% by 2070 compared to baseline
(1948–2008) under a drying climate; only marginal increases are
projected under a wetting climate (Spalding-Fecher et al., 2017). In the
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Mekong Basin, the total hydropower generation is projected to decline
by 3.0% and 29.3% under 1.5°C and 2°C, respectively (Meng et al.,
2021). In this context, 1.5°C will come up in 2036 under RCP2.6 and
in 2033, under RCP6.0; and 2°C will come up in 2056 under RCP6.0
(Frieler et al., 2017a). In India, hydropower production is projected to
increase by up to 25% by the end of the 21st century due to increased
temperature and precipitation under the RCP8.5 scenario. However,
hydropower production is projected to decline in plants located in
snow-dominated rivers due to earlier snowmelt (Ali et al., 2018). In
Colombia, hydropower production is projected to decrease by ~10%
under the RCP4.5 dry scenario by 2050 (Arango-Aramburo et al., 2019).
In a sub-basin of the Amazon River (one of the hydropower hotspots
in Brazil), dry-season hydropower potential is projected to decline by
−7.4 to −5.4% from historical baseline conditions under RCP4.5 (Arias
et al., 2020). In the São Francisco basin of Brazil, hydropower production
is projected to reduce by −15% to −20% by 2100 under the IPCC A1B
scenario (de Jong et al., 2018), which will affect the Brazilian energy
mix in the future. In Ecuador, under various policy pathways and dry
and wet scenarios under RCP4.5, hydropower production is projected
to increase by +7% to +21% or decline by −25% to −44% by 2050
(Carvajal et al., 2019). In Europe, different impacts are projected across
different sub-regions (WGII, Chapter 13, Table 13.7- Projected climate
change risks for energy supply in Europe by 2100). In northern Europe,
up to 20% of hydropower potential increases are projected under 3°C
warming; increases of up to 15% and 10% are projected under 2°C and
1.5°C warming levels. In Mediterranean parts of Europe, hydropower
potential reductions of up to −40% are projected under 3°C warming;
while reductions below −10% and −5% are projected under 2°C
and 1.5°C warming levels, respectively (van Vliet et al., 2016b; Tobin
et al., 2018). Hydropower plants in Switzerland are projected to lose
~1.0 TWh of hydroelectricity production per year by 2070–2090 due to
net glacier mass loss in the earlier part of the century (Schaefli et al.,
2019). In the Italian Alps, under the warmest scenario of RCP8.4, up
to 4% decreases in hydropower production are projected (Bombelli
et al., 2019). The magnitude of change differs significantly among
models. In California, USA, the average annual hydropower generation
is expected to decline by 3.1% under RCP4.5 by 2040–2050, compared
to the baseline 2000–2010 (Tarroja et al., 2016). In the Skagit River
basin in the USA, hydropower generation is projected to increase by
19% in the winter/spring and decline by 29% in summer by the 2080s
(Lee et al., 2016).
Apart from climate impacts on hydropower production, climateinduced flood loads and reservoir water level change may lead to
dam failure under RCP2.6 and RCP4.5 scenarios (Fluixá-Sanmartín
et al., 2018; Fluixá-Sanmartín et al., 2019) (medium confidence). For
example, the incidence of 100-year floods in the Skagit River basin
in the USA and peak winter sediments are projected to increase by
49% and 335%, respectively, by 2080, necessitating fundamental
changes in hydropower plant operation. Nevertheless, some risks, such
as floods, will remain unmitigated even with changes in hydropower
operation rules (Lee et al., 2016). Overall, impacts of future extreme
events on energy infrastructure have been less studied than impacts of
gradual changes (Cronin et al., 2018). Furthermore, future hydropower
development may also impact areas of high freshwater megafauna
in South America, South and East Asia and in the Balkan region, and
sub-catchments with a high share of threatened freshwater species are
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particularly vulnerable (Zarfl et al., 2019). Therefore, future hydropower
dams will need to be sited carefully (Dorber et al., 2020).
There is high confidence that changes in future cooling water
availability are projected to affect thermoelectric production capacity
negatively at global (van Vliet et al., 2016b; Zhou et al., 2018b) and
regional scales (Bartos and Chester, 2015; Behrens et al., 2017; Ganguli
et al., 2017; Zhou et al., 2018b; Emodi et al., 2019). Global mean water
temperature is projected to increase by +1°C for RCP2.6 and +2.7°C for
RCP8.5 (van Vliet et al., 2016b). Correspondingly, global cooling water
sufficiency is projected to decline by −7.9% to −11.4% by 2040–2069
and −11.3% to −18.6% by 2070–2090 (Zhou et al., 2018b), thereby
impacting thermoelectric power production.
In Asia, under a 2°C global warming scenario, coal power plants’
annual usable capacity factor in Mongolia, Southeast Asia and parts
of China and India are projected to decrease due to water constraints
(Wang et al., 2019b). In the EU, an assessment of 1326 thermal
electric plants in 818 basins projected that the number of basins with
water stress would increase from 47 in 2014 to 54 in 2030 (Behrens
et al., 2017) with consequent impacts on cooling water supplies. In
the western USA, by 2050, vulnerable power plants are projected to
lose 1.1–3.0% of average summer generation capacity, which could
rise to 7.2 to 8.8% loss under a 10-year drought condition (Bartos
and Chester, 2015). Further, 27% of thermoelectric production in the
USA may be at severe risk of low-capacity utilisation due to water
stress by 2030 (Ganguli et al., 2017). Thermoelectric plant capacity on
the hottest summer day in the USA and EU is projected to fall by 2%
under a 2°C global warming and by 3.1% under a 4°C global warming,
requiring overbuilding of electricity infrastructure by 1–7% given the
current energy mix portfolio (Coffel and Mankin, 2020). A systematic
review showed consistent decreases in mid to end of the century in
thermal power production capacity due to insufficiency of cooling
water in southern, western and eastern Europe (high confidence);
North America and Oceania (high confidence), central, southern
and western Asia (high confidence) and western and southern
Africa (medium confidence) (Emodi et al., 2019). Overall, apart from
emissions benefits, moving away from thermal power generation to
other renewable energy will also lower the chances of climate-induced
curtailment of energy production (high confidence).
Global freshwater demand for the energy sector is projected to increase
under all 2°C scenarios due to the rapid increase in electricity demand
in developing countries (Fricko et al., 2016). Despite the water shortage
and climate change impacts, industry and energy sectors’ share in global
water demand has been projected to rise to 24% by 2050 (UN Water,
2020), which will increase the competition among various water-use
sectors (Boretti and Rosa, 2019). Furthermore, mining activities, which
are highly dependent on sufficient water availability, are also at risk
due to climate change (Aleke and Nhamo, 2016). Given that some of
the intensely mined regions, such as the Atacama Desert in Chile, are
already water-scarce, even small changes in rainfall could destabilise
water-intensive mining operations and affect the production and
processing activities at mines (Odell et al., 2018). Overall, there is a
lack of literature on the impact of climate change on future mining
activities and other water-intensive industries.
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In summary, globally, hydropower and thermoelectric power capacities
are projected to increase and decrease, respectively, due to changes
in river runoff and increases in ambient water temperatures (high
confidence). In the future, freshwater demand for energy and industrial
sectors is projected to rise significantly at the global level, triggering
competition for water across sectors. Although climate change also
poses risks to mining and other water-intensive industries, quantifying
these risks is difficult due to limited studies.

4.5.3

Projected Risks to Water, Sanitation and Hygiene
(WaSH)

Climate-related extreme events impact WaSH services and local water
security. While not WaSH-specific, AR5 showed that more people would
experience water scarcity and floods (high confidence) and identified
WaSH failure due to climate change as an emergent risk (medium
confidence) leading to higher diarrhoea risk (Field et al., 2014b). In
addition, both SR1.5 (IPCC, 2018a) and SRCCL (IPCC, 2019b) projected
the risk from droughts, heavy precipitation, water scarcity, wildfire
damage and permafrost degradation to be higher at 2°C warming than
1.5°C (medium confidence), and all these could potentially impact
water quality and WaSH services.

4

Waterborne diseases result from complex causal relationships between
climatic, environmental and socioeconomic factors that are not fully
understood or modelled (Boholm and Prutzer, 2017) (high confidence).
WaSH-related health risks are related to extreme events, harmful
algal blooms and WaSH practices (Chapter 7 WGII 7.3.2). In addition,
changes in thermotolerance and chlorine resistance of certain viruses
have been observed in laboratory experiments simulating different
temperatures and sunlight conditions (Carratalà et al., 2020), increasing
potential health risks even where traditional water treatment exists
(Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014) (low confidence). Studies show that
degraded water quality increases the willingness to pay for clean
water regardless of national economic status. However, payment for
clean, potable water, particularly in low- and middle-income countries,
can represent a significant percentage of people’s income, limiting
economic well-being and the possibility for re-investment in other
livelihoods or activities (Constantine et al., 2017; van Houtven et al.,
2017; Price et al., 2019).
Collectively, drinking water treatment, sanitation and hygiene interrupt
disease transmission pathways, particularly for water-related diseases.
However, WaSH systems themselves are vulnerable to extreme events
(Section 4.3.3). For example, sewage overflows resulting from heavy
rainfall events are expected to increase waterborne disease outbreaks
(Khan et al., 2015). High diarrhoeal disease burdens mean that small
changes in climate-associated risk are projected to have significant
impacts on disease burdens (Levy et al., 2018). For example, up to
2.2 million more cases of E. coli by 2100 in Bangladesh under a 2.1°C
GWL are projected (Philipsborn et al., 2016), while up to an 11-fold
and 25-fold increase by 2050 and 2080, respectively, under a 2–4°C
GWL, in disability-adjusted life years, associated with cryptosporidiosis
and giardiasis in Canada is projected (Smith et al., 2015). In addition,
an additional 48,000 deaths of children under 15 years of age globally
from diarrhoea by 2030 are also projected (WHO, 2014). Notably, high
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levels of treatment compliance and boiling water before consumption
offset the projected impact of climate change on giardiasis in Canada
in the 2050 scenario, but could not wholly offset the projected impact
in 2080 (Smith et al., 2015). Climate change impacts on WaSHattributable disease burden are also projected to delay China’s progress
towards disease reduction by almost 9% under RCP8.5 (Hodges et al.,
2014). Disruptions in the drinking water supply can lead to increased
household water storage, potentially increasing vector larvae breeding
habitats (see Section 3.6.3). In combination with the projected
expansion of vector ranges given climate change (Liu-Helmersson et al.,
2019), there is the potential for increased risk of vector-borne disease
during periods of water shortage or natural disasters (Section 4.3.3).
Moreover, energy requirements for water and wastewater treatment
are indirectly responsible for GHG emissions, while the breakdown of
excreta contributes directly to emissions (Box 4.5, Section 4.7.6). These
contributions need to be better articulated and accounted for as part of
the WaSH and climate change dialogue (Dickin et al., 2020).
In summary, climate change is expected to compromise WaSH services,
compounding existing vulnerabilities and increasing water-related
health risks (medium evidence, high agreement). Therefore, additional
research is required on disease-, country-, and population-specific risks
due to future climate change impacts (Baylis, 2017; Bhandari et al.,
2020; Harper et al., 2020).

4.5.4

Projected Risks to Urban and Peri-Urban Sectors

AR5 reported with medium confidence that climate change would
impact residential water demand, supply and management (Revi et al.,
2014). According to AR5, water utilities are also confronted by changes
to the availability of supplies, water quality and saltwater intrusion
into aquifers in coastal areas due to higher ambient and water
temperatures (medium evidence, high agreement), altered streamflow
patterns, drier conditions, increased storm runoff, sea level rise and
more frequent forest wildfires in catchments (Jiménez Cisneros
et al., 2014). SR1.5 found with medium confidence that constraining
warming to 1.5°C instead of 2°C might mitigate risks for water
availability, but socioeconomic drivers could affect water availability
more than variations in warming levels, while the risks differ across
regions (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018).
In nearly a third of the world’s largest cities, water demand may exceed
surface water availability by 2050, based on RCP6.0 projections and
the WaterGAP3 modelling framework (Flörke et al., 2018). Under all
SSPs, the global volume of domestic water withdrawal is projected to
reach 700–1500 km3 yr–1 by 2050, indicating an increase of 50 to 250%,
compared to the 2010 water use intensity (400–450 km3 yr–1) (Wada
et al., 2016). Increasing water demand by cities is already spurring
competition between cities and agricultural users for water, which is
expected to continue (Garrick et al., 2019) (Section 4.5.1). By 2030,
South and Southeast Asia are expected to have almost three quarters
of the urban land under high-frequency flood risk (10.4.6). South Asia,
South America and mid-latitudinal Africa are projected have the largest
urban extents exposed to floods and droughts (Güneralp et al., 2015).
An analysis of 571 European cities from the Urban Audit database
(using RCP8.5 projections without assessing urban heat island effects)
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found drought conditions are expected to intensify (compared to the
historical period 1951–2000) in southern European cities, particularly
in Portugal and Spain (Guerreiro et al., 2018; Section CCP4.3.3).
Changes in river flooding are projected to affect cities in northwestern
European cities and the UK between 2051 and 2100 (Guerreiro et al.,
2018) (Sections 6.2.3.2, CCP2.2.1, CCP2.2.3).

capacity (high confidence). In addition, modified stream flows due to
climate change (Section 4.4.3) are projected to affect the amount and
variability of inflows to storage reservoirs that serve urban areas and
may exacerbate challenges to reservoir capacity, such as sedimentation
and poor water quality (high confidence).

Globally, climate change is projected to exacerbate existing challenges
for urban water services. These challenges include population growth,
the rapid pace of urbanisation and inadequate investment, particularly
in less developed economies with limited governance capacity (high
confidence) (Ceola et al., 2016; van Leeuwen et al., 2016; Reckien
et al., 2017; Tapia et al., 2017; Veldkamp et al., 2017). More specifically,
in Arusha (Tanzania), a combination of urban growth modelling,
satellite imagery and groundwater modelling projected that rapid
urbanisation would reduce groundwater recharge by 23–44% of 2015
levels by 2050 (under business as usual and an RCP8.5 scenario),
causing groundwater levels to drop up to 75 m (Olarinoye et al.,
2020). Flood risk modelling showed a median increase in flood risk
of 183% in 2030 based on baseline conditions in Jakarta (Indonesia)
with flood risks increasing by up to 45% due to land use changes
alone (Budiyono et al., 2016). A probabilistic analysis of surface water
flood risk in London (UK) using the UKCP09 Weather Generator (with
10th and 90th percentile uncertainty bounds) found that the annual
damage is expected to increase from the baseline by 101% and 128%
under 2030 and 2050 high-emission scenarios, respectively (Jenkins
et al., 2018).

4.5.5

Modified streamflow is projected to affect the amount and variability
of inflow to urban storage reservoirs (high confidence), which may exacerbate existing challenges to urban reservoir capacity, such as sedimentation and poor water quality (Goharian et al., 2016; Howard et al.,
2016; Yasarer and Sturm, 2016). For example, in Melbourne (Australia),
a combination of stochastic hydro-climatological modelling, rainfallrunoff modelling and climate model data projects a mean precipitation
shift over catchments by −2% at 1.5°C and −3.3% at 2°C, relative to
1961–1990. Considering an annual water demand of 0.75 of the mean
yearly inflow, the median water supply shortage risk was calculated to
be 0.6% and 2.9% at 1.5°C and 2°C warming levels, respectively. At
the higher demand level of 0.85 of the mean annual inflow, the median
water shortage risk is higher, between 9.6% and 20.4% at 1.5°C and
2°C warming, respectively, without supply augmentation desalination
(Henley et al., 2019).
As climate change poses a substantial challenge to urban water
management, further refinement of urban climate models, downscaling
and correction methods (e.g., Gooré Bi et al., 2017; Jaramillo and
Nazemi, 2018) is needed. Additionally, given that 90% of urban growth
will occur in less developed regions, where urbanisation is largely
unplanned (UN-Habitat, 2019), further research is needed to quantify
the water-related risks of climate change and urbanisation on informal
settlements (Grasham et al., 2019; Satterthwaite et al., 2020, 4.5.3).
In summary, rapid population growth, urbanisation, ageing infrastructure
and changes in water use are responsible for increasing the vulnerability
of urban and peri-urban areas to extreme rainfall and drought,
particularly in less developed economies with limited governance

Projected Risks to Freshwater Ecosystems

AR5 concluded that climate change is projected to be an important
stressor on freshwater ecosystems in the second half of the 21st
century, especially under high-warming scenarios of RCP6.0 and
RCP8.5 (high confidence), even though direct human impacts will
continue to be the dominant threat (Settele et al., 2014). Rising water
temperatures are also projected to cause shifts in freshwater species
distribution and worsen water quality problems (high confidence),
especially in those systems that already experience high anthropogenic
loading of nutrients (Settele et al., 2014).
Changes in precipitation and temperatures are projected to affect
freshwater ecosystems and their species through, for example, direct
physiological responses from higher temperatures or drier conditions
or a loss of habitat for feeding or breeding (Settele et al., 2014; Knouft
and Ficklin, 2017; Blöschl et al., 2019b). In addition, increased water
temperatures could lead to shifts in the structure and composition of
species assemblages following changes in metabolic rates, body size,
timing of migration, recruitment, range size and destabilisation of food
webs. A review of the impact of climate change on biodiversity and
functioning of freshwater ecosystems found that under all scenarios,
except the one with the lowest GHG emission scenario, freshwater
biodiversity is expected to decrease proportionally to the degree of
warming and precipitation alteration (Settele et al., 2014) (medium
evidence, high agreement).
These are several examples of such projected changes. Due to higher
water temperatures, changes in macroinvertebrates and fish are
projected under all future warming scenarios (Mantyka-Pringle et al.,
2014). Decreased abundance of many fish species, such as salmonids,
under higher temperatures, is also projected, although the effects
between species are variable (Myers et al., 2017). Poleward and
shifts of freshwater species are projected as they try to stay within
preferred cooler environmental conditions (Pecl et al., 2017). Other
anticipated changes include physiological adjustments with impacts
on morphology with some species shrinking in body size because
large surface-to-volume ratios are generally favoured under warmer
conditions (Scheffers et al., 2016) and changes in species communities
and food webs as a consequence of increases in metabolic rates in
response to increased temperatures with the flow-on effects for
many ecosystem processes (Woodward et al., 2010). Changes in the
seasonality of flow regimes and variability (Blöschl et al., 2019b)
and more intermittent flows (Pyne and Poff, 2017) are also projected
and could result in decreased food chain lengths through the loss of
large-bodied top predators (Sabo et al., 2010) and changes in nutrient
loadings and water quality (Woodward et al., 2010). The impacts on
freshwater systems in drylands are projected to be more severe (Jaeger
et al., 2014; Gudmundsson et al., 2016). Changes to snow and glacier
melting, including the complete melting of some glaciers (Leadley
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et al., 2014; Kraaijenbrink et al., 2017), are projected to reduce water
availability and cause declines in biodiversity in high altitudes through
local extirpations and species extinctions in regions of high endemism.
Lake nutrient dynamics are expected to change, for example, at
2°C warming, and net increase in CH4 emissions by 101–183% in
hypereutrophic lakes and 47–56% in oligotrophic lakes in Europe are
projected (Sepulveda-Jauregui et al., 2018). Similarly, under the highGHG emission scenario, lake stratification is projected to begin 22.0
± 7.0 d earlier and end 11.3 ± 4.7 d later by the end of this century
(Woolway et al., 2021). While overall future trends on climate change
on freshwater species and habitats are largely negative, evidence
indicates that different species are projected to respond at different
rates, with interactions between species expected to be disrupted and
which may result in novel biological communities and rapid change in
ecological processes and functions (Pecl et al., 2017).
These impacts are expected to be most noticeable where significant
air temperature increases are projected, leading to local or regional
population extinctions for cold-water species because of range
shrinking, especially under the RCP4.5, 6.0 and 8.5 scenarios (Comte
and Olden, 2017). The consequences for freshwater species are projected
to be severe with local extinctions as the freshwater ecosystems dry.
In the Americas, under all scenarios that have been examined, the risk
of extinction of freshwater species is projected to increase above that
already occurring levels due to biodiversity loss caused by pollution,
habitat modification, over-exploitation and invasive species (IPBES,
2019). Freshwater ecosystems are also at risk of abrupt and irreversible
change, especially those in the higher latitudes and altitudes with
significant changes in species distributions, including those induced
by melting permafrost systems (Moomaw et al., 2018; IPBES, 2019).

4

While changes in the species distribution across freshwater ecosystems
are projected, the extent of change and the ability of individual species
or populations to adapt are not widely known. Species that cannot move
to more amenable habitats may become extinct, whereas those who
migrate may relocate. An unknown outcome could be establishing novel
ecosystems with new assemblages of species, including invasive alien
species, in response to changes in the environment with the prospect of
irreversible changes in freshwater ecosystems (Moomaw et al., 2018).

The impact of climate change on shared water resources might
increase tensions among states, particularly in the absence of strong
institutional capacity (Petersen-Perlman et al., 2017; Dinar et al.,
2019). On the other hand, although the mere existence of formal
agreements does not necessarily reduce the risks of conflicts, robust
treaties and institutions can promote cooperative events, even under
hydrological stress (Link et al., 2016). Yet, since both conflictive
and cooperative events are possible under conditions of climatic
variability, whether conflict arises or increases depends on several
contextual socioeconomic and political factors, including the adaptive
capacity of the riparian states (Koubi, 2019), the existence of power
asymmetries (Dinar et al., 2019) and pre-existing social tensions
(medium confidence).
At the intra-state level, analysis suggests that additional climate
change will increase the probability of conflict risks, with 13%
increase probability at the 2°C GWL and 26% probability at the 4°C
GWL scenario (Mach et al., 2019). However, to date, other factors are
considered more influential drivers of conflict, including lack of natural
resource use regulations (Linke et al., 2018b), societal exclusion (von
Uexkull et al., 2016; van Weezel, 2019), poor infrastructures and a
history of violent conflict (Detges, 2016) (high confidence). In addition,
medium-high evidence exists that climate change imposes additional
pressures on regions that are already fragile and conflict-prone
(Matthew, 2014; Earle et al., 2015) (medium agreement).
Recent research indicates that climatic change can multiply tensions
in regions dependent on agriculture when coupled with other
socioeconomic and political factors (Koubi, 2019), including a low level
of human development (Ide et al., 2020) and deterioration of individual
living conditions (Vestby, 2019). On the other side, intergroup
cohesion (De Juan and Hänze, 2020) and policies that improve
societal development and good governance reduce the risk of conflict
associated with the challenges to adaptation to climate change (Hegre
et al., 2016; Witmer et al., 2017) (medium confidence) at both the intrastate and inter-state level.

Projected Risks to Water-Related Conflicts

Increased risk of conflict between different sectors (agriculture,
industry, domestic) and needs (urban, rural) is projected to arise
in several river basins due to climate change and socioeconomic
developments, including urbanisation (Flörke et al., 2018). Future
climatic conditions and population growth are expected to exert
additional pressures on managing already stressed basins such as the
Nile, the Indus, Colorado, the Feni, the Irrawaddy, the Orange and the
Okavango (Farinosi et al., 2018). In addition, recent scenario analysis
in global transboundary basins supports the finding that there is
more potential for conflict in areas already under water stress, such
as central Asia and the northern parts of Africa (Munia et al., 2020)
(medium confidence).

AR5 concluded with medium confidence that climate change can
indirectly increase the risks of violent conflicts, though the link to
hydrological changes were not spelled out (Jiménez Cisneros et al.,
2014). Furthermore, according to IPCC SR1.5 (Hoegh-Guldberg et al.,
2018), if the world warms by 2°C–4°C by 2050, rates of human conflict
could increase, but again, the role of hydrological change in this was
not explicit (medium confidence).

In summary, the impact of climate change on water resources might
increase tensions, particularly in the absence of strong institutional
capacity. However, whether conflict arises or increases depends on
several contextual socioeconomic and political factors. Evidence
exists that climate change imposes additional pressures on regions
already under water stress or fragile and conflict-prone (medium
confidence).

In summary, changes in precipitation and temperatures are projected
to affect all types of freshwater ecosystems and their species. Under
all scenarios, except the one with the lowest GHG emission scenario,
freshwater biodiversity is expected to decrease proportionally to the
degree of warming and precipitation change (medium evidence, high
agreement).

4.5.6
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Projected Risks to Human Mobility and Migration

SR1.5 found with medium confidence that migration is expected to
increase with further warming, but that there are major knowledge
gaps preventing more detailed assessments (Hoegh-Guldberg et al.,
2018). However, as in AR5, there was no specific focus on hydrological
changes-induced migration.
In general, the projected population growth in at-risk areas, especially
in low-income countries, is expected to increase future migration
and displacement (McLeman et al., 2016; Rigaud et al., 2018). For
example, a study looking at potential flood exposure found that lowincome countries, particularly in Africa, are at higher risk for floodinduced displacement (Kakinuma et al., 2020). One model, focusing
on slow-onset climate impacts, such as water stress, crop failure
and sea level rise, projected between 31–72 million people (RCP2.6,
SSP4) and 90–143 million people (RCP8.5, SSP4) internally displaced
by 2050 in sub-Saharan Africa, South Asia and Latin America (Rigaud
et al., 2018). Another estimate, incorporating temperature increase
and precipitation, projects that asylum applications to the EU could
increase by between 0.098 million (RCP4.5) and 0.66 million (RCP8.5)
yr–1, as a consequence of temperature increases in agricultural areas
of low-income countries (Missirian and Schlenker, 2017) (limited
evidence; medium agreement).
More detailed local and regional models are needed, incorporating
migrant destinations (Abel et al., 2019) and immobility (Zickgraf, 2018).
In summary, research that projects future migration changes due to
climate-induced hydrological changes is limited and shows significant
uncertainties about the number of migrants and their destinations
(limited evidence; medium agreement).

4.5.8

Projected Risks to the Cultural Water Uses of
Indigenous Peoples, Local Communities and
Traditional Peoples

AR5 found that climate change will threaten cultural practices
and values, although the risks vary across societies and over time
(medium evidence, high agreement). Furthermore, AR5 concluded
that significant changes in the natural resource base on which many
cultures depend would directly affect the cultural core, worldviews,
cosmologies and symbols of indigenous cultures (Adger and Pulhin,
2014). SR1.5 concluded with high confidence that limiting global
warming to 1.5°C, rather than 2°C, will strongly benefit terrestrial and
wetland ecosystems and their services, including the cultural services
provided by these ecosystems (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018). SROCC
found with high confidence that cultural assets are projected to be
negatively affected by future cryospheric and associated hydrological
changes (Hock et al., 2019b).
There is high confidence that the cultural water uses of Indigenous
Peoples, local communities and traditional peoples are at risk of
climate change-related hydrological change (Table 4.7). Climate-driven
variations in streamflow, saltwater intrusion and projected increases
in water temperature will exacerbate declines of culturally important

species and lead to variations or depletion of culturally important places
and subsistence practices. For example, in New Zealand, the increasing
risk of flood events may impact culturally important fish species for
Māori (Carter, 2019), while habitat changes may shift the distribution
of culturally significant plants (Bond et al., 2019). In Australia, Yuibera
and Koinmerburra Traditional Owners fear the saltwater inundation of
culturally significant sites and waterholes (Lyons et al., 2019), while
the flooding of culturally significant wetlands will negatively affect the
Lumbee Tribe (USA) (Emanuel, 2018). Moreover, changes in the carrying
capacity of ice, snow quality and formation will probably increase the
physical risks to Saami practising reindeer herding (Jaakkola et al., 2018).
Further research is necessary to assess the extent and nature of
climate-driven risks to cultural water uses in the context of broader
socioeconomic, cultural and political challenges facing diverse
Indigenous Peoples and local and traditional communities. In addition,
given the significance of IKLK to adaptive capacity and community-led
adaptation, the potential risks of climate-related hydrological changes
to diverse cultural water uses warrant closer study (Sections 4.6.9,
4.8.4, Cross-Chapter Box INDIG in Chapter 18).
In sum, there is high confidence that climate-driven hydrological
changes to cultural water uses and culturally significant ecosystems
and species are projected to pose risks to the physical well-being of
Indigenous Peoples, local communities and traditional peoples.

4.6

Key Risks and Adaptation Responses in
Various Water Use Sectors

Anthropogenic climate change has impacted every aspect of the water
cycle (Section 4.2), and risks are projected to intensify with every
degree of global warming (Section 4.4), with impacts already visible in
all sectors of the economy and ecosystems (Section 4.3) and projected
to intensify further (Section 4.5). In response to climate- and nonclimate-induced water insecurity, people and governments worldwide
are undertaking various adaptation responses across all sectors. In
addition, there are several projected studies for future adaptation
responses. We draw upon a list of 359 case studies of observed
adaptation and 45 articles on projected future adaptation. Further
information on selection and inclusion criteria is available in SM4.2.
In this section, we document those adaptation responses (current
and future) in different water use sectors. In the next (Sections 4.7.1,
4.7.2, 4.7.3), benefits of current adaptation and effectiveness of future
adaptation are discussed.

4.6.1

Key Risks Related to Water

The preceding sections have outlined the various pathways along
which climate affects water resources and water-using sectors. In
synthesis, fundamental changes in observed climate are already visible
in water-related outcomes (high confidence), including ~500 million
people experiencing historically unfamiliar precipitation regimes
(Section 4.2.1.1); cryospheric changes impacting various societal and
ecosystem components (Section 4.2.2); increasing vulnerability to
flood impacts, driven by both by climate and socioeconomic factors
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Table 4.7 | Selected projected risks to Indigenous Peoples’ uses of water.
Region

Indigenous
People

Climate hazard

Increased temperatures;
increasing rainfall (wet
season); decreasing rainfall
(dry season)

Water-related risk

Situated knowledge

Reference

Flooding (wet season);
water deficit (dry season)

Increases in future wet season rainfall pose increase risks of
excess surface water runoff and potential for soil erosion, which
may cause the collapse of Ifugao rice terraces. Reductions in
future dry season rainfall and warmer temperatures indicate
significant water deficits during the growing season of local
tinawon rice.

Soriano and
Herath (2020)

Lyons (2019 }

Asia

Ifugao

Australasia

Yuibera and
Koinmerburra
Traditional
Owner groups

Sea-level rise

Flooding

Culturally important coastal waterholes, wetlands and sites
are at risk of saltwater inundation due to rising sea levels. If
inundated, Traditional Owners may not be able to maintain
cultural connections to these important sites (11.4.1).

Australasia

Māori

Increased precipitation

Flooding

Increasing flood events may negatively impact spawning
and fishing sites of the culturally important īnaka (whitebait;
Galaxias maculates) in the Waikōuaiti River (11.4.2).

Carter (2019)

Ecosystem
change

Changes in temperature and precipitation are projected to
shift the range of wetland plants (Kūmarahou and Kuta) in
New Zealand, which may decrease access to these culturally
significant species, which are used for medicinal and weaving
purposes. The changing distribution of these plants may lead
to a loss of Indigenous knowledge and affect inter-tribal
reciprocity and gifting practices (11.4.2).

Bond et al. (2019)

Flooding

The partial or total inundation of the Orinoco Delta will result in
the loss of freshwater wetlands and species, which will produce
rapid shifts in the culturally significant lands and resources of
the Warao. Among the affected species is the Mauritia palm, on
which Warao culture and livelihoods are based.

Vegas-Vilarrúbia
et al. (2015)

Winter thaw

Reindeer herding is culturally important for Saami and provides
a means to maintain traditions, language and cultural identity,
thus constituting an essential part of Saami physical and
mental well-being. More frequent ice formation on soil and
snow, which will reduce the availability and quality of winter
forage for reindeer, will negatively impact reindeer herding and
thus Saami identity and well-being (13.8.1.2).

Jaakkola et al.
(2018); (Markkula
et al. (2019)

Flooding

Climate-related degradation and flooding of wetlands and
streams in the Lumbee River watershed will negatively affect
cultural practices of fishing and harvesting that rely on access
to and resources obtained from the area.

Emanuel (2018)

Australasia

Central
and South
America

Europe

Māori

Warao

Increased temperature;
precipitation variability

Sea level rise

Saami

Increased temperatures;
changes in precipitation

Lumbee Tribe

Increased temperatures;
increased rainfall variability

4
North
America

Further increases in risks are projected to manifest at different
levels of warming. Climate change is impacting all components of
the hydrological cycle, but the water use sectors are also facing the
consequences of climate change, given the central role of water for all
aspects of human and environmental systems (Section 4.1, Box 4.1).
Therefore, risks to water security are also identified as a representative
key risk (RKR) (WGII, Chapter 16, Section 16.5.2.3.7).

increase in population at risk of river flooding at 2°C and 4°C, respectively
(Alfieri et al., 2017). Also projected are increasing risks of fatalities and
socioeconomic impacts (Section 4.4.4). Similarly, a near doubling of
drought duration (Naumann et al., 2018) and an increasing share of the
population affected by various types, durations and severity levels of
drought are projected (high confidence) (Section 4.4.5). Increasing return
periods of high-end hydrological extremes pose significant challenges
to adaptation, requiring integrated approaches to risk management,
which take the various economic and non-economic, as well as direct
and indirect losses and damages into account (Jongman, 2018).

Approximately 4 billion people globally face physical water scarcity
for at least one month yr–1 which is driven by both climatic and nonclimatic factors (Mekonnen and Hoekstra, 2016). Increases in physical
water scarcity are projected, with estimates between 800 million and
3 billion for 2°C global warming and up to approximately 4 billion for
4°C global warming (Gosling and Arnell, 2016). Projected increases in
hydrological extremes pose increasing risks to societal systems globally
(high confidence), with a potential doubling of flood risk between 1.5°C
and 3°C of warming (Dottori et al., 2018) and an estimated 120–400%

Increasing sectoral risks are reported across regions and sectors with
rising temperatures and associated hydrometeorological changes
(Cross-Chapter Box INTEREG in Chapter 16). Risks to agricultural
yields due to combined effects of water and temperature changes, for
example, could be three times higher at 3°C compared to 2°C (Ren
et al., 2018b), with additional risks as a consequence of increasing
climate extremes (Leng and Hall, 2019). In addition, climate-driven
water scarcity and increasing crop water demands, including for
irrigation, pose additional challenges for agricultural production

(Section 4.2.4); and as climate change-driven increases in drought
impacts (Section 4.2.5).
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Regional synthesis of assessed changes in water and consequent impacts
(a) Regional changes
and impacts of
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Figure 4.20 | Regional synthesis of changes in water and consequent impacts assessed in this chapter.
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(a) Regional changes and impacts of selected variables. Confidence levels higher than medium are shown.
(b) Assessment result of all variables. For each region, physical changes, impacts on ecosystems and impacts on human systems are shown. For physical changes, upward/
downward triangles refer to an increase/decrease, respectively, in the amount or frequency of the measured variable, and the level of confidence refers to confidence that the change
has occurred. For impacts on ecosystems and human systems, plus or minus marks depict whether an observed impact of hydrological change is positive (beneficial) or negative
(adverse), respectively, to the given system, and the level of confidence refers to confidence in attributing an impact on that system to a climate-induced hydrological change. The
hydrological impact may be different to the overall change in the system; for example, over much of the world, crop yields have increased overall, largely for non-climatic reasons,
but in some areas, hydrological impacts of climate change are countering this. Circles indicate that within that region, both increase and decrease of physical changes are found,
but are not necessarily equal; the same holds for cells showing ‘both’ assessed impacts. Cells assigned ‘n.a.’ indicates variables not assessed due to limited evidences. Decrease
(increase) in water quality refers to adverse (positive) change in quality. Agriculture refers to impacts on crop production. Note: Energy refers to impacts on hydro and thermoelectric
power generation. Ecosystems refers to impacts on freshwater ecosystem.

in many regions (high confidence). Regional water-related risks to
agricultural production are diverse and vary strongly across regions
and crops (Section 4.5.1). As there are limitations to how well global
agricultural models can represent available water resources (Elliott
et al., 2014; Jägermeyr et al., 2017), water limitations to agricultural
production may well be underestimated. For example, the potential for
irrigation, commonly assumed to play an important role in ensuring
food security, could be more limited than models assume (Box 4.3).
With higher levels of warming, risks to water-dependent energy production
increase substantially across regions (van Vliet et al., 2017). While there
are increasing potentials of ~2–6% for hydropower production by 2080
(medium confidence), risks to thermoelectric power production increase
for most regions (high confidence), for example, with potentially near
doubling of the risk to European electricity production from 1.5°C to 3°C
(Tobin et al., 2018). Shifting to a higher share of renewable sources less
dependent on water resources for energy production could substantially
reduce the vulnerability of this sector (Section 4.5.2).

4

Increasing hydrological extremes also have consequences for the
maintenance and further improvement of the provision of WaSH
services (medium confidence). Risks related to the lack or failure of
WaSH services under climate change include increased incidence
and outbreaks of water-related diseases, physical injuries, stress,
exacerbation of the underlying disease, and risk of violence, which
is often gendered (Section 4.5.3). Although globally, the regional
potential infestation areas for disease-carrying vectors could be five
times higher at 4°C than at 2°C (Liu-Helmersson et al., 2019), climate
projections suggest up to 2.2 million more cases of E. coli by 2100 (2.1°C
increase) in Bangladesh (Philipsborn et al., 2016), up to an 11-fold and
25-fold increase by 2050 and 2080, respectively (2°C–4°C increase),
in disability-adjusted life years associated with cryptosporidiosis and
giardiasis in Canada (Smith et al., 2015), and an additional 48,000
deaths of children under 15 years of age globally from diarrhoea by
2030 (WHO, 2014).
Increasing water demand in conjunctions with changing precipitation
patterns will pose risks to urban water security by mid-century,
with water demand in nearly a third of the world’s largest cities
potentially exceeding surface water availability by 2050 (RCP6.0)
(Flörke et al., 2018) and the global volume of domestic water
withdrawal projected to increase by 50–250% (Wada et al., 2016)
(Section 4.5.4). Globally, climate change will exacerbate existing
challenges for urban water services, driven by further population
growth, the rapid pace of urbanisation and inadequate investment,
particularly in less developed economies with limited governance
capacity (high confidence).
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Risks to freshwater ecosystems increase with progressing climate
change, with freshwater biodiversity decreasing proportionally with
increasing warming if 1.5°C is exceeded (medium evidence, high
agreement). Risks include range shift, a decline in species population,
extirpation and extinction (Section 4.5.5).
The potential for climate change to influence conflict is highly contextual
and depends on various socioeconomic and political factors. However,
water-specific conflicts between sectors and users may be exacerbated
for some regions of the world (high confidence) (Section 4.5.7).
Human migration takes many forms and can be considered a consequence
and impact of climate change and an adaptation response (Section 4.5.8).
Projections indicate a potentially substantial increase in internal and
international displacement due to water-related climate risks (Missirian
and Schlenker, 2017; Rigaud et al., 2018). In the context of waterrelated adaptation, short-term migration as an income diversification
approach is commonly documented. However, permanent relocation
and fundamental changes to livelihoods are more transformational and
yet can be associated with tangible and intangible losses (Mechler et al.,
2019). In the context of climate-induced hydrological change, increased
vulnerability among migrants and the risk of trapped populations poses
significant additional risks. However, quantifications that disentangle
different climate drivers and show specific risks emanating from
hydrological change are unavailable (Rigaud et al., 2018).
Hydrological change, especially increasing extreme events, pose risks
to the cultural uses of water of Indigenous Peoples, local communities
and traditional peoples (high confidence), with implications for the
physical well-being of these groups (high confidence). Increasing risks
are documented across groups and regions; however, partly due to
the unquantifiable nature of these risks, the lack of research funding
for the social dimensions of climate change, particularly in the Global
South, and the systemic underrepresentation of marginalised groups in
scientific research, quantitative projections are limited (Section 4.5.8).
Adaptation is already playing an integral part in reducing climate
impacts and preparing for increasing climate risk, and it will grow in
importance evermore with increasing risks at higher levels of warming.
The remaining subsections describe these adaptation responses.

4.6.2

Adaptation in the Agricultural Sector

AR5 reported a range of available hard and soft adaptation options
for water-related adaptation in the agricultural sector. However, the
evidence on the effectiveness of these adaptation responses, now and
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Box 4.2 | Observed Risks, Projected Impacts and Adaptation Responses to Water Security in Small
Island States
AR5 and SR1.5 recognised the exceptional vulnerability of islands, especially concerning water security and potential limits to adaptation
that may be reached due to freshwater resources (Klein et al., 2014; Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018; Roy et al., 2018).
Small islands are already regularly experiencing droughts and freshwater shortages (high confidence) (Holding et al., 2016; Pearce et al.,
2018; Gheuens et al., 2019; MacDonald et al., 2020). Freshwater supply systems vary from household or small community systems such
as rainwater harvesting systems and private wells to large public water supply systems using surface, groundwater and, in some cases,
desalinated water (Alsumaiei and Bailey, 2018b; Falkland and White, 2020). In many cases, communities rely on more than one water
source, including a strong reliance on rainwater and groundwater (Elliott et al., 2017; MacDonald et al., 2020). Groundwater resources
in freshwater lenses (FWLs) are essential in providing access to freshwater resources, especially during droughts when the collected
rainwater is insufficient (Barkey and Bailey, 2017; Bailey et al., 2018), leading to greater risks of water-borne diseases, with significant
effects on nutrition (Elliott et al., 2017; Savage et al., 2020), and improper sanitation poses additional risks to the limited groundwater
resources (MacDonald et al., 2017). Drought events have also severely affected FWL recharge (Barkey and Bailey, 2017), with extraction
rates further threatening available groundwater volumes (Post et al., 2018). In conjunction with sea level rise, this poses serious risks to
groundwater salinisation (Alsumaiei and Bailey, 2018b; Storlazzi et al., 2018; Deng and Bailey, 2019). In addition, FWLs are threatened
by climate change due to changes in rainfall patterns, extended droughts and wash-over events caused by storm surges and sea level
rise (high confidence) (see Chapter 15) (Chui and Terry, 2015; Alsumaiei and Bailey, 2018a; Alsumaiei and Bailey, 2018b; Post et al., 2018;
Storlazzi et al., 2018; Deng and Bailey, 2019). After small-scale wash over events, the FWLs have been shown to recover to pre-wash over
salinity levels within a month (Oberle et al., 2017).
Due to wash-over events exacerbated by sea level rise and lens thinning due to pumping, recovery time for FWLs is projected to take
substantially longer (Oberle et al., 2017; Alsumaiei and Bailey, 2018a; Storlazzi et al., 2018). Projections indicate that atolls may be unable
to provide domestic freshwater resources due to the lack of potable groundwater by 2030 (RCP8.5+ ice-sheet collapse), 2040 (RCP8.5) or
the 2060s (RCP4.5) (Storlazzi et al., 2018). Projections of future freshwater availability in small islands further underline these substantial
risks to island water security (Karnauskas et al., 2016; Karnauskas et al., 2018). Population growth, changes in rainfall patterns and
agricultural demand are projected to increase water stress in small islands (Gohar et al., 2019; Townsend et al., 2020). While some islands
are projected to experience an increase in rainfall patterns, this may refer to shorter intense rainfall events, thereby increasing the risk
of flooding during the wet season, while not decreasing their risk of droughts during dry periods (Aladenola et al., 2016; Gheuens et al.,
2019). In addition, projected shifts in the timing of the rainfall season might pose an additional risk for water supply systems (Townsend
et al., 2020).
Observed adaptation during drought events includes community water sharing (Bailey et al., 2018; Pearce et al., 2018) as well as using
alternative water resources such as water purchased from private companies (Aladenola et al., 2016), desalination units (Cashman and
Yawson, 2019; MacDonald et al., 2020) or accessing deeper or new groundwater resources (Pearce et al., 2018). Rainwater harvesting to
adapt the water supply system in the Kingston Basin in Jamaica was able to significantly alleviate water stress, for example. Still, it would
not fill the total supply gap caused by climate change (Townsend et al., 2020). Likewise, groundwater sustainability with increasing climate
change in Barbados cannot be ensured without aquifer protection, leading to higher optimised food prices if no additional adaptation
measures are implemented (Gohar et al., 2019). The potential of using multiple water sources is rarely assessed in future water supply
projections in small islands (Elliott et al., 2017). In the Republic of Marshall Islands, more than half of all interviewed households have
already had to migrate once due to a water shortage (MacDonald et al., 2020). In Cariacou, Grenada, increases in migration rates have
been observed following drought events (Cashman and Yawson, 2019). with long-term cross border and internal migration shown to be
having significant impacts on well-being, community-cohesion, livelihoods and people-land relationships (Yates et al., 2021).
In sum, small islands are already regularly experiencing droughts and freshwater shortages (high confidence). For atoll islands, freshwater
availability may be severely limited as early as 2030 (low confidence). The effects of temperature increase, changing rainfall patterns,
sea level rise and population pressure combined with limited options available for water-related adaptation leave small islands partially
water-insecure currently, with increasing risks in the near-term and at warming above 1.5°C (high confidence).
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in the future, was not assessed (Noble et al., 2014; Porter et al., 2014).
Assessing the feasibility of different irrigation measures as adaptation,
SR1.5 (de Coninck et al., 2018) found mixed evidence, depending on
the applied methodology.
There is high confidence that water-related adaptation is occurring in
the agricultural sector (Acevedo et al., 2020; Ricciardi et al., 2020),
and water-related adaptation in the agricultural sector makes up
the majority of documented local, regional and global evidence of
implemented adaptation (high confidence) (Section 4.7.1, Figure 4.23
and Figure 4.24, Table 4.8). However, while there is increasing evidence
of adaptation and its benefits across multiple dimensions, the link
between adaptation benefits and climate risk reduction is unclear due
to methodological challenges (medium confidence) (Section 4.7.1). On
the other hand, while it is methodologically possible to measure the
effectiveness of future adaptation in reducing climate risks, the main
limitation here is that not all possible ranges of future adaptations
can be modelled given the limitations of climate and impact models
(high confidence) (Section 4.7.2). Furthermore, findings on current
adaptation are constrained by what is documented in peer-reviewed
articles. At the same time, there may be a range of options implemented
on the ground by local governments or as a part of corporate social
responsibility that is not published in peer-reviewed publications.

4

Water and soil conservation measures (e.g., reduced tillage, contour
ridges or mulching) are frequently documented as adaptation responses
to reduce water-related climate impacts (Kimaro et al., 2016; Traore
et al., 2017). This measure features in all continents’ top four adaptation
responses except Australasia (Figure 4.27). Especially for rain-fed
farming, which currently is the norm in most of Africa, large parts of
Central and South America and Europe, water and soil conservation
measures and various components of conservation agriculture are some
of the most frequently used adaptation responses (Jat et al., 2019).
This measure is deemed to have economic benefits and benefits for
vulnerable communities who adopt this measure (high confidence)
and benefits in terms of water saving and positive ecological and
sociocultural benefits (medium confidence). However, this measure can
be sometimes maladaptive (low evidence, medium agreement) and can
have mitigation co-benefits (low evidence, high agreement) (Figure 4.29).
Furthermore, water- and soil management-related measures show high
potential efficacy in reducing impacts in a 1.5°C world, with declining
effectiveness at higher levels of warming (Figure 4.28 and Figure 4.29)
Changes in cropping patterns, the timing of sowing and harvesting, crop
diversification towards cash crops and the adoption of improved crop
cultivars that can better withstand hazards like floods and drought are
among the most used adaptation responses by farmers. This is among
the top two measures in Asia and Africa (Figure 4.27). Extra income
allows households to re-invest in improved agricultural techniques
and improved cultivars (Taboada et al., 2017; Khanal et al., 2018b).
Beneficial outcomes are documented in terms of increases in incomes
and yields and water-related outcomes (medium confidence, from
robust evidence, but medium agreement), but benefits to vulnerable
communities are not always apparent on the whole (Figure FAQ4.4.1).
Changes in cropping patterns and systems are also among those
adaptation options assessed for their potential to reduce future climate
impacts, though effectiveness is shown to be limited (Brouziyne et al.,

624

Water

2018; Paymard et al., 2018). Assessments of the future effectiveness
of crop rotation systems for adaptation show a continued reduction in
required irrigation water use, though studies of effectiveness beyond
2°C global mean temperature increase are not available (Kothari et al.,
2019; Yang et al., 2019b) (Figure 4.28 and Figure 4.29).
Conservation agriculture and climate-smart agriculture (includes
improved cultivars and agronomic practices) have proven to increase
soil carbon, yields and technical efficiency (Penot et al., 2018; Salat
and Swallow, 2018; Ho and Shimada, 2019; Makate and Makate, 2019;
Okunlola et al., 2019). Some water-related measures in conservation
agriculture include allowing for shading and soil moisture retention,
with the co-benefit of reducing pest attacks (Thierfelder et al., 2015;
Raghavendra and Suresh, 2018; Islam et al., 2019a). Especially for
traditional food grains in small-holder agriculture, improved practices
such as modern varieties or integrated nutrient management can play
an important role in making production more resilient to climate stress
(Handschuch and Wollni, 2016). This measure is also among the top four
most frequent adaptation measures in all continents except Australia
and North America (Figure 4.27). In addition, this measure is shown to
have positive economic benefits (high confidence) and also benefits
on other parameters (medium confidence) (Figure FAQ4.4.1). Such
approaches are also among those most frequently assessed for their
effectiveness in addressing future climate change, but show limited
effectiveness across warming levels (Figure 4.28 and Figure 4.29).
The use of non-conventional water sources, that is, desalinated and
treated waste water, is emerging as an important component of
increasing water availability for agriculture (DeNicola et al., 2015;
Martínez-Alvarez et al., 2018b; Morote et al., 2019). While desalination
has a high potential in alleviating agricultural water stress in arid
coastal regions, proper management and water quality standards
for desalinated irrigation water are essential to ensure continued
or increased crop productivity. In addition to the energy intensity
(Section 4.7.6), risks of desalinated water include lower mineral content,
higher salinity, crop toxicity and soil sodicity (Martínez-Alvarez et al.,
2018b). Similarly, waste-water reuse can be an important contribution
to buffer against the increasing variability of water resources. However,
waste-water guidelines that ensure the adequate treatment to reduce
adverse health and environmental outcomes due to pathogens or
other chemical and organic contaminants will be essential (Angelakis
and Snyder, 2015; Dickin et al., 2016) (Box 4.5; 4.6.4).
IKLK are crucial determinants of adaptation in agriculture for many
communities globally. Indigenous Peoples have intimate knowledge
about their surrounding environment and are attentive observers of
climate changes. As a result, they are often best placed to enact successful
adaptation measures, including shifting to different crops, changing
cropping times or returning to traditional varieties (Mugambiwa, 2018;
Kamara et al., 2019; Nelson et al., 2019) (Section 4.8.4).
Migration and livelihood diversification is often an adaptation response
to water-related hazards and involves securing income sources away
from agriculture, including off-farm employment and temporary or
permanent migration, and these are particularly important in Asia
and Africa (Figure 4.27). Income and remittances are sometimes reinvested, for instance, for crop diversification (Rodriguez-Solorzano,
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2014; Musah-Surugu et al., 2018; Mashizha, 2019). While there is
extensive documentation on the benefits of migration, the quality of
studies is such that links between migration and subsequent benefits
are not clear, making our conclusion of benefits from this measure as
having medium confidence. On the other hand, there is more rigorous
evidence on the maladaptive nature of migration as an adaptation
measure (Figure FAQ4.4.1). However, adverse climatic conditions,
especially droughts, have been found to reduce international migration,
as resources are unavailable to consider this option (Nawrotzki and
Bakhtsiyarava, 2017), resulting in limits to adaptation (Ayeb-Karlsson
et al., 2016; Brottem and Brooks, 2018; Ferdous et al., 2019). In addition,
it is difficult to model this option in future climate adaptation models.
Policies, institutions and capacity building are important adaptation
measures in agriculture and often have beneficial outcomes, but the
quality of studies precludes a high degree of certainty about those
impacts (Figure FAQ4.4.1). Access to credits, subsidies or insurance
builds an important portfolio of reducing reliance on agricultural
income alone (Rahut and Ali, 2017; Wossen et al., 2018). Training and
capacity building are essential tools to ensure effective adaptation in
agriculture, increasing food security (Chesterman et al., 2019; Makate
and Makate, 2019). Through better understanding, the implementation
of available responses reduces exposure to climate impacts. In
addition, public regulations, including water policies and allocations
and incentive instruments, and availability of appropriate finance
play an essential role in shaping and enabling (Sections 4.8.5, 4.8.6,
4.8.7), but also limiting (Section 4.8.2), water-related adaptation for
agriculture (see also Chapter 17).
Water-stressed regions already rely on importing agricultural resources,
thus importing water embedded in these commodities (D’Odorico
et al., 2014). Virtual water trade will continue to play a role in reducing
water-related food insecurity (Cross-Chapter Box INTERREG in Chapter
16) (Pastor et al., 2014; Graham et al., 2020b).
While an increasing body of literature documents water-related
adaptation in the agricultural sector, both in reducing current climate
impacts and addressing future climate risk, knowledge gaps remain
about assessing the effectiveness of such measures to reduce impacts
and risks. Additional considerations on co-benefits of trade-offs for
overall sustainable development are not always sufficiently considered
in the available literature.
In sum, water-related adaptation in the agricultural sector is widely
documented, with irrigation, agricultural water management, crop
diversification and improved agronomic practices among the most
common adaptation measures adopted (high confidence). However,
the projected future effectiveness of available water-related adaptation
for agriculture decreases with increasing warming (medium evidence,
high agreement).

4.6.3

Adaptation in Energy and Industrial Sectors

While AR5 (Arent et al., 2014) had looked at demand and supply changes
in the energy sector due to climate change, none of the AR5 chapters
had assessed adaptations in the energy sector per se. A modelling study

by van Vliet et al. (2016b) demonstrated that increasing the efficiency of
hydropower plants by up to 10% could offset the impacts of decreased
water availability in most regions by mid-century, under both RCP2.6
and RCP8.5 scenarios (medium confidence). Changing hydropower
operation protocol and plant design can be effective adaptation
measures, yet may be insufficient to mitigate all future risks related to
increased floods and sediment loads (Lee et al., 2016).
van Vliet et al. (2016b) projected that even a 20% increase in efficiency
of thermoelectric power plants might not be enough to offset the
risks of water stress by mid-century (medium confidence). Therefore,
thermoelectric power plants will need additional adaptation measures
such as changes in cooling water sources and alternative cooling
technologies (van Vliet et al., 2016c). In China, many CFPPs in waterscarce North China have adopted air cooling technologies (Zhang
et al., 2016a). In Europe, wet/dry cooling towers (Byers et al., 2016) and
seawater cooling (Behrens et al., 2017) have been the preferred options.
Overall, freshwater withdrawals for adapted cooling systems under all
scenarios are projected to decline by −3% to −63% by 2100 compared
to the base year of 2000 (Fricko et al., 2016) (medium confidence).
Diversifying energy portfolios to reduce water-related impacts on
the energy sector is another effective adaptation strategy with high
mitigation co-benefits. A modelling study from Europe shows that
for a 3°C scenario, an energy mix with an 80% share of renewable
energy can potentially reduce the overall negative impacts on the
energy sector by a factor of 1.5 times or more (Tobin et al., 2018).
In addition, hydropower can also play a role in compensating for the
intermittency of other renewable energies (François et al., 2014). For
example, integrating hydro, solar and wind power in energy generation
strategies in the Grand Ethiopian Renaissance Dam can potentially
deliver multiple benefits, including decarbonisation, compliance with
environmental flow norms and reduce potential conflicts among Nile
riparian countries (Sterl et al., 2021). Furthermore, reducing the share
of thermoelectric power with solar and wind energy (Tobin et al., 2018;
Arango-Aramburo et al., 2019; Emodi et al., 2019) can be synergistic
from both climate and water perspectives, as solar and wind energy
have lower water footprints (high confidence).
Indigenous Peoples, mountain communities and marginalised minorities
often bear the brunt of environmental and social disruptions due to
hydropower. As a consequence, hydropower operators face resistance
prior to and during construction. Benefit-sharing mechanisms help
redistribute some of the gains from hydropower generation to the
communities in the immediate vicinity of the project. For instance,
sharing of hydropower revenues and profits to fund local infrastructure
and pay dividends to local people has been practiced in Nepal and in
some countries of the Mekong basin to enhance the social acceptability
of hydropower projects (Balasubramanya et al., 2014; Shrestha et al.,
2016) (low confidence).
Most water-intensive industries are increasingly facing water stress,
making the reuse of water an attractive adaptation strategy (see
Box 4.5). For example, Singapore, where the share of industrial
water use is projected to grow from 55% in 2016 to 70% in 2060, is
increasing its NEWater (highly treated wastewater) supply share from
30% to 55% to meet the growing demand of industrial and cooling
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Box 4.3 | Irrigation as an Adaptation Response
Irrigation has consistently been used as a crop protection and yield enhancement strategy and has become even more critical in a
warming world (Siebert et al., 2014). Approximately 40% of global yields come from irrigated agriculture, with a doubling of irrigated
areas over the last 50 years and now constituting around 20% of the total harvested area (FAO, 2018b; Meier et al., 2018; Rosa et al.,
2020b). Thus, irrigation is one of the most frequently applied adaptation responses in agriculture and features centrally in projections of
adaptation at all scales. Expansions of irrigated areas over the coming century are projected, leading to shifts from rain-fed to irrigated
agriculture in response to climate change (Malek and Verburg, 2018; Huang et al., 2019; Nechifor and Winning, 2019). However, there
are regional limitations to this expansion due to renewable water resource limitations, including water quality issues (Zaveri et al., 2016;
Turner et al., 2019). Depending on the specific spatial, temporal and technological characteristics of irrigation expansion, up to 35% of
current rain-fed production could sustainably shift to irrigation with limited negative environmental effects (Rosa et al., 2020b).
Irrigation increases resilience and productivity relative to rain-fed production by reducing drought and heat stress on crop yields and by
lowering ET demand by cooling canopy temperatures (Siebert et al., 2014; Tack et al., 2017; Li and Troy, 2018; Zaveri and B. Lobell, 2019;
Agnolucci et al., 2020; Rosa et al., 2020b). Large-scale irrigation also affects local and regional climates (Cook et al., 2020b). While cooling
effects, including reduction of the extreme heat due to irrigation, have been observed (Qian et al., 2020; Thiery et al., 2020), increases in
humid heat extremes because of irrigation with potentially detrimental health outcomes have also been reported (Krakauer et al., 2020;
Mishra et al., 2020). For the heavily irrigated North China Plain, a night-time temperature increase overcompensated daytime cooling
effects, leading to an overall warming effect (Chen and Jeong, 2018). In addition, modification of rainfall patterns has been linked to
irrigation (Alter et al., 2015; Kang and Eltahir, 2019; Mathur and AchutaRao, 2020). For example, increases in extreme rainfall in central
India in recent decades has been linked to the intensification of irrigated paddy cultivation in northwest India (Devanand et al., 2019).

4

Different irrigation techniques are associated with significant differences in irrigation water productivity (Deligios et al., 2019), and
replacing inefficient systems can reduce average non-beneficial water consumption by up to 76% while maintaining stable crop yields
(Jägermeyr et al., 2015). Several adjustments can improve water use efficiency, including extending irrigation intervals, shortening the
time of watering crops or reducing the size of the plot being irrigated (Caretta and Börjeson, 2015; da Cunha et al., 2015; Dumenu and
Obeng, 2016). Deficit irrigation is an important mechanism for improving water productivity (Zheng et al., 2018) and increasing regional
crop production under drying conditions (Malek and Verburg, 2018). Access to irrigation can also play a role in alleviating poverty,
contributing to reducing vulnerability and risks (Balasubramanya and Stifel, 2020). However, the diversity of irrigation-related techniques
and the consequent differences in effect and water-use intensity is often underreported (Vanschoenwinkel and Van Passel, 2018).
The use of water-saving technologies like laser levelling, micro-irrigation, efficient pumps and water distribution systems (Kumar et al.,
2016); increasing irrigation efficiency (Wang et al., 2019a) through improved agronomic practices (Kakumanu et al., 2018) and economic
instruments like water trading in developed countries like Australia (Kirby et al., 2014) are known to reduce water application rates and
increase yields, and ‘save’ water at the plot level, but may exacerbate basin-scale water scarcity (van der Kooij et al., 2013; Zhou et al., 2021).
Asia accounts for 69–73% of the world’s irrigated area. However, irrigation currently plays a relatively minor role in most of Africa, except in
the contiguous irrigated area along the Nile basin and North Africa and South Africa (Meier et al., 2018). In India, long-term data (1956–1999)
on the irrigated area shows that farmers adjust their irrigation investments and crop choices in response to medium-run rainfall variability
(Taraz, 2017). da Cunha et al. (2015) report that farmers’ income tends to be higher on irrigated lands in Brazil. In Bangladesh, farmers invest
a part of their increased incomes in improving irrigation access (Delaporte and Maurel, 2018). The severity of drought increases the likelihood
of farmers adopting supplementary irrigation in Bangladesh (Alauddin and Sarker, 2014). In Vietnam, irrigation improvement had the highest
positive impact on crop yield among all farm-level adaptive practices (Ho and Shimada, 2019). In South Africa, access to irrigation was one of
the most important predictors of whether or not farmers would adopt a whole suite of other adaptation responses (Samuel and Sylvia, 2019).
Irrigation is also associated with adverse environmental and socioeconomic outcomes, including groundwater over-abstraction, aquifer
salinisation (Foster et al., 2018; Pulido-Bosch et al., 2018; Quan et al., 2019; Blakeslee et al., 2020) and land degradation (Singh et al.,
2018). Further, while irrigation expansion is one of the most commonly proposed adaptation responses, there are limitations to further
increases in water use, as many regions are already facing water limitations under current climatic conditions (high confidence) (Rockström
et al., 2014; Steffen et al., 2015; Kummu et al., 2016).
Projections of the future effectiveness of irrigation indicate a varying degree of effectiveness depending on the region and specific type
and combination of approaches used. At the same time, overall residual impacts increase at higher levels of warming (Section 4.7.1.2).
Uncertainties in regional climate projections and limitations in the ability of agricultural models to fully represent water resources are
important limitations in our understanding of the potential of further irrigation expansion (Section 4.5.1) (Greve et al., 2018).
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Box 4.3 (continued)

In light of the volume of irrigated agriculture globally, and the projected increase in water requirements for food production, increasing
water productivity and thus improving the ratio of water used per unit of agricultural output is necessary globally to meet agricultural
water demand (Section 4.5.1) (Jägermeyr et al., 2015; Jägermeyr et al., 2017). For example, assuming a doubling of global maize
production by 2050 increased water productivity could reduce total water consumption compared to the baseline productivity by 20–
60% (Zheng et al., 2018). Under economic optimisation assumptions, shifts towards less water-intensive and less climate-sensitive crops
would be optimal in terms of water use efficiency and absolute yield increases; however, this could pose risks to food security as
production shifts away from main staple crops (Nechifor and Winning, 2019). Shifting currently rain-fed production areas to irrigation will
be an important element in ensuring food security with increasing temperatures, though investment in storage capacities to buffer
seasonal water shortage will be essential to ensure negative environmental impacts are minimised (Rosa et al., 2020b).

activities (PUB, 2016). In addition, the mining industry has also adopted
water adaptations measures, such as water recycling and reuse; using
brackish or saline sources; and working with regional water utilities
to reduce water extraction and improve water use efficiency (Northey
et al., 2017; Odell et al., 2018).
In summary, energy and industrial sector companies have undertaken
several adaptation measures to reduce water stress, with varying
effectiveness levels. However, residual risks will remain, especially at
higher levels of warming (medium confidence).

4.6.4

Adaptation in the Water, Sanitation and Hygiene
Sector

AR5 pointed to adaptive water management techniques (limited
evidence, high agreement) (Field et al., 2014b), while SR1.5
documented the need for reducing vulnerabilities and promoting
sustainable development and disaster risk reduction synergies (high
confidence) (IPCC, 2018a). WaSH has also been identified as a lowregrets adaptation measure (Cutter et al., 2012).
Access to appropriate, reliable WaSH protects against water-related
diseases, particularly after climate hazards such as heavy rainfalls and
floods (Carlton et al., 2014; Jones et al., 2020). WaSH interventions have
been demonstrated to reduce diarrhoea risk by 25–75% depending
on the specific intervention (Wolf et al., 2018) (high confidence).
Conversely, inadequate WaSH is associated with an estimated annual
loss of 50 million daily adjusted life years (Prüss-Ustün et al., 2019),
of which 89% of deaths are due to diarrhoea, and 8% of deaths from
acute respiratory infections (Chapter 7 WGII 7.3.2), making universal
access to WaSH (i.e., achievement of SDG 6.1, 6.2) a critical adaptation
strategy (high confidence). However, not all WaSH solutions are suited
to all climate conditions (Sherpa et al., 2014; Howard et al., 2016),
so health outcome improvements are not always sustained under
changing climate impacts (Dey et al., 2019) (medium evidence, high
agreement). As such, WaSH infrastructure also needs to be climateresilient (Smith et al., 2015; Shah et al., 2020). In addition to new WaSH
infrastructure design and implementation, expansion and replacement
of existing infrastructure offer opportunities to implement climateresilient designs and reduce greenhouse emissions (Boholm and
Prutzer, 2017; Dickin et al., 2020) (medium evidence, high agreement).

Effective adaptation strategies include protecting source water and
managing both water supply and demand. Source water protection
(Shaffril et al., 2020) has proven effective in reducing contamination.
Improved integrated (urban) water resources management (Kirshen
et al., 2018; Tosun and Leopold, 2019) and governance (Chu, 2017;
Miller et al., 2020) and enhanced ecosystem management (Adhikari
et al., 2018b) lead to policies and regulations that reduce water
insecurity and, when developed appropriately, reduce inequities
(medium confidence). Supply (source) augmentation, including dams,
storage and rainwater/fog harvesting, can increase the supply or
reliability of water for drinking, sanitation and hygiene (DeNicola
et al., 2015; Pearson et al., 2015; Majuru et al., 2016; Poudel and
Duex, 2017; Lucier and Qadir, 2018; Goodrich et al., 2019) (high
confidence). For example, rainwater harvesting in an Inuit community
increased water for hygiene by 17%, reduced water retrieval efforts
by 40% and improved psychological and financial health (Mercer
and Hanrahan, 2017). However, climate change impacts will affect
amounts of rainwater available. A recent study concluded that
domestic water demand met through rainwater harvesting generally
improves under climate change scenarios for select communities
in Canada and Uganda, with the exception of drier summers in
some areas of Canada (Schuster-Wallace et al., 2021). Further, it
is important to recognise that many of these interventions require
financial investments that make them inaccessible to the poorest
(Eakin et al., 2016). Demand for water can be decreased through
reductions in water loss from the system (e.g., pipe leakage) (Orlove
et al., 2019) and water conservation measures (Duran-Encalada
et al., 2017) (medium confidence).
During periods of water insecurity, people often implement
maladaptive strategies (Magnan et al., 2016), that is, strategies that
can increase the risk of adverse health impacts, increase exposure
to violence or cause malnutrition (Kher et al., 2015; Pommells et al.,
2018; Collins et al., 2019a; Schuster et al., 2020) (medium evidence,
high agreement). Examples include walking further, using less safe
water sources, prioritising drinking and cooking over personal/
household hygiene, or reducing food/water intake. Conversely, some
rebalancing of gender roles can occur when women and girls cannot
source sufficient water, with men building additional water supply
or storage infrastructure or fetching water (Singh and Singh, 2015;
Magesa and Pauline, 2016; Shrestha et al., 2019b). Some adaptation
strategies create unintended health threats such as increased odds
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(1.55) of mosquito larvae in water storage pots (Ferdousi et al., 2015),
which could have even more significant impacts in the future given
projected range expansion for vectors as a result of climate change
(Liu-Helmersson et al., 2019). Other unintended consequences include
pathogen contamination (Gwenzi et al., 2015) and time or financial
trade-offs (Schuster et al., 2020) (medium evidence, high agreement).
Wastewater reuse for irrigation may have adverse health impacts if
wastewater is not treated (Dickin et al., 2016). Conversely, especially
where women are responsible for domestic and productive water
management, adaptive agricultural water strategies, such as waterefficient irrigation or low-water crops, mean that less water from finite
water supplies are used for agriculture, leaving more water locally
available for domestic purposes (see section 4.6.2). These co-benefits
across sectors become important community water stress adaptations
(Chinwendu et al., 2017), with water savings from one use leading to
more water available for other uses. This can reduce domestic water
burdens and, therefore, gender inequities (Section 4.8.3) (limited
evidence, high agreement). Further analyses of co-benefits, particularly
employing a gender lens, are required to improve adaptation strategies
(McIver et al., 2016).

Water

In summary, ensuring access to climate-resilient WaSH infrastructure
and practices represents a key adaptation strategy that can protect
beneficiaries against water-related diseases induced by climate change
(high confidence). Better management of water resources, supply
augmentation and demand management are important adaptation
strategies (high confidence). Reliable, safe drinking water reduces
adverse physical and psychological impacts of climate-related water
stress and extreme events (robust evidence, medium agreement).
WaSH infrastructure expansion and replacement provide opportunities
to redesign and increase resilience in rural and urban contexts (limited
evidence, high agreement).

4.6.5

Adaptation in Urban and Peri-Urban Sectors

AR5 reported that although case studies of the potential effectiveness
of adaptation measures in cities are growing, not all considered how
adaptation would be implemented in practice (Jiménez Cisneros et al.,
2014). Furthermore, AR5 concluded that more attention had been
given to adaptations that help ensure sufficient water supplies than

Box 4.4 | COVID-19 Amplifies Challenges for WaSH Adaptation
While COVID-19 is an airborne disease (see Cross-Chapter Box COVID in Chapter 7), public health responses to the COVID-19 pandemic
and the associated socioeconomic and environmental impacts of these measures intersect with WaSH (Armitage and Nellums, 2020a).
Notably, COVID-19 and climate change act as compound risks in the context of water-induced disasters, exacerbating existing threats to
sustainable development (Neal, 2020; Pelling et al. 2021).

4

The principal WaSH response to COVID-19 relates to hand hygiene, an infection control intervention that requires access to sufficient,
clean and affordable water beyond cooking, hydration and general sanitation needs, as outlined in SDG6 (Armitage and Nellums, 2020a).
However, despite significant progress, more than 800 million people in central and southern Asia, and 760 million in sub-Saharan Africa,
lack basic hand-washing facilities in the home (UNICEF, 2020). Notably, one in four healthcare facilities in select low- and middle-income
countries lacks basic water access, and one in six lacks hand-washing facilities (WHO, 2019) (Section 4.3.3). Moreover, household water
insecurity also impacts marginalised and minority groups in the Global North (Deitz and Meehan, 2019; Rodriguez-Lonebear et al., 2020;
Stoler et al., 2021).
Compound disasters have arisen due to either the co-occurrence of drought, storms or floods and COVID-19. COVID-19 acts as a
stress multiplier for women and girls in charge of water collection and minorities and disabled people who are not engaged in water
management (Phillips et al., 2020; Rodriguez-Lonebear et al., 2020). Across the world, existing inequalities deepened due to lockdowns,
which further limited access to clean water and education for women and girls, and reinstated gendered responsibilities of child, elderly
and sick care, which had been previously externalised (Cousins, 2020; Neal, 2020; Zavaleta-Cortijo et al., 2020). Accordingly, COVID-19
has further steepened the path to reach SDGs 2, 3, 4, 5 and 11 (Lambert et al., 2020; Mukherjee et al., 2020; Neal, 2020; Pramanik et al.,
2021). In addition, the pandemic exacerbated food insecurity in drought-affected eastern and southern Africa (Phillips et al., 2020; Mishra
et al., 2021). As the twin risk of COVID-19 and hurricanes on the US Gulf Coast (Pei et al., 2020; Shultz et al., 2020) and cyclone Amphan
in Bangladesh (Pramanik et al., 2021) showed, increased hand washing, additional WaSH and evacuation and shelter infrastructures
proved essential for preventing further spread of COVID-19 (Baidya et al., 2020; Ebrahim et al., 2020; Guo et al., 2020; Mukherjee et al.,
2020; Pei et al., 2020; Shultz et al., 2020; Pramanik et al., 2021). Moreover, while immediate steps can be taken during disaster response
to minimise climate-attributable loss of life, climate adaptation requires long-term strategies that intersect with pandemic preparedness
(Phillips et al., 2020).
Public health responses to COVID-19 geared towards infection control and caring for the sick can trigger increased water demand where
population numbers and density are high (Mukherjee et al., 2020; Sivakumar, 2021). As COVID-19 has highlighted the importance of
WaSH (Section 4.3.3), this pandemic could also result in long-term positive outcomes in community resilience, improved infection control
and health protection while addressing longer-term environmental challenges of climate change (Phillips et al., 2020).
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to increasing the capacity of sewage and drainage systems to adapt to
heavier rainfall or sea level rise (Revi et al., 2014).

4.6.6

Since AR5 knowledge on urban adaptation has advanced, even though
there is still limited documentation of water adaptation in urban contexts
as compared to other adaptation responses (Figure 4.23.) The majority
of case studies on urban adaptation are also from developed countries,
most commonly in Europe and Australasia (Figure 4.24). Water-related
urban and peri-urban climate change adaptation can involve ‘hard’
engineering structures (grey), managed or restored biophysical systems
(green and blue) or hybrid approaches that combine these strategies
(Ngoran and Xue, 2015; Palmer et al., 2015) (Figure 4.21, also see
Figure 4.22 for types of urban adaptation options).

AR5 concluded that some adaptation responses in the urban and
agricultural sectors could negatively impact freshwater ecosystems
(medium confidence) (Settele et al., 2014).

In most regions, hybrid adaptation approaches are underway. For
example, sustainable urban drainage systems (SUDS) are a common
adaptation measure that can reduce flooding and improve stormwater
quality while reducing the urban heat island effect (e.g., Chan et al.,
2019; Loiola et al., 2019; Song et al., 2019; Huang et al., 2020; Lin
et al., 2020) (Box 4.6; 12.5.5.3.2; 12.7.1). Municipal, catchment and
local community plans to minimise water-related climate risks are
another form of adaptation (Stults and Larsen, 2018). Plans involve
supply augmentation (Chu, 2017; Bekele et al., 2018), as well as
floodplain management, land use planning, stakeholder coordination
and water demand management (Andrew and Sauquet, 2017; Flyen
et al., 2018; Robb et al., 2019; Tosun and Leopold, 2019), with some
US cities including strategies to address social inequalities that climate
change may exacerbate (Chu and Cannon, 2021).
Such adaptation measures are concentrated in more developed countries
(Olazabal et al., 2019). For example, about 80% of European cities with
more than 500,000 inhabitants have either mitigation and/or adaptation
plans (Reckien et al., 2018). In contrast, a survey of cities with more than
one million inhabitants found 92% of Asian cities, 89% of African cities
and 87% of Latin American cities did not report adaptation initiatives
(Araos et al., 2016) (12.5.8.1). Autonomous adaptation measures (e.g.,
elevating housing and drainage maintenance) are pursued to reduce
flood risk in urban Senegal (Schaer, 2015), Kenya (Thorn et al., 2015),
Brazil (Mansur et al., 2018) and Guyana (Mycoo, 2014) (Box 4.7; 9.8.5.1;
12.5.5.3; FAQ12.2).
Further studies are required to ascertain the effectiveness of adaptation
measures implemented since AR5, particularly for the growing
populations of informal and peri-urban settlements. For example, in
urban Africa, such informal settlements are sites of political contestation
as residents resist municipal relocation strategies for flood alleviation
(Douglas, 2018). In addition, the growing complexity of challenges
facing urban water management, such as climate change, urbanisation
and environmental degradation, warrants a transformative shift away
from prevailing siloed approaches of water supply, sanitation and
drainage to more integrated systems that enhance adaptive capacity
(Ma et al., 2015; Franco-Torres et al., 2020).
In summary, although water-related adaptation is underway in the
urban, peri-urban and municipal sectors of some nations, governance,
technical and economic barriers remain in implementing locally informed
strategies, particularly in developing countries (high confidence).

Adaptation for Communities Dependent on
Freshwater Ecosystems

Adaptation measures to cope with changes in ecosystems, including
freshwater ecosystems, such as ecosystem-based adaptation (EbA)
interventions have gained wide recognition at the global policy level
(Reid, 2016; Barkdull and Harris, 2019; Piggott-McKellar et al., 2019b).
These have been implemented in many locations around the world,
yet, challenges remain, including improving the evidence base of their
effectiveness, scaling up of these interventions, mainstreaming across
sectors and receiving more adaptation finance (medium confidence).
A systematic review of 132 academic papers and 32 articles from nonpeer-reviewed literature (Doswald et al., 2014) provided a comprehensive
global overview of EbA, which showed that EbA interventions were
used in various ecosystems, including inland wetlands (linked to 30
publications). An investigation of EbA effectiveness by Reid et al.
(2019), where nine case studies covering South Asia, Africa and South
America were associated with freshwater systems, concluded that
EbA enabled the enhancement of the adaptive capacity or resilience
to climate change, particularly for the more vulnerable groups in the
community. An assessment of the potential for EbA in three subbasins of the Murray–Darling Basin, Australia, concluded that EbA can
augment catchment management practices but that there were also
institutional challenges (Lukasiewicz et al., 2016). In urban settings,
EbA has been associated with ecological structures for reducing risks,
including the use of urban wetlands (Barkdull and Harris, 2019). EbA is
a subset of NbS that is rooted in climate change adaptation and covers
both mitigation and adaptation (Pauleit et al., 2017) (Section 4.6.5,
Box 4.6). Although adaptation measures for freshwater ecosystems
have been implemented in many places (Shaw et al., 2014; Lukasiewicz
et al., 2016; Karim and Thiel, 2017; Milman and Jagannathan, 2017;
FAO, 2018a; Piggott-McKellar et al., 2019b), the evidence base for the
effectiveness of these measures to cope with changes in freshwater
ecosystems needs improvement. These measures also require further
financial support, mainstreaming across sectors and the scaling up of
individual measures (medium confidence).
In summary, adaptation measures to cope with changes in freshwater
ecosystems have been implemented in many locations around the world.
However, challenges remain, including improving the evidence base of
their effectiveness, scaling up these interventions, mainstreaming across
sectors and receiving more adaptation finance (medium confidence).

4.6.7

Adaptation Responses for Water-Related Conflicts

AR5 concluded with high confidence that challenges for adaptation
actions (though not water) are particularly high in regions affected by
conflicts (Field et al., 2014a). Although climate–conflict linkages are
disputed (Section 4.3.6), the potential for synergies between conflict risk
reduction and adaptation to climate change exists (Mach et al., 2019). For
example, discourses around climate–conflict inter-linkages can present
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Strategies for Urban Water Adaptation
(a) Green and/or Blue Strategies
precipitation

transpiration

stream
restoration

lake

evaporation

parks, grass

run-off
water table

wetlands

infiltration
groundwater recharge

(b) Grey Strategies
water filtration plant
precipitation
storm
wastewater water
treatment drain
plant

pipes, canals
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surface

increased run-off
impervious surface
piped stormwater

4
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lower water table

(c) Hybrid Strategies
precipitation
porous
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reduced
run-off

constructed
wetlands
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french drain

groundwater recharge

water table maintained

water treatment wetland
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Figure 4.21 | Strategies for urban water adaptation.
(a) Green and blue strategies of urban water adaptation prioritise ecosystem restoration, such as wetlands restoration.
(b) Grey water strategies are hard engineering approaches to urban water adaptation, including infrastructure such as pipes and canals, with extensive areas of impervious surfaces.
(c) Hybrid approaches combine green, blue and grey adaptation strategies, such that ecosystem functions are complemented by engineered infrastructure, such as constructed
wetlands, green roofs and riparian buffers. Green and blue and hybrid approaches are variously classified in terms of a circular economy, water sensitive urban design, nature-based
solutions (NbS), integrated urban water management, and ecological infrastructure. Adapted from Depietri and McPhearson (2017).
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Box 4.5 | Reduce, Remove, Reuse and Recycle (4Rs): Wastewater Reuse and Desalination as an
Adaptation Response
Circular economies can increase the available sustainable adaptation space by moving away from a linear mode of production of ‘extractproduce-use-discard’ to a ‘4Rs’ closed loop to reduce pollution at the source, remove contaminants from wastewater, reuse treated
wastewater and recover valuable by-products (UN Water, 2017; see WGIII 11.3.3).
It is estimated that 380 billion m3 of wastewater is produced annually worldwide, which equals about 15% of agricultural water
withdrawals. The recovery of nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium from wastewater can offset 13.4% of the global agriculture demand
for these nutrients (Jiménez and Asano, 2008; Fernández-Arévalo et al., 2017). Recycling human waste worldwide could satisfy an
estimated 22% of the global demand for phosphorus (UN Water, 2017). It has been estimated that some 36 million ha worldwide (some
12% of all irrigated land) reuse urban wastewater, mainly for irrigation. However, only around 15% is adequately treated (Thebo et al.,
2017), thus the need to invest in sustainable, low-cost wastewater treatment to protect public health. The irrigation potential of this
volume of wastewater stands at 42 million ha. Wastewater production is expected to increase globally to 574 billion m3 by 2050, a 51%
increase compared to 2015, mainly due to a growing urban population (Qadir et al., 2020). Water reuse with treated wastewater for
potable and non-potable purposes can be practised in a manner that is protective of public health and the environment (WHO, 2006;
WHO, 2017). For example, when implemented with sufficient treatment standards, the use of recycled water for the irrigation of crops is
protective of public health (Blaine et al., 2013; Paltiel et al., 2016), as was determined by an appointed panel of experts in the state of
California (Cooper et al., 2012). However, there are several barriers to the adoption of wastewater reuse; these include technical barriers
and public health aspects related to microbiological and pharmaceuticals risks (Jiménez and Asano, 2008; Jaramillo and Restrepo, 2017;
Saurí and Arahuetes, 2019). These are currently being addressed by strengthening regulatory standards, with, for example, 11 out of 22
Arab States adopting legislation permitting the use of treated wastewater (WHO, 2006; US EPA, 2017; WHO, 2017; EC, 2020). Benefits of
wastewater reuse usually outweigh the costs (Stacklin, 2012; Hernández-Sancho et al., 2015; UN Water, 2017).
Desalination is particularly important in arid and semiarid climates, coastal cities and small island states (Box 4.2). There were 16,000
operational desalination plants globally in 2017, with a daily desalinated water production of 95 million m3 d-1 (IDA, 2020). In 2012,
desalinated water was equivalent to 0.6% of the global water supply, and 75.2 TWh of energy per year was used to generate desalinated
water; in other words, about 0.4% of the worldwide electricity consumption (IRENA, 2012). Unfortunately, only 1% of total desalinated
water uses renewable sources (IRENA, 2012; Amy et al., 2017; Balaban, 2017; Martínez-Alvarez et al., 2018a; Jones et al., 2019)
(Section 4.7.6). Desalination has already helped to meet urban and peri-urban water supply, particularly during annual or seasonal
drought events, with half of the world’s desalination capacity in the Arab region (UN Environment, 2019; UN Water, 2021). In addition,
seawater desalination could help address water scarcity in 146 (50%) large cities (including 12 (63.2%) megacities) (He et al., 2021).
Desalination is also being adopted for irrigation. For example, in the island of Gran Canary (Spain), 30% of the agricultural surface area
is irrigated with desalinated water to irrigate high-value crops (Burn et al., 2015; Martínez-Alvarez et al., 2018a; Monterrey-Viña et al.,
2020). The expected growth of desalination, if not coupled with renewable energy (RE), causes a projected 180% increase in carbon
emissions by 2040 (GCWDA, 2015; Pistocchi et al., 2020). There have been advances in large-scale and on-farm renewable desalination
(Abdelkareem et al., 2018). Using renewable energy to decarbonise desalination has meant that the projected global average levelled
cost of water could decrease from €2.4 m–3 (2015) to approximately €1.05 m–3 by 2050, considering unsubsidised fossil fuel costs (Caldera
and Breyer, 2020). Desalination will be maladaptive if fossil fuel is used (Tubi and Williams, 2021).
In summary, a resilient circular economy is central to deliver access to water and sanitation, with, wastewater treatment, desalination
and water reuse as viable adaptation options compatible with the Paris Agreement, while safeguarding ecological flows according to the
SDG6 targets for climate resilient development (medium evidence, high agreement).

opportunities for peace building and cooperation (Matthew, 2014;
Abrahams, 2020). Indeed, adaptation efforts are needed in the context
of conflict, where the pre-existing vulnerability undermines the capacity
to manage climatic stresses. In addition, adaptive capacity depends on
contextual factors such as power relations and historical, ethnic tensions
(Petersen-Perlman et al., 2017; Eriksen et al., 2021), which need to be
adequately considered in the design of adaptation strategies.
Some adaptation options, such as water conservation, storage and
infrastructure, voluntary migration, planned relocation due to flood risk/
sea level rise, and international water treaties, can reduce vulnerability

to climate change and conflicts. However, on the other hand, these
adaptation options sometimes may have unintended consequences
by increasing existing tensions (Milman and Arsano, 2014); displacing
climate hazards to more vulnerable and marginalised groups (Milman
and Arsano, 2014; Mach et al., 2019), for example, pastoralists
(Zografos et al., 2014); and favouring some over others, such as industry
over agriculture (Iglesias and Garrote, 2015)¸ upstream countries over
downstream countries (Veldkamp et al., 2017), and men over women
(Chandra et al., 2017). Such unintended consequences may happen
when adaptation measures intended to reduce vulnerability produce
maladaptive outcomes by rebounding or shifting vulnerability to
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Box 4.6 | Nature-based Solutions for Water-Related Adaptation
In the context of climate change-induced water insecurity, nature-based solutions (NbS) are an adaptation response that relies on natural
processes to enhance water availability and water quality and mitigate risks associated with water-related disasters while contributing
to biodiversity (IUCN, 2020).
Until recently, NbS have been considered mainly for mitigation (Kapos et al., 2020; Seddon et al., 2020). Yet, NbS increase the low-cost
adaptation options that expand the adaptation space due to their multiple co-benefits (Cross-Chapter Box NATURAL in Chapter 2).
Furthermore, a meta-review of 928 NbS measures globally shows that NbS largely addresses water-related hazards like heavy precipitation
(37%) and drought (28%) (Kapos et al., 2020).
Natural infrastructure (green and blue) uses natural or semi-natural systems, for example, wetlands, healthy freshwater ecosystems, etc.,
to supply clean water, regulate flooding, enhance water quality and control erosion (6.3.3.1 to 6.3.3.6.). Grey infrastructure can damage
biophysical and hydrological processes, seal soils and bury streams. Compared with grey physical infrastructure, natural infrastructure
is often more flexible, cost-effective and can provide multiple societal and environmental benefits simultaneously (McVittie et al., 2018;
UN Water, 2018; IPBES, 2019). There is increasing evidence and assessment methods on the role of NbS for climate change adaptation
and disaster risk reduction at different scales (Chausson et al., 2020; Seddon et al., 2020; Cassin and Matthews, 2021) (Section 4.6.5).
At the landscape scale, there is evidence that impacts from fluvial and coastal floods can be mitigated through water-based NbS like
detention/retention basins, river restoration and wetlands (Thorslund et al., 2017; Debele et al., 2019; Huang et al., 2020). Several
examples show the effectiveness of floodplain restoration, natural flood management and making room for the river measures (see
FAQ2.5, Hartmann et al., 2019; Mansourian et al., 2019; Wilkinson et al., 2019) (medium evidence, high agreement). Likewise, the use
of managed aquifer recharge (MAR) in both urban and rural settings will be crucial for groundwater-related adaptation (Zhang et al.,
2020a).

4

At the urban and peri-urban scale, the use and effectiveness of NbS is a crucial feature to build resilience in cities for urban stormwater
management and heat mitigation (Depietri and McPhearson, 2017; Carter et al., 2018; Huang et al., 2020; Babí Almenar et al., 2021) (high
confidence). NbS have been used for stormwater management by combining water purification and retention functions (Prudencio and
Null, 2018; Oral et al., 2020). NbS have also been used to mitigate impacts from high-impact extreme precipitation events by integrating
large-scale NbS investment plans into urban planning in cities like New York and Copenhagen, highlighting the importance of blended
finance and investment (including insurance) to mainstream NbS investments (Liu and Jensen, 2017; Rosenzweig et al., 2019; LopezGunn et al., 2021). According to the CDP database, one in three cities use NbS to address climate hazards, and this trend is growing
(Kapos et al., 2020).
NbS are cost-effective and can complement or replace grey solutions (Cross-Chapter Box FEASIB in Chapter 18, 3.2.3) (Chausson et al.,
2020). Moreover, estimates of NbS are increasingly based on integrated economic valuations that incorporate co-design with stakeholders
to incorporate LK (Pagano et al., 2019; Giordano et al., 2020; Hérivaux and Le Coent, 2021; Palomo et al., 2021) (medium evidence, high
agreement). Yet, the performance of NbS themselves may be limited at higher GWLs (Calliari et al., 2019; Morecroft et al., 2019).
More knowledge is needed on the long-term benefits of NbS, particularly to hydro-meteorological hazards (Debele et al., 2019). There
is still low evidence for slow-onset events, including the applicability of NbS to manage highly vulnerable ecosystems and in agriculture
(Sonneveld, 2018),
In summary, there is growing evidence on NbS effectiveness as an adaptation measure and its critical role for transformative adaptation
to address climate change water-related hazards and water security (medium evidence, high agreement). Moreover, several NbS– —for
example, natural (blue and green) and grey infrastructure—can help address water-related hazards such as coastal hazards, heavy
precipitation, drought, erosion and low water quality (high confidence).

other actors (Juhola et al., 2016). For example, in the Mekong River
basin, the construction of dams and water reservoirs contributes to
the adaptation efforts of the upstream Southeast Asia countries
while increasing current/future vulnerability to floods and droughts in
downstream countries and can emerge as a cause of conflict (Earle
et al., 2015; Ngô et al., 2016).
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Furthermore, adaptation in the context of water-related conflicts
is also constrained by economic, institutional and political factors,
competition for development (Anguelovski et al., 2014) and gender
considerations (Sultana, 2014; Chandra et al., 2017), which need to be
taken into account when designing adaptation plans/measures.
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Adaptations Through Human Mobility and
Migration

AR5 noted that whether migration is adaptive or maladaptive
depends on the context and the individuals involved; however, it
did not focus specifically on hydrological change-induced migration
(Noble et al., 2014). Migration is often regarded as a transformational
adaptation strategy in response to climate-induced hydrological
changes (Gemenne and Blocher, 2017) but rarely as the primary or
only adaptation measure (Wiederkehr et al., 2018; de Longueville
et al., 2020; Cross-Chapter Box MIGRATE in Chapter 7). Migration is
among one of the top five adaptation responses documented in Asia
and Africa (Figure 4.27) and confers several benefits to migrants, yet
maladaptations are also documented (Figure 4.29). This strategy is not
available to everyone. Vulnerable populations exposed to hydrological
changes may become trapped due to a lack of economic and social
capital required for migration (Adams, 2016; Zickgraf, 2018) (medium
confidence).
Spontaneous migration, undertaken without outside assistance,
has shown the potential to improve the resilience of migrants and
communities (Call et al., 2017; Jha et al., 2018a), but may also lead
to increased vulnerability and insecurity in some instances (Adger
et al., 2018; Linke et al., 2018a; Singh and Basu, 2020). Migration is
not a viable strategy for everyone, but age, gender and socioeconomic
status play a significant role in encouraging or inhibiting the chances
of successful migration (Maharjan et al., 2020; Bergmann et al., 2021;
Erwin et al., 2021). Migration has increased vulnerability among women
and female-headed households (Patel and Giri, 2019), but has also
triggered gender-positive processes such as increased female school
enrolment (Gioli et al., 2014) (medium confidence). Remittances, that is,
transfers of money from migrants to beneficiaries in sending areas, may
reduce vulnerability and increase adaptive capacity to climate-induced
hydrological changes (Ng’ang’a et al., 2016; Jha et al., 2018b) (medium
confidence). Managed retreat refers to the planned and assisted
moving of people and assets away from risk areas, such as governmentor community-led resettlement (Hino et al., 2017; Maldonado and
Peterson, 2018; Tadgell et al., 2018; Arnall, 2019). Such initiatives may
reduce exposure to risk (Lei et al., 2017). However, they often fail to
include affected populations in the process and may lead to greater
impoverishment and increased vulnerability (Wilmsen and Webber,
2015) (medium confidence).
More research on how to ensure migration becomes a successful
adaptation strategy is needed (McLeman et al., 2016). In addition,
impacts on women, youth and marginalised groups (McLeman et al.,
2016; Miletto, 2017) and immobility issues need more attention
(Zickgraf, 2018).
In summary, measures that facilitate successful migration and inclusive
resettlement may facilitate adaptation to climate-induced hydrological
changes (medium confidence).

4.6.9

Adaptation of the Cultural Water Uses of
Indigenous Peoples, Local Communities and
Traditional Peoples

AR5 reported that religious and sacred values inform actions taken to
adapt to climate change (Noble et al., 2014). Neither AR5 nor SR1.5
reviewed adaptation of indigenous, local and traditional uses of
water. SROCC highlighted the context-specific adaptation strategies
of vulnerable communities in coastal, polar and high-mountain areas,
reporting that adaptive capacity and adaptation limits are not only
physical, technical, institutional and financial, but also culturally informed
(Hock et al., 2019b; Meredith et al., 2019; Oppenheimer et al., 2019).
There is high confidence that some Indigenous Peoples, local
communities and traditional peoples could adapt, and are adapting
to climate-driven hydrological changes and their impacts on culturally
significant sites, species, ecosystems and practices in polar, highmountain and coastal areas, where sufficient funding, decision-making
power and resourcing exist (e.g., Golden et al., 2015; Bunce et al., 2016;
Anderson et al., 2018). However, there is also high confidence that there
are significant structural barriers and limits to their adaptation, and
that the outcomes of some adaptation strategies can be uneven and
maladaptive (medium evidence, high agreement) (Sections 4.7.4; 4.8.3).
These barriers include the lack of recognition of Indigenous Peoples’
sovereignty and exclusion of Indigenous Peoples from decision-making
institutions (Ford et al., 2017; Labbé et al., 2017; Eira et al., 2018; McLeod
et al., 2018; MacDonald and Birchall, 2020) (14.4.4.2.2; 13.8.1.2). At the
same time, the rate and scale of climate change can impede the ability
of vulnerable communities to turn their adaptive capacity into effective
adaptation responses (Ford et al., 2015; Herman-Mercer et al., 2019).
There is high confidence that local people are adapting to the cultural
impacts of climate-driven glacier retreat and decline in snow cover
and ice in polar and high-mountain areas. However, there is also high
confidence that such adaptation can be detrimental and disrupt local
cultures. For example, in the Peruvian Andes, concerns about water
availability for ritual purposes has led to restrictions on pilgrims’ removal
of ice and limiting the size of ritual candles to preserve the glacier
(Paerregaard, 2013; Allison, 2015). Relatedly, some local people have
questioned the cosmological order and have reoriented their spiritual
relationships accordingly (Paerregaard, 2013; Carey et al., 2017). In
Siberia (Mustonen, 2015) and northern Finland (Turunen et al., 2016),
community-led decisions among herders favour alternative routing,
pasture areas and shifts in nomadic cycles in response to changing
flood events and permafrost conditions (Box 13.2). However, loss of
grazing land and pasture fragmentation pose adaptation limits, and
some strategies such as supplementary feeding and new technologies
may further affect cultural traditions of herding communities (Risvoll
and Hovelsrud, 2016; Jaakkola et al., 2018).
There is high confidence that relocation (managed retreat) is an
adaptation response for communities in areas impacted by, or at
risk of, inundation and other hydrological changes (15.3.4.7; 15.5.3).
However, relocation can be culturally, socially, financially, politically
and geographically constrained due to the importance of cultural
relationships with traditional, customary or ancestral lands (high
confidence) (Albert et al., 2018; Narayan et al., 2020; Yates et al.,
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2021). Among Pacific islands, for example, the prospect of migration
raises concerns about the loss of cultural identity and IK and practices,
which can impact emotional well-being (Yates et al., 2021).
As cultural beliefs influence risk perception, there is medium confidence
that some cultural understandings can foster a false sense of security
among Indigenous Peoples, local communities and traditional peoples
regarding climate-driven hydrological changes. For example, some
members of the Rolwaling Sherpa community in Nepal believe that
mountain deities protect them from GLOFs (Sherry and Curtis, 2017)
(Section 4.2.2). Elsewhere, such as in the islands of Fiji and St. Vincent,
cultural beliefs can diminish human agency because change is viewed

Water

as inevitable and beyond human intervention (Smith and Rhiney,
2016; Currenti et al., 2019). Yet such cultural beliefs are not necessarily
maladaptive, as they potentially support other resilience factors, such
as IKLK (Section 4.8.5; Ford et al., 2020), as well as cultural connections
and social ties (Yates et al., 2021).
In sum, although some Indigenous Peoples, local communities and
traditional peoples can adapt, and are adapting to climate-driven
hydrological changes, and their impacts on and risks to culturally
significant practices and beliefs (medium confidence), these strategies
are constrained by structural barriers and adaptation limits (high
confidence).

Box 4.7 | Flood-Related Adaptation Responses
Floods, due to their rapid onset and destructive force, require specific adaptation measures. Historically, to address flood damages and
risk protection, retreat and accommodation were most common, emphasizing protecting and retreating (Wong et al., 2014; Bott and
Braun, 2019). Figure 4.22 identifies five major adaptation strategies from a meta-review of water-related adaptation responses that helps
in protecting, retreating and accommodating (Section 4.7.1).

4

Globally, structural measures for flood protection through hard infrastructure are the most common measures as they directly manage
flood hazards by controlling flow through streams and prevent water overflow (Andrew and Sauquet, 2017; Duží et al., 2017). These
measures include dikes, flood control gates, weirs, dams, storage and proper waste management (Barua et al., 2017; Egbinola et al.,
2017). Infrastructure measures require high maintenance, such as dredging and clearing channels and overpasses (Egbinola et al., 2017).
A negative aspect of protective infrastructural measures is that, while they eliminate the hazard up to a certain magnitude (Di Baldassarre
et al., 2013), they also generate an illusion of no risk by diminishing frequent floods (Duží et al., 2017; Logan et al., 2018). In addition, specific
engineering solutions that might be introduced from other localities without proper contextual adjustments may lead to maladaptation
(Mycoo, 2014; Pritchard and Thielemans, 2014). NbS (Box 4.6) have shifted infrastructure measures from purely grey onto mixed engineering
and environmental measures. Examples include SUDS, which aid in decreasing flow peaks and are affordable, aesthetically pleasing and
socially acceptable while also reducing heat and hence the production of storms (Chan et al., 2019) (Section 4.6.5).
Non-structural or soft measures for flood adaptation include human actions that generate capacities, information and, therefore,
awareness of floods (Du et al., 2020). Soft measures aim to integrate flood resilience within city management and planning (Wijaya,
2015; Andrew and Sauquet, 2017; Abbas et al., 2018). Social support between members of a community and economic mechanisms
such as loans or remittances are soft measures that promote recovery or resilience to floods (Barua et al., 2017; Musah-Surugu et al.,
2018; Bott and Braun, 2019). Communities with heightened awareness and knowledge of floods are probably going to elect political
leaders that will affect flood protection and policies that include adaptation (Abbas et al., 2018). Soft measures can be an anchoring
factor for policies that promote early warning systems, infrastructure, flood-resilient housing and environmental restoration (Andrew
and Sauquet, 2017; Abbas et al., 2018). However, soft measures, especially at large scale, may also lead to maladaptation, such as lack
of synchronisation between international, national and local levels (Hedelin, 2016; Lu, 2016; Jamero et al., 2017), and can further be
hampered by bureaucracy (Pinto et al., 2018).
Early warning systems (EWS) are defined as integrated systems of hazard monitoring, forecasting and prediction, disaster risk assessment,
communication and preparedness activities systems to enable individuals, communities, governments and businesses to take timely action
to reduce disaster risks in advance of hazardous events (UNISDR, 2021). By this definition, EWS are directly dependent on soft and hard
infrastructure measures that increase capacity and reduce hazard (Abbas et al., 2018). Aside from the capacity dependent on soft measures
and the monitoring infrastructure, communication at all scales, from national weather services to local leaders, needs to be effective for
prompt action (Devkota et al., 2014). In many cases, EWS might be the only option to reduce flood casualties (Kontar et al., 2015).
Accommodating floods has gained popularity as the effects of climate change become more apparent and as notable hydroclimatic
events exceed the limitations of protective measures (Pritchard and Thielemans, 2014). NbS measures like wetland restoration can act as
modern infrastructure protection with clear mitigation co-benefit and provide opportunities for accommodating floods. For example,
initiatives such as ‘Room for the River’ consider flood safety combined with other values such as landscape, environment and cultural
values (Zevenbergen et al., 2015). A popular EbA measure has been wetland restoration, which can control flood peaks, serve as storage
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Box 4.7 (continued)

ponds in addition to restoring the environment (Pinto et al., 2018; Saroar, 2018). However, its effectiveness under different conditions is
yet to be assessed (Wamsler et al., 2016). Flood resilient housing is another form of accommodating and living with floods. These
comprise mostly of elevated homes or different flood protection measures considering vegetation around the house to make those flood
resilient (Ling et al., 2015; Abbas et al., 2018; Ferdous et al., 2019).
Despite different degrees of effectiveness, no flood adaptation measure is uniquely effective to eliminate flood risk. Adaptation to
floods needs to be considered at a local level, considering the types of floods, community’s capacities and available livelihoods (Fenton
et al., 2017a). Ideally, flood adaptation strategies need to include short-term actions linked to long-term goals, be flexible, consider
multiple strategies and interlink investment agendas of stakeholders (Zevenbergen et al., 2015). Most importantly, flood adaptation and
management options have been proven effective to reduce loss of human lives, but not entirely at sustaining livelihoods and reducing
infrastructure damages (Rahman and Alam, 2016; Bower et al., 2019; Ferdous et al., 2019).

4.7

Benefits and Effectiveness of WaterRelated Adaptations, Their Limits and
Trade-Offs

The previous section documented adaptation responses in water use
sectors we assess in this chapter (Section 4.6), and noted that in many
instances, effectiveness of those responses is not clear. While there
are thousands of case studies of implemented adaptation responses
(observed adaptation) to water insecurity, there is a lack of synthesised
understanding about the effectiveness and benefits of adaptation
(Berrang-Ford et al., 2021a) and whether or not those benefits also
translate into climate risk reduction (Singh et al., 2021). In contrast,
literature on the effectiveness of future projected adaptation in reducing
climate risks is limited in number. Yet, even then, the findings are not
synthesised across various options to make an overall assessment of
the effectiveness of future projected adaptation. In this section, we
draw on two meta-review protocols (see SM4.2 for a description of
each protocol) and assess the benefits of current adaptation and
effectiveness of future projected adaptation in reducing climate risks.
We also assess limits to adaptation and trade-offs and synergies
between adaptation and mitigation.

4.7.1

Current Water-Related Adaptation Responses,
Benefits, Co-benefits and Maladaptation

AR5 (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014) concluded that developing countries
needed a larger share of adaptation investments for anticipatory
adaptation in the water sector (medium evidence, high agreement)
and that adaptive water management measures were critical in
addressing climate-related uncertainty. Noble et al. (2014) listed
various examples of adaptation options, and water-related adaptation
featured prominently in almost all categories. They also discussed the
challenges of developing metrics for measuring adaptation outcomes
and stressed the importance of transformational adaptation instead of
incremental adaptation. Finally, SR1.5 (de Coninck et al., 2018) made
one of the first attempts to systematically assess the feasibility of
adaptation options (Singh and Basu, 2020).

4.7.1.1

Current Water-Related Adaptation Responses

We define an adaptation response as a water-related adaptation if the
hazard is water-related (e.g., floods, droughts, extreme rainfall events,
groundwater depletion, melting and thawing of cryosphere, Figure 4.25)
or the adaptation intervention is water-related (e.g., irrigation, rainwater
harvesting, soil moisture conservation, etc.). Adaptation responses were
implemented across all water use sub-sectors assessed in this chapter
(Section 4.6, Figure 4.23). Given the overall interest in assessing
adaptations that documents outcomes, we limited our analysis to a set
of 359 unique articles that measure outcomes of adaptation across predefined outcome categories (SM4.2, Table SM4.5; Berrang-Ford et al.,
2021a; Mukherji et al., 2021). A total of 1054 adaptation responses
were documented in the 359 case studies; these were categorised
into 16 categories (Figure 4.22). These adaptation responses are not
always specific to long-term climate change impacts (that is, changes
in annual mean fluxes), but rather respond to changes in variability
in the water cycle and specific water hazards. Adaptation to internal
variability is needed to increase the resilience to projected water cycle
changes because water cycle changes primarily manifest as changes in
variability (Douville et al., 2021).
There is high confidence that a significant share of water-related
adaptations is occurring in the agriculture sector. Agriculture accounts
for 60–70% of total water withdrawals (Hanasaki et al., 2018; Burek
et al., 2020; Müller Schmied et al., 2021) and supports the livelihoods
of a large majority of people in the developing countries. Within the
agriculture sector, there is high confidence in the quality and quantity
of evidence of adaptation responses such as improved cultivars and
agronomic practices, on-farm irrigation and water management and
water and soil moisture conservation, and medium confidence, derived
from robust evidence, and medium agreement for other most other
adaptation responses (Figure 4.23 and Figure 4.24). Most of these
adaptation case studies are from Asia and Africa, and agriculture is
the predominant sector where most of these adaptation responses
are being implemented (high confidence) (Section 4.6.2). However,
the sectoral nature of adaptation responses varies across continents.
Agriculture is the most important sector in all continents, except
Europe and Australasia, where most adaptation occurs in the urban
sector (high confidence) (Figure 4.24).
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Figure 4.22 | Decision tree, documenting the classification of water-related adaptation responses across 48 subcategories into 16 intermediate and 8 larger categories. We use the 16 intermediate categories of
adaptation responses for further analysis in this section.

Map of selected observed impacts on cultural water uses of Indigenous Peoples of the cryosphere
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On farm irrigation and water management
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Water and soil moisture conservation
Collective action, policies, institutions
Migration and off-farm diversification

Confidence in evidence

Economic/financial incentives
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Low

Agro-forestry and forestry interventions
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na = not assessed or no data

Indigenous knowledge and local knowledge based adaptations
Urban water management
Energy related adaptations

na

Water, ssanitation and hygiene (WASH) related adaptations

na

na
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Any other (includes coping)
Figure 4.23 | Sectoral distribution of documented water-related adaptation responses (observed adaptation) across the 16 categories derived from
Figure 4.22. The quantity of evidence is derived from the number of papers in a particular adaptation response category where high is > 40 papers, medium is 10–40 papers and
low is < 10 papers. Confidence in evidence relates to the way the article links outcomes of adaptation with the adaptation response. Category 1: studies causally link adaptation
outcomes to the adaptation response by constructing credible counterfactuals; category 2: studies correlate responses and outcomes without causal attribution; category 3: studies
describe adaptation outcomes without making any causal or correlation claims between adaptation outcomes and adaptation responses. High confidence: more than 67% of the
studies fall in categories 1 and 2; medium confidence: 50–67% of the studies are in categories 1 and 2, and low confidence is less than 50% of studies are in categories 1 and 2.

The top four adaptation responses in terms of frequency of documentation
are changes in the cropping pattern and crop systems (145 responses),
improved crop cultivars and agronomic practices (139 responses),
irrigation and water management practices (115 responses) and
water and soil conservation measures (102 responses). These top four
responses provide several benefits such as higher incomes and yields,
better water use efficiencies and related outcomes (high confidence)
(Table 4.9 and Figure 4.27). However, those benefits are incremental,
that is, they help improve crop production and incomes, at least in the
short run, but may not automatically lead to transformative outcomes
and climate risk reductions (Pelling et al., 2015; Fedele et al., 2019). One
way to move from incremental to transformative adaptation could be
to invest gains from incremental adaptation in education and capacity
building to improve overall adaptive capacity (Vermeulen et al., 2018).
Responses such as migration, including spontaneous and planned
relocation, are also relatively well documented (medium confidence), as
are responses such as collective action, training and capacity building
and economic and financial measures for increasing adaptive capacities
(medium confidence). These categories of adaptation can potentially
lead to transformative outcomes, such as a shift to livelihoods that are
less exposed to climate hazards. However, transformative pathways are
not always straightforward (Pahl-Wostl et al., 2020) (Table 4.8).
Droughts, followed by precipitation variability and extreme precipitation,
are the two most common hazards against which adaptation responses
are forged. The other three top hazards are general climate impacts,
heat-related hazards and inland and riverine flooding (Figure 4.25).
The majority of the adaptation responses across all categories were

introduced by individuals and households, followed by the civil society,
and hence autonomous (Figure 4.26). The private sector (defined as
profit-making companies and distinct from individual farmers and
households) has played a relatively minor role in initiating adaptation
responses. However, the low participation of the private sector in
initiating adaptation responses could be partly an artefact of the nature
of documentation.

4.7.1.2

Benefits, Including Co-benefits of Water-related
Adaptation Responses and Resulting Maladaptation

There is no consensus in the literature about ways of measuring the
effectiveness of current adaptation responses in reducing climaterelated impacts (Singh et al., 2021). However, various methodologies,
including feasibility assessment, have been deployed (Williams et al.,
2021). Given the methodological challenges in defining and measuring
the effectiveness of adaptation in reducing climate risks, in this section,
we focus on outcomes of water-related adaptation across several
dimensions. A total of 359 studies were identified to contain sufficiently
robust evidence of documented adaptation outcomes to form the basis
of this assessment (SM4.2, Table SM4.5; Berrang-Ford et al., 2021a;
Mukherji et al., 2021). Positive outcomes denote benefits of adaptation,
while negative outcomes may mean that adaptation was not effective
in bringing any benefits or that it was maladaptive (Schipper, 2020).
We assess outcomes across five indicators: (a) economic and financial
indicators, such as improvements in crop yields and resulting incomes;
increase in profits, higher savings or lesser losses from hazards; (b)

637

4

Chapter 4

Water
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Figure 4.24 | Location of case studies on water-related adaptation which measure adaptation outcomes (n = 359) and their sectoral distribution across
all regions. Circles denote the number of case studies in a particular location in the continent. The pie chart shows the sectors in which adaptation is taking place. The sectors
correspond to water use sectors described in Sections 4.3, 4.5 and 4.6 of this chapter.

impacts on vulnerable people, for example, on women, children and
Indigenous Peoples; (c) water-related impacts, for example, improved
water use efficiency, water saving, reduction in water withdrawals and
application; (d) ecological and environmental impacts such as lesser
energy use, better soil structures and better thermal comfort.; (e)
institutional and sociocultural impacts such as improved social capital
and stronger communities of practice, equity; and strengthening of local
institutions or national policies. Of these 359 studies, 319 documented
beneficial outcomes across one or more indicators, while the remaining
40 presented no beneficial outcomes. Illustrative examples are shown
in Table 4.9, while the distribution of these responses with positive
outcomes is shown in Figure 4.27, and indicates that economic
benefits of adaptation are more common in developing countries,
while benefits along ecological dimensions are more common in the
developed countries,
Co-benefits are defined as mitigation benefits resulting from an
adaptation response (Deng et al., 2017). Around a quarter of papers that
documented positive adaptation outcomes also reported mitigation cobenefits. Agroforestry, community forests and forest-based adaptations
are the most oft-cited examples of mitigation co-benefits (Bhatta et al.,
2015; Etongo et al., 2015; Weston et al., 2015; Pandey et al., 2017;
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Sain et al., 2017; Sánchez and Izzo, 2017; Wood et al., 2017; Adhikari
et al., 2018a; Hellin et al., 2018; Aniah et al., 2019; Quandt et al.,
2019; also see Box 5.11). Other examples include mitigation benefits
of climate-smart agricultural practices that reduce input intensity and
help in carbon sequestration (Arslan et al., 2015; Somanje et al., 2017),
retrofitting buildings in urban areas with energy-efficient devices for
lowering electricity bills and emissions (Fitzgerald and Lenhart, 2016)
and reuse of treated wastewater for irrigation and urban uses (Morote
et al., 2019) (Box 4.5, 4.7.6).
Not all adaptation responses reduce risks, and some may have longterm maladaptive outcomes, even if they are beneficial in the short term.
Maladaptation often stems from poor planning and implementation of
adaptation responses and because of not addressing the root causes
of vulnerability (Schipper, 2020; Eriksen et al., 2021). Of the 319 case
studies where adaptation response was found to have some beneficial
outcomes, around one third of them also mentioned the possibility of
maladaptation. Migration can often have maladaptive outcomes because
migration can exacerbate the inherent vulnerabilities of migrants
(Section 4.6.8). For example, slum dwellers in cities may earn higher
incomes, but their quality of life worsens (Ayeb-Karlsson et al., 2016).
In some instances, even wage rates in migration hotspots can remain
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Table 4.8 | Illustrative examples of case studies of water-related adaptation responses where outcomes were measured (n = 359). These cases include instances where adaptation
benefits were positive, negative or neutral. Examples also include studies with or without causal and correlation links between adaptation response and outcomes (categories 1, 2
and 3 studies as described in the caption of Figure 4.23). The purpose of the table is to provide a list of illustrative examples to showcase the wide range of adaptation responses
that are being implemented. Table 4.9 zooms into examples where adaptation had positive benefits on any of the selected parameters described in Section 4.7.1.2.
Name of the adaptation response
(number of documented responses
in that category)
Changes in the cropping pattern and crop
systems
(145 responses)

Improved crop cultivars and agronomic
practices (139 responses)

Irrigation and water management
practices
(115 responses)

Water and soil conservation (102
responses)

Collective action, policies and institutions
(95 responses)

Migration and off-farm diversification (92
responses)

Livestock and fishery-related (63
responses)

Description of adaptation response

Sources

Changes in cropping pattern; e.g., the introduction of sugarcane and rice in Costa Rica;
crop diversification in Ethiopia and Zimbabwe; crop diversification in Tanzania

Singh et al. (2014); Warner et al. (2015); Asmare
et al. (2019); Lalou et al. (2019); Makate et al.
(2019)

Changes in the timing of sowing and harvesting, e.g., in China; India and Pakistan

Yu et al. (2014); Macchi et al. (2015)

On-farm diversification, e.g., an integrated crop-livestock system in France

Havet et al. (2014)

Improved crop cultivars, e.g., short-duration paddy varieties in Nepal; saline-tolerant
rice cultivar in Bangladesh; drought-tolerant maize varieties in Malawi, Nigeria,
Zimbabwe and Uganda

Kabir et al. (2016); Wossen et al. (2017); Khanal
et al. (2018a); Makate et al. (2019)

Improved agronomic practices, e.g., conservation agriculture to conserve soil moisture
in Malawi and Tanzania; climate-smart agricultural practices in Zambia; alternate
wetting and drying and direct seeding of rice in India

Thierfelder et al. (2015); Kimaro et al. (2016); Traore
et al. (2017); Kakumanu et al. (2019)

Irrigation, e.g., construction of local irrigation infrastructure in Chile; funding of
community wells in Canada; drilling of borewells in Thailand; irrigation in Ethiopia;
spate irrigation in Sudan; night-time irrigation scheduling to reduce evaporative
demand in the UK

Hurlbert and Pittman (2014); Ferchichi et al.
(2017); Rey et al. (2017); Pak-Uthai and Faysse
(2018); Fadul et al. (2019); Lemessa et al. (2019);
Lillo-Ortega et al. (2019); Torres-Slimming et al.
(2020)

On-farm water management and water-saving technologies, e.g., use of surface
pipes for irrigation water conveyance in China; drip irrigation in China; and use of
water-saving measures in India

Hong and Yabe (2017); Tan and Liu (2017); Deligios
et al. (2019); Rouabhi et al. (2019)

On-farm water and soil conservation measures, e.g., in Burkina Faso; terraces and
contour bunds in Ethiopia

West Colin et al. (2016); Kosmowski (2018)

Water harvesting through on-sand dams in Kenya; in situ and ex situ water harvesting
in Uganda and India

Ngigi et al. (2018); Sullivan-Wiley and Short
Gianotti (2018); Kalungu et al. (2021)

Watershed conservation programmes, e.g., in Ethiopia

Siraw et al. (2018)

Revival of water bodies; e.g., creation of artificial lakes in Portugal

Santos et al. (2018)

Collective action and cooperation; e.g., grassroots-level collective action for conflict
resolution in Guatemala; collective decision to reduce water withdrawals during
drought in Japan

Hellin et al. (2018); Tembata and Takeuchi (2018)

Community-based adaptation in Bangladesh, community-based management of
rangelands in Mongolia

Fernández-Giménez et al. (2015); Roy (2018)

Local institutions, e.g., multi-stakeholder platforms for disaster risk reduction and
agriculture in Peru and several African countries; Adaptation Learning Programme.

Mapfumo et al. (2017); Lindsay (2018)

Water dispute resolution; e.g., water conflict mitigation in Costa Rica.

Kuzdas et al. (2016)

Institutional and policy reforms; e.g., local water and land use planning instruments in
Australia; the Dutch Delta Programme in the Netherlands; implementation of EU Flood
Directives in Sweden

Fallon and Sullivan (2014; Zevenbergen et al.
(2015; Hedelin (2016)

Spontaneous migration, e.g., voluntary relocation in the Solomon Islands and rural to
urban migration in Ethiopia and Pakistan.

Birk and Rasmussen (2014); Iqbal et al. (2018)

Employment and remittances, e.g., in Senegal.

Romankiewicz et al. (2016)

Planned relocation; e.g., the Massive Southern Shaanxi Migration Programme in China;
resettlement of flood-prone communities in Bangladesh.

Islam et al. (2014); Lei et al. (2017)

Off-farm diversification; e.g., migration to towns and engaging in off-farm labour
wage-earning in Niger, Ghana Bangladesh; shifting to non-pastoral livelihoods in
Ethiopia

Mussetta et al. (2016); Basupi et al. (2019)

Livestock related, e.g., livestock species diversification in Ethiopia and Kenya; insuring
livestock in Pakistan; changes in range management practices in the USA.

Opiyo et al. (2015); Yung et al. (2015); Wako et al.
(2017); Rahut and Ali (2018)

Fishery related, e.g., non-destructive fishery gears and techniques in Ghana and
Tanzania

Yang et al. (2019a)
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Name of the adaptation response
(number of documented responses
in that category)
Training and capacity building (57
responses)

Agroforestry and forestry-related
responses (56 responses)

Economic and financial incentives (54
responses)

IKLK based adaptations (41 responses)

4

Flood risk reduction measures include (40
responses)

Urban water management (22 responses)

Energy-related adaptations (eight
responses)

WaSH-related adaptations (five responses)

Any other including coping strategies (20
responses)
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Description of adaptation response

Sources

Information, training and capacity building; e.g., climate information services in
Kenya and Senegal; training contributed new learning about digging canals to avoid
prolonged water logging in the Philippines; soil conservation training programme in
Ethiopia

Bacud (2018); McKune et al. (2018); Chesterman
et al. (2019)

Agroforestry-related measures in India, Kenya, Nigeria; farmer-managed natural
regeneration (FMNR) in Ghana.

Weston et al. (2015); Pandey et al. (2017); Fuchs
et al. (2019); Okunlola et al. (2019)

Forestry related; e.g., coastal afforestation by planting salinity-resistant trees in
Bangladesh and Colombia

Pandey et al. (2016); Barrucand et al. (2017); Barua
et al. (2017)

Insurance; rice crop insurance programme in Indonesia; agricultural insurance
programme in South Africa.

Dewi et al. (2018); Elum et al. (2018)

Micro-finance and credit programmes, e.g., in Bangladesh.

Fenton et al. (2017b)

Social safety nets; e.g., food-based safety net programmes in Brazil, food for work
programmes in Ethiopia.

Mesquita and Bursztyn (2017); Sain et al. (2017);
Tesfamariam and Hurlbert (2017); Gao and Mills
(2018)

Subsidies and incentives, e.g., farm input subsidy programme in Malawi; financing
programmes in Canada to help producers with resources to improve/maintain the
quality of soil, water, biodiversity for drought mitigation.

Hurlbert (2014); Kawaye and Hutchinson (2018)

Water markets and tariffs; e.g., urban water tariffs in Zaragoza, Spain; informal
groundwater markets in China.

Kayaga and Smout (2014); Zhang et al. (2016b)

Payment for ecosystems services, e.g., in Mexico

Newsham et al. (2018)

Use of TK of Konda Reddy’s in India to shift agroforestry practices; and among Khasia
and Tripura communities in Bangladesh; use of local ecological knowledge is by
small-scale fisher-farmers in the Amazon floodplains, Brazil; traditional water sharing
system ‘bethma’ in Sri Lanka; indigenous methods of water harvesting in India

Sarkar et al. (2015); Burchfield and Gilligan (2016);
Kodirekkala (2018); Ahmed and Atiqul Haq (2019)

Non-structural measures for flood management; e.g., changes in day-to-day practices
in Indonesia; place-specific social structures in the UK.

Petzold (2018); Bott and Braun (2019)

Structural measures for flood management; improvement of the drainage system in
Indonesia; flood walls in Beira, Mozambique; dredging and construction of culverts in
Nigeria.

Bahinipati and Patnaik (2015); Wijaya (2015);
Egbinola et al. (2017); Spekker and Heskamp
(2017)

Early warning systems; e.g., flood forecasting in Nepal, Indonesia, Nigeria.

Ajibade and McBean (2014); Devkota et al. (2014);
Sari and Prayoga (2018)

Flood-resilient housing; e.g., houses on stilts in Guyana, in Pakistan, Vietnam,
Philippines.

Mycoo (2014); Ling et al. (2015); Abbas et al.
(2018)

Wetland restoration; e.g., in the USA and Netherlands

Zevenbergen et al. (2015); Pinto et al. (2018)

Urban water management, e.g., incorporating low impact development and urban
design features for sustainable urban drainage systems in Spain and Malaysia; demand
management and tariff reforms in several European countries.

Flyen et al. (2018); Rodríguez-Sinobas et al. (2018);
Stavenhagen et al. (2018); Chan et al. (2019)

Green infrastructure; e.g., ecological stormwater management and re-naturalisation
processes in Sweden; pavement watering in France, Ghana, India, Kenya, Bangladesh

Hendel and Royon (2015); Wamsler et al. (2016);
Tauhid and Zawani (2018); Birtchnell et al. (2019)

Desalinisation for water supplies in Spain

Martínez-Alvarez et al. (2016); Morote et al. (2019)

Hydropower related; e.g., hydropower benefit-sharing in the Mekong basin and Nepal

Balasubramanya et al. (2014); Suhardiman et al.
(2014); Shrestha et al. (2015)

Other renewable energy-related, e.g., “Raising Water and Planting Electricity project”
in Taiwan province of China

Lin and Chen (2016)

Hand washing and hygiene, e.g., provision of latrines and washing hands with soap in
Bangladesh

Dey et al. (2019)

Safe drinking water and sanitation; e.g., piped water supply in China

Su et al. (2017)

Reduction in consumption, selling off assets, etc.; e.g., selling of household property
and livestock in Nigeria; consumption smoothing in Ghana; reducing consumption in
Nepal

Musah-Surugu et al. (2018); Rai et al. (2019)
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Medium

High

in evidence

Low

Medium

na
na

na

na

na

Confidence
Low

na

na

na

na

na = not assessed or no data

High

Figure 4.25 | Water-related adaptations and climate hazards against which adaptation responses are forged. Evidence and confidence are derived in the same
way as in Figure 4.23.

Adaptation responses initiated by different actors

4

International
or
Government
multiIndividual
(local and Govern- national
and
Civil
subment governance Private
Not
Water-related adaptation responses households society national) (national) institutions sector available Others

Strength of evidence

Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
na

Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems

Low

On farm irrigation and water management

Medium

High

Water and soil moisture conservation
Collective action, policies, institutions
Migration and off-farm diversification

na

Economic or financial incentives

na

Confidence in evidence

Training and capacity building
Flood risk reduction measures
Livestock and fishery-related

Low

na

Agro-forestry and forestry interventions

Medium

High

na
na

na

Indigenous knowledge & local knowledge based adaptations

na

Urban water management

na

Energy related adaptations

na

Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) related adaptations

na

Any other (includes coping)

na

na
na = not assessed or no data
na
na

Figure 4.26 | Water-related adaptations and their initiators. The initiator of adaptation is defined broadly and includes the entities who initiate a response, implement that
response or engage in that response in any way, including leading, financing or enabling. Evidence and confidence are derived in the same way as in Figure 4.23.
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Table 4.9 | Illustrative examples of adaptation responses and their benefits across different outcome indicators. All these studies are either category 1 or category 2 studies in that the
link between adaptation response and the outcome is either causal or correlated with one another. These benefits notwithstanding, links of adaptation benefits to climate and associated
risk reduction are not always clear. Some of these adaptation responses can have beneficial outcomes in one of the five parameters, but can have maladaptive outcomes in others.
Hazard

4

Adaptation responses

Outcome
category

Adaptation outcome

Reference

Droughts, floods,
and general climate
impacts in Nepal

Improved crop cultivars, agronomic
practices, irrigation, soil water
conservation measures

Farming households that adapted produced about 33% more rice than
households that did not adapt after controlling for all heterogeneity.

Khanal et al.
(2018a)

Increased rainfall
variability in India

Farmer’s training on agronomic
measures, for example, alternate
drying and wetting (ADW), modified
system of rice intensification (MSRI)
and direct-seeded rice (DSR)

The capacity building and water saving increased crop yields by 960 kg ha–1,
930 kg ha–1 and 770 kg kg–1 through the adoption of AWD, MSRI and DSR,
respectively. The three practices have increased farmers’ income and decreased
the cost of cultivation by up to USD 169 ha–1.

Kakumanu et al.
(2019)

Droughts and
changes in the
seasonality of rainfall
in Pakistan

Adjusting sowing time of wheat

Household income and wheat yields were higher for households who adjusted
the sowing time to cope with climate risks than those who did not, after
controlling for other factors.

Rahut and Ali
(2017)

Droughts in North
China Plains

Irrigation

Adding one extra irrigation could increase wheat yield by up to 12.8% in a
severe drought year.

Wang et al.
(2019a)

Soil degradation;
extreme rainfall
events and high
runoff causing
erosion in Mali

Soil and water conservation using
contour ridges and improved millet
and sorghum cultivars

Millet grain yield during 2012–2014 was statistically higher in contour ridge
terrace plots than the control, with yield differences ranging from 301 kg ha–1 in
2012 to 622 kg ha–1 in 2013. Improved varieties produced on average 55% more
yield than the local ones.

Traore et al.
(2017)

Drought, floods,
hailstorm and erratic
rainfall, Ethiopia

On-farm agricultural water
management

The net revenue from adopting a combination of agricultural water management
and modern seeds or inorganic fertiliser is significantly higher by 7600 and 1500
Birr ha–1, respectively, than adopting modern seeds or inorganic fertiliser alone.
Birr is the Ethiopian currency.

Teklewold et al.
(2017)

Droughts and general
climate impacts,
South Africa

Crop insurance and irrigation

Farmers who insured their farm business and had access to irrigation had
relatively higher net revenue than those who did not, but this link is not causal.
Instead, it shows causality could go either way, including those farmers who
were better off getting their business insured.

Elum et al. (2018)

Droughts and floods
in Kenya

Migration

Remittance income enables uptake of costlier adaptation measures such as
a change in livestock species, which also have higher returns for households.
Therefore, the study was not causal in its inference.

Ng’ang’a et al.
(2016)

Droughts in Nigeria

Drought-tolerant varieties

Per capita, food expenditure of those who adopted drought-tolerant maize was
significantly lower than those who did not after controlling for everything else
and causal inference.

Wossen et al.
(2017)

General climate
impacts, including
rainfall variability in
Brazil

Agroforestry systems as land use in
rural municipalities

The land value in the municipalities with agroforestry was higher than that of the
municipalities where the agroforestry scheme was not implemented.

Schembergue
et al. (2017)

Water quality
deterioration due to
floods in Bangladesh

Water, sanitation and health WaSH
programme

Children: prevalence of childhood diarrhoea reduced by 35% in midline
prevalence, 8.9% and by 73% in end line prevalence, 3.6% compared to baseline
prevalence 13.7%.. Inferences are causal.

Dey et al. (2019)

Droughts in
Zimbabwe

Adoption of drought-tolerant maize
varieties by smallholder farmers

Smallholder farmers: Smallholder farmers practising conservation agriculture
(CA) were as likely to adopt drought-tolerant maize varieties as other farmers
and thus benefit from increased yields and incomes.

Makate et al.
(2019)

General climate
impacts, including
droughts in Niger

Crop diversification

Poor households: Crop diversification mainly benefits the most vulnerable
households; the impact on the poorest group ranges from double to triple the
impact on the wealthiest group.

Asfaw et al.
(2018)

Droughts and general
climate impacts
in Malawi and
Zimbabwe

Conservation agriculture;
drought-tolerant maize and
improved legume varieties

Female farmers: Yield and income effects on the adoption of conservation
agriculture and improved varieties of maize and legumes were both positive for
men and women.

Makate et al.
(2019)

Historically
widespread and
severe droughts in
Ethiopia in 1999,
2002, 2003, 2005
and 2008.

Government safety net programme
called Productive Safety Net
Programme (PSNP)

Poor households: PSNP transfers reduce chronic poverty level from 15.7% to
10.6% and increase the never poor share from 11.5% to 15.8%.

Gao and Mills
(2018)
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Outcome
category

Adaptation outcome

Reference

Droughts in
Kenya

Water harvesting structures, for
example, sand dams

Sand dams increase groundwater storage in riverbanks by up to 40%, which is
maintained throughout the year.

Ryan and Elsner
(2016)

Millennium drought
in Australia

Water trading

Irrigation application rates fell in the dairy industry from 4.2 million litres ha–1 in
2000–2001 to 3.5 million litres ha–1 in 2005–2006

Kirby et al. (2014)

Agreement between water and electricity utilities to compensate farmers for
reducing water use resulted in a decrease in water demand from 310 Mm3 in
1997 to 220 Mm3 in 2012 in the Durance Valley irrigation system in France.

Andrew and
Sauquet (2017)

Water-related
outcomes

Droughts, floods
and soil erosion and
sediment load in a
river basin in France

Agreement signed between water
and electricity utilities and farmers

Drought in India

The reducing area under irrigated
rice crop

Reduced rice irrigation resulted in over 60 mm ha–1 of water savings compared
to irrigated rice crops on that land.

Hochman et al.
(2017b)

Floods due to
cyclonic storms and
tidal inundation in
Bangladesh

Planting of vetiver grass for
stabilising coastal embankments

Households that planted vetiver grass around their homestead and nearby road
managed to save their houses and assets from the recent cyclonic storm and
tidal inundation.

Barua et al. (2017)

Trees planted as a part of the agroforestry programme provide thermal comfort
to both animals and humans.

Schembergue
et al. (2017)

Ecological and
environmental
outcomes

General climate
impacts, including
rainfall variability in
Brazil

Agroforestry systems as land use in
rural municipalities

Drought in 2015 in
Ethiopia

Contour ridge terraces as soil water
conservation measure

Contour ridge terraces primarily controlled water runoff and soil erosion and
acted as a buffer during the 2015 Ethiopian drought.

Kosmowski (2018)

Drought and rainfall
variability in Pakistan

Climate-smart agricultural practices

Farmers who adopted climate-smart practices also tended to form a better
relationship with local extension agents and reached out to them more
frequently. Again, however, causality might as well lie the other way round.

Imran et al. (2019)

Droughts, Mexico

Strengthening of local water users’
associations through external
assistance programmes

Local water user’s associations were able to reduce water abstractions during
years of severe droughts.

Villamayor-Tomas
and García-López
(2017)

Rainfall variability
in Niger

Community-based adaptation
and through adaptation learning
programmes

More robust social networks where women were able to take important
decisions

Vardakoulias and
Nicholles (2015)

Institutional
and
sociocultural
outcomes

low due to the high volume of the migrant population (Fenton et al.,
2017b); as such, it does not help buffer consumption against rainfall
shocks (Gao and Mills, 2018). Migration also has gendered impacts, with
girls from migrating families being taken out of school (Gioli et al., 2014)
or interrupting children’s education overall (Warner and Afifi, 2014). In
planned relocation from vulnerable urban slums, relocation sites can be
far from job sites and increase social conflicts (Tauhid and Zawani, 2018).
Adaptation responses that focus on improving incomes through
production intensification can have maladaptive outcomes. An oftcited example of this is groundwater overuse as a result of irrigation
intensification. There is widespread evidence of groundwater overuse
in many countries in Africa (Mapfumo et al., 2017), in the Middle East
and North Africa (Petit et al., 2017; Daly-Hassen et al., 2019), in Asia
(Burchfield and Gilligan, 2016; Zhang et al., 2016b; Kattumuri et al.,
2017), in Spain (Petit et al., 2017) and in Australia (Kirby et al., 2014)
(Sections 4.2.6, 4.6.2, Box 4.3). Intensification-based approaches also
increase costs of cultivation (Mussetta et al., 2016; Wang and Chen, 2018;
Quan et al., 2019), and can lead to more use of fertilisers and herbicides
(Thierfelder et al., 2015; Sujakhu et al., 2016; Khanal et al., 2018a; Yamba
et al., 2019). Diversification away from food crops can also compromise
domestic food security (Kloos and Renaud, 2014; Brüssow et al., 2017).
Even interventions that have positive carbon co-benefits like forestry
and agroforestry can have maladaptive consequences on land and
water resources, especially if inappropriate species (Etongo et al.,

2015) with higher water demands are grown (Krishnamurthy et al.,
2019) (Section 4.7.6).
In summary, current adaptation responses have benefits across several
dimensions. In developing countries, most adaptation measures
improve economic outcomes (high confidence). Adaptation responses
also have benefits in terms of water outcomes and environmental
and ecological parameters, and these benefits are more commonly
manifested in developed countries (high confidence). Of the papers
assessed for water-related adaptation, roughly one fourth reported
adaptation co-benefits (high confidence). In contrast, one third of
studies reported maladaptive outcomes, now or in the future (high
confidence), emphasizing the importance of looking at synergies and
trade-offs. Despite many adaptation case studies, there is a knowledge
gap in understanding if the benefits of adaptation also translate into a
reduction of climate impacts, and if so, to what extent, and under what
conditions (high confidence). In view of this critical knowledge gap,
our assessment is limited to benefits of current adaptation responses.

4.7.2

Projections of Future Effectiveness of Adaptation
Responses

Several adaptation options have been shown to have beneficial effects
on societally relevant outcomes under current climate conditions
(Section 4.7.1.2) and will remain critical to adapt to future climate change.
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Observed water-related adaptation responses with positive outcomes
(a) Map depicting 319 case studies of current water related adaptation responses with documented beneficial outcomes of adaptation

Number of studies
1

10
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40

(b) Fraction of top six adaptation responses to total responses
Adaptation response categories (n = number of case studies)

4

Top six response categories per region as fraction of total responses

Improved cultivars and agronomic practices (n=128)
Africa
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems (n=133)
Migration and off-farm diversification (n=84)
Asia
Water and soil moisture conservation (n=100)
On-farm irrigation and water management (n=109)
Australasia
Collective action, policies, institutions (n=88)
Indigenous knowledge & local knowledge based adaptations (n=39)
Central and
Economic/financial incentives (n=49)
South America
Agro-forestry and forestry interventions (n=53)
Europe
Urban water management (n=19)
Flood risk reduction measures (n=31)
North America
Livestock and fishery related (n=59)
Training and capacity building (n=55)
Remaining categories
Small islands and States

374 responses
431 responses
12 responses
65 responses
42 responses
42 responses
7 responses
0

25%

50%

75%

100%

(c) Beneficial outcomes of adaptation per region across five dimensions. Innerlines correspond to the top six adaptation response categories from previous panel.
Ecological 60
Economic

Institutional

60

4

10

Asia

Australasia

Central and
South America

10

10

Water

Africa

Vulnerable

Europe

North America

Figure 4.27 | Top panel: location of case studies of water-related adaptation responses (996 data points from 319 studies). In these 996 data points, at least one
positive outcome was recorded in one of the five outcome indicators. These outcome indicators are economic/financial, outcomes for vulnerable people, ecological/environmental,
water-related, and sociocultural and institutional. Middle panel: the top six documented adaptation options per region as a fraction of the total of reported studies, with grey bars
containing the share of all other adaptation responses. In most instances, the top six adaptation categories include nearly 3/4 of the studies. Bottom panel: The spider diagrams
show the number of studies reporting beneficial outcomes for one or more dimensions for the top six adaptation options identified in each region. Due to a small number of studies
in small island states, a spider diagram was not generated for the small island states.
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However, there is limited quantitative information on the future viability
of available responses to reduce projected climate impacts effectively.
However, the context-specific nature of adaptation on the ground and
the uncertainties associated with future climate outcomes, both in terms
of policy decisions around mitigation and model-inherent uncertainties,
make long-term projections of adaptation effectiveness of limited use
for decision-making on the ground. However, such projections are still
needed to understand the efficacy of current technical and managerial
solutions to reduce climate risk. Consequently, an increasing body of
literature focuses on the effectiveness of specific interventions to reduce
projected climate risks in a local to regional setting.
This section provides a quantitative aggregate assessment of
effectiveness of projected water-related climate adaptations at different
levels of GWLs (SM4.2). Effectiveness is defined as the potential of a
given adaptation measure to address projected changes in climate and
return the system under analysis to baseline conditions. If the measure
cannot fully compensate for the projected climate risk, residual risks
remain, defined as the fraction of risk remaining after adaptation. For
example, in many regions, projected temperature-driven yield loss
can be reduced by shifting to or increasing irrigation. However, yields
often do not always fully return to baseline conditions without climate
change, leaving residual risk after adaptation. Assessed options are
limited to technical solutions, which have quantitative entry points to
global climate impact models.
Most adaptation projections focus on water-related interventions in
the agricultural sector, including irrigation-related responses, shifting
planting dates, changing crops and cultivars, and water and soil
conservation. Sectoral projections of adaptation effectiveness are
limited in forestry- and agroforestry-related responses, flood protection
measures (excluding here options that are solely related to effects of sea
level rise), urban water-related adaptation and energy-related responses.
The majority of assessed studies focus on comparing different variations
of one or several response options in terms of timing or duration, for
example, a shift in planting dates of 10 d and 20 d, relative to present-day
practice and provide results for a range of scenarios and (or) timeframes.
A total of 45 studies were identified for this assessment, based on their
quantitative assessment of the effects of adaptation on projected impacts
(SM4.2 for the method of future projected effectiveness assessment).
From each study, the distinct combinations of specific variations of
adaptations, scenarios and timeframes assessed were considered as
individual data points, providing a total of 450 unique data points for
the assessment (Table SM4.6). The study-specific temperature increase
was classified relative to the 1850–1900 baseline for each data point,
based on the model and scenario specifications provided and grouped
into outcomes at 1.5°C, 2°C, 3°C and 4°C. The effectiveness is assessed
based on the fraction of risk that an option can reduce. Co-benefits
are defined as a situation where outcomes improve relative to baseline
conditions, whereas maladaptive outcomes describe a situation where
risks increase after adaptation has been implemented.
Several studies assess the future effectiveness of improved cultivars and
agronomic practices, such as changing fertiliser application or switching
to drought-resistant crops (five studies; 85 data points). Results show
a range of effectiveness levels across regions and warming levels

Chapter 4

and vary depending on the tested response options (Qin et al., 2018)
(Figure 4.29), with moderate to small effectiveness, large residual
impacts or potential maladaptive outcomes, as well as decreasing
effectiveness with increasing warming (Figure 4.28) (high confidence).
For studies testing results across a range of scenarios, approaches show
increasingly mixed (Qin et al., 2018) and limited effects (Amouzou et al.,
2019) with higher warming, with overall reductions across warming
levels for most tested responses (Qin et al., 2018).
Changes in cropping patterns and crop systems (Figure 4.28) (five
studies; 31 data points) indicate limited potential to reduce projected
climate risks, with the majority of studies providing results of up to 1.5°C
of warming and limited evidence for higher warming levels. At 1.5°C,
effectiveness in Africa is mostly insufficient, with substantial maladaptive
potential (Brouziyne et al., 2018). Over Asia, effectiveness is mostly small
at 1.5°C with substantial residual impacts, further reducing to insufficient
effectiveness at large residual risks at 4°C (Figure 4.28 Projected
effectiveness) (robust evidence; medium agreement) (Boonwichai et al.,
2019; Dai et al., 2020; Mehrazar et al., 2020). Amongst the options
related to changes in cropping patterns and crop systems, shifting
planting dates is projected to retain moderate to high residual risks
under some specifications in Iran (Paymard et al., 2018) and Morocco
(Brouziyne et al., 2018), while high effectiveness is reported for similar
specifications in Thailand (Boonwichai et al., 2019), Australia (Luo et al.,
2016), Morocco ((Brouziyne et al., 2018) and Iran (Mehrazar et al., 2020).
Of the assessed adaptation options, changes in cropping patterns and
cropping systems appear least effective in reducing climate risk, with
decreasing effectiveness at higher levels of warming.
Studies assessing the future effectiveness of irrigation-related
responses (Figure 4.28) focus on a range of specific approaches,
including increasing irrigation efficiency, deficit irrigation, irrigated
area expansion or shifting from rain-fed to irrigated agriculture, as
well as specific types of irrigation (21 studies; 103 data points). As a
frequently implemented option with direct entry points to agricultural
models, this option provides the most robust set of data points across
regions and warming levels. For all regions, a reduction in effectiveness
is apparent from 1.5°C to higher levels of warming, leading to increased
residual risk with increasing warming (high confidence). Irrigation
can increase yield relative to present day, showing co-benefits for
some regions, though the share of co-benefits decreases with higher
warming (high confidence) (Figure 4.28). However, since many of these
studies rely on global agricultural models which do not fully represent
the actual availability of water, further expansion of irrigation at the
scale assumed in those studies may not be realistic (Sections 4.3.1.2.
4.3.1.3) (Elliott et al., 2014).
A wide range of water and soil management-related options
(Figure 4.28), including mulching, no tilling or contour farming, has been
assessed for future effectiveness (eight studies; 49 data points). Results
underline the context-specific nature and need to carefully adjust the
specific options to a regional setting, with variations of options leading
to effective outcomes or residual impacts within individual studies (Qiu
et al., 2019) and across regions and warming levels.
Similar to observed adaptation, studies assessing combinations of the
agricultural adaptation options outlined above (11 studies; 36 data
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Projected effectiveness of water-related adaptation
Effectiveness to reduce projected climate risk and residual risk
retained after adaptation

Multiple agricultural adaptation options
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
On farm irrigation and water management
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Urban water

Water and soil moisture conservation
Agro-forestry and forestry
Flood risk reduction measures
Energy related adaptations

Global
distribution

Asia

Agro-forestry and forestry
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Energy related adaptations
Flood risk reduction measures
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation
Agro-forestry and forestry
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Energy related adaptations
Flood risk reduction measures
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation
Agro-forestry and forestry
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Energy related adaptations
Flood risk reduction measures
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation
Agro-forestry and forestry
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Flood risk reduction measures
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation

Australasia

Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Energy related adaptations
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation
Agro-forestry and forestry
Energy related adaptations
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Energy related adaptations
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation

Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Energy related adaptations
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Energy related adaptations
Energy related adaptations
Energy related adaptations
On farm irrigation and water management
Energy related adaptations
On farm irrigation and water management
Energy related adaptations
On farm irrigation and water management
On farm irrigation and water management

4

Europe

4°C

Energy related adaptations
Flood risk reduction measures
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation
Energy related adaptations
On farm irrigation and water management
Energy related adaptations
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
On farm irrigation and water management
Urban water
Water and soil moisture conservation
On farm irrigation and water management

North America

3°C

Confidence
High
Medium
Low

Agro-forestry and forestry
Energy related adaptations
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Water and soil moisture conservation
Agro-forestry and forestry
Energy related adaptations
Flood risk reduction measures
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Water and soil moisture conservation
Agro-forestry and forestry
Energy related adaptations
Flood risk reduction measures
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices

Global

2°C

Central and
South America

Africa

1.5°C

Effectiveness Residual impact
Co-benefit
Large
Moderate
Small
Negligible
Negligible
Small
Moderate
Large
Maladaptation

Adaptation options
per Global Warming Level

Water and soil moisture conservation
On farm irrigation and water management
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Flood risk reduction measures
Energy related adaptations
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Agro-forestry and forestry
Water and soil moisture conservation
On farm irrigation and water management
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Flood risk reduction measures
Energy related adaptations
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Agro-forestry and forestry
Water and soil moisture conservation
Urban water
On farm irrigation and water management
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Flood risk reduction measures
Energy related adaptations
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Agro-forestry and forestry
Water and soil moisture conservation
On farm irrigation and water management
Multiple agricultural adaptation options
Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Flood risk reduction measures
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
Agro-forestry and forestry

Figure 4.28 | Projected effectiveness of adaptation options in returning the system to a study-specific baseline state relative to the projected climate
impact; and level of residual risk retained after adaptation, relative to baseline conditions. Regional summaries are based on IPCC regions. Warming levels refer to the
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global mean temperature (GMT) increase relative to an 1850–1900 baseline. For each data point, the study-specific GMT increase was calculated to show effectiveness at 1.5°C,
2°C, 3°C and 4°C. Based on the ability of an implemented option to return the system to its baseline state, the effectiveness is classified based on the share of risk the option can
reduce: large (>80%); moderate (80–50%); small (<50–30%); insufficient (<30%). Where the system state is improved relative to baseline, co-benefits are identified. Residual
impacts show the share of remaining impacts after adaptation has been implemented: negligible (<5%); small (5 to <20%); moderate (20 to <50); large (≥50%). Where risks
increase after adaptation, data points are shown as maladaptation. All underlying data is provided in Table SM4.6.

points) show the highest effectiveness across agricultural adaptation
outcomes and generally project moderate to high effectiveness
with the potential for co-benefits (Figure 4.28). Though maladaptive
outcomes are also documented, residual risks are limited, also at
higher levels of warming. Therefore, developing integrated plans of
synergistic options linked to adequate monitoring and evaluation
approaches and designed to adjust to changing conditions
continuously is desirable to minimise climate risk and ensure food
security (Babaeian et al., 2021).
Globally, agroforestry-related adaptation (four studies; 18 data points)
is moderately to highly effective, with the potential for substantial
co-benefits at 1.5° and 2°C of warming, with a sharp decline in
effectiveness at 3°C and 4°C and a substantial increase in residual risk
and maladaptive outcomes (Figure 4.28).
Flood risk-related adaptation (four studies; 47 data points) is associated
with the potential for substantial co-benefits relative to present-day
flood risk, indicating a current adaptation gap larger than for other
impact areas. These co-benefits decline with increasing warming.
Limits to the tested options become increasingly apparent at 3°C and
4°C of warming, where residual risks increase for most assessed cases
(Figure 4.28).
Adaptation projections for urban water risks as well as the energy
sector are limited to one study each, with one data point for urban
adaptation (Rosenberger et al., 2021) and 80 data points for different
variations of adaptation outcomes across regions and scenarios for
the energy sector (van Vliet et al., 2016c). Sustainable stormwater
management, focusing on a combination of nature-based solutions, is
shown to be highly effective and yields co-benefits at 3°C. However,
these results were gained in a specific case study setting in a European
city with limited generalizability (Figure 4.28).
The assessment of adaptation in the hydropower and thermoelectric
power-generation sector indicates high effectiveness and co-benefits
across all regions for 1.5°C, with decreasing effectiveness and
increasing residual risks for 2°C and 3°C of warming and highest
reductions in effectiveness for Central and South America (Figure 4.28).
Quantitative projections of future adaptation depend on available impact
models to analyse the effect of specific adaptation interventions. However,
since not all possible future adaptation responses can be incorporated
in climate impact models, this is a major limitation to assessing the full
scope of options available in the future. For example, many frequently
implemented measures showing effective outcomes, such as behavioural
and capacity building-focused responses or migration and off-farm
diversification (Section 4.7.1.2), are not incorporated in quantitative
water-related climate impact projection models. In addition, projections
of future adaptation depend on currently available technologies or
approaches, but new methods and technologies will probably emerge.

Thus, improving the representation of adaptation in future projections is
a significant knowledge gap that remains to be addressed.
Whether specific adaptation responses are shown to be effective
and even lead to co-benefits or are associated with residual impacts
is highly contextually, location- and crop-specific. In addition, the
specific climate-impact-scenario combinations play an important role
in determining assessed outcomes.
In practice, responding to increasing climate risk will need to be contextspecific and sufficiently agile to respond to ever-changing realities on the
ground. The adaptive pathways approach underline that a sequence of
different options responding to climate change over time may be most
effective (Babaeian et al., 2021). In addition, impact models generally
underestimate or underrepresent climate extremes (Schewe et al.,
2019), limiting the ability of the present analysis to reflect adaptation
requirements to extremes, which are likely to push systems to their limits
(Section 4.7.4). While currently known structural adaptation responses
can reduce some of the projected risks across sectors and regions,
residual impacts remain at all levels of warming, and effectiveness
decreases at higher levels of warming. Adaptation generally performs
more effectively at 1.5°C, though residual damages are projected at this
warming level across sectors and regions (high confidence). A range of
options also shows the potential for further increasing negative effects
(maladaptation) across sectors, regions and warming levels, further
underlining the need for contextualised approaches.

4.7.3

Comparing Current and Future Water-Related
Adaptation Responses

Water-related adaptation is being observed across sectors and regions
(Section 4.6), and beneficial outcomes are documented across different
dimensions (Section 4.7.1). A limited set of frequently documented
adaptation responses is also represented in quantitative projections
of adaptation effectiveness (Section 4.7.2, Figure 4.29). However,
due to the largely different assessment methodologies for measuring
beneficial outcomes for current adaptations and effectiveness to reduce
impacts for future adaptations, comparing current and future adaptation
outcomes is not straightforward. For current adaptation responses,
beneficial outcomes may or may not translate to climate risk reduction,
making risk reduction potential of observed adaptation a significant
gap in our current understanding. The large diversity of outcomes across
regions and assessed options becomes apparent for future adaptation
options, with the group of ‘inconclusive’ outcomes indicating a large
spread of results across regions. This underlines the contextual nature
of adaptation and boundary conditions for implementation that can
determine the success of adaptation outcomes, now or in the future.
Documented implemented adaptations show several beneficial
outcomes, with most studies (319 of 356) documenting positive rather

647

4

Chapter 4

Water
Future

Improved outcomes
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Current beneficial outcomes, co-benefits with
mitigation, and maladaptive outcomes of responses
and future effectiveness of adaptation and residual
risk under different levels of global warming.

Current
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Water-related adaptation responses:
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na na na na

na na na na
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na na na na
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na na na na

na na na na

Training and capacity building

na na na na

na na na na

Livestock and fishery-related

na na na na

na na na na

Indigenous knowledge and local knowledge based adaptations

na na na na

na na na na
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Maladpative outcomes

Collective action, policies, institutions

Mitigation co-benefits

1.5 2.0 3.0 4.0

Water-related

1.5 2.0 3.0 4.0

Water-related adaptation responses

For vulnerable people

Residual risk
residual risk
remaining
after
adaptation

Economic or financial

Effectiveness
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to reduce
projected
risk

Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation

Agro-forestry and forestry interventions
Flood risk reduction measures

Urban water management

na

Energy-related adaptations

na

na

Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) related adaptations

na na na na

na na na na

na na na na

na na na na

Multiple agricultural options

na na na na na

na

na

Any other (includes coping)
Strength of evidence as fraction of studies

4

na

na = not assessed

High

Medium

Low

Confidence in evidence as fraction of studies
High

Medium

Low

Strength of effectiveness / residual risk
High

Med.

Low

Insufficient/
Negligible

Inconclusive

Confidence as number of studies
High

Medium
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Figure 4.29 | The panel on the left side shows observed benefits of adaptation. Observed outcomes are reported across five dimensions of benefits, co-benefits and
maladaptation outcomes. Benefits are measured across five dimensions. Strength of evidence is high if >80% of adaptation responses in that category have at least one beneficial
outcome; medium if between 50 and 80% of adaptation responses in that category have at least one beneficial outcome, and low if <50% of adaptation responses have at
least one beneficial outcome. Confidence in evidence relates to the way the article links outcomes of adaptation with the adaptation response. Category 1: studies causally link
adaptation outcomes to the adaptation response by constructing credible counterfactuals; category 2: studies correlate responses and outcomes without causal attribution; category
3: studies describe adaptation outcomes without making any causal or correlation claims between adaptation outcomes and adaptation responses. High confidence: more than
67% of the studies fall in categories 1 and 2; medium confidence: 50–67% of the studies are in categories 1 and 2; low confidence is less than 50% of studies are in categories
1 and 2. The panel on the right-hand side shows the effectiveness of future adaptations. Future outcomes are assessed in terms of their effectiveness to reduce climate impacts at
1.5°C, 2°C, 3°C and 4°C of global temperature increase relative to 1850–1900. Effectiveness is defined as the fraction of adaptation that the option is able to reduce; residual risk
is the fraction of risk remaining after adaptation. If >66% of assessed data points agree on the effectiveness class, a response–temperature combination is shown as belonging to
that class. Where results diverge, the result is inconclusive, with studies showing high and low effectiveness across regions and studies. Confidence is based on the number of data
points available for each response–temperature combination with high confidence: 5 or more data points; medium confidence: 2–4 data points; low confidence: 1 data point. Also,
see Figure 4.28 for further explanations, and Tables SM4.5 and SM4.6 provide underlying data.

than negative outcomes. However, there may be a positive reporting
bias in the literature, as positive outcomes are more likely to be
reported than negative ones. Also, positive outcome in one parameter
does not preclude negative outcomes in others, so maladaptation
is still possible even when an adaption has some positive benefits
(Section 4.7.1.2). In addition, much of the adaptation happening
on the ground may not be published in peer-reviewed publications
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and, therefore, not covered by the literature assessed in this report.
Further, there is limited knowledge about the effectiveness of current
adaptation in reducing climate-related risks due to documentation and
methodological challenges elaborated in Section 4.7.1.2 (SM4.2).
In contrast, evaluating the effectiveness for future projected adaptations
is methodologically possible (Section 4.7.2, and SM4.2), but every
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adaptation that is happening now cannot be modelled for the future.
Therefore, projections of future adaptation effectiveness are limited
to those options that can be incorporated into (global) quantitative
climate impact models. Unfortunately, an extensive range of options,
such as capacity building or training, migration and employment, which
are essential building blocks in the portfolio of available (water-related)
adaptation options, are currently not quantitatively represented in
adaptation projections. In addition, the future will probably bring
further development in technical solutions, which are currently also
not modelled. While implementing the modelled technical options may
be feasible in general, several barriers and constraints (Section 4.7.4)
and enabling conditions, which influence adaptation action in practice,
are not included in current modelling studies. Therefore, the modelling
studies may present optimistic assessments of adaptation effectiveness
for the future.
Adaptations that are beneficial now (e.g., crop- and water-related
ones) are also projected to be effective to varying extents in reducing
future risks, with the degree of effectiveness strongly depending on
future GWLs. For example, beyond a certain level of warming (2°C
and upwards), the effectiveness of most options is projected to
reduce, and residual impacts are projected to increase. Reduction in
the effectiveness of future adaptation at higher global warming levels
emphasises the need for limiting warming to 1.5°C, as space for
adaptation solution starts to shrink beyond that for most options for
which future projections exists (high confidence).
To sum up, there are two significant knowledge gaps in our understanding
of water-related adaptations. First, the nature of literature on current
adaptation makes it challenging to infer their effectiveness in reducing
climate risks, even though the benefits of adaptation are clear (high
confidence). Second, not all adaptation responses that are possible in
the future can be modelled because of inherent limitations to what can
be modelled. Thus, advancement in tools and metrics for measuring
the effectiveness of current adaptation in reducing climate risks and
suitable downscaled climate and impact models that incorporate
economic, social, cultural and management aspects for an extensive
range of future adaptation options is needed.

4.7.4

Limits to Adaptation and Losses and Damages

The core constraints identified in AR5 (Klein et al., 2014) for freshwaterrelated adaptation were lack of governance, financial resources and
information, while water availability was singled out as a core constraint
to diversifying options for water-dependent sectors. SR1.5 showed
that increasing aridity and decreased freshwater availability, including
limited groundwater supply in fossil aquifers in conjunction with rising
sea levels may pose hard limits to adaptation for small islands (Roy
et al., 2018). SR1.5 also shows that water-related risks can be reduced
substantially by limiting warming to 1.5°C (high confidence) (HoeghGuldberg et al., 2018), thereby also reducing the potential to reach
hard limits to adaptation. SROCC highlighted that several barriers
and limits to adapt to reduced water availability in mountain areas,
such as lack of finance and technical knowledge (Hock et al., 2019b).
The SRCCL further highlighted the critical importance of water-related
climate change adaptation and potential limits to adaptation in the

land sector when extreme forms of desertification lead to a complete
loss of land productivity (high confidence) (Mirzabaev et al., 2019).
Institutional constraints, including path dependency and lengthy decisionmaking processes, remain major limitations to successful adaptation
globally (high confidence) (Barnett et al., 2015; Oberlack, 2017), as well
as for the water sector (Kingsborough et al., 2016; Oberlack, 2017; Azhoni
and Goyal, 2018). For example, a lack of institutional support has limited
the ability of farmers to implement adaptation, even if information about
the benefits is acknowledged (Nambi et al., 2015). A lack of inter-sectoral
coordination and communication within institutions and conflicting
interests between water sectors limit the potential for integrated
policies. For all water-related adaptation options, which have shown to
be effective in one or more dimensions (Section 4.7.1.2), governance
and institutional constraints were identified to be the most commonly
encountered to a moderate or significant extent (Figure 4.30). Water–
energy–food nexus approaches can help overcome these inter-sectoral
barriers (Box 4.8) (Rasul and Sharma, 2016; Ernst and Preston, 2017). In
addition, trade-offs between different policy goals must be considered
to ensure the broader significance of the implemented adaptation
strategies, such as water quality implication of adaptation efforts in the
agricultural or energy sectors (Section 4.7.6) (Fezzi et al., 2015).
The lack of financial and technological resources constrains adaptation
implementation (Castells-Quintana et al., 2018; Iglesias et al., 2018)
and was identified as significant or moderate across all water-related
adaptation responses, with significant constraints especially present
in options related to the agricultural sector (Figure 4.30). For example,
financial resources were significant constraints to implementing
Climate Smart Agriculture in Guatemala, a relevant adaptation strategy
to improve food security, resilience, and low emission development
(Sain et al., 2017).
While financial barriers played an important role in adopting new
technologies at the farm level in Spain, acceptance, common
understanding and awareness were amongst the most frequently
identified barriers across different adaptation options (Esteve et al.,
2018). Limitations in knowledge and understanding of complex
processes, feedback effects and interconnections in the water sector
pose challenges to effective adaptation and adaptation decisionmaking (Kundzewicz et al., 2018). Such constraints are identified
as moderate across the range of options assessed in this chapter
(Figure 4.30). For tropical and mountainous regions and the African
continent, in particular, significant uncertainties in available data
and a lack of reliable climate projections remain one of the biggest
obstacles in long-term adaptation planning (Antwi-Agyei et al., 2015),
especially in the water sector (Watson et al., 2017; Azhoni and Goyal,
2018; Hirpa et al., 2018; González-Zeas et al., 2019). There is also
often a discrepancy between the level of awareness among different
stakeholders, for example, between affected farmers whose agency is
limited by the lack of knowledge by local authorities (Chu, 2017).
For some regions of the world, such as small islands (Karnauskas
et al., 2016; Karnauskas et al., 2018) (Box 4.2) and the Mediterranean
(Cross-Chapter Paper 4) (Schleussner et al., 2016), aridity increases
have the potential to pose hard adaptation limits. In mountain and
polar regions, changes in the cryosphere (Sections 4.2.2, 4.4.2) may
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Adaptation constraints for water related adaptation across different dimensions
Types of constraints
Water-related adaptation responses Biological

Cultural

Economic

Governance,
Information
institutions Human
and
Financial and policies capacity awareness Physical Technological

Improved cultivars and agronomic practices
Changes in cropping pattern and crop systems
On farm irrigation and water management
Water and soil moisture conservation
Collective action, policies, institutions
Migration and off-farm diversification
Economic or financial incentives
Training and capacity building
Agro-forestry and forestry interventions
Flood risk reduction measures
Livestock and fishery-related adaptation
Indigenous knowledge and local knowledge based adaptations
Urban water management
Energy-related adaptations
Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) related adaptations
Other (includes coping)
Extent to which a constraint is present
(Percentage of articles that identified the constraint)

4

Insufficent
(<5%)

Limited
(<20%)

Moderate
(20–50%)

Significant
(>50%)

Figure 4.30 | Adaptation constraints manifest across a range of dimensions and here are assessed based on a meta-review of water-related adaptation
(Section 4.7.1, SM4.2, and Table SM4.5). Where less than five articles are available for assessment, data is insufficient to assess the extent to which a constraint is present.
Where less than 20% of the articles reporting on the respective adaptation option identify the presence of a constraint, it is classified as ‘limited’, where 20 to 50% report on a
specific constraint it is considered as ‘moderate’. Where more than 50% of articles report on the presence, the constraint is considered ‘significant’. This assessment is based on
the available peer-reviewed literature assessing adaptation benefits in the water sector—in practice, these or other constraints may still be significant, but have not have been
identified in peer-review sources.

limit water availability for irrigation systems that depend on meltwater (Section 4.5.1) (Qin et al., 2020). Biophysical limits may also be
reached through impacts of hydrological extremes, such as crop loss as
a consequence of extreme precipitation events (Huggel et al., 2019; van
der Geest et al., 2019). Such limits are reported to a limited to moderate
extent across all adaptation options assessed (Figure 4.30). However,
knowledge gaps remain about physical and biological constraints to
adaptation in the water sector. Climate impacts, such as droughts in
East Africa or glacier melt in the cryosphere, indicate that biophysical
limits to adaptation may exist, even under current climate conditions
(Figure 4.31) (Warner and van der Geest, 2013; Huggel et al., 2019; van
der Geest et al., 2019). A lack of investment in relevant infrastructure,
such as dikes for example, as well as maladaptive effects of certain
measures could increase existing risks and exacerbate impacts (van
der Geest et al., 2019).
Integrated approaches, such as linking land use and water policies (Mehdi
et al., 2015), inter-institutional networks (Azhoni et al., 2017), nexus
approaches (Box 4.8) (Conway et al., 2015) as well as consideration of
linkages to the SDGs (Section 4.8) (Gunathilaka et al., 2018) are crucial to
overcoming constraints in water adaptation. In addition, monitoring and
evaluating the effectiveness of adaptation measures, policies and actions
can contribute to knowledge, awareness and data to support adaptation
implementation in the future (Sections 4.7.1; 4.8) (Klostermann et al.,
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2018). Although the information on climate change adaptation that has
beneficial impacts, including enabling conditions and success factors
specific to the water sector, is emerging, significant knowledge gaps
remain (Section 4.7.1.2) (Gotgelf et al., 2020). Further understanding the
constraints and limits that exist with regard to adaptation in the water
sector is becoming urgent in light of increasing slow (e.g., droughts) and
rapid (e.g., floods) onset impacts associated with climate change.
Taking action towards adaptation critically determines the outcomes
and impacts of climate change processes across space and time. Where
efforts to reduce risk do not effectively occur, losses and damages
occur as a consequence of climate change, some of which can have
irreversible and existential effects (van der Geest and Warner, 2015;
Page and Heyward, 2016; Thomas and Benjamin, 2018a; Mechler
et al., 2019). Water-related impacts that occurred despite implemented
adaptation have been documented across all world regions (high
confidence) (Figure 4.31).
Advances in climate change attribution (Section 4.2; SM4.3; Figure 4.20)
show the direct effects of anthropogenic climate change, also with
regard to climate extremes. These advances also provide the basis
for climate litigation (Marjanac and Patton, 2018) to hold countries/
companies accountable for climate change impacts, for example,
concerning risks of glacial lake outburst in Peru (Frank et al., 2019).
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Examples of regional studies
where communities experienced negative
impacts despite or beyond implemented
adaptation have been documented
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Floods, cyclones, surges, coastal flooding
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Loss of livelihoods, harvest failure and
damage to infrastructure
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Loss of food security, crops, income,
livelihoods and land

Floods, landslides, typhoons
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Loss of livelihoods, infrastructure and
ecosystems

F

Freshwater scarcity, aridity, cyclones,
El Nino, flooding

Seasonal work and outmigration, early
warning systems

Loss of life, livelihoods, homes, crops,
contamination of drinking water, displacement

G

Changes in glacier runoff, permafrost
thawing, GLOFs

Outmigration, new livelihoods (e.g. tourism)

Loss of cultural heritage, loss of income,
loss of lives
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B

C

D
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Global
Figure 4.31 | Examples of regional studies where communities experienced negative impacts despite or beyond implemented adaptation have been
documented. Panels indicate the climate hazard that leads to the need for adaptation, the adaptation option implemented and the recorded impacts per region (A – Arctic
(Landauer and Juhola, 2019), B – Africa (van der Geest et al., 2019), C – Caribbean (Lashley and Warner, 2015), D – South Asia (Kusters and Wangdi, 2013; van der Geest and
Schindler, 2016; Bhowmik et al., 2021), E – Southeast Asia (Acosta et al., 2016; Beckman and Nguyen, 2016), F – Pacific the Small Island States (Gawith et al., 2016; Handmer
and Nalau, 2019), G – Global effect: Mountain Cryosphere (Huggel et al., 2019)). Presented examples are limited to the available peer-reviewed literature that focuses explicitly
on impacts that have been documented despite documented evidence that adaptation in relation to water hazards had previously been implemented. Section 4.3 provides a full
assessment of observed impacts across sectors and regions.
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A further increase in the frequency and/or intensity of water-related
extremes (Section 4.4) will also increase consequent risks and
associated losses and damages (Section 4.5), primarily for exposed
and vulnerable communities globally (Bouwer, 2019). After assessing
the future potential of currently available technologies to reduce
projected water-related climate impacts, there is evidence that
residual impacts will remain after adaptation for most adaptation
options and levels of warming, with increasing residual risks at higher
warming levels (Section 4.7.2). Financial, technical and legal support
will be needed when hard limits are transgressed and loss and damage
occurs (Mechler et al., 2020). Knowledge gaps remain regarding
quantified information on limits and constraints to adaptation in the
water sector.
In summary, institutional constraints (governance, institutions, policy),
including path dependency and financial and information constraints,
are the main challenge to adaptation implementation in the water sector
(high confidence). Water-related losses and damages that manifest
despite or beyond implemented adaptation have been observed across
world regions, primarily for exposed and vulnerable communities (high
confidence). Hard limits to adaptation due to limited water resources
will emerge for small islands (medium evidence, high agreement) and
regions dependent on glacier- and snowmelt (medium evidence, high
agreement).

4.7.5

4

Costs of Adaptation and Losses due to NonAdaptation

Estimating adaptation costs for climate change impacts on the various
water use sectors is vital for decision-making, budgeting, and resource
allocation (Chambwera et al., 2014). However, in AR5, studies on
adaptation costs for water were deemed to have ‘limited coverage’
and mainly focused on ‘isolated case studies’; costs in agriculture were
‘extremely limited’ (Chambwera et al., 2014).
One estimate on observed losses due to climate change from the
UK notes that almost 50% of freshwater thermal capacity is lost on
extreme high-temperature days, causing losses in the range of average
GBP 29–66 million/year (Byers et al., 2020). However, global estimates
of current losses because of climate change impacts on water resources
remain few. Most of the evidence is focused on projected damages
rather than actual ones (World Bank, 2016; Rozenberg and Fay, 2019).
Without adaptation, water-related impacts of climate change are
projected to reduce global GDP by 0.49% in 2050 under SSP3, with
significant regional variations for the Middle East (14%); Sahel (11.7%);
Central Asia (10.7%), and East Asia (7%) (World Bank, 2016). In Asia,
water-related impacts of climate change on all sectors of the economy
are projected to reduce GDP by 0.9% (in high-income Asia) to 2.7% (in
low-income Asia) by 2050 without adaptation or mitigation. Under the
A1B scenario, real GDP is projected to fall by 0.78% by 2030 in South Asia
(Ahmed and Suphachalasai, 2014). In Sub-Saharan Africa, damages from
floods in 2100 are projected at 0.5% of GDP under a 2°C temperature rise
without adaptation; and will be non-uniformly spread across countries
(Markandya, 2017; Dottori et al., 2018). In Europe, annual damages due
to coastal flooding are projected at €93 billion by 2100 under RCP8.5-
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SSP3 (Ciscar et al., 2018). Global direct damages from fluvial floods are
projected to rise to €1250 billion yr–1 under a 3°C global warming level
and SSP5 socioeconomic scenario (Dottori et al., 2018). A model-based
study of selected water-related sectors like fluvial and coastal flooding,
agricultural productivity of major crops, hydroelectric power generation,
and thermal power generation provides much conservative estimates of
GDP loss (Takakura et al., 2019). The study shows that without adaptation,
loss of global GDP could be 0.094% under RCP8.5 and SSP5 and 0.013%
under RCP2.6 and SSP1 scenarios in 2090 (2080–2099), with regional
values for Africa (0.017 to 0.286%), Asia (0.015 to 0.104%), Australasia
(-0.012 to 0.003%), North America (-0.002 to 0.005%) and South and
Central America (0.011 to 0.055%) (Takakura et al., 2019). So, while there
is general agreement about negative impacts on GDP due to water-related
risks in the future, the magnitude of GDP loss estimates varies substantially
and depends on various model assumptions (high confidence). Updating
costs while improving the modelling of uncertainties is essential for
evidence-based decision-making (Ginbo et al., 2020).
Costs of water-related infrastructure in adaptation have received
attention at the global and regional level to bridge the ‘adaptation gap’
(Hallegatte et al., 2018; UNEP, 2018; Dellink et al., 2019; GCA, 2019). For
example, (Rozenberg and Fay, 2019) estimated that subsidising capital
costs to extend irrigation to its full potential would cost 0.13% of the GDP
per year of low-and middle-income countries between 2015 and 2030.
The coastal and riverine protection cost was between 0.06% and 1% of
these countries’ GDP per year over the same period. Projected economic
damage due to coastal inundation was USD 169–482 billion in 2100
under RCP8.5-SSP3 without adaptation, but USD 43–203 billion cost to
raise dike height will reduce 40% of the total damage (Tamura et al.,
2019). Hard infrastructure for river floods, costing $4–9 billion yr–1, can
reduce damage by USD 22–74 billion yr–1 (Tanoue et al., 2021). Damages
are estimated to be up to six-time larger than the cost of implementing
efficient adaptation measures (H2020., 2014). (GCA, 2019) reported that
investing USD 1.8 trillion globally, for example, in early warning systems,
climate-resilient infrastructure; dryland crop production; mangrove
protection; and improving the resilience of water resources between
2020 and 2030 could generate USD 7.1 trillion in benefits.
Comparatively, less attention has been paid to low-regret options,
especially at the national and local levels. Conservation agriculture and
integrated production systems, early-warning systems, restoration of
wetlands, and zoning are postulated to have lower investment and lockin costs than engineering-based options (Mechler, 2016; Cronin et al.,
2018; Johnson et al., 2020). However, they require regular maintenance
and high technical and human capacity, which are likely to vary by
scale, location, and context (Chandra et al., 2018; Khanal et al., 2019;
Mutenje et al., 2019; Rahman and Hickey, 2019). Global studies suggest
improvements in returns on adaptation investments by delivering
better services and reducing water wastage through appropriate water
pricing and regulations (Damania et al., 2017; Bhave et al., 2018). For
example, under scenarios SSP1 and SSP3, water pricing and regulation
are projected to reverse losses in expected 2050 global GDP of 0.49%
to gains of 0.09%. GDP losses are projected to drastically reduce in the
Middle East, eliminated in the Sahel and Central Africa, and reversed
into gains in Central Asia and East Africa, with benefits concentrated
in worst-affected regions (World Bank, 2016). More local and national
studies are needed to identify low regret options and their benefits and
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Box 4.8 | Water-Energy-Food (WEF) Nexus Approaches for Managing Synergies and Trade-Offs
The WEF nexus is an approach that recognises that water, energy and food are linked in a complex web of relationships in the hydrological,
biological, social, and technological realms (D’Odorico et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2018b; Märker et al., 2018). For instance, agricultural
production requires significant energy inputs due to intensive groundwater pumping (Siddiqi and Wescoat, 2013; Gurdak, 2018; Putra
et al., 2020). Similarly, hydropower production often has trade-offs with irrigation, affecting food production, carbon emission and forest
protection (Meng et al., 2020). New technologies, such as desalination plants for urban water supply against future climate change and
drought, are also very energy-intensive (Caldera et al., 2018) (Box 4.5). Quantifying the complex interdependencies among food, energy
and water is critical to achieving the SDGs and reducing trade-offs (Liu et al., 2018a; Liu et al., 2018b; UN, 2019). A key benefit of the
nexus approach is to leverage the interconnection of WEF and achieve the most efficiency in the overall systems. Hence, this approach
allows for widening the set of salient stakeholders and, therefore, solution possibilities that may otherwise not be possible in singledomain efforts and helps connect these stakeholders to achieve synergistic goals (Ernst and Preston, 2017; Mercure et al., 2019).
The WEF nexus approach thus opens up possibilities for strategic interventions across sectors through a better understanding of
trade-offs (Albrecht et al., 2018). Policies and strategies aiming to cope with climate change may amplify rather than reduce negative
externalities and trade-offs within the nexus: low carbon transition, the shift to non-conventional water resources, and agricultural
intensification, all implemented to mitigate and adapt to climate change, are not always nexus-smart. Hence, a nexus approach that
integrates management and governance across these three sectors can enhance WEF security by minimising trade-offs and maximising
synergies between sectors. At the same time, renewable energy offers the opportunity to decouple water and food production from fossil
fuel supply, leading to several advantages from both a socioeconomic and environmental point of view (Cipollina et al., 2015; Pistocchi
et al., 2020). WEF nexus approaches can achieve overall system efficiency when maximising the use and recovery of water, energy,
nutrients and materials (Pistocchi et al., 2020; Tian et al., 2021). These types of holistic system thinking of WEF show promising strategies
to catalyse transformative changes. Suppose that the specific types and extent of WEF linkages in a region are well understood. In that
case, it becomes possible to intervene through one element to cause an effect on another connected component that may have proven
difficult for direct intervention (Mukherji, 2020).
Several challenges remain for sound operationalisation of the nexus, notably insufficient data, information and knowledge in understanding
the WEF inter-linkages and lack of systematic tools to address trade-offs involved in the nexus and to generate future projections (Liu
et al., 2017a; Liu et al., 2018b). There are recent signs of progress in developing models and tools for addressing the nexus trade-offs,
for example, the bioenergy–water nexus (Ai et al., 2020). There is a need to move beyond viewing the WEF nexus as a way of problem
identification to seek integrated solutions to interconnected problems.

actual costs (Blackburn and Pelling, 2018; Abedin et al., 2019; Brown
et al., 2019; Momblanch et al., 2019; Page and Dilling, 2020) (limited
evidence, high agreement).
In summary, climate change impacts on water resources are projected to
lower GDP in many low-and middle-income countries without adequate
adaptation measures (high confidence). However, estimating the exact
quantum of future GDP loss due to water-related impacts of climate
change is fraught with several methodological challenges. Adaptation
measures that focus on reducing water-related impacts of climate change
will help stem losses further. Still, more work needs to be done on actual
benefits and costs of adaptation strategies and residual impacts and risks
of delaying adaptation action (medium confidence). In addition, better
evidence on the costs and benefits of low-regret solutions, such as water
pricing, increasing water use efficiency through technology and service
improvements, and enhanced support for autonomous adaptation, is
also needed for informed decision-making (high confidence).

4.7.6

Trade-Offs and Synergies between Water-Related
Adaptation and Mitigation

In AR5, there was medium evidence and high agreement that some
adaptation and mitigation measures can lead to maladaptive outcomes,
such as a rise in GHG emissions, while further exacerbating water scarcity
leading to increased vulnerability to climate change, now or in the future
(Noble et al., 2014). In addition, SR1.5 (Hoegh-Guldberg et al., 2018; IPCC,
2018a) and SRCCL (IPCC, 2019b) reiterated the challenge of trade-offs
that may undermine sustainable development. Conversely, adaptation,
when framed and implemented appropriately, can synergistically reduce
emissions and enhance sustainable development.
Different mitigation pathways can either increase or decrease water
withdrawals or water consumption (or both, or either) depending on
the specific combination of mitigation technologies deployed (high
confidence) (Fricko et al., 2016; Jakob and Steckel, 2016; Mouratiadou
et al., 2016; Fujimori et al., 2017; Parkinson et al., 2019). For example,
the impacts of climate change mitigation on future global water
demand depend largely on assumptions regarding socioeconomic and
water policy conditions and range from reduction of 15,000 km3 to an
increase of more than 160,000 km3 by the end of century (Mouratiadou
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et al., 2016). This section assesses some of the mitigation and
adaptation measures from a water trade-off and synergy lens.
Solar pumps for irrigation are increasingly introduced where
conventional energy is not available (Senthil Kumar et al., 2020) or
supply is intermittent or expensive (Shah et al., 2018), for example, in
Africa (Schmitter et al., 2018), Europe (Rubio-Aliaga et al., 2016) and
South Asia (Sarkar and Ghosh, 2017). Solar pumps can replace diesel
and electric pumps (Rajan et al., 2020), potentially reduce 8–11% of
India’s carbon emissions (~45.3–62.3 MMT of CO2) attributable to
groundwater pumping while also boosting agricultural productivity
(Gupta, 2019). However, in the absence of incentives to deter
groundwater over-exploitation (Shah et al., 2018), solar pumps may
exacerbate groundwater depletion (Closas and Rap, 2017; Gupta, 2019)
(low evidence, medium agreement).
In many places, treatment and reuse of wastewater from urban
residential and industrial sources may be the principal supply
option under acute water scarcity (US EPA, 2017) and help reduce
other freshwater withdrawals (Tram Vo et al., 2014; Diaz-Elsayed
et al., 2019). While reuse may recover valuable nutrients, capture
energy as methane, and save water, effluent containing heavy
metals may degrade land and surface and groundwater quality
and pose a salinisation risk in semiarid regions (medium evidence,
high agreement). Agricultural reuse of poor-quality wastewater will
become increasingly necessary, but treatment is energy-intensive and
may contribute to further GHG emissions (Qadir et al., 2014; Salgot
and Folch, 2018) (Box 4.5).

4

Desalination of seawater or brackish water is an adaptation measure
in many coastal water-scarce regions (Hanasaki et al., 2016; Jones
et al., 2019). Solar desalination is developing rapidly, and it lessens the
carbon footprint of conventional, fossil-fuel-powered desalinisation
plants (Pouyfaucon and García-Rodríguez, 2018) (also see Box 4.5).
However, the desalinisation process is energy-intensive (Caldera et al.,
2018); it ejects brine that is difficult to manage inland, has high salinity
and other contaminants (Wilder et al., 2016) (medium evidence, high
agreement) (Box 4.5).
Negative-emission technologies, such as direct air capture (DAC) of
CO2, could reduce emissions up to 3 GtCO2/year by 2035, equivalent
to 7% of 2019 global emissions. However, they can increase net water
consumption by 35 km3 yr–1 in 2050 (Fuhrman et al., 2020) under
the low-overshoot emissions scenario. According to other estimates,
capturing 10 Gt CO2 could translate to water losses of 10–100 km3,
depending on the technology deployed and climatic conditions
(temperate vs. tropical) (Chapter 12, WGIII). Some DAC technologies
that include solid sorbents also produce water as a by-product, but not
in quantities that can offset total water losses (Beuttler et al., 2019;
Fasihi et al., 2019) (medium confidence).
Developing countries are projected to witness the highest increase in
future energy demand under 2°C global warming leading to significant
increases in water use for energy production (Fricko et al., 2016)
(Section 4.5.2). Results from a simulation study on retrofitting coalfired power plants built after 2000 with carbon capture and storage
(CCS) technologies show an increase in global water consumption,
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currently at 9.66 km3 yr–1, by 31–50% (to 12.66 km3 yr–1 and 14.47 km3
yr–1, respectively) depending on the cooling and CCS technology
deployed, and hence are best deployed in locations which are not
water scarce (Rosa et al., 2020c) (medium confidence). In Asia, the
near-term mitigation scenario with high CCS deployment increases
the average regional water withdrawal intensity of coal generation
by 50–80% compared to current withdrawals (Wang et al., 2019b).
Carbon can be ‘scrubbed’ from thermoelectric power plant emissions
and injected for storage in deep geological strata (Turner et al., 2018),
but this can lead to pollution of deep aquifers (Chen et al., 2021) and
have health consequences (low confidence).
Bio-energy crop with carbon capture and storage (BECCS) involves
CO2 sequestration as biofuel or forest bioenergy (Creutzig et al., 2015).
BECCS has profound implications for water resources (Ai et al., 2020),
depending on factors including the scale of deployment, land use, and
other local conditions. Evaporative losses from biomass irrigation and
thermal bioelectricity generation are projected to peak at 183 km3
yr–1 in 2050 under a low overshoot scenario (Fuhrman et al., 2020).
(Senthil Kumar et al., 2020) projected that while BECCS strategies
like irrigating biomass plantations can limit global warming by the
end of the 21st century to 1.5°C, this will double the global area and
population living under severe water stress compared to the current
baseline. Both BECCS (Muratori et al., 2016) and DAC can significantly
impact food prices via demand for land and water (Fuhrman et al.,
2020). The direction and magnitude of price movement will depend on
future carbon prices, while vulnerable people in the Global South will
be most severely affected (medium evidence, high agreement).
Afforestation and reforestation are considered one of the most
cost-effective ways of storing carbon. An additional 0.9 billion ha
of canopy cover in suitable locations could store 205 Gt of carbon
(Bastin et al., 2019), but this estimate is deemed unrealistic.
Aggressive afforestation and reforestation efforts can result in
trade-offs between biodiversity, carbon sequestration, and water
use (Smith et al., 2008). In northern China, ecological restoration
by regreening drylands resulted in several environmental and
social benefits (Mirzabaev et al., 2019) but also led to increased
freshwater use in some pockets (Zhao et al., 2020). Afforestation
and reforestation with appropriate broad-leaf species in temperate
Europe (Schwaab et al., 2020) can offer water quality and quantityrelated benefits, mitigate extreme heat, and buffer against drought
(Staal et al., 2018). A global assessment on forest and water showed
that forests influence the overall water cycle, including downstream
water availability via rainfall-runoff dynamics and downwind water
availability via recycled rainfall effects (Creed and van Noordwijk,
2018). The study concluded that afforestation and reforestation
should be concentrated (Ellison et al., 2017) in water-abundant
locations (to offset downstream impacts) and where transpiration
can potentially be captured downwind as precipitation (Creed et al.,
2019) (Cross-Chapter Box NATURAL in Chapter 2). Overall, extensive
BECCS and afforestation/reforestation deployment can alter the
water cycle at regional scales (high confidence) (Cross-Chapter
Box 5.1 in Chapter 5, WGI, (Canadell et al., 2021)).
On the other hand, demand-side mitigation options, such as dietary
changes to more plant-based diets, reduced food waste (Aleksandrowicz
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et al., 2016; Springmann et al., 2018; Kim et al., 2020), can reduce water
use (medium evidence, high agreement).
In summary, many adaptation and mitigation measures have synergistic
or maladaptive consequences for water use, depending on associated
incentives, policies, and governance that guide their deployment.
Many mitigation measures have a considerable water footprint
(high confidence), which must be managed in socially and politically
acceptable ways to reduce the water intensity of mitigation while
increasing synergies with sustainable development (medium evidence,
high agreement).

4.8

Enabling Principles for Achieving Water
Security, Sustainable and Climate
Resilient Development Through Systems
Transformations

Sustainable development is a global policy priority and commitment,
as is keeping temperatures well below 2°C as per the Paris Agreement.
Water is central to almost all SDGs (Box 4.1). Water is explicitly referred
to in SDG6 (clean water and sanitation) and SDG11 (sustainable
communities and cities) (UN, 2015) (Section 4.1). SDG1 (no poverty)
is statistically linked to SDG6 (clean water and sanitation) (Pradhan,
2019), since reducing poverty can help increase adaptive capacity in
line with the Paris Agreement adaptation goals (see Chapter 1 and
Chapter 18). SDG2 (zero hunger) cannot be achieved without access to
adequate water for agriculture. Meeting SDG3 (health and well-being)
will rely on access to basic infrastructure like water and sanitation
(Delany-Crowe et al., 2019; see Cross-Chapter Box HEALTH in Chapter
7, Sections 4.3.3, 4.3.5), while SDG7 (affordable and clean energy)
will need water for hydropower production under a changing climate
(Berga, 2016; Byers et al., 2016) (Section 4.5.2). Meeting SDG11
(sustainable cities and communities) will require reducing the impacts
from water-related disasters.
Water is also fundamental to all systems transitions, namely, transitions
in energy, industrial, land and ecosystem and urban systems. Within
energy and industrial system transitions, water stress for electricity
generation has already caused impacts (Section 4.3.2). Therefore, water
efficiency measures are increasingly applied in both energy and industrial
systems with benefits for mitigation and adaptation (Section 4.6.3).
Water is inextricably entwined with land and ecosystems transitions,
with forested areas and ecosystems being integral components of the
water cycle, regulating streamflow, fostering groundwater recharge
and contributing to atmospheric water recycling (Takata and Hanasaki,
2020) (Section 4.2). However, mitigation action of large afforestation,
can have negative water impacts (Cross-Chapter Box 1 in Chapter 5
of WGI report, 4.7.6), making it imperative to consider water footprint
of land- and forest-based mitigation (Muricho et al., 2019; Seddon
et al., 2020) (Section 4.7.6). Sustainable forest management and NBS
are promising alternatives for good water management (Muricho
et al., 2019; Seddon et al., 2020). Water will also play a crucial role in
sustainable urban transitions. Cities are already facing water-related
impacts (Section 4.3.4), which are projected to intensify with every
degree of global warming (Flörke et al., 2018; Nazemi and Madani,
2018) (Section 4.5.4). Mitigation and adaptation measures in urban

spaces, such as green infrastructure (Liu and Jensen, 2018), sustainable
water supply management through recycling of wastewater and storm
water runoff (Box 4.5) and NbS like sponge cities, are fundamentally
about water (Box 4.6).
Thus, water remains central to achieving SDGs and will play a fundamental
role in systems transitions needed for climate resilient development. We
outline a set of seven enabling principles that are needed to achieving
water security and will also help in achieving SDGs and facilitate systems
transitions.

4.8.1

Appropriate Technologies

AR5 concluded that successful adaptation across all sectors depends
on access to technology, and technology transfer can play an essential
role in building up adaptive capacity (Noble et al., 2014). SR1.5
discussed the role of efficient irrigation technologies in adaptation (de
Coninck et al., 2018).
Technologies that reduce carbon emissions by promoting the efficient
use of water can support successful adaptation (Biagini et al., 2014),
provided they do not have adverse distributional outcomes (medium
evidence, high agreement). Water management in agriculture has long
seen the use of technology. For example, the use of technology to improve
access to water, for example, through the diffusion of groundwater
pumps in the 1970s in South Asia, had several livelihood benefits, but
made agriculture more carbon-intensive (Zaveri et al., 2016). More
recently, technology has been used to improve water use efficiency
in agriculture through the adoption of drip and sprinkler irrigation
(Zhuo and Hoekstra, 2017; Grafton et al., 2018), and the use of the
Internet of Things (IoT) (Keswani et al., 2019). In addition, innovations
to reuse water through various wastewater recovery technologies
(Diaz-Elsayed et al., 2019; Capodaglio, 2020), create potable water
through desalinisation (Caldera et al., 2018) and reuse of wastewater in
agriculture (Salgot and Folch, 2018) are also on the rise (Box 4.5). Solar
technologies are increasingly used for irrigation, wastewater recovery,
desalinisation and water harvesting (Algarni et al., 2018; Pouyfaucon
and García-Rodríguez, 2018; Tu et al., 2018; Zhao F. et al., 2020). Machine
learning and artificial intelligence technologies (Doorn, 2021) have
started being used in many water-use sectors, such as urban settings
(Nie et al., 2020), wastewater management (Abdallah et al., 2020; Ben
Ammar et al., 2020) and agricultural water management, but mostly
in high-income countries mostly on an experimental basis (Tsang and
Jim, 2016; González Perea et al., 2018). Technology is being increasingly
used in hydrological sciences for measurements and monitoring
(SM4.1), as well as for creating comprehensive hydrometeorological
warning systems (Funk et al., 2015). Lack of technology and knowledge
transfer, especially related to remote sensing, is an adaptation barrier in
states with less resources (Funk et al., 2015).
Adoption of technologies depends on the availability of finance
(Section 4.8.2).The effectiveness of technology in reducing climate-related
risks depends on its appropriateness to the local context (Biagini et al.,
2014; Mfitumukiza et al., 2020) and other factors, including institutional
and governance frameworks (high confidence). Water technologies
can also have unintended outcomes, leading to maladaptation in
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some cases. For example, efficient irrigation technologies like drip and
sprinkler irrigation, while reducing water application rates per unit of
land, can increase overall water extraction by increasing total land
under irrigation (van der Kooij et al., 2013; Grafton et al., 2018; Mpanga
and Idowu, 2021). Water-related technologies can also have adverse
distributional outcomes when gains from technology adoption accrue
disproportionately to a small section of the population; for example,
only rich and male farmers can adopt high-cost technologies like solar
irrigation pumps (Gupta, 2019) (medium confidence).
In summary, technology is an important part of water adaptation
response, and outcomes of technology adoption are mediated through
other societal factors, including institutions, governance frameworks
and equity and justice issues (medium evidence, high agreement).

4.8.2

Adequate and Appropriate Financing

Although AR5 did not explicitly mention finance for water-related
adaptation actions, it considered urban adaptation (Revi et al., 2014)
and risk financing (Arent et al., 2014). SR1.5 (de Coninck et al., 2018)
discussed governance and finance limitations, while SRCCL discussed
finance in adapting to floods and droughts (Hurlbert et al., 2019).

4

Mitigation garners the significant share of committed climate finance.
For example, of the total USD 15.4 billion climate finance commitments
through ‘green bonds’, 79% accrued to mitigation and the rest to
adaptation (World Bank, 2017). However, within adaptation finance,
water garners a significant share of adaptation funds, with 13% of
the Adaptation Fund’s investments were for water management,
12% for coastal management and 10% for disaster risk reduction
(Adaptation Fund, 2018). Similarly, within the urban adaptation
landscape, which got ~3–5% of total adaptation finance flows of USD
30.8 billion tracked in 2017–2018 (Richmond et al., 2021), water and
wastewater management projects received the largest share of urban
adaptation finance (USD 761 million annually) followed by disaster
risk management (USD 323 million) (Richmond et al., 2021). However,
more frequent tracking of public financing is required, with a greater
focus on transparency and accountability (Ciplet et al., 2018; Khan
et al., 2020) and justice and social equity (Emrich et al., 2020) (also see
Cross-Chapter Box FINANCE in Chapter 17).
Private financing remains a minor source of adaptation financing
(World Bank, 2019). Around 39% of green bonds issued in 2017
were for water, wastewater and solid waste management (World
Bank, 2017). In 2018, USD 100.5 billion of water-themed bonds
were issued, mainly in Europe (63%), the Asia Pacific (19.6%) and
North America (14.9%) (Filkova et al., 2018; World Bank, 2019). Such
financing focuses on returns and scale (Cholibois, 2020), and as such,
local needs, especially those of the poor, may not be adequately
represented (Manuamorn et al., 2020; Williams, 2020) (medium
confidence).
COVID-19 will probably affect adaptation financing in water. Countries
will be fiscally stretched to finance public investments domestically
and through international development aid (Barbier and Burgess,
2020). However, investments in flood and drought management
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(Phillips et al., 2020) and water and sanitation (Armitage and Nellums,
2020b; Bhowmick et al., 2020) are critical for building resilience
against pandemics, and are also crucial elements of adaptation in
water. Therefore, integrated approaches that achieve both goals need
to be deployed (Barbier and Burgess, 2020; Newell and Dale, 2020)
(Box 4.4., Cross-Chapter Box COVID in Chapter 7).
In summary, water garners a significant share of public and private
adaptation funds (high confidence). However, current COVID-19related cuts in adaptation financing may further impede developing
countries’ ability to invest in adequate water adaptation.

4.8.3

Gender, Equity and Social Justice

SR1.5 acknowledged that the adaptive capacity of a population was
going to reduce with each degree of warming and that vulnerability to
climate change was due to gender, race and level of education, which
can compound existing and future vulnerabilities (IPCC, 2018a).
Gender, class, race, age, physical ability and educational level determine
access to water and financial and societal resources, potentially
adverting climate-induced water hazards, reducing vulnerability and
facilitating adaptation. However, insufficient attention has been given
to the role of improving equity in access to water (Abedin et al., 2019;
Eakin et al., 2020). Not all water adaptation strategies are accessible
to the poorest, who may turn to maladaptive strategies if their access
to water is negatively affected (Eakin et al., 2016). Consequently,
there have been calls for mainstreaming equity considerations into
adaptation (Blackburn and Pelling, 2018) (medium evidence, high
agreement). It has been shown that people living in poverty, racial
minorities and those ageing are more vulnerable to climate-induced
water hazards and that their adaptive capacity is limited (Szewrański
et al., 2018; Winsemius et al., 2018; Nyantakyi-Frimpong, 2020; Erwin
et al., 2021). Among these categories, gender is the one that has been
most analysed in the context of water and climate change.
Women’s water rights are hampered by societal patriarchal norms
that prevent women from accessing water and participating in water
management. Gender power relations effectively limit women’s
decision-making power, mobility and access to resources, including
water, which makes them more vulnerable to climate-related hazards
(Caretta and Börjeson, 2015; Djoudi et al., 2016; Sultana, 2018; Yadav
and Lal, 2018). In most societies in developing countries, women and
girls are in charge of fetching water. The necessity of water collection
takes away time from income-generating activities and education (high
confidence) (Fontana and Elson, 2014; Kookana et al., 2016; Yadav and
Lal, 2018). In addition, the distances women and girls would have
to walk as a result of growing water scarcity due to climate change
may increase (limited evidence, high confidence) (Becerra et al., 2016)
(Sections 4.3.3, 4.5.3). Numerous studies substantiate a male bias in
information access, employment opportunities, resource availability
and decision-making in water-related adaptation measures (Huynh
and Resurreccion, 2014; Sinharoy and Caruso, 2019).
Although women are often depicted as victims of climate changeinduced water scarcity (Huynh and Resurreccion, 2014; Djoudi
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et al., 2016; Gonda, 2016; Yadav and Lal, 2018), they are also
proactive adaptation actors (Singh and Singh, 2015) (Cross-Chapter
Box GENDER in Chapter 18). Notably, women are not a homogenous
group, and local gender roles are not immutable or generalisable (Carr
and Thompson, 2014; Djoudi et al., 2016; Gonda, 2016; Sultana, 2018).
Coping responses and adaptation mechanisms to climate change are
profoundly gendered. Women and men approach the diversification of
agricultural and pastoral livelihoods differently in response to climate
change (Caretta and Börjeson, 2015; Kankwamba et al., 2018; Singh
et al., 2018; Basupi et al., 2019). For example, reliance on women’s
self-help groups and associations has proven successful in ensuring
women’s participation in decision-making in adaptation interventions
as a response to climate change-induced shifting precipitation patterns
and increasing droughts (Chu, 2017; Mersha and van Laerhoven, 2018;
Phuong et al., 2018; Walch, 2019). Studies feature water harvesting,
crop diversification, cash transfer programmes and food subsidies as
adaptation measures that enhance gender equality. Adaptation to
climate change in these instances promoted gender equality because
it allowed women to reap the benefits of these new measures in terms
of economic and health well-being (Tesfamariam and Hurlbert, 2017;
Lindoso et al., 2018; Walch, 2019).
Meanwhile, adaptation interventions such as drip irrigation, the
adoption of more labour-intensive crops and livelihood diversification
through male out-migration have proven to increase women’s burden
(Caretta and Börjeson, 2015; Kattumuri et al., 2017). Hence, a lack of
gender-sensitive analysis before implementing water management
projects can lead to maladaptation and increase gender vulnerability
(Phan et al., 2019; Eriksen et al., 2021) (high confidence).
Acknowledging and understanding the implications of climate-related
water adaptation policies in terms of equity and justice is a prerequisite
for ensuring their legitimacy and inclusiveness and promotes social justice
(Carr and Thompson, 2014; Djoudi et al., 2016; Jost et al., 2016; Sultana,
2018). Furthermore, integrating the principle of gender inclusivity in
adaptation is morally and ethically appropriate and effective because
women hold much of the local and TK in many agricultural communities
and can fruitfully provide insights on how to design and implement
adaptation responses (Fauconnier et al., 2018; James, 2019).
In summary, there is high confidence that the effects of climate
change-induced water insecurity are not evenly felt across populations.
Particularly vulnerable groups are women, children, disabled and
Indigenous Peoples whose ability to access adequate water is limited
and varies across race, ethnicity and caste. Equity and justice are
central to climate change adaptation and sustainable development, as
the world’s poorest people and countries feel the adverse impacts of a
changing climate most acutely. These groups can become even more
vulnerable due to adaptation actions that are not equitable.

4.8.4

Inclusion of Indigenous Knowledge and Local
Knowledge

AR5 concluded that there is robust evidence that mutual integration
and co-production of local, traditional and scientific knowledge increase
adaptive capacity and reduce vulnerability (Adger and Pulhin, 2014).

SROCC stated with medium confidence that IKLK provide contextspecific and socioculturally relevant understandings for effective climate
change responses and policies (Abram et al., 2019). SRCCL found that
IKLK contribute to enhancing resilience against climate change and
combating desertification (medium confidence). The combination of IKLK
with new sustainable land management techniques, SRCCL stated with
high confidence, can contribute to raising resilience to the challenges of
climate change and desertification (Mirzabaev et al., 2019).
There is high confidence that adaptation efforts benefit from the
inclusion of IKLK (Mustonen et al., 2021). IKLK can inform how climate
change impacts and risks are understood and experienced. Holders of
IKLK can also help to develop place-based and culturally appropriate
adaptation strategies that meet their community’s expectations
(Comberti et al., 2019; Martinez Moscoso, 2019) (Cross-Chapter
Box INDIG in Chapter 18).
There is high confidence that genuine partnerships with Indigenous
Peoples and local communities can assist in decolonising approaches
to freshwater management (Arsenault et al., 2019; Wilson et al., 2019),
which recognise the importance of knowledge that is not grounded
on the technocratic division between nature and society (Goldman
et al., 2018). There is also high confidence that Indigenous Peoplesled freshwater management can facilitate culturally inclusive decisionmaking and collaborative planning processes at the local and national
levels (Somerville, 2014; Harmsworth et al., 2016; Parsons et al., 2017).
However, market-based models of water rights regimes can impede
the ability of Indigenous Peoples to exercise their rights and deploy
traditional ecological knowledge regarding freshwater protection
(Nursey-Bray and Palmer, 2018) (medium evidence, high agreement).
Community-led actions and restoration measures are helping to
ameliorate climate impacts and provide ‘safe havens’ to affected
freshwater species (high confidence). For example, the Skolt Sámi
of Finland have introduced adaptation measures to aid survival of
culturally significant Atlantic salmon stocks in the Näätämö watershed.
Atlantic salmon had declined as northern pike, which preys on juvenile
salmon, expanded its range in response to warmer water temperatures.
Indigenous co-management measures included increasing the catch of
pike and documenting important sites (such as lost spawning beds)
to ensure that ecological restoration encourages further habitat and
increased salmon reproduction (Pecl et al., 2017; Mustonen and
Feodoroff, 2018).
Community-led applications of IKLK in conjunction with external
knowledge and funding can improve water security (high confidence).
For example, Borana pastoralists in Ethiopia (Iticha and Husen, 2019)
and Ati and Suludnon people (Philippines) (Nelson et al., 2019) utilise
both IK and technical information for weather forecasting, while
Calanguya people (Philippines) collaborated with local government
and nongovernmental organisations (NGOs) to diversify crops and
protect the watershed (Gabriel and Mangahas, 2017). With assistance
from municipalities, Indigenous Peoples are rehabilitating springs and
traditional water wells in Bangladesh hill tracts (Sultana et al., 2019) and
Micronesia (McLeod et al., 2019). In response to changing cryospheric
conditions in the Peruvian Andes, indigenous Quechua farmers use IK and
technical information in community-led research to preserve biocultural
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knowledge and emblematic crops (Sayre et al., 2017). In Galena, Alaska
(USA), a flood-preparedness and response programme has benefitted
from the long-term cooperation between emergency management
and tribal officials (Kontar et al., 2015) (12.5.3.2 Main concepts and
approaches). IKLK can enhance the visibility of Indigenous Peoples
and local communities that are excluded from official decision-making
processes. In southwest Burkina Faso, for example, Indigenous Peoples
are using IKLK to balance (and sometimes resist) official technical
estimates of water availability, which enhances their political visibility
and enables them to address water scarcity (Roncoli et al., 2019).
There are structural and institutional challenges in knowledge coproduction between holders of IKLK and ‘technical’ knowledge. These
challenges include issues of water rights, language, extractive research
practices (Ford et al., 2016; Simms et al., 2016; Stefanelli et al., 2017;
Arsenault et al., 2019) and colonial uses of IKLK (Castleden et al., 2017),
which can produce distrust among holders of IKLK (David-Chavez and
Gavin, 2018). In addition, some IK is sacred and cannot be shared with
outsiders (Sanderson et al., 2015).

4

In summary, IKLK are dynamic and have developed over time to
adapt to climate and environmental change in culturally specific and
place-based ways (high confidence). Ethical co-production between
holders of IKLK and technical knowledge is a key enabling condition
for successful adaptation measures and strategies pertaining to water
security, as well as other areas (medium evidence, high agreement).
Knowledge co-production is a vital and developing approach to the
water-related impacts of climate change that recognises the culture,
agency and concerns of Indigenous Peoples and local communities. It
is critical to developing effective, equitable and meaningful strategies
for addressing the water-related impacts of global warming (CrossChapter Box INDIG in Chapter 18).

4.8.5

Participative, Cooperative and Bottom-Up
Engagement

Participation, cooperation and bottom-up engagement are critical
to optimal adaptation (medium evidence, high agreement). There is
high confidence that many of the countries and social groups most
threatened by climate change have contributed the least to global
emissions and do not have not the resources to adapt. Effective
participation of these actors in climate change adaptation planning in
the water sector can contribute to more just adaptation actions (high
confidence).
There is medium evidence and high agreement that optimal adaptation
depends critically on inter-state cooperation (Banda, 2018), which in
turn requires trust and norms of reciprocity among all those involved
(Ostrom, 2014). Reciprocity is central to international cooperation on
climate change, where actors are more inclined to cooperate when
they perceive that the expected outcome will be fair in terms of costs
and benefits of implementation (Keohane and Oppenheimer, 2016).
Indeed, cooperation at the international level is less probable to occur
if participants do not trust each other (Hamilton and Lubell, 2018).
In climate-related water adaptation, transboundary cooperation is
essential, as 60% of global freshwater resources contained in 276
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river and lake basins are shared between countries (Timmerman et al.,
2017). Yet, more than 50% of the world’s 310 international river basins
lack any type of cooperative framework (McCracken and Meyer, 2018).
SDG6 on water and sanitation includes a specific indicator (6.5.2)
to assess cooperation over transboundary waters. While the
methodology for measuring this indicator is debated, it is clear that
its composition will influence international and national water policy
and law (McCracken and Meyer, 2018) and possibly help build an
environment of trust among riparian states. Moreover, although the
2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (A/RES/70/1) makes it
clear that without the participation of local communities (e.g., SDG6,
Target 6b) and women (e.g., SDG5, Target 5.5), the SDGs will not be
met; the involvement of these actors in formal water governance
processes and water management is still limited (Fauconnier et al.,
2018). This is due partly to the absence, in many regions of the
world, of adequate legal, regulatory and institutional frameworks
for effective stakeholder participation, partly to the influence of local
social and cultural contexts, which can discourage inclusive water
governance (Andajani-Sutjahjo et al., 2015; Dang, 2017). Yet, inclusion
and effective participation in bottom-up decision-making processes
of those disproportionately affected by climate change—including
women and Indigenous Peoples—is particularly important to ensure
the legitimacy and inclusiveness of the decision-making process
and the design of socially just adaptation actions (Shi et al., 2016).
Moreover, incentives for bottom-up and participative decision-making
in the water sector can facilitate effective stakeholder engagement
(OECD, 2015), which helps build public confidence and trust in water
governance.

4.8.6

Polycentric Water Governance

SR1.5 concluded with high confidence that cooperation and coordinated
actions at various governance levels are vital to ensuring participation,
transparency, capacity building and learning among different actors
(IPCC, 2018a). According to SRCCL, adaptive governance builds on
multi-level and polycentric governance (Hurlbert et al., 2019), where
efforts taken by multiple actors across different scales provide learning
opportunities for all (Hurlbert, 2018).
Polycentrism is characterised by the absence of a unique centre of
authority. Therefore, the legitimacy of the decisions taken by multiple
decision-makers at different levels of water governance derives from
the perceived fairness of the decision-making process (Baldwin et al.,
2018) and the inclusion of women, Indigenous Peoples and young
people (Iza, 2019) (medium confidence). Evidence-based approaches
can also enhance the legitimacy of polycentric governance (Boelens
et al., 2015; Arriagada et al., 2018) by generating knowledge to
support localised and multi-leveled decision-making, as in the case
of water user communities in Peru (Buytaert et al., 2014; Buytaert
et al., 2016).
The advantages of polycentric approaches to climate governance
include improved communication, inclusiveness, consensus and better
outcomes (Ostrom, 2014; Cole, 2015; Keohane and Victor, 2016;
Morrison et al., 2017; Tormos-Aponte and García-López, 2018) (high
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agreement). However, polycentric governance systems require crossscale information sharing, coordination and democratic participation
to work appropriately (Pahl-Wostl and Knieper, 2014; Carlisle and
Gruby, 2017; Morrison et al., 2017; Biesbroek and Lesnikowski, 2018;
Frey et al., 2021) (high confidence). For example, efficient information
sharing has been necessary to implement groundwater governance in
transboundary contexts (Albrecht et al., 2017).
Empirical studies that examined the potential of polycentric
governance to address water challenges in the face of climate change
showed that polycentrism could encourage and support participatory,
decentralised and deliberative adaptation. These, in turn, can produce
better environmental outcomes and improve water governance
outcomes (high confidence). Polycentric water governance can be an
effective enabler for adaptation when it ensures interconnectedness
with multiple public and private actors across the different sectors
(e.g., irrigation users, domestic users, industrial users, watershed
institutions, etc.) and across different levels (e.g., local, regional and
national governments) to help come up with well-coordinated water
adaptation responses (high confidence) (Pahl-Wostl and Knieper, 2014;
McCord et al., 2017; Baldwin et al., 2018; Hamilton and Lubell, 2018;
Kellner et al., 2019).
Questions remain about the extent to which polycentrism can result
in either greater climate justice or exacerbate existing inequalities
due, for example, to existing power inequalities which may affect the
performance and effectiveness of a polycentric system (Pahl-Wostl
and Knieper, 2014; Morrison et al., 2017; Hamilton and Lubell, 2018;
Okereke, 2018). For instance, historical inequities and injustices due
to settler colonialism and top-down water policies, governance and
laws (Collins et al., 2017; Arsenault et al., 2018; Johnson et al., 2018;
Robison et al., 2018) have resulted in long-term water insecurity in
many indigenous communities in North America (Simms et al., 2016;
Medeiros et al., 2017; Conroy-Ben and Richard, 2018; Diver, 2018;
Emanuel, 2018) (high confidence) (Section 4.6.9). Additionally, studies
highlight that power dynamics can undermine the success of those
initiatives. For example, in the Sao Paulo water crisis, polycentric
governance did not fully realise its potential when it was guided by
authoritarian governance favouring political interests over social,
territorial and environmental justice (Frey et al., 2021). Likewise, in
the Thau basin (France), the most important and influential actors
shaped policy measures in response to climate change, thus limiting
the potential for radical changes in water use (Aubin et al., 2019).
In summary, polycentric governance can enable improved water
governance and effective climate change adaptation (medium
confidence). However, it can also exacerbate existing inequalities as
long as less powerful actors, such as women, Indigenous Peoples and
young people, are not adequately involved in the decision-making
process (high confidence).

4.8.7

Strong Political Support

towards limiting global warming to 1.5°C (de Coninck et al., 2018).
As the IPCC SROCC (IPCC, 2019a) and SRCCL (Shukla et al., 2019)
suggest, limited institutional support can challenge adaptation efforts
in water management.
Climate adaptation planning approaches can be constrained by
several economic, institutional, developmental and political barriers
(Anguelovski et al., 2014; Eisenack et al., 2014), including strong
political support, that is, the lack of collective willingness to take
action. Despite the ongoing accumulation of scientific evidence as to
the seriousness of the impact of climate change on water resources,
state action has not always been effective. There are now a rising
number of case laws addressing the state’s failure to implement
adaptation policies and resultant climate change litigation (Setzer
and Vanhala, 2019; Peel and Osofsky, 2020), including in the water
sector, as in the leading case Leghari v Federation of Pakistan (2015
WP. No. 25501/201), in which a farmer sued the national government
for failure to carry out national climate change policies impacting on
the constitutional right to life (Preston, 2016).
The 2015 Paris Agreement made a significant impact on the status
quo, with almost all the countries agreeing to limit global warming
to 2°C or less. The preparation of NDCs under the Paris Agreement
contributed positively to national climate policies and helped focus on
the centrality of water in adaptation planning (Röser et al., 2020). In
total, 92% of countries that mention adaptation in NDCs also include
water (GWP, 2018). Low-income countries make specific reference to
rain-fed or irrigated agriculture and livestock. In contrast, middle- and
high-income countries include developing management, governance
mechanisms and increased disaster risk reduction in their NDC pledges
(GWP, 2018). Floods were the critical climate hazards identified in
the adaptation components of NDCs, followed by droughts (85 out
of 137 countries for floods and 80 out of 137 for drought). Also, the
water sector was identified as the top priority sector for adaptation
actions in the NDCs for 118 out of 137 countries, followed closely by
the agricultural sector with 100 out 137 (GWP, 2018) based on data
from UNFCCC (2017). Many developing countries have included
quantitative targets for adaptation in the water sector (Pauw et al.,
2018). Similarly, water-related impacts and adaptation often feature
prominently in NAPs (DEFRA, 2018).
Evidence suggests that adaptation failure in the water sector is due
to policy and regulatory failures (Keohane and Victor, 2016; Oberlack
and Eisenack, 2018; Javeline et al., 2019), reflecting political myopia
(Muller, 2018; Empinotti et al., 2019; Pralle, 2019) (high confidence).
International donors and supranational/transnational legislation
(e.g., EU law) can support the capacity of national and sub-national
governments to act and remove possible barriers to the effective
implementation of climate change adaptation policies in the water
sector, including obstacles posed due to lack of financial support
for the developing countries (Massey et al., 2014; Tilleard and Ford,
2016; Biesbroek et al., 2018; Rahman and Tosun, 2018) (medium
confidence).

According to AR5 (Jiménez Cisneros et al., 2014), barriers to adaptation
in the water sector include lack of institutional capacity, which, together
with political support, constitutes one of the feasibility dimensions
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Frequently Asked Questions

FAQ 4.1 | What is water security, and how will climate change affect it?
Water is essential for all societal and ecosystems needs. Water security is multi-dimensional and not just about water availability. Water
needs to be available in sufficient quantity and quality and needs to be accessible in an acceptable form. Accordingly, a situation of water
security indicates the availability and accessibility of sufficient clean water to allow a population to sustainably ensure its livelihoods, health,
socioeconomic development and political stability. Many socioeconomic factors, such as population growth and food consumption patterns,
play an important role in determining water security. Still, climate change is increasingly shown to be an important contributor to water
insecurity worldwide, with some regions more at risk than others.
Climate change can affect these different dimensions of water security in different ways. Most directly, climate
change is affecting the overall availability of water across regions and during important seasons. More extended
periods of dry spells and droughts are already affecting water availability, especially in the arid areas of India,
China, the USA and Africa. Other extremes, such as heavy precipitation and flooding, can affect water quality,
making water unsafe for drinking, for example. In coastal regions and small islands, the combined effects of higher
sea levels and more intense storms affect water security by increasing the salinisation of groundwater resources.
Indirect effects of climate change on water security include impacts on infrastructure for the provision and recovery
of water resources, which can affect the safe access to adequate water resources, both in terms of quality and
quantity.
In terms of assessing the extent of water scarcity, studies estimate that currently, between 1.5 and 2.5 billion
people live within areas exposed to water scarcity globally. These numbers are projected to increase continuously,
with estimates of up to 3 billion at 2°C and up to 4 billion at 4°C by 2050. Many socioeconomic factors, such as
population growth and food consumption patterns, determine water scarcity. Still, climate is increasingly shown to
be an important component that drives scarcity across the world. Water scarcity is often a seasonal occurrence, and
climate change is projected to increase seasonal extremes. Often, consecutive years with drier conditions lead to a
long-term decrease in groundwater tables, affecting water availability directly and soil moisture in the longer term.
As an essential component of water security, climate change will affect water quality in different ways. Drier
conditions lead to a reduction in water availability, causing a potential increase in the concentration of contaminants.
Increasing runoff and floods can wash pollutants into water bodies. With climate change projected to increase the
variability of rain over space and time, such impacts on water quality are becoming increasingly likely. Higher
temperatures add to deteriorating water quality by reducing oxygen levels.

4

Another critical component to ensure secure access to water resources is adequate water infrastructure for access,
disposal and sanitation. Unfortunately, increasing extremes due to climate change, especially floods and increasing
storm activity, have great potential to damage such infrastructure, especially in developing world regions, where
infrastructure is much more susceptible to damage and pollution.
There are substantial differences in the distribution of risks across regions, with some areas facing a much higher
risk burden than others. Also, projections of the potential impacts of climate change on water security vary across
regions. However, patterns of projected water-related extremes are emerging more clearly globally with increasing
confidence.
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FAQ 4.2 | Which places are becoming wetter and which are becoming drier, and what risks do these bring to
people?
Due to climate change, substantial numbers of people are now living in climates with average precipitation levels significantly different to the
average over the 20th century. Nearly half a billion people are living in unfamiliar wet conditions, mostly in mid- and high latitudes, and over
160 million people are living in unfamiliar dry conditions, mostly in the tropics and subtropics. In addition to changes in average precipitation,
precipitation patterns over time are also changing, as well as river flows. Societal impacts and increased risks from both wetter and drier
conditions are starting to emerge.
Some parts of the world are becoming wetter, and some are becoming drier, in terms of either changes in precipitation
and/or the water available in the soil, in rivers or underground. Soil moisture, river water and groundwater are
affected by changes in precipitation and also by changes in evaporation, which is affected by temperature and by
uptake by vegetation.
All these factors are affected by climate change. Rising temperatures drive higher evaporation, which dries the
landscape, although this can be offset in some areas by reduced uptake of water from the soil by plants in response
to rising CO2 concentrations. A warming climate brings more precipitation overall, although changes in global wind
patterns mean that some areas are seeing less precipitation.
As a result, substantial numbers of people are now living in climates with average precipitation levels significantly
different to the average over the 20th century. Nearly half a billion people are living in unfamiliar wet conditions,
mostly in mid- and high latitudes, and over 160 million in unfamiliar dry conditions, mostly in the tropics and
subtropics (Figure FAQ4.2.1).

Population density in regions of
emerging precipitation changes
Population Regions of
per square increasing
degree precipitation

Regions of
decreasing
precipitation

4

10 million
1 million
100 thousand
10 thousand
1 thousand
100
10

Figure FAQ4.2.1 | Numbers of people seeing increases and decreases in precipitation.

In addition to changes in average precipitation, the patterns over time are also changing, such as the length of
dry spells and the amount of precipitation falling in heavy events. Again, these changes vary across the world due
to shifting wind patterns. Approximately 600 million people live in places with longer dry spells than in the 1950s,
mostly in West Africa, south Asia and parts of South America. Approximately 360 million people experience shorter
dry spells, in North America, northern Asia and other parts of South America.
In contrast, far more people (about 600 million people) are seeing heavier precipitation than less heavy precipitation
(80 million). A more widespread increase in heavy precipitation is expected in a warming world, where the warmer
atmosphere takes up more moisture and hotter ground drives more intense storms.
River flows are also changing in many parts of the world, often due to changes in precipitation, although direct
human impacts are also important. Generally, the most widespread increased river flows are seen in high latitudes,
while decreasing flows are seen in mid- and low latitudes, although there are major exceptions to these trends and
data is sparse in many regions (Figure FAQ4.2.2).
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Observed changes in mean river flows from 1971–2010
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Figure FAQ4.2.2 | Observed changes in mean river flows from 1971 to 2010

Some of these changes are starting to have impacts on society. For example, increasing rainfall in the USA has
led to increased crop yields. Heavy rainfall and long periods of rainfall lead to flooding, causing deaths, injuries,
infrastructural damage, spread of disease, disruptions to employment and education, psychological trauma and
territorial displacement. The weather conditions associated with many recent major flooding events were made
more likely by climate change, although non-climatic factors remain the dominant driver of increased flooding.

4

Drier soils have made heatwaves more severe. A drying of the landscape has increased the length of the fire season
across much of the world, contributing to unprecedented severity of wildfires in recent years. In recent years,
several major drought events with impacts on agriculture were made more likely by climate change.
Overall, the general picture is of increased average precipitation and/or longer periods of precipitation in the mid
and high latitudes, but decreased precipitation and/or longer times between precipitation across much of the
tropics and subtropics. Where heavy precipitation is changing, this is mostly towards increasing intensity. Societal
impacts and increased risks from both wetter and drier conditions are starting to emerge.

Frequently Asked Questions

FAQ 4.3 | How will climate change impact the severity of water-related disasters, such as droughts and floods?
Climate change will lead to populations becoming more vulnerable to floods and droughts due to an increase in the frequency, magnitude
and total area affected by water-related disasters. Floods and droughts will also affect more people in the course of this century as a result
of population growth and increased urbanisation, especially if warming cannot be limited to 1.5°C. The impact of floods and droughts are
expected to increase across all economic sectors, resulting in negative outcomes for the global production of goods and services, industry
output, employment, trade and household consumption. Floods will pose additional risks to people’s lives and health through inundation,
facilitating the further spread of waterborne diseases. At the same time, droughts can have adverse health impacts due to the limited
availability of food and water for drinking and hygienic purposes. All losses, both in terms of lives and in economic terms, will be more limited
in a 1.5°C than in a 3°C warmer world.
Anthropogenic land use changes and climate change will exacerbate the intensity, frequency and spatial extent of
floods and droughts, leading to populations becoming more vulnerable. According to projections, these increases
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in extreme events will be more significant with higher levels of global warming. However, the location and severity
of floods and droughts are context-dependent and complex phenomena.
The processes that lead to droughts include lack of or less frequent precipitation, increased evapotranspiration
and decreased soil moisture, snow cover, runoff and streamflow. For example, warming temperatures may result
in higher evapotranspiration, in turn leading to drier soils. In addition, reduced soil moisture diminishes the
amount of water filtering into rivers in both the short and long term while also increasing the aridity that can
foster the conditions for fire. Moreover, decreased snow cover represents less runoff supply to downstream areas
during warmer seasons. Depending on this process and the propagation of a meteorological drought onto further
systems, a drought can be defined as hydrological, agricultural or ecological. Agricultural drought threatens food
production through crop damage and yield decreases, and consequent economic impacts, and therefore, can be
the most impactful to humans. Geographically, the likelihood of agricultural drought is projected to increase across
most of southern Africa, Australia, the majority of Europe, the southern and western USA, Central America and the
Caribbean, northwest China, parts of South America, and the Russian Federation; but due to increased precipitation,
it is projected to decline in southeastern South America, central Africa, central Canada, western India and the south
of the Arabian Peninsula.
Flood hazard natural processes usually result from increases in heavy precipitation events, but they can also be
caused by saturated soils, increased runoff and land use changes. A warming climate usually causes greater energy
for the intense upward motion for storm formation and increases evapotranspiration, which leads to heavier
precipitation. Many places around the world will experience more-than-average rainfall, which may increase soil
moisture. Wetter soils saturate faster during precipitation events, resulting in increased runoff that can muddy the
waters and lead to floods. Anthropogenic land use changes, such as urbanisation, deforestation, grasslands and
agricultural extension, can also reduce the amount of water infiltrating the soil and leading to frequent flooding.
Floods are expected to increase in Asia, the USA and Europe, particularly in areas dependent on glacier water where
melting will lead to earlier spring floods. Additionally, fluvial floods are projected to be more frequent in some
regions in central Africa and northern high latitudes and less frequent in the southern areas of North America,
southern South America, the Mediterranean, parts of Australia and southern parts of Europe.

4

Globally, socioeconomic development will lead to heightened societal hazards. Due to population growth and
increased urbanisation, floods and droughts will affect more people in the course of this century, especially if
warming cannot be limited to 1.5°C. All losses, both in lives and in economic terms, will be more limited in a 1.5°C
than in a 3°C warmer world. The impacts of floods and droughts are expected to increase across all economic sectors,
from agriculture to energy production, resulting in negative outcomes for our global production of goods and
services, industry output, employment, trade and household consumption. Landslides, sinkholes and avalanches
arising from heavy rainfall events will increasingly threaten infrastructure and agricultural production. In cities,
increased flood frequency could disrupt waste management systems, resulting in the clogging of waterways. In
addition, unprecedented flood magnitudes could overwhelm hydraulic infrastructure, affecting the energy, industry
and transportation sectors. An expansion in inundation area, coupled with urban sprawl, would increase flood
damage. Floods will pose additional risks to people’s lives and health through inundation, thus facilitating the spread
of waterborne diseases. At the same time, drought can have adverse health impacts due to the limited availability of
food and water for drinking and hygienic purposes. Although there are no agreed-upon projections for migration
and displacement due to water-related disasters, it is known that drought and desertification cause harvest failures,
which may lead subsistence farmers to relocate to urban areas. Whether temporary or permanent, displacement is
often mired with diminished safety, loss of social ties, and a weakened sense of place and cultural identity.
Finally, vulnerable groups such as people living in poverty, women, children, Indigenous Peoples, uninsured workers
and the elderly will be the most affected by water-related disasters.
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FAQ 4.4 | Globally, agriculture is the largest user of water. How will climate change impact this sector, and how can
farmers adapt to these changes?
Climate-induced changes in the global hydrological cycle are already impacting agriculture through floods, droughts and increased rainfall
variability, which have affected yields of major crops such as maize, soybeans, rice and wheat. These changes are projected to continue in a
warmer world, which will cause yields of rain-fed crops to decline and reduce the amount of water available for irrigation in water-stressed
regions. Farmers already use adaptation and coping strategies to manage agricultural water use. Some of the most important adaptation
responses are the application of irrigation, on-farm water and soil conservation; changing cropping patterns; adopting improved cultivars; and
improved agronomic practices. In many parts of the world, farmers increasingly use Indigenous knowledge and local knowledge to inform their
decisions of what to grow, when to grow and how much to irrigate. To offset the risks of market-related volatility coupled with climate change,
farmers also adopt economic and financial instruments such as index-based crop insurance. Training and capacity-building programmes and
social safety nets are other forms of adaptation that farmers are using to respond to these changes.
Worldwide, and especially in developing countries, agriculture (including crop cultivation and livestock and fisheries)
is the largest water user, accounting for 50–90% of all water use. Moreover, a substantial part of the water used in
agriculture is ‘consumptive’ use, which means that the water is ‘consumed’ for crop growth and is not immediately
available for other uses. This is different from other sectors, such as energy production, where only a fraction of
the water is consumed, and other downstream users can reuse the rest. Agriculture also accounts for a large share
of employment in developing countries, with 60–80% of the rural population dependent on agriculture for their
livelihoods. Agriculture provides food security for all. This makes farmers and agriculture particularly vulnerable to
climate change.
Climate-induced changes in the global hydrological cycle are already impacting agriculture through floods,
droughts and increased rainfall variability. For example, loss in yields has been reported for major crops such as
maize (by 4.1%), soybeans (by 4.5%), rice (by 1.8%) and wheat (by 1.8%) due to changes in precipitation between
1981 and 2010. In addition, drought has affected both the area under cultivation and the yields of major crops.
According to one estimate, globally, there has been a loss of 9–10% of total cereal production due to droughts
and other weather extremes. Similarly, floods are one of the significant reasons for crop losses worldwide. Climate
change-induced losses in livestock and fisheries have also been documented. In some parts of the world, especially
in cold temperate zones, agro-climatic zones have become more conducive to yield growth in crops like maize and
soybean due to increases in summer precipitation. Yet, negative impacts far outweigh positive impacts.

4

Projected impacts on agriculture due to changes in water availability are also severe. For example, yields of rain-fed
crops such as maize are projected to decline by one fifth to one third by the end of the century. In contrast, many
areas which currently support multiple crops may become unsuitable for rain-fed farming or support only one crop
in a year. Irrigation, which is often one of the most effective adaptive strategies against water-induced stress, is also
projected to be affected by a reduction of the amount of water available for irrigation in some parts of the world
that are already water-stressed or as a result of groundwater depletion in places such as India, North China and the
northwestern USA. Overall, future droughts and floods will pose a major risk to food security, and agriculture and
impacts will be more severe on countries and communities that are already food insecure.
Given that farmers are already dealing with variability in the amount and timing of rainfall. In many places, demand
for agricultural water is greater than supply, and farmers are using many adaptations and coping strategies to meet
water demands for their crops, fish and livestock. Some of the most popular adaptation responses around crops and
water include:
•
•
•
•
•

changing cropping patterns to less water-intensive crops, and changes in the timing of sowing and harvesting
to respond to unfamiliar trends in the onset of rains
adoption of improved cultivars, such as drought and flood-resistant seed varieties
improved agronomic practices, including conservation agriculture that helps reduce water application rates
irrigation and water-saving technologies such as efficient irrigation and on-farm water management techniques
on-farm water and soil moisture conservation

Most of these measures are beneficial across multiple indicators (water saving, increased incomes, etc.); however, whether
they also reduce climate-related risks is not well understood and remains a knowledge gap. Irrigation and changes in crop
choices and cultivars are also shown to be effective for future adaptation, especially at 1.5°C global warming, but much
less effective at 2°C and 3°C when these responses will not mitigate a large part of the climate risk. Most of these
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adaptation measures mentioned above are autonomous. However, some, such as improved seeds and cultivars, are
supported by national agricultural research agencies, international research coalitions such as the CGIAR [Consultative
Group on International Agricultural Research], and private seed companies. In many parts of the world, farmers are also
increasingly using IKLK to inform these decisions of what to grow, when to grow and how much to irrigate.

Water related adaptation responses
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Water related adaptation responses in agriculture sector:
benefits, co-benefits with mitigation, and possible maladaptation

Improved cultivars
and agronomic practices
Changes in cropping pattern
and crop systems
Livestock and Fishery related
Flood risk reduction
Water and soil moisture conservation
On farm irrigation
and water management

4

Migration & off-farm diversification
Economic/financial incentives
Training and capacity building
Collective action, policies,
institutions
Agro-forestry and forestry
interventions
IK and LK based adaptations

Evidence
(number/quantity of case studies on the topic)

Confidence
(% of studies which establish causality or correlation
between adapation response and outcome)

High, > 40

High, > 67%

Medium, 10 to 40

Medium, 50-67%

Low, < 10

Low, < 50%

Sector
Agriculture, terrestrial
Water
Policy, Governments, Society
Forestry intervention
Indigenous and local knowledge

Figure FAQ4.4.1 | Water-related adaptation responses in agriculture sector: benefits, co-benefits with mitigation, and possible maladaptation
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Given the predominance of market economies worldwide, most farmers also depend on the market to sell their
produce, and market fluctuations affect their incomes. In addition, market-related volatility coupled with climate
change is a source of increased risk for farmers. Several economic and financial instruments are being used with
varying levels of success to offset some of these interlinked impacts. Index-based crop insurance is one such
instrument that compensates farmers for losing crops due to hazards such as floods and droughts. However, several
limitations in their implementation remain.
In cases of severe droughts and floods, which have debilitating impacts on already poor and vulnerable populations,
national governments provide social safety programmes, such as food or cash-for-work programmes, which are
shown to be successful in reducing risks for the most vulnerable people, even though there are often concerns
with targeting efficiency. Providing training and capacity building of farmers to adopt new farming practices and
technologies to manage risk better are also known to be effective when the training is conceptualised, targeted and
implemented in consultation with farmers. Planned adaptation practices include managing weather and market
risks through insurance products, social safety nets for vulnerable populations, and providing the right mix of
training and capacity building. These adaptation practices are generally implemented by civil society, governments
and the private sector.

Frequently Asked Questions

FAQ 4.5 | Which principles can communities implement to sustainably adapt to the ways that climate change is
impacting their water security?
For communities to sustainably adapt to climate impacts on water security, their participation, cooperation and bottom-up engagement are
critical in all stages of decision-making processes. In addition to enhancing the legitimacy of the decision-making process, the community’s
involvement can increase the equitability and effectiveness of the adaptation approach. As water insecurity disproportionately affects
marginalised social groups, their participation in water governance and implementation can help improve their water security. Combining
and integrating local, indigenous and traditional ecological knowledge with Western understandings of climate change can enhance the
effectiveness of adaptation measures and strategies while ensuring that the adaptation is equitable and just. Improving water security is
fundamental to achieving many of the 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).

4

For decades, communities worldwide have already been adapting to climate change-induced hydrological changes
to maintain their livelihood and safety. Adaptation is a multi-faceted process that is implemented differently
depending on the sector affected by changes in the hydrological cycle and the region where these changes happen.
For instance, farmers in the semiarid areas might adapt to changing rain patterns through irrigation (see also
FAQ4.4). At the same time, urban dwellers can adopt measures such as rainwater harvesting and other nature-based
solutions. Several principles have been documented as crucial for achieving sustainable adaptation as they support
communities in becoming more resilient to climate change. However, these principles can be implemented singularly
or in tandem, and it is essential to acknowledge that long-term adaptation success is context-specific. Therefore, it
is critical to involve local communities in co-designing effective adaptation responses.
For communities to sustainably adapt to climate impacts on water security, participation, cooperation and bottom-up
engagement are critical in all stages of the decision-making processes, from planning to full implementation. Many
of the countries and social groups most threatened by climate change have contributed least to global warming
and do not have access to adequate resources to adapt. Effective participation of these actors in water-related
climate change adaptation planning can contribute to more equitable adaptation actions. The involvement of the
most vulnerable in the design of adaptation responses makes it more probable that these solutions will suit their
needs and have therefore a higher chance of being effective. Accessible, inclusive and well-coordinated efforts to
enhance water security will improve the legitimacy of water governance and work synergistically with reducing
inequalities (UN SDG, SDG 10) and encouraging more sustainable communities (SDG 11). Communities can also be
involved in sector-specific adaptation responses. These are often water-related and help ensure that climate action
(SDG 13) is well aligned with clean water and sanitation (SGD 6).
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The participation of traditionally excluded groups such as women and marginalised communities and Indigenous
Peoples and ethnic minorities contributes to more equitable and socially just adaptation actions. Water insecurity
disproportionately affects these marginalised groups, and their participation in water governance and
implementation can help alleviate this burden.
Recognising the importance of Indigenous knowledge and local knowledge in improving water security is vital
to ensuring that decisions and solutions align with the interests of Indigenous Peoples and local peoples and
benefit their communities culturally and economically. Furthermore, the effectiveness of adaptation measures and
strategies improves when Indigenous knowledge and local knowledge and traditional ecological knowledge are
combined and integrated with technical understandings of climate change.
The climate adaptation plans led by national governments and local authorities will only be accepted and adequately
implemented when supported by the community. Therefore, strong political and societal support is necessary to
ensure effective policy changes, whether local or national. Significantly, access to financial assistance from private
and public sources expands the range of strategies that communities can consider for enhancing their water security.
These principles are also conducive to the achievement of the United Nations SDGs. Actions that reduce climate risk
and enhance water security can positively interact with sustainable development objectives (synergies). Therefore,
improving water security is fundamental to achieving many of the 17 SDGs.

4

667

Chapter 4

Water

References

4

Abbas, A., et al., 2018: Sustainable survival under climatic extremes: linking
flood risk mitigation and coping with flood damages in rural Pakistan.
Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res., 25(32), 32491–32505, doi:10.1007/s11356-0183203-8.
Abbas, N., S.A. Wasimi and N. Al-Ansari, 2016: Impacts of climate change on
water resources on Diyala river basin, Iraq. J. Civ. Eng. Archit., 10, 1059–
1074, doi:10.17265/1934-7359/2016.09.009.
Abbott, B.W., et al., 2019: Human domination of the global water cycle absent
from depictions and perceptions. Nat. Geosci., 12(7), 533–540, doi:10.1038/
s41561-019-0374-y.
Abdallah, M., et al., 2020: Artificial intelligence applications in solid waste
management: A systematic research review. Waste Manag., 109, 231–246,
doi:10.1016/j.wasman.2020.04.057.
Abdelkareem, M. A., M. El Haj Assad, E.T. Sayed and B. Soudan, 2018: Recent
progress in the use of renewable energy sources to power water desalination
plants. Desalination, 435, 97–113, doi:10.1016/j.desal.2017.11.018.
Abedin, M. A., A.E. Collins, U. Habiba and R. Shaw, 2019: Climate change, water
scarcity, and health adaptation in southwestern coastal Bangladesh. Int. J.
Disaster Risk Sci., 10(1), 28–42.
Abel, G.J., M. Brottrager, J. Crespo Cuaresma and R. Muttarak, 2019: Climate,
conflict and forced migration. Glob. Environ. Chang., 54, 239–249,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2018.12.003.
Abrahams, D., 2020: Conflict in abundance and peacebuilding in scarcity:
Challenges and opportunities in addressing climate change and conflict.
World Dev., 132, 104998, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.104998.
Abram, N., J.-P. Gattuso, A. Prakash, L. Cheng, M.P. Chidichimo, S. Crate, H.
Enomoto, M. Garschagen, N. Gruber, S. Harper, E. Holland, R.M. Kudela, J.
Rice, K. Steffen, and K. von Schuckmann, 2019: Framing and Context of the
Report. In: IPCC Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing
Climate [H.-O. Pörtner, D.C. Roberts, V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, M. Tignor,
E. Poloczanska, K. Mintenbeck, A. Alegría, M. Nicolai, A. Okem, J. Petzold, B.
Rama, N.M. Weyer (eds.)]. In press. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge
Acevedo, M., et al., 2020: A scoping review of adoption of climate-resilient
crops by small-scale producers in low-and middle-income countries. Nat.
Plants, 6(10), 1231–1241.
Achite, M. and S. Ouillon, 2016: Recent changes in climate, hydrology and
sediment load in the Wadi Abd, Algeria (1970–2010). Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci.,
20(4), 1355–1372, doi:10.5194/hess-20-1355-2016.
Acosta, L.A., et al., 2016: Loss and damage from typhoon-induced floods and
landslides in the Philippines: community perceptions on climate impacts
and adaptation options. Int. J. Glob. Warm., 9(1), 33–65, doi:10.1504/
ijgw.2016.074307.
Adams, H., 2016: Why populations persist: mobility, place attachment and
climate change. Popul. Environ., 37(4), 429–448.
Adams, M. A., T.N. Buckley and T.L. Turnbull, 2020: Diminishing CO2-driven gains
in water-use efficiency of global forests. Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(5), 466–471,
doi:10.1038/s41558-020-0747-7.
Adaptation Fund, 2018: Briefing Note.
Adger, W.N., et al., 2018: Mobility, Displacement and Migration, and Their
Interactions with Vulnerability and Adaptation to Environmental Risks.
In: Routledge Handbook of Environmental Displacement and Migration.
Routledge, London, pp. 29–41.
Adger, W.N. and J.M. Pulhin, 2014: Human Security. In: Climate Change 2014:
Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects:
Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Field, C.B., V.R. Barros, D.J.
Dokken, K.J. Mach, M.D. Mastrandrea, T.E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K.L. Ebi, Y.O.
Estrada, R.C. Genova, B. Girma, E.S. Kissel, A.N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P.R.
Mastrandrea, and L.L. White (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
pp. 755–791.

668

Adhikari, S., H. Baral and C. Nitschke, 2018a: Adaptation to climate change
in Panchase Mountain ecological regions of Nepal. Environments, 5(3), 42.
Adhikari, S.P., K.P. Timsina and J. Lamichhane, 2018b: Adoption and impact of
rain water harvesting technology on rural livelihoods: the case of Makwanpur
district, Nepal. Rural. Ext. Innov. Syst. J., 14(1), 34–40.
Afifi, T., et al., 2016: Human mobility in response to rainfall variability:
opportunities for migration as a successful adaptation strategy in eight case
studies. Migr. Dev., 5(2), 254–274, doi:10.1080/21632324.2015.1022974.
Agnolucci, P., et al., 2020: Impacts of rising temperatures and farm management
practices on global yields of 18 crops. Nat. Food, 1(9), 562–571.
Ahmed, M. and S. Suphachalasai, 2014: Assessing the Costs of Climate Change
and Adaptation in South Asia. Asian Development Bank, Manila. ISBN 97892-9254-510-9 (Print), 978-92-9254-511-6 (PDF)
Ahmed, M.N.Q. and S.M. Atiqul Haq, 2019: Indigenous people’s perceptions
about climate change, forest resource management, and coping strategies:
a comparative study in Bangladesh. Environ. Dev. Sustain., 21(2), 679–708,
doi:10.1007/s10668-017-0055-1.
Ai, Z., et al., 2020: Simulating second-generation herbaceous bioenergy crop
yield using the global hydrological model H08 (v.bio1). Geosci. Model Dev.,
13(12), 6077–6092, doi:10.5194/gmd-13-6077-2020.
Ait-Kadi, M., 2016: Water for development and development for water: realizing
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) vision. Aquat. Procedia, 6, 106–
110, doi:10.1016/j.aqpro.2016.06.013.
Ajibade, I. and G. McBean, 2014: Climate extremes and housing rights: a political
ecology of impacts, early warning and adaptation constraints in Lagos slum
communities. Geoforum, 55, 76–86, doi:10.1016/j.geoforum.2014.05.005.
Aladenola, O., A. Cashman and D. Brown, 2016: Impact of El Niño and climate
change on rainwater harvesting in a Caribbean state. Water Resour. Manag.,
30(10), 3459–3473, doi:10.1007/s11269-016-1362-2.
Alam, K. and M.H. Rahman, 2014: Women in natural disasters: a case study
from southern coastal region of Bangladesh. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 8,
68–82, doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2014.01.003.
Alauddin, M. and M.A.R. Sarker, 2014: Climate change and farm-level
adaptation decisions and strategies in drought-prone and groundwaterdepleted areas of Bangladesh: an empirical investigation. Ecol. Econ., 106,
204–213.
Albert, S., et al., 2018: Heading for the hills: climate-driven community
relocations in the Solomon Islands and Alaska provide insight for a 1.5°C
future. Reg. Environ. Change, 18(8), 2261–2272, doi:10.1007/s10113-0171256-8.
Albrecht, T.R., A. Crootof and C.A. Scott, 2018: The Water-Energy-Food Nexus:
a systematic review of methods for nexus assessment. Environ. Res. Lett.,
13(4), 43002, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aaa9c6.
Albrecht, T.R., et al., 2017: Governing a shared hidden resource: a review of
governance mechanisms for transboundary groundwater security. Water
Secur., 2, 43–56, doi:10.1016/j.wasec.2017.11.002.
Albright, E.A., 2020: Disaster-driven discussion. Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(1), 12–
13, doi:10.1038/s41558-019-0664-9.
Aleke, B.I. and G. Nhamo, 2016: Information and communication technology
and climate change adaptation: evidence from selected mining companies in
South Africa. Jàmbá J. Disaster Risk Stud., 8(3), doi:10.4102/jamba.v8i3.250.
Aleksandrowicz, L., et al., 2016: The impacts of dietary change on greenhouse
gas emissions, land use, water use, and health: a systematic review. PLoS
ONE, 11(11), e165797, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0165797.
Alfieri, L., et al., 2017: Global projections of river flood risk in a warmer world.
Earths Future, 5(2), 171–182, doi:10.1002/2016ef000485.
Algarni, S., C.A. Saleel and M. A. Mujeebu, 2018: Air-conditioning condensate
recovery and applications—Current developments and challenges ahead.
Sustain. Cities Soc., 37, 263–274, doi:10.1016/j.scs.2017.11.032.

Water 
Ali, S.A., S. Aadhar, H.L. Shah and V. Mishra, 2018: Projected increase in
hydropower production in India under climate change. Sci. Rep., 8(1), 1–12.
Allan, R.P., et al., 2020: Advances in understanding large-scale responses of
the water cycle to climate change. Ann. N.Y. Acad. Sci., 1472(1), 49–75,
doi:10.1111/nyas.14337.
Allan, R.P., et al., 2014: Physically consistent responses of the global atmospheric
hydrological cycle in models and observations. Surv. Geophys., 35(3), 533–
552, doi:10.1007/s10712-012-9213-z.
Allchin, M.I. and S.J. Déry, 2017: A spatio-temporal analysis of trends in
Northern Hemisphere snow-dominated area and duration, 1971–2014. Ann.
Glaciol., 58(75pt1), 21–35, doi:10.1017/aog.2017.47.
Allison, E.A., 2015: The spiritual significance of glaciers in an age of climate
change. WIREs Clim. Chang., 6(5), 493–508, doi:10.1002/wcc.354.
Alsumaiei, A.A. and R.T. Bailey, 2018a: Quantifying threats to groundwater
resources in the Republic of Maldives Part I: Future rainfall patterns and
sea-level rise. Hydrol. Process., 32(9), 1137–1153, doi:10.1002/hyp.11480.
Alsumaiei, A.A. and R.T. Bailey, 2018b: Quantifying threats to groundwater
resources in the Republic of Maldives Part II: Recovery from tsunami
marine overwash events. Hydrol. Process., 32(9), 1154–1165, doi:10.1002/
hyp.11473.
Alter, R.E., E.-S. Im and E.A.B. Eltahir, 2015: Rainfall consistently enhanced
around the Gezira Scheme in East Africa due to irrigation. Nat. Geosci., 8,
763, doi:10.1038/ngeo2514. https://www.nature.com/articles/ngeo2514.
Amanambu, A.C., et al., 2020: Groundwater system and climate change: present
status and future considerations. J. Hydrol., 589, 125163, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2020.125163.
Amouzou, K. A., et al., 2019: Climate change impact on water- and nitrogenuse efficiencies and yields of maize and sorghum in the northern Benin
dry savanna, West Africa. Field Crop. Res., 235, 104–117, doi:10.1016/j.
fcr.2019.02.021.
Amy, G., et al., 2017: Membrane-based seawater desalination: present and
future prospects. Desalination, 401, 16–21, doi:10.1016/j.desal.2016.10.002.
Andajani-Sutjahjo, S., S. Chirawatkul and E. Saito, 2015: Gender and water in
northeast Thailand: inequalities and women’s realities. J. Int. Womens Stud.,
16, 200–212.
Anderson, D., J.D. Ford and R.G. Way, 2018: The impacts of climate and social
changes on Cloudberry (Bakeapple) picking: a case study from southeastern
labrador. Hum. Ecol., 46(6), 849–863, doi:10.1007/s10745-018-0038-3.
Anderson, W., et al., 2019: Synchronous crop failures and climate-forced
production variability. Sci. Adv., 5(7), eaaw1976.
Andrade, L., J. O’Dwyer, E. O’Neill and P. Hynds, 2018: Surface water flooding,
groundwater contamination, and enteric disease in developed countries:
a scoping review of connections and consequences. Environ. Pollut., 236,
540–549, doi:10.1016/j.envpol.2018.01.104.
Andrew, J.T. and E. Sauquet, 2017: Climate change impacts and water
management adaptation in two mediterranean-climate watersheds:
learning from the durance and sacramento rivers. Water, 9(2), doi:10.3390/
w9020126.
Angelakis, A.N. and S.A. Snyder, 2015: Wastewater treatment and reuse: past,
present, and future. Water, 7(9), doi:10.3390/w7094887.
Anguelovski, I., E. Chu and J. Carmin, 2014: Variations in approaches to urban
climate adaptation: experiences and experimentation from the global South.
Glob. Environ. Chang., 27, 156–167, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.05.010.
Aniah, P., M.K. Kaunza-Nu-Dem and J.A. Ayembilla, 2019: Smallholder farmers’
livelihood adaptation to climate variability and ecological changes in the
savanna agro ecological zone of Ghana. Heliyon, 5(4), e1492, doi:10.1016/j.
heliyon.2019.e01492.
Antwi-Agyei, P., A.J. Dougill and L.C. Stringer, 2015: Barriers to climate change
adaptation: evidence from northeast Ghana in the context of a systematic
literature review. Clim. Dev., 7(4), 297–309, doi:10.1080/17565529.2014.9
51013.
Anwar, N.H., A. Sawas and D. Mustafa, 2019: ‘Without water, there
is no life’: Negotiating everyday risks and gendered insecurities

Chapter 4
in Karachi’s informal settlements. Urban Stud., 57(6), 1320–1337,
doi:10.1177/0042098019834160.
Aragüés, R., et al., 2015: Soil salinization as a threat to the sustainability of
deficit irrigation under present and expected climate change scenarios. Irrig.
Sci., 33(1), 67–79, doi:10.1007/s00271-014-0449-x.
Arango-Aramburo, S., et al., 2019: Climate impacts on hydropower in Colombia:
a multi-model assessment of power sector adaptation pathways. Energy
Policy, 128, 179–188, doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2018.12.057.
Araos, M., et al., 2016: Climate change adaptation planning in large cities:
a systematic global assessment. Environ. Sci. Policy, 66, 375–382,
doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2016.06.009.
Arent, D.J., et al., 2014: Key Economic Sectors and Services. In: Climate Change
2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral
Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel of Climate Change. [Field, C. B., V. R. Barros, D.
J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D. Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K. L. Ebi, Y.
O. Estrada, R. C. Genova, B. Girma, E. S. Kissel, A. N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R.
Mastrandrea and L. L. White (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp. 659–708.
Arheimer, B. and G. Lindström, 2015: Climate impact on floods: changes in high
flows in Sweden in the past and the future (1911–2100). Hydrol. Earth Syst.
Sci., 19(2), 771–784, doi:10.5194/hess-19-771-2015.
Arias, M. E., et al., 2020: Impacts of climate change and deforestation on
hydropower planning in the Brazilian Amazon. Nat. Sustain., 3(6), 430–436,
doi:10.1038/s41893-020-0492-y.
Armah, F.A., et al., 2018: Access to improved water and sanitation in subSaharan Africa in a quarter century. Heliyon, 4(11), e931, doi:10.1016/j.
heliyon.2018.e00931.
Armitage, R. and L.B. Nellums, 2020a: COVID-19 and the Gypsy, Roma
and Traveller population. Public Health, 185, 48–48, doi:10.1016/j.
puhe.2020.06.003.
Armitage, R. and L.B. Nellums, 2020b: Water, climate change, and COVID-19:
prioritising those in water-stressed settings. Lancet Planet. Health, 4(5),
e175, doi:10.1016/S2542-5196(20)30084-X.
Arnall, A., 2019: Resettlement as climate change adaptation: what can be
learned from state-led relocation in rural Africa and Asia? Clim. Dev., 11(3),
253–263, doi:10.1080/17565529.2018.1442799.
Arnell, N.W., et al., 2016: The impacts of climate change across the globe: a
multi-sectoral assessment. Clim. Change, 134(3), 457–474, doi:10.1007/
s10584-014-1281-2.
Arnell, N.W. and B. Lloyd-Hughes, 2014: The global-scale impacts of climate
change on water resources and flooding under new climate and socioeconomic scenarios. Clim. Change, 122(1), 127–140, doi:10.1007/s10584013-0948-4.
Arneth, A., F. Denton, F. Agus, A. Elbehri, K. Erb, B. Osman Elasha, M. Rahimi, M.
Rounsevell, A. Spence, R. Valentini, 2019: Framing and Context. In: Climate
Change and Land: an IPCC special report on climate change, desertification,
land degradation, sustainable land management, food security, and
greenhouse gas fluxes in terrestrial ecosystems [P.R. Shukla, J. Skea, E. Calvo
Buendia, V. Masson-Delmotte, H.-O. Pörtner, D.C. Roberts, P. Zhai, R. Slade, S.
Connors, R. van Diemen, M. Ferrat, E. Haughey, S. Luz, S. Neogi, M. Pathak,
J. Petzold, J. Portugal Pereira, P. Vyas, E. Huntley, K. Kissick, M. Belkacemi, J.
Malley, (eds.)]. In press.
Arnold, S.R., et al., 2018: Simulated Global Climate Response to Tropospheric
Ozone-Induced Changes in Plant Transpiration. Geophys. Res. Lett., 45(23),
13070–13079, doi:10.1029/2018GL079938.
Arp, C.D., et al., 2016: Threshold sensitivity of shallow Arctic lakes and sublake
permafrost to changing winter climate. Geophys. Res. Lett., 43(12), 6358–
6365, doi:10.1002/2016GL068506.
Arriagada, R., et al., 2018: Climate change governance in the anthropocene:
emergence of polycentrism in Chile. Elem. Sci. Anthropo., 6, 68, doi:10.1525/
elementa.329.

669

4

Chapter 4

4

Arsenault, R., et al., 2019: Including indigenous knowledge systems in
environmental assessments: restructuring the process. Glob. Environ. Polit.,
19(3), 120–132, doi:10.1162/glep_a_00519.
Arsenault, R., et al., 2018: Shifting the framework of Canadian water governance
through indigenous research methods: acknowledging the past with an eye
on the future. Water, 10(1), doi:10.3390/w10010049.
Arslan, A., et al., 2015: Climate smart agriculture? Assessing the adaptation
implications in Zambia. J. Agric. Econ., 66(3), 753–780, doi:10.1111/14779552.12107.
Asadieh, B., N. Krakauer and B. Fekete, 2016: Historical trends in mean and
extreme runoff and streamflow based on observations and climate models.
Water, 8, 189, doi:10.3390/w8050189.
Asadieh, B. and N.Y. Krakauer, 2017: Global change in streamflow extremes
under climate change over the 21st century. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 21(11),
5863–5874, doi:10.5194/hess-21-5863-2017.
Asfaw, S., G. Pallante and A. Palma, 2018: Diversification strategies and
adaptation deficit: evidence from rural communities in Niger. World Dev.,
101, 219–234, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2017.09.004.
Ash, K. and N. Obradovich, 2019: Climatic stress, internal migration, and Syrian civil
war onset. J. Confl. Resolut., 64(1), 3–31, doi:10.1177/0022002719864140.
Asmare, F., H. Teklewold and A. Mekonnen, 2019: The effect of climate change
adaptation strategy on farm households welfare in the Nile basin of Ethiopia:
Is there synergy or trade-offs? Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 11(4),
518–535, doi:10.1108/IJCCSM-10-2017-0192.
Asoka, A. and V. Mishra, 2020: A strong linkage between seasonal crop growth
and groundwater storage variability in India. J. Hydrometeorol., 22(1): 125138, doi:10.1175/JHM-D-20-0085.1.
Asoka, A., Y. Wada, R. Fishman and V. Mishra, 2018: Strong linkage between
precipitation intensity and monsoon season groundwater recharge in India.
Geophys. Res. Lett., 45(11), 5536–5544, doi:10.1029/2018gl078466.
Aubin, D., C. Riche, V. Vande Water and I. La Jeunesse, 2019: The adaptive
capacity of local water basin authorities to climate change: the Thau
lagoon basin in France. Sci. Total. Environ., 651, 2013–2023, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2018.10.078.
Augustine, D.J., et al., 2018: Elevated CO2 induces substantial and persistent
declines in forage quality irrespective of warming in mixedgrass prairie. Ecol.
Appl., 28(3), 721–735, doi:10.1002/eap.1680.
Ayeb-Karlsson, S., et al., 2016: A people-centred perspective on climate change,
environmental stress, and livelihood resilience in Bangladesh. Sustain. Sci.,
11(4), 679–694.
Azage, M., et al., 2017: Effect of climatic variability on childhood diarrhea and
its high risk periods in northwestern parts of Ethiopia. PLoS ONE, 12(10),
e186933, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0186933.
Azhoni, A. and M.K. Goyal, 2018: Diagnosing climate change impacts and
identifying adaptation strategies by involving key stakeholder organisations
and farmers in Sikkim, India: Challenges and opportunities. Sci. Total.
Environ., 626, 468–477, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.01.112.
Azhoni, A., I. Holman and S. Jude, 2017: Contextual and interdependent causes
of climate change adaptation barriers: insights from water management
institutions in Himachal Pradesh, India. Sci. Total. Environ., 576, 817–828,
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.10.151.
Babaeian, F., M. Delavar, S. Morid and R. Srinivasan, 2021: Robust climate
change adaptation pathways in agricultural water management. Agric.
Water Manag., 252, 106904, doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2021.106904.
Babí Almenar, J., et al., 2021: Nexus between nature-based solutions, ecosystem
services and urban challenges. Land Use Policy, 100, 104898, doi:10.1016/j.
landusepol.2020.104898.
Backhaus, A., I. Martinez-Zarzoso and C. Muris, 2015: Do climate variations
explain bilateral migration? A gravity model analysis. IZA J. Migr., 4(1), 3,
doi:10.1186/s40176-014-0026-3.
Bacud, S.T., 2018: Integration of indigenous and scientific knowledge in disaster
risk reduction: resilience building of a marginalized Sampaguita growing
community in the Philippines. Procedia Eng., 212, 511–518.

670

Water
Bader, D.A., et al., 2018: Urban Climate Science (Chapter 2). In: Climate Change
and Cities: Second Assessment Report [Rosenzweig, C., et al.(ed.)]. Urban
Climate Change Research Network, Cambridge University Press, New York,
pp. 27–60.
Bahinipati, C.S. and U. Patnaik, 2015: The damages from climatic extremes in
India: do disaster-specific and generic adaptation measures matter? Environ.
Econ. Policy Stud., 17(1), 157–177, doi:10.1007/s10018-014-0094-x.
Bai, X., et al., 2018: Six research priorities for cities and climate change. Nature,
555, doi:10.1038/d41586-018-02409-z.
Baidya, D.K., S. Maitra and S. Bhattacharjee, 2020: Facing post-cyclone disaster
in times of COVID-19 pandemic in India: possible testing strategy to reduce
further spread of disease. Asia Pac. J. Public Health, 32(6-7), 376–376,
doi:10.1177/1010539520944717.
Bailey, R.T., et al., 2018: Sustainability of rainwater catchment systems
for small island communities. J. Hydrol., 557, 137–146, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2017.12.016.
Balaban, M., 2017: Desalination 1966-2016, The origins, evolution and role
of the Desalination Journal. Desalination, 401, xvi–xx, doi:10.1016/S00119164(16)31652-6.
Balasubramanian, S. and V.K. Chalamalla, 2020: Super Cyclone Amphan: A
Dynamical Case Study. http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.02982 . (1–10). (Accessed
on 14th January, 2021)
Balasubramanya, S., M. Giordano, D. Wichelns and T. Sherpa, 2014: Sharing
hydropower revenues in Nepal, over time and across districts and regions.
Water Resour. Rural. Dev., 4, 104–111, doi:10.1016/j.wrr.2014.10.007.
Balasubramanya, S. and D. Stifel, 2020: Viewpoint: Water, agriculture & poverty
in an era of climate change: Why do we know so little? Food Policy, 93,
101905, doi:10.1016/j.foodpol.2020.101905.
Baldwin, E., P. McCord, J. Dell’Angelo and T. Evans, 2018: Collective action in a
polycentric water governance system. Environ. Policy Gov., 28(4), 212–222,
doi:10.1002/eet.1810.
Banda, M.L., 2018: Climate adaptation law: governing multi-level public goods
across borders. J. Transnatl. Law, 51(4), 1027–1074.
Mfitumukiza, D., Barasa, B., Egeru, A., Mbogga, M., Wokadala, J., Ahabwe, A.,
. . . Nabatta, C. (2020). The role of indigenous knowledge (IK) in adaptation
to drought by agropastoral smallholder farmers in Uganda. Indian Journal of
Traditional Knowledge (IJTK), 19(1), 44-52
Barbier, E.B. and J.C. Burgess, 2020: Sustainability and development after
COVID-19. World Dev., 135, 105082, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105082.
Bard, A., et al., 2015: Trends in the hydrologic regime of Alpine rivers. J. Hydrol.,
529, 1823–1837, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.07.052.
Bardosh, K.L., et al., 2017: Addressing vulnerability, building resilience:
community-based adaptation to vector-borne diseases in the context of
global change. Infect. Dis. Poverty, 6(1), 166, doi:10.1186/s40249-017-03752.
Barkdull, J. and P.G. Harris, 2019: Emerging responses to global climate change:
ecosystembased adaptation. Global Change, Peace and Security, 31, 19–37,
doi:10.1080/14781158.2018.1475349.
Barkey, B.L. and R.T. Bailey, 2017: Estimating the impact of drought on
groundwater resources of the marshall islands. Water, 9(1), doi:10.3390/
w9010041.
Barlow, M. and A. Hoell, 2015: Drought in the middle east and central–
southwest Asia during winter 2013/14. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 96(12), 71–
S76, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-15-00127.1.
Barnett, J., et al., 2015: From barriers to limits to climate change adaptation:
path dependency and the speed of change. Ecol. Soc., 20(3), doi:10.5751/
ES-07698-200305.
Barrucand, M.G., C. Giraldo Vieira and P.O. Canziani, 2017: Climate change and
its impacts: perception and adaptation in rural areas of Manizales, Colombia.
Clim. Dev., 9(5), 415–427, doi:10.1080/17565529.2016.1167661.
Bartos, M.D. and M.V. Chester, 2015: Impacts of climate change on electric
power supply in the Western United States. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5, 748,
doi:10.1038/nclimate2648. https://www.nature.com/articles/nclimate2648.

Water 
Barua, P., H. Rahman Syed and H. Molla Morshed, 2017: Sustainable adaptation
for resolving climate displacement issues of south eastern islands in
Bangladesh. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 9(6), 790–810, doi:10.1108/
IJCCSM-02-2017-0026.
Bastin, J.-F., et al., 2019: The global tree restoration potential. Science,
365(6448), 76–79, doi:10.1126/science.aax0848.
Basupi, L.V., C.H. Quinn and A.J. Dougill, 2019: Adaptation strategies to
environmental and policy change in semi-arid pastoral landscapes: evidence
from Ngamiland, Botswana. J. Arid Environ., 166, 17–27, doi:10.1016/j.
jaridenv.2019.01.011.
Baylis, M., 2017: Potential impact of climate change on emerging vector-borne
and other infections in the UK. Environ. Health, 16(1), 112.
Becerra, S., M. Saqalli, F. Gangneron and A.H. Dia, 2016: Everyday vulnerabilities
and “social dispositions” in the Malian Sahel, an indication for evaluating
future adaptability to water crises? Reg. Environ. Change, 16(5), 1253–1265,
doi:10.1007/s10113-015-0845-7.
Beckman, M. and M.V.T. Nguyen, 2016: Upland development, climate-related
risk and institutional conditions for adaptation in Vietnam. Clim. Dev., 8(5),
413–422, doi:10.1080/17565529.2015.1067178.
Beel, C.R., S.F. Lamoureux and J.F. Orwin, 2018: Fluvial response to a
period of hydrometeorological change and landscape disturbance in
the Canadian high arctic. Geophys. Res. Lett., 45(19), 10,446–10,455,
doi:10.1029/2018gl079660.
Befus, K.M., et al., 2020: Increasing threat of coastal groundwater hazards from
sea-level rise in California. Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(10), 946–952, doi:10.1038/
s41558-020-0874-1.
Begam, S. and D. Sen, 2019: Mapping of moraine dammed glacial lakes and
assessment of their areal changes in the central and eastern Himalayas using
satellite data. J. Mt. Sci., 16(1), 77–94.
Behrens, P., et al., 2017: Climate change and the vulnerability of electricity
generation to water stress in the European Union. Nat. Energy, 2,
nenergy2017114, doi:10.1038/nenergy.2017.114.
Beillouin, D., et al., 2020: Impact of extreme weather conditions on European
crop production in 2018. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B: Biol. Sci., 375(1810),
20190510, doi:10.1098/rstb.2019.0510.
Bekele, E., et al., 2018: Water recycling via aquifers for sustainable urban water
quality management: current status, challenges and opportunities. Water,
10, 457, doi:10.3390/w10040457.
Ben Ammar, R., M. Ben Ammar and A. Oualha, 2020: Photovoltaic power
forecast using empirical models and artificial intelligence approaches for
water pumping systems. Renew. Energy, 153, 1016–1028, doi:10.1016/j.
renene.2020.02.065.
Beniston, M., et al., 2018: The European mountain cryosphere: a review of its
current state, trends, and future challenges. Cryosphere, 12(2), 759–794,
doi:10.5194/tc-12-759-2018.
Berg, A., et al., 2016: Land–atmosphere feedbacks amplify aridity increase
over land under global warming. Nat. Clim. Change, 6, 869, doi:10.1038/
nclimate3029. https://www.nature.com/articles/nclimate3029.
Berg, A. and J. Sheffield, 2019: Evapotranspiration partitioning in CMIP5
models: uncertainties and future projections. J. Clim., 32(10), 2653–2671,
doi:10.1175/jcli-d-18-0583.1.
Berga, L., 2016: The role of hydropower in climate change mitigation
and adaptation: a review. Engineering, 2(3), 313–318, doi:10.1016/J.
ENG.2016.03.004.
Bergaoui, K., et al., 2015: The contribution of human-induced climate change to
the drought of 2014 in the southern levant region. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc.,
96(12), S66–S70, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-15-00129.1.
Berghuijs, W.R., et al., 2017a: Recent changes in extreme floods across multiple
continents. Environ. Res. Lett., 12(11), 114035, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/
aa8847.
Berghuijs, W.R., J.R. Larsen, T.H.M. van Emmerik and R.A. Woods, 2017b: A
global assessment of runoff sensitivity to changes in precipitation, potential

Chapter 4
evaporation, and other factors. Water Resour. Res., 53(10), 8475–8486,
doi:10.1002/2017wr021593.
Bergmann, J., et al., 2021: Too much, too little water: addressing climate risks,
no-analog threats and migration in Peru. Migr. Environ. Clim. Chang. Policy
Brief Ser., 1(6), 1–16.
Beringer, T., et al., 2020: First process-based simulations of climate change
impacts on global tea production indicate large effects in the World’s major
producer countries. Environ. Res. Lett., 15(3), 34023, doi:10.1088/17489326/ab649b.
Bernacchi, C.J. and A. VanLoocke, 2015: Terrestrial ecosystems in a changing
environment: a dominant role for water. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol., 66(1), 599–
622, doi:10.1146/annurev-arplant-043014-114834.
Berrang-Ford, L., et al., 2021a: The Global Adaptation Mapping Initiative
(GAMI): Part 1 – Introduction and overview of methods. Protoc. Exch.,
doi:10.21203/rs.3.pex-1240/v1.
Berrang-Ford, L., et al., 2021b: A systematic global stocktake of evidence on
human adaptation to climate change. Nat. Clim Chang., 11, 989-1000.DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-021-01170-y
Berthier, É. and F. Brun, 2019: Karakoram geodetic glacier mass balances
between 2008 and 2016: persistence of the anomaly and influence of a large
rock avalanche on Siachen Glacier. J. Glaciol., 65(251), 494–507.
Betts, R.A. and McNeall, D., 2018: How much CO2 at 1.5°C and 2°C? Nature
Climate Change, 8, 546–548, doi:10.1038/s41558-018-0199-5
Betts, R.A., et al., 2018: Changes in climate extremes, fresh water availability
and vulnerability to food insecurity projected at at 1.5°C and 2°C global
warming with a higher-resolution global climate model. Philos. Trans. R. Soc.
A: Math. Phys. Eng. Sci., 376(2119), 20160452, doi:10.1098/rsta.2016.0452.
Betts, R.A., et al., 2015: Climate and land use change impacts on global
terrestrial ecosystems and river flows in the HadGEM2-ES Earth system
model using the representative concentration pathways. Biogeosciences,
12(5), 1317–1338, doi:10.5194/bg-12-1317-2015.
Beuttler, C., L. Charles and J. Wurzbacher, 2019: The role of direct air capture in
mitigation of anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions. Front. Clim., 1, 10.
Beveridge, M., Dabbadie, L., Soto, D., Ross, L. G., Bueno, P. B., & AguilarManjarrez, J. (2018). Climate change and aquaculture: interactions with
fisheries and agriculture. In M. Barange, T. Bahri, M. C. M. Beveridge, K. L.
Cochrane, S. Funge-Smith, & F. Poulain (Eds.), Impacts of climate change on
fisheries and aquaculture: Synthesis of current knowledge, adaptation and
mitigation options (Chapter 12, pp. 491-500). Rome: FAO.
Bhandari, D., et al., 2020: Climate change and infectious disease research in
Nepal: Are the available prerequisites supportive enough to researchers?
Acta Trop., 204, 105337, doi:10.1016/j.actatropica .2020.105337.
Bhatta, L.D., B.E.H. Van Oort, N.E. Stork and H. Baral, 2015: Ecosystem services
and livelihoods in a changing climate: Understanding local adaptations in
the Upper Koshi, Nepal. Int. J. Biodivers. Sci. Ecosyst. Serv. Manag., 11(2),
145–155, doi:10.1080/21513732.2015.1027793.
Bhave, A.G., D. Conway, S. Dessai and D.A. Stainforth, 2018: Water resource
planning under future climate and socioeconomic uncertainty in the
Cauvery river basin in Karnataka, India. Water Resour. Res., 54(2), 708–728,
doi:10.1002/2017wr020970.
Bhowmick, G.D., et al., 2020: Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) outbreak:
some serious consequences with urban and rural water cycle. npj Clean
Water, 3(1), 32, doi:10.1038/s41545-020-0079-1.
Bhowmik, J., H.M. Irfanullah and S.A. Selim, 2021: Empirical evidence from
Bangladesh of assessing climate hazard-related loss and damage and
state of adaptive capacity to address them. Clim. Risk Manag., 31, 100273,
doi:10.1016/j.crm.2021.100273.
Bi, W., et al., 2019: Evolution of drought–flood abrupt alternation and its impacts
on surface water quality from 2020 to 2050 in the Luanhe river basin. Int. J.
Environ. Res. Public Health, 16(5), 691, doi:10.3390/ijerph16050691.
Biagini, B., L. Kuhl, K.S. Gallagher and C. Ortiz, 2014: Technology transfer for
adaptation. Nat. Clim Chang., 4(9), 828–834, doi:10.1038/nclimate2305.

671

4

Chapter 4

4

Biemans, H., et al., 2019: Importance of snow and glacier meltwater for
agriculture on the Indo-Gangetic Plain. Nat. Sustain., 2(7), 594–601,
doi:10.1038/s41893-019-0305-3.
Bierkens, M.F.P. and Y. Wada, 2019: Non-renewable groundwater use and
groundwater depletion: a review. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(6), 63002,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab1a5 f.
Biesbroek, G.R. and A. Lesnikowski, 2018: Adaptation: The Neglected
Dimension of Polycentric Climate Governance. In: Governing Climate
Change: Polycentricity in Action? [Jordan, A., D. Huitema, H. Van Asselt and J.
Forster(eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, pp. 303–319.
Biesbroek, R., et al., 2018: Do administrative traditions matter for climate
change adaptation policy? A comparative analysis of 32 high-income
countries. Rev. Policy Res., 35(6), 881–906, doi:10.1111/ropr.12309.
Bijl, D.L., et al., 2018: A global analysis of future water deficit based on
different allocation mechanisms. Water Resour. Res., 54(8), 5803–5824,
doi:10.1029/2017wr021688.
Birk, T. and K. Rasmussen, 2014: Migration from atolls as climate change
adaptation: current practices, barriers and options in Solomon Islands. Nat.
Resour. Forum, 38(1), 1–13, doi:10.1111/1477-8947.12038.
Birtchnell, T., N. Gill and R. Sultana, 2019: Sleeper cells for urban green
infrastructure: harnessing latent competence in greening Dhaka’s slums.
Urban For. Urban Green., 40, 93–104, doi:10.1016/j.ufug.2018.05.014.
Bisbis, M.B., N. Gruda and M. Blanke, 2018: Potential impacts of climate change
on vegetable production and product quality–A review. J. Clean. Prod., 170,
1602–1620.
Biskaborn, B.K., et al., 2019: Permafrost is warming at a global scale. Nat.
Commun., 10(1), 264, doi:10.1038/s41467-018-08240-4.
Blackburn, S. and M. Pelling, 2018: The political impacts of adaptation actions:
social contracts, a research agenda. WIREs Clim. Chang., 9(6), e549,
doi:10.1002/wcc.549.
Blaine, A.C., et al., 2013: Uptake of Perfluoroalkyl acids into edible crops via
land applied biosolids: field and greenhouse studies. Environ. Sci. Technol.,
47(24), 14062–14069, doi:10.1021/es403094q.
Blakeslee, D., R. Fishman and V. Srinivasan, 2020: Way down in the hole:
adaptation to long-term water loss in rural India. Am. Econ. Rev., 110(1),
200–224, doi:10.1257/aer.20180976.
Blöschl, G., et al., 2019a: Twenty-three unsolved problems in hydrology (UPH)
– a community perspective. Hydrol. Sci. J., 64(10), 1141–1158, doi:10.1080/
02626667.2019.1620507.
Blöschl, G., et al., 2017: Changing climate shifts timing of European floods.
Science, 357(6351), 588–590, doi:10.1126/science.aan2506.
Blöschl, G., et al., 2019b: Changing climate both increases and decreases
European river floods. Nature, 573(7772), 108–111, doi:10.1038/s41586019-1495-6.
Boadi, S.A. and K. Owusu, 2019: Impact of climate change and variability on
hydropower in Ghana. Afri. Geogr. Rev., 38(1), 19–31, doi:10.1080/193768
12.2017.1284598.
Boateng, G.O., et al., 2020: The syndemic effects of food insecurity, water
insecurity, and HIV on depressive symptomatology among Kenyan women.
Soc. Sci. Med., 113043, doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2020.113043.
Boelens, R., J. Hoogesteger and M. Baud, 2015: Water reform governmentality
in Ecuador: neoliberalism, centralization, and the restraining of polycentric
authority and community rule-making. Geoforum, 64, 281–291,
doi:10.1016/j.geoforum.2013.07.005.
Boholm, Å. and M. Prutzer, 2017: Experts’ understandings of drinking water risk
management in a climate change scenario. Clim. Risk Manag., 16, 133–144,
doi:10.1016/j.crm.2017.01.003.
Boisier, J.P., R. Rondanelli, R.D. Garreaud and F. Muñoz, 2016: Anthropogenic
and natural contributions to the Southeast Pacific precipitation decline and
recent megadrought in central Chile. Geophys. Res. Lett., 43(1), 413–421,
doi:10.1002/2015GL067265.
Bolch, T., et al., 2019: Status and Change of the Cryosphere in the Extended
Hindu Kush Himalaya Region. In: The Hindu Kush Himalaya Assessment:

672

Water
Mountains, Climate Change, Sustainability and People [Wester, P., A. Mishra,
A. Mukherji and A.B. Shrestha(eds.)]. Springer International Publishing,
Cham, pp. 209–255.
Bombelli, G.M., A. Soncini, A. Bianchi and D. Bocchiola, 2019: Potentially
modified hydropower production under climate change in the Italian Alps.
Hydrol. Process., 33(17), 2355–2372, doi:10.1002/hyp.13473.
Bond, M.J. and J. Carr, 2018: Permafrost thaw and implications for the fate
and transport of tritium in the Canadian north. J. Environ. Radioact., 192,
295–311, doi:10.1016/j.jenvrad.2018.07.006.
Bond, M.O., B.J. Anderson, T.H.A. Henare and P.M. Wehi, 2019: Effects of
climatically shifting species distributions on biocultural relationships. People
Nat., 1(1), 87–102, doi:10.1002/pan3.15.
Bonsal, B., et al., 2020: Western Canadian freshwater availability: current and
future vulnerabilities. Environ. Rev., 28(4), 528–545, doi:10.1139/er-20200040.
Bonsal, B.R., et al., 2019: Changes in Freshwater Availability Across Canada.
In: Canada’s Changing Climate Report [Bush, E. and D.D.S. Lemmen(eds.)].
Government of Canada, Ottawa, Ontario, pp. 261–342.
Bonsch, M., et al., 2015: Environmental flow provision: Implications for
agricultural water and land-use at the global scale. Glob. Environ. Chang.,
30, 113–132, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.10.015.
Boonwichai, S., et al., 2019: Evaluation of climate change impacts and adaptation
strategies on rainfed rice production in Songkhram River Basin, Thailand. Sci.
Total. Environ., 652, 189–201, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.10.201.
Boretti, A. and L. Rosa, 2019: Reassessing the projections of the world water
development report. npj Clean Water, 2(1), 15, doi:10.1038/s41545-0190039-9.
Borgomeo, E., et al., 2020: Impact of green water anomalies on global rainfed
crop yields. Environ. Res. Lett., 15(12), 124030, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/
abc587.
Borrelli, P., et al., 2020: Land use and climate change impacts on global soil
erosion by water (2015-2070). Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 117(36), 21994,
doi:10.1073/pnas.2001403117.
Bosmans, J.H.C., L.P.H. van Beek, E.H. Sutanudjaja and M.F.P. Bierkens, 2017:
Hydrological impacts of global land cover change and human water use.
Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 21(11), 5603–5626, doi:10.5194/hess-21-5603-2017.
Bott, L.-M. and B. Braun, 2019: How do households respond to coastal hazards?
A framework for accommodating strategies using the example of Semarang
Bay, Indonesia. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 37, 101177, doi:10.1016/j.
ijdrr.2019.101177.
Boudet, H., et al., 2020: Event attribution and partisanship shape local
discussion of climate change after extreme weather. Nat. Clim. Chang.,
10(1), 69–76, doi:10.1038/s41558-019-0641-3.
Bouwer, L.M., 2019: Observed and Projected Impacts from Extreme Weather
Events: Implications for Loss and Damage. In: Loss and Damage from Climate
Change: Concepts, Methods and Policy Options [Mechler, R., L.M. Bouwer, T.
Schinko, S. Surminski and J. Linnerooth-Bayer(eds.)]. Springer International
Publishing, Cham, pp. 63–82.
Bower, L.M., et al., 2019: Effects of hydrology on fish diversity and assemblage
structure in a Texan coastal plains river. Trans. Am. Fish. Soc., 148(1), 207–
218, doi:10.1002/tafs.10129.
Bowles, D.C., 2015: Climate change and health adaptation: consequences for
indigenous physical and mental health. Ann. Glob. Health, 81(3), 427–431,
doi:10.1016/j.aogh.2015.06.004.
Bowman, D.M.J.S., et al., 2017: Human exposure and sensitivity to globally
extreme wildfire events. Nat. Ecol. Evol., 1(3), 58, doi:10.1038/s41559-0160058.
Bradford, J.B., et al., 2017: Future soil moisture and temperature extremes imply
expanding suitability for rainfed agriculture in temperate drylands. Sci. Rep.,
7(1), 12923, doi:10.1038/s41598-017-13165-x.
Brás, T.A., J. Seixas, N. Carvalhais and J. Jägermeyr, 2021: Severity of drought and
heatwave crop losses tripled over the last five decades in Europe. Environ.
Res. Lett., 16(6), 65012, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/abf004.

Water 
Bring, A., et al., 2016: Arctic terrestrial hydrology: a synthesis of processes,
regional effects, and research challenges. J. Geophys. Res. Biogeosci., 121(3),
621–649, doi:10.1002/2015jg003131.
Briones, F., R. Vachon and M. Glantz, 2019: Local responses to disasters: recent
lessons from zero-order responders. Disaster Prev. Manag. Int. J., 28(1), 119–
125, doi:10.1108/DPM-05-2018-0151.
Brottem, L. and B. Brooks, 2018: Crops and livestock under the sun: obstacles to
rural livelihood adaptations to hotter 21st century temperatures in eastern
Senegal. Land Degrad. Dev., 29(1), 118–126.
Brouziyne, Y., et al., 2018: Modeling sustainable adaptation strategies toward
a climate-smart agriculture in a mediterranean watershed under projected
climate change scenarios. Agric. Syst., 162, 154–163.
Brown, T.C., V. Mahat and J.A. Ramirez, 2019: Adaptation to future water
shortages in the United States caused by population growth and climate
change. Earths Future, 7(3), 219–234, doi:10.1029/2018EF001091.
Brun, F., et al., 2017: A spatially resolved estimate of High Mountain Asia
glacier mass balances from 2000 to 2016. Nat. Geosci., 10, 668, doi:10.1038/
ngeo2999.
Brunner, M.I., et al., 2019: Future shifts in extreme flow regimes in Alpine
regions. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 23(11), 4471–4489, doi:10.5194/hess-234471-2019.
Brüssow, K., A. Faße and U. Grote, 2017: Implications of climate-smart strategy
adoption by farm households for food security in Tanzania. Food Sec., 9(6),
1203–1218.
Budiyono, Y., J.C.J.H. Aerts, D. Tollenaar and P.J. Ward, 2016: River flood risk in
Jakarta under scenarios of future change. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci., 16(3),
757–774, doi:10.5194/nhess-16-757-2016.
Buhaug, H., 2016: Climate change and conflict: taking stock. Peace Econ. Peace
Sci. Public Policy, 22, 331-338, doi:10.1515/peps-2016-0034.
Bunce, A., et al., 2016: Vulnerability and adaptive capacity of Inuit women to
climate change: a case study from Iqaluit, Nunavut. Nat. Hazards, 83(3),
1419–1441, doi:10.1007/s11069-016-2398-6.
Burchfield, E.K. and J. Gilligan, 2016: Agricultural adaptation to drought
in the Sri Lankan dry zone. Appl. Geogr., 77, 92–100, doi:10.1016/j.
apgeog.2016.10.003.
Burek, P., et al., 2020: Development of the Community Water Model (CWatM
v1.04) – a high-resolution hydrological model for global and regional
assessment of integrated water resources management. Geosci. Model Dev.,
13(7), 3267–3298, doi:10.5194/gmd-13-3267-2020.
Burgess, W.G., et al., 2010: Vulnerability of deep groundwater in the Bengal
Aquifer System to contamination by arsenic. Nat. Geosci., 3(2), 83–87,
doi:10.1038/ngeo750.
Burke, E.J., Y. Zhang and G. Krinner, 2020: Evaluating permafrost physics in
the Coupled Model Intercomparison Project 6 (CMIP6) models and their
sensitivity to climate change. Cryosphere, 14(9), 3155–3174.
Burke, M., S.M. Hsiang and E. Miguel, 2015: Climate and conflict. Annu. Rev.
Econ., 7(1), 577–617, doi:10.1146/annurev-economics-080614-115430.
Burn, D.H., P.H. Whitfield and M. Sharif, 2016: Identification of changes in floods
and flood regimes in Canada using a peaks over threshold approach. Hydrol.
Process., 30(18), 3303–3314.
Burn, S., et al., 2015: Desalination techniques — a review of the opportunities
for desalination in agriculture. Desalination, 364, 2–16, doi:10.1016/j.
desal.2015.01.041.
Bussière, E.M.S., L.G. Underhill and R. Altwegg, 2015: Patterns of bird migration
phenology in South Africa suggest northern hemisphere climate as the
most consistent driver of change. Glob. Change Biol., 21(6), 2179–2190,
doi:10.1111/gcb.12857.
Buytaert, W., et al., 2016: Citizen science for water resources management:
toward polycentric monitoring and governance? J. Water Resour. Plann.
Manage., 142(4), 1816002, doi:10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000641.
Buytaert, W., et al., 2017: Glacial melt content of water use in the tropical
Andes. Environ. Res. Lett., 12(11), 114014.

Chapter 4
Buytaert, W., et al., 2014: Citizen science in hydrology and water resources:
opportunities for knowledge generation, ecosystem service management,
and sustainable development. Front. Earth Sci., 2, 26.
Byers, E.A., G. Coxon, J. Freer and J.W. Hall, 2020: Drought and climate change
impacts on cooling water shortages and electricity prices in Great Britain.
Nat. Commun., 11(1), 2239, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-16012-2.
Byers, E.A., et al., 2016: Water and climate risks to power generation with carbon
capture and storage. Environ. Res. Lett., 11(2), 24011, doi:10.1088/17489326/11/2/024011.
Caillouet, L., et al., 2017: Ensemble reconstruction of spatio-temporal extreme
low-flow events in France since 1871. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 21(6), 2923–
2951, doi:10.5194/hess-21-2923-2017.
Caldera, U., D. Bogdanov, S. Afanasyeva and C. Breyer, 2018: Role of seawater
desalination in the management of an integrated water and 100% renewable
energy based power sector in Saudi Arabia. Water, 10(1), 3, doi:10.3390/
w10010003.
Caldera, U. and C. Breyer, 2020: Strengthening the global water supply through
a decarbonised global desalination sector and improved irrigation systems.
Energy, 200, 117507, doi:10.1016/j.energy.2020.117507.
Call, M. A., C. Gray, M. Yunus and M. Emch, 2017: Disruption, not displacement:
environmental variability and temporary migration in Bangladesh. Glob.
Environ. Chang., 46, 157–165.
Calliari, E., A. Staccione and J. Mysiak, 2019: An assessment framework for
climate-proof nature-based solutions. Sci. Total Environ., 656, 691–700,
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.341.
Canadell, J.G., et al., 2021: Global Carbon and other Biogeochemical Cycles and
Feedbacks. In: Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution
of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change. [Masson-Delmotte, V., P. Zhai, A. Pirani, S. L.
Connors, C. Péan, S. Berger, N. Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb, M. I. Gomis, M.
Huang, K. Leitzell, E. Lonnoy, J. B. R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock, T. Waterfield,
O. Yelekçi, R. Yu and B. Zhou (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Capodaglio, A.G., 2020: Fit-for-purpose urban wastewater reuse: analysis
of issues and available technologies for sustainable multiple barrier
approaches. Crit. Rev. Environ. Sci. Technol., 51 (15): 1619-1666, doi:10.108
0/10643389.2020.1763231.
Caretta, M. A. and L. Börjeson, 2015: Local gender contract and adaptive capacity
in smallholder irrigation farming: a case study from the Kenyan drylands.
Gend. Place Cult., 22(5), 644–661, doi:10.1080/0966369X.2014.885888.
Caretta, M. A., R. Fernandez, N. Zegre and J. Shinn, 2021: Flooding hazard
and vulnerability. An interdisciplinary experimental approach for the
study of the 2016 West Virginia floods. Front. Water, 3(60), doi:10.3389/
frwa.2021.656417.
Carey, M., et al., 2017: Impacts of glacier recession and declining meltwater on
mountain societies. Ann. Am. Assoc. Geogr., 107(2), 350–359, doi:10.1080/
24694452.2016.1243039.
Carlisle, K. and R.L. Gruby, 2017: Polycentric systems of governance: a
theoretical model for the commons. Policy Stud. J., 47(4), 927–952,
doi:10.1111/psj.12212.
Carlton, E.J., et al., 2014: Heavy rainfall events and diarrhea incidence: the
role of social and environmental factors. Epidemiol. Rev., 179(3), 344–352,
doi:10.1093/aje/kwt279.
Carmichael, W.W. and G.L. Boyer, 2016: Health impacts from cyanobacteria
harmful algae blooms: implications for the North American Great Lakes.
Harmful Algae, 54, 194–212, doi:10.1016/j.hal.2016.02.002.
Carr, E.R. and M.C. Thompson, 2014: Gender and climate change adaptation
in agrarian settings: current thinking, new directions, and research frontiers.
Geogr. Compass, 8(3), 182–197, doi:10.1111/gec3.12121.
Carrão, H., G. Naumann and P. Barbosa, 2016: Mapping global patterns of
drought risk: an empirical framework based on sub-national estimates of
hazard, exposure and vulnerability. Glob. Environ. Chang., 39, 108–124,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2016.04.012.

673

4

Chapter 4

4

Carrão, H., G. Naumann and P. Barbosa, 2018: Global projections of drought
hazard in a warming climate: a prime for disaster risk management. Clim.
Dyn., 50(5), 2137–2155.
Carratalà, A., V. Bachmann, T.R. Julian and T. Kohn, 2020: Adaptation of human
Enterovirus to warm environments leads to resistance against chlorine
disinfection. Environ. Sci. Technol., 54(18), 11292–11300, doi:10.1021/acs.
est.0c03199.
Carrivick, J.L. and T. Heckmann, 2017: Short-term geomorphological evolution
of proglacial systems. Geomorphology, 287, 3–28, doi:10.1016/j.
geomorph.2017.01.037.
Carter, J.G., J. Handley, T. Butlin and S. Gill, 2018: Adapting cities to climate
change – exploring the flood risk management role of green infrastructure
landscapes. J. Environ. Plan. Manag., 61(9), 1535–1552, doi:10.1080/09640
568.2017.1355777.
Carter, L., 2019: He korowai o Matainaka / The cloak of Matainaka: traditional
ecological knowledge in climate change adaptation – Te Wai Pounamu, New
Zealand. N. Z. J. Ecol., 43(3), 3386, doi:10.20417/nzjecol.43.27.
Carvajal, P.E., et al., 2019: Large hydropower, decarbonisation and climate
change uncertainty: modelling power sector pathways for Ecuador. Energy
Strategy Rev., 23, 86–99, doi:10.1016/j.esr.2018.12.008.
Cashman, A., 2014: Water security and services in the Caribbean. Water, 6(5),
1187–1203, doi:10.3390/w6051187.
Cashman, A. and D. Yawson, 2019: Water, livelihoods, and migration in SIDS:
climate change and future prospects for Carriacou, West Indies. Resources,
8(4), 174, doi:10.3390/resources8040174.
Cassin, J. and J. Matthews, 2021: Nature Based Solutions, Water Security and
Climate Change: Issues and Opportunities. In: Nature-based Solutions and
Water Security: An Agenda for the 21st Century [Cassin, J., J. Matthews and
E. Lopez Gunn(eds.)]. Elsevier, Amsterdam.
Castells-Quintana, D., M.P. Lopez-Uribe and T.K.J. McDermott, 2018: Adaptation
to climate change: a review through a development economics lens. World
Dev., 104, 183–196, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2017.11.016.
Castleden, H., et al., 2017: Implementing indigenous and western knowledge
systems (part 2): “You have to take a backseat” and abandon the arrogance
of expertise. Int. Indig. Policy J., 8, doi:10.18584/iipj.2017.8.4.8.
Cattaneo, C., et al., 2019: Human migration in the era of climate change. Rev.
Environ. Econ. Policy, 13(2), 189–206.
Cattaneo, C. and G. Peri, 2016:The migration response to increasing temperatures.
J. Dev. Econ., 122, 127–146, doi:10.1016/j.jdeveco.2016.05.004.
Cave, K. and S. McKay, 2016: Water song: indigenous women and water, The
Solutions Journal, 7 (6), 64–73.
CDP, 2018: Treading Water, Corporate Responses to Rising Water Challenges
(CDP Global Water Report). CDP Global Water Report 2018. London, UK,
https://6fefcbb86e61af1b2fc4-c70d8ead6ced550b4d987d7c03fcdd1d.
ssl.cf3.rackcdn.com/cms/reports/documents/000/004/232/original/CDP_
Global_Water_Report_2018.pdf?1554392583. (Accessed on 20th December,
2020)
Ceola, S., et al., 2016: Adaptation of water resources systems to changing
society and environment: a statement by the International Association of
Hydrological Sciences. Hydrol. Sci. J., 61(16), 2803–2817, doi:10.1080/0262
6667.2016.1230674.
CERES, 2019: Feeding Ourselves Thirsty, Tracking Food Company Progress Toward
a Water-Smart Future, Executive Summary. https://feedingourselvesthirsty.
ceres.org/. (Accessed on 12th February, 2021)
Chadburn, S.E., et al., 2017: An observation-based constraint on permafrost
loss as a function of global warming. Nat. Clim. Chang., 7, 340, doi:10.1038/
nclimate3262.
Chakraborty, J., T.W. Collins and S.E. Grineski, 2018: Exploring the environmental
justice implications of hurricane Harvey flooding in greater Houston, Texas.
Am. J. Public Health, 109(2), 244–250, doi:10.2105/AJPH.2018.304846.
Chakraborty, J., S.E. Grineski and T.W. Collins, 2019: Hurricane Harvey and
people with disabilities: disproportionate exposure to flooding in Houston,
Texas. Soc. Sci. Med., 226, 176–181, doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2019.02.039.

674

Water
Chakraborty, R. and P.Y. Sherpa, 2021: From climate adaptation to climate
justice: critical reflections on the IPCC and Himalayan climate knowledges.
Clim. Change, 167(3), 49, doi:10.1007/s10584-021-03158-1.
Chambwera, M., et al., 2014: Economics of Adaptation. In: Climate Change
2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral
Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Field, C. B., V. R. Barros, D.
J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D. Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K. L. Ebi, Y.
O. Estrada, R. C. Genova, B. Girma, E. S. Kissel, A. N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R.
Mastrandrea and L.L.White (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp. 945–977.
Chan, N.W., M.L. Tan, A.A. Ghani and N.A. Zakaria, 2019: Sustainable urban
drainage as a viable measure of coping with heat and floods due to climate
change. IOP Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci., 257, 12013, doi:10.1088/17551315/257/1/012013.
Chandra, A., K.E. McNamara and P. Dargusch, 2018: Climate-smart agriculture:
perspectives and framings. Clim. Policy, 18(4), 526–541.
Chandra, A., et al., 2017: Gendered vulnerabilities of smallholder farmers
to climate change in conflict-prone areas: a case study from Mindanao,
Philippines. J Rural. Stud., 50, 45–59, doi:10.1016/j.jrurstud.2016.12.011.
Charan, D., M. Kaur and P. Singh, 2017: Customary Land and Climate Change
Induced Relocation—A Case Study of Vunidogoloa Village, Vanua Levu, Fiji.
In: Climate Change Adaptation in Pacific Countries: Fostering Resilience and
Improving the Quality of Life [Leal Filho, W.(ed.)]. Springer International
Publishing, Cham, pp. 19–33.
Chaturvedi, V., et al., 2015: Climate mitigation policy implications for global
irrigation water demand. Mitig. Adapt. Strateg. Glob. Change, 20(3), 389–
407, doi:10.1007/s11027-013-9497-4.
Chausson, A., et al., 2020: Mapping the effectiveness of nature-based solutions
for climate change adaptation. Glob. Change Biol., 26(11), 6134–6155,
doi:10.1111/gcb.15310.
Chen, B., et al., 2021: Dynamic Risk Assessment for Geologic CO2 Sequestration.
15th International Conference on Greenhouse Gas Control Technologies
GHGT, Abu Dhabi, UAE, 15-18 March 2021.
Chen, X. and S.-J. Jeong, 2018: Irrigation enhances local warming with greater
nocturnal warming effects than daytime cooling effects. Environ. Res. Lett.,
13(2), 24005, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aa9dea.
Cheng, S., J. Huang, F. Ji and L. Lin, 2017: Uncertainties of soil moisture in
historical simulations and future projections. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 122(4),
2239–2253, doi:10.1002/2016jd025871.
Chesterman, N.S., et al., 2019: The effects of trainings in soil and water
conservation on farming practices, livelihoods, and land-use intensity in the
Ethiopian highlands. Land Use Policy, 87, 104051.
Chiblow, S., 2019: Anishinabek women’s Nibi Giikendaaswin (water
knowledge). Water, 11(2), 209.
Chinwendu, O., S. Sadiku, A. Okhimamhe and J. Eichie, 2017: Households
vulnerability and adaptation to climate variability induced water stress
on downstream Kaduna river basin. Am. J. Clim. Chang., 6, 247–267,
doi:10.4236/ajcc.2017.62013.
Choi, W., K. Nauth, J. Choi and S. Becker, 2016: Urbanization and rainfall–runoff
relationships in the Milwaukee river basin. Prof. Geogr., 68(1), 14–25, doi:10
.1080/00330124.2015.1007427.
Cholibois, T., 2020: Electrifying the ‘eighth continent’: exploring the role of
climate finance and its impact on energy justice and equality in Madagascar’s
planned energy transition. Clim. Change, 161(2), 345–364, doi:10.1007/
s10584-019-02644-x.
Christidis, N., R.A. Betts and P.A. Stott, 2019: The extremely wet March of
2017 in Peru. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 100(1), S31–S35, doi:10.1175/
BAMS-D-18-0110.1.
Christidis, N., K. Manomaiphiboon, A. Ciavarella and P.A. Stott, 2018: The hot
and dry April of 2016 in Thailand. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 99(1), S128–S132,
doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-17-0071.1.

Water 
Chu, E.K., 2017: Urban climate adaptation and the reshaping of state–society
relations: the politics of community knowledge and mobilisation in Indore,
India. Urban Stud., 55(8), 1766–1782, doi:10.1177/0042098016686509.
Chu, E.K. and C.E.B. Cannon, 2021: Equity, inclusion, and justice as criteria for
decision-making on climate adaptation in cities. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sustain.,
51, 85–94, doi:10.1016/j.cosust.2021.02.009.
Chui, T.F.M. and J.P. Terry, 2015: Groundwater salinisation on atoll islands
after storm-surge flooding: modelling the influence of central topographic
depressions. Water Environ. J., 29(3), 430–438, doi:10.1111/wej.12116.
CIESIN, 2018a: Documentation for the Gridded Population of the World,
Version 4 (GPWv4), Revision 11 Data Sets. NASA Socioeconomic Data
and Applications Center (SEDAC), Center for International Eaerth Science
Information Network (CIESIN), Columbia University, Palisades NY,
doi:10.7927/H45Q4T5F.
CIESIN, 2018b: Gridded Population of the World, Version 4 (GPWv4): Population
Density, Revision 11. NASA Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center
(SEDAC), Center for International Earth Science Information Network
(CIESIN), Columbia University, Palisades, NY, doi:10.7927/H49C6VHW.
Ciplet, D., K.M. Adams, R. Weikmans and J.T. Roberts, 2018: The transformative
capability of transparency in global environmental governance. Glob.
Environ. Polit., 18(3), 130–150, doi:10.1162/glep_a_00472.
Cipollina, A., et al., 2015: Renewable energy desalination: performance analysis
and operating data of existing RES desalination plants. Desalin. Water Treat.,
55(11), 3120–3140, doi:10.1080/19443994.2014.959734.
Ciscar, J.C., et al., 2018: Climate Impacts in Europe: Final Report of the JRC
PESETA III Project, EUR 29427 EN. Publication Office of the European Union,
Luxembourg. doi:10.2760/93257
Cissé, G., et al., 2016: Vulnerabilities of water and sanitation at households
and community levels in face of climate variability and change: trends from
historical climate time series in a West African medium-sized town. Int. J.
Glob. Environ. Issues, 15(1-2), 81–99, doi:10.1504/IJGENVI.2016.074360.
Copernicus Climate, 2019: Record Breaking Temperatures for June. https://
climate.copernicus.eu/record-breaking-temperatures-june. (Accessed on
October 30, 2020).
Closas, A. and E. Rap, 2017: Solar-based groundwater pumping for irrigation:
sustainability, policies, and limitations. Energy Policy, 104, 33–37,
doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2017.01.035.
Coffel, E.D. and J.S. Mankin, 2020: Thermal power generation is disadvantaged
in a warming world. Environ. Res. Lett., 16, 024043. doi:10.1088/1748-9326/
abd4a8.
Cohen, A.S., et al., 2016: Climate warming reduces fish production and benthic
habitat in Lake Tanganyika, one of the most biodiverse freshwater ecosystems.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 113(34), 9563, doi:10.1073/pnas.1603237113.
Cole, D.H., 2015: Advantages of a polycentric approach to climate change
policy. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5, 114, doi:10.1038/nclimate2490.
Collins, L., et al., 2017: Source water protection planning for Ontario first
nations communities: case studies identifying challenges and outcomes.
Water, 9(7), doi:10.3390/w9070550.
Collins, M., R. Knutti, J. Arblaster, J.-L. Dufresne, T. Fichefet, P. Friedlingstein, . .
. Wehner, M. (2013): Long-term Climate Change: Projections, Commitments
and Irreversibility. In: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Stocker, T. F., D. Qin, G.-K.
Plattner, M. Tignor, S.K. Allen, J. Boschung, A. Nauels, Y. Xia, V. Bex and P.
M. Midgley (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom
and New York, NY, USA.
Collins, S.M., et al., 2019a: ‘I know how stressful it is to lack water!’ Exploring
the lived experiences of household water insecurity among pregnant and
postpartum women in western Kenya. Glob Public Health, 14(5), 649–662,
doi:10.1080/17441692.2018.1521861.
Collins, T.W., S.E. Grineski, J. Chakraborty and A.B. Flores, 2019b: Environmental
injustice and Hurricane Harvey: a household-level study of socially disparate

Chapter 4
flood exposures in Greater Houston, Texas, USA. Environ. Res., 179, 108772,
doi:10.1016/j.envres.2019.108772.
Colón-González, F.J., et al., 2016: Assessing the effects of air temperature and
rainfall on malaria incidence: an epidemiological study across Rwanda and
Uganda. Geospat. Health, 11(s1), doi:10.4081/gh.2016.379.
Comberti, C., et al., 2019: Adaptation and resilience at the margins: addressing
indigenous peoples’ marginalization at international climate negotiations.
Environ. Sci. Policy Sustain. Dev., 61(2), 14–30, doi:10.1080/00139157.20
19.1564213.
Comprehensive Assessment of Water Management in Agriculture, 2007: Water
for Food, Water for Life: A Comprehensive Assessment of Water Management
in Agriculture. Earthscan and Colombo, London.
Comte, L. and G. Grenouillet, 2013: Do stream fish track climate change?
Assessing distribution shifts in recent decades. Ecography, 36(11), 1236–
1246, doi:10.1111/j.1600-0587.2013.00282.x.
Comte, L. and J.D. Olden, 2017: Climatic vulnerability of the world’s freshwater
and marine fishes. Nat. Clim. Chang., 7, 718, doi:10.1038/nclimate3382.
CONAF, 2017: Análisis de la Afectación y Severidad de los Incendios Forestales
ocurridos en enero y febrero de 2017 sobre los usos de suelo y los
ecosistemas naturales presentes entre las regiones de Coquimbo y Los Ríos
de Chile. CONAF: Santiago, Chile.
Condon, L.E., A.L. Atchley and R.M. Maxwell, 2020: Evapotranspiration depletes
groundwater under warming over the contiguous United States. Nat.
Commun., 11(1), 873, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-14688-0.
Conroy-Ben, O. and R. Richard, 2018: Disparities in water quality in Indian
country. J. Contemp. Water Res. Educ., 163(1), 31–44, doi:10.1111/j.1936704X.2018.03268.x.
Constantine, K., M. Massoud, I. Alameddine and M. El-Fadel, 2017: The role
of the water tankers market in water stressed semi-arid urban areas:
implications on water quality and economic burden. J. Environ. Manag., 188,
85–94.
Conway, D., et al., 2015: Climate and southern Africa’s water–energy–food
nexus. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5, 837, doi:10.1038/nclimate2735.
Cook, B., et al., 2020a: Twenty-first century drought projections in the CMIP6
forcing scenarios. Earth’s Future, 8(6), e2019EF001461. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1029/2019EF001461
Cook, B.I., et al., 2020b: Divergent regional climate consequences of maintaining
current irrigation rates in the 21st century. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 125(14),
e2019JD031814, doi:10.1029/2019JD031814.
Cook, B.I., S.P. Shukla, M.J. Puma and L.S. Nazarenko, 2015: Irrigation as an
historical climate forcing. Clim. Dyn., 44(5), 1715–1730, doi:10.1007/
s00382-014-2204-7.
Cook, W.D., K. Tone and J. Zhu, 2014: Data envelopment analysis: prior to
choosing a model. Omega, 44, 1–4, doi:10.1016/j.omega.2013.09.004.
Cooper, M.W., et al., 2019: Mapping the effects of drought on child stunting.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 116(35), 17219–17224.
Cooper, R.C., et al., 2012: Review of California’s Water Recycling Criteria for
Agricultural Irrigation. Recommendations of an NWRI Independent Advisory
Panel. National Water Research Institute, https://www.waterboards.
ca.gov/drinking_water/certlic/drinkingwater/documents/recharge/NWRI_
AgPanelReportforCDPHFINAL-09-2012.pdf. (Accessed on 10th November,
2020)
Cousins, S., 2020: COVID-19 has “devastating” effect on women and girls.
Lancet, 396(10247), 301–302, doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(20)31679-2.
Craft, A., 2018: Navigating Our Ongoing Sacred Legal Relationship with Nibi
(Water). In: UNDRIP Implementation: More Reflections on the Braiding of
International, Domestic and Indigenous Laws. Centre for International
Governance Innovation, Waterloo, ON, Canada, pp. 53–62.
Crayton, A., et al., 2020: Narratives and Needs: Analyzing Experiences of
Cyclone Amphan Using Twitter Discourse. http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.05560.
(Acessed on 8th January, 2021)
CRED, 2019: Disasters in Africa: 20 Year Review (2000-2019*). CRED Crunch,
https://drmims.sadc.int/sites/default/files/document/2020-03/2019_SADC_

675

4

Chapter 4

4

CRED_USAID_UCLouvain_Disasters_Africa_20yearreview.pdf. (Accessed on
4th December, 2020)
Creed, I.F., et al., 2019: Managing forests for both downstream and downwind
water. Front. For. Glob. Chang., 2, 64.
Creed, I.F. and M. van Noordwijk, 2018: Forest and Water on a Changing
Planet: Vulnerability, Adaptation and Governance Opportunities. A Global
Assessment Report. IUFRO World Series, Vol. 38. International Union of
Foresst Research Organizations (IUFRO),Vienna. 192p.
Creutzig, F., et al., 2015: Bioenergy and climate change mitigation: an
assessment. GCB Bioenergy, 7(5), 916–944, doi:10.1111/gcbb.12205.
Cronin, J., G. Anandarajah and O. Dessens, 2018: Climate change impacts on the
energy system: a review of trends and gaps. Clim. Change, 151(2), 79–93,
doi:10.1007/s10584-018-2265-4.
Cui, X., et al., 2014: Changes in soil total organic carbon after an experimental
fire in a cold temperate coniferous forest: a sequenced monitoring approach.
Geoderma, 226-227, 260–269, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2014.02.010.
Cunsolo, A., et al., 2020: “You can never replace the caribou”: Inuit experiences
of ecological grief from caribou declines. Am. Imago, 77(1), 31–59,
doi:10.1353/aim.2020.0002.
Currenti, R., et al., 2019: Adaptation to climate change in an interior pacific
island village: a case study of Nawairuku, Ra, Fiji. Hum. Ecol., 47(1), 65–80,
doi:10.1007/s10745-019-0049-8.
Cuthbert, M.O., et al., 2019a: Global patterns and dynamics of climate–
groundwater interactions. Nat. Clim. Chang., 9(2), 137–141, doi:10.1038/
s41558-018-0386-4.
Cuthbert, M.O., et al., 2019b: Observed controls on resilience of groundwater
to climate variability in sub-Saharan Africa. Nature, 572(7768), 230–234,
doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1441-7.
Cutter, S., Osman-Elasha, B., Campbell, J., Cheong, S. M., McCormick, S., Pulwarty,
R., . . . Ziervogel, G., 2012: Managing the Risks from Climate Extremes at
the Local Level. In: Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and Disasters to
Advance Climate Change Adaptation. A Special Report of Working Groups
I and II of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Field, C. B.,
V. Barros, T. F. Stocker, Q. Dahe, D. J. Dokken, K. L. Ebi, M. D. Mastrandrea,
K. J. Mach, G. K. Plattner, S. K. Allen, M. Tignor and P. M. Midgley (eds.)].
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY,
USA, pp. 291–338.
Cutter, S.L. and M. Gall, 2015: Sendai targets at risk. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5(8),
707–709, doi:10.1038/nclimate2718.
D’Odorico, P., et al., 2014: Feeding humanity through global food trade. Earths
Future, 2(9), 458–469, doi:10.1002/2014EF000250.
D’Odorico, P., et al., 2018: The global food-energy-water nexus. Rev. Geophys.,
56(3), 456–531, doi:10.1029/2017RG000591.
da Cunha, D.A., A.B. Coelho and J.G. Féres, 2015: Irrigation as an adaptive
strategy to climate change: an economic perspective on Brazilian agriculture.
Envir. Dev. Econ., 20(1), 57–79, doi:10.1017/S1355770X14000102.
Dai, A., 2016: Historical and Future Changes in Streamflow and Continental
Runoff. In: Terrestrial Water Cycle and Climate Change, AGU Publisher, pp.
17–37. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118971772.ch2
Dai, C., X.S. Qin, W.T. Lu and Y. Huang, 2020: Assessing adaptation measures
on agricultural water productivity under climate change: a case study of
Huai River Basin, China. Sci. Total Environ., 721, 137777, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2020.137777.
Daly-Hassen, H., M. Annabi and C. King-Okumu, 2019: Social and private
profitability of tree-based adaptation options to climate change in a dryland
area of Tunisia. New Medit, 18(2), 89–104, doi:10.30682/nm1902 f.
Damania, R., et al., 2017: Uncharted Waters: The New Economics of Water
Scarcity and Variability. The World Bank, Washington DC, doi:10.1596/9781-4648-1179-1].
Dang, L.Q., 2017: Water Management Through the Lenses of Gender, Ethnicity
and Class: A Comparative Case Study of Upstream and Downstream Sites on
the Mekong River in the Mekong Delta of Vietnam. ASEAN-Canada Working
Paper Series. Centre for Non-Traditional Security Studies (NTS Centre),

676

Water
Singapore. Available at: https://think-asia.org/bitstream/handle/11540/7115/
wp06-Ly-Quoc-Dang.pdf?sequence=1.
Darrah, S.E., et al., 2019: Improvements to the Wetland Extent Trends (WET)
index as a tool for monitoring natural and human-made wetlands. Ecol.
Indic., 99, 294–298, doi:10.1016/j.ecolind.2018.12.032.
Daryanto, S., L. Wang and P.-A. Jacinthe, 2017: Global synthesis of drought
effects on cereal, legume, tuber and root crops production: a review. Agric.
Water Manag., 179, 18–33.
Das, A., P. Rokaya and K.-E. Lindenschmidt, 2020: Ice-jam flood risk assessment
and hazard mapping under future climate. J. Water Resour. Plann. Manage.,
146(6), 4020029, doi:10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0001178.
Dasgupta, S., et al., 2013: River Salinity and Climate Change: Evidence
from Coastal Bangladesh. In: World Scientific Reference on Asia and
the World Economy. WORLD SCIENTIFIC, pp. 205–242. https://doi.
org/10.1142/9789814578622_0031
Dasgupta, S., et al., 2020: Coping with Climate Change in the Sundarbans:
Lessons from Multidisciplinary Studies. World Bank, Washington, DC.
Available at: https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/34770.
Davaze, L., et al., 2020: Region-wide annual glacier surface mass balance for
the European Alps from 2000 to 2016. Front. Earth Sci., 8, 149. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.3389/feart.2020.00149
Davenport, F.V., M. Burke and N.S. Diffenbaugh, 2021: Contribution of historical
precipitation change to US flood damages. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A.,
118(4), e2017524118, doi:10.1073/pnas.2017524118.
David-Chavez, D.M. and M.C. Gavin, 2018: A global assessment of Indigenous
community engagement in climate research. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(12),
123005, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aaf300.
David, J.M., et al., 2014: Assessing multiple foodborne, waterborne and
environmental exposures of healthy people to potential enteric pathogen
sources: effect of age, gender, season, and recall period. Epidemiol. Infect.,
142(1), 28–39, doi:10.1017/S0950268813000770.
Davidson, N., 2014: How much wetland has the world lost? Long-term and
recent trends in global wetland area. Mar. Freshw. Res., 65, 936–941,
doi:10.1071/MF14173.
Davidson, N.C. and C.M. Finlayson, 2018: Extent, regional distribution and
changes in area of different classes of wetland. Mar. Freshw. Res., 69(10),
1525–1533, doi:10.1071/MF17377.
de Abreu, R.C., et al., 2019: Contribution of anthropogenic climate change to
April–May 2017 heavy precipitation over the Uruguay river basin. Bull. Am.
Meteorol. Soc., 100(1), S37–S41, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-18-0102.1.
de Coninck, H., A. Revi, M. Babiker, P. Bertoldi, M. Buckeridge, A. Cartwright,
W. Dong, J. Ford, S. Fuss, J.-C. Hourcade, D. Ley, R. Mechler, P. Newman, A.
Revokatova, S. Schultz, L. Steg, and T. Sugiyama, 2018: Strengthening and
Implementing the Global Response. In: Global Warming of 1.5°C. An IPCC
Special Report on the impacts of global warming of 1.5°C above preindustrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission pathways, in
the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate
change, sustainable development, and efforts to eradicate poverty [MassonDelmotte, V., P. Zhai, H.-O. Pörtner, D. Roberts, J. Skea, P.R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W.
Moufouma-Okia, C. Péan, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J.B.R. Matthews, Y. Chen, X.
Zhou, M.I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor, and T. Waterfield (eds.)].
IPCC, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
de Graaf, I.E.M., et al., 2019: Environmental flow limits to global groundwater
pumping. Nature, 574(7776), 90–94, doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1594-4.
de Jong, P., et al., 2018: Hydroelectric production from Brazil’s São Francisco
River could cease due to climate change and inter-annual variability. Sci.
Total Environ., 634, 1540–1553, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.03.256.
de Jong, S.M. and V.G. Jetten, 2007: Estimating spatial patterns of
rainfall interception from remotely sensed vegetation indices and
spectral mixture analysis. Int. J. Geogr. Inf. Sci., 21(5), 529–545,
doi:10.1080/13658810601064884.

Water 
de Juan, A., 2015: Long-term environmental change and geographical patterns
of violence in Darfur, 2003–2005. Polit. Geogr., 45, 22–33, doi:10.1016/j.
polgeo.2014.09.001.
De Juan, A. and N. Hänze, 2020: Climate and cohesion: the effects of droughts
on intra-ethnic and inter-ethnic trust. J. Peace Res., 58(1), 151–167,
doi:10.1177/0022343320974096.
de Kauwe, M.G., et al., 2013: Forest water use and water use efficiency at
elevated CO2: a model-data intercomparison at two contrasting temperate
forest FACE sites. Glob. Change Biol., 19(6), 1759–1779, doi:10.1111/
gcb.12164.
de Longueville, F., et al., 2020: Comparing climate change perceptions and
meteorological data in rural West Africa to improve the understanding of
household decisions to migrate. Clim. Change, 160, 123-141.DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1007/s10584-020-02704-7
de Roos, A.J., et al., 2017: Review of epidemiological studies of drinkingwater turbidity in relation to acute gastrointestinal illness. Environ. Health
Perspect., 125(8), 86003–86003, doi:10.1289/EHP1090.
de Stefano, L., et al., 2017: Assessment of transboundary river basins for
potential hydro-political tensions. Glob. Environ. Chang., 45, 35–46,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.04.008.
de Vrese, P., S. Hagemann and M. Claussen, 2016: Asian irrigation, African
rain: remote impacts of irrigation. Geophys. Res. Lett., 43(8), 3737–3745,
doi:10.1002/2016gl068146.
DeBeer, C.M., H.S. Wheater, S.K. Carey and K.P. Chun, 2016: Recent climatic,
cryospheric, and hydrological changes over the interior of western Canada: a
review and synthesis. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 20(4), 1573–1598, doi:10.5194/
hess-20-1573-2016.
Debele, S.E., et al., 2019: Nature-based solutions for hydro-meteorological
hazards: Revised concepts, classification schemes and databases. Environ.
Res., 179, 108799, doi:10.1016/j.envres.2019.108799.
DEFRA, 2018: The National Adaptation Programme and the Third Strategy for
Climate Adaptation Reporting Making the Country Resilient to a Changing
Climate. Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs (DEFRA), https://
assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/
attachment_data/file/727252/national-adaptation-programme-2018.pdf.
(Accessed on 18th December, 2020)
Deitz, S. and K. Meehan, 2019: Plumbing poverty: mapping hot spots of racial
and geographic inequality in U.S. household water insecurity. Ann. Am.
Assoc. Geogr., 109(4), 1092–1109, doi:10.1080/24694452.2018.1530587.
Delany-Crowe, T., et al., 2019: Australian policies on water management and
climate change: are they supporting the sustainable development goals and
improved health and well-being? Global. Health, 15(1), 68, doi:10.1186/
s12992-019-0509-3.
Delaporte, I. and M. Maurel, 2018: Adaptation to climate change in Bangladesh.
Clim. Policy, 18(1), 49–62.
Deligios, P.A., et al., 2019: Climate change adaptation and water saving by
innovative irrigation management applied on open field globe artichoke. Sci.
Total. Environ., 649, 461–472, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.08.349.
Dell, A.I., S. Pawar and V.M. Savage, 2014: Temperature dependence of trophic
interactions are driven by asymmetry of species responses and foraging
strategy. J. Anim. Ecol., 83(1), 70–84, doi:10.1111/1365-2656.12081.
Dellink, R., E. Lanzi and J. Chateau, 2019: The sectoral and regional economic
consequences of climate change to 2060. Environ. Resour. Econ., 72(2),
309–363, doi:10.1007/s10640-017-0197-5.
DeLong, S.B., A.M. Youberg, W.M. DeLong and B.P. Murphy, 2018: Post-wildfire
landscape change and erosional processes from repeat terrestrial lidar
in a steep headwater catchment, Chiricahua Mountains, Arizona, USA.
Geomorphology, 300, 13–30, doi:10.1016/j.geomorph.2017.09.028.
Deng, C. and R. Bailey, 2019: A modeling approach for assessing groundwater
resources of a large coral island under future climate and population
conditions: Gan Island, Maldives. Water, 11(10), doi:10.3390/w11101963.
Deng, H.-M., Q.-M. Liang, L.-J. Liu and L.D. Anadon, 2017: Co-benefits of
greenhouse gas mitigation: a review and classification by type, mitigation

Chapter 4
sector, and geography. Environ. Res. Lett., 12(12), 123001, doi:10.1088/17489326/aa98d2.
DeNicola, E., et al., 2015: Climate change and water scarcity: the case of Saudi
Arabia. Ann. Glob. Health., 81(3), 342–353, doi:10.1016/j.aogh.2015.08.005.
Depietri, Y. and T. McPhearson, 2017: Integrating the Grey, Green, and Blue
in Cities: Nature-Based Solutions for Climate Change Adaptation and Risk
Reduction. In: Nature-Based Solutions to Climate Change Adaptation in
Urban Areas: Linkages between Science, Policy and Practice [Kabisch, N.,
H. Korn, J. Stadler and A. Bonn )](eds.)]. Springer International Publishing,
Cham, pp. 91–109.
Derner, J., et al., 2018: Vulnerability of grazing and confined livestock in the
Northern Great Plains to projected mid-and late-twenty-first century climate.
Clim. Change, 146(1-2), 19–32.
Deryng, D., et al., 2016: Regional disparities in the beneficial effects of rising
CO2 concentrations on crop water productivity. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6, 786,
doi:10.1038/nclimate2995. https://www.nature.com/articles/nclimate2995.
Detges, A., 2016: Local conditions of drought-related violence in sub-Saharan
Africa:the role of road and water infrastructures. J. Peace Res., 53(5), 696–
710, doi:10.1177/0022343316651922.
Devanand, A., et al., 2019: Choice of irrigation water management practice
affects Indian summer monsoon rainfall and its extremes. Geophys. Res.
Lett., 46(15), 9126–9135, doi:10.1029/2019GL083875.
Devkota, R.P., G. Cockfield and T.N. Maraseni, 2014: Perceived communitybased flood adaptation strategies under climate change in Nepal. Int. J. Glob.
Warm., 6(1), 113–124, doi:10.1504/IJGW.2014.058758.
Dewi, N., Kusnandar and E.S. Rahayu, 2018: Risk mitigation of climate change
impacts on rice farming through crop insurance: an analysis of farmer’s
willingness to participate (a case study in Karawang Regency, Indonesia). IOP
Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci., 200(1), doi:10.1088/1755-1315/200/1/012059.
Dey, N.C., et al., 2019: Effectiveness of a community-based water, sanitation,
and hygiene (WASH) intervention in reduction of diarrhoea among underfive children: evidence from a repeated cross-sectional study (2007–2015)
in rural Bangladesh. Int. J. Hyg. Environ. Health, 222(8), 1098–1108,
doi:10.1016/j.ijheh.2019.08.006.
Dey, P. and A. Mishra, 2017: Separating the impacts of climate change
and human activities on streamflow: a review of methodologies and
critical assumptions. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 548, 278–290, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2017.03.014.
Di Baldassarre, G., et al., 2013: Socio-hydrology: conceptualising human-flood
interactions. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 17(8), 3295–3303, doi:10.5194/hess17-3295-2013.
Diaz-Elsayed, N., et al., 2019: Wastewater-based resource recovery technologies
across scale: a review. Resour. Conserv. Recycl., 145, 94–112, doi:10.1016/j.
resconrec.2018.12.035.
Diaz, S., et al., 2019: Summary for Policymakers of the Global Assessment
Report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, IPBES Secretariat, Bonn,
Germany, pp. 56. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3553579
Dickin, S., et al., 2020: Sustainable sanitation and gaps in global climate policy
and financing. npj Clean Water, 3(1), 24, doi:10.1038/s41545-020-0072-8.
Dickin, S.K., C.J. Schuster-Wallace, M. Qadir and K. Pizzacalla, 2016: A review
of health risks and pathways for exposure to wastewater use in agriculture.
Environ. Health Perspect., 124(7), 900–909, doi:10.1289/ehp.1509995.
Dinar, S., D. Katz, L. De Stefano and B. Blankespoor, 2015: Climate change,
conflict, and cooperation: Global analysis of the effectiveness of international
river treaties in addressing water variability. Polit. Geogr., 45, 55–66,
doi:10.1016/j.polgeo.2014.08.003.
Dinar, S., D. Katz, L. De Stefano and B. Blankespoor, 2019: Do treaties matter?
Climate change, water variability, and cooperation along transboundary
river basins. Polit. Geogr., 69, 162–172, doi:10.1016/j.polgeo.2018.08.007.
Diodato, N., et al., 2018: Climate-scale modelling of suspended sediment
load in an Alpine catchment debris flow (Rio Cordon-northeastern Italy).
Geomorphology, 309, 20–28, doi:10.1016/j.geomorph.2018.02.026.

677

4

Chapter 4

4

Diver, S., 2018: Native water protection flows through self-determination:
understanding tribal water quality standards and “treatment as a
state”. J. Contemp. Water Res. Educ., 163(1), 6–30, doi:10.1111/j.1936704X.2018.03267.x.
Djoudi, H., et al., 2016: Beyond dichotomies: gender and intersecting inequalities
in climate change studies. Ambio, 45(3), 248–262, doi:10.1007/s13280-0160825-2.
Do, H.X., S. Westra and M. Leonard, 2017: A global-scale investigation of
trends in annual maximum streamflow. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 552, 28–43,
doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2017.06.015.
Doblas-Reyes, F. J., Sörensson, A. A., Almazroui, M., Dosio, A., Gutowski, W. J.,
Haarsma, R., . . . Zuo, Z., 2021: Linking Global to Regional Climate Change.
In: Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working
Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Chang. [Masson-Delmotte, V., P. Zhai, A. Pirani, S. L. Connors, C. Péan,
S. Berger, N. Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb, M. I. Gomis, M. Huang, K. Leitzell, E.
Lonnoy, J. B. R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock, T. Waterfield, O. Yelekçi, R. Yu and B.
Zhou (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Döll, P., et al., 2018: Risks for the global freshwater system at 1.5°C and 2°C
global warming. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(4), 44038, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/
aab792.
Domec, J.-C., D.D. Smith and K. A. McCulloh, 2017: A synthesis of the effects
of atmospheric carbon dioxide enrichment on plant hydraulics: implications
for whole-plant water use efficiency and resistance to drought. Plant Cell
Environ., 40(6), 921–937, doi:10.1111/pce.12843.
Donat, M.G., O. Angélil and A.M. Ukkola, 2019: Intensification of precipitation
extremes in the world’s humid and water-limited regions. Environ. Res. Lett.,
14(6), 65003, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab1c8e.
Donchyts, G., et al., 2016: Earth’s surface water change over the past 30 years.
Nat. Clim. Chang., 6, 810, doi:10.1038/nclimate3111.
Donohue, R.J., M.L. Roderick, T.R. McVicar and Y. Yang, 2017: A simple hypothesis
of how leaf and canopy-level transpiration and assimilation respond to
elevated CO2 reveals distinct response patterns between disturbed and
undisturbed vegetation. J. Geophys. Res. Biogeosci., 122(1), 168–184,
doi:10.1002/2016jg003505.
Doorn, N., 2021: Artificial intelligence in the water domain: opportunities
for responsible use. Sci. Total. Environ., 755, 142561, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2020.142561.
Dorber, M., A. Arvesen, D. Gernaat and F. Verones, 2020: Controlling biodiversity
impacts of future global hydropower reservoirs by strategic site selection.
Sci. Rep., 10(1), 21777, doi:10.1038/s41598-020-78444-6.
Doswald, N., et al., 2014: Effectiveness of ecosystem-based approaches for
adaptation: review of the evidence-base. Clim. Dev., 6(2), 185–201, doi:10.1
080/17565529.2013.867247.
Dottori, F., et al., 2018: Increased human and economic losses from river
flooding with anthropogenic warming. Nat. Clim. Chang., 8(9), 781–786,
doi:10.1038/s41558-018-0257-z.
Douglas, I., 2018: The challenge of urban poverty for the use of green
infrastructure on floodplains and wetlands to reduce flood impacts in
intertropical Africa. Landsc. Urban Plan., 180, 262–272, doi:10.1016/j.
landurbplan.2016.09.025.
Douville, H., Raghavan, K., Renwick, J., Allan, R. P., Arias, P. A., Barlow, M., . . .
Zolina, O., 2021: Water Cycle Changes. In: Climate Change 2021: The Physical
Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report
of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Masson-Delmotte, V., P.
Zhai, A. Pirani, S. L. Connors, C. Péan, S. Berger, N. Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb,
M. I. Gomis, M. Huang, K. Leitzell, E. Lonnoy, J. B. R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock,
T. Waterfield, O. Yelekçi, R. Yu and B. Zhou (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge.
Drenkhan, F., et al., 2015: The changing water cycle: climatic and socioeconomic
drivers of water-related changes in the Andes of Peru. WIREs Water, 2(6),
715–733, doi:10.1002/wat2.1105.

678

Water
Droppers, B., et al., 2020: Simulating human impacts on global water resources
using VIC-5. Geosci. Model Dev., 13(10), 5029–5052, doi:10.5194/gmd-135029-2020.
du Bray, M.V., et al., 2017: Emotion, coping, and climate change in island
nations: implications for environmental justice. Environ. Justice, 10(4), 102–
107, doi:10.1089/env.2016.0025.
Du, J., K. Wang and B. Cui, 2021: Attribution of the extreme drought-related risk
of wildfires in spring 2019 over southwest China. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc.,
102(1), S83–S90, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-20-0165.1.
Du, S., et al., 2020: Hard or soft flood adaptation? Advantages of a hybrid
strategy for Shanghai. Glob. Environ. Chang., 61, 102037, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2020.102037.
Dudley, R.W., et al., 2017: Trends in snowmelt-related streamflow timing in
the conterminous United States. J. Hydrol., 547, 208–221, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2017.01.051.
Duffy Katharyn, A., et al., 2021: How close are we to the temperature tipping
point of the terrestrial biosphere? Sci. Adv., 7(3), eaay1052, doi:10.1126/
sciadv.aay1052.
Dumenu, W.K. and E.A. Obeng, 2016: Climate change and rural communities
in Ghana: social vulnerability, impacts, adaptations and policy implications.
Environ. Sci. Policy, 55, 208–217, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2015.10.010.
Dunn, R.J.H., et al., 2020: Development of an updated global land in situ-based
data set of temperature and precipitation extremes: HadEX3. J. Geophys. Res.
Atmos., 125(16), e2019JD032263, doi:10.1029/2019JD032263.
Duran-Encalada, J.A., A. Paucar-Caceres, E.R. Bandala and G.H. Wright, 2017:
The impact of global climate change on water quantity and quality: a system
dynamics approach to the US–Mexican transborder region. Eur. J. Oper. Res.,
256(2), 567–581, doi:10.1016/j.ejor.2016.06.016.
Durand, J.-L., et al., 2018: How accurately do maize crop models simulate the
interactions of atmospheric CO2 concentration levels with limited water
supply on water use and yield? Eur. J. Agron., 100, 67–75, doi:10.1016/j.
eja.2017.01.002.
Dussaillant, I., et al., 2019: Two decades of glacier mass loss along the Andes.
Nat. Geosci., 12(10), 802–808.
Duží, B., et al., 2017: Household measures for river flood risk reduction in
the Czech Republic. J. Flood Risk Manag., 10(2), 253–266, doi:10.1111/
jfr3.12132.
Dyer, F., et al., 2014: The effects of climate change on ecologically-relevant flow
regime and water quality attributes. Stoch. Environ. Res. Risk Assess., 28(1),
67–82, doi:10.1007/s00477-013-0744-8.
Dziba, L., Nyingi, W., Oguge, N., Chandipo, R., Didier, T. A., Gandiwa, E., . . .
van Wilgen, B. (2018). Chapter 4: Direct and indirect drivers of change in
biodiversity and nature’s contributions to people. In E. Archer, L. Dziba, K.
J. Mulongoy, M. A. Maoela, & M. Walters (Eds.), Secretariate of the IPBES
regional assessment report on biodiversity and ecosystem services for Africa
(pp. 207–296). Bonn, Germany: Intergovernmental Science Policy Platform
on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES)
Eakin, H., et al., 2016: Adapting to risk and perpetuating poverty: Household’s
strategies for managing flood risk and water scarcity in Mexico City. Environ.
Sci. Policy, 66, 324–333, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2016.06.006.
Eakin, H., et al., 2020: Expressions of collective grievance as a feedback in
multi-actor adaptation to water risks in Mexico City. Reg. Environ. Chang.,
20(1), 17, doi:10.1007/s10113-020-01588-8.
Earle, A., et al., 2015: Transboundary Water Management and the Climate
Change Debate. Routledge, Abingdon and New York.
Ebrahim, S.H., et al., 2020: Forward planning for disaster-related mass
gatherings amid COVID-19. Lancet Planet. Health, 4(9), e379–e380,
doi:10.1016/S2542-5196(20)30175-3.
Eby, L.A., O. Helmy, L.M. Holsinger and M.K. Young, 2014: Evidence of climateinduced range contractions in bull trout Salvelinus confluentus in a rocky
mountain watershed, U.S.A. PLoS ONE, 9(6), e98812, doi:10.1371/journal.
pone.0098812.

Water 
EC, 2020: Minimum Requirements for Water Re-use. 2020(March), 1689. http://
data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-15301-2019-REV-1/en/pdf.
(Accessed on 25th January, 2021)
Eekhout, J.P., J.E. Hunink, W. Terink and J. de Vente, 2018: Why increased extreme
precipitation under climate change negatively affects water security. Hydrol.
Earth Syst. Sci., 22(11), 5935–5946.
Eekhout, J.P.C. and J. de Vente, 2019a: Assessing the effectiveness of sustainable
land management for large-scale climate change adaptation. Sci. Total.
Environ., 654, 85–93, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.10.350.
Eekhout, J.P.C. and J. De Vente, 2019b: How soil erosion model conceptualization
affects soil loss projections under climate change. Prog. Phys. Geogr. Earth
Environ., 44(2), 212–232, doi:10.1177/0309133319871937.
Egbinola, C.N., H.D. Olaniran and A.C. Amanambu, 2017: Flood management in
cities of developing countries: the example of Ibadan, Nigeria. J. Flood Risk
Manag., 10(4), 546–554, doi:10.1111/jfr3.12157.
Eira, I.M.G., A. Oskal, I. Hanssen-Bauer and S.D. Mathiesen, 2018: Snow cover
and the loss of traditional indigenous knowledge. Nat. Clim. Chang., 8(11),
928–931, doi:10.1038/s41558-018-0319-2.
Eisenack, K., et al., 2014: Explaining and overcoming barriers to climate change
adaptation. Nat. Clim. Chang., 4, 867, doi:10.1038/nclimate2350.
Eisner, S., et al., 2017: An ensemble analysis of climate change impacts on
streamflow seasonality across 11 large river basins. Clim. Chang., 141(3),
401–417.
Elias, E., et al., 2016: Climate change, agriculture and water resources in the
southwestern United States. J. Contemp. Water Res. Educ., 158(1), 46–61,
doi:10.1111/j.1936-704X.2016.03218.x.
Elliott, J., et al., 2014: Constraints and potentials of future irrigation water
availability on agricultural production under climate change. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 111(9), 3239–3244, doi:10.1073/pnas.1222474110.
Elliott, M., et al., 2017: Multiple household water sources and their use in
remote communities with evidence from Pacific island countries. Water
Resour. Res., 53(11), 9106–9117, doi:10.1002/2017WR021047.
Ellis, A., et al., 2016: WASH challenges to girls’ menstrual hygiene management
in Metro Manila, Masbate, and South Central Mindanao, Philippines.
Waterlines, 35(3), 306–323, doi:10.3362/1756-3488.2016.022.
Ellison, D., et al., 2017: Trees, forests and water: cool insights for a hot world.
Glob. Environ. Chang., 43, 51–61.
Elum, Z.A., G. Nhamo and M. A. Antwi, 2018: Effects of climate variability and
insurance adoption on crop production in select provinces of South Africa. J.
Water Clim. Chang., 9(3), 500–511, doi:10.2166/wcc.2018.020.
Emanuel, K., 2017: Assessing the present and future probability of Hurricane
Harvey’s rainfall. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 114(48), 12681, doi:10.1073/
pnas.1716222114.
Emanuel, R.E., 2018: Climate change in the Lumbee river watershed and
potential impacts on the Lumbee tribe of North Carolina. J. Contemp. Water
Res. Educ., 163(1), 79–93, doi:10.1111/j.1936-704X.2018.03271.x.
Emodi, N.V., T. Chaiechi and A.B.M.R.A. Beg, 2019: The impact of climate
variability and change on the energy system: a systematic scoping review.
Sci. Total. Environ., 676, 545–563, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.04.294.
Empinotti, V.L., J. Budds and M. Aversa, 2019: Governance and water security: the
role of the water institutional framework in the 2013–15 water crisis in São
Paulo, Brazil. Geoforum, 98, 46–54, doi:10.1016/j.geoforum.2018.09.022.
Emrich, C.T., E. Tate, S.E. Larson and Y. Zhou, 2020: Measuring social equity in
flood recovery funding. Environ. Hazards, 19(3), 228–250, doi:10.1080/174
77891.2019.1675578.
Eriksen, S., et al., 2021: Adaptation interventions and their effect on vulnerability
in developing countries: help, hindrance or irrelevance? World Dev., 141,
105383, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105383.
Ernst, K.M. and B.L. Preston, 2017: Adaptation opportunities and constraints
in coupled systems: evidence from the U.S. energy-water nexus. Environ. Sci.
Policy, 70, 38–45, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2017.01.001.
Erwin, A., et al., 2021: Intersectionality shapes adaptation to social-ecological
change. World Dev., 138, 105282, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105282.

Chapter 4
Esteve, P., C. Varela-Ortega and T.E. Downing, 2018: A stakeholder-based
assessment of barriers to climate change adaptation in a water-scarce basin
in Spain. Reg. Environ. Chang., 18(8), 2505–2517, doi:10.1007/s10113-0181366-y.
Etongo, D., I.N.S. Djenontin, M. Kanninen and K. Fobissie, 2015: Smallholders’
tree planting activity in the Ziro province, Southern Burkina Faso: impacts on
livelihood and policy implications. Forests, 6(8), 2655–2677, doi:10.3390/
f6082655.
Etter, S., N. Addor, M. Huss and D. Finger, 2017: Climate change impacts on
future snow, ice and rain runoff in a Swiss mountain catchment using
multi-dataset calibration. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 13, 222–239, doi:10.1016/j.
ejrh.2017.08.005.
Eves, C. and S. Wilkinson, 2014: Assessing the immediate and short-term impact
of flooding on residential property participant behaviour. Nat. Hazards,
71(3), 1519–1536.
Eyer, J. and C.J. Wichman, 2018: Does water scarcity shift the electricity
generation mix toward fossil fuels? Empirical evidence from the United States.
J. Environ. Econ. Manage., 87, 224–241, doi:10.1016/j.jeem.2017.07.002.
Eyring, V., Gillett, N. P., Achuta Rao, K. M., Barimalala, R., Barreiro Parrillo, M.,
Bellouin, N., . . . Sun, Y., 2021: Human Influence on the Climate System. In:
Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working
Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change. [Masson-Delmotte, V., P. Zhai, A. Pirani, S. L. Connors, C.
Péan, S. Berger, N. Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb, M. I. Gomis, M. Huang, K.
Leitzell, E. Lonnoy, J. B. R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock, T. Waterfield, O. Yelekçi, R.
Yu and B. Zhou (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Fadul, E., I. Masih and C. De Fraiture, 2019: Adaptation strategies to cope
with low, high and untimely floods: lessons from the Gash spate irrigation
system, Sudan. Agric. Water Manag., 217, 212–225, doi:10.1016/j.
agwat.2019.02.035.
Falco, C., M. Galeotti and A. Olper, 2019: Climate change and migration:
Is agriculture the main channel? Glob. Environ. Chang., 59, 101995,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101995.
Falkenmark, M., J. Lundqvist and C. Widstrand, 1989: Macro-scale water
scarcity requires micro-scale approaches. Nat. Resour. Forum, 13(4), 258–
267, doi:10.1111/j.1477-8947.1989.tb00348.x.
Falkland, T. and I. White, 2020: Freshwater Availability Under Climate Change.
In: Kumar, L. (Eds.) Climate Change and Impacts in the Pacific, Springer,
Cham. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-32878-8_11
Falkner, R., 2016: The Paris Agreement and the new logic of international
climate politics. Int. Aff., 92(5), 1107–1125, doi:10.1111/1468-2346.12708.
Fallon, D.S.M. and C.A. Sullivan, 2014: Are we there yet? NSW local governments’
progress on climate change. Aust. Geogr., 45(2), 221–238, doi:10.1080/0004
9182.2014.899030.
Famiglietti, J.S., 2014: The global groundwater crisis. Nat. Clim. Chang., 4, 945,
doi:10.1038/nclimate2425.
FAO, 2018a: Impacts of Climate Change on Fisheries and Aquaculture Synthesis
of Current Knowledge, Adaptation and Mitigation Options. Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), http://www.fao.org/3/
i9705en/i9705en.pdf. (Accessed on 25th November, 2020)
FAO, 2018b: World Food and Agriculture - Statistical Pocketbook 2018. http://
www.fao.org/3/CA1796EN/ca1796en.pdf . (Rome, 254). (Acessed on 18th
December, 2020)
Farinosi, F., et al., 2018: An innovative approach to the assessment of hydropolitical risk: a spatially explicit, data driven indicator of hydro-political issues.
Glob. Environ. Chang., 52, 286–313, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2018.07.001.
Farinotti, D., A. Pistocchi and M. Huss, 2016: From dwindling ice to headwater
lakes: could dams replace glaciers in the European Alps? Environ. Res. Lett.,
11(5), 54022, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/11/5/054022.
Fasihi, M., O. Efimova and C. Breyer, 2019: Techno-economic assessment of
CO2 direct air capture plants. J. Clean. Prod., 224, 957–980, doi:10.1016/j.
jclepro.2019.03.086.

679

4

Chapter 4

4

Fauconnier, I., et al., 2018: Women as Change-Makers in the Governance of
Shared Waters. UN Water, Gland, Switzerland. 50pp.
Fedele, G., et al., 2019: Transformative adaptation to climate change for
sustainable social-ecological systems. Environ. Sci. Policy, 101, 116–125,
doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2019.07.001.
Feng, H., 2016: Individual contributions of climate and vegetation change
to soil moisture trends across multiple spatial scales. Sci. Rep., 6, 32782,
doi:10.1038/srep32782.
Feng, H. and M. Zhang, 2015: Global land moisture trends: drier in dry and
wetter in wet over land. Sci. Rep., 5, 18018, doi:10.1038/srep18018.
Feng, S. and Q. Fu, 2013: Expansion of global drylands under a warming climate.
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13(19), 10081–10094, doi:10.5194/acp-13-100812013.
Fenton, A., J. Paavola and A. Tallontire, 2017a: Autonomous adaptation to
riverine flooding in Satkhira District, Bangladesh: implications for adaptation
planning. Reg. Environ. Chang., 17(8), 2387–2396, doi:10.1007/s10113017-1159-8.
Fenton, A., J. Paavola and A. Tallontire, 2017b: The role of microfinance in
household livelihood adaptation in Satkhira District, southwest Bangladesh.
World Dev., 92, 192–202, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.12.004.
Ferchichi, I., S. Marlet and A. Zairi, 2017: How farmers deal with water scarcity
in community-managed irrigation SYSTEMS: a case study in northern Tunisia.
Irrig. Drain., 66(4), 556–566, doi:10.1002/ird.2135.
Ferdous, M.R., et al., 2018: Socio-hydrological spaces in the Jamuna river
floodplain in Bangladesh. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 22(10), 5159–5173,
doi:10.5194/hess-22-5159-2018.
Ferdous, M.R., et al., 2019: The costs of living with floods in the Jamuna
floodplain in Bangladesh. Water, 11(6), 1238.
Ferdousi, F., et al., 2015: Identification of essential containers for Aedes larval
breeding to control dengue in Dhaka, Bangladesh. Trop. Med. Health, 43(4),
253–264, doi:10.2149/tmh.2015-16.
Fernández-Arévalo, T., et al., 2017: Quantitative assessment of energy and
resource recovery in wastewater treatment plants based on plant-wide
simulations. Water Res., 118, 272–288, doi:10.1016/j.watres.2017.04.001.
Fernández-Giménez, M. E., B. Batkhishig, B. Batbuyan and T. Ulambayar, 2015:
Lessons from the Dzud: community-based rangeland management increases
the adaptive capacity of Mongolian herders to winter disasters. World Dev.,
68, 48–65.
Fezzi, C., A.R. Harwood, A.A. Lovett and I.J. Bateman, 2015: The environmental
impact of climate change adaptation on land use and water quality. Nat.
Clim. Chang., 5, 255, doi:10.1038/nclimate2525.
Ficklin, D.L., et al., 2018: Natural and managed watersheds show similar
responses to recent climate change. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 115(34),
8553–8557, doi:10.1073/pnas.1801026115.
Field, C. B., Barros, V. R., Mach, K. J., Mastrandrea, M. D., van Aalst, M. K., Adger,
W. N., . . . Yohe, G. W., 2014a: Technical Summary. In: Climate Change 2014:
Impacts,Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects.
Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Aldunce, P., J. P. Ometto, N.
Raholijao and K. Yasuhara (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp. 35–94.
Field, C.B., V.R. Barros, M.D. Mastrandrea and K.J. Mach, 2014b: Summary
for Policymakers. In: Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and
Vulnerability.Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects. Contribution of Working
Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change. [Field, C. B., V. R. Barros, D. J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D.
Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K. L. Ebi, Y. O. Estrada, R. C. Genova,
B. Girma, E. S. Kissel, A. N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R. Mastrandrea and L. L.
White (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and
New York, NY, USA, pp. 1–32.
Filkova, M., et al., 2018: Bonds and Climate Change: The State of the Market.
Climate Bonds Initiative, https://www.climatebonds.net/resources/reports/

680

Water
bonds-and-climate-change-state-market-2018. (Accessed on 4th February,
2021)
Finlayson, C.M., et al., 2017: Policy considerations for managing wetlands
under a changing climate. Mar. Freshw. Res., 68(10), 1803–1815.
Finlayson, C.M., et al., 2006: Climate Variability and Change and Other
Pressures on Wetlands and Waterbirds – Impacts and Adaptation. In: Water
Birds Around the World, Scottish Natural Heritage [Boere, G., C. Gailbraith
and D. Stroud(eds.)]. The Stationery Office, Edinburgh, UK, pp. 88–89.
Fitton, N., et al., 2019: The vulnerabilities of agricultural land and food
production to future water scarcity. Glob. Environ. Chang., 58, 101944,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101944.
Fitzgerald, J. and J. Lenhart, 2016: Eco-districts: can they accelerate urban
climate planning? Environ. Plann. C Gov. Policy, 34(2), 364–380,
doi:10.1177/0263774X15614666.
Flores, A.B., T.W. Collins, S.E. Grineski and J. Chakraborty, 2020: Social
vulnerability to Hurricane Harvey: unmet needs and adverse event
experiences in Greater Houston, Texas. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 46,
101521, doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2020.101521.
Flörke, M., C. Schneider and R.I. McDonald, 2018: Water competition between
cities and agriculture driven by climate change and urban growth. Nat.
Sustain., 1(1), 51–58, doi:10.1038/s41893-017-0006-8.
Fluixá-Sanmartín, J., L. Altarejos-García, A. Morales-Torres and I. Escuder-Bueno,
2018: Review article: climate change impacts on dam safety. Nat. Hazards
Earth Syst. Sci., 18(9), 2471–2488, doi:10.5194/nhess-18-2471-2018.
Fluixá-Sanmartín, J., A. Morales-Torres, I. Escuder-Bueno and J. ParedesArquiola, 2019: Quantification of climate change impact on dam failure risk
under hydrological scenarios: a case study from a Spanish dam. Nat. Hazards
Earth Syst. Sci., 19(10), 2117–2139, doi:10.5194/nhess-19-2117-2019.
Flyen, C., A.L. Hauge, A.-J. Almås and L. Godbolt Åsne, 2018: Municipal
collaborative planning boosting climate resilience in the built
environment. Int. J. Disaster Resil. Built Environ., 9(1), 58–69, doi:10.1108/
IJDRBE-10-2016-0042.
Fodor, N., et al., 2017: Integrating plant science and crop modeling: assessment
of the impact of climate change on soybean and maize production. Plant Cell
Physiol., 58(11), 1833–1847, doi:10.1093/pcp/pcx141.
Fontana, M. and D. Elson, 2014: Public policies on water provision and early
childhood education and care (ECEC): do they reduce and redistribute unpaid
work? Gend. Dev., 22(3), 459–474, doi:10.1080/13552074.2014.963320.
Forbes, B.C., et al., 2019: Changes in mountain birch forests and reindeer
management: comparing different knowledge systems in Sápmi, northern
Fennoscandia. Polar Rec., 55(6), 507–521, doi:10.1017/S0032247419000834.
Ford, J.D., et al., 2019: Changing access to ice, land and water in Arctic
communities. Nat. Clim. Chang., 9(4), 335–339, doi:10.1038/s41558-0190435-7.
Ford, J.D., et al., 2020: The resilience of indigenous peoples to environmental
change. One Earth, 2(6), 532–543, doi:10.1016/j.oneear.2020.05.014.
Ford, J.D., et al., 2017: Readiness for climate change adaptation in the Arctic:
a case study from Nunavut, Canada. Clim. Chang., 145(1), 85–100,
doi:10.1007/s10584-017-2071-4.
Ford, J.D., G. McDowell and T. Pearce, 2015: The adaptation challenge in the
Arctic. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5(12), 1046–1053, doi:10.1038/nclimate2723.
Ford, J.D., et al., 2016: Community-based adaptation research in the Canadian
Arctic. WIREs Clim. Chang., 7(2), 175–191, doi:10.1002/wcc.376.
Formetta, G. and L. Feyen, 2019: Empirical evidence of declining global
vulnerability to climate-related hazards. Glob. Environ. Chang., 57, 101920,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.05.004.
Foster, S., et al., 2018: Impact of irrigated agriculture on groundwater-recharge
salinity: a major sustainability concern in semi-arid regions. Hydrogeol. J.,
26(8), 2781–2791, doi:10.1007/s10040-018-1830-2.
Fosu, B.O., S.Y. Simon Wang and J.-H. Yoon, 2016: The 2014/15 snowpack
drought in Washington state and its climate forcing. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc.,
97(12), S19–S24, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-16-0154.1.

Water 
Fox-Kemper, B., H. T. Hewitt, H. T., Xiao, C., Aðalgeirsdóttir, G., Drijfhout, S. S.,
Edwards, T. L., . . . Yu, Y. (2021). Ocean, Cryosphere and Sea Level Change.
In V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, A. Pirani, S. L. Connors, C. Péan, S. Berger, N.
Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb, M. I. Gomis, M. Huang, K. Leitzell, E. Lonnoy, J. B.
R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock, T. Waterfield, O. Yelekçi, R. Yu, & B. Zhou (Eds.),
Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working
Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change: Cambridge University Press.
Frame, D.J., M.F. Wehner, I. Noy and S.M. Rosier, 2020: The economic costs of
Hurricane Harvey attributable to climate change. Clim. Chang., 160(2), 271–
281, doi:10.1007/s10584-020-02692-8.
Francipane, A., S. Fatichi, V.Y. Ivanov and L.V. Noto, 2015: Stochastic assessment
of climate impacts on hydrology and geomorphology of semiarid headwater
basins using a physically based model. J. Geophys. Res. Earth Surf., 120(3),
507–533, doi:10.1002/2014jf003232.
Franco-Torres, M., B.C. Rogers and R. Harder, 2020: Articulating the new urban
water paradigm. Crit. Rev. Environ. Sci. Technol., 51 (23), 2777-2823, doi:10.
1080/10643389.2020.1803686.
François, B., et al., 2014: Integrating hydropower and intermittent climaterelated renewable energies: a call for hydrology. Hydrol. Process., 28(21),
5465–5468, doi:10.1002/hyp.10274.
Frank, D.C., et al., 2015: Water-use efficiency and transpiration across European
forests during the Anthropocene. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5, 579, doi:10.1038/
nclimate2614.
Frank, W., C. Bals and J. Grimm, 2019: The Case of Huaraz: First Climate Lawsuit
on Loss and Damage Against an Energy Company Before German Courts.
In: Loss and Damage from Climate Change: Concepts, Methods and Policy
Options [Mechler, R., L.M. Bouwer, T. Schinko, S. Surminski and J. LinneroothBayer(eds.)]. Springer International Publishing, Cham, pp. 475–482.
French, A. and R. Mechler, 2017: Managing El Niño Risks Under Uncertainty
in Peru: Learning from the Past for a More Disaster-Resilient Future. Zurich.
https://www.zurich.com/en/corporate-responsibility/flood-resilience/
learning-from-post-flood-events.
French, A., et al., 2020: Root causes of recurrent catastrophe: the political
ecology of El Niño-related disasters in Peru. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 47,
101539, doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2020.101539.
Frey, K., et al., 2021: Polycentric Water Governance in the Urban Global South.
In: Sustainability in Natural Resources Management and Land Planning
[Leal Filho, W., U.M. Azeiteiro and A.F.F. Setti(eds.)]. Springer International
Publishing, Cham, pp. 47–61.
Fricko, O., et al., 2016: Energy sector water use implications of a 2°C
climate policy. Environ. Res. Lett., 11(3), 34011, doi:10.1088/17489326/11/3/034011.
Frieler, K., et al., 2017a: Assessing the impacts of 1.5°C global warming –
simulation protocol of the Inter-Sectoral Impact Model Intercomparison
Project (ISIMIP2b). Geosci. Model Dev., 10(12), 4321–4345, doi:10.5194/
gmd-10-4321-2017.
Frieler, K., et al., 2017b: Understanding the weather signal in national crop-yield
variability. Earths Future, 5(6), 605–616, doi:10.1002/2016ef000525.
Fritz, M., J.E. Vonk and H. Lantuit, 2017: Collapsing arctic coastlines. Nat. Clim.
Chang., 7(1), 6–7.
Frolova, N.L., et al., 2017a: Recent changes of annual flow distribution of the
Volga basin rivers. Geogr. Environ. Sustain., 10(2), 28–39.
Frolova, N.L., et al., 2017b: Runoff fluctuations in the Selenga River Basin. Reg.
Environ. Chang., 17(7), 1965–1976, doi:10.1007/s10113-017-1199-0.
Frost, K. and I. Hua, 2019: Quantifying spatiotemporal impacts of the interaction
of water scarcity and water use by the global semiconductor manufacturing
industry. Water Resour. Ind., 22, 100115, doi:10.1016/j.wri.2019.100115.
Fuchs, L.E., L. Orero, N. Namoi and H. Neufeldt, 2019: How to effectively
enhance sustainable livelihoods in smallholder systems: a comparative study
from western Kenya. Sustainability, 11(6), doi:10.3390/su11061564.

Chapter 4
Fuhrman, J., et al., 2020: Food–energy–water implications of negative
emissions technologies in a +1.5°C future. Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(10), 920–
927, doi:10.1038/s41558-020-0876-z.
Fujimori, S., N. Hanasaki and T. Masui, 2017: Projections of industrial water
withdrawal under shared socioeconomic pathways and climate mitigation
scenarios. Sustain. Sci., 12(2), 275–292, doi:10.1007/s11625-016-0392-2.
Funk, C., et al., 2018: Anthropogenic enhancement of moderate-to-strong El
Niño events likely contributed to drought and poor harvests in southern
Africa during 2016. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 99(1), S91–S96, doi:10.1175/
BAMS-D-17-0112.1.
Funk, C., et al., 2019: Examining the potential contributions of extreme “Western
V” sea surface temperatures to the 2017 March–June east African drought.
Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 100(1), S55–S60, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-18-0108.1.
Funk, C., et al., 2015: The climate hazards infrared precipitation with stations—a
new environmental record for monitoring extremes. Sci. Data, 2(1), 1–21.
Gabriel, A. and T. Mangahas, 2017: Indigenous people’s contribution to the
mitigation of climate variation, their perception, and organizing strategy for
sustainable community based forest resources management in Caraballo
mountain, Philippines. Open J. Ecol., 7, 85–100, doi:10.4236/oje.2017.72007.
Gadissa, T., M. Nyadawa, F. Behulu and B. Mutua, 2018: The effect of climate
change on loss of lake volume: case of sedimentation in central rift valley
basin, Ethiopia. Hydrology, 5(4), doi:10.3390/hydrology5040067.
Gain, A.K., C. Giupponi and Y. Wada, 2016: Measuring global water security
towards sustainable development goals. Environ. Res. Lett., 11(12), 124015,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124015.
Ganguli, P., D. Kumar and A.R. Ganguly, 2017: US power production at risk
from water stress in a changing climate. Sci. Rep., 7(1), 11983, doi:10.1038/
s41598-017-12133-9.
Ganguly, D., P.J. Rasch, H. Wang and J. Yoon, 2012: Fast and slow responses of
the South Asian monsoon system to anthropogenic aerosols. Geophys. Res.
Lett., 39(18), doi:10.1029/2012gl053043.
Gao, J. and B.F. Mills, 2018: Weather shocks, coping strategies, and consumption
dynamics in rural Ethiopia. World Dev., 101, 268–283, doi:10.1016/j.
worlddev.2017.09.002.
Garbrecht, J.D. and X.C. Zhang, 2015: Soil erosion from winter wheat cropland
under climate change in central Oklahoma. Appl. Eng. Agric., 31(3), 439–
454, doi:10.13031/aea.31.10998.
Garrick, D., et al., 2019: Rural water for thirsty cities: a systematic review of
water reallocation from rural to urban regions. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(4),
43003, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab0db7.
Gawith, D., A. Daigneault and P. Brown, 2016: Does community resilience
mitigate loss and damage from climaterelated disasters? Evidence based on
survey data. J. Environ. Plan. Manag., 59(12), 2102–2123, doi:10.1080/096
40568.2015.1126241.
GCA, 2019: Adapt Now: A Global Call for Leadership on Climate Resilience.
Global Comission on Adaptation, https://www.wetlands.org/publications/
adapt-now-a-global-call-for-leadership-on-climate-resilience/. (Accessed on
30th October, 2020)
GCWDA, 2015: H20 Minus CO2:Concept Paper. GCWDA, https://www.diplomatie.
gouv.fr/IMG/pdf/global_water_desalination_alliance_1dec2015_cle8d61cb.
pdf. (Accessed on 8th January, 2021)
Geere, J.-A.L. and P.R. Hunter, 2020: The association of water carriage, water
supply and sanitation usage with maternal and child health. A combined
analysis of 49 multiple indicator cluster surveys from 41 countries. Int. J. Hyg.
Environ. Health, 223(1), 238–247, doi:10.1016/j.ijheh.2019.08.007.
Gelfan, A., et al., 2017: Climate change impact on the water regime of two
great Arctic rivers: modeling and uncertainty issues. Clim. Change., 141(3),
499–515.
Gemenne, F. and J. Blocher, 2017: How can migration serve adaptation to
climate change? Challenges to fleshing out a policy ideal. Geogr. J., 183(4),
336–347, doi:10.1111/geoj.12205.

681

4

Chapter 4

4

Gericke, A., J. Kiesel, D. Deumlich and M. Venohr, 2019: Recent and future
changes in rainfall erosivity and implications for the soil erosion risk in
Brandenburg, NE Germany. Water, 11(5), doi:10.3390/w11050904.
Gheuens, J., N. Nagabhatla and E.D.P. Perera, 2019: Disaster-risk, water security
challenges and strategies in Small Island Developing States (SIDS). Water,
11(4), 637.
Giang, P.Q., L.T. Giang and K. Toshiki, 2017: Spatial and temporal responses
of soil erosion to climate change impacts in a transnational watershed in
southeast Asia. Climate, 5(1), doi:10.3390/cli5010022.
Gibson, K., N. Haslam and I. Kaplan, 2019: Distressing encounters in
the context of climate change: idioms of distress, determinants, and
responses to distress in Tuvalu. Transcult. Psychiatr., 56(4), 667–696,
doi:10.1177/1363461519847057.
Ginbo, T., L. Di Corato and R. Hoffmann, 2020: Investing in climate change
adaptation and mitigation: a methodological review of real-options studies.
Ambio, doi:10.1007/s13280-020-01342-8.
Gioli, G., T. Khan, S. Bisht and J. Scheffran, 2014: Migration as an adaptation
strategy and its gendered implications: a case study from the Upper Indus
Basin. Mt. Res. Dev., 34(3), 255–265.
Giordano, R., et al., 2020: Enhancing nature-based solutions acceptance
through stakeholders’ engagement in co-benefits identification and
trade-offs analysis. Sci. Total. Environ., 713, 136552, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2020.136552.
Giorgi, F., F. Raffaele and E. Coppola, 2019: The response of precipitation
characteristics to global warming from climate projections. Earth Syst.
Dynam., 10(1), 73–89, doi:10.5194/esd-10-73-2019.
Gleeson, T., et al., 2020: HESS opinions: improving the evaluation of groundwater
representation in continental to global scale models. Hydrol. Earth. Syst. Sci.
Discuss., 2020, 1–39, doi:10.5194/hess-2020-378.
Gleick, P.H., 2014: Water, drought, climate change, and conflict in Syria. Weather
Clim. Soc., 6(3), 331–340.
Gobiet, A., et al., 2014: 21st century climate change in the European Alps—a
review. Sci. Total. Environ., 493, 1138–1151.
Goddard, F.G.B., et al., 2020: Faecal contamination of the environment and child
health: a systematic review and individual participant data meta-analysis.
Lancet Planet. Health, 4(9), e405–e415, doi:10.1016/S2542-5196(20)301959.
Godde, C., et al., 2019: Climate change and variability impacts on grazing
herds: insights from a system dynamics approach for semi-arid Australian
rangelands. Glob. Change Biol., 25(9), 3091–3109, doi:10.1111/gcb.14669.
Goderniaux, P., et al., 2015: Uncertainty of climate change impact on
groundwater reserves – application to a chalk aquifer. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud.,
528, 108–121, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.06.018.
Gohar, A.A., A. Cashman and F.A. Ward, 2019: Managing food and water
security in Small Island States: new evidence from economic modelling of
climate stressed groundwater resources. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 569, 239–251,
doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2018.12.008.
Goharian, E., J. Burian Steven, T. Bardsley and C. Strong, 2016: Incorporating
potential severity into vulnerability assessment of water supply systems
under climate change conditions. J. Water Resour. Plann. Manage., 142(2),
4015051, doi:10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000579.
Golden, D.M., C. Audet and M. A. Smith, 2015: “Blue-ice”: framing climate
change and reframing climate change adaptation from the indigenous
peoples’ perspective in the northern boreal forest of Ontario, Canada. Clim.
Dev., 7(5), 401–413, doi:10.1080/17565529.2014.966048.
Goldman, M.J., M.D. Turner and M. Daly, 2018: A critical political ecology of
human dimensions of climate change: epistemology, ontology, and ethics.
WIREs Clim. Chang., 9(4), e526, doi:10.1002/wcc.526.
Golosov, V.N., et al., 2018: Application of bomb- and Chernobyl-derived
radiocaesium for reconstructing changes in erosion rates and sediment
fluxes from croplands in areas of European Russia with different levels
of Chernobyl fallout. J. Environ. Radioact., 186, 78–89, doi:10.1016/j.
jenvrad.2017.06.022.

682

Water
Gonda, N., 2016: Climate change, “technology” and gender: “adapting
women” to climate change with cooking stoves and water reservoirs. Gend.
Technol. Dev., 20(2), 149–168, doi:10.1177/0971852416639786.
González-Zeas, D., et al., 2019: Linking global climate change to local water
availability: limitations and prospects for a tropical mountain watershed. Sci.
Total. Environ., 650, 2577–2586, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.09.309.
González, M. E., et al., 2018: The 2010–2015 Megadrought and its influence
on the fire regime in central and south-central Chile. Ecosphere, 9(8), e2300,
doi:10.1002/ecs2.2300.
González, M. E., et al., 2020: Incendios forestales en Chile: causas, impactos y
resiliencia. Centro de Ciencia del Clima y la Resiliencia.
González Perea, R., E. Camacho Poyato, P. Montesinos and J.A. Rodríguez Díaz,
2018: Prediction of applied irrigation depths at farm level using artificial
intelligence techniques. Agric. Water Manag., 206, 229–240, doi:10.1016/j.
agwat.2018.05.019.
Good, S.P., D. Noone and G. Bowen, 2015: Hydrologic connectivity constrains
partitioning of global terrestrial water fluxes. Science, 349(6244), 175,
doi:10.1126/science.aaa5931.
Goodrich, C.G., A. Prakash and P.B. Udas, 2019: Gendered vulnerability and
adaptation in Hindu-Kush Himalayas: research insights. Environ. Dev., 31,
1–8, doi:10.1016/j.envdev.2019.01.001.
Gooré Bi, E., P. Gachon, M. Vrac and F. Monette, 2017: Which downscaled
rainfall data for climate change impact studies in urban areas? Review of
current approaches and trends. Theor. Appl. Climatol., 127(3), 685–699,
doi:10.1007/s00704-015-1656-y.
Gosling, S.N. and N.W. Arnell, 2016: A global assessment of the impact of climate
change on water scarcity. Clim. Chang., 134(3), 371–385, doi:10.1007/
s10584-013-0853-x.
Gosling, S.N., et al., 2017: A comparison of changes in river runoff from multiple
global and catchment-scale hydrological models under global warming
scenarios of 1°C, 2°C and 3°C. Clim. Chang., 141(3), 577–595, doi:10.1007/
s10584-016-1773-3.
Gotgelf, A., M. Roggero and K. Eisenack, 2020: Archetypical opportunities
for water governance adaptation to climate change. Ecol. Soc., 25(4),
doi:10.5751/ES-11768-250406.
Gould, G.K., et al., 2016: The effects of climate change and extreme wildfire
events on runoff erosion over a mountain watershed. J. Hydrol., 536, 74–91,
doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2016.02.025.
Grafton, R.Q., J. Williams and Q. Jiang, 2015: Food and water gaps to 2050:
preliminary results from the global food and water system (GFWS) platform.
Food Sec., 7(2), 209–220, doi:10.1007/s12571-015-0439-8.
Grafton, R.Q., et al., 2018: The paradox of irrigation efficiency. Science,
361(6404), 748, doi:10.1126/science.aat9314.
Graham, N.T., et al., 2020a: Humans drive future water scarcity changes across
all shared socioeconomic pathways. Environ. Res. Lett., 15(1), 14007,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab639b.
Graham, N.T., et al., 2020b: Future changes in the trading of virtual water. Nat.
Commun., 11(1), 3632, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-17400-4.
Grasham, C.F., M. Korzenevica and K.J. Charles, 2019: On considering climate
resilience in urban water security: a review of the vulnerability of the
urban poor in sub-Saharan Africa. WIREs Water, 6(3), e1344, doi:10.1002/
wat2.1344.
Graves, A.R., et al., 2015: The total costs of soil degradation in England and
Wales. Ecol. Econ., 119, 399–413, doi:10.1016/j.ecolecon.2015.07.026.
Gray, C. and E. Wise, 2016: Country-specific effects of climate variability on
human migration. Clim. Chang., 135(3), 555–568, doi:10.1007/s10584-0151592-y.
Green, T.R., 2016: Linking Climate Change and Groundwater. In: Integrated
Groundwater Management: Concepts, Approaches and Challenges
[Jakeman, A.J., O. Barreteau, R.J. Hunt, J.-D. Rinaudo and A. Ross(eds.)].
Springer International Publishing, Cham, pp. 97–141.

Water 
Greve, P., et al., 2018: Global assessment of water challenges under uncertainty
in water scarcity projections. Nat. Sustain., 1(9), 486–494, doi:10.1038/
s41893-018-0134-9.
Greve, P., et al., 2014: Global assessment of trends in wetting and drying over
land. Nat. Geosci., 7, 716, doi:10.1038/ngeo2247.
Grey, D. and C.W. Sadoff, 2007: Sink or Swim? Water security for growth and
development. Water Policy, 9(6), 545–571, doi:10.2166/wp.2007.021.
Griego, A.L., A.B. Flores, T.W. Collins and S.E. Grineski, 2020: Social vulnerability,
disaster assistance, and recovery: a population-based study of Hurricane
Harvey in Greater Houston, Texas. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 51, 101766,
doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2020.101766.
Griffith, A.W. and C.J. Gobler, 2020: Harmful algal blooms: A climate change costressor in marine and freshwater ecosystems. Harmful Algae, 91, 101590,
doi:10.1016/j.hal.2019.03.008.
Grillakis, M.G., 2019: Increase in severe and extreme soil moisture droughts
for Europe under climate change. Sci. Total. Environ., 660, 1245–1255,
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.01.001.
Grossiord, C., et al., 2020: Plant responses to rising vapor pressure deficit. New
Phytol., 226(6), 1550–1566, doi:10.1111/nph.16485.
Gudmundsson, L., et al., 2021: Globally observed trends in mean and extreme
river flow attributed to climate change. Science, 371(6534), 1159–1162,
doi:10.1126/science.aba3996.
Gudmundsson, L., P. Greve and S.I. Seneviratne, 2016: The sensitivity of water
availability to changes in the aridity index and other factors—a probabilistic
analysis in the Budyko space. Geophys. Res. Lett., 43(13), 6985–6994,
doi:10.1002/2016gl069763.
Gudmundsson, L., et al., 2019: Observed trends in global indicators of
mean and extreme streamflow. Geophys. Res. Lett., 46(2), 756–766,
doi:10.1029/2018gl079725.
Gudmundsson, L., S.I. Seneviratne and X. Zhang, 2017: Anthropogenic climate
change detected in European renewable freshwater resources. Nat. Clim.
Chang., 7, 813, doi:10.1038/nclimate3416.
Guermazi, E., M. Milano, E. Reynard and M. Zairi, 2019: Impact of climate
change and anthropogenic pressure on the groundwater resources in arid
environment. Mitig. Adapt. Strateg. Glob. Change, 24(1), 73–92, doi:10.1007/
s11027-018-9797-9.
Guerreiro, S.B., et al., 2018: Future heat-waves, droughts and floods in 571
European cities. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(3), 34009, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/
aaaad3.
Guimberteau, M., K. Laval, A. Perrier and J. Polcher, 2012: Global effect of
irrigation and its impact on the onset of the Indian summer monsoon. Clim.
Dyn., 39(6), 1329–1348, doi:10.1007/s00382-011-1252-5.
Gulev, S. K., Thorne, P. W., Ahn, J., Dentener, F. J., Domingues, C. M., Gerland, S., . .
. Vose, R. S., 2021: Changing State of the Climate System. In: Climate Change
2021: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the
Sixth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.
[Masson-Delmotte, V., P. Zhai, A. Pirani, S. L. Connors, C. Péan, S. Berger, N.
Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb, M. I. Gomis, M. Huang, K. Leitzell, E. Lonnoy, J. B.
R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock, T. Waterfield, O. Yelekçi, R. Yu and B. Zhou (eds.)].
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
Gunathilaka, R.P.D., J.C.R. Smart and C.M. Fleming, 2018: Adaptation to
climate change in perennial cropping systems: options, barriers and
policy implications. Environ. Sci. Policy, 82, 108–116, doi:10.1016/j.
envsci.2018.01.011.
Güneralp, B., İ. Güneralp and Y. Liu, 2015: Changing global patterns of urban
exposure to flood and drought hazards. Glob. Environ. Chang., 31, 217–225,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2015.01.002.
Guo, Y., et al., 2020: Floods in China, COVID-19, and climate change. Lancet
Planet. Health, 4(10), e443–e444, doi:10.1016/S2542-5196(20)30203-5.
Gupta, E., 2019: The impact of solar water pumps on energy-water-food nexus:
evidence from Rajasthan, India. Energy Policy, 129, 598–609, doi:10.1016/j.
enpol.2019.02.008.

Chapter 4
Gurdak, J.J., 2018: The Water-Energy-Food Nexus and California’s Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act. In: The Water-Energy-Food Nexus. [Endo, A.
and Oh. T. (eds.)]. Springer, Singapore, pp. 145–155.
Gwenzi, W., et al., 2015: Water quality and public health risks associated
with roof rainwater harvesting systems for potable supply: review and
perspectives. Sustain. Water Qual. Ecol., 6, 107–118, doi:10.1016/j.
swaqe.2015.01.006.
GWP, 2018: Preparing to Adapt: The Untold Story of Water in Climate Change
Adaptation Processes. GWP, https://www.gwp.org/globalassets/global/
events/cop24/gwp-ndc-report.pdf . (1-20). (Accessed on 17th December,
2020)
H2020, 2014: Work Programme 2014 – 2015. European Commission Decision
C (2014)4995 of 22 July 2014. European Commission.
Hagenlocher, M., et al., 2019: Drought vulnerability and risk assessments: state
of the art, persistent gaps, and research agenda. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(8),
83002, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab225d.
Hall, J., et al., 2014: Understanding flood regime changes in Europe: a state-ofthe-art assessment. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 18(7), 2735–2772, doi:10.5194/
hess-18-2735-2014.
Halladay, K. and P. Good, 2017: Non-linear interactions between CO2 radiative
and physiological effects on Amazonian evapotranspiration in an Earth
system model. Clim. Dyn., 49(7), 2471–2490, doi:10.1007/s00382-0163449-0.
Hallegatte, S., et al., 2018: The Economics of (and Obstacles to) Aligning
Development and Climate Change Adaptation: A World Bank Group
Contribution to the Global Commission on Adaptation. Rotterdam and
Washington,
DC,
https://cdn.gca.org/assets/2018-10/18_WP_GCA_
Economics_1001_final.pdf. (Accessed on 4th Feburary, 2021)
Hamilton, M. and M. Lubell, 2018: Collaborative governance of climate change
adaptation across spatial and institutional scales. Policy Stud. J., 46(2), 222–
247, doi:10.1111/psj.12224.
Hammond, J.C., F.A. Saavedra and S.K. Kampf, 2018: Global snow zone maps
and trends in snow persistence 2001–2016. Int. J. Climatol., 38(12), 4369–
4383, doi:10.1002/joc.5674.
Hanasaki, N., S. Yoshikawa, K. Kakinuma and S. Kanae, 2016: A seawater
desalination scheme for global hydrological models. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci.,
20(10), 4143–4157, doi:10.5194/hess-20-4143-2016.
Hanasaki, N., S. Yoshikawa, Y. Pokhrel and S. Kanae, 2018: A global hydrological
simulation to specify the sources of water used by humans. Hydrol. Earth
Syst. Sci., 22(1), 789–817, doi:10.5194/hess-22-789-2018.
Handmer, J. and J. Nalau, 2019: Understanding Loss and Damage in Pacific
Small Island Developing States. In: Loss and Damage from Climate Change:
Concepts, Methods and Policy Options [Mechler, R., L.M. Bouwer, T. Schinko,
S. Surminski and J. Linnerooth-Bayer(eds.)]. Springer International Publishing,
Cham, pp. 365–381.
Handschuch, C. and M. Wollni, 2016: Improved production systems for
traditional food crops: the case of finger millet in western Kenya. Food Sec.,
8(4), 783–797.
Hannaford, J., 2015: Climate-driven changes in UK river flows: a review
of the evidence. Prog. Phys. Geogr. Earth Environ., 39(1), 29–48,
doi:10.1177/0309133314536755.
Hanrahan, M., 2017: Water (in) security in Canada: national identity and the
exclusion of indigenous peoples. Br. J. Can. Stud., 30(1), 69–90.
Hansen, J.G. and R. Antsanen, 2018: What Can traditional indigenous knowledge
teach us about changing our approach to human activity and environmental
stewardship in order to reduce the severity of climate change? Int. Indig.
Policy J., 9(3). DOI: https://doi.org/10.18584/iipj.2018.9.3.6
Hanzer, F., K. Förster, J. Nemec and U. Strasser, 2018: Projected cryospheric
and hydrological impacts of 21st century climate change in the Ötztal Alps
(Austria) simulated using a physically based approach. Hydrol. Earth Syst.
Sci., 22(2), 1593–1614, doi:10.5194/hess-22-1593-2018.
Haque, M., et al., 2021: Wildfire in Australia during 2019-2020, its impact
on health, biodiversity and environment with some proposals for risk

683

4

Chapter 4

4

management: a review. J. Environ. Prot., 12, 391–414, doi:10.4236/
jep.2021.126024.
Harmsworth, G., S. Awatere and M. Robb, 2016: Indigenous Māori values and
perspectives to inform freshwater management in Aotearoa-New Zealand.
Ecol. Soc., 21, doi:10.5751/ES-08804-210409.
Harp, R.D., et al., 2021: Interannual climate variability and malaria in Mozambique.
GeoHealth, 5(2), e2020GH000322, doi:10.1029/2020GH000322.
Harper, S.L., C. Wright, S. Masina and S. Coggins, 2020: Climate change,
water, and human health research in the Arctic. Water Secur., 10, 100062,
doi:10.1016/j.wasec.2020.100062.
Harrington, L.J. and F.E.L. Otto, 2020: Reconciling theory with the reality of
African heatwaves. Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(9), 796–798, doi:10.1038/s41558020-0851-8.
Harrison, S., et al., 2018: Climate change and the global pattern of morainedammed glacial lake outburst floods. Cryosphere, 12(4), 1195–1209,
doi:10.5194/tc-12-1195-2018.
Hartmann, A., T. Gleeson, Y. Wada and T. Wagener, 2017: Enhanced groundwater
recharge rates and altered recharge sensitivity to climate variability through
subsurface heterogeneity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 114(11), 2842–2847,
doi:10.1073/pnas.1614941114.
Hartmann, T., et al., 2019: Nature-Based Flood Risk Management on Private
Land: Disciplinary Perspectives on a Multidisciplinary Challenge. Springer,
Cham. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-23842-1
Hattermann, F.F., et al., 2017: Cross-scale intercomparison of climate change
impacts simulated by regional and global hydrological models in eleven
large river basins. Clim. Chang., 141(3), 561–576, doi:10.1007/s10584-0161829-4.
Havet, A., et al., 2014: Review of livestock farmer adaptations to increase
forages in crop rotations in western France. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ., 190,
120–127, doi:10.1016/j.agee.2014.01.009.
Hawkins, E., et al., 2020: Observed emergence of the climate change
signal: from the familiar to the unknown. Geophys. Res. Lett., 47(6),
doi:10.1029/2019GL086259.
He, C., et al., 2021: Future global urban water scarcity and potential solutions.
Nat. Commun., 12(1), 4667, doi:10.1038/s41467-021-25026-3.
Hedelin, B., 2016: The EU floods directive trickling down: tracing the ideas
of integrated and participatory flood risk management in Sweden. Water
Policy, 19(2), 286–303, doi:10.2166/wp.2016.092.
Hegre, H., et al., 2016: Forecasting civil conflict along the shared socioeconomic
pathways. Environ. Res. Lett., 11(5), 54002, doi:10.1088/17489326/11/5/054002.
Hejazi, M., et al., 2014: Long-term global water projections using six
socioeconomic scenarios in an integrated assessment modeling
framework. Technol. Forecast Soc. Change, 81, 205–226, doi:10.1016/j.
techfore.2013.05.006.
Hellin, J., B.D. Ratner, R. Meinzen-Dick and S. Lopez-Ridaura, 2018: Increasing
social-ecological resilience within small-scale agriculture in conflict-affected
Guatemala. Ecol. Soc., 23(3), 5, doi:10.5751/ES-10250-230305.
Hendel, M. and L. Royon, 2015: The effect of pavement-watering on subsurface
pavement temperatures. Urban Clim., 14, 650–654, doi:10.1016/j.
uclim.2015.10.006.
Henderson, G.R., Y. Peings, J.C. Furtado and P.J. Kushner, 2018: Snow–
atmosphere coupling in the Northern Hemisphere. Nat. Clim. Chang., 8(11),
954–963, doi:10.1038/s41558-018-0295-6.
Henley, B.J., et al., 2019: Amplification of risks to water supply at 1.5°C and 2°C
in drying climates: a case study for Melbourne, Australia. Environ. Res. Lett.,
14(8), 84028, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab26ef.
Henry, B.K., R.J. Eckard and K. A. Beauchemin, 2018: Review: Adaptation of
ruminant livestock production systems to climate changes. Animal, 12(s2),
s445–s456, doi:10.1017/S1751731118001301.
Herbert, C. and P. Döll, 2019: Global assessment of current and future
groundwater stress with a focus on transboundary aquifers. Water Resour.
Res., 55(6), 4760–4784, doi:10.1029/2018WR023321.

684

Water
Hérivaux, C. and P. Le Coent, 2021: Introducing nature into cities or preserving
existing Peri-Urban ecosystems? Analysis of preferences in a rapidly
urbanizing catchment. Sustainability, 13(2), doi:10.3390/su13020587.
Herman-Mercer, N.M., et al., 2019: Vulnerability of subsistence systems due
to social and environmental change. Arctic, 72(3), 258–272, doi:10.14430/
arctic68867.
Hernández-Henríquez, M. A., S.J. Déry and C. Derksen, 2015: Polar amplification
and elevation-dependence in trends of Northern Hemisphere snow cover
extent, 1971–2014. Environ. Res. Lett., 10(4), 44010, doi:10.1088/17489326/10/4/044010.
Hernández-Sancho, F., B. Lamizana-Diallo, M. Mateo-Sagasta and M. Qadir,
2015: Economic Valuation of Wastewater: The Cost of Action and the Cost
of No Action. UNEP, http://www.unep.org/ourplanet/december-2015/uneppublications/economic-valuation-wastewater-cost-action-and-cost-noaction%0Ahttp://unep.org/gpa/Documents/GWI/Wastewater
Evaluation
Report Mail.pdf. (Accessed on 12th November, 2020)
Hewett, C.J.M., C. Simpson, J. Wainwright and S. Hudson, 2018: Communicating
risks to infrastructure due to soil erosion: a bottom-up approach. Land
Degrad. Dev., 29(4), 1282–1294, doi:10.1002/ldr.2900.
Hino, M., C.B. Field and K.J. Mach, 2017: Managed retreat as a response to
natural hazard risk. Nat. Clim. Chang., 7, 364, doi:10.1038/nclimate3252.
Hirabayashi, Y., et al., 2021a: Anthropogenic climate change has changed
frequency of past flood during 2010-2013. Prog. Earth Planet. Sci., 8(1), 36,
doi:10.1186/s40645-021-00431-w.
Hirabayashi, Y., et al., 2021b: Global exposure to flooding from the new CMIP6
climate model projections. Sci. Rep., 11(1), 3740, doi:10.1038/s41598-02183279-w.
Hirpa, F.A., et al., 2018: Finding sustainable water futures in data-sparse regions
under climate change: insights from the Turkwel River basin, Kenya. J. Hydrol.
Reg. Stud., 19, 124–135, doi:10.1016/j.ejrh.2018.08.005.
Ho, T.T. and K. Shimada, 2019: The effects of climate smart agriculture and
climate change adaptation on the technical efficiency of rice farming—an
empirical study in the Mekong Delta of Vietnam. Agriculture, 9(5), 99.
Hochman, Z., D.L. Gobbett and H. Horan, 2017a: Climate trends account for
stalled wheat yields in Australia since 1990. Glob. Change Biol., 23(5), 2071–
2081, doi:10.1111/gcb.13604.
Hochman, Z., et al., 2017b: Smallholder farmers managing climate risk in India:
1. Adapting to a variable climate. Agric. Syst., 150, 54–66.
Hock, R., et al., 2019a: GlacierMIP – A model intercomparison of global-scale
glacier mass-balance models and projections. J. Glaciol., 65(251), 453–467,
doi:10.1017/jog.2019.22.
Hock, R., G. Rasul, C. Adler, B. Cáceres, S. Gruber, Y. Hirabayashi, M. Jackson,
A. Kääb, S. Kang, S. Kutuzov, Al. Milner, U. Molau, S. Morin, B. Orlove, and
H. Steltzer, 2019b: High Mountain Areas. In: IPCC Special Report on the
Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate [H.-O. Pörtner, D.C. Roberts,
V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, M. Tignor, E. Poloczanska, K. Mintenbeck, A.
Alegría, M. Nicolai, A. Okem, J. Petzold, B. Rama, N.M. Weyer (eds.)]. IPCC,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge
Hodges, M., et al., 2014: Delays in reducing waterborne and water-related
infectious diseases in China under climate change. Nat. Clim. Chang., 4,
1109, doi:10.1038/nclimate2428.
Hodgkins, G., R. Dudley, S.A. Archfield and B. Renard, 2019: Effects of climate,
regulation, and urbanization on historical flood trends in the United States.
J. Hydrol., 573, 697–709.
Hoegh-Guldberg, O., D. Jacob, M. Taylor, M. Bindi, S. Brown, I. Camilloni, A.
Diedhiou, R. Djalante, K.L. Ebi, F. Engelbrecht, J. Guiot, Y. Hijioka, S. Mehrotra,
A. Payne, S.I. Seneviratne, A. Thomas, R. Warren, and G. Zhou, 2018: Impacts
of 1.5°C of Global Warming on Natural and Human Systems. In: Global
Warming of 1.5°C. An IPCC Special Report on the Impacts of Global Warming
of 1.5°C Above Pre-Industrial Levels and Related Global Greenhouse Gas
Emission Pathways, in the Context of Strengthening the Global Response to
the Threat of Climate Change. [T. W. Masson-Delmotte, P. Z. V., H.-O. Pörtner,
D. Roberts, J. Skea, P.R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W. Moufouma-Okia, C. Péan, R.

Water 
Pidcock, S. Connors, J.B.R. Matthews, Y. Chen, X. Zhou, M.I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy,
T. Maycock, M. Tignor and T. Waterfield (eds.)], pp. 175–311. IPCC, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge
Hoell, A., et al., 2019: Anthropogenic Contributions to the Intensity of the
2017 United States Northern Great Plains Drought. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc.,
100(1), S19–S24, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-18-0127.1.
Holding, S., et al., 2016: Groundwater vulnerability on small islands. Nat. Clim.
Chang., 6, 1100, doi:10.1038/nclimate3128.
Hong, N.B. and M. Yabe, 2017: Improvement in irrigation water use efficiency:
a strategy for climate change adaptation and sustainable development
of Vietnamese tea production. Environ. Dev. Sustain., 19(4), 1247–1263,
doi:10.1007/s10668-016-9793-8.
Hope, P., E.-P. Lim, H. Hendon and G. Wang, 2018: The effect of increasing CO2
on the extreme September 2016 rainfall across southeastern Australia. Bull.
Am. Meteorol. Soc., 99(1), S133–S138, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-17-0094.1.
Horn, L.M., et al., 2018: Association between precipitation and diarrheal disease
in Mozambique. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health, 15(4), doi:10.3390/
ijerph15040709.
Horney, J.A., et al., 2018: Comparing residential contamination in a Houston
environmental justice neighborhood before and after Hurricane Harvey. PLoS
ONE, 13(2), e192660, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0192660.
Hovenden, M.J., P.C.D. Newton and K.E. Wills, 2014: Seasonal not annual
rainfall determines grassland biomass response to carbon dioxide. Nature,
511, 583, doi:10.1038/nature13281.
Howard, G., R. Calow, A. Macdonald and J. Bartram, 2016: Climate change and
water and sanitation: likely impacts and emerging trends for action. Annu.
Rev. Environ. Resour., 41, 253–276.
Hoy, A., et al., 2016: Climatic changes and their impact on socio-economic
sectors in the Bhutan Himalayas: an implementation strategy. Reg. Environ.
Chang., 16(5), 1401–1415.
Hsiang Solomon, M., M. Burke and E. Miguel, 2013: Quantifying the influence
of climate on human conflict. Science, 341(6151), 1235367, doi:10.1126/
science.1235367.
Huang, J., et al., 2016a: Accelerated dryland expansion under climate change.
Nat. Clim. Chang., 6(2), 166–171, doi:10.1038/nclimate2837.
Huang, L.-Y., et al., 2016b: Risk of flood-related diseases of eyes, skin and
gastrointestinal tract in Taiwan: a retrospective cohort study. PLoS ONE,
11(5), e155166, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0155166.
Huang, M., et al., 2015: Change in terrestrial ecosystem water-use efficiency
over the last three decades. Glob. Change Biol., 21(6), 2366–2378,
doi:10.1111/gcb.12873.
Huang, Y., et al., 2020: Nature-based solutions for urban pluvial flood risk
management. WIREs Water, 7(3), e1421, doi:10.1002/wat2.1421.
Huang, Z., et al., 2019: Global agricultural green and blue water consumption
under future climate and land use changes. J. Hydrol., 574, 242–256,
doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2019.04.046.
Huggel, C., et al., 2019: Loss and damage in the mountain cryosphere. Reg.
Environ. Chang., 19(5), 1387–1399, doi:10.1007/s10113-018-1385-8.
Hugonnet, R., et al., 2021: Accelerated global glacier mass loss in the early
twenty-first century. Nature, 592(7856), 726–731, doi:10.1038/s41586-02103436-z.
Hurlbert, M., 2014: Adaptive institutional design in agri-environmental
programs. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 6(2), 145–165, doi:10.1108/
IJCCSM-12-2012-0076.
Hurlbert, M., 2018: Adaptive Governance of Disaster. Drought and Flood in
Rural Areas. Springer International Publishing, Cham.
Hurlbert, M., J. Krishnaswamy, E. Davin, F.X. Johnson, C.F. Mena, J. Morton, S.
Myeong, D. Viner, K. Warner, A. Wreford, S. Zakieldeen, Z. Zommers, 2019: Risk
Management and Decision making in Relation to Sustainable Development.
In: Climate Change and Land: an IPCC special report on climate change,
desertification, land degradation, sustainable land management, food
security, and greenhouse gas fluxes in terrestrial ecosystems [P.R. Shukla,
J. Skea, E. Calvo Buendia, V. Masson-Delmotte, H.-O. Pörtner, D.C. Roberts,

Chapter 4
P. Zhai, R. Slade, S. Connors, R. van Diemen, M. Ferrat, E. Haughey, S. Luz,
S. Neogi, M. Pathak, J. Petzold, J. Portugal Pereira, P. Vyas, E. Huntley, K.
Kissick, M. Belkacemi, J. Malley, (eds.)]. IPCC, Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge.
Hurlbert, M. and J. Pittman, 2014: Exploring adaptive management in
environmental farm programs in Saskatchewan, Canada. J. Nat. Resour.
Policy Res., 6(2-3), 195–212.
Huss, M., et al., 2017: Toward mountains without permanent snow and ice.
Earths Future, 5(5), 418–435, doi:10.1002/2016ef000514.
Huss, M. and M. Fischer, 2016: Sensitivity of very small glaciers in the Swiss
alps to future climate change. Front. Earth Sci., 4(34), doi:10.3389/
feart.2016.00034.
Huss, M. and R. Hock, 2018: Global-scale hydrological response to future
glacier mass loss. Nat. Clim. Chang., 8(2), 135–140, doi:10.1038/s41558017-0049-x.
Huynh, L.T.M. and L.C. Stringer, 2018: Multi-scale assessment of social
vulnerability to climate change: an empirical study in coastal Vietnam. Clim.
Risk Manag., 20, 165–180.
Huynh, P.T.A. and B.P. Resurreccion, 2014: Women’s differentiated vulnerability
and adaptations to climate-related agricultural water scarcity in rural Central
Vietnam. Clim. Dev., 6(3), 226–237, doi:10.1080/17565529.2014.886989.
IDA, 2020: Desalination and Water Reuse by the Numbers. IDA, idadesal.org/.
(Accessed on 26th January, 2021)
Ide, T., M. Brzoska, J.F. Donges and C.-F. Schleussner, 2020: Multi-method
evidence for when and how climate-related disasters contribute to
armed conflict risk. Glob. Environ. Chang., 62, 102063, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2020.102063.
IDMC, 2020: 2020 Global Report on Internal Displacement.
Iglesias, A., D. Santillán and L. Garrote, 2018: On the barriers to adaption to
less water under climate change: policy choices in mediterranean countries.
Water Resour. Manag., 32(15), 4819–4832, doi:10.1007/s11269-018-20430.
IHA, 2020: Hydropower Status Report 2020. https://www.hydropower.org/
publications/2020-hydropower-status-report. (Accessed on 9th February,
2021)
Iizumi, T. and N. Ramankutty, 2016: Changes in yield variability of major crops
for 1981–2010 explained by climate change. Environ. Res. Lett., 11(3),
34003.
Iizumi, T., et al., 2018: Crop production losses associated with anthropogenic
climate change for 1981–2010 compared with preindustrial levels. Int. J.
Climatol., 38(14), 5405–5417.
Ikeda, N., C. Narama and S. Gyalson, 2016: Knowledge sharing for disaster risk
reduction: insights from a glacier lake workshop in the Ladakh region, Indian
himalayas. Mt. Res. Dev., 36(1), 31–40. 10.
Imran, M. A., et al., 2019: Impact of climate smart agriculture (CSA) through
sustainable irrigation management on resource use efficiency: a sustainable
production alternative for cotton. Land Use Policy, 88, 104113, doi:10.1016/j.
landusepol.2019.104113.
Ingty, T., 2017: High mountain communities and climate change: adaptation,
traditional ecological knowledge, and institutions. Clim. Chang., 145(1),
41–55, doi:10.1007/s10584-017-2080-3.
IPBES, 2019: Summary for Policymakers of the Global Assessment Report on
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services of the Intergovernmental SciencePolicy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services [Díaz, S., J. Settele,
E. S. Brondízio, H. T. Ngo, M. Guèze, J. Agard, A. Arneth, P. Balvanera, K. A.
Brauman, S. H. M. Butchart, K. M. A. Chan, L. A. Garibaldi, K. Ichii, J. Liu, S.
M. Subramanian, G. F. Midgley, P. Miloslavich, Z. Molnár, D. Obura, A. Pfaff,
S. Polasky, A. Purvis, J. Razzaque, B. Reyers, R. R. Chowdhury, Y. J. Shin, I.
J. Visseren-Hamakers, K. J. Willis and C. N. Zayas (eds.)]. IPBES secretariat,
Bonn, Germany. 56 pages.
IPCC, 2014: Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects. Contribution of Working Group
II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change [Field, C. B., V. R. Barros, D. J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D. Mastrandrea,

685

4

Chapter 4

4

T. E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K. L. Ebi, Y. O. Estrada, R. C. Genova, B. Girma, E. S.
Kissel, A. N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R. Mastrandrea and L. L. White (eds.)].
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY,
USA, 485–533.
IPCC, 2018a: Summary for Policymakers. In: Global Warming of 1.5°C. An
IPCC Special Report on the Impacts of Global Warming of 1.5°C Above PreIndustrial Levels and Related Global Greenhouse Gas Emission Pathways, in
the Context of Strengthening the Global Response to the Threat of Climate
Change, Sustainable Development, and Efforts to Eradicate Poverty. [MassonDelmotte, V., P. Zhai, H.-O. Pörtner, D. Roberts, J. Skea, P. R. Shukla, A. Pirani,
W. Moufouma-Okia, C. Péan, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J. B. R. Matthews, Y.
Chen, X. Zhou, M. I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor and T. Waterfield
(eds.)]. IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland (616 pp).
IPCC, 2018b: Technical Summary. In: Global Warming of 1.5°C. An IPCC Special
Report on the Impacts of Global Warming of 1.5°C Above Pre-Industrial
Levels and Related Global Greenhouse Gas Emission Pathways, in the
Context of Strengthening the Global Response to the Threat of Climate
Change, Sustainable Development, and Efforts to Eradicate Poverty. [MassonDelmotte, V., P. Zhai, H. O. Pörtner, D. Roberts, J. Skea, P. R. Shukla, A. Pirani,
W. Moufouma-Okia, C. Péan, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J. B. R. Matthews, Y.
Chen, X. Zhou, M. I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor and T. Waterfield
(eds.)]. IPCC, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
IPCC, 2019a: Summary for Policymakers. In: IPCC Special Report on the
Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate. [Pörtner, H.-O., D. C. Roberts,
V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, M. Tignor, E. Poloczanska, K. Mintenbeck, A.
Alegría, M. Nicolai, A. Okem, J. Petzold, B. Rama and N. M. Weyer (eds.)].
IPCC, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
IPCC, 2019b: Summary to Policymakers. In: Climate Change and Land: An
IPCC Special Report on Climate Change, Desertification, Land Degradation,
Sustainable Land Management, Food Security, and Greenhouse Gas Fluxes
in Terrestrial Ecosystems. [Shukla, P. R., J. Skea, E. C. Buendia, V. MassonDelmotte, H.-O. Pörtner, D. C. Roberts, P. Zhai, R. Slade, S. Connors, R. van
Diemen, M. Ferrat, E. Haughey, S. Luz, S. Neogi, M. Pathak, J. Petzold, J. P.
Pereira, P. Vyas, E. Huntley, K. Kissick, M. Belkacemi and J. Malley (eds.)].
IPCC, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
IPCC, 2019c: Technical Summary. In: IPCC Special Report on the Ocean and
Cryosphere in a Changing Climate. [Pörtner, H. O., D. C. Roberts, V. MassonDelmotte, P. Zhai, M. Tignor, E. Poloczanska, K. Mintenbeck, A. Alegría, M.
Nicolai, A. Okem, J. Petzold, B. Rama and N. M. Weyer (eds.)] IPCC, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridg.
Iqbal, M.W., S. Donjadee, B. Kwanyuen and S. Liu, 2018: Farmers’ perceptions of
and adaptations to drought in Herat Province, Afghanistan. J. Mt. Sci., 15(8),
1741–1756, doi:10.1007/s11629-017-4750-z.
Irannezhad, M., A.-K. Ronkanen and B. Kløve, 2016: Wintertime climate factors
controlling snow resource decline in Finland. Int. J. Climatol., 36(1), 110–131,
doi:10.1002/joc.4332.
IRENA, 2012: Water Desalination Using Renewable Energy TECHNOLOGY
SYSTEMS ANALYSIS PROGRAMME. www.etsap.org-www.irena.org . (1-28).
(Accessed on 11th November, 2020)
Ishak, E.H., et al., 2013: Evaluating the non-stationarity of Australian annual
maximum flood. J. Hydrol., 494, 134–145, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2013.04.021.
Islam, M.M., S. Sallu, K. Hubacek and J. Paavola, 2014: Migrating to tackle
climate variability and change? Insights from coastal fishing communities in
Bangladesh. Clim. Chang., 124(4), 733–746.
Islam, M.S. and M. E. Hoq, 2018: Vulnerability of Aquaculture-Based Fish
Production Systems to the Impacts of Climate Change: Insights from
Inland Waters in Bangladesh. In: Bangladesh I: Climate Change Impacts,
Mitigation and Adaptation in Developing Countries [Islam, M.N. and A. van
Amstel(eds.)]. Springer International Publishing, Cham, pp. 67–97.
Islam, M.S., M.Z. Hossain and M.B. Sikder, 2019a: Drought adaptation measures
and their effectiveness at Barind Tract in northwest Bangladesh: a perception
study. Nat. Hazards, 97(3), 1253–1276.

686

Water
Islam, S.U., C.L. Curry, S.J. Déry and F.W. Zwiers, 2019b: Quantifying projected
changes in runoff variability and flow regimes of the Fraser River Basin,
British Columbia. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 23(2), 811–828.
Issaka, S. and M. A. Ashraf, 2017: Impact of soil erosion and degradation on
water quality: a review. Geol. Ecol. Landsc., 1(1), 1–11, doi:10.1080/24749
508.2017.1301053.
Iticha, B. and A. Husen, 2019: Adaptation to climate change using indigenous
weather forecasting systems in Borana pastoralists of southern Ethiopia.
Clim. Dev., 11(7), 564–573, doi:10.1080/17565529.2018.1507896.
Iturbide, M., et al., 2020: An update of IPCC climate reference regions for
subcontinental analysis of climate model data: definition and aggregated
datasets. Earth Syst. Sci. Data, 12(4), 2959–2970, doi:10.5194/essd-122959-2020.
IUCN, 2020: IUCN Global Standard for Nature-based Solutions: A User-Friendly
Framework for the Verification, Design and Scaling up of NbS: First Edition.
IUCN, Gland, Switzerland. doi:10.2305/iucn.ch.2020.08.en.
Iza, A., 2019: Gobernanza para la adaptación basada en ecosistemas. IUCN,
Gland, Switzerland, 156.
Jaakkola, J.J.K., S. Juntunen and K. Näkkäläjärvi, 2018: The holistic effects of
climate change on the culture, well-being, and health of the Saami, the only
indigenous people in the European Union. Curr. Envir. Health Rpt., 5(4), 401–
417, doi:10.1007/s40572-018-0211-2.
Jaeger, K.L., J.D. Olden and N.A. Pelland, 2014: Climate change poised to
threaten hydrologic connectivity and endemic fishes in dryland streams. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci., 111(38), 13894–13899, doi:10.1073/pnas.1320890111.
Jaeger, W.K., et al., 2017: Finding water scarcity amid abundance using human–
natural system models. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 114(45), 11884–11889,
doi:10.1073/pnas.1706847114.
Jagai, J.S., et al., 2015: Extreme precipitation and emergency room visits for
gastrointestinal illness in areas with and without combined sewer systems:
an analysis of massachusetts data, 2003-2007. Environ. Health Perspect.,
123(9), 873–879, doi:10.1289/ehp.1408971.
Jägermeyr, J. and K. Frieler, 2018: Spatial variations in crop growing seasons
pivotal to reproduce global fluctuations in maize and wheat yields. Sci. Adv.,
4(11), doi:10.1126/sciadv.aat4517.
Jägermeyr, J., et al., 2015: Water savings potentials of irrigation systems: global
simulation of processes and linkages. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 19(7), 3073–
3091, doi:10.5194/hess-19-3073-2015.
Jägermeyr, J., A. Pastor, H. Biemans and D. Gerten, 2017: Reconciling irrigated
food production with environmental flows for sustainable development goals
implementation. Nat. Commun., 8(1), 15900, doi:10.1038/ncomms15900.
Jain, M., et al., 2021: Groundwater depletion will reduce cropping intensity in
India. Sci. Adv., 7(9), eabd2849, doi:10.1126/sciadv.abd2849.
Jakob, M. and J.C. Steckel, 2016: Implications of climate change mitigation
for sustainable development. Environ. Res. Lett., 11(10), 104010,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/11/10/104010.
Jamero, M.L., et al., 2017: Small-island communities in the Philippines prefer
local measures to relocation in response to sea-level rise. Nat. Clim. Chang.,
7(8), 581–586, doi:10.1038/NCLIMATE3344.
James, H., 2019: Women, Water and ‘Wicked Problems’: Community Resilience
and Adaptation to Climate Change in Northern Pakkoku, Myanmar. In:
Population, Development, and the Environment: Challenges to Achieving the
Sustainable Development Goals in the Asia Pacific [James, H.(ed.)]. Springer
Singapore, Singapore, pp. 215–225.
Jans, Y., et al., 2018: Biomass production in plantations: land constraints
increase dependency on irrigation water. GCB Bioenergy, 10(9), 628–644,
doi:10.1111/gcbb.12530.
Jaramillo, M.F. and I. Restrepo, 2017: Wastewater reuse in agriculture: a review
about its limitations and benefits. Sustainability, 9(10), 1734.
Jaramillo, P. and A. Nazemi, 2018: Assessing urban water security under
changing climate: challenges and ways forward. Sustain. Cities Soc., 41,
907–918, doi:10.1016/j.scs.2017.04.005.

Water 
Jasechko, S., et al., 2021: Widespread potential loss of streamflow into underlying
aquifers across the USA. Nature, 591(7850), 391–395, doi:10.1038/s41586021-03311-x.
Jat, H.S., et al., 2019: Re-designing irrigated intensive cereal systems through
bundling precision agronomic innovations for transitioning towards
agricultural sustainability in North-West India. Sci. Rep., 9(1), 1–14.
Javadinejad, S., et al., 2019: The impact of future climate change and human
activities on hydro-climatological drought, analysis and projections: using
CMIP5 climate model simulations. Water Conserv. Sci. Eng., 4(2-3), 71–88.
Javeline, D., N. Dolšak and A. Prakash, 2019: Adapting to water impacts of
climate change. Clim. Chang., 152(2), 209–213, doi:10.1007/s10584-0182349-1.
Jenkins, K., J. Hall, V. Glenis and C. Kilsby, 2018: A probabilistic analysis of surface
water flood risk in London. Risk Anal., 38(6), 1169–1182, doi:10.1111/
risa.12930.
Jenny, J.-P., et al., 2016: Global spread of hypoxia in freshwater ecosystems
during the last three centuries is caused by rising local human pressure. Glob.
Change Biol., 22(4), 1481–1489, doi:10.1111/gcb.13193.
Jeppesen, E., et al., 2015: Ecological impacts of global warming and water
abstraction on lakes and reservoirs due to changes in water level and related
changes in salinity. Hydrobiologia, 750(1), 201–227, doi:10.1007/s10750014-2169-x.
Jezkova, T. and J.J. Wiens, 2016: Rates of change in climatic niches in plant and
animal populations are much slower than projected climate change. Proc. R.
Soc. B., 283(1843), 20162104, doi:10.1098/rspb.2016.2104.
Jha, C.K., V. Gupta, U. Chattopadhyay and B. Amarayil Sreeraman, 2018a:
Migration as adaptation strategy to cope with climate change: a study of
farmers’ migration in rural India. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 10(1),
121–141, doi:10.1108/IJCCSM-03-2017-0059.
Jha, C.K., V. Gupta, U. Chattopadhyay and B.A. Sreeraman, 2018b: Migration
as adaptation strategy to cope with climate change. Int. J. Clim.
Chang. Strateg. Manag., 10(1), 121-141. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1108/
IJCCSM-03-2017-0059 .
Ji, P., et al., 2020: Anthropogenic contributions to the 2018 extreme flooding
over the upper yellow river basin in China. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 101(1),
S89–S94, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-19-0105.1.
Jiang, L. and B.C. O’Neill, 2017: Global urbanization projections for the shared
socioeconomic pathways. Glob. Environ. Chang., 42, 193–199, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2015.03.008.
Jiménez, B. and T. Asano, 2008: Water Reuse: An International Survey of Current
Practice, Issues and Needs. IWA Publishing, doi:10.2166/9781780401881.
Jiménez Cisneros, B.E., T. Oki, N.W. Arnell, G. Benito, J.G. Cogley, P. Döll, T. Jiang
and S.S. Mwakalila, 2014: Freshwater Resources. In: Climate Change 2014:
Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects.
Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel of Climate Change. [C.B. Field, V.R. Barros, D.J.
Dokken, K.J. Mach, M.D. Mastrandrea, T.E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K.L. Ebi, Y.O.
Estrada, R.C. Genova, B. Girma, E.S. Kissel, A.N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R.
Mastrandrea and L. L. White (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp. 229–269.
Johnson, K. A., Wing, O. E. J., Bates, P. D., Fargione, J., Kroeger, T., Larson, W. D., . .
. Smith, A. M., 2020: A benefit–cost analysis of floodplain land acquisition for
US flood damage reduction. Nat. Sustain., 3(1), 56–62, doi:10.1038/s41893019-0437-5.
Lall, U., T. Johnson, P. Colohan, A. Aghakouchak, C. Brown, G. McCabe, R.
Pulwarty, and A. Sankarasubramanian, 2018: Water. In Impacts, Risks,
and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth National Climate Assessment,
Volume II [Reidmiller, D.R., C.W. Avery, D.R. Easterling, K.E. Kunkel, K.L.M.
Lewis, T.K. Maycock, and B.C. Stewart (eds.)]. U.S. Global Change Research
Program, Washington, DC, USA, pp. 145–173. doi: 10.7930/NCA4.2018.CH3 .
Jones, E., et al., 2019: The state of desalination and brine production: a
global outlook. Sci. Total Environ., 657, 1343–1356, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2018.12.076.

Chapter 4
Jones, N., et al., 2020: Water, sanitation and hygiene risk factors for the
transmission of cholera in a changing climate: using a systematic review
to develop a causal process diagram. J. Water Health, 18(2), 145–158,
doi:10.2166/wh.2020.088.
Jones Rena, R., et al., 2016: Nitrate from drinking water and diet and bladder
cancer among postmenopausal women in iowa. Environ. Health Perspect.,
124(11), 1751–1758, doi:10.1289/EHP191.
Jongman, B., 2018: Effective adaptation to rising flood risk. Nat. Commun.,
9(1), 1986, doi:10.1038/s41467-018-04396-1.
Jongman, B., et al., 2014: Increasing stress on disaster-risk finance due to large
floods. Nat. Clim. Chang., 4(4), 264–268, doi:10.1038/nclimate2124.
Jongman, B., P.J. Ward and J.C.J.H. Aerts, 2012: Global exposure to river and
coastal flooding: long term trends and changes. Glob. Environ. Chang., 22(4),
823–835, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2012.07.004.
Jost, C., et al., 2016: Understanding gender dimensions of agriculture and
climate change in smallholder farming communities. Clim. Dev., 8(2), 133–
144, doi:10.1080/17565529.2015.1050978.
Juhola, S., E. Glaas, B.-O. Linnér and T.-S. Neset, 2016: Redefining maladaptation.
Environ. Sci. Policy, 55, 135–140, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2015.09.014.
Jung, T., J. Frandsen, D. Gordon and D. Mossop, 2016: Colonization of the
Beaufort Coastal Plain by beaver (Castor canadensis): a response to
shrubification of the tundra? Can. Field Nat., 130, 132–135, doi:10.22621/
cfn.v130i4.1927.
Jurgilevich, A., A. Räsänen, F. Groundstroem and S. Juhola, 2017: A systematic
review of dynamics in climate risk and vulnerability assessments. Environ.
Res. Lett., 12(1), 13002, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aa5508.
Kabir, M.J., R. Cramb, M. Alauddin and C. Roth, 2016: Farming adaptation to
environmental change in coastal Bangladesh: shrimp culture versus crop
diversification. Environ. Dev. Sustain., 18(4), 1195–1216, doi:10.1007/
s10668-015-9697-z.
Kaczan, D.J. and J. Orgill-Meyer, 2020: The impact of climate change on
migration: a synthesis of recent empirical insights. Clim. Chang., 158(3),
281–300.
Kahn, R., et al., 2019: Rapid forecasting of cholera risk in Mozambique:
translational challenges and opportunities. Prehosp. Disaster Med., 34(5),
557–562, doi:10.1017/S1049023X19004783.
Kahsay, K.D., S.M. Pingale and S.D. Hatiye, 2018: Impact of climate change
on groundwater recharge and base flow in the sub-catchment of Tekeze
basin, Ethiopia. Groundw. Sustain. Dev., 6, 121–133, doi:10.1016/j.
gsd.2017.12.002.
Kakinuma, K., et al., 2020: Flood-induced population displacements in the
world. Environ. Res. Lett., 15(12), 124029, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/abc586.
Kakumanu, K.R., et al., 2019: Adaptation to climate change: impact of capacity
building, India. Irrig. Drain., 68(1), 50–58, doi:10.1002/ird.2275.
Kakumanu, K.R., et al., 2018: Building farm-level capacities in irrigation water
management to adapt to climate change. Irrig. Drain., 67(1), 43–54.
Kala, J., et al., 2016: Impact of the representation of stomatal conductance on
model projections of heatwave intensity. Sci. Rep., 6, 23418, doi:10.1038/
srep23418.
Kalungu, J.W., W.L. Filho, D.O. Mbuge and H.K. Cheruiyot, 2021: Assessing
the Impact of Rainwater HarvestingRainwater harvestingTechnology
as Adaptation Strategy for Rural Communities in Makueni County,
KenyaMakueni County. In: Handbook of Climate Change Adaptation [Leal
Filho, W.(ed.)]. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, pp. 1–17.
Kam, J., S.-K. Min, P. Wolski and J.-S. Kug, 2021: CMIP6 Model-Based Assessment
of anthropogenic Influence on the Long Sustained Western Cape Drought
over 2015–19. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 102(1), S45–S50, doi:10.1175/
BAMS-D-20-0159.1.
Kamara, J.K., K. Agho and A.M. Renzaho, 2019: Understanding disaster
resilience in communities affected by recurrent drought in Lesotho and
Swaziland—A qualitative study. PLoS ONE, 14(3), e212994.

687

4

Chapter 4

4

Kang, S. and E.A.B. Eltahir, 2019: Impact of irrigation on regional
climate over eastern China. Geophys. Res. Lett., 46(10), 5499–5505,
doi:10.1029/2019GL082396.
Kankwamba, H., M. Kadzamira and K. Pauw, 2018: How diversified is cropping
in Malawi? Patterns, determinants and policy implications. Food Sec., 10(2),
323–338, doi:10.1007/s12571-018-0771-x.
Kapos, V., et al., 2020: Chapter 6: Nature Based Solutions. In: Adaptation Gap
Report 2020. UNEP, Nairobi.
Karamesouti, M., et al., 2016: Erosion rate predictions from PESERA and
RUSLE at a mediterranean site before and after a wildfire: comparison &
implications. Geoderma, 261, 44–58, doi:10.1016/j.geoderma.2015.06.025.
Karim, M.R. and A. Thiel, 2017: Role of community based local institution for
climate change adaptation in the Teesta riverine area of Bangladesh. Clim.
Risk Manag., 17, 92–103, doi:10.1016/j.crm.2017.06.002.
Karnauskas, K.B., J.P. Donnelly and K.J. Anchukaitis, 2016: Future freshwater
stress for island populations. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6, 720, doi:10.1038/
nclimate2987.
Karnauskas, K.B., C.-F. Schleussner, J.P. Donnelly and K.J. Anchukaitis, 2018:
Freshwater stress on small island developing states: population projections
and aridity changes at 1.5 and 2°C. Reg. Environ. Chang., 18(8), 2273–2282,
doi:10.1007/s10113-018-1331-9.
Kattumuri, R., D. Ravindranath and T. Esteves, 2017: Local adaptation strategies
in semi-arid regions: study of two villages in Karnataka, India. Clim. Dev.,
9(1), 36–49, doi:10.1080/17565529.2015.1067179.
Kawase, H., et al., 2020: The heavy rain event of july 2018 in Japan enhanced
by historical warming. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 101(1), S109–S114,
doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-19-0173.1.
Kawaye, F.P. and M.F. Hutchinson, 2018: Are Increases in Maize Production
in Malawi Due to Favourable Climate or the Farm Input Subsidy Program
(FISP)? In: Theory and Practice of Climate Adaptation. Springer, Cham, pp.
375–390.
Kayaga, S. and I. Smout, 2014: Tariff structures and incentives for water
demand management. Proc. Inst. Civ. Eng. Water Manag., 167(8), 448–456,
doi:10.1680/wama.12.00120.
Keller, P.S., R. Marcé, B. Obrador and M. Koschorreck, 2021: Global carbon
budget of reservoirs is overturned by the quantification of drawdown areas.
Nat. Geosci., 14(6), 402–408, doi:10.1038/s41561-021-00734-z.
Kelley, C., et al., 2017: Commentary on the Syria case: climate as a contributing
factor. Polit. Geogr., 60, 245–247, doi:10.1016/j.polgeo.2017.06.013.
Kelley, C.P., et al., 2015: Climate change in the fertile crescent and implications
of the recent Syrian drought. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 112(11), 3241–3246,
doi:10.1073/pnas.1421533112.
Kellner, E., C. Oberlack and J.-D. Gerber, 2019: Polycentric governance
compensates for incoherence of resource regimes: the case of water uses
under climate change in Oberhasli, Switzerland. Environ. Sci. Policy, 100,
126–135, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2019.06.008.
Keohane, R.O. and M. Oppenheimer, 2016: Paris: beyond the climate dead end
through pledge and review? Polit. Gov., 4(3), 142–151, doi:10.17645/pag.
v4i3.634.
Keohane, R.O. and D.G. Victor, 2016: Cooperation and discord in global climate
policy. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6(6), 570–575, doi:10.1038/nclimate2937.
Keswani, B., et al., 2019: Adapting weather conditions based IoT enabled smart
irrigation technique in precision agriculture mechanisms. Neural Comput.
Appl., 31(1), 277–292, doi:10.1007/s00521-018-3737-1.
Khalafzai, M.-A.K., T.K. McGee and B. Parlee, 2019: Flooding in the James Bay
region of Northern Ontario, Canada: learning from traditional knowledge of
Kashechewan First Nation. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 36, 101100.
Khan, M., et al., 2020: Twenty-five years of adaptation finance through a
climate justice lens. Clim. Chang., 161(2), 251–269, doi:10.1007/s10584019-02563-x.
Khan, S.J., et al., 2015: Extreme weather events: should drinking water quality
management systems adapt to changing risk profiles? Water Res., 85, 124–
136, doi:10.1016/j.watres.2015.08.018.

688

Water
Khanal, U., C. Wilson, V.-N. Hoang and B.L. Lee, 2019: Autonomous adaptations
to climate change and rice productivity: a case study of the Tanahun district,
Nepal. Clim. Dev., 11(7), 555–563, doi:10.1080/17565529.2018.1469965.
Khanal, U., C. Wilson, V.N. Hoang and B. Lee, 2018a: Farmers’ adaptation to
climate change, its determinants and impacts on rice yield in Nepal. Ecol.
Econ., 144(July 2017), 139–147, doi:10.1016/j.ecolecon.2017.08.006.
Khanal, U., C. Wilson, B.L. Lee and V.-N. Hoang, 2018b: Climate change
adaptation strategies and food productivity in Nepal: a counterfactual
analysis. Clim. Chang., 148(4), 575–590.
Kher, J., S. Aggarwal and G. Punhani, 2015: Vulnerability of poor urban women to
climate-linked water insecurities at the household level: a case study of slums
in Delhi. Indian J. Gend. Stud., 22(1), 15–40, doi:10.1177/0971521514556943.
Kibria, G., A.Y. Haroon and D. Nugegoda, 2017: Climate change impacts on
tropical and temperate fisheries, aquaculture, and seafood security and
implications-a review. Livest. Res. Rural. Dev., 29, Article #12. Retrieved from
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd29/1/kibr29012.htm.
Kim, B.F., et al., 2020: Country-specific dietary shifts to mitigate climate
and water crises. Glob. Environ. Chang., 62, 101926, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2019.05.010.
Kim, K., et al., 2015: Chemical and anatomical changes in Liquidambar
styraciflua L. xylem after long term exposure to elevated CO2. Environ.
Pollut., 198, 179–185, doi:10.1016/j.envpol.2015.01.006.
Kim, W., T. Iizumi and M. Nishimori, 2019: Global patterns of crop production
losses associated with droughts from 1983 to 2009. J. Appl. Meteorol.
Climatol., 58(6), 1233–1244, doi:10.1175/JAMC-D-18-0174.1.
Kimaro, A.A., et al., 2016: Is conservation agriculture ‘climate-smart’ for maize
farmers in the highlands of Tanzania? Nutr. Cycl. Agroecosyst., 105(3), 217–
228, doi:10.1007/s10705-015-9711-8.
Kimball, B.A., et al., 2019: Simulation of maize evapotranspiration: an intercomparison among 29 maize models. Agric. For. Meteorol., 271, 264–284,
doi:10.1016/j.agrformet.2019.02.037.
King, J., L. Liu and M. Aspinwall, 2013: Chapter 9 - Tree and Forest Responses
to Interacting Elevated Atmospheric CO2 and Tropospheric O3: A Synthesis
of Experimental Evidence. In: Developments in Environmental Science
[Matyssek, R., et al.(ed.)]. Elsevier, Amsterdam, pp. 179–208 (13).
Kingsborough, A., E. Borgomeo and J.W. Hall, 2016: Adaptation pathways in
practice: mapping options and trade-offs for London’s water resources.
Sustain. Cities Soc., 27, 386–397, doi:10.1016/j.scs.2016.08.013.
Kinoshita, Y., M. Tanoue, S. Watanabe and Y. Hirabayashi, 2018: Quantifying
the effect of autonomous adaptation to global river flood projections:
application to future flood risk assessments. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(1),
14006, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aa9401.
Kirby, J.M., et al., 2016: The impact of climate change on regional water
balances in Bangladesh. Clim. Chang., 135(3), 481–491, doi:10.1007/
s10584-016-1597-1.
Kirby, M., et al., 2014: Sustainable irrigation: How did irrigated agriculture in
Australia’s Murray–Darling Basin adapt in the Millennium Drought? Agric.
Water Manag., 145, 154–162.
Kirchmeier-Young, M.C., H. Wan and X. Zhang, 2021: Anthropogenic
contribution to the rainfall associated with the 2019 Ottawa river flood. Bull.
Am. Meteorol. Soc., 102(1), S33–S38, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-20-0191.1.
Kireeva, M.B., et al., 2020: Occasional floods on the rivers of Russian plain
in the 20th–21st centuries. Geogr. Environ. Sustain., 13(2), 84–95,
doi:10.24057/2071-9388-2020-29.
Kirshen, P., et al., 2018: Integrated urban water management applied to
adaptation to climate change. Urban Clim., 24, 247–263.
Klein Goldewijk, K., A. Beusen and P. Janssen, 2010: Long-term dynamic
modeling of global population and built-up area in a spatially explicit way:
HYDE 3.1. Holocene, 20(4), 565–573.
Klein Goldewijk, K., A. Beusen, G. Van Drecht and M. De Vos, 2011: The HYDE
3.1 spatially explicit database of human-induced global land-use change
over the past 12,000 years. Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr., 20(1), 73–86.

Water 
Klein, R.J.T., G.F. Midgley, B.L. Preston, M. Alam, F.G.H. Berkhout, K. Dow and
M.R. Shaw, 2014: Adaptation opportunities, constraints, and limits. In:
Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects.
Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel of Climate Change. [Field, C. B., V. R. Barros, D. J.
Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D. Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K. L. Ebi, Y. O.
Estrada, R. C. Genova, B. Girma, E. S. Kissel, A. N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R.
Mastrandrea and L. L. White (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp. 899–943.
Kloos, J. and F.G. Renaud, 2014: Organic cotton production as an adaptation
option in north-west Benin. Outlook Agric., 43(2), 91–100, doi:10.5367/
oa.2014.0166.
Klostermann, J., et al., 2018: Towards a framework to assess, compare and
develop monitoring and evaluation of climate change adaptation in Europe.
Mitig. Adapt. Strateg. Glob. Chang., 23(2), 187–209, doi:10.1007/s11027015-9678-4.
Kløve, B., et al., 2014: Climate change impacts on groundwater and dependent
ecosystems. J. Hydrol., 518, 250–266, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2013.06.037.
Knauer, J., et al., 2017: The response of ecosystem water-use efficiency to rising
atmospheric CO2 concentrations: sensitivity and large-scale biogeochemical
implications. New Phytol., 213(4), 1654–1666, doi:10.1111/nph.14288.
Knopp, J.A., et al., 2020: Systematic review of documented Indigenous
knowledge of freshwater biodiversity in the circumpolar Arctic. Freshw Biol,
n/a(n/a), doi:10.1111/fwb.13570.
Knouft, J.H. and D.L. Ficklin, 2017: The potential impacts of climate change on
biodiversity in flowing freshwater systems. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst., 48(1),
111–133, doi:10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-110316-022803.
Kodirekkala, K.R., 2018: Cultural adaptation to climate change among
indigenous people of South India. Clim. Chang., 147(1), 299–312,
doi:10.1007/s10584-017-2116-8.
Kohlitz, J.P., J. Chong and J. Willetts, 2017: Climate change vulnerability and
resilience of water, sanitation, and hygiene services: a theoretical perspective.
J. Water Sanit. Hyg. Dev., 7, 181–195, doi:10.2166/washdev.2017.134.
Koirala, S., Y. Hirabayashi, R. Mahendran and S. Kanae, 2014: Global assessment
of agreement among streamflow projections using CMIP5 model outputs.
Environ. Res. Lett., 9(6), 64017, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/9/6/064017.
Koks, E.E., et al., 2019: The macroeconomic impacts of future river flooding in
Europe. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(8), 84042, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab3306.
Konchar, K.M., et al., 2015: Adapting in the shadow of Annapurna: a climate
tipping point. J. Ethnobiol., 35(3), 449–471.
Kong, Y. and C.-H. Wang, 2017: Responses and changes in the permafrost
and snow water equivalent in the Northern Hemisphere under a scenario
of 1.5°C warming. Adv. Clim. Chang. Res., 8(4), 235–244, doi:10.1016/j.
accre.2017.07.002.
Kontar, Y.Y., et al., 2015: Interdisciplinary approach to hydrological hazard
mitigation and disaster response and effects of climate change on the
occurrence of flood severity in central Alaska. Proc. Int. Assoc. Hydrol. Sci.,
369, 13–17.
Kookana, R.S., et al., 2016: Groundwater scarcity impact on inclusiveness and
women empowerment: Insights from school absenteeism of female students
in two watersheds in India. Int. J. Incl. Educ., 20(11), 1155–1171, doi:10.108
0/13603116.2016.1155664.
Kooperman, G.J., et al., 2018: Plant physiological responses to rising CO2
modify simulated daily runoff intensity with implications for globalscale flood risk assessment. Geophys. Res. Lett., 45(22), 457–412,
doi:10.1029/2018gl079901.
Kopytkovskiy, M., M. Geza and J.E. McCray, 2015: Climate-change impacts
on water resources and hydropower potential in the Upper Colorado River
Basin. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 3, 473–493, doi:10.1016/j.ejrh.2015.02.014.
Kormann, C., T. Francke, M. Renner and A. Bronstert, 2015: Attribution of high
resolution streamflow trends in Western Austria–an approach based on
climate and discharge station data. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 19(3), 1225–
1245.

Chapter 4
Kosmowski, F., 2018: Soil water management practices (terraces) helped to
mitigate the 2015 drought in Ethiopia. Agric. Water Manag., 204(February),
11–16, doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2018.02.025.
Kostyla, C., R. Bain, R. Cronk and J. Bartram, 2015: Seasonal variation of
fecal contamination in drinking water sources in developing countries:
a systematic review. Sci. Total. Environ., 514, 333–343, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2015.01.018.
Kotchoni, D.O.V., et al., 2019: Relationships between rainfall and groundwater
recharge in seasonally humid Benin: a comparative analysis of long-term
hydrographs in sedimentary and crystalline aquifers. Hydrogeol. J., 27(2),
447–457, doi:10.1007/s10040-018-1806-2.
Kothari, K., et al., 2019: Potential climate change adaptation strategies for
winter wheat production in the Texas High Plains. Agric. Water Manag., 225,
105764.
Koubi, V., 2019: Climate change and conflict. Annu. Rev. Polit. Sci., 22(1), 343–
360, doi:10.1146/annurev-polisci-050317-070830.
Koubi, V., S. Stoll and G. Spilker, 2016: Perceptions of environmental change and
migration decisions. Clim. Chang., 138(3), 439–451, doi:10.1007/s10584016-1767-1.
Koutroulis, A.G., et al., 2019: Global water availability under high-end climate
change: a vulnerability based assessment. Glob. Planet. Chang., 175, 52–63,
doi:10.1016/j.gloplacha.2019.01.013.
Kraaijenbrink, P.D.A., M.F.P. Bierkens, A. F. Lutz and W.W. Immerzeel, 2017:
Impact of a global temperature rise of 1.5 degrees Celsius on Asia’s glaciers.
Nature, 549, 257, doi:10.1038/nature23878.
Krakauer, N.Y., B.I. Cook and M.J. Puma, 2020: Effect of irrigation on humid heat
extremes. Environ. Res. Lett., 15(9), 94010, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab9ecf.
Kreienkamp, F., et al., 2021: Rapid attribution of heavy rainfall events leading
to the severe flooding in Western Europe during July 2021. https://www.
worldweatherattribution.org/heavy-rainfall-which-led-to-severe-floodingin-western-europe-made-more-likely-by-climate-change/ . (Attribution, W.
W.).
Krikken, F., et al., 2019: Attribution of the role of climate change in the forest
fires in Sweden 2018. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci. Discuss., 2019, 1–24,
doi:10.5194/nhess-2019-206.
Krishnamurthy, L., P.K. Krishnamurthy, I. Rajagopal and A. Peralta Solares, 2019:
Can agroforestry systems thrive in the drylands? Characteristics of successful
agroforestry systems in the arid and semi-arid regions of Latin America.
Agrofor. Syst., 93(2), 503–513, doi:10.1007/s10457-017-0143-0.
Krysanova, V., et al., 2017: Intercomparison of regional-scale hydrological models
and climate change impacts projected for 12 large river basins worldwide—a
synthesis. Environ. Res. Lett., 12(10), 105002, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/
aa8359.
Kumar, S.N., et al., 2016: Adaptation of farming community to climatic risk:
does adaptation cost for sustaining agricultural profitability? Curr. Sci., 110
(7), Current Science Association, pp. 1216–1224, DOI: http://www.jstor.org/
stable/24908011.
Kumar, V. and S. Sen, 2018: Evaluation of spring discharge dynamics using
recession curve analysis: a case study in data-scarce region, Lesser Himalayas,
India. Sustain. Water Resour. Manag., 4(3), 539–557, doi:10.1007/s40899017-0138-z.
Kummu, M., et al., 2016: The world’s road to water scarcity: shortage and stress
in the 20th century and pathways towards sustainability. Sci. Rep., 6, 38495,
doi:10.1038/srep38495.
Kundzewicz, Z.W., et al., 2018: Uncertainty in climate change impacts on water
resources. Environ. Sci. Policy, 79, 1–8, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2017.10.008.
Kundzewicz, Z.W., et al., 2017: Differences in flood hazard projections in Europe
– their causes and consequences for decision making. Hydrol. Sci. J., 62(1),
1–14, doi:10.1080/02626667.2016.1241398.
Kusaka, H., et al., 2014: Mechanism of precipitation increase with urbanization
in Tokyo as revealed by ensemble climate simulations. J. Appl. Meteorol.
Climatol., 53(4), 824–839, doi:10.1175/jamc-d-13-065.1.

689

4

Chapter 4

4

Kusters, K. and N. Wangdi, 2013: The costs of adaptation: changes in water
availability and farmers’ responses in Punakha district, Bhutan. Int. J. Glob.
Warm., 5(4), 387–399, doi:10.1504/IJGW.2013.057287.
Kuzdas, C., et al., 2016: Identifying the potential of governance regimes to
aggravate or mitigate local water conflicts in regions threatened by climate
change. Local Environ., 21(11), 1387–1408.
Labbé, J., J.D. Ford, M. Araos and M. Flynn, 2017: The government-led climate
change adaptation landscape in Nunavut, Canada. Environ. Rev., 25(1),
12–25, doi:10.1139/er-2016-0032.
Lafrenière, M.J. and S.F. Lamoureux, 2019: Effects of changing permafrost
conditions on hydrological processes and fluvial fluxes. Earth-Sci. Rev., 191,
212–223, doi:10.1016/j.earscirev.2019.02.018.
Lall, U., L. Josset and T. Russo, 2020: A snapshot of the world’s groundwater
challenges. Annu. Rev. Environ. Resour., 45(1), 171–194, doi:10.1146/
annurev-environ-102017-025800.
Lalou, R., B. Sultan, B. Muller and A. Ndonky, 2019: Does climate opportunity
facilitate smallholder farmers’ adaptive capacity in the Sahel? Palgrave
Commun., 5(1), 1–11.
Lambert, H., et al., 2020: COVID-19 as a global challenge: towards an inclusive
and sustainable future. Lancet Planet. Health, 4(8), e312–e314, doi:10.1016/
S2542-5196(20)30168-6.
Landauer, M. and S. Juhola, 2019: Loss and Damage in the Rapidly Changing
Arctic. In: Loss and Damage from Climate Change: Concepts, Methods and
Policy Options [Mechler, R., L.M. Bouwer, T. Schinko, S. Surminski and J.
Linnerooth-Bayer(eds.)]. Springer International Publishing, Cham, pp. 425–
447.
Landsman, M.R., et al., 2019: Impacts of Hurricane Harvey on drinking
water quality in two Texas cities. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(12), 124046,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab56 fb.
Lange, S., et al., 2020: Projecting exposure to extreme climate impact events
across six event categories and three spatial scales. Earths Future, 8(12),
e2020EF001616, doi:10.1029/2020EF001616.
Langhans, C., et al., 2016: A model for assessing water quality risk in
catchments prone to wildfire. J. Hydrol., 534, 407–426, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2015.12.048.
Larsen, J.N., O.A. Anisimov, A. Constable, A.B. Hollowed, N. Maynard, P.
Prestrud, T.D. Prowse and J.M.R. Stone, 2014: Polar regions. In: Climate
Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part B: Regional
Aspects: Working Group II Contribution to the Fifth Assessment Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Barros, V. R., C. B. Field, D.
J. Dokken, M. D. Mastrandrea, K. J. Mach, T. E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee, K. L. Ebi, Y.
O. Estrada, R. C. Genova, B. Girma, E. S. Kissel, A. N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R.
Mastrandrea and L. L. White (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp. 1567–1612.
Lashley, J.G. and K. Warner, 2015: Evidence of demand for microinsurance for
coping and adaptation to weather extremes in the Caribbean. Clim. Chang.,
133(1), 101–112, doi:10.1007/s10584-013-0922-1.
Leadley, P., et al., 2014: Interacting regional-scale regime shifts for biodiversity
and ecosystem services. BioScience, 64(8), 665–679, doi:10.1093/biosci/
biu093.
Leal Filho, W., et al., 2018: A comparative analysis of climate-risk and extreme
event-related impacts on well-being and health: policy implications. Int. J.
Environ. Res. Public Health, 15(2), doi:10.3390/ijerph15020331.
Lebel, L., et al., 2020: Aquaculture farmers’ perceptions of climate-related risks
in the Mekong Region. Reg. Environ. Chang., 20(3), 95, doi:10.1007/s10113020-01688-5.
Lee, S.-Y., A. F. Hamlet and E.E. Grossman, 2016: Impacts of climate change
on regulated streamflow, hydrologic extremes, hydropower production, and
sediment discharge in the Skagit River Basin. Northwest Sci., 90(1), 23–43.
Lei, Y., et al., 2017: Using government resettlement projects as a sustainable
adaptation strategy for climate change. Sustainability, 9(8), 1373.
Lemessa, S.D., M.D. Watebaji and M. A. Yismaw, 2019: Climate change
adaptation strategies in response to food insecurity: the paradox of

690

Water
improved potato varieties adoption in eastern Ethiopia. Cogent Food Agric.,
5(1), 1640835.
Lemordant, L. and P. Gentine, 2019: Vegetation response to rising CO2
impacts extreme temperatures. Geophys. Res. Lett., 46(3), 1383–1392,
doi:10.1029/2018gl080238.
Lemordant, L., et al., 2018: Critical impact of vegetation physiology on the
continental hydrologic cycle in response to increasing CO2. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci., 115(16), 4093–4098, doi:10.1073/pnas.1720712115.
Leng, G. and J. Hall, 2019: Crop yield sensitivity of global major agricultural
countries to droughts and the projected changes in the future. Sci. Total.
Environ., 654, 811–821, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.10.434.
Leng, G., Q. Tang, M. Huang and L.R. Leung, 2015: A comparative analysis of
the impacts of climate change and irrigation on land surface and subsurface
hydrology in the North China Plain. Reg. Environ. Chang., 15(2), 251–263,
doi:10.1007/s10113-014-0640-x.
Lequechane, J.D., et al., 2020: Mozambique’s response to cyclone Idai: how
collaboration and surveillance with water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH)
interventions were used to control a cholera epidemic. Infect. Dis. Poverty,
9(1), 68, doi:10.1186/s40249-020-00692-5.
Lesk, C., P. Rowhani and N. Ramankutty, 2016: Influence of extreme weather
disasters on global crop production. Nature, 529, 84, doi:10.1038/
nature16467.
Levis, S., et al., 2018: CLMcrop yields and water requirements: avoided impacts
by choosing RCP 4.5 over 8.5. Clim. Chang., 146(3), 501–515, doi:10.1007/
s10584-016-1654-9.
Levy, K., S.M. Smith and E.J. Carlton, 2018: Climate change impacts on
waterborne diseases: moving toward designing interventions. Curr. Envir.
Health Rep., 5(2), 272–282, doi:10.1007/s40572-018-0199-7.
Levy, K., A.P. Woster, R.S. Goldstein and E.J. Carlton, 2016: Untangling the
impacts of climate change on waterborne diseases: a systematic review of
relationships between diarrheal diseases and temperature, rainfall, flooding,
and drought. Environ. Sci. Technol., 50(10), 4905–4922.
Li, D., Z. Li, Y. Zhou and X. Lu, 2020a: Substantial increases in the water
and sediment fluxes in the headwater region of the Tibetan plateau in
response to global warming. Geophys. Res. Lett., 47(11), e2020GL087745,
doi:10.1029/2020GL087745.
Li, D., et al., 2021a: Air temperature regulates erodible landscape, water,
and sediment fluxes in the permafrost-dominated catchment on
the Tibetan plateau. Water Resour. Res., 57(2), e2020WR028193,
doi:10.1029/2020WR028193.
Li, L., et al., 2020b: Global trends in water and sediment fluxes of the world’s
large rivers. Sci. Bull., 65(1), 62–69.
Li, R., et al., 2021b: Anthropogenic influences on heavy precipitation during the
2019 extremely wet rainy season in southern China. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc.,
102(1), S103–S109, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-20-0135.1.
Li, X. and T.J. Troy, 2018: Changes in rainfed and irrigated crop yield
response to climate in the western US. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(6), 64031,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aac4b1.
Li, Y., et al., 2018: Effects of reservoir operation and climate change on thermal
stratification of a canyon-shaped reservoir, in northwest China. Water Sci.
Technol. Water Supply, 18(2), 418–429.
Li, Y., et al., 2014: Patterns and potential drivers of dramatic changes in
Tibetan lakes, 1972–2010. PLoS ONE, 9(11), e111890, doi:10.1371/journal.
pone.0111890.
Li, Y., et al., 2015: Local cooling and warming effects of forests based on satellite
observations. Nat. Commun., 6(1), 6603, doi:10.1038/ncomms7603.
Liang, P. and Y. Ding, 2017: The long-term variation of extreme heavy
precipitation and its link to urbanization effects in Shanghai during 1916–
2014. Adv. Atmospheric Sci., 34(3), 321–334, doi:10.1007/s00376-0166120-0.
Liljedahl, A.K., et al., 2017: Glacierized headwater streams as aquifer recharge
corridors, subarctic Alaska. Geophys. Res. Lett., 44(13), 6876–6885,
doi:10.1002/2017GL073834.

Water 
Lillo-Ortega, G., et al., 2019: On the evaluation of adaptation practices: a
transdisciplinary exploration of drought measures in Chile. Sustain. Sci.,
14(4), 1057–1069.
Lin, H., et al., 2017: A decreasing glacier mass balance gradient from the edge
of the Upper Tarim Basin to the Karakoram during 2000–2014. Sci. Rep., 7(1),
6712, doi:10.1038/s41598-017-07133-8.
Lin, S. and S. Chen, 2016: The localization of actions for climate change
adaptation: a case study of Post-Morakot reconstruction in coastal Taiwan.
Destech Trans. Comput. Sci. Eng., DOi: 10.12783/dtcse/cmsam2016/3639.
Lin, Y., et al., 2020: Water as an urban heat sink: Blue infrastructure alleviates
urban heat island effect in mega-city agglomeration. J. Clean. Prod., 262,
121411, doi:10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.121411.
Lindoso, D.P., et al., 2018: Harvesting water for living with drought: Insights
from the Brazilian human coexistence with semi-aridity approach towards
achieving the sustainable development goals. Sustainability (Switzerland),
10(3), doi:10.3390/su10030622.
Lindsay, A., 2018: Social learning as an adaptive measure to prepare for climate
change impacts on water provision in Peru. J. Environ. Stud. Sci., 8(4), 477–
487, doi:10.1007/s13412-017-0464-3.
Ling, F.H., et al., 2015: Reducing flood risks in rural households: survey of
perception and adaptation in the Mekong delta. Clim. Chang., 132(2), 209–
222.
Link, P.M., J. Scheffran and T. Ide, 2016: Conflict and cooperation in the watersecurity nexus: a global comparative analysis of river basins under climate
change. WIREs Water, 3(4), 495–515, doi:10.1002/wat2.1151.
Linke, A.M., et al., 2018a: The consequences of relocating in response to
drought: human mobility and conflict in contemporary Kenya. Environ. Res.
Lett., 13(9), 94014, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aad8cc.
Linke, A.M., et al., 2018b: Drought, local institutional contexts, and
support for violence in Kenya. J. Confl. Resolut., 62(7), 1544–1578,
doi:10.1177/0022002717698018.
Liu-Helmersson, J., J. Rocklöv, M. Sewe and Å. Brännström, 2019: Climate
change may enable Aedes aegypti infestation in major European cities by
2100. Environ. Res., 172, 693–699, doi:10.1016/j.envres.2019.02.026.
Liu, C., N. Hofstra and E. Franz, 2013: Impacts of climate change on the microbial
safety of pre-harvest leafy green vegetables as indicated by Escherichia coli
O157 and Salmonella spp. Int. J. Food Microbiol., 163(2-3), 119–128.
Liu, J., et al., 2018a: Nexus approaches to global sustainable development. Nat.
Sustain., 1(9), 466–476, doi:10.1038/s41893-018-0135-8.
Liu, J., Q. Liu and H. Yang, 2016: Assessing water scarcity by simultaneously
considering environmental flow requirements, water quantity, and water
quality. Ecol. Indic., 60, 434–441, doi:10.1016/j.ecolind.2015.07.019.
Liu, J., et al., 2018b: Managing the energy-water-food nexus for
sustainable development. Appl. Energy, 210, 377–381, doi:10.1016/j.
apenergy.2017.10.064.
Liu, J., et al., 2017a: Challenges in operationalizing the water–energy–food
nexus. Hydrol. Sci. J., 62(11), 1714–1720, doi:10.1080/02626667.2017.135
3695.
Liu, J., et al., 2017b: Water scarcity assessments in the past, present, and future.
Earths Future, 5(6), 545–559, doi:10.1002/2016ef000518.
Liu, J. and D. Zhao, 2020: Three-dimensional water scarcity assessment
by considering water quantity, water quality, and environmental flow
requirements: review and prospect. Chin. Sci. Bull., 65(36), 4251–4261.
Liu, L. and M.B. Jensen, 2017: Climate resilience strategies of Beijing and
Copenhagen and their links to sustainability. Water Policy, 19(6), 997–1013,
doi:10.2166/wp.2017.165.
Liu, L. and M.B. Jensen, 2018: Green infrastructure for sustainable urban
water management: practices of five forerunner cities. Cities, 74, 126–133,
doi:10.1016/j.cities.2017.11.013.
Liu, Z., et al., 2018c: Association between floods and infectious diarrhea and
their effect modifiers in Hunan province, China: a two-stage model. Sci. Total.
Environ., 626, 630–637, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.01.130.

Chapter 4
Livneh, B. and A.M. Badger, 2020: Drought less predictable under declining
future snowpack. Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(5), 452–458.
Lobanova, A., et al., 2018: Hydrological impacts of moderate and high-end
climate change across European river basins. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 18, 15–30,
doi:10.1016/j.ejrh.2018.05.003.
Logan, T.M., S.D. Guikema and J.D. Bricker, 2018: Hard-adaptive measures can
increase vulnerability to storm surge and tsunami hazards over time. Nat.
Sustain., 1(9), 526–530, doi:10.1038/s41893-018-0137-6.
Loiola, C., W. Mary and L. Pimentel da Silva, 2019: Hydrological performance of
modular-tray green roof systems for increasing the resilience of mega-cities
to climate change. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 573, 1057–1066, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2018.01.004.
Loiselle, D., et al., 2020: Projecting impacts of wildfire and climate change on
streamflow, sediment, and organic carbon yields in a forested watershed. J.
Hydrol., 590, 125403, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2020.125403.
Lopez-Gunn, E., et al., 2021: Chapter 16: Maintstreaming Nature-based
Solutions through Insurance: the Five “Hats” of the Insurance Sector. In:
Nature-based Solutions and Water Security: An Agenda for the 2Ist Century
[Cassin, J., J. Matthews and E. Lopez Gunn(eds.)]. Elsevier, Amsterdam.
Lowe, J.A., et al., 2018: UKCP18 Science Overview Report. UK Met Office,
https://www.metoffice.gov.uk/pub/data/weather/uk/ukcp18/sciencereports/UKCP18-Overview-report.pdf.
Lu, C., et al., 2021: Anthropogenic influence on 2019 May–June extremely low
precipitation in southwestern China. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 102(1), S97–
S102, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-20-0128.1.
Lu, P., 2016: Spatial Planning to Promote Urban Resilience in Coping with
Climate Change and Flooding: Exploring Two Cases in Kaohsiung, Taiwan.
In: Knieling, J. (Eds.) Climate Adaptation Governance in Cities and Regions:
Theoretical Fundamentals and Practical Evidence, pp.45–67. Wiley, DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118451694.ch3
Lucier, K.J. and M. Qadir, 2018: Gender and community mainstreaming in fog
water collection systems. Water, 10(10), doi:10.3390/w10101472.
Lukasiewicz, A., J. Pittock and M. Finlayson, 2016: Institutional challenges of
adopting ecosystem-based adaptation to climate change. Reg. Environ.
Chang., 16(2), 487–499, doi:10.1007/s10113-015-0765-6.
Luo, Q., M. Bange, M. Braunack and D. Johnston, 2016: Effectiveness of
agronomic practices in dealing with climate change impacts in the Australian
cotton industry — a simulation study. Agric. Syst., 147, 1–9, doi:10.1016/j.
agsy.2016.05.006.
Lute, A.C., J.T. Abatzoglou and K.C. Hegewisch, 2015: Projected changes in
snowfall extremes and interannual variability of snowfall in the western United
States. Water Resour. Res., 51(2), 960–972, doi:10.1002/2014wr016267.
Lutz, A. F., W.W. Immerzeel, A.B. Shrestha and M.F.P. Bierkens, 2014: Consistent
increase in High Asia’s runoff due to increasing glacier melt and precipitation.
Nat. Clim. Chang., 4, 587, doi:10.1038/nclimate2237.
Lyons, I., et al., 2019: Putting uncertainty under the cultural lens of traditional
owners from the Great Barrier Reef Catchments. Reg. Environ. Chang., 19(6),
1597–1610, doi:10.1007/s10113-019-01468-w.
Ma, X., et al., 2015: Sustainable water systems for the city of tomorrow—a
conceptual framework. Sustainability, 7(9), doi:10.3390/su70912071.
Maavara, T., et al., 2020: River dam impacts on biogeochemical cycling. Nat.
Rev. Earth Environ., 1(2), 103–116, doi:10.1038/s43017-019-0019-0.
Macchi, M., A.M. Gurung and B. Hoermann, 2015: Community perceptions and
responses to climate variability and change in the Himalayas. Clim. Dev.,
7(5), 414–425, doi:10.1080/17565529.2014.966046.
MacDonald, A.M., et al., 2016: Groundwater quality and depletion in the IndoGangetic Basin mapped from in situ observations. Nat. Geosci., 9, 762,
doi:10.1038/ngeo2791.
MacDonald, M.C., et al., 2017: Temporal and thematic trends in water, sanitation
and hygiene (WaSH) research in Pacific Island Countries: a systematic review.
J. Water Sani. Hyg. Dev., 7(3), 352–368, doi:10.2166/washdev.2017.021.

691

4

Chapter 4

4

MacDonald, M.C., et al., 2020: Mitigating drought impacts in remote island
atolls with traditional water usage behaviors and modern technology. Sci.
Total. Environ., 741, 140230, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.140230.
MacDonald, S. and S.J. Birchall, 2020: Climate change resilience in the Canadian
Arctic: the need for collaboration in the face of a changing landscape. Can.
Geogr./Géogr. Can., 64(3), 530–534, doi:10.1111/cag.12591.
Mach, K.J., et al., 2019: Climate as a risk factor for armed conflict. Nature,
571(7764), 193–197, doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1300-6.
MacMillan, G.A., et al., 2015: High methylmercury in arctic and Subarctic ponds
is related to nutrient levels in the warming eastern Canadian arctic. Environ.
Sci. Technol., 49(13), 7743–7753, doi:10.1021/acs.est.5b00763.
Magesa, B.A. and N.M. Pauline, 2016: Analysis of adaptation strategies of water
insecure coastal communities of Tanzania by gender: case of Mlingotini
village in Bagamoyo district. J. Geogr. Assoc. Tanzan., 39(1), 118–141.
Magnan, A.K., et al., 2016: Addressing the risk of maladaptation to climate
change. WIREs Clim. Chang., 7(5), 646–665, doi:10.1002/wcc.409.
Magritsky, D., N. Frolova, M. Kireeva and O. Pakhomova, 2018: Long-term
changes of river water inflow into the seas of the Russian Arctic sector.
Polarforschung, 87, 177–194.
Maharjan, A., et al., 2020: Migration and household adaptation in climatesensitive Hotspots in south Asia. Curr. Clim. Change Rep., 6(1), 1–16,
doi:10.1007/s40641-020-00153-z.
Maia-Silva, D., R. Kumar and R. Nateghi, 2020: The critical role of humidity
in modeling summer electricity demand across the United States. Nat.
Commun., 11(1), 1686, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-15393-8.
Majuru, B., M. Suhrcke and P.R. Hunter, 2016: How do households respond
to unreliable water supplies? A systematic review. Int J Environ Res Public
Health, 13(12), 1222, doi:10.3390/ijerph13121222.
Makate, C. and M. Makate, 2019: Interceding role of institutional extension
services on the livelihood impacts of drought tolerant maize technology
adoption in Zimbabwe. Technol Soc, 56(September), 126–133, doi:10.1016/j.
techsoc.2018.09.011.
Makate, C., M. Makate, N. Mango and S. Siziba, 2019: Increasing resilience of
smallholder farmers to climate change through multiple adoption of proven
climate-smart agriculture innovations. Lessons from Southern Africa. J.
Environ. Manag., 231, 858–868, doi:10.1016/j.jenvman.2018.10.069.
Maldonado, J.K. and K. Peterson, 2018: A Community-based Model for
Resettlement: Lessons from Coastal Louisiana. In: Routledge Handbook of
Environmental Displacement and Migration. Routledge, London, pp. 289–
299.
Malek, K., et al., 2020: Water rights shape crop yield and revenue volatility
tradeoffs for adaptation in snow dependent systems. Nat. Commun., 11(1),
3473, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-17219-z.
Malek, Ž. and P.H. Verburg, 2018: Adaptation of land management in the
Mediterranean under scenarios of irrigation water use and availability.
Mitig. Adapt. Strateg. Glob. Chang., 23(6), 821–837, doi:10.1007/s11027017-9761-0.
Mali, S.S., P.B. Shirsath and A. Islam, 2021: A high-resolution assessment of
climate change impact on water footprints of cereal production in India. Sci.
Rep., 11(1), 8715, doi:10.1038/s41598-021-88223-6.
Mallakpour, I. and G. Villarini, 2015: The changing nature of flooding across the
central United States. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5, 250, doi:10.1038/nclimate2516.
Mankin, J.S., et al., 2019: Mid-latitude freshwater availability reduced by
projected vegetation responses to climate change. Nat. Geosci., 12(12),
983–988, doi:10.1038/s41561-019-0480-x.
Mansourian, S., N. Doncheva, K. Valchev and D. Vallauri, 2019: Lessons Learnt
from 20 years of Floodplain Forest Restoration in the Lower Danube
Landscape, WWF, France, pp. 1–40.
Mansur, A.V., et al., 2018: Adapting to urban challenges in the Amazon: flood
risk and infrastructure deficiencies in Belém, Brazil. Reg. Environ. Chang.,
18(5), 1411–1426, doi:10.1007/s10113-017-1269-3.
Mantyka-Pringle, C.S., et al., 2014: Understanding and predicting the
combined effects of climate change and land-use change on freshwater

692

Water
macroinvertebrates and fish. J. Appl. Ecol., 51(3), 572–581, doi:10.1111/13652664.12236.
Manuamorn, O.P., R. Biesbroek and V. Cebotari, 2020: What makes
internationally-financed climate change adaptation projects focus on local
communities? A configurational analysis of 30 Adaptation Fund projects.
Glob. Environ. Chang., 61, 102035, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2020.102035.
Mao, J., et al., 2015: Disentangling climatic and anthropogenic controls on
global terrestrial evapotranspiration trends. Environ. Res. Lett., 10(9), 94008,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/10/9/094008.
Mapfumo, P., et al., 2017: Pathways to transformational change in the face of
climate impacts: an analytical framework. Clim. Dev., 9(5), 439–451.
Marjanac, S. and L. Patton, 2018: Extreme weather event attribution science
and climate change litigation: an essential step in the causal chain? J. Energy
Nat. Resour. Law, 36(3), 265–298, doi:10.1080/02646811.2018.1451020.
Markandya, A., 2017: State of Knowledge on Climate Change, Water, and
Economics. Discussion Paper. The World Bank, Washington, DC.
Märker, C., S. Venghaus and J.-F. Hake, 2018: Integrated governance for the
food–energy–water nexus – the scope of action for institutional change.
Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., 97, 290–300, doi:10.1016/j.rser.2018.08.020.
Markkula, I., M. Turunen and S. Rasmus, 2019: A review of climate change
impacts on the ecosystem services in the Saami Homeland in Finland. Sci.
Total. Environ., 692, 1070–1085, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.07.272.
Marshall, A.M., J.T. Abatzoglou, T.E. Link and C.J. Tennant, 2019: Projected
changes in Interannual variability of peak snowpack amount and timing
in the western United States. Geophys. Res. Lett., 46(15), 8882–8892,
doi:10.1029/2019GL083770.
Marshall, R.E., et al., 2018: Source water protection programs and Indigenous
communities in Canada and the United States: a scoping review. J. Hydrol.
Reg. Stud., 562, 358–370.
Marson, M. and I. Savin, 2015: Ensuring sustainable access to drinking water
in sub saharan africa: conflict between financial and social objectives. World
Dev., 76, 26–39, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.06.002.
Martínez-Alvarez, V., et al., 2018a: 14 - Seawater Desalination for Crop
Irrigation—Current Status and Perspectives. In: Emerging Technologies
for Sustainable Desalination Handbook [Gude, V.G.(ed.)]. ButterworthHeinemann, Oxford, Waltham, Massachusetts, pp. 461–492.
Martínez-Alvarez, V., et al., 2018b: Seawater Desalination for Crop Irrigation—
Current Status and Perspectives. In: Emerging Technologies for Sustainable
Desalination Handbook [Gude, V.G.(ed.)]. Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford,
Waltham, Massachusetts, pp. 461–492.
Martínez-Alvarez, V., B. Martin-Gorriz and M. Soto-García, 2016: Seawater
desalination for crop irrigation — a review of current experiences and revealed
key issues. Desalination, 381, 58–70, doi:10.1016/j.desal.2015.11.032.
Martinez Moscoso, A., 2019: La normativa como alternativa para garantizar el
derecho humano al agua frente al cambio climático. Regulación de las áreas
de protección hídrica en el Ecuador. Rev. Derecho Ambient., 12, 135–159,
doi:10.5354/0719-4633.2019.54152.
Martins, E.S.P.R., et al., 2018: A multimethod attribution analysis of the
prolonged northeast Brazil Hydrometeorological drought (2012–16). Bull.
Am. Meteorol. Soc., 99(1), 65–S69, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-17-0102.1.
Marx, A., et al., 2018: Climate change alters low flows in Europe under global
warming of 1.5, 2, and 3°C. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 22(2), 1017–1032,
doi:10.5194/hess-22-1017-2018.
Marzeion, B., et al., 2020: Partitioning the uncertainty of ensemble projections
of global glacier mass change. Earth’s Future, e2019EF001470. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1029/2019EF001470.
Mas-Pla, J. and A. Menció, 2019: Groundwater nitrate pollution and climate
change: learnings from a water balance-based analysis of several aquifers in
a western mediterranean region (Catalonia). Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res., 26(3),
2184–2202, doi:10.1007/s11356-018-1859-8.
Mashizha, T.M., 2019: Adapting to climate change: Reflections of peasant
farmers in Mashonaland West Province of Zimbabwe. Jàmbá J. Disaster Risk
Stud., 11(1), 1–8.

Water 
Masseroni, D., et al., 2020: 65-year changes of annual streamflow volumes
across Europe with a focus on the Mediterranean basin. Hydrol. Earth. Syst.
Sci. Discuss., 25, 5589-5601.
Massey, E., R. Biesbroek, D. Huitema and A. Jordan, 2014: Climate policy
innovation: the adoption and diffusion of adaptation policies across Europe.
Glob. Environ. Chang., 29, 434–443, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.09.002.
Mastrorillo, M., et al., 2016: The influence of climate variability on internal
migration flows in South Africa. Glob. Environ. Chang., 39, 155–169,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2016.04.014.
Mathur, R. and K. AchutaRao, 2020: A modelling exploration of the sensitivity of
the India’s climate to irrigation. Clim. Dyn., 54(3), 1851–1872, doi:10.1007/
s00382-019-05090-8.
Matthew, R., 2014: Integrating climate change into peacebuilding. Clim.
Chang., 123(1), 83–93, doi:10.1007/s10584-013-0894-1.
Matti, B., H.E. Dahlke and S.W. Lyon, 2016: On the variability of cold
region flooding. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 534, 669–679, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2016.01.055.
Maxwell, R.M. and L.E. Condon, 2016: Connections between groundwater
flow and transpiration partitioning. Science, 353(6297), 377, doi:10.1126/
science.aaf7891.
Mbow, C., C. Rosenzweig, L.G. Barioni, T.G. Benton, M. Herrero, M. Krishnapillai,
E. Liwenga, P. Pradhan, M.G. Rivera-Ferre, T. Sapkota, F.N. Tubiello, Y. Xu,
2019: Food Security. In: Climate Change and Land: an IPCC special report
on climate change, desertification, land degradation, sustainable land
management, food security, and greenhouse gas fluxes in terrestrial
ecosystems [P.R. Shukla, J. Skea, E. Calvo Buendia, V. Masson-Delmotte, H.-O.
Pörtner, D.C. Roberts, P. Zhai, R. Slade, S. Connors, R. van Diemen, M. Ferrat,
E. Haughey, S. Luz, S. Neogi, M. Pathak, J. Petzold, J. Portugal Pereira, P. Vyas,
E. Huntley, K. Kissick, M. Belkacemi, J. Malley, (eds.)]. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, UK.
McCord, P., J. Dell’Angelo, E. Baldwin and T. Evans, 2017: Polycentric
transformation in Kenyan water governance: a dynamic analysis of
institutional and social-ecological change. Policy Stud. J., 45(4), 633–658,
doi:10.1111/psj.12168.
McCracken, M. and C. Meyer, 2018: Monitoring of transboundary water
cooperation: review of sustainable development goal indicator 6.5.2
methodology. J. Hydrol., 563, 1–12, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2018.05.013.
McDonough, L.K., et al., 2020: Changes in global groundwater organic carbon
driven by climate change and urbanization. Nat. Commun., 11(1), 1279,
doi:10.1038/s41467-020-14946-1.
McIver, L., et al., 2016: Health impacts of climate change in pacific island
countries: a regional assessment of vulnerabilities and adaptation priorities.
Environ. Health Perspect., 124(11), 1707–1714, doi:10.1289/ehp.1509756.
McKenna, O.P. and O.E. Sala, 2018: Groundwater recharge in desert playas:
current rates and future effects of climate change. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(1),
14025, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aa9eb6.
McKune, S., et al., 2018: Reaching the end goal: Do interventions to improve
climate information services lead to greater food security? Clim. Risk
Manag., 22, 22–41.
McLeman, R., M. Opatowski, B. Borova and M. Walton-Roberts, 2016:
Environmental Migration and Displacement - What We Know, and What We
Do Not Know. http://www.laurierenvironmentalmigration.com/wp-content/
uploads/2015/11/WLU-Environmental-Migration-Background-Report.pdf.
(Accessed on 16th January, 2021)
McLeod, E., et al., 2018: Raising the voices of Pacific Island women to inform
climate adaptation policies. Mar. Policy, 93, 178–185, doi:10.1016/j.
marpol.2018.03.011.
McLeod, E., et al., 2019: Lessons from the pacific islands – adapting to climate
change by supporting social and ecological resilience. Front. Mar. Sci., 6(289),
doi:10.3389/fmars.2019.00289.
McMillan, H., et al., 2016: Panta Rhei 2013–2015: global perspectives on
hydrology, society and change. Hydrol. Sci. J., 61(7), 1174–1191, doi:10.108
0/02626667.2016.1159308.

Chapter 4
McNamara, K.E., R. Westoby and A. Chandra, 2021: Exploring climate-driven
non-economic loss and damage in the Pacific Islands. Curr. Opin. Environ.
Sustain., 50, 1–11, doi:10.1016/j.cosust.2020.07.004.
MCTI, 2020: Fourth National Communication of Brazil to the UNFCCC. https://
issuu.com/mctic/docs/fourth_national_communication_brazil_unfccc
.
(Ministry of Science, T. a. I. M., Rio de Janeiro, Brazil).
McVittie, A., et al., 2018: Ecosystem-based solutions for disaster risk reduction:
Lessons from European applications of ecosystem-based adaptation
measures. Disaster Risk Reduct., 32, 42–54, doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2017.12.014.
Mechler, R., 2016: Reviewing estimates of the economic efficiency of disaster
risk management: opportunities and limitations of using risk-based cost–
benefit analysis. Nat. Hazards, 81(3), 2121–2147.
Mechler, R., et al., 2014: Managing unnatural disaster risk from climate
extremes. Nat. Clim. Chang., 4(4), 235–237, doi:10.1038/nclimate2137.
Mechler, R., et al., 2019: Loss and Damage from Climate Change :
Concepts, Methods and Policy Options. Springer, Cham. DOi: https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-3-319-72026-5.
Mechler, R., et al., 2020: Loss and Damage and limits to adaptation: recent IPCC
insights and implications for climate science and policy. Sustain. Sci., 15(4),
1245–1251, doi:10.1007/s11625-020-00807-9.
Medeiros, A.S., et al., 2017: Water security for northern peoples: review of
threats to Arctic freshwater systems in Nunavut, Canada. Reg. Environ.
Chang., 17(3), 635–647, doi:10.1007/s10113-016-1084-2.
Medlyn, B.E., et al., 2015: Using ecosystem experiments to improve vegetation
models. Nat. Clim. Chang., 5, 528, doi:10.1038/nclimate2621.
Meehl, G.A., et al., 2020: Context for interpreting equilibrium climate sensitivity
and transient climate response from the CMIP6 Earth system models. Sci.
Adv., 6(26), eaba1981, doi:10.1126/sciadv.aba1981.
Mehdi, B., et al., 2015: Simulated impacts of climate change and agricultural
land use change on surface water quality with and without adaptation
management strategies. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ., 213, 47–60, doi:10.1016/j.
agee.2015.07.019.
Mehran, A., et al., 2017: Compounding impacts of human-induced water stress
and climate change on water availability. Sci. Rep., 7(1), 6282, doi:10.1038/
s41598-017-06765-0.
Mehrazar, A., et al., 2020: Adaptation of water resources system to water
scarcity and climate change in the suburb area of megacities. Water Resour.
Manag., 34(12), 3855–3877, doi:10.1007/s11269-020-02648-8.
Meier, J., F. Zabel and W. Mauser, 2018: A global approach to estimate irrigated
areas – a comparison between different data and statistics. Hydrol. Earth
Syst. Sci., 22(2), 1119–1133, doi:10.5194/hess-22-1119-2018.
Meixner, T., et al., 2016: Implications of projected climate change for
groundwater recharge in the western United States. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud.,
534, 124–138, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.12.027.
Mekonnen, M.M. and A.Y. Hoekstra, 2016: Four billion people facing severe
water scarcity. Sci. Adv., 2(2), e1500323, doi:10.1126/sciadv.1500323.
Meng, Q., et al., 2016: Growing sensitivity of maize to water scarcity under
climate change. Sci. Rep., 6, 19605.
Meng, Y., et al., 2020: Hydropower production benefits more from 1.5°C
than 2°C climate scenario. Water Resour. Res., 56(5), e2019WR025519,
doi:10.1029/2019WR025519.
Meng, Y., et al., 2021: Undermined co-benefits of hydropower and irrigation
under climate change. Resour. Conserv. Recycl., 167, 105375, doi:10.1016/j.
resconrec.2020.105375.
Menounos, B., et al., 2019: Heterogeneous changes in western North American
glaciers linked to decadal variability in zonal wind strength. Geophys. Res.
Lett., 46(1), 200–209.
Mercer, N. and M. Hanrahan, 2017: “Straight from the heavens into your
bucket”: domestic rainwater harvesting as a measure to improve water
security in a subarctic indigenous community. Int. J. Circumpolar Health,
76(1), 1312223, doi:10.1080/22423982.2017.1312223.

693

4

Chapter 4

4

Mercure, J.F., et al., 2019: System complexity and policy integration challenges:
the Brazilian energy-water-food nexus. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., 105,
230–243, doi:10.1016/j.rser.2019.01.045.
Meredith, M., M. Sommerkorn, S. Cassotta, C. Derksen, A. Ekaykin, A. Hollowed,
G. Kofinas, A. Mackintosh, J. Melbourne-Thomas, M.M.C. Muelbert, G.
Ottersen, H. Pritchard, and E.A.G. Schuur, 2019: Polar Regions. In: IPCC
Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate [H.-O.
Pörtner, D.C. Roberts, V. Masson- Delmotte, P. Zhai, M. Tignor, E. Poloczanska,
K. Mintenbeck, A. Alegría, M. Nicolai, A. Okem, J. Petzold, B. Rama, N.M.
Weyer (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK.
Mersha, A.A. and F. van Laerhoven, 2018: The interplay between planned and
autonomous adaptation in response to climate change: insights from rural
Ethiopia. World Dev., 107, 87–97.
Mesquita, P.S. and M. Bursztyn, 2017: Food acquisition programs in the Brazilian
semi-arid region: benefits to farmers and impacts of climate change. Food
Sec., 9(5), 1041–1051.
Mfitumukiza, D., et al., 2020: Smallholder farmers’ perceived evaluation
of agricultural drought adaptation technologies used in Uganda:
constraints and opportunities. J. Arid Environ., 177, 104137, doi:10.1016/j.
jaridenv.2020.104137.
Michael, H.A., C.J. Russoniello and L.A. Byron, 2013: Global assessment of
vulnerability to sea-level rise in topography-limited and recharge-limited
coastal groundwater systems. Water Resour. Res., 49(4), 2228–2240,
doi:10.1002/wrcr.20213.
Michalak, A.M., 2016: Study role of climate change in extreme threats to water
quality. Nature, 535(7612), 349–350, doi:10.1038/535349a.
Micheletti, N., C. Lambiel and S.N. Lane, 2015: Investigating decadal-scale
geomorphic dynamics in an alpine mountain setting. J. Geophys. Res. Earth
Surf., 120(10), 2155–2175, doi:10.1002/2015jf003656.
Miletto, M., M. A. Caretta, F.M. Burchi and G. Zanlucchi, 2017: Migration and
its Interdependencies with Water Scarcity, Gender and Youth Employment.
WWAP, UNESCO, Paris.
Miller, J.D., J. Vonk, C. Staddon and S.L. Young, 2020: Is household water insecurity
a link between water governance and well-being? A multi-site analysis. J.
Water Sani. Hyg. Dev., 10(2), 320–334, doi:10.2166/washdev.2020.165.
Miller, K.M., et al., 2014: Infectious disease, shifting climates, and opportunistic
predators: cumulative factors potentially impacting wild salmon declines.
Evol. Appl., 7(7), 812–855, doi:10.1111/eva.12164.
Miller, M.M. and M. Shirzaei, 2019: Land subsidence in Houston correlated
with flooding from Hurricane Harvey. Remote. Sens. Environ., 225, 368–378,
doi:10.1016/j.rse.2019.03.022.
Milly, P.C.D. and K. A. Dunne, 2016: Potential evapotranspiration and
continental drying. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6, 946, doi:10.1038/nclimate3046.
Milman, A. and Y. Arsano, 2014: Climate adaptation and development:
contradictions for human security in Gambella, Ethiopia. Glob. Environ.
Chang., 29, 349–359, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.11.017.
Milman, A. and K. Jagannathan, 2017: Conceptualization and implementation of
ecosystems-based adaptation. Clim. Chang., 142(1), 113–127, doi:10.1007/
s10584-017-1933-0.
Minayeva, T., A. Sirin, P. Kershaw and O. Bragg, 2018: Arctic Peatlands. In: The
Wetland Book: II: Distribution, Description, and Conservation [Finlayson,
C.M., G.R. Milton, R.C. Prentice and N.C. Davidson(eds.)]. Springer
Netherlands, Dordrecht, pp. 275–288.
Miralles, D.G., A.J. Teuling, C.C. van Heerwaarden and J. Vilà-Guerau de Arellano,
2014: Mega-heatwave temperatures due to combined soil desiccation and
atmospheric heat accumulation. Nat. Geosci., 7, 345, doi:10.1038/ngeo2141.
Miranda, A., et al., 2020: Evidence-based mapping of the wildland-urban
interface to better identify human communities threatened by wildfires.
Environ. Res. Lett., 15(9), 94069, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab9be5.
Mirumachi, N., 2015: Transboundary Water Politics in the Developing World.
Routledge, Abingdon and New York.
Mirzabaev, A., J. Wu, J. Evans, F. García-Oliva, I.A.G. Hussein, M.H. Iqbal, J.
Kimutai, T. Knowles, F. Meza, D. Nedjraoui, F. Tena, M. Türkeş, R.J. Vázquez, M.

694

Water
Weltz, 2019: Desertification. In: Climate Change and Land: an IPCC special
report on climate change, desertification, land degradation, sustainable
land management, food security, and greenhouse gas fluxes in terrestrial
ecosystems [P.R. Shukla, J. Skea, E. Calvo Buendia, V. Masson-Delmotte, H.-O.
Pörtner, D.C. Roberts, P. Zhai, R. Slade, S. Connors, R. van Diemen, M. Ferrat,
E. Haughey, S. Luz, S. Neogi, M. Pathak, J. Petzold, J. Portugal Pereira, P. Vyas,
E. Huntley, K. Kissick, M. Belkacemi, J. Malley, (eds.)]. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, UK.
Mishra, A., E. Bruno and D. Zilberman, 2021: Compound natural and human
disasters: managing drought and COVID-19 to sustain global agriculture
and food sectors. Sci. Total. Environ., 754, 142210, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2020.142210.
Mishra, A.K. and N. Vanganuru, 2020: Monitoring a tropical super cyclone
Amphan over Bay of Bengal and nearby region in May 2020. Remote. Sens.
Appl. Soc. Environ., 20, 100408, doi:10.1016/j.rsase.2020.100408.
Mishra, V., et al., 2020: Moist heat stress extremes in India enhanced by
irrigation. Nat. Geosci., 13(11), 722–728, doi:10.1038/s41561-020-00650-8.
Mishra, V., A.R. Ganguly, B. Nijssen and D.P. Lettenmaier, 2015: Changes in
observed climate extremes in global urban areas. Environ. Res. Lett., 10(2),
24005, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/10/2/024005.
Missirian, A. and W. Schlenker, 2017: Asylum applications respond to
temperature fluctuations. Science, 358(6370), 1610–1614, doi:10.1126/
science.aao0432.
Moggridge, B.J. and R.M. Thompson, 2021: Cultural value of water and western
water management: an Australian Indigenous perspective. Australas. J.
Water Resour., 25(1), 4–14, doi:10.1080/13241583.2021.1897926.
Mohamed, H., M. Elayah and L. Schuplen, 2017: Yemen between the Impact
of the Climate Change and the Ongoing Saudi-Yemen War: A Real Tragedy.
www.ru.nl/publish/pages/871321/a_real_tragedy.pdf . (University, R).
(Acessed on 21st December, 2020).
Mokadem, N., et al., 2018: Impact of climate change on groundwater and the
extinction of ancient “Foggara” and springs systems in arid lands in North
Africa: a case study in Gafsa basin (Central of Tunisia). Euro-Mediterr. J.
Environ. Integr., 3(1), 28, doi:10.1007/s41207-018-0070-0.
Momblanch, A., et al., 2019: Untangling the water-food-energy-environment
nexus for global change adaptation in a complex Himalayan water resource
system. Sci. Total Environ., 655, 35–47, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.045.
Monterrey-Viña, A., A. Musicki-Savic, F.J. Díaz-Peña and B. Peñate-Suárez, 2020:
Technical and agronomical assessment of the use of desalinated seawater
for coastal irrigation in an insular context. Water, 12(1), doi:10.3390/
w12010272.
Moomaw, W.R., et al., 2018: Wetlands in a changing climate: science, policy and
management. Wetlands, 38(2), 183–205, doi:10.1007/s13157-018-1023-8.
Morán-Tejeda, E., et al., 2014: Streamflow timing of mountain rivers in
Spain: recent changes and future projections. J. Hydrol., 517, 1114–1127,
doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.06.053.
Morecroft, M.D., et al., 2019: Measuring the success of climate change
adaptation and mitigation in terrestrial ecosystems. Science, 366,
doi:10.1126/science.aaw9256.
Morel, A.C., et al., 2019: The structures underpinning vulnerability: examining
landscape-society interactions in a smallholder coffee agroforestry system.
Environ. Res. Lett., 14(7), 75006, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab2280.
Morera, S.B., et al., 2017: The impact of extreme El Niño events on modern
sediment transport along the western Peruvian Andes (1968–2012). Sci.
Rep., 7(1), 11947, doi:10.1038/s41598-017-12220-x.
Morote, Á.-F., J. Olcina and M. Hernández, 2019: The use of non-conventional
water resources as a means of adaptation to drought and climate change in
semi-arid regions: south-eastern Spain. Water, 11(1), 93.
Morrison, T.H., et al., 2017: Mitigation and adaptation in polycentric systems:
sources of power in the pursuit of collective goals. WIREs Clim. Chang., 8(5),
e479, doi:10.1002/wcc.479.

Water 
Motschmann, A., et al., 2020: Losses and damages connected to glacier retreat
in the Cordillera Blanca, Peru. Clim. Chang., 162(2), 837–858, doi:10.1007/
s10584-020-02770-x.
Mouratiadou, I., et al., 2016: The impact of climate change mitigation on water
demand for energy and food: an integrated analysis based on the shared
socioeconomic pathways. Environ. Sci. Policy, 64, 48–58, doi:10.1016/j.
envsci.2016.06.007.
Mpanga, I.K. and O.J. Idowu, 2021: A decade of irrigation water use trends
in southwestern USA: the role of irrigation technology, best management
practices, and outreach education programs. Agric. Water Manag., 243,
106438, doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2020.106438.
Mu, C., et al., 2019: Carbon and mercury export from the Arctic rivers and
response to permafrost degradation. Water Res., 161, 54–60, doi:10.1016/j.
watres.2019.05.082.
Mudryk, L., et al., 2020: Historical Northern Hemisphere snow cover trends and
projected changes in the CMIP6 multi-model ensemble. Cryosphere, 14(7),
2495–2514.
Mudryk, L.R., P.J. Kushner, C. Derksen and C. Thackeray, 2017: Snow cover
response to temperature in observational and climate model ensembles.
Geophys. Res. Lett., 44(2), 919–926, doi:10.1002/2016gl071789.
Mueller, N.D., et al., 2016: Cooling of US Midwest summer temperature
extremes from cropland intensification. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6(3), 317–322.
Mugambiwa, S.S., 2018: Adaptation measures to sustain indigenous practices
and the use of indigenous knowledge systems to adapt to climate change in
Mutoko rural district of Zimbabwe. Jàmbá J. Disaster Risk Stud., 10(1), 1–9.
Muis, S., et al., 2018: Influence of El Niño-Southern oscillation on global coastal
flooding. Earths Future, 6(9), 1311–1322, doi:10.1029/2018ef000909.
Mukherjee, A., S.S. Babu and S. Ghosh, 2020: Thinking about water and air to
attain sustainable development goals during times of COVID-19 pandemic. J.
Earth Syst. Sci., 129(1), 180, doi:10.1007/s12040-020-01475-0.
Mukherji, A., 2020: Sustainable groundwater management in India needs a
water-energy-food nexus approach. Appl. Econ. Perspect. Policy., n/a(n/a),
doi:10.1002/aepp.13123.
Mukherji, A., et al., 2021: Effectiveness of Water Adaptation Responses in
Reducing Climate Related Risks: A Meta Review. ACIAR, Canberra, Australia,
75.
Mukherji, A., et al., 2019: Contributions of the cryosphere to mountain
communities in the Hindu Kush Himalaya: a review. Reg. Environ. Chang.,
19(5), 1311–1326, doi:10.1007/s10113-019-01484-w.
Mullan, D., et al., 2019: Climate impacts on soil erosion and muddy flooding
at 1.5 versus 2°C warming. Land Degrad. Dev., 30(1), 94–108, doi:10.1002/
ldr.3214.
Muller, M., 2018: Cape Town’s drought: Don’t blame climate change. Nature,
559, 174–176, doi:10.1038/d41586-018-05649-1.
Müller Schmied, H., et al., 2021: The global water resources and use model
WaterGAP v2.2d: model description and evaluation. Geosci. Model Dev.,
14(2), 1037–1079, doi:10.5194/gmd-14-1037-2021.
Munia, H.A., et al., 2020: Future transboundary water stress and its drivers
under climate change: a global study. Earths Future, 8(7), e2019EF001321,
doi:10.1029/2019EF001321.
Muratori, M., et al., 2016: Global economic consequences of deploying
bioenergy with carbon capture and storage (BECCS). Environ. Res. Lett.,
11(9), 95004, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/11/9/095004.
Muricho, D.N., D.J. Otieno, W. Oluoch-Kosura and M. Jirström, 2019: Building
pastoralists’ resilience to shocks for sustainable disaster risk mitigation:
lessons from West Pokot County, Kenya. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct.,
34(December 2018), 429–435, doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2018.12.012.
Murphy, H.M., K.D.M. Pintar, E.A. McBean and M.K. Thomas, 2014: A systematic
review of waterborne disease burden methodologies from developed
countries. J. Water Health, 12(4), 634–655, doi:10.2166/wh.2014.049.
Murphy, S.F., J.H. Writer, R.B. McCleskey and D.A. Martin, 2015: The role of
precipitation type, intensity, and spatial distribution in source water quality
after wildfire. Environ. Res. Lett., 10(8), doi:10.1088/1748-9326/10/8/084007.

Chapter 4
Murray-Tortarolo, G.N. and M.M. Salgado, 2021: Drought as a driver of MexicoUS migration. Clim. Chang., 164(3), 48, doi:10.1007/s10584-021-03030-2.
Musah-Surugu, I.J., A. Ahenkan, J.N. Bawole and S.A. Darkwah, 2018: Migrants’
remittances: a complementary source of financing adaptation to climate
change at the local level in Ghana. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag.,
10(1), 178–196, doi:10.1108/IJCCSM-03-2017-0054.
Musselman, K.N., et al., 2018: Projected increases and shifts in rain-on-snow
flood risk over western North America. Nat. Clim. Chang., 8(9), 808–812.
Mussetta, P., S. Turbay and A.J. Fletcher, 2016: Adaptive Strategies Building
Resilience to Climate Variability in Argentina, Canada and Colombia. In:
eal Filho W., Musa H., Cavan G., O’Hare P., Seixas J. (eds) Climate Change
Adaptation, Resilience and Hazards. Climate Change Management. Springer,
Cham. pp. 225–240. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-39880-8_14.
Mustafa, D. and M. Usman Qazi, 2008: Karez versus tubewell irrigation: the
comparative social acceptability and practicality of sustainable groundwater
development in Balochistan, Pakistan. Contemp. South Asia, 16(2), 171–195,
doi:10.1080/09584930701733514.
Mustonen, T., 2015: Communal visual histories to detect environmental change
in northern areas: examples of emerging North American and Eurasian
practices. Ambio, 44(8), 766–777, doi:10.1007/s13280-015-0671-7.
Mustonen, T. and P. Feodoroff, 2018: Skolt Sámi and atlantic salmon
collaborative management of Näätämö watershed, Finland as a case of
indigenous evaluation and knowledge in the Eurasian arctic. Evaluation,
2018(159), 107–119, doi:10.1002/ev.20334.
Mustonen, T., et al., 2021: 2021 Compendium of Indigenous Knowledge and
Local Knowledge: Towards Inclusion of Indigenous Knowledge and Local
Knowledge in Global Reports on Climate Change. Snowchange Cooperative,
Kontiolahti, Finland, doi:10.13140/RG.2.2.14498.76485.
Mustonen, T. and A.A. Lehtinen, 2020: Lived displacement among the Evenki of
Yiengra. Int. J. Crit. Indig. Stud., 13(1), 16–44.
Mustonen, T. and K. Mustonen, 2016: Life in the cyclic world: a compendium of
traditional knowledge from the Eurasian North. Snowchange Cooperative,
Kontiolahti, Finland.
Mutenje, M.J., et al., 2019: A cost-benefit analysis of climate-smart agriculture
options in Southern Africa: balancing gender and technology. Ecol. Econ.,
163, 126–137, doi:10.1016/j.ecolecon.2019.05.013.
Muyambo, F., Y.T. Bahta and A.J. Jordaan, 2017: The role of indigenous
knowledge in drought risk reduction: a case of communal farmers in South
Africa. Jàmbá J. Disaster Risk Stud., 9, 1–6.
Mycoo, M. A., 2014: Autonomous household responses and urban governance
capacity building for climate change adaptation: Georgetown, Guyana.
Urban Clim., 9, 134–154, doi:10.1016/j.uclim.2014.07.009.
Myers, B.J.E., et al., 2017: Global synthesis of the documented and projected
effects of climate change on inland fishes. Rev. Fish Biol. Fish., 27(2), 339–
361, doi:10.1007/s11160-017-9476-z.
Myhre, G., et al., 2019: Frequency of extreme precipitation increases extensively
with event rareness under global warming. Sci. Rep., 9(1), 16063,
doi:10.1038/s41598-019-52277-4.
Naik, P.K., 2017: Water crisis in Africa: myth or reality? Int. J. Water Resour. Dev.,
33(2), 326–339, doi:10.1080/07900627.2016.1188266.
Najibi, N. and N. Devineni, 2018: Recent trends in the frequency and duration
of global floods. Earth Syst. Dynam., 9(2), 757–783, doi:10.5194/esd-9-7572018.
Nambi, A.A., S. Bahinipati Chandra, R. Raghunath and R. Nagendran, 2015:
Farm household level adaptation metrics for agriculture and water
sectors. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 7(1), 27–40, doi:10.1108/
IJCCSM-04-2013-0048.
Nangombe, S., T. Zhou, L. Zhang and W. Zhang, 2020: Attribution Of The 2018
October–December Drought Over south southern Africa. Bull. Am. Meteorol.
Soc., 101(1), S135–S140.
Naqvi, S.M.K., D. Kumar, K. De and V. Sejian, 2015: Climate Change and Water
Availability for Livestock: Impact on Both Quality and Quantity. In: Climate
Change Impact on Livestock: Adaptation and Mitigation [Sejian, V., J.

695

4

Chapter 4

4

Gaughan, L. Baumgard and C. Prasad(eds.)]. Springer India, New Delhi, pp.
81–95.
Narayan, S., et al., 2020: Local adaptation responses to coastal hazards in small
island communities: insights from 4 Pacific nations. Environ. Sci. Policy, 104,
199–207, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2019.11.006.
Naskar, M., et al., 2018: Quantifying climate change induced threats to wetland
fisheries: a stakeholder-driven approach. Environ. Dev. Sustain., 20(6), 2811–
2830, doi:10.1007/s10668-017-0018-6.
Naumann, G., et al., 2018: Global changes in drought conditions under
different levels of warming. Geophys. Res. Lett., 45(7), 3285–3296,
doi:10.1002/2017gl076521.
Nawrotzki, R.J. and M. Bakhtsiyarava, 2017: International climate migration:
evidence for the climate inhibitor mechanism and the agricultural pathway.
Popul. Space Place, 23(4), e2033, doi:10.1002/psp.2033.
Nazemi, A. and K. Madani, 2018: Urban water security: emerging discussion
and remaining challenges. Sustain. Cities Soc., 41, 925–928, doi:10.1016/j.
scs.2017.09.011.
NCCARF, 2018: Impacts on Indigenous Communities. National Landcare
Program Phase Two 2018. National Climate Change Adaptation Research
Facility. Available at: https://www.awe.gov.au/agriculture-land/land/
national-landcare-program-phase2-review.
Neal, M.J., 2020: COVID-19 and water resources management: reframing our
priorities as a water sector. Water Int., 45(5), 435–440, doi:10.1080/02508
060.2020.1773648.
Nechifor, V. and M. Winning, 2019: Global crop output and irrigation water
requirements under a changing climate. Heliyon, 5(3), e1266, doi:10.1016/j.
heliyon.2019.e01266.
Nelson, G.L., et al., 2019: The indigenous practices and climate change
responses of Ati and Suludnon farmers in Iloilo, Philippines. J. Environ. Sci.
Manag., 22(1), 87-98.
Newell, R. and A. Dale, 2020: COVID-19 and climate change: an integrated
perspective. Cities Health, 1–5, doi:10.1080/23748834.2020.1778844.
Newsham, A., et al., 2018: Ecosystems-based adaptation: Are we being conned?
Evidence from Mexico. Glob. Environ. Chang., 49, 14–26, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2018.01.001.
Ng’ang’a, S.K., et al., 2016: Migration and self-protection against climate
change: a case study of Samburu county, Kenya. World Dev., 84, 55–68,
doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.04.002.
Ngata, T., 2018: Wai Māori. In: Mountains to Sea: Solving New Zealand’s
Freshwater Crisis [Joy, M.(ed.)]. BWB Texts, Wellington, pp. 6–11.
Ngigi, M.W., U. Müller and R. Birner, 2018: Farmers’ intrinsic values for adopting
climate-smart practices in Kenya: empirical evidence from a means-end
chain analysis. Clim. Dev., 10(7), 614–624.
Ngô, L.A., I. Masih, Y. Jiang and W. Douven, 2016: Impact of reservoir operation
and climate change on the hydrological regime of the Sesan and Srepok
Rivers in the Lower Mekong Basin. Clim. Chang., 149, 107–119.
Ngoran, S.D. and X. Xue, 2015: Addressing urban sprawl in Douala, Cameroon:
Lessons from Xiamen integrated coastal management. J. Urban Manag.,
4(1), 53–72, doi:10.1016/j.jum.2015.05.001.
Nichols, G., I. Lake and C. Heaviside, 2018: Climate change and water-related
infectious diseases. Atmosphere, 9(10), 385.
Nie, X., et al., 2020: Big data analytics and IoT in operation safety management in
under water management. Comput. Commun., 154, 188–196, doi:10.1016/j.
comcom.2020.02.052.
Nilsson, C., L.E. Polvi and L. Lind, 2015: Extreme events in streams and rivers
in arctic and subarctic regions in an uncertain future. Freshw. Biol., 60(12),
2535–2546, doi:10.1111/fwb.12477.
Nitze, I., et al., 2018: Remote sensing quantifies widespread abundance
of permafrost region disturbances across the Arctic and Subarctic. Nat
Commun, 9(1), 5423, doi:10.1038/s41467-018-07663-3.
Niyogi, D., et al., 2017: Urbanization impacts on the summer heavy rainfall
climatology over the eastern United States. Earth Interact., 21(5), 1–17,
doi:10.1175/ei-d-15-0045.1.

696

Water
Noble, I.R., S. Huq, Y.A. Anokhin, J. Carmin, D. Goudou, F.P. Lansigan, B. OsmanElasha and A. Villamizar, 2014: Adaptation Needs and Options. In: Climate
Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and
Sectoral Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Field, C. B., V. R.
Barros, D. J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D. Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir, M. Chatterjee,
K. L. Ebi, Y. O. Estrada, R. C. Genova, B. Girma, E. S. Kissel, A. N. Levy, S.
MacCracken, P. R. Mastrandrea and L.L.White (eds.)]. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp. 833–868.
Noori, R., R. Berndtsson, J. Franklin Adamowski and M. Rabiee Abyaneh, 2018:
Temporal and depth variation of water quality due to thermal stratification
in Karkheh Reservoir, Iran. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 19, 279–286, doi:10.1016/j.
ejrh.2018.10.003.
Northey, S.A., et al., 2017: The exposure of global base metal resources to water
criticality, scarcity and climate change. Glob. Environ. Chang., 44, 109–124,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.04.004.
Norton-Smith, Kathryn; Lynn, Kathy; Chief, Karletta; Cozzetto, Karen; Donatuto,
Jamie; Hiza Redsteer, Margaret; Kruger, Linda E.; Maldonado, Julie; Viles,
Carson; Whyte, Kyle P. 2016. Climate change and indigenous peoples: a
synthesis of current impacts and experiences. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-944.
Portland, OR: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest
Research Station. 136 p..
Nursey-Bray, M. and R. Palmer, 2018: Country, climate change adaptation and
colonisation: insights from an Indigenous adaptation planning process,
Australia. Heliyon, 4(3), e565.
Nüsser, M. and S. Schmidt, 2017: Nanga Parbat revisited: evolution and
dynamics of Sociohydrological interactions in the northwestern Himalaya.
Ann. Am. Assoc. Geogr., 107(2), 403–415, doi:10.1080/24694452.2016.12
35495.
Nyantakyi-Frimpong, H., 2020: Unmasking difference: intersectionality
and smallholder farmers’ vulnerability to climate extremes in Northern
Ghana. Gend. Place Cult., 27(11), 1536–1554, doi:10.1080/096636
9X.2019.1693344.
Nygren, M., et al., 2020: Changes in seasonality of groundwater level
fluctuations in a temperate-cold climate transition zone. J. Hydrol. X, 8,
100062, doi:10.1016/j.hydroa.2020.100062.
Nyima, Y. and K. A. Hopping, 2019: Tibetan lake expansion from a pastoral
perspective: local observations and coping strategies for a changing
environment. Soc. Nat. Resour., 32(9), 965–982, doi:10.1080/08941920.20
19.1590667.
Nyman, P., et al., 2015: Predicting sediment delivery from debris
flows after wildfire. Geomorphology, 250, 173–186, doi:10.1016/j.
geomorph.2015.08.023.
O’Reilly, C.M., et al., 2015: Rapid and highly variable warming of lake
surface waters around the globe. Geophys. Res. Lett., 42(24), 773–710,
doi:10.1002/2015GL066235.
Oberlack, C., 2017: Diagnosing institutional barriers and opportunities for
adaptation to climate change. Mitig. Adapt. Strateg. Glob. Chang., 22(5),
805–838, doi:10.1007/s11027-015-9699-z.
Oberlack, C. and K. Eisenack, 2018: Archetypical barriers to adapting water
governance in river basins to climate change. J. Inst. Econ., 14(3), 527–555,
doi:10.1017/S1744137417000509.
Oberle, F.K.J., P.W. Swarzenski and C.D. Storlazzi, 2017: Atoll groundwater
movement and its response to climatic and sea-level fluctuations. Water,
9(9), doi:10.3390/w9090650.
Obokata, R., L. Veronis and R. McLeman, 2014: Empirical research on
international environmental migration: a systematic review. Popul. Environ.,
36(1), 111–135, doi:10.1007/s11111-014-0210-7.
Ocello, C., A. Petrucci, M.R. Testa and D. Vignoli, 2015: Environmental aspects of
internal migration in Tanzania. Popul. Environ., 37(1), 99–108, doi:10.1007/
s11111-014-0229-9.

Water 
Odell, S.D., A. Bebbington and K.E. Frey, 2018: Mining and climate change:
a review and framework for analysis. Extr. Ind. Soc., 5(1), 201–214,
doi:10.1016/j.exis.2017.12.004.
OECD, 2015: Water: Fit to Finance? Organisation for Economic Cooperation
and Development, Marseille, France, http://www.worldwatercouncil.org/en/
publications/water-fit-finance (Accessed on 4th December, 2020).
Okereke, C., 2018: Equity and Justice in Polycentric Climate Governance.
In: Governing Climate Change [Jordan, A., D. Huitema, H. v. Asselt and J.
Forster(eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge UK, pp. 320–337.
Okunlola, J., D. Oke, V. Adekunle and K. Owolabi, 2019: Effects of climate change
and coping strategies among crop farmers in South West, Nigeria. Agrofor.
Syst., 93(4), 1399–1408.
Olarinoye, T., et al., 2020: Exploring the future impacts of urbanization and
climate change on groundwater in Arusha, Tanzania. Water Int., 45(5), 497–
511, doi:10.1080/02508060.2020.1768724.
Olazabal, M., et al., 2019: A cross-scale worldwide analysis of coastal
adaptation planning. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(12), 124056, doi:10.1088/17489326/ab5532.
Oliva, M. and M. Fritz, 2018: Permafrost degradation on a warmer Earth:
challenges and perspectives. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sci. Health, 5, 14–18.
Olsson, L., H. Barbosa, S. Bhadwal, A. Cowie, K. Delusca, D. Flores-Renteria,
K. Hermans, E. Jobbagy, W. Kurz, D. Li, D.J. Sonwa, L. Stringer, 2019: Land
Degradation. In: Climate Change and Land: an IPCC special report on climate
change, desertification, land degradation, sustainable land management,
food security, and greenhouse gas fluxes in terrestrial ecosystems [P.R.
Shukla, J. Skea, E. Calvo Buendia, V. Masson-Delmotte, H.-O. Pörtner, D. C.
Roberts, P. Zhai, R. Slade, S. Connors, R. van Diemen, M. Ferrat, E. Haughey,
S. Luz, S. Neogi, M. Pathak, J. Petzold, J. Portugal Pereira, P. Vyas, E. Huntley,
K. Kissick, M. Belkacemi, J. Malley, (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, UK.
Op de Hipt, F., et al., 2018: Modeling the impact of climate change on water
resources and soil erosion in a tropical catchment in Burkina Faso, West
Africa. CATENA, 163, 63–77, doi:10.1016/j.catena.2017.11.023.
Opie, S., et al., 2020: Climate-groundwater dynamics inferred from GRACE
and the role of hydraulic memory. Earth Syst. Dynam. Discuss., 2020, 1–28,
doi:10.5194/esd-2019-83.
Opiyo, F., et al., 2015: Drought adaptation and coping strategies among the
Turkana pastoralists of northern Kenya. Int. J. Disaster Risk Sci., 6(3), 295–
309, doi:10.1007/s13753-015-0063-4.
Oppenheimer, M., B.C. Glavovic , J. Hinkel, R. van de Wal, A.K. Magnan, A.
Abd-Elgawad, R. Cai, M. Cifuentes-Jara, R.M. DeConto, T. Ghosh, J. Hay, F.
Isla, B. Marzeion, B. Meyssignac, and Z. Sebesvari, 2019: Sea Level Rise and
Implications for Low-Lying Islands, Coasts and Communities. In: IPCC Special
Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate. [Pörtner, H.
O., D. C. Roberts, V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, M. Tignor, E. Poloczanska, K.
Mintenbeck, A. Alegría, M. Nicolai, A. Okem, J. Petzold, B. Rama and N. M.
Weyer (eds.)]. Cambridege University Press, Cambridge, UK.
Oral, H.V., et al., 2020: A review of nature-based solutions for urban water
management in European circular cities: a critical assessment based on
case studies and literature. Blue-Green Syst., 2(1), 112–136, doi:10.2166/
bgs.2020.932.
Orlove, B., et al., 2019: Framing climate change in frontline communities:
anthropological insights on how mountain dwellers in the USA, Peru, and
Italy adapt to glacier retreat. Reg. Environ. Chang., 19(5), 1295–1309.
Ostrom, E., 2014: A polycentric approach for coping with climate change. Ann.
Econ. Finance, 15, doi:10.2139/ssrn.1934353.
Otto, F., et al., 2015: Factors other than climate change, main drivers of 2014/15
water shortage in southeast Brazil. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 96, S35–S40,
doi:10.1175/BAMS-EEE_2014_ch8.1.
Otto, F.E.L., et al., 2020: Challenges to understanding extreme weather changes
in lower income countries. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 101(10), E1851–E1860,
doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-19-0317.1.

Chapter 4
Otto, F.E.L., et al., 2016: The attribution question. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6(9), 813–
816, doi:10.1038/nclimate3089.
Otto, F.E.L., et al., 2018: Anthropogenic influence on the drivers of the
Western Cape drought 2015–2017. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(12), 124010,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aae9 f9.
Owain, E.L. and M. A. Maslin, 2018: Assessing the relative contribution
of economic, political and environmental factors on past conflict and
the displacement of people in East Africa. Palgrave Commun., 4(1), 47,
doi:10.1057/s41599-018-0096-6.
Padrón, R.S., et al., 2020: Observed changes in dry-season water availability
attributed to human-induced climate change. Nat. Geosci., 13(7), 477–481,
doi:10.1038/s41561-020-0594-1.
Paerregaard, K., 2013: Bare rocks and fallen angels: environmental change,
climate perceptions and ritual practice in the Peruvian Andes. Religions, 4,
290–305, doi:10.3390/rel4020290.
Paerregaard, K., 2018: Power in/of/as water: revisiting the hydrologic cycle in
the Peruvian Andes. WIREs Water, 5(2), e1270, doi:10.1002/wat2.1270.
Pagano, A., et al., 2019: Engaging stakeholders in the assessment of NBS
effectiveness in flood risk reduction: a participatory system dynamics model
for benefits and co-benefits evaluation. Sci. Total Environ., 690, 543–555,
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.07.059.
Page, E.A. and C. Heyward, 2016: Compensating for climate change loss and
damage. Polit. Stud., 65(2), 356–372, doi:10.1177/0032321716647401.
Page, R. and L. Dilling, 2020: How experiences of climate extremes motivate
adaptation among water managers. Clim. Chang., 161(3), 499–516,
doi:10.1007/s10584-020-02712-7.
Pahl-Wostl, C. and C. Knieper, 2014: The capacity of water governance to deal
with the climate change adaptation challenge: using fuzzy set qualitative
comparative analysis to distinguish between polycentric, fragmented and
centralized regimes. Glob. Environ. Chang., 29, 139–154, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2014.09.003.
Pahl-Wostl, C., et al., 2020: Enhancing the capacity of water governance to deal
with complex management challenges: a framework of analysis. Environ. Sci.
Policy, 107, 23–35, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2020.02.011.
Pak-Uthai, S. and N. Faysse, 2018: The risk of second-best adaptive measures:
farmers facing drought in Thailand. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 28, 711–719.
Palmer, M. A., et al., 2015: Manage water in a green way. Science, 349, 584–
585, doi:10.1126/science.aac7778.
Palomo, I., et al., 2021: Assessing nature-based solutions for transformative
change. One Earth, 4(5), 730–741, doi:10.1016/j.oneear.2021.04.013.
Paltiel, O., et al., 2016: Human exposure to wastewater-derived pharmaceuticals
in fresh produce: a randomized controlled trial focusing on carbamazepine.
Environ. Sci. Technol., 50(8), 4476–4482, doi:10.1021/acs.est.5b06256.
Panagos, P., et al., 2018: Cost of agricultural productivity loss due to soil erosion
in the European Union: from direct cost evaluation approaches to the use of
macroeconomic models. Land Degrad. Dev., 29(3), 471–484, doi:10.1002/
ldr.2879.
Pande, S. and M. Sivapalan, 2017: Progress in socio-hydrology: a meta-analysis
of challenges and opportunities. WIREs Water, 4(4), e1193, doi:10.1002/
wat2.1193.
Pandey, R., et al., 2017: Agroecology as a climate change adaptation strategy
for smallholders of Tehri-Garhwal in the Indian Himalayan region. Smallscale For., 16(1), 53–63, doi:10.1007/s11842-016-9342-1.
Pandey, S.S., G. Cockfield and T.N. Maraseni, 2016: Assessing the roles of
community forestry in climate change mitigation and adaptation: a case
study from Nepal. For. Ecol. Manag., 360, 400–407.
Parkinson, S., et al., 2019: Balancing clean water-climate change mitigation
trade-offs. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(1), 14009, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aaf2a3.
Parsons, L.A., 2020: Implications of CMIP6 projected drying trends for 21st
century amazonian drought risk. Earths Future, 8(10), e2020EF001608,
doi:10.1029/2020EF001608.

697

4

Chapter 4

4

Parsons, M., J. Nalau and K. Fisher, 2017: Alternative perspectives on
sustainability: indigenous knowledge and methodologies, Challenges in
Sustainability, 5 (1): 7-14.
Pastor, A.V., et al., 2014: Accounting for environmental flow requirements
in global water assessments. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 18(12), 5041–5059,
doi:10.5194/hess-18-5041-2014.
Patel, A. and J. Giri, 2019: Climate change, migration and women:
analysing construction workers in Odisha. Soc. Chang., 49(1), 97–113,
doi:10.1177/0049085718821756.
Patel, S.K., A. Sharma and G.S. Singh, 2020: Traditional agricultural practices
in India: an approach for environmental sustainability and food security.
Energy Ecol. Environ., 5(4), 253–271, doi:10.1007/s40974-020-00158-2.
Paterson, D.L., H. Wright and P.N. Harris, 2018: Health risks of flood disasters.
Clin. Infect. Dis., 67(9), 1450–1454.
Patrick, R.J., K. Grant and L. Bharadwaj, 2019: Reclaiming indigenous planning
as a pathway to local water security. Water, 11(5), doi:10.3390/w11050936.
Patricola, C.M. and M.F. Wehner, 2018: Anthropogenic influences on major
tropical cyclone events. Nature, 563(7731), 339–346, doi:10.1038/s41586018-0673-2.
Pauleit, S., et al., 2017: Nature-Based Solutions and Climate Change – Four
Shades of Green. In: Nature-Based Solutions to Climate Change Adaptation
in Urban Areas: Linkages between Science, Policy and Practice [Kabisch, N.,
H. Korn, J. Stadler and A. Bonn )](eds.)]. Springer International Publishing,
Cham, pp. 29–49.
Pauw, W.P., et al., 2018: Beyond headline mitigation numbers: we need more
transparent and comparable NDCs to achieve the Paris Agreement on climate
change. Clim. Chang., 147(1), 23–29, doi:10.1007/s10584-017-2122-x.
Paymard, P., M. Bannayan and R.S. Haghighi, 2018: Analysis of the climate
change effect on wheat production systems and investigate the potential
of management strategies. Nat. Hazards, 91(3), 1237–1255, doi:10.1007/
s11069-018-3180-8.
Pearce, T., R. Currenti, A. Mateiwai and B. Doran, 2018: Adaptation to climate
change and freshwater resources in Vusama village, Viti Levu, Fiji. Reg.
Environ. Chang., 18(2), 501–510, doi:10.1007/s10113-017-1222-5.
Pearson, A.L., J.D. Mayer and D.J. Bradley, 2015: Coping with household water
scarcity in the Savannah today: implications for health and climate change
into the future. Earth Interact., 19(8), 1–14, doi:10.1175/EI-D-14-0039.1.
Pechlivanidis, I.G., et al., 2017: Analysis of hydrological extremes at different
hydro-climatic regimes under present and future conditions. Clim. Chang.,
141(3), 467–481, doi:10.1007/s10584-016-1723-0.
Pecl, G.T., et al., 2017: Biodiversity redistribution under climate change: impacts
on ecosystems and human well-being. Science, 355(6332), eaai9214,
doi:10.1126/science.aai9214.
Peel, J. and H.M. Osofsky, 2020: Climate change litigation. Annu. Rev. Law Soc.
Sci., 16(1), 21–38, doi:10.1146/annurev-lawsocsci-022420-122936.
Pei, S., et al., 2020: Compound risks of hurricane evacuation amid the COVID-19
pandemic in the United States. GeoHealth, 4(12), e2020GH000319,
doi:10.1029/2020GH000319.
Pelling, M., K. O’Brien and D. Matyas, 2015: Adaptation and transformation.
Clim. Chang., 133(1), 113–127, doi:10.1007/s10584-014-1303-0.
Pelling, M., Kerr, R.B., Biesbroek, R., Caretta, M. A., Cissé, G., Costello, M.J., Ebi,
K.L., Gunn, E.L., Parmesan, C., Schuster-Wallace, C.J. and Tirado, M.C., 2021.
Synergies Between COVID-19 and Climate Change Impacts and Responses.
Journal of Extreme Events, https://doi.org/10.1142/S2345737621310023
Penot, E., V. Fevre, P. Flodrops and H.M. Razafimahatratra, 2018: Conservation
agriculture to buffer and alleviate the impact of climatic variations
in Madagascar: farmers’ perception. Cah. Agric., 27(2), doi:10.1051/
cagri/2018009.
Perkins-Kirkpatrick, S.E. and S.C. Lewis, 2020: Increasing trends in regional
heatwaves. Nat. Commun., 11(1), 3357, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-16970-7.
Petersen-Perlman, J.D., J.C. Veilleux and A.T. Wolf, 2017: International water
conflict and cooperation: challenges and opportunities. Water Int., 42(2),
105–120, doi:10.1080/02508060.2017.1276041.

698

Water
Petit, O., et al., 2017: Can agricultural groundwater economies collapse? An
inquiry into the pathways of four groundwater economies under threat.
Hydrogeol. J., 25(6), 1549–1564, doi:10.1007/s10040-017-1567-3.
Petroleum, B., 2020: Statistical Review of World Energy. British Petroleum (BP),
London, UK.
Petzold, J., 2018: Social adaptability in ecotones: sea-level rise and climate
change adaptation in Flushing and the Isles of Scilly, UK. Isl. Stud. J., 13, 101.
Phalkey, R.K., et al., 2015: Systematic review of current efforts to quantify the
impacts of climate change on undernutrition. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 112(33),
E4522–E4529.
Phan, L., S.-C. Jou and J.-H. Lin, 2019: Gender inequality and adaptive capacity:
the role of social capital on the impacts of climate change in Vietnam.
Sustainability, 11, 1257, doi:10.3390/su11051257.
Philipsborn, R., S.M. Ahmed, B.J. Brosi and K. Levy, 2016: Climatic drivers of
diarrheagenic Escherichia coli incidence: a systematic review and metaanalysis. J. Infect. Dis., 214(1), 6–15, doi:10.1093/infdis/jiw081.
Phillips, C.A., et al., 2020: Compound climate risks in the COVID-19 pandemic.
Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(7), 586–588, doi:10.1038/s41558-020-0804-2.
Phiri, D., M. Simwanda and V. Nyirenda, 2020: Mapping the impacts of cyclone
Idai in Mozambique using Sentinel-2 and OBIA approach. S. Afr. Geogr. J.,
1–22, doi:10.1080/03736245.2020.1740104.
Phuong, L.T.H., et al., 2018: Using a social learning configuration to increase
Vietnamese smallholder farmers’ adaptive capacity to respond to climate
change. Local Environ., 23(8), 879–897, doi:10.1080/13549839.2018.1482
859.
Piggott-McKellar, A.E., K.E. McNamara, P.D. Nunn and S.T. Sekinini, 2019a:
Moving people in a changing climate: lessons from two case studies in Fiji.
Soc. Sci., 8(5), doi:10.3390/socsci8050133.
Piggott-McKellar, A.E., K.E. McNamara, P.D. Nunn and J.E.M. Watson, 2019b:
What are the barriers to successful community-based climate change
adaptation? A review of grey literature. Local Environ., 24(4), 374–390, doi:
10.1080/13549839.2019.1580688.
Pinto, P.J., G.M. Kondolf and P.L.R. Wong, 2018: Adapting to sea level rise:
emerging governance issues in the San Francisco Bay Region. Environ. Sci.
Policy, 90(August), 28–37, doi:10.1016/j.envsci.2018.09.015.
Pistocchi, A., et al., 2020: Can seawater desalination be a win-win fix to our
water cycle? Water Res., 182, 115906, doi:10.1016/j.watres.2020.115906.
Poddar, S., M. Mondal and S. Ghosh, 2020: A survey on disaster: understanding
the after-effects of super-cyclone amphan and helping hand of social media.
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14910. (Accessed on 13th December, 2020)
Poesch, M.S., et al., 2016: Climate change impacts on freshwater fishes: a
Canadian perspective. Fisheries, 41(7), 385–391, doi:10.1080/03632415.2
016.1180285.
Pokhrel, Y., et al., 2021: Global terrestrial water storage and drought severity
under climate change. Nat. Clim. Chang., 11(3), 226–233, doi:10.1038/
s41558-020-00972-w.
Polyakov, V.O., M.N. Nichols and M. A. Nearing, 2017: Determining soil erosion
rates on semi-arid watersheds using radioisotope-derived sedimentation
chronology. Earth Surf. Process. Landf., 42(6), 987–993, doi:10.1002/
esp.4057.
Pommells, M., C. Schuster-Wallace, S. Watt and Z. Mulawa, 2018: Gender
violence as a water, sanitation, and hygiene risk: uncovering violence against
women and girls as it pertains to poor WaSH access. Violence Against
Women, 24(15), 1851–1862, doi:10.1177/1077801218754410.
Popular, G. and T. Rik, 2016: Transhumant pastoralism in the context of
socioeconomic and climate change in the mountains of Nepal. Mt. Res. Dev.,
36(2), 173–182, doi:10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-15-00011.1.
Porter, J.R., L. Xie, A.J. Challinor, K. Cochrane, S.M. Howden, M.M. Iqbal, D.B.
Lobell, and M.I. Travasso, 2014: Food security and food production systems.
In: Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A:
Global and Sectoral Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
[Field, C.B., V.R. Barros, D.J. Dokken, K.J. Mach, M.D. Mastrandrea, T.E. Bilir,

Water 
M. Chatterjee, K.L. Ebi, Y.O. Estrada, R.C. Genova, B. Girma, E.S. Kissel, A.N.
Levy, S. MacCracken, P.R. Mastrandrea, and L.L.White (eds.)]. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp.
485-533.
Post, V.E.A., et al., 2018: On the resilience of small-island freshwater lenses:
evidence of the long-term impacts of groundwater abstraction on Bonriki
Island, Kiribati. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 564, 133–148, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2018.06.015.
Postigo, J.C., 2020: The role of social institutions in indigenous Andean
pastoralists’ adaptation to climate-related water hazards. Clim. Dev., 13 (9),
780-791, doi:10.1080/17565529.2020.1850409.
Potemkina, T.G. and V.L. Potemkin, 2015: Sediment load of the main rivers of
Lake Baikal in a changing environment (east Siberia, Russia). Quat. Int., 380381, 342–349, doi:10.1016/j.quaint.2014.08.029.
Poudel, D.D. and T.W. Duex, 2017: Vanishing springs in Nepalese mountains:
assessment of water sources, farmers’ perceptions, and climate
change adaptation. Mt. Res. Dev., 37(1), 35–46, doi:10.1659/MRDJOURNAL-D-16-00039.1.
Pouramin, P., N. Nagabhatla and M. Miletto, 2020: A systematic review of water
and gender Interlinkages: assessing the intersection with health. Front.
Water, 2(6), doi:10.3389/frwa.2020.00006.
Pouyfaucon, A.B. and L. García-Rodríguez, 2018: Solar thermal-powered
desalination: a viable solution for a potential market. Desalination, 435,
60–69, doi:10.1016/j.desal.2017.12.025.
Poveda, G., et al., 2020: High impact weather events in the Andes. Front. Earth
Sci., 8, 162.
Pradhan, P., 2019: Antagonists to meeting the 2030 agenda. Nat. Sustain., 2,
171–172, doi:10.1038/s41893-019-0248-8.
Pralle, S., 2019: Drawing lines: FEMA and the politics of mapping flood zones.
Clim. Chang., 152(2), 227–237, doi:10.1007/s10584-018-2287-y.
Pramanik, M., et al., 2021: Population health risks in multi-hazard environments:
action needed in the cyclone amphan and COVID-19 – hit Sundarbans
region, India. Clim. Dev., 1–6, doi:10.1080/17565529.2021.1889948.
Preston, B.J., 2016: The Role of the Courts in facilitating Climate Change
Adaptation. The Asia-Pacific Centre for Environmental Law Climate
Change Adaptation Platform (2016), Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/
abstract=2829287.
Price, J.I., P.R. Lloyd-Smith, D.P. Dupont and W.L. Adamowicz, 2019: Floods
and water service disruptions: eliciting willingness-to-pay for public utility
pricing and infrastructure decisions. Water Econ. Policy, 5(02), 1850021.
Pritchard, B. and R. Thielemans, 2014: ‘Rising Waters Don’t Lift All Boats’: a
sustainable livelihood analysis of recursive cycles of vulnerability and
maladaptation to flood risk in rural Bihar, India. Aust. Geogr., 45(3), 325–
339, doi:10.1080/00049182.2014.930001.
Pritchard, H.D., 2019: Asia’s shrinking glaciers protect large populations from
drought stress. Nature, 569(7758), 649–654.
Prudencio, L. and S.E. Null, 2018: Stormwater management and ecosystem
services: a review, 13 (3), 033002.
Prudhomme, C., et al., 2014: Hydrological droughts in the 21st century, hotspots
and uncertainties from a global multimodel ensemble experiment. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci., 111(9), 3262–3267, doi:10.1073/pnas.1222473110.
Prüss-Ustün, A., et al., 2019: Burden of disease from inadequate water,
sanitation and hygiene for selected adverse health outcomes: an updated
analysis with a focus on low- and middle-income countries. Int. J. Hyg.
Environ. Health, 222(5), 765–777, doi:10.1016/j.ijheh.2019.05.004.
PUB, 2016: Industrial Water Solutions. In: Innovation in Water Conservation
Singapore: An R&D Publication of PUB Singapore’s National Water Agency,
Vol. 8, pp. 6–8.
Pulido-Bosch, A., et al., 2018: Impacts of agricultural irrigation on groundwater
salinity. Environ. Earth Sci., 77(5), 197, doi:10.1007/s12665-018-7386-6.
Pulido-Velazquez, D., A.-J. Collados-Lara and F.J. Alcalá, 2018: Assessing impacts
of future potential climate change scenarios on aquifer recharge in continental
Spain. J. Hydrol., 567, 803–819, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2017.10.077.

Chapter 4
Pulliainen, J., et al., 2020: Patterns and trends of Northern Hemisphere snow
mass from 1980 to 2018. Nature, 581(7808), 294–298, doi:10.1038/s41586020-2258-0.
Putra, M.P.I.F., P. Pradhan and J.P. Kropp, 2020: A systematic analysis of waterenergy-food security nexus: a south asian case study. Sci. Total. Environ.,
728, 138451, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.138451.
Pyne, M.I. and N.L. Poff, 2017: Vulnerability of stream community composition
and function to projected thermal warming and hydrologic change across
ecoregions in the western United States. Glob. Change Biol., 23(1), 77–93,
doi:10.1111/gcb.13437.
Qadir, M., et al., 2020: Global and regional potential of wastewater as a
water, nutrient and energy source. Natural Resources Forum, 44, 40–51,
doi:10.1111/1477-8947.12187.
Qadir, M., et al., 2014: Economics of salt-induced land degradation and
restoration. Nat. Resour. Forum, 38(4), 282–295, doi:10.1111/14778947.12054.
Qian, Y., et al., 2020: Neglecting irrigation contributes to the simulated
summertime warm-and-dry bias in the central United States. npj Clim.
Atmos. Sci., 3(1), 31, doi:10.1038/s41612-020-00135-w.
Qin, X., et al., 2018: Simulated adaptation strategies for spring wheat to climate
change in a northern high latitude environment by DAYCENT model. 95, 4556. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2017.12.005.
Qin, Y., et al., 2020: Agricultural risks from changing snowmelt. Nat. Clim.
Chang., 10(5), 459–465.
Qin, Y., et al., 2019: Flexibility and intensity of global water use. Nat. Sustain.,
2(6), 515–523, doi:10.1038/s41893-019-0294-2.
Qiu, J., et al., 2019: Impacts of climate change on watershed systems and
potential adaptation through BMPs in a drinking water source area. J.
Hydrol., 573, 123–135, doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2019.03.074.
Quan, S., et al., 2019: Adaptation to climate change and its impacts on wheat
yield: perspective of farmers in Henan of China. Sustainability, 11(7),
doi:10.3390/su11071928.
Quandt, A., H. Neufeldt and J.T. McCabe, 2019: Building livelihood resilience:
what role does agroforestry play? Clim. Dev., 11(6), 485–500, doi:10.1080/
17565529.2018.1447903.
Radić, V., et al., 2014: Regional and global projections of twenty-first century
glacier mass changes in response to climate scenarios from global climate
models. Clim. Dyn., 42(1), 37–58, doi:10.1007/s00382-013-1719-7.
Raghavendra, K.J. and A. Suresh, 2018: Risk management in rainfed agriculture:
an analysis of strategies and adaptations followed by farmers in Madhya
Pradesh. Indian J. Agric. Sci., 88(6), 895–901.
Rahman, H.M.T. and G.M. Hickey, 2019: What does autonomous adaptation to
climate change have to teach public policy and planning about avoiding the
risks of maladaptation in Bangladesh? Front. Environ. Sci., 7(2), doi:10.3389/
fenvs.2019.00002.
Rahman, M.H. and K. Alam, 2016: Forest dependent indigenous communities’
perception and adaptation to climate change through local knowledge in
the protected area—a Bangladesh case study. Climate, 4(1), 12.
Rahman, M.S. and J. Tosun, 2018: State bureaucracy and the management of
climate change adaptation in Bangladesh. Rev. Policy Res., 35(6), 835–858,
doi:10.1111/ropr.12289.
Rahut, D.B. and A. Ali, 2017: Coping with climate change and its impact on
productivity, income, and poverty: evidence from the Himalayan region
of Pakistan. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 24, 515–525, doi:10.1016/j.
ijdrr.2017.05.006.
Rahut, D.B. and A. Ali, 2018: Impact of climate-change risk-coping strategies
on livestock productivity and household welfare: empirical evidence from
Pakistan. Heliyon, 4(10), e797, doi:10.1016/j.heliyon.2018.e00797.
Rai, R.K., et al., 2019: Economics of climate adaptive water management
practices in Nepal. Heliyon, 5(5), e1668–e1668, doi:10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.
e01668.

699

4

Chapter 4

4

Rainato, R., et al., 2017: Three decades of monitoring in the Rio Cordon
instrumented basin: sediment budget and temporal trend of sediment yield.
Geomorphology, 291, 45, doi:10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.03.012.
Rajan, A., K. Ghosh and A. Shah, 2020: Carbon footprint of India’s groundwater
irrigation. Carbon Manag., 11(3), 265–280, doi:10.1080/17583004.2020.1
750265.
Ramsar Convention, 2018: Global Wetland Outlook: State of the World’s
Wetlands and Their Services to People 2018. Ramsar Convention Secretariat,
Gland, Switzerland.
Räsänen, T.A., O. Varis, L. Scherer and M. Kummu, 2018: Greenhouse gas
emissions of hydropower in the Mekong River Basin. Environ. Res. Lett.,
13(3), 34030, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aaa817.
Rasmus, S., et al., 2020: Climate change and reindeer management in
Finland: co-analysis of practitioner knowledge and meteorological data
for better adaptation. Sci. Total. Environ., 710, 136229, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2019.136229.
Rasul, G. and B. Sharma, 2016: The nexus approach to water–energy–food
security: an option for adaptation to climate change. Clim. Policy, 16(6),
682–702, doi:10.1080/14693062.2015.1029865.
Rawlins, M., D. Yang and S. Ge, 2021: Regional and Basin Streamflow Regimes
and Changes: Climate Impact and Human Effect. In: Arctic Hydrology,
Permafrost and Ecosystems [Yang, D. and D.L. Kane(eds.)]. Springer
International Publishing, Cham, pp. 159–186.
Ray, D.K., J.S. Gerber, G.K. MacDonald and P.C. West, 2015: Climate variation
explains a third of global crop yield variability. Nat. Commun., 6(1), 1–9.
Ray, D.K., et al., 2019: Climate change has likely already affected global food
production. PLoS ONE, 14(5), e217148.
Reckien, D., et al., 2017: Climate change, equity and the sustainable
development goals: an urban perspective. Environ. Urban., 29(1), 159–182,
doi:10.1177/0956247816677778.
Reckien, D., et al., 2018: How are cities planning to respond to climate change?
Assessment of local climate plans from 885 cities in the EU-28. J. Clean.
Prod., 191, 207–219, doi:10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.03.220.
Reid, H., 2016: Ecosystem- and community-based adaptation: learning from
community-based natural resource management. Clim. Dev., 8(1), 4–9, doi:1
0.1080/17565529.2015.1034233.
Reid, H., et al., 2019: Is ecosystem-based adaptation effective? Perceptions and
lessons learned from 13 project sites. IIED Research Report, IIED, London.
Reinecke, R., et al., 2021: Uncertainty of simulated groundwater recharge at
different global warming levels: a global-scale multi-model ensemble study.
Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 25(2), 787–810, doi:10.5194/hess-25-787-2021.
Remmington, G., 2018: Transforming tradition: the aflaj and changing role
of traditional knowledge systems for collective water management. J. Arid
Environ., 151, 134–140, doi:10.1016/j.jaridenv.2017.10.003.
Ren, X., Y. Lu, B.C. O’Neill and M. Weitzel, 2018a: Economic and biophysical
impacts on agriculture under 1.5°C and 2°C warming. Environ. Res. Lett.,
13(11), 115006, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aae6a9.
Ren, X., et al., 2018b: Avoided economic impacts of climate change on
agriculture: integrating a land surface model (CLM) with a global economic
model (iPETS). Clim. Chang., 146(3), 517–531, doi:10.1007/s10584-0161791-1.
Restrepo, J.D. and H.A. Escobar, 2018: Sediment load trends in the Magdalena
River basin (1980–2010): anthropogenic and climate-induced causes.
Geomorphology, 302, 76–91, doi:10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.12.013.
Rets, E.P., et al., 2020: Past ‘peak water’ in the North Caucasus: deglaciation
drives a reduction in glacial runoff impacting summer river runoff and peak
discharges. Clim. Chang., 163(4), 2135–2151, doi:10.1007/s10584-02002931-y.
Rets, E.P., et al., 2018: Recent trends of river runoff in the north caucasus. Geogr.
Environ. Sustain., 11(3), 61–70.
Revi, A., D.E. Satterthwaite, F. Aragón-Durand, J. Corfee-Morlot, R.B.R. Kiunsi, M.
Pelling, D.C. Roberts, and W. Solecki, 2014: Urban Areas. In: Climate Change
2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral

700

Water
Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report
of the Intergovernmental Panel of Climate Change. [Field, C. B., V. R. Barros,
D. J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D. Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir and L. L. White (eds.)].
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY,
USA, pp. 535–612.
Rey, D., I.P. Holman and J.W. Knox, 2017: Developing drought resilience in
irrigated agriculture in the face of increasing water scarcity. Reg. Environ.
Chang., 17(5), 1527–1540, doi:10.1007/s10113-017-1116-6.
Ricciardi, V., et al., 2020: A scoping review of research funding for small-scale
farmers in water scarce regions. Nat. Sustain., 3(10), 836–844, doi:10.1038/
s41893-020-00623-0.
Rice, J. and P. Westerhoff, 2017: High levels of endocrine pollutants in US streams
during low flow due to insufficient wastewater dilution. Nat. Geosci., 10,
587, doi:10.1038/ngeo2984.
Rice, J.L., J. Long and A. Levenda, 2021: Against climate apartheid: confronting
the persistent legacies of expendability for climate justice. Environ. Plan. E
Nat. Space, doi:10.1177/2514848621999286.
Richardson, J., et al., 2019: Response of cyanobacteria and phytoplankton
abundance to warming, extreme rainfall events and nutrient enrichment.
Glob. Change Biol., 25(10), 3365–3380, doi:10.1111/gcb.14701.
Richmond, M., N. Upadhyaya and A.O. Pastor, 2021: An Analysis of Urban
Climate Adaptation Finance. A Report from the Cities Climate Finance
Leadership Alliance. https://www.climatepolicyinitiative.org/publication/
an-analysis-of-urban-climate-adaptation-finance/. (Accessed on 18th April,
2021)
Richts, A. and J. Vrba, 2016: Groundwater resources and hydroclimatic extremes:
mapping global groundwater vulnerability to floods and droughts. Environ.
Earth Sci., 75(10), 926, doi:10.1007/s12665-016-5632-3.
Rigaud, K., et al., 2018: Groundswell: Preparing for Internal Climate Migration.
World Bank, Washington, DC.
Rimi, R.H., K. Haustein, M.R. Allen and E.J. Barbour, 2019: Risks of pre-monsoon
extreme rainfall events of Bangladesh: is anthropogenic climate change
playing a role? Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 100(1), S61–S65.
Risser, M.D. and M.F. Wehner, 2017: Attributable human-induced changes
in the likelihood and magnitude of the observed extreme precipitation
during Hurricane Harvey. Geophys. Res. Lett., 44(24), 12,457–12,464,
doi:10.1002/2017GL075888.
Risvoll, C. and G.K. Hovelsrud, 2016: Pasture access and adaptive capacity in
reindeer herding districts in Nordland, Northern Norway. Polar J., 6(1), 87–
111, doi:10.1080/2154896X.2016.1173796.
Ritchie, H. and M. Roser, Clean Water. https://ourworldindata.org/water-access’
. (Published online at OurWorldInData.org). (Accessed on 10th February,
2021)
Robb, A., et al., 2019: Development control and vulnerable coastal lands:
examples of Australian practice. Urban Policy Res., 37(2), 199–214, doi:10.1
080/08111146.2018.1489791.
Roberts, K.E., et al., 2017: Climate and permafrost effects on the chemistry and
ecosystems of High Arctic Lakes. Sci. Rep., 7(1), 13292, doi:10.1038/s41598017-13658-9.
Robison, J., et al., 2018: Indigenous water justice. Lewis & Clark Law Rev., 22(3),
841–922.
Rockström, J., et al., 2014: Water Resilience for Human Prosperity. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge.
Rodell, M., et al., 2018: Emerging trends in global freshwater availability.
Nature, 557(7707), 651–659, doi:10.1038/s41586-018-0123-1.
Roderick, M.L., P. Greve and G.D. Farquhar, 2015: On the assessment of aridity
with changes in atmospheric CO2. Water Resour. Res., 51(7), 5450–5463,
doi:10.1002/2015wr017031.
Rodríguez-Blanco, M.L., et al., 2016: Potential impact of climate change
on suspended sediment yield in NW Spain: a case study on the Corbeira
catchment. Water, 8(10), doi:10.3390/w8100444.
Rodriguez-Lonebear, D., N.E. Barceló, R. Akee and S.R. Carroll, 2020: American
Indian reservations and COVID-19: correlates of early infection rates in

Water 
the pandemic. J. Public Health Manag. Pract., 26(4), 53. DOI: http://dx.doi.
org/10.5751/ES-06509-190253 .
Rodríguez-Morata, C., et al., 2019: The anomalous 2017 coastal El Niño event
in Peru. Clim. Dyn., 52(9), 5605–5622, doi:10.1007/s00382-018-4466-y.
Rodríguez-Sinobas, L., S. Zubelzu, S. Perales-Momparler and S. Canogar, 2018:
Techniques and criteria for sustainable urban stormwater management. The
case study of Valdebebas (Madrid, Spain). J. Clean. Prod., 172, 402–416,
doi:10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.10.070.
Rodriguez-Solorzano, C., 2014: Unintended outcomes of farmers’ adaptation
to climate variability: deforestation and conservation in Calakmul and Maya
biosphere reserves. Ecol. Soc., 19(2).
Rohde, M.M., R. Froend and J. Howard, 2017: A global synthesis of managing
groundwater dependent ecosystems under sustainable groundwater policy.
Groundwater, 55(3), 293–301, doi:10.1111/gwat.12511.
Rokaya, P., S. Budhathoki and K.-E. Lindenschmidt, 2018: Trends in the timing
and magnitude of ice-jam floods in Canada. Sci. Rep., 8(1), 1–9.
Rokaya, P., et al., 2019: Climatic effects on ice phenology and ice-jam flooding
of the Athabasca River in western Canada. Hydrol. Sci. J., 64(11), 1265–1278.
Rolla, A.L., M.N. Nuñez, J.J. Ramayón and M. E. Ramayón, 2019: Impacts of
climate change on bovine livestock production in Argentina. Clim. Chang.,
153(3), 439–455.
Romankiewicz, C., M. Doevenspeck, M. Brandt and C. Samimi, 2016: Adaptation
as by-product: migration and environmental change in Nguith, Senegal. Die
Erde J. Geogr. Soc. Berl., 147(2), 95–108.
Romanovsky, V., et al., 2017: Terrestrial permafrost. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 98,
S265–S269, doi:10.1175/2017BAMSStateoftheClimate.1.
Roncoli, C., et al., 2019: Enough is enough: how West African farmers judge
water sufficiency. Reg. Environ. Chang., 19(2), 573–585, doi:10.1007/
s10113-018-1426-3.
Rosa, L., et al., 2020a: Global agricultural economic water scarcity. Sci. Adv.,
6(18), eaaz6031, doi:10.1126/sciadv.aaz6031.
Rosa, L., et al., 2020b: Potential for sustainable irrigation expansion in a
3°C warmer climate. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 117(47), 29526, doi:10.1073/
pnas.2017796117.
Rosa, L., J.A. Reimer, M.S. Went and P. D’Odorico, 2020c: Hydrological limits
to carbon capture and storage. Nat. Sustain., 3(8), 658–666, doi:10.1038/
s41893-020-0532-7.
Rosenberger, L., J. Leandro, S. Pauleit and S. Erlwein, 2021: Sustainable
stormwater management under the impact of climate change and
urban densification. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 596, 126137, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2021.126137.
Rosenzweig, B., et al., 2019: Developing knowledge systems for urban resilience
to cloudburst rain events. Environ. Sci. Policy, 99, 150–159, doi:10.1016/j.
envsci.2019.05.020.
Röser, F., O. Widerberg, N. Höhne and T. Day, 2020: Ambition in the making:
analysing the preparation and implementation process of the nationally
determined contributions under the Paris Agreement. Clim. Policy, 20(4),
415–429, doi:10.1080/14693062.2019.1708697.
Rosinger, A.Y. and S.L. Young, 2020: The toll of household water insecurity on
health and human biology: current understandings and future directions.
WIREs Water, 7(6), e1468, doi:10.1002/wat2.1468.
Rouabhi, A., M. Hafsi and P. Monneveux, 2019: Climate change and farming
systems in the region of Setif (Algeria). J. Agric. Environ. Int. Dev., 113(1) DOI:
https://doi.org/10.12895/jaeid.20191.928.
Rounce, D.R., R. Hock and D.E. Shean, 2020: Glacier mass change in high
mountain Asia through 2100 using the open-source Python Glacier Evolution
Model (PyGEM). Front. Earth Sci., 7(331), doi:10.3389/feart.2019.00331.
Roxy, M.K., et al., 2017: A threefold rise in widespread extreme rain events over
central India. Nat. Commun., 8(1), 708, doi:10.1038/s41467-017-00744-9.
Roy, J., P. Tschakert, H. Waisman, S. Abdul Halim, P. Antwi-Agyei, P. Dasgupta,
B. Hayward, M. Kanninen, D. Liverman, C. Okereke, P.F. Pinho, K. Riahi,
and A.G. Suarez Rodriguez, 2018: Sustainable Development, Poverty
Eradication and Reducing Inequalities. In: Global Warming of 1.5°C. An

Chapter 4
IPCC Special Report on the impacts of global warming of 1.5°C above preindustrial levels and related global greenhouse gas emission pathways, in
the context of strengthening the global response to the threat of climate
change, sustainable development, and efforts to eradicate poverty [MassonDelmotte, V., P. Zhai, H.-O. Pörtner, D. Roberts, J. Skea, P.R. Shukla, A. Pirani, W.
Moufouma-Okia, C. Péan, R. Pidcock, S. Connors, J.B.R. Matthews, Y. Chen, X.
Zhou, M.I. Gomis, E. Lonnoy, T. Maycock, M. Tignor, and T. Waterfield (eds.)].
Cambridge University Press, Cambdridge.
Roy, R., 2018: Evaluating the Suitability of Community-Based Adaptation: A
Case Study of Bangladesh. In: Leal Filho W., Manolas E., Azul A., Azeiteiro
U., McGhie H. (eds) Handbook of Climate Change Communication: Vol.
1. Climate Change Management. Springer, Cham, pp. 39–59. https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-3-319-69838-0_3.
Roy, S., 2019: Sundarbans Forest and the Gendered Context of Cyclones: Sidr
and Aila. In: Climate Change Impacts on Gender Relations in Bangladesh.
Springer, Singapore ((SpringerBr)).
Rozenberg, J. and M. Fay, 2019: Beyond the Gap: How Countries Can Afford
the Infrastructure They Need while Protecting the Planet. Sustainable
Infrastructure, World Bank, Washington, DC.
Ruane, A.C., M.M. Phillips and C. Rosenzweig, 2018: Climate shifts within
major agricultural seasons for +1.5 and +2.0°C worlds: HAPPI projections
and AgMIP modeling scenarios. Agric. For. Meteorol., 259, 329–344,
doi:10.1016/j.agrformet.2018.05.013.
Rubio-Aliaga, Á., et al., 2016: GIS based solar resource analysis for irrigation
purposes: rural areas comparison under groundwater scarcity conditions. Sol.
Energy Mater. Sol. Cells, 156, 128–139, doi:10.1016/j.solmat.2016.06.045.
Rufat, S., E. Tate, C.G. Burton and A.S. Maroof, 2015: Social vulnerability to
floods: review of case studies and implications for measurement. Int. J.
Disaster Risk Reduct., 14, 470–486.
Ryan, C. and P. Elsner, 2016: The potential for sand dams to increase the
adaptive capacity of East African drylands to climate change. Reg. Environ.
Chang., 16(7), 2087–2096.
Sabo, J.L., J.C. Finlay, T. Kennedy and D.M. Post, 2010: The role of discharge
variation in scaling of drainage area and food chain length in rivers. Science,
330(6006), 965–967, doi:10.1126/science.1196005.
Sadoff, C.W., E. Borgomeo and S. Uhlenbrook, 2020: Rethinking water for SDG
6. Nat. Sustain., 3(5), 346–347, doi:10.1038/s41893-020-0530-9.
Sahade, R., et al., 2015: Climate change and glacier retreat drive shifts in
an Antarctic benthic ecosystem. Sci. Adv., 1(10), e1500050, doi:10.1126/
sciadv.1500050.
Sain, G., et al., 2017: Costs and benefits of climate-smart agriculture: the case
of the dry corridor in Guatemala. Agric. Syst., 151, 163–173.
Salat, M. and B. Swallow, 2018: Resource use efficiency as a climate
smart approach: case of smallholder maize farmers in Nyando, Kenya.
Environments, 5(8), 93.
Salehyan, I. and C.S. Hendrix, 2014: Climate shocks and political violence. Glob.
Environ. Chang., 28, 239–250, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.07.007.
Salem, G.S.A., S. Kazama, S. Shahid and N.C. Dey, 2018: Groundwater-dependent
irrigation costs and benefits for adaptation to global change. Mitig. Adapt.
Strateg. Glob. Chang., 23(6), 953–979, doi:10.1007/s11027-017-9767-7.
Salgot, M. and M. Folch, 2018: Wastewater treatment and water reuse. Curr.
Opin. Environ. Sci. Health, 2, 64–74, doi:10.1016/j.coesh.2018.03.005.
Samuel, O.O. and T.S. Sylvia, 2019: Establishing the nexus between climate
change adaptation strategy and smallholder farmers’ food security status in
South Africa: a bi-casual effect using instrumental variable approach. Cogent
Soc. Sci., 5(1), 1656402, doi:10.1080/23311886.2019.1656402.
Sánchez, A. and M. Izzo, 2017: Micro hydropower: an alternative for climate
change mitigation, adaptation, and development of marginalized local
communities in Hispaniola Island. Clim. Chang., 140(1), 79–87, doi:10.1007/
s10584-016-1865-0.
Sanderson, D., et al., 2015: Climate change and water at Stellat’en First Nation,
British Columbia, Canada: Insights from western science and traditional

701

4

Chapter 4

4

knowledge. Can. Geogr./Géogr. Can., 59(2), 136–150, doi:10.1111/
cag.12142.
Sankey, J.B., et al., 2017: Climate, wildfire, and erosion ensemble foretells more
sediment in western USA watersheds. Geophys. Res. Lett., 44(17), 8884–
8892, doi:10.1002/2017GL073979.
Santos, A., et al., 2018: Artificial lakes as a climate change adaptation strategy
in drylands: evaluating the trade-off on non-target ecosystem services. Mitig.
Adapt. Strateg. Glob. Chang., 23(6), 887–906.
Sari, A.D. and N. Prayoga, 2018: Enhancing Citizen Engagement in the Face of
Climate Change Risks: A Case Study of the Flood Early Warning System and
Health Information System in Semarang City, Indonesia. In: Hughes S., Chu
E., Mason S. (eds) Climate Change in Cities. The Urban Book Series. Springer,
Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-65003-6_7. pp. 121–137.
Sarkar, M.N.I. and H.R. Ghosh, 2017: Techno-economic analysis and challenges
of solar powered pumps dissemination in Bangladesh. Sustain. Energy
Technol. Assess., 20, 33–46, doi:10.1016/j.seta.2017.02.013.
Sarkar, S., et al., 2015: Assessing the potential of indigenous technological
knowledge (ITK) for adaptation to climate change in the Himalayan and arid
ecosystems. Indian J. Tradit. Knowl., 14(2), 251–257.
Saroar, M.M., 2018: Ecosystem-based adaptation (EbA) for coastal resilience
against water related disasters in Bangladesh. Clim. Chang. Manag., 187–
205, doi:10.1007/978-3-319-70703-7_10.
Sartori, M., et al., 2019: A linkage between the biophysical and the economic:
assessing the global market impacts of soil erosion. Land Use Policy, 86,
299–312, doi:10.1016/j.landusepol.2019.05.014.
Satoh, Y., et al., 2021: A quantitative evaluation of the issue of drought
definition: a source of disagreement in future drought assessments. Environ.
Res. Lett, 16 (10), 104001. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ac2348.
Satterthwaite, D., et al., 2020: Building resilience to climate change in informal
settlements. One Earth, 2(2), 143–156, doi:10.1016/j.oneear.2020.02.002.
Saurí, D. and A. Arahuetes, 2019: Water reuse: a review of recent international
contributions and an agenda for future research. Doc. Anal. Geogr., 65(2),
399–417, doi:10.5565/rev/dag.534.
Savage, A., L. McIver and L. Schubert, 2020: Review: the nexus of climate
change, food and nutrition security and diet-related non-communicable
diseases in Pacific Island countries and territories. Clim. Dev., 12(2), 120–
133, doi:10.1080/17565529.2019.1605284.
Savo, V., et al., 2016: Observations of climate change among subsistenceoriented communities around the world. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6, 462,
doi:10.1038/nclimate2958.
Sayre, M., T. Stenner and A. Argumedo, 2017: You can’t grow potatoes in the
sky: building resilience in the face of climate change in the Potato Park of
Cuzco, Peru. Cult. Agric. Food Environ., 39(2), 100–108.
Schaefli, B., et al., 2019: The role of glacier retreat for Swiss hydropower
production. Renew. Energy, 132, 615–627.
Schaer, C., 2015: Condemned to live with one’s feet in water? A case study
of community based strategies and urban maladaptation in flood prone
Pikine/Dakar, Senegal. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 7(4), 534–551,
doi:10.1108/IJCCSM-03-2014-0038.
Scheffers, B.R., et al., 2016: The broad footprint of climate change from genes
to biomes to people. Science, 354(6313), aaf7671, doi:10.1126/science.
aaf7671.
Schellenberg, G., C.R. Donnelly, C. Holder and R. Ahsan, 2017: Dealing with
sediment: effects on dams and hydropower generation. Hydro Rev., 2(1),
Available at: https://www.hydroreview.com/world-regions/dealing-withsediment-effects-on-dams-and-hydropower-generation/#gref.
Schembergue, A., et al., 2017: Sistemas agroflorestais como estratégia de
adaptação aos desafios das mudanças climáticas no Brasil. Rev. Econ. E
Sociol. Rural, 55(1), 9–30.
Schewe, J., et al., 2019: State-of-the-art global models underestimate impacts
from climate extremes. Nat. Commun., 10(1), 1005, doi:10.1038/s41467019-08745-6.

702

Water
Schewe, J., et al., 2014: Multimodel assessment of water scarcity under
climate change. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 111(9), 3245–3250, doi:10.1073/
pnas.1222460110.
Schiefer, E., et al., 2018: Fluvial suspended sediment yields over hours to
millennia in the High Arctic at proglacial Lake Linnévatnet, Svalbard. Earth
Surf. Process. Landf., 43(2), 482–498, doi:10.1002/esp.4264.
Schipper, E.L.F., 2020: Maladaptation: when adaptation to climate change goes
very wrong. One Earth, 3(4), 409–414, doi:10.1016/j.oneear.2020.09.014.
Schleussner, C.-F., et al., 2018: Crop productivity changes in 1.5°C and 2°C
worlds under climate sensitivity uncertainty. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(6),
64007, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aab63b.
Schleussner, C.F., et al., 2016: Differential climate impacts for policy-relevant
limits to global warming: the case of 1.5°C and 2°C. Earth Syst. Dynam.,
7(2), 327–351, doi:10.5194/esd-7-327-2016.
Schmitter, P., K.S. Kibret, N. Lefore and J. Barron, 2018: Suitability mapping
framework for solar photovoltaic pumps for smallholder farmers in subSaharan Africa. Appl. Geogr., 94, 41–57, doi:10.1016/j.apgeog.2018.02.008.
Schneider, U., et al., 2020: GPCC Full Data Monthly Product Version 2020 at
1.0°: Monthly Land-Surface Precipitation from Rain-Gauges Built on GTSbased and Historical Data. doi:10.5676/DWD_GPCC/FD_M_V2020_100.
Schneider, U., et al., 2017: Evaluating the hydrological cycle over land using
the newly-corrected precipitation climatology from the global precipitation
climatology centre (GPCC). Atmosphere, 8(3), doi:10.3390/atmos8030052.
Schuler, T.V., et al., 2020: Reconciling Svalbard glacier mass balance. Front. Earth
Sci., 8, 156.
Schuster-Wallace, C.J., S.E. Dickson-Anderson, S.M. Paplexiou and A. El Ganzouri,
2021: Design and application of the Tank Simulation Model (TSM): assessing
the ability of rainwater harvesting to meet domestic water demand. J.
Environ. Inform. In Press.
Schuster, R.C., et al., 2020: “If there is no water, we cannot feed our children”:
The far-reaching consequences of water insecurity on infant feeding practices
and infant health across 16 low- and middle-income countries. Am. J. Hum.
Biol., 32(1), e23357, doi:10.1002/ajhb.23357.
Schutte, S., J. Vestby, J. Carling and H. Buhaug, 2021: Climatic conditions
are weak predictors of asylum migration. Nat. Commun., 12(1), 2067,
doi:10.1038/s41467-021-22255-4.
Schuur, E.A.G., et al., 2015: Climate change and the permafrost carbon
feedback. Nature, 520, 171, doi:10.1038/nature14338.
Schwaab, J., et al., 2020: Increasing the broad-leaved tree fraction in European
forests mitigates hot temperature extremes. Sci. Rep., 10(1), 14153,
doi:10.1038/s41598-020-71055-1.
Sclar, G.D., et al., 2018: Exploring the relationship between sanitation and
mental and social well-being: a systematic review and qualitative synthesis.
Soc. Sci. Med., 217, 121–134, doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.09.016.
Scoville-Simonds, M., 2018: Climate, the earth, and god – entangled narratives
of cultural and climatic change in the Peruvian Andes. World Dev., 110, 345–
359, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.06.012.
Scovronick, N., S.J. Lloyd and R.S. Kovats, 2015: Climate and health
in informal urban settlements. Environ. Urban., 27(2), 657–678,
doi:10.1177/0956247815596502.
Scussolini, P., et al., 2016: FLOPROS: an evolving global database of flood
protection standards. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci., 16(5), 1049–1061,
doi:10.5194/nhess-16-1049-2016.
Sebastian, A., et al., 2019: Disentangling the impacts of human and
environmental change on catchment response during Hurricane Harvey.
Environ. Res. Lett., 14(12), 124023, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab5234.
Seddon, N., et al., 2020: Understanding the value and limits of nature-based
solutions to climate change and other global challenges. Phil. Trans. R. Soc.
B., 375, doi:10.1098/rstb.2019.0120.
Sekhri, S., 2014: Wells, water, and welfare: the impact of access to groundwater
on rural poverty and conflict. Am. Econ. J. Appl. Econ., 6(3), 76–102,
doi:10.1257/app.6.3.76.

Water 
Selby, J., 2019: Climate change and the Syrian civil war, Part II:The Jazira’s agrarian
crisis. Geoforum, 101, 260–274, doi:10.1016/j.geoforum.2018.06.010.
Selby, J., O.S. Dahi, C. Fröhlich and M. Hulme, 2017: Climate change and
the Syrian civil war revisited. Polit. Geogr., 60, 232–244, doi:10.1016/j.
polgeo.2017.05.007.
Selby, J. and C. Hoffmann, 2014: Beyond scarcity: rethinking water, climate
change and conflict in the Sudans. Glob. Environ. Chang., 29, 360–370,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.01.008.
Sen, S., 2020: Kolkata greens, Post ‘Amphan’. Int. J. Res. Anal. Rev., 7(2), 368–
371.
Seneviratne, S.I., et al., 2010: Investigating soil moisture–climate interactions in
a changing climate: a review. Earth-Sci Rev., 99(3), 125–161, doi:10.1016/j.
earscirev.2010.02.004.
Seneviratne, S.I., et al., 2012: Changes in Climate Extremes and their Impacts
on the Natural Physical Environment. In: Managing the Risks of Extreme
Events and Disasters to Advance Climate Change Adaptation. A Special
Report of Working Groups I and II of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change. [Field, C. B., V. Barros, T. F. Stocker, Q. Dahe, D. J. Dokken, K. L. Ebi,
M. D. Mastrandrea, K. J. Mach, G. K. Plattner, S. K. Allen, M. Tignor and P.
M. Midgley (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom
and New York, NY, USA, pp. 109–230.
Seneviratne, S.I., X. Zhang, M. Adnan, W. Badi, C. Dereczynski, A. Di Luca, S.
Ghosh, I. Iskandar, J. Kossin, S. Lewis, F. Otto, I. Pinto, M. Satoh, S.M. VicenteSerrano, M. Wehner, and B. Zhou, 2021: Weather and Climate Extreme Events
in a Changing Climate. In: Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. [Masson-Delmotte, V., P. Zhai,
A. Pirani, S. L. Connors, C. Péan, S. Berger, N. Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb, M.
I. Gomis, M. Huang, K. Leitzell, E. Lonnoy, J. B. R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock, T.
Waterfield, O. Yelekçi, R. Yu and B. Zhou (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA.
Senthil Kumar, S., et al., 2020: Solar powered water pumping systems for
irrigation: a comprehensive review on developments and prospects towards
a green energy approach. Mater. Today Proc., 33, 303–307, doi:10.1016/j.
matpr.2020.04.092.
Sepulveda-Jauregui, A., et al., 2018: Eutrophication exacerbates the impact of
climate warming on lake methane emission. Sci. Total. Environ., 636, 411–
419, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.04.283.
Serdeczny, O., et al., 2017: Climate change impacts in Sub-Saharan Africa: from
physical changes to their social repercussions. Reg. Environ. Chang., 17(6),
1585–1600, doi:10.1007/s10113-015-0910-2.
Settele, J., Scholes, R., Betts, R. A., Bunn, S., Leadley, P., Nepstad, D., & … Winter,
M., 2014: Terrestrial and Inland Water Systems (Chapter 4). In: Global and
Sectoral Aspects. [Field, C. B., V. R. Barros, D. J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D.
Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir and L. L. … White (eds.)]. Vol. 1, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, pp. 271–360.
Setty, K.E., et al., 2018: Time series study of weather, water quality, and acute
gastroenteritis at water safety plan implementation sites in France and
Spain. Int. J. Hyg. Environ. Health, 221(4), 714–726.
Setzer, J. and L.C. Vanhala, 2019: Climate change litigation: a review of research
on courts and litigants in climate governance. WIREs Clim. Chang., 10(3),
e580, doi:10.1002/wcc.580.
Shaffril, H.A.M., et al., 2020: Systematic literature review on adaptation towards
climate change impacts among indigenous people in the Asia Pacific regions.
J. Clean. Prod., 258, 120595.
Shah, A.A., et al., 2020: Factors affecting flood-induced household vulnerability
and health risks in Pakistan: the case of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KP) Province.
Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 42, 101341, doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2019.101341.
Shah, T., et al., 2018: Solar pumps and South Asia’s energy-groundwater nexus:
exploring implications and reimagining its future. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(11),
115003, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aae53 f.

Chapter 4
Shahgedanova, M., et al., 2020: Emptying water towers? Impacts of future
climate and glacier change on river discharge in the northern Tien Shan,
central Asia. Water, 12(3), 627.
Shahsavari, F., F. Karandish and P. Haghighatjou, 2019: Potentials for expanding
dry-land agriculture under global warming in water-stressed regions: a
quantitative assessment based on drought indices. Theor. Appl. Climatol.,
137(1), 1555–1567, doi:10.1007/s00704-018-2689-9.
Shamsudduha, M., et al., 2020: Multi-hazard groundwater risks to water supply
from shallow depths: challenges to achieving the sustainable development
goals in Bangladesh. Expo. Health, 12(4), 657–670, doi:10.1007/s12403019-00325-9.
Shamsudduha, M. and R.G. Taylor, 2020: Groundwater storage dynamics in the
world’s large aquifer systems from GRACE: uncertainty and role of extreme
precipitation. Earth Syst. Dynam., 11(3), 755–774, doi:10.5194/esd-11-7552020.
Shannon, S., et al., 2019: Global glacier volume projections under high-end
climate change scenarios. Cryosphere, 13(1), 325–350, doi:10.5194/tc-13325-2019.
Shaw, M.R., J.T. Overpeck and G.F. Midgley, 2014: Cross-Chapter Box on
Ecosystem-Based Approaches to Adaptation—Emerging Opportunities.
In: Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A:
Global and Sectoral Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.
[Field, C. B., V. R. Barros, D. J. Dokken, K. J. Mach, M. D. Mastrandrea, T. E. Bilir,
M. Chatterjee, K. L. Ebi, Y. O. Estrada, R. C. Genova, B. Girma, E. S. Kissel, A.
N. Levy, S. MacCracken, P. R. Mastrandrea and L. L. White (eds.)]. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, pp.
101–103.
Sheldon, K.S., 2019: Climate change in the tropics: ecological and evolutionary
responses at low latitudes. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst., 50(1), 303–333,
doi:10.1146/annurev-ecolsys-110218-025005.
Sherpa, A.M., T. Koottatep, C. Zurbrügg and G. Cissé, 2014: Vulnerability and
adaptability of sanitation systems to climate change. J. Water Clim. Chang.,
5(4), 487–495, doi:10.2166/wcc.2014.003.
Sherry, J. and A. Curtis, 2017: At the intersection of disaster risk and religion:
interpretations and responses to the threat of Tsho Rolpa glacial lake.
Environ. Hazards, 16(4), 314–329, doi:10.1080/17477891.2017.1298983.
Sherwood, S. and Q. Fu, 2014: A drier future? Science, 343(6172), 737–739,
doi:10.1126/science.1247620.
Sherwood, S.C., et al., 2020: An assessment of earth’s climate sensitivity
using multiple lines of evidence. Rev. Geophys., 58(4), e2019RG000678,
doi:10.1029/2019RG000678.
Shi, L., et al., 2016: Roadmap towards justice in urban climate adaptation
research. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6(2), 131–137, doi:10.1038/nclimate2841.
Shi, X., et al., 2019: Changes in major global river discharges directed into the
ocean. Int J Environ Res Public Health, 16(8), 1469.
Shrestha, B.B., et al., 2019a: Assessing flood disaster impacts in agriculture
under climate change in the river basins of Southeast Asia. Nat. Hazards,
97(1), 157–192, doi:10.1007/s11069-019-03632-1.
Shrestha, P., et al., 2016: Benefit Sharing and Sustainable Hydropower: Lessons
from Nepal. International Center for Integrated Mountain Development
(ICIMOD), Kathmandu, Nepal
Shrestha, R.P. and N. Nepal, 2016: An assessment by subsistence farmers of the
risks to food security attributable to climate change in Makwanpur, Nepal.
Food Sec., 8(2), 415–425, doi:10.1007/s12571-016-0554-1.
Shrestha, R.R., et al., 2021: Heterogeneous snowpack response and snow
drought occurrence across river basins of northwestern North America under
1.0°C to 4.0°C global warming. Clim. Chang., 164(3), 40, doi:10.1007/
s10584-021-02968-7.
Shrestha, R.R., A.J. Cannon, M. A. Schnorbus and F.W. Zwiers, 2017: Projecting
future nonstationary extreme streamflow for the Fraser River, Canada. Clim
Chang., 145(3), 289–303, doi:10.1007/s10584-017-2098-6.

703

4

Chapter 4

4

Shrestha, S., A.K. Anal, P.A. Salam and M. Van Der Valk, 2015: Managing Water
Resources Under Climate Uncertainty: Examples from Asia, Europe, Latin
America, and Australia, Springer, Cham. pp.1–438.
Shrestha, S., P.S. Chapagain and M. Ghimire, 2019b: Gender perspective on
water use and management in the context of climate change: a case study
of Melamchi watershed area, Nepal. SAGE Open, 9(1), 2158244018823078,
doi:10.1177/2158244018823078.
Shugar, D.H., et al., 2020: Rapid worldwide growth of glacial lakes since 1990.
Nat. Clim. Chang., 10(10), 939–945.
Shukla, P.R., J. Skea, R. Slade, R. van Diemen, E. Haughey, J. Malley, M. Pathak,
J. Portugal Pereira (eds.) Technical Summary, 2019. In: Climate Change
and Land: an IPCC special report on climate change, desertification, land
degradation, sustainable land management, food security, and greenhouse
gas fluxes in terrestrial ecosystems [Shukla, P.R., J. Skea, E. Calvo Buendia, V.
Masson-Delmotte, H.-O. Pörtner, D. C. Roberts, P. Zhai, R. Slade, S. Connors,
R. van Diemen, M. Ferrat, E. Haughey, S. Luz, S. Neogi, M. Pathak, J. Petzold,
J. Portugal Pereira, P. Vyas, E. Huntley, K. Kissick, M. Belkacemi, J. Malley,
(eds.)]. In press.
degradation, sustainable land management, food security, and greenhouse
gas fluxes in terrestrial ecosystems [Shukla, P. R., J. Skea, E. C. Buendia, V.
Masson-Delmotte, H.-O. Pörtner, D. C. Roberts, P. Zhai, R. Slade, S. Connors, R.
v. Diemen, M. Ferrat, E. Haughey, S. Luz, S. Neogi, M. Pathak, J. Petzold, J. P.
Pereira, P. Vyas, E. Huntley, K. Kissick, B. M and J. Malley (eds.)].
Shultz, J.M., C. Fugate and S. Galea, 2020: Cascading risks of COVID-19
resurgence during an active 2020 atlantic hurricane season. JAMA, 324(10),
935–936, doi:10.1001/jama.2020.15398.
Shumilova, O., et al., 2018: Global water transfer megaprojects: a potential
solution for the water-food-energy nexus? Front. Environ. Sci., 6(150),
doi:10.3389/fenvs.2018.00150.
Siddiqi, A. and J.L. Wescoat, 2013: Energy use in large-scale irrigated agriculture
in the Punjab province of Pakistan. Water Int., 38(5), 571–586, doi:10.1080
/02508060.2013.828671.
Siebert, S., et al., 2014: Impact of heat stress on crop yield—on the importance
of considering canopy temperature. Environ. Res. Lett., 9(4), 44012,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/9/4/044012.
Simms, R., L. Harris, N. Joe and K. Bakker, 2016: Navigating the tensions in
collaborative watershed governance: water governance and Indigenous
communities in British Columbia, Canada. Geoforum, 73, 6–16, doi:10.1016/j.
geoforum.2016.04.005.
Singh, C. and R. Basu, 2020: Moving in and out of vulnerability: Interrogating
migration as an adaptation strategy along a rural–urban continuum in India.
Geogr. J., 186(1), 87–102, doi:10.1111/geoj.12328.
Singh, C., et al., 2021: Interrogating ‘effectiveness’ in climate change adaptation:
11 guiding principles for adaptation research and practice. Clim. Dev., 1–15,
doi:10.1080/17565529.2021.1964937.
Singh, C., A. Rahman, A. Srinivas and A. Bazaz, 2018: Risks and responses in
rural India: implications for local climate change adaptation action. Clim.
Risk Manag., 21, 52–68, doi:10.1016/j.crm.2018.06.001.
Singh, D., S. Ghosh, M.K. Roxy and S. McDermid, 2019: Indian summer monsoon:
extreme events, historical changes, and role of anthropogenic forcings.
WIREs Clim. Chang., 10(2), e571, doi:10.1002/wcc.571.
Singh, N. and O.P. Singh, 2015: Climate change, water and gender: Impact and
adaptation in North-Eastern Hills of India. Int. Soc. Work, 58(3), 375–384,
doi:10.1177/0020872814556826.
Singh, R.K., et al., 2014: Adaptation in rice-wheat based sodic agroecosystems:
a case study on climate resilient farmers’ practices. Indian J. Tradit. Knowl.,
13(2), 377–389.
Sinharoy, S.S. and B.A. Caruso, 2019: On world water day, gender equality and
empowerment require attention. Lancet Planet. Health, 3(5), e202–e203,
doi:10.1016/S2542-5196(19)30021-X.
Siraw, Z., M. Adnew Degefu and W. Bewket, 2018: The role of community-based
watershed development in reducing farmers’ vulnerability to climate change

704

Water
and variability in the northwestern highlands of Ethiopia. Local Environ.,
23(12), 1190–1206.
Sishodia, R.P., et al., 2018: Future irrigation expansion outweigh groundwater
recharge gains from climate change in semi-arid India. Sci. Total. Environ.,
635, 725–740, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.04.130.
Siswanto, et al., 2015: Trends in high-daily precipitation events in Jakarta and
the flooding of January 2014. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 96(12), S131–S135,
doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-15-00128.1.
Sivakumar, B., 2021: COVID-19 and water. Stoch. Environ. Res. Risk Assess.,
35(3), 531–534, doi:10.1007/s00477-020-01837-6.
Sjerps, R.M. A., T.L. ter Laak and G.J.J.G. Zwolsman, 2017: Projected impact of
climate change and chemical emissions on the water quality of the European
rivers Rhine and Meuse: A drinking water perspective. Sci. Total Environ.,
601-602, 1682–1694, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.05.250.
Skinner, C.B., et al., 2017: The role of plant CO2 physiological forcing in shaping
future daily-scale precipitation. J. Climate, 30(7), 2319–2340, doi:10.1175/
jcli-d-16-0603.1.
Smith, A.J., et al., 2019a: Resilience of benthic macroinvertebrates to extreme
floods in a Catskill Mountain river, New York, USA: Implications for water
quality monitoring and assessment. Ecol. Indic., 104, 107–115, doi:10.1016/j.
ecolind.2019.04.057.
Smith, B.A., et al., 2015: A risk modeling framework to evaluate the impacts of
climate change and adaptation on food and water safety. Food Res. Int., 68,
78–85, doi:10.1016/j.foodres.2014.07.006.
Smith, K. A., et al., 2019b: A multi-objective ensemble approach to hydrological
modelling in the UK: an application to historic drought reconstruction.
Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 23(8), 3247–3268, doi:10.5194/hess-23-3247-2019.
Smith, P., et al., 2008: Sectoral approaches to improve regional carbon budgets.
Clim. Chang., 88(3), 209–249, doi:10.1007/s10584-007-9378-5.
Smith, R.-A.J. and K. Rhiney, 2016: Climate (in)justice, vulnerability and
livelihoods in the Caribbean: the case of the indigenous Caribs in northeastern
St. Vincent. Geoforum, 73, 22–31, doi:10.1016/j.geoforum.2015.11.008.
Solander, K.C., K.E. Bennett and R.S. Middleton, 2017: Shifts in historical
streamflow extremes in the Colorado River Basin. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud., 12,
363–377.
Solecki, W. and C. Rosenzweig, 2014: Climate change, extreme events, and
Hurricane Sandy: from non-stationary climate to non-stationary policy. J.
Extrem. Even., 01(01), 1450008, doi:10.1142/S2345737614500080.
Somanje, A.N., O. Crespo and N. Zinyengere, 2017: Conservation Agriculture
Among Farmers in Kalomo, Zambia: Potential for Productivity Under Climate
Change. Elsevier, Amsterdam, 77–99.
Somerville, M., 2014: Developing relational understandings of water through
collaboration with indigenous knowledges. WIREs Water, 1(4), 401–411,
doi:10.1002/wat2.1030.
Sommer, C., et al., 2020: Rapid glacier retreat and downwasting throughout the
European Alps in the early 21 st century. Nat. Commun., 11(1), 1–10.
Song, C., et al., 2018: Cradle-to-grave greenhouse gas emissions from dams
in the United States of America. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., 90, 945–956,
doi:10.1016/j.rser.2018.04.014.
Song, X., et al., 2019: Changes in precipitation extremes in the Beijing
metropolitan area during 1960–2012. Atmos. Res., 222, 134–153,
doi:10.1016/j.atmosres.2019.02.006.
Sonneveld, M. and U. Alfarra, 2018: Nature-Based Solutions for Agricultural
Water Management and Food Security. FAO Land and Water Discussion
Paper no. 12. Rome, FAO. 66 pp.
Soriano, M. A. and S. Herath, 2020: Climate change and traditional upland
paddy farming: a Philippine case study. Paddy Water Environ., 18(2), 317–
330, doi:10.1007/s10333-019-00784-5.
Spalding-Fecher, R., B. Joyce and H. Winkler, 2017: Climate change and
hydropower in the Southern African Power Pool and Zambezi River Basin:
system-wide impacts and policy implications. Energy Policy, 103, 84–97,
doi:10.1016/j.enpol.2016.12.009.

Water 
Spekker, H. and J. Heskamp, 2017: Flood protection for the City of Beira: an
exemplary climate adaptation project in Mozambique. Bautechnik, 94(12),
872–874.
Springmann, M., et al., 2018: Options for keeping the food system within
environmental limits. Nature, 562(7728), 519–525, doi:10.1038/s41586018-0594-0.
Staal, A., et al., 2018: Forest-rainfall cascades buffer against drought across the
Amazon. Nat. Clim. Chang., 8(6), 539–543, doi:10.1038/s41558-018-0177-y.
Stacklin, C., 2012: The Value of Wastewater: An Econometric Evaluation of
Recoverable Resources in Wastewater for Reuse. WEF Proceedings, New
Orleans, La., New Orleans Morial Convention Center.
Stanley, A.C., D. Willms, C. Schuster-Wallace and S. Watt, 2017: From rhetoric
to reality: an NGO’s challenge for reaching the furthest behind. Dev. Pract.,
27(7), 913–926, doi:10.1080/09614524.2017.1350258.
Stavenhagen, M., J. Buurman and C. Tortajada, 2018: Saving water in cities:
assessing policies for residential water demand management in four cities in
Europe. Cities, 79, 187–195, doi:10.1016/j.cities.2018.03.008.
Stefanelli, R.D., et al., 2017: Experiences with integrative Indigenous and
Western knowledge in water research and management: a systematic realist
review of literature from Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and the United
States. Environ. Rev., 25(3), 323–333, doi:10.1139/er-2016-0114.
Steffen, W., et al., 2015: Planetary boundaries: guiding human development
on a changing planet. Science, 347(6223), 1259855, doi:10.1126/
science.1259855.
Steiger, R., et al., 2019: A critical review of climate change risk for ski tourism.
Curr. Issues Tour., 22(11), 1343–1379.
Steinhoff-Knopp, B. and B. Burkhard, 2018: Soil erosion by water in Northern
Germany: long-term monitoring results from Lower Saxony. CATENA, 165,
299–309, doi:10.1016/j.catena.2018.02.017.
Sterl, S., et al., 2021: Linking solar and wind power in eastern Africa with
operation of the Grand Ethiopian Renaissance Dam. Nat. Energy, 6(4), 407–
418, doi:10.1038/s41560-021-00799-5.
Stoler, J., et al., 2021: Household water insecurity will complicate the ongoing
COVID-19 response: Evidence from 29 sites in 23 low- and middle-income
countries. Int. J. Hyg. Environ. Health, 234, 113715–113715, doi:10.1016/j.
ijheh.2021.113715.
Storlazzi, C.D., et al., 2018: Most atolls will be uninhabitable by the mid-21st
century because of sea-level rise exacerbating wave-driven flooding. Sci.
Adv., 4(4), eaap9741, doi:10.1126/sciadv.aap9741.
Streletskiy, D.A., et al., 2019: Assessment of climate change impacts on
buildings, structures and infrastructure in the Russian regions on permafrost.
Environ. Res. Lett., 14(2), 25003.
Stults, M. and L. Larsen, 2018: Tackling uncertainty in US local climate adaptation
planning. J. Plan. Educ. Res., 40, doi:10.1177/0739456X18769134.
Su, Y., et al., 2017: Gendered responses to drought in Yunnan province, China.
Mt. Res. Dev., 37, 24–34, doi:10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-15-00041.1.
Suhardiman, D., D. Wichelns, L. Lebel and S.S. Sellamuttu, 2014: Benefit sharing
in Mekong Region hydropower: whose benefits count? Water Resour. Rural.
Dev., 4, 3–11, doi:10.1016/j.wrr.2014.10.008.
Sujakhu, N.M., et al., 2016: Farmers’ perceptions of and adaptations to
changing climate in the Melamchi Valley of Nepal. Mt. Res. Dev., 36(1),
15–30, doi:10.1659/MRD-JOURNAL-D-15-00032.1.
Sullivan-Wiley, K. A. and A.G. Short Gianotti, 2018: Pursuing productivity
gains and risk reduction in a multi-hazard landscape: a case study from
eastern Uganda. Land Use Policy, 79(August), 671–683, doi:10.1016/j.
landusepol.2018.08.035.
Sultan, B., D. Defrance and T. Iizumi, 2019: Evidence of crop production losses
in West Africa due to historical global warming in two crop models. Sci. Rep.,
9(1), 12834, doi:10.1038/s41598-019-49167-0.
Sultana, F., 2014: Gendering climate change: geographical insights. Prof. Geogr.,
66(3), 372–381, doi:10.1080/00330124.2013.821730.
Sultana, F., 2018: Gender and Water in a Changing Climate: Challenges and
Opportunities. In: Water Security Across the Gender Divide [Fröhlich, C., G.

Chapter 4
Gioli, R. Cremades and H. Myrttinen(eds.)]. Springer International Publishing,
Cham, pp. 17–33.
Sultana, P., et al., 2019: Transforming local natural resource conflicts to
cooperation in a changing climate: Bangladesh and Nepal lessons. Clim.
Policy, 19(sup1), S94–S106, doi:10.1080/14693062.2018.1527678.
Sun, D., et al., 2018a: The effects of land use change on soil infiltration capacity
in China: a meta-analysis. Sci. Total. Environ., 626, 1394–1401, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2018.01.104.
Sun, L., et al., 2018b: Wetland-atmosphere methane exchange in Northeast
China:a comparison of permafrost peatland and freshwater wetlands. Agric.
For. Meteorol., 249, 239–249, doi:10.1016/j.agrformet.2017.11.009.
Sun, L., et al., 2019a: Impact of environmental change on runoff in a transitional
basin: Tao River Basin from the Tibetan Plateau to the Loess Plateau, China.
Adv. Clim. Chang. Res., 10(4), 214–224, doi:10.1016/j.accre.2020.02.002.
Sun, Q. and C. Miao, 2018: Extreme rainfall (R20mm, RX5 day) in Yangtze–
Huai, China, in June–July 2016: the Role of ENSO and anthropogenic
climate change. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 99(1), S102–S106, doi:10.1175/
BAMS-D-17-0091.1.
Sun, Q., et al., 2020: A global, continental and regional analysis of changes
in extreme precipitation. J. Climate, 34 (1), 243-258, doi:10.1175/
JCLI-D-19-0892.1.
Sun, Y., et al., 2019b: Anthropogenic influence on the heaviest June precipitation
in southeastern China since 1961. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 100(1), S79–S83,
doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-18-0114.1.
Sutanudjaja, E.H., et al., 2018: PCR-GLOBWB 2: a arcmin global hydrological and
water resources model. Geosci. Model Dev., 11(6), 2429–2453, doi:10.5194/
gmd-11-2429-2018.
Svoboda, V., M. Hanel, P. Máca and J. Kyselý, 2016: Projected changes of rainfall
event characteristics for the Czech Republic. J. Hydrol. Hydromech., 64(4),
415–425, doi:10.1515/johh-2016-0036.
Swann, A.L.S., F.M. Hoffman, C.D. Koven and J.T. Randerson, 2016: Plant
responses to increasing CO2 reduce estimates of climate impacts on
drought severity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 113(36), 10019–10024, doi:10.1073/
pnas.1604581113.
Szekeres, P., et al., 2016: On the neglected cold side of climate change and what
it means to fish. Clim. Res., 69, doi:10.3354/cr01404.
Szewrański, S., et al., 2018: Socio-environmental vulnerability mapping for
environmental and flood resilience assessment: the case of ageing and
poverty in the city of Wrocław, Poland. Integr. Environ. Assess. Manag.,
14(5), 592–597, doi:10.1002/ieam.4077.
Tabari, H., 2020: Climate change impact on flood and extreme precipitation
increases with water availability. Sci. Rep., 10(1), 1–10.
Taboada, C., et al., 2017: Can warmer be better? Changing production systems
in three Andean ecosystems in the face of environmental change. J. Arid
Environ., 147, 144–154.
Tack, J., A. Barkley and N. Hendricks, 2017: Irrigation offsets wheat yield
reductions from warming temperatures. Environ. Res. Lett., 12(11), 114027,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aa8d27.
Tadgell, A., B. Doberstein and L. Mortsch, 2018: Principles for climate-related
resettlement of informal settlements in less developed nations: a review of
resettlement literature and institutional guidelines. Clim. Dev., 10(2), 102–
115, doi:10.1080/17565529.2017.1291401.
Takakura, J., et al., 2019: Dependence of economic impacts of climate change
on anthropogenically directed pathways. Nat. Clim. Chang., 9(10), 737–741,
doi:10.1038/s41558-019-0578-6.
Takata, K. and N. Hanasaki, 2020: The effects of afforestation as an adaptation
option: a case study in the upper Chao Phraya River basin. Environ. Res. Lett.,
15(4), 44020, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab7462.
Tamura, M., N. Kumano, M. Yotsukuri and H. Yokoki, 2019: Global assessment of
the effectiveness of adaptation in coastal areas based on RCP/SSP scenarios.
Clim. Chang., 152(3), 363–377, doi:10.1007/s10584-018-2356-2.

705

4

Chapter 4

4

Tan, Y. and X. Liu, 2017: Water shortage and inequality in arid Minqin oasis of
northwest China: adaptive policies and farmers’ perceptions. Local. Environ.,
22(8), 934–951.
Tananaev, N.I., O.M. Makarieva and L.S. Lebedeva, 2016: Trends in annual and
extreme flows in the Lena River basin, Northern Eurasia. Geophys. Res. Lett.,
43(20), 10,764–10,772, doi:10.1002/2016gl070796.
Tanoue, M., Y. Hirabayashi and H. Ikeuchi, 2016: Global-scale river flood
vulnerability in the last 50 years. Sci. Rep., 6, 36021, doi:10.1038/srep36021.
Tanoue, M., R. Taguchi, H. Alifu and Y. Hirabayashi, 2021: Residual flood damage
under intensive adaptation. Nat. Clim. Chang. 11, 823–826. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41558-021-01158-8.
Tapia, C., et al., 2017: Profiling urban vulnerabilities to climate change: an
indicator-based vulnerability assessment for European cities. Ecol. Indic., 78,
142–155, doi:10.1016/j.ecolind.2017.02.040.
Taraz, V., 2017: Adaptation to climate change: historical evidence from
the Indian monsoon. Envir. Dev. Econ., 22(5), 517–545, doi:10.1017/
S1355770X17000195.
Tarroja, B., A. AghaKouchak and S. Samuelsen, 2016: Quantifying climate
change impacts on hydropower generation and implications on electric
grid greenhouse gas emissions and operation. Energy, 111, 295–305,
doi:10.1016/j.energy.2016.05.131.
Tauhid, F.A. and H. Zawani, 2018: Mitigating climate change related floods in
urban poor areas: green infrastructure approach. J. Reg. City Plan., 29(2),
98–112.
Taylor, R.G., et al., 2013a: Ground water and climate change. Nat. Clim. Chang.,
3(4), 322–329, doi:10.1038/nclimate1744.
Taylor, R.G., et al., 2013b: Evidence of the dependence of groundwater
resources on extreme rainfall in East Africa. Nat. Clim. Chang., 3(4), 374–
378, doi:10.1038/nclimate1731.
Teklewold, H., A. Mekonnen, G. Kohlin and S. Di Falco, 2017: Does adoption
of multiple climate-smart practices improve farmers’ climate resilience?
Empirical evidence from the Nile Basin of Ethiopia. Clim. Chang. Econ., 8(1),
doi:10.1142/S2010007817500014.
Tellman, B., et al., 2021: Satellite imaging reveals increased proportion of
population exposed to floods. Nature, 596(7870), 80–86, doi:10.1038/
s41586-021-03695-w.
Telteu, C.E., et al., 2021: Understanding each other’s models: an introduction
and a standard representation of 16 global water models to support
intercomparison, improvement, and communication. Geosci. Model Dev.,
14(6), 3843–3878, doi:10.5194/gmd-14-3843-2021.
Tembata, K. and K. Takeuchi, 2018: Collective decision making under drought:
an empirical study of water resource management in Japan. Water Resour.
Econ., 22, 19–31, doi:10.1016/j.wre.2017.11.001.
Tengö, M., et al., 2014: Connecting diverse knowledge systems for enhanced
ecosystem governance: the multiple evidence base approach. AMBIO, 43(5),
579–591.
Tengö, M., et al., 2017: Weaving knowledge systems in IPBES, CBD and
beyond—lessons learned for sustainability. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sustain., 26,
17–25.
Tesfamariam, Y. and M. Hurlbert, 2017: Gendered adaptation of Eritrean dryland
farmers. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 9(2), 207–224, doi:10.1108/
IJCCSM-07-2016-0096.
Thackeray, C.W., C. Derksen, C.G. Fletcher and A. Hall, 2019: Snow and climate:
feedbacks, drivers, and indices of change. Curr. Clim. Chang. Rep., 5(4), 322–
333, doi:10.1007/s40641-019-00143-w.
Thackeray, C.W., C.G. Fletcher, L.R. Mudryk and C. Derksen, 2016: Quantifying
the uncertainty in historical and future simulations of northern hemisphere
spring snow cover. J. Climate, 29(23), 8647–8663, doi:10.1175/
jcli-d-16-0341.1.
Thebo, A.L., P. Drechsel, E.F. Lambin and K.L. Nelson, 2017: A global, spatiallyexplicit assessment of irrigated croplands influenced by urban wastewater
flows. Environ. Res. Lett., 12(7), 74008, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aa75d1.

706

Water
Thiam, S., et al., 2017: Association between childhood diarrhoeal incidence and
climatic factors in urban and rural settings in the health district of Mbour,
Senegal. Int J Environ Res Public Health, 14(9), doi:10.3390/ijerph14091049.
Thiede, B., C. Gray and V. Mueller, 2016: Climate variability and inter-provincial
migration in South America, 1970–2011. Glob. Environ. Chang., 41, 228–
240, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2016.10.005.
Thierfelder, C., R. Matemba-Mutasa and L. Rusinamhodzi, 2015: Yield response
of maize (Zea mays L.) to conservation agriculture cropping system in
Southern Africa. Soil Tillage Res., 146, 230–242.
Thiery, W., et al., 2020: Warming of hot extremes alleviated by expanding
irrigation. Nat. Commun., 11(1), 290, doi:10.1038/s41467-019-14075-4.
Thomas, A. and L. Benjamin, 2018a: Management of loss and damage in small
island developing states: implications for a 1.5°C or warmer world. Reg.
Environ. Chang., 18(8), 2369–2378, doi:10.1007/s10113-017-1184-7.
Thomas, A. and L. Benjamin, 2018b: Policies and mechanisms to address
climate-induced migration and displacement in Pacific and Caribbean small
island developing states. Int. J. Clim. Chang. Strateg. Manag., 10(1), 86–104,
doi:10.1108/IJCCSM-03-2017-0055.
Thomas, B., A. Behrangi and J. Famiglietti, 2016: Precipitation intensity effects
on groundwater recharge in the southwestern United States. Water, 8,
doi:10.3390/w8030090.
Thorn, J., T.F. Thornton and A. Helfgott, 2015: Autonomous adaptation to global
environmental change in peri-urban settlements: evidence of a growing
culture of innovation and revitalisation in Mathare Valley Slums, Nairobi.
Glob. Environ. Chang., 31, 121–131, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.12.009.
Thorslund, J., et al., 2017: Wetlands as large-scale nature-based solutions:
Status and challenges for research, engineering and management. Ecol.
Eng., 108, 489–497, doi:10.1016/j.ecoleng.2017.07.012.
Tian, S., et al., 2019: Temporal variations of runoff and sediment load in
the upper Yellow River, China. J. Hydrol., 568, 46–56, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2018.10.033.
Tian, Z., et al., 2021: Searching for “Win-Win” solutions for food-water-GHG
emissions tradeoffs across irrigation regimes of paddy rice in China. Resour.
Conserv. Recycl., 166, 105360, doi:10.1016/j.resconrec.2020.105360.
Tigkas, D., H. Vangelis and G. Tsakiris, 2019: Drought characterisation based
on an agriculture-oriented standardised precipitation index. Theor. Appl.
Climatol., 135(3), 1435–1447, doi:10.1007/s00704-018-2451-3.
Tilleard, S. and J. Ford, 2016: Adaptation readiness and adaptive capacity of
transboundary river basins. Clim. Chang., 137(3), 575–591, doi:10.1007/
s10584-016-1699-9.
Tillman, F.D., S. Gangopadhyay and T. Pruitt, 2017: Changes in projected spatial
and seasonal groundwater recharge in the upper Colorado river basin.
Groundwater, 55(4), 506–518, doi:10.1111/gwat.12507.
Timmerman, J., et al., 2017: Improving governance in transboundary cooperation
in water and climate change adaptation. Water Policy, 19(6), 1014–1029,
doi:10.2166/wp.2017.156.
Tobin, I., et al., 2018: Vulnerabilities and resilience of European power
generation to 1.5°C, 2°C and 3°C warming. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(4), 44024,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aab211.
Tor-ngern, P., et al., 2015: Increases in atmospheric CO2 have little influence on
transpiration of a temperate forest canopy. New Phytol., 205(2), 518–525,
doi:10.1111/nph.13148.
Toreti, A., O. Cronie and M. Zampieri, 2019: Concurrent climate extremes in the
key wheat producing regions of the world. Sci. Rep., 9(1), 5493, doi:10.1038/
s41598-019-41932-5.
Tormos-Aponte, F. and G.A. García-López, 2018: Polycentric struggles: the
experience of the global climate justice movement. Environ. Policy Gov.,
28(4), 284–294, doi:10.1002/eet.1815.
Torres-Slimming, P.A., et al., 2020: Climatic changes, water systems, and
adaptation challenges in Shawi communities in the Peruvian Amazon.
Sustainability, 12(8), doi:10.3390/su12083422.
Tosun, J. and L. Leopold, 2019: Aligning climate governance with urban water
management: insights from transnational city networks. Water, 11(4), 701.

Water 
Touma, D., et al., 2015: A multi-model and multi-index evaluation of drought
characteristics in the 21st century. J. Hydrol., 526, 196–207, doi:10.1016/j.
jhydrol.2014.12.011.
Townsend, D.A., J. Sušnik and P.V. der Zaag, 2020: Domestic water supply
vulnerability to climate change and the role of alternative water sources in
Kingston, Jamaica. Atmosphere, 11(12), doi:10.3390/atmos11121314.
Tozer, C.R., et al., 2020: A 1-day extreme rainfall event in Tasmania: process
evaluation and long tail attribution. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 101(1), S123–
S128, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-19-0219.1.
Tram Vo, P., et al., 2014: A mini-review on the impacts of climate change on
wastewater reclamation and reuse. Sci. Total. Environ., 494-495, 9–17,
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.06.090.
Tramblay, Y., L. Mimeau, F. Vinet and E. Sauquet, 2019: Detection and Attribution
of Flood Trends in Mediterranean Basins. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 23, 4419–
4431. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-23-4419-2019.
Traore, K., D.K. Sidibe, H. Coulibaly and J. Bayala, 2017: Optimizing yield of
improved varieties of millet and sorghum under highly variable rainfall
conditions using contour ridges in Cinzana, Mali. Agric. Food Secur., 6(1), 11,
doi:10.1186/s40066-016-0086-0.
Tsang, S.W. and C.Y. Jim, 2016: Applying artificial intelligence modeling to
optimize green roof irrigation. Energy Build., 127, 360–369, doi:10.1016/j.
enbuild.2016.06.005.
Tu, Y., R. Wang, Y. Zhang and J. Wang, 2018: Progress and expectation of
atmospheric water harvesting. Joule, 2(8), 1452–1475, doi:10.1016/j.
joule.2018.07.015.
Tubi, A. and J. Williams, 2021: Beyond binary outcomes in climate adaptation:
the illustrative case of desalination. WIREs Clim. Chang., 12(2), e695,
doi:10.1002/wcc.695.
Turcotte, B., B. Morse and G. Pelchat, 2020: Impact of climate change on the
frequency of dynamic breakup events and on the risk of ice-jam floods in
Quebec, Canada. Water, 12(10), doi:10.3390/w12102891.
Turner, P.A., et al., 2018: The global overlap of bioenergy and carbon
sequestration potential. Clim. Chang., 148(1), 1–10, doi:10.1007/s10584018-2189-z.
Turner, S.W., et al., 2019: A pathway of global food supply adaptation in a
world with increasingly constrained groundwater. Sci. Total. Environ., 673,
165–176.
Turner, S.W.D., J.Y. Ng and S. Galelli, 2017: Examining global electricity supply
vulnerability to climate change using a high-fidelity hydropower dam model.
Sci. Total. Environ., 590-591, 663–675, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.03.022.
Turunen, M.T., et al., 2016: Coping with difficult weather and snow conditions:
Reindeer herders’ views on climate change impacts and coping strategies.
Clim. Risk Manag., 11, 15–36, doi:10.1016/j.crm.2016.01.002.
Uhe, P., et al., 2021: Method-uncertainty is essential for reliable confidence
statements of precipitation projections. J. Climate, 34(3), 1227–1240,
doi:10.1175/JCLI-D-20-0289.1.
Ukkola, A.M., et al., 2015: Reduced streamflow in water-stressed climates
consistent with CO2 effects on vegetation. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6, 75,
doi:10.1038/nclimate2831. https://www.nature.com/articles/nclimate2831.
UN-Habitat, 2019: The Strategic Plan 2020-2023. UN-Habitat, Paris. https://
unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/documents/2019-09/strategic_plan_20202023.pdf.
UN, 2015: Transforming Our World: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development. sustainabledevelopment.un.org . (41). Accessed on 9th
January, 2021
UN, 2019: Global Sustainable Development Report 2019: The Future
is Now – Science for Achieving Sustainable Development. https://
sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/24797GSDR_
report_2019.pdf . (Independent Group of Scientists appointed by the
Secretary-General (United Nations, N. Y., New York)). (Accessed on 23rd
October, 2020)
UN Environment, 2019: Global Environment Outlook – GEO-6: Healthy Planet,
Healthy People. UNEP, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK.

Chapter 4
UN Water, 2017: The United Nations World Water Development Report 2017.
Wastewater: The Untapped Resource. UNESCO, Paris. Available at: www.
unesco.org/ new/en/natural-sciences/environment/water/wwap/wwdr/2017wastewater-the-untapped-resource/.
UN Water, 2018: The United Nations World Water Development Report 2018:
Nature-Based Solutions for Water. UNESCO, Paris, 1–139.
UN Water, 2020: United Nations World Water Development Report 2020: Water
and Climate Change. UNESCO, Paris. Available at: https://en.unesco.org/
themes/water-security/wwap/wwdr/2020.
UN Water, 2021: The United Nations World Water Development Report 2021:
Valuing Water. UNESCO, Paris.
UNEP, 2018: The Adaptation Gap Report 2018. United Nations Environment
Programme (UNEP), Nairobi, Kenya. Available at: http://web.unep.org/
ganadapt/publication/adaptation-gap-report-2018.
UNFCCC, 2017: Adaptation planning, implementation and evaluation
addressing ecosystems and areas such as water resources 46. United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change, Bonn, Germany. Available at:
http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2017/sbsta/eng/03.pdf.
UNICEF and WHO, 2020: Hygiene Baselines pre-COVID-19 Global Snapshot.
WHO and UNICEF. Available at: www.washdata.org.
UNIDO, 2017: Low-carbon and Climate Resilient Industrial Development in
Africa. UNIDO, Vienna, Austria.
UNISDR, 2004: Living With Risk: A Global Review of Disaster Reduction
Initiatives: Version 1. UN International Strategy for Disaster Reduction (ISDR)
Secretariat, Geneva, Switzerland.
UNISDR, 2021: Terminology. United Nations International Strategy for Disaster
Risk Reduction (UNISDR), Geneva.
UNISDR, 2015: Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015–2030.
Proceedings of the 3rd United Nations World Conference on Disasester Risk
Reduction, Sendai.
US EPA, 2017: 2017 Potable Reuse Compendium. United States Environmental
Protection Agency (US EPA), https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/
files/2018-01/documents/potablereusecompendium_3.pdf. (Accessed on 4th
February, 2021)
Uyttendaele, M., et al., 2015: Special issue on the impacts of climate change on
food safety. Food Res. Int., 68, 1–6.
van der Geest, K., et al., 2019: The Impacts of Climate Change on Ecosystem
Services and Resulting Losses and Damages to People and Society. In:
Loss and Damage from Climate Change: Concepts, Methods and Policy
Options [Mechler, R., L.M. Bouwer, T. Schinko, S. Surminski and J. LinneroothBayer(eds.)]. Springer International Publishing, Cham, pp. 221–236.
van der Geest, K. and M. Schindler, 2016: Brief communication: loss and
damage from a catastrophic landslide in Nepal. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci.,
16(11), 2347–2350, doi:10.5194/nhess-16-2347-2016.
van der Geest, K. and K. Warner, 2015: What the IPCC Fifth Assessment Report
Has to Say About Loss and Damage. UNU-EHS Working Paper, No. 21, Bonn:
United Nations University Institute of Environment and Human Security.
van der Kooij, S., M. Zwarteveen, H. Boesveld and M. Kuper, 2013: The
efficiency of drip irrigation unpacked. Agric. Water Manag., 123, 103–110,
doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2013.03.014.
van der Schalie, R., et al., 2021: ESA Climate Change Initiative Plus Soil Moisture
Product User Guide (PUG) Supporting Product Version v06.1. ESA.
van der Sleen, P., et al., 2014: No growth stimulation of tropical trees by
150 years of CO2 fertilization but water-use efficiency increased. Nat. Geosci.,
8, 24, doi:10.1038/ngeo2313. https://www.nature.com/articles/ngeo2313.
van der Wiel, K., et al., 2017: Rapid attribution of the August 2016 floodinducing extreme precipitation in south Louisiana to climate change. Hydrol.
Earth Syst. Sci., 21(2), 897–921, doi:10.5194/hess-21-897-2017.
van Houtven, G.L., S.K. Pattanayak, F. Usmani and J.-C. Yang, 2017: What are
households willing to pay for improved water access? Results from a metaanalysis. Ecol. Econ., 136, 126–135.
Van Lanen, H.A.J., N. Wanders, L.M. Tallaksen and A. F. Van Loon, 2013:
Hydrological drought across the world: impact of climate and physical

707

4

Chapter 4

4

catchment structure. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 17(5), 1715–1732, doi:10.5194/
hess-17-1715-2013.
van Leeuwen, C.J., S.H.A. Koop and R.M. A. Sjerps, 2016: City Blueprints:
baseline assessments of water management and climate change in 45 cities.
Environ. Dev. Sustain., 18(4), 1113–1128, doi:10.1007/s10668-015-9691-5.
van Oldenborgh, G.J., et al., 2020: Attribution of the Australian bushfire risk to
anthropogenic climate change. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci. Discuss., 2020,
1–46, doi:10.5194/nhess-2020-69.
van Oldenborgh, G.J., F.E.L. Otto, K. Haustein and K. AchutaRao, 2017a: The
heavy precipitation event of December 2015 in Chennai, India. Bull. Am.
Meteorol. Soc., 97(12), 87–S91, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-16-0129.1.
van Oldenborgh, G.J., et al., 2017b: Attribution of extreme rainfall from Hurricane
Harvey, August 2017. Environ. Res. Lett., 12(12), 124009, doi:10.1088/17489326/aa9ef2.
van Vliet, M.T.H., M. Flörke and Y. Wada, 2017: Quality matters for water
scarcity. Nat. Geosci., 10, 800, doi:10.1038/ngeo3047. https://www.nature.
com/articles/ngeo3047.
van Vliet, M.T.H., et al., 2021: Global water scarcity including surface water
quality and expansions of clean water technologies. Environ. Res. Lett.,
16(2), 24020, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/abbfc3.
van Vliet, M.T.H., J. Sheffield, D. Wiberg and E.F. Wood, 2016a: Impacts of recent
drought and warm years on water resources and electricity supply worldwide.
Environ. Res. Lett., 11(12), 124021, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124021.
van Vliet, M.T.H., et al., 2016b: Multi-model assessment of global hydropower
and cooling water discharge potential under climate change. Glob. Environ.
Chang., 40, 156–170, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2016.07.007.
van Vliet, M.T.H., D. Wiberg, S. Leduc and K. Riahi, 2016c: Power-generation
system vulnerability and adaptation to changes in climate and
water resources. Nat. Clim. Chang., 6, 375, doi:10.1038/nclimate2903.
https://www.nature.com/articles/nclimate2903.
van Weezel, S., 2019: On climate and conflict: precipitation decline and
communal conflict in Ethiopia and Kenya. J. Peace Res., 56(4), 514–528,
doi:10.1177/0022343319826409.
Vanmaercke, M., J. Poesen, J. Broeckx and J. Nyssen, 2014: Sediment yield in
Africa. Earth-Sci. Rev., 136, 350–368, doi:10.1016/j.earscirev.2014.06.004.
Vanmaercke, M., J. Poesen, G. Govers and G. Verstraeten, 2015: Quantifying
human impacts on catchment sediment yield: a continental approach. Glob.
Planet. Chang., 130, 22–36, doi:10.1016/j.gloplacha.2015.04.001.
Vano, J.A., B. Nijssen and D.P. Lettenmaier, 2015: Seasonal hydrologic responses
to climate change in the P acific N orthwest. Water Resour. Res., 51(4),
1959–1976.
Vanschoenwinkel, J. and S. Van Passel, 2018: Climate response of rainfed versus
irrigated farms: the bias of farm heterogeneity in irrigation. Clim. Chang.,
147(1), 225–234, doi:10.1007/s10584-018-2141-2.
Vantas, K., E. Sidiropoulos and A. Loukas, 2020: Estimating current and future
rainfall erosivity in Greece using regional climate models and spatial quantile
regression forests. Water, 12(3), doi:10.3390/w12030687.
Varadan, R. and P. Kumar, 2014: Indigenous knowledge about climate change:
validating the perceptions of dryland farmers in Tamil Nadu. Indian J. Tradit.
Knowl., 13, 390–397.
Vardakoulias, O. and N. Nicholles, 2015: A Socio-Economic Evaluation of
Community-based Adaptation: A Case Study in Dakoro, Niger. In: Leal Filho, E.
(Eds.) Handbook of Climate Change Adaptation. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-38670-1_3.
Vautard, R., et al., 2020: Human contribution to the record-breaking June and
July 2019 heatwaves in Western Europe. Environ. Res. Lett., 15(9), 94077,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aba3d4.
Vegas-Vilarrúbia, T., E. Hernández, V. Rull and E. Rull Vegas, 2015: The Orinoco
megadelta as a conservation target in the face of the ongoing and future
sea level rise. Sci. Total. Environ., 515-516, 129–142, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2015.01.056.

708

Water
Veldkamp, T.I.E., et al., 2017: Water scarcity hotspots travel downstream due
to human interventions in the 20th and 21st century. Nat. Commun., 8(1),
15697, doi:10.1038/ncomms15697.
Venkataramanan, V., et al., 2020: In pursuit of ‘safe’ water: the burden of
personal injury from water fetching in 21 low-income and middle-income
countries. BMJ Glob. Health, 5(10), e3328, doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2020-003328.
Vermeulen, S.J., et al., 2018: Transformation in practice: a review of empirical
cases of transformational adaptation in agriculture under climate change.
Front. Sustain. Food Syst., 2, 65.
Vestby, J., 2019: Climate variability and individual motivations for participating
in political violence. Glob. Environ. Chang., 56, 114–123, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2019.04.001.
Vetter, T., et al., 2017: Evaluation of sources of uncertainty in projected
hydrological changes under climate change in 12 large-scale river basins.
Clim. Chang., 141(3), 419–433, doi:10.1007/s10584-016-1794-y.
Vicente-Serrano, S.M., et al., 2019: Climate, irrigation, and land cover change
explain streamflow trends in countries bordering the northeast atlantic.
Geophys. Res. Lett., 46(19), 10821–10833, doi:10.1029/2019GL084084.
Villamayor-Tomas, S. and G. García-López, 2017: The influence of communitybased resource management institutions on adaptation capacity: a large-n
study of farmer responses to climate and global market disturbances. Glob.
Environ. Chang., 47, 153–166, doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.10.002.
Vincent, A., S. Violette and G. Aðalgeirsdóttir, 2019: Groundwater in catchments
headed by temperate glaciers: a review. Earth-Sci. Rev., 188, 59–76,
doi:10.1016/j.earscirev.2018.10.017.
Vinoj, V. and D. Swain, 2020: Did COVID-19 lockdown brew “Amphan”
into a super cyclone? Preprints, 2020, 2020070033, doi:10.20944/
preprints202007.0033.v1.
Viviroli, D., et al., 2020: Increasing dependence of lowland populations on
mountain water resources. Nat. Sustain., 3, 917-928. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41893-020-0559-9.
Vogel, E., et al., 2019: The effects of climate extremes on global agricultural
yields. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(5), 54010, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab154b.
von Lossow, T., 2016: The rebirth of water as a weapon: IS in Syria and Iraq. Int.
Spect., 51(3), 82–99, doi:10.1080/03932729.2016.1213063.
von Uexkull, N., M. Croicu, H. Fjelde and H. Buhaug, 2016: Civil conflict
sensitivity to growing-season drought. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 113(44), 12391,
doi:10.1073/pnas.1607542113.
von Uexkull, N., M. d’Errico and J. Jackson, 2020: Drought, resilience, and
support for violence: household survey evidence from DR Congo. J. Confl.
Resolut., 64(10), 1994–2021, doi:10.1177/0022002720923400.
Vormoor, K., et al., 2016: Evidence for changes in the magnitude and frequency
of observed rainfall vs. snowmelt driven floods in Norway. J. Hydrol., 538,
33–48.
Wada, Y., 2016: Modeling groundwater depletion at regional and global
scales: present state and future prospects. Surv. Geophys., 37(2), 419–451,
doi:10.1007/s10712-015-9347-x.
Wada, Y., et al., 2016: Modeling global water use for the 21st century: the Water
Futures and Solutions (WFaS) initiative and its approaches. Geosci. Model
Dev., 9(1), 175–222, doi:10.5194/gmd-9-175-2016.
Wada, Y., et al., 2017: Recent changes in land water storage and its contribution
to sea level variations. Surv. Geophys., 38(1), 131–152, doi:10.1007/s10712016-9399-6.
Wagena, M.B., et al., 2018: Impact of climate change and climate anomalies on
hydrologic and biogeochemical processes in an agricultural catchment of the
Chesapeake Bay watershed, USA. Sci. Total. Environ., 637-638, 1443–1454,
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.05.116.
Waha, K., et al., 2017: Climate change impacts in the Middle East and Northern
Africa (MENA) region and their implications for vulnerable population
groups. Reg. Environ. Chang., 17(6), 1623–1638, doi:10.1007/s10113-0171144-2.

Water 
Wako, G., M. Tadesse and A. Angassa, 2017: Camel management as an adaptive
strategy to climate change by pastoralists in southern Ethiopia. Ecol. Process.,
6(1), 26, doi:10.1186/s13717-017-0093-5.
Walch, C., 2019: Adaptive governance in the developing world: disaster risk
reduction in the State of Odisha, India. Clim. Dev., 11(3), 238–252, doi:10.1
080/17565529.2018.1442794.
Walker, A.P., et al., 2015: Predicting long-term carbon sequestration in response
to CO2 enrichment: how and why do current ecosystem models differ? Global
Biogeochem. Cycles, 29(4), 476–495, doi:10.1002/2014gb004995.
Walsh, K.J.E., et al., 2019: Tropical cyclones and climate change assessment.
Trop. Cyclone Res. Rev., 8 (4), 240–250, doi:10.6057/2019TCRR04.04.
Walters, G., J. Mair and B. Ritchie, 2015: Understanding the tourist’s response
to natural disasters: the case of the 2011 Queensland floods. J. Vacat. Mark.,
21(1), 101–113.
Wamsler, C., et al., 2016: Operationalizing ecosystem-based adaptation:
harnessing ecosystem services to buffer communities against climate
change. Ecol. Soc., 21(1), doi:10.5751/ES-08266-210131.
Wanda, E.M.M., et al., 2017: Governing WASH for disaster risk reduction in
Karonga Town, Malawi. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct., 26, 69–77, doi:10.1016/j.
ijdrr.2017.09.034.
Wanders, N., Y. Wada and H.A.J. Van Lanen, 2015: Global hydrological droughts
in the 21st century under a changing hydrological regime. Earth Syst.
Dynam., 6(1), 1–15, doi:10.5194/esd-6-1-2015.
Wang, J., J. Feng and Z. Yan, 2018: Impact of extensive urbanization
on summertime rainfall in the Beijing region and the role of local
precipitation recycling. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 123(7), 3323–3340,
doi:10.1002/2017jd027725.
Wang, J., Y. Yang, J. Huang and B. Adhikari, 2019a: Adaptive irrigation measures
in response to extreme weather events: empirical evidence from the North
China plain. Reg. Environ. Chang., 19(4), 1009–1022, doi:10.1007/s10113018-1442-3.
Wang, K., et al., 2021a: Understanding the impacts of climate change and socioeconomic development through food-energy-water nexus: a case study of
mekong river delta. Resour. Conserv. Recycl., 167, 105390, doi:10.1016/j.
resconrec.2020.105390.
Wang, S., J. Huang and X. Yuan, 2021b: Attribution of 2019 extreme spring–
early summer hot drought over Yunnan in southwestern China. Bull. Am.
Meteorol. Soc., 102(1), S91–S96, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-20-0121.1.
Wang, S. and L. Zhou, 2017: Glacial lake outburst flood disasters and integrated
risk management in China. Int. J. Disaster Risk Sci., 8(4), 493–497,
doi:10.1007/s13753-017-0152-7.
Wang, Y., et al., 2019b: Vulnerability of existing and planned coal-fired power
plants in developing Asia to changes in climate and water resources. Energy
Environ. Sci., 12(10), 3164–3181, doi:10.1039/C9EE02058F.
Wang, Y. and X. Chen, 2018: Are farmers’ adaptations enhancing food
production? Evidence from China. Reg. Environ. Chang., 18(7), 2183–2196,
doi:10.1007/s10113-018-1410-y.
Ward Jones, M.K., W.H. Pollard and B.M. Jones, 2019: Rapid initialization
of retrogressive thaw slumps in the Canadian high Arctic and their
response to climate and terrain factors. Environ. Res. Lett., 14(5), 55006,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ab12 fd.
Ward, M., et al., 2020: Impact of 2019–2020 mega-fires on Australian fauna
habitat. Nat. Ecol. Evol., 4(10), 1321–1326, doi:10.1038/s41559-020-1251-1.
Ward, P.J., et al., 2017: A global framework for future costs and benefits of
river-flood protection in urban areas. Nat. Clim. Chang., 7(9), 642–646,
doi:10.1038/nclimate3350.
Ward, P.S. and S. Makhija, 2018: New modalities for managing drought risk in
rainfed agriculture: evidence from a discrete choice experiment in Odisha,
India. World Dev., 107, 163–175, doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.03.002.
Warner, B.P., C. Kuzdas, M.G. Yglesias and D.L. Childers, 2015: Limits to
adaptation to interacting global change risks among smallholder rice farmers
in Northwest Costa Rica. Glob. Environ. Chang., 30, 101–112, doi:10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2014.11.002.

Chapter 4
Warner, K. and T. Afifi, 2014: Where the rain falls: evidence from 8 countries
on how vulnerable households use migration to manage the risk of rainfall
variability and food insecurity. Clim. Dev., 6(1), 1–17, doi:10.1080/1756552
9.2013.835707.
Warner, K. and K. van der Geest, 2013: Loss and damage from climate change:
local-level evidence from nine vulnerable countries. Int. J. Glob. Warm., 5,
367–386, doi:10.1504/IJGW.2013.057289.
Warren, J.M., et al., 2015: Carbon dioxide stimulation of photosynthesis in
Liquidambar styraciflua is not sustained during a 12-year field experiment.
AoB Plants, 7, doi:10.1093/aobpla/plu074.
Warszawski, L., et al., 2014: The inter-sectoral impact model Intercomparison
project (ISI–MIP): project framework. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 111(9), 3228–
3232, doi:10.1073/pnas.1312330110.
Watson, J., B. Zheng, S. Chapman and K. Chenu, 2017: Projected impact of
future climate on water-stress patterns across the Australian wheatbelt.
J Exp Bot, 68, doi:10.1093/jxb/erx368.
WEF, 2015: Global Risks 2015. World Economic Forum, Geneva, Switzerland.
WEF, 2016: The Global Risks Report 2016. World Economic Forum, Geneva,
Switzerland. 1.
WEF, 2017: The Global Risks Report 2017. World Economic Forum, Geneva,
Switzerland, doi:10.1017/CBO9781107415324.004].
WEF, 2018: The Global Risks Report 2018. World Economic Forum, Geneva,
Switzerland. 14.
WEF, 2019: The Global Risks Report 2019. World Economic Forum, Geneva,
Switzerland.
WEF, 2020: The Global Risks Report 2020. Forum, T. W. E., Geneva, Switzerland.
Wen, Y., Schoups, G., & van de Giesen, N. (2017). Organic pollution of rivers:
Combined threats of urbanization, livestock farming and global climate
change. Scientific Reports, 7, 43289. doi:10.1038/srep43289.
Wesselbaum, D., 2021: Revisiting the climate driver and inhibitor mechanisms
of international migration. Clim. Dev., 13(1), 10–20, doi:10.1080/17565529
.2020.1711700.
West Colin, T., C. Roncoli and P. Yaka, 2016: Climate Variability in West Africa: A
Case Study in Vulnerability and Adaptation on the Northern Central Plateau,
Burkina Faso. In: The Economics of Ecology, Exchange, and Adaptation:
Anthropological Explorations, Vol. 36, Emerald Group Publishing Limited,
Bingley, pp. 57–76.
Weston, P., R. Hong, C. Kaboré and C.A. Kull, 2015: Farmer-managed natural
regeneration enhances rural livelihoods in dryland west Africa. Environ.
Manage., 55(6), 1402–1417, doi:10.1007/s00267-015-0469-1.
WGMS, 2017: Global Glacier Change Bulletin No. 2 (2014-2015) [Zemp, M., S.
U. Nussbaumer, I. Gärtner-Roer, J. Huber, H. Machguth, F. Paul and M. Hoelzle
(eds.)]. ICSU(WDS)/IUGG(IACS)/UNEP/UNESCO/WMO, W. G. M. S., Zurich,
Switzerland. 244.
White, C.J., T.W. Tanton and D.W. Rycroft, 2014: The impact of climate change
on the water resources of the Amu Darya basin in central Asia. Water Resour.
Manag., 28(15), 5267–5281, doi:10.1007/s11269-014-0716-x.
White, I., et al., 2017: Climate Change & Stormwater and Wastewater Systems.
Motu Economic and Public Policy Research, Wellington, New Zealand.
Whitehead, P., et al., 2015: Impacts of climate change and socio-economic
scenarios on flow and water quality of the Ganges, Brahmaputra and
Meghna (GBM) river systems: low flow and flood statistics. Environ. Sci.
Process. Impacts, 17(6), 1057–1069.
WHO, 2006: WHO Guidelines for the Safe Use of Wastewater, Excreta and
Greywater. World Health Organization (WHO), https://www.who.int/water_
sanitation_health/sanitation-waste/wastewater/wastewater-guidelines/en/.
(Accessed on 7th January, 2021)
WHO, 2014: Quantitative Risk Assessment of the Effects of Climate Change
on Selected Causes of Death, 2030s and 2050s. World Health Organization,
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/134014. (Accessed on 6th January,
2021)

709

4

Chapter 4

4

WHO, 2017: Potable Reuse - Guidance for Producing Safe Drinking-Water. World
Health Organization (WHO), https://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/
publications/potable-reuse-guidelines/en/. (Accessed on 6th January, 2021)
WHO, 2019: Progress on Household Drinking Water, Sanitation and Hygiene
2000-2017: Special Focus on Inequalities. World Health Organization.
(Accessed on 8th January, 2021)
WHO and UNICEF, 2019: WASH in Health Care Facilities: Global Baseline Report
2019. WHO and UNICEF, Geneva.
WHO and UNICEF, 2021: Progress on Household Drinking Water, Sanitation and
Hygiene 2000-2020. Five Years into the SDGs. WHO and UNICEF, New York.
Whyte, K., 2017: The Dakota access pipeline, environmental injustice, and US
colonialism. Red Ink Int. J. Indig. Lit. Arts Humanit., 19(1), Spring 2017. SSRN:
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2925513.
Whyte, K., 2018: Settler colonialism, ecology, and environmental injustice.
Environ. Soc., 9(1), 125–144.
Whyte, K., 2020: Too late for indigenous climate justice: ecological and relational
tipping points. WIREs Clim. Chang., 11(1), e603, doi:10.1002/wcc.603.
Wiederkehr, C., M. Beckmann and K. Hermans, 2018: Environmental change,
adaptation strategies and the relevance of migration in Sub-Saharan
drylands. Environ. Res. Lett., 13(11), 113003, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/
aae6de.
Wijaya, N., 2015: Climate change adaption measures in the coastal city of
Semarang, Indonesia: current practices and performance. J. Reg. City Plan.,
26(1), 28-42. doi: https://doi.org/10.5614/jpwk.2015.26.1.4.
Wilder, M.O., et al., 2016: Desalination and water security in the US–Mexico
border region: assessing the social, environmental and political impacts.
Water Int., 41(5), 756–775, doi:10.1080/02508060.2016.1166416.
Wilkinson, M. E., S. Addy, P.F. Quinn and M. Stutter, 2019: Natural flood
management: small-scale progress and larger-scale challenges. Scottish
Geographical Journal, 135, 23–32, doi:10.1080/14702541.2019.1610571.
Williams, D.S., et al., 2019: Vulnerability of informal settlements in the context
of rapid urbanization and climate change. Environ. Urban., 31(1), 157–176,
doi:10.1177/0956247818819694.
Williams, E., 2020: Attributing blame?—climate accountability and the uneven
landscape of impacts, emissions, and finances. Clim. Chang., 161(2), 273–
290, doi:10.1007/s10584-019-02620-5.
Williams, P.A., et al., 2021: Feasibility assessment of climate change adaptation
options across Africa: an evidence-based review. Environ. Res. Lett., 16(7),
73004, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/ac092d.
Wilmsen, B. and M. Webber, 2015: What can we learn from the practice
of development-forced displacement and resettlement for organised
resettlements in response to climate change? Geoforum, 58, 76–85,
doi:10.1016/j.geoforum.2014.10.016.
Wilson, N., et al., 2019: Water is medicine: reimagining water security through
Tr’ondëk Hwëch’in relationships to treated and traditional water sources in
Yukon, Canada. Water, 11, 19, doi:10.3390/w11030624.
Wilson, N.J., 2019: “Seeing water like a state?”: indigenous water governance
through Yukon first nation self-government agreements. Geoforum, 104,
101–113.
Winsemius, H.C., et al., 2016: Global drivers of future river flood risk. Nat. Clim.
Chang., 6, 381, doi:10.1038/nclimate2893.
Winsemius, H.C., et al., 2018: Disaster risk, climate change, and poverty:
assessing the global exposure of poor people to floods and droughts. Envir.
Dev. Econ., 23(3), 328–348, doi:10.1017/S1355770X17000444.
Winter, J.M., H. Huang, E.C. Osterberg and J.S. Mankin, 2020: Anthropogenic
impacts on the exceptional precipitation of 2018 in the Mid-Atlantic
United States. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 101(1), S5–S10, doi:10.1175/
BAMS-D-19-0172.1.
Winter, J.M., et al., 2017: Representing water scarcity in future agricultural
assessments. Anthropocene, 18, 15–26, doi:10.1016/j.ancene.2017.05.002.
Witmer, F.D., et al., 2017: Subnational violent conflict forecasts for sub-Saharan
Africa, 2015–65, using climate-sensitive models. J. Peace Res., 54(2), 175–
192, doi:10.1177/0022343316682064.

710

Water
WMO, 2020: 2020 State of Climate Services: Risk Information and Early Warning
Systems. World Meteorological Organization (WMO), Geneva, Switzerland.
WMO, 2021: Atlas of Mortality and Economic Losses from Weather, Climate and
Water Extremes (1970-2019). WMO, Geneva, Switzerland.
Wolf, J., et al., 2018: Impact of drinking water, sanitation and handwashing with
soap on childhood diarrhoeal disease: updated meta-analysis and metaregression. Trop. Med. Int. Health, 23(5), 508–525, doi:10.1111/tmi.13051.
Wong, P.P., et al., 2014: Coastal systems and low-lying areas. Clim. Chang.,
2104, 361–409.
Wood, B.T., C.H. Quinn, L.C. Stringer and A.J. Dougill, 2017: Investigating
climate compatible development outcomes and their implications for
distributive justice: evidence from Malawi. Environ. Manage., 60(3), 436–
453, doi:10.1007/s00267-017-0890-8.
Woodward, G., D.M. Perkins and L.E. Brown, 2010: Climate change and
freshwater ecosystems: impacts across multiple levels of organization.
Philos. Trans. Royal Soc. B Biol. Sci., 365(1549), 2093–2106, doi:10.1098/
rstb.2010.0055.
Woolway, R.I., et al., 2021: Phenological shifts in lake stratification under
climate change. Nat. Commun., 12(1), 2318, doi:10.1038/s41467-02122657-4.
Work, K., 2020: Not just an arid landscape problem: springflow declines
in a region with high rainfall. Limnologica, 82, 125766, doi:10.1016/j.
limno.2020.125766.
Workman, C.L. and H. Ureksoy, 2017: Water insecurity in a syndemic context:
understanding the psycho-emotional stress of water insecurity in Lesotho,
Africa. Soc. Sci. Med., 179, 52–60, doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2017.02.026.
World Bank, 2016: High and Dry: Climate Change, Water, and the Economy. The
World Bank, Washington, DC.
World Bank, 2017: Green Bond Impact Report. The World Bank, Washington,
DC.
World Bank, 2019: Financing Climate Change Adaptation in Transboundary
Basins: Preparing Bankable Projects. World Bank, Washington, DC.
Wossen, T., et al., 2017: Measuring the impacts of adaptation strategies to
drought stress: the case of drought tolerant maize varieties. J. Environ.
Manag., 203, 106–113, doi:10.1016/j.jenvman.2017.06.058.
Wossen, T., T. Berger, M.G. Haile and C. Troost, 2018: Impacts of climate variability
and food price volatility on household income and food security of farm
households in East and West Africa. Agric. Syst., 163, 7–15, doi:10.1016/j.
agsy.2017.02.006.
WRI, 2019: Unaffordable and Undrinkable : Rethinking Urban Water Access in
the Global South. Washington D.C., https://wriorg.s3.amazonaws.com/s3 fspublic/unaffordable-and-undrinkable.pdf. (Accessed on 19th November,
2020)
Wu, Q., Y. Hou, H. Yun and Y. Liu, 2015: Changes in active-layer thickness and
near-surface permafrost between 2002 and 2012 in alpine ecosystems,
Qinghai–Xizang (Tibet) Plateau, China. Glob. Planet. Chang., 124, 149–155,
doi:10.1016/j.gloplacha.2014.09.002.
Wu, W.-Y., et al., 2020: Divergent effects of climate change on future
groundwater availability in key mid-latitude aquifers. Nat. Commun., 11(1),
3710, doi:10.1038/s41467-020-17581-y.
Wutich, A., A. Brewis and A. Tsai, 2020: Water and mental health. WIREs Water,
7(5), e1461, doi:10.1002/wat2.1461.
WWAP, 2019: The United Nations World Water Development Report 2019:
Leaving No One Behind. UNESCO, Paris.
Xenarios, S., et al., 2019: Climate change and adaptation of mountain societies
in Central Asia: uncertainties, knowledge gaps, and data constraints. Reg.
Environ. Chang., 19(5), 1339–1352, doi:10.1007/s10113-018-1384-9.
Yadav, S.S. and R. Lal, 2018: Vulnerability of women to climate change in arid
and semi-arid regions: the case of India and South Asia. J. Arid Environ., 149,
4–17, doi:10.1016/j.jaridenv.2017.08.001.
Yager, K., et al., 2019: Socio-ecological dimensions of Andean pastoral
landscape change: bridging traditional ecological knowledge and satellite

Water 
image analysis in Sajama National Park, Bolivia. Reg. Environ. Chang., 19(5),
1353–1369, doi:10.1007/s10113-019-01466-y.
Yalew, S.G., et al., 2020: Impacts of climate change on energy systems in global
and regional scenarios. Nat. Energy, 5(10), 794–802, doi:10.1038/s41560020-0664-z.
Yamba, S., D.O. Appiah and L.P. Siaw, 2019: Smallholder farmers’ perceptions
and adaptive response to climate variability and climate change in southern
rural Ghana. Cogent Soc. Sci., 5(1), doi:10.1080/23311886.2019.1646626.
Yang, D., X. Shi and P. Marsh, 2015a: Variability and extreme of Mackenzie River
daily discharge during 1973–2011. Quat. Int., 380, 159–168.
Yang, J., V. Owusu, E. Andriesse and A. Dziwornu Ablo, 2019a: In-situ adaptation
and coastal vulnerabilities in Ghana and Tanzania. J. Environ. Dev., 28(3),
282–308, doi:10.1177/1070496519852992.
Yang, J., et al., 2019b: Projection of 21st century irrigation water requirement
across the Lower Mississippi Alluvial Valley. Agric. Water Manag., 217, 60–
72, doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2019.02.033.
Yang, L., J. Scheffran, H. Qin and Q. You, 2015: Climate-related flood risks and
urban responses in the Pearl River Delta, China. Reg. Environ. Chang., 15(2),
379–391, doi:10.1007/s10113-014-0651-7.
Yang, R., et al., 2020: Glacier mass and area changes on the Kenai Peninsula,
Alaska, 1986–2016. J. Glaciol., 66(258), 603–617.
Yang, X., B. Yu and Q.G. Zhu, 2015b: Climate Change Impacts on Rainfall Erosivity
and Hillslope Erosion in NSW. Proc. - 21st Int. Congr. Model. Simulation,
MODSIM 2015, 1572–1578. doi:10.36334/modsim.2015.g4.yang.
Yang, Y., et al., 2016: Water use efficiency and crop water balance of rainfed
wheat in a semi-arid environment: sensitivity of future changes to projected
climate changes and soil type. Theor. Appl. Climatol., 123(3), 565–579,
doi:10.1007/s00704-015-1376-3.
Yasarer, L.M.W., et al., 2017: Climate change impacts on runoff, sediment, and
nutrient loads in an agricultural watershedin the lower Mississippi river
basin. Appl. Eng. Agric., 33(3), 379–392, doi:10.13031/aea.12047.
Yasarer, L.M.W. and B.S.M. Sturm, 2016: Potential impacts of climate change on
reservoir services and management approaches. Lake Reserv. Manag., 32(1),
13–26, doi:10.1080/10402381.2015.1107665.
Yates, O.E.T., S. Manuela, A. Neef and S. Groot, 2021: Reshaping ties to land: a
systematic review of the psychosocial and cultural impacts of Pacific climaterelated mobility. Clim. Dev., 1–18, doi:10.1080/17565529.2021.1911775.
Yokohata, T., et al., 2020a: MIROC-INTEG-LAND version 1: a global
biogeochemical land surface model with human water management, crop
growth, and land-use change. Geosci. Model Dev., 13(10), 4713–4747,
doi:10.5194/gmd-13-4713-2020.
Yokohata, T., et al., 2020b: Model improvement and future projection of
permafrost processes in a global land surface model. Prog. Earth Planet. Sci.,
7(1), 69, doi:10.1186/s40645-020-00380-w.
Young, S.L., et al., 2019: The Household Water InSecurity Experiences (HWISE)
Scale: development and validation of a household water insecurity measure
for low-income and middle-income countries. BMJ Glob. Health, 4(5), e1750,
doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2019-001750.
Yu, Q., et al., 2014: Interpretation of climate change and agricultural adaptations
by local household farmers: a case study at bin county, northeast China. J.
Integr. Agric., 13(7), 1599–1608, doi:10.1016/S2095-3119(14)60805-4.
Yuan, X., S. Wang and Z.-Z. Hu, 2018: Do climate change and El Niño increase
likelihood of Yangtze river extreme rainfall? Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 99(1),
S113–S117, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-17-0089.1.
Yung, L., et al., 2015: Drought adaptation and climate change beliefs
among working ranchers in Montana. Weather. Clim. Soc., 7(4), 281–293,
doi:10.1175/WCAS-D-14-00039.1.
Zaherpour, J., et al., 2018: Worldwide evaluation of mean and extreme runoff
from six global-scale hydrological models that account for human impacts.
Environ. Res. Lett., 13(6), 65015, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/aac547.
Zang, C. and J. Liu, 2013: Trend analysis for the flows of green and blue
water in the Heihe River basin, northwestern China. J. Hydrol., 502, 27–36,
doi:10.1016/j.jhydrol.2013.08.022.

Chapter 4
Zarfl, C., et al., 2019: Future large hydropower dams impact global freshwater
megafauna. Sci. Rep., 9(1), 18531, doi:10.1038/s41598-019-54980-8.
Zarroca, M., et al., 2021: Natural acid rock drainage in alpine catchments: a side
effect of climate warming. Sci. Total Environ., 778, 146070, doi:10.1016/j.
scitotenv.2021.146070.
Zavaleta-Cortijo, C., et al., 2020: Climate change and COVID-19: reinforcing
Indigenous food systems. Lancet Planet. Health, 4(9), e381–e382,
doi:10.1016/S2542-5196(20)30173-X.
Zaveri, E. and D.B. Lobell, 2019: The role of irrigation in changing wheat yields
and heat sensitivity in India. Nat. Commun., 10(1), 4144, doi:10.1038/
s41467-019-12183-9.
Zaveri, E., et al., 2016: Invisible water, visible impact: groundwater use and
Indian agriculture under climate change. Environ. Res. Lett., 11(8), 84005,
doi:10.1088/1748-9326/11/8/084005.
Zehra, D., et al., 2019: Rapid flood risk assessment of informal urban settlements
in Maputo, Mozambique: The case of Maxaquene A. Int. J. Disaster Risk
Reduct., 40, 101270, doi:10.1016/j.ijdrr.2019.101270.
Zemp, M., et al., 2015: Historically unprecedented global glacier decline in the
early 21st century. J. Glaciol., 61(228), 745–762, doi:10.3189/2015JoG15J017.
Zemp, M., et al., 2019: Global glacier mass changes and their contributions to
sea-level rise from 1961 to 2016. Nature, 568(7752), 382–386, doi:10.1038/
s41586-019-1071-0.
Zeng, Z., et al., 2018: Impact of earth greening on the terrestrial water cycle. J.
Clim., 31(7), 2633–2650, doi:10.1175/jcli-d-17-0236.1.
Zeng, Z., L. Peng and S. Piao, 2018: Response of terrestrial evapotranspiration
to Earth’s greening. Curr. Opin. Environ. Sustain., 33, 9–25, doi:10.1016/j.
cosust.2018.03.001.
Zeng, Z., et al., 2017: Climate mitigation from vegetation biophysical feedbacks
during the past three decades. Nat. Clim. Chang., 7, 432, doi:10.1038/
nclimate3299. https://www.nature.com/articles/nclimate3299.
Zeng, Z., et al., 2014: A worldwide analysis of spatiotemporal changes in water
balance-based evapotranspiration from 1982 to 2009. J. Geophys. Res.
Atmos., 119(3), 1186–1202, doi:10.1002/2013jd020941.
Zevenbergen, C., J. Rijke, S. Van Herk and P.J.T.M. Bloemen, 2015: Room for the
river: a stepping stone in adaptive delta management. Int. J. Water Gov., 3(3),
121–140, doi:10.7564/14-IJWG63.
Zhai, R. and F. Tao, 2017: Contributions of climate change and human activities
to runoff change in seven typical catchments across China. Sci. Total. Environ.,
605-606, 219–229, doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.06.210.
Zhai, R., et al., 2020: Larger drought and flood hazards and adverse impacts
on population and economic productivity under 2.0 than 1.5°C warming.
Earth’s Future, 8(7), e2019EF001398, doi:10.1029/2019EF001398.
Zhang, C., et al., 2016a: Revealing water stress by the thermal power industry in
China based on a high spatial resolution water withdrawal and consumption
inventory. Environ. Sci. Technol., 50(4), 1642–1652, doi:10.1021/acs.
est.5b05374.
Zhang, F., et al., 2019: Water availability on the third pole: a review. Water
Secur., 7, 100033, doi:10.1016/j.wasec.2019.100033.
Zhang, G., et al., 2020: Tropical cyclone motion in a changing climate. Sci. Adv.,
6(17), eaaz7610, doi:10.1126/sciadv.aaz7610.
Zhang, H., Y. Xu and T. Kanyerere, 2020a: A review of the managed aquifer
recharge: historical development, current situation and perspectives. Phys.
Chem. Earth Parts A/B/C, 102887, 118–119, doi:10.1016/j.pce.2020.102887.
Zhang, K., et al., 2015: Vegetation greening and climate change promote
multidecadal rises of global land evapotranspiration. Sci. Rep., 5, 15956,
doi:10.1038/srep15956.
Zhang, L., J. Wang, G. Zhang and Q. Huang, 2016b: Impact of the methods of
groundwater access on irrigation and crop yield in the North China Plain:
Does climate matter? China Agric. Econ. Rev., 8(4), 613–633, doi:10.1108/
CAER-12-2015-0177.
Zhang, Q., F. Zhang, S. Kang and Z. Cong, 2017: Melting glaciers: hidden
hazards. Science, 356(6337), 495–495, doi:10.1126/science.aan4118.

711

4

Chapter 4

4

Zhang, W., et al., 2020b: Anthropogenic influence on 2018 summer persistent
heavy rainfall in central western China. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 101(1),
S65–S70, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-19-0147.1.
Zhang, W., G. Villarini, G.A. Vecchi and J.A. Smith, 2018: Urbanization
exacerbated the rainfall and flooding caused by hurricane Harvey in Houston.
Nature, 563(7731), 384–388, doi:10.1038/s41586-018-0676-z.
Zhang, Y., et al., 2016: Multi-decadal trends in global terrestrial
evapotranspiration and its components. Sci. Rep., 6, 19124, doi:10.1038/
srep19124.
Zhao, F., et al., 2020: Materials for solar-powered water evaporation. Nat. Rev.
Mater., 5(5), 388–401, doi:10.1038/s41578-020-0182-4.
Zhao, M., et al., 2020: Ecological restoration impact on total terrestrial water
storage. Nat. Sustain., 4, 56-62. doi:10.1038/s41893-020-00600-7.
Zhao, T. and A. Dai, 2015: The magnitude and causes of global drought changes
in the twenty-first century under a low–moderate emissions scenario. J.
Clim., 28(11), 4490–4512, doi:10.1175/jcli-d-14-00363.1.
Zhao, X., et al., 2015: Physical and virtual water transfers for regional water
stress alleviation in China. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., 112(4), 1031–1035,
doi:10.1073/pnas.1404130112.
Zheng, H., et al., 2018: Closing water productivity gaps to achieve food and
water security for a global maize supply. Sci. Rep., 8(1), 14762, doi:10.1038/
s41598-018-32964-4.
Zhou, C., K. Wang and D. Qi, 2018a: Attribution of the July 2016 extreme
precipitation event over China’s Wuhang. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 99(1),
S107–S112, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-17-0090.1.
Zhou, Q., et al., 2018b: Cooling water sufficiency in a warming world: projection
using an integrated assessment model and a global hydrological model.
Water, 10(7), 872.
Zhou, X., et al., 2021: Did water-saving irrigation protect water resources over
the past 40 years? A global analysis based on water accounting framework.
Agric. Water Manag., 249, 106793, doi:10.1016/j.agwat.2021.106793.
Zhou, Y., et al., 2020: Distinguishing the multiple controls on the decreased
sediment flux in the Jialing River basin of the Yangtze River, Southwestern
China. CATENA, 193, 104593, doi:10.1016/j.catena.2020.104593.
Zhu, Q., et al., 2020: Extreme rainfall, rainfall erosivity, and hillslope erosion
in Australian Alpine region and their future changes. Int. J. Climatol., 40(2),
1213–1227, doi:10.1002/joc.6266.
Zhu, Z., et al., 2016: Greening of the Earth and its drivers. Nat. Clim. Chang.,
6(8), 791–795, doi:10.1038/nclimate3004.
Zhuo, L. and A.Y. Hoekstra, 2017: The effect of different agricultural management
practices on irrigation efficiency, water use efficiency and green and
blue water footprint. Front. Agr. Sci. Eng., 4(2), 185–194, doi:10.15302/jfase-2017149.
Zickgraf, C., 2018: Immobility. In: Routledge Handbook of Environmental
Displacement and Migration. Routledge, London, pp. 71–84.
Zipper, S.C., J. Qiu and C.J. Kucharik, 2016: Drought effects on US maize and
soybean production: spatiotemporal patterns and historical changes.
Environ. Res. Lett., 11(9), 94021.
Zografos, C., M.C. Goulden and G. Kallis, 2014: Sources of human insecurity
in the face of hydro-climatic change. Glob. Environ. Chang., 29, 327–336,
doi:10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.11.002.
Zouabi, O., 2021: Climate change and climate migration: issues and questions
around an in-transition Tunisian economy. Clim. Chang., 164(3), 32,
doi:10.1007/s10584-021-03006-2.
Zougmoré, R., et al., 2016: Toward climate-smart agriculture in West Africa:
a review of climate change impacts, adaptation strategies and policy
developments for the livestock, fishery and crop production sectors. Agric.
Food Secur., 5(1), 26, doi:10.1186/s40066-016-0075-3.
Zscheischler, J., et al., 2020: A typology of compound weather and climate
events. Nat. Rev. Earth Environ., 1(7), 333–347, doi:10.1038/s43017-0200060-z.
Zscheischler, J., et al., 2018: Future climate risk from compound events. Nat.
Clim. Chang., 8(6), 469–477, doi:10.1038/s41558-018-0156-3.

712

Water

