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ABSTRACT 
 
The study is aimed at estimation of area equipped for irrigation in Americas in 
2035 and 2060 using study of agricultural water management during 1962 to 
2011. For this purpose, all necessary information was gathered from FAO of 
United Nations and their values were checked using World Bank Group (WBG) 
data base. Among all presented data in FAO database, 10 indexes were 
selected for importance and more availability basis for all the regions in 
Americas and analyzed for all 5 regions in the study area. These indexes are; 
permanent crops per cultivated area (%), rural population per total population 
(%), total economically active population in agriculture per total economically 
active population (%), human development index (HDI), national rainfall index 
(NRI) (mm/year), value added to gross domestic product (GDP) by agriculture 
(%), irrigation water requirement (mm/year), percent of total cultivated area 
drained, difference between NRI and irrigation water requirement (mm/year), 
and area equipped for irrigation per cultivated area (%). The amount of area 
equipped for irrigation per cultivated area (10

th
 index) was estimated for three 

different scenarios by the other 9 indexes. The results showed that trend of 
permanent crops per cultivated area (with the exception of Northern America), 
HDI, irrigation water requirement and percentage of total cultivated area 
drained is increasing and trend of rural population per total population, total 
economically active population in agriculture per total economically active 
population, value added to GDP by agriculture, and difference between NRI and 
irrigation water requirement is decreasing. The results also showed changes of 
area equipped for irrigation as 9.1 to 26.3% and 17.6 to 51.3% in 2035 and 2060, 
respectively. 

 

KEYWORDS: Agricultural water management; FAO; irrigation; macroeconomic 
policies; sustainable development; WBG data base; Americas. 

  

INTRODUCTION 
 

The world population is growing day by day and need to provide the food to 
meet sustainable development necessitates to make accurate decisions in 
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the agricultural management. Due to scarcity of water resources, role of 
macroeconomic policies in agricultural water management is vital and 
undeniable. Although actual crop yield as percentage of potential yield is 
more than 60% for North America, it is less than 50% and about 30% for 
South America Central America and Caribbean, respectively (6). Therefore, 
studying agricultural WM is still reasonable for Americas. The different 
aspects of irrigation in agricultural WM such as irrigation efficiency (46, 47), 
soil salinity (12), water-saving (29), sustainable development (38), soil WM 
(40) and crop yield (50) have been investigated in previous works. Also, FAO 
(4, 5) showed that pressure to water resources due to irrigation would be 
increased by 2050. Neuman et al. cited that area equipped for irrigation 
purpose be expanded by 40 million ha by 2030 (34). Plusquellec claimed that 
area equipped for irrigation would be increased by 15 to 22% for 2025 (35).  
 

Schaldach et al. underlined the importance of considering both the change of 
equipped area and agricultural management as well as hydrology aspects in 
regional water use analysis (37). Knox et al. claimed demonstrating efficient 
or ‘best’ use of water is not straight forward in England but farmers and the 
water regulator needed a rational approach that reflects the needs of the 
farming community whilst providing a policy framework for protecting the 
environment (23). Namara et al. mentioned role of agricultural WM to reduce 
poverty in the world as improvement of production, enhancement of 
employment opportunities and stabilization of income and consumption using 
access to reliable water, increasing high-value products, and finally its role to 
nutritional status, health, societal equity and environment (32). They 
preferred improving the management of existing systems as selected 
strategy in Asia. Valipour mentioned status of irrigated and rainfed agriculture 
in the world, summarized advantages and disadvantages of irrigation 
systems, and paid attention to update irrigation information to make optimum 
decisions. (46). His results showed that 46% of cultivated areas in the world 
are not suitable for rainfed agriculture because of climate changes and other 
meteorological conditions. Franks et al. studied developing capacity for 
agricultural WM in current practice and future directions (16). They 
suggested increased attention to monitoring and evaluation of capacity 
development and closer links to emerging work on water governance. 
Ferreyra et al. concluded that, instead of forcing watershed-based 
governance structures, the exploration and examination of more creative and 
flexible ways of linking watershed imperatives to existing socially and 
politically meaningful scales in agricultural areas of Ontario and elsewhere 
was warranted (15). De Loe et al. studied agricultural water use in Ontario 
(10). They have claimed that future water allocation decisions must take 
account of the distribution of agricultural water withdrawals, especially those 
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for irrigation, which are strongly seasonal. Khan et al. reviewed WM and crop 
production for food security (20). According to their study, links between 
water and other development-related sectors such as population, energy, 
food, and environment, and the interactions among them require reckoning, 
as they together will determine future food security and poverty reduction. 
The previous researches confine to limited area and cannot be applied to 
other regions or did not consider role of all important indexes for estimation of 
agricultural WM. Thus, the objective of this study is estimation of area 
equipped for irrigation using to establish a link for more important parameters 
in agricultural WM based on available data for Americas. 

 
MATERIALS AND METHODS 

 

Many variables are required to obtain amount of area equipped for irrigation 
per cultivated area for cropping pattern design, microeconomic decisions, 
and allocation of water resources. However, we cannot consider all 
parameters due to lack of adequate data. In this study, using AQUASTAT 
database (7), 10 main indexes were selected for the assessment of 
agricultural water management (WM) in Americas and their values were 
checked using World Bank Group (WBG) database (3). Then, values of area 
equipped for irrigation were estimated in 2035 and 2060 using three different 
scenarios. 
 

1. Main indexes 
 

1.1  Permanent crops per cultivated area (%) 
 

This index is determined as: 
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1.2  Rural population per total population (%) 
 

This index is determined as: 
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1.3 Total economically active population in agriculture per total 
economically active population (%) 

 

This index is determined as: 
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1.4 Human development index (HDI) 
 
The HDI ( 4I ) is a composite statistic of life expectancy, education, and 

income indexes used to rank regions into different tiers of human 
development. 
 
1.5  National rainfall index (NRI) (mm/year) 
The NRI is defined as the national average of the total annual precipitation 
weighted by its long-term average. The calculation of NRI is different in the 
northern and southern hemisphere. In the northern hemisphere the indices 
were calculated based on January-December rainfall; the rainfall indices 
coincide with the calendar year. But in the southern hemisphere, crops are 
planted at the end of a year to be harvested in the first half of following 
calendar year. Consequently, the index of a special year is calculated July of 
previous year to June data of the year of interest for a crop harvested in this 
year. In fact, this index ( 5I ) is a type of effective rainfall. 

 
1.6  Value added to gross domestic product (GDP) by agriculture (%) 
 
Agriculture corresponds to International Standard Industrial Classification 
(ISIC) divisions 1-5 and includes forestry, hunting, and fishing, as well as 
cultivation of crops and livestock production. Value added is the net output of 
a sector after adding up all outputs and subtracting intermediate inputs. This 
index ( 6I ) is calculated without making deductions for depreciation of 

fabricated assets or depletion and degradation of natural resources. 
 
1.7  Irrigation water requirement (mm/year) 
 
The quantity of water exclusive of precipitation and soil moisture (quantity of 
irrigation water) required for normal crop production. It consists of water to 
ensure that the crop receives its full crop water requirement irrigation 
consumptive water use, as well as extra water for flooding of paddy fields to 
facilitate land preparation and protect the plant and for leaching salt when 
necessary to allow for plant growth. This index ( 7I ) corresponds to net 

irrigation water requirement. 
 
1.8 Difference between NRI and irrigation water requirement (mm/yr) 
 

This index shows water deficit and is determined as: 
 

I8 = NRI (mm/year) – irrigation water requirement (mm/year)     (4) 
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1.9 Percent of total cultivated area drained (%) 
 

The irrigated and non-irrigated cultivated area that is drained as percentage 
of the total cultivated area. This index is determined as: 
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1.10 Area equipped for irrigation per cultivated area (%) 
 

This index is determined as: 
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2.  Estimation of equipped area in 2035 and 2060 
 

To estimate area equipped for irrigation in 2035 and 2060, the author studied 
variations of the main indexes during the past half of century using linear 
regression and R2 value then amount of each index was estimated in 2035 
and 2060 by obtaining equations in three different scenarios. In the first 
scenario, the author assumed that values of main indexes would be changed 
by same slope of the past half of century (Figs. 1-9a). However, changes of 
the indexes show that rate of increase or decrease has been reduced in the 
current years. Hence, in second and third scenarios, the author assumed that 
the slopes would be decreased by 30 and 50%, respectively. Therefore new 
values of indexes (in 2035 and 2060) were computed using these new 
slopes. In the second step, variations of area equipped for irrigation versus 
other main indexes were surveyed and a linear equation with related R

2
 was 

computed for each index. In the next step, values of area equipped for 
irrigation (for each index and each scenario) were determined using 
replacement of obtained values for each index in 2035 and 2060 (the first 
step) in linear equation of second step. Finally, a relationship has been 
established among calculated data (for area equipped for irrigation) as: 
 

 2

10 2

y R
I

R




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Where, y is obtained value for area equipped for irrigation in the second step 
(Figs. 1-9b) and values of R

2
 have been shown in Figs 1-9b. 
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Fig.1. Variations of permanent crops per cultivated area versus time and area equipped 
for irrigation, (a) horizontal axis is time (year) and vertical axis is permanent 
crops per cultivated area (%) and (b) horizontal axis is permanent crops per 
cultivated area (%) and vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation (%), value of x 
in (b) is equal to value of y in (a). 

 
3.  Evaluation of the main indexes of agricultural WM in the past half of 

century 
 
Fig. 1 shows variations of permanent crops per cultivated area versus time 
and area equipped for irrigation.  
 
According to Fig. 1a value of permanent crops per cultivated area has been 
decreased in Northern America and this index has been increased in the 
other regions. Thus, role of permanent crops per cultivated area is 
decreasing for area equipped for irrigation in Northern America and it is 
increasing for the other regions (Fig. 1b). Although more values of this index 
can be helpful to better scheduling for allocation of required water, it is 
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dependent on climatic conditions (11), tendency of farmers (9) and 
government’s policy (41). Fig. 2 shows variations of rural population per total 
population versus time and area equipped for irrigation.  
 

 
 
Fig.2. Variations of rural population per total population versus time and area 

equipped for irrigation, (a) horizontal axis is time (year) and vertical axis is rural 
population per total population (%) and (b) horizontal axis is rural population 
per total population (%) and vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation (%), 
value of x in (b) is equal to value of y in (a). 

 
According to Fig. 2a value of rural population per total population has been 
decreased in Americas. Thus, role of this index is decreasing for area 
equipped for irrigation (Fig. 2b). Previous researches show advantages of 
rural development on agricultural WM and sustainable agriculture (13). Fig. 3 
shows variations of total economically active population in agriculture per 
total economically active population versus time and area equipped for 
irrigation. 
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According to Fig. 3a value of economically active population in agriculture 
has been decreased in Americas. Thus, role of this index is decreasing for 
area equipped for irrigation (Fig. 3b). Effect of proper labour force on water 
management and improvement of sustainable agriculture has been studied 
by many researchers (33). Fig. 4 shows variations of human development 
index (HDI) versus time and area equipped for irrigation.  
 

 
 

Fig. 3. Variations of total economically active population in agriculture per total 
economically active population versus time and area equipped for irrigation, (a) 
horizontal axis is time (year) and vertical axis is total economically active 
population in agriculture per total economically active population (%) and (b) 
horizontal axis is total economically active population in agriculture per total 
economically active population (%) and vertical axis is area equipped for 
irrigation (%), value of x in (b) is equal to value of y in (a). 

 
As expected, value of HDI has been increased in Americas (Fig. 4a). Thus, 
role of this index is increasing for area equipped for irrigation (Fig. 4b). 
However, slope of reduction of rural population per total population and total 
economically active population in agriculture per total economically active 
population (Figs. 2 & 3) is more than increasing slope of HDI in Americas. It  
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Fig. 4. Variations of HDI versus time and area equipped for irrigation, (a) horizontal 
axis is time (year) and vertical axis is HDI and (b) horizontal axis is HDI and 
vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation (%), value of x in (b) is equal to value 
of y in (a), value of this index is not available before 1982. 

 
is a big warning (19) as mechanization and use of new technologies have an 
important role in enhancement of agricultural knowledge and increasing 
productivity (22), labor force has a vital and irreplaceable role in agricultural 
scheduling and macroeconomic perspectives (24). The HDI index as a 
weighted measure of the Falkenmark indicator in order to account for the 
ability to adapt to water stress is termed the Social Water Stress Index (14). 
Fig. 5 shows variations of value added to GDP by agriculture versus time and 
area equipped for irrigation. 
 
According to Fig. 5a, value of this index has been decreased in all the 
regions. Thus, role of permanent crops per cultivated area is decreasing for 
Americas (Fig. 5b). In addition, a significant fall is observable in the beginning 
of 1980s Neumann et al. (34) mentioned effect of GDF on irrigation. Fig. 6 
shows variations of NRI versus time and area equipped for irrigation. 
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Fig. 5. Variations of value added to GDP by agriculture versus time and area equipped 
for irrigation, (a) horizontal axis is time (year) and vertical axis is value added to 
GDP by agriculture (%) and (b) horizontal axis is value added to GDP by 
agriculture (%) and vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation (%), value of x in 
(b) is equal to value of y in (a). 

 

According to Fig. 6a, the value of NRI is variable during the past half of 
century due to many different factors such as green house gases (25), global 
warming (27), climate change (31) etc. And linear regression is not suitable 
for evaluation of trend. Thus, there is no significant trend between variations 
of NRI and area equipped for irrigation (Fig. 6b). Due to the mentioned 
cases, role of this index has not been considered in estimation of area 
equipped for irrigation in 2035 and 2060. After Gommes and Petrassi (17) 
this index was known as a considerable factor in drought studies (28). Fig. 7 
shows variations of irrigation water requirement versus time and area 
equipped for irrigation. 
 
According to Fig. 7a, value of irrigation water requirement has been 
increased in Americas. Thus, role of this index is increasing for area 
equipped for irrigation (Fig. 7b). Variation of this index can be affected on 
river basin management (39), water allocation policy (21) and agricultural 
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expansion (26). Fig. 8 shows variations of difference between NRI and 
irrigation water requirement versus time and area equipped for irrigation. 
 

 
 

Fig. 6. Variations of NRI versus time and area equipped for irrigation, (a) horizontal 
axis is time (year) and vertical axis is NRI (mm/year) and (b) horizontal axis is 
NRI (mm/year) and vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation (%), value of x in 
(b) is equal to value of y in (a). 

 

According to Fig. 8a, value of this index has been decreased in Americas. 
Thus, role of difference between NRI and irrigation water for decreasing for 
area equipped for irrigation (Fig. 8b). The index is known as water deficit and 
the regions with negative values of that have a critical status for water 
resources management (19, 36). Fig. 9 shows variations of percentage of 
total cultivated area drained versus time and area equipped for irrigation. 
 
In Fig. 9a, value of this index has been increased in Americas. Thus, role of 
this index is increasing for area equipped for irrigation (Fig. 9b). Previous 
studies notify influence of drainage on sub-irrigation (42), crop productivity 
(1), improving water management (8), and water balance (2). Fig. 10 is 
useable to summarize obtained results from Figs. 1-9b. 
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Fig. 7. Variations of irrigation water requirement versus time and area equipped for 
irrigation, (a) horizontal axis is time (year) and vertical axis is irrigation water 
requirement (mm/year) and (b) horizontal axis is irrigation water requirement 
(mm/year) and vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation (%), value of x in (b) 
is equal to value of y in (a), value of this index is not available before 1997. 

 
In Northern America, Central America, Greater Antilles, and Lesser Antilles 
the most trends are related to labour force, in Southern America the most 
trends are related to rural development. According to Fig. 10, the observed 
trends are changed from 10.5 (Northern America) to 12.4% (Central 
America) for permanent crops per cultivated area. These changes are from 
12.5 (Lesser Antilles) to 13.6% (Southern America) for rural population per 
total population, trends range from 13.0 (Central America) to 14.1% 
(Northern America) for total economically active population in agriculture per 
total economically active population, these are from 13.0 (Central Americas) 
to 14.0% (Northern America) for HDI (minimum of changes), these ranged 
from 11.0 (Greater Antilles) to 13.0% (Northern America) for value added to 
GDP by agriculture, they are from 10.5 (Lesser Antilles) to 13.0% (Northern 
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America) for irrigation water requirement and from 9.7 (Northern America) to 
13.6% (Lesser Antilles) for difference between NRI and irrigation water 
requirement (maximum of changes) and from 12.3 (Northern America) to 
13.4% (Greater Antilles and Southern America) for percentage of total 
cultivated area drained. The similar percentage of trends shows that all 
selected indexes are important and their selection is reasonable for study of 
agricultural WM and estimation of area equipped for irrigation in the future. 
 

 
 

Fig. 8. Variations of difference between NIR and irrigation water requirement versus 
time and area equipped for irrigation, (a) horizontal axis is time (year) and 
vertical axis is difference between NIR and irrigation water requirement 
(mm/year) and (b) horizontal axis is difference between NIR and irrigation water 
requirement (mm/year) and vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation (%), 
value of x in (b) is equal to value of y in (a), value of this index is not available 
before 1997. 

 

4. Estimation of area equipped for irrigation per cultivated area using 
the other main indexes of agricultural water management 

 

Table 1 shows estimated values for the main indexes using the equations 
related to Figs. 1-9a. 
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Fig.9 Variations of percent of total cultivated area drained versus time and area 

equipped for irrigation, (a) horizontal axis is time (year) and vertical axis is 
percent of total cultivated area drained (%) and (b) horizontal axis is percent of 
total cultivated area drained (%) and vertical axis is area equipped for irrigation 
(%), value of x in (b) is equal to value of y in (a). 

 
Permanent crops per cultivated area: The minimum value is 5.8% (in the 
first scenario by 2060) for Northern America and the maximum value is 
43.7% (in the first scenario by 2060) for Lesser Antilles. A significant 
decrease is considerable for Northern America in the future. 
 
Rural population per total population: The minimum value is 0.0 (in the 
first scenario by 2060) for Greater Antilles and Southern America and the 
maximum value is 53.6% (in the third scenario by 2035) for Lesser Antilles. 
 
Total economically active population in agriculture per total 
economically active population: The maximum value is 13.9% (in the third 
scenario by 2035) for Greater Antilles. If current decreasing trend is 
continued, we will meet Northern America without labour force in future. HDI.  
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Fig. 10. Percent of observed trend between changes of the main indexes and area 
equipped for irrigation in the different regions of Americas (this is equivalent to role of 
each index to estimate area equipped for irrigation based on R

2
 values in Figs. 1-9b), 

role of NRI has not been considered due to very poor trend, PC indicates permanent 
crops per cultivated area, RP indicates rural population per total population, LF (labour 
force) indicates total economically active population in agriculture per total 
economically active population, HDI indicates human development index, GDP indicates 
value added to gross domestic product by agriculture, IWR indicates irrigation water 
requirement, D indicates percent of total cultivated area drained, and NRI-IWR indicates 
difference between NRI and irrigation water requirement. 
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The minimum value in the future is related to Central America (0.658 in the 
third scenario by 2035), so rate of its increasing slope is less than other 
regions.  
 
Value added to GDP by agriculture: The maximum value is 7.7% (in the 
third scenario by 2035) for Southern America. If current decreasing trend is 
continued we will meet Northern America, Central America, and Lesser 
Antilles without value added to GDP by agriculture. 
 
Irrigation water requirement: The minimum value is 262.7 mm/year (in the 
third scenario by 2035) for Lesser Antilles and the maximum value is 669.4 
mm/year (in the first scenario by 2060) for Southern America.  
 

Difference between NRI and irrigation water requirement: The minimum 
value is 165.3 mm/year (in the first scenario by 2060) for Northern America 
and the maximum value is 1689.0 mm/year (in the third scenario by 2035) for 
Central America.  
 

Percentage of total cultivated area drained: The minimum value is 0.2% 
(in the second and third scenarios by 2035) for Lesser Antilles and the 
maximum value is 23.7% (in the first scenario by 2060) for Northern America. 
Table 2 shows estimated values for area equipped for irrigation using the 
Equations related to the Figs. 1-9b. 
 

Data of Table 2 have computed using the equations related to Figs. 1-9b and 
are equal to y value in Eq. 7. Table 3 shows estimated values for area 
equipped for irrigation using Eq. 7. 
 

According to Table 3, in first scenario, the most changes are related to 
Lesser Antilles (26.3% by 2035 and 51.3% by 2060), in second scenario, the 
most changes are related to Lesser Antilles (18.6% by 2035 and 37.2% by 
2060) and in third scenario, the most changes related to Central America 
(13.8% by 2035) and Lesser Antilles (26.8% by 2060). Therefore, Lesser 
Antilles have a better potential to increasing area equipped for irrigation in 
the future, however value of increase is very low as compared to other 
regions and it needs macroeconomic policies by governments to persuasion 
of farmers for using irrigation systems in the future. A considerable change of 
irrigation status in the future is noted in comparison with the current status; 
although area equipped for irrigation in Northern America is more than 
Southern America in 2011 but these are equal in first scenario by 2060. 
Although we can estimate area equipped for irrigation after 2060, but it is 
advised that we should update our information every year, every decade, or 
at least every half of century. 
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Table No. 3. Estimated values for area equipped for irrigation using Eq. No. 7.  

 
Region   Area equipped for irrigation (%) 

 Scenario (I) Scenario (II) Scenario (III) 
2011 2035 2060 2035 2060 2035 2060 

Northern America 14.2 16.7 18.4 16.0 17.5 15.5 16.7 
Central America 3.7 4.6 5.2 4.4 4.9 4.2 4.6 
Greater Antilles 9.3 11.4 13.7 10.6 12.4 10.2 11.4 
Lesser Antilles 1.1 1.3 1.6 1.3 1.5 1.2 1.3 
Southern America 12.6 15.7 18.4 14.8 17.0 14.2 15.8 

 
 Scenario (I) Scenario (II) Scenario (III) 

2011 2035 2060 2035 2060 2035 2060 
Northern America 14.2 17.3 29.3 12.5 23.0 9.1 17.6 
Central America 3.7 23.1 38.6 17.7 30.2 13.8 23.5 
Greater Antilles 9.3 22.5 48.2 14.8 33.6 9.7 23.1 
Lesser Antilles 1.1 26.3 51.3 18.6 37.2 13.6 26.8 
Southern America 12.6 24.6 46.0 17.5 34.6 12.9 25.1 

 
CONCLUSION 

 
In this paper, area equipped for irrigation has been estimated in Americas 
using three different scenarios by 2035 and 2060. Number of 10 indexes (as 
the main indexes) were selected to assess agricultural water management 
based on their importance. The other indexes were not studied due to lack of 
adequate data. The changes of main indexes in the past half of century 
reveal that they had similar values in some regions and had very different 
values in other regions due to nature of indexes and conditions of the 
regions. In first step, the author studied variations of main indexes during the 
past half of century using linear regression and coefficient of variation R

2
, 

then amount of each index was estimated for 2035 and 2060 from obtained 
equations for three different scenarios. The results showed that trend of 
permanent crops per cultivated area (with the exception of Northern 
America), HDI, irrigation water requirement, percentage of total cultivated 
area drained is increasing and trend of rural population per total population, 
total economically active population in agriculture per total economically 
active population, value added to GDP by agriculture and difference between 
NRI and irrigation water requirement is decreasing. The maximum values for 
area equipped for irrigation are related to Northern America (16.7% by 2035 
and 18.4% by 2060) and Southern America (18.4% by 2060). 
 

REFERENCES 
 

1. Ale, S., L. C. Bowling, S. M. Brouder, J. R. Frankenberger, M. A. 
Youssef. 2009. Simulated effect of drainage water management 



M. Valipour  

J. Agric. Res., 2014, 52(2) 

264

operational strategy on hydrology and crop yield for Drummer soil in the 
Midwestern United States. Agr. Water Manage. 96 (4), 653-665. 

2. Ale, S., L. C. Bowling, P. R. Owens, S. M. Brouder, J. R. 
Frankenberger. 2012. Development and application of a distributed 
modeling approach to assess the watershed-scale impact of drainage 
water management. Agr. Water Manage. 107, 23-33. 

3. Anon, 2013. WBG database. http://www.worldbank.org/. 
4. Anon. FAO, 2011a. The state of the world’s land and water resources 

for food and agriculture (SOLAW)- Managing systems at risk. Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, Rome and Earthscan, 
London. 

5. Anon. FAO, 2011b. Climate change, water and food security. FAO 
water reports, Paper 36. ISSN 1020-1203. 

6. Anon. FAO, 2012. The State of Food and Agriculture. ISSN 0081-4539. 
7. Anon. FAO, 2013. AQUASTAT database. http://fao.org 
8. Ayars, J. E., E. W. Christen, J. W. Hornbuckle, 2006. Controlled 

drainage for improved water management in arid regions irrigated 
agriculture. Agr. Water Manage. 86 (1-2), 128–139. 

9. Bolliger, A., J. Magid, J. C. T. Amado, F. S. Neto, de Fatima dos Santos 
Ribeiro, M. A. Calegari, R., Ralisch, de A. Neergaard, 2006. Taking 
stock of the brazilian “zero‐till revolution”: A review of landmark 
research and farmers' practice. Adv. Agron. 91, 47-110. 

10. De Loe, R., R. Kreutzwiser, J. Ivey. 2001. Agricultural water use in 
Ontario. Can. Water Resour. J. 26 (1), 17-42. 

11. De Salvo, M., R. Raffaelli, R. Moser. 2013. The impact of climate 
change on permanent crops in an Alpine region: A Ricardian analysis. 
Agr. Syst. 118, 23–32. 

12. Du Plessis, H. M. 1985. Evapotranspiration of citrus as affected by soil 
water deficit and soil salinity. Irrigat. Sci. 6 (1), 51-61. 

13. Evans, A. E. V., M. Giordano, T. Clayton, (Eds.). 2012. Investing in 
agricultural water management to benefit small holder farmers in 
Ethiopia. AgWater Solutions Project Country Synthesis Report. 
Colombo, Sri Lanka: International Water Management Institute (IWMI). 
35p. (IWMI Working Paper 152). doi: 10.5337/2012.215. 

14. Falkenmark. M. 1989. The massive water scarcity threatening 
Americas-why isn't it being addressed. Ambio 18 (2), 112-118. 

15. Ferreyra, C., R.C. de Loe, R.D. Kreutzwiser, 2008. Imagined 
communities, contested watersheds: Challenges to integrated water 
resources management in agricultural areas. J. Rural Stud. 24 (3), 304-
321. 



Future of agricultural water management in Americas         

J. Agric. Res., 2014, 52(2) 

265

16. Franks, T., C. Garces-Restrepo, F. Putuhena, 2008. Developing 
capacity for agricultural water management: current practice and future 
directions. Irrig. and Drain. 57, 255–267. 

17. Gommes, R., F. Petrassi, 1994. Rainfall Variability and Drought in Sub-
Saharan Americas Since 1960. Agro-meteorology Series Working 
Paper 9, FAO, Rome, Italy. 

18. Hussain, I. 2007. Pro-poor intervention strategies in irrigated agriculture 
in Asia: Issues, lessons, options and guidelines. Irrig. Drain. 56, 119-
126. 

19. Hussain, I., H. Turral, D., Molden, M. D. Ahmad 2007. Measuring and 
enhancing the value of agricultural water in irrigated river basins. 
Irrigation Sci. 25 (3), 263-282. 

20. Khan, S., M. A. Hanjra, J. Mu, 2009. Water management and crop 
production for food security in China: A review. Agr. Water Manage. 96 
(3), 349-360. 

21. Killgore, M., 2009. Recent Developments in Water Policy in the 
Americas. World Environmental and Water Resources Congress 1-8. 

22. Kirpich, P., D. Haman, S. Styles. 1999. Problems of irrigation in 
developing regions. J. Irrig. Drain Eng. 125 (1), 1-6. 

23. Knox, J. W., M. G. Kay, E. K. Weatherhead, 2012. Water regulation, 
crop production, and agricultural water management-Understanding 
farmer perspectives on irrigation efficiency. Agr. Water Manage. 108, 
3–8. 

24. Hendrickson, M. K., H. S. James Jr., W. D. Heffernan, 2008. Does the 
world need U.S. farmers even if Americas don’t?. J. Agr. Environ. Ethic. 
21 (4), 311-328. 

25. Lal, R., 2001. Potential of desertification control to sequester carbon 
and mitigate the greenhouse effect. Climatic Change. 51 (1), 35-72. 

26. McCready, M., M. Dukes, 2009. Evaluation of Irrigation Scheduling 
Efficiency and Adequacy by Various Control Technologies Compared to 
Theoretical Irrigation Requirement. World Environmental and Water 
Resources Congress 1-19. 

27. Michaels, P. J. 1990. The greenhouse effect and global change: review 
and reappraisal. Int. J. Environ. Stud. 36 (1-2), 55-71. 

28. Mishra, A. K., V. P. Singh. 2010. A review of drought concepts. J. 
Hydrol. 391 (1-2), 202-216. 

29. Montenegro, S. G., A. Montenegro, R. Ragab. 2010. Improving 
agricultural water management in the semi-arid region of Brazil: 
experimental and modelling study. Irrigation Sci. 28 (4), 301-316. 



M. Valipour  

J. Agric. Res., 2014, 52(2) 

266

30. Mueller, N. D., J. S. Gerber, M. Johnston, D. K. Ray, N. Ramankutty, J. 
A. Foley. 2012. Closing yield gaps through nutrient and water 
management. Nature 490, 254-257. 

31. Muzik, I., 2002. A first-order analysis of the climate change effect on 
flood frequencies in a subalpine watershed by means of a hydrological 
rainfall-runoff model. J. Hydrol. 267 (1-2), 65-73. 

32. Namara, R., E., Munir, A. Hanjra, G. E. Castillo, H. M. Ravnborg, L. 
Smith, B. Van Koppen, 2010. Agricultural water management and 
poverty linkages. Agr. Water Manage. 97 (4), 520-527. 

33. Naiken, L., W. Schulte, 1976. Population and labour force projections 
for agricultural planning. Food Policy 1 (3), 192-202. 

34. Neumann, K., E., Stehfest, P. H., Verburg, S., Siebert, C., Muller, T., 
Veldkamp, 2011. Exploring global irrigation patterns: A multilevel 
modelling approach. Agr. Syst. 104 (9), 703-713. 

35. Plusquellec, H. 2002. Is the daunting challenge of irrigation 
achievable?. Irrig. and Drain. 51, 185–198. 

36. Qadir, M., B. R. Sharma, A., Bruggeman, R., Choukr-Allah, F., Karajeh, 
2007. Non-conventional water resources and opportunities for water 
augmentation to achieve food security in water scarce regions. Agr. 
Water Manage. 87 (1), 2-22. 

37. Schaldach, R., J. Koch, T. A., der Beek, E., Kynast, M., Florke, 2012. 
Current and future irrigation water requirements in pan-Americas: An 
integrated analysis of socio-economic and climate scenarios. Global 
Planet Change 94-95, 33-45. 

38. Schultz, B., D. De Wrachien, 2002. Irrigation and drainage systems 
research and development in the 21st century. Irrig. and Drain. 51, 311-
327. 

39. Simenstad, C. A., D. A. Jay, C. R. Sherwood, 1992. Impacts of 
Watershed Management on Land-Margin Ecosystems: The Columbia 
River Estuary. Watershed Management 266-306. ISBN 978-0-387-
94232-2. 

40. Steiner, R., A. Keller, 1992. Irrigation land management model. J. Irrig. 
Drain Eng. 118 (6), 928-942. 

41. Sukhwal, B. L. 1991. Native Americas water rights in the water scarce 
Western United States, its causes, consequences and probable 
solutions. GeoJournal 24 (4), 347-354. 

42. Valero, C. S., C. A. Madramootoo, N., Stampfli, 2007. Water table 
management impacts on phosphorus loads in tile drainage. Agr. Water 
Manage. 89 (1-2), 71-80. 

43. Valipour, M. 2013a. Necessity of irrigated and rainfed agriculture in the 
world. Irrigat. Drainage Sys. Eng. S9, 1-3. doi: 10.4172/2168-9768.S9-



Future of agricultural water management in Americas         

J. Agric. Res., 2014, 52(2) 

267

e001http://www.omicsgroup.org/journals/2168-
9768/pdfdownload.php?download=2168-9768-S9-
e001.pdf&&aid=12800. 

44. Valipour, M. 2013b. Evolution of Irrigation-Equipped Areas as Share of 
Cultivated Areas. Irrigat. Drainage Sys. Eng. 2 (1), 114-115. doi: 
10.4172/2168-9768.1000e114 
http://www.omicsgroup.org/journals/2168-
9768/pdfdownload.php?download=2168-9768-2-e114.pdf&&aid=12797. 

45. Valipour, M. 2013c. Need to Update of irrigation and water resources 
information according to the progresses of agricultural knowledge. 
Agrotechnol. S10: e001. doi: 10.4172/2168-9881.S10-e001 
http://www.omicsgroup.org/journals/2168-
9881/pdfdownload.php?download=2168-9881-S10-
e001.pdf&&aid=15774 

46. Valipour, M. 2013d. increasing irrigation efficiency by management 
strategies: cutback and surge irrigation. ARPN J. Agri. Biol. Sci. 8 (1), 
35-43. 
http://www.arpnjournals.com/jabs/research_papers/rp_2013/jabs_0113
_512.pdf. 

47. Valipour, M., A. A. Montazar, 2012a. Optimize of all effective infiltration 
parameters in furrow irrigation using visual basic and genetic algorithm 
programming. Aust. J. Basic Appl. Sci. 6 (6), 132-137. 
http://www.scopus.com/inward/record.url?eid=2-s2.0-
84867145182&partnerID=MN8TOARS 

48. Valipour, M., A. A. Montazar, 2012b. Sensitive analysis of optimized 
infiltration parameters in SWDC model. Adv. Environ. Biol. 6 (9), 2574-
2581.http://www.scopus.com/inward/record.url?eid=2-s2.0 
84875028847&partnerID=MN8TOARS. 

49. Valipour, M., A. A. Montazar, 2012c. An evaluation of SWDC and 
WinSRFR Models to optimize of infiltration parameters in furrow 
irrigation. Am. J. Sci. Res. 69, 128-142. http://vali-pour.webs.com/4.pdf. 

50. Wu, I. P., J. Barragan, V. Bralts. 2013. Irrigation systems: water 
conservation. encyclopedia of environmental management , Taylor & 
Francis, doi: 10.1081/E-EEM-120010068. 

 
 

 


