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Abstract. Karst aquifers are an important water resource,
but are particularly vulnerable to pollution due to the typi-
cally short residence times. As the rainwater runs off on the
surface it may collect contamination from faeces and other
sources, before infiltrating the surface. It is therefore impor-
tant to understand the spatial distribution of the frequency of
surface runoff in karst areas. This paper proposes a new field-
mapping method for the ability of the landscape to produce
and convey surface runoff. The mapping method is based
on (i) prior spatial information (e.g. geological map, terrain
model), (ii) a visual assessment from a distance at the land-
scape scale (e.g. traces of surface runoff) and (iii) local data
collection in the field (e.g. soil moisture, grain size distri-
bution). The focus on variables that can be assessed from a
distance in the landscape makes the method suitable for map-
ping larger areas than traditional field mapping. The mapping
method is developed and tested for the 60 km2 Hochschwab
area in Austria. The field mapping is used to specify a surface
runoff propensity index which is tested against the spatial
distribution of observed sink holes in the area. The mapping
indicates that, in the study region, runoff occurs much more
frequently in the poorly karstified dolomitic areas than in the
limestone areas that are highly karstified. On dolomites, low
permeable soils or debris prevail, often resulting in a per-
manent surface drainage network. On karstified limestone,
sometimes overlaid by debris, surface runoff only occurs
through infiltration excess at high rainfall intensities. Over-
all the analyses suggest that the mapping method is suitable
for efficiently and reliably identifying spatial patterns of the
ability of the landscape to produce and convey surface runoff
in karst areas.

1 Introduction

Karst groundwater is an important source for drinking wa-
ter in many countries around the world. In Austria, numer-
ous karst springs exist, e.g. in the Northern Calcareous Alps,
where the water is used for the drinking water supply of Vi-
enna (e.g. Plan et al., 2010). In karst areas, soils tend to be
shallow, and the fast drainage through the karst system make
karst springs very vulnerable to pollution in the source areas.
Pollution may include faeces from cattle farming and wild
animals, tourism, and accidental fuel spills on forest roads.
Safeguarding the quality of karst springs therefore involves
land management of the source areas in order to minimize
the risk of pollution. An understanding of the processes of
surface runoff may enhance the efficiency of the land man-
agement by quantifying the hazard of contaminant input into
the karst system, particularly during high-intensity convec-
tive storms. During convective storms, flow processes tend
to accelerate (Bonacci, 2001a); they therefore play an impor-
tant role in material mobilization and transport. The longer
contaminants are in contact with the surface water, the more
likely is their transport to sink holes and further into the karst
system towards the spring. Frequent surface runoff in karst
areas can therefore be associated with high contamination
risk, all other factors being equal.

At the plot scale, the propensity of areas to produce sur-
face runoff is usually mapped by field surveys (e.g. Peschke
et al., 1998; Scherrer and Naef, 2003) based on a detailed
mapping of hydrological properties, often including sprin-
kling experiments (Markart et al., 2004). Such mapping ex-
ercises have been used to develop methodologies for identi-
fying hydrological response units (HRUs). HRUs are based
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on the idea that areas of similar physiographic properties,
such as slope aspect, vegetation type and soil type, imply
hydrological similarity, i.e. similar runoff response (Flügel,
1995). The way the layers of information are combined can
have various degrees of process representation. For example,
Flügel (1995) combined the layers by reasoning for a unit
to represent “rangeland on gley soil at the valley floor with
shallow groundwater over impervious bedrock”.

In karstic catchments, traditional mapping methods tend to
focus on the geology and the hydrogeology (e.g. Andreo et
al., 2006; Goldscheider, 2015), which comprise the lithology,
the existence of faults and their permeability, the location of
karst forms (e.g. dolines, poljes) and, less often, soil surveys.
The focus on geology may be related to the wider availability
of geological maps than soil maps and to the deep subsurface
flow paths feeding karst springs. Sprinkling experiments in
the limestone region of southeastern Spain were used for elu-
cidating the mechanisms of runoff generation and infiltration.
For example, Calvo-Cases et al. (2003) found that runoff on
bare patches was mainly generated by the Hortonian mecha-
nism. At the slope scale, Hortonian discontinuous runoff oc-
curred on the most degraded slopes or during high-intensity
rain events, and mixed runoff generation on less degraded
slopes or on previously wet soils. For both types, there was a
patchwork of runoff and runon areas. Li et al. (2011) found
vegetation cover, litter and rainfall intensity to be the main
controls of infiltration rates, and the presence of bare soil
and rainfall intensity to be the main controls of the runoff
coefficient. Canton et al. (2016) found generally higher clay
contents towards the foot of hillslopes which explained the
increase of soil moisture downslope at depths of 0.1–0.35 m.
Macropores (rock and soil cracks) disconnected the surface
water fluxes and reduced runon to the lower part of the hill-
slope during wet periods. The spatial connectivity of flow
processes tends to enhance fast contaminant transport (West-
ern et al., 1998, 2001), but Fiener et al. (2011) point out that
the effects of patchiness and the spatial organization of land-
scape characteristics on flow and transport processes are still
poorly understood.

Z. Fu et al. (2016) studied the role of “epikarst” in near-
surface hydrological processes in a subtropical karst region
of southwestern China based on plot-scale rainfall simula-
tion experiments. They found that more than 70 % of the total
rainfall moved vertically through the shallow soil layer and
was redistributed as subsurface flow at the soil–epikarst in-
terface or percolated deeper into the rock. T. Fu et al. (2015,
2016) and Chen et al. (2010) identified the spatial variability
of the topsoil saturated hydraulic conductivity, surface soil
water content and soil moisture dynamics as the main con-
trols of infiltration in a small karst catchment in a subtropical
region of China, and Peng and Wang (2012) found that sur-
face runoff from the karstic hillslopes in southwestern China
was much less than that from non-karstic areas and that lime-
stone fissures and fractures played important roles in surface

runoff generation on karst limestone slopes due to their large
infiltration and storage capacities.

At the scales of a couple of square kilometres or more,
which are more relevant from a management perspective,
karst studies are traditionally based on GIS tools with little
field validation. Vulnerability is often mapped by combining
various layers of spatial data such as vegetation, land use,
soil texture and geology (e.g. Flügel, 1995; Cost Action 620,
2003). Walter et al. (2000) presented a GIS-based concep-
tual approach to assessing water quality risk in agricultural
catchments based on the variable source area concept, fol-
lowing Frankenberger et al. (1999). They used the term hy-
drologically sensitive area (HSA) to refer to areas that are
especially prone to generating runoff and therefore transport-
ing contaminants to surface water bodies. HSAs are similar
to HRUs, but differ from them in terms of their stronger em-
phasis on flow connectivity and transport of contaminants.
The method was further developed by Thomas et al. (2016)
by the use of lidar elevation models and by validation against
rainfall and quick-flow measurements. Similar to the HSA
concept, Plan et al. (2009) identified “ultra-vulnerable areas”
using a mapping procedure that involves the automatic de-
lineation of local catchment boundaries of individual karst
forms.

The purpose of this paper is to propose a method that al-
lows the mapping of surface runoff propensity in karstic envi-
ronments at the catchment scale. The main innovation of the
method is that it allows the more rapid mapping of larger ar-
eas than the traditional geological mapping paradigm which
consists of traversing the entire region of interest on foot.
The study is set in a 63 km2 karst plateau in Austria which is
the recharge area of the main springs of the Vienna drinking
water supply.

2 Case study area

The study area is part of the Hochschwab massif, one of the
important karst areas in Austria. It consists of Triassic lime-
stones and dolostones with a thickness of up to 2000 m. The
karstified rocks sit on shales and sandstones of the Werfen
formation (Mandl et al., 2002). The geological set-up has led
to intensive karstification including numerous cave systems
and a range of surface karst forms such as dolines, karren,
polje and ponors.

Due to the tectonic structure (Decker et al., 2006), the
main karst spring (LKAS2) is situated at the northern slope
of the Hochschwab massif. The catchment (Fig. 1) of the
main spring covers an area of about 60 km2. Elevations
range from 650 to 2277 m a.s.l. with a mean elevation
of 1720 m a.s.l. (Stadler and Strobl, 2006). The vegetation
mainly comprises forests, krummholz areas, alpine pastures
on the plateau and badlands in the peak regions. Alpine farm-
ing and touristic activities during the summer months are im-
portant land use activities and potential sources for contam-
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Figure 1. Area subject to mapping (red line) in the catchment of the Hochschwab spring (LKAS2). Yellow circles indicate the locations of
Figs. 2, 3 and 5.

ination of the karst aquifer. Additionally, faeces of wildlife
may contaminate the aquifer.

A hydrogeological map was compiled based on a detailed
geological map (Mandl et al., 2002) and information from
additional mapping surveys. The basic concept of compiling
the map was the hydrogeological quality rating of the rocks,
according to the “rock quality designation” (RQD) concept
of exploration geology (Stadler et al., 2016). This hydrogeo-
logical quality rating describes fundamental properties of the
rocks such as karstification capacity; tectonic stress related to
water storage capacity; and permeability, bedding, underline
and fall. The objective was to combine different lithological
units with units with similar hydrogeological behaviour.

The delineation of the catchment boundaries of the spring
is based on two pieces of information: the detailed geolog-
ical mapping and investigation of geological structures, and
a long-term analysis of stable isotopes, 18O and deuterium,
which provided robust estimates of the mean altitude of the
spring (Stadler and Strobl, 2006). Spring discharge measure-
ments with high temporal resolution (15 min) have been con-
ducted by Vienna Water since 1992. A stream gauge at the
Spitzboden site is used to assess whether the local stream
is permanent or not. The catchment boundary differs signifi-
cantly from the topographic boundary of the spring.

3 Method of process-based mapping of surface runoff
propensity

The proposed method of mapping runoff characteristics con-
sists of combining (i) prior spatial information (e.g. geolog-
ical map, digital elevation model), (ii) a visual assessment
from a distance at the landscape scale (e.g. traces of surface
runoff, spatial extent of hydrologically homogeneous areas)
and (iii) local data collection in the field (e.g. soil moisture,

grain size distribution). The mapping results in a classifica-
tion of the entire landscape, which is used for calculating a
surface runoff propensity index. The mapping method was
developed and tested for the Hochschwab area.

Before starting the field campaign, available spatial infor-
mation of the study region was analysed. A lidar data set at
1 m resolution was used to obtain a prior understanding of the
geomorphology of the area (including karst forms), and for
orientation in the field. A hydrogeological map was analysed
to obtain an understanding of the bedrock (Stadler and Strobl,
2006; based on geological and tectonic information by Mandl
et al., 2002; Decker, 2006; and Bryda et al., 2013). On the
basis of both maps, strategic lookout points were identified
that were suitable for a landscape-scale assessment. These
were mainly vegetation-free hilltops or locations on counter
slopes, preferably with the line of sight orthogonal to the land
surface, and that were accessible during the campaign.

During the field campaign, the field researcher positioned
him- or herself at a lookout point. On the basis of a visual as-
sessment of the landscape, its geomorphology, apparent soil
characteristics, surface runoff traces, water logging and veg-
etation patterns (“reading the landscape”) the field researcher
then tentatively delineated polygons on the map with ap-
proximately homogenous characteristics (HRUs) and spec-
ified these characteristics. Next he or she selected represen-
tative points in these polygons, still from the lookout point, to
test their position and characteristics. Selection and number
of points depended on the size of the polygon (more points
in larger areas), line of sight from the lookout point (no in-
terruption by vegetation), and the spatial patterns of simi-
larity indicators such as morphology and slope. He or she
then walked to these representative points and performed lo-
cal measurements (soil depth, grain size, soil moisture, etc.)
which they used to revise the polygons or characteristics, if
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necessary. The procedure was repeated starting with the next
lookout point. In some cases it was found to be more prac-
tical to apply the method in reversed order. Representative
points, i.e. positions where a significant change in properties
were found while walking on a slope, were mapped locally
and the transfer to the area was done afterwards from a look-
out point.

The mapping of the polygons, or HRUs, involves four
characteristics, and each polygon consists of a combination
of these characteristics (Table 1):

a. Geology (3 classes). Three geological classes occur
in the study region according to the geological map:
limestone (KAL), dolomite (DOL) and calcareous sand
stone (KSS). The three classes mainly differ in their
karstification potential. KAL is much more karstified
than DOL and KSS, and thus cracks and fissures pre-
dominantly lead to immediate percolation into the karst
system. DOL and KSS bedrock often show ponding
characteristics, which favour the generation of surface
runoff and lateral subsurface flow towards a drainage
network. The classification was based on the hydrogeo-
logical map and was checked during the field campaign,
and was complemented by an assessment of the karstifi-
cation capacity and tectonic stress related to water stor-
age capacity based on the quality designation concept.
Finally, the infiltration capacity of the bedrock was clas-
sified into high, medium and low on the basis of the ge-
ological classes and the additional hydrogeological as-
sessment above for each polygon.

b. Soils and debris (8 classes). The main mapping item
was the type of the loose material, debris and soils along
with their infiltration characteristics. Grain sizes were
visually assessed. One soil sample per site at selected
mapping points was sieved to obtain information about
water storage capacity and infiltration capability, using
a 2 mm sieve to separate sand and gravel (i.e. fraction of
material larger than 2 mm in vol %). The 2 mm thresh-
old was chosen as it lends itself to dry sieving and be-
cause of its frequent use in soil mapping as a threshold
between fine and coarse material (AG Boden, 1994).
These measurements are quick to make and require a
minimum of equipment. A total of 26 points was se-
lected for detailed analyses during the field campaigns.
Soil depths were mapped based on visible soil profiles
at slope cuttings. They were classified into four groups
(< 0.1, 0.1–0.5, 0.5–1, > 1 m). Deeper soils indicate
larger storage capacity and delayed runoff. Table 3 pro-
vides a summary of the soil and debris type classifica-
tion.

An important item in this study was the mapping of
surface runoff traces at hillslopes, such as washed out
sediments and bent vegetation. Characteristics related
to surface runoff were visually mapped from a distance,

particularly observable permanent flow (drainage net-
work and springs), indications for temporary surface
flow (such as dry creeks), bent vegetation (post-event),
erosion traces on the hillslopes or sediment that accu-
mulated during surface flow. The observations on a par-
ticular day reflected all visible traces from the events
during a period preceding the mapping date. Some of
the surveys were performed immediately after heavy
storms (e.g. a storm on 4 August 2013), which al-
lowed mapping of particularly clear traces of surface
runoff (post-event surveys; see for example Borga et al.,
2008). Intense and large storm events may also leave
traces of infiltration excess runoff on the highly perme-
able debris. Temporary and permanent creeks were vi-
sually mapped (also from a distance), and the order of
magnitude of the flow width was estimated visually (0,
0–10, 10–100, > 100 m). Water logging occurrences,
also found using mapping vegetation wetness indica-
tors (Markart et al., 2004; Rogger et al., 2012), assisted
in identifying areas where saturation excess is deemed
to occur frequently. Water logging and surface runoff
traces are related to the soils and were therefore used as
one of the indicators for the soil classification.
Another spatio-temporal characteristic variable is soil
moisture, which was measured during the field cam-
paigns by portable TDR (“ThetaProbe”, UMS) equip-
ment down to 6 cm depth. Standard equations recom-
mended by the sensor producer were used to trans-
form the measured dielectric constant to volumetric
water content for organic and mineral soils (UMS,
2001). Measurements at characteristic points were per-
formed primarily to confirm (or otherwise) the assessed
drainage characteristics of the corresponding polygon.
The measurements were conducted to assess the spa-
tial variability of soil moisture (e.g. seven points in
the Spitzboden test area) and the temporal variability
(e.g. 11 points along an easily accessible transect on
three dates).
Typical karst forms were identified from a distance, and
the locations were cross-checked with the hydrogeolog-
ical map and the 1 m elevation model. Only those karst
forms were mapped that were considered significant re-
garding surface runoff and subsequent direct infiltration.
These were generally non-filled sinks with runoff traces
indicating a sizeable local catchment. Finally, the infil-
tration capacity of the soils and debris layer was classi-
fied into high, medium and low on the basis of the soils
and debris information described above for each poly-
gon, including general morphology (i.e. apparent karst
forms), soil moisture measurements, water logging and
surface runoff traces.

c. Vegetation (2 classes). Vegetation cover was assigned
one of two classes, dense vegetation (SVE) and sparse
vegetation (GVE). Dense alpine forest does not occur on
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the plateau. Areas with dense grassland (SVE) mostly
exhibit soils with significant organic matter and high
moisture content. Sparse vegetation was assigned to an
area not fully covered by vegetation, i.e. included ar-
eas with bare soil or bare rock. Since the campaigns
were conducted in the summer and the focus was on
summer conditions, the vegetation state during the cam-
paigns was considered representative. Wetness indica-
tors based on hydrophilic plants were mapped accord-
ing to Markart et al. (2004) (also see Rogger et al., 2012,
for application of the method). The occurrence of wet-
ness indicators indicates low storage capacity (high lo-
cal groundwater table), reduced infiltration capacity and
the potential for preferential surface flow paths.

d. Infiltration capacity (3 classes). As a synthesis of the
classifications of the infiltration capacity of the bedrock
and that of the soils and debris, and accounting for veg-
etation effects, the overall infiltration capacity of each
polygon was classified in situ by the field researcher
(Table 1) into three classes: high (HIN), medium (MIN)
and low (GIN) infiltration capacity. Conceptually it was
considered to represent the infiltration capacity for a
typical summer storm, across a polygon. This classifi-
cation is an attempt of an overall evaluation of the infil-
tration capacity of the rock–soil–vegetation continuum
in the field. The overall capacity was therefore deter-
mined as the minimum of the infiltration capacities of
the two layers: soils–debris and bedrock. For example,
low infiltration capacity of the soils and debris and high
infiltration capacity of the bedrock was considered to
result in an overall low infiltration capacity. High infil-
tration capacity of the soils and debris and medium in-
filtration capacity of the bedrock was considered to re-
sult in an overall medium infiltration capacity. The min-
imum was chosen as an approximation to the effective
hydraulic conductivity of a layered porous medium with
flow perpendicular to the layers which is the harmonic
mean of the individual conductivities. To account for the
effect of vegetation on the infiltration capacity, in case
of dense grassland (SVE) the overall infiltration capac-
ity was reduced from high to medium (the other two
classes were not changed). This change reflects the up-
take of water by the vegetation and enhanced surface
runoff on mountain meadows (Markart et al., 2004). In
some areas, the classification was clear. For example,
on the high alpine, intensely karstified plateau with no
significant soils, no vegetation, but clearly visible karst
forms, the high infiltration capacity classification was
obvious. In other areas, the characteristics within the
polygons were heterogeneous, so the classification was
more difficult. Typically, units with a scale of more than
100 m were resolved (e.g. a debris area of 200 m length)
while smaller units were lumped into the same polygon
(e.g. an area with debris at the foot of a slope of 20 m

Table 2. Hydrological response units of Fig. 2.

No. Geology Soils, debris Vegetation Infiltration
capacity

1 Limestone Bare bedrock Sparse High
2 Limestone Coarse debris Sparse High
4 Limestone Boulders Sparse High
7 Limestone Loam Dense Medium
8 Dolomite Bare bedrock Sparse Low
12 Dolomite Loam Dense Medium
13 Calcareous sandstone Loam Dense Medium
16 Calcareous sandstone Boulders Dense High
17 Calcareous sandstone Organic soils Dense Low

length). This synthesis step also allowed a plausibility
check of the polygon delineation in terms of the homo-
geneity of the polygons and their mapped properties.

This approach contrasts with the traditional geological map-
ping paradigm which consists of traversing the entire region
on foot. The proposed approach uses variables that can be
assessed from a distance in the landscape. While the accu-
racy may be somewhat lower, it enables the rapid mapping of
larger areas. In this study, a total area of 63 km2 was mapped
by one person within a total of 12 days, a 2-day campaign in
July 2012 and a campaign from 1 July to 6 September 2013.

4 Examples of mapping results

Figure 2 shows an example of the mapped polygons, with the
explanation of the units in Table 2. Polygons no. 1, no. 4 and
no. 7 consist of limestone (KAL) and differ in their overly-
ing material and debris: in polygon no. 1 bare rock occurs,
no. 4 is a rockfall area and no. 7 is flatter and exhibits a thin
soil layer. Soil samples indicated fine soils (BOF, Table 3).
All three polygons show sparse vegetation (GVE). No. 13,
no. 16 and no. 17 are examples for underlying calcareous
sandstone (KSS) with low permeabilities compared to KAL.
They differ in their slopes, which has led to different soil
sedimentation processes. The flat area in no. 17 shows or-
ganic soils with high wetness (BOO). A drainage network
originates in this polygon, which forms a permanent creek.
In polygon no. 13 much less organic material has been de-
posited, but there is a high fraction of fine material in the
soil (BOF) (identified by detailed mapping). Polygon no. 16
is a rockfall area, but the vegetation cover (SVE) indicates
some water storage in the debris fed by runoff from the ad-
jacent bare rock areas and supported by the ponding proper-
ties of the underlying KSS. Except for no. 17, surface runoff
traces such as gullies are not pronounced in the polygons,
which indicates low surface runoff propensity and significant
deep percolation.

Figure 3 shows a cross section of the mapping results in
the Spitzboden area (see Fig. 1). Bare dolomitic rock at the
Plankogel (far southwest, left in Fig. 3) shows low infiltration
capacity, because of its small fissures. Precipitation falling
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Table 3. Classification of “soils and debris” type into 8 classes.

Type Name Description
(acronym)

OLG Bare rock Bare rock (no soils), properties of geology control runoff generation
HSF Fine debris Debris predominantly fine material from dolomitic rocks, low permeability, medium to

high storage capacity
HSG Coarse debris Debris predominantly coarse material, often at the bottom of steep calcareous slopes
BST Boulders Rockfall material: large boulders, infiltration properties of underlying geology (mainly

limestone) becomes dominant
FLS Fluviatile sand Fine fluviatile sediments (small depth), connected to permanent water flow (creek bed,

riparian zone), occurs rarely
BOF Loam Soil with high fraction of fine material, mainly Neogene (“red loam”, secondary sediments

from crystalline), comprise organic material, potential humus, grain size: silt–clay, very
low permeability

BOG Coarse sand Soil with low/no fraction of fine material, developed in situ mainly over limestone, small
depths, occurs also at steeper slopes, very low storage

BOO Organic soil Soil with significant organic components (humus), mainly above BOF with shallow
impermeable layers, low storage

Figure 2. Example of delineation of response units based on Table 1. For an explanation of units see Table 2. To illustrate the scale, the
diameter of polygon no. 16 from left to right is approximately 300 m.

on these areas will mostly flow towards the debris and the
drainage network on the surface, due to the steep slopes.
Only at high precipitation intensities will water flow through
the debris and reach the drainage network as surface runoff;
otherwise it is expected to infiltrate into the debris and con-
tribute to the springs. In these ditches connected to the neigh-
bouring rock walls only occasional surface runoff traces were
found in the field. The springs form a drainage system and a
small creek, which sinks into a karst doline right after the

stream gauge location. The bottom of the Spitzboden (centre
in Fig. 3) is dominated by low permeable sediments overlain
by soils with high organic contents. A permanent drainage
system exists, which facilitates surface and subsurface flow
generated by the precipitation on the area itself and subsur-
face flow from the neighbouring dolomitic debris. Due to the
available but low storage capacity of the organic soil (BOO),
surface runoff is expected to be slightly delayed (saturation
overland flow). On the neighbouring debris, temporary sur-
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Figure 3. Cross section of the Spitzboden area illustrating the mapped properties (geology, soils and debris, vegetation, and infiltration
capacity; see Table 1). Yellow and grey shading relates to organic soil layer and coarse debris from the wall in the northeast (NE), respectively.
Blue arrows indicate dominant drainage directions during a typical summer storm; a higher density of arrows indicates larger fluxes.

face runoff traces (small ditches) were observed, but springs
at the bottom of the slope indicate that, most of the time,
precipitation infiltrates and subsurface flow tends to occur
at the interface to the relatively low permeability underlying
dolomite (interflow, shallow groundwater flow). Permanent
spring discharge could be observed, which contributes to the
Spitzboden drainage network. However, the small ditches in-
dicate surface runoff towards the lower permeable organic
soils, i.e. the network, at high rainfall intensities. Rocks in
the northeastern parts (right in Fig. 3) are calcareous sand-
stones and limestones with high infiltration capacities. From
the Spitzboden to the foot of the Schaufelwand the bare rock
is covered by coarse debris (gravel) and rockfall material
with very high permeability. It is very likely that precipita-
tion falling on these areas contributes very little to the Spitz-
boden creek. Direct infiltration is dominant with subsequent
deep percolation into the karst system. Exceptions are the
very steep slopes where surface runoff can occur but will in-
filtrate immediately into the debris at the slope bottom, as
inferred by the short flow lengths of the gullies observed.

5 Definition of the surface runoff propensity index

An index is proposed based on the mapped infiltration ca-
pacity to summarize typical patterns of surface runoff. We
term this index the “surface runoff propensity index”. It is
intended to reflect the likelihood of a particular location to
exhibit surface runoff during high-intensity summer storms.
Since the rainfall mechanisms are rather uniform in the study
area, the index focuses on the infiltration capacity of the
soil as well as topographic slope. The latter reflects the field
observation in the study area that steep slopes tend to ex-
hibit surface runoff more frequently than flatter slopes with
the same soil types. Even in intensely karstified areas with
coarse debris on steep slopes, surface runoff was observed to
occur. Traces (gullies) were observed resulting from runon
from bare rock areas above and surface runoff generated on
the area itself. For example, Fig. 5 shows traces of a tem-
porary flow path above highly permeable sediment after the
extreme event on 4 August 2013. The flow path collected
surface runoff from the steep upslope areas (bare rock and
debris) associated with the infiltration excess mechanism. In-
corporating topographic slope in the surface runoff propen-
sity index is mainly intended to represent the steep slopes of
karstified bare rock and debris with high and medium infiltra-
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Mapped infiltration capacity

Slope > 20° Slope > 20°

No NoYes Yes

High Medium Low

No surface runoff Low prop. Low prop. Medium prop. High prop.

Figure 4. Decision tree for assigning the propensity index to the
mapped polygons of infiltration capacity.

tion capacities. For areas with low infiltration capacity, slope
was not used in the index.

The index values are estimated by a decision tree from the
classified infiltration capacity and topography (Fig. 4). Four
classes were defined: no surface runoff and low, medium and
high surface propensity. No surface runoff can be expected
at locations with coarse sediments and debris and intensely
karstified rocks with high infiltration capacity (HIN) in rel-
atively flat areas. The surface roughness of these areas is
high, and rainfall as well as rare infiltration excess surface
flow will infiltrate immediately. The field mapping and mor-
phologic analyses showed that 20◦ is the range of threshold
slopes beyond which gullies occur much more frequently,
so the threshold slope was set to 20◦. Low propensity is
assigned to areas with intensely karstified rocks with high
infiltration (HIN) and steep slopes (slope > 20◦) as well as
areas with medium infiltration (MIN) and flat slopes. Only
short gullies can sometimes be observed on steep slopes in
these areas. Clear surface runoff traces were not observed,
but ephemeral surface runoff with very short flow lengths
(< 10 m) and subsequent infiltration in adjacent areas may
sometimes occur. Medium propensity is assigned to areas
with medium infiltration (MIN) and steep slopes. Traces of
temporary surface runoff are clearly evident (gullies with sur-
face flow lengths of up to about 100 m) in these areas. High
propensity is assigned to areas with low infiltration (GIN),
showing a pronounced drainage network with surface flow
lengths generally much larger than 100 m. This class is inde-
pendent of the slope.

6 Testing the surface runoff propensity index

The spatial pattern of the surface runoff propensity index
(four classes, Fig. 4) was tested by comparing it with patterns
of sink holes identified from the digital terrain model (DTM).
The sink holes were identified by aggregating the 1 m DTM
to 3 m and delineating pixels without outflow. The sink hole
distribution was not used for estimating the index, so can be
used for testing it. The index was processed on a raster with
a cell size of 10 m.

Figure 6 shows a detail of the study area including the
Spitzboden catchment, where permanent runoff was ob-
served. The location of the sinks (Fig. 6b) corresponds very
well with the areas of index no. 1, which indicates no sur-
face runoff. High propensity is assigned to the areas with
less karstified bare rock (DOL), sometimes overlaid by low
permeability debris and organic soils. In these areas surface
runoff can occur very often and, depending on the morphol-
ogy, a permanent drainage network is likely to develop. Even
formation of ponds and small lakes, such as the one in the
southeastern part of the test catchment, is possible. In the
large karstified areas the distinction between low (no. 2) and
medium (no. 3) is mainly a result of differences in the topo-
graphic slope (Fig. 4). In these areas only temporary surface
runoff occurs with very short flow lengths until the flow sinks
into highly permeable debris or dolines.

In Fig. 7 the surface runoff propensity index in the whole
study area (Hochschwab region, Fig. 7a) is plotted and com-
pared to the sink holes (Fig. 7b). No surface runoff is cal-
culated in 11 % (7 km2), low propensity in 65 % (41 km2),
medium propensity in 21 % (13 km2) and high propensity in
3 % (2 km2) of the study area.

7 Discussion

7.1 Strengths and limitations of the method

The main advantage of the proposed mapping method over
traditional field mapping (e.g. Scherrer and Naef, 2003) is its
ability to use variables that can be assessed from a distance in
the landscape, so large areas can be mapped efficiently. The
main advantage over traditional vulnerability mapping (e.g.
Cost Action 620, 2003; Andreo et al., 2006) is the incorpo-
ration of hydrological processes in the mapping.

Rogger et al. (2012) used geologic maps, orthophotos and
geomorphic information to identify the dominant subsurface
processes in Alpine catchments. These were combined with
the surface runoff process maps of Markart et al. (2004) that
are based on sprinkling experiments using vegetation and
soil characteristics as indicators for event runoff coefficients.
Sprinkling experiments are logistically challenging in remote
alpine areas of the size of the study area. Instead, the map-
ping method in this study puts more emphasis on “reading
the landscape” for delineating HRUs and classifying them
according to geology, soils and debris, vegetation, and in-
filtration capacity. Spotting karst forms and surface runoff
traces are an important part of the method. The field mapping
is supported by morphological and geological maps, but they
are not directly used for HRU delineation as in traditional
vulnerability mapping. Additionally, the location of springs
provides in situ information on the hydrogeology (see for ex-
ample Cervi et al., 2017).

The mapping catalogue proposed here is defined in a way
that it maximizes the information that can be mapped in
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Figure 5. Examples of traces of surface runoff paths from the extreme event on 4 August 2013 (photos taken 4 days after event at location
indicated in Fig. 1). Thin blue arrows: surface runoff traces on highly permeable gravel and debris; thick blue arrows: larger surface runoff
paths, collecting runoff from larger areas during the event. The main water flow path in (a) ends at the edge of the rock wall, and (b) shows
the situation at the foot of the wall. The red circle indicates the leafless vegetation caused by a temporary waterfall (water and debris). For
illustrating the scale: the flow length of the main flow path in (a) is approximately 20 m.

Figure 6. Comparison of the surface runoff propensity index (a) with sink holes (b). Sink holes have been automatically generated from
the lidar terrain model at 3 m resolution. Shading represents topography from the 1 m terrain model. Black polygon shows the topographic
catchment of the Spitzboden stream gauge.

the field with a view of surface runoff propensity, includ-
ing infiltration and storage characteristics as well as imme-
diate response vs. delayed response. Of course, like in any

field-mapping method, some subjectivity is involved but min-
imized by the use of a catalogue. Used as a “recipe” it will
provide similar but not identical polygons if used by differ-
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Figure 7. (a) Surface runoff propensity index in the whole study region (Hochschwab region). (b) Sink holes from the terrain model. Shading
represents topography from the 1 m terrain model.

ent field researchers, due to differences in the path choices of
the individuals and selection of representative points to ver-
ify the properties. Also, the mapping scale has an element of
subjectivity, i.e. which sub-scale variability is allowed. How-
ever, a careful application of the method should provide very
similar areas with high propensity (e.g. bare dolomitic rock
with low infiltration capacity of the small fissures and perma-
nently wet areas). The date of the field work may sometimes
influence the results as visual traces of surface runoff are re-
lated to intense rainfall events in the preceding weeks. We
would like to point out that alternative methods usually also
involve a certain level of subjectivity in terms of the choice
of variables and model structure. In vegetation mapping, for
example, due to the typically large diversity it is difficult to
assure that all species within an area are resolved. A trade-
off always exists between mapping effort and mapping scale
(resolution), particularly when mapping large areas, and ev-
ery method has limitations in terms of accessibility and visi-
bility in remote regions.

We used the mapping results for estimating a surface
runoff propensity index at the pixel scale (10 m× 10 m) that
is a measure of the frequency with which surface runoff oc-
curs. Although the pixel scale is 10 m, the aggregation scale
is larger as it is mainly controlled by the size of the mapped
polygons, which are on average 32 ha in area. The hydrolog-
ical characteristics do vary within the polygons. This means
that the smaller scale spatial variability is not explicitly rep-
resented by the index.

The index also points towards possible flow lengths, as ar-
eas of more frequent runoff generation in the study region are
typically also those with larger flow lengths. The propensity
index is derived from the mapped infiltration capacity and to-
pographic slope. It compares well against the sink hole dis-
tribution. The index can be used for a rapid regional assess-
ment of contamination risk for water resource purposes. Ad-
ditionally, the index could be used for supporting the param-
eter estimation of a rainfall–runoff model in the context of
the “dominant processes concept” (e.g. Grayson and Blöschl,
2000; Reszler et al., 2008) and more generally for region-
alizing hydrological characteristics related to surface runoff
(Blöschl et al., 1995; Blöschl, 2006).

7.2 Surface runoff generation processes

In karstic areas, surface runoff occurrence depends on the
infiltration properties of the soil, debris and the underly-
ing geology. In the study area, organic soils have mostly
developed above poorly karstified rocks and hence low-
permeability lithology such as dolomite. In these areas, a
permanent drainage network is prone to occur and the soils
have small storage capacities, and water logging, including
the formation of ponds, is likely to occur, leading to fre-
quent surface runoff. Both the local drainage network and
the ponds drain into the karst. Processes on these areas have
substantial similarity to the saturation overland flow mecha-
nism (Dunne, 1983), which is common in humid climates at
the foot of hillslopes as they flatten out. Such areas are im-
portant to identify, but their extents in karstic catchments are
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sometimes small. In the Hochschwab study region, 3 % of the
area was classified as high surface runoff propensity based on
the index. When substantial debris is found above the pond-
ing layer, mostly in dolomitic areas with higher slopes, lo-
cal springs indicate the dominance of storage and subsurface
flow that exfiltrates and feeds the local drainage network.
Traces of surface runoff paths above the debris were visi-
ble during the surveys, but pronounced continuous flow paths
were hardly found. This implies that flow connectivity to the
creek is only established at high rainfall intensities.

The mean altitude of the recharge area of the spring is
about 1700 m a.s.l. and soils are shallow and sparsely veg-
etated. In some parts of the area, losses due to evapotran-
spiration may play a role for the general soil moisture status
in summer (e.g. in areas with high local groundwater lev-
els, water-logged areas). These characteristics are captured
by the mapping and are classified as a relative high surface
runoff propensity. It is possible that, after long dry periods,
these areas are drier than predicted by the index. However,
given the depth to the groundwater table in most of the area,
long-term spring water balances could not be used to validate
the index (Bonacci, 2001b).

In the highly karstified areas of the study region, often
overlaid by debris and/or a thin humus layer, surface runoff
occurs only during high-intensity storms and is therefore
very rare. This is consistent with the literature (e.g. Zhang
et al., 2011; Peng and Wang, 2012). The storm of 4 Au-
gust 2013 (return period of about 10 years) allowed the map-
ping of particularly clear surface runoff traces during a post-
event survey. Rainfall intensities of about 100 mm in 75 min
were recorded at the nearby stations, which is on the order of
the rainfall necessary for generating surface runoff obtained
by sprinkling experiments in semi-arid karstic environments
(Li et al., 2011; Calvo-Cases et al., 2003). The index results
suggest that in about 75 % of the area no surface runoff oc-
curs or the surface runoff propensity is low. However, some
high-intensity (local) rainfall events are likely to occur every
summer, which do produce surface runoff even in areas that
are highly karstified.

7.3 Transferability of the method

The index proposed in this paper could also be adopted for
non-karstic regions. The overall methodology of combining
prior spatial information, a visual assessment from a distance
at the landscape scale and local data collection in the field,
as well as the combination of geological, soils and debris,
and vegetation information may remain similar. However, the
individual geological, soils and vegetation classes will ob-
viously change. Also, some of the field instrumental meth-
ods may change, depending on the local hydrology, as other
processes may gain more importance, e.g. lateral subsurface
flow, shallow groundwater level fluctuations, connectivity of
flow paths, runoff routing. Of course, stream gauging would
become more important in non-karstic areas. Runoff dynam-

ics may point towards possible runoff components, and water
balance considerations relying on accurate catchment bound-
aries may indicate losses by evapotranspiration that can as-
sist in estimating soil moisture dynamics during the period
of field work. Also, surface runoff traces will be much more
frequent in non-karstic areas, and capturing events by post-
event surveys will become more likely.

In any case, the field researchers play a very important role
in assessing the hydrological situation. Even though this im-
plies some subjectivity, we believe the additional information
obtained during the field campaigns outweighs any subjec-
tivity. Aerial photos such as from drones could be useful to
resolve more spatial detail than the aerial photos used here,
but visibility in the forests is an issue.

8 Conclusions

A new method for mapping the propensity for surface runoff
in karst areas is proposed. The method puts emphasis on
“reading the landscape”. It includes information that can be
assessed from a distance, such as visible traces of overland
flow, so large areas can be mapped efficiently. The outcome
of the mapping is a tessellation of the landscape into hydro-
logical response units, based on a classification of the ge-
ology, soils and debris, vegetation, and infiltration capacity.
The method was applied to the karstic Hochschwab area in
Austria. In this region, surface runoff is generally more fre-
quent in less karstified dolomitic areas than in limestone ar-
eas. Low-permeability soils or debris are more likely to occur
above dolomitic geology, where a permanent drainage net-
work tends to develop. A “surface runoff propensity index” is
estimated from the classified infiltration capacity obtained by
the mapping. It represents an index of how frequently surface
runoff may occur. The index compares well with the spatial
distribution of sink holes. The surface propensity index can
be used to assist in safeguarding the quality of the water sup-
ply from karst aquifers, particularly for optimizing land man-
agement and formulating water safety plans in a risk-based
procedure by comparing the patterns with potential contami-
nation loads. Since the overall conceptualization of the map-
ping procedure is generic to karst areas, it may be applied to
other karst regions around the world.
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vanović, Z., Springer International Publishing, Switzerland, 127–
145, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-12850-4_4, 2015.

Grayson, R. and Blöschl, G.: Summary of pattern comparison and
concluding remarks, chap. 14, in: Spatial Patterns in Catchment
Hydrology: Observations and Modelling, edited by: Grayson, R.
and Blöschl, G., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK,
355–367, 2000.

Li, X. Y., Contreras, S., Solé-Benet, A., Cantón, Y., Domingo, F.,
Lázaro, R., Lin, H., Van Wesemael, B., and Puigdefábregas, J.:
Controls of infiltration–runoff processes in Mediterranean karst
rangelands in SE Spain, Catena, 86, 98–109, 2011.

Mandl, G. W., Bryda, G., Kreuss, O., Moser, M., Pavlik, W.,
Decker, K., Draxler, I., Krystyn, L., and Piros, O.: Erstel-

Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 22, 6147–6161, 2018 www.hydrol-earth-syst-sci.net/22/6147/2018/

https://doi.org/10.1029/2005WR004319
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7111
https://doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2017.1393541
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-016-6222-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-016-6222-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.10650
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-12850-4_4


C. Reszler et al.: A propensity index for surface runoff on a karst plateau 6161

lung moderner geologischer Karten als Grundlage für karsthy-
drogeologische Spezialuntersuchungen im Hochschwabgebiet,
Bund-Bundesländer-Kooperation, Endbericht, Geologische Bun-
desanstalt, Wien, 211 pp., 2002.

Markart, G., Kohl, B., Sotier, B., Schauer, T., Bunza, G.,
and Stern, R.: Provisorische Geländeanleitung zur An-
schätzung des Oberflächenabflussbeiwertes auf alpinen
Boden-/Vegetationseinheiten bei konvektiven Starkregen
(Version 1.0), Dokumentation Nr. 3, Bundesministerium für
Land- und Forstwirtschaft, Umwelt und Wasserwirtschaft, 2004.

Peng, T. and Wang, S. J.: Effects of land use, land cover and rainfall
regimes on the surface runoff and soil loss on karst slopes in
southwest China, Catena, 90, 53–62, 2012.

Peschke, G., Etzenberg, C., Müller, G., Töpfer, J., and Zimmer-
mann, S.: Das wissensbasierte System FLAB – Ein Instrument
zur rechnergestützten Bestimmung von Landschaftseinheiten mit
gleicher Abflussbildung, IHI-Schr. 10, Int. Hochschulinstitut Zit-
tau, Zittau, Deutschland, 1998.

Plan, L., Decker, K., Faber, R., Wagreich, M., and Grase-
mann, B.: Karst morphology and groundwater vulnerability
of high alpine karst plateaus, Environ. Geol., 58, 285–297,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00254-008-1605-5, 2009.

Plan, L., Kuschnig, G., and Stadler, H.: Case Study: Kläffer Spring
– the major spring of the Vienna water supply (Austria), in:
Groundwater Hydrology of Springs – Engineering, Theory, Man-
agement, and Sustainability, edited by: Kresic, N. and Ste-
vanovic, Z., 411–427, https://doi.org/10.1016/C2009-0-19145-6,
2010.

Reszler, C., Komma, J., Blöschl, G., and Gutknecht, D.: Dominante
Prozesse und Ereignistypen zur Plausibilisierung flächendetail-
lierter Niederschlag-Abflussmodelle, Hydrol. Wasserbewirt., 52,
120–131, 2008.

Rogger, M., Kohl, B., Pirkl, H., Viglione, A., Komma, J., Kirn-
bauer, R., Merz, R., and Blöschl, G.: Runoff models and flood
frequency statistics for design flood estimation in Austria –
Do they tell a consistent story?, J. Hydrol., 456–457, 30–43,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2012.05.068, 2012.

Scherrer, S. and Naef, F.: A decision scheme to indicate dominant
hydrological flow processes on temperate grassland, Hydrol. Pro-
cess., 17, 391–401, https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.1131, 2003.

Stadler, H. and Strobl, E.: Hydrogeology Hochschwab. Summary,
Technical Report, Joanneum Research Graz, Graz, 76 pp., 2006.

Stadler, P, Häusler, H., Rogger, M., Savio, D., and Stadler, H.: A
field work orientated approach for complex karst aquifer charac-
terization, in: Karst without boundaries, CRC Taylor & Francis,
London, 179–197, https://doi.org/10.1201/b21380-16, 2016.

Thomas, I. A., Jordan, P., Mellander, P. E., Fenton, O., Shine, O.,
Ó hUallacháin, D., Creamer, R., McDonald, N. T., Dunlop, P.,
and Murphy, P. N. C.: Improving the identification of hydrologi-
cally sensitive areas using LiDAR DEMs for the delineation and
mitigation of critical source areas of diffuse pollution, Sci. Total
Environ., 556, 276–290, 2016.

UMS: Benutzerhandbuch zum ThetaProbe Soil Moisture Sen-
sor ML2x, UMS GmbH München, München, 2001.

Walter, M. T., Walter, M. F., Brooks, E. S., Steenhuis, T. S., Boll,
J., and Weiler, K.: Hydrologically sensitive areas: variable source
area hydrology implications for water quality risk assessment, J.
Soil Water Conserv., 55, 277–284, 2000.

Western, A. W., Blöschl, G., and Grayson, R. B.: How well do in-
dicator variograms capture the spatial connectivity of soil mois-
ture?, Hydrol. Process., 12, 1851–1868, 1998.

Western, A. W., Blöschl, G., and Grayson, R. B.: Towards capturing
hydrologically significant connectivity in spatial patterns, Water
Resour. Res., 37, 83–97, 2001.

Zhang, Z., Chen, X., Ghadouani, A., and Shi, P.: Modelling hy-
drological processes influenced by soil, rock and vegetation in
a small karst basin of southwest China, Hydrol. Process., 25,
2456–2470, 2011.

www.hydrol-earth-syst-sci.net/22/6147/2018/ Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 22, 6147–6161, 2018

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00254-008-1605-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/C2009-0-19145-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2012.05.068
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.1131
https://doi.org/10.1201/b21380-16

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Case study area
	Method of process-based mapping of surface runoff propensity
	Examples of mapping results
	Definition of the surface runoff propensity index
	Testing the surface runoff propensity index
	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations of the method
	Surface runoff generation processes
	Transferability of the method

	Conclusions
	Data availability
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Acknowledgements
	References

