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ABSTRACT

This study classified groundwater level variation types in rural areas by analyzing long-term groundwater level time series
and hydrogeological variables from 157 monitoring wells. Groundwater level trends and variability were quantified using
the Mann-Kendall test and Sen’s slope estimator, and a multivariate dataset including hydraulic conductivity, elevation,
depth, hydrogeological unit (HGU), and pumping rates was used to perform hierarchical cluster analysis and principal
component analysis (PCA). The cluster analysis identified four distinct groundwater level variation types-persistent
decline, stable increase, low variability, and high variability in highly permeable aquifers-reflecting differences in groundwater
response to geological, topographic, climatic, and anthropogenic factors. PCA showed that PC1 was dominated by
hydraulic conductivity, while PC2 was primarily governed by groundwater level trend with secondary hydrogeologic
influences. These components effectively summarized major groundwater variation patterns. Visualization of the four
clusters in the PC1-PC2 space showed clear separation among groups, demonstrating that PCA provides a concise and
robust framework for distinguishing groundwater level variation patterns in rural monitoring networks.

Key words : Principal component analysis (PCA), Hierarchical cluster analysis, Groundwater level variation type,
Groundwater monitoring wells, Hydrogeological unit (HGU)
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Table 1. Specification of groundwater monitoring wells (n=157)

Start End Eleva- Q  Depth K Start End Eleva- Q  Depth K Start End Eleva- Q Depth K

Name year year tion (m)(m*day) (m) (cm/sec) HGU Name year year tion (m)(m¥day) (m) (cm/sec) HGU  Name year year tion (m)(m*/day) (m) (cm/sec) HGU
GP1 2013 2025 120.1 50 120 13x10° M SAC2 2015 2025 9.6 20 70 1.5x10°  CS JH3 2015 2025 151.0 700 37 19x10° M
GN2 2015 2025 2.0 17 83 12x10° 1 SCI 2013 2025 201.4 200 60  34x10* I JEI 2009 2025 25.0 220 70 89x10° I
GN3 2015 2025 264 10 120 1.1x10" M SC3 2015 2025 529 35 60 48x10° CS JECI 2007 2025 262.2 69 40 4.1x10° 11
Gl1 2013 2025  25.1 30 93 2.7x107° 1 SC4 2015 2025 544 20 70 14x10° M JEC2 2007 2025 2429 20 110 5.5x10° L
GJ3 2015 2025 434 45 60 1.1x10* L SAMI 2015 2025 158 20 80 5.6x107 11 JP1 2010 2025 679 180 80 7.1x107 I
GC1 2012 2025 2408 30 60 1.7x102 M SAJI 2010 2025 872 80 50 2.0x107 M DI 2013 2025 22 50 70 55x10° CS
GC2 2015 2025 2895 45 60 12x107° 1 SAJ2 2010 2025 84.1 30 40 2.0x10° M JAI 2011 2025 294.0 30 83 25x102 M
GYJ1 2015 2025 249 70 72 22x10° SCS SAJ3 2010 2025 903 30 100 19x10° M 01 2008 2025 273 150 159 2.7x10" CS
GYJ2 2015 2025 59.1 60 60 7.0<10° SCS SECI 2013 2025 5.7 80 92 14x102 M I3 2008 2025 374 70 123 65x10* CS
GYJ3 2015 2025 8.7 50 85  3.0x10° 1 SEC2 2013 2025 92 250 83  1.3x102 M JCI 2009 2025 834 220 82 23x107 1

GYJ4 2015 2025 155.1 250 105 4.8x10° NPV SUCI 2009 2025 106.5 140 74 45x107 11 CNI 2013 2025  22.1 30 60 8.9x10”° CS
GYJ5 2015 2025 117.3 100 63 1.5x10° NPV SNC2 2015 2025 80.9 180 60  4.8x10° M CN2 2013 2025 6.8 30 60  4.8x102 CS
GS1 2013 2025 424 10 80 1.3x107" I SNC3 2015 2025 81.1 100 45 24x10* NPV CN3 2015 2025 11.0 30 70 8.8x10° CS
GOC1 2011 2025 9.6 50 82 28x107 NPV SNC4 2015 2025 68 500 60 54x10* M CSI 2012 2025 2004 200 60 8.9x102 CS
GOC2 2015 2025 559 250 60 22x107* 1 SA1 2013 2025 42 250 61 1.0x107 M CS2 2012 2025 330.7 50 270 1.0x10° CS
GOH1 2015 2025 48 40 73 9.0x10° NPV ADI 2011 2025 280.6 20 100 2.0x10° I CYIl 2013 2025 481 40 105 85x107" M
GOH2 2015 2025 4.7 120 60  3.0x100 NPV AD2 2011 2025 76.1 300 70 12x10* M CY3 2015 2025 153 300 61 1.7x10° 1I

GOS2 2015 2025 111.2 20 110 4.0x10° 1 AD3 2013 2025 104.7 200 85 23x10* I CCl 2008 2025 855 30 60  4.4x107 I

GOS3 2015 2025 134.1 180 88  8.6x10° M ANSI 2013 2025 125.0 50 85  34x102 M CC2 2008 2025 768 80 60 4.2x10° 1I
GOJ1 2009 2025 11.9 150 70 23x102 CS  ANS3 2015 2025 87.0 55 80 7.0x10° 1  CC3 2015 2025 2519 5 128 2.0x10° M
GOEl 2009 2025 2174 35 100 1.0x102 11 ANS4 2015 2025 553 75 62 3.0x10° I CUJ1 2015 2025 875 120 63 63x107* 11
GM1 2015 2025 37.1 50 100 4.0x10° I YAG1 2012 2025 306.2 5 81 3.9x10* 1  PJI 2012 2025 125 150 70 55x10° M
GM2 2015 2025  33.1 120 60 2.1x10° 11 YAG2 2012 2025 519.8 300 81 33x10" M P2 2012 2025 11.6 250 64 7.7x10° M
GM3 2015 2025 344 60 114 3.0x10° 1 YAJ1 2015 2025 99.5 104 70 13x10%7 11 PCI 2010 2025 553.8 6 60 1.6x107 11

GM4 2015 2025 406 250 71 3.8x10° 1 YEJ1 2011 2025 37.7 200 80 52x10° 1 PC2 2010 2025 519.7 150 70 1.6x107 1
GES1 2009 2025 152.6 150 82  13x107" 1 YEJ2 2011 2025 442 200 100 2.0x10* 1 PTI 2007 2025 177 72 75 77x10° M
GMP1 2010 2025 8.7 320 60  9.0x10° M YK1 2013 2025 56 20 80 12x10° I PT2 2007 2025 13.1 48 65 4.8x10° M
GMP2 2010 2025 8.9 150 60 3.4x10° M YED3 2015 2025 158.6 90 88  1.0x10° L PT3 2007 2025 174 210 60 72x10* M
NYJ2 2015 2025 364 50 150 73x10° M YCNI 2008 2025 122.5 170 120  1.5x107 CS POCI 2015 2025 1353 200 60 5.8x107 1I
NWI 2013 2025 460.2 150 62 1.0x107 1 YCN2 2008 2025 162.7 200 120 1.3x10° CS PHI 2015 2025 403 250 45  6.8x10° SCS
NW2 2013 2025 541 60 60 2.3x1072 1 YCN3 2008 2025 130.6 200 70 3.4x10"  CS PH2 2015 2025 139 100 60 1.5x10° SCS
NHI 2015 2025 705 20 230 20x10° CS  YSNI 2015 2025 86.7 70 60 22x10° M PH3 2015 2025 1232 250 71 9.0x10° 1
NH2 2015 2025 528 30 60 14x10° NPV OCl 2012 2025 11638 50 80  7.1x10° I PH4 2015 2025 1109 300 71 6.1x10° CS
NH3 2015 2025 106 20 60 1.3x10° CS 0OC2 2012 2025 1302 65 70 7.0x10° 1 PHS 2015 2025 816 250 63 83x10° I
NS1 2011 2025  10.7 200 60 1.3x10* 1 WAJ1 2015 2025 134 250 60 1.1x10* 1 HDI 2010 2025 5.7 60 60 1.7x102 M
NS2 2015 2025 183.1 60 61  1.7x10° M YIT 2013 2025 47.7 200 80 22x10* M HD2 2010 2025 2.3 60 60 87x107" M
MA3 2007 2025 0.9 30 80 7.3x10° M WOJ1 2015 2025 83.8 15 120 47x102 1  HPI 2013 2025 503 700 61  6.1x10° CS
MA4 2007 2025 208 40 80 6.1x10* M WOI2 2007 2025 52.6 102 80 9.1x10° 11  HP2 2013 2025 6.1 100 61 1.7x10° NPV
M1 2013 2025 404.0 200 62 1.7x10" M WOI3 2015 2025 69.0 35 80 2.3x107  II  HAP2 2015 2025 224 25 60 1.3x10° CS
MK1 2013 2025 79.6 300 33 7.5x10° L WOJ4 2007 2025 49.7 16 80 1.3x10* I  HOS2 2015 2025 132 150 40 1.7x10* M
MY1 2012 2025 69.8 70 60 4.4x102 NPV EOSI 2007 2025 79.7 20 82  5.1x10° 1  HONCI 2010 2025 2022 40 70 26107 1
MY2 2012 2025 342 330 60  42x10° NPV EOS2 2007 2025 94.1 288 82  5.5x10° 11 HONC2 2010 2025 240.1 161 70 12x107 I
BRI 2013 2025 2.7 500 81 27x102 M EOS3 2007 2025 103.3 216 82 9.8x10% II  HONC3 2015 2025 139.5 10 120 52x102 I
BS1 2009 2025 4.0 30 79 6.1x102 NPV ICI 2008 2025 446 50 70 39x10* I HWS2 2015 2025 4.8 80 80 12x10° M
BS2 2015 2025 1374 30 80 3.0x10* M IC2 2008 2025 749 20 80  7.0x10° II  HWS4 2007 2025 10.1 70 80 1.9x10° M
BS3 2015 2025 225.6 100 28 2.7x10° M IC3 2008 2025 66.6 100 48 29x102 1 HSI 2011 2025 38.0 80 60 7.3x10° CS
BS4 2015 2025 16.0 400 51 50x10° M 1C4 2015 2025 873 300 60 2.1x10* 11  HS2 2015 2025  66.0 300 50 1.1x10° NPV
BSS 2015 2025 132.5 100 60 1.6x10°* M IKS2 2015 2025 11.6 250 60  1.0x10° II  HWCI 2012 2025 2312 70 81 3.3x107° I

BHI 2013 2025 3574 50 170 72x10* 1 11 2013 2025 210.7 10 80  1.0x10° M HESI 2009 2025 123.8 65 62 3.6x107 I
BH2 2013 2025 3778 30 60 1.1x10* CS  JASI 2011 2025 412 80 65 4.1x10° 1 HES2 2013 2025 1934 10 80 1.3x10° 1
BY1 2011 2025 150 86 61  55x10° M JAS2 2015 2025 61.7 100 60  1.9x10* NPV HES3 2015 2025 143.6 4 119 3.0x10° 1I

BY2 2015 2025 5.9 25 103 4.0x10° M JS1 2010 2025 415.8 90 100  1.7x10% I
BY3 2015 2025 11.5 100 61  3.8x10° 11 JHI 2012 2025 15 50 80 29x10% 1I

HGU: hydrogeological unit, II: intrusive igneous rock, M: metamorphic rock, L: limestone, CS: clastic sedimentary rock, NPV: non-porous volcanic rock, SCS: semi-consolidated clastic sedimentary rock

(non-normality), A4 (seasonality), ©]’3] (outliers), A} Roh= BIX43] (non-parametric) 75°] T A gsch= 4
’dF(autocorrelation)o] RIS ehdt}, o]g|sl 5402 o] =] AT AAE AT} (Asoka et al., 2017; Kumar
ols)] A 7F8E BQ 7 sl 244 (parametric) 71H et al., 2018). 53] Mann—Kendall (MK testy?} Sen’s
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Table 2. Results of non-parametric trend analysis and principal component analysis (PCA)

Name TMX TMY Trend S::pse P value PC1 PC2 Name TMX TMY Trend fli:}l'): P value PCI PC2 Name TMX TMY Trend flf:}l'): P value PCI  PC2
(m/year) (m/year) (m/year)

GP1 231975 574627 A 0.0569 0.00 0815 -0434 SAC2 298632 276314 A  0.0241 0.00 -0.596 -0.841 JH3 201150 245814 <7 -0.0166 0.00 -0.852 1.051
GN2 358854 591466 7 -0.0675 0.00 -1.780 -0.542 SCl1 280568 322574 A  0.0160 0.00 0.075 -0.154 JEI 185775 332054 <7 -0.0219 0.00 -1.750 -0.227
GN3 375736 559427 A 0.0706 0.00 0916 -0.397 SC3 290880 303558 A  0.0398 0.00 0516 -0415 JECI 302974 506555 A  0.0089 0.00 0.016 -0.107
Gl 344894 253394 7 -0.0239  0.00 -1.550 -0.617 SC4 287022 302466 7  -0.0562 0.00 -0.929 0262 JEC2 302111 481079 </ -0.0377 0.00 -0.728 5.799
GI3 350777 253816 A 0.0324 0.00 0302 -0.072 SAMI 401406 525541 <7 -0.0919 0.00 -1.711 -0.565 JPI 252466 465197 A 0.0625 0.00 0.818 -0.453
GC1 281759 337128 v -0.0133 0.00 -0.405 0.157 SAJ1 303106 433743 <7 -0.0716 0.00 -1.902 0255 IJDI 134610 202683 <7 -0.0138 0.00 -0.930 -0.289
GC2 289634 348083 -  -0.0060 0.17 -0.306 -0.117 SAJ2 302958 433642 </ -0.1308 0.00 -2.354 0.444 JAI 238438 355366 A 0.0104 0.00 0210 -0.054
GYJ1 423495 357013 A 09589 0.00 8945 -1.759 SAJ3 311365 418013 A  0.0135 0.00 0867 2.160 JJ1 305091 285307 <7 -0.0150 0.00 0.143 -0.394
GYJ2 420978 357919 A 00703 0.00 1334 0217 SECI 176514 382648 A  0.0023 0.00 0259 -0.061 JI3 300188 285992 A 10705 0.00 8.141 -3.516
GYJ3 402908 379369 A  0.0105 001 -0.464 -0.819 SEC2 185373 388773 - 0.0149  0.07 2.090 0340 JCI1 239029 484535 <7 -0.0124 0.00 -1.100 -0.472
GYJ4 387585 360058 A 02135 0.00 2845 -0.439 SUCI 212698 309956 A  0.0539 0.00 1.013 -0.500 CNI 333430 329127 A 0.0918 0.00 0461 -1354
GYJ5 386685 371287 v -0.0590 0.00 -1275 0.040 SNC2 224402 273940 A  0.0742 0.00 0.711 0.021 CN2 335710 313703 <7 -0.0515 0.00 -1.634 -0.550
GS1 331879 631432 v  -0.1190 0.00 -2.944 -0.253 SNC3 248006 255009 A  0.0120 0.00 -0.810 0.105 CN3 334265 313022 v -0.1195 0.00 -2.061 -0.527
GOC1 164783 319900 <7  -0.0025 0.00 -0.448 0279 SNC4 248614 266369 A 03155 0.00 1.695 -0.438 CSI 382848 437931 v -0.1459 0.00 -2.819 -0.425
GOC2 172139 314377 A 0.0271 0.00 -0.786 -0.915 SAl 135380 251634 A  0.0121 0.00 0463 0214 CS2 369137 409784 A 0.1654 0.00 1.113 -2.508
GOHI 229180 229471 A  0.0859 0.00 1717 -0213 AD1 357865 463041 A  0.0184 0.00 -0.785 -0.851 CYl 176268 430351 v -0.0164 0.00 -1.140 0.368
GOH2 234770 235062 A  0.1005 0.00 1460 0.156 AD2 338809 4423890 <7 -0.0102 0.00 -0.080 0426 CY3 192133 414482 - 0.0000 0.72 0317 0.763
GOS2 218141 294027 A 0.0693 0.00 0435 -0.707 AD3 366345 437796 <7  -0.0089 0.00 -0.724 -0.109 CC1 264735 590908 <7 -0.0374 0.00 -0.970 0.016
GOS3 228334 278855 A 03075 0.00 4.133 -0.147 ANS1 223061 503441 <7  -0.0846 0.00 -0.388 0.173 CC2 260972 590709 A 0.0094 0.00 -0.018 4.056
GOJ1 207786 430082 <7 -0.0183 0.00 -1.568 -0.406 ANS3 238862 501879 A  0.0798 0.00 0.892 -0.561 CC3 268818 578332 - 0.0000 042 0.509 -0.374
GOEl 260977 467448 A 0.0022 0.00 -0.783 -0.713 ANS4 223214 480973 A  0.1647 0.00 2.037 -0.856 CUJI 269401 486457 A  0.0279 0.00 0.817 -0.384
GM1 319122 404491 ¥  -0.0799 0.00 -1.172 -0.154 YAGI 291595 624733 <7 -0.0070 0.00 -1.619 -0.505 PJ1 185461 591655 v -0.0897 0.00 0.070 6.736
GM2 322632 399367 7 -0.0515 0.00 0.164 0274 YAG2 298131 628990 A  0.0130 0.00 -0366 0293 PJ2 180288 571655 A  0.0034 0.01 1.642 8477
GM3 324986 398457 v  -0.0661 0.00 -1.868 -0.510 YAJI 197932 577258 A  0.0946 0.00 1.093 -0.422 PCI 313413 540359 A 00113 0.00 -0.566 -0.435
GM4 316905 413405 A 0.1605 0.00 1903 -0279 YEJI 251941 530180 </  -0.0248 0.00 -1238 -0.257 PC2 329126 550837 A 0.0362 0.00 0.183 -0.282
GES1 243546 392301 7 -0.0243 0.00 -1.908 -0.280 YEJ2 250038 521045 <7 -0.0122 0.00 -1.601 -0.527 PTI 201594 491553 A 0.1568 0.00 4.920 8.169
GMP1 178901 554455 <7 -0.1279 0.00 -1.169 0.807 YKI 152296 303339 <7  -0.0231 0.00 -1.931 -0.445 PT2 197542 487200 -  -0.0010 0.59 1.187 0.149
GMP2 163938 563932 A  0.0175 0.00 0351 0217 YED3 260748 386860 -  -0.0033 020 -1358 -0.445 PT3 191740 483712 A 0.0387 0.00 0.842 0.173
NYJ2 215073 562508 A  0.0573 0.00 1229 -0.536 YCNI 357652 385714 A 03367 0.00 1.638 -1.724 POCI 217561 582078 A  0.7897 0.00 6421 -1.959
NWI 248074 315941 <7 -0.0315 0.00 -1.460 -0.126 YCN2 370163 386603 <7  -0.0530 0.00 -1.760 -0.823 PHI 430153 387343 v -0.0036 0.00 -0.364 0.834
NW2 227991 301182 v -0.0127 0.00 -0.183 0.068 YCN3 376023 364639 7  -0.2026 0.00 -3.093 0.259 PH2 430480 382287 A 0.0739 0.00 1.055 0.384
NHI 280922 257073 A  0.0170 0.00 1.167 -1.624 YSNI 187777 451153 A  0.0444 0.00 0.611 -0.481 PH3 404343 399188 v -0.2058 0.00 -3.074 -0.134
NH2 280127 246986 A  0.0277 0.00 0438 0.154 OCl 256691 409794 <7  -0.0809 0.00 -0.771 -0.038 PH4 408198 405512 A 02421 0.00 1.074 -1.551
NH3 284008 242133 A  0.0461 0.00 0.153 -0.523 OC2 256141 402712 v  -0.0193 0.00 -0.627 -0.052 PHS 399878 391098 <7 -0.0374 0.00 0289 0215
NSI 206186 391082 A  0.0251 0.00 0956 -0.126 WAIJ1 206855 367727 <7  -0.0267 0.00 -1.594 -0.144 HDI 269776 274058 A 0.0224 0.00 0.638 0.128
NS2 226956 396148 A  0.0602 0.00 0.705 -0.040 YI1 216676 500763 A  0.1972 0.00 2481 -0.508 HD2 272040 271103 A  0.0125 0.00 0615 1215
MA3 136426 281703 v -0.0241 0.00 -1363 -0.436 WOJI 268136 522887 A  0.0182 0.00 -0.105 -1.087 HPI 169075 286079 A 0.0712 0.00 0.158 -0.467
MA4 147937 260091 A 02028 0.00 -0.250 -1.203 WOJ2 268418 519242 A  0.0387 0.00 -0.954 -0.815 HP2 156979 268705 A  0.0092 0.00 -0.641 0.000
MI1 258573 363937 v -0.0269 0.00 -1.590 0312 WOJ3 273490 519392 A  0.0284 0.00 -0292 -0.447 HAP2 310348 333055 <7 -0.0612 0.00 -2231 -0.39%4
MKI1 307305 448965 A  0.0314 0.00 0377 0.187 WOJ4 266419 514967 <7  -0.0318 0.00 -1.008 -0.135 HOS2 159096 443526 A  0.0354 0.00 -0.103 0.051
MY1 354779 322654 7 -0.0464 0.00 -1.154 0355 EOS1 241197 484230 <7 -0.0318 0.00 -1395 -0.352 HONCI 282903 561908 A  0.0176 0.00 0241 -0.126
MY2 352834 323798 A 0.0463 0.00 1617 4922 EOS2 249511 486088 A  0.0032 0.00 0283 -0.155 HONC2 274267 553773 <7 -0.0324 0.00 -0.536 -0.071
BR1 161443 429462 A  0.0326 0.00 1459 0.014 EOS3 243366 490309 </  -0.0229 0.00 0.173 -0.115 HONC3 280239 568022 A  0.0832 0.00 -0.373 -1.103
BS1 212279 234074 <7 -0.0130 0.00 -0.539 0344 ICl1 244404 522766 A  0.0029 0.00 -0.520 -0.725 HWS2 187188 492176 <7 -0.0198 0.00 -0.542 0253
BS2 208769 241342 A 0.1665 0.00 1616 -0373 IC2 245891 500482 <7  -0.0332 0.00 -0.854 -0.087 HWS4 184105 497112 A  0.0293 0.00 -0.325 -0.357
BS3 200425 233748 v -0.0212 0.00 -0.857 0.895 IC3 256134 500369 A  0.0178 0.00 -0.052 -0.150 HSI 196302 266421 v -0.0162 0.00 -1.715 -0.517
BS4 229351 250582 7 -0.0334 0.00 -0.008 0.784 IC4 246503 497851 A 02164 0.00 2957 -0.525 HS2 190985 259804 A  0.0132 0.00 0978 0326
BS5 209785 256107 A 0.0098 0.00 -0.559 -0.110 IKS2 205552 369201 <7  -0.0472 0.00 -0.306 0437 HWCI 271791 603660 <7 -0.0059 0.00 -0.829 -0.198
BHI 353635 490410 A  0.1265 0.00 1854 -1.369 11 304562 610294 7 -0.0075 0.00 -0.640 0.115 HES1 288083 543500 A  0.0070 0.00 0.205 -0.199
BH2 380730 468986 <7  -0.0417 0.00 -2.055 -0.460 JAS1 181764 294021 A  0.0260 0.00 1021 -0.544 HES2 294722 540632 A  0.0011 0.03 -0.844 -0.624
BY1 179796 401062 - 0.0009 0.40 -0.054 0257 JAS2 183429 305947 <7 -0.0192 0.00 -0.651 0.606 HES3 291103 551782 A  0.0693 0.00 -0.427 -1.065
BY2 191357 394735 - 0.0069 0.17 1185 0.011 JSI 246630 338956 </  -0.0194 0.00 -1.736 -0.486

BY3 204756 406299 A  0.0601 0.00 0333 -0.350 JHI 190741 207764 <7  -0.1248 0.00 -2.534 -0.208

A: increasing, V/: decreasing, -: no trend
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Fig. 2. Spatial distribution of long-term groundwater level trends in rural area.
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Fig. 3. Dendrogram of groundwater monitoring wells (n = 157).
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Fig. 4. Distribution of hydrogeologic units (HGU) across the
four groundwater clusters. The bar chart illustrates the frequency
of major hydrogeologic units (CS, 1I, L, M, NPV, and SCS)
within each cluster.
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Table 3. PCA loading matrix for groundwater level indicators,
hydrogeologic parameters, and anthropogenic factors

Loading
Variables

PC1 PC2
K (cm/sec) 0.668 -0.181
Sen's slope (m/year) 0.070 0.696
Elevation (m) -0.132 -0.195
Depth (m) -0.062 0.089
Pumping rate (m’/day) 0.112 0.143
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