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se flow

v
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Flood characteristics

Peak (m’s ') Volume (m*s™") Duration (d)

No. Characteristics

1 Percentile 0 91 72 3
25% 324 530.8 5
50% 4515 713.3 6
75% 684 1189.5 8
100% 1050 2430.8 13

2 Range 959 2358.8 10

3 Mean 510 920.5 6.56

4 Std 243.8 531.9 2.31

5 Skewness 0.74 0.959 2.72

6 Kurtosis 2.61 3.20 0.68
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RSe 73N UOKAR R (RIS, A 3 4k

R3 PRI GA R L
Parameters values
Name Probability density function Variables
Peak Volume Duration
Gamma X e /(T (a)), T(a) = [ u" e du 450 3.06 8.62
113.26 301.24 0.76
GEV Lexp {_[1 k(- u)/a]fw [1 k(- ,u)/a]fH k} k 0.032 0.099 0.073
o u 185.0 373.16 1.73
396.15 664.96 5.43
Lognormal exp I:_(y - /‘y)/zo,i:l/(x 'ZTEO'}, ) 4, 6.12 6.65 1.82
y=log(x), x>0,-00< u, <o, g,>0 % 0.30 0.63 0.34
R4 POKAREAF 53 A1 UK RMSE Sz AICHH R EE
K-S test RMSE AlIC
Flooding variables Marginal distribution
P-value
Peak Gamma 0.0745 0.5471 0.0378 —323.5512
GEV 0.0741 0.5510 0.0340 —332.2144
Lognormal 0.0548 0.7146 0.0265 —358.8192
P3 0.0824 0.8868 0.0361 —326.0848
LP3 0.0915 0.7967 0.0324 —336.9444
Volume Gamma 0.1126 0.2615 0.0445 -307.1904
GEV 0.1026 0.3268 0.0428 —-309.1165
Lognormal 0.0749 0.5435 0.0361 —328.2335
P3 0.1226 0.4077 0.0436 -307.3700
LP3 0.1594 0.0706 —259.0655
0.1556
Duration Gamma 0.0745 0.5471 0.0378 —323.5512
GEV 0.0724 0.9151 0.0275 —389.3956
Lognormal 0.0805 0.8403 0.0283 —388.3297
P3 0.0893 0.7386 0.0395 —349.3274
LP3 0.0795 0.8508 0.0324 -371.3614
1.0 - 1.0 - 1.0
»09 <5 .09 P 0.9
038 = Zos8 ¥ 208
g07 P §07 307
206 506 206
005 205 Y 505
F 0.4 . £ 04 >04
203 + Observation 503 + Observation £ 03 + Observation
502 —Gamma € oo —Gamma 202 amma
(&} -- GEV oL -- GEV ) -- GEV
0.1 B —Lognormal 0.1 / —Lognormal O 0.1 —Lognormal
0 0 ‘ ‘ ;
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Peak (m3-s™")
(a)

Volume (m?*s™")

(b)

B 3. LI AYE 5 15 A [ HEE 5 2 FEEASE 2R 0 U B0 B o

Duration (d)

(c)
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Ali-Mikhail-Haq (AMH). Cook-Johnson (Clayton).
Gumbel-Hougaard fll Frank copulaiX 4/~ 3£ K48 copula g
%, F:T Kendal RE JeHEET AL (MOM) FEAl
TR THEMI R 2 5. Hcopuladk Hok &1k K
Ap G2 B AT, A RMSERAICKT copulabf $14%
AT PN . K6 R T ANFE ) copulaik ¥ HH T 1540l 73t
W AL b - R T () R VAR U R SR BT [ PRI IR 5 20 A1 (1)
RMSEFAICZE . 25K, #id Frank copulan] DAL
L b R AL I - VIR KRR RN A IS A A, T
RPN ) (B G 20 A P] L it Ali-Mikhail-Haqgf5 2
L SR

5. WL EIKI KA HHEME D

T 2553 W T copula iR 1) KU 23 BT A5 4L 11
AFENE, AW TORABUE B 2 5 10 S 36 o0 A N IEZS

RS PUKAZR R HIATR R A HUE

No. Flood characteristics Kendall’s Pearson’s
1 Peak-volume 0.63 0.75

2 Volume-duration 0.52 0.46

3 Peak-duration 0.15 —0.06

£6 A copulaif £ [ RMSEFI AICAH 5% LL

oy A, H A NMLE A MOMAS B (IME, 77 Z W AN
o BCRIE . R74 B R R S MER. T
MCMCHH550000%, FH¥K i G 5001 ¥ E Ncopulatdi il
SR S A . BlASEIR T4 % 54t M copulapk £
SRR . 45 R BRI AR R S R S
BT R R TREAEEEMIE. Bssat 728
Ja¥ s . =T MCMCH 3 RIAEA, AR
ERINEZRAFAE, HAMAT 45 BRI HE, IERefS 2
AH I B TR X 5]

FEABF Y, BT DUk 30y 07 v 4 SR 1 34 2 40 A Je
copulapf 2 Z B A K I A — & IREZ 73 AT, 2k =
TR B G R BRE A A E . e T
To #4948 5 WE < TR X L, BRAb IR ge H T 95% &
15 BEZKAF TR I T X 18], UM 43 5 2.5 %F197.5%
AL E. 1% B RN B 45 2 ) 50 X TR) AT AR B 4 7S 55 6
NI A, BeAh, Xt KBRS A S, K3 EOR
MLEFT#3 2| B % 0 A7 T W LR AR B 2. X
AT HE ST T K R g ) (8] O 204 P S 8. FE AR T,
B B 35 o9 HOREE, DRIt vk 7K Rf 82 B[] tH 3R 7R S R
0, 3 T B0 KRR SR 1] )8 2 40 A0 2 K B AN
ENE. HZAHE, Eegh R s T DU 07 ik S 2
(1195 % T I [X 18] BE 98 7 5 oK #0840 1 vt 7K 45p B2 Ik 8] 11 0
DAL ZEH .

1E VU ) T v AR B vk, A7 B 2 H0p i B N B L
AR, JF H BB ARSI At 10 S 58 25 A D e i
MCMCKHER . RIS, %5040 KRG 73 AT 2 1) bl

RSME AIC
Copula

Peak-volume Peak-duration Volume-duration Peak-volume Peak-duration Volume-duration
Ali-Mikhail-Haq 0.0610 0.0514 0.0707 -277.6384 —294.7895 -262.9122
Cook- Johnson 0.0665 0.2907 0.0873 -269.0263 —121.5381 —241.8286
Gumbel-Hougaard 0.0312 0.0550 0.0589 —344.8576 -288.0178 -281.1828
Frank 0.0304 0.0541 0.0559 —347.4879 -289.7032 -286.3915

RT VU 8 2 e B0 o0 A1

Flood variables

Prior distributions

Peak (lognormal) Norm (6, 4) Norm (0.5, 0.1)
Volume (lognormal) Norm (6, 4) Norm (0.6, 0.1)
Duration (lognormal) Norm (2, 1) Norm (0.4, 0.1)
Peak-volume (Frank) Norm (8, 4)

Peak-duration (AMH) Norm (1, 0.4)

Volume-duration (Frank) Norm (6, 4)
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Mean of LN for peak

-
o
o

150

Std of LN for peak

Mean of LN for volume

Frequency
a
o
Frequency

59 6.0 6.1 6.2 6.3 0.4 0.5
Std of LN for volume

Mean of LN for duration

100

[5)]
o

Frequency

0
0.6 0.7 0.8 6.4 6.6 6.8 7.0
Std of LN for duration

100 150 150
g 3 100 {3100
g 50 £l £l
g § s0 | g0
[ - [
0 0 0
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2.0 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
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