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WRZGEEMEL AT, KXTREEKLZ TR, Ll T2 2t S8 5 57k S &
ZRVER, SOTRAKSCTREMRAMET DFEE T REHES MR R, mHE T AZK
AP L A ST ) B A A SO AR R A IS TR R

KT R0 A RBENLF A, BRI I T HBGE & s st R iR
T AKSCTHRHEFEHE B M B2 ARE TR R TRE (FukaE) . T FREESRE
i, DRI AT AR M Aitis 2 A8 BT vk, HOW 2R G5 18 2 A8 A A Rk 4548
T BIAAARYE . BT Copula PREXEAT FiAFFAS, IEAERTEZZ mIR SRR 2
FN; Y, Archimedean Copulas PREUANY AT AR 248 8 2 [IAH EOC R , 1 Hisn]
DI IR P A A8 S PR Z (B AR B OCR , TK ST RRE S &l o TR 0 . TR0
TR IR AR B 2 (] A A LG Rk R I, X iz B Archimedean Copulas PR 347K SC
TREREEAEEE L, KT R CaTA, KT RE5ERZERE B, H
I, BFIEE A IAR I o0 T S48 08 B9 7K ST 52 e BE 4 11 s e DX 3l P 7y L5 T R i O
B S8 TR
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(VB 5. R Wi 7200 dLLE, FREEE 2K T 336 d, Wi
T A HZ AN, FARE = O 2 Wi b e 1K R i RE,  2E S B0 iE K ST
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UEE P4 8 P AR i 2 (R AE 56 RAEA TR S 11400, I DK RIEE AR S8 0 i, X285
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Fig. 1 Distribution of major hydrologic stations in river system
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of three outlets in Jingjiang river
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AR AR B 1241.2~1265.6 mm, FERNEFEAE . AEPREI AT, THIH 4-9 H FEFR
14 844.4 mm, 5K ER 67.4%0L I, ZAEZEL B 1174.5~1251.0 mm, AR
SCHEFE I B AR R = I &R, ALEAA AT AR T S . BRI . BRI ARV S O R BT
ML VP, JRFESE . BAET . A 50 A5 1956-2016 4-52 A H i a5 A Hr i)
FEAEE . HH 1956-2009 4 H 3 f R IR A VTOK R ZE B2, 2010-2016 -84 >k U5 19
A KFIT SR A KIES A B,

3

3.1 K REEETN

K B E R AR KR Z A PR DL, EEE 2 AR E R . D AT REW
ARG T RS SRR @ 2 RE AR 2 T &2 fh /K s 3l 19 i /K i i o
P, 7EREFEK R B VRO 5 L s e br L, 7 B LG 5 B LA A B B E
2K, B A W L —E F OO P KRR Lk | K I 7 PR A IE K PN K &R
B PEARDL R AF IR, W UL, 7K R T 30 T A R A 235 32 308 M 7K ) 230 T P A A [R) Y T
I, S A A P K R A R FE A, K T MR K R I R FAR 2R3 P
LK, K AR PR B T 0 TR AL A R A IR B — RE BK, A
— PR DL T R i K TR B R SEBUK Ty o R K R A AL T TR R P R
FETIER) AARNR QR AR  E R dKRENAE) Atk R GaEgo 251
A IREENIRE) . NI, TR AR MEPPOr G 25 I8 E [ AR AR s Jw e

T, ASCHEIE TN R B E . e m PRk R s, gk
T AU R B R R PR R, BT R B RE D £, i B AR
How,, SKEETI R e, TKBETIREN fi(c,) , TR BRI TERE A b, , WY
KRR AXIE .

F=L130w ()b, (1)
05
Z“/‘kvzalkﬂ m "
w,= e"zlm l:'n , Zaj=l, Za,=1 (2)
Qak, Y ak) -
i=1 j=1 =1
file)=c,/c,=S./S, (3)

K. FAKRIEER; Q AW 55 X IR e A e B a0 adr AR e TEm
FE N Z AR R m e EEPRIAEG n e VRS AR AN SO IR E 205
GERNZ) ., 5lHKIGEE N CGEMERNZE) . MmN E CGEMERE) 3/ K2 mui
By E AR, HAEREU M 0.4, 0.4, 0.3; kil b B 1 R & a9 0 — k(i
oA AR 5 o R Tl O Hp ] B e PR R (B AR s S oAy 19X e i BE ) S 38 W e i AL S,
SR T BT R VR TR T AR 5% AT B B S A VR T W0 o 4 K R Tt 1 TR A B Ak
P HIE IR K R KRR (1956-20164F) 5 0] [ H 45 0] Benl it i AR . i sk 1 AR M e
PE . ERIEFRRIR T 2016 4F GREE I Y ] R Bk . KRR 5K RS SE R ), DL
H 5T R 8 KR K R B B SE  B . AR EDK FK B BRI SE B . K IT K R 2 B4k 3
Jai o TR SO EEI JR B A S A FT 4, B Ol T T AR X6 = 1A% 3 )5 i 5 5%
FAE T o
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3.2 KX T RHFIERTIRA

FLTE 1967 4F Yevjevich" SEEE H 1 0 HIF NS I SRR T4 E, 0 ik BA R
U ST SRR T S A LRI R] L S A R R . KOO R R A I AR A
B E/NT R —FE (RSP RIS AR 25 4008 B, Horb 5 T 05 245 s
SLAY IRV E K SCT R0, 78T 5 AR 0 A oK B Bl SR K ST R
TET R P A /N, R i R BRoK e SRR ST, o T IHBRE—
DRI R AR T LA EAA BRI T RS e e —Z PR R, Tallaksen
PR TOKSCT REHEGIE, BT 5 (0 B A B) R LB 9 2 B 5 ok B ANl
SR SCT R, WA PIKSCT R {d, s, p} T {d, s, 000} BT BT
[P 2 A 245640, WP TR F A, N A IR — s TRk,

FUE: o<t , ¢ TREFEEIN], ¢ 0 T FEFREF RIS ;

52 pi<p.., p, AEIFEEEI N R AR EZH 5 LA T RS
ZW, p. o p IEFUE, XIS HIRG A e R WA

d,=d;+d. +1

5,=8,F8,,,=5 (4)

P, :max(pi’ p[+1)
Ki: do. s, pAREIATRFMEW T RN BERER; d. s pr il
— N RFEN TR BREREE; do. se p 200 ST R HAF T 250
SRIEFIEE, IR T RE ST — ST R0 2 R &0, 2
HIFE T RRAR S 5IZAAB T R RS IR, RUCEHE, AR Bk 2D RN
1k BETOAMRGER", HEBEFREE2H SAEN 1A L 2 MBS AWK SC
FERFEMRETMS, ¥t =4m, 0<p <05,

E— KRR R T, A R IR . 5 EE /N B 7K SO SRR SOR R
TR, XSRS T BRI AR NS 2, R TR E LR, &
BRI LT R T AR —

{rd<rc,rd=di/67 (5)
r.<r,r =s,s
Kb: d slfl s d . s KR5S EM TR0 R 4E; AR+
SR L SRR/ IN X K ST R SO KT R 0bn (R, — R 0.3,
3.3 Archimedean Copulas i %§

Copula PRELHZFETEL0, 1]IXIRIIR M T35 7340 BYER G o A bR B, B F —A> n 4k
M A PREL, B n DSIEEAR x, x, 0, x, , ARG RECH F(x) , XL
B xeR", Hn4k CopulasAfi pREL C i 2 -

F(x), x, 0+, x,) :P{)(l =x, X, =<x,0, X, an} =C[F\(x), Fy(x,) -, F,(x,)]

Copula P 30 F 2 A5 3 1 28 A1 . Elliptic. Archimedean fil Quadratic, Archimedean
Copulas PRECAH —4E Archimedean Copulas PRI — 4k Archimedean Copulas PREL, f5EH 2
10 Fh k%, HoE FHAYA Clayton, Gumbel-Hougaard (Gumbel), Frank il Ali-Mikhail-
Haq(AMH) Copula, HIKE 7040 pRECATT

(1) Clayton Copula:

Cluy, tyy uy) =" +u;’ +uy’ =2)", (0, ) (6)

(2) Gumbel-Hougaard Copula:
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Clu,, uy, u)= exp{[(—ln ul)” +(-In uz)" +(=In u3)0)]w}, fell, ) (7)
(3) Frank Copula:

C(u,, u,, u3)=—éln{1 +

(4) Ali-Mikhail-Haq Copula:
Cluy, ty, uy)=u,u,u,/[1 = 01— u)(1 —u)(1 —uy)], O[-1, 1) 9)

KHr: Clu,, uy, uy) =4k Archimedean Copulas PREL; wi wa. us 9 3FPIIZ A0 REL; 0
A Copula BRELAY SN, XF T =4k Archimedean Copulas FR%L, 0S80k T mT LAk
W RAUSR I AFNTE 2R
34 TEHMETERS S HRBNHERMNERAERE

BEX . Xoo X T RFHAg P A — @B RTY], u. v wirillh T2
Pis . i B AR Y i 2 3 A R, AT (x, x,, xp) VERG HE 3R 50 A pR B 38 ] 658
Wk

[exp(—0u,) - 1][exp(—6u,) - 1][exp(—Ou,) - 1]} OcR (8)
[exp(~0)~ 1T ’

F(x;, x5, X3) = CLFx,(x)), Fx,(x,), Fxy(x;)]= Clu, v, w) (10)
BT RRRE T S, KOO FARIE R =4I 5 70 A BR BN -
F'd, s,p)=P(D=d, S=s, P=p)=1-u-v-w+C(u, v)+ C(u, w)+ C(v, w)= C(u, v, w) (11)
BESME P<p B, D, SHZAFMER G R R :

F,,(d, s, p)=P(D=d, S=s|D<d)=C(u, v, w)/w (12)
TEANE S<s, P<p B}, D. SRR sR BT N«
F,,(d, s, p)=P(D=d|IS<s, D<d)= C(u, v, w)/C(v, w) (13)

[, ] AR HA AR T AR RS A s, R4 Uy A8 i 2800 IR,
A PR 30 2 P I B o3 A1 BRSO B L A ) — D AR . ZR A IR
R, EPEYRIRZE (RMSE) . AR (s B HEN (AIC) FifwzE (BIAS) SKIEM Copula PR
BALG IR AR, RMSE. AIC FIBIAS{H#/IN, W] Copula BRELOIL A TR AL,
Z, MARENS .
3.5 TEEGHENHNHE
IRHTRIE , us v wirBl K SC TSR d K SCT 558 s Mok SCT 5L p 1
NGO REL, A EIMFEHATA, TR d, SR s M p AN T34 (H 0 &
BT RA RN
T, =N/[n(1 -u)]
Ty =N/n(l -v)] (14)
T,=N/[n(l-w)]
Kfe To. Too TN TRDI0E . SREEFEEEII; N TREHNRINEKE; »
g NBFBE A TRk A R
BB A RECK UL, TR ER s g T R g A EIA =4 T 24
HHATEIW, SAAEIIN S . FE2MEINAN, TR g, T2
B s ZHEAS IR G A A, DSBS BN T AR B I 70 A A O

T, = N =N
© nP(D=dUS=s) n[l-Cu,v)] (15)
N _ N

T WP(D=d(\S=s)  all —u-v+Cu,v)]



562 Mo B 22 4R 744

TR R AT R AR RIS EN TS R E S T ey
KA
r_ N _ N
° nP(D=dUS=sUP=p) n[l-Cu,v,w)]
- N _ N
“ nP(D=dN\S=sP=p) nll-u-v-w+C(u,v)+Cu, w)+C, w)—C(u, v, w)]

(16)

4

4.1 KRZEBLTERHESHHE

KATHRI P = C1IA] 2R 2 AN G PG S . ARG S . ANIETT AR S . BRIEEYAT . i byl
POS7 . FEMb ST FEMLIT AR S AEARIT . TETTAE RN AL . R KT K AR R AR
DA AR R P B 2R AR ARGy, 1 AR IEZOK R AR IE RSB i H AR B M, Rl 4iniE
G FRIESITE A RN, TR RIIE N E AR, IR 1956-2016 450
“UKREBE . WE2RA, AR B2 5K R S A A B e R, H
K R AR — RIS R . IR ROK R E ETE 0.0182~0.0145 Z [H] 8l , &
H AR T e I R R St /)N, Ho 1989 4F Rk 28 3% 38 J il e /IMEL, 3R =
FIK R FEM EFE 1989 4EH J KA T %A% o 18 I M-K A 387 X6 1956-2016 4F 7K 2 418 JE 11
BAHMATS 0T, R4S UF . UBHFE 1989 4-4H%F H1A% 0.05 A i /K-, 1487 1989
AP ZR T AR SRR (RARAEY ) o Tl e d K SCE R . R
SRIE . MEEMAAE L, SRIFUNKSCT R AT A RRIE . IR RS — 11T R 1956-2016 47K
F T AR R E WS T 2R A 1956-19894F (/K R 30 A8 SRl F11990-2016
i OKRIEBEALSTE) o
42 KEEBERAEHIKTREIRR R L ETHE
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Fig. 2 Trend of river connectivity and annual mean runoff of three outlets in Jingjiang river from 1956 to 2016
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0, Ay BBei T oK R % AR SRR SRS IR R = I R AKSC T R R AR, SR
B, JKRIEEA TR (1956-19894F) 2] R /K L R B GAF 4 AR RBUHE 0.71~1.21 1K
2 s, HA AR R A B 2 R R R b v, R, SRR
T, KREM AR (1990-2016 4F) 7K ST FLELG AR 24 % Ax Uosos hn 3|
1.22~2.7 %, HrREuRZ Akbesral, HRBEERE, O MEE K. HILERMA,
K ZR AR 5 5 120 2K SO BB BE RS . R TR R AR = 1
RRFERD, WK R AR 22, KR RE ks, A AR T 25 4 B A]
Wik BT sk . SuLRe, KREBEFE = O RKCTFRIES LR L, K
2 B DR S A W A TR S, I, B TR SR B S R T IR R AR R 1956-1989 4E 1Y
118 d#4% 1990-2016 4% 185 d, [RIMA/K TR EA R 26 IR T2 54k, L% N
KRS SR 2.07 f5 o mBLIA R, PEfbdflm — DK RS54, SChtT ik R T
i, WEUKIRIEERE S, MARA R SCT R0 2 AR B, 4edinlimd: 735 R 5l
FRERAT H A ML,

EFAZ (4) T (5) HEAREE = O RACSCT SR (F1), @it
KSR, TSR | (R IE AR T AL, K R AR S S i R K ST ST
e RAE S R K AR R L O 7 A A E 9N A (199748 A k44 A3k~
A&/ INT Bt i 3 4y 25 e B AR ), VIEWH 9N A E 134 H 5 JRIERR

F1 FHEZOARKTFREHUITEHELSER

Tab. 1 Statistics of the hydrologic drought characteristic variables in river system of three outlets in Jingjiang river

1956-1989 4F 1990-2016 4F
KICHR BIEE PR FREE RE TR TR Vg
(0ZD)] (e fem’ A (D) (fZm) fem’/A)

P pANS| KA 7 186.06 164.30 9 1344.00 407.76
Fe/ME 1 0.04 0.04 1 0.22 0.18

SEAS(E 2 53.06 4431 2 157.59 85.72

L REIVR 1 15.76 14.66 2 47.95 40.84

YhIE SSPN:] 9 105.86 79.79 13 563.02 171.98
F/ME 1 0.39 0.10 1 0.10 0.10

FHH 3 20.72 18.08 4 78.30 43.93

L REIVR 3 0.99 0.79 4 15.07 14.53

PRPESE SN 9 136.55 80.42 11 792.79 259.73
/IMA 1 0.30 0.30 1 0.30 0.25

FHEIE 3 26.87 18.08 4 107.62 55.40

EREIR 3 1.24 0.35 3 29.64 29.64

A 14 ST ONE ] 13 2422 12.55 19 107.91 55.41
I/IMA 1 0.07 0.07 1 0.21 0.21

S5 6 3.02 1.97 7 21.17 11.25

ERYIR 6 0.46 0.07 7 3.02 1.66

B TR AE 8 281.18 211.00 13 978.05 343.88
Fo/ME 1 0.32 0.32 1 0.05 0.05

SEASE 3 38.11 28.88 4 144.02 75.94

EREIVE 4 3 130 0.32 3 17.50 17.50
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FESFRR O M AR 11 H B REE KB 13 MR 1910 A, XM A ZE 13
DA o W RKSCT 2B EEMEROK RS A R m T 1A, HrhybiE . YRR
I BREKC TR EREHINAMKE4NA, ERKH6eMAMKETNA.
MOKSCTFSRERF, KREBARG AT R E s KE ., FE . P AR
HIA IEE I, L VIENL . SRPESE . RN . S S whK SCT SR B 1 R K
SN T 1157.9444m° . 457.164Zm*, 656.244/Zm*, 83.69/4m’. 696.874Zm*; F-IIEAMKIK
HHNT 104534 m°, 57.584Zm’, 80.754Zm’. 18.154Zm’. 105.914Z.m*; H{vi{E 43 )
T 32,1942 m*, 14.084Zm*, 28.40{Zm’. 2.564Zm*. 162042 m*, LLK 3CT 54 i
T, KREWAL S IE KT RIEE AR S K SCT R, B K(E . 7
B OB LK R R AR SR I N . PRE AL AT TR L T SRR B AR Y
PHEMAPAECEE T LUE I, TR aEEEER M LA, BB K ST R K
R AR AR TSR B RGAE T AR A% 3G I DU 58 BH 1 T 5 B P T ) sk R A
T RBOKEIE N BRI T, KT 550 BRI A TP 8, SEYEA Frss i, Bl ans
W5 1 VG ST S SR T SRR i R 15,7644 m° . SRR 53.06 /4 m?, RS
B, SEIEA IR 47,9542 m® ., 157.5944m®, 728 R 5 i b 5505 78 S Y 2405 H A
ZS 1ML, BWREKFREBEFEAKCTRBERR, EKRIEBER O —
oK SCF B TP A K SCTT R RN T 47.9542 m?, 0 SR 30T N R Tl 7 S g
B EERT 47.9540m’, HAEZF R 2003 4 =K E 217 5 K VK & BT
o H, AKSCTRFEAEIN L, SUKER .

RS HTERIA, K RIEEEAR SRR = RS R AR L, T+
SRR, TR, WE(ENG R . R T IR 7K g 3 a0 AR S ik A i R
IR B A TSR BE A
4.3 EFih%5 % R . Copula iF E{FNEL & 7 70 R 7K ST R4S IS

FE 4.2 75 AT R = ] 22 7K 2R 00 A8 S i S 7K ST SRR B K S SR i AR A
A b, SRR o A0 pRE A T ) SO A A . PR AR . 2RI (P-1)
B XPBUER A Al h, RS S5 R 1T Kolmogorow-Smirnov I BEAG S5, H4h
R, FeEU A kg, P- YA sR B LA R ) SUBRAE A3 A . X BOE S o0 A 22
U5 SR BR B K-S e iHE D /N T P- T AU 3415 BRER A K-S i E D, #A Sk B %L
O3 A PRECHA TG o B T8 B A PREL) — N y =y, + 4 xexp(R, xx) , & T FHFIEAR
I SHCR IR RSR L AT AT, TR LSS5 - T K-SR 5. R 2 hAlFE
L R AR B RIS A S R B KT 0.98, FIHTE 99% 1Y B 15 IX 18] N 48 K0/ A bR
BT 2P0 TR DG E LA BRI (p > 0.01). LRI Rk, FARg = 1130
AT RAFIEAS S 500 A1 eR B VT FHEE B A PREOR IS

Xt F =4k Archimedean Copulas BRELIN &, >R FHIE ik X HSHE T8I Fl KA
SR T AL R, R 4 38 2R 119515 B Copula B8 2 50 018 LA K 42L& 1L B RMSE
AIC. Bias WM F5FR1E (F23) 11, Copula bR EH G 2 H /¥ A Clayton Copula,
FREA S Clayton Copula pREOW I R e T /K SCH SR DT0, +50 B AN ) R 1E
A TS AT
4.4 EF Copula /KX FEF I T2 EEFIEEEE S N ZE A ETHFE

TEPUEM2 a, 5 afll10 a—il YA IO T4, ARPEEA 5 B A ] H
PR E A (15), (16), ATLITE K RIEBE AT T iz &K RS2
B (ds). TEREIETS5EE (dp) . TREESEE (sp) LU TRDiE, TR
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F2 FE=OARKXTFEFETESHMHITHERK-SKRE pE
Tab. 2 Estimated values of hydrologic drought characteristics parametres and their K-S test p-value
in river system of three outlets in Jingjiang river
IR Sk AR ZH Yo A R R pla
BILI RRVilin) 0.9967 -2.81 -1.04 0.9995 0.029
TR 0.9988 -0.68 -0.002 0.9947 0.012
2 1.0097 -0.69 -0.003 0.9955 0.011
VhIE ARV 0.992 -2.49 -0.91 0.9964 0.033
TSR 1.011 -0.79 -0.003 0.9973 0.025
WA 1.7861 -1.49 -0.001 0.9899 0.054
PRPESE RVl 0.9894 -2.6 -0.97 0.9996 0.032
TRRE 0.9881 0.77 -0.003 0.9891 0.015
A 1.0494 -0.83 -0.003 0.9922 0.033
R TR 1.009 -3.18 -1.15 0.9997 0.026
TR 1.0209 -1.2 -0.005 0.9823 0.193
A1 1.0386 -1.35 -0.06 0.9837 0.087
B TEI 1.008 -2.59 -0.94 0.9983 0.029
TS 1.0105 -0.88 -0.002 0.9964 0.080
I3 1.1264 -0.96 -0.002 0.9880 0.011
%3 Copula RS RS RETMNIERE
Tab.3 Copula function parameters and values of goodness of fit evaluation index
IRk A PRI %10 RMSE AIC Bias
B ClaytonCopula 4.7530 0.1495 -103.6713 62.8178
Gumbel-HougaardCopula 0.1840 0.1504 -103.3249 63.2674
FrankCopula 8.3250 0.1562 -101.1413 65.7073
Ali-Mikhail-HagCopula 361.9520 0.1576 -100.6264 66.2962
HUBTERU ClaytonCopula 3.000 0.0425 -176.2557 17.8781
Gumbel-HougaardCopula 0.1610 0.0439 -174.3854 18.4670
FrankCopula 5.4890 0.0434 -175.0464 18.2567
Ali-Mikhail-HaqCopula 999.9990 0.0948 -129.9588 39.8787
YRBESF ClaytonCopula 2.245 0.0159 -232.9932 6.6885
Gumbel-HougaardCopula 0.1850 0.0161 -232.2718 6.7726
FrankCopula 3.7490 0.0172 -228.4579 7.2354
Ali-Mikhail-HaqCopula 53.2650 0.1301 -111.6923 54.7280
B i ClaytonCopula 1.9013 0.0249 -207.1084 10.4745
Gumbel-HougaardCopula 0.2020 0.0308 -194.8370 12.9564
FrankCopula 3.7050 0.0324 -191.9145 13.6294
Ali-Mikhail-HaqCopula 999.9990 0.0434 -175.0464 18.2567
EHRER ClaytonCopula 1.3080 0.0180 ~225.8344 7.5719
Gumbel-HougaardCopula 0.1620 0.0196 -220.9201 8.2450
FrankCopula 1.9320 0.0185 -224.2532 7.7822
Ali-Mikhail-HaqCopula 419.3740 0.1351 -109.5160 56.8313
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S =4 A EMIAE I ER (R4). hR4vTH, BHiLo . WEw ., 5kEe
. ORFE L B EEAH R AR T I — Eﬂiﬁﬁf%,ﬂ;ﬁ%ﬂlﬁlfﬂifﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁ#ﬁ, R
SR AN [R) B v B ) AR EE U R [ A A A S AR — 2, 2 a—
WA REAERN, IO Re S TFREE (ds) . TRS5EE (dp). T3k
BESIE(E (sp) BCA BN 1.34 a, RIBEIWIH3.95 a; HiL145 a—iHlKCTH
KR, HTR2aS TR E RS EHY N 2.89 a, IBATEDIE S50EME . T55%
JE g {EﬂﬁﬂaéAifjuﬂ;ﬁméﬁjyzg9 a. WELEVL, WAk SCT B 5 5Lk i
(ds). TRIIBTSWE (dp). THEESEME (sp) ZMEIMMCHEMEZAK, FEF, 7K

R4 KREBTRESHAERETEENH T _EM=ENBKEENHAMENENH
Tab. 4 Two- and three-dimensional joint return period and co-occurrences return period under the same univariate

recurrence period for each hydrologic station after river system connectivity variation

Ko AR WASRERNE) A EIM T, () [ I E B 7. (a)
ds dp sp dsp ds dp sp dsp
BT 1956-1989 2 1.34 134 134 110 395 3.95 3.96 6.04
5 2.89 289 288 217 1880 18.80 1877  47.06
10 5.40 540 540 3.86 66.81 6681 6699 275.14
1990-2016 2 1.19 119 119 091 627 627 626  13.55
5 2.71 271 270 194 3315 33.15  33.07 134.92
10 521 521 521 3.61 12406 12406 12411 898.99
YHEWL 1956-1989 2 1.45 145 145 126 320 320 3.20 428
5 3.01 301 3.02 234 1449 1449 1454  30.24
10 5.54 554 555 405 50.80  50.80  50.82  169.15
1990-2016 2 1.23 361 358 150 535 517 5.16 8.53
5 2.74 274 275 1.99 2771 2771 27.80  99.84
10 5.25 525 525 3.67 10355 10356 103.78 65833
YRBEST 1956-1989 2 1.35 135 135 112 3.85 3.85 3.86 5.96
5 2.88 288 288 216 19.05  19.05  19.07  50.67
10 5.39 539 539  3.85 69.51 6951  69.42 313.55
1990-2016 2 1.17 117 117 0.89 6.80  6.80 6.80  16.44
5 2.68 268 268 190 3746 3746 3740 180.87
10 5.19 519 518 3.58 14294 14294 14273 1264.12
HEZ K 1956-1989 2 1.50 150 150 1.32 299 299 2.9 3.87
5 3.05 3.05  3.05 239 13.86 1386 1389  28.71
10 5.57 557 557  4.08 49.08  49.09  49.11  164.94
1990-2016 2 1.30 130 130 1.06 436 436 436 7.46
5 2.82 282 281 208 2249 2248 2240  69.71
10 5.24 524 526 3.67  101.39 10140 101.95 696.56
BHRE 1956-1989 2 129 129 129 1.05 445 445 4.44 7.91
5 2.80 280 280 2.06 23.63  23.63 2353 79.52
10 5.30 530 530 3.73 88.50  88.50  88.49  531.82
1990-2016 2 1.15 115 115  0.86 780  7.80 781 2225
5 2.65 265 265 187 4470 4471 4455 27038

10 5.15 515 515 353 172.38 172.38 172.56 1960.93
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A RREIEAS e S RO P A A 1 RS BN [R) B B AR AL, X U A AR I R AT
—IAR AT R R AR, TR TR R g A — 8k

= AL R AR ) AR e i T T 4REK G S A K R AR AT EEAS K R
HEAEAR SRR, YRR E U A K R AR AT oK RiEE AR TR, XULBK R
AR S ET (1956-19894F), AKSCT AT THRE | W =K SCTRAE R 8k
HE AR —Fh MR R L AR RIS (1990-20164E) /N, Wi/KSCTRPHt . T . (3
IR RAFAEAR R [R) B e A R ZE AR S5 (1990-20164F) K, RIZK AR AR
SERT, BULE L VIR, VRBESE . RN . WERET RN S TREEE (ds) . TR
Higl (dp). TREESEME (sp) REAKSCTRAFEE E—FHER T2 55,
T A1 2 R s TAR S0, (A0 1956-1989 AV 1 2 a— 38 % 152y i 1 5L o i
KBS RN 1.34 a, 1990-20164F K 1.19 a, i 1956-1989 4EH V1.1 2 a—i iy T
ST R RO T 55 B [A) B  AE RY TR PR B BRI M 3.95 a, 1990-2016 4EH1°8 6.27 a. X EMKE
IKFREEA TG, BIK e e 1 idss 5, KM = H R — B R A K SCT 23514,
W25 5 J A 7K SO SRR AR e ) —

A = AR A B AU R R S B AT, KR EE R G, KT FIE,
T 58 B RN K A AT A —Fh AR & T R AR B E AR, s T S
M AR BEFER, BT 3R R R AR RIBAER, WEul, KR AR
R A K ST R ERIE N, RS SRR, B ams AR S w2 a, KR
AR 5 SRS AL 0.91 a, TWFILE I 13.55 a. HBLIAR, K7 M
ARG o TSI . S0 B RNEE R AR AT AT —Fh B RE SR o RV b X R R
W ZE R A, KRR FEE, —BASHERTRERE, (EHT A, Fil
SRR ) TR X VL 34 I 2 A8 A B2 i e K™, A5 3200 2R 3K ST 519 1T g
R

AR AR S B SR SC TR IR . TR G 2 AR A VIR .
LA K RIE AR S5 R AR A A B 2 a5 af110 a Fr6ER i 5 DI
TR B RE(E AN 3% 5 fr o SRR S, HOKSCT AR R B0k, T2 Dy it
WK, TR, WMEM S, TS REKREBL TR R RE, SR
A, MULERM, TR, 500 EE R ) R/ N a7 BRI i . K R
SN, BLE . VEL, VRBESE . BRI . B S uh A TR R A g
AR LL 1956-1989 4 R BUR[RIFREE A BG N, BIFEAHR] A8 g s R RS 0 T, TS DA
KK, TREETER, EEEES, DR aER2 a BF, Bl 1990-2016 417
Tk 3.5340H, H1956-19894F 14 2.85 1 H 2yt 120 d, T 558 L 1956-1989 4FE+4 /N T
3432742 m’, WEAE L 1956-1989 4F 620.57x10° m/ H . K Ppas &l e, KR
T AR S JE K SO BRI AR AR B S AR SRR B 25 5, BAn, BT H AR i
B (2 a) MPKRERZ R TR IE A E e (10a) 272434, H
A E IR 2 a YK R AR S AT IS T R 0m A I b s AR IO 10 a9 £ 16.98
fem’, WE(H/157.0342mY A .

5

(1) FAIFg = ) K SO TR 1 5208 B2 L S R A AL =3 704 1 m] 98 B3 Ai
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£S5 KREEEFTEURARENHARI MK TFRFEZTESH
Tab. 5 Hydrologic drought varialables at different recurrence periods at
each hydrologic station after river system connectivity variation

IR SCk IR AR B T (a) FEPin () TR (12 m?) Wz m/ )

e pans| 1956-1989 2 2.85 767.10 1477.01
5 3.77 1231.42 2305.05

10 4.49 1588.46 2866.35

1990-2016 2 3.53 1110.37 2097.58

5 448 1580.86 2855.34

10 527 1948.71 3329.89

ThIEN 1956-1989 2 2.40 323.71 327.17
5 3.45 611.25 502.63

10 430 814.45 568.70

1990-2016 2 3.32 574.88 786.62

5 4.43 843.37 575.49

10 5.41 1020.72 606.96

PRpE Sy 1956-1989 2 2.47 396.34 343.94
5 3.49 728.17 574.85

10 434 1008.45 709.86

1990-2016 2 3.33 675.29 542.87

5 4.45 1045.17 723.30

10 5.54 1422.62 814.51

S 4 1956-1989 2 1.77 207.29 18.60
5 2.54 376.33 31.83

10 3.10 49331 40.45

1990-2016 2 2.27 317.03 27.27

5 3.02 476.29 39.23

10 3.54 580.39 46.41

PRECHEATHLG, A2 raf . + 558 B A H Copula pRECEE FH LG 2 B B4 1Y Clayton
Copula PR%L, FET/K R & ERAEN (19894F), KHiZin 2 1% E A2 bid . (1956-
2016 4F) A EINPAFFA1]: 1956-1989 4 7K ZRIEMAS SFHT . 1990-2016 4F- A /K F 7 3
SEIG

(2) 7K FREMAR TG — L ROKSC T RES AR L, KT RRRE B
ANFEFEENZ, TR EKRME ., FEEE RS, T 508 r &K
B, FXEMP AR BT ES, TR, TR, W,

(3) -] LA [F) AR & 5 S ) — e & S U AR S0 B I S AR — 2, R[] AR
o EE LI 1) A 00 A0 R ) R R A A B AR — ﬁ A5l 1 P (] R R
T RS EBWIE K RS E AR SRR DK RERA R, YRR E B
IKFR % ﬁamﬁ%m%LLﬁaF@Dm§LLﬁ#m,ﬁ&m VRIEWL . SRBESF
FRE K . BEEKC TR S T2 E . TR SEE . T5mE 508E 5 & 4K
i%%% #ﬁmmzﬁT S, TR R A AR AR RS o

(4) KREWAZSTIE, FiLd ., B, JRFESE . BRI . 850 5 ulh S oK ST



348 R 5 KRB A S TR — F] R K ST SR SRR AT 569

BRI, TR R E AR . 1956-1989 4F S AN [RREE A38 i, 7EAH [R] B Az o 5 IR 0) ) 1
BT, TRIRERKER, TREEER, BEE .

(5) 7K R AR 55 K SCT RRRIE B AR AR B 528 S RTAEAE 22 5%, Bl H R
I (2 a) 7K FRIEE A SR E K SCT R ghnE s AR g i (10a) £73d,
AR EEIM (2 2) F/KREMALSSAE TSRS IE R AR EER (102) £
16.984Zm*, WfH/0157.034Z m*/J] .

(6) 7K Z2 3% 48 S /i Ji /K SCT SRR AR fb = BRI K AR 22 5%, B
FEARFZMIRA = FK R RIS R A& R RTEE T, AT DRI T $8iis /D ok SCT a5 44
FAERIR . O G565 HRMIE . SmEEE RN, 7 SO, %7 SOm T TR
ALK RE5H ;. @ KM . JFWIG1K . TR IR S TR, B2 4
FKBETT; O B BIZHI KRN, PR 48 i in] vy S S JFOK e | pR I e
JFOKIE, SUCFEE, it =Wk BERE TR, IMAOKERRE KR itk a, MK
BR[| 1 b= N1 E = OO <SR B [N L1 RO (11 0 8- <25 1= R TS BIEER ] TR 7 & IR 3 L 1
R R R , TERE [ HE, . B hE . AR . ZUEE RN AT IR AT T K
AR, KPR M s K i m AR B, ik D K ST R R AR L DRI
S
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Identification of hydrologic drought characteristics
under water system connectivity variation in river
system of three outlets of Jingjiang river

DAI Wen"?, LU Dianging', LI Jingbao', WANG Jinfeng’, ZHAO Zengyou’
(1. College of Resources and Environment Science, Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, China;
2. School of Tourism and History and Culture, Liupanshui Normal University,

Liupanshui 553004, Guizhou, China)

Abstract: Based on the monthly runoff data of five stations in three outlets of Jingjiang river
from 1956 to 2016, hydrologic drought characteristic variables were identified by run length
theory. The probability distribution functions of drought duration, drought intensity and peak
value were selected by Kolmogorow- Smirnov's goodness test. A Copulas function was
constructed to deeply study the river hydrologic drought characteristics after the river
connectivity variation in this region. The results showed that: (1) The year 1989 was the break
point of the river system connectivity in three outlets of Jingjiang river (1956-2016). (2) The
hydrologic drought characteristics changed significantly before and after river system
connectivity break point. The frequency, duration, intensity and peak value of hydrologic
drought increased. (3) The two- dimensional joint recurrence periods under the same single
variable recurrence period in the pre-variation era in each site were much longer than those in
the post-variation era but the two-dimensional co-occurrences return periods of pre-variation
were shorter than those of post- variation. (4) The hydrologic drought duration, drought
intensity and peak value in river system of the three outlets in Jingjiang river showed an
increasing trend after river system connectivity variation. Under the same single variable
recurrence period, the drought duration was longer, the drought intensity was greater and the
peak value was higher. (5) The magnitude of hydrologic drought characteristics was different
before and after variation of river system connectivity, and the variation ranges of hydrologic
drought characteristics were different in different river systems.

Keywords: hydrologic drought; drought characteristics; Archimedean Copulas function; river
system connectivity variation; three outlets of Jingjiang river



