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Abstract

The joint distributions of the annual maximum flood occurrence dates and magnitudes of the Jinsha and
Min rivers were established based on Copula functions, and the coincidence probabilities of flood occur-
rence dates were calculated. The joint probability, co-occurrence probability and conditional probability
were used to quantitatively analyze the coincidence risk of flood magnitudes, and the results were com-
pared. The applicability and rationality of the three probabilities to describe flood coincidence risk were
discussed. It is shown that the results of joint probability may be too large, while the co-occurrence proba-
bility and conditional probability are relatively reasonable and reliable, satisfying the natural law of
flood coincidence.
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1. 5|8

T TS K 8, 2kt E A R Z N, TERREK, B N E 24, Bt
KRS o), SR AR A R Rl vl ek o B BB . BT, FEEER /KU FE kKB
U, XHIE X AR [FE b K BERME ST 0 B[ 1] WS (2] it E AN A R M RS R, A 1
ST SR RIS K B EE . REZE (3]0 1KV RIS K R, 28 Rk I s A vt S
PIFRIEOL, WAL T RITSIRIT, FE RV R ST A @S M . 8B e FI L RS (4R K S b, MBI
(B TS CEL . B R A B A DT T, PR B 7D i S TR E WK R E R . R B[S
PR B RV R BOt B Geih, 0T 1 v VL ANR YT B3t 7K 2 R K I B . (EAR SRR S ik R
REXT S R AWK AT BRI G TE, ARG T BB E T — @ S BTk i) F A SR 1]

WACEB AR — AN 2B AGEA, AT LR 2288 IR it JEx ot sc[e]. H
0, WM ZZEKTTERIESHE . FrEAGMRINEEG k. ZICIESM k. KRN 2
YR G o AT e 4 B — AE P AT 7%, ARIX BT SR HRAAAE — 38 B R BRFIAS 2 [ 7] [8]. AT4FEK, Copula B £ A7K
SCHUR A TR, ETIR VARG TR, @ AT R I S oy A FIRE GV S M SR M I 2 YRS o A, B
TR RIEZFE, SRAREON T B, 75 5 R SR 5 (40 28 43 B 1 S50 Rt 7 3 55 o) R e 49 21032 ISR [7] (9]
T HHEE[10]5] N M-Copula PREL, 8 SZAYVT T ~T el FUVE Bl o o Kb RS AT B3, o ir itk
HE S G L EM . HE JT5E[1112K A Copula 2R EUEE ARV PG VLA S KLU RS 70 AT, R IX It 7K
Etﬁﬁzﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ sk BT ZE[12]5E T 4 Copula bR . 4 V0 VT ZE R0 5 5 ik B VAR -1 PR35 4 K

MR EBEA AT, BV T &VTL S AL F S Bt K B S AE o A S 13 ) DU AT 5 2 5T At 9T
ﬁ%,m%QWMuﬁWLWE& A AT, HESRPRTL UK I EE MR . (X Eept R A H i 7K E
IS, IFBRAH MK R AR ] AR, — e AR T KR A ) B, (RN R T K & AN
PR A TR PN 25 . WBRBE S5 [6]18 F 2 4EJEXS R Archimedean Copula BR#L, 43 lE SLACTT BT St
KR AR IS AL AT 7K B R AR BR & 3 AT, 23 M SR K R A IR TR R 8 % P T8 XU o 151 5 A 55 [ 14 DL YL AE UL
RBEFERT B, HET 24k Copula BREUS> IR IE 1 VLA S Rk 7K & A I 8] DA R 3k 7K R 2B I 1) RN 2% IR R 29 AT
RS, A TR R AR I TR) AT AR 2 ) BB AR 2 o SRIBAE[ 151K F = 4EJEXI R Archimedean Copula R4 37 F
5 Sl AR 2 L3t A i Rk Ve A FLTRT R N [R] R R 23 A, 40 W R e 5 ] B ol 3k /K ) a8 UG o (LT 55 (9]
FTHAIE Copula BREL, 43 7K 3 IR Je WA I 458 22 Yt 7K R A I ) AN & R IG5 20 AR, R ek 22 vk /K Ok
Az B[] 5 2 ) i B A R

ASLVAE VP TTANRIT A U B, 52T Copula B 73 3 G 37 PR VLA 5 Rk 7K & 2B I [R]R B2 2% IR IG5 40 A1
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SRR AR I (] PR, SRR G MRS . [F) ISR AN 25 AR R 238 o0 AT SR Bk 7K B 200 1) LR, B LA 9T
FCA =i A5 B K BB ME S, FF PSS R R & BRI S W AT
2. ARFGE
2.1. Copula E{ ¥}

Copula PREUZ 5E XAE[0,1]IX A 35) 5] 73 A7 1) 2 4EBK G 40 A bR B . KHE Sklar 5@ 28, WRENLAE X, Y 4
GOy AR N Fy (x) TN E, (v) s F(x,p) /2 XA Y B & 70 A7 B8 H U6 A7 A2 ME— ) Copula s EUETF[16]:

F(x,y):Cg(FX (x),FY (y)):CQ(u,V) @))]

e C 4 Copula i%; 0 9 Copula EREUIIZH: u M v NILG D AREL u=F, (x)=P, (X <x),
v=F,(y)=PF (Y<y)-

Copula FREFPIRE L, HH Archimedean Copula BEZE LA ZFE. SHUb. DR &R, 7EK3C

AIEAS BT IR o ARSIk I iR bR 50 A I Clayton Copula. Gumbel-Hougaard(GH)Copula 1 Frank
Copula, HZEMEU0R[7]:

1) Clayton Copula:
C(u,v)= (u’g +v? —1)71/9 ;0 €(0,0) )
2) Gumbel-Hougaard Copula:
C(u,v) = exp {—[(—mu)” +(~In v)”T/o};e e [1,) 3)
3) Frank Copula:
—6u -1 —0v -1
C(u,v):—lln 1+(e )(e ) ;0eR @
0 (e"o —1)

2.2. FK &L REEBAIBEER
TEAFE BBOKERIITEOT, R KRB A AT A B — AR N PR AE B R K R A AR R — R )
RN DRI, AR ST 4 e K ik /K R A2 I ) ) TE) B AN iR I A R RIS, [RIIN 25 FE U KA Rk 8], A5 YL
TR RO AR TR S &k RIEIE AR B -
B =Pty <T <ty +T-At<T <t +7+Ar) (5)
e i, j RoACEHIE R s j S B0 T, T O RORBOK AR A, U — K& o,
PRI B3 kR 7 Fom iR @ i3 j b AR FEIT T) s Ar FORPIVLAE ORI AR AR IS T AT B o TR
AP K B AR N, RIAT 45 380 9 VLA de Ut K R AR I TR 7E B A U I8 R P
P> ©)
X NI R E .
2.3. FKEREBRIBER
FEBIKIZ it 5, XS T8 E Copula BEG 704, — BT FCICEMEZ . [RIBUMER A SFA AR . BCEHE
RGN R 2/ 0H AN R HERN KRR, B8 X, Y REREGHERN:
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P(X>xUY>y)=1-F(x,y)=1-C(u,v) @)
() AR 2 i AR B[R] I R o B v I A R AR R . R X, Y IR
P(X>xﬁY>y):1—FX (x)—Fy (y)+F(x,y)=l—u—v+C(u,v) ®)
SR RIS E ARG E, 75— EERAENMER D 4 x> B, Y>y RE4MERN:
_P(X>xnY>y)
P(Y>y|X >x)= PO )
_l—FX(x)—Fy(y)+F(x,y)
TR ®
_l—u—v+C(u,v)
B 1-u

RoK BT AR R R PITBOR AR AE [/ — R SR A RN T TR R AR, ASREIA itk R A4
i, WITHKEBEWE LA ENBOKESE SR b, BB R E R E R —EEE A . B
Uk, FEWFFCBOK RGBT, A S K R AL TR) o (RS K R AR I TR AN K SR 22 AN A B R BE R AR
B, WPHLh 2 —TLRAER —BIUKEBRRR S BE .

P'=P"-P(Q>q VO >q)) (10)
R K R AT ], VL [ B R A e — B v Kl 11 R I 2

P'=P"P(Q>q nQ >q)) (11)
[FRE, i VLRSS GuoK I, j VLR 5 — S KB W 2 AR

P"=P-P(0,>q]|0>q) (12)

Kef ¢, ) AL T4 8K,
3. fssESl
3.1. RS

KALHHRABOK 2 BRI B WA AR KRN, B TRaKEa &N, SRR s KoK, &
JR AT B BOK O o SV KITI LW B, 4K 3500 km,  FEHITRERITARA 50 75 km®e £ VTTHUKE
Bl BIFRIRS A rh TR SR, WA DI BREIREE DN SIS AR, IR,
HEERFES R, 2 HACGERE I, BWOKFFEI EHK A 40 Ko WRIT ORI B d ff 10— 5, 42
K 735 km, JRBREIAR 13.54 75 km®e WRVLUOKZ BRI, TORTAL. SR, kR, vt —RRrsk 2~4
o PRVLULIA SR M AR KA —E, HKG RAEERE, BRI ERFRHK. 111966 £, LR AEH 1939
DR SEI B5 RK,  FR)IFURTTAB H BAFE f R K, O T KGR B (1

AR VLB L S AIRY L Ry 1951~2016 436 66 SERITTUI HARTBRE, RS RHUREE, 707045
EIEDEe S S N R bk 9 da Ll 1) D 2 7 PR (VNG S S ST N 7 N

3.2. WG HRESL

3.2.1. Ak BERERIB%E S
J5MAE[171H R 5I N von Mises 73 AR A 4E e KUt K & AEFIA], 45 522 B von Mises 7 A1 AR IF Hi A & B
JE B AR A AR B Pt K R AR I T AT AT S0 H 2 0 R RAE, P AR IR A von Mises 43 A1 SRt ik A % %5 1 b0 0
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[18]s
UK B A R ONIUY . x=2mD, /L. et D, REWA R AT | K L AFIBIIRKE,
WK R A I ) X 2 RO

f&@)=i2mih)mﬂkm“%EOstzmos%szm&>o (13)
b p, NIRG IR REG k RRESEG u R ESHG 1 (k) 2 0 B Bessel B#: m 2 RIS von Mises
SRR, Bom=3.

KR RALSRIEAL TR A von Mises 7345 125, K F] Kolmogorov-Smirnov 74 (K-S) 1 77 iR 1% 2 1% (RMSE)
HHATWERES, SRR 1 PR, ERZEKFERN S%IEN T, K-S KIS/ FInFE 0.164, Ui H %,
(iAo A FR B AR Se,  H S A 5 4R () RMSE (H#SELE /. Rk, RARA von Mises 40 ALl
BRI AR I R ATAT o P41 D B Lk R vy 3 b A i R 7K R A T T 22 360 R 5 B 2 A AT T 2 (R 0L 45 P
d A, S E S5 SRR LA AT

3.2.2. JKERMIBGZS

MRIE CRFIK TR KT SATEY, RA P-I0 B A S itk RVER KRR EZE Y IR P-111

oy, HNRZR% R R 19]:

5
fy (J/) = F(a)
Kb o BHISs 0 P-IN R AR TR . RUEAIGLESH: T () Mm%,

KA ML P-IN B SEL R 2 WIS 5 MR Z iR TIL AR, 45 W 2 FoR.
MR EVAKTE N 5%, BHENE—r-1FF r ASHANE kO 2 RIS HEON 22 K51 p B K Tk
FHH 0.05, ULBAFENE T P-TIT B o0 A #RIE R TRCEAS G,  H Pk ) RMSE BN [RItk, A LLEA P-TIT A4y
A FERRHKES . E 2 N ER KUK ERAK G SIS MR LS -, B, #igE54
ARG R AT

(y—5)a7lexp[—ﬁ(y—5)];a>0,ﬂ>0,5£y<oo (14)

Table 1. Parameters and test results of marginal distributions of flood occurrence dates

= 1. HUKREREBG S HEHRREER

P ik u, k, D, K-S Hi RMSE
433 68.01 0.17

Bl 5.19 7.91 0.49 0.060 (0.164) 0.020
3.40 5.69 0.34
423 222 0.64

=527 3.66 300.00 0.13 0.046 (0.164) 0.014
2.88 7.87 0.23

Table 2. Parameters and test results of marginal distributions of flood magnitudes

2. OKBROG N HEHRREER

3 1l a Vi) ) 7K p E RMSE
Bl 7.93 0.0007 5129.4 0.262 (0.05) 0.018
=7 6.57 0.0005 3522.7 0.262 (0.05) 0.222
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Figure 1. Fitting diagram of empirical plots and theoretical frequency curve of flood occurrence dates
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Figure 2. Fitting diagram of empirical plots and theoretical frequency curve of flood magnitudes

2. KERZWRESERIMEHMEMAE

3.3. BASTAESL
KH Clayton Copula. GH Copula 1 Frank Copula B&%{73 55 374 VYL B Lk FIUR YL =y 37 3 4F e Rk /K kA=
B TE] RV K B2 ) 4R Ao A, BIL:
F(t.t,)=C(T.T,) (15)
F(g.9,)=C(0.9,) (16)
Kb T, T ERR UL B Lt AR YL e 3w A o KUK AR 8] 0, O, 0 AR s PRl K B0

DOI: 10.12677/jwrr.2020.95049 466 TK YR 5T


https://doi.org/10.12677/jwrr.2020.95049

BOKE BB R A T

FIF Kendall #AH5¢ & Efli i+ Archimedean Copula B S 4L, 15 AL WANR 5 HIR AR (13 77 iR 22 13047
AR, ERWE 3 Fron. HERFR, TERKE AR RIFZKEHR MBS 5, = Copula BRET)
RMSE {H#AH %R /)N, H GHCopula BREL] RMSE {8/, G e, #uk A GHCopula B&%5 73l 57
PRTL AR R A I (R AN G Ao 18] 3 20 30l gk /K O A B ) R 7K B B 93 A (19 22 B A 5 AN B A2 0%
. BEWE, WG RARELE, UHESL G A AT

Table 3. Parameter estimations and test results of the joint distributions of flood occurrence dates and magnitudes

3. HUKRERERERK ST HHSHETHERMGREER

A ] oK FEL
Copula &%
[ RMSE [4 RMSE
Clayton 0.09 0.0296 0.43 0.0330
GH 1.04 0.0293 1.21 0.0269
Frank 0.39 0.0294 1.62 0.0285
0.9 : . . : . ; 1
+ &%
0.8 091
0.7 08r
06 Oy
061
= 0.5 ¢
2
< .05
& 047
04 r
0.3
031
0.2
0.2r
0.1 01r
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5 (e Be (B9

Figure 3. Fitting diagram of empirical frequency and theoretical frequency of the joint distribution of flood occurrence dates and
magnitudes

3. KR EREIFERKE S HEWHIESIBRIMENSE

3.4, @IPITHURIT K E S X 247

34.1. k&SR EE B RS

UIRTATE, s N VLA ok H i H IRTE [A)— R RE R AR /N . SE Bk, Sy DV LRINRY L AR e K itk &
ATER— RGO IEE Do SVPTTHUKERSE R, BKIEFLE, IRTT A K FRSm (A e, kT et
— MR 5~7 Ko L, YONBETTAERK H &R AR R RS IE 4 Rz R K R A 8. @l RG)itHHE
YOI AT K R AE I (A TEB R R, S5 F REBRIME P, W 4 fis.

B AT, S VTTRIRTIAKTE 6 At DARTEIE IR AR /N, #8F 0; 78 7 A H~9 AV 5 KAEIE,
MR IEAYERFE 1.0 x 107 L1y 7 A N HBLEE &g, 7 A 24 HIEEMMERER K, B3] 50x107; 8
H 10 HHIUA —AVNAOEE, RN 2.6 x 107, RIFSESZME RS, SVPTTRIRIT R W E LRI 6
H~9 H, 8 HEMxRZ, HKZ7H. HInr L, SRR R R K OR A I RS 25 1 5 sl Se i+ — 8.
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Figure 4. Daily coincidence risk of flood occurrence dates of the Jinsha River
and Min River

Bl 4. € TRIRITHK & 4 Bt E)8Y H & B RS

3.4.2. FKBLEBRRIXE ST

ASCAER T K EOEERT, 8 T KR AR, ik K R AR B Ta) 5 K B O Bk, ARE 2(10)
A0 7 T T B D TR YT A DR T 358 i 0 vt A T s () B e AN R IR, AR X (12) T b R R
KT RE € EIUHGKIT,  WRVL A A B E UK & 2. 26 4 2 T HBUHA A8 5 4. 10 4. 20 £, 50
FE % 100 RSO0 R PVL LK TE 8 (A M | R DU A 2 AR, S =R B ME R T 45 R ATt i i F

PR AR B JOEB IS M T RE R K. B MWBRE MR 8 S M B R, ANRECRUE IV E R A — &4
MK, 5 RA—ILRAK, MIARBKESE, X SRR M. Fit, 75T & N, SR
I MR AR A KU AN G B, 30 FH RIS A2 A B A 4

I E A KGE A LR Ee s EPUNGOK K, BRI N T AR . ST SIRIT R4 5 4. 10
L 20 4FL 50 AEFT 100 AE B KB B I IR 23008 9.21 x 107, 3.73 x 107, 1.65 x 107, 0.61 x 107 Al
0.30 x 107, BEF&E B A, HKEZOEE N FIBUR SR/ MHITRA S 4. 10 4. 20 4. 50 4E51
100 4F— B KE B & HER 73 BN 46.03 x 107, 37.27 x 107, 32.94 x 107, 30.36 x 10 F129.50 x 107, Fifi
FEBRIVAMIER, KIEMERIZETN, HEUMEEAKR . MFEIER AR BRI E H, SV IAl
RV K Mt /K R AR B R BN, AN KEE IR TR, BP R NOK TR 5 R AR TS, fF6— oA

5RAE/NHOKALE, 4 RIS IIVTR A RBKES, FHIRTT R A R 2K &2 K, &WTLR
A 5 AEIEPKI, IRYTRZAE 5 4F 10 4E. 20 4E, 50 4F A1 100 4F— 8L /K T8 (1 26 - E 2 0 il h 46.03 x 107,
27.90 x 107, 16.25 x 107, 7.56 x 107 f1 4.12 x 107 Wi&yPITRAE 100 fE—BPOKE, IRVTRAE 5 F. 10 4,
20 4F. 50 A1 100 E— BB I & HESR 43 ) 82.43 x 107, 68.94 x 107, 56.48 x 107, 40.66 x 107 Fl
29.50 x 107, T &VVTAIRITH /K B Kendall #126 RECH 0.18, RIEMIKKR, LK KA
m,  HL_RE R A KHOKE, R 5 kK.
Table 4. Joint probability, co-occurrence probability and conditional probability of flood magnitudes coincidence of the Jinsha River

and Min River (x107)
T4 EDIMIRTHK L E EREBNHAME, FIBMEMEHEE=107)

I T B AR
HILH 5 10 20 50 100
5 40.87 31.98 28.05 26.03 25.47
U B
10 31.98 2131 16.41 13.82 13.08
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Continued
20 28.05 16.41 10.87 7.83 6.95
50 26.03 13.82 7.83 4.40 3.35 A
100 25.47 13.08 6.95 3.35 221
5 9.21 5.58 3.25 1.51 0.82
10 5.58 3.73 237 1.21 0.69
20 3.25 2.37 1.65 0.93 0.57 [ IR 2
YT 50 1.51 121 0.93 0.61 0.41
100 0.82 0.69 0.57 0.41 0.30
5 46.03 55.80 64.99 75.60 82.43
10 27.90 37.27 4736 60.24 68.94
20 16.25 23.68 32.94 46.50 56.48 F AR
50 7.56 12.05 18.60 30.36 40.66
100 4.12 6.89 11.30 20.33 29.50
4. &g

ARSCLAG VP TTBE LLa AT T =373 1951~2016 4F 1V H AR 7R 2 fit, R FHIE A von Mises 73 APl 4F
B RBEK R AE IS TA], SR P-TI B A3 AR LA A B R K B 2, 24T GH Copula BRE7> 5l 58 57 VLAF e Kt /K
KA A AR B H BG4, M T A VD TTRNIRTT ik K & A ik 1) AN 2 R B XRS5 T bl T R
MEZE . [RIIUAE R0 S A MR 2R 0K = b 0 AT TR 7 V2R K B8 U A B S P S, E A5 IR R

1) &V ARITHKLE 6 H 4 ARG EE MR EEE T 0,7 A ai~9 AW 5 K AETE S, MERIEALE 1.0 x 107
Pl E, 7 H 24 HIBUEBIE(E, #EN50%x107, 8 H 10 HE S —/NEE, BE RN 2.6x107,

2) HEEEAMRNE S, AREGAER LA AR AR R E R, PRI YCNBA B2 AN IE & F R R 3t /K
EYOEE AR, IR AR TE S BT, T A RS K& 0 — A

3) IR KE I 1 MER L m UK 1K VT S5 IRIT R 2E 10 S — B3 KEE 1) F IR R 3.73
x 107, 1M1 100 E— @ /KIE B RN 030 x 107, H/NUKER S KA EE.

4) K& A B OEE K RPN T 2R R . TR 2R 100 4E—8 v /K8 0 A B R N 0.30 x 1072,
M2 2N 29.50 x 107,

5) M B VOTTR AR K I, NIFIRYT R AE AN A B G K I & A 3 K VDT R A 5 4E— 1B K,
URYT R A 100 4F—BHUKIEB IR N 4.12 x 107 £IITRAE 100 F—BHUKE, WRITRAE 100 F—i@ K
TEIE M N 29.50 x 107,

E ST H
[l 5K s AR TR (2016 YFC0402206) FE VLK BT & A BR 5711 7 (ENQJ-TD1-FW-2019185) ¥ B .
SE 3k
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