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Abstract

When a river has multiple tributaries, the occurrence of mainstream floods and tributary floods is the
main factor threatening the safety of downstream flood control points. The risk assessment of floods en-
countering is important for downstream flood control safety. Based on the Copula function which is easy
to construct multiple edge distributions into multi-dimensional joint distribution, combining with the
frequency composition method, the expression of n-dimensional combined flood distribution function is
derived and the corresponding flood encounter risk estimation model is established. Taking the floods
encountering of the Yalong River, the Xianshui River, and the Qingda River as an example, and using the
two-parameter three-dimensional Copula function to estimate the downstream flood risk, the down-
stream combined flood distribution function and flood control risk rate were calculated. The results
show that the model can quantitatively analyze the randomness of floods encountering and provide a
certain reference for downstream flood control.
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1. 51§

i A ] % DRI 7 A VR B AR BB IR N, IR PR R /K 5] R 1) 2 SRIRT AL ) 7K T O 4 BT A R
). KGR T Bt A B A BEE . KA 2 BRI EONEEEAREZ LIRS
SAR[L] [2] FEEIBGAIARRIIEA 2 AG[3] [4]. AESETTR5] 2 IG5 A B el — YR 5 AT 11 T7 23 [6]
& BGTNFAAAAFAEE —SEEE, L2 JIES A RUR N A G S R E, S HOT RIS R
BAMAG A MRBER N7, HAT, E AN A SCRIC N RIBsdl s i ARfh 5, 2R —%
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R AP R KEB LS 75, H A2 R e 4K SCRENLAS SRt 4T Se e 78, T 2 4K SChE
MU B AT, 2405 S AR 2 0, FAE Gu i AT 751205 SR 1 i T AR 23622 58 o 50 ) A b = DA w3
FROY SRR AR T R, DRI, 38 R A B B I AT B SR AR (2, TSR /KA & (R A A A FE AR G,
TER B RO INE AT SRARES , 75 B AR S g AT AL A B, gt 3ok 2 o 2 HH LB 2 3

Copula bR HREWS 18 3 48 8 K12 5 53 AT AVRH SCVE S5 A6 P 31 3 KA1t 2 4 40 A, TR RG24, Rtk
B — AR A BN T E, ALK ST AR R R 2] T2 N . BESZAESE[8]SK ) Copula R
i T P R K OKBE A AR AL, I BN IR MBS MR B AT T LA . ZERICEF[9) I WS HL Copula
PRI T PR BEVEE 2 [R ARV 0 A R, il T T TR DA IR 1) 2 A MR . 01 52 25 [ 10144 Copula bR 2506
B K e X AT X T T, T M 2R S s A TR, IR T AN s AT VAR

ik, ARSCE Copula BELS) T HIIEECA AT IIRE A, B Copula R EUTERIE A 70 A1 R AL 34 5 4%
HEFAET H Z YA DA R BN T REARSE &, DARERIL EF /KN BT KGEE ], AT 7 3R/ 7
FEXS TR G A0, I7VET LAAR 70 2 FE T ST BN L E AR DG, BB R A 2 M BUE B K
XA RN G AT AT ER, G R T R A AR 2 4 ) R PSR A I, A O TR PR SR A
bt 1T

2. Copula ER#
Copula A% H Sklar 7£ 1959 4E$2H, S5 AE[0,1] L¥AI A k& A B 2. HH Archimedean Copula B
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BEE e, IEMNESR, TEKCERRBE A N BN 2. n 4k Archimedean Copula p& A a0 T -

(u,w):(o{qf (ul)+(/f (u2)+-~~+(/f (un)},UE[O,l] 1)
Hrr, B o e T Copula REIZEIY ., XS =4k Archimedean Copula p&%1, FiE:WT:
C(u11u21u3):¢1(¢;1(U1)+(9{1(Pz (¢£1(uz)+(ﬁ£l(u3))) )

M ZH =4 Archimedean Copula B&EHIA AN A AETC, PRI AT AR M 220 ) HE AR B 2 (AN ROAR AR S5 4 . =24
GH Copula. Clayton Copula. Frank Copula p& %3254 B0 F -

C(uy,U,,U56,,6,) = exp{—([(—log u;)” +(~logu, ) :|31/92 +(~logu,)* )J/al} .
ae, va

c(ul,uz,us;el,ez):[(us—ez rup —1)" _1} @)

C(uy,Uy,U5:6,,6,) = ~6" log {1— ¢t (1—[1—c;1 (1-e)(1-e )Tl/ ” )(1—9:91“1 )} (5)

He, ¢ =1-e%, c,=1-e%, Z%6 FKRZIE (u,u,). (u,u,) Z R, 2506, AKZIE (u,,u,) Z
(] IR R 1
3. &T Copula R# KK E BN L THHREY

APHIE S S i 2 R XRIPUKI, T X EKIE — A ErE R R, 5205 X E oK-S TRtk 4
HlamRA N, HASHXGRESM, NN Rt R r bt 2 e ok 7RO g [11] [12] [13].
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Figure 1. Flood encounter combination diagram
E 1 #okBBEATEE

a1 R, TR X, XK N XZ, Xgoeee, X o BIBEEH] RO W, TIW = X+ X, 44 X
Xy, Xyyeee, X Z AT LU AR R R BN BT . n—1 2% X TRl ORAE B i s B 4RVE N, 9 R il Bl it 2l
R B Al ok T — 2 KB, jﬂ%ﬂETmﬂ%«ﬁ}“%J RIB g 4, TR TR R A SR 23
AT R, ARIEIR AL G, A PO AL B T T 2 A iR (R R 20 A R AT AR R

P(w>w,)=1- I Ih Xys Xy ) ) dxdx, - (6)
A, DX AX e+ X SWos (X, Xy, X, ) AEBEHLAE R X, Xy, X, IVER A HE SR 25 FE R, 2w, 9 IR 7t

Pl BB AR, U AR A U P (w > w, ) BRI 2.
&iﬁ(G)#ﬂE@@%ﬁﬁ%$%}§&i&h(&,xz- %, ) AT LA Copula Bk, ARWT:

H (%%, ) =C[F (4).F (). F (x,)] ™
h(X1 ey ):8 H(Xl,xz,...,xn):anc(uPUZ’...,un) (8)
1 A217 T A axlaxz,,, axn axlaxz...axn
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At H (XX, %, ) AREHVAEEE X, %, -, X, BIBRE S ATRREL CLF (%), F (%), F (%, ) | AHENLAE R X, %, , -+, X,
f¥] Copula BREL, U = F (X ), Uy =F(X,), Uy = F(X,) 238 X, X, -+, X, AL AT R HL. Hor,
POt )_PCtrnh) B B W
R S T TR T Ox, OX, OX =0(U et ) £ (%), (%) 1y, (%) ©)
A o(uy Uy, ) AC(Uy, Uy U ) B EERREL £, (%), f (%) B (%)) 20 00R X, X, X, HRIIA G P bR
%
1 IR AZCAT RN, B AR ] A2 S K K 40 A BR BT B Copula R 2505 F62 BRI DL S 2590 A 3% i iR GR
7, IR Copula #5514 2 AN S A A kit i 22 SR & 0 A RS R, 5 3(6)EAT B0t vl AT 0357 1 n
YE2H B itk 1) o A R AR A S, s (10) AT :

P(WZWO):1—j---ch(ul,u2,---,un)- f (%) T, (%) f, (% )dxdx,-dx, (10

RL0)EAT LU XA G HOK R REHE 2 n 4, A PERE;  BERLAR BRI A B 5 5 6 20T Copula B8
Bkor, WLFENH AR ICNE; XTI BATIR S, AR R G A0 # ] ISR & 70 A o

BR AR D BRI R -

O e L% 345, RINBKFTR K 73041 iR AL

QTS HTIL G A AR DHME B FERE B, 1B #%53& 1) Copula BR%L.

@)%} Copula b %3 FZ b8 i UL L2 30 25 53 A1 5 FE B B SRR n A3

Q0)AA LU 0 T Aok e % n 48, dHVERGE; REYLIASE RS B S R A a5
A1 % FE B HUA . Copula bR U FERR BRI, W RATE 05 REAR BRI ARG s X TG A R B PR, AR
LG AR AT IG5 3 o

4. LGSR

FEEV LIRS, T s R 2R3, BRI R AL m DR, WIECF K EEZ) 950 km, 396 24y 137 km,
WREPPRKRE . SCREF KIS R AR MERIT, sk 2 frox, x5 bbb St gyt 2 4
R T — B BE AR SR MEB VL Rk . BRI Rk . PRI 4L B3k Dy sE K Bk, e R — B %1 = A
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Figure 2. Yalong river basin map
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4.1. G HNTE
P-111 4347 fH 2R AE /K SCAS EATR 434 vp N R Bk, TR B PS4 BT . HNER 2 s BN -

_ ,37 oyt _ _
f(x)—r(}/)(x ) exp[ B(x a)] (11)
Ho, o B yaAP-I BSAHAE. RE. IRSE, HHEARWNT:
4 2 (. o,
a:C_SZ’ﬂZYCVCS ,}/:X[l— C. J (12)

MRS LR 23, AT RATH S B HES T 0 | S 7 T 6V AN PROCIRT R ) P-1 A 24, e 1 AT, HEZSL
B 7RI AN PRIt KBS IR AN P-4, BA P-H 0 A AR ERL L S 7T A0 PRIt /K B )32 4 A e
EEATATH

Table 1. P-111 distribution parameters of Yalong River, Xianshui River and Qingdahe Flood Peak
1 OMEIL. SKARRKAHIER P-II S5 H

MK & i KA kK B R RIAT kK

BIfE x 1161.53 519.6 81.73
BRI C, 0.34 0.38 0.41
s R4 Cs 1.94 1.47 1.87

a 1.062812 1.85108 1.14387

B 0.00261 0.00689 0.031917
y 754.39 250.96 45.89
WA 0.99 0.98 0.98

4.2. Copula R ¥R BVAYIEEE

B, XPHERZVLULIE . BRI PO EAT A SR, BT AR DG, Wl DL i & A S
WHFCHT R Copula BREEAL . ARSI A SPSS B A A I AR SG M 43 A R FHE 28 VL b e L 5 7K YT 3k A A1 PR O VRT vk U
BTN T ST, MERTLERIE, S /KIS (R FIAE OC R 3 0.938, MERVLLIE, BRI LI [H] 1)
FHR RHCH 0.946, f7KITEIE BRI b 2 [B] B AH DG R 400 0.937, t AT S0 W35 1 E26 3578 0 < 0.01. HHlk
ATLLHIr, = 2 [AfEEE R RAIIEA <M. BT GH Copula A1 Clayton Copula i& i T-28 & 2[R f77E IEAH 9556
%, Frank Copula BR¥0&E T8 & 2 [AAA/E IEBUSUAR OGO R o IR, A3Ci% A GH Copula. Clayton Copula #1 Frank
Copula BB TH A UK IR FC

4.3. Copula ¥ H Lt

St 2 Copula BRI, ASCRIAUSRIEXS Copula s HiE AT S8k 1H. XS =4k Copula B
IR T TT A0 -
1) MR R %

L(vaz):HC«Uiliuiz’Uie);Hvez) (13)

i=1
0°C((uy,Uy,5):6,,6,)
0U,0U,0U,

c((uy,U,,U4);6,,6,) = (14)
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n

In(L(el,Qz)):Zln(c((ul,uz,ua);el,ez)) (15)

i=1
2) fBASA bR B R AR R
0*In(L(6,,6,))

=0 16
06,00, 19

4.4. Copula BB &K EIEM

LA E PR 3 ZAUHE Genest-Rivest J5 72 (BRI LRE) AIC 15 BAEITE AN OLS ¥4 (B8 27 5 Aidse /INAE U)o

Genest-Rivest 77 21 S 0 S MBS AT 22 B, MRHE SRR A S L, SRAIWT Copula BRI 741 1)
LA THHL

SR AR T

Fomp (Xi2: X120 %i3) = P(X, < X, Xy <%, Xy S X5) = [Z;ank, —0.44}/(n+0.12) 17

g=1k=11=1

R, Fy WK, ny, MEIT X, < X0 X, <%, Xq < X FIEASL n NRITKSE,
AIC {5 B HEN AT S BRI GIL5 1— M, AIC {EBk/)N, SEHIAIRK Copula BRELA AL, HRITE
XF:
10
MSE:HZ(Femp(Xil’XiZ'Xis)_C(uil’uiZ’ui3))2 (18)

i=1

AIC = nln(MSE)+ 2k (19)

A, C(Uy, Uiy, U ) NERRAIRAE, K RIS HIIA L.
B8 25 RS/ N (I T PR AE R AIC HETU—FF, OLS {Hl/N, LAk,

1 n
OLS= \/HZ(Femp (Xas Xiz X3 ) = C (U, ui2’ui3))2 (20)
i1
w1 PP R AT 75 2 ANF] Copula b B0 I S HUG RER . Wk 3 .

GH Copula

Clayton Copula Frank Copula

1.0 1.0 1.0

0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.5 1.0

Figure 3. Theory and experience combined frequency fitting
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MBI LA, W Z% GH Copula. Clayton Copula. Frank Copula e85 e i B 4 % 15 2 06 451
BITEAE 45 4R FfHIE, HAHZEAK, Ui B =Pk O AR AT 1 0L A RO 30, 38 I R PRAN 2 A B WL 4 e
W ol B BN AR I AU A e, BT AR 75 AIC {5 ELE AT OLS ¥EHEAT AL -4 .

TH545 HANF Copula ) AIC fEAT OLS 18, #R4E AIC {5 B HENIAT OLS Y& LR #EAT P, AIC fH.
OLS {H LA} Copula E(Z%L 0, 0, W3 2.

Table 2. AIC, OLS values and parameters of different Copula functions
%z 2. I[F Copula iR #I AIC. OLS {EREEH

AIC OLS (7 0,
GH -171.191 0.054 4.52 4.69
Clayton —160.812 0.064 4.54 4.55
Frank —166.423 0.058 15.99 16.05

FH# 2 A[1, GH Copula EEUITiHE ) AIC A1 OLS {7y, Frank Copula 5%l Clayton Copula B8 fTit
B AIC F1 OLS 153K T GH Copula BT AIC F1 OLS 18 . itk GH Copula B8 06t it 5 371 F4DL-4 &k
Rixflt. FrLIMRYE AIC. OLS fi/MEN], EEXS % =4 GH Copula BT 4 & /K5 .

45. HEHKHTE

fRY% GH Copula s, FUASRIBIEEC SR (K 4), Hrb, x @l y Bl z #50 5RR FERTL G ff K
g PRATIE, HAE VKRG R R BIE 4 7T DLE BAERBIEH & R AR L AR L a3 . RIE
AN I(6)~(10) T LAFS B R i 2 Atk it g w KT R gl it 22 40l wo FORER, B EAFR w, BIAI1532H At
KA (5% 3) M HoAr AT B 28 (14 5).

GH Copula Wi
0.9
= 0.8
wn
* 200 0.7
=
g 150 0.6
b
€ 100 05
?E_% 50 0
Z 2500 200 0.3
% 0.2
1500 600 '
1000 800 0.1
FEZYT P (m® - s7') 500 1000 KT IS (m® . s7)
Figure 4. Flood peak joint distribution
4. HIEBEDH
Table 3. Combined flood distribution
< 3. tHEHKNT
wo/(m*s ™) P(W > wo)/% wo/(m*s ™) P(W > Wo)/% wo/(m*s ™) P(W > Wo)/% wo/(m*s™?) P(W > Wo)/%
3300 14.43 3870 6.06 4440 2.50 5010 1.03
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Continued
3330 13.79 3900 5.79 4470 2.39 5040 0.98
3360 13.18 3930 5.53 4500 2.28 5070 0.97
3390 12.60 3960 5.28 4530 2.18 5100 0.94
3420 12.04 3990 5.04 4560 2.08 5130 0.90
3450 1151 4020 481 4590 1.98 5160 0.88
3480 11.00 4050 4.59 4620 1.89 5190 0.85
3510 10.51 4080 4.38 4650 1.80 5220 0.82
3540 10.04 4110 4.18 4680 1.72 5250 0.80
3570 9.59 4140 3.99 4710 1.64 5280 0.77
3600 9.16 4170 3.81 4740 1.57 5310 0.75
3630 8.75 4200 3.64 4770 1.50 5340 0.73
3660 8.36 4230 3.47 4800 143 5370 0.71
3690 7.99 4260 331 4830 1.36 5400 0.69
3720 7.63 4290 3.16 4860 1.30 5430 0.67
3750 7.29 4320 3.02 4890 1.24 5460 0.65
3780 6.96 4350 2.88 4920 1.18 5490 0.64
3810 6.65 4380 2.75 4950 1.13 5520 0.62
3840 6.35 4410 2.62 4980 1.08 5550 0.60
6000
5000t
2
& 4000
)
=
R L
& 3000
H
2000+
1000 ' : ' . '
0 0.2 0.4 6 0.8 1

0.
P/FIH
Figure 5. Combined flood distribution curve

5. AN

GV A M2 FT LA Y B wo (I, A K BRI T wo IIRE S ASITRDN , 76 wo /T 3000 m/s
ZW, HAEBOKBIERT wo HESR IS wo IR INEEA B RZEMEOCR, 24 wo KT 3000 m¥s 5, 4&uK
PRI R T wo FIEZEBE wo (I HE DN T /N (RO RROR BRGNS, SR H a0 T 0. e 42 ) s 1 22 42 ity 4800 /s
I, AR 3R B30y 1.43%. S5 REWZB X B 22 AN 5 %2 X TRIOK IR 20 .
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5. &hig

ATLHET Copula BEFIARA A5, HESH n 4B ALK A R IA N, FRR i H /K8 8 XU Al T
Ao DUFEZR VLU | B KT vk I AT PR TRT ik 0 g 1), 6 73 BT FCAH DGRl -, SR XS4 =4k GH Copula. Clayton
Copula. Frank Copula & 06 H b A A BEATTH &L, k6t b 20 H, GH Copula & B0 A2 & LA RUR A -
FEAL T HET WS =4k GH Copula B3 =R HLEEAE AT, RIS THEARIH G K RlhZ, @4 Gt
K43 A il 2 v] LAAS BT B w4 ) PR 97 vt XU 26 DL R 45 2H G b A OR A R o 383 549 40 AT i BH A SC T A
FORA B AT, ELHES A n 4R AR o i RO T 5 R A UK EE L X B it 22 424 T — 2 S %

E&UH

E K H IR} 5542 (51709105);  H S my i AR b 5% 3% & 1 % 4 %% Bh(2019MS031)
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