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Extended Abstract

Introduction: One of the most important natural disasters is drought phenomenon. If it lasts longer than
a season or a long period, it will have economic, social and environmental effects. Drought has no
absolute definition and has a specific definition in each region. Each drought varies in severity, duration
and extent. Moreover, Drought can be considered as the equivalent of a dry and unusual period or climate
that lasts long enough to create a serious imbalance in the hydrological state of a region. Drought can
also be regarded as an inevitable phenomenon, including disasters that cannot be prevented but can be
managed and organized. Drought indices are an important tool for monitoring and evaluating drought
and establish an accurate relationship between many climatic parameters. The information obtained
from the indices can be useful for planners, designers and managers of water resources, which is also
confirmed by comparative studies of indices.

Materials and Methods: This study focuses on studies of drought indices and how they function on
different time and place scales. In order to conduct this research, the required materials were collected
from domestic and foreign sources. In this study, 19 drought indices used in Iran and the world are
evaluated, the results of different researchers are investigated, and logical conclusions are made from
different researches.

Results and discussion: The results showed that each index can be used in different regions according
to its nature and water resources indicators, plant-related indicators and risk indicators of agricultural,
economic and social indices. All indicators in turn and in areas compatible with the nature of these
indicators can have a good prediction of drought, and these indicators all should not be compared
because the results of this comparison will not be appropriate, but they should be selected appropriately
according to the study area. Meanwhile, time scale is very important in each of the indicators and should
be considered in order to achieve a more reliable result. Another point that was obtained from the results
of this study is that most of the indices used in Iran and the world have paid more attention to the severity
of drought andless to the duration, extent and frequency of drought, which is one of the weaknesses of
existing drought indices in Iran and the world. An index of drought can persist in the world to pay for
the severity, duration, frequency and extent of drought simultaneously and accordingly, it can definitely
have appropriate predictions.

Conclusion: The results showed that the indices of DI, SPI, PDSI, SPEI, BMDI index are the most
widely used drought indices. The results also showed that the weakest drought index is the PNPI index
and the strongest indeices of drought are SPEI and BMDI indices. In general, in order to use drought
indices, the time and place scale related to those indices should be considered in their use. Since each
index of drought has been created under certain conditions, it is suggested that they should not be used
in Iran or be used with caution. The overall results of this study suggest that it is better to conduct native
statistical models of linear and nonlinear regression according to specific climates of Iran in relation to
drought indices according to Iranian meteorological and hydrological data and be introduced
multivariate Iranian drought index which definitely has more valuable results.

Keywords: Drought, Index, Climate, Drought extent

Citation: Saeediyan, H. (2022). A comprehensive overview on applied drought indicators. Integrated
Watershed Management, 2(3), 1-30. doi: 10.22034/iwm.2022.559192.1039

Copyrights:

Copyright for this article is retained by the author(s), with publication rights ®
granted to Integrated Watershed Management. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License

(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/ by/4.0).




90 :4llie g3 (-¥0) Glrao AP 5l X o)lodd o9 Jlu Gusl sloojg> gl <oy

doi: 10.22034/IWM.2022.559192.1039 YYAY-FOMY : Soigusdl LLS 8

Sisis 58 9,0 b ool » &ol> (5590

Ol sz 0 30>
Olnl olesS (55,3l @y g Ghigel wolinios olojl

Hamzah.4900@yah00.com : | ghuwo ol g3

OFNY] A Gy dy fo,b VE A SINE 16,5550 g, VE 00 el yo g ,b)

oS

Syl salil Job 4y iy (Floj )90 S b Jad <SG 5l o oS (F 900 9 ol (JLw Sl sus iy o xS (2 ke 3 (S
Candld GOl jud g SKis lgp g o Ll oo b 0590 S Jolro olg5 oo 1y (Sl .l uxo o j 9 (£ lodir! ( golaidl &l 5
SwSis (23 Lh 1 Gl ool jo .0sS ol Al G (SO 5909 0w Camdg )0 oo Jol pac b adls plgs S ojluilay a5
318 oolauwld g0 calisio gl ;0 wilgi oo 8,10 a5 Judlo 4 4z gl b (paslis 1o aS 01d Lid b w3 Sl 48,5 )1 18 axllland ygo
e Ll il ails JLuSlis 5l awbno Giuly wiiled oo bl (ol Codlo b ) 5Le 3bla 0 9 995 argias by 5Ll aod 90 38
Y gams Sy 4 by o BaSLE 9 ol 4 bgrye s asli (ol glio b Ll waalllns g0 ailiie 4 4255 b Wl cawlio
SvSis Gadl w0uld jluibiow! (o,b (LSas b 1 Ls axllland jg0 galv (cw ) p Gub .05 Ll closal g solaidl g (g ),9lis
Ot P ewlio 9 (235051 31 5l (Jgo g oIl el g 0uls jlailiow! (3,85 9 i — 85 (a3 L 0uld Jlo i BB (LS (Ll il
PP 9 ol Jby weyd aslh adlhed;ge JusSls ol o idmd s Wb Jlesls glbgasls
@ ang b oS 0gd o0 dlidey bl (oo g pb ASLE g Olwiliwl G859 i — )b S Ls (Il SlS b as Ly
blosll asCol b g Wi 18 colaiwldyge ol ml 50 U wilonds oslml ols ulpd jo Jwcis b pslly I plas o asyl
ewbilgn gosls 4 asgi b Jlwslis s sl b bLa )l 50 Cawl yigs 45 008 oo by Budiond S zu L .05 18 51,3 oolisiwls jg0
P 5 08 g0 olpl P Gealll @ dzgi b gogt S el 3 ShS Famm Sy )bl Gasilede ol ! (Su3le s 9
Ll walgs JLas a6y ase )yl @L..’bdas a5 0l (B yro Sl gl eSS o o v

SloSis g ol a5 L« JlwKiais 1 gadS ol

A=Y iYoo) sloojam mols g e . JLSis 60015 sla asli p gel> 55950 (VT 1) 7 o bowrw ol

@ ® ST s b ol jlaasl lgd el el Lgisme allie ol (OB odiwsy slp ol >
S0y e pges sly 4 ptd Colurg po ol &jsoa 4085 al o sl Ol lalllas plos



mailto:Hamah.4900@yahoo.com

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

coe |y JloSis 05,8 ale il cla asls
@ ezl 5 pdboliz] gloaay laisa ol
ailelis g o prae b Lol 5,105 (6565 iy el &5
- o>l (Smakhtin & Hughes, 2004) s, ob ol
bl g ok sl o R Jlesas sle
Il O it bl e JleSas
ool Cawady Sledlbl .aiuS oo 4l 35 anddl sla il )b
Olrae g b (sl sl Wil o b paz Lt |
5o buasls clanglio ollas sl aghe T ailis
~alii (ylgl . (Hayes, 2004) ans o oLis |y yal oyl
Sgd oo odmlin Sw)l ol o JlSis b
S5 (8399 s L e Yk S9aS (rioren
WSAS 0,98 Sy (b 59 098 o0 (S39)g,0R e 4
Sl el Gl Wl oo Jomndly 3585 5 s
5b ot S ush, 0,053 e w0lisS e 090
WAL Azl WS (e SRelS a4 gl Lall
S 5l o sl San g 00d 05 e 25 2 s
ol ol 55 haw ( JloSias g9,8 5l i b Jlo
Van Loon, ) aes lis jisSly (Sl 0geS @
I o7 a5 JlacSas oagay Slasis 5l S (2013
oley dlen e K00 (anb laonny (55l
o R ool cdo bas coul l aails g £4,0
WSl 090 Sy )3 (aSESly Al (plple res
b oablie ;5 (funoe Sloved Jloel sl 3l
Oldlae plxil &jgpe Slis oS cosl ongay ()
FoSis Lo pae gl sloom) p B (Sis
N Ygane JlucSid iS5 (o5 byl slp ol
39 ga ool JoSis el gz gloiaslo
5 E9y0 Hloy 3285 yxs .(Panu & Sharma, 2002)
ot ol Sk g0 U JluSis aasls
S5 sleasly lemay ol adlllas ol )b

@ ol aale WY L aldle (Swi)l pelol s ymal )y

Sboww

doddo
S50 § 099 Pl pas cal gloasay SSies
| Comtslns 3 Sl (S5 e oty Sl
e & Lot (olod ol o g 000 18 30 cou
Tigkas et al., 2012;) cesl ki, ol oS
(Eskandari et al., 2021; Damaneh et al., 2021
$9) 28R 9 ol slap Ll ol o L*‘)"’" Sloses
Sglite calizre Gblia o o] sladasin Jg s 0
Sae Yok slossy JoSas b el o .ol
g oo 00wES 5 b e slbo,gs o ol aS ol
(Wilhite & Glantz, 1985; Savari et al., 2022)
e Sglite S8 b JlaSas g (Sis Gl
ol el als By a5 Sas O
5 30 &) wob e g St gble o Jlosis
Chow &) cel ol 5 Jboys 5 b S
b ple B>, JSes (Kareliotis, 1970
oo Syl sl s 4 e S b
Rlo b aslie )3 onny cnl g6 plSin po (Sl S8
TsaKiris) cosl 5 S 5 yoduzes Juw Jio oasay
o B Jlo Sz (5,0 Cands (& Vangelis, 2005
2ol Ol g JleSes was oLl B oo S
Wilhite ) 058 Corw jlows Joe 3,50 slopiuwsS]
Joses b)) slel, o (& Glantz, 1985
Jb 4 oy g (&S Sl ey ool (el
sl azls 5l sl (pa Wl goae 5 WS
Richard & Heim,) osi oo oolatwl  JloSis
S g E989 4 50 (6l Jslge aSLxl 312002
Gl ke glasls ol ey JleSas
o s asls e a8 wladcay s JlecSes il
SRl 6l e | JlSas b sz b
Sl o3 Ygora 1515 5 golr O yg0n JluSss



GloSis 60)5 sla oy p x> 5590 ¥

Slie gl 5 5,05 13 w350 Lis 5 olnl 4o

3565 Oy ibate (65

SlwSis a3l i 1 ol Jects sla )y b
5 bl 5l plaS e g ol Cussds Lis ;o oolitwls g0
&l d—l S ekl as” Wlea_iol) —ols Lyl

b a0 gl ol 69 —5 sl Hladome
5o le Los o eolatuls e JluwSis

(PNP1) 3o,b Jbo y vwoy0 oLl ()

ol)Sen g Sy lawss VAAF Lo o asls o]
O owlsl pgaie o (Willeke et al., 1994) o il |
29SB Les g cl Jlo i (55 2 (Hly (0L s
2 Oezen 5 sl Gk ol dslre Sz Loy
PN asls Sgd o 00 p T wlale Sl whie
ey 9 dbes by G0k (o 8ly jlade meadl alwsa,
Sy Jby Gob sl g0 Cawsay Voo vae jo ol 0,8
S Py (nl wed e 43S Sl 0 U e adhaie ja
SloSis Sul g pSoslal sla gy o Sosl
abayl)) Conl dre JloSas adsl ol Coz g ool
NQ|

PNPI =< * 100 o)
Sk lawgie jlade P adly Sai )b P o] e a8
Slgs o alis cpl ik Jley ao s asLis PNPI
(WYl 5 lad wilals) il Sboj slawlbide sl
e ol 3 () Jgu2) 95 18 eslatuls g
oolatul sl cuslie jls Lad 5 (dilaie SO 51,
ol ol 5l Jols polie g cosl ool sl (ol
0 93,00 ) Slewlre plo Cuz 6 piySlasil o LB
Dgd O)ly (i Cax (k] slagie e Sy
Oglate Jead b 3ble slp el opl ) solaul

30 SNL glrosls g s BB g Sole Lo
Moreira et al., ) oS oo oolaiwl Lis el bl
O a5 WS e sl was Sladon gl Ll <2008
Sl Grre SO Ly e S bl 5 JoSes
5 JuSis g8y Sy Bly 5 ol Groy
Sough et al., ) asls 35 ol (Sew (5 5lupmonas
ol V1 Al Lol gass 5l Gos (2016
Gl bl 5l S e ol Lis s JleSes
OO s 50 5 Sole s 4 s tin sleo )8
asgorme @Blyy i onl e bap] sle i
g Lio o oolatuly g gl szl 1 LS Lis
By el jleslaal glaca o g culae Grizron
O Seledys 5 s I8 Gl i
)$SE L el Gemes 5 LSl
e Scaze 5 e ol 1y b T o oolizuls,se
logazli gl )50 j0 ol Comelr G )l

el Lo g ol o eolaiulsjge (JloSis

L 59y 9 Slge
wilizes gloaid) oliize slacoled aiw) 4 a5
Colpsye a5 sasasl) JluSas 5l glotys wiy e
Ol el oals oayay (| SIS g gunadil g
L ool Sllllhas sla by, a5 sl 000 5 o ol
Zasb ( SW)L Hozen 42550 )50 sla el 4 4z
"ol (eeiny O3 (xhaw slapl xS
e>ls V1 4 as 0o )8 &l g glal soladl sle
G ool e o)Ll Guios l je JlusSis
S5 5 JleSis glaasls lallhe p oS L
Gl G 5 Gl boslde ;o gl oSl
os,5e e iagiy ol plol gl el ouplo]
Ol (nl )0 Ab G pslaer () 5 S gl
oolaiuls g JlocSis asli 14 ol oya,F ans



VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

¥ ¢_¢’L'°) LSL—‘Z’Q"’L-'-M 3o u‘yso ‘) uvL_w u_;]
SPI ol 350 deusls dnlo FA 5 £OYYE
obey 2 slp Uk Jleilay (Siws o5 ol pasls
Al Glo j slo wlido gl g

bk de s

el oal ol was byl 4 SeS g JwSis
sl iy 4 4> 95 L Mckees al—gay b,
B8 ey ol 55y 2 Gl SgmaS Dslaze
9 Lfé)'f Sa M (S u.:}.'a) ‘gs’da_‘“ u.:] égLJ..o 9
L_,;AS o AJLQJ L)"‘ R o..\_mdj‘)‘ ‘d.b‘)JT L)L’)}
gan by Gloj whhde ;0 Bk 0geeS (05
Sllwgs 59, p» JwsSis st oaus e
0392 05 55 Lo Glo j Gulidio j3 Bk 3929
sl ol obm a8 e b ax g aul Jb opeyo
OJJ.;\SL)MS.L;A ‘_52.’4_“ Lgl.s’b g_j )JlD' 3 9 LSMA))")
Lolul SP1 s e 4y el 3,L ey oblugs
Oeibes 51 5L glay b SPI agles .0 oo dsslxs
2Ol B s 5 e Sloj oo o sl
5 SPl . Sile oo oty ()b JLoxe Bl il
SPI 15 sl oo Soiml el Sl ] Jlin
Aaj_m oslo ul_......) uwg) uLo-ﬁ: Le ‘\""‘9"(54 )Jg_ajjo).o
o~ ‘SIL...;).) oo, g0 ‘qu_..m_i_m} Sloo,90 0 ogdle
g bl saie pylae jebay SPIas™ b0 JluSas
onl il o BT p S L =Y BB T o
o okl 00,5 5 e polde 4y SPIaS” oy a0l
0,90 G hilo Jlw S is ol o pl by sl
Ol S g dyymi ol aails 5 g9,0 LS csl e

Ao 3,00 polas wol> a5 Sloj U ole 2 1y

Sboww

o 4o asls pl polie |y D9l 0 olail co g0
Solie Sl wilize Sloy slooy9d uizren 5 b
b 5l sl Wls ge oy Sy 585 Slsl 8 0l
oS il oy (TL awe (6 )55Le ol 5 0T 092
82598 sl 00 28,5 a3 50 el (50990 0
S ogiige 2R Sy @i ( SNk 2 oS sk
2 &S s el ply ( Sal albe g g ol 5o

(Hisdal et al., 2005) cewcs iz Loll Canils

PNPI osli calisne il —Y Jous
Table 1- Different classes of PN index

() oo sae HloSis Cgnsy s,
80 1 70 ot Jloszs 1
70 555 bge Juis 2
55 15 40 was Jloses 3
40 5l s Gl s JloSlas 4

o2l Sb b g as e jasls o )5 SV S
a5 (Sl ale b el (Sl bhugie a5 Col
soelBlo)50 G yoeslog, SBL 70 5l jelxie (5l
Gl o] alts ol e ol Sglite el ol
o Joy @355 Ko Jl b b alolo Sl oS
&8 S a Jlop soys (atls aSul b asS oo
oS eSSl g wle 1 3 a8 sl eIYs Loy
sy w6l wel L 35, PNPI asls aiies
ol azg b JloSis oy 5 00 JloSas
Sold KEAPES ok slalas ol

(Miryaghoubzadeh et al., 2019)

(SPI) 3 ylailivw! byl L (¥
e 5 (o bwgi 1320 Jlow ,5 asls oyl
dw o 10 (McKee et al., 1995) cow | oo &)
&b 5l 26 5 LB a5 JBa &b 5l asld
39 g0 oolatul Gawaily laesls (i3l sl g m
o bl et g 0¥ Slialos plonil I e oS

55 ol e 5 ke gty s & Ly



L;]LMJLS.«»} Lgé;vlf LngbyLu)J&ob S)9° 4

Z=SPl=-[t—(co+cCit+ Cat?/ 1+ dat+dot?+dst?)] (1)
WZ asb ) ol g 5SS g ¢ /0 oo H(X) 31
1290 g0 Al (V0) alal, IS
Z=SPl=+[t—(co+cCat+Cat?/ 1+ dat+dat?+d3at®)] () +)
1998 o0 dwlne (V) abasly & yb 5l 55t jlade

LT Al -0 gslaw 5 FSsS 5 o o H(X) 51
D9 g0 dmmlme y5 JS

t= ln[(H(l))z] oM
ATasL Y solus g 5SzsS 5 210 o H(X) 51
225 00 e (VY) abal, IS0

t= 1“[@] O
a5 s Colb polieCo5Cyr Co od3 02 i sload)se

Mg oy p) T 4
di=V/EYYVAA, d2= «/VAQYSR, d3= «/- - \Y A,
Co=Y/IDVOOVY, C1=+/A-YADY, Co=+/+ ) - ¥YA
Sl el ol ) solinal colls g, cpl bsLe
oL aSlowTjlauS o wal 3 1, cilides o (slove sl
5 Sad slaplsl gly el oadslaitial SPI
Ol el glosles (g, g Sl ooliiwl b obs e
SPI polie 5,18 8525 o] b JlocSas was oL,
Lol cslglite ol ools (g Lol auseh iglss & yg 40
loosls (2510 b (o slel 050 Jsbo yais &j50 )0
M gl Slowbre polie LS asbe g G b

SPI (sl olie suvain -¥ Sy
Table 2- Classification of SPI index values

slor g ol cundg SPI ,slsie
b e layas >2
Ssbye S 1.99-15
bste sboye 1491
ST 0.99 -0
e Jlukis -0.99-0
Lgto JloSis -1.49 - -1
d Jlses -1.99 --15
wad s JluKas <2

;J.S)lg QM‘SSY}E slrosls (6w Q] s Dgl oo
il 5ol Glel g5 b Bodls (6ym (nl 5 s
edee s Jloy mis 4 (g, cnl o0 &5 wnliee
Joo oo Cos @ adhaio SO 40 SPI law gt ol sl
ST L_,’So.; ! LS)Lu 5 o] i 1 Aﬁs‘_,’_o
d_f._ml.?r..c (Y) 4.’4.") Y — LN L& JL"--*-"‘ (;&}

P9 s

g (X) = ——=x*t e x>0 (V)

ﬁaF(a)
e Ll )b B> (JSKo pelb o> - 398 Jga 8 y0
i ol LIS L T(@) 5 wlole Sl Juie X > - g

T = [y *tevdy ™)

A= In (X ) - Zizinxt e ()

=—[1+ /1+4A] ©)
X

=2 @)

s cwv}b ool eSile X 358 sloJsed o
oslogy, lagl o (Sl as cul Slaaliv slass
Sy owbde 50 b e Jleol a2l
1095 50 Aol (V) aal) &0 Hlais 50
G(X)=f; 9()d(x) = x0ledx (V)
Ao gy Gl polie gl LE Al asll))
slrools 1o a0 polae 99>y Judo 4 Cuwl suidiay 2

X
B “F(a) f

(M) abaly ©jsod AL (eead St 5L
g s

H(X) =g+ (1-q) G(x) \)
Slams m 31 el Jao polie g8y Jlaxml O o jo a5
MmN &0 Gl ) 4 ol (3L polie )0 ojio
L o, lailewl Z 6 pod adly sy IS H(X) 20,5 ale
a5 1, SPL ylie a5 Cenl Ky uilyly g s peSiloo
Sslus 5 5 Sz5S 5 4o o H(X) ST a0 o o
2358 o0 s (1) alul, S5 4 Z wsl /0



VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

SPI azlis g0 awslie L (Y49A) Guttman olallas
oo plis il slajbl 1 eolanw! L PDSI
4 s>l 5l o]yl 5o 5ally (b Sliogas
sylatal )b asls Ll cwl s s a4l
Ly ool by o anlh (nl g Cus S Scnla
Miryaghoubzadeh et ) cwl JloSes il ¢l 0
5 Ok o5 o5 g SPI axls al., 2019
oad b anle FA L) 5l alizee Sy sl wlide
ol Sl e wbide op! .(MacKee et al., 1995) <.l
ol of e bl Gliee 3, 2 1y JloSis
(MacKee et al. 1993; Hayes, 2001) was
ok pasls oS wis ) L (Y4 - V) o) g Aaron
Casb) 5 DaeolisS Slpesd 51 (5 Gialed ol
S ST gl y 3551 (sl 5 9w o A1 S
as wis,S 5l (VA9A) o) K g Hayes .ol cawlio
Eoro sloy Laneis 4 Hold o laslinl o)L el
oo S e ol JleSas laza sl conlis
SPI esls  (Y-Y)) Mobaraki 4 Piry
ol Ko e asls i | Gund by JlocSes
ls

(CMI) Jguazmo cagby ol (¥

potie o glal ol lawgy VAPA Jlo jo el oyl
2 o0k ggezme 5 Lo iSle bl aLs
aan CMI jolie 45 Cond o8l s G 0 aian
walpo Ghls e 5 loy a4 az g b g conl gl LS
U"‘ o OOLZL'Z...».)‘O)sA @ALM:‘ LgLQ)}»SlB ol @)5
3 Cugb, caiS WSxie CMI a5lis 05, 0 8
odas £l OV game 3550 ;0 9 0lsS gloj sloe,ge
Gy 1 o9l (55,088 oSt by, ol ol

Sboww

S SPI 0lie o (55le] cilis slagyjsi 00,8
-ools glel qjg e 2 bs) cnl &SThz el e
Al sas shb SWL Gue SYsb sl
sl slo oo 5 SYsb slao 90 10 SPI aloce
30 &S ol Oae SYob saosls ey 4 LS ¢
3,08 8929 Cadgaze i cnl 5l Glex B 51 (5 ke
Ll pae o lasbial ()L et ls lacasgame 5l (S
Nosrati, ) Cowl 5,85 gy olme bl o ol Do
(Morid et al., 2006) .o guls ool » (2014
l, JloSas el wilgs o oads Jailiw!l (L asls
@D S 5 Gloj (wle j0 9 ams Gl 9
ol sl Ly ol ogill Ll 5l wlgs oo pl 45 5l
oolaiuls g0 aliie sloyeiS )0 @l Hsbar a3l
Bazrafshan, 2002; Lorenzo-) el oo i35 ),3
2 SPl azxls o5 ues (Lacruz et al., 2010
Cod 4855 Wb syee ol ilite slaelil
(YeoV V- 0) o ,Ken g Wu (Bazrafshan, 2002)
Sy S ulde Sid 3blis gl p a5 a8 5 a
WS oo Jos g oo laslinl b e ls SuaeelisS
o Juesas o)98 Jsb daplll (nl 5o 09z
oy sy SPI Lasls o)l coenl ol ol
el SP (6500 s 0,00 5L G3,L periie Jlo S5
S yaliS (slyp DawelisS sl wlide jo a5 ool ol
Sidgrnep Slaal gly Coenily sbawlde )5 g
iy arls ol a8 Cal e e s 098 ool
Miryaghoubzadeh et al,) ol Sk>
ol po awslie L (1V44Y) ) Ken 3 MacKee (2019
otl 4 pally 5 8l (Bl L 95 (Shaan
Iy o JiSlas azll g0 ol aS Wow, S
oobedio (pl o a5 Wls dale VY S0 (Sloj (wlidie yo
(e (S g VA S0P (e
ool amle YF O Sl wlae 4 bgse



GloSis 60)5 sla oy p x> 5590 A

L_GJLQB_’J pgd p5 0 0,5 o LB colatuls 50 S

M = (Ss + SU)/AWC D)
CET = Alpha * PE QhD)
239 o0 dmmils ¥ sns

Yi= 067*Y1-1+1.8(DE) (\0)
55 LY plgige 0S| ail o jl 5SzsS ¥ S
Y=M*Y (%)

2580 el Gl =1 aliwgar H go0e (35 )
H=Gi-1 aul Gi-< 0.5 51 4 H=0 ol Gi-1=0 Sl
5 5 ool HE05% Girl 4 H=0.5 wil Gi-<1 51

139 oo dumlee Gl asy al> 1o

Gi = Gi -1 —h + (M*R) + RO (V)
Saghy 65 (S 39 oo dnlos CMI Coles o
(Cugb, olsle +

CMI=Y +G (\A)

PE el 0 (5,0 %s 09590 s, b &8lg,0 aS AWC
.Ia.wy o..)...ibﬁlq:.i‘ Slewle u,uL.u‘ 2 as ERYY 09ﬂlg JeC N
s Ol BT 100 o dlons Tiuly )95
R sl 3,05 g o obml Glp olso g ol Lyl
Y gusb, jlaie SU (S YL xhaw Sugb,
Comd DE gl 8 vop o M S S0l
Y Glp omess gl YH caan o sly s Jlogi]
5 s Ailge S asln Yol | ain Job yo
oy )99 & iy Ll H sl st Jobo 0 5,08

F J392) el g, L, CMI 5 sl

3. Thornthwaite

Stz oobdlen sbas paly 5l b, cnl o oS o
oslawl elyy OV game Lyl il aboaiasn ol
Cogby byl GawolisS Ol s > CMI 06l o
CMI 558 oo oolatwl el)y coiS odwe bl o
Jad gl yo ()b slagley Gl Wlgee iz
oarle bl o 5 )13 solatuls jae Jgase S o,
Dolis 5 ooy el Al Slwlre 4l » CMI
Cagby parls oS cl cpl jo el 9o cpl (ol
sk Ll Saejlye ) p 4 Wlg el Jpamme
Slp perls ol 5l eolaiul Sieo o g 03l
BBl asls ol 5l edelciwods wledbl whoe SY g
ool gl a3ls &S Jojs s el Ll
Sl s 53l sl (St s Sl
oles (Y440) Hubbard 4 Meyer .(Zoljudi, 2017)
S, cnlS gl CMIY 4 PDSI gla asls assls
ol gleyS s sk, Gl b oS Glej ohisa
4 99050 CMI oz L L conl Lol 08 Wgs oo 190
Qlgi cod pmizmed g 0dg by Jad o ocolaill
aS e 1y JlesSis Yk byons
Cusb, a>ls (Miryaghoubzadeh et al., 2019)
S s Y 5 Cusb; gy LS Jpans
Casb) AL dpule ol (de Sloy wlidie o
Sllogs shlo a5 (lpl ;325 50 (egasar Jpams
4 (S50 el oS 0D 095 Job )3 (65l Ssb,
Ol 50 S5z ee leadlie 5l (g ke az ST o) o Ll
s @ Ol o 9N 3gzy a8 0 atle
Lalyd abre Cuz g by s e slaadlse
(Zoljudi, 2017) o,5 eolarwl o1 51 Jpame ugb,
bl o) ale 5 (gl CMI aslee 6l
gLl (S Graew sl s ol sl (M) gl

1. Palmer Drought Severity Index
2. Crop Moisture Index



VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

59 5IRDI jasls cnlply sl o cav s @ T 08
O 8l iy 3,05 5 ot 5 (S,L 5l
ol a5 08l oo S i S o ool Jlo e
4 ol (S plisebl g 280l sl
O Sl SL s 3l i oS Sle wl s
Sz il 10,95 5 09— oo ool wl JLwSis
S35l Sl ookl b s el ) dloe
0o’ el olie (PET) Jouiliy 5,05 5 e & (P)
ol ] g lizee sla b b olgds Sy osl o slp

19l o0 dlxe  alal,

i 2j21Pij
12, PET;j
i=1,2..,N j=1,2....... ,12

P ol Jomasly G55 5 i g Sk abasly ol 5o
sl (6 o] (slaJlw slass N g ol i Jws
ol 5l o3kl LRDIn b sa—s Jlo s RDI jyolia
s 5 s il sla o (sl st loes Ol

Olo [QRY)

2290 dmlns 5 aball) Gl

i
RDIi=22 -1 (¥+)
(047 )
sl Jlw )oOLo' polas C’_ng} u,.i,L.oa_O alayl, Q.gl 5
).’OLM ‘ua.>Lw u.)‘ d..aw.)L?bo )d By | LS“"))’BQ)?"
S 0o 4l o, b aS el (RDIg) sais lastel
. Yi—-vy

RDI} = ‘—yy (1)
Cewl o0l F Jeom o JlSis ol gow

(Tsakiris et al., 2007)

Sboww

CMI aslis polio guosdinb - Jous
Table 3- Classification of CMI index values

wlop g ol Camsg CMI ,olis
Sas ol (L <-3
s ol 295 -2
Sz Ly, -1.95-1
b e oS b Sis oS LS 0.95-0.9
sk e Loy 15¢1
sk e 2502
ek e k> >3

dagliie )5 (Sodn wlide ;o Jpame Cusb) Galo
ToeSe Sush) 3eS 4 g e 08 laasls L
Fably gols SIBs b (izmen g ams 0 L Joal!
Soalas 9 S8 b 35,00 5 jodud demlne Byb 5l Leo
Sibpe ipis Jsas b 4 g
a5 o0 sl b Sloogas _slo (Z0ljudi, 2017)
slasls nyfse 5l (S plyea (sl
Sob ASlid wd; Jab (b s 65 0les Jleses
15 Siae CMI glaaiis a5 g, sbay (Heim, 2002)
33,8 (o0 dtd Bwl s JloSas SIS dss 55 1
.(Hayes, 2010)

RDI) JlwcSins oslubds jasLs (F

Jlo 5 b ol sl Jlo Sas lolis a5l
Obgs o Vangelis ¢ Tsakiris o _wgs oMo Yo+ F
b el sbacaie 5l (S o0t Lol Wl
g0l loo b gablie joas s dls oLy o lasti_ul
e e (Fasily Iy 5,5 5 ks
GrSorte bl anl Jlo Sas g5y sommsslis
Sledjlabinl o)l pasls anw g5 LSl 5 pealie |
) RDI o el i cETo 4y (5L Cod olie
dihie o JlocSis Sl 05 g S o gl
&9 &b Josln SIRDI (asls aisges &l 4l i uw
Sylailil 5 EToay (5,b Comd polie » Jlo ol



SoSis 5005 Glaasls pogal> 900 V-

Wl oo RDI asls a5 wis S la (Vo)) o), an
alivss opl ail g lee o8l Ol sy 4 cons
6ol Conl (55,5l Gl JloSis cw) 05l )0
Sk e Bae opl sl dwoe Sl 4y andls
G5~ 9 Gk bel 2 RDI (a2t oS ol
Sle O Sl )3 coge (i 35— puSuS g 00y
23k G5l olpl e JleSas o)l s wls e
X5 o (a3 Li ol L (Asadi Zarchet al., 2011)
Do 5 Sl it o ulide (18,5 Sl o Ly
Torabi) s b 1, JlSis coxsy a¥le
by jazls o) (Tabatabai & Shamsnia, 2019
o 4y a8 ol 3 ee (Y- - ¥) Vangelis ¢ Tsakiris
3bj s pdyBlas! g Vb coslus o8 slaosls & 5L
siled arls cpl ol il > 0 ol op)lS
SaeolisS Sloy sbaosly (sl o lwbial (o)L (asls
y¥ S YRRV Gsl.o)' ool g anlodiz b)Y ey
ol pdyBlasl 5 ails 0,5 anle FA 2>
ol JSis bl bl i anglie RDIE a5l
Elagib & ) aas o oylis Sglae slspgo! b sblis
35 2V oUlss RDI a3y L «Elhag, 2011
5o lgr so g 0l JloSis SawolisS slo cimim
.(Moghimi etal., 2020) o5l subo o ol o poe

(ADI) JloSis oz a5l (O
cosls e 2alS gl PCA g, 5l ool
slepazls glzl sl 5 Siglgsnee 5 (wlidlen
Dracup s Keyantash lawg |b cpss JloSies
ADD) JloSss (oro sl (Fyne b (V- - F)
I JeSies rezs Sl LmQT el oonyle]
olitlyn Sl JLaSis 1 Jihe slayiably S 5
ol Gl jskiied g drwg (Sholg a9 55 sleS
5 s «(Sough et al., 2017) wis 5 Lo JloSes
# JeSis ple Gl sl Lo o

RDI (aslis yolie guinainb —F Jou
Table 4- Classification of RDI Index Value

(aib) oo g ol conds RDI sl
Sl L Jlo g >2
o Jlo s 1.99-15
b Loy 149 1
oy 0.99--0.99
bgie JloKis -1--1.49
st Jlocses 15--1.99
ad b Jesas <2

ax,5 a5 wis S ol (YY) o)) Ken o Tsakiris
el SPI (a3l aliw RDI Lasls gl Lo
el 5 col dasme lpss 4 Loles RDI asLs
(Y1) ol,en g Bazrafshan .aes oo 4511 1 (g gn
SPI- asls 95 (m (s3k) (Ko a5 W335
5 Ol d925 olnl Jd 5 (25> J>lew ;o RDI
el JloSias Gl 5 byl S ol 88
wa>ls g0 sl eolawl L (YY) o, Ken 4 Tigkas
2 &l s ol bulpd o3t ) 4 SDI 5 RDI
ol 0 (Sislgee g obidlse sla Jlosiis
Was oo Ol s wBhy el VWY U Y ;g

anle SDI-12 5 anle RDIF9 oy (Siecad (i
Jsbaiel (RDD) JlocSiis glolid asls ool oog:
A6 L b)) o sy @l 3% 5 s ooges
wa3 o &Ll (So3ls s 5 55,5l o Jloses
SWSI _asLs LRDI _asLs (Sough et al., 2016)
l olyoae g Loy ws,e sl 5 o)l call
L Olejose g Los sla Sy (rizred 9 05 (o0 oS 5
Miryaghoubzadeh et ) wiS’ oo oS 5 a>ls ;o 58
Jsies by asls 5 1,51 (@l 2019
Gblie ;0 odes jsbdy g Cunl 00l rews Jliiul
d5dse )5 )5 @ e 5 O] Sisass § Sis
s Khalili .(Torabi Tabatabai & Shamsnia, 2019)



AR

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

o b IS Joal 5 5l gy 55
S9,b slaesls lanl a5 cosl &jgo (pl 4 LS
e K9 o8 <5 0 (SOgme O jgods AVl Ly 5 dilals
1298 g0 dmlie (YY) abail, 51 5L £585 Jloz|

Pi = (i/N+1) * 100 YY)
pIP s o)leds jo S5, g589 Jla>IPi ol jo a8
aS) ez aslol ol (Sai il slaesls slass g
Gillbo il 48,518 (Sao alols az o jlade Sy
oals cons ol &y JLu iz slovax 1o 51 KO Jgux
D9 s

bSas (asli whal p JlocSis G gasdinb -0 Jgoo

Table 5- Classification of drought severity based on
decile index

S0 o0,les Sz Consg E995 duo 0 lade

Ji s s Jlsas 1050 s

bt Jlesis 20510
by Jloss 30 520
plex Jley Loy 40530
o Jloy 50 1 40
i Jloys o8 60 1 50
wis by S 704 60
i sy 80 ;70
R 90 s 80

R ob o oolall 598 90 5l yras

OipweS 3las cal S b laae S gl cpl plo
SNHL Hlaie S (e S el jolod gas 000
e 3 903,55 59l JS o )3 Ve 1eS 5l a8 ol
SJade ailee b pory S0 S o lag alol s

WS 0l jolod laslas ) wsps B¢ 5l as el o)L
slrosls 4y a5 el pl e Sas a3l pwlol ol
35 3L dale sl (Al oo JBlas) Soe SYobo
S8 (o)l ol T oS sl ol nle
Miryaghoubzadeh et ) ol oI5 cwl sadicias

Sboww

Sledbl Ty a5 cenl sadbplxl sasiecsVL)
&S o3l slaosls Jolis calises solie 3l odlcanssay
5 o) ghe slgloand el torin wad
Ivakumar et) wladscuS s wal o ololis IS
5 oo JloSis opiioniz asls @l 2011
(ooldlyn sla JloSiis » 5o slayll oS 5
sladse Jlod &yb 5l (Seigdeynee 9 6550laS
(Keyantash & Dracup, 2004) s osls dxwg Lol
ADI = ), DI/(3nN) (YY)

odD s 385 g Bl g )L (4l elul » D
eoygo slass pl N g Sley slae g0 slass plp N g
ADI a3l .l o oo Vo 5l a8 iy laie oS
slaazly SISl g oo gal> paslh SO Glyew
ol g oS |y Cusb) i 699, eSS
(Sough et al., 2017) aas 1,8 Lol o) g 5aal>
Sud ey slp @l (o35, ADL LSl
aslei e 4l Jlucsas

aSas asli (5

Gibbs 4 Maher L.y VAPV Jlo o ezl ol
ool 555 s 51 Lol (e Lis ol el oanisat] |
ol S p Gk Dl eaded el gsd
° Ao )5S Lt .yl ge Cews 4 gj5 S0y 00
Sy ol g 009 AL el Gl Al
ol ailale wlide i jasls cpl o colaiuls jge
IR SCINENC IV SRR INE MT
oasls ol sl sadglal Jloy 5l asys g,
Saejlys eadiad Lol o)lyo g9y Jletol @595 o
50 Sod A @8 o yd 08 5L Sy el s )L
Oyl 09 oo 0auel S0 pb 4y ladlgdo I Sy 0]

O oL Ve JBlas sl dign £a8g 4 )L 51 Seo

1. Deciles Index



SoSis 5005 Glaazls pral> )90 VY

alale Jo St ulpo polie 5l gm S SYob
3 = ?5+?Oﬁﬁoliﬁcﬁ‘:)545amo‘5ooud

b el bl g JeSKis Lol -F o
Table 6- Severity of Drought Based on Palmer Index

lsa Cands asls sae

by 5l pogk e L S b4

Jbey 5l sk e Lz 39913

Jey 51 sk s 29962

by 5l sk e o8 1.9911

CrS IS b o wab e ads> K 0.9910.5
Juos Lo -0.49 50.49
oz gl -0.99 5-0.5

ool JlSas -1.99 6 -1

hgie oSz -2.99 ;-2

st JloKas -3.99 ;-3

b by Jlo Sz 5 574

s o s oy aian e ol gy Jlaio]
Sk e Slsr (Yo 0)90 Ko Jsere puf Cute polie
el aloigas 525 50 was o gl |y Jlo y e
Wiz & o 1 5o el ey g 42 (oo L g
S9o3 b Jloy (Jloy pe ook e (( JlwSis0)99
53 037 jebes pally (B9, 39t oo e ¢ Lo
ol g o oslitul plezr bl 51 K00 (pan 5 1 5]
20l g Yok (Jy eole (o) Slowloe Jai5H s,
Olej 99 planil (g o &jg0 4 Sl e ST |
2 99550 i 2yl ) 5 ea s By o gol;
9 Sy Sl Slasle Fonsll a4 (ow s O)90
Slye 2150 yelli g, 05 o0 plail 55 anize b
53 9 Sl clie (oo dlil sla Julodga 2 o
S o0 )8 sl ulsyee yieS aeie Sldes

b Sas by, a5 8,5 ;ls (Y- ++) Smith .@l., 2019
G rnS Olos 8 g ools 4y g 009 ool Ao Llas))|
38 5 el Jlakas sk pasls 4 s
L gent 5 Sinbon a2 51 Glagloy Sas asls
1 el 3,8 gy ety b Lol 0l Lo pas L L
Ensafee) aas o lis ai¥le g ailale o,b slologes
shls 5ok sleSas L (Mogaddam, 2007
Jlo S50 55 sleolas ) 4 s (ool Cole>
.(Morid et al., 2006) <!

'(PDSI) podly JluoSins wus aslis (¥

5 o0l ol alsgas V450 Lo o PDSI asls
oazie Vbl jo aS cewl Jlo iz mal> ales ol
(Smakhtin & Hughes, 2004) cul soiazs 5 5 &
oo 5e3 sl 1y ga 515 oy Jlo el o
ol g led cpl oged glasl Cugb ) mlio Bl ol
PDSI sl gl T Dby 6lolis 5 055 oo
Gl oobdlen Luld 4 g conl pulidlse ales S
S sy b S 5 il jsbots o w2
eimad g Les il sosls oLl 5 PDSI 3l
tels S TAWC) oy LB T s5imee
el +7 9 =F o jedb 4 e ol Dg— oo
ar 505 ok Gl st (S5 by, (sl
Jeds nl ol oo ol Jally (g, )l >
Jboy ogods S5k g Oyl az o a5 cul Sl
) s sae 2ol jsbay 8l 45550 5 Joa b ple 5o
(Oae Vs (glooygn ;0 odle e o l—is
399> 50 (o pe Jyere et Jlo Sl o el
Cobye b (S—is az o aSul e Wl o0 s
50 el anlllacs g0 a5 gladlain o8l Consg o9

0,99 }glf\ 3 omiwoq el aslb ally Jus ol

1. Palmer Drought Severity Index's
2. Available Water Capacity



'Y

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

A bee b3l 0590 Sl jo cwlidlsn slaolSiin,]
gbﬁf ala &5 9 S QSC‘)) WSJ.La & Lo ﬁDLS.A
God d slie jehateas aBiulesl Lyls o S
Sugh) wlale (o p da bl Gl b Cugb) lade
iy s e sle Y o 8L 5o Cugb, e
ol dlre ilale s, iolidl lawgio § Sl
e skissge Cush) Jlade plea b Cosb, oy ol
gl g oloye Sleiil jo ae )50 Cud)b 4 o
Caghy GEalS ol s e (Jlo Jsb 50 o 4ilale
O 9 a—w Yl slale Cusb; WL lale
SOy a4 Hare ) Sgz Lo jee wilale Cugh,
G Jeily Oliee Lawgio g oleya (slaiil )3 ac )50
(Palmer, 1965) 5,5 o 1,3 colai —wls js0 g,
soba oleye gl ol JlwSis as asls
G S0 aS o )§ (s 098 (o0 duo bre ailSla>
s..\.;‘oog,} S ‘57_..._'0)..5 )51044 as ‘S'La:ol.o ‘Svl.o)
Sli8l o ol Gan aS 1) oy JlwsSas
g5:[.@‘) LSJL“’ S > ua.>-LM: 9 ..).3)5—“5,0 3959 4l |
S (VF) alal; 3ub @) slagsyyl Jige (X
Zi

Xi= X1+ 3 0.103 X i1 AR
bld (atla Gl )0 03580 (e 5 (B (i 9 S0
Ay ol glee co 5L sl g sl oauis
3 Ll ol annley cplply scil sulais S
9 ke Jsad sl el B Sjpos 3L &S bl
ol b 3L s clie asls SliessS
ol oot a8 5 La5 yo sdwlcawsa Oy, 9 b,b

5 e glaaY Ol cud )b as Jlej b epl 2 opdle

Sboww

Sop Jlesis S a5 loygs Jsb yo cnlogrsl:
@97 ey wure ol S 1 B S g egdy b yo
5 JwS—is slaihie @y alis; b)) sl
ot Ko pel 55 sl (St Sad 550sT Sl o
Sl sl Coadg 0 (Sibe Ojp o b))
slois, 5 5o yell plai 5,5 oo plal Sz
SN T S ER N U N
Sow ol 65 Smton Gloieds Jg o0 (a2 o osiz)
$00 S e (aan Wi o) A ol gwlin Olo>
e melll Lyl 4 s o ol ol ples
S 3l iy, Wil se ol iy s | ol |
I b o ISt ol ol g
(SIb sl p el el 05 )8 eoliiuls e
S Cugb, 6lo 1 5 el dew bro 5 &)l a0
dwloes Gz anl odls (gilw Jaw S 5l a¥es o
ol o OYolee Lol slocend plas asls oyl
S Cugb, 5 Sy, (SL i (3,05 g eSS el
So el patla 09,00 )5 4 (ol Y Slend
o9l S Jlo St S gl gladhaie Jlos (Lo
48) )5 s o Wb e (o Stz 6l Jg o]
DA g Sy oy Sl LS pl o
oo ga s oy il gloacs 5 Jlo S s
sloyed slo)ld) gyt s o Jo Sa s> Glej 9 S
i «Selsyee St W) (S S i
= o S BT Bud Sy (25l 5 Jga o
ot (@Bl e 3blne o Jlwsis
s g Lo Su,b sbvesls (5,510 ,5 ( JlwsSis
o S5 gz o Jlo o ailale o il 3w
Sl 002428 55 4 3,5 o0 1B (25l 990
3 S 0 09250 Cugb,y (), (Palmer, 1965)
2o D)o ;0 9 Gl B g Ve e gles
Sle Ml gl so 1 cg ol Fe o Ve lasl



SoSis 5005 glaazls pral> )90 N

Karamouz et ) s;,5lsS ¢ s59d5 000 » JloSas
SloSis  Suim oeses g (al, 2004
(Arshad et al., 2013) 4 (Karamouz et al., 2009)
sals odsl PDSI asls sl sadoslin
oS o3 el camecVUl o melr JloSis
e ol JlaSas (asls S oy
Jly a2 5l clio (235 Ko PDSI asls
o=z e (Jakson et al., 1997) &S oo p2l,8 Cugh,
Olgieas I, PDSI =L (YAYA) Rosenberg 4 Felch
S St ol o5 b3 S
4 Ceol ol PDSI asls g Llas 5l oilosges
A ez 5 0 399 Slepiie 4wl
Slalons 53 T ganejls sloailse aca (235
ilie GlalSa 5 baple) 53 amalie ol 5 (a3l
.(Hijabi et al., 2018) <.l

' b Ol 0 pusd sl (A

o 1,1 (VAAY) Dezman 4 Shafer lawg jasls oy
o sl yoly el pogie plon ] Lol pseie 5
By )0 Sszge ol 0,35 asli ul o a5 Solis
s el nl sl o 18515 0S5 4255000
a8 g 39,00 LI 4 abale Sloy wlide sl
5 ok ol esliiuldyge oldl 5 wlidlss (oulul
Loy oxhw Ol 0,33 asls cwl By b
oSG jghatedy ol ans Llgl ;o Dezman 4 Shafer
595 ULl (1) usho, Tl sl ol i
bl sl et Slyisay ol nl ol oniiags
Gy e aSbulyl 5 oas b xhaw ool
20, 0 wgmime sate Gailie ] )3 LpliunsS
Lol odBpog (lidsS 4 aiinly (At lyea,
Sajsly e ailse oz (raw O el (a3 Ls 5
VLY B b o) el e sl 00 S

1. Surface Water Supply Index

D9 sod Sdgi Joe ;0 (Slily; ged s 5 (o
e Ls 59,5 oo Slly; (ol 9512 05 @ e (nl &S
Olsl g el sai ohb oiyslaS sl yelb
Iy Gawasds slo Jlusles jloanlowsay SG5glg 000
SaeolisS sl i lr () (nl wes e LaS
Sy Joles ST liee Dl o0d pogase 5 0355 elio
2 bl O3l @l ploged o)ly Slawlxs jo )
Wy 5o glel sl 855l o 1) O
32 eyt AL )3 sl e Sk Sl
SR 0g Jlade Jlax )0 (5,85 g potud oS 9 Jad
-l 4 S Dl (asls (l gl e il
Ol az e 5 SOk gleyll Sy g S slo
Olospa bl 90 (pl &8 Gloj Logazy wsg wlax
ool g, 3 PDSI aslis is,5 o SO o
L Lawsie cals ol 4o ol JlocSis s sl
woy3 B0 51T G5l 5 009 il alee b )k 5eSilis
ol cpl colre 3l as o ls 8l il ool glast o)L
.(Miryaghoubzadeh et al., 2019) s34 oo ©gume
Sy il e odosls Jaw 5l PDSI Lasls
Syzg pae oyl slacusgame 5| S AT 0 0 0 540 ul
Ol Gaee el az o jao ) eS Gles )o s
Sibgy b ey wiile Jolge ) yloms S Jao
Ao s o 1, SBgsi g )Bu jLid 0gneS aLS
Lo &lpss 4 s g (Xu et al., 2012) »,.5 o
s b Hgbody el ol el a5 v oo ylid STy
ans s STy 5l sleans Sl leS o
arwy glp jaxls ol olnl s (Yan et al, 2013)
karamouz et al.,) Jl iz b bt
loSis ol g S glodasin )y (2013
& pdyca] oL, (Zoljoodi & Didevarasl, 2013)
oll «Babaei et al, 2013) Jl.Sus




VO

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

VAAY Jlo jo atle cpl ams oo lis g | S
weli ool cwl saisddl | oS g Hollinyer lowgs
S slp aljgy Heba S Cogh) gezme slie
Ol o eolaiulsge selBl HeiS1 L g gl Jle
Sl wlie ;o jasls pl cuwl S Cogb, >l
Slodnd Joo SaS 4y bosls (pl 05, o0 )15 4 4Vl
QBMJ ua.>-Lw 9 OMML?LA 4\.:[) 0)50 Lg‘)" w#)
dwlxo (YY) 9 (Y9) Llg, 3,k 5l S cugb,
.(Narasimhan & Srinivasan, 2005) wis oo
SDi; = ((SWij — MSW;) / MSW; — minSWj) * 100) (Y#)
if  Swi;< MSW;
SDy; = ((SWij — MSW)) / maxSWj — MSWj) * 100) (YY)

if SWiJ‘> MSW,
SWi,j « S u.:}.fa) 05.:.05 Qo 40 SDi,j Ja.g‘j) Q.ﬂ B

Goo) SB Jdgp jo atin 0 SB Cusb; (Sl
Cosb,  Saesls lwgie MSW o (gm0
SSla> max SW « Sl Légpn o colaiwl b
min « S Légpn ;o colaiwl b8 cogb, wuwjlye
30 S oeolawl BB cogb, Suwile JSlas SW
oo yLis | tlaazan olows samolis 1 eS Jdg p

Ll b L Sl

smDI | = Z=152e ¥A)
} ™ o5t425 ]

obey 1 .S gusb) 998 oy ISD ol o as
Vel Wlg e atan S (b SD i (axan)
WS o pesS (b e L) #V e B (S LS)
A SEs SV 39 n g e S - s
.(Salehi Tabas et al., 2020) <ol Lls |, consy
L S Cogb, yols Lull 5 oedle SMDI 25U
Ramezani Etedali et ) o,ls a>g 55 i byl

.l., 2012

Sboww

SRS (YT0) alal, S Cushy 0,055 -F 55, ol
Ao oo lid |y e Ol 033

SWSI = ((aPsnow + bPprec + CPstrm + dPresv — 50) /12) (Y Q)
1S 3g)g e slaailia 5 S e ojabed il o a8
gy SNOW dl adlie (sl (1) 984 pae Jloz>| =Pi
o> RESV g, L,> Strm ¢ 5L Prec « 3,
FEIY B -FIY 5 as Lo cnl Ol pss aals S Cush,
@ a4z b adg> o sl alh (pl anloe g cul
SWSI a3l 0,5 oo & g0 adg> o] Sloogas
sloosls 15,5 e Sy (uil8 2 Julovis 125
ooliuls g0 (350 w9 Gl (B o)l Ddeaddy
.(Miryaghoubzadeh et al., 2019) » .5 . ,I,3

b T 0 ;u3d as s gaainb -V Jguz
Table 7- Classification of surface water storage index

(SWSI) asls Gy sae Cusby &l s
4 N Qb b Cgb e

43 Wl gbye

2995 2 Lgie osb e

19911 N R

+0.99 1-0.99 Jbey S35
-16-1.99 s JoSis
-21-2.99 boge JloSis
4 ;-3 aas JlSes

-4 s ey JloSas

(SMDI) S cusb ) guaS a5l (4
NRER IC PSRN PRI
oy sbroyss po Slos ada; axl )5 allyg) uyiws
Sl 35bion 5 oeSilen Sl s s Sxia
Vo) Saag¥sb 0)90 So 0 S Cosh) jshaie ol
wlo 5 5 505l Jluyo o (Sidn jsboas (Al Y- U
4 dlo polae 00,5 o0 05l S s LB O
o0 e i s 2S4Sl 5 o 5yl e
o 5 Jlajs o Siln  Conn



SoSis 505 glaazls paal> y90 VP

RAI a5l ol g Jlwiis gusainb A Joux
Table 8- Classification of drought based on RAI index

0350010 S LngAJLI.wT ‘;L»M > Coxdg

+0.35-0.3 Jhoy Soo3
-0301-1.2 dirs JloSis
-1.25-2.1 Logie JloSas
-2.15-3 aad JloKes
-3 5l S Wl iz

Sloj oo yss ;o 1y oS ol sBRAT asls
L wled Gl (aale FA L V) Sowasds g SowelisS
ol ol eslatul glp sgame slrosls Lo 4 azes
ced Gl U e o] eplS esls
a5l Les (Miryaghoubzadeh et al., 2019)
oliilgr JuSis sl w6l RAL Jlucsis
Piry et al.,) cwl alie b asls 5l jowle
5 SPEI slaasls ol an 4 RAI _asls (2013
ol i Ty 0 Jheas g ayas (glo JluSis SIAP
.(Piry & Mobaraki, 2021) was

"n sk L )

Wilhit 4 Byun ;o lwe 1439 Jlo jo asls ol
sladlo o JloSias jaslh (niaasr olyes
gy 5o 5550 5l (oS o delod ulul g &)1 3
9009 5k o1 5o e Jele bl pli sl gzl
Sl oispiiz 0y90 45 odg ailisy o] (Sloy (wlie
sl iSly slp ojg) (raiz B SoeolisS sla tusTy
Sble wadp odle el Sjelg 0 Doeaids
0dg: b (JlwSds asils 5 9,50 ploj g 0y90 Jsbo
@l g bS8 hlejl o5 cubs @bl o
A=l r s Hie )b el el oad ] S
sl jo a8 cul JluSas oLl (o) 2
bl g flue J> 5 Josis 705 sgue jslaien

2. Effective Rain Fall Index

'k el b 5ol (sl (e

A s e Van Rooy Lawss VAP0 Jlo jo el oyl
AL oo alie (5, avle (wlal 5 2 ls o0l
G a5 5sba Wl caws a4 Y LY 5l Solas
ol oadosls plasl Gl SV 5L le el o
30 el b gl ol dnle 0 S5e Jele s
aVlo g alale gloj wlio g0 0 als ol s
Solmal by, atld wlul 0edioe 00p G
Jloy Slade 51 (Sl olie OBlyoul aciloes o SaiL
ol o Sab cuejly 5 Sle aubx
d)...m.u )‘ Syg0 00 u..i’L..n C‘)M‘ -Y E)Jéio)sA
(M) Slllas sboo,go yo oolidl slasl Sas b polie
S 9L polae o eS80 08 (ke ! Sl Y
srosls anglio -F «X) Slllas 0,50 o ooldl 5Ll
P> P azilx £ Sai)k Saejlys uSilea Lp Sk
Sk gyl s ls il cuse gl |

RAI=3((P-P)/(m - P)) (Y3)

erls wal e bl L PSP axils
RAI=-3((P-P)/(X - P)) )
il 4 s 5 a4 =Y g+ laaslin] sols s -0
e g Sate slaglrial oSl Gl yse 6o
- obdio L-F ¢ S05,b o, lual Lasls 5l saslcwsa
STl s lrali S 5l ol slie 53, (505
Ssi e el Gl slaaib
Jesz o RAI azls Wbl JluSis ganaal

1. Rain fall anomaly index



'Y

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

o Jlay o a2 5k sl o3 Sl a5
Wgd so 0 laslinl ganasl gl p jasls pul sloosls
ool ( SWL laosls iy, cpl Lo e eols LS
2 090 Sl L ezl (nl Sl Sl
Ot Ol (2Bl 0590 Sliloe aalol b g 5Ll OT g
0,99 e GBS Sl jo (08,8 0,90 jl vgalie 335 oo
onl el (55lel 0y50 g9, 51 B (03 oyl 25ieS
SBb o3e; VO L oeyy, VPO Wlgiee o2 )90
51 o~ (Ekhtiari Khajeh & Din pajouh, 2018)
ol o5 o0 5T Slaslre Jolye o5 0,90 i
Cess & (VY) abal, 5 eolizl LEP L S5 b
RV I

EPi = 3o [(Xme1 P ) /1] (*Y)
59 ML 5o Gk ke PM g (008 pslas i )T 40 &8
O S ez 3l e ()b Hlade Ll (o o) (13
Dlor cavs ay oy 4 aily dalS £ SO L 5L
ol 0393 5l 5e50% gly &5 S5 )b i o
oled (Sl 5l o el apasloes L axllaes g0
Sk oS g bay rianl 993 JuBlo 0,90 S5 g 39,
Pl G 05y Femsd sl 4 Cos
Ekhtiari Khajeh & ) wies oo olaisl 055 4 EP
(YY) akl, 3l aw al> . ,o (Din pajouh, 2018
199 g0 oslazwl

DEP; = EP; - MEP; Y)

k) Wlosizr 50 )L (ke MEP; ] s oS
S plgreas DEP 5 (o o) 350 (5L EPi (e
- oo 505 o 0y 5 955 e a5lis MEP; g EP; oy
50 ol o33 wib cuie DEP; Slode ST .cul o
2l e STy wes e plis 1y ol 5 b les
Bolie @l dlie jsliint aboge (bSe (ins

Sboww

‘oww)ﬁ u}».fl.: aS G;leuplﬂa 3o Jj‘d«.@ L)
yohieds Coud s cwl sals 2k g (g ,400 5
b M > g JloSias 380 g alyg) (o) 2
e 55 5 ol sl ok sl msls 5T 3
Pie )b arls fleie G suuas pagae 1134
5 Byun slasl a4y yse=e 5l o5 g0 lawgs (EPI)
e el ol 5l olitl b al oaiasl | Wilhit
azs 1) olyis (50,55 o (gly | JLoSKas Comisg
oo allaedyge 4l o (JluSis las i a5 o
e )3 1) JleSas g8y 5 05 (wyn (052
bl 51 5 (Sail el ooy lis S350

EP isj1 = (Aisjr + M isj1)/ SD isja ¥'V)
At 1 28ly gez 0)55 55 5o 5,k aled EPiys
Misja t 8ly oz 0,90 (o s bl ol i
tJle 5l (me 59y o)l 50 o yaes B Ol (K3l
2 s B Ol wlie o lasliwl Bl il :SDisja
2ly g 0j90 -1 5 Jlo 5l sme 595 o)les

EPI 530 ()b aslod cilizo wlinds -4 Jgu

Table 9- Different categories of EPI effective
precipitation index

$he ool e lokis cad olib
2075 -0.7 Juy
1.5 6+0.7 Lgie JlucSes
25615 st JloKas
2.5 3| sos wad e Jlocsas

' P JwSis slis (1Y

Rl el Jie JoSis w3l Lol 2oje
U"‘ aS ol u" oL G]Lm_im} > LgLQvua:S-LJb

ol Sl .l Jloy95 0 dilyg ) Sloy wlitia 5| ezl

1. Effective Drought Index



SoSis 505 glaasls paal> G900 VA

397 )5 4 58 JleSes Sley g S Sl sl
a5 ol laasls alexl jige JoSis asls
2 05 O b el (0L lade el
Lo oy, ool (Moggadasi et al., 2005) cowl jlgiwl
O g dllyy, (Sis o5 Sl sadaizlil )
ssba o paizr Goe 4 &5 S gleoyge
aoly EDl asls oS oo eesd |, wlodals]
okt 355 3 ksl (St lld 4 e
Olyed ()l slaosls ailjg) (gm0 a2 515 5 a0 oo
ol gdain ogd o aislils asls ol ansalads
5l aS cdenlay EDI asls a5 ws,S by (Y+10)
b syt Sod S 10,95 5 cols Slo o3l
3 aeaids g olisS slaojl soled jo b axll plo
el onl 45wzl )0 Guizes 5 ams ge (LS 09>
WS 50 (it BoaF Ll plu 5l ogs |, (Jlesis
Glosis a3ls S Glp SHn oo ol &
D950 P guao

(SIAP) &¥Llu Suiyb jle (aslis (W

srosls Gl il (¥l Sl ezl aculss olul
oo Il Gasls ol ool Jloy 5l (Swib
S50 b e (2Kl I o S j0 laib
»oam aege o Jols Oz g auls glel 090
"0 o 51200550 (Lol 055 (Sloosls Jlime Bl
aS Wo,S ol (Y- +Y) Bazrafshan ¢ Khalili .os 5
SIl e aFll 5 SNk Ses gl psls
bl sl oS psee SIAP)  aYL
o) Woles a5 Wl 1 ol s owlislsn JlocSas
Gamail (V) Joo @b g ol (TY) aball, 2,4
Dgad( 5o

SIAP = (pi-p)/ SD vv)
Sk oeSila = Pl (s35lg0 o S = D
ooy lao Blymsl =SD g lel 0y90 Job o
S8k

ool 2l 5 ol Lulpd (285 Jai jo (90 cilise
139 oo 3, lsbiwl (VF) alal, 5l oolatwl LDEP; jlads
SEP; = DEP; /ST(EP) (%)
Gioskeo) S5 Uk slme Blsl ST(EP) o yo a5
slade 58 SEPi g (p28 0p93 5l 595 le
Gé.;.a ).:QLCLA | ()...AGL.A) DEP; °\AM«>)‘\AJ[M‘
P 0y90 b (98 093 Hiws el (Sis (a8l
Solel 0,90 51 59,0 slp g Wl oo Cans 4 S L
SSsge (SHL G 5800 drline (Al pglas
Swwd 4 PRN)) ailyg; Jloy Lalyd & caS ol
i1
PRN; = DEP;y/ Z{Vﬂ(ﬁ) )
PRN;j « 23lg polas o..\.;_fbooLi;.;j RY QT o as
S90aS 5l Jloy byl 4y S 5 (gl (Sl ke
oA LE o 20 o0 (LA e 4]y 51
1] oo Cawd @ (EDI) ige JlowSis
EDI; = PRN;/ ST(PRN;) %)
EDIj 5 <l PRNj jLae Gl 5l ST(PRN)) ()1 jo a5
Lol 31 s 1, (K25 Cundy a8l oo &
IS &dlge EDIj oged ol JeSis ol
SloSies Gul olgieds g 0090 PRNj salis st
gl s0 (e
EDI alos calizeo wlib —Ve Jgu
Table 10- Different categories of EDI index

Foe oL ales SloSis wus olib
EDI<-2 KRV va
-2<EDI<-15 RVRS
-1.5< EDI<-1 e
-1<EDI<+1 ook 5l ey

EDI (asls 5 w5 ol (Y+ +#) Ko 5 Morid
Sl g 5 Caml JLoKis £9,8 o) o lulis 4, 003



'4

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

(Z) o )lastew! Jbo y 29395 all (V0

-0l 5l (SO U)o laslin] 568 el 5l eslasul
o oot 4 35 e Jo Sl addllas o el lo
199 g0 Ao (YA) abayl) 5l as” o,
Z=Xi-p/6=Xi- X)/S (YA)
s ook oSl X coaein oy 53 (5L Xi a5
Jone S0l 8 5 aigei Jlome Bl S waigos (il
ol dallaed jge Gloj (G Dae SYsb  dscl>
Sl Sy g9 yhe pln Jele cnl e Slyzil (Sl
bz ool G slawlie Sl cnlply o
Ol o azgr BB asSail ails sobj 0,5 Wilgs o
Jbr @i gl sk 5l oVl aalone (asls
X0y 50 Wosls woj0 FAIY Jlboy ajei 5o .ol
X£30 (o oy AV g XE20 oy 2oy 0/F
Al ol Gl Jels )1 4 ez bl I8
oSz wad al p |, () g saneids
ilos S g

() 351tunl Jloy &239 JlwSias (a5 Ls gaiaainb -1Y Jgur

Table 12- Classification of Standard Normal
Distribution Drought Index (Z)

Jlusis gy RSl S5
Sz Pz 0.01-1
bogie JloSas 112
Ll Jlosis 2/1-3
59l axxls JloSas >3

ouod lailiwl 3,25 g pased — (0,4 pel (V7

(SPELI)
bl oadolailiul 3ya5 g pused — (2L a3 Lo
B 9 Pl dele 9 D)l 4o g 55b (i
Vicente-Serrano ) cewl oasasl)l Gl (Dl g Jumils
Vicente-Serrano alewgas a>Ls ol (et al., 2010
0 ls S lgrear g ok IV - Lo jo ol Sen
2 e S ol b pee el JluSis

Sboww

SIAP asli cilizes wlinb -\ Jguz
Table 11- Different Classes of SIAP Index

Yl Sl e pals JleSas b
1 el golaw wybye e Jlo
1505 sk Jl
055-05 ey J
-0.56-1 o Ses
151 s Sl Jlo

Gbosls p S JeKis wsls (OF
199 3

sazmin slojlsale pglai S 4 asli ol e
AVHRR asle  oasis nls s MODIS
s 4 g 595 so ooliiul opé 9 NOAA o lsals
g axll) VCI o0 5l Gromiw slagaslo
ey Sbed ale lp pa3ll) LST 5 (8L
5 (BLS Gdsy a3l) NDVIE 5 (GslS o
slojlgale polai 5l gy cnl )2 gboo wiSlsp 0 e
o Sy adlaes;se Gble (FoS 4 azg L
Galittes SlSe S8 508 b JloSas g8 Jlois|
Olo (Vo V) o, en g Shamsipour .ogés o ool
30 490 3l Gromiw ooy 1 (680 0 a5 W50,S
el elie Slly 5 Sis 3blie Jdasre Slallas
NDVI a5 ws,S ols (V) +) ,Ken 4 Baghideh
2 o8l ozl 6l olie (250l Wiy oo
s Reza'i Mogaddam .ol b JluSes o)
5 VOl asls a5 wsS ole (VAIY) ol Sen
Gl el Sl Wilgi e MODIS onise
il JoSes byl o ewlitlss slaasls
Om &S Ws S ole (Y- +A) Christian 4 Hellden
i ) (Slol g (Kan lyls NDVI 5 Sl
el Lo Sz bl



SoSis 5005 glaasls pogal> 900 V-

ol bl v Syl Bl sl )l 0 o
e s el 7> D € D o0g0ms 15D ol (sl
olie & T hasd 5 (memnd a8 @l alne 5l
335 o gl SPEL Lasls polie Jly
solie ol p8 o .(Vicente-Serrano et al., 2010)
3 lailisl oy b 4 DI polie glp orezs Jlos!
Sgdin o ) Jloes Sl 5 jho uSile b oa
b oxibe SPEl Lasls polie ol oS
oolazwl b (Y4£0) Stegun 3 Abramowitz oM
SPEI Lasls jlaie sly cuess F(X) ab polie )
]

SPEI=W—(Co+CiW+CoW?/(1+diw+dw?+ daw®) - (FY)
2358 oo s (FF) alal, 5IW luie
W=,/—2In(p) for p<05 (FF)
o0 et D jlade 5l elos Jlois! Jaia p T o a5
03 0.5 51 55,5 P Jlade 51 P = 1-F(X) wul
SPEI mls codle 5 o35l 1-P L P jlade olSST
Lowiply ool cops Jlde 00800 Lags
C,=0.010328  .C:=0.802853  .Cop=2.515517
ds=0.001308 .d,=0.189269 0d:=1.432788
Sloy sl ulie 3 Wlgi oo SPEI Lasls aiil
polie 00,5 diwlxo ole FA g YF Y & ¥ ) alizes
shie yolie 5 Ol (Dl o9 Cute ik SPEI oo
oele pl el ol e 09 e Sl QT
wsbye 5 S ey Gl sln Wy
Eoro oK JSis 0,5 18 eolaiuls,ge
mbamﬁ&wmyufouAJoa;‘sa
o0l o SPEL Jlude by o assls o] s
oS gy @l 0 ey B lade b jblis jlade
Setcrd = 59 Jloiol g5 @b ool 2D ol

(Vicente-Serrano et al., 2010) =l

a dple gl 5 Sl ol O gatejl i arlne
ol s s Tee sles 5 Sl alale (slaosls
p Jesis asls alre Ul asls
Wl oo Geizmed 9 3l ) it oy slaulide
Josas b)) o | ol am s s il
ol ol aolae (Nosrati, 2014) wles Ll
el 00l Gy 25 (V) ddasly & jg0dy ol lil

Di=Pi - PET; (¥a)
35 5 235 5 SNk 5 4 PET 5P o] o o8
el SL5350 oo o )las T g byl GBS D o il
o o5 o ol L sols dolae 1 el oyl
6555 9,505y ool el 3505 9 o5 9 Sk
agled oo saliial el

(F) abal; 5l Gilizes gloj lawbie ;0 D ol
g s Al

DX = ¥KZ§Pooq -PET ni (f*)
Jais g0 olo N g Lais 5o Sleg ol (ols) Lak a5
$lr bl an gp S L ool anle 5
eolie Wil b ol 5l JlocSis asls ol
Sl s ans hds |, D glaesls 5 e
Setzd b o5 Sl osls 5lis @595 @b G camslie
» osls Gloy gy sln @95 Niln e )W
o @l ce S e gl i Jloj el
Sz ali olol s D glaosls gy Jlazsl
(Y+V ) o, 4 Vicente-Serrano .ol o K
Jlir! J& @l syl aw calizee pilg (o) 2 b
2Ol e s Ty bl e Siad = Sl
Jlezo! J82 sl S o8 ol ansets Di yolie
ol (V) alayl) & jg0as &b )

f(x) = (Blo) (x-y/ )]~ [1+(x-y/a)P]72 (F))
Sl s S — 5 raos JLaiol o 3
o] Canss 4 (FY) b, gsllas 5

FOg =[1+ (a/xpFI™ (FV)



AR

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

bl 5D polie yoged o skl 51 dD) 3,25 g s
<l Slyis arls w2 lae Sl 5 (Sl
SPEI axli Coje (p e 0ol sl 1) olile
Cowl opl ISz ol gl ezl Ko 4 e
Pl ogaS 5 Sz Gale S L L3, o1, Les g 5,m5
>, 4 (Vicente-Serrano et al., 2010) culjls |
sosls  Jliml b 3l e L SPL oz Ls
3o owed SPEl a>Ls (Stagge et al., 2015)
3,10 6y 0, o Bl jlows g al o JloSas
e 5 (SWb ook 4 Gl |y ol Jdo &8
Piry &) ols s ozl opl 0 &)l azp0 ogad
(Mobaraki, 2021

'(SDI) by (29 JwSis asli (VY
Co 45 Sl 5 il 3l Ly s asls oyl
alalo (b2 bwgie ulul 2 (b2 (28 (asls Glgie
slgaian VAAY Jlo jo Ben-2vi Lwgs L odsl sl p
SPI azLs alice SDI oz lis Slawle Jgol 00,8
oli.‘;......l‘ Prd slale < )J\)LM aS ol u)j..ou.a-.\.: 9009
Sg g0 00ld (il salin )bl @355 2 (5 0g 000
&9 SzeS asg> j0 a5 Cul ooy lis wladod
Jly S b Jbp @i Sy sleass> 0 5 LI
l.f slale <° )JQL(LA KV} é)‘é ‘) LJ"’)‘)" Q")“'@r’ o).:_i_';.oy
093l LB w365 sl (F7) 5 (FO) slaakal, 5l oolaxul
13gu g0 0010

L ol g (f0)

909 = 5o
@ e X g Cenl (ol el g 5B sl @
1390 o0 dplons (FF) alsly 5l g 009 LolE &b (o) 9

F@= [, y*tevdy (£5)

1. Stream Flow Drought Index

Sboww

SPEI (asLis polie gussainb —\Y Jous
Table 13- Classification of SPEI index values

Cordy oy e
Do by Cugb, >2
S Cagh, 1.99-1.5
Lgie o, 1.49-1
Jby -0.99-0.99
boge JuSas -149- -1
ol JleSas -1.99--15
aad L JoKas <2

ok paxls (Vo) F) Nosrati i mls bl 5
& Sl (5 gy ol 083l 3,55 g posis —
Gl o laslinl 5,6 jasle b awlie o JuSes
N IO VR SO JPSVE Sk SRCON A [PVIP PN 3 PRV YN
g yudd — i)l e s Sisded o Sis 3blo (o
30 el pazll Glaicds Wlg o oo jlailiwl 5,25
parls 0,8 13 eolaiuls g JluSis ol
@S 9 S8 )13 (o) )90 S S50 5o SPE
o>l ol (Sl b I i e s ols las
25U cos JluSes oud sasas ol gl
Veor )29 DAL sloans o ol Ll islsél
SSis a>ls (Potop & Mozny, 2011) <l
5 s 5 SN oS5 ] 58,5 L o L SPE
Loaslio o 1) Of wlie Slpis Wlg e 3y
Wizl oo oolawl w5l ks &5 Sl sl
Cyeme 2L Gl Glacaie Gl A Wl azs
on bl sly el s gy Jusas
Coo] a5 0l So5els 0 g cwlidlen JloSis
256 (Nosrati, 2012) 5o i bwgs o 2ol
al 5 (V) F) Trajkovic  GOCiC Luas .ol s
9 u,..a)l.s g_JjLo.» SPEI ua.>-Lw 5o o..\.wg_n.»).su A_J] 05,«..@5




SoSis 5005 Glaasls pral> )90 TY

SDI asled calizeo wlinb —VF Jgu
Table 14- Different categories of SDI index

S ik sl i s Sl

0<SDI Jlocsas il
-1< SDI<0 ol JloSes
-1.5<SDI <-1 Lgte JluSKas
-2<SDI<-15 ol Jeses

SDI< -2 s ey ISt

‘;LNM dwlxo gl 9 SWI g GRI =L (VA
5 Mendicino Lug Ye+-A Jlo ,8 GRI' Lasls
(Sl e slp oleel BB a3l oleea o) Ken
alipde dihie ¢l JlosSias cwmptn 9 ol
Wl b5 5o el ol ad sliin
Slgeds atles pl eSSt g cwl sl iules]
odls Jluo Fr b als ey inas
ol sl Los sl 00 sinley] eais g jluans
el slalynae bl o e ) sloo! JluSas
Nico et al., ) cwl Ko sl msls 5l g asls
QT WYL (Sar 13Ls ] Co e (ke (2010
i 0 ads> leailBag, 5l (S o Sl bawsie L
Mendicino ) col Ll Jad gl JloSis o
o 59,5 o jlaibisl L GRI 2L (et al., 2008
ui C"a‘“ QL..A O awl=e b SRR u.‘ Y-
)L..r_n d‘).’?u‘)) w.......q.) 9 QT g_)..\.m.\...l.: u...f.)L..ag o).b.w

GRI = (Dy,m' HD.m) / 6p.m (tA)
olo ;o ey ol aie asls (35,IGRI o js a8
Mook o pliwl v 55,1 S Dym sy Jlo 5Im
SlpMole sl mhaw slaosls .Sl om Y Jlo

1.Groundwater Resource Index

S8 sl g e LS @595 (oren Jlotol (s
Oige Jhop Oyget L @i (rexd Jlotol o2
izl pmin Jiz! oo zohw jo oSl ;o 5o

SDlix = (Qik - Qi) / SD« V)
oLc )b LS)«) )L.\.GLA Qi_k f(oLc f)\ L> ﬂ 4? ‘V) 'Q‘ K L),«JL.Q.A
8l 2! SDic tpl K olidio 10 (02 Lawgie o Q tpl
Aladl (YY) ) Som 5 Tabari ol K ol o jloxs
el ookl b (So5elg 0 JloSas b )la
Loy cols olas g ws,S ol o6 Jlad 5o SDI
s ad JoSes 5b cou oK ples
olas 1 Jesis cbleg asva SDI asls
s Soleimani .Jahangir et al, 2019) w»s
Yl (Sian a5 W35 )5 oLy (Y- ) ¥) Bahremand
Nalbantis .s,ls s4>9 SDI § SPI jasls g0 (o
&l omlis ,55S1ESDI asls a5 5,8 Lo (Y- +A)
O PN (PRI K <1 N PR UPSI | IV S-SR
Lngolo K9y uo).‘B)J Gu.m SDI ua?[.w oﬁ)lf
amiy el L aje8 5l Aol s ol >
bugie glosls (gru calie sy pas 4gS,m
SloSas (ol wlg o LS 2565 5l alale aul
o Yol g axle azlge Laii b1, (So3s)g,0ue
Jamal et al.,) o585 JSis clib glbal>
axdly ol ool yolis y ceslio Sl 2565 SDI

23,5




\Al

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

SWI § GRI asles cilsizko linb -1 Jguo
Table 15- Different categories of SDI index

GRI polie SWI polie SleSis oul olib
>0 <0 Jsas ails
-0.99--0.1 0.1-0.99 e JloSis
1491 1-1.49 by st
-1.99--15 1.5-1.99 s JlaSas

2 b 5 SasT 2ol 55n aad ey JloSas

(BMDI') Jgo 9 ol Sl Sl a5l (14
(JuSias pw)n v ml) sy Bl (S
Pourhossein & ) ..l Mooley ¢ Bahlme _asLs
Jlo 5o b sl slp axli ol (Soltani, 2018
ses, slp Mooley , Bahlme laug VAA-
Dol atlh 4l Jge g ol JluSis a3y
Jos iS5 5L & g0y asli g o0y ell JluSis
SE VI PTG VRN | WIS W/E= VW] E S S PY VS S
ools cdlBo i 8 ole JluSis o 5l ooy

29000 Ol S D jgets atll (ol ogh o

X o,k sloosls @awslys nSibos dlone : ol al> 0
uap-t.o 0)5]).3 90 w)L» L;Lmolo )l,:..’.n )| d‘;?u‘ 9
(00) akal, 5 MDD ailale ol

MI=((X-X)/ ¢)*100 )
0,990 4O Ml )LLM d]ms u&w P9 4.17-).9
b iln g e polie avule 5 (o) 3590
L alale (ored Cusb) (a2ld polie p (bgaw S,
ol S dolee a5 Slaye o yieS ol 5l ool
il (BV) alaly O g0

>k  MI, = a+ bk V)
5k solo 90 (ST ‘5‘.’5.'0) ua.‘>l.m Ml 4.‘4)‘) LJ"‘ 3
Lol doleo u.al.» w‘)@ b 9a90Lc o)Lo.X:: K

1. Bhalme and Mooly Drought Index

Sboww

M ole oliwy] glas sbasls jlins Gl ol Gpm ¢ JLo D
Se s 0,0 phaw falS a3l SLGRIEL LD (ol
G e g oy A5 lie Sl e i Lo
s 45 obxTl gy aalss JluSis jl puiiins né
19500 635 03I (el Sz 50 e e e i
solie 5 JluSas gody ailis Cute polie cnlnl
ol polie .l JloSas £435 pac 5l (S i
@ S g 0l oy Gl ol als
ol 5 addllaes ygo dibaie pulis Ko Sliogas
ol mhaw asls (Mendicino et al.,, 2008) <ol
ol &Y+ F Jls o Bhuiyan lawgs sais st
<l b gla byl 5 Sblugi )y o 51 Ban
aS (Roshan et al., 2019) sgs yliwsain ;o o))
el (FR) alaly &gty )] Slewlre alslas

SWI = (Wjj— Win) / & (£9)

J U1 gytegie slaoly bl gaw Wi ()T o a5
e Gl 6 5 olbiny] s ailale Silee Win
als b asls cpl gilke (Bhuiyan, 2004) .l
2olie a5 058 oo (Sl 4l O )0 JluSis
e polie 5 JSis sanmolii Cue
ol Jloyg bl 5 JSies pac caunolis
(Y+\1%) 4,5 5 Pathak .(Faridpour et al., 2019)
95Dl laaPls (o (295 (Soarod a5 205 ()l
owlBl L as o)l 09>y aale 1 slo wlie 4o GRI
Dgd ooy bLI) plaale VY 4 by wlis
ly @V ot (Sinrod 355 GRI (a3l (pimas
by glaihie 2 59 5 0l (Ll slaole Jobo 5o
Sphe oy Ol (elii S ey Ll
.(Medicino et al., 2008)




SoSis 505 glaazls psal> 90 VY

el a8 asasl s (Y+\A) Soltani 5 Pourhossein

alls osb o lapaldl o 1) 4ot o Y (Joo 9 ol
Glalisoe as e,y o jasli ol e o]
1y Al oy slailinae o)L slaws, o Ll
Oladipo .ols slas )b p Gubaie Sbj5,l sloo,g
S0 9 0lb JloSis asli aS S o ole (VAAD)
ol (Sl gla,gSl cdbbs 5 Sole Jdo 4
sla,gslh (oS 5 oelil s e L)l
..\..S(SA L)L"’ Q.c..b)é w‘);wlaﬁj )_..Qa oéuﬁ...»‘o)yo
Sl b JluSes oLyl obls jasls opl oS
Jusis i @lp g abls Jlude 5 (S
ole (YY) Soltani ¢ Shayegh .ol g sladlais
b 0 Jee s ol JuSis asls a5 wis S
Ok Olhgd 4 Sgazme oS anle A 5V 25,1 (slee g0
Al bl sl e awslie o os5 bl ol
s o)l e o S o JleSis sl
(Syize b)) poode Joo g @b Jlosis
Job 4z 12 90,00 50|, baedsl ple jo oolaul codild
Jlo S0 50 55k £585 0,90 5 ALl (nl (255l 0590
WS oo Jee SF%e g S aPld wdl S

(Pourhossein & Soltani, 2018)

5 6 S A
5o Wlg g o)l as lale 4 axg L patll j»
ezl 4o g 0,5 )8 colatulsge calize 3bleo
boasls ol coale b 5l bl )3 5 355 a5ia
asl asly JluSas 1wl S i Wulgs oo
el dihie S lp basls ol pled anglas
Wl oSl ol wialgse oawlie mls § cwl ol
slo s 2lsn 5 Ol buld @ 4y b cslie jasle
Lo 09 bl aslllass yge bl Koo Lal o
Sl ool Lo asLi 51 plaS o 50 5 Slej b

» 4l b3l ol Yol gl ystinl tpge al> s

Sl polie aSgsbay JlSis anb ke

oeets Gl |y behs cpl a4y 00l 1381y JluSis

il (OF) abaly & g0ty bghas IS alslas 5,5
Ml

=Yk "t
= Yiq [0.25 (|a]+ |b|K)] v

Locwl ol Kole JluoSis Sl Ik akaly cpl (o
Dol o MI cugb, as L g abaly ol 5l oolasl
2 k=EL ol 13 L les e oleya glp |y JloSias

ol 09,5 et O]

MI,; OY)

b= Y SE Gair ol
St plade o 4 Jlgte slaole ;o ip ez al> e
Dol b SS o9 b el 5L sueb, el
sk, AL oS Glie 09l ke (rae JluSiis
I jlade a0 iley ol 1 jlade B sl (20l381 b
4 olvols aen (slp culply )l Siww conilais>
Sy 535 Ll i oo )18 adyl St ole g
Aslas (2l B odg (559,80 pow al> o o JSloT O )Le

g Hlo (OF) alwly &y g0as

Al = (Ml / d) + Cly - 1 0F)

€= 0.25(b/d) 5 alolee coli culys i€ 5 d alal, ol o
s 0=0.25]a+h)

b Jlosis ozl IS8 Coled)s ey al> 5o
k3 Lailyy Sygonr0j90 IS sl oleye sl (I s
«(Pourhossein & Soltani, 2018) wgds o aiiigs

Ik = (Mk/d) + (1+C) i1 OO)
BMDI =Yk 1, /K %)

9o 9 oIl el polie goisadnb -7 Jguar
Table 16- Classification of Bhalme and Mooley index

values
Cordy oy el ok
Jb s oo -0.99:5 0.99
s JloSas -11-1.99
Logie JloSas -21-2.99
wad JloSes -3.99¢ -3

RV )LHM-’ gst“'"'S'”“; > -4<




Yo

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

Gl b asls chns L 5l S o 4S5 ol
S5 a5 jebay el oo g ol jo Jlu S
Gl ool 51 9 9351 lesed jsboas Il
sl analy celie by s i Wl oo ks aS
Sloy Lolidie ( JlocSzs o asls 5l sslinul gl
o] 51 osliiul ;5 b b asls o a by e Sl
ENPEIERPUR GO S RPN S SR
gty wlbadobm! ol Lls s JleSias
Sl L g WSS 158 colaiuloge ol pl o b 0gd oo
Ko cind bl 5l 05,8 15 eolitulsge blisll
S delse et JleSas gl asls
Col oS byls o] SsSa 5 JlocSas
Sz 5 JeSaS » Fhe Jelse s 0 S
Solods a5 col (Sl e L Ll s la] 56
Gl ol Jleses ke gloasls b ls o
eals (elS 5 pols JlocSas asls g0 caws
Gliee JlocSis glgil  ise Jelss oolod a5 Can
O pole o 0 a5 sy o0 S5 4 99,50 Sl o)
JloSis slo sty led g )l 2525 oasls
5 ol s g aien and bl glls oud oy
Oz webliss 6 Poml Gleebl 420 s bag]
2 bl e n &5 wedee LA laow)
L S Cl ‘;».\J)l.: )L.\.O.a P90 <_ngua.>l....4
S s oy 5 Glyieas laasls 5l
sasls L oblyl o a5 005 0 olprin
5 ooliilen clhosls 4 g L JleSis
Sy 5okl slagsledae olnl (Sojdls,ae
Olnl Pl Slapeldl 4 azgi b (ogy (oS ed g >

Sboww

a5 i 50 (5 5 Qbbb BB 4zl Jea sl b
ok Ses slojasls aS ols Lis by gy 05
LS asls Gell JleSis Gal wads laitl
G 9 s — ol atls st Jlp s
9 Ao n 5l e g ol aPle g euds sl
Oezep sl JuSis gl by p Scwlba
(Jlosis sloazls (i 5 G3L Jlo S
0l g olbial 3,05 5 jo5es — ()L slaasls
SloSis clls il Gl aaib s (Jso 5 @b
ashis los o JloSis Cad LS adhic S o
5 olpl mhw o JuSis s gl asls ol
Qlosls Coenl JloSizd ol dlato 4 yin Lo
Lo 5 olnl )0 serse lagasls i S5 ok
OS5 pl g Wl i 5 e JloSiis Gul s,
5 olpl 0 05z se JuSis slo asls &g bl
il g kel Gy Lanis (JS gbas Lol Lio
obl ol Sie e diie JluSes
9y 2 S S JuSias bl glo als
preis aS (g ebay Wil JluSis Goe dsde
Syl asll (pl dlewgay JloSas syl g sl
bl )l G asS ol el pls el Sabpll o jaia
Lo g5 olpl o JSies @lize gl asls s
@lize gl arls s bla 5l (S50 4SS
3 JoSis Jlgls cwl Lis g ol pl o JluSes
4 adlaie Sy (o) p0 aalllaes g0 la S pal
Sloj B sloubiie ;o wlgi oo a5 Wl jled
N0 b JleSis Gl sl asli 0gd dwlbxe



SloSis 50,5 glajazls pasl> y90 VP

References

Aaron, P.N., Devdutta, S.N. & Sethu, R. (2002).
Adopting drought indices for estimating soil
moisture: A North Carolina case study.
Geophysical Res. Leters, 29(1), 1-40

Abramowitz, M., & Stegun, .A. (1965). Handbook
of mathematical functions, with formulas,
graphs, and mathematical tables. Dover
Publications.

Arshad, S., Morid, S., Mobasheri, M.R., Alikhani,
M.A., & Arshad, S. (2013). Monitoring and
forecasting drought impact on dryland
farming areas. International Journal of
Climatology, 33, 2068-2081.

Asadi Zarch, M.A., Malekinezhad, H., Mobin,
M.H., Taghi Dastorani, M. & Kousari, M.R.
(2011). Drought monitoring by
reconnaissance drought index (RDI) in Iran.
Water Resour Manag, 25(13), 3485-3504.

Babaei, H., Araghinejad, S. & Hoorfar, A. (2013).
Developing a new method for spatial
assessment of drought vulnerability (Case
study: Zayandeh Rood river basin in Iran).
Water and Environment Journal, 27, 50-57.

Baghideh, M., Alijani, B. & Ziaeian, P. (2010).
Investigating possibility of using NDVI
index in drought analysis in Isfahan province,
Geographical studies of arid regions, 1(4), 1-
16.

Bazrafshan, J., Hejabi, S. & Habibi Nokhandan, M.
(2010). Is the SPI sufficient for monitoring
meteorological droughts in extreme costal
climates of Iran? Advances in Natural and
Applied Sciences 4(3), 345-351.

Bazrafshan, J. (2002). The study of some
meteorological drought indices in some
Iranian climate samples. MSc thesis,
University of Tehran, Tehran. (In Persian)

Bhuiyan, C. (2004). Various drought indices for
monitoring drought condition in Aravalli
terrain of India", of the XXth ISPRS
Conference, Vol XXXV, Part B. Proceeding:
orham altan, m., International society for
photogrammetry and remote sensing,
Istanbul: 1283-1288.

Syl JloSis opsinnis jals 5 0,5 Sjso
Sl Jlis & (5 e )l mls laka a5 Sl b yme

Chow, V.T. & Kareliotis, S.J. (1970). Analysis of
stochastic hydrologic systems. Water Resour.
Res. 6(6), 1596-1582.

Ekhtiari Khajeh, Sh. & Din pajouh, Y. (2018).
Application of Effective Drought Index
(EDI) for Drought Periods (Case Study:
Tabriz, Bandar Anzali and Zahedan
Stations), Irrigation Science and
Engineering, 41(1), 133-145. (In Persian)

Elagib, N.A., & Elhag, M. (2011). Major climate
indicators of ongoing drought in Sudan.
Journal of Hydrology, 409(3-4), 612-625.

Ensafee Mogaddam, T. (2007). Evaluation of
several climatic drought indices and
determining the most suitable index in Salt
Lake basin, Iranian Journal of Rangeland
and Desert Research, 14(2), 271-288. (In

Persian).

Eskandari Damaneh, H., Jafari, M., Behnia, M.,
Khoorani, A., & Tiefenbacher, J.P. (2021).
Testing possible scenario-based responses of
vegetation under expected climatic changes
in Khuzestan Province. Air, Soil and Water
Research, 14, doi: 10.11786221211013332.

Faridpour, M., Rezaei Banafsheh, M., Zaynali, B.
& Asghari, S. (2019). Evaluate the effect
geohydrological drought on groundwater
quality for agricultural purposes (Case Study:
Marand plain)”, Journal of Geographical
Space, 19(65), 17-36.

Felch, R.E., & Rosenberg, N.J. (1978). Drought:
Characteristics and assessment. Chapter 2 IN
North American droughts AAAS Selected
Symposia. Editor Norman J. Rosenberg.
American Association for the Advancement
of Sciences, 15, 25-42.

Gocic, M. & Trajkovic, S. (2014). Spatiotemporal
characteristics of drought in Serbia, Journal
of Hydrology, 510:110-123.

Guttman, N.B. (1998). Comparing the palmer
drought index and the standardized
precipitation index. J. the Amer. Water
Resour, 34(1), 121-131.

Hayes, M.J. (2010). What is drought? National
Drought Mitigation Center (NDMC), Home
page: http://www.drought.unl.edu/.



Yy

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

Hayes, M. (2004). Drought Indices, National
Drought Mitigation Center, Available on:
Http://www.drought.unl.edu/whatis/indices.
htm.

Hayes, M.J. (2001). Drought Indices, National
Drought Mitigation Center, NOAA Press,
11p.

Hayes, M.J., Svoboda, M.D., Wihite, D.A. &
Vanyarkho, O.V. (1998). Monitoring the
1996 drought wusing the standardized
precipitation index. Bulletin of American
Meteorological Society, 80, 429-438.

Heim, R, Jr. (2002). A review of Twentieth-
Century drought indices used in the United
States.  Bulletin  of the  American
Meteorological Society, 83, 1149-1165.

Hellden, U. & Christian, T. (2008). Regional
Desertification: A Global Synthesis, Global
and Planetry Change, 64(3-4), 169-176.

Hijabi, S., Irannejad, P. & Bazrafshan, C. (2018).
Adjustment of PDSI Index Based on ALSIS
in Karkheh Basin, Iranian Journal of Water
Resources Research, 14(3), 2019-204.

Hisdal, H., Tallaksen, L. & Randen, F. (2005).
Regional low flow and drought frequency
analysis. Geophysical Research Abstracts.
Vol. 7, 1083.

Ivakumar, M.V.K., Motha, R.P., Wilhite, D.A. &
Wood, D.A. (Eds.). (2011). Agricultural
Drought Indices" Proceedings of the
WMO/UNISDR Expert Group Meeting on
Agricultural Drought Indices, 2-4 June 2010,
Murcia, Spain: Geneva, Switzerland: World
Meteorological Organization. AGM-11,
WMO/TD No. 1572; WAOB-2011. 197 pp.

Jain, V.K., Pandey, R.P., Jain, M.K. & Byun, H.R.
(2015). Comparison of drought indices for
appraisal of drought characteristics in the
Ken River Basin. Weather and Climate
Extremes, 8, 1-11.

Jahangir, M, H., Babaei, S. & Norouzi, A. (2019).
Assessment of Drought Status in
Kermanshah Province Using SDI, Iranian
Journal of Irrigation and Drainage, 1(13),
190-202.

Jamal, M., Ebrahimi, H. & Mousavi Jahromi, H.
(2020). Modification of hydrological drought
index based on determining the most suitable

Sboww

possible distribution, Journal of Water and
Soil Resources Conservation, 9(4), 135-151.

Karamouz, M., Nazif S. & Ahmadi, A. (2013).
Development  of integrated  drought
evaluation and monitoring. system: Case
study of Aharchay River Basin. Journal of
Hydrologic Engineering, 18, 897-910.

Karamouz, M., Rasouli K. & Nazif, S. (2009).
Development of a hybrid index for drought
prediction: case study. Journal of Hydrologic
Engineering, 14, 617-627.

Karamouz, M., Torabi S. & Araghinejad, S. (2004).
Analysis of hydrologic and agricultural
droughts in central part of Iran. Journal of
Hydrologic Engineering, 9, 402-414.

Keyantash, J.A., & Dracup, J.A. (2004). An
aggregate drought index: assessing drought
severity based on fluctuations in the
hydrologic cycle and surface water storage.
Water Resour Res, 40(9), W09304.

Khalili, A. & Bazrafshan, J. F. (2003). Multi-index
meteorological efficiency evaluation in
different climatic samples of Iran, Nivar
Journal, 48, 79-93.

Khalili, D., Farnoud, T., Jamshidi, H., Kamgar-
Haghighi, A.A., & Zand-Parsa, S. (2011).
Comparability analyses of the SPI and RDI
meteorological drought indices in different
climatic zones. Water Resource
Management, 25(6), 1737-1757.

Lorenzo-Lacruz, J., Vicente-Serrano, S.M., Lépez-
Moreno, J I., Begueria, S., Garcia-Ruiz, J M.
& Cuadrat, J.M. (2010). The impact of
droughts and water management on various
hydrological systems in the headwaters of the
Tagus River (central Spain). Journal of
Hydrology, 386, 13-26.

MacKee, T.B., Doesken, N.J. & Kleist, J. (1993).
The Relationship of Drought Frequency and
Duration to Time Scales. Paper Presented at
8th Conference on Applied Climatology.
American Meteorological Society, Anaheim,
CA.

McKee, T.B., Doesken, N.J. & Kleist, J. (1993).
The Relationship of Drought Frequency and
Duration to Time Scales. In Proc, 8th Conf.
on Applied Climatology, January 17-22,
American Meteorological Society,
Massachusetts, Pp. 179-184.



SloSis 505 glaazls paal> 90 YA

McKee, T.B., Doesken, N.J. & Kleist, J. (1995).
Drought Monitoring with Multiple Time
Scales. In Proc, 9th Conf. on Applied
Climatology, January 15- 20, American
Meteorological Society, Massachusetts, Pp.
233-236.

Mendicino, G., Senatore, A. & Versace, P. (2008).
A Groundwater Resource Index (GRI) for
drought monitoring and forecasting in a
Mediterranean climate. Hydrology Journal,
357, 282-302.

Meyer, S.J. & Hubbard, K.G. (1995). Extending the
crop-specific drought index to soybean. 9th
Con-ference on Applied Climatology. Dallas,
TX. Me-teorol. Soc., Boston.

Miryaghoubzadeh, M.H., Khosravi, S.A. & Zabihi,
M. (2019). A Review of Drought Indicators
and Their Performance Review, Journal of
Water and Sustainable Development, 6(1),
103-112. (In Persian)

Moggadasi, M., Morid, S., Ghaemi, H. & Samani,
J.M.V. (2005). Daily Drought Monitoring,
Tehran Province. Journal of Iranian
Agriculture Science, 36(1), 51-62. (In
Persian)

Moghimi, M.M., Zarei, A. & Mahmoudi, M.R.
(2020). Seasonal drought forecasting in arid
regions, using different time series models
and RDI index. Wat. Clim. Change, 11(3),
633-654.

Moreira, E.E., Coelho C.A., Paulo A.A., Pereira
L.S. & Mexia J.T. (2008). SPI-based Drought
Category  Prediction Using Loglinear
Models. Journal of Hydrology, 354, 116-130.

Morid, S, Smakhtin V, Moghaddasi M. (2006).
Comparison of seven meteorological indices
for drought monitoring in Iran. International
Journal of Climatology, 26(7), 971-985.

Narasimhan, B., & Srinivasan, R. (2005).
Development and evaluation of Soil Moisture
Deficit Index (SMDI) and
Evapotranspiration Deficit Index (ETDI) for
agricultural drought monitoring. Agricultural
and Forest Meteorology, 133(1-4):69-88.

Nico, W.AJ., Lanen, V., & Loon, A.F. (2010).
Indicators for Drought Characterization on A
Global Scale. Wageningen, Netherlands,
Water and Global Change, 24, 80-93.

Nosrati, K. (2012). Regional analysis of
hydrological drought in Sefidrood Drainage

Basin using base flow index. Journal of
Range and Watershed Management. Iranian
Journal of Natural Resources, 65(2), 257-26.
(In Persian)

Nosrati, K. (2014). Evaluation of SPEI Index for
Drought Detection in Different Climates of
Iran, Journal of Environmental Sciences,
12(4), 63-74.

Oladipo, E.O. (1985). A comparative performance
analysis of there meterological drought
indices. International Journal of
Climatology, 5, 655-664.

Palmer, W.C. (1965). Meteorological Drought.
Research Paper No 45, office of climatology,
S. Department of Commerce Weather
Bureau, Washington, D.C. 58p.

Panu, U.S. & Sharma T.C. (2002). Challenge in
Drought Research: Some Perspectives and
Future Directions, Hydrological Science
Journal, 47, 19-30.

Pathak, A.A. & Dodamani B.M. (2016).
Comparison of Two Hydrological Drought
Indices. Perspectives in Science, 8, 626-628.

Piry, H., Rahdari, V. & Maleki, V.S. (2013).
Investigation and comparison of the
efficiency of four meteorological drought
indexes in risk management of droughts in
Sistan and Baluchestan province, lrrigation
and Water Engineering, 11, 96-114. (In

Persian)

Piry, H. & Mobaraki, M. (2021). Comparison of
rainfall-based  drought indices  with
evapotranspiration-based indices in order to
determine meteorological drought.
Environment and Water Engineering, 7(2),
328-343.

Potop V., & Mozny M. (2011). The application a
new drought index—Standardized
precipitation evapotranspiration index in the
Czech Republic. Mikroklima a mezoklima
krajinnych structur an antropogennich
prostiedi, (2), 2-14.

Pourhossein, S. & Soltani, S. (2018). Investigating
the effect of precipitation regime and
statistical period on balm and mooly drought
index in Iran, Journal of Water and Soil
Science, 22(2), 159-173.

Ramezani Etedali, H., liaghat, A. & Parsinejad, M.
(2012). Study of agricultural drought



Y4

VEeV 50l oV o,leds oo JLu ‘)'.:.ée.ﬂ lrojer mal> o o

situation based on soil moisture in Qazvin
synoptic station, Journal of Water Research
in Agriculture, 26(1), 2002-2012.

Reza'i Mogaddam, M.H., Valizadeh, K,
Rostamzadeh, E. & Rezaee, A. (2012).
Evaluation of efficiency of MODIS data in
drought estimation (Case study: Urmia Lake
watershed), Journal of Geography and
Environmental Stability, 2(5), 37-52.

Richard, R. & Heim J. (2002). A review of
Twentieth-Century drought indices used in
the United States. American Meteorological
Society, 1149-1166.

Roshan, H., Habibnejad Roshan, M. & Shahedi, K.
(2019). Study of groundwater level changes
and drought indices of GRI and SWI in Sari
neka plain, Geographical Space Scientific
Journal, 19(67), 131-146.

Salehi Tabas, M., Yaghoubzadeh, M., Zamani, Gh.
& Amir Abadizadeh, M. (2020). Evaluation
of weekly soil moisture and agricultural
drought for future periods using DSSAT
model (Case study, Birjand plain), Iranian
Journal of Soil and Water Research, 51(3),
776-785. (In Persian)

Savari, M., Eskandari Damaneh, H. & Eskandari
Damaneh, H. (2022). Drought vulnerability
assessment: Solution for risk alleviation and
drought management among lIranian
farmers. International Journal of Disaster
Risk Reduction, 67, 102654.

Shafer, B. & Dezman L. (1982). Development of a
Surface Water Supply Index (SWSI) to assess
the severity of drought conditions in
snowpack runoff areas. Proceedings of the
Western Snow Confer-ence. (Pp.164-175).

Shamsipour, A., Alavipanah, K. & Mohammadi, H.
(2010). Investigatin the efficiency of Noaa-
AVHRR satellite plant and thermal indices in
drought analysis in Kashan region, Iranian
Journal of Rangeland and Desert Research,
17(3), 445-465.

Shayegh, A., & Soltani, S. (2011). Comparison of
meteorological drought indices in Yazd
province, Journal of Agricultural and
Natural Resources Science and Technology,
Soil and Water Sciences, 57, 231-249.

Sboww

Smakhtin, V.U. & Hughes D.A. (2004). Review,
Auto-mated Estimation and Analyses of
Drought Indi-ces in south Asia. International
Wter Management Institute. Colombo, Sri
Lanka.

Smith, K. (2000). Assessment Risk and Reduction
Disasters. Environmental Hazards Routledge
Pub., London.

Soleimani, F. & Bahremand, A. (2014).
Hydrological Drought Analysis Using SDI
Index in Halilrud Basin of Iran,
Environmental Resources Research, 2, 47-
56.

Sough, M.Q., Abyaneh, H.Z. & Mosaadi, A.
(2017). Development of ADI index based on
principal component analysis in order to
monitor agricultural drought in Golestan
province, Iran, Journal of Water Resources
Research, 13(2), 56-73.

Sough, M.Q., Mosaadi, A. & Zare Abyaneh, H.
(2016). Necessity of drought monitoring
based on multivariate indices, 6th National
Conference on Water Resources
Management of Iran, University of
Kurdistan, April 21-23, p. 1-10.

Stagge, J.H., Tallaksen L.M., Gudmundsson, L.,
Van Loon, AF. & Stahl, K. (2015).
Candidate distributions for climatological
drought indices (SPI and  SPEI).
International Journal of Climatology,
35(13), 4027- 4040.

Tabari, H., Nikbakht, J. & Talaee, P.H. (2013).
Hydrological ~ drought assessment in
Northwestern Iran based on Streamflow
Drought Index (SDI). Water Resources
Management, 27(1), 11-22.

Tigkas, D., Vangelis, H. & Tsakiris, G. (2012).
Drought and climate change impact on
streamflow in small watersheds. Science of
the Total Environment 440, 33-41.

Torabi Tabatabai, F. & Shamsnia, A. (2019).
Comparison of different methods of
estimation of potential evapotranspiration on
the results of identification drought index
(RDI) in Tehran province, Journal of
engineering water resources, 11, 31-48.

Tsakiris, G., Pangalou, D. & Vangelis H. (2007).
Regional drought assessment based on the



SoSis 5005 glaasls pral> )90 Y-

reconnaissance drought index (RDI). Water
Resource Management, 21, 821-833.
Tsakiris, G. & Vangelis H. (2005). Establishing a

drought index incorporating
evapotranspiration. European Water. 9/10, 3-
11.

Tsakiris, G. & Vangelis, H. (2004). Towards a
drought watch system based on spatial SPI.
J. Water Resour. Manage, 18, 1-12

Tsakiris, G., Pangalou, D., & Vangelis, H. (2004).
Re-gional drought assessment based on the
Recon-naissance Drought Index (RDI).
Water Resource Manage, 21(5), 821-833.

Xu, J., Ren, L.L., Ruan, X.H., Liu, X.F. & Yuan, F.
(2012). Development of a physically based
PDSI and its application for assessing the
vegetation response to drought in northern
China. Journal of Geophysical Research:
Atmospheres 117(D8).

Van Loon, A.F. (2013). On the propagation of
drought. Wageningen University.

Vicente-Serrano, S.M, Begueria, S. & Lobpez-
Moreno, J.I. (2010). A multi—scalar drought
index sensitive to global warming: The
Standardized Precipitation
Evapotranspiration Index — SPEI. Journal of
Climate, 23(7), 1696-1718.

Wilhite, D.A. & Glantz M.H. (1985).
Understanding The Drought Phenomenon,
The Role of Defini-tions.  Water

International, 10(3), 111-120.

Willeke. G., Hosking J.R.M., Wallis JR. &
Guttman N.B. (1994). The National Drought
Atlas. Institute for Water Resources Report,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Wu, H., Hayes, M.J., Wilhite, D.A. & Svoboda,
M.D. (2005). The effect of the length of
record on the Standardized precipitation
index calculation. International Journal of
Climatology, 25, 505-520.

Wu, H., Svoboda, M.D., Hayes, M.J., Wilhite, D.
& Wen, A.F. (2007). Appropriate application
of the standardized precipitation index in arid
location and dry season. International
Journal of Climatology, 27, 65-79.

Yan, D., Shi X., Yang Z., Li, Y., Zhao K. & Yuan,
Y. (2013). Modified Palmer drought severity
index based on distributed hydrological
simulation. Mathematical Problems in
Engineering.

Zoljoodi, M. & Didevarasl, A. (2013). Evaluation
of spatial-temporal variability of drought
events in Iran using Palmer drought severity
index and its principal factors (through 1951-
2005). Atmospheric and Climate Sciences,
3(2), 193-207.

Zoljudi, M. (2017). Evaluation of crop moisture
index efficiency in drought monitoring,
Nivar Journal, 2017, 54-57.



