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Figure 1- The location of synoptic stations in the studied cities of South Khorasan and Khorasan Razavi provinces.
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Table 1- Specifications of synoptic stations used in research
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Figure 2- 12-months SPI drought index for Birjand.
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Figure 3- 12-months SPI drought index for Ghaen.
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Figure 8- 12-months SPI drought index for Neyshabur.
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Figure 9- 12-months SPI drought index for Kashmar.
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Table 3- Frequency and severity of drought and drought based on the split of SPI index in the studied stations
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Table 4- Drought crisis thresholds at study stations
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Figure 10- Compare actual results with model results.
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Figure 11- Cumulative likelihood distribution graph of simulated performance of studied stations.
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Figure 12- Cumulative probability distribution graph of real functions studied stations
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Figure 14- Relative risk graph of studied stations.
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Figure 15- Risk chart for three stations in Birjand, Torbat Jam and Ferdows compared to the reference station.
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Figure 16- Ghaen stations risk diagram compared to the reference station.

11t
|

0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5

22 50 0| U dug il 40 powilS g (lind (sLooluny] Sty 415905 -V JSC
Figure 17- Nehbandan and Kashmar stations risk diagram compared to the reference station.
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