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Table 1. Synoptic station specifications of the three studied areas with different climates
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Table 2. Selection of the appropriate probability distribution function on monthly precipitation data in different time
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Figure 1. Frequency of fitted distribution functions on rainfall data series
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients of SPI and SPI,,.q at 1 to 12 time windows at the studied stations
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Figure 2. Comparison of SPI and SPImod indexes in one, three and nine months’ time windows at Babolsar station
during the period (2005-2010)
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Figure 3. Comparison of SPI and SPImod indexes in one, three and nine months’ time windows at Isfahan station
during the period (2005-2010)
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Figure 4. Comparison of SPI and SPImod indexes in one, three and nine months’ time windows at Bushehr station
during the period (2005-2010).
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Figure 5. Comparison of SPI and SPImod indexes in one, three and nine months’ time windows at Mashhad station

during the period (2005-2010)
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Figure 6. Comparison of SPI and SPImod indexes in one, three and nine months’ time windows at Khorramabad
station during the period (2005-2010)
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Abstract

Drought study and forecasting requires accurate monitoring of this climate risk. Standard
precipitation index (SPI) is the most common index in drought monitoring. But there are some
shortcomings, such as the lack of seasonal changes, the problem of self-affiliation in the high
time series, and the consideration of the gamma's distribution function for all-time series. In this
research, to resolve the bugs of SPI, it was tried to first select the appropriate distribution of
precipitation from 8 different distributions. Secondly, the modified standard precipitation index
(SPlmog) Was used to resolve the seasonal variation problem. The SPImod and SPI indexes were
compared in five stations from different parts of Iran with different temperature and humidity
conditions during the 55-year period (1956-2010). The results of the most suitable probability
distribution function of precipitation data showed that the gamma function was not one of the
selected functions in any of the cases and that the General-pareto, Weibull, and Generalized
extreme value functions were the most suitable fitted distribution functions at the stations under
study. Comparison of SPI and SPl..q correlation coefficient showed that increasing the time
series, increases the correlation coefficients. In the wet areas, the two indexes are more similar
to each other. Based on the findings, there was a significant difference between SPI and SPI 04
at all stations, which was less significant at time series than one, three, and six months at a much
higher level than in the time series Over the last 12 months, the two indexes almost matched
each other. The results also showed that the difference between these two indexes was more
pronounced in dryer stations. SPI seems to monitor dryness, especially in dry areas rather than
droughts, so the use of SPIq instead of SPI provides more precise results due to the elimination
of seasonal effects of precipitation.
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