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A bstract

W e describe the statisticalproperties oftwo large river system s: the Danube and

the M ississippi. The properties ofthe two rivers are com pared qualitatively to the

generalproperties ofa criticalsteady state system . Speci�cally,we test the recent

suggestion by Bram well,Fennell,Holdsworth and Portelli[Europhys. Lett. 57,310

(2002)]thata universalprobability density function (PDF)existsfortheuctuations

in river level,nam ely the Bram well-Holdsworth-Pinton (BHP) PDF.The statistical

properties investigated in this paper are: the PDF ofthe river ow and river level;

m om entscaling with basin area;m om ent to m om entscaling or relative scaling;and

power spectralproperties ofthe data. W e �nd that the m om ents ofthe ow scale

approxim ately with basin area and thattheseasonally adjusted owsexhibitrelative

m om entscaling.

Com pared to theM ississippi,theDanubeshowslargedeviationsfrom spatialscal-

ing and the powerspectra show considerable dependence on system size. Thism ight

be due to water use and regulations as wellas inhom ogeneities in the basin area.

W e also �nd that the PDF ofleveldata in som e,but not all,cases can be qualita-

tively approxim ated by theBHP PDF.W ediscusswhy thiscoincidenceappearsto be

accidental.

K eyw ords:Riversystem s;universaluctuations;�nitesizescaling;m ultiscaling.

1 Introduction

The spatialstructure ofriver basins and the statistics and dynam ics ofthe ow ofrivers

have been analysed by a num berofauthorsusing m ethodsfrom statisticalm echanics. Ri-

naldofound thatriverbasinsarespatialfractals[Rodriguez-Iturbeand Rinaldo,1997].The

ow ofrivers were found to exhibit scaling [Thom asand Benson,1970]and m ultiscaling

[Gupta and W aym ire,1990]withbasinareaforbasinsrangingfrom 10to103 km
2
.Tem poral

correlations,when analysed bym eansofthepowerspectrum ,arealsoconsidered tobem ulti-

scalingorm ultifractalwith respecttotim e[Gupta and W aym ire,1990,Pandey etal.,1998,

Tessieretal.,1996].Perhapsthem ostrem arkablelink tosystem sin statisticalm echanicsis

an observation by Bram well,Fennelland Portelli[Bram welletal.,2002].They found that

theprobability density function(PDF)oftheuctuationsofriverlevelatNagym aros,which

is on the Danube,is in good agreem ent with a PDF found for the m agnetic uctuations

in theclassicalXY-m odelclose to criticality [Bram welletal.,2000b].W ewillreferto this

PDF astheBram well-Holdsworth-Pinton (BHP)PDF.Thedata from theNagym aroswas

published in [J�anosiand Gallas,1999]and the�tproposed by Bram welletal.waschecked

visually in [Bram welletal.,2002].

�Authorforcorrespondence(h.jensen@ im perial.ac.uk;URL:http://www.m a.im perial.ac.uk/� hjjens)
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TheBHP PDF hasbeen described and characterised by Bram wellet.al.

[Bram welletal.,2000b].Ithasalsobeen found in oneexperim entalsystem and in com puter

sim ulationsofSOC-m odels[Bram welletal.,1998,Bram welletal.,2000a],

[Dahlstedtand Jensen,2001,Pinton etal.,1999,Sinha-Ray etal.,2001]. These investiga-

tionsindicated thatthe BHP PDF describes uctuationsin m any very di�erent system s.

Itwas suggested thatthe BHP PDF m ightbe universaland ubiquitous in nature arising

in system swhich lack a characteristic length scale and exhibit�nite size scaling sim ilarto

criticalequilibrium system s.

Inspired by these observed linksto statisticalm echanicsand scale invariance,we want

to addressthefollowing questions:Do thestatisticsofriverow and levelheighttypically

exhibitscaling and,ifso,whattype ofscaling? Isthe observation ofthe BHP uctuation

spectrum atNagym arosrepresentativeofuctuationsofriverleverin generaland,ifso,can

theobserved BHP uctuation spectrum berelated to scalefreeaspectsoftheriversystem ?

It is not clear a prioriwhich quantity one should look for when searching for the BHP

uctuation spectrum [Bram welletal.,2000b,Bram welletal.,1998,Bram welletal.,2000a,

Dahlstedtand Jensen,2001,Pinton etal.,1999,Sinha-Ray etal.,2001]. W e willtherefore

analyselevelaswellasow data.

W eapproachtheseissuesbyanalysingdatacollected from severalstations,corresponding

to di�erent basin areas,along the rivers Danube and M ississippi, see table 1. W e also

considerdata from one very sm allriver,theW ye atCefn Brwyn with a basin area of10:6

km
2
[NW A,2002]and one very large river,the Rio Negro atM anauswith a basin area of

3� 106 km
2
[Richey etal.,1989]. This allowsusto cary outa �nite size scaling analysis

sim ilar to that used in statisticalm echanics to study the scale free behaviour in system s

with a diverging correlation length [Cardy,1990].

Itisusefultoexplain whatwem ean by �nitesizescaling.In equilibrium criticalsystem s

one expectsthatthe standard deviation � and the m ean ofthe orderparam eterhm iscale

with system size (close to criticality) such that a rescaled PDF becom es independent of

system size.Thisisexpressed by thehyperscaling relation hm i/ � / L� and the�nitesize

scaling (FSS)hypothesis[Cardy,1990,Ajiand Goldenfeld,2001].

TheFSS hypothesiscan generally bewritten as

P(m )= L
� �
f(m L� �

;
L

�
) (1)

which holdsifthesystem isinacriticalstate[Bram welletal.,2000b,Ajiand Goldenfeld,2001].

Ifthe spatialcorrelation length � isin�nitely largerthan L,i.e. L

�
! 0,then we can m ake

theapproxim ation

P(m )= L
� �
f(m L� �): (2)

TheFSS hypothesisleadsto a scaling ofthem om entswhich wecan writeas

hm
n
i/ L

n� (3)

where� = �.Thiswillbereferred to assim plescaling.Thesim plescaling ofthem om ents

can beextended to m ultiscaling by letting them om entsoftheorderparam eterm scaleas

hm
n
i/ L

n�(n)
: (4)

Thisextension ofm om entscaling isincom patiblewith thesim pleFSS hypothesisand with

hyperscaling.
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The FSS hypothesis doesnothold in the following three cases: the correlation length

doesnotdiverge and correctionsdueto the�nitelength of� in relation to thesystem size

have to be accounted for;the m om ents are m ultiscaling and the hypothesis needs to be

changed;m orethan onescaling �eld existsin thesystem ,such that

hm i/ L
�1
1
L
�2
2
:::L

�N
N : (5)

In thelastcase,theFSS hypothesiscan hold approxim ately ifthereisonedom inantscaling

�eld and alltheotherscaling �eldsareirrelevant[Forgacsetal.,1991].

M ississippi D anube

N am e B asin area N am e B asin area

Royalton 30 040 km
2
[USG,2002] Dillingen 11 315 km

2
[BAF,2002]

St.Paul 95 300 km
2
[USG,2002] Ingolstadt 20 001 km

2
[BAF,2002]

Clinton 221 700 km
2
[USG,2002] Nagym aros 183 534 km

2
[VIT,2002]

Keokuk 308 200 km
2
[USG,2002] Orsova 576 232 km

2
[GRD,2002]

M em phis 2 416 000 km
2
[USG,2002] CeatalIzm ail 807 000 km

2
[GRD,2002]

Table1:Riversitesused

The paper is structured in the following way. W e begin by considering river ow. In

Secs. 2,3 and 4 we discussthe PDF,the scaling and m ultiscaling analysisand the power

spectrum analysis ofriver ow. In Sec. 5 we present the PDF ofthe uctuations in the

riverleveland Sec.6 containsa discussion and ourconclusions.

To avoid m isunderstandings we m ention thatwe use the following notation. The river

ow isdenoted by qand theheightoftheriverlevelby h.Theseasonally adjusted ow and

height(de�ned in theappendix)isdenoted by sq and sh respectively.

2 R iver Flow

In thissection wepresentthecom parison ofthePDFsofseasonally adjusted ow datawith

varying basin area from the siteslisted in table 1. The signalwe considerisequalto the

deviation from the average,overallyears,ata speci�c day,say 5th offebuary,norm alised

by the standard deviation ofthatparticularday. W e deferdetailsto the appendix. This

seasonally adjusted signalhasby construction a zero m ean and a standard deviation equal

toone.Thusnofurtherscalingisneeded in ordertoplotthePDF oftheseasonally adjusted

data in the form used previously to check forGaussian and BHP like behaviour,see e.g.

[Bram welletal.,1998,Bram welletal.,2000a].

Fig.1 showsthePDF oftheseasonally adjusted ow fortheriverM ississippi.W eplot

theseasonally adjusted ow alongthex-axisand thelogarithm ofthePDF alongthey-axis.

A norm aldistribution willappearasa parabola in thisplot.W e notethatthe tailsofthe

distributionsvary slightly butthere isan approxim ate data collapse. Hence adjusting for

seasonalvariation cancelsthedependence on system size.

In Fig.2weshow asim ilarplotfortheDanube.In thisplot,wecan seeade�nitechange

ofthe PDF shape from the sm allbasin area site,atDillingen,to the large basin area site

atCeatalIzm ail. The shiftin PDF istowardsa Gaussian and itsuggeststhatthe spatial

correlation length ofthe system isshorterthan the system size atthe largestsite leading
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to a sum ofuncorrelated contributionsto the ow. From the PDF analysiswe expectthe

hyperscaling relationship and sim plescaling to hold fortheriverM ississippibutnotforthe

Danube.W e also note thatthe PDF ofthe uctuationsin the ow deviatesstrongly from

the BHP PDF,indicated by thedashed line in both �gures.Aswe shallsee in Sec.5,the

situation ism oresubtleforriverleveldata.

Letusnow considerthem ean and thestandard deviation ofthe\raw"dataforwhich no

adjustm entforseasonalvariation hasbeen carried out. Fig.3 com paresthe scaling ofthe

m ean with thebasin area,L,and the scaling ofthestandard deviation with L.The m ean

and standard deviation scaleapproxim ately ashqi/ L1:08 and �q / L1:05 fortheM ississippi

and forthe riverDanube approxim ately ashqi/ L0:87 and �q / L0:79. The exponentsfor

hqi and �q are close,i.e. the hyperscaling relationship is approxim ately ful�lled for both

rivers,though with greatestaccuracy fortheM ississipidata.

The analysisshowsthatthe data collapse ofthe M ississippiow data isin fairly good

agreem ent with the FSS hypothesis ofequation 1 and sim ple scaling ofthe �rst two m o-

m ents. The Danube has a larger deviation from the hyperscaling relationship,which we

also expected from the analysis ofthe PDFs. This deviation m ight be due to a spatial

decorrelation oftheprocess,aswem entioned earlier.Therem ay beseveralreasonsforthe

decorrelation,such asinhom ogeneitiesin thebasin area and hum an regulation oftheriver.

3 Scaling ofhigher m om ents and m ultiscaling

W enow presentdataon thescalingofthehigherm om entsoftheow fortheM ississippiand

theDanube.W ehaveshown thatboth riversapproxim ately ful�lthehyperscaling relation-

ship.However,both riversshow deviationsfrom sim ple scaling thatlook like m ultiscaling.

The scaling exponentscan beexpressed asa function ofm om ent-ordern.Thisfunction is

shown in Fig.4.

W e have also looked at the scaling ofskewness h(m � hm i)3i=�3 and kurtosis h(m �

hm i)4i=�4 � 3 ofthe data. Given the analysisabove and assum ing the data ism ultiscal-

ing the skewness and kurtosis should not be constants and they should scale with basin

area.Forboth theriverM ississippiand theDanube,skewnessand thekurtosisasfunctions

ofbasin area do not �t a power-law,as shown in Fig.5. Despite this,there is a sim ple

power-law relationship between theskewnessand kurtosis.Thisisgiven by kurt/ skew 2:75

for the M ississippiand kurt / skew 1:78 for the Danube. Thus both rivers have system -

aticcorrectionsto sim ple scaling thatcertainly look like m ultiscaling but,since the higher

rescaled m om entsdo notscalewith basin area,neitheroftheriversm ultiscaleaccording to

thestandard de�nitions.

Thedeviationsfrom m ultiscaling can also beseen in theseasonally adjusted data.The

m om entsoftheseasonally adjusted riverM ississippiow asa function ofbasin area do not

�ta power-law asseen in Fig.6. Even so,the higherm om entsscale aspowerlawsofthe

3rd m om entwith di�erentexponents.W ereferto thistype ofscaling asrelative scaling of

m om ents.Theexponentsareshown in Fig.7 asfunctionsofm om ent-ordern.

W ede�netherelativescaling as

hm
n
i=�

n
/ (hm n0

i=�
n0)(n=n

0)K (n;n0)
n 6= n0> 2: (6)

Assum ing thatthem om entsfollow sim plescaling itiseasy to seethatK (n;n0)= 0,and if

them om entsarem ultiscaling,relativescalingshould besatis�ed with theexponentK (n;n0)
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related to �(n). So forthe M ississippiand the Danube we found thatm ultiscaling isnot

ful�lled and hencetheobserved relativescaling m usthavea di�erentorigin.

Relative scaling isalso possible ifwe considera weak secondary scaling �eld,such that

them om entsscaleas

hm
n
i= L

n�

1
L
n�(n)

2 : (7)

If�(2)� 0 and hm i= 0,then � / L�1 and hm ni=�n / L
n�(n)

2 . In thisway relative scaling

ispossible even ifhm ni=�n doesnotscale with L1. Fora related situation in equilibrium

system ssee[Forgacsetal.,1991,Fisherand Gelfand,1988].

Theassum ption ofm orethan onescaling �eld issupported by a previousstudy ofriver

basin characteristics. Regression analysisofdi�erentbasin characteristics hasshown that

riverow isa�ected by m any otherfeatures,in in addition to basin area,such aschannel

slope,precipitation and others[Thom asand Benson,1970].

4 Pow er Spectra ofR iver Flow

W e now wantto exam ine the signsofscale free behaviourfrom a tem poralpointofview

and study the long tim e correlations by m eans ofa power spectralanalysis forthe rivers

Danube,M ississippi,RioNegroand theW ye.Generallythepowerspectraofrivershavetwo

di�erentfrequency regim esofpower-law-like nature[Tessieretal.,1996].The two regim es

areseparated by across-overfrequency fc.M ostriverow dataisalsoconsidered tobem ul-

tiscaling/m ultifractalwith respectto tim e[Gupta and W aym ire,1990,Pandey etal.,1998,

Tessieretal.,1996]. In these studiesdata from di�erentsitesand riversare considered to

berealisationsofthethesam eprocessand thepowerspectra areaveraged overallsitesand

there are generally no referencesto how the cross-overfrequency changeswith basin area.

Here we explicitly study the dependence ofthe powerspectrum on the basin area and we

�nd thatfc changeswith basin area fortheDanubebutnotfortheM ississippi.

The M ississippisites allhave approxim ately the sam e spectrum which consists oftwo

power-law-like regim es separated by a cross-over frequency fc corresponding to approxi-

m ately 20-40 days. In the low frequency dom ain the power-law has an exponent close

to �1 corresponding to logarithm ic decaying correlations in the long tim e lim it (see e.g.

[Jensen,1998])and forhigh frequenciesan exponentclose to �3,ascan be seen in Fig.8.

This indicates thatthe ow ofthe M ississippiis determ ined by the intrinsic,system size

independent,dynam ics which produces tim e correlationsthatare longerthan the longest

observation tim e. Thus,within the basin area size range investigated here we see critical-

system -like behaviour: above we found that the PDF shows data collapse and that the

m om entsscale;in addition weobservethatthepowerspectra aresim ilarforallsitesin the

system and exhibit1=f behaviourdown to thelowestrecorded frequencies.

Forthe Danube the crossover fc shiftswith basin area with frequencies corresponding

to approxim ately 1=fc = 60 daysforCetalIzm ailand Orsova,20 daysforNagym arosand

10 days for Ingolstadt and Dilligen. In the low frequency region the spectrum does to a

degreebehave like1=f,seeFig.9.However,wesuggestthatthetrend isthatasthebasin

area isincreased,the spectrum m ovestowardsa Lorentzian-like form ,i.e (1+ (f=fc)
2)� 1.

Thiswould be indicative ofexponentially decaying tim e correlationswith a characteristic

decay tim etc = 1=fc and no essentialtim ecorrelationsbeyond tc.Thebehaviourdescribed

hereevincethatthedynam icsoftheDanubeisnon criticaland thatitscorrelation tim eis

determ ined by theconsidered system size,orbasin area.
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W e have also considered the ow ofthe Rio Negro atM anaus,with a very large basin

area 3� 106 km
2
,and theow oftheW yeatCefn Brwyn,with a very sm allbasin area 10:6

km
2
.Thepowerspectra areshown in Fig.10.

For the Rio Negro the spectrum seem s to have a sm ooth transition between the low

and the high frequency regim e. The spectrum resem bles,asin the case ofthe Danube at

large basin areas,a Lorentzian form . Clearly itis not possible to identify accurately the

characteristic frequency,buta valueofabout1=fc = 600 daysseem sreasonable.Thusthe

Rio Negro doesnotshow criticalpower-law tim ecorrelation,though itscharacteristictim e

isvery long. Ifwe assum e thatlong tim e correspondsto large spatialscales,ouranalysis

suggests thatthe Rio Negro is so large thatits size exceeds the correlation length ofthe

riverow. The rivertherefore behavesasuncorrelated atthe largestspatialand tem poral

scales.

Thedynam icsoftheriverW ye appearsto beableto support1=f correlationsdown to

a characteristic frequency fc corresponding to about60 days. Forfrequencies lower than

fc the spectrum becom es white,thus the river system is so sm allthat it cannot support

correlationson tim escaleslongerthan these60 days.

The PDFsofthe ow ofthese two riversare shown in Fig.11. There isa rem arkable

di�erence since the W ye hasa nearly exponentialPDF and the Rio Negro hasa Gaussian

PDF.TheGaussian isconsistentwith our�ndingabovethattheRioNegroissobigthatits

dynam icsaredecorrelated.The exponentialtailfound forthesm allriverW ye isprobably

related to spatialcorrelationsextending up to thesystem size.Thistogetherwith the1=f

behaviourdown to a certain frequency m ightreectthatthedynam icsoftheriverW ye is

critical,butsincethesystem israthersm all,thescalefreerangeislim ited.

5 R iver-Level

In this section,we present the results ofthe analysis ofriver level. Fig.12 shows four

PDFsofriverlevel.Thedata isfrom thestationsClinton on theM ississippi,and Dilligen,

Ingolstadtand Nagyram oson theDanube.Theseasonally adjusted PDFsaresim ilaratthe

sitesofIngolstadt,Nagyram osand Clinton and signi�cantly di�erentfortheDillingen site.

Thedata thatcollapsesseem sto do so on orcloseto theBHP PDF butitisalso closeto a

�rstorderextrem evalue,Fisher-Tippet-Gum bel(FTG),PDF [Gum bel,1958].Itisdi�cult

to determ inevisually from thehistogram how good the�tis.

Togetabetterestim ateofthe�t,table5showstheseasonally adjusted higherm om ents

ofthedatacom pared tothem om entsoftheBHP and aFTG PDF [Bram welletal.,2000b].

Thisshowsthatquantitatively the�tispoor.

Nam e/M om ent 3 4 5 6

FTG 1.14 5.40 18.57 91.39

BHP 0.8907 4.415 - -

Clinton 0.77 3.05 5.67 17.37

Nagym aros 0.54 3.66 6.18 27.31

Ingolstadt 0.76 3.64 7.84 28.44

Table2:Seasonally adjusted m om entshsnhiforthreeofthesites,the1storderextrem evalue

PDF and theBHP PDF
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W e also investigated whether the m om ents ofa river levelful�lthe hyperscaling rela-

tionship and scale with basin area. The relationship between the m ean and the standard

deviation is shown in Fig.13. For the Danube we can m ake an ad hoc linear �t,which

doesnotsuggesthyperscaling sincetheslopeisnegative.From ascalinganalysiswith basin

area (notshown here)weconcludethatriverlevelisnotscaling with basin area.Thusthe

hyperscaling and scaling isnotthecauseoftheapparentdata collapseofthedata from the

Ingolstadt and Nagym aros sites. Although som e ofthe data collapses close to the BHP,

wecan only concludethatriverleveldoesnotin generalhavea singleuniversalPDF upon

rescaling. Furtherm ore,in the case where river leveluctuations are reasonably wellde-

scribed bytheBHP form ,thelackofscalingpreventsusfrom concludingthattheagreem ent

with theBHP PDF arisesasa consequence ofunderlying scalefreebehaviour.

6 D iscussion and C onclusion

W e have shown thatPDFsofthe uctuationsofthe riverow ofthe riverM ississippifor

di�erentbasin areascan allbe approxim ately collapsed on to one functionalform by size

scaling. However,this scaling function is not ofthe BHP form . In addition to the data

collapsewehaveshown thattheow followsapproxim ately sim plescaling,with deviations.

In thecaseoftheriverM ississippi,thedeviationsresem blem ultiscalingthough quantitative

analysisrevealsthatthebehaviourisinconsistentwith m ultiscaling.W esuggested a sim ple

form with a weak second scaling �eld,independentofbasin area which m ightexplain the

observed relativescalingoftheseasonallyadjustedm om ents.InthecaseoftheriverDanube,

the deviations from sim ple scaling have features in com m on with m ultiscaling. However,

in this case the deviations were found to be related to spatialdecorrelation between the

sites along the river consistent with the lack ofsize scaling collapse ofthe PDFs. Our

conclusion is thatthe river M ississippibehaves like one correlated whole whereas for the

Danube,correlationsaredestroyed asthebasin area isincreased.

W esum m arisethatsom edegreeofscaleinvariancecan befoundforriversofinterm ediate

size. Hence,ouranalysiscon�rm sand extendspreviousobservationsofscaling in sm aller

riversystem s[Thom asand Benson,1970,Gupta and W aym ire,1990].

W e setoutto determ ine whetherm easurem ents ofriverleveluctuationsconsistently

havea universalPDF closeto thatoftheBHP PDF.Fortwo outofthefourriversiteswe

investigated,theaveragedaily levelPDFsapproxim ately collapseonto onePDF.ThisPDF

resem bles to the BHP PDF butquantitatively the �tispoor. The two othersiteshave a

som ewhatdi�erentshapeofthePDF.W ealsofound thatthereisno sizescaling with basin

area forriver level. Hence even when the BHP form isfound,itcannotbe related to an

underlyingscalefreebehaviouroftheDanube.Itwould havebeen veryinterestingtobeable

to analysetheleveldata fortheM ississippi.Unfortunately wecould only obtain ow data

for the M ississippi. Nevertheless,our analysis suggests that uctuations in river leveldo

notin generalfollow theBHP functionalform .Theobservationsin [Bram welletal.,2002]

appearto beaccidental.

In addition to the analysis reported here we have investigated �nancialdata,weather

data,tree ring data and other data and could not �nd the BHP PDF.River leveldata

appeared to be an exception rather than the rule. Thus,in generalwe are com pelled to

concludethattheBHP PDF isratherdi�cultto �nd in nature.
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8 A ppendix

Theow ofariverisgenerallyhighlydependentupon theseasons.Thereforeallthedatahas

been seasonally adjusted with the seasonalm ean and seasonalstandard deviation denoted

hxid and �d. Let x(d;y) denote the m easured value ofeither the ow q or the levelh

m easured atday num berd in yearnum bery = 1;:::;N y.Theadjusted data isde�ned as

sx =
x(d;y)� hxid

�d
:

Theseasonalm ean and theseasonalstandard deviation arede�ned as

hxid =
1

N y

N y
X

y= 1

x(d;y)

and

�d =

v
u
u
u
t

1

N y

N y
X

y= 1

(x(d;y)� hxid)
2:

Theadjusted data have�s = 1 and hsi= 0 which can easily bechecked.
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Figure 1: The PDF ofthe ow forthe �ve sitesalong the riverM ississippion a sem i-log

plot.Forreference,a norm alPDF (solid line),a BHP PDF (dashed line)and a power-law

tail(dotted line)havebeen plotted.
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Figure 2:The PDF ofthe ow forthe �ve sitesalong the Danube on a sem i-log plot.For

reference,a norm al(solid line)and a BHP (dashed line)PDF havebeen plotted.
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Figure3:The scaling ofm ean and standard deviation � with basin area on a log-log plot.

RiverM ississippim ean [�]and � [�]. RiverDanube m ean [tu]and � [4 ]. The dashed line

isthe�thqi/ L0:86779,thedashed-dotted lineisthe�t�q / L0:78994,thesolid lineisthe�t

hqi/ L1:0763 and thedotted lineisthe�t�q / L1:0477.Thedata from theDanubehasbeen

shifted with a factorof10 forclarity.
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Figure 4:M ultiscaling function n�(n). The solid line isthe sim ple scaling behaviour:the

Danube [�],�(n) = 0:89278 � 0:021216n and the river M ississippi[�],�(n) = 1:1198 �

0:046448n+ 0:0026748n2.Theerrorbarsshown aretheerrorsfrom theregression analysis.
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Figure5:Scaling ofskewnessand kurtosisto basin area on a log-logplot.RiverM ississippi

skewness[�]and kurtosis[�].RiverDanubeskewness[tu]and kurtosis[4 ].Thedata from the

Danubehasbeen shifted with a factorof10 forclarity.
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Figure6:Higherseasonally adjusted m om entsfortheriverM ississippiplotted againstriver

basin area on a log-log plot.3rd m om ent[�]to 8th m om ent[�]
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Figure 7: The scaling ofhigher seasonally adjusted m om ents for the river M ississippi[�]

and theriverDanube[�].
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Figure 9: Powerspectra forthe 5 sitesalong the Danube,forcom parison two power-laws

with exponents-1 and -3 areshown Theunitoffrequency isinverse days.
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Figure10:Powerspectra fortheriversRio Negro atM anausand W yeatCefn Brwyn.The

straightlineindicates1=f behaviour.Theunitoffrequency isinverse days.
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Figure11:Seasonally adjusted PDF fortheriversRioNegroatM anaus[�]and W yeatCefn

Brwyn [�]on a sem i-log plot,com pared with an exponentialand a Gaussian PDF.

16



-2 0 2 4 6

s
h

0.0001

0.01

1

P
(s

h
)

Normal PDF
BHP PDF
FTG PDF
Ingolstadt
Dillingen
Nagymaros
Clinton
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been plotted.
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M ississippi[�].
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