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A bstract

W e study tem poralcorrelationsand m ultifractalpropertiesoflong riverdischarge

recordsfrom 41hydrologicalstationsaround theglobe.Todetectlong-term correla-

tionsand m ultifractalbehaviourin thepresenceoftrends,weapply severalrecently

developed m ethods [detrended uctuation analysis (DFA),wavelet analysis,and

m ultifractalDFA]thatcan system atically detectand overcom enonstationaritiesin

the data atalltim e scales.W e �nd thatabove som e crossovertim e thatusually is

severalweeks,the daily runo�sare long-term correlated,being characterized by a

correlation function C (s)thatdecays asC (s)� s� .The exponent varies from

river to river in a wide range between 0.1 and 0.9.The power-law decay ofC (s)

correspondsto a power-law increase ofthe related uctuation function F2(s)� sH

whereH = 1� =2.W e also �nd thatin m ostrecords,forlargetim es,weak m ulti-

fractality occurs.TheRenyiexponent�(q)forqbetween � 10 and + 10 can be�tted

to therem arkably sim pleform �(q)= � ln(aq+ bq)=ln2,with solely two param eters

a and b between 0 and 1 with a + b � 1.This type ofm ultifractality is obtained

from a generalization ofthe m ultiplicative cascade m odel.
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1 Introduction

Theanalysisofriverowshasalonghistory.Alreadym orethan halfacentury

agoHurstfound by m eansofhisR=S analysisthatannualruno�recordsfrom

variousrivers(including theNileriver)exhibit"long-rangestatisticaldepen-

dencies" (Hurst,1951),indicating thatthe uctuationsin waterstorage and

runo�processesareself-sim ilaroverawiderangeoftim escales,with nosingle

characteristicscale.Hurst’s�nding isnow recognized asthe�rstexam plefor

self-a�ne fractalbehaviourin em piricaltim e series,see e.g.Feder(1988).In

the 1960s,the "Hurstphenom enon" wasinvestigated on a broaderem pirical

basisform any othernaturalphenom ena (Hurstetal.,1965;M andelbrotand

W allis,1969).

The scaling ofthe uctuations with tim e is reected by the scaling ofthe

power spectrum E (f) with frequency f,E (f) � f� �.For stationary tim e

seriesthe exponent� isrelated to the decay ofthe corresponding autocorre-

lation function C(s)oftheruno�s(seeEq.(1)).For� between 0 and 1,C(s)

decays by a powerlaw,C(s)� s� ,with  = 1� � being restricted to the

intervalbetween 0and 1.In thiscase,them ean correlation tim ediverges,and

thesystem isregarded aslong-term correlated.For� = 0,theruno� data are

uncorrelated on largetim escales("whitenoise").Theexponents� and  can

alsobedeterm ined from auctuation analysis,wherethedeparturesfrom the

m ean daily runo�sareconsidered asincrem entsofa random walk process.If

the runo�sare uncorrelated,the uctuation function F 2(s),which isequiva-

lent to the root-m ean-square displacem ent ofthe random walk,increases as

the square root ofthe tim e scale s,F2(s) �
p
s.For long-term correlated

data,therandom walk becom esanom alous,and F2(s)� sH .Theuctuation

exponent H is related to the exponents � and  via � = 1�  = 2H � 1.

Form onofractaldata,H isidenticaltotheclassicalHurstexponent.Recently,

m any studiesusing thesekindsofm ethodshavedealtwith scaling properties

ofhydrologicalrecords and the underlying statistics,see e.g.Lovejoy and

Schertzer(1991);Turcotteand Greene(1993);Gupta etal.(1994);Tessieret

al.(1996);Davisetal.(1996);Rodriguez-Iturbeand Rinaldo (1997);Pandey

etal.(1998);M atsoukasetal.(2000);M ontanarietal.(2000);Peters etal.

(2002);Livina etal.(2003a,b).

However,theconventionalm ethodsdiscussed abovem ay failwhen trendsare

presentinthesystem .Trendsaresystem aticdeviationsfrom theaverageruno�

thatare caused by externalprocesses,e.g.the construction ofa waterregu-

lation device,theseasonalcycle,ora changing clim ate(e.g.globalwarm ing).

M onotonoustrendsm ay lead to an overestim ation oftheHurstexponentand

thus to an underestim ation of.It is even possible thatuncorrelated data,

underthe inuence ofa trend,look like long-term correlated oneswhen us-

ingtheaboveanalysism ethods.In addition,long-term correlated datacannot
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sim ply bedetrended by thecom m on techniqueofm oving averages,sincethis

m ethod destroysthe correlationson long tim e scales(above the window size

used).Furtherm ore,itisdi�cultto distinguish trendsfrom long-term corre-

lations,becausestationary long-term correlated tim eseriesexhibitpersistent

behaviourand a tendency to stay close to them om entary value.Thiscauses

positiveornegativedeviationsfrom theaveragevalueforlongperiodsoftim e

thatm ightlook likea trend.

In the lastyears,severalm ethodssuch aswavelet techniques (W T)and de-

trended uctuation analysis (DFA),have been developed that are able to

determ ine long-term correlations in the presence oftrends.For details and

applicationsofthem ethodsto a largenum berofm eteorological,clim atologi-

caland biologicalrecordswe referto Peng etal.(1994);Taqqu etal.(1995);

Bundeetal.(2000);Kantelhardtetal.(2001);Arneodoetal.(2002);Bundeet

al.(2002).The m ethods,described in Section 2,consideructuationsin the

cum ulated runo�s (often called the "pro�le" or "landscape" ofthe record).

They di�er in the way the uctuations are determ ined and in the type of

polynom ialtrend thatiselim inated in each tim ewindow ofsizes.

In thispaper,weapply these detrending m ethodsto study thescaling ofthe

uctuations F2(s) ofriver ows with tim e s.W e focus on 23 runo� records

from internationalriver stations spread around the globe and com pare the

resultswith those of18 riverstationsfrom southern Germ any.W e �nd that

above som e crossover tim e (typically severalweeks) F2(s)scales as s
H with

H varying from riverto riverbetween 0.55 and 0.95in a nonuniversalm anner

independent ofthe size of the basin.The lowest exponent H = 0:55 was

obtained forriverson perm afrostground.Our�nding isnotconsistentwith

the hypothesis that the scaling is universalwith an exponent close to 0.75

(Hurstetal.,1965;Feder,1988)with thesam epowerlaw being applicablefor

alltim escalesfrom m inutestillcenturies.

Theabovedetrending approaches,however,arenotsu�cientto fully charac-

terizethecom plex dynam icsofriverows,sincethey exclusively focuson the

variancewhich can beregarded asthesecond m om entF2(s)ofthefulldistri-

bution oftheuctuations.NotethattheHurstm ethod actually focuseson the

�rstm om entF1(s).To furthercharacterize a hydrologicalrecord,we extend

thestudy to includeallm om entsFq(s).A detailed description ofthem ethod,

which is a m ultifractalgeneralization ofthe detrended uctuation analysis

(Kantelhardtetal.,2002)and equivalentto theW aveletTransform M odulus

M axim a (W TM M )m ethod (Arneodo etal.,2002),isgiven in Section 3.Our

approach di�ersfrom them ultifractalapproach introduced into hydrology by

Lovejoy and Schertzer (see e.g.Schertzer and Lovejoy (1987);Lovejoy and

Schertzer(1991);Lavalleeetal.(1993);Pandey etal.(1998))thatwasbased

on theconceptofstructurefunctions(Frisch and Parisi,1985)and on theas-

sum ption oftheexistence ofa universalcascade m odel.Herewe perform the
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m ultifractalanalysisbystudyinghow thedi�erentm om entsoftheuctuations

Fq(s)scalewith tim es,seealsoRodriguez-Iturbeand Rinaldo(1997).W e�nd

thatatlarge tim e scales,Fq(s)scales ass
h(q),and a sim ple functionalform

with two param eters(a and b),h(q)= (1=q)� [ln(aq + bq)]=[qln(2)]describes

the scaling exponent h(q) ofallm om ents.On sm alltim e scales,however,a

strongerm ultifractality isobserved thatm ay bepartly related to theseasonal

trend.The m ean position ofthe crossoverbetween the two regim esisofthe

orderofweeksand increaseswith q.

2 C orrelation A nalysis

Considera record ofdaily waterruno� valuesW i m easured ata certain hy-

drologicalstation.The index icountsthe daysin the record,i= 1,2,...,N .

To elim inate the periodic seasonaltrends,we concentrate on the departures

�i = W i � Wi from the m ean daily runo� W i.W i is calculated for each

calendar date i(e.g.April1st) by averaging over allyears in the runo� se-

ries. In addition, we checked that our actual results rem ained unchanged

when also seasonaltrendsin the variance have been elim inated by analysing

�0i= (W i� Wi)=(W
2
i � Wi

2
)1=2 instead of�i.

Theruno�autocorrelationfunction C(s)describes,how thepersistencedecays

in tim e.Ifthe �i are uncorrelated,C(s)iszero foralls.Ifcorrelationsexist

only up to a certain num berofdayss� ,the correlation function willvanish

aboves� .Forlong-term correlations,C(s)decaysby a power-law

C(s)= h�i�i+ si� s
� 
; 0<  < 1; (1)

where the average h:::iisover allpairswith the sam e tim e lag s.Forlarge

valuesofs,adirectcalculation ofC(s)ishindered by thelevelofnoisepresent

in the�nitehydrologicalrecords,and by nonstationaritiesin thedata.There

areseveralalternativem ethodsforcalculating thecorrelation function in the

presenceoflong-term correlations,which wedescribein thefollowingsections.

2.1 PowerSpectrum Analysis

Ifthe tim eseriesisstationary,we can apply standard spectralanalysistech-

niquesand calculatethepowerspectrum E (f)ofthetim eseriesW iasafunc-

tion ofthefrequency f.Forlong-term correlated data,we have E (f)� f� �;

where � isrelated to the correlation exponent by � = 1� .Thisrelation

can be derived from the W iener-Khinchin theorem .If,instead ofW i the in-
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tegrated runo� tim e serieszn =
P n

i= 1�i isFouriertransform ed,the resulting

powerspectrum scalesas ~E (f)� f� 2� �.

2.2 Standard Fluctuation Analysis(FA)

In thestandard uctuation analysis,weconsiderthe\runo� pro�le"

zn =

nX

i= 1

�i; n = 1;2;:::;N ; (2)

and study how the uctuationsofthe pro�le,in a given tim e window ofsize

s,increasewith s.W ecan considerthepro�lezn astheposition ofa random

walkeron a linearchain aftern steps.Therandom walkerstartsattheorigin

and perform s,in theith step,ajum p oflength �itotheright,if�iispositive,

and to theleft,if�i isnegative.

To �nd how thesquare-uctuationsofthepro�lescalewith s,we�rstdivide

each record ofN elem ents into N s = int(N =s) nonoverlapping segm ents of

size s starting from the beginning and N s nonoverlapping segm entsofsize s

starting from the end ofthe considered runo� series.Then we determ ine the

uctuationsin each segm ent�.

In thestandard uctuation analysis,weobtain theuctuationsjustfrom the

values ofthe pro�le atboth endpoints ofeach segm ent �,F 2(�;s)= [z�s �

z(�� 1)s]
2,and average F 2(�;s)overthe2Ns subsequencesto obtain them ean

uctuation F2(s),

F2(s)�

(

1

2N s

2N sX

�= 1

F
2(�;s)

) 1=2

: (3)

By de�nition,F2(s)can be viewed asthe root-m ean-square displacem ent of

therandom walkeron thechain,afters steps.Foruncorrelated �i values,we

obtain Fick’s di�usion law F2(s) � s1=2.For the relevant case oflong-term

correlations,where C(s) follows the power-law behaviour ofEq.(1),F2(s)

increasesby a powerlaw (see,e.g.,Bundeetal.(2002)),

F2(s)� s
H
; (4)

wheretheuctuation exponentH isrelated tothecorrelation exponent and

thepower-spectrum exponent� by

H = 1� =2= (1+ �)=2: (5)
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For power-law correlations decaying faster than 1=s,we have H = 1=2 for

larges values,likeforuncorrelated data.

W e like to note that the standard uctuation analysis is som ewhat sim ilar

to the rescaled range analysis introduced by Hurst (for a review see,e.g.,

Feder(1988)),exceptthatitfocusseson thesecond m om entF2(s)whileHurst

considered the�rstm om entF1(s).Form onofractaldata,H isidenticaltothe

Hurstexponent.

2.3 The Detrended Fluctuation Analysis(DFA)

Therearedi�erentordersofDFA thataredistinguished by theway thetrends

in thedataareelim inated.In lowestorder(DFA1)wedeterm ine,foreach seg-

m ent�,the bestlinear�tofthe pro�le,and identify the uctuationsby the

varianceF 2(�;s)ofthepro�lefrom thisstraightline.Thisway,weelim inate

theinuenceofpossiblelineartrendson scaleslargerthan thesegm ent.Note

thatlineartrendsin thepro�lecorrespond to patch-liketrendsin theoriginal

record.DFA1hasbeen proposed originally by Pengetal.(1994)when analyz-

ing correlationsin DNA.Itcan begeneralized straightforwardly to elim inate

higherordertrends(Bundeetal.,2000;Kantelhardtetal.,2001).

In second orderDFA (DFA2)onecalculatesthevariancesF 2(�;s)ofthepro-

�lefrom bestquadratic�tsofthepro�le,thisway elim inating theinuenceof

possiblelinearand parabolictrendson scaleslargerthan thesegm entconsid-

ered.In general,in nth-orderDFA,we calculate the variancesofthe pro�le

from the bestnth-orderpolynom ial�t,thisway elim inating the inuence of

possible(n � 1)th-ordertrendson scaleslargerthan thesegm entsize.

Explicitly,we calculate the bestpolynom ial�ty�(i)ofthe pro�le in each of

the2N s segm ents� and determ inethevariance

F
2(�;s)�

1

s

sX

i= 1

h

z(�� 1)s+ i� y�(i)
i2
: (6)

Then weem ploy Eq.(3)to determ inethem ean uctuation F2(s).

Since FA and the variousstagesofthe DFA have di�erentdetrending capa-

bilities,a com parison ofthe uctuation functionsobtained by FA and DFAn

can yield insight into both long-term correlations and types oftrends.This

cannotbeachieved by theconventionalm ethods,likethespectralanalysis.
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2.4 W aveletTransform (W T)

The waveletm ethodswe em ploy here are based on the determ ination ofthe

m ean values z�(s) ofthe pro�le in each segm ent � (oflength s),and the

calculation ofthe uctuationsbetween neighbouring segm ents.The di�erent

order techniques we have used in analyzing runo� uctuations di�er in the

way the uctuations between the average pro�les are treated and possible

nonstationarities are elim inated.The �rst-,second-and third-order wavelet

m ethod aredescribed below.

(i)In the�rst-orderwaveletm ethod (W T1),onesim ply determ inestheuctu-

ationsfrom the�rstderivativeF 2(�;s)= [z�(s)� z�+ 1(s)]
2.W T1corresponds

to FA whereconstanttrendsin thepro�leofa hydrologicalstation areelim i-

nated,whilelineartrendsarenotelim inated.

(ii)In the second-orderwavelet m ethod (W T2),one determ inesthe uctua-

tionsfrom the second derivative F 2(�;s)= [z�(s)� 2z�+ 1(s)+ z�+ 2(s)]
2.So,

ifthe pro�le consistsofa trend term linearin s and a uctuating term ,the

trend term is elim inated.Regarding trend-elim ination,W T2 corresponds to

DFA1.

(iii)In thethird-orderwaveletm ethod (W T3),onedeterm inestheuctuations

from the third derivative F 2(�;s)= [z�(s)� 3z�+ 1(s)+ 3z�+ 2(s)� z�+ 3(s)]
2.

By de�nition,W T3 elim inateslinearand parabolictrend term sin thepro�le.

In general,in W Tn we determ ine the uctuations from the nth derivative,

this way elim inating trends described by (n � 1)st-orderpolynom ials in the

data.

M ethods (i-iii)are called wavelet m ethods,since they can be interpreted as

transform ing the pro�le by discrete wavelets representing �rst-,second-and

third-ordercum ulative derivativesofthe pro�le.The �rst-orderwaveletsare

known in theliteratureasHaarwavelets.Onecan also usedi�erentshapesof

thewavelets(e.g.Gaussian waveletswith width s),which have been used by

Arneodo etal.(2002)to study,forexam ple,long-rangecorrelationsin DNA.

Since thevariousstagesofthewaveletm ethodsW T1,W T2,W T3,etc.have

di�erent detrending capabilities,a com parison oftheir uctuation functions

can yield insightinto both long-term correlationsand typesoftrends.

Atthe end ofthissection,beforedescribing the resultsofthe FA,DFA,and

W T analysis,we note that for very large s values,s > N =4 for DFA and

s > N =10 forFA and W T,the uctuation function becom esinaccurate due

to statisticalerrors.Thedi�erencein thestatisticsisdueto thefactthatthe

num ber ofindependent segm ents oflength s is larger in DFA than in W T,

and theuctuationsin FA arelargerthan in DFA.Hence,in theanalysiswe

willconcentrateon svalueslowerthan sm ax = N =4 forDFA and sm ax = N =10
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Fig.1.(a)Theuctuation functionsF2(s)versustim escalesobtained from FA and

DFA1-DFA5 in double logarithm ic plotsfordaily runo� departures�i = W i� W i

from them ean daily runo� W ifortheriverW eser,m easured from 1823 till1993 by

thehydrologicalstation Vlotho in G erm any.(b)Theanalog curvesto (a)when the

�i arerandom ly shu�ed.

forFA and W T.W hen determ ining thescaling exponentsH usingEq.(4),we

m anually chose an appropriate (shorter)�tting range oftypically two orders

ofm agnitude.

2.5 Results

In ourstudy weanalyzed 41 runo� records,18 ofthem arefrom thesouthern

part of Germ any,and the rest is from North and South Am erica,Africa,

Australia,Asia and Europe (see Table 1).W e begin the analysis with the

runo� record fortheriverW eserin thenorthern partofGerm any,which has

thelongestrecord (171 years)in thisstudy.Figure1(a)showstheuctuation

functions F2(s)obtained from FA and DFA1-DFA5.In the log-log plot,the

curvesareapproxim ately straightlinesforsabove30 days,with a slopeH �

0:75.ThisresultfortheW esersuggeststhatthereexistslong-term persistence

expressed bythepower-law decayofthecorrelationfunction,withanexponent

 � 0:5 [seeEq.(4)].

To show that the slope H � 0:75 is due to long-term correlations and not

due to a broad probability distribution (Joseph-versus Noah-Phenom enon,

see M andelbrot and W allis (1968)),we have elim inated the correlations by

random ly shu�ing the � i.Thisshu�ing hasno e�ecton theprobability dis-

tribution function of�i.Figure 1(b) shows F2(s) for the shu�ed data.W e

obtain H = 1=2,showing that the exponent H � 0:75 is due to long-term

correlations.

Toshow thattheslopeH � 0:75isnotan artefactoftheseasonaldependence

ofthevarianceand skew,wealso considered recordswhere�i wasdivided by
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Fig.2.The uctuation functions F2(s)versus tim e scale s obtained from FA and

DFA1-DFA4 in doublelogarithm icplotsforfouradditionalrepresentativehydrolog-

icalstations:(a)theZairein K inshasa,Zaire,(b)theO rinocoin PuenteAngostura,

Venezuela,(c)theM ary Riverin M iva,Australia,and (d)theG aula Riverin Haga

Bru,Norway.(e-h)the uctuation functionsF2(s)obtained forthe sam e riversas

in (a-d),from �rstto �fth order wavelet analysis (W T1-W T5).The straightlines

are bestlinear�tsto theDFA1 and theW T2 resultson large tim e scales.

thevarianceofeach calendary day and applied furtherdetrending techniques

that take into account the skew (Livina et al.,2003b).In both cases,we

found no change in the scaling behaviourforlarge tim es(see also Sect.3.4).

Thiscan beunderstood easily,sincekindsofseasonaltrendscannote�ectthe

uctuation behaviouron tim escaleswellaboveoneyear.Itislikely,however,

thatthe seasonaldependenciesofthe variance and possibly also ofthe skew

contributeto thebehaviouratsm alltim es,wheretheslopeH ism uch larger
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than 0.75 in m ost cases (see also Sect.3.4,where a seasonaltrend in the

varianceisindeed used form odelling thecrossover).

Figure 2 showsthe uctuation functionsF2(s)of4 m ore rivers,from Africa,

South Am erica,Australia,and Europe.Thepanelson theleft-hand sideshow

theFA and DFA1-4 curves,whilethepanelson theright-hand sideshow the

resultsfrom the analogouswavelet analysisW T1-W T5.M ostcurvesshow a

crossoveratsm alltim escales;asim ilarcrossoverhasbeen reported by Tessier

etal.(1996)forsm allFrench riverswithoutarti�cialdam sorreservoirs.Above

thecrossovertim e,theuctuation functions(from DFA1-4and W T2-5)show

power-law behaviour,with exponents H ’ 0:95 forthe Zaire,H ’ 0:73 for

theOrinoco,H ’ 0:60 fortheM ary river,and H ’ 0:55 fortheGaula river.

Accordingly,there is no universalscaling behaviour since the long-term ex-

ponentsvary strongly from riverto riverand reectthe factthatthere exist

di�erentm echanism sforoodswhereeach m ay inducedi�erentscaling.This

isin contrastto clim ate data,where universallong-term persistence oftem -

peraturerecordsatland stationswasobserved (Koscielny-Bundeetal.,1998;

Talknerand W eber,2000;W eberand Talkner,2001;Eichneretal.,2003).

TheM ary riverin Australia isratherdry in thesum m erand theGaula river

in Norway isfrozen in thewinter.FortheM ary river,thelong-term exponent

H ’ 0:60 iswellbelow the average value.Forthe Gaula river,the long-term

correlationsarenotpronounced (H = 0:55)and even hard todistinguish from

the uncorrelated case H = 0:5.W eobtained sim ilarresultsforthe othertwo

"frozen"rivers(Tanafrom Norway and Dvina from Russia)thatweanalysed.

For interpreting this distinguished behaviour ofthe frozen rivers we like to

note that on perm afrost ground the lateralinow (and hence the indirect

contribution ofthe waterstorage in the catchm entbasin)contributesto the

runo�sin a di�erentway than on norm alground,see also Gupta and Dawdy

[1995].Ourresults(based on 3 riversonly)suggestthatthe contribution of

snow m elting leadsto lesscorrelated runo�sthan thecontribution ofrainfall,

but m ore com prehensive studies willbe needed to con�rm this interesting

result.

Figure3(a)and Table1sum m arizeourresultsforH .Onecan seeclearly that

the exponents H do notdepend system atically on the basin area A.Thisis

in linewith theconclusionsofGupta etal.(1994)fortheood peaks,where

a system atic dependence on A could also notbefound.

Thereisalsonopronounced regionaldependence:theriverswithin alocalized

area(such asSouth Germ any)tendtohavenearlythesam erangeofexponents

as the internationalrivers.The three "frozen" rivers in our study have the

lowestvaluesofH .Ascan be seen in the �gure,the exponentsspread from

0.55 to 0.95.Sincethecorrelation exponent isrelated to H by  = 2� 2H ,

10



River name Station name

Period of

observa-

tion (y)

Basin area

(km2) h(2) a b ∆∆αα

Barron River Myola, Australia 79 1 940 0.60 0.50 0.79 0.65
Columbia River The Dallas, USA 114 613 830 0.59 0.54 0.76 0.50
Danube Orsova, Romania 151 576 232 0.85 0.50 0.60 0.26
Dvina UST-Pinega, Russia 89 348 000 0.56 0.53 0.79 0.58
Fraser River Hope, USA 84 217 000 0.69 0.53 0.70 0.38
Gaula Haga Bru, Norway 90 3 080 0.55 0.57 0.77 0.43
Johnston River Upstream Central Mill,

Australia
74 390 0.58 0.52 0.78 0.58

Labe Decin, Czechia 102 51 104 0.80 0.45 0.68 0.61
Maas Borgharen, Netherland 80 21 300 0.76 0.49 0.68 0.48
Mary River Miva, Australia 76 4 830 0.60 0.52 0.78 0.57
Mitta Mitta River Hinnomunije, Australia 67 1 530 0.75 0.47 0.68 0.53
Niger Koulikoro, Mali 79 120 000 0.60 0.51 0.78 0.62
Orinoco Puente Angostura,

Venezuela
65 836 000 0.73 0.50 0.69 0.46

Rhein Rees, Germany 143 159 680 0.76 0.52 0.65 0.32
Severn Bewdley, England 71 4 330 0.63 0.54 0.73 0.43
Susquehanna Harrisburg, USA 96 62 419 0.58 0.55 0.77 0.48
Tana Polmak, Norway 51 14 005 0.56 0.50 0.81 0.69
Themse Kingston, England 113 9 948 0.80 0.47 0.67 0.51
Weser Vlotho, Germany 171 17 618 0.76 0.50 0.68 0.43
Zaire Kinshasa, Zaire 81 3 475 000 0.95 0.52 0.52 0.00
Grand River Gallatin, USA 72 5 830 0.72 0.42 0.76 0.87
Susquehanna Marietta, USA 61 67 310 0.60 0.53 0.79 0.57
Mississipi St. Louis, USA 59 1 805 000 0.91 0.44 0.61 0.48
German data: h(2) a b ∆∆αα
Amper Fürstenfeldbruck 77 1 235 0.81 0.47 0.65 0.47
Donau (Danube) Achleiten 97 76 653 0.82 0.49 0.63 0.35
Donau (Danube) Beuron 70 1 309 0.65 0.53 0.72 0.45
Donau (Danube) Donauwörth 74 15 037 0.81 0.49 0.63 0.37
Donau (Danube) Kehlheim 97 22 950 0.85 0.48 0.63 0.39
Isar Bad Tölz 39 1 554 0.68 0.53 0.71 0.41
Jagst Untergriesheim 73 1 826 0.76 0.45 0.69 0.61
Kinzig Schwaibach 82 921 0.67 0.52 0.72 0.47
Loisach Kochel 87 684 0.82 0.48 0.65 0.44
Kocher Stein 111 1 929 0.75 0.53 0.64 0.26
Murg Rotenfels 77 469 0.70 0.53 0.70 0.41
Neckar Horb 65 1 118 0.68 0.44 0.75 0.78
Neckar Plochingen 79 3 995 0.80 0.49 0.65 0.39
Tauber Bad Mergentheim 66 1 018 0.80 0.44 0.70 0.68
Wertach Biessenhofen 77 450 0.66 0.56 0.70 0.31
Würm Leutstetten 77 413 0.90 0.39 0.66 0.77
Wutach Oberlauchringen 85 1 129 0.75 0.52 0.67 0.37
Vils Grafenmühle 58 1 436 0.61 0.50 0.78 0.62

Table 1

Tableofinvestigated internationalriverbasins(data from G lobalRuno�Data Cen-

ter(G RDC),K oblenz,G erm any)and investigated South G erm an riverbasins.W e

list the river and station nam e,the duration ofthe investigated daily record,the

size ofthe basin area,and the results ofour analysis,H = h(2),the m ultifractal

quantitiesa,b,and ��.
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Fig.3.(a)Long-term uctuation exponentsH and (b)widths�� ofthef(�)spectra

forallinternationalrecords(fullsym bols)and allrecordsfrom south G erm any(open

sym bols)thatweanalyzed,asafunction ofthebasin areaA.Each sym bolrepresents

the resultforone hydrologicalstation.The dashed line in (b)isa linear�tto the

data.

the exponent spreadsfrom alm ost0 to alm ost1,covering the whole range

from very weak to very strong correlations.

3 M ultifractalA nalysis

3.1 M ethod

Forafurthercharacterization ofhydrologicalrecordsitism eaningfultoextend

Eq.(3)by considering the m ore generaluctuation functions(Barabasiand

Vicsek (1991),seealso Davisetal.(1996)),

Fq(s)=

(

1

2N s

2N sX

�= 1

jz�s � z(�� 1)sj
q

) 1=q

: (7)

where the variable q can take any realvalue except zero.For q = 2,the

standard uctuation analysisisretrieved.Thequestion is,how theuctuation

functions depend on q and how this dependence is related to m ultifractal

featuresoftherecord.

In general,them ultifractalapproach isintroduced by thepartition function

Zq(s)�

N sX

�= 1

jz�s � z(�� 1)sj
q
� s

�(q)
; (8)

where �(q) is the Renyiscaling exponent.A record is called ’m onofractal’,

when �(q)dependslinearly on q;otherwiseitiscalled m ultifractal.
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Itiseasy to verify thatZq(s)isrelated to Fq(s)by

Fq(s)=

�
1

N s

Zq(s)

� 1=q

: (9)

Accordingly,Eq.(8)im plies

Fq(s)� s
h(q)

; (10)

where

h(q)= [�(q)+ 1]=q: (11)

Thus,h(q)de�ned in Eq.(10)isdirectly related to the classicalm ultifractal

scaling exponents�(q).

In general,theexponenth(q)m ay depend on q.Since forstationary records,

h(1)is identicalto the well-known Hurst exponent (see e.g.Feder (1988)),

wewillcallthefunction h(q)thegeneralized Hurstexponent.Form onofractal

self-a�ne tim e series,h(q) is independent ofq,since the scaling behaviour

ofthe variances F 2(�;s) is identicalfor allsegm ents �,and the averaging

procedurein Eq.(7)willgivejustthisidenticalscalingbehaviourforallvalues

ofq.Ifsm alland largeuctuationsscaledi�erently,therewillbea signi�cant

dependence ofh(q)on q:Ifwe considerpositive valuesofq,the segm ents �

with largevarianceF 2(�;s)(i.e.largedeviationsfrom thecorresponding �t)

willdom inatetheaverageFq(s).Thus,forpositivevaluesofq,h(q)describes

the scaling behaviour ofthe segm ents with large uctuations.Usually the

large uctuations are characterized by a sm aller scaling exponent h(q) for

m ultifractalseries.On the contrary,for negative values ofq,the segm ents

� with sm allvariance F2(�;s) willdom inate the average Fq(s).Hence,for

negative values ofq,h(q) describes the scaling behaviour ofthe segm ents

with sm alluctuations,which are usually characterized by a larger scaling

exponent.

In the hydrologicalliterature (Rodriguez-Iturbe and Rinaldo,1997;Lavallee

et al.,1993) one often considers the generalized m ass variogram Cq(�) (see

also Davisetal.(1996)),

Cq(�)� hjzi+ � � zij
q
i� �

K (q)
: (12)

Com paring Eqs.(7),(10),and (12)one can verify easily thatK (q)and h(q)

arerelated by

h(q)= K (q)=q: (13)
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Anotherway to characterize a m ultifractalseriesisthe singularity spectrum

f(�),that is related to �(q) via a Legendre transform (e.g.Feder (1988);

Rodriguez-Iturbeand Rinaldo (1997)),

� =
d�(q)

dq
and f(�)= q� � �(q): (14)

Here,� isthesingularity strength orH�olderexponent,whilef(�)denotesthe

dim ension ofthesubsetoftheseriesthatischaracterized by�.UsingEq.(11),

wecan directly relate� and f(�)to h(q),

� = h(q)+ q
dh(q)

dq
and f(�)= q[� � h(q)]+ 1: (15)

The strength ofthe m ultifractality ofa tim e series can be characterized by

thedi�erence between them axim um and m inim um valuesof�,� m ax � �m in.

W hen q
dh(q)

dq
approacheszero forq approaching � 1 ,then �� = � m ax � �m in

issim ply given by �� = h(� 1 )� h(1 ).

Them ultifractalanalysisdescribed aboveisastraightforwardgeneralization of

theuctuation analysisand thereforehasthesam eproblem s:(i)m onotonous

trendsin therecord m ay lead to spuriousresultsfortheuctuation exponent

h(q) which in turn leads to spurious results for the correlation exponent ,

and (ii) nonstationary behaviour characterized by exponents h(q) > 1 can-

not be detected by the sim ple m ethod since the m ethod cannot distinguish

between exponents > 1,and always willyield F2(s) � s in this case (see

above).To overcom e these drawbacks the m ultifractaldetrended uctuation

analysis(M F-DFA)hasbeen introduced recently (Kantelhardtetal.(2002),

seealsoKoscielny-Bundeetal.(1998);W eberand Talkner(2001)).According

to Kantelhardtetal.(2002,2003),the m ethod isasaccurate asthe wavelet

m ethods.Thus,we have used M F-DFA forthe m ultifractalanalysishere.In

the M F-DFA,one startswith the DFA-uctuationsF 2
�(s)asobtained in Eq.

(6).Then,wede�nein closeanalogy to Eqs.(3)and (7)thegeneralized uc-

tuation function,

Fq(s)�

(

1

2N s

2N sX

�= 1

h

F
2(�;s)

iq=2
) 1=q

: (16)

Again,wecan distinguish M F-DFA1,M F-DFA2,etc.,according to the order

ofthepolynom ial�tsinvolved.
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Fig.4.Them ultifractaluctuation functionsFq(s)versustim escalesobtained from

m ultifractalDFA4 for two representative hydrologicalstations:(a) river W eser in

Vlotho,G erm any and (b)riverDanubein O rsova,Rom ania.Thecurvescorrespond

to di�erentvaluesofq,q= � 10,-6,-4,-2,-1,-0.2,0.2,1,2,4,6,10 (from thetop

to the bottom )and areshifted vertically forclarity.

3.2 M ultifractalScaling Plots

W e have perform ed a large scale m ultifractalanalysis on all41 rivers.W e

found thatM F-DFA2-5yield sim ilarresultsfortheuctuation function Fq(s).

W ehavealso crosschecked theresultsusing theW aveletTransform M odulus

M axim a (W TM M )m ethod (Arneodo etal.,2002),and always�nd agreem ent

within the errorbars (Kantelhardt et al.,2003).Therefore,we present here

only the resultsofM F-DFA4.Figure 4(a,b)showstwo representative exam -

ples for the uctuation functions Fq(s),for (a) the W eser river and (b) the

Danuberiver.The standard uctuation function F2(s)isplotted in fullsym -

bols.The crossoverin F2(s)thatwasdiscussed in Sect.2.5 can be also seen

in the otherm om ents.The position ofthe crossoverincreasesm onotonously

with decreasing q and the crossoverbecom esm ore pronounced.W e are only

interested in theasym ptoticbehaviourofFq(s)atlargetim ess.Onecan see

clearly thatabove the crossover,the Fq(s)functionsare straightlinesin the

doublelogarithm icplot,and theslopesincreaseslightly when goingfrom high

positive m om ents towards high negative m om ents (from the bottom to the

top).Forthe W eser,forexam ple,the slope changesfrom 0.65 forq = 10 to

0.9 forq = � 10 (see also Fig.6(b)).The m onotonousincrease ofthe slopes,

h(q),isthesignatureofm ultifractality.
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(a) Amper (c) Susquehanna

(b) Wertach (d) Niger

Fig.5.Them ultifractaluctuation functionsFq(s)obtained from m ultifractalDFA4

forfouradditionalhydrologicalstations:(a)Am perin F�urstenfeldbruck,G erm any,

(b) W ertach in Biessenhofen,G erm any,(c) Susquehanna in Harrisburg,USA,(d)

Nigerin K oulikoro,M ali.Theq-valuesareidenticalto thoseused in Fig.4.

W hen the data are shu�ed (see Figs.4(c,d)),allfunctions F q(s) increase

asym ptom atically as Fq(s) � s1=2.This indicates that the m ultifractality

vanishes undershu�ing.Accordingly the observed m ultifractality originates

in thelong-term correlationsoftherecord and isnotcaused by singularitiesin

thedistribution ofthedailyruno�s(seealsoM andelbrotand W allis(1968)).A

reshu�ing-resistent m ultifractality would indicate a ’statistical’type ofnon-

linearity (Sivapalan et al.,2002).W e obtain sim ilar patterns for allrivers.

Figure 5 shows four m ore exam ples;Figs.5(a,b) are for two rivers (Am per

and W ertach) from southern Germ any,while Figs.5(c,d) are for Niger and

Susqueham a (Koulikoro,M aliand Harrisburg,USA).

From theasym ptoticslopesofthecurvesin Figs.4(a,b)and 5(a-d),weobtain

the generalized Hurst-exponents h(q),which are plotted in Fig.6 (circles).

Onecan seethatin thewholeq-rangetheexponentscan be�tted wellby the

form ula

h(q)=
1

q
�
ln[aq + bq]

qln2
; (17)

or

K (q)= 1+ �(q)= 1�
ln[aq + bq]

ln2
: (18)
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Fig.6.Thegeneralized Hurstexponentsh(q)forthesix representative daily runo�

records analyzed in Figs.4 and 5:(a) Am per in F�urstenfeldbruck,G erm any,(b)

W eser in Vlotho,G erm any,(c) Susquehanna in Harrisburg,USA,(d) W ertach in

Biessenhofen,G erm any,(e)Danubein O rsova,Rom ania,and (f)Nigerin K oulikoro,

M ali.The h(q)valueshave been determ ined by straightline �tsofFq(s)on large

tim e scales.Theerrorbarsofthe �tscorrespond to thesize ofthe sym bols.

Theform ula can bederived from a m odi�cation ofthem ultiplicativecascade

m odelthat we describe in Sect.3.3.Here we use the form ula only to show

thatthein�nitenum berofexponentsh(q)can bedescribed by only two inde-

pendentparam eters,a and b.These two param eterscan then beregarded as

m ultifractal�ngerprintfora considered river.Thisisparticularly im portant

when checking m odelsforriverows.Again,weliketo em phasize,thatthese

param eters have been obtained from the asym ptotic partofthe generalized

uctuation function,and arethereforenota�ected by seasonaldependencies.

W e have �tted the h(q)spectra in the range � 10 � q � 10 forall41 runo�

seriesby Eq.(17).Representative exam plesare shown in Fig.6.The contin-

uouslines in Fig.6 are obtained by best�ts ofh(q)(obtained from Figs.4

and 5 as described above) by Eq.(17).The respective param eters a and b

are listed inside the panels ofeach �gure.Our results for the 41 rivers are

shown in Table1.Itisrem arkablethatin each singlecase,theq dependence

ofh(q)forpositive and negative valuesofq can be characterized wellby the

two param eters,and all�tsrem ain within theerrorbarsoftheh(q)values.

From h(q)weobtain�(q)(Eq.(11))andthesingularityspectrum f(�)(Eq.(15)).

Figure7showstwotypicalexam plesfortheDanubeand theNiger.Thewidth

off(�)taken atf = 0 characterizesthestrength ofthem ultifractality.Since

both widths are very di�erent,the strength ofthe m ultifractality of river

runo�sappearsto benotuniversal.
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Fig.7.The m ultifractalspectra f(�)fortwo representative runo� records(a)the

Danubein O rsova,Rom ania and (b)Nigerin K oulikoro,M ali.

In orderto characterizeand to com parethestrength ofthem ultifractality for

severaltim eseriesweuseasaparam eterthewidth ofthesingularityspectrum

f(�)[see Eqs.(14)and (15)]atf = 0,which corresponds to the di�erence

ofthe m axim um and the m inim um value of�.In the m ultiplicative cascade

m odel,thisparam eterisgiven by

�� =
lna� lnb

ln2
: (19)

The distribution ofthe �� values we obtained from Eq.(19) is shown in

Fig.3(b),where we plot �� versus the basin area.The �gure shows that

thereareriverswith quitestrong m ultifractaluctuations,i.e.large��,and

one with alm ostvanishing m ultifractality,i.e.�� � 0.Two observation can

be m ade from the �gure:(1)There isno pronounced di�erence between the

width ofthedistribution ofthem ultifractality strength fortheruno�swithin

the localarea ofsouthern Germ any (open sym bolsin Fig.3(b))and forthe

internationalruno� recordsfrom allriversaround theglobe(fullsym bols).In

fact,withoutriversZaireand Grand Riverthewidthswould bethesam e.(2)

There isa tendency towardssm allerm ultifractality strengthsatlargerbasin

areas.Thism eansthatthe riverowsbecom e lessnonlinearwith increasing

basin area.W econsiderthisaspossibleindication ofriverregulationsthatare

m orepronounced forlargeriverbasins.

OurresultsforK (q)= 1+ �(q)(seeEq.(18)and Table1)m ay becom pared

with thefunctionalform

K (q)= (H 0+ 1)q�
C1

�0� 1
(q�

0

� q) q� 0 (20)

with the three param eters H 0,C1,and �0,that have been used by Lovejoy,

Schertzer,and coworkers(Schertzerand Lovejoy,1987;Lovejoy and Schertzer,

1991;Lavallee etal.,1993;Tessieretal.,1996;Pandey etal.,1998)success-
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fully to describethem ultifractalbehaviourofrainfalland runo� records.The

de�nition ofK (q)we used in thispaperistaken from Rodriguez-Iturbe and

Rinaldo (1997)and di�ersslightly from theirde�nition.W elike to notethat

Eq.(18)forK (q)isnotonly valid forpositiveq values,butalso fornegative

q values.Thisfeature allowsusto determ ine num erically the fullsingularity

spectrum f(�).In theanalysiswe focused on long tim e scales,excluding the

crossoverregim e,and used detrending m ethods.W econsideritasparticularly

interesting thatonly two param etersa and bor,equivalently,H and ��,are

su�cientto describe �(q)and K (q)forpositive aswellasnegative q values.

Thisstrongly supportsthe idea of’universal’m ultifractalbehaviourofriver

runo�sassuggested (in di�erentcontext)by Lovejoy and Schertzer.

Itisinteresting to notethatthe generalized uctuation functionswe studied

do notshow any kind ofm ultifractalphase transition atsom e criticalvalue

qD in the q-regim e (� 10 � q � 10)we analysed.Instead,ouranalysisshows

a crossoverata speci�ctim escales� (typically weeks)thatweakly increases

with decreasing m om entq.In thispaper,we concentrated on the large-tim e

regim e(s� s� ),where weobtained coherentm ultifractalbehaviourand did

notsee any indication fora m ultifractalphase transition.Butthisdoesnot

exclude the possibility thatatsm allscales a breakdown ofm ulifractality at

a criticalq-valuem ay occur,ashasbeen em phasized by Tessieretal.(1996)

and Pandey etal.(1998).

3.3 Extended M ultiplicative Cascade M odel

In the following,we like to m otivate the 2-param eter form ula Eq.(17) and

show how itcan beobtained from thewellknown m ultifractalcascadem odel

(Feder,1988;Barabasiand Vicsek,1991;Kantelhardt et al.,2002).In the

m odel,a record �k oflength N = 2nm ax isconstructed recursively asfollows:

In generation n = 0,the record elem ents are constant,i.e.�k = 1 for all

k = 1;:::;N .In the�rststep ofthecascade(generation n = 1),the�rsthalf

ofthe series is m ultiplied by a factor a and the second halfofthe series is

m ultiplied by a factorb.This yields �k = a fork = 1;:::;N =2 and �k = b

fork = N =2+ 1;:::;N .The param etersa and b are between zero and one,

0 < a < b < 1.Note that we do not restrict the m odelto b = 1 � a as

is often done in the literature (Feder,1988).In the second step (generation

n = 2),we apply the processofstep 1 to the two subseries,yielding �k = a2

for k = 1;:::;N =4,�k = ab for k = N =4 + 1;:::;N =2,�k = ba = ab for

k = N =2+ 1;:::;3N =4,and �k = b2 fork = 3N =4+ 1;:::;N .In general,in

step n+ 1,each subseriesofstep n isdivided intotwosubseriesofequallength,

and the�rsthalfofthe�k ism ultiplied byawhilethesecond halfism ultiplied

by b.Forexam ple,in generation n = 3 the valuesin the eightsubseries are

a3;a2b;a2b;ab2;a2b;ab2;ab2;b3.Afternm ax steps,the�nalgeneration has
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been reached,whereallsubserieshavelength 1 and no m oresplitting ispossi-

ble.W e notethatthe �nalrecord can bewritten as�k = anm ax� n(k� 1)bn(k� 1),

wheren(k)isthenum berofdigits1 in thebinary representation oftheindex

k,e.g.n(13)= 3,since13 correspondsto binary 1101.

Forthism ultiplicative cascade m odel,the form ula for�(q)hasbeen derived

earlier(Feder,1988;Barabasiand Vicsek,1991;Kantelhardtetal.,2002).The

resultis�(q)= [� ln(aq + bq)+ qln(a+ b)]=ln2 or

h(q)=
1

q
�
ln(aq + bq)

qln2
+
ln(a+ b)

ln2
: (21)

It is easy to see that h(1) = 1 forallvalues ofa and b.Thus,in this form

the m odelis lim ited to cases where h(1),which is the exponent Hurst de-

�ned originally in the R=S m ethod,is equalto one.In order to generalize

this m ultifractalcascade process such thatany value ofh(1)is possible,we

have subtracted the o�set �h = ln(a + b)=ln(2) from h(q).The constant

o�set �h corresponds to additionallong-term correlations incorporated in

the m ultiplicative cascade m odel.Forgenerating recordswithoutthiso�set,

we rescale the power spectrum .First,we fast-Fourier transform (FFT) the

sim plem ultiplicativecascadedata into thefrequency dom ain.Then,wem ul-

tiply allFouriercoe�cientsby f � � h,wheref isthefrequency.Thisway,the

slope � ofthe powerspectra E (f)� f� � (the squaresofthe Fouriercoe�-

cients)isdecreased from � = 2h(2)� 1= [2ln(a+ b)� ln(a2 + b2)]=ln2 into

�0= 2[h(2)� �h]� 1= � ln(a2 + b2)=ln2,which isconsistentwith Eq.(17).

Finally,backward FFT isem ployed totransform thesignalback into thetim e

dom ain.A sim ilarFourier�ltering technique hasbeen used by Tessieretal.

(1996)when generating surrogateruno� data.

3.4 Com parison with M odelData

In orderto seehow welltheextended m ultiplicativecascadem odel�tsto the

realdata (for a given river),we generate the m odeldata as follows:(i) we

determ inea and bforthegiven river(by best�tofEq.(17)),(ii)wegenerate

thesim plem ultiplicativecascadem odelwith theobtained a and bvalues,and

(iii)weim plem enttheproperlong-term correlationsasdescribed above.

Figure8(a)showstheDFA analysisofthem odeldata with param etersa and

bdeterm ined fortheriverW eser.By com paringwith Fig.4(a)weseethatthe

extended m odelgivesthecorrectscaling oftheuctuation functionsFq(s)on

tim escalesabovethecrossover.By com paring Fig.8(b)with Fig.4(c)wesee

that the shu�ed m odelseries becom es uncorrelated without m ultifractality

sim ilartotheshu�ed data.Below thecrossover,however,them odeldoesnot
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Fig.8.The uctuation functions Fq(s) obtained from the m ultifractalDFA4 for

surrogate series generated by the extended m ultiplicative cascade m odelwith pa-

ram etersa = 0:50 and b= 0:68,thatcorrespond to the valueswe obtained forthe

river W eser.The uctuation function Fq(s) for (a) the original�i series and (b)

the shu�ed series are plotted versusscale s forthe sam e values ofq asin Figs.4

and 5.In (c) the �i have been m ultiplied by 0:1+ sin2(�i=365) before the analy-

sisto sim ulate a seasonaltrend.In (d)m odi�ed values ofthe param eters a and b

(a = 0:26,b = 0:59) have been used on scales s � 256 to sim ulate the apparent

stronger m ultifractality on sm aller scales observed for m ost rivers.For the �gure,

resultsfrom 10 surrogate seriesoflength 140 yearswere averaged.

yield the observed Fq(s)in the originaldata.In the following we show that

in orderto obtain the properbehaviourbelow the crossover,eitherseasonal

trendsthatcannotbecom pletely elim inated from thedata ora di�erenttype

ofm ultifractality below thecrossover,represented by di�erentvaluesofa and

b,haveto beintroduced.

To show the e�ect ofseasonaltrends,we have m ultiplied the elem ents �i

ofthe extended cascade m odelby 0:1+ sin2(�i=365),this way generating a

seasonaltrend ofperiod 365 in the variance.Figure 8(c) shows the DFA4

result for the generalized uctuation functions,which now better resem bles

the realdata than Fig.8(a).Finally,in Fig.8(d) we show the e�ect ofa

di�erentm ultifractality below thecrossover,wheredi�erentparam etersa and

b characterize this regim e.The results also show better agreem ent with the

realdata.W hen com paringFigs.8(a,c,d)with Figs.4and 5,itseem sthatthe

Danube,Am perand W ertach �tbetterto Fig.8(d),i.e.suggesting di�erent

m ultifractality forshortand largetim escales,whiletheW eser,Susquehanna

and Niger�tbetterto Fig.8(c)where seasonaltrends in the variance (and
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possibly in theskew)areresponsibleforthebehaviourbelow thecrossover.

4 C onclusion

In thisstudy,weanalyzed thescaling behaviourofdaily runo� tim eseriesof

18representativeriversin southern Germ any and 23internationalriversusing

both Detrended Fluctuation Analysisand wavelettechniques.In allcaseswe

found thattheuctuationsexhibitself-a�nescaling behaviourand long-term

persistence on tim e scales ranging from weeks to decades.The uctuation

exponentH variesfrom riverto riverin a wide rangebetween 0.55 and 0.95,

showing non-universalscaling behaviour.

W e also studied the m ultifractalproperties ofthe runo� tim e series using a

m ultifractalgeneralization oftheDFA m ethod thatwascrosschecked with the

W TM M technique.W e found thatthe m ultifractalspectra ofall41 records

can be described by a ’universal’function �(q) = � ln(aq + bq)=ln2,which

can beobtained from ageneralization ofthem ultiplicativecascadem odeland

hassolely two param etersa and b or,equivalently,the uctuation exponent

H = 1

2
� ln(a2 + b2)=ln4 and the width �� = ln a

b
=ln2 ofthe singularity

spectrum .Since our function for �(q) applies also for negative q values,we

could derive the singularity spectra f(�) from the �ts.W e have calculated

and listed the values ofH ,a,b,and �� for allrecords considered.There

are no signi�cant di�erences between their distributions for rivers in South

Germ anyand forinternationalrivers.W ealsofound thatthereisnosigni�cant

dependence ofthese param eterson the size ofthe basin area,butthere isa

slight decrease ofthe m ultifractalwidth �� with increasing basin area.W e

suggestthatthevaluesofH and �� can beregarded as’�ngerprints’foreach

station or river,which can serve as an e�cient non-trivialtest bed for the

state-of-the-artprecipitation-runo� m odels.

Apart from the practicaluse ofEq.(17) with the param eters a and b that

wasderived by extending them ultiplicativecascadem odeland thatcan serve

as�ngerprintsforthe riverows,we presently are lacking a physicalm odel

for this behaviour.It willbe interesting to see,ifphysically based m odels,

e.g.therandom tree-structurem odelpresented in Gupta etal.(1996),can be

related to the m ultiplicative cascade m odelpresented here.Ifso,thiswould

give a physicalexplanation forhow the m ultiplicative cascade m odelisable

to sim ulateriverows.

W e have also investigated the origin ofthe m ultifractalscaling behaviourby

com parison with the corresponding shu�ed data.W e found that the m ulti-

fractality is rem oved by shu�ing that destroys the tim e correlations in the

serieswhilethedistribution oftheruno� valuesisnotaltered.Aftershu�ing,
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we obtain h(q) � 1=2 for allvalues ofq,indicating m onofractalbehaviour.

Hence,ourresultssuggestthatthem ultifractality isnotdueto theexistence

ofa broad,asym m etric (singular)probability density distribution (Anderson

and M eerschaert,2002),butdue to a speci�c dynam icalarrangem entofthe

valuesin thetim eseries,i.e.a self-sim ilar’clustering’oftim epatternsofval-

ueson di�erenttim escales.W ebelieve thatourresultswillbeusefulalso to

im provetheunderstanding ofextrem evalues(singularities)in thepresenceof

m ultifractallong-term correlationsand trends.

Finally,for an optim alwater m anagem ent in a given basin,it is essential

to know,whetheran observed long-term uctuation in discharge data isdue

to system atic variations(trends)orthe resultsoflong-term correlation.Our

approach isalso a step forward in thisdirections.
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