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A bstract

W estudy them ultifractaltem poralscaling propertiesofriverdischargeand precip-

itation records.W e com pare the resultsfor the m ultifractaldetrended uctuation

analysism ethod with the resultsforthe wavelettransform m odulusm axim a tech-

niqueand obtain agreem entwithin theerrorm argins.In contrastto previousstud-

ies,we �nd non-universalbehaviour:O n long tim e scales,above a crossover tim e

scale ofseveralm onths,the runo� recordsare described by uctuation exponents

varying from riverto riverin a wide range.Sim ilarvariationsare observed forthe

precipitation recordswhich exhibitweaker,butstillsigni�cantm ultifractality.For

allruno� recordsthetypeofm ultifractality isconsistentwith a m odi�ed version of

thebinom ialm ultifractalm odel,whileseveralprecipitation recordsseem to require

di�erentm odels.

The analysisofriverowshasa long history.Already m ore than halfa cen-

tury ago the engineer H.E.Hurst found that runo� records from various

rivers exhibit’long-range statisticaldependencies’[1].Later,such long-term

correlated uctuation behaviourhasalso been reported form any othergeo-

physicalrecordsincluding precipitation data [2,3],seealso [4].Theseoriginal

approachesexclusively focused on the absolutevaluesorthe variancesofthe

fulldistribution ofthe uctuations,which can be regarded as the �rst m o-

m ent F1(s)[1{3]and the second m om ent F2(s)[5],respectively.In the last
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Fig.1.Three years of (a) the daily runo� record of the river Danube (O rsova,

Rom ania)and (b)ofthe daily precipitation recorded in Vienna (Austria).

decadeithasbeen realized thatam ultifractaldescription isrequired forafull

characterization ofthe runo� records[6,7].Accordingly,one hasto consider

allm om entsFq(s)to fully characterizetherecords.Thism ultifractaldescrip-

tion oftherecordscan beregarded asa ’�ngerprint’foreach station orriver,

which,am ong otherthings,can serve asan e�cient non-trivialtest bed for

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

Since a m ultifractalanalysis is not an easy task,especially ifthe data are

a�ected by trends or other non-stationarities,e.g.due to a m odi�cation of

theriverbed by construction work ordueto changing clim ate,itisusefulto

com paretheresultsfordi�erentm ethods.W ehavestudied them ultifractality

by using the m ultifractaldetrended uctuation analysis (M F-DFA)m ethod

[8](seealso [9,10])and thewellestablished wavelettransform m odulusm ax-

im a (W TM M )technique [11,12]and �nd thatboth m ethodsyield equivalent

results.Both approachesdi�erfrom them ultifractalapproach introduced into

hydrology by Lovejoy and Schertzer[6,7].

W eanalyzelong daily runo� recordsfW ig from six internationalhydrological

stationsand long daily precipitation recordsfPig from six internationalm e-

teorologicalstations.The stations are representative fordi�erent rivers and

di�erent clim ate zones,as we showed in larger separate studies [13,14].As

a representative exam ple,Fig.1 shows three years ofthe runo� record of

the riverDanube (a)and ofthe precipitation recorded in Vienna (b).Itcan

be seen that the precipitation record appears m ore random than the runo�

record.Toelim inatetheperiodicseasonaltrend,weconcentrateon thedepar-

tures�i = W i� W i (and �i = Pi� P i)from the m ean daily runo� W i.W i

iscalculated foreach calendardate i,e.g.1stofApril,by averaging overall

yearsin therecord.

In the M F-DFA procedure [8],the m om ents Fq(s) are calculated by (i) in-
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Fig.2.Com parison ofthe uctuation functions Fq(s) calculated with the m ulti-

fractaldetrended uctuation analysis (M F-DFA,�lled sym bols) with the rescaled

wavelettransform m odulusm axim a (W TM M )partition sum s[sZ(q;s=8)]1=q (open

sym bols) as function of tim e scale s (in days) for (a) the river W eser (Vlotho,

G erm any,171y)and (b)the riverDanube (O rsova,Rom ania,151y).The di�erent

sym bolsindicate di�erentm om ents,q = � 6 (trianglesup),q = � 2 (circles),q = 2

(squares),q = 6 (triangles down),and the curves are shifted vertically forclarity.

The slopesh(q)forlarge s ofboth,the M F-DFA curvesand the rescaled W TM M

curvesareequivalent.

tegrating the series,(ii) splitting the series into segm ents oflength s,(iii)

calculating the m ean-square deviationsF 2(�;s)from polynom ial�tsin each

segm ent,(iv)averaging [F 2(�;s)]q=2 overallsegm ents,and (v)taking theqth

root.In the paper,we have used third orderpolynom ials in the �tting pro-

cedure ofstep (iii)(M F-DFA3),thisway elim inating quadratic trendsin the

data.W econsiderboth,positiveand negativem om entsFq(s)(q rangesfrom

�10to+10)and determ inethem fortim escalessbetween s= 5and s= N =5,

whereN isthelength oftheseries.Figure2 showstheresults(�lled sym bols)

for two representative hydrologicalstations.On large tim e scales,above a

crossover occurring around 30-200 days,we observe a power-law scaling be-

haviour,

Fq(s)� s
h(q)

; (1)

wherethescalingexponenth(q)(theslopein Fig.2)explicitly dependson the

valueofq.Thisbehaviourrepresentsthepresence ofm ultifractality.

In orderto testthe M F-DFA approach we have applied the well-established

W TM M technique,which is also detrending but based on wavelet analysis

instead ofpolynom ial�tting procedures.Fora fulldescription ofthem ethod,

we refer to [11,12].First,the wavelet-transform T(n;s0) = 1

s0

P N
i= 1�ig[(i�

n)=s0]ofthe departures�i iscalculated.Forthe waveletg(x)we choose the

third derivativeofaGaussian here,g(x)= d3(e� x
2=2)=dx3,which isorthogonal

to quadratic trends.Now,for a given scale s0,one determ ines the positions

ni ofthe localm axim a ofjT(n;s0)j,so that jT(ni � 1;s0)j < jT(ni;s
0)j�
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Fig.3.The generalized Hurst exponents h(q) for six representative daily runo�

records:(a)Am perin F�urstenfeldbruck,G erm any,(b)W eserin 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.Theh(q)valueshave

been determ ined by straightline�tsofFq(s)on largetim escales.Theerrorbarsof

the �tscorrespond to the size ofthe sym bols.The linesare obtained by �tsofthe

two-param eterbinom ialm odelyielding Eq.(3).The resulting m odelparam etersa

and b are reported in the �gures.All�ts are consistent with the data within the

errorbars(from [13]).

jT(ni+ 1;s
0)j.Then,oneobtainstheW TM M partitionsum Zq(s

0)byaveraging

jT(ni;s
0)jq forallm axim a ni.An additionalsuprem um procedure has to be

used in theW TM M m ethod in orderto keep thedependence ofZ(q;s0)on s0

m onotonous[12].The expected scaling behaviourisZ(q;s0)� (s0)�(q),where

�(q)are the Renyiexponents.Since �(q)isrelated to the exponentsh(q)by

h(q)= [�(q)+ 1]=q [8]wehaveplotted

[sZ(q;s=8)]
1=q

� s
[�(q)+ 1]=q

� s
h(q)

: (2)

W esets0= s=8in thecom parison with theM F-DFA results,sincethewavelet

we em ploy can be wellapproxim ated within a window ofsize 8s0(i.e.within

4 standard deviationson both sides),and thiswindow sizecorrespondsto the

segm ent length s in the M F-DFA.Figure 2 shows that both m ethods yield

equivalentresultsfortheq valuesweconsidered.

Using the M F-DFA results,we have determ ined h(q) from Eq.(1) for all

runo� recordsand allprecipitation recordsand forseveralvaluesofq.Since

a crossover occurs in Fq(s) for tim e scales in the range of30-200 days,we
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Fig.4.Thegeneralized Hurstexponentsh(q)forsix representative daily precipita-

tion records:(a) Arhangelsk (Russia),(b) Ham burg (G erm any),(c) W innem ucca

(USA),(d)Cheyenne(USA),(e)Vienna (Austria),(f)M oskow (Russia),analogous

with Fig.3.W hilethe�tsin (a,b,d,e)areconsistentwith thedata within theerror

bars,signi�cantdeviationsoccurin (c)and { even m oredrastically { in (f).

considered onlysu�ciently longtim escales(aboveoneyear),wheretheresults

scale well.Figure 3 shows h(q)for the runo� data,while Fig.4 shows h(q)

fortheprecipitation data.Togetherwith theresultsweshow least-square�ts

according to theform ula

h(q)=
1

q
�
ln[aq + bq]

qln2
; (3)

which corresponds to �(q) = � ln[aq + bq]=ln2 and can be obtained from a

generalized binom ialm ultifractalm odel[13],see also [4,8].The valuesofthe

two param eters a and b are also reported in the �gures.The results for all

riverscan be�tted surprisingly wellwith only thesetwo param eters(seeFig.

3).Instead ofchoosing a and b,wecould also choosetheHurstexponenth(1)

and the persistence exponenth(2).From knowledge oftwo m om ents,allthe

otherm om entsfollow.

Thissurprising resultdoesnothold forthe precipitation records.Ascan be

seen in Figs.4(c)and 4(f)there are stationswhere Eq.(3)cannotdescribe

them ultifractalscalingbehaviourreasonably well.AccordingtoRybskietal.,

Eq.(3)isappropriate only forabout50 percentofthe precipitation records

[14].
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In the generalized binom ialm ultifractalm odel,the strength ofm ultifractal-

ity is described by the di�erence ofthe asym ptoticalvalues ofh(q),�� �

h(�1 )� h(1 )= (lnb� lna)=ln2.W e note thatthisparam eterisidentical

to the width ofthe singularity spectrum f(�) at f = 0.Studying 41 river

runo� records [13],we have obtained an average �� = 0:49 � 0:16,which

indicatesratherstrong m ultifractality on thelong tim escalesconsidered.For

theprecipitation records,on theotherhand,them ultifractality isweaker.The

averageis�� = 0:29� 0:14 for83 records[14].

Ourresultsforh(q)m aybecom pared with thedi�erentansatzh(q)= 1+ H 0�

C1(q
�0� 1 � 1)=(�0� 1)with thethreeparam etersH 0,C1,and �

0(LS ansatz),

thathasbeen used by Lovejoy,Schertzer,and coworkers[6,7]successfully to

describe the m ultifractalbehaviour ofrainfalland runo� records forq > 0.

A quantitative com parison between both m ethodsisinhibited,since here we

considered onlylongtim escalesand used detrendingm ethods.W eliketonote

thatform ula (3)forh(q)isnotonly valid forpositive q values,butalso for

negativeq values.W e�nd itrem arkable,thatfortheruno� recordsonly two

param eterswereneeded to �tthedata.Fortheprecipitation data,oneneeds

eitherthreeparam eterslikein theLS ansatzordi�erentschem es.

In sum m ary,wehaveanalyzed longriverdischargerecordsand longprecipita-

tion recordsusing the m ultifractaldetrended uctuation analysis(M F-DFA)

and thewavelettransform m odulusm axim a (W TM M )m ethod.W eobtained

agreem ent within the error m argins and found that the runo� records are

characterized by strongerm ultifractality than the precipitation records.Sur-

prisingly,thetypeofm ultifractalityoccurringin allruno�recordsisconsistent

with a m odi�ed version ofthe binom ialm ultifractalm odel,which supports

the idea ofa ’universal’m ultifractalbehaviour ofriver runo�ssuggested by

Lovejoy and Schertzer.In contrast,according to [14],severalprecipitation

recordsseem torequireadi�erentdescription orathree-param eter�tlikethe

LS ansatz.The m ultifractalexponents can be regarded as ’�ngerprints’for

each station.Furtherm ore,a m ultifractalgeneratorbased on them odi�ed bi-

nom ialm ultifractalm odelcan beused togeneratesurrogatedatawith speci�c

propertiesforeach runo� record and forsom eoftheprecipitation records.

Acknowledgm ents:W e would like to thank the Germ an Science Foundation

(DFG),the Germ an FederalM inistry ofEducation and Research (BM BF),

theIsraelScienceFoundation (ISF),and theM inerva Foundation for�nancial

support.W e also would like to thank H. �Osterle for providing som e ofthe

observationaldata.

6



R eferences

[1] H.E.Hurst,Transact.Am .Soc.CivilEng.116 (1951)770.

[2] H.E.Hurst,R.P.Black,Y.M .Sim aika,Long-term storage:An experim ental

study,(Constable & Co.Ltd.,London,1965).

[3] B.B.M andelbrot,J.R.W allis,W at.Resour.Res.5 (1969)321.

[4] J.Feder,Fractals,(Plenum Press,New York,1988).

[5] C.M atsoukas,S.Islam ,I.Rodriguez-Iturbe,J.G eophys.Res.Atm osph.105

(2000)29165.

[6] Y.Tessier,S.Lovejoy,P.Hubert,D.Schertzer,S.Pecknold,J.G eophys.Res.

Atm osph.101 (1996)26427.

[7] G .Pandey,S.Lovejoy,D.Schertzer,J.Hydrol.208 (1998)62.

[8] J.W .K antelhardt,S.A.Zschiegner,E.K oscielny-Bunde,S.Havlin,A.Bunde,

H.E.Stanley,Physica A 316 (2002)87.

[9] E.K oscielny-Bunde,A.Bunde,S.Havlin,H.E.Rom an,Y.G oldreich,H.-J.

Schellnhuber,Phys.Rev.Lett.81 (1998)729.

[10]R.O .W eber,P.Talkner,J.G eophys.Res.Atm osph.106 (2001)20131.

[11]J.F.M uzy,E.Bacry,A.Arneodo,Phys.Rev.Lett.67 (1991)3515.

[12]A.Arneodo,B.Audit,N.Decoster,J.-F.M uzy,C.Vaillant,W avelet Based

M ultifractalForm alism : Applications to DNA Sequences, Satellite Im ages of

the Cloud Structure, and Stock M arket Data,in:A.Bunde,J.K ropp,H.-J.

Schellnhuber,The science ofdisaster:clim ate disruptions,m arketcrashes,and

heartattacks,(Springer,Berlin,2002),pp.27-102.

[13]E. K oscielny-Bunde, J. W . K antelhardt, P. Braun, A. Bunde, S. Havlin,

subm itted to W at.Resour.Res.(2003).

[14]D.Rybskietal.,in preparation (2003).

7


