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Figure 4.--2-year 60-min precipitation (inches)--adjusted to partial duration series.
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Figure 5.--100-year 60-minute precipitation (inches)--adjusted to partial duration series.
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Figure 6.--2-year 5-minute precipitation (inches)--adjusted to partial-duration series.
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Figure 9.--100-year 15-minute precipitation (inches)--adjusted to partial-duration series.
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return period) for each box were plotted at positions within the box de-
termined by weighting the latitude and longitude of each contributing sta-
tion by its length of record. In some regions of sparse data, only one sta-
tion was available within a 4° box, but more generally the station years per
box exceeded 100. The computer smoothing program was also run on the sta-
tion 5-min values within the scan radius increased to 4°. Station ratios of
5- to 60-min values were similarly smoothed.

In summary, data used in construction of the 5-min maps included: 1) fre-
quency values computed from all station data within each 4° latitude-longi-
tude box and centered according to station location and length of record,

2) the computed frequency values and 5-min to 60-min ratio for the indivi-
dual stations, 3) computer smoothed grid values for both frequency values
and ratios, and 4) the isopluvial pattern developed for the 2-yr 60-min map.

The character of the 2-yr 5-min data (fig. 6) (and the climate) required
an unorthodox analysis in the central part of the country, the shaded area
labeled 0.45 region. All points within the area are to be considered to
have a 2-yr 5-min frequency value of 0.45 in. (11.4 mm), with values grad-
ually increasing southward and decreasing northward beyond this region.
Considerable time and effort were spent attempting to define a precise lo-
cation for the 0.45-in. isopluvial. The station data and the several forms
of grid point data indicated that within this area values were equal to or
within a few hundredths of an inch of 0.45, with no definable gradient.
Since the placement of the line is a subjective judgment, the decision was
made to treat the area as one broad line with all values equal to the value
of the isoline.

15-Min Maps (Figs. 8 and 9)

As previously mentioned in the section "Methodology, Isopluvial Maps,"
the relationship between the 5-, 15- and 60-min precipitation frequencies
was found to vary both geographically and by return period. Therefore, as
an aid in the drawing of 15-min maps, the computer smoothing program was
run on station values of the coefficient ClS:

= + -
Rl5 ClS R60 1 ClS) RS (6)

separately for the 2- and 100-yr return periods to obtain grid point values.
Successive iterations of computer smoothing followed by manual adjustment
were made to obtain consistent smooth fields of both C15 and R15’ holding
R60 and Rg fixed.

MAINTENANCE OF INTERNAL CONSISTENCY

Once preliminary 5-, 15- and 60-min isopluvial frequency maps for the 2-
and 100-yr durations were completed, values were read from the analyzed maps
at 0.5° latitude-longitude grid points. These values were used to produce
maps showing ratios at the grid points between the various durations and re-
turn periods. The ratio fields were then scanned for consistency and cor-
respondence to ratios from the station data. The preliminary isopluvial
maps were adjusted to remove any inconsistencies in the ratio fields. Next,
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differences between adjacent grid points on the six maps were compared to
discover any places where one map or set of maps showed increasing values
where other maps or sets of maps were indicating decreasing values. This
does not imply that values on all maps must move parallel to each other, but
that nonparallel movement be examined to insure that the trends are intend-
ed by the analyst. A case of validated nonparallelism is illustrated in the
Northern Plains States, where the ridge in the isopluvials shifts westward
with increasing return period.

INTERMEDIATE DURATIONS AND RETURN PERIODS
10~ and 30-Min Relations

The procedure discussed under '"Methodology" was used to derive equations
to estimate the 10-min values from 5~ and 15-min, and 30-min values from
15- and 60-min values. The station data were first grouped geographically,
and separate equations derived for each area and for the 2- and 100-yr re-
turn period. Neither geographical nor return period differences were signi-
ficant, and one equation for the 10-min estimation and one equation for
30-min estimation were adopted. They are:

10-min value = 0.59 (15-min value) + 0.41 (5-min value) 7

0.49 (60-min value) + 0.51 (15-min value) (8)

30-min value

The graphical solution to these equations is shown in figure 10. The
ordinate scale is linear. It is left unlabeled so that the user can label
as appropriate for the range of data being used.

Intermediate Return Periods
A mathematical solution of the Gumbel equations for the partial duration

- series results in the following equations to compute values for selected
return periods intermediate to the 2- and 100-yr values.

5-yr = 0.278 (100-yr) + 0.674 (2-yr) )]
10-yr = 0.449 (100-yr) + 0.496 (2-yr) (10)
25-yr = 0.669 (100-yr) + 0.293 (2-yr) (11)
| 50-yr = 0.835 (100-yr) + 0.146 (2-yr) (12)

INTERPRETATION OF RESULTS
PHYSIOGRAPHIC AND METEOROLOGICAL EFFECTS

The center of low precipitation frequencies depicted in Northern Missouri
.is validated by the fact that this is also a center of low frequency of
tornadoes (Fujita 1976) compared to the surrounding regions. High-intensity,
short-duration rainfalls and tornadoes are both associated with convective
storms. We do not know whether this anomaly is a shadow effect of the
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Ozark Mountains impeding the low-level moist inflow from the Gulf of Mexico
or is due to some other cause.

The isopluvial discontinuities appearing across the Great Lakes occur be-
cause warm land surfaces to the windward enhance the development of summer
thunderstorms, while the cool lake water surfaces tend to inhibit this type
of weather. The data confirm this and suggest higher values on the upwind
(west and south) shores of the Great Lakes than on the downwind (east and
north) shores. A similar effect is noticeable in Florida, with the lowest
values near the coast, especially the east coast in the summer easterlies,
with higher values inland. Coastal effects are also noted along the middle
Atlantic coast, being most prominent on the 5-min and 15-min 100-yr maps.
The tongue of high values aligned north-south in the Western Plains coincides
with the well-known nocturnal maximum of thunderstorms in the region, and
with the frequent development of a band of strong winds from the south,
called the low-level jet (Pitchford and London 1962). The trough of lower
values paralleling, and northwest of, the Appalachians suggests that shield-
ing by that mountain chain in a south to southwest flow has more impact on
frequencies than does orographic simulation that might be expected with a
west-southwest to west flow.

COMPARISON WITH PREVIQUS STUDIES

In both this study and TP-40, the 60-min map is the anchor map upon which
precipitation-frequency values for shorter durations are based. Comparing
the 60-min maps in the two reports at the 2-yr return period shows good cor-
respondence with no overall trend to higher or lower values or pronounced
regional differences.

The major difference is the greater detail with which the later map has
been constructed, especially in the Appalachians. The largest increase in
values, somewhat in excess of 20 percent, is at the triple point intersec-
tion of the borders of North Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia, on the
south-east flank of the Appalachians. An increase of less than 20 percent
in northern Minnesota results from more northward penetration of the
midwestern tongue of high values on the later analysis. Decreases of about
15 percent occur at points on the western shore of Chesapeake Bay, result-
ing from cutting back a tongue of high values east of the Appalachians. Most
other changes are less than 10 percent and tend to average out over a given
region. On the Florida peninsula, the general level of values is unchanged,
but the later analysis gives more recognition to the stimulation of intense
thunderstorms by solar heating of land (supported by the data) and places
higher values in the interior of the peninsula than over the adjacent sea.
For similar reasons, the north-south gradient is reduced in southern
Louisiana. '

Differences in the 60-min 100-yr maps are similar, with larger percentage-
wise changes in the Appalachians. This is expected, since more variation of

both the mean of the annual series and its standard deviation have been
introduced.
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The largest differences between the new study and TP-40 exist at the 5-min
duration. The present study shows values in Maine and parts of the northern
plains 30 to 40 percent greater than values derived by use of the duration
table in TP-40. Along the Gulf coast, on the other hand, the new values are
about 20 percent less than those derived from TP-40 at the 2-yr return period
and 30 percent less at the 100-yr return period. Values are also lowered
along the Atlantic coast.

Yarnell (1935) published pioneering rainfall frequency maps for the United
States based on data through 1933. He had available essentially the same
network of first-order NWS stations available to this study for N minutes
(fig. 1) but 40 years less record. The overall patterns and levels of values
on Yarnell's charts and the maps of the present report are similar and are a
testimony to the stability of the climate with respect to short-duration
rainfalls. It has been possible to attain a finer scale of subregion detail
in the later work, as well as provide the more detailed analysis in the
Appalachians, which has been referred to. Values have been raised substan-
tially in the Northeast in the present study compared to Yarnell. Identify-
ing the reason for this would require repetition of Yarnell's analysis.
Coastal patterns have been modified and the north-south axis of high values
in the Plains States, prominent in all studies, is depicted farther to the
west in the new study.

ILLUSTRATION OF THE USE OF PRECIPITATION-FREQUENCY MAPS,
DIAGRAMS, AND EQUATIONS

1. Two-yr and 100-yr values for the duration of 5, 15, and 60 min are read
from the six maps (figs. 4-9). Example: for the point at 37°N and 93°W,

these values read by interpolation are entered in table 3.

2. Intermediate return period values are calculated using equations 9-12.
The calculation for the 25-yr 15-min value (using eq. 11) is:

25-yr 15-min = 0.669 (1.79) + 0.293 (0.94) = 1.47

3. Values for intermediate durations are calculated using equation 7 or 8
or by plotting as in figure 11. The 100-yr 10-min value (using eq. 7) is:

100-yr 10-min = 0.59 (1.79) + 0.41 (0.85) = 1.40
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Table 3.--Precipitation frequency values (in.) for 93°00'W, 37000'N)

5-min 10-min 15-min 30-min 60-min
2-yr 0.45 0.94 1.59
5-yr
10-yr
@
50-yr

100-yr 0.85 1.79 3.43

Note: Circled values are computed from the other values.
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