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Fig(2) Zoned map of Baranduz River of 3 kilometers range with different return
periods
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Teb(5) Areas covered by Risk Lifetime and Different Return Periods (Hec)

Tr 25 50 75 100 200 500 1000
n=2 | Risk (%) | 7.84 3.96 2.65 1.99 1 0.4 0.2
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
n=3|Risk (%) | 11.50 5.90 3.90 3 1.50 0.6 0.3
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
n=>5| Risk (%) | 18.46 9.61 6.49 4.9 2.48 1 0.5
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
n=10 | Risk (%) | 33.52 18.29 12.56 9.56 4.89 1.98 1
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
n=25| Risk (%) | 63.96 39.65 28.51 2222 11.78 4.88 2.47
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
n=35| Risk (%) | 76.04 50.69 3749 29.66 16.09 6.77 3.44
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
n=50| Risk (%) | 87.01 63.58  48.89 39.5 22.17 9.53 4.88
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
n=75| Risk (%) | 95.32 78.02 63.46 5294 3134 13.94 7.23
A (Hec) | 85.133 88.054 89.965 91.054 93.126 95.648 97.344
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Fig(3) Risk vs. area chart (Rule Curve) with different shelf life
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