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Table 1. Classification of Drought Severity

according to PDSI.

Index Drought Severity
above 4.0 Extreme Moist Spell
3.0to 3.9 Very Moist Spell
2.0to 2.9 Unusal Moist Spell
10to 1.9 Moist Spell
0.5to 0.9 Incipient Moist Spell
0.4 to 0.4 Near Normal

-0.5 to -0.9 Incipient Drought
-1.0 to -1.9 Mild Drought
-2.0 to -2.9 Moderate Drought
-3.0 to -3.9 Severe Drought
below -4.0 Extreme Drought

Fig.2& ¥ T2 AAME PDSIS) 4 Z43& v]ayt AAE =Folrh. o
714 "ej2 2R PISIoldl, FH2AHLeR IR S Aol

POSIE & 2 2%2 F3E YefE UGER & §&7|20] ZojAs
& A2 Aol tisliy IUe 5'-°‘E} o PDSIS} @ 2] Hla AR B
ol o] AFollMd AtEH PDSIZS d 2] 83 F¥3 wady I gerln
Aztgct.
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Fig. 2.Comparison Monthly Palmer Drought Index with Annual Rainfall.
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