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INTRODUCTION 
 The main goal of this thesis is to identify and to analyse two of the extrem hydrological 
phenomena specific to the Romanian Plain between Olt and Arges rivers floods and drought. 
 In order to reach this objective, after studying the scientific literature on this topic, special 
research was made on the two phenomena using statistical data recorded by the specialized 
institutions and talking to the people in the area.  Some case studies were presented in order to 
prove the severity od the events, not only in statistical data, but also in their impact.  
 The study is devided into six chapters and it ends with conclusions, references list and 
apendices. 
 After a short history of the research on the evolution of the Romanian Plain between Olt 
and Arges rivers, some special aspects like genesis, development, climate and relief types as well 
as main hydrological features were presented (chapter 2). It worth mention that most part  of the 
studies did not consider floods or drought. 

The main climatic and hydrological features of the Romanian Plain between Olt and 
Arges are the subjects of a special chapter (chapter 5), because we considered that they are very 
important and necessary for the understanding of the floods and drought evolution.  

The most important part of the thesis is covered by the last chapters dedicated to the 
floods and drought (chapter 6). 
 Floods were analysed both considering preparing factors and tighering ones. Data of five 
weather stations were anaysed in order to identify the triggering conditions, while data from 12 
hydrological stations were used to  identify and analyse the parameters of the floods. Finally the 
impact of the floods including economical, social and ecological damages were identified.  
 Drought phenomenon is affecting nowadays, very large areas all over the world. E. 
Bryant (1992), based on the multi-criteria hierarchy, considered it as the most important 
hazardous phenomenon in the world. Many scientific papers and projects had as their main goal 
to study the phenomenon in different regions of the globe (Assessment of the Regional Impact of 
Droughts in Europe, 2001, Sectorial Impacts of Drought and Climate Change, 2008, Evaluation 
of Arizona Drought Watch: The State's Drought Impacts Reporting System, 2009, State Drought 
Planning in the Western U.S.: A Multi-RISA-Agency-NIDIS Collaboration, 2010). 

In Romania, the most affected areas are located in the south and in the eastern parts of the 
country (Moldovan, 2003).  
 Based on a high number of factors, drought events – atmospherical, pedological, 
hydrological, mixte – have an extremely negative impact: ecologic (deterioration of agrcultural 
terrains, the reduction of the biological potential of soil etc.), economical (the ruduction of the 
agricultural crop associated to the food security of the population, the decreasing of the 
hydroelectric energy, problems in water supplying), social (poverty, epidemics). 
 The section dedicated to drought is devided into eight subchapters:  the first three of them 
present theoretical aspects of the drought concept, classification of drought events, short 
presentation of the generating factors as well as the description of the main drought types 
(atmospherical and hydrological (streamflow drought)). 
 In this study, we detailed two extreme hydrological phenomena: floods and droughts. 
Floods represent a special experience, even it is not a pleasant one, but a traumatic one and with 
terrifying results for the population affected. They are always a threat for the inhabitants of the 
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prone settlements. At the same time, drought events, even they are charged as less dangerous 
phenomena compared to floods, have serious enough consequences to be treated as important 
hazards by population and by authorities. 
  

GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION, LIMITS AND TERRITORIAL 
SUBORDINATION ELEMENTS 

  
 The studied region is known also as Teleorman Plain. It has a total surface of 12.490 km2, 
representing 26,99 % of the plain areas of the country. The region is also named as Central 
Romanian Plain, Western Muntenia Plain, Arges Plain ((Mihăilescu, 1966) etc. Reccently, it has 
been named as Teleorman Plain according to the name of the river that crosses it from North to 
South (Posea and Badea, 1984, in Geografia României, 2005). In the area, there are three 
hydrographical basins: Vedea, calmatui and Neajlov with a total number of 90 rivers.  

Figure 1. Geographical location of the studied region 
 

METHODS 

In order to determin trends in the time series, Mann-Kendall test and Sen’s slope 
estimates were used. The methods accept missing values and the data do not have to obey any 
particular distribution . Sen’s slope is not greatly influenced by singular errors in the data series. 
To calculate trends, the MAKESENS soft was employed. 

HYFRAN soft was used to compute the probability of occurence of different discharge 
flows. For each river, it was chosen the probability aproximation low that fitted the best to the 
data series.  

To analyse precipitation data sets of the five weather stations considered (figure 2), the 
weighted standardized precipitation anomaly was used in order to identify rainy or dry periods. 
 To draw the flood hydrograph and to calculate the single floods parameters, CAVIS 
software was used. It is a Windows application with two modules, one for management of the 
input data and the other for the calculation of the single floods parameteres.  
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The threshold method as described in the European Project ARIDE was employed to 
identify the duration, the severity and the occurance period of the streamflow drought events.  
 
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE MAIN CLIMATIC ELEMENTS AND OF THE RIVERS 

STREMFLOWS IN ROMANIAN PLAIN BETWEEN OLT AND ARGES RIVERS 
Data 
In order to analyse the extreme hydrological phenomena in the Romanian Plain between Olt and 
 Arges rivers, we used data recorded in five weather stations and 12 hydrological station located 
in the area. The climatic data cover 43 year (1965-2007) and they were provided by the European 
Climate Assessment (Klein Tank AMG et al., 2002) and by Meteorological National 
Administration.  

As climatic parameters, mean monthly, seasonal and annual temperatures, monthly and 
annual precipitation together with the monthly maximum amount recorded in 24 h and mean 
thickness of the snow layer were analysed.  

For the streamflow analysis, the mean monthly, annual and multi-annual discharge flows 
were considered. For the analysis of floods and drought events, daily discharge were used.  

 

 
Figure 2. The hydro-meteorological measurements network in Romanian Plain between Olt and 

Arges 
 

General climatic features 

Air temperature 
Air temperature has a simple variation, with minimum values recorded in January (-1.1C 

....-2.2 C)and maximum values in July ( 20.8 C....23.3 C) (table 1). The mean annual value 
increses from north to south and respectively from 10.2 C, recorded in Pitesti, to 11.4 C, at 
Turnu Magurele.  
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Figure 3. Mean monthly air temperature (1965-2005), (C) 
 
Regarding trends of air temperature, one can notice a general increasing trend in the area 

for the most data sets. Thus, for 11 of the time series, there are increasing trends for all weather 
stations. For annual, summer and summer months values, the trends are also statistically 
significant (table 1). For September, December and for the winter season, for the most  locations, 
the slopes were negative. For April and November, some weather stations recorded stationary 
trends.  
 

Table 1. Trends of air temperature (ºC/decade) 

Station Piteşti Videle Roşiorii de Vede Alexandria Turnu- Măgurele 
Series Q1 SS2 Q SS Q SS Q SS Q SS 
J 0,696 * 0,265   0,213   0,322   0,212   
F 0,354   0,315   0,289   0,366   0,298   
M 0,344   0,304   0,258   0,300   0,203   
A -0,067   0,000   0,000   0,069   -0,056   
M 0,266   0,257   0,303   0,290   0,140   
J 0,667 *** 0,636 ** 0,614 ** 0,750 *** 0,442 * 
J 0,552 ** 0,500 ** 0,500 ** 0,538 *** 0,452 ** 
A 0,553 ** 0,500 ** 0,500 * 0,545 ** 0,467 * 
S 0,000   -0,133   -0,131   -0,080   -0,200   
O 0,237 + 0,196   0,200   0,188   0,226   
N 0,000   0,000   0,050   0,000   -0,065   
D 0,200   -0,086   -0,127   -0,155   -0,167   
Annual 0,242 * 0,195 * 0,159 + 0,187 + 0,151 + 
DJF 0,333   0,133   -0,037   -0,033   -0,031   
MAM 0,159   0,176   0,146   0,202   0,093   
JJA 0,532 *** 0,504 *** 0,497 *** 0,539 *** 0,444 ** 
SON 0,061   0,000   0,012   0,000   0,025   

1 – Average slope 2 – Statistical significance: = 0.1; * -  =0.05;  ** - =0.01; *** - =0.001. 
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Precipitation 
The monthly amount of precipitation respect the low of the temperat continenetal regime, 

with maximum values recorded in summer months and minimum values specific to cold period 
of the year.  

There is a general decreasing trends of precipitation amounts in the area. Thus, for the 
61.18% of the analyzes data sets, the trends are decrasing (table 2). Among them, only 10 % (8 
data sets) are statistically significant with different confidence level varing from 90% to 99%.  

It worth mention that, for all weather stations considered, the annual amount of 
precipitation have decreasing trends with quite high value: 30 mm/decade or even higher. 

The increasing of the precipitation amount specific to the autumn months is very low 
compared to the decreasing trend specific during summer and it can’t balance the accumulated 
deficit. 

   
Table 2. Trends of the monthly, seasonal and annual precipitation (mm/decade)  

Station Piteşti Videle 
Roşiorii de 
Vede Alexandria 

Turnu- 
Măgurele 

Series Q1 SS2 Q SS Q SS Q SS Q SS 
I 1.029  0.145  -1.854   -1.777   -2.396  
F -1,207  -2,297  -5,649 * -4,586 + -4,125 * 
M 1,471  2,459  1,025   0,540   -0,387   
A 1,365  1,812  -0,336   0,364   0,739   
M -2,117  0,689  -3,520   1,386   -2,819   
J -10,031  -2,141  -5,319   -3,209   -7,523 + 
J 3,370  -0,528  -1,069   -5,101   -0,498   
A -3,325  -7,933  -1,818   -13,976 ** -5,426   
S 5,458  4,855  3,639   6,214 + 6,739   
O 5,697  3,240  3,074   1,986   2,927   
N -1,125  -2,012  -4,637   -2,766   -4,390   
D 1,146  2,244  -0,400   -0,602   -1,519   
Annual -11,682  -8,943  -22,511   -30,459   -30,000   
DJF 2,889  -3,164  -9,002   -11,600 + -12,216 + 
MAM 0,825  3,277  -2,895   1,931   -3,690   
JJA -9,010  -10,906  -6,750   -24,458 + -14,865   
SON 8,063  9,456  4,892   7,638   8,139   

1 – Average slope 
2 – Statistical significance: = 0.1; * -  =0.05;  ** - =0.01; *** - =0.001. 

 
Snow cover 
The depth of the snow layer is one of the most important climatic parameter together with 

the total amount of liquid precipitation for the analysis of the flood occuring at the end of the 
winter or at the biginning of the spring.  

In the Romanian Plain between Olt and Arges rivers, mean depth of the snow cover were 
analyzed from November till March (figure 4).  
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Figure 4. The mean depth of the snow cover (cm) 
 
 

Hydrological features of stream flow in Romanian Plain between Olt and  Arges 
  
 General features of the area 

The segment between Olt and Arges rivers of the Romanian Plain is characterized by a 
flat plain relief, excepting the northern part where it is a hilly plain (Pitesti Hilly Plain). 

The river network in the analyzed area has a mean density of 0.36 km/km2, and varies 
from 0.67km/km2, in the higher part (in the North) to 0.57 km/ km2 in the central area and to 0.03 
km/ km2, in the lowest areas (South). 

The shape of the hydrographical basins is evenly developed from NW to SE along the 
rivers. The shape has an important influence on the stream flow.  

In the area, there are 130 permanent and non-permanent antropogenic water bodies, 
especially in the Vedea river basin, generally with an economic use.  

The human interventions in the natural landscapes (ponds and lakes used for agriculture, 
for fishing, for flood flow mitigation, for water supply, for irrigation) generates changes in the 
natural regim of the rivers strem flows.  

 
Multi-annual variation of the stream flow  

The water from the rivers comes from the surface waters as well as from the underground 
waters. Each of those sources depends of the local factors, such as climatic and soils features. 
Surface sources are represented by precipitation and by water cming from snow melting. In the 
studied region, the highest precipitation are recorded during summer and spring, but the most part 
of them goes to underground.  

An important role in the variation of water level is played by the evaporation. It may 
occur over the water, soil, snow cover or vegetation and determines the decreasing of the 
discharge flow.  

The average seasonal discharge flows are presented in table 3.  
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Table 3. Mean seasonal discharge flow (1965-2007) 

No. River Measurement 
location 

Q0 
(m3/s) 

Qmed 
(m3/s) 
Winter 

Qmed 
(m3/s) 
Spring 

Qmed 
(m3/s) 
Summer 

Qmed 
(m3/s) 
Autumn 

1 Buzeşti 0,84 1,22 1,72 0,87 0,49 
2 Văleni 4,16 5,58 5,96 3,48 2,38 
3 

Vedea 
Alexandria 7,65 10,26 10,94 5,96 4,92 

4 Teleorman 2,78 3,38 4,42 2,28 2,48 
5 

Teleorman 
Tătărăştii de Sus 3,06 3,32 3,32 2,93 0,87 

6 Cotmeana Ciobani 1,37 1,96 2,09 1,16 0,83 
7 Pârâul Câinelui Vârtoapele 2,84 2,39 2,75 0,12 0,15 
8 Urluiu Furculeşti 0,56 0,71 0,60 0,41 0,55 
9 Călmăţui Crângu 1,46 1,67 1,71 1,15 1,29 
10 Glavacioc Crovu 0,83 1,08 1,10 0,62 0,77 
11 Neajlov Vadu Lat 4,29 4,73 5,19 3,92 3,76 

 
We compared the stations where the highest and the lowest discharge flows were 

recorded: Alexandria, located on Vedea river and respectively, Furculesti, on Urlui river. Thus, 
on Vedea river, the highest discharge flow is specific to spring (10.94 m3/s), while on Urlui, the 
maximum discharge was recorded during winter (0.71 m3/s) (figure 3). The lowest flows usually 
record during autumn on Vedea river (4.92 m3/s) and during summer, on Urlui (0.41 m3/s) 
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Figure 5.  Mean seasonal discharge flows 

 

Occurance probability of discharge flows  

Do calculate the probability of occurance of mean annual and seasonal discharge flows 
the HYFRAN software was used. In order to get best aproximation, we used different 
aproximation lows for the rivers in the studied area: log-Pearson III, log-normal 3 parameters etc.   

The maximum values of the monthly discharge do not respect any temporal or spatial 
rule: the maximum discharges are specific from February till July, while the minimum discharges 
are recorded from June till November.  
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                 Table 4. Sen’s slope of the trend for the maximum liquid discharge flow in Romanian Plain between Olt 
and Arges for 1965-2007 period (m3/s*decade) 

 

Vedea 1 
(Văleni) 

Vedea 2 
(Alexandria) 

Teleorman 1 
(Tătărăştii de 
Sus) 

Teleorman 2 
(Teleormanu) 

Urlui 
(Furculeşti) 

PârâulCâinelui 
(Vârtoapele) 

Cotmeana 
(Ciobani) 

Dâmbovnic 
(Slobozia) Series 

Q SS Q SS Q SS Q SS Q SS Q SS Q SS Q SS 
Mean flows 

J -0.150   -0.543 * -0.084   -0.357 ** -0.038   -0.013   -0.025   0.061   
F -1.327 * -2.922 ** -0.308 * -1.141 ** -0.090 ** -0.110 * -0.240 * -0.186   
M -0.450   -1.550 * -0.176 * -0.747 * -0.056   -0.072 + -0.111   -0.183   
A -0.115   -0.500   -0.032   -0.098   -0.002   0.016   -0.081   0.123   
M -0.404 * -0.652 * -0.013   -0.131   -0.006   -0.003   -0.191 * 0.057   
J -0.526   -0.841 * -0.052   -0.270   -0.023   -0.011   -0.145   0.142   
J -0.308 * -0.742 * -0.021   -0.178   -0.012   -0.014   -0.057   0.112   
A -0.041  0.029   0.000   -0.076   0.014   -0.011 + 0.007   0.193  
S -0.094   -0.205   0.003   -0.095   -0.044   -0.012 * -0.002   0.162   
O 0.043   0.003   0.020   -0.043   -0.026   -0.011 + 0.006   0.194   
N -0.025   -0.335 * -0.037   -0.191 ** -0.037   -0.019 * -0.011   0.150   
D -0.246   -0.407 + -0.094 * -0.200 ** -0.020   -0.023 + -0.010   0.030   
Annual -0.877 * -1.270 ** -0.158 * -0.429 ** -0.039   -0.059 * -0.239 ** -0.020   

Maximum flows 
J -0.286   -1.057 * -0.256 * -1.038 ** -0.150 *** -0.035   -0.191 + -0.179   
F -5.324 * -1.200 ** -0.861 + -4.333 ** -0.258 *** -0.530 ** -0.933 * -1.211 * 
M -0.931   -2.775 + -0.427   -1.600 + -0.202 ** -0.147   -0.366   -0.585 + 
A -0.286   -0.800   -0.193   -0.263   -0.161 ** -0.056   -0.322   -0.277   
M -1.466 * -2.374 * -0.500 + -0.394   -0.190 ** -0.054 ** -1.855 ** -0.172   
J -1.380   -0.615   -3.000 * -1.229 ** -0.219 ** -0.054 * 3.545   -0.270   
J -2.093 * -3.571 * 8.040 *** -0.709 ** -0.125   -0.085 ** -0.722 ** -0.767 ** 
A -0.107   -0.193   -0.096   -0.277 + -0.140 + -0.040 * -0.053   -0.016   
S -0.167   -0.342   -0.007   -0.329 *** -0.157 * -0.023 * -0.063   0.150   
O 0.072   -0.042   0.000   -0.118   -0.164 * -0.022 * -0.005   0.150   
N -0.227   -0.562 + -0.128 * -0.330 ** -0.176 ** -0.022   -0.092 * -0.139   
D -0.527   -0.500   -0.180 + -0.309   -0.142 ** -0.040 * -0.042   -0.272 + 
Annual -6.670 + -6.898 * -1.126   -2.308 * -0.193 *** -0.362 * -2.529 * -0.670   



 Trends were calcualted both for mean discharge and for maximum discharge flows. Thus, 
the general trend of the region is that of decreasing for mean flows as well as for maximum ones. 
For all the rivers considered, from November til May, but also in August, all the stations datasets 
have decreasing trends. For decreasing during wintertime, the main causes seem to be the same 
like those for mean discharge. For maximum discharge during summer, only two data sets have 
positive slopes. In this situation one can consider that to the decreasing precipitation increasing 
evporation as a consequence of increasing temperature is added. The extremly high slope of July 
on Teleorman river is mainly due to the catastrophic floods of summer 2005. Then a historical 
discharge flow of 75.2 m3/s was recorded and it was generated by a three time higher precipitation 
amount compared to the mean multi-annual value of July. 

Considering the slopes, for the most important rivers of the region, the flow decreased by 
0...22% for the whole period (between  0 and 9%/decade). This rates are much higher compared 
to those estimated by models for Eastern Europe (0-23% untill 2020) (IPCC, 2007). 
 At Alexandria, the occurence probability of the mean multi-annual discharge flow (7.65 
m3/s) is higher than 50 % of he total cases, while the discharge flow of 10.8 m3/s has a 
probability of 20 % (figure 6). The 1% occurence probability flow has a value of 28.8 m3/s, while 
the flow of 50.2 m3/s has a probability of 0.1%. 

 
Figure 6.   Occurence probability of the mean muti-annual discharge flow, Alexandria station 

 

The occurence probability for the high water season is very different depending on the 
location of the station and of the river inside the basin (table 5).  
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Table 5. Occurance probabilty of the flow during high-water season 

 
 
Correlation between precipitation and discharge flows 

 Correlation between precipitation and discharge flows considered sum of annual 
precipitations and the average values of annual discharge flows of rivers in the area. Correlation 
coefficient was calculated between the discharge flow of every hydrological station and the 
precipitation range recorded in the closest weather station for each location (table 6). 

The analysis showed different results for rivers in the studied region. Thus, for the main 
river of the area, Vedea, the values of r coefficient indicate that there is a linear correlation 
between annual precipitation amounts and average annual discharge flows (r > 0.50) for the two 
couples of data series. For the second river in order of importance, Teleorman, the linear 
correlation was found only for one of the two analyzed couple of data series.  
 Little tributaries discharges do not correlate with precipitation ranges to any of the 
stations. 

Table 6. Bravais-Pearson correlation coefficient 

River Hydrometric station Weather station Bravais-Pearson Coefficient 
Alexandria Alexandria 0.59 Vedea Văleni Roşiorii de Vede 0.67 
Tătărăştii de Sus Piteşti 0.53 Teleorman Teleormanu Alexandria 0.17 

Cotmeana Ciobani Piteşti 0.54 
Dimbovnic Slobozia Piteşti 0.36 
Urlui Furculeşti Turnu - Măgurele 0.40 
Pârâul Câinelui Vârtoapele Roşiorii de Vede 0.34 

T q Pârâul 
Câinelui Vedea 

Tătărăştii 
de Sus 
Telerorman 

Teleorman 
Teleorman Călmăţui Crovu 

Glavacioc 
Vadu Lat 
Neajlov 

10000 0.0001 26.9 267 21.8 72.7 8.23 19.4 39.3 

2000 0.0005 15.7 154 13.2 44.7 6.67 10.9 26.1 

1000 0.001 12.2 119 10.6 36.1 6.05 8.39 21.8 

200 0.005 6.44 62.0 6.14 21.4 4.74 4.52 14.2 

100 0.01 4.72 45.3 4.80 16.9 4.22 3.42 11.7 

50 0.02 3.37 32.3 3.71 13.3 3.72 2.56 9.61 

20 0.05 2.03 19.7 2.59 9.4 3.1 1.71 7.33 

10 0.1 1.30 12.9 1.92 7.09 2.65 1.23 5.91 

5 0.2 0.75 7.94 1.38 5.19 2.21 0.85 4.68 

3 0.3 0.46 5.30 1.05 4.01 1.88 0.63 3.90 

2 0.5 0.27 3.70 0.79 3.11 1.61 0.47 3.27 

1.428 0.7 0.14 2.64 0.59 2.38 1.35 0.34 2.75 

1.25 0.8 0.09 2.27 0.51 2.07 1.22 0.29 2.52 

1.111 0.9 0.05 1.96 0.42 1.73 1.08 0.24 2.28 

1.052 0.95 0.03 1.80 0.36 1.53 0.98 0.21 2.14 

1.020 0.98 0.02 1.70 0.31 1.35 0.89 0.18 2.01 

1.010 0.99 0.01 1.65 0.29 1.26 0.84 0.17 1.95 

1.005 0.995 0.01 1.62 0.27 1.19 0.80 0.16 1.90 

1.001 0.999 0.00 1.59 0.24 1.07 0.74 0.14 1.83 

1.000 0.9995 0.00 1.58 0.23 1.04 0.72 0.13 1.81 

1.000 0.9999 0.00 1.56 0.21 0.972 0.68 0.13 1.77 
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EXTREME HYDROLOGICAL PHENOMENA IN ROMANIAN PLAIN BETWEEN 
OLT AND    ARGES RIVERS 

Analysis of floods on rivers in Romanian Plain between Olt and Arges 
For the floods analysis main parameters of the floods were calculated.  
The main parameters of the flood calculated for this study were: the maximum flow of the 

flood (the peak of the flood), the increasing duration of the flood (accumulation time), the 
decreasing duration, the total duration, the total discharge, the water layer and the shape 
coefficient of the flood.  

The total duration (hours) is defined as the total duration of the flood and is calculated as 
sum of increasing and decreasing durations.  

The longest flood recorded in the area under study and for the period analyzed, was in 
1977, from February 1st til february 23. It cumulated 520 h and was recorded on Cainelui Valley 
at Vartoapele station (table 7).  

Table 7. Variation of total duration of the floods on the rivers in the Romanian Plain between Olt and Arges 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Layer of the water discharged of the flood 
The thickness of the water layer has diferent values according to the total volume of the 

flood and the surface of the hydrographic basin. The maximum values varied between 35.79 mm 
and 518 mm (table 10). The highest value was recorded in 1994 at Furculesti station, on Urlui 
River (518 mm). Other  high values were recorded in 1972, on Vedea river, at Valeni and 
Alexandria stations (122, 76 mm and respectively, 118, 78 mm). At Alexandria, even if the 
surface of the basin is higher (3,246 km2), the discharged layer was also high because during the 
October 1972 flood, the historical discharge flow was recorded (792m3/s).  

 

 

 

 

Total duration  
minimum 

Total duration  
average 
 

Total duration  
maximum 

No. River Location  

hours Year hours hours Year 
1 Călmă�ui  Crângu 43 2002 150 375 1970 
2 Urlui  Furcule�ti 206 2005 241 518 1994 
3 Teleormanu 40 2008 109 298 2006 
4 

Teleorman 
Tătără�tii de 
Sus 

15 1997 90 239 2004 

5 Cotmeana  Ciobani 29 2004 82 273 1996 
6 Pârâul Câinelui  Vârtoapele 48 1996 181 520 1977 
7 Buze�ti 24 1999 68 222 1988 
8 Văleni 42 2005 95 274 1996 
9 

Vedea  

Alexandria 37 2008 118 463 2000 
10 Dâmbovnic  Slobozia 36 2009 98 203 2003 
11 Neajlov  Vadu Lat 46 2007 132 307 2006 
12 Glavacioc  Crovu 54 1998 180 513 2003 
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Table.8 Layer of the water discharged during flood events 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
The maximum discharge flow  
The highest values of the maximum discharge flow were recorded at stations located on 

Vedea river.  
Thus, at Alexandria, the highest flow of a flood event was of 935 m3/s and was recorded 

on 11 October 1972 at 23.00 (figure.7); at Valeni station, the highest flow was recorded on July 
3, 2005, 14.00 h (751m3/s), while at Buzesti station the highest value was recorded on May 23, 
1995, 17.00 h (345 m3/s). 

Figure 7. Variation of the maximum discharge flow of the floods recorded on rivers in Romanian Plain beween Olt 
and Arges rivers 

Frequency of flood occurence 
From the total amount of floods, the most frequent are those with a duration between 50 and 150 
hours, representing 57.09%, while floods with a duration of 150-250 h represent only 20.17%. 
The lowest cases are floods with a longer duration, more than 350 h (2.20%) (table 11) 

 

Maximum 
layer  
 

Average 
layer  

Minimum layer No. River Hydrometric 
station  

Mm year Mm Mm year 
1 Călmătui  Crângu 6.54 1984 2.63 0.55 2002 
2 Urluiu  Furculeşti 518 1994 362 206 1994 
3 Teleorman 23.44 2005 5.18 0.41 1995 
4 

Teleorman 
Tătără�tii de 
Sus 50.96 2005 10.77 0.58 1994 

5 Cotmeana  Ciobani 35.79 1995 10.48 0.25 1984 
6 Pârâul Câinelui  Vârtoapele 91.78 1972 13.74 0.88 1970 
7 Buze�ti 29.58 2005 8.44 1.11 1988 
8 Văleni 122.87 1972 13.55 1.06 1970 
9 

Vedea  
 

Alexandria 118.76 1972 11.29 0.67 1972 
10 Dâmbovnic  Slobozia 42.57 2005 6.42 0.29 1990 
11 Neajlov  Vadu Lat 55.17 2005 9.53 0.48 1995 
12 Glavacioc  Crovu 28.27 1997 8.33 0.92 1996 
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Table. 9.Flood frequency considering the total duration 

 
If seasonal occurence of the flood is considerd, one can see that the most floods are 

specific to winter (129) and spring (122) as a consequence of high amounts of liquid precipitation 
cumulated with the quick snow layer melting and a low evaporation (figure 8).  

 
Figure. 8 . Seasonal frequency of theflood occurence 

Summer flood of 2005 
The year 2005 was charaterized by both extremely high amounts of precipitation and 

huge discharge flows on the rivers. For instance, at Alexandria weather station, 1061 mm of 
precipitation were recorded, reprezenting almost double value if compared to the mean multi-
annual value (536.8 mm). Months from May till September recorded amounts 100-150 mm 
higher compared to the mean  multi-annual values. Those volumes of waters generated huge 
highfloods on the rivers. 

The synoptic situation which determined the heavy rains from 2-7 July 2005, was 
characterized, initially, at the 500 hPa isobaric surface level, by a western circulation. 

Number of floods with duration of ...(h) 
No. River Station 

>350 h 250-350 h 150-250 h 50-150 h < 50 h 
1 Călmăţui Crângu 1 3 12 16 1 
2 Urlui Furculeşti 1 0 1 0 0 
3 Teleormanu 0 1 2 19 2 
4 Teleorman 

Tătărăştii de Sus 0 0 2 20 5 
5 Cotmeana Ciobani 0 1 2 16 16 
6 Pârâul Câinelui Vârtoapele 3 4 10 17 1 
7 Buzeşti 0 0 1 13 14 
8 Văleni 0 1 3 21 6 
9 

Vedea 

Alexandria 1 1 6 17 4 
10 Dâmbovnic Slobozia 0 0 6 19 3 
11 Neajlov Vadu Lat 0 1 8 16 1 
12 Glavacioc Crovu 1 0 11 9 0 
13 Total  7 12 64 183 53 
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At sea level, the most part of the continent was under the rule of low pressure centers. 
Only the Northwestern Scandinavia was an exception dominated by a high pressure center.  

  
Figure.9 .Geopotential at 500 hPa isobaric surface level (5500 m ) and sea level pressure on 03. 07. 2005, ora 0000 

(after www.wetterzentrale.de) 
From 2 to 4 July, over Romanian territory a mediterannean depression was acting, 

especially over the souther part of the country. It developed under the cold nucleus identified at 
500 hPa, while the southewestern Europe was under the warm high pressure center,originated in 
Norther Africa and developed in the high altitude. (figure 9).  

In those conditions, huge amounts of precipitaion were recorded in the Central 
romanian Plain:  197 mm at Buzesti, 218 m, at valeni and 143.4 mm, at Alexandria.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure.10.Precipitation amount fallen from 2 to 4 July 2005 and the mean multi-annual monthly amount of July 

 
Using the floods graphics, the parameters have been calculated for each station where the 

flood occured in July 2005. 
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Table 10.  Direct stream flow and flood parameters at stations where flood occured in July 2005 

Vedea River Glavacioc 
River 

Teleorman 
River 

Câinelui 
River 

           River and  
                    
station 
 
Parameters 

Buzeşti Văleni Alexandria Crovu Teleor-
manu 

Tătărăştii 
de Sus Vârtoapele 

QmaxV 
(m3/s) 192.51 730.54 734.56 37.09 179.86 66.88 10.42 

WcV 
(mil.m3) 4.49 22.09 38.26 1.09 5.97 0.59 1.24 

WdV 
(mil.m3) 8.34 52.83 28.13 8.59 16.46 7.82 0.97 

WtV 
(mil.m3) 12.83 74.92 66.40 9.68 22.43 8.41 2.21 

HsV 
(mm) 25.92 43.46 20.46 15.08 16.73 20.26 9.24 

D
ire

ct
 

st
re

am
 

flo
w

 
pa

ra
m

et
er

s 

GammaV 0.36 0.41 0.40 0.42 0.36 0.48 0.51 
Qmax 
(m3/s) 208.00 751.00 834.00 39.60 196.00 75.30 12.00 

Wc 
(mil.m3) 4.92 22.92 44.14 1.31 6.95 0.79 1.43 

Wd 
(mil.m3) 12.86 60.57 45.10 11.38 24.50 10.59 1.50 

Wt 
(mil.m3) 17.78 83.48 89.25 12.69 31.45 11.34 2.93 

Hs (mm) 35.92 48.43 27.49 19.77 23.45 27.33 12.27 
Gamma 0.47 0.45 0.48 0.52 0.46 0.58 0.59 
Tc (h) 14 18 30 39 27 7 49 
Td (h) 37 51 32 133 70 65 66 

Fl
oo

d 
pa

ra
m

et
er

s 

Tt (h) 51 69 62 172 97 72 115 
 

 
Figure.11  July 2005 flood graphs, Vedea  river                              Figure.12  July 2005 flood graphs, Teleorman  river  

 
 Using the information released by Administration and Home Ministry, one can notice that 
in Teleorman County, 33 settlements have been affected by flood, 4545 inhabitans have been 
evacuated and more than 5000 houses have been damaged and 40 houses have been isolated 
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because of the bridges crash.  292 families became homeless, as their houses were completely 
destroyed. The total amount of damages increased up to 10.000.000 USD. 

By special measures taken Emergency Situations Inspectorate, inhabitants and the cattle 
in the affected settlements have been evacuated. The inhabitants have been accomodated in 
schools, hospitals and cultural centers buildings.  

The flood damaged eight 8 hydraulic engineering works and broke 21 dams. Over the 
little tributaries, 83 footbridges have been completely destroyed. Because of that 40 houses 
became isolated.  

 
Table 11. Impact of July 2005 flood in RP 

( after Buletinul informativ al Ministerului Administraţiei şi Internelor, July 2005) 
 

 
 
Atmospherical drought  
We considerd necessary to study the atmospherical drought because it is the main cause 

of the hydrological drought.  
Atmospherical drought ussualy is a consequence of the absence of precipitaiton, 

especially liquid precipitation, but also of the relative humidity less than 40 % and of higher air 
temperature. In Romania, the absence of precipitation is generated by the presence of the stable 
high pressure centers, covering a large part of European continent. 

In the studied region, there have been identified many dry spells. Thus, in the 39 years, 
dry spells and  drought wee recorded in 18 years at Pitesti, in the north of the region and in 25 
years, at Alexandria, in the centre of the area.  

Stream flow drought analysis 
Southern and Eastern regions of Romania are considered more and more vulnerable to 

different kinds of drought: meteorological, hydrological or pedological. The implications become 
more important because they are considered as main agricultural areas of the country (Croitoru 
and Toma, 2010). That’s why many authors studied the drought from meteorological (Bogdan 
and Niculescu, 1999, Stângă, 2009) or hydrological perspectives (Ştefan et al., 2004, Ghioca, 
2008, Holobâcă, 2010, Sorocovschi, 2010). 
  Hydrological drought in terms of stream flow drought is defined when the flow decreases 
below a given values. It defines a threshold, q0, below which the river flow is considered as a 

No 

County 

Se
ttl

em
en

t 
fe

ce
d 

V
ic

tim
s 

Ev
ac

ua
te

d 
in

ha
bi

ta
nt

s 
D

is
try

ed
 

ho
us

es
 

D
am

ag
ed

 
ho

us
es

 
Is

ol
at

ed
 

ho
us

es
  

H
ou

se
ho

ld
 

an
ne

xe
s  

in
st

itu
tio

ns
 

B
ro

ke
n 

da
m

s 

B
rid

ge
s 

an
d 

fo
ot

br
id

ge
s 

ro
ad

s (
km

) 

W
at

er
 

su
pp

ly
 

ne
tw

or
k 

(k
m

) 
A

gr
ic

ul
tu

re
al

 
te

rr
ai

n 
(h

a)
 

ca
ttl

e 

ha
y 

1 Argeş 10 0 0 0 78 0 95 0 2 13 19 0 1871 0 52 
2 Giurgiu 7 0 137 1 47 0 65 1 0 4 30 0 0 138 47 
3 Olt 9 1 0 0 9 0 31 0 0 0 30 0 1910 0 43 
4 Teleorman 33 2 4545 291 4983 40 3746 31 19 66 418 1 831 10306 490 
5 Total 59 3 4682 292 5.114 40 3936 32 21 83 494 1 4612 10.442 632 
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drought (Yevjevich, 1967). This approach allows simultaneous characterisation of stream flow 
droughts in terms of duration (di), severity (or deficit volume, si) and time of occurrence (Hisdal 
et al., 2001).   
  Among other types of thresholds (a well-defined flow quantity, a percentage of the mean 
flow), we decided to use a percentile from the flow duration curve because expressing flows as 
exceedance values allows flow conditions in different rivers to be compared.  
   According to European Union Project ARIDE (Demuth and Stahl, 2001), the threshlod 
may vary from 70% to 90% exceedance probability. For this study, the 80% exceedence 
probability of seasonal flow was used for many reasons. In the case of a longer than one season 
drought event, the threshold changes according the specific flow. High flow season was 
considered from November till March, while low flow season was from April till October. 

Data 
For hydrological drought, daily data of the discharge flows recorded in seven hydrometric 

stations were employed (fig.2). Five of the hydrological data sets covered 30 years, from 1980 
until 2009. Only two hydrological data series are available for a period of 22 years long (those 
recorded on Glavacioc and Neajlov). 

Then, five specific parameters of the hydrological drought (HD) have been analysed: 
mean multiannual number of the hydrological drought events (HDE), mean multiannual duration 
of the HDEs, maximum duration of HDEs both in their average and absolute values, mean annual 
cumulated duration of HDEs, average daily discharge during HDEs and the mean discharge 
deficit volume (Table 12). 

Finally, trends in the specific parameters of HD were identified. 

The mean annual number of HDEs varies, generally, between three and nine, while the 
maximum number of events was between 10, in the eastern part of the region, and 25, in central 
area. Otherwise, the analysis revealed for Teleorman river the highest values both for average 
and for maximum number of HDEs, for the two hydrometric stations considered. It worth 
mention that there are two rivers that experienced years without any HDE (Călmăţui and 
Neajlov) at the end of ‘80s and at the beginning of the ‘90s. 

The longest HDEs as average values were recorded on the lowest rivers in terms of 
discharge flow, Câinelui and Galvacioc, while the lowest values were specific to southern stations: 
Teleormanu and Crîngu on Teleorman and Călmăţui rivers.  

Cumulated duration of HDEs analysis show that dry periods are more longer in Vedea 
Hydrographic basin than in the others, with more than 140 days/year as average and more than 
300 days/year as maximum values.  

If the absolute maximum duration of a single HDE is considered, the variation in the area 
is very large, from less than 200 days, on the most important river, Vedea, up to almost 500 days, 
on the little Câinelui River.  

Actually, considering both mean and absolute maximum values of HDEs, no rule seems 
to be identified in the area between multi-annual discharge flows values and the length of HDEs. 
Thus, we consider that rather meteorological factors, such as temperature and the intensity of the 
evaporation, may play the main role in the occurrence of the HDE than hydrological parameters 
values of the analyzed rivers. 

As expected, the mean multi-annual daily discharge during HDEs, has the highest values 
on Vedea River and the lowest on Câinelui River.  

 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 22 

Table 12. The hydrological drought parameters in Central Romanian Plain  (1980-2009) 

Hydrographic basin Vedea 
Cal-
ma-
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                                        River 
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m6 1 3 3 1 0 0 1 
A7 6.8 8.14 11.1 4.3 4.2 3.32 5.82 Annual number of HDE 5 
M8 15 25 18 12 12 12 10 
m 3.0 4 1.7 2.5 0 0 3.6 
A 25.8 25.9 15.5 47.7 14.9 18.4 29.6 Annual mean of HDEs 

duration (days) 
M 108 106 40.7 149 53.7 122.5 190 
A 141.6 161.6 158.2 184.6 87.5 77.3 118.5 Average cumulated HDEs 

duration M 324 365 300 567 322 252 246 
Absolute maximum duration 
of one HDE (days) M 198 306 164 492 278 244 190 

m 1.44 0.373 1.21 0.017 0 0 0.114 
A 1.85 0.5 1.43 0.048 0.6 1.4 0.206 

Multiannual average daily 
discharge during HDE 
(m3/s) M 2.31 0.705 1.85 0.093 1.78 2.47 0.391 

m 1.85 0.9 1.6 0.2 0 0 1.1 
A 67.1 11.4 25.1 6.61 5.5 12.7 5.97 Multiannual mean streamflow 

deficit (mil. m3) M 175.5 29.5 51.3 39.6 18.2 50.2 13.4 
Note: 1 – Hydrographic Station; 2 – Data available for 1988-2009; 3 –Mean multiannual discharge flow 4 – 

Exceedance probability threshold; 5 – Hydrological drought event; 6 – minimum value; 7 – mean value; 8 – maximum 
value; 9 - Hydrological drought. 

The highest values of the multi-annual stream flow deficit volume were found on the 
main rivers (Vedea and Neajlov), but the lowest value was not on the less important river in 
terms of mean multi-annual discharge flow (Câinelui river). 

A stream flow deficit volume analysis shows the lowest value specific to Galvacioc and 
not to Câinelui River. Mean multi-annual deficit value recorded on Câinelui River ranges this 
river as the fifth in decreasing order, before Călmăţui and Glavacioc while, if maximum annual 
values of the deficit volume are considered, the same river can be placed also before upper 
Teleorman river (Tătărăştii de Sus hydrographic station). 

 
Trends of hydrological drought parameters 
For the same parameters, trends were identified and mean slopes were calculated for the 

30 years period considered (table 15).  
Generally, there is an increasing trend of hydrological drought phenomenon in the area 

characterized by fewer events, but which are longer. The most important duration of drought was 
specific to central area, on Câinelui River, both in terms of mean multi-annual value and absolute 
maximum values of the 1980-2009 period. The most important intensity (given by the stream 
flow deficit volume) was specific to the main rivers of the area (Vedea and Neajlov). 
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Table 13. The hydrological drought parameters trend in Central Romanian Plain 
(average slope/decade) 

Hydrographic basin Vedea Cal-
matui Argeş 

                        
                             River 
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Q -0.250 -0.085 -0.231 0.000 0.235 0.000 -0.125 Mean annual number of 
HDE   *  *  **   

Q 0.914 0.722 0.528 1.363 0.731 1.229 0.297 Mean annual HDE 
length (days)  ** * ** + ** +  

Q 3.235 4.165 2.091 4.933 5.100 4.000 -3.235 Mean annual number of 
HD days     + *** *  

Q 1.905 1.477 1.533 2.636 2.813 2.500 -1.500 Absolute maximum 
HDE length  + + +  *** +  

Q -0.002 0.000 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 -0.004 Mean daily discharge 
during HDE (m3/s)        + 

Q 1.484 0.298 0.512 0.110 0.307 0.696 -0.161 Mean annual stream-
flow deficit (mil. m3)   +   *** *  

Note: 1 – Statistically significance: = 0.1; * - =0.05;  ** - =0.01;  *** - =0.001. 
 
Dryness phenomena were recorded only on one river (Câinelui river). 
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CONCLUSIONS 
Analysing the extreme hydrological phenomena in Romanian Plain between Olt and 

Arges rivers, we have anlysed floods and droughts recorded between 1965 and 2005.  
For the period considered, decreasing trends both of the mean and maximum discharge flows  

were computed together with increasing trends of the air temperature and decreasing slopes of 
the precipitation amounts. The Bravais-Pearson revealed direct connection between decreasing 
precipitation and decreasing stream flows. 

In the 41 years of the interval, 319 floods occurred. The most part of them were recorded 
during winter and spring:  40.43 % and respectively, 38.24%. Lower values characterized 
summer (12.85 %) and autumn (8.46 %). 

For the floods occurred in the warm semester, the heavy precipitations were the triggering 
factor, while for the floods of the cold semester, precipitations together with incresing 
temperature and melting snow became the triggering factors.  

Analysing the statistical data of the 12 hydrological stations considered in the region and 
also the data provided by local authorities, one may conclude that anthropogenic factor was an 
important influencing and control element of floods occurring and intensity. The human activities 
in the area with a negative impact on hydrological network were: the developping of irrigation 
systems, the construction of the storage lakes and other hydrotechnical works; chemical pollution 
that affects the vegetation in the minor rivers beds; the defforestation represent the most 
important damage, especially when it is done along the slopes. Although it affects little surfaces, 
the superficial cover of the soil is removed by the pluvial water.  

Analysing the hydrological drought parameters there are few main conclusions we 
reached at. 

Thus, there is no direct or reverse correlation between mean multi-annual discharge flows 
and the parameters of the hydrological drought events in the area. 

Generally, there is an increasing trend of hydrological drought phenomenon in the area 
characterized by fewer events, but which are longer. The most important duration of drought was 
specific to central area, on Câinelui River, both in terms of mean multi-annual value and absolute 
maximum values of the 1980-2009 period. The most important intensity (given by the stream 
flow deficit volume) was specific to the main rivers of the area (Vedea and Neajlov). Dryness 
phenomena were recorded only on one river (Câinelui river).  

The most important impacts as a consequence of the human activities, in the area are 
erosions of the banks, which influence the stability of the buildings and roads and destroy the 
agricultural surfaces.   

Floods and drought have their main effects on agricultural as well as on the other 
branches of the economy. Negative impacts on the environment may lead to catastrophic  
consequences on human lifes quality in the considered area.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 25 

REFERENCES 
 

1. Administraţia Naţională de Meteorologie (2009), Clima României, Editura Academiei Române, 
Bucureşti. 

2. Alexander, D. (2002), Natural Disasters, Ediţia a IV-a, Routledge, London and New York. 
3. Anastasiu, N., Mutihac, V., Grigorescu, D., Popescu, C. Gh. (1998), Dicţionar de 

geologie,Editura Didactică şi Pedagogică, R.A. Bucureşti. 
4. Aniţan, I. (1974), Scurgerea maximă în bazinul hidrografic Someş, Teza de doctorat, 

Cluj-Napoca. 
5. Antonescu – Remuşi, P.S. (1890), Dicţionarul geografic al judeţului Vlaşca, Bucureşti. 
6. Arghiuş, V. (2008), Studiul viiturilor de pe cursurile de apă din estul Munţilor Apuseni şi 

riscurile asociate, Editura Casa Cărţii de �tiinţă, Cluj Napoca. 
7. Armaş, I. (2001), Continuitate şi discontinuitate în sistemul morfohidrografic, Geography 

within the Context of Contemporary Developement, Editura Napoca Star, Cluj-Napoca. 
8. Badea, L., Dumitrescu, V. (1985), Suprafeţele unităţilor de relief ale României, SCGGG 

– Geografie, XXXII. 
9. Băloiu,V. (1971), Gospodărirea apelor, Editura Didactică şi Pedagogică, Bucureşti. 
10. Băloiu, V. (1980), Amenajarea bazinelor hidrografice şi a cursurilor de apă, Editura 

Ceres, Bucureşti. 
11. Bălteanu, D. (1989), Efecte ale unei posibile încălziri a climei asupra mediului în 

Europa, Terra, XXI. 
12. Bălteanu, D. (1992), Natural Hazard in Roumania. Revue Roumaine De Geographie., 

tome 36, Bucureşti. 
13.  Bălteanu, D. (2002), Cercetarea geografică şi dezvoltarea durabilă, Revista Geografică, 

VIII (2001), Bucureşti. 
14. Bandrabur, T. (1965), Precizări privind poziţia stratigrafică şi vârsta nisipurilor de 

Mostiştea, Institutul Geologic – Studii tehnice şi economice. Bucureşti. 
15. Bandrabur, T. (1968), Cercetări hidrogeologice pe interfluviul Ialomiţa -Mostiştea – 

Dunăre, Institutul Geologic – Studii tehnice şi economice. Bucureşti. 
16. Bâzâc, Gh. (1972), Probabilitatea producerii cantităţilor maxime de precipitaţii în 24 de 

ore pe teritoriul României, Revista Hidrotehnică, Bucureşti. 
17. Bogdan, O. (1978), Fenomene climatice de iarnă şi de vară, Editura Ştiinţifică şi 

Enciclopedică, Bucureşti. 
18. Bogdan, O. (1983), Suprafaţa subiacentă activă. Geografia României, vol. I. Editura 

Academiei Române, Bucureşti. 
19. Bogdan, O. (1992), Asupra noţiunilor de hazarde, riscuri şi catastrofe meteorologice/ 

climatice, SCGeografie, XXXIX. 
20. Bogdan, O., Niculescu, E. (1999), Riscurile climatice din România, Academia Română, 

Institutul de Geografie, Bucureşti. 
21. Bogdan, O., Marinică, I. (2007), Riscuri meteoclimatice din zona temperată Editura 

Lucian Blaga, Sibiu. 
22. Bois, P.H. (2000), Hydrologie générale, Institut National Polytechnique de Grenoble, 

E.N.S. d’Hydraulique et Mécanique de Grenoble. 
23. Bojariu, R. (2009), România, afectată de reducerea resurselor de apă (interviu acordat 

ziarului Evenimentul zilei, 4 mai 2009),http://www.resursenaturale.org /romania-afectata-
de-reducerea-resurselor-de-apa/, Accessed on January 31, 2009. 

24. Bordei-Ion, E. (1983), Rolul lanţului alpino-carpatic în evoluţia ciclonilor mediteraneeni, 
Editura Academiei, Bucureşti. 

25. Bordei-Ion, N., (1988), Fenomene meteoclimatice induse de configuraţia Carpaţilor în 
Câmpia Română, Editura Academiei Române, Bucureşti. 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 26 

26. Bordei-Ion, N., Bordei-Ion, E. (1983), Interferenţa circulaţiilor de vest şi de est în  
sectorul central-estic al Câmpiei Române, Studii Cercetări– Meteorologice, IMH. 

27. Bryant, E.A. (1991), Natural Hazards, Cambridge Universiti Pres. 
28. Busuioc, A., Von Storch, H. (1996), Changes in the winter precipitation in Romania and 

its relation to the large-scale circulation, Tellus, 47, 4, 538-552. 
29. Busuioc, A., Boroneanţ, C., Baciu, M., Dumitrescu, Al. (2008), Observed temperature and 

precipitation variability in Romania (Prezentare PowerPoint), 
http://meteo.hr/SEECOF08/zi2/2-19.pdf, accesată February 1, 2010. 

30. Cădere, R. (1964), Problema apelor subterane în R.P.R., Studii de Hidrogeologie, vol. I, Bucureşti. 
31. Călinescu, R. (1969), Biogeografia României, Editura  Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
32. Chiriac, D., Moldoveanu, M, Humă, C. (2002), Impactul socioeconomic al fenomenelor 

naturale dezastruoase. Inundaţii, alunecări de teren, secete, „Probleme economice”, vol. 
20–21, CIDE, Bucureşti. 

33. Chiriac, V., Filotti, A., Teodorescu, I.(1976), Lacuri de acumulare, Editura Ceres, Bucureşti. 
34. Ciulache, S., Ionac, N. (1993), General Evolution Trends of Air Temperature in Romania, 

Analele Universităţii din Bucureşti, seria Geografie, XLII: 61-67. 
35. Ciulache,S., Ionac,N.(1995), Fenomene atmosferice de risc, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
36. Ciulache, S., Cismaru, C. (2000), Climatic Changes in Romania (Air Tempera-ture). 

Analele Ştiinţifice ale Universităţii ‘Al.I.Cuza’ Iaşi, XL, s.II.s. Geografie: 37-43  
37. Coteţ, P. (1964), Unele aspecte ale reliefului dezvoltat pe loess şi depozite loessoide, 

Comunicări  Geografice – SSNG, III.  
38. Coteţ, P.(1976),Câmpia Română. Studiu de geomorfologie integrată, Editura Ceres, Bucureşti. 
39. Croitoru, A-E. (2000), Situaţii sinoptice generatoare de viituri în Bazinul superior şi 

mijlociu al  râului Mureş, în Comunicări de geografie ,IV, Editura Universităţii din 
Bucureşti, pp 251-256. 

40. Croitoru, A-E. (2006), Excesul de precipitaţii din Depresiunea Transilvaniei, Editura 
Casa Cărţii de Ştiinţă, Cluj Napoca. 

41. Croitoru, A-E., Chiotoroiu, B., Iancu, I. (2011), Precipitation Analysis Using Mann-
Kendal Test and WASP Cumulated Curve in Southeastern Romania în Studia 
Universitatea Babeş Bolyai, Geographia, 1 . 

42. Croitoru, A-E., Toma, F-M. (2010), Trends in Precipitation and Snow Cover in Central 
Part of Romanian Plain, in Geographia Technica, 1. 

43. Croitoru, A-E., Toma, F-M. (2011), Considerations on Streamflow Drought in Central 
Romanian Plain, în Aerul şi apa componente ale mediului,Editura Presa Universitară 
Clujeană, pp 147-154 

44. Croitoru, A-E., Toma, F-M. (2011), Climatic changes and their influence on streamflow 
in central Romanian plain Proceedings of 5th Atmospheric Science Symposium. 

45. Dauphiné, A. (2001), Risque et catatrophes , Armand Colin, Paris. 
46.  Diaconu, C. (1969), Elementele statistice ale reţelei hidrografice a României, 

Hidrotehnica, nr. 12, Bucureşti. 
47. Diaconu, C. (1971), Râurile României, monografie hidrologică. I.N.M.H. Bucureşti. 
48.  Diaconu, C. (1988), Râurile de la inundaţie la secetă, Editura Tehnică, Bucureşti. 
49. Diaconu, C., Lăzărescu D. (1965), Hidrologia, Editura Tehnică, Bucureşti. 
50. Diaconu, C., Lăzărescu D., Mociorniţa, C. (1972), Aspecte hidrologice ale viiturilor pe 

unele râuri interioare, din primăvara anului 1970, Simpozionul Cauze şi efecte ale 
apelor mari din mai-iunie 1970, Bucureşti. 

51. Dima,V., Popa, F., Banciu, D. (2005), Studiu comparativ al contextului meteorologic în 
care s-au produs inundaţiile din anii 1970 şi 2005, Sesiunea anuală de Comunicări 
Ştiinţifice, CD Culegere de lucrări, 28-30 septembrie, Bucureşti. 

52. Donciu, C. (1928), Perioadele de uscăcine şi secetă în România, Buletinul  Lunar obs. 
Meteorologic, seria II, III, 3. 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 27 

53.  Donciu, C. (1962), Studiul secetelor în R.P.R., Cauzele sinoptice ale secetelor, MHGA, VII. 
54. Dragotă, C. (1999), Precipitaţiile atmosferice excedentare, Teza de doctorat, Academia 

Română, Instititutul de Geografie. 
55. Dragotă, C. (2006), Precipitaţiile excedentare din România, Editura Academiei, Bucureşti. 
56. Drăguşin, D., Teleanu, B. (2010), Evaluarea calităţii resurselor de ape subterane din 

Câmpia Româna Centrală (Câmpia Teleormanului), prin utilizarea tehnicilor GIS. 
Geographia Technica No.1, Cluj University Press. 

57. Dumitrescu Aldem, A. (1915), Asupra Câmpiei Române, Bucureşti. 
58. Dumitrescu, S. (1964), Variaţia scurgerii anuale la râurile din RPR, Hidrotehnică vol. 

IX, nr. 12, Bucureşti. 
59. Dumitrescu, V. (1976), Apele excepţionale din iulie 1975 în bazinul râului Olt, Studii şi 

cercetări, partea a II-a, Hidrologie XLV, Bucureşti. 
60. DVWK (Deutscher Verband fur DVWK (Deutscher Verband fur Wasserwirtschaft und 

Kulturbau e.V.) (1998), How to work out a drought mitigation strategy, în Guidelines for 
water management 309/1998. An ICID (Int. Commission on Irrigation and Drainage) 
Guide. Bonn, Germany.  

61. Fărcaş, I. (1983), Probleme speciale privind climatologia României (curs universitar), 
Cluj-Napoca. 

62. Fărcaş, I. (1988), Meteorologie – climatologie : prevederea vremii, Universitatea Babeş-
Bolyai, Cluj-Napoca. 

63. Fărcaş, I., Croitoru, A-E. (2003), Poluarea atmosferei şi schimbările climatice, Casa 
Cărţii de Ştiinţă, Cluj-Napoca. 

64. Florea, N. (1970), Câmpia cu crovuri, un stadiu de evoluţie al câmpiilor loessice, STE, 
Seria C, Studii pedologice, Bucureşti. 

65. Florea, N. (1976), Geochimia şi valorificarea apelor din Câmpia Română de Nord-Est, 
Editura Academiei Române, Bucureşti. 

66. Gâştescu, P. (1961), Tipuri genetice de lacuri în R.P.R., după originea cuvetei lacustre, 
Probleme de Geografie, Bucureşti.  

67. Gâştescu, P., Breier, A., Driga, B. (1967), Caracteristicile termice ale cursurilor din 
lunca Dunării în anotimpul de vară. HGAM. Bucureşti. 

68. Gâştescu, P., Rusu, G. (1980), Evaluarea resurselor de apă din râuri şi amenajarea 
bazinelor hidrografice în România, Terra XII (XXXII), nr.2, Bucureşti. 

69. Ghioca, M. (2006), Spatial and temporal variability of Romanian precipitation and river 
flows on winter period in connection with the North Atlantic Oscillation, Balwois 
conference,  http://balwois.com/balwois  /abstract.php?id=559, accessed on January 30 2010. 

70. Ghioca, M. (2008), Evaluarea fizică a impactului climatic asupra extremelor hidrologice, 
Teză de doctorat, Universitatea Bucureşti. 

71. Gilbert, R.O. (1987), Statistical methods for environmental pollution monitoring, Van 
Nostrand Reinhold , New York. 

72. Giurmă, I. (2003), Viituri şi măsuri de apărare, Editura "Gh.Asachi" Iaşi. 
73. Goţiu, D., Surdeanu, V. (2007), Noţiuni fundamentale în studiul hazardelor naturale, 

Editura Presa Universitară Clujeană, Cluj Napoca.  
74. Gout, J.P. (1993), Prevention et gestion des risques majeurs, Les risques d’origine 

naturelle, Les  Edition de l’Environnement, Paris. 
75. Grecu, F. (1989), Elemente de analiză morfometrică a bazinelor hidrografice. Aplicaţii la 

bazinul Hârtibaciu (Podişul Transilvaniei), AAR – MSS, IX, 1/1986. 
76. Grecu, F. (1997), Fenomene naturale de risc.Geologie şi geomorfologie. Editura 

Universităţii din Bucureşti. 
77. Grecu, F. (2006), Hazarde şi riscuri naturale, Editura Universitară, Bucureşti. 
78. Grecu, F., Comănescu, L.(1998), Studiul reliefului. Îndrumător pentru lucrări practice. 

Editura Universităţii din Bucureşti. 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 28 

79. Grecu, F., Cruceru, N. (2001), Harta riscului geomorfologic a României, Comunicări de 
Geografie, V. 

80. Grigore, M. (1979), Reprezentarea grafică şi cartografică a formelor de relief. Editura 
Academiei Române, Bucureşti. 

81. Grigore, M., Naum, T. (1974), Geomorfologie. Editura Didactică şi Pedagogică, 
Bucureşti. 

82.  Guiton, M. (1998), Ruissellement et risque majeur. Phénomènes, exemples et gestion 
spatiale des crues, LCPC, Paris. 

83. Haidu, I. (1997), Analiza seriilor de timp. Aplicaţii în hidrologie, Editura HGA, Bucureşti. 
84. Haidu, I. (2002), Analiza de frecvenţă şi evaluarea cantitativă a riscurilor, Riscuri şi 

catastrofe, Editura. Casa Cărţii de �tiinţă. 
85. Hâncu, C.D., Gherghina, C. (2004), Sisteme hidrotehnice de Gospodărirea apelor, 

Editura Matrix Rom, Bucureşti. 
86. Hayden, B.P. (1988), Flood Climates (în volumul „Flood Geomorphology”, coord. 

Baker, V.R., Kochel, R.C., Patton, P.C.), Wiley, John & Sons, Incorpora,ted, New-York. 
87. Haraga,St., Niţulescu, M. (1973), Consideratii privind viitura din octombrie 1972 pe 

râurile din sudul ţării, Studii de hidrologie,XLI, Bucureşti. 
88. Hera, C.,Canarache, A. (2000), Seceta şi deşertificarea, probleme actuale majore ale 

omenirii, „Agricultura României” nr. 27/p. 1–7. 
89.  Hidal, H., Stahl, K., Tallaksen, L.M., Demuth, S. (2001), Initial Time Series Analyses, in 

Demuth, S., Stahl, K. (editors), Assessement of Regional impact of Droughts in Europe. 
Final Report to the European Union ENV-CT97-0553, Institute of Hydrology, University of 
Freiburg, Germany, p. 47-53. 

90. Holobâcă, I.-H (2010), Studiul secetelor din Transilvania, Editura Presa Universitară 
Clujeană, Cluj Napoca. 

91. Holobâcă, I.-H., Moldovan, F., Croitoru, A-E. (2008), Variability in Precipitation and 
Temperature in Romania during the 20th Century, Fourth International Conference, 
Global Changes and Problems, Theory and Practice, 20-22 April 2007, Sofia, Bulgaria, 
Proceedings, Sofia University "St. Kliment Ohridski", Faculty of Geology and 
Geography, "St. Kliment Ohridski" University Press, Sofia. 

92. Iancu, M. (1971), Geografia Fizică a R.S.R., partea I. Centrul de multiplicare al 
Universităţii din Bucureşti. 

93. Ianoş, I. (1994), Riscul în sistemele geografiei, Studii şi cercetări de Geografie, XLI, Bucureşti. 
94. Ichim, I., Rădoane, M. (1986) Efectele barajelor în dinamica reliefului. Abordare 

geomorfologică, Editura Academiei Republicii Socialiste România, Bucureşti, pg. 157. 
95. Ichim, I., Bătucă, D., Rădoane, M., Duma, D. (1989), Morfologia şi dinamica albiilor  de 

râuri, Editura  Tehnică, Bucureşti. 
96.  Ielenicz, M.  (2004), Geomorfologie  Generală, Editura Universitară, Bucureşti. 
97.  Iliescu, M-C. (1995), Characteristics of Romania’s climate secular variation as 

expressed by thermal-pluviometrical indices, Revue Roumaine de Geographie, 39, 63-70. 
98.  Iliescu, M., Tuinea, P. (1991), Schimbări climatice în România – prime evaluări. Raport 

către Ministerului Mediului. 
99.  Iliescu, M-C. (1992), Tendinţe climatice pe teritoriul României, Studii şi cercetări de 

geografie, XXXIX, 45-50. 
100. Ionesi, L. (1988), Geologia României, Editura  Universităţii „Al. I. Cuza”, Iaşi. 

101. Ipcc, (2001), Third Assessment Report - Climate Change,Chapter 2 -   Observed Climate 
Variability and Change, Christy J.R., Clarke R.A., Gruza  G.V., Jouze J., Mann M.E., 
Oerlemans J., Salinger M.J., Wang S.W. Lead Authors. 

102. IPCC, (2007), Climate Change 2007: Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability,  Contribution to 
Working Group II to the Fourth Assessement Report of the Intergovernamental Panel on Climate 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 29 

Change, Parry, M.L, Canziani, O.F., Palutikof, J.P., Van der Linden, P.J., Hanson, C.E. Eds., 
Cambridge University Press,  Cambridge, UK. 

103.  Kendall, M.G. (1975), Rank Correlation Methods, 4th Edition, Charles  Griffin, London. 
104. Klein Tank, AMG and Coauthors, (2002), Daily dataset of 20th-century  surface air 

temperature and precipitation series for the European Climate  Assessment, Int. J. of 
Climatol., 22, 1441-1453. Data and metadata available at  http://eca.knmi.nl. 

105. Kovach, R., McGuire, B. (2003), Guide to Global Hazards, Philip’s, London. 
106. Lăzărescu, D., Panait, I., (1957), Bilanţul hidrologic în R.P.R., Meteorologie şi Hidrologie, nr. 4, 

Bucureşti. 
107.  Lăzărescu, D., Panait, I. (1957), Sursele de alimentare ale râurilor din R.P. Română, 

M.H.G.A., Bucureşti. 
108. Lăzărescu, D., Panait, I. (1957), Tipurile de regim ale râurilor din R.P. Română. M.H.G.A., 

Bucureşti. 
109. Lăzărescu, D., Tuca, I. (1976), Apele exceptionale din iulie 1975 în bazinul  hidrografic 

Ialomita, Studii şi cercetări, partea a II-a, Hidrologie XLV, Bucureşti. 
110. Ledoux, B. (1995), Les catastrophes naturelles en France, Editions Payot &Rivages, 

Paris. 
111. Lefèvre, C., Schneider, J.L.(2002), Les risques naturels majeur, Collection  Geosciences, Paris. 
112. Leroux, M., (1996), La dynamique du temps et du climat. Etit. Masson, Paris,  France. 
113. Liteanu, E., Ghenea, C., (1962), Relaţii hidrogeologice şi hidrochimice între  apele 

freatice şi apele lacurilor din Câmpia Română Orientală. Studii şi cercetări de geologie, 
tom VII, nr. 2, Academia R.P.R., Secţia de Geografie şi Institutul de Geologie şi Geografie, Bucureşti. 

114. Liteanu, E., Ghenea, C. (1966), Stratigrafia cuaternarului din domeniul  oriental al 
Depresiunii Valahe. R.S.R., Comitetul Geologic, Institutul Geologic, Studii Tehnice şi 
Ecinomice, seria H, Geologia Cuaternarului, nr. 1, Cuaternarul din România. Bucureşti. 

115. Liteanu, E., Ghenea, C. (1967), Evoluţia mişcărilor tectonice ce au afectat, în cuaternar, 
Depresiunea Valah, Comitetul de Stat al Geologiei – Institutul Geologic, Studii tehnice şi 
Economice, seria H, Geologia Cuatenarului, nr. 3, Studii de Geologia Cuatenarului. Bucureşti.  

116. Loat, R., Petrascheck, A., (1997), Consideration of Flood Hazards for Activities with 
Spatial Impact – FOWM, FOSP, FOEFL – Berna, (disponibil la adresa  
http://www.bafu.admin.ch). 

117. Mac, I., Petrea, D. (2002), Polisemia evenimentelor geografice extreme, în Riscuri şi 
catastrofe vol I, Editura Casa Cărţii de Ştiinţă, Cluj-Napoca, pp 11-23 

118. Mac, I., Petrea, D. (2003), Sisteme geografice de risc, în Riscuri şi catastrofe vol II, 
Editura Casa Cărţii de Ştiinţă, Cluj-Napoca, pp 13-26 

119. Măhăra, Gh. (2001), Meteorologie, Editura Universităţii din Oradea. 
120. Mann, H.B. (1945),  Non-parametric tests against trend, Econometrica, 13. 
121. Marin, I.,(1997), Impactul defrişare-poluare asupra mediului în Bazinul hidrografic 

Vedea, Comunicări de geografie, Bucureşti. 
122. Marinescu, D. (1993), Dreptul mediului înconjurător. Ediţia a II-a, Casa de Editură şi 

Presă ,,Şansa’’s.r.l. Bucureşti. 
123. Marcu, F. (2007) Marele dicţionar de neologisme, Editura Saeculum Vizual, Bucureşti. 
124. Masure, P. (1994)  Risk Management and Preventive Planning in Mega-Cities: A 

Scientific Approach for Action Regional Development Dialogue (RDD), vol. 15, No. 2).  
125. Matei, D. (1986), Hidrologia Câmpiei Române dintre Olt şi Argeş cu privire specială 

asupra apelor subterane, teză de doctorat. 
126. Mihăilescu, V. (1924), Vlăsia şi Mostiştea. Evoluţia a două regiuni din Câmpia Română, 

Buletinul Societăţii Regale Române de Geografie, anul XLIII, Bucureşti . 
127. Mihăilescu, V. (1932), Marile regiuni morfologice ale României. Buletinul Societăţii 

Regale Române de Geografie, tom L, 1931. Atelierele Grafice SOCEC&CO, SA, Bucureşti. 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 30 

128. Mihăilescu , V. (1937), Terasele fluviatile. Buletinul Societăţii Regale Române de 
Geografie, tom LVI. Bucureşti. 

129. Mihăilescu, V. (1957), Asupra limitelor şi marilor diviziuni ale Câmpiei Române, SCGG-
Cluj, VIII, Cluj Napoca. 

130. Mihăilescu, V. (1966), Dealurile şi Câmpiile României, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
131. Mihăilescu, V. (1969), Geografia Fizică a României. Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
132. Miţă, P. (1986), Temperatura apei şi fenomenele de îngheţ pe cursurile de apă din 

România, Studii şi cercetări de hidrologie, nr.54, I.N.M.H., Bucureşti. 
133. Mociorniţa, C., Popovici, V. (1979), Aspecte deosebite privind caracteristicile 

hidrologice din spaţiul Olt-Vedea-Teleorman, Studii şi cercetări, partea a II-a, hidrologie, 
XLVII, Bucureşti. 

134. Mociorniţa, C., Birtu, E. (1987), Unele aspecte privind scurgerea de aluviuni în suspensie 
în România, Hidrotehnica, nr.7, Bucureşti. 

135. Moldovan, F. (2001), Meteorologie-climatologie, Editura Universităţii ,,Dimitrie Cantemir”, 
Târgu Mureş. 

136. Moldovan, F. (2003), Fenomene climatice de risc, Editura. Echinox, Cluj-Napoca. 
137. Morariu, T., Pişota, I., Buta, I. (1970), Hidrologie generală, Editura   Didactică   şi  

Pedagogică, Bucureşti. 
138. Mureşan, T., Croitoru, A-E. (2009), Considerations on Fog Phenomenon in the North-

Western Romania, Studia Universitatis Babeş-Bolyai– Geographia, LIV, 2. 
139. Mustaţă, L. (1974),  Calculul debitelor maxime din  ploi pe râurile din România, Studii 

de Hidrologie, vol. XXXVI, p. 1-83. 
140. Mustaţă, L. (1974),  Probleme privind calculul debitelor maxime pe râuri mici, Studii de 

Hidrologie, vol. XLI, p. 9-23. 
141. Mustaţă, L., Vlad, D. (1974),  În problema scurgerii maxime pe râuri mici, Studii de 

Hidrologie, vol. XXXV, p. 115-131. 
142. Mustăţea, A. (2005), Viituri excepţionale pe teritoriul României, INHGA, Bucureşti. 
143. Mustăţea, A. (2005), Viiturile şi inundaţiile din România, Editura Ceres, Bucureşti. 
144. Mutihac, V., Ionesi, L. (1973), Geologia României, Editura Tehnică, Bucureşti. 
145. Neacşa, O., Dincă, I. (1980), Tendencies of winter and summer air temperature variation 

in Romania, Revue Roumaine de Géologie; Géophisique et Géographie Géographie, 24: 79-85. 
146. Păltineanu, C., şi colab(2007),  Ariditatea, seceta, evapotranspirţia  şi cerinţele de apă ale 

culturilor agricole în România, Editura Ovidius University Press, Constanţa  
147. Păltineanu, Cr., Mihailescu, I.F., Dragotă, C., Vasenciuc, F., Prefac, Z., Popescu, M. 

(2007),  Geographical distribution of thearidity indexes in Romania,  Analele Universitãţii 
Ovidius – Seria Geografie, vol.III, nr. 1, Ovidius University Press, Constanţa,  

148. Ogouwale, R., Donou, B., Houssou, C., Boko, M. (2010), Vulnerabilité des 
établissements humains aux événements pluviométriques extrèmes dans le bassin de 
l’Oueme à Bonou (Benin), Geographia Technica, 1. 

149. Pandi, G. (2010), Undele de viitură şi riscurile induse, Riscuri şi catastrofe, Editura, Casa 
Cărţii de �tiinţă, pp 55-66. 

150. Paul, P., David, B.S. (2006), Analysis of the hystorical precipitation sums of Sulina 
station by means of power spectra in relation to Sibiu station and NAO and SOI indexes, 
Geographia Technica, 2. 

151. Pişota, I. (1992), Hidrologie – Lucrări practice, Editura  Universităţii Bucureşti. 
152. Pişota, I. (1995), Hidrologie, Editura Universităţii Bucureşti. 
153. Pişota, I. (2000), Regimul termic şi de îngheţ al râurilor din Câmpia Română, Analele 

Universităţii Bucureşti. 
154. Pişota, I. (2002), Câteva observaţii hidrologice asupra regimului termic din apele 

curgătoare ale României, Analele Universităţii Bucureşti. 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 31 

155. Pişota, I., Moisiu, C. (1975), Câteva observaţii asupra fenomenului secării apelor pe 
unele râuri din Câmpia Română, Realizări în Geografia României, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 

156. Pişota, I., Dinu, I. (1986), Câteva observaţii hidrologice asupra debitelor medii lunare pe 
râurile din România, Analele Universităţii Bucureşti. 

157. Pişotă, I., Zaharia, L (1995), Hidrologie (Lucrări Practice), Editura Universităţii 
Bucureşti, p. 47-129, Bucureşti. 

158. Pişota, I., Zaharia, L. (1995), Resursele de apă din România şi protecţia lor, Analele 
Universităţii Bucureşti. 

159. Pişota, I., Zaharia, L., Diaconu, D. (2005), Hidrologie, Editura Universitară, Bucuresti. 
160. Pop, G.P. (1996), România. Geografie hidroenergetică, Editura. Presa Universitară Clujeană. 
161. Posea, G. (1988), Aspecte ale evoluţiei Dunării şi Câmpiei Romăne. Revista Ocrotirii 

Mediului Înconjurător, Natura, Terra, Subtitlul Terra, Societatea de Ştiinţe Geografice din 
R.S.R., anul XX(XL), nr.4. Bucureşti. 

162. Posea, G., Popescu N., Ielenicz M. (1974), Relieful României, Editura  Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
163. Posea, G. (2003), Geografie Fizică Generală, partea I, Editura Fundaţiei România de 

Mâine, p. 132-155, Bucureşti. 
164. Posea, G.(2004) Geografia fizică a României – partea a II-a. Clima, apele, solurile, 

biogeografia, hazardele naturale, Editura Fundaţiei România de Mâine, Bucureşti.  
165. Povară, R. (2000), Riscul meteorologic în agricultură, Editura Economică  
166. Romanescu Gh. (2006), Inundaţiile ca factor de risc, Editura. Terra Nostra, Iasi.  
167. Roşu, C., Creţu, Gh. (1998), Inundaţii accidentale, Editura HGA, Bucureşti. 
168. Salmi, T., Määttä, A., Anttila, Pia, Ruoho-Airola, Tuija, Amnell, T. (2002), Detecting 

trends of annual values of atmospheric pollutants by the Mann-Kendall test and Sen’s slope 
estimates – the Excel template application MAKESENS, Publications on Air Quality No. 31, 
Report code FMI-AQ. 

169. Săraru, L, Tuinea, P. (2000) Variation and Regime Tendencies of Winter in Northern 
Moldavia, A Climate Variability Index. Analele Ştiintifice ale Universităţii ‘Al.I.Cuza’ Iaşi, 
XL, s.II.s. Geografie. 

170. Săraru, L.I. (2005), Differentiation by Season of the Air Temperature Regime Trend in 
Romania (in Romanian). Analele Universităţii Spiru Haret, 8, Bucureşti: 17-22. 

171. Şelărescu, M., Podani, M.(1993), Apărarea împotriva inundaţiilor, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
172. Smith, K .(2002), Environmental hazards, Ediţia a III-a, Routledge, London and Neww York. 
173. Sorocovschi, V(1996). Podişul Târnavelor – studiu hidrogeografic, Editura. CETIB, 

Cluj-Napoca . 
174. Sorocovschi V. (2002) Riscuri hidrice, în Riscuri şi catastrofe, I, Editura Casa Cărţii de 

Ştiinţă, Cluj Napoca.  
175. Sorocovschi, V. (2002) Hidrologia uscatului. Partea I-a şi a II-a. Editura Casa Cărţii de 

Ştiinţă, Cluj-Napoca. 
176. Sorocovschi, V. (2005) Câmpia Transilvaniei – studiu hidrogeografic, Editura. Casa 

Cărţii de Ştiinţă, Cluj-Napoca, 2005. 
177. Sorocovschi, V. (2009) Seceta:concept, geneza, atribute şi clasificare, Riscuri şi 

catastrofe, vol VIII, Editura Casa Cărţii de Ştiinţă, Cluj-Napoca, pp 62-73. 
178. Stanciu, P. (2004) Caracteristicile viiturilor şi secetelor, Revista Hidrotehnica, vol. 49, nr. 2-3. 
179. Stănescu V.A., Dobrot R., (2002), Măsuri nestructurale de gestiune a inundaţiilor, 

Editura HGA. 
180. Teodorescu,I., Filotti, A., Chiriac, V., Ceauşescu, V., Florescu, A. (1973), Gospodărirea 

apelor, Editura CERES, Bucureşti. 
181. Toma, F-M, Croitoru, A-E.(2010), Condiţii sinoptice generatoare de secete în Câmpia 

Română dintre Olt şi Argeş , GEIS Referate şi comunicări de geografie, vol. XIV, Editura 
Casei Corpului Didactic, Deva, pp59-64 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 32 

182. Toma, F-M, Barbu,I.(2011), Issues concerning occurrence of floods on the Vedea River, , 
în Aerul şi apa componente ale mediului,Editura Presa Universitară Clujeană, pp 502-509 

183. Tomozeiu, Rodica, Ştefan, Sabina, Busuioc, Aristita (2005), Winter precipitation 
variability and large-scale circulation patterns in Romania, Theoretical and Applied 
Climatology, 81, 193-201. 

184. Topor,  N. (1965), Tipuri de circulaţie şi centrii de acţiune atmosferică deasupra 
Europei. Editura Academiei, Bucureşti. 

185. Topor, N. (1964), Ani ploioşi şi secetoşi în R.P.R., C.S.A., Institutul Meteorologic, Bucureşti. 
186. Trufaş, V., Vrabie, C. (1973) Viiturile din octombrie 1972 pe râurile din Oltenia, Analele 

Universităţii Bucureşti, seria Geografie , anul XXII, Bucureşti. 
187. Ujvari, I. (1959), Hidrografia RPR, Ed. Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
188. Ujvari, I. (1960), Condiţii de alimentare subterană a râurilor din R. P. Română, 

Comunicări de Geologie-Geografie. 
189. Ujavari, I. (1972), Geografia apelor României, Editura Ştiinţifică Bucureşti. 
190. Văduva, I.(2008), Clima României, Editura. Fundaţiei România de Mâine, Bucureşti. 
191. Vâlsan ,G. (1914),  Asupra evoluţiunii Câmpiei Române dintre râurile Olt şi Argeş, 

B.S.R.R.G, XXXV. 
192. Vâlsan, G. (1971)  Câmpia Română, în Opere alese, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
193. Vâlsan, G. (1917), Influenţe climatice în morfologia Câmpiei Române. Şedinţa de la 19 

mai 1916, dări de seamă ale şedinţelor, vol.VII (1915-1916). Institutul de Arte Grafice 
Carol Gobl. Bucureşti. 

194. Velcea, V. (1967) Râurile României, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 
195. Vladimirescu, I. (1980), Bazele hidrologiei tehnice. Editura Tehnică, Bucureşti. 
196. Wang, Ch., Weisberg, R.H. (2000), The 1997-98 El Niño evolution relative to previous El 

Niño events. 
197. Zaharia, L. (1993), Câteva observaţii asupra scurgerii medii a unor râuri tributare 

Dunării româneşti,  Analele Universităţii Bucureşti, Geografie, Bucureşti. 
198. Zaharia, L. (2004), Water resources of Rivers in Romania, în Analele Universităţii 

Bucureşti, Geografie, p. 77-85.  
199. Zaharia, L., Beltrando G., Nedelcu, G., Boroneant, C., Toroimac, G. (2006), Les 

inondations de 2005 en Roumanie, Actes du XIX eme Colloque International de 
Climatologie, Epernay (Franţa), 6 – 9 septembrie, p. 557-562, ISBN: 2-901560-70-9, 
http://prodig.univparis1.fr/umr/actualites/AIC_2006.pdf 

200. Zăvoianu, I., Podani, M. (1977) Les inondations catastrophiques de l’année 1975 en 
Roumanie-Considerations hydrologiques, Revue roumaine de geologie, geophysique et 
geographie, tome 21, Bucureşti. 

201. Zăvoianu, I. (2006), Hidrologie (ediţia a IV-a) – Editura Fundaţiei România de mâine, Bucureşti. 
202. x x x (1960 – 1962), Clima R.P.R., vol I şi II. 
203. x x x (1964), Dictionar enciclopedic român, vol II, 4 vol Editura Politică Bucureşti. 
204. x x x (1966), Atlas Climatologic al R.S.R.. Comitetul de Stat al Apelor, Institutul 

Meteorologic. Bucureşti. 
205. x x x (1969), Geografia Văii Dunării Româneşti. Institutul de Geologie şi Geografie al 

Academiei R.S.R. Editura Academiei Române. Bucureşti. 
206. x x x (1978) Mic dictionar enciclopedic, Editura �tiinţifică şi Enciclopedică, Bucureşti. 
207. x x x  (1983),Geografia României – Geografie fizică (vol. I) – Editura Academiei, Bucureşti. 
208. x x x (2001-2003), Mic dicţionar academic, 4 vol,  Editura Univers Enciclopedic, Bucureşti. 
209. x x x (2005), Geografia României – Câmpia Română (vol. V) – Editura Academiei, 

Bucureşti. 
210. x x x (2007) Dicţionarul explicativ ilustrat al limbii române,  Editura Arc-Gunivas, 

Chişinău. 
211. xxx H.G.R nr.762/2008 pentru aprobarea Strategiei naţionale de prevenire a situaţiilor de urgenţă. 



Florentina-Mariana Dina (Toma)                                                                            Teză de doctorat 

 33 

212. x x x (2009) Dicţionarul explicativ al limbii române, Editura Univers Enciclopedic Gold, 
Bucureşti. 

213. x x x (2002 - 2010), Riscuri şi catastrofe, volumele I, II, III şi IV, Editor Sorocovschi, V., 
Editura Casa Cărţii de Ştiinţă, Cuj-Napoca. 

214. http://earth.unibuc.ro/tutoriale/calcularea-densitaii-fragmentarii-reliefului. 
215. http://www.CorineLandCover 2000, EEA, Copenhaga.  
216. http://iridl.ldeo.columbia.edu. Accessed on February 2, 2010. 
217. http://www.resursenaturale.org/romania-afectata-de-reducerea-resurselor-de-apa/, 

Accessed on January 31, 2009. 
218. http://www.wetterzentrale.de 
219. http://www.grida.no/publications/other/ipcc_tar. Accessed 22 September 2010. 
220. www.apms.m.ro/ 
221. ww.gisdevelopment.net/glossary 
222. www.inmh.ro 
223. www.me.water.usgs.gov 
224. www.rowater.ro/. 
225. www.wmo.ch. 
226. www.wrpllc.com/books/hyfr 

 

 


