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Methods

The damage function approach employed In
risk assessments of other natural hazards
can be adapted to empirically relate impacts
to drought indices.

Motivation
Drought monitoring and early warning still relies primarily To guide the selection and give drought indices more meaning
on drought indicators selected or combined from hydro- for drought management decisions, a number of studies have

meteorological variables, such as precipitation, modeled Investigated empirically the linkage between these Iindices and
soil moisture, observed or modeled streamflow, and in records of drought impact occurrence. This can be done in a

some cases remotely sensed vegetation health. number of ways:

Damage / Drought Impact

Results of the survey among Drought information system providers Hazard Variable/Drought Index

Dowou currertly collect data on drought impact s, Have you=mluated how useful the selected drought indicatars are for
I.e. negative ervironmental, econamic or social assessing drought impacts! (n=33)
effects experienced under drought conditions?
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These can mitigate or exacerbate water shortage impacts. = More systematic impact monitoring, reporting and archiving is needed!
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