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This supplement provides additional figures and tables supporting the statistical, hydrological, hydraulic, and agricultural
impact analyses presented in the main manuscript. Figures S1-S13 report diagnostic analyses related to the rainfall frequency
framework, including the regional homogeneity assessment, marginal model evaluation, regional versus at-site configurations,
return-level uncertainty, threshold sensitivity, and copula-based inter-duration dependence diagnostics. Figures S14-S18 pro-
vide additional information on the temporal structure of simulated rainfall events, intermittency properties, wet-fraction be-
haviour, selected observed hyetographs, crop phenological stages, and crop-specific depth-duration damage functions. These
materials support the interpretation of the rainfall disaggregation procedure and the agricultural vulnerability component of the
proposed framework.

Figures S19-S21 present supplementary crop-risk results, including duration-envelope expected annual losses by crop and
hyetograph percentile, and expected annual production losses by crop, rainfall duration, and percentile. Tables S1-S3 provide
additional statistical diagnostics and return-period ranges supporting the rainfall regionalization and copula-based design storm

generation.
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Figure S1. Heterogeneity measure H of the four rain gauges, for each month block (rows) and rainfall duration (columns). H computed on
the left-censored ordinary events, i.e. on the portion of the event population to which the SMEV marginals are fitted; this is the quantity used
to assess regional homogeneity. Values H 1 are in bold. Under the Hosking—Wallis reading, H < 1 denotes an acceptably homogeneous
region, 1 H < 2 a possibly heterogeneous one, and H 2 a definitely heterogeneous one; negative values indicate gauges more similar

to one another than repeated sampling from a common parent distribution would typically produce.
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Figure S2. Confidence intervals widths with respect to the quantile values (upper panel), average sample sizes (central panel) and mean abso-
lute difference between simulated and observed Kendall’s coefficients (lower panel) for regional (REG) and at-site (ATSITE) configurations

varying month
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Figure S3. Heatmaps of the RMSE between empirical annual-maximum quantiles and those derived from fitted marginal models for selected

durations and return periods.
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Figure S4. Return level curves from six candidate event-level distributions fitted to their respective calibration samples, compared against
the empirical plotting positions of the observed events. Rows correspond to the annual sample, Januray and July; columns correspond to
three aggregation durations. For all distributions except SMEV — Lognormal, Gamma, Pearson Type III, Log-Logistic, and Burr XII —
the curves are fitted on the selected-event sample (events whose maximum accumulation exceeds the 1-year return level in at least one
duration); the corresponding observed selected events are shown as dark circles, with their empirical return period on the horizontal axis.
The SMEV distribution is fitted on the ordinary-event sample filtered at the event-level return period threshold min with left-censoring at
the g-th empirical quantile. Annual-maximum return levels for all distributions are derived analytically via Fam(X) = [Fevent(X)]", where

N is the mean annual number of events in the respective calibration sample.



T=10yr (Tr/s_cal = 0.43) T =20yr (Tr/s_cal = 0.87)
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Figure S5. Cross-validated relative root mean square error (RMSE, %) of the T -year quantile estimated by seven candidate distributions,
following a Monte Carlo approach. For each duration, the record is randomly partitioned into a  80% calibration setand a  20% validation
set over 100 reshufflings. Each distribution is fitted on the calibration subset of its proper sample — selected events for Gamma, Lognormal,
Pearson Type III, Weibull, Log-Logistic, and Burr XII; ordinary events filtered at min for SMEV — and evaluated against the empirical
annual maxima of the corresponding validation subset using the Gringorten plotting position. Cell values are relative RMSE averaged over

100 Monte Carlo iterations and all months.
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Figure S6. Empirical cumulative distribution function (ECDF) of observed event durations for a given month (solid line, left axis). Blue
markers indicate the median wet fraction within the maximum rainfall window for the modelled durations (right axis). Vertical dashed lines

denote the rainfall durations considered in the storm generator.
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Figure S7. Effect of including short-duration events on the copula-based design storm model. Events shorter than the maximum design storm
duration (360 min) are either excluded (blue) or zero-padded to 360 min and retained (red). For both configurations: (a) number of selected
events per month; (b) mean absolute error of pairwise Kendall’s differences () between observed events and unconditional samples
from the fitted C-vine copula, computed over all duration pairs. Panels (c—d) show the difference of the RMSE of the 50-year return level
between the two configurations (including/excluding short events); (c) Cross-validated RMSE ratio: years are randomly partitioned into 30%
calibration and 70% validation sets over 100 Monte Carlo reshufflings; the marginal distribution is fitted on the calibration ordinary events
and evaluated against the empirical annual maxima of the validation set. (d) In-sample RMSE diffrence: both configurations are fitted and

evaluated on the full dataset. All marginal fits use the SMEV distribution.
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Figure S8. Mean absolute error of the pairwise Kendall’s
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Figure S9. Root mean square error (RMSE, in %) of annual-maximum return levels from the fitted marginal distribution against empirical
annual maxima averged over the months for different rainfall duration varying the ordinary-event filtering threshold for the SMEV-copula

framework
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Figure S10. Root mean square error (RMSE, in %) of annual-maximum return levels as a results of a cross validation distribution against
empirical annual maxima averged over the months for different rainfall duration varying the ordinary-event filtering threshold for the SMEV-

copula framework
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Figure S11. Root mean square error (RMSE, in %) of modelled quantiles against empirical quantiles for different rainfall durations (rows)

and return periods (columns) varying the left censoring percentile
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Extreme-rainfall quantiles (T = 100 yr)
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Figure S12. Radar representation of return level estimates at T=100 years across durations and months. Each axis corresponds to a duration,

while values summarize the modelled quantiles and their associated uncertainty.
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Kendall's T by month and duration ratio
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Figure S13. Radar representation of observed and simulated pairwise Kendall’s as a function of duration ratio. Each panel shows four
lines: observed computed on the selected-event sample used by the Gamma reference model (blue solid), unconditional copula simulation
from the Gamma reference (blue dashed), observed computed on the ordinary-event sample used by the proposed SMEV model (orange
solid), and unconditional copula simulation from the proposed SMEV model (orange dashed). The titles show the duration ratio d; =d; for all
unique pairs (di;dj) with dj = d;; values are averaged over pairs sharing the same ratio. The Gamma model uses the selected-event subset
(return period exceeding 1 yr in at least one duration), while the proposed SMEV model uses the broader ordinary-event sample filtered at

the event-level return period threshold min.
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