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Rain floods in the Ukrainian Carpathians and their calculated characteristics 
Goptsiy M., Gopchenko E. 
The problem of calculating the maximum runoff is one of the most important both in 

theoretical and practical terms. Historical highs seen in the rivers are not common and the 
consequences of catastrophic floods for a long time remain in the memory of people. It is 
therefore very urgent is the creation and development of more reliable methods of calculating 
the maximum runoff of rain floods in the Ukrainian Carpathians. 

Keywords: normative document; maximal flow; rain floods; normative base; Ukrainian 
Carpathians. 
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