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for each cluster, based on the largest absolute value
of the standardized regression coefficient (Table 1)
from models developed based on stepwise
regression.

Acknowledgments
This work was partially supported by national funds through FCT (Fundac¢do para a
Ciéncia e a Tecnologia, Portugal) under projects CLMALERT (ERA4CS/0005/2016),
IMDROFLOOD (WaterJPI/0004/2014) and IMPECAF (PTDC/CTA-CLI/28902/2017). Ana
Russo and Andreia Ribeiro thank FCT for grants SFRH/BPD/99757/2014 and
PD/BD/114481/2016, respectively.

 The joint distributions were found to be better estimated based on Archimedean copulas, suggesting a dependence among extreme
values of wheat yield anomalies and drought indicators.
 The established copula models suggest relevant drought risk levels of wheat in the major agricultural areas of the IP.




