o . E 2.0 ¢m
2.5 cm gfodnasvesmin 14 Point (Aatdu)

;
nmudzygnlSuua1299 SWAT

— 25cm —

o Y4

daJunaudaviadusuatuauuacgiaon

Application of SWAT odel for Water Accounting in Sedone River Basin
T&fodnasuezonn 11 Point (Foi3)

ot o . e - .
Sla0 fwart was 88wy duuzn?

wIn3g1 Sgzoznilen, asusSeosI I, UsniSn=eta 991180, Email
land_kimala@yahoo.com, Lha Pommatham@yahoo.com.

TEFadnasuesmen 12 Point (Goidn)

fadamg

I cm . < . ook a .

NUALASW DIReoiniudeyngcuuae) SWAT UU Q19 (Z30WuAIUV
— 35em — 7,217.00 km? Gulugznuiduaredngu (¥~ AUVISU . 25em  —

7 ) )

Guzeinudnzdugiduzdvunrtniwuiidiplodsuiy 1560000 MCM  ad

' o T & s ' s » T P2y

SouUrAuTINgUcEs tUng LU loanuiiige3io 37% (NE

o T A 10 § © a o T A 3
Jeduwnai tyeengaitindu 63% nJuRuUE UL e,

Burnnudaizdvgieguiidr guirglovlugzwwdzaduyg lugznwzdo (An open
. ' @ o T @ o as 28 AH & & 2O
basin) 1128, JSvwraIinsuvafisdAuNnuSUIRWLRUIESN. ..
1 e
daga89; (U318 SWAT, muinidugus, auurhkglou.
Time Mew Roman 12 Point {Bold)

+
Abstract

This research demonstrated the application of SWAT model for water accounting
analysis in Sedone River Basin in Lao PDR, where there was the drainage area of 7,217
km?. The analysis results were summarized on an annual basis and divided into sub-areas
along the river. The result of water accounting analysis demonstrated the net inflow into
the basin of about 15,600MCM annually, with depleted water from evapotranspiration of
about 37% of the inflow and outflow to stream of about 63%. Finally, water accounting
analysis showed the current status of the Sedon River Basin to be an open basin, which

implied that there was an adequate water resource for further usages...

Keywords: SWAT model, Water accounting, Sedone River Basin.
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