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Yom River

Evaluation of uncertainty using various data sets on runoff analysis in Yom River basin
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@ -1 Landuse
Name ID Arga (km 2)

200 Past (%) lin 2000 [(%)
— Evergreen forest| 1| 2127.84| 9.79[ 1320.11 6.08
IQ /f"""-\'] Forest |Deciduous forest| 2] 10555.56] 48.58] 1991.41] 9.16
™ 150 = Disturbed forest | 3 772.55| 3.56] 8801.15| 405
= — Mixed forest 4 23.62] 0.11]  144.84] 0.67
\5;100 Field crop 5 656.57| 3.02 745.43 3.43
> Perennial 6] 6852.13] 31.53] 7,639.60] 35.16
8 Agriculture [Grass land 7] 62597 2.88] 24566 1.13
G 50 Urban area 8 27.23] 0.13 447.01[ 2.06
% ! { i ! Water body 9 87.57] 0.4] 393.83] 1.81

0 Total 21.729.04] 100] 21729.04] 100
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time in hour
Manning roughness coefficient
— nrain=1 ——— nrain=25
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