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Figure 6.1
Schematic Model of Water Balance Analysis 
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Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (1/8) Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (2/8)
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Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (3/8) Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (4/8)
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Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (5/8) Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (6/8)
Present Cropping Pattern C (Lower Position) Future Cropping Pattern C (Lower Position)
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Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (7/8) Figure 7.1  Cropping Pattern in the Project Area of Master Plan (8/8)
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Figure 7.3
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Schematic Presentation of Water Requirement for Rural
Domestic and Industrial Water Supply Plan in 2020
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Figure 7.5
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Distribution of Flood Control Facilities of
Kone River
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Figure 7.10
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Design Discharge Distribution of Kone
River Delta
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Figure 7.12

JAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY
Design Discharge Distribution of
Ha Thanh River with Side Overflow Weir
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Figure 8.3
Location Map of Integrated River Basin
Management PlanJAPAN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION AGENCY
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