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NS AE V=S ERRE G ERE 7 7 A T R— b

(2 WMEI=EE
Phu Yen East Hii s [RAEIC AR A RIIMETHEEREZEH L, ZOEEE
4-3-11 2R T GEMITIRAE R 4-8-2, 4-9-2 ZHR)

# 4-3-11  Phu Yen West, Bac Ai Hisi DAL R T. 32
(Unit; 1,000US$)
Cost Items Phu Yen West Bac Ai Note

I .Cnstruction Cost 581,659 547,659
1.1 Preparation Works 30,622 19,370
1.2 Civil Works 271,647 259,832
1.3 Hydromechanical Works 42,630 31,697
1.4 Hydroelectrical Works 236,760 236,760

Il .Engineering Service 43,624 41,074
II. Administration Expense 2,908 2,738
IV.Land Compensation and Resettlement 11,748 2,467
V .Others (VAT) 27,939 26,846
VI.Physical Contingency 66,788 62,078

Total Project Cost 734,666 682,862 | Except transmission line
Unit Cost (US$/kW) 700 650 | Output; 1,050MW

@) REMHETE

FEAEBHHE TFRIZ DU T, Phu Yen East Hi5 & [EIHAED PSPP 72 =7 hTHDH I &

5. #£42-8 B,
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BSE FEEROE—VHIENELTOEATREM

51 E—=V##HELTO— KO DB ATHESE
51.1 BIRKAOREMOEARKRIEEAFGRENDEW

AN AT, 100MW A8z 2 KK ) JERT 8 &FT (3,945MW) SBUEBME T
HOHH, ZOPFITIE, WEICE T GEENH ST LUK S Bai) 233 AEL T
WHLONRH D,

[4 5-1-1 {2 Tri An FEEHTOFH 2723, K 12% DI EN BT S TRV | RIS
Thac Mo JEFTTH 11.8% & RIRE DDA B 2, AT THIK 5-1-2 (TR F &
52 Hoa Binh % BT O AT RITZZ VO NBUR T 5,

Z DS B OHINEH OBLA D Be JIIZKR D Thac Mo & EEFT Tl HIgkF D F/S
A AZA (JETRO) OHIFH I &0 FEfi S i, ZOREHR 75SMW OBEREHEAE 5 IR~ A X
— 77 VBGETRICHE Y IA F 7z,

BN EOREAN ML, FAETER Y U —r 23X —DHEEIC L DA RENEE
DOHIPEA AL, HEKIEBAVES ILICE#RT 2O TH Y . Z OBLRICNL > T BERR K 13 BT
DIEA DO NLEEN D, —T7. KR EDO 226 B, bk, KEEZL
RTHY, KEFRFARICE - TE, okl z3o, RERICEIEERE T L5 Z &2
HIETHD, LIBn->T, 4%, —MRKIOFERFHEREIC Y 2> T, EHFRHNT
VA EE—I G E LT OKTIFEEINTRD HALSEREDML, ) — XBAFE DI FE X
TV D FEERIINZOWTIE, KB —EORERIZRN)IBHZS 36 K OVKIEH G o FoiE bk
B ACREICMEBNC I L C, o 2B A R ET D LEND D,

FEROFTFEM @I THRET 20— g offii L LT, AEEHE THZICHE L
T2BHARAKRT DM, —RARDPEESND,  AETIE, —MKDOFEE « HREICEL
% ©— 7 G IBHFE D ATREME - R ME ISR L. B — 7 IR O BRI 3 KL UGk
KA DEARFHIRES OG5 Z L2 A E T 5,

BRI R ET S O & L ClE, maif o —K IBisIc B e — 7 a7 &
LCRHE SN TN D Z &0 (BAFED D 5 L. Bl U7 KRB EFT 2R L+ 5 & T
An. Thac Mo, Hoa Binh BEATIZKVIAEFND, D HH Thac Mo DHEFRITEEICHET X

nTW5b,  F7-. HoaBinh /X F§iZ Son La, Nam Nhun %5 D & ABAFEN 1 v, K%
— B L7 AM R AKERGFEIHBE SN TWD, (o T, AHATIE, Tri An 3EATOHY
Hb‘l‘ﬁz%*ﬁgﬂﬁj—éo

—J5. BRUCBHZE T 5 ORI S EH 503, AMA TR, BB — 27 BIROBFED
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ELHEINDAHOE — 7 EJE LTH A — R EHHE 41TV % Huoi Quang,
Ban Chat #$FEFT 24 % E L7z,  [RFEEITIL. Son La & A Lifidd Da /KFE DI FHE S Fu
THY., EEIITH S Da JIAN OBEHER K O 508 2 52 1 3712 B CTHE 23 T 6E
BEZoNHZ b, BE—7ERE L TCORBAREENGWERESND,

AETIL, EFE— MK ORBFHIIN 2 T, £ OMBEIRDOEAFGEMEIZOWT H M LT,

25
o @ Overflow 7
E 20 O Generation - Zﬁz 7
S N 7¢7? % 5% I (I
) I
% Z e .
z 10 nm |
2

0

% ) Q N v ™ ) ) o A o O Q
o o Y O Y Y Y Y Y Y Y

e "00/

5-1-1  Tri An FEEFTORERE & BT

140.0 Generation flow Overflow 8,000
— — Water level Inflow

120.0 7,000

6,000
,é\IO0.0 §
= 5,000 £
% 80.0 E
— 4,000 3
8 60.0 %D
g 3,000 5
40.0 2,000 A

20.0 1,000

0.0 0
e I e AR MR RN

Year/Month

[X] 5-1-2  Hoa Binh ZEATORT/KHAN, FEEIE. ERhAT &
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5.1.2 BERTri AnAKOREFERICE D E—I HEH DB
a. BESXTri An KOHREBFROBME (FTEHL—1SR)
BERR Tri An BEATX, A—F I UiV Dong Nai JI| FHElEICAZE L TR Y, 1991 4

(Z5ER LT ki =k W R BT Cd 5,
FER L 7K ok Ty S AT # 5-1-1 Tri An /K JFEEERT O FERE T

FEEEY L, Dong Nai JI| ZHEX 1L 55
Installed capacity (MW) 400

‘/\ N N = N P
SHY45Sm DEF L 3 OORZ L, 4 KO Plant Discharge (m3/s) 880

R AUKESRE KON 400MW (=100MW X /K HL%E | Effective head (m) 52

EREA D) OREFT S KD FFKHIE 323km? Annual generated energy (GWh) 1,700

Plant Factor (%) 49
DOWKEFE (WAKMR) ZH L. £OHE
BR2SfEm’ TH D,

b. #HE&EH

1) REEH

AR CHA L7z i G RN, Tri An 28BATR © NN Z OIHITALET 5 Ta Lai 8L
Ta Pao it EBHIFT OBLAT — & 2 312, Wl RIC L0 FE L72BER Tri An & AHUS O
1979 #:~2002 4 £ TO 24 FEW5y O A BN OFRERT — 4 (ERPELE © £ 540m’s) T
H5,

2) HEERRE
AREBICIL, #HRBE L 100MW SRE LTz, T, #EeR%oREEH OF|EMH A2 %
L., BERSEMHEMAELRIELE L2 EITX b,

7R, BRI W TIE, RO FIS fAERICEBWT, BEx b2 BB L= ET
IEINDHRETHD,

3) EEBEHEOKBEEMLATV

ARREHCIE, #ER 1/50,000 HFZK & BUFR A AL R 4 212, KEREQL) &A% ZH) DO
(LH) /& 72 2KV — D88 LT, PERRETE O /KBEREEYIL. BUK A, EUKE
bR, =T H T KESRE R OSEEHN DAY . ORI 1.5km TH 5,

4) BEEE
ARG B O A 2L, B BT O =LY 5m D720 4Tm E{RE LT, Z
AUd, HEEGFEOT ITMET 2 EL L (@I 40m) L, BERREBATIMEL TV D

Suoirop # A (F K 45m) & DX LEDEPKI SmbDHZ LIZL b,
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c. WHRHBEOREFERHEEDLHD Tri AnfFKitBRAS S aL—Y3 Y
1) BREEH

PERREHENC K 0 15 5 2 R B (90%IRAEH] ) K OMERIFE AR ) &) 2 HEET 5729,
FREEMHEOT T, Tri AnlFAMER Y S 2L —2a a2 E LT, 2OV Ial— gy
DEFEIZ Y 72> TIE, BERR Tri An BT O LRICALET 2 Pk hRE v =7 FO®
BEBERT DL E LT,

- Ham Thuan - Da Mi /K /)58 FEFHH] =< <o oo 00 oot 2001 4F X 0 iEERBHAA
- Dai Ninh 7k7‘j%\’é'§|€§+@ ..................... @%&
- Dong NaiNo.3 & 4 /KIJFEERTHE] - oovvveee e A I

Dai Ninh 7K /) 58 BRI FTI A~ DERE 2 £F O G TH 5 0T, ZHIUZ KV BERX Tri An
K LIS OFEEDNET 5, — 7. Ham Thuan - Da Mi K& O Dong Nai No.3 & 4 7K /738 FE &
(X IR OFE R v R R kit e A3 5720, TOREEMIZL Y | IR
AT 5 (REOWENKY . HFEOWENPHAD), TNDLOREEAZEE L. TriAn 7K
MIER S R 2 L—v 3 & L,

2) Y2al—Yav#ER
VIalb—ra T, T ERSMTIZEW T, Tri An lFKHO~ A B —7 2 /Ek L
(IRATERES—1 28) | 90%MRAE &L HE Lz, ZORFE, Tri An Ik 90%IRAEHE
X 327m’s &7 o7,
R EHE OB IX, HRETE D [720) 56 (Without Extension)] (BEXFEEHTD #)
& 24854 (With Extension) | T L, TR ZNOFEMIEOES %, HIKFHEIC X
L4 L UCRHE L7z, £ORRIT, 51218718 TH D,

F 5-1-2 HROA BT KD /K H O RERs S

Without With Extension
Extension Extension Project

90%firm discharge (m’/s) 327

Min. operation hours (hours) 8.9 7.0 7.0
Installed capacity (MW) 400 500 100
Effective head (m) 52 52,47 47
Maximum Discharge (m’/s) 880 1,125 245
90% firm peak power (MW) 354 441 87
Generated energy (GWh/year) 1,863 1,952 89
Plant factor (%) 53 45 45
Rate of spillway discharge (%)™ 9.4 3.4 34

#Rate of spillway discharge to total inflow volume
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R HEEEFEICEVEON D REMEEIL. 90%IRIEH TI(HE5) : 8TMW, FRIF 4
%ﬁ%@”ﬁ8WNME@é FTo, ARHERREHE L BRI EITIL. MEIZBWTEH, K7
WREFFREE O K ) (S00MW) SEHENFIRECTH DL Z L b, ZOfFKtER Y I 21— 3

TRV LT,

—Ji. YIalb—rvalfERkEnAg R s o 71cE L GRMERS—1 21), Z ok
RNOAGNZE@Y | BT 7 TRIND BT EN, HEREFEIZI VD L TR,
FIREOAERRE SN TN D,

d. EEHEOOC Y FaX FOKEE

AMEERETENX, & ORIHHEACC/KEIE R DB % 7 BRI FEETHEEtE (LT, %7
THRETE) OZN MO THEEL LTS, Lo T, AHRHBEO 7Y =7 ha &
&, & 7 EHEEREHE F/S ARG R TH b kW Bk Al 674USD/AW ZFIIH L CTHE
E L. EDORERIT 67.4millionUSD (=674USD/KW X 100,000kW) & 72 7=,

5

e. HBERFTEICHSRELE

AMERRETENL, Hr 7270 7 D OREELRT /KL OB 2 — YD 272D | KB e (E RS
DEREOWEZIE) DO TIER, LInd> T, AHERREHE R O SR

(T, R THEFEMFRIICH E 5720, MO TIRENRLOTHL EF XD,

f. FEERETE O FE i AT Be fE 5T 4
1) E—VFERGEERE L TORFETM

A28 @ Phu Yen East £5/K 58 5 H sl O PEREAMN & ARk, BB EEB) 2Rk T (T A
Z— VU REE) OFEM. REEM(C)Z K NFEEOE M THALT 2. B/IC FiEE HWV TR
PEZ M L7z, 2 ORER, Tri An 52 EHE O B/C fEIX, 1.42 & 72 57-, Z® B/C fli%. Phu
Yen East Sk FBHIN D 1.47 KIFEE « —MKT)) LIZER%TH D,

2) BEREEICIYR/oNIELSREBHNEITEE L-MBHEEM

ARG TIE, ERE kW E— 7 TERSRER & L ToRENTIMA T, WIREOA
BMEMIZ LY | #7212 89GWh DFEMIBAEE N EEZEHLNT Z LN TE D, ZOHEINE
A E— 7RI E L, ZOEIEHEINA LML & LT, AHEEREHE O FIRR &5
THE, 9.1% L b, THIEY 7 BHIFREHE O JETRO-F/S i THIE SNz 6.8% % ElAl
STW5D,

1 FIRR OB EITY - - TiE, & 7 EHEEH O JETRO-F/S #0# Tl H S - 3HE 4 (v — 7 B # s
DEITEHE=12US ¢ /kWh %) Z@EH L7,
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L7edio T, AHEERGHENT, ME5mE T Eh etttz LT 5

3) EERETIE ) EME T RE 14 ET
EREO—HOMRFHEFR L0 5 O AREERR G O FHEE T & B - B £V
FLOAERIIES- 13 0@ ThD,

# 5-1-3  Tri An ZEATHE R G O EEE T

Installed capacity (MW) 100
Plant Discharge (m’/s) 245
Effective head (m) 47
90% firm peak power 87
Annual average energy (GWh) 89
Min. operation hours (hours) 7.0
Plant factor (%) 45
Project cost (million USD) 67.4
B/C 1.42
FIRR at consumer’s end (%) 9.1

AR EZE L DD L, LTO@Y THY ., 2D EnDAREREE I, ALK
JIBRFHETH D EfEwmT 22 ENTE D, M-, BRAEICHIT T, HEEEFHE O
WD D F/IS HEDOREmMNLEN D,

O AHEHFEHE O B/CEIE 1.42 TH Y . Z OFEFHIEIT Phu Yen East /K J8 dE 1A
D 147 GKFE : —fkS) LIZERETHY, E— I 5pSRERE LT
mEVEREMEZ A LTS, S 6I2, AMEREIEIC X Y BER Tri An ZEETIC
BWTINETKMEEL W Z BRI E— 7 RRFIZS 7 T8RS
R Cc& D2 Lo, ABERRGHEIT Tri An BEAOE— 7 HIEEFRE LT
BOEZEY —BRDDZ LIZEND,

O kit kW B—27xhcHER E L ToRENINA T, I EOFZhEHIZ X
D APEEGTEIIHTZ1Z 89GWh DIEMIEAE HEE AR T LN TE D,
ZHUC XD AHEEREHE O FIRR (X 9.1% & HEE S 4L, L7znd o C, AREEEGHHE
X, MEE ChREMEWE-ATREEZ A/ LT D

O AHEREFHENT, ¥ LHOFBGEZ LDV, B - HRBRE~525
BT, U EVEERETE & RERICHR O TR TH 5,

-5-6-



N hFAE =SB R EE A 7 7 A S LR — b

5.1.3 JLEKAREFOARFEDLE

(1) Da)llBRAFEEHE

Da JINFALIT D K DS T
NI A ZESThUF

WM FLTWS

>
q—

WZW R L, PRl 540km 23X FFAFEHN & 72> TW 5,
Da JIlZKRDK DR T v id, FMIFEE T 316 {5 kWh, H1T6258MW & BH &
TEY, ZHER N TFLALTORT T v /LD 40%FREICHEY LTV 5,

—57C Da I TH 5,

DR~8%Z HEDDH EWVbILTW\Wh, ZDi=w, Dalll

Qi1
Da JIliZ

5-1-4 |29 4 FEEFT OB EHE]

12 60 {8 m® DK

o =R

A

ZHERT D LD

TR D 37% % L 2D KT, FL & Bk
o JIIE 980km @ 5 H il 440km (%P [EFE

IZSonLa 7340 & m’. HoaBinh 2330 m’ &5 2 & TEEINTVS

% 5-1-4  Da )Jll7K% DK S35 EBHF &

WZEHD

1971~1996 - DHEFHT L ALiT, Da Il OPIKEITHIT D
W S LTV D Hoa Binh 4 A%
WZEH LTS,

B HIEEFOBREIL, BEICBHENRE L TS Son La %7E
EDHNTWD, RBUIKAERIL, Son La & LT

EATEEZO T, #*

Hoa Binh

Project Name unit . Son La Nam Nhun Ban Chat HuoiQuang
(Existing)

River System - Da Da Da Nam Mu Nam Mu
Province - Hoa Binh Son La Lai Chau Lao Cai Lao Cai
Catchment Area km’ 51,700 43,760 26,000 2,017 2,930
Installed Capacity MW 1,920 2,400 1,200 200 560
Annual Energy GWh 9,298 8,892 4,423 734 1,957
Effective head m 109 99 96 96 181
Effective capacity 10°m’ 5,650 5,871 759 1,380 126
of reservoir
Flood capacity 10°m’ 3,000 4,000 0 0 0
Dam type - Rock/Earth Concrete Concrete Concrete RCC

(2) Ban Chat, Huoi Quang KAHERORBERRBEDRET
a. Ban Chat, Huoi Quang K AOHEBRIDEEHE

Ban Chat, Huoi Quang 7K J)F8 T 1%, Da JIl’KF D SonLa 4 A

At 9% Nam Mu I 2 DD & A% [RIRHICBRYE S 2 5HE CTH 5.,

X AR T, Son La & LD REGERIT

Z O 30km Tl

NE L TWA,

BATIE Pre-F/S M T LTWD, FEFLE, K S5-1-515R7,

IZEHE & 4U. Ban Chat 8%

\Z. Huoi Quang 7K JJ¥EE

Source: PECC1

SO BT Dall &
Huoi Quang &L

BT (#2430 |

#EFTIX F/S, Ban Chat /K /73§
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# 5-1-5 Ban Chat, Huoi Quang F D F2:E T

Unit Ban Chat PS Huoi Quang PS
Installed Capacity MW 200 (100MW x2) 540 (180MW x3)
Annual Energy Generation GWh 710 1,822
Total water head m 82 149
Max. discharge m’/s 279 411
Catchment Area km’ 2,017 2,930
Dam height m 127 151
Dam type - Concrete gravity Concrete gravity
Effective Storage 10°m’ 1,380 173
Resetteled households - 1,340 305
Total project cost 10°VND 4,244 8,268

b. FFEIRAMFHED-HDORFKMERL I L—Y a3y

Ban Chat, Huoi Quang /K /JZ AT, [F—JINIZ

Sorce: PECC1

B IINLTWDHT=D, FTIiORERTIX

TR OEM O BE T D, W-o T, FHHEOZ L VERGHT E 72 > T MO fE L

MatciIze <,
N D,
KA T

KFE—

e i L72EM >

EEADY I 2L —3 g ISR

1%, BLIk D Ban Chat, Huoi Quang & 2 &1 |
{)[ijZTﬁﬁ Lo ‘(M‘Hﬂ:__’ L/7IL_

B Y73 B

FHET % BT 2

2% Nam Mu )i &8 7 — %

Z BNLIE D A AL OFE T — # (30 4211;1966 4F-~1995

2 L —3 3 |2 L - T, Ban Chat, Huoi Quang 7K 7158 5 T D f i B

FREZ B Uiz, MEHTH Lz & s oW IR EO P LUK A OB EE £

5-1-6, # 5-1-7 TR T,

# 5-1-6  Ban Chat, Huoi Quang % A #5045 H SR (1966-1995)

Jun Jul | Aug | Sep | Oct | Nov | Dec Jan Feb | Mar | Apr | May

Ban Chat 234 | 354 | 271 154 79 49 30 25 22 20 33 97
Huoi Quang 339 | 514 394 | 223 115 71 44 37 32 30 48 141
(Unit : m%/s)

7% 5-1-7 Ban Chat, Huoi Quang 4 2 Hi sl D 25 5 fi &

Jun Jul Aug | Sep Oct | Nov | Dec Jan Feb | Mar | Apr | May

Evaporation 124 | 11.8 991 105] 11.8| 107 | 11.7] 132 | 163 | 22.1 | 20.8| 18.8
(Unit: mm)

1) \ET7—R

BT Z T DA BT O FHBIFAR X, Mn%mmmmmmexmmgHmu@mg

SMMwawaxmmg?&éoK%Efm\%%ﬁ%®%$%ﬁ#ﬁﬂbt
WCGEHAY I 2 b—va VXV REBENEZREME L, B —2A0MEE %2 5-1-8
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(Y, eBWS AL bPKGREI AR RV EEEMTH S,

*5-1-8 Matr—2 %

Huoi Quang PS de\I:Ie(IOp 1 unit, 2 units, 3 units, 4 units,

Ban Chat PS “ment 180MW 360MW 540MW 720MW
No development — — — O _
1 unit, I00MW — — — O —
2 units, 200MW O O O © O
3 units, 300MW — — — O —
4 units, 400MW — — — O —

Legend O : simulation case, © : current plan of PECCI

2%, Ban Chat, Huoi Quang 4% % A ML D LR FHIAT T, & L DOALE
PRIX, BiEHE & F— & T 5,

(BT K AL D

2) Y2aL—YaVvARBLURR
Vi;v~Vayfﬁgtﬁ%#TmﬁwaﬁmmﬁﬁéBmCMtﬁbﬁmm@vx
B — 7 HAERR LT 90%RFEM B A FHE L, ZAUTESWT 30 W& HOREE ) &4
E LT,
ﬁmFﬁ@HmuymgﬁAKowfﬁ%KVi;v~vay%£mLtoﬁ%Hmi
Quang ¥ ADPEAEIX, HAMBHY (BanChat SEFTA B L2V) O
& LS oW %A A — RB#%E (BanChat, Huoi Quang i3 8T 2 BA% T %) DO
A121% Ban Chat # A2 XA /KEH 2% 8 L T, Ban Chat ¥ A « BT E (I =2
— 3 URER) IR O OWMABREMA T b DOEFEADRAREE L, ¥ I=
g URER AR 5-1-9 IR, 7238, 90%PRAEHT Jid. SR B & S D S B — 2 fikfe
Mz 7R E L7c B Ot L,

¥ Huoi Quang

L=
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#5119 vIialb—val iR

Cascade development
Independent BC constant HQ constant

HQ BC A-1 |BASE| A-2 A-3 B-1 B-2 |BASE| B-3
BC - 200| 100 200 300 400 200 200 200 200
Installed Capacity HQ 540 - 540 540, 54 540 180, 360 540 720
(MW) Total 540 200 640 740 84 940 380 560 740, 920
95% Firm discharge BC - 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93 93
(m’/s) HQ 49 - 115 115 115 115 115 1153 115 115
BC - 723 673 723 722, 725 723 723 723 723
Annual Generation HQ 1,723] - 1,856 1,853] 1,849 1,849 1,425 1,775 1,853 1872
(GWh) Total 1,723 723| 2,529 2,576| 2,571 2,574 2,148/ 2,498 2,576 2595
BC - 177 88 177 201 206 145 177, 177 177,
90% firm peak power HQ 128 - 499 499 499 499 172 354 499 499
(MW) Total 128 177 587, 676 700 705 317, 531 676 676
BC - 41 77 41 27 21 41 41 41 41
Plant Factor HQ 36| - 39 39 39 39 90, 56 39 30
(%) Total 36 41 45 40 35 31 65 51 40 32

Legend BC: Ban Chat PS, HQ: HuoiQuang PS, (*) capital recovery factor11%

c. APV FaARIDHERE

Ban Chat, Huoi Quang /K JFEHTO 7wy =7 ha A ME, £7, BliHH T&H 5 Ban Chat
200MW(100MW X 2units), Huoi Quang 540MW (180MW X 3units)(Z -2V C, FHHEEEFHXIZ HS
WTRAHBELZRI L, SAkRETO 0 Y= o X MEEICH A U7 Bl 256 LT
MTHE®RZHE L, WRICBIAE 25 - U CREHROBBUCR D THEE - &%
BHT 22 &1L, SRERBIC L LHEEZEE LT,

SEHFBBMICBIT A7 0y haX M, £5-1-10107R-7, AESh/7 vy s K
I A ME, F/S, pre-F/S TREINIZAA MLV EDER TN, K& — 7 EAk

WbEAE LTI END, BkRBEREDREBERDITT D20, BKREERERED
HEELFRIUFETAREHLZ7eY =7 ba X hagHA L, BFEHEOFMEITY 2 & &
L7,
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#5-1-10 ARHE TR

Ban Chat PS Huoi Quang PS
1 unit 2 units 3 units 4 units 1 unit 2 units 3 units 4 units

100 MW | 200 MW | 300 MW | 400 MW | 180 MW | 360 MW | 540 MW | 720 MW

I Construction Cost 203,100 | 236,000 | 275,800 | 314,400 | 354,200 | 399,100 | 441,600 | 487,500

1.1 Preparatory Works 40,700 40,700 40,700 40,700 27,900 27,900 27,900 27,900

1.2 Civil Work 135,400 141,500 155,100 166,200 | 290,400 | 307,800 | 322,800 | 341,200

1.3 Hydromechanical Works 4,000 8,000 12,000 16,000 8,200 8,200 8,200 8,200

1.4 Hydroelectrical Works 23,000 45,800 68,000 91,500 27,700 55,200 82,700 110,200

II Engineering Service 15,200 17,700 20,700 23,600 26,600 29,900 33,100 36,600

111 Administration Expense 1,000 1,200 1,400 1,600 1,800 2,000 2,200 2,400
IV Land compensation

and Resettlement 52,500 52,500 52,500 52,500 11,900 11,900 11,900 11,900

V_Others (Tax) 2,700 5,400 8,000 10,800 3,600 6,300 9,100 11,800

VI Physical Contingency 27,500 31,300 35,800 40,300 39,800 44,900 49,800 55,000

Total Project Cost 302,000 | 344,100 | 394,200 | 443,200 | 437,900 | 494,100 | 547,700 | 605,200

d. mBERREBREDEE
1) B/C FiKIZ & HEF 1T
Ban Chat, Huoi Quang /K JJF BT D i B, B/C FHEIC X 0 M2 5l L Tl bk
FIEICENTE IR ZTRH T2 2L & Le, 22T, BRBEEEBIIRZE AT (g R
P 7 N) OFEM, REHEHCITARIIFEEDF H TR L7z,
PEFRA B F AFEICI W T, BRI (Tmax)% 4,000 REFEIFRE S5 2 & 2K 158
FTORFBEBREDHZ L LT\,
A=Pmax X Tmax . A :fFHFEEEIE (MWh)
Pmax : JEEITH ) (MW)
Tmax : FFFEEREM (hr)
AR RS AR P RE] (Tmax) 1, ZEFTHIHZE (CF ; Capacity Factor, %) & [FIERZ2fEIETH |
HE TR OBERICH D
Tmax = A/ P = 8760hr X (CF(%)/100)
PE- T, FMHIFEERFH (Tmax) 4,000 FEf X, FENFIHE (CF) 45.7%I2, F£7= 3,000
RFfHIIE 34.2%ICHE 95,

[ 5-1-3 |2, AFEBREHER /5 O BIR O G % & FEFTFHROBRE =T, Z ORI
B 6 ETHRTIRERMIELLAZ Y —=0 ZIERAL TS DO THD, KHIZIE
Ban Chat 33 & OY Huoi Quang & #E /T35 2 O Son La FEETOFRRLE 2 Ao CRodi L7z,
B/C FHEIZ K D8 VERHI T, g 2R E LTar A v R A 7 L z@iE LT
DV Ta A R A 7 L ORITEFI I T 2 848(B) % % L, Ban Chat Huoi
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Quang FEFTOMIEHC)Z R L TV D, o T, MROZED B-CITHY L, ik
K &7 DRI AP BGEBAF B T 5,

X CITFIHZE 40%FRE T B-C DMK e, Zhid, Tmax ICHE T 5 &, 3,500
REICAR Y LT 5,

UL U7 s HIK IS ERT O T8 TSI Lo TENPRKE W B )10 K FHE
R, LK ECR BRI O

ANNUAL COSTS 2020 Flz ko <. %\é’fﬁ’%’jjiz))

600 B CET B TR, o
Z 50 || T BoEBIR S ORE, A
54m GEEE%Q/*/ . M B (Tmax)iZ k- T—
2 300 — |
§ - ——cC 'fi *—WL%@*% %&Eﬁ‘é k
<C: 100 kL A +Ban Chat 200MW ) . - - 3

| —&— PSPP coal %I‘i%ﬁtlﬁ%& [/\ Dq:'fﬁﬁ—gqé — & 75
0 WU TH D,
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Capacity Factor (%)

X 5-1-3 B/C FEIC X 5 B Hie

2) Ban Chat, Huoi Quang K hH BT D

BF7k & REO K R ERTIE HIK I ETRE L 7oK 28K ISR L CRET 5. 06> T
V7K BN BRI F AT RE 70 K BB KA B C K o TR E D72, FHEIRICRTE T D LB
oD, AT — RBHFEOBEIIE, Tl EHTIE LAl OFRE#IC K 2 i RO -
BaEZITH720, HMBROGAITH S TREEN BN ERZ0,

YIalb—raURRICE D & BUROFERE TH 5 N—A 7 —& (I A7 — FBI¥E)

B OS-14TRT R DT, IO B — 7 SEERRE RS A A TR O AR R A 1 K

- T, Ban Chat 87T C 8 Fffi], Huoi Quang ZFET T 6.6 RFRIFREMER S NLD, L L7
236 NI K EOFREBIA K& <, 24 R R EEIRS /TRER B & D — 7 T,
BRI TR & [RIFRE DA FEREM LR TE 220,
BiFHE O & LG, R OWIEA &4 IreE U TR L L TER 572
OITIXEEINNESTE LN, F L&l L ChKMERZ IR L2 85A1i, AR
ANEPD IR DI ZE LR WVEREINT 5 2 & L7220 Eio, BKEOEERRFH
DHTIAD 2N E D | BLEHE O & LBBIIIZIEZ Y £ B2 b5, 76> T, Ban Chat,
Huoi Quang H&EHTIX, B —7 /I UG E LTEHT 2 Z EDRLEEND,
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Daily Peak operation hours Daily Peak operation hours
Ban Chat (1966-1995) Huoi Quang (1966-1995)
240 —— 240 ——
[ Average [ Average
180 max 180 I max
’ —min : —min
4 4
3 120 3 120
< <
6.0 6.0
0.0 0.0
= W oa > Q = 5 > = W oa > Q = 5 >
5328828388228 5328828588222

X 5-1-4 4% H O HEREERE] (RX—R 7 —X)

0 ~ 6 ~ 12 ~ 18 ~240’clock

FRICE Dy SN iTKEEZHWT, B =7

U BA 08 A DTN AR 515 o5 1 patdcapaciy
T (HRICE— 2 E8B0E 2 T 277), §

ZIZTIE BOETHARTLLOIT, Bk 2
OEEMREBE Lo, v mEs o | Base

g | capacity

WABE & 3 2 Al B — 7 kRIS T BT &

HZEMnh, ZREADETHE — 2 s
W2 7 Kffil & LT, R/KEOHPH CTHRER « Base > Peak’< Base’
RHAEBE LR, SBIC, Borlika Total 17hrs —— 7hrs

— 7 REHI LS ORI (17 B§[#LH) ICBET D500 AR L, GhE TR
LTWb,

BHRd & 91T, NI mREEFT ORI M ATRER TR DIE & A LD, B — 7 FEEITME
HEnhTna,

—J7. KNI ATRE KBS B E e 7o, B — 7 BERHF VLI 2 0 K & X — 2
AR ISR ET D 2 L&D, ZOHDNRKREWL, AWMEABNBRT 29%iE (&
— 7 ER=2MIETI DY) WNEL R I RAERNRRE S 22D, 2L, B
A BV RG AT REKEZRK ST D 2 LIk 0 e TR T & B8,

DA BEBNENMET T2 L &2 D,

o T, YFREITIL, BAMICIIY — 7 BEITHE LIFEE R > T D2, IFKOER)

TEHOBEN D, FRCHAK OMEE SiEE TRTHMLEND D,
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Average Peak Power (Ban Chat, 1966-1995) Average Peak Power (Huoi Quang, 1966-1995)
250 600
E — E
s — s
< < 400 H - — H — H —
3 150 | 3
ks 2 -
=3 =3
° ° 300 |
3 3 -
e 100 — [ — |1 |BBase (17hrs/day) e O Base (17hrs/day)
> O Peak (7hrs/day) > 200 = B | [| |OPeak (Thrs/day) ||
© ©
a8 — a -
50 100 — H —H HH 5
0 0

mmmmmmm

X 5-1-5 ®FHOE—27 « XR—ZAA[REH S (R—2 47— R)

3) EBRRBEDEE

WROFTCIE, Bl ©— 7 Mk 2 T ERR D D LB e THRER & L7z, 2 2Tl
SR B — 7 AR 23 L R BR S MR LS WL 5, K 5-1-6 1T, Sffiv—2
FHAERE 23 7,6,5 R[] D55 @ Ban Chat, Huoi Quang J8BERTOBRFEHINE 2 /3T A — & L LTz
B/C GHAERE R &~ T,

ZEAIIZ Ban Chat D7) % 200MW & L 72355 @ Huoi Quang J& & HT D i B 2 7~ 97, 5
il & — 27 fkEIRE R A3 7 B 20 S 4 51251 T, BIC, B-C DI KIZH IO KR EWHIH
B350, E—7 K 6 FE LU EOSGEIZIE— A 7 — X TH 5 Huoi Quang S40MW DB
FEBUED il & 72 D

AIZIE, Huoi Quang D HIJ1% 540MW & L7-354 @, Ban Chat 58 ¥EFT O fig i HikE % 7
B LA R AR T, 2 2T b FERIC S & — 7 fke R 23 7 R 2> 38 3~ 2 12> T B/C
B-C D KITAM (1S Ban Chat O /13K E < 725 5 0) (ICBET 213D bd
D, E— 7 BRI 6 Wi UL E O AICiZ N — & & — 2 Td % Ban Chat 200MW O B F&HA5E
DI & 72D,

LLEORKEHZ L Y | Ban Chat, Huoi Quang J8FEATOBIFEMIMIL, FFkOFTFEIN & 5
L7=5%6 BlEHE £ 35 U Ban Chat 200MW, Huoi Quang 540MW 234 CThHhoH EE X LD,

TR — A OREFERHERE R (B — 7 Mkl 7 REE O 56) 2% 5-1-11 1ITRT, 72
F5. Ban Chat, Huoi Quang AT & &, FMBAR OGAIZITRFHEN S H 2 L h, MFEE
Frat A — KRBT D ENREE LY,

b
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Optimum Scale of Huoi Quang PS Optimum Scale of Ban Chat PS
(Ban Chat PS : 200MW, Peak duration =7hr: 3 ZiHuoi Quang PS : 540MW, Peak duration =7hrs )
14 % 1. 50
—8—B/C 4 40 4 40
12 ||—a—B-C e | 5 E 12 @ T /e 3 H
o 10 T 20 Z|| 10 [ A T —, |2 %
~ 4 T 2 N i T e
@ 08 i ;0 o %C m 08 | ;0 m %C
06 I 1-10 = 06 | —e—s/c|] -10 =
' 1 -20 ' —&—B-C| -20
0.4 -30 0.4 ! -30
g g § 8 8 8 8 8
— ™ 77} ~ — N e <
Installed Capacity of Huoi Quang PS (MW) Installed Capacity of Ban Chat PS (MW)
Optimum Scale of Huoi Quang PS Optimum Scale of Ban Chat PS
(Ban Chat PS : 200MW, Peak duration =6hrs ) (Huoi Quang PS : 540MW, Peak duration =6hrs )
1.4 50 1.4 50
—8—B/C i i
12 | |—A—Bc : 15 =3 12 | ‘/‘. E 15 =3
o o
010 T 120 T 10 F 120 %
@ 3 110 28| @ 3 1148
08 | H 10 32 08 I E 10 2
06 I H 1-10 = 06 I H —e—s8/c|7 10 3
B ) 4 -20 . ° —&—B-C |4 -20
0.4 -30 0.4 : -30
o o o o o o o o
e & § 8 e &8 8 g
Installed Capacity of Huoi Quang PS (MW) Installed Capacity of Ban Chat PS (MW)
Optimum Scale of Huoi Quang PS Optimum Scale of Ban Chat PS
(Ban Chat PS : 200MW, Peak duration =5hrs ) (Huoi Quang PS : 540MW, Peak duration =5hrs )
14 — 50 14 50
B/C 4 40 _ o—— —e 7 40 —
12 |[—A—B-C 1 30 § 12 A/‘___ 1 30 §
610 F 120 X 510 f 120 %
~ 410 1@ ~ 410 1@
P o8 5 10 o %C 0 g 5 1o m %C
06 L £ 1 -10 s 06 L £ | |—e—B/c|| -10 s
' °/4-20 ' ° /|l=a—Bc|{ 20 7
0.4 -30 0.4 : -30
g § g 8 g8 8 8§ 8
—_ ™ 1) ~ — N el <
Installed Capacity of Huoi Quang PS (MW) Installed Capacity of Ban Chat PS (MW)
5-1-6 Ban Chat, Huoi Quang & B8 FIT 0 f5z 16 [ 8 B 0D F st s 5
F5-1-11 R PEREALRS R
Cascade development
Independent HQ constant BC constant
HQ BC A-1 | BASE| A-2 A-3 B-1 B-2 |BASE| B-3
BC - 200 100 200 300 400 200 200 200 200
Installed Capacity HQ 540| - 540| 540| 540| 40| 180| 360| 540| 720
(MW) Total 540 200 640 740 840 940 380 560 740 920
BC - 1,721] 3,020| 1,721 1,314] 1,108 1,721| 1,721] 1,721 1,721
Unit Cost HQ 1,015 - 1,015] 1,015| 1,015| 1,015] 2,433| 1,373| 1,015 841
(US$/kW) Total 1,015] 1,721| 1,328| 1,206| 1,122| 1,054| 2,058| 1,497| 1,206| 1,032
BC - 5.2 4.9 5.2 6.0 6.7 5.2 5.2 5.2 5.2
Generation Cost HQ 3.5 - 3.2 33 33 33 34 3.1 33 3.6
(UScent/kWh) Total 3.5 5.2 3.7 3.8 4.0 4.2 4.0 3.7 3.8 4.0
Economic Evaluation  B/C 087 044| 122 125] 121] 1.15] 093] 1.17] 125] 118
(mIn US$) B-C -7.6| -42.7| 20.6| 252| 21.7 16.9 -5.9 159 252 19.3
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