1 [11 Chiang Saen 10 | [1] Chiang Saen | [8] Stung Treng 157 [8] Stung Treng
] voL 93.2%

{ NSE 0.77 404 VOL 94.0% 1 NSE 0.66
5 ] NSE 0.77 1 KGE 0.64 ] NSE 0.86 107 KGE 0.44
| KGE 0.81 54 AVL 75.2% 1 KGE 0.84 1 AVL 99.7%
| AVL 75.6% ‘ 207 AVL 99.7% 51
0 0 04
157 [2] Luang Prabang 1 [21 Luang Prabang ] [9] Kratie ] [9] Kratie
1 VOL 104.6% 157 NSE 0.9 404 VOL 88.5% 1 NSE 0.89
107 NSE 0.76 ] KGE 0.91 ] NSE 0.82 201 KGE 0.87
] KGE 0.81 104 AVL 75.6% 50 ] KGE 0.78 1 AVL 99.7%
51 AVL 84.3% ]

1 AVL 64.1%

10 1

] 5
01 . 0
15 ] [3] Chiang Khan 15 [3] Chiang Khan 1 [10] Kompong Cham 20 7 [10] Kompong Cham
] VOL 107.5% 1 NSE 0.89 40_- VOL 94.5% {1 NSE 0.84
10 3 NSE 0.74 10 - KGE 0.88 1 NSE 0.92 1 KGE 0.78
KGE 0.75 1 AVL 68.8% 1 KGE 0.85 104 AVL 99.7%

AVL 67.1% ] AVL 51.8%

1 [4]1 Nong Khai 1 [4] Nong Khai 1 [11] Chroy Chang Var 1 [11] Chroy Chang Var

{ VOL 109.0% 1 NSE 0.9 40 1 VOL 91.7% 10 ] NSE 0.97

10_‘ NSE 0.79 1 KGE 0.84 ] NSE 0.89 ] KGE 0.94
1 AVL 69.5% 1 KGE 0.84 1 AVL 61.4%

{ KGE 0.78
1 AVL 64.7% 1 AVL 20.9%

{ [5]1 Nakhon Phanom 154 [5] Nakhon Phanom 7.5 ] [12] Chau Doc ] [12] Chau Doc
{ voL 97.7% 1 NSE 0.85 ] VOL 85.0% 157 NSE N/A
20 1 - 1 NSE 0.87 ]
1 NSE 0.84 10 { KGE 0.7 5.0 1 : 1 KGE N/A
1 KGE 0.92 1 AVL 60.8% | KGE 0.73 ] AVL 0.0%
10‘: AVL 9970/ 5__ 25': AVL 81/0 10__
0] 01 0.0 - ]
307 [61 Mukdahan ] 161 Mukdahan 151 [131Can Tho 34 [13] CanTho
1 voL 96.9% 101 NSE 0.97 VOL 93.6% 1 NSE -5.71
207 NSE 0.85 ] KGE 0.93 10 NSE 0.62 27 KGE -1.13
1 KGE 0.92 ] AVL 75.6% KGE 0.79 1 AVL 51.9%
107 AVL 99.7% > ] 5 9 14
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["[71 Pakse 15 | [71Pakse JFMAM)] JASOND JFMAM)] JASOND
1 VoL 94.5% 1 NSE 0.66

104 KGE 0.49
1 AVL 75.6%

1 NSE 0.88
20 A

—— Observed data
—— Simulated River Flow (1000 m3/s)
—— Simulated Water Level (m)
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