Tributaries Contribution Evaluation during Rainy and Dry Season, The Mekong
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Table 1 Tributaries Contribution to the Main River, Mekong
Chiang Sean Thai Laos Cambodia

Dry(%) 23.5 4.0 9.2 14.6

Wet(%) 17.6 7.0 15.8 13.5

Catchment(%) 23.8 11 15.7 22.7
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Fig.2 Tributaries Contribution (Dry Season)
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Fig.3 Tributaries Contribution (Wet Season)



