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Efficiency of dry season rice irrigation in two irrigation projects
in the Chao Phraya delta, Thailand
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Basis data of study area
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Z3EEE (ha) 12,941 2,200
FTANEKE (mY/s) 7.56 234
FEPTE R (d) 104
BKR (mm/d) 4.68
BE#EKE (mm) 482 955
B {7 FKE (mm) 5.53 9.19
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The results and Zone classification and

their sources
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Irrigation efficiency calculated by different on-farm losses
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= =" =4 = = i L BEKBhE
KR ESAKD EHME 00 mEfkR OhAROE  ERAKE
(mm/d) (mm/d) (%) BREFRE POk KX (mm/d) (10%)  (15%)  (20%) (10%)  (15%)  (20%)
0.8 0.2 3.91 108% 102% 96% 79% 83% 88%
5.53 468 85% 0.7 0.3 3.70 114% 108% 101% 74% 79% 84%
0.6 04 3.49 121% 114% 107% 70% 74% 79%
18REHFKEE (INTA T LBEER)
AN BKR YARThA yk g o g 2 , 4
= =1 ey i:4 - = iR KRN
KR ESAKD EHBE 00 mEfkR hEROE  EEAHE
(mm/d) (mm/d) (%) BREFRE HOKE KR (mm/d) (10%)  (15%)  (20%) (10%)  (15%)  (20%)
0.8 0.2 4.42 118% 124% 85% 57% 59% 62%
9.19 468 51% 0.7 0.3 4.29 121% 128% 87% 58% 60% 63%
0.6 04 4.17 125% 132% 90% 59% 61% 64%
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