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Clarification of impact on water issues to crop production in river-basin scale
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Table 1 Production loss under different water distribution scenario (mt)

U A1 v A2 v U A3
AN hF A 2.4 2.0 2.3
7 A 0.4 0.4 0.4
THA, BURTT <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
LowerMekongBasin 2.9 2.4 2.8
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(2) DREzEZATHE, WERBDREIRE LB LE (Table2).

B) A AEFEDOAEERT v v ML 6 (t/ha) Tholony, FEEIT 3 (t/ha) (FAO, IIASA
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Table2 Production loss under different efficiency (mt)

R (80%) hhE (70%) K5h= (65%)
NhT A 1.4 1.8 2.4
Z A 0.3 0.3 0.4
THA, BURYT <0.1 0.1 0.1
LMB 1.7 2.2 2.9
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Fig.1 Production potential of rice
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Table 4 Simulation result (Annual withdrawal and consumptive use of water)

>F VA k& (km®) HEAKE (kn®) PR (%)
N=ZF A 58.5 33.8 7
HFRRIT U A 85.3 51.2 11
HREBIT T U A+ m bk 73.2 51.2 11
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Table 5 Simulation result of annual consumptive use of water
DAl FERTH KR (kn?)
EHIEE (%) HIEA (%) Fhoie E A (mha) 2000 4 2025 4
80 20 0.6 67 101
60 40 0.6 67 106
50 50 1.2 67 113




