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Changes in water use by irrigation system from open channel to pipeline
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Annual progress of pipeline
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Amount of water supply and pipeline by year
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Table | /34 77 A > O#EEEIE
Consolidation rate of pipeline

X EREHEha) | TFAALE M/ ha)
Algz 1948 315
RINE 1430 239
e 2018 270
7 1524 254
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