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Abstract

Most upstream watersheds in North-eastern Thailand still have insufficient measurements of
hydrological data. Assessing runoff with the NRCS-CN model is available alternative, but the
parameters used in the model must be locally optimized. The objective of this study was to select
parameters available from the five parameters modified and applied to the Lam Pra Pleng River
Basin. The 180 storm events from the M145 runoff station between 2005 and 2017 were used to
calibrated and verified the model. The findings indicate that; la, CNya, O values of 0.05S, 68 and 1
respectively gave the highest R?, RMSE, NSE, PBIAS of 0.55, 1.45, 0.49 and 19.86, respectively. These
values are considered moderate at the acceptance level criteria.
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Usinauhvindudeyaiiugiunsgnaive) dmsunsausulasanisgaUssnu n159onkuUeIATg
yamans uagn1suimisdanisd Wudu nsmianisalusmnaivindunaasteunnuiuuiey
Fanimsratausinadivianaadansafamsgnninenlduniseensuinduteyaiilianugndos
wazuaiugh uslifosaia Ao luanunsosidunislénnnm waenniiidesnts Snfannsnsiaindedliiedosie
FIATUN wuwmuuwmu’me’Lumﬂmwauaamammua Immawuwuwaummmumaa n13n519intayanis
gnninedailliifiesne Ao annil¥aiwiarsadiaseunquiui Uaneth wazqaiidesnaifiunuiluns
nrvtateyaiiionluvssduauimnaniduyululassnsimuurdsailssaningg Tasiawizegeds
Tasamsvausemusadn dedlszernatlunsdineenwuuseudissidn andymdnainisussiv
thvhdeuuuiasmsadanmansiadumadoniiuanzay

#aqvunvuTiaesviiinainuatsuuy wilslufude wuudiaes NRCS-CN (The Natural
Resources Conservation Service Curve Number) dsld§un1swaunainiuusians SCS-CN (Soil
Conservation Service Curve Number) tHunildludsiildsuaufounnniianlunisaanisaiusnasii
nntheulufiuiiguni idesanilassadrsliagududou aunsaldauldie Tnefmuad Curve Number
(CN) Fsfimnsananaudinagnnine1vesiu meliusslovdfia uazdoulvarutudounii ileUssiii
Usananiivh isfwesvesuuaesiansaudsuuadudeiud sauludmisssgndldldsuiiug
quihiilaifandnsaindivh (Ajmal et al, 2015) Fstuiumnzandmiunuiunsaanisgu

LUUSa0e NRCS-CN Sindnmsidndiuie Usinamiwilnens (direct runoff) sziintumdsanniidu
ANWEITIIaMTl %aﬂ%mmﬂuﬁqﬁgLﬁadauﬁ%ﬁmﬂuaaaﬂLﬂuﬁwﬁﬂmamnﬁaﬂ’h USununsgayde
Budiu (initial abstraction, la) figwinfiu 5miwdfsumiqigﬁ1m§mﬁu (A) Andusosay 20 vpsUSHNATSIAY
fingsan (Potential Maximum Retention, S) 38 A fiAwiniu 0.2 auaunfgiuis (USDA-NRCS, 2004;
Wang et al., 2012) m'amiﬁﬁmiﬁﬂm%’ayaﬂfﬁmmNuLLavﬁaaﬂaﬂ%mmﬁwmWﬂﬁ”uﬁﬁwfwmmLﬁﬂiu 307
wis lulssimmanigening wanisAnwiszyin A fdUszanas 0.05 nadldfialndiAsannniauuigiufa
(Woodward et al., 2003) wag MsntuTwanlulssmAsoaasias S1uiu 186 wis lauellde A
Wiy 0.05 aglinadnsifian (Beck et al, 2009) warfinsAnwiluiiguinimans fusenidesldvosigeilnn
TulssimAanigol3ng wuie A Awangauiignasdiinsendng 0.01 1 0.1 (Yuan et al,, 2014) Tun1sAnw
nsUTInawiluiiud 15 guiheeunmald Aflenuaadu lutisgquulnenisussgndldan Ny
(1919 CN) AitanTunudeulvvesansgeiin dmalinsussduuiinadviiulid wluisiuiiden
Toyan1sgnninemioR uil i luandnsiatad CNy faliauddyisedosiunfiansandae
(Kim et al,, 2010; Ajmal et al., 2015)

Fufulunmsnunilddadeniuidui Fadudunidwesiiufiqumhdmsemadadufiuidnw
Tneifnguszasdvesnisinumiliensssdvaussousvosuudaoadodimsusudsumaimese ON
uag la wazidonwisfinesimunzauainnsuiudsumnadines 5 nsdl luuvudiass NRCS-CN 11
Jszgndldlimnyanfuiuiiguindmesmas
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3.1 Wuiidnwn

aummmvmaﬂLﬂuaummmmaﬂwwmmLL:uuma Tnefifuihanitenadutuns Sadudutiy
thssvisguiiyauay aumumm&Jﬂlumaﬂmamaammaﬂﬂﬁqw TngtausnvosdtBundutnfeiu
qmmmﬂumwawmluamuquﬂiwmmﬂummmmmmmumm d1i1gasi fausUsyanm 60
Alawmsuagiimuanadulszana 1: 300 wasduiiaesdunntuyidneauiushiyg wihdmssnds
Sulnaruiinueuuinaddisveigdfuiisumnniiflen swtaidienuenlssaa 60
Alalunskaziimnuaintuloening9wsnAe Ussuna 1 : 2,500 $UANINIVD LTSN TEINE S 120
Alawnsuazogluiminuassudufisun

dmsuiuiidnwegluuinadiuiivuih Hudumioosiuiigumidnssnds vinadulmefo
SunaUintes Yamtauasswdnn faondfadivia M 145 Hugneenvesauin aseuaquitud 322
msailaing Sslutrufeudusieu 8 narau SUSinaruedssening 220 - 150 Taduns uaziiu3un
dwiads whity 79.39 Sugnunaiiams anmglussimavesiuiifieuaeduadsdnlnajedlutidosay
2 - 5 Fnuwaugnslivsslomifiau U . 2558 Aisrzfaindeyavomnsuiauniiduuinudmifiuiianu
wuih fufinuesnssufiuiiuiniign Aaduiiud 169,51 mssilawns viefesas 52.58 vosiiufinavun
sosaslduAiuiivnly Aufiqueuniedsgnadne fufandn uasiiufitn Aaduiiuil 113.86, 18.48,
17.51 uae 3.02 asailamns vidodosay 3532, 5.73, 5.43 uay 0.94 vosfiuiivianun aud1du lnsaan
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3.2 WUUI1889 NRCS-CN
WUUI1a89 NRCS-CN 1unuudnasamsadinaansiiiaaianisaiuSuianinii Tne3Sn1s NRCS-CN
aunsawansbanudnusasalull (USDA-NRCS, 2004)



(P-1,)? o
Q= P>la, 4z Q=040 la=AS (1)
P+(1-1,)s

a

dlo P fausuauelu (Precipitation) (1a), Q faUdunaiiavin (Direct Runoff ) (1), la fausunanis

'
a

geysdeiSusiu (Initial abstraction) (ww), S AeUSnanmsiiuingsgn (Potential Maximurn Retention) (141),
9

A fie Sasrdunisgandesusiu (Initial abstraction raito) 1aef la = 0.25 (USDA-NRCS, 2004)
dwsudSunaniuingsgn (S) anunsarwinildnaunis

1000
S=254(—-10) (2)
CN

Ine?An CN Ae nungiavlAsnii aunsanAlaannsinsgideyanisidusslosinfu was
Yoy avilnvesiu Ailavzegszning 0sCN<100 Fadur CNy Tuaunisi (3) Tanzlunsdvas AMC I
Wintu

CNy = iZL(AiXCNi) (3

A1 CNy wae CNy luaunisit (4) way aun1si (5) audisu Wu CN 198 msunsd AMC | uag AMC

Il (Chow et al., 1988) fieil

4.2CN,
N, = ——— (@)
10 - 0.058CN,

23CN,
CNy = ——— (%)
10 + 0.13CN,

Il AMC FauTunusuaauiavaaianAsuningluinesm 5 Ju lasdaiiansundinania
wnzUgnuesiigiie Fauds AMC 10u 3 aila Tdun AMC | (A2MuTus) AMC Il (Auduiade) AMC I
(AT Uanslupnsan 1

A15197 1 nsuusauluAnuTuSusunauntn (AMC)

¥linvas AMC Usanarluazaunaunin 5 U (Hadung)
uanganITtnIzUan agMIwIzUan
AMC | (mm%uﬁﬂ) <127 < 35.6
AMC Il (Aruuiade) 12.7-27.9 35.6 - 53.3
AMC Il (A131uge) > 279 > 533

fan: (Chow et al., 1988)

IINANLAFIUANNITAMUALART la = 0.25 laNasananuduiusvesysuaely, P (uy.)
wazUSuaitinvin, Q (W) ansamwiaan S leanaun1sy (@) (Hawkins, 1993)

s = 5{P+2Q-(4Q%+5rPQ)**} (6)

Woodward et al. (2003) waasliRuAIUdUNUEI09A Soo (ML) WAT Soos (ML) AU
A =02 uag A = 0.05 ¢afl



Soos = 0.81875,,"" (7)

Eunuen Soos Tuaunsdt 2 aglden N Tl dwdu A = 0.05 TéRansanusnaiduiiuiiguihdis
AN Tl UMS oRINT 5% (Huang et al., 2006; Deshmukh et al.,, 2013; Mishra et al., 2014)
9 Sharpley wag Williams (1990) iduauugin \ioiiuuszavsnmlunsmanisnisalusinanivinldiien
A dusUsuldR LU USaes TrduusAuA CN anansaduanildsed

CN,;, -CN
CNyg = (—”'3 ) (1-2e %% 4N, (8)

Taeft CNig, e FrfiuSuananndt CNy Tae oL Ao Auanaduvesiud (r./a.)

Yuan et al. (2014) W¥dnwfuiduihdnau 10 wis vinumeulfuesiguedlow nan1sfnwmudi
nsUSuBsuannRgiduiidmuald a = 0.25 ansadamUavildRBdu Woodward et al,
(2003) Igaueliimunen la = 0.055 munansAnuildsunissensunds sudansfiulszansamues
wuuiaedlnenisiansanmsiwesau (wu P, S, P5) lunisussune la agslsinufdmugaunnadly
AMsAvuUAANNEURUSYRY la Wang et al. (2012) Feaueliduiuai la ndlnenisuuseandu 2 @ fe
N5gaAnougiafiu (in) LavUSuunSEUEEULRIAY (one) BNFIBE1TU NMIUNIATURNTLIIAY N3N
Lﬁ‘ummma'aﬁwms] funadldianaunisi (9), (10) mugsu

Iy = 0.026P+0.9389 9)

TuNSAMUIUANNGUESUURIAY (lotmers) 8NAIDEI0TU NTUNINTURMEIRY N13ANLAUMLUTAS
W1ei99 Awadlaanaunisi (10)

P a
Io‘ther = }\‘S ( ) (10)

P+P5+S

Jain et al. (2006) la3Asnzsianuduiusan la Tukuud1aas NRCS 719791 A1 la = 0.25 wilunig
UfURnuhiimsdwesfmdundmansenudoUTununsgadeEudy Wy YSunuanudndudmansenusie
Msiasunlasen S astudalsudguanudusiusean la leesaunisi (11)

(11)

nmsAnguiflaifinanseiadeyatwiiues Jain et al. (2006) FsmsusuAsumniines
Tugunisit (11) NdTITeyaNNMANITAUNIEEHY 22,392 1vRN15al 90 84 aq'mfw WU A way oL Jan
Wi 0.3 wag 1.5 mudduazliannsavild iendnideslymuasinlssaniamuewuuiiass 39
el fvuels A wag oL SAwiniu 0.05 wag 1 ANE1su UanaNANSIAT S wag P inRansawdada
iauouuglian Ps unfiansandae Wesonidledn Ps iudulumenduiud la axiaranadluse faufuas
AT la 91naUNTS 71 (9) way (10) Widsaunisii (12)

la = lint + Iother

P
= (0.026P+0.9389) +0.55 ( ) (12)
P+P5+S



3.3 Bnsfinwn
FBnsAnimaaanisaiviiaivilnesuusiaos NRCS-CN luitufiguihdmasnds dauansly
Al 2 uazfiswanBenduiolul
3.3.1 Ms5UsIUtaya
1) auswdoyanianmenn liun deyadnuuzvesiu Teyanislivssleviffuvesd
WAl 2558 AN AU saufsdoyauuudiansseiugaduay (Digital Elevation Model; DEM)
PNNTULRUANS FmduthaniiasgvvnAvanaauldsinyy (Curve Number, CN) fideuluBududssian
7 2 (CNae) Tneldfipasile Geographic Information Systern (GIS) Tun15 AT 129AN CNac
2) srwsadoyanisgnnine Wi deganusiotu Tnsnsmusinaninuse uededi
ogfluiiuiuazuinalndiesd i 6 anfl 1éun 250781, 250931, 250771, 250751, 250981 WA 250970
puaau Tugaet w.a. 2548 fis 2560 A1e76 sloataulnaneu (Thiessen Polygon) LLazﬁﬁaaﬂaﬁ’whi’mi’umn
a0l M145 YaensuvausEny
3.3.2 MamuINBIaTYindIBuUUs 189 NRCS-CN
nsfnwafeiidunisaianisaivsinaivilasuuusiaes NRCS-CN Tuilufiquidmssinds
I8l ayausunatluasiviiseTuresanidadivia M145 sndadenimgnisainigiu S1uau 180
iwenn3al FaegsEmning 10.32 fis 81.3¢ ua. lugae T w.a. 2548 - 2560 wagimungULUUNIIAIANISAl
U3maniwilasuuudiass NRCS-CN Tasutsguuuunisinsiesdlivanuadu 5 38 dainisuiudou
AmnafiimesiiAstesiinuguuuuiidmualy uarluduneugaiiedunismsaaeunugniesues
wuudians Teandeanisuiuiasudmniimesmuguuuuiidinualy dauandumsned 2

A15199 2 VOUWAVDILUUTIADY

wuuin fuusiiheates gunnsinldlunns U8R
a9 A o CNy (CNyo) AU
M1 0.2 - CNy (1), (2), 3) Original NRCS Model
M2 02 - CNia (1), (2), (8) USuAuaIntu NRCS Model
M3 0.05 - CNy (1), (2), (1) Woodward et al. (2003) Model
M4 0.05 - CNio, (1), ), (1), (8) Ysuaruaindu Woodward et al.

(2003) Model
M5  0.05 1 CNiot (1), (2), (12) Ajmal et al. (2016)
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3.3.3 N1IATIVFDUAUYNABIVDILUUTIABY
N13ATIVHOUANUYNABIVBILUUTIARLALTINNITIUTIURANIAILINAINUUUTIARITUNI7TI93A
Tumeau a anii¥ati M145 Taglfinasilunisnsaaeuseaunsdielud
AduUseansnsimaula (coefficient of determination, R?) HA9g 391319 0§ 1 Falduans

ANuduTusiBuduseninsleyadesyn vnd R 1Wilng 1 uwanvireyatianuduiusiuunn uivnen R?
Dlng 0 wansideyaiinuduiusiutes Aialddsaunis

2 _[Xha) )
N S a0 (13)

ANAINNAANIALAR BUAGIEDLRAE (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE) azilAd1lng 0 Langin
WUUINBBIAIUNTANANISAIbALNALABIAUA1DSY AWIlARYALNTS

RMSE =

=¥, (0,0

n




A1IANRNUEIVBIUUTIARY (Nash-Sutcliffe Efficiency, NSE) fiA1egsz1nine —co s 1 Jaldilu
fuiluanArAnuLiugn v5aUsEANSNNvRILUUTIERY AwalanaENnTg

\’nzl(Qo'Qc)z
NSE = 1- m (15)

Percent Bias (PBIAS) iluswddnuwiliuanaiovesriildnnuuudiaest fagasesiniten
N1595793A legAfintumsiiantng 0 IngvnanduulinusuandanisdnassilinasiininA AT uas
wasmnAnduauuiuenianIsdaesfiirmgendnAfiintuase Auinldnsaunts

PBIAS = [Z' 1(3 Q)) x100 (16)

g7 Q. Ao Tayaa1nn1InTIain Qc Ae Toyaildinuuuinass Q, fie Aadvvesdeyailaain
MI9T193n Q. Ao Alafvvedeyailliannuuudiasd i fis 1UMANITAINIEHY kag n Ao I1WIUAUVBIYA

Jaua
Y

M15199 3 LN AL ULUSEENS AWENSUAEDR

Aann wneein1sanaula

fun f Urunang wald
R? >0.80 0.70 <R*<0.80  0.50< R’< 0.70 < 0.50
RMSE 0.00-0.50 0.50-0.60 0.60-0.70 >0.70
NSE >0.80 0.60<NSE<0.80 0.50<NSE<0.60 < 0.50
PBIAS <+5 +5<PBIAS<+10 +10<PBIAS<+25  >325

fan (Moriasi et al., 2007)

4. jan1sAne

9nNsAnEIAANTsalUS I v ALUUS1a0s NRCS-CN Iuwu‘mammmwsvmaamnmaua
WANSalNIENY 31U 180 wignisal Tugas U . fl. 2548 - 2560 yesEniiaivin M145 mmwummwu
MsaANsaiUSinavilagLUUs1a8s NRCS-CN s 5 38 anuuuusiass M1, M2, M3, Md, M5 wans
U5zl uUsEaNS ANLUUS1809U8 A ashUUS18099119U 4 35 wanslun1siedi 4 wazawd 3 Taed
sreazundal

1) Arduseansnsindula (coefficient of determination, R2) TuaniaenadostusewineUsunal
BvindildannmsnsaatauasUsinanhvildannuuusiass wan1sene wui wuusaesiilien R? sedudau
naN9A® M5, M1, M3, M4 da1 R? 1Ay 0.55, 0.51, 0.51, 0.50 M1UE1AU LazkuudIand M2 Lana
Anuduiusvestoyalusgauneliifia R winiu 0.49 Ussdvsaminesinuandliifiuitwuudnass M5 T
fgeaainiu 0.55 Jauansifoyadauduiudiulussiuuunans

2) A1ANNABTIALAG BUAMSIdBLad 8 (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE) Wan15@ns1 wWun
LUUS A M1, M2, M3, M4, M5 fidnmnumaintaaeurasdesadowindu 1.82, 1.86, 1.60, 1.61, 1.45
auddu iowseuisuinaeinisliazuuuniadf daandunisisd 3 wuudiaesiaun A1 RMSE
1nn3n 0.7 sglunarissduneld uiillenisuiiisunuuiaeslneSosdwuandaurannndeuosgald
UINGA M5<M3<M4<M1<M2 fiA1 RMSE iy 1.45<1.60<1.61<1.82<1.86 auadu uansliiiuii
WUU18D9 M5 ﬁﬂ'wmwmmmLﬂﬁaumaqmaé’wéﬁaaﬁqmﬁ 1.45 3. %’ELLamQ‘LﬁLﬁudwﬁuﬁa;uﬁwﬁﬁﬂawmawm%’u
guagiliUSinunsgydeduduanas Uinadniienansaidiudy



3) AUIZANENMVBILUUT1809 (Nash-Sutcliffe Efﬁcuency, NSE) nan1sfine wuin wuushaesd
aammwammnwaawawmmmimnﬂm NSE ﬁuamwmamm 535 A1 NSE U94uudnans M1, M2, M3, M4

¥
=1

uaz M5 Sy 0.2, 0.16,0.38, 0.37, 0.49 Ay efledosndt 0.5 aglunasissduneld Hadiile
Wiguiiguanuutudvealuuitaesainunluiey wudn M5>M3>Ma>M1>M2

4) AdseanSamuesuuudnaes Percent Bias (PBIAS) nan13An®n wuin A1 PBIAS Yeuuudnaes
M1, M2, M3, M4 ildn PBIAS iU 49.42, 50.67, 30.75, 30.46 mugsuliiowfisuinainisldazuuuain
M7t 3 Saunnndn >x25% dedeinoglunasiiszduneld adoradunaiiinanaunainndeues
UsinauhvhAeutnann dmiuuuusiass M5 an PBIAS Seusiiy 19.86 aglunasifiseduuiunang

A19197 4 HaNTARUWIEULUUTIRa UGN NG

wuudaes  gunuumsUFuABUNISiAD S R’ RMSE NSE PBIAS
Y CN o (u.) (%)

M1 0.2 CNy - 0.51 1.82 0.2 49.42

M2 0.2 CNia - 0.49 1.86 0.16 50.67
M3 0.05 CNy - 0.51 1.60 0.38 30.75
M4 0.05 CNia - 0.50 1.61 0.37 30.46
M5 0.05 CNio, 1 0.55 1.45 0.49 19.86

ilofinnsannsmlauduiuse Wina T visenitamsiuInanLUUsIaes funismsaaialy
AAFUIY @077 M. 145 fananslunmil 3 wudn wuudiaes M1 @unsmlanaessinindy 1:1 wanslidiu
msaansaiivitesnitfinsaaialasusiiiefouiuuuusians M2 AUSUIEAY CNia AuFuvesnsaw
EUaneuRINTT WUUSIaes M1 Wefinnsauuusiass M3 nswlduanaessiningu 1:1 WeAIAN UGS
mndladisutunuusiass Mé uaswuusiass M1 Lwiaeujsi"m’iwLﬁ@LU%BULﬁ&Uﬁ’ULLUmﬁam M5 AANTU
yoansduannosgefian desdunaldinarfidlndunuuou (wnu x) fidnfistud lndidu 1:1 woe
mmimmmizﬁﬂémmfwviﬂé’aamﬁaqﬁ’UU%mmmimaﬁmfﬁqmﬂmhLLUUﬁwaaﬁuq NINTLINUFIVD
ﬂiW\lT,mEmwwmmmnﬁmwuag'ﬁwﬂd%é’u 1:1 wandlfiiuinUSunawvinianiselldeis 5 wuusiaead
Wnanhwitesninfinsaainlaase



M1 M2
30 (2005 - 2017)

.« 30 (2005 - 2017) )
y = 0.6208x - 0.5867 \ y = 0.5816x - 0.4527 \\/
25 RZ = 0.5158 25 R = 0.4891 e
g RMSE = 1.82 mm. EEE RMSE = 1.86 mm. e
EE # NSE = 0.2 e T NSE = 0.16 - o
2 . PBIAS = 49.42 % ! Q PBIAS = 50.67 %
3
% 5 215
£ . :“c_{ e
g 10 © 10
E= £
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