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Figure 4 The Greater Chao Phraya Project (Van Beek, 1995)
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Figure 13. Three-dimensional plot of the analytical model of water surface fluctuation
with respect to distance and time.
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Figure 15. Comparison between theoretical computation and numerical output of tidal

discharge along the Chao Phraya river.
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Figure 16 a. Three-dimensional plot of water surface fluctuation in the Mae Klong River
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Figure 16 b. Longitudinal profiles of water level in the Mae Klong River on 9 January 2000



Water Level

Distance (kZ:)D ' s .."l”i""-,-!!; q:g:.';'-'.n." (2m)
‘ LT T A e T PR L
Bang Yeehon (175 . ?;g'lil;;;;l;l.'tl;";lllr T m"lﬂﬂtﬁplﬂﬂﬂn (7
Al LT T e T 7 1
Phraya Banlu (142) 150 "llll,l,'ﬁ !ll'li‘ '{"",,ﬁ] A ”"mf .{.!l", I
Phra Pimon (131 i flif il fm‘ (] °
Maha Sawat (895 ,,( m ' =
-2
19

" 13 14 15 16 17 15

Date in January 2002

Figure 17 a. Three-dimensional plot of water surface fluctuation in the Tha Chin River
with respect to distance and time
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Figure 17 b. Longitudinal profiles of water level in the Tha Chin River on 15 January 2002
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Figure 18 a Maximum Salinity along the Chao Phya River
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Figure 18 b Maximum Salinity along the Mae Klong River (AIT, 1978)
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