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APPENDIX-A
DATA CHECKING FOR KALU GANGA WATERSHED
A-1- Double mass curve analysis for Kalu Ganga
A-2-Visual checking of rainfall and stream flow for Kalu Ganga
A-3-Monthly comparison of Thiessen Averaged Rainfall, Stream flow and

Evaporation for Kalu Ganga (1980-2010)

A-4- Monthly, Annual and Seasonal Runoff Coefficients for Ellagawa
Watershed (1980-2000)
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APPENDIX-B
DATA CHECKING FOR GIN GANGA WATERSHED
B-1-Single mass curve & Double mass curve analysis for Gin Ganga
B-2-Visual checking of rainfall and stream flow for Gin Ganga
B-3-Monthly comparison of Thiessen Averaged Rainfall, Stream flow and

Evaporation for Gin Ganga (1980-2011)

B-4- Monthly, Annual and Seasonal Runoff Coefficients for Thawalama
Watershed (1980-2005)
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-2.1: Monthly Stream flow at Thawalama with respect to monthly Thiessen
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averaged rainfall- 1980-1995

Figure B
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Figure B-2.2: Monthly Stream flow at Thawalama with respect to monthly Thiessen
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averaged rainfall- 1995-2011
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Figure B-4.1: Monthly, Annual and Seasonal Runoff Coefficients for Thawalama
Watershed (1980-1992)
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Figure B-4.2: Monthly, Annual and Seasonal Runoff Coefficients for Thawalama

Watershed (1992-2005)
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