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Table (1): Concentration values of sediment samples in the discharge of Abshineh Watershed
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(during statistical years (2007-2017)
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Fig. (16): Similar hydrological period rating curve C Fig. (15): Similar hydrological period rating curve B
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Tab. (2): Percentage of relative error between computational and observational results of sediment
estimation of Abshineh Watershed
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Fig. (19): Estimation diagram of suspended sediment of Abshineh Watershed in FAO model
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Tab. (4): Results of FAO and USBR methods in Gs * software
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Fig. (21): Graph of frequency distribution values
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Fig. (23): Comparison results of sediment estimation in USBR and FAO methods in Gs * model
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