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Fig.1. Location of rain gauge Stations, Hydrometry stations, sub-basins and embankment dams in the Hajighoshan watershed.
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Fig.2. Structure of optimized model for Agh Emam and Shordare Sub-basins (Hajighoshan Watershed).
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Fig.4. Input and output hydrographs of the dam (Nol) in

Aghemam sub-basin (low flow).
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Fig.3. Input and output hydrographs of the dam (Nol) in
Aghemam sub-basin (flood 2004).

Ol Sl sl (wsige g pole



(G o & M 02 9 45U cnSha 0 0 gl (23) S Jhs falS 5o Laojle (a8 (25,1 Y Jgor
R NS P
Table 1. Efficiency investigation of the dams in decreasing flood hazard (pick discharge and flood volume)
in the Hajighoshan Watershed
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