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2. Modeling water budget and groundwater

use, facing global changes: ]

1.The Kudaliar river watershed: Hardrock, semi arid context of the Indian Deccan plateau:| §
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Main challenges:

\Water extraction evaluation:

Even irrigation practices remain constant (free
electricity during 6 hours and pump are always

*Tank Water storage and discharge
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Main perspective:
Using socio-economical forecasted landuse

and climate to simulate water resource
availability for the farmers
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