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Evaluation of FAO Penman-Monteith Method
Accuracy to Estimating Evapotranspiration in
Isfahan Region
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Figure 1. Comparison Between Average of ET Estimated by lysimeter (ETy)
and ET, Calculated by CropWat Software (ET¢) in Different Months at
Kaboutarabad, Isfahan
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Table 1. Comparison of CropWat Results with Lysimeter data
in Kaboutarabad, Isfahan

ET (mm/d) 2
Factors M’i\RE RMSD Io?
Average 5.2 4.1 21
1.42 82

Rang 0.7-5.9 0.8-9.1 3.7-36.8

1-ET}, estimated by lysimeter
2-ET¢ calculated by CropWat software
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Figure 2.TheL iner Regression Between ET, Calculated by
CropWat Software (ET¢) and ET, Estimated by Lysimeter (ETy)
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Table 2. Effects of Wind Speed in ET; <6 mm/d and ET>6 mm/d on

CropWat Accuracy
Wind speed ET, MARE
RMSD

m/s mm/d (%)

<1 <6 20 0.91
<1 >6 24 2
>1 <6 9.5 0.5
>1 >6 21 1.6
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