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Primarily Sudy for Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT)

HOU Tung-chao ,L EE Chinryu
(Research Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, National Pingtung University of Science and Technol o-

gy, Pingtung, Taiwan 91201, China)

Abstract : The Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) is a kind of distributed hydrologic model , it was
developed by the USDA - ARS. Inrecent years, it isconsdered asone of the most suitable model sfor pre-
dicting long-term impacts of land management measures on water , sediment , and agricultural chemical
yield (nutrient loss) in large complex watersheds with varying soils, land use, and management condi-
tions. This paper introduced the principles and established the foundational database of SWA T, to collect
the reference papers of the SWA T model (from 1999 to 2008) for statistical analys's, regarding to the ap-
plication in the future.

Key words:Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) ; distributed hydrologic model ; watershed founda

tional database
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