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Man-made boundaries such as national borders are typical ly used as the unit for considering river-basin
management and policy, while natural boundaries such as watersheds are propounded as a promising approach
for environmental management. However, few studies have proven the latter’ s superiority by comparing
the two approaches based on practical analysis with local data. We investigated the utility of the two
approaches; a “watershed” and a “political unit (a national or provincial boundary)” approach, for
water resources development in cross—-boundary sub-basins by investigating a range of development
strategies for cooperation among riparian nations. The 3S sub-basins of Mekong River basin including
three riparian nations (Laos, Cambodia, and Vietham) is the case study area. We showed by the use of
geospatial analysis and hydrological simulation how conflict and cooperation for development in a
transboundary river—basin could be mitigated and use this technique to compare the watershed approach
and the political unit approach




