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The Measure and Geo-statistical Analysis of Elevation
within Rice Paddy Field

— A specificities of fulcrum types
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Fig. 2. The experimental paddy field, water direction and cell size for elevation
measuring.
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Fig. 3. Relationship between soil surface and four kinds of fulcrum types.
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Table 3. Isotropic semivarigram parameters for four kinds of fulcrum's

elevation

,  Nugget Sill Range Q 2 2
Property Model () €O (Agm)  (C/iCpC) T RSS
fulcrum #1° LINR 0.421 1.302 47.17 0.677 0.929 0.0417
fulcrum #2 EXPO 0.299 1.407 82.20 0.787 0.837 0.0948
fulcrum #3 SPHE 0.164 0.899 20.50 0.818 0.943 0.0132
fulcrum #4 LINE 0.213 1.149 47.17 0.815 0.913 0.0586

! SPHE=spherical model, LINR=linear model, EXPO=exponential model

% residual sum of squares

% fulerum #l=round shape, fulcrum #2=circle shape, fulcrum #3=small rectangular
shape, fulcrum #4=large rectangular shape
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