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of Irrigation Pond and its Applicability
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Tablel Irrigation Ponds for Analysis

and their coefficients

ha | | (a " i,
11 | 50 29 180 | 226.10 | -054
12 | 7.0 18 200 | 136:55 | -045
74 | 269 | 113 70 | 19560 | -0.49
14 | 200 | 89 180 | 11947 | -035
07 | 50 1 180 | 6446 | 025
07 | 80 ES 200 | 45450 | -0.74
10 | 120 | 86 150 | 597.34 | -0.90
o . 13 | 55 2 200 | 33437 | -061
te=mR" t, (min) m,n 0.2 2.0 2 180 | 7690 | -0.33
56 | 103 | 42 120 | 26579 | -062
13 | 56 8 180 | 31643 | -068
73 | 74 18 70 | 33548 | 063
19 1.5 18.0 66 200 | 367.89 | -0.63
35 | 146 | 123 200 | 477.79 | -068
m.n Tablel 56 | 145 | 83 120 | 39445 | -067
’ 20 | 40 13 100 | 21698 | -0.39
16 | 40 11 70| 23490 | 062
m n 30 | 68 92 200 | 796.22 | -0.84
7 | 40 | 167 75 | 26128 | -0.46
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