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Analysis of groundwater level fluctuation in crop rotation area associated with rice-based
agriculture—A case study of an irrigation district in the lower Ili River Basin, Kazakhstan-
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&L, B & K& < B WEPE TR TEERAMIC IR
& L7z (Table 1),

3. R - EE
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Fig.2 The coverage area of the model
Table 1 Model parameters

PSGR—H /T )T D @ B @®

AK-H 1% KGR (m/day) 25 15 25 20
B 10
AR (%) 30
T DOREZ (xxy) 100 mx100 m
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Fig.3 Comparison between observed and calculated
groundwater levels (Upper:Well G, Middle:Well A,
Lower:Well K)
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