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Quantitative evaluation of the paddy field plot distribution for estimation
of water management labor
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#1 WBEFOMB ORI Paddy field plots cultivated by the investigated farmers

BER%A ERXI] | ERI |EXRI | EXNV | ERV | ERVI| ERVI | ERW
HEEISHEN 25 8 19 82 41 93 168 263
FEEZEEA (ha) 34 1.4 4 15 33 27.4 49.1 60.0
2EISKEREES (km) 4.4 3.2 11.6 | 20.8 | 13.8 | 25.0 | 50.0 | 140.9
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Effect of the form of the plot distribution
area on the relation between S and L
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Relation between W/D and k
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Example of estimation of plot patrol time reduction for an
actual farmer
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