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based on field observation
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Table.l Examples of Results from the Principal Component Analysis

Observation Principal|Cumulative Factor loading :
point Seéson component | contribution| X, ThI X, [w] [X50H] % (P1[Xg (TIXg(m] Eigenvalue
[1] 71 33.7% 0,891 |0458 |0.894 |-0.363|0289] 0018 | 2.019
Kyomachi [2] Zy 39.2% 0.923 10451 |0.696 |-01332(0721 | 0427 2.352
(No.31) [3] Zy 38.8% 0835 | 0538 |0.%1 {-0441{-0396| 0532 2.329
[4] 1y 39.6% 0.90} | 0611 |0.789 {0426 |-Q544| 027 | 2.374
[1] 7y 25.8% 0408 | -0M471-0429 10764 10296 | 050 1.547
. [2] Zy 42.,0% 0897|0409 (059 [-054 [0723 | 0615 2.523
Ogak! 6) 3| 1z, 39.1% 0720 | 0554|0589 |-0694 |-059 | 050 | 2.348
[4} iy 37.9% 0.870 [ 0018 |0.513 |0.593 |-0886] 0337 | 2.272
{1] Dec.1974~Feb.1975 [31June.1975~Aug.1975
[2] Mar.1975~May.1975 [4]Sept.1975~Nov.1975
Table, 2 Examples of Results from.the Multiple Regression Analysis
Obs;;\;::mn Season T bl:a{:ﬁi 11b§e[gr]:e§§ki>i>?T<]>oef£i(;;an ™ Mult;gigfc;g;:ta}fimn F value
1) -0.0005] 0.6659 0.0012[-~0.0002[ 1.7666 80.0 37.3
Kyomachi 2] -0.00131°1.0318 0.0382| 0.0043{~7.7231 87.9 74.2
[No.31) {31 ~0.0015]1 0.9245 -0.0182]~0.0009]-4.9589 89.6 88.7
(4] [=0.0023] 0.9954 =0.0308] 0.0016]-5.87 89,0 8L.7
Y] -0.1076/-0.0007 | 0.0039]~-0.0011}10.374C 27.4 1.7
ogaki [2) 0.1668[-0.0065] 0.0190] 0.0004]13.4183 85.5 57.7
No. 6] [3] 0.2242]-0.0074 |-0.0257~0.0041|14.9139 70.: 18.9
(4] 0.2579[-0.0009 [=0.0177]-0.0003| 7.6044 80. 40.1
Jl] Dec,1274 ~ Feb,1975 13) June,1975 - Ang.1975
12) Mar,1975 ~ May.1975 J4( Sept.,l975 - Nov.1975
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— 3 = w e
Obs. Well|Nakagawa |Higashimachi] Kobun . 9 _—
5 Lo
+ i
mean  |0.0005 |0.0020 |0.0011 g |- e
< - T
S.48 - 0.0006 0.0004 S ' h
S.49 - 0.0013 0.0011 e H
S.50 - 0.0008 0.0013 b i
S.51 0.0005 10.0011 [0.0011 |
S.52 0.0007 [0.0007 0.0011 L ; :
§.53 10.0004 [0.0009 ] 0.0010 W Precipitation
5.54 0.0005 10.0011 0.0014 Fig.9 Illustration of Simple Model
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