Mathematical models of height
growth in Lake States (USA) and

Denmark.

R. A. Leary

Example application of Gowin Vee with
triangle ontology + Lakehead framework.
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TRIS 49

The elusive formula of best fit.
A comprehensive new machine program.
1958 — USDA Forest Service

F 4
B/gP

Figure 2. The goodness of fit fixation of

1
AY = o»BA® + p*2

some modelers produces some interesting and temporarily

useful results. But try interpreting terms in their right-hand-sides. All possible regressions with less
computation. 1971
A design for survivor growth models: pp 62-81 in Proceedings of a
Workshop at Lakehead University: Forecasting forest stand
dynamics. 1980. K. M. Brown and F. R. Clarke (eds)
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4b. Are there primary soil factors responsible for the observed

differences?
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Running - Rich Diesslin ® 1984 2003
Drawing for Animation

http://www.the-cartoonist.com/portfolio/cell_animation/running.html



Height (m)

A\

B
Age {year)

1o

s o7
{ CHEQUAMEGON v

/ (7

| Wisconsin



\

~
{ cmouwmouq ~Q
/

| Wisconsin

{ CHEQUAMEGO

/ &

| Wisconsin
N
~~

\

NICOLEY NICOLETY

N\
el
\

e —— -

USA sand is just plain sand,
doesn’t matter how fine or coarse!!
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European standards:
coarse sand (0.2-2.0 mm),
fine sand (0.02-0.2 mm),
silt (0.002-0.02),

clay (<0.002 mm).

Madsen and Platou (1983) developed a model for available water capacity for Danish

conditions. Their model 1s:

AWC (%) = 1.96*organic matter % + 0.02*clay % + 0.34*silt % + 0.17*fine sand % + 2.26
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