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Fig (2): Depth layer to piezometric level
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Table (5): Saturation and unsaturation range ranking
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Table (6): Soil texture ranking
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Table (7): Slope ranking
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Table (8): Hydrollic conductivity ranking
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Table (10): Results of different validation parameters with gene expression model in training and
experimental stages in nitrate simulation
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Table(11): Main and corrected weights of DRASTIC model based on the correlation between nitrate
density and model parameters
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Fig (11): Aquifer vulnerability zoning map using the new Drastic Index
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Fig (12): Simulated and observed nitrate values in GEP model
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Fig (13): Computational values of nitrate R2 in the GEP model
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