Hydrus-1D
Water balance analysisusing Hydrus-1D in afield with layered soil profile
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Fig.1 Water retention curves for two objective soils Fig. 2 Ground water level measured in the field
and fitting parameters with VG equation. using as a bottom boundary condition.
—_ 08 T T T y y y y T y y y y T 60
=z Evapotranspiration 150 r,«:
T 0.6} . T
= S E i ]
[3) e © [ ]
- g 100j ]
S 04 = < L ]
e = g} CASE-1
202 '&% ‘ ]
i 200F ]
0.0 Covurnvins [T Livinniin Livinniins Livinniin T i
150 200 250 300 0 01 02 03 04 05
DOY(2004) Water content (cm cm'3)
Fig. 3 Evapotranspiration values calculated by Bowen
Ratio Method and used as a surface boundary Fig. 4 Numerical calculation result described at
condition. an interval of one day.
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Fig. 5 Numerical calculation resultinthe CASE-2.  Fig. 6 Numerical calculation result in the CASE-3.

Fig.4 6 1 1






