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Soil water status profiles and infiltration capa01ty of Mongolian rangeland under different

grazing pressures soils
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Fig. 1 Profiles of soil water content and matric potential at Hustai National Park.
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Matric potensial [-MPa]

“Bad” is in

Buffer zone area. “Good” and “Outside” are in Core zone area. “Inside” is in a fence.

* (Shiozawa et al., 2011)
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