Upward Infiltration Method using Transparent Rings
for Determining Unsaturated Hydraulic Conductivity
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Fig.1 Comparison of measured and optimized water content profiles.
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Fig.2 Soil water retention curve for the loamy sand.
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Fig.3 Comparison of observed and optimized time evolution of
cumulative infiltration amount and depth of infiltration front.
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Fig.4 Unsaturated hydraulic conductivity of the loamy sand.
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