Hydrus-1D

Water balance analysis using Hydrus-1D in a field with root water uptake
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Fig.1 Evapotranspiration calculated by Bowen

ratio method.
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calculation at the depth of 20 cm.

Fig.2 Measured ground water level to use as the

boundary condition.
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Fig.3 Measured root distribution based on

root water uptake
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Fig.4 Comparison between measured and numerical
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Fig.5 Comparison between measured and numerical

calculation at the depth of 40 cm.
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Fig. 6 Comparison between measured and numerical

Rain fall (mm day™)



root weight and fitting values. calculation at the depth of 60 cm.



