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Table 1 Final infiltration capacity [mm/h] 

The number 
of measures 1 2 3 4 5 Average

Good 58.2 33.6 - - - 45.9 

Bad 38.0 57.2 60.6 - - 51.9 

Outside 56.0 45.1 29.6 69.5 67.0 53.5 

Inside 204.1 122.9 223.6 - - 183.5 

Fig. 1  Profiles of soil water content and matric potential at Hustai National Park.  “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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