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2. TDRE 0| &8¢ &&29d9 S /¢

2.1 TDRE 0|88 AV|Axx9 £H
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gese HE 2AHsn Yudro WMIHIRE FEUYA7IALE(bulk soil electrical conductivity,
S A g@u. 29499 Fxudl osld FEJAVNAEET EA XY FF, EX
e A7) S HFEHL gy Zo] 29" = vk FAVMERES FUlEA HE JIdLE
FAetE Aol Dol g EYd M=o = TDR BASAHY dadas Z4eA H EXY
SRR et @3S wel s=2& Ao HAge] PasA gd. wekd TDR 83 =
WEsE AAr)ge AYL BEANHY FAVNAEEN} 22 EYLS HINAEEI} @& EY HEo
HEER el HBBo] oeg)Z AR A @rhEvett, 1996). ZF, #% Hz7|ge Mg wagHo veE
Az7)13e) AdA AgxtE ESS(soil solution) e FEWsE ondtAl €k, TDRE &% &&
9FAYY FEZAYPL o] 22 HINATEASL o] &3t WHol7] i &5 o]23 H= 2FY
o diste &Aool 7Hsdd ANAEE UF AXE dreae] FHHEE olfstd FEE FA37]
olglgx2g TDRE ol4% FE=A A2 CaCl, 6g/LE AA8H71= gch(van Loon %, 1990).
ewate] o3k Aztrgel wEgEAHS dolrr] e AFgAEEKCD FE7F 0 meg/L, 30 meg/L, 60
meg/LZ AEE ANBE ZAsto] Mg A g dHugitt Frudd wE UIgRde] FHE
Fig. 191 Yehdidot. o714 V, & AYstes Axrge A<, V) 2 grgse e A9 /AL, V),
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Fig. 1. Characteristics of the TDR Attenuation Signal
Level for Concentration

& (effective electrical conductivity, )& ©@&3 2t}
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NAEE} 45 559 #A

B HNAEEE o/fdd RS AMdsted ol 713 7EAHJ] AAHE AdAS g Fd A
EQY 292w HAAEEE A¥8FH A%S s AHAolth(Kachanoski &, 1992). o] 7F4& 94F
g g5 EGY fAEEY AV|AET AAE FHSH A ()} 2o

C=Ags,+B (2)

714 C & EYFY ¥E(meg/l), 0, EY9 FA71H =% (bulk soil electrical conductivity,
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S/m), A,B & A@4Folt. £2ANALE(0,)5 ZLA4H(solid phase of soild] 93 HANAEZE

(o) HAAAHliquid phase of soil, soil solution)dl 98 AZNAEE(g,) T F7HA9

B Ax QA4
(conducting element)dl] 23le] FAJ ¥ o)A},

o FEPol BE AVAEES AN T F AohA A9 DAL olEHd EFF FEE AN
g 5 Ao gl BE ANHER dIo) B FH2

o dFaAEd sty A(FHA e
(Table 1), 71¥9] AAAEL Q)7 2L A%z

A7) A ZaE 297t woh

Table 1. Relationships between Electrical Conductivity and Water Content

nl]o

Proposer Electrical Conductivity for Water Content
Keller & Frischrecht 0,.(S) =§" S>S, n=x2
(1966) 0,.(S) = aS” S< S, n=4~5
Gupta & Hanks (1972) 0,,(8) = al+b
' 2
Rhoades (1989) O, = —(—gﬂ%w— as] + (0 = Ous) Oue
solid
g \25
Mualem (1991) 0 0) = ( ) )
0,7 O (3-a)
04,60 > 0a.30 > G40 (3-b)

et 2 AFAME felA AXNGE FARAE UFATNE

o] ME AHIAEE FAHAHS
Aeratdet olE st FAYFFoledE MEE TSI fﬂ?%l?h Fold o2 A & ¥
HE EAEHEC AQAr|dese d5Fo] AFAAE fAss S HA dAH L o,
ec,=a,+—(i%—@ L o n=2 (4)

B ATNAE BAREEY NAL o8t Fool 4E WIUERE FRSE 4o gy
2ol AT, o BAE A7) A5t $4 A ARl WY P4, FEY A/NAEEE 53
shelof @tk ¥ AToM o4 AW AFHE Fig 2% 2ok

6, = Oy{al+b) 0.,<6< 8, (5-a)
g, = om,(—(f—)m(aec,+ b) 0¢6<8., (5-b)
23 5P 42 29T E F44

E dF3oae 43 8XKCD) =7 0 meg/L, 30 meg/L, 60 meq/LZE

AYE ANEE ol &3t
Fo) g AZ|AEEE FAHFACH olg o83 Ho)sEAA LE¥ & FAEE v H
é“’ A(6)& AgeHT. o #AE Q)9 HBG)E ol & Aoty o] A& H&3I AAE Fig. 3
st o,
— 60 _
C(G) (0.0‘60(6) _ Ua,o(a)) {0',,(0) 04,60(9)} + 60 (6)
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Fig 2. Relationship between the
Bulk Soil Electrical Conductivity
and the Soil Water Concentration
for Given Water Content by Using
Proposed Formula at Present Study
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Fig 3. Relationship between the
Relative  Bulk Soil Electrical
Conductivity and the Soil Water
Concentration by Using Proposed
Formula at Present Study

3. M3t Aol Fol #F AuTAY

HxztgdGojAe] oFel o|l$FiS AFEr] Y vxst sl a o433 WAL
ol gt} uE3l F&9wAAL A(7)3 #L Richards Equationd ©]&3t=d S5 sl w4y
AES sls HEFESFATY] 9L wEg  vBEE EFASE dwrzy oz 23884 (water
retention curve)E o]-&% v x3 FLAf¢ A& o]&dle AT B dFdAE o)F ¢3lo
Ao ALgg Edd E8{ISFE AT
- 9 (g 3 _ 0K _
w5y - Z(xw =0 @
Ldde olFEAe XA st (@) ZL v o]F L B4 L o] &3}
(ROC) _ 8 ([ 0C\ _ (060
5 o (BDZ az) SETS — AREC ®)

o714 R-& A A9 2Hretardation factor), C¥ 299 ¥%, v, v TS24y FFF F5(pore

[y

water velocity), D, ZEWIY F5H84 o4 HAbA 4 (coefficient of hydrodynamic dispersion)e]
., B d7dMs A¥AdFse] vluE 43 BEHEACZ Kool, JB. & M.T., van Genuchten(1992)
o} /i3t HYDRUSE o] &3ttt

4. £ 712AE 452 9% AN

41 Bugdse AANSE 23 2
BRFEFE FAHS7] Y8lo A A7 g H(volumetric pressure plate extractor)S o] £3lgtt. =

A3 A8 %E van Genuchten 42 o} 43l mAAS+E F43% A= o4& Table 29 2ot

Table 2. Estimated Parameters for van Genuchten’s Water Retention Function
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Water Retention Function Drying Process Wetting Process
van-Genutchen A n A n
(KUS) 0.03729 1.6113 0.04048 2.1987
(SUS) 0.02331 3.7089 0.06273 2.6123

42 EQ9 71xF EJRA AF

AN Re EEY, FEAASF, BANF 5 FAHAEY FLIASE 2487 da) HE
AYe FRRYT, BAAFE FAH0) Aske) FEAAITH A9 FYsGeh. AYARE OE ¥
s 2o

Table 3. Physical Properties for Test Soils

Characteristics of Soil suUS KUS
Soil Class Sand Loamy Sand

Saturated Water Content 0.378 0.455

Residual Water Content 0.05 0.05

Bulk Density 1.7046 g/cm’ 16126 g/cm’

Saturated Hydraulic Conductivity 0.0167 cm/s 0.0022 cm/s
Table 4. Adsorption Parameters
Soil k 7
sus 0.000026 143
KUS 0.002399 0.96
Table 5. Dispersivities
suUs KUS
Dispersivity (cm) 3.8314 6.1287

5. W¥3 37 R oF¢ 49

M Estg oM o]t EAQE BEI HEtd WA 250mm, Hol 600mm2] 1AY AEE7IE
ol &% E HYe FAsHUE Table 63 2 F %ol diste] d¥E S v E3} HoldE
S99 °}F 5L Fig. 4, Fig. 68 ot vl ¥3 ARFeM 2F4 o|$54 Fig. 65 20t



Table 6. Experiment Case

Category Soil Type Initial .
Group Concentration Cg?clenl}lt;aet;gn
Flow Transport SuUs KUS (meq/L)
A Transient - SUSA1 KUSA1 Dry 0 meq/L
SUSB1 - 0 meqg/L 30 meq/L
. - KUSB1 30 meq/L 60 meq/L
B Steady Transient a/ a/
SUSB2 - 0 meq/L 60 meq/L
- KUSB2 60 meq/L 0 meq/L
SUSC1 KUSC1 Dry 30 meq/L
C Transient | Transient
SUSC2 KUSC2 Dry 60 meq/L
Concentration {meq/L) Cencentration (meg/1)
0 & o B3 Y 0 Y & &
° J‘Minsuﬂ‘d — J;XligL 0 i I .\leia-urn: ; ‘ 7 I "
4 {! ! ‘
A \Water Comtent 7 - A Water Content ) L4 H
5 — ® Concentration ’ ,f 5 ® Concentration l,'
‘ ,‘Iy a / ] -'I‘A
il J ,/ /,‘l e I, . é’:
B / [ Y,
7 L ] /l A /‘ 3 -
no— - /// z 15 ,/—‘_x
T = i
IAF S
s 4 S P S 5
L . | Simulated
—_‘! r— * ----- Water Content
as, { E Smulated i — k"onrenvrnnun 4‘1)
L S BT T e
P E —— Conerntration (1) 3 neen "t
ok " oo .
% T T T T T B +——T— 7T
0oy 010 020 030 [N o1 020 030
Water Content Water Content
Fig. 4 Comparison between Fig. 5 Comparison between

Measured and Simulated Data for

SUS

KUS

Measured and Simulated Data for

Volumetric

{a) 15 min. (b) 25 min. (¢) 33 min. (d) 45 min. (¢) 55 min.

Water Content(g)

Solute Concentration(meq/L)

Fig. 7 Propagation of Concentration for SUSB2
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Gupta & Hanks(1972), Mualem(1991)¢] #<tgt 2lo] & 4=gof w2 HA/AEEE FH3=d A
g Holx J&s ¢ F 319&1°“4 2 AT A A& o] & AS vE3l HolEFM 29
TEEAol e HT. 29Y 3o Wist AFHA L FEZ A 10%0l Y FHLAE BHFGr).

(2) TDRE ol&3% Y T=9 &4

Hl 3} Hol 5 E A :H‘*%k 1 01015t AS EJU 2999 =& &A= Aol AY Ertesdt
HA g o) 0.1501" A g ]/“l% 29 %%54 242247 dA35 o 2ok d5Fol 019
glol M &Aool Ao Brlsdt 0] = 2499 olFuiNd F(water film)o] ERXAFTFA AAHS
7] dECE BgHy, Fe g 11«1 24 a8 I/t AAERES FEAlele By #

A 71dske e dddn. é, FEU SFo] HopA WM ArdEE: FopAed WrldEs
7} FolAw ANAEESG FE AV} MY AFE = Ao FEdM

(3) vlxs FRIEEAAM ddlF

Adges FAddE 2999 X7t Azt Agol wet wx dojpite] FoiHom, l’é AT
dlXE HYDRUS 3237t 4388t o 2 FAAES 2o RS FAH7 /M e #1848
o dFog waHo

(4) wxs HolaFdAM gl

Add ez fdHE 23 29949 =71 ARt Aol et FH9 £XE 7HAH o]t
HYDRUS 323 299 vt 443 2d WAL o 2A SASHXT d5Fe A9} dAs
ATk

i
[

(6) °d9 o4y SHe AFHO FAAMNN HEAARG o ol FAHE YL nY
o wed FARFS %ol H8Y A BUAF A Foldtelor ¥ Aoz AL F, &
Aegel HeY FWAFE BIC 49 Bited 34 FAAF, +A34, FAA%, 94999 =

7] & nHsle ZARAsIodop ghr}

nzl_l'
R
e
rl
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