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Fig. 1. Disc tension infiltrometer
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T} 33kPa, 1500kPaclAl o] ESG
hydraulic conductivity), Or(residual soil water content), ©s(saturated soil water content), L, n,
m(=1-1/n)& At 2 @S Agsts 22359 (Fig. 2)°|th,

B C:WProgram FilesWHosettaWSamplel.mdb - Rosetia

Eile Becord Model Predict Miew Help
BEEX M4 P M|+ — 58 8RR
Input Data ; — Output Data
Code [1010 of [ G564 Used model [55C
UMSoDAlab
l cla) Podel Output  Uncertainty
sl || =1 || Thetar [ 0.0958 [ 0.0048 em3semn3
Sand % 621 Theta_s | 0.3582 | 0.0056 crm3fcm3
gilt % A3 log10(aiphay [ -1.5676 | _0.0383 log10¢1/crm)
Clay % 12.3 loa106M) | 01445 [ 00076 -
Bulkd, grfcm3 1.64 loglOCk=) | 1.5082 [ 01044 loglOfem/day
33 kPa WC I B8] log10(Ka) [ 1.1278 | 0.2173 log10erm/day.
1500 kPa WC 17 [ | -1.0620 | o877 =
 Textural classes ¢ SSCBD+ water content at 33 kPa (TH33)
% Sand. Silt and Clay (S3C) ¢ Same + water content at 1500 kPa (TH1500)
o ZSand, Sl Tlay and Bulk Density (B0 " Best possible model
For Help. press F1 MR

Fig. 2. Screen of Rosetta program
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3.4 &

3.1 F¥ JFAd 9% Exs sAERE

B el EAEtL s BEdaw @3 e B B2xd sydiEe EYEREE B
G SR g8 AR WEE EGSE potential®] ¥R FAY F jloenw ¥}
T AEE SA4E fd o18d Y AFA AT +F 54239k Gardneret Wooding R.¥
& 29T A Q)% of&d =xdey drrs FANY. 2iae] dER SAHS e AA
H EF2 17, PSS vER 670 =R WAkE S vIxe 10709 REY H At
B A7HEo] oo gideldeh. 57 tigF 1,000ecm o)W S potential®] 100kPac] B2 45
Fol& 10, 30, 50, 70cm® & we] &L 1, 3, 5, 7 kPa¥?} 5U3 gholaL, o] potentialol 4]
o] FEldERE B4a9 Table 13 Zuh =4 potentialo] 3kPacll o]2% 67§ Ee] el

7b Olcmday DOl gk ®el Fo] o £o] ojFe] A glg&e BAoY SATS X

14e] B oftte =9 o]Fo] Udae & ¢ = ol Ege] 3 Hwiekel dAR EY

ol YIS A= ALY dFe] w7 WEd Aew AAHI F59 Aol o
1

S o 7 AT =3, 1kPacl °.
1 H=Z 9LbE, sHeE, shaE, WakE o] EelA wmE £ 2 o] Fsglt JhdEoly AdE 2
FHEE 1kPacl A9 o] FXvt ok ¥l Edor duHn

Table 1. &3 AFAHZ FFE 1, 3, 5, 7 kPaollAMel Ex35} ML

Ks a 1 kPa 3 kPa 5 kPa 7 kPa

EdE EAo]& = - =

cmrhr cm cm-day

7+ = 1.01 0.37 0.59 0.00 0.00 0.00
alA " 2.26 0.34 1.75 0.00 0.00 0.00
A y 0.64 0.13 4.02 0.28 0.02 0.00
A ” 0.98 0.27 1.52 0.01 0.00 0.00
&= ” 1.82 0.13 12.00 0.90 0.07 0.01
o] = y 3.17 0.26 5.83 0.03 0.00 0.00
ELEAS Els 1.90 0.15 10.25 0.52 0.03 0.00
e ” 2.07 0.17 9.20 0.32 0.01 0.00
A ” 0.13 0.13 0.82 0.06 0.00 0.00
TS y 24.53 0.64 0.98 0.00 0.00 0.00
QHE y 5.65 0.37 3.41 0.00 0.00 0.00
o 4k ” 5.04 0.22 13.55 0.17 0.00 0.00
= ” 0.97 0.35 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.00
A= ” 7.74 0.51 1.13 0.00 0.00 0.00
ol y 4.41 0.30 5.03 0.01 0.00 0.00
s ” 23.52 0.38 12.54 0.01 0.00 0.00
Gkl A A 47.60 0.35 35.21 0.03 0.00 0.00
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3.2 VGM B3| % £x3 FIYIEE FAF} Hlu

VGM B B¢ x3t FydEEE F4sks 34 WHezA, 4 (6)3 2ol EdTFL
Ao EHE2A BXs UARES 24T 4+ dou del Jle uuss) ges) 2de ¢
Frtom = Alte] ot webA, 242k wiZfRE AL = Sl We] destH, m=e] USDA
o= ol= Ay & trdt 8 ARS5S 1 4 d= AAITEA ) (neural-network) S 7|
HEo 2 g Rosetta B3-S 233 Rosetta B3> VGM EF ] mi/lfsE A7) 98] E4Y
B4 AmEQ EAolY B, mAL HE % v §A4YUEY 33kPa, 1500kPacl Ao ESGw &
FARS d8slnE 54 Ed 24 B4 AR i vtz A8 ¢ vk & AglAM =
EYTHE BE4S B4t 9E ARR 2833 tHTable 2).

OM Sand Silt Clay
EY4F A4
(%)

7hd 1.7 53.1 34.2 12.7 L

k| 1.7 51.0 35.0 14.0 L

Rl 2.6 69.9 21.7 8.4 SL

23 1.6 58.5 29.2 12.3 SL

= 1.0 70.1 23.9 6.0 SL

5] = 2.3 39.7 34.1 26.2 L

ul Ak 2.0 53.6 32.1 14.3 SL

T 0.8 77.8 13.0 9.2 SL

A1 2.5 17.4 64.9 17.7 SiL

T 1.6 74.8 19.7 5.5 SL

o+ 1.5 70.0 24.5 5.5 SL

of 2k 0.5 49.6 35.1 15.3 L

T+ 1.8 41.4 42.3 16.3 L

A= 1.4 77.0 16.0 7.0 SL

il 2.6 46.4 40.7 12.9 L

s} 0.8 83.6 10.0 6.4 LS

Azt 3.0 71.2 18.0 10.8 SL
Rosettad] A =72 853 v AMNAIE /e SAY BAUHY] dFoz V)& B4 =
58 59 =R &89 v S5S Al7|a, w4 S5S Fal 7 fdyugrite] e E
of i it A Z& fdHArzed oJg Ao Sl 1 TtsAE &8st AT Tx2E VM TR A
AL FEloz R F . 3 AAIELNE e HPES B4 YdEAsE d83 4
olo] W7l BeaE gAalr)o felettl. 18 B2, Rosetta® VGM E&S 93k vkt mjspH<s
A o] 7hsdt, 2 AnzAMe 23t EGeE FF Os, 1500kPacl A 9] EFFE S HEl= 6
r, TAAY 23} FeAEEE YEhE Ko 2 L, n, m(=1-1/n)S AAStaL =8 Aledct 1 2
2N EFEHE ord S45E FHOR HEEe] 34%NATH 559 7.2%F BT 9loH,
OstE 84T ETHFOR 31559 38.1%5H A E9 43.7%7HA T Faxsre dEEE 4

AE9 1.6(cmday DFE 9% 31.3(cmday D74 thekst W9o 7S HoF

m
3. FaXS FHUNEES go] 4 4L NPEL FESE WA M Wl oA

HolA = aclow 44 Aoz oA,
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Table 3. Rosettaoll 2|8t VGM parameter

O_r O_s a Ko
=4E (creni™) | (enten™) (cm™) 8 (cm-day ™) L m=1-1/n
7} 0.0472 0.3898 0.0171 1.4328 7.5840 -0.6324 | 0.3020891
al 0.0500 0.3914 0.0155 1.4418 6.4759 -0.5696 | 0.3064145
w 0.0395 0.3863 0.0359 1.4342 22.080 -1.1018 | 0.3027316
| 0.0459 0.3875 0.0230 1.4041 11.0433 -0.9120 | 0.2878032
5} 0.0352 0.3895 0.0379 1.4451 25.7691 -1.0589 | 0.3080097

0.0723 0.4163 0.0130 1.4279 3.8690 -0.6051 | 0.2996744
0.0503 0.3901 0.0182 1.4213 7.7929 -0.7366 | 0.2964418
0.0454 0.3813 0.0367 1.5631 23.3668 -1.0084 | 0.3602652
0.0673 0.4370 0.0047 1.6626 1.5499 0.3642 | 0.3985493
0.0362 0.3886 0.0416 1.5230 31.2752 -1.0061 | 0.3434013
0.0340 0.3906 0.0385 1.4474 26.8720 | -1.0486 | 0.3091242
0.0528 0.3929 0.0146 1.4461 5.7983 -0.5466 | 0.3084876
0.0558 0.3999 0.0089 1.5198 3.1060 -0.1032 | 0.3420392
0.0405 0.3850 0.0398 1.5635 28.4971 -0.9903 | 0.3604125
0.0484 0.3940 0.0109 1.4925 4.3631 -0.2082 | 0.3299611
0.0457 0.3811 0.0371 1.8634 28.0156 -0.8685 | 0.463339
0.0445 0.3833 0.0350 1.4338 19.6336 -1.1481 | 0.302571

Oft [T | p2 | <IN | r20 | Ll | Il | | | P2 f s

oft | P | I I |7

nz_\%o{tlﬁ—{o%rj%—iwio,ZJ%
-

Y

EUFRE EAS o585 Rosettaold AabE gtEo] $-@iugl Eoko] AgHakx o] ofRs A
HHE = AL VGM 289 A& 7lsAS ddsts 3 Swol & 4= . dubgow S35 7]
E EAERYEE EUY 584 EAS dS5cte A S e Aoy SAHS E3H &
1% FHEALS A T3 = 9= AlEHeld 2¥E pedo-transfer function(PTF)o]&}slH
AR E BEACLY f7]1E 59 7EH EF ARE deg It giEe BEY S EA
SA471EE50] FUHoZ AZtan| ol H|go] ARFERE AH ZFAH3= tlale 4 54
58 & oS PTFE &8 A0y neS dofstes 59 443 493 98 5+ du. 2
(M )2 29 545 7H PTFE 2ot vjAL 2 {715 5] 42 o 5(1995)0°] -2
Ute] Bk BEAlsle]l zZA3sE Aottt o] AES By, wAl 2 fU)E S G EgLR A
2 10kPa®} 1500kPaclAe EYE &FS oS53 4 Qdrh A (19959 &g PTF= 453k
B e THFE dFolug oS AR gHgor Wt Folof 3= At =
QA EUSRES AH SAHSA Fal BEARA Agpork FRIES o8 ¢ e
o] 9}, Fig. 3& ESFEA4E 1500kPacl A PTFE o] 43 o =3 B 55312k} Rosettadl
olg) FAHYE ESFE g o] HuAnE HoFa vt =R A9 AAASTE 0.882A
Alars g ostan lom, MRS A AAATI 0.64% =BG #HTGs AA B
sheFol 2 L oM HlwA F gta S-S BoFa vl upEbAd, Rosetta® o] &3 v
Mg e vt Bl A8 7MeAo] e e #dadd 4 3l

0106p, = 26.8 — 3.99In (9) +2.36 /St + 2.88 (OM) (7)
0 15006r. = 15.75 — 2.86In (S) + 0.55 /5% + 0.7 (OM) (8)

- 186 -



Comparing of ©_r, Paddy Field

0.10
g y =1.1914x - 0.0528 ®
D
E R’ = 0.8851
= 0.05
=
hl [ )
D
0.00
0.00 0.05 0.10

©_r by Eom Model

0.15

Comparing of 0_r, Upland

0.10

y Rosetta

0.05 r

0 rb

y=0.3339x +0.0191

R =0.6432
[)
[}
P [ )
%

0.00
0.00

Fig. 3. VGM 281} PTFZ of|=8F 1500kPaollAe] EUE E2k(o

0.05 0.10 0.15

0_r by Eom model

r) Hl

Rosettad] A& 7sAS #Esta /i gs FAY, 2 #ES VGMel &8 s
T 4 gty B¥3F AEel 10kPadlA] FEAEES VGM Edd 98 d=9 gy FHIAEAR
SA% kS 2 (3)o tigs] T3k kS v wst S w(Table 4), Gardner-Wooding(GW) 2] o =2 34
o B3l ] AREE BT 09 #E Ho Eo sFo] flttal o SHE Wb, VGM EEo| ofs
q5E BX3} FHUAREE o] AXEA 2 EYFHE, AFE, THE) EAcY dF e
A4S AFshy] olde Bxs g8 X 47 gk VGM 23] 484dS "ol 24
e Holx Qlth. webA, VGM S v BEGo eSS ddsked vkE HEste RS
AL Q& Ao E
Table 4. 10kPaollA{2] GWSt VGM Z&e| Ex5 2| T H|n

GW VGM
EYE
cmeday !
=il 0.00 0.74
A 0.00 0.77
A 0.00 1.67
2 0.00 0.57
g}t 0.00 0.57
5] = 0.00 0.50
A} 0.00 0.89
i 0.00 0.32
A3 0.00 -
T 0.00 1.22
oL 0.00 0.97
of| Ak 0.00 0.20
= 0.00 1.13
] = 0.00 -
ol 0.00 -
55 0.00 0.86
Az} 0.00 1.70
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