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Optimization of irrigation regime in a sand dune soil field using HYDRUS-1D

Koji KAMEYAMA!, Yukiyoshi IWATA!, Teruhito MIYAMOTO! and Koichi SASAKI?

Abstract: In this study, we investigated the optimum irri-
gation regime for a sand dune soil field using a numerical
simulation model. For this purpose, we used HYDRUS-
1D to simulate the soil water regime in the root zone of an
irrigated sand dune soil and evaluated the effects of irriga-
tion scenario (matric potential threshold for irrigation and
daily irrigation depth) on the cumulative irrigation amount,
cumulative water discharge from the root zone, ratio of cu-
mulative irrigation amount over potential evapotranspira-
tion, and ratio of transpiration reduction using the triggered
irrigation module in HYDRUS-1D. When a soil water
characteristic parameter determined from undisturbed soil
samples in the laboratory was used, volumetric water con-
tents simulated by HYDRUS-1D differed from field mea-
surements (RMSE = 0.031 — 0.039). Estimation accuracy
was improved using a soil water characteristic parameter
derived from an inverse analysis (RMSE = 0.007 —0.009).
Based on the results of scenario simulation with differ-
ent matric potential thresholds for irrigation and daily ir-
rigation depths, the matric potential threshold set at —75
cm and the daily irrigation depth of 3.2 mm are recom-
mended to decrease transpiration reduction and water dis-
charge from the root zone.

Key Words : irrigation regime, numerical simulation, soil
water movement, triggered irrigation

1. (ZC®HIZ

B IRACER A& 2 = R ik, A
AKELTHTAZRML TS, LL, WHEWZD,
HFRNHE AL T D 2 & THESCHEBMAKORNE 25 &
EZLTWD (BH,2007). Zoxi#Ee LT, EELEE
BN TIEEARFEEOP T, BEAKOBERIZEH
T E R E 7 AR Z Bikid oG s n s T E
ThHsD. ZOKFERIIC &L 28k DRE LT B Kt
WAMEL, =BiRW LTI AEY o miE R
KRN DOIRGE, JEE ORI DORGIE /e & O 8 R IEFER
B ThhTna (A, 2013).
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= HE o K 9 7 AR B O Bl S FERERIER 23
BiEEND &, BREeAT L, AL WEDOFEKGENE
WHTHIEY OEARHELER SN D, 2o DIEMIE—&IC
VB IRECTHEE S A, flxiE, BEiEE T
DAA J ARG TUX, FEJIKBED —25 ~ —32 cm D #ilH
TR SN TW e oHEFIRH 2 FEARD,2010). F
7o, b (2000) 1IRPHIES CAHR D L Y U AR
BT 5 & ORI RESIKBEOFMIL —20 ~ —30 cm T
bol=LWE L.

W THOK S B2 HERF T 5 7o DI I3 BRI K % T2
TOMENDDLN, TNEATITITED & T5 %Kk
DHNEETDH. TORED, ZIE TITHHEERED B #)
bR SN CE7 BlAE, HE -7, 2000). #EK
Z BEIIZAT 5 72012, S TG K EE ) K
BE=ZV7L, WEMPSLHEELE L I8
W BOWHKETONENDHD. Z0O LD 72 HHFERD
BEMKIX, 27 BEKSE OB RIC LY EHET
& TW% (Blonquist et al., 2006; Vellidis et al., 2008) .

HEK % BitG 3 2 BR D T 8Ky O BIMECHEK &, HEKRE
70 EDFEKRNT A — ZITRRIGEM OB BREIC L -
THRRD20D, HARKOBEALET 5 72 OIZIHE 2 DRSS
FMHTIE CTeER N T A — B 2R ET HLERSHSH. L
MU, BEGRBRIC K DMK NRT A —=FOWGEIZIET
EEAET D, £ 2T, BUEMT AR L TR
WNIRA—BEBWRETHRAEDBE-TZ. ZNETIZL
Bk - WEBBNEZ v 77 A0 H S, wARIER
O RTEEEE, HRREE O B K FIEIZONT, b
K yCrE O EEN R X7z (Abbasi et al., 2004;
Bastiaanssen et al., 2007; Subbaiah, 2013; El-Nesr et al.,
2014). AARIZBWTY, JHHIERED HKFETO—DT
HDHHEEKEEZREERRD S22 HYDRUS 23f
HanhTnd (BrF 5, 2016; SHI - FIEE, 2016). & Ok
&, Bkx REEKFEICA T 0 7T A EEAT 5O
B, BT 21T 5 & & OBEREM O E H LT
LI/ ->C& . &51Z, HYDRUS i21%, BN H
DIREZOEKENBMEICE LRI TORE I NTZK
B LIS & o TR 21T 5 47> 3 o~ (triggered
irrigation) 3% % (Dabach et al., 2013). Markovi¢ et al.
(2015) 1 HYDRUS IZHHAGA F AL 7= MR~ > 3 v
AL CRix 7ok BE e T U AT 2TV,
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IREKRNRT A —HDOBENAREE D LR LIz, &
7=, Miiller et al. (2016) | {-Fzfgt CF R 2 3b5 3 DB,
SRR 21T O 12 Ol 72 BEK T A — X % B R
CEEMATIC L VRO TZ, Lo, ZHEWEHO LD
WZPRIK M D RRSER VARV W AR A L1238V T, HYDRUS %
FAWTHEEARNRT A—F ZRE LTFFITIFEE A LR,

T BRI OB 30 T HmAY AR IR BE & e
DEDICHEREFERTL5E, THRENERT L L
2L DHEKROBERIEEOEBABEEIND (B,
2016). fEMIZ L o CTHE SNk 2D BT DHEEIC
WEKT D Z LIS X VR T OREREKEZ I X
LbhbZ Eixmbn b (Hillel, 1998). 72721, W
ERRATMZB T 2D BEBEE#EKICONT, THIRE
BRI Z 572D DFEKNRT A —F E et Uiz E 6l
Mg, —J5, LEOZETIE HYDRUS % H v TR EE
WDKK T T w7 A%FHEL, MHMFESE BT
HZEbLmEtEh TS (ki S, 2015; & H 5, 2016).
HYDRUS % H W Chkx RGOS & TTHREER
AT HZ LT, WERRALESGICE T LHKDIRE
FURSOEL OEEI 2 B35 X O 2K ANT A =2 Dk
ENFREIC D EEZOND.

FO, T, BHHoOBERALMCEESICL -
THEATHNCAT DI T D HEK 5y % PRl il i O I MR-
%0 BAEREK O F T o K5 EhE 4 HYDRUS (2 &
DB 5. RIZ, FEOET ML OFERNT A —4
RS L Z OV AR AT, TEMOTEE K
BETHIZ LN D FHF~ORERRE TE LM 5
KB E LG 5.

2. REFHE

2.1 HEREIS & F KR

AREBREG L, = HIRRD PN GRS R = ERT) (1
METHE=—/ATZEE IE55mx £X85m (£
WNERE, 5a) THD. I ERRALICHESN,
W% 90 % U L& Th b (BIlb,2016). Z 0
EEIZRBWT, FHEAMEYMORFT D120 O EFEHER N
FEhi S, AixlElC A vy, JifECah 7 A s,
AIER T4, fELE2u—2 U —ick v L7z. 2014
10 A 17 BICHEAE & UTERRAER (A OA{LRL 3 &)
01 kgm 2 AT Lo, ah TEBRE L. anT
OFIEIFAI 20cm TH Y, HEENZH 10ecm Tho72. #%
R, E=— T ZOEFICHETE Sz g%
ROFEKRF — A THOKFEMEZ T o7, 7238, TOROH
KO KRB EE SO CTHEFRZ DS TR L, #K
EITHOZA IV ITROFEKRERRE LT-. #fENS 50 H
HLBE, MfrrfeZa k& & (RN Scm fE) Ko7
R BIEICUNFE DT DAL T, 2k 7 OB, 2014
F£10 A 19 A ~20154E 1 H 12 B Th - 1=

2.2 TEOMEHEORE

ARBRZ N > TR AN T ARICHES 100 cm FRE ORHT
Y, HEMEmAAEEE/KL, %S 100 cm £ THED

T THH LT ARENRNT L E2HERLEZ. 20
B, WFEME S 7.5 cm, 22.5cm, 45 cm OIESITEW
T 100 cm® OHFEFREE 3 A FOmBL, ZnboR
B fafnids KR 5T K OUK Rt 2 I E L7z, fafn
BEARRBULEARMIBIC L VRPE L. £, KR
#ix, —31.6cm (pF 1.5) LLETIEIWHE, —31.6cm ~
—15,800 cm (pF 1.5 ~4.2) TIIMESIEIZ LV HIEL
7o, & LB oK FFEBROWER R van Genuchten-
Mualem €5 V24 S E 570, EREEIFE T 0 S
Z 5@ RETC (PC-Progress s.r.o.; van Genuchten et al.,
1991) Z=Hiz.

FENRBRIC LV E SN KSR HR % Fig. 112w
L, KoEEMEHERD 51 5 11 7- van Genuchten-Mualem
EFNRT A—HF % Table | IR L7z, 72, ENRAR
(2 X0 ME SN gFnE KRS Table 1 12" L2, K
SRR OV TR S IC L A REREBITIR O
Mooy, BFIEKREIC SO WCRIRS I L 2 EFh 3 A
L.

23 TEFEKDE - BEKE [REEZRDATE

FEEHIE P O BN O HEKS &, ~TANDHEK
&2, INESLIOCREELZE L. FEEZO 2014 4
10 7 21 HiZ, & 75cm, 15cm, 22.5 cm (215K
5t % — (Decagon 5TE) #E L. B —DK
BRSIE, 2 7OERE (15em f2E) 2#FE LT
WELEZ. 2B, RULEE-72%, RAYLOMIE R Ik
L TR EIZ S o — iz G ie 2R /A L
7o Fiz, HEASGEUY—IX3AROE v RBHE R
WIS X S ICWrmicfA Lz, LKk —0fkE
BNE, N7 AOMIES 1 m FRERENT- = 0 7 DOFH
DHRTHL. HHASROPEIL, N7 AND 2 His
THEM L. £GP —oHNERE, REREE
HERE L7 L Z AW TERE TR SN 7KERIC &
OIRREG KIS L7z (Il 5, 2016). FEKELE,
7 ADMIES 1 m BREREN 7-ALEIC &S (Decagon
ECRN-100) #g%E L CHIE L7z, a2 7Bk L 72
ICHEDNHREFORELIEE L2V &L 518, WHEFHOH
OERAHIERE 2SS 30 cm B WLIEZ 72D K ) ITERE L
7=. ¥z, 2RKBHF (Decagon PYR) L ONRIEE+
v — (Decagon VP-3) (%, ~T ARIZBWTHlED S

Table 1 = NFERIC L 0 HE SRR D D15 5
U7= van Genuchten-Mualem &5 /b ((2) ) T A—X
(6, 65, ayg, n) KROBRFIZEKRE (Ks) HEMHE.

van Genuchten-Mualem model (equation (2)) parameter (6,
6, ayg, n) determined from soil water characteristic curves
and saturated hydraulic conductivity (Ks) measured from
undisturbed soil samples in the laboratory.

Depth 0; 0O oG K;
n
(cm) (Mm3) @m?3) (em) (ecmd™1)
7.5 0.07 0.44 0.06 3.57 2,012
22.5 0.07 0.44 0.07 3.50 1,524
45 0.06 0.43 0.07 3.39 2,586
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Soil water retention curves obtained from laboratory experi-
ments and inverse analysis.
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Fig. 2 JE/7/KEH & IR ORI O BEFR 2 %3 S-shape &
T ((6) ) (D hsg 1%, HROWIKHE A FIREAK BLs
BED 50 % \ZH0f S LD REDOE S KEEZTRT).

Plot of the S-shaped function (equation (6)) for describing
root water uptake reduction with different matric potential.
hso represents a matric potential at which the root water up-
take rate is reduced by 50 % from the potential rate.

0.5m FEEHEL, WS 1m OMNEICERE Lz, 2 TOH
ET — %%, 30 rEkE<Tre #— (Decagon Em50b) (258
gRL7-.

3. BB 77i&

3.1 tEKRPBEICET HREAER
%&%ﬁl%f , AR E OB R MMNT AR <, HOKBEY
L0 LR A~DKS %ﬁfmn SR —RRICAT b
Tu\f_mf) 887K oy B e D S fE i AT 2 HYDRUS-1D
ver. 4.16.0110 (Slmunek et al,, 2015) ZHW\WTITo7=.
HYDRUS-ID Tix HENOEE 1 RTD HHEKS B E)
DEARICEVEREENS.

%? = 3% (K(h)‘;i’ +K(h)) —S(h) M

ZIZT, 0 REAER (mPmY), 1o B (D), z: 8
EES (em), h: EJIKE (cm), K(h) : REafdKER
¥ (emd™Y), S(h): RoWwKEE A7) ThHs.

A FnZE KPR K OUK S PR B %R 1% van Genuchten-
Mualem &5 /L (van Genuchten, 1980) {2 & v ¥Tfl L 7-.

0, — 6

0= 6r d nym 2
- [1+ |ovGh|"] @
T\ m 2
K(h) =KS.' {1 (1&;") } 3)
60— 6,
Se = 0.6 “4)
TIT, 6 BEREAREE AR (mPmT3), 6 faFAE
A% (m*m3), avg, n, m—l—l/n HHARIZ AR R Z
A—%, K fafEARE (cmd ™), s BRIy EaFn
B (), |: FmiEaERE (0.5) T%é
32$E0)ﬂ)17}0$f“k_1 ERFKEREDRTE
(1) RHFOWROWAKEE S(h) 1IZXRAXICEVEFHES
no.

S(h) = a(h)B(2)Tp ©)

ZIC, T, X ATREARBORE (cmd™!), a(h) [ZWkKGHE
DOFIRE - & 72 D ET)KFHIC K HKA N L AJRE B,
B(z) FEHL S NARBEE S (cm™!) TH Y, BRI
ARSI T DL 112785,

HYDRUS-1D Ti%, (5) XF DK b L RISEBEE
o(h) & LT Feddes £ /L (Feddes et al., 1978) & S-
shape €7 /L (van Genuchten, 1987) %#&{R+ 2 = L3
TX5. ZIZTIHE, 2RI A—287T alh) BitHE
T& % S-shape ®5 V& H\\ /= (Fig. 2).

1

iz
1+ (i)

T T, hso AR OWLAKEEE A FTREZARBOHEE D 50 % (ZHD
Hil S DHREDESIKEE (cm) TH Y, p iLdffRk 7
A—HTH5H.

(5) Koo T, (T FTReARFEHORE (ET,) &b &Il 5 %
bhb. £IZT, "UANOBHE, AkERIE, BRI
SRIR, SRR ORI EE A4 H VY, Penman-Monteith
X (Allen et al,, 1998) (Z&kV ET, #HiEL. Z DR
WCME L 72 N ANO BRI, BARKES B
RELR (2016) i\, BAAO BIEHRABED 15 % &K
L. ek, BAORET —% & L CHEG» S ERE
HECHY 5 km OALEIZ & 2 = EEFT OB 28 A L
7. BEINIZET, %, EmfEfHR (LAD &b &ITk
HUZ L 0 ATHEARSHIE (Ep, emd™!) & T, (CESy L7z,

a(h) = (6)

E, = ET,exp(—k x LAI) @)
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T, = ET,[1 —exp(—k x LAI)] (8)

ZIT, kIXEMREEIC KD U oRaRICBE b 1R T
bHY, 774N METHS 0.463 (Siminek et al., 2015)
A LAY

SIHEMES LU - HREH

THEWHFEEICL Y, 100cmESETEIRETH D
ZEMEER SN, FHEMEEE LTS 100 cm O
TREAERE Lz, HEWimaE <k, Ko RpEdiic o
WTITEREIC L A RE LTI A SN0 o720 (Fig.
1), fafn@E KRz >W RIS ICE 2 EH N A SN
(Table 1). Z 7=, 3f@OREEZIREL, #HFREMNID
WS 15em FTEH 1)E, X 15cm 75 30cm T
F2ME, 30cm LIEEFHE 3B E Lz, F72, FHEMRIL,
TEOK Y —ZRE LA O 2014410 H 22 A
OIS HRRKEBEO 201581 A 12 HETE L.

PRSI ORI HT=5 2014 4F 10 A 22 H 0
DO SIZB I 2 HREEKROPEMIL, S 75em T
0.154 m* m=3, & 15cm TO0.147m? m™3, & 225
cm TO.146m’ m >3 THY (W Fhb 2 HSOREM-D
W), RS HMIZKRE BT R ONR ol £ 2
T, X 100 cm £ TORBOYMMIKREE KELr —EL
L, MG ELT015m® m3 2527, EEBERA
PRI REERSLME L-, £, N - BiT (1990) 12 &
% = BiEW R CoOREFEFNC LuE, HTEAKAIE 4.5
mBEThH-ZEREENTVS. WL TIE—RICEE
EREPECIZL, BEKRERE . Z0k), K
AR S 100 cm 18 OKRBENC 52 2 223D T/
SNEBZ BN, TEHEERFMFIEA BPEKREMT:E
L.

3.4 KDHFHERIIR/NT A — I DERTE

% L@ DK oy Rtk AR O W E RS I RETC % L
THEE L 7= van Genuchten-Mualem €5 /LD /T A —#
(Table 1) % FA\WCTEABMAT 21T o 7. FHERE R & R
BIKEOFPEZ I L, RERTERER RSN D561,
WifEHTIZ X % van Genuchten-Mualem &5 /LD /35 A —
B DEMECETEDNRT A—2EYMEE L TEML.
WRRNT 24T O BE, (KRS KD ERIE & FHRAED Root
mean square error (RMSE) 3 T& H[RV /NS5 85
WZikE{b 2 T - 7.

RMSE = &)

T ZC, X; XFERNE, o SRR, nixT — 2R R
B, OO FEIE L LT, S 75, 15, 225
cm OFRFEE7KED B SEAME (2 MR ORIEEO-E) %
5.z 1=,

35 RDBKIZHZ/INT A -2 DERTE

BHLE 5 Cld = 7 ORI L OMIAR IT R S/ 15
cm UWNICBIRSN-. 22T, BIZHEES 15em £ TIZ

B2 LT D EREL, BoWKEEGEERS (5)
XD B(z) #HFEEDHEES 15 cm TH UME (1/15) 12
BE L.

BETE OWFFECTIL, BOFEKIZER S S-shape €7 /L ((6)
K) ORTRA—=FD hsy 1L —100 ~ —5,000 cm, p 12
~3BRHWLENTWS (Dabach et al., 2013; Dabach et
al., 2015; Miiller et al., 2016; Segal et al., 2006; Skaggs
et al., 2006) . Wt ORI RFFHIBE KFEE TRBMIIK
TL, ZRUTOBEM TR ELr LD, ZDkD,
Skaggs et al. (2006) 2L T2 X 212, WD hsg
I RELS D2 ENBZBND. BT OKS
Rtz - & X, BT —10 cm 25 /K3 D ERITAR
TLU, —100 cm LA FTida LRGBS Tz
L3RR =i (Fig. 1), —100 cm BAF TIIAR DU K232
momHlENL EBEZLND. 2T, SREIOFHETIE
hso=—100cm, p=3 Zf\\7=. 7B, FAKED T X —
Z VB T T D BUIER RIS IR L CEH S Tw
% (Segaletal.,2006). Z#LHD/NNT A —=FE DY
A, =20 cm LA HWRAKIEIA EE D, —160 cm LLF
TIE 80 % LA LWk Al =5 & 72 5 (Fig. 2).

3.6 ARBEWTEICRDI/INTA—FDEE

FREARBE L HEET A7, a7 OEEEER
(LAD 1 ZLLTO XD ICRE L. WY ()6 50
HE) BT 1KY 0ah 7 OEmBEILR L
(1992) #%#E120.05 m?> LE L=, W#EEE (B
20 cm, R 10cm) 76 1 m? H7- b OBEE 50 AL
RETHE, WHHICET S 1 m? &b o LA T 25
L%, ZALARRIE, A AR R E ST o TR S
NEIZINFE S L D7, LAITRA 325, 2ok, #HiE
Ho LAIZ 0, #fE 50 B H D LAI 13 2.5, HEE IR
TH Q0151 H 12 B) O LAIX0 EEL, ZDMH
DOHIENZ DWW CTIIARIEH L7z LAI 26 LT, &%
JE L AEBORE OIS AR L.

4. BHAERR L LR KDBRED
BIRMEORE

4.1 RFAEHKR

HEEHMTh O KRS, BE, &d - RARIEE, X
WEE, WIRRZRRS &, WIREZKHCE, WREZARHUE % Fig. 3
ORI S 11 E ISR TR
T, M AR IEE 5 12 A BIEH £ 0 #EART
biieinoiz (Fig. 3 (a). HEICHEAN THZ 10 A
22 H725 11 A 30 H £ TOFFEREARIT 4.8 mm Th
v, HEEAKEIZ02~54mmd ! (¥ 1.7mmd!) &
HIZk > TRES BT, $7-, BAOHERIZO~3
HERFATH -7z, HRESCTIEOLH) (Figs. 3 (b),
©) Lo TEENRHERDIA IV T EEZT-ZEN,
AR BRI BE 52252005,

10 A& 11 HOWHH 1 16,6 MT m—2 d~! &l
K&EL, "TVANO HEAHKIRD V) 264 °C & @VME
728857225, 12 H LI A S A3 8.5MIm—2d™!
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(a) Daily irrigation depth, (b) solar radiation, (¢) maximum and minimum temperatures, (d) relative humidity and
(e) estimated potential evaporation, transpiration and evapotranspiration in an experimental field.

B =

LU, N ZARO B EESIR
L7 (Figs.3 (b), (c)).

11 AETOET 107 ~27mmd™" (1.6 mm
d™) THo (Fig. 3 (e)), 11 H £ CTIIMBHEITHEAMN
iThh Tz (Fig. 3 (a)), HEORERBEEKRITIE
TOWEESTO0.12~0.17m* m= THERE L T /- (Figs. 4
(@, (), (). AKorFertiifg (Fig. 1) 2> HJESIKEEE
—100 cm (pF 2.0) £ v &@EMANCAE Y 3 5 KDIRET
bhol- LTSNS Z b, BHAKELY HLUVK
ISRBE T o7 EHEERE NS, 12 A LIBRIZHEEARNGE BT
b, ETp 1203 ~2.6mmd! CE# 1.1 mmd!) &
RN TE D o7 (Fig. 3 (e)). 0, &
TOBES THHEE/KRITEOIZHD Lz (Figs. 4 (a),

B 149 °C LK

®), ©).

4.2 TIEKIBEOBERME

BRNERICE D IRE SN KRR ST A —4
ZRWTEHE LIRS KR & FERIE & ok % Fig.
41ZR Uiz, BENER> S/ BN AR R Z
A= EHWGE, FHEMEE EREIIRMEL CBY
(RMSE =0.031 ~0.039), LEKSEOEIEDKEL
#ipo7- (Figs. 4 (@), (b), (0)). FFITHEAKIZ LD KK
ERBNE DRSS - T2 05 11 AT <
FHREAMEL 22 o7z,

JRK ZRBET D120, ERMEDO L WEMFTHEALE
2, FHERERIIKRELSEDLLT, RMSE 3R EEDL L
Dol ZOY, EBEBEOHERZEN 11 AETO
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(a)Volumetric water content at depth 7.5 cm

-3

(

S
o

)Volumetric water content at depth 22.5 cm

3 -3

o
[
T
oe

o
o

oe

(11
SO oosee299000000ae
0pq 0000060000

o
=

iﬂﬂeian!go_assgggggu..
00

eeee RMSE=0.007]
000° RMSE=0.036

0.05

1 L 1

—~
E 02
g ‘ ® Measured point | O Measured point 2 Laboratory-based -~ Inverse analysis
o
= 1 LYY P §
f) 0.15 o % ee..8"‘885'885-’885388”- o,
g 000 Sk oo‘ogea._,.. -022
s LY
0.1 Teee e =0.009]
g '9388856;-;8;39-!9!-'1'OI‘O.’-9!!9!0.'»OIlN RMSE=0.009
g oo — = RMSE=0.039
.2 0.05
=
o
g
< 0 L L 1 L 1 1
>
(b)Volumetric water content at depth 15 cm
Lo
Eoo02
g o
prg 0 00°,0500 o
§ 0.15 fﬂnr??fnéooo 0000000000000000
2 o . ooooooOOOOOO 0%00
51 00 000%,, .0...ii00;.. S ©90000600
5 01 ®eoee, P 0000000000OQOO .  RMSE=0.009 ]
g ® s ©000000006000 RMSE=0.031
ALIITYTYYYY Y
§ 0.05 SO0t ee000ceccecrccccccecesace
Q
£
S 0
>
C
g
£
2
2
I~
=}
o
o
o
=
z
2
Z
©
£
S
>

0
10/19 1172 11:16 11:30

12/14 12/28 1/11 1/25

Fig. 4 EN/RT A =2 LT RT A — 2 & T2 58 OB EKLEOFFLE R 5 ONT 2 HUR O REM O RIFZ{L

(@) X 7.5cm, (b) W& 15cm, (b) X 22.5cm.

Time series of simulated volumetric water contents and measured volumetric water contents at two measurement positions.
Simulated values were calculated using HYDRUS-1D with soil water characteristic parameter obtained from laboratory
data (solid line) and inverse analysis (dashed line). (a) depth 7.5 cm, (b) depth 15 cm and (c) depth 22.5 cm.

FRE L HBEMEOEWOFRETIX 2 NWEEZE 2N, &
5, FIHASKIEO BB SOWT HBHE L22Y, WA
EREEBAIETHRBFEICHEME~DOREI5H L
Ronholz. 207, EBNRERIZ L 5K FER
R8T A — B DNFEBEORER [ D K5y Rtk dh#R & 451
BB L TV W2 &3, IRFEE KSR O FHRAE R AN E RS
REMEEST 2 EBERTH DL LHW L. ENERICLD
IR EHERIRR N T A — 2 I TRIE DD IEREICHE D 2 & 23]
BETHD—F, BESESEMITHIT 2 KGEEMBROMREE
ERBRWEAELHLZ ENER I TWD (B2,
Sonnleitner et al., 2003; F1 4+ 5, 2016).

W CIX, #EET HNRNTA—FETEXHRVELT
ZEMHEE XL TUV D (Rassamet al., 2004). ZHE Tl
WE ST LW LK R (H121F, Nakamura
et al., 2004; Y3 - B, 2007; & 5, 2012) ZLbfg L7
LA, MMAERITEERF SO LALLM LR oT. £
Z <, van Genuchten-Mualem E5 /L D/XT A —X D 9
LR ARICED D n #HENST A—F L LT, KES
AKEIROEWPE & FHEED RMSE B TEBHRY /NS L 72
% XD\ 24T o 7.

HEERT A =2 & D Z &KW RMSE 1% 0.007 ~
0.009 &7z Y, FHEMEFIEIRE < EES N (Figs4 (a),
(b), (©)). FHH2LLHELN/TZ X199 (0-15cm),

2.14 (15-30cm), 3.63 30cm LIHE) TH-o7=. =D
A Fig. 1LIZmd &, REIZEHEREIZERM 54
A, HEE SRR AR SR L2 B L 0 b Al
DIELNTH DL Z ENbnd. Blto HHOK Y ERE % T
B9 570121%, RRICRIT D EIHEKEZO RS &
23015 m3 m3 FREE LD K9 KRB A B ET S
VERH -7, ZOERE L THM ORI
Z, BREGUEHL B 8 T BRSOk oA, B ALE
KREFENRR 722 L (PR 5,2016) BEZHND.

5. U ) A BRI K D EKIEETEDRE

5.1 BKNZA—FDHRTE

2B T OFIFHMD 55, FHEITHEKRBIT DI
M 10 A 22 A5 11 H 30 H £ TERRIS, 19
DOHBKEZWIE LB O TH~ORBHEILETX DT
TR D HEKERAESIEZ MG L. HYDRUS-1D IZ#
BIAFENT-MIWREEA 7 > a 2T 5 &, KA
T HBEOETIKBEOBIE E TN ERET HHES, B&
W1 [EH7 0 OFKE FEKRRE L 1 EHTZ 0D OREKRE
M) Z5E L CHEBOKYBIREOSEMAT N T& 5. AHf
ek, RIWE A7 a R WY T U RIS &
D, HEKZBALGT D EROEJI7KEA O BIESC H K & A2 2
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fbXB7-%E, HEEZFEHRLZHETH D 40 B O
EFE KRS 100 cm (2B A FE T HEGEN LD
LB T 20 EFHI LTz,

WK % BAtA T B BRI JI/KEE O B 1% —250, —200,
—150, —100, =75, =50, —25cm & L7=. Zi b OfEI,
BR 7+ 2 5 7S TIRE S K —100 ~ —1,000
cm (pF2 ~3) Z HRIZHEKZIT>TND ET5HE (8
¥ . JEE7, 2008) X°, WL ClIERIYEIK Sy TREAKE
HENTNWD Z EBRZNWETHHE GF E - 71, 2000,
BAD, 2010) 25FBIZRE L. JEJI/KEEOBEHE %%
ETHRIIIEEES (15cm) OF Lo 75cem & L.

Bithoo AHEKE & ET, (Fig. 3) #3582, ¥ U4
fENT CHWA HEKREZRE L. BIMERAERK RS,
10 A 22855 11 H30 BETOHRBEKRREIT02~54
mmd~' CF# 1.7mmd!") THY, ET, 1£0.7 ~2.7
mmd! (E¥1.6mmd!) ThHhot=. 20w, vF
U AEHT TRV S AEARIE 1.6 (1 x ET,), 2.4 (1.5 x
ET,), 32 2 X ETy), 48 3x ETy) mm & L7, %7,
ZOBEORMARBIE L, BT —% %2552 10cmd™! &
L7z, BUBCTIREEKBREN 1 AU EE 5722 b,
KBAAE B 24 RERIRGE £ CIIFEKEZ ERET, 2l
FECERE 7.5 cm OFEJIKIEDN FELORME LY HIETL
T WU CHEK 2 BT A% I Lz, FEKENE, HEKIE
MlaZbsEnZ & Tl LE.

WSS, Bl HHK S ENRE & BB 2 AT
LFRIEEIC, RE 100 cm £ TOREOREEKFEE 0.15
mim3 L L, BEERSMIIRGERSM, FHEER
T B HPERSRE Lz,

BT R A L1, B ETp (S04 2 FRHEK &
OEG (I-ET, ") &, B Tp (IS4 28 Tp LARIC K
LAWK EOZEOEIS (ZRBINHIER) Z2HE L, #EAKHE
TEDREROFAMIGEE & Uiz, [-ET, " 13 TREA S i
KT HHEKRKEDOEETHDLZ D, EMOEEKEIC
KT DWERBEDOZUMEZFECTE D, —MIC, HEER
RSN DI bR REITARE LY HENIC
2N EMEFE LWV E SN TWD (Dabachetal., 2013).
AHHI L, LHOKME I L - TE L 2R oWk
FEGEZRLTEBY, ARIMEENARE 2D LINEK
TABEIhD (Bx1X, Segal et al., 2006).

5.2 HERESIZH 1T 5 EKIZED=REL

K% BAMAT 2B O E ) KEBEO BE<° H#EK &2 21k
SHLEORMAEREKE, M (EX 100 cm) 25 OFfE
Rt 1-ETy ', ZEHIR% Fig. 5 1R

K% BIG T DEEOE /KO BEMEN & < 72 5125k
T, MEEKELEMNTS Fig. 5 (@). £/, HEK
BRZWVIEEHERKRELZ DI Ebbnd. FEX
Z BT DB OIEJIKEADEED —50 cm LA ETIE, H
HEKEIZEI ST, BAEEKENZITHEITHIRREL o7z,
ZHUIEEKREIT- CHRE L7 EJI/KEAE TRIE L
FE, WELLEOHEANERITONI D LEEZI LN
5. W R TIEEKEBHIGT HEEOE ) KEOEME
R BRE LA, REMBEARELEL< 20, #EK

DKREB D DEEIIZE LT VB SRESER S TL
EFOZENRERELTEZLNS.

HE/K % BRLGS 2 B0 JE /K BE O B il & RS HH R OB
RaEHDHE, BMED —100 cm LA FTIE, HEKEIDK
LPFIE - EORERHE L a7, Zhicx LT, M
fE2 —100 cm LL Ei272 2 & T 6 OREHR KL ED
ZIE T, —50 cm DAL CRER MR M & S IITHT HIREE
Lipoiz (Fig. 5 (b). L»L, HEKEN 48 mm O
XM AE R T L AR E LML, Fig. 5
(@ & Fig. 5 (b) #/5HETHD L, BED —100 cm
PLbEoE &2, BEKRESHEMNT 2 EFAETRHE DK
BOWEMNS EIFERCEZFEMT 2 E0nn, #KkO
EEAEIEMCASFIHEN 2N EBEZ BND. 2O
FoltEEEKRSREBIZEELLY L5 L, B~
DIRFFKELHEINT S, 20D, EMOWKERREL
TRWEREE\ZHE K 2 BRAG T D BR O E /KB OBIEZ T T
FEKREFERST 2 Z LD, FTH~ORERIZMEIT 57
OIZIFEE LW EEZLND.

WK BIGT D EEOE KO EER L OH K& &
I-ET, ' ©Bf#» 5 (Fig. 5 (c)), BEEA —50 cm BA LA
DHAMEKED 24mm P EOBE, [-ET, 13 1.5 Eo
WEEAK L 720 (Fig. 5 (¢)), i@BEBEIEREINT 2 ¥
ReEtE2VRE N7z (Fig. 5 (b)), #EKEBIAT 2BEDFET)
AKEADBAEAS —100 cm LA FOHAICIE, T-ETy ' id 12
TOWARREE RS (Fig. 5 (©). [-ET, ' 281 L7225
JEJIKBEOBIEZE 77 7 bR D &, BREEAKEDN 1.6
mm, 2.4 mm, 3.2mm, 48 mm O & X, FHEi —50
cm, —65cm, —75cm, —85cm Th o7z, HAKEZBALE
THEOENKEOMIMEEZ TP CABKREEZESTZ L
2L, I EE DT UARLELENDZ LS.

HEAK Z BRAGS 2 B0 JE /KA O Bl X OVA k& &
AREMHI=ROBSR (Fig. 5 (d) 26, BfE2S —50 cm LA
L OGEFEBIHIENMELS, =75 cm LT OSHAEI1TE
EOR T - THRBINH RN R T /R L ot
£72, BED —50 cm UL EOEAITA#AENSZVITE
RHEAMHRNME T+ 2R R b7, BfEA —75 cm
AR TIZ HFEKED 1.6 ~ 3.2 mm DOGE LR DK
MR EZRL, BEEKED 4.8 mm Tiiftho BEEKED
A X0 BARBINHEIRN 2 ~ T % &L R AMEAR R b
7z. KA ML RAIRERES (Fig. 2) 2L T, B
—100 cm OFFOZHEMHIZE LK 0.5, —160 cm DRF D
BHIR K 0.8 LEHR SR, ARIOFRETIE, K5y
BtEaifR 2 BB L C (Fig. 1), KA b L ASEBEE
EINTND. LinL, #EKRTA—H LZEREHIZED
BIfR & At L 0 SIS RET T D 7o I, Rk & 1R
WIARRIC X 2 WoKkamil & OBtk 2 EBRICHR T2 L b
HELEZ LS.

WERALIZESON T, #EARZHGT 2E0OE ) KHE
ORfEZ —50 cm PL EICERE LT2GE, TEKSER S
< (Fig. 1), #EKRDOKEDPEHIRE LT 2D 2
Lorme s (Fig. 5 (b). —J, BfE% —100 cm 2L
TICRRE LTcias, TR MRS/ E <7220 (Fig.
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(a) Cumulative irrigation amount (), (b) Cumulative discharge from the bottom (c) Ratio of cumulative irrigation
amount over potential evapotranspiration (I x ETp 1, and (d) Transpiration reduction ratio, simulated by HYDRUS-1D
with different daily irrigation depths and thresholds of matric potential for irrigation.

1), TERIZ X DKW IH S5 L2127 b L HE
EEhiz (Fig. 5 (d). ZoRRE, #ERRALOMIC
BT, HALBRR W Z LIS H RS 2 Rk 2K o5 Rt
HIARRIC K0, HEKEBRAAT 2 BE o JE J1/KBR O B O fix i
FAFHD P 72 B ATEEME A RIE L TV 5.

Fig. 5 (¢) 76, I-ETy ' =1 Ziilit=+ & 9 72 ARk E
LESIKEORBEMAEDEIX 1.6 mm & —50cm, 2.4
mm & —65cm, 3.2mm & —75cm, 4.8 mm & —85cm
CHIBran. Fig. 5 (@) WRLEZEOIL, ZThbof
HEDETENT G KA IS S b0, s —75
cm OA, BHEEKEN 3.2 mm LA T CIEFEEKEOHN
SHEERHEOREINCFE ST 28608/ X v (Fig. 5
(a), w» ZDI= ,mﬂﬁ%nlﬁw%%@:ﬁfﬁ
RO, WX 7.5 em BT DK EHMT DEDES
7K»E0)Fa'ﬁ1ﬁé” —75cm, A#KE32mmIIHETHZ
L2k, HEKEEFEKEDONT VANEL (Fig. 5
(©)), TEMRORARMENL7:< (Fig. 5 (d), Ri&EHE
KETEHETMAT (Fig. 5 (b)) #EKEITHI ZENT
x5 LA LT, BEKEBMT DEEOESIKIADBED

INFTHEMTRESINTHE LD L VIEKWVEL 2>
TREE LT, SRIOFEEMMICEIT 5 ETp REHFIZIH
RCh72NZ ERHIF 5. Dabach etal. (2013) %
ETp OHEINZAENEK % BRLET D B2 0 EFI/KEAD BEN
m< 7D L BB RN SR L TV D.

6. sHYIZ

W ERA LM B THEROHEEKREZH 2 L2 D
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W LK ERE TR 21T O L3481, EKREFRAT DB
DIESKBEORME E HEKEEZE X T U AT %
1To7-.

FENEBRD DG LN KGRI ST A — % &
C HYDRUS-1D 2 & 0 3H5E U7 (R & KR, HHE
%@%%@*4@%@1&T%#ﬁ%ﬂ,@ﬁﬁﬁm;

KO FFERIRR ST A — 2 DEBEOBEGOREE 312
ﬁ%bfw&w ENHBDTR o7, F T, RN
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X, HEKEBET HEROETIKEOBEE —75 cm, H
WEKE 32 mm ICHETHZLICkY, [HET, 39 1
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