TAFELIBARE RS CEX2E9 )

111 - 391

HLE 7oy 2 EOAEIFNREIFZE /NS X — 2 &

A AEESE DB

1. FLoic

ML TESFER E8 B4 RE—
Bl K ¥ IF EE BH —Z

THEEMORGT S BAREOLERITNN T, RERBT &2 XA EBUKEORHE 2B R L - FEOB!
BERSND. 2L T, BEFRFNOLDDANERE LU TIELL T ORIREENS A -5 (K

SRR, RERLEKRED oW THEXINTWASY . LaL,

FEHeBCREL 250, BAK

BB 2 TOBERMETHB. 22T, HHEEL SR IRV E ST ORERISEINS X — 5 ORI

DNTEET 5.

2. ##
ERICHWREL X 20EENE. K

B R ORZEHLICRANTY 55

PIREABUETEIT BRI L DR

hysic al
roper—

Sample €S | 0ss (%)

Table-1. Physical properties of samples
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Fig.-1. Soil moisture characteristics curves of
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Fig.-2. Pore size distribution curves of samples
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