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The aim of this presentation is to analyze the soil
vertical movements caused by soil water storage
changes in low decomposed deep peat soil profile.
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0 - 10 cm layer,

Peatspecies: sedge-moss peat,
Degree of decomposition: iy,
Layerofsludged, overgrowth by turfroots peat.

20 - 30 om layer

Peatspecies: sedge-moss peat,
Degree of decomposition: - g5,
Spongy structure, with clearvisible plantresiduals,

b0 - 00 om fayer

Pealspecies: sedge-moss peat

Degree of decomposition: i

Spongy strvcture, with clearvisible plantresiduals,
10 - 80 om fayer

Peatspecies: sedge-moss peat,

Degree of decomposition: - f

Spongy structure, visible root-stock,







SCHEME OF THE EXPERIMENTAL PLOT AND

MEASUREMENTS DEVICES
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VOLUMETRIC MOISTURE CONTENT AS A FUNCTION OF

(N5 EMRETVANA AMATRA ABIRIIN (N

SOIL BULK DENSITY AND DIELECTRIC CONSTANT
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RESULTS OF FIELD MEASUREMNTS IN THE SOIL PROFILE
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GROUNDWATER LEVELS VS. SURFACE ELEVATION
AND THE PROFILE THICKNESS
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CONCLUSIONS
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