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Comparative Study on Determining Methods of
Soil Infiltration of Slope Farmland
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Abstract. The infiltration properties of slope farmland are studied by means of the water storage method and the

simulated rainfall method respectively. The results show that the measured soil steady infiltration rates measured

by the water storage method are greater than those measured by simulated rainfall. Using the water storage method

may only reflect infiltration properties of soil itself, but the simulated rainfall method may simulate better natural

rainfall. The steady infiltration rates measured by using two methods are a better linear relationship.
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