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Abstract: A simple approach is proposed to quantify the effect of the initial void ratio on the relative coefficient of permeability
for unsaturated soils based on the incremental relationship between the degree of saturation and the initial void ratio and the
prediction of the permeability function for unsaturated soils by use of the soil-water characteristic curve (SWCC). For a given
soil and the SWCC equation, only one additional parameter is introduced, which can be conveniently calibrated by the
conventional SWCC tests. The relative coefficient of permeability for the same soil with different initial void ratios can be

predicted by this approach. The proposed approach is validated through experimental data from the literatures in which both the
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SWCCs and the coefficients of permeability with different initial void ratios are measured.
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0 35l
BRI EUE T 15 I = R E . B B
WHEFCHR AR SE bR TRER A e, AR 138 1A
Fede TR OB TR P 2 BBk 2 i S,
1 B2 T 5 1 )t SO SR B BB Ak,
PRI F s M REFEA Bk 5 s S ] 4
LA LB, RIS bRy .
PRI e 3 R K s e kTR 251 A 1
X7 1 R 2 B TR R BRI 5T
XTI A L, B AR R % 2 LR
Lt XA IR AE AR i, JHBIE R
HE VR B ) F) R B 1 S s A P 2 ) L 4,
AEAE R AT i AL TARBERRAS, R HgdE R HCk

jillf3

v F 52 VR AL L IR, & e AT SL Rl ) R 4

b TR VR R TR R TR R 4 b iBE R
B ALBR AR AR RS AN FE AR T B, BTST
RV 9538 2R BBl VRN ) AR AR, DA 5
T e, XTSI AR RN 3538 RS, W)
AR 2R 45 T 1) fR7 B B s (e PO, e
B HEERE . Mitchell Z51M Taylor AT AS JEHLAT 35
EICHET AR, R R SR TR T AR
(FRI AT, Laliberte 25" WFT 1 % BEXERA 32

B RBUNFEN, I Je At O AR AN - A58 AR

EEWH: HKXARFEIETH (51208031, 51278047); [E5E sl
FERBIT TR eV (973 THRID TH (2010CB732100)
Wi EE: 2013-09-10



828 a5 oE L OB ¥

2014 4F

BRI 458 . Lloret 25106535 2 B FLI L
AR FE AR A REAR T, g T — MR AR TR AR
YR+ 197235 B2 B0 FE . Chang 25Ul it 5] AR 4L
it L R AR R 5% i () R, SR PR P A ()5
Huang 2SI 7 7 —ANEF Al A8 AR MO 1 1199535 &
HOTRE, FREEX R LI R — R = HBE K,
WAE T H T T B P IERA M . 5K ARSI R 40
ERRURIME R vt BEE JEAT,  BFST T AR TEXRT AR RN
A KERIE 2k 3538 R BN . AR -
PRFLBR AN L ARRE e i sgm b e, oe B IE G
(R FLBR 3 A1 R E AT USRS I FLBR 23 A1 ek B i
TR AR, RIS b, BT T H R AR
R [P ) AR IR 2B, JFLAIR R, T % )8
AR TERL S AR AN T ATRNEE R EIE I Mualem 4t
THEY

BIE KRBT A/ AR A B R 2 4L,
SR ARG, T AERN 7207 2R 0 S e A
Mt %, CHIRAARMF RSO, L kAR HE
DRI e S 5 e L AR R 20 R AL
FEFE D I Ta] . A YR 13208 R B EER RN 1 1
KRR ZE, IR bR R 1208 REL
CUBE LRSI A — MR AERA X RIE I 77k, IF HAS3I T A
WG )2 M,

RIS M LB T PN AR 13208 R A 3
el vk, BIGEIGHIR, R R e v B, AR
&, T Sheng 25171 Zhou Z5PMHE K R I HA 1L
Bt LGS M PR LR L L KRR AR T Ze iy, LA T
2 FEAIURFLBR LE 52w (P AR AN 13808 R 007 R Rk fig
J7iF, FRENL T — R M3 08 R ECR AR AN - K
FEAE I SRR AR UG FLBR b 20 T I AR 13308
RECGHAT I T Be)a, W SE TR E,
FER IR T 25 R ARG 25 R AEAT XL, B0 UE T A
T H H IR T 7 v S 3

1 JEIRFI L2 E R BTN X
1.1 23483 (empirical equations)
PrilGsRy, RAeR% HEM A F ) (5
BKED AR 12 E R B R b, T8 2l
A gy ARMUN 13208 R &, 5 s K# 6, )
KR
k,=f(s) B k=10, - (1)
AR L BE R BN ) (BEIKER) AR
thek, SAHMNMT/KREZ (SWCC) HATAHLK
JEAR, Leong Z2RA A3 = B 2 PR kg A AT - rhsi 4k
RN AEBAH T AT o TR EAR IS, BIRG AR

RUPR RN AR 7 B, H T LUK = BRI SCRE y 1vs
ARG R Fehty, XA AE AR R B
1.2 ZEW#EE (macroscopic models)

BIE R BB I N, F LT DU AR 4
A FE AL ST DA H AN R RS R S 1) B 40 ok
Fone AEWOZE L, AR RST BB 405 A B R
SBIATAN 0, HARRI AR T A4 N R AR B A4
MRS, T HERE AR LIRS, R
MBI R FAR (IR 51 AT T AL) EH A A A 113
T PR IIBREE . SPRRIK )4 ST BB R
SRR BRAIE, MHFAFBAF BN E (LD
(¥ RSF e oAy st 2429,

FEF PRI, Brooks ZEPHHES LA T FAIE R
AR L ARX 2 18 Rk, IS

2 [f 2
. :|:S—Sr:| IodS/S

1-38, jkw/f

Kol A EA[(S = S,) /1= 8, “IE MR T 5,
FHRAIA Ak A 1 34 i 5 S bRt 2 ) ~F337K
JIRR RS BRaK 380 5 2 M3AFAE I 20, S TR AR
WRIZ, S, =(S—S)/(1-S,) & XCAAHRMME; 5
E%@@wﬁmﬁwm%%“ﬂﬁ*&”m,ﬂuﬁ
TR T KREAE fhZ& RAR 0 15 21 o A0 X0 B AR R [T
W, ARBREE S, n] ARIR W) s Rk d, AR
TR L ARXSIE R 22 MBS AT R AL R o ok

k=S 3)
A, SAESE. K ZEMEILT 6 HEL,
MR T % LR A B % 2501 5%, Brooks 25124,
Mualem™ [ MR () 5 FKom AFLR A Te 4 A
PR 2L

AR 7 LI 5 28 00 AR LAY 8 g AHALL I R IA
A, HHEHES @ T FREHAFE, SR R
TR SE LA, AT X B AT 138 R B H
TR, 10 22 AT ik ) 22 e, R H 22 AR
0 D UBUBL N be (Ao LR 157 e e NV R (SR [ OB UR (S v
A, AT CLE A AR AT 4 KRR i 2 TR B2 R i
1.3 it #&EAY (statistical models)

LR JE I AN [ RS LB B IE R BN
DAY TN TTRE YA I - S e w N R O R A IR i
KALBRZ TR AR EE TP, & —Fh SR SE 10 fe oy ™
&R R N AR LR 13808 R BT FE I 077k
FEGE VR, HUE VAR RN L 1R L KRR AE R 2k %
AN EANSZE R B 7 sk i A XS IE R
o GBI —IET R 3 M Ok

2)



55 3] ZER, & %

JEAURFLBR LE S M IR ARV A AR 20 R BT 829

FH— FR A F 8 1 AT = RS LR ALk, FLAE R r
R FLBR AR 3 AT R g(r), 0T L AR AT — Rk,
LA A v IRFLBR I W T AR (R A2 0 A A g(r), R
SR U A PR — R AT X AT A ] R LA 20 AT s
@X BN LB 5, Hagen-Poiseuille J F2 807 ;
@ T Kelvin BANAY, JEUHN 11 1K RFAE T AT
DL AE L ALB 70 A1 pR K

IR O GBI AT g, PRI,
NTHPIR— RIA A

oo ] o
h(ew)=‘bx{(f?(Qf;ff)de//{I?(ngf)de}z0(5)

b, @ HIEMER T, et Py FLBE i BT
BB R, R E AL G IO A ) AT EEE
M, — B HE— g KkEe e Xh
O=0,-0)/6.-0.), 0., 6055 AHFAREK
o BRRRBIE KR SRS SRR, &R
AR, X y, 2z A Burdine® i, A
UF(5) RPH x=2, y=2, z=1; Mualem™ i1,
MM T (ORI x=05, y=1, z=2;CCG R
4T (6) P x=0, y=2, z=1; BIF CCG #
RO F (6) P x=0, y=0, z=2. FIfii
B IE TGRS, T K AR SRR E i i AR
YR L A28 R BT

2 TRMARE BFE L KoK R

R GETHREAL AR, O T T R AR AN LA
FLBREEA e I IAHREE R 5L, e R AL T 4L
BREL 4 B0 LK RRIE Hh2k, ALK Sheng 251271,
Zhou 2GRS K777, Sheng 2627, Zhou 4R8I 3y
TH ) A RN E S, BEFLER L e A0 T 2
IR AR
S—< =

i de e . 6)
d° =0 (%Sc =1 EiSC = OfY)

e
FEULIERE 1, Zhou 25PSEEFxf LAR I I L ¥R
AR i BRI LR O L R 22 TR ) 22
Sk, St T AN EEE EAA IR FLER EE W AR £
TR S ) 7%, g T IR (B I A2
KERKX (6) AT R FE REFL B L IR Ak 7 7

d,Se — _&(1 _ Se)§ s (7)
de e

S, _ds, _1-§
e

A, B SHL AENIFMETR, BT
BRLE e S HIHRIRESA O, RIATRAAWILR LR ¢,

AHERIL, (7D P SR BN B 4R
FLB AL G EOC R, W AN ] TR R B A 4K
RAE 2T e . EHUE —HIRFLBEL ¢ R SWCC
(SF) AERZHERE, P Simpson A, wIxf B
AHATEAER s IIAFE] FAIS, —e KA
-5 5. )]

ref

6

5 /(8)

At f=[x1-0]"

M EL AR FLBR LE S e K 2 R A
SWCC, RImr3t -3 (8) #32UERAIUAFLELL ¢ N1
SWCC.,

ARG FLBR LI ) SWCC L0, BRI ATAR 5
SRR CEIE (4). (5)), XJHAHN 55 R %0k
T8 Agus ZEPNE R KX LT R W] : LERZ S
R, Mualem BRI AT EGUE ORI GE F7,

e.

{fﬂ%ﬁ)+4f(

h:J{BﬁwwmqyﬂmTo 9)

AL CLZASE RS by FEAb Sk T AR 1 A - AH B IE R
B, JE R AR VI FLIR LI R . (R 7E SR g
R, FRES 2 MG OL & OX T LKL
LR PRI il AT 2k sUAFAE R, TRUE L 20 (4) 5K (5)
B3 307% [EVI AR LR L 52 M (193808 R BT R
L @X T KERAE Hh 22 A URRE H A B
fiEERT FIA AR, T ELE A B E R v, TR
HBIE REUME . FIHPEER XS LR 2 FOASE S, 2
S ST 2 A AR LI EE 2 ) AR L AR B IE R
THINASE 2R R I SR Aigf SRS
2.1 MRIFFASE

4 45 AR K ] Mualem B8, SWCC 7 F2%H]
van Genuchten J7 BN, FEAEARMTAR, FARB kR
I

van Genuchten &7 [f] SWCC 72, A R il
J& S, R Sy s AR A

| I

X, a, b, ¢ AWGSE, Hfic=1-1/b, Hi
(10D A3 EAFEIL ) s -
s=a(s// o, (11)
¥ D KA (9, FHLfiifs



830 e

+ TR ¥ iR

2014 4F

s 2
wdSs,
k. =4/S, {J“z—} =,/S.

.f ol// _1dS°

(12)

_ \/S>c|:1 —(- Scb/(b—l))l—l/b:|2
X, AR S, 32 B FLBLE e I 52 m .
KX (1o RS (120, BIRT A2 W ) s 2w

B
5 (1-6)/2b G g
kr{n(in 1{1—[1{5}} ]
a a

X (13) R4 EWIAG LB L 2 (AR AT LA X 2
ERE Kk Rt RIE A, 2480 a, b ZALELLR N, 17X
ANFEIIRIEGFLBR L&A~ (RIS NANE G S D AA
[F) R
2.2 BUERSE

MG R TETE IR B B R R AR
AT HBUER SRk fid, Bt BT R ) van Genuchten
SWCC Rk 58 a, b, c HEM. 1L,
HASRILBREL A& I SWCC, X (7) Bk
B VERN E REFLRR LG R — AR 4k
Sr,(l—Sr,)g
—— " Ae

e.

1

. (13)

Sr,i+l :Sr,i - ’ (14)

Horb, S S, AR A B+ LRI AT L,
e JEE i B IIALBREL, Ae M BRI i +1 50
FLBRLLI R, Bl Ae=c,, —e o KU, FLBELLN e 41F
IR S (v, e) il £7RH
" S (1-8.,)°
&W@:%—Ziif#LA
A, o350 22 A I A FL B LRI R0 32 Oy e A
Sor» nATE, n=(e—¢)/Aes
HHTFLBR L e IR T AT AN B L
S (y,e) -8~

e, (15)

Sw.e)=="— (16)
At 5t (8) AR
> (v [S. Wm0 -S..0)])
k =S, w.0)| 2 a7)

2y [8.0.00 =S, 0]

Xy oy, =y, +Ay, Ay ARSI,
N=(y—w,_)/ Ay IR AR AT FEXT B 1K 8
v, BISETR M Ey Z W, M =—y,_, /Ay
RFIEA I K AT EDH, 0 4K 2 501 1
5 v, WEATH0° kPa.

2

I, FReYIEE FLEREL S AR LURD - A RS B
RERER LI, B (13). (17D,

3 SHIRERIERILEIE

ANFESLBREE R, IR AR AT+ SWec Al
BIE R BRI AT D, AT SR AR AR .
Laliberte Z5C2IR T A F LA FLER L4 R Touchet
FiibdE L. Columbia WPIE L FIFANS) SWCC kT
T B A HARBAAESIE R B 158 T WG FLER L
XTAEMIRT 1= SWCC 12k L AR5 12 25001 52 i R
At I 3 R B ERE, P R R
B, AR 2R AT 1T
DABR e i 2R G R RS e s E S TS )
PITE LTS i PRI RN F R PR 3 LK B R AR
[, AT 2558 R v R K 2 8] 5% R 1) 22 5
Laliberte 250254 B 40 s A E AT T8 1E o % L RERCT
o, BENFIRERASATIRSD, DRI R FLER
(REE

5T Laliberte 28 PH 86 45 5, KM van
Genuchten SWCC %Y, 3 5I%} Touchet ¥ihbiE 1.
Columbia FP3fE+ . FARPEE 3 FPAS [ ZRA (g 3047 T B
MBHhrE, B8 a, b, ¢ 5¢ HWEAbREERER:
OE SR HVILEFLBREE R e (IS H RS SWCC ik
5, T van Genuchten SWCC e (11), #niE
B SH a, b, ¢, fFENZRE T SWCC JiFEA
ks @%f e IR T SWCC HhZevH A3 2 i fn &g S=F
Xk m &y, RS EOTRAE R SWCC T
THE B — A S FTX N IR I (E s s @FE0 <
¢ <1 JulENGE—A¢ i, FHKN 9 HEHAMH
[l 3 R HILARALBREL Jy e I SWCC HIA 25 A S,
HEETAFR s (™, S0 2l e IRAS F I SWCC
2 @HEP%GEC H, EEPERG, HRMEEIMe,
RE T SWCC M2 5305 it B 1) ¢ 18
NS A RIS G R, T HE AR 72
XA FIWILAFLBR L 2 R AR AT - SWCC FIAHXT
BIE R BOHAT TN, JF 5 4 AT TR
3.1 Touchet $#Rb1E+

YE R —FoR Rk 1, 56T H Y Touchet Fn b 1%
TP 32%, Byl 53%, Bl 15%, LRI K 2.599
glem’s WHAIMAFLEILL A 0.972 hS kA, Eidi%
RETH swee etz Ha, b, ¢, S&, Ra
T WG FLBREE 4 0.972 F110.862 FHANIRA R I SWCC
A S . BRSEb e R TR 1, FRegs
FoRTER 1, K 2 s A IaFLBR LE 4 0.754 Bf SWCC
A9 A 7Y Yo 3R e H e Le B, ) ah FLBRL LR 43 ) oA
0.653, 0.733, 0.815, 0.916 VUFNE L A AR AT A X
1515 Z AU N AT RIS H L s T8 3. 4Rk



55 3] ZER, & %

JEHIIR AL

WP RPN AR S5 RO R 831

B, AR YOI 45 -5 e B W A R
FT 13 MEIHNRBESEIRESER
Table 1 Model calibration for three different soils

a b c S :es 5

Touchet ¥3#b¥E+  5.15 11242 0.0125 0.0 0.001
Columbia W+  3.11 1049  0.1450 0.0  0.001
NI 0.54 100.79 0.0450 0.0 0.001

L = eo=0972 K%

0.2 0
Vi
0.0 .
1 10 100
s/kPa
(a) van Genuchten#i® 2% a, b, ¢, S| FrE
12¢
1.0

0.8
5 0.6

04}

o €)= 0.8621‘5:5&&%
PRRE

021

0.0 '
1 10 100
s/kPa

(b) B (MR
1 Touchet $851E + BIRBL S HERE
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