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Abstract
Saturated hydraulic conductivity (KS) can be determined with correlation or hydraulic methods.
Hydraulic methods can be classified as laboratory and large-scale or small-scale in-situ methods.
Auger-hole, inversed auger-hole and Guelph Permeameter are the most common small-scale in-situ
methods. The KS determined by small-scale methods has high spatial variability, has different values
in the horizontal and vertical directions, and varies in different depths. Large scale methods enter an
extensive soil body into the measurement process to eliminate variation. This paper aimed to evaluate
the conventional field methods of measuring KS using the drain outflow as the reference method and
investigate the effect of initial soil moisture on KS’s measuring accuracy by the inversed auger-hole
method. Experiments were conducted in two 10-hectare research fields in south Khuzestan. KS was
measured by the inversed auger-hole method in barren, dry soil before constructing the irrigation and
drainage network. After the construction, the KS was measured by drainage water outflow as a largescale method, as well as by auger-hole and inversed auger-hole methods in moist soil after several
irrigations. The KS measured by conventional small-scale in-situ methods in Fields One and Two were
respectively 42.5% and 62.9% lower than the drainage water outflow method. Considering the drain
outflow as the reference method, there is no significant advantage between the auger-hole and inverse
auger-hole methods. As in Field One, the values obtained from the auger-hole method were closer to
the reference method, and in Field Two, the values obtained from the inversed auger-hole method were
closer.
Keywords: Auger-Hole method, Inversed Auger-Hole method, Drainage water outflow method, Soil
matrix suction, Drains distance.
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Introduction
History shows that wherever human beings
have achieved success in irrigation techniques,
the process of territorial development,
population growth, and improvement of living
conditions has accelerated, and great steps have
been taken in cultural progress. On the other
hand, wherever drainage was not adequate or
has been neglected, this progress has failed,
like what happened for Ancient civilizations in

Mesopotamia, China, and America (Hillel,
2000; Hanjra & Qureshi, 2010; Pessarakli,
2019). One of the most important reasons for
the failure of irrigation projects around the
world is still the lack of proper drainage, as
more than one-third of irrigated lands in the
world face salinity or waterlogging problems
(Heuperman et al., 2002; Valipour, 2014;
Singh, 2015 a,b). An irrigation project's
sustainable success requires excess water and
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salt removal, which should be done by natural
or artificial drainage. Construction of
subsurface drainage systems using buried pipes
is the most common activity to combat
waterlogging and salinity. Drainage spacing
equations have been developed to design such
a system, and all of them use saturated
hydraulic conductivity (KS) as an input
parameter. Saturated hydraulic conductivity is
one of the most important hydrodynamic
characteristics of the soils and its determination
is difficult, time-consuming, and costly
(Amoozegar & Warrick, 1986; Severino et al.,
2003).
Saturated hydraulic conductivity from field
investigations in alluvial soils shows a high
spatial variability (Gallichand et al., 1991; De
Pue et al., 2019). The KS can also have a
different value in the horizontal and vertical
directions (Deb & Shukla, 2012) and vary in
different depths. Grismer and Todd (1991)
studied a clay soil where the vertical
conductivity was about ten times lower than
horizontal in the topsoil layer and almost five
times lower in the deeper layers. Different
methods have been developed to determine the
KS value, so besides the spatial non-uniqueness
nature of KS, depending on the measuring and
calculation method, the KS values in the same
point, the same depth and the same direction
could be significantly different (Verbist et al.,
2013; Rezaei et al. 2016; Morbidelli et al.,
2017).
As shown in Figure (1), the drainage
streamlines flow in different depths and
directions and, of course, in the whole field
area. This implies that a lot of KS data is needed
to characterize the field KS value adequately,
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but most projects do not have the budget to
perform many field tests (Chapuis, 2012).
KS can be determined with correlation or
hydraulic
methods
(Ritzema,
2006).
Correlation
methods
are
based
on
predetermined relationships between an easily
determined soil property and the KS value.
Quick-find or easily determined soil properties
are those properties that are easy or cheap to
measure and common in most soil science and
soil mapping studies. These properties include
soil texture, bulk density, clay content, and
organic matter content. Many researchers have
tried to establish such a relationship (Kunze et
al. 1968; Gupta and Larson 1979; Puckett et al.,
1985; Haverkamp & Parlange, 1986; Wösten &
van Genuchten 1988; Vereecken et al., 1990;
Jabro, 1992; Leij et al., 1997; Schaap et al.,
1998, 2001; Cronican & Gribb, 2004; Nakano
& Miyazaki, 2005; Costa, 2006; GhanbarianAlavijeh et al., 2010; Vienken & Dietrich,
2011; Chapuis, 2012). Although the correlation
method is often simpler and quicker than its
direct measuring, the relationship can be
inaccurate (Ritzema, 2006).
Hydraulic methods can be classified as
laboratory and in-situ methods. These methods
are based on Darcy's Law; therefore, by
observing hydraulic head and discharge values
under imposed conditions, the KS could be
calculated. In laboratory hydraulic methods,
the sample size is relatively small, and
therefore the presence of slight heterogeneity in
the sample causes drastic changes in the results.
Besides, it is not easy to collect real
undisturbed soil samples, and usually, not
enough care is taken to prepare and transport
these samples, so such methods are not
recommended (Ankeny et al., 1991).

Fig. 1- Typical pipe drainage flow pattern (Van der Molen et al., 2007)
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In-situ or field methods can be either
large-scale and small-scale. In small-scale
methods, a borehole is dug into the soil with an
auger to a certain depth. The KS value will be
determined based on the flow observation
through the borehole wall. Depending on
whether or not the water table is reachable in
the desired depth, the methods can be divided
into two categories: below the water table and
above the water table; auger-hole and inversed
auger-hole methods are widely used for these
two situations, respectively.
Guelph Permeameter method, introduced
by Elrick et al. (1989), is another small-scale
method to measure in-situ saturated hydraulic
conductivity above the water table. This
method uses one-ponded water height under a
quasi-steady-state condition. This calculation
requires an empirical constant called the
reciprocal of the macroscopic capillary length,
α*, ranging between 1 m−1 for compacted clays
and 36 m−1 for course sands. α* could be
eliminated using two- or multiple-ponded
heights, but not recommended because this
procedure often produces invalid, i.e.,
negative, KS values (Noborio et al., 2018).
After introducing the Guelph Permeameter,
some research worldwide has been done to
eliminate or simplify the estimation of α* like
Reynolds and Elrick (1990), up to Noborio et
al., (2018).
The soil volume engaged in the
measurement process in the small-scale in-situ
methods is larger than the laboratory methods,
so the variability of the results is less but can
often still be considerable. Another
disadvantage is that the imposed flow
conditions are often not representative of the
flow condition accrue in the drainage process
(Oosterbaan &Nijland, 1994). The large scale
in-situ methods enter a very large soil body into
the measurement process to eliminate variation
as much as possible. For a single test, these
methods are more expensive and timeconsuming. Nevertheless, since they are more
reliable, the required number of tests will be
reduced, so time and money could be saved on
the project scale. Pumping from wells and drain
outflow are considered as large scale in-situ
methods.

DOI: 10.22055/jise.2021.36436.1953.
The drain outflow method uses
observation of the drainage process and
drainage equations to estimate hydraulic
conductivity. In other words, in a land with
installed subsurface drains like experimental or
existing fields, all the effective parameters in
the drainage process are measured, so the
hydraulic conductivity can be determined and
calculated as the only unknown parameter
(which is usually the drain distance). Since the
volume of soil involved in the process is much
larger than in other methods (even pumping
from wells as a large-scale method), it could be
considered as the representative KS more
confidently.
The drain outflow method has two major
advantages over other in-situ methods of
measuring hydraulic conductivity:
 The variability of KS in different depths and
directions during the drainage flow paths in
the soil profile (Figure 1) is considered
automatically, so measuring the KS in
vertical and horizontal directions in
different depths is unnecessary as well.
 The variability of KS values estimated by the
drain outflow method is much less than that
in small-scale methods. EL-Mowelhi and
VanSchilfgaarde (1982) found the KS
Values using the drain outflow method in a
clay soil to vary from 0.086 to 0.120 m/d,
which seems very desirable compared with
the small-scale methods.
Although using the drain outflow method
to determine KS is recommended by drainage
reference books (Ritzema, 2006; Vlotman et
al., 2020), the number of research on this
method is very limited. This paper aimed to
evaluate the conventional field methods of
measuring KS using the drain outflow as the
reference method and investigate the effect of
initial soil moisture on the accuracy of KS by
the inversed auger-hole method. In other
words, this study sought to examine how much
conventional small-scale methods and largescale methods determine different KS values.
Materials and Methods
This study was conducted in Khuzestan
province, approximately 50 km west of Ahvaz,
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in the village of Jalalieh in Azadegan plain,
from April to September 2017. The research
area is part of the southern Karkheh Noor
development plan, located in the Karkheh
River basin, and categorized as hot and dry
areas in climate terms. The soils of this region
are composed of alluvial sediments of the
Karkheh River and its branches. The plain has
a very low altitude, and the overall and lateral
slopes are less than one percent. The main soil
and land limitations of the Azadegan plain are
related to salinity and sodicity, which is due to
the heavy texture of surface soil, low
permeability, high average annual air and soil
temperature, and shallow saline groundwater.
Subsurface drainage is inevitable to provide
root aeration, salinity control, leaching, and
land reclamation.
This research was conducted in two
research fields with dimensions of 200 m by
500 m, each with an area of 10 hectares. In each
of the research fields, nine observation wells
were constructed at a depth of 230 cm between
two lateral lines to observe the water table, as
illustrated in Figure (2). The position of the
observation wells was determined using a
surveying camera. Three boreholes were
drilled separately at a depth of 230 cm to
measure the KS by auger-hole and inverse

auger-hole methods in each field. Two
boreholes were drilled down to 120 cm, and
drilled soil was transferred to the laboratory to
measure its physical and chemical properties.
The observation wells were dug manually
by an auger with a diameter of 10 cm. To
prevent the well's wall from collapsing,
observation wells were equipped with a 7 cm
diameter mesh PVC pipe, and the distance
between the pipe and the well's wall was filled
with gravel. To prevent the entrance of surface
water and other materials, the non-mesh PVC
pipe was extended up to 30 cm above the soil
surface, and around the drilling points were
covered with sand-cement mortar. The walls
were abraded using a hand scratcher to avoid
the compaction of the well's wall porous media.
Drilling a well in each field continued until the
impermeable layer was reached. This layer was
observed in both fields at a depth of about four
meters.
For calculations related to the drain outflow
method, the groundwater level had to be read
relative to the reference level. For this reason,
the level of the top of the pipes of each
observation well was measured by a theodolite,
which was used to calculate the groundwater
level.

Fig. 2- Observation wells positioning at research fields
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To investigate the effect of initial soil
moisture on the measurement of KS by the
inversed
auger-hole
method,
these
measurements were performed under two
initial soil moisture conditions. The first series
of measurement was in barren land that had not
been irrigated for a long time. These conditions
usually govern when studying the plains of arid
areas. The second series of measurement was
done after equipping the land with a gravity
irrigation system. After several heavy
irrigations and performing tests of the drain
outflow method, it took a while for the
groundwater level to subside and the outflow
water to cut off from the subsurface drains.
Then the inversed auger-hole method
experiments were repeated. In both cases,
before measuring KS, soil samples were taken
at different depths to measure the initial
moisture.
To measure the KS by inverted auger-hole
method, a water tank was moved to the site and
the wells were kept continuously filled with
water for at least an hour. After saturation of
the soil around the well, the tests were
performed by inverted auger-hole method and
water subsidence was accurately recorded
using a floating meter and stopwatch. This
measurement was performed in three different
points in each field and were repeated three
times in each point.
After measuring the KS in dry and barren
soil by the inverted auger-hole method,
subsurface drainage system was installed in the
research fields and adjacent lands by a chain
driven trencher. The drainage system consists
of subsurface lateral pipe drains with an
artificial envelope with a length of 500 meters,
an installation depth of 1.30 meters, and a slope
of 0.0008 m/m, which were discharged into
open drains.
To measure the KS by the drain outflow
method, the whole area was irrigated every two
weeks from May to September to get the area
out of its initial dry state. Irrigation water was
supplied from the main network canal, and a
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gravity irrigation system was used to irrigate
the experimental fields. After the wetting stage,
the research fields were irrigated for 24 hours.
After the subsidence of water from the soil
surface, the discharge of the two middle lateral
drains of each field (to eliminate the marginal
effect) was measured at the lateral outlet to the
collector drain every day at a specific time, and
the groundwater level in the observation wells
was read simultaneously. According to Figure
(1), by knowing the impermeable layer's depth,
the distance and depth of the subsurface drain,
the water table level, and the drainage
coefficient (using the drainage flow), the KS
could be calculated using the Hooghoudt
equation.
To measure the KS by the auger-hole
method, when the water table was high, three
auger-hole were drilled in each field, and the
measuring operation in each of these wells was
repeated three times.
Results and Discussion
The soil particle size distribution of the
research fields is presented in Table (1). As
mentioned, to investigate the effect of initial
soil moisture on the measurement of KS by the
inversed
auger-hole
method,
these
measurements were performed in Field One
and Field Two, under two initial moisture
conditions. In the first case, the land was barren
and had not been irrigated for a long time. In
the second case, one week after the last
irrigation, when the groundwater level
subsided and drains outflow was stopped, the
KS measuring tests by the inversed auger-hole
method was repeated. Soil moisture status is
measured in two moisture conditions, and its
results are presented in Table (2). In general,
the difference between the amounts of
volumetric moisture decreases with depth,
which is probably due to the rise of moisture by
the capillary force from the groundwater. Also,
there is more evaporation from the upper soil
layers.
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Depth
(cm)
0-40
40-80
80-120
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Table 1- Particle size distribution of and soil texture of research fields
particle size distribution
Soil texture
Clay
Silt
Sand
Field 1 Field 2 Field 1 Field 2 Field 1 Field 2
Field 1
Field 2
25
31
58
48
17
21
Silt Loam
Clay Loam
23
37
66
50
11
13
Silt Loam
Silty Clay Loam
39
53
54
36
7
11
Silty Clay Loam
Clay
Table 2- Moisture of soil layers in barren condition and after irrigation
Volumetric moisture content
Volumetric moisture content
Depth
In barren soil before irrigation
in Irrigated soil
(cm)
Field 1
Field 2
Field 1
Field 2
0-40
27.75
24.15
42.3
34.5
40-80
33
32.55
45.15
36.9
80-120
40.95
37.95
51
47.4
120-180
43.5
42.75
Water table
51.45
180-220
46.95
45.75
47.4
220-260
34.5
37.2
Water table
260-300
31.8
Water table
300-340
Water table
Table 3- KS measurement results by small-scale methods
KS (m/day)
Inversed auger-hole
Auger-hole
Inversed auger-hole
method in barren soil
method
method in irrigated soil
before irrigation
1.019
1.06
0.90
Field 1
1.125
1.17
0.905
1.70
1.14
0.95
0.653
0.9
0.75
Field 2
0.70
0.97
0.71
0.69
0.86
0.70

Measurement of KS by conventional smallscale in-situ methods
KS measurement results by small-scale
methods, including auger-hole, inversed augerhole in barren soil before irrigation, and
inversed auger-hole in irrigated soil are
presented in Table (3). The experiments were
repeated three times at each point, and the
reported number is the average of three
repetitions. According to this table, the mean
KS obtained by the auger-hole method in Fields
1 and 2 were 1.28 and 0.68, respectively. There
is less scattering between the KS values
obtained in this method in Field 2 as the
coefficient of variation (CV) of the measured
values by this method in this field was 5.39%
while it was 24.83% in Field 1. This could be

due to more heterogeneity of soil properties on
Field 1.
The values of KS measured by inverse
auger-hole method in barren soil are less
scattered compared to the values obtained by
the auger-hole method as the coefficient of
variation of these values in Field 1 has
decreased from 24.83% in the auger-hole
method to 5.06% in the inversed auger-hole
method in barren soil. The values in Table (3)
show even less scatter in measuring KS by
inverse auger-hole method in irrigated soil than
in the previous two methods. The CV of KS
values in this method in Fields1 and 2 was 3.0
and 3.67 percent, respectively. This indicates
that the reasons for experimental error in the
inverse auger-hole method in irrigated soil are
fewer than in the inverse auger-hole method in
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dry barren soil. It can be said that the difference
in soil matric suction between the measuring
points in the barren condition was the main
cause of more error in this method.
The average KS measured by the inversed
auger-hole method in irrigated soil moisture
conditions in Fields 1 and 2 is 22.5% and
26.9% less than the measured values in barren
soil conditions. It can be said that the increase
in the measured values in barren soil conditions
is due to the higher matrix suction of the soil
around the measuring point, which increases
the water seepage in the direction of the suction
gradient to the surrounding environment.
KS measurement by drain outflow method
Drainage conditions in irrigated lands in
arid and semi-arid regions are naturally
unsteady; however, drainage conditions in
these areas can be assumed steady in short time
steps. This assumption explains the uses of the
steady-state equations for calculating KS by the
drain outflow method. Equation 1 is the
Hooghoudt equation for drainage under steadystate conditions:

𝑞=

ℎ
8𝐾𝑆 ℎ(𝑑 + 2)
𝐿2

(1)

where
q: drainage coefficient (m/day), which is
equal to the sum of the discharge of two
middle lateral pipe drains (in cubic meters per
day) divided by the area under drainage by
both of them (in square meters).
h: hydraulic head over pipe drain flow; the
difference between the average level of pipe

drain installation depth and the average water
level in the middle observation wells between
two middle lateral pipe drains.
L: the distance between the lateral pipe
drains (m).
D: distance of pipe drains level to the
impermeable layer (m).
KS: Saturated hydraulic conductivity
(m/day).
d: Equivalent depth to the impermeable
layer, as described by Equation (2) (m).
𝑑=

𝐷
8𝐷 𝐷
( 𝜋L 𝑙𝑛 𝑢 ) + 1

(2)

As mentioned, in any measurement (in any
data set), the conditions can be considered
stable. That is, by placing the rest of the
parameters, a KS is calculated.
By rewriting Equation (1) based on KS, we
have:
𝐾𝑆 =

𝑞𝐿2
ℎ
8ℎ(𝑑 + )
2

(3)

Even though L and d are constant, the
parameters q and h will have different values in
the days after irrigation. Therefore, the KS
values calculated by this method in the days
after irrigation are calculated separately and are
presented in Table 4. In each field, three
observation wells were drilled in the midline of
two subsurface pipe drains. The values are
shown inTable (4), which report the average
value of parameter h in these three wells.

Table 4- Values of effective parameters in Hooghoudt equation
for calculation of KS by drain outflow method
Calculation time
L (m)
d (m)
h (m)
q (mm/day)
fields 1 &
fields 1 &
field
field
field
field
2
2
1
2
1
2
Two days after watering
60
1.65
0.59
1.34
5.4
11.3
Three days after
60
1.65
0.43
1.05
3.0
10.2
irrigation
Four days after watering
60
1.65
0.32
0.61
2.1
5.2

KS (m/day)
field
field
1
2
2.23
1.68
1.83

2.08

1.71

2.46
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According to Table (4), changes in KS
values calculated by the drain outflow method
on different days after irrigation do not follow
a specific trend. As in Field 1, this trend has
gone to less KS values in the days after
irrigation and in Field 2 to higher values. In the
days after irrigation, the water table decreases
from the upper layers of the soil, and thus the
role of these layers in the calculation of KS
disappears. On the other hand, when there is a
higher hydraulic head between two drains, the
flow lines will be deeper. Therefore, in the first
days after irrigation, deeper layers play a
greater role in the KS calculation by the drain
outflow method. In other words, it can be said
that in the drainage process during the days
after irrigation, the volume of soil involved in
the process becomes more limited to the middle
layers closer to the subsurface drains. This has
led to significant changes in KS values
measured by this method.
Comparison of KS measurement by different
in-situ methods
Based on Duncan's test results, indicated in
Table (5), there is no significant difference
between the KS by small-scale in-situ
measurement methods at the level of 5%.
Measurement of KS by drain outflow method,
which was considered a reference method in
this study, shows higher values than other
methods and its difference is significant at the
level of 1%. As in Field 1, the KS values by the
auger-hole method, the inversed auger-hole
method in barren soil, and the inversed auger-

Field 1
Field 2
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hole in irrigated soil were obtained 33.4%,
41.8% and 52.2% less than those by the drain
outflow method, respectively. In Field 2, the KS
values obtained by the auger-hole method,
inversed auger-hole method in barren soil, and
inversed auger-hole method in irrigated soil
were calculated 67.2%, 56.2%, and 65.3%
lower than those by the drain outflow method,
respectively. In summary, KS measured by
conventional small-scale in-situ methods in
Fields 1 and 2 were 42.5% and 62.9% less than
those measured by the reference method of
drain outflow, respectively. Mohanty et al.
(1994) also reported that hydraulic
conductivity measurement methods with
smaller sample sizes show lower KS values, and
the method with the biggest sample size shows
maximum KS values.
Besides the drain outflow method, augerhole method in Field 1 and inversed auger-hole
method in barren soil before irrigation in Field
2 have shown bigger KS values than other
methods. This could be strange, but in another
case on a stony loam soil, Vanderlinden et al.
(1998) observed larger KS values with the
constant-head well permeameter than with the
tension infiltrometer. However, Mohanty et al.
(1994) reported contrasting results on a similar
soil after (Verbist et al., 2013). Various KS
trends for different soil types, structures,
textures, and field conditions have been
reported in other research works (Kanwar et al.,
1990; Gupta et al., 1993; Reynolds & Zebchuk,
1996; Reynolds et al., 2000).

Table 5- Comparison of KS measurements by large and small-scale methods
Inversed auger-hole
Inversed augerDrain outflow
method in barren soil
hole method in
Auger-hole method
method
before irrigation
irrigated soil
KS
CV
KS
CV
KS
CV
KS
CV
(m/day)
%
(m/day)
%
(m/day)
%
(m/day)
%
1.92a
14.2
1.12b
5.1
0.92b
3.0
1.28b
24.8
2.08a
18.8
0.91b
6.6
0.72b
3.7
0.68b
5.4
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The CV of KS calculated by drain outflow
method in the second to fourth days after
irrigation in Field 1 and 2 was 14.2 and 18.8%,
respectively. Except for the auger-hole method
in Field 1, the other methods have shown less
CV than the drain outflow method. This shows
that despite the advantages of the drain outflow
method, the results of this method were more
variable in this research. Other researchers
have noted that there is no standard benchmark
method for measuring hydraulic conductivity
(Dirksen, 1999; McKenzie & Cresswell, 2002;
Jačka et al., 2014). However, due to the much
larger sample size, similar flow lines, and
similarity of the layers involved with the actual
drainage process, it can be considered a
reference method for land drainage purposes.
The drain's distance has a direct relation to
KS; the higher the KS, the greater the distance of
the drains. In other words, the distance of the
drains will change approximately in proportion
to the square root of KS. Therefore, if KS is less
than the actual value, the drains' distance will
be less, the density of drains per unit area will
be more, and the drainage costs will increase.
By generalizing these cases, it can be seen that
should the KS values obtained from
conventional in-situ methods be used to
calculate the distance of drains, the distance of
the drains will be less than when the KS values
obtained by the drain outflow method are used,
and the cost of the drainage system will
increase unnecessarily.

In the inversed auger-hole method in dry
barren soil, the higher matrix suction led to
increased water seepage in the direction of the
suction slope to the surrounding environment.
Therefore, the KS values obtained in these
conditions are higher than the real KS of
irrigated lands. Considering the drain outflow
as the reference method, there is no significant
advantage that can be attributed to either the
auger-hole or the inverse auger-hole method. In
Field 1, the values obtained from the augerhole method were closer to the reference
method, and in Field 2, the values obtained
from the inversed auger-hole method were
closer. However, all of these methods
estimated KS less than the reference method of
the drain outflow (which simulates the main
drainage process). Therefore, it is suggested
that, to determine KS in large drainage projects,
a similar study on a larger scale be carried out
on pilot fields. Then, guidelines for estimating
KS values should be created using a database
obtained from this method and matched with
easily determined soil properties (such as soil
texture).
Acknowledgment
The authors thank Professor Abdolmajid
Liaghat (University of Tehran) for his
invaluable suggestions during experimental
design. The authors also would like to
acknowledge
the
reviewers'
valuable
comments, which have improved the quality of
this paper.

Conclusions
References
1- Amoozegar, A. and Warrick, A.W., 1986. Hydraulic conductivity of saturated soils: field methods. Methods
of Soil Analysis: Part 1 Physical and Mineralogical Methods, 5, pp.735-770.
2- Ankeny, M.D., Ahmed, M., Kaspar, T.C. and Horton, R., 1991. Simple field method for determining
unsaturated hydraulic conductivity. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 55(2), pp.467-470.
3- Chapuis, R.P., 2012. Predicting the saturated hydraulic conductivity of soils: a review. Bulletin of engineering
geology and the environment, 71(3), pp.401-434.
4- Costa, A., 2006. Permeability‐porosity relationship: A reexamination of the Kozeny‐Carman equation based
on a fractal pore‐space geometry assumption. Geophysical research letters, 33(2).
5- Cronican, A.E. and Gribb, M.M.,
soils. Groundwater, 42(3), pp.459-464.

2004.

Hydraulic

conductivity

prediction

for

sandy

A Short Review of the Methods …

114
Vol. 43, No. 4, 2021

6- De Pue, J., Rezaei, M., Van Meirvenne, M. and Cornelis, W.M., 2019. The relevance of measuring saturated
hydraulic conductivity: Sensitivity analysis and functional evaluation. Journal of Hydrology, 576, pp.628638.
7- Deb, S.K. and Shukla, M.K., 2012. Variability of hydraulic conductivity due to multiple factors. American
Journal of Environmental Sciences, 8(5), p.489.
8- Dirksen, C., 1999. Soil physics measurements. Catena Verlag.
9- El-Mowelhi, N.M. and VanSchilfgaarde, J., 1982. Computation of soil hydrological constants from field
drainage experiments in some soils of Egypt. Transactions of the ASAE, 25(4), pp.984-0986.
10- Elrick, D.E., Reynolds, W.D. and Tan, K.A., 1989. Hydraulic conductivity measurements in the unsaturated
zone using improved well analyses. Groundwater Monitoring & Remediation, 9(3), pp.184-193.
11- Gallichand, J., Prasher, S.O., Broughton, R.S. and Marcotte, D., 1991. Kriging of hydraulic conductivity for
subsurface drainage design. Journal of irrigation and drainage engineering, 117(5), pp.667-681.
12- Ghanbarian-Alavijeh, B., Liaghat, A.M. and Sohrabi, S., 2010. Estimating saturated hydraulic conductivity
from soil physical properties using neural networks model. World Acad. Sci. Eng. Technol, 4, pp.108-113.
13- Grismer, M.E. and Todd, I.C., 1991. Drainage of clay overlying artesian aquifer. I: Hydrologic
assessment. Journal of Irrigation and Drainage Engineering, 117(2), pp.255-270.
14- Gupta, R.K., Rudra, R.P., Dickinson, W.T., Patni, N.K. and Wall, G.J., 1993. Comparison of saturated
hydraulic conductivity measured by various field methods. Transactions of the ASAE, 36(1), pp.51-55.
15- Gupta, S. and Larson, W.E., 1979. Estimating soil water retention characteristics from particle size
distribution, organic matter percent, and bulk density. Water resources research, 15(6), pp.1633-1635.
16- Hanjra, M.A. and Qureshi, M.E., 2010. Global water crisis and future food security in an era of climate
change. Food policy, 35(5), pp.365-377.
17- Haverkamp, R.T. and Parlange, J.Y., 1986. Predicting the water-retention curve from particle-size
distribution: 1. Sandy soils without organic matter1. Soil Science, 142(6), pp.325-339.
18- Heuperman, A.F., Kapoor, A.S. and Denecke, H.W., 2002. Biodrainage: principles, experiences and
applications (No. 6). Food & Agriculture Org.
19- Hillel, D., 2000. Salinity management for sustainable irrigation: integrating science, environment, and
economics. The World Bank.
20- Jabro, J.D., 1992. Estimation of saturated hydraulic conductivity of soils from particle size distribution and
bulk density data. Transactions of the ASAE, 35(2), pp.557-560.
21- Jačka, L., Pavlásek, J., Kuráž, V. and Pech, P., 2014. A comparison of three measuring methods for estimating
the saturated hydraulic conductivity in the shallow subsurface layer of mountain podzols. Geoderma, 219,
pp.82-88.
22- Kanwar, R.S., Rizvi, H.A., Ahmed, M., Horton, R. and Marley, S.J., 1990. Measurement of field-saturated
hydraulic conductivity by using Guelph and velocity permeameters. Transactions of the ASAE, 32(6),
pp.1885-1890.
23- Kunze, R.J., Uehara, G. and Graham, K., 1968. Factors important in the calculation of hydraulic
conductivity. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 32(6), pp.760-765.

115
Roudi et al. 43 (4) 2021

DOI: 10.22055/jise.2021.36436.1953.

24- Leij, F.J., Russell, W.B. and Lesch, S.M., 1997. Closed-form expressions for water retention and conductivity
data. Ground water, 35(5), p.848.
25- McKenzie, N.J. and Cresswell, H.P., 2002. Selecting a method for hydraulic conductivity. In Soil physical
measurement and interpretation for land evaluation (pp. 90-107). CSIRO Publishing Collingwood, Victoria.
26- Mohanty, B.P., Kanwar, R.S. and Everts, C.J., 1994. Comparison of saturated hydraulic conductivity
measurement methods for a glacial‐till soil. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 58(3), pp.672-677.
27- Morbidelli, R., Saltalippi, C., Flammini, A., Cifrodelli, M., Picciafuoco, T., Corradini, C. and Govindaraju,
R.S., 2017. In situ measurements of soil saturated hydraulic conductivity: Assessment of reliability through
rainfall–runoff experiments. Hydrological Processes, 31(17), pp.3084-3094.
28- Nakano, K. and Miyazaki, T., 2005. Predicting the saturated hydraulic conductivity of compacted subsoils
using the non-similar media concept. Soil and Tillage Research, 84(2), pp.145-153.
29- Noborio, K., Ito, Y., He, H., Li, M., Kojima, Y., Hara, H. and Mizoguchi, M., 2018. A new and simple method
for measuring in situ field-saturated hydraulic conductivity using a falling-head single cylinder. Paddy and
water environment, 16(1), pp.81-87.
30- Oosterbaan, R.J. and Nijland, H.J., 1994. Determining the saturated hydraulic conductivity, chapter
12. Drainage Principles and Applications, International Institute for Land Reclamation and Improvement
(ILRI), Wageningen, 1125.
31- Pessarakli, M. ed., 2019. Handbook of plant and crop stress. CRc press.
32- Puckett, W.E., Dane, J.H. and Hajek, B.F., 1985. Physical and mineralogical data to determine soil hydraulic
properties. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 49(4), pp.831-836.
33- Reynolds, W.D. and Elrick, D.E., 1990. Ponded infiltration from a single ring: I. Analysis of steady flow. Soil
Science Society of America Journal, 54(5), pp.1233-1241.
34- Reynolds, W.D. and Zebchuk, W.D., 1996. Hydraulic conductivity in a clay soil: two measurement
techniques and spatial characterization. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 60(6), pp.1679-1685.
35- Reynolds, W.D., Bowman, B.T., Brunke, R.R., Drury, C.F. and Tan, C.S., 2000. Comparison of tension
infiltrometer, pressure infiltrometer, and soil core estimates of saturated hydraulic conductivity. Soil Science
Society of America Journal, 64(2), pp.478-484.
36- Rezaei, M., Seuntjens, P., Shahidi, R., Joris, I., Boënne, W., Al-Barri, B. and Cornelis, W., 2016. The
relevance of in-situ and laboratory characterization of sandy soil hydraulic properties for soil water
simulations. Journal of Hydrology, 534, pp.251-265.
37- Ritzema, H.P., 2006. Drainage principles and applications (No. 16). ILRI.
38- Schaap, M.G., Leij, F.J. and Van Genuchten, M.T., 1998. Neural network analysis for hierarchical prediction
of soil hydraulic properties. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 62(4), pp.847-855.
39- Schaap, M.G., Leij, F.J. and Van Genuchten, M.T., 2001. Rosetta: A computer program for estimating soil
hydraulic parameters with hierarchical pedotransfer functions. Journal of hydrology, 251(3-4), pp.163-176.
40- Severino, G., Santini, A. and Sommella, A., 2003. Determining the soil hydraulic conductivity by means of
a field scale internal drainage. Journal of Hydrology, 273(1-4), pp.234-248.
41- Singh, A., 2015 (a). Poor quality water utilization for agricultural production: An environmental
perspective. Land use policy, 43, pp.259-262.

A Short Review of the Methods …

116
Vol. 43, No. 4, 2021

42- Singh, A., 2015 (b). Soil salinization and waterlogging: A threat to environment and agricultural
sustainability. Ecological indicators, 57, pp.128-130.
43- Valipour, M., 2014. Drainage, waterlogging, and salinity. Archives of Agronomy and Soil Science, 60(12),
pp.1625-1640.
44- Van der Molen, W.H., Beltrán, J.M. and Ochs, W.J., 2007. Guidelines and computer programs for the
planning and design of land drainage systems (Vol. 62). Food & Agriculture Org.
45- Vanderlinden, K., Gabriels, D. and Giráldez, J.V., 1998. Evaluation of infiltration measurements under olive
trees in Córdoba. Soil and Tillage Research, 48(4), pp.303-315.
46- Verbist, K.M.J., Cornelis, W.M., Torfs, S. and Gabriels, D., 2013. Comparing methods to determine hydraulic
conductivities on stony soils. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 77(1), pp.25-42.
47- Vereecken, H., Maes, J. and Feyen, J., 1990. Estimating unsaturated hydraulic conductivity from easily
measured soil properties. Soil Science, 149(1), pp.1-12.
48- Vienken, T. and Dietrich, P., 2011. Field evaluation of methods for determining hydraulic conductivity from
grain size data. Journal of Hydrology, 400(1-2), pp.58-71.
49- Vlotman, W.F., Smedema, L.K. and Rycroft, D.W., 2020. Modern land drainage: Planning, design and
management of agricultural drainage systems. CRC Press.
50- Wösten, J.H.M. and Van Genuchten, M.T., 1988. Using texture and other soil properties to predict the
unsaturated soil hydraulic functions. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 52(6), pp.1762-1770.
© 2021 Shahid Chamran Universiry of Ahvaz, Ahvaz, Iran. This article is an open access
article
distributed
under
the
terms
and
conditions
of
the
Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 International (CC BY 4.0 license) (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

