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Fig.1 WRC (Water retention curve) of casel (black
color) and case2 (red color) on wetting by applying
Mualem-van Genuchten model.
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Fig.2 Observed (open circles) and calculated curves
on wetting by Mualem-van Genuchten model of non-
woven geotextile.
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Fig.3 Typical mesh of setting non-woven geotextile
and boundary condition in the model ground
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Fig.4 Results at change with the passage of time with
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