VN EYUYOLY  FACS LR
200313 9% 26~27Y K] = O O @

Dummy?2| F =20 2TF 2T AE

oy, Faul, FALx, e, deld, dE=

XSRS T
olsHyst AEB
blee@kigam.re.kr

*

<8 &>

BANER Q% Ak FEAA Yo OB FHA AdgzAle] HAHog FE SATE AP
ofe] ZALE AASIHh 2AF HAF AFA Y AsFAE olsiztn el @& Adtg F5AA
W3S dZslual 39 2dye] ¥zt A4S & EUSAAEE ARG EFAAEE
24 eeArs, 5 223 AFASE 4SSl 28l dummy®] F913 E¢A] k2 A
el eeldzsghe] el sz s 2ot

key word : €S AAY, FYAEE, 534S, HFAS, dummy

P A G Follx AAA L gt W EA AHS o
2 Qe dummyyt & QST AHZRE F97 FEHHAH FRAH =e2E

H74z] AFAZPE 2 4 WskE 245t S AEE whelth 1 FXE ARE of
sty FEASE FIle £3AAE  djAduldelx= Hvorslevd, Bower & Riced], Cooper-
Bredhoeft-Papadopulos®(C-B-P¥)e] qlc}.

£ ARG 28 AT duEA 2 2AE 98 3 1009 AFAET FollA 8 A
A)Z3H(ES-1, ES-2, ES-3, ES-4, ES-5, ES-8, ES-9, ES-10)e]] tj3}e] & AAIHEE 4 Ak s A
Al AEE 115~164me] Mol lz AFFo] A7t A2 e T AP EGE 74
o] gt

AN G5 st 2A8ES o] 8F FElAee] A4S HydroSolveAre] AQTESOLV for
Window-Professional AZEj]E Alg-stglw, zt7be 6}1443&””4] oE AR, Feae e
32 AFATE AEsignh A7kl B £W 3= EijkelkampAle] 2554 SA17]9] Diverd ARE-3}
o 12 D92 AS3sch

mlo
r—b
r:i
2
L‘i
e

_11)1-

2.2 =2

| U W

21 Dummy F0§ It 2|4 MHE

- 570 -



Dummy Zle) 93 7132 AAPE o gHE 73 $eAEEE 7x10°~1x10%m/sec M2 B
Aol Fzsle), FFFASE 1x10°~5x10"msec Wejolt}t. F4aAfE SeART] 53y F
AL F3 3o vehdr}d gubdel 79 bk $8)AE%(10° ~ 10"m/sec)(Freeze and Cherry,
1979)8} vlwsld £ Q7AYY AT il Fdle] FAEEE digddy B 4
UtKTable 1). 27954714 Divere wlole] Q1A M7t 10mo]7] wf&ell 27|49l 8m o
AAE stz 754 Ade AAsiglem g, ES-4, ES-9, ES-108] 79 F3h AR Eokdo]
ARG oA Age] Hof b Fof vlsjy =R} FA *PgilgiDHTable 1). ol& A3k
237 F74e] HAR Fe] FeAde] FHET] diEe €45AAY F 77 A
do] "Hojxltte @S MFa glrh

Y
Felaae A

Table 1. Hydraulic parameters obtained by injection slug test analysis.

K(m/sec) by H K(m/sec) by B-R T(m¥/sec) by C-B-P S by C-B-P
ES-1 7.020E-07 5.839E-07 8.663E-05 9.585E-05
ES-2 7.520E-08 7.182E-08 1.040E-06 1.000E-01
ES-3 4.393E-07 4.007E-07 2.879E-05 8.763E-04
ES-4 1.319E-06 1.097E-06 5.495E-05 1.000E-01
ES-5 6.365E-07 5.544E-07 5.815E-05 8.690E-02
ES-8 5.028E-07 4.379E-07 3.167E-05 2.197E-03
ES-9 1.803E-06 1.570E-06 3.223E-04 1.000E-10
ES-10 2.277E-06 1.983E-06 4.537E-04 1.000E-10
min, 7.520E-08 7.182E-08 1.040E-06 1.000E-10
max. 2.277E-06 1.983E-06 4.537E-04 1.000E-01
mean 9.694E-07 8.373E-07 1.297E-04 3.626E-02
median 6.693E-07 5.692E-07 5.655E-05 1.537E-03
std. dev. 7.566E-07 6.544E-07 1.652E-04 4.934E-02
skewness 0.808 0.870 1.531 0.668
kurtosis -0.502 -0.353 1.057 -2.142
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Table 2. Hydraulic parameters obtained by withdrawal slug test analysis.

K(m/sec) by H K(m/sec) by B-R T(m%sec) by C-B-P S by C-B-P
ES-1 8.985E-07 7.826E-07 6.090E-05 1.307E-02
ES-2 5.422E-07 4.722E-07 1.377E-04 2.065E-10
ES-3 5.529E-07 4.816E-07 8.817E-05 2.835E-06
ES-4 9.843E-07 8.573E-07 4.144E-05 1.000E-01
ES-5 6.085E-07 5.549E-07 5.529E-05 7.654E-02
ES-8 4.921E-07 4.286E-07 2.018E-05 2.380E-02
ES-9 1.822E-06 1.587E-06 2.953E-04 1.921E-09
ES-10 1.818E-06 1.584E-06 1.137E-04 3.935E-03
min. 4.921E-07 4.286E-07 2.018E-05 2.065E-10
max. 1.822E-06 1.587E-06 2.953E-04 1.000E-01
mean 9.648E-07 8.435E-07 1.016E-04 2.717E-02
median 7.535E-07 6.688E-07 7.454E-05 8.503E-03
std. dev. 5.563E-07 4.825E-07 8.718E-05 3.911E-02
skewness 1.056 1.056 1.838 1.373
kurtosis -0.616 -0.603 3.851 0.383
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Fig. 1. Normalized head versus time for a series of coupled injection and withdrawal sIUg test at slug test
well.
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