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B FHo2 AFF9(2002)9 93 A7 EAYE AEE AMAT. EE AFFAAM HF € 2212
N @¢EE9 WFS NNE F3HSet DI NW F3(Set 2)8 RAATH F3919] AZBAFE(Set 3)
2 EFAAT IERCAME ABARE(Set 3)o] Axe Tt wet #a Aol F=EAH, nHAL
9 Set 13 Set 27} AAHY NEWHsE FEFE B & Utk GEEL AperSa Z2IYE ol §
&t Ao, ddxd 7stg 7@ 44 0.84mm, 0.75mm, 6.94mmeol™, YS-1914= F7H
THES Set 2,390 AWiE R, YS-239 € Set 27F & AFFY HAAHY FHEY FH AR
B¥e BT ‘

Set 1 Set 2 Set3

Fig. 1. Stereographic pole plot of each fracture set.
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ot ol& 1/Q-log t 2 ZoA AFFEFE Ao AMo] concave downward o2 Y=
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Tt . Transmissivity of all fractures.
Tn . Transmissivity of fracture set n.
e . Cumulative aperture size of all fractures.
€n : Cumulative aperture size of fracture set n.
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Fig. 2. An example of analysis of fracture distribution and hydraulic test results of the
section, 98.40~108.40m: YS-01.
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g A3, 2349 WAMEREl o g HEHE FEHHH, FY 279 MFY o]FHFLE]
PAME LR AREAY, NP2 AENUE FYHTE AN FEZ A= opilo] 2B
g olFx2 Yotk AYFAANFCl AN T ddEFEHASTE FERIYSE PSP FREIFHE
detdie, AZHL 2.14x107°mYsecE ANHAoH, ARHOE L BLA 7S 563x10°
7.84x10°m%secE At HAT AFTFE ANY vdzE BS54 FEUERYEE oA F
X EAE Helw, 1 Jd¥F e wdzdz 27 519x10 m¥sec, 7.06x10°m%/sec,
6.16x10"°’'m?/seco]t}.
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