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I ’\]%‘% AZAAM Fed,E TV YA da8 =3I E FIADolt YA F-
S FdZdls AFAFED o} doly siyo 42 AP Aol 2FHY aAF% F
YA g A& Bﬂ Jl UM chFe e 2 BZHAY 80 LAE Bz oo g
AEE n27t gA &ttt FAGE Aoy ¥E xz e AS(noise)ut ofriz} s o
A, FZHE curve matching Sl M E FH $aa4 03 £ HaaMo] wAs)
(Butler et al.,, 1996; Lee and Lee, 1999). =3t 2 Ag 237 A= ot 423 g 2
ke Holr] gy, HHEY HAdy B4 = curve matchinge] FLF J&g 3 o
Tool dg MgEde me} s Rde] g8kl £ e, 9 P AddFEEd FFE &
HEdz 49 deFe] FHPANEERE d4ss Aoy EE v£d HERDe AHEsE
Aqmdolgtx 7+ mdo] AL XA U AFE AEI Wodth FIGNY A5 2
TEL T3 557 Wi TE9 £X Fud B& 9FL e duryoz Fde BY
© AR EAE we FFAY S M E FEEN At 5 SAS B
o FeHez ool dct AAZA B AFAEo] FAL FFAFEEA FA o)
4 WA dFF e L] 7153 Theis(1935) type curve ¥ 3 Cooper-Jacob(1946) H-&
ol&atn AT B AFAM HEF FeAF A& AQTESOLV HAF programe o] &3te %
TANEAEE A8t Theis(1935) type curve ¥} Cooper-Jacob(1946) Hel dx¢ GRF
X 9 (Generalized Radial Flow Model, J.A. Barker, 1988)¢] &4 & =3 U Fd gy 2o
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2250 An PReFAN G5 AGe AT 3 FFAY el 2EHoz #Ad o
T2 98 520 Mg 75E Theis Hol} Jacob 4 ol 48 Aok duYFIAM F5
N ANG 3

+ Theis®l =3 B3I Jacobsl AHAoz a7t del& A47 %
A ole] UL Theis7t 713 E dleZg FE ghitolA 9 EH"“— E40] t27] m&o]
‘:}. FTAl A FABFARENA HH Theis curved] Holus #4738 AgF Au<srt
F Rl Z dAF. FFAEARE 100 AN G 1227 AgolW, dFAFAREN
%017*] A9 Figure 19 FAEo gtk dFAFES FEGHEZYE, 34, WA Y,
A371EH AL, RAADAGAA gfRon, 53 AEe gurxdoz 400~900me)th.
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Fig 1. A8 XY EXE,

F5AY AZZREYH HHgEE gEEw dFsY #2913 wi¥S$  T(transmissivity) <}
S(storativity) & 3|48t om, A|zte] @& $97438 97 Barker(1988)e] EFF4(Fig. 2)&
YA A 2AdE ZAASFAT G drFor FFEAEE HAANE FE AR 973 =
Theis curved] UX|3t=] Gerh o] AL, FELGTANA 1 ~ 32 Alo]o T ELE FHY
& 4 9l GRFEES o83l Aol AxA ol Theis curved] HoAus FH33 JAEF 4
F7F GRFE 2 i‘—-_} A $ch(Fig. 3). Figure 32 ZAFE S stUUd AAN(IFHAFRAIES A
]7 JHoE YFFY A 167'<}°J_0_i et GRFEDAA 19L& & e 4A &3
7}7 fracture systemO]D:} 2214 43 FAE 71X 94wt ¥(Theis® di% 7F4)oln 3
t NEFTE FHoE F33 Q%‘% T(sphere)E& UEIHT. ZALZES FFAF A
Ab-g- A 5L Theis, Cooper-Jacob, Moench(constant boundary)-Leaky, I3
Moench(no flow boundary)-Leaky, Papadopulos—Cooper(Large Diameter),
Hantush-Jacob-Leaky, Hantush(Wedge-Shaped Aquifer)& AF&3tRth 10071 =19 12270 =
2% 89709 AEEC] HET MHMMES e AT
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Theis o] 29 %t 2349 A 88§8& RoAEHTable D).

Table 1. Distribution of flow dimention{(m)

n data frequency percents(%)
1.3-15 13 165
16-19 23 29.1
2 5 6.3
2.1-25 25 31.65
26-29 13 165
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Fig. 2. Barkerd E&3A4.
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Fig. 3. Barker®] EE&=4d 4A o(AA(FH) 2AHS).
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ZAE e FEAE A A 10078 A9 12270 A8 F 8970 AZEC] B AT AL
3 Aol Wx sPon, olF 2670el zEgro] Theis(1935) type curve HHH T
Cooper-Jacob(1946) ¥ol A3 63719 AaEL & A& I3t 2822, &F
AEg A4 wole= Leaky, constant head boundary, no flow boundary 5-& & &for ¥t}
ZAkg Aol 79709l AR E0] Barker(1988)e] EE T M) ¥ AU RoFH, gulg$ZE
Al RE 1~23E Alolst yEiuE, 53] AolA AEE AL AEY AFFAAMET 1x9d
| Bo] vetdo. oju natde] wel HEAZ tFF ZHEL FAA AE o8
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| 2 Ao FY dHA W3E 4 F ernz o EdE E & 7gH9
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