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Fig. 2. (1) discrete fracture network,

(2) 3-D continuum mesh, and

hydraulic conductivity fields

(3) without and (4) with background fracture
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Fig. 3. Measurement vs. Simulation of hydraulic heads:

(1) before pumping test, (2) after pumping at KR14,
(3) after pumping at KR18
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Fig. 4. Measurement vs. Simulation of flowrate in KR16:
(1) before pumping test, (2) after pumping at KR14, (3)
after pumping at KR18
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