o8y, AYE

2011 BRYNSHIISES] ENESHE =E2%E

AA A screen Z°|7}

of WXE A

L 187, A%

FAARATY, ARFGA dHHZ 1045 (H3F 150-1)

hblee@kaeri.re.kr

2

e My
=
ofj
)
>,
i)

z

M1

s A9 F
o

o]u

[o>

FF e dAEA FAB] o ¥
ZHAE gwt A e §8
7FA = ot
A
9 E

2 it o
A+
39
I
2
n?;’..
=

ok 4y

o ©
_)‘: .
Ani
s
£

oL

b M P
O e

o
ol

)
)
i
L
ofe
N
>,
ol
<9,
§2
9,
+
&9‘:"4
M

)
)

2=

ojs} 5
A7 Az

B
Ny
>
o
Lo
gL
a

e
o
ol
a3}
4
ofje
o
fru

o4 3o
o
R
o
_i

o 580 oA

P,L
X
ofl
N
i,
2
W
.
= i
i
oXl
%
i)
fu

.
2
N
oy
oft
ol
)
rlo
oy
Ru}
il
f
r o
o
o
o
o
=2
il

24T + 3

A o
Mo o 4

£33 >
g Wzrol $ANE olgd +4 B

At} °] = verificationdlt7] $13) A A

[ T e
3
o fo 4w

o
f1
_(315

#=F APl Ad=HAt dFAGLE B7184
of BA Wl fxstd F=2 AzEe o]
Avid il FAGY HAGez FAHA AX
3-1lm A=Y FHFoz o vk gk A
AMez A7 FIHA & Fejolxn, EE F
54 wdEsol BRAsA Exsxn Jrh AT
Aol s FYPANARH 54L&
Fig. 13} o] 1071 o149 AF
o} ZNZ dAF Utk

ol
o
iu
o
e
|y
2,

ﬁ,: .:

2 KAERI

Fig. 1. Well field of the study area.
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Fig. 2. Normalized head responses for the slug tests
at 246-264m depth in YS-4 well with the initial
displacements: 0.711, 1.089, 1.847,and 2.988m.
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Fig. 3. Type curve matching of the slug test results
with the initial displacement of (.711m.
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