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Fig. 1. Study area and fault locations in the LILW disposal site.

YUY DEY WY 75 WY
I8, et

o
A R 78R 168

jjy@korad.or.kr

2.2 2| BEZE|HA

TR FEEE TS| el = oAM=
ZAE A REHFAYE S HIHALFAZLE
O] 83fAL. & 49711 S ZAARE 0| &5A
o0, [I7HAZAUS 1~10,000 @me HAS 7t
L.

rr

I

=

v

X

Resistivity_OhmM

Fig. 2. Result of electrical resistivity Survey in the study area.
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Fig. 3. Result of BHTV Survey in the Boreholes.
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Fig. 4. Mininum distance to fault (FDIS) vs Inverse distance to
faults weighted by nearest fault size(WF).
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Table 1. Result of Pearson's correlation analyses

Pearson
P10 Correlation to . .
Correlation Sig.

Resistivity min. -0.123 1.85E-01
Resistivity mean -0.056 5.50E-01
Resistivity max. -0.049 5.96E-01
FDIS -0.141 1.28E-01
WF 0.261 4.35E-03
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Fig. 5. Estimated P10 by multi regression analysis.
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