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Table 1. Distribution of Kg¢/Ss¢

Ke/Sst (m?s™) data frequency percents (%)

0.001 - 0.01 1 1

001 - 01 22 18
01-1 62 49
1-10 32 25
10 - 100 9 7
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Table 2. Distribution of flow dimension(n)

n data frequency percents (%)
0-05 2 ‘ 2
05 -1 9 7
1-15 31 24
15 -199 65 52
2 14 11
2 - 25 5 4
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Field Data Pseudosection
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delay time : value/100 (msec)

station (m)
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