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1. ME

st AAdHE AGLdFuFALY AF dde dH7 20 M A
2 EEHA e EHE ol&dtd FFFE Adrido] FFY G YE
4 Eol FAFEE 3t AFE AFTF FHY FdPoly AHAZ FEHE
€ BAGE Aolng. F, AaAR ZAZGLAAN AdHe FANE AN

AZE £84 FAZ #Hh] 4. ol & A g e g )T F
T IEEHY a7 ARTE HoR oFHEE FFEELI FAHH ok 3§
ol tHZAL FHAFTF T 1ET Aok d9d+= HAolth(Aberg, 1977).

2 A7 e AsdFHFAM) JHHI Qe A9E ez & AR
AL AFEA R FEAE AEg T V22 7Y AdH d&A Ade A
grfs TARZLRE AN

AEA FAELd dFA LAY FHYAEE FL AFAFG £EdE T
AALS FEAH BXEAHC wigdd 2% EdAdAN FAsRIn, FE FFGEA
AM FolF FAF T& o &dd HFAHA 2dz IAFFIYYG. zd8 RS
Zlzz Rde 35 9%, AT, FEAEE AddAd.

B ¥ o 2

2. AP FENWAN 54

2.1 X o

B EEL 00X FAMEAA(Fig)E WAz dn v Frhuzv)
Ao BEmz FES o AgH Y, AYEE AW 3509 MHES APo=
e 4% AAE W AQolg. B =89 $9 A%x AL Dirichlet 3

22 X EAdLH B M
2 H4 RdPdo] oA A=A FAS 339 FARELE FAET Y

g
HAM AFARGY ABEA, AF2A, FEHA Y, dd Fol(Televiewer) 3% 5§

oo 2d4d ARE EEHYo0 o8 AR Ao AAAAT
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Fig.l. Goelogic map of the study area

221 24

I

™ o] u} kM (Orientation)

i

Al A o3 Ed&He 2Y 54T AW H¥AL R A

Zo g3 F=2 ojFojA/Y, dy Fojo 3 ANFF

(open fracture, semi-open fracture, closed fracture)2

4 49 (open fracture, semi-open fracture)oll W& A & WA S
FracMan(Golder Assoc. Inc., 1998) Z =& o] &3to] 37 #IF o2 &

&4 Fig.29l (b), (¢), (s} o . HFAH AFEd s FEEXLIF

Fisher ¥4+ & w2zt Aoz 43 4 9 th(Priest, 1993). FracMang o] &

zZt gEdTY ¢4 TS 155.2/87.6, 253.7/78.3, 72.7/35.7°1W, Fisher

Dispersion(K) <& 8.38, 743, 7672 A 5HY 4.

(a)Set Al(694 Poles) (b)Set 1(273 Poles. 39.3%) (c)Set 2(256 Poles, 36.9%) (d)Set 3(165 Poles, 23.8%)
Fig.2. Stereographic projection of poles for the fractures(In-situ data)

222 2d&xHo 721 (Spacing)

Zt NEFdA zAlY EdESHAe ZH7] 3HF(apparent spacing)e Z 2]
ANFEZFT ANFLEHR 2 gdT FAEFe] olF & 4x g o8 HAHISIA
o} (Terzaghi, 1965). iR £ EAER AL Lognormal # X & Holed o
AN E 2aYFEEZ EA A (Priest, 1993). 4 #8¢E HTEISE
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AL 10.21m, 10.89m, 16.89m=E Z A} 5 o},

223 8d&He 25 (Density)

dutd oz EA&EWY AE(P)e EEEHY £8 W2 UE oy, 9
3R PAAAA T M EAdEH 273, BEdEHe Hdo) adxn EA
AAZY mEHo Aok Y. g a o Eol

& ZHolo Agdes EIAEHY
EF FRYgHelgtd EAELEHY A& oE 44 HA S F8 ey 2
2 7% 4 Ao .(Priest, 1993; ¥4 & 2000)

1
mean(s) - mean( ) + mean( cos D)

p:

of Mol wat FAFA FAT FEY FAHA B¢ EAEWY YT Table
1ol A3t A, '

Table 1. Fracture density of each fracture set

Item Set 1 Set 2 Set 3
Number of Fractures 273(39.3%) 256(36.9%) 165(23.8%)
Mean(S)(m) 10.21 10.89 16.89
Mean(L?) 16.497 22.970 13.005
Mean(cosD) 0.222 0.302 0.707
Fracture Density 0.027 0.013 0.006

224 2o X 2o|(Trace Length)

2d&Ee 2ol
&, 2000)&
om o] BEXHSE

&3 oo &3t

Table 2. C and A of each fracture set

Item Set 1 Set 2 Set 3
Mean(L?% 16.497 22.970 13.005
Lmax 20 30 105
L min 1.0 1.0 1.0
A 2.326 2.249 1.862
C 1.351 1.267 0.993
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225 Ed 58 EM 37| (Aperture size)

Zr ANFF ddfHo ouAE °2 AperSaZz1H(KAERI &
KIGAM, 1999)& ol &8 F @ dd EA A7 AMdssdd. 7d EA 94
EIRAFEZEFTE e A2 ENHAY. o s dEF EANY gL
Table 39 A2 3l4g.

Table 3. Fracture aperture of each fracture set

Item Set 1 Set 2 Set 3
Mean(Aperture) 6.903E-06 9.221E-06 1.009E-05
STD(Aperture) 1.224E-05 3.478E-05 1.934E-05
Mean(Ln(Aperture)) -12.358 ~12.369 -12.049
STD(Ln(Aperture)) 0.905 1.054 1.041

3. 3% 2% =AM

3.1 7Iststx 2l x

TAFdez AHdg dF AEE 7122 NAPSACE £39 Fd9<& A4
Aot ol ¥l EE Alo)Z2E 100mx100mx500m A o)H} & A o &
Dimension overflow7} %At Alile] E7153 Q. o2 A st W AAZ
de &€ 12570(Set 1 : 49, Set 2 : 46, Set 3 : 30)o|t}. HAHE AL 2H
LY Ed FIF3Y Fig.3® 2o Yedo,

Set 3 34 F9 uHlgo] 1 AAHLE Fig29 KA E¥XE npojmz
BEE 242 783 2HAN FEgHo2 H499 ANE dEddgn &
T do. 2FHA o F& FYHo2Z A FIYL FAFEG A A L£d
o},

oL

et
& 44 e o

32 2=ty Ax

[+4

e RdY S T oW FHUAEZEE AN dAE F83F 54
(hydraulic aperture)\t 5 4 4 4 (transmissity) F 3o < AL &3, g
ol ASo o3 ALY BN Zvle B3 HQA E A (physical aperture) = 7] o)
22 o& £33 EAZ Wysool AN B =RME dFAM Azd £

T ol 9A deoz 3o 2 A<
M 2719 FEHA FA 7] Alole AAAHL FUdA.
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(a)Set All(125 Poles) (b)Set 1(49 Poles. 39.3%) (c)Set 2(46 Poles, 36.9%) (d)Set 3(30 Poles, 23.8%)
Fig.3. Stereographic projection of poles for the fractures(tNAPSAC data)

Table 4. Anisotropic hydraulic conductivity(K)

Item Kxx Kyy Kzz Kxy Kyz Kxz
K 4.2008E~16|5.4819E-16|6.4402E-16|5.5018E-17|-1.3230E-16|-5.7409E- 17
Table 4& @ZNAM FAT FAFUAEESY XEE Ay Az
T A0 7o AEHoE 4EE owH FAAEoY. o pe %A 29
C

4. 33U RAdEF s A RSEE, v s

oA FYAEEE Jaszm AF Y HAFoz FAS 3AY TEW 24
88 FyPsEdodls  NAPSAC(Hartley, 1998), NAMMU (Hartley, 1996),
CONNECT FLOW (Hartley, 1996) Z =& A} &3} 4},

Zag Y9xE 71Fo2 6.0kmx6.0kmx1.3kme M IJdE& HAH3IA
o AAZAY EAE HAs7 Yot wdFoz 5ZH FF FAEAE
Aetod AAsHPT. Figdys SFFALE ARAAR 3t AT 4L E9
7

* & AR, 359 FL& 20m,

FolE 30m=2 dHoen RE AATEFY vt EL-60mol AR FESF AU
A s 12, 1, 29)8 $71(6, 7, 8€) 9

F10% 2t FAFS HE34A

A
ot
o
i
= ¢
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(a) X view

[_‘Qm;.
\ql-:] 1
L

(b) Z view (c) Y view

Fig.4. Finite element model mesh(X, Y, Z view)
43 sl M &3

Y ZAL E3 AN BEHZY A4 $9%e P Table 59
o '

Table 5. Calculated total inflow into the storage caverns

Caverns Total inflow(m'/day)

(Length) normal dry season wet season
1 (400m) 138.63 123.38 156.65

2 (200m) 75.811 65.95 84.91

3 (430m) 144.74 127.37 162.10

4 (400m) 137.16 123.45 150.88

5 (340m) 102.88 R 93.62 115.22

6 (340m) 115.90 101.99 130.96

FUFY Folg BW dWAHA F$ 75~138m'/dayel TEUWE FY2 A2
2 dz=a9xn, 47312, 1, 29)dE 65~127m/day, $+71(6, 7, 8¥)dl £ 84~156
m/daye] ¥EWE FYd A2 AFHUG. ol EL HF 10%] ZFTF Hol &
Holw A7Iet 2719 A+%F W A FAF #YF HMsE Hole o=
d5 =R Fig. b€ ¥28 79 #5428 24 Ao

Fig.b. Pathway using anisotropic hydraulic conductivity
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oA FHPAEEM I AME HFFEAIE HFT 29392m= ALHUZL,
28 AL 23364d ez ALSAJG. 2dgx A2, 1, 28w FEFAHE
1868.5m, £ 8 AIF2 27094 ez AHJedw $-71(6, 7, 8¥)wWE 2372.3m,
264018 22 AXAAY. ole FAFHN A AAR 10%9 FFF Aold %
71k A7l A FEAYSG 22A4% FEEE FAT HMEHE Hole ALE 49
¢ + AU,

A

==
2 &

23S dAstd T F

E AFE AT E7NASE ez 334¢ FA3 =
3l , =g A2, 1, 29)9

Wl 2o fFdF, F5AEY, 284S AAFIR
716, 7, 8¥)d & W3 E AAS A,
AT EFE 2%sHE g3 . ,
1 dZ3A8EE EJdEHY 7183A 229 FHFA 9422 §y 18y
Td9E FE349. '
2) @& FYANY ASE VHAoE T dF9 FRFIYAEEE 3 Y
oA FEYANEEE AEIJALY o ZdH o]&F AT,
gua e 7149AL mEstd A7 12, 1, 22)% 716, 7, 8¥€)A Y #A+
g ol&3td FYFS v FAS A, 9%, F5AY, 2T
N FEFE o)t FASA o 10%9 Fo)E RAT.

3)
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e &, 2000, ‘A A ARbAA FEF FF ME AT A W o
A9 FAEAHY” FFLAGHE=F, Aedsda LT
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