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HIT ALYl Bel EH2 e A4 B 95F 2202 A
SE7 AsEn 22 d8 FAF EEALFC] AHEHEH FEASA AHAE AL
o Ao WA td AFARI AsEz FAYAY JF AS FHAARI
23 FAFY GAFEF BCE 1Y FAXEER 3o Y42 e 3
o2 RAUHAUCTHE, 1986 : HH, 1987). EF, 30T 4HE 24CTE J73)
Ho 15T FEANL ZEaA7 A A2 Busa JA9(d F, 1992).
FRAAM A W=t AT thFe] wgde] ¢EHI Jenz Ik 24
e dEsAe) us v2n ¥ A28 6y 3 FAR8a Fol FMHER Q=
& 2do Mdol a@rk(d, 1994). ol& A FHE2He FAYgRer AHES AP
Fx 2dg st FAYLEEGE A BEHA FAIAA A E ML,
AFE T A WAz THA FAZLN L] F8¥E JFIAA(E T,
1993). iyt FXRLE AEsted QoM Schwartz(1972)2 o2 Ao A
Ao gele AHNYLE AT AR AKFH L 15~25C7F A3 25T o] el M
v At veivs] dx 419992 wigde] 28 15 20, 25 30CEHsd &
FAu APE T A 20CAA Bl 7 FUR 30CTAA 7HE ¥e 45E Ue
Woka BuEch oo EudA v=ldE 2EHX7F LA ¢ 3l o2 <
& ALAE 2AY F Y5E FFYE F Ao WM vEY 2EEEE 1Ysd
HE AAd T dFe FLA 12 & Y Al=" AEol a3dTh
2 dFoNE Hed SAdudasde] JIdELS 1d Ede 2l Ay
g B3 W=l FENAE AHr] A & AAREE AA LA AT

Ag R IH
L 233A 2 ¥
A9e 20029 108 BYRH 119 179744 F95gom Ao AH88 FHgza

9o AYE k2 40 cm, MZ 100 cm, ¥ 140 cmolth. ¥ = APL k2 106
cm, Al 50 cm, ¥°] 8m, F7 28 cmolX & AFe F 1572 3. FA9
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o mE I8F9 Aole FAY F len2(d, 1992) W=l Fd i &
2 WE=wgeld 7 cm7hA A9 dFHn AHEE FAFEE Y EN-Tube)H
dolm 47 10 mm, W73 8mmAtt. & A AHEE AFZA = v=" 29 2%
g W22 Astsrt FYHE X, M= HoE fEHE X, HE gR 2x& FAs
71 A3 TY 2AUE A8stHen 5449 volHE (DC 100, YOKOGAWA)E &
dto] 162 AR AR 49L FERuAG A& &, W=y 29 2EE

47} 2 Uro] Alddtg e o AdE Table 1 3 #Zth

Table. 1. Schematic plan of the experiment

Variable 1 2 3 4
Temperature of groundwater (C) 19.2 157 15.8 15.8
Temperature of water in bed (TC) 34 25.6 289 28.2

4 1235 /s

2. AR FA
1) A3k, W=y B9 @ w3

Q= my,c,(0;,— 6,)
714, Q& Eu@dHk]/s), m,= 29 FFIFFIH(ke/s), c,v T vldk]/keT),
6y, 6, Fol X AT} EF LEXto|}
2) FgIAGAF

Ue— @
A*MTD
q714, QE FRABFK]S), Ux 2FAAGAF(AImT), AE A (md),
MTDE W3 F2 XA}t

_ (Ot —6)—(6,—6)
LMTD= o

In Ons1— 02

A7IM, Gy, 0,11 < SENE A3 FALE, 6,6, © ATy Y ETF2E0h
3) BAlel o dugH
Q= ecA(Ti— T3)

371, ex WA (emissivity), o= Stefan-Boltzmann’d4(5.569*10 3 Wm,K, ) ,

At EWA, T, T; £ 4% 9% 7123 doe) ol
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Ecu 43 Aeks LE% WEW B 25 %E v A 239 AN Qe
Agatl o3 AFHAAT. BLAA FHY 12709 AeF AFAA W= A4
Aok REHAE 1, 4,7, 100 AHE Agsach 2AAS R ghol 0.957~0987¢)
Mg mgor ARASe ol BF 1 /e @e dEEE FAHNe 9@
dZas Aggtel MaH T JANAY. Fig. 1€ Table 19 UsilE 248 19(X
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Fig. 1. Comparison of temperature between measure and predicted data
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9‘]7]'9' 41°C, Wiyl 89 &% 30T, Ask4 15T, #45L 04675m/s HolX QAR
00ImE 7|22 3 ¥UFE 2Esta Udz Es IPAAA AHE &3
2) At FQAIZG e Wz geo]l= H A X

AseE FHFE ALE 608, 120802 WIAA RYsgt 70E @9 149
28FE o)z Zoj= 1208Y AS Hd 5.86m/sector, 602 Y 7§ 10.73m/sector
2 FFAZto] ZAESFE ZUts B3 60%, 12089 A EF X2V FATER
B Agst BojA452 Z1sle 48¢E B

3) f&o W wz=u sol X wlX

&5 01, 02, 0.3, 04, 05 1.0m/sZ ¥WIZAFAH FItd 7HF3FH 48 Fo|xZHolE
Absk A ot ?ﬂ 99 1HAF 8oz Aole Z+zh 2047, 1376, 12.21, 11, 1048,
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4) F70 wE W= o] ujx

#74¢ 00lm, 0015m, 0.02mZ Aistd =4 3g Aotk F&59 F$AME B0
EFE W=y 83 FUAFI FED 9 TAT 28FHE Fo|xe] Holgt 73
738 AFE & F o g8 HFES HIAANAE dos g8 7Ihe] uhHEd
e} dolzo] Holg} 7HAo] A YdAHEFE A

5 W= YRLE, Ay £ W wE W= o] X Hjx

HE QR 2EE 41T, 46CTE WsIAA Rt 41T A dolxe Zole
0.408m~0416m, 738 A& 0.0358m~0.046m, 45°C9] 7% Fol=Zel ZolE 0406m~
0.413m, 77kd 7HA L& 00356m~0.043m, #S B R el 5&4E Fd 1AL
zl&n 7 @Y AT 225HE go|xe o] £ F& 4 Utk EIF 27| F

U727 FAdTE 9 7 AT 25T Ho|LY Holk FUIFAE BiH.

S 9 48
#iRde B3 A5 EYAZL, $5, 173, HEdRes As5Eere 5741 W
$Eg WEHAIEN 1 B4 BAdgD Be gew 2
1. Aets BYAS 608, 120802 raﬁwaa EELEAA W=y $8& "oy
7 918 ANBHOHL ¥ AN AA4E FFE Ao HLFE TUY 48
= golze Hol: Z/¥E BATh
2. 4 E Z/MN7IA =l 23 F£E Y F AT ol 58 2aFHE o=z Z
ol& HAZ B4 Yo AAHY HAE T+ A= o|Ho] AUt

3. ®70l AAFE Asee] 5FFo Borxy] WE W= e L= o e
gol=d 4 U 4 FXE 2817A% solTPolst ARy WEo BHVL
WD ZAE AAAA WA LYY HAZASS S44 4T 5 U

4 Spewst ARE LRHSE FAT AYE BT A4S 2R 49 2 2x
Maloh AshA) @ont 9ReEe A g A4 WEe ¥ AL £xd W
e + slenz YANAY 44 ARE 8eichn pawEd,

PE&LED

1. Holman, J.P. 1990. Heat Transfer. McGraw-Hill Publishing Company.

2. Steven C. Chapra, Raymond P. Candle. 1994. Numerical Methods For Engineers.

McGraw-Hill Publishing Company.

3 MEETLI86. BEMEICB T RBEERN L BEnlE. BEL L UEE 61:1223-228.

4, FHHEE. KIFEFEOFE, BAEE. 1987 NFTI BT 2 EBRAHOME. BEBIUVE

2. 62(5):650-652.

5. dw, 287, &Y. 1992, 3 AN Ay HEEL 2 FAYZe] FEA L
of miXe= &3 AEdEdATA 17(2):197-104

6. T, &89, A&7, 1993, A3tTE ol &7 FHYAA A side I sjxA
7. SRR 2(1):1-8

7. AR 1999, AF FAAMAM ZUFE FAAA AFAS R FHA H1A
EEREE LRI

rir

4.

- 169 -



