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Fig. 1. Step-wised site investigation program on KURT
site.
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Fig. 2. Site investigation procedures in KURT site
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Fig. 3. Geo-structural model of KURT site (version 2)
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Fig. 4. Fracture zones at the -500m level in local scale
area
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Fig. 5. Potential layout at KURT site at the -500m level

in site scale area. Tunnel orientations are selected to make

best use of available space without consideration of stress
orientation

(b) N-S cross section

Fig. 6. Potential repository area at KURT site scale area.
The tunnel depth depends on the disposal system design
and its safety assessment
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