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Artificial Groundwater Recharge by Underground Piping Method

% M | - F H &
Ahn, Sang Jin- Lee, Jong Hyong

Abstract

The method for artificial groundwater recharge can be categorized into two groups, one is well
method and the other one is scattering method. Underground piping method belongs to the latter
group and it is to infiltrate water from porous pipes buried underground.

This paper shows the result of indoor experiment and numerical analysis concerning this
method. The purpose of the study is to make the infiltration aspects and groundwater recharge in

underground piping method. We have found that the recharge height is effect by the difference of

water level and a distance of pipe laying.
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underground piping.
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Table 4.2. A characteristic of experiment sand.
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Fig. 4.1 Experiment condition of indoor experiment.
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