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Estimation of the Groundwater Movement Under the Heavyrainfall at
Nanji Waste Landfill

Tae Hoon Koo, Won Chul Cho
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ABSTRACT

The characteristics of groundwater movement under the heavy rainfall at Nan-ji waste
landfill site are studied using HELP(Hydraulic Evaluation of Landfill Performance) program,
which calculates the daily leachate in the Nan-ji waste landfill site. In this study, instead of the
average recharge value, which is used in the past study, the real reacharge value is used to
calculate the daily leachater. It is found about 70 times greater than ther average recharge
value under the condition of heavy reainfall in the rainy season. The flow characeristics of
groundwater for water level fluctuation is simulated using the ground water flow model
MODFLOW (A Modular 3-D Finite Different Groundwater Flow Model) program, and the slurry
layer is newly added.

The result of the study is different from that of the ordinary simulation, which shows much
higher ground water level than from the ordinary simulation.

Key words : Ground water movement, Heavy rainfall, HELP, MODFLOW

107



108 FHE 294
2%E

359 WG ANe AGs A EHL HELP Z2ae AHgsle] 348 Adaiith & a7

Ae 127NN AT BT 25T O WFEIEL BEuch NP S Ui A4 98
AE5YL QYstel ANAGT. olmel A AFSHE MODFLOWE AHgsid BASED), T2ln WA s
WEgel ceAB A2e 22 YAsGTh olddTe] Ane 71 Ee AFAHs) Thadl A5} 2R B

Yepdd,

FHOA : AsrAE, JFES, HELP, MODFLOW

M1 M B 29 7% 208 WY A1zl WS A 2

S8 293} ozl U5 M B, AzE o

L1 7 o 5 ke AL Yol @AY S WAShe
Werg Safeln s

ﬁxﬁ %aok UH%%‘% 03]31 %X] gl 7HHLT’?__X-HE 34:19] OZ‘:I’L—E‘ P_U:] Z‘I_C-)_}Zr_ 6’-‘2‘-3’,}- 0031%75‘ 71%_%

e HERY cRgds ANE AN B el Aesinga. Aegene 32s 24

e otk AE ARAM W BEE o0 o T

o FE AN S M W GHAT Re82 ol g oy qewg olsw A9 s8R BAE

AU AR WS B seaiel w4 A T e

o AsgE sk A B Fashh Qwde L T e T T

2 A3 wATe 1 Ade 29U ol 3

IR TS QEap) A A
] ¥
l:l

Tgy; Feldelst gl Agez Pfkﬂ J:WL*‘ stelo} 913 (U.S EPA,1983) HH®el 7% 243
g Ao AL WA o Zo] b tajo}rj} 71&9] o] o] QxIE YRE Mkstn B5AS FeUE
A8k A B3 AFEL A7 HF 71Ty olEE S 718 7|BAQ] ZalA4ehe mEls Aojonz A
Eq}; & "i]é}]/dol ] Fo|A %Ulr. 1‘“—1‘% #2¢] g ;g%_/’:/] bz} FA o 47}6L§t1] i;}/}} 24

e e A : E_ 2823 A% HELP(Hydrauhcal Evaluatlon of
. wa}ow 2y 2o 3H7) 5 vl

Landfill Performance) 2d#} e AFE T2

2/301%o] MFE 3 Jar ol wh F g do| HZ4 W o =3 Byl o] & : 9t

AR 299 PLASMAA 34d+3e 298 + 3
= 32 7@ A 289 MODFLOW (1988) 9 ©]
2717 B2 FF9 2go] NiEth

el Al Aol xlul el A ]-qo] }\L_7x:7d_° AL 2 A0 ) "
,\Ey iy ? }1 Lui -;L 7]; . jglo;_ilf} T;jHj (Schroeders, 1984). Astey Aol digt AL
__Z_ S o HZ = o =), ] . ] - -
el g‘_r:} el = HeT g 19714 Prickett®} Lonnquist7} 70238 2319 3
ot A&
Yo =

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6. No.3 107~117. 2001



AZ3A FAste A= g AN e A3+ A% 109

H2% Hx|=oi@x] futsds

2.1 =igxel AL

g oldl 1978ddde A& 2~8me] HE3 A
Aol dA=d 1993 3€T wiHe] FRHUA 1
= 94~98me] AE wiyAo] FAHJG. A |
2 1,094, 000me2] A1eAHZZ} 707, 000mee] 2047
Fog BdHo glom 7 wjyR F3kd 105,435n¢
dolel FE7E fFsta Atk A A ER
A FHHoE Addte A E @R F oHF
< R 97,707, 000m] o] &rt.

2.3 71 &

AT WA ARA 7185 AEHde o
4 27199 d¥goz FRAzsa JE- e &)
Fd 1719 FEE ol maukEstan x4 At
Mg B4E Jeia Sith

717422 A 10d97H(19909~19991) o #3&A}
58 7122 718, 5%, AdEE, & 7o WV
8A4E AR Ade d¥T 712S 12ceE A
BEAYA 12.6C Ert ta Hdon, FrEFe
1,275. Tmm& A= 1,26Tmme FABHAl 2AF
Hi gtk E3 HFFEL 2.4m/isec, HW FS
4, 1m/secoli HT JUFTE 65% S22 FAHENU
=4

2.3 4 &

e 4ol A% mAg wollEA o5 o=
2 Qe 29 FeRs asel 440 3499 &
Qe 717ke] WA Dol FBe] BENR] 453

I glew A== o 80% B =olth
2.4 wHgA Ak
2.4.1 stseiA| ofE

AMEAlE srEeAle 87d 19%H dAER Bt

dol AlAHo] FEAMHA RS SdA] WRA7IY

Fig2.1 st A TR LE=HHE TS 4
A=

‘92,8471 HE fjE TS TFY A=W A T
Aol A wid=] kon APFS e AR
o W, AF2AF Ao oG WP wHPFS
Hl - A ekt

2,5 AWt

1) Aef7| of@lE

Al EA g A2nHAZ U AAZ LR uj|
& 2L ugA FAoAY HEEF7F 0m o1
ozx A" 2erie EXIFErt ETEFC7 e
St F2 AERde AESHAA stEFoe dEt
2#717} WPEHR T FEFHoZE A2 o)
e Aoz HJY. FFAFE AAER Ul E
ol i & A o2 WY BTHL2E2 96 times
10%cm/sec® YeERAATE

2) MREHE
HEA Ao AH B

2 X <
2.7~17.3m®| ZFE Heoly F2 HJEA gz

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6. No.3 107~117. 2001



110 T H E-

r:lJ

delel siet. BeAFE 9
2 Yehkth

1.29 times 10°cm/sec

= Hol HgA¢re B¢ dHEA oo v}
2} 102.4~2681. 3kg/ar W2 TheFetA SH=HAU
o Fe FAYELS HEZ BYoly ELAFE ¥
T 6.9 times 10%cm/sec 2 YERsET

2.6 At 9

adgEe W% gAe YgHE B A
Aoz H7)% WYnr} 80~90mE ol Fm Ui A 1
@AY A A4 Ao gol 2T Uk 3
of e 8718 Reld) me P25 A A5
2 Argel AA2 A% 1Y A5 259E 7]
Sakn gtk 94del s AAAA 718 Hal} A
& Z1g50] gom, 9% AseAt el I o)
BAW 492 72T W, 712 ARE olgle] X
Werg 2 Aol £9 D AsE ATIRS BEL
EeE e} oky BEEEe AlEAs A2
BA WA AR 2 A ek ASEAT 235
A BATAAE B P2, A2 S o)

EQ3) ANSAAE oI ZFaAGT vhee
20004 82 WA BAT] 8 A9 AFES T
239 Askeel 25 Ael

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6. No.3 107~117. 2001

Table 21 A3+ A4S H

3T AT 23T
2927 A st 2847 A8t ¢
TE (m) (m)
W-165 | 548 | w272 | 30
W-166 | 609 | W255 | 54
W-158 | 519 | W256 | 5638
W-181 | 745 | W257 | 557
4 % | W80 | 689 | W-258 | 402
W-179 | 587 | W263 | 408
w171 | 71
W72 [ 69
W-182 | 663
W-104 | 245
W-110 | 249
AR | W14 | 36
w-118 | 311
W-125 | 254
LWT-02 | 341 [I-WT-029] 4.90
A% |[LWT-089| 63 |O-WT-029 487
O-WT-089 6.5
H 3% olEX ufH

3.1 Darcy =

Darcye o2ide A38E& B &%

FQE AALHe] FAHAM 720, -hy) S Y

(calumn) @] @3 Ad] sy, T 7] A3 Ale]
o A, -1y ¥ e

AgEN 4 () g =

hy -h,

=-KA
Q 12 'll

s,

gohyn

Gl LI

v K

A7 K FREE, F5ASG (hydraulic
conductivity)




=1

tHd TatojAddlA dErh DA xskeel 34
¥ 55 AP AL tedt 2

] oh oh

— (k.= )+ w=s— 2)

g a7 at

ol 7]A,

K. K, K. AuFEA F53 Foid 2xe
Faael 5Ug A9 xy,
B A el Ax® (LT

SRLECIESP

W zekee] A viEd (T)

corE A Ese A ) vl A fAF eglampB) (L7)
: 75‘4*12& (T)elch.

FaEge A% ge A%y
S TR + Uk 5 1A A4l £ 6
g ke Ao Afsle] SR 2ose) s

3 7t} 7\]6}—’,‘—9] A7t dAE AL 7] A

o 59, FEDE ARFHE 9 AL
2(3)s %c}.
sQ=s. 2" Av 3)
Qi_ s At

4,1 HELPR®E] ¥gzig

41,1 EXUXE

AFasA LAste

A= s g2 Aot AF 111

E%E USDA 9 USCS 71&9 94 St
HELP 2ol A|<tstn = Default #& AHE3)
.

41,2 SCS Curve Number (REZMX|F)

e BURE, S wgAURe] AFF
A, HAA J&FE vwAE SCS Curve
Number (CNH) & v EYEEZ EFE 7]Fo
2 iR AFEA wg} o] Bokste] AHE-ES]
o}, Fig. 4.1& CN#t& AHstet a3t B
CNg#e] AaaAE vehd 8=, o] =9
AEE Eddeld wE CNghe =23t o7]oA
APgE CNg& A AP AR Ztzte] Eqide o}
g} 2= ARt

Wi

4. 1.3 Leaf index

FABA 7] PG E HEll = AFEA 00l
A 57419l MAE 7MY Leaf indexghe EHO
A 259 JHE /A2 Bdstn Ad EEo] A
o gl ol 0ol Hu2 FSu7} 5otk

Fig. 4.2 HELP 240 A&+ g o
= MEFH oz Yepd Aolth Fig. 42004 ©#

100
1 -parE GROD
o GRAssra

2-

sl
=
5

80

60

CURVE NUMBER

40

20 L
<

7 9 " 13 15

SOIL TEXTURE NUMBER

Fig.d.1 CN 3t # B¢ 3 ote) #A T

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6. No.3 107~117. 2001



2 #29l 1lmE ARl o 55%3% AAIY 9]
gl 580 2ol AL A Fol FBime]
WY MmE 97 Asel HP 2me 4F 1lme
29

4,2 XA AHE 24

Table 4.13} Table 4.2 Ztztel CNg@# Leaf
indexell W& AT AFo] AEFFS U AN
3ted YeRd Foltt,

CN#t2 439 #¢ BEEZd e HDPE Ad:
2 3l AR=Z9 fdo| givkn ez &
Tl e EEA J3T a8ty L35

ARE AAde 2AME ) wel CNgEe 60014
8074219 & FUi Leaf index & T3 QoA 2
7N #& FAT 2Bln T3 AMEY AL AAE
Tefsta, o whE wWigAe] At Zo] EF st
At} ol Fig. 4.2¢ YeISITh

Table 4.1% Table 4,203 Ed7olA ALEE
AEE I¥ Re] Fig. 4.3~4.57kA 0t} o7]elA
agze AP Je T, N, B 4+, A, A%

€ %8t =9 500, 6005l FFES TR 50

N
Mz

o
d

Table 41 H A AIH A ST FLYRE

(mm/day)
\ CN 50
Number | BEEA 60 70 80
Leafindex\ | A&
0 2.49 2.39 2.3 2.09
1 . 0.95 0.86 0.67
2 0.92 0.81 0.62

Table 42 VYA AR I ETFLYE

(mm/day)
CN
Number | 60 75 85 90
Leaf index
0 . 2.24 2.03 1.78
1 0.97 0.81 0.56 04
2 . 0.74 048 0.31

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6. No.3 107~117. 2001

o— OAUES (200 on)

Fig.4.2 HELP R d o] A} &8 G A = g A

< CN Numberg 975t F7k] 02 Leaf index
£ Uehdd,

Fig. 4.3 %< CN#507 Leaf index 0 3§
At ol ARFIER sl A& FIMIT)
o gQlolEr] Wi ol2d #t& HEA AT
ol A1 A&FHFL 167.5mm7t He AL &¢F
AL, ol BEA A3t 323t Aot EES

1

T

dE 47E 5T 3E5Y) G APy BE
= AR edskel,
RN et e A3 2ol IFESIEYS

= Ak & 220~260Y Atolele He 46l &
zFele AEFFS BUr ol FoF ON #FH
Leaf Index@tEol o3t Waldnl, oA} 2o

T500(1998)

180

1675
160

140
= 120
g

E 100

<+ 80
@

|

& g0

a0

Figd3 dA =g FRASFF I
(CN 50, Leaf index 0)



AFE A TAske A= HAWS] Astr AF 113

N601(1998)

160

140 1401

t20
>
g 100
H —
= 80 m
'?f et
K 60
®O

0

0 PRSI G NP, g
©TRYSRISCRYIBSSSINRBRAENEEE
2
H 2] = A~
Figd 4 QAEARAE5F T4
(CN 60, 70, 80 Leaf index 1)
BEDY{1993)

-

" 1556
S
F
E — 607
fo
Yo
L
¥l g

40

®

\ -

Qs
ERd

Figd5 SNEA T A25F I
(CN 60, Leaf index 1)

ztzte] Wslel gEo wetA Peak #¥ 1 WS
T3 B2 Aol BUTh

Fig. 4.4 AMe2Z CN #t 60, 70, 807 Leaf
Index 1& & Jel24 Peak#2 140. Imm7l Y2
STh{i=

Fig. 4.5% A%d 0§ Mo CNg 603
Leaf Index 124 ASZ$7t A2 wje] F&&
HAoz vehda Sl o|de HnPe5F
155. 5mme]t},

ztzke] A AL Aol A Hole Hbh 2ol CN#
3} Leaf index %2 HELP Rdol|M A& A
Aal=d o}F F23 Qiolth o] gEol Wil
upe} Zhzhe] Aol gt AEFHo] o Bo| 3o

Mo

AE B 4 Utk 34 A= ogRye A%
128 1 CN 603 Leaf index 18 847
o] Efgstttn #eso o| gEd) g HELP
29435 MODFLOWEH EAs2 AMg-3}d
FAANE FP7|2E S

[
M e

M 5% MODFLOW =d

5.1 2= AR 74

R o] A9 2sk 52 siME] sl
AL (153) TIMES (67) & FASAY. A%
o] 7+AL AA Al Bed mjPAFe] BRES 7
2 20mz AMetn a9 FEEL HY 80m °olth
ol

w3 AF2Ae ARz Ao e} YS, 43
£4%, 3% 8%, Fn0 2 7NY 3 53os
439

slom, ol 9 9% YA $98 BTk 7}
Beto] 559 AAZAE At 123 AvA
o) EPAAT Gl PAA gerin BREE ¥
2o vBARA APete ANSES stgick

5.3 o] A s

FAANE 98 /18 dAARE 59 2 F4%9
AT} HAEESIn ol dARE el
Aol e AZAR(IAE FHSFA HAAA
sl M9S

SE 2% WEA 9 dAse dnEoz Mgt
SR SRR 1/10 B8 ohe chFe 4
g AGAAN vla AP WEA el geiA
$Ee 2ot BEFFIAT SUA 2T 7Y
A g AFANAF e NAESH £
&

S kst BESZFo] obd 10°m/day B

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6. No.3 107~117, 2001



114

AN AFeAAY. wello] oayge 27] 9= J)n
A B ANYAS A% jeE ane A A8

A ole AAMANY AEE Trg HES) 7
YA o3 wellznt Aedo] gl 4ge 3uzt o
St SAALE HYsta ole] e ST Azez g

A B BERY 232 Qg wug

o
T
fiad
)y
ol
B
[o]
i
»
T
2L
r
>
o~
i,
&
5,
A

T @9 dARE 59 up & Aot} zgjxm
A&+ BYZe gELP EAFAN d2g sore
BT} BEFd giglo “Ystdd. Hes
HDPE #td3o2 gus) muyg Akt R go
T 022 3 Yrjxze TAANAD 2z p
VFE e,

5.4 $AA Zat g py

Al A8E QEeFe pAgYAY a8
BN A2R7L N9 W) Yaese o 9n

o 1000m/dayol] = 71T 5749 waga
°F 220000m?/; dayd =71x) Z7)sic),
olAFFE ol Jayo) TFR
= A = KO 1 S AR 2WHAS A3 9z 5
= ZAF AT Fig 512 23 TUYAEEE $ygs
AR 1/1002 Axtet AZoln 1mjYx|e] 5
TF7F o 4m FE zpo]7} Reut 29) vhix) gz
g 79 Are grye s 2 gha, omiYA)g
TFE €84 PHo Eojge m U =)

T B3HYo) 231 9o}

TR AT oo e HETge =
w9 HELP Bdox tzwm HAEFoln I35
A EHS Ahnos Eda) Yol 9w
55 AMsl

°f 9 Z¢xRE duzo 2271 Uy
A1 #2018 #1280 Alelel Algg 24 a)
83t Yrlx yge yz ALLAA #2002 717] 2]
BT} H280Lel4 #3652 Atole] A g Apgs)
of Akl

ofN

HH = o
TEET

°RE EF AR A A% Azte) 290 gaoiy
iR S R EI R P N

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6, No.3 107~117, 2001

T E-

Fig5.1 X849 mara s
(]JH E %‘ _?‘-’;:ﬂ] -)’: Kx/Kz 0'04/0’004’

EHA S ELASK /K 0.003/0.0003)

Table 5,1 47414y A2z

=)

34

32

30
S80 682 585 g8 591 594 507 BO0 EO3 GOG 609 611 614 B17 43

Fig5,2 Ny $xwy

B8R A 8ol Aol zgs
8 FALE ST el o aelme o
o mAbsielcy,

Fig. 52904 Helxo] 95597} Alztme 5gpe



FE2E4A B ste G E g el 2Eke A% 115

Q“z‘\\\ R

w\‘m

N i

Fig5.3 d¥da & 4@

AP EE!

AR e FEAT Aed Btk ole AEr
o] FAT ZiR sl 549 P EA% §
o}, ol oF AUEQl Emoliel 534S Bol
det ol ZEEPEE 1 ole gEAT £5F7
FaEete HlMe SY3 e 2ol 8
HE2s87t v oA
571 derle 2goloh olZ2ER 3o U A
o] Fig. 5.40lth. #A&54¢ HELPREY ofx o
2 &3k |5 Y MODFLOWERYe] ¢¥std

22 g dyolc) orlole 1MidAle A A 74
e 33 Mmee FFAUF ok 2l %84

52 ol

&

L—l»«

2} ﬂ? BEe) glo] EAslE 63~54m TIHLR o] Fof
31, 2uiYRle AT AAETD Ho $9E &
EM vﬂ%ﬂ B 9~3m A% A Vst A
fArEE #S Holm Stk Fig
5.30lth ¢le fﬂ%ov *—”ié'}%i% o B! %ko
7 9% zﬂﬂ H
“r7} 1) L‘f%if’%

—

2 gtk oldshe wAze
oA AHg s Asjolet,

5,53 HiA] ol

Fig. 5.5% Fig. 5.6& HHE AHag 9 9
qleje] go| Halel & wiol 98 ¥lnd el
o} W52 AlFEle] $EAA Y 60E 4 T
7t Mg A e dgEde ’38‘ 5ol ¥3te
712 AR o] mE o] MBS Fig, 5343
gutz e g galdRle FAANGE g2 %
o} QBS who} 5o] Wi} 188 Bl

q25Y

o~

B

5,54 uiEl =HEE EFHH|

Fig. 5.7¢ Fig. 582 A3 914 #j5e] &&
zAsg guo] @Al WsE Yehd agolr
Fig. 5.7& disake] wisiglo] o 60 & & A% Wi
& Aol Fig. 5.82 #vlEo] Ajzxo AFs L7t
Wagsln A &do] Z7lke oF 397t HjSRS o
100 & 22 Z7lie g W8 vepd adelth #3
Asrel Az Buf o 10084 el o 7F o)
ko] ®slglol vt ART AL A8dhe o
Ha5r gy Ardes A8 B FUvh

]

5,66 MB2XE
Fig. 5.9, Fig. 510

nzst iR

A5l Algel 1002

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6, No.3 107~117, 2001



116 T E-x9

A
(S,
R

e
Fig5.5 39T J&5F YA (60vday) 5 56 42594 YR A
i (60t/day) SR AE il

RIREARLERINN “
e
ey

y

A
"

42}3:: &

?::::,\‘\\ ‘\

ro %mm AR
U LA R T
- i s

20% A 3 L AA FAALE T
A =3 $A1, W} & % 60t/day)

Fmasm%ﬂ%gﬂﬂéﬂﬁﬁéﬂ Fig.5. 10
(A 23 %A, vl & F 60t/day)

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6, No.3 107~117, 2001



AFESA BAHE

Z%Vl dterbg st $£XAS § Aot} Fig.

9& AEAIFAA 10%9 1% A7} tka 7}
@o}ow gol1, Fig. 5.10& 20%° AFabt
Aok 7HgEtd e wel ‘r‘x]ﬂ]’\]'éﬂrolﬁ} A

HRTUE 5T Aol
opd @xﬂ - Aag o];aﬂo}oq Ngafeled 71EA et

o Qo S ask e 2

A& HELPZR1
A3E 7R3 sk Aol
o Adstd EEFAE A F 47
WH3t2 CN#F Leaf index#t& AMA# A
247k 607 12 FAch oldl g Az A
%S AY 0.95mm/day A #
.9Tmm/day 2#E &3}k

Al #5E HANS g FFAFUES

tola 713 Adsirtn BdEe -‘rE—-’r“ TE
ARBIRI ol@tS AA At itz A9
HA AFAFA AHE-Z MODFLOW ¢
AEE MBSt wigA] & AR SRS
K=0. OOSm/day) g yeoz AA 499 =
g AHE AUk

u%‘i‘?‘a e A Wil BE
Al 2 AT A AFaert AREe Ak

o r
-
=2
s

>
s
ofp
ol
ol

R O
[+

>

i

Nl xS
O

g

= JE

m

o
N,

A= Wy aRel A gt A 117

= 59 e BARE
398 o} 3 o 0 o1
% 2ol W5

3 @l g F

7129 BE A5 of

Zep 29 %
A e A9 AEE e SHEE PAAY

A = o] GR] SHD s FAL AR A BaA], S
1 2] 1 0] 4 (1994).

A= Wl PR A6 A Prra T, A H)
o BA \:/\]J,}zl A<, pp.4-60(2000.12).
.

ok rL r2 v

o~

g3 g4 H2F ALS A NAREA
of B AT, RN ST het el 4AIEHe] =

40 o N

~
—
O
\O
w
—

fL

4. Herbert F. Wang, Mary P. Anderson, Introduction to
Groundwater Modeling, W. H .Freeman and Company
(1982).

5. Peter F. Andersen, A manual of instructional problems
for the U.S.G.S. MODFLOW model. EPA/600/R-
93/010(1993).

6. The Hydraulic Evaluation of Landfill Performance
(HELP) Model, Enfineering documentation for version
3, U.S Enviromental Protection Agency Office of
Research and Development(1994),

7. R.Allan Freeze, John A. Cherry, Groundwater, Prentice
hall, pp.58-69(1979).

Journal of KoSSGE Vol.6. No.3 107~117. 2001



