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a Comparison of hydraulic conductivity K.
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(b) Comparison of specific storage Ss.
(O Transient pulse method @ - Sensitivity for Transient pulse method
/\ Flow pump method - A--Sensitivity for Flow pump method
I Standard deviation
Fig. 1 Result of Hydraulic conductivity and Specific storage.
Table 1 Test conditions of sensitivity and values of sensitivity.
Upper Down Sensitivity for T.P. method Sensitivity for F.P. method
Vol.[ml] | Su[em’ | Vol.[ml] | Sg[cm?] Sens. K[-] | Sens.S-] | Sens.K[-] Sens. Sy[-]
Case 1 100 3.13E-05 0.5 1.40E-05 0.368 0.038 0.163 0.069
Case 2 50 1.89E-05 50 1.50E-05 0.358 0.024 0.167 0.096
Case 3 0.5 1.35E-05 100 1.99E-05 0.347 0.016 0.170 0.116



