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ABSTRACT: Groundwater yield at a riverbank filtration site can be estimated using existing empirical equations,
but an optimal equation adequate to a depositional environment of Korea has not been developed yet. In this study,
we developed multiple regression equations for yield estimation of horizontal wells at riverbank filtration site of
Anseong stream. The results showed that the regression model composed of d7, hydraulic conductivity (K), and
open area of screen is adequate to estimate an actual yield. Though the study result is limited to a case of the Anseong
stream, the method used in this study would be applied for yield estimation of riverbank filtration wells if adequate
number of data collected from multiple locations is used for the analysis.
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Fig. 2. Geologic profile of the study area (Kim et al., 2015).
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Table 1. Result of grain size analysis and open area of screen for each horizontal well.
No N Grain diameter at each percentage passing condition (mm) Cu Ce Open area
dlo  d15 d20 d30 d40 d50 d60 d70  d85 (%)
#3-02 026 0.02 0.03 0.05 015 032 051 073 1.04 179 44.06 1.78 -
#3-04 026 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.10 022 040 062 095 196 4890 1.19 250
#3-06 026 0.02 0.03 005 0.13 028 051 090 1.60 533 58.12 122 250
#3-08 026 0.01 0.02 004 011 029 058 099 151 311 7885 1.02 250
#3-10 026 0.03 0.05 0.09 023 043 0.66 099 143 283 39.50 2.10 25.0
#3-12 026 0.01 0.02 0.03 006 0.13 026 045 0.71 222 4035 0.73 25.0
#3-14 026 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.11 020 038 0.68 1.83 4741 0.88 250
#3-16 030 024 038 056 085 1.19 166 232 325 589 981 132 250
#3-18 031 078 1.05 1.60 226 345 507 6.61 861 1737 851 1.00 250
#3-20 034 0.57 082 1.10 137 190 259 352 480 862 6.18 093 250
#3-22 029 031 043 054 076 1.15 178 3.11 6.03 2145 10.11 0.60 25.0
#3-24 026 0.02 0.02 0.03 006 0.10 0.17 028 041 076 1847 0.81 250
#3-26 026 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.09 0.19 033 054 095 272 39.12 1.10 -
#3-28 026 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.08 0.17 032 052 081 1.63 3220 0.74 -
#3-30 026 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.03 008 0.14 025 041 101 37.20 0.69 -
#3-32 029 0.03 003 0.05 009 0.14 022 030 039 063 10.34 1.00 -
#3-34 027 0.02 0.03 0.05 008 0.14 022 030 039 060 14.10 1.10 -
#3-36 030 0.05 0.08 0.12 0.18 028 038 053 0.75 160 983 1.12 -
#3-38 026 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.10 0.18 032 052 130 3530 0.83 -
#3-40 027 0.04 0.05 0.08 0.14 024 038 055 0.79 151 1498 097 -
#3-42 026 002 0.04 0.06 0.11 024 040 066 1.05 2.17 33.53 0.96 -
#3-44 026 0.02 0.03 0.04 008 0.16 028 046 0.76 1.67 2594 0.72 -
#3-46 028 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 004 0.06 0.11 020 056 13.65 0.72 -
#3-48 028 0.03 0.04 005 0.09 0.15 024 036 048 0.68 13.37 0.83 -
#3-50 032 0.03 0.04 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.16 022 029 041 748 1.14 -
#5-02 026 0.02 0.04 0.10 026 044 062 089 125 2.19 4425 3.67 -
#5-04 026 0.02 0.04 007 016 028 044 061 0.83 1.65 38.00 2.53 -
#5-06 026 0.03 0.04 007 0.14 027 045 077 123 269 30.64 1.04 250
#5-08 026 0.03 0.05 0.09 0.18 034 055 084 127 276 27.00 121 250
#5-10 026 0.02 0.04 0.07 0.16 027 043 069 1.13 268 2879 1.49 -
#5-12 033 0.16 027 038 052 068 088 1.10 137 191 685 154 250
#5-14 026 0.02 0.03 0.07 019 041 0.64 098 149 3.65 61.50 229 250
#5-16 026 0.02 0.04 0.08 022 044 070 108 1.66 441 51.62 218 250
#5-18 026 0.02 0.04 0.07 023 047 0.74 106 146 271 5568 2.59 250
#5-20 026 0.02 0.03 006 0.18 042 0.71 1.10 1.63 357 6441 178 25.0
#5-22 026 0.02 0.04 008 021 046 080 1.16 1.64 997 61.11 206 250
#5-24 032 025 038 052 077 103 134 173 246 521 695 137 333
#5-26 026 0.02 0.04 0.07 0.17 040 0.73 1.17 182 4.13 5855 126 333
#5-28 026 0.01 0.03 0.04 011 029 059 099 150 3.18 71.00 0.87 333
#5-30 026 0.03 005 0.08 020 049 0.87 128 1.89 336 5124 1.29 -
#5-32 026 0.03 0.06 0.10 028 050 0.76 1.09 152 283 34.06 2.20 -
#5-34 026 0.01 0.02 0.03 005 008 0.14 024 043 139 3025 1.14 -
#5-36 026 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.06 0.12 0.19 031 052 135 2575 1.04 -
#7-02 026 0.02 0.05 0.08 023 045 0.70 1.03 144 275 46.73 2.26 -
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Table 1. continued.

MM
100
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No N Grain diameter at each percentage passing condition (mm) Cu Ce Open area
dlo  d15 d20 d30 d40 d50 d60 d70  d85 (%)
#7-04 027 0.09 0.15 027 048 072 1.01 132 174 327 1520 199 423
#7-06 035 033 046 057 079 1.03 131 167 221 389 513 1.14 423
#7-08 032 021 033 046 062 087 116 155 213 452 735 1.17 423
#7-10 026 0.02 0.06 0.12 027 049 0.77 1.11 156 3.06 4638 2.73 423
#7-12 026 0.04 0.11 025 047 075 1.18 185 3.66 802 4522 2.89 423
#7-14 026 0.06 0.10 0.18 036 055 0.79 1.09 149 3.18 19.84 2.15 423
#7-16 032 051 0.78 1.00 140 200 277 383 528 840 7.57 1.01 423
#7-18 026 0.09 0.16 026 051 088 139 236 508 11.64 26.81 124 423
#7-20 034 027 037 048 0.67 093 125 166 237 476 6.19 1.00 423
#7-22 026 0.02 0.05 0.09 024 045 0.70 1.10 1.75 528 48.00 2.17 423
#7-24 031 0.18 035 049 0.69 093 116 143 177 320 778 1.81 423
#7-26 032 0.18 030 039 057 079 1.04 136 177 349 738 128 423
#7-28 033 023 037 049 069 094 121 156 2.02 375 686 132 423
#7-30 034 036 050 0.66 091 1.19 155 205 3.13 7.83 570 1.12 423
#7-32 033 034 047 059 086 1.16 156 216 3.63 12.05 640 1.03 423
#7-34 034 029 041 052 075 101 130 168 227 406 580 1.15 423
#7-36 028 0.14 031 047 072 102 135 180 259 486 12.82 2.03 423
#7-38 034 028 040 051 071 097 127 1.65 235 1123 592 1.09 423
#7-40 026 020 034 051 1.06 330 18.65 20.01 21.47 23.85 102.62 029 423
#38-02 026 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.14 030 054 085 125 236 3798 1.02 -
#38-04 039 063 086 098 1.14 139 1.68 205 283 456 326 101 28.6
#8-06 026 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.17 035 058 090 132 264 46.68 1.64 250
#8-08 026 0.05 0.16 029 049 073 1.05 146 2.06 443 2699 3.06 250
#8-10 031 0.19 036 049 069 095 121 155 198 365 8.11 163 250
#8-12 026 0.06 0.14 039 065 095 124 161 215 424 2884 470 28.6
#8-14 026 0.06 0.12 026 048 0.76 1.13 166 272 6.66 28.14 240 250
#8-16 026 0.09 0.19 036 057 086 1.19 1.64 2.62 1451 19.16 231 250
#8-18 031 0.14 027 037 050 066 087 1.11 141 206 7.79 159 250
#8-20 028 0.12 025 036 061 094 122 158 213 504 1348 2.02 250
#8-22 027 057 081 1.10 1.72 297 511 7.79 1023 10.71 13.72 0.67 28.6
#8-24 032 022 031 041 055 072 1.03 1.62 341 10.12 741 084 250
#8-26 034 045 053 065 089 122 168 270 520 11.52 601 0.65 28.6
#38-28 031 022 032 044 064 094 130 181 266 498 813 1.03 28.6
#8-30 029 022 033 046 070 1.05 154 233 374 738 10.73 097 28.6
#8-32 029 0.14 020 035 054 076 1.07 149 212 481 1092 145 250
#8-34 027 0.08 0.16 028 046 065 09 1.19 156 280 1516 227 250
#8-36 026 0.10 026 039 061 097 152 284 630 1530 29.61 138 28.6
#8-38 026 0.09 0.16 027 044 067 104 162 288 7.62 1828 136 250
#8-40 033 038 049 0.60 083 1.16 1.63 255 479 859 673 072 28.6
#8-42 026 0.13 024 036 057 091 147 264 560 11.77 19.59 0.92  28.6
#8-44 037 043 051 064 086 1.09 140 1.78 259 567 416 096 28.6
#8-46 029 0.12 0.18 028 045 0.63 088 121 1.67 336 1050 145 250
#8-48 028 040 0.51 0.65 098 152 254 483 8.04 14.17 12.01 050 28.6
#8-50 029 035 047 058 087 133 202 380 596 1023 1091 0.57 28.6
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Table 2. Various empirical formulas to estimate the hydraulic conductivity.

Equation C fm) d. Remark (mm)
Hazen 6.0x10™ [1+10(n—0.26)] dio C.<5,0.1<d;5<3.0"?
Kozeny-Carman 8.3x10° [n3/(1—n)?] di d10<3.0, Medium sand”
Beyer 6.0x10™ 10g(500/C,) dio C,<20, 0.06<d;4<0.6">
Slichter 1.0x107 el dyo 0.01<d;p<5.0"?
Terzaghi 6.1x10°~10.7x10°  (n—0.13/41—n)* dio C=8.4x10, Coarse sand”
USBR 4.8x10™ da C,<5, Medium sand”

References) 1) Kasenow, 2002, 2) Odong, 2013, 3) Carrier, 2003, 4) Cheng and Chen, 2007.
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Table 3. Hydraulic conductivity calculated from grain size analysis using various empirical formulas (unit: cm/sec).

Lateral No.  Hazen Kozeny- Beyer  Slichter Terzaghi USBR | Lateral No.  Hazen Kozeny- Beyer  Slichter Terzaghi USBR
Carman Carman

#3-02 - 0.00007 - 0.00003  0.00004 - #7-02 - 0.00012 - 0.00005  0.00007 -
#3-04 - 0.00004 - 0.00002  0.00002 - #7-04 - 0.00225 0.00668 0.00099 0.00149 -
#3-06 - 0.00006 - 0.00003  0.00004 - #7-06 - 0.08993 0.12296 0.03363 0.05757 -
#3-08 - 0.00004 - 0.00002  0.00002 - #7-08 - 0.02533 0.04746 0.01018 0.01689 -
#3-10 - 0.00015 - 0.00007  0.0001 - #7-10 - 0.00014 - 0.00006 0.00009 -
#3-12 - 0.00003 - 0.00001  0.00002 - #7-12 - 0.0004 - 0.00018 0.00026 -
#3-14 - 0.00002 - 0.00001 0.00001 - #7-14 - 0.0008 0.00247 0.00036 0.00052 -
#3-16 - 0.02345 0.05533 0.00988 0.01579 - #7-16 - 0.1411  0.27105  0.057  0.09427 -
#3-18 - 0.29265 - 0.12061 0.19665 - #7-18 - 0.00191 - 0.00086 0.00123 -
#3-20 - 0.22334 0.35973 0.08683 0.14655 - #7-20 - 0.04982 0.08029 0.01937 0.03269 -
#3-22 - 0.03866 0.09317 0.01635 0.02603 - #7  #71-22 - 0.00013 - 0.00006 0.00008 -
#3-24 - 0.00006 - 0.00003  0.00004 - #7-24 - 0.0181  0.0356 0.00735 0.01212 -
#3-26 - 0.00005 - 0.00002  0.00003 - #7-26 - 0.01919 0.03606 0.00772 0.0128 -
. #3-28 - 0.00006 - 0.00003  0.00004 - #7-28 - 0.03194 0.05633 0.01267 0.02118 -
#3-30 - 0.00001 - 0.00001  0.00001 - #7-30 - 0.09721 0.14569 0.03717 0.06315 -
#3-32 - 0.00033 - 0.00014  0.00023 - #7-32 - 0.07524 0.12502 0.02946 0.04956 -
#3-34 - 0.00014 - 0.00006  0.0001 - #7-34 - 0.06218 0.09469 0.02386 0.04049 -
#3-36 - 0.00122 - 0.00051 0.00082 - #7-36 - 0.00653 0.01814 0.00284 0.00437 -
#3-38 - 0.00002 - 0.00001  0.00001 - #7-38 - 0.05629 0.08725 0.02169 0.03675 -
#3-40 - 0.0004 - 0.00018 0.00027 - #7-40 - 0.00914 - 0.00413  0.00589 -
#3-42 - 0.00009 - 0.00004 0.00006 - Average - 0.03439 0.08069 0.01348 0.02257 -
#3-44 - 0.00008 - 0.00004 0.00005 - #8-02 - 0.00012 - 0.00005 0.00008 -

#3-46 - 0.00002 - 0.00001  0.00001 - #38-04  0.54077 0.53251 - 0.18033 0.31491 0.44422
#3-48 - 0.00023 - 0.0001  0.00016 - #8-06 - 0.00009 - 0.00004  0.00006 -
#3-50 - 0.00049 - 0.0002  0.00033 - #8-08 - 0.00072 - 0.00033  0.00047 -
Average - 0.02327 0.16941 0.00941 0.0155 - #8-10 - 0.01872  0.0381 0.00765 0.01255 -
#5-02 - 0.0001 - 0.00004 0.00006 - #8-12 - 0.00076 - 0.00034  0.00049 -
#5-04 - 0.00006 - 0.00003  0.00004 - #8-14 - 0.00085 - 0.00038 0.00055 -
#5-06 - 0.00015 - 0.00007  0.0001 - #8-16 - 0.00196 0.00607 0.00088 0.00128 -
#5-08 - 0.00024 - 0.00011 0.00015 - #8-18 - 0.01087 0.02138 0.00441 0.00727 -
#5-10 - 0.00014 - 0.00006 0.00009 - #8-20 - 0.00444 0.01261 0.00194 0.00296 -
#5-12 - 0.01574 0.02775 0.00624 0.01044 - #8-22 - 0.10219 0.29244 0.04469 0.06808 -
#5-14 - 0.00006 - 0.00003  0.00004 - #8-24 - 0.02703 0.05101 0.01088 0.01803 -
#5-16 - 0.00011 - 0.00005  0.00007 - #8-26 - 0.14332  0.22522  0.0554 0.09374 -
#5-18 - 0.00009 - 0.00004 0.00006 - " #8-28 - 0.02529 0.05157 0.01034 0.01696 -
#5  #5-20 - 0.00007 - 0.00003  0.00004 - #8-30 - 0.01821 0.04569 0.00776 0.01225 -
#5-22 - 0.00009 - 0.00004 0.00006 - #8-32 - 0.00708 0.01797 0.00303 0.00476 -
#5-24 - 0.03753  0.06698 0.01493 0.02492 - #8-34 - 0.00183 0.00543 0.00081 0.00121 -
#5-26 - 0.0001 - 0.00004 0.00006 - #8-36 - 0.00225 - 0.00101 0.00145 -
#5-28 - 0.00005 - 0.00002 0.00003 - #8-38 - 0.00213 0.00658 0.00095 0.0014 -

#5-30 - 0.00015 - 0.00007  0.0001 - #8-40  0.09011 0.15637 0.03562 0.05965 -

#5-32 - 0.00025 - 0.00011 0.00016 - #8-42 - 0.00479 0.01484 0.00214 0.00313 -

#5-34 - 0.00002 - 0.00001 0.00001 - #8-44  0.22734 0.19428 0.22252 0.06942 0.12017 0.16672
#5-36 - 0.00004 - 0.00002  0.00002 - #8-46 - 0.00526  0.013  0.00223 0.00354 -
Average - 0.00305 0.04736 0.00122 0.00202 - #8-48 - 0.05667 0.15209 0.02447  0.038 -
#8-50 - 0.04612  0.11692 0.01969 0.03102 -

AVﬁr;ileleOl'4 038405 0.0298 008601 00115 0.0192 030347 Average 0.38405 0.0519 0.08054 0.01939 0.03256 0.30547
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Table 4. Multiple regression equations for estimating flow rate in horizontal well.

Input condition

Multiple regression models

A Flowrate = —864.846 X n+47.718 X (] +2.576 X i+ 202.401

B Flowrate = —306.759 X+ 17624.469 X dy; +0.001 X /+72.534

C Flowrate= —990.920 X n+64.078 X C +7.747 X K+ 205.991

D Flowrate = —980.733 Xn ~+60.683 X C +4.532 X K+ 209.370

zZ Flowrate = —330.878 Xn+ 25260.551 X d, +0.234 X A+ 110.371
A+O Flowrate= 19411.473 < d,; — 14.099 X C, — 0.944 X Open area+ 85.205
B+O Flowrate = 21433.479 X d,, +0.075 X K—0.916 X Openarea+ 54.376
C+O Flowrate= 19411.473 X d.; — 14.099 X C, — 0.944 X Openarea+ 85.205
D+O Flowrate= 19411.473 %< d;, —14.099 X C, —0.944 X Openarea+ 85.205
Z+0 Flowrate = 19463.231 X d, +0.235 X A—1.002 X Open area+ 59.998

Remark) A: Kozeny-Carman method, B: Beyer method, C: Slichter method, D: Terzaghi method, Z: Average hy-

draulic conductivity, O: Open area of screen.

d,, = A9 TIE(xx) TE 4B Yuldh=
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o m7|(Lyol 1 G Aolekn Fict.

7t A AS &85t RS T deS AR
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= 23 RIS F3t =% A& 5 E A5
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Table 5. Comparison between actual flow rate and estimated flow rate (unit: m3/d/m).

Well Actual flow rate A A+O B B+O C C+0O D D+O Z 7Z+0

#3 4091 38.76 4092 40.17 4094 38.44 4092 3847 4092 40.11 4090
#5 32.73 3471 32.74 33.44 32774 3499 3274 3497 3274 33.53 32.73
#1 34.74 3547 3472 35.03 3471 3556 3472 3555 3472 35.00 34.70
#8 58.33 59.65 5838 58.83 5838 59.82 5838 59.81 5838 5890 58.35

Table 6. Estimated flow rate of each horizontal well (unit: m3/d/m).

Well Lateral No Z Z+0 Well Lateral No Z Z+0
#3-04 24.99 26.72 #7-24 29.10 29.68

#3-06 33.17 33.02 #7-26 28.29 29.66

#3-08 32.05 32.15 #7-28 32.45 34.18

#3-10 30.99 31.36 #7-30 52.63 54.03

#3-12 21.93 2437 #7 #7-32 58.68 56.82

“ #3-14 21.64 24.14 #7-34 36.89 40.48
#3-16 48.23 50.07 #7-36 43.65 35.83

#3-18 125.28 113.49 #7-38 37.48 40.52

#3-20 69.04 72.98 Average 44.03 40.46

#3-22 84.34 71.77 #8-04 25.76 43.22

#3-24 16.78 21.43 #8-06 29.67 30.33

Average 46.22 46.14 #8-08 38.80 37.57

#5-06 28.43 29.48 #38-10 32.59 40.64

#5-08 28.79 29.86 #8-12 40.01 36.63

#5-12 20.08 32.38 #8-14 47.12 43.93

#5-14 31.81 31.97 #8-16 45.57 43.63

#5-16 33.96 33.63 #8-18 23.09 33.38

#5-18 31.41 31.66 #8-20 37.76 39.49

#5 #5-20 33.59 33.34 #8-22 168.50 144.91
#5-22 33.77 33.48 #8-24 50.63 55.84

#5-24 36.27 41.04 #8-26 87.70 89.15

#5-26 35.97 31.02 #8 #8-28 42.52 46.78

#5-28 31.95 27.92 #8-30 59.17 56.72

Average 31.46 32.34 #8-32 36.13 39.98

#7-04 33.16 26.42 #8-34 30.78 33.23

#7-06 37.09 42.78 #8-36 92.36 76.95

#7-08 34.03 34.39 #8-38 48.68 46.20

#7-10 32.71 24.00 #8-40 77.26 78.16

#7-12 59.17 44.39 #8-42 84.08 71.63

# #7-14 30.96 23.51 #8-44 48.79 63.48
#7-16 96.74 87.67 #8-46 29.49 35.08

#7-18 76.81 58.19 #8-48 125.48 109.40

#7-20 37.73 40.02 #8-50 94.57 85.54

#7-22 35.05 25.80 Average 58.19 57.58
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Table 7. Input data for groundwater yield estimation using the Milojevic equation.

Variables Input data

D (diameter of horizontal well, m) 0.2

L (Average length of horizontal well, m) 38
m (Number of horizontal well) 4

K (Hydraulic conductivity, m/d) 19.5

T (Thickness of aquifer, m) 6.0

r (Distance to stream, m) 29

t (Height to horizontal well, m) 0.5
H-h (Drawdown at a collector well, m) 5.5
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