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Classification and Parameter Analysis of Aquifers in Tianjin Area
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Abstract; The log-log and semi-log plots of the theoretical time-drawdown relationships for con-
fined, unconfined, and leaky aquifers possess different characteristics, which can be used to iden-
tify the type of aquifer. By adjusting hydrogeological parameters, the calculated values of time-
drawdown can best-fit with observed data from pumping tests, then the nearest hydrogeological
parameters of pumping field can be obtained. This method was applied to six pumping tests in
Tianjin area, which resulted in determination of the types of aquifers and the value range of their
hydrogeological parameters. For the similar pumping tests and engineering, especially in Tianjin
area, the method and values specified in this paper can be used for reference.

Key words: aquifer; hydrogeological parameters; mathematical model; logarithmic curve; Tianjin area

, 20~30 m

20 m

o) :2015-04-21

(1979— >, s s s

E-mail: yangjianmin@ tju. edu. cn



75

37 1 s
’ 0 B= yT/(K'/b) 4)
K R ’ K’ 0 ;
’ T ;B o
o 1.3
’ 1963  Boulton
[2] .
. Q r
1 S*4T[TW<L{“9D (5)
_Q r
’ S—ZKTK(J(D) (6)
_Q r
\—ZL“TW uy,D> 7
¢ 2 %
=rpg
° Ue =TT ®
1.1 2
—rp
1935  Theis Uy = 9
oo 9D: l 5L H
ap
= Eww =L Loy
4TIT 4T{T y * K r Bes—
u H H 0(6) es
o
T T (2) sel °
s S 2
;Q ;T 5L
2.1
3 H
1. 2 ’ (\) - (t)
173)
1955  Hantush  Jacob'- °
oo ’ s N
_ Q N Q. J 1o
N InT (u’B ) InT ye dy (3) o
Ilg.t T lgs T lgs
— 1ot —_ gt — lgf
(a) e) (e)
T.v T.s
e — et
(b} (dy (9]
1 . . slgt,lgs-lgt
Fig. 1 slgt,lgs-lgt curves of the confined,unfined and leaky acquifers



76

2015
1 ( El) N ( b) D) N °
) lgs-lgt . s-lgt [4] .
slgt , slgt (s) - (1) lgs-lgt . s
. lgt , ,
1(c) N (d) . N R “1 ”»
,1gs-lgt s-lgt s
. 1(c)  ,lgslgr 1(a) , s
’ 3
lgs-gt 1(a) . 1(d)
, i 3.1
1(e) 1D 15
. 1(a) (b, 17 ®.0.0.®0 O
R s o 50 m ,
lgs-1gt s-lgr . , 10 m,20 m
(s) - () 30m 5 m, 1~3 m;
lgs-1gt s—lgt , 30~50 m 20 m
3 3~5 m,
2.2 3.2
’ Du— ’ 2 o
puit\Thiem . Theis 5 , 6
Theis Ja o
COb ’
1
Table 1 The standard soil layers in Tianjin
/m
Qml ©) 0~=>4
QN Q?\Si (@) 1~8
’ QNal ® 2~16
; - 3 al @
@ @ Ql+h ® ! 8
Qi Qim © 1 11~15
Qih @ 14~17
1
@ - Qial ® L 18~22
3 - ;al ® I 28~31
Q - §me ) Il 32~35
Qs Q - 5 al N 47~54
Q) - Qim il 55~62
g _ Qial v 73~79
Q Q Qimc - v 95~103
’ Q - Q}al - W >155
6 A’\/F :A_ ;D—

I;F



37

77

Fig. 2 Location of sites in the 6 pumping tests
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Table 2 General information of 6 pumping tests

/ 1 il Il I\l
/m (m®+«h™ 1) /m /m /m /m /m
A —21.5 ~ —26.5 @ 2.70 4.0 14.0 - -
A —31.5 ~ —36.5 (OB 2.50 4.0 14.0 - -
B —8.53 ~ —14.48 ® 1. 96 6.6 17.6 30.6 -
C —17.27 ~ —30.27 © 14. 8 24.54 49,37 - -
C —34.17 ~ —38.77 D: 9.70 15.58 - - -
D —19.45 ~ —29.47 (OB 1. 29 5.0 10.0 - -
D —19.45 ~ —29.47 O 3.56 16.88  26.88 - -
E —28.89 ~ —56.24 ®1 26.50 13. 37 16.12 25.09 45.06 -
E —28.89 ~ —56.24 (ON 53.42 13.37 16.12 25.09 45.06 -
F —28.00 ~ —55.00 D2 142. 00 14.5 14.5 14.5 25.1 29.0
3 6
Table 3 Aquifer types and hydrogeolgical parameters calculated from 6 pumping tests
Q r T K'/v' K s’
(m*+min~») /m /(m’+min)  S(V)  (1/min) /m JGmed™D)  /Aem)
A ga-2 0.042 0 4 1. 00E-05 4. 50E-05 8.40E-07 20~30 0.001 4. 50E-06
A ga-3 0.042 0 14 1. 00E-04 2. 00E-04 6.50E-07 20~30 0.014 2. 00E-05
A gb-2 0.043 0 4 3. 20E-04 9. 00E-06 - 35~40 0.092 1. 80E-06
A gb-3 0.043 0 14 1. 90E-02 1. 10E-03 - 35~40 5.472 2. 20E-04
B gel 0.032 7 6.6 1. 90E-02 1. 10E-03 - 25~35 2.736 1. 10E-04
B gc2 0.032 7 17.6 2. 40E-02 1. 50E-03 - 25~35 3.456 1. 50E-04
B gc3 0.032 7 30. 6 2. 00E-02 1. 30E-03 1. 70E-06  25~35 2.880 1. 30E-04
C g1 0.247 0 24.54  3.20E-02 1. 20E-03 - 20~30 4.608 1. 20E-04
C g2 0.247 0 49.37  3.50E-02 7.50E-04 - 20~30 5. 040 7.50E-05
C g-3 0.247 0 15.58 1.80E-02 3. 50E-03 - 35~40 5.184 7.00E-04
D $5-2 0.021 4 5 1. 50E-03 4. 00E-03 - 20~25 0.432 8. 00E-04
D $5-3 0.021 4 10 2. 30E-03 2.00E-03 - 20~25 0.662 4. 00E-04
D s6-1 0.059 3 26.88  5.50E-03 2. 00E-06 - 20~25 1. 584 4. 00E-07
D s6-2 0.059 3 16.88 5.50E-03 2. 00E-06 - 20~25 1.584 4. 00E-07
E g1 0.442 0 25.09 1.50E-01 2. 50E-04 - 33~50 12.706 1. 47E-05
E g2 0.442 0 45.06 1.50E-01 5. 00E-04 - 33~50 12.706 2. 94E-05
E k-2 0.442 0 13.37 1.50E-01 3. 00E-04 - 33~50 12.706 1. 76 E-05
E k-3 0.442 0 16.12 1.50E-01 2. 00E-04 - 33~50 12.706 1. 18E-05
E g1 0.890 3 25.09 1.20E-01 5. 00E-04 - 33~50 10. 165 2. 94E-05
E g2 0.890 3 45.06 1.35E-01 6. 00E-04 - 33~50 11.435 3.53E-05
E k-2 0.890 3 13.37 1.40E-01 3. 50E-04 - 33~50 11. 859 2. 06E-05
E k-3 0.890 3 16.12 1.35E-01 5.00E-03 - 33~50 11.435 2. 94E-04
F g1 2.367 0 14.5 2. 00E-02 1. 50E-03 - 33~50 1. 694 8. 82E-05
F j1-2 2.367 0 14.5 2. 00E-02 1. 00E-03 - 33~50 1. 694 5. 88E-05
F j1-3 2.367 0 14.5 2. 00E-02 3. 00E-03 - 33~50 1. 694 1. 76 E-04
F j1-4 2.367 0 29 2.00E-02 1. 00E-03 - 33~50 1. 694 5. 88E-05
F j1-5 2.367 0 25.1 1. 60E-02 1. 60E-03 - 33~50 1. 355 9. 41E-05
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