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Abstract: In this paper, three different flow equations, namely, Darcy law, Brinkman equation and Navier-Stoke equation, are
employed to simulate the water movement with different flow conditions within and around the wellbore in a confined aquifer.
Based on the principles of continuity, three different flow equations are coupled. The coupled model is used to simulate the
impact of wellbore in aquifer on the head distribution and water movement. Results indicate that the influence of wellbore
increases with the strength of three-dimensional flow and wellbore diameter. In addition, being compared with the sandy soil
aquifer, wellbore effect is more obvious in clay or similar aquifers with lower permeability and smaller storage coefficient. By
conducting parameter sensitivity analysis, it also can be found that the sensitivity ratio differs in different value zones for the
same parameter, while for different parameters, wellbore effect is more sensitive to well diameter than other parameters.
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Fig. 1 Conception model and the coordinate system



559 TR A R AU R R0 ) 22 8 SRR 1351

R.=—, (2)
HHRCEHEEEG V. R /KBRS d . & /K)Z W
FrBRIE HAS s 0, 18 BIRL T R BN

ST TS I FRIE T .

2ra
T = (R, (3)
Horr: (RO, I S VAL B 1~ 10.
25 b AN PR A X R W R
Y =V, r<rg;
V=P, =WV, rg<<r<ry; (4
I\Ifdl = Y@, r=> Iy

Horb v R DG B FlOKIE N AR
1.2 ARME

G 1.1 g mT AR e A Rl A 1 43
DX AN [ 4 X 7K Sk L 388 4313 53 391 IR A Darey 5E
4t . Brinkman J5 £l Navier-Stokes 75 F¢. i i {45
Tl 77 AR5 o A T BB LT 1 PR 0 S AT SR e it
FEX BN AR AKZ DR SN R Kk R,
PR B R0 R 2 S AN ] Jy R S Y
DA AR, 8 Darcy-Brinkman 5[ . Brinkman-
Navier-Stokes ST F (47K Sk IS 1 LL 1.

£ Darcy Jit DX iR KB Tk BE 512 Rt ]
DIFHZE 3K VU 28 A i T 7Kz gl il R iR oK
S AR IR (Eduard et al. s 2012) .

Vv '(—§Vngd1):Qs» (5)

Hp e B35 s, I8 SR R B (kg » (m
Q.. FHAAAATE KA BB (1/9).

XTF AN A S, W E) Darcy-Brinkman 5]
R AR K et A L URIK Sk 3% 5 T
Brinkman J7 R 47 1 AL 07K Sk R, DR B 4%
LIV P

Hy =P, +D. (6)

T BE RN 3K 74 X 3 PN 300 53 22 [) g DX 7K
FEARR iz Bl A Al D FH SR 41 3 e M35 i AL
1835 PG S 1 o DRGSR P e i R R A 2 1) Brinkman
J7 B IR X I K Sk A i 43 A (Eduard et al.
2012) .

[— Vo ?(Vubr + (Vubr)T)]_

[?ul>r+ Vpbr—F]: 0,

V * Uy — O . (7)
FAfE E 2, Brinkman 75 7 9728 5 5] 6 45 3

)7

TANE S350, [ T Brinkman 75 f2 945 41 5, )
F Darcy it #AE Ry Hh R 2950, B

uy = ugo) »Darcy-Brinkman FL. (8

[] & 1 B A2 i AL, Bl Navier-Stoke-Brinkman
9158, 7 Navier-Stoke 7582 JE 41 5 1 24
HL R

Do = Prsd » Brinkman-N-S Ff. (9

Navier-Stoke J7 8 fz it 142 77 27 Hfili 1A Rl 4 2 it
DRI T R AT HR AR h ik iz 3l =
U R (Piquet and Queutey, 1992) .

0=—V s (Vuu+ Vu )"+

Puns * Vitn TV Puss

Voo u,=0. (10)

XJF Navier-Stoke J7 &, H 11 i & i1 A, AR
K B0 LT oS AR B K 7
FEEREAR IS BN AN B K 5 I BENR A Bery L A 2y
HI Eh Brinkman J5 R 45 L B

Une = up 00 »Brinkman-N-S FL . (1D
NI o HFL R LR DX 3k 3 ot 25 DX 3kt ]
DI Aok (] 2).

1.3 #BEAREIKE

58 1) o T KBRS B4 A1 4% Visual Modf-
low .DHI Feflow LI} GMS &AM Z MR A1
FRA AL, 1M Comsol W] DURE H5 A [A] 3t 25 J5 2 1) 442
1, S [ AS DI 7 L JF 55 T BTk E A T
SR ABALIE 3 AR A Jr R ARG, Horp
Brinkman J5 ¢ fil Navier-Stoke J7 & ) 3K fi# 725 1 2
TR AR T F 3k o 3K P4 o R Y SR i A2 i R K )
k. BT 3 A BRIE X FR AL & B —2
XS G R SR AT BEAEAE R XE , Comsol 38 43 X

| | |
| | |

i | Hv=H.s
i | ns? Ub: Un=Ua
| [ [

Bl 2 RFGAS K N Rk
Fig. 2 Different flow regimes and the inner boundary con-

ditions



1352 R} 2E— [ K2 ik

%39 &

WFRR TS L5 ] LA R AN [ ) B 3 B i b AN i
S )L

2 Flatr

2.1 s

D9 NBEIE E 3Bt 2K I H: H- AL X 5 7K
JEIR KBS B RE R » B I RISRAE R 22 7 A 1 B A
RS TARRMER BRI A0 1 . B
H UL 3K HE R i 5 7K 2 A H PR s 57K
JZ D ¥ Jo A5 R A% 1) [ P Y AR5 K2 I S ¢
R H: » AilKH: D A 58 B H LU it i il Rk A AL, =
YLV FATE.
2.2 #HESY

ER KRS K2 S BOIBEINE 1 .

&1 BKREMHLSH

Table 1 Main parameters of aquifer and wells

HASH 1
e itk
" BB FE R (m/d) 30
FAEERC e 50
HAff KA (m ) 0.000 1
K H P AZE (m) 0.2
K i (m? /) 8 640
HiK IS5 HlisK B (D 10. 289
KA B (xsy,2)=10(0,0,0)
KA K (V0
S H: A (m) 0.2
S H- 24 S (z.3)=(2.18,0)
LI 2 SEREIS

TEFK BT 5 7K 27K Sk B TR I ) A2 AR AR ]
b B K AR SR T, — B A 5 57K )2 H R
TRABACE WD, Ryt FRATT I A2 B ) 20 K 1
g 1. 09, BRI By 190, Sl B 10. 496 AT,
B K IZ K K B[R] AR AR AR /)N Bl IS (R A AU 45 SR Al
RS T — 8.

SRBI5 18 R0 S I PR 2R AR S iR 3 4
SEBS A PE SEFHAR RN KR A B K R A
PR H TR0 (s . o3 1 BN 5
2550 0.2 em. 5 em, 10 em F1 20 em B0 H-2H
B 5 0 3 A T K U A B ke 4 ) = 4K I Y R
FE PIAESS 2 BRI R i B T 5 HUEAE K EE 430l
1 1%.,10% .25 % .50 %6 Fil 75 %6, &5 7K )2 AP
FEARBAEB B RECMFLBE b Ui 7 4 4l
ANFEZEBRI A T, o i 28k 2 s,

*2 AEAANEMERSENE
Table 2 Hydrological conductivity and Specific storativity

of different aquifer media

HKHIT KAI2 W3 KHIA

BTKIZAN T g2t LR MY DA
BiEZRB (m/d 7.5 15 30 60

[aabEfg K Z2E(m™1)  7.5e—7  5e—6 le—5 2¢—5

2.3 #HELEERGBA

SN B < g G AR 0 SR8 N R I A
SN T PRUEBAU I BEA » 7K Sk B RN I S i 5L B
NFK K FEG s=0 RUAL. M4l THEIS A A3 5E

AN

s(ryt) = 47TTL . dz (12)
Hor.u=0G")/Uat) s a = K/u, s AR 5 P54

KFIFRER; K RFEEKIZBEREG e REEK
J2 E PR L K R

BRI R LA v AR IE + 3008, )
ST AL sGree) <oc o o5 /g, iR 1 P
ZHHITIRE RS BUE =17 800 m, BIfli/K 5
MRS 17 800 m, BRI X I A DL 17 800 m iy A
BIE+ .

XoFF AR P 0 B BVAS ] 3 25 100 43 Bl A ff o
HRAE S 2 95 ik 7 i
2.4 M&EI4

2 R AR A K I K Sk AR AR TR B PR
RUFESF- 1] bR AN SRR (0 25 B 45 IR e S
K I A [ B B 14 KM 3 K s 2 A ) AR R 49
ANgE L HP AR N T 80 m 45 5 21 s ) |
537 21 B2 76 S K2 TR RIS B T 45
RO IR R 2.5 my BUZSE SNl 289 L
JEBICAECN 584 A5 AR ZE S 289 X 21
A, BAJCECR 584X 21 4.

3 At RS

WETAR  AE =4E T K S KEFHAREA
B2 ) 58 BRI I - 187 ) 06 P 23 7 AR W i
F14) 3 1) 7KL o 57 T 66 o) By 8 5 7K )= B 7K S 4 A
I BB RFRAE 5 K 2 B K Sk ZEflK ¢ B R
KK EUE T 98 /MA. 7Kk FEIR S Comsol 13K fif
Arhr p BRI 13 .

S=P"P 4 p, (13)
124



559 TR A R AU R R0 ) 22 8 SRR 1353

Horp s S AR s po B I WAL
3.1 BREEXRBERIE

MR FA% 3 (1423 18] 20 HE , JERR 2 a) £ 5T
KB A B 23 AT — s A R R AT N U

S = ﬁfwerf(:(;piz m) , (14)
Ho, S JE A (ry v D) AR m; Q & TR,
m’/s; K 23835 R 5 m/s; o S DN 5 B HF R A
SRIFEE (2 V2P +y +2* ).m; S, 2K R E
m sz SEFFR IR, 5 erfe SRR RMR 2 BREL X%
M AGE A FHR I sl A B E K.
KR 5 B il K U8 A B TR B K2 R
() 150, AT AL H A 0. HoAth S 5 3 2 fow.
3 0 6 AR B UL e L, A AT A 245 2R 5 0
BEAURESR I L. B KIR ZETE R 2P =49,
=1 07 m &b b xRk 2% VS = S, — S, =
0. 117 /HxfR 2% S = VS/S, =1. 66%. A WALI4S

SR Al A S A BB AR RS T — A R
o K L
3.2 ERHSW

FET 4 Ay [ RV L0 H -ty %) A o JBRE S THU AR
R TAR K JBE S AR P TR/ ) o DL RS (] g B Ak A
TEAE KSR AR BE. N W5 BRI TR IR 2 R R Sy, T
JZBEIR A S HEME R AS, 43 I - 4245 4k
XS, B, H4% R 0. 00 m, 0. 02 m, 0. 05 m,
0. 10 mAl 0. 20 m WL H: . FETH AR BE IR AS, 43
5 10. 4 m.10.0m.6. 6 m.2. 7m A1 0. 1 m. {{IR
TOUJC AR 536 % i o WO 000 S A2 38 KT 98/ 3 A RE A2
R B G AR, A I S oK e 0 5, T
BB AR XS b ERIE BORh 45 AT R fT B Rk Sk
TR

HRAE RS0 725 K2 R A - LAS 7

9 r=1.07 m
8 e
7
_6 r=5.19m
Es ST 84
:\ﬁ 4 ees o o 7’52 : m
& +7=30.95m
3 r=54.21m
2 — WA
1 i an
0 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
RE(d)

3 R A LR A A i 4 R LA
Fig. 3 Comparison between results of analytical model and

coupled mathematical model

50
—— Wl HFF4£=0.00 m
210 S < O O S e PLIEIF1£=0.02 m
—e— W IF I 4£=0.05 m
z 30r —o— MM IF I 4£=0.10 m
= —o— WM I I 4£=0.20 m
X o0k
10
0 1 1

3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17
e R A 0L 00 ST 1%l )
P4 BRGNS Al ) 43 A1
Fig. 4 Vertical distribution of drawdown along axis of

monitor well

9.5 T
—a— 1

—— 6)2

7.5 x=2.18 m W I I 47

5.5

3.5

o6 YR W25 A% (m)

-0.5

-2.5 :
-40  -30  -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40

A0 RS 55 MW I 1) A% 1) BE Y, m)

K5 N[ 2R DRI AL I A — WL H 46 14 7 A1

Fig. 5 Drawdown difference of different layers

e ) KRB BEAE T o 8 2 T8 VT2 A MR 1
R [ K. R BRI K SRS R T B B K
JERSHR AR Il s TIHF 1 RSk i s S ECT
PR TR RS 5T O A 205 38 O A L ol 75 L P
T B HLJH 1 R R 5 K JZ B K Sk R A T B AT L B
T RIRI. A7 ORI &K 2 A R
(s 3 D AR KK BER DA So (oo s 2) s T H:
JE AL BRI ACKEERAE S S1. (s y 20 UATIAY
S = Si.-So AHE X AJZ R IRIK K 73 A5 B R0
AR FA TR HE SO RTINS ) Fif TR L
K5 A ALES 1,6,9.11,16 F1 21 J2, H48h
0. 20 m PRSI H- 3 Y R TR s A7 o Bl L 749 23 A
] F R SR OO0 S A58V T S P T8 ey 2 2 B
PATT T X T A KRR -t TR A A R
20y o SO H PR 8 P 20 o/ ) o LA 30 T
B /IR ZS » T 1A g AR K 5 3 R &R 5 K2 S
TRBOHEAFAER EBOAE AR » WL H: A%
e TR 1 A R R ELAE S R AR S5 K2 - B



1354 TR} v [ 4 K24l 55 39 4%
AR, A8 S| Sp (xayszat) | Ry RETR IS 5, ) 12 Froe———
AT R IR ) b 5 1 J2 A0 W AR R K 1 AE - T 1op +;2ﬁ§;ﬁ£ﬂ;§g§ i (1)=(2.15.0).
IR AL EAL AR AR, BRUAE FSCMT sp | st o REE
o, 5 TCAR 0 T A SC i i ) 3 TR i A8 T Sk T2 1) Ti’ 6F :
RoER I A [R)is a SCH X IR AR & S=S/S, » AN S - Jl
FTF 0.5 20 DXy He o 5807 114 52 W 1 Al

6 Jit 7 N 25 FEFNAS 25 8 B 3k 74 3 . . . ) .

AP ADL 25 SR A b, 2 TEOURI - 142 2 0. 20 m, il 40 30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 40

IRIUEA R 100 115 5 HEAT 40 BT, NI 6a 1]
s AN FEAR I P I o DL AR 7 Sk P TR 2 SR Al /)
JEHAE re << <Oy DXIRG PHE A58 22 13K 10, 700
WA ARET r WK HARZE B HT /N FEAR I =
50 m Ak, HAR 22 E /N E 2. 3%, F A1, A4 6b Al
R AN EARIR PSS » 1 re << r <<y KIBEUIY
BRI A O /N (B R IR 22 1. 9000 W FE r = e KIS
TELALL AR R W A2 Al K (e R 22 1. 1060, Bk gy
B DOAR S Bl 5 - S BE B R T 50 m (K2
JRERE) I o 5 B 20 AR 28 P O PR R /0N 5 X B K
T 50 m ARK PR MR T BT LA 1 oA =4
JKC UL 55 LI H: A AR LB 5 7K 2= A T P A R
W 72 LA W 78 ) i AL

BT 3 50 S Kk OF BB KB 126, 1004,
259650 70 F1 75 V0 I, [ T W5 22 10 L H A4 7K -
B BRI A N7 rhal U il i o e Rk
JO7 P 52 iR 7K = AR K AL AR 53R BE S AL 4 ik K D
AR, BK)ZE A IR EEA LUK 8h o £ =4

181 F B AR VR
—x=2. 58I - ARIA P S T —— AN E R IA T
_14F
£
s 10F
6_
- 0 S
) —»YI 2.18>Uu)JJ7TL’ B | | (a)
10 e
e EE SN
T~ x=2.583& Pi-AE L P I J
sl X I8 P-FE 3K 7Y g At i — Rk

x=2. 1830 I = 47 &

2 \ké
0 - ) (b)

0 10 20 30 40 50
A% B L WL I f0 A% 1) B, m)

Bl 6 2 Rk PY I AN B8R P UL 28 R A

Fig. 6 Results with and without the consideration of Non-

Darcy flow around the wellbore

A3 B LRI 0 A% 1) BRE, m)

7 AR IR B B ZAF R I REIR I S T o Bl o3 A
Fig. 7 Drawdown difference along x axis with different

lengths of pump well

100 1
MR I 42=0.02 m \
g0k | —=— MM IFIF4£=0.05m | ; (x,9)=(2.18,0)
—— MWW IH4E=0.1m i
g —— W I A2=0.2m |1
= 60F 1
b |
& i
% 40b
&
20F
0

-40  -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 40
A2 FECo 55 LI T 1) A2 16) BE 25, m)
K8 AR AR A1 T AR TR R AL T o Y A1
Fig. 8 Drawdown difference along x axis with different di-

ameters of monitor well

TR W . S Fsf SO0 7 2680 1z F) s Mt 2/ ) B
TR AR AN B . a0 2 K DR K 75 0, W
I R UR IR S R 0. 36 my, AR AR 1 5. 0524,
T 24K BB A B 430 5096.25%60 .10 %61 1%
Asf o U8 3000 SHe Hp R R I AR 43 1) A 1. 25 m, 2. 90 m,
5.70 mAl 8. 74 m, [fij X 7 %) G A T e A i 43 O3 A
14. 75%.28. 64 % ,43. 94 % F1 54. 54 %. AT LLIA
R 4K I e R K 5 Al S8 Al K HH R
BRERTEAKZEER 75 Y00 WL H- 64 3 A
1) S S5O0 ] LA 20 3 K B A K/ NTF 7500
i 25 K2 A AEAE BH S8 Y = ZE 7K I IR HE R 500 )
SRS ] 2200 s LI - Hh A5 1 7K Sk R K S5 2080
ZIEEAT .

FEART RN 3 32 WL H AR RNz ] 8 s
AN RV H HEAR B 5 7K )2 T2 R R B A8 U x i
15340, A LU H BE A UL A48 O 1R 2500 1Y
ST, A&l 8 rh AR 0. 02 m (R IN H:, FL
PR 1 e TR R A2 R 0. 58 m, i 424 0. 05 m,
0. 10 m7A 0. 20 m A LI H: o FH- 5 PP 38 TR Mg A2 AT



559 TR A R AU R R0 ) 22 8 SRR 1355

40
— A
—— R A
sl DRV (-2 18.0)
s 1AW A7
2 —— > K 4
=
=
i
1

40 30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 40
S OULIN I 4% ) PR 25 (m)
B9 R[EE KB BT R AE AT « Jhi 3 A
Fig. 9 Drawdown difference along x axis with different aq-

uifer media

7 3.34 m.7. 14 m Fl 8. 74 m. T HoAH X 0 A% 1 ] 43
R 3. 62%.20. 84 % A4, 54 % Fl 54. 54%. 4 [1H:
(49 5% 5 38 FBL 43 53147 2 5. 32 m. 19. 82 m. 33. 82 m Al
35. 90 m.

R 2% 1 K2 A T AR A X H R RN 1 5 T R
53 I8 T 4 Fh RS K 247 B 4000 i b OFL
W FIRPER AT H BB WS EE AR 2 PR, b
JR 538 20 ELBR I K R BN BT 1 B 4
WKIRATHG BB RS LI K R 500 HUAE AR
FEAR. 9 AANE B K ZAN B AT S B A2 Uy
x JhE oA, NEITR AT LA A BT 4 B4 T 1, B
H K RIS, BYBGIN, HRETRON S |2 0 R R i A8 o, o
DIULIN = T50 355 Ay 8], e TR W 28 DA 4. 32 m 34 7 722 31|
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Table 3 Sensitivity ratio of different parameters

P ALK ]

- K1 K2 KE3 K4
7K S A K 0.020  0.280  0.480  1.350
S HFHA2 4,760  1.140  0.530 /

A AT 0.003  0.006  0.011 /

FE:XA 1.2.3 Fil 4 XF Falk H g K EHR 12.10%.25%.
50% .75 % ;s X TR H:H:A42 48 0. 02 m., 0. 05 m.0. 10 m.0. 20 m; X}
FABRBIFEATT 1.2.3.4.

JRZEH 3 NSRBI NFE o] LIE H L )
— SN DX ] B BB PEAS — A Al K g e
KB — S50, 176 1% ~ 10 % X 8] B} 8086 He B3]
0. 02, TM7E 50 % ~75 %6 X [B] UAE e ik 3 1. 35.
S A AR LI SHH B 25 | 7 19 B2 Ry 2 X ORI = PRy A%
TR HAURAE F R 0. 53 ~4. 76 HR Ry dliK
HUEAE K HAUSE HL )R 0. 02~1. 35; e AN
TIPS 2T U LB R 0. 003~0. 011.

4 iR

TEAAAE = 4B & 7K 2 s [Rl— 7K A B A (]
P PAFAE KSR 25 FERX R K Sk 2 PE TR - 5 A4
SEROULIN I 2 72 - N 2B I 2 B A Y
T EK I T EUK R AR AE = S BOFE A & K2
(7K Sk ¢ A T3 AT AT ORI ) 7K 3tk f A %
AN K IZ R B AR AR oK.

R TR Ry A2 2 A7 — AR o B LI Py A28
FARZN B RS ECGE W, = 4E KRR , W
PR o XL e B2 X 435 7K 2 R AR K Sk 43 A 1 5 1
FEA 5 [RI A LT IR DA 5538 53 R ORI L s
IR FR BRI T 5 Al - sl At 40 F5URE 9% 355 14 1)
B K IZ R 5 2 IR RN 5

FEETRON X F AR 3 A S B U R EE A ]
SR S PR A B Ay R 368 o 9/ I8 SO0 I S A28 g e it
A CHIE N BT ARONE  F v b K I R SR ARG
[T T[] — S50 AR AN [R) X (8] PN 7 S0 L ],
AN K SR BETE 1%~ 10 %0 I H AR 1
0. 1~0. 2 m 5 Fil N AR Sh B, AN REAE R B8 - F 24
JOE K18 5 e P AR S e Y 1 5 TDURI H: 42 AL 0. 10 m
PHE 0. 02 m /K UEAE K 75 %0/ 2 50 %0
RBAR A R Ui/ N H B8 850 o A2 T 44 v OR300 SHf 0 o) A R
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