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ABSTRACT

The hydrogeochemical characteristics of groundwater in the small waterworks are examined with 81 groundwater samples
in Ulju region, Ulsan. The pH ranged in 6.3-8.2 and did not exceed the drinking water standards. Electrical conductivity
ranged from 50 uS/cm to 1,719 puS/cm. It indicated that the electrical conductivities in groundwaters at the study area are
relatively low, compared with other groundwaters in Ulsan area. The calcium concentrations in groundwaters ranged from
3.55 to 113.01 mg/L, and sodium concentrations ranged from 2.02 to 65.50 mg/L. Nitrate concentrations ranged from 0 to
100.56 mg/L and potassium concentrations ranged from N.D (not detected) to 2.50 mg/L. Major cations and anions were
mainly derived from the water-rock interaction involving feldspar, gypsum and calcite. The groundwaters were mainly the
Ca-(Na)-HCO; type, classified as the early stage of groundwater evolutions. The correlation between electrical
conductivities and Ca concentrations in groundwaters was relatively high (R?=0.74). In the correlations between ions, the
correlation coefficient between SO4 and Ca was 0.65 and between Mg and HCO; was 0.65.
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Fig. 1. Geological map and sampling locations in the study area.
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Table 1. Hydrogeochemistry of groundwater in the small waterworks at the study area

D pH Temp. EC Eh DO Na K

Mg Ca F Cl SO, NO; HCO;

CB

(°C) (uSfem) (mV) (mg/L) (mgll) (mg/L) (mgL) (mg/L) (mgL) (mglL) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)

uJ-1 176 7.4 479 340 1.3 33.1 0.8
uJ2 162 6.9 300 74 54 7.4 0.9
uJ-3 163 6.9 329 122 5.4 114 1.1
ul4 170 6.2 380 254 4.5 21.6 1.5
UJ-5 162 6.6 396 111 5.4 - -

ul-6 207 6.4 202 129 7.1 12.5 1.3
uJ-7 170 7.1 338 134 5.6 14.3 0.8
uJ-8 169 6.9 191 184 5.0 13.1 1.0
ul9 179 7.5 194 195 32 149 ND
UJ-10 162 6.5 180 260 43 14.5 0.2
ul-11  17.1 6.5 170 267 6.5 129 ND
uJ-12 173 6.2 201 185 6.1 - -

uUJ-13 169 7.0 235 233 5.1 120 ND
ul-14 173 7.7 210 410 3.5 302 ND
ulJ-15 159 6.6 165 245 24 14.0 0.1
ulJ-16 189 8.2 236 558 2.5 - -

UJ-17 195 6.5 155 303 4.4 - -

UJ-18 149 7.0 213 335 23 34.9 1.1
uJ-19 151 6.5 258 307 52 133 1.8
uJ-20 151 7.0 461 255 32 17.6 0.8
ulJ-21 155 7.1 235 174 4.1 15.5 0.9
uJ-22 156 6.7 224 265 4.1 19.4 1.5

ND 342 1.0 8.9 86.3 1.7 854 53
0.4 4.8 ND 4.7 2.0 7.1 290 -10.8
L.5 11.7 0.3 4.1 4.8 6.0 64.1 -5.5
5.9 29.9 0.2 255 101 312 458 146
0.8 1.7 ND 5.7 1.3 7.3 519  -6.0
3.7 114 ND 6.2 1.2 8.0 64.1 4.7
6.4 207 ND 265 104 376 778 -139
1.9 194 0.8 44 25.1 ND  67.1 -0.4
8.4 23.7 0.2 103 235 54 76.3 83
53 19.6 0.1 10.5 4.7 213 885 54
9.4 19.7 0.1 153 7.3 180 84 -01
229 227 0.2 149 174 2.1 1983 3.0
7.7 21.4 0.1 16.6 9.0 157 915 23

8.1 275 0.3 213 265 192 1190 22
109  26.1 0.2 191 105 478 763 0.5
5.6 23.5 0.8 152 106 187 854 0.3
6.2 14.5 0.3 8.1 10.1 7.6 70.2 5.7
3.0 30.3 1.0 233 128 144 915 -14
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Table 1. Continued

D pH Temp. EC Eh DO Na K Mg Ca F Cl SOy NO; HCO; CB

(°C) (uS/em) (mV) (mg/l) (mg/L) (mgL) (mgl) (mgll) (mg/l) (mg/L) (mgL) (mgL) (mg/L)

UJ-23 158 72 179 310 3.0 13.3 2.5 12.1  40.1 0.2 11.3 19.1 80 1373 78
uJ-24 156 6.9 127 153 2.9 9.4 2.3 3.0 14.1 ND 8.7 9.8 28,5 370 -34
uJ-25 159 7.6 94 200 3.8 133 0.7 2.9 18.5 0.4 7.3 5.7 1.1 820 -3.1
UJ-26 153 7.3 130 170 3.7 8.0 0.6 2.5 21.3 0.1 6.6 3.9 20.1 70.0 -3.6
UJ-27 16.0 7.4 131 50 43 4.6 0.5 0.8 3.6 ND 5.7 3.7 4.1 120 -54
uUJ-28 152 7.0 157 194 3.1 10.7 0.9 4.5 20.1 0.2 9.7 4.5 132 850 -35
uUJ29 154 7.5 63 494 2.3 244 1.1 6.3 59.5 ND 86.0 215 6.5 98.0  -0.1
UJ-30 143 6.8 168 368 2.7 22.7 1.4 8.0 322 ND 270 29.1 375 101.0 -5.0
UJ-31 143 6.8 194 151 3.8 9.0 0.8 4.0 14.3 0.1 6.8 5.6 4.5 670 -1.1
UJ-32 169 7.4 112 1719 2.1 - - - - - - - - - -
UJ-33 168 7.6 152 219 2.3 16.0 1.6 3.9 26.0 0.2 213 154 11.1 760 -0.2
UJ-34 158 6.6 175 399 42 28.0 1.4 7.8 35.8 0.1 634 143 201 700 1.6
uJ-35 167 8.1 164 267 3.5 17.0 1.6 124 265 0.1 9.5 7.4 112 1370 44
uJ-36 149 7.7 160 324 3.6 9.4 1.3 129 413 0.1 14.1 8.6 150 1490 42
UJ-37 154 7.4 170 122 43 11.0 0.6 2.7 10.6 0.2 5.6 4.0 9.2 46.0 3.9
UJ-38  16.0 7.4 179 197 34 174 0.5 1.8 214 0.6 6.7 72 4.7 92.0 0.8
UJ-39 169 7.3 178 310 9.5 13.0 0.8 9.3 29.7 0.2 119 105 121 1251 04
uJ-40 17.1 7.8 173 470 4.5 65.5 0.9 102 229 0.7 124 197 6.7 2440 -0.5
uJ-41 197 7.6 180 307 5.0 20.4 0.6 5.9 31.3 1.4 152 109 124 1159 2.1
UJ-42 182 7.4 160 542 6.5 20.3 0.9 29.1 446 0.2 492 294 88 1998 09
ul-43 202 7.8 127 359 1.8 59.3 0.4 44 10.2 2.7 199 338 06 1205 0.1
UJ-44 185 7.0 131 308 10.7  23.1 0.7 3.7 21.9 0.5 8.5 28.0 3.6 85.4 24
UJ45 169 72 167 337 6.4 144 0.5 7.3 374 0.1 5.0 40.6 66 1174 13
uJ-46 16.0 7.4 172 153 4.8 124 0.6 10.8  50.6 0.1 4.8 86.2 22 1182 0.8
uJ-47 167 7.9 156 560 7.0 46.7 0.8 11.0 483 1.0 50 1130 07 1662 0.8
UJ-48 188 7.7 192 400 6.0 61.2 1.8 9.8 19.8 0.2 139 11.1 03 2242 2.1
UJ-49 189 6.4 204 177 8.6 154 0.8 3.0 16.1 0.1 9.6 13.5 4.0 64.1 1.9
UJ-50 164 6.7 214 269 3.3 5.3 1.6 4.8 39.5 0.3 114 172 108 113.0 -1.6
UJ-51 16.1 7.1 218 257 4.0 5.0 1.0 9.9 28.2 114 7.6 189 1070 -14
UJ-52 194 7.6 184 645 1.3 55.7 2.1 5.9 25.0 0.8 104 1712 2.6 1400 -194
UJ-53 15.6 7.0 184 97 4.6 2.9 0.8 12 11.4 0.3 2.7 3.4 3.6 430 -6.4
UJ-54 165 7.1 218 713 22 2.0 24 10.8 113.0 0.5 30 3480 14 61.0 -11.3
uJ-55 157 6.8 204 202 4.0 72 1.0 5.4 19.8° ND 103 6.6 242 680 48
UlJ-56 159 6.3 226 98 4.5 3.9 1.8 1.4 8.2 0.3 5.0 5.6 9.0 18.0 0.9
UJ-57 155 6.5 220 193 3.4 4.8 0.7 5.3 224 0.4 6.6 7.7 5.9 98.0 -7.2
UJ-58 164 7.6 173 525 4.0 9.7 1.7 131 640 ND 86.1 13.3 72 113.0 0.6
UJ-59 183 7.7 200 203 2.1 4.6 0.6 5.8 24.1 0.4 5.6 14.7 1.5 96.0 -4.8
uJ-60 163 7.0 112 265 3.7 12.6 1.3 7.3 332 0.2 75 5.8 09 1632 -33
uJ-61 16.8 7.5 83 318 5.4 16.0 0.6 3.0 46.0 0.1 112 167 9.5 1556 -1.7
uJ-62 173 6.9 110 356 5.0 17.0 0.8 9.1 412 0.1 20.1 140 318 1525 -43
UJ-63 16.5 7.6 34 398 1.7 23.6 0.9 212 314 0.2 109 215 47 2242 -1.8
uJ-64 179 7.7 24 113 2.5 14.8 0.2 0.2 8.8 2.7 33 3.6 0.2 564 5.7
UJ-65 16.2 7.5 69 344 3.6 14.9 0.8 154 332 0.1 7.1 449 68 1571 -32
ulJ-66 179 8.1 102 294 5.3 29.7 0.4 0.3 322 0.9 129 592 ND 824  -09
uJ-67 162 6.8 154 121 5.1 9.5 0.5 2.6 11.6  ND 3.5 1.4 5.9 656  -3.2
UJ-68 15.6 7.4 84 391 52 - - - - - - - - - -
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Table 1. Continued

AT FEA Aee) SR B A 75

D pH Temp. EC Eh DO Na K

Mg Ca F Cl SO, NO; HCO;

CB

(°C) (uSfem) (mV) (mg/L) (mgll) (mg/L) (mgL) (mg/L) (mgL) (mglL) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)

uUJ-69 163 6.6 93 442 33 8.6 1.1
UJ-70  16.8 6.2 211 161 2.8 13.7 1.4
uJ-71 172 7.2 214 431 49 20.4 1.4
ulJ-72 170 7.3 177 251 3.1 22.9 0.8
UJ-73 175 7.3 94 296 4.5 43.0 0.6
uJ-74 172 7.5 143 497 3.4 349 1.5
uJ-75 170 7.4 115 263 2.1 22.5 0.5
ulJ-76 165 7.5 153 172 6.6 6.2 0.7
ulJ-77 169 7.2 173 260 4.6 9.9 1.0
UJ-78 163 74 160 311 4.1 12.5 1.0
UJ-79 169 6.8 180 533 4.7 16.0 1.1
uJ-80 16.7 6.8 157 269 4.4 16.3 1.4
UJ-81 162 6.9 147 248 4.7 12.1 1.6

8.8 249 ND 9.1 11.9 75 1113 -1.8
1.4 13.5 04 9.2 10.0 9.7 580 -5.8
6.1 53.1 0.3 216 389 188 1450 -0.6
22 252 0.6 8.6 14.1 03 1270 37
22 14.1 1.6 174 185 93 1190 -5.0
159 356 0.4 411 258 139 1780 -24
1.5 282 1.9 6.7 206 ND 1200 -34
2.3 23.9 0.3 4.8 2.8 24 101.0 -64
113 208 0.3 11.7 188 161 1040 -54
42 39.9 0.4 136 13.0 241 1220 -27
16.6 535 0.4 30.8 59 1006 1360 -13
4.8 25.6 0.2 139 146 231 920 -34
4.7 28.1 0.2 93 6.5 75 1220 38

A kg o2 YePRdTH(Lee et al., 2003). pH a2
A)&kret Wesle A viAe] A4S wkdsi x]Ho
A fdE EA gEol wel gho]l wWsleth(Bass
Becking et al., 1960). 53] F=A92] #H&= 9|t
22 B 909 HlE AFd o3k 9dom W=
IR F o229 AXx3}nitrification) 2ol 2J3l A|5}4=2]
SRS B |2 SHch(Pagacova et al., 2008). 1
TAGY pHgkE B2 A Ho] AR} fARHA U
Epgom 7S A3k 24K 99) XSk AJolr}
UERST

ANAEZ(EC)S] AS, ATAY A Al A
50~1,719 uS/cm(3T 303 pS/em)e] LS LyERATE A
Aol EAHL AGeqA ANHS A3t AlE9] EC
(151~713 pS/em, HIF 352 uS/emys 712 B2 2
oA ZAME EC B g(roFEZ 754S/em, TS
839 uS/ecm)ell BIshA e Fo= HWQltt, st 2|9
(3 286 pS/em)elt S A FH T 221 pS/em)?]
ECE 7|&9 343 A9 2AMEFET 215 pS/em)2t
A YERSTHCho et al., 2011). T3, 2512 A

gk S99 EC HA-Hoigh B ek Blasted
< AF AR Be Aoz JERITH100~31,360
uS/em, HHt 1,276.5 pS/em). 772 AlQ)3F 229
S5l Hig)] AthEeg QR goln 22kl
e Ay 227 Fgo] WSt A ol ot
qeFoZ EC/t L AT ATFEHATKCho et al,
2005). ©lell HIgl] T2 FEo R Fo] WLl A
dolr] vre A pREZ QIFk e dde] o ECUh
o Aoz welrh

o

32.F72 & - 30|12 &Y

ATAY Ak FEEARS FelE] s 8
% - SolLg EAMFIYtK(Table 2). Ca °]&9] FEe
3.55~113.01 mg/Le] WS Y Qith gubze=z
Q95 A] ke Ao Ca oS FE 3T WA
& Ao rf= AP So] B3 kg3l A3l 43
o] Yehhs Ze® deA lom EHS AHolM=
e Ate] vkl ogt 832 AAEE Zo=E dHA
JTHAppelo and Postma, 1999). A7A|He] =& 3}
73 BlFQte] EAlEo] lom st AR Ca
ol &all9} EH Y] TN B} whg3te] A
H 7REEUe]|ES] Wdo o) fEEE 0= HRIth
HCO; ©123} Caol29] EHIE TAIE A7 J7AY
o] A3K=e] HCOy/Ca(mmol/lye AR 20 E¥s=
Ao g YedthFig. 2). o= A3kt ¢ho] whg-aio]
WY FAFe} WMol EalEo] Aakrel &aiE A
OF Ca o9 7|do] F& AZd| o3t BloF WAd
T AUk AR YF EHY A HelA AHT A5
HCO; ©]23} Ca©]9] EHl= thE Algdl HIs HCO;,
ol29] o] =& AoF VR AT A A
AlFE] RS Ca 71do] WefjdoR & 4 o o
5 ARG Al WA o]9] AREA, Mo g
Al 7 59 9al Ca o]2o] FHHE HoE B
I STt

ATAGS] Na o]29] ke 2.02~65.50 mg/Le] <]
£ Holi k. Agkr A F 7P =2 Na o]l &
T= BAY AE AGolA Mgt Askroll A vERst
7189 ATllA SARFAA] EAIXGY] A ATlME
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Table 2. Statistical summary of major cation and anion concentrations in groundwater (unit: mg/L).
Na K Mg Ca F Cl SO, NO; HCO;
Minimun 2.02 ND ND 3.55 ND 2.68 1.20 ND 12
Maximum 65.50 2.50 29.10 113.01 2.74 86.09 347.98 100.56 244
Average 18.05 0.98 6.76 27.80 0.42 14.90 23.96 12.50 103
Median 14.45 0.90 5.69 24.96 0.23 10.39 12.35 8.42 94
' . : Aoz Wel),
. o5
= . : K ol29] g 0-2.50 mg/Le] WS Heli .
H . . Aoz K olee] V)9e HRAsEe] Ag- 97
5 0 — ol B fdolm, AATTe A9 AdviA
é”z o'o. zo??é__?i%mf.______._0___'*_C_?»;/_C?i*(_"_-'z"z'f'z:_Z, ste] F4H4 Wkl efal] AEE Ao= el 9l
B IR B R 2 apAele) Asige) Badwe AR oF 144
0 : ° : ° m= 78l ARl k. A=) PRkARl K ol
’ " EC (ﬁ)Solcm) " " o] g2 0~10mg/L HMHE Harxo] glom £ A4

Fig. 2. Relationship between bicarbonate/Ca*" (mmol/L) ration
and electrical conductivity.

5.23~5,900 mg/LE & A2l Blal =A] vERtS
ol EAIAoIA dRo Rl EX| o]§ H sl gk
9Jgko 2 HOItKCho et al., 2003). 25 A3l Na
ol22o] ¥ W= UNHARl X3l] Na o229 3=k
(10~100 mg/Ly2} FARHAl YeRs- ™ (Davis and Dewiest,
1966), 1F-AQ1 FIHT} T2 F-HAHRg] ofsf A3}
F9] Na o] &3fE Zo= Bt

Agproll A 19121 2 de] AXAEE NOyt iR
oltt. ATAGY] NOso| 9= 0~100.56 mg/Lo|™ Ht
o] 12.50 mg/LoZ YERTE X8l =27]%2] NOs-N
(10 mg/L)yS 2183 A3}, ol Al A8 (2.4%)04 5
ARSI ol Ul 58 Agkre] NOs-N9
ZIE(22~65%) Hlashd g 29HE-S RS Q)
THKim et al., 2015). NO;-N& 29GUQ1& HAiA| vl
o] I AME, 7HHLS, St B T SIkE ol o3
Uehp HARAEERE folEo] ees 29 7= A
o2 IR Ut 5] WAL <F 757 kmPolH HH
2 ot 80% oS AEAIEkL lom F7M I TA| 9k
FEEAE 23]t o9} e AN WAE=
2 ¥, Y 9 FEEo s WAk Hlget i
5ol HRAE Rl FdEE A8 NOs-N =0l 4
& = Ae=E Bt AN AFAY AsKe] NOs-
N 2¥go] 71E9] Aol Hlg] e 7 AR FER
o] A3t trFoE F9Y HErt AS¥nt opel IR
AR ek TS e #Ao] ooy wlwl
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do] A7AE Y Wl &Ih= AoE et
(Davis and Dewiest, 1966). AA7AS A|s}=3-2] A&7}
231, A8l 5 NO; o] o] gro} Ao Q191491
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Sl 93t FEe] g3flo] 93 Aoz R
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Atk GukE oz S0, o9 71¢e =3 A FulA ek
S Rk ofsl A G dsgEC] ABR
SE Foloh. B AFH Gl S0, ol HeE 71E
Z3E A9 Ul Aoz EHet Ao Al &

olo

o {UlO
5
T

F o]29] 32 0-2.74 mgLe] HHAE Holn H=
E SRS 2ke AL vl BHoE EFQLF A
Pz

o
B4 7+ A7 238 Rslre] F oledkake A
37} Ca-(Na)-HCO; FEjolld Na-HCO; Hej= 23}
IS AAAA EF-9H4 kol o3l e FE| &
= F o] 9] Fifo] Frkshe AdS Btk =] 4
FA@G 5 F o9 e 375(0.0~23.0 mg/L)e}
313ord HleH0.0~40.8 mg/LplA 5 E ASEIe
o, ole} HlwElHS W A7) F o] g2 Hlul
2 GoHKim et al., 2006). 4 2 3Rk} B A
M= =S F olo] AEsr|= 3=, ol#gt 4
T WA AR sPEHIZE Bl s sl
Atk ole} TSI 7|Ee Atore I UAZHE]
7198k EAgEe] =2 7k Aol FHe] HALR

o] JgS = = Atk BUSFHTHCorrens, 1956).



3.3. A5l T+ERY
ATAS Al FATES Hetslr] st Ak
o] F8 <& - Fol9 EAZEAE piper diagramol] TA
SckFie, 3). L) 3t B Sl Aol
Al o] o] FstAl= 271 Ca-(Na)-HCO;
FeE Aoz A st AAS AXWA Na-Ca-
HCO; FEj¢} Na-HCO; ez F3}3tth(Jeong et al.,
1997). B3t BA9F REA|F9 Alroxe o] F
2 AP wsiAe] Asell ofsl sk f3o] 2]

l‘2 M

o] Ca-HCO; 7} F2 sk Z20g HuEo] 9]
THLee et al., 2003). Q7RG A= e 238t

I 23} Z271dA 2] el Ca-(Na)-HCO; 3] $-AI5}

@ Granitic rock area

/\ @ Sedimentary rock area
@ Volcanic rock area

-— Caz+

Fig. 3. Piper diagram of groundwaters in the study area.

Table 3. The results of the correlation analysis in whole area

W A A SR B A 77

Al Vb om BFQt A FellA FLsAl 1704004 Ca-
S0, o] Yelyith dwtdoz EH x]of|x] =3}
?7} RS AAA HWE Ca-HCO; F&olA Cas

A%3le] Na-HCO; 1322 ®slslARt, Asl7t 24
=W Ca-HCO; 739 A8kt A&A<21 CI9k SO, Ca
9} Mge] FF& W} Ca-SO, 8 T CaCl, 32
2 WslelA Hok mEg AEAR] AL Bl ek} A8t
o] Wkgoll oJaf Cas}t SO, o]Lo] 3= o] X352
%f%‘o] Ca-SO, Fr¥2oE P 7Fs4do] Uth(Yun et

.» 2005). Ca-SO, F3o=Z Yehd A3l5e] 39 $14]
TBM}L 2GR 23]o] lo] 2-H 2 A 3f
T T o Ak 24 ThsAE MiAE & o,
Cl °]29] ¥%7} 3.04mg/Le|® NO; ©]&9] ko)
1.38 mg/LQE 1/Lo /\Zo] 7)&2; E_O]- ?J-CHZ]]O] ooﬂoJ
o] 55 FYPe= gt Aek 73 W3} tede @
2 202 BRItk A Aar gl gkde] gafof <
& sl X3l A9E BE Ao| Bldeiia wdkEtt
(Fig. 4).

3.4, &
Table 3 A7AY

ngs Fa g Soles Az
",)\

8 F- Fole %ﬂﬁﬂnﬂ et A w49 Aol
A A& A8olA pH, ORP, DO ¥ K olJﬂr A
ok

1—%01 0.742 7P 3A JEl
ek, mg Na, Mg, SO, 2 HCO; ol&Suke] Jaa
T 05 oo R w2 AoF UERTHFig. 5). oS3t
o] AAAA = S0 Ca, Mg 9F HCO; ©]2-2] At

pH Eh EC DO Na K Mg Ca F Cl SO;4 NO; HCO;

pH 1

Eh -0.33 1

EC 0.28 -0.18 1

DO -0.22 0.03 -0.21 1

Na 041 -0.05 0.50 -0.08 1

K -0.17 0.11 0.32 -0.17 0.02 1

Mg 0.22 -0.16 0.62 0.00 0.15 0.13 1

Ca 0.19 -0.10 0.74 -0.10  -0.01 0.35 0.45 1

F 0.36 -0.13 0.08 -0.26 0.42 -025  -026  -0.09 1

Cl 0.04 -0.10 0.48 -0.09 0.17 0.22 0.36 041 -0.06 1

SO, 0.18 0.06 0.58 -0.18 0.18 0.29 0.14 0.65 0.13 -0.08 1
NO, -0.33 0.10 0.13 0.04 -0.13 0.17 0.20 0.14 -0.21 0.24 -0.18 1

HCO; 047 -0.26 0.61 -0.03 0.56 0.03 0.65 0.32 0.03 0.17 0.07 -0.06 1
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S Vo Table 4= Q1T - SR Ade] A3l 2
. RS P Fa - golee] BAARe Ug
g evpum-carbonate ar silicates ca_zwm S A3 dyjelt}, ECeF =8 & - Sl
2 A~ o =o oko] AP FE Aoz Ut} EF
E" ol FolAE Ca ol2ue] ABAE 0912 7F
5 ol e Ae JERITE. Mg ©]2(0.33~12.92 mg/L,
i o or calcte recipitation 5.02 mg/Ly¥ Na ©1&(3.91~33.10 mg/L, B 15.57 mg/
. L) &3 ECote] BiAE A vehgo, Ao s
Ny | | | A&l = Ca o9 EP&(3.55~59.50 mg/L Bt 24.72
0 2 4 6 8 mg/L)ll HI3l A2 F= ?J’#TQ‘H

Ca* + SO, (mmol/L)

Fig. 4. Bivariate diagram of Ca’* and SO,* of groundwater

samples in the study area.
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Fig. 5. Bivariate diagram of EC and major ions of the groundwater in the study area.
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Table 4. The result of the correlation analysis in the granitic rock area

o
24k

254

o 271,

SEA A55e) SAERE B4 AT 79

pH Eh EC DO Na K Mg Ca F Cl SO, NO;  HCO;

pH 1

Eh -0.23 1

EC 0.26 -0.24 1

DO -0.39 0.06 -0.41 1

Na 0.33 0.14 0.60 -0.34 1

K -0.23 0.03 0.15 -0.20 0.02 1

Mg 0.16 -0.15 0.59 -0.15 0.03 0.16 1

Ca 0.31 -0.22 0.91 -0.37 0.61 0.21 0.51 1

F 0.32 0.17 0.04 -0.29 0.47 -0.29  -045 0.12 1

Cl 0.03 -0.20 0.63 -0.22 0.48 0.24 0.29 0.65 -0.18 1

SO, 0.36 0.21 0.48 -0.38 0.72 -0.05 0.03 0.48 0.37 0.15 1
NO; -0.27 0.04 0.28 0.22 0.15 0.16 0.45 0.24 -0.40 0.32 0.02 1

HCO; 034 -0.34 0.66 -0.24 0.27 0.06 0.61 0.70 0.06 0.09 0.18 0.06 1

Table 5. The result of the correlation analysis in the sedimentary rock area

pH Eh EC DO Na K Mg Ca F Cl SO, NO; HCO;
pH 1
Eh -0.41 1
EC 0.47 -0.04 1
DO -0.11 0.01 -0.22 1
Na 0.56 -0.12 0.39 -0.12 1
K -0.02 0.26 0.49 -0.20 0.01 1
Mg 0.30 -0.13 0.48 -0.13 0.03 0.11 1
Ca 0.12 0.04 0.57 -0.11 -0.36 0.48 0.29 1
F 036  -014 018 -022 057 -0.12 -029 -021 1
Cl 0.16 -001 035 -0.08 001 020 041 0.19  0.06 1
SO, 012 015 063 025 000 042 004 073 013  -021 1
NO, -048 030 -0.19 -004 -025 018 000 -0.12 -020 015 -028 1
HCO; 064 -027 040 -009 060 003 057 -008 001 015 -0.12 -029 1
SOl &oME HCO, o3} CI o]2o] Ecst & Ao ’
& 2T HCO, olee) Vide 4 3 Ey el
8alol of@ Aoz & 5 glon cl olee} sl o
TETE 94*“4"“ A9 S5 7IREE ‘M @ ~ | @ Sedimentary vockaren
p:}o]] -’]?:51' “’} “l" )\lE]'(Flg. 6)- % @ Volcanic rock area
Table S 29k Al AR Aol B2 241
P2 g oF - Fol EAT] o IS eI 5
o} EC %7} oF - golewe] ApAelAE Ca ol ® Rk weathring
S0, ©19] 4ol 7V A Uehdeh EF oleE ] °
29) AeINE F FEo| JBel 073 o= 71 ROT I
w7 Uepteh. B9 Ao & eEa wokdEe) 4 0 o L T
o ol FuMn} vl B B3t whgsle] Aajd] O i otmion (o,

ole3} S0, ©
Ziii ATHAH(Lee et al.,

>0

T T

FFe Hehli=

2003). # AFAYG=

Sum of anion (mmol/L)

Fig. 6. Bivariate diagram of anions and CI” ion of the
groundwater in the study area.
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Table 6. The result of the correlation analysis in the volcanic rock area

pH Eh EC DO Na K Mg Ca F Cl SO, NO;  HCO;
pH 1
Eh -0.49 1
EC -0.36 0.29 1
DO -0.64 0.42 0.44 1
Na 0.03 -0.33 0.39 0.13 1
K -0.68 0.20 0.15 0.09 -0.03 1
Mg -0.50 0.54 0.89 0.41 0.22 0.18 1
Ca -0.30 0.33 0.97 0.43 0.25 0.11 0.82 1
F 0.51 -0.70  -022  -041 0.34 -0.53  -029  -0.29 1
Cl -0.52 0.27 0.98 0.49 0.44 0.28 0.90 091 -0.23 1
SO, 0.16 0.46 0.16 -0.34  -0.07 0.27 0.16 0.25 -0.34 0.07 1
NO; -0.60 0.15 0.90 0.47 0.40 0.36 0.82 0.82 -0.24 0.96 -0.09 1
HCO;  -0.01 0.35 0.88 0.32 0.25 -0.16 0.77 0.92 -0.15 0.76 0.34 0.59 1

Table 6 3Pkt A|HFellA] T Aslre] AF+2
i g Solo] S eSS thE Ao
HI3| pH, EC B F8 & - 50|59 Ja4d0]
A YeRT) pHeF 8 % - Soleute] kA
oo IAIZ HAYoW K o]2d} -0.688 = F
e HolErh BEg ECot Polte] #AIA= Ca ©]
2(0.97 Mg ©]2(0.89)2] Aol A vehton,
0]2-2 (I (0.98), NO; (0.90), HCO; (0.88) ©]<&-<]
2 73S eI

f o rf

K

4.2 B

gj‘
=
-9,
i
o
X
o
)
4%
ol
5
w2
i
T
i
ofr
2
&
Auh
.

: 7.1), ECE 50~1,719 pS/em(¥E
303 pS/em)e] WIS BRIt A7AY Ak Ca o]
o] F&+ 3.55~113.01 mg/LEET 27.80 mg/L)2] HAS
Hojom F2 B9 ukgel o3t XA rgew
e R A§l AlRoxe Agslre] £ 59
ALHR 29 ok FaFo] Yeh= Aoz FAES
o} Na ©o]9] g UukzQl sl g} frAlgh
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2.02~65.50 mg/L(B: 18.05mg/L)e] HMHS HJoH
T2 E-GAREE o3 gallE o= Bk K o]
o] ke B7E-2.50 mg/L(E: 0.98 mg/L)e] WIS
el om Rkl zJelee] jigldl| &ake soE o
ERdth. Aol A Aslol A Q19140 S ARARIR]
NO; 9] M= 0~100.56 mg/LE3T: 12.50 mg/L)= LFE}
wom HEE FAVENO-NS A88ids 4 20
Ak AlFAA 7SS 2k AoE et 71E
o] TEAY S8R NO-Ne F27)F 298
(22~65%)°1 H3l] W2 295 BYor, 794 € ¥
ol ot Aalre] 032 wig- wmlgh o= BRI}

ATAY ABe] FERFE SR Ay, gl
Al 218} Z2719A19] el Ca-(Na)-HCO; FEo=E
yepton 7] B Ca-SO, FEIS VRIS &
ArAes g Fole RS B4 Ax, A Rk
ol ECS} Ca o9 o] 7MY =2 o=
Efton AR Go e HA7HEEe} Ca o] A
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