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PREFACE

The common view in South Africais that Karoo aquifers do not contain large quantities of groundwater.
However, large volumes of groundwater are pumped from mines and the basements of buildings daily, in
areas underlain by the Karoo sediments, which is not what one would expect from aquifers with a limited
yield. An attempt is made in this report to explain this apparent discrepancy. However, the objective could
only be achieved by reinterpreting some characteristics of the Karoo landscape, particularly the presence of
dolerite dykes. The present interpretation is somewhat controversial, but it allowed the authorsto explain the
physical behaviour and properties of the aquifers concisely and consistently. The authors would therefore
appreciate any contribution that could explain the behaviour of the aquifers as concisely and consistently,

since these intrusions seem to have been the main mechanism responsible for the present properties of the
aquifers.
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1 GENERAL

Water, particularly fresh or potable water, is indispensable for all man’s activities on earth. Approximately
75% of the total volume of fresh water on earth is frozen in glaciers, while rivers and lakes hold approxi-
mately 0,33%. The remaining 24,67% occurs as groundwater. Since the water in glaciersis not available for
general consumption, groundwater forms the largest source of fresh water available to man.

The situation in South Africa, however, is complicated because of the nature of the aquifers, which
occur mainly in hard-rock formations. Groundwater is consequently usually regarded as an unreliable source
of water. The result is that groundwater contributed only 10% to the national water budget in 1986. The
surface water resources, however, have now almost been exploited to their limits. South Africa, therefore,
will have to make more use of its groundwater resources in the future, and will then also have to meet the
demand of the growing population very efficiently. Thisis especially true in the semi-arid and arid central
and western regions, which covers approximately 66% of the country, where there are no major rivers or
other surface sources. The majority of the inhabitants in these areas therefore depend on groundwater for
their water supply. A large part of these regions, and approximately 50% of the country as a whole, are
underlain by the so-called Karoo Supergroup of geological formations. The potential thus exists that aqui-
fers in the Karoo Supergroup can make a significant contribution to the water budget of the country.
Unfortunately, Karoo aquifers are very complex and unpredictable in their behaviour. The general view is
thus that Karoo aquifers are not reliable sources of water, although there are borehol es which have provided
the residents of farms and towns with water on a sustained basis for many years.

A magjor characteristic of the Karoo Supergroup, which consists mainly of sandstones, mudstones, shales
and siltstones, is its low permeability. The majority of boreholes drilled in the Karoo sediments therefore
have very low yields (< 3,6 m® h't). Indeed, the common view is that Karoo aquifers do not contain large
guantities of groundwater, hence the name Karoo, which is the Hottentot word for dry. However, large
volumes of groundwater are pumped from mines and basements of buildings daily, in areas underlain by the
Karoo sediments, which is not what one would expect from aguifers with a limited yield. A number of
studies were therefore undertaken in the past to try to use these aquifers more efficiently.

2 BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY

The main objective in one of the previous studies (Kirchner et al., 1991) was to determine the recharge
potential of the aquifers. To achieve this, Kirchner and his co-workers had to know the storage capacity of
the aquifers. Two approaches were used for this purpose. The first was to determine the storativity of the
aquifers through hydraulic tests, and the second was to study the water balance of the aquifers. Since the
Karoo Supergroup consists of sedimentary rocks, they assumed that their hydraulic tests could be analysed
with the classical Theis equation. However, this yielded storativity values ~107, three orders of magnitude
smaller than that obtained from the water balance studies. Since the result of the water balance studies
agreed more with the historical operation of the aquifers, Kirchner and his co-workers assumed that the
result from the hydraulic tests was wrong, and neglected it.

Although there exist other methods with which the hydraulic parameters of an aquifer can be deter-
mined, the hydraulic (or pumping) test still remainsthe much-preferred method. One reason for this popularity
is that there exist alarge number of methods, often referred to as type curves, for the analysis of the data,
some of which have even been automated. However, the application of these methods is not as straightfor-
ward as textbooks would like one to believe. This applies particularly in cases where the behaviour of the
aquifer may deviate from the basic assumptions made in the derivation of the methods. There was thus a
strong possibility that the methods Kirchner et al. (1991) used to analyse their hydraulic tests, misrepre-
sented the aquifers’ properties and physical behaviour. It was thus quite natural to doubt the results of the
hydraulic tests and the method used in the analysis. Unfortunately, too little information was available on the
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nature of Karoo aquifers at that stage to try to determine precisely what the problem was. The Water Re-
search Commission was therefore approached with the request to fund amore detailed investigation of these
and other hard-rock aquifersin South Africa.

3 OBJECTIVESOF THE STUDY

The objectives of the present study, as set out in the original contract with the Water Research Commission,
were as follows:

(@ Aninvestigation of the nature and behaviour of secondary aquifers, with specia reference to the
applicability and reliability of existing conceptual models for the description and analysis of hy-
draulic tests, conducted in these aquifers.

(b) The development of improved and/or new techniques for use with the implementation and analysis
of hydraulic tests in secondary aquifers.

(c) Implementation of the improved and/or new techniques, developed in (b), into auser-friendly com-
puter package for the analysis of hydraulic tests in secondary aquifers.

The original idea was to cover all the major secondary aquifers that occur in South Africa—Karoo,
dolomitic, igneous and metamorphic—in the project. Since Karoo aquifers were the most accessible to the
project team, it was natural to start the investigations with these aquifers. However, it soon became clear that
the behaviour of these aquifers does not conform to the behaviour of conventional aquifers, as described in
the literature. This presented the project team with a difficult decision—abandon Karoo aquifers and con-
tinue with the other aquifers, or concentrate exclusively on Karoo aquifersand try to understand their behaviour.
Since Karoo aquifers are the most extensive type of aquifer present in South Africa, the latter alternative was
put to the Steering Committee of the project, who accepted it. The discussion in this report is therefore
limited to Karoo aquifers, to which the research effort was restricted.

A Technical Committee, appointed by the Steering Committee, decided during a field visit in March
1994 that the project could benefit from a more detailed analysis of the structural and geological aspect of
Karoo formations. They therefore requested that Dr. W.P. Colliston and Mr. J.C. Loock of the Department of
Geology, at the University of the Orange Free State, should become active co-workers on the project, and
that the duration of the project be extended by one year. The objectives of this extension set out in the
revised, final contract with the Water Research Commission were as follows:

(@) To provide an integrated geological working model for the sandstone/shale aquifer(s), at the Cam-
pus Test Site of the Institute for Groundwater Studies. This model may be used to supplement and
test the current and future numerical models for fractured aguifers as, for example, those deter-
mined by the Institute for Groundwater Studies at the UOFS.

(b) To investigate the association of structural geological planar structures (e.g. joints, fractures and
faults) and sedimentology (palaoflow direction, grain framework and microstructure) with poten-
tial groundwater reservoirs in the competent rocks of the Karoo Supergroup.

(c) Torepresent the aquifers’ geometry by means of fractals.

(d) To develop hydraulic tests that will also reflect the geometry of the aquifer and not only its rela-
tional parameters, asis the case with existing methods.

The attainment of the latter objectives was, unfortunately, hampered by two unexpected devel opments.
The first was a considerable delay in the approva for the continuation of the project, and the second the
resignation of Mr. J.P. Verwey, the key researcher, responsible for the field investigations. The result was that
the field work had to be restricted to the Campus Test Site, and that none of the more esoteric aquifer tests,
envisaged in the motivation for the continuation of the project, could be performed. The attempt to represent
the aquifers’ geometry by means of fractals also had to be abandoned. However, this loss was somewhat
offset by the information gained during the co-operation with the Consulting Engineers, Cahi De Vries, in
the development of anew well-field for the Municipality of Philippolis, and later also for the Municipality of
Rouxville.

4 METHODOLOGY USED IN THE INVESTIGATIONS
4.1  TheNatureand Description of Groundwater Motion
Groundwater does not exist in a vacuum, but in the interstices that occur naturally in all geological forma-

tions on earth. There are thus essentially three research fields that need to be considered in a scientific study
of groundwater phenomena.
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(@) Theenvironment, i.e. the geological formations and structures in which groundwater flow occurs.

(b) A study of interactions between the water and the geological formations.

(c) Theformal description of the interactions and how they control the behaviour of an aquifer.

The first step in the study of any aquifer should therefore be to understand the geology of the areain
which it occurs. Although the behaviour of the aquifer will mainly be determined by the current state of the
geology, this state is the result of an evolutionary process that took place over many years, even millions of
years, as is the case with Karoo aquifers. It was thus thought worthwhile not to concentrate on the present
state of the Karoo Supergroup alone, but also to look at its historical evolution, as this may explain some
current features of the Supergroup that would be difficult to explain otherwise.

The interactions between the water and the geological formations will obviously be controlled by the
laws of physics and chemistry. These laws are embedded in physical theories and described in the conven-
tional language of physics—mathematics. Any discussion of groundwater motion must consequently refer
to elements from these three subjects at one time or another.

A theory isin essence an abstract and general description of a natural phenomenon, or a group of such
phenomena. To apply it to a particular object of study, such as a specific aquifer, requires that one must
develop a so-called conceptual model for the object. A conceptual model is nothing more than a mental
interpretation of the object, and can be expressed in any convenient form. However, the easiest method to
relate the model to the underlying theory, isto also couch it in the mathematical language of physics. This
mathematical model can assume one of two forms—an analytical model, where one is able to express the
model in terms of elementary mathematical functions, or a numerical model, where the model can only be
expressed as numbers. The type curves, used in the analysis of hydraulic tests, are prime examples of ana-
lytical models, while a computer model for an aquifer is a numerical model.

4.2  Geological Studies

The geology and behaviour of the aquiferswere studied at five experimental sites, developed specifically for
this project, and during the development of water supply schemes for the Municipalities of Philippolis and
Rouxville. The first experimental site, henceforth referred to as the Campus Test Site, is situated on the
Campus of the University of the Orange Free State in Bloemfontein, and the other four at Dewetsdorp, 77
km east of Bloemfontein.

The original purpose of the experimental sites was to acquire data on the behaviour of the aquifers by
analysing the results of accurately controlled hydraulic tests with existing analytical models. A series of
percussion boreholes was therefore drilled on each site. However, a new approach had to be adopted when
the results of theinitial hydraulic tests made it clear that the existing analytical models were inadequate for
the analysis of hydraulic test data from Karoo aquifers.

Five percussion boreholes, scattered across the Campus Test Site, existed at the beginning of the project
in 1992. These boreholes were drilled by the Department of Geohydrology, at the University of the Orange
Free State, to whom the site belongs. The first step was thusto drill an additional 11 percussion boreholeson
the site. Thefirst 10 of these boreholes were drilled with funds from the Water Research Commission, while
the other one was drilled by the Department of Geohydrology. Six of these boreholes were drilled specifi-
cally with the view to perform cross-borehole packer tests, since the work at Atlantis (Botha et al., 1990),
suggested that it isan ideal method to usein the investigation of hard-rock aquifers. The other five boreholes
were drilled mainly to try to clarify anomalies, observed in the water levels of the newly drilled six and the
existing five boreholes on the site. However, it turned out that these 16 boreholes were not enough to clarify
all anomalies. An additional 15 boreholes has since been drilled on the site. Seven of the additional boreholes
are core-boreholes, drilled by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry, and the other eight percussion
boreholes, drilled by the Department of Geohydrology. The Department of Geohydrology also installed
piezometersin three of the percussion boreholes on the Campus Test Site.

There are 19 percussion boreholes on thetest sites at Dewetsdorp. Eleven of these were drilled as part of
this project, while seven were drilled by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry as part of the project
of Kirchner et al. (1991). The other borehole, for which no information is available, has been used by the
Municipality of Dewetsdorp for production purposes for years. The Department of Water Affairs and For-
estry also drilled two core-boreholes on two of the sites.

The coresfrom thefirst core-boreholesindicated that the geometry of Karoo aquifers differs completely
from that used in deriving models for aquifers, and even from the customary interpretation of Karoo forma-
tions. Two steps were therefore taken to try to explain the observed geometry of the aquifers. Thefirst wasto
review the genesis of the Karoo formations and the second to try to confirm the results of the review with
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field observations. The information on the geology of the central Free State that existed at the time was,
unfortunately, too limited for this purpose. The objective could thus only be achieved by studying the geol-
ogy of the areain greater detail. Since the resources availablefor this purpose were limited, the investigation
had to be limited to the area around Bloemfontein, and to the following three objectives.

(@) Provide aregional perspective for the clastic aquifers at the Campus Test Site.

(b) Study the stratigraphy, sedimentology and structure through a multi-disciplinary approach.

(c) Determine the aquifer potential of rocksin the Karoo Supergroup in this area.

4.3  Interactions between the Water and Geological Formations

The interactions between the water and geological formations were studied by performing a series of hy-
draulic tests on the borehol es at the varioustest sites. Tests used for this purposeincluded: constant rate tests,
slug tests, step drawdown tests, cross-packer borehole and conventional packer tests. The constant rate and
slug tests were performed on selected boreholes at al the experimental sites, the latter mainly for explora-
tory purposes, and the step drawdown tests only at Philippolis. The conventiona packer and cross-packer
borehole tests were, however, restricted to boreholes on the Campus Test Site. The behaviour of the water
levelsin most of these tests was monitored electronically with pressure transducers.

The sites investigated during the project are all limited to the Central and Southern Free State. An
attempt was therefore made to extend the study of the interactions between the water and geological forma-
tions to other parts of the Karoo Supergroup. This was achieved by extending the analyses of the constant
rate tests to tests performed in other parts of the Supergroup. These include tests Alan Woodford from the
Department of Water Affairs and Forestry’s office in Cape Town performed on boreholes at Calvinia, a
consultant’s constant rate test at Kokstad, and the constant rate tests of Kirchner et al. (1991).

4.4  Description of the Interactions

As mentioned above, the difficulties experienced by Kirchner et al. (1991) in interpreting their results of
constant rate tests, with conventional type curves, was the primary reason for the motivation of this project.
Thefirst step in the project was thus to use more sophisticated, but lesser-known, methods for this purpose.
However, it soon became clear that these methods are not suitable either. The next step was therefore to
study the behaviour of the aquifersin more detail, through more refined hydraulic tests, field investigations
and the structural analysis of the aquifers. These studies showed that Karoo formations are best described as
multi-porous, sparsely fractured media, and that their behaviour can only be described by afull three-dimen-
sional mathematical model. The three-dimensional numerical model, developed by Verwey and Botha (1992)
for the groundwater flow equation, was therefore adapted to Karoo aquifers and used throughout the study,
with excellent results.

5 DISCUSSION

The most important conclusion derived from the present study is that the behaviour of a stressed Karoo
aquifer is determined by its very complex geometry, that results from the presence of bedding-parallel frac-
tures and the multi-porosity of the rock matrix. Any neglect of this property in the management and operation
of these aquifers can ruin an aquifer completely. Indeed, al indications are that the inability of previous
investigators to take the internal geometry of Karoo aquifers into account, must be regarded as the main
reason for the difficulties experienced with these aquifers, and why people distrust them.

Although the concept that the behaviour of an aquifer is largely determined by its geometry is well-
known, this dependence is usually neglected in groundwater investigations. One reason for thisis that the
methods commonly applied in these investigations are all based on porous formations, whose geometry is so
simplethat it is often neglected (Black, 1993). However, as Black points out, this geometry is of vital impor-
tance in the analysis and interpretation of hydraulic testsin any secondary aquifer—a view shared by Prof.
Ghislain de Marsily (Personal Communication). The neglect of this geometry in previous investigations of
Karoo aguifers is probably the main reason for the difficulties experienced with these aquifers, and why
people distrust them.

The apertures of the bedding-paralel fractures in Karoo aquifers are not very large (see Figure 1),
although a fracture can have a considerable areal extent. The fracture can, therefore, only store a limited
volume of water. The major storage units of water in Karoo aquifers must therefore be the for mations them-
selves, while bedding-parallel fractures provide the main conduits of water to boreholes.
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Figurel Photograph of the water-yielding fracture in a core sample from the Campus Test Site.

The first indication of the important role that bedding-parallel fractures play in the ability of Karoo
boreholes to yield water came from an analysis of the cores from the core-boreholes drilled on the Campus
Test Site and Dewetsdorp. These cores showed that the water-yielding fractures in the boreholes on these
sitesare parallel to the bedding planes of the Karoo formations, and therefore mainly horizontally orientated.
This conclusion was further confirmed by observations made during the drilling of boreholes at Philippolis
and Rouxville. The study of the regional fracture development in the sediments, in and around Bloemfontein,
also supports this conclusion and, moreover, showed that subvertical fractures only provide conduits for
surface water. The best place to site boreholes in Karoo aquifersis therefore in those areas where bedding-
parallel fractures are present.

The bedding-parallel fracturesin the Karoo formations have alow frequency and weak connectiv-
ity. However, a borehole that does not intersect such a water-yielding fracture, does not have a high
yield. Although thisfact iswell-known to groundwater practitioners, they usually pay very little atten-
tion to the nature of fracture, or how it influences the movement of water in these aquifers. One reason
for thislack of interest is the assumption that the water-yielding fracturesin Karoo aquifers are verti-
cally or subvertically orientated, and do not influence the flow pattern. This assumption seems to have
been quite common amongst geologists, judging from their reaction when the first cores showed the
fracturesto be horizontally orientated. Thus it seems natural to ask: why do bedding-parallel fractures
exist in the Karoo formations?

A major feature of the Karoo landscape in the southern Free State and adjacent areas is the presence of
circular doleritic dykes. A review of the historical evolution of the Karoo Supergroup of geological forma-
tions, suggested that these dykes were formed by the intrusion of magma, in the form of laccoliths. This
interpretation may be controversial, but has an advantage over conventional interpretations in that it pro-
vides a natural explanation for the existence of the structures, without invoking some rather esoteric
mechanisms. Another advantage of the interpretation is that the theory behind the intrusions suggests that
the intrusions would have bent and weakened the overlying Karoo strata, thereby creating the necessary
conditions for bedding-parallel fractures to form. Bedding-parallel fractures could thus have formed, either
during the intrusions themselves, or during the uplift that accompanied the weathering of the overlying
layers. Bedding-parallel fractures may therefore be present in areas that seemingly are not directly con-
nected to dolerite dykes. Thismay explain why 63% of the 1 245 boreholesthat Burger et al. (1981) surveyed
in the districts of Bethulie, Springfontein and Trompsburg are not situated near dolerite dykes. The water-
yielding, bedding-parallel fracture on the CampusTest Site, which iscertainly not associated with any dolerite
dyke, may also owe its existence to such a laccalithic intrusion. For, as shown by the geological model of
Bloemfontein and its immediate surroundings, developed as part of this project, the city is situated on a
dome-shaped structure, typical of laccolithic intrusions.
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There are anumber of very important consequences, particularly for the management of Karoo aquifers,
that can be derived from the present project. Thefirst, and perhaps most important one, is that the behaviour
of boreholesin Karoo aquifers should differ from aquifers in which the flow is horizontal. This conclusion
has been confirmed by a number of hydraulic tests, performed at the Campus Test Site, Philippolis and
Rouxville. What typically happened in these testsisthat the water level in the pumped borehole at first drops
continuously, until it reaches a depth of approximately 2 m above awater-yielding fracture. Here, the water
level stabilizes, for as long as the fracture can sustain the yield. This phenomenon repeats itself for every
water-yielding fracture that the borehole intersects, only to drop to the pump intake, if the test is performed
long enough. The water level, nevertheless, recovers almost instantaneously to the depth of the fracture, and
then gradually when the pump is switched off or the discharge rate is decreased. At no stage, however, did
the water levelsin nearby observation boreholes, even those that inter sect the same water-yielding fracture,
drop below the fracture in any of the tests.

It was very difficult to explain the ‘fracture-controlled’ behaviour of boreholesin a Karoo aquifer from
the field observations alone. One possibility that did emerge though, is that the behaviour is caused by the
fact that water has to flow from the Karoo formations to the bedding-parallel fractures before it reaches the
borehole. The major flow direction in a stressed Karoo aquifer therefore seems to be vertical and not hori-
zontal, as is commonly assumed in groundwater flow models. This means that it will be difficult, if not
impossible, to study the behaviour of these aquifers without the use of athree-dimensional flow model.

Three-dimensional mathematical models of groundwater flow are not very popular in geohydrological
circles, mainly for two reasons. Thefirst isthat such modelsrequire considerably morefield dataand sophis-
ticated computer resources than an equival ent two-dimensional model. The second isthat very little attention
is usually paid to the geometry and structure of an aquifer in field investigations, factors that are of prime
importance in the development of three-dimensional flow models. Fortunately there were sufficient obser-
vational data available to develop such a model for the Campus Test Site. The three-dimensional computer
program, SaT3, developed in a previous contract with the Water Research Commission (Verwey and Botha,
1992), was therefore adapted and used to develop a numerical model for the Campus Test Site. This model
showed that the piezometric head declines constantly throughout the fracture, during the time a boreholeis
pumped. The piezometric cone in the fracture thus does not widen with time, asis conventionally assumed,
but always keeps the same shape, as the piezometric heads decrease. The piezometric gradient, and thus the
dischargerate, from the fracture to the borehole must therefore remain constant during thetime aboreholeis
pumped. There thus exists a limit to the rate at which a borehole in a Karoo aquifer can be pumped—a
conclusion supported by the observation that the phenomenon is only observed if the discharge rate of a
borehole is above a certain value. Thislimiting rate does not depend on the conventional hydraulic param-
eters, transmissivity and storativity, but the hydraulic conductivities and specific storativities of both the
fracture and rock matrix, and the areal extent of the fracture. It is thus imperative that the geometry of a
Karoo aquifer must be known, before the aquifer is developed for the supply of water to larger communities.

The geometry of Karoo aquifers, outlined above, differs completely from that of the media usually
considered in the literature on aquifer hydraulics, particularly in horizontal flow models. The hydraulic
parameters, transmissivity and storativity, derived from conventional two-dimensional horizontal flow mod-
els, are therefore meaningless for Karoo aquifers. No wonder that previous investigators experienced
difficulties in interpreting their hydraulic test data. The only way to study the behaviour of a Karoo aquifer
is through a three-dimensional conceptual model. The common practice of analysing hydraulic test data
from these aquifers with horizontal flow models should therefore be discouraged.

Thereis, unfortunately, not sufficient information or appropriate computer equi pment availablein South
Africato run athree-dimensional groundwater model on aroutine basis. Although steps should be taken to
correct the situation if Karoo aquifers are to play a significant rolein the future water budget of the country,
it is unrealistic to expect that this will be achieved in the short term. A new two-dimensional vertical flow
model for the analysis of hydraulic test data was therefore devel oped towards the end of the project, when it
became clear that the flow in Karoo aquifersis mainly vertical. The model is therefore still not fully devel-
oped, but case studies have shown that it at least yields more realistic hydraulic parameters than horizontal
two-dimensional flow models. However, this two-dimensional representation will not be suitable for a man-
agement model of these aquifers

Another interesting result that followed from the three-dimensional model of the Campus Test Site is
that the water level in an open borehol e represents an average of the piezometric levelsin the fracture and the
aquifer, weighted in favour of the piezometric level in the fracture. It isthus difficult to decide precisely how
to interpret the water levelsin open boreholes. Future observations of Karoo aquifers should therefore pref-
erably be conducted with piezometers. This may add to the cost in developing these aquifers, but one will
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then be ableto interpret the results meaningfully, and at the same time to collect the datarequired by athree-
dimensional model.

The limited capacity of awater-yielding fractureimplies that it can easily be dewatered, with a number
of undesirable consequences, of which the first and most obvious oneis areduction in the borehol€e'syield.
However, there are other and more serious consequences that may take a long time to become noticeable.
For exampl e, the three-dimensional model of the Campus Test Site has shown that the flow velocitiesin the
fracture are very high. The borehole and pump may then become clogged with mud particles set |oose by the
high flow velocities. A fully, or even partially, dewatered fracture may of course also deform, and even
collapse.

Deformation in an aquifer or borehole is usually neglected in the management and operation of bore-
holes. However, there are strong indications that deformations of water-yielding fracturesin Karoo aquifers
are more common than usually thought. The complaint ‘ my borehole hasdried up’, often heard from people
who depend on Karoo aquifers for their water supply, may indeed be the result of a collapsed fracture. This
interpretation is supported by the observation that it is often possible to drill a new, successful borehole
within ashort distance from the one that ‘ dried up’. Another, less spectacular, but probably related phenom-
enon, is a borehole whose yield decreases with time. The phenomenon has never been discussed in the
literature to the knowledge of the authors, but discussions with farmersindicated that it is quite common in
Karoo boreholes, especially those older than 10 years. Hydraulic tests performed during the project also
indicated that the deformation of aboreholein aKaroo aquifer may affect itsyield adversely. Unfortunately,
none of these observations could provide an estimate of the magnitude of such a deformation This only
became apparent when the high-yielding Borehole UO5 on the Campus Test Site wasimaged with an acous-
tic televiewer in June 1996. Theimage, reproduced in Figure 2, becomes more remarkable if one comparesit
with the calliper traces of two previous geological surveys of the same borehole, also reproduced in Figure 2.

Figure2 Calliper (left) and acoustic scanner (centre) images of Borehole UO5 on the Campus Test
Site. The tadpoles on the right show the orientation of the various fractures (the thin black
lines on the scanner image).

The water-bearing fracture is situated within the fracture zone, at 23,0 — 23,3 m in Borehole UO5, at a
depth of 23,116 m. The zoneis also clearly visiblein two previous geophysical surveys of the borehole; the
first one carried out on 1992-06-04 and the second on 1993-12-01. However, neither the subvertical fracture
(between 22,5 and 23,0 m) nor the highly warped zone (at 23,8 m) appears on the scans of these surveys.
These features, therefore, must have devel oped between the survey of 1993-12-01 and 1996-06-02; the date
when the acoustic scanner image was taken.

It is difficult to explain the deformations in Borehole UO5 at the moment. One possibility is that they
formed through the reactivation of existing planes of weakness, caused by the extensive hydraulic tests
performed on the borehole. Nevertheless, they do show that deformations, be it only of boreholes, may be
more common in Karoo aquifers than previously thought.

In conclusion it can be said that thereislittle doubt that the behaviour of boreholesin Karoo aquifersis
completely determined by the presence of bedding-parallel fractures, which are mainly horizontally orien-
tated. Thisdoes not mean that there are no vertical or subvertical fracturesin these aquifers, or that they play
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an insignificant role, but only that they do not influence the behaviour of boreholes significantly. Indeed,
there are indications that vertical and subvertical fractures play a significant role in recharging the aquifers.
For, as shown by the contour map in Figure 4.39 of Kirchner et al. (1991), Karoo aquifers are not recharged
locally, but only in the surrounding hill tops, which usually contain large numbers of vertical fractures.

6 RECOMMENDATIONS

The most important conclusion of the present study isthat Karoo aquifers may contain significant quantities
of water, but that their complex geometry makes it difficult to withdraw the water reliably. Thereis thus no
reason, in principle, why Karoo aquifers cannot make a significant contribution to the water budget of the
country. The only prerequisite isthat they are managed properly, and according to their basic physical prop-
erties, although thisis probably more easily said than done. This conclusion, admittedly, differs considerably
from the conventional interpretation of the aquifers. However, it is the only conclusion the project team is
aware of that allows one to interpret the observed behaviour of the aquifers concisely and consistently.

The present interpretation of Karoo aquifers emerged from astudy of the history of the aquifers, and the
interpretation of alimited number of hydraulic tests with a three-dimensional numerical model. Neverthe-
less, it did show that one will have to take the three-dimensional nature of the aquifers into account, in
managing the aquifers. However, this should not be so much of a problem, provided that the following
prerequisites are met.

It iswell-known that any management model is useless, unless supported by sound and accurate meas-
urements. Unfortunately, previous studies of Karoo aquifers were usually based on the assumption that flow
in these aquifersis horizontal. Little attention was therefore paid to the three-dimensionality of these aqui-
fers. Future studies should therefore try to correct this imbalance in the observational data.

The success in implementing the recommended approach will ultimately depend on the solution of two
related problems—what observational techniquesto use, and how to gather, store and manipulate the obser-
vational data. The observational equipment available today, such as packers, are expensive and their
applicability often limited. Special attention should thus be given to develop less expensive, and more ap-
propriate observational equipment. The present attempt at the Institute for Groundwater Studies to develop
more suitable and less expensive packers should thus be encouraged. Attention should also be given to
incorporate more innovative techniques, such asin situ flow measurements, into the observations. Neverthe-
less, there are some stepsthat can be taken immediately, without increasing the cost of the study exorbitantly.
These include:

(a) Detailed geological logs must be kept of all new boreholes drilled in Karoo aquifers, with special

emphasis on the depths of water strikes.

(b) At least one observation borehole should be drilled, for every production borehole, and equipped

with piezometers.

(c) Every production borehole should be equiped with a flow meter.

(d) The discharge rates of production boreholes and piezometric levels in the observation boreholes

should be measured routinely and stored in a suitable database.

Experience at Philippolis has shown that the local population are quite prepared to gather the necessary
information, accurately and reliably, if they are trained sufficiently and given the reason for collecting the
data. No severe difficulties are thus foreseen with the gathering of the data. The storage and manipulation of
the observational data are another matter, however. As anyone with experience in three-dimensional model-
ling knows, such models are quite complex, cannot be duplicated at will, require special computer resources
and highly trained personnel. It may thus be worthwhile for the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry to
establish a specia unit that controls Karoo aquifers, and directs their management, operation and future
investigations.

The single most important prerequisite to satisfy the program outlined above, is also perhaps the most
difficult to achieve; that is, to change the attitude of groundwater practitioners. Considerable progress has
been made in the physics and chemistry of groundwater flow, yet these new principles are often shrugged off
with theremark: ‘... it cannot easily be used by practitioners’, or the present methods are quite adequate, so
why bother with new methods? As Sir Winston Churchill once said: ‘Men occasionally stumble over the
truth, but most pick themselves up and hurry off as if nothing ever happened.’ It is therefore important to
remember that Nature behaves in its own subtle ways, and not as prescribed by man. The possibility thus
aways exists that factors discarded today in managing Karoo aquifers, may have devastating effects on the
future behaviour of the aquifer. Since the Karoo aquifers have not been used extensively until recently, and
groundwater moves very slowly, there may still be a chance to avoid such a disaster, but only if appropriate
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observational and managerial techniques areimplemented now. Thiswill not only ensure that future genera-
tions will still be able to withdraw water from the aquifers, but can also lead to a considerable reduction in
development costs, if recent experiences in the oil industry (Clementz, 1997) can be used as a measure.

All known physical properties of Karoo aquifers were included in the computer program used to estab-
lish the three-dimensional model for the Campus Test Site. However, as pointed out in Chapter 2, it isalmost
impossible to achieve this objective in an initial study. The present version of the computer program is no
exception to this rule. For example, the model does not take the deformation of the fracture or the aquifer
into account. The simulated flow velocities near the fracture in a pumped borehole are aso very high. A
future version of the model, therefore, may have to be based on the more general Navier-Stokes eguation,
rather than on the conventional groundwater flow equation. However, there does not exist sufficient obser-
vational datato justify such adrastic revision of the model at the moment. It is therefore recommended that
particular attention be given to: (@) the behaviour of the in situ flow field, and (b) the deformation of the
water-yielding fractures, and aquifers as well, in future investigations of Karoo aquifers.

The most controversial aspects in using Karoo aquifers for water-supply purposes are probably to site
suitable production boreholes and to determine the depth where the water will be struck. These problems
were not addressed specifically in this study, but were especially noticeablein theinvestigations at Rouxville.
Here, water was struck only at depths greater than 90 m, in contrast to the depths of 2030 m, at Campus Test
Site, Dewetsdorp and Philippolis. None of the available geophysical techniques is able to detect at what
depths water will be struck, or delineate the bedding-paralel fractures in Karoo aquifers. It is therefore
recommended that attention should be given to more innovative geophysical techniquesthat may solve these
problems.

A particularly interesting method that promises to solve both problems at once is the nuclear magnetic
resonance method (Schirov et al., 1991). This method is based on properties of the hydrogen nucleus itself.
It should thus not be influenced by clay, or other electrically conductive layers that appear frequently in
Karoo formations and influence el ectromagnetic techniques adversely.

Another technique that seems equally promising is a seismic method which uses the drill bit as the
seismic source (Rector and Marion, 1991). This method is able to provide real time data on the structure of
the aguifer and the horizons below the drill bit. However, it may be necessary to analyse the data with more
sophisticated techniques than is commonly used in seismic work, including the paper of Rector and Marion
(1991), if the method is to be applied successfully.

Irrigation farmers are perhaps the people that benefit most from Karoo aquifers at the moment. How-
ever, the water canon and sprinkler systems they use are inefficient and a waste of water. An attempt should
therefore be made to encourage them to use more efficient irrigation methods, such as drip- and micro-
irrigation systems. Experience in Israel has shown that these systems conserve considerable quantities of
water and increase the crop production at the same time. Moreover, the systems do not require high-yielding
boreholes, and are thereforeideal for Karoo aquifers. Anirrigation farmer who installs one of these systems,
therefore, will not only increase the productivity of hisfarm, but will also contribute to the conservation of
perhaps the most precious natural resource in South Africa: water.

Boreholes are, undoubtedly, the most cost-effective method to withdraw water from an aquifer. How-
ever, the dependence of a borehole’s yield on the presence and properties of a fracture raises the question
whether boreholes are the best method with which to withdraw water from Karoo aquifers. Although some
of the adverse effects can be limited by pumping and spacing the boreholes judiciously, it may still be
advantageous to introduce other production methods, such as the ganats of the ancient Persians, in future
studies of these aquifers.

7 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The prime objective of the project was to try to understand the physical behaviour of secondary aquifersin
South Africa better, and to use this information to develop improved and/or new techniques for the imple-
mentation and analysis of hydraulic testsin secondary aquifers. However, it became clear intheinitial study
that the Karoo aquifers require special attention. The project thereafter concentrated exclusively on these
aquifers, with the permission of the Steering Committee.

As discussed in the main report, considerable progress has been made in this regard. This appliesin
particular to the attempt made to understand the physical nature of the aquifers better. These aquifers occur
in highly stratified and alternating layers of mudstones, sandstones and siltstones, sparsely intersected by
very few horizontal bedding-parallel fractures, which act as the main conduits of water for boreholes. The
geometry of the aquifers therefore differs completely from that of the media, conventionally used in the
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description of aquifers. Nevertheless, the study has shown that the aquifers should be able to supply in all
reasonable demands for water, provided that they are managed properly, and in accordance with the princi-
ples underlying their physical behaviour.

Two computer programs, the one based on the full three-dimensional representation of the aquifers and
the other a simplified two-dimensional representation, were developed during the project. These programs
will not only enable future researchers to interpret the results of hydraulic tests in these aquifers more con-
sistently, but also to manage Karoo aquifers more consistently. The three-dimensional program can also be
used to elucidate the behaviour of the aquifers in those cases where there is a lack of observational data.
Interested researchers and practitioners can obtain copies of both programsfrom the I nstitute for Groundwater
Studies. The three-dimensional program is still in research form, but there is a user-friendly Windows 95
version of the two-dimensional program.

The only original objectives of the project that could not be fulfilled were to represent the geometry of
the aquifers with fractals and the development of hydraulic tests that reflect the geometry of the aquifer and
not only its hydraulic parameters.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 GENERAL

Water, particularly fresh or potable water, is indispensable for all man’s activities on earth. Approximately
75% of the total volume of fresh water on earth is frozen in glaciers, while rivers and lakes hold approxi-
mately 0,33%. The remaining 24,67% occurs as groundwater (Chorley, 1969; Zumberge and Nelson, 1984).
Since the water in glaciersisnot available for general consumption, groundwater forms the largest source of
fresh water available to man.

The situation in South Africa, however, is complicated because of the nature of the aquifers. Here
groundwater is usually regarded as an unreliable source of water. The result is that groundwater contributes
only 10% to the national water budget (Department of Water Affairs, 1986). The surface water resources,
however, have now almost been exploited to their limits. South Africa, therefore, will have to make greater
use of its groundwater resources in the future, to meet the demand of the growing population, and alsoin a
more efficient manner. Thisis especially truein the semi-arid and arid central and western regions of South
Africa, which cover approximately 66% of the country (Department of Water Affairs, 1986), wherethere are
no major rivers, or other surface sources. The majority of the inhabitants in these areas therefore depend on
groundwater for their water supply. A large part of these regions, and approximately 50% of the country asa
whole, isunderlain by the so-called Karoo Supergroup of geological formations (see Figure 1-1). The poten-
tial thus existsthat aquifersin the Karoo Supergroup can make a significant contribution to the water budget
of the country. Unfortunately, Karoo aquifers have avery complex and unpredictable behaviour. The general
view is thus that Karoo aquifers are not reliable sources of water, although there are boreholes which have
provided the residents of farms and towns sustainably with water for many years.

A magjor characteristic of the Karoo Supergroup, which consists mainly of sandstones, mudstones, shales
and siltstones, istheir low permeability. The mgjority of boreholes drilled in the Karoo formations therefore
have very low yields (< 3,6 m® h't). Indeed, the common view is that Karoo aquifers do not contain large
guantities of groundwater, hence the name Karoo, which is the Hottentot word for dry. However, large
volumes of groundwater are pumped from mines and the basements of buildings daily in areas underlain by
the Karoo formations, which is not what one would expect from aquifers with alimited yield. A number of
studies, of which the one by Kirchner et al. (1991) was perhaps the most detailed, were therefore undertaken
in the past in an attempt to utilize these aquifers more efficiently.

1.2 BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY

The main objective in the study of Kirchner and co-workers was to determine the recharge potential of the
Karoo aquifers. To achieve this, they had to know the storage capacity of the aquifers. Two approaches were
used for this purpose. Thefirst was to determine the storativity of the aquifers through hydraulic tests, and the
second to study the water balance of the aquifers. Since the Karoo Supergroup consists of sedimentary rocks,
they assumed that their hydraulic tests could be analysed with the classical Theis equation. However, this
yielded storativity values ~10°%, three orders of magnitude smaller than that obtained from the water balance
studies. Sincetheresult of the water balance studies agreed more with the historical operation of the aquifers,
Kirchner and his co-workers assumed that the result from the hydraulic tests was wrong, and neglected it.
Although there exist other methods with which the hydraulic parameters of an aquifer can be deter-
mined, the hydraulic (or pumping) test still remains the much preferred method. In this method, one first
observes a series of water levels, and then tries to fit them to a so-called type curve, which depends on the
hydraulic parameters. The main reason for the popularity of the method is that there exist alarge number of
graphical techniques that can be used in fitting the data (Kruseman and De Ridder, 1991), although auto-
mated techniques are now available (Duffield and Rumbaugh, 1991). However, the method does not differ
essentially from the classical method of curve-fitting. The danger thus always exists that the data can be

-1 -
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fitted to a wrong type curve asillustrated in Figure 1-2. The application of these methods is thus not as
straightforward as textbooks would like one to believe. This applies particularly in cases where the behav-
iour of the aquifer may deviate from the basi c assumptions made in the derivation of the type curve. It isthus
imperative that the practitioner of the method should make sure that the type curve he or sheis using, is
indeed applicable to the aquifer, as illustrated by the work of Boehmer and Boonstra (1986) on intrusive
dykesin the Karoo sediments.

10t -
—~ 10°L
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a 10"
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Figure1l-2 Exampleof thefit between water levels, in atwo-layer confined aquifer and the Neuman type
curve for a phreatic aquifer, taken from Botha and Verwey (1992).

There was therefore a strong possibility that the methods Kirchner et al. (1991) used to analyse their
hydraulic tests, misrepresented the aquifers' properties and physical behaviour. It was thus quite natural for
them to doubt the results of their hydraulic tests. Unfortunately, too little information was available at that
stage on the nature of Karoo aquifers to try to determine precisely what the problem was. The Water Re-
search Commission was thus approached with the request to fund a more detailed investigation of these and
other hard-rock aquifersin South Africa.

1.3 OBJECTIVESOF THE STUDY

The objectives of the present study as set out in the original project proposal to the Water Research
Commission were as follows:

(& Aninvestigation of the nature and behaviour of secondary aquifers, with special referenceto the
applicability and reliability of existing conceptual models for the description and analysis of
hydraulic tests, conducted in these aquifers.

(b) The development of improved and/or new techniques for the implementation and analysis of
hydraulic tests in secondary aquifers.

(c) Integration of the improved and/or new techniques, developed in (b), into a user-friendly com-
puter package for the analysis of hydraulic testsin secondary aquifers.

The original idea was to cover all the major secondary aquifers that occur in South Africa—Karoo,
dolomitic, igneous and metamorphic—in the project. Since Karoo aquifers were the most accessible to the
project team, it was natural to start the investigations with these. However, it soon became clear that the
behaviour of these aquifers does not conform to the behaviour of conventional aquifers as described in the
literature. This presented the project team with a difficult decision—abandon Karoo aquifers and continue
with the others, or concentrate exclusively on Karoo aquifers and try to understand their behaviour. Since
Karoo aquifers are the most extensive type of aquifer present in South Africa, the latter alternative was put to
the Steering Committee of the project, who accepted it. The discussion in this report istherefore limited to
Karoo aquifers, to which the research effort was thereafter restricted.
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A Technical Committee appointed by the Steering Committee decided during a field visit in March
1994, that the project could benefit from a more detailed analysis of the structural and geological aspects of
Karoo formations. They therefore requested that Dr. W.P. Colliston and Mr. J.C. Loock of the Department of
Geology at the University of the Free State should become active co-workers on the project, and that the
duration of the project be extended by one year. The objectives of this extension as set out in the revised final
contract with the Water Research Commission were as follows:

(@) To provide an integrated geological working model for the sandstone/shale aquifer(s) at the
Campus Test Site of the Ingtitute for Groundwater Studies. This model may be used to supple-
ment and test the current and future numerical models for fractured aquifers as for example
those deveveloped by the Institute for Groundwater Studies at the UOFS.

(b) To determine and assess the association of structural geological planar structures (e.g. joints,
fractures and faults) and sedimentol ogy (pal aoflow direction, grain framework and microstruc-
ture) with potential groundwater reservoirsin the competent rocks of the Karoo Supergroup.

(c) Representation of the aquifers’ geometry by means of fractals.

(d) Thedevelopment of hydraulic teststhat will also reflect the geometry of the aquifer and not only
itsrelational parameters, asis the case with existing methods.

The attainment of these objectives was, unfortunately, hampered by two unexpected developments. The
first was a considerable delay in the approval for the continuation of the project, and the second the resigna-
tion of Mr. J.P. Verwey, the key researcher responsible for the field investigations. The result was that the
field work had to be restricted to the Campus Test Site, and that none of the more esoteric aquifer tests
envisaged in the motivation for the continuation of the project, could be performed. However, this loss was
somewhat offset by the information gained during the co-operation with the Consulting Engineers, Cahi De
Vries, in the development of a new well-field for the Municipality of Philippolis, and later also for the
Municipality of Rouxville.

14 METHODOLOGY USED INTHE INVESTIGATIONS
1.4.1 TheNature of Groundwater Motion

Groundwater does not exist in a vacuum, but in the interstices that occur naturally in all geological forma-
tions on earth. There are thus essentially three research fields that need to be considered in a scientific study
of groundwater phenomena.

(8 Theenvironment, i.e. the geological formationsin which groundwater flow occurs.

(b) A study of the interactions between the water and the geological formations.

(c) Theformal description of the interactions.

Thefirst step in the study of any aquifer should thus be to understand the geology of the areain which it
occurs. Although the behaviour of the aquifer will mainly be determined by the current state of the geology,
this state isthe result of an evolutionary process that took place over many years, even millions of years, as
isthe case with Karoo aquifers. It was thus thought worthwhile not to concentrate on the present state of the
Karoo Supergroup alone, but also to look at its historical evolution, asthis may explain some featuresin the
current state that would be difficult to explain otherwise.

The interactions between the water and the geological formations will obviously be controlled by the
laws of physics and chemistry. These laws are embedded in physical theories and described in the conven-
tional language of physics—mathematics. Any discussion of groundwater motion must consequently refer
to elements from these three subjects at one time or another.

A theory isin essence an abstract and general description of a natural phenomenon, or a group of such
phenomena. To apply it to a particular object of study, such as a specific aquifer, requires that one must develop
what Botha (1994) calls a conceptual model for the object. A conceptual model is nothing more than a mental
interpretation of the object, and can be expressed in any convenient form. However, the easiest method to relate
the model to the underlying theory isto couch it also in the mathematical 1anguage of physics.

142 Experimental Sites

The geology and the behaviour of the aquifers were mainly studied at five experimental sites, developed
specifically for this project, and during the development of water supply schemes for the Municipalities of
Philippolis and Rouxville. The first experimental site, henceforth referred to as the Campus Test Site, is
situated on the Campus of the University of the Free Statein Bloemfontein, and the other four at Dewetsdorp,



Structure of the Report 5

77 km east of Bloemfontein.

Five percussion boreholes, scattered across the Campus Test Site, existed at the beginning of the project
in 1992. These boreholes were drilled by the Department of Geohydrology at the University of the Free
State, to whom the site belongs. The first step was thus to drill an additional 11 percussion boreholes on the
site. Thefirst 10 of these boreholes were drilled with funds from the Water Research Commission, while the
other one was drilled by the Department of Geohydrology. Six of these boreholes were drilled specifically
with the view to perform cross-borehole packer tests, since the work at Atlantis (Botha et al., 1990) sug-
gested that it is an ideal method to use in the investigation of hard-rock aquifers. The other five boreholes
were drilled mainly to try to clarify anomalies, observed in the water levels of the newly drilled six and the
existing five boreholes. An additional 15 boreholes have since been drilled on the site. Seven of these addi-
tional boreholes are core-boreholes, drilled by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry and the other
eight percussion boreholes drilled by the Department of Geohydrology. The Department of Geohydrology
aso installed piezometers in three of the percussion boreholes on the Campus Test Site.

There are 19 percussion boreholes on the test sites at Dewetsdorp. Eleven of these were drilled as part of
this project, while seven were drilled by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry as part of the project
of Kirchner et al. (1991). The other borehole, for which no information is available, has been used for years
by the Municipality of Dewetsdorp for production purposes. The Department of Water Affairs and Forestry
aso drilled two core-boreholes on two of the sites.

The results for the Rouxville project have not been published, but the investigations and the various
production fields at Philippolis have been described by Bothaet al. (1996), to which the reader isreferred for
more detailed information.

15 STRUCTURE OF THE REPORT

Geohydrologists have always assumed that fractures play an important role in the behaviour of Karoo aqui-
fers. A logical conclusion isthusthat one should study these aquifers with the methods devised for fractured
aquifers. However, the picture that emerged from the cores of the core-boreholes drilled on the Campus Test
Site and Dewetsdorp differs substantially from the conventional interpretation of fractured aquifers. This
applies especially to the orientation and distribution of fractures, and the role they play in the movement of
water through the aquifer.

As pointed out in Chapter 2, the behaviour of an aquifer is primarily determined by the geometry of the
voidsin therock matrix of the aquifer. It istherefore of the utmost importance that methods should be found
with which the void geometry of an aquifer can be studied. Three complementary methods that seemed to be
particularly useful for this purpose: detailed geological studies of the aquifer, geophysical surveysand math-
ematical models are consequently also discussed in Chapter 2.

There can be little doubt that the physical properties of Karoo aquifers are related to the palaso-environ-
ment that existed at the time when the various Karoo formations were deposited. This deposition, which
occurred during the Carboniferous, Permian, Triassic and early Jurassic ages (300 to 193 million years ago),
and the glacial, marine, deltaic and fluvia to amlian environments in which took place, is described in
Chapter 3. These pal a-environments were responsible for amajor characteristic of Karoo formations—the
presence of alternating layers of mudstones, sandstones, siltstones and shales.

The Karoo sedimentation was ended by widespread volcanism that occurred during the late Triassic to
early Cretaceous age, 204—120 million years ago. This magmatic activity, which can be related to the tec-
tonic movement of Gondwanaland, is discussed in Chapter 4, where it is argued that the numerous ring
dykes in the Karoo Landscape were caused by the intrusion of magmain the form of laccoliths. Thisinter-
pretation may be controversial, but providesanatural explanation for the existence of the structures, something
that the conventional interpretation cannot explain, without invoking some rather esoteric mechanisms. The
interpretation also suggests that the Karoo formations should have another characteristic that may be very
important for the flow of groundwater—the presence of fractures, or weakened zones, along the bedding
planes of the alternating layers.

The geology of the five test sites is discussed in Chapter 5. This study revealed that bedding-parallel
fractures do indeed occur in the Karoo formations, as envisaged in Chapter 4. These fractures have apertures
of 1 mm or less, but can cover areas extending over several thousands of square metres, or perhaps even
several square kilometres. However, the fractures are very sparsely spaced and weakly connected. The geo—
metry of Karoo aquiferstherefore deviates considerably from that of the media commonly considered in the
literature on groundwater.

An interesting feature that emerged from the structural -stratigraphic mapping of Bloemfontein and its
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immediate surroundings, which is also discussed in Chapter 5, is the north-easterly trending megascopic
domal structure on which Bloemfontein is situated. This structure is very reminiscent of what one would
expect of alaccolithic intrusion.

The information in Chapter 5 is combined with field observationsin Chapter 6 to try to understand the
behaviour of Karoo aquifers better. This exercise showed that the yields of boreholes in these aquifers are
ultimately controlled by the bedding-parallel fractures and layered nature of the Karoo formations. This
means that it will be difficult to describe the behaviour of these aquifers without the use of a three-dimen-
sional representation of the aquifer.

Another rather disturbing result that emerged from this study is that Karoo formations, and thus aqui-
fers, may readily be deformed by pumping water from them. This will not only affect the ability of these
aquifersto store and yield water, but can also have a considerable impact on mass transport in the aquifers.
Unfortunately, very little is known about these deformations at the moment.

Three-dimensional mathematical models of groundwater flow are not very popular in geohydrological
circles, mainly for two reasons. Thefirst isthat such modelsrequire considerably morefield dataand sophis-
ticated computer resources than an equival ent two-dimensional model. The second isthat infield investigations
very little attention is usually paid to those factors that are important in three-dimensional flow, such as the
geometry and structure of the aquifer. However, the discussion in Chapter 6 shows that it will be difficult to
explain the fracture-controlled behaviour of boreholes in Karoo aquifers without a three-dimensional nu-
merical model. The three-dimensional computer program, Sat3, developed in a previous contract with the
Water Research Commission (Verwey and Botha, 1992), was therefore adapted and used to develop a nu-
merical model for the Campus Test Site. The development of the model is discussed in Chapter 7, and its
practical application, calibration and verification in Chapter 8.

The actual application of the model to the Campus Test Siteis described in Chapter 9. Two very interest-
ing results that emerged from this model are: (@) flow towards a borehole is restricted to the plane of the
fracture, and (b) the water-yielding fracture can be completely dewatered near the borehol e without affecting
the piezometric levels farther away adversely. Thereisthus a possibility that the water-yielding fracture can
be deformed if the discharge rate of a production boreholeis too high.

Although the three-dimensional computer program provides an excellent tool for studies of the general
behaviour of aKaroo aquifer, the program istoo complex to use on aroutine basis. Thisappliesin particular
to situations where one wants agood, but not necessarily accurate, estimate of the hydraulic parameters of an
aquifer. The field observations and the numerical model of the Campus Test Site in Chapter 9 have shown
that groundwater flows mainly in the vertical direction in astressed Karoo aquifer. This suggested that some
of themajor featuresin the behaviour of aKaroo aquifer could be described with atwo-dimensional vertical
flow model. This model, derived from the three-dimensional model by integrating the radial direction in the
three-dimensional flow equation out, is described in Chapter 10, and used in the estimation of hydraulic
parameters for Karoo aquifers with satisfactory results.

The report concludes with a few comments on the behaviour of Karoo aquifers observed during the
project, but which could not beinvestigated fully, aswell asrecommendations for futurework in Chapter 11.




CHAPTER 2

THE PHYSICAL BEHAVIOUR OF AN AQUIFER

21 INTRODUCTION

The physical behaviour of an aquifer is ultimately determined by the interactions between the water and the
rock matrix in which the aquifer occurs. Although other interactions exist, thereis no doubt that the adhesive
force between the water molecules and the boundaries of the voids in the rock matrix is the most basic
interaction. This force can be described mathematically by Laplace’s equation (Bear, 1972)

O
(p, - n)=o§+é5 (2.2)

where oisthe surface tension of water, p, and p, the outer and inner pressure on the water surface, and r, and
r, theradii of curvature of the water surface, which is determined by the void’'s geometry. The flow of water
through an aquifer isthusin the first place determined by the geometry of the voids in the rock matrix of the
aquifer. A good knowledge of the void geometry is therefore of the utmost importance in the study of an
aquifer’s behaviour.

The dependence of an aquifer’s behaviour on the void geometry isso basic that it israrely mentioned in
groundwater literature. The most common approach is simply to assume that the rock matrix can be repre-
sented as a porous medium, and then forget it (Black, 1993). It is only when the observations cannot be
reconciled with the behaviour of a porous medium, that other media are considered. However, such a change
in the representation of the rock matrix should be made, not merely because the observations cannot be
reconciled, but rather on sound physical evidence. The first step to take in the study of any aquifer should
therefore be to determine the geometry of its voids.

A major reason for the neglect of the void geometry in aquifer studies is that there do not exist very
efficient methods that can be used for this purpose. Indeed, there are only two classes of methods available
for this purpose—geol ogical methods and geophysical methods. These methods are discussed in more detail
in Section 2.2 below.

Themodern scientist isusually not satisfied with mere observations of a given phenomenon. What he or
shereally wantsto do, istry to relate the various observations with one another, and predict the behaviour of
the phenomenonunder various conditions in the future. In the exact sciences, this objective is achieved by
developing a suitable theory for the phenomenon. A similar approach is also applied in geohydrology, but
instead of referring to atheory, geohydrologists seem to prefer the word model, without specifying precisely
what they mean by the term. This aspect together with some problems associated with one of the most basic
tools used to investigate the behaviour of an aquifer—hydraulic tests— are discussed further in Section 2.3.

2.2 DETERMINATION OF AN AQUIFER'SVOID GEOMETRY
2.2.1 Geological Methods

The geometry of voids at any point in the earth’s subsurface is closely related to the geological formation
present at that point. The easiest way to get an idea of the void geometry of an aquifer is therefore to know
the geology of the areain which the aquifer issituated. Thefirst step to determine the behaviour of an aquifer
must thus always be to determine the geology of the formation, or formations, in which the aquifer occurs.

The geological methods, commonly used to determine the geology of an area—field surveys, geological
maps, aerial photography and satellite imagery—unfortunately tend to concentrate more on properties of the
earth’s surface. Such surveys can certainly provide useful information on the areal extent of an aquifer, and on
the influence man may have on the behaviour of the aquifer, but not the geometry of the voidsin the aquifer,
since aquifersgenerally occur at depth. It isthusimportant to supplement areal surveyswith surveysin depth.

-7 —
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One in-depth method that can be applied quite easily, is to compile a geological profile of a borehole.
There are basically two approaches that can be used for this purpose. The first isto usethe drill chips jected
during the drilling of a borehole, and the second isto drill core-boreholes. Although drill chips cannot yield
the same detailed information as cores, they are always present at the drilling of aborehole. The compilation
of geological profiles should thus really be a standard practice in the drilling industry. Unfortunately, thisis
not the case in South Africa. Core-boreholes, on the other hand, are very expensive to drill. Nevertheless,
they provide such useful information that it is always worthwhile to try and drill afew of them, especially
when developing awell-field in an unknown formation. In fact, it would have been impossible to explain the
behaviour of Karoo aquifers, wereit not for the core-boreholes the Department of Water Affairsand Forestry
drilled on the Campus Test Site and two of the test sites at Dewetsdorp.

Another way in which geology can contribute towards a better knowledge of an aquifer’s behaviour, is
through an understanding of the origin and evolution of the formations that contain the aquifer. This aspect
is so basic, yet geohydrologists do not seem to pay particular attention to it if one looks at the existing
literature. Although such an approach is understandable, information of this kind should not be neglected in
the study of an aquifer’s behaviour. Indeed, it was only when the history of the Karoo Supergroup was taken
into account that the behaviour of Karoo aquifers could be explained in logical and physically acceptable
terms.

2.2.2 Geophysical Methods

It is not unfair to say that Geology is a science of observation when one compares it with some of the more
exact sciences such as Physics and Chemistry. To circumvent this deficiency, geologists often turn to the
latter subjects for more exact measurements. This applies especially in those situations whereinformationis
needed below the soil surface. Geophysical techniques are consequently often employed in groundwater
investigations.

Magnetic airborne surveysare very useful in the structural mapping of an area, particularly to determine
the dominant direction of tectonic movement, and the location of features such as faults, dykes and fracture
zones. However, the mgjority of geophysical surveys (magnetic, electromagnetic, el ectric and gravitational),
used in groundwater investigations, are surface-based. These methods can yield valuable information on the
global geometry of an aquifer, but not of the void geometry. The results are al so often ambiguous, especially
in Karoo aquiferswith its numerous layers of mudstones, sandstones and siltstones. It may thus be necessary
to use a combination of these techniques, to overcome the ambiguities (Partridge and Hubert, 1993). Unfor-
tunately, The methods are very tedious, time-consuming and thus expensive. Geophysical surveys are
consequently often conducted very superficially and then only to site boreholes.

Two new geophysical techniques that seem especially promising for groundwater investigations in the
Karoo formations, are high resolution radio and seismic tomography. In these techniques, one observes the
attenuation of radio and seismic waves by the intervening rock masses between two boreholes. Results from
Karoo aquifers (Wedepohl et al., 1995) indicate that seismic tomography provides excellent information on
the geometry of theintervening rock masses. Radio tomography, on the other hand, can be used to determine
the flow pattern of the groundwater, although not for distances exceeding 50 m.

2.3 GROUNDWATER MODELS
2.3.1 Definition of the Term M odel

Theword model has so many interpretations in groundwater literature, that it is sometimes not clear what is
meant by it (Konikow and Bredehoeft, 1992). This confusion is discussed by Botha (1994), who ascribes it
to thelack of atheory for groundwater motion. It may thus be worthwhileto briefly discusstheterm ‘ theory’
and how it relatesto the word ‘model’, as used in groundwater literature, before proceeding with the discus-
sion on the application of models.

The South African Oxford Dictionary describes the word theory as: ‘a supposition or system of ideas
explaining something, especially one based on general principles independent of particular things to be
explained (e.g. the atomic theory). A theory in the exact sciences thus usually consists of two components:
non-trivial observations of a phenomenon and man’s ability to reason abstractly (Botha, 1994).

It isquite common in establishing atheory for aphenomenon to come across quantities, or interactions,
to borrow aterm from physics, that play abasic rolein thetheory, but cannot be measured directly in general.
What is usually done in such cases, is to relate the interaction to a more directly observable quantity, or
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observable, through a number of constitutive parameters (Botha, 1994). A well-known example of such an
interaction in the theory of groundwater motion is Darcy’s law

g =-KVe(xt)

where q(x, t) is the Darcy velocity, K the hydraulic conductivity tensor and Vo (X, t) the gradient of the
piezometric head.

The results derived from atheory usually take the form of mathematical equations, which may have to
be transformed further before they can be applied to observations of a particular phenomenon. For example,
one hasto prescribe suitable boundary conditions, and then solve the equation, either analytically or numeri-
cally, before the results can be applied to a particular phenomenon if the equation is a differential equation.
It is these transformations, commonly known as the application of a theory in the exact sciences, that are
usually described by the term model, or more specifically, conceptual model, in groundwater literature. The
ideal would thus have been to discard the term model completely, and just use the term theory also in
groundwater. However, the term model is so entrenched in the literature on groundwater, that this will be
difficult. This situation has led Botha (1994) to introduce four types of models.

(@) Mathematical models—used when one wants to refer to the general equations governing the motion
of groundwater.
(b) Conceptual models—used to denote the governing equations in a mathematical model and the auxil-
iary conditions (e.g. boundary conditions) needed to solve the governing equationsfor aspecific aquifer.
(c) Analytical models—used to denote analytical solutions of conceptual models.
(d) Numerical models—used to denote numerical solutions of conceptual models.
This nomenclature will be used exclusively in the discussion that follows.

The main advantage of atheory isthat it supposedly represents the best description of a phenomenon’s
physical behaviour, at a specific moment. The question thus arises of what to do with observations that do
not agree with the theory. The approach, normally followed in the exact sciences, is to repeat the observa-
tions, and discard them if they do not yield consistent results. It is only when the results are repeatedly
inconsistent with the existing theory that scientists begin to doubt the validity of the theory. Experience has
taught that this situation usually arises because the existing theory neglects one or more of the basic interac-
tions that controls the phenomenon. Since a theory is nothing more than a product of the human intellect, it
is usually possible to adapt the theory to the inconsistent new results, or to develop a new theory that can
account for the new and all previousresults. A theory may thus never be complete, but can be very helpful in
understanding the behaviour of a physical phenomenon.

Asmentioned in Section 2.1, the flow of water in an aquifer is controlled mainly by the geometry of its
voids. An ideal theory for groundwater motion should therefore include a description of the void geometry,
which, unfortunately, is usually not known. A common practice in the literature on groundwater phenomena
is thus to assume that the geometry of an aquifer can be represented as a porous matrix in one form or
another. The majority of conceptual models used today in groundwater investigations, are consequently
based on the theory of flow through a porous medium, although not often appreciated as such.

2.3.2 Hydraulic Tests

Onereason for the popularity of porous flow modelsisthat the influence of the matrix geometry on the flow
can be described by afew constitutive parameters, commonly known as hydraulic parameters (Bear, 1972).
The possibility therefore exists that one can describe the flow of a fluid in a porous medium without any
reference to the actual geometry of the matrix if these parameters can be determined experimentally. Thisis
probably the main reason why the geometry of an aquifer is so often neglected in groundwater studies.

It should not be too difficult to determine the hydraulic parameters of atrue porous matrix in which the
flow is not influenced by other factors. Unfortunately, there are not many geological formations whose
geometries compare favourably with that of the hypothetical porous media, usually considered in the phys-
ics of flow through a porous medium. Moreover, the flow in natural aquifersis often controlled by anumber
of other factors. Some of the more important of these are: the reaction of the voids to stresses and strains,
variations in the concentrations of dissolved solids, heterogeneity of geological formations, disturbances
caused by man and the rate at which the aquifer is recharged or discharged. Since it is difficult to measure
these factors directly, geohydrol ogists often try to derive their influence from observations of the pressure
distribution in the aquifer. This quantity is not only easy to measure, but its behaviour must clearly also
reflect the influence of the other factors. Thisled to the introduction of perhaps the most widely used obser-
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vational method in groundwater literature—the hydraulic test.

The first step in a hydraulic, or pumping, test (as it is more commonly, but erroneously, called), is to
stressthe aquifer. Thisisusually done by disturbing the water level in achosen borehole, henceforth referred
to asthe perturbed borehole, and then observe the response of the water levelsin suitably placed observation
boreholes. The hydraulic parameters are then derived by fitting the observed responses of the water levelsto
asuitable analytical model for the aquifer (Kruseman and De Ridder, 1991).

There are three basic difficulties inherent in this approach. The first is: how does one know that the
chosen analytical model represents the aquifer’s geometry and thus physical behaviour accurately? This
question is particularly important when the modeller relies only on a compendium of analytical methods,
such as Kruseman and De Ridder (1991), to choose an analytical model. For, although the authors give a
detailed description of the constraints of each of the models, the constraints are mainly mathematical in
nature. Nowhere is there any mention of the geometry of the voids, or other factors, that may influence the
fit.

Kruseman and De Ridder (1991) admittedly divide their models into two broad classes of aquifers:
those whose matrices can be represented by a porous medium, and those whose matrices can be represented
by adual porous medium. However, there are no guide-lines that can be used to decide whether an aquifer
can indeed be represented by the chosen medium, except by looking at the various drawdown curves—a
procedure fraught with difficulties. The possibility therefore always exists that the hydraulic parameters
derived from a hydraulic test may not be representative of an aquifer (Botha and Verwey, 1992), or contain
large unknown errors (De Marsily, 1986).

One approach to ensure that the hydraulic parameters are representative of the aquifer is to make sure
that there does not exist more than one analytical model that fits the data with the same accuracy. However,
this approach can be time-consuming, and not very productive. It is thus imperative that the analyst of a
hydraulic test should always ensure that the chosen analytical model satisfiesthe basic physical properties of
the aquifer for which the analytical model is used.

A second approach, which isessential if none of the existing numerical models fits the observations, is
to go back to the basic theory and derive a new conceptual model for the aquifer. However, this approach is
not without difficulties either, for the following reasons.

(@) There may not be enough observations, especialy field observations, to determine the physical and
geometrical properties of the aquifer precisely—a prerequisite to derive a new and successful concep-
tual model! for the aquifer.

(b) It may not aways be clear how to formulate a mathematical model for the specific type of aquifer.

(c) The appropriate conceptual model may not have an analytical model, even for regular boundaries, in
which case one has to resort to a numerical model.

The approach is nevertheless the only one possible if one wants accurate results.

Another difficulty with conventional hydraulic testsis that the analytical models, known today, require
that the aquifer can be represented by aregular and homogeneous domain, usually a sphere (Muskat, 1937,
Theis, 1935). One consequence of thisassumption, and the heterogeneity of natural geological formations, is
that the observed drawdowns usually deviate from the analytical model, especially at early times. It isthus
often said that hydraulic tests produce better results if performed over a long time. However, there is no
mathematical function, even thosethat contain the time as an independent variabl e, that will suddenly change
shape without a change in its constitutive parameters. The real reason why a long time seems to be more
appropriate for the performance of a hydraulic test, follows briefly. The flow of groundwater is governed by
the law of mass conservation, which can be described mathematically by a parabolic partial differential
equation (Bear, 1979; Verwey and Botha, 1992). It is not difficult to show (Weideman, 1980) that the solu-
tion, u(x,t), of any parabolic partial differential equation can always be expressed in the form

u(x,t) =co + Ziilci exp(-At)g (X) (A >0, Ay A, <) (2.2)

where, the ¢, are constants and the g,(x) functions of the spatial co-ordinates x. The drawdown at large times
will therefore tend towards the constant value

u(x,t)|tﬂ w =Co

Any information contained by the Fourier terms under the summation sign in Equation (2.2) will therefore
be lost if the analysis of the drawdowns is restricted to large times. Deviations of the observed drawdowns
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from the chosen analytical model must therefore be regarded as an indication that the model is incorrect
when analysing hydraulic test data. It is thus gratifying to see that conceptual models, more concerned with
the accurate representation of the aquifer’'s geometry rather than the ease of evaluation, begin to appear in
the literature (Cacas et al., 1990).

The third and final difficulty with hydraulic tests is more subtle and applies whether the user uses an
analytical or anumerical model. To show this, it is sufficient to notice that the parabolic partial differential
equation which describes the flow of groundwater, can be expressed in symbolic form as

L[alp =

where ¢ isthe piezometric head, a the hydraulic parameters of the aquifer, L[] the parabolic partial differen-
tial operator and f the strength of sources or sinks. The common procedure in applications of differentia
equationsisto specify the parameters a, prescribe suitableinitial and boundary conditions and then solvefor
¢ . However, the procedureis exactly the oppositein ahydraulic test. Here onetriesto recover values for the
parameters, a, from the solution ¢ . Thistype of problem is consequently known in the mathematical litera-
ture as the inverse problem.

One difficulty of the inverse problem is that its solution is ill-posed (Sahimi, 1995; Sun, 1994). This
means that the problem has an infinite number of solutions. The fact that a set of hydraulic parameters
satisfies a given set of piezometric heads, thus does not necessarily mean they are representative of the
aquifer. This can only be assured if one knows beforehand that the differential equation, and the prescribed
boundary and initial conditions, truly represent the physical behaviour of the aquifer.

24  CONCLUSION

It is common practice to describe the physical behaviour of an aquifer with a conceptual model. These
model s contain certain hydraulic parameters, the number and type of which are determined by the aquifer's
void geometry. The void geometry must therefore be known before the model can be applied in practice with
confidence . Unfortunately, thisis usually not the case. To circumvent thislack of knowledge, two assump-
tionsare often made in studying the behaviour of an aquifer. Thefirstisthat the rock matrix can be represented
as a porous medium, and the second that the hydraulic parameters can be determined by fitting a conceptual
model inversely to drawdowns observed during a hydraulic test.

Judging from the discussion above, this approach suffers from two serious disadvantages. The first, and
most serious one, is that the porous matrix may not represent the geometry of the aquifer’s voids. Since the
results of applying a wrong conceptual model to an aquifer will be meaningless, care should be taken to
avoid it at all costs. One approach to prevent this situation is to look for deviations between drawdowns,
observed during a hydraulic test, and the conceptual model. Any deviations that occur at early times are
particularly important in this regard.

The previous approach may not always yield acceptable results, however. The reason for thisisthat the
solution of the inverse problem is not unique. The possibility thus exists that awrong conceptual model may
fit the observed drawdowns perfectly, as has been illustrated by Botha and Verwey (1992). It is therefore
dangerous to rely solely on hydraulic tests to determine the hydraulic parameters of an aquifer, particularly
those based on unconfirmed inverse models.

The best approach to study the behaviour of an aquifer isto established its true geometry, by whatever
geological and geophysical methods are available, and then derive a suitable conceptual model for the aqui-
fer. This will not only ensure that the hydraulic parameters are representative of the aquifer, but may also
indicate how one can determine them, perhaps without invoking an inverse model. Judging from the experi—
ence gained during the present investigation, core-boreholes can be of considerable value in this regard,
especially if one wants an accurate description of the aquifer's geometry. However, as Botha and Magda
(1993) have shown, much can sometimes be learnt from more common observations, provided one does not
have preconceived notions about the geometry of the aquifer.







CHAPTER 3

THE KAROO SUPERGROUP

31 GENERAL

As pointed out in Chapter 2, it is always advantageous to have some knowledge of the historical devel-
opment of the formations in which aquifers occur. Since the Karoo aquifers of South Africa occur
within the so-called Karoo Supergroup, this chapter will be devoted to a brief discussion of this Super-
group’s development.

The available information indicates that the Karoo Supergroup was formed when sediments filled an
intracratonic, foreland basin on Gondwanaland, during the Carboniferous, Permian, Triassic and early Jurassic
ages, 300 to 160 million years ago (Truswell, 1970). Since Gondwanaland drifted from polar to tropical
latitudes during this period, the sedimentation occurred under different depositional environments (Tankard
et al., 1982). Theresult isthat one can clearly distinguish between different groups of sediments, each with
its own physical properties, within the Supergroup today (see Figure 3-1).
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Figure3-1 The Karoo Supergroup. [Adapted from Tankard et al. (1982).]

Themain Karoo Basin overliesthe central and eastern parts of South Africa, with its deepest partsin the
southern part of the Northern Cape Province and Lesotho (Du Toit, 1954), as shown in Figure 3—2. Smaller
isolated subsidiary basins also occur in Gauteng, M pumalanga and Namibia (Visser, 1989). However, these
subsidiary basins do not contain the Dwyka, Beaufort or lower Stormberg Groups (Truswell, 1970).

The structure of the different groupsin the main basin and the influence this structure has on the hydro-
logical properties of the aquifersin the Karoo Supergroup are discussed in Sections 3.3 to 3.6 below. Thisis
followed by a discussion of a few processes that transformed the original sediments in Section 3.7, and
recent formations in Section 3.8. However, it may be worthwhile to first discuss another phenomenon—the
formation of the Cape Fold Belt—that had a significant influence on the structure of the Karoo Supergroup,
asit is known today.
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32 THE CAPE FOLD BELT

It is known that an island arc (an arcuate chain of islands located and aligned in relation to an orogenic
belt and characteristically having a deep trench on the convex side) began to develop south of the
present-day coastline of Africa, even before the Karoo sedimentation began. It is difficult to explain the
development of the island arc. One possible explanation is to relate it to the great, unexplained cata-
clysm, that struck the earth towards the end of the Permian Age and may have been responsible for the
break-up of Pangeea. What the cataclysm did, was to fracture the once solid Gondwana Plate into a
number of protoplates, that began to collide with one another. The island arc, under discussion, seems
to have been caused by compressional forces created by the collision of the proto-African plate and the
proto-southern plate, associated with the Falkland plateau (Tankard et al., 1982). Thisisland arc even-
tually developed into a volcanic mountain range, that gave rise to the Cape Fold Belt, and thus a second
source of orogenic material for the Karoo sedimentation.

The transformation of the island arc into the Cape Fold Belt caused an enormous folding of the Karoo
strata, as can be seen from the cross-section through the Karoo Basin in Figure 3-2. Folds and faults are
consequently quite common in the south and south-western Karoo Basin. The formation of these structures
must certainly have caused the development of secondary porositiesin the aquifers, but at the same time at
least partially destroyed their primary porosity. A good knowledge of structural geology may thus be neces-
sary to try to understand the geometry and behaviour of aquifersin the area subjected to the folding.

33 THEDWYKA FORMATION
3.3.1 Deposition

The Dwyka sediments, which are situated at the base of the Karoo Supergroup, have been deposited on ol der
Precambrian granitic rocks in the north and sedimentary rocks, associated with the Cape Fold Belt in the
south. This sedimentation took place when Gondwanaland migrated over the South Pole during the Carboni—
ferousAge.

Visser and Kingsley (1982) use an east-west line, representing a pals®-coastline, to divide the Dwyka
Formation into a northern and southern facies. The northern facies was mainly deposited in deep valleys,
eroded by glaciers that moved from topographical high areas towards a sea, while the southern facies was
deposited in glaciomarine conditions on a sea-bed. Thisinterpretation is consistent with the observation that
the thickness of the depositsin the northern facies varies considerably over short distances (0—700 m) inan
east-west direction, while the thickness of the southern faciesis more uniform. These properties and the fact
that the Dwyka sediments wedge out from a thickness of 800 m in the south, to 100 m in the north (Tankard
et al., 1982), suggest that the Dwyka sediments were deposited along the coastline of a palaso-sea, under
conditions of glaciation.

The Dwyka Formation consists mainly of Dwyka diamictite—angular to rounded clasts of the basement
rocks, embedded in a clay and silt matrix. However, varved shales, sandstone layers and conglomerates,
typical of afluvio-glacial environment, are also present. The diameters of clastsin the Dwyka diamictite of
the northern facies (~3 m) are often larger than those of clastsin the southern facies (~1,5 m), which moreover
tend to fine upwards. This suggests that the intensity of flows decreased with time.

The Dwyka Formation is ordered vertically in cycles that persist laterally in the southern and western
parts of the Karoo Basin. These cycles, four of which have been identified in the west, contain massivetillite
followed by bedded diamictite and linear to sheetlike bodies of sandstones deposited by outwash and float-
ing ice (Tankard et al., 1982).

3.3.2 Hydrological Properties of the Dwyka Formation

The Dwyka diamictite, shales and tillites have very low hydraulic conductivities [~10™ to 10 m s™
(Driscall, 1986)], and virtually no primary voids. They therefore tend to form more aquitards than aquifers
(Freeze and Cherry, 1979). The few sandstone bodies deposited in the glacial valleys of the northern facies
are very limited in extent, and sealed off by the diamictite. The aquifers in them are therefore limited and
often only contain fossil water. Since the Dwyka sediments were deposited mainly under marine conditions,
the water in these aquiferstendsto be saline. Exploitable aquifersthus only exist in afew places, where sand
and gravel were deposited on beaches or where the Dwyka Formations are fractured significantly. The Dwyka
Formation is thus not an ideal formation for the development of aquifers.
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34 THE ECCA GROUP
3.4.1 Deposition
In its continued drift northwards, Gondwanaland entered a more temperate region during the Permian Age

(286248 Ma). The Dwyka ice cap thus began to melt, leaving a deep basin in the south and incised glacial
valleysin the north, asillustrated in Figure 3-3.

Orogenic Source/,/

B

Dwyka Basin

Figure 3-3 Diagrammatic sketch of the Ecca Group’s deposition. [Adapted from Reineck and Singh (1973).]

The melting of the ice slowly began to erode the exposed bedrock formations to form rivers in the
glacial valleys. The more temperate climate caused the flood-plains of these rivers to be covered by mats of
swamp vegetation—the sources of the coal-seams often found on top of the coarse, fluvial channel sand-
stones in the Ecca Group (Tankard et al., 1982).

The island arc south of the Dwyka basin began to develop into the Cape Fold Belt at this time. The
compression resulting from the formation of the Belt, caused the original basin to shrink considerably and to
form a southern shore-line. This allowed streams to also flow from the elevated areas of the island arc
towards the basin. These streams deposited sheetlike sandstone bodies (~25 m thick), overlain by fine-
grained sediments, along the southern shore of the basin (Tankard et al., 1982).

Some of these fluvial systems must have been quite extensive, judging from the width of sandstone
bodies (500 m to 30 km), associated with the Ecca Group. These bodies are especially prominent in
Mpumalanga, which is situated on the northern part of the basin. This suggests that the largest fluvia sys-
tems occurred along the glacial Dwyka valleys on the northern shore-line of the basin.

Asthe waves eroded the cliffs at the contact of the flood-plains and the basin, the larger fluvial systems
began to form deltas along the shallow parts of the basin’s shore-line, thereby prograding the strand-plain
and shore-line. This gave the rivers the opportunity of building their deposits slowly forward and to create
so-called prodeltas.

The progradation of the delta systems led to the formation of shallow lagoons, on a stable shelf, along
the shore-line of the basin (see Figure 3-3). This resulted in the deposition of sheetlike sandstone bodies,
over wide areas of the stable shelf. The base of theVryheid Formation near Durban, which consists primarily
of sediments derived from lagoon deposits, is a good example of these strand-plain deposits.

The physics of sedimentary transport requires that coarser particles in the flow settle first, while finer
particles are transported deeper into the basin. The coarse fractions of the sediment load were therefore
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deposited on the banks of the main channels as levees, while the finer grained sediments were carried out
further into the delta front. The fine to very fine-grained sediments were deposited on the prodeltas, illus-
trated in Figure 3-3, as silt and clay. This explains why the sediments in the Ecca Group tend to coarsen
upwards. However, the interfingering of large sheetlike sandstone bodies and Ecca shales, as can be ob-
served at Bothaville in the Northern Free State for example, indicates that the transgression of the basin’s
water level and wave action reworked the Ecca sediments a number of times. In fact, Tankard et al. (1982)
recognised as much as eight periods of delta progradation and transgression. The coarseness of Eccaforma-
tions thus often changes considerably with depth, particularly along the palas-shore-line of the basin.

An interesting feature of the Ecca period is the deep trough, with an east-west trend, that developed in
the southern parts of the basin. The origin of the trough is not known, but it was possibly caused by
downwarping or subsidence. The trough, which had a maximum thickness of approximately 2 000 min the
Eastern Cape, was filled with mud and silt that accumulated in the sediment starved basin (Tankard et al .,
1982). The succession in the trough therefore consists mainly of Ecca shales.

Gravity flows, associated with deltas that prograded from the north, south and west near the end of the
Ecca period, led to the deposition of turbidite sandstones, in the deeper parts of the basin. These sandstones
are usually very dense, and thus unable to transmit large quantities of water.

The preceding discussion shows that the Ecca Group was mainly deposited under deep marine condi-
tions. However, the presence of layered tuffsin the Collingham Formation indicates that there was al so some
distant volcanic activity during this period.

3.4.2 Hydrological Propertiesof the Ecca Group

The Ecca Group consists mainly of shales, with thicknesses that vary from 1 500 m in the south, to 600 min
the north. Since these shales are very dense, they were often neglected as sources of groundwater in the past.
However, asillustrated in Figure 34, their porosities tend to decrease from ~0,1 north of latitude 28° S, to <
0,02 in the southern and south-eastern parts, while their bulk densitiesincrease from ~2 000 to >2 650 kg m=.
The possibility thus exists that economically viable aquifers may exist in the northern parts of the areas
underlain by the Ecca shales. It isthus rather surprising to find that there are areas, even in the central parts,
where large quantities of water are pumped daily from the Ecca shales. The Petrusburg district in the central
Free State, where 4 500 haareirrigated from boreholes drilled into the Ecca shal es, compared to the 2 000 ha
irrigated from the Modder River that flows through the district is a prime example of such an area. One
should therefore not neglect the Ecca shales as possible sources for groundwater.
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Durban

Cape Town Port Elizabeth

Figure3-4 Contour map of the porosities and bulk densities of the Ecca shalesin South Africa. [Redrawn
from the map in Rowsell and De Swardt (1976).]
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The prodelta sandstones represent another formation of the Ecca Group in which one would expect to
find high-yielding aquifers. Unfortunately, Rowsell and De Swardt (1976) have found that the permeabilities
of these sandstones are also usually very low. The main reason for this is that the sandstones are usually
poorly sorted, and that their primary porosities have been lowered considerably by diagenesis.

Sand grains tend to orientate themselves with their longest axis parallel to the flow direction in fluvia
processes. One can therefore expect that sedimentary rockswill exhibit preferential flow paths, and that their
hydraulic conductivitieswill be larger in the direction of the palasoflow, than perpendicular to it. Such rocks
are said to be anisotropic. Since the Ecca Group was deposited in a fluvial environment, one would expect
Eccaaquifersto be anisotropic. The methods used to analyse hydraulic tests from these aquifers must there-
fore be able to account for this anisotropy.

3.5 THE BEAUFORT GROUP
3.5.1 General

The continued deep-water sedimentation and delta growth filled the original Karoo Basin almost completely
towards the end of the Ecca period. However, at this stage the Cape Fold Belt experienced a renewed uplift.
This caused an isostatic subsidence along an east-west axis that developed into aforeland basin and a new
cycle of sedimentation. This sedimentation led to the deposition of what is now known as the Beaufort
Group (Rowsell and De Swardt, 1976; Theron, 1970). This Group achieves a thickness of approximately
3 000 m in the Eastern Cape Province, and underlies an area of approximately 200 000 km?. The Group
therefore constitutes the major member of the Karoo Supergroup in South Africa today, as can be seen in
Figure 1-1.

The Beaufort Group is stratigraphically divided into two magjor units, the upper Tarkastad Subgroup and
the lower Adelaide Subgroup. The Tarkastad Subgroup is subdivided into the upper Burgersdorp Formation
with its brightly coloured red, blue and green mudstones and the lower Katberg Formation, that can be up to
900 m thick. The Katberg Formation also contains brightly coloured shales and mudstones, but consists
mainly of thick layers of coarse-grained sandstone.

TheAdelaide Subgroup consists mainly of green, bluish, grey and red mudstones and fine-grained sand-
stones that form thick lens-shaped units (Du Toit, 1954). The subgroup is further divided into the Teekloof,
Abrahamskraal and Balfour Formations. The Balfour Formation consists of coarse sediments at its base,
which change upwards into red and purple mudstones and fine-grained sandstones.

3.5.2 Deposition

Two fluvial processes were responsible for the deposition of the Beaufort Group: braided and meandering
streams, illustrated in Figure 3-5. Braided streams tend to devel op on steep slopes, have high stream veloci-
tiesand consist of anumber of channels, while meandering streams usually consist of asingle channel, have
low stream velocities and develop on relatively flat terrain (Davis, 1983). A stream can therefore be braided
along some parts of itslength and meandering on the rest, depending on the topography of theterrain through
which it flows.

Deposits on the beds of braided streams consist mainly of coarse sediments, conglomerates and patches
of finer grained material on their banks, while meandering streams deposit mainly fine-grained sand, mud
and silt with little or no conglomerates (Visser, 1989).

The channels of streams are not stationary, but tend to migrate laterally. In braided streams, this
migration often extends over large areas but is restricted in meandering streams to a small, sandy mean-
der-belt next to the vegetated banks and their associated muddy sediments (Scholle and Spearing, 1982).
This lateral migration of the channels tends to produce cycles in which the coarse-grained channel
deposits are overlaid by fine-grained deposits. The sheetlike, wedge-shaped sandstone layers intermin-
gled with shale lenses often found in the Beaufort Group can therefore be ascribed to braided streams.
However, the horizontal layers of alternating sandstone, siltstone and mudstone are due to meandering
streams (Tankard et al., 1982).

3.5.3 Hydrological Properties of The Beaufort Group

The major source areas of the Beaufort rocks were far from the basin, especially in the north. The
coarser rocks in the Beaufort Group are therefore found near the Cape Fold Belt, which forms the
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Figure3-5 Models of (a) abraided river environment, and (b) a meandering river environment. [Redrawn
from Scholle and Spearing (1982).]

southern border of the Beaufort Group, while those in the central basin consist mainly of mudstones,
shales and fine-grained sandstones. These fine-grained sediments were mainly deposited where the
braided rivers began to meander. The sedimentary units in the Group therefore usually have very low
primary hydraulic conductivities.

Since the Beaufort Group was also deposited in a fluvial environment, one can expect that aquifersin
these formationswill, like those in the Ecca Group, be anisotropic. The geometry of these aquifers, however,
is further complicated by the migration of the braided and meandering streams. Aquifers in the Beaufort
Group will therefore not only be multi-layered, but also multi-porous with variable thicknesses.

The contact plane between two different sedimentary layers will cause a discontinuity in the hydraulic
properties of an aquifer. The pumping of a multi-layered aquifer will thus cause the piezometric pressure in
the more permeable layers to drop faster than those in the less permeable layers. It is therefore possible to
mine the more permeable layers of the multi-layered Beaufort aquifers completely, without materially af-
fecting the piezometric pressure in the less permeable layers. This complex behaviour of aquifersin the
Beaufort Group is further complicated by the fact that many of the coarser, and thus more permeable, sedi-
mentary bodiesarelens-shaped. Thelife-span of ahigh-yielding boreholein the Beaufort Group may therefore
be limited if the aquifer is not recharged frequently.
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3.6 THE STORMBERG GROUP
3.6.1 TheStormberg Basin

During the Triassic (230-193 Ma), sediments again began to accumulate in four smaller basinsin Southern
Africa, caused by a renewed uplift of the Cape Fold Belt. The relic of one of these basins, known as the
Stormberg Basin, covers an elliptic area that stretches from the northern parts of the Eastern Province into
the Free State, Lesotho and KwaZulu-Natal (see Figure 1-1). The other three basins are situated in Zimba-
bwe, Namibia and Botswana (Visser, 1984), and will not be discussed here.

Theformations deposited in the Stormberg Basin, collectively referred to as the Stormberg Group, form
the upper formations in the Karoo Supergroup. These formations are: the Molteno Formation, that directly
overlies the Beaufort Group, the Elliot Formation and the Clarens Formation (see Figure 3-1). The forma-
tions form a clastic wedge towards the source areas in the south, while their strata are mainly horizontal to
sub-horizontal with a dip towards Lesotho (Visser, 1984). The sediments in these formations range from
conglomerates to mudstones.

3.6.2 TheMolteno Formation

The Molteno Formation forms a wedge with a maximum thickness of 640 m at Maclear, in the south-east,
and 30 m at Bethlehem in the north-eastern Free State (Tankard et al., 1982; Visser, 1984). The Formation,
which resembles the Katberg sandstone unit of the Beaufort Group, forms a single sandstone unit herewith
prominent topographical high areas. Pebbles often found at the contact of the Molteno Formation and Beau-
fort Group indicate that the base of the Molteno Formation is an erosional surface. This implies that the
Molteno sediments eroded the Beaufort sediments before deposition took place (Theron, 1970).

Six depositional cycles, tectonically related to renewed uplifts of the Cape Fold Belt, have been identi-
fied in the Molteno Formation (Tankard et al., 1982). Each of the cyles starts with conglomerates and coarse
sandstones at the base, followed by fine-grained sandstones and shaleswith coal-seams. The coarse sediments
in the cycles were deposited by braided streams, and the finer sediments by meandering streams (Visser,
1984). The coal-seams indicate that a rich and varied plant growth existed in swamps on the flood-plains
during the Molteno era. The cycles are laterally uniform over large areas, but tend to be coarser towards the
source areas in the south.

3.6.3 TheElliot Formation

The Molteno sedimentation was followed by the Elliot sedimentation. At this stage, Gondwanaand has
drifted more northwards and entered an area where the climate was hotter and drier than in any of the
preceding ages. Sediments transported from the source areas eroded and lowered these areas considerably,
while filling the Stormberg basin at the same time. The basin thus became shallower with time. The Elliot
sediments were therefore mainly deposited under highly oxidizing conditions by meandering streams with
reduced energies (Visser, 1989).

The Elliot Formation forms, like the Molteno Formation, a wedge with a maximum thickness of 500 m
in the south and 20 m in the north (Tankard et al., 1982; Visser, 1984). The contact between the two forma-
tions is transitional and easily recognisable as the first succession of red mudstone. This is followed by
medium to fine-grained sandstones—the so-called ‘red beds' of the Eastern Free State.

The Elliot Formation is characterized by a succession of alternating sandstone, siltstone and mudstone
layers, with sandstones dominating in the east and south, and mudstones in the north-west (Theron, 1970).
Although the whole formation thins out to the north, al three zones are present throughout. The mudstones
are often 100 m thick with thin lenses of fine-grained sandstone (Tankard et al., 1982). The prominent
sandstone bodies in the south can be up to 15 m thick, but tend to pinch out laterally (Visser, 1984).

The Elliot Formation was deposited by the same processes as the Beaufort Group. Its geometry there-
fore much resembles that of the Beaufort Group. The only significant difference is that the Elliot Formation
contains more red mudstones and | ess sandstones.

3.6.4 TheClarens Formation

After the deposition of the Elliot sediments, Gondwanal and was situated at approximately 45° S. The condi-
tionsweretherefore very similar to the wind-blown Gobi desert of today. The sedimentsin thisformation are
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therefore related to amlian sand, playa lakes and sheetflood deposits (Beukes, 1969; Tankard et al., 1982).
The majority of these deposits occurred along a north-south belt through Lesotho. Although the Clarens
Formation, or Cave Sandstone as it is sometimes called, reaches a maximum thickness of 300 m in the
Orange River valley, its average thickness is approximately 145 m (Eriksson, 1981).

Because amlian processes can only move fine-grained particles, sandstones in the Clarens Formation
are fine to very fine-grained, with cross-bedded units that can be up to 10 m thick. Stormfloods led to the
formation of wadies, in which medium- to fine-grained sandstones were deposited. Wadi deposits are typi-
cally upward fining with coarse-grained sandstone at the base, followed by finer grained cross-bedded and
planar-bedded sandstone. Intercalated sand and silt were also deposited in the playa lakes. The fine-grained
sandstones, resulting from these playa lakes have a high clay content in their matrix (Beukes, 1969).

3.6.5 Hydrological Propertiesof The Stormberg Group

The characteristics and depositional history of the Molteno Formation indicate that the Formation could
form anideal aquifer. Thisappliesnot only to the pebble conglomerates and coarse-grained sandstones at the
base of the Formation, but also to the other sedimentary bodies. These sedimentary bodies are more persist-
ent than those of the Beaufort Group and also sheetlike (Theron, 1970)—the ideal geometry for an aquifer.
Unfortunately, the Formation does not occur over a large area and tends to form topographical highs. It is
thus difficult to site high-yielding borehol esin the M olteno Formation and determineits hydrol ogical behav-
iour. Nevertheless, it may still be worthwhile to study the groundwater potential of this formation in more
detail, particularly if one takes its favourable geometric properties into account.

The largest part of the Elliot Formation consists of red mudstones. The Formation thus represents more
of an aquitard than an aquifer. One approach to exploit the groundwater potential of these relatively imper-
meable but highly porousrocks, isto drill boreholesthrough the Elliot Formation into the M olteno Formation
and restrict the pumping of water to the latter, more permeable formation. This will alow water from the
Elliot Formation to leak towards the M olteno Formation. However, the procedure will require more detailed
knowledge of both the Molteno and Elliot Formations than is presently available.

The Clarens Formation consists ailmost entirely of well-sorted, medium- to fine-grained sandstones,
deposited as thick consistent blankets (Visser, 1984). It is thus more homogeneous than any of the other
Karoo formations. With this type of geometry, the Formation should be an ideal aquifer. Although the For-
mation has arelatively high and uniform porosity, as shownin Table 31, it is poorly fractured and has avery
low permeability. The Formation may therefore be able to store large volumes of water, but unableto release
it quickly.

Table3-1 Porosities of the Clarens Formation. [After Beukes (1969).]

Type of Sandstone Porosity (%)
Very fine grained 6,19-9,82

Cross-bedded 8,87-10,75
Average 8,46

The previous conjecture is supported by the large number of springs that constantly flow from the
Clarens Formation. The best approach to use aquifersin the Formation efficiently, will then be to follow the
springs and withdraw water very slowly. However, this can only be achieved by using methods other than
boreholes to withdraw water from these aquifers. The ancient Persian ganats (Issar, 1985) is one approach
that satisfies these demands.

3.7 TRANSFORMATIONS OF THE ORIGINAL SEDIMENTS
3.7.1 Lithification, Compaction and Cementation

The Karoo sedimentation was ended by the outpour of the Drakensberg lavas. Thisevent buried the sediments
completely at depths of approximately 2 500-3 000 m, in the case of the Beaufort Group (Rowsell and De
Swardt, 1976). The increase in pressure and temperature caused by this overburden compacted and lithified
the layers of sand, silt and mud to form the sand-, silt- and mudstone layers of today. Some of the deeper
buried sediments underwent a slight metamorphism, which indicates that the diagenesis and compaction of
the origina sediments have been quite severe. The sediments consequently must have lost a large part of
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their primary porosity at this stage. This applies especialy to the clays, which compact considerably more
than sands (Blatt et al., 1980).

Indications are that the Karoo sediments have not been disturbed significantly after the end of the Jurassic
Period (141 Ma). This gave groundwater the opportunity to deposit secondary minerals containing carbon-
atesand silicainto the open voids, thereby reducing the porosity of the sediments even further. This cementation
is especially noticeable in the sandstones, which are usually more permeable than silt- and mudstones, and
therefore more subject to cementation (Selley, 1976).

Lithification, compaction and cementation reduced not only the porosity of the Karoo rocks, but also
their elasticity. Since the ability of an aquifer to yield water depends on both these properties and its hydrau-
lic conductivity, boreholesin Karoo agquifers may not have high yields. However, this does not imply that the
aquifers do not contain significant volumes of water. What it does mean is that one cannot expect to fre-
quently drill very high-yielding boreholes in these formations.

3.7.2 Isostatic Uplift and Development of Fractures

Once formed, the Karoo Supergroup began to weather and erode almost immediately. This process was
considerably faster than sedimentation. Large volumes of rock were therefore eroded down quickly in the
geological sense. Oneresult of thisrapid erosion of the 2 500-3 000 m overlying rock mass wasto cause the
underlying rocksto uplift isostatically. Such an uplift hasanumber of consequencesfor the underlying strata
(Price, 1966). However, the most important one, from a geohydrological point of view, is the formation of
fractures, which will improve both the porosity and permeability of the strata.

Fractures presumably develop in all the formations of the Karoo Supergroup and all three directions, but
more likely intherelatively inelastic sandstones than the el astic shale and mudstone layers. The differencein
the elasticity of the various formations may also have favoured the development of fractures along their
bedding planes during the uplift. However, the overburden’s weight caused some of the deeper lying bed-
ding-paralel fracturesto close again once the rate of erosion declined.

3.8 RECENT FORMATIONS

The original Karoo Formations are not the only sources of groundwater in areas underlain by the Karoo
Supergroup. The more recent formations, alluvium, colluvium and calcrete, often form extensive aquifers.
For example, the town of Ficksburg in the Eastern Free State obtains approximately 50% of its water from
aluvial bedsin the Caledon River.

Calcreteisusually formed in arid and semi-arid areas and from the weathering of doleritesthat arerich
in calcium. Since the recharge rate of calcrete aquifers from rain is higher than the 2% average of Karoo
aquifers (Kirchner et al., 1991), some of the best Karoo aquifers are situated in calcrete deposits. Farmersin
the central Free State district of Petrusburg, for example, often tap calcrete aquifers up to 30 m thick for
irrigational purposes. Weaver et al. (1993) also targeted valley calcretes with good results after boreholes
sited along dolerite dykes failed to yield enough water for the town of Strydenburg in the Northern Cape
Province.

3.9 CONCLUSIONS

There can be no doubt that the properties of Karoo aquifers will depend strongly on the deposition and
properties of sedimentary rocksin the Karoo Supergroup. One can therefore expect the aquifers to be multi-
layered, highly heterogeneous and anisotropic, while their permeabilities will be relatively low and highly
variable—not only horizontally, but also in depth. These properties are so much at variance with the media,
commonly considered in the derivation of conceptual models for aquifers, that it is difficult to see how the
behaviour of these aquifers can be described with existing conceptual models. This appliesin particular to
the analytical models, often used inthe analysis of hydraulic tests performed on aquifersin these formations.

Since many of the Karoo formations are more porous and el astic than other rocks, their small permeabilities
may be compensated for to some extent by their specific storativities, asis the case with the Clarens Forma-
tion. Unfortunately, the original porositiesand specific storativities of the other formations have been reduced
considerably by lithification, compaction and cementation. It is thus very difficult to drill boreholes with
significant yields into the primary formations. However, this does not imply that the aquifers do not contain
significant volumes of water, but rather that they will not readily yield water. This can only be achieved if
oneiswilling to adapt the rate and volume of water withdrawn to the physical and geometric properties of
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the aquifers and to manage them properly. This is definitely not the case today.

The more recent formations (alluvium, colluvium and calcrete) often form extensive aquifersin areas
underlain by the Karoo Supergroup. It will thus be a mistake to disregard these formations when devel oping
production fields in these areas.







CHAPTER 4

MAGMATIC INTRUSIONS

41 INTRODUCTION

The Karoo sedimentation was ended by widespread volcanism at the beginning of the Jurassic Age (Tankard
et al., 1982). The magmatic activity responsible for this event is presumably related to the tectonic move-
ment of Gondwanaland during the late Triassic to early Cretaceous ages (204-120 Ma). This magmatic
activity, whose centre shifted northwards over the period, seems to have occurred in pulses with variable
intensities (Fitch and Miller, 1984).

The magmatic activity is commonly divided into two phases—an extrusive and an intrusive phase. The
extrusive phaseis conventionally associated with the outpour of the Drakensberg lavas. This event probably
occurred during the second pulse of the magmatic activity discussed above, when its centre was situated
below Lesotho and the northern parts of the Eastern Cape Province (Fitch and Miller, 1984). The event is
discussed in Section 4.2, where it is linked with the intrusion of the ring-shaped dyke structures and sills,
which are common in large parts of the Karoo landscape.

The continuous shifting of the magmatic activity’s centre implies that its later pulses would have less
influence on the Karoo sediments. However, some of the pulses may still have enough energy to cause the
intrusive phase. The numerous linear dolerite dykes and kimberlites in the Karoo formations probably in-
truded during one or more of these pulses. These structures are discussed in Sections 4.3 and 4.4, respectively.

The influence that the various intrusions had on the geology and geohydrology of Karoo aquifersis
discussed in Section 4.5.

4.2 THE DRAKENSBERG LAVAS
421 General

The extrusive phase of the magmatic activity must have been extremely active, judging from the thickness of
the lavas in Lesotho. The lavas, which are still 1 400 m thick in some places, cover approximately 80% of
Lesotho and asignificant area of the Eastern Cape Province. No wonder that Fitch and Miller (1984) refer to
this event, which they date to around 193 Ma, as ‘ one of the most sudden, extensive and important eventsin
the Mesozoic history of Africa.’

Although the fragmentation of of Gondwanaland must have been on a much larger scale than an ordi-
nary earthquake, it isnot unreasonabl e to assume that the event was al so followed by a series of lessenergetic
tectonic events. This assumption implies that the outpouring of the Drakensberg lavas was followed by
further, less extensive phases; a conclusion supported by the work of Fitch and Miller (1984), who identified
seven such phases between 204 Ma and 120 Ma.

The thickness of the Drakensberg lavas and the extent of the area they covered suggest that this cata-
strophic event has been accompani ed by huge extensional forces. It isthusdifficult to imagine that the forces
responsible for the event were restricted to Lesotho, since the intensities of natural catastrophes usually
decrease with distance from their centres. The effect that the event had on nearby regions would therefore
have been less severe than in Lesotho. The outpouring of the Drakensberg lavas must therefore be regarded
asincongruous, from the physical point of view, unless evidence can befound for less extensive intrusionsin
the areas surrounding L esotho.

Thetheory of magmatic intrusionsin Appendix A indicates that magma can intrude into the earth’s
crust either through existing fractures or matrix melting. It is natural to associate the outpouring of the
Drakensberg lavas with the intrusion of magma, into fractures that penetrated the earth’s crust fully, or
could be opened by the intruding magma. However, intrusions in the surrounding areas would have
been restricted to fractures that penetrated only the deeper layers of Gondwana's crust. This would
certainly have been the case for most of the fractures. This may explain why related intrusions have not
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been observed in the surrounding areas. The possibility also exists, of course, that some of the known
intrusions in these areas are indeed related to the Drakensberg lavas, but that their origin had been
misinterpreted previously.

Magma that intrudes into partially developed fractures has two options: it can solidify immediately, or
begin to lift and deform the upper layers. As shown by the discussion in Appendix A, it will be quite natural
for the magmato form laccolithic bodies in the latter situation. The possibility therefore exists that the crust
of the area, surrounding Lesotho will contain magmatic structures in the form of laccoliths.

4.2.2 Ring Dykes

One of the most prominent features in the Karoo landscape today is the large number of ring-shaped dyke
structures present in the southern Free State and the northern parts of the Eastern and North Cape Provinces.
A closer examination of these structures reveal s that they are positively weathered dolerite structuresin the
form of acup. Since thisform very much resemblesthat of a peripheral dyke associated with alaccolith (see
the discussion in Appendix A), it is natural to associate them with the widespread vol canism that must have
accompanied the outpour of the Drakensberg lavas. This interpretation has the advantage that it provides a
simple physical explanation for the existence of these structures and the otherwise incongruous extrusion of
the Drakensberg lavas. However, the structures are conventionally regarded as undulating dolerite sills
(Meyeboom and Weallace, 1978).

Although it is always possible to deform a sheet into a cup form mathematically, the physical process
will require extraordinary physical conditions. Moreover, it is not clear from the mathematics of the defor-
mation why the dykes should in this case aways dip towards a point at their centres. It was this observation
that led Burger et al. (1981), who mapped the ring dykes in the southern Free State and adjacent areas
extensively, to conclude that the structures are laccoliths and not undulating dolerite sills. Ring dykes will
therefore be interpreted as laccolithic structuresin this report.

The laccolithic structures are not restricted to surface features alone. Indeed, two of the largest of these
structures, one at Ingeli and the other at Insizwa, occur at considerable depths, asillustrated by the vertical
cross-section for the one at Insizwa, in Figure 4-1.

Beaufort Series

Roof zone
Dolerite ? e wwm Kilometers
Basal zone

Figure4-1 \Vertica cross-section through thelaccolithic body at Insizwa. [Redrawn from Truswell (1970).]

The association of the ring dykes with the outpour of the Drakensberg lavas is supported by two other
observations. Thefirst isthat the areal density and size of the structures decrease with distance from L esotho,
as can be seen on any satellite image of the area. The second is that the structures appear especially in those
areas where the Karoo basin was very deep.

Two arguments are usually advanced to reject the interpretation of ring dykes as laccolithic structures:
(a) the*horns' (peripheral dykes) of laccoliths aretoo small to represent the observed ring structures, and (b)
the stems of the laccoliths have never been observed. However, it must be remembered that the pictures of
laccoliths in Appendix A and other publications are based on the classical gelatin models of Pollard and
Johnson (1973), which certainly do not represent the field situation accurately. Moreover, as shown by
Equation (A.10), the final form of the ‘horns’ will ultimately be controlled by the elastic properties of the
magma and its immediate surroundings. Since the theory of elasticity, unlike quantum mechanics, does not
place implicit restrictions on the behaviour of elastic materials, the *horns' can in principle assume almost
any circular form imaginable. The ‘horns’ of ring dykes may therefore extend for hundreds of metres, per-
haps even kilometres, below the surface (Burger et al., 1981).

The previous property of the ‘horns', incidentally, explains why the stems of laccoliths have not been
observed so far—they are simply too deep. Moreover, there is no reason to believe that the peripheral dyke
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will be symmetric with the stem of the laccolith. It will thus be very difficult to establish the exact position
of the stem from observations of its associated peripheral dyke alone.

4.2.3 Dolerite Sills

Sillsin the Karoo formations are sheetlike forms of dolerite intrusions that tend to follow the bedding planes
of the formations concordantly. These structures, whose thicknesses vary from less than a metre to hundreds
of metres, represent the dominant form in which dolerite is emplaced in the Karoo Supergroup (Walker and
Poldervaart, 1949). It isthusimportant to know how the sillswere emplaced and how they may influence the
geohydrology of the Karoo Supergroup.

The theory of magmatic intrusions in Appendix A shows that the driving force of the magma must
exceed a critical limit to form alaccolith. Laccoliths will thus not always form when magma intrudes the
overburden. Indeed, the theory showsthat it may be more common for the magmacto fracture the overburden
along bedding planes, and then flow along the fracture to form a sill—a possibility that increases as the
viscosity of the magma decreases. It is therefore not unrealistic to interpret sills as laccoliths without the
characteristic peripheral dyke structure. Thisview is supported by the extent of the sills, which indicates that
considerable forces were responsiblefor their emplacement. Moreover, it aso providesanatural explanation
why sills are the dominant form in which dolerite was emplaced in the Karoo Supergroup. It istherefore not
unreasonabl e to assumethat the sillswere emplaced at the same time asthe ring dykes and the outpour of the
Drakensberg lavas.

Of course the possibility exists that some of the sills intruded during the very active third pulse in the
fragmentation of of Gondwanaland, which Fitch and Miller (1984) date to 178 Ma. This age agrees very
much with the age of 180 Ma that Reid and Rex (1994) assign to sills in the north-western parts of the
Northern Cape Province.

Doleritesillsin the Karoo Supergroup often have very complex forms. Some of them are transgressive,
afurther indication that they are related to laccoliths, while others tend to be sinuous (see Figure 4-1). This
variation in the shapes of sills, which is not foreign to laccolithic intrusions (Rubin, 1995), is probably the
reason why Meyeboom and Wallace (1978) interpreted ring dykes as undulating sills.

43 LINEARDOLERITE DYKES

Itispossiblethat somering dykesand sillsintruded during the magmatic pulsesthat occurred after the pulse
of 178 Ma. However, judging from the discussion in Appendix A, it is more probable that these pulses
caused the intrusion of another set of magmatic intrusions present in the Karoo sediments—linear dolerite
dykes. An important consequence of thisinterpretation isthat linear dolerite dykes must be younger than the
ring dykes and sills—a conclusion supported by a number of observations. For example, Reid and Rex
(1994) date the Mehlberg Dyke, in the northern Richtersveld, to the Cretaceous period (134 Ma), which is
considerably younger than the Jurassic age (180 Ma) of the sillsin the area.

Another indication that the linear dykes are younger than ring dykes and sills, isthat they frequently cut
the latter structures, asillustrated in Figure 4-2. Thelinear dykes are also usually thinner than ring dykesand
are confined to the Ecca and Beaufort Groups (Walker and Poldervaart, 1949). Thisisaclear indication that
the magmatic activity at the time the linear dykesintruded was |ess than when the ring dykes and sills intruded.

Theinsight into theintrusion of linear dykesisfairly limited at the moment (Rubin, 1995). It ishowever
known that linear dykes are usually associated with linear conduits that feed magma to the earth’s surface
(Hargraves, 1980). In his discussion of the magmatic activities on Hawaii, Ryan (1990) also notes that the
magma erupts from linear fissures for periods ranging from afew hours to a month.

Asmentioned in Appendix A, the form of linear dykes suggests that they intruded by the mechanism of
matrix melting. In this case, the intrusion is driven by a difference in the magma pressure at the top and
bottom of the dyke. No existing fracture is thus needed for the magma to intrude.

To describe the mechanism of matrix melting, consider a magma with density p . As shown in Section
A.2 of Appendix A, there exists a pressure difference, p,, between the magma at the top of the dyke and its
bottom. If there is also an overpressure, p,, in the magma chamber, the tip of the dyke will experience an
EXCess pressure

P=Pnt Py

If large enough, this excess pressure may fracture the overburden and allow the magmato propagate in the
vertical direction, as shown in Figure 4-3.
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Figure4—2 Examplesof linear dolerite dykesthat cutsring dykesand sillsnear Philippolis. [After Burger
etal. (1981).]

Overburden

<— Magma

Figure4-3  Hypothetical shape of anintruding dyke, adapted from Maal ge (1985). The magmahasreached
Stage 1, where it caused the overburden to fracture to Stage 2, into which it will intrudein a
fraction of a second.
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Seismic observations suggest that linear dykes are formed at depths of 40-50 km (M aal ge, 1985). Since
the mantle is ductile at these depths, the dyke will probably propagate by creep fracture. However, since the
overlying rocks areless elastic, the velocity of fracture propagation increases to afew kilometres per second
near the surface. This velocity is so high that the fracture begins to thin out and the magma starts to lag
behind asthe fracture propagates upwards. The effect of thishigh velocity isthat the magmaintrudesin jerks
with afrequency of 1-10 Hz (Maalge, 1985). It is not impossible that parts of the host rock may be dislo-
cated during thesejerks, and transported upwards by the intruding magma. This phenomenon may have been
responsible for theinclusion of sandstonein a core sample, from adolerite dyke at Dewetsdorp. The charac-
teristic sinusoidal seismic activity, called harmonic tremors, often observed during volcanic eruptions, is
probably also related to these jerks (Maal ge, 1985).

Figure4-4  Possible shape of a dyke, extending from the mantle to the surface. [After Maal ge (1985).]
The diagram is not to scale, because the vertical elevation is 40-50 (km).

The exact form of the dyke during the intrusion is not known. However, the increasein fracture velocity
will tend to deform its shape. A dyke that starts out with an elliptical cross-section may thus end as an
elongated narrow fracture as shown in Figure 4—4. The form of the Gap dyke in the Transkei, which can be
followed for severa kilometres before it narrows down and disappears (Walker and Poldervaart, 1949),
much resembles this geometry.

44  KIMBERLITES

Kimberlites present another type of magmatic intrusion into the Karoo sediments. The gaseous magmas
responsible for these structures intruded very rapidly into the earth’s crust to form pipes, dykes and sills.
These magmas were often responsible for the formation of breccias and tuffs, depending on the volume of
gases they contained (Tankard et al., 1982). There is thus a possibility that high-yielding boreholes can be
sited along kimberlites, as shown by the Free State towns of Jagersfontein and Fauresmith, that obtain all
their water from the abandoned diamond mine at Jagersfontein. However, the overall contribution of kimber-
lites to groundwater in the Karoo sedimentsisrelatively low. Moreover, recent investigations have shown
that the water from the diamond mine at Jagersfontein contains large quantities of arsenic, which may
be related to the composition of kimberlites. Kimberlites will therefore not be considered further in this
discussion.
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45 THE GEOHYDROLOGY OF DOLERITE INTRUSIONS
451 GENERAL

Linear dolerite dykes have always been regarded as the major source of groundwater in the Karoo Supergroup.
One important reason for this belief is that dolerite dykes are the only structures in the Karoo Supergroup
that can be located relatively easy with existing geophysical techniques. The density of fractures, usually
regarded as the main source of water in Karoo formations, is also higher near linear dykes than in the
undisturbed sedimentary rocks.

The classical explanation for the existence of the fractures near linear dykesisthat the hot magmabaked
the Karoo rocks during the intrusion. However, the question then arises: why are dolerite sillsand ring dykes
not regarded as good sources of groundwater?

As explained above, sills possibly intruded with the ring dykes and Drakensberg lavas during the ex-
tremely active magmatic phase of 193 Ma. Basaltic magmais generated at depths of 60-80 km and thus have
an extremely high temperature, 900-1 200°C (Maalge, 1985). The magma partaking in the intrusion of the
sills and laccoliths was therefore so hot that, instead of merely baking the Karoo sediments, they actually
metamorphosized them. Linear dykes, on the other hand, intruded during the less active phases of
Gondwanaland’s fragmentation, and thus would have less energy, some of which was used to fracture the
overburden. Linear dykes therefore did not have enough energy to metamorphosize the Karoo sediments
significantly. Thisexplanationis supported by the experience gained at Philippolis. The 26 successful boreholes
drilled there, were all sited along linear dykes, except for two redeveloped boreholes, originally sited by
Burger et al. (1981) along aring dyke, and another two that did not intersect any dyke. The boreholes sited
by Burger had blow-yields of 14,4 and 25 m® h=, while the highest blow-yield in the other boreholes sited
along ring dykes was only 3,6 m® h.

An interesting difference between the ring dykes at Philippolisis that the dyke of Burger et al. (1981)
hasweathered negatively (i.e. down to the soil surface), whilethering dykes Bothaet al. (1996) investigated,
have all weathered positively. Highly weathered ring dykes should therefore not be neglected as borehole
sites. However, it must be remembered that the ring dyke forms the boundary of the associated aquifer. A
production borehole situated next to and on the inside of aring dyke may therefore not be able to tap the
resources of the aquifer in full (Bakkes, 1977).

45.2 Mechanical Defor mation of Karoo Rocks

The baking and metamorphosizing of the host rocks were not the only effects that the intrusion of dolerites
had on the Karoo sediments. Other effects, particularly mechanical deformation, may also have influenced
the geohydrological properties of the rocks.

Judging from the experience gained in drilling the boreholes at Dewetsdorp and Philippolis, two of the
most important mechanical deformations of the host rock are: bending and dilation. However, there are
indicationsthat not more than 50% of the linear dykesin the Karoo formations were deformed mechanically.
This may be a further indication that the dykes intruded by matrix melting.

Dilation occurs when the intruding dyke, particularly inclined dykes, shifts the overburden on top of it, as
shown in Figure 4-5. The magmain an intruding dyke tendsto cool off morerapidly at its contact with the host
rock, thereby forming achilled edge. Dykesthat caused dilation are therefore often accompanied by slickensides,
usually slickensided quartz, in the Karoo formations. It is interesting that on the three occasions where bore-
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Figure4-5 Schematic illustration of the phenomenon of dilation. [Adapted from Park (1989).]



The Geohydrology of Dolerite Intrusions 31

Figure4—6  Schematic illustration of the bending of Karoo rocks by alinear dolerite dyke.

holeswere drilled through such dykesat Dewetsdorp and Philippolis; morewater was struck at the upper contact
of the dykethan at thelower contact. One possible explanation for this behaviour isthat the upper surface of the
dyke was stripped of its chilled edge during the intrusion, thereby exposing the country rock to the hotter
magmafor alonger time, and thus the possibility of fracturing (Walker and Poldervaart, 1949).

Observations have shown that the intrusion of dolerites caused two types of bending in the host rocks of
the Karoo formations. Thefirst type, illustrated schematically in Figure 46, is where the surrounding rocks
were bended concavely by an intruding linear dyke. It is not difficult to see that this type of bending was
caused by frictional forcesthat existed between the dolerite and the surrounding rock. The bending is conse-
quently usually restricted to relatively small distances (~20 m) on both sides of the dyke. This type of
bending, nevertheless, can fracture the host rock considerably near the dyke. The highest yielding borehole
Bothaet al. (1996) drilled at Philippolis, indeed intersected such a fractured region near alinear dyke. One
should be careful, however, not to confuse this type of fracturing with that caused by a dyke that intruded
into a pre-existing fault.

The second type of bending that can be observed quite often in the Karoo formations, is where the host
rock was bended in the form of an arch, asillustrated in Figure 4—7. A preliminary attempt to explain this
type of bending quantitatively, has shown that the simplest explanation isto assume that the dolerite intruded
as alaccolith. The existence of these arch-shaped formations therefore supports the hypothesis that lacco-
liths did intrude into the Karoo formations at sometime in the past. However, the physical interesting feature
of Figure 4—7 liesnot so much in that it illustrates that laccoliths have intruded into the Karoo formations, but
rather that such intrusions do bend the overburden in the form predicted by the simple theory of laccolithic

Figure4—7 Bending of the Karoo formations by a laccolith, in a cutting on the N1 highway, between
Philippolis and Trompsburg.
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Figure4-8 Schematic illustration of how an intruding laccolith will bend the sediment layersin aKaroo
aquifer. [Derived from the gelatin model of Pollard and Johnson (1973).]

intrusions in Appendix A.

Thediscussionin Section A.4.4.2 and theillustration in Figure 4-8 show that |accolithic intrusions will
cause two sets of fracturesin the overburden—one that opens downwards and the other that opens upwards.
The fractures that open upwards should be free from dolerite, and thus form receptacles for groundwater,
unless closed later by other processes. Such areas will clearly beidea recharge areas for Karoo aquifers, or
even form aquifers on their own if they did not develop too deeply within the earth’s surface. Rocks bended
by laccoliths can therefore play aprominent rolein the geohydrological behaviour of aquifers. It may thus be
important to pay more attention to the areas enclosed by ring dykes in future studies of Karoo aquifers.

The discussion in Section A.4.5 is based on the assumption that multiple layers in the overburden will
slide across one another during the intrusion of a laccolith. The Karoo formations, however, are highly
stratified with alternating layers of partially bonded sandstones, mudstones, siltstones and shal es, each with
itsown elastic modulus. It will therefore be difficult for the layersto simply slide across one another, without
weakening or fracturing their contact planes when displaced by alaccolith. The intrusion of laccoliths may
thus have been responsible, or at least have contributed, to the existence of another major feature of Karoo
formations—bedding-parallel fractures. The frequency with which bedding-parallel fractures occur in Karoo
formations and their sizes can be judged from the photograph of the core from Borehole CH6, situated on the
Campus Test Site, in Figure 4-9.

All the high-yielding boreholes, drilled during this project intersected at |east one bedding-parallel frac-
ture. This observation suggests that bedding-parallel fractures act as the main conduits of water in Karoo
aquifers. A major prerequisite to drill a successful borehole in the Karoo formations is thus to strike one of
these bedding-parallel fractures. There must therefore be areas in the Karoo landscape, away from dolerite
dykes, where high-yielding boreholes can be drilled, if the previousinterpretation is correct. Thisconclusion
is supported by the hydrocensus of Burger et al. (1981), who surveyed 1 245 boreholes in the districts of
Bethulie, Springfontein and Trompsburg. As shown by their census results and the accompanying maps,
63% of these boreholes are situated on laccoliths, and not near dolerite dykes. It isalso interesting to observe
that none of the 32 boreholes drilled on the Campus Test Site to date intersected a dolerite dyke.

Itis, of course, possible that bedding-parallel fractures may have been created by other processes, such
as the uplift caused by the weathering of the formations. The simplicity of the physics involved, however,
favour the intrusion of laccoliths. The bending of Karoo formations by laccalithic intrusions may thus have
played avery important part in the geohydrology of Karoo aquifers.

4.5.3 Weathering of Dolerite Dykes

One surprising observation made during the drilling programs at Philippolis and Rouxville, was the influ-
ence that the weathering of adyke had on the success rate of boreholes. The dykes, near which high-yielding
boreholes have been drilled, were all highly weathered and exhibited exfoliating weathering patterns. The
boreholes drilled near al the other dykes were either dry, or had very low yields.

The general belief is that coarse-grained dolerite tends to weather more intensely than fine-grained
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Figure4-9  Photograph of coresfrom borehole CH6 on the Campus Test Site. The boreholeisinclined at
an angle of 45°,
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Figure4-10 Photographs of thin sections of (a) a fine-grained and (b) a coarse-grained dolerite dyke at
Philippolis.

dolerite. However, avisual inspection of highly weathered dykes at Philippolis and Rouxvilleindicated that
they were fine- to medium-grained. Thin sections, two of which are shown in Figure 4-10, were therefore
made from samples of the dykes, and analysed microscopically. The results, summarized in Table 4-1,
confirmed that the dykes were indeed fine- to medium-grained. A dyke's grain size and state of weathering
can thus be important indicators of the yields one can expect from boreholes drilled near linear dykes.

4.6  DISCUSSION

One of the most characteristic features of the Karoo landscape is the ring-shaped dyke structures that are
especialy noticeable in the southern Free State and adjacent areas. These structures are conventionally re-
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Table4-1 Summary of the characteristics of dolerite dykes at Philippolis and Rouxville, and the yields
of boreholes which intersected them.

Sample | Grain Size | State of Iron Oxides Weathering Borehole Yield (m*h)
D15 Coarse Highly leached Highly weathered 6,0
RC3 Coarse Leached Not weathered Dry
RB1 Medium Not leached Not weathered 0-1
RF Medium Not leached Not weathered 15
RB2 Medium Leached Not weathered 3,0
D21 Medium Leached Highly weathered 25
D19 Fine Leached Highly weathered 9,0
F32 Fine Leached Highly weathered 12,0
SS1 Fine L eached Highly weathered 18,0
RA1 Fine Not leached Not weathered 6,0

garded as partially weathered dolerite sills. However, the present discussion shows that it makes more physi-
cal senseto regard them, and the dolerite sills that occur even more frequently in the landscape, as laccolithic
structures. A particular advantage of thisinterpretation isthat it providesanatural explanation of the observed
complex geometry and behaviour of Karoo aquifers, discussed morefully in Chapter 6. Thisinterpretationis,
admittedly, based on very little field data. It is thus important that efforts should be made to elucidate the
intrusion of these structures. More detailed information on their age may be particularly useful in this regard.

Linear dolerite dykes have always been considered as very important for the geohydrology of Karoo
aquifers, particularly as places where successful boreholes can be drilled; aview that is fully supported by
the present investigation. This situation can be ascribed to two properties of the dykes: (a) they are highly
magnetic and can thus be traced easily with existing geophysical methods, and (b) they only baked the host
rock, thereby creating ideal conditions for the formation of fractures. The latter property is particularly
important as successful boreholes in Karoo aquifers have always been associated with fracturesin the aqui-
fer. However, linear dykes do not seem to play an important role in the physical behaviour of the aquifers,
except that they form internal boundaries within the aquifers, thereby limiting the domain from which a
borehole can receive water.

An interesting phenomenon observed at Philippolis, is that the majority of high-yielding boreholes are
situated near highly weathered fine- to medium-grained dolerite dykes, in particular those that show an
exfoliating weathering pattern. No explanation can be given for this phenomenon at this stage, except to note
that it ismainly found in the younger linear dykes and not the older laccolithic ring dykes.







CHAPTER 5

GEOLOGY OF THE CAMPUSAND DEWETSDORP TEST SITES

51 INTRODUCTION

The physical behaviour of Karoo aquifers was studied at five experimental sitesin the Free State. The sites
are located on different stratigraphic sequences in the Beaufort Group and represent some of the variable
characteristics to be expected in Karoo aquifers. The Campus Test Site at the University of the Orange Free
State in Bloemfontein was developed first. This site is located on the Adelaide Subgroup of the Beaufort
Group, while the four other sites, situated at Dewetsdorp, are located on the Tarkastad Subgroup.

The original purpose of the experimental sites was to acquire data on the behaviour of the aquifers by
analysing data from hydraulic tests with existing analytical models. A series of percussion boreholes was
therefore drilled on each site. However, a new approach had to be adopted when the results of the initial
hydraulic tests made it clear that the existing analytical models were inadequate for the analysis of hydraulic
test data from Karoo aquifers.

The first step in this direction was to supplement the percussion boreholes with core-boreholes. The
cores from the first of these boreholes indicated that the geometry of these aquifers differs completely from
that used in the derivation of the analytical models available at the time and even from the customary inter-
pretation of Karoo formations. The aquifers' present geometry must obviously be related to the genesis of
the Karoo formations. Two steps were therefore taken to try to explain the observed geometry of the aqui-
fers. The first was to review the genesis of the Karoo formations, described in Chapters 3 and 4, and the
second to try to confirm the results of the review with field observations. The existing information on the
geology of the central Free State wastoo limited for this purpose, unfortunately. The only way to achieve the
objective was thus to investigate the geology of the area in greater detail. Since the resources available for
this purpose were limited, the investigation had to be limited to the area around Bloemfontein, and to the
following three objectives.

(8 Provide aregiona perspective for the clastic aquifers at the Campus Test Site.

(b) Study the stratigraphy, sedimentology and structure through a multi-disciplinary approach.

(c) Determinethe aquifer potentia of rocksin the Karoo Supergroup in this area.

The discussion that follows therefore begins with the geology of Bloemfontein in Section 5.2. Thisis fol-
lowed by a discussion of its stratigraphy, structure and geomorphology in Section 5.3 and its structural
geology in Section 5.4. The geology and geohydrologic features of the Campus Test Site are discussed in
Section 5.5, while that of the Dewetsdorp sites are discussed in Section 5.6. The main results of the investi-
gation are summarised in Section 5.7.

5.2 GEOLOGY OF THE BLOEMFONTEIN AREA
5.2.1 Previous Studies and Sources of | nformation

The Karoo strata of the central Free State and more specifically the area around Bloemfontein, are not very
well-known, because stratigraphers and palasontologists prefer to study the better exposed sections in the
incised and mountainous areas al ong the eastern border of the province. It isknown though that Bloemfontein
issituated on the upper beds of the Adelaide Subgroup, near the western border of the Beaufort Group, except
for afew small isolated outliers. Beds of the Tarkastad Subgroup crop out 30—40 km south and east of the city.

A careful scrutiny of Sheet 2926 Bloemfontein (Geological Survey, 1966) and an examination of contacts
inthefield showed that the existing map of the basal contacts of the Adelal de Subgroup is not very consistent.
For example, Kingsley and Theron (1964) discovered a coarse-grained sandstone containing feldspar and
pebbles in the Adelaide Subgroup near Bloemfontein, with a cross-bedding directed to the west and north-
west. Theron (1970) subsequently investigated the unit in more detail and carefully examined the extra-basina
pebbles and cobbles. He came to the conclusion that the unit is a separate entity because of its texture and
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primary structures, and gave it the informal name of Northern Beaufort Formation. Theron (1970) considers
the unit separate from, but contemporaneous with, the Tarkastad Subgroup. Unfortunately, he omitted to give
a stratigraphic column or athickness for the unit. In this report, the unit is called the Musgrave Sandstone.

Theron (1975) later extended his palaocurrent studies to the full area where the Beaufort Group crops
out in the Free State. Although his studies are interesting, their usefulnessis limited by the lack of stratigra-
phic control.

The discovery of uranium in rocks of the Beaufort Group, shortly after 1970, led to amassive explora-
tion programme in the Southern Karoo (Cole et al., 1991). The uraniferous rocks were later traced
north-eastwards along a narrow zone up to a farm 40 km south-south-west of Bloemfontein. Although the
reports mention afew other, smaller radiometric anomaliesin the lowermost Beaufort rocks of the area, their
exact stratigraphic position and nature of the host rock are not described.

A useful method to establish stratigraphic control isto use biostratigraphic markers, since they provide
definite evidencefor the age, position and correlation of stratigraphic assemblages. For example, itisknown
that Daptocephalus Zone (Dicynodon Assemblage Zone) fossils mark the Adelaide Subgroup, while
Lystrosaurus Zonefossils mark the Tarkastad Subgroup. The map of Kitching( 1977) showsthat Daptocephal us
Zonefossils occur in an area near the Modder River, but also shows four Lystrosaurus Zone localities north
and south of Bloemfontein. Unfortunately, these localities are not described in the text and the precise posi-
tions where the fossils were found, are not known. No Lystrosaurus fossils were found in or near the city
during the present study, however.

Geologists and diviners have sited numerous boreholes over the years in and near Bloemfontein, but
there are very few records of their geological profiles and yields. The borehole data used in the following
discussion were therefore restricted to that of the boreholes on the Campus Test Site.

5.2.2 Regional Survey

The regional survey of the area was based on a continuous feed-back system in that data obtained on a
regional scale were always compared with that obtained on alocal scale. This technique yielded a broad
geological perspective of the palam-environmental system of deposition, the magmatic intrusion of dolerites
and the effects of later tectonic forces on the deposition of the strata.

Thefirst step was to investigate suitable exposuresin hillslopes, road-cuttings and dongas, in an area of
approximately 20>20 km around Bloemfontein, and to compile geological columns for the Beaufort strata
observed in them. The thickness, lithology, fossil content, texture, primary structures and nature of contacts
were therefore noted for each bed and at each locality. The strata from one site to the other were then
correlated by using characteristic and easily recognisable marker beds. Unfortunately, dolerite intrusions,
scree and a surficial cover made it impossible to establish complete columns for some of the localities. This
study benefited considerably from the work of Dr. Johan Welman, palsmntologist of the National Museum in
Bloemfontein, who hel ped to identify the Karoo vertebrate fossils and determine their exact stratigraphic position.

5.3 GEOMORPHOLOGY OF THE CENTRAL FREE STATE
5.3.1 General

Asdiscussed in Chapter 3, the sediments of the Karoo Supergroup were deposited in aforeland basin from
the late Carboniferous to the early Jurassic Periods. The strata around Bloemfontein represent the platform
facies of the basin, whose trough lay 400 km to the south. This platform facies rests on the Cape-Vaal Craton,
an ancient stable part of Southern Africa. The result is that the Karoo strata are still horizontal or nearly so.
Slight departures from the horizontal bearing, and the reasons for them, are discussed in Section 5.4.

A major feature of thelandscape around Bloemfonteinisthe hills of dolerite and Beaufort strata, the latter
often capped by dolerite, separated by wide plains with pediments and bahadas, as shown in Figure 5-1.
Outcrops are rare between the hills, because of the surficial cover of calcrete, windblown sand, alluvium and
soil. A shallow watershed runs north-south, just west of the city centre. The surface drainage to the west is
towards Kaal Spruit, and to the east through rivuletsthat run first eastwards and eventually northwards before
joining the Modder River.

The presence of Dicynodon fossilsin the sedimentsindicatesthat the age of the strataaround Bloemfontein
belongs to the upper part of the Adelaide Subgroup (see Figure 3-1). The Ecca Group is present at a pro-
jected depth of roughly 200 m, and crops out 40 km west of the city. The Tarkastad Subgroup of the Beaufort
Group crops out to the east and south-east. Before the onset of the post-Jurassic erosion, the upper units of
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Figure5-1  South-western view of the Karoo landscape near Bloemfontein. The first hill in the back-
ground is the dolerite-capped Brandkop and the farthest one L eeuberg.

the Karoo Supergroup extended to the west of the city.

An examination of contactsin the field shows that the mapping of the Ecca-Beaufort contact, as reported
on the Sheet 2926 Bloemfontein, is inconsistent and even misleading from a geohydrological point of view.
The reason for this inconsistency is the absence of stratigraphical-structural data for the area. Aquifersin
Beaufort sediments were thus often associated with Ecca sedimentsin the past. This caused a considerable diffi-
culty for the stratigraphic classification of the core-boreholes drilled to depths of 200 m on the Campus Test Site.

According to Sheet 2926 Bloemfontein, the Ecca Group is represented by shales in this area. The
argillaceous rock that occurs below a prominent medium-grained sandstone on the Campus Test Site was
consequently interpreted as Ecca shales. Based on his analysis of the lithology and palasocurrents, Ryan
(1967) relates the Eccain this part of the Karoo to the Central Facies of the Group, which represents deposi-
tionin an inland sea. However, the detailed stratigraphic analysis of the cores revealed that the argillaceous
rock was grey and red mudstone and siltstone deposited in a fluvial system. Moreover, the cores give no
indication of a ‘break’ in pala-environment, as one would expect from the description of the Ecca and
Beaufort sedimentation in Chapter 3. The previousinterpretation of the argillaceousrock as Ecca shalesisthus
incorrect; it is mudstone and siltstone deposited in the fluvial systems associated with the Beaufort Group.

5.3.2 Beaufort Stratigraphy

The positions of the hills, road-cuts and dongas, used to compile a stratigraphic column for the Beaufort
Group, are shown on the map in Figure 5-2. The geological columns for the Beaufort strata at eight of the
sites are shown in Figure 5-3 and the column in Figure 5-4. The beds overlying the Musgrave Sandstone in
the column are only present at L eeuberg, and do not occur in or near Bloemfontein. They are included here
only for reference purposes.

The list of vertebrate fossils in the column of Figure 54 shows that the Dicynodon Assemblage Zone
occursat least to aposition 20 m above the Musgrave Sandstone. The three major sandstone units (Musgrave,
Spitskop and Campus) in the area are thus situated in the Adelaide Subgroup of the Beaufort Group. No
contact between the Dicynodon and Lystrosaur us Assemblage Zones has been observed near the city.

Sandstone units are usually considered to be the main aquifer units in sedimentary formations (Botha,
1996). Therest of the discussion will consequently concentrate on the three major sandstone unitsin Figure 5-4.
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The Musgrave Sandstone unit usually crops out below dolerite sillsin the hills around Bloemfontein, as
shown in Figure 5-5. Compl ete sections of the unit are thereforerare. Thelithology of the unit variesfrom a
medium sandstone to a grit and sometimes a conglomerate. Pebbles and cobbles of clear quartz, milky
quartz, microcline, quartz porphyry, granite, granite gneiss and quartzite occur either in conglomerate beds,
layers of conglomerate, asin Figure 5-6, or asisolated findsin acoarse bed. A stacking of these structuresin
Musgrave Hill, shown in Figure 57, occursin an incised channel filled in by sandstone and grit. Spectacul ar
examples of cross-bedding occur in most outcrops of Musgrave Sandstone.

There are a number of factors that have to be considered, when interpreting the environment in which
the Musgrave Sandstone was deposited. These are: the coarse nature of the sandstone, isolated cobblesin a

Figure5-5 Outcropsof Musgrave Sandstone, beneath dolerite sillsin the hillsaround Langenhoven Park,
west of Bloemfontein.

Figure5-6 Thin conglomerate bed at the base of the Musgrave Sandstone, in Musgrave Hill.
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Figure5-7  Stacked channel deposits of sandstone and grit in the Musgrave Sandstone.

coarse sandstone bed, matrix-supported conglomerates, thin layers of conglomerate which lie on an ero-
sional surface over many kilometres and the unidirectional cross-bedding shownin Figure 5-2. Thissuggests
that the unit was deposited by abraided river system, illustrated in Figure 3-5(a), with channels separated by
expanses of sand and sand bars, occasionally covered by thin deposits of grit and conglomerate |eft by flash
floods. The Musgrave Sandstone thus differs completely from the deposits of meandering riverslower down
in the stratigraphic column.

A major feature of the Musgrave Sandstone, clearly shown in Figure 57, is the vertical joints, often
enlarged by surface and near surface weathering. Mgjor aquifers could thus exist in the Musgrave Sandstone,
if these joints appear throughout the unit. This may particularly be the case in the areas east of Bloemfontein,
where the unit is rarely exposed.

The medium-grained feldspathic Spitskop Sandstone usually crops out at the base of hillsin and around
the city. The unit is completely free of grits and pebbles at all sites investigated, except for Tafelkop. The
absence of coarse beds, the parallel bedding, micro cross-lamination and the wide dispersal of trough cross-
bedding directionsin Figure 5-2 indicates that the unit was deposited in the channel of a meandering river.

The Spitskop Sandstone often forms very thick layers, to such an extent that it was quarried extensively
a century ago in the now abandoned Bayswater Quarry, where massive sandstones can still be seen today.
The ferruginized and leached nature of the rock, visible near jointsin Figure 5-8, suggest that the unit may
contain well-devel oped aquifers.

The mudstone and siltstone units that overlie the Spitskop Sandstone, are rarely exposed because of
scree along the slopes of hills. The lithology of the visible outcrops generally varies from pure mudstone to
a mudstone/siltstone rhythmite. A skull of the reptile Oudenodon baini from the Dicynodon Assemblage
Zone, which was discovered in a maroon mudstone on the slopes of Tafelkop, shows that these units form
part of the Adelaide Subgroup.

The Campus Sandstone unit does not crop out in the study area. The study of its propertiestherefore had
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Figure5-8 Ferruginized and leached rock next to joints in the Spitskop Sandstone at Tafelkop.

to be restricted to cores from the core-boreholes on the Campus Test Site. This feldspathic sandstone is
medium-grained and contains parallel bedding, ripple-drift lamination and trough cross-bedding in specific
zones. A black mudstone that sharply overliesthis sandstoneisfollowed in turn by thin coarse grit beds. This
suggests that the Campus Sandstone is related to a channel deposit in a meandering river that eventually
abandoned one loop to form an oxbow lake, in which black mudstones accumulated under euxinic condi-
tions. The oxbow lake was later partiadly filled in by coarse grits that overspilled from an adjacent channel.

The siltstone-mudstone facies overlying the Campus Sandstone consists of a siltstone-mudstone assem-
blage with mudstone dominant near the base and siltstone in the upper beds. The well-bedded nature of this
unit, illustrated in Figure 5-9, and the ripple-drift cross-lamination in the silty layers, suggest that the unitis
related to the deposit in alagoonal -ephemeral 1ake on aflood-plain. A number of fossilsof Karoo reptileswere
recovered from these mudstones which lie immediately below the Spitskop Sandstone unit in Figure 5-4.

The Campus Sandstoneisunderlain by layersof mudstones. About 40 m of thesegrey and maroon mudstones
were studied in a number of the core-boreholes drilled on the Campus Test Site. The mudstones, which often
contain small nodules of palesocalcrete and occasional thin layers of siltstone, can readily be interpreted as
floodplain deposits. The sedimentary process, responsible for the deposition of the rocks underlying the Cam-
pusTest Site, thus reminds one very much of the meandering river system illustrated in Figure 3-5(b).

54 REGIONAL STRUCTURAL GEOLOGY
5.4.1 Structural-Stratigraphic Mapping

The main objective of this study, which was also based on the 400 km? region around the Campus Test Site
in Figure 5-2, was to establish the regional distribution and geometry of the main sandstone bodies and
dolerite on a 1:10 000 and 1:30 000 scale. The geometry and correlation of the sandstones and dolerite
structures were studied by using marker units, geometric analysis of bedding and the drawing of structurally
controlled sections across the area. All occurrences of surface sandstones in the hills in and around
Bloemfontein were mapped and correlated with either the Musgrave or Spitskop Sandstone bodies. These
sandstones, which vary in thicknessfrom 2 to 20 m, occur only in the subsurface to the east of Bloemfontein.
The geometry of fractures in the sandstones was also documented at various outcrops throughout the area.
The stratigraphic correlation was complicated considerably by the occurrence of curviplanar dolerite struc-
turesonthreestratigraphic level sthat displaced thelithol ogies perpendicular to the plane of intrusion, both vertically
and laterally. Asymmetric open folds with north-easterly trending axial traces on a hectometre scale were ob-
served at Brandkop, Rayton Ridge and Tafelkop in Figure 5-2, for example. The dips of these fold limbs, which
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Figure5-9 Alternating layers of siltstone and mudstone (rhythmite) overlying the Campus Sandstone.

vary between 5° and 15°, have a dramatic effect on thelocal position of the various stratigraphic units.

Theareal distribution, correlation and understanding of the complex geometry of the dolerite intrusions
were established, using structural section reconstructionsand the spatial positions of established stratigraphic
marker sequences. Theintrusions that interdigitate with the Adelai de sediments represent a single megasco-
pic unit known as the Rayton Ridge Sill. The Sill that bifurcates to the south and east has a synintrusive
folded morphology locally, resembling dome and basin structures, as illustrated in Figure 5-10. The loca-
tions of the sites used in constructing this northerly trending 4 km section can be found in Figure 5-2.

Thefull extent of the megascopic fold development is borne out by the structural contours for the top of
the Musgrave Sandstone in Figure 5-11. The contours define an oval-shaped domal structure with most of
the city of Bloemfontein situated on the core of the structure. The dips around the domal structure are less
than one degree and the anticlinal axial trace trends north-easterly. A synclinal trace occurs some 35 km to
the east of Bloemfontein.

The existence of thisdomal structure is very interesting for two reasons. Thefirst isthat it is exactly the
type of structure onewould expect to beformed by laccolithicintrusions. The second isitsinfluence on both the
surface and subsurface directions of flow. It is clear from Figure 511 that the main drainage system for surface
water has not been affected by the domal structure, but the minor streams feeding into the main system appear
to be controlled by the structure. The minor systems therefore possibly represent ayounger drainage system.

It is known that groundwater levels and the direction of groundwater flow tend to follow the topo-
graphic surface (Van Sandwyk et al., 1992). This means that the flow of groundwater will be directed away
from the domal core towards the synclinal axes situated on either side of the domal structure. The synclina
structure therefore represents a sink and a potential regional groundwater resource area.

The easterly trending longitudinal section, «¢*B, in Figure 5-12, illustrates that the Musgrave Sandstone
is mostly in the subsurface for the part east of Bloemfontein. It could thus represent a major groundwater
resource in this region. However, leakage into the Modder River will take place where the Musgrave Sand-
stone is exposed in the core of the syncline.

5.4.2 TheRock Mass Structure

Thegeneral shape of the sandstonebodiesintheareainvestigated isirregular sheet-liketo tabular. Thelithofacies
and palaocurrent analysis (see Figures 5-2 and 5-3) showed that the sandstone bodies thin locally avay from
channel centres and regionally to the west, with the presumed source area situated east of Bloemfontein.
Extensional fractures (Mode |) and shearing fractures (Mode I1) are pervasively developed in both the
sediments and dolerite intrusives. Fractures in the dolerites were probably caused by the original thermal
cooling stressand | ater isostatic uplift through erosion. A stereographic projection of polesand planesfor the
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Figure5-11 Megascopic dome and basin structures deforming the Karoo Supergroup between Bloemfontein
and Thaba Nchu.

dominant types of fracturesrecognised in the sedimentsisgivenin Figure 5-13. Theseinclude: sub-horizon-
tal bedding-parallel fractures and orthogonal and diagonal fractures with dominant north-west, north-east
and east-west regional trends. The latter fractures appear to be of acompressional origin, but now appear in
tension (open fractures), probably as aresult of uplift and erosional unloading.

55 THE CAMPUSTEST SITE

55.1 General

The Campus Test Site at the University of the Free State (see Figure 5-14) covers an area of approximately
180x192 m?, and was originaly intended as a test site for postgraduate students. The positions of the 24

percussion and 7 core-boreholesthat have been drilled on the site to date are shown in Figure 5-15. Five of the
seven core-boreholes were drilled vertically and two at an inclination of 45° in an attempt to intersect all
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Figure5-13 Stereographic projection of polesand planesillustrating the regional fracture geometry of the
Musgrave and Spitskop Sandstones in the Bloemfontein area.

possible orientations of fractures in the lithologies. The Department of Geohydrology installed permanent
pumpsin Boreholes UP15 and UP16, which were very useful for the hydraulic tests, which are described later.

The geology of the Site was studied using geological mapping, vertical sedimentological-structural
profiling of borehole cores and wireline logging of selected boreholes. These data were very useful in the
interpretation of the Site’'s depositional environment, stratigraphy and characterization of the aquifers. A
microscopic study of selected cores provided very interesting information on the nature of the zones of
chemical ateration and microfractures.

The geological profiles of the percussion and two inclined core-boreholes (CH5 and CH6) are shown in
Figures 5-16 and 5-17 respectively while those for the vertical core-boreholes, CH1-CH4, are given in
Table 5-1.

5.5.2 Mapping and Macroscopic Bedding Orientation

The geologica map of the Campus Test Sitein Figure 5-15 showsthat the Siteis situated partially on abasal
outcrop of the Spitskop Sandstone, but mainly on the underlying Campus Sandstone. Outcrops of the mud-
stonesthat overlie the Campus Sandstone are surficially covered by soil and clay. A macroscopic dolerite sill
defines the southern border of the Site. The two north-easterly trending subvertical fracture zones, detected
in the cores of boreholes CH6 and CH7, are the only subvertical structures intersected when the core bore-
holes were drilled. However, the zones are not present in any of the other boreholes.

The contours in Figure 5-11 suggest that the Karoo strata in this part of Bloemfontein should dip to-
wards the south-east, on the regional scale. However, the topography of the Campus Test Site dips towards
the north-east, as shown in Figure 5-18.

5.5.3 Stratigraphy and Sedimentology

The geological column of the CampusTest Site can be subdivided into five different easily recognisable rock
units, each characterised by an unique assemblage of rock typesand primary structures. Theselithological units
may be subdivided into different lithofaciestypes, as shown in Figures 5-19 and 5-20. A characteristic feature
of thelithofaciesisthe cross-lamination present in lithofacies 2, the upper part of lithofacies 3, and lithofacies
4 and 5. Cross-bedding occursin different directions (as viewed in the vertical) in the sandstone lithofacies.
Thevertical lithofaciesrepresent vertical accretion of depositsin flood-plains (mudstone and mudstone/
siltstone facies), shallow lakes (rhythmite facies) and channels (sandstone facies). The palasosols and
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Figure5-14 Position of the Campus Test Site at the University of the Orange Free State.
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Figure5-15 Plan view of the boreholes and geological map of the sandstones on the Campus Test Site.

pal aocretes in mudstone/siltstone facies represent periods of sub-aerial emergence and bioturbative activity,
and fluid flow in the Karoo basin respectively. This confirms the view expressed earlier, that the deposition
was related to the fluvial environment of the Adelaide Subgroup, rather than the lacustrine environment of
the Ecca Group. An examination of the cross-lamination and cross-bedding orientation derived from dipmeter
and acoustic scanner logs, showed that the palasoflow direction varied from north-north-east (010°) towards
south-south-west (190°), asindicated in Figure 5-15.

The diagram on the right side of Figure 5-20 shows that there is a considerable variation in competency
of the various lithofacies and even within lithofacies, caused by the variations in the composition of the
lithof acies themselves. For example, at the base of the sandstone facies, 50 to 300 mm thick coarse conglom-
erate bands occur that aternate with coarse-grained (0,5 to 1 mm) cross-bedded sandstone. The sandstone
fines upwards with the development of cross-lamination and interbedded laminae of mudstone. A similar
variation exists in the lateral facies and rock strengths. The order of competency for the lithofacies in
Figures 5-19 and 5-20 is summarised in Table 5-2.

Theentirelithological sequenceischaracterized by aprimary mechanical anisotropy in competency, caused
by the well-devel oped external and internal layering and bedding of the lithofacies units. The ordering of the



53

The Campus Test Site

9115 159 sndureD ay) uo Pa||Lp SajoupIog Uossno.Rd 1z U Jo sa|1joud [ea1Boj0sD  9T—G aInbiy

JBguinN uolresyiiuep | ajoys Jog
720N €20N ¢coNn TeoNn 020N 610N 8TON LTON 9TdN SIdN ¥YTON €T0N ¢Tton TIoN 0ToN 60N 80N ZON 90N SON ¥ON €on <¢on ToN

#5 o

=
e
= B

/
p

Pl
s

auospniNen|g
auoIspues umoiq b1 [
auospues allyMm [
apys foib-oeig B

auoIs}|IS umoig-pay [
auospni umoig-molp A [
auoispn A umoig b1
|los do] umoig [of

(S¥E T - swrew) uolrens|3



The Campus Test Site and Dewetsdorp Aquifers

"81IS 159 sndwed ay) uo pa||Lp S910yS.100-2102 pauljoul om) ay) Jo sajijoid [ealbojoes TG ainbi4

auoispnw-A1|IS
a[eys snoaJeuoq.e)
(PeureIB-WNIPS N) BuoISpUeS

auoISpPNIN

. aeJowo|Buod

= o

- 2UOISPNWI-BUOS)|IS

=] l1os

G ] IO 1

000

00'G

000t

00'GT

0002

00'Ge

000

00'GE

oo‘or

00'Gl

|
o
(@)
o
Lo

(w) ajoypog Jo wollog anoqy Wb H



55

The Campus Test Site

069'9VET 0zr'T 00079 auospnw-A11S
OTT'8VET 0S.'0 085'29 (pourelB-auty) suoispues
098'8VET 0£8'L 0£8'T9 auospnw-A11S
069°9SET ov6'T 000'%S (pourelB-auty) suoispues
0£9'85€T 0Er'9 090'2G auolspnw-A11S
090'G9€ET 009'T 0€9'sty (pouteB-winipaLL 03 BU 1Y) BUOISPUES
099'99€T 056'€ 0207 auospnw-A11S
0T9'0LET 080'T 080'01 (pourelB-auty) suoispues
069'TLET 000'T 000'6€ auolspnw-A11S
0£9'G9ET 08z oTY'St auolspnw-AlIS | 069°2LET ozr'y 00088 auospniy
0T6'69€ET 0250 0ST'TY (peuresb-duly) uospues | OTT'ZLET 08S'T 085'€€ (poureIB-auLy) BUOISPUES
0Er'0LET 008'9 0T9'0% auolspnw-AlIS | 069'8LET otL'e 000'2€ auospniy
0€Z'2L€T 0520 0T8'eE (poureIB-BULy) BUOISPUES || O0F'Z8ET 0.T°0 062'8¢ (peuteb-auLy) BUOSPUES
08¥'LLET 0S0'T 095'€e auolspnw-AlIS | 0/528ET 0220 0zT'se auolspniy
0€G'8LET orz'o 0TS'2€ (poureIB-BuLly) BUOISPUES || 062'Z8ET 059'T 006'.C (PoureIB-auLy) BUOISPUES
0LL'8LET 096'S 0/2'28 auolspnw-AiS | OvY'P8ET 080'T 052'92 auospniy
0212851 0020 01e'82 (pouresB-auy) suospues | 02G'S8ET 069'0 0.T'se auosl|iS
0€6'Z8ET 00v'T oTT'se auolspnw-AlIS | 0TZ'98ET 0€L'0 087 auospniy
0£€'Y8ET 080'T 0T2'92 BUOIPNIAL | OV6'98ET 08r'0 0S.'€2 arRWo|fuo)
OT¥'G8ET 0.7'0 0£9'se (poutesB-outy) suospues | 0zv'L8ET 021’8 0lz'sz (poure.B-nipaW) SuoispUeS
088'G8ET 0250 09152 auosl|IS | OvS'SEET 020'0 0ST'ST jiito}
OTH'988T 02T 0£9'72 BuolspNIAl | 095'SEET 095°0 0ET'ST 3 [eus snosdJeuoq.ed
089'28¢T 0ST'0 09€'€2 arRWOIBU0D || 0ZT'96ET 020'0 0/S'YT jiito}
0£8'/85T 0ET'8 orz'ee (poureIB-winipsw) suospues | OYT'96ET 020'0 0SS'T 3[eus snosJeuoq.ed
096'G6ET 0920 080'GT aUOsPNW-BUOR)|IS | 09T'96ET or0'0 0ES'YT o
022'965T or0'0 02841 WO | 00Z'96ET 060°0 06v'7T 3 [eus snosdJeuoq.ed
092'96€T 0.2'0 08L'YT 3UOSPNW-BUOR)IS | 06Z'96ET 020'0 00v'vT jiito}
0£0'26€T 082'0 0T0'%T WO | 0TE'96ET 080°0 08€'T 3 [eus snosdJeuoq.ed
0TE'26ET 0T0'0 0£L'€T 8leus snosJeuoqed | 06€'96ET 020'0 00€'YT jiito}
02€'265T 070’0 0ZL'€T WO | OTY'96ET 09T'T 082'vT 3[eus snosJeuoq.ed
0£€'265T orT'o OTL€T alussnosdeuoqed | 0/G'/65T or0'0 0ZT'eT jiito}
OLY'265T 070’0 0/S'€T WO | 0T9'26ET 0820 080°€T 3 [eus snosdJeuoq.ed
08'265T ore'T 09S'€T 8leussnosdeuoqed | 068'L65T 00%'0 008'ZT IS}
02L'86€ET 00T'0 0ze'eT (pourelB-winipsw) suospues | 062'86ET 0S6'T 00v'2T 8UOISPNW-BUOISHIS
0Z8'86T or0'o 022zt auoIsPNW-BUOR)IS || 0FZ‘00VT 020'0 0S+'0T o
098'86€ET 0€z'0 081'2T (pouresB-winipaLw) BUoISpUeS || 092'00%T 0/2'c 0gv'oT (poure.B-unipaW) SuoispUeES
060'665T oTr'8 0S6'TT 3UOSPNW-BUOR)|IS || 0ES‘E0VT 0912 09T'L 3U0ISPNW-BUOIS)|IS
00G‘20¥T o/z'e ors'e auolspniAl | 069'SOYT 00g's 000G auospniy
0L2'0TYT 0/2'0 0/2'0 110S || 066'80VT 002'T 00.'T [e
OrO'TTHT 000'0 069'0THT 0000
(swew) (w) () (swrew) (w) (w)
uoiers|3 SewpIyL | ybueai0d ABojoys uoirens|3 sswpIyL | yPuw a0 ABojoy3i
ZHO 9009 THO 9009

'81IS 1591 sndweD ay) uo pa||1p ‘ZHD PUe THD S3|0yR.100-8100 8y} Jo s3|1joid [ea1BojoeD (e)T-5a|gel



The Campus Test Site and Dewetsdorp Aquifers

56

00S'G9ET 06Y'€ 0sy'sy auospnw-AiiIs
066'89€T 0€E'0 096'TV (poureIB-auLy) Suoispues
02€'695T or8'0 0£9'TY auospnw-A11S
09T‘0LET 086'0 06.'0% (poureIB-auLy) suoispues
060'TLET 089'T 098'6€ auospnw-A11S
059°29€T 0052 059'8% auolspnw-AIS | 0LL2LET (0r440] 08T'8e auospniy
0GT'S9ET 0520 0ST'or (pourIB-BUly) BUOISPUES || OBT'ELET 00€‘0 09/'/€ (poureIB-8ULY) BUOISPUES
006'G9ET 00€'Z 00F'Str suolspnw-AlIS | 06Y'€LET 000 0928 auolspniy
002'89€T 00€E'T 00T'eY (poureIB-auly) BUOISPUES || 06 LLET 0650 09%'€€ (PoureIB-BULY) BUOISPUES
00G'69€T 0050 008'T¥ BUOlPNIAL | 020'8LET 059°0 0£6'28 auospniy
000'0ET 00T'T 00E'TY auospues | 0/9'8LET 00€'0 082'2€ (PoureIB-8UIY) BUOSPUES
00T'TZET 002 002'0% SUOBPNIAL | 0/6'8LET 0TSt 086'TE auolspniy
00€'S.ET 002'T 000'9€ (poureIB-BuLly) BUOISPUES || 08F'EBET 08Z'T 0¥l (poureIB-auULY) BUOISPUES
00G'9/ET 006'G 0087 BUOlPNIAL | 09.V8ET 029°0 061'9Z auosl|iS
00'Z8ET 0090 00682 (poureIB-BuLly) BUOISPUES || 0BE'GBET 00S'T 0/8'sz auospNN
000°€8ET 00T'0 00£'82 suolspNIAl | 088'98ET 062°0 0.0'72 aesewo|Buo)
00T'€8ET 0zz'e 00282 [uosl|IS | 0LT'/8ET 029'8 08L'€2 (poureJB-winipaw) suospUes
02€'98€ET 00%'0 0867 SUOIPNIAL | 06L'SBET 092°0 09T'ST auolspniy
022'988T 0£9'0 08572 8Uokl|IS | 0S0'96ET 0900 00641 iHito}
0S€‘/8ET 0ST'0 05662 arRWolfu0D || OTT'96ET 021’0 or8'T 3[eus snoadJeuoq.ed
00'285T 0ST'6 008'€Z (pouresB-winipaw) suospUeS | 0€Z'96ET 0200 02L'YT iHito}
059'96€T 0TT’0 0S9'7T 3[eys sNoedeuOqRD | 00E'96ET 060°0 0S9'7T 3[eys snosdeuoq e
092'96€T 06€'0 ovS'T WO | 06E'96ET 020'0 09S'7T iHito}
0ST'/6€ET 0EP'T 0ST'T 3[eys snoedeuoqeD | OTH'96ET 0.T'T orS'rT 3[eys snosjeuoq e
085'86ET 0/2'0 022t Wo | 085'26€T 0852 0LE'€T (PoueIB-WiNIpaW) BuoispUes
058'86€ET 06.'C 0St'ZT auoIspNW-euos)IS | OET'00FT 062'T 028°0T auoIPNW-BUOS) IS
0v9'TOrT 096'T 099'6 (poureB-winipsw) suospues | 0zy'TOYT 090°0 0£5'6 (PoureIB-WinipaW) auoispues
009°€0VT 0se's 002'L aUOISPNW-BUOSYIS | 08 TOVT 0.T'S 0Lv'6 aUoISPNW-BLOS) IS
056'901T 0S8'T 0SE'y BUOIPNIAL | 0S9'90YT 000'2 00E'y auospni
008'80VT 0052 0052 110S | 099'80¥T 00€'Z 00€'Z [0S
00E'TTHT 000'0 0S6'0TT 000'0
(swrew) () () (swrew) (w) (w)
uoiers|3 ssswpyL | yibueai00 ABojoyyn uoirers|3 sswpiyL | yiPuweiei00 ABojoyyn
yHO®80ys log €HO 8|0 jog

811G 159 | sndwreD ay) uo pa||1p ‘YHOD pue EHD S8|0yR.10q-8400 8y} Jo sa|1joid [ealbojoeD (Q)T-Salqel



The Campus Test Site 57

s ° UOiS‘
21050 [eUO21 N\, uoo1e “e

CH5 N

i % Uo02® & 1

| \ %, o176

[ . ]
5 y

21075

21100 |
E
’g | ]
S 21125 | §
S [ R ]
X : U023 e U012 |
| I \- ]
x 21150 | 3 §
i > 1
L U024 U022 ]
21175 | §
21200 | )
7.‘QH‘7 | | | | | | |

78980 78960 78940 78920 78900 78880 78860 78840
Y (m)

Figure5-18 Contours of the Campus Test Site’s topography.

Table5-2 Order of competency of the lithofacies in Figure 5-20, arranged from the highest to lowest

(bottom to top).
Lithofacies | Description
1 Mudstone
5 Black Shale
2 Cross-laminated Mudstone and Siltstone
4 Cross-laminated Rhythmite Sequence
3 Cross-bedded Sandstone

anisotropy, beginning with the lithofacies with the highest frequency of lamination and bedding, is asfollows
Lithofacies4>5>3>2>1

Another characteristic of the lithological sequenceisthe vertical variation in grain size. A broad description
of this variation from bottom to top of the stacked facies units, is given in Table 5-3.

55.4 Rock Mass Structure

The shape of the Campus Sandstone body on the Test Site was determined by analysing the elevations at
which the upper and lower contacts of the sandstone body occur in the percussion and core logs. The
sedimentol ogic interpretation suggests that the shape isirregular sheetlike to tabular. Contours of the sand-
stone's top surface in Figure 5-21(a) indicate that the sandstone body has a domal shape around Borehole
UP15, with amain axial trace that trends from the south-east to north-west. An interesting feature of the
sandstone body, revealed more clearly by itsisopach contour map in Figure 5-21(b), isthe relation between
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Figure5-20 Distribution of structures, rock strength characteristics and alteration zones in the interpreted lithofacies of the Adelaide Subgroup on the Campus Test Site.
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Table5-3  Variation in grain size, within the stacked facies units of Figure 5-20 from bottom to top.

Lithofacies | Grain Size (mm)

Top 1 0,01

0,06 t0 0,125

0,01 (Interbanded between 0,06 and 0,125)
0,01

3t00,25

0,01

0,01t0 0,06

0,01

P NPRP WP OM

Bottom

the thickness of the sandstone and the high-yielding boreholes, particularly boreholes UO5 and UP16.

The domal shape of the sandstone body is also present in the mudstone lithofacies bel ow the sandstone
facies. However, these facies contain an additional domal structure north-west of Borehole UO14, asillus-
trated by the contoursin Figure 5-22. However, the domal shapes are not present in the lithofacies sequence
overlying the sandstone facies. Indeed, some members of the sequence wedge out against the domal struc-
ture at Borehole UP15, as can be seen in Figure 5-16.

The overall structure of the vertical lithofacies at the Test Site is consistent with what one would expect
from afluvia environment. However, there is apossibility that hydraulic fracturing, caused by the build-up
of high pore-pressures in the post-depositional saturated argillaceous sediments, may also have played a
role. The presence of conical shear fractures in a core sample from the mudstone lithofacies below the
Campus Sandstone shown in Figure 5-23, supports this suggestion.

A major feature of the core samplesisthe large number of fractures, particularly bedding-parallel frac-
tures, whose frequency decreases downwards from the upper more westhered zone, as thicker and more
competent units are encountered. However, their large-scal e devel opment isrestricted to the upper part of the
sandstone facies, as shown in Figure 5-24. The bedding-parallel fractures in the upper, more weathered
zone, are often transected by large numbers of orthogonal, oblique and diagonal fractures. These fractures
clearly represent secondary fracturing of the rock mass, caused by the post-lithification processes described
in Chapters 3 and 4.

Microscopic studies of thin sections from the sandstone facies, of which an exampleis shown in Figure
5-25, showed that the grains of quartz and feldspar can also be fractured. The dark red bandsin thefigure are
clay mineralsthat have been deposited in permeabl e areas between quartz and feldspar grains by groundwa-
ter flow along the cross-bedding in the sandstone.

The Mode | fracture, marked ‘total water loss' in Figure 5-24, is the most significant fracture on the
Campus Test Site. A close-up view of the fracture situated completely in the sandstone facies of Figure 5-19
is shown in Figure 5-26. The fracture has an estimated areal extent of 5 000 m? and an aperture that varies
between 0,5 and 1,0 mm, as measured in the core. An idea of the fracture’s geometry can be obtained from
the contours of its elevation in Figure 5-27, derived from dipmeter, acoustic scanner and calliper surveys.
The fracture follows the contours of the Campus Sandstone in Figure 5-21 so closely that there can be no
doubt that it is a bedding-parallel fracture.

A more detailed view of the fractures in the Campus Sandstone can be obtained from the June 1996
acoustic scanner logs of core-borehole CH1 and high-yiel ding percussion borehole UO5 in Figure 5-28. The
orientations of the fractures are shown by the tadpoles on the right, and their position and vertical extent by
the yellow calliper trace on the left. Green tadpoles represent bedding-parallel fractures, and red tadpoles
oblique fractures. The Mode | fracture occurs at a depth of 20,9 m in CH1, and within the fractured zone at
23,0 — 23,3 m in Borehole UO5. The direction of dip and dip for these fractures are 300 07 and 320 07
respectively, where the first three numerals represent the azimuth of dip and the last two the angle of dip.

An interesting feature of the acoustic scanner image for Borehole UO5 in Figure 5-28(b) isthe presence
of asecond ‘fracture’ zone at a depth of 23,8 m. The orientation of the zone's top is 264 08 and that of its
bottom 362 18. However, the absence of any tadpolesin the region and the acoustic calliper image of the area
in Figure 5-29 show that the zone does not represent a fracture, but an elastic deformation of the borehole. It
istherefore important to note that this‘ fracture’ zone was not detected in two previous geophysical surveys of
the borehole, whoseidentical calliper traces are displayed by thered line on thefar left of Figure 5-28(b). The
first of these surveys was carried out in June 1992, shortly after the borehole was drilled, and the second in
December 1993. The only conclusion is thus that this highly warped zone, indicative of failure along a pre-
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Figure5-22 Contours for the top of the mudstones that underlie the Campus Sandstone on the Campus
Test Site.
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Figure5-23 Conical shear fractures that developed in a palasosol within the mudstones of lithofacies 2.
The white mineral coating on the surface of the fracture is baryte.
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Figure5-24 Photograph of apart of the core from Borehole CH3. Noticein particular the fracture marked
with the comment ‘total water loss'.

existing plane of weakness, developed after December 1993. The zone was thus probably caused, when a
plane of weakness was activated by hydraulic tests performed on the borehol e after December 1993.

The red bands that demarcate the fracture zones on the images in Figure 5-28, are limonite-stained
alteration zones, usually associated with matrix diffusion from oxygen-rich water into the formations sur-
rounding the fractures. The zones extend for approximately 1 mm around the smaller fractures to more than
1 m around the Mode | fracture. This phenomenon has two important consequences for Karoo aquifers—it
shows that the aquifers are recharged from time to time, and what is perhaps more important, that Karoo
formations are particul arly susceptible to matrix diffusion. This property and the small permeabilities of the
Karoo rocks will make it very difficult to ever clean up a polluted Karoo aquifer.

55.5 Geometry of the Aquifer

There arethree aquifers present on the Campus Test Site, as shown in Figure 5-20 and Figure 5-30. The first
aquifer isaphreatic aguifer that occursin alaminated alternation of mudstones and siltstones (6-9 m thick)
and a fine-grained, cross-laminated rhythmite sequence (1-6 m thick). A black carbonaceous shale layer
(0,5-4 mthick) separatesthefirst aquifer from the second and main aquifer. Thisaquifer occursinthe8-11m
thick Campus Sandstone layer, and is confined. The third aquifer, also a confined aquifer, occurs in a succes-
sion of interbedded mudstone, siltstone and a fine-grained sandstone.

A rather interesting and surprising result at the time the boreholes were drilled, was the difference in
water levels and blow-yields between the high-yielding and low-yielding boreholes. For example, the blow-
yields of boreholes UO5 and UO3 (which are only 5 m apart) were 30 and 0,5 m® h respectively, while the
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Figure5-25 Photograph of microfracturesin 0,25 mm quartz grains, from a core sample of the Campus
Sandstone.

CENTIMETRES

/'D\
At tomii)_Eoion %
-

Figure5-26 Detailed view of thefracturein Figure 5-24. Substantial water losswasincurred aong this80
mm fracture zone during the drilling.

water level in Borehole UO5 was 7 m lower than that of Borehole UO3. The boreholes were consequently
surveyed geophysically to try to understand that behaviour. This survey showed that all the high-yielding
and none of the low-yielding boreholes intersect the Mode | fracture of Figure 5-26. It is thus quite logical
to assume that a borehole in a Karoo aquifer only has a significant yield if it intersects a bedding-parallel
fracture. The same behaviour has since been observed in boreholes drilled at Dewetsdorp, Philippolis and
Rouxville. The phenomenon isthus certainly not restricted to the Campus Test Site. It istherefore not unrea-
sonable to expect that bedding-parallel fractures play a very important role in the hydraulic behaviour of
Karoo aquifers.
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Figure5-27 Surface contours of the elevation of the Mode | fracture in the Campus Sandstone on the
Campus Test Site.

The conventional view, of course, has always been that fractures play an important part in the hydraulic
behaviour of Karoo aquifers, particularly in the sense that they represent the main water-bearing units. Al-
though the exact extent of the Mode | fracture is not known, there are indications that it is restricted to a
domain, with aradius of not more than 100 m, centred on the areashown in Figure 5-31. Thefracture, whose
apertureis not larger than 1 mm, can therefore store at most 7,854 m® of water, which meansthat it can only
supply Borehole UO5 with itsyield of 30 m® h™, with water for approximately 16 minutes. The fracture can
therefore not serve as the main storage unit of water on the Campus Test Site. Since the sandstone and shales
surrounding the fracture are the only other storage units available on the site, they must be the main suppliers
of water to the boreholes. To see if this is possible, assume that the vertical hydraulic conductivity of the
sandstone is 10 m s* and that the hydraulic gradient between the sandstone and fracture is 1. In other
words, assume there is no pressure difference between the fracture and sandstone, and that the water flows
towards the fracture under gravity. In this case, water can percolate into the fracture at arate of 56,549 m?® h-
1. Groundwater in Karoo aquifers must therefore be stored mainly in the sedimentary rocks and not in the
fractures. This result was confirmed by tests performed on cores during the drilling of the core-boreholes.
Fracturesin Karoo aquifers are therefore not storage units for water, but serve as conduits that transport the
water from the sedimentary rock matrix towards the borehole. The simplest geometrical representation of a
Karoo aquifer is therefore that of afractured, perhaps multi-fractured, multi-porous medium.

The photograph of the core from Borehole CH3, in Figure 5-24, shows that there are subvertical frac-
tures present in the aquifers on the Campus Test Site. However, they are mainly restricted to the upper
mudstone layers, and typical of aweathering zone, where expansive stressis at a premium.

The microfractures in the quartz grains and bedding planes of the sandstone and mudstones will cer-
tainly increase the storativity of Karoo aquifers, but they aretoo small to increase the hydraulic conductivity
of the aquifers significantly. Since the dimensions of these fractures are very similar to that of the forma-
tions' primary pores, they will not be considered separately in this discussion.
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(a)

Figure5-28 Acoustic scanner images of the Campus Sandstone in (a) core-borehole CH1, and (b) percussion
borehole UOS. The orientation of the oblique fracture above 23 m in Borehole UO5 is 085 65.

Top Depth (m)
18,32

Bottom Depth (m)
25,81

Figure5-29 A 360° calliper diagram of the eccentricity of Borehole UO5, at a depth of 23,8 m.
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Figure5-30 Schematic diagram of the different geol ogical formations and aquifers present on the Campus
Test Site.

56 THE DEWETSDORPTEST SITES
5.6.1 Introduction

Dewetsdorp is situated 77 km south-east of Bloemfontein in the Free State. The aquifers on the farms
Kareefontein 66, Frankfurt 602 and Jouberts Rust 456, surrounding the town, were investigated previously
by Kirchner et al. (1991), as part of their study on the exploitation potential of Karoo aquifers. The availabil-
ity of this information suggested that these aquifers could be used to test results from the aquifer on the
Campus Test Site, and interpolate them to awider range of aquifersin the Karoo formations.

Kirchner et al. (1991) originally drilled 40 boreholesin the aquifers of which only three had yields more
than 3,6 m® h™t. However, the positions of these boreholes were not suitable for cross-borehole packer tests.
An additional 12 percussion boreholes were therefore drilled for this project on three of the Kirchner sites,
shown in Figure 5-32. Three of these boreholes had yields more than 21,6 m® h™t. These percussion boreholes
were later supplemented with two core-boreholes drilled by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry.

5.6.2 Geology

Dewetsdorp is underlain by both the Tarkastad and Adelaide Subgroups of the Beaufort Group, in particular
the Katberg Formation of the Tarkastad Subgroup and the Balfour Formation of the Adelaide Subgroup
(Kirchner et al., 1991). The Katberg Formation that forms the lower contact between the Tarkastad- and
Adelaide Subgroups is very prominent in the area, probably because it is more resistant to weathering than
the underlying Balfour Formation. Although the Katberg Formation consists mainly of sandstone, it tendsto
form cliffsand is thus not a promising formation in which to site boreholes. The sedimentsin the formation
also tend to form lens-shaped bodies with the result that it is difficult to correlate the layersin boreholelogs.
The geometry of these aquifersdiffersin this sensefrom that of the Campus Test Site aquifer with itsparallel
layers.
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Figure5-31 Presently known areal extent of the active part of the Mode | water-bearing fracture, in the Campus Sandstone on the Campus Test Site.
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Figure5-32 Location of the three experimental sites at Dewetsdorp.

The area in the north-east is underlain by the Balfour Formation with its fine-grained, cross-bedded
sandstone, coarse arkose layers and mudstones. The mudstones, that vary in colour from green to red, repre-
sent the cyclic sedimentation of channel and flood-plain deposits.

Thereareanumber of circular dolerite hills present in the areathat represent ring dykes (Theron, 1970).
A circular outcrop of dolerite to the west of Dewetsdorp, which is clearly visible on the 1:30 000 areal
photograph of the area, also resembles aring dyke.

The numerous linear dolerite dykes in the area are so intensely weathered in the low-lying areas that
they can hardly be detected with surface magnetic methods. The dykes that occur at Sites 2 and 3 are fine-
grained, less than 1 m thick and inclined towards the west. These dykes are very similar to the dykes at
Philippolis where high-yielding boreholes have been sited.

5.6.3 Geohydrology of the Experimental Sites

Site 1 is situated north of the Bloemfontein-Wepener road (see Figure 5-32). Kirchner et al. (1991) drilled
four boreholes on the site, of which only Borehole G36461 had a significant yield (2,16 m® h't). The water
level of thisborehole was 3 m lower than that of the other, which reminds one very much of the situation on
the Campus Test Site. An additional four boreholes, B1, B2, B9 and B10 in Figure 5-33, were consequently
drilled on the site with the view to perform packer tests there. Unfortunately, the yields of these boreholes
were too low for such tests.

Site 2 is located directly north of Dewetsdorp and to the east of Site 1. Two boreholes G36430 and
G36464 were drilled on the site by Kirchner et al. (1991). Borehole G36430 had ayield of 9,72 m® h'?, but
G36464 was virtually dry.

Three new boreholes were drilled on the site. The first, B3, with ablow-yield of 21,6 m® h?, intersected
anorth-east striking dolerite dyke that dipsto the west, asindicated in Figure 5-34. The dyke, whichisfine-
grained and weathered to such an extent that it can hardly be traced with a magnetometer, is highly fractured
and jointed at adepth of 35 m. The slickensided calcite and quartz (blown out during the drilling) and the fact
that water was struck above and not below the dyke, suggest that the dyke intruded by dilation.

The second borehole, B4, did not intersect the dyke, and had a blow-yield of only 1,08 m® h-*. Another
borehole, B11, was therefore drilled on the eastern side of the dyke to see if the dyke does not form a
boundary between two aquifers, but was virtually dry. Only the two boreholes that intersected the dyke on
the site therefore had significant yields. This may be an indication that the area away from the dykesisless
fractured here than at the Campus Test Site or Philippolis. One possible explanation for thisisthat Dewetsdorp
lies higher on the Beaufort Group than the other two sites. The intrusion of dolerites therefore fractured the
upper layers of the Karoo formations at Dewetsdorp less than at the Campus Test Site and Philippolis.

Site 3issituated to the north-east of the town, near the bed of abrook. Two percussion boreholes, A1 and
C5, in Figure 5-35, were drilled on the site before the present investigation. Borehole C5 was drilled by
Kirchner et al. (1991) in 1985, while the Department of Water Affairsand Forestry drilled A1 asaproduction
borehole for the Municipality, at an unknown date. This borehole is situated on a north-east striking dyke
that dips to the west at an angle of approximately 70° and has an estimated yield of 5 m® h2.
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Figure5-33 Plan view of the percussion borehole positions and a vertical cross-section through Experi-
mental Site 1 at Dewetsdorp.
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Figure5-34 Plan view of the percussion and core borehole positions and a vertical cross-section through
Experimental Site 2 at Dewetsdorp.

The dyke crops out on one of the brook’s banks whereit istotally weathered. It was thus thought a good
site to investigate the influence that dykes may have on the behaviour of Karoo aquifers. Four additional
percussion boreholes and one core-borehole were therefore drilled on the site. Boreholes B5 and B6 inter-
sected the dyke from 24-28 m, while B7 and B8 intersected it from 17—23 m and 30-35 m, respectively.
Boreholes B5 and B6 had blow-yields of only 1,08 m® h', but B7 had a blow-yield of 25,2 m® h™ and B8 a
blow-yield of 36 m® h™. This confirms the observations at the Campus Test Site that the yields of Karoo
boreholes can differ substantially, even over small distances.

A structure intersected at a depth of 30,5 min B8, is probably afault as mylonitic quartz (26 mm thick)
with slickensides was regained from the drill samples. It is interesting that the structure was intersected in
the dyke and not its contact with the Karoo formations. This suggests that the dyke may have been fractured
by some form of post-intrusion activity.

A comparison of the geological profilesfor the boreholes at Dewetsdorp in Figure 5-36, and those of the
Campus Test Site in Figure 5-16, shows that the Dewetsdorp sites are underlain by more and thinner geo-
logical unitsthan the Campus Test Site. The chances of striking awell-developed aquifer at Dewetsdorp are
therefore not very high. This may explain why Kirchner et al. (1991) were not very successful with their
drilling programme.
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Figure5-35 Plan view of the percussion and core-borehole positions and a vertical cross-section through
Experimental Site 3 at Dewetsdorp.

5.7 DISCUSSION

Theregional structural-stratigraphic investigation around the Campus Test Site provided the geological per-
spectivefor the aquifersdrilled at the site. The study, which included palasontol ogical evidence, showed that
the position of the Ecca-Beaufort contact as reported on Sheet 2926 Bloemfontein (Geological Survey, 1966)
is inconsistent, and that all the lithologies drilled on the Campus Test Site were situated in the Adelaide
Subgroup. Three major sandstone sheets which have regional aquifer potentials—the Campus, Spitskop and
Musgrave sandstones—were identified. The Spitskop and Musgrave sandstones crop out west of the city,
but the Campus Sandstone is confined to the subsurface everywhere.

A north-easterly trending megascopic domal structure that deforms the sediments, but does not influ-
ence the north-westerly trending main drainage, may act as a regional groundwater ridge. The existence of
this megascopic structure has two significant consequences. Thefirst isthat it has exactly the form that one
would expect of sedimentary formations displaced by the intrusion of laccoliths, and therefore supports the
view expressed in Chapter 3, that doleritesintruded aslaccolithsin thisarea. The second consequenceisthat
the adjacent basin structuresform regional sinksfor groundwater accumulation. Theinfluence of such struc-
tures on the flow of groundwater in Karoo formations should therefore not be underestimated.

The regional palamcurrent and facies analysis of the Beaufort sedimentsindicated that the palafluvial
environment is represented by argillaceous and arenaceous assemblages today. The Campus and Spitskop
Sandstones represent channels from a meandering river system, while the Musgrave Sandstoneis typical of
channels associated with braided river systems. The coarse nature of the latter sandstone suggeststhat it may
be a significant groundwater resource.

Interpretation of regional fracture development in the sediments indicates that the subvertical fractures
in the area provide conduits for surface water, while pervasively developed bedding-parallel fractures act as
the main conduits for water within the aquifers. The yields of boreholes in Karoo aquifers are therefore
mainly determined by the probability that they intersect such a bedding-parallel fracture. These results, and
those from the experimental sites, suggest that the siting of boreholes should be limited to those areas where
bedding-parallel fractures are present. Since the chances are better to strike such fractures near dolerite
dykes, and the dykes can be located relatively easy, it islogical to concentrate on these dykes when siting
boreholes in the Karoo formations. One difficulty associated with this practice is that the dyke may be
impermeable and act as a boundary of the aquifer. In such cases it will be difficult for the borehole to
maintain an optimal yield over prolonged periods, especialy during droughts. However, as shown by the
Campus Test Site, and to a lesser extent Site 1 at Dewetsdorp, there are other areas where these fractures
occur, and high-yielding boreholes can be drilled. Unfortunately, no surface geophysical technique exists
today with which these fractures can be detected. Indeed, it seems that wireline logging techniques, using
dipmeter or acoustic scanner probes are the only viable methods to detect these fractures.

It is difficult to explain the existence of the sparsely spaced bedding-parallel fractures that act as con-
duits for water to boreholes, at all the sites studied in this investigation without invoking the intrusion of
laccoliths as conceptualized in Figure 3-9. This conjecture is further strengthened by the observation in
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Section 5.4.2, that the fractures had acompressional origin, but now appear in tension. The discussion of the
intrusion of laccolithsin Appendix A indicatesthat the areal extent of the fractureswill depend on the size of
sedimentary layerslifted by thelaccolith, but that their apertures may be small. Thisisin agreement with the
present information on these fractures, which shows that the apertures of the fractures are only of the order
of 1 mm, but their areal extent can vary from afew thousand square metres to several square kilometres.

The bedding-parallel fractures' dimensions imply that Karoo aquifers have a far more complex geo—
metry than that of the media conventionally used to describe the behaviour of aquifers. The best way to
describe this geometry is that of a semi-fractured, multi-porous medium, in which the water is stored in the
matrix, while the fractures present the main conduits for flow.

An important consegquence of the complex geometry of Karoo aquifersisthat one can expect that their
hydraulic propertieswill vary considerably over very short distances. Thisvariability isfurther enhanced by
the lithology of Karoo aquifers, which consists mainly of sedimentary rocks. Since fluvial systems tend to
deposit sediment particles with their long axes parallel to the flow, Karoo aquifers are highly heterogeneous
and anisotropic. It isthus simply not worthwhileto try to analyse observations of Karoo aquiferswith meth-
ods derived from the conventional groundwater media, such as an ordinary porous medium or even the dual
porosity medium of Barenblatt et al. (1960). Moreover, the presence of different semi-pervious layers im-
pliesthat vertical flow will be very significant in these aquifers.

The presence of microfracturesin the quartz grains and bedding planes of the sandstone and shalelayers
has serious implications for the pollution of Karoo aguifers. One of the most important of these is that the
pollutant can spread rapidly through the fractures and diffuse into the matrix, through matrix diffusion, from
where it cannot be removed easily.

In summary, it can be said that the devel opment of the Campus and Dewetsdorp sites provided valuable
information on the behaviour of Karoo aquifers, especially the unpredictable behaviour of these semi-frac-
tured aquifers. These aquifers are much more complex than the aguiferscommonly considered in the literature
on groundwater. Special care must therefore be taken in the siting of boreholes and waste disposal sitesin
Karoo aquifers. However, many of the problems experienced with Karoo aquifers today can be minimized,
or even prevented, if care istaken of the aquifers’ complex geometry.







CHAPTER 6

THE PHYSICAL BEHAVIOUR OF KAROO AQUIFERS

6.1 INTRODUCTION

The study of the genesis and evolution of Karoo aquifers in Chapters 3 and 4, and the information gained
from the geology of the test sites on the Campus and at Dewetsdorp described in Chapter 5, show that these
aquifers have avery complex geometry. One can therefore expect that their hydraulic behaviour will also be
complex. The danger thus exists that such an aquifer can be damaged, or even destroyed, if not managed in
accordance with its physical properties. The neglect of these properties in the management and operation of
Karoo aquifers may be one of the major reasons for the present distrust in these aquifers. In this chapter an
attempt will be made to combine the information gained on the properties of these aquifers in the previous
chapters, with resultsfrom hydraulic teststo try to understand the physical behaviour of Karoo aquifers better.

The discussion begins with a brief description of the nature of flow in Karoo aquifers, particularly
matrix- and fracture flow in Section 6.2. This is followed by a discussion of the various hydraulic tests
performed on some of these aquifers in Section 6.3. These tests have shown that the local behaviour of a
stressed Karoo aquifer is controlled by bedding-parallel fractures. The effect of this dependence on the
ability of aKaroo aquifer to yield water is discussed in Section 6.4.

Although fractures control the local behaviour of Karoo aquifers, their global behaviour is more deter-
mined by dolerite dykes and hydrochemical actions, which is discussed in Sections 6.5 and 6.6 respectively.

The attempt to clarify the behaviour of Karoo aquiferswith analytical models, in Section 6.7, has shown
that the flow in these aquifersislinear and not radial. The majority of the existing conceptual modelsfor the
analysis of hydraulic test data, therefore, cannot be used for Karoo aquifers.

The main conclusion of this investigation, discussed in Section 6.8, is that the physical behaviour of
Karoo aquifersis controlled by their complex geometries and elastic properties. These factors must certainly
be taken into account if the aquifers are to be managed and operated efficiently.

6.2 THE NATURE OF FLOW IN KAROO AQUIFERS
6.2.1 General

Karoo aguifers have been classified in Chapter 5 as multi-layered, multi-porous aquifers in which bedding-
paralel fractures form the main conduits of water. The apertures and areal extent of the fractures, however,
arelimited. They aretherefore not ableto storelarge quantities of water, with the result that their piezometric
pressures drop rapidly when a borehole that intersects them is pumped. This drop in piezometric pressure
will cause water to leak from the matrix to the fracture. There are thus two types of flow present in aKaroo
aquifer: bedding-parallel fracture flow and matrix flow.

The simplest approach to Karoo aquifers is to regard them as dual-porosity aquifers. However, the
existing theory of dual-porosity media (Moench, 1984) assumes that the media is infinite and cyclic, as
indicated in Figure 6-1. Thisis clearly not the case in Karoo aquifers, which frequently contain just one
water-bearing bedding-parallel fracture. Aswill be shown below, it isthese fractures that are responsible for
the unique and complex behaviour of Karoo aquifers.

There exist of course, also microfracturesin the Karoo formations, as can be seen from the photographs
of the cores in Figures 4-9 and 5-24, but their dimensions are the same as that of the pores. They will
therefore be considered as part of the porous matrix.

6.2.2 Matrix Flow

Thebedding-parallel fractures’ lack of storage capacity impliesthat the rock matrix must be the main storage
unitin Karoo aquifers. The description of the genesis of Karoo rocksin Chapter 3 has shown that these rocks

—-75 —
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Matrix

Figure6-1  Schematic representation of a slab-shaped, dual-porosity medium. [After (Moench, 1984).]

will consist mainly of fine-grained mudstones, siltstones and shales, with interbedded sandstones, whose
grain size can vary from fine to coarse. The rocks therefore originally had a very high primary porosity, but
this porosity was considerably reduced by cementation and compaction. The result is that the pores and
microfracturesin the rocks are usually very small. It thus follows from Laplace’s equation [Equation (2.1)]
that the flow of water will be severely restricted by adhesive forcesin these rocks. One can thus expect that
the hydraulic conductivity, K, of the rocks will be very small (~ 10%-10® m s). Nevertheless, it follows
from Darcy’s law,

q=-KVo (6.1)

that there will always be aflux of water, g, from the matrix to the fracture, aslong asthere exists a piezomet-
ric pressure gradient, Vo, from the rock matrix towards the fracture. Although this flux may be small, the
flow over alarge areacan be considerable. The matrix can thus supply large quantities of water to abedding-
parallel fracture with alarge areal extent, as discussed in Section 5.5.5. Vertical flow through the matrix may
therefore be the predominant type of flow in Karoo aquifers.

6.2.3 FractureFlow

Theflow inafully fractured medium islargely controlled by the fracture dimension, orientation and connec-
tivity (Odling, 1993). The bedding-parallel fractures in Karoo aquifers are mainly horizontally orientated
and sparsely distributed. Since no large-scale vertical or subvertical fractures were observed in these aqui-
fers, multiple bedding-parallel fractureswill only beweakly connected through the intermediate rock matrix.
The ability of a Karoo aquifer to transmit water will therefore be determined mainly by the apertures of
bedding-parallel fractures, if present.

Anideato what extent the fractures’ apertures may influence flow in Karoo aquifers can be obtained by
looking at the expression for the discharge rate of asimple parallel plate fracture (De Marsily, 1986)

ab3pg
=-Z My
Q 120 ¢

where p isthe fluid density, g the acceleration of gravity, w the viscosity of the fluid, ¢ the piezometric head
in the fracture, with a the width and b thickness of the fracture, as defined in Figure 6-2. The flux of afluid
through the fracture

_Q __b?%g

q 5 120 Vo (6.2)
thus depends on the square of the fracture’s aperture, b. One can thus expect that the yield of aboreholein a
Karoo aquifer will depend strongly on the aperture(s) of the bedding-parallel fracture(s) that it intersects.

It follows from Equation (6.2), that the yield of a borehole that depends on a bedding-parallel fracture
for its water will be limited on two accounts—the aperture of the fracture and the piezometric gradient
within the fracture. Although the apertures of bedding-parallel fractures in Karoo aquifers are larger than
those present in more conventional fractured aquifers, they are still not very large (~1 mm). A boreholein a
Karoo aquifer may therefore not be able to sustain a specific discharge rate, even though the piezometric
level in the aquifer is still high. Aswill be shown below, it is precisely this property of the bedding-parallel
fractures that is responsible for the complex behaviour of Karoo aquifers.
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Figure6-2  Schematic illustration of the parallel plate model for afracture.
6.3 HYDRAULICTESTS
6.3.1 General

Numerous hydraulic tests have been performed on the boreholes at the Campus Test Site, Philippolis and
Rouxville, as part of this project, with the view to determine the physical behaviour of the aquifers. Mr. Alan
Woodford from the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry’s Cape Town office also kindly provided
information on tests he performed on boreholesin the Calvinia area. The present discussion will, however,
be limited to tests that display the complex behaviour of Karoo aquifers the best.

6.3.2 Multiple Constant Rate Tests

A series of five constant rate tests was performed from April 1993 to June 1993 on the 16 boreholes, UOL —
UP16, that existed at the time on the Campus Test Site. The main purpose of the tests was to see if the
pumping rate and pumping depth may have any influence on the results of hydraulic tests. The perturbed
borehole was pumped for six hours at rates of 1,125, 2,25 and 4,5 m® h™%, and allowed to recover for at least
18 hin all the tests. The tests were also repeated three times to verify the repeatability of constant rate tests
in Karoo aquifers. The first four members of the series were performed with Borehole UO5 as the perturbed
borehole, and the fifth one with Borehole UP16. The pump was installed at a depth of 22 m (as measured
from the borehole collar) for all the tests, except for the fourth member, where it was lowered to a depth
of 30 m.

The drawdowns were al recorded electronically with the apparatus described in Appendix B. The
drawdowns could thus be measured in all sixteen boreholes simultaneously, at one minute intervals and a
consistent accuracy of £5 mm. The result was that much smaller variations in the drawdowns could be
observed than would have been the case if the measurements were made by hand.

A visual inspection of the observed drawdowns showed that the boreholes can be divided naturally into
three distinct classes, asindicated in Table 6-1. This behaviour remained puzzling until contourswere drawn
of the water levelsin the aquifer before and after each of the tests, in reviewing the data for this report. As
shown by the example of these contour maps in Figure 6-3, there exists a well-defined boundary, running
from boreholes UO1 to UO11 through Borehole UO3, across which there is very little flow. A closer ex-
amination of the boundary shows that it coincides very much with the boundary of the Mode | fracture in
Figure5-31. A logical conclusionisthusthat the behaviour of the Class 1 boreholesis caused by thefact that
they do not intersect the fracture, or that the fracture is closed in that area. The aquifer’s geometry is there-
fore the main reason for the observed behaviour of the boreholes, as one could have anticipated from the
discussion in Chapters 3 and 5.

As Botha and Magda (1993) have pointed out, one should expect differences in the geometry of an
aquifer to show up in contours of its water levels. The boundary in Figure 6-3 is thus probably more repre-
sentative of the Mode | fracture’s boundary than that shown in Figure 5-31, which is only based on the
geological and geophysical logs of the boreholes.
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Table 6-1 Behaviour of drawdowns in boreholes UO1 — UP16 on the Campus Test Site.

Class Borehole Behaviour of Drawdowns
1 UO1-UQ03, U010 Inconsistent behaviour of drawdowns
2 uo14 Drawdown consistent but irregular

3 UO4-U09, U011 - U013, UP15, UP16 Drawdowns consistent and regular
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Figure6-3  Water-level contours of the aquifers on the Campus Test Site before and after repeating the
constant rate test where Borehole UO5 was pumped at 2,25 m2h for the third time. (Depth of
pump =22 m.)

The absence of a geophysical log makes it difficult to explain the behaviour of Borehole UO14. The
more so, because its geological log indicates that it does penetrate the fracture, although the aperture of the
fracture may be very small. One rather strange, but interesting, explanation relates to the history of the
borehole. This borehole is one of the five original boreholes the Department of Geohydrology drilled in
1989, and was thus already four years old at the time of the tests. The borehole had to be re-drilled about a
year after the tests, because it was completely clogged by an ant nest situated over the fracture. It is thus
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likely that the ant nest already existed at the time of the tests, and interfered with the yield of the fracture.
This interpretation has the advantage that it provides a natural explanation not only for the irregular behav-
iour of the drawdowns, but also why the borehole behaved normally after the cleansing operations.

The observed drawdowns differed considerably from one observation borehole to another, and displayed
minor differenceswithin each member, as could have been expected. A statistical analysis, however, showed
that differences within a given member are not significant. Constant rate tests can therefore be repeated in
Karoo aquifers with confidence. This statement should not be interpreted as saying that the behaviour and
properties of a Karoo aquifer will not change with time. All that it saysis that one can trust the results of a
single test performed at a specific time.

Thefirst impression of the observed drawdownsfor the Class 3 boreholes, of which examplesare shown
in Figure 64, was that they are very similar to drawdowns described by the classical analytical model of
Theis (1935) for a confined porous aquifer. The results of the tests were therefore interpreted with this
analytical model. The small differences between the observed and computed drawdowns, particularly at the
end of the pumping period, were ignored in the analysis.
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Figure6-4 Drawdowns observed in boreholes UO4, UO8 and UO12 during a series of five constant rate
tests performed on the Campus Test Site.

The Theismodel is based on the assumption that the aquifer is uniform and the flow radial and horizon-
tal. The hydraulic parameters associated with the model, the storativity (S) and transmissivity (T), therefore,
cannot depend on the discharge rate (Q), distance from the perturbed borehole (r), and time (t). Any ob-
served variation in the hydraulic parameters with the last three parameters should thus be regarded as an
indication that the model is not applicable for the specific aquifer. This property is, unfortunately, often
neglected when fitting the Theis model to observed drawdowns.

Thefirst indication that the Theismodel is not applicable to Karoo aquifers came from an analysis of the
S-values, which decrease continuously asr increases. This behaviour has been observed previously in Karoo
and other aquifersin South Africa by Bredenkamp et al. (1995). The authors recognized that the results are
unrealistic, but nevertheless proceed to derive methods with which the values can be corrected, implying
that one can correct inapplicable results!

The dependence of the Theis-fitted S-values on r suggests that the S-values may also depend on the
position of the perturbed borehole. It was thus thought worthwhile to compare the ratios of S-values, derived
from the tests performed on boreholes UO5 and UP16, with the inverse ratio of the observation boreholes
distances from the perturbed boreholes. The results, displayed graphically in Figure 6-5, clearly show that
thisis not the case. Theis-fitted storativities are therefore afunction of apower of the inverse distance, from
the observation to the perturbed borehole, but not the position of the perturbed borehole.
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Figure6-5 Dependence of the Theis-fitted S-value ratios on the inverse ratio of the distance between the
observation and perturbed borehole. (Subscripts 1 and 2 denote members 3 and 5 of the tests,
in which boreholes UO5 and UP16 were pumped at arate of 2,25 m® h't)

A second indication that the Theis model is not applicable to Karoo aquifers came from an analysis of
the S and T-values for the Class 3 boreholes in Table 6-1 as a function of Q. The T-values first tend to
increase and then decrease with increasing Q, while the S-valuesincrease linearly with the dischargerate, as
shown in Figure 6-6. A statistical analysis of the results reveal ed that the dependence of the Svalueson Qis
not significant, but that the dependence of the T-values on Q is highly significant. The reason the dependence
of Son Q seems not to be significant, is that S also depends on r. There can thus be little doubt that the
parameters derived from the Theis fit do depend on Q.

It isdifficult to explain the dependence of the Theis-fitted hydraulic parameters on distance and pump-
ing rate, except to note that it may be related to vertical flow in the aguifer—something that the Theis model
neglects completely. This possibility will be discussed further in Section 6.7.

Verwey and Botha (1992) have shown that the hydraulic parameters arrived at by fitting the Theis curve
to drawdowns in a fully three-dimensional aquifer will be a function of the depth at which the pump is
installed. That this is indeed the case for the aquifer on the Campus Test Site is shown by the hydraulic
parametersin Table 62, derived from four of the constant rate tests for the Class 3 boreholes. The statistical
analysis of the results has shown that the dependence of the S-values on the depth is again not significant, but
that the dependence of the T-values on the depth is highly significant.

Table 6-2 Hydraulic parameters for the Class 3 boreholes obtained from a fit of the drawdowns ob-
served when Borehole UO5 was pumped at arate of 2,25 m® h, with the pump installed at
depths of 22 and 30 m.

Borehole Depth 22 m Depth 30 m Ratios

Ty (M?s?) S, Ta (M?s?) S Tl To SISy
uo4 2,134.10% 1,032:102 | 1,855-10% 1,424-102 | 8,693-10 1,380
uo6 2,211-10% 2,542.10° | 1,880-10* 3,565-102 | 8,502-10 1,403
Uo7 2,128-10* 1,379:10° | 1,882:10*% 1,883-102 | 8,844-10 1,365
uos 2,100-10* 2,821.10°2 | 1,878:10* 3,815-102 | 8,945.10 1,352
U9 2,143-10* 1,309:10° | 1,860-10% 1,931-102 | 8,679-10 1,475
uo11 1,781-10* 1,363-10* | 1,72510* 1,435:10* | 9,686-10* 1,053
uo12 1,952-10* 4,988.10° | 1,612-10* 6,400-10° | 8,257-10* 1,283
U013 1,885-10* 1,271.10* | 1,657-10* 1,73710* | 8,789-10* 1,367
UP15 2,049-10* 1,625:10* | 1,803-10*% 2,257-10* | 8,797-10 1,389
UP16 2,022.10* 8,07710° | 1,784.10*4 1,071-10* | 8,827-10* 1,325
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Figure66 Representative graphs of the Theis-fitted S and T-values for the Class 3 boreholes as a func-
tion of the discharge rate.

An interesting feature of the resultsin Table 6-2 is that the transmissivities, with the pump installed at
22 m, are alwayslessthan those with the pump installed at 30 m, whiletheinverseistruefor the storativities.
A possible explanation of this behaviour isthat the hydraulic conductivity of the formation at 30 m was less
than that of the formation at 22 m. This conclusion is supported by the observation that the drawdown cone
observed with the pump installed at 22 m, was shallower than the one observed when it wasinstalled at 30 m,
particularly at the later times. The position at which apump isinstalled in a production borehole may thus be
avery important parameter in the management and operation of a Karoo aquifer.

The previous results of the constant rate tests clearly show that the Theis model is invalid for Karoo
aquifers. Theis-fitted hydraulic parameters may be used to obtain qualitative information on the properties
and behaviour of an aquifer, but it will be a mistake to base a quantitative evaluation of the aquifer on them,
or to use themin devel oping management models for Karoo aquifers.

6.3.3 Cross-borehole Packer Tests

A major disadvantage of conventional constant rate testsis that the observed water levels aways represent
an average over the aquifer’s thickness (Verwey and Botha, 1992). The tests can therefore not be used to
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obtain information on separate layers of a multi-layered aquifer, or the vertical distribution of its hydraulic
parameters. There is indeed only one type of conventional hydraulic test suitable for this purpose—packer
tests. The basic principle of these tests is to seal a section of a borehole off with an inflatable device (the
packer), inject (or withdraw) some water into the seal ed-off section and observe the behaviour of the action
in the section, or similar sections in adjacent boreholes.

There are two types of packer tests that are often applied in practice: double-packer and cross-borehole
packer tests. Double-packer tests can only be performed in single boreholes, and thus provide information on
the horizontal hydraulic parameters. Cross-borehol e packer tests, on the other hand, can provideinformation
on the full spatial distribution of both the hydraulic parameters.

The success achieved with cross-borehole packer tests in the Malmesbury Formation at Atlantis (Botha
et al., 1990) suggested that this type of test may be particularly useful in clarifying the behaviour of Karoo
aquifers. Boreholes UO3 — UQO9 on the Campus Test Site were therefore drilled specifically for this purpose.
The series of multiple constant rate tests were consequently followed by a series of cross-borehole packer
tests. The tests were all performed with Borehole UO5 as the perturbed borehole, and measurements were
taken in the other six boreholes at depths that varied from 9 mto 27 min 2 mintervals.

Theresults of the tests were rather disappointing, however. All the observed changesin pressure heads,
Ah, satisfied the basic equation for an anisotropic medium (Hsieh et al., 1983)
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where, Q istheinjection rate, r the distance to the observation borehole, t the time, Sthe specific storativity,
D the determinant of the hydraulic tensor, K, and K the directional hydraulic conductivity (Bear, 1972), but
failed to yield real-valued ellipsoids. Numerous attempts were made to try to clarify this negative result, but
without any success. All the other planned tests were therefore abandoned.

One property of the aquifer not considered when the cross-borehole packer tests were abandoned, isthe
geometry of the aquifer, because it was not considered important at the time. However, as shown in Figure
6-3, Borehole UOS is situated closer to the boundary of the Mode | fracture than all the observation bore-
holes, except Borehole UO4. The failure of the cross-borehole tests may therefore have been caused by the
proximity of the fracture boundary to Borehole UO5. This observation suggests that one can only expect
positive results from cross-borehole packer tests if the spacing of the boreholes takes the geometry of the
aquifer into account. Since there are no methods that allow one to determine the geometry of an aquifer
explicitly, cross-borehole packer tests do not appear to be very useful in studies of highly heterogeneous
aquifers.

6.3.4 Double-packer Tests

The failure of the cross-borehole tests meant that double-packer tests had to be used to get some idea of
variations in the hydraulic parameters with depth. The cross-borehole tests were therefore followed by a
series of double-packer tests. Although double-packer tests can be used to determine alayer’s specific stora-
tivity, the transient part of the reaction dies out so quickly that only its hydraulic conductivity is usually
determined (Hsieh et al., 1983). It must be kept in mind though that this hydraulic conductivity, henceforth
denoted by K,, will only be representative of a horizontal segment through the sealed-off section.

There existsanumber of equationsthat can be used to computevaluesof K., (Hsieh et al., 1983), but the
one most commonly used is given by

!
K,=—2_Inl 6.3
"T 2mlAh g (63

b

wherel isthe length of the sealed-off section, r, the radius of the sealed-off section and the meanings of the
other symbols are described above. This equation was consequently also used in thisinvestigation. Averaged
values of K, for the more prominent formations on the Campus Test Site are summarized in Table 6-3, and
are displayed graphically in Figure 6—7. These results further emphasize the dominant role that the Mode |
fracture playsin the geohydrology of the aquifer on the Campus Test Site.

There are indications that Equation (6.3) may yield K -values that depend on the injection rate, Q.
Unfortunately, this dependence cannot be investigated further here, as no provision was made for such a
possibility in planning the present set of tests.
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Table 6-3

Figure 67

Averaged values of the horizontal hydraulic conductivities, K, , for the more important forma-
tions on the Campus Test Site as determined from double-packer tests.

Depth K
Layer (m) (ms?
8 9,910-10°
Upper mudstone layers 10 6,538-10°
12 3,601-10°°
14 8,796-10~"
Carbonaceous shale layer 16 1.350-10°
. . . 18 4,055.10°
Sandstone matrix of the main aquifer 20 134510
Average depth of Mode | fracture 22 2,754-10*
. . . 24 7,878:10°°
Sandstone matrix of the main aquifer %6 220510
28 2,309:10°
30 7,970-10°®
32 4,440-10°
34 1,234.10°
Mudstone layers 36 1,564-10°
37 2,497-10°°
38 1,740-10°®
40 4,652.10°
42 1,745-10°®
Kh (ms?)
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Graphs of the horizontal hydraulic conductivitiesin Table 6-3.
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6.3.5 Other Constant Rate Tests

The results from the double-packer tests and the cores showed beyond any doubt that the aquifer on the
Campus Test Site isamulti-porous, multi-layered aquifer, as envisaged in Chapter 5. It was thus considered
worthwhile to carry out a new constant rate test on the aquifer after the installation of piezometersin bore-
holes UO1 and UO18, to try to obtain better insight into the behaviour of the aquifer.

Since the Department of Geohydrology planned to shift the pump in Borehole UP15 to Borehole UP16,
a classical yield test was performed on the latter borehole at the end of 1993. This test showed that the
borehole had ayield of approximately 18 m® h™. In thistest, the borehole was pumped at a discharge rate of
28,8 m® h™, asindicated by blow tests carried out during drilling the borehole. However, the borehole was
only ableto support thisrate for an hour, before the rate began to drop to 18 m® h™t, where it stabilized for six
hours. The Department therefore installed anew pump with this capacity at adepth of 32 m (21 m below the
water level) in the borehole. This borehole was consequently used as the perturbed borehole for the test to be
described here.

Water levels were measured in the perturbed borehole, as well as boreholes UO2, UO3, UO6, UO9,
U010, U011, U013, U014, UP15, U020 and U022, in the new test, while piezometric levels were meas-
ured in piezometers UO1, UO18, and temporary piezometersin Borehole UOS. (Seethe map in Figure 5-15
for the positions of the boreholes.) The latter piezometers were created by sealing Borehole UO5 off with an
inflated packer, placed at the depth of the carbonaceous shale layer. The measurementsin piezometers UO1,
U018 and Borehole UP16 were taken by hand, but the rest was registered electronically

The test was started with a pumping rate of 11,88 m® h™, well below the supposed yield of 18 m® h™.
However, the pumping rate immediately began to decline with the water-level in the borehole, as shown in
Figure 6-8. The decline continued until the water level reached a depth of 21 m, where Borehole UP16
intersectsthe Mode | fracture, and then stabilized for approximately 75 minutes before resuming the decline.
The high influx of water from the fracture unfortunately made it impossible to continue with the measure-
ments in Borehole UP16 the moment when the water level reached the fracture.
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Figure6-8 Pumping rates and drawdowns observed in boreholes UO9, UP15, UP16 and UO20 during
the constant rate test on Borehole UP16 at the Campus Test Site.

The decline and stabilizing of water levelswere also observed in the other Class 3 boreholes of Table 6-1, as
illustrated by the drawdowns of boreholes UO9, UP15 and UO20 in Figure 6-8. Only in the Class 1 bore-
holes did the water levels decrease continuously throughout the test.

Since no description of a similar behaviour could be found in the available literature, the results were
considered suspect and the test was ignored. However, when the same behaviour was also observed in later
constant rate tests, it became clear that this may be an intrinsic property of boreholesin Karoo aquifers.

Thefirst of these constant rate testswas performed on aproposed production borehole, D19, at Philippolis,
towardsthe end of 1994. This borehole penetrates not just one, but three bedding-parallel fractures, at depths
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Figure6-9  Graph of the water levels observed in Borehole D19 at Philippolis during a constant rate test
carried out by Botha et al. (1996).

of 17, 19 and 21 m, respectively, as shown in Figure 6-9. The test started with adischargerate of 11,16 m® h,
This caused the water level to drop continuously for 576 minutes, and then to stabilize at alevel 2 m above
thefirst fracture for 420 minutes. Thewater level then dropped to alevel 2 m abovethe second fractureat 19 m,
where it stabilised for a further 144 minutes, before it dropped to alevel 2 m above the third fracture at 21 m.
Here, the water level stabilized again for 84 minutes, only to drop suddenly and without warning to the pump
intake. At this stage, the discharge rate was lowered to 7,2 m® h™%. This caused the water level to recover
within 168 minutesto alevel 1,667 m above the fracture at 17 m, where it stabilized again for 816 minutes,
only to repeat the previous cycle.

The similarity of drawdowns in Figures 6-8 and 6-9 immediately suggested that the drawdowns in
Borehole UP16 would have shown the same behaviour had the measurements been taken for alonger time.
A new constant rate test was therefore performed with Borehole UP16 as the perturbed borehole, after the
field work at Philippoliswas completed. In thistest, the borehole was pumped at arate of 3,6 m® h= for 2 800
min, while its water level and that of Borehole UO5 were measured electronically. Hand measurements of
the piezometric levelsin the three aquifers were al so taken in Piezometer UO18 during the test. The test had
to be abandoned earlier than planned because of a power failure, but were fortunately long enough to con-
firm the presumed behaviour of Borehole UP16, as shown in Figure 6-10. In this case, the water level also
declined normally until it reached a depth of 19,6 m after approximately 12 h. Here, it stabilized for nearly 24
h before it began to decline again, first slowly and then rapidly, dropping almost instantaneously to the pump
intake the moment it reached the Mode | fracture at a depth of 21 m.

A second constant rate test was performed on 1995-06-01 at the Campus Test Site. In thistest Borehole
UP15 was pumped, while the water levels in two other high-yielding boreholes, UO5 and UO20, and the
low-yielding Borehole UO11 were monitored continuously. Thetest was started with adischargerate of 9,72
m? h* and reduced to 3,6 m® h™t after 140 min, before the pump was switched off 40 min later.

The comparison of the water levels in Figure 6-11 shows that the levels in boreholes UP15, UO5 and
U020 declined normally, until thelevel in Borehole UP15 reached a depth of ~2,5 m above the fracture after
approximately 80 minutes of pumping. The level then stabilized for approximately 10 minutes, before it
declined rapidly and dropped almost instantaneously to the pump intake the moment it reached the fracture.
The discharge rate was then reduced to 3,6 m® h™%. This caused the level to recover rapidly to a depth of 6 m
below the fracture, where it stabilized until the pump was switched off. The level then recovered quickly to
adepth of approximately 2 m above the fracture, before continuing with its normal recovery.

An interesting feature of Figure 6-11 is that the water levels in boreholes UO5 and UO20, which also
intersect the fracture, behaved very similarly, except for a slight difference in drawdowns that can be as-
cribed to the 0,7 m difference in their distances from Borehole UP15. Their water levels also dropped at the
beginning, but then stabilized at a position above the fracture for the duration of the pumping. The observed
behaviour of the water levelsin the perturbed boreholeisthus acharacteristic of that borehole alone, and not
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Figure6-10 Graphs of the water levelsin boreholes UP16 and UO5 during a constant rate test performed
on 1995-05-15 with UP 16 as the perturbed borehole.
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Figure6-11 Graphs of the water levelsin boreholes UO5, UO11, UP15 and UO20 during a constant rate
test performed on 1995-06-01 with Borehole UP15 as the perturbed borehole.

of the aquifer asawhole.

The water level in Borehole UO11, on the other hand, remained constant for approximately 30 min
before it began to decline, and continued to declinefor at least an hour after the pump was switched off. The
geological log of the borehole in Figure 5-16 shows that it intersects the sandstone layer that contains the
Mode | fracture. However, the water level contoursin Figure 6-3 indicate that the fractureis not present in
the borehole, or is closed. Boreholesin Karoo aquifers thus not only withdraw water from fractures, but also
from the Karoo rocks themselves. The commonly held view, that Karoo formations do not contain signifi-
cant quantities of groundwater, is thus wrong.

There are two noteworthy differences between the water levels of the perturbed boreholesin Figures6-10
and 6-11: the lengths of their stability phases and the depths at which their water levels stabilized. Since the
tests differ only in their discharge rates, it is natural to assume that the differences were caused by the
difference in the discharge rates. That thisisthe case, isillustrated by the drawdowns observed during the
fourth step of a step drawdown test and a constant rate test on Borehole D20 at Philippolis by Botha et al.
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Figure6-12 Behaviour of the water levelsin Borehole D20 at Philippolis during a constant rate test and
the fourth step of a step drawdown test. (The step drawdown test’s time scale is shown on the
upper time axis.)

(1996). In the step drawdown test, the borehole was pumped at arate of 10,8 m® h™ and in the constant rate
test at 6,84 m* h,

The water level stabilized in the step drawdown test for 35 min at adepth 4 m above the second fracture,
beforeit dropped to adepth of 5 m abovethe third fracture and then to adepth of 3 m abovethefourth fracture,
whereit stabilized for the remaining 40 min of the test. (Stabilization above the first fracture occurred during
the third step of the test.) However, as shown in Figure 612, the water level stabilized after 12 h 3 m above
thefirst fracture and remained there for the remaining 60 h of thetest. Thisresult suggeststhat there existsan
upper limit on the efficiency rate at which a Karoo borehole can be pumped, if one does not want to lower its
water level below the depth of a water-bearing fracture. Bedding-parallel fractures, therefore, act not only as
conduits for water to boreholes in Karoo aquifers, but also control the behaviour of the boreholes.

The previous behaviour of the water levelsis not restricted to the aquifers on the Campus Test Site and
Philippolis, but is also present in the drawdowns of constant rate tests Kirchner et al. (1991) performed at
Dewetsdorp and De Aar. Unfortunately, their graphs are all drawn on alog-log scale, thereby masking the
various effects, but the effects are clearly visible in the graphs on pages 87, 181 and 186, of the appendix
volume, and the long duration test, in their Figure 4.41 on page 88. There isthuslittle doubt that the yields of
boreholes in Karoo aquifers are controlled by the bedding-parallel fractures they intersect. The difficulties
Kirchner et al. (1991) experienced in interpreting their test results can thus be ascribed to two causes. The
first is that they analysed their results with a Theis curve, and the second is that they ignored the control
fractures exert on the yields of boreholesin Karoo aquifers.

6.4 FRACTURED-CONTROLLED BEHAVIOUR OF KAROO BOREHOLES
6.4.1 FractureHydraulics

The previous results raise the question: how can one explain groundwater flow in Karoo aquifers, especially
what seemsto be the fracture-controlled behaviour of perturbed boreholes? One conclusion already reached,
isthat the major flow in Karoo aquifers must occur from the rock matrix to the fracture, which then supplies
the borehole with water. However, Equation (6.2) shows that the flux through afracture will be limited by its
aperture and the piezometric pressure gradient across the fracture, which is determined completely by the
piezometric pressure within the fracture. A highly permeable fracture will thus quickly dewater when ex-
posed to the atmosphere, unless recharged through its planes. This recharge rate will, in turn, depend on the
rate at which water can leak from the surrounding rock matrix to the fracture. The continuous leakage of
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water to the fracture must obviously decrease the piezometric pressure in the rock matrix, and thus the
piezometric gradient towards the fracture. The rate at which the rock matrix can supply water to the fracture
must therefore also continue to drop, according to Darcy’slaw in Equation (6.1), unlessleakage occurs from
adjacent aquifers, thereby also decreasing their piezometric levels. A fracture, therefore, cannot sustain the
dischargerate froma borehole that exceeds the rate at which the surrounding layers can rechargeit. A point
will therefore be reached in such a borehole where its water level will begin to drop. There isthusa limit to
the rate at which the rock-fracture system can supply water to a borehole.

The predicted drop in the water level of a borehole may be stopped temporarily, if there exists a second
fracture whose aperture is large enough, and the piezometric pressures in the layers immediately above and
below are high enough to supply in the demand. This conjectureis supported by the behaviour of the piezometric
levels, of the three aquifers on the CampusTest Site, during the constant rate of 1995-05-15 on Borehole UPL16.
Asshown in Figure6-13, Aquifer 2 entered a pseudo steady state after 12 h of pumping; the sametimeit took the
water level in Borehole UPL6 to stabilize, according to Figure6-10. The piezometric level in Aquifer 1 continued
to decline throughout the test, while that in Aquifer 3 also stabilized after a small but rapid decrease at the
beginning, probably caused by the slight differenceinitsinitia piezometric level and that of Aquifer 2.
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Figure 6-13 Graphsof the piezometric headsin the three aquifers on the Campus Test Site, asmeasured in
Piezometer UO18 during the constant rate test of 1995-05-15 on Borehole UP16.

The previous discussion suggests that there may be fracturesin a borehole that are not able to retard or
stop a declining weater level. The behaviour of the water levels for the step drawdown test in Figure 6-12
indicates that the third fracture in Borehole D20 may be such a fracture. This behaviour isillustrated even
more dramatically by the drawdowns of a constant rate test on a borehole at Kokstad in Figure 6-14. Al-
though the water level in this borehole did not experience any sharp drop, the stabilizing patterns are clearly
visible, but less developed than those in Figures 6-10 and 6-11.

An interesting consequence of the previous interpretation of flow in Karoo aquifersisthat the fracture-
controlled behaviour of production boreholes will not be observed in a single-layered aquifer. However,
such an aquifer may be very rarein Karoo formations, judging from the discussion of their general structure
and the geology in Chapters 3 and 5 respectively.

A more common explanation for the fracture-controlled behaviour of water levelsin perturbed boreholes
would be that the drawdown reached an impermeable boundary during the test. This boundary can be either
adolerite dyke or the fracture boundary itself. Thereis a dolerite dyke not far from boreholes D19 and D20
at Philippolis (Botha et al., 1996), but none at the Campus Test Site. That the phenomenon also occursin
boreholes on the Campus Test Site, thus rules dolerite dykes out as the cause of the phenomenon. The
fracture boundary can aso not be responsible for the phenomenon, for one would then expect to seeit in the
water levels of al boreholes connected to the fracture, which is clearly not the case with the water levels of
boreholes UO5 and UO20 in Figure 6-11. The phenomenon isthus acharacteristic of the perturbed borehole,
unrelated to boundary effects.
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6.4.2 Fracture Mechanics

The water-bearing fractures intersected by boreholes drilled during this project were all bedding-parallel
fractures. The possibility therefore exists that the fractures may be readily deformed, either elastically or
plastically. Such a deformation, even if limited, can influence the flow through the fracture dramatically, as
can be seen from Equation (6.2). For example, a decrease of 20% in the aperture of the fracture will cause a
decrease of almost 50% in itsyield. Any deformation of this nature will be disastrous for production bore-
holes that depend on fractures for their water supply.

There are a number of forces that may deform the water-bearing, bedding-parallel fracturesin Karoo
aquifers. The first, and most obvious one, is the weight of the overburden. The effect of this force can be
considerably enhanced in afracture dewatered by excessive pumping. Indeed, thereisapossibility that such
afracture may even collapse completely. This collapse of awater-bearing fracture may be responsiblefor the
complaint: ‘my borehole has dried up’, often heard from people who depend on Karoo aquifers for their
water supply. This interpretation has the advantage that it provides a natural explanation why it is often
possible to drill a new successful borehole within a short distance from the one that ‘dried up’.

Another phenomenon that can be related to the ‘dried up’ borehole and deformation of a water-bearing
fracture, is a borehole whose yield decreases with time. The phenomenon has never been discussed in the
literature to the knowledge of the authors, but discussions with farmersindicated that it is quite common in
boreholes older than 10 years.

The two phenomena discussed above can also be caused by other factors, and can therefore not be
considered as proof that deformations take place in Karoo aquifers. The only direct information that such
deformations do occur, comes from the acoustic scanner image of Borehole UO5 in Figure 5-28(b). Of
particular interest is the ‘fracture’ zone at a depth of 23,8 m and the subvertical fracture between 22,5 and
22,9 m, that was not present in the original calliper trace and a dip meter survey of the borehole by BPB on
1993-12-01. The features, therefore, must have developed after December 1993, as discussed in Section
5.4.4, and probably after 1994, if the decreasing transmissivitiesin Table 64 can be ascribed to the deforma-
tion. Nonetheless, there can be little doubt that Karoo aquifers are subject to deformations.

Table64  Transmissivities of Borehole UO5 on the Campus Test Site, derived from student slug tests.

Y ear T (m2d)

1991 33,0
1994 28,5
1996 8,0
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Another indication that elastic deformation may play a prominent role in the behaviour of Karoo aqui-
ferscomesfrom the behaviour of the water level in Borehole UO11, during the constant rate test on Borehole
UP15 in Figure 6-11. As pointed out above, it took the water level in this borehole about 30 min to decline,
and approximately an hour to recover after the pump in Borehole UP15 was switched off. One mechanism
that can explain this behaviour isthat the fracture contracted in the immediate vicinity of the borehole, when
the pumping started, thereby creating a pressure pulse that increased the water pressure in the adjacent
formations. Since Borehole UO11 does not penetrate the fracture, according to Figure 6-3, it took sometime
before thisincrease in pressure dissipated. Exactly the opposite happened when the pump was switched off.
The fracture then expanded with a corresponding drop in its piezometric pressure that had to be restored
before the rock matrix could be recharged. Deformation of the fracture may thus be another cause of the
fracture-controlled behaviour of water levelsin perturbed boreholes, discussed above.

Dewatering and rewatering are not the only phenomena that can affect the aperture of a fracture. It is
known that fractures are often kept open by asperities associated with the fracture walls, sand grains or other
particles. The Mode | fracture in Figure 5-26, for example, was filled with mud, silt and fine-grained parti-
cles at the time the drill cores were recovered. The flow velocities in bedding-parallel fractures can be very
high, judging from the force with which water enters a borehole when such a fracture is struck. The water
could thus easily remove particles from the fracture, thereby causing the fracture to collapse, or clog the
pump. Friction between the fracture surface and water could also change the flow from laminar to turbulent,
thereby reducing the flux through the fracture substantially (Gilbrech, 1966).

It is difficult to say at this stage which of the previous phenomena, if any, play asignificant role in the
behaviour of Karoo aquifers, because they have not been considered in previous investigations of Karoo
aquifers. There is thus no quantitative information available on how these phenomena may influence the
yields of boreholesin general, and Karoo boreholesin particular.

6.5 DOLERITEDYKES

The preceding discussion may create the idea that bedding-parallel fractures are the most important struc-
turesin Karoo aguifers. Although thisis certainly true as far as the behaviour of flow towards aboreholeis
concerned, the global behaviour of a Karoo aquifer ismore likely controlled by dolerite dykes, as discussed
in Chapter 4. One cannot therefore neglect the influence of dolerite dykes on the global behaviour of aKaroo
aquifer, particularly not in the development of water-supply schemes.

The impression is often created that more boreholes have been drilled along dolerite dykes than any-
where else in the Karoo landscape, although such a conclusion is not supported by the hydrocensus of
Burger et al. (1981). The two main reasons for this conception are probably that dykes are: (a) easy to locate
with existing geophysical techniques, and (b) often surrounded by highly fractured zones. This approach is
understandable, because there are no methods known today that can detect bedding-parallel fracturesin situ.
However, the approach may not always yield an optimal borehole site, since the dykes, especially the ring
dykes, are often impermeable, as discussed in Chapter 4. This not only confines the aquifers to isolated
compartments (Burger et al., 1981), but also restricts the area from which a borehole can withdraw its water
considerably.

One method to increase the yield of such alimited aquifer isto drill a production borehole through the
dyke dividing two aquifers, and tap the water of both aquifers simultaneously. However, this method is not
aways successful, asillustrated by the experience with the boreholes on Site 2 at Dewetsdorp, discussed in
Section 5.6.3.

Another disadvantage of dolerite dykes, especialy linear dolerite dykes, isthat they may have destroyed
bedding-plane fractures that existed at the time of their intrusion. Boreholes along linear dykes therefore
withdraw their water mainly from the dyke's baked and fractured zone, as hydraulic tests at Philippolis have
shown. These mostly vertically inclined fractures usually have ahigh density, and are orientated parallel and
perpendicular to the dyke. Boreholes drilled along the same dyke therefore often interfere with one another,
even when spaced as far as six kilometres apart! The yields of boreholes drilled next to dolerite dykes, are
thus often highly variable.

6.6 HYDROCHEMICAL ACTION
Hydrochemical action is another factor that may influence the hydraulics of Karoo aquifer, in general, and

fracture flow in particular. The motion of groundwater through the original palas-sediments caused the
individual grainsto cement during lithification, while the motion of recent groundwater tendsto dissolvethe
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cement, especially near fractures. The latter of these processes depends strongly on the chemistry of the
groundwater. If the water is saturated with carbonate precipitation may take place, which can seal the frac-
tures, while oxygen-rich water may oxidizeiron mineralsthat diffuseinto the matrix and colour the sedimentary
rocks. The brown colour of the sandstone around the water-yielding fracture in Figure 5-24, is an example of
the latter process.

Itisknown that the solubility of CaCO, depends strongly on the partial pressure of the dissolved CO,. A
drop in this pressure will cause calcite to precipitate. Since the pressure in the rock matrix is usually higher
than in the fractures, the fractures in Karoo aquifers are very much vulnerable to calcite precipitation, espe-
cialy when pumping an aquifer. Since this may lead to the formation of a so-called fracture skin and a
considerable reduction of flow from the rock matrix to the fracture (Moench, 1984), such situations must be
avoided asfar as possible. This phenomenon may explain why many fracturesin the core samples from both
the Campus Test Site and Dewetsdorp, are totally closed by calcite.

6.7 ANALYTICAL MODELSFOR KAROO AQUIFERS

Thediscussion in Section 5.5.5 showsthat Karoo boreholesreceive their water mainly from bedding-parallel
fractures. Since the storage capacity of these fracturesis limited, they will be unable to supply water to a
high-yielding borehole, unless recharged from the surrounding rock matrix. The permeability of the rock
matrix isvery low, however, and will not rel ease water easily, unless there exists a high piezometric pressure
gradient. Thiswill certainly be the case if there is a sudden drop in the piezometric pressure of an adjacent
bedding-plane fracture. Since these fractures are mainly horizontally inclined, the flow will be predomi-
nantly vertical. No conceptual model based on horizontal flow, will therefore be able to fit drawdown data
from these aquifers accurately.

A magjor problem with vertical flow isthat it can only be described by complex mathematical models,
with the result that geohydrologists neglect them completely, as was done in the discussion of the multiple
constant rate tests in Section 6.3.2. It was therefore thought worthwhile to conclude this discussion on the
behaviour of Karoo aquifers, with an explicit demonstration of the difference between an analytical horizon-
tal flow model, represented by the well-known Cooper-Jacob method, and amore realistic analytical model.
The Cooper-Jacob method is an approximation of the Theis model and therefore strictly only valid for
drawdowns in observation boreholes. However, the method is often applied to perturbed boreholes, with the
assumption that the observed water level is measured at its circumference.

The basic premise of the Cooper-Jacob method is that the drawdown, s, in a borehole at some ‘late
time', t, can be described by an equation of the form

s=a+blin(t) (6.4)

Since this equation is linear in In(t), one only needs two data points to determine its intercept, a, and slope,
b. It isthus possible to fit the equation to any set of data points where two or more pointsliein astraight line
on asemi-logarithmic graph of the points. Oneresult of thissimplicity isthat the Cooper-Jacob method isthe
first method many geohydrologists turn to when faced with the problem of analysing the results from a
constant rate test. However, the equation has an added connotation in geohydrology, not often appreciated by
users. As any textbook on well-hydraulics, e.g. Bear (1979), will show, the Theis equation describes the
drawdown in a homogeneous, horizontal aquifer with a radial flow pattern. The same therefore applies to
Equation (6.4). Sinceit is not easy to transform other types of equations into the form of Equation (6.4), one
can be sure that the flow is radial and horizontal if the equation fits a ‘large’ number of points from a
hydraulic test.

Unfortunately, no simple analytical model could be found for vertically saturated flow in the literature.
The best known example of vertical flow in groundwater is probably unsaturated flow, which exhibits a
linear flow pattern. Dr. Paul Hsieh therefore suggested that one may consider linear saturated flow instead.
This type of flow must satisfy an equation of the form

s=a+pit (6.5)

according to Milne-Home (1988). Since it isimpossible for a large set of data points to satisfy Equations
(6.4) and (6.5) simultaneously, the two equations can be used to decide whether the flow in Karoo aquifersis
radial or linear. Although numerous examples of such fits can be given, the example in Figure 6-15 will
sufficefor this discussion. These datawere supplied to the authors by Alan Woodford, from the Office of the
Department of Water Affairs and Forestry in Cape Town. In this test, Borehole G39973 at Calvinia was
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Figure6-15 Least squarefitsof Equations(6.4) and (6.5) to the drawdowns observed in Borehole G39973
at Calvinia.

pumped for 11 200 min at arate of 87,84 m® h™, which is an extremely high-yielding borehole for Karoo
standards.

Itis, of course, possibleto obtain abetter fit of the datain Figure 6-15 to Equation (6.4), by varying the
number of points considered in the fit. However, there is no way in which Equation (6.4) can fit all the data
as perfectly as Equation (6.5). Flow in Karoo aquifers is therefore predominantly linear and not radial.
Hydraulic parameters derived from the Theis model, or any other model that is based on radial flow, will
thus be useless in the case of Karoo aquifers, as Kirchner et al. (1991) experienced. This constraint effec-
tively restrictsthe number of analytical modelsthat can be used in the study of Karoo aquifersto the horizontal
fracture model of Gringarten and Ramey (1974). This quite complex analytical model was unfortunately
discovered only recently, with the result that it could not be analysed in detail for this report.

The association of the vertical flow field with bedding-parallel fractures implies that this type of flow
only exists when the fracture is stressed. Flow in undisturbed Karoo aquifers may thus still be mainly hori-
zontal. Unfortunately, thereis no method that allows oneto determine hydraulic parametersfor an undisturbed
aquifer.

6.8 DISCUSSION

The main conclusion that can be drawn from the previous discussion is that the behaviour of Karoo aquifers
is ultimately determined by their unusual geometry, particularly the occurrence of bedding-parallel frac-
tures. These features provide not only the conduits for water to boreholes in Karoo aquifers, but also play a
prominent rolein theinteractions responsible for the behaviour of these aquifers. One very important conse-
guence of theseinteractionsisthat flow in Karoo aquifersisnot radial and horizontal, but linear and vertical.
This property differs so much from that of the media usually considered in the literature on aquifer mechan-
ics, that the existing conceptual models are useless for the analysis of hydraulic tests performed on Karoo
aquifers. Indeed, asurvey of the conceptual models has shown that the horizontal fracture model of Gringarten
and Ramey (1974) may be the only analytical model that can be applied to Karoo aquifers. However, the
mathematics of the model israther complex. It isthusdoubtful if it will require less effort to implement than
the numerical models that will be discussed in the following chapters.

An interesting feature of Gringarten and Ramey’s horizontal fracture model is that the water level in a
borehole will display four distinct stages, whose lengths are determined by the radius of the fracture. The
model further predicts that the second phase, during which the water level behaves as a function of +t,
becomes more dominant as the radius of the fracture increases. The near perfect fit of Equation (6.5) to the
observed water levels of Borehole G39973 at Calvinia, in Figure 615, therefore suggests that this borehole
withdraws its water from a very extensive fracture—a conclusion supported by its very high yield.

Another rather disturbing result that emerged from the previous discussion is that Karoo formations,
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and thus aquifers, may readily be deformed by pumping water from them. Thiswill not only affect the ability
of these aquifers to store and yield water, but can aso have considerable impact on mass transport in the
aquifers. Unfortunately very little is known about these deformations at the moment. It is thus imperative
that more attention should be given to thisaspect, if the aquifersareto be used for water-supply schemesand
protected from pollution.

Boreholes are, without any doubt, the most cost-effective method to withdraw water from an aquifer.
The dependence of aborehole’syield on the presence and properties of afracture, however, again raises the
question if boreholes are the best method with which to withdraw water from Karoo aquifers. Although some
of the effects can be limited by pumping and spacing the boreholes judiciously, the conclusion in Section
3.6.5, that it will be better to withdraw water from aquifersin the Clarens Formation by methods other than
boreholes, thus seemsto apply to al Karoo aquifers.







CHAPTER 7

A NUMERICAL MODEL FOR THE CAMPUSTEST SITE

71 INTRODUCTION

The absence of any reference to the fractured-controlled behaviour of boreholes in the available literature
makesit difficult to quantify theinfluence that the physical properties of the aquifer have on the phenomenon.
The first and best approach to achieve this goal would have been to study the phenomenon in more detail
through further field observations and measurements. However, the lack of suitable equipment and financial
resources made this approach impossible. Fortunately, there is another approach. The discussion in Chapters
3, 4 and 5 shows that the physical properties of Karoo aquifers will not vary much globally, athough there
may belargelocal variations. The behaviour of the aquifers can thus a so be studied with a suitable numerical
model. This approach has the added advantage that it can show directly which physical properties of the
aquifer play an important part in the phenomenon, thereby avoiding unnecessary field work. These considera-
tions led to the development of a numerical model for the aquifer on the Campus Test Site.

The discussion in Chapter 2 shows that the first and major step in developing a numerical model for
any physical phenomenon is to decide which physical properties of the medium and phenomenon must be
included in the underlying conceptual model. As shown by the discussonsin Chapters 5 and 6, thereis one
property that cannot be neglected in developing such a modd for a Karoo aquifer—that is its geometry. The
implementation of this property in the mode for the aquifer on the CampusTest Siteisdiscussed in Section 7.2.

Karoo formations are best conceptualized as multi-layered, multi-porous media, according to the dis-
cussionin Chapter 5. Thisimpliesthat the well-known saturated flow equation can be used asthe mathematical
model for the aquifer. This model, its associated initial and boundary conditions and hydraulic parameters
are discussed in Section 7.3.

Boreholes are commonly represented in numerical models for two-dimensional groundwater flow as a
point source (Pinder and Gray, 1977), thereby creating alogarithmic singularity in the solution. This causes
a severe difficulty for three-dimensional groundwater flow models. An elegant method to circumvent the
difficulty isto represent the borehole as a Dirichlet boundary. This method was consequently introduced in
the numerical model, as discussed in Section 7.4.

7.2 GEOMETRY OF THE AQUIFER
7.2.1 Spatial Geometry

The discussion in Chapter 5 has shown that the aquifer on the Campus Test Siteis essentially athree-layered
aquifer. Since the carbonaceous shale layer is relatively impermeable, it was thought that Aquifer 1 will not
influence flow in Aquifer 2. Although there does not exist a similar clearly defined geological boundary
between Aquifers 2 and 3, the horizontal hydraulic conductivities of the aquifer in Table 6-3 suggested that
this aquifer may also be neglected in the proposed model. The original idea was therefore to restrict the
model to Aquifer 2, or develop a separate model for each of the three aquifers. However, the piezometric
levelsin Figure 613 show that all three aquifers respond simultaneously. Any model for the site therefore
had to include all three aquifers. An attempt was made to obtain more information on the interaction between
the three aquifers from the hydraulic test data, which could be used in alayered model for the Site, but the
available data were not sufficient for this purpose. This left only two options for the devel opment of a suit-
able model. The first was to use a two-dimensional model along a vertical plane through the three aquifers,
and the second a full three-dimensional model. The easiest option would have been to use the two-dimen-
sional vertical model, wereit not that such an approach could hide important featuresin the behaviour of this
anisotropic Karoo aquifer. A full three-dimensional model was therefore used in this investigation.

There are numerous difficulties associated with the use of athree-dimensional groundwater flow model
(Verwey and Botha, 1992). The most difficult decision to take in developing the present model, was decide

—-05 —
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how to represent the three aquifersin the model. The reason for thisis that Aquifer 1 is probably a phreatic
aquifer, while Aquifers 2 and 3 are confined aquifers, as shown by the data in Table 7-1. The correct ap-
proach to model the aquifer would thus be to use an unsaturated-saturated flow model. However, thiswould
complicate the model considerably, without necessarily providing more insight into the physical behaviour
of the aquifer. Moreover, there was no information available on the moisture retention curves for the various
formations, as required by an unsaturated flow model (Verwey and Botha, 1992). All three aquifers were
therefore represented as confined aquifersin the present model. The model may therefore not represent the
aquifer perfectly, but thiswas not the main purpose in devel oping the model. What was required of the model
isthat it should provide insight into the behaviour of Karoo aquifers, and guide-lines to what other effects
must be included in a more comprehensive model.

The assumption that all three aquifers are confined, had one simplifying consequence—one can take the
soil surface asthe top of the aquifer. The bottom of the aquifer, however, was more difficult to determine. The
geological profile of the deepest percussion borehole (UO14), and the coresfrom Borehole CH7, indicate that
the mudstone layers of Aquifer 3 are present to a depth of at least 100 m. The available computer resources
could, unfortunately, not accommodate a model that incorporates layers this deep. The piezometric levelsin
Figure 6-13, however, show that Aquifer 3 has such a high storage capacity that most of the flow will prob-
ably berestricted to its upper layers. The lower boundary was consequently placed at a depth of 40 m below
the collar height of Borehole UO18.

Table 7-1 Comparison of the collar height and el evations of the sandstone and mudstone layers of Aqui-
fer 3with the piezometric headsin piezometers UO1 and UO18, as measured on 1995-05-15.

Piezometer Elevation (mamsl) Piezometric L evels (mamsdl)
Collar Sandstone  Mudstone | Aquifer 1 Aquifer 2 Aquifer 3

uo1 1411,07 1394,77 1 403,91 1399,70

U018 1410,97 1394,97 1387,970 1403,72 1400,42 1 400,07

The two most prominent features of the aquifer are the Mode | fracture at a depth of 21-25 m and the
carbonaceous shale layer at a depth of 14-18 m. Since al indications are that the fractureis the hydrol ogical
most active feature of the aquifer, special care was taken to represent it as accurately as possible in the
model. The carbonaceous shale layer, however, was grouped with the upper mudstone layers of Aquifer 1,
because its hydraulic and geological properties do not differ too much from those of the other layers as
illustrated in Figure 7-1.

7.2.2 TheVoid Geometry

The void geometry considered in most groundwater flow models can be related to three types of media: the
classical porous medium (Bear, 1972), the dual porosity medium (Moench, 1984) and the fully fractured
medium (Cagaset al., 1990). This presented somewhat of a problem for the aquifer on the Campus Test Site,
since its void geometry does not correspond fully with one of these media. A special void geometry had
therefore to be constructed for the Campus Test Site.

The discussion of Karoo formations in Chapter 3 shows that these formations can be represented as
porous media with different porosities and hydraulic parameters. The real difficulty was thus how to repre-
sent the fracture. The correct approach would probably be to model flow in the fracture as pipe or parallel
plate flow, but this would introduce internal boundary conditions, which would complicate the model con-
siderably. However, an examination of the fracture in the core samples (see for example Figures 4-9 and
5-24) indicated that the fracture is not fully open, but partialy filled with silt, mud and fine-grained sand
particles. The fracture will therefore also be considered as a porous medium, but with its own porosity and
hydraulic propertiesin this preliminary model for a Karoo aquifer.

7.3 THE MATHEMATICAL MODEL
7.3.1 The Saturated Flow Equation

The assumptions that the fracture can be represented as a porous medium, and that Aquifer 1 is a confined
aquifer, imply that the aquifers on the Campus Test Site can be modelled with the saturated flow equation for
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Figure7-1  Comparison of the hydraulic and geological properties of the upper rhythmite layers in
boreholes UO4 and UP16 on the Campus Test Site.

a porous medium. Since the aquifer is not polluted, one can restrict the model to the density-independent
groundwater flow equation (Bear, 1979)

§De(x,t) = V-K(x,t) Vo(x,t) + f(X,t) (7.2)
where
= the specific storativity of the aquifer,

K(x,t) = thehydraulic conductivity tensor of the aquifer,

f(x,t) = thestrength of any sourcesand sinks,

X = thethree spatial co-ordinates (x, Y, 2),

t = thetime,

o(x,t) = thepiezometric head in the aquifer, defined by (Bear, 1979) as

o(X,t) = z+J’p@ = z+h(x,t)
P PY

with

p = thewater pressure,

P, = the water pressure at a suitably chosen reference plane (z,),

p = thedensity of water,

g = theacceleration of gravity,

h(x,t) = the pressure head.

An important difference between Equation (7.1) and the equation conventionally used to describe the
flow of groundwater in a horizontal plane (Botha, 1996)

X, ., )Dh(x,y, 1) = V{T(x, y, 1) Vh(x, y, )] + QEOB(X = X,)3(y ~ ¥,) (7.2)

isthat Equation (7.1) contains the piezometric head as independent variable, while Equation (7.2) contains
the pressure head. Equation (7.2) also uses the transmissivity tensor, T, and storativity, S, instead of their
three-dimensional counterparts, K and S, while the source term, expressed as the product of the discharge
rate, Q(t), and the Dirac delta functions, 8(x —x,) and 8(y —,), is represented as a point source.
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The piezometric head varies with depth, and can thus only be observed with piezometers. Thisis the
main reason why a three-dimensional model requires (and generates) considerably more data than a two-
dimensional model. A three-dimensional model thus places severe constraints on the computer resources
and the observational network.

Equation (7.1) isaparabolic partia differential and can only be solved if asuitableinitial condition and
boundary conditions are prescribed (Bothaand Pinder, 1983). Since these conditions determine the solution
of Equation (7.1) completely, they must represent the conditions on the aquifer’s boundary as accurately as
possible. The choice of boundary and initial conditions has thus always been adifficult problem in construct-
ing numerical modelsfor aquifers. The methods used to establish suitable boundary conditionsfor the Campus
Test Site will consequently be described in greater detail.

7.3.2 Initial Condition

The piezometric levelsin the aquifers on the Campus Test Site were monitored with five piezometers, two
installed in Borehole UO1 and three installed in Borehole UO18, at the time the numerical model was
developed. Initial conditions for the model could therefore be derived from observations of the piezometric
heads observed in these piezometers. The piezometric levelsin Table 7—2 were specifically used astheinitial
conditions for the simulations discussed in Chapter 9.

Table 7-2 Piezometric heads of the three aquifers as measured on 1995-05-15 in piezometers UO1 and
uo1s.
uo1l-1 Uo1-2 uo18-1 uo18-2 UOo18-3
Aquifer 1 2 1 2 3
Piezometric Head (m) 1403,91 1399,70 1403,72 1400,42 1400,07

Since no method was available to measure the piezometric head in the fracture directly, it was assumed
that its piezometric head is the same as that in Aquifer 2. The simulated piezometric heads for the fracture
may thus not be fully representative of the fracture.

7.3.3 Boundary Conditions

The boundary conditions required for the solution of Equation (7.1) can be one of three types:

Dirichlet conditions where one prescribes suitable piezometric heads on the boundary.

Neumann conditions where one prescribes a flux across the boundary.

Mixed conditions where one prescribes a linear combination of Dirichlet and Neumann conditions on

the boundary.

All the hydraulic tests performed thus far at the Campus Test Site had a negligible influence on the water
levels of boreholes UO10, UO21 and UO22. This suggests that Dirichlet boundary conditions can be pre-
scribed on the vertical boundaries of the aquifer, provided that the boundaries include these boreholes.

A more difficult decision was what type of boundary condition to prescribe on the top and bottom sides
of the aquifer, especialy to the bottom, since the exact depth of the aquifer is unknown. However, the high
storage capacity of Aquifer 3 seemsto limit the flow to the upper layers of the aquifer, as already noted in
Section 7.2.1. Experimentswith the cores and the doubl e-packer tests al so indicated that the mudstone layers
are very dense at depths > 40 m. This, and the fact that there was no recharge during the time for which the
simulations in Chapter were performed, suggested that homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions be
placed on the top and bottom of the aquifer.

7.3.4 Hydraulic Parameters

The solution of Equation (7.1) requires not only aknowledge of theinitial and boundary conditions, but also
of the hydraulic conductivity tensor, K, and the specific storativity, S,. There are essentially three methods
that can be used to determine these quantities in three dimensions:

(@) cross-borehole packer tests (Hsieh et al., 1983),

(b) in situ measurement of flow velocities (Hess et al., 1991), and

(c) tracer tests (Dverstorp et al., 1992).
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The determination of these parameters had to be restricted to the double-packer tests discussed in Section
6.3.4, since there was no suitable apparatus available to apply the last two methods, and the cross-borehole
packer tests did not behave as expected.

The original analysis of the cross-borehol e packer tests showed that the vertical component of hydraulic
conductivity in Aquifer 2 is approximately five times larger than the horizontal components, but failed to
yield meaningful results for Aquifers 1 and 3. Since the horizontal components of the tensor agreed very
much with the horizontal hydraulic conductivitiesin Table 6-3, the valuesin the table were used for all three
aquifers, while the vertical component was taken to be five timeslarger. The same analysisindicated that the
specific storativity of the sandstone layer in Aquifer 2 was approximately 1,0.10* m™, while that of the
fracture was approximately 1,0.10°m. Since no information was available for the specific storativities of
the other two aquifers, the value of 1,0.10* m* was also used for them.

7.4 THE NUMERICAL MODEL

7.4.1 Discretization of the Flow Equation

Thefirst step in any numerical model is to discretize the various equations that appear in the mathematical
model. The present model is based on the Galerkin finite element method, as described by Botha and Pinder
(2983), and Huyakorn and Pinder (1983). This allows one to approximate Equation (7.1) with a set of linear
equations given by

ls)(@nﬂ &M O = ~At[ V(K V $")-V d€) + At J'n-(KV &™), dS+ At [ f,dQ
aQ

where () isthe domain of the differential equation, n aunit vector normal to the boundary 0€) of (2, and

~n ~n N
e"=¢ (X,tn) = ijlcp(xj ’tn)d)j (X)
an approximation of ¢(x, t) at the point x and time step t , with N the number of nodes in the finite element

grid, cp(Xj, t) the value of ¢(x, t) at the nodej and time step t , and d)J.(x) aset of suitable basis functions.
The approximation of Equation (7.1) above can be written more compactly in matrix notation as

Ae™ = Be" +At(Q+F) (7.3)

where A and B are two N XN matrices with elements

8
b; _!:%d)id)jdﬂ

1[[5{)4)@] +At(KV¢iV¢j)] dQ
@i,j=1 ..., N) (7.4)

Q and F vectors with elements

q, Jn-[KV@“*l]d)j ds = Jn-qd;jds
[0}

9

£ ‘[ fb, d) (7.9

and ¢" the finite element approximation of ¢(x, t ). The advantage of this approach is that the model could be
based on the three-dimensional computer code SaT3, developed by Verwey and Botha (1992), without hav-
ing to write a new code from scratch.

7.4.2 Representation of a Borehole

A borehole is conventionally represented in horizontal two-dimensional flow models as a point source
(Huyakorn and Pinder, 1983). However, the method cannot be applied directly to three-dimensional pro—
blems, except to represent the borehole as a series of point sources spread out vertically along the borehole.
Since the method yields alogarithmic singularity at the position of the source (Botha and Bakkes, 1982), the
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method cannot yield an accurate solution for athree-dimensional problem.

Another approach, sometimes used in two-dimensional vertical flow models, isto view aborehole asa
boundary in the aquifer, and then prescribe a Neumann boundary condition along the borehole’'s surface
(Verwey and Botha, 1992). unfortunately, the method can, only be applied if the following conditions are
satisfied (Huyakorn and Pinder, 1983):

(a) the aquifer is uniform,

(b) the borehole penetrates the aquifer fully,

(c) the discharge rate, Q(x, t), is constant, and

(d) the aquifer is confined.

A method that does not suffer from the limitations above, is the Dirichlet method; first introduced by
Huang (1973), and modified by Huyakorn and Pinder (1983). In this method the boreholeis also considered
as a boundary of the aquifer. However, instead of prescribing a Neumann boundary condition, one first
prescribes an arbitrary Dirichlet boundary condition along its surface, and later adjusts it for the correct
discharge rate. Since the borehole now forms a boundary in the aquifer, one can drop the source term and
rewrite Equation (7.3) in the form

Aelt =Be" +AtQ, (7.6)

D

where the subscript D denotes a solution of Equation (7.6) obtained with the arbitrary Dirichlet boundary
values. Assume now that there are M (M < N) nodes on the boundary of the borehole. The discharge (+), or
recharge (-) rate, Q,, of the borehole, associated with the prescribed Dirichlet boundary conditions, must
thus satisfy the equation

Q=Y b .7)

where g, isthetotal flux across the side of an element, containing node |, weighted by the basis function ¢,
asdefined in Equation (7.5). Let ¢! be the solution of Equation (7.6), and ¢” the solution of the homoge-
neous system of equations

Ae'=0 (7.8)
Suppose now that ¢ is the solution of Equation (7.6), had the correct Dirichlet boundary conditions been
used, that is
A" =Be" +AtQ (7.9)
with
M
Q=3 .4 (7.10)

the true discharge rate, and that ¢"** can be expressed as

‘pn+1 - ‘Pg+l+)\‘P' (711)

where \ isaconstant that has to be determined. To do this, notice that the difference of Equations (7.9) and
(7.6) can be expressed as

A(‘Pn+1 _ ‘Pr;l) = )\A‘P' = At( Q_ QD)

If one now sums the equations that belongs to the M Dirichlet nodes a ong the boundary of the borehole, and
uses Equations (7.7) and (7.10) to express Q, and Q in terms of g, and g, one finds that

xiiq,«p; = A(Q-Q,)

r=SHQ- Q) (7.12)

Ziau“’;

The practical implementation of the method to represent a borehole as a Dirichlet boundary can now be
conveniently summarized in the following steps.
(1) Assumethat the piezometric heads on the boundary of the borehole at the time step n+1 can be

In other words,
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represented by the arbitrarily chosen set of values, ¢,, that is

"=y

(2) Solve Equations (7.6) and (7.8) with this set of piezometric heads for the Dirichlet boundary
conditions along the surface of the borehole.
(3) Use this solution and the element coefficients in Equations (7.4) and (7.5) to compute A in
Equation (7.12).
(4) Substitute this value of \ and the solutions for ¢, and ¢’, computed in step 2, in Equation
(7.11), to obtain the solution for the correct discharge rate.
It is interesting to notice that nowhere in the derivation of the Dirichlet method, was it necessary to
specify the geometrical dimensions of the borehole. The possibility thus exists that one can represent the
borehole as aline source. This possibility will be investigated further in Chapter 8.

75 DISCUSSION

Three-dimensional groundwater models are not very popular in geohydrological circles. The most obvious
reason for thisisthat the model requires much more field data and sophisticated computer resources than an
equivalent two-dimensional model. Another reason is that two-dimensional models have been so successful
in modelling groundwater phenomena, that there does not seem to be a need for three-dimensional models.

There are at least two reasons that can be advanced for the latter view. Large-scale observations are
mainly restricted to economically important well-fields. The boreholes in these fields are usually approxi-
mately of the same depth, with the result that the pumping tends to create large horizontal piezometric
gradients that mask the influence of the smaller vertical gradients completely. Since groundwater moves
very slowly, it may take years before the influence of smaller three-dimensional interactions become notice-
ablein field observations. One could thus model such an aquifer quite successfully with a two-dimensional
horizontal flow model for along time, without detecting differences between the observed and simulated
results. Moreover, there exists a tendency to attribute such differences to variations in the hydraulic para—
meters and incorporate them by simply re-calibrating the model. Such a phenomenological model isableto
systemize information on an aquifer, but it cannot describe the physical behaviour of the aquifer. The possi-
bility thus exists that one can compl etely destroy an aquifer, if a phenomenological model is used to manage
or predict the future behaviour of the aquifer.

The second reason for the popularity of two-dimensional models is that very little attention is usually
paid to three-dimensional factors, such as the geometry and structure of the aquifer, in groundwater investi-
gations. There is therefore no motivation to pay attention to the influence these factors may have on the
behaviour of aquifers. Thisinfluence may be negligible in the short term, but it can have devastating effects
in the future; the Love Canal disaster (Princeton University Water Resources Program, 1984) is a typical
example. It is thus important that these factors should be taken into account whenever their influence be-
comes noticeable. Judging from the discussion in Chapters 5 and 6, the geometry and structure of Karoo
aquifers play an important role in their behaviour. This suggests that it will simply be a waste of time and
money to apply two-dimensional horizontal modelsin investigations of these aquifers. It will thus be inter-
esting to see if the three-dimensional model introduced above, can describe the behaviour of the Karoo
aquifers better than a conventional two-dimensiona model.

One can, of course, argue that the use of three-dimensional models simply cannot be justified economi-
cally, and that whatever other methods are available must be used in theinvestigations. There aretwo difficulties
with this argument. The first is that its main proponents are often people who have their own preconceived
ideas of how an aquifer should behave, and are therefore not interested in information that may prove them
wrong. The second difficulty is that the argument depends very much on what is meant with the term * eco-
nomically justifiable’. Doesit mean that the aquifers are of no economic value, or doesit mean that thereis
areluctance to spend more money on investigations of the aquifers? Nobody will argue that money must be
spent on aquifers that are not economically viable in the long term. However, the consequences may be
disastrousif the second aternative istrue. For example, it may mean that considerably larger sums of money
have to be spent in the future to correct previous mistakes, or that future generations will have very little
groundwater resources at their disposal. Nature behaves in its own subtle ways, and not as prescribed by
man. The statement: ‘Don’t have a preconceived idea of what the result should be’ by John Sumpter, as
quoted by Kaiser (1996), is as applicable to the behaviour of aquifers as to endocrine disrupters.







CHAPTER 8

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NUMERICAL MODEL

81 INTRODUCTION

The implementation of a numerical model generally proceeds in three steps. The first isto ook at the ap-
proximating equations and implement them efficiently in a computer program. The second is to decide
which pre- and post-processors are necessary to ease the burden associated with the generation of the input
datarequired by the program, and to interpret the results. Thethird step isto make sure that there are not any
numerical, logical, or heuristic errorsin the computer program.

The approximating equations used in the present program, are essentially the same as those used by
Verwey and Botha (1992), and have aready been discussed in Chapter 7. The discussion in Section 8.2 is
thus mainly concerned with the representation of a borehole through Dirichlet boundary conditions, and
discontinuities in the hydraulic parameters.

The pre- and post-processors used for the model, have been developed over the years at the Institute for
Groundwater Studies. The additional processors and mesh generator needed for the model, are briefly dis-
cussed in Section 8.3. More detailed descriptions and user guides for the processors and mesh generator, are
available from the Institute for Groundwater Studies.

The mgjor effort in writing a new computer program, or revising an existing one, is to ensure that the
program is, as far as possible, without errors. The convergence properties of the model, in both space and
time, are therefore discussed in Section 8.4. Particular attention is paid to the situation where the boreholeis
represented as a line source in the Dirichlet approximation.

A multi-porous medium is essentially a domain with discontinuous hydraulic parameters. The math-
ematical correct way to account for discontinuities, is to prescribe suitable internal boundary conditions
across the discontinuities. However, this approach complicates the programming considerably. A heuristic
approach that avoids the prescribing of internal boundaries was therefore used in the program. The applica-
bility of the approach is studied by applying it to a hypothetical fractured aquifer in Section 8.5.

8.2 PROGRAM KARO
8.2.1 General

Asmentioned in Chapter 7, the numerical model for the Campus Aquifer was based on the Program SaT3
written by Verwey and Botha (1992), to simulate three-dimensional flow of groundwater in a saturated
porous medium. Unfortunately, this program only allows oneto specify aborehole through Neumann boundary
conditions. Parts of the program therefore had to be rewritten, to account for the representation of the bore-
hole through Dirichlet boundary conditions, as discussed in Chapter 7. The main changes were briefly the
following:

(@) Make provision for the solution, ¢’, of Equation (7.8). This also meant that additional computer
memory space had to be reserved for the coefficient matrix A, and not to overwrite it during the
solution of Equation (7.6), asis done in Program SAT3.

(b) Provide computer memory space for those elementsin A, that correspond with the Dirichlet nodes
on the surface of the borehole needed in the computation of N in Equation (7.12).

(c) Theaddition of anew subroutine for the computation of N and the final solution, given by Equation
(7.11).

Provision was also made for Program Karo to compute the arbitrary Dirichlet boundary conditions along
the borehole boundary automatically. This was achieved by replacing the piezometric head of the previous
time step along the boundary, ¢,,", with

ept = @p +(QAL )12

—103 -
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where Q is the prescribed discharge rate and At,.; the (n+1)-th time step. Since this modified version of
Program Sat3 was devel oped specifically for the modelling of Karoo aquifers; the program will in the future
be referred to as Program Karo.

8.2.2 Discontinuous Hydraulic Parameters

A multi-porous medium is essentially a domain with discontinuous hydraulic parameters. The mathematical
correct way to account for discontinuities is to let them coincide with finite element boundaries, and then
prescribe suitable internal boundary conditions across the boundaries (Bear, 1972). However, there is an-
other, and computational more attractive, approach if differential equations with discontinuous coefficients
are solved with the Galerkin finite element method based on quadrilateral or hexahedral elements.

The integrals in the approximating equations of the Galerkin finite element method, such as Equation
(7.2), are conventionally computed with a Gaussian quadrature rule, which only uses nodal values of the
parameters (Botha and Pinder, 1983). In quadrilateral or hexahedral elements, the quadrature points al lie
within the element (Stroud and Secrest, 1966). The method will thus not recognize a discontinuity that lies
on the common boundary of two adjacent elements. All that the method can do in such casesisto ‘ smear’ the
discontinuity across the element boundaries. However, the * smeared region’ can be controlled by adjusting
the element sizes. The prescription of internal boundary conditions can thus be avoided in problems with
discontinuous parameters, by ensuring that the discontinuity lies along element boundaries, asillustrated in
Figure 8-1.

Domain 1 Ujp Up, U3
® =® ® =®
® =® ® =®
Discontinuity
Uyg U Up3
® =® ® =®
® =® ® =®
Domain 2
Uig Uis Ui

e Finite Element Nodes = Gaussian Quadrature Points
U;; Prescribed nodal parameter values

Figure8-1 Approximation of discontinuities in the Galerkin finite element method, with quadrilateral
elements.

The approximation in Figure 8-1 is particularly advantageous in those cases where the discontinuities
are not sharp; a situation that arises frequently in models of groundwater flow phenomena. The approxima-
tion was consequently already implemented in Program SaT3 , athough not explicitly mentioned in Verwey
and Botha (1992), and thus also in Program KaARro.

8.3 PRE-AND POST-PROCESSORS

The generation of afinite element grid, especially when done manually, is perhaps the most time-consuming
and frustrating task to perform in three-dimensional models. Verwey and Botha (1992) try to ease this task
by using the grid generator Qeik —amaodified version of the Program Kugik (Pissanetzky, 1984) to generate
their finite element grids. However, Program Qi only allows one to modify elements on ahorizonta plane. A
new program, MesHPrO, Was therefore devel oped for the generation of three-dimensional finite element grids.
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The program first divides a given domain ) into a number of blocks which may correspond with various
properties of the domain. For example, the blocks can be chosen to coincide with the different porous do-
mains in the case of the Campus Aquifer. The program then divides the blocks into a prescribed number of
elements, numbers them and their nodal points, computes the co-ordinates of each node, and creates the
necessary datafilesfor the programs Karo or Sat3. MeEsaPro Will also accept data from program Karo, or
program Sat3, and construct datafiles, ready for input to the graphic packages, TRICON (Buys, 1992) and
Vis-5D (Hibbard and Saintek, 1994), used in interpreting the results.

8.4 COMPARISON OF PROGRAM KARO WITH ANALYTICAL MODELS
8.4.1 General

Although Program Sat3 has been checked extensively for numerical and approximation errors by Verwey
and Botha (1992), the changes made in Program Karo influenced quite anumber of the critical calculations.
It was thus necessary to check the program again for numerical and approximation errors, especialy the
representation of a borehole by Dirichlet boundaries.

A method universally used to check for errorsin acomputer program for the approximate solution of a
differential equation, isto compare its output with a known analytical solution of the differential equation.
Unfortunately, there do not exist many analytical solutions for the groundwater flow equation, Equation
(7.1). Theradia symmetric Dirichlet problem of Muskat (1937) for a confined aquifer, used by Verwey and
Botha (1992) in their tests of Program Sat3 , was thus also used here. This solution applies to a uniform
aquifer with radius R, thickness d, hydraulic conductivity K and specific storativity S, The borehole is
situated at the centre of the aquifer, and discharges at arate Q, subject to theinitial and boundary conditions

o(r,0) =¢,
o(Rt) =¢, (t=0)

The drawdown in such an aquifer is given by the equation

- _ Q R Jolanexp(-akt) O
s(r,t) = ¢, @(r,t)—mglnT Z a%RZJf(aJR; %(K—K/Sb) (8.1)

where, J(2) and J (2) are the zeroth and first order Bessel functions of the first kind, respectively, with oR
the zeros of the equation

J@R=0 (j=1, ..., )

As mentioned in Chapter 7, the possibility exists that one can represent a borehole either as a surface
source or aline source in the Dirichlet approximation. To distinguish between the two approximations, the
former will, in future, be referred to as the Dirichlet surface source and the latter asthe Dirichlet line source
approximation. Since the representation of aboreholein Program Sat3  with Neumann boundary conditions
aso involves the surface of the borehole; this representation will be referred to as the Neumann surface
source approximation.

Three approaches were used in the numerical experiments, performed to check program Karo for ap-
proximation and logical errors.

(@) Comparing the analytical solution in Equation (8.1) with the surface source approximations of

Programs SaT3 and Karo.
(b) Comparing the analytical solution in Equation (8.1) with the Dirichlet line source approximation of
Program Karo.

(c) A study of the convergence properties of Program Karo for both the Dirichlet surface and line

source approximations, in space and time.

8.4.2 TheDirichlet Surface Source Approximation

The main purpose of the first set of numerical experiments was simply to compare the Muskat solution in
Equation (8.1) with the Neumann and Dirichlet surface source approximations of the programs Sat3 and
KARro. Since the Muskat solution applies only to a uniform and radial symmetric aquifer, the finite element
grid used in the study was limited to the quarter cylinder, shown in Figure 8-2. The grid consisted of two
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Dirichlet Boundary

Zero Flux Boundary

Figure8-2  Schematic diagram of the hypothetical aquifer used in the study of the finite boundary problem.
elements, each with aheight of 32 min the vertical plane, and 12 wedges with constant angles, 6 = 7,5°, in
the horizontal plane. The wedges were divided into 512 curved elements, by subdividing each interval in
Table 8-1, into 64 equally spaced subintervals.

Table8-1 Radial intervals used to generate the finite element grid in the horizontal plane.

Distance(m) | 01 1 9 25 57 121 249 505 1017

The hydraulic parameters of the aquifer and discharge rate used in the study are given in Table 8-2. Since
the flow is radial, and Equation (8.1) applies to a confined aquifer, zero-flux Neumann boundary conditions
were prescribed along thetwo straight vertical sides, on thetop and bottom of the aquifer. A piezometric head of
¢, = 96 m was prescribed for the initial and Dirichlet condition on the outside boundary. The boundary fluxes
needed for the case where the borehole was considered as a Neumann boundary, were computed from the
value of Q in Table 8-2, and Equation (7.6).

Table8-2  Hydraulic parameters of the aquifer used in the study of the Dirichlet surface and line source
approximations.

Ke(ms?) | K(ms?) | K(ms?) | §(m7) | Q(m’s?)
1,010 1,010% 1,010 | 1,010% 1,010

The main interest in this exercise was to compare the Neumann and Dirichlet approximations of a
borehole and the Muskat solution. The computations were therefore limited to atotal time of 2 h, but with
three different time steps of 2, 1 and 0,5 h. The solutions are compared graphically in Figure 8-3.

A first impression of the results, in Figure 8-3, for both the Neumann and Dirichlet surface source
approximations, is that they are not very accurate, particularly near the borehole. However, this could have
been expected, since these approximations represent the borehol e as afinite surface source, while the Muskat
solution considersit to be a point source.

An interesting feature in Figure 8-3 is that the Dirichlet approximation for the larger time step is quite
close to the Muskat solution, but then converges away from it, while the Neumann approximation converges
towardsit as the time step decreases. It is difficult to explain this behaviour mathematically. One possibility
isthat it may be associated with the way in which the domain has been discretized. A second set of numerical
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— Muskat Solution

o | _ Dirichlet (Time step =2,0h)

] - Dirichlet (Time step =0,5h)
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Piezometric Head (m)
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Radial Distance (m)

Figure8-3 Comparison of the Muskat solution with the Neumann and Dirichlet surface source approxi-
mations as a function of the distance (r), at the time steps 0,5 and 2 h.

experiments was therefore performed with the same hydraulic parameters, but a different grid. This grid
contained the same number of wedges as the previous one in the horizontal plane, but the number of ele-
ments in each wedge was restricted to 8, with nodes given by the radial distances in Table 8-1. The two
elements in the z-direction were also reduced to just one. The reason for choosing this grid was that the
available computer resources prevented a further refinement of the original grid.

Four series of computations were performed with the new grid. Thefirst one was performed on the basic
grid described above, but in the next three computations the elements were hal ved, thus doubling the number
of elements each time. All computations were again performed for 2 h, but only with atime step of 0,5 h.

A comparison of the solutions from the new grid in Figure 84 with those in Figure 8-3, shows that the
change in the grid had a considerable influence on both the Neumann and Dirichlet solutions. Not only are
the Neuman approximations almost indistinguishable from one another, but also closer to the Muskat solu-
tion than the Dirichlet approximations. The Dirichlet approximations, on the other hand, now also converge
towardsthe Muskat solution, and quite rapidly. This behaviour suggeststhat the convergence of the Dirichlet
method depends strongly on the maximum element size, while the convergence of the Neuman method
depends on the number of elementsin the vertical direction. The reason for this can briefly be explained as
follows: Notice that in the Neumann method one must integrate numerically over all vertical elementsalong
the borehole boundary. The boundary surface of the borehole will remain the same for al grids, but the
number of elementsincreases as the grid is refined. There could thus be an accumulation of approximation
errors, as the sizes of the elements decrease. The Dirichlet method, on the other hand, uses piezometric
heads, and these depend only on the element sizes (Botha and Pinder, 1983). The decrease in element sizes,
therefore, had aconsiderably larger impact on the Dirichlet values than on the Neumann values. This conjec-
ture was confirmed by further numerical experiments. The Dirichlet approximation, therefore, has a definite
advantage over the Neumann approximation.

8.4.3 TheDirichlet Line Source Approximation

As mentioned in Chapter 7, there is a possibility that a borehole can be represented by aline source in the
Dirichlet method. It is very difficult to generate a complete quadrilateral, or hexahedral, finite element grid
for aline source with the previousradial grid. One quadrant of anew rectangular hypothetical aquifer, shown
in Figure 8-5, was therefore used to investigate this possibility. The hydraulic parametersin Table 8-1 were
also used with this aquifer.

Theinitial grid had 7 elements in the x- and y-directions, with nodes at distances of 0, 8, 24, 56, 120,
248, 504 and 1 016 m, and two elementsin the z-direction. Four other grids, for which the elementsin the x-
and y- direction were halved each time, were also used in the computations. These gridswill bereferred to as
Grids 1 to 5. A piezometric level of ¢, = 96 m was prescribed for the initial condition and the Dirichlet
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Figure8-4  Comparison of the Muskat solution with the Neumann and Dirichlet surface source approxi-
mations, for different finite element sizes.
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Figure8-5 Schematic representation of the hypothetical aquifer used to study the behaviour of the Dirichlet
method, when the borehole is represented as a line source.

boundaries for every one of the computations. Three of the approximations are compared graphically with
the Muskat solution in Figure 8-6.

A first glance at the solutionsin Figure 8-6 suggests that the line source approximation converges very
rapidly, asthe element sizes are reduced. However, the oscillation in the solution for Grid 1 suggests that the
approximation becomes unstableif the grid istoo coarse. It may thus be necessary to perform agrid conver-
gence test before the approximation is applied in practice.
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Figure86 Comparison of the Muskat and line source approximation of aboreholefor the different finite
element grids.

Another interesting result in Figure 86 is the good agreement between the Muskat and line source
solution at large distances, even though the Muskat solution is not strictly valid for this aquifer. The reason
for thisisthat the boundary of the aquifer was chosen far enough for the discharge rate not to have influenced
the piezometric levels near the boundary. Notice though that the line source approximation converges away
from the Muskat solution at the smaller distances. However, thisjust illustrates the logarithmic singularity in
the Muskat solution at the borehole.

8.4.4 Convergence of the Dirichlet Surface Source Approximation in Time

Thefirst convergence test performed in time was for the Dirichlet surface source approximation. The same
hypothetical aquifer and finite element grid, used in Section 8.4.2 to compare the Dirichlet surface source
approximation and the Muskat solution, were used in these tests. The convergence rate of the approximation
was again determined for a period of 2 h, with time steps of 1, 5, 15, 30, 60 and 120 min.

As shown in Figure 8-3, the Dirichlet surface source approximation converges away from the Muskat
solution. This behaviour again illustrates the logarithmic singularity in the Muskat solution at the borehole.
The approximation for the time step of 1 min was therefore used in computing the errorsin Figure 8-7.

The convergence rates of the various approximations in Figure 87 are in excellent agreement with the
linear theoretical rate, O(At), for the backward finite difference used to approximate the time derivative in
Program Karo. The decrease in slope with increasing radial distances, r, can be ascribed to the smaller
changesin ¢(X, t) at large values of r, a phenomenon a so present in Figures 8-3 and 8—4.

8.4.5 Convergence of the Dirichlet Line Source Approximation in Time

The sguare hypothetical aquifer discussed in Section 8.4.3 was again used for this study, except that the
number of elementsin both the x- and y- directions was fixed at 112. The approximation of the piezometric
head for the smallest time step, 1 min, was here also used for comparison purposes. As shown in Figure 8-8,
the convergence is again excellent and linear.

8.4.6 Convergence of the Dirichlet Surface Source Approximation in Space

The quarter circle hypothetical aguifer of Section 8.4.2, with only onelayer in the z- direction, and the finite
element grid of Figure 8-9, was used to study the spatial convergence of the Dirichlet surface source ap-
proximation. The first set of tests was done by varying the angle, 6, of the angular wedges in the sequence
45°, 30°, 15° and 7,5°, while keeping the radial distances asin Table 8-1.

The approximations of the piezometric headsfor the 4 gridswere computed for onetime step of 0,5 h. The
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Figure8-7 Convergence of the Dirichlet surface source approximation as a function of the time step, at
different distances (r) from the borehole.
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Figure8-8 Convergence of the Dirichlet line source approximation, as a function of the time step at
different distances (r) from the borehole.

errors in the approximations were computed from the approximation obtained with the grid in Figure 8-9,
divided into 12 horizontal wedges (6 = 7,5°), and 512 curved e ements. The same computationswere also carried
out for 0,5 h, but with atime step of 1 min. The errors in the approximations are displayed graphically in
Figure 8-10 as afunction of the maximum element size—defined as the length of the longest diagonal in the
specific grid.

Although the numerical errorsin Figure 8-10 display an O(h?) behaviour, as they should theoretically
dofor thetri-linear basis functions used in Program Karo, they are rather insensitive to large elements. This
behaviour can probably be ascribed to the fact that the largest elements are situated on the outer boundary of
the aquifer (see Figure 8-9), where the piezometric head varies slowly. One must also keep in mind that the
main purpose of the Dirichlet approximation isto simulate the behaviour of the water level in the borehole.
Care should therefore be exercised not to use too large elements in the finite element grid with the Dirichlet
surface source approximation, particularly near the borehole.

In the second set of spatial convergence tests, the angles of the wedges were fixed at 6 = 7,5°, and the
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Figure89 Plan (a) and side (b) views of the initial finite element grid used to study the convergence
properties of the Dirichlet surface source approximation.
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Figure8-10 Errorsin the Dirichlet surface source approximation as a function of the maximum angular
element size, at different distances (r) from the borehole.

elements in the radial direction were halved for the next grid. The first six of these approximations were
computed for atime of 0,5 h, with onetime step. However, the seventh one, which served asreferencefor the
errorsin Figure 8-11, was computed with 30 time steps of 1 min each.

The numerical errors in Figure 8-11 again display the same O(h?) behaviour as in the angular conver-
gence tests, except that the approximation for the first, and coarsest, grid now seemsto be as accurate as the
approximation of the reference grid. The first impulse was that the program contains a programming error.
Thetrue piezometric head, ¢(r, t), and its homogeneous counterpart, ¢'(r, t), defined by Equations (7.11) and
(7.8) respectively, were therefore checked for possible numerica errors. However, as shown in Figure 8-12,
thereisnothing extraordinary in the behaviour of the approximations, except that ¢'(r, t) crosses ¢(r, t) asthetime
step decreased. The homogeneous Equation (7.8) is thus more sensitive for the time step than Equation (7.11).

The computations were also repeated with the Neumann surface source approximation, but its conver-
gence was normal. The behaviour thus seemsto be afurther confirmation of the earlier observation that the
Dirichlet surface approximation is insensitive to large finite elements.

8.4.7 Convergence of the Dirichlet Line Source Approximation in Space

The purpose of the final convergence test wasto investigate the spatial convergence rate of the Dirichlet line
source approximation. Five finite element grids were used for the hypothetical aquifer in Figure 85 in this
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Figure8-11 Errorsin the Dirichlet line source approximation as a function of the maximum radial ele-
ment size, at different distances (r) from the borehole.
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Figure8-12 Behaviour of the true and associated homogeneous piezometric head of the Dirichlet surface
source approximation as a function of the time step (Dt).

study, starting with the one described in Section 8.4.3. Every element was then halved successively for the
following four grids. All approximations were computed for atime step of 0,5 h. The approximation for the
final grid, computed with atime step of 1 min, was used to compute the errorsin Figure 8-13.

It followsfrom Figure 8-13 that the errorsfor the Dirichlet line source approximation behave more like
the theoretical O(h?) estimate than that of the Dirichlet surface source approximation. The only exceptionis
the solution at the borehole, r = 0 (m), which tends to increase quite rapidly with the element size.

An interesting feature of the errors for values of r = 8 m is that they achieve their minimum values
between the maximum and minimum element sizes, and not at the minimum element size as one would
expect. This behaviour of the approximation error has been observed previously in three-dimensional
groundwater models by Verwey and Botha (1992) and in two-dimensional modelsby Lynch (1982). Numeri-
cal experiments by Verwey and Botha (1992) have shown that the behaviour is caused by using atoo coarse
finite element grid near discontinuous initial and boundary conditions. This causes large approximation
errors near the discontinuities, especialy if the time step is also relatively large.
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Figure8-13 Convergence of the Dirichlet line source approximation as a function of the maximum ele-
ment size, at different distances (r) from the borehole.

8.4.8 Discussion

The tests described above show that there are not any serious numerical or logical errorsin Program Karo.
The program can thus be used with confidence in modelling Karoo aquifers.

Onerather disturbing result of the testsistheinsensitivity of the Dirichlet surface source approximation
to changesin the finite element sizes. There are two reasonsfor this concern. Thefirst isthat one cannot trust
convergence studies to yield a suitable finite element grid, as is conventionally done in numerical analysis.
The second isthat one cannot use too large elements, even far from a borehole, with this approximation—a
practicethat is quite common in modelling groundwater resources. A comparison of Figure 8-11 and Figure
8-13, however, shows that the Dirichlet line source approximation does not show this insensitivity. Prefer-
ence should thus be given to the Dirichlet line source approximation, when modelling three-dimensiona
groundwater flow. The only difficulty with the approximation isthat it may be subject to the accumulation of
errors. However, this behaviour can usually be detected easily in convergence studies, as shown by the
resultsin Figure 8-13.

85 NUMERICAL MODEL FORA SIMPLIFIED KAROO AQUIFER
8.5.1 Description of the Aquifer

The aim of the final numerical experiments was twofold: to see if the method of approximating discontinu-
ous hydraulic parameters in Program Karo could handle the fractures in Karoo aquifers, and to obtain a
sense for the behaviour of the program. A small hypothetical aquifer, 12812810 m®, was used for this
purpose. A single fracture, with dimensions 3232 0,01 m?, was placed at the centre of the aquifer. The
reason for this was to try and keep the model simple, but as close as possible to the aquifer on the Campus
Test Site. It was also assumed that the aquifer is symmetrical, so that the numerical model could be restricted
to the upper right-hand quarter of the aquifer, shown in Figure 8-14.

The element sizes of the finite element grid were fixed at 4X4 m? in the horizontal plane, but varied
logarithmically in the vertical, as shown in Figure 8-15 and Table 8-3. The thinnest element was placed
directly over the fracture. This was done so that the effects of the fracture could be identified easily, and to
minimize numerical errors near the fracture, where the hydraulic parameters are discontinuous.

The field work discussed in Chapter 6 has shown that the rock matrix of Karoo aquifers can store large
volumes of water, but will not release the water easily. Fractures, on the other hand, have alow storativity,
but can transmit water readily. The hydraulic conductivity and specific storativity values, givenin Table 84,
were therefore used in the model.

A piezometric head of 20 m was prescribed astheinitial condition, and as Dirichlet boundary conditions
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Figure 8-14 Sketch of the upper right-hand quarter of the hypothetical aquifer used to study the behaviour
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Figure8-15 The three-dimensional finite element grid used to study the behaviour of the hypothetical
aquifer, in Figure 8-14.

Distances of the nodes (from the bottom up), in the vertical plane of the finite element grid in

Figure 8-15.

Table 8-3

55 10,0

5,05

495 4995 5,005

4,5

0,0

Distance (m) |
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Table8+4 Hydraulic conductivity and specific storativity values of the rock matrix and fracture, used in
the numerical model.

Hydraulic Conductivity (ms?) Storativity (m)
Horizontal Direction | Vertical Direction
Rock matrix 1,157 410-10°% 2,314 810-102 1,010
Fracture 1,157 410-10* 2,314 810-10% 1,010

on the two outer sides of the aquifer, while zero-flux Neumann conditions were prescribed on theinner sides,
the top and the bottom of the aquifer. It was also assumed that the aquifer contains 13 symmetrically placed
boreholes, four of which are shown in Figure 8-14 and Figure 8-15. The maximum discharge rate of the
boreholes had to be fixed at (2%) m? h™ to prevent unrealistic drawdowns in the aquifer. All models consid-
ered in the study were run for a period of 72 h, with atime step of 9 h.

8.5.2 Resultsand Discussion

Thefirst case considered was, where only Borehole 1, at the centre of the aquifer, is pumped. Theresults, in
Figure 8-16(a), show that there is a smooth transition in the piezometric head from the fracture to the matrix,
and that the piezometric head in the fracture is considerably less than in the matrix. Moreover, the differ-
ences increase continuously and smoothly with time, in complete agreement with the observations on the
Campus Test Site, in Figure 6-13. There can thus be little doubt that Program KaRro is able to simulate one
of the main properties of Karoo aquifers, and that the approximation used for discontinuous coefficients is
excellent for practical purposes.

An interesting feature of the piezometric heads, in Figure 8-16, is that the major drawdowns occur
aong the fracture's plane. It is only when the fracture is sufficiently dewatered that flow from the matrix
becomes important, as envisaged in Section 6.4.1. One cannot, therefore, neglect vertical flow in aquifers
that contain a horizontal fracture.

A better view of what happensin the plane of the fracture can be obtained from Figure 8-17. Thisfigure,
drawn with Vis-5p,  represents avolumetric visualization of the 19,8 m piezometric head contour, when
boreholes 1, 3 and 4 are pumped simultaneously. Notice in particular that even Borehole 4, which is situated
in the rock matrix itself, withdraws water from the fracture plane.

Another conclusion, supported by the results in Figure 8-17, is that flow in the fracture is essentially
radial. However, the main flow occursin the rock matrix and is vertical. This behaviour clearly supports the
view that the matrix acts as the major storage unit in porous media with horizontal fractures, and that the
fractures serve as conduits for water towards boreholes.







CHAPTER 9

MODELLING THE CAMPUSTEST SITE

9.1 INTRODUCTION

The success achieved with the simulation of the hypothetical aquifer with Program Karo in Chapter 8, made
it easy to devel op athree-dimensional numerical model for the Campus Test Site. Although the model can be
used for along-term simulation of the aquifer, the main purpose for its development was to try to simulate
the results of the hydraulic tests described in Chapter 6, and to understand the behaviour of the aquifers on
the Site.

The discussion below begins with a description of the methods used to calibrate and verify the model in
Section 9.2. This is followed by a discussion of its application and the analyses of the hydraulic tests in
Section 9.3. The major conclusions, derived from the simulations, are discussed in Section 9.4.

9.2 CALIBRATION AND VERIFICATION OF THE MODEL
9.2.1 TheFinite Element Grid

The exact areal extent of the aquifers on the Campus Test Site are unknown, though it isknown that the water
levelsin boreholes UO10 and UO21 do not respond to pumping from either boreholes UP15 and UP16. The
first model of the aquifer was therefore based on the area of 144192 m?, covered by the boreholesin Figure
5-15. However, the results indicated that this area is too small. The areal extent of the aquifer in the final
model was therefore increased to 344>392 m?, by adding 100 m in each direction of the origina area. The
thickness of the aquifer was taken as 40 m, as discussed in Chapter 7.

Thefinite element grid, used for the model of the aquifer, is shown in Figure 9-1. The grid consisted of
33, 30 and 14 elements in the x-, y- and z-directions respectively. The elements in the xy-plane vary from
very small near boreholes, to relatively large at the boundaries. The reason for this choice was to reduce the
numerical errorsin the Dirichlet line source approximation, especially near the perturbed boreholes.

The most prominent feature of the aquifer isthe Mode | fracture at adepth of 21-23 m. Special care was
therefore taken to represent the fracture accurately in the finite element grid. A set of two pencil elements,
with vertical heights of 0,05 m, that follow the elevation of the fracture closely, was used to represent this
feature. The sizes of the surrounding elements varied logarithmically in the vertical direction, as shown in
Figure 9-1.

9.2.2 Calibration of the M odel

Thefirst step in the development of anumerical model for an aquifer isto calibrate the model. The main idea
behind this procedure is to obtain better estimates for the hydraulic parameters, boundary and initial condi-
tions of the specific aquifer, quantities that are usually only measured at afew points, and in many cases not
at all. They must therefore be estimated by one method or another (Van Sandwyk et al., 1992; Van Tonder et
al., 1986). These estimated values need, of course, not be representative of the aquifer. They are conse-
quently substituted into the model and adjusted until the model reproduced a set of historic piezometric
heads within an acceptable error.

Numerical solutions of the flow equation, obtained with the adjusted piezometric levels asinitial condi-
tions, usually display spikes, especially for the first few time steps. One method to avoid the spikesisto run
asteady state version of the model with a set of observed piezometric heads as Dirichlet conditions, and use
these new piezometric heads as the initial conditions for the model (Miller and Botha, 1986).

The correct approach in carrying out the calibration of a model is to adjust the estimated quantities
across the finite element grid, until the model reproduces the given set of piezometric levels within an ac-
ceptable error. However, this can be a daunting task in a three-dimensional model for Karoo aquifers with
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their complex geometries. The following method was consequently used to calibrate the present model.
Values of the hydraulic conductivity tensor and specific storativities were computed for each of the horizon-
tal layersin Figure 9-1, as described in Section 7.3.4, and assigned to the nodes of the finite element grid.
The observed piezometric headsin Table 7-2 and water levelsin al the boreholes were then used to estimate
piezometric levels for the layers. Zero fluxes on the top and bottom sides of the aquifer and the estimated
heads on the four vertical sides of the aquifer were then prescribed as Neumann and Dirichlet boundary
conditions for a steady state model of the site. The Dirichlet heads and hydraulic conductivities were then
adjusted until the computed piezometric heads fitted the observed piezometric headsin Table 7-2 satisfacto-
rily. Thisyielded the set of hydraulic parameters in Table 9-1, which were consequently used in the model.

Table 9-1 Principal components of the hydraulic conductivity tensor and storativities used in modelling
the Campus Aquifer.
Depth Below Hydraulic Conductivity (m s%) Storativity
Soil Surface (m) Ky K, K, (m™)

0,00 1,034 650.10% 1,034 650.10% 1,000 000.10%8 1,0.10%

5,00 1,034 650.10-% 1,034 650.10-% 1,000 000.10-% 1,0.10%

10,00 4,990 425.10-% 1,034 650.10% 1,000 000.10%° 1,0.10%
15,00 7,191 166.10°% 5,234 120.10% 1,947 600.10* 1,0.10%
17,00 3,609 766.10°7 1,987 876.10°" 1,117 000.10* 1,0.10%
20,00 3,280 400.10°% 1,208 450.10°% 1,117 000.10%° 1,0.10%
20,75 3,428 200.10% 1,234 243.10% 4,638 300.10-%° 1,0.10%
20,95 3,428 200.10-% 1,234 243.10% 4,638 300.10-%° 1,0.10%
21,00 3,428 200.10-% 1,234 243.10™ 4,638 300.10-° 1,010
21,05 3,428 200.10-% 1,234 243.10% 4,638 300.10-° 1,0.10%
21,25 3,428 200.10% 1,234 243.10% 4,638 300.10-° 1,0.10%
22,00 3,747 300.10°7 1,987 600.10°7 9,638 300.101° 1,0.10*
25,00 5,638 300.10°7 2,677 760.10°7 9,638 300.10-° 1,0.10%
32,50 6,521 375.10% 3,566 660.10-% 9,830 000.100 1,0.10%
40,00 7,172 000.10%8 5,223 330.10% 9,830 000.10-1° 1,0.10*
Fracture 9,000 000.10% 9,000 000.10% 9,000 000.10% 1,0.10%

An attempt was made to adjust the specific storativity values with the hydraulic conductivity values
during the calibration of the model. However, it turned out that the model was very sensitive to changesin
the specific storativity. This behaviour of the model, and the fact that the parametersin Table 91 yielded an
excellent fit to the observed piezometric heads in Table 7—2, suggested that the specific storativities be kept
at their prescribed values.

9.2.3 Verification of the Model

Thefirst step taken to verify the model wasto try to simulate the piezometric levels observed in Piezometer
U018 by hand during the constant rate test performed on 1995-06-01 with UP 15 asthe perturbed borehole,
discussed in Section 6.3.5. The calibrated piezometric heads were used asinitial conditions and to prescribe
Dirichlet boundary conditions on the four vertical sides, while zero-flux Neumann boundary conditions
were prescribed on the top and bottom of the aquifer. The results, shown in Figure 9-2, are quite satisfactory,
except for Aquifer 1. However, this could have been expected, as this phreatic aquifer is represented by a
confined aquifer in the model.

Since the boundaries of the aquifer are not known, it was necessary to try to determine to what extent the
choice of boundary conditions can influence the piezometric heads simulated with the model. The hydraulic
test performed on 1995-05-15 with UP16 as the perturbed borehole, also discussed in Section 6.3.5, was
used for this purpose. The calibrated piezometric heads were again prescribed asinitial and Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions on the four vertical sides of the aquifer, with zero-flux Neumann boundary conditions on the
top and bottom sides in the first test. The simulated and observed piezometric heads for piezometers UO1
and UO18 are compared graphically in Figure 9-3. Thefit between the two sets of headsis quite acceptable,
except for the piezometric head of Aquifer 2 in Piezometer UO18.

There are essentially two mechanisms that can cause the differences between the observed and simu-
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Figure9-2  Comparison of the observed and simulated piezometric heads in Piezometer UO18, for the
constant rate test performed on 1995-06-01 with UP 15 as the perturbed borehole.

lated piezometric heads in Figure 9-3.

(a) The Dirichlet boundary conditions on the four vertical sides of the aquifer allow too much water to

flow into the aquifer.

(b) The hydraulic parameters of the model do not represent the actual hydraulic parameters accurately,

especially near Piezometer UO18.

Thefirst mechanism is ruled out by two observations. Thefirst isthe excellent fit between the observed
and simulated heads for Aquifer 3 in Piezometer UO18 and the good fits for Aquifer 1, in both piezometers
UO1 and UO18. The second isthat the observed and simulated piezometric heads of Aquifer 2 in Piezometer
U018 do not diverge as one would expect if the model feeds too much water into the aquifer. Nevertheless,
it was still thought worthwhile to repeat the simulation with zero-flux Neumann boundary conditions on the
four vertical sides of the aquifer. This change in boundary conditions did improve the fit of the observed and
simulated piezometric heads for Aquifer 1, while still keeping the excellent fit in Aquifer 3, as shown in
Figure 9-4. This result suggests that Neumann boundary conditions would be more appropriate for the
model. However, the convergence of the observed and simulated piezometric heads for Aquifer 2 showsthat
themodel feedstoo little water into Aquifer 2. Moreover, theimprovement in thefit of the piezometric heads
of Aquifer 1 is suspect, since one would not expect the model to represent this phreatic aquifer accurately.
Inaccuracies in the hydraulic parameters, particularly the specific storativity, thus seem to be the main rea-
son for the difference between the observed and simulated piezometric heads in Aquifer 2.

The correct procedure would have been to recalibrate the model with both Neumann and Dirichlet
boundary conditions to see which type of boundary would be the best. However, the experience gained in
calibrating the model indicated that thiswill not be a very worthwhile exercise without more detailed infor-
mation on the hydraulic parameters and piezometric heads. Moreover, it would be surprising to find a perfect
fit between the simulated and observed piezometric heads, since the latter represents averages over the thick-
ness of the three aquifers, while the simulated heads are point values. The simulations of hydraulic tests
discussed below were therefore all performed with the hydraulic parameters in Table 9-1 and the calibrated
piezometric heads asinitial and Dirichlet boundary conditions.

9.3 SIMULATION OF HYDRAULIC TESTS
9.3.1 TheConstant Rate Test on Borehole UP16
The first attempt to simulate the behaviour of the Campus Test Site aquifer with Program Karo was to
analyse the hydraulic test on Borehole UP16, described in Section 6.3.5. Although the observed piezometric

headsin piezometers UO1 and UO18 at the start of the test differed somewhat from those used in calibrating
the model, it was not thought worthwhile to recalibrate the model. The initial and boundary conditions,
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Figure9-3  Comparison of the observed and simulated piezometric headsin piezometers UO1 and UO18,
for the hydraulic test of 1995-05-15 on Borehole UP16, with Dirichlet boundary conditions
on the four vertical sides of the aquifer.

derived from the steady state model of Section 9.2.2, were consequently also used in the simulation. The
observed and simulated piezometric headsin piezometers U01 and U018 are compared graphically in Figure
9-5, at 0,5 and 1 h after the start of the test.

The ‘tongue-shape’ of the simulated piezometric heads near the fracture in Figure 9-5 may create the
impression that there exists a considerable difference between the simulated and computed piezometric
heads. However, a closer inspection of the graphs shows that the actual shiftsin the observed and computed
piezometric heads are practically the same. The reason for the tongue-shape is that the piezometers measure
the piezometric heads over the full width of the aquifers, and not at the position of the nodes in the finite
element grid. The overall fit between the observed and simulated piezometric heads, therefore, can be con-
sidered excellent, especialy if one keepsin mind that the model represents Aquifer 1 as a confined aquifer.

Another conclusion that can be drawn immediately from the graphs in Figure 9-5, is that the pumping &f-
fected the piezometric heads in the fracture and Aquifer 2 more than in the other two aquifers. This behaviour
confirmsthe field observations which indicated that fractures are the main conduits of water in Karoo aguifers.

An interesting feature in the graphs of the observed water levels and computed piezometric heads for
boreholes UP16 and UO5, in Figure 9-6, isthe close relation between the piezometric heads in the fracture
and the observed water levels. This suggests that the water levelsin open borehol es are not representative of
any of the aquifers on the Campus Test Site, but represent an average of the piezometric heads in al the
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Figure9—4  Comparison of the observed and simulated piezometric headsin piezometers UO1 and UO18,
for the hydraulic test of 1995-05-15 on Borehole UP16, with zero-flux Neumann boundary
conditions on the four vertical sides of the aquifer.

aquifers, weighted in favour of the piezometric head in the fracture. Hydraulic parameters derived from
observations of water levels in open boreholes in Karoo aquifers, are therefore more representative of the
fractures than the rock matrix, which serve as the main storage units. This dependence may have been re-
sponsible for the unrealistic storativity values observed by Kirchner et al. (1991).

A very interesting aspect of the results in Figure 96 is the behaviour of the piezometric heads near the
production borehole, UP16. According to the model, water was not only withdrawn here Aquifer 2, but also
from Aquifers1 and 3, in contrast to Borehole UO5 where water was withdrawn mainly from Aquifer 2. This
again confirmsthat bedding-parallel fractures serve asthe main conduits of water to boreholesin Karoo aquifers.

9.3.2 Simulation of a Short-term Constant Rate Test on Borehole UP15
The previousresults clearly have very important consequencesfor the management of Karoo aquifers. It was

thus thought worthwhile to repeat the analysis with data from another constant rate test to ensure that the
results are repeatable. In this test, also discussed in Section 6.3.1, Borehole UP15 was pumped at a rate of
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Figure9-5 Comparison of the observed and simulated piezometric headsin piezometers UO1 and UO18,
after pumping Borehole UP16 for 0,5 and 1 h.

9,72 m® h™, The results, shown in Figure 97, areidentical to those in Figure 9-5.

It is important to remember that the piezometer boreholes UO1 and UO18 are not connected to the
fracture as shown in Figure 5-31. The considerable drop in the piezometric heads along the plane of the
fracture in Figure 9-5 and Figure 9—7 thus confirms the results of Section 8.5.2, which showed that water
will be preferentially withdrawn along the plane of the fracture, even in areas away from the fracture. How-
ever, water iswithdrawn from al three aquifers near the discharging borehole, although the major drawdowns
still occur within the fracture. The possibility thus exists that the fracture may be completely dewatered near
aproduction boreholein aKaroo aquifer, with the result that the borehole will not be ableto sustainitsyield.
Thisbehaviour of the fracture may contribute to the phenomenon of ‘ the pump that sucksair’, so often heard
from people who depend on Karoo aquifers for their daily supply of water.

The preferential dewatering of the aquifer along the plane of the fracture impliesthat the vertical gradi-
ent of the piezometric head in the rock matrix must decrease with horizontal distance from the discharge
point, as illustrated in Figure 9-8. The vertical flux of water towards the fracture must thus decrease with
distance from the discharging borehole. There will therefore be considerably more water near the discharg-
ing borehole than farther away. A horizontal two-dimensional model can only accommodate this excess of
water by adjusting its storativity for the aquifer. This explains the dependence of the storativities on the
inverse distance from the perturbed borehole in Figure 6-5. Storativities derived from fitting water levelsin
open boreholes to the Theis curve are thus simply not representative of a Karoo aquifer.

Another interesting result in Figure 9-8 is the behaviour of the piezometric head in the sandstone,
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Figure9—6  Comparison of the observed water levelsand simulated piezometric heads, in boreholes UP16
and UO5, after pumping Borehole UP16 for 0,5 and 1 (h).

compared to that of the fracture. The shape of the drawdown conein the fracture remains constant with time,
although the piezometric heads decrease with time. The drawdown cone in the sandstone layer, on the other
hand, widens and deepens with time, and approaches the drawdown cone of the fracture. The borehole thus
tends to dewater the entire aquifer near the discharging borehole, but only the plane of the fracture farther
away. This behaviour was also observed in the preliminary model of the aquifer in Section 8.5.2.

It is common knowledge that the depth and width of the drawdown cone caused by a discharging bore-
hole, increase with increasing discharge rates. The question thus arises: how will the drawdown conein the
fracture behave with increasing discharge rates? The model for the constant rate test on Borehole UP15 was
therefore rerun with discharge rates of 3,6 m® h™ and 7,2 m® h™. The results, shown in Figure 9-9, indicate
that the cone in the sandstone behaved as expected. The cone in the fracture, on the other hand, kept its
shape, but its piezometric heads decreased with increasing discharge rates, just asit did in Figure 9-8.

The behaviour of the fracture’s drawdown cone in Figures 9-8 and 9-9 can be explained briefly as
follows. Flow in the fracture is mainly restricted to its horizontal plane, since its aperture is limited. The
drawdown cone in the fracture will therefore keep its shape, provided that the surrounding rock matrix can
supply it with enough water to compensate for the water lost through the pump. However, this rate will
depend on the piezometric pressure of the rock matrix. A point may thus be reached where the rock matrix
cannot supply enough water to the fracture, with the result that the fracture will begin to dewater. The
numerical model for the Campus Test Site thus agrees with the view expressed in Section 6.4.1, that a
fracture can only support a limited discharge rate determined by its piezometric pressure and that of the
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Figure9—7  Comparison of the observed water levels and simulated piezometric headsin Borehole UP15
and Piezometer UO18, after pumping Borehole UP15 for 0,5 and 1 h at arate of 9,72 m® h2.

surrounding rock matrix. There is thus a limit to the rate at which a borehole in a Karoo aquifer can be
pumped, asillustrated by the constant rate tests, discussed in Section 6.3.5.

9.3.3 Simulation of a Recovery Test on Borehole UP16

Thereislittle doubt that Program Karo is ableto simulate the major properties of the aquifers on the Campus
Test Site, observed during the drawdown phases of various constant rate tests. The question that now re-
mainsto be answered is: can it also simulate the behaviour during the recovery phase of such a constant rate
test? Unfortunately, no measurements were taken of the recovery phases of the constant rate tests discussed
above. Simulation of the recovery phase was therefore based on the first step of a multi-rate test, in which
Borehole UP16 was pumped at 11,88 m® h%, for an hour, and then allowed to recover for an hour.

Thefirst step in the simulation was to compute the piezometric headsin the aquiferswith Program
Karo for one hour. These values were then used as new initial conditions and the program was re-run
with a discharge rate of 0 m® h-t. Since no measurements were taken of the piezometric levels in
piezometers UOL or U018 during the test, the results are compared with the water levels observed in
Borehole UP16, in Figure 6-10.

The first impression of the comparison in Figure 9-10 is that the fit is rather poor. However, it must be
remembered that the water levels in open boreholes are always less than the simulated piezometric heads in
the fracture, as shown in Figure 9-6 and Figure 9—7. Moreover, the verification of the model in Section 9.2.3,
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Figure9-8 Piezometric headsin the fracture plane and a plane 1 (m) above the fracture in the sandstone
layer, across a vertical cross-section through Borehole UP16, after pumping Borehole UP16
at 3,6 m*htfor0,25and1h.

has already shown that there may be small inaccuracies in the calibrated S-values, which will enhance the
differences. Thefit between the simulated piezometric heads and the observed water levelsin Figure 9-10, is
therefore acceptable. The parallelism of the two recovery curves, incidentally, suggests that the calibrated S-
values are too large.

9.3.4 Linear Flow

The discussion in Section 6.7 shows that the predominant direction of flow in a stressed Karoo aquifer is
vertical and that the flow is linear. The main distinction between such an aquifer and one subject to radial
flow isthat the drawdown in a perturbed borehole will be afunction of the square root and not the logarithm
of time. The ultimate test of the present model will thus be to seeif it can reproduce this behaviour too. That
thisisindeed the case, can be seen from the graphs of the simulated piezometric heads and observed water
levels in Figure 9-11. There can thus be little doubt that Program Karo is able to simulate all the major
characteristics of Karoo aquifers.

From the mathematical point of view the simulated piezometric heads in Figure 9-11 are nothing more
than the solution of the differential equation for groundwater flow (Equation 7.1). It is well-known that the
boundary conditions determine the exact value of the solution, at any point in space and time, while the
domain determines the geometrical shape of the solution. There can thus be no doubt that the geometric
model of the domain in Figure 9-1, the associated hydraulic parameters and the prescribed boundary condi-
tions, represent the three aquifers on the Campus Test Site adequately. A moreimportant conclusion, though,
isthat the linearity of flow is caused by the internal geometry of the site. It will therefore be futile to try to
analyse data from Karoo aquifers with a model that does not take the aquifer’s geometry into account.

94  CONCLUSIONS

The most important conclusion of the numerical model for the Campus Test Site is that the physical behav-
iour of the aquifersis determined completely by the internal geometry of the Site. It is thus imperative that
realistic models for Karoo aquifers should take this geometry into account, otherwise it will simply degener-
ate into a phenomenological model. Phenomenological models can, as the name implies, be quite useful in
systemizing information on a given phenomenon, but cannot represent the physics of the phenomenon accu-
rately (witness the history of particle physics). It would thus be dangerous, and wrong, to use a
phenomenological model to manage or predict the future behaviour of an aquifer.

The geometry of Karoo aquifersthat emerged from the discussionsin Chapters 3to 5 can, admittedly, be
quite complex. However, the numerical model for the Campus Test Site indicates that it may not be neces-
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Figure9-9 Piezometric headsin (a) the fracture, and (b) a plane 1 m above the fracture, across a vertical
cross-section through Borehole UP15, after pumping Borehole UP15 at rates of 3,6, 7,2 and
9,72méhtfor1h.

sary to know this geometry and variations in the physical properties of the constituent formations in detail.
What one needs for a successful model of a Karoo aquifer, is a good knowledge of the distribution of the
major geological formations within the aquifer, and the geometry of the fractures. The model, however,
should be three-dimensional.

The distribution of geological formations within the aquifer can be determined directly from observa-
tionsduring the drilling of boreholes, and thus does not present insurmountabl e difficultiesfor the devel opment
of such amodel. The determination of the fracture geometry is, unfortunately, not that easy. Indeed, it seems
that there exist only two methods today that can be used for this purpose—core-boreholes and acoustic
scanner surveys, both of which can be expensive. However, the present model for the Campus Test Site
would not have been as successful, were it not for the information on the fracture geometry gained from the
core-boreholes drilled by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry. Attention should therefore be given
to the development of more practical methods with which the geometry of the fractures can be determined.

Another important result of the present model is that the water levels in open boreholes represent an
average of the piezometric heads in the fracture and surrounding rock matrix, weighted in favour of the
piezometric head in the fracture. Observations of water levelsin open boreholes are therefore not representa-
tive of the piezometric pressures in the multi-layered Karoo aquifers. Hydraulic parameters and other
information derived from such observations, may thus be meaningless unless some provision ismade for the
geometry of the aquifers. The only appropriate method to study the behaviour of these aquifersisto install
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Figure9-11 Comparison of the simulated piezometric heads, at the centre of the fracture, and the water
levelsin Borehole UP16, for the first step of a multi-rate test as a function of vt.

piezometers.

Two properties of Karoo aquifers that played a very important role in the model for the Campus Test
Site, but have often been neglected in the past, are: (a) the ability of Karoo formations to store and yield
water, and (b) the rates at which boreholes can be pumped. The latter property is of particular importance,
since it can easily lead to the deformation of the water-yielding fractures. In fact, there are indications that
the procedures commonly used in hydraulic tests may even damage the fractures. It may thus be necessary to
devise new approaches for hydraulic tests in Karoo aquifers. The two properties are obviously also of the
utmost importance for the management and operation of well-fieldsin these aquifers. Special attention should,
therefore, be given to them when developing Karoo aquifers for water-supply purposes.

There are two aspects of the behaviour of Karoo aquifers not accounted for in the model for the Campus
Test Site. The first is that no provision has been made for unsaturated flow in the model. The model can
therefore not be used, should the aquifer be dewatered completely near the borehol e; a phenomenon that may
not betoo rarein Karoo aquifers. The second is that the model only takes vertical compression into account,
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but not horizontal deformations. The model can therefore not be used to simulate possible deformations of
fractures. Both phenomena can, however, be easily included in the model, should the necessity arise. How-
ever, thiswill only be worthwhile if the contribution of the phenomena to the behaviour of Karoo aquifers
can be quantified more precisely through field data.







CHAPTER 10

ANALYSISOF HYDRAULIC TEST DATA FROM KAROO AQUIFERS

10.1 INTRODUCTION

Although the results from the three-dimensional, numerical model for the Campus Test Site agree excel-
lently with the field observations, the excessive modelling time and computer resources required by the
model make it difficult to use it on aroutine basis. This applies in particular to situations where one only
wants to analyse constant rate and perhaps step drawdown test data. What is required in such cases, is a
model that describes the properties of the aquifer accurately, but not in unnecessary detail.

The simplest method to analyse vertical flow in hydraulic tests would be to use a vertical two-dimen-
sional analytical model. However, the discussion in Chapters 5, 6 and 9 indicates that it will be difficult to
incorporate al the properties of a Karoo aquifer, particularly the fracture dimensions, in arelatively simple
analytical model. A new numerical, two-dimensional vertical flow model was therefore developed. The
assumptions made in deriving the model and its behaviour in comparison with a fully three-dimensional
model are discussed in Section 10.2.

The new two-dimensional model can be used as a preliminary model for aquifers with a significant
vertical flow component. However, the main purposein devel oping the present model wasto have arelatively
simple, yet realistic, model with which one can estimate the hydraulic parameters of Karoo aquifers. The
model was therefore linked with a least squares technique to fit the observations to those predicted by the
model. A computer program, RPTsoLv , developed specifically for this purpose, isdiscussed in Section 10.3.

There is no doubt that Program RPTsoLv has been successful in the analysis of hydraulic test data, as
illustrated by the discussion of its application to case studies, in Section 10.4. However, this does not mean
that the program will alwaysfit the data perfectly. On the contrary, there are anumber of aspects, particularly
the representation of the perturbed borehole in the program, that needs further attention.

Theoriginal Fortran version of Program RPTsoLv isavailablefrom the Institute for Groundwater Stud-
ies. However, a more user-friendly version has recently been developed by Prof G.J. van Tonder and
implemented in hisWindows 95 modelling package, AQUAmob for Windows (Van Tonder et al., 1998). Itis
therefore recommended that prospective users, especialy those with a limited background in numerical
analysis, should consider the Windows version first.

10.2 THE NUMERICAL VERTICAL FLOW MODEL
10.2.1 General

Thefirst attempt to use anumerical model for the analysis of hydraulic test datais probably that of Rushton
and Booth (1976). This work was later expanded and improved by Rathod and Rushton (1984) and Rathod
and Rushton (1991). However, their numerical models are rather cumbersome and do not address vertical
flow, which seems to be a characteristic property of flow in Karoo aquifers.

The only way to describe athree-dimensional physical phenomenon with atwo-dimensional math-
ematical model is to discard information in one of the dimensions. There are essentially two methods
that can be used for this purpose (Botha, 1996). The first method, which Botha calls the physical ap-
proach, is to discard the direction one is not interested in. However, this approach should only be
applied if the phenomenon is naturally, or artificially, restricted to two dimensions. The second alterna-
tive is what Botha calls the mathematical reduction of dimensions. What is done in this case, is to
integrate the mathematical model for the phenomenon over the unwanted dimension (Bear, 1979; Bear,
1977). This approach is discussed in detail in Appendix C, where it is shown that the vertical flow in
Karoo aquifers can be described by the equation

r§(r,zt)Dye(r,zt) = r V-[K(r, z t) Vo(r, z t)] + %%B(r -1) (C.24)
T

—-133 -
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where ¢(r, z, t) is the piezometric pressure, K(r, z, t) the hydraulic conductivity tensor and Sy(r, z, t) the
specific storativity of the aquifer. This equation was consequently used to develop a simplified numerical
model for flow in Karoo aquifers.

Equation (C.24) differsat first sight considerably from the equation conventionally used to describe the
flow of groundwater in a horizontal plane

X, ¥, 1)Dh(x,y, 1) = VT(x, 1) Vh(x, y, )] + QOB(X = X,)3(y ~ ¥,) (7.2)

where h(x, y, t) isthe observed water level, T(x, y, t) the transmissivity tensor and S(x, y, t) the storativity of
the aquifer (Botha, 1996). However, a closer examination shows that the only significant practical differ-
encesarethat Equation (C.24) isbased on the piezometric head, hydraulic conductivity and specific storativity
and not on the water level, transmissivity or storativity, asin Equation (7.2). These differences, summarized
in Table 10-1, are so small, from the mathematical point of view, that the present model could be based on
the Program Gcon, devel oped by Bothaet al. (1990) for horizontal flow. The only adaptations that had to be
made to the program, were to add the radial variable to the expressions for the storage and divergence terms,
and replace the point source term with the line source term in Equation (C.24).

Table10-1 Comparison of the hydraulic parameters and source terms required by the three-dimensional,
the horizontal and vertical two-dimensional flow models.

Three-dimensional Horizontal M odel Vertical Model
Dimensions | (X, Y, z 1) %y t) x zt)
Hydraulic Hydraulic Conductivity =~ Transmissivity Hydraulic Conductivity
Parameters | Specific storativity Storativity Specific storativity
Sourceterm | Dirichlet Boundary Point source Line source

Therevised program was debugged by comparing its output with that of Program Sat3 for the homoge-
neous three-dimensional aquifer, described in Section 6.2 of Verwey and Botha (1992), and the Muskat
solution for the same aquifer. The same hypothetical aquifer was also used to study the convergence proper-
ties of the program extensively, with excellent results.

10.2.2 Numerical Experiments

Since the main purpose for the devel opment of the present program was to use it in analysing hydraulic test
datafor Karoo aquifers, it was thus thought worthwhile to compare its output with that of the three-dimen-
sional Program SaT3. The hypothetical aquifer used for this purpose is illustrated schematicaly in Figure
10-1, except that athickness of 20 m were assigned to both layers. The aquifer was divided into 20 equally
spaced vertical and 65 radial elements, spaced logarithmically along the aquifer’'s radius of 1 017 m. The
angular direction was divided into angles of 10° each in the three-dimensional grid of Program Sat3.

The agquifer parameters for the model, given in Table 10-2, were chosen to be representative of those
found in Karoo aquifers. Layer 1, supposed to correspond with the less permeable, but highly porousAquifer
1 on the Campus Test Site, was given alow K and high S, value. Layer 2, on the other hand, which repre-
sented the more permeable sandstone layer and fracturein Aquifer 2 was given ahigher K but lower S, value.

The borehole was pumped for 72 h at arate of 7,2 m® h from Layer 2. The non-homogeneous Neumann
boundary values, along the length of the borehole in this layer, were computed from the discharge rate and
the sourceterm in Equation (C.24). Zero-flux boundary conditionswere prescribed along all the other bound—
aries, except for the curved outer boundary, where a piezometric head of 60 m was prescribed.

Table10—2  Aquifer parameters of the hypothetical aquifer used to compare the vertical flow program and
the three-dimensional Program SAT3.

Campus Site Philippolis
Layer 1(32m) Layer 2(8 m) Layer 1(32m) Layer 2(8 m)
Kmd?) §Sm?) | KmdY) SmY) |Kmd) §m?) |Kmd?) S(m)
0,09 2,4.10° 0,76 3,0.10°° 0,037 6,9-10° 3,6 1,010
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Figure10-1 The two-layered aquifer used to represent the aquifer on the Campus Test Site in the vertical
two-dimensional numerical model.

The computed drawdowns in the piezometric heads of the two layers are compared graphically in
Figure 10-2 at distances of 1, 11 and 49 m from the borehole. There can thus belittle doubt that the numeri-
cal vertical model isableto simulate the behaviour of amulti-layered aquifer. Noticein particular the difference
in rates at which the piezometric heads in the different layers decline. This behaviour is quite characteristic
of Karoo aquifers, judging from the resultsin Figure 6-13.

The three-dimensional model of the Campus Test Site in Chapter 9 has shown that there is a consider-
able difference between the drawdown conesin the fracture and the surrounding porous matrix (see Figures
9-8 and 9-9). A final numerical experiment was thus performed with the aquifer in Figure 10-1 to see how
the two-dimensional vertical model represents flow in the aquifers. Theinitial and boundary conditions used
in the previous example were also used in this case, but the discharge rate changed to 1,5-10° m® s*. The
nodesin theradial direction were also assigned on the binary scale{0; 0,0625; 0,125; 0,25; 0,5; 1,0; 2,0; 4,0;
8,0; 16,0; ..., 1 024 m}. The computed drawdowns in the piezometric heads after 48 h in Figure 10-3, agree
excellently with the three-dimensional model and the previous model, in the sense that the major drawdowns
also occur in the more permeable layer.

An idea of how the model interprets flow in the aquifer can be obtained from the contours of the com-
puted drawdowns in Figure 10-4. The flow is mainly directed obliquely towards the borehole, except in the
more permeable layer where it is horizontal, and at large distances, where it is more vertical. These results
agree excellently, not only with those of the hypothetical Karoo aquifer in Figure 8-17, but also with the
stability of the piezometric drawdown cone, in the fracture on the Campus Test Sitein Figures 9-8 and 9-9.

The previous results indicate that the vertical two-dimensional vertical model is able to represent the
major properties of Karoo aquifers, although not with the same accuracy as atrue three-dimensional model.
Nevertheless, it should be sufficient for the development of a program that it can be used to determine
aquifer parameters from hydraulic tests in Karoo aquifers.

10.3 INVERSE MODELLING OF HYDRAULICTESTS
10.3.1 General
Hydraulic test data are conventionally analysed with the help of so-called ‘type curves (Kruseman and De

Ridder, 1991). Although this crude graphical procedure did make sensein the pre-computer era, or when one
wants to get a rough indication of the parameters in the field, its practical application is limited to a small
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Figure 102 Computed drawdowns in the piezometric heads at various distances, along the centre planes
of the two layersin Figure 10-1, with the new program and Program SAT3.
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Figure 10-3 Drawdownsin the piezometric heads at various distances, along the centre horizontal planes
of the two layersin Figure 10-1, computed with the vertical two-dimensional model.

number of highly simplified analytical models. It is therefore difficult to apply when the underlying math-
ematical model, such as Equation (C.24), does not have an analytical solution, or contain more than a couple
of parameters. In such cases, one has to turn to a numerical method.

A type curve is in essence nothing more than the solution of the inverse problem, as pointed out in
Section 2.3.2. One should thus still be able to determine the hydraulic parameters for mathematical models
that do not have an analytical solution by solving the inverse problem of the model numerically. Thisisthe
basic philosophy behind the development of the program for the computation of hydraulic parameters dis-
cussed below.

There areanumber of methodsthat can be used to solve theinverse and similar approximation problems
numerically (Cheney, 1966). Nevertheless, there is little doubt that the method of least squares is the most
appropriate when dealing with observational data. It must be remembered, though, that the inverse problem
has an infinite number of solutions. Thereisthus no guarantee that the computed parameters are representa-
tive of the aquifer. This can only be determined by comparing the resultswith field observations that have not
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Figure 104 Contours of the computed drawdowns in piezometric heads after 48 h.

been included in the solution of the inverse problem, without juggling the computed parameters.

The basic objectivein the method of |east squaresisto try to minimizethe sum of squares of theresiduals
that exist between the observed data, say ¢, (obs), and that predicted by the assumed model, say ¢, (p). This
is achieved by adjusting the parameters, p, repeatedly, until the functional

Cf
E(p) = § w6, (p) - d>i(0bS)]E (10.1)

achieves aminimum value within prescribed limits. The factors, w,, commonly known as weighting factors,
are arbitrary numbers that can be used to account for the accuracy of individual observations. A common
practiceis to equate them with the inverse of the variances of ¢, (obs), or 1, if the variances are not known.

The equations that have to be solved in minimizing the functional in Equation (10.1) are linear in the
parameters, if ¢,(p) isalinear function of the parameters, and can thus be solved explicitly without interven-
tion from the user. However, thisis not the case if ¢ (p) isanon-linear function of the parameters, or contain
the parametersimplicitly, which isusually the case with the analysis of hydraulic test data. The only way to
proceed in such cases is that the user guesses values for the parameters and then solves the equations
iteratively.

There exists anumber of non-linear least squares algorithms (Sun, 1994). However, amultivariate func-
tional, especially one constructed from experimental data, usually hasalarge number of local minimabesides
the sought-after global minimum. Unfortunately, none of the available algorithms are able to distinguish
between alocal and global minimum without someinteraction with the user, notwithstanding contrary claims
in the literature. A fully automatic implementation of a non-linear least squares algorithm can thus easily
yield absurd parameters if the initial guesses are not sufficiently close to the actual parameter values. This
can cause considerable difficulties for someone not acquainted with optimization theory.

The effect of the initial guesses on the minimization of Equation (10.1) can be reduced somewhat by
using arobust algorithm, i.e. an algorithm that does not depend too much on the guesses. This dependence
can be reduced further, by prescribing a certain range within which the parameters are expected to fall.
However, this does not imply that the algorithm will yield an acceptable solution. Moreover, the possibility
aways exists that the user may supply an inappropriate range for the parameters. Solutions obtained with
robust algorithms are usually also less accurate than those obtained with a less robust algorithm. The solu-
tion of anon-linear inverse problem should therefore never be accepted at face value.

A simple procedure to find out whether the solution of a non-linear least squares problem represents a
global minimum isto repeat the cal culations with different sets of guesses. However, similar solutions do not
necessarily imply that a global minimum has been reached.

The Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm (Sun, 1994) is probably the best known of the robust non-linear
least squares algorithms, and the one most commonly used in geohydrology (Kauffmann et al., 1990). This
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agorithm and the two-dimensional vertical flow model discussed above, were used to develop the Program
RPTsoLv for the analysis of hydraulic test data from Karoo aquifers. It isimportant to remember, though,
that oneis dealing with the inverse problem. The parameters computed with ProgramRPTsoLv , can thisfit
the observations perfectly, but may still not be representative of the aquifer. However, this can only be
determined by the user.

10.3.2 Computer Implementation of RPTsoLv

The present version of Program RPTsoLv triesto simulate the behaviour of aKaroo aquifer by representing
it as a two-layer aquifer, illustrated in Figure 10-1 above. Layer 1, representing the Karoo formations, is
assumed to be less permeable, but more porous, than Layer 2, which represents the water-yielding fractures.
The perturbed borehole is represented as a Neumann boundary on the left-hand side of the vertical domain
and the outer boundary as the right-hand side of the vertical domain. This representation of the aquifer and
perturbed borehole is built into the program and cannot be changed by the user in the present version of the
program. However, the user can choose between a constant rate and step drawdown test, and can al so specify
the pump position, for which there are three options. Layer 1, Layer 2, or both.

The computation of the hydraulic parameters is performed in a number of pre-set steps. The two most
important steps are: the construction of the finite element mesh and the optimization step, that runs the model
repeatedly until the optimized solution is found. The steps are, however, transparent to the user. The only
action the user has to take, is to supply the program with two sets of parameters—the geometric parameters
and the simulation parameters. The geometric parameters include:

(@) thicknessof Layer 2,

(b) total thickness of the aquifer

(c) distance to the aquifer boundary and

(d) radial distance of the observation borehole.

Default values are built into the program for the parameters, but it is always preferable that the user supplies
the appropriate valuesfor the test at hand. Note that the thickness of Layer 2 hasto be specified asafraction
of the total aquifer thickness, and not as a length.

The simulation parameters, which must be supplied by the user, include:

(@) thetype of test,

(b) duration of the test,

(c) position of the pump,

(d) observed water levels,

(e) position of the observation borehole,

(f) thedischarge rate, or rates, in the case of a step drawdown test and

(g) type of boundary condition to consider on the outside boundary.

The latter can be specified as either a zero-flux Neumann boundary or a constant head Dirichlet boundary.
The positions of the pump and the observation borehole can be specified as situated in Layer 1, Layer 2 or
both. However, the last option only makes sense if one is working with a single-layer aquifer.

Other options available to the user include: the units in which the in- and output parameters are speci-
fied, whether the water levels are supplied as drawdowns or hydraulic heads and whether the full or a subset
of the water levels be used in the simulation.

The finite element mesh, constructed by the program, consists of 20 equally spaced vertical elements,
alocated proportionately to the two layers, and 16 to 20 elements in the radial direction, depending on the
number of observation boreholes. These nodes are located at binary distances of

r=2 (k=-4,-3---,01---10)

with the positions of observation borehole inserted at its specified position.

The program assigns all drawdown data to the centre lines of the layer, if the data are specified as
piezometric heads, and use both values in the least squares fit. However, water levels and drawdowns are
considered to represent the piezometric head at the centreline of the layer in which the perturbed boreholeis
situated. The same applies to the observation borehole.

The first three geometric parameters, the thicknesses of Layer 1 and aquifer and distance to the aquifer
boundary are usually not known and have to be estimated. Since these parameters have a considerable influ-
ence on the fitted hydraulic parameters, the user must alwaystry to represent them as accurately as possible
in the model. A few approaches that can be used for this purpose are discussed below.
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It isimportant to remember that Program RPTsoLv computes the three-dimensional hydraulic conduc-
tivity and specific storativity [K and S, in Equation (C.24)], and not the horizontal two-dimensional
transmissivity and storativity (T and, Sin Equation (7.2). It isonly after the fit has been completed success-
fully that the parameters are multiplied by the thicknesses of the two layers to obtain the more common
parameters

S=5d, T=Kd (=12 (10.2)

where d. is the thickness of the i-th layer. Since there are advantages in working with K and S, instead of T
and S the program supplies both sets of parameters to the user. However, the user can specify the initial
guesses as T and Svalues, which is then converted internally by the program to K and S, values.

The program includes a facility to represent the observed and simulated drawdowns graphically. This
not only enables the user to obtain a better idea of the fit, but also to see what effect changes in the para—
meters have on the fit. A help facility to assist usersthat are unfamiliar with text editorsis also built into the
program.

10.3.3 Thickness of the Aquifer

The thickness of the aquifer, provided by the user, is used to determine the height of the finite element mesh.
An unknown thickness can be approximated as the difference between the water level and depth of the main
water strike, or with the default value of 40 m. The exact thickness of the aquifer does not have a critical
influence on the fitted hydraulic parameters, but that of Layer 2 has, as shown in Figure 10-5. However, this
is not unexpected, since an increase in fracture thickness will increase the volume of water available to the
pump. The user should therefore experiment with the thickness of Layer 2, before accepting the fitted hy-
draulic parameters.
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Figure 10-5 Influence of the thickness of Layer 2 and the aquifer, expressed as the ratio (x : y), on the
drawdowns of a hypothetical aquifer.

The present default values for the thickness of the aquifer (40 m) and the ratio for the thickness of Layer 2
(0,2), in Program RPTsoLv, were determined from the analysis of alarge number of case studies. All indications
are that these values are sufficient for the analysis of most hydraulic tests in Karoo aquifers.

Numerical experiments have shown that a change in the thickness of the aquifer, Layer 2, or both, does
not influence the fitted values of K and S significantly, provided that the changes are within reasonable
limits. However, the same is not true for the values of T and S. These parameters are functions of the thick-
ness, as shown by Equation (10.2) and must therefore change with the thickness. Userswho are comfortable
with the three-dimensional hydraulic parameters may therefore prefer to work with them instead of the two-
dimensional parameters T and S.
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10.3.4 Aquifer Boundary

A particular advantage of Program RPTsoLv above the more common analytical methods, is that it allows
the user to change the aquifer boundary. Unfortunately, this freedom has a negative side, in that it forces the
user to supply avaluefor the boundary; something that israrely known in practice. The user therefore hasto
experiment with the boundary radius, especially when there are indications that the observed water levels
may be influenced by an impermeable boundary. However, this may be easier said than done. The reason for
thisisthat the least squares algorithm will always try to fit the data as closely as possible with the given set
of geometric parameters. It may thus be difficult to distinguish graphically between the influence of different
boundaries. Consider, for example, the hydraulic test at Kokstad in Figure 6—14. Thistest wasfirst analysed
with the default thicknesses and aquifer radius (= 1 024 m), and a zero-flux Neumann boundary condition on
the outside boundary. The analysis was then repeated with aquifer radii of 528 and 2 048 m. As shown in
Figure 10-6, it isimpossible to decide which one of the three fits is the best.
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Figure 106 Comparison of the observed and fitted drawdowns for the K okstad hydraulic test, with aqui-
fer radii of 528, 1 024 and 2 048 m.

One approach to avoid this difficulty is to use an option in RPTsoLv to just compute the solution of
Equation (C.24) with prescribed parameters, and force-fits the parameters to a prescribed aquifer radius. For
example, one may choose the radius R = 1 024 and compute the solution of Equation (C.24), first with the
hydraulic parameters, obtained from fitting the data to the radius R = 528 m, and then with the parameters
from R=2048. Asshownin Figure 107, thereisnow little doubt about which radiusisthe correct oneto use.

There are two difficulties associated with the previous approach. Thefirst isthat it demands of the user
to draw graphs of the various solutions, and the second is that it does not provide a guide-line as to which
radius should be used in the force-fits. Fortunately, these difficulties can be avoided by looking at the least
squares error of the various fits, and select the one with the smallest error. This quantity, denoted by the
symbol x2 in Table 10-3 below, can be obtained from the ‘Result File' created by RPTsoLv , where it is
denoted as the * Root Mean Square Error’.

Table 10-3 Hydraulic parameters and least squares error (x?) for the three fits of the Kokstad data in
Figure 10-6 and Figure 10-7.

R =528 m R=1024m R=2048m
K 8,362-10° 1,726:10° 6,252-10°
K, 1,275-10* 1,471.10% 1,914-10%
S 1,27810% 3,279:10°° 1,902:10°
.  1,000-10° 1,000-:10° 1,000-107
X? 5,505 2,961 8,103
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Figure10-7 Comparison of the observed and fitted drawdowns for the Kokstad hydraulic test, with the de-
fault aquifer radiusof 1024 m, and the forcefitted drawdowns of the 528 and 2 048 m radii data.

The mathematically correct approach in comparing the least squares errors is to ensure that al fits
satisfy the same minimum value, prescribed by the user. However, it is sometimes possible to obtain an idea
which radiusis the more appropriate by simply looking at the rate at which the least squares error decreases
during the fitting.

10.3.5 Boundary Conditions on the Outside Boundary

The program allows the user to specify one of two types of boundary conditions on the outside boundary of
the aquifer—a zero-flux Neumann condition, and a constant head Dirichlet boundary condition. The water
level will decrease sharply at the boundary in the case of a zero-flux boundary condition, but will remain
constant at the prescribed head, if aconstant head condition is prescribed. Theresult isthat the water level in
an observation borehole generally drops faster in an aquifer subject to a zero-flux Neumann boundary con-
dition than one subject to a constant head Dirichlet boundary condition, as illustrated in Figure 10-8. This
behaviour is especially noticeable in a small aquifer.

Figure 10-8 leaves no doubt that a Dirichlet boundary condition is completely inappropriate for the
specific aquifer at Kokstad. This conclusion is further confirmed if one compares the hydraulic parameters
for the two types of boundary conditions in Table 10-4. The Dirichlet hydraulic parameters, especially the
specific storativities, is unacceptable from the physical point of view.

An interesting interpretation of the resultsin Table 104 is that a similar aquifer, subject to a Dirichlet
boundary condition, would not need large hydraulic parametersto satisfy the dischargerate. Thefact that the
results are best represented by the zero-flux Neumann boundary condition with large hydraulic parameters,
may therefore be an indication that there is an unknown internal boundary present in the aquifer.

The dependence of the fitted water levels on the outer boundary condition can sometimes be used to
determine whether a prescribed radius of the aquifer is sufficient or not. All the user hasto do, isto run the

Table 104 Comparison of the hydraulic conductivities and specific storativities obtained from Program
RPTsorLv for the Kokstad datawith Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions.

R=512m R=1024m R=2048m
Dirichlet Neumann Dirichlet Neumann Dirichlet Neumann
K, 1,090-108 8,362:10° 1,726:10-° 1,726:10-° 1,090-102  6,252-10°
K, 6,533:10%° 1,275-10% 7,357-10%° 1,471.10% 5,869-10%° 1,914-10*
S 3,913-10°3 1,278-10* 3,185-103 3,279-10° 7,881-103 1,902:10¢
Se 1,000-10~7 1,000-10-° 1,000-10-° 1,000-10-° 1,000-10¢ 1,000-107
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Figure 10-8 The effect of zero-flux and constant head boundary conditions on the fitted drawdowns for
the hydraulic test at Kokstad (R =1 024 m).

program first with one type of boundary condition, and then with the other. The two sets of fitted water
levels, hydraulic parameters and least squares errors should be similar if the aquifer radiusis appropriate for
the specific test. The method, however, may not work, if there are unknown internal boundaries in the
aquifer, as seemsto be the case with the Kokstad datain Figure 10-8. In such cases, the user may haveto turn
to the force-fitting procedure, described above, or rely on the least squares errors to obtain an indication of
which radius is appropriate for the problem at hand.

104 EXAMPLESOF HYDRAULIC TESTSANALYSED WITH PROGRAM RPTSOLV
10.4.1 Constant Rate Tests at the Campus Test Site and Philippolis

Two actual field tests will now be discussed to illustrate the practical application of the method. In the first
test, the high-yielding Borehole UO5 on the Campus Test Site was pumped at arate of 5,4 m® h™ for 6 h and
the water levels were observed in Borehole UP15, 22,191 m from Borehole UO5S. The other test was per-
formed as part of theinvestigationsto extend the water supply of the Municipality of Philippolis(Bothaet al.,
1996). In thistest, described in Section 6.3.5, Borehole D20 was pumped at arate of 6,84 m® h for 72 h, and
itswater levels, aswell asthosein Borehole D19, 54 m from Borehole D20, were monitored for 120 h. Since
the geology at the two sites is very similar, the analyses were performed with the same two-dimensional
model described above, except for the hydraulic parameters of course, which were determined from the model .

As shown in Figure 10-9, the observed and fitted drawdowns agree excellently. This appliesin particu-
lar to the steady behaviour of the drawdowns in Borehole D20, which lasted approximately 54 h. It is only
during the recovery phase of boreholes D20 and D19 that the observed and fitted drawdowns differ some-
what. However, this difference is never more than 0,5 m.

Thefitted valuesof K and S, for each layer are givenin Table 10-5. The val ues of the specific storativities
in Layer 2 agree very well with the values Kirchner et al. (1991) derived from their water-balance studies of
Karoo aquifers.

Table10-5 Aquifer parametersfor the two field tests, determined with the two-dimensional vertical flow
model.

Campus Site Philippolis
Layer 1(32m) Layer 2(8 m) Layer 1(32m) Layer 2(8 m)
Kmd?) S(m?) | Kmd?Y) (M)  K(md?) Sm?) | Kmd?) S(m)
0,09 2410° 0,76 3,010° | 0,037 6,9-10° 3,6 1,0-10™
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Figure 109 Comparison of the observed and fitted drawdowns for: (a) Borehole UP15 on the Campus
Test Site, and (b) boreholes D19 and D20 at Philippolis.

10.4.2 Step Drawdown Test at Philippolis

A step drawdown test was also performed on Borehole A14 at Philippolis as part of the investigations to

extend the water supply of the Municipality of Philippolis. A summary of the test is given in Table 10-6.
Borehole A14 was drilled through the tip of anegatively weathered ring dyke on the western side of the

dyke. The dyke itself is highly weathered for the first 13 m, but impermeable at depth (Botha et al., 1996).

Table10-6 Summary of the step drawdown test performed on Borehole A14 at Philippolis.

Step No.  Duration (min) Pumping rate (m3h-?)

1 70 2,0
2 70 4,0
3 70 6,0
4 70 8,5

Recovery 70
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Figure 10-10 Observed and fitted drawdown curves for the step test on A14 at Philippolis district, with an
aquifer thickness of 40 m and Layer 2 thicknesses of 6 and 8 m.

Table10-7  Fitted hydraulic parameters for Borehole A14 at Philippolis.

Ty (m2d™) Sy T, (m?d~) S,
03 2,210 853 1,0105

The major water strikes occurred at the contact zones of a dark green shale and light grey siltstone, 10 m
below the dyke, and the same light grey siltstone and grey-green sandstone, 2 m deeper. The site thus does
not correspond fully with the two-layer model, which has been used thus far in the discussion. The observed
and fitted drawdowns in Figure 10-10, nevertheless, show that the model is able to fit the observed draw-
downs reasonably. The averaged T and S values in Table 10-7 are also of the same order as that of the
boreholes described above. However, the results leave little doubt that a multi-layered aquifer model would
have been more suitable for this test.

10.4.3 Dependence of Storativity on Distance

Themajor critiquein Section 6.3.2 against the use of Theis' equation to analyse constant rate tests from
Karoo aquifers, isthat the fitted storativities depend on the distance from the perturbed borehole. It was
thus thought worthwhile to see if the parameters fitted with RPTsolv, are free from this behaviour. The
data from the constant rate test performed on Borehole UP16, also described in Section 6.3.2, were
therefore analysed with the Theis equation and RPTsolv, assuming that Layer 1 is 32 m thick and Layer
2 8 m thick. The results in Table 10-8 again confirm the earlier observation that there is very little
difference between the two sets of transmissivities, but the storativities differ considerably, although

Table10-8 Comparison of the hydraulic parameters derived from fitting drawdowns, observed during a
constant rate test on Borehole UP16, with RPTsoLv and the Theis equation.

RPTSoLv Theis
Borehole T (Mm?s?) S T (Mm?s?) S
Uo7 26,117 2,662:104 3,6:10° | 2,108:10“ 1,508-10*
uo9 35,720 2,315:10* 19103 | 2,023.10* 7,826:10°
uo11 43,910 1,968.10* 3,010 | 1,738:10* 1,185-10*
uo13 52,979 2,315:10¢ 1,1-10° | 1,859:10* 6,543:10°
U015 14,234 3,125.10* 4,6:10° | 2,033-10* 4,220-10*
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the Theis-fitted values are not unacceptable.

The graphs of the storativities as functions of the inverse distance from the perturbed boreholein Figure
10-11 are disappointing, however. They not only show that both sets of storativities depend on the inverse
distance, but even suggest that the rate at which the RPTsoLv storativities decrease with distance increases
with distance, while their Theis-fitted counterparts approach alimit. It is difficult at the moment to decide
what causes this behaviour. However, the fact that the storativities in Figure 1011 fit two different curves,
suggests that the dependence is caused by representing the perturbed borehole as a line source in Equation
(C.24). Moreover, as pointed out in Section 7.4.2, one can expect the line source to cause adiscontinuity that
will tend to propagate through the solution with time. Although the discussion in Section 2.3.2 shows that
such adiscontinuity will die out in time, itsinfluence on a short-term solution of Equation (C.24) cannot be
neglected. It istherefore interesting that the differences between the observed drawdowns for Borehole UO?7,
and those fitted with RPTsoLv, at first increase with time, before they decrease and tend to a steady value, as
shown in Figure 10-12.
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Figure10-11 Graphs of the storativities in Table 10-8 as a function of the inverse distance from the per-
turbed borehole.

The most satisfactory approach to solve the distance dependent problem would have been to implement
the method of Huang, used in Program Karoo, to approximate the perturbed boreholein RPTsoLv . However,
the program was only developed at the very end of the project, with the result that there was not sufficient
time left to study the behaviour further. The two researchers responsible for the development of RPTsoLv
also left the Institute for Groundwater Studies before the behaviour was observed.

10.5 DISCUSSION

Modern computers, even some desktop computers, are able to handle large three-dimensiona groundwater
models. However, the field data required by these models often do not exist. The use of simpler mathemati-
cal modelswill, therefore, always be in demand, either to analysefield datarapidly, or to ease the burden of
obtaining thefield datarequired by the three-dimensional models. The development of such simpler models,
however, must always be based on valid approximations. These considerations led to the development of a
new vertical two-dimensional model for Karoo aquifers.

The previous approach is, of course, not invulnerable. One danger that always exists is that the model
may be applied to situations that do not satisfy the assumptions of the model. This situation, for example,
arises if the Theis equation, which is based on a porous medium, is applied to the multi-porous Karoo
aquifers. The user of such simplified models must, therefore, always ensure that the model he or she pro-
poses to use, is appropriate for the aquifer.

Although the current version of the model usually gives excellent results when applied to observation
boreholes, difficulties are experienced when trying to fit data from the perturbed borehole itself. There is
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Figure 10-12 Differences between the drawdowns observed in Borehole UO7 and thosefitted with RPTsoLv .

little doubt that this behaviour and the distance dependence of Sin Figure 10-11, are caused by approximat-
ing the perturbed borehole asaline sourcein Equation (C.24). It istherefore recommended that this approximation
should be replaced with the Dirichlet approximation of Huang (1973) in future versions of the program, as
described for the three-dimensional Program Kar o in Chapter 7. The effect of the approximation can, how-
ever, sometimes be reduced by specifying its distance as the order of 1-2 m, instead of its radius, as is
frequently donein the analysis of hydraulic test data.

The initial guesses for the hydraulic parameters and the default geometric parameters, built into pro-
gramRPTsoLv , are based on numerous case studies of datafrom Karoo aquifers. They should thusbe sufficient
for hydraulic tests from boreholes in these aquifers. However, difficulties were sometimes experienced in
cases where the Karoo rocks have an extremely low K-, but high S value, while the fracture has arelatively
high K-, but very limited S, value. In these cases, it may be necessary to either change the distance of the
outside boundary, or the Svalue of Layer 1.

A clear indication that the distance of the outside boundary is incorrect is when the fitted drawdowns
tend to belower than the observed drawdown, especially near the boundary, or if the program yields T values
that differ considerably for observation boreholesin the same aquifer. Too large drawdowns are, on the other
hand, an indication that the initial guess for the S value of Layer 1 istoo small. However, an unrealistic S
value may again be an indication that the outside boundary was situated too close to the perturbed borehole.

Although Program RPTsoLv has been applied successfully to alarge number of constant rate and step
drawdown tests, anumber of case studies have shown that it will be worthwhileto increase the number of the
layersin afuture version of the program. It may also be necessary to implement the water-yielding fractures
more efficiently than the crude Layer 2 in the present version.

One difficulty, commonly experienced with existing methods for the analysis of hydraulic tests, is the
presence of unknown boundariesin an aquifer (Milne-Home, 1988). Although Program RPTsoLv does not
solve this difficulty completely, it at least allows the user to change the position of such a boundary, if and
when the need arises, and can also assist in detecting the existence of such boundaries. However, this can
only be determined by the user.

There are two difficulties that some users experienced with the program. The first is that the program
uses the three-dimensional hydraulic conductivity and specific storativity, and not the horizontal two-dimen-
sional transmissivity and storativity, as the more conventional models. The reason for thisis that the latter
parametersarise only in the equation for horizontal flow, when one multipliesthe hydraulic conductivity and
specific storativity with the thickness of the aquifer (Bear, 1977; Botha, 1996). They are thus not true physi-
cal parametersfor groundwater flow, but rather mathematical artefacts. It isthusimpossibleto try to account
for natural vertical variations in the flow parameters, with a model based on flow parameters derived for
horizontal flow. However, the user who wants to use transmissivity and storativity can easily recover them
from the hydraulic conductivity and specific storativity, since the thickness of the aquifers must be known a
priori, to use Program RPTsoLvV .
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The second difficulty isthe inability of the program to handle arbitrarily spaced observation boreholes
and multiple perturbed borehol es. However, thislimitationistypical of all dimensionally reduced equations.
For example, it is equally impossible to apply a horizontal flow model to a multi-layered aquifer, as the
discussion in Chapter 9 shows. In such cases, one hasto turn to afull three-dimensional model. This does not
mean to say that one cannot use more than one borehole with Program RPTsoLv , but then they must liein a
straight horizontal line, or their positions must be projected onto a straight line.







CHAPTER 11

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

111 GENERAL

Groundwater isavery important source, sometimes the only source, of potable water for rural communities,
farms and towns in South Africa. The Karoo aquifers, which underlie approximately 50% of South Africa,
can therefore be an important source of water for these communities. Unfortunately, this source is usually
considered unreliable. The present study has shown that this view can be ascribed to the complex geome-try
of these aquifers. This geometry was the result of two factors: the sedimentary processes responsible for the
deposition of the formations, and the intrusion of dolerites at the fragmentation of Gondwanaland during the
Jurassic age.

All indications are that the intrusion of the dolerites was caused by the widespread volcanism, at the
beginning of the Jurassic Age, that ended the Karoo sedimentation. This magmatic activity was caused by
the tectonic movement of Gondwanaland, during the late Triassic to early Cretaceous ages, which seemsto
have occurred in pulses. This interpretation is supported by the fact that one can clearly distinguish three
types of dolerite intrusions in the Karoo landscape—sills, ring dykes and linear dykes. The ring dykes are
conventionally regarded as undulating dolerite sills. However, a review of the historical evolution of the
Karoo Supergroup of geological formations, suggested that it may be more natural to interpret the ring dykes
asthe peripheral dykes, often associated with laccolithic intrusions. This suggests that both the sillsand ring
dykesintruded aslaccoliths, whilethelinear dykesintruded through matrix melting. Thisinterpretation may
be controversial, but has the advantage over conventional interpretationsin that it provides a natural expla-
nation for the existence of the structures, without invoking some rather esoteric mechanisms.

The contact zones of the ring dykes are often metamorphosi zed, which suggests that the temperature of
the intruding magma was very high. It is thus virtually impossible to drill successful boreholes near ring
dykes, especially positively weathered ring dykes, if the experience at Philippolis can be taken as a horm.
The contact zones of linear dykes, on the other hand, are usually highly fractured. Most boreholesin Karoo
aquifers are consequently sited along the linear dykes, because they are easy to detect, and there is a higher
probability to strike a fracture near a dyke. However, the dykes are often impermeabl e and could thus act as
arestrictive boundary for groundwater flow.

Karoo formations are best described as a heterogeneous, anisotropic and slightly fractured porous me-
dium, according to the discussion of their formation and physical propertiesin Chapters 3-5. The presence
of horizontal fractures, moreover, impliesthat Karoo aquifers must always be viewed as multi-layered aqui-
fers. Thistype of multi-layered medium has not attracted very much attention in the literature on groundwater
phenomena. There thus does not exist a suitable mathematical model for the physical behaviour of these
aquifers, nor are there suitable instruments with which the behaviour of a fracture can be measured. The
attempt to evaluate the applicability and reliability of existing conceptual models for the description and
analysis of hydraulic testsin Karoo aquifers therefore failed. This presented somewhat of a problem for the
research team as it meant that one of the major origina objectives of the project could not be fulfilled. The
only alternative was thus to develop a numerical three-dimensional model that could be used to study the
interaction between the fractures and rock matrix. The application of this model to the aquifer on the Cam-
pus Test Site, combined with information gained from the core-borehol es, provided valuableinsight into the
physical behaviour of Karoo aquifers.

11.2 SUMMARY OF THE RESULTS

Themost important conclusion derived from the present study isthat thebeha viour of a stressed Kar 00

aquifer isdetermined by itsver ycomplexgeometr Y, that resultsfrom the presence of bedding-parald frac-
turesand the multi-porosity of the rock matrix. Any neglect of this property in the management and operation
of these aquifers can ruin an aquifer completely. Indeed, all indications are that the inability of previous
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investigators to take the internal geometry of Karoo aquifers into account, must be regarded as the main
reason for the difficulties experienced with these aquifers, and why people distrust them.

Although the concept that the behaviour of an aquifer is largely determined by its geometry is well-
known, this dependence is usually neglected in groundwater investigations. One reason for thisis that the
methods commonly applied in theseinvestigations are all based on porous formations, whose geometry is so
simplethat it is often neglected (Black, 1993). However, as Black points out, this geometry is of vital impor-
tancein the analysisand interpretation of hydraulic testsin any secondary aquifer—aviewed shared by Prof.
Ghislain de Marsily (Personal Communication).

The apertures of the bedding-parallel fractures in Karoo aquifers are not very large (see Figure 5-26),
although a fracture can have a considerable areal extent. The fracture can, therefore, only store a limited
volume of water. The major storage units of water in Karoo aquifers must thus be the for mations themsel ves,
while bedding-parallel fractures provide the main conduits of water to boreholes.

The first indication of the important role that bedding-parallel fractures play in the ability of Karoo
boreholes to yield water came from an analysis of the cores from the core-boreholes drilled on the Campus
Test Site and Dewetsdorp. These cores showed that the water-yielding fractures in the boreholes on these
sitesare parallel to the bedding planes of the Karoo formations, and therefore mainly horizontally orientated.
This conclusion was further confirmed by observations during the drilling of boreholes at Philippolis and
Rouxville. The study of the regional fracture development in the sedimentsin and around Bloemfontein also
supports this conclusion and, moreover, showed that subvertical fractures only provide conduits for surface
water. The best place to site boreholes in Karoo aquifersis thus in those areas where bedding-parallel frac-
tures are present.

The bedding-parallel fracturesin the Karoo formations have avery low frequency and weak connectiv-
ity. However, a borehole that does not intersect such a water-yielding fracture does not have a high yield.
Although this fact is well-known to groundwater practitioners, they usually pay very little attention to the
nature of fracture, or how it influences the movement of water in these aquifers. One reason for this lack of
interest is the assumption that the water-yielding fractures in Karoo aquifers are vertically or subvertically
orientated, and do not influence the flow pattern. This assumption seemsto have been quite common amongst
geologists, judging from their reaction when the first cores showed the fractures to be horizontally orien-
tated. It thus seems natural to ask: why do bedding-parallel fractures exist in the Karoo formations?

The circular dolerite dykes in the Karoo landscape of the southern Free State and adjacent areas have
been associated above with the intrusion of magma in the form of laccoliths. The theory behind the intru-
sions shows that bedding-parallel fractureswill form naturally in the area surrounded by the peripheral dyke
of alaccolith. Bedding-parallel fractures should therefore be present in areas away from the ring dykes, if
their previous association with high-yielding boreholesis correct. Thisview issupported by the hydrocensus
of Burger et al. (1981), which showed that 63% of the 1 245 boreholes, surveyed in the districts of Bethulie,
Springfontein and Trompsburg, are not situated near dolerite dykes. It is, therefore, interesting to observe
that the new geological model of Bloemfontein and its immediate surroundings revealed that the city is
situated on a dome-shaped structure, typical of laccolithic intrusions. This laccolithic intrusion may thus
have been responsible for the existence of the water-yielding, bedding-parallel fracture on the Campus Test
Site, which is certainly not associated with any dolerite dyke.

There are anumber of very important consegquences, particularly for the management of Karoo aquifers,
that can be derived from the three-dimensional model of the Campus Test Site. The first, and perhaps most
important one, isthat the movement of water in these aquifersisfrom the matrix towardsthe fractures, which
impliesthat flow takes place mainly in the vertical direction. The behaviour of Karoo aquifers should, there-
fore, differ from aquifersinwhich the flow ishorizontal. This conclusion has been confirmed by anumber of
constant rate tests, performed at the Campus Test Site, Philippolis and Rouxville. What typically happened
in these tests is that the water level in the perturbed borehole at first drops continuously until it reaches a
depth of approximately 2 m above awater-yielding fracture. Here the water level stabilizes, for aslong asthe
fracture can sustain the yield. This phenomenon repeats itself for every water-yielding fracture that the
borehole intersects, only to drop to the pump intake, if the test is performed long enough. The water level,
neverthel ess, recovers almost instantaneously to the depth of the fracture, and then gradually when the pump
is switched off, or the discharge rate is decreased. However, at no stage did the water levelsin nearby observa-
tion boreholes, even those that intersect the water-yielding fracture, drop below the fracturein any of the tests.

It was very difficult to explain the ‘fracture-controlled’ behaviour of boreholes in Karoo aquifers from
the field observations alone. One possibility that did emerge, though, is that the behaviour is caused by the
fact that water first hasto flow from the Karoo formations to the bedding-parallel fractures beforeit reaches
the borehole. The major flow direction in a stressed Karoo aquifer thus seemsto be vertical and not horizon-
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tal, asiscommonly assumed in groundwater flow models. This meant that it will be difficult, if not impossi-
ble, to study the behaviour of these aquifers without the use of a three-dimensional flow model.

Three-dimensional mathematical models of groundwater flow are not very popular in geohydrological
circles, mainly for two reasons. Thefirst isthat such models require considerably morefield dataand sophis-
ticated computer resources than an equival ent two-dimensional model. The second isthat very little attention
isusually paid in field investigations to the geometry and structure of an aquifer; factors that are of prime
importance in the development of three-dimensional flow models. Fortunately, there were sufficient obser-
vational data available to develop such a model for the Campus Test Site. The three-dimensional computer
program, SaT3, developed in a previous contract with the Water Research Commission (Verwey and Botha,
1992), was therefore adapted and used to develop a numerical model for the Campus Test Site. This model
showed that the piezometric head declines constantly throughout the fracture during the time that a borehole
is pumped. The piezometric cone in the fracture thus does not widen with time, as is conventionally as-
sumed, but always keeps the same shape as the piezometric heads decrease. The piezometric gradient, and
thus the discharge rate, from the fracture to the borehole must therefore remain constant during the time a
borehole is pumped. There thus exists a limit to the rate at which a borehole in a Karoo aquifer can be
pumped—a conclusion supported by the observation that the phenomenon is only observed if the discharge
rate of a borehole is above a certain value. Thislimiting rate does not depend on the conventional hydraulic
para—meters, transmissivity and storativity, but on the hydraulic conductivities and specific storativities of
both the fracture and rock matrix, and on the areal extent of the fracture. It is thus imperative that the
geometry of a Karoo aquifer must be known before the aquifer is developed for the supply of water to the
larger communities.

The geometry of Karoo aquifers, outlined above, differs completely from that of the media usually
considered in the literature on agquifer mechanics, particularly in horizontal flow models. The hydraulic
parameters, transmissivity and storativity, derived from conventional two-dimensional horizontal flow mod-
els, are therefore meaningless for Karoo aquifers. No wonder that Bredenkamp et al. (1995) and Kirchner et
al. (1991) experienced difficultiesin interpreting their hydraulic test data. The only way to study the behav-
iour of aKaroo aquifer isto use athree-dimensional model. The common practice to analyse hydraulic test
data from these aquifers with horizontal flow models should thus be discouraged.

Thereis, unfortunately, not sufficient information or appropriate computer equi pment availablein South
Africato run athree-dimensional groundwater model on aroutine basis. Although steps should be taken to
correct the situation if Karoo aquifers are to play a significant role in the future water budget of the country,
it is unrealistic to expect that this will be achieved in the short term. A new two-dimensional vertical flow
model for the analysis of hydraulic test data was therefore devel oped towards the end of the project, when it
became clear that the flow in Karoo aquifersis mainly vertical. The model is therefore still not fully devel-
oped, but case studies have shown that it at |east yields more realistic hydraulic parameters than horizontal
two-dimensional flow models. However, this two-dimensional representation will not be suitable for a man-
agement model of these aquifers.

One alternative approach that may solve the problem of inconsistent hydraulic parameters is the hori-
zontal fracture model of Gringarten and Ramey (1974). This rather complex analytica model was only
discovered after the completion of the project. No attempt was therefore made to evaluate the applicability
of the method to Karoo aquifers.

Another interesting result that followed from the three-dimensional model of the Campus Test Site is
that the water level in an open borehol e represents an average of the piezometric levelsin the fracture and the
aquifer, weighted in favour of the piezometric level in the fracture. It isthus difficult to decide precisely how
tointerpret the water levels. Future observations of Karoo aquifers should therefore preferably be conducted
with piezometers. This may add to the cost in devel oping these aquifers, but then one will be ableto interpret
the results meaningfully, and at the same time to collect the data required by a three-dimensional model.

Thelimited capacity of awater-yielding fracture impliesthat it can be dewatered easily, with a number
of undesired consequences of which the first and most obvious, one is a reduction in the borehole’s yield.
However, there are other and more serious consequences that may take a long time to become noticeable.
For exampl e, the three-dimensional model of the Campus Test Site has shown that the flow velocitiesin the
fracture are very high. The borehole and pump may thus become clogged with mud particles set loose by the
high flow velocities.

A fully or even partially dewatered fracture may a so deform and even collapse. Deformation in an aqui-
fer or boreholeis usually neglected in the management and operation of Karoo boreholes. However, there are
strong indications that the deformation of water-yiel ding fracturesis more common than usually thought. The
complaint: ‘my borehole hasdried up’, often heard from people who depend on Karoo aquifersfor their water
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supply, may indeed be the result of a collapsed fracture. This interpretation is supported by the observation
that it is often possible to drill anew, successful borehole within a short distance from the one that ‘dried up’.
Another, less spectacular, but probably related, phenomenon is a borehole whose yield decreases with time.
The phenomenon has never been discussed in the literature, to the knowledge of the authors, but discussions
with farmers indicated that it is quite common in Karoo boreholes older than 10 years. Hydraulic tests, per-
formed during the project, also indicated that the deformation of aborehole in a Karoo aquifer may affect its
yield adversely. However, none of these observations could provide an estimate of the magnitude of such a
deformation. This only became apparent when one of the high-yielding boreholes on the Campus Test Site
was imaged with an acoustic televiewer, in June 1996. This borehole was surveyed geophysically on two
previous occasions; the first one carried out by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry on 1992-06-04
and the second one by the consulting firm BPB Instruments Ltd on 1993-12-01. As shown in Figure 4-35, the
fracture zone that contains the water-yielding fracture is clearly visible at a depth of 23,0 m on both surveys.
However, neither the subvertical fracture, between 22,5 and 23,0 m, nor the highly warped zone at 23,8 m,
appears on the scans of these surveys. These features must therefore have developed after December 1993,
possibly through the reactivation of existing planes of weakness, caused by the extensive hydraulic tests
performed on thisborehole. This suggeststhat the observed decreasein the transmissivity of the borehole over
the past five years, may have been caused by the deformation of the borehole. Deformations, be it only of the
boreholes themselves, may be thus be more common in Karoo aquifers than previously thought.

In conclusion, it can be said that there is little doubt that the behaviour of boreholes in Karoo
aquifersiscompletely determined by the presence of bedding-parallel fractures, which are mainly hori-
zontally orientated. Thisdoes not mean that there are no vertical or subvertical fracturesin these aquifers,
or that they play an insignificant role, but only that they do not influence the behaviour of boreholes
significantly. Indeed, there are indications that vertical and subvertical fractures play a significant role
in recharging the aquifers. For, as shown by the contour map in Figure 4.39 of Kirchner et al. (1991),
Karoo aquifers are not recharged locally, but only in the surrounding hill tops, which usually contain
large numbers of vertical fractures.

11.3 RECOMMENDATIONS

The most important conclusion of the present study is that Karoo aquifers do not necessarily contain insuf-
ficient quantities of water, but that their complex geometry makesit difficult to withdraw the water reliably.
Thereisthusno reason, in principle, why Karoo aquifers cannot make a significant contribution to the water
budget of the country. The only prerequisite isthat they are managed properly, and in accordance with their
basic physical properties, although thisis probably more easily said than done. Admittedly, this interpreta-
tion differs, considerably from the conventional interpretation of the aquifers. However, it is the only
interpretation the project team is aware of, that allows oneto interpret the observed behaviour of the aquifers
concisely and consistently.

The present interpretation of Karoo aquifers emerged from astudy of the history of the aquifers, and the
interpretation of a limited number of hydraulic tests with a three-dimensional numerical model. Neverthe-
less, it did show that one will have to take the three-dimensional nature of the aquifers into account, in
managing the aquifers. However, this should not be so much of a problem, provided that the following
prerequisites are met.

It iswell-known that any management model is useless, unless supported by sound and accurate meas-
urements. Unfortunately, previous studies of Karoo aquifers were usually based on the assumption that flow
in these aquifersis horizontal. Little attention was therefore paid to the three-dimensionality of these aqui-
fers. Future studies should therefore try to correct this imbalance in the observational data.

The success in implementing such an approach will ultimately depend on the solution of two related
problems—what observational techniquesto use, and how to gather, store and manipulate the observational
data. The observational equipment available today, such as packers, is quite expensive and their applicability
often limited. Special attention should therefore be given to the development of less expensive, and perhaps
more appropriate observational equipment. The present attempt to develop more suitable and less expensive
packers at the Institute for Groundwater Studies should thus be encouraged. Attention should also be given
to incorporate more innovative techniques, such asin situ flow measurements, into the observations. Never-
theless, there are some stepsthat can be taken immediately, without increasing the cost of the study exorbitantly.
These include:

(a) Detailed geological logs must be kept of all new boreholes drilled in Karoo aquifers, with special

emphasis on the depths of water strikes.
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(b) At least one observation borehole should be drilled for every production borehole and equipped

with piezometers.

(c) Every production borehole should be equipped with aflow meter.

(d) The discharge rates of production boreholes and piezometric levels in the observation boreholes

should be measured routinely and stored in a suitable database.

Experience at Philippolis has shown that the local population is quite prepared to gather the necessary
information, accurately and reliably, if they are trained sufficiently and given the reason for collecting the
data. No severe difficulties are thus foreseen with the gathering of the data, which incidentally may also
create more jobs. The storage and manipulation of the observational data are another matter, however. As
anyone with experience in three-dimensional modelling knows, such models are quite complex, cannot be
duplicated at will, and require special computer resources and highly trained personnel. It may thus be
worthwhile for the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry to establish a special unit that controls Karoo
aquifers and directs their management, operation and future investigations.

The single most important prerequisite to satisfy the program outlined above, is also perhaps the most
difficult to achieve. That is, to change the attitude of groundwater practitioners. Considerable progress has
been made in the physics and chemistry of groundwater flow, yet these new principles are often shrugged off
with the remark: ‘... it cannot easily be used by practitioners’, or the present methods are quite successful,
so why bother with new methods? As Sir Winston Churchill once said: * Men occasionally stumble over the
truth, but most pick themselves up and hurry off as if nothing ever happened.’ It is therefore important to
remember that Nature behaves in its own subtle ways, and not as prescribed by man. The possibility thus
aways exists that factors discarded today in managing Karoo aquifers may have devastating effects on the
future behaviour of the aquifer, asthe Love Canal disaster (Princeton University Water Resources Program,
1984) has shown. Since the Karoo aquifers have not been used extensively until recently, and groundwater
moves very slowly, there may still be achance to avoid such adisaster, but only if appropriate observational
and managerial techniques are implemented now. Thiswill not only ensure that future generations will still
be able to withdraw water from the aquifers, but can also lead to a considerable reduction in development
costs, if recent experiences in the oil industry (Clementz, 1997) can be used as a measure.

All known physical properties of Karoo aquifers were included in the computer program used to esta—
blish the three-dimensional model for the Campus Test Site. However, as pointed out in Chapter 2, it is
amost impossible to achieve this objective in an initial study. The present version of the computer program
is no exception to this rule. For example, the model does not take the deformation of the fracture, or the
aquifer, into account. The simulated flow velocities near the fracture in a perturbed borehole are also very
high. A future version of the model, therefore, may have to be based on the more general Navier-Stokes
equation, rather than the conventional groundwater flow equation in Equation (7.1), asin the present version
of the program. However, there does not exist sufficient observational datato justify such adrastic revision
of the model at the moment. It istherefore recommended that particular attention be given to: (@) the behav-
iour of thein situ flow field, and (b) the deformation of the water-yielding fractures and aquifers in future
investigations of Karoo aquifers.

The most controversial aspects in using Karoo aquifers for water-supply purposes are probably to site
suitable production boreholes and to determine the depth where the water will be struck. These problemswere
not addressed specifically in this study, but were especially noticeable in the investigations at Rouxville.
Here, water was struck only at depths greater than 90 m, in contrast to the depths of 2030 m, at Campus Test
Site, Dewetsdorp and Philippolis. None of the available geophysical techniques is able to detect at which
depthswater will be struck, or delineate the bedding-parallel fracturesin Karoo aquifers. It isthereforerecom-
mended that attention be given to more innovative geophysical techniques that may solve these problems.

A particularly interesting method that promises to solve both problems at once, is the nuclear magnetic
resonance method, developed by by Russian scientists (Schirov et al., 1991). This method is based on prop-
erties of the hydrogen nucleusitself. It should thus not be influenced by clay, or other electrically conductive
layers that frequently appear in Karoo formations and influence el ectromagnetic techniques adversely.

Another technique that seems equally promising is the seismic method of Rector and Marion (1991).
This method, which uses the drill bit as the seismic source, is able to provide real time data on the structure
of the aquifer and the horizons below the drill bit. However, it may be necessary to use more sophisticated
analytical techniques than is commonly used in seismic work, even those used in the original paper, if the
method isto be applied successfully.

Irrigation farmers are perhaps the people that benefit most from Karoo aquifers at the moment. How-
ever, the water canon and sprinkler systems they use are inefficient and a waste of water and money. An
attempt should therefore be made to encourage them to use more efficient irrigation methods, such as drip-
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and micro-irrigation systems. Experiencein |srael has shown that these systems conserve considerable quan-
tities of water and increase crop production at the same time. Moreover, the systems do not require
high-yielding boreholes, and are thereforeideal for Karoo aquifers. An irrigation farmer who installs one of
these systems, therefore, will not only increase the productivity of his farm, but will also contribute to the
conservation of perhaps the most precious natural resource in South Africa: water.

Boreholes are undoubtedly the most cost-effective method to withdraw water from an aquifer. However,
the dependence of a borehole’s yield on the presence and properties of a fracture raises the question if
boreholes are the best method with which to withdraw water from Karoo aquifers. Although some of the
adverse effects can be limited by pumping and spacing the boreholes judiciously, it may still be advanta-
geous to introduce other production methods, such as the ganats of the ancient Persians, in future studies of
these aquifers.




APPENDIX A

THE INTRUSION OF LACCOLITHS

A.1 INTRODUCTION

Theintr usion of magmaintor elatively undef or med sedimentar y rocks, at highlevelsintheear th’ scrust,
received considerabl e attention in thelate nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. One of thefirst of these
atemptswasthat of Gilbert, who studied many intrusions exposed on the flanks of the Henry Mountainsin
south-eastern Utah (Johnson and Pollard, 1973).

Magmamust obviously haveapathway beforeit canintr udeintotheear th’ ssurf ace. Theavailable
liter atur eindicatesthat ther ear emainl y two pr ocessesthat may for m such pathways. Thefirst, and perha ps
the best kno wn example, isthe fr actur ing of the ear th’ scrust by tectonic events (Rubin, 1995), and the
second, matr ix melting (Maalge , 1985). Themain ef fect of matrix meltingisthepr oduction of elong ated
nar row dykes(Maalge, 1985). Thistypeof intr usion, ther efore, could havebeenr esponsiblefor then umer -
ouslinear d ykesthatisachar acter istic of theKar oo landsca pe. However, judging from thediscussionin
Maal ge (1985), itisdif ficult to seeho w matr ix melting could ha ve caused thef or mation of thelar gelacco-
lithic str uctur esandther ing-shaped d ykes, sotypical of theKar oolandscape. A physical, mor eattr active
explanation of thesestr uctur esisGilber t' stheor y for theintr usion of laccoliths, asdiscussed b y Johnsonand
Pollard (1973). Since these structures seem to play avery important rolein the geohydrology of Karoo
aquifers, thistheory will now be described in more detail.

A.2 GILBERT'STHEORY FOR THE INTRUSION OF A LACCOLITH

TodiscussGilber t' stheor y, consider the sc hematic r epr esentation of acylinder of o verbur den, liftedby a
nor ma force, actinginthev ertical plane , asin Figur eA—1. Supposetha tthepr essur e of the ma gma (per unit
area), p, isequal acr ossthe base of the c ylinder . The magnitude of thef orce N, nor mal to the base of the
cylinder withradius a, canthenbeexpressed as:

N=ma?p

Similar ly, if theshear ingforce, o, isconstant o ver thecontact ar ea, thetotal shear ingforce, S actingonthe
contact areaof theoverburden, withthickness  d, is,

S=(2wad)o
If p, denotesthe density of ther ock, thew eight of the o verlying r ock massisgivenby,
W = wa’pgd = ma’p,

Anintrusion therefore cannot lift the overburden, unless the difference between the magmaforce, N, and the
weight of the overburden, W, exceeds the shearing force, S, that is

a(p-p,)=20d (A1)

The magmamust thus have aminimum area, which Gilbert callsthelimital area, or spread out lateraly asa
sill, beforeit canlift the overburden.

Itisimpor tanttonotetha t Gilber t’ stheor y doesnot r equir eanexter nal forcetodr ivethemagma. Tosee
this, oneonly hasto look at the expression for the driving pressure, p,, which, inthe case of aNewtonian
magma, assumestheform

Py = P-p, =(p, ~pngh) - p,

—-155 —
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Peripheral Fault

FigureA—1 Gilber t smodel for theintr usionof magma.

where p isthedensty of themagma, p,thelithostatic pressureat thesourceand  htheheight of thefracture
abovethesour ce. FigureA—2 showsagraph of thedr iving pr essur einan overbur den 40 mthic k, withthe
given density distribution, and amagmadensity of 2600 kg m 3. Notice also that the driving pressure
increases from the source up to the zone where the density of the host rock and magmaisequal, and then

decr eases. Thedr iving pr essur e of themagmaisthushighl y dependent onthedif ferencein density of the
magmaand the host rocks.

Magma can, of course, also be squeezed upwards by tectonic events. Pore fluids in the host rock that
volatilize, or fluids dissolved in the magma, can aso contribute to the total driving pressure. However, these
forces are not necessary to drive the intrusion of the magma. As pointed out in Section 4.2.1, the major
doleriteintrusionsin the Karoo Supergroup occurred during the second pulse of the fragmentation of Gondwana:
land, which means that the continent was largely under the influence of stresses. The tectonics of the event
may thus have created the fractures for the intrusion, but did not necessarily partake in the intrusion.

Thelimita areaof alaccolith essentially depends on two parameters: the thickness of the overburden
andtheshear ingforce, accor ding to Equa tion (A.1). Smaller laccolithsma y ther eforeoccur insidelar ger
ones, but higher upinthesuccession, asBur ger et al. (1981) have obser ved at Philippolis.

A.3 BENDING OF THE OVERBURDEN
A.3.1 Uniform Driving Pressure

Inthe previousdiscussion, attention wasmainly paid to theintrusion of magma. Nothing was consequently
said about the beha viour of the o verb ur den. Pollar d and J ohnson (1973) based their stud vy of theoverbur -
den’ shehaviour onthetheor y of plates; ana ppr oach that will aso bef ollowed her e.

The basi c assumption of Pollard and Johnson (1973) isthat the stratain the overburden can berepre-
sented by aseriesof thinpla tes, asshownin Figur eA-3. They fur ther assumetha t eachlayer ishomo geneous
andisotr opic, but that dif ferent layer smay havedifferent elastic pr oper ties. With these assumptions, the
vertical displacement, w(x,y), inasinglelayer abovethelaccolith m ust satisfy thew ell-known dif ferential
equation of Sophie Germain for plates

Diw(x,y) + 2D§D§w(x, y) + DIw(x,y) = py(x,y)/D (A.2)
wherep (X, y) isthedr iving pr essur e. The par ameter
D = Et®*/[12(1- 0?)] = Bt®/12 (A3
with t thethic knessof the pla te, E Young' smodulus, oPoisson’sratio, and B the elastic modulus, iscom-

monly known asthe flexural rigidity of the plate.
A further assumption of Pollard and Johnson is that the magma spreads out laterally over the dliptical area
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FigureA—2 Relationbetw eenthedr iving pr essur e of themagmaand height of afr actur e, inanoverbur-
den40mthic k, for agivendensity .

FigureA-3 Schematicr epr esentation of theintr usion of magmaintoano verbur den consisting of dif fer-
entdrata

(x3/a?) + (y*/c?) =1 (A.9)

Thisassumptionma y seemtobev ery restrictive, at fir st sight. Ho wever, asshown in Figur eA—4, the most
probable geometrical shapesthe magmacan assume can all beregained from thisequation by varying the
coefficients aand c.

Pollard and Johnson (1973) madetwo further assumptionsto obtai n the necessary boundary conditions
for Equation (A.2).
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FigureA—4  Twocommon plansha pesdescr ibed by Equation (A.4).

(& Thedriving pressureisconstant over theentireareaof theintrusion.
(b) Thedisplacement and slope on the centre plane of the layer are zero at the boundary of the
elliptical area, defined by Equation (A.4).
Thisyieldsthe boundary conditions

P, = constant [(x?3/a® +y?/c?) <] A
W(xY) =DW(xy) =D w(xy)=0  [(&/a? +y2/c?)=1] (A-5)
The solution of Equation (A.2), subject to the boundary conditionsin Equation (A.5), isgiven by (Filonenko-
Borodich, 1965; Pollard and Johnson, 1973)

W(X,y) = (p, /8D)[1- (x/a&)* - (y/c)’]/[(3/a*) + (4/ c*) + (2] a*c?)] (A.6)

The displacement of any layer can thusbe calculated if the driving pressure, elastic constants, geometric
constantsandthic knessof thela yer ar eknown. Figur eA-5 shows cr oss-sections of the displacement inthe
xz- plane (y=0) for an anticlinal intrusion

w(x,0) |, = p,(a* - 2a’x* + x*)/24D (A7)
andacircularintrusion
w(x,0)|,_.= p,(a* - 2a°x* + x*) / 64D (A.8)

All other dliptically shaped intrusions have displacement magnitudes and shapes between these two extremes.

Aninter estingr esult that followsimmediately from Figur eA-5 and Equa tion (A.6), isthat theplan
shapeof theintr usion deter minesthedisplacementinthe z-dir ection. For example, themaxim um displace-
ment for acircular intrusionisonly 37,5% of that of an anticlinal intrusion, whilethe vertica displacement
incr easeswith thef our th power of the distancetha tthe ma gmaspr eadsout later ally. Thedoub ling of a
circular laccolith’ sdiameter will ther eforeincr easeitsmaxim um displacement 16 times.

Itisobviousthat the magmahasto crystallize beforethe overlying layer reachesitselastic limit, if the
laccalithic intrusion hasto preserveitsform. Otherwise thelayer will be significantly fractured, witha
corresponding def or mation of thelaccolith. The possibility to obser velaccoalithic str uctur esinthefield
cannot therefore be too high. Neverthel ess, asshown in Figure 4—7, such structuresdo occur inthe Karoo

landscape.
A.3.2 Linear Diving Pressure

Thediscussion thusfar waslimited to auniform distribution of thedriving pressure, over the entire areaof

theintr usion. However, itiswell-knownthat thev elocity and pr essureinafluid gener dly incr easetowar ds
the centreof aconduit. Itisthusrather unlikely that auniform distribution of thedriving pressurewill ever

occur, eveninthe case of ma gma
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FigureA-5 Cross-sectionsof the displacements caused by (a) an anticlinal and (b) acircular laccolithic
intrusion.
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FigureA—6  Linear pressuredistribution over ananticlinal laccolithicintrusion.

Theintroduction of anon-uniform driving pressure can complicate the discussion of laccoliths consid-
erably (Filonenk o-Borodich, 1965). Thefollowing discussion will ther efore be limited to the case of an
anticlinal laccolith e xperiencingalinear dr iving pr essur ewith thef eeder conduit a tthelaccolith’ scentr e, as
showninFigureA-6.

It followsfrom Equa tion (A.4) tha t thedisplacementscaused by thelaccolithicintr usioninFigureA—6,
will only beafunction of theco-ordinateinthe  x-direction, inwhich case Equation (A.6) reducesto the one-
dimensional equation,

D, . W(X)=p, /D (A.9)
Thedisplacement of thelinear driving pressure can thusbe cal cul ated easily by integrating Equation (A.9)
four times. Thesolutionf or thelinear dr iving pr essur ein Figur eA—6, subject totheboundar y conditions,
w(x) =D W(x)=0 (x==a)
D, W(x)=0 (x=0)
isgiven by
wW(x) = (p, / 240D)[10x* - (2| x|’ / @) —15a°x* + 7a*]

with |x] the absolute value of x. This displacement profileis compared graphically with the onefor auniform
driving pressure in Figure A—7.
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FigureA—7  Displacement profilesof thelayersover an anticlinal laccolith subject to: (a) auniform, (b) a
linear and (c) adiscretedriving pressure.

ThedisplacementsinF igureA—7, arevery similar, except tha t themaxim um displacement f or thelinear
driving pressureisonly 70% of that of the uniform pressuredistribution. Neverthel ess, thisexercise shows
that the thickness of alaccolith and the consequent deformation of the overburden depend on both the
magnitudeand distribution of thedriving pressure.

A.3.3 Distribution of Sheaing Stresses in the Owerhburden

Pollard and Johnson (1973) evaluated themodel of Equation (A.6) further by correlating the distribution of
the shearing stresseswith theisochromatic patternsin photo-elagtic gelatin layers. In the case of an anticlinal
laccolith, thesestr esses can beexpr essed as (Filonenk o-Bor odich, 1965)

o, =—-EzD _w(x)/(1-0?)= p,z(6x* - 2a%)/t
v, =0 (A.10)
o,=0, =E(Z*-t*/4)D, W(x)/[2(1-c®)] = 6p,x(t*/ 4~ Z°)

Contours of the maximum shear stresses are compared with theisochromatics of two gelatin layers, num-
ber ed from lower tohigher or der, in Figur eA-8.

Although the match between the theoretical and experimental shear stressesin Figure A—8 is not perfect,
most probably because of differences between the theoretical and experimental boundary conditions, there
are some striking similarities. High shear stresses are concentrated at the top and bottom of the layer, over
both the centre and the periphery, with the extreme val ues at the contact of the plate and thetip of thelaccolith.

The shearing stressesin Equation (A.10) arelinear inthedriving pressure, p,, but cubicinthethickness,

t, of thelayer. A layer with athic kness, 2t, will thusdef or m eight timeslessthan onewithathic kness, t, for
thesamedr iving pr essur e. Thedef or mation of alayer thusde pendsmor eonitsthic knessthanonthedr iving
pressure.

A4 DEFORMATION OF THE DISPLACED OVERBURDEN
A.4.1 Viscosity of the Mama

The previous expressionsfor the displacement of the overburden have all been derived with theimplicit
assumptiontha tthema gmar emainsinasta teof fluidity . Any crystallization of thema gmam ust obvioud'y
have someeffect onthedistr ibution of thedr iving pr essur e, and thusonthesha pe of thelaccolith. Indeed
Paige (Pollar d and J ohnson, 1973) hasar guedtha t thecr ystallization of the ma gma, from the ends of the
intr usion towar d the f eeder, will cause acentr a bulging of thelaccolith. To investigate this possibility ,
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FigureA-8 Distribution of the maximum shear stressesin alayer overlying alaccolithicintrusion. (a)
Theor etical distr ibutionf or alayer, withalengthtothic knessr atio of 4. (b) Contour sof the
isochromatics determined from a photo-elastic gelatin model . [Redrawn from Pollard and
Johnson (1973).]

consider thecasew her ethemagmaisonl y restrictedtoasmall par t, |, of thelaccolith sho wnin Figur eA-9.
Inthiscasethe shearing forces must satisfy the equation

Sx = DDDXXXW(X) = p('jI/Z

if equilibr iumistobemaintainedinthe z-dir ection. Ther esulting displacementinthe z-dir ection, subject to
theboundary conditions,

W(X),., =0 and D w(X) =0

X=ta x=0,ta

isthen of the form
w(x) = p,1(2| x * -3ax* + &)/ 24D

Thisdisplacement, whichisalsoshowninFigureA—7 for thecasew her el =a/5, issmaller than those caused
by theunif ormandlinear distr ibuted dr iving pr essur es. However, itsshape doesnot dif fer dr asticall y from
that of theunif ormand linear distr ibuted dr iving pr essur es. Theshapeof alaccolithicintr usionthusdoesnot
seem to cor relatewith thema gmaviscosity . Thisconclusionisfur ther str engthened b y theanal ysisof the
shearing stresses and bending moments of the laccolith (Pollard and Johnson, 1973).

A.4.2 Stretching of the Owrhburden

The conventional theory of platesassumesthat the centre planewill not stretch during the deformation of the
plate. Thiswill only betr ueif thecentr eplaneisdetac hed fr omitsboundar y andabletodidehor izontall y
towardsthe centre of the deformation. Since such aslidingisnot very likely in geological strata, the centre
planesinlaccolithicintrusionsare probably stretched.

Toderivean expressionfor thestr etching of thelayer, consider thesitua tion shownin Figur eA-10,
wher ethelayer hasbeenstr etched fr omitsor iginal length, a,toitsfind length, a’. Thelongitudina str ain of
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FigureA—9  Schematic representation of anon-uniform pressuredistribution over alaccolithicintrusion.
Thedriving pressurewith aconstant magnitude, p;, actsout only over thedistance linthe x-
direction.

£ @)

~———Original Lengtha———>~

Figure A—10 Schematic representation of the stretching in the centre plane of alayer displaced toitsmaxi-
mum, w_, by anintruding laccolith.

alayer, dueto str etching, canthen bedef ined as

e =(a-a)la (A.11)
Thefinal length of thelayer’s centre plane can be computed from the expression for the length of aline segment

a =I [1+{D w(x)}?] ‘dx

0

and the expressionsfor the displacement in Equations (A.7) and (A.8), to obtain
a= J'a[1+ 16w2 (x® - 2a?x* + a*x?)/ a°] dx (A.12)
0

where w_ isthe maximum displacement, whichequals  p,a*/64D for acircular laccolithand  p,a¥/24D for an
anticlinal laccolith.

Theintegral in Equation (A.12) can be eval uated by expanding the square root term with the binomial
theorem, to obtain

€5 =—0,61w, /a)? +0,27(w_/a)* (A.13)

The expression for strain in the plane due to bending can be computed from its expression in Equation
(A.10), andisgiven by

e’ =4w z(3x*-a%)/a* (A.14)

Thebending str ainisthusafunctionof xand z Thestr ain, whichiszero onthecentr eplane(z=0), also
known astheneutral plane, varieslinearly acrossthelayer and achievesits maximum at the top and bottom
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a

FigureA-11 Schematic representation of the longitudinal bending strainsacrossalayer deformed by a
laccolith.

surf acesof thelayer, asindicatedin Figur eA—11.

Animpor tantr esultthatfollowsimmediatey from Equation (A.14) and F igur eA—11isthat the bending
strainsar econtr actionsover thebottomsurf  aceof thelayer at thelaccolith’ scentr e, and extensionsover its
per ipher y. Bending thusencour agesmagmato penetr atetheoverlying layer ontheper iphery, but discour -
agesitat thecentr eof theintr usion. Mor eover, thelar gestlongitudina e xtensoninthe planeof thela yer acts
per pendicular totheper iphery. Thefirst extensionfr actur estoforminan o ver-str eiched layer should , ther e-
fore, appear ontheper iphery of thelayer and opendo wnwar d. Theeasiest w ay for thema gmatointr ude, is
thusintothefr actur esontheper iphery of thelayer, ther eby forming aper ipher al dyke. Figur eA—12 shows
thedevel opment of such aperiphera dyke, asobserved by Pollard and Johnson (1973) in their experimental
studieswith gelatin models.

Thetotal strainobtai ned by adding thelongitudinal strain in Equation (A.13) to thebendingstrainin
Equation (A.14), will tend to movethe neutral surface upwards over theintrusion’s peri phery and down over its
centre. Extensions due to bending will thus be enhanced and contractions diminished during the intrusion of a
laccolith. Largelongitudinal strainswill therefore improve the conditions for the formation of peripheral dykes.

Itisimpor tanttonotetha tthelongitudina bendingstr ainisafunctionof z A thick layer of overbur den
will ther eforedevelop apr opor tionall y lar ger str ainthanathinla yer, for thesamev aluesof aand w, , and
will thusbe more susceptibleto theformation of peripheral dykesthan athinlayer of overburden.

A5 A MULTI-LAYERED OVERBURDEN
Thediscussion hasthusf ar concentr ated exclusively ontheef fectthat anintr usionwill haveonasinglelayer

dir ectly aboveit. Thissituationwill r ar ely occur, if ever, intheKar 0o Super group withitsv ariouslayer sof
mudstones, siltstones, shales and sandstones. One approach to this problemisto represent each lithol ogical

_/\

Gelatin
Peripheral Dyke

Gelatin Glass Tube

FigureA—12 Formationof aper ipher a dykeinexperimental g elatin models. [Redr awnfrom Pollar dand
Johnson (1973).]
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unitasadistinctla yer, freetodideover theadjacentla yers. Redl litholo gical unitswill undoubtedl 'y exper—
iencesomebonding andfr iction. However, thelar ge-scalefr actur ing at the contact planes of the unitsinthe
cores, fromthe Campusand Dewetsdorp test sites, suggeststhat thisapproximation isnot too unrealistic for
theKar 0o Super group, par ticular ly itsBeauf ort and Eccamember s.Inany case, itispossibleto extend the
model to more complicated situations, ranging from thefree-dliding to perfectly bonded layers, should the
need ar ise. Thediscussiontof ollow, however, will ber estricted to an o verb ur den composed of nfree-diding
layerswithindi vidua thic knesses, t,, and elastic moduli, B.

The effective flexur al rigidity, D, of aset of nfree-diding layersisjust the sum of theindi vidual
rigidities, asdefined in Equation (A.3), that is

" 3
D, = Zﬂ(slti 112) (A.15)
Equation (A.15) can aso beexpressedintheform
D, = BT?/12

wher e B istheef fecti ve thickness of the nlayer s—thethic knessof asinglela yer that hasthe samef lexur a
rigidity asthestack of nlayers—and

DI

if al thelayer shaveappr oximately the sameelastic moduli. Itisnot dif ficult to show that thecuber oot of a

sumisawayslessthanthesum, thatis
P> O<> O

Theeffectivethicknessof afr ee-dliding n-layer overbur denisthusa wayslessthanthethic knessof the n
layers. A thick-layered overb ur den, ther efore, will not pr esent aslar gear esistancetoelasticdef ormationas
onemight ha vethought.

Thelayer sof Kar oo sedimentar y rockscer tainl y havedifferent elastic moduli, whiletheir or iginal con-
tact planesw ererough. Itwill ther eforebedif ficult f or suc hlayer stodideacr ossoneanother w hendisplaced
by alaccolith, without w eak ening or fr actur ing their contact planes. Theintr usion of laccolithsma y thus
havebeenr esponsible, or atleast ha ve contr ibuted , totheexistenceof amgjor f eatur eof Kar oo for mations—
bedding-par dld fractur es. Thefrequency withwhich bed ding- par allel fr actur esoccur sinKar oo for mations
andtheir siz escanbejudg ed fr omthe photo graph of the cor efrom Bor ehole CH6 onthe Campus  Test Site
inFigur e4-9. Theintr usion of laccolithsther efore presentsanideal mec hanismf or thef or mation of the
numerousring-shaped structuresin the Karoo landscape and thebedding-parallel fracturesthat play suchan
impor tant r oleintheph ysical behaviour of Kar oo aquif ers.




APPENDIX B

DESCRIPTION OF EQUIPMENT USED INTHE HYDRAULIC TESTS

B.1 GENERAL

The hydraulic parameters of an aquifer can only be determined by eval uating the reaction of the aquifer under
stress. Specia attention was therefore given to the development of accurate and versatile equipment to: (@)
induce stress in the aquifer, (b) measure the reaction of the aquifer under stressed conditions and (c) develop
the necessary software for data capturing, in the project. Since this equipment differs substantially from that
commonly used in hydraulic tests, their development and application are briefly discussed in this appendix.

B.2 THE PUMPING SYSTEM

Themain aim of the project wasto investigate anumber of aquifersin the Karoo formations. This necessitated
the development of a pumping system that could be transported easily. A pumping system, consisting of

(@) a5 kW electricity generator,

(b) asubmersible pump with a maximum capacity of 2,2.103m3 s'1,

(c) aflow meter with arange of 2,7-10%10 2,7-10°m® s?,

(d) awinchtoinstall and withdraw the pump to a depth of 60 m,
withthe necessar y valves, pipesand ca bleswasther eforemounted onatr ailer, asillustr atedinFigur e B-1.
The system has been used very successfully during the project.

Generator
Winch
\Flow meter
Pump ./ X 1\
Discharged water

FigureB—1 Graphical illustr ation of thepumping system usedinmost of theh  ydr aulictestsdescr ibedin
thereport.

B.3 PRESSURE TRANSDUCERS

Changesinwater levelsand piezometric levelsarethe most important observablesin hydraulictests. Itis

ther eforeof theutmostimpor tancetha t thesequantitiesar erecordedr eliably and accur ately. Themeasur e-
mentsw erether eforetak enwith commer cial SensorT echnicsmodel PT2015G4 pr essur etr ansducer s, each
housedinaw ater tight br asscontainer . Thismeant tha t their calibr ationcur ves

I =ah+b (B.1)
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FigureB—2 Cadlibration curve for one of the transducers used in the project.

had to be determined individually. Two methods were used for this purpose. In the first method, the transducers
were placed at fixed depthsinadrum. Their cur rents, |, and thew ater pr essur es, h, wer e then measur ed at
every depth. Thepr ocesswasr epeated thr eetimesfor eac htr ansducer , and the a veraged valuesfitted to
Equation (B .1) withalinear least squar esalgorithm. Thepr ocedur ewasasor epeatedinabor ehole. Thefull
calibr ationwasr epeated six monthsla ter toensur ethatthecalibr ationcur veswerenot subjecttoe xper imen-
tal dr ift. Theresultsfor tr ansducer No. 12 ar eshowninFigureB-2.

Measurementswith thetransducerswereall recorded electronically on an IBM-compatible personal
computer tha t also ser ved asthe stor age devicefor theda ta. A new program, whichaso alowsthe user to
display the progressof atest and quality of thedata, waswrittenin Cfor thispurpose.




APPENDIX C

MATHEMATICAL REDUCTION OF DIMENSIONS

C.1 INTRODUCTION

Thefundamental concept inthemathematical reduction of dimensionsof agiven physical phenomenonisto
integr atethe g over ning equa tion(s) over thedimensionto beomitted . Thisisar elatively straightf orward
procedurein Cartesian co-ordinates (Botha, 1996), but can become somewhat involved if onea so wantsto
transf ormthe co—or dinatesthemselv es, asenvisaged in Cha pter 10. Thevariousmathematical pr ocedur es
ar ether eforebriefly discussed inthisa ppendix, beit mer ely for thebenef it of r eader swho ar enot acquainted
with thefundamental proceduresof transformations.

C.2 MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES
C.2.1 Transformation of the Elementay Volume Element

Theelementary volume element isthemost basi ¢ concept in the transformation of one co-ordinate system
into another . Although the conce pt can bea ppliedto an y typeof co-or dinate system, thepr esent discussion
will belimited to thetwo orthogonal co-ordinate systems
Xx=(xy,2) and u=(u,v,w)

Let

dQ) = dxdydz and dI' = dudvdw
denote the elementary volume elementsin the two co-ordinate systems respectively, and let (i, j, k) and (e, €, €,)
be two sets of orthogonal unit vectors, associated with the co-ordinate systems, asillustrated in Figure C-1.

Application of thec hainr ulefor dif ferentiation (Hilde br and , 1976) showsthat theelementar y distance
vectorsin thetwo co-ordinate systems, dx and du, must berelated by an equation of theform

OxO du™

dx = %};@ J%g Jdu

where

-y

FigureC-1  Schematic representation of the unit vectors associated with two orthogona co-ordinate systems.
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isknown asthe Jacobi matrix, and itsdeterminant

Dux Dvx Dwx
J=det(J)=|D,y D)y D, (€.
Duz sz Dwz
asthe Jacobian of thetr ansf or mation.

Consider now thetriple product (axb)ec of the three vectors (a, b, c) directed along the three axes of the x-
co-ordinate system. Since the co-ordinate system is orthogonal

(axb)-c=(iax jb)kc=abc (C.2
Theelementary volumeelement, d() = dxdydz, spanned by the elementary vector
dr =dr(x,y,2) =idx + jdy + kdz (C3
inthe x-coordinate system, can thus al so be expressed as
dQ) = (idx x jdy)-kdz

Let r bethe position vector fromtheoriginof the  x co-ordinate systemtotheorigin of the u co-ordinate
system, denoted by PinFigureC-1,andletD v(x) and D Vv(x,t) denotetheordinary and partial derivative of
vwithr espect to xrespectively. Itiswell-knownthat theder ivative of afunction f(x), Df(x), isal waystang ent
tothefunctiona tthepoint x. Thismeanstha tthev ector

D,r=iDx+|D,y+kD z (C4
must betang enttothe u-axisatthepoint P.Thevector
e,-=D,r/h, (C.5)
isthusaunit vector tangenttothe  u-axis, where
h,=(D,r-D,r)”

denotesthe Euc lidean nor m, alsoknown asthe scaling factor, of D r, withsimilar f actor sfor theothertw o
unitvectors, e and e,. Theelementar y radiusv ector, dr, in Equa tion (C.3) ther eforeassumesthef orm

dr =D, rdu+D rdv+D rdw=(hdu)e, +(hadv)e, +(h,dw)e,

inthe u co-ordinate system, after another a pplication of thec hainr ulefor dif ferentiation.
Thesizeof thevolumeelement, d(), must clear ly only depend onthema gnitudeof d r and not the co-
ordinatesystemusedf oritsdef inition. Thismeanstha t d() must satisfy the equa tion

d() = (h,due, « h dve )-h dwe, =h hh dudvdw =hhh dI
inthe u co-oordinate system, according to Equation (C.5), or
dQ = (D, xDr)-D, rdl
=[(iD,x+jD,y+kD 2 x(iD x+ D y+kD 2)]-(iD x+jD, y+KkD, z)dI
=[bxDyD, z+D yD zD x+D zD xD,y-D xD yD z-D yD zD x-D, zD xD yldI'
= JdI
(C.6)

where Jisthe Jacobian of thetransformation, asdefined in Equation (C.1), if one usesthe expressionsfor
dr and e inEquations (C.4) and (C.5), respectively.
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Thepr eviousr esultsar epar ticular ly useful in der iving expr essionsfor thev ector dif ferentiation and
integration of scalar andv ector functions (Spie gel, 1974). Two expr essionsthat will bepar ticular useful in
thefollowing discussionar ethegradient of thescalar function  ®(u, v, w)

e e e
Vd(u,v,w) =D, ®(u,v, W)h—“ +D ®(u,v, W)h—" +D ®(u,v, W)h—W (C.7)

andthedi vergenceof thev ector -valued function A(u, v, w)

V-A@U VW) =[D,(Rh,A) +D,(hN,A)+ D, (R,A)1/I €8

C.2.2 Cylindrical Co-ordinates

Although thereare other orthogond co-ordinate systemsthat are very important in thetheory of groundwater

flow, the pr esent discussionwill belimitedtothec ylindr ical co-or dinatesthat ar epar ticular ly impor tant f or
thediscussionin Cha pter 10. Theseco-or dinates, conventionall y denoted b y thesymbols(r, ¢, 2), ar eclosely
relatedtotheCar tesian co-or dinates(x, Y, 2), thr oughtheequa tions

X=rcosd, y=rsing, z=z (r=0 0<sd<2m z=2)

asshowninFigureC-2. Thescaling f actor sand J acobian of ¢ ylindr ical co-or dinatesar ethusgivenby

h =1 h=r, h=1 J=r (C9
and the Cartesian volume element by
dQ) = dxdydz = rdr dddz = IdI' (C.10)
where
dI' = drdédz

isthevolumeelement in cylindrical co-ordinates.
C.2.3 Leibnitz' Rule for aVector-valued Function

Themaintool f or thema thematical r eduction of dimensionsisLeibnitz rulefor thedif ferentiation of an
integral of avector-valued function. Thisruleisusual y quotedinte xtbooks[seee.g. Hildebr and (1976)] in

ZA

N

<Y

FigureC—2 Diagrammaticillustr ation of ther elation betw eenthe Car tesian co-or dinates, (X, Y, 2), and
cylindr ical co-or dinates(r, ¢, 2).
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theform
b(x) b(x)

D [f(x,m)dr= [D_f(x 7)dr- f(x,aDa(x) + f(x,b)Db(x)
x x (C.11)
a(x) a(x)

Inthisf ormther uleappliesonl y tofunctionsof onev ariable. However, it can easil y beexpandedtov ector -
vaued functions.

Toachievethis, et o represent oneof thethr eeorthogonal co-or dinates& = (¢, 1, ) and tthetime, and
consider thev ector-valued functions F(§,t) and f(§,t, ) defined by theinte gral

b(gt)

F(§t) = Jf(?’;,t, T)dt
a(g,

t)

The function F(§, t) may thus also be considered as a function of the parameters a(, t) and b(§, t), that
isF(§ t) =F(§, t, a b). Therefore, if u(§, t, t) denotes the x-component of the function f(§, t, t), the x-
component of F(§, t) can be expressed as

b(£L)

U(&t,ab) = ([u(g,t,*r)dﬂr
alt,

0
Since the spatial dimensions, &, are independent of the time, the partial derivative of U(§, t, a, b), with
respect to one of the spatial dimensions, o (= &, m or ), can, if it exists, be expressed through the chain rule
of differentiation (Hildebrand, 1976) as
D U(&t,ab)=D_U(&t,a, b)|ab +D_U(§t,ab)D_a(§,t) + D U(Et,ab)D_b(gt) (C.12)

where D5U(§, t, , b) [z)y is used to denote the partial derivative of U when a(§, t) and b(g, t) are both kept fixed.
To evaluate the other partia derivatives appearing in Equation (C.12), let G(§, t, T) be afunction such that

u.t,7) =D G t, 1)
Theintegral of U(§, t, a, b) can thus also be expressed as

Ut ab)= Lb(::))DTG(g,t, T)dr = G(§,1,b) - G(&,1,a)

The partial derivatives of U(§, t, a, b) with respect to a and b are thus of the form

D,U(&t,ab)
D,U(&t.ab)

-D,G(£.t,a)
D,G(&.t,b)

-u(ét,a)
u(ét,b)

Substituting these values into Equation (C.12) and keeping in mind that a and b are fixed in thefirst term on
the right-hand side, Equation (C.11) can be used to rewrite Equation (C.12) as

b(x,t) b(x,t)

D, J’u(g,t,T)dT: J’un(g,t,T)dT— u& t,a)D a(gt) + u(&t,b)D b(gt) (C.13)

X,t) X,t)

Although Equation (C.13) has been derived with special reference to the o-component of the vector-
valued function f(§, t), itisclearly aso valid for the other components. Equation (C.13) can thus be expressed
in vector notation as

b(gt) b(&t)

V- Jf(g,t,’r)d’r = JV-f(g,t,T)dT—f(g,t,a)-Va(i,t) + f(&1,b)-Vb(§ 1) (C.14)
alg, a(g,

t) t)
while
b(&t) b(gt)
v J’ u(g t,T)dr = J’ Vu(E t, T)dr - u(E t, a)VaE t) + u(E t,b)Vb(g t) (C.15)
al ag,

&t) t)
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A particular important application of Equations (C.14) and (C.15) arises when T is taken as one of the
spatial dimensions and the integration performed in this dimension. To be more specific, let o again denote
one of the spatial dimensions &, m, or {, and ¢’ the remaining two. Consider now the first term on the right-
hand side of Equation (C.14)

I V-f(£t,0)do = I V- (£,t,0)do + I D, f (§,t,0)do

where, V' denotes the gradient operator associated with &', f,(§’, t) the o-th component of f(§, t, o) and (o4,
o) the integration limits corresponding to a(&, t) and b(g, t), respectively. This equation can further be
transformed by applying Equation (C.13) to the first term on its right-hand side, to obtain

I V-f(£,t,0)do = V" I f(€,t,0)do +f(E,0,t)V'o (E,1) - f(E,0,1)Vo,E 1)

(C.16)
-t (&, o,t)+ T (£,0,1)
and similarly for Vu(x, t)
o2 o2 a2
J’ Vux',o,t)do = I VU, o,t)do +k[ D u&,0,t)do
= V'J'u(g, o,t)do + u(§',o,t)V'o(§,t) - U’ o, t)V'o,(§ 1) (c.17)
+ kU, 0, t) - ku',o,,1)
where k is the unit Cartesian vector in the direction of o.
C.3 REDUCING THE DIMENSIONS OF THE GROUNDWATER FLOW EQUATION
The groundwater flow equation
§De(x,t) = V-K(X,t) Vo(x,1) + f(X,t) (7.0

is nothing more than the mathematical expression for the conservation of fluid mass in the elementary vol-
ume element d() of Equation (C.10), aso known as the local conservation of mass. The global form of the
equation, which is more suitable for the development of the two-dimensional flow equation, is obtained by
integrating Equation (7.1) over the whole domain, €, of the aquifer to which it applies. This yields the
equation

Iﬂ S,De(x, t)d —J‘ﬂV-G(x,t)dQ —J'Qf (x,)dQ =0 (C.18)
where
G(x,t) = K(x,t)Vo(x,t)

The easiest way to reduce Equation (C.18) to atwo-dimensional vertical form isto rewrite the equation
in terms of the cylindrical co-ordinates, defined in Section C.2.2, and then integrate over the angular co-
ordinate. Consider for this purpose first the term on the left-hand side of Equation (C.18), which can be
expressed in cylindrical co-ordinates through Equation (C.6) as

IQ §D,¢(x,t)dQ) = IF r§D,e(r ¢,z t)dl = J’r r§D,o(r, b,z t)drdzdd

Thediscussionsin Sections 6.7 and 9.3.4 have shown that the predominant direction of flow in stressed
Karoo aquifersis vertical. Thisimplies that the Darcy velocity varies only in the vertical direction, that is

q(x,t) = -KVe(x,t) = -KD,¢(z1)
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and thus that the piezometric head, ¢(r, f, z, t), and the source term, f(r, ¢, z, t), must be independent of .
The term on the right-hand side of the equation can therefore be integrated directly to obtain

[ rsPer ¢ zdrdzd = [ ¢ gé)Dtcp(r, 2,t)dd %dz =2n[ r§De(rzddz (C.19)

if it is assumed that S isindependent of ¢.
The first term on the right-hand side of Equation (C.18) can likewise be expressed as

2
[, V-600d0 = [V-G(r, ¢, 2 trdbdrdz= [ %{V G(r,d, 2, t)dd %rdz (C.20)
Q T rz 0
Theintegral in square brackets on the right-hand side can also be expressed through Equation (C.16) as

f”v-e(r,q), 2,t)dd =V'-fé(r,¢, 2)dd + G, (1, d,.2.t) - G, (1, by, 2.1)

since the integration boundaries are both constants. The assumption of vertical flow impliesthat G(r, ¢, z t)
isalso independent of ¢. The last two termsin the previous equation are thusidentical and vanish. Equation
(C.20) can thus finally be expressed as

[,y-endo= r g J':é(r, z,t)dd;%dz = 251 V:G(r, 2 t)drdz (c.21)

Thelast term of Equation (7.1) to consider, isthe source term. Thisterm represents the volume of water
discharged from (or recharged to) the aquifer. It is therefore related to the rate at which water is discharged
from (or recharged to) an aquifer. For example, the rate at which a single borehole is pumped in a constant
rate, step drawdown or multi-rate test, Q(t), must satisfy the equation

Q) = J'Qf (x,)dQ) = ﬁ £(r,d, z,t)rdrdddz

The term on the right-hand side of this equation can be integrated at once with respect to ¢, sincef(r, ¢, z, t)
does not depend on ¢, to obtain

j' %[JZF (r,zt)d %V dz=2n J’ rinz t)drdz (C22)

Unfortunately, there does not exist an explicit expression for f(x, t). Thisdifficulty isusually surmounted
in two-dimensional flow models by assuming that the source can be represented as a point source, defined as

f(x,t) = Q)3(X — X,)

where x, isthe position of the source and 5(x —x,,) the three-dimensional Dirac deltafunction, defined by the
equation

IJ’L g(x = X,)3(x = X,)dQ = f:f:f:g(x = X, B(X = X,)3(Y = ¥,)3(z — z,)dxdydz = g(x,,)

with g(x) an arbitrary function of x. The same approach can a so be applied here, except that the point source
must be replaced by the line source

Q)3(r —1,)

frzt= 2mrd

where d isthe thickness of the aquifer and r the position of the borehole. Substitution of this expression for
f(r, z, t) into Equation (C.23) yields

J_ryz %[:F(r, zt)do %I’ dz= %J’rlg(r - ro)dr dz (C.23)

The global, vertical, two-dimensional flow equation can now be obtained by substituting Equations (C.19),
(C.21) and (C.22) into Equation (C.18), to obtain
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l ' (It) - =
J;.Zr t (ry 1t) r r.E (r,Z,t)drdZ —J;‘ZS(I' ro)drdz O
or

2 @Zr Dt(p(r,Z,t) - V-G(r,zt) - %S(r - ro)@dz% 0

Since there are no constraints on the domain of the integral, this equation can only be valid if the integrand
vanishes, that is

1S, (1 28)D,e(r, 2,t) = 1 VIK(r, 2,t) Ve(r, 2, )] + S—(t;a(r -r) (C.24)
i’

Thisis the equation that governs groundwater flow in a vertical two-dimensional plane.
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represented by contours of water levels 77 creation of 32, 164
hydraulic parameters 11 development on Campus Test Site 60
mathematical model for 10 difficultiesin detecting 71
numerical modelsfor an 95 frequency of 32
difficultieswith 98 relation to high-yielding boreholes 32
origin and evolution 8 relation to vertical flow 92
physical behaviour of 5, 7-11 significance for yields of boreholes 64
physical properties 10 sizes of apertures 5, 60, 150
specific storativity 97 Bending 30
storage capacity of 1 caused by alaccolith 31
structure of 6 caused by alinear dyke 31
three-dimensional representation of 6 Bessel functions 105
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Bethulie 32, 150
Bloemfontein 4, 5, 37, 38, 39
basal contacts of Adelaide Subgroup 37
Beaufort strata 38
geological columnsfor 38, 39
Beaufort stratigraphy 39
Ecca-Beaufort contact 38, 39
inconsistency in mapping 39, 71
features of landscape 38
foreland basin 38
platform facies of 38
geology of 37-38, 150
previous studies 37-38
regional survey 38
Karoo Supergroup
sediments of 38
oval shaped domal structure 46, 150
palaofluvial environment 71
regional structural geology 4548
rock mass structure 4648
development of fractures 46, 150
stratigraphic correlation 45
difficultieswith 45
structural -stratigraphic mapping 5, 45-46
Borehole 1, 5, 6, 8
blow-yield of 30
decreasing yield 152
‘dried up’ complaint 89, 151
caused by a dewatered fracture 89, 151
efficiency to produce water 93
fractured-controlled behaviour of 95, 150
geological profile of 8
determination of 8
geometrical dimensions
of Dirichlet boundary 101
numerical representation of 95, 99-101
asaDirichlet boundary 95, 100, 100~
101, 103, 105
as a Neumann boundary 100
asapoint source 99, 107
logarithmic singularity in point source
95, 99, 145
observation 10
perturbed 10
definition of 10
fracture-controlled behaviour of 87
sitting of 73
yield of
influence of adyke'sgrain size 34
Borehole CH1 50, 55, 66
acoustic scanner image of 60
Borehole CH2 55, 58
Borehole CH3 56, 58, 63, 65
Borehole CH4 50, 56, 58
Borehole CH5 50
Borehole CH6 32, 50, 164
Borehole CH7 50, 96

Borehole UO1 77, 98, 123, 125, 127
Borehole UO10 84, 98, 119
Borehole UO11 77, 84, 85, 86, 90
Borehole UO12 79
Borehole UO13 84
Borehole UO14 60, 78, 84, 96
behaviour of 78-79
Borehole UO18 96, 98, 123, 125, 127
Borehole UO2 84
Borehole UO20 84, 85, 86, 88
Borehole UO21 98, 119
Borehole UO22 84, 98
Borehole UO3 63, 77, 82, 84
blow-yield of 63
Borehole UO4 79, 82, 97
Borehole UO5
60, 63, 77, 80, 84, 86, 123, 126, 142
acoustic scanner image of 60, 66
alteration zonesin 63
interpretation of 63
blow-yield of 63
elastic deformation of 6063, 89, 152
Borehole UO6 84
Borehole UO7 145, 146
Borehole UO8 79
Borehole UO9 82, 84
Borehole UP15
50, 60, 84, 86, 90, 119, 121, 124, 127, 129, 142
Borehole UP16
50, 60, 77, 80, 84, 86, 97, 119, 121, 125, 130, 144
presumed behaviour of 85
Boundary conditions 95, 98, 119
Dirichlet 100, 103, 106, 107, 113, 121, 122
definition of 98
internal 96
mixed, definition of 98
Neumann
100, 103, 105, 106, 117, 121, 122, 134, 140
definition of 98
Braided river 19, 44
Breccias 29
Burgersdorp Formation 18. See also Tarkastad
Subgroup

C

Calcite precipitation 91
dependence on pressure in rock matrix 91
Calcrete 22
formation of 22
Calcrete aquifers 22
recharge rate of 22
Caledon River 22
Calvinia 77, 92
Borehole G39973 91, 92
Campus Sandstone 44-45, 50, 60, 71
deposition of 45
fracturesin 60
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mudstone layers underlying 45
deposition of 45
properties of 45
rock mass structure 57-63
Campus Test Site 38, 48-65, 69, 71, 113
aquiferson 63
boundaries of 121
difference in water levels 63
Campus Sandstone body
isopach contour map of 57
shape of 57-60
Carbonaceous shale layer on 63, 96
influence on aquifers 95
classes of boreholeson 77
association with Mode | fracture 77
constant rate tests 77-81
purpose of 77-81
cross-borehole packer tests 81-82
double packer tests 82
geological column 50
deposition of 52
interpretation of 50-52
variation in competency 52-57
geology of 50
geometry of dolerite intrusions 46

geometry of the aquifer 63-67, 84, 95-96, 128

hydraulic tests 77-87
interaction between aquifers 95
mathematical model for 95, 96-99, 97
Mode | fractureon 60-63, 96, 119
areal extent 65
areal extent of 60
boundary of 77
considered as a porous medium 96
geometry of 60
influence on constant rate tests 84, 86
role in geohydrology of the site 82
necessity for three-dimensional model 95
numerical model for 6, 95—
101, 133, 135, 150, 151
application of 6, 119-131, 149
areal extent 119
boundaries of 96
boundary conditions for 98
calibration and verification of 6, 119-122
calibration of the model 119-121
convergence properties of 103
discretization of flow equation 99, 103
finite element grid 119
fit of the 121-122
hydraulic parameters for 98-99, 121
implementation of the 103-117
improving the fit 122
initial condition for 98
method used in calibrating 121
objective of 96
pre- and post-processors 103

purpose of 119
recalibration of 122
representation of aquifers 96
results from 6, 149, 150, 151
steady state version of 119
steps taken to verify 121
verification of 121-122
presence of subvertical fractures 65
prominent features of 96
simulation of hydraulic tests 122-128
constant rate test on UP15 124-127
constant rate test on UP16 122-124
recovery test on UP16 127-128
results 123-124
spatial geometry 45, 95-96
stratigraphy and sedimentology 50-57
structure of vertical lithofacies 60
topography of 50

use of a unsaturated-saturated flow model 96

difficultieswith 96
void geometry 96
difficulties to represent the fracture 96
Cape Fold Belt 13, 15, 16, 18, 20
formation of 15
Cape-Vaal Craton 38
Carbonaceous shale layer 84
Carboniferous 5, 13, 38
Cave Sandstone. See Clarens Formation
Cementation 21-22
Central Free State 17, 22
geology of 37
geomorphology of 38-45
Chain rulefor differentiation 167
Chilled edge 31

Clarens Formation 20, 22. See also Stormberg

Group
hydrological properties of 21
Classical yield test 84-88
Colluvium 22
Compaction 21-22
Computer package 3
Computer program 6, 103, 105
checking for errors 105
effort in writing anew 103
three-dimensiona 6

tool to study behaviour of Karoo aquifers 6

Computer resources
6, 96, 98, 101, 107, 133, 151, 153
Conceptual model 3, 4, 9, 11, 22
derivation of 11
description of 4
limitations for Karoo aquifers 75
prerequisite to derive a 10, 128
representation of aquifer's geometry 11
Confined aquifer 96, 106
Conglomerates 15
Constant rate test. See Hydraulic test
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Constitutive parameters 9, 10
relation to hydraulic parameters 9

Cooper-Jacob method 91
association with radial flow 91
basic assumption 91

Core-borehole 5, 8, 11, 149
stratigraphic classification of 39

Creep fracture 29

Cretaceous 5, 25, 149

Cretaceous period 27

Cylindrical co-ordinates 169

D

Daptocephalus zone 38
Darcy'slaw 9
Deep-water sedimentation 18
Density of water 97
Department of Geohydrology 5, 50, 78, 84
Department of Geology 4
Department of Water Affairs and Forestry
5, 8, 67, 69, 77, 91, 129, 152, 153
Dewetsdorp 4, 8, 64, 67
Borehole B1 69
Borehole B10 69
Borehole B11 69
Borehole B2 69
Borehole B3 69
Borehole B4 69
Borehole B5 70
Borehole B6 70
Borehole B7 70
Borehole B8 70
Borehole B9 69
Borehole C5 69
Borehole G36430 69
Borehole G36464 69
Dewetsdorp test sites 67—70
difference in water levels 69
geohydrology of 69-73
effects of dolerite intrusionson 69
geology of 67-69
presence of faults 70
properties of geological units 70
Dicynodon Assemblage Zone 38, 39, 44
Dicynodon fossils 38
Dilation 30
properties of 30
Dirac deltafunction 172
Dirichlet line source approximation
103, 105, 107-109
convergence of 109
dependence on element size 107
inspace 111-112
intime 109
influence of finite element grid 112
numerical errorsin 119
Dirichlet surface source approximation 105, 105—

107
behaviour of 106, 107
changesin finite element sizes 113
insensitivity to 113
convergence of
dependence on element size 108, 110
in space 109-111
intime 109
Discharge rate 100
Discontinuous hydraulic parameters
103, 104, 113
asinternal boundaries 103
avoiding 104
smearing of 103, 104, 117
Discontinuous parameters
correct handling of 104
Dolerite dykes 30, 32, 75, 90
as sites for boreholes 90-91, 149
difficultieswith 71, 90-91, 149
at Dewetsdorp 69
properties of 69
weathering of 32-34
dependence on grain size 32-34
influence on success rate of boreholes 32, 35
weathering pattern 35
Doleriteintrusions 27, 149. See also Magmatic
intrusions
effects on Karoo sediments 30
geohydrology of 30
types of 149
Doleritesill 25, 27
definition of 27
emplacement of 27
form of 27
interpreted as alaccolith 27
properties of 27
time of emplacement 27
undulating 26, 149
weathered 35
Drakensberg lavas 21, 25, 30
associated intrusions 25
association with ring dykes 26
support for 26
effect on nearby regions 25
extent of cover 25
outpour of 25
incongruous 25
intrusion into fractures 25
less-extensive phases 25
thickness of 25
Drill chips 8
Dwyka diamictite 15
clastsin 15
Dwyka Formation 13, 15
composition of 15
deposition of 15
interpretation of 15
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hydrological propertiesof 15
ordering in cycles 15

Dwyka shales 15

Dwykatillites 15

Dyke
Gap 29
linear. See Linear dolerite dykes
ring. See Ring dyke
ring-shaped. See Ring dyke

E

Eastern Cape Province 25, 26
Ecca Group 16-18, 27, 38, 39
composition of 17
deltasystems 16
deposition of 16-17
fluvial systems 16
hydrological properties of 17
prodelta sandstones 18
volcanic activity 17
Ecca sediments
reworking of 17
Ecca shales
as sources of groundwater 17
densities of 17
porosities of 17
Electronic recording of drawdowns 77
advantages of 77
Element 104, 112, 113
Element boundaries 104
Element sizes 104, 107, 108, 110, 112, 113
Elementary distance vectors 167
Elementary radius vector 168
Elementary volume element 167
definition of 168
transformation of 167-169
Elliot Formation 20. See also Stormberg Group
hydrological properties of 21
sedimentation of. See Sedimentation: Elliot
Excess pressure 27
Experimental sites 4-5, 37. Seealso Test sites
at Dewetsdorp 5
purpose of 4, 37

F

Factors
controlling flow in aquifers 9
Fauresmith 29
Ficksburg 22
Field observations 6
Finiteelement grid 99, 105, 110, 111, 112
generation of 104
Flexural rigidity of aplate 156
Flow velocities 98
in situ measurement of 98
Fluvio-glacial environment 15
Force

adhesive 7
Fracture 27, 29
contraction of 90
dewatering of 126
expansion of 90
flux of afluid through 76
dependence on aperture 76
Fracture aperture
effects of dewatering 90, 125
effects of rewatering 90
influence on borehole yields 90
Fracture drawdown cone 126
behaviour of 126
Fracture flow 76
properties of 76
Fracture hydraulics 87-88
influence of multiple fractures 88
influence of piezometric pressures 88
role of fracture recharge 87
role of rock matrix 87
Fracture mechanics 89-90
Fracture plane 6
preferential dewatering of 117, 125, 126
Fracture propagation
velocity of 29
Fracture skin 91
Fracture velocity 29
Fracture zones 8
Fractures 4, 5, 22, 25, 30, 32
as sources of water 30, 65
bedding-plane. See Bedding-parallel fractures
density of 30
formation of 35
subvertical 71
conduits for surface water 71, 150, 152
Free State 20, 26, 29, 38

G

Galerkin finite element method 99, 104
Gaussian quadrature rule 104
Geological boundary 95
Geological formations 1, 4, 9
heterogeneity of 10
Geophysical techniques 30
Gilbert’s theory
for theintrusion of alaccolith 155-156
Glaciomarine conditions 15
Gondwanaland 13, 15
fragmentation of 25, 27, 149, 156
tectonic movement of 5, 25, 149
Grid generator Qbik 104
Gringarten-Ramey model 92, 151
dependence on fracture size 92-93
Groundwater 1
in South Africa 1, 149
occurrence of 4
scientific study of 4
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Groundwater flow equation 97, 171

conservation of fluid mass 171

Groundwater model 8, 9

three-dimensional 6, 95, 112
difficultieswith 151

two-dimensional 112, 125, 133

two-dimensional vertical flow 133, 135, 151
limitations of 151

H

Harmonic tremors 29
Hexahedral elements 104
Horizontal flow model
analytical 91
inapplicability to Karoo aquifers 91
Hydraulic conductivity 15, 113, 139
horizontal 82, 95
Hydraulic conductivity tensor 97, 121, 134
Hydraulic parameters 6, 9, 119, 122. Seealso
Storativity; Transmissivity
dependence on depth of pump 80
derivation of 10
difficultieswith 10-11
from numerical solution of inverse problem
136
determination of 1
determined by aquifer’s void geometry 11
estimation of unknown 119
inverse problem 11
representative of an aquifer 10
Hydraulictest 1, 7, 9, 10, 37. See also Packer
tests
analysisof 1-3, 3, 22
analysis of vertical flow 133
analytical models
inadequacy of existing 37
and behaviour of an aquifer 7
conceptual models
inadequacy of existing 149
constant rate test 133, 172
behaviour of water levels 84, 85, 86, 150

decline and stabilizing of water levels 84, 150

disadvantage of 81
length of stability phase 86
performed at De Aar 87
performed at Dewetsdorp 87
performed at Philippolis 84-88
performed on the Campus Test Site 85
stabilization of water levels 85
difficultieswith 10, 11, 150
equipment used in 165-166
pressure transducers 165-166
pumping system 165-166
inverse modelling of 135-142
multi-rate test 127, 130, 172

step drawdown test 86, 88, 133, 138, 143, 172

time-dependence of 10

invalid interpretation of 10
Hydrocensus 32, 150
Hydrochemical actions 75, 90-91
relation to groundwater chemistry 91
Hypothetical aquifer 107, 109, 113, 119

Initial condition 98, 105, 106, 107, 119
Institute for Groundwater Studies

4, 103, 133, 145, 152
Interactions 8
Inverse model 11
Inverse problem 11
difficulty with 11
methods to solve 136
non-uniqueness of solution 11, 136
Island arc 15
definition of 15
development of 15
relation to Cape Fold Belt 15

J

Jacobi matrix 168
Jacobian 168, 169
Jagersfontein 29
diamond mine at 29
Jurassic 5, 13, 25, 38
Jurassic age 27

K

Karoo 1
Karoo aquifers 1, 8, 104, 113, 117, 135
ability to transmit water 76, 150
influence of bedding-parallel fractures 76
analytical models for 91-92
difference between radial and linear 91-92
difficultiesin establishing 91
importance of vertical flow 91
asdual porosity aquifers 75
availability of water 1, 152
factorsinfluencing the 130, 150
behaviour of 3, 6, 8, 75—
93, 92, 95, 117, 125-126, 149, 150. See
also Bedding-parallel fractures: conduits of
water in Karoo aquifers
controlled by bedding-parallel fractures
64, 76, 87, 92, 149, 152
controlled by complex geometry
75, 92, 128, 152
controlled by dolerite dykes 90
factorsinfluencing the 90, 117
globa 75
local 75
constant rate tests 77
repeatability of 77, 79
deformation of 6, 89, 92-93, 151
evidence for 89-90, 90
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mass transport and 93
fracture geometry 45, 150
determination of 129
methods to determine 129
geohydrology of 32
influence of linear dolerite dykes 35
related to laccolithic intrusions 32
geometrical representation of 65
geometry of 5, 37, 75
complexity of 73, 149
description of the 73
deviation from other media 5
explanation of 35, 37, 149
influence of bedding-parallel fractures 73
influence on hydraulic behaviour 75, 149
influence on management 75, 128
significance for nature of flow 128
significance for solving problems associated
with 73, 150
Gringarten-Ramey model for 92, 151
hydraulic conductivity of 65
influence of microfractures 65
hydraulic parameters 6, 133
constraints on determining 129
interpretation of 124
influence of linear dykes 35
linear and radial flow
distinction between 128
linear flow in 75, 91, 128
management of 23, 124
factorsinfluencing the 130, 149, 152
influence of pump depth 81
nature of flow in 75-76, 92, 117, 128
control by bedding-paralel fractures 75, 92
numerical model for 95
advantages of 95
dependence on physical properties of the
medium 95
pollution of 73
propertiesof 22-23, 75, 113, 133, 149
related to palam-environment 5
radial flow in 91
recharge areas 32
recharge potential of 1
requirements of a successful model 129
role of fractures 5
sedimentary rocks as main storage units for water
65, 75-76, 86
significance of linear dolerite dykes 35
reasons for 35
storativity of 65
influence of microfractures 65
sustainability of discharge rates 88
types of flow in 75
unreliability of 1
vertical flow in 91, 128, 133
significance of 73, 76, 117, 150

water balance studies of 1
yields of boreholes 22, 87

controlled by bedding-parallel fractures 76, 87

sustainability of 76
Karoo Basin 13, 15, 18
location of 13
subsidiary basins 13
Karoo boreholes
fractured-controlled behaviour of 6, 87-90
absence of in single-layered aquifer 88
explanation for 88
related to fracture deformation 90
relation to boundary effects 88
relation to dolerite dykes 88
limit to efficient pumping rate 87, 88, 127
Karoo formations 5, 8
conceptualization of 95
deformations of 6
mechanical 30
interpretation of 37
microfracturesin 75
presence of fractures 5
susceptibility to matrix diffusion 63
yields of boreholes 1
Karoo landscape 5, 25
characteristic feature of 34
ring-shaped dyke structures 26
Karoo rocks 22
hydraulic conductivity of 76
mechanical deformation of 30-32
bending 30, 31-32
dilation 30-31
porosity of 22
Karoo sedimentation 15
end of 21, 25, 149
Karoo strata 50
Karoo Supergroup
1, 4, 8, 18, 20, 30, 37, 39, 48, 164
aquifersin 1
properties of 22
composition of 1
depositional environment 13, 38
development of 13-23
dolerite intrusions 156
dolerite sills 27
as dominant form of emplaced 27
evolution of 149
formation of 13
isostatic uplift
development of fractures 22
transformations of original sediments 21

Katberg Formation 18, 67. See also Tarkastad

Subgroup
properties of 67
Kimberlites 29
contribution to groundwater 29
high-yielding boreholes associated with 29
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method of intrusion 29
Kokstad 88, 141, 142

L

Laccolith 26-27
classical gelatin models 26
limital areaof 156
parameters influencing 156
position of stem 27
reasons for not observing 26
Laccolithic intrusions 6, 27, 32
displacement profiles 159
displacements caused by 159
distribution of shearing stresses 160
properties of 160
fractures associated with 32
fracturing of contact planes 32
sliding of layersin overburden 32
theory of 31
Laccolithic structures 26
matrix melting and 155
possibility to observe 158
Language of physics 4
Laplace’'s equation 7
Law of mass conservation 10
Laws of physics and chemistry 4
Leeuberg 39
Leibnitz' rule 169
for avector-valued function 169
for differentiation of anintegral 169
Lesotho 25
Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm 137
Linear dolerite dykes 27, 27-29, 69
ageof 27
as sources of water 30
association with fractures 30, 149
form of during intrusion 29
methods of intrusion 27-29, 155
occurrence of 27
Linear equations 99
Linear flow 91, 128
Lithification 21-22, 22
Lithostatic pressure 156
Lystrosaurus zone 38, 39

M

Magma
baking of the Karoo sediments 30

metamorphosizing of the Karoo sediments 30

pressure of 155
Magma chamber 27
Magmadensity 156
Magmaforce 155
Magmaintrusion 5, 155
as laccoliths 5, 150
displacement in z-direction 158
driving pressure in overburden 156

contributionsto 156
properties of 156
geometrical shapes 157
limital area 155
pathway for 155
plan shape of 158
types of pathwaysfor 155
Magmatic activity 5, 25
extrusive phase 25
pulsesin 25

related to the tectonic movement of Gondwana-

land 5
shifting of centre 25
Magmatic intrusions 25-35
dislocation of host rock 29
injerks 29
method of 25
options for 26
theory of 25
Marker beds 38
Mass transport 6
Mathematical model 6, 9, 10, 149
necessity for asimple 145
reduction of dimensions 133-134, 167-173
fundamental concept in 167
groundwater flow equation 171-173
the mathematical approach 133-134
the physical approach 133-134
three-dimensional 6, 151
difficultieswith 6, 151
Matrix diffusion 63, 73
susceptibility of Karoo formations 73
Matrix flow 75-76
Matrix geometry 9
Matrix melting 25, 27, 30, 149, 155
effect of 155
mechanism of 27
Megascopic domal structure 6, 46, 71
consequences of 71
extent of 46. See also Bloemfontein Area
influence on regional groundwater 71
Mesozoic history of Africa 25
Method of least squares 136
and analysis of hydraulic test data 137
non-linear algorithms for 137
initial guesses 137
limitation of available 137
principle of the 137
Microfractures 65, 73
Modder River 38
Model 7
analytical. See Analytical model
conceptual. See Conceptual model
definition of 8
kindsof 9
mathematical. See Mathematical model
numerical. See Numerical model
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porous flow 9
relation to theory 9
Molteno Formation 20. See also Stormberg Group
hydrological properties of 21
sedimentation of. See Sedimentation: Molteno
Multi-layered overburden. See Overburden multi-
layered
Multi-rate test. See Hydraulic test: multi-rate test
Musgrave Sandstone 38, 39-45, 71
asamajor groundwater resource 46
examples of cross-bedding 43
interpretation of depositional environment 43
major feature of 44
Muskat solution 105, 106, 107, 109, 134

N

National Museum 38
Nature of Groundwater Motion 4
Neumann surface source approximation
105, 106, 111
behaviour of 106, 107
convergence of 111
dependence on number of elements 107
Northern Beaufort Formation 38
Northern Cape Province 13, 22, 26, 27
Northern Free State 17
Numerical model 9
calibration of
ideabehind 119
for vertical flow 133-135, 135
ability to represent Karoo aquifers 135
numerical experiments 134-135
representation of flow in the aquifers 135
three-dimensional 6, 149, 152
two-dimensional vertical 133
purpose in developing 133

O

Observable 9
Oudenodon baini 44
Overburden 21, 22
bending of
and theory of plates 156
conditionsfor lifting 155
contact area of 155
weight of 155
Overburden bending of 156-160
and the theory of plates
assumptions 156, 157
equation of Sophie Germain 156
distribution of shear stresses 160
linear driving pressure 158-160
uniform driving pressure 156-158
likelihood to occur 158
Overburden deformation of 160-163
and viscosity of the magma 160-161
bending strains 162

properties of 163
correlation with the magmaviscosity 161-163
effect of magma crystallization on 160
stretching 161-163
and formation of peripheral dyke 163
Overburden multi-layered 163-164
representation of 163
Overpressure 27

P

Packer tests 82
cross-borehole 5, 81-82, 98
advantages of 82
failure in Karoo aquifers 82
reasons for failure in Karoo aquifers 82
usefulnessin Karoo aquifers 82
double 82
and hydraulic conductivity 82
and specific storativity 82
principle of 82
spacing of boreholes 82
Palaso-coastline 15
Palaso-environment 5
Parabolic partial differential equation 10, 98
describing flow of groundwater 11
properties of solution 10-11
Percussion borehole 5
Peripheral dyke 26
association with alaccolith 26, 149
formation of 163
influence of layer thickness 163
Permian 5, 13
Petrusburg 22
Phenomenol ogical model 101
description of 101
limitation of 101, 128
Philippolis 4, 5, 64, 77, 149
Borehole A14 143
Borehole D19 84-88, 142, 143
Borehole D20 86, 88, 142, 143
fracture properties 88
Photo-elastic gelatin layers 160
isochromatic patternsin 160
Phreatic aquifer 96
Piezometer 5, 84, 130
advantages of 151
Piezometer UO1 84, 96, 98, 121, 123, 125
Piezometer UO18
84, 85, 88, 96, 98, 121, 123, 125, 127
Piezometric head
97, 106, 109, 113, 117, 134, 135
historic 119
Playalakes 21
Poisson’sratio 156
Position vector 168
Pre-existing fault 31
Precambrian granitic rocks 15
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Preconceived ideas 101
Pressure transducers 165
calibration of 165
recording of measurements 166
Primary porosity 15
Prodelta 16, 17
creation of 16
Program Gcon 134
Program Karo 103—
105, 109, 110, 113, 117, 119, 122, 145
ability to simulate aquifers on Campus Test Site
127, 128
checking for errors 105
compared with analytical models 105-113
Pre- and Post-Processors 104-105
Program Kubik 104
Program Meshpro 104
properties of 105
Program RPTsolv 133, 138, 146, 147
advantage of 140
aspects that needs attention 133
availability of 133
computation of hydraulic parameters 138
computer implementation of 138-139
influence of aquifer boundary 140-141
influence of aquifer thickness 139
influence of boundary conditions 141-142
default parameters 138
applicability of 139
difficulties experienced by users 146-147
difficulties experienced with 146
distance dependence of storativity 144-145
comparison with Theis values 144-145
possible prevention of 145
representation of perturbed borehole 145
examples of analysed hydraulic tests 142-145
Campus Test Site 142
Philippolis 142
step drawdown test at Philippolis 143-144
finite element mesh for 138
fitted hydraulic parameters 139
influence of exact aquifer thickness 139
future amendments 145-146
graphical presentation of results 139
handling of hydraulic data 138—-139
handling of hydraulic parameters 139
limitations of parameters computed with 138
prescribed boundary conditions 141
dependence of aquifer radius on 141-142
effects of available options 141-142
example of inappropriate 141
indication of an internal boundary 141
options available 141
prescribing aquifer boundary 140
approachesto 140-141
difficultieswith 140
user responsibility 140

using the least squares error in 140-141
representation of a Karoo aquifer 138
user supplied parameters 138
geometric 138
other options available to user 138
simulation parameters 138
Program Sat3 6, 99, 103, 104, 105, 134, 151
Pumping test. See Hydraulic test

Q

Qanats 21

Quadrature points 104

Quadrilateral elements 104

Quantum mechanics 26

Quartz grains 60
fracturing of 60

R

Radial direction 6
Radial flow 91
Radial symmetric aquifer 105
Radiometric anomalies 38
Rayton Ridge Sill 46
Recent Formations 13, 22, 23
as sources of groundwater 22
Receptacles for groundwater 32
Ring dyke 5
horn of 26. See also Peripheral dyke. See also
Dyke: peripheral: associated with alaccolith
controlled by elastic properties 26
interpretation of
asadoleritesill 34, 149
asalaccolith 26, 155, 164
Ring dykes 26-27, 30, 32
ageof 27
inrelation to linear dykes 27
as sources of water 30
as undulating dolerite sills 26
difference between 30
properties of 26
Ring-shaped dyke structures 25, 34
Rock matrix 7
represented by porous matrix 7
Rouxville 4, 5, 64, 77

S

Saturated flow equation 95, 96-98
Scaling factor 168
Secondary aquifers 3
Secondary porosity 15
Sedimentation 13, 15, 18, 22
Elliot 20
Molteno 20
Seismic observations 29
Shearing force 155
Sheet
mathematical deformation of 26
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Simplified Karoo aquifer
numerical model for 113-117
properties of 117
Slickensided calcite 69
Slickensided quartz 30, 69
Slickensides 30
Sources and sinks
strength of 97
Specific storativity 22, 113, 134, 139
Spitskop Sandstone 44, 45, 50, 71
deposition of 44
ferruginized and leached nature of 44
lithology of 44
Springfontein 32
Step drawdown test. See Hydraulic test: step
drawdown test
Storativity 79, 97, 134, 139
dependence on discharge rate 80
dependence on distance 79, 144
explanation of 125
dependence on position of perturbed borehole 79
specific 121
reduced by cementation 22
reduced by compaction 22
reduced by lithification 22
Stormberg Basin 20
formationsin 20
properties of the strata 20
Stormberg Group 13, 20-21
hydrological properties of 21
Stratigraphic assemblages 38
Stratigraphic column 38
Stratigraphic control 38
biostratigraphic markersfor 38
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