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Abstract: Pumping test is the main method to obtain aquifer hydrogeological parameters and the results directly affect the recognizing and exploita—
tion of the hydrogeological conditions of study area. The traditional methods have the problems of being effected easily by subjective judgment and
external environmental conditions, taking long time to calculate and lacking data about pumping stage. This paper used the entire curve fitting
method and Aquifertest software from the standard curve method and recovery method to calculate parameters individually, and combined with the
entire curve fitting method to determine the final value. The results show that using Aquifertest software method to calculate parameters is convenient
and accurate; the results have smaller differences using water level recovery method; and the entire curve fitting method has the advantage of unique—
ness and reliability in deciding the parameters. Combining different methods can more truly reflect the hydrogeological conditions.
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