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Cross Delta Flow (cfs)
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Figure 19A - 1

Flow Split Relationship between Cross Delta Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Cross Delta Flow (cfs)
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Figure 19A - 2

Flow Split Relationship between Cross Delta Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Cross Delta Flow (cfs)
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Flow Split Relationship between Cross Delta Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives’
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Cross Delta Flow (cfs)
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Flow Split Relationship between Cross Delta Flow

and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Cross Delta Flow (cfs)

Figure 19B - 2

Flow Split Relationship between Cross Delta Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Cross Delta Flow (cfs)
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Figure 19B - 3

Flow Split Relationship between Cross Delta Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Sutter & Steam Boat Slough (cfs)

Figure 20A -1

Flow Split Relationship between Sutter & Steam Boat Slough Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Sutter & Steam Boat Slough (cfs)

Figure 20A -2

Flow Split Relationship between Sutter & Steam Boat Slough Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Sutter & Steam Boat Slough (cfs)
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Sutter & Steam Boat Slough (cfs)

Figure 20B - 1

Flow Split Relationship between Sutter & Steam Boat Slough Flow
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Sutter & Steam Boat Slough (cfs)

Figure 20B - 2

Flow Split Relationship between Sutter & Steam Boat Slough Flow
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Sutter & Steam Boat Slough (cfs)

Figure 20B - 3

Flow Split Relationship between Sutter & Steam Boat Slough Flow
and Sacramento River Flow for different Alternatives
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Old River at Head Flow (cfs)

Flow Split Relationship
between Head of Old River and San Joaquin
for Different Alternatives

Figure 21
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Middle River Flow (cfs)
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Figure 22A - 1

Flow Split Relationship
between Middle River and Old River near Bacon
for Different Alternatives
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Middle River Flow (cfs)
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Figure 22A - 2

Flow Split Relatibnship ,
between Middle River and Old River near Bacon Island
for Different Alternatives
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Middle River Flow (cfs)
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Figure 22A - 3
Flow Split Relationship

between Middle River and Old River near Bacon Island

for Different Alternatives
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Middle River Flow (cfs)

Figure 22B - 1

Flow Split Relationship
between Middle River and Old River near Bacon Island
for Different Alternatives
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Middle River Flow (cfs)

between Middle River and Old River near Bacon

Figure 22B - 2
Flow Split Relationship

for Different Alternatives
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Middle River Flow (cfs)

Figure 22B - 3

Flow Split Relationship
between Middle River and Old River near Bacon Island
for Different Alternatives
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Mass Remaining in Region 3 (%)
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Figure 30 - Mass Fate - Injected in Region 3
(Hydrology - October WY 1990)
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Figure 35: injection at FREEPORT - Mass Fate After 30 Days
19 Year mean REPEATING Tide; Hydrology of July19891
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Figure C-24

Average Flows and Velocities
Low Deita Inflows and Low Delta Exports (July of 1991)
Alternative 3E
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Figure C-45
Flows and Water Levels in South Delta
High Delta Inflows and High Delta Exports ( February 1979)
Alternative 3E
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Figure C - 48
Flows and Water Levels in South Delta
Low Delta Inflows and Low Delta Exports ( July 1991)
Alternative 3E
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Table C-26

Summary of Mass Fate By Region

Mass Tracking Study for High Delta Inflows and High Delta Exports (February 1979)

(Values in %)
Alternative 2D
Region Region Mass Reported
Mass Injected 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 10
1 24 09 0.9 136 35
2 0.1 0.2 1.1 18.5 4 0.3
3 0.8 1.6 238 15.2 1.6
4 After 0.1 0.7 13.7 0.4
5 10 1.4 569
6 Days 15
7 0.1 57
9 0.1 1.1 14.3 65 2 30.5 14.8
10 05 0.6 02 0.4 26
11 0.1
1 8.2 0.2 0.2 26 08
2 0.1 0.1 22 0.7 0.2
3 0.3 0S 85 59 1.8
4 After 0.1 0.9
5 20 0.7 8.3
6 Days 0.1
7 0.1 0.5
9 0.1 0.4 5.6 5.1 6.7
1C 0.3 0.1 1.1
1 0.1
1 4 0.1 0.1 0.9 0.3
2 0.1 07 0.2 0.1
3 0.1 0.3 41 27 0.9
4 After 0.3
5 30 0.5 46
6 Days
7 0.2
9 0.2 35 27 3.1
10 0.1 0.3
11
1 0.7 0.2 1
2 0.1 0.1
3 0.2 0.1 0.1 07
4 After 0.1 0.1
5 60 0.2 2 23
6 Days
7 0.1 0.1
9 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.5
10 0.1 0.1
11
Department of Water Resources, Deita Modeling Section
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Table C-28
Mass Tracking Study for Medium Delta Inflows and Low Delta Exports (April 1981)
Summary of Mass Fate By Region
(Values in %)
Alternative 2D
Region Region Mass Reported

Mass injected 1 2 3 4 § 6 7
1 357 45 16 93 26
2 1.6 3.1 36 214 423
3 29 0.2 08 128
4 After 0.1 15 §3 351 436
5 10 17 768
6 Days 07 173 2.2 20.2
7 22 423 59 50.5
9 108 47 207 s1EESEE 126 o4 5
10 0.1 0.1 48 1.4 64
11 45| 405
1 21.2 08 13 166 9.3
2 0.7 0.5 2 283 151
3 Gl 14 13 108 201
4 After 0.1 19 301 104
5 20 09 158 0.2
6 Days 0.1 38 0.3
7 04 102 0.8
9 0.3 12 126 11
10 0.1 0.2
11
1 15.8 0.3 06 8.1 33
2 05 0.2 09 144 59
3 * 7. 08 1.3 144 147
4 Atter 06 118 25
5 30 0.6 6.7 0.1
6 Days 0.9 0.1 1
7 0.2 26 0.1
9 0.2 0.6 9 5.2 ;58
10 0.1 0.1 03
11

B 1 7.8 o1 01 08 03 9.1

2 0.2 0.1 1.2 0.4 0.1 0.1 24
3 S04 01 04 46 29 ;. 09 o3f sz
4 After 0.1 0.6 0.8
5 60 0.3 24 26
6 Days 0.1 0.1
7 03 03
9 0.1 1.4 0.8 0.2 1.5 1.1 05 56
10 0.1 0.4 05
11 1.8 1.8
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Table C-30
Mass Tracking Study for Low Delta Inflows and High Delta Exports (October, WY 1990)
Summary of Mass Fate By Region
(Values in %)
Alternative 2D
Region Region Mass Reported

Mass injected 1 2 3 4 § 6 7 10
1 493 143 01 0.1 87 0.1
2 2.1 01 313 01 01 173 23
3 0.1 17 286 34 116
4 Atter{ 113 264 09 21 358 1.7
5 10 19 823 03
6 Days 02 23 19 137 02 01
7 07 57 40 331
9 0.2 3 01 04 88 1.4
10 1.8
11
1 29.3 7.4 1 36 172
2 75 105 2 72 334
3 0.1 - 23 03 1.2 9
4 After 37 8.1 28 132 384
5 20 13 29 32
6 Days 0.2 12 114 7.9
7 06 27 261 188
9 0.1 15 06 26 105
10 0.1
11
1 21.2 4 13 71 164
2 43 45 24 135 285
3 0.1 18 16 06 29 10
4 After 2 35 27 174 299
5 30 11 12 27
6 Days 0.2 0.7 6.8 5.1
7 05 17 159 122 08 04 0. 317
9 0.1 08 07 39 87 5 '
10 0.3
11
1 17 0.8
2 1.8 07
3 0.1 04
4 After 0.8 0.6
5 60
8 Days 0.1
7 0.2
9 0.2
10
11 134 13.4

Department of Water Resources, Delta Modeling Section
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Mass Tracking Study for Low Delta Inflows and Low Deita Exports (July 1991)

Table C-32

Summary of Mass Fate By Region

(Values in %)
Alternative 2D
Region Region Mass Reported
Mass Injected 1 2 3 4 $ 6 7 8 9 10

1 10.8 0.1 77 2.1 0.7

2 e R {
3 15 1.2 !

4 After 9.8 03 208 0.1 2.2 32 98 109 1 86.8
5 10 828 4.1 28 9.7
6 Days 0.2 0.3 18.5 13.8 0.2 0.1 34
7 0.7 06 387 353 0.7 0.2 773
9 02 01 35 o5 10 s3fwrr 75 5.1 Sl
10 0.1 0.3 04 08 101 1 127
11 46 28 7.4
1

2

3

4 After 37

5 20

6 Days

7

9 0.
10
11

1

2

3 .

4 After 23

5 30

6 Days

7

9 0.1

10

11 0.3 0.2 0.6
1

2

3

4 After 0.6

5 €0 }

6 Days 0.1 0.2 1.5 15 0.1 0.1 0.1

7 0.2 04 37 37 0.1

9 0.5 0.1 3.7 5.8 2.9

10 0.2 0.3 0.1

11 0.1
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Table C-34

Mass Tracking Study for High Delta Inflows and High Delta Exports (February 1979)

Summary of Mass Fate By Region

(Values in %)
Altemative 2E
Region Region Mass Reported
Mass Injected 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 242 1.1 1.1 148 38
2 0.1 0.5 1.8 286 10.3
3 0.7 14 223 156
4 After 0.1 1 16.2 0.6
5 10 1.4 576
6 Days 1.4
7 0.1 5.6
k] 0.1 0.8 12 5.2 2.1 222 158 §0.2
10 0.1 09 0.7 0.2 0.5 25 48
1 0.1 0.1
1 8.4 0.3 0.2 28 09
2 0.1 0.3 5.5 2 0.8
3 0.1 0.4 7.4 34 : 1.7
4 After 0.1 1.1 0.1 0.1
5 20 .07 8.4
6 Days 0.1
7 0.1 0s
9 0.4 6.1 41 54
10 03 0.1 R
11 0.1
1 4 0.1 0.1 1 03
2 0.1 1.5 0.5 0.3
3 0.2 28 1.6 1.4
4 After 0.1 0.3
5 30 05 46
6 Days
7 0.2 0.2
9 0.2 28 1.2 0.3 1.2 1.5 71
10 0.4 0.4
11
1 07 0.2
2 0.2 0.1
3 0.1 1 07 0.8
4 After 0.1
§ €0 0.2 2
6 Days
7 0.1 0.1
] 0.1 0.1 0.2
10 0.1 0.1
11
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Mass Tracking Study for Medium D

Table C-36
eita Inflows and Low Delta Exports (April 1981)

Summary of Mass Fate By Region

(Values in %)
Alternative 2E
Region Region Mass Reported Total
Mass Injected 1 2 3 4 -] 6 7
1 38.1 75 0.8 47 237
2 14 66 07 34 7
3 2.1 0.1 69
4 After 0.5 0.2 4.8 33 187 49086
5 10 1.7 784
6 Days 07 176 1.7
7 22 437 5.4
9 08 1.1 68 255
10 0.2
11
1 2.4 14 1.7 178 113 X
2 05 1.4 25 23 256 a4
3 (53 09 1 76 134 3E8T 392
4 After 0.1 0.2 0.5 26 339 147 1.5 3.1 09 57.5
5 20 08 164 0.2 174
6 Days 0.1 37 0.2 4
7 03 103 06 11.2
9 0.2 13 165 83 1 145 9.1 0.4 51.4
10 0.1 0.2 0.1 08 26 38
11 205 205
1 16.6 05 0.7 11 36
2 0.4 0.5 16 215 15
3 0.9 05 105 8.4
4 After 0.1 0.1 09 164 4.4
5 30 0.6 69. 0.1
6 Days 0.9
7 0.1 25 0.1
9 0.1 05 89 35
10 0.1 0.1
11
1 8 0.1 0.1 2.9 0.3 '
2 0.2 0.2 2 0.6 % 03
3 9 0.4 04 58 a3 £ 14
4 After 0.1 0.1 0.9 0.2 0.1 0.1
5 60 03 24
6 Days 0.1
7 0.3
9 0.1 1.1 0.4 0.1 0.3 0.4
10 0.1
11
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Table C-38

Summary of Mass Fate By Region

Mass Tracking Study for Low Delta Inflows and High Delta Exports (October, WY 1990)

(Values in %)
Alternative 2E
Region Region Mass Reported
Mass injected 1 2 3 4 § 6 7 8 9 10

1 43.6 14.1 0.2 0.3 12.7 32 14 0.2

2 3.7 77 0.1 0.1 77 4.9

3 g 0.7 0.6 . % 47

4 After 5 04 164 1 23 327 99 169 27

5 10 2 84 0.2

6 Days 0.1 23 194 137 0.2

7 0.4 57 407 33

9 0.1 2.6 0.1 0.4 8.1 10.1

10 19

1

1 25 6.2 1.3 51 193 0.9

2 1.2 as 0.8 3 135 10.8

3 5 13 0.1 03 38 86

4 After 1.3 0.2 47 25 124 306 5.1

5 20 13 242 3.1

6 Days 0.2 12 117 8

7 0.4 27 269 19 0.1

9 01 13 0.5 2.5 9.7 9.5
10 0.1 0.6 X
11 514 514
1 18 3 1.4 85 167

2 07 1.9 1 54 133

3 X 1.1 0.3 12 55

4 After 0.7 0.2 2.1 22 149 234

5 30 1.1 117 27

6 Days Q.1 07 7 52

7 0.4 17 164 124

9 0.7 0.6 37 8.1
10

11

1 10.1 07 07 57 6.7 098 0.6 0.3 5.7
2 0.3 04 06 46 59 0.8 X
3 0.3 0.3 2.3 27 16 .3F

4 After 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.9 7.2 78 1 0.8 0.5 0.2 19.3
5 60 0.4 36 0.8 49
6 Days 0.1 0.2 1.8 1.4 37
7 0.1 05 43 34 0.1 89
] 0.2 0.3 25 28 05 0.4 7.9
10 0.1 0.7 0.8
11 153 15.3
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Table C-40
Mass Tracking Study for Low Delta Inflows and Low Delta Exports (July 1991)
Summary of Mass Fate By Region
(Values in %)
Alternative 2E
Region Region Mass Reported

Mass Injected 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 10
1 69.1 - 107 28
2 69 ¥ 54 1.9 0.4
3 § 07 0.3 < 8 07
4 After 16.6 18 207 08 191 65 147 0.4
5 10 91.6 47 32
6 Days 0.3 02 202 132
7 0.1 1 06 406 347
9 0.6 45 05 131 7.4
10 0.1 0.4 9.4
11 49
1 40 65 1.2 0.6 0.2
2 38 56 0.8 9.7 6.3
3 0.3 21 29 0.2 56 6.1
4 After 89 02 103 0.1 62 217 34
5 20 0.1 76 14 8
6 Days 0.3 02 108 76 195
7 0.1 1 05 248 197 0.1
9 07 29 0.1 38 174 105
10 0.1 0.1 0.7 29
1 1.4
1 23 36 01 32 108 0.4
2 28 } 47 01 3 163 106
3 05 14 3 16 111 9.1
4 After 59 0.1 6.1 02 104 277 5
5 30 02 582 165 9
6 Days 0.3 0.2 6.3 49 0.3 0.2
7 0.1 07 05 152 127 0.8 05 0.1
9 0.6 2 0.1 62 154 ~- 9.3
10 0.1 0.2 0.7 1.4
11 0.4
1 4.4 07 0.1 37 55 0.2
2 1.4 17 - 02 7.5 14 3
3 0.4 1.3 0.1 54 105 39
4 After 18 0.1 15 03 95 14 2
5 60 0.2 34 128 62
6 Days 0.1 0.2 15 1.3
7 0.1 0.3 0.4 39 35 0.1
9 0.3 0.6 0.2 47 6.4 26
10 0.2 03 0.1
11 0.1

Department of Water Resources, Delta Modeling Section

Page C-90

D—007966
D-007966



