Hudeman Slough 3294 (m)

E
ES
5
E
(%)
3
Observed water level (m)
figure 7-11

Linear regression: Scatter plots Simulated and

y =09117x+0.1699 M easur ed extreme water level at

Hude with shift applied at M5

Source:|
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Dutchman Slough 2005 (m)
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Observed water level (m)

figure 7-12
Linear regression: Scatter plots Simulated and
y =0.9977x + 0.031 M easur ed extreme water level at
Dutch with shift applied at M5
Source:|
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Simualted water level (m)

Napa 3rd Slough 228 (m)

Linear regression:
y =0.9051 x + 0.3961

Observed water level (m)

figure 7-13

Scatter plots Smulated and

M easur ed extreme water level at

TNSwith shift applied at M5

Source:|
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figure 7-14

Sonoma Creek water level
sensitivity to dischar ge

boundary condition
Source:| 1411-12#
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figure 7-15

Sonoma Creek velocity
sensitivity to dischar ge

boundary condition
Source:| 1411-12#
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figure 7-16

Napa River water level
senditivity to changein inflow

boundary condition
Source:| 1411-12#
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figure 7-17

Third Napa Slough Velocity Sensitivity to

Discharge Boundary Condition

Source:l 1411-12 #
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figure 7-18

Pond 2A inflow under changed

tidal prism

Source:| 1411-12#
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Average water level error at measurement stations for varying Mannings n
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figure 7-19

Average water level error at

station locations as a function of

varying Manning'sn

Source:| 1411-12#
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Mean simulated water level at measurement stations
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figure 7-20
Mean water level at station
locations as a function of varying
Manning'sn
Source:| 1411-12#
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