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Using a spatially

distributed, process
model helps us evaluate
management options.
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All_Months - individual constituent weights

Flow | TS VSA W1 2 W3
0.85 0.84 0.86 0.89 0.89
2.29E+06 3.01E+06 2.35E+06 1.93E+06 1.93E+06

TDP TS VSA W1 2 W3
0.68 0.72 0.71 0.76 0.76
3.63E+07 3.11E+07 3.21E+07 B2E+0/| 2.82E+07

PP TS VSA W1 W2 W3
0.69 0.53 0.58 0.77 0.77
2.53E+08 3.80E+08 3.40E+08 1.84E+08/| 1.84E+08

Sed TS VSA W1 2 W3
0.73 0.73 0.73 0.79 0.79
7.48E+07 8.30E+07 7. 79E+07 N5.91E+07/| 5.91E+07
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All_Months - individual constituent weights
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