Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for Springbrook Creek
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for Trenton
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for BSTO1
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for LMKO001
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I

OBSERVED LMENNL
CUREENT 1

31 Ul 20 30 juj 20 31 juj 20 31 juj 20 30 juj 20
MAY TUHE LY AUGUST SED TEMEEFR. QOCTOEER
2004

Alysis Plot fir FLOW ()




Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for LMK002
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for Gorst Navy City Metals

FLOW (cfs)
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for PO-POBLVD
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for Annapolis Creek
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for Manchester

FLOW (cfs)
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10.  Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for PSNS 126
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for PSNS 124
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Comparison of Observed and Simulated flows for PSNS 015
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