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* Conceptual Groundwater Model

* GW-SW Interaction
* Geological Faults
 Historical Pumping

 Draft Calibration Results for Water Levels

* Steady State Results for 1930
* Transient Results for 1930 to 2010
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Model Layers and Flows
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Mapped Geologic Faults
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Impact of Faults on Pumping Tests

GAM Sealing Faults
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Historical Pumping

Brazos County
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Pumping Wells/Areas
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Steady-State Calibration Targets
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Preliminary Steady State (~1930) Calibration Results

for Water Levels Targets from Draft Model
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ransient Calibration largets

1930 to 2010

\ GMA 12
1 Model Domain

| County Boundary N A
Transient Calibration Target g ,'t_j

Alluvium
=  Sparta
Weches
2 Queen City
+  Reklaw
e (Carrizo
Calvert Bluff
@ Simsboro

® Hooper [ .




Preliminary Transient Calibration Results for

Water Levels Targets from Draft Model
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Preliminary Transient Calibration Results for

Water Levels Targets from Draft Model

Formation COUNT RMSE(M20)
GMA 12
- Allgviom.............. |  memememmememsmsmsmsmssmsss=m====:  temc-mm=====-
Sparta 3
«  Queen City ‘ .
s00{ * Reklaw Alluvium 804 5.8
« Carrizo
1 e Sparta 781 18.5
- Hooper ‘ -\

- N T Queen City 609 26.0
£ ; Reklaw 151 10.0
§ ...-J ;.~..£. 5
= i Carrizo 540 17.8
3001 T i
5 @l Calvert Bluff 598 20.3

A Simsboro 810 22.1

200 A

Hooper 506 21.4
Surficial 609 14.8

100 A
100 200 300 400 500 All 4799 19.2

observed [feet amsl]



simulated [feet amsl]

Preliminary Transient Calibration Results for

Water Levels Targets from Draft Model

GMA 11

+« Sparta

+  Weches

« Queen City
» Reklaw

« Carrizo

« Calvert Bluff
4004 ~+ Simsboro

+ Hooper

600 -

N
o
o
~,
®,

—200 A

-200 0 200

observed [feet amsl]

400

600

Formation COUNT RMSE(M20)
Sparta 255 23.2
Weches 84 23.4
Queen City 507 23.2
Reklaw 126 24.9
Carrizo 1342 44 .2
Calvert Bluff 489 21.3
Simsboro 191 67.9
Hooper 220 30.8
Surficial 609 24.4
All 3214 37.3




Questions?

:
)

—INTERA

G SCIENCE & ENGINEERING SOLUTIONS




