
Figure D-139 

Comparison of Historical Electrical Conductivity Measurements  
and Effective Outflow Electrical Conductivity Estimates  

at Jersey Point for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of G-Model–Simulated and Measured Mean Monthly 

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Jersey Point 1976–1991 (Historical Data)
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Comparison of G-Model–Simulated and Measured Mean Monthly  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Jersey Point for 1976–1991 (Historical Data) 
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Figure D-140 

Comparison of Historical Electrical Conductivity Measurements  
and Effective Outflow Electrical Conductivity Estimates  

at Rock Slough for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of G-Model–Simulated and Measured Mean Monthly  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Rock Slough 1976–1991 (Historical Data) 
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Comparison of G-Model–Simulated and Measured Mean Monthly Electrical 

Conductivity (EC) at Rock Slough for 1976–1991 (Historical Data) 
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Figure D-141 

Comparison of Historical Chloride Measurements  
and Effective Outflow Chloride Estimates  

at Rock Slough for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of G-Model–Estimated Chloride and Monthly Mean  

Chloride at Rock Slough (Pumping Plant #1) for 1968–1995 
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Comparison of G-Model–Simulated Chloride and Mean Monthly Chloride  

at Rock Slough (Pumping Plant #1) for 1968–1994 (Historical Data) 
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Figure D-142 

Comparison of DSM2-Simulated Electrical Conductivity (EC) 
at Benicia and EC Estimates from Effective Outflow  
for 2001 Baseline with Historical EC for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of DSM2- and G-Model–Simulated  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Benicia for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 

0 

5,000 

10,000 

15,000 

20,000 

25,000 

30,000 

35,000 

40,000 

76 77 78 79 80 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 91
Water Year 

EC
 (µ

S/
cm

)  

DSM2 G-Model Historical EC

 

 
Comparison of DSM2- and G-Model–Simulated  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Benicia for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 
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Figure D-143 

Comparison of DSM2-Simulated Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
at Chipps Island and EC Estimates from Effective Outflow  

for 2001 Baseline with Historical EC for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of DSM2- and G-Model–Simulated Electrical Conductivity (EC) 

at Chipps Island (Pittsburg Data) for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 
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Comparison of DSM2- and G-Model–Simulated  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Chipps Island for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline)
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Figure D-144 

Comparison of DSM2-Simulated Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
at Emmaton and EC Estimates from Effective Outflow  

and CALSIM-ANN for 2001 Baseline for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of ANN-, DSM2-, and G-Model–Simulated  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Emmaton 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 
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Relationship between ANN-, DSM2-, and G-Model–Simulated End-of-Month 

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Emmaton for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 
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Figure D-145 

Comparison of DSM2-Simulated Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
at Jersey Point and EC Estimates from Effective Outflow  

and CALSIM-ANN for 2001 Baseline for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of ANN-, DSM2-, and G-Model–Simulated  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Jersey Point for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline)
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Relationship between ANN-, DSM2-, and G-Model–Simulated End-of-Month 
Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Jersey Point for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 
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Figure D-146 

Comparison of DSM2-Simulated Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
at Rock Slough and EC Estimates from Effective Outflow  

and CALSIM-ANN for 2001 Baseline for 1976–1991 
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Comparison of ANN-, DSM2-, and G-Model–Simulated  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Rock Slough 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 
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Comparison of ANN-, DSM2-, and G-Model–Simulated  

Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Rock Slough for 1976–1991 (2001 Baseline) 
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Figure D-147 

DSM2-Simulated Daily Electrical Conductivity (EC) at Martinez 
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Note:  Martinez is the downstream model boundary. 



 

Figure D-148 

DSM2-Simulated Daily Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
at Port Chicago for 1990–1999 
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Figure D-149 

DSM2-Simulated Daily Electrical Conductivity (EC) in the  
Sacramento River at Mallard Slough for 1990–1999 

02
05

3.
02

 1
01

 

 

 



Figure D-150 

DSM2–Simulated Electrical Conductivity (EC) in the  
Sacramento River at Collinsville for 1990–1999 
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Figure D-151 

DSM2-Simulated and Measured Daily Average  
Electrical Conductivity (EC) in the Sacramento River  

at Emmaton for 1990–1999 
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Figure D-152 

DSM2-Simulated Daily Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
in the Sacramento River at Jersey Point for 1990–1999 
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Note: The DSM2-Simulated daily electrical conductivity at Jersey Point for 1990–1999 did not match well in 

low-flow years of 1990–1992. 



Figure D-153 

DSM2-Simulated Daily Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
in the San Joaquin River at San Andreas Landing  

(Downstream of Mokelumne River) 
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Figure D-154 

DSM2-Simulated Daily Electrical Conductivity (EC)  
in Old River at Bacon Island (near Rock Slough) for 1990–1999 
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