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Figure APE-1. Simulated daily flow versus observed (FNF) flow in m*/s for the
Trinity Lake Inflow (WY 1963-1999)
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Figure APE-3. As in Figure APE-1 but for sub-basins of the Oroville Reservoir
drainage basin on the Feather River. Period of record varies by sub-basin.
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Figure APE-4. Full Natural Flow (blue) and simulated (red) of cumulative flow for
the length of the simulation for the Trinity Lake inflow

APE-5



10" Shasta Lake Inflow 10" Delta

3.5 5
—— Simulated —— Simulated
= 3 —— Full Natural Flow | 4 —— Observed
"E 25 =
8 8
= 2 = 3
4] 4]
2 2
" 1.5 )
3 3
E 1 E
3 3
O O 1
0.5
0 : : 0 : :
0 5000 10000 15000 0 5000 10000 15000
Days Days
X 1010 McCloud X 1010 Pit
35 ; T 12
—— Simulated —— Simulated
3 —— Observed | 10 —— Full Natural Flow
E 25 E
& 5 ©
= 2 =
2 z
& 1.5 &
3 3
E 1 E 4
o o
05 2
0 : : 0 : : : .
0 5000 10000 15000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Days Days

Figure APE-5. As in Figure APE-4 except for the sub-basins of the Shasta
Reservoir drainage basin
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Figure APE-6. As in Figure APE-4 except for the sub-basins of the Oroville
Reservoir drainage basin
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Figure APE-7. Exceedance plot of the Full Natural Flow (blue) and simulated (red)
duration curves of Box Cox transformed flow for the Trinity Lake inflow for the
1963-1999
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Figure APE-8. As in Figure APE-7 but for sub-basins of the Shasta Reservoir

drainage basin. Period of record varies by sub-basin.
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Figure APE-9. As in Figure APE-7 but for sub-basins of the Oroville Reservoir
drainage basin. Period of record varies by sub-basin.

APE-10



Jan Feb Mar Apr
30 20 )
. A 25 15 00 0%
25 1 - RS
) 5 o 2 d &
20 . 30 fis 0 e
4 I 15 " 10 .
15 2 10 S . "
. []
o, .:o 10 "ol
% 10 e 5 ¢ 3 5 e
2 5 . 5
z ° * ®
% 10 20 30 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 20 25 5 10 15
o May Jun Jul Aug
% 20 12
5 15 & 10 | 8
= . B X
E 15 it .o 8 ke 3 6
N 10 . % 930
R y ) ‘ 6 H of i o o °°
310 . o - X2 4 * !
E . 5 4 < -'.’0.."
% 5 o A o A 2 . ] °e
% L) 2 o® ® o‘ ° .
S 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 2 46 8 101 2 4 6 8
3 Sep Oct Nov Dec
3 7 1° 20 % ;
o 8 . .. 3 25 A
.« ° .
6 Ve o 100 s 15 3 20 " e
. * . o eee® . o 15 8'. 54
78 002 %d ® 1 o o
4 paend . Ok iy O ol 10 .
T N SIFY) e 2
.r.o 5 o
2 e Al . 5
o’ * . 3
2 4 6 8 5 10 15 5 10 15 20 10 20 30

Box-Cox Transformed Observed Monthly Flow

Figure APE-10. Scatter plots of simulated as a function of the observed (estimated
FNF) monthly flows for the Trinity Lake inflow
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Figure APE-11. As in Figure APE-10 but for sub-basins of the Shasta Reservoir
drainage basin
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Figure APE-12. As in Figure APE-10 but for sub-basins of the Oroville Reservoir
drainage basin
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Figure APE-13. Observed and simulated monthly mean (* 1 standard deviation)
flow expressed as a fraction of annual flow volume for the Trinity Lake inflow
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Figure APE-14. As in Figure APE-13 but for sub-basins of the Shasta Reservoir
drainage basin
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Figure APE-15. As in Figure APE-13 but for sub-basins of the Oroville Reservoir
drainage basin
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Figure APE-16. Daily snow water equivalent from snow sensors and simulated
model snow water equivalent (thick black line) for water years 1990 -1999 for
Trinity River basin
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Figure APE-17. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the McCloud River
sub-watershed of the Shasta Reservoir basin
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Figure APE-19. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the Pit River at
Canby sub-watershed of the Shasta Reservoir basin
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Figure APE-20. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the Sacramento
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Figure APE-21. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the North Fork of
the American River sub-watershed of the Folsom Reservoir basin and for Water
Years 1998-1991
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Figure APE-22. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the Middle Fork of
the American River sub-watershed of the Folsom Reservoir basin and for Water
Years 1998-1991
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Figure APE-23. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the South Fork of
the American River sub-watershed of the Folsom Reservoir basin and for Water
Years 1998-1991
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Figure APE-24. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the North Fork of
the Feather River sub-watershed of the Oroville Reservoir basin and for Water
Years 1986-1987
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Figure APE-25. As in Figure APE-16 except for stations within the Middle Fork of
the Feather River sub-watershed of the Oroville Reservoir basin and for Water
Years 1986-1987
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