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Creek Station SW-9

Codorus Creek Discharge (cfs)
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Creek Station SW-13
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Creek Station SW-16
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Creek Station SW-27

SW-27 PCE Mass Loading vs Creek Discharge

SW-27 TCE Mass Loading vs Creek Discharge

0 4.0 5.0 6.0
cis12DCE Mass Loading (pounds/day)

dorus Creek Calcs\Part 2

3.5.6\2015 Combined Creek C;

alcs for graphing.xlsx

M PCE Flux vs Q: Non-Pumping  # PCE Flux vs Q: Pumping —— Linear (PCE Flux vs Q: Non-Pumping) —— Linear (PCE Flux vs Q: Pumping) @ TCE Flux vs Q: Pumping M TCE Flux vs Q: Non-Pumping —— Linear (TCE Flux vs Q: Pumping) —— Linear (TCE Flux vs Q: Non-Pumping)
700 700
[ [
| | _
| ] [ |
600 600
s |
Z 500 £ s00
o o
o 8o
5 | s |
S 400 5 400
2 2
a 2 a =
5 et I R*=0,01 = 5 o R%=10.000: ml
§ 300 ——— = = & 300 R
» R @ e
S P S L
5 5 - H * RZ=0.1543 -
3 200 e RZ-D.1353 B 200 ——
o o
®!
100
0 0
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 5.0 6.0
PCE Mass Loading (pounds/day) TCE Mass Loading (pounds/day)
SW-27 cis12DCE Mass Loading vs Creek Discharge
# cis12DCE Flux vs Q: Pumping W cis12DCE Flux vs Q: Non-Pumping
700 —— Linear (cis12DCE Flux vs Q: Pumping) —— Linear (cis12DCE Flux vs Q: Non-Pumping)
[
|
[ |
600
i |
£ 500
)
5 n
S 400
2 e
a
x Ere oot ot R%=0.016 n
& 300 4 ¢
"y | S
2
2 Tt i 2 01807
3 200 =
o
0
0.0 1.0 2.0 7.0 8.0 9.0

6/10/20165:06 PM



Creek Station SW-28
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Creek Station SW-29
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