LIMNOLOGY AND RESERVOIR DETENTION STUDY OF
SAN VICENTE RESERVOIR

INTRODUCTION AND CONTENTS

San Vicente Reservoir (SVR) is located near Lakeside, California, and is used as a source of
drinking water supply by the City of San Diego (City), its owner and operator. The reservoir
currently has a capacity of about 90,000 acre-feet. It is undergoing an expansion that will raise
the dam 117 feet and increase the reservoir’s storage capacity to 247,000 acre-feet at the spillway
level. The City is considering an option to augment the SVR supply by bringing advanced
treated recycled water (i.e., purified water) from an advanced water purification facility to SVR.
This would be an Indirect Potable Reuse / Reservoir Augmentation (IPR/RA) project. The
purified water would be blended with other water in the reservoir. The current project — the
Water Purification Demonstration Project (Demonstration Project) — will not actually put any
purified water into the reservoir; rather it will study and model the reservoir augmentation
process.

A component of the Demonstration Project is the Limnology and Reservoir Detention Study
of San Vicente Reservoir (Limnology Study). For the Limnology Study, Flow Science
Incorporated (FSI) has employed a numerical three-dimensional water quality model that is used
to evaluate hydrodynamic and water quality effects of using purified water to augment SVR.
The Limnology Study consists of four technical memoranda or TMs:

e TM #1 — calibration of the model
(Reservoir Augmentation Demonstration Project: Limnology and Reservoir Detention
Study of San Vicente Reservoir - Calibration of the Water Quality Model, May 1, 2012)

e TM #2 — hydrodynamic modeling
(Water Purification Demonstration Project: Limnology and Reservoir Detention Study
of San Vicente Reservoir - Hydrodynamic Modeling Study, May 1, 2012)

e TM #3 — nutrients and algae modeling results
(Water Purification Demonstration Project: Limnology and Reservoir Detention Study
of San Vicente Reservoir — Nutrient and Algae Modeling Results, May 1, 2012)

e TM #4 — proposed water quality monitoring plan
(San Vicente Reservoir Proposed Water Quality Monitoring Program, July 10, 2012)

Flow Science Incorporated (FSI) began by developing [i.e., customizing or tailoring] the
three-dimensional water model to conditions at SVR. The model was calibrated using measured
data from SVR. After the model was developed its results were compared to existing field data.
The results of this analysis were documented in a Technical Memorandum (TM #1) submitted to
the City in 2010 and finalized in May 2012 (FSI, 2012a). TM #1 has been peer-reviewed by the
National Water Research Institute Independent Advisory Panel (IAP) that was assembled for the
review of the City’s Demonstration Project. After implementing suggestions proposed by the
IAP, the model was deemed by IAP to be “an effective and robust tool, for 1) simulating



thermoclines and hydrodynamics of the San Vicente Reservoir; 2) assessing biological water
quality for nutrients; 3) assessing options for the purified water inlet location” (NWRI, 2010).

Upon completion of the SVR model calibration and validation, FSI conducted simulations of
purified water delivery to the expanded SVR under various projected future operating conditions
using the calibrated and validated model. The simulation results and findings are presented in
two separate Technical Memorandums. TM #2 summarizes the hydrodynamic aspects of the
modeling results, focusing on density stratification, mixing, and dilution in the reservoir. TM #2
was submitted to the City on November 28, 2011 and finalized in May 2012 (FSI, 2012b). TM
#3 focuses on the water quality aspects of the modeling results and findings, with emphasis on
nutrients (phosphorus and nitrogen), dissolved oxygen (DO), and algal productivity, and was
submitted to the City on February 24, 2012 and finalized in May 2012 (FSI, 2012c). Both TM#2
and TM#3 have been peer-reviewed by the IAP (NWRI, 2012 a, b).

If SVR is augmented by purified water in the future, the three-dimensional model developed
for the Limnology Study is expected to provide a tool for evaluating various reservoir
management options, assessing residence time and dilution of the purified water within SVR,
determining optimal reservoir operations for maximizing water quality, and minimizing any
potential short-circuiting between the inlet and outlet. It is expected that the model will be
updated on a yearly basis using new data collected each year. In order to update the model and
maintain it as a tool for assessing reservoir water quality and operations, data collection in the
reservoir, as well as its inflows and outflows, will be needed. TM #4 provides an outline of a
reservoir monitoring plan to obtain these necessary data and was submitted to the City on June
21, 2012 and finalized in July 2012 (FSI, 2012d). Another goal of the monitoring plan is to
identify monitoring efforts that may be needed to enhance water treatability and address future
water quality regulatory issues.
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SUMMARY

San Vicente Reservoir (SVR) is located near Lakeside, California, and is used as a
source of drinking water supply by the City of San Diego (City), its owner and operator.
The reservoir currently has a capacity of about 90,000 acre-feet. San Vicente Reservoir
is undergoing an enlargement that will raise the dam 117 feet and increase the reservoir’s
storage to 247,000 acre-feet at the spillway level (or 242,000 acre-feet at the maximum
operation level).

A water reuse project, entitled Reservoir Augmentation, is being studied by the City.
If implemented at full-scale, Reservoir Augmentation would bring advanced treated
recycled water from the North City Water Reclamation Plant to SVR via a pipeline. The
advanced treated recycled water would be blended with other water in the reservoir. The
current project — the Reservoir Augmentation Demonstration Project — will not actually
put any advanced treated recycled water into the reservoir; rather it will study and
demonstrate the Reservoir Augmentation process. A component of the Reservoir
Augmentation Demonstration Project (Demonstration Project) is the Limnology and
Reservoir Detention Study of San Vicente Reservoir.

As part of the Limnology Study, the City has requested that Flow Science
Incorporated (FSI) develop a three-dimensional water quality model that can accurately
predict hydrodynamics and water quality of the existing and expanded SVR. It is
anticipated that this model will be utilized to (1) establish residence time requirement for
advanced treated recycled water in the reservoir and assess the short-circuiting of the
advanced treated recycled water to the outlet structure; and (2) evaluate the effects of the
advanced treated recycled water on water quality and eutrophication in the reservoir.
This Technical Memorandum focuses on the development, calibration and validation of
the three-dimensional water quality model for SVR.

Flow Science used two comprehensive and coupled three-dimensional computer
models to simulate the hydrodynamics and water bio-chemistry of SVR. The models
include a three-dimensional hydrodynamic module (Estuary Lake and Coastal Ocean
Model, or ELCOM) and a water quality module (Computational Aquatic Ecosystem
DYnamics Model, or CAEDYM). ELCOM simulates water velocities, temperatures,
concentrations of salinity (i.e., conductivity) and tracers; CAEDYM computes changes in
dissolved oxygen (DO), nutrients, organic matter, pH and chlorophyll a. The coupled
models are used to study the spatial and temporal relationships between physical,
biological, and chemical variables in SVR.

The modeling domain includes the existing portion of the reservoir as well as the
proposed expanded portion of the reservoir. A fine grid with a horizontal resolution of 50
x 50 m was used in the ELCOM calibration while a coarse grid with a horizontal
resolution of 100 x 100 m was used in the CAEDYM calibration. This was necessitated
by the large computer requirements and the desire to limit computation time to several
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days per model run for a two-year simulation. A variable grid size was used in the
vertical dimension with a grid size of 1.64 ft (0.5 m) near the surface, and expanding in
size with depth. The calibration was conducted for the two-year period of 2006-2007.
The input data required by the calibration were either based on measured data or derived
from these data. ELCOM requires limited calibration effort in that the physical aspects
of water movements in reservoirs are fairly well understood. The CAEDYM model was
calibrated by adjusting some model bio-chemical parameters so that the simulation
results best match measured field data.

The calibrated/validated ELCOM model shows good agreement with the measured
data for both water temperature and conductivity.  The calibration involved
reconstruction of some meteorological data during periods where data were unavailable.
It also involved an adjustment for the outlet port openings during the second half of 2007.
As will be discussed in detail in the report, the City-specified field reports of the ports
open during a portion of 2007 are at variance with the basic thermodynamics of the
system. It is demonstrated later in this report that the open ports must have been at or
above the thermocline level and not in the hypolimnion, as specified. In the future, it is
recommended that outflow temperatures from SVR be recorded so that they can provide
verification of the field record of port openings.

The onset and duration of thermal stratification as well as the deepening rate of the
thermocline were predicted accurately by the model.  Furthermore, the water
conductivity, a measure of salinity, was well predicted by the model. It is noted that
future modeling of the hydrodynamics at SVR would benefit from a full set of
meteorological data gathered at SVR (the City stopped gathering on-site meteorological
data in March 2007). An analysis presented herein shows that the meteorological data
measured at the nearby California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS)
station in Escondido differ in significant aspects from data gathered at SVR.

After the model was calibrated, a validation was performed to compare the model
against the results of previous field studies. The field studies involved two separate
episodes of tracer injection in the reservoir (winter 1995 and summer 1995). The field
studies clearly showed the impacts of stratification (or lack thereof) on the mixing and
dispersion of the tracer. The ELCOM model was capable of replicating the main features
of the tracer study. Due to the nature of the tracer used in those studies (Lanthanum
Chloride), a significant amount of tracer was lost due to coagulation/flocculation and
subsequent settling. A simple coagulation/settling model was added to ELCOM. After
the implementation of the coagulation/settling model, very good agreement between the
model and the data was obtained. This validation provides strong verification and
assurance that the model performance is accurate.

The calibration of the water quality model CAEDYM was carried out after the
ELCOM calibration and verification process. The comparison between simulation results
and measured in-reservoir field data involved water quality parameters including
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dissolved oxygen (DO), pH, nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorus), chlorophyll a and
Secchi depth. It is noted that some assumptions had to be made in order to calibrate the
model. For example, assumptions on nutrient levels for the Aqueduct inflows during the
“Bypassing Period” were needed to characterize nutrient loadings because there are only
limited nutrient data available for the Aqueduct inflow.

The calibrated CAEDYM model shows overall good agreements with measured data.
The simulated DO concentrations capture the major trends in the measured DO
concentrations, including the onset, duration, and magnitude of periods of anoxia in the
hypolimnion, the depth to the top of the anoxic (i.e., “without oxygen”) region, the DO
decay rate in the spring in the hypolimnion, and the high surface DO concentrations in
the spring (and sometimes fall) that are due to algae blooms. The simulated pH values
closely match the measured data and are on average within 0.3 of the measured values.
The calibrated model also replicates the major trends in the measured nutrient
(phosphorus and nitrogen) concentrations. It is noted, however, that some of the field
data are below the detection limit. The available in-reservoir chlorophyll a data were
qualitatively measured using a fluorometer that has not been calibrated. The calibration
of chlorophyll a had to be conducted indirectly through the calibration of Secchi depth.
The final calibration run shows a fairly good agreement with the measured Secchi depths,
indicating a fairly good calibration for chlorophyll a.

At this point, it is believed that the model calibration/validation is nearly complete.
The calibrated/validated model will undergo peer review. After that, the model will be
applied to the study of the expanded reservoir as well as the evaluation of the mixing of
the advanced treated recycled water within the reservoir. The planned modification of
Aqueduct release locations/facilities into the expanded SVR and outlet structure/port
depths will be incorporated into the model.

Finally, it is noted that future evaluations of water quality at SVR would benefit from
more frequent sampling of nutrients and chlorophyll a within the reservoir, lower nutrient
detection limits, and an increased use of duplicate samples or periodic sampling audits. It
is recommended that nutrient samples be collected more frequently for the inflows and
within the water column. It is further recommended that the collection of chlorophyll a
samples be resumed. Composite samples should be collected from the reservoir surface
in order to analyze chlorophyll a concentrations in the laboratory. This would allow for
calibration of the optical fluorometer data and improve the usefulness and interpretation
of those data.

SVR_Calibration_TechMemo 3
FSI V094005
May 01, 2012



e/
FLOW SCIENCE:
B

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1 BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES

San Vicente Reservoir (SVR) is located near Lakeside, California, and is used as a
drinking water supply by the City of San Diego (City), its owner and operator (Figure 1).
The reservoir currently has a capacity of about 90,000 acre-feet. San Vicente Reservoir
is undergoing an enlargement that will raise the dam by 117 feet and increase the
reservoir’s storage to 247,000 acre-feet at the spillway level (or 242,000 acre-feet at the
maximum operation level).

A water reuse project, entitled Reservoir Augmentation, is being studied by the City.
If implemented at full-scale, Reservoir Augmentation would bring advanced treated
recycled water from the North City Water Reclamation Plant to SVR via a pipeline. The
City’s Reservoir Augmentation program consists of three phases (Welch, 1997; City of
San Diego, 2008).

e In Phase One, a comprehensive evaluation of all viable options to maximize
the amount of water reuse in San Diego was undertaken. It included analysis and
research on the health effects of reuse options, and included a public participation
process. The Reuse Study’s stakeholders identified Reservoir Augmentation at the
City’s San Vicente Reservoir to be the preferred reuse strategy.

e Phase Two is the Reservoir Augmentation Demonstration Project
(Demonstration Project). The Demonstration Project will: (1) design, construct,
operate, and test a demonstration-scale advanced water treatment (AWT) plant at the
North City Water Reclamation Plant which will produce advanced treated recycled
water; (2) conduct a limnology study of SVR to evaluate the water quality effects of
bringing advanced treated recycled water into the reservoir, establish residence time
and assess short-circuiting for advanced treated recycled water in the reservoir; (3)
convene an Independent Advisory Panel (IAP) to provide independent expert
oversight of the Demonstration Project; (4) define the State’s regulatory
requirements for the Reservoir Augmentation program; (5) perform an independent
energy and economic analysis for the Reservoir Augmentation program; (6) and
conduct a public outreach and education program regarding Reservoir Augmentation.

e If the Demonstration Project meets regulatory requirements and provides
evidence of the viability of the Reservoir Augmentation process, the City could
choose to proceed with Phase Three, the full-scale Reservoir Augmentation Project.
Phase Three would create a new potable water supply for the City of San Diego and
the region from advanced treated recycled water.

SVR_Calibration_TechMemo 4
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A component of the Demonstration Project is the Limnology and Reservoir Detention
Study of San Vicente Reservoir (Limnology Study). As part of the Limnology Study, the
City has requested that Flow Science Incorporated (FSI) develop a three-dimensional
water quality model that can accurately predict hydrodynamics and water quality of the
existing and expanded SVR. It is anticipated that this model will be utilized to (1)
establish residence time requirement for advanced treated recycled water in the reservoir
and assess the short-circuiting of the advanced treated recycled water to the outlet
structure; and (2) evaluate the effects of the advanced treated recycled water on water
quality and eutrophication in the reservoir.

This Technical Memorandum (TM) focuses on the development, calibration and
validation of the three-dimensional water quality modeling for SVR. This work has been
performed by Flow Science Incorporated (FSI) of Pasadena, California, under contract to
the City of San Diego, California.

1.2 PREVIOUS STUDIES

FSI has previously performed various hydraulic and water quality modeling
evaluations of SVR. The current work builds on these previous evaluations.

In the early 1990s, FSI conducted an analysis to evaluate the feasibility of introducing
some highly-treated tertiary effluent into SVR (FSI, 1994). The study comprised one-
dimensional reservoir modeling, a field study and data analysis. In 1995, the City
conducted two field tracer studies in SVR that were completed in the winter and summer
of 1995 (FSI, 1995). The work was used to enhance understanding of the water
circulation patterns in the reservoir and help identify the fate and transport of the
Aqueduct inflow. The results of that work have been used here to validate the three-
dimensional water quality model developed in this study.

In 1997, FSI evaluated the hypolimnetic oxygen demand in SVR (FSI, 1997). As part
of that project, FSI developed calibrated models of temperature and DO in SVR for
1992-1994 using the one-dimensional Dynamic Reservoir Simulation Model — Water
Quality (DYRESM-WQ). In 2001, FSI revised the estimated hypolimnetic oxygen
demand for SVR based on more extensive reservoir profiling data from 1992-2000.
These data were used to develop recommendations for sizing a diffused oxygen input

system and to develop performance specifications and design criteria for such a system
(FSI, 2001).

In 2005, FSI developed a calibrated one-dimensional DYRESM-WQ model of
temperature, conductivity (i.e., salinity), and dissolved oxygen (DO) for SVR for the
period 1999-2000 (FSI, 2005a). The model was then used to perform an assessment of
water quality in the reservoir after the proposed dam raise and expansion. The purpose of
the modeling work was to identify the effects of the reservoir expansion and new inlet
and outlet facilities on water quality and possible design and management options for
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maintaining or enhancing water quality. In particular, the focus of the work was on
identifying the optimum elevations for the seven ports in the outlet tower that is being
constructed as part of the dam-raise project. The work defined the port elevations so that
the City and the Water Authority can selectively withdraw the best-available water in the
reservoir at different lake elevations and for different operating conditions.

Most recently, in 2009, FSI re-calibrated the SVR one-dimensional DYRESM-WQ
model developed in 2005 for the period 2006-2007 (FSI, 2009) using newly-obtained in-
reservoir nutrient and chlorophyll a data that were either insufficient, or non-existent, for
the previous calibration period (1999-2000). The calibrated DYRESM-WQ model was
then used to evaluate water quality effects within the reservoir during dam construction
drawdown conditions, when the water surface elevation levels (WSELSs) in the reservoir
would be reduced from around 620 ft to around 590 ft during the dam-raise construction.

The current project builds upon knowledge gained from the development of these
models and analysis and the associated database of information on SVR.

1.3 TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM ORGANIZATION

This TM provides a detailed description of the three-dimensional water quality
modeling performed for SVR. Chapter 2 of the report provides details of the modeling
approach and setup, including a description of the computer code used in the model and
its required inputs. Chapter 3 describes the calibration of the hydrodynamic part of the
model, including details on the calibration setup and field data used for the calibration.
Then, the calibration validation of the hydrodynamic part of the model (ELCOM) is
presented in Chapter 4. Chapter 5 provides details of the calibration of the water
quality part of the model (CAEDYM). Conclusions and discussion are provided in
Chapter 6.
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2. MODELING APPROACH AND SETUP

2.1 ELCOM AND CAEDYM DESCRIPTION

FSI used comprehensive computer modeling to simulate the hydrodynamics and
water quality for this study. The models used include a three-dimensional hydrodynamic
module (Estuary Lake and Costal Ocean Model, or ELCOM) and a water quality module
(Computational Aquatic Ecosystem DYnamics Model, or CAEDYM). ELCOM
simulates water velocities, temperatures, concentrations of salinity (i.e., conductivity) and
tracers; CAEDYM computes changes in dissolved oxygen (DO), nutrients, organic
matter, pH and chlorophyll a. By coupling these two modules, the models can be used to
study the spatial and temporal relationships between physical, biological, and chemical
variables in San Vicente Reservoir (see Figure 2").

Both the ELCOM and CAEDYM models were developed at the Centre for Water
Research at the University of Western Australia. They have been used in predicting
water quality in many lakes and reservoirs throughout the world and a more detailed
description of them is included in Appendix A.

Compared to the one-dimensional DYRESM-WQ model used in the previous studies
of SVR, both ELCOM and CAEDYM are more advanced computer models that are
capable of simulating sophisticated hydrodynamic and biogeochemical processes in three
dimensions. More importantly, as three-dimensional models, they can track the
horizontal and vertical movement of the advanced treated recycled water in the reservoir.
Therefore, water quality effects induced by the advanced treated recycled water can be
evaluated both temporally and spatially. By comparison, DYRESM-WQ is a one-
dimensional model that focuses on identifying the vertical gradients in the reservoir.

ELCOM can run independently of CAEDYM to predict only reservoir
hydrodynamics and parameters such as water velocities, temperatures and tracer
concentrations. However, CAEDYM needs to be run coupled with ELCOM because it
relies on ELCOM to provide the hydrodynamic “driver” to transport and mix the
biological and chemical water quality parameters that are the essence of CAEDYM.

' Note that Figure 2 illustrates some processes that do not occur or are not modeled in SVR and are
therefore not included in the modeling.
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2.2 APPROACH

The approach to studying water quality effects of the advanced treated recycled water
using a computer model consists of the following steps:

e Select an appropriate hydrodynamic and water quality computer models for
the SVR model, which in this case are ELCOM and CAEDYM;

e Obtain and assemble existing data for calibration and validation of the SVR
model;

e Setup the SVR model and associated input data files;

e Perform ELCOM simulations necessary to calibrate and validate the
hydrodynamic part of the SVR model;

e Perform ELOCM-CAEDYM simulations necessary to calibrate the water
quality part of the SVR model;

e Extend the model to the enlarged reservoir;
e Determine the future scenarios and associated input data;

e Apply the calibrated SVR model to different future scenarios and evaluate
water quality changes induced by the Demonstration Project.

This report focuses on the first five steps, which involve the calibration and validation
of the SVR water quality model.

2.3 MODEL SETUP
2.3.1 Model Domain and Grid

The model domains include the existing portion of the reservoir (WSEL = 650 ft) and
the expanded portion of the reservoir (WSEL = 780 ft) (see Figure 1). However, the
calibration/validation work discussed herein only considers the existing reservoir.

Bathymetry contour data for the reservoir were provided by the City with contour
intervals varying from 2 ft to 10 ft, from which the model computational grid was
created. The horizontal resolution of the grid for the ELCOM runs is 50 x 50 m (see
Figure 3). The model grid was rotated 42 degrees counter-clockwise from North in order
to align the major channels of the reservoir with the model grid axes to reduce numerical

SVR_Calibration_TechMemo 8
FSI V094005
May 01, 2012



e
FLOW SCIENCE:
|

errors. A two-year ELCOM simulation using this grid takes approximately 7 days on a
fast personal computer. In order to control the run time for ELCOM-CAEDYM, a 100 x
100 m grid was used, as will be discussed in Chapter 5.

A variable grid size was used in the vertical dimension. A vertical grid size of 1.64 ft
(0.5 m) was used near the top of the reservoir in order to provide a high resolution for
resolving vertical stratification in the reservoir. Below this a stretched grid was used in
order to decrease the number of cells needed and to improve computational efficiency.
Each stretched cell is 6 percent larger in the vertical direction than the cell directly above
it (i.e., stretch ratio or the ratio of grid sizes for adjacent cells = 1.06). This is possible
because vertical gradients of water parameters such as temperature and conductivity
within the hypolimnion tend to be small. The same vertical resolution was used for both
ELCOM and ELCOM-CAEDYM.

2.3.2 Modeling Period

The period of 2006-2007 was chosen as the model calibration period for the
following reasons:

e Measurements of daily Aqueduct inflow volumes began in late 2006;
e It had as dense a data set as other years since nutrient sampling began in 2003;

e Most data sets in this period have been evaluated, cleaned (by removing
seemingly erroneous data), and verified in the most recent SVR study
conducted by FSI (FSI, 2009) and are ready to use;

e Field data in 2007 showed faster rates of DO decay and smaller Secchi depths
than in previous years, which provided a more conservative basis for the
calibration.

2.3.3 Model Inputs

The input data required by the modeling include flow rates for inflows and outflows,
inflow water quality, and meteorological forcing functions (rainfall, air temperature, wind
speed and direction, relative humidity, solar influx) over the modeling period. The input
data used in this study were either based on measured data or derived from these data.
The sources and derivation of these data are discussed in more detail in the next three
chapters.
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3. ELCOM CALIBRATION
3.1 OVERVIEW

Model calibration is the process of adjusting some model parameters and sometimes
correcting seemingly erroneous input data in an attempt to match the simulation results
with measured field data. In this study, the calibration of the hydrodynamic model
ELCOM was carried out first. The comparison between simulation results and measured
in-reservoir field data involved the following parameters: water surface elevation
(WSEL), water temperature and conductivity.

The in-reservoir field data were measured and provided by the City. Appendix B
includes plots of the historical in-reservoir water temperature data since 1992 and
conductivity data since 1999, as well WSEL data since 1990. During the calibration
period (year 2006-2007), WSELs were measured daily while temperature and
conductivity profiles were measured weekly. Most of these inputs were obtained by FSI
for the recent study in 2009 (FSI, 2009).

3.2 ELCOM CALIBRATION SETUP
3.2.1 Computational Grid Setup and Initial Conditions

As described in Chapter 2, the model grid with a constant horizontal grid size of 50
x 50 m and a variable vertical grid size was used for ELCOM calibration (see Figure 3).

The initial reservoir temperature profile at the beginning of 2006 was based on in-
reservoir measured data from Station A (near the outlet tower, see Figure 1) on January
3, 2006, as shown in Appendix B.

Since ELCOM requires salinity as an input, but only conductivity is generally
measured in the reservoir and in the inflows, salinity values were estimated from the
conductivity data. The in-reservoir salinity is estimated to be approximately equal to the
total dissolved solids (TDS) concentration, and the TDS concentration and salinity can be
estimated according to the following formula developed from comparisons of available
measured TDS and conductivity data using a least squares best fit to a linear relation

(FSI, 2009):
TDS (mg/L) = Salinity (mg/L) = 0.65 * Conductivity (uS/cm) [Eqn. 1]
As suggested in the previous SVR modeling study (FSI, 2009), conductivity data

from January 9, 2006, were used for the initial conditions for the computation. The
calibration was performed as one continuous two-year simulation,
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3.2.2 Flow Rate Inputs

Three surface inflows were included in the model calibration. These include the First
San Diego Aqueduct (Aqueduct), stream inflows (Runoff), and water transfers from
Sutherland Reservoir. The Aqueduct consists of two pipelines that extend from the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California’s (MWD’s) Colorado River Aqueduct
near San Jacinto, California, and terminate at the north-west corner of SVR (Figure 1).
The Aqueduct inflow cascades down a steep, natural channel and enters the reservoir at
the surface. Runoff enters the reservoir as a surface inflow through several tributaries,
with San Vicente Creek being the dominant Runoff inflow. When water is transferred
from Sutherland Reservoir, it enters San Vicente Reservoir at the north end of the
reservoir via San Vicente Creek.

The only modeled outflow in the calibration is the withdrawal from the existing outlet
tower located near the center of the upstream face of the dam (see Figure 1). It consists
of a vertical outlet tower with six tiers, three of which can also be equipped with an
optional 20 ft riser. The multiple tier elevations allow for selective withdrawal of the
water at desired depths. A detailed discussion of modeled withdrawal elevations is
included in Section 3.2.5.

Total monthly flow volumes for each of the three inflows and the outflow were
provided by the City. In addition, daily Aqueduct inflow volumes were provided starting
in November 2006, and daily outflow (draft) volumes were provided for the entire
calibration period. During those times when daily Aqueduct inflow volumes were not
available, the monthly inflow data were used for the average daily inflow volumes. The
monthly inflow data were also used for the average daily inflow volumes for the Runoff
and Sutherland Reservoir inflows. Note that the Runoff volumes are not measured
directly; instead, they are determined from other known values based on a mass balance
computation.

However, the calculated reservoir storage using the inflow/outflow rates provided by
the City does not match the measured storage volumes and it varied by as much as 40
Million Gallon (MG) (about 0.2% of the total reservoir volume) from the measured
volumes in June 2006 and April, May, and December 2007. Thus, as part of WSEL
calibration, a correction was made to the Aqueduct inflow or outlet flows (depending
upon whether additional inflows or outflows were needed to correct the storage) to
improve the WSEL results. Details on the correction method can be found in the
previous SVR model calibration study (FSI, 2009). A plot of the resulting inflow and
outflow volumes used in the model calibration, as compared to the measured volumes, is
included in Figures 4 and 5.

As shown, the Aqueduct comprises the major inflow source to SVR with maximum
flow rates generally occurring in the winter and spring. Runoff inflows were much less
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than the Aqueduct inflows during this period, with maximum Runoff occurring in the
winter and spring. The controlled inflows from Sutherland Reservoir occurred in
March, November, and December 2007.

3.2.3 Inflow Temperatures and Conductivity Inputs

Temperature and salinity of all inflows are the parameters required as inputs in the
ELCOM calibration; but these data were not available at all times for all inflows.
Therefore several assumptions and estimates were made when preparing these input files
for the calibration. A brief description of these assumptions is provided below for each
inflow and details can be found in the previous SVR model calibration study (FSI, 2009).
Appendix C (see Figures C-1 through C-6) includes plots of the measured data and
input data used in the model calibration for each inflow.

Aqueduct Inflows

Discharges from Lake Skinner generally supply the Aqueduct. Therefore, since
Aqueduct temperature and conductivity data are not measured at the inlet to SVR, data
measured at the Lake Skinner outlet (located 80 miles upstream) were used to
characterize the Aqueduct inflow for most of the 2006-2007 calibration period under the
assumption that these parameters in the Aqueduct do not change significantly from the
Lake Skinner discharge to SVR. These data at Lake Skinner were obtained directly from
MWD and included approximately bi-weekly temperature and conductivity (and some
TDS data).

During the period from approximately October 2006 through January 2007, about
80% of the water in the Aqueduct was being supplied directly from the San Diego Canal
while the remaining water was supplied by Lake Skinner (verbal communication with
Dr. Rich Losee of MWD on June 4, 2008). Based on limited data obtained from MWD
for the San Diego Canal, temperature and conductivity (i.e., salinity) values during the
“Bypassing Period” are comparable to data measured at the Lake Skinner outflow, so the
more dense Lake Skinner outflow data were used. The final temperature and
conductivity input values for the Aqueduct inflow as well as all the measured data were
presented in Figures C-1 and C-2.

Runoff Inflows

Temperature and conductivity data for the local tributaries to SVR were obtained
from the City and sampled as often as monthly since 2003. Data were measured in San
Vicente Creek (SV Creek) - both upstream and downstream of the confluence with the
Sutherland Reservoir inflow - and in Barona Creek, Aqueduct Creek, Kimball Creek, and
Tool Road Creek. Due to the lack of data for other tributaries, data measured in SV
Creek were used to estimate the model inputs for other tributaries.
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The Runoff conductivity can vary significantly depending upon whether it is
composed of a small or large rain event, and stream data are not collected frequently
enough to characterize the complex relationship between conductivity and flow rate.
However, stream conductivity generally decreases with increasing flow rates. As
suggested in the previous SVR model calibration study (FSI, 2009), salinity values were
reduced in February 2006, March 2006, December 2007 for possible sustained runoff
events that were not captured by monthly sampling data (per statements made by City
and Water Authority personnel during 9/23/08 conference call). Otherwise there is no
conductivity drop as demonstrated in the measured conductivity profile data. The final
temperature and conductivity input values for the runoff as well as all the measured data
are presented in Figures C-3 and C-4.

Sutherland Reservoir Inflows

Water from Sutherland Reservoir is intermittently released from the hypolimnion and
travels through an approximately 12-mile pipeline before discharging into SV Creek
about 4.5 miles upstream of SVR. During the calibration period, inflows from Sutherland
Reservoir occurred in March 2006 and November-December 2007. In-reservoir
temperature and conductivity data were obtained from the City for Sutherland Reservoir.
The temperature and conductivity values of inflows from Sutherland Reservoir were in
general assumed to be equal to the values from the in-reservoir profile data measured
from within the hypolimnion near the elevation of the sole Sutherland outlet located at
EL 1940 ft.

As suggested in the previous SVR model calibration study (FSI, 2009), inflow
temperatures in March 2007 were adjusted in order to decrease the density of the inflow
relative to San Vicente Reservoir so that the Sutherland Reservoir inflow would insert at
the surface as indicated by conductivity profile data taken from San Vicente Reservoir.
This correction may be related to the heating of the water while it travels between the two
reservoirs. The final temperature and conductivity input values for the Sutherland
reservoir inflow as well as all the measured data are presented in Figures C-5 and C-6.

3.2.4 Meteorological Inputs

The meteorological inputs required for the model, which features a complete
thermodynamic calculation, include measurements of solar radiation, air temperature,
wind speed, wind direction, relative humidity, and rainfall. The meteorological data at
SVR are only available from January 1, 2006, through December 11, 2006, and
January 1, 2007, through March 15, 2007, which were measured every 10 minutes by the
City at a monitoring station on Lowell Island within San Vicente Reservoir (see Figure
1).
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Initially, the remaining meteorological data for 2006 and 2007 were filled by data
obtained from the California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS).
Hourly CIMIS data were measured at Station 153 in Escondido, California, which is the
closest operational CIMIS station during the calibration period and is more than 10 miles
from SVR (see Figure 6). The ELCOM calibration run using this composite data set
shows that the simulated temperature profiles track closely to the measured value in 2006
when the meteorological data from the City were used, while the model overestimates
thermocline depths in the summer of 2007 when the CIMIS data were mostly used (see
Figure 7). Several attempts were made to adjust the CIMIS data based on an evaluation
of the overlapping City and CIMIS data, but they all failed to accurately reproduce the
measured thermocline depths in the summer of 2007. It was concluded that the CIMIS
meteorological data do not represent meteorological conditions at SVR, even with the
adjustments, probably because of distance between these two places and the complex
terrain surrounding SVR. In particular, it is noted that the wind velocity can have a
significant impact on lake mixing and the depth of the thermocline, and as a result, using
wind speed from a remote location with different wind patterns can lead to erroneous
modeling results.

Due to the inadequacy of using the meteorological data from Escondido, the approach
used herein involved constructing a composite meteorological data set by filling in the
missing 2007 meteorological data from SVR with the corresponding 2006 data gathered
by the City. For an approximately three-week period in December 2006 and 2007, there
were no meteorological data available from the City. This period was filled by using the
CIMIS data from Escondido (see Table 1). Using this composite data set, the simulation
results show very good agreement between the simulated and measured water
temperatures between April and June 2007, but the model results start to deviate from the
measured data after July 2007 (see Figure 8). As described later, the deviation in the
second half of 2007 can be attributed to issues other than meteorological data. As a
result, this composite meteorological data set was used in all the calibration runs.
Graphical plots of the final meteorological data inputs are included in Appendix C (see
Figures C-7 through C-12).
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Table 1. Details on the Composite Meteorological Data Used in the Model

Period Data Source Measured
Location
1/1/2006 -12/11/2006 City Lowell Island
12/12/2006-12/31/2006 CIMIS Escondido
1/1/2007 — 3/15/2007 City Lowell Island

3/16/2007 = 12/11/2007

Using data between

3/16/2006 — 12/11/2006

from the City

Lowell Island

12/12/2007 = 12/31,/2007

Using data between
12/12/2006 -

12/31,/2006 from CIMIS

Escondido

3.2.5 Outflow Port Openings

The existing reservoir outlet tower consists of six tiers, three of which are also
equipped with an optional 20 ft riser. A summary of the available withdrawal elevations
from the ports on the current tower is included in Table 2.

Table 2. Available Withdrawal Elevations on Existing Outlet Tower

Port Withdrawal Elevation
1 493 ft
2 510 ft
2 w/ 20 ft riser 530 ft
3 540 ft
3 w/20 ft riser 560 ft
4 570 ft
4 w/20 ft riser 590 ft
5 600 ft
6 630 ft

Based on records obtained from the City, outflows were withdrawn from Port No. 3
with a 20-ft riser (560 ft EL) and Port No. 4 (570 ft EL) from January through mid-June
2006. From mid-June 2006 through mid-September 2007, outflows were withdrawn
from Port No. 2 with a 20-ft riser (530 ft EL) and Port No. 3 (540 ft EL). Starting in mid-
September 2007, outflow withdrawal switched back to Port No. 3 with a 20-ft riser (560
ft EL) and Port No. 4 (570 ft EL).
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The ELCOM calibration run using the outflow port openings described above shows
that simulated thermocline depths match well with measured data in 2006 and the first
half of 2007, but it predicted much deeper thermocline levels than shown by the in-
reservoir data from July 2007 onward (see Figures 7 and 8). Historical temperature data
between 2000 and 2007 (Figure 9) reveal that the thermocline depth in the summer of
2007 resided around 20 ft below the surface and is much shallower than those in previous
years. However, there is no evidence indicating that meteorological conditions in 2007 at
SVR, which was believed to be not much different from previous years (verbal
communication with Jeff Pasek of the City), could lead to such a shallow thermocline
depth.

This initial finding led to a more careful examination of the effect of inflows and
outflows on thermocline depths at SVR. In the summers of 2006 and 2007, the Aqueduct
flow was the major inflow source at SVR and entered the reservoir at the surface.
Temperatures for the Aqueduct inflow were between 20 and 28 °C between early June
and later September in both 2006 and 2007 (see Figure 10). If the 18 °C isotherm (see
Figure 11) is used to represent the thermocline, the Aqueduct inflow should reside above
the defined thermocline, given that it enters the reservoir at the surface with a relatively
high temperature. The City reported withdrawal levels during this period were below the
observed thermocline. As a result, the increase in thickness of epilimnion (the layer
above the thermocline) at SVR would be expected to be greater than the thickness of the
layer formed by the Aqueduct inflow during the same period (making due allowance for
evaporation losses). For 2006, the thermocline (defined as the 18 °C isotherm) is
observed to deepen by about 9.5 ft between early June and early September. During the
same period, the thickness of the layer formed by the Aqueduct inflow would be 2.6 ft
and the evaporation loss is calculated to be about 2 ft. The net thermocline deepening in
this time period due to external forcing (wind, heating and cooling, etc.) can be calculated
using the following equation:

Deepening due to external forcing (m) = Net observed thermocline deepening (m)
- Deepening due to inflow insertion (m)
+ Loss due to withdrawal above thermocline (m)
+ Loss due to evaporation (m) [Eqn. 2]

From Eqn. 2, the deepening of the thermocline due to external forcing is estimated to
be 8.9 ft, calculated as 9.5 less 2.6 plus 2 ft. However, for 2007, the thermocline (defined
as the 18 °C isotherm) is observed to deepen by about 6.6 ft between early June and early
September, while the thickness of the layer formed by the Aqueduct inflow is 11 ft.
Applying Eqn. 2, the deepening of the thermocline due to external forcing in 2007 is
therefore estimated to be -2.4 ft, which is a clearly unrealistic answer. If the mixing in
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2007 is considered to actually have deepened the thermocline by the same amount as
2006 (i.e., 8.9 ft which is a reasonable assumption?), then the thermocline depth would be
11.3 ft deeper than observed (calculated using Eqn. 2).

It is therefore apparent that the measured depth of the thermocline in the summer of
2007 is not reasonable unless some outflows were withdrawn from the epilimnion during
this period® (about 11.3 ft worth of outflow). During this time period, the recorded
outflows were from Port No. 2 with a 20-ft riser (530 ft EL) and Port No. 3 (540 ft EL),
at a depth of 60 and 50 ft below the observed thermocline, respectively. The total water
withdrawn from the reservoir during this time was 3,300 MG, corresponding to a
reservoir layer of 11 ft (at the level of the thermocline). The only explanation of the
above discrepancy is that the recorded open ports during this period were not correct, and
that an approximately 11.3 ft thick layer of water was withdrawn at or above the
thermocline level. It is noted that the recorded open ports show a switch to higher ports
(Port No. 3 with a 20-ft riser at 560 ft EL and Port No. 4 at 570 ft EL) in mid-September
2007. However, these recorded open ports were too deep (both were below the
thermocline) and the switch was too late to explain the above-mentioned discrepancy. To
correct for the discrepancy it was considered in the model that the switch to the upper
ports occurred earlier (in mid-June 2007) and the switch was to the shallower ports (Port
No. 4 with a 20-ft riser at 590 ft EL and Port No. 5 at 600 ft EL) (see Figure 12), both of
which were above the observed thermocline in the summer of 2007. The corresponding
model results incorporating this change show good agreement in matching the measured
data regarding thermocline depth (see Figure 13).

3.3 CALIBRATION RESULTS
3.3.1 Woater Surface Elevation
Figure 14 shows the measured versus simulated water surface elevations for the

calibration based on the flow data provided by the City. As shown, the simulated water
surface elevations are generally within 1 ft of the measured WSELSs.

? We have conducted a few sensitivity test runs and the results indicated that reducing the wind speed by
30%, or decreasing sunlight penetration depth (due to higher algae concentrations ) only reduced the
thermocline deepening due to external forcing by 1-2 ft.

? It is noted here that the thermocline depth measurements were performed using three different instruments
at different times, and all the instruments produced similar results, thus ruling out instrument error as a
source of the discrepancy.
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3.3.2 Temperature

Figure 15 shows a time series plot of the simulated versus measured temperatures for
both 2006 and 2007 at the surface and bottom of the reservoir. Figure 16 shows color
contours of the simulated water temperatures in comparison to the measured data. In
addition, comparisons of simulated and measured temperature profiles at selected dates
are included in Appendix C (see Figures C-13 through C-15). As presented, the
simulated temperatures closely match the measured data and accurately predict the onset
and duration of thermal stratification, as well as the depth of the thermocline.

A scatter plot of the measured and simulated temperature for years 2006 and 2007 is
provided in Figure 17. The plot includes only surface and bottom temperature. In the
plot, the 45-degree theoretical line with zero intercept represents what would be a
“perfect” correlation between the simulated and measured data. Therefore, the nearer the
plotted points are to the 45-degree line, the better is the simulation. The graph indicates a
good calibration in temperature.

A statistical analysis of the calibration results versus the measured temperature
produced the metrics presented in Table 3. These metrics quantitatively summarize the
accuracy of the calibration results. For example, the computed Root Mean Square Errors
(RMSE) indicate that the calibrated temperatures in 2006 are on average within 0.60 °C
of the measured data, corresponding to 3.6% of the range in measured temperatures
(relative RMSE = RMSE / | Timax — Tmin|); and the calibrated temperatures in 2007 are on
average within 1.03 °C of the measured data, corresponding to 6.2% of the range in
measured temperatures. Mean error calculates the average of difference between the
measured and simulated values. Thus, the model on average overestimates temperatures
by 0.17 °C in 2006 and on average underestimates temperatures by 0.1 °C in 2007. These
metrics indicate a good calibration.

Table 3. Temperature Calibration Metrics

2006 RESULTS 2007 RESULTS
ROOT ROOT
PARAMETER MEAN RELATIVE MEAN MEAN RELATIVE MEAN
SQUARE RMSE ERROR SQUARE RMSE ERROR
ERROR ERROR
(RMSE) (RMSE)
S“"T“‘e and Bottom 0.60 °C 3.6 % 0.17°C | 1.03°C 6.2 % 0.1 °C
emperature

3.3.3 Conductivity

Figures 18 and 19 are comparison plots (time series and color contours, respectively)
for the simulated and measured conductivities (i.e., salinities). The simulated
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conductivity data plotted in the figures are computed based on the in-reservoir
relationships between conductivity, salinity, and TDS as given in Eqn. 1.

The resulting simulated conductivities capture the seasonal trends in both the surface
and bottom conductivity values; the magnitudes of the simulated and measured
conductivity data also track closely, particularly in 2006.

A scatter plot of the measured and simulated conductivity values for years 2006 and
2007 is provided in Figure 20. Statistical metrics are included in Table 4. The RMSE
indicate that the calibrated conductivity values are on average within 15-30 uS/cm of the
measured, corresponding to 10 — 20% of the range in measured conductivity. These
indicate a good conductivity calibration for both years, especially given that an error of
30 yS/cm is common in field-measured conductivity (FSI, 2005b).

Table 4. Conductivity Calibration Metrics

2006 RESULTS 2007 RESULTS
ROOT ROOT
PARAMETER MEAN RELATIVE MEAN MEAN RELATIVE MEAN
SQUARE RMSE ERROR SQUARE RMSE ERROR
ERROR ERROR
(RMSE) (RMSE)
Surface and Bottom 14.9 o 29.7 o
Conductivity US /em 10.7 % | 8.6 US/cm US /cm 197 % | 2.8 uS/cm

3.3.4 Animation of Aqueduct Tracer

An animation that shows transport and mixing of a conservative tracer injected into
the Aqueduct inflow on July 1, 2006 is included in Appendix D. The tracer was added at
a constant concentration of 100 to the Aqueduct inflow. The plan view plots the
maximum value of the tracer concentrations for each vertical water column within the
model domain. Two cross sections plot the tracer concentrations on the section
connecting between Aqueduct inflow and the Dam and the section connecting between
Kimball Arm and the Dam.
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4. ELCOM VALIDATION
4.1 FIELD TRACER STUDIES

Model validation presented here involves simulating the periods of the tracer studies
completed in 1995 using the previously-calibrated SVR model (Chapter 3). The ability
of the calibrated model to reproduce observed field data in these tracer studies provides
assurance of the predictive capability of the model.

Two tracer field studies were conducted by the City of San Diego in 1995: the winter
study that was completed in January and February and the summer study that was
completed between July and early September. In each study, a lanthanum (lanthanide)
chloride solution was injected as a tracer into the Aqueduct inflow just before it enters the
reservoir. Over the period of each study, tracer concentrations and other water quality
parameters such as temperature, salinity and pH were measured at various reservoir
stations (see Figure 21). Table 5 presents a summary of information on field studies. A
detailed description and analysis of the tracer studies can be found in the FSI report titled
“San Vicente Water Reclamation Project: Results of Tracer Studies” (FSI, 1995).

Table 5. Summary of Information on Tracer Studies

Injected
Name Injection Date Lanthanum | Lake Condition | Sampling Period
Mass
Winter 9:00 AM, 1/4/95- 779 k Weak 1/6/95 -
study 9:00 AM, 1/5/95 7 K9 Stratification 2/7/95
Summer | 10:00 AM, 7/24/95- 154.5 K Strong 7/31/95 -
Study | 10:00 AM, 7/25/95 K9 Stratification 9/5/95

4.2 MODEL VALIDATION SETUP
4.2.1 Computational Grid and Model Inputs

The approach to setting up grid and input files for the model validation run is similar
to that used in setting up the calibration run, except that 1995 data (inflows, outflow,
meteorology) were used.

Since no meteorological data were collected at SVR in 1995, data at CIMIS Ramona
Station (#98) were used as input in the validation run. Ramona Station is about 6 miles
away from SVR. Note that the Ramona station was only in operation before 1999, and
thus could not be used in the 2006/07 calibration to reconstruct missing meteorological
data.
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The winter validation run simulated a 45-day period starting on January 3, 1995 (1
day prior to the tracer injection) and ending on February 18, 1995. The initial conditions
for the winter run were based on data measured at Station A on January 3, 1995.

The summer validation run simulated a 50-day period starting on July 21, 1995 (3
days prior to tracer injection) and ending on September 9, 1995. The initial conditions
for the summer run were based on data measured at Station A on July 21, 1995.

4.2.2 Particle Settling

Both winter and summer tracer studies used lanthanum chloride as the tracer.
Lanthanum, a coagulant used in the wastewater treatment, can bind with phosphate in
water and form insoluble particles (Niquette, et al., 2004, Recht, et al., 1970). After the
particles are formed, they grow in size by attaching themselves to other large particles in
the water (i.e., “flocculation”) and then settle within the water column and may deposit
on the sediment. This lanthanum removal process by settling is evidenced in the
exponential loss of total measured lanthanum mass in the reservoir over the time during
the tracer studies (see Figure 22). For example, after 35 days from the initial injection of
the lanthanum, there was about 15% of the lanthanum mass left in the water column for
the winter tracer study (illustrated as red diamonds in Figure 22) and about 50% of the
lanthanum remained in the water column in the summer tracer study (illustrated as green
squares in Figure 22). These figures were obtained based on integrating the in-reservoir
measured lanthanum concentration data at all stations. In contrast, after 35 days there
would have been about 95% and 99% of the lanthanum left for the winter and summer
studies, respectively, if the lanthanum were a conservative tracer (the contour plots for
these runs are include in Figures C-16 through C-22 of Appendix C). This indicates
that less than 5% of the lanthanum was withdrawn through outlets during the 35-day
period and significant portion of the total injected lanthanum was lost through settling. It
is also noted that the volume of water withdrawn from the reservoir during the winter and
summer studies was approximately 4 and 10 % of the reservoir volume, respectively.
Therefore, it is more appropriate to model lanthanum as particles that grow in size and
settle rather than a conservative tracer.

Lanthanum chloride usually bonds with phosphate to form insoluble particles. In the
winter study, most of injected lanthanum chloride was observed to reside close to the
bottom of the reservoir, where phosphate is ample due to sediment release and lack of
algae consumption at depth. In the summer study, most of lanthanum chloride resides in
the epilimnion or at the level of the thermocline where phosphate level is low due to
algae consumption. Therefore, more insoluble lanthanum phosphate particles are
expected to form in the winter than in the summer. In addition, more large suspended
particles in the reservoir were expected in the winter due to winter storms and runoff.
These particles provide the medium to which lanthanum phosphate can attach.
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Therefore, it is reasonable to apply different particle distributions and flocculation rates
in the summer and winter simulations as described above.

In the validation run, the lanthanum coagulation/flocculation was modeled using a
simplified representation as follows:

e Nine (9) different-sized particle groups (leading to different settling
velocities) were used to represent the lanthanum in the reservoir. The settling
velocity of each particle size group was calculated according to Stokes’s Law,
which suggests that the settling velocity increases in proportion to the square
of the particle diameter. A summary of settling velocity for each particle size
group is listed in Table 6.

e In the winter study, starting with the initial distribution among the particle
size groups, it is assumed that 8% mass of each group particle moves to the
next group with larger size daily (i.e., a flocculation rate equal to 8% of mass /
day). The simulated mass distributions of the particle groups on the sampling
dates in the winter study are presented in Figure 23.

e In the summer study, two flocculation rates were used for each particle size
group: 60% mass of each group has the flocculation rate of 0.9% of mass / day
(i.e., 0.9% mass of each group moves to the next group with larger size daily);
and 40% mass of each group has the flocculation rate of 28% of mass / day
(i.e., 28% mass of each group moves to the next group with larger size daily).
The simulated mass distributions of particle groups on the sampling dates in
the summer study are presented in Figure 23. The use of different
flocculation rates in summer and winter is discussed further below.

e These flocculation rates were selected mainly because they produce the best
match to the rate of decrease in measured total lanthanum mass over the
whole reservoir (see Figure 24).
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Table 6. Settling Velocity for Simulated Particle Groups

Particle Size Settling Velocity
Group (m/day)
1 0.0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.5
5.0

O (00 (N[O~ (WD

4.3 VALIDATION RESULTS

Figure 25 presents color contours of the simulated water temperature in comparison
to the measured temperature data during the period of the winter tracer study. Note that
the simulated temperature shows more diurnal fluctuations because the simulation results
were plotted based on three-hour sampling, while the field data were measured once
every few days. During the winter study, the reservoir was well-mixed initially and
started to develop a weak stratification later. As presented, the simulated temperatures
match well with the measured data and the model accurately predicts the onset and
development of thermal stratification.

Figures 26 through 28 show color contours of measured and simulated lanthanum
profiles in the winter tracer study along a continuous path joining Stations I, B, K, L, A,
L, M, C, D, G, Q, and R as shown in Figure 21. The majority of the lanthanum stays
close to the bottom of the reservoir and was rarely mixed to the surface (probably due to
the settling of lanthanum and a weak stratification). This indicates that the Aqueduct
inflows dove to the bottom of the reservoir in the winter after entering from the surface.
(The inflow was slightly colder and therefore denser than the reservoir water during
winter.) As presented, both the fate of the Aqueduct inflow and decrease of lanthanum
concentrations over the time are well captured by the model.

Figures 29 through 33 are comparison plots of the simulated and measured
temperatures and lanthanum concentrations for the summer tracer study. Due to the
strong temperature stratification in the summer, the Aqueduct inflow, with its relatively
higher temperature, stayed above the colder and denser water in the hypolimnion after
entering at the surface as shown in the measured field data. Then, lanthanum started to
settle as evidenced by the layer of lanthanum expanding vertically toward the bottom.
Without the formation of lanthanum particles and subsequently settling, the lanthanum
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would have mostly remained trapped at the thermocline and eventually mixed to the
surface by wind (see Figures C-16 through C-22 of Appendix C). Both the insertion
level and settling were well captured by the model. The model was also able to
accurately predict the horizontal extent of lanthanum plume in the reservoir.

The validation presented here introduced additional assumptions, such as particle
distributions and flocculation rates other than those made in the calibration. However,
both the particle distributions and flocculation rates were determined solely based on the
measured decreasing mass of total lanthanum over the whole reservoir. The model was
able to reproduce the three-dimensional details in measured lanthanum concentrations
such as the insertion, horizontal extent and dilution of the plume, as well as the settling.
This provides verification and confidence in the model performance.
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5. CAEDYM CALIBRATION
5.1 OVERVIEW

The calibration of the water quality model CAEDYM was carried out after the
ELCOM calibration was completed. The comparison between simulation results and
measured in-reservoir field data involved the following water quality parameters: DO,
pH, nutrients, chlorophyll a and Secchi depth.

The in-reservoir water quality data were obtained by the City and plots of these data
are included in Appendix B. Secchi depths and DO profiles are measured weekly.
Nutrients are measured monthly at the surface (i.e., epilimnion) and 1 meter above the
reservoir bottom (i.e., within the hypolimnion). Surface grab samples of chlorophyll a
were measured monthly through 2003 (Figure B-21); since 2004, chlorophyll a
concentration profiles have been estimated using an optical fluorometer (Figure B-11
through B-15). These in-reservoir data were used to specify the initial profile
concentrations at the start of the calibration period as well as for comparison against the
simulated results for CAEDYM calibration.

5.2 CAEDYM CALIBRATION SETUP
5.2.1 Computational Grid Setup and Initial Conditions

A grid with a horizontal resolution of 100 x 100 m as shown in Figure 34 (compared
to the finer grid with a horizontal resolution of 50 x 50 m used in the ELCOM
calibration) was used for the CAEDYM calibration in order to complete the two-year run
in reasonable computation time (4 days on a fast PC). The vertical grid is the same as
that in the ELCOM calibration. The ELCOM calibration run was conducted on both
grids to evaluate any difference in the predicted hydrodynamic conditions. Figure 35
shows a comparison of the predicted temperature profiles at Station A using the fine and
coarse grids. Figure 36 shows a time series of predicted surface and bottom conductivity
using these two grids. The results indicate that using either the fine or coarse grids will
result in almost the same predicted conductivity and very similar predicted temperature
profiles. Therefore, it is appropriate to use the coarse grid in the CAEDYM calibration to
provide both reasonable model run times as well as adequate model resolution.

The initial reservoir DO and pH concentrations at the beginning of 2006 were based
on in-reservoir measured data from Station A (see Figure 1) on January 3, 2006, as
shown in Appendix B. The initial conditions for nutrients were based on the first
available measured data (i.e., on January 26, 2006).
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5.2.2 Inflow Water Quality Inputs

Water quality parameters such as pH, DO, nutrients and chlorophyll a of all inflows
are required as inputs in the CAEDYM calibration; but these data were not measured at
all times for all inflows. In the previous SVR modeling study (FSI, 2009), a lot of effort
has been put into preparing and testing the input files for the water quality calibration
based on several assumptions and estimates. These assumptions and estimates have been
through peer review in the previous study and were adopted directly in this calibration. A
brief description of these assumptions is provided below for each inflow and details can
be found in the previous SVR model calibration study (FSI, 2009). Appendix C (see
Figures C-23 through C-40) includes plots of the measured data and input data used in
the model calibration for each inflow.

Aqueduct Inflows

Similar to the ELCOM calibration, water quality data measured at the Lake Skinner
outlet were used to characterize the Aqueduct inflow for most of the 2006-2007
calibration period. These data were obtained directly from MWD and included
approximately bi-weekly total phosphate (TP), and nitrate for at least 2006-2007. Ortho-
phosphate (OPO4, used interchangeably with soluble reactive phosphate, or SRP here)
data were only available for 2001-2004, ammonia data were only available for 2000-
2004, and total nitrogen (TN) data were not available at all. Assumptions made in
developing the Aqueduct water quality input files (Figures C-23 through C-29) are noted
below:

e DO concentrations were assumed to be 100% saturated based on water
temperature.

e Chlorophyll a concentrations were assumed to be 0 ug/L since releases from
Lake Skinner are generally at depth.

e Concentrations of SRP were estimated as 40 percent of the TP concentrations
based on comparisons of the limited OP data from 2001-2004 with the TP
data.

e Ammonia concentrations were estimated as 20 percent of the nitrate
concentrations based on comparisons of the limited ammonia data from
2000-2004 with the nitrate data.

e TN concentrations were estimated as 120 percent of the sum of the nitrate and
ammonia concentrations

During the “Bypassing Period” (October 2006 through January 2007), about 80% of
the water in the Aqueduct was being supplied directly from the San Diego Canal while
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the remaining water was supplied by Lake Skinner. During this period, limited TP and
nitrate, but not SRP, ammonia, and TN, data were obtained from MWD for the San
Diego Canal. Assumptions made in developing the Aqueduct input data files during the
Bypassing Period are noted below:

e DO concentrations were assumed to be 100 percent saturated based on water
temperature.

e Chlorophyll a concentrations were assumed to be 0 pug/L.

e TP and nitrate concentrations measured at the San Diego Canal were used to
represent those in the Aqueduct inflow. Concentrations of SRP were
estimated as 40 percent of the TP concentrations. Ammonia concentrations
were estimated as 20 percent of the nitrate concentrations. TN concentrations
were estimated as 1.2 mg/L to reflect the fact that a majority of the water in
the San Diego Canal at that time was from the State Water Project (SWP), and
SWP water generally has high nutrient concentrations (verbal communication
with Bill Taylor of MWD and Jeffery Pasek of the City).

Runoff Inflows

Water quality data for the local tributaries to SVR were obtained from the City and
included DO, TP, OPO4, TN, nitrate, and ammonia data, measured as often as monthly
since 2003. Similar to the ELCOM calibration, data measured in SV Creek were used to
estimate the model inputs for other tributaries (Figures C-30 through C-36).

Sutherland Reservoir Inflows

Due to the limited nutrient data available during the months in which the Sutherland
Reservoir inflows occurred (Figure C-37), TP, SRP, and TN concentrations were
estimated by computing the average concentrations from measurements taken within
Sutherland Reservoir when destratified in the winter, a period when nutrients are
generally not being quickly consumed. Nitrate data were all below the detection limit, so
nitrate concentrations were estimated to be equal to the detection limit. Since ammonia
concentration data were not collected, ammonia concentrations were estimated as 20% of
the TN.

The pH, DO and chlorophyll a values of inflows from Sutherland Reservoir were
assumed to be equal to the profile data measured within the hypolimnion near the
elevation of the outlet (Figures C-38 through C-40).
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5.3 CALIBRATION RESULTS
5.3.1 Dissolved Oxygen

Comparison plots for the simulated and measured DO concentrations are provided in
Figures 37 and 38. The measured data show that DO concentrations at the surface
remained high throughout the years because of the supply of oxygen directly from the
atmosphere by diffusion and because of oxygen produced by photosynthetic activity of
algae at surface. At high rates of photosynthesis, oxygen production by algae exceeded
the diffusion of oxygen out of the system and resulted in occasional oxygen
supersaturation in the spring of 2006 and 2007. The DO at bottom was replenished
through vertical mixing with the surface water with high DO concentrations during the
reservoir destratified periods in the winter of 2006 and 2007. However, during the
summer, strong stratification at SVR prevented such vertical mixing and DO at the
bottom was quickly depleted by the decay of algae and other organic matter in the
sediment (i.e., Sediment Oxygen Demand or SOD). The water conditions in the
hypolimnion became anoxic (i.e., dissolved oxygen concentrations are 0 mg/L) in the
spring and anoxia lasted through the fall for both years, until the reservoir became
destratified in the winter.

The simulated DO concentrations capture the major trends in the measured DO
concentrations, including the onset, duration, and magnitude of periods of anoxia in the
hypolimnion, the depth to the top of the anoxic (i.e., “without oxygen”) region, and the
high surface DO concentrations in the spring (and sometimes fall) that are due to algae
blooms. A value of 1.5 g/m*/day was used for SOD in the calibration as it achieved the
best match to the rate of decrease in DO measured at bottom during the stratified periods.
This value is at the high end of the range of 0.1 — 1.75 g/m*/day for sediment oxygen
demand measured at SVR in 2001 (Beutel, 2001), but is consistent with historic DO
profile data (Appendix B) that show faster rates of DO decay at the bottom in 2006-2007
than in 2001 due to more algal productions in the reservoir evidenced by relatively
smaller Secchi depths in 2006-2007.

A scatter plot of the measured and simulated DO concentrations for years 2006 and
2007 is provided in Figure 39. A statistical analysis of the calibration results versus the
measured data produced the metrics presented in Table 7. The computed Root Mean
Square Errors (RMSE) indicate that the calibrated DO concentrations are on average
within 1.3 mg/L of the measured data, corresponding 7-9% of the range in measured DO
concentrations. These indicate a good calibration for DO for both years.
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2006 RESULTS 2007 RESULTS
ROOT ROOT
PARAMETER MEAN RELATIVE | MEAN MEAN RELATIVE | MEAN
SQUARE RMSE ERROR | SQUARE RMSE ERROR
ERROR ERROR
(RMSE) (RMSE)
Surface and Bottom |, 0 | 900, | 076mg/L | 1.03mg/L | 7.4% | 0.45mg/L
Dissolved Oxygen ) 9 7 . g . 9 4% . g

5.3.2 pH

Figures 40 and 41 show comparison plots for the simulated and measured pH. The
measured data show that pH increased in the spring and summer of each year when
inorganic carbon was consumed by the photosynthetic activity of algae; pH values were
reduced in the winter because of the release of CO, as a byproduct of algae respiration.
The model accurately captures major trends in the measured pH and the simulated pH
closely tracks measured data. It is noted in these figures that the measured surface pH on
11/5/07 and the measured bottom pH on 6/16/06, 4/23/07, 4/30/07, 7/16/07, 7/30/07,
11/5/07 and 11/19/07 are unusually low compared to other data. Thus, these data are
considered as outliers and were excluded from the analysis described next. A scatter plot
of the measured and simulated pH for years 2006 and 2007 is provided in Figure 42. A
statistical analysis of the calibration results versus the measured data produced the
metrics presented in Table 8. The computed Root Mean Square Errors (RMSE) indicates
that the calibrated pH are on average within 0.3 of the measured data, corresponding to
10-15% of the range in measured pH values. These indicate a good pH calibration for
both years, especially considering the small variation of pH during the two-year
calibration period.

Table 8. pH Calibration Metrics

2006 RESULTS 2007 RESULTS
ROOT ROOT
PARAMETER S'gﬁi’;E RELATIVE MEAN S'gﬁi’;E RELATIVE MEAN
ERROR RMSE ERROR ERROR RMSE ERROR
(RMSE) (RMSE)
Surface and Bottom pH 0.19 9.7 % 0.03 0.28 14.3 % 0.05

5.3.3 Nutrients

Figures 43 and 44 are plots of the simulated and measured SRP and TP
concentrations, respectively. The measured surface SRP and TP data are usually below
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the detection limits (i.e., 0.008 and 0.08 mg/L P, respectively), and the bottom SRP and
TP data are also below the detection limits in the winter and spring. Despite that, general
trends in the measured phosphorus data can still be observed. At the surface, phosphorus
levels were usually low due to consumption by algae. At the bottom, phosphorus
concentrations were low at the beginning of 2006 when the reservoir was fully mixed.
As the reservoir became stratified in the early spring of 2006, phosphorus concentrations
started to increase due to the release of phosphorus from the sediment caused by anoxic
conditions in the hypolimnion. However, after June 2006, phosphorus concentrations
stayed relatively constant until the reservoir was fully mixed again in January 2007. This
is due to the fact that the sediment release of phosphorus in spring probably exhausts the
phosphorus storage in the sediments. In 2007, phosphorus concentrations increased
slowly at the bottom through the year. As shown, the model captures these trends fairly
well although the simulated bottom concentrations are slightly higher than the measured
data.

Comparison plots of the simulated and measured ammonia, nitrate, and TN
concentrations are provided in Figures 45 through 47, respectively. In these figures,
ammonia concentrations are below the detection limit (i.e., 0.04 mg/L N) at the surface
throughout the year and at the bottom during the destratified period. The nitrate
concentrations are below the detection limit (i.e., 0.02 mg/L N) from about July through
January of each year. The observed trends in measured ammonia data are similar to those
in measured phosphorus data. However, the trends of nitrate concentrations at the bottom
are the reverse of those in ammonia concentrations: nitrate concentrations are high when
the reservoir is destratified and DO at bottom is high; nitrate concentrations decrease
when the reservoir is stratified and DO at bottom is low. This is because ammonia in the
sediment can convert to nitrate through a nitrification process if oxygen is present and,
consequently, the sediment releases nitrate instead of ammonia. Once the bottom of the
reservoir becomes anoxic, nitrate is depleted slowly by denitrification. As shown, the
simulated ammonia and nitrate match the trends and magnitude of the measured data
fairly well.

The simulated TN concentrations match the measured concentrations during the
destratified periods and follow the general trends of the data, although the simulated TN
concentrations are significantly lower than a few measured data points during the summer
of 2006. These measured TN concentrations in the summer of 2006 are very high
compared to those in summer of 2007. There are no evident sources of nitrogen that can
explain such spikes.

5.3.4 Chlorophyll a and Secchi Depth

There are no measured chlorophyll a concentrations available in years 2006-2007 at
SVR. Instead, chlorophyll a concentration profiles were estimated using an optical
fluorometer and were provided by the City (Figure B-11 through B-15). The optical
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fluorometer measures fluorescence and, if calibrated, can make an estimate of relative
chlorophyll a concentrations because algae fluoresce at characteristic wavelengths.
Optical fluorometers can be used to collect profile measurements similar to a temperature
or conductivity probe. Thus, they could provide more data (albeit of lower quality) more
economically than could be obtained with grab samples and laboratory analysis.
However, fluorometer readings can be corrupted by other particles present in the water
column and indicate “false” algae blooms. For example, in SVR, the algae bloom that
starts from August 2007 is probably a “false” algae bloom because the data show
extremely high chlorophyll a concentrations (> 100 pg/L) at the depth below the
thermocline but measured DO profiles show no evidence of high oxygen
spikes/production at that depth to support the existence of such algae bloom (Figure 48).
These high readings of fluorescence below the thermocline could, for example, be caused
by the accumulation of surface algae and other particles at the thermocline due to settling
flocculants such as manganese and iron hydroxides formed in the epilimnion.
Manganese and iron hydroxides are insoluble under high DO conditions (e.g. in the
epilimnion) and soluble under low DO conditions (€.g. in the hypolimnion). Therefore, if
water is rich in manganese and iron hydroxides which are flocculants, they form flocs in
the epilimninon under high DO conditions. These flocs catch algae and other particles as
they settle at the thermocline, leading to concentrated algae and particles (thus high
readings of fluorescence) at the thermocline. Similar processes involved in arsenic
accumulation at the thermocline have been reported at Halls Brook Pond, Massachusetts
(Ford, et al., 2005 and 2006)

Since a fluorometer calibration had not been conducted at SVR, the simulated
chlorophyll a concentrations by the SVR model were not compared directly against
chlorophyll a data estimated using fluorometer data. Instead, the calibration of
chlorophyll a was conducted through a “simulated” Secchi depth derived from a
correlation between the simulated chlorophyll a concentrations and Secchi depth.

Secchi depth is a measure of the degree of transparency at the reservoir surface and,
in a water body like SVR, is generally strongly correlated (for water with low inorganic
turbidity) with chlorophyll a concentration since algae growth affects water clarity.
Based on a study by Rast and Lee (1978) on various reservoirs, the following relationship
was suggested:

Log (Secchi Depth in m) = - 0.473 Log (Chlorophyll a in pg/L) + 0.803 [Eqn. 4]

Although CAEDYM does not simulate Secchi depth directly, the “simulated” Secchi
depths can be derived from the simulated surface chlorophyll a concentrations using this
formula. Therefore, a good calibration for Secchi depth can be translated into a good
calibration for chlorophyll a concentrations.

The “simulated” Secchi depths are plotted against the measured Secchi depths in
Figure 49. The measured Secchi depths are generally in the range of 3 to 5 m from

SVR_Calibration_TechMemo 31
FSI V094005
May 01, 2012



e/
FLOW SCIENCE:

January through September 2006. However, between October and December 2006, the
Secchi depths decreased significantly and remained low through June 2007. This period
of small Secchi depth corresponds to the Bypassing Period when 80% of flow into the
Aqueduct was coming directly from the San Diego Canal that has higher nutrient levels
as discussed in Section 5.2.2. It is believed that the decrease in Secchi depth starting in
October 2006 is predominantly due to chlorophyll a growth (verbal communication with
Jeffery Pasek of the City) caused by a large influx of nutrient from the water in the San
Diego Canal during the Bypassing Period.

The Secchi depth data in Figure 49 suggest that the calibrated chlorophyll a
concentrations during the Bypassing Period and through June 2007 are still a little lower
than the data. But without more detailed information on the Aqueduct source water
quality and direct chlorophyll a measurements, it was difficult to obtain a better
correlation. A scatter plot of the measured and simulated Secchi depth for years 2006
and 2007 is provided in Figure 50. A statistical analysis of the calibration results versus
the measured data produced the metrics presented in Table 9. The computed Root Mean
Square Errors (RMSE) indicate that the calibrated Secchi depths are on average within
1.2 m of the measured data, corresponding to about 20% of the range in measured Secchi
depth. These indicate a fairly good calibration for both Secchi depth and chlorophyll a,
especially considering the unknown nutrient loadings during the Bypassing Period.

Table 9. Secchi Depth Calibration Metrics

2006 RESULTS 2007 RESULTS
ROOT ROOT
PAAMETEN | souame  REATVE | MEAN | squane | RELATVE | MEAN
ERROR ERROR
(RMSE) (RMSE)
Secchi Depth 1.06 m 20.8 % 0.18 m 1.14m 22.3 % -0.87 m
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6. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

A three-dimensional water quality model has been applied, calibrated and verified for
SVR. It is anticipated that this model will be used to study the dynamics, mixing, and
residence time of advanced treated recycled water and its effects on eutrophication in the
expanded SVR.

The modeling domain includes the existing portion of the reservoir as well as the
proposed expanded portion of the reservoir. A fine grid with a horizontal resolution of 50
x 50 m was used in the ELCOM calibration while a coarse grid with a horizontal
resolution of 100 x 100 m was used in the CAEDYM calibration. This was necessitated
by the large computer requirements and the desire to limit computation time to several
days per model run for a two-year simulation. A variable grid size was used in the
vertical dimension with a grid size of 1.64 ft (0.5 m) near the surface, and expanding in
size with depth. The calibration was conducted for the two-year period of 2006-2007.
The input data required by the calibration were either based on measured data or derived
from these data. ELCOM requires limited calibration effort in that the physical aspects
of water movements in reservoirs are fairly well understood. The CAEDYM model was
calibrated by adjusting some model bio-chemical parameters so that the simulation
results best match measured field data.

The calibrated/validated ELCOM model shows good agreement with the measured
data for both water temperature and conductivity.  The calibration involved
reconstruction of some meteorological data during periods where data were unavailable.
It also involved an adjustment for the outlet port openings in the second half of 2007. As
discussed in detail in the report, the City-specified field reports of the ports open during a
portion of 2007 are at variance with the basic thermodynamics of the system. It is
demonstrated later in this report that the open ports must have been at or above the
thermocline level and not in the hypolimnion, as specified. In the future, it is
recommended that outflow temperatures from SVR be recorded so that they can provide
verification of the field record of port openings.

The onset and duration of thermal stratification as well as the deepening rate of the
thermocline were predicted accurately by the model.  Furthermore, the water
conductivity, a measure of salinity, was well predicted by the model. It is noted that
future modeling of the hydrodynamics at SVR would benefit from a full set of
meteorological data gathered at SVR (the City stopped gathering on-site meteorological
data in March 2007). An analysis presented herein shows that the meteorological data
measured at the nearby California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS)
station in Escondido differ in significant aspects from data gathered at SVR.

After the model was calibrated, a validation was performed to compare the model
against the results of previous field studies. The field studies involved two separate
episodes of tracer injection in the reservoir (winter 1995 and summer 1995). The field
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studies clearly showed the impacts of stratification (or lack thereof) on the mixing and
dispersion of the tracer. The ELCOM model was capable of replicating the main features
of the tracer study. Due to the nature of the tracer used in those studies (Lanthanum
Chloride), a significant amount of tracer was lost due to coagulation/flocculation and
subsequent settling. A simple coagulation/settling model was added to ELCOM. After
the implementation of the coagulation/settling model, very good agreement between the
model and the data was obtained. This validation provides strong verification and
assurance that the model performance is accurate.

The calibration of the water quality model CAEDYM was carried out after the
ELCOM calibration and verification process. The comparison between simulation results
and measured in-reservoir field data involved water quality parameters including
dissolved oxygen (DO), pH, nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorus), chlorophyll a and
Secchi depth. It is noted that some assumptions had to be made in order to calibrate the
model. For example, assumptions on nutrient levels for the Aqueduct inflows during the
“Bypassing Period” were needed to characterize nutrient loadings because there are only
limited nutrient data available for the Aqueduct inflow.

The calibrated CAEDYM model shows overall good agreements with measured data.
The simulated DO concentrations capture the major trends in the measured DO
concentrations, including the onset, duration, and magnitude of periods of anoxia in the
hypolimnion, the depth to the top of the anoxic (i.e., “without oxygen”) region, the DO
decay rate in the spring in the hypolimnion, and the high surface DO concentrations in
the spring (and sometimes fall) that are due to algae blooms. The simulated pH values
closely match the measured data and are on average within 0.3 of the measured values.
The calibrated model also replicates the major trends in the measured nutrient
(phosphorus and nitrogen) concentrations. It is noted, however, that some of the field
data are below the detection limit and real values of the nutrient concentrations on these
days are unknown. The available in-reservoir chlorophyll a data were qualitatively
measured using a fluorometer that has not been calibrated. The calibration of chlorophyll
a had to be conducted indirectly through the calibration of Secchi depth. The final
calibration run shows a fairly good agreement with the measured Secchi depths,
indicating a fairly good calibration for chlorophyll a.

At this point, it is believed that the model calibration/validation is nearly complete.
The calibrated/validated model will undergo peer review. After that, the model will be
applied to the study of the expanded reservoir as well as the evaluation of the mixing of
the advanced treated recycled water within the reservoir. The planned modification of
Aqueduct release locations/facilities into the expanded SVR and outlet structure/port
depths will be incorporated into the model.

Future evaluations and modeling of water quality at SVR would benefit from more
frequent sampling of nutrients and chlorophyll a within the reservoir, also from lower
nutrient detection limits, and an increased use of duplicate samples or periodic sampling

SVR_Calibration_TechMemo 34
FSI V094005
May 01, 2012



e/
FLOW SCIENCE:
B

audits. It is recommended that nutrient samples be collected more frequently and at
additional depths throughout the water column. This would increase the data resolution
and reliability, improve understanding of the reservoir behavior, and allow for a more
precise water quality calibration. It is further recommended that the collection of
chlorophyll a samples be resumed. Composite samples should be collected from the
reservoir surface in order to analyze chlorophyll a concentrations in the laboratory. This
would allow for calibration of the optical fluorometer data and improve the usefulness
and interpretation of that data. Finally, it is recommended that more frequent sampling of
nutrients and other parameters be conducted for the inflows (especially the Runoff, and
the Aqueduct inflow during bypassing conditions).
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ELCOM-CAEDYM
Schematic of Processes Modeled in ELCOM-CAEDYM
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San Vicente Reservoir
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A — Simulated Temperature Using CIMIS Meteorological Data After March 2007
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - Measured Temperature Contours (2000-2007)
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San Vicente Reservoir
Comparison of 2006 and 2007 Measured Aqueduct Inflow Rates and Temperatures
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - 2006-2007 Measured Temperature Profiles
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San Vicente Reservoir
Measured /Modeled Outflow Volumes
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San Vicente Reservoir - Station A Temperature Calibration
Impact of Opening Different Outlet Ports
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San Vicente Reservoir

Measured vs Simulated Water Surface Elevations
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San Vicente Reservoir Station A - Water Temperature Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - Water Temperature Calibration

Measured Temperature Temp. (°C)
° L) Dl ]
. , 7 N
- I
o ’ A - - -
= 60
e
)
o
o 90
©
120
15 | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
81/06 4/1/06 7/1/06 10/1/06 1/1/07 4/1/07 7/1/07 10/1/07 12/31/07
imul Temperatur
0 Simulated | empe atu e |  Temp. (0)
‘ 27
26
30 25
24
— 23
22
& 60 o
g 20
19
% 90 18
17
120 EEE== ‘ 12
14
150 | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | 13
1/1/06 4/1/06 7/1/06 10/1/06 1/1/07 4/1/07 7/1/07 10/1/07 12/31/07
Date
)
FSI V094005 i
ey 01 2012 Figure 16 FLOW SCIENCE.



FSI V094005
May 01, 2012

simulated temperature data (deg C)

San Vicente Reservoir

Scatter Plot of Measured vs. Simulated Temperature

32

30

28

26

24

22

20

18

16

14

12

10

10

12

14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28

measured temperature data (deg C)

W 2006 - Surface
W 2007 - Surface

@ 2006 - Bottom
¢ 2007 - Bottom

Figure 17

30

32

e
FLOW SCIENCE:
|




San Vicente Reservoir Station A - Conductivity Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - Conductivity Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir

Scatter Plot of Measured vs. Simulated Conductivity
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San Vicente Reservoir

1995 Tracer Studies - Percent of Total Initial Mass of Lanthanum in the Reservoir versus Time
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San Vicente Reservoir

1995 Tracer Studies — Simulated Mass Distribution of Particles
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San Vicente Reservoir

1995 Tracer Studies - Percent of Total Initial Mass of Lanthanum in the Reservoir versus Time
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - Water Temperature in 1995 Winter Tracer Study
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January 17, 1995
Measured Data

San Vicente Reservoir
1995 Winter Tracer Study — Measured versus Simulated Lanthanum Concentrations
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San Vicente Reservoir
1995 Winter Tracer Study — Measured versus Simulated Lanthanum Concentrations
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - Water Temperature Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir
1995 Summer Tracer Study — Measured versus Simulated Lanthanum Concentrations
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San Vicente Reservoir
1995 Summer Tracer Study — Measured versus Simulated Lanthanum Concentrations
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San Vicente Reservoir Station A - Conductivity Simulation
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San Vicente Reservoir Station A - Dissolved Oxygen Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - Dissolved Oxygen Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir Station A - pH Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir
Station A - pH Calibration
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San Vicente Reservoir Station A - Soluble Reactive Phosphorus
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San Vicente Reservoir Station A - Total Phosphorus
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San Vicente Reservoir Station A - Ammonia
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