Figure 1.1
SRV Active Model Area with Phoenix AMA

SRV Model and Phoenix AMA
Location within Arizona
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Figure 1.2
Population Centers within the SRV
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Figure 2.1
SRV Model Geologic Cross Section Locations
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Figure 2.2
SRV Model Geologic Cross Sections (A - D)
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Figure 2.3
SRV Model Geologic Cross Sections (E - G)

E Cross-Section E - E'

EI
- I | | I | I I T
<+
o
<
i sl
s & 8 Z s
o= [+<] © —~C
N -3 =4 - dl
I~ = o = = ® 2
5 5 @ 8 S 8 e Ed z x
I~ & i - ~ © = -
— ~ I~ ~ e {
= = oy T I 2 z
= % % ; % = f e v Q 1 o ~ T
- ' . x . Cros -Section G - G

—@

S o o e x | ! | | |
o wn
- 8l = § g 5 g g 2 38
- ol 3 7 = : 2 : & o
' 4 = h
- » = E = 2 EXPLANATION

- o £ =
o c : o E UAU
=1 s - et —
S < B ey
: : o _ A MAU
- SR
| o _ \CLAU
e
- L P =
o [ ‘50. - -
g K o SR | Vertical Exaggeration 10 X
"0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30,000 35000 40000 = 45000 50000 2 X-Axis = Easting (meters)
i Y-Axis = Northing (feet A/BLS)
N - NM = Model Log Unique ID
E Cross-Section F - F' ) o
- I [ 1 | | | S | S
] - =
Iz ) ) :
aff g . -
i é o
2 g 5 | i
" -é—" (=) (=]
PO
.,9&@& 2 (N S B SN I SUNELE SN S SN R UUNELE SUNLE SN R UL R WU
- P 0 5,000 10,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 30,000 35000 40,000 45,000

|||I|| b,
I .,
.

1 I igll L "
* [! ’ 5.0'0( j 10.!1[]0 i 15500 i :ZU_EIUU ’ 25.'000 i 30_}]00 ’ 35,500 ’ 40_5Du ' -15.‘00\] i 50.5\]() ’ EEw,f)uI] j 60 5[]() i E\E,BOD ) 70.!1[]0 i 75 E)ﬂﬂ ) |lll| I 3 H T
T I :l
L] l
"W il

2,000

ADWR Modeling Unit
April 2009
U:\SRV_1983_2006\GIS_3\Maps\Technical_Report_Maps



Figure 2.4
Total Basin Fill Aquifer Thickness
(Above 3000' Ft BLS)
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Figure 2.5
Geologic Data Deficient Areas
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Figure 2.6
Locations of Natural Recharge and Groundwater Underflow
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Figure 2.7
Locations of Incidental Recharge
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Figure 3.1

A N \ SRV Model Grid (Max. Active Extent)
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Figure 3.3
SRV Model UAU (Layer 1) 1983 Initial Heads
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Figure 3.4
SRV Model MAU / LAU (Layers 2 & 3) 1983 Initial Heads
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Figure 3.5
ey, SRV Model Hydraulic Conductivity (Layer 1)
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Figure 3.6
SRV Model Hydraulic Conductivity (Layer 2)
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Figure 3.7
SRV Model Hydraulic Conductivity (Layer 3)
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Figure 3.8

ey, SRV Model Specific Yield (Layer 1)
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Figure 3.9
SRV Model Specific Yield (Layer 2)
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Figure 3.10
SRV Model Specific Yield (Layer 3)
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Figure 3.11

ey, SRV 2006 Model Pumpage Rate
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Figure 3.12
/7’/;9,0 SRV Model Evapotranspiration (ET) Rate
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Figure 3.13
SRV Model Streamflow Routing
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Figure 3.15
SRV Model Stream Infiltration Recharge
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Figure 3.16

ey, SRV Model Agricultural Recharge
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Figure 3.17

/7’/;9,0 SRV Model Artificial Recharge Sites
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Figure 3.18

ey, SRV Model Canal Recharge
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é Figure 3.19
SRV Model Lake Recharge
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Figure 3.20
SRV Model Urban Recharge
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Figure 3.21
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Figure 4.1

SRV 2002-2003 Simulated vs Observed

Water Level Contours
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Figure 4.2
SRV 2002-2003 Simulated - Observed
Weighted Residual Head Error
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Figure 4.3
Aquifer-Stream Interaction in Stream Package:
Flood Year (1993) Gaining/Losing Reaches
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Figure 4.4
e, Aquifer-Stream Interaction in Stream Package:
09%6. Ney, Non-Flood Year (2000) Gaining/Losing Reaches
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Figure 4.5
4 Groundwater Flux Zones
g Used to Calculate Internal Flows
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