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Figure 3-1. Contributing factors and potential consequences of 
algae blooms 
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Water Quality Concerns and Possible Contributing Factors 

POSSIBLE 
CONTRIBUTING FACTORS 
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Level 

Stable Water Level 
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Extensive Littoral 
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Watershed Land Use 
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High Sediment Inflow 
High Nutrient Inflow 
High TOC Inflow 
Point Sources 
Stratification 
Ice Cover 
High Evaporation 
Sed. Oxygen Demand 
Organic Decomposition 
Anoxia 
Reduced Chern. Species 
Internal Nutrient Load 
High Algal Prod. 
High Macrophyte Prod. 
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(1) Identify water quality concerns. Diagrams similar to Figures 3-1 
through 3-7 or a table similar to Table 3-1 are valuable tools in identifying 
the factors that could potentially contribute to water quality problems. Each 
discipline and functional group of an interdisciplinary team has a different 
perspective on water quality concerns, which is important in identifying 
potential problems. 

(2) Identify potential causes. Some water quality concerns occur in 
nearly all Corps reservoirs and are a result of similar internal processes, 
external forces, and water control procedures. Seven of these water quality 
concerns, and their potential causes and consequences, are shown in Fig-
ures 3-1 through 3-7. Three of these relate to reservoir water quality; three 
issues relate to release water quality; and the final concern relates to both 
the reservoir and tailwater. Similar diagrams can be developed for other 
specific water quality issues or concerns. Possible causes of other water 
quality problems are listed in Table 3-1 and may aid in the identification of 
potential factors affecting reservoir water quality. 

(3) Differentiate causes and symptoms. During the identification of 
potential causes, it is critical that causes be distinguished from symptoms. 
However, determining the potential causes of a water quality pr,oblem can be 
difficult. Cosmetic, short-lived solutions result from applying management 
techniques that address water quality symptoms and not causes. Management 
approaches that address causes typically are more cost effective than 
approaches that address symptoms. The interdisciplinary group is critical in 
this phase. 

d. Determining Priorities. After needs have been identified and objec­
tives established, a determination must be made as to what work can be done 
based on the priority of needs and the available resources. When many objec­
tives are involved, management by objective tools, such as decision matrices, 
is helpful. The developed priorities should be considered tentative and sub­
ject to change based on changing needs and resources. Priorities based on 
program objectives generally differ from those of studies. 

(1) Program objectives. Setting priorities for program objectives, such 
as those that are part of an operational monitoring program, consists of 
determining those objectives that are basic to the mission of the organization 
("must do"), those that are necessary for improving the effectiveness of the 
organization ("ought to do"), and those that are highly desirable for improv­
ing the effectiveness of the organization ("nice to do"). Generally, the 
"nice to do" objectives are postponed during unanticipated program changes 
such as budget or personnel reductions. "Ought to do" objectives can be de­
layed if conditions warrant. Conversely, "nice to do" objectives can be 
accelerated if personnel or budget conditions improve. 

(2) Study objectives. After the water quality concerns have been iden­
tified, these should be ordered by dominance, magnitude, controllability, and 
impact, and a priority should be assigned for formulating management 
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approaches. For a particular concern, the order of importance and its prior­
ity may not be identical. Some issues may be easily addressed with limited 
funds. These issues may receive a higher priority for initial study than 
factors requiring longer term planning and coordination with other agencies. 
A dual priority system may be considered for short-term remedies and long-term 
solutions. 

e. Reevaluation. A reanalysis of water quality concerns and programs 
may determine that some concerns are more important than originally antici­
pated. A reevaluation should be conducted, and reassessment of priorities may 
be required. The evaluation should be an .iterative and ongoing process. 

f. Modification. Changes in the priority ranking of objectives, or 
changes in the objectives themselves, should be completed by preparing a 
revised priority listing of objectives. 

3-2. Design Considerations. Once the objectives have been determined, a de­
sign or plan of action for achieving those objectives must be prepared. While 
each design must be tailored to the specific assessment being conducted, the 
following considerations provide general guidance on the subject. 

a. The general characteristics of the assessment should be outlined. 
Phasing should also be. considered, particularly if certain items can only be 
addressed in sequence or are based on results from another activity. Respon­
sibilities for the various parts must be identified (e.g., is there in-house 
capability, or will portions or all aspects of the work be contracted?). 
Level of detail should be described, with scheduling and available resources 
outlined. 

b. It may be helpful to initially evaluate similar studies; many water 
quality problems or concerns are unique to reservoirs but are common among 
Federal project~. Discussions with other field operating activities, the Ten­
nessee Valley Authority, or the Bureau of Reclamation can identify ongoing 
studies, describe consequences or impacts, or warn of pitfalls to avoid. 

c. The plan of action will help determine the overall success of the 
reservoir water quality assessment. It will ensure that the assessment pro­
vides conclusions and recommendations that address the specific objectives 
defined at the beginning, or as redefined during the study. Although this 

_appears obvious, many assessments diverge and subsequently resolve an entirely 
different set of objectives or problems than originally defined. 

d. The design should ensure that the assessment results and conclusions 
are clearly presented and discussed. In some instances, conclusive results 
are lost in poor presentation and confusing discussion. As a result, cost­
effective, environmentally and technically sound water quality management 
techniques might not be implemented. The results and conclusions from an 
assessment need not be voluminous or finely detailed to specifically answer 
questions, but the information must be clearly understandable. 
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e. Conclusions and recommendations from all assessments must indicate 
the reliability of the result and the dependability of the proposed management 
techniques. These estimates of dependability are essential for rational 
decision-making in water quality management. A management technique that is 
25 percent more expensive but has a 95-percent probability of being effective 
may be selected over another less expensive technique with only a 50-percent 
probability of success. 

f. Each reservoir project is unique, and the selection and application 
of appropriate assessment techniques to address issues may require m~ifica­
tions prior to implementation. It should not be assumed that techniques 
developed for reservoirs in the Northeast are directly applicable to reser­
voirs in the Southwest and vice versa. Each assessment technique must be 
carefully evaluated prior to application. 

g. A final consideration in designing an effective water quality assess­
ment plan is the importance of project familiarity. Activities such as visit­
ing the project site and working with existing data allow an individual to 
make common sense or technical judgments pertinent to the quality of the 
water, problem areas (either existing or developing), and general operating 
characteristics. This type knowledge cannot be obtained by simply reviewing 
data. A lack of project familiarity can jeopardize the position of the 
responsible Corps element should a problem arise. 

3-3. Elements of Assessment. 

a. Six general categories of reservoir water quality assessment studies 
are discussed in Section II. A representative example from each category is 
used to illustrate the general assessment approach. Discussion for each cate­
gory includes the expected consequences of the proposed actions and a number 
of program or study definitions. 

b. The program or study definitions include known factors, factors to be 
determined, and assessment techniques, as outlined below. 

(1) Known factors. Certain information that is required to address the 
program or a specific study is readily available before initiating any study. 
This information includes knowledge of the project purposes; hydrometeorologi­
cal records; basin and reservoir geometry; water control procedures; and 
inflow, inlake, or release water quality. This information must be collated 
for use in subsequent analyses. 

(2) Factors to be determined. The unknown factors are dictated by the 
program or study definition. These are the water quality characteristics that 
must be determined in order to evaluate whether a reservoir water quality 
problem may occur and its probable magnitude, duration, and frequency. This 
must be an iterative process. It is quite possible to address factors that 
will not contribute to problem solution. This misdirection generally indi­
cates either the problem is not understood or has not been properly defined. 
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Coordination and discussion of reservoir water quality concerns with the 
US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), State and local agencies, or other 
interested groups can assist in refining study objectives and determining the 
important factors to evaluate during the study. Most agencies have a greater 
interest in and are more receptive to study results and conclusions if they 
were involved in formulating the pertinent study questions and study plan. 

(3) Assessment techniques. 

(a) There is no single technique or approach for addressing all water 
quality-related engineering activities or water quality problems. Therefore, 
the use of only one technique in reservoir water quality studies is not war­
ranted. Each technique has inherent assumptions and limitations that must be 
considered during technique selection, application, and interpretation of 
results. 

(b) It is important to use the technique that is best for the program or 
study, not necessarily the technique most familiar to the user. User famil­
iarity is important in technique selection but not to the exclusion of better 
methods. 

(c) Since every reservoir is a unique system, techniques may require 
modification prior to use. Knowledge of the project characteristics and the 
assessment technique is crucial for technique modification and accurate analy­
sis. Incorporation of site-specific characteristics in the methodology is 
generally the best approach for assessing water quality conditions or impacts 
of engineering design alternatives. 

(d) The extent of analysis and the required detail are determined by the 
program or study scope, available information, required resolution, and engi­
neering and scientific judgment. Some water quality concerns can be resolved 
in a day using order of magnitude estimates, while other water quality con­
cerns may require field and laboratory investigations and mathematical and 
physical model applications that extend for a year or more to develop satis­
factory management alternatives. 

(e) One generalization is valid over the broad range of analytical tech­
niques. That is, an integrated approach, using multiple techniques, results 
in a more reliable, cost-effective, and sound engineering analysis of poten­
tial water quality problems and the alternative management approaches. 
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Section II. Water Quality Assessment Program/Study Categories 

3-4. Preimpoundment Assessment. A preimpoundment assessment predicts the 
reservoir water quality conditions that are likely to occur in and below a 
project if it were constructed and operated under a specific engineering 
design and water control plan. In general, a preimpoundment assessment evalu­
ates several alternative engineering designs and alternative water control 
plans. 

a. Expected Consequences. The obvious consequence of a proposed reser­
voir is that a free-flowing stream or river will be impounded. General reser­
voir water quality characteristics and water quality patterns that can be 
expected are discussed in Chapter 2. Study of the reservoir water quality at 
surrounding reservoirs with similar structural designs and water control plans 
provides valuable insight into the water quality patterns and problems to be 
encountered at the proposed study site. For most reservoirs, dynamic water 
quality changes can be expected for the first 6 to 10 years following impound­
ment, during the transition period. 

b. Program/Study Definition. Two related concerns associated with any 
preimpoundment assessment, regardless of project type, are whether postim­
poundment water quality will satisfy: (1) both inlake and release water qual­
ity objectives and (2) project purposes. Water quality conditions in similar 
reservoirs in the project area should be examined along with any design or 
operational modifications made or proposed to improve water quality conditions 
in these surrounding projects; this information should be included in the 
problem definition. 

(1) Known factors. Factors that should be known at the beginning of the 
analysis, regardless of the engineering activity, are summarized in Fig-
ure 3-8. Reservoir and release water quality data will not be available for 
preimpoundment studies, but the remainder of the information can be compiled. 
Sources of information that should be consulted are indicated in Chapter 4. 

(2) Factors to be determined. A number of unknown factors must be 
addressed during the water quality assessment to determine if reservoir water 
quality objectives can be attained. Typical unknown factors are summarized in 
Figure 3-9 and include: 

(a) Inflow water quality conditions. Existing stream water quality con­
ditions must be compared with applicable State and EPA criteria and standards 
during the preimpoundment assessment. If the existing stream water quality 
does not meet water quality criteria or standards, alternative designs or 
water control plans should be evaluated to minimize the impact of these vio­
lations on reservoir water quality. 

(b) Stratification. The onset, duration, strength, and overturn of 
stratification dictate water quality conditions that may occur following 
impoundment. These conditions range from downstream temperatures that are 
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• Basin and reservoir geometry including elevation-area-capacity 
relationships for the reservoir. 

• Hydraulic outlet design and geometry. 

• Reservoir routings and operations data for the period of record under 
alternative water control plans. 

• Existing stream water quality. 

• Meteorological conditions within the basin from National Weather 
Service stations located as near the proposed site as possible. 

• The locations and water quality characteristics of surrounding water 
bodies. 

• Land use within the watershed. 

• Existing reservoir water quality conditions. 

• Existing reservoir release water quality conditions. 

Figure 3-8. Project characteristics known prior to beginning a 
water quality study 
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• Inflow quality and inflow placement in the reservoir 

• Inlake water quality conditions with emphasis on: 

Temperature regime 

DO regime 

Algae concentrations and succession patterns 

Withdrawal zone 

• Release water quality conditions with emphasis on: 

Temperature 

DO 

Metal concentrations (Fe, Mn) 

Organics 

Figure 3-9. Typical water quality factors to be assessed in reservoir 
water quality studies 
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high iron concentrations in res­
Accurate stratification predic­
quality concerns and develop 

(c) Dissolved oxygen regime. Determination of the hypolimnetic oxygen 
demand and depletion rates in conjunction with the strength and duration of 
stratification can indicate the potential for and duration of anoxic condi­
tions. This may impact both inlake and reservoir release water qual1.ty. 

(d) Inflow and withdrawal zones. Seasonal changes in the thickness and 
location of the inflow zone may influence the availability of inflowing nutri­
ents to phytoplankton in the euphotic zone, contribute organic matter to the 
metalimnion or hypolimnion that may deplete DO in these two areas during 
microbial decomposition, or provide sufficient energy to create additional 
mixing and entrainment between the epilimnion and metalimnion or the meta­
limnion and hypolimnion. The thickness and location of the withdrawal zone 
may withdraw cold water; withdraw anoxic water; blend warmer, oxygenated water 
with hypolimnetic water; or entrain water from these stratification zones, 
which will influence release water quality. The inflow placement and with­
drawal zones should be determined for an annual cycle. 

(e) Productivity. Phytoplankton species assemblages, successional pat­
terns, biomass, and chlorophyll concentrations must be estimated. This infor­
mation may indicate potential problems for project purposes such as water 
supply (trihalomethane precursors, taste and odor, filter clogging), recrea­
tion (nuisance algal blooms, surface films), and fish and wildlife enhancement 
or mitigation. Primary productivity, as previously mentioned, may also influ­
ence secondary and tertiary (fish) productivity. 

(f) Release quality. Release water quality should be determined and 
compared with downstream water quality objectives. Reduced constituents 
released from an anoxic hypolimnion can markedly influence downstream objec­
tives. Oxidation of manganese (II), iron (II), and hydrogen sulfide; nitrifi­
cation; and organic matter decomposition may exert an oxygen demand downstream 
in addition to violating stream water quality criteria and standards. 

(g) Criteria and standards. Project purposes such as water supply, 
irrigation, recreation, and fish and wildlife conservation may be impacted if 
water quality criteria and standards are not satisfied. Both inlake and res­
ervoir release water quality should be compared with applicable criteria and 
standards. 

c. Assessment Techniques. 

(I) The selection of appropriate techniques to assess the water quality 
of a proposed reservoir depends on the stage in project design, problem defi­
nition, and required resolution. All of the assessment techniques, with the 
obvious exception of field studies (since no reservoir exists), are 
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appropriate and have been used in preimpoundment water quality studies. 
Review of available information and similar studies on other projects, simple 
calculations, and analyses of existing water quality data should be conducted 
at all phases of project planning and design. The study objectives should 
determine the level of detail and accuracy required and used in the study. 

(2) During the preliminary phase of project design, order of magnitude 
estimates may be sufficient to screen alternatives. If water quality data on 
the river and surrounding water bodies are not available, field studies should 
be designed and implemented to collect data on representative systems. As 
greater problem resolution is required, more d~tailed information, such as 
nutrient loading models, and statistical techniques, such as regression analy­
ses or time series analyses, may be appropriate to provide mean annual esti­
mates or seasonal estimates of representative water quality constituents. 

(3) Advanced design considerations warrant the use of mathematical 
models for water quality prediction and the selection of final design and 
operation criteria to achieve water quality objectives. In addition, physical 
model studies may be required to define withdrawal zones, and laboratory stud­
ies may be required to determine chemical and biological process rates. These 
techniques have been used in combination to provide an integrated assessment 
of expected reservoir water quality in various preimpoundment studies. 

3-5. Postimpoundment Assessment. 

a. General. 

(1) A postimpoundment assessment measures the reservoir water quality 
conditions that have occurred following construction. During the early post­
impoundment period, the water quality characteristics are unstable; this 
period has been termed the trophic upsurge period. The duration and intensity 
of the trophic upsurge period vary among reservoirs due to factors such as 
geographic location (latitude), site preparation, and filling schedule. 

(2) Reservoirs in the northern latitudes tend to have shorter trophic 
upsurge periods than reservoirs in southern latitudes. 

(3) Site preparation can range from timber removal, through secondary 
vegetation removal and debris removal, to topsoil removal. Also, partial 
clearing between specific elevations and retention of timber in selected loca­
tions are sometimes part of site preparation. Additional site preparation 
often involves construction of drainage ditches to ensure that all marginal 
pools, sloughs, and depressions fluctuate freely with the main reservoir. All 
these activities must be included in the postimpoundment evaluation. 

(4) In general, a postimpoundment assessment evaluates -the physicochemi­
cal and biological changes during the trophic upsurge period using those spe­
cific diagnostic techniques identified in the preimpoundment assessment. It 
can serve as a basis for evaluating the adequacy and quality of the predictive 
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techniques used during the preimpoundment investigations. The postimpoundment 
assessment is important for guiding water control management during the tran­
sition phase following impoundment. 

b. Expected Consequences. The expected consequences of a new reservoir 
include changes in water quality, which may deteriorate existing conditions 
(as discussed in Chapter 2), as well as changes in the aquatic biota of the 
original riverine system. Preimpoundment predictions and water quality condi­
tions of surrounding reservoirs with similar structural designs and water con­
trol plans can provide comparative guidance as to when the trophic upsurge 
period is over. 

c. Program Study Definition. The two major concerns associated with 
postimpoundment conditions involve whether: (1) the transitional reservoir 
water quality following impoundment is satisfying inlake and release predic­
tions and objectives and project purposes, and (2) post-transitional water 
quality will meet project purposes. Any design or operational modifications 
made or proposed to improve the temporary water quality conditions in the 
reservoir should be reviewed and incorporated in the program or study 
definitions. 

(1) Known factors. The known factors at the beginning of the program or 
study are the same as those identified for preimpoundment assessments. Knowl­
edge of existing water quality and release water quality includes inflow qual­
ity and placement in the reservoir, inlake water quality conditions (water 
temperature regime, DO regime, algal concentration and succession patterns, 
and withdrawal zone), and release water quality conditions (water temperature; 
DO; metals (Fe and Mn) concentrations; and organics, NH3 and H2s). (See the 
discussion on preimpoundment assessment (para 3-4) for a further description.) 
The water quality of both inlake and reservoir releases should be compared to 
applicable criteria and standards. 

(2) Factors to be determined. The postimpoundment water quality condi­
tions must be compared with applicable State and EPA criteria. The unknown 
factors that must be addressed during the postimpoundment period to determine 
if reservoir water quality objectives can be attained are discussed briefly 
below. 

(a) Inflow water quality. Alternative water control plans should be 
considered when the existing inflow stream water quality does not meet state 
or Federal water quality criteria. 

(b) Stratification. The establishment, duration, and strength of strat­
ification and occurrence of overturn will play a major role in the other phy­
sicochemical and biological conditions that may occur following impoundment. 
The initial filling rate criterion and the hydrologic condition will determine 
if a reservoir is partially or completely filled in one storage season. The 
amount of water stored during the first filling season, and the length of ti­
necessary before reaching full-pool conditions, will play a dominant roJ-

3-19 



EM 1110-2-1201 
30 Jun 87 

the water temperature stratification characteristics during the trophic 
upsurge period. 

(c) Dissolved oxygen regime. The hypolimnetic oxygen consumption rate 
of a new reservoir will be determined by such factors as the size of the hypo­
limnion, water retention time, the amount of biodegradable organic material 
available, and the water temperature. In new reservoirs that have large hypo­
limnia, are cleared of organics, have moderate to long retention times (30 to 
over 365 days), and have hypolimnion water temperatures between 4° and 8° C, 
the hypolimnetic oxygen consumption rates tend to be linear. New reservoirs 
that have small hypolimnia, are cleared of organics, have long or short reten­
tion times, and have hypolimnion water temperatures above 8° C can exhibit 
hypolimnetic oxygen consumption rates that have polynomial decay characteris­
tics. New reservoirs also can exhibit oxygen depletion higher in the water 
column, usually in the metalimnion region, due to microbial decomposition. 
This occurrence is often most apparent in the lacustrine zone near the dam. 

(d) Inflow and withdrawal zone. Changes in the thickness and location 
of the inflow zone can change several factors important to water quality con­
siderations. Energy that creates additional mixing and entrainment, nutrient 
availability to the euphotic zone, and organic contribution to the metalimnion 
and hypolimnion can become important unknown factors for postimpoundment pro­
grams or studies. The thickness and location of the withdrawal zone also can 
change several factors important to water quality. Release water quality is 
affected by the withdrawal of cold water, anoxic water, or blended water. The 
characteristics of the inflow placement and the withdrawal zones, therefore, 
are important factors to be determined at new reservoirs. 

(e) Productivity. Phytoplankton species, patterns, biomass, and chlo­
rophyll concentrations should be determined at new reservoirs. Potential 
problems that could affect project purposes such as water supply, recreation, 
and fish and wildlife should be identified. Phytoplankton present at a new 
reservoir can be different from those present in a mature impoundment. 

(f) Release quality. The quality of the water being released from a 
reservoir should be determined and compared with downstream water quality 
objectives, State standards, and/or Federal criteria. Constituents such as 
manganese, iron, hydrogen sulfide, and ammonia released from an anoxic hypo­
limnion can markedly influence downstream objectives. 

d. Assessment Techniques. Selection of appropriate analytical tech­
niques to evaluate reservoir water quality conditions are usually determined 
before postimpoundment fieldwork is initiated. There will be heavy reliance 
on field observation and data collection as the diagnostic technique in this 
phase. Data evaluation techniques used in the preimpoundment studies are 
usually appropriate. However, during some phase of the postimpoundment pro­
gram or study, it may be necessary to introduce new analytical techniques that 
would indicate unanticipated water quality developments. Simple calculations 
and analyses of existing data should be conducted at all phases of the 
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postimpoundment program or study. Regression analyses or time series analyses 
may be appropriate to provide seasonal or annual estimates of the important 
water quality constituents. 

3-6. Operational Monitoring. Operational monitoring is implemented to estab­
lish baseline water quality conditions and changes, identify water quality 
problems, provide guidance to water control elements for effective water qual­
ity control, and provide a database for coordination with other agencies. In 
general, operational monitoring is long term and should cover the life of the 
project. Assessment occurs with each set of data collected to evaluate short­
and long-term trends and/or changes. 

a. Expected Consequences. The consequences of operating a reservoir 
range from meeting all water quality objectives to not meeting any objectives. 
If the water quality assessment indicates no problems, then no action is re­
quired. If a water quality problem is encountered or predicted, a remedial or 
corrective course of action may be recommended and may include a change in 
water control facilities and/or the water control plan. Data collected under 
these programs are used in a variety of applications and serve as a valuable 
database for other types of studies (e.g., recreation planning, drought con­
tingency, change in project purpose). 

b. Problem/Study Definition. The major question associated with opera­
tional monitoring regards the effectiveness of the project in meeting water 
quality objectives. If a project is not attaining water quality goals, opera­
tional monitoring should reveal the first evidence of a problem. The monitor­
ing program should be broad enough in scope to identify potential problems in 
any major area (trophic status, contaminants, recreation, etc.) and yet remai~ 
cost effective. Once a problem has been identified, other types of studies 
should be initiated to define alternatives. 

(1) Known factors. Known factors about the reservoir should include 
morphologic type (dendritic, prismatic, etc.) and features, hydrologic record, 
and operational plans and constraints. Knowledge of the watershed character­
istics and activities should provide a general indication of inflow water 
quality. Once a project has become operational and water quality monitoring 
begins, a database will be available for comparative analyses. 

(2) Factors to be determined. The unknown factors involved in an opera­
tional monitoring program are numerous but may be classified as either 
definable or undefinable. Definable factors are those water quality charac­
teristics which through the monitoring program may be identified and, if nec­
essary, modified. Undefinable factors are those that may impact the water 
quality but only the symptom or effect is observed. For example, a fish kill 
may result from oxygen depletion or viral infection. If immediate sampling is 
not conducted, there may be no measurements to indicate the cause of the fish 
kill. 
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c. Assessment Techniques. The method of analysis depends on the type of 
reservoir, operational scheme, anticipated water quality problems, and water 
quality objectives. The monitoring will usually involve field studies and may 
include other types of studies. Data collected should be examined for devia­
tions from Federal or State criteria and in regard to eutrophication aspects 
as well as recreation interests. Data interpretation should be made in rela­
tion to project objectives and reported in accordance with ER 1130-2-334 (see 
Chapter 4). Alternatives identified as a result of operational monitoring 
must be reported to the appropriate responsible element. 

3-7. Modification of Operations. A typical nonstructural modification may be 
an operational change. Operational modifications generally involve changing 
the reservoir water control plan or guide curve. This modification may be 
proposed because of in-reservoir uses, reduced volume of the reservoir caused 
by sedimentation, or downstream water uses. Prior to modifying a guide curve, 
however, potential impacts on reservoir water quality should be assessed. 

a. Expected Consequences. The expected consequences of the proposed 
modification are related to the change in pool elevation, surface area, and 
reservoir volume. A small increase in pool elevation may have minimal impact 
on reservoir water quality since the shallow water column over the newly inun­
dated areas will probably not become anoxic. Large pool elevation changes, 
however, can significantly modify the depth, surface area, volume, and resi­
dence time of the reservoir and, as a result, may have a significant impact on 
reservoir water quality. As a result of these changes, the epilimnetic and 
hypolimnetic volumes may increase during periods of stratification. The loca­
tion of the thermocline may rise in elevation but remain about the same dis­
tance below the water surface as in the existing reservoir. Reservoir.water 
quality may be degraded during the first 6 to 10 years following an increase 
in storage (transition period) due to the inundation of terrestrial vegetation 
and organic soil. Substantial water quality changes may occur if the hypo­
limnetic DO is depleted due to this change. The length of the anoxic period 
influences the magnitude and types of water quality changes that occur. Some 
natural hypolimnetic aeration may occur when oxygenated interflows or under­
flows enter the hypolimnion, but the oxygen carried in these flows is 
generally insufficient to satisfy the hypolimnetic oxygen demand if the reser­
voir residence time is relatively long. 

b. Program/Study Definition. The initial program or study is to deter­
mine the potential for water quality changes as a function of operational 
modifications. Small pool elevation changes or minimal phase changes in the 
rule curve may have no significant impact on reservoir or release water qual­
ity. However, large pool elevation changes may result in extensive mudflat 
formation, inundation of terrestrial areas, and altered reservoir and release 
water quality. If large pool elevation changes occur, water quality problems 
may be similar to those encountered in proposed impoundment studies since 
terrestrial areas could be inundated. Changing release depth, however, may 
result in water quality problems similar to those encountered with structural 
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modifications. A review of other District projects with a similar operation 
may produce better problem definition and resolution. 

(1) Known factors. Factors for which information should be available at 
the beginning of the analysis are listed in Figure 3-8. 

(2) Factors to be determined. The unknown factors related to opera­
tional modifications are indicated in Figure 3-9 and are similar to those dis­
cussed for structural modifications. 

c. Assessment Techniques. Information on similar operational modifica­
tions and observed water quality conditions should be reviewed and simple cal­
culations performed to determine changes in residence times, stratification 
potential, shoreline development ratios, and other similar factors. Nutrient 
loading models may indicate increased or decreased inlake nutrient concentra­
tions, hypolimnetic oxygen demand, chlorophyll concentrations, transparency 
estimates, and trophic state classification provided the change in storage is 
significant. Mathematical models provide an effective means of evaluating a 
number of operational alternatives. Physical and mathematical models can pro­
vide information on changes in reservoir hydrodynamics under several hydro­
logic and regulation regimes. Laboratory and modeling studies can be used to 
indicate potential anaerobic problems that may occur with an increase in stor­
age and inundation of a terrestrial area. 

3-8. Modification of Water Control Structures. Typical structural modifica­
tions include the addition of a submerged weir or selective withdrawal capa­
bilities to improve inlake and/or downstream water quality. 

a. Expected Consequences. The expected consequences are a function of 
the purposes for modifying the structure. Addition of selective withdrawal to 
a structure with bottom sluice gates to meet a natural downstream temperature 
objective may result in: stronger stratification profiles throughout the 
pool, a longer stratification period, colder hypolimnetic temperatures, longer 
hypolimnetic residence times, greater potential for an anoxic hypolimnion, 
increased surface discharge, cooler surface temperatures in the spring and 
early summer, a possible shift in phytoplankton succession with the altered 
thermal regime, and potential shock loading on the downstream system if the 
bottom sluice gates must be used to pass stormflows. Addition of a submerged 
weir to a bottom sluice gate structure may result in: greater surface dis­
charge; a shallow, cooler epilimnion and a larger, colder hypolimnion; an 
anoxic hypolimnion; shift in phytoplankton succession; low DO throughout the 
pool at overturn; and a longer stratification period. Similar modifications 
made in other projects should provide insight into the expected consequences 
in the prototype. 

b. Program/Study Definition. The primary problem is to determine if the 
structural modifications can satisfy downstream water quality objectives and 
maintain or enhance reservoir water quality. One hydraulic outlet design may 
improve reservoir water quality while an alternative design may improve 
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release water quality. Structural modifications should be selected to mini­
mize the impact on reservoir project purposes but to attain inlake and down­
stream objectives. Operational considerations must be included as part of the 
design criteria. A major problem with many selective withdrawal structures is 
that the inlet portals are not designed to pass large flows and the bottom 
floodgates must therefore be used to pass storm events. This change in with­
drawal depth may result in shock loading of cold water, which is potentially 
low in DO and high in nutrients and other constituents, to the downstream 
system. 

(1) Known factors. Factors that should be known at the beginning of the 
assessment are listed in Figure 3-8. An additional factor that should be 
known is any operational problems associated with structures similar to the 
proposed hydraulic design. 

(2) Factors to be determined. Several unknown factors that need to be 
assessed to evaluate the effectiveness and impact of the structural modifica­
tion are summarized in Figure 3-9 and include: 

(a) Criteria and standards. The sources or causes of violations in 
water quality criteria and standards must be identified and used to evaluate 
the effectiveness of the proposed structural modification in improving the 
water quality conditions. Some hydraulic outlet designs may be more effective 
in minimizing certain conditions than other designs. 

(b) Stratification. Since the general intent of many structural modifi­
cations is to meet a downstream temperature objective, it is important the 
thermal regime in the pool be accurately predicted. 

(c) Inflow and withdrawal zones. An altered thermal regime can influ­
ence or alter the inflow and withdrawal zones. Inflow placement and with­
drawal zones are directly influenced by the density distribution within the 
pool. Accurate predictions of withdrawal zones are required to determine if a 
downstream temperature objective can be .met. 

(d) DO regime. Stronger stratification may diminish reaeration across 
the metalimnetic interface and result in an anoxic hypolimnion. Stronger 
stratification may also result in oxygenated stream inflows proceeding as 
interflows, further reducing hypolimnetic oxygen supplies. Development of an 
anoxic hypolimnion may result in entraining and/or discharging higher concen­
trations of phosphorus, ammonia, manganese (II), iron (II), and hydrogen sul­
fide in the reservoir releases. The impact of the structural modification on 
the DO regime in the pool and the potential for anoxic conditions may alter 
proposed hydraulic designs and operational plans. 

(e) Productivity. Biological and chemical reaction rates are tempera­
ture dependent, so an altered thermal regime may result in changes in the 
phytoplankton community and higher trophic levels. Increased nutrient concen­
trations associated with an anoxic hypolimnion may be entrained in the mixed 
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layer and promote increased productivity. Additional surface discharge may 
result in higher mixed-layer nutrient concentrations and also stimulate addi­
tional productivity. Changing the temperature and depth of the mixed layer 
may alter the successional pattern of the phytoplankton community, reducing or 
intensifying problem algae such as blue-green bacteria. 

(f) Release quality. Structural modifications are generally used to 
meet a downstream release target for flow, temperature, DO, or other objec­
tives. The predicted release quality, therefore, must be compared with the 
downstream objective. For a constituent such as DO, it is also important to 
consider the impact farther downstream. While the releases may be saturated 
with DO from reaeration in the conduit, chemical and biological oxygen demands 
associated with various release constituents may create an oxygen deficit and 
sag farther downstream. Oxidation of hydrogen sulfide, iron (II), and manga­
nese (II); nitrification; and organic decomposition of release constituents, 
particularly from an anoxic hypolimnion, should be considered and routed down­
stream to assess their impact on the downstream aquatic community. 

c. Assessment Techniques. Information on the impact of similar hydrau­
lic designs and operation plans on reservoir water quality should be compiled 
and simple calculations performed. Since the structural modification primar­
ily influences the zone of withdrawal and not the flow rates, nutrient loading 
models may not be as appropriate as other techniques since the surface area, 
volume, total nutrient loading, hydraulic loading, and residence time are not 
changed by modifying the zone of withdrawal. Determination of the design of 
the selective withdrawal structural and the resulting reservoir and release 
water quality should include a reservoir water quality model. Selection of a 
specific model should consider other reservoirs in the system, the interaction 
of the reservoirs, the need for stream simulations, and the degree of detail 
required in the water quality simulations. Physical models may help describe 
changes in withdrawal zones resulting from the structural modification. Labo­
ratory studies may be required to modify model reaction rates for changes in 
nutrient and anaerobic processes. 

3-9. Specific Water Quality Problems. Any number of examples could be dis­
cussed. The example used in this discussion is a bridge construction project 
causing a local constriction in a reservoir. 

a. Expected Consequences. Two major consequences can be expected to 
occur as a function of the constriction: acceleration of flow through the 
localized area and a backwater effect upstream of the constriction. The basic 
hydraulic relationship, Q = AV , indicates that a reduction in cross­
sectional area A must be compensated by an increase in velocity V in order 
to continue to pass a given flow Q • A localized constriction reduces the 
cross-sectional area so the velocity at a constant flow rate increases in the 
constriction. This localized velocity increase may disrupt stratification and 
produce a well-mixed zone in this area. The localized constriction may also 
create a backwater effect upstream, resulting in increased sedimentation of 
both inorganic and organic suspended solids. Depending on the stratification 

3-25 



EM 1110-2-1201 
30 Jun 87 

pattern and hypolimnetic volume, this increased organic deposition may result 
in sufficient oxygen demand to promote anoxic conditions. Increased sedi­
mentation can result in loss of storage volume in this upstream area. 

b. Problem Definition. The location of the bridge site is important if 
upstream water quality conditions are to be maintained. Location of a con­
striction near the headwater may result in extensive mudflat formation up­
stream from the bridge. This area can be highly visible to bridge traffic. 
Sampling stations need to provide information that is representative of the 
general water conditions in the pool and near the proposed bridge site. Loca­
tion of these sampling sites at points where bridges cross a reservoir, while 
convenient, may not represent water quality within the pool and may result in 
erroneous conclusions concerning existing reservoir water quality conditions. 

(1) Known factors. Information available at the initiation of the 
impact assessment should include (Figure 3-8): 

(a) Reservoir geometry including shoreline configuration and cross­
sectional areas. 

(b) Sedimentation survey results including areas of erosion and deposi­
tion, relative sedimentation rates, and specific transect geometry. 

(c) General circulation patterns, residence times, flow regime, sediment 
loads, trap efficiency, outflow sediment concentrations, and operation 
records. 

(d) Existing water quality prior to modification, including stratifica­
tion profiles, thermal regime, and nutrient and organic loading and retention. 

(e) Release water quality and downstream objectives. 

(2) Factors to be determined. There are several unknown factors that 
must be addressed to assess the impact of the proposed modification (Fig­
ure 3-9). These factors include: 

(a) Backwater effects. The backwater effects of the construction need 
to be assessed to determine the extent of the upstream effects and potential 
areas of impact. 

(b) Sedimentation. Previous sediment loads and sedimentation records 
need to be used to predict the sedimentation regime following reservoir con­
striction. This should include both inorganic and organic suspended solids. 

(c) Stratification. The upstream and downstream stratification patterns 
should be estimated following constriction. 

(d) DO regime. Increased organic sedimentation upstream of the con­
striction may produce additional oxygen demand due to increased microbial 
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decomposition of this organic matter. Stratification may result in the devel­
opment of an anoxic hypolimnion and the resolubilization and release of nu­
trients and metals into the overlying water column. 

(e) Nutrient regime. Increased sedimentation and decomposition of par­
ticulate organic matter may increase nutrients upstream of the constriction. 

(f) Productivity. Increased nutrient concentrations may promote and 
stimulate phytoplankton production, resulting in nuisance algal blooms. 

(g) Lower reservoir. The influence on reservoir water quality down­
stream of the constriction also needs to be assessed. Water quality condi­
tions may significantly improve downstream with the removal of inflowing 
sediments, nutrients, and organic matter. Increased light penetration down­
stream, however, may also enhance phytoplankton productivity and create other 
conditions such as taste and odor, surface films, and unaesthetic conditions. 

(h) Release quality. The location of the constriction may improve re­
lease water quality if the majority of the particulates are removed prior to 
discharge downstream. A location near the outlet tower, however, may minimize 
control over release quality and result in diminished release water quality. 

c. Assessment Techniques. Existing information on the effects of flow 
constrictions can be found in most hydraulic engineering texts (e.g., 
Ref. 74). Existing water quality data collected from areas where localized 
mixing may occur should be reviewed carefully to avoid erroneous conclusions. 
Remote sensing has been used to analyze surface turbidity plumes and can pro­
vide qualitative evidence of local acceleration and sedimentation in other 
similar projects. Physical and two-dimensional numerical models can indicate 
changes in flow, backwater effects, and circulation patterns due to constric­
tion and may indicate the potential for destratification if a stratified two­
layer system is used. Mathematical sediment transport and water quality 
models can be used to predict sedimentation rates and patterns, hypolimnetic 
oxygen depletion rates, nutrient cycling, and productivity upstream and down­
stream from the constriction, including release water quality. 
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4-1. Scope. This chapter describes techniques available for assessing reser­
voir water quality conditions. There is a hierarchy of available techniques 
that reflects not only increasing requirements of time, cost, and technical 
expertise, but also accompanying increases in the degree of understanding and 
resolution of the problem and its causes. This hierarchy includes screening, 
diagnostic, and predictive techniques, which are described in Sections I 
through III, respectively. 

Section I. Screening Techniques 

4-2. General. Screening procedures can be used initially to determine the 
existence of a problem, identify applicable assessment techniques, and suggest 
probable assessment approaches. Screening should be performed for all water 
quality assessments since it provides the necessary background information for 
the diagnostic or predictive techniques that follow. 

4-3. Information Search. An information search is the compilation of exist­
ing hydraulic, hydrometeorologic, and water quality data, both site specific 
(General Design Memorandums, Design Memorandums, Water Control Manuals) and 
non-site specific (watershed or regional reports). An information search is 
used to identify existing knowledge about the project water quality. In addi­
tion to readily available published sources, valuable information can be ob­
tained from local sources such as newspaper articles; university reports; 
county extension agents; commercial fisherman or other commercial users of the 
reservoir; State sources such as departments of agriculture, environmental 
protection, fish and wildlife, geological survey, soil conservation, and 
transportation; and comparable Federal agencies. Most Federal reports can be 
obtained from the National Technical Information Service (NTIS), 5285 Port 
Royal Road, Springfield, Va. 22161. 

a. Applicability. An information search should be the first step and an 
integral part of all reservoir water quality studies to minimize costs and 
time and to prevent duplication of existing studies or redevelopment of proven 
techniques. A major assumption of information searches is that knowledge ob­
tained from other studies is applicable for project water quality concerns. 
The major limitation is identifying the proper individual(s) to contact. In 
many instances, only one individual may be aware of a particular study that 
contains the pertinent information. Water quality specialists in the Corps 
Division offices and at the Office, Chief of Engineers (DAEN-CWH-W), can pro­
vide guidance in the information search. 

b. Implementation and Interpretation. Local information is obtained by 
contacting as many people and agencies as possible. Many Federal agencies, 
such as the US Fish and Wildlife Service, have information specialists 
assigned to collate and distribute information upon request. State and local 
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information generally can be obtained only through personal contact. Initial 
contacts can be obtained from the US Geological Survey (USGS) NAWDEX Directory 
for Membership Organizations (Ref. 47). Generally, stream discharge and qual­
ity data are available from the USGS (WATSTORE), stream and lake quality data 
are available from EPA (STORET), and meteorological data are available from 
the National Weather Service. Literature searches can be initiated quickly 
and effectively using computerized literature databases (Figure 4-1). These 
databases contain literature sources ranging from textbooks, to scientific and 
engineering journal articles, to NTIS reports. A user identification number 
can be obtained from one of several commercial literature database vendors, or 
a literature search can be conducted by Corps libraries, including the WES 
Technical Information Center Library. Keywords used in the literature search 
must be judiciously selected to avoid superfluous literature. 

4-4. Project Characteristics and Calculations. 

a. Description. The general project characteristics and simple calcula­
tions or order of magnitude analyses that may be important for water quality 
studies are presented in Table 2-2 and discussed in Appendix D. In general, 
these include: 

(1) Watershed characteristics. The drainage area, annual average runoff 
rates, average basin slopes, land use designations, and erosion potential are 
some characteristics that may impact reservoir water quality. In addition, 
other watershed characteristics that influence constituent loadings to 
reservoirs need to be identified and summarized. 

(2) Reservoir morphometry. Morphometric characteristics such as reser­
voir mean and maximum depth, surface area, volume, length, shoreline develop­
ment ratio, and fetch should be compiled. 

(3) Hydromorphometric interactions. Simple calculations or order of 
magnitude analyses include computattons of theoretical hydraulic residence 
times, densimetric Froude numbers for stratification potential, destratifica­
tion potential, areas of potential reservoir sediment erosion or accumulation, 
plunge point depth, and other similar calculations. 

b. Applicability. General reservoir and watershed characteristics and 
simple calculations are useful in identifying potential water quality con­
cerns, initially evaluating reservoir water quality with respect to criteria 
and objectives, comparing and contrasting observed water quality in different 
reservoirs, screening other assessment techniques, and screening potential 
control or management techniques or procedures. The summary characteristics 
and calculations are estimates predicated on general causal and rule-of-thumb 
relationships and therefore may not have the depth and detail suitable for 
design. These procedures are limited to generalizations concerning potential 
reservoir water quality problems or processes. No estimates of uncertainty or 
error are associated with the summary characteristics, so the reliability of 
the predictions may be unknown or limited. 
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Service provided on an annual subscription basis. 

• BRS at NIGHT 
1200 Route 7, Latham, NY 12110 
Telephone: (800) 833-4707 

Lower cost service, available only at night. 

• Dialog Information Services, Inc. (DIALOG) 
3460 Hillview Ave., Palo Alto, CA 94304 
Telephone: (800) 227-1600 

Service is provided on a per use basis with no 
initial fees. Largest selection of databases. 

• Knowledge Index 
3460 Hillview Ave., Palo Alto, CA 94304 
Telephone: (800) 227-1600 

Lower cost DIALOG services, with initial fee 
charged. 

• System Development Corporation (SDC ORBIT) 
2500 Colorado Ave., Santa Monica, CA 90406 
Telephone: (800) 421-7229 

Service is provided on a per use basis. Initial 
fee covers online training time. 

Figure 4-1. Selected information retrieval services 
(Source: Ref. 91) 

c. Implementation and Interpretation. Steps in implementing this 
approach include: 

(1) Data collation. Data on watershed and reservoir characteristics can 
be obtained readily from USGS topographic maps, Soil Conservation Service 
(SCS) erosion studies, District reservoir and sedimentation surveys, land use 
classifications conducted by EPA and State organizations, and General Design 
and Feature Design Memoranda and other project documents. Stream and water­
shed data may be available from State geological surveys and environmental 
protection agencies and from other governmental organizations, universities, 
local citizen groups, or private firms. 

(2) Calculations. All calculations require no more than a hand calcu­
lator. In addition to the order of magnitude estimates for water quality 
included in Appendix D, additional formulas can be obtained from Refs. 32, 60, 
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62, 63, and 78. Any procedure that will permit a better understanding of po­
tential water quality conditions or appropriate assessment techniques should 
be incorporated in the analysis. 

(3) Interpretation. The reservoir and basin morphometry, hydrometeor­
ology, and other physical factors are important in the development of seasonal 
patterns in reservoir water quality. For example, a large drainage area to 
reservoir surface area ratio indicates the potential for significant sediment 
and nutrient loading, while a short theoretical hydraulic residence time 
indicates the potential for significant transport and exchange. A large 
shoreline development ratio computed from a dendritic reservoir with many 
coves and embayments indicates high biological productivity since productivity 
is normally higher in littoral zones that in pelagic regions of a reservoir. 
More detailed information on the use and interpretation of these simple 
indices can be found in Appendix D. 

4-5. Site-Specific Water Quality Data. Site-specific water quality data 
include all the data collected in the reservoir, the reservoir tributaries, 
and the tailwater, including downstream stations. 

a. Applicability. Analyzing site-specific water quality data is the 
m~t appropriate technique for assessing reservoir water quality. Samples 
collected at various locations within the reservoir through time may describe 
the temporal variations, spatial size, duration, and frequency of water qual­
ity conditions. Site-specific water quality data collected from a well, 
designed and well-implemented data collection program can be used to confirm 
or refute perceived concerns, indicate the effects of historical trends or 
changing land use on water quality, and indicate control or management alter­
natives to achieve water quality objectives. 

b. Implementation and Interpretation. It is assumed that the water 
quality samples were collected and analyzed using approved methodology and are 
therefore representative of actual reservoir conditions. Uncertainty and 
variability estimates generally are not available because of lack of replica­
tion or split sampling and must be assumed based on local experience and 
textbook values. 

Section II. Diagnostic Techniques 

4-6. General. Once the study objectives and/or water quality conditions are 
defined, diagnostic techniques can be used to determine the cause of these 
conditions. Application of these techniques is not mandatory if the cause of 
the condition is not a concern or is already known. 

4-7. Field Investigations. Field investigations include studies in four 
general categories: inflow, intensive field investigations, water quality 
monitoring, and tailwater studies. Similar procedures may be used in all four 
categories, but the objectives, application, and, therefore, interpretation 
may differ among categories. 
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a. Inflow Studies. The impact of dissolved and suspended materials 
transported by inflow on reservoir water quality depends not only on the con­
centrations of the materials present but also on how the inflow behaves as it 
enters, moves through, and mixes within the pool. To study this behavior, a 
natural tracer, such as specific conductance, or an artificial tracer is fol­
lowed as the inflow progresses into and through the pool. A reliable tracer 
that is easy to use is Rhodamine WT, a commercially available fluorescent red 
dye. The movement and mixing of an inflow as it moves into the pool have been 
studied (Refs. 11 and 12). 

(1) Applicability. Inflow field investigations can be used to determine 
flow conveyance zones (both vertical and lateral), circulation patterns, and 
plunge point locations and to quantify travel times and dilution rates. The 
results of inflow field studies can also be used in the calibration and veri­
fication of simulation transport models. When a natural tracer or dye is used 
in an inflow field investigation, it is assumed to be a conservative material 
(i.e., does not decay or is not readily adsorbed onto vegetation or bottom 
sediments) with fluid properties similar to those of water. The fluorescence 
of Rhodamine WT dye is affected by temperature, pH, chlorine, and salinity, 
but only the effect of temperature can be easily compensated. There is evi­
dence tha~ diethylnitrosamine (DENA), a known carcinogen, is formed when 
Rhodamine WT is used in nitrite-rich waters; thus, its use should be re­
stricted in nitrite-rich waters. Inflow studies can be manpower and equipment 
intensive while extrapolation of study results may be limited to similar 
hydrometeorological conditions. 

(2) Implementation and interpretation. Coordination of manpower and 
equipment is essential during the sampling effort to ensure that proper data 
are collected. This is usually not a problem when the study is conducted 
under base flow conditions since the time-of-travel of the tracer is rela­
tively slow when compared to travel times during and following storm events. 
However, storm events transport significantly more suspended solids, nutri­
ents, and bacteria into reservoirs than do base flows and may have a signifi­
cant impact on reservoir water quality. The procedure for implementing an 
inflow field study is as follows: 

(a) Step 1. Reconnaissance of the study site for possible causes of 
interference with the tracer analysis (e.g., background fluorescence, turbid­
ity, chemical discharges). 

(b) Step 2. Injection of the dye tracer into the flow at a location far 
enough upstream of the pool to ensure complete vertical and lateral mixing. 

(c) Step 3. Collection of samples from the study area. 

(d) Step 4. Analysis of the samples to determine relative tracer 
concentrations. 
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(e) Step 5. Data analysis, including a mass balance of the tracer 
(determination of.percentage of dye recovered) and graphic presentation of the 
results where applicable (cross-sectional and longitudinal profiles of dye 
concentration and temperature). Generalizations should not be made from a 
single study without detailed consideration of flow regime, stratification 
patterns, meteorology, and project operation. 

b. Intensive Field Investigations. Intensive field investigations are 
studies conducted over a short period of time to analyze specific processes 
affecting reservoir water quality, such as sediment oxygen demand; water 
movements and constituent transport during hydropower generation; or the spa­
tial distribution and diel patterns of water quality constituents within a 
reservoir. Intensive field investigations differ from monitoring activities 
in their objectives, design, and sampling effort. 

(I) Applicability. Intensive field studies quantify processes that 
directly influence reservoir water quality. These processes may occur during 
a short period of time, such as storm events. Intensive studies also provide 
more reliable estimates of process rates. These studies are appropriate for 
highly variable processes such as sediment transport, sediment oxygen demand, 
algae blooms, or processes occurring during a hydropower generation cycle. 
Reliable estimates of many process rates are essential to diagnose the causes 
of water quality concerns and evaluate management alternatives. It is assumed 
that a particular technique does not alter or modify the process under inves­
tigation and that the measured rates are indicative of the rates under natural 
conditions. Techniques that confine or restrict water movement or exchange, 
such as biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) bottles, plastic spheres, or limno­
corrals, may alter or modify the specific rate processes under investigation. 
It is also assumed the processes are representative (with appropriate tempera­
ture or other corrections) for other time intervals. 

(2) Implementation and interpretation. Implementation of these tech­
niques should consider: 

(a) The important processes influencing a specific water quality 
condition. 

(b) The site-specific characteristics and their applicability for a 
given process, their previous use, and associated problems. 

(c) Any special equipment, technical expertise, or analytical capabili­
ties required for satisfactory implementation. 

(d) The estimated longitudinal, lateral, and vertical variability of 
processes and rates within the reservoir for assessing the uncertainty or 
reliability of rate estimates. 

(3) Estimates of error. Error or variance estimates can identify areas 
of the reservoir where rate estimates are reliable with a small standard 
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error; these estimates can also be used to define areas where process rates 
have large standard errors and require additional sampling for more accurate 
estimates. 

c. Water Quality Monitoring. Water quality monitoring is a sampling 
program designed to investigate seasonal and annual trends in reservoir water 
quality. The water quality constituents monitored may range from in situ 
variables such as temperature, DO, specific conductance, and pH, to chemical 
constituents such as nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorus species) or trace 
elements, contaminants (PCB's, mercury, etc.), and biological constituents 
(chlorophyll, phytoplankton, benthos). 

(1) Applicability. Monitoring programs are appropriate for assessment 
of short- and long-term trends in water quality, early identification and 
evaluation of potential water quality problems, and evaluation of the effec­
tiveness of management approaches. If properly designed and implemented, 
monitoring programs can be the most efficient, cost-effective approach for 
assessing reservoir water quality. 

(2) Implementation and interpretation. The major assumption of monitor­
ing programs is that data collected on specific sampling dates at specific 
stations are representative of water quality conditions that are continually 
occurring through time and throughout the reservoir. Interference or sampling 
artifacts are assumed to be minimal. Horizontal and vertical gradients exist 
for ne~rly all reservoir water quality constituents and should be accounted 
for in the sampling program design and subsequent data evaluation. 

d. Tailwater Studies. Tailwater investigations are generally concerned 
with three generic problems: minimum flow requirements, large flow varia­
tions, and the impact of reservoir release quality on downstream uses and the 
downstream biotic community. 

(1) Applicability. Minimum flow requirements and release quality may be 
associated with all project types, while frequent large flow variations are 
usually associated with hydropower projects. The effects of reservoir 
releases on tailwater quality are discussed in Chapter 2, Section IV. Field 
investigation represents the most applicable technique for tailwater studies. 
A majority of predictive techniques are directed at instream or low-flow 
requirements. The major assumption of low-flow techniques is that flow is 
primarily responsible for maintaining a viable tailwater system. Other fac­
tors such as water quality and biological interactions are not assumed to play 
a dominant role. Instream flow methodology may be of limited use if the down­
stream system is not controlled or regulated by flow. Instream flow methods 
may also be of limited use in assessing large flow variations. Although ele­
vated flow may affect the downstream system, instream flow methodology is con­
cerned primarily with minimum low flows. 
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(2) Implementation and interpretation. 

(a) A number of instream flow techniques are available to assess water 
quality; these techniques range from desktop calculations to computer simula­
tion models. Selected instream flow assessment methods are listed in 
Table 4-1. Selection of an appropriate method depends on the specific ques­
tions or problems addressed, data availability or requirements, habitat char­
acteristics, and temporal considerations. Techniques for evaluating the 
effects of release water quality or large flow variations have been 
developed (Refs. 17, 25, and 27). 

(b) The impact of reservoir releases on the downstream systems should be 
interpreted considering factors such as stream order; seasonality; flow atten­
uation; altered temperature, nutrient, and energy regime; and the critical 
time periods for the biotic community. Upstream or nearby stream systems may 
be of lower stream order than the reservoir tailwater system and thus might 
not reflect similar flow or energy regimes for comparison. The study time 
frame needs to be interpreted with respect to the critical time periods for 
the downstream biotic community and related to operational constraints that 
may also exist during this period. 

4-8. Laboratory Studies. Laboratory studies are conducted under controlled 
environmental conditions to evaluate specific water quality processes or 
biotic responses to a specific set of conditions or treatments. Three labora­
tory techniques commonly employed to evaluate these responses--bioassays, 
microcosms, and soil-water reaction chambers--are described below. 

a. Bioassay. A bioassay is any test that uses organisms to detect the 
presence of or measure the effect of one or more constituents. The tests are 
usually conducted with one or more biological species. Two types of bioassay 
techniques are algal bioassays, used to evaluate phytoplankton response to 
several nutrient levels, and toxicity bioassays, used to evaluate organism 
responses to potentially toxic constituents or compounds. These bioassays may 
be static, where the medium is not replaced throughout the test, or continuous 
flow, where the medium is continuously renewed. 

(1) Applicability. The bioassay is appropriate in determining the con­
centrations of environmental factors to maintain aquatic life, the stimulatory 
or toxic levels of various constituents, or the effects of synergistic or 
antagonistic interactions among physicochemical variables on biotic responses. 
Bioassays are useful in evaluating the limiting nutrient, testing toxicity, 
and determining species-specific responses. The organism is assumed to re­
spond to treatment in nature as it responds in the laboratory. It is also 
assumed that the treatment conditions are similar to the prototype environ­
mental conditions. Separate tests are required for various test organisms or 
species, which may limit the applicability of results. Toxicity or biostimu­
lation bioassay results for selected species may not provide exact information 
for other species. Test results may be reliable only under identical 
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Summary of Existing Instream Flow Assessment Methods 

Characteristics 
Stream Transect Species or 

Flow Hydraulic Habitat 
l Seasonal 

Method Records Simulation Rating Data Specificity 

Fixed percentage Yes No No None Little 
(e.g., Montana) or none 

Constant yield Yes No No None Some 
(e.g., NEFRP) seasonal 

Flow duration Yes No No None Some 
seasonal 

USFWS habitat No No Some Single Some 
evaluation indirect or species 

~ multiple 
I 
\0 Stage-discharge No Yes Indirect Single No 

analysis (e.g., (Manning's Eq.) v/d 
R-2 cross) 

WSP simulation No Yes Indirect Multiple No 
(Idaho) (WSP) (wetted perimeter) v/d 

Usable width No No Yes Single Yes 
(Oregon and v/d 
modifications) 

Preferred area No No Yes Multiple Yes 
(California and v/d/s 
Washington) 

~ PHABSIM Some Yes Yes Multiple Yes 
(Instream Flow (WSP or IFG4) v/d/s/clt 

....... 
w,__. 

Group's Incremen- 0 ....... 
0 

tal Methodology ~I 
C::N 

and modifications) ~ I ....... 
ooN 
....,JO 

SOURCE: Ref. 87. 
....... 

l v =velocity; d = depth; s = substrate; c = cover; t = temperature. 
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environmental conditions. Synergistic or antagonistic effects may not be 
considered. 

(2) Implementation. Procedures for conducting bioassays are documented 
in a number of sources (Refs. 24, 48, and 50). Laboratory results should be 
analyzed through the use of standard statistical tests to evaluate difference. 

b. Microcosms. Microcosms are enclosed experimental systems that have 
characteristics in common with both bioassays and field studies. Microcosm 
studies may involve more than one species or more than one trophic level and 
are intended to be more representative of the ecological process than single­
species bioassay techniques. Microcosm studies range from small laboratory 
flasks to laboratory flumes. 

(1) Applicability. The microcosm approach is often used to evaluate 
process rates for the transfer, accumulation, and assimilation of elements or 
compounds in aquatic systems. The microcosm provides greater information on 
the potential fate of materials introduced into the aquatic system. Microcosm 
testing can be done over a period long enough to evaluate the natural degrada­
tion of-materials, as well as the impact on various stages of an organism's 
life cycle or impacts on several species simultaneously. It is assumed that 
organisms in microcosms respond similarly to organisms in an unrestrained 
environment and that all factors in the prototype system that could modify the 
organisms' response have been included in the microcosm. The results of a 
particular study may only be valid for the particular set of environmental 
factors tested. Conditions of the natural environment not considered may mod­
ify organism response. 

(2) Implementation and interpretation. The microcosm approach must be 
based upon processes and/or organisms found in or expected in the prototype. 
Particular attention must be directed toward accurate representation of 
abiotic constituents of the water and sediments as well as species composi­
tion. The use of laboratory columns and chambers has been discussed by Barko 
et al. (Ref. 6) and Gunnison et al. (Ref. 70). Differences among process 
rates may be a function of the specific methodology as well as various treat­
ment levels. Although microcosms are generally more representative of pro­
cesses and rates occurring in the prototype system than bioassays, the 
physical, chemical, and biological interactions are occurring within an 
enclosure that may confine and influence these interactions. The variance 
associated with the rate measurements should be formally estimated and used to 
assess the uncertainty and reliability of the rate estimate. 

c. Soil-Water Reaction Chambers. Soil-water reaction chambers are 
250-liter Plexiglas columns capable of holding 15-centimeter-deep blocks of 
soil occupying the area of approximately 0.2025 square meter (Ref. 70). A 
water column of 210 liters is placed on top of the soil in the chamber. The 
reaction chambers are equipped for continuous inflow and removal of water, and 
the retention time of water in the column can be varied from 20 to 180 days. 
The movement of various chemical constituents into or out of the water column 

4-10 



EM 1110-2-1201 
30Joo~ 

relative to the underlying soil is assessed by monitoring changes of the chem­
ical constituent with time in the water column. 

(1) Applicability. The soil-water reaction chamber is used to evaluate 
oxygen depletion rates and rates of release of nutrients and metals in water 
overlying newly flooded soils from proposed impoundment areas or in water 
overlying sediments from established reservoirs. The retention time of water 
in the water column can be adjusted to be comparable to that expected for the 
actual reservoir. The duration of the test can be varied to assess the 
changes in water quality resulting from various lengths of reservoir aging. 
The incubation temperature, variable from 5° to 35° C, can be set to include 
one or several of the temperatures anticipated in the reservoir over a yearly 
cycle. The soils tested in the chamber can be selected to represent one or 
several major soil types present in the central reservoir basin or 
tributaries. 

(2) Implementation and interpretation. Methods for conducting soil­
water reaction studies have been developed (Ref. 70). Detailed interpretation 
of oxygen consumption by flooded soils and sediments has been described by 
Gunnison et al. (Ref. 71). Use of soil-water reaction chambers to predict 
releases of nutrients and metals in new reservoirs has also been considered. 
The data obtained from these studies may be used for direct assessment of cor­
rective strategies to be applied during reservoir site preparation (Refs. 14 
and 15). Alternatively, data obtained from these studies may be compared with 
data obtained from other sources, i.e., other lakes and reservoirs in t~ 
impoundment area, or the data may be used to generate rate coefficients for 
use in mathematical water quality models. 

4-9. Statistical Techniques. Statistical methods represent a broad spectrum 
of analytical and predictive techniques. These methods generally have rigor­
ous data requirements for development and testing and involve numerous condi­
tions and assumptions that must be satisfied if the model and its applications 
are to be valid. Box et al. (Ref. 53) provide general guidance on the philos­
ophy and use of empirical methods. Specific predictive techniques include 
regression analysis (Ref. 99) and time series analysis (Refs. 54 and 95). A 
variety of computer programs are available to assist in model development and 
use (e.g., SAS Institute) (Ref. 96). 

a. Applicability. Statistical techniques can be used to model systems 
or relationships in which the underlying mechanisms are not understood or are 
stochastic in nature, provided the important variables have been identified 
and monitored and that the underlying cause-effect relationships are stable. 
Examples include the modeling and forecasting of hydrologic or meteorologic 
time series and the generation of water quality data from a surrogate variable 
(e.g., using specific conductance data to generate total dissolved solids 
values). Statistical methods also provide estimates of prediction error. 
Most statistical models employ relatively rigorous assumptions regarding the 
characteristics of model residuals (observed minus predicted responses), ran­
domness, normality, and variance stability. Use of a statistical model also 
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assumes that the relationship is stable in time. If changes occur in implicit 
factors that could influence the relationship, the model should be tested and, 
is necessary, reconstructed. 

b. Implementation and Interpretation. Steps in the development of a 
statistical (empirical) model include data compilation, preliminary analysis, 
model formulation, calibration, and testing. Model development is usually an 
iterative process that requires statistical expertise and familiarity with the 
system being modeled. Underlying assumptions and limitations should be con­
sidered in interpreting the predictions of statistical models. Prediction 
errors can be estimated and used in model applications. In some cases, empir­
ical model development can lead to an improved understanding of the system and 
its controlling variables and to formulations of mechanistic models. 

4-10. Water Quality Indices. Water quality indices are summary statistics 
usually composed of multiple variables combined into a single measurement. 
There is a loss of information on any summarization; however, the convenience 
involved in the use of smaller data sets can be advantageous. The attribute 
which the index is attempting to relate dictates which variables comprise the 
particular index. A more detailed discussion of indices is provided in 
Reckhow and Chapra (Ref. 94). Water quality indices have been used since the 
19th century to indicate the quality of drinking water. These early indices 
used biological components, while more recent indices use more quantitative 
chemical components. Limitation in the use of indices stems from the loss of 
information and extensive summarization. Further, there is disagreement among 
experts on the interpretation of indices. 

4-11. Remote Sensing. Remote sensing techniques include the use of aerial 
imagery and satellite or aircraft-borne multispectral scanners to qualita­
tively and/or quantitatively describe reservoir water quality constituents. 
Differences in energy levels due to water color, turbidity, temperature, etc., 
are detected by the camera or sensor. Variations in the energy levels of dif­
ferent wavelength bands (i.e., spectral signatures) may be correlated with 
varying constituent concentrations in the water. Quantitative remote sensing 
is usually accomplished through computer enhancement and analysis of the 
spectral data. Remote sensing is discussed in detail in EP 70-1-1. 

a. Applicability. Aerial overflights and satellite imagery (e.g., 
Landsat-4) can provide relatively thorough coverage of surface water quality 
characteristics within a reservoir. Constituents that influence spectral pat­
terns, such as chlorophyll, dissolved oxygen, temperature, and turbidity, can 
be measured. Changes in the distribution of shoreline vegetation, aqvatic 
macrophytes, and delta sediment deposition can be monitored. Satellites and 
medium-altitude aircraft permit the entire reservoir surface area to be viewed 
instantaneously, allowing areal gradients in constituent concentrations to be 
observed. The underlying assumption in remote sensing is that materials that 
have the same spectral signatures are alike. For example, when a computer­
enhanced image is produced, it is assumed that areas of the image with similar 
intensities represent similar concentrations of a specific parameter (e.g., 
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chlorophyll). Satellite imagery in general is limited in spatial resolution 
and coverage. For sun-synchronous satellites such as Landsat-4, coverage is 
only periodic. Medium-altitude aircraft imagery also has limited spatial 
resolution and can be expensive to obtain, thereby limiting the amount of 
imagery that can be collected. Use of light aircraft to obtain areal imagery 
allows better spatial resolution but is limiting in the extent of coverage. A 
large reservoir, therefore, cannot be imaged simultaneously but must be imaged 
in segments. Remote sensing requires ground truthing, good optical conditions 
(i.e., sun angles, temperature, and lack of particulate material and water 
vapors in the atmosphere), and special technical expertise for imagery 
interpretation. 

b. Implementation and Interpretation. Remote sensing data are inter­
preted either visually from photographs or with the aid of a computer. There 
is, however, a minimum spatial resolution. A priori knowledge (i.e., ground 
truth information) is usually required to determine the desired information. 
The resulting spatial variations can be used to infer morphometric character­
istics and patterns of circulation, warming, and growth. A time series of 
images can be used to show changes in spatial characteristics. 

Section III. Predictive Techniques 

4-12. General. Predictive techniques are assessment methodologies that can 
be used to predict the quality conditions in a proposed reservoir and its re­
leases, and the effect of specific management or operational alternatives on 
the reservoir and release water quality at an existing project. 

4-13. Regression Analysis. 

a. Regression analysis is a statistical technique that can be used for 
analyzing data as well as for some limited modeling. (Such an exercise must 
be conducted with caution due to the absence of deterministic laws.) The 
basis of regression analysis is examination of the relationship between two or 
more variables (multiple regression). An example is the relationship between 
conductivity and dissolved solids. Correlation between these two variables is 
positive, and if a regression model is developed, one variable may be used to 
predict the other variable. Multiple regression involves numerous variables 
used to predict one variable. 

b. Analyses of this type are applicable to most water quality variables 
in which the population is assumed to be normal. The variables used to pre­
dict the unknown variable are also assumed to be independent, although in many 
cases they may not be. The range of the prediction is limited by the extremes 
in the original data set, as the variance outside this range is unknown. 
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4-14. Comparative Analysis. 

a. Surrounding water bodies that include not only other reservoirs but 
also lakes, streams, and rivers in the same geographic area may be used for 
comparative analysis. 

b. Surrounding water bodies may provide information valuable to an 
understanding of existing water quality problems, generality or specificity of 
these problems, or potential solutions. Surrounding water bodies may be the 
major source of information on stratification, nutrient levels and cycling, 
other water chemistry components, biological species composition, diversity 
and problem species, and release water quality. Data from surrounding water 
bodies can also be used to make projections of the water quality of proposed 
reservoirs and the effects of implementing management alternatives for exist­
ing reservoirs. Specifically: 

(I) Reservoirs in the same geographic area will have similar macro­
meteorology, geology, and land use and, therefore, may indicate generic and 
species water quality conditions. 

(2) Land use changes in other watersheds may provide an indication of 
future conditions or concerns. 

(3) Assessment strategies used in surrounding water bodies may indicate 
the effectiveness of these strategies. 

(4) The influence of morphometry, hydrology, meteorology, and reservoir 
operation may be assumed from surrounding water bodies and used to project 
water quality conditions for proposed reservoirs. 

(5) Surrounding water bodies are assumed to respond to external and 
internal factors similar to the reservoir under study. If surrounding water 
bodies are used as a basis for predicting future water quality conditions for 
the prototype, it is assumed the prototype will respond in a similar manner. 
Conclusions and recommendations on water quality are predicated on the design 
and objectives of the sampling program. These sampling objectives may limit 
the transfer of conclusions to the prototype reservoir if study objectives are 
different. A study addressing phytoplankton, for example, may have limited 
data relating to high manganese concentrations in the releases. 

4-15. Modeling. 

a. All models are, by definition, representations of actual processes. 
One of the benefits of this representation is that the model can be manipu­
lated for less cost and in a shorter time than experimentation on the proto­
type. One of the costs associated with this benefit is that assumptions are 
used to simplify the real system, and these assumptions can impose limitations 
on the use and interpretation of model results. Therefore, one must be famil­
iar with model assumptions before selecting and implementing a model. 
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b. The following steps are generally involved in the use of models. 

(I) Model selection. An appropriate model or set of models should be 
selected for application to a given problem, based upon the assessment objec­
tives, water body characteristics, available data, model characteristics, 
literature guidance, and regional experience. Uncertainty in the selection of 
alternative models can be addressed by applying more than one model 
simultaneously. 

(2) Data compilation. Most of the effort involved in implementing a 
model is directed toward gathering and processing input data. The data re­
quired will vary depending upon the assessment to be made and the model 
selected. Data categories include tributary hydrology and nutrient concen­
trations; impoundment morphometry, hydrology, and water quality conditions; 
reservoir and outlet structure characteristics; and numerous physical, biolog­
ical, and chemical coefficients. 

(3) Calibration/verification. All models require calibration with 
existing data. Calibration procedures should include water budget, hydraulic 
transport, and all model constituents. Whenever possible, the calibrated 
model should be applied to an independent data set to verify the calibration. 

(4) Application. After the model is calibrated, it can be used to 
investigate various operational and management alternatives. Care should be 
used in applying the model outside the range of conditions used in the cali­
bration/ verification simulations. Sensitivity and error analysis should be 
part of all applications. When interpreting model results, consideration must 
also be given to all model assumptions concerning spatial discretization, 
solution technique, density stratified flow, and constituent formulations. 
Model results must also be explainable and realistic. 

c. Detailed discussions of the use of nutrient loading models, numerical 
simulation models, and physical models for reservoir water quality assessment 
are presented in paras 4-16 through 4-18. 

4-16. Nutrient Loading Models. Nutrient loading models are simplified tech­
niques that predict spatially and temporally averaged water quality conditions 
related to eutrophication, including nutrients, algal growth, organics, trans­
parency, and hypolimnetic DO depletion. Input variables include morphometric, 
hydrologic, and nutrient inflow characteristics averaged on an annual or sea­
sonal basis. Typical control pathways are shown in Figure 4-2. The models 
are based upon the average mass balance of the growth-limiting nutrient (usu­
ally phosphorus) for an impoundment. The Organization for Economic Cooper­
ation and Development has summarized information on loading model structures, 
applicability, and limitations as applied both to lakes and reservoirs 
(Ref. 93). Walker discusses reservoir nutrient loading models (Refs. 28 
and 29). 
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Figure 4-2. Control pathways in a typical nutrient loading model' 

a. Applicability. Because of their simplicity, low data requirements, 
low calibration requirements, and error analysis, nutrient loading models are 
especially useful for preliminary analyses, screening, and problem identifica­
tion. They can provide a portion of the information needed to decide whether 
more detailed simulation modeling of a given problem is warranted. Specific 
applications include: 

(I) Assessments of trophic status and controlling factors in a given 
impoundment. 

(2) Comparisons or rankings of trophic status within a given group of 
impoundments, typically on a regional basis. 

(3) Predictions of long-term-average water quality changes and resulting 
changes in average nutrient loading, morphometry, and/or hydrology. 

(4) Prediction of the trophic status of a new reservoir. 

b. Assumptions. Typical assumptions inherent in nutrient loading 
formulations are as follows: 
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(1) Loading models assume the impoundment to be well mixed (i.e., 
treated as a continuous stirred reactor). 

(2) Most loading models assume that average impoundment nutrient bal­
ances and water quality conditions are at steady state. 

(3) Most loading models assume that algal populations and other 
eutrophication-related water quality variables change in direct response to 
total phosphorus concentration. Potential effects of other limiting factors, 
such as nitrogen, light, nutrient bioavailability (dissolved versus particu­
late), and/or flushing, are not directly considered. 

(4) Nutrient mass balances are formulated by considering external 
sources (e.g. tributaries, direct point and nonpoint sources, and atmospheric 
loading) in relation to discharge through the reservoir outlet. Although dif­
ferent model formulations employ different assumptions to estimate net nutri­
ent sedimentation from the water column, most models assume that internal 
nutrient loadings generated from bottom sediments are insignificant. 

c. Limitations. Important limitations of nutrient loading models 
include: 

(1) Empirical models should not be used on impoundments that do not con­
form to the limits of the data set used to develop and calibrate the model. 

(2) Loading models cannot be used for detailed evaluation of effects of 
impoundment design or operational characteristics. 

(3) Loading models are generally designed to predict spatially and tem­
porally averaged conditions. Increased spatial resolution can be achieved by 
plug flow models and numerical models. 

(4) Standard errors of models .calibrated to Corps impoundments range 
from 15 to 50 percent for various response variables. 

d. Model Testing. A variety of loading models have been systematically 
calibrated and tested for use in Corps impoundments (Ref. 28). If the differ­
ence between observed and predicted conditions is outside the expected confi­
dence range when all sources of error have been considered, the reservoir 
should be considered atypical of the impoundments used to develop the model, 
and an alternative loading or simulation model should be investigated. Recal­
ibration of certain parameters to data from a specific impoundment reduces 
prediction error and may be appropriate in some cases. 

e. Model Application. Year-to-year variab~lity in loadings and water 
quality conditions should be assessed, based upon long-term monitoring data. 
Potential errors in the estimates of model input and output variables result­
ing from use of limited monitoring data should be calculated to provide a 
basis for assessing data adequacy. For applications to an existing reservoir, 

4-17 



EM 1110-2-1201 
30 Jun 87 

model applicability can be tested by comparing observed and predicted water 
quality conditions. 

4-17. Numerical Simulation Models. Numerical simulation models are computer 
programs designed to reproduce the water quality responses of a reservoir and 
its associated stream system to external flow, loads, and energy inputs and to 
internal processes. Simulation models represent one of the most common and 
useful techniques available for analyzing and predicting reservoir water qual­
ity. Simulation models generally have two modules, a flow simulation module 
and a water quality module. Use of a simulation model requires that the water 
body be idealized into series of discrete control volumes or an appropriate 
grid system. For each control volume or grid point, the conservation equa­
tions are solved along with the water quality kinetic equations. Several dif­
ferent techniques are used to solve the equations in different models, while 
the method used for system discretization must conform to the equation solu­
tion methodology. 

a. Classification. Simulation models are classified according to 
spatial dimensions, time derivative (dynamic or steady state), and water 
quality constituents simulated by the model. 

(1) Spatial. Simulation models are classified as one-, two-, or three­
dimensional models, depending upon the number of dimensions along which gra­
dients are simulated (Figure 4-3). In general, the spatial dimensionality of 
the flow simulation and the water quality modules are the same. 

(a) One-dimensional models simulate flow and water constituent concen­
trations in the direction of one principal gradient (e.g., the direction of 
flow for streams and the vertical axis (depth) for deep reservoirs). 

(b) Two-dimensional models simulate gradients along any two of the three 
coordinate axes. A horizontal plane, two-dimensional model simulates gra­
dients along the length and width of a water body but assumes the water body 
is vertically homogeneous. The vertical plane, two-dimensional models simu­
late gradients along the length and depth of a water body since the water body 
is assumed to be laterally homogeneous. A third type of vertical plane, two­
dimensional model exists that simulates gradients laterally across a water 
body with depth, but the applicability of this type model to reservoir water 
quality engineering is limited. 

(c) Three-dimensional models provide the closest approximation to 
reality by simulating gradients along all of the three coordinate axes: along 
the longitude of the water body, laterally across the water body, and with 
depth (Refs. 16 and 35). Currently, three-dimensional reservoir water quality 
models are research models only and are not available for general use. 

(2) Temporal. Models are classified as steady state or dynamic depend­
ing upon the treatment of the time derivative in the governing equations by 
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Figure 4-3. Comparison of model dimensions 
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the solution technique. If the time derivative is set equal to zero, the 
model is steady state. Results obtained from a steady-state model are inter­
preted as conditions that would be expected if the given input conditions were 
to prevail for an indefinite period of time. If the time derivative is not 
set equal to zero, it becomes part of the solution procedure and the model is 
dynamic and computes time-varying results. Both the flow simulation and water 
quality/ecological simulation modules can either be steady state or dynamic. 
Compatible temporal characteristics must be maintained between modules. If 
both modules are either steady state or dynamic, compatibility is maintained 
absolutely. However, use of a dynamic flow simulation module with a steady­
state water quality/ecological simulation module must be done with care to 
maintain compatibility and to ensure that realistic results are obtained. 

(3) Constituents. Water quality/ecological simulation models are fur­
ther classified according to the number and types of constituents that are 
simulated by the model. The simplest water quality simulation models perform 
simulations for one or more conservative constituents (those constituents that 
do not react or decay and the concentration of which is changed only by dilu­
tion and dispersion). More common are water quality simulation models that 
simulate temperature and the DO cycle (i.e., carbonaceous biochemical oxygen 
demand, nitrogeneous oxygen demand). A reservoir water quality model flow­
chart (CE-QUAL-R1) (Ref. 10) including constituents and pathways is shown in 
Figure 4-4. In general, the more extensive the list of constituents simu­
lated, the more comprehensive the database must be to support the model, its 
calibration, and verification. 

b. Available Models. The selection of the appropriate model for a res­
ervoir water quality assessment should be based on a comprehensive understand­
ing of the need for the assessment, the decisions that must be made, the 
relationship of the model results to the decision-making process, and the 
degree of detail in modeling that is required to obtain results for decision­
making. Thus, the spatial, temporal, and constituent characteristics should 
be considered simultaneously in selecting a model to be used for analysis. 
However, spatial considerations are commonly used as an initial step in 
screening available models. For this reason, several available and tested 
models are reviewed below for applicability to reservoir water quality studies 
on the basis of spatial characteristics (Table 4-2). The list is not exhaus­
tive, and other models, not contained in the review, can be used for the 
appropriate analyses. A number of reviews of existing water quality models 
are available (Refs. 18, 30, 35, and 51). 

(1) One-dimensional horizontal. 

(a) Description. One-dimensional horizontal models simulate flow and 
water quality/ecological constituent concentrations in the direction of flow, 
which is usually along the longitudinal axis of a reservoir or stream (Fig­
ure 4-3a). Existing models that have been used by the Corps include the 
dynamic flow riverine water quality model developed by Bedford et al. 
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(Ref. 52) (referred to as CE-QUAL-RIV1), the Water-Quality for River-Reservoir 
Systems (WQRRS) river module of the US Army Engineer Hydrologic Engineering 
Center (Ref. 38), QUAL-II (Ref. 36), and the MIT Transient Water Quality Net­
work Model (Ref. 31). Several of these models have been reviewed by 
McCutcheon (Ref. 18). 

(b) Applicability. One-dimensional horizontal models can be used to 
route flow and associated constituents into a reservoir from an upstream sam­
pling station and to route reservoir releases and the associated constituents 
downstream. Small, shallow, well-mixed, main-stem reservoirs and reregulation 
pools can also be simulated using one-dimensional horizontal models. Since 
most of these models were originally developed for wasteload allocation stud­
ies, the models may not have all of the necessary constituents for reservoir 
water quality studies. One-dimensional horizontal models have minimal data 
requirements and are usually well documented. Since the models have been ex­
tensively used, most internal coding errors have been corrected. One­
dimensional horizontal models assume the principal gradient is in the direc­
tion of flow or along the longitudinal axis. Gradients lateral to the flow, 
across the stream and with depth, are assumed not to exist. The models typi­
cally assume conservation of mass for each constituent, including water 
(Figure 4-5). Every model makes specific assumptions concerning geometric 

INFLOW I 1 OUTFLOW 
---------..,.,1 CONSTITUENT 11--------------
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Figure 4-5. 
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features, hydraulic transport, and constituent formulations. These assump­
tions are usually given, although not always explicitly stated, in the user 
documentation. Results computed using one-dimensional horizontal models are 
interpreted as being an average across the stream or reservoir cross section 
at the point of computation. If the model is steady state, the results are 
interpreted as the average over the travel time for the entire system. A 
dynamic flow model should be used for streams and/or pools that receive 
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unsteady flows, such as tailwaters and/or reregulation pools below peaking 
hydropower projects. 

(2) One-dimensional vertical. 

(a) Description. One-dimensional vertical reservoir or lake models 
consider the water body to be represented by a vertical series of well-mixed 
horizontal layers (Figure 4-3b). The models usually simulate the time-varying 
vertical distribution of constituents. The number and type of constituents 
considered by specific models vary from temperature only to complete water 
quality models that consider higher trophic levels through fish. These models 
typically are unsteady and use a time step of a day. 

(b) Applicability. One-dimensional vertical models are usually applied 
to large, deep reservoirs with long residence times where the effects of 
thermal stratification are significant. At a minimum, these reservoirs should 
have surface areas greater than 1 square kilometer, maximum depths greater 
than 10 meters, and mean annual residence times greater than 20 to 30 days. 
(Item k, Appendix B, provides more detailed information.) One-dimensional 
vertical reservoir models have also been shown to accurately predict changes 
in reservoir water quality due to changes in project operation and management. 
The models are logically structured, well tested, and inexpensive to use. 

(c) Specific problems addressed. One-dimensional vertical models such 
as CE-QUAL-R1 (Ref. 10) can be used to address the following: seasonal vari­
ations in thermal stratification and DO, including the development of anoxic 
conditions; effect of structural modifications (i.e., selective withdrawal) 
and operational changes (e.g., guide curve) on water quality (see Figure 4-6 
for example); magnitude, composition, and timing of algal blooms and factors 
limiting algal growth; effects of storm events and upstream land use on inpool 
and release water quality; and release from sediments into the water column of 
reduced species under anoxic conditions. 

(d) Limitations. One-dimensional vertical models assume a reservoir can 
be represented by a vertical series of well-mixed horizontal layers. The 
equations for each constituent are usually based on conservation of mass. 
Since the models cannot predict longitudinal variations, they should not be 
used to address headwater problems or to simulate small, shallow impoundments 
that do not stratify and are dominated by advection. Model results are inter­
preted as being an average across a horizontal plane through the reservoir and 
are probably most representative of the region near the dam. Because of the 
aggregation of biological species into a few parameters, the models can pre­
dict only general trends, not competition between species nor precise numbers 
of species. In general, the kinetic formulations are simple zero- or first­
order reactions, and the number of biological species is severely limited. 

(3) Two-dimensional horizontal. 
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(a) Description. Two-dimensional horizontal models simulate gradients 
along the length and width of a water body but do not simulate gradients that 
exist with depth (Figure 4-3c). A number of different approaches have been 
used to spatially discretize the water body. These include stream tubes 
(Ref. 102), finite difference formulations, finite element formulations 
(Ref. 92), and boundary fitted coordinates (Ref. 23). In general, the models 
simulate flow and a limited number of constituents such as temperature, dis­
solved solids, suspended solids, BOD, and DO. 

(b) Applicability. Two-dimensional horizontal models are generally used 
to simulate flow patterns in large, wide rivers and in shallow, wide reser­
voirs that are vertically well mixed (i.e., not stratified). The models have 
been used to investigate sediment transport, thermal plumes, and the movement, 
dispersion, and decay of simple constituents. Two-dimensional horizontal 
models can provide an accurate representation of complex flow patterns in 
systems that are characterized by complicated morphometry. Each model has 
specific assumptions concerning spatial discretization, hydrodynamics, and 
constituent formulations. 

(c) Limitations. The major limitations of two-dimensional horizontal 
models are: since they are, in general, complicated, they require an experi­
enced modeler; for reservoirs, they have received minimal use and are there­
fore not tested; they have a limited number of constituents; and they require 
considerable computation time. 

(4) Two-dimensional vertical. 

(a) Description. Two-dimensional vertical models simulate flow patterns 
and gradients in temperature and other model constituents with length and 
depth (Figure 4-3d). The models that have received the most use in the Corps 
are LARM (Ref. 8), CE-QUAL-W2 (User Manual) (which is LARM with water quality 
added), and RMA-7 (Ref. 33). 

(b) Applicability. Two-dimensional vertical models are usually used to 
simulate variations in flow patterns and temperature stratification in large, 
narrow, deep reservoirs at both a seasonal time scale and for shorter time 
periods to investigate specific events. The models can be used to describe 
the movement of inflowing constituents through reservoirs (Ref. 82) and to 
predict vertical and longitudinal gradients in water quality. These models 
provide valuable information on density-stratified flow patterns, inflow den­
sity currents, and longitudinal variations in constituents. The CE-QUAL-W2 
model is the LARM model with specific water quality constituents added. LARM 
and CE-QUAL-W2 have the capability to model reservoirs having more than one 
main tributary. 

(c) Limitations. Two-dimensional vertical models assume the water body 
is well mixed laterally. In addition, each model has specific assumptions 
concerning spatial discretization, branching, hydrodynamics, and constituent 
formulations and require considerable computation time. Special attention 
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must be given to assumptions that impact density and flow computations. Fur­
ther, two-dimensional vertical models are limited in the number of constitu­
ents simulated. Since some Corps reservoirs are dendritic and may not be lat­
erally well mixed, it may be necessary to use branching features to model 
embayments. 

(5) Basin models. 

(a) Description. Basin models are advantageous in that a single model 
can be used to analyze both stream and reservoir water quality. Basin models 
used by the Corps include WQRRS (Ref. 38) and HEC-SQ (Ref. 37). The WQRRS 
consists of three separate modules called the reservoir module, the stream 
hydraulic module, and the stream water quality module. Each module is a 
stand-alone program that may be executed, analyzed, and interpreted indepen­
dently, or the modules can be integrated into a complete basin model. The 
HEC-SQ is an integrated stream-reservoir flow and water quality simulation 
model that was developed to assist in studies for evaluating proposed or 
existing reservoirs in a system for reservoir flow control and water quality 
requirements recommended for the system. The HEC-SQ consists of a flow simu­
lation module and a water quality module. The flow simulation module can be 
executed as a stand-alone model, or the flow simulation and water quality 
modules can be executed as a single integrated model. However, the water 
quality module cannot be executed as a stand-alone model. 

(b) Applicability. Both models are applicable to a variety of basin 
water quality engineering analyses and will simulate a limited list of water 
quality and ecological constituents. The WQRRS can be executed with a variety 
of flow-routing options, including steady state and dynamic routing, so that 
riverine systems with a wide variety of flow characteristics can be simulated. 
The HEC-SQ is applicable to river basin analyses for up to 10 reservoirs in an 
arbitrary configuration and for up to 30 control points. Reservoir operation 
strategies required to meet system flow, water quality, and hydropower objec­
tives are developed within the model. Consequently, reservoir discharges do 
not have to be developed before the program is run. An economic evaluation 
package is also available to compute expected annual flood damages, system 
costs, and net benefits for flood damage reduction, including both structural 
and nonstructural alternatives. 

(c) Limitations. In general, basin models are one dimensional and are 
limited in the number of constituents. The stream hydraulic and water quality 
modules are usually one dimensional along the longitude of the stream while 
the reservoir modules are usually one dimensional along the vertical axis of 
the reservoir. Water quality kinetics in basin models are usually simplified 
and assumed to be aerobic. Because HEC-SQ is very comprehensive, the time and 
expense of applying it may not be justified for studies that do not focus on 
several project purposes in addition to water quality. 

c. Implementation. Numerical simulation models for water quality in­
volve physical, chemical, and biological processes that are coupled through 
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the solution of partial differential equations. Usually a simulation model 
must be modified or adapted for site-specific characteristics. Therefore, an 
application can require the interaction of specialists in the areas of hydrau­
lics, chemistry, biology, and numerical methods. The WES and the HEC maintain 
a staff of specialists that can be consulted on these types of studies or can 
assist with the application. Application of most numerical models generally 
requires a manpower effort on the order of months. Computer costs depend on 
the model (e.g., dimensionality), the spatial and temporal scale, the simula­
tion scenarios, and the computer used for the study. The CPU time for com­
puter model simulations has ranged from seconds to hours. 

4-18. Physical Models. Physical models have proven to be valuable tools in 
understanding complicated three-dimensional flow patterns and boundary condi­
tions and in designing hydraulic structures. In this section, physical model 
studies are considered, including both generalized laboratory studies of spe­
cific physical mixing and flow processes and scaled representations of proto­
type systems. Additional information on physical modeling techniques can be 
found in Ref. 49. 

a. Generalized Models. 

(I) Description. Generalized models are laboratory model studies per­
formed in existing laboratory flumes or tanks to investigate the parametric 
relationships of specific circulation and mixing processes. The laboratory 
flumes or tanks are selected to minimize geometric and boundary effects. The 
specific physical process under investigation must be scaled properly to 
achieve useful results. The laboratory studies are usually performed over a 
wide range of conditions (i.e., varying flow rates, densities, stratifica­
tion), and empirical relationships are developed using governing parameters 
determined by dimensional analysis and similitude arguments. 

(2) Applicability. Results from the generalized model studies can be 
used for simplified calculations or to form the basis for specific algorithms 
in complex simulation models. Examples of generalized laboratory studies that 
are important for water quality studies include: 

(a) Formulations for the thickness of withdrawal zones based on flow 
rate, density stratification, and outlet geometry. (Different formulations 
are available for small portals, large portals, free weirs, and submerged 
weirs.) 

(b) Formulations for the plunge point location, inflow density, current, 
thickness and speed, and entrainment rates based on inflow density, flow 
rates, and ambient reservoir stratification. 

(c) Entrainment rates into pumpback jets based on flow rates, jet 
density, jet location and geometry, and ambient reservoir stratification. 

(d) Aeration rates for various types of outlet structures. 
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(e) Design guidance on sizing hydraulic destratification systems. 

(f) Other studies such as sizing constrictions in bridges and causeways. 

(3) Discussion. In addition to developing empirical relationships that 
have general applicability, generalized laboratory studies also provide val­
uable insight into the specific process through visual observations. It is 
assumed that the process being simulated in the laboratory functions similarly 
to the actual process in the prototype in terms of both forcing and response. 
Scaling criteria such as the Froude number and densimetric Froude number are 
used to determine the similarity. The specific scaling criteria will, how­
ever, depend on the experiment. The model studies are normally limited to one 
specific process and, therefore, do not include synergistic effects with other 
mixing and circulation processes that occur in natural systems. 

b. Prototype Models. 

(1) Description. Prototype models are physical representations of pro­
totype systems, but at a much smaller spatial scale. It is assumed that if 
the mod~ls are properly scaled, the flow patterns observed in the model should 
be similar to the flow patterns occurring in the prototype. An introduction 
to scaling and similitude is given in Ref. 74. Prototype models are called 
"undistorted" if the vertical and horizontal dimensions are equally scaled and 
"distorted" models if the vertical and horizontal dimensions are scaled 
differently. 

(2) Undistorted models. Undistorted physical models are scaled repro­
ductions of a prototype system including site-specific topography, outlet 
geometry, and operation schemes. Since the horizontal and vertical dimensions 
are equally scaled, it is usually infeasible to reproduce the entire proto­
type, and the extent or coverage of the model is usually limited to a small 
area of interest (e.g., the area near the outlet structure). Therefore, 
undistorted models usually are used to investigate near-field effects. 

(a) Application. Undistorted models can be used to investigate the 
effects of complex topography, unique inlet-outlet geometry (e.g., approach 
channels, side ports, etc.), generation and pumpback discharge rates, ambient 
stratification and operating conditions on withdrawal zones, inflow zones, and 
pumpback jets. Information from these studies on circulation patterns and 
entrainment rates can be used to modify designs to improve water quality and 
as input to simulation models for site-specific characteristics. The use of 
undistorted models offers two major advantages: first, the ability to repro­
duce complex, three-dimensional flow patterns; second, the ability to actually 
observe the flow patterns. 

(b) Limitations. Most undistorted models are based on Freudian scaling, 
which means the inertial and gravitational forces are similar in both the 
model and the prototype. When density differences are important, the densi­
metric Froude number must also be similar in both systems. The effects of 
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other forces (e.g., viscous forces) are assumed to be negligible. The results 
from undistorted models are limited to the spatial extent of the model and to 
the conditions under which the model was operated. These conditions include 
flow rates, operating schemes, and type and strength of density stratifica­
tion. In addition, most models do not include energy exchanges at the air/ 
water interface due to wind and meteorological effects. Synergistic effects 
between these energy sources and the flow fields are not included. 

(3) Distorted models. In many natural systems, the disparity between 
the vertical and horizontal dimensions is sometimes so great (i.e., 1 to 
1,000) that it is not feasible to construct a model of the entire system with 
equal horizontal and vertical scales. The horizontal scale is, therefore, 
compressed so that the total size of the model is reduced and vertical dimen­
sions are sufficiently large to preserve hydraulic similitude and prevent vis­
cous and surface tension effects from influencing model results. 

(a) Applicability. Distorted models are used to define the three­
dimensional hydrodynamics of the entire prototype system for various operating 
scenarios. They have been used extensively in the study of large rivers and 
estuarine systems. 

(b) Limitations. With distorted models, as with undistorted models, it 
is assumed that similitude exists between the prototype and the physical 
model. It is also assumed that the important basin characteristics can be 
reproduced in the laboratory. Because the vertical and horizontal dim~sions 
are scaled differently, the longitudinal slopes differ and rates of vertical 
and transverse mixing are distorted, thereby limiting applications to situa­
tions in which these processes are not significant. In addition, the models 
are designed and operated to investigate only one process at a time, and 
synergistic effects due to other hydrometeorological processes such as wind 
are not included. The model cannot be used to analyze conditions outside the 
calibration range. 

c. Implementation and Interpretation. Physical model studies must be 
designed, constructed, and operated by qualified individuals specializing in 
the process and experiment under investigation. It may take a year or longer 
to design, construct, and complete a study. Data acquisition and analyses may 
require specialized equipment that is not routinely available. Model results 
must be interpreted with knowledge of model design, scaling, and study objec­
tives. The results should not be applied outside the experimental range. The 
WES should be consulted on these types of studies. 
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5-1. Purpose. This chapter provides guidance on collecting water quality 
data, database management, and data presentation. It is intended for scien­
tists and engineers responsible for compiling existing data from non-Corps 
sources, establishing Corps data collection programs, and analyzing data for 
District or Division water quality management programs. 

5-2. Overview. Since results from data-gathering efforts from non-Corps 
sources and Corps water quality sampling programs are used to evaluate both 
existing reservoir water quality conditions and the attainment of reservoir 
water quality objectives, these assessment programs must be well conceived and 
scientifically sound and must provide representative water quality data. 

a. Objectives of the Study. A clear, concise statement of the study 
objectives is essential (Chapter 3). Without a statement of objectives, it is 
unlikely that the right questions will be addressed, the appropriate data col­
lected, or the proper analyses performed. Sampling programs are expensive, so 
it is important to ensure that the data collected are useful. As data are 
analyzed and the water quality concerns and processes are better understood, 
water quality objectives may be clearly defined and the sampling program modi­
fied to address areas of uncertainty or concern. 

b. Sampling Objectives. The sampling program objectives must be spe­
cifically defined and documented to ensure successful implementation and com­
pletion of the program. To a large extent, defining the objectives will 
determine the data needs in the program. The importance of the interrelated 
factors such as objectives, system characteristics, and degree of precision 
should also be considered (Ref. 64). 

c. Population to Be Characterized. The term population is defined as 
the assemblage from which the sample is taken. There is the overall or gen­
eral population and a sample population. The general population represents 
the entire set of measurements about which inferences or conclusions are to be 
made (e.g., the entire reservoir or the entire algal assemblage). The sample 
population (i.e., measurement of that constituent in the water quality sam­
ples) represents a subset of measurements taken from the general population. 
The subset is used to gain information and make inferences about the overall 
population. It is important that the sampled population be representative of 
the general population. The purpose of sampling design is to ensure the 
limited number of samples collected (e.g., 25-50 one-liter samples per sam­
pling trip) provide adequate information about the overall population charac­
teristics (e.g., total amount of that constituent in a reservoir containing 

about 1011 liters of water). The initial sample population, then, must not 
become altered or redefined during the sampling program. 
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d. Characteristics to be Measured. After the general population has 
been clearly defined, all relevant population characteristics should be iden­
tified and subdivided into essential or ancillary categories. The key to 
reducing the uncertainty surrounding project water quality is to collect sam­
ples pertaining to essential population characteristics. Sampling effort on 
ancillary characteristics that indirectly affect or are of secondary impor­
tance in attaining the study objectives should be minimized. Identifying 
these characteristics can be a difficult task but is an important requirement 
to ensure appropriate use of resources (see Chapter 2 for additional 
information). 

e. Degree of Precision. All measurements have inherent errors or uncer­
tainty because only part of the population has been measured. The degree of 
uncertainty can be reduced by taking more samples and using more precise tech­
niques. However, budgetary constraints ultimately limit these approaches. 
Precision and cost are essential and interrelated elements in all sampling 
programs since precision influences cost. If the desired precision results in 
excessive cost, the precision of some or all variables may have to be reduced. 
Initial estimates of desired precision should reflect the analytical precision 
of the individual constituent. Estimates of analytical precision have been 
determined by the American Public Health Association (APHA) (Ref. 48) and the 
US Geological Survey (USGS) (Ref. 46). 

f. Selection Criteria. The criteria established for selecting a 
sampling design represent a compromise between the desired precision and bud­
get constraints. With any sampling design, the sample size is dependent on 
precision, cost, and variability of the estimator used to describe a popula­
tion characteristic. When the sample size for each design has been deter­
mined, relative costs and time involved for each design can be computed and 
decisions relative to the acceptable sampling design can be made. 

g. Use of Existing Data. As part of determining the data needs for an 
assessment, a screening of existing data should be conducted (see Chapter 4, 
Section I). Using available data can save effort and money; however, an ap­
propriate level of confidence must be built into these data (e.g., Is the 
source known? Were the methods of collection and analysis used compatible 
with the level of detail and quality identified in the objectives of the pro­
posed assessment?). In some cases, existing data may be used in the assess­
ment or they may provide an "order of magnitude" reference from which to begin 
data collection for the assessment. In instances where little is known about 
the data, it is better to collect data specifically for the assessment. 

Section II. Field Data Collection 

5-3. Principles. Green (Ref. 69) cites ten basic principles of sampling 
design and statistical analysis for environmental studies that should be con­
sidered in developing a reservoir water quality assessment study. These prin­
ciples are: 
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a. Clearly identify the objectives. An investigator must be able to de­
scribe clearly to som~one else the purpose of the investigation. The results 
can only be as coherent and as comprehensible as the initial definition of the 
problem. 

b. Make sure the investigator takes replicate samples to get an estimate 
of the variability and uncertainty in the sampling program. 

c. Make sure the investigator has a random sampling program. 

d. To test whether a condition has an effect, collect samples both where 
the condition is present and where the condition is absent. It is also impor­
tant to collect samples where other factors are similar. An effect can only 
be demonstrated by comparison with a control. 

e. Carry out preliminary sampling to provide a basis for evaluation of 
sampling design and statistical analysis options. Skipping this step in an 
effort to save time usually is unproductive. 

f. Verify that the sampling device or method is sampling the character­
istics, area, variables, or organisms that are needed, with equal and adequate 
efficiency over the entire range of sampling conditions to be encountered. 
Variations in sampling efficiency of anaerobic versus aerobic samples from 
area to area can, for example, bias comparisons. 

g. If the area to be sampled has a large-scale environmental pattern, 
break the area up into relatively homogeneous subareas and allocate samples to 
each in proportion to the size of the subarea. 

h. Verify that the sample unit size is appropriate to the size, den­
sities, and spatial distributions of the variable that is being sampled. 
Also, estimate the number of replicate samples required to obtain the pre­
cision wanted. 

i. Test the data to determine whether the error variation is homoge­
neous, normally distributed, and independent of the mean. If it is not, as 
may be the case for most field data, then appropriately transform the data, 
use a distribution-free (nonparametric) procedure, use an appropriate sequen­
tial sampling design, or test against simulated data. 

j. Having chosen the best statistical method to test one's hypothesis, 
it is important to stick with the result. An unexpected or undesired result 
is not a valid reason for rejecting the method and seeking a "better" one. 

5-4. Sampling Designs. The study objectives, specified precision, and cost 
usually dictate which sampling design is implemented. Since the purpose of 
the sampling design is to characterize some aspects of reservoir water qual­
ity, characteristics of the general population in the reservoir must be con­
sidered. Longitudinal gradients, tributary sources, and other patterns can 
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increase the variability in the data. The sampling design should consider 
these sources of variability at the beginning of the sampling program so pro­
cedures can be incorporated to minimize their impact during the later data 
analysis and interpretation phases. This can be accomplished through various 
types of random sampling. 

a. Simple Random Sampling. Simple random sampling is a method of selec­
ting n sampling units out of the total N units so that every sampling unit 
has an equal chance of being selected. With reservoir water quality sampling 
programs, the sampling units usually correspond to sampling stations or loca­
tions. Stations can be selected by superimposing a grid system on the reser­
voir water surface and selecting locations at random. Sampling depths should 
be selected at random if vertical resolution is desired. The assumption of 
homogeneity among sampling units is critical in the simple random sampling 
scheme. If the population cannot be divided into N homogeneous sampling 
units, then simple random sampling should not be used. However, if the as­
sumption is valid (i.e., the reservoir is relatively homogeneous), this ap­
proach provides an efficient, cost-effective procedure. Assessing the vari­
ability in surface chlorophyll concentrations may use a simple random sampling 
approach. 

(1) Estimation of sample size. The number of samples to be collected 
depends on the variability of the population characteristics that are being 
estimated and the desired precision of the estimate. Estimates of variability 
can be obtained by reviewing existing data or by conducting surveys or recon­
naissance studies on the reservoir. The general formula for sample size 
determination is: 

where 

n 

n number of samples 

2 2 
t s 

7 

t appropriate value from Student's t distribution 

2 s sumple variance 

d desired precision about the mean 

Since Student's t-value varies as a function of n , a t-value for 30 degrees 
of freedom can be used to initialize the procedure. The formula, then, can be 
evaluated iteratively, substituting the appropriate t-value for each predicted 
n until the iterative procedure converges (see Appendix C). 

(2) Sample size determination for multiple characteristics. If sampling 
objectives are to obtain information on several water quality variables, 
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sample size determination becomes more tedious to achieve the desired preci­
sion for each variable. Sample size estimates must be determined for each 
constituent and the maximum estimates chosen as the sample size for the sam­
pling plan. For those variables that require significantly fewer samples to 
achieve the desired precision, a randomization scheme can be constructed to 
subsample the sampling units. Another approach is to estimate the sample size 
only for the most critical variables. Although this does not guarantee the 
desired precision for all constituents, precision for the most critical con­
stituents can be achieved; precision for the other variables can be estimated 
and will be available for future use and analyses. 

b. Stratified Random Sampling. With stratified random sampling, the 
population of N units is divided into subpopulations of NI, N

2 
••• NL units, 

respectively. The subpopulations are nonoverlapping and together comprise the 
entire population, so that 

These subpopulations are called strata. To obtain maximum benefit from strat­
ification, the values of Nj (j = I, 2 ••• L) must be known. In a typical water 

quality sampling program, strata may be the epilimnion, metalimnion, and hypo­
limnion; or the headwater, main pool, and near-dam locations; or a combination 
of these or other designations. Once the strata have been determined, samples 
are independently drawn from each stratum. The sample sizes within each Stfa­
tum are denoted by ni' n2 ••• ~. 

(I) Estimation of sample size. Stratification of the population pro­
duces a highly efficient sample allocation scheme. A general formula for sam­
ple size distribution is 

where 

n 

n = 

total number of samples 

=weighting factor for stratum i (e.g., ratio of volume of stratum 
to total volume or surface area of stratum to total surface area) 

Si = standard deviation of samples in stratum i 

d desired precision 

t appropriate Student's t-value 

Sample size within a stratum can be determined by 
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Stratified random sampling in reservoirs usually requires fewer samples than 
random sampling to obtain the same precision (Appendix C). 

(2) Optimum allocation. The sample size allocation scheme for each 
individual stratum can incorporate cost, if sampling costs vary over strata. 
The objective is to allocate samples to minimize costs. The simplest cost 
function is of the form 

where 

C total cost 

C fixed cost (e.g., travel, per diem, etc., per sampling trip) 
0 

Ci cost per sample within stratum i 

Ni the number of samples within stratum i 

With this as the underlying cost function, the n 's from the stratified 
i sampling formula can be determined by 

An example of a cost-precision-probability matrix is shown in Table 5-1. A 
similar table can be developed for other variables and used to optimize the 
sampling scheme to retain precision on critical constituents and reduce pre­
cision or probability requirements on desired constituents to satisfy funding 
constraints. 

(3) Fixed sample numbers. The sampling formula can also be used to 
assess the loss of precision if fixed numbers of samples are collected at each 
station. It is unrealistic to expect a field crew to collect nine phosphorus 
samples, three turbidity samples, and twelve chlorophyll samples at station 3 
(Table 5-1) with a variable number of samples at other stations. If it is 
determined that six samples will be collected from the epilimnion, four sam­
ples from the metalimnion, and eight samples from the hypolimnion at every 
station, the precision for each constituent can be determined by rearranging 
the sampling formula as 
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TABLE 5-l 

Exam2le of a SamElin& Matrix to 02timize Sam2le Numbers, Precision, 

and Cost (after Ref. 104) 

Station 3 Station 10 or 12 Station 14 or IS 

Unit Cost $13 $13 $13 

Mean 1 9 11g P/ t 20 11g P/t 34 II& P/L 

Precision 2 
~SO% HOO% ±25% ±50% ~IS% ±30% 

Total 
Phosphorus Probability 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 

Sample No. 12 9 5 4 4 3 18 13 8 6 5 3 32 23 14 10 7 5 

Total Cost3 !56 117 65 52 52 39 234 169 104 78 65 39 416 299 182 130 91 65 

Unit Cost $3 $3 $3 

Mean 1.3 NTU's 5.3 NTU's 5.3 NTU's 

Precision :!:SO% HOO% :!:20% :!:40% ~20% :!:40% 
V1 Turbidity I Probability 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% ........ 

Sample No. 13 10 6 5 4 3 8 6 4 4 2 1 8 6 4 4 2 

Total Cost 39 39 18 15 12 9 24 18 12 12 6 3 24 18 12 12 6 3 

Unit Cost $20 $20 $20 

Mean 2 11g/L 7 IJg/L II 11g/L 

Precision ±25% ±50% ~25% ~50% :!:IS% :!:30% 
Chlorophyll 

Probability 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 95% 90% 80% 

Sample No. 19 13 9 6 5 3 l3 10 6 5 4 3 21 IS 9 7 5 4 

Total Cost 380 260 !80 120 100 60 260 200 120 100 80 60 420 300 180 140 100 80 

~ 
...... 
...... 

Wt-' 
00 

'an values are those expected based on three sampling dates. I 
~N 

·ent precision based on approximate levels of analytical precision for each test or requirements of the study. C I 
l cost calculated as product of unit coat and sa.ple nuaber, ::St-' 

N 
000 
....,Jt-' 
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d 
ts 

rn 
for the random sampling formula, and for the stratified random sampling 
formula 

d 

While the desired precision may not be obtained for every water quality con­
stituent, the precision and uncertainty associated with each constituent can 
be determined and factored into decisions related to water quality. 

c. Other Techniques. The two sampling approaches discussed in the 
preceding paragraphs are the most commonly used. However, other sampling 
schemes are available and described in the technical literature. If the two 
approaches discussed above are not acceptable, then such schemes as systematic 
sampling, one-stage sampling, two-stage sampling, etc., could be used. More 
complete descriptions of these and other techniques can be found in Snedecor 
and Cochran (Ref. 99) or Winer (Ref. 111). 

5-5. Field Sampling and Analysis. Field sampling procedures, methodology, 
and analyses have been discussed in detail by APHA (Ref. 48), EPA (Ref. 39), 
Likens and Wetzel (Ref. 86), and USGS (Ref. 46). Several excellent points on 
field sampling are made by Kittrell and West (Ref. 84), although stream sam­
pling is emphasized. This paragraph follows the discussion in the National 
Handbook of Recommended Methods for Water-Data Acquisition (Ref. 46). On 
field sampling activities, major topics include obtaining representative sam­
ples, maintaining quality control and assurance in the field, and selecting 
field personnel. 

a. Representative Samples. A number of factors are important in ob­
taining representative water quality samples. These factors include sampling 
objectives; station location, depth, and frequency; equipment; sample vari­
ables; sample handling and preservation; and sample identification. 

(1) Sampling objectives. The sampling program should be dictated by the 
sampling objectives. Monitoring programs, water quality surveys, intensive 
sampling, or regulatory sampling may have objectives that require different 
field sampling designs and procedures. For example, water quality surveys may 
have lower precision requirements and a more restricted budget than intensive 
sampling programs, and therefore require different sampling designs. Proce­
dures for maintaining the chain of custody, for example, are not critical in 
most monitoring programs but are extremely critical in addressing legal ques­
tions. Any change in objectives must be accompanied by a review of the sam­
pling program and can necessitate a change in the sampling approach. 
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(2) Sampling locations. Sampling station locations are influenced by 
the sampling objectives, hydrology, reservoir and hydraulic outlet geometry, 
point and nonpoint sources, accessibility, available equipment and facilities, 
and personnel. Flow estimates must accompany all tributary and reservoir 
release water quality samples. Tributary sampling stations, therefore, may be 
selected to correspond with gaging stations. If this is not possible, flow 
must be measured at the time of sampling. Sampling stations should be located 
in representative areas of the reservoir and are dictated by the sampling pro­
gram objectives. For example, estimating mean or average conditions for the 
reservoir may result in samples collected proportional to reservoir volume. 
The greatest number of samples would be collected from the mixed layer since 
this represents the greatest volume in the reservoir, with a progressive de­
crease in the number of samples collected with depth. Longitudinal and lat­
eral variability, as well as vertical variations in many water quality con­
stituents, may be considered in determining station locations. At a minimum, 
samples should be collected in the inflow, the outflow, and at a representa­
tive station in the pool. 

(a) Longitudinal variation. Many reservoirs have areas with distinct 
water quality conditions, such as the headwater, zone of transition, or 
lacustrine area. The extent of these areas should be identified before locat­
ing sampling stations. The zone of transition is a function of the plunge 
point depth, so the minimum and maximum depths for the plunge point can be 
computed to delineate the headwater and lacustrine areas. Formulations for 
estimating the plunge point depth are available (Ref. 12). Annual high and 
low quartile flows (i.e., 75 and 25 percent of median annual flow) can be used 
to predict the maximum and minimum plunge point depths, respectively, in the 
reservoir. Stations located upstream of the minimum plunge point depth should 
be in the headwater area, stations located downstream from the maximum plunge 
point depth should be in the lacustrine, while stations in between the minimum 
and maximum plunge point depths can be used to characterize the zone of 
transition. This longitudinal variability also may occur from the headwater 
of a cove to its confluence with the main body of the reservoir. 

(b) Lateral variability. Tributary inflows tend to follow the old chan­
nel or thalweg through the reservoir both as underflows and interflows. The 
zone of conveyance for flow and associated constituents may not extend across 
the reservoi~. This can result in lateral differences across the reservoir. 
Initial sampling efforts should investigate potential lateral variability by 
sampling over the thalweg and at alternative locations across the reservoir. 
This can be evaluated initially by specific conductivity measured laterally 
across the reservoir. If conductivity is relatively constant, most dissolved 
constituents probably are also. Transmissometer readings across the reservoir 
may indicate particulate constituent variability. Established sediment survey 
transects provide permanent reference points, transect geometry, and repre­
sentative reservoir areas and should be used initially. 

(c) Bridges. Bridges are typically selected as sampling sites for res­
ervoirs because of accessibility and convenience. Bridges crossing the 
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reservoir in the headwater area may be satisfactory sites since vertical 
stratification is usually minimal while boat access may be limited. Bridges, 
however, are generally located or constructed at reservoir constrictions. 
These localized constrictions may result in localized velocity increases that 
disrupt stratification patterns and result in an altered water quality regime 
around the bridge. Therefore, sampling from bridges may not provide repre­
sentative data for reservoir areas where vertical stratification occurs. 
Bridges or other constrictions also may effectively isolate various parts of 
the reservoir. Backwater effects and altered sedimentation regimes may result 
in different water quality in these areas and may require sampling stations to 
characterize water quality in this area. 

(3) Sample depths. Sampling objectives, reservoir geometry, hydraulic 
outlet design, hydrology, stratification patterns, and reservoir operation all 
influence selection of appropriate sampling depths. A fixed-depth sampling 
approach generally is adequate if sufficient samples are collected to char­
acterize water quality throughout the water column. Fixed sampling depths 
from the reservoir water surface represent the most common approach and permit 
seasonal and year-to-year water quality comparisons at and among stations in 
monitoring programs. Using the reservoir water surface as the reference point 
also permits comparisons, even with large variations in the water surface ele­
vation. It is recommended that sampling depths be selected to characterize 
the epilimnetic, metalimnetic, and hypolimnetic stratification zones while 
integrated samples may be considered to characterize the upper mixed layer and 
reduce the number of epilimnetic samples. Since development and deepenin~ of 
the thermocline during the stratification period changes the mixed layer 
depth, integrated samples may be collected based on the average mixed layer 
depth for this period. At least three samples--surface, middepth, and 
bottom--should be collected in reservoirs that generally remain well mixed, 
since these reservoirs may intermittently stratify. Water quality conditions 
may change drastically during these intermittently stratified periods. 
Middepth and bottom samples are particularly important in these reservoirs 
during ice cover when oxygen concentrations may be depleted. Anoxic condi­
tions during winter are typically initiated at the sediment/water interface. 

(4) Sampling frequency. Sampling frequency or sampling times and dates 
are critical in obtaining representative reservoir water quality data. Fixed­
interval sampling may miss the important hydrologic and limnological events 
occurring in a reservoir. For example, a typical monthly sampling program 
(e.g., every 30 days) in the Caddo River tributary to DeGray Lake during 1977 
would not have incorporated storm flow in any of the samples (Figure 5-1). 
The majority of nutrient, suspended sediment, and other constituent loading, 
however, may occur during elevated flow periods. The sampling intervals 
should incorporate the important hydrological and limnological events affect­
ing reservoir water quality (Table 5-2). The same total number of samples may 
be collected in either a fixed-interval, monthly sampling program or variable­
interval sampling program, but more information per sample and more insight 
into reservoir water quality can be obtained from variable-interval sampling. 
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TABLE 5-2 

Example of Sampling Intervals Corresponding with 

Hydrologic and Limnological Periods 

Date Sampled 

Mid-March 

Mid-late April/ 
mid-May 

Early-late June/ 
mid-July 

Early-late August 

Late September/ 
mid-October 

Mid-late November 

Event 

Isothermal or late winter ice period 

Elevated flow; early stratification 

Increased biological activity and 
public use 

Strong stratification, low runoff 

Anoxic conditions, plankton blooms, 
low flow 

Thermocline deepening and turnover; 
isothermal, initial winter conditions 
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Similar information can be obtained by combining special-interval or event 
sampling with a fi~ed-interval sampling program. 

(5) Sampling equipment. Field gear typically used in water quality 
sampling is described in APHA (Ref. 48), USGS (Ref. 46), and Likens and 
Wetzel (Ref. 86) and is discussed and demonstrated through training courses 
offered by the EPA, USGS, and other Federal agencies. The use of sampling 
equipment, like any other analytical procedures or techniques, requires that 
assumptions and limitations be considered. Metal water samplers, for example, 
should not be used to obtain water samples for metal analyses or primary prod­
uctivity measurements. Plastic samplers and bottles may interfere with 
organic and certain trace metal analyses. Two grab samplers used extensively 
in many field sampling programs are the Van Dorn and Kemmerer samplers. These 
samplers can collect water samples at any given depth or point in the water 
column. Samples also may be collected by pumping water from a given depth to 
the surface for collection. Pumped samples are advantageous when large num­
bers of samples are to be collected, the reservoir is not exceptionally deep 
(e.g., <150 feet), or anoxic samples are to be collected. When collecting 
pumped samples, the hoses must be allowed to clear and flush the water from a 
previous depth before filling the sample containers. In situ measurements can 
be made using sensor probes and digital or analog readout or recording 
devices. These instruments can measure temperature, DO, pH, orthophosphate, 
specific conductance, several specific cations and anions, and light penetra­
tion. While grab samplers, pump systems, and in situ probes all may be 
required to obtain representative water quality data, their use must be based 
on a clear understanding of the data needs, data use in water quality manage­
ment, and characteristics of the reservoir. Regardless of the standardization 
or accepted use of sampling gear, all field sampling equipment, from a ther­
mistor to a Kemmerer sampler, have idiosyncrasies. User experience and famil­
iarity are critical in obtaining representative water quality samples or 
measurements. 

(6) Sample variables. The water quality variables incorporated in the 
sampling program are a function of the project purposes, sampling objectives, 
applicable water quality standards or criteria, facilities and equipment, per­
sonnel, and funding constraints. Some water quality constituents typically 
measured in reservoir water quality sampling programs are listed in Table 5-3. 
Incorporating variables that can be measured in situ or surrogate variables 
can provide some sampling economies. It must be recognized, however, that 
surrogate variables provide only inferential information and not direct esti­
mates for the primary variable of interest. 

(a) In situ variables. Water temperature represents the most common in 
situ variable measured. Incorporating the capability to measure DO, specific 
conductivity, and pH in the same instrument adds little to the overall cost of 
the sampling program but can add significantly more information about reser­
voir water quality. The time required to measure these additional constitu­
ents also is insignificant. In situ data can be collected using remote 
sensing techniques or continuous monitoring. Remote sensing includes the 
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TABLE 5-3 

Typical Water Quality Variables Measured in Reservoirs and the 

Sample Handling and Preservation Requirements 

Determination 

Acidity 

Alkalinity 

Carbon, organic 
total 

Carbon dioxide 

Chlorophyll 

Color 

Conductivity 

Hardness 

Metals, general 

Nitrogen: 

Container 

P,G(B) 

P,G 

G 

P,G 

P,G 

P,G 

P,G 

P,G 

P(A),G(A) 

Ammonia P,G 

Nitrate P,G 

Nitrate, nitrite P,G 

Organic, Kjeldahl P,G 

1 

Oxygen dissolved: G.BOD bottle 

Electrode 

pH 

Phosphate 

Residue 

Salinity 

Silica 

Sulfate 

Sulfide 

Temperature 

Turbidity 

SOURCE: Ref. 

P,G 

G(A) 

P,G 

G.wax seal 

p 

P,G 

P,G 

P,G 

P,G 

48. 

Min. 
Sample 

Size, ml 

100 

200 

100 

100 

500 

500 

500 

100 

500 

100 

200 

500 

300 

100 

Preservation 

2 Refrigerate 

Refrigerate 

Analyze immediately; or 
refrigerate and add 
H2so4 to pH <2 

Analyze immediately 

30 days in dark; freeze 

Refrigerate 

Refrigerate 

Add HN0
3 

to pH <2 

For dissolved metals 
filter immediately, add 
HN0

3 
to pH <2 

Analyze as soon as 
possible or add H2so4 to pH <2; refrigerate 

Add H
2
so

4 
to pH <2 

Analyze as soon as 
possible or refrigerate; 
or freeze at -20• C 

Refrigerate; add H2so4 to pH <2 

Analyze immediately 

Titration may be delayed 
after acidification 

Analyze immediately 

For dissolved phosphate 
forms filter immediately, 
refrigerate; freeze at 
10° c 
Refrigerate 

240 Analyze immediately or 
use wax seal 

Refrigerate, do not freeze 

Refrigerate 

100 Refrigerate; add 4 drops 
2 N zinc acetate/100 ml 

Analyze immediately 

Analyze same day; store 
in dark up to 24 hr 

Max. Storage Time 
Recommended/Regulatory 

24 hr/14 days 

24 hr/14 days 

7 days/28 days 

30 days/-

48 hr/48 hr 

28 days/28 days 

6 months/6 months 

6 months/6 months 

7 days/28 days 

48 hr/48 hr 

none/28 days 

7 days/28 days 

0.5 hr/1 hr 

8 hr/8 hr 

2 hr/2 hr 

48 hr/48 hr 

7 days/7-14 

6 months/--

28 days/28 

28 days/28 

28 days/28 

24 hr/48 hr 

days 

days 

days 

days 

1P • plastic (polyethylene or equivalent); G • glass; (A) • acid rinsed; (B) • 

2borosilicate. 
Refrigeration ~ storage at 4° c. 
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use of both aerial and satellite imagery to collect water quality information. 
Engineer Pamphlet 70-1-1 fully explains the applications of remote sensing and 
should be referenced for specific information. The field sampling program can 
provide the data required to correlate spectral densities with water quality. 
Remote sensing can provide information on surface variability in water quality 
constituents, reservoir circulation patterns, inflow mixing processes, and 
other surface phenomena. An economical approach to obtaining continuous or 
time-series data for selected water quality constituents is to employ contin­
uous water quality monitors. Continuous monitors may collect single- or 
multiple-constituent measurements in situ with a probe or sensing unit. Water 
temperature is the water quality constituent typically monitored, with DO, pH, 
and specific conductance also commonly measured. Continuous monitors have 
generally been used to monitor inflow and release water quality constituents 
since vertical gradients are weak and the sensing unit for in situ measure­
ments or pump intake can be located at a representative point in the stream. 
Continuously monitoring reservoir water quality may require multiple sensors 
or pump intakes located vertically throughout the water column. For some 
applications, this can be the most economical means of obtaining continuous or 
time-series data. Presently, however, continuous monitors are applicable pri­
marily for monitoring certain inflow and release water quality characteris­
tics. Continuous monitoring is not synonymous with maintenance-free data 
collection. Continuous monitors require routine maintenance, generally on a 
weekly or biweekly basis, to ensure the instruments are functioning and 
remaining within calibration tolerances. Continuous monitors, units of mea­
sure, definitions, and considerations have been described in detail by the 
USGS (Ref. 46). The US Environmental Protection Agency (Ref. 40) and 
Schofield (Ref. 97) have reviewed automatic samplers and sampler design. 
These documents should be reviewed for additional information on continuous 
monitors. Data reduction and data management should receive careful consider­
ation for monitoring systems. 

(b) Surrogate variables. Surrogate variables can be sampled to provide 
information on other variables of primary interest. Specific conductivity and 
chlorophyll a are two examples of surrogate variables. Specific conductivity 
generally has a high correlation with total dissolved solids (TDS) concentra­
tions. Measurement of TDS may be of major interest for irrigation purposes, 
for example, but is more expensive and time-consuming than the measurement of 
conductivity. This correlation should be determined for each reservoir since 
the correlation may vary among reservoirs. Certain phytoplankton species can 
cause taste and odor problems, clog water treatment plant filters, and create 
an unaesthetic appearance in the reservoir. Species enumeration and counting, 
however, can require special equipment and expertise that are not available in 
District or Division offices. Chlorophyll measurements can provide general 
information on the phytoplankton community but will not indicate the partic­
ular species affecting water quality. 

(c) Specific variables. In situ and surrogate variables are appropriate 
for water quality surveys, but sampling programs designed to provide specific 
information for reservoir water quality management should supplement these 
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variables with other constituents that relate to specific management objec­
tives. At a minimum, in situ variables and Secchi depth should be measured at 
every sampling station on every sampling date, since these measurements add 
little to the cost but markedly increase knowledge about reservoir water qual­
ity. For example, sediment quantity and quality markedly influence reservoir 
water quality. Reservoir sedimentation surveys are periodically conducted to 
evaluate the loss of reservoir storage. An intensive water quality survey 
investigating longitudinal, lateral, and vertical water quality conditions 
should be conducted during July or August of the same year as the sedimenta­
tion survey. In situ variables, a representative nutrient, and chlorophyll 
should be measured, at a minimum, at selected locations along the sediment 
survey transects. These studies can provide a datum for comparisons among 
reservoir areas and among years. 

(7) Sample handling and preservation. Appropriate sample handling and 
preservation is essential to ensure data quality. Standard Methods (APHA) 
(Ref. 48), EPA (Refs. 41, 43), Plumb (Ref. 20), and USGS (Ref. 46) discuss 
appropriate containers and proper preservation techniques for various water 
quality constituents and should be reviewed prior to field sampling (see also 
Table 5-3). Factors to be considered, in addition to those specifically men­
tioned in these references, include: 

(a) Clean plastic containers are typically used for inorganic samples, 
with glass containers used for organic analyses. The caps or container lids, 
however, also must be of similar material to avoid sample contamination. 
Plastic lids or plastic liners and rubber stoppers can contaminate samples in 
glass bottles even though the surface area of the lid may be small. 

(b) Proper sample preservation is critical if accurate and representa­
tive results are to be obtained from the sampling efforts. In general, all 
samples are placed on ice in the dark, even if additional preservation is 
required. Metal samples are generally preserved with nitric acid, nutrient 
samples with sulfuric acid, and organic samples through chilling. 

(c) The desired form of a chemical species to be measured must be deter­
mined prior to preservation. For example, dissolved chemical species may 
require immediate field filtration prior to acidification. Acidification in 
the field, followed by laboratory filtration, can produce artificially high 
concentrations of dissolved elements. Appropriate filter pore sizes have been 
determined by APHA (Ref. 48). 

(d) Analyses should be initiated as soon as possible after collection to 
avoid sample deterioration. Recommended and regulatory holding times are 
given in Table 5-3; these are based on Standard Methods (Ref. 48) and the USGS 
Handbook (Ref. 46). 

(e) Any sample containing ~0.5 mg/i DO as 
brane electrode should be considered anaerobic. 
chemical parameters that may be either oxidized 
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can be pumped from the appropriate depths, through an acid-washed membrane 
filter if needed, into sample bottles containing the appropriate preservation. 
The sample bottom should be filled to capacity, then capped with an airtight 
lid. 

(8) Sample identification. Proper sample identification in the field 
can eliminate subsequent problems in laboratory and statistical analyses. At 
a minimum, the date, reservoir station number, depth, preservation type, and 
replicate or split sample should be recorded on the sample. Before use in 
field sampling, all marking inks or fluids, labels, and containers should be 
tested under field conditions (i.e., immersion, agitation, preservation, 
spills) for container leakage, label and ink removal, and breakage. All pre­
vious labels or markings on sample containers should be removed prior to 
reuse. A separate log should be maintained that identifies the individual(s) 
collecting the samples, weather conditions, sample appearance, problems, 
unusual conditions, or other observations that may assist in interpreting the 
water quality data. 

b. Field Quality Control and Assurance. Quality control (QC) and qual­
ity assurance (QA) must originate in the field if subsequent laboratory analy­
ses are to provide accurate and representative data. Laboratory QA and QC 
programs have been established, but guidance on field QA and QC programs, 
although just as essential, is relatively new (Ref. 46). Field QA and QC can 
be improved through sampling standardization, sample preservation and replica­
tion, instrument calibration, and accurate records maintenance. 

(1) Standardization. A standard approach to field sampling that incor­
porates checklists and a consistent sampling protocol can minimize omission 
and duplication errors during sample collection. This standard approach in­
cludes: a checklist of equipment and supplies required for each sampling 
trip; a specified location for the equipment and supplies in the sampling 
vehicle or boat; standard procedures for sample collection, filtration, and 
preservation; and routine procedures for delivering samples to the laboratory. 
One example of a standard procedure for sample preservation is color-coded 
labels for bottles (e.g., blue label for chilling, red for H2so4 addition, and 

yellow for HN0
3 

preservation). These codes can be combined (e.g., blue and 

red dot labels indicate chilling and H2so4) or modified to indicate filtered 

versus nonfiltered samples. Standardization can also help ensure consistent 
results during personnel changes. Standard approaches, however, should not be 
confused with a rigid, inflexible program. Flexibility must be maintained to 
reflect changing program objectives and improved techniques and equipment. 
This flexibility also should allow for storm events and unusual field condi­
tions or situations that may require collection of additional samples. 

(2) Preservation and replication. A QC/QA program should quantitatively 
account for constituent additions or losses during sample preservation and 
determine the contribution of sampling error to the total sample error. Addi­
tion of known concentrations of reference standard solutions to field samples 
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should allow for measurement of error due to preservation, sorption, or inter­
ference. Sampling error also can be assessed through replication and split 
sampling. Replication involves collection of two or more distinct samples 
from the same location. Split sampling involves dividing a single sample 
among two or more sample containers for subsequent analysis. Estimates of 
sampling variability can be determined if as few as 10 to 15 percent of the 
samples receive known constituent additions and are replicated or split. Once 
the sources of error have been determined, sampling programs can be modified 
to minimize these errors. 

(3) Instrument calibration, All instruments require periodic calibra­
tion. Changes in temperature, humidity, pressure, or other environmental 
factors can influence instrument calibration. In addition, transporting the 
instrument in a vehicle or boat can loosen sensitivity controls or connections 
and affect measurement accuracy. Calibration should be checked before and 
after each sampling trip, even for relatively stable probes such as tempera­
ture or specific conductance. Some instruments have internal temperature 
corrections, so temperature calibration can affect the accuracy of other con­
stituent measurements. The precision and sensitivity of the instruments 
should be determined periodically for existing equipment and before initial 
field use for new equipment. Manufacturer's detection limits, precision, and 
sensitivity estimates are generally measured under ideal conditions and may 
not be applicable under field conditions. If two or more different manufac­
turers' instruments are used for measurements, they should be compared under 
field conditions even if the instruments were calibrated similarly. Instru­
ments that cannot be calibrated should be used with caution. The manufac­
turers' manuals, Standard Methods (Ref. 48) and USGS Handbook (Ref. 46) should 
be consulted for specific recommendations on calibration. 

(4) Records. Operating logs and records of measured field data, cali­
bration curves, corrective actions, and QA activities should be maintained. 
Field personnel should be provided with a specified protocol for recording 
field observations, including content, format, names of the individuals col­
lecting the data, and names of the individuals checking the validity of the 
data. These records should be identified and readily available for reference. 
Duplicate records may be a consideration. Guidelines should be established 
for record retention, duration, location, and assigned responsibility for each 
project. These guidelines and the retention period should be based on the 
sampling program design and objectives and the use of the data. Methodology 
generally changes significantly over a 10-year period and may influence data 
comparability over long time periods. Ten years may represent a minimum 
retention period for most monitoring and survey records. 

c. Field Personnel. Since planning, engineering, and operational deci­
sions that involve large expenditures of funds can be influenced by water 
quality data, these data must accurately represent the water quality condi­
tions in the reservoir. The success of any sampling program ultimately 
depends upon competent laboratory and field personnel. This competence can be 
developed and maintained through on-the-job and formal training. 
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5-6. Laboratory Analysis. Laboratory analytical procedures and methodology 
are discussed in detail in EPA (Ref. 43), APHA Standard Methods (Ref. 48), and 
the USGS Handbook (Ref. 46). These references should be consulted for spe­
cific details on all procedures. Many laboratory analyses for Corps District 
and Division offices are contracted. Reference 42 discusses procedures for 
evaluating and monitoring laboratories. Engler (Ref. 65) provides guidance on 
contracting for laboratory analyses, while Peddicord (Ref. 19) provides guid­
ance on contracting biological and chemical evaluations. Although the latter 
is directed toward dredged material, it discusses the contracting process, 
laboratory selection, contract management, and QA considerations. Contract 
management must be an active process since sample analysis represents the most 
important phase of the project. The effort put into contract management is 
directly proportional to the quality of the final product. The contract 
should have the flexibility to incorporate additional unscheduled sampling. 
Samples collected during the occurrence of storm events or other relatively 
rare situations in the field can provide the data and insight required for the 
development of better management approaches for reservoir water quality. 

Section III. Database Management 

5-7. Database Management Systems. 

a. General. There are two major types of database management systems: 
general purpose or long-term databases, and specific water quality databases. 
General purpose databases such as STORET focus on information storage and 
retrieval strategies rather than on analysis of retrieved data sets. Specific 
water quality databases emphasize analytical and display routines. Short-term 
intensive studies or process-oriented studies typically require specific water 
quality databases. 

b. General Purpose Database Management Systems. Water quality databases 
that are developed and used for general purposes strongly parallel the 
classical approach to database development and implementation strategies. 
General purpose database management systems focus primarily on database con­
struction and retrieval strategies. Corps Divisions and Districts primarily 
use four data storage and retrieval systems: STORET, WATSTORE, AURAS, and 
SIR. Other systems, including UPGRADE, NAWDEX, and some that are commercially 
available, are also discussed in the following paragraphs. 

(1) STORET, developed and operated by the EPA, maintains its water qual­
ity database on IBM equipment and is available to any user with the proper 
identification and access requirements. The EPA places few restrictions on 
its use and provides no automated QA controls over data entered into the sys­
tem. Users inexperienced in the use of computers may have some difficulty in 
using the system. STORET has the capability of accessing the Statistical 
Analysis System (SAS) for statistical analyses. 
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(2) WATSTORE, developed and operated by the USGS, is available for use 
by Corps Division and District personnel on an AMDAHL computer, but the USGS 
is restrictive concerning potential users. Past users of WATSTORE expressed 
more confidence in data reliability than the users of STORET. The data in 
WATSTORE are verified and then transferred to permanent storage in WATSTORE 
and STORET. WATSTORE, like STORET, provides a limited number of statistical 
analysis packages, but it does provide the user with more advanced graphical 
techniques. 

(3) AURAS, developed by the US Army Engineer Division, Ohio River, 
resides on the Computer Sciences Corporation INFONET system, which is on a 
UNIVAC 1108 that is being phased out. However, the AURAS program has been 
converted to Harris computers. AURAS provides the user with the ability to 
augment current Corps water quality databases but has limited statistical 
analysis and graphics or tabular display routines. 

(4) The Scientific Information Retrieval System (SIR), developed by SIR, 
Inc., resides on the Boeing Computer Services CDC 7600 computer. SIR, a more 
advanced data storage and retrieval system than STORET, WATSTORE, and AURAS, 
interfaces the user with statistical analysis packages (Statistical Package 
for the Social Sciences and Biomedical Statistical Package) for analyzing 
extracted data. SIR does not maintain a nationwide water quality database; 
however, it does have the necessary language commands for building individual 
databases. SIR provides the user with good, reliable data storage and 
retrieval strategies along with a host of analytical capabilities. 

(5) UPGRADE was developed and is maintained by the Council on Environ­
mental Quality. The system resides on a commercial computer system and is 
accessible only by authorized users. UPGRADE has access to a resident water 
quality database and has an English language prompting command structure. 
UPGRADE has access to the SAS. 

(6) NAWDEX was developed by the USGS and currently resides on the com­
puter system at the USGS National Center in Reston, Virginia. NAWDEX pri­
marily assists users in locating and retrieving information from other data­
bases. Additional capabilities are not part of the software system. However, 
as a data storage and retrieval system, NAWDEX easily guides users through 
prompting sessions that allow the creation of or retrieval from the databases. 

(7) Of the six systems discussed above, five are Government-sponsored 
database management systems. The remaining system, SIR, was developed by pri­
vate enterprise and currently is available through Boeing Computer Services or 
may be adapted for use on in-house computer facilities. Other data management 
systems that are available for use include: Integrated Data Management System 
(IDMS), Information Management System (IMS), Adaptable Database Management 
System (ADABAS), or TOTAL. Database management systems are continually 
improving and becoming more user oriented. Periodic reviews of available sys­
tems are required. 
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c. Specific Water Quality Database Management and Analysis Systems. 
Specific water quality database management systems are characterized by their 
ability to simplify the database management storage and retrieval strategies. 
The commercial market for specific water quality database management systems 
is not as extensive as the general database management systems market. The 
five major software systems are described in the following paragraphs. All of 
these systems provide the user with a host of mathematical and statistical 
analysis routines. Each software package has advantages and disadvantages for 
particular applications and must be considered on a case-by-case basis. 

(1) The Biomedical Statistical Package (BMDP) is marketed by BMDP Sta­
tistical Software, Los Angeles, California, and has provided statisticians, 
engineers, and scientists with a comprehensive and reliable software package 
for over 22 years. BMDP consists of 40 specialized statistical analysis rou­
tines, ranging from basic description statistics to a general linear models 
program that handles all aspects of unbalanced statistical designs. BMDP does 
provide for a limited amount of data storage and retrieval but, for large 
databases, it is better to use BMDP in conjunction with a front-end data sto­
rage and retrieval system. Graphics subsystems are not available with the 
complete BMDP package, while programming within the system is allowed on only 
a limited basis. 

(2) The Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS), marketed by 
SPSS, Inc., of Chicago, Illinois, is available in two versions: the batch 
SPSS version and the conversation SPSS version known as SCSS. Both systems 
offer the user a wide selection of statistical analysis routines. However, 
only the SCSS version permits interactive communication between the database 
and the statistical analysis package. As with the BMDP, SPSS provides limited 
graphics capabilities, and if communication with a large, complex environ­
mental database is required, a front-end data storage and retrieval system 
would be needed. 

(3) The International Mathematical and Statistical Libraries (IMSL) is 
marketed by IMSL, Inc., Houston, Texas, and is probably the most complete 
package related to mathematical and statistical applications. IMSL is a 
FORTRAN-based system that consists of approximately 500 subroutines within the 
areas of mathematics and statistics. IMSL provides no interfacing programs 
between databases and the set of subroutines. A front-end storage and 
retrieval system, therefore, is mandatory. IMSL provides little or no 
graphics capabilities. 

(4) Minitab, marketed by the Minitab Project at Pennsylvania State Uni­
versity, is the most recent research database management package marketed. 
Minitab has been customized to be compatible with a wide variety of computer 
systems, but currently has a limited amount of statistical analysis routines 
and graphics capabilities. The system is inexpensive and provides the user 
with easy access commands. 
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(5) The Statistical Analysis System (SAS), marketed by SAS Institute, 
Raleigh, North Carolina, is by far the most complete database management sys­
tem currently marketed. SAS provides a wide range of mathematical and sta­
tistical analysis procedures, reliable database management strategies, color 
graphics, time series algorithms, report writing, operations research, and 
interface routines that permit interfacing between other mathematical and sta­
tistical packages and the IBM database management system known as the Informa­
tion Management System (IMS). SAS is also programmable. This allows the user 
to construct mathematical algorithms not included in the basic package and 
incorporate them as library routines for later reference. SAS has an easy 
language command set and requires minimal training for the noncomputer­
oriented individual. SAS is currently not available on the Harris system; it 
is available for the IBM and Digital systems. 

5-8. Selection Criteria. System selection criteria should concentrate on the 
end-product user requirements and the available software packages. These 
software packages should provide the database system strategies, mathematical 
and statistical algorithms, graphic and tabular display routines, and program­
ming capabilities, as well as compatability with other software packages so 
that other pertinent analysis packages can be incorporated easily. The system 
also should have reliable vendor support and be cost effective for the pro­
ject. The database management system should focus on the needs of the engi­
neer and scientist rather than on the requirements of the software system. 

Section IV. Data Presentation 

5-9. Methods. For all studies, data portrayal and display are a vital part 
of the data interpretation. The three methods of presentation most commonly 
used are: a complete listing of the database in some predetermined order, 
summary tables, and graphic displays. The complete database listing can be an 
important part of the data analysis but generally does not contribute signifi­
cantly to data interpretation. Summary tables and graphic displays should be 
used; however, it is critical that these summary procedures enhance, not con­
fuse, the water quality information presented. 

5-10. Summary Tables. Summary tables should reduce the volume of data into a 
finite set of statistics, called descriptive statistics, which represent un­
biased estimates of the unknown population parameters. Usually these tables 
consist of average or mean values and standard deviations of the population 
characteristics being investigated. Although the sample average and standard 
deviation are unbiased estimators, the complete picture of the underlying 
probability distribution that generated the measurements may not be adequately 
represented by only these two estimators. For example, if the probability 
distribution is symmetrical, then the sample mean, standard deviation, and 
confidence intervals adequately describe the underlying distribution. How­
ever, if the distribution is skewed, these estimators may be biased, and mis­
interpretations and erroneous conclusions can be drawn. To complement these 
estimators, such statistics as median, minimum, and maximum values and quar­
tile points representing the 25th and 75th quartiles should also be displayed 
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(Table 5-4), With these additional statistics, the complete picture of the 
underlying probability distribution can be given. 

5-11. Graphic Displays. Graphic displays complement summary tables. Graphic 
presentations can highlight areas that might not be detected from summary 
tables or rigorous statistical analysis of the data. A number of graphic 
displays that can be used to assess data distributions are discussed below. 

a. X-Y Plots. Two-dimensional X-Y plots are the classical approach for 
2 graphically displaying the sample average and dispersion (x ± cr ) of popula-

tion characteristics (Figure 5-2a). This plot displays two important char­
acteristics: how the average value changes over sampling locations or time, 
and the homogeneity of variance assumptions, which are made in most poststudy 
analysis procedures. These plots can be improved by plotting not only the 
averages, but also the overall average with 100 (1 - a) percent confidence 
bands. (The letter a refers to the probability of error associated with the 
analytical procedure.) Presenting these features graphically can assist in 
data interpretation. 

b. Quartile Plots. Quartile plots are an enhancement to the X-Y plots 
discussed above. This plot graphically displays the entire sample in the fol­
lowing manner. For the predetermined order, the maximum and minimum values, 
along with the 25th, 50th, and 75th quartile points, and the sample average 
can be plotted with a rectangular box enclosing the 75th and 25th quartile 
points. The interpretation of this plot can lead to discussion of symmetry 
and order statistics as they relate to differences among sampling locations or 
time. An example of this plot is shown in Figure 5-2b. As shown, the aver­
ages appear to be fairly uniform; however, skewness of the distributions is 
noticeable at locations B and C, whereas location A has a fairly symmetrical 
distribution. Furthermore, the medians (Q50) are considerably different, and 

50 percent of the data from location A and approximately 75 percent of the 
data from C are larger than the 75th quartile point for location B. 

c. Tukey's Box Plot. Tukey's box plot resembles the quartile plot, but 
there are subtle differences between the two. The box plot, as with the 
quartile plot, will plot Q

25
, Q

50
, Q75 , and the sample average with a rectan-

gle enclosing the 25th and 75th quartile points (see Figure 5-2c), The cen­
tral vertical line extends from the box as far as the data extend or to a 
distance of, at most, 1.5 interquartile range; that is, the interquartile 
range is the distance between the 25th and 75th quartile points. Any value 
more extreme than this is marked with "O" if it is within 3 interquartile 
ranges of the box, or with an asterisk if it is still more extreme. Refer­
ence 105 provides more information about this plot. 

d. Bar Charts. Bar charts (Figure 5-3a) are similar to X-Y plots, when 
averages are considered. The primary difference between the two is that X-Y 
plots depict the average as a single point while bar charts represent the 
average as a rectangular surface that encloses the area between the x-~ 
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TABLE 5-4 

Example of Description Statistics That Can Be Applied 

to Water Quality Data 

S T A T I S T I C A L A N A L Y S I S S Y S T E M 

UNIVARIATE 

VARIABLE POP LABEL 1970 CENSUS POPULATION It~ MILLIO~S 

N 
MEAN 
STD DEV 
SKEWNESS 
ss 
cv 
T:MEAN=0 
W:lWRMAL 

MOMENTS 

50 
4.0472 

4.32932 
2.05522 
1737.4 

106.971 
6.61028 

0.763044 

QUARTILES 

SOURCE: Ref. 96. 

100% MAX 
75% Q3 
50% MED 
25% Q1 

0% MIN 

RANGE 
Q3-Q1 
MODE 

19.95 
4.665 

2. 59 
0.97 
0.3 

19.65 
3.695 

3.92 

LOWEST ID 
0.3(ALASKA ) 

0.33(wYO ) 
0.44(VT ) 
0.49(NEV ) 
0.55(DEL ) 

EXTREMES 

5-24 

SUM WGTS 50 
SUM 202.36 
VARIANCE 18.743 
KURTOSIS 4.54561 
css 918.407 
STD MEAN 0.612258 
PROB>ITI 0.0001 
PROB<W 0.01 

99% 19.095 
95% 11.495 
90% 10.65 
10% 0.55 

5% 0.385 
1% 0.3 

HIGHEST ID 
11.01(ILL 

11. 2 ( 'l'EXAS 
11.79(PA 
18.24(NY 
19.95(CALIF 
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a. X-Y plots of mean and confidence intervals (C.I.) 

100 

0 

100 

0 

A B c 

b. Box plot with mean, median, and quartiles 

A B 

STATION 

-1.5 I~ILE RAIGE 

·----~3.0 INTERQUARTILE RAIGE 

c 

c. Tukey's box plot with interquartile range 

Figure 5-2. Example data plots 
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the average value. Although this figure may look very similar to a histogram, 
the two should not be confused, especially when the average value is being 
represented by the bar chart. Histograms have a continuous X-axis and the 
height of the bars represents frequency (Figure 5-3b). Although the bar chart 
is used primarily to plot average concentrations, it can and has been success­
fully used to display total values, frequency, percentages, etc. It is a 
flexible plot and can be easily extended to three dimensions. 

e. Scatter Diagrams. Scatter diagrams are used to display relationships 
between two population characteristics, such as specific conductivi-ty and 
time, TDS and specific conductivity, and total phosphorus and suspended solids 
(Figure 5-4). While these diagrams show trends and possible correlations, the 
appropriate statistical analysis should be performed prior to making infer­
ences about the relationship between characteristics. 

f. Annual Summary. At a minimum, inflow and outflow constituents should 
be plotted versus time on an annual basis. Water quality constituents col­
lected at inpool stations should be plotted versus depth for each sampling 
date. Water quality constituents can be compared among years easily and 
quickly with graphic displays. Specialized annual summaries of reservoir 
constituents such as vertical (depth-time) and horizontal (depth-distance) 
isopleth diagrams can provide useful visual summaries for data presentation. 

5-12. Quality Assurance. Quality assurance procedures are important not only 
for field sampling and laboratory analyses, but also for database management. 
Database entries should also be subjected to rigorous QA procedures so that 
aberrant and/or erroneous values can be removed or modified. Screening pro­
grams can be used to detect gross errors (e.g., transposition of pH value of 
7.1 to 1.7); however, subtle errors such as pH 6.7 instead of 7.6 must be 
verified manually by comparing individual values. An error-free database is 
absolutely essential if valid scientific and statistical conclusions are to be 
derived. 

5-13. Statistical Analysis. The use of appropriate statistical methods is 
essential for proper analysis and interpretation of reservoir water quality 
data and should be an integral part of the sampling program. Generally, this 
requires discussions with a statistician before the analyses are performed to 
minimize time and costs associated with the analyses. Statistical analyses 
should be performed only when all quality assurance checks have been satis­
fied, erroneous data entries have been removed, and the data have been graphi­
cally displayed. Statistical treatment of the data must be based on the sam­
pling design and the assumptions made about the population characteristics 
under investigation. Statistical analyses are of two general types: para­
metric and nonparametric. Assumptions about the underlying probability dis­
tribution determine the appropriate statistical analyses. Before performing 
other statistical analyses, however, preliminary characteristics of the data 
can be determined by using descriptive statistics. 
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a. Descriptive Statistic~. Descriptive statistics usually summarize or 
characterize a data set (Table 5-4). No assumptions about the probability 
distribution are made or implied for descriptive statistics. The characteris­
tics may be a mean, median, mo~e, variance, range, etc. Each estimator sum­
marizes a data set in a unique way and represents a specific population char­
acteristic. For example, the ~ean is the arithmetic average of n sample 
values, while the median represents the middle value of n measurements. The 
mode is defined as the measurement with the maximum frequency. These charac­
teristics provide information on the sample population. The mean and median 
are similar, for example, if the distribution of values is symmetrical but 
will diverge as the distribution becomes skewed. The mean is more influenced 
by outliers than the median. Quantitative measures of the data distribution 
such as the range, variance, or standard deviation provide information on the 
dispersion of the data. Descriptive statistics should be computed as part of 
the initial data evaluation. Additional information can be found in Snedecor 
and Cochran (Ref. 99) or Steel and Torrie (Ref. 101). 

b. Parametric Statistics. Parametric statistical inferences about a 
finite number of unknown population parameters are based on an underlying den­
sity or probability function such as the normal distribution, binomial distri­
bution, Poisson distribution, etc. Since all measurements are subject to 
error, the usual assumption is that these measurement errors have an under­
lying normal distribution with a zero mean and an unknown variance. The error 
terms are assumed to be independent, identically distributed, generally with a 
normal distribution (i.e., homogeneity of variances), and additive. The sig­
nificance of these assumptions is discussed in Snedecor and Cochran (Ref. 99), 
Sakal and Rohlf (Ref. 100), and Steel and Torrie (Ref. 101). These assump-· 
tions can be represented by the linear model 

where 

Y. 
1 

th measurement made on the i sample (i = 1,2 ••• n) 

population mean of the measurements 

the error involved in making the ith measurement (i.e., the 
th deviation of the i measurement from the unknown population mean) 

With this as the underlying model and the above assumptions, the measurement 
2 

Yi will possess a normal distribution with mean ~ and variance a 

(1) Statistical inference. When sample characteristics are used to 
infer some information about the general population, the subject is called 
inductive statistics or statistical inference. Inference becomes a scientific 
method, differentiating it from mere guessing, when probability statements 
concerning the accuracy of the estimate or reliability of a decision are 
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incorporated. The two types of problems most frequently encountered are esti­
mation and test of hypotheses. 

(a) Estimation. The area of estimation considers questions such as: 
what are the estimates of the unknown population parameters based on the sam­
ple measurements, and what properties do these estimators exhibit? The class 
of estimators may be divided into two areas: point estimates and interval 
estimates. The usual estimators are the sample average and variance, which 
estimate the population mean and variance, respectively, and can either be 
reported as point estimates or interval estimates. The interval estimate for 
the mean is the 100 (1 - a) percent Student confidence interval, while the 
100 (1 - a) percent confidence interval for the population variance is based 
on the Chi-square distribution. The symbol a represents the probability of 
rejecting the hypothesis when this hypothesis is true in favor of an alterna­
tive hypothesis that is false. This level has typically been a = 0.05 but 
can be set at any level, i.e., 0.20 or 0.01. Interval estimates can be 
extended to the two-sample case, i.e., paired samples or independent samples. 
(Further information is given in Refs. 99 and 101.) Population parameters can 
be estimated in three ways: maximum likelihood techniques, least squares 
techniques, and the method of moments. With the assumption of normality, 
these estimation methods produce similar results. However, if the normality 
assumption is violated, the estimates may vary considerably. In order to 
determine which estimator is best, three properties of estimators should be 
considered: bias, consistency, and minimum variance. For more information on 
these techniques and properties, see Mood and Graybill (Ref. 88), Hogg and 
Craig (Ref. 76), or Kendall and Stuart (Ref. 83). 

(b) Test of hypotheses. The test of hypotheses is an extension of 
interval estimation. Confidence intervals usually concentrate on one or two 
sample procedures, while hypothesis testing extends this concept to multiple 
samples. The underlying goal of hypothesis testing is to assist in making 
decisions about differences among population characteristics. Statistical 
analysis only assists in the decision process, however. Statistics is a tool 
that must be used with good engineering and scientific judgment in making 
decisions about population characteristics. One- and two-sample tests, the 
most elementary form of hypothesis testing, involve decisionmaking about popu­
lation parameters that chatacterize either one or two populations. Decisions 
can be made on a population mean, differences in population means, effects of 
traatments on a population mean, a population variance, or homogeneity of pop­
ulation variances. Statistical tests appropriate for decisionmaking about 
each of these areas are: the one-sample t-test, the two-sample independent 
t-test, the paired t-test, the Chi-square test, and the F-test, respectively. 
Several of these tests are summarized in Table 5-5, and explanations are given 
in Snedecor and Cochran (Ref. 99), Sakal and Rohf (Ref. 100), and Steel and 
Torrie (Ref. 101). When the statistical problem involves two or more factors, 
the appropriate statistical test is the analysis of variance (ANOVA). Essen­
tially, the ANOVA partitions the total variance into known sources of varia­
tion. From here, significant and nonsignificant contributions to the total 
variance can be observed. For example, in investigating the effects of a 
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One-Sample 

A. Student's t-test 

Assumptions: 

1. Normal dis­
tribution 

2. Unknown 
variance 

TABLE 5-5 

Summary of Parametric Statistical Tests 

Two-Sample 
Paired Samples 

A. Paired t-test 

Assumptions: 

1. Normality 

2. Unknown variance 

KEY: Two experi­
ments performed on 
one sampling unit. 

3. Hypothesis 

H : \l • 0 
0 

Independent Sample 

A. Independent E-test 

Assumptions: 

1. Normality 

2. Unknown, but 
COIDIDOn 

variances 

KEY: Independent 
sampling units. 

3. Hypothesis 

H : 
0 

B.~ 

Ill - llz 

Assumptions: 

Normality 

KEY: Test hypoth­
esis of equal 
variances. 

k-Sample 

A. One-way ANOVA 

B. Randomized Complete Block 

c. Factorials 

D. Nested Designs 

E. Nested Factorials 

F. Randomized Incomplete 
Block Design 

Assumptions: 

1. Normality 

2. Equal variances 

3. Additive error term 

Transformations: 

1. Logarithmic 

2. Square root 

3. Arcsine 

Measures of 
Association 

A. Linear Correlation 

B. Linear Regression 

C. Nonlinear Regression 

D. Time Series 

E. Analysis of Covariance 

F. Response Surface Models 
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hydropower reservoir on a river, the design could be to establish river sta­
tions above and below the hydropower reservoir in the main channel and along 
the banks and to collect both surface and bottom samples. The sampling units 
are subjected to outside sources of variations. Such sources could be treat­
ment or factor effects due to the lack of homogeneity among sampling units. 
These outside sources of variation can be identified and explained by parti­
tioning the total variance into the variance attributable to each of these 
outside influences, such as main channel and bank locations or above- and 
below-reservoir responses. An F-test, which is a test for the equality of two 
variances, can be constructed so that significance or nonsignificance of each 
of these factors can be determined. For the significant effects, post-ANOVA 
procedures can be used to separate the treatment effects such as main channel 
versus bank locations. More detailed information concerning the ANOVA, post­
ANOVA tests, and transformation of data to satisfy the normality assumption is 
given in Refs. 99 and 101. General characteristics are summarized in 
Table 5-5. 

(2) Regression analysis. 

(a) Regression analysis is divided into two categories: cause-and­
effect models and correlation and regression models. The primary distinction 
between these two categories is the assumptions placed on the measured vari­
ables. With cause-and-effect models, the relationships between a dependent 
response variable and a set of independent variables are studied. These 
models assume the independent variable (i.e., X variable) is fixed or measured 
without error. This means only the dependent variable (i.e., Y variable) is a 
random variable and includes random error. Usually, the models are defined as 
a polynomial relationship between the independent and dependent variables. 
Multiple linear relationships also can be defined, as long as the assumption 
of fixed independent variables is preserved. Some typical cause-and-effect 
relations are: 

p i y = L: aix (general polynomial model) 

i=O 

y exp( t a1x
1
) 

i=O 

(general exponential model) 

p 

y = ~ aixi (general multiple linear model) 

i=O 
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(b) The estimation technique used for providing estimators of the 
unknown a. values is the least squares technique. Correlation and regres-

~ sion models do not adhere to the assumption of fixed independent variables. 
With this type of condition, several characteristics about the population are 
measured from the same sample unit. For example, assume temperature, sus­
pended solids, DO, Fe, Mn, and H 0 measurements are made on water samples. 
The aim is to investigate the muttivariate relationship among these variables. 
The procedure, which provides an interdependent structure among these measure­
ments, is correlation and regression. The regression model is usually a mul­
tiple linear model, and the regression parameters ai are estimated by the 
least squares technique. The subtle differences between these two types of 
regression problems are the estimation of error variance and the measure of 
goodness of fit. With the cause-and-effect model, the error variance estimate 
can be obtained from the ANOVA table while partial correlation and variance 
estimates have to be computed separately with the correlation and regression 

model. With the cause-and-effect model, the coefficient of determination R
2 

is used to discuss the percent of the total variance explained by the model, 
while the sample correlation coefficients and partial correlation coefficients 
are used to discuss significant relationships in correlation and regression 
models. Other measures of association are listed in Table 5-5. A more com­
plete discussion of this subject is found in Drapier and Smith (Ref. 63), 
Snedecor and Cochran (Ref. 99), and Steel and Torrie (Ref. 101). 

(3) Time-series. Observations on a population characteristic through 
time generate an ordered set of data known as a time series. The values 
assumed by a variable at time t may or may not embody an element of random 
variation but, in a majority of the cases, random variation will be present. 
Time-series analysis can be used to investigate: a trend, or long-term move­
ment; oscillations about the trend of greater or less regularity; a seasonal 
effect; and a random, unsystematic, or irregular component. Time-series anal­
ysis assumes data were collected at regular intervals (i.e., daily, weekly, or 
30-day) and generally requires relatively long records. A more complete dis­
cussion of time-series analysis can be found in Box and Jenkins (Ref. 54) or 
Kendall and Stuart (Ref. 83). 

c. Nonparametric Statistics. The classical approach to data analysis is 
parametric statistics. However, there are alternative procedures called 
distribution-free inference, which are as reliable and robust as the classical 
parametric procedures. The complete area of distribution-free inference is 
known as nonparametric statistics. In a distribution-free inference, for 
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testing or estimation, assumptions regarding the sp~cific underlying popula­
tion distribution are not necessary. The term nonparametric test implies a 
test for a hypothesis that is not a statement about population parameter val­
ues, such as the mean and variance. The type of hypothesis, then, considers 
only the form of the population, as in goodness-of-fit tests, or some charac­
teristic of the probability distribution of the sampled data, as in tests for 
randomness and trend. Distribution-free test and nonparametric test are not 
synonymous labels, since distribution-free test relates to the dL3tribution of 
the test statistic while the nonparametric test refers to the type of hypoth­
esis being tested. Many parametric tests have nonparametric or distribution­
free equivalences (Table 5-6). A complete discussion may be found in Gibbons 
(Ref. 68) and Siegel (Ref. 98). The following paragraphs introduce some of 
these procedures. 

(1) Tests on goodness of fit. An important problem in statistics 
relates to obtaining information about the form of the population from which 
the sample is drawn. For example, the traditional parametric test, based on 
Student's t-distribution, is derived under the assumption of a normal popula­
tion. The exact distribution theory and probabilities of making Type I and 
Type II errors depend on this population form (i.e.~ Type I = rejecting a 
hypothesis when it is true; Type II = accepting a hypothesis when it is 
false). Therefore, it might be desirable to check the reasonableness of the 
normal assumption before forming any conclusions based on the t-distribution. 
Tests based on the distribution inference are called goodness-of-fit (GOF) 
tests. Since a Chi-square distribution can be generated from a population of 
standard normal deviates, a Chi-square test can be used to compare-the cumula­
tive distribution of the sample population with a Chi-square distribution. 
The Kolmogorov-Smirnov one-sample test is another nonparametric test that is 
applicable to continuous frequency distributions. In many cases, it has 
greater power than the Chi-square test for GOF. Additional information can be 
found in Gibbons (Ref. 68), Snedecor and Cochran (Ref. 99), and Sokal and 
Rohlf (Ref. 100). 

(2) General two-sample problem. The analogous parametric problem to the 
nonparametric two-sample problem is the independent t-test. The t-test checks 
for equality of means under the assumption of normality and homogeneous vari­
ances while the nonparametric tests emphasize differences in location, scale, 
and medians. Some of the more common tests are the Wald-Wolfowitz runs test, 
the Kolmorgorov-Smirnov two-sample test, the median-test, and the Mann-Whitney 
U-test (see Refs. 68 and 98; Table 5-6). 

(3) Test of equality of k independent samples. Extensions of the two­
sample tests are available in nonparametric statistics similar to procedures. 
Some applicable nonparametric tests for comparing k-samples are: the k-sample 
median test, the Kruskal-Wallis one-way ANOVA test, the Friedman two-way ANOVA 
test by ranks, and Conover's k-sample slippage test (Ref. 60). 

(4) Measures of association for bivariate samples. There are equivalent 
nonparametric tests to measure the association between variables analogous to 
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Level of 
Measurement 

Nominal1 

Ordinal2 

One-Sample Case 

Binomial test 

Chi-square test 

Kolmogorov­
Smirnov one­
sample test 

One-sample runs 
test 

TABLE 5-6 

Summary of Nonparametric Statistical Testa 

Two-Sample Case 
Related Samplea Independent Samples 

McNemar test for 
the significance 
of changes 

Sign test 

Wilcoxon matched 
pairs signed-rank 

Fieber exact 
probability test 

Chi-square test 
for two independent 
samples 

Median test 

Mann-Whitney U Test 

Kolmogorov-Smirnoff 
two-sample test 

Wald-Wolfowitz runs 
test 

k-Sample Caae 
Related Samples Independent Samples 

Cochran Q test 

Friedman two-way 
analysis of 
variance 

Chi-square test 
for k independent 
samples 

Extenaion of median 
test 

Kruskal-Wallis one­
way analysis of 
variance 

Measure of 
Correlation 

Contingency 
coefficient 

Spearman rank 
correlation 

Kendall rank 
correlation 

Kendall partial 
rank correlation 
coefficient 

Kendall coefficient 
of concordance 

1 When numbers of other symbols are used to classify a characteristic of a population, but the order of magnitude has no bearing on the outcomes 
of the classification scheme: arbitrary scale. 

2When numbers or other symbols are used to classify a characteristic of a population and the order of magnitude implies a mathematical 
relationship. 
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parametric measures of association or correlation. These measures are 
Kendall's tau coefficient and Spearman's coefficient of rank correlation 
(Table 5-6). These measures of association are as powerful as the classical 
approach to correlation (e.g., the Pearson product-moment correlation coeffi­
cient) and are more easily computed. Gibbons (Ref. 68) and Siegel (Ref. 98) 
provide information on these techniques. 

d. Discussion. This section has briefly discussed some essential com­
ponents of statistical analysis, including both parametric and nonparametric 
analyses. Parametric statistics rely on certain assumptions about the under­
lying probability distribution and concentrate in the areas of estimation and 
hypothesis testing about the unknown popqlation parameters. Nonparametric 
procedures make no assumptions about the distributional properties of the pop­
ulation and allow for broader hypotheses or inferences to be examined. Each , 
area, parametric and nonparametric, can provide the engineer and scientist 
with valid and reliable results. Within1each area, the appropriate statisti­
cal tests are ultimateLy based on the study objectives and sampling program 
design. 
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DEVELOPMENT OF DECISION MATRIX (TABLE 5-1) 

C-1. The decision matrix will be developed using examples for both the random 
and stratified random sampling formulas. Initially, use the random sampling 
formula 

2 2 
t s n =--

d2 

as previously defined to estimate the number of epilimnetic samples. 

2 
a. The variance s is obtained from the variance component analysis 

performed on the pilot studies or from the routine sampling program. For this 

example, assume s 2 
= 100 • 

b. Assume a desired precision level d to be, e.g., ±5 ~g P/t of a mean 
phosphorus concentration of 20 ~g P/t. Also assume a 90-percent probability 
of being within the desired precision level of the mean. Since the Student's 
t value for this probability level varies as a function of sample size, an 
n = 30 is used to initialize the sampling formula, so 

n = 

2 
(1.697)30,0.10 (100) 

(5) 2 

(2.88) (100) 
25 11.52 

c. Round n to the next larger integer, 12; enter the t table at 
a= 0.10 for n = 12 and repeat: 

d. Round 

n 

n 

to 13, 

2 
(1.782)12,0.10 (100) 

(5) 2 

(3.175) (100) 
25 

reenter the t table and repeat: 

2 (100) (I. 7?l) 13,0.10 
= 12.5 (convergence at 

(5) 2 

12.7 

n = 13) 

e. To be within ±5 ~g P/t of the mean epilimnion P concentration 
90 percent of the time, therefore, requires 13 randomly collected samples. 
Similar analyses performed at transect 10 or 12 for turbidity and chlorophyll, 
to be within a desired precision level 90 percent of the time, indicated 6 and 
10 samples be randomly collected, respectively. 
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f. If one assumes a fixed cost of $500 per trip and a per sample ana­
lytical cost of $13 for phosphorus, $3 for turbidity, and $20 for chlorophyll, 
the cost per sampling trip is 

or 

C(n) 500 + (13)(13) + (3)(6) + (20)(10) 

C(n) = 500 + 169 + 18 + 200 

C(n) = $887 

If one samples 12 times per year, the total annual cost of sampling these 
three variables in the epilimnion is (12)(887) = $10,644 • 

C-2. The decision matrix can now be expanded to include other alternatives. 
If, for example, a desired precision of ±10 ~g P/~ about the mean P concen­
tration 80 percent of the time is acceptable, the required number of 
phosphorus samples becomes 

n = 

n = 

2 
(1.310)30,0.20 (100) 

(10) 2 

2 
(1. 638)3,0.20 

(10) 2 

(100) 

n = 3 random samples 

= ..!..( ;:;:.;:1.:...:...7~16~):-'-(.;:...1 0;;,..;0~) 
100 

2.7 

1. 7 - 2 

a. Comparable reductions in the precision and probability levels for 
chlorophyll result in only three randomly collected epilimnetic samples. 

b. If the turbidity precision and probability levels are maintained, the 
revised sampling costs per trip would be 

C(n) 500 + (13)(13) + (3)(6) + (20)(3) 

= $617/sampling trip 
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or $7,404 total annual cost (12 x $617) for epilimnetic sampling, a net 
savings of $3,240. 

2 C-3. If we assume a variance s for the metalimnion and hypolimnion of 144 
and 169, respectively, a desired precision of ±5 vg P/i about the mean P 
concentration with a 90-percent probability level, using the random sampling 
formula, results in 18 and 20 randomly collected samples from the metalimnion 
and hypolimnion, respectively. Therefore, to achieve these desired results, 
51 random samples would have to be taken throughout the water column. 

C-4. The stratified random sampling formula permits a weighting of the vari­
ance to reflect its relative importance in the system. While the variability 
may be greatest in the hypolimnion, the hypolimnion may represent only 30 per­
cent of the entire volume. 

a. If we assume the cost of sampling each stratum is constant, the 
stratified random sampling formula is 

n = 

as previously defined. If we assume the same desired precision and probabil­
ity levels, i.e. ±5 vg P/i, 90-percent probability, and weight by stratum 
volume, then 

w epilimnion 0.40 

wmetalimnion = 0.20 

w hypolimnion = 0.40 

n = [(0.4)(10) + (0.2)(12) + (0.4)(13)] 2 

2 2 
(5) /(1.697)30,0.10 

15.5 

n = [(0.4)(10) + (0.2)(12) + (0.4)(13)]
2 

2 2 
(5) /(1.746)16,0.10 

n = 16.4 
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n = 

n = 

[(0.4)(10) + (0.2)(12) + (0.4)(13)] 2 

(5) 2/(1.74) 2 

16.3 

n = 17 

The total number of samples using a stratified approach, therefore, has 
been reduced from 51 to 17. 

b. The required number of randomly collected samples per stratum is 

n 

ne (0.4)(10) 
17 = [(0.4)(10) + (0.2)(12) + (0.4)(13)] 

5.9 

- 6 

nm (0.2)(12) 
17 = [(0.4)(10) + (0.2)(12) + (0.4)(13)] 

= 3.5 

- 4 

~ (0.4)(13) 
17 = [(0.4)(10) + (0.2)(12) + (0.4)(13)] 

7.6 

- 8 

n = 18 

c. Similar computations can be made for each of the other water quality 
variables. 

C-5. The cost of the sampling program again can be computed using the cost 
formula. As previously described, a decision matrix can be developed that 
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reflects various probability and precision levels to satisfy funding 
constraints. 

C-6. The sampling formula can also be used to assess the loss of precision if 
fixed numbers of samples are collected at each station. It is, perhaps, not 
realistic to expect a field crew to collect variable numbers of samples for 
water quality constituents at each station. If it is determined that six sam­
ples will be collected from the epilimnion, four samples from the metalimnion, 
and eight samples from the hypolimnion, the precision for each constituent can 
be determined by rearranging the sampling formula as 

d 
ts 

rn for the random sampling formula 

and 

d = 
(rw

1
s

1
)t 

for the stratified random sampling formula 
rn 

a. For chlorophyll, which will be collected in the epilimnion, six 
samples will result in a precision, at the 90-percent probability level, of 

d = (1.943)(3.5) 2.78 
a 

• ±40 percent 

b. Six samples have reduced the precision from ±25 percent for chloro­
phyll to ±40 percent, but this loss, or gain, in precision is now known and 
can be calculated. 

C-7. In general, use of the stratified random sampling formula results in a 
more cost-effective, efficient sampling design than using the random sampling 
approach. 
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D-1. Purpose. The purpose of an order of magnitude estimate is to provide 
quick and general insight into water quality characteristics, phenomena, or 
processes occurring within the reservoir. Table 2-2 summarizes the algorithms 
used in order of magnitude analyses. These should be used only as "first cut" 
or preliminary computations to more detailed analyses. 

D-2. Morphometric and Hydrologic Characteristics. 

a. Collated Characteristics. Collated characteristics are the intrinsic 
physical properties of the reservoir that are used in order of magnitude com­
putations. These parameters are usually reported in Design Memoranda and 
include shoreline length (L ), surface area (A), volume (V), reservoir 

s 
length (L), maximum depth (Z ), outlet elevation (Z), normal pool elevation 

m 
(Z ), spillway elevation (Z ), and watershed drainage area (DA). These prop-n s 
erties must be known before any calculated characteristics are determined. 

b. Calculated Characteristics. One or more of the collated characteris­
tics is often used in an expression to define other water quality characteris­
tics. These include: 

(1) Mean depth, the volume (V) divided by the surface area (A) (both at 
normal pool unless specified otherwise). In general, mean depth is inversely 
related to productivity. Reservoirs with large mean depths generally are less 
productive than reservoirs with small mean depths. 

Z = V/A 

(2) Development of volume, mean depth (Z) divided by maximum depth (Z ). 
m A value of 0.33 represents a perfect conical depression. 

Z/Z 
m 

(3) Mean breadth, the average width of the reservoir determined by 
dividing the surface area (A) by the maximum length of the reservoir (L) (see 
Ref. 110, Appendix A). Large mean breadth ratios indicate the potential for 
large fetches and waves. 

b A/L 

(4) Drainage areu to surface area ratio, which is usually large for res­
ervoirs with the potential for high sediment and nutrient loads, shorter 
residence times, and greater areal water loads. 

DA/SA 
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(5) Shoreline development ratio, the ratio of the shoreline length (L ) 
s 

to the circumference of a circle of area equal to the surface area (A) of the 
reservoir (Ref. 110). Large ratios indicate very irregular or dendritic sys­
tems. Dendritic systems usually have numerous coves and embayments, or exten­
sive littoral areas and, therefore, the potential for greater biological 
activity. 

(6) Mean hypolimnion depth, product of mean depth (Z) and percentage of 
the total depth below the thermocline (Ref. 107). This can provide an esti­
mate of the volume of oxygen available to satisfy oxygen demand. Shallow 
hypolimnetic depths can indicate the potential for anoxia. 

ZH = Z(1 - ZT/Zm) 

(7) Relative depth, ratio of the maximum depth (Z ) as a percentage of a 
m 

"diameter" of the reservoir (derived from its surface area, A) (Ref. 110). In 
general, the smaller the relative depth, the greater the influence of wind in 
disrupting thermal stratification. 

Z - 50 Z lrr/A r m 

rate. 
pool. 

(8) Hydraulic residence time, ratio of reservoir volume (V) to outflow 
A short residence time is indicative of a high flushing rate in the 

T • V/Q 

(9) Flushing rate, inverse of the hydraulic residence time (T). If 
a < 10, the reservoir may stratify; if a < 20 , the reservoir may be well 
mixed. Values around 10 can indicate a weakly stratified system (Ref. 32). 

a • 1/T 

(10) Single storm flushing rate, the average inflow rate for a given 
storm event (Q) divided by the reservoir volume (V) (Ref. 32). If 8 < 0.5 , 

s 
the storm inflow may not mix the reservoir. If 8 < 1 , the storm inflow may 
mix the reservoir. 

(11) Densimetric Froude 
in a stratified system. The 
Fd << 1/~ • When Fd >> 1/~ 

8 • Q /V s 

number, the ratio of inertial to buoyancy forces 
system is classified as strongly stratified if 

the system is well mixed. The system is weakly 
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or intermittently stratified when Fd is approximately equal to 1/n 
(Ref. 32). 

F = 320 * !:,g 
d zv 

(12) Plunge point depth, the point at which denser inflowing river water 
plunges beneath the surface water of the pool and becomes a density current 
(Ref. 67). The critical densimetric Froude number, F, typically varies 

p 
between 0.1 and 0.7. The normalized density difference, 6p/p, is the density 
difference between the inflow and the surface water divided by the density of 
the surface water. 

D = -- Q I W • g • _£ 
(

1 )1/3~ 2 ( 2 6 )]1/3 
F p 

p 

D-3. Physical Relationships. Various physical relationships can be approxi­
mated by simple algorithms and are presented herein. Table 2-2 summarizes 
these relationships. 

a. Water Density. This can be expressed in terms of contributions from 
temperature, total dissolved solids (TDS), and suspended solids (SS). 

(T - 3.98) 2 (T + 283) 
PT = 1•000 - (503.57)(T + 67.26) 

6pTDS - 0.00078 * CTDS 

6p 55 - o.ooo62 * c55 

b. Viscosity. This describes the inertial "friction" of a fluid. A 
fluid with a high viscosity offers high resistance to shear stress. The vis­
cosity of a fluid can be estimated given the temperature and density of the 
fluid. Since viscosity decreases with increasing temperature, particulate 
matter (i.e., algae, SS) will settle faster at higher temperatures. 

v = p(0.069 T2 - 5.3T + 177.6) 

c. Settling Velocity. 
diameter D and density ps 
viscosity (Ref. 106). 

This defines the velocity of a particle of 
settling in a fluid of density P and 
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D2 
v = ~ (ps - p) 

s 18v 

d. Sedimentation Index. This is the ratio of the hydraulic residence 
time T to the theoretical mean velocity through the reservoir Q/(V/L) 
(Ref. 75). The sedimentation index indicates the sediment retention in the 
reservoir (i.e., trap efficiency). 

SI = T/(QL/V) 

e. Areal Erosion. This is the percentage of lake bed area subject to 
the processes of erosion and transportation (Ref. 72). It may be estimated 
knowing only the surface area and mean depth of the reservoir. 

aE+T = 1,090 IA!z * exp (Z/IA) 

D-4. Chemical Relationships. Several chemical relationships also can be 
approximated by simple algorithms. These relationships are also summarized in 
Table 2-2. 

a. Dissolved Oxygen Saturation Concentration. This can be approximated 
given the water temperature (T,°C), and elevation sea level (h, km) (Ref. 90). 
Since oxygen concentration regulates many aquatic processes, including the 
life of many organisms, the relation of the actual DO concentration to poten­
tial saturated concentrations can indicate if significant oxygen demand is 
occurring. 

DO 
sat 

exp (7.7117- 1.31403 * 1n (T + 45.93) 

+ 5.25 * 1n (1-h/44.3)) 

b. Oxygen Supply. This is the effective number of days of oxygen 
supply present in the hypolimnion at the onset of stratification (Ref. 107). 
It is defined as the ratio of the product of the oxygen supply at the onset of 

3 stratification (DOi, g/m ) and mean hypolimnion depth (ZH, m) to the rate of 
2 change of the hypolimnetic oxygen deficit (~HOD, g/m • day). If the strati-

fied period is longer than the days of oxygen supply, anoxic conditions can 
occur. 

c. Un-ionized Ammonia. The potentially toxic fraction of total ammonia 
in solution can be estimated given effluent and upstream flow rates (Q and 

e 
Qu' respectively) and total ammonia concentrations (NH4 + NH~ expressed as 
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nitrogen) (CT and CT, respectively) and downstream temperature and pH (Td and 
e u 

pHd , respectively) (Ref. 112). This value can be compared with the water 

quality criterion or standard for un-ionized ammonia. 

~UI = 
3 [(1 + 1/ln (0.09019 + 2,729.92/Td- pHd)] 

+ Q ) 
u 

d. Nitrogen Supersaturation Potential. Several methods for determining 
the potential for gas supersaturation at dams with deep stilling basins are 
discussed in detail in ETL 1110-2-239. 

e. Total Dissolved Solids. This may be roughly estimated from specific 
conductance concentrations. TDS concentrations can influence inflow patterns. 

TDS - 0.6 * Specific Conductance 

f. Soluble Reactive Phosphorus (SRP). 
mately 40 to 50 percent of total phosphorus 
SRP is generally considered as biologically 
potential for algal blooms. 

This may be estimated as approxi­
concentrations (TP) (Ref. 34). 
available and may indicate the 

SRP - (0.4 to 0.5) * TP 
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Absorption: Penetration of a substance into the body of another. 

Accuracy: The ratio of the difference between the approximate solution 
obtained using a numerical model and the exact solution of the governing equa­
tions, divided by the exact solution. 

Adjustment: Variation of the parameters in a model to ensure a close repro­
duction by the model of a set of prototype conditions. 

Adsorption: The concentration of gases, dissolved materials, or ions on the 
surface of solid particles. 

Aeration: A process in which water is treated with air or other gases, usu­
ally oxygen. In lake restoration, aeration is used to prevent anaerobic con­
ditions or to provide artificial destratification. 

Aerobic: Living or active only in the presence of oxygen. 

Algal bloom: A high concentration of a specific algal species in a water 
body, usually caused by nutrient enrichment. 

Algorithm: A set of numerical steps or routines to obtain a numerical output 
from a numerical input. 

Alkalinity: A quantitative measure of water's capacity to neutralize acids. 
Alkalinity results from the presence of bicarbonates, carbonates, hydroxides, 
salts, and occasionally borates, silicates, and phosphates. Numerically, it 
is expressed as the concentration of calcium carbonate that has an equivalent 
capacity to neutralize strong acids. 

Allochthonous: Describes organic matter produced outside of a specific stream 
or lake system. 

Alluvial: Pertaining to sediments gradually deposited by moving water. 

Anaerobic: Living, active, or occurring in the absence of free oxygen. 

Analytical model: Mathematical model in which the solution of the gbverning 
equations is obtained by mathematical analysis, as opposed to numerical manip­
ulation. 

Anoxic: Devoid of free oxygen. 

Aquifer: (1) A wholly saturated water-bearing stratum or zone of permeable 
rock below the surface of the earth capable of producing water from a well; 
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(2) Stratum or zone below the surface of the earth capable of producing water 
as from a well. 

Autochthonous: Any organic matter indigenous to a specific stream or lake. 

Autotrophic: The ability to synthesize organic matter from inorganic 
substances. 

Basin: (1) Drainage area of lake or stream, such as a river basin; (2) Natu­
rally or artifically enclosed harbor for a small craft, such as a turning 
basin for tows, or a yacht basin. 

Benthic oxygen demand: Oxygen demand exerted from the bottom of a stream or 
lake, usually by biochemical oxidation of organic material in the sediments. 

Benthos: Organisms living on or in the bottom of a body of water. 

Bioassay: The use of living organisms to determine the biological effect of 
some substance, factor, or condition. 

Biochemical oxidation: The process by which bacteria and other microorganisms 
break down organic material and remove organic matter from solution. 

Biochemical oxygen demand (BOD): The amount of oxygen used by aerobic organ­
isms to decompose organic material. Provides an indirect measure of the con­
centration of biologically degradable material present in water or wastewater. 

Biomass: The total mass of living organisms in a particular volume or area. 

Biome: A major kind of community, conceived in terms of form and structure of 
its plant and animal constituents. 

Biota: All living matter in a particular region. 

Blue-green algae: The phylum Cyanophyta, characterized by the presence of 
blue pigment in addition to green chlorophyll, which generally creates water 
quality concerns. 

Boundary conditions (numerical models): Definition or statement of conditions 
or phenomena occurring at the boundaries of the model. 

Boundary conditions (physical models): Conditions entered at the spatial 
boundaries of the model. 

Calibration: Process of checking, adjusting, or standardizing operating char­
acteristics of instruments and model appurtenances on a physical model or 
coefficients in a mathematical model. The process of evaluating the scale 
readings of an instrument in terms of the physical quantity to be measured. 
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Chemocline: A stratum of stronger concentration gradient of dissolved 
substances. 

Chlorophyll: Green pigment in plants and algae necessary for photosynthesis. 

Circulation period: The interval of time in which the thermal stratification 
of a lake is destroyed, resulting in the mixing of the entire water body. 

Clinograde: The stratification curve of temperature or of a chemical sub­
stance in water that exhibits a uniform slope from the surface into deep 
water. 

Conceptual model: Simplification of prototype behavior used to demonstrate 
concepts. 

Convergence: State of tending to a unique solution. A given scheme is con­
vergent if an increasingly finer computational grid leads to a more accurate 
approximation of the unique solution. Note that a numerical method may some­
times converge on a wrong solution. 

Dam: Barrier constructed across a valley for impounding water or creating a 
reservoir, usually with facilities to control the release of impounded waters. 

Densimetric Froude number: The ratio of inertial to buoyancy forces in a 
stratified system. 

Denitrification: Reduction from nitrate to nitrite and further to elemental 
nitrogen. 

Densimetric Froude number model: Model of gravity-dominated flow usually 
being densimetric Froude number scaling. Buoyant jets and stratified flows 
are examples. 

Deterministic model: Mathematical model in which the behavior of every vari­
able is completely determined by the governing equations. 

Detritus: Finely divided organic or inorganic settleable material suspended 
in the water. 

Dimensional analysis: Derivation of dimensionless ratios, based on the fact 
that functional relationships (for both model and prototype) must be dimen­
sionally homogeneous. 

Dimensionless number: Physically meaningful ratio of parameters that is 
dimensionless. These dimensionless ratios are useful in determining scaling 
laws since a particular dimensionless number must be the same in model and 
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prototype to achieve similarity. Examples are the common force ratios, such 
as Froude and Reynolds numbers. 

Dissolved solids: The difference between the total and suspended solids in 
water. 

Distorted model: Hydraulic model in which horizontal and vertical scales are 
different. 

Diversion: A channel or berm constructed across or at the bottom of a slope 
for the purpose of intercepting surface runoff. 

Drainage basin, watershed, drainage area: A geographical area where surface 
runoff from streams and other natural watercourses is carried by a single 
drainage system to a common outlet. 

Dynamic model: A mathematical model in which time is included as an indepen­
dent variable. 

Empirical model: Representation of a real system by a mathematical descrip­
tion based on experimental data rather than on general physical laws. 

Enrichment: The addition to or accumulation of plant nutrients in water. 

Epilimnion: The upper, circulating layer of a thermally stratified lake. 

Erosion: The process by which the soil particles in situ are detached and 
transported by water or wind action and gravity to some downslope or down­
stream deposition point. 

Eutrophic: Waters with a good supply of nutrients and hence a rich organic 
production. 

Eutrophication: A natural enrichment process of a lake, which may be accel­
erated by man's activities. Usually manifested by one or more of the follow­
ing characteristics: (I) excessive biomass accumulations or primary 
producers, (2) rapid organic and/or inorganic sedimentation and shallowing, or 
(3) seasonal and/or diurnal dissolved oxygen deficiencies. 

Flood capacity: The flow carried by a stream or floodway at bankfull water 
level. Also, the storage capacity of the flood pool at a reservoir. 

Froude number: Dimensionless number relating the velocity of flow to the 
speed of propagation of a small disturbance; the ratio of inertial forces to 
gravitational forces. 

Gaging station: A selected section of a stream channel equipped with a gage, 
recorder, and/or other facilities for determining stream discharge. 
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Green algae: Algae characterized by the presence of photosynthetic pigments 
similar in color to those of the higher green plant. 

Headwaters: (1) Upper reaches of stream near its source; (2) Region where 
ground waters emerge to form a surface stream; (3) Water upstream from a 
structure. 

Heavy metals: Metals of high specific gravity, including cadmium, chromium, 
cobalt, copper, lead, mercury. These are toxic to many organisms, even in low 
concentrations. 

Herbicide: Any chemical substance or mixture of substances intended to pre­
vent, destroy, repel, or mitigate the growth of any tree, bush, weed, algae, 
and other aquatic needs. 

Heterograde: A curve for temperature or a chemical factor in a body of water 
that exhibits a nonuniform slope from the surface downward into deep water. 

Heterotrophic: The nutrition of plants and animals that are dependent on 
organic matter for food. 

Heuristic model: Representation of a real system by a mathematical descrip­
tion based on reasoned, but unproven argument. 

Holomictic: Lakes that are completely circulated to the bottom at the time of 
winter cooling. 

Hydraulic model: Physical model using water as fluid. 

Hydroelectric: Producing or relating to the production of electricity by 
water power. 

Hydrograph: A continuous graph showing the properties of streamflow with 
respect to time. 

Hydrologic cycle: The movement of water from the oceans to the atmosphere and 
back to the sea. Many subcycles exist, including precipitation, interception, 
runoff, infiltration, percolation, storage, evaporation, and transpiration. 

Hydrology: Science dealing with the occurrence, circulation, distribution, 
and properties of the waters of the earth and its atmosphere. 

Hypolimnion: The deep layer of a lake lying below the metaliminion and 
removed from surface influences. 

Infiltration: Water entering the ground-water system throughout the land sur­
face. 
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Initial conditions: Given values of dependent variables or relationship 
between dependent and independent variables at the time of startup of the 
computation. 

Interactive model: Numerical model that allows interaction by the modeler 
during computation. 

Laboratory effect: Consequence of necessary laboratory simplifications or 
physical constraints on the model. 

Limiting nutrient: The substance that is limiting to biological growth due to 
its short supply with respect to other substances necessary for the growth of 
an organism. 

Limnology: The study of inland waters. 

Linear model: Mathematical model based entirely on linear equations. 

Littoral: The shoreward region of a body of water. 

Lock: Enclosed part of a waterway equipped with gates that allow water levels 
to change in order to raise or lower boats. 

Macrophytes: Large vascular aquatic plants that are either rooted or 
floating. 

Mathematical model: Model using mathematical relationships to represent the 
prototype. 

Meromictic lakes: Those lakes that at the time of winter cooling undergo only 
a partial circulation down to a depth determined by a density stratification. 

Mesotrophic lake: A trophic condition between an oligotrophic and an 
eutrophic water body. 

Metalimnion: The layer of water in a lake between the epilimnion and hypolim­
nion in which the temperature exhibits the greatest difference in a vertical 
direction. 

Monimolimnion: The deep water of a meromictic lake that is not involved in 
the annual circulation. 

Monte Carlo method: Technique of stochastic sampling or selection of random 
numbers to generate synthetic data. 

Net production: The assimilation surplus in a given period of time after sub­
tracting the amount of dissimilation in the same time interval. 
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Neutralization: The process of adding an acidic or alkaline material to 
wastewater and/or surface water runoff to adjust its pH to a neutral 
condition. 

Nitrification: The biochemical oxidation process by which ammonia is changed 
first to nitrites and then to nitrates by bacterial action. 

Nitrogen, available: Includes ammonium, nitrate ions, ammonia, and certain 
simple amines readily available for plant growth. 

Nitrogen cycle: The sequence of biochemical changes in which atmospheric 
nitrogen is "fixed," then used by a living organism, liberated upon the death 
and decomposition of the organism, and reduced to its original state. 

Nitrogen, fixation: The biological process of removing elemental nitrogen 
from the atmosphere and incorporating it into organic compounds. 

Nitrogen, organic: Nitrogen components of biological origin such as amino 
acids, proteins, and peptides. 

Nonlinear model: Mathematical model using one or more nonlinear equations. 

Nonpoint source: Pollutants that are not traceable to a discrete origin, but 
generally result from land runoff, precipitation, drainage, or seepage. 

Numerical model: Mathematical model in which the governing equations are not 
solved analytically. Using discrete numerical values to represent the vari­
able involved and using arithmetic operations. The governing equations are 
solved approximately. 

Nutrient, available: That portion of an element or compound that can be 
readily absorbed and assimilated by growing plants. 

Oligotrophic lake: A lake with a small supply of nutrients, and consequently 
a low level of primary production. 

One-dimensional model: Model defined on one space coordinate, i.e., variables 
are averaged over the other two directions, e.g., pipe flow models and numeri­
cal models of long wave propagation in a narrow channel. 

Orthograde: A stratification curve for temperature or a chemical factor in a 
body of water that has a straight uniform course. 

Orthophosphate: See phosphorus, available. 

Outfall: The point where wastewater or drainage discharges from a sewer to a 
receiving body of water. 
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Overturn: The complete mixing of a previously thermally stratified lake. 
This occurs in the spring and fall when water temperatures in the lake are 
uniform. 

Oxidation: The removal of electrons from an ion or atom. 

Oxygen deficit: The difference between observed oxygen concentrations and the 
amount that would be present at 100-percent saturation at a specific 
temperature. 

Peak discharge: The maximum instantaneous flow from a given storm condition 
at a specific location. 

Penstock: Conduit for controlling flow of water through a structure. 

Periphyton: Microorganisms that are attached to or growing on submerged sur­
faces in water. 

Pesticides: Any herbicide, insecticide, or rodenticide, excluding those non­
toxic repellents or other chemicals. 

Phosphorus, available: Phosphorus that is readily available for plant growth. 
Usually in the form of soluble orthophosphates. 

Phosphorus, total (TP): All of the phosphorus present in a sample regardless 
of form. Usually measured by the persulfate digestion procedure. 

Physical model: Model using the physical properties and behavior of modeling 
materials to represent the prototype. 

Photosynthesis: The process occurring in green plants in which light energy 
is used to convert inorganic compounds to carbohydrates. In this process, 
carbon dioxide is consumed and oxygen is released. 

Phytoplankton: Plant microorganisms, such as algae, living unattached in the 
water. 

Plankton: Unattached aquatic microorganisms that drift passively through 
water. 

Point source: Any discernible, confined, and discrete pipe, channel, ditch, 
tunnel, conduit, well, discrete fissure, or container that discharges or 
releases pollutants into water. 

Population equivalent: An expression of the amount of a given waste load in 
terms of the size of human population that would contribute the same amount of 
biochemical oxygen demand per day. 
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Primary production: The production of organic matter from light energy and 
inorganic materials, by autotrophic organisms. 

Probabilistic model: Mathematical model in which the behavior or one or more 
of the variables is either completely or partially described by equations of 
probability. 

Project flood: A hypothetical flood selected as the guide for determining the 
size of engineering features of a project, such as levee height, floodway 
width, channel and storage size. 

Prototype: The full-sized structure, system process, or phenomenon being 
modeled. 

Reduction: The gaining of electrons. 

Regulating: Reducing fluctuations of the outflow of water from an upstream 
project to smooth the flow and make it more uniform and even. 

Reservoir: Pond, lake, basin, or other space, either natural or created in 
whole or in part by building of a structure such as a dam, that is used for 
storage, regulation, and control of water for power navigation, recreation, 
etc. 

Reynolds number: Dimensionless ratio of inertial forces to viscous forces. 

River basin: A portion of a water resource region, defined by a hydrological 
boundary. 

Runoff: That part of precipitation that flows over the land surface from the 
area upon which it falls. 

Scale: Ratio of a variable in a model to the corresponding variable in the 
prototype. 

Scouring: The clearing and digging action of flowing water, especially the 
downward erosion caused by stream water in sweeping away mud and silt, usually 
during a flood. 

Secchi depth: A measure of optical water clarity as determined by lowering a 
weighted Secchi disk into a water body to the point where it is no longer 
visible. 

Sediment basin: A structure designed to slow the velocity of runoff water and 
facilitate the settling and retention of sediment and debris. 

Seiche: A standing wave in a lake. 

Similarity: Correspondence between the behavior of a model and its prototype. 
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Simulation: Replication of the prototype using a model. 

Simulation model: Mathematical model that is used with actual or synthetic 
input data, or both, to produce long-term time series or predictions. 

Specific gravity: A ratio that denotes how many times heavier a body is than 
the same volume of water at 4° C. 

Specific heat: The quantity of heat in calories that must be added to a unit 
weight of a substance in order to raise its temperature 1° c. 

Stability (numerical or computational): Ability of a scheme to control the 
propagation or growth of small perturbations introduced in the calculations. 

Stage: Elevation of water surface above or below an arbitrary figure. 

Standing crop: The biomass present in a body of water at a particular time. 

Steady-state model: Model in which the variables being investigated are 
independent of time. 

Stochastic model: See probabilistic model. 

Subbasin: A physical division of a larger basin, associated with one reach of 
the storm drainage system. 

Substrate: The substance or base upon which an organism grows. 

Suspended solids: refers to the particulate matter in a sample, including the 
material that remains dispersed. 

Thermal stratification: The layering of water bodies due to temperature­
induced density differences. 

Thermocline: The plane with the maximum rate of change in temperation or 
inflection in the temperature curve through the metalimnion. 

Three-dimensional model: Model defined on three space coordinates, e.g., 
coastal models and numerical models of explosions. 

Total solids: The solids in water, sewage, or other liquids, including the 
dissolved, filterable, and nonfilterable solids. The residue left when a sam­
ple is evaporated and dried at a specified temperature. 

Trace elements: Those elements that are needed in low concentrations for the 
growth of an organism. 

Tributary: Stream or other body of water that contributes its water to 
another stream or body of water. 

GLOSSARY-10 



EM 1110-2-I201 
30 Jun 87 

Trophic condition: A relative description of a lake's biological productiv­
ity. The range of trophic conditions is characterized by the terms oligo­
trophic for the least biologically productive, to eutrophic for the most 
biologically productive. 

Turbidity: A measure of the cloudiness of a liquid. Turbidity provides an 
indirect measure of the suspended solids concentration in water. 

Turbulence: Unorganized movement in liquids and gases resulting from eddy 
formation. 

Two-dimensional model: Model defined on two space coordinates, i.e., varia­
bles are averaged over the third direction (e.g., wave flume experiments, 
numerical models of storm surges). 

Unsteady-state model: Model in which the variables being investigated are 
time dependent. 

Validation: Comparison of model results with a set of prototype data not used 
for verification. Comparison includes: (I) using a data set very similar to 
the verification data to determine the validity of the model under conditions 
for which it was designed; (2) using a data set quite different from the veri­
fication data to determine the validity of the model under conditions for 
which it was not designed but could possibly be used; (3) using postconstruc­
tion prototype data to determine the validity of the predictions based on 
model results. 

Verification: Check of the behavior of an adjustment model against a set of 
prototype conditions. 

Viscosity: Resistance to flow in a liquid. 

Water quality: A term used to describe the chemical, physical, and biological 
characteristics of water, usually in respect to its suitability for a partic­
ular purpose. 

Water quality standards: State-enforced standards describing the required 
physical and chemical properties of water according to its designated uses. 

Watershed: See drainage basin. 

Zooplankton: Protozoa and other animal microorganisms living unattached in 
water. 
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