
APPENDIX F – SIMULATED VERSUS OBSERVED HYDROGRAPHS OF 
CALIBRATION TARGET SPRINGS 

This appendix includes hydrographs and duration curves of the observed and simulated spring 
flows during the transient model simulation period (2005 through 2018) for 28 target springs. 
Data gaps on select springflow hydrographs represent periods of no available data. It is noted 
that observed springflow data was reported using various springflow measurement methods, 
which may represent discharge from a single spring vent or cumulative discharge from a group 
of springs. A substantial quality assurance effort was conducted by the Districts during 
compilation and analysis of springflow data. The best available data was then used as transient 
calibration targets. 
 
The hydrograph on the top of each page illustrates a monthly time-series of spring discharge. The 
flow-duration curve on the bottom of each page represents spring discharge and the 
corresponding percentage of time that a particular discharge is exceeded for each calibration 
target spring. The same dataset was used to construct each hydrograph and flow-duration curve 
pair. 
 
Note: The following definitions apply to all figures included in this appendix. Additional 
information regarding the presented statistics is included in Chapter 4. 
ME = mean error 
MAE = mean absolute error 
R2 = coefficient of determination 
NSE = Nash-Sutcliffe efficiency coefficient 
cfs = cubic feet per second 
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