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Fig. 2 Concentration Distribution of a) Conservative Substance and b) Non-
Conservative Substances 10 Minutes After Injection (1-point Injection at
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Fig. 3 Concentration Distribution of a) Conservative Substance and b) Non-
Conservative Substances 10 Minutes After Injection (2-point Injection
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x,=0,y’=0 and x' = 0.02, y’,= 0); —: Analytic Solution;
- : Random-Walk Model
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Fig. 4 Comparison of Lateral Concentration Distributions of Conservative
Substances 10 Minutes After Injection (1-Point Injection atx ' =0,
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Fig.5 Compan'sonvof Lateral Concentration Distributions of Conservative
Substances 10 Minutes After Injection (2-Point Injection atx ' = 0,
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Fig. 6 Comparison of Lateral Concentration Distributions of Non-
Conservative Substances 10 Minutes After Injection (1-Point
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Fig. 7 Comparison of Lateral Concentration Distributions of Non-
Conservative Substances 10 Minutes After Injection (2-Point Injection
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Fig. 8 Velocity Distribution of Fox River at Ottawa, Illinois
[After Seo (1988)]
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Fig. 9 Concentration Distribution of Non-Conservative Substance 120 Min-
utes After Injection (2-Point Injectionatx ' =0, y ' =0, x ' = 0.08,

¥, = 0) at Fox River, Ottawa, Illinois
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