Suitability Indices for
Ridge & Slough Landscape

- Suitability as a function of depth

- Suitability as a function of Wet-Dry season
depth difference.

- Suitability as a function of flow direction
- Suitability as a function of flow velocity

- Composite Suitability. Geometric Mean of
above 4 SI’s.
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Ridge and Slough Landscape Suitability as a function of Water Depth

Average Water Depth in Ridge and Slough Landscape
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Ridge and Slough Landscape as a function of Seasonal

Depth Differences
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Ridge and Slough Landscape as a function of Flow Direction
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Ridge and Slough Landscape Suitability as a
function of Relative Flow Velocity

0.0

40.0 80.0 120.0 160.0 200.0

Fraction (%) of Modeled Individual Cell Flow Velocity
Relative to Mean NSM Flow Velocity for Model Row

240.0

Modified 4/25/01



SFWMM grid cells Applicable for
Ridge and Slough Landscape
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