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SEDIMENT DISTRIBUTION IN SMALL
FLOODWATER-RETARDING RESERVOIRS IN THE

MISSOURI BASIN LOESS HILLS

Herman G. Heinemann!

INTRODUCTION

The distribution of sediment that accumulates in a proposed floodwater-retarding
reservoir has long been a problem in planning and design. If one knew how the sediment
would be distributed, he could better determine the crest elevation of the principal spill-
way and the required capacities of the various storage pools.

The Bureau of Reclamation, U, S. Department of the Interior, has made a number of
studies of the sediment distribution in large reservoirs. However, very little work has
been done on small ones.

This report discusses recent research on the sediment distribution in small con-
servation reservoirs in the loessial hills area of the Migsouri River Basin. The findings
of this report can be considered directly applicable on Public Law 566 reservoirs, be-
cause of the similarity in the characterxstxcs of these reservoirs to those of floodwater -
retarding structures built under this Law?

By graphical and multiple regression analysis, a mnethod is derived for predicting
sediment distribution and the minimum elevationofthe principal spillway with respect to
sediment accurmnulation. Most of the significant watershed, reservoir, and structural pa-
rameters that are believed to influence the mode of sediment distribution were considered
in this study. However, since adequate data were not available for all, some parameters
were eliminated from further consideration in this study.

It should be pointed outthat some ofthe pararmeters not innicluded herein and also those
that do not appear statistically significant in this particular study area rmay be highly
gignificant in other areas. It also should be emphasized that this material applies only to
floodwater-retarding structures in the Missouri River Basin loess hills. The findings
should not be applied tc reservoirs having values for important parameters in excess of
the variables used in this study to develop the prediction equation nor to reservoirs in
different physiographic areas which have not been studied.

The loessial hills area of the Missouri River Basin lies mainly in western [owa and
eastern Nebraska. Gottschalk and Brune (6)°describes this area in considerable detail.

PROCEDURE

All available field notes concerning the ponds and reservoirs were obtained from the
Milwaukee office of the Engineering and Watershed Planning Unit, Soil Congervation
Service., U.S.D.A. Information was also received from other Soil Congervation Service
offices and the Iowa State University. The writer also made a field trip to inspect each of
these ponds and reservoxrs and to obta_m additional field data.

The first stepin the use ofthesedata was to review all the avaﬂable mformatxon Thxs

included checking the computations for determining the reservoir capacities by Eakin's
(2) range method. When minor errors were uncovered, they were disregarded, and the
information was left unaltered. However, when major differences developed, an attempt
was made to resolve them and use the correct capacities. If the differences could not be
resolved, the pond and its data were eliminated from further study. The lecation of the
remaining 23 ponds or reservoirs finally selected is shown in figure 1. In some cases
data are available for more than one sedimentation survey of a particular reservoir,
resulting in a total of 34 sedimentation surveys for consideration in the analyses.

1Hydraulic Engineer, Watershed Technology Research Branch, Soil and Water Conservation Research Division, Agricultural
Research Service, U. S. Deparument of Agriculture, Lincoln, Nebraska.

Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act - 83d Cong.; 68 Stat. 666.

Numbers in parentheses refer o Literature Cited at end of this report.

1

g'

Sy R

NI T

I IO



-

. —— ——— ‘_l :
!'_ ! |\'3M LEGEND

eNOUXINGS LiMeaLn OATA
« SUMMARY
Ofrodkings ITE SHEET
! i NO. NO.
I 72N N (@ 312 carl Crinquist
‘ Pw( ONE nuRAAY H @ 3(-3 L. R, Fuelftlng
Mod: cs I
| '&'5“ FlongFedu ' oPpestdne Qoo MINNESOTA O
L d | orten ® 32 Frea Brown
- _l_- . - +- A 35-3 ¥a. Esbeck
t ; \ .
NP Er{AmA o 3s5-y G. and A. Evers,
j DY LY HoBLE | tLower Reservoir)
A uverne ) > : @ 356-6 G. ans A, Evers,
SOUTH | o Wwortnaghon {Upoer Reservalc)
DAKOTA LSLTuJQ - -3 — -
RDCK), Rapds 3 sivtey 39.‘:;1 .Lolu 35-8 Chas. Fleahola
. 9 3 voemson | 35-7 €. T. Gadd
I .- | KoscroLa y — @ 35-8 Otto Goslar
P uneork &= g8’V Sgeren | @) 35-10  Fred Holtrah
e I | / ioex ! \ ! 3m°+ (2  35-12  gmaa La frontx
BON NOMEE T vamcron / ) e |Pu‘oqcr.).u | cuay X @ 35-13  Jensen - O'Nell
Orange Ci
?ynuaul | " ° H I 3s-1u Clarence Petarsen
] Yanxrann y cLar Nl = '»_u\lo- T | © THEROKE 5 i 35-16 Alf{reo Lage
R driening ‘1. o1 BUfNA vista @ 35-18 MNerman Llage
| P / ; T ¢ t Le Mors I rrokeeS | ! §)) 35-17 Moward Matrlsen
mOX — 77 4 Q
| Hagringtea I 2 s> { Dorrs NL (3 35-16 ¥ (bur Meyer
! Q‘"’" e \ Poncad L L @ ~§T--~4 9 35-10 Max Hiiler No. |
-1 [}
I— o i— g ot 10 Ll sL, @3  26-20 Hax Miller No. 8
ANTELOPE s‘g | gokomg < ) i 8 ty @ 35-2) Barney Mundt
I GK \ ."" y 1““" wooum: ch:-:‘ ¢ i @ a8-22  Tracy RNorth
B = ¥ y owa -
Diercak oyna I\ THUASTEN - S, 0“'.___ A J__ = @ 3B-2 C. A, Stiles
[}

w3

. \Z - 1 QPencer '& go% @ ‘l ga"oll. H

nmsou bMING N, _ Oncy G RROLL
1) auer wonosa () b/ '
mgﬂ\m s W Wi

1
1
i Neligh®
1

; _r*T’“’"ﬂl Foet ) L. Coblanghaasisd .
PLATTE | courax 1 odver - g ] . LUOUEG L C%:’:’:‘.L
| | Bigi / L\ GUTNAIE
). bt 'M_'" Fremon WASHINGTON -
¢ ° 5 g | 40AIR I

|~Ancz LSRN 5 u, ¢ 2

|Iu|on

. 3
- — 2
- L4 l ovld
& 1ty O w n
I 2 / 0‘“0‘ 4\ aheo
\

Canfrai
' CGiyo POLI RUTLER

i_"?m_r— J_____!__ 7.;:4_55_5)_

) & aeatiels
i S

¢ i '
Corning
—_———

mcal Asg
% TavLofN |
orot sid .
i Nepraakd Ciry O ‘ % ,
LANCASTER ealord
I_ - —
nODAWAY LI

'Tuuﬂlu

NEBRASKA Raryvine

l*?::::: If\'c 7N ! MISSOURI
Faﬂ -
iPownea C|I7 1 "Y ANDREW

- b -

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE K ANSAS - b

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE
LLE L Tm,

IPNAH |
_r Archisold 4‘.»:«“-1
FIGURE |
LOCATION OF SEDIMENT SURVEY RECORDS l_"f""_""_



S i o - 1 e e - e A s Tty A i LR A Lt 1 i i

The plotting of the cross sections from the original survey notes was checked in
every instance, and these cross sections then used to develop a contour map for each
survey of each pondor reservoir. Using data from these maps and the modified prismoidal

formula [V = %‘ (A + VAB + B)j

where: V = volume in acre feet

L= Contour interval in feet

A= Area of lower contour in acres

B= Area of upper contour in acres, reservoir capacities were calculated for each
survey, following the procedure described by Gottschalk (5). The accumulated capacities
computed from this method were adjusted to agree with the capacities as determined by
the range method. This adjustment was made for the capacity below the principal spillway
(drop inlet), as well as the capacity between the two spillways or above the principal
spillway. The modified prismoidal method capacities were adjusted to the range method
capacities because the original surveys were made forthe range method of computations.
A samplie of the modified prismoidal method of calculation and the adjustments is shown
in table 1.

This table shows the method used on the G. & A. Evers (lower) pond No. 35-4.
Columns 1 through 7 and 10 through 13 show the calculations of remaining capacity using
the modified prismoidal method. Columns 8 and 14 show the adjustments to make these
capacities coincide with those determined by the range method at the two spillways. The
capacity values 6.63, 28.26, 1.26, and 20.96 were obtained from the range method compu-
tations. The adjustment factors were always applied to the Volume Between Contours
V' (col. 6 or 12). The Accumulated Sediment Volume is the difference between the two
Adjusted Accumulated Capacity values. The last column shows the status of storage
depletion, progressing from the original bottom of reservoir. It is column 15 divided by
column 8.

Sedimentation Information Curves

Tables similar to table 1 were prepared for each pond and results were utilized in
plotting sedimentation and capacity curves. Depths, capacities, sediment volumes, and
storage depletion information were plotted in percentages so that the curves on one pond
could be compared with those of another. A set of the following three curves was prepared
on a single sheet of graph paper for each of the ponds.

A. Original stage-capacity showing the capacities at the date of construction.

B. Sediment distribution developed from the changes inreservoir capacities between
the time of construction and sedimentation surveys.

C. Storage depletion shown as capacity replaced by sediment.

A set of these curves provides a great deal of information on the sedimentation
history and distribution in the reservoir. Pond No. 35-4 is again used as an example (see
figure 2). - .. o5 o g . s

The original stage-capacity curve shows, as an example, that about 20 percent or
5.65 ac. -ft. of the original capacity were locatedin the bottom 50 percent or 7.5 ft. of the
regervoir. Of course, the more horizontal a segment of this curve is, the more capacity
there is available within the given segment of depth.

The sediment distribution curve shows the location of trapped sediment in the
reservoir as of the date of the sedimentation survey - April 1949. This shows, as an
example, that about 73 percent of the sediment in the reservoir is located below the
principal spillway. The flatter segments indicate the elevations between which the highest
percentages of the sediment have been deposited. Only 10 percent of the sediment is
located in the upper 32.5 percent of the reservoeir.
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The capacity replaced by sediment curve shows, in effect, the percent of storage
depletion up to a given elevation. In this pond, 100 percent of the storage in the bottom
41 percent of the reservoir depth was depleted by sediment as of the survey date. This
means that the bottorn of the regervoir is now 41 percent x 15 feet or over 6 feet higher
than it was originally. The total capacity lost to the elevation of maximum capacity is
about 26 percent.

If the original stage-capacity and capacity replaced by sediment curves are available,
the sediment distribution can bBe computed. If the original stage-capacity and sediment
distribution curves are available, plug the total sediment volume, the capacity replaced by
sediment can be computed. If more than one sedimentation survey was made on a pond,
additional sediment distribution and capacity replaced by sediment curves were plotted
for the additional surveys. Figures 6 to 28, inclusive, in the appendix show the 23 sets of
curves for the ponds studied.

Data Tables

- An attempt to obtain a quantitative value or measure of every sedimentation, reger-
voir, and watershed parameter believed to have an effect on sediment distribution was not
completely successful. Considerable information, however, was collected or computed
and recorded in appendix tables 6-1 to 6, inclusive.

Reservoir Capacity and Sediment Information

The data summary sheet referred to in column 1 of Table 6-1 is the Reservoir
Sedimentation Data Summary Sheet compiled bythe member agencies of the Subcommittee
on Sedimentation, Federal Inter-Agency RivérBasih Committee (4). Column 9 includes the
total storage capacity atthe date being considered up to the elevation of maximum capacity.
In this report, this is the elevation of the emergency spillway or of the critical storage
elevation when there is no emergency spillway. Column 12 of this same table is the per-
centage of the total available storage capacity that is located above the principal spillway
or between spillways. Column 16 is not adjusted for trap efficiency, nor is the negligible
amount of sediment which is located above the elevation of maximum capacity included at
any time.

Reservoir Data

Column 18 i{s the surface area at the elevation of maximum capacity. The length of
reservoir, column 19, was determined by measurement onthe contour map of the distance
from the dam up the valleytothe most distant point at the elevation of maximurn capacity.

Column 20 is the slope of the plottings on log-log paper of the original depth versus
capacity. It is a topography factor. It can be determined for a reservoir site as follows:

a. Using log-log paper, plot the reservoir depths as the ordinates (Y axis) versus
the reservoir capacities as the abgcissas (X axis).

b. Draw a straight line through these points,

¢. Determine the slope of the line using a scale rather than reading measurements

in log units. The slope is the '*n'’ value,

This parameter was originally used by Sutherland (11) to type reservoirs as to shape. The
Sedimentation Section (9), Boriand and Miller (1), and Van’'t Hul (12) of the Bureau of

6



"Reclamation used this factor in their work on distribution of sediment. They classify
reservoirs as follows:

Standard
“‘n'’ Value Reservoir type classification
0.22 to 0.28 Lake ’ I
.28 to .40 Floodplain-foothill I
40 to .67 Hill Inx
.67 to 1.00 Gorge v

Column 21, reservoir shape factor, is the circularity factor developed by Miller (8).
He defines it as the ratio of basinarea to the area of a circle having the same perimeter.
He states that ‘'A circle provides maximum area with minimum perimeter whereas a
long, narrow drainage basin will have a large perimeter but a small area. An index of
drainage basin circularity affords a quantitative basis for comparison of the form of
basins . . .'" Melton (7) also discusses this factor. In this column, however; the factor
designates the circularity of the water surface in the reservoir at the elevation of maxi-
mum capacity.

Column 22 does not include the reservoir area. It is the net sediment contributing
area. The capacity-watershed ratio, column 23, is for the entire storage, not that between
spillways or above the principal spillway alone, The area described in column 22 was used
in this ratio. Column 24 is the lowest reservoir e¢levation given in the reservoir sedimen-
tation survey field notes. Column 28, detention time, may not be a very reliable figure as
several different methods were used in determining the values. It is the estimated length
of time required to pass the runoff from a 50-year storm through the principal spillway.
Although detention time is an important factor for small reservoirs in most areas, it is
not too significant in this instance because ofthe highly flocculating nature of the sediment
entering the reservoirs studied.

Watershed Data

Column 29, basin length, is the measured distance, on a drainage area map, from the
dam up the valley to the most distant point. Column 30 is the circularity factor explained
for column 21, except thatinthis column the factor designates the circularity of the entire
drainage area. The area of the reservoir was included in the area of the watershed. Time
of concentration, column 3!, is the estimated time required for runoff to reach the
reservoir area from that point in the watershed requiring the longest time. Because of
changes between surveys in slopes, additions of terraces and diversions, this factor wa
not studied any further. '

It was believed necessary to include parameters of rainfall or runoff to arrive at
some indication of water stage in these small reservoirs. Runoff, however, was deleted
from further consideration after inspection of available records on small watersheds in
this area. Adequate precipitation records are available for this area so these were
scrutinized. For this study it was assumed that runoff does not take place until there has
been at Jeast a half inch of rainfall during the rainfalil event. Column 32 is the total num-
ber of these events between the date of construction and the date of the last sedimentation
survey. Column 33 is the total amount of precipitation occurring during those events which
exceeded 0.5 inch during the period of study of the pond.

Analyses of Data

Two approaches were used in the analyses of the data. These are the graphical and
statistical methods.

The graphical approach was used principally to determine the relationship between
various parameters and alsoc as an aid in determining their importance as independent
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variables. Approximately 35 such relationships were investigated. A few of these will be

discussed later in this report.

an

Multiple regression methods were used to evaluate parameters that appeared to have
and Snedecor {10) discuss these

influence

on

the dependent wvariable.

Ezekiel
methods. Table 2 gives the values of thevariables used in the multiple regression.

(3)

T

] T

: |

Neme |
| .t 2 a e | =

31-2 /69 | 55.3 | 0.7 8.52 | 50.0
31-3 5 | 59.3 [ .37 23.50 62.9
35-1 9| 36.5 .38 16.81 54,8
35-2 /49 | 51.6 .45 15.12 63,8 2364,
35-3 | 51,3 .29 | 11.19 56.1 97,
35-4 41.8 v 2 2 63,4 217.
35-5 71l.6 A 1,19 71.6 Ta.
35-6 5 L7 L5 53.1 b
35.7 2C 49 12.82 £3.0 183,30
35-7 32 49 11.98 57.3 162.30
35-3 Goslar ac b 11.80 69.1 95.0
35-10 Hollrah , 27. i) 31.14 57.6 2
35-12 LaFrontz | 37. b 10.38 56.4
3512 do | 5 I owzs | 9,47 62.0
35-13 Jensen-0'Neil | 23 | .20 | 31.18 54,7
35-14 56, | 47 | 1.74 61.0
35-15 32, [ .42 8.5¢6 54.0
35-15 46. - 7.14 53.3
35- A : iz 10. 22, 55.1
35 13.2 .62 8.96 49.3
35 33 18 12.56 89.0
3 62. 2.01 87.1
3 21.8 .37 58.0
3 i 39.4 .37 | 63.6
3 30.6 5! &
3 418 .51 | 3: 69.5
3 4C.2 ) 4 69.2
3 £1.0 g1 2 41.06 73.1
3 40.0 . | .36 33.08 54.0
3 50.8 | .38 29,22 58,48
2 25.4 17.68 SR 40.04 52.4
3 | 36.4 23.09 AL : 37.41 56.5
3 7.0 11.41 43| £9.10 | 7.3
3 10.2 13.20 5=z | 67.70 | 57.8

Since one of the primary reasons for needing information on sediment distribution 1is
to 2id in establishing the minimum elevation of the principal spillway, the dependent
variable must provide a means of obtaining that elevation. In this study, the dependent
variable is the rise in the original lowest reservoir bed elevation because of sediment
accumulation and is expressed as the percent of the maximum original reservoir depth
at the dam at the time of the sedimentation survey. This provides a bagis for predicting
the minimum elevation ofthe principal spillway atthe end of the design life. The dependent
variable ''Y’', percent original reservoir depth filled with sediment, was obtained from
the capacity replaced by sediment curves of figures 6 to 28. This figure was read from
the percent of total original depth ordinate at the highest point where capacity replaced
by sediment was 100 percent.

The independent variable ''D'’, total original storage depletion, is column 17 of table
6. It is the percent of the original reservoir capacity filled with sedirmnent as of the date
being considered. Variable ''n’ is the same as column 20 of table 6 and has been explained.
Variable ''C'", total storage capacity, is the same as column 9.

L vy

Variable '‘w'’, sediment sample volume weight, is column 8 of table 6. It is the
arithmetic average of the volume weights of sediment samples taken at the time of the
sedimentation survey. These samples were obtained above and below the water tevel,

8
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throughout the sediment depth. The volume weight of incoming sediment is an important
factor in the deposition location. The average volume weight of deposited sediment is
usually increased with greater depth, and with repeated wetting .and drying of gediment.
Attempts were made to obtain data on other parameters of the sediment, such as mean
particle size and particle size distribution, but they were not available.

Variable “‘C/W'' is column 23 of table 6 and is expressed in acre feet per square
mile. This parameter is the storage capacity divided by the contributing drainage area.

RESULTS
Regression Analyses
Regression analyses were run on 12 combinations of the 5 independent variables to
determine the best combination for computing the dependent variable. Table 3 summarizes

these regression equations and indicates the ability of each.

TABLE 3.--Efficiency of regression eguations.

TR T

[Dependent variable: Y, percent of original reservoir depth filled with sediment. Inde-
pendent variable: D, totel originel storage depletion, in percent; n, original '"n" value;
C, total storage capacity, in acre-feet; w, sediment sample volume weight, in lb. per
cubic ft.; C/W, capacity watershed ratio, in acre-feet per square mile.]

1
qufation Dependent, Inde;:\endent cf;;ebig‘%ion Coefg;cient Degr?es S’;?;gird
YO vagipble veriable coefficient determination od of
R R* freedom estimate i
Percent !
1 Y D 0.883 0.78 32 7.66
2 Y Dn . 909 .83 31 6.73 1
3 Y Dn C .919 .84 30 6.34 :
4 Y Dn w L9452 .89 30 5.39
5 Y Dn c/W .906 .82 30 6.83
6 Y D Cw . 807 .82 30 6.77
7 Y DnCw .953 .91 29 4,88
8 Y Pnc C/W .918 .84 29 6,37
9 Y Dn wC/W .940 .88 29 5.47
10 Y D cCwC/W .919 .84 29 6.35
11 Y nCwC/W .758 .58 29 10.50
12 Y DnCwC/W .952 .01 28 4,95

Equation 1 in table 3 has but one independent variable, total original storage
depletion in percent. The correlation coefficient, R, is 0.883 and the coefficient
of determination, R% 1is 0.78. This is a high coefficeint and it means that
storage depletion is a very important factor in predicting Y. In fact, 78 percent of the
variations in Y are explained by variations in D. The degrees of freedom associated with

this equation are 32. The last column shows that the standard error of estimate is 7.66
percent.

The other equations in table 3 have additional independent variables or combinations
of thern. These equations constitute an attempt to secure the best one for determining the
dependent variable Y. The ability of each is shown, indicating little difference between 7
and l2. Equation 7 is the most efficient one, however, having R2 = 0.91. It has one more
degree of freedom and slightly better confidence limits than equation 12.

9
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Table 4 shows 12 complete equations. All of them are valid and can be used to com-
pute the dependent variable. However, equation7 isthe most desirable, as shown in table
3.

TABLE 4.--Regression equations.

Eguation .
number Equation
l Y = 712 + 1-06 D
2 Y=34.1+1.07D - 60.8 n-
3 Y =50.0+ .957 D - 79.8 n - .183 ¢
4 Y=7.03+ .982D-63.1n+ .500w
5 Y =34.2 4+ 1.09D - 65.4 n + ,008 C/W
6 Y =-18.9 + .974 D - .0263 C + .483 w
7 Y =22.6+ .886 D - 8l.2n - .175 C + .49 w
8 Y =519+ 12.00D-92.7n - .199 C + .020 C/W
9 Y = 6.61 + .980 D - 60.8 n + .506 w - .004L03 C/W
10 Y =-11.1 + .841 D - .042 C + .526 w - 042 C/W
11 Y =37.7 - 54.8n - .392 C+ .763 w - .086 C/W
12 Y =23.6 +.903 D - 85.8 n + .181 C + .487 w + .00711 C/W

Statistical data on the most efficient regression, equation 7, are presented in table 5.
The equation itself is reproduced in the vertical in the first two columns. All four of
the independent variables in this equation are significant at about the 1 percent level or
less. This is determined from the ratio of b divided by Sb and a probability table on the
distribution of t, such as found in Snedecor (10). The significance at the | percent level
means that if additional reservoirs were studied independently, in 99 out of 100 cases it
would be expected that the importance of each variable would again be established.

Variable D, total original storage depletion, has the highest simple correlation with
the dependent variable Y. Variables C and w are next and about equal in importance. The
simple correlation is a correlation between the dependent variable and the individual
independent variable, with the influence of the other variables still present. In the partial
correlation, the influence of each independent variable on the dependent is isolated by
holding constant the effects of the other variables. This, therefore, is a measure of the
relationship without the interaction of other variables. In thig colummn, D again is most

TABLE 5.--Statistical data on most efficient regression, equation 7,

Partial Variable Staniarcé Correlation \f:i_th
e T error, & b Retio dependent variable Rota
R of partial L X g
coefficient i b/Sb Coefficient
B Symbol Neme Units coefficient Simple | Partial
I Crig. res. depth Percent
equals filled with sediment
0.886 D Total original Percent 0.0628 14.112 0.88 0.90 0.74
storzge depletion
-81.2 n Original "n" value - 15.133 5.368 -.22 .59 -.30
-.175 c Total storage Acre-feet .0638 2.749 i - .46 -.43 -.18
capacity |
ASTA w Sediment sample Lb/Cu. Ft. . 1059 4,664 | 45 .64 .25
volume weight E ]
+22.4 ( Constant) ]l

10
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important, followed by n, w, and Cinthat arder. The mathematical signs before the values
in the gimple and partial correlation colurmnns indicate the slope of the curve showing how
the dependent variable changes with increases in the independent variable., The beta co-
efficient is another measure of the value of each of the variables. It is a measure of the
effect that one standard error in the independent variable will have on the dependent
variable.

| 4
$
]
| 5
&
4
-

7

Ll

Using equation 7 and actual field data, the dependent variable, percent original
reservoir depth filled with sediment, was computed. When this variable is converted
from percent to feet, it establishes the minimum elevation of the principal spillway. This
dependent variable was compared with the actual Y and the points plotted in figure 3. 3
Departures of the points from the solid line are caused by other independent variables
and parameters not included in the final equation.

Graphical

In addition to the above regression analyses which were used to derive an equation
for establishing the minimum elevation of the principal spillway, several other relation-
ships were found that are of value in this study on sediment distribution. Figure 4, re-
maining storage-depth ratio curve, shows the relationship betweenthe percent of the total
remaining storage that exists between spillways (column 12 of table é) and a depth ratic of
(principal spillway elevation minus lowest reservoir bed elevation) divided by (elevation
of maximum capacity minus lowest reservoir bed elevation). Of course, this curve is not {
applicable when all of the remaining storage is located above the crest elevation of the {
principal spillway. The coefficient of determination, r2, for this curve is 0.95. The
equation is, Y = square root of (11,140 - 11,860X). An attempt was made to improve the ;
determination for Y, percent of total remaining storage existing between spillways, by i
adding other independent variables and making a multiple regression analysis. This i

¥
g

A (R N N AT

G

attempt was not successful.

As mentioned previously in the discussion of the sedimentation information curves,
if the original stage~-capacity and capacity replaced by sediment curves are available, the 2
sediment distribution can be computed. Inordertoobtain a point for assistance in plotting
the curved part of the capacity replaced by sediment curve, an effort was made to deter-
mine the midordinate of this curve. The length of a straight line between the reservoir bed
elevation {at the time of the sedimentation survey) and the point at the elevation of
maximum capacity (on the capacity replaced by sediment curve) were measured on
figures 6 to 28. On figure 2, this is from point A to point B. The scale used for this
measurement was the same as the scales used in these figures. The straight line was
drawn in and a perpendicular line constructed at the midpoint- This perpendicular line
was extended until it intersected the curved part of the capacity replaced by sediment
curve. This perpendicular line (midordinate) was measured and assigned a positive sign
if the midordinate extended to the left and below the straight line, and a negative sign
if the midordinate extended to the right and above the straight line. A curve showing the
relationship between the length of the straight line and the length of the midordinate is
shown in figure 5. The equation of this curve is Y = 0.002849X1.894 -10, and the coefficient
of determination rZ = 0.77. Attempts were made to improve the determination of the
midordinate by adding other independent variables and making a multiple regression
analysis. These attempts did not improve on the graphic solution shown in figure 5.

AL T e, P R N O

ARl P U

DISCUSSION

Rl

This is a study of a sediment distribution in some small reservoirs in the Missouri
Basin loess hills. The study has been made to establish procedures for predicting (1) the
elevation of sediment accumulation immediately upstream of adam and (2) the distribution
of sediment within the reservoir area.
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The data onthe 23 ponds and reservoirs used in this study are believed to be generally
good. The results, having been determined by accepted procedures, should then be very
reliable within the stated limits for each solution.

Sedimentation Informa_tion Curves

The sedimentation information curves, figures 6 to 28, inclusive, are an excellent
way to show the sediment history and distribution for a pond or reservoir. In these
curves, original capacity, sediment distribution, and storage depletion are related to the
original total depth with all values being converted to percent of total. With units in
percent, the curves for one pond can be compared readily with those for another pond.
It was hoped that a comparison of the shapes of these curves would provide a basis for
separating the ponds into different groups, but no such basis was found.

z‘ﬁ
i
i
3
if
S
I
I

et =

A study of these curves revealthat the stage-capacity curves for all ponds are almost
identical. There is very little difference between them probably because all ponds are
located in one general problem area. 13

The sediment distribution curves are occasionally erratic at low degrees of storage
depletion, but they usually become more uniform as additional sedimnent is deposifed
in the pond. As the pond fills up with sediment, this curve approaches the stage-capacity
curve. Since the storage capacity at low elevations is restricted by the channel topography,
the sediment votume at low elevations is also restricted. The sediment distribution curve
at the lower elevations for later surveys always falls between the curve for earlier
surveys and the stage-capacity curve. This is because the sediment at this elevation
becomes a smaller percentage of the total. The sediment distribution curve is not affected
abruptly at the principal spillway as was originally presumed. The flatter, more horizontal
segments of these curves indicate the elevations between which the highest percentages
of sediment are deposited. The more vertical segments indicate segments of lower
percentages of sediment accurnulation.

W e

e b iy

The capacity replaced by sediment curves, or storage depletion, show the percent
of accumulated original capacity to any percent of depth, now occupied by sediment, The &
highest percent of depth, which has 100 percent of its capacity replaced by sediment, is i
the elevation of the stream bed or bottom of reservoir at the date of gsurvey. As the ¢
reservoir fills up and storage depletion is greater, the reservoir bed elevation also
increases. As this takes place, the distance on this curve between the reservoir bed and Ik
at 100 percent depth becomes shorter and the curve usually becomes straighter. It is i
believed that the curved portion of this curve can be drawn in sufficiently accurate if
several points are provided.

As mentioned previously, the sediment distribution curve can be computed from the i
original stage-capacity and the capacity replaced by sediment curves. Use the formula, f
sediment distribution for a certain elevation = (value from stage-capacity curve at the 3
elevation) x (value from capacity reptaced by sediment curve at the elevation), - by i
(total storage depletion). As an example, the sediment distribution at the 68 percent !
depth level on figure 2 would be 39.3 x 59.4 + 25.8 or 90.5 percent.

Evaluation of Results

Data from the 34 sedirnentation surveys were utilized in a multiple regression
analysis to derive a method for estimating the rise in the lo.west bed elevaFion of a
floodwater-retarding reservoir due to sediment accumulation during a given peried. The
rise in the lowest reservoir bed elevation was expressed as the percent of the ma{dmufn
original reservoir depth. Statistical data on the most efficient equation are given in
table 5. The independent variables used in the equation are significant at about the one
percent level, and the other _tests also show that the variables are important. The
coefficient of determination, RZ, for the equation is 0.91. A comparison of the actual
values of the dependent variable with the computed or predicted values is shown in figure 3.

15
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Many parameters wevre investigated for this study, each one of which could influence
reservoir sediment deposition. Sufficient good data were not available for each item and,
therefore, some were eliminated from further study. Nor did all of the parameters used
in the regression analysis prove to be significant. (The data actually used in the statistical
work were obtained from table 6 and figures 6 to 28 and are shown in table 2.) Some of
the discarded parameters, as wellasthose which proved to be insignificant, however, may
be the important variables in other areas of the country. Consequently, they need to be
investigated further.

Relationships werTe also found (figures 4 and 5) that enable the drawing of capacity
replaced by sediment curves. From these and other data, sediment distribution curves
can be drawn.

Figure 4, remaining storage-depth ratio curve, also can be used to determine the
portion of the total remaining storage thatexists above the crest elevation of the principal
spillway. The coefficient of determination, r%, for this curve is 0.95, which indicates an
excellent relationship. This curve cannot be used when all of the remaining storage is
located above the principal spillway.

The plottings for figure 5, determination of midordinate of capacity replaced by
sediment curve, show that this relationship isfairly good, the coefficient of determination
being 0.77. However, when this is used with the curve described in the preceding para-
graph, the results should be very good.

Application of Results

In the preceding material, anempirical procedure has been developed for determining
the elevation to which sediment will accurulate irnmediately upstream from a floodwater-
retarding structure. A procedure also has beendevelopedfor determining the distribution
of sediment deposits within the reservoir created by this structure.

Assuming that the total initial reservoir capacity and stage-capacity curve have been
established for such a structure and that the sediment deposition quantities and volume
weight for a given design period have been determined by standard rnethods, these
empirical procedures can be utilized in planning and/or design considerations:

a. Elevation of sediment accumulation immedjately upstream from the structure--
using the basic equation

Y = 22.6 + 0.886D - 81.2n - 0.175C + 0.494w
Where: Y = Percent of original reservoir depth filled with sediment.
D = Total original storage depletion in percent. This is for the end of the

design period.
n = Original ‘‘n'' value (slope on log-log paper ofdepth versus capacity).
C = Total storage capacity in acre feet, This is the estimated remaining
capacity at the end of the design period.
w = Sediment sample volume dry weight in pounds per cubic feet

the percent of reservoir depth below which the initial capacity will be completely
filled with sediment can be readily established. This is a guide to the minimum
elevation at which the principal elevation should be placed.

b. Distribution of sediment within the reservoir--In the reservoir the sediment will
encroach on the original capacity in amounts varying with elevation or stage. It
may be desirable to estimate the amount of original storage depletion that is
likely to occur at various reservoir elevations and time increments, particularly

16



when more than one use for this storage capacity is involved. An approximation
of this distribution can be obtained as follows:

1.

2.

Plot the original stage-capacity curve in percents, as in flgure 2,

Plot the percent of total original depth filled with sediment as determined by
the equation, for the storage depletion in which you are concerned. This is
point A on figure 2.

Plet the storage depletion in which you are concerned at the elevaticn of
maximum capacity. This is point B on figure 2.

Draw a straight line between the points (A) and {B) and find the midpoint. From
the length of the straight line (usingthe same units of measurement) and figure
5, determine the length of the midordinate and plot it from the midpoint of the
straight line, The length of the midordinate may be + or - , as described in
the graphical section of this report.

Multiply original capacity by the storage depletion in percent and obtain the
storage lost to sediment. Subtract this from the original capacity to obtain the
storage capacity remaining. Using the percent of depth determined by the
equation (point A of figure 2), compute the depth ratic needed in figure 4.
From this ratio and figure 4 obtain the percent of the total remaining storage
that exists between the spillways, This figure subtracted from 100 percent

gives the percent of remaining storage located below the principal spillway.
This value multiplied by the total reservoir capacity remaining (dete rmined
above) gives the acre feet capacity remaining below the principal spillway.
Determine the original capacity below the principal spillway by multiplying
the original capacity by the percent of the. original storage below this spillway
(from stage-capacity curve). Divide this original capacity into the capacity
remaining (determined in the last step of the previous paragraph) to find the
percent of the original storage below the principal spillway that rermains. This
percent subtracted from 100 percent gives the percentdepletion up to the crest
of the principal spillway. This computed point should be plotted at the elevation
of the principal spillway. This point will be a more accurate one than that de-
termined in step 4 and, therefore, should be glven the most weight if these
two points plot near each other.

Using the characteristic shapes of the capacity replaced by sediment curves
of figures 6 to 28 as a guide and the four points established above, sketch in
the capacity replaced by sediment curve.

Planimeter the total area above this curve and also the area outlined by this
curve that is located above the elevation ofthe principal spillway, The percent
of the tota) area that is located above the elevation of the spillway, determined
in this manner, should approximate the percent as determined by using figure
4. This figure can only be used while capacity remains below the principal
spillway. Adjust the sketched curve of step 6, if these percentage figures are
far apart.

From this curve (step 7)capacity replaced by sediment, and the original stage-
capacity curve (step l) compute points for the sediment distribution curve.
Th_is can be done inaccordance with the method described in the paragraph just
prior to the section, '‘Evaluation of Results,”’ When sufficient points have been
determined, draw in the sediment distribution curve,

17

T G e o s s g e T, 3 e 4 AT i P T

e

s

e

O R e T

N S R T R R e

e




SUMMARY

Considerable data were obtained on 23 small reservoirs in the Missouri Basin loess
hills. Stage-capacity, capacity replaced by sedirment, and sediment distribution curves
were drawn for each. These curves are discussed in detail, compared with one another,
and various findings pointed out,

After making numerous graphical analyses, the writer used the multiple regression
method to develop an equation to predict the minimum elevation of the principal spillway
for floodwarer-retarding structures. The variables used in this equation are (1) total
original storage depletion, (2) original ‘'n'' value, (3) total storage capacity, and (4)
sediment sample volume weight. Application of the results of the findings is suggested when
sedimentation principles are the only criteria.

Curves are also presented and a description given for deterrnining points and pre-
dicting the capacity replaced by sediment curve. A step-by-step procedure is then given
for drawing a sediment distribution curve, using the capacity replaced by sedirment and
the original stage-capacity curves.

The material and results presented here have notbeen compared with or tried on the
data from other areas. Therefore, these findings should be limited In application to flood-
water-retarding structures in the Missourl Basin loess hills only, Furthermore, the
limits of the data used in this reportshould be kept in mind. The material presented here
should not be applied to structures having values for important parameters that are in
excess of the data used herein. Additional studies are under way or planned to study
sediment distribution relationships in other areas.
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COMPUTATIONS OF: ... ...

@O, DASTCI bt S udy NSRS - F -7 %5 =< Tt d
-Reservar_Copacity. and Sedurant (Aformation. ... ... e s

[59) [(3) [§2] & ] 3] [ [i£4] 1 (2 [ T ik

LerAn Stream Dare | Aved | gaa J Tota! |Remain| Rememn |Reman] Origin | Origin| Toto! | Total | Total
| Sy Syaten of | dwrferery Sewrycied | Sirapin /s LI foraga| Capdont| Caooe-dy | Storoge | I oragw |Storage | S 1ormod Averagd Origerg

| [T (Survey Surveys {~e) | Ave Capacihlfetent | Deterd|beiwenr| Laot | Lost (Capacrd) Annual|Horagd -

SO S M SR | peew)geary Yol 1, 7) | ool | Pool\SiimadRetert \uternt | Loat |Capaniiius 5
I . I W R R R iz “rt |(AF) | (%) | Aol | Aol | (A9 | Lost | wn Nl
e | o B P, S @) | oar) o2 ] (%)

B

o 2 |cn Montgtmery (Mest 8/38| - - % 16,47 9.46| 7.0042.56] o ol o ol o
- Chingpest Nod 5/49 ] 10.9 3 | 50,0 8.52) 2.59| 5.9%69.60| 6.87| 1L.o# 7.95| 4.10 48.27 —
i
| 31-3 | L. B Atchibon  |Tarkiq 7/39| - - - 68,57/31,80| 36.77 53.62] 0O ol o o] o

Poelling (Missburi) |Creek 5/49] 9.8 3 |69 33,500 1.93| 31.57 94.24129.87| 5.20{35.07| 3.44) 51.14

I 35-1 |otto Basx | Crawthed  |Sorasde | 9/4k| - - | - 2.45 691 15.5d .22 o] o]l o of o

B River 4749 | 4.6 3 | 5.8 16,81 2.28| 14,54 86.44| 4.63| 1.00] 5.64| 7.81)25.12
[35-2 | Pred Brown | Bapribon  Willod River| 6/41| - = = 22,93 1).89] 1.04) 48.25] © o| o ol o
| o dsmel e [ 3 |63.8 15.12| 4.61] 10.51 69.51| 7.28| 0.53| 7.81| 1039 }.06

[ | 53 |wm. E4veck | Cass [Ebach 50| - | | - | - 19.6712.60| 7.2436.% o | o o| o o i

Creek 5/49| 9.0 3 (561 | [ 1.9 4.51| 6.6d59.70| 8.09]| 0.5 8.68| 4.7 43.68

I 354 |G.& A} Bverd Orwgqg___’mggc 12/38| - - - 28,26 6.63| 21,63 76.5| 0 o] o o] o
{Lowat) 449 | 10.3 3 | 68.4 20,96 1.26| 19.70 93.99| 5.37| 1.93| 7.30| 5.4525.83

55 |G.& 4| Brord Creut, Boyer River | 3/39| - | - |- 3.26 1.90| 136412 o| o o o] o

(Uppet) 4/49] 10,2 3 |76 1.19) 0.22( o.9781.51] 1.68| 0.39 2.07| 4.6663.5

35-6 | Charlpe Crawfbrd  |Boyer River | 5/45| -~ - - 27.30112,63| 14,67 53.74| © 0 o] o 0

Fleahbld 4/49] 3.9 3 163 17.450 3.48| 13,97 80.06| 9.15| 0.70| 9.85| 5.94 36.08

57k | C, T,|Gadd | Montgomery |East Miphna-|12/40| - - - L.48 7.43] 7.0848.691 © 0 0 0 0

botoa River | 5/49| 8.4 3 | 63.0 12.82) 5.87] 6,95 54.21) 1.56] 0.10/ 1.66] 2.5011.46

I 6/52] 3.1 3 |sm3| . | 1.98 5.25] 6.73 s6.8) 28] o.32] 2.50] 2.7917.27




ComauTATIOmL B |

sdimant. Distribotion . Study.

JABLL 6-2.

; Ruservor  Data S i . Watershed Dara
[ T = TW | OW | &) L] > R £ TR I Yy O o (LT o | oY
Lets | Lomw | Lhev. el WMM'J Rovar\Promary| Blev | ize am-v-l Sxya Time | Totas | Totol
v, o | o | o (el | Shope o N rer | et otwey) of | | em Lengmi Arwa o7 Ao of |Precs
| L Snee? Sorvry| Adar | Aoy [0 N Focror| Ares | shad Elew | Eirv | Mar | Lowewr | Time | '__L:rl e | Koo e por ety |
I b v deapacr] 1) | N sl R0r0 70 | #4) \Copmtiriiony Min} ] Feactor| frrpor, s | 220 |
| Arec i e | | o) e ] | M) 2020 ml/reAct !
! Aeray | |
| | | 1 [ | | |
_'—Ps__miuJM'aln 2.5 s 100 00m.2 0 TR0 losw 15 35,3803
= — /49 |2.43 | | 47.9 5.7 l100.01103.2
T T y
313 |7/ 7.7 | peo| o000l |55 85.2 |100,0106.2 3 e Ho |o.508 3.0 2273 peb.0
| | 5449 |7.% R 9.9 1100,0106,2 |
- | , I i .
135=1 | 9/4h [3.17 | 70| 0.38/0.459 0.157 142.99 2.8 1100.0 107.4 | 4.1 |32 30 0.7 17.4 T431 5.7
| /49 |3.17 ! | Lov.o? | 95.5 1100.0 07,4
| | | [
! 352 | 6/41 |2.62 | &80 0.490.4%0 0,097 £36.39 85.1 |100.0/104.8 [3.14 (230 300 0,645 | pr:} 145.1 1468
i | /49 2,62 | | | 155,88 95.5 |100.01104.8 t
| | | |
i [353 | 50 [3.37 | 30| o.49l0.59 b.2ex |97.80 86.9 |100,0102.5 30.0 | © 200 |0.835 U0 185.8 262,
I : 5/45 13.37 5.85 9%.2 {100.0 102.5
| 35 12/38 |4.58 | 75| 0.431/0,353(0.130 £17.38 91.8 |100,0 206.8 36.0 | 0 200 10,468 2 150.8 134.8
! 4749 |4<>s her,23 58,4 110001063
] |
| (354 339 | 50| 160]| 8,46 0,450 10,044 | T4al 87.4 [200,0/12.2 |0,788] © N0 10,98 112 150.0 196.1 |
I | A9 i 27,8 98,2 1100,0102,2 !
{ | | | | I i
| 1356 | 5/K5 [3.48 | LDS | 0.47,0.070[0.425 5424 | 8.8 |100.0/106.0 36,0 | © 453 10.764 5.2 0.3 0.3
| 4749 |3.48 . 95.7_|100.0 (106, | |
35-70112/40 12,09 | $50| 0.4510.33 0.0 h43.3 83,6 100.0 hok.2 | 1.3 3R 2100 {0,850 B.o 258.1 272.7
| 549 (2.9 | 162.3 93.3 100.0/104.2
| |6/ 2.9 | 1516 | 9.0 {100.0[204.2 |
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COMPUTATIONS OF: . . - B _.\Scdfmd!\f'DMfﬁbUﬂt?nﬁfUd A L. pmmas | AL o/ TABL:. 6—3
) - .. Reservowr Capacity and Sedinent [Aformation.. ...

W = & ] [i)] ) & (7] [0 @[ ;] [{EY LT I
‘ Dara Strdam Date |Berect Seat | St Toras |Remorn | Remain| Remain| Oriaimn | Oregn| Total | Total | Toral
| S, e Coupy Spsfpen o B teren Jompdes| Somple I - Copoctylapacy Sorage 3o age| Slorage | Horage|dveroge |Oregen.
I Sheet | . Sormwey Surveys Na) | Ave. Capocity| Retord | D fant | betwoen) Loot | Loat  (Copaesfy| Anrenf| Storag
:__ 9 '“ e N badrr)|(ears)| Vol W (ar) | Pool | Peol |Joimay Retert |Deternd| Lost KapaciiDepicte. -
I o . : R i) ar | an | (7@ |ac Aol (@E) |tar |
3 - T ar|ar ] @)
| P58 |Otta Goslar |Crewferd  piddle 5/40 | - - = 13.69(10.18 | 3.5(25.64) 0 | © o] o
o g Scldiet Riv, | 3/49 | 8.8 3 169.1 1.80| 8.29| 3.51/29.75| 1.89| o | 1.89| 1.49)13.01
T 510 |Pred Hollran Crewrgrd  Wiliow| Creex| 8/24 | - - | - 37.53|18.98 | 18.5549.42| o | o| o | o] o
' 3/49 | 4.6 3 [57.6 31.14 (12,76 | 18.38]59.02 | 6.22 | 0.17| 6.39} 6.40117.03
| 5124 | Rame Cravfird  Poyer fuver | 5/42 | - - - 15.28]12.65| z.%9[16.95] o o| o o| o
5 S . LaFrogts . 4/49 | 6.9 3 |s6.4 10.38) 7,86| 2.52|24.28] 4.83 | 0.07) %.90| 4.671m,07
i S S B B /4 3 I ¥ 3_|e.0 9.47| 6.93| 2.54|26. 82| 5.76 | 0.05] 5.81| 3.44]/38.C2
; |
|
B5-13 |Jenser-  |Otoe | RLittle| /36| - | | - % 41.18123.68|17.50(42.50) 0 | o) o0 | o] 0
Sl O'Nei] {Nﬂtn'ﬂtﬂ!ﬂl_'_‘ﬂméhﬂi 11/48 | 12,0 .3 54,73 | 31.18]10.70% ) 14.39146.15) 6.69 | 3.11]10,00| 4.32|24.28
| bs-14 [Peterdon  |otos Little| (10736 ] - " 5 3,87 2.06| 18104677 o | ol o o] o T
(Hobreska) Nemaha 11/48 | 12.1 3 |61,01 1.%| 0.16| 1.58/90.80| 1,90 | 0.23{ 2,13 2.38|55.04
5-154[41¢red Lage |Crawtdrd  Elk Crek | 6/81 | - - - 11,23] 5,70] 5534924 0 0| o ol o |V
_ 49! 7.8 3 (54,0 8,56| 3.3 | 5.25|61.23] 2,39 | 0.28 2.67| 1.79|23,7%
| 6/52 | 3.2 2 1533 7.14| 2.23| 4.91|68.77| 3.47 | 0.62] 4.09| 1.95/36.42
5-164 | Bermad Lage |Crawfqrd  [E2k Crpek | - - - 12,07 8.24] 3.8331.B| © | o @ 0 0
4/43 | 7.8 3 |55}  |10.81f 6,68 4.13(38,21) 1.56 | +0.30| 1,26 | 4.48(10.44
é/52 | 3.2 3 [49.3 8.96| 5.15| 3.81|42,52| 3,09 | 0.02) 3.11 | 7.85(25.77
35-174 | Hownrd Cravtdrd  Boyer River | 7/44| - | - - 16.44| 3,92 12.52[76.16] o o] o ol o
Mattaca 449 | 4.8 3 |60 12.56| 1.91( 10.65{84.79| 2.01 | 1.87| 3.88| 8.25|123.60
7/53 | 4.2 3 |&a .| 891 0| s.oap.0 | 3.92] 3.61] 7.53 ! 8.54/45.80




COMPUTATIONS OF; i Sgdjmef_\t__ﬂufnbufmn dfua;y__ e TABLE. ﬁ-gz

e e REs€rvr, . Dafa . Watershed . Data.
TTY I L T ] By | 8 [ I | 30 tm (.zSJ__{RF T [ I8 I45)] uu; T 927 “53}
Lara | Lofe | Lher |Long "n” | Reserv|ConfriblCapacedy River- |Primary] Elev | Srze |Detant Aoz \Drmnagd Femre Totar | Tatat
[Summary o o of  |Valves | Shape Gromap Water- Dt ﬁfh\qf of of 100 Lergth| Arga of Ma of | Preco
Jheet BSurrey | Max M‘fmm“ Factor| Area | Shed Flev | Llev | Max. |Lower | Tione 1) | Shape Concen Precip |For Crend
| e & 1) i (3 Mikes) Ratio &t} | (K1) Capocrly| Spetivay| fain) | Faclor fration, Lrents | 2050in
| Arer (ar o) L) G Mn) 20.50inl{Inches
pherey - .
35-8 | 5/40]2,09 | 470 0,41 0,330/0,144 ] 95,07 85,01 100,0{101,8 7.5 0 2100 [n.72 9.0 163811629
| 3749 2,19 81,94 90.3 | 100.0/101.8
35-10] 8/44 | 4.7 | 1170| ©.49 0.232|0.217 1729 80.1 | 100,0/105,2 | 7.07 | 148 | 5100 |0.545 21 80.9] 7.1
3/49 | 4.70 143.5 87.1 | 100.0[105.2
35-124 5/42 [ 2.07 | 420| 0.44 0.390[0.152 1100.5 8.0 [r0.0l10L.4 | .07 | o 2800 |0.866 12,6 234.1)249,3
449 [ 2.04 68.3 28,7 | 100.0|101.4
» 7/53 ] 2.0 : _ 62,3 92,6 |100.0]|101.4
o
35-13{11/36 | 6.06 | 700| 0,40 0.6140.19) [213.3% 80,6 [ 100.0{103.31 4 201 2970 0,604 15 238.6[245,5
11/48 | 5.12 161, 56 90.5 (100,0[103.3 | 4 :
35-14)10/36| 0,83 1 27%5] 0,47 0,601[0, 07| 52.30 91,7 [100.0(102,9 | 4 28 1550 |0.811 7.5 238.2[245.2
11/48 | 0.62 23.51 99.2 [100.0/102.9} &
__|35-1sk /41 (2,35 | 860| 0.420,160(0.191 | 58.80 89.6 | 100.0|103.0 25.0 0 200 [0.620 135 232.5(204.3
g lem 44,81 95.0 | 100,0(103.0
6/52[2.31 _ 37.38 96.6 |100,0[103.0
35-164 7/41]1.63 | 420 0.62 0,503]|0,036 [335.28 87.5 | 100.0[102,8] 0,54 |3 1500 (0,760 6.0 271.6[244.0
4/49 | 1.63 1300.28 89.1 | 100.0|102.8
6/52 [ 1.63 28,89 00,2 | 100.0|102.8
35-174 T/ | 2,72 | 400 0,48 0,320,098 N67.75 93.2 |100.0[106.0| 9 150 2100 (0,917 7.2 192.8|199.5
L% | 2.72 128.16 6.5 | 100.0[106,0
1/53|2.72 : 90.92 100.7 | 100,0/106,0
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