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+0.25-Year Time (0.25-Year Step Interval) Figure 5 (Above): Output graph of relative flux ratio of COC-A interpolated over time, from approximately 2001 to 2020, utilizing a quarterly 1 Interstate Technol 2 Reaulatory C iL(ITRC), 2010. U d M t of Mass Fl d M
(ITRC, 2010) conceptual figure (p. 23) illustrating transects in three-dimensional (3D) space which demonstrates the quantification of Fhanges occur in respgctive transects, f:\llowing for enhaqced understa.nding 9f project fjata, aquifers, and re.medial efficien.cies. Transect D-D’ Discharge. August.
mass flux and discharge across a slice of a given area downgradient from a contaminant source. Flux being the mass moving past a illustrates an area offsite from the project area, showcasing the near immediate effectiveness of the remedial technology implemented. The 2. CTech Earth Volumetric Studio (EVS) version 2022.10.2

flux/discharge was iterated over time at a 0.25-year step interval, creating a 4D analysis. trends should be expected in all remaining transects going forward, which can be projected. . www.jacobs.com
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