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Major hydrologic
features are added
to the model:

Bitterroot River
East Channel
Mitchell Slough
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Video clip: 13‐month transient model run







Drawdown Map:
modeled
groundwater
level declines
caused by pumping 
irrigation wells



Products:

Report Downloadable report
and groundwater models
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Mean residual (head) 0.81 ft
Mean absolute error (head)    1.34 ft
Root mean squared error        1.97 ft


