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Chapter 1
INTRODUCTION

The Environmental Fluid Dynamics Code Plus (EFDC+) is an open source, surface
water modeling system. EFDC+ encompasses one, two and/or three-dimensional hydrody-
namics and water column constituent transport. The hydrodynamics are internally coupled
to the multiple modules; sediment erosion/deposition, toxics transport, eutrophication ki-
netics, sediment diagenesis, oil spill and particle tracking using an integrated, single source
code implementation. Worldwide applications in support of environmental assessment,
management and regulatory requirements of EFDC+ include hundreds of water bodies such
as rivers, lakes, reservoirs, wetlands, estuaries, and coastal ocean regions.

1.1. Development History

EFDC+ is based on the public domain, open source version of EFDC (Hamrick, 1992).
EFDC was originally developed at the Virginia Institute of Marine Science (VIMS) and
School of Marine Science of The College of William and Mary, by Dr. John M. Hamrick
beginning in 1988. The historical evolution of the EFDC model has to a great extent been
application driven by a diverse group of EFDC users in the academic, governmental, and
private sectors as highlighted in Figure 1.1.

Since 2000, DSI, LLC (DSI) has been providing ongoing enhancement and develop-
ment of EFDC for various surface water, sediment transport, water and quality projects.
This includes adding multiple new features, the theory for which is described in this docu-
ment. DSIs improvements to the EFDC code had become so extensive that in 2016 the DSI
version of EFDC was renamed as EFDC+.

1 EFDC+ Theory Document



1. INTRODUCTION

Fig. 1.1. Overview of EFDC+ development history

1.2. EFDC+ Advancements
DSl's EFDC+ code re ects the following key enhancements to the EFDC code:

* OpenMP - Multithreading: Integration of OpenMP into the EFDC+ code pro-
vides vastly improved model run times. The Ift&@penMP Runtime Library binds
OpenMP threads to physical processing units. EFDC+ typically produces run times
up to four times faster on a six-core processor than the conventional single-threaded
EFDC model.

» Dynamic Memory Allocation: Dynamic allocation eliminates the need to re-
compile the EFDC+ code for different applications. Previously, due to the limitations
of Fortran 77, different maximum array sizes were required to specify the computa-
tional grid domain and time series input data sets. Dynamic allocation also helps
mitigate array indexing errors and provides better traceability for source code devel-
opment.

» Sigma-Zed Layering: EFDC+ handles the pressure gradient errors that occur in
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1. INTRODUCTION

simulations of models with steep changes in bed elevation. The Sigma-Zed func-
tionality in EFDC+ contrasts the original EFDC code, as the original uses a sigma
coordinate transformation in the vertical direction and uses the same number of lay-
ers for all cells in the domain. In the EFDC+ Sigma-Zed model, the vertical layering
scheme has been modi ed to allow for the number of layers to vary over the model
domain. This approach is computationally ef cient and signi cantly improves the
simulation of density strati cation.

» Hydraulic Structures: Equations governing hydraulic structures such as culverts,
weirs, sluice gates, and ori ces are implemented in EFDC+. This feature differs from
the previous rating curve based approach for a hydraulic structure. Additionally, the
modeler can specify rules of operations that depend on the model hydrodynamics.

* Enhanced Heat Exchange:EFDC+ includes heat exchange options that use equi-
librium temperatures for the water and atmospheric interface, and spatially variable
sediment bed temperatures. The eutrophication and sediment transport sub-models
water column concentrations are now coupled with the heat submodel by including
spatially and temporally varying light extinction.

* Ice Formation and Melt: A heat coupled ice formation and melt approach to handle
cold climates has been added. Surface processes are controlled by the presence or
absence of a dynamically computed ice cover.

« Multiple Dyes!: An unlimited number of user de ned dye classes including “Age of
Water” can be simulated in EFDC+. Decay and/or growth and settling can be added
to any dye class.

» Lagrangian Particle Tracking (LPT): An LPT sub-model has been added in
EFDCH+, that allows for thin and/or tortuous channels, settling, decay and other pro-
cesses. Oil spill and emergency response simulations are among some of the appli-
cations of LPT modeling.

* SEDZLJ Implementation: The version of EFDC modi ed by Sandia National Lab-
oratory (SNL-EFDC+) contains a SEDZLJ model. This model has been further de-
veloped in EFDC+ and has undergone signi cant improvements for mass balance,
hard bottom bypass, and computational ef ciency. The SEDZLJ model has now
been linked to the toxics sub-model.

* Internal Wind Wave Generation: A wind generated wave sub-model has been
added to EFDC+ to enable the computation of wind wave generated bed shear stress
on sediment resuspension and wave induced currents.

1This feature is speci ¢ to version 10.0 and later.
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1. INTRODUCTION

* Rooted Plant and Epiphyte Model (RPEM) Module: A RPEM module has been
incorporated into EFDC+ to better simulate water quality interactions with sub-
merged aquatic vegetation (epiphytic algae and macrophytes).

» External Wave Model Linkage: Linkage to SWAN (Team, 2019) and other external
wave models has been simpli ed and improved in EFDC+.

» Marine and Hydro-kinetic (MHK) Linkage: EFDC+ includes a MHK module for
simulation of potential effects of installing and operating turbines and wave energy
converters in rivers, tidal channels, ocean currents, and other waterbodies. This code
is adapted from SNL-EFDC+ (Grace et al., 2008).

* Run Continuation: If the model crashes or the user desires to extend the period
of simulation, the EFDC+ model can be con gured as a continuation run where the
model outputs are seamlessly appended to the previous run.

« Spatially and Temporally Varying Fields?: Bathymetry and/or other data like
roughness and vegetation can be dynamically adjusted during the model run in
EFDC+. This allows for dredging scenarios and seasonal vegetation patterns.

* NetCDF: EFDC+ can output results in NetCDF le formats for model analysis in
other programs.

» High Frequency Output: New output snapshot controls are available to target spe-
ci ¢ periods for high frequency output within the standard regular output frequency.

» Streamlining: The code has been converted to Fortran 90 and streamlined for
quicker execution times.

* Model Linkages: Customized linkage of model results for the Windows-based
EFDC Explorer graphical pre- and post-processor for EFDC+.

1.3. EFDC+ Overview

The EFDC+ is a general-purpose modeling package for simulating three-dimensional
(3-D) ow, transport, and biogeochemical processes in surface water systems includ-
ing: rivers, lakes, estuaries, reservoirs, wetlands, and near-shore to shelf-scale coastal
regions. Special enhancements to the hydrodynamics of the code include vegetation re-
sistance, drying and wetting, hydraulic structure representation, wave current boundary
layer interaction, and wave-induced currents, re ned modeling of wetland and marsh sys-
tems, controlled- ow systems, and near- eld and far- eld discharge dilution from multiple
sources.

The structure of the EFDC+ model contains many modules, each of which is high-
lighted in Figure 1.2.

2This feature is speci ¢ to version 10.0 and above,
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1. INTRODUCTION

Fig. 1.2. Primary modules of the EFDC+ model.

1.3.1 Hydrodynamics

The EFDC+ hydrodynamic model simulates near eld plume, wind generated and ex-
ternally linked wave models. In the hydrodynamics, temperature and salinity are optionally
incorporated to address density effects. The hydrodynamic model is linked to sub models
such as dye/age of water, sediments, toxics, water quality and Lagrangian particle tracking
as highlighted in Figure 1.2. EFDC+ is a coupled model which solves both the hydrody-
namics, transport, and kinetics in an integrated code, thus eliminating the need for external
coupling between hydrodynamics and transport modules.

1.3.2 Sediment Transport Modules
EFDC+ supports two separate erosion/deposition approaches:
1. Original EFDC Sediment Transport

2. SEDZLJ Sediment Transport

Both approaches treat the water column transport the same way. The differences in
these two approaches are in the way the water column sediment interacts with the sediment
bed, i.e. erosion and/or deposition and in the treatment of the sediment bed itself. The rst
approach is referred to as the “original” sediment transport option, which was added by
Hamrick. This approach simulates transports and fate of multiple size classes of cohesive
and non-cohesive suspended sediment including bed deposition and resuspension (see Fig-
ure 1.2). The SEDZLJ approach (Ji, 2008) uses bed shear and erosion rate data developed
from testing sediment cores with the SEDFlume apparatus.
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Fig. 1.3. Structure of the original sediment  Fig. 1.4. Structure of the EFDC+ SEDZLJ
transport model. sediment transport model.

1.3.3 Toxics Fate and Transport Module

When the “original” sediment transport capability was added toxic contaminant trans-
port was also added (Tech, 2002). This module allows for optional toxic contaminant
partitioning onto water column and sediment bed solids. Prior to 2015, even though multi-
ple partitioning options were available, only one approach could be used for all the toxics
included in a simulation. DSI updated the toxic partitioning module to allow each toxic
constituent to use its own unique partitioning approach. Figure 1.5 provides a schematic of
the basic model approach.

Fig. 1.5. Linkage between hydrodynamic, sediment transport and toxics model.

1.3.4 Lagrangian Particle Tracking Module

Lagrangian Particle Tracking (LPT) was developed as a practical tool for predicting the
transport of discrete particles in a system. Speci ¢ applications include the tracking of:

1. Floating objects in rivers, lakes and the sea in general
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1. INTRODUCTION

2. Oil spills

3. Particles or water from a speci ¢ source

The advantage of this approach is that it is possible to track the progressive movements
of each speci c particle in greater detail and accurately in comparison with the method of
determining average concentration for grid cells. This process is computationally expen-
sive. However, as the computing capacity is getting cheaper, it is getting easier to simulate
these models. The movement of solid particles is decided by a eld of uid velocity; there-
fore, it is necessary to couple itto a uid ow model.

1.4. Conclusion

EFDC+ is an open source, surface water modeling system developed by DSI, LLC, and
is built upon the original EFDC software developed by Hamrick (1992). EFDC+ includes
many new features and bug xes over the original EFDC code. This document describes
these new features and provides an overview of the mathematical details in all modules
available in EFDC+.

1.4.1 Eutrophication Module

In 1995, a eutrophication sub-model with full sediment diagenesis (Park et al., 1995)
was added to EFDC+. The original version of this coupled water quality model was
called Hydrodynamic Eutrophication Model Three Dimensional (HEM3D). This original
eutrophication model allowed the simulation of 21 state variables. In 2000 the model was
modi ed to include “macroalgae” (Tech et al., 2007). The model simulates spatial and
temporal distributions of water quality parameters including dissolved oxygen, suspended
algae (three groups), various components of carbon, nitrogen, phosphorus and silica cycles,
and fecal coliform bacteria. A sediment diagenesis process model with 27 state variables
was also developed for EFDC+. The coupling of the sediment diagenesis model with the
water quality model not only enhances the model's predictive capability of water quality
parameters but also enables it to simulate the long-term changes in water quality conditions
in response to changes in nutrient loadings.

1.4.2 Lagrangian Particle Tracking Module

Lagrangian Particle Tracking (LPT) was developed as a practical tool for predicting the
transport of discrete particles in a system. Speci ¢ applications include the tracking of:

1. Floating objects in rivers, lakes and the sea in general
2. Oil spills

3. Particles or water from a speci ¢ source
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1. INTRODUCTION

Fig. 1.6. Structure of the EFDC+ water quality model.

The advantage of this approach is that it is possible to track the process of movement
for each speci c particle in more detail and more accurately in comparison with the method
of determining average concentration for grid cells. The unique dif culty for this approach
is that when the number of particles is too large due to LPT depending on the speed of com-
putational processing as well as the large amount of memory to be distributed for the vari-
ables. Fortunately, nowadays the development of information technology both on hardware
and software is considerable and such a problem is completely possible to solve quickly,
especially performing calculations in parallel using multi-core processors . The movement
of solid particles is decided by a eld of uid velocity; therefore, it is necessary to couple
ittoa uid ow model., LLCtprovides an overview of in all available
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Chapter 2
HYDRODYNAMICS

The section is primarily based on Hamrick (1992) and Ji (2008) with updates from DSI
and others. The basic governing equations for the EFDC+ hydrodynamics are presented
and discussed. The primary sources used for this document are:

1. A Three-Dimensional Environmental Fluid Dynamics Computer Code: Theoretical
and Computational Aspects (Hamrick, 1992).

2. A User's Manual for the Environmental Fluid Dynamics Computer Code (EFDC),
(Hamrick, 1996).

3. A Three-dimensional Hydrodynamic-Eutrophication model (HEM3D): Description
of Water Quality and Sediment Processes Submodels (Park et al., 1995).

4. Theoretical and Computational Aspects of Sediment and Contaminant Transport in
the EFDC+ Model (Tech et al., 2002).

5. Sandia National Laboratories Environmental Fluid Dynamics Code: Sediment Trans-
port User Manual (Grace et al., 2008).

2.1. Governing Equations

The fundamental principles of the hydrodynamic model in EFDC+ are the laws of con-
servation for mass, momentum and energy for the ows. With the basic assumption that
ambient environmental ows are characterized by horizontal length scales which are or-
ders of magnitude greater than their vertical length scales, the formulation of the governing
equations begins with the vertically hydrostatic, boundary layer form of the turbulent equa-
tions of motion for an incompressible, variable density uid. The governing equations of
EFDC+ include Navier-Stokes for uid ow, the advection-diffusion equations for salinity,
temperature, dye, toxicants, eutrophication constituents and suspended sediment transport
(Hamrick and Wu, 1997; Hamrick, 1992, 1996). In the horizontal direction, the equations
are presented in the curvilinear coordinate system and sigma or sigma-Zed (Craig et al.,
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2. HYDRODYNAMICS

2014) transformation (at the bed and at the water surface) for the vertical direction. They
are discretized with the nite difference method based on an explicit scheme. Figure 2.1
shows the basic concepts of the EFDC+ model domain.

Fig. 2.1. Conceptual overview of the EFDC+ model.

2.1.1 Horizontal and Vertical Coordinate Systems

To accommodate realistic horizontal boundaries, it is convenient to formulate the equa-
tions such that the horizontal coordinatesndy; are curvilinear and orthogonal.

To provide uniform resolution in the vertical direction, aligned with the gravitational
vector and bounded by bottom topography and a free surface permitting long wave mo-
tion, a time variable mapping or stretching transformation is desirable. The mapping or
stretching is given by

z+h_z+h
z+h H

2.1)
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2. HYDRODYNAMICS

where
z is the sigma coordinate (dimensionless)
z is the vertical coordinate with respect to the vertical reference level (datum) (m)
h is the water depth bellow the vertical reference level (m)

z is the water surface elevation above the vertical reference level (m)

and Figure 2.2 provides a schematic of the vertical coordinate system in the physical space
in the left panel and the sigma space in the right panel.

Fig. 2.2. The stretched vertical coordinate system.

EFDC+ supports sigma stretched and sigma-zed (SGZ) grids for the vertical discretiza-
tion of water column. Details of the sigma transformation may be found in Blumberg and
Mellor (1987); Hamrick (1986); Vinokur (1974). Details on the sigma-zed vertical layering
options are described in Section 2.1.1.

2.1.2 Basic Hydrodynamic Equations

Transforming the vertically hydrostatic boundary layer form of the turbulent equations
of motion and utilizing the Boussinesq approximation for variable density results in the mo-
mentum and continuity equations and the transport equations for salinity and temperature
in the following form:

The momentum equation in thxedirection:

%(mxmyHu)+ %((wHuu)+ %(mvau)+ ﬂiz(mxmywu)

mymy fHv le uﬂ—mx
fmy (2.2)
_ 1 Th fH Tp_ T m,_ . Tu '
T MA@ TP R M 2 12T I md M
1T m 1T mmy, Tu P—
+ﬂ rr_xyHAde[u]y t HmYAVﬂ_Z mymyCpDpu U2+ V2 + S,
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2. HYDRODYNAMICS

The momentum equation in tlyadirection:

1 1
ﬁ(mxmva)+ ﬂ—x(myHuv)

+%(mXHW)+ ﬂiz(mxmywv)+ mymy fHU+ v%—r:y u%—r;]x Hu
2.3)
Con? thIH fp, 1 omy v
= mxHﬂy(gZ"' p+ Pam) My Ty Z‘Hy ﬂZ+ Tx mXHAHﬂX
T me,, v T mm, 1v P——
"oy m My T A MDY RS,
The momentum equation in tlzadirection:
ip _ rro_
Tz gH o gHb (2.4)
The continuity equations (internal and external modes)
T (mmz)+ LAY+ - (mHy)+ o (mm) = S, 25)
it Tx fy fiz
)| 1 )l _
ﬁ(mxmﬂ)+ ﬂ—x(myHU)+ W(mxHV)— Sh (2.6)
The equation of state
r=r(pSTC) 2.7)
where 7 1 Z 1
U= udz V= vdz (2.8)
0 0
P= mHu, Q= mHv (2.9)
and

u; v are the horizontal velocity components in the curvilinear coordinates (m/s)

x; y are the orthogonal curvilinear coordinates in the horizontal direction (m)

z is the sigma coordinate (dimensionless)

t is time (S)

my; m, are the square roots of the diagonal components of the metric tensor (m)

m  is the Jacobiamm= mymy(n")

p is the physical pressure in excess of the reference density hydrostatic pressure

(M?/s?)

Patm is the barotropic pressure (Pa)
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2. HYDRODYNAMICS

ro isthe reference water density (kghmn

b is the buoyancy

f is the Coriolis parameter (1/s)

Ay s the horizontal momentum and mass diffusivity?(g)
A, isthe vertical turbulent eddy viscosity {s)

Cp Isthe vegetation resistance coef cient (dimensionless)

Dp s the projected vegetation area normal to the ow per unit horizontal area (dimen-
sionless)

Su; S/ are the source/sink terms for the horizontal momentum irx#uedy directions,
respectively (r/s?)

S, s the source/sink terms for the mass conservation equati#is)m
S is salinity (ppt)

T is temperature C)

C is total inorganic suspended solids (TSS) (&/m

U; V are the depth averaged velocity components irxtaedy directions, respectively
(m/s)

P, Q arethe mass ux components in tRandy directions, respectively (ffs).

The vertical velocity, with physical units, in the stretched, dimensionless vertical coordinate
zis:

W=W Z —F——t—— +(1 2) ——F ——— (2.10)

where,

w is the vertical velocity component in sigma coordinate (m/s)

w is the physical vertical velocity (m/s).

The pressure is the physical pressure in excess of the reference density hydrostatic
pressuref ogH(1 2); divided by the reference densityy: In the momentum equation
(2.2) and (2.3) the momentum source/sink teBpnandS, will be later modeled as subgrid
scale horizontal diffusion. The densityis in general a function of temperatufeand
salinity Sfor hydrospheric ows and water vapor for atmospheric ows. Density can be a
weak function of pressure but will be treated as an incompressible uid in the continuity
equation under the anelastic approximation (Clark and Hall, 1991; Mellor, 1991). The
buoyancyb as de ned in equation (2.4), is the normalized deviation of density from the
reference value. The continuity equation (2.5) has been integrated with respecetdhe
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interval (0; 1) to produce the depth integrated continuity equation (2.6) using the vertical
boundary conditionsw = 0; at z= ( 0;1); which follows from the kinematic conditions

and equation (2.8). It is noted that constraining the free surface displacement to be time
independent and spatially constant, yields the equivalent of the rigid lid ocean circulation
equations employed by Semtner Jr (1974) and equations similar to the terrain following
equations used by Clark (1977) to model mesoscale atmospheric ow.

2.1.3 Equation of State

In case the water density is dependent on temperature and salinity, the UNESCO's
equation of state reads

r =999842594+ 6:793952 10 2T 9:095290 10 3T2 (2.11)
+1:001685 10 “T® 1:120083 10 ®T4+6:536332 10 °T°

+ 0:824493 4:0899 10 3T+7:6438 10 °T2
8:2467 10 'T3+5:3875 10 °T* S

+ 572466 10 3+1:0227 10 *T 1:6546 10 T2 S'°+4:8314 10 *<

where

r is the water density (kg/A)
T is the water temperatureQ)
S is the water salinity (ppt)

With the presence of sediment in the water column, the water density and the buoyancy
are corrected using a correction factor. The correction factor for the water density is

N N
Crss= 1 é_ I’SjCj+ é_ S 1 I’SjCj (2.12)
j j
where

Crss is the correction factor that considers the in uence of sediment on water density
(dimensionless)

rsj isthe sediment density of the sediment clagsg/m?)
Cj isthe concentration of the sediment clagg/md)
Sj is the speci ¢ gravity of the sediment clas@imensionless)

N is the number of sediment classes
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2. HYDRODYNAMICS

2.1.4 \ertical Turbulent Closure

The system of eight equations from equations (2.2) to (2.10) provides a closed system
for the variablesy; v, w; p; z; r ; andC,; provided that the vertical turbulent viscosity and
diffusivity, and the source and sink terms are speci ed. To provide the vertical turbulent
viscosity and diffusivity, the second moment turbulence closure model developed by Mellor
and Yamada (1982) and modi ed by Galperin et al. (1988) can be used. The model relates
the vertical turbulent viscosity and diffusivity to the turbulent intensifygnd a turbulent
length scalel(, and a Richardson numbgy, by:

The vertical turbulent momentum diffusion coef cient is:

A = T aAodl, (2.13)
wheref 4 is the stability viscosity coef cient and can be de ned as:

1+ Ry=Ry
fa= (2.14)
1+ R=R; 1+ R=Rs
Additionally, the following de nitions for variables in equations (2.13) and (2.14) are
given as:

=A 1 — = 2.1
Ao=HA 3Cy B = (2.15)
1 o (B2 3Ay) 1 %1 3Cy(By+ 6Ay) ) 16
Ry C 1 3c, & (2.10)
By

1
— =9AA (2.17)

Ro

1
R =3A2[6A1+ B2 (1 GC3)]. (2.18)

3

The vertical mass diffusion coef cient is de ned as:
Ay = rKKoqI (2.19)
wheref g is the stability diffusivity coef cient given by
1
f K= ——— (220)
1+ Ry=Rs
andKy is the dimensionless coef cient:
Ko = A2 1 % (2.21)
B:
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The Richardson number is found with the following equation
2
Rq = %—Z‘%% (2.22)
where
o> s the turbulent intensity (Ais?)
I is the turbulent length scale (m)
Ry isthe Richardson number

Mellor and Yamada (1982) specify the constaAis= 0:92, B; = 16:6; C; = 0:08;
Ay = 0:74; andB, = 10:1: However, the values d®;; Ry; Rz calculated by Galperin et al.
(1988) and Kantha and Clayson (1994) are different from Mellor and Yamada (1982) as in
Table 2.1.

Table 2.1. Parameters for different turbulent models.

Formulation Ko R ! R,! R !

Mellor and Yamada (1982) 0.493928 7.846436 34.676400 6.127200

Galperin et al. (1988) 0.493928 7.760050 34.676440 6.127200
Kantha and Clayson (1994) 0.493928 8.679790 30.192000 6.127200
Kantha (2003) 0.490025 14.509100 24.388300 3.236400

The so-called stability functionfsa andf x account for the reduced and enhanced ver-
tical mixing or transport in stable and unstable vertically density strati ed environments,
respectively. The turbulence intensity and the turbulence length scale are determined by a
pair of Mellor and Yamada (1982) equations:

T T | |
7t mH + x Pq2”+ Ty Qff + ﬂ—Z;an? .23
1 AR A fu 2 v 2 b, Ho |
TR AT T T R
1 | T 1
ot mH * e P +ET_V Qe t o mwdf! ,
1 AT, Ay fu® v ? b
=5 ™H a1 +miE 7 T +E39Abﬁ (2.24)
" #
Hg? |2 | ?
" MR "B kng g S

16 EFDC+ Theory Document



2. HYDRODYNAMICS

1
+ 2.25
N (2.25)

Il
NI P

=

where

E;1= 1.8, Eo = 1.0; E3 = 1.8; E4 = 1:33;, andEs = 0:25 are empirical constants
S isthe source-sink term for turbulent intensity equation

S is the source-sink term for turbulent length scale equation

Aq isthe vertical turbulent diffusivity for turbulent intensity equation

Aq isthe vertical turbulent diffusivity for turbulent length scale equation.

The vertical diffusivity for turbulence intensity)y; is set to G2ql following Mellor
and Yamada (1982). For stable strati cation, Galperin et al. (1988) suggested limiting the
length scale such that the square rooRgfis less than 2. When horizontal turbulent
viscosity,Ay and diffusivity are included in the momentum and transport equations, they
are determined independently using Smagorinsky (1963) subgrid scale closure formulation:

S

Tu?2 qv?2 19qu qv?
= Dx —  + — o+ —+ —
A ~y Tx fy 2 Ty 1Tx
whereDx; Dy are the grid sizes ir andy directions, respectively.
The termsS; and§ may represent additional source-sink terms such as subgrid scale
horizontal turbulent diffusion, wave, and vegetation effects.

(2.26)

2.2. Boundary Conditions and External Forcings

The vertical boundary conditions for the solution of the momentum equations (2.2)-
(2.3) are based on the speci cation of the kinematic shear stresses at the free water surface
and at the bed.

Vertical boundary conditions for the turbulent kinetic energy and length scale equations
are:

4 —

o?=B° t3+t3; 1=0atz=1 (2.27)
24—

=By R+t3; 1=0az=0 (2.28)

Equation (2.28) can become inappropriate under several conditions associated with high
near bottom sediment concentrations and/or high frequency surface wave activity.
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2.2.1 Bottom Friction

At the bed, the stress components are related to the near bed or bottom layer velocity
components by the quadratic resistance formulation:

1 tXZ 1 tbx q 2 2 U]_
= = = U2+ v/
r Cb 1 1

(2.29)

where the subscript 1 denotes bottom layer values. Under the assumption that the near
bottom velocity pro le is logarithmic at any instant of time, the bottom stress coef cient is
given by Nezu (1993).

_ k ?
= D=2+ (P D) (2.30)

where,

k is von Karman constant,
D:  is dimensionless thickness of the bottom layer,
Z,= Z, =H is dimensionless roughness height, and

P is wake strength parametét.varies from O at low Reynolds numbers to 0.2 with
fully turbulent ow. The P is assumed to be @

2.2.2 \egetation

The vegetation impacts on the turbulent intensity and the turbulent length scale are
determined by the transport equations:

Te(mamyH?) + T(myHud?) + Ty (mHVP) + T(mmywer)
H 3
=‘ﬂz(mxmy%‘ﬂzq2) ZmeyB—?l (2.31)

+ amamy %/ (TW)2+( V) + gKyTzb+ TpcpDp U2+ V2 S Qq

Te(mamyHa?!) + Tx(myHUeP!) + Tly(mcHVerT) + T (mam,werl) |

3 2 2
Palg, ¢ Hlg |

|
=Tz mamy mmEs B ke B wra 2

A =
smml ES (107 +(10)° + EsgReflb+ EihpcpDp 2+ 7 +Q
(2.32)
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where(El; E2; E3; E4; E5) =( 1:8; 1:0; 1:8; 1:33; 0:25): The second term on the last line

of equations (2.31) and (2.32) represents net turbulent energy production by vegetation drag
wherenyp is a production ef ciency factor having a value less than one. The t€gend

Qi may represent additional source-sink terms such as subgrid scale horizontal turbulent
diffusion. The vertical diffusivityAq is set to 0.2ql following Mellor and Yamada (1982).

For stable strati cation, Galperin et al. (1988) suggested limiting the length scale such that
the square root dR, is less than (2. When horizontal turbulent viscosity and diffusivity

are included in the momentum and transport equations, they are determined independently
using Smagorinsky (1963) subgrid scale closure formulation.

2.2.3 Wind Forcings

The in uence of wind on hydrodynamics are due to the wind shear stresses exerted on
the water surface. At the free surface, #endy components of the stress are speci ed by
the wind stress:

= == = Cp2W, 2.
r tyz r tsy CD r s VW ( 33)
q

where

Ws; Uy andV,, are the wind velocity and andy components of the wind velocity
(m/s) at 10 meters above the water surface, respectively,

Cp isthe wind drag coef cient, and

roandr,, are air and water densities, respectively.

EFDC+ provides three options for wind drag. In case of magnitude sheltering and no
directional sheltering, the original wind drag coef cient can be calculated as

+0:00116018V, 1+0:000899602 Ws< 5mFs

8
§3:83111 10 SW, 3 0:000308718V, 2
5:37642 10 ®W3+0:000112556V2

Cp= (2.35)
0:000721208V+ 0:00259657 5mEs= W< 7mFs
3:99677 10 "W2+7:32937 10 W
+0:000726716 Ws = 7nmes

A second option is from European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts
(ECMWF) which has determined a wind speed-dependent drag coef cient based on the
wave age-dependent surface roughness computed with their coupled atmospheric wave
model (Hersbach, 2011). The wind speed-dependent formulation is given by
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Con =[ 1+ C2(Uion) P ]=(U1on) ™ (2.36)

wherec; = 1:03x10 3; ¢, = 0:04x10 3; p; = 1:48, andp, = 0:21:

2.2.4 \Wave Action

The action of short waves on the eld velocity of ow in a large water body could
be an important aspect that may not be ignored, especially in estuaries and coastal areas.
As is commonly known, both longshore currents and undertow are generated by waves.
The asymmetry of wave velocity in its orbital plane is one of the causes of mass transport,
such as sediment. Waves may be generated either by local wind or by distant storms with
longer time periods. In this document, wind-induced wave theory is presented as applied
in EFDC+. In EFDC+, there are two options to include wave effects; 1) by an internal
wind-generated waves sub-model inside EFDC+, and 2) by providing wave parameters are
computed by an external wave model such as SWAN (Team, 2019), REF/DIF (Kirby et al.,
1994), and STWAVE (Smith et al., 2001).

In the case of waves, apart from the forces from currents, it is also necessary to add the
forces from waves for the whole water column, such as radiation stresses or stresses due
to the roller in breaking waves (Mengguo and Chongren, 2003). However, EFDC+ only
considers radiation stresses. The additional wave-induced momentum exerted on the ow
eld can be accounted for through wave radiation stresses (Longuet-Higgins and Stewart,
1964):

S« = ncosq+ n %E (2.37)
Sy = Sx=(ncosgsing) E (2.38)
Syy= nsin’g + n %E (2.39)

where

Sx Sy Sx Sy are the components of wave radiation stresses

E isthe wave energy (kgfs

= —r gHS (2.40)
where

Hs is the wave height (m)

q is the radian measure of the wave direction angle with respect toakis (coun-
terclockwise)
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k is the wave number
_2p
k= + (2.41)
where
L is the wavelength (m)
C is the wave celerity (m/s)
and 1 2kH
= _ + — .
=2 % Sinh(zkm (2.42)

In general, the wavelength,(m), can be computed by solving the non-linear equation
for the dispersion relation shown in equation (2.43).
gT? 2p
L= =—tanh —H 2.4
2p @nh T (2.43)
This dispersion relation can be solved for the wavelength using approximations or itera-
tive methods, for example, EFDC+ computes wavelength by using an approximate formula
(Hunt, 1979): r

L T %gH; (2.44)
where 1
d=g+ , 2.45
g (1+ 0:65229+ 0:46222+ 0:0864y* + 0:0675P) ( )
and
_ 2
g=w 5 (2.46)
wherew is the wave angular frequency (1/s)
_2p,
w = - (2.47)

The regime of ow is determined through the wave Reynolds nurigand the rela-
tive bed roughness:

Ryv=——; r=— (2.48)

in which A is the semi-orbital excursioks the Nikuradse equivalent sand grain roughness,
andUy, is the wave maximum orbital velocity near the bed.

Hs

A= Zsinh(kH) (2.49)
_ _ WHg
Uo= AW = 5 inh(kH) (2.50)
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The bottom friction, the bed forms (such as ripples) and the characteristics of bed ma-
terials are strongly interdependent in case of wave actions. The friction coef cient due to
waves according to Swart (1974) is given in equation (2.51).

exp 5:21r %19 6:0 r> 1:57

(2.51)
0:3r r= 157

fw=

2.2.5 Local Wind-Generated Waves

The force applied by wind constitutes an important mechanism which drives the hy-
drodynamic processes as well as sediment transport in lakes, estuaries, and coastal areas.
wind effects can not only induce the ow current through the vertical boundary condi-
tions at water surface, but also generate surface waves with wave height of several meters.
Consequently, the calculation of the total bed shear stress should take the wave factor into
account.

Waves with periods of 3 to 25 seconds are primarily caused by winds. Therefore, wind-
generated waves play an important role in hydrodynamic modeling. The advantage of
this wind-wave sub-model is that it can be easily incorporated into the source code of
a hydrodynamic model instead of running a separate wave model. This means that the
changes in hydrodynamic parameters are immediately updated in the wave calculations.
Additionally, the calculation time is reduced compared to other wave models.

The theoretical basis and tests of the wind wave sub-model that is incorporated into
EFDC+ is presented in detail. The mathematical formulae are empirical equations called
the SMB (Sverdrup, Munk and Bretschneider) model (Ji, 2008). The model calibration is
based on the experiment of Cox et al. (1996) for a wave ume. Another veri cation of the
sub-model is the comparison of wave heights computed by the model with those generated
by SWAN (Team, 2019) for the same wind condition in Caloosahatchee Estuary.

The basic assumptions of the SMB model for wind-generated waves are; a) the duration
of wind blowing along one direction is long enough to attain the equilibrium condition, and
b) the wind speed and water depth are spatially uniform over the fetch. The main wave
parameters can be determined including wave height, wave direction and wave period. For
the SMB model, the wave direction is the same as the wind direction. This means that the
effects of refraction, diffraction and re ection are not considered. Wave height and period
can be de ned as:

W2 0:0125 gF %42
Hs= 0:283a—tanh ——— 2 2.52
s : a W (2.52)
Ws 0:077 gF %%
T,= 7:540 —tanh —— > 2,
D 54b g tan b W2 (2.53)
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where

in which

Hs

( gH o:75)

a = tanh 0:53 VTSZ (2.54)
( gH 0:375)

b = tanh 0:833 W2 (2.55)

S

is the wave height (m)
is the wave period (S)
is the water depth (m)
is the wind velocity (m/s)

is the fetch length from the land boundary to the cell in the upwind direction (m);
F is calculated for 16 directions

2.2.6 Harmonic Forcings

The open boundary conditions in EFDC+ support a combination of forcings de ned as
a time series and harmonic forcings. This allows to model the situations in estuaries or
coastal areas where the in uences of tides and river ows or storm surges may happen.
The harmonic representation of a time seré3 can be approximated as a combination
of sine and cosine functions:

where

t

z(t)= zo(t)+ ap+ g [axcos(Wit) + bysin(wit)] (2.56)
k=1

is the time (s)

Zpo(t) is the residual signal other than the periodic components (m)

ao
N

is the mean value of the periodic components (m)

is the number of the harmonic constituents

ax; by are the harmonic constant of the constitue(rn)

wix  is the angular speed of constituéntradians/s)
Here,
2p
= 2.57
Wy Tk ( )
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whereTy is the period constituer(s).
Equation (2.56) can be also rewritten in another common form as

N
z(t) = zo(t)+ ao+ Q Accos(Wit fy) (2.58)
k=1

whereA is the amplitude of the harmonic constituér(m):

g
A= al+ bR (2.59)

andf y is the phase lag the harmonic constitulertadians):

bk
fi, = arctan — 2.60
K 2 (2.60)

2.2.7 Hydraulic Structures

Hydraulic structures can be modeled in EFDC+ by rating curves or hydraulic equations.
A rating curve is a lookup table which presents a relationship between the ow rate through
a structure and the water heads. Depending on the actual water heads of the structure at
a certain time step, the ow rate is determined using the lookup table. EFDC+ allows a
variety of rating curves by which the ow discharge can be determined from; a) upstream
water depth, b) the head difference (between upstream and downstream), c) the head dif-
ference and ow accelerations, d) the upstream and downstream water surface elevations,
e) upstream water depth for a low chord structure, and f) head difference for a low chord
structure.

The last two types of rating curves use low chord structures such as bridges. With the
low chord structures, when ows are below the deck, they may be bi-directional, i.e., ows
can be going upstream or downstream. However, once the bridge is overtopped, ows only
go from upstream to downstream.

2.2.7.1 Rating Curves

If the ow through a structure is uni-directional, i.e., the ow direction is from upstream
to downstream of the structures only. The rating curve is a lookup table which composes
of a single column for water head and a corresponding single column for ow rate.

If the ow through a structure is bi-directional, the rating curve is a two-dimensional
lookup table where the ow rates can be determined based on both upstream and down-
stream water surface elevations.

Beside using lookup tables, EFDC+ can also simulate internally different types of hy-
draulic structures. This allows the user to model hydraulic structures rapidly and with ease
in EFDC+. The built-in modeling codes for hydraulic structures inside EFDC+ includes
culverts, weirs, sluice gates, and ori ces.
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2.2.7.2 Culverts

Flow rate through a culvert or sluice gate is calculated in EFDC+ based on the water
levels at both sides of the structure at its con guration. In a tidal region, the water levels on
two sides of the structure are constantly changing, which can result in bi-directional ows.
The characteristics of ow through a culvert are complicated and are determined by the inlet
geometry, slope, shape, size, roughness, approach, and headwater and tailwater conditions.
Dill (2011) described six different types of culvert ows based on the location of the control
section within the culvert and the relative elevations of the headwater, tailwater, and culvert
invert and crown elevations. The discharge through a culvert can be expressed as:

Q= AV/= Ac Rs= K" S (2.61)

whereQ is the ow discharge (r/s), A is the cross-sectional ow area f@pn R is the
hydraulic radius (m)Sis the culvert slope (fraction) is the conveyance (¥s), andC is
the Clezy coef cient (n?®/s) which can be calculated by using the Manning's formula

1
n
wheren is Manning's roughness coef cient.

Four distinct conditions arise depending on elevation of the tailwater and headwater
compared to the height of the culvert. The handling of these conditions are described in
case “a” through “d” below:

C= -R¢ (2.62)

a) If the tailwater is greater than the culvert height or the headwater is greater than 1.5
times the culvert height, the culvert outlet is submerged, and the culvert is assumed
to ow full. The slope is estimated as the difference in headwater and tailwater
elevation divided by the culvert length,(m), the conveyance is determined for the
full culvert, and discharge is calculated by equation (2.61).

b) If both the inlet and outlet are not submerged, the critical dépthis computed,
assuming free ow through the culvert inlet. In this case, it is assumed the approach
velocity is negligible so that total energy at the culvertinlet is equal to the headwater.
Thus,

V2
Huaw = Ye+ 2—; (2.63)

where

Huyw is the headwater (m),

V. isthe critical velocity (m/s)
ye is the critical depth (m)

g is acceleration due to gravity
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In the case of critical ow through the culvert:

VZ D
20 2 (2.64)
whereD is the hydraulic depth (m):
A
D= T (2.65)

andT is the ow top width (m). Combining equations (2.63) and (2.64) yields an
expression for the critical depth,

D
Ye= Hrw - (2.66)

whereHTy is the tailwater (m).

Once the critical depth is determined, the critical velosiycritical dischargeQc;

and critical slopes;; are also calculated. The critical discharge represents the maxi-
mum possible ow through the culvert for the given headwater as shown in equation
(2.67)

Qor = VA (2.67)

If the culvert slope is greater than the critical slope, the culvert can convey more ow
than the inlet will allow. As such, the inlet controls the ow and the discharge is
assumed to be equal to the critical discha@gecalculated as equation (2.67).

c) If the culvert slope is less than the critical slope, the control section may be at the

culvert outlet or downstream of the culvert. The critical depth is then compared to the
tailwater, and if the tailwater is greater than the critical depth, the tailwater elevation
is used to determine the ow area and hydraulic radius, and the ow through the

culvert is calculated using the equation (2.61).

d) If the tailwater depth is less than the critical depth, but the slope is less than the crit-

ical slope, it is assumed that uniform ow will occur within the culvert. In this case
potential energy is balanced by head loss due to friction in the culvert and conserva-
tion of energy between the control section and inlet can be expressed as;
V2
Huw = yn+ — 2.68
HW = Yn 2q ( )

wherey, is the normal depth (m) in the culvert akdis the average velocity at the
control section. It is also assumed that the approach velocity is negligible, and the
slope is small such that the normal depth is approximately equal to the vertical depth.
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Equation (2.61) can be re-written as an expression of the velocity head at the control
section as;

V= %R%p S (2.69)

Combining equations (2.68) and (2.69) yields an equation for the normal depth

Yo = Hiw 2_19n_12R§S (2.70)
BecauseR is a function of depth, an adaptive procedure is employed to determine
the normal depth. In culverts that experience bi-directional ow, the slope may be
adverse or zero. In either case, the assumption of uniform ow is problematic be-
cause the water surface slope cannot be equal to the culvert slope. In this case, the
water surface slope, as determined from the difference in headwater and tailwater

elevations, is used in the equation (2.70).

2.2.7.3 Weirs

A general formula for free ow through a weir can be expressed as

q
Q=CqW 2gH3, (2.71)

whereW is the width of weir (m) andCy is the weir discharge coef cient. This coef -
cient depends on the type of weir (broad crested or sharp-/narrow-crested, ogee), shape of
opening (rectangular, triangular, trapezoidal), and other weir parameters.

For submerged ow through a weir, an adjustment factor is applied to the equation
(2.71) to account for the submergence, and is given by the equation (2.72) (Villemonte,
1947).

Hrw 0:385 q
Q= 1 Firw CaW  2gH3\ (2.72)

2.2.7.4 Sluice Gates

Flow through a sluice gate can be characterized by two basic parameters; the tran-
quility of the ow (i.e., subcritical or supercritical ow), and the water depth (i.e., gate is
submerged or not). For supercritical weir ow, the equation (2.73) is used

S
o 3
Q=CW g ZHuw (2.73)

and for subcritical weir ow, equation (2.74) is used.
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p
Q= CWHrw 29(Hhw Hrw) (2.74)
where

C, isthe supercritical discharge coef cient
C, isthe subcritical discharge coef cient
Hyw is the headwater (m)

Hrw is the tailwater (m)

W s the width of the gate (m)

g is acceleration due to gravity

When the water surface is determined to be below the top of the gate, the gate is mod-
eled as a broad crested weir and equation (2.71) is used. When the gate is submerged, the
appropriate equation for either free sluice ow (supercritical) or submerged ori ce ow
(subcritical) is applied. To determine the ow through the sluice gate at a given model time
step, the headwater is compared to the tailwater.

For free sluice ow the equation (2.75) is used:

Q= CsAp 2gHHw (2.75)

Similarly, for submerged ori ce ow equation (2.76) is used.

p
Q=C»A 29(Huw Hrw) (2.76)
where

Cs isthe discharge coef cient for free sluice ow,
Cs isthe discharge coef cient for submerged ori ce ow, and

A s the gate openingf).

If the ratio of tailwater to headwater is less than 0.64, equation (2.72) for supercritical
ow is applied. If the ratio of tailwater to headwater is greater than 0.68, equation (2.73) for
subcritical ow is applied. This is either a free sluice for supercritical ow, or a submerged
ori ce for subcritical ow. In cases when the tailwater to headwater ratio is between 0.64
and 0.68 both discharges are computed and a weighted average of the two is used.

2.2.7.5 Orices

If the headwater is lower than the opening of a ori ce, the ow through the ori ce is
treated as weir ow, and the equation (2.71) is used. If the tailwater is higher than the
opening of an ori ce, then equation (2.76) submerged ow through the ori ce is applied.
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If the headwater is higher than the opening of an ori ce but the tailwater is lower than the
opening of an ori ce, the free jet ow through the ori ce is calculated as

Y
Q=CA 2g(Hpw+ 0:5B) (2.77)

whereB is the height of ori ce opening (m), andyyy is calculated based on the center line
of the ori ce.

2.3. Numerical Solution for the Equations of Motion

The equations of motion, shown previously in equations (2.2) and (2.3) will be solved
in a region subdivided into six faced cells. The projection of the vertical cell boundaries to
a horizontal plane forms a curvilinear, orthogonal grid in the orthogonal coordinate system
(x;y). In a vertical(x;2) or (y; 2) plane, the cells bounded by the same constamnirfaces
will be referred to as celllayers. The equations will be solved using a combination of nite
volume and nite difference techniques, with the variable locations shown in Figure 2.3.

Fig. 2.3. Free surface displacement centered horizontal grid.

The staggered grid location of variables is often referred to as the Arakawa C grid
(Arakawa and Lamb, 1977) or the MAC grid (Peyret and Taylor, 1983). To proceed, it is
convenient to modify equations (2.2) and (2.3) by eliminating the vertical pressure gradi-
ents using equation (2.4). After some manipulation, the horizontal momentum equations
are given in the equations (2.78) and (2.79).
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1 1 1 1
ﬁ(mxmyHU)"' ﬂ—x(myHUU)"' W(mxHVU)"' ﬂ_z(mxmyWU)

vﬂﬂi;y u%—n;( Hv  mm,fHv (2.78)
= WH‘l‘lTT_E ng‘l‘lTT_f(Jr r’n),Hgb'l‘&—)r(I m),Hgbz‘l.T"—t'(+ ‘niz W?A"% + S,
1(mxmva)+ 1(myHuv)+ 1(mXva)+ 1(mxm),wv)
1t x Ty 9z
+ v%—t‘y u‘[[”—r;lx Hu+ mym,fHu (2.79)
= wH%’ ngj]—i+ mXHgbj]—; mXHgbz%+ ‘”12 WE’A"TT_\Z/ +S,

First, the vertical discretization of equations (2.78) and (2.79) is performed. The equa-
tions are integrated with respect zoover a cell layer assuming that vertically de ned
variables (at the cell or layer centers) are constant. Additionally, these variables must be
de ned vertically at the cell layer interfaces or boundaries. Using the notation for mass
uxes,

R = myHu; Q= myHwvi (2.80)

equations (2.78) and (2.79) are rede ned as;

_‘I}Tt (mxRADx) + —.ITX(PkUka)+ —.lry(QkUkDO+ m (wu), (wu), 4
Tmy Tmy
ALLLL TN LLL S f
Vk x Uy fy D« my fQuDx 281

-1 1 1z fh
= pmHDeltace (Pt pea)  myHD@E + mHDghe
H

OSMHDGD(Ec* % D0+ M (bl (bl 1 +(SD)
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%(mkaDm ﬂlx(avkuo + %(kaka)

+m (W), (W), 4 + vkﬂ."i):y Uk%—r;]x HuDy + my fRDx

L q 0z T (2.82)
= — HD,— H - H -
5 Dk."y(pk+ Pk 1) M Dkg."y+mx D<gmﬂy

H
0:5myHDghi (2 + 2 1)’]”—y+ M (4 Mty o +(SD)y

whereDk is the vertical cell or layer thickness, and the turbulent shear stresses at the cell
layer interfaces are de ned by:

2 Ug+1 U
(b= A o, (2.83)

Vik+1 Wk

— 2.84
Di+ 1+ Dx ( )

(4= (A

If there areK cells in thez direction, the hydrostatic equation can be integrated from a
cell layer interface to the surface to give:
!

bijDj kD¢ + ps (2.85)
k

Pk = gH

T Qox

whereps is the physical pressure at the free surface or under the rigid lid divided by the
reference density. The continuity equation (2.5) is also integrated with respeovén a
cell or layer to give:

%(szm ﬂlx(mw %(Qkom MW+ We )= S, (2.86)

The numerical solution of the vertically discrete momentum equations (2.78) and (2.79)
proceeds by splitting the external depth integrated mode (associated with external long
surface gravity waves from) the internal mode (associated with vertical current structure).

The external mode equations are obtained by summing equations (2.78) and (2.79) over
K cells or layers in the vertical utilizing equation (2.85), and are given by:
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1 A o 1 1 my Tmy
i mP + lgl ﬂ—X(F’kUka)"' ﬂ—y(QkUk@) ) VKW ukﬂ_y H v Dy 'W;Qka
IH

- fz s ~fh \ 1
= MHog mHG T mHge mHg a  bbcr S (A ac)bde

K ~
mgH2- & b+ miltdx (bl + &
k=1

x
(2.87)

1(F1<v|<Dk)+ %(kaka) " vk.”."i):y Uk%—r;]x Huy Dy w;&m

1 Tx
TH

1z ps ~Th N 1
= mHg— mH_-—=+ mHgb—- mH bkDx+ - (z+ b -
94y Ty, Py g k§1 KD+ 5 (&t Zc 1) biDx Ty

| ==

tme+

=
ﬁ mOx

K ~
mxgl‘lz.”1 a b +m (L) (ty)y +S
Y k=1
(2.88)

1 15, T~_
ﬁ(mz)+ ﬂ_XP+ ﬁ/Q_ S (2.89)

where the over bar indicates an average over the depth as reiterated in equation (2.90).
Additionally, equation (2.91) is introduced to simplify equations (2.87) and (2.88).

P=mH3Q= mHV (2.90)
X 1
by = a bjDJ ékak (2.91)

The depth integrated continuity equation, equation (2.89), follows from equation (2.6)
and provides the continuity constraint for the external mode. Consistent with the form of
equation (2.89) the external mode variables will be chosen to be the free surface displace-
ment,z; and the volumetric transpori8= myHu andQ = myHv. Details of the solution

of the external mode equations (2.87) to (2.89) are presented in Section 2.4.
Several formulations are possible for the internal mode equations. Equations (2.78)

and (2.79) havek degrees of freedom for each of the horizontal velocity components.
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However, the summation of these equations d<etells or layers in the vertical to form
the external mode equations (2.87) and (2.88) effectively removes a degree of freedom
since the constraints:

K

a ubD= (2.92)
k=1

K

a wh= ¥ (2.93)
k=1

must be satis ed. One approach to the internal mode is to solve equations (2.78) and (2.79)
using the free surface slopes, or the surface pressure gradients in the rigid lid case, from the
external solution and distribute the error such that equations (2.92) and (2.93) are satis ed.
A second approach is to form equations for the deviations of the velocity components from
their vertical means by subtracting the external equations (2.87) and (2.88) from the layer
integrated equations (2.78) and (2.79). However, it will still be necessary to satisfy the
constraints (2.92) and (2.93). The approach proposed herein is to reduce the sydtems of
layer averaged equations (2.81) and (2.82) to systerds of equations and use equations
(2.92) and (2.93) to provide th€" equation consistent with the actual degrees of freedom.

The internal mode equations are formed by rst dividing equations (2.81) and (2.82)
by the cell layer thicknes€£Xk). Next, the equations for cell layéris subtracted from the
equations for cell layek+ 1. The resulting equation from these two operations is divided
by the average thicknesBy 1.x) of the two cell layers resulting in:

1 Re1 K N T BeUe1 Bk N T QuraUke1  QiUk

Tt Des1k X Di+ 1k Ty D+ 1k
L m (WU 1 (wu), (W) (wu)y 4 mnyk+1 Qk
I:)<+1;k Dk+ 1 Dx I:)<+1;k
1
Der 11 Vk+1ﬂﬂr:(ly u|<+1‘"ﬂr;}x HVie+ 1 Vkﬂﬂ_n;y uk%—r;}x Hvi (2.94)
— ber1 bk fh TH 1myH2 o+ 1 by
"™ D ¢ T *ix T 2Dend o T
+ m (txdier (k. (tdk (b 1 +(Sj)k+1 (SW)k
I:)<+]_;k Dk+ 1 Dx Dk+1;k
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1 Qur1 N T Beavker B N T QuraVir1r QW

ﬁ my Dk+1;k ﬂ_x D<+1;k W DK+1;k
L _m (W1 (W) (W) (WY)y 4 +meH<+1 H
Dk+1;k I:)k+1 Dk I:)<+]_;k
1 fmy Tm, | Im
+ Der 1 Vke1ge” Uk Ty Huer o W ix Ty Hug (2.95)
b1 bk fh _qH 1 myH? Mo+ 1 by
= mHer Bk M TR 2 by, +
M et O Ty XMy T 2D X Uay Ty
+ m (tyz)k+1 (tyz)k (tyz)k (tyz)kl +(Sv)k+1 (S/)k
Dk+1;k DK+1 Dk Dk+1;k
1
Dir 1k = E(Dk+1+ D) (2.96)

Inspection of equations (2.94) and (2.95) reveals that they could have also been obtained
by differentiating the horizontal momentum equations (2.78) and (2.79) with respect to
and introducing a nite difference discretion im Using equations (2.83) and (2.84) to
relate the shear stresses to the velocity differences across the interior interfaces suggests
that the equations (2.94) and (2.95) be interpreted as a systém @fequations for either
the K 1 interfacial velocity differences or thi€ 1 interior interfacial shear stresses.
Details of the solution of the internal mode equations (2.94) and (2.95) will be presented in
Section 2.5.

The solution of the vertical velocity, employs the continuity equations. Dividing
eqguation (2.86) byok, and subtracting equation (2.88) yields

3|9

Wk = Wk 1

ﬂlxa P+l & (2.97)

Sincew, = 0; the solution proceeds from the rst cell layer to the surface. Provided the
constraints (equations (2.92) and (2.93)) are satis ed, the surface velogity Kt will be
zero and satisfy the boundary condition.

2.4. Computational Aspects of the Three Time Level External Mode Solution

The formulation of a computational algorithm for the numerical solution of the external
mode equations (2.87) to (2.89) begins by introducing modi ed variables and reorganizing
the equations to give:
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_ m,_ fz m fps.m_ ofh IH _Tb
= YHgZ IHIS4+ YHg b— Bo— H-—
It my g‘ﬂx my ﬂx+mx J x X x
K K
o | 1 1, fimy Tmy
= - Ll - Y u—= H i
ka?le ﬂx(H‘Uk)+ ﬂy(QkUk) + ka?.l[% Vi X Ui Ty Vit my FQ
18 1 m Tue T my Tk
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i R
111_?: %H 1z QHﬂ_szrQHg Bﬂ_h QE HE

m Ty m y m Ty Ty Ty

| 1 18 Ty
— — (Avi)+ —(Quw) + — —  W—— Hug+ myf
mykéllk 'ﬂx(H‘ k) .ﬂy(Qk k) mﬂgln( Koy Yeg K+ myfR
18 1 m e = T my Tk
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(2.99)
1z .1 P 1Q _
w9 (2.100)
where
R K
b= & bD« (2.101)
k=1
~ & 1
b=a bkD+ §(Z|<+Zk 1) bDx (2.102)
k=1

Equations (2.98) and (2.99) now equate the time rate of change of the external or depth
integrated volumetric transports to the pressure gradients associated with the free surface
slope, atmospheric pressure and buoyancy, the advective accelerations, the Coriolis and cur-
vature accelerations, the free surface and bottom tangential stresses, and the general source,
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sink terms. The staggered location of variables on the computational grid, Figure 2.3, al-
lows most horizontal spatial derivatives in equations (2.98) to (2.100) to be represented
by second order accurate central differences and results in conservation of volume, mass,
momentum and energy in the limit of exact integration of the equations in time (Haltiner
and Williams, 1980; Simons et al., 1973). When a variable is not located at a point required
for implementation of central difference operators, averaging in either or both spatial direc-
tions is appropriate. The use of the spatial averaging scheme of Arakawa and Lamb (1977)
to represent the Coriolis and curvature accelerations also guarantees energy conservation.

Following the introduction of discrete nite difference and averaging representations
in space, equations (2.98) to (2.100), for a horizontal gridl aklls, may be viewed as
a system of B ordinary differential equations in time for the volumetric transport and
the free surface displacement. The numerous techniques available to solve these equa-
tions generally fall within the categories of explicit and semi-implicit. The most frequently
used explicit scheme is the three-time level leapfrog scheme where the time derivatives are
approximated between the time levals 1 andn 1; and the remaining terms are eval-
uated at time leveh: Although computationally simple to implement, the maximum time
step is restricted by the Courant-Fredrick-Levy condition based on the gravity wave phase
speed. An alternate approach allowing larger time steps is the semi-implicit three-time
level scheme (Madala and Piacseki, 1977), which when implemented for equations (2.98)
to (2.100) is

u u

iz Pl bt H gd! 2™ezh o2 UM dips

+ 2Dt %H g BUddh BUYdYH HYdUb
1 Y&
D0 — Dy di (Rcui) + dy' (Quk)
me &
1 YK m,  Tm " (2.103)
+2Dt — Vk—— UW—— Hw+ mf '
—~ k{ille x Uy k+ myfQk
+2Dm ottt
1 YK 1 1 l 1
= ngk o MHE o maHt
1 1 T p
+ﬂ mHty Ix myHtyy
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Nkl i
raomg tgt ottty
cor 2 A0, L ompt o T g,
m 2 1x MyFlyx Ty yy
1 T !
ﬂ_ myH >r<]x1 ﬂ_X m}’Ht)?Xl

zh [
Zn+1 Zn 1+ Dt % d)f F’Sn+l+ If)n 1 + d; Qn+l+ Qn 1 _ Sth (2105)

whereDt indicates the time step. All terms in equations (2.103) to (2.105) are understood to
be evaluated at the center time lemadxcept those evaluated at the forward and backward
time levels,n+ 1 andn 1, which are denoted by superscripts. The; andz super-
scripts indicate that a variable is evaluated, or that a spatial derivative is centered, at the
corresponding spatial point.

The subscript of the spatial central difference operdtordicates direction. The grid
cells are presumed to be bounded in the horizontal by lines of constant integer values of the
dimensionless orthogonal coordinateandy; resulting in the central spatial differences
having the forms given in equations (2.106) and (2.107).

dy fijjx = ST N (2.106)

dy fioju = (2.107)

Application of these nite difference operators to the advective accelerations is illus-
trated by,

1
de' Pijlisjx = L G Lk (2.108)

LU Lk 5L
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where the constant dependence of the variables is implied. Since uhgpe variables
are located at integer valuesxyfaveraging is necessary to obtain values at half intervals.
Averaging both the transport and the velocity yields,

1 Ryt Rk Uis gt Uik Rijk® B ik Uikt Ui 15k
Dx 2 2 2 2 '
(2.109)

u —
de RijikUijx =

which is consistent with a central difference approximation of the non-conservative form of
this portion of the advective acceleration. Averaging the transport and allowing the velocity
to be advected from the upwind direction gives,

h [
U o 1 R+ 1jkt Bijk. n 1 RiktP wjk. nl
de Rk, = px Max =550 Uiy max z— 04 L
1 i skt Pk, n 1 in Pkt Rosjik. n 1

+gx Min =550 U gy min 20 Ui
(2.110)

which is consistent with an upwind or backward difference approximation of the non-
conservative form of this portion of the advective acceleration. In equation (2.110), the
transport is still at time leved, while the velocity is at time level 1; for both stability and
accuracy (Smolarkiewicz and Clark, 1986). The preference for the use of equation (2.109)
or equation (2.110) will generally depend upon the physical situation being simulated. The
central difference form introduces no numerical diffusion, but may produce solution elds
which exhibit cell to cell spatial oscillations. These oscillations can be eliminated by the
addition of horizontal diffusion terms to the momentum equations. Speci cation of the
horizontal diffusivity allows the degree of spatial smoothing to be controlled. The upwind
difference form introduces numerical diffusion and does not produce spatial oscillations in
the solution eld. The Coriolis and curvature terms in equations (2.103) and (2.104) are
discretized using an energy conserving spatial averaging and differencing (Arakawa and
Lamb, 1977; Haltiner and Williams, 1980). For example, the Coriolis and curvature term
in equation (2.103) is given by:

Ty Ty _1
MyIQut Vit U Hve = 5 (RE)L Vo #(RH)T LV 4
(2.111)
3 (rn)/)i+1;j (rny)l,J (rnx)i+l;j+l (rn)()i+l;j i,
R'Z+%:J_(mf)‘+%?i+ Dx Viz+%:j;k i 2Dy : 2“i+%:i;k
(2.112)
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1
U ..~ > Ui+ 1;j:k T Uisjik (2.114)

where the variables locations are shown in Figure 2.4.

Fig. 2.4.U-centered grid in the horizontal (x, y) plane.

Since the bottom tangential stresses in equations (2.103) and (2.104) must be supplied
from the internal mode solution which follows the external solution, it is lagged at the back-
ward time level. The general source, sink term has been replaced by horizontal diffusion
terms having the form proposed by Mellor and Blumberg (1985). The horizontal stress
tensors are shown in equations (2.115) to (2.117).

1 Yuk
txx)i = —— 2.115
(txdk ZAme X ( )
1 9v 1 qu
(txy)y = () = 2An ”—M—;+ ﬁﬂ_; (2.116)

39 EFDC+ Theory Document



2. HYDRODYNAMICS

(tyy) = 2A L T, (2.117)

my, Ty’

The horizontal diffusion coef cientAy; is often speci ed as a minimum constant value
necessary to smooth cell to cell spatial oscillations in the solution eld when the central
difference form of the advective acceleration, equation (2.109) is used. When the horizontal
turbulent diffusion is used to represent subgrid scale mixkgmay be determined as
suggested by (Smagorinsky, 1963).

The solution scheme for equations (2.103) to (2.105) requires rst, the evaluation of all
terms in the three equations at time levelsndn 1: On boundaries where the transports
are speci ed, the speci ed values at time levet 1 are inserted into equation (2.105).
Equations (2.103) and (2.104) are then used to eliminate the unknown transports at time
leveln+ 1; from equation (2.105). The result is a discrete Helmholtz type elliptic equation
for the free surface displacement at time lavell 1; having the general form

4 u \'
2%t gz 1 ogz HDY guzmiegz T @™l f-0  (2118)
m my my

with the termf containing all previously evaluated terms and transport boundary condi-
tions. For cells where the free surface displacement is speci ed, equation (2.118) is re-
placed by an equation which enforces the speci ed boundary condition at timenlevEl
For the rigid lid case where the free surface displacement is constant in time and space,
equation (2.118) is modi ed to give an equation for the unknown surface prepsulog
eliminating the rst term, replacingz in the discrete elliptic operator lqg; and appropri-
ately modifying the last term. In the computer code, the system of equations correspond-
ing to equation (2.118) is solved by a reduced system conjugate gradient scheme with a
multicolor or red-black ordering of the cells (Hageman and Young, 1981). The conjugate
gradient iterations continue until the sum of the squared residuals is less than a speci ed
value. The free surface displacements or surface pressures are then substituted into equa-
tions (2.103)-(2.104) to determine the transports at time lewvel: Since the solution of
equation (2.118) is approximate, equation (2.105) may not be identically satis ed upon
substitution of the time levah+ 1 transports and free surface displacement. To ensure
that the equation (2.105) is identically satis ed in the case of a dynamic free surface, it is
solved for a revised value of the time levet 1; free surface displacement after introduc-
tion of the time leveh+ 1 transports. For the rigid lid case, an external divergence error is
calculated and compensated for by adding appropriate volumetric source or sink terms to
equation (2.105) during the next time step.

2.5. Computational Aspects of the Three-Time Level Internal Mode Solution

The internal mode equations (2.94) and (2.95) are solved using a fractional step scheme
(Peyret and Taylor, 1983) with the rst step being explicit and the second step being im-
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plicit. Figure 2.5 illustrates the location variables in the plane for thex component of
the internal mode equations.

Fig. 2.5. U-centered grid in the verticdk; 2) plane.

The computational equations for the three-time level explicit step are;

(Ae1 R) =(Re1r RO
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W= mmw = mw (2.121)

where the superscript denotes the provisional solution, and all the terms that don't have
a speci ed time level are at the centered time lenelThe horizontal volume transport,

P andQ are de ned by the equation (2.80), akid is the vertical volume transport. The
horizontal difference operations on the horizontal advection terms are identical to those
presented in Section 2.3, equations (2.108) to (2.110). The vertical momentum ux terms
may be represented in forms consistent with central or upwind differencing as shown in
equations (2.122) and (2.123).

Wt W 1 G
WOl = 2K T kT Fijiked (2.122)
i 2 2
| |
W o1 W, 1 ' W o1 +W, 1 .
(WU = max Z’J'kz “20%0 i+ min 2”’k2 AL T
(2.123)

where the advected velocity is in the upwind form, equation (2.123) is evaluated at time
leveln 1 for stability. The horizontal difference operations on the buoyancy and mean
and total depths are central difference operators de ned by equations (2.106) and (2.107).
The inclusion of horizontal diffusion in the source, sink terms in equations (2.119) and
(2.120) would follow from its inclusion in equations (2.103) and (2.104). The Coriolis and
curvature terms are averaged and differenced by the energy conserving scheme presented
in the Section 2.3, equations (2.111) to (2.114). The stability of the explicit fractional step
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(Equations (2.119) and (2.120)) is governed by the stability of the discretization of the
horizontal and vertical advective accelerations, which will be discussed in Section 2.5, and
the discretization of the Coriolis and curvature terms. The results of the Fourier stability
analysis of the external mode scheme, with respect to the Coriolis acceleration, can be
shown to apply to the internal mode scheme as well.

The computational equations for the second step of the three-time level scheme are:

(Rer PO™' _ (o1 R, on (bdies (b (b (b o ™7
nka+ Lk r'nbj[)k+ 1k D+ 1D+ 1k DiDx+ 1k

(2.124)

(Quer Q™1 Qe Q) oDk s M2 (D (O o ™
r'nxVDk+ 1k mxVDk+ 1k DK+ 1Dk+ 1k DkDK+ 1k

(2.125)

Using equations (2.83) and (2.84), the turbulent shear stresses are related to the hori-
zontal transports by:

*n+l
nr v "1 Be
(t, )™= A 1 Que1 Qk (2.127)

HY . mHY Dy 1
Equations (2.126) and (2.127) could be used to eliminate the turbulent shear stresses
from equations (2.124) and (2.125) to give a paikof 1 systems of equations for the
transport differences between layers, however, the resulting equations are poorly condi-
tioned. Instead, equations (2.126) and (2.127) are used to eliminate the horizontal transport

differences at time levai+ 1 from equations (2.124) and (2.125) to give a paiKof 1
equations for the turbulent shear stresses.

#
w1 (HH™t Hu " 1 1
500 Btk 1T BDan T M Al DetDark
(2.128)
(t Z)n+1: 1 (H(+1 R()
Dk+1Dk+1 el DMy D
" #
- 1 (HY™ R " 1 1
t 1 + J— + — t
Dk DD 11 2k DDerc 20 A | Dtk Pk (2.129)

( yz)n+1 - 1 (Qk+l Qk)

Dk+1Dk+1k k17 2Dty D1
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These equations are diagonally dominant and well conditioned, and can be solved
independently at each of the horizontal velocity locations. Since equations (2.128) and
(2.129) represent fully implicit, backward difference in time, schemes for one dimensional
parabolic diffusion equations, the solutions are unconditionally stable (Fletcher, 1988).
Given the solutions of the equations (2.128) and (2.129), the shear stress&s, the
transport differencesk+1 B andQu+1  Qk; are determined from equations (2.126)
and (2.127) and combined with the continuity constraints, equations (2.92) and (2.93), to
form a pair ofK equations for the horizontal transports in each cell layer. To illustrate, the
horizontal transports in the surface cell layer are determined analytically and given as

K 1 k
AR=P+a abD (R« R): (2.130)
k=1 j=1

A similar expression can be derived fQk: Working down from the surface using the
K 1 transport differences allows the remaining transports to be determined. It is noted
for later use that the bottom cell layer transports can be expressed in terms of the depth
integrated transports and the transport differences using:

K 1 k
P=P & 1 ab (R«1 R (2.131)
k=1 j=1

and an identical equation f@p:

The solution of equations (2.128) and (2.129) requires speci cation of bottom and sur-
face stresses &t= 0 andk = K; respectively. On the free surfad&,= K) the surface wind
stress components are speci ed. On the bottom uid-solid boundéry, 0) the bottom
stress must be speci ed. The simplest approach to specifying the bottom stress components
utilizes the velocity component in the bottom cell layer and the quadratic friction relations
shown in equations (2.132) and (2.132).

q_—  q ntl
P
Gaf™=Co (' (2.132)
N+l _ v 2 ;" Q. ™t
O e N L (2.133)

Assuming a logarithmic velocity pro le between the solid bottom and the middle of the
bottom cell layer gives the bottom stress coef cient:

Co= h——i (2.134)
In Dzl—z';
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wherez, is the dimensional bottom roughness height. Inserting equation (2.131) and a
corresponding equation f@; into equations (2.132) and (2.133), respectively allows the
bottom stresses at time levet 1 to be expressed in terms of the depth integrated transport
components, known from the external mode solution, and the unknown transport differ-
ences at time level+ 1: However, the transport differences at time lavel1 are related to

the shear stress components by equations (2.126) and (2.127), allowing the bottom stresses
to be expressed in terms of the depth integrated transports and the internal shear stresses
by:

q_—— n2 lf’ ! ntl K 1 k ! Dk (t Z)n+13
2 o o 1:k .
O T TR W L B v
k=1 ]:1 m K
(2.135)

and a similar expression for thecomponent. Inserting equation (2.135) and the corre-
spondingy component equation for the bottom stress components int& thé& pair of
equations (2.128) and (2.129) results in a nearly tri-diagonal system with a fully populated
rst row. The systems of equations are still ef ciently solved using a tri-diagonal equation
solver and the Sherman-Morrison formula (Press et al., 1986).

The internal mode solution is completed by the determination of the vertical velocity
using:

h i
W= wio S df R P df Qe O (2.136)

which follows from the equation (2.97). The solution of equation (2.136), where all vari-
ables are at time level+ 1; proceeds fronk= 1 sincew, = 0. A two time level correction

step is also periodically inserted into the internal mode time integration on the same time
step as the external mode correction. The computational equations follow directly from the
three time level equations using the details of the external mode presented in Section .

2.6. \Vertical Layering Options

This section summarizes the vertical coordinate options in EFDC+. It supplements the
theoretical and computational description of the basic EFDC+ hydrodynamic and transport
model components. The EFDC+ model was originally formulated with a sigma stretched
vertical coordinate. Later, more ef cient vertical layering options, namely sigma-zed op-
tions have been implemented to reduce the error due to the horizontal pressure gradients
and to reduce the number of computational cells.
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2.6.1 Sigma Coordinate System

A sigma coordinate system is a topographically conformal vertical coordinate system
which is widely used in three-dimensional hydrodynamic models. In this vertical coordi-
nate system, the number of vertical levels in the water column is the same everywhere in
the domain irrespective of the depth of the water column (Figure 2.6(a)). This can resolve
the water column equally well and equally ef ciently in both shallow and deep regions
of a computational domain simultaneously and it is suitable for a water body with compli-
cated geometry and large changes in bottom elevation. The transformation of the governing
equations using sigma-coordinate in the vertical is described in the Section 2.1.

In the sigma coordinate formulation, the number of vertical layers is the same at all
horizontal locations in the model grid. Although this formulation is widely accepted, con-
ceptually attractive and adequate for a large range of applications, there are numerous ap-
plication classes where a traditiorabr physical vertical grid is desirable, such as deep
reservoirs with rapid and large lateral bathymetric changes. There are also applications
where the ability to use a combination of sigma and physwgattical layering in different
regions of the horizontal domain would be desirable. An example would be a deep naviga-
tion channel in an otherwise shallow estuary. The sigma stretched vertical grid formulation
may also be subject to internal pressure gradient errors (Mellor et al., 1994) providing an-
other motivation for having alternative options to the sigma formulation.

2.6.2 Sigma-Zed Approach (SGZ)

The standard sigma grid used for the transformation of the vertical coordinate intro-
duces a well-known error in the horizontal gradient terms including the concentration, ve-
locity, and pressure (Mellor et al., 1994). In general, this error is signi cant only in the
regions with steeply varying bathymetry. In order to overcome this weakness, two new
vertical layering approaches that are computationally ef cient have been developed and
applied to the EFDC+ model (Craig et al., 2014). The vertical layering scheme has been
modi ed to allow the number of layers to vary over the model domain based on the water
depth. Consequently, each cell can have a different number of layersz ddwdinate
system varies for each cell face, matching the number of active layers to the adjacent cells
(face matching of layering is a fundamental difference with the GVC approach). Such a
transformation is referred to as the sigma-zed (SGZ) coordinate. The differences in the
two optional SGZ approaches relate to the sigma layer thickness computed for each cell.
Figure 2.6 shows a schematic demonstrating the layering options. Panel (a) represents a
standard sigma stretch grid with 10 layers. Panels (b) represents the speci ed bottom ap-
proach which allows a user speci ed number of layers in each horizontal cell. Figure 2.6(c)
represent SGZ options with uniform layering where the bottom of each vertical layer are
aligned in the horizontal direction. It should be noted that, in SGZ coordinate the number
of vertical layers can be very large, but the computational time is shorter in comparison
with a similarly con gured sigma (SIG) coordinate model.

For SGZ transformation, the equations are still the same as the standard sigma trans-
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Fig. 2.6. An illustration of EFDC+ Layering options for a model wikh= 10: (a) Standard Sigma
(SIG), (b) SGZ-Speci ed Bottom, and (c) SGZ-Uniform Layering.

formation, however, the number of layers at each cell differs based on a factor determined
based on the ratio between bed elevation and the minimum elevation. In addition, the
thickness of layers at each cell must satisfy

KC
a D=1 (2.137)
k=n
in which KC is the maximum number of layerg,the index of bottom layer anbk the
thickness of layek:
For the original sigma the index of the bed layer always is equaltdl while in the
SGZ this value can be varied in the range h K depending on the number of layers
due to the rescaling. This requirement improves the accuracy of the horizontal gradient
calculation for the variabl€;; ;. of the cellL(i; j) at layerk:

Giixk G 1jk.
o

When sediment transport is simulated and bed morphology is considered, the determi-
nation of the new indices of bottom layers should be implemented at every time step. This
is because currently the ratios between water depths and the maximum are changing due to
erosion or deposition compared to the previous time step. Therefore, an update of layering
for the whole domain is important and necessary for SGZ. However, the re-layering is only
an optional approach.

The other necessary modi cation for SGZ coordinate system is the treatment on wet/dry
in 3-D calculation of the horizontal gradient when the number of layers at.¢ell 1; j)

pd[Ci;j.klx = (2.138)
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is less than that at cdll(i; j): It should be noted that this problem does not appear for SIG
coordinates, because the number of layers is the same for every cell. This means that the
SIG model requires more calculation time and is therefore one of the weak points of the
SIG coordinate system which is overcome with SGZ.

2.6.3 \Veri cation of SGZ Approach

A modi cation of the vertical coordinate system algorithm in EFDC+ with SGZ trans-
formation has been successfully implemented. It has been tested for many computation
domains with different hydrodynamic regimes, such as the application to Lake Washington
(Seattle, WA, USA), which has steep bottom gradients and sharp thermoclines.

In this test, two EFDC+ options including the original sigma (SIG) and sigma-zed
(SG2), were applied with the same model conditions. Some parameters in the model for
the two options are presented in Table 2.2.

Table 2.2.Input parameters for the Lake Washington Model With Two Different Layering Options

Time Time step Number  Thermal

Options (days) (seconds) oflayers model
Standard sigma stretched grid (SIG) 120 5 55 Yes
Sigma-Zed grid (SGZ) 120 5 2-55 Yes

In order to investigate the in uence of horizontal gradient terms on the vertical pro les
of temperature as well as the accuracy between SIG and SGZ models, comparisons between
the model outputs versus the data were conducted for every day during the summer 2008
simulation period. Eight representative vertical pro les, starting at the beginning of the
simulation and ending on October 15, are presented in Figure 2.7 for the SIG model and
Figure 2.8 for the SGZ model. These gures suggest that the temperature pro le generated
by the SGZ model replicates the observed data better than the SIG model.

2.7. Near-Field Discharge Dilution and Mixing Zone Analysis

The calculation procedure of the jet/plume submodel is mainly based on Lee and Che-
ung (1990). The trajectory of a group of plume particles is traced in time using a Lagrangian
formulation. The plume puff gains mass as ambient uid is entrained and mixed within it,
but once entrained, the new mass becomes an indistinguishable part of the plume puff. In
the simplest version, the plume is assumed to be essentially a cylindrical segment whose
radius grows as mass is entrained. The initial plume mass is identi ed as the mass issuing
form a diffuser with radiugy :

Mo = r opbho; (2.139)
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Fig. 2.7. Comparison of the vertical pro le of temperature between data (red) and SIG model
(blue).

wherehg is the length of the plume mass and is chosen to be comparaiyeRor example,
ho = r andbg = r; wherer is the radius of the diffuser.

ho = VoDt (2.140)

The increment in the plume mass at the time st€fs evaluated as the sum of the
plume mass increment due to the shear-induced entrainment and the forced entrainment.

DM, = DM+ DM (2.141)

In equation (2.141PMs is the increase in mass due to shear entrainmentPahdis
the increase in mass due to forced entrainment. A schematic of a rising plume discharged
into a water body is shown in Figure 2.9.
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Fig. 2.8. Comparison of the vertical pro le of temperature between data (red) and SGZ model
(blue).

2.7.1 Shear-Induced Entrainment

The increase in mass of the plume element is due to turbulent entrainment of the ambi-
ent ow. Close to the discharge point, or in a very weak current, shear-induced entrainment
dominates. In general, however, the forced entrainment of the cross ow dominates, except
very close to the source. In the model, assuming the total entrainment is a function of the
horizontal currents and a shearing action of the plume relative to the currents, the increase
in mass due to shear entrainmebdt)s; is written as

DMs = r a2pbnhnEjV,,  uscosf ncosgy j Dt: (2.142)

In which the subscriph denotes the value of plume element#tstep of calculation,
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Fig. 2.9.Near eld Jet Plume mixing.

the subscript denotes the local ambient valug,is the entrainment coef cient which is
dependent on the local densimetric Froude nunihemd jet orientation

p_ 0:057 0:5545%
= 1 .
E= 21+ £ UscoSf, cosgn  ° (2.143)
“Vh uzcosf, cosn |
whereF; is the local densimetric Froude number
\Y cosf , cogyy j
F]_: aj n %I? n SQnJ, (2144)

anda is a proportionality constant.

2.7.2 Forced Entrainment

Experimental observations by Chu and Goldberg (1984) and Stuart Churchill (1975)
have shown that the transfer of horizontal momentum is complete beyond a few jet diam-
eters. We assume that all the ambient ow on the downdrift side of the plume is entrained
into the plume element. This forced entrainment of the ambient ow into an arbitrarily
inclined plume element can be formulated as

q
DM; =rauy 2bDs 1 co2f cofq+ pbDbcosf cosq+ %psz(cosf cosq)

(2.145)
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In the equation 2.145, the rst term represents the forced entrainment due to the pro-
jected plume area normal to the cross ow; the second termis a correction due to the growth
of plume radius; and the third term is a correction fue to the curvature of the trajectory.

An initial estimate oDM¢ can be obtained as

q
DMy = rauahnbn 2 sir?f + sirfq  sir?f sirfq

(2.146)
v o Piog coqg + Pon(cos cosm)y (cosf cosa)y 4

Ds 2 Ds,

2.7.3 Model Implementation

At the nt step, consider a plume element located>xat {n; z,) with the velocity
(un; vn; Wp) and its magnitud&/,: The jet axis makes an angle bf with the horizon-
tal plane, andy, is the angle between theaxis and the projection of the jet axis on the
horizontal plane. The half-width or radius of the plume elemebtjsy, is the thickness,
de ned as proportional to the magnitude of the local jet velodify= V,Dt: The mass of
the plume element is then given by

Mn = rnpb2h, (2.147)

Given the increase in mass due to turbulent entrainnidg; the plume element char-
acteristics at the next step are obtained by applying conservation of mass, horizontal and
vertical momentum, energy, and tracer mass to the discrete element. For completeness,
the self-explanatory equations of the generalized Lagrangian model, essentially similar to
its original two-dimensional counterpart (Winiarski and Frick, 1976) are summarized as
follows:

Mass conservation

Mns1 = Mn+ DM, (2.148)

Mn+1= Ineap b%+ 1hn+1 (2.149)

The concentration of the tracer, salinity, temperature and water density

MnCh+ DMCy

Che1= 2.150
n+1 Mot ( )
MnS,+ DM
Sy1= MnS + DMnSs (2.151)
Mn+1
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+
The1= w (2.152)
n+1

Frne1= 1 (S1The1) (2.153)

The horizontal momentum

Un+1 = M—l (2154)
n+
Mnv,

Ve 1 = Mn 2 (2.155)
n+

The vertical momentum

MnWn + DMp+ 1 x gDt

r

n+1
= 2.156
Wh+ 1 Mn+1 ( )
(MW) 1 =(MW),+(Dr V), 9Dt (2.157)
where
q
Vhe1 = uﬁ+1+ V%+1+ Wﬁ+1 (2.158)
q
Une1= UL 1+ Vayg (2.159)

The new thickness and radius of the plume element

\Y/
hne 1= \”/:]lhn (2.160)
s
I\/|n+1
bhe1= —m—— 2.161
il Prn+1hne 1 ( )
The jet orientation
foe1= arctan ol (2.162)
n+1
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Gne1= arctan -1 (2.163)
Un+1

The new location of the plume element
Xn+1 = Xn+ Ups 1 DX (2.164)
Yn+1= Ynt Vne 1 DX (2.165)
Zne 1= Zn+ Wne 1 DX (2.166)

The distance along the trajectory

DSn+ 1= Vn+ 1& (2167)

The time sted™ can be xed or variable; its is chosen via a “prediction-correction”
procedure to attain a prescribed fractional change in mass (typically of the order of 1%) at
each step.
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Chapter 3

TRANSPORT MODEL FOR
CONSERVATIVE CONSTITUENTS

3.1. Introduction

This section summarizes the theoretical and computational aspects of the transport for-
mulations for passive scalar transport used in EFDC+. Theoretical and computational as-
pects for the EFDC+ generic transport model components are presented in Hamrick (1992).

3.2. Basic Equation of Advection-Diffusion Transport

The generic transport equation for a dissolved or suspended material is shown in equa-
tion (3.1):

1 1 1 1 1
ﬁ(mxmyHC)"' ﬂ—x(myHuC)+ W(mvaC)+ ﬂ—z(mxmwa) ﬂ_z(mxmyWscc)

A, 0C L T M, dC 1 mam, dC
HA + HAde +ﬂz H Abdz +& (3.1)

1
Tix omcMdx T qy my
where

x; y are the orthogonal curvilinear coordinates in the horizontal direction (m)
z is the sigma coordinate (dimensionless)
t is time (S)
my; m, are the square roots of the diagonal components of the metric tensor (m)
m s the Jacobiam= mym, (m?)

C is the concentration or intensity of transport constituent fgiton concentration
of dissolved/suspended materidl; for temperature, ppt for salinity)
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H is the total water depth (m)

u; v are the horizontal velocity components in the curvilinear coordinates (m/s)
w is the vertical velocity component (m/s)

Ay s the horizontal turbulent eddy diffusivity @fs)

Ay s the vertical turbulent eddy diffusivity (fs)

Wsc IS a positive settling velocity whe@ represents a suspended material

&  is the source/sink term for the constituent that includes subgrid scale horizontal
diffusion and thermal sources and sinks.

3.3.  Numerical Solution for Transport Equations

In this section, solutions techniques for the transport equations for salinity, tempera-
ture, turbulence intensity, and turbulence length scale are presented. Stability and accuracy
aspects of the advection schemes common to the transport equations and the external and
internal horizontal momentum equations are also discussed. The salinity transport equation
(3.2) is used as a generic example and the location of variables is shown in Figure 3.1.

Fig. 3.1. S-centered grid in the verticék; z)-plane

The salinity transport equation (3.2) is integrated over a cell layer to give:

1 1 )| WO, (WO ,
ﬁ(mHQW' .”—X(Pka)*' W(chk)"' de

m o AdC AydC

(S=0 (3.2)
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wherePy; Qk; andW are de ned by equations (2.80) and (2.121). The source, sink, ad-
vection, and vertical diffusion portions of equation (3.2) are treated in separate fractional
steps, as was done for the internal mode momentum equations in Section 2.4.

Fig. 3.2. Sigma coordinate and variable center (Ji, 2008).

The three time level fractional step sequence is given by:

2dt
Ce=Gp M+ o (Sok (3.3)

WQ, (WO, 4

(MH)™'C, = (mH)" G, 2dt (ARG + d (A + . (34)
k
1 " Ap "(Cie1 ck)”*l# " A " (G G 1)”*1#) 1
HC)™* 2dt = - = =H™
(HCJ H ks 1 H 1 Ok 1 S
(3.5)

The source, sink step (see equation (3.3)) is explicit and involves no changes in cell
volumes. When the source, sink term represents horizontal turbulent diffusion, it is evalu-
ated at time leveh 1; for stability (Fletcher, 1988). The advection step, equation (3.4), is
explicit and involves changes in cell volumes. The vertical diffusion step, equation (3.5),
which involves no changes in cell volumes, is fully implicit and unconditionally stable
(Fletcher, 1988).

Rearranging equation (3.5), the vertical diffusion step, gives:
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2t Ay " g 2t A, " 2dt A, "

-2 e =2 + H™ 14 -2
ddek 1 H 1 ddek 1 H 4 ddir 1 H

2t A, "
A1k H kCQ:ll: ™G 39

n+1
Ck

For salinity, temperature, and suspended sediment concentration, the generic variable
C is de ned vertically at cell layer centers, and the diffusivity is de ned at cell layer inter-
faces. Equation (3.6) then represents a systelh@juations and the boundary conditions
are generally of the speci ed ux type. Speci ed surface and bottom ux boundary con-
ditions are most conveniently incorporated in the surface and bottom cell layer source and
sink terms allowing?, at the bottom boundari= 0; and the surface boundak/;= k+ 1,
to be set to zero making equation (3.6) tri-diagonal. For turbulence intensity and turbu-
lence length scale, equations (2.23) and (2.24), the generic va@iablde ned vertically
at cell layer interfaces and the diffusivity is de ned at cell layer centers. Equation (3.6)
then represents a systemkof 1 equations for the variables at internal interfaces with the
variable values at the free surface and bottom being provided as boundary conditions. For
the turbulence intensity and length scale, the boundary conditions are:

24—

=B R+ 1t3lo=0; az= 0 (3.7)
24—

g2 =B 3+12lk=0; at= 1 (3.8)

wheret, andts are the bottom and surface stress vectors, respectively. Insertion of these
boundary conditions results in equation (3.6) representing tri-diagonal systelkhs af
equations for the turbulence intensity and length scale.

Without loss of generality, the notation used in analyzing the three time level advection
step, equation (3.4), is simpli ed by replacing the double and single asterisk intermediate
time level indicators byn+ 1 andn 1, respectively to give:

h i
dt
(MHG)™ ! = (mMHG)" 1h 20 (PO 1y (PO 1y
|
d

23, (@) pc (@ gy 25 WO, WO, (39

dk
where the horizontal central difference operators have been expanded about the cell volume
centroid(x;y); according to equations (2.106) and (2.107). The cell face uxes can be
represented consistent with centered in time and space differencing as was illustrated by
equations (2.108), (2.109) and (2.122) or forward in time and backward or upwind in space
as was illustrated by equations (2.110) and (2.123) forxtheomentum uxes. For the
centered in time and space form, equation (3.9) becomes:
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(MHGY™* = (mHG)" *
dth~ - I
dx. Patij Grni® G B g Gkt Gonjc
dt "« ~ !
d_y Qi;j+%;k Ci;j+1;k"'Ci;j;k Qi;j %;k Ci;j;k"'ci;j Lk

dt -~ -
o Wik Cijke1+ Cijik - Whjk 1 Giijk+ Gi;jx 1 (3.10)

The transports in equation (3.10) are evaluated at the centered time level when used in
the external and internal momentum equations, and are averaged to the centered time level
using

N — 1 n+ 1 n 1
R = > P+ B (3.11)

when used in the transport equations for scalar variables.
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Chapter 4
DYE MODULE

The dye constituent in EFDC+ represents a dilute substance in the water column that
does not impact the hydrodynamics (i.e. no impact on thermal physical properties such
as density and viscosity) or any other water column process (e.g. light extinction). This
constituent can be used as a tracer, with or without decay, or it can be used to compute the
age of water in days.

The dye is transported in the water column as determined by the equation (4.1).

1 1 1 1 1
ﬁ(mxmyHC)"' ﬂ—x(myHuC)+ W(mvaC)+ ﬂ—z(mxmwa) ﬂ_z(mxmyWscC)
T oMy, 9C o1 My, dc 1 mamy, do dC, S (1)

i omc™Max Ty m™May Tz R ez Ta

4.1. Decay

The dye constituent can be con gured to decay with a zeroth or rst order approach, as
shown in the equations 4.2 and 4.3, respectively.

dC
dC
- K (4.3)

In equations 4.2 and 4.8, is the dye concentration in gAyK is the rst order decay rate
in 1/s and is time is seconds.

Additionally, dye decay rate can be a function of water temperature using the equation
(4.4).

dC

G Kq(™ TenC (4.4)
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4.2. Age of Water

As mentioned, the dye constituent may be used to calculate the age of water (in days).
With this option, a zero-order kinetic rate approach is used:

dC _
e
whereC is “age” in dayst is time in days and& is in units of 1/day. By averaging cell
ages over all or parts of the model domain, residence times can be computed. If the model

is run suf ciently long enough to achieve a dynamic steady state, the hydraulic residence
time can be computed.

K (4.5)
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Chapter 5

TEMPERATURE AND HEAT
TRANSFER MODULE

5.1. Introduction

This chapter presents an overview of heat transfer implemented in EFDC+, including
the energy equation and heat transfer options. Additional details are given regarding the
sub-models for water column temperature, surface and bed heat exchanges, thermal power
plant cooling water, and ice formation and melt.

5.2. Basic Equation of Heat Transfer

The basic equation for heat transfer in curvilinear and sigma coordinates is given as
follows (Ji, 2008):

1 1 1 1 T m 9T T
ﬁ(mHn+ ﬂ_X(F>T)+ W(QT)+ ﬂ—z(mw'l')—ﬂ—z Ak +.”—Z+Sr (5.1)

where

x;y  are the orthogonal curvilinear coordinates in the horizontal direction (m)

z is the sigma coordinate (dimensionless)

t is time (S)

my; My, are the square roots of the diagonal components of the metric tensor (m)
m= mym, is the Jacobian (f)

T is temperature C)

H is the total water depth (m)
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P,Q arethe mass ux components ff8) in thex andy directions, respectively, which
were de ned in (2.9)

u;v  are the horizontal velocity components in the curvilinear coordinates (m/s)
w is the vertical velocity component (m/s)

Ap s the vertical turbulent eddy viscosity s)]

I is the short wave solar radiation (M#n

Sr  isthe source/sink term for heat exchanges (J/s)

To solve the equation (5.1), the hydrodynamic transpayrtv; w); and the turbulent
mixing Ap; are provided by the hydrodynamic module in EFDC+ model. For the short
wave solar radiation, the depth distribution is exponential and can be expressed as Beer's
Law:

| (D) = Il KeD) (5.2)

where

I(D) is the solar radiation at depi below the surface (M/R)
Is isthe solar radiation at the surfad® € 0) (M/m?)
D =H(1 2) isthe depth below water surface (m)

Ke Iisthe light extinction coef cient (1/m)

Solar radiation that penetrates the surface of water is absorbed by water. The absorption
heats the water column and radiation penetration depends on the light extinction coef cient
(Ke). The light extinction coef cient (also referred to as the light attenuation coef cient)
is the measure for the reduction (absorption) of light intensity within a water column. The
solar radiation at the surfade is a function of location, time of the year, time of day,
meteorological conditions, and other insigni cant factors.

5.3. Surface Heat Exchange

5.3.1 Equilibrium Temperature

A computed equilibrium temperature can be used for the surface heat exchange in
EFDC+. The approach used here is based on the equilibrium temperature computation ap-
proach in the CE-QUAL-W2 (Wells and Cole, 2000). Equilibrium temperature submodel
is fully linked with ice submodel that incorporates ice growth and ice melt processes.

Because some of the terms in the term-by-term heat balance equation are surface tem-
perature dependent and others are measurable or computable input variables, the most di-
rect route to simplify computation is to de ne an equilibrium temperatligeas the tem-
perature at which the net rate of surface heat exchange is zero.
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Linearization of the term-by-term heat balance along with the de nition of equilibrium
temperature allows for expression of the net rate of surface heat exclfngs;

Haw = Kaw (Tw Te) (5.3)

Haw is the rate of surface heat exchange (Mym
Kaw is the coef cient of surface heat exchange (W/nt)
Ty is the water surface temperatur€)

Te  is the equilibrium temperatureQ)

Seven separate heat exchange processes are summarized in the coef cient of surface
heat exchange and equilibrium temperature. The de nition of the coef cient of surface
heat exchange can be shown to be the rstterm of a Taylor series expansion by considering
the above equation as:

dKaw
Haw = — (Ts T 5.4
v = g (5 Te) (5.4)
where the derivative dfly, with respect to surface temperature is evaluated from equation
(5.3) to giveKaw; the coef cient of surface heat exchange. All approximations of the
individual surface heat exchange terms enter into the evaluation of the coef cient of surface
heat exchange and the equilibrium temperature.

5.3.2 Full Heat Balance

At the water surfacez(= 1), the boundary condition for the temperature transport equa-
tion (5.1) is:

rcpAp 1T
H 1z

= H .+ He+ Hc (5.5)
where

r is the water densitykg=m®)

Cp Isthe water speci c heat

Ap s the vertical turbulent mass mixing coef cientf=s)

H is the water depthn{)

HL s the surface heat exchange due to long wave back radidtism?)
He is the surface heat exchange due to evaporation/condenssitiont)

Hc is the surface heat exchange ux due to convectidm{y)
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Based on the approach proposedsgnd Hamrick (1992) the following is applied to
the temperature boundary condition at water surface:

Ho = esT3(0:39 0:05° &) (1+ BC)+ 4esT3(Ts  Ta) (5.6)
0:622
He = Celr aLeWs(&s  €3) =) (5.7)
a
He = chraCpas(Ts  Ta) (5.8)

e is the emissivity of the waterbodg € 0:97)

s isthe Stefan-Boltzmann constast€ 5:67 10 & W/m?=K?%)

€, Isthe actual vapor pressunalf)

C is the cloud fraction@ = 0 : cloudlessC = 1 : full cloud coverage)
Bc is an empirical constanB{ = 0:8)

Ts  is the water surface temperatur€)

Ta  isthe air temperatureQ)

ca;cp are the turbulent exchange coef cients € 1:1 10 3)]

ra isthe atmospheric density{= 1:2 kg=m°)

Cpa IS the specic heat of air@pa = 1005J=Kg=K)

Le is the latent heat of evaporatiobg(= 2:501 10° J=kg)

W; is the wind speedn(=s)

es Isthe saturation vapor pressure at surface water temperatbye (

P,  isthe atmospheric pressumalf)

5.3.3 Solar Radiation

The light extinction coef cient (also called light attenuation coef cient) is the measure
for the reduction (absorption) of light intensity within a water column. The light eld in
the water column is governed by:

|
1?—2 = Kesd (5.9)

where

I is the short wave solar radiation or light intensiby=n?)

Kess Is the light extinction coef cient (£m)
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z is the depth below the water surface) (

Integration of equation (5.9) gives:
VA 4
| = lwseXp KesdlZ (5.10)
0

The solar radiation at the surfatgis a function of location, time of the year, time of
day, meteorological conditions, and other insigni cant factors. The light intensity at the
water surface,; is given by:

lsw= 1St min exp[ Keme(Hrps H)];1 minfexp KeiceHicel; 19 (5.11)
where

lo is the solar radiation at the Earth's surfabé=r?)

St isthe tree canopy and/or terrain shading factor (dimensionless)
Hice Iis the ice thickness (m)

Keice iS the light extinction coef cient for ice cover (1/m)

Keme IS the light extinction coef cient for emergent shoots (1/m)

Hrps Is the rooted plant shoot height (m), and

H is the water column depth (m)

In EFDC+, depending on which heat exchange option has been selected, light extinction
is treated differently. The different heat exhcange options are listed below.

» Term by Term Heat Exchange EFDC+ computes the net extinction coef cient for
each cell and layer at every time step.

» Term by Term Heat Exchange (Legacy) The extinction coef cient is constant
spatially and temporally. This is consistent with legacy versions of EFDC+.

» Equilibrium Temperature : EFDC+ computes the net extinction coef cient for each
cell and layer at every time step.

5.3.3.1 Term by Term Heat Exchange

EFDC+ computes the net extinction coef cient for each cell and layer at every time
step using equation (5.10).
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5.3.3.2 Term by Term Heat Exchange (Legacy)

The extinction coef cient is constant spatially and temporally. This is consistent with
previous implementations of EFDC+. To solve the equation (5.1), the hydrodynamic trans-
port (U; v; w), and the turbulent mixingy,; are provided by the EFDC+ model. The depth
distribution of the solar radiation heating is an exponential function and is expressed as:

I =rlgwexp biH(1 2 +(1 r)lswexp] bsH(1 2)] (5.12)

where

I is the solar radiation at water depM=nv)

lsw is the incident solar radiation at water surfaze (1) (M=n¥)
b isthe fast scale attenuation coef cients=(f)

bs isthe slow scale attenuation coef cients=(t)

r is the distribution fraction between 0 and 1

5.3.3.3 Equilibrium Temperature

The extinction coef cient can vary spatially and temporally as described in the Full
Heat Exchange option. If the Equilibrium Temperature heat exchange option is selected,
the light extinction is handled the same as with the Full Heat Balance option with the
exception of the addition of a constant fraction of the solar radiation is always adsorbed
in the top layer, regardless of how thick it is or what the extinction coef cient is. This is
described by the Beer's law with the additional téom

Hs(2=(1 b)Hsexp( hz (5.13)
where
Hs(2) is the short wave radiation at deptiiM=nv)
b is the fraction absorbed at the water surface (dimensionless)

Ke is the extinction coef cient (£m)

Hs is the short wave radiation reaching the water surftent?)

5.3.4 Light Extinction Factors

The standard EFDC+ term by term full heat balance surface heat exchange processes
are the same as the full heat balance (legacy) option. The major difference between these
two options is that the standard EFDC+ full heat balance uses variable light extinction
factors. Total light extinction in the model is given by:
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Kess= Keb+ KeTssT SSF KepocPOC+ KepocDOC+ Kechi @ Chl+ KerpdRPS (5.14)

This equation also applies for the equilibrium temperature (CE-QUAL-W2 method)
option. When using the EFDC+ full heat balance or equilibrium temperature option, the
heat module and the WQ module use the same light extinction fa€{prior the full heat
balance (legacy) option they are decoupled.

If the legacy version of the surface heat exchange option is used, then light extinction
is constant in time and space. However, the user must spgifiasy; Ke(siow: and
FACT(fast): The latter term is the fraction of the SR that is attenuated “fast”, i.e. using

Ke;( fast) ;
where

Kess is the total light extinction coef cient (Zm)

KeTss is the light extinction coef cient for total inorganic suspended solignilper
g=m)
Kep is the background light extinction £in)

KeTss is the light extinction coef cient for total inorganic suspended solignilper
g=m’)

TSS is the inorganic suspended solid concentratgm€) provided from the sediment
transport module

POC is the total Particulate Organic Carbon concentration (Labile and Refractory)
(g=m°) provided from the water quality module

Kepoc is the light extinction factor as a function BDC concentrations @m perg=nr’)

DOC is the Dissolved Organic Carbon concentration (Labile and Refractgey)s)
provided from the water quality module

Kepoc is the light extinction factor as a function BOC concentrations @m perg=nr)
CChlgpg is the carbon-to-chlorophyll ratio for epiphytegs@ permg Ch)

Keck is the light extinction coef cient for algae chlorophyll£in permg Chipernv)
Bm  is the concentration of algae groop(g C perml)

CChly, is the carbon-to-chlorophyll ratio in algal groap(g C permg Chl)

Kerps is the light extinction coef cient for rooted plant shoots=(a pergm Cpernv)

RPS is the concentration of plant shoots€ pernv)

If only hydrodynamics and temperature is simulated in the EFDC+ model, then back-
ground light extinction coef cient will be used. If hydrodynamics, temperature B8&
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is simulated, then the total light extinction coef cient is a function of background extinc-
tion coef cient and light extinction coef cient due t® SS If a full water quality model is
simulated withT SSthen the total light extinction coef cient is the function of background
extinction, TSS POC, DOC andChl a:

Full heat balance with variable light extinction option is fully coupled with ice sub-
model and accounts for the ice melt and ice growth. Finally, the surface heat exchange
coef cients for evaporative and conductive exchange can be spatially variable.

5.4. Bed Heat Exchange

Sediment-water interface heat exchange with water is generally small compared to sur-
face heat exchange and is frequently neglected. However, including sediment bed heat
exchange can improve the simulation of temperature in deep lakes and reservoirs. The
heat exchange between the sediment bed and the bottom layer of the water column can be
described as

Hb = Kb;VU + Kb;c (TW Tb) (5.15)

q
U= u+v2 (5.16)

Hp is the sediment bed-water heat excharider(?)

Kpy IS the convective heat exchange coef cievit ( sm?  C)
Kp:c is the conductive heat exchange coef ciewtfnm? Q)

up  is theu component water velocity in layer inEs)

vi  isthevcomponent water velocity in layer InEs)

Ty is the water temperature in layer L

T, isthe sediment bed temperatur€)

Typical applications have used a value of W3n?  C for Ky, that is approximately
two orders of magnitude smaller than the surface heat exchange coef Kjgsis often not
used (i.e. equal to zero) but can be in the range of 0 to 10. Average yearly air temperature
is a good initial estimate Of:

Optionally, the bed temperatur&,j can change with time due to the heat exchange.

d (DpTh) _
dt
whereDg is the sediment bed-thermal thickness (m). Selection of the thermal thickness is
subject to initial approximation and subsequent calibration. The larger the thermal thick-
ness is, the slower the bed temperature will change.

Kb;vU + Kb;c (Tb TW) (5-17)
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5.5. Ice Formation and Melt

A robust ice sub-model has been implemented in EFDC+ which is based on the CE-
QUAL-W2 (Wells and Cole, 2000) ice module. With this model:

1. Ice formation and melt is simulated by EFDC+ using a coupled heat approach.

2. Ice dynamics (i.e. movement of ice block/chunks) have not yet been implemented.

5.5.1 Heat Balance

The heat balance for the water-to-ice air system is given by:

dh
ri|—fa:hai(Ti Te) Mwi(Tw  Tm) (5.18)

where
ri isthe density of iceKg=m®)
L: isthe latent heat of fusion of icd€kg)
dh=dt is the change in ice thickneds)(with time ) (m=s)
ha s the coef cient of ice-to-air heat exchang&/£m?= C)
Hwi is the coef cient of water-to-ice heat exchange through the melt |Ayenf= C)
T is the ice temperature)
Tei is the equilibrium temperature of ice to air heat exchan@? (
Ty is the water temperature below ic&)

Tn  is the melt temperature@)

Formation of ice requires lowering the surface water temperature to the freezing point
by normal surface heat exchange processes. With further heat removal, ice begins to form
on the water surface. This is indicated by a negative water surface temperature. The nega-
tive water surface temperature is then converted to equivalent ice thickness and equivalent
heat is added to the heat source and sink term for water. The thickness of ice formation is
calculated as

Twnl wCpwh

5.19
Ly (5.19)

Jo =
where

Jo Isthe thickness of initial ice formation during a time step) (

Tan IS the local temporary negative water temperatu@® (
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h is the layer thickness)
rw is the density of watekg=md), Cpw is the speci ¢ heat of watelJekg= C)
ri isthe density of iceKg=m®)

Lt s the latent heat of fusiord€kg)

5.5.2 Ice Surface Temperature

The ice surface temperature is given by the equations:

qnl

TS K. [Hen* Han  Hor (Tg)  He(T] (5.20)
|
_ ., dQqi _
H5n+ Han Hbr He Hc+ q| =T |LfW y fOI’ Ts— O C (521)
Ts  Ts(t)
i = Ki——5— 22
G= Kt (5.22)

where

Ki isthe thermal conductivity of ic&{=m= C)

T¢  is the freezing point temperatured)

n is the time level

g isthe heat ux through iceNl=n¥)

Hn is the net rate of heat exchange across the water suéee?)
Hs is the incident short wave solar radiatid£m?)
Ha is the incident long wave radiatioMEm?),

Hsr is the re ected short wave solar radiatiod€m?)
Har  is the re ected long wave radiatioM=m?)

Hpr  is the back radiation from the water surfadé=r?)
He is the evaporative heat loS¥I€nTY)

Hc  is the heat conductiotM=n¥)
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5.5.3 Freezing Temperature

The freezing temperature relationship is described as below.

0:0545TDS; TDS < 35 ppt

T1= 03146 0.0417TDS 0:000166TDF: TDS> 35 ppt

(5.23)

where

T¢  is the freezing point temperatured)

TDS is the total dissolved solidgft)

5.5.4 Ice Melt at Air/Water Interface

The ice melt at the air/water interface is described by the equation below:

Ts(t)

rho;iCpi >

q(t) = riLtDgai (5.24)
where

Cpi Is the specic heat of iceJ=kg= C)

Jai is theice melt at the air-ice interface=th)

5.5.5 Ice Growth/Melt at Bottom of Ice

The ice growth/melt at the bottom of the ice is described by the equation below:

R
G Gw = rilf at (5.25)

where
gi is the heat ux through the iceM=m?)
qw is the heat ux at the ice/water interfackl€n?)

Qw IS the ice growth/melt at the ice-water interface

1 Ty T
Daiw = —— K qr = hui Ty Ti (5.26)
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5.5.6 Solar Radiation at Bottom of Ice

Solar radiation at the bottom of the ice is given by the equation below:

Hps= Hs(1 ai)(1 bi)exp[ gaq(t)] (5.27)

Hps Is the solar radiation absorbed by water under ice cavient’)
Hs s the incident solar radiatioM=m?)

a; is the ice albedo
bj is the fraction of the incoming solar radiation absorbed in the ice surface
g is the ice extinction coef cient (Zm)

5.6. Thermal Power Plant Cooling Water

EFDC+ has features speci cally designed for thermal simulation of a power plant's
cooling systems. In EFDC+, the cooling water withdrawal from a nearby river or lake and
discharge from the plant are represented by the withdrawal and return boundaries. The user
can add them by specifying the ow ra@at the withdrawal and return cells (Hamrick and
Mills, 2000).

Heat energy added to or removed from a receiving waterbody can be estimated using:

where

Hwr Iis the rate of heat energy exchange due to temperature risé#g)l (

Qc is the withdrawal ow rate P=s)

r is the water densitykg=m®)

cp isthe specic heat of watercf, = 240Q)=kg= C)

DT isthe temperature difference between the discharged water and the receiving water

(C

So, for any industrial process that uses once-through cooling water we can de ne the
following:

Qcool I the process water ow rate that is being pumped from the water body. The sign
convention is positive for a standard withdrawal. The thermal sinks and sadfcase
speci ed in the transport equation for heat:

Hintake=  Qcooll CpT1 (5.29)
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Haischarge= Qcooll Cp (To+ DT) (5.30)
where

Hintake 1S the heat removed from the withdrawal cell or intake
Haischarge IS the heat added back to the water body at the power plant discharge location
T1  is the ambient intake temperatur€j

DT isthe temperature rise of a power plant

5.7. Thermal Power Plant Forced Evaporation

The Forced Evaporation (FE) Analysis capability has been developed to quantify in-
creased evaporation induced by increased water temperatures due to releases from thermo-
electric power plants. These power plants withdraw cooling waters, which once run through
the plant and are returned to rivers or lakes at a higher temperature than the ambient water
temperature. This higher temperature water causes additional evaporation (forced evapora-
tion) from the waterbody. This additional evaporation is counted as water consumption by
regulators as it is no longer available to downstream users.

Evaporation is dependent on wind speed, atmospheric humidity, and water temperature.
There are a number of methods to compute FE using different wind functions as listed in
Table 5.1. Using these various evaporation methods, the model is rst run with the power
plant, and then run again without the power plant. EE then subtracts the output from two
models and displays the difference which is the consumption of water from the power
plant. Once temperature is activated and the correct Surface Heat Exchange option has been
selected, the user can choose which evaporation approach is desired. Even if evaporative
losses are not a major concern, the evaporative mass uxes should normally be activated
for most models.

Heat ux due to evaporation is always included for the Full Heat and the Equilibrium
Temperature (W2) options.

EFDC+/EFDCEXxplorer Forced Evaporation (FE) toolset results have been compared
to the Electric Power Research Institute's (EPRI) FE estimates. EPRI's once through cool-
ing FE analysis for river discharges is based on a USGS report on water consumption by
thermoelectric power plants (Diehl et al., 2013; EPRI, 2014).
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Table 5.1.List of Evaporation Calculation Methods

IEAVAP Evaporation Approach General Usage
0 Do Not Include Evaporation

1 Use Evaporation from ASER Measured or Externally Estimated
2 EFDC+ Original

3 Ward (1980) Cooling Lake

4 Harbeck Jr (1964) Cooling Lake

5 Brady et al. (1969) Cooling Pond

6 Anderson et al. (1954) Large Lake

7 Webster and Sherman (1995) Lakes

8 Fulford and Sturm (1984) Rivers

9 Gulliver and Stefan (1984) Streams

10 Edinger et al. (1974) Lakes/Rivers
11 Ryan et al. (1974) Lakes/Rivers
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Chapter 6
SEDIMENT TRANSPORT MODULE

6.1. Introduction

This chapter presents the transport equations of suspended sediment that are part of
EFDC+. This includes the basic theory for the two transport options available in EFDC+.
The two sediment transport options available are:

1. The “Original” sediment transport model that is based on the Hamrick's work (Tech
etal., 2007).

2. The Ziegler, Lick, and Jones (SEDZLJ) sediment transport model that is based on
the SEDiment dynamics work (Jones and Lick, 2000; Ziegler and Lick, 1988, 1986).

6.2. Governing Equations for Suspended Sediment Transport

6.2.1 Suspended Sediment Transport

The water column equation for suspended sediment transport is derived from the
generic transport equation (3.1) for a dissolved or suspended material. For the EFDC+
implementation, the physical horizontal diffusion terms in equation (3.1) are omitted due
to small inherent numerical diffusion encountered. This yields the following from of the
suspended sediment transport equation:

il l

_ _ il _ .
Tt mHG + > PC; + Ty QC; + Tz mwG 1z mv;C;
_ T Ap T
= 0 mﬁ'ﬂ_z(:J +§;j+§SJ (6.1)
where,

C; represents the concentration of tffesediment class,
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%i is the external source-sink term, and

q; istheinternal source-sink term.

The source term has been split into two terms so that the external source-sink term
could include point and nonpoint source loads. Whereas the internal source-sink term can
now include reactive decay of organic sediments or the exchange of mass between sediment
classes. The mass exchange would occur if oc formation and destruction are simulated.

The boundary conditions for the equation (6.1) in the vertical direction are as follows:

1
%ﬂ—ij WsiCj= Jjp atz=0 (6.2)
%ﬂlzcj WsiCi= 0 atz= 1 6.3)

where, Jjo is the net water column-bed exchange ux de ned as positive into the water
column.

6.2.2 Numerical Solution

The general procedure follows that for the salinity transport equation, which uses a high
order upwind difference discretization scheme for the advective terms, described in Ham-
rick (1992). The numerical solution of equation (6.1) utilizes a fractional step procedure.
The rst step advances the concentration due to advection and external sources and sinks
having corresponding volume uxes by

Dt n+ 1=2
n+1 — ne—n
H™IC = HC'+ — &

1
m qXx

|l

1 1
Q™ 2c" +1Tz mw™2C"  (6.4)

T

y
where the superscriptsandn+ 1 denote the old- and new-time levels and the superscript

denotes the intermediate fractional step results. The portion of the source and sink term,
associated with volumetric sources and sinks is included in the advective step for consis-
tency with the continuity constraint. This source-sink term, as well as the advective eld
(u; v; w;) is de ned as intermediate in time between the old and new time levels consis-
tent with the temporal discretization of the continuity equation. Note that the sediment
class subscripts have been dropped for clarity. The advection step uses the anti-diffusive
MPDATA scheme (Smolarkiewicz and Clark, 1986) with optional ux corrected transport
(Smolarkiewicz and Grabowski, 1990).

The second fractional step or settling step is given by

X T e ) (6.5)

C =C+ Hn+1ﬂZ
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Equation (6.5) is solved by a fully implicit upwind difference scheme

Dt
Ce= Ciet W (wsC )k;c (6.6)
Dt Dt .
Ck = Ck + W(WSC )k+l W(WSC )k with2 k KC 1 (67)
Dt

where,

Cx s the concentration in each layg=m’),
C 1 isthe bottom layer concentration, and
k is the layer index.

The solution starts dt = KC and marches downward to the bottom layer. The implicit
solution includes an optional anti-diffusion correction across internal water column layer
interfaces. The third fractional step accounts for water column-bed exchange by resuspen-
sion and deposition through the following,

Dt
Cl = Cl + WLOJO (69)
wherelg is a ux limiter such that only the current top layer of the bed can be com-
pletely resuspended in single time step. For resuspension and deposition of suspended

non-cohesive sediment, the bed ux is given by

W.
J = 73 MCeq C; (6.10)

which will be further discussed in the next section. For cohesive sediment resuspension,
the bed ux is speci ed as a function of the bed stress and bed geomechanical properties.
For cohesive sediment deposition, the bed ux is typically given by

b = PwC (6.11)

where,Py is a probability of deposition. The representation of the water column bed ex-
change by a distinct fractional step is equivalent to a splitting of the bottom boundary
condition equation (6.2) such that the bed ux is imposed at the intermediate step between
settling and vertical diffusion.
The remaining step is an implicit vertical turbulent diffusion step corresponding to,
" #
T A "

cC"l=C +D~- >

L = (6.12)

with zero diffusive uxes at the bed and water surface.
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6.2.3 De nitions

The void ratio,e, is de ned as the ratio of the volume of voids, to the total volume
of the soil (dimensionless).

o

e (6.13)

e=

The bulk density p, is de ned as the dry weight of soil per unit volume of soil (kgjm
The relationship between dry and bulk density is represented by,

rqg= rsM (6.14)

(rs rw)

wherer s is the solids or grain density (kgfnandr ,, is the water density (kg/A).

6.3. Original EFDC+ Sediment Transport

The original implementation of sediment transport involves the transport of both non-
cohesive and cohesive sediments.

6.3.1 Non-Cohesive Sediments
6.3.1.1 Settling Velocity

Non-cohesive inorganic sediments settle as discrete particles where hindered settling
and multiphase interactions are important in regions of high sediment concentration near
the bed. At low concentrations, the settling velocity for jlenon-cohesive sediment class
corresponds to the settling velocity of a discrete particle,

Wsj = Wsoj (615)

wherews,| is the discrete particle settling velocity that depends on the sediment density,
effective grain diameter, and uid kinematic viscosity. A piece-wise relationvigy; by
Rijn (1984) is as follows,

8
) 5%;q d 100mm
wsoj= ¥ 40 T 1+001RE 1 ; loom<d; 1000mm  (6.16)
B 1 d; > 1000mm

whereglis the reduced gravitational acceleration and represented as,

P=g & 1 6.17)
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andRy; is the sediment grain densimetric Reynolds number and calculated as,

Ra; = di g% (6.18)

n

At higher concentrations and hindering settling conditions, the settling velocity is less
than the discrete velocity and can be expressed in the form,
!
|
C.
Wsj= 1 a _I Wsoj (6.19)

i Isi

n

wherer s is the sediment particle density with valuesxafinging from 2 (Cao et al., 1996)
to 4 (Rijn, 1984). The expression (6.16) is approximated to within 5 percent by
!
i

|
Wsj= 1 nd = W (6.20)

i Isi

for total sediment concentrations up to 2000mg=l. For total sediment concentrations
less than 2300mg-, neglecting the hindered settling correction results in less than a 5%
error in the settling velocity. This is well within the range of uncertainty in parameters used
to estimate the discrete particle settling velocity.

6.3.1.2 Deposition, Resuspension, and Bedload

Non-cohesive sediment is transported as bedload and suspended load. The initiation of
both modes of transport begins with erosion or resuspension of sediment from the bed when
the bed stresk,, exceeds a critical stress referred to as the Shield's dtgg3de Shield's
stress depends upon the density and diameter of the sediment particles and the kinematic
viscosity of the uid and can be expressed in empirical dimensionless relationships of the
form:

= — = ﬂ = .
Ocsj o g(blj f Rdj (6.21)

Useful numerical expressions of the relationship of equation (6.19), provided by Rijn
(1984) are:

0:24 jos 1-; Réjs< 4
0:14 Rﬁj‘o’ 0'64; 4 R§=]3< 10

VWA AR/ 00

— — 01 _
Gosi= 5 0:04 RS 5 10 R;°<20 (6.22)
— 0:29 —
0:013 R;;®  ; 20 R{<150
0:055; Ri’ 150
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A number of approaches have been used to distinguish whether a particular sediment
size class is transported as bedload or suspended load under speci c local ow conditions
characterized by the bed stress or bed shear velocity:

u="t (6.23)

The approach proposed by Rijn (1984) is used in the EFDC+ model and is as follows.

When the bed velocity is less than the critical shear velocity

| O
Ucsj= P tesj= gqijCsj (6.24)

no erosion or resuspension takes place and there is no bedload transport. Sediment in
suspension under this condition will deposit to the bed as will be subsequently discussed.

When the bed shear velocity exceeds the critical shear velocity but remains less than
the settling velocity,

Ucsj< U < Wgoj (6.25)

sediment will be eroded from the bed and transported as bedload. Sediment in suspension
under this condition will deposit to the bed. When the bed shear velocity exceeds both the
critical shear velocity and the settling velocity, bedload transport ceases and the eroded or
resuspended sediment will be transported as suspended load. For grain diameters less than
approximately 13 10 “m (130mm), the settling velocity is less than the critical shear
velocity and sediment resuspend from the bed when the bed shear velocity exceeds the
critical shear velocity will be transported entirely as suspended load. For grain diameters
greater than B 10 “#m, eroded sediment can be transported by bedload in the region
corresponding to equation (6.25) and then as suspended load when the bed shear velocity
exceeds the settling velocity.

In the EFDC+ model, the preceding set of rules are used to determine the mode of
transport of multiple size classes of non-cohesive sediment. Bedload transport is deter-
mined using a general bedload transport rate formula:

E%BQ?H = f (9;Ged (6.26)

r

wheregg is the bedload transport rate (mass per unit time per unit width) in the direction
of the near bottom horizontal ow velocity vector. The functibrdepends on the Shield's
parameter:

_ oty _ U

LR e ] (6.27)
and the critical Shield's parameter de ned by the equations (6.21) and (6.22). A number
of bedload transport formulas explicitly incorporate the settling velocity. However, since
both the critical Shield's parameter and the settling velocity are unique functions of the

sediment grain densimetric Reynolds number, the settling velocity can also be expressed as
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a function of the critical Shield's parameter with equation (6.27) remaining an appropriate
representation.

A number of bedload formulations developed for riverine prediction (Ackers and White,
1973; Laursen, 1958; Yang, 1973; Yang and Molinas, 1982) do not readily conform to
equation (6.27) and were not incorporated as options in the EFDC+ model. Two widely
used bedload formulations which do conform to equation (6.27) are found in Meyer-Peter
and Miller (1948) and Bagnold (1956) and their derivatives in Reid and Frostick (1994),
which have the general form

pP— P—b
$(d;0ee) = f (4 Geo)? d 9 (s (6.28)

where,

f=f(as or f=71(Ry) (6.29)

The Meyer-Peter and Muller formulations are typi ed by

F=1f(q CIcs)3:2 (6.30)

while Bagnold formulations are typi ed by

p—- pP—
F=1f(ad dc d 9 UCes (6.31)

with Bagnold's original formula having equal to zero. The Meyer-Peter and Muller for-
mulation has been extended to heterogeneous beds by Suzuki et al. (1998), while Bagnold's
formula has been similarly extended by (van Niekerk et al., 1992). The bedload formulation
by Rijn (1984) having the form

F=f(q 0e®
. 0:053 (6.32)

1=5 .
Ry a&!

has been incorporated into the CH3D-SED model and modi ed for heterogeneous beds
by Spasojevic and Holly Jr (1994). Equation (6.32) can be implemented in the EFDC+
model with an appropriately speci ed: A modi ed formulation of the Einstein bedload
function (Einstein, 1950) which conforms to equations (6.27) and (6.28) has been presented
by Rahmeyer (1999) and will be later incorporated into the EFDC+ model.

The procedure for coupling bedload transport with the sediment bed in the EFDC+
model is as follows. First, the magnitude of the bedload mass ux per unit width is calcu-
lated according to equation (6.27) at horizontal model cell centers, denoted by the subscript
C. The cell center ux is then transformed into cell center vector components using
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Vv (6.33)
Oocy = P=—=Ubc
U2+ v2

where,u andv are the cell center horizontal velocities near the bed. Cell face mass uxes
are determined by downwind projection of the cell center uxes

Obtx = ( Abex) upwind (6.34)

where the subscripipwind denotes the cell center upwind of tkRenormal andy normal
cell faces. The net removal or accumulation rate of sediment material from the deposited
bed underlying a water cell is then given by:

mamyJp = Myoix o MyOofx ,* MxObfy ,  MkObfy o (6.35)
where,

J, s the net removal ratggfr=m? seq from the bed,
mx andmy, arex andy dimensions of the cell, and
€W, n;s represent the compass direction subscripts, which de ne the four cell faces.

The implementation of equations (6.33) through (6.35) in the EFDC+ code includes
logic to limit the out uxes equation (6.34) over a time step, such that the time integrated
mass ux from the bed does not exceed bed sediment available for erosion or resuspension.

Under conditions when the bed shear velocity exceeds the settling velocity and criti-
cal Shield's shear velocity, non-cohesive sediment will be resuspended and transported as
suspended load. When the bed shear velocity falls below both the settling velocity and the
critical Shield's shear velocity, suspended sediment will deposit to the bed.

A consistent formulation of these processes can be developed using the concept of a
near bed equilibrium sediment concentration. Under steady, uniform ow and sediment
loading conditions, an equilibrium distribution of sediment in the water column tends to
be established, with the resuspension and deposition uxes canceling each other. Using
a number of simplifying assumptions, the equilibrium sediment concentration distribution
in the water column can be expressed analytically in terms of the near bed reference or
equilibrium concentration, the settling velocity, and the vertical turbulent diffusivity. For
unsteady or spatially varying ow conditions, the water column sediment concentration
distribution varies in space and time in response to sediment load variations, changes in
hydrodynamic transport, and associated nonzero uxes across the water column-sediment
bed interface. Anincrease or decrease in the bed stress and the intensity of vertical turbulent
mixing will result in net erosion or deposition, respectively, at a particular location or time.
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To illustrate how an appropriate suspended non-cohesive sediment bed ux boundary
condition can be established, consider the approximation to the sediment transport equation
(6.1) for nearly uniform horizontal conditions

1 _ T ATC
ﬁ(HC)- 2 FE+ w,C (6.36)
Integrating equation (6.36) over the depth of the bottom hydrodynamic model layer

gives

% DHC =J% Jb (6.37)
where the over bar denotes the mean over the dimensionless layer thibkisaggracting

equation (6.37) from equation (6.36) gives
il o_ T ATC J Jb
ﬁ HCY = 1z H 9z + WZC D

Assuming that the rate of change of the deviation of the sediment concentration from
the mean is small

(6.38)

! 0 T .~
Tt HC" << T HC (6.39)
allows equation (6.36) to be approximated by
T ATC _ Jo b
5 Htwe = Pg (6.40)
Integrating equation (6.37) once gives
Ap T1C _ z
H 1z + w,C = ( Jo JD) D Jo (6.41)
Very near the bed, equation (6.41) can be approximated by
Ap 1C _

Neglecting strati cation effects and using the results of Section 5.3.2, the near bed diffu-
sivity is approximately

Ao
H
Introducing equation (6.43) into (6.42) gives

I
= Koqﬁ =ukz (6.43)

E+ BC: Rk

'z Zwe (6.44)
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where,
Ws
R= — 6.45
" (6.45)
is the Rouse parameter. The solution of equation (6.44) is
b G
C= —+ = 6.46
! R (6.46)

The constant of integration is evaluated using

C= Cegqatz= ZggandJ= 0 (6.47)

which sets the near bed sediment concentration to an equilibrium value, de ned just above
the bed under no net ux condition. Using equation (6.47), equation (6.46) becomes

R
Zeq Jo
c= = — 6.48
> Ceq e (6.48)

For non-equilibrium conditions, the net ux is given by evaluating equation (6.48) at
the equilibrium level

Jo=Ws Ceq Cre (6.49)

whereCe is the actual concentration at the reference equilibrium level. Equation (6.49)
clearly indicates that when the near bed sediment concentration is less than the equilibrium
value, a net ux from the bed into the water column occurs. Likewise when the concen-
tration exceeds equilibrium, a net ux to the bed occurs. For this case, Ghen greater
thanCe

Ceq
Cne
and the term inside the parenthesis in the equation (6.50) can be considered as the deposi-
tion factor which does not exceed unity.

For the relationship equation (6.49) to be useful in a numerical model, the bed ux must
be expressed in terms of the model layer mean concentration. For a three-dimensional

Jo = Wane 1 (6 50)

Jo=Ws Coq C (6.51)
where,
— _ In Dz
= ———C¢; R=1
T brd 1 Ceq
(6.52)
B Dzeql 1R 1
Ceq (1 R Dzd 1 Ceq
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de nes an equivalent layer mean equilibrium concentration in terms of the near bed equilib-
rium concentration. The corresponding quantities in the numerical solution bottom bound-
ary condition equation (6.9) are

WrCr = WeCeq

6.53
Paws = Wg ( )

If the dimensionless equilibrium elevationg exceeds the dimensionless layer thick-
ness, equation (6.33) can be modi ed to

— In MDzyq
= ——C¢; R=1
T MDzd 1 Cea
1R (6.54)
- MDzeq 1
Ceq: 1 Ceq, R6 1
(1 R MDzg 1

where the over bars in equations (6.51) and (6.53) implying an average of ths lesters
above the bed.

For two-dimensional depth averaged model application, a number of additional con-
siderations are necessary. For depth average modeling, the equivalent of equation (6.41)
is

C
%j]_;wSc: b(1l 2 (6.55)

Neglecting strati cation effects and using the results of the sediment boundary layers, the
diffusivity is
A

_ 1_ |
i Koqﬁ =ukz(l 2 (6.56)

Introducing equation (6.56) into equation (6.55) gives

11
I, R ._ RL 2%

1z z(1 z)I z Ws (6:57)

A closed form solution of equation (6.57) is possiblelfoequal to zero. Although the
resulting diffusivity is not as reasonable as the choick efjual to one, the resulting ver-
tical distribution of sediment is much more sensitive to the near bed diffusivity distribution
than the distribution in the upper portions of the water column. IFequal to zero, the
solution of equation (6.57) is

B Rz b G
C= 1 a+R WJ? (6.58)
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Evaluating the constant of integration using equation (6.56) gives
Zeq Rz J
- Ceq —_—

z 1+ R ws

For non-equilibrium conditions, the net ux is given by evaluating equation (6.59) at
the equilibrium level

C=

(6.59)

!
1+ R

T C 6.60
1+R 1 Zeq Ceq ne ( )

Jo = Ws
whereCye is the actual concentration at the reference equilibrium level. Singde on the
order of the sediment grain diameter divided by the depth of the water column, equation
(6.60) is essentially equivalent to equation (6.49). To obtain an expression for the bed ux
in terms of the depth average sediment concentration, equation (6.59) is integrated over the
depth to give
|

2(1+ R ~ ~
Jo=wWg ——— — C 6.61
° S 2+ R 1 Zgq Ceq ( )
where,
— In zg
Coa= i 1 G R=1
R (6.62)
Cog= —d ! Ceq R61
T @A Rz 1

The corresponding quantities in the numerical solution bottom boundary condition
equation (6.9) are

2(1+ R ~

WS =Wy ——

SEVE R g (6.63)
2(1+ '
2+ R 1 Zzyq

When multiple sediment size classes are simulated, the equilibrium concentrations
given by equations (6.52), (6.54), and (6.62) are adjusted by multiplying by their respective
sediment volume fractions in the surface layer of the bed.

The speci cation of the water column-bed ux of non-cohesive sediment has been re-
duced to speci cation of the near bed equilibrium concentration and its corresponding ref-
erence distance above the bed. Garcia and Parker (1991) evaluated seven relationships,
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derived by combinations of analysis and experiment correlation, for determining the near
bed equilibrium concentration as well as proposing a new relationship. All of the rela-

tionships essentially specify the equilibrium concentration in terms of hydrodynamic and
sediment physical parameters

Ceq= Ceq(d; 1 s; M w; Ws; U ;V) (6.64)

including the sediment particle diameter, the sediment and water densities, the sediment
settling velocity, the bed shear velocity, and the kinematic molecular viscosity of water.
Garcia and Parker concluded that the representations of Smith and McLean (1977) and
Rijn (1984) as well as their own proposed representation perform acceptably when tested
against experimental and eld observations.

Smith and McLean's formula for the equilibrium concentration is

0:659, T

= re—— 6.65
Coq= Iy g T (6.65)
whereg, is a constant equal ta2 10 2 andT is given by
t 2 2
7=t tes_U s (6.66)
Les Us

where,

t, Isthe bed stress, and

tes IS the critical Shields stress.

The use of Smith and McLean's formulation requires that the critical Shields stress be
speci ed for each sediment size class. Van Rijn's formula is

Ceq= 0:015 SZ%T3=2Rd1:5 (6.67)
q

where,

Zsq= Hzeq is the dimensional reference height, and

Ry is asediment grain Reynolds number.

When van Rijn's formula is select for use in EFDC+, the critical Shields stress in in-
ternally calculated using relationships from Rijn (1984). Van Rijn suggested setting the
dimensional reference height to three grain diameters. In the EFDC+ model, the user spec-
i es the reference height as a multiple of the largest non-cohesive sediment size class di-
ameter.

Garcia and Parker (1991) general formula for multiple sediment size classes is
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o Alz?®
Cieg= I's - (6.68)
1+ 3:33A(1 2)
uUu 35
zi= 2~ R® .
j WszdJ My (6.69)
15
FH = ﬂ (670)
dso
=1+ 200, 1) (6.71)
Sfo

where,

A is a constant equal tad 10 7,

dso is the median grain diameter based on all sediment classes,
I is a straining factor,

F4  is a hiding factor, and

Sy Isthe standard deviation of the sedimentological phi scale of sediment size distri-
bution.

Garcia and Parker (1991) formulation is unique in that it can account for armoring ef-
fects when multiple sediment classes are simulated. For simulation of a single non-cohesive
size class, the straining factor and the hiding factor are set to one. The EFDC+ model has
the option to simulate armoring with Garcia and Parker's formulation. For armoring simu-
lation, the current surface layer of the sediment bed is restricted to a thickness equal to the
dimensional reference height.

6.3.2 Cohesive Sediments
6.3.2.1 Settling Velocities

The settling of cohesive inorganic sediment and organic particulate material is an ex-
tremely complex process. Inherent in the process of gravitational settling is the process
of occulation, where individual cohesive sediment particles and particulate organic parti-
cles aggregate to form larger groupings or ocs having settling characteristics signi cantly
different from those of the component particles (Burban et al., 1989, 1990; Gibbs, 1985;
Mehta et al., 1989). Floc formation is dependent upon the type and concentration of the
suspended material, the ionic characteristics of the environment, and the uid shear and
turbulence intensity of the ow environment. Progress has been made in rst principles
mathematical modeling of oc formation or aggregation, and disaggregation by intense
ow shear (Lick and Lick, 1988; Tsai et al., 1987). However, the computational cost of
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Fig. 6.1. Critical Shield's shear velocity and settling velocity as a function of sediment grain size

such approaches precludes direct simulation of occulation in operational cohesive sedi-
ment transport models currently.

An alternative approach, which has been applided with reasonable success, is the pa-
rameterization of the settling velocity of ocs in terms of cohesive and organic material
fundamental particle sizé: concentratiors, and ow characteristics such as vertical shear
of the horizontal velocitydu=dz shear stres8,du=sz or turbulence intensity in the water
column or near the sediment bgdThis has allowed semi-empirical expressions having
the functional form

du
Wse= Wse 0;C; d—z,q (6.72)

to be developed to represent the effective settling velocity. The following settling ap-
proaches are available in EFDC+.
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6.3.2.1.1 Option 1
Hwang and Mehta (1989) proposed the following

_ac%
based on observations of settling at six sites in Lake Okeechobee. This equation has a
general parabolic shape with the settling velocity decreasing with decreasing concentration
at low concentrations and decreasing with increasing concentration at high concentration.
Least squares analysis for the parametens;, n; in equation (6.73) was shown to agree

well with observational data. Equation (6.73) does not have a dependence on ow char-
acteristics, but is based on data from an energetic eld condition having both currents and
high frequency surface waves.

Wi (6.73)

6.3.2.1.2 Option 2

The formulation given by Shrestha and Orlob (1996) and as subsequently modi ed by
Mehta et al. (1989) has the form

cws= C?exp( 4:21+ 0:147G) (6.74)
a = 1:11075+ 0:03865 (6.75)
where,
S

2 2
fu ?, v
Nz Nz

is the magnitude of the vertical shear of the horizontal velocity. It is noted that all
of these formulations are based on speci c dimensional units for input parameters and

predicted settling velocities and that appropriate unit conversion are made internally in
their implementation in the EFDC+ model.

G= (6.76)

6.3.2.1.3 Option 3

Ziegler and Nisbet (1994, 1995) proposed a formulation to express the effective settling
as a function of the oc diametett

ws = ad? (6.77)
with the oc diameter given by:
Y B
a
di=V g1 (6.78)
C tg+ty
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where,

C is the sediment concentration
aj isan experimentally determined constant
txzandty, are thexandy components of the turbulent shear stresses at a given position
in the water column
Other quantities in equation (6.78) have been experimentally determined to t the relation-
ships:

q

a=B; C tZ+t3

0:85
(6.79)

q
b= 08 05log C tz+t3 B (6.80)

whereB; andB; are experimental constants.

6.3.2.1.4 Option 4

Generalized approach to compute settling velocities based on shear stress is as follows:

8
< 1:510 10 >(CH%45; C%< 40
wWs= 8 10 5; 40 C° 400 (6.81)
0:893 10 59%75; O 400
c=tC (6.82)

where t is shear stress?=s?), andC is total cohesive concentratiog4m?).

6.3.2.1.5 Option 5

The following approach for settling velocities are based on the Housatonic River ap-
proach combining Burban & Lick with site speci c regressions.

we= SN o a8 (6.83)
8640qCY0 14 '
c’=tC (6.84)

wheret is shear stress(?=s%) andC is total cohesive concentratiogm?®).
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6.3.2.1.6 Option 6

Generalized approach to compute settling velocities based on shear stress is as follows:

2:32 10 >(CY%5; cO%< 100

Ws= 368 10 5(C9%%: O 100 (6.85)

Cc’= tC (6.86)
where/t is shear stress(?=s’) andC is total cohesive concentratiog=m").

6.3.2.1.7 Option 7

Generalized approach to compute settling velocities based on shear stress is as follows:
Ws = 0:005C90470138 (6.87)

c=tC (6.88)
wheret is shear stressif=s?) andC is total cohesive concentratiog=m®).

6.3.2.1.8 Option 8

A modi ed Shrestha and Orlob (1996) approach to compute settling velocities based
on shear stress is as follows:

0:3333

Ws= a ﬁ) (689)
( %t 01

a= t’ ) (6.90)
01; t 01

where/t is shear stressrf=s%) andC is total cohesive concentratiog).

6.3.2.2 Deposition

Water column-sediment bed exchange of cohesive sediments and organic solids is con-
trolled by the near bed ow environment and the geomechanics of the deposited bed. Net
deposition to the bed occurs as the ow-induced bed surface stress decreases. The most
widely used expression for the depositional ux is:

(

ted th —
J(C)i = WSCd tcd WSPdCd tb th (691)
0, tp  ted

where,
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ty  Isthe stress exerted by the ow on the bed,

tcg IS a critical stress for deposition which depends on sediment material and oc
physiochemical properties (Mehta et al., 1989), and

Cq Isthe near bed depositing sediment concentration.

The probability of depositioRy is based on the linear terift,,qy tp)=tcq: The critical
deposition stress is generally determined from laboratotin situ eld observations and
values ranging from:06 to 11 N/n? have been reported in the literature. Given this wide
range of reported values, in the absence of site speci c data, the depositional stress and is
generally treated as a calibration parameter. The depositional stress is an input parameter
in the EFDC+ model.

6.3.2.3 Erosion

Cohesive bed erosion occurs in two distinct modes, mass erosion and surface erosion.
Mass erosion occurs rapidly when the bed stress exerted by the ow exceeds the depth
varying shear strength, of the bed at a deptHme below the bed surface. Surface erosion
occurs gradually when the ow-exerted bed stress is less than the bed shear strength near
the surface but greater than a critical erosion or resuspension sggeggich is depen-
dent on the shear strength and density of the bed. A typical scenario under conditions of
accelerating ow and increasing bed stress would involve rst the occurrence of gradual
surface erosion, followed by a rapid interval of mass erosion, followed by another interval
of surface erosion. Alternately, if the bed is well consolidated with a suf ciently high shear
strength pro le, only gradual surface erosion would occur. Transport into the water column
by mass or bulk erosion can be expressed in the form

Mme(ts tp)

J=wC = =
me

(6.92)

where,

Jo  isthe erosion ux,

W,  represents the numerical boundary condition equation (6.9),

Mme IS the dry sediment mass per unit area of the bed having a shear strength,
ts less than the ow-induced bed stress, and

th andTneis a somewhat arbitrary time scale for the bulk mass transfer.

The time scale can be taken as the numerical model integration time step (Shrestha and
Orlob, 1996). Observations by Hwang and Mehta (1989) have indicated that the maximum
rate of mass erosion is on the order d8@s 'm 2 which provides a means of estimating
the transfer time scale in equation (6.92). The shear strength of the cohesive sediment bed
is generally agreed to be a linear function of the bed bulk density (Hwang and Mehta, 1989;
Mehta et al., 1982; Villaret and Paulic, 1986).

94 EFDC+ Theory Document



6. SEDIMENT TRANSPORT MODULE

tS: asrb+ bs (693)

For the shear strength iIN=n? and the bulk density ig=cn?; Hwang and Mehta
(1989) giveas andbg values of 9808 and 9:934 respectively for bulk density greater
than 1065g=cn?. The EFDC+ model currently implements Hwang and Mehta (1989)
relationship, but can be readily modi ed to incorporate other functional relationships.

Surface erosion is generally represented by relationships of the form

a
J=we =M o tee T (6.94)
dt tce
or
r dme th tce g
Joz WrCr = ——exp b ; tb tce (695)
dt tce
where

dd—”tb is the surface erosion rate per unit surface area of the bed,

tce isthe critical stress for surface erosion or resuspension.

The critical erosion rate and stress and the paramatelbs andg are generally deter-
mined from laboratory oin situ eld experimental observations. Equation (6.94) is more
appropriate for consolidated beds, while (6.95) is appropriate for soft partially consoli-
dated beds. The base erosion rate and the critical stress for erosion depend upon the type
of sediment, the bed water content, total salt content, ionic species in the water, pH and
temperature (Mehta et al., 1989) and can be measured in laboratory and sea bed umes.

Surface erosion rates ranging frorrD05 to 01gs 'm 2 have been reported in the
literature, and it is generally accepted that the surface erosion rate decreases with increas-
ing bulk density. The critical erosion stress is related to but generally less than the shear
strength of the bed, which in turn depends upon the sediment type and the state of con-
solidation of the bed. Experimentally determined relationships between the critical surface
erosion stress and the dry density of the bed of the form

tee= crd (6.96)
have been presented (Mehta et al., 1989).
The EFDC+ model allows for a user de ned constant critical stress for surface erosion
or the use of a computdde based on one of the following options.

6.3.2.3.1 Option 1
Hwang and Mehta (1989) proposed the relationship
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a(ryp r|)b+ C, I'p> 1:065
O;rp, 1.065

between the critical surface erosion stress and the bed bulk densityawitx883 b =
0:2; ¢= 0:05; andr, = 1:065 for the stress iN=n? and the bulk density ig=cn.

tee= (6.97)

6.3.2.3.2 Options 2 and 3
Sanford and Maa (2001) proposed the relationship

(1+VR)

tee= tcim (6.98)

where

ts  is the reference critical surface erosion raté<s?)
VR andVR, are the void ratios of the reference and the bed, respectively (dimension-

less).
6.3.2.3.3 Options 4 and 5

This option is governed by the relationship:
tee= toi (6.99)

wheret ¢ is the reference critical surface erosion raté<s?).

6.3.2.3.4 Option 99

The Housatonic River relationship is
— 0:2 . 04 .
tee= 1500 L 2651500 L > 265 (6.100)

wherelL is the EFDC+ linear cell index. This is a hardwired option for the Housatonic
River.

6.3.3 Consolidation of Mixed Cohesive and Non-Cohesive Sediment Beds

This section presents a methodology for representing consolidation of sediment beds
containing both cohesive and non-cohesive sediments. The methodology allows for both
cohesive and non-cohesive sediment in any bed layer and is based on the following as-
sumptions. First, it is assumed that during the consolidation step, a fraction of the bed pore
water volume per unit horizontal area is associated with each sediment type or

€Hped
1+ e

=(Ywet Ywn)Hoed (6.101)
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where,

Hped is the bed thicknessr
y is the volume fraction of water with the subscripts

wcandwn denoting cohesive and non-cohesive sediment, respectively.

Likewise, the volume of sediment per unit horizontal area can be fractionally partitioned
between cohesive and non-cohesive

Hbed

1+e (Ysct Y sn) Hoed (6.102)

Following the Lagrangian formulation of the previous section, the total volume of sed-
iment and the fractional sediment volume in a bed layer remain constant during a consoli-
dation step.

1 1
ﬁ (Hoedy so) = ﬁ (Hbedysn = 0 (6.103)
Fractional void ratios can also be de ned

g = Jve (6.104)

Ysc

_ Ywn
eh= — (6.105)

Y sn

and using equations (6.101) and (6.102), the void ratio of the mixture is

_ Ysc&t Ysnen

Ysct ¥Ysn
which is the sediment volume weighted average of the void ratios of the two sediment
types.

The second assumption is that during the consolidation time step, the fraction of water
associated with non-cohesive sediment remains constant, as does the fractional void ratio.
This is equivalent to the assuming that the portion of the bed layer associated with non-
cohesive sediment is incompressible, and that the pore water associated the non-cohesive
sediment is speci ed bg,:

Consistent with the preceding assumptions, the thickness of the bed layer can be divided
into cohesive and non-cohesive fractidfigqc andHpegn; respectively.

e (6.106)

Hoedc = (Y wet Y sc) Hoed = ( 1+ €)Y scHbed

(6.107)
Hoedn =( Y wn* Y sn) Hoed= ( 1+ €n) Y snHped

The hydraulic conductivity of the layer can be expressed by
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Hbeotc"' Hbeotn (6 108)

K=
Hbeo:c + Hbeo:n

KC Kn

which is equivalent to an in nite number of alternating in nitesimal cohesive and non-
cohesive sublayers of proportional thickness comprising the mixed bed layer. Equation

(6.108) can be written as
K 1
= (6.109)
(1+e) fsc(lxc) 4 fsn(lﬁf")
where,
fo = Ysc
SC—
v S;J’Sg’ sn) (6.110)

foz— 230
=" (Ysct ¥Ysn)
are the time invariant total cohesive and non-cohesive sediment fractions in the bed layer.
Likewise, equation (6.106) can be written as
(6.111)

e= fseec+ fsnen

The nal assumption for the mixed material consolidation formulation is that changes
in effective stress are due entirely to changes in the cohesive void ratio. Under this assump-

tion, the speci ¢ discharge can be written as

20 4
K k+ 5 K rs
= — < (f f + — 1

q 1+ e k+%(Dk+1+ DY) (fscec)r1  (fsceo)k 1+ e k+% M k+%

(6.112)
and
So~

ek (6.113)

_ 1 Sek+1
ket % Orw (fsc)yrr (fsc€e)
When the depositional void ratio is speci ed for the surface layer speci ¢ discharge be-

comes
h [ —
2| kt+ K rs K
Owekt+ = (&c)gep (&) + — 1
i Dxt 1+e dep “ Mw ke 1€
When the zero excess pore pressure boundary condition at the bed surface is used
EFDC+ Theory Document
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— K 2 n+1
Ow:kt+ = 1re 4 _DKt N Kt
K I K 2 s’
+ -2 1 228 4| fee (6.115)
1+ e Kt Iw Kt 1+e Kt DKt ng Kt

The equation for updating the void ratio is modi ed using equation (6.111) to give

Dt 1+e
(fsc)k =(fsc)+ =
2 Hbed k

Thus the mixed bed layer consolidation formulation essentially solves of the space and
time evolution offsce; with the continuum constitutive relationship florgiven by

(Gwk Owik+) (6.116)

19 S
fscfe grw (6.117)

The formulation has the desirable characteristic of reducing to the well established cohesive
formulation in the absence of non-cohesive material. The solutiorisie¢ proceeds by
introducing equations (6.102) and (6.104) or (6.105) into (6.106) and solving the resulting
tri-diagonal system of equations. The new speci ¢ discharges are then directly calculated
using equations (6.102) and (6.104) or (6.105) and used to update the layer thickness

Hggd;lk = Hbed,k + Dt (Qwk Ow:k+ ) (6.118)

The ratioHpeg=(1+ €) can then be updated

H n+1 H

e = e (6.119)
l+e l+e |

Followed by the solution of equation (6.111) for the cohesive void ratio

f
e = € Tsnbn (6.120)

1:SC

6.4. SEDZLJ Sediment Transport

6.4.1 Overview

The EFDC+ model was extended in James et al. (2010) to include measured erosion
rates from an erosion rate measurement ume referred to as SEDFlume (Jones and Lick,
2001). The mathematical framework for the uni ed treatment of erosion, deposition and
bedload transport is referred to as the SEDZLJ model. This section of the EFDC+ theory
document provides a summary of the theory of SEDZLJ and larger is taken from Grace
et al. (2008); James et al. (2010); Jones and Lick (2001).
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A SEDFlume consists of a straight ume with an open bottom through which a rectan-
gular cross-section core tube containing sediment can be inserted. The main components
of the ume are the core tube and sediment, the test section, the inlet section for uniform,
fully-developed, turbulent ow, the ow exit section, the water storage tank, and the pump
(which forces water through the system). A schematic of the SEDFlume is shown in Figure
6.2. Data produced from these tests produce erosion rates, critical shear stress, and bulk
density by depth in a core.

Fig. 6.2. Schematic of the SEDFlume apparatus.

6.4.2 Introduction

Most models are calibrated using hind casting techniques which can have limitations
when extending the simulation to future conditions. The most typically available sediment
transport indicator measured in aquatic systems is the suspended sediment concentration.
Unfortunately, many different combinations of erosion and deposition rates can be used to
reach the same suspended sediment concentration. This can be illustrated as follows. In the
steady state, an equilibrium exists between erosion and deposition. Deposition is generally
described a® = PwC whereP is a probability of depositionys is the settling speed of
the sediment particles, aflis the sediment concentration in the water. Equilibrium then
gives

E PmC=0 (6.121)
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This can be solved for the sediment concentration, which is

E
C= P (6.122)

From this equation, itis seen that any suspended sediment concentration can be matched
with an in nite number of erosion rates and deposition parameters by adjusting both ac-
cordingly. For example, the observed valueCotan be obtained by high values Bfand
high values ofPws or by low values ofE and low values oPws: In other words, mea-
surements of suspended sediment concentrations are not suf cient to determine erosion
and/or deposition, parameters essential for predicting sediment and contaminant transport
and fate. Historically, the erosion was constrained by theoretical relationships between
shear stress and grain sizes, however there was still a range of parameters that would pro-
duce the same suspended concentrations. In order to predict erosion and deposition accu-
rately, these quantities should be determined as functions of sediment characteristics and
hydrodynamic variables by means of experiments or theory based on experiments.

6.4.3 SEDZLJ Model
6.4.3.1 Bed Shear Stress

The bottom stress is representedtgygiven by

th= cfV (6.123)

whereV is the velocity magnitudecm=s) andc; is a bottom shear stress friction factor
calculated using a log-layer distribution of velocity. is given by

8

< Lz fOF H Hmin
cr=. Iz (6.124)
" 00 forH < Hmin
where,
k is von Karman's constankE&0.42),

Z, is bottom skin friction based on tlgg at the sediment surface (m), and
Hmin is the minimum depth to allow shear computations (m).
The bottom roughness is assumed to be equal to the average particle diameter of the

surface of the sediment bed at any given location. As the bottom roughness increases or as
the depth of water decreases,increases.
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6.4.3.2 Erosion Rates

Results of a typical application of SEDFlume are shown in Figure 6.3, where erosion
ratesE, in units ofcnes are plotted as a function of depitnf) with shear stresis (N=nv).
Erosion rates are generally highest at the surface and decrease with depth; they also in-
crease with shear stress. In general, information of this type for sediments throughout the
system is necessary for accurate predictions of sediment transport (Jones and Lick, 2000).
Availability of this type of data is assumed and is used in the present model.

Fig. 6.3. SEDFlume data for Conowingo Reservoir (DNR Maryland).

Information on erosion rates is generally reported in unitsnofs. In order to convert
this to a mass ux in units ofj=cn¥/s which is needed in the modeling, the mass of solids
within a sediment volume is needed. This quantity, for a sediment consisting of solids and
water only (i.e. no gas), can be determined in terms of the bulk density of the sediments
as follows:
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Fr=roXs+ rpXw=roXst rp(l Xo) (6.125)
where,
rs isthe density of solidsgecnt),
Xs is the volume fraction of the solids,
rw is the density of watergecn?), and
Xv IS the volume fraction of water.

Sincexy = 1 Xs; the mass of solids per unit volumexg s and can be determined
from the above equation as

Xef s = w = %(: () (6.126)
where it is assumed that = 2:6g=cn? andr,, = 1:0g=cn®. Once the bulk density of the
sediments is known, the erosion rate in unitgfeén?s can be determined by multiplying
the erosion rate in units of cm/s Byr «:

As indicated above, erosion rates change as a function of depth. This variation is incor-
porated into the sediment bed model through a discrete layering system where the erosion
rate is de ned at each layer interface, and the particle size distribution and bulk density are
de ned as constant throughout the layer. Any number and thickness of layers required to
approximate the variation of sediment properties with depth can be introduced as necessi-
tated by eld data.

The sediment transport model developed herein can incorporate erosion rate data col-
lected in the eld that are typically spatially discrete and at speci c depths, but can be
interpolated where no direct data are available. The total erosion rate is interpolated across
sediment layer thicknesses and shear stresses. Linear interpolation is used to calculate an
erosion rate at a speci ed shear stresss

tisr 1 N t

E(t)= = (6.127)

tivs T tive T
where, subscripit denotes data for a shear stress less thandi + 1 denotes measured
data for a shear stress greater thawith t;<t <t 1.

Becausd often changes rapidly with depth, the logarithmic interpolation between data

points best represents erosion rates as a function of depth

To T

In[E (T)] = In(EJ) + Tin et (6.128)
To

whereT is the actual layer thicknesg; is the initial layer thickness, and the superscripts

andj + 1 denote data for the interface at the top and the bottom of the speci c layer where
the erosion rate is required, respectively. Equations (6.127) and (6.128) are combined so
that the erosion rates may be calculated as a function of shear stress and depth.
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Fig. 6.4. Critical shear stresses for erosion and suspension of quartz particles.

6.4.3.2.1 Critical Shear Stress for Erosion

In addition to erosion rates, another parameter of signi cance in modeling is the critical
stress for erosionce: This quantity can be understood and quanti ed as follows. Consider
the ow of water over a sediment bed. As the rate of ow is increased starting from rest,
there is a range of velocities (or shear stresses) at which the movement of the easiest-to-
move particles (generally the smallest) is rst noticeable to an observer. These eroded
particles then travel a relatively short distance until they come to rest in a new location.
This initial motion tends to occur only at a few isolated spots. As the ow velocity and
shear stress increase further, more particles participate in this process of erosion, transport,
and deposition, and the movement of the particles becomes more sustained.

Because of this gradual increase in sediment erosion as the shear stress increases, it
is dif cult to precisely de ne a critical velocity or critical shear stress at which sediment
erosion is rstinitiated. More quantitatively and with less ambiguity, a critical shear stress
for erosion can be de ned as the shear stress at which a small, but accurately measurable,
rate of erosion occurs. Roberts et al. (1998) de ned this rate a8 t8s; represented
by approximately Inmof erosion in 15ninutes though different rates have been used to
de netce

Critical shear stresses for erosion as a function of particle diardetare shown in
Figure 6.4. Fod > 200mm, the sediments behave in a non-cohesive manner, i.e., they
consolidate rapidly and they erode particle by particle. d~ar 200nm, cohesive effects
between particles become signi cant. The sediments consolidate relatively slowly with
time, and the critical stresses depend not only on particle diameter but also on the bulk
density of the sediments. For these cohesive sedimirgiscreases ad decreases and as
bulk density increases.

For non-cohesive sediment beds, the curve of Shields (1936), or any approximation
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thereof Rijn (1984), could be used to de ne the critical shear stress for erosion. Soulsby
et al. (1997) approximated the critical shear for erosion as

tce=rgdg=rgd %+ 0:055[1 exp( 0:02d )] (6.129)
d=d ety Dg=2 (6.130)
where,
g is the acceleration due to gravity,
d the sediment particle diameter,
d is the non-dimensional particle diameter,
% the kinematic uid viscosity, and
q the critical Shields parameter, represented by the algebraic t shown in the paren-

thesis in equation (6.129)

6.4.3.2.2 Erosion into Suspended Load versus Bedload

As bottom sediments are eroded, a fraction of the sediments are suspended into the
overlying water and are transported as suspended load; the rest of the eroded sediments
move by rolling and/or saltation in a thin layer near the bed in what is called bedload. The
fraction in each of the transport modes depends on the particle size and shear stress.

For ne-grained patrticles (which are generally cohesive), erosion occurs both as indi-
vidual particles and in the form of chunks or small aggregates of particles. The individual
particles move as suspended load. The aggregates tend to move downstream near the bed
but generally seem to disintegrate into small particles in the high stress boundary layer near
the bed as they move downstream. These disaggregated particles then move as suspended
load. For this reason, it is assumed here that ne-grained sediments less than albaoot 200
are completely transported as suspended load.

Coarser, non-cohesive particles (de ned here as those particles with diameters greater
than about 208m) can be transported both as suspended load and bedload, with the frac-
tion in each dependent on particle diameter and shear stress. For particles of a particular
size, the shear stress at which suspended load (or sediment suspension) is initiated is de-
ned astcs(N=n¥). This shear stredss, can be de ned from the Rijn (1984) formulations
as

N 00

2
L o4 - ford 400mm

w , (6.131)
—(0:4wg)%;  for d> 400nm

tes= .

where,
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123
d is the non-dimensional particle diameter calculated frdn+ d (rsr—r)%
whered is the particle diametec(n), and

ws is the particle settling speedr(=s)

FortP > t.o sediments are transported both as bedload and suspended load with the
fraction in suspended loatt increasing witht® from f = 0 until f reaches 1. Fot®
greater than this, sediments are transported completely as suspended load.

The settling speed can be determined from Cheng (1997) and Rijn (1984) or user spec-
i ed. Cheng's formula for settling speed is

" q — 1.5
Ws= 25+ 1:2d2 5 (6.132)

wheren is the kinematic uid viscosity ¢n?=s).

Since Cheng's formula is based on the observations of the settling of real sediment
particles, it produces settling speeds lower than Stoke's law. This is because real sediments
are often irregular in shape and have a greater hydrodynamic resistance to settling than
perfect spheres as in Stoke's law.

Rijn (1984) computed the settling velocity as

8 h N
3 5 © EQD : | Ds< 100mm
Ws = § 105 1+ 0:0Ks_Dgbe " 1 . 100mm D.< 1000mm (6.133)
Ks 1) gD ; Ds 1000mm
where,

Ds s the representative particle size)( sis the speci ¢ density
g is the acceleration due to gravity®s?), and

n is the kinematic viscosity coef cient ands is in m=s.

Guy et al. (1966) performed detailed ume measurements of suspended load and bed-
load transport for sediments ranging in median diameigy from 190mm to 930nm.
They found that, as the ratio of shear velocity (de nedias = tP=r,) to settling veloc-
ity increases, the proportion of suspended load to total load transgegjt,increases. An
approximation of their data can be made with the following function:

5 0; tP< tes
| S tes™ w=Ws
Os_ ~ Inu=w) 1 _r . P> teeandy < 4 (6.134)
G § In(4) In tcszrwzwS s
-1 \l/JTs> 4
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Fig. 6.5. Results from ume measurements of suspended load and bedload (Guy et al., 1966).

This approximation is used here. The original data is shown with the result given by
the above equation in Figure 6.5.

Although sediments in nature have a continuous size distribution, physical quantities
in numerical models are inherently discrete; hence, sediment particle sizes are discretized.
The discretization of particle size classes done by measuring the different sediment
sizes in a site-speci ¢ sediment core and grouping into appropriate size classes. The sedi-
ment bed in the model is described as the product of the particle size class and the corre-
sponding mass fraction. By multiplying the total erosion ux of a particular size gléss
0s=¢k; the erosion ux of that class into suspended Id&ag can be calculated. The corre-
sponding erosion ux into bedloaHy,; is also calculated by multiplying the total erosion
ux of the size class by the factdil gs=q;): Thus, the erosion ux for any size clagss

0 tP< tee
E —( o < tee 6.136
b;j — 1 % fJE, tb tce ( . )

where, f; is the mass fraction of thg" sediment size class.

6.4.3.3 Suspended Load

For suspended sediments, the three-dimensional, time dependent transport equation in
the water over the bed is shown in equation (6.1). The net sediment ux into suspension
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Qs, is calculated as the total erosion ux into suspended IBagl minus the deposition
ux from suspended loads j; for each sediment size clags

Qsj=Esj Dsj (6.137)

where,
Qs= é_ Qs;j (6.138)
J

In a quiescent uid where no shear stress is present, the deposition ux for suspended
sediments can be described as the product of the settling speed of the sediment and the con-
centration of the sediment in the overlying water. However, in owing water, the deposition
is affected by the uid turbulence, quanti ed as shear stress. In this case, a probability of
deposition for each size clagsH; can be included in the formulation to account for the
effects of the shear stress to yield

Dsj= PjwsjCs;j (6.139)

This probability would be unity in the case of quiescent ow and decrease as the ow,
turbulence, and shear stress increase. The probability for suspended load deposition seems
to differ for cohesive and non-cohesive particle sizes. For cohesive particles, size classes
with effective diameters less than 20, Krone (1962) found that the probability of de-
position varied approximately as

P 0 fortbtcsj (6 140)
P = b .
) 1 g fort P> teg)
For larger non-cohesive particles, size classes with an effective diameter greater than
200mm, Gessler (1967) showed that the probability of deposition could be described with

a Gaussian distribution, or error function given by

P (Y)=erf A exp x2 dx (6.141)
2 p o
where,
1 tcsj
=— — 1 6.142
s (b ( )

where,t 5 is the critical shear stress for suspension for size glasuls is the standard
deviation for shear stress variation, which Gessler (1967) determined to be a@but O

An approximation to this function for > 0 with an error of less than@01% is found
to be (Abramowitz, 1964; Dwight, 1947)

P= 1 F(Y)(0:4632X 0:1202X%+0:9373X°) (6.143)
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Fig. 6.6. Sample probability distributions for cohesive and non-cohesive patrticles.

where,
F(Y)= L o iv (6.144)
(2p)*? '
X= L (6.145)
~ (1+ 0:3326%) '
WhenY < 0
Pi=1 P(jYj) (6.146)

Figure 6.6 shows sample probability distributions using the formulations for cohesive
and non-cohesive patrticles.

6.4.3.4 Bedload

For the description of bedload transport, the Rijn (1984) approach is used. To calculate
the concentration of particles moving in bedload, a mass balance equation can be written
as

f(mGy) _ fi(may) , (mapy) ,
Mt fx Ty ’

(6.147)

where,
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Cp s the bedload concentratiog=cn®),
OJo Isthe horizontal bedload ux in theory directions g=s=cm),
m is the cell areaqn?), and

Qp isthe netvertical ux of sediments between the sediment bed and bedjegd (

This equation is solved using a central difference approximation for the uxes ir the
andy directions. The horizontal bedload ux in general is calculated as

Ob= UpCp (6.148)
whereu, is the bedload velocitycfres) in the direction of interest. The bedload velocity
and thickness can be calculated from Rijn (1984) using formulations as follows

up= 1:5T%8[(rs 1)gd®® (6.149)

hy= 3dd%6T%° (6.150)

The transport paramet@r is calculated as
_tP tee

tCE

The ux of sediments between the bottom sediments and bedpads calculated as
the erosion of sediments into bedloagt minus the deposition of sediments from bedload
Dp; and is

T

(6.151)

Q=Ep Dp (6.152)
whereDy, is given by,

D= PWC (6.153)

In steady state equilibrium, the concentration of sediments in bed@ads due to a
dynamic equilibrium between erosion and deposition, i.e.,

From this, the probability of deposition can be written as

E

p= >
WsCe
The erosion rate can be determined from SEDFlume, while the settling speed can be

calculated from equation (6.133). The equilibrium concentrafigrnas been investigated
by several authors; the formulation by Rijn (1984) will be used here and is calculated as

(6.155)
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rsl
Ce= 0:117di (6.156)
OnceEy; ws; andCe are known as a function of particle diameter and shear stPess)
be calculated from equation (6.155). It is then assumed that this probability is also valid
for the non-steady case so that the deposition rate can be calculated in this case also.
The equilibrium concentratio@e; is based on experiments with uniform sediments. In
general, the sediment bed contains and must be represented by more than one size class.
In this case; the erosion rate for a particular size class is giveffy it follows that the
probability of deposition for size clagss then given by
= = 6.157
J Wsjijej WSjCej ( )
In equation (6.157), itis implicitly assumed that there is a dynamic equilibrium between
erosion and deposition for each size class

6.4.3.5 Bed Armoring

A decrease in sediment erosion rates with time, or bed armoring, can occur due to (1)
the consolidation of cohesive sediments with depth and time, (2) the deposition of coarser
sediments on the sediment bed during a ow event, and (3) the erosion of ner sediments
from the sur cial sediment, leaving coarser sediments behind, again during a ow event.
The consolidation of sediments and subsequent change in erosion rates with of depth can
be determined by SEDFlume in situ measurements. The consolidation of sediment and
increase of erosion rates with time can be determined approximately from consolidation
studies, again by means of SEDFlume.

Here we are concerned about bed armoring due to processes (2) and (3). In order to
describe these processes, it is assumed in the present model that a thin mixing layer, or
active layer, is formed at the surface of the bed. The existence and properties of this have
been discussed by previous researchers (Parker et al., 2000; van Niekerk et al., 1992). The
presence of this active layer permits the interaction of depositing and eroding sediments
to occur in a discrete layer without allowing deposited sediments to affect the undisturbed
sediments below. The authors in van Niekerk et al. (1992) have suggested that the thickness
Ta, can be approximated by

t b
Ta= 2d50— (6.158)
tce

This formulation takes into account the deeper penetration of turbulence into the bed
with increasing shear stress. In the present calculatagds approximated by the average
diameter in the interest of computational ef ciency.

Since the active layer is kept at a constant thickfigsthree possible states of the active
layer must be considered. The rst state is a net erosion of the active layer, where there may
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Fig. 6.7.Diagram of SED ume layering system.

be deposition occurring but the net ux is erosional. If the thickness of the active layer after
this net erosion i3; then a thickness of material equalfp T is added to the active layer

so that a thickness @t, can be maintained. This material is added from the layer below in
size class proportions equivalent to that in the layer below. The second possible state of the
active layer is a net depositional state where the thickness of the active layer ekgdads

this case, the excess materTal Ty; is put into a new deposited material layer just below

the active layer, but above the parent bed. This material is added to the deposited layer in
size class proportions equal to the active layer. The third state of the active layer is where
T is equal in thickness td,: In this case, no action is taken. Figure 6.7 shows a diagram of
the layering system.

The erosion rates for this active layer are dependent on its average particle size. Figure
6.8 shows the erosion rate vs. particle diameter for quartz sediment. It is seen that as the
particle diameter increases beyond 20, the erosion rate decreases. This demonstrates
how bed coarsening affects erosion rates. A dataset of this type can be constructed utilizing
laboratory and eld cores to determine erosion rates as a function of particle size for any
particular site. The erosion rate for an active or deposited layer can then be calculated from
the average particle size of the layer with an interpolation similar to equation (6.127) with
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particle size in place of thickness.

Fig. 6.8. Erosion rates versus particle size and shear stress for a bulk densi§gsta?, adapted
from Roberts et al. (1998) by James et al. (2010). Model uses interpolated data to estimate erosion
rates at Pa:
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Chapter 7

TOXIC CONTAMINANT
TRANSPORT AND FATE MODULE

7.1. Introduction

This chapter presents processes associated with toxics and their mathematical model-
ing. It starts with the basic equations and their numerical aspects then follows by character-
istics of toxic organic chemicals and metals, and the absorption and deabsorption processes.

7.2. Basic Equations

The transport of an absorptive contaminant in the water column is governed by transport
equations for the contaminant dissolved in the water phase, for the contaminant absorbed
to material effectively dissolved in the water phase, and for the contaminant absorbed to
suspended particles. For the portion of the contaminant dissolved directly in the water
phase

1 1

Tt (mMHGy) + _ﬂx(myH uGy) +
1 l _
ﬂ—y(mvaCW)+ ﬂ—z(qu\,) =

T fogc, +mH & KiSTL +8 KDt
qz H i j
mHE K T B %
o kipi ¢S & g
mHa KaoD ﬂWT I T +%+S; (7.1)

I

where,
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Cw is the mass of water dissolved contaminant per unit total volurgel{,
S is the mass of sediment clasg=m°),
D} is the mass of the dissolved substance POC) (g=m°),

Cs is the mass of contaminant absorbed to sediment ¢lass mass of sediment
(mg=g),

cp Isthe mass of contaminant absorbed to dissolved matepat unit mass of dis-
solved material (i.e. absorbed OC) (mg=g),

f is the porosity (dimensionless),

yw Isthe fraction of the water dissolved contaminant available for absorption (dimen-
sionless),

Ka isthe absorption rate of sedime® pr dissolved material}) (=s),

is the deabsorption rateg),

is the internal source/sink of the contaminamigés) due to degradation,
volatilization and conversions to/from other contaminanig=s).

Kg
% is the external source/sink of the contaminantgs), and

7.2.1 Contaminant Partitioning

The absorption kinetics are based on the Langmuir isotherm (Chapra et al., 1997) with
¢ denoting the saturation absorbed mass per carrier mass. The sediment and dissolved
material concentratiorSandD are de ned as mass per unit total volume.

Introducing absorbed concentrations de ning absorbed mass per unit total volume

cl=Dic) (7.2)
cs= dcl (7.3)

The EFDC+ absorbed contaminant transport formulation currently employees equilib-
rium partitioning with the absorption and deabsorption terms

KpD! Ywe o) c) =Kl (7.4)
oS yuh b5 cf = K 75)

Solving equations (7.4) and (7.5) for the absorbed to water phase concentration ratios gives
noy o
Cw. i _ YwKapbh
i Do~ — ]

CIJD fé DI . . .
S ooy Ppzpl, 106l

cu T : (7.6)
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ch f. .8 . _ . Cy 1o yuKl bl
o= 2= PsPs= Pso 1+ Py bir Pgo= —WK?S S (7.7)
S ds

where,P denotes the partition coef cient, ari is its linear equilibrium value. For linear
equilibrium partitioning P is set toP,, which in effect approximates

Cu 1

TP iy
S

terms in equations (7.6) and (7.7) as unity. Requiring the mass fractions to sum to unity

ft & fs+ & fl=1 (7.8)
i j
gives
gz
Tc
f j
= - -
f+8;PiS+&;RiD
_ G
e i 7.9
_ - L 79
f+éiP'Sg+éjP6Dj
_Gs
=3 B
_ PsS

The dissolved concentrations can be alternately expressed by mass per unit volume of
the water phase

Ch
f

C:VV:W = %CIJDW =

D)
f f

D), = (7.10)

with equation (7.9) becoming
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Cww _ T
C f+4PS+3a;PDL

CIJD:W - PléDijW i _ (7.11)
C  f+&P3+3;P)Dl '
Cs_ PLS

C  f+38;Pig+3a;P)Dl

which is a generalization of the Chapra et al. (1997) formulation for absorption to dissolved
and particulate organic carbon.

7.2.2 Water Column Transport

The partitioning relationships shown in equation (7.2) and equation (7.3) allows equa-
tion (7.1) to be expanded into the transport equation for each contaminant fractions

1 1 1 1
ﬁ(mxmyHCw)"‘ ﬂ—x(myHUQN)"' W(mxHVCW)"' ﬂ—z(m(myWCw)

1 Ap T
= 12 mxmyﬁﬂ—z(cw) + mymyH a KJ<CS +a KdoCh

mmH & KieS (Yuor)(bs cb
' !

+a KJpD! (YW—)(b ch)*+ oCw  (7.12)

T i . T i . T i, T j
it mmyHC,  + x mHuUG, + Ty myHVGy + 1z mymywCy

."12 m><my)|6_\|b1?z(CD) +mmH KlD! wa& o) cf mmH Klj+g C)

(7.13)
1 iel 4 T | | | ol =
ot MMHCs + o myHqu,+—y MHVCs + o MmWCs + o mmyweCs =

ﬂiz mxmy%ﬂcs emmH KisS yu 6L ol mmH Kigt g G

(7.14)
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Where, equation (7.12) is for the dissolved fraction, equation (7.13) is for the fraction
absorbed to the dissolved material and equation (7.14) is for the fraction absorbed to the
sediments.

The transport equation for the portion of mateaakorbed to a dissolved constituent
Dis,

— mymHDIc} o myHuD!c}) *y myHvD ¢} * mamwDlc) =

It
T mxmy'?_\'b1? chlg + mymyH KstDj wa% b|j3 Cé mymyH KJD+g DjC[j)

Nz
(7.15)

The transport equation for the portion of mateabkorbed to a suspended constituent
Sis,

T i, T W P
Tt mmHScg + 1z myHuScg + Ty myHvScg +
ﬂl mmwScl + 1 mmwsScs =
T A 1l Cw

72 ™Mo Scs FmmH KieS ywt b cs
mmyH Kig+g Sci (7.16)

Adding equations (7.12), (7.13), and (7.14), using the equilibrium partitioning relation-
ship equations (7.4) and (7.5) gives

1 1 1 1 9 )l
ﬁ(meyHC)+ mx—myﬂ—x(myHuC)+ mx—my—(mxvC)+ —Z(meyWC)
1 o i T A TC
7z MMAvsiC =@ omamyre mayHg (7.17)

the equation for the total concentrati@n The boundary condition at the water column-
sediment bed interface= 0 is
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C - . J +&:CL
%‘ET_Z awsfiC=3a max Jpgel0 + emax %5,0 Cw—f 1D
i i s
al SB
RN o Cw+ &;C|
é min Jggcs 0 + €depMin %S,O f—JD +
I S 1 dep WwWC
_ L
é emax &BBO M
i rs’ f
11 SB
9 - Jgg, Cu+ 8;Ch
a EdepMin r_"o ~Faoo +
| S P we oy
+3.Cl +&.C
max(qw; O) M + mln(qW,O) M
f SB Faep W
N 1 WG
Cu+ &;C] Cu+ a;C
Goit  —F D N D (7.18)
dep e SB

where,

JsgsandJsgg are the suspended load and bedload sediment uxes between the sediment
bed and the water column, de ned as positive from the bed,

ro isthe sediment density ig=cn?,

gw IS the water speci c discharge due to bed consolidation and groundwater interac-
tion, de ned as positive from the bed, and

Jaif IS a diffusion velocity incorporating the effects of molecular diffusion, hydrody-
namic dispersion, and biological induced mixing.

The subscripSB denotes conditions in the top layer of the sediment bed, while the
subscripW C denotes condition in the water column immediately above the bed, with the
exception that the speci c discharge and diffusion velocity are de ned at the water column-
bed interface. The subscrigepis used to denote the void ratio and porosity of newly
depositing sediment. Equation (7.11) indicates that the contaminant ux between the bed
and water column includes a ux of suspended sediment absorbed material; uxes of water
dissolved and absorbed to water dissolved material due to the speci ¢ discharge of water
associated with consolidation and ground water interaction and water entrainment and ex-
pulsion associated with both suspended and bedload sediment deposition and resuspension;
and a ux of water dissolved and absorbed to water dissolved material due to diffusion like
processes. Transport of bedload sediment absorbed material is represented by direct trans-
port between horizontally adjacent top bed layers and is included in the contaminant mass
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conservation equations for the sediment bed. The boundary condition at the water free
surface is

ATIC o icin_ .
H 12 6ilW'sfsC— 0:z=1 (7.19)
Using the relationship between the porosity and void ratio
e
f = T+ e (7.20)

and equation (7.3) allows equation (7.18) to be written as

Ap TC

o i
- wLflC =
gz AMsisC )
2 i Cis Jiss 2 cl
a max Jsssgio +(1+ e)max —==0 Cwtacp
i s i 6B
2 4 G - Jips o j
+a min Jsssg;o + 1+ egep Min =0 CvtatCy
i s noo wc
F
+a (1+e)ymax BB Cu+ a Ch
i rS i 11 SB
:
+4 1+ egep Min JS—iBB;O Cu+ a Ch
i s i We
1 .
* o max(Gw;0) + Guir ¢ Cwt ach +
j s
. 1 -
min(w;0)  dair ¢ Cw+ é_Cﬂ) (7.21)
y wc

The sediment concentration can be expressed in terms of the sediment density and void
ratio by

_ Firl

l+e

whereFi is the fraction of the total sediment volume occupied by each sediment class
!

(7.22)

1
S

re

Fl= & S (7.23)
i Ts
Introducing equations (7.9) and (7.22) into equation (7.21) gives the nal form of the
bottom boundary
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ATC o i
- wWLflC =
H 11z ?‘ oI 1o
. Ji gl EiJi . o
a max S%SS;O C+ max %3,0 futa f) C
i | i | SB
o Ji fi F ‘] o i
+8§ min S%SS;O C+ min d;LSBS,O furafd C
i dep ”j WC
o Ji o) i
+a (1+emax =B Cu+ & Cl
i s i sB
o . ‘JiSBB o J
i s g We
1 o ]
+  max(gw;0) + Qqif F fwtafy C
j SB I I
+  min(gw;0)  Qqif F fu+ a f C (7.24)
| wC

Note that the form of the bed ux associated with bedload transport remains unmodi ed
since the sediment concentration in the water column cannot be readily de ned for sediment
being transported as bedload.

The transport equation (7.17) for the total contaminant concentration in the water col-
umn is solved using a fractional step procedure which sequentially treats advection; set-
tling, deposition, and resuspension; pore water advection and diffusion; and reactions.
The fractional phase distribution of the contaminant is recalculated between the advec-
tion, settling, deposition and resuspension, and pore water advection and diffusion steps
using equation (7.9). The advection step is

HO)™ ¥  (HC a 1 WO _ o (725
(HO)™ = ( )+mxmyﬂx(my O* o gy MHVO* A= (7.25)
with the vertical boundary conditions

wC=0:z=0;1 (7.26)

The fractional time level in equation (7.25) and subsequent equations is used to denote
an intermediate result in the fractional step procedure. The spatially discrete form of equa-
tion (7.25) is solved using one of the standard high order, ux limited, advective transport
solvers in the EFDC+ model.
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7.2.3 Settling, Deposition, and Resuspension

The settling, deposition, and resuspension step is

(™2 (HO™ ™= gl &wsfic (7.27)

with the boundary conditions

- I FiJ ;
AwsfiC=a max SZ.SS;O C+ max S.SB;O fwrd fh C  +
| |

o [ 1 sB
i i Fi g .
a min JSL.SfS;O C+min —2P585q g+ 8¢ c +
[ S dep ]
Il WC
Ji |
a (1+eymax BB Cu+ & Ch +
i I's i B
! i
a (1+emin =80 Cu+ a Ch :z=0 (7.28)
i s j we
wsfilC=0:2z=1 (7.29)

Integrating equation (7.27) over a water column layer and using upwind differencing
for the settling gives,

1 1 o weS ! !
D(HOL 2 D(HO i=qf —S k= s (HO
i H S
. 1
o \NISSk fIS " n+%
qei[ —5 3 . (HC), (7.30)

for a layer not adjacent to the bed, and,
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1 1
Di(HC); 2 Dy(HC)] *=

o i o fls 2 n+%
qa. WISS 1+ § ) C2 +
|
N
. 3 fi I F o i 2
qa max SZ.SS;O + max %;0 fut a f Cyp 2+
i i . sb
o ol | é:i . n+ 3 .
qa min %SS;O + min %;O fw+ Q C, 2+
i j 1
Ji ! ™} 1
qd (1+e)max rs—?B;O fwt a ) ng?+
i > j oy,
Ji s 41
qd (1+e)min %‘;o fwt & 3 C; 2 (7.31)
i S i 1

for the rst layer adjacent to the bed. Note that equation (7.31) is also the appropriate form
for single layer or depth average application. Since the sediment settling ux is zero at the
top of the free surface adjacent layer, equation (7.27) is integrated downward from the top
layer to the bottom layer. The bottom layer equation (7.31) is solved simultaneously with a
corresponding equation for the top layer of the sediment bed. The settling we&snd

water column-sediment bed uxelsp, in equations (7.30) and (7.31) are known from the
preceding solution for sediment settling, deposition and resuspension. Terms containing
the sediment absorbed fraction divided by the sediment concentration in equations (7.30)
and (7.31)

fi Pi
§$: — S i (7.32)
q+a;PS+a;PD!
The diffusion step is given by
(HO™ (HO™E=ql enC (7.33)

with boundary conditions
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C 1 o "
%ﬂ_ =  max(qw;0) + quir =~ fwta fljj C
9z f j
SB I I
+  min(qw;0)  Qif fl fur & f) C :z= 0 (7.34)
dep j wc
A TC _
e 0:z=1 (7.35)
For the rst layer adjacent to the bed
3=4 1=2_ q ASC i
HO)! ™ (HO) 7= X 2=
(HC), (HC), D H 1z 1++
I 1| . 3
% max(qw; 0) + Qgis fwt a 3 : CQEZJf
1 j SB
! . P+l
. 1
L min(gwi0) it fwt & 1) cy'? (7.36)
Dy j fdep 1

It is noted that the bed concentrations are advanced toth&=4 intermediate time
level before the advance of the water column concentrations. While for layers not adjacent
to the bed,

3 3
3 ei_ 9 AfIC Mg AfC ME
(HOK ' (O *= 5 F; b AT, (7.37)

The solution is completed by

(HOFY (H) = qgHON? (7.38)

an implicit reaction step.

7.2.4 Toxic Bed Processes

Contaminant transport in the sediment bed is represented using the discrete layer for-
mulation developed for bed geomechanical processes. The conservation of mass for the
total contaminant concentration in a layer of the sediment bed is given by
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1 _
ﬁ(BC)k_ 9(BO), '

) R ‘]iSBSfiS. Jissézi. 2 ¢l
d(k;kt)yg max ;0 + max “BS ;0 fw+ a fp (BO)
: :

BS ;
o Ikt
0 I Jopd o
d(kk)d min SBSS:.0 C+ min SB.SFdEp;o fw+t & fl C
i S Sde|o j
Ak  Jhadlin: k) 2 Jsee. o ]
kA  Jseellsez0  d(kk)a (L+emax —==0  fu+Qq fp
i i A

i .'
(BO) d(kk)@ 1+ egep Min Js_BB;o fwt & fl C
i i

|
fs wie
. 1 o i
Max(qw;0) + it ,  MiN(awi0) dair , 75 fw*a f2
L k
. 1 o i
(BO)  d(kikt) min(ow;0)  Gdif - fw+af,13 C
!!J WC
. 1 [e) i
(d(kky) min(qw;0) ddif . 5 Wwta f3 (BOk+1
1 o i
+ max(qw; 0) + Ggif | 5 Wra f3 (BO) 1 (7.39)
) k 1
where,
d(kkt)= 0 :k=ktl : k6 kt (7.40)

is used to distinguish processes speci c to the top, water column adjacent layer of the bed,
kt. Advective uxes associated with pore water advection in equation (7.40) are represented
in upwind form. In the sediment bed, the actual computational variables for sediment,
contaminant, and dissolved material are their concentrations times the thickness of the bed
layer. Consistent with this formulation, the fractional phase components in the bed are
de ned by
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BCw
(fw)k: —_ =
BC ! N o |
Bf . BC, P)BD!
o i i o j i D - RC - o i } o j i
Bf + & PiBS+&;PBDI |~ k BC . Bf +&PBS+ ajP![J)BDJ )
. BCy PLBS

fi = S~ — (7.41)
SkT BC | Bf+a;PBS+4;PBDI |

7.2.4.0.1 Bedload Transport

The contaminant uxes associated bedload sediment transport are determined as fol-
lows.

. q . q .
mym,Jsgp= Tx mQsgLx + x MQspLy (7.42)

is used to evaluate the ux associated with pore water entrainment and expulsion in equa-
tions (7.25) and (7.40). The transport equation for material absorbed to the bedload is

Tx MyQspL,CsaL + Mx MQspyCspl = MMyJseCst (7.43)

Since the contaminant mass per sediment mass in the transport divergence corresponds
to conditions in the top layer of the sediment bed, equation (7.43) can be written as

1 N q . fl o
T m)/QISBLx§'SC +‘ﬂ_x mXQISBLyg‘SC = muMyJsgeCspL (7.44)

and solved using an upwind approximation

I
MM, JseCspL = Max MyQsp 4 E f§-SC + min mQgp) 4 E §$C
. fi ¢ . i
max mYQISBLx W §$C min m)’QISBLx W §'SC
. i " . fi
+ max mQsgyy | §S +min mQspy §5C
c N
I

. f _ ) fi
max MQsgyy o §'SC . min mQspyy o §.SC ) (7.45)

to evaluate the transport of bedload absorbed material between horizontally adjacent top
layers of the sediment bed.
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7.2.4.1 Settling, Depostion and Resuspension

Equation (7.39) is solved using a fractional step procedure consistent with that used for
the water column transport. Equation (7.41) is used to update the fractional distribution in
the bed between the settling, deposition, and resuspension step and the pore water advection

and diffusion step. The settling, deposition, and resuspension step applies only to the top
layer of the bed and is

1
(BO)y 2 (BO

Il !
. . . . .. n+ s
Ji f Ji [ . 2 1
= qé max %SS;S;O + max %;O fo+ é fl (BC),,; 2
I j
o ! !kt |
JI f| Jl | . 2
qa min %SS;O C+ min @;O fwta f) C
i dep j wWeC
q é. JspeCspi 0
|
. ot
o JISBB o J ‘ n+%
qa (1+ e) max F;O fw+ | f5 (BO)
' S J kt
Ji .! ! n+ 3
q é 1+ €gep MiN %;O fou+ é f) C (7.46)
| S ] WwWC

This equation is solved simultaneously with equation (7.31) for the bottom layer of the
water column. The solution is represented by

8 9
o 1
wy) 3 (BOk a8 Jeky " 2
ay; ar (BC)ktzl b (7.47)
a1 a HC)™ 2 e 1 . . N P '
(HC) § DiCy 4+q5i1 weS 4, § , & 2?

where the coef cients are given by

ajp=1+qQ max Jsesfs.g 4 max JiSBé:i'o f +éfj.
11= —=BSs, SBS » A
i BS BS J. )

Ji ” n+
+9a (1+e)ymax %‘5;0 fut & 15 (7.48)
! J kt

NI
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] " 1
I Jipd! ;o
ap= 18 min 8SS:0 C + min SBé:de'[’;o fw+ @ 15
H i 3 sde '
p J 1
. I n+ 1
d o . Jsge. 2 ¢l i
~a 1+ egep min =250 fu+ g fp (7.49)
i s j 1
o . e
) Jsesfs Jsgd™ 2 ¢l
= >0 + —,0 fw+ fl
a1 Clai. max —23 max —og w 81. D .
. e
Q Jsee 2 fl i
qa (Ireymax =50 fu+afp (7.50)
i s j kt
o . g
I . Jgpd! |
an=D; ﬂé min SB.SS;O C + min ﬁ;o fw+ é. f[J)
H© S 3 i 1
| N
g o ; JISBB. S ¢j
o a (1+ e)min r_"o fwt a fp (7.51)
[ S j 1
Adding the two equations in (7.46) gives
n+ 3 +3_
(BC)kt + Dl(HC)l -
n n+ 3 o i o fg " n+
(BOw+ Du(HC)y *+ad wsS |, ) C,
|
S L1
qd Jcsp | ¢ (752)
|

This equation veri es the consistency of the water column-sediment bed exchange since
the source and sinks on the right side include only settling into the top of the water column
layer, and transfer of bedload sediment absorbed contaminant between horizontal sediment
bed cells.

7.2.4.2 Porewater Advection and Diffusion

The pore water advection and diffusion step for the top, water column adjacent, layer is
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(BOR T*=(BOm g max(aw;0) + dair .+

1 n+1=2 L 1o
= fut af) (BO)m “*+ a(min(aw;0)  Gai)q rg wt af (BO)y >

] kt I J kt

L W 1=
g min(aw;0)  Gait o T fwt a f (HC)T" 7+
j 1
1 " n+1=2
q max(c;0) + Gait |, g fwt a3 (BO)m ¥ (7.53)
] kt 1

which is an implicit form. Writing equation (7.36) in the form

n+3=4
D1 (HC)T = Dy (HO) P+ g ApTIC +

H 1z 1+
1 I n+1=2
q max(cwi0) + Gair g fwt & ) (BO) ~ +
' S8
1 n+1=2
g min(w:0)  Gait s 7 fwt & f (HO)T™™ (7.54)
] 1
and combining with equation (7.52) gives
(BO)p **+ Dy (HC)T **
+1=2 +1=2 Ap 3
=(BO) ~ +Du(HOT T+a PIC
1+
1 I n+1=2
+o min(@wi0) Gair rg fwtaf (BOy
J kt
1 I n+1=2
+q max(aw;0) + dait g fwt a f (BOw % (7.55)
] kt 1

This equation veri es the consistency of the representation of pore water advection and
diffusion across water column-sediment bed interface since the source and sink terms on

the right side of equation (7.55) represent uxes at the top to the water column cell and the
bottom of the bed cell.
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The pore water diffusion and advection step for the remaining bed layers is given by

(BOR™* = (BOI™ !

: n+ 1=2
H 1 o i —
qd min(gw;0)  ddif , B fwt a f3 (BC)E:f""
J k+1
1 I n+1=2
g max(Gw;0) + daif 1 g fwF é f3 (BOR ™+
] k
1 I n+ 1=2
g mn(aw;0)  dait  Fg fw* afh (BO) ™+
J k
1 " n+ 1=2
q max(c:0) + Gait . rg fwt AT (BO)' ™ (7.56)
] k 1

For the bottom layer of the bdd= 1; the bottomky; speci ¢ discharge and diffusion
velocity must be speci ed as well as the total contaminant concentrai@nlhe corre-
sponding thickness of the unresolved layer, O; is set to unity without loss of generality.

The system of equations represented by equations (7.52) and (7.55) is implicit and is solved
using a tri-diagonal linear equation solver. It is noted thanthe=4 time level layer thick-

ness is actually the+ 1 time level thickness determined by the solution of equation (7.23).
The speci c discharges in equations (7.52) and (7.55) are given by equation (7.41) and rep-
resent those appearing in equation (7.23) and guarantee mass conservation for the pore
water advection.

The bed transport solution is completed by

(BOTY (BOF = qoBC)L? (7.57)

an implicit reaction step.

7.3. Toxic Contaminant Loss Terms

7.3.1 Bulk Degradation

Bulk degradation can be included in the water column and/or the sediment bed for any
toxic constituent. The bulk degradation in the water column follows a rst order decay rate

dG _
T = KG (7.58)
where,

C is the toxic concentration img=m? in layerk,
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K is the rst order decay rate ins, and
t is time in seconds.
For bulk degradation there is no temperature effects on the degradation rate.

In the sediment bed, bulk degradation can be applied for sediment thickness up to a
maximum sediment depth

dG, kt
T'k =  KGCyy; for a Hoedk = Dmax (7.59)
k

where,

Cok Is the sediment bed toxic contaminant concentration in |&yerg=g),
K is the bulk decay rate €¥),
Hpeak is the sediment bed layer thickness)(and

Dmax is the maximum depth to use bulk degradatiom. (

7.3.2 Biodegradation

Bacterial degradation, sometimes referred to as microbial transformation, biodegra-
dation or biolysis, is the breakdown of a compound by the enzyme systems in bacteria.
Although these transformations can detoxify and mineralize toxins and defuse potential
toxins, they can also activate potential toxins.

Biodegradation in EFDC+ follows the bulk degradation approach shown previously

d
d_ct‘K = KubioCk (7.60)
and
dCb'k kt
e Ki;bioCoiki Or & Hpedk = Dbio (7.61)
k
where,

Cx s the toxic concentration in the water column in lagémg=md),

Cok Is the sediment bed toxic contaminant concentration in layer k (mg/g),
Kwbio IS the water column biodegradation rateg}l

Kppio 1S the sediment bed biodegradation ratesf1

Hpeak is the sediment bed layer thickness)(and

Dpio  is the maximum depth to apply biodegradatiam).(
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And where the degradation coef cient be temperature dependent according to

T 20)=10
Kbio = Kbio;refQ(lo ) (7.62)

where,

Kpioret IS respective reference biodegradation rate aC2(1=s),
Q10 isthe temperature correction factor for biodegradation, and

T is the relevant current temperatur€y.

The temperature correction factors represent the increase in the biodegradation rate
constants resulting from a 1@ temperature increase. Values in the range®td 20 are
common.

7.3.3 \Volatilization

Volatilization is the movement of chemical across the air-water interface as the dis-
solved neutral concentration attempts to equilibrate with the gas phase concentration. Equi-
librium occurs when the partial pressure exerted by the chemical in solution equals the
partial pressure of the chemical in the overlying atmosphere. The rate of exchange is
proportional to the gradient between the dissolved concentration and the concentration in
the overlying atmosphere and the conductivity across the interface of the two uids. The
conductivity is in uenced by both chemical properties (molecular weight, Henry's Law
constant) and environmental conditions at the air-water interface (turbulence-controlled by
wind speed, current velocity, and water depth).

In EFDC+, volatilization of a dissolved toxic constituent is computed by

|

C K C
e oK e s (7.63)
it voiar  Hke R_'I%(

where,

C is the water column concentration in layer,

KC s the top layer number (dimensionless),

Ky isthe transfer ratenf=day),

Hyc is the water column thickness of the lay&€ (m),

fy  is the fraction of the total chemical that is dissolved,

Ca s the atmospheric concentrationg=m®),

R  isthe universal gas constan286 10 ®atm mP=mole K,

Tk  is the water temperature in KelvinK), and
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HL is the Henry's law coef cient for the air-water partitioning of the toxatih

me=mol8.

Equilibrium occurs when the dissolved concentration equals the partial pressure divided
by the Henry's Law Constant.

The dissolved concentration of a chemical in a surface water column segment can
volatilize at a rate determined by the two-layer resistance model Whitman et al. (1923).
The two-resistance method assumes that two “stagnant Ims” are bounded on either side
by well mixed compartments. Concentration differences serve as the driving force for the
water layer diffusion. Pressure differences drive the diffusion for the air layer. From mass
balance considerations, it is obvious that the same mass must pass through both Ims, thus
the two resistances combine in series, so that the conductivity is the reciprocal of the total
resistance:

" #
e b

Ke=(R+Re) '= K '+ Kopr (7.64)

where,

R.  is the liquid phase resistancgay=m),

KL isthe liquid phase transfer coef cientnEday),
Rs is the gas phase resistanday=m), and

Ke Isthe gas phase transfer coef ciemt<day).

There is yet another resistance involved, the transport resistance between the two inter-
faces, but it is assumed to be negligible. This may not be true in two cases: very turbulent
conditions and in the presence of surface-active contaminants. Although this two-resistance
method, the Whitman model, is rather simpli ed in its assumption of uniform layers, it has
been shown to be as accurate as more complex models.

The value ofK,, the conductivity, depends on the intensity of turbulence in a water
body and in the overlying atmosphere. Leinonen and Mackay (1975) have discussed con-
ditions under which the value &, is primarily determined by the intensity of turbulence in
the water. As the Henry's Law coef cient increases, the conductivity tends to be increas-
ingly in uenced by the intensity of turbulence in water. As the Henry's Law coef cient
decreases, the value of the conductivity tends to be increasingly in uenced by the intensity
of atmospheric turbulence.

The computed volatilization rate from equation (7.64) is for a temperature ¢f. 20
is adjusted for water temperature using the equation:

Kyt = K,TT 20 (7.65)
where,

Q  isthe temperature correction factor, and
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T is the water temperatureQ).

The liquid and gas Im transfer coef cients computed under this option vary with the
type of waterbody. The type of waterbody is speci ed as one of the volatilization constants
and can either be a owing stream, river or estuary or a stagnant pond or lake. The primary
difference is thatin a owing waterbody the turbulence is primarily a function of the stream
velocity, while for stagnant waterbodies wind shear may dominate. The formulations used
to compute the transfer coef cients vary with the waterbody type as shown below.

EFDC+ automatically determines which ow regime to apply based on the following
criteria

H > Hmax Lake conditions

H = Hmax River conditions (7.66)
or
U = Umax Lake conditions (7.67)
U > Umax River conditions '
where,

H is total depth i),
Hmax is maximum depth allowed for river conditions),
U is the depth averaged velocity magnitude$), and

Umax IS the maximum lake velocity magnitudes).

7.3.3.1 Flowing Stream, River or Estuary

For a owing system the transfer coef cients are controlled by ow induced turbulence.
For owing conditions, the liquid Im transfer coef cientk ) is computed using the Covar
method (Covar, 1976) in which the equation used varies with the velocity and depth of the
cell.

For cells with depths less than81 m; the Owens formula is used to calculate the
oxygen reaeration rate (7.68).

5:349U %67
K= 86a00HT5 (7.68)

where,

U is the depth averaged water velocity magnituated), and
H is cell depth ().
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For segments with a velocity less than508 m=s or a depth ) greater than
13:584J29135the O'Connor-Dobbins formula is used:

UO:5
KL= Dwm (7.69)
where,Dy, is the diffusivity of the chemical in waten=s), computed from
22 10 °
Dw = W (7.70)

In all other cases, the Churchill formula is used to calculate reaeration rate:

«, = 5:049U%%%9
-~ 86400H1673
The gas transfer coef cienK() is assumed constant at 1@8dayfor owing systems.

(7.71)

7.3.3.2 Lake or Pond

For more quiescent conditions, the transfer coef cients are controlled by wind induced
turbulence. For these systems, the liquid Im transfer coef cidft)(is computed using
either the O'Connor equations or Mackay and Yeun (1983).

7.3.3.2.1 Option 1 O'Connor Approach

Ua 055110:33 0:67
K|_ =u W\, ﬂ—ZS:W (772)
0:33
Kg=u ﬂﬂ—z 967 (7.73)

where,u is the shear velocitynf=s) computed from

u = ngs\Nlo (7.74)

Cq isthe drag coef cient (D011),

Wi is wind velocity at 10nabove the water surface€s),

ra isdensity of air, internally calculated from air temperatug=®),

rw is density of water, internally calculated from water temperatkigert®),
k is von Karman's constant,

| » is dimensionless viscous sublayer thickness, and
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SaandS,y are air and water Schmidt Numbers, computed from

_ M

Sa= .2 (7.75)
_ My

Sw = D (7.76)

where,

Da s diffusivity of chemical in air (=),
Dw is diffusivity of chemical in waterr?=s),
nm,  is viscosity of air, internally calculated from air temperatltg=n seg, and

My IS viscosity of water, internally calculated from water temperatkger  seq.

The diffusivity of the chemical in water is computed using equation (7.70) while the
diffusivity of the chemical in air,, m?=seq is computed from

(7.77)

This Kg is proportional to wind and inversely proportional to molecular weight to the
4/9 power.

7.3.3.2.2 Option 2 Mackay and Yeun Approach

Under this option, the liquid and gas Im transfer coef cients are computed using for-
mulations described by Mackay and Yeun (1983). The Mackay equations are:

10 5+ 0:00341 S.0°; u > 0:3mFs

KL= 10 64 0:01441225.95; u < 0:3mes

(7.78)

Kg= 10 3+ 0:04621 S, 7 (7.79)

7.3.3.2.3 \Volatilization Input Data

Although there are many calculations involved in determining volatilization, most are
performed internally using a small set of data. Volatilization data speci cations are sum-
marized in Table 7.1 Not all of the constants are required. Volatilization is only active for
the surface layer.
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Table 7.1.Volatilization Input Data

Description Notation Range Units
Measured or calibrated Ky 0.6 —25 m=day
conductance

Henry's Law Constant H 10 "—10 ! atm mP=mole
Concentration of chemical in Cy 0— 1000 mg=L
atmosphere

Molecular weight My 10 — 1G° g=mole
Reaeration coef cient Ka 0.6 —25 m=day
(conductance of oxygen)

Experimentally measured Kvo 0—1

ratio of volatilization to

reaeration

Current velocity Uy 0.2 1=
Water depth D 0.1—10 m
Water temperature T 4—30 C
Wind speed 10m above Wio 0—20 1=

surface
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Chapter 8
EUTROPHICATION MODULE

8.1. Introduction

This section summarizes the basic theory of the water quality-eutrophication module of
the EFDC+ model.The kinetic processes included in the EFDC+ water quality module are
derived from the CE-QUAL-ICM water quality model (Cerco and Cole, 1995) as described
in Park et al. (1995). This document describes the current module formulation including
comparisons with subsequent published documentation of CE-QUAL-ICM model appli-
cations. Table 8.1 lists the model's complete set of state variables, and their interactions
are illustrated in Figure 8.1. As opposed to earlier water quality models such as WASP
(Ambrose et al., 1993), which use biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) to represent oxy-
gen demanding organic material, the EFDC+ eutrophication module is carbon based. The
four algal species are represented in carbon units. The three organic carbon variables play
an equivalent role to BOD. Organic carbon, nitrogen and phosphorous can be represented
by up to three reactive sub-classes, refractory particulate, labile particulate and labile dis-
solved. The use of sub-classes allows a more realistic distribution of organic material by
reactive classes when data are to estimate distribution factors. The following sub-sections
discuss the role of each variable and summarize their kinetic interaction processes. The
kinetic processes include the exchange of uxes at the sediment-water interface, including
sediment oxygen demand (SOD). The description of the EFDC+ eutrophication module in
this section closely follows Park et al. (1995).

8.2. Water Column Eutrophication Formulation

8.2.1 Model State Variables
8.2.1.1 Algae

Algae are grouped into four model classes: cyanobacteria, diatoms, greens, and sta-
tionary. The grouping is based upon the distinctive characteristics of each class and upon
the signi cant role the characteristics play in the ecosystem. Cyanobacteria, commonly
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Table 8.1.EFDC+ model water quality state variables

#  Water quality state variable Acronyms Units Group

1 Cyanobacteria Bc mg=l C Algae

2 Diatom algae By mg=l C

3 Greenalgae By mg=l C

4  Refractory particulate RPOC mgl  Organic carbon
organic carbon

5 Labile particulate LPOC mgl
organic carbon
Dissolved organic carbon DOC mg
Refractory particulate RPOP mgl Phosphorus
organic phosphorus

8 Labile particulate LPOP mg
organic phosphorus

9 Dissolved organic phosphorus DOP mg

10 Total phosphate PO4 mg=

11 Refractory particulate RPON mg Nitrogen
organic nitrogen

12 Labile particulate LPON mg
organic nitrogen

13 Dissolved organic nitrogen DON mg

14 Ammonia nitrogen NH4 mg-

15 Nitrate and nitrite nitrogen NO3; NO2; NOX mg

16 Particulate biogenic silica SU mg Silica

17 Dissolved available silica SA mgH

18 Chemical oxygen demand COD mg Others

19 Dissolved oxygen DO mg-

20 Total active metal TAM molem?®

21 Fecal coliform bacteria FCB MPN=100ml

22 Macroalgae/Periphyton Bm mg=l C
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Fig. 8.1. Schematic diagram of EFDC+ Water Quality Model Structure.

called blue-green algae, are characterized by their abundance (as picoplankton) in saline
water and by their bloom-forming characteristics in fresh water. Cyanobacteria are unique
in that some species x atmospheric nitrogen, although nitrogen xers are not believed to
be predominant in many river systems. Diatoms are distinguished by their requirement
of silica as a nutrient to form cell walls. Diatoms are large algae, characterized by high
settling velocities. Settling of spring diatom blooms to the sediments may be a signi cant
source of carbon for sediment oxygen demand. Algae that do not fall into the preceding
two groups are lumped into the heading of green algae. Green algae settle at a rate interme-
diate between cyanobacteria and diatoms, and are subject to greater grazing pressure than
cyanobacteria.

A stationary or non-transported algae (constituent 22) variable is included in the model
and has been used to simulate macroalgae/periphyton. The stationary algae variable has
the same kinetic formulation as the original algae groups, with the exception that it is not
transported. The stationary algae group can also be used to represent various types of bot-
tom substrate attached or oating periphyton. It is also noted that, in applications requiring
simulation of multiple classes of stationary algae, one or more of the three transported al-
gae groups can be switched to stationary model, under the restriction that the total number
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of transport and stationary algae classes remains less than or equal to four. Appendix A
provides additional speci cs with respect to model con guration simulation of macroalgae
and periphyton.

8.2.1.2 Organic Carbon

Three organic carbon state variables are considered: dissolved, labile particulate, and
refractory particulate. Labile and refractory distinctions are based upon the time scale
of decomposition. Labile organic carbon decomposes on a time scale of days to weeks
whereas refractory organic carbon requires more time. Labile organic carbon decomposes
rapidly in the water column or the sediments. Refractory organic carbon decomposes
slowly, primarily in the sediments, and may contribute to sediment oxygen demand years
after deposition.

8.2.1.3 Nitrogen

Nitrogen is rst divided into organic and mineral fractions. Organic nitrogen state vari-
ables are dissolved organic nitrogen, labile particulate organic nitrogen, and refractory par-
ticulate organic nitrogen. Two mineral nitrogen forms are considered: ammonium and
nitrate. Both are utilized to satisfy algal nutrient requirements, although ammonium is pre-
ferred from thermodynamic considerations. The primary reason for distinguishing the two
is that ammonium is oxidized by nitrifying bacteria into nitrate. This oxidation can be a
signi cant sink of oxygen in the water column and sediments. An intermediate in the com-
plete oxidation of ammonium, nitrite, also exists. Nitrite concentrations are usually much
less than nitrate, and for modeling purposes, nitrite is combined with nitrate. Hence, the
nitrate state variable actually represents the sum of nitrate plus nitrite.

8.2.1.4 Phosphorus

As with carbon and nitrogen, organic phosphorus is considered in three states: dis-
solved, labile particulate, and refractory particulate. Only a single mineral form, total phos-
phate, is considered. Total phosphate exists as several states within the model ecosystem:
dissolved phosphate, phosphate sorbed to inorganic solids, and phosphate incorporated in
algal cells. Equilibrium partition coef cients are used to distribute the total among the three
states.

8.2.1.5 Silica

Silica is divided into two state variables: available silica and particulate biogenic silica.
Available silica is primarily dissolved and can be utilized by diatoms. Particulate biogenic
silica cannot be utilized. In the model, particulate biogenic silica is produced through
diatom mortality. Particulate biogenic silica undergoes dissolution to available silica or
else settles to the bottom sediments.
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8.2.1.6 Chemical Oxygen Demand

In the context of this study, chemical oxygen demand is the concentration of reduced
substances that are oxidizable by inorganic means. The primary component of chemical
oxygen demand is sul de released from sediments. Oxidation of sul de to sulfate may
remove substantial quantities of dissolved oxygen from the water column.

8.2.1.7 Dissolved Oxygen

Dissolved oxygen is required for the existence of higher life forms. Oxygen availabil-
ity determines the distribution of organisms and the ows of energy and nutrients in an
ecosystem. Dissolved oxygen is a central component of the water quality model.

8.2.1.8 Total Active Metal

Both phosphate and dissolved silica adsorb to inorganic solids, primarily iron and man-
ganese. Sorption and subsequent settling is one pathway for removal of phosphate and
silica from the water column. Consequently, the concentration and transport of iron and
manganese are represented in the model. However, limited data do not allow a complete
treatment of iron and manganese chemistry. Rather, a single-state variable, total active
metal, is de ned as the total concentration of metals that are active in phosphate and silica
transport. Total active metal is partitioned between particulate and dissolved phases by an
oxygen-dependent partition coef cient. Inorganic suspended solids can be used, in lieu of
total active metal, as a sorption sited for phosphate and silica. Inorganic suspended solids
concentration is provided by the sediment transport component of the EFDC+ modeling
system.

8.2.1.9 Salinity

Salinity is a conservative tracer that provides veri cation of the transport component
of the model and facilitates examination of conservation of mass. Salinity also in uences
the dissolved oxygen saturation concentration and is used in the determination of kinetics
constants that differ in saline and fresh water. Salinity is simulated in the hydrodynamic
component of the model.

8.2.1.10 Temperature

Temperature is a primary determinant of the rate of biochemical reactions. Reaction
rates increase as a function of temperature, although extreme temperatures result in the
mortality of organisms. Temperature is simulated in the hydrodynamic component of the
model.
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8.2.2 Conservation of Mass Equation

The governing mass-balance equation for each of the water quality state variables may
be expressed as:

1 1 1 1 _
ﬁ(mxmyHC)+ ﬂ—x(myHuC)+ W(mvaC)+ ﬂ—z(rnxmyWC)—

T mHAMIC 1T mHATC 1 Az qC
— T o+ = 4+ —“ H 8.1
ix me x +ﬂy my Ty +ﬂz LT 1z rmmHs (8.1)

The last three terms on the left-hand side (LHS) of equation (8.1) account for the ad-
vective transport, and the rst three terms on the right-hand side (RHS) account for the
diffusive transport. These six terms for physical transport are analogous to, and thus the
numerical method of solution is the same as, those in the mass-balance equation for salin-
ity in the hydrodynamic model (Hamrick, 1992). The last term in equation (8.1) represents
the kinetic processes and external loads for each of the state variables. The present model
solves equation (8.1) using a fractional step procedure which decouples the kinetic terms
from the physical transport terms.

1 1 1 il _
ﬂ—%(mxmyHC)+ ﬂ—x(myHuC)+ W(mXHvC)+ ﬂ—z(m(myw(:)—

T mHAJC 1 mHAANC 1 rnxrn),AZE + mimHSp (8.2)

Ix m Tx fy m Ty 1z H Yz
1C
T 8.3
Tt Sk (8.3)
with
1 1 1C
— HC)= — H H) — 4
ﬂt(mxmy C) ."tp(mxmy C)+( mymy )'ﬂtK (8.4)

In equation (8.2) the source sink term has been split into physical sources and sinks
which are associated in volumetric in ows and out ows, and kinetic sources and sinks.
Since variations in the water column depth are coupled with the divergence of the volume
transport eld, the kinetic step is made at a constant water column depth corresponding to
the depth eld at the end for the physical transport step. This allows the depth and scale
factors to be eliminated from the kinetic step in equation (8.3) which can be further split
into reactive and internal sources and sinks.

1Ck _
KT KC+ R (8.5)
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Where K is kinetic rate {ime 1) and R represents internal source/sink term
(mass volumettime 1). Equation (8.5) is obtained by linearizing some terms in the ki-
netic equations, mostly Monod type expressions. HeKcandR are known values in
equation (8.5). Equation (8.2) is identical to, and thus its numerical method of solution is
the same as, the mass-balance equation for salinity (Hamrick, 1992). The solution scheme
for both the physical transport (Hamrick, 1992) and the kinetic equations is second-order
accurate.

8.2.3 Kinetic Equations for State Variables

The remainder of this chapter details the kinetics portion of the mass-conservation equa-
tion for each state variable. Parameters are de ned where they rst appear. All parameters
are listed, in alphabetical order, in an appendix. For consistency with reported rate coef-
cients, kinetics are detailed using a temporal dimension of days. Within the CE-QUAL-
ICM computer code, kinetics sources and sinks are converted to a dimension of seconds
before they are used in the mass-conservation equation.

8.2.3.1 Algae

Algae, which occupies a central role in the model, are grouped into three model state
variables: cyanobacteria (blue-green algae), diatoms, and green algae. The subseript
used to denote four algal groupsfor cyanobacteriad for diatoms g for green algae, and
m for macroalgae. Sources and sinks included in the model are:

Growth (production)
Basal metabolism
Predation

Settling

a M w0 DNk

External loads

Equations describing these processes are largely the same for the four algal groups with
differences in the values of parameters in the equations. The kinetic equation describing
these processes is:

1B
It

= (P BM F>RX)BX+ﬂ“—z(wsxsx)+"E (8.6)

\Y
where,

Bx s the algal biomass of algal group(g C=m?),
t is the time @ay9,
Px isthe production rate of algal grouxp(1=day),
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BMy is the basal metabolism rate of algal groufl=day),
PR bis the predation rate of algal group(1=day),

W & is the positive settling velocity of algal group(m=day),
WB; is the external loads of algal groxp(g C=day), and

V s the cell volumerf?®).

8.2.3.1.1 Production (Algal Growth)

Algal growth depends on nutrient availability, ambient light, and temperature. The
effects of these processes are considered to be multiplicative:

Pc= PMyf1(N) f2(1) f3(T) f4(S (8.7)
where,

PMx is the maximum growth rate under optimal conditions for algal gro(fi=day),
f1(N) is the effect of suboptimal nutrient concentrati@ f; 1),

fo(l) isthe effect of suboptimal light intensitp f, 1),

f3(T) is the effect of suboptimal temperat(@ f; 1), and

fa(S is the effect of salinity on cyanobacteria growth f; 1),

The freshwater cyanobacteria may undergo rapid mortality in saltwater, e.g., freshwater
organisms in the Potomac River (Thomann et al., 1985). For the freshwater organisms, the
increased mortality is included in the model by the salinity toxicity term in the growth
equation for cyanobacteria. Activation of the salinity toxicity ter(S); is an option in
the source code.

8.2.3.1.1.1 Effect of Nutrients on Algal Growth

Using Liebig's “law of the minimum” (Odum, 1971) algal growth is determined by the
nutrient in least supply, the nutrient limitation for growth of cyanobacteria and green algae
is expressed as:

NH4+NO3 ~  PO4d  SAd

f1(N) =
1(N) KHN,+ NH4+ NO3' KHP,+ PO4d’ KHS+ SAd

(8.8)

where,
NH4 is the ammonium nitrogen concentratigniN=m?),

NO3 is the nitrate nitrogen concentratiap=m?),
KHNy is the half-saturation constant for nitrogen uptake for algal gsofgpN=m?),
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PO4d is the dissolved phosphate phosphorus concentragi®sr(d),

KHPy is the half-saturation constant for phosphorus uptake for algal geégip=me),
SAd is the concentration of dissolved available siligeSEm?), and

KHS is the half-saturation constant for silica uptake for diatog'SEm?).

Some cyanobacteria (e.gAnabaenacan x nitrogen from atmosphere and thus are
not limited by nitrogen. Hence, equation (8.8) is not applicable to the growth of nitrogen
xers. Since diatoms require silica as well as nitrogen and phosphorus for growth, the
nutrient limitation for diatoms includes silica limitation.

8.2.3.1.1.2 Effect of Light on Algal Growth
1. Effect of Light on Algal Growth

The light eld in the water column is governed by:

I
1;17 = Kessl (8.9)

where,
I is the light intensity (W=nr),
Kess s the light extinction coef cient (2m), and

Z is the depth below the water surfacs)(

with the light extinction coef cient being a function of the depth below the water surface.
Integration of (8.9) gives:

Zgz
I = lwexp . KessdZ (8.10)

The light intensity at the water surfatg;, is given by

lws= lomin(exp( Kem&Hgrps H)) ; 1) (8.11)
where,

lo is the light is the light intensity at the top of the emergent aquatic plant canopy for
emergent shoots or the light intensity at the water surface for submerged shoots

(W=nr),
Keme is the light extinction coef cient for emergent shoots(1l),
Hrps is the rooted plant shoot heigh), and

H is the water column depthm).
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When submerged aquatic plants are simulated, the light extinction coef cient in the water
column above the canopy is given by

M
\ B

Kessa= Kep+ Kess 1SS+ Keyss VSSH Keen & CCEIm (8.12)
m=1

and the light extinction coef cient in the water column within the canopy is given by

M
Kessic= Kep+ Kess SED+ Keyss VSSH Kechy & + Kerps RPS  (8.13)

m=1

_-m
CChly
where,

Ke, isthe background light extinction €in),

Kess is the light extinction coef cient for inorganic suspended solidr{lperg=m?),

SED is the inorganic suspended solid concentratigen€) provided from the hydro-
dynamic model,

Kevss is the light extinction coef cient for volatile suspended solig1 pergm?),

V'SS is the volatile suspended solid concentratigen(®) provided from the water qual-
ity model,

CChigrpg is the carbon-to-chlorophyll ratio for epiphytes@ per mg Chl,

Kecn is the light extinction coef cient for algae chlorophylli£in per mg Chtmd),

Bm  is the concentration of algae group m@ per m),

CChly, is the carbon-to-chlorophyll ratio in algal group sn@ per mg Chj,

Kerps is the light extinction coef cient for rooted plant shoots=i per gm Gn¥), and
RPS is the concentration of plant shootsG per nf).

The forms of equations (8.12) and (8.13) are quite general and readily allow inclusion
of algae biomass into the volatile suspended solids or visa-versa. The form of equation
(8.13) assumes that the rooted plant shoots are primarily self-shading and that epiphyte
effect are manifested only on the shoot surface.

The solutions of equation (8.10) above and in the rooted plant shoot canopy are

| = lweeXp( KessacZ ) ;0 Z H Hrps (8.14)
| = Igqexp( Kesic(Z H+ Hgpg) (8.15)
let = lwseXp( Kessac(H Hrp9) (8.16)

H Hgps Z H (8.17)
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2. Steele's Equation for Light Limitation

The original version of CE-QUAL-ICM (Cerco and Cole, 1995) used Steele's equation

I I
fo(l)= —exp 1 — (8.18)
ISX ISX
to express light limitation. A daily and vertically integrated form of Steele's equation, in

the absences of a plant canopy is:

_exp(1l) FD
L= ks 7 (@R @) exp( ar)) (8.19)
— IWS&Vg
aB— WISX eXp( KESSZB) (820)
_ |wsavg

where,

FD isthe fractional day lengtt0 FD 1),

Kess IS the total light extinction coef cient (&m),

ZT s the distance from water surface to layer tap,(

ZB s the distance from water surface to layer botton), (

lwsavg IS the daily total light intensity at water surfadarfgleys-day), and
Isx is the optimal light intensity for algal group(langleysday).

Optimal light intensitylsx for photosynthesis depends on algal taxonomy, duration of
exposure, temperature, nutritional status, and previous acclimation. Variatibsane
largely due to adaptations by algae intended to maximize production in a variable envi-
ronment. Steele (1962) noted the result of adaptations is that the optimal intensity is a
consistent fraction (approximately 50 percent) of daily intensity. Kremer and Nixon (1978)
reported an analogous nding that maximum algal growth occurs at a constant depth (ap-

proximately 1m) in the water column. Their approach is adopted so that optimal intensity
is expressed as:

lsx= Min(lwsav@XP( KessDoptx) ; Isxmin (8.22)
where,
Doptx is the depth of maximum algal growth for algal graxim),
lwsavg IS the adjusted surface light intensity€m?), and

lsxmin iS the minimum optimum light intensity{=m?).
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A minimum lsymin in equation (8.22) is speci ed so that algae do not thrive at ex-
tremely low light levels. The time required for algae to adapt to changes in light intensity is
recognized by estimatinigyminbased on a time-weighted average of daily light intensity:

loavg= Clalg+ Clpl1 + Clcl> (8.23)

where,

I is the daily light intensity 1 day preceding model dégngleysday),
P is the daily light intensity 2 days preceding model den¢leysday), and
Clg; Clp; Ce  are the weighting factors fdg; 11 andl,; respectivelyCly + Cly+ Cl = 1.

Equations (8.19)-(8.21) can be applied instantaneously by setting the fraction of day-
light to unity. It can also be applied within a canopy by repladipgvith I in the equation
(8.15).

3. Alternate Formulations for Light Limitation

Figure 8.1 of CE-QUAL-ICM (Bunch et al., 2000) used a Monod type limitation
I

fa(l)= KA+ ] (8.24)
or a modi ed Monod limitation (Cerco et al., 2000)
I

KHIZ+ 12

where KHI is the half saturation for light limitation(/=nr).

Equation (8.25) was used in the CE-QUAL-ICM Florida Bay water quality modeling
study Cerco et al. (2000). Equation (8.24) can be directly averaged over a water column
layer to give

+
foavg = Kess(zé ZT)In EEL:T:;E(( EZZ?Q (8.26)
while the average of equation (8.25) is
O r 1
1 1 1+ Qeexp( KessZT) ’
foavg = K_essﬁ% r 2§ (8.27)

1+ %GXP( KessZB)

with ZT andZB de ned in the equation (8.15). Equations (8.26) and (8.27) can be ap-
plied within a canopy by replacinig,s with It and use of the appropriate light extinction
coef cient.
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8.2.3.1.1.3 Effect of Temperature on Algal Growth

A Gaussian probability curve is used to represent temperature dependency of algal
growth:
8
3 exp KTGL(T TMix)®> : T TMiy

f3(T) = 1: TMlx< T < TM2 (8.28)
exp KTG2(T TM2x)? T TM2

where

T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
T My is the optimal temperature for algal growth for algal grew(pC),

KT Gl is the effect of temperature beloWM1, on growth for algal group (1/ C?),
and

KT G2, is the effect of temperature aboVéVi2, on growth for algal group (1/ C?).

The formulation of equation (8.28) represents a modi cation to the CE-QUAL-ICM
formulation to allow for temperature range speci cation of optimum growth.

8.2.3.1.1.4 Effect of Salinity on Growth of Freshwater Cyanobacteria

The growth of freshwater cyanobacteria in salt water is limited by:

STOX$S

(9= sToxer @

(8.29)
where,

ST OXSis the salinity at which Microcystis growth is halvepgt), and

S is the salinity in water columnp(pt) provided from the hydrodynamic model.

8.2.3.1.2 Effect of Temperature on Algal Basal Metabolism

Algal biomass in the present model decreases through basal metabolism (respiration
and excretion) and predation. Basal metabolism in the present model is the sum of all
internal processes that decrease algal biomass and consists of two parts; respiration and
excretion. In basal metabolism, algal matter (carbon, nitrogen, phosphorus, and silica) is
returned to organic and inorganic pools in the environment, mainly to dissolved organic
and inorganic matter. Respiration, which may be viewed as a reversal of production, con-
sumes dissolved oxygen. Basal metabolism is considered to be an exponentially increasing
function of temperature:

BMx = BMRexp(KTB(T TRJ) (8.30)
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where,

BMR is the basal metabolism rate BRfor algal groupx (1=day),
KTBy is the effect of temperature on metabolism for algal gre¢y C), and

TR isthe reference temperature for basal metabolism for algal gr¢up).

8.2.3.1.3 Effect of Algal Biomass and Temperature on Algal Predation

The present model does not include zooplankton. Instead, a constant rate can be spec-
i ed for the algal predation, which implicitly assumes zooplankton biomass is a constant
fraction of algal biomass. Alternately, the predation rate can be taken as proportional to the
algae biomass. Using a temperature effect similar to that for metabolism, the predation rate
iS given as

ap

PR(= PRK :—X exp(KTR([T TR]) (8.31)

XP

where,

PRR is the reference predation rateByP andT R, for algal groupx (1=day),
Bxwr is the reference algae concentration for predatip@m°),
ap isthe exponential dependence factor, and

KTR is the effect of temperature on predation for algal gragp/ C).

The difference between predation and basal metabolism lies in the distribution of the
end products of the two processes. In predation, algal matter (carbon, nitrogen, phospho-
rus, and silica) is returned to the organic and inorganic pools in the environment, mainly
to particulate organic matter. It is also noted that predation in the EFDC+ water quality
model follows the original formulation in the CE-QUAL-ICM model (Cerco and Cole,
1995) which uses a predation rate constant with total predation loss being proportional
to algae concentration. Subsequent CE- QUAL-ICM documentation Cerco et al. (2000),
appear to de ne predation independent of algae concentration.

8.2.3.1.4 Algal Settling

Settling velocities for four algal group®/ S; W §; W §;; andW Sy,; are speci ed as an
input. Seasonal variations in settling velocity of diatoms can be accounted for by specifying
time-varyingW §;:

8.2.3.2 Organic Carbon

The present model has three state variables for organic carbon: refractory particulate,
labile particulate, and dissolved.
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8.2.3.2.1 Particulate Organic Carbon

Labile and refractory distinctions are based on the time scale of decomposition. Labile
particulate organic carbon with a decomposition time scale of days to weeks decomposes
rapidly in the water column or in the sediments. Refractory particulate organic carbon
with a longer than weeks decomposition time scale decomposes slowly, primarily in the
sediments, and may contribute to sediment oxygen demand years after decomposition. For
labile and refractory particulate organic carbon, sources and sinks included in the model

are (Figure 8.1):
1. Algal predation,
2. Dissolution to dissolved organic carbon,
3. Settling, and
4. External loads.

The governing equations for refractory and labile particulate organic carbons are:

TRPOC_ 4 FCRRPR(Bx KrpodRPOCH l(WS?PRPOQ"' R
fit x=c;d;g; 1z v
=C; ’g,m
(8.32)
ILPOC . 8 FCLRPR(Bx KipoclPOCH - (WSpLPOO+ W EPOC (g 33)
TR 1z v
=C; ,g'm
where,

RPOC is the concentration of refractory particulate organic carly@=m°),
LPOC is the concentration of labile particulate organic cartmp@£m?),

FCRP is the fraction of predated carbon produced as refractory particulate organic Car-
bon,

FCLP is the fraction of predated carbon produced as labile particulate organic carbon,
Krpoc is the dissolution rate of refractory particulate organic carbeddy),

KLpoc is the dissolution rate of labile particulate organic carbcruiél),

W Rp is the settling velocity of refractory particulate organic matterqay),

W_p s the settling velocity of labile particulate organic matt@=day),

WRPOC is the external loads of refractory particulate organic carlgd@=fay), and
WLPOC is the external loads of labile particulate organic carlgp8<€day)
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8.2.3.2.2 Dissolved Organic Carbon

Sources and sinks for dissolved organic carbon included in the model are (Figure 8.1):

Algal excretion (exudation) and predation,
Dissolution from refractory and labile particulate organic carbon,
Heterotrophic respiration of dissolved organic carbon (decomposition),

Denitri cation, and

a M N PE

External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

1DOC 0 KHRx
= FCDx+(1 FCD —— + FCDRKP B
w2 COx+(1 FCDY) HRe+ DO CDRPRc Bx
=Ca,gm
. WD
+ KrpodRPOC+ K pocLPOC KyrDOC DenitDOC+ oc

(8.34)

where,

DOC is the concentration of dissolved organic carbgEem?),

FCDy is the fraction of basal metabolism exuded as dissolved organic carbon at in nite
dissolved oxygen concentration for algal groyp

KHRy is the half-saturation constant of dissolved oxygen for algal dissolved organic
carbon excretion for group(g O,=m?),

DO s the dissolved oxygen concentratign@=m?),

FCDP is the fraction of predated carbon produced as dissolved organic carbon,
Kyr is the heterotrophic respiration rate of dissolved organic carbesha),

Denit is the denitri cation rate (day),

BFDOC is the benthic ux of dissolved organic carbon in bottom layer only
(g C=mP=day), and

WDOC is the external loads of dissolved organic carbgp@£day).

The remainder of this section explains each term in equations (8.32)-(8.34).

8.2.3.2.3 Effect of Algae on Organic Carbon

The terms within summatiorsSj in equations (8.32)-(8.34) account for the effects of
algae on organic carbon through basal metabolism and predation.
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8.2.3.2.3.1 Basal Metabolism

Basal metabolism, consisting of respiration and excretion, returns algal matter (carbon,
nitrogen, phosphorus, and silica) back to the environment. Loss of algal biomass through
basal metabolism is:

Bx _
—— =  BMyBx (8.35)
It

The equation (8.35) indicates that the total loss of algal biomass due to basal
metabolism is independent of ambient dissolved oxygen concentration. In this model, it
is assumed that the distribution of total loss between respiration and excretion is constant
as long as there is suf cient dissolved oxygen for algae to respire. Under that condition,
the losses by respiration and excretion may be written as:

(1 FCDyx)BMyBy : respiration (8.36)

FCDBM,By : excretion (8.37)

where,FCDy is a constant of value between 0 an@.1

Algae cannot respire in the absence of oxygen, however. Although the total loss of algal
biomass due to basal metabolism is oxygen independent (equation (8.35)), the distribution
of total loss between respiration and excretion is oxygen-dependent. When oxygen level
is high, respiration is a large fraction of the total. As dissolved oxygen becomes scarce,
excretion becomes dominant. Thus, equation (8.36) represents the loss by respiration only
at high oxygen levels. In general, equation (8.36) can be decomposed into two fractions as
a function of dissolved oxygen availability:

DO

(1 FCDy) KAR.+ DO BMBy : respiration (8.38)
X
KHR .
(1 FCDY rmypo BMdEx : excretion (8.39)
X

where KHR, is the metaboli®O coef cient (g=m® O5).

Equation (8.38) represents the loss of algal biomass by respiration, and equation (8.39)
represents additional excretion due to insuf cient dissolved oxygen concentration. The
parameteKHRy; which is de ned as the half-saturation constant of dissolved oxygen for
algal dissolved organic carbon excretion in equation (8.34), can also be de ned as the half-
saturation constant of dissolved oxygen for algal respiration in equation (8.39).

Combining equations (8.37) and (8.39) the total loss due to excretion is:

KHRx
+(1+ ——— .
FCDx +(1+ FCDy) KHR<+ DO BMyx Bx (8.40)
Equations (8.38) and (8.40) combine to give the total loss of algal biomass due to basal

metabolismBM,AB; equation (8.35). The de nition dFCDy in equation (8.34) becomes
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apparent in equation (8.40), (i.e., fraction of basal metabolism exuded as dissolved organic
carbon at in nite dissolved oxygen concentration). At zero oxygen level, 100 percent of
total loss due to basal metabolism is by excretion regardle§sCol,. The end carbon
product of respiration is primarily carbon dioxide, an inorganic form not considered in the
present model, while the end carbon product of excretion is primarily dissolved organic
carbon. Therefore, equation (8.40), that appears in equation (8.34), represents the contri-
bution of excretion to dissolved organic carbon, and there is no source term for particulate
organic carbon from algal basal metabolism in equations (8.32) and (8.33).

Although this general formulation is incorporated for consistency with the original CE-
QUAL-IMC formulation (Cerco and Cole, 1995), most of the subsequent applications of
CE-QUAL-ICM have simpli ed the basal metabolism in the publisiZ@C andDO equa-
tions or speci ed input parameters which effectively KétR; andFCDy to zero (see Table
8.2), which results in simplifying thBOC equation to

1DOC
w . a

FCDPR(PR«Bx + KrpodRPOC+ K| pocLPOC
x=c;d;g;m

KHrDOC Denit DOC+ wboc

(8.41)

8.2.3.2.3.2 Predation

Algae produce organic carbon through the effects of predation. Zooplankton take
up and redistribute algal carbon through grazing, assimilation, respiration, and excretion.
Since zooplankton are not included in the model, routing of algal carbon through zoo-
plankton predation is simulated by empirical distribution coef cients in equations (8.32)
to (8.34);FCRP FCLP, andFCDP. The sum of these three predation fractions should be
unity.

8.2.3.2.4 Heterotrophic Respiration and Dissolution

The refractory and labile particulate organic carbon equations (8.32) and (8.34) contain
decay terms that represent dissolution of particulate material into dissolved material. These
terms appear in equation (8.34) as sources. The third sink term DxX@@zequation (8.34)
represents heterotrophic respiration of dissolved organic carbon. The oxic heterotrophic
respiration is a function of dissolved oxygen; the lower the dissolved oxygen, the smaller
the respiration term becomes. Heterotrophic respiration rate, therefore, is expressed using
a Monod function of dissolved oxygen:

DO

K = K 8.42
HR KHORoo+ DO KPOC (8.42)

where,
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Table 8.2.Basal Metabolism Formulations and Parameter in CE-QUAL-ICM

Study FCDy andKHRy in DOC FCDxandKHRy in from DO
Equation Equation
Cerco and Cole (1995)General General

(Chesapeake Bay)
Bunch et al. (2000) (SanGeneral (used=CD = 0; General (used FCD = O;

Juan Bay, PR) KHRx= 0:5) KHRx= 0:5)
Cerco et al. (2000) No BMx source in equa- Consistent withFCDyx = 0;
(Florida Bay) tion, implies FCDy = 0; KHRx=0

KHR«= 0
Cerco et al. (2002) No BMx source in equa- Consistent withFCDy = 0;
(Chesapeake Bay, Trib.tion, implies FCDx = 0; KHRx= 0
Re nements) KHR«=0
Cerco et al. (2004) Equation implieiKHR,= Consistent withKHR; = 0
(Lake Washington) 0 (usedFCDy = 0) (usedrFCDy = 0)
Tillman et al. (2004) No BMx source in equa- Consistent withFCDy = 0;
(St. Johns River) tion, implies FCDx = 0; KHRx=0

KHR«= 0

KHORpo is the oxic respiration half-saturation constant for dissolved oxygen

(g O,=m?), and

KDOC is the heterotrophic respiration rate of dissolved organic carbon at in nite dis-
solved oxygen concentration£day).

Dissolution and heterotrophic respiration rates depend on the availability of carbona-
ceous substrate and on heterotrophic activity. Algae produce labile carbon that fuels het
erotrophic activity: dissolution and heterotrophic respiration do not require the presence
of algae though, and may be fueled entirely by external carbon inputs. In the model, al-
gal biomass, as a surrogate for heterotrophic activity, is incorporated into formulations of
dissolution and heterotrophic respiration rates. Formulations of these rates require speci -
cation of algal-dependent and algal- independent rates:

|

Krpoc= Krc* Krcalg @ Bx  exp(KTupr(T  TRupR)) (8.43)
x=c;d;g
!
Kipoc= Kic+ Kicalg @ Bx exp(KTupr(T  TRupR)) (8.44)
x=c;d;g
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Kooc= Koc+ Kpcaig @ Bx exp(KTuin(T  TRwin)) (8.45)
x=c;d;g

where,

Krc is the minimum dissolution rate of refractory particulate organic carbeddy,
KLc is the minimum dissolution rate of labile particulate organic carbeddy),
Kpc is the minimum respiration rate of dissolved organic carbewal é3),

Krcalg KLcalg are the constants that relate dissolution of refractory and labile particulate
organic carbon, respectively, to algal biomassi@dy, per g C=md),

Kpcalg is the constant that relates respiration to algal biomassail per g Gmd),
KTupr is the effect of temperature on hydrolysis of particulate organic mattez)1/
TRypr is the reference temperature for hydrolysis of particulate organic mat@gr (

KTwin is the effect of temperature on mineralization of dissolved organic matt€?)(1/
and

TRwin Is the reference temperature for mineralization of dissolved organic ma@er (

Equations (8.43) to (8.45) have exponential functions that relate rates to temperature.

In the present model, the term “hydrolysis” is de ned as the process by which particu-
late organic matter is converted to dissolved organic form, and thus includes both dissolu-
tion of particulate carbon and hydrolysis of particulate phosphorus and nitrogen. Therefore,
the parameterKTypr andT Rypr; are also used for the temperature effects on hydrolysis
of particulate phosphorus (equations (8.58) and (8.59)) and nitrogen (equations (8.73) and
(8.74)). The term "mineralization” is de ned as the process by which dissolved organic
matter is converted to dissolved inorganic form, and thus includes both heterotrophic respi-
ration of dissolved organic carbon and mineralization of dissolved organic phosphorus and
nitrogen. Therefore, the parametafdn andT Ry n; are also used for the temperature
effects on mineralization of dissolved phosphorus (8.60) and nitrogen (8.75).

8.2.3.2.5 Effect of Denitri cation on Dissolved Organic Carbon

As oxygen is depleted from natural systems, organic matter is oxidized by the reduction
of alternate electron acceptors. Thermodynamically, the rst alternate acceptor reduced in
the absence of oxygen is nitrate. The reduction of nitrate by a large number of heterotrophic
anaerobes is referred to as denitri cation, and the stoichiometry of this reaction is Stumm
et al. (1970).

ANO; + 4H™ + 5CHO! 2Ny + 7H,0+ 5CO, (8.46)
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The last term in the equation (8.34) accounts for the effect of denitri cation on dissolved
organic carbon. The kinetics of denitri cation in the model are rst-order:

- KRORyo NO3
Denit= 4 oom—+ DO  KHDNy+ Nog AANOXHoc (8.47)

where,

KRORyo is the denitri cation half-saturation constant for dissolved oxygg@®€em?),
KHDNy is the denitri cation half-saturation constant for nitrateN=m?), and

AANOX is the ratio of denitri cation rate to oxic dissolved organic carbon respiration
rate.

In equation (8.47), the dissolved organic carbon respirationKg¢e; is modi ed so
that signi cant decomposition via denitri cation occurs only when nitrate is freely avail-
able and dissolved oxygen is depleted. The ra#dNOX makes the anoxic respiration
slower than oxic respiration. Note th&poc; de ned in equation (8.45), includes the tem-
perature effect on denitri cation.

8.2.3.2.6 Labile and Refractory Splitting of Dissolved Organic Carbon

A number of water quality models, including the CE-QUAL-ICM application to the St.
Johns River, Florida (Tillman et al., 2004) split dissolved organic carbon into labile and
refractory components. The refractory component equation is

RD o WRD
I OC= a FCRDR PRxBx KrpocRDOC+ —OC (8.48)

it x=c;d;g;m v

where,
RDOC is the concentration of dissolved organic carbg&£m?),
FCRDP is the fraction of predated carbon produced as dissolved organic carbon,
Krpoc is the respiration rate of refractory dissolved organic carbed4$), and
W RDOC is the external loads of dissolved organic carbp@£day).

The decay termin (8.48) can include a photoreaction component. The labile component
equation retains the general form of th®C equation

LDOC
1 = A FCLDP PR By + KrpodRPOC
fit x=c;d;g;m
. WLDOC
+ KLpocLPOC K pocLDOC Denit LDOC+ — (8.49)
where,
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LDOC is the concentration of dissolved organic carbg@€n?),

FCLDP is the fraction of predated carbon produced as dissolved organic carbon,
KLpoc is the respiration rate of labile dissolved organic carbeulél), and

WLDOC is the external loads of dissolved organic carbgp@£day).

Equations (8.48) and (8.49) follow from Tillman et al. (2004), but are not currently
implemented in the EFDC+ water quality model.

8.2.3.3 Phosphorus

The present model has four state variables for phosphorus: three organic forms (refrac-
tory particulate, labile particulate, and dissolved) and one inorganic form representing the
sum of dissolved and particulate phosphate in the water phase, but exclude phosphate in
algae cells.

8.2.3.3.1 Particulate Organic Phosphorus

For refractory and labile particulate organic phosphorus, sources and sinks included in
the model are (Figure 8.1);

1. Algal basal metabolism and predation,

2. Dissolution to dissolved organic phosphorus,

3. Settling, and

4. External loads.

The kinetic equations for refractory and labile particulate organic phosphorus are;

TRPOP_ a (FPR¢ BMy+ FPRRPRy) APG(Bx
ﬂt x=c;d;g;m
W RPOP
KrpopRPOP+ J—Z(WSQPRPOF)+ VO (8.50)
LPOP
TLPOP _ a (FPLx BMx+ FPLR; PRy) APG(Bx
it x=c;d;g;m
WLPOP
K_popLPOP+ 1;T—Z(WSQPLPOP)+ (8.51)
where,
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RPOP is the concentration of refractory particulate organic phosphar@st),
LPOP is the concentration of labile particulate organic phosphay=3),

FPR; is the fraction of metabolized phosphorus by algal gnppoduced as refractory
particulate organic phosphorus,

FPLy is the fraction of metabolized phosphorus by algal graypoduced as labile
particulate organic phosphorus,

FPRP is the fraction of predated phosphorus produced as refractory particulate organic
phosphorus,

FPLP is the fraction of predated phosphorus produced as labile particulate organic
phosphorus,

APC is the mean algal phosphorus-to-carbon ratio for all algal gragipsper g Q,
Krpop Iis the hydrolysis rate of refractory particulate organic phosphoregai,
KLpop is the hydrolysis rate of labile particulate organic phosphored4$),

WRPOP is the external loads of refractory particulate organic phospharisday),
and

WLPORP is the external loads of labile particulate organic phosphais-@ay).

8.2.3.3.2 Dissolved Organic Phosphorus
Sources and sinks for dissolved organic phosphorus included in the model are (Figure
8.1);

1. Algal basal metabolism and predation,

2. Dissolution from refractory and labile particulate organic phosphorus,
3. Mineralization to phosphate phosphorus, and
4

. External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

'"[1)1#3: a (FPDx BMy+ FPDR PR) APGBy
x=c;d;g;m
WDOP
+ KrpofRPOP+ K| popLPOP KpopDOP+ (8.52)
where

DOP is the concentration of dissolved organic phosphoguR=®),
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FPDy is the fraction of metabolized phosphorus by algal gneppoduced as dissolved
organic phosphorus,

FPDR; is the fraction of predated phosphorus produced as dissolved organic phospho-
rus,

Kpop is the mineralization rate of dissolved organic phosphorad4$), and

WDOP is the external loads of dissolved organic phosphoguR=fiay).

8.2.3.3.3 Total Water Phase Phosphate

For total phosphate that includes both dissolved and sorbed phosphate in the water
phase, sources and sinks included in the model are;

Algal basal metabolism, predation, and uptake,
Mineralization from dissolved organic phosphorus,

Settling of sorbed phosphate,
Sediment-water exchange of dissolved phosphate for the bottom layer only, and

ok~ w0 N

External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is

1 _
Tt (PO4p+ PO4d) =

o

a (FPIx BMx+ FPIPc PR Px) APG(Bx + KpopDOP

x=c;d;g;m

BFPO4d N WPO4p+ WPOId
Dz \% \%

- (WS sPOp) + (8.53)

where,

PO4t = PO4d + PO4p is the total phosphatey P=m°),
PO4d is the dissolved phosphatg P=nr),
PO4p is the particulate (sorbed) phosphagePem?),

FPIlyx is the fraction of metabolized phosphorus by algal gregpoduced as inorganic
phosphorus,

FPIP is the fraction of predated phosphorus produced as inorganic phosphorus,

W S ss is the settling velocity of suspended solii=day), provided by the hydrody-
namic model,

161 EFDC+ Theory Document



8. EUTROPHICATION MODULE

BFPO4d is the sediment-water exchange ux of phosphajétn?=day), applied to
the bottom layer only, and

WPOIt is the external loads of total phosphagePeday).

In equation (8.53), if the total active metal is chosen as a measure of sorption site, the
settling velocity of total suspended soMd S ss is replaced by that of particulate metal
W S: The remainder of this section explains each term in equations (8.50) to (8.53). Alter-
nate forms of the total phosphate equation are discussed in next paragraph.

8.2.3.3.4 Total Phosphate System

Suspended and bottom sediment particles (clay, silt, and metal hydroxides) adsorb and
desorb phosphate in river and estuarine waters. This adsorption-desorption process buffers
phosphate concentration in the water column and enhances the transport of phosphate away
from its external sources (Carritt and Goodgal, 1954; Froelich, 1988). To ease the compu-
tational complication due to the adsorption-desorption of phosphate, dissolved and sorbed
phosphate are treated and transported as a single state variable. Therefore, the model phos-
phate state variable total phosphate, is de ned as the sum of dissolved and sorbed phosphate
(equation (8.53)), and the concentrations for each fraction are determined by equilibrium
partitioning of their sum.

In CE-QUAL-ICM, sorption of phosphate to particulate species of metals including iron
and manganese was considered based on a phenomenon observed in the monitoring data
from the mainstem of the Chesapeake Bay: phosphate was rapidly depleted from anoxic
bottom waters during the autumn reaeration event (Cerco and Cole, 1994). Their hypoth-
esis was; reaeration of bottom waters caused dissolved iron and manganese to precipitate,
and phosphate sorbed to newly formed metal particles and rapidly settled to the bottom.
One state variable total active metal, in CE-QUAL-ICM was de ned as the sum of all met-
als that acts as sorption sites, and the total active metal was partitioned into particulate
and dissolved fractions via an equilibrium partitioning coef cient. Then phosphate was
assumed to sorb to only the particulate fraction of the total active metal.

In the treatment of phosphate sorption in CE-QUAL-ICM, the particulate fraction of
metal hydroxides was emphasized as a sorption site in bottom waters under anoxic con-
ditions. Phosphorus is a highly particle-reactive element, and phosphate in solution reacts
quickly with a wide variety of surfaces, being taken up by and released from particles
Froelich (1988). The present model has two options, total suspended solids and total active
metal, as a measure of a sorption site for phosphate, and dissolved and sorbed fractions are
determined by equilibrium partitioning of their sum as a function of total suspended solids
or total active metal concentration:
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_ KpouySORPS
POIp= L s (PO PO
PO4p = 1 (PO4p+ PO4) (8.54)

1+ KpospSORPS
SORPS: SEDor TAMe

where,

KPO4p is the empirical coef cient relating phosphate sorption to total suspended solid
(per g=m?®) or particulate total active metapér moEm?®) concentration,

SED is the inorganic sediment concentrationg=l), and
TAMp is the particulate total active metahol=m?>).

The de nition of the partition coef cient alternately follows form (8.54)

POt 1

Keotn = Boad TS (8.55)
_PO4p 1
KPotp = 5oad TAMP (8.36)

where the meaning dfposp becomes apparent, i.e., the ratio of sorbed to dissolved
phosphate per unit concentration of total suspended solid or particulate total active metal
(i.e., per unit sorption site available).

8.2.3.3.5 Algal Phosphorus-to-Carbon Ratio (APC)

Algal biomass is quanti ed in units of carbon per volume of water. In order to express
the effects of algal biomass on phosphorus and nitrogen, the ratios of phosphorus-to-carbon
and nitrogen-to-carbon in algal biomass must be speci ed. Although global mean values
of these ratios are well known (Red eld, 1963), algal composition varies especially as a
function of nutrient availability. As phosphorus and nitrogen become scarce, algae adjust
their composition so that smaller quantities of these vital nutrients are required to produce
carbonaceous biomass (Di Toro, 1980). Examining the eld data from the surface of upper
Chesapeake Bay, Cerco and Cole (1993) showed that the variation of nitrogen-to-carbon
stoichiometry was small and thus used a constant algal nitrogen-to-carboA (g
Large variations, however, were observed for algal phosphorus-to-carbon ratio indicating
the adaptation of algae to ambient phosphorus concentration (Cerco and Cole, 1993); algal
phosphorus content is high when ambient phosphorus is abundant and is low when ambient
phosphorus is scarce. Thus, a variable algal phosphorus-to-carboP&jas used in
model formulation. A mean ratio for all algal group$C, is described by an empirical
approximation to the trend observed in eld data (Cerco and Cole, 1994):
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APC= CPlpm+ CPZprmexp  CP3prmposd (8.57)

where

CPlprm is the minimum carbon-to-phosphorus raiipQ per g b,

CP2prm is the difference between minimum and maximum carbon-to-phosphorus ratio
(gC pergBh, and

CP3prm is the effect of dissolved phosphate concentration on carbon-to-phosphorus ra-
tio (per g P=m?).

8.2.3.3.6  Effect of Algae on Phosphorus

The terms within summation in equations (8.50) to (8.53) account for the effects of
algae on phosphorus. Both basal metabolism (respiration and excretion) and predation are
considered, and thus formulated, to contribute to organic and phosphate phosphorus. That
is, the total loss by basal metabolisBMxABy) is distributed using distribution coef cients
(FPR, FPLy, FPDy, andFPlIy). The total loss by predatiofPRABy), is also distributed
using distribution coef cientsk PRPFPLP, FPDP, andFPIP). The sum of four distri-
bution coef cients for basal metabolism should be unity, and as is the sum for predation.
Algae take up dissolved phosphate for growth, and algae uptake of phosphate is represented
by ( 3RAAPCAR) in equation (8.53).

8.2.3.3.7 Mineralization and Hydrolysis

The third term on the RHS of equations (8.50) and (8.51) represents hydrolysis of par-
ticulate organic phosphorus and the last term in equation (8.52) represents mineralization
of dissolved organic phosphorus. Mineralization of organic phosphorus is mediated by the
release of nucleotidase and phosphatase enzymes by bactér& &t Overbeck (1987)
and algae Boni et al. (1989). Since the algae themselves release the enzymes and bacte-
rial abundance is related to algal biomass, the rate of organic phosphorus mineralization is
related to algal biomass in model formulation. Another mechanism included in the model
formulation is that algae stimulate production of an enzyme that mineralizes organic phos-
phorus to phosphate when phosphate is scarce (Boni et al., 198%tGmd Overbeck,
1987). The formulations for hydrolysis and mineralization rates including these processes
are:

!
Krralg @  Bx exp(KTupr(T  TR4pR))
x=c;d;g;m
(8.58)

KHP

Krpop= Krp+ ———
RPOP RP KHP+ PO4d
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KHP o
K = Kpt —— K B KT, T T
LPOP P+ BT POAd LPaIgX:C%;g;m x  EXP(KTHDR( R4DR))
(8.59)
!
KHP o
K = Kppt ——— K B KT, T T
DOP OP+ OBy PO DPangzc%.gm x  exXp(KTwin ( RviIN))
(8.60)

where

Krp Is the minimum hydrolysis rate of refractory particulate organic phosphorus
(1=day),

KLp is the minimum hydrolysis rate of labile particulate organic phosphoresai),
Kpp is the minimum mineralization rate of dissolved organic phosphorega,

Krraig@ndK|pag are the constants that relate hydrolysis of refractory and labile partic-
ulate organic phosphorus, respectively, to algal biomassail per g Gm®),

Kppalg is the constant that relates mineralization to algal biomassa(l per g Gmd),
and

KHP is the mean half-saturation constant for algal phosphorus upgeRent®).

KHP =

é-x= c;d;g;mKH PX (8 61)
é-x: c;d;g;mx .
When phosphate is abundant relativitd P, the rates are close to the minimum values
with little in uence from algal biomass. When phosphate becomes scarce relatfi¢Rp
the rates increase with the magnitude of increase depending on algal biomass. Equations
(8.58) to (8.60) have exponential functions that relate rates to temperature.

8.2.3.3.8 Alternate Forms of the Total Phosphate Equation

In the CE-QUAL-ICM model (Cerco and Cole, 1995), total phosphate is de ned to
include dissolved phosphate in algae cells. The phosphate in algae cells is given by
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T 8 (apcs

Mt x=c;d;g;m
= é_ (Px FPIx BMx FPIP PR«) APG« Bx
x=c;d;g;m
a (FPR¢ BMx+ FPRP PR) APGy By

x=c;d;g;m

a (FPLyx BMx+ FPLP PR() APCx By
x=c;d;g;m

o

4 (FPDx BMx+ FPDP PRy) APCx By

x=c;d;g;m |

+ a WSygx APGBx  (8.62)

12 x=c,d;g;m
Where the rst term on the right side represents net uptake of phosphate from the water
column, and the subsequent three terms represent loss of organic phosphorous. Noting
that the distribution factors for basal metabolism and predation must sum to unity, (8.62)
reduces to

1 o
(Px BMx PRx)APG Bx+ — a WSigx APGBx

TPO4a _ 5
ﬂt x=c;d;g;m x=c;d;g;m

(8.63)
which is simply equation (8.6) multiplied by the algae phosphorous to carbon ratio and
summed over all algae species. Combining (8.63) with (8.64) gives

%(Pmp+ PO4d + PO4a) =

o

KoopDOP & (1 FPIx)BMx+(1 FPIP)PR)APGCk Bx
x=c;d;g;m |
1
t o5 WSsPOIp+ § WSy APGeBx +
ﬂ x=c;d;g;m
BFPO4d N WPO4p+ WPO
DZ V V

It is noted that this equation differs from Cerco and Cole (1995, equation (3-51)), which
is in error, but is identical to the subsequently corrected in Cerco et al. (2000, equation 35)
which documents the Florida Bay CE-QUAL-ICM model application. Thus, either equa-
tions (8.53) or (8.64) can be used for total phosphate as long as partitioning between partic-
ulate and dissolved phosphate in the water phase is appropriately represented by equations
(8.54) and (8.66).

(8.64)
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8.2.3.3.9 Labile and Refractory Splitting of Dissolve Organic Phosphorous

A number of water quality models, including the CE-QUAL-ICM application to the St.
Johns River, Florida (Tillman et al., 2004) split dissolved organic phosphorous into labile
and refractory components. The refractory component equation is

RDOP
1 © = é (FPRDx BMx + FPRDRK PRx) APCx Bx
it x=c;d;g;m
WRDOP
KrpopPRDOP+ (8.65)
where,

RDOP is the concentration of refractory dissolved organic phosphar@si?®),

FPRD is the fraction of metabolized phosphorus by algal gregpoduced as refrac-
tory dissolved organic phosphorus,

FPRDP is the fraction of predated phosphorus produced as refractory dissolved organic
phosphorus,

Krpop is the mineralization rate of refractory dissolved organic phosphoresag],
and

W RDORP is the external loads of refractory dissolved organic phosphorBsday).

The labile component equation is

LDOP
TLDOP . & (FPLDy BMx+ FPLDR PR) APCy By
it x=c;d;g;m
WLDOP
KrpopPRDOP+ K| popLPOP K| popLDOP+ (8.66)
where,

LDOP is the concentration of dissolved organic phosphogue=n3),

FPLDy is the fraction of metabolized phosphorus by algal graymoduced as dis-
solved organic phosphorus,

FPLDP is the fraction of predated phosphorus produced as dissolved organic phospho-
rus,

KLpop is the mineralization rate of dissolved organic phosphored4§), and
WLDORP is the external loads of dissolved organic phosphoguR=iay).

Equations (8.65) and (8.66) follow from Tillman et al. (2004), but are not currently
implemented in the EFDC+ water quality model.

167 EFDC+ Theory Document



8. EUTROPHICATION MODULE

8.2.3.4 Nitrogen

The present model has ve state variables for nitrogen: three organic forms (refractory
particulate, labile particulate, and dissolved) and two inorganic forms (ammonium and
nitrate). The nitrate state variable in the model represents the sum of nitrate and nitrite.

8.2.3.4.1 Particulate Organic Nitrogen

For refractory and labile particulate organic nitrogen, sources and sinks included in the
model are (Figure 8.1);

1. Algal basal metabolism and predation,

2. Dissolution to dissolved organic nitrogen,

3. Settling, and

4. External loads.

The kinetic equations for refractory and labile particulate organic nitrogen are:

RPON
TRPO = é (FNRx BMx + FNRRB PRx) ANGx Bx KrponRPON
fit x=c;d;g;m
1 WRPON
+ — + — .
ﬂZ(WSQPRPOM v (8.67)
TLPON = é (FNLx BMx + FNLP« PRx) ANGx Bx K ponLPON
Tt X=cd;gm
1 WLPON
+ — + — .
ﬂZ(WS_pLPON) v (8.68)
where,

RPON is the concentration of refractory particulate organic nitrogeN£md),
LPON is the concentration of labile particulate organic nitroggiNem?),

FNR; is the fraction metabolized nitrogen by algal group x as refractory particulate
organic nitrogen,

FNLy is the fraction of metabolized nitrogen by algal group x produced as labile par-
ticulate organic nitrogen,

FNRP is the fraction of predated nitrogen produced as refractory particulate organic
nitrogen,
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FNLP is the fraction of predated nitrogen produced as labile particulate organic nitro-
gen,

ANG; is the nitrogen-to-carbon ratio in algal groxgg; N; per g O,

Krpon Is the hydrolysis rate of refractory particulate organic nitrogeswl é),

KLpon is the hydrolysis rate of labile particulate organic nitrogerd@dy),

WRPON is the external loads of refractory particulate organic nitroggN=<day), and

WLPON is the external loads of labile particulate organic nitroggN£day).

8.2.3.4.2 Dissolved Organic Nitrogen

Sources and sinks for dissolved organic nitrogen included in the model are (Figure 8.1);

1. Algal basal metabolism and predation,

2. Dissolution from refractory and labile particulate organic nitrogen,
3. Mineralization to ammonium, and
4

. External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

TDON o
= a

it (FNDx BMyx + FNDR PRx) ANGx By
x=c;d;g;m

BFDON N WDON

= o (8:69)

+ KrponNRPON+ K ponLPON - KponyDON+

where

DON is the concentration of dissolved organic nitroggiNem®),

FNDy is the fraction of metabolized nitrogen by algal group x produced as dissolved
organic nitrogen,

FNDP is the fraction of predated nitrogen produced as dissolved organic nitrogen,
Kpon is the mineralization rate of dissolved organic nitrogerd@dy),

BFDON is the benthic ux of dissolved organic nitrogen in bottom layer only
(g C=n=day), and

WDON is the external loads of dissolved organic nitroggiNEday).
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8.2.3.4.3 Ammonium Nitrogen

Sources and sinks for ammonia nitrogen included in the model are (Figure 8.1):

Algal basal metabolism, predation, and uptake,
Mineralization from dissolved organic nitrogen,
Nitri cation to nitrate,

Sediment-water exchange for the bottom layer only, and

a ~ w D PRE

External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

TNH4 o
= a

it (FNIx BMx + FNIP« PRx  PNx Px) ANCx Bx

x=c;d;g;m

BFNH4+ WNH4
Dz \%

+ KponDON  KNit NH4 + (8.70)

where

FNIy is the fraction of metabolized nitrogen by algal graxiproduced as inorganic
nitrogen,

FNIP is the fraction of predated nitrogen produced as inorganic nitrogen,
PNy is the preference for ammonium uptake by algal greg@p PN, 1),
Knit is the nitri cation rate (Fday) given in equation (8.77),

BFNH4 is the sediment-water exchange ux of ammoniugNen?=day), applied to
the bottom layer only

WNH4 is the external loads of ammoniuig Kl=day)
The form of the nitri cation sink in (8.70) and the subsequent source in the nitrate equation
(8.71) differ from that in CE-QUAL-ICM.
8.2.3.4.4 Nitrate Nitrogen
Sources and sinks for nitrate nitrogen included in the model are:
. Algal uptake,
. Nitri cation from ammonium,

1
2
3. Denitri cation to nitrogen gas,
4

. Sediment-water exchange for the bottom layer only, and
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5. External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

NG _ A (PNx 1)Px ANGx By + KNit NH4

fit x=c;d;g;m
BFNGC3 N WNO3

[ 3+
ANDC Denit DOC D7 v

(8.71)

where,

ANDC is the mass of nitrate nitrogen reduced per mass of dissolved organic carbon
oxidized (0933g N pergQ,

BFNOB is the sediment-water exchange ux of nitrageN=m?=day), applied to the
bottom layer only, and

WNB is the external loads of nitratg N=day).

The remainder of this section explains each term in equations (8.67)-(8.71).

8.2.3.4.5 Effect of Algae on Nitrogen

The terms within summation in equations (8.67) to (8.71) account for the ef-
fects of algae on nitrogen. As in phosphorus, both basal metabolism (respi-
ration and excretion) and predation are considered, and thus formulated to con-
tribute to organic and ammonium nitrogen. That is, algal nitrogen released by
both basal metabolism and predation are represented by distribution coef cients
(FNR; FNLy; FNDy; FNIyx; FNRP FNLP, FNDP, andFNIP). The sum of the four
distribution coef cients for basal metabolism should be unity; the sum of the predation
distribution coef cients should also be unity.

Algae take up ammonium and nitrate for growth, and ammonium is preferred from
thermodynamic considerations. The preference of algae for ammonium is expressed as

NO3

PNy = NH4
Nx (KHNx + NH4) (KHNx + NO3)

KHNyx

NH4
(NH4+ NO3) (KHNx + NO3)

(8.72)

This equation forces the preference for ammonium to be unity when nitrate is absent,
and to be zero when ammonium is absent.
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8.2.3.4.6 Mineralization and Hydrolysis

The third term on the RHS of equations (8.67) and (8.68) represents hydrolysis of par-
ticulate organic nitrogen and the last term in equation (8.69) represents mineralization of
dissolved organic nitrogen. Including a mechanism for accelerated hydrolysis and miner-
alization during nutrient-limited conditions, the formulations for these processes are:

!
KHN

Krpon= Krn+ K 3 B KTupr(T T
RPON RNY N NHA+ NO3 RNaIgX:C%.g.m x  eXp(KTupr( R4DR))
(8.73)
[
Kipon= Kin+ KHN K 2 Bx exp(KTupr(T  TRu4pR))
LPON= LN KHN+ NHA+ NO3 LNaIgX:C%.g.m X P(K IHDR DR
(8.74)
I
KHN 0
K = Kpnt K B KT, T T
DON DN N+ NA4+ NO3 DNaIgX:C%'g.m x  exp(KTvin ( Rviin))
(8.75)

where,

Krn IS the minimum hydrolysis rate of refractory particulate organic nitrogedd$),
Kin  is the minimum hydrolysis rate of labile particulate organic nitrogewl é),
Kpn is the minimum mineralization rate of dissolved organic nitrogew é1),

Krnaig@ndK naig are the constants that relate hydrolysis of refractory and labile par-
ticulate organic nitrogen, respectively, to algal biomassl&y per g Gm?),

Kpnalg IS the constant that relates mineralization to algal biomas$ail per g Gmd),
and

KHN is the mean half-saturation constant for algal nitrogen uptgRé=(n®).

KHN = éx: c;d;g;mKH NX

8.76
& x=cdigmX ( )

Equations (8.73) to (8.75) have exponential functions that relate rates to temperature.

8.2.3.4.7 Nitri cation

Nitri cation is a process mediated by autotrophic nitrifying bacteria that obtain energy
through the oxidation of ammonium to nitrite and of nitrite to nitrate. The stoichiometry of
complete reaction is Bowie et al. (1985):
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NH; + 202! NO; + H,O+ 2H* (8.77)

The rstterm in the second line of equation (8.68) and its corresponding term in equa-
tion (8.71) represent the effect of nitri cation on ammonium and nitrate, respectively. The
kinetics of the complete nitri cation process are formulated as a function of available am-
monium, dissolved oxygen and temperature:

DO NH4
KNit NH4= fNit (T _ | Nit 8.78
! (M) KHNipo+ DO  KHNity+ NHZ '\ lm (8.78)

where,

KHNitpo is the nitri cation half-saturation constant for dissolved oxyggrop=m?),
KHNity is the nitri cation half-saturation constant for ammoniugiN=m?), and
Nitn, is the maximum nitri cation rate afNit (g N=m3=day)

This follows the CE-QUAL-ICM model formulation for nitri cation. The Monod func-
tion of dissolved oxygen in equation (8.76) indicates the inhibition of nitri cation at low
oxygen level. The Monod function of ammonium indicates that when ammonium is abun-
dant, the nitri cation rate is limited by the availability of nitrifying bacteria.

In the EFDC+ water quality model, a reference valu&kdfit is input into the model
instead of Nitm by writing equation (8.78) as

_ . DO KHNity .
KNit = fNit (T . . KNit 8.79
! M) AN+ DO KHNiy+ NAg < Nitm (8.79)
where,
~ Nitm
KNitm = (i (8.80)

is interpreted as the linear kinetic rate corresponding iNity equal to unity, since
NH4 is always must less than unity, ab® effects eliminated by settingHNIitDO to
zero. In certain applications, particularly those having long-term BOD and Nitrogen series
test result&KNity, is observable.
The temperature function for nitri cation in equation (8.78) is given by
8
3 exp KNitl(T TNit1)?) : T TNitl
fNit (T) = 1:TNitl T TNit2 (8.81)
exp KNit2(T TNit12? : T TNit2

where,

Tnitl is the lower optimum temperature for nitri cation),
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Tnit2 is the upper optimum temperature for nitri catiorQ),
KNit1 is the effect of temperature beldiNit on nitri cation rate (& C?), and

KNit2 is the effect of temperature aboVéit on nitri cation rate (& C?).

The effect of suboptimal temperature is represented using Gaussian form.

8.2.3.4.8 Denitri cation

The effect of denitri cation on dissolved organic carbon was described in Section
8.2.3.2. Denitri cation removes nitrate from the system in stoichiometric proportion to
carbon removal as determined by equation (8.46). The sink term in (8.71) represents this
removal of nitrate.

8.2.3.4.9 Labile and Refractory Splitting of Dissolved Organic Nitrogen

A number of water quality models, including the CE-QUAL-ICM application to the St.
Johns River, Florida (Tillman et al., 2004) split dissolved organic phosphorous into labile
and refractory components. The refractory component equation is

ﬂR;)tONZ é (FNRDx BMx + FNRDR PRx) ANGx Bx
x=c;d;g;m
WRDON
KrponNRDON+ T (882)
where

RDON is the concentration of dissolved organic nitroggmNEM?),

FNRD is the fraction of metabolized nitrogen by algal grouproduced as dissolved
organic nitrogen,

FNRDP is the fraction of predated nitrogen produced as dissolved organic nitrogen,
Krpon IS the mineralization rate of dissolved organic nitrogerd@y), and
W RDON is the external loads of dissolved organic nitroggiNEday).

The equation for the labile component is

LDON
f = & (FNLDx BMy+ FNLDR PRY) ANG( By

ﬂt x=c;d;g;m
WDON

+ KrponRPON+ K poNnLPON K| ponLDON+ ﬂﬂ—Z(WS_pLPON)+ (8.83)

where
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DON is the concentration of dissolved organic nitroggiNEM®),

FNDy is the fraction of metabolized nitrogen by algal grouproduced as dissolved
organic nitrogen,

FNDP is the fraction of predated nitrogen produced as dissolved organic nitrogen,
Kpon is the mineralization rate of dissolved organic nitrogerd@dy), and

WDON is the external loads of dissolved organic nitroggiNEday).

Equations (8.82) and (8.83) follow from Tillman et al. (2004), but are not currently
implemented in the EFDC+ water quality model.

8.2.3.5 Silica

The present model has two state variables for silica; particulate biogenic silica and
available silica.

8.2.3.5.1 Particulate Biogenic Silica

Sources and sinks for particulate biogenic silica included in the model are (Figure 8.1):

1. Diatom basal metabolism and predation,
2. Dissolution to available silica,

3. Settling, and
4

. External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

Su WSU
ﬂT =(FSR BMy+ FSPP PR)ASG By KsguaSU+ ﬂﬂ—Z(W$SU)+ N (689

where,

SU s the concentration of particulate biogenic siligeSFET),

FSR is the fraction of metabolized silica by diatoms produced as particulate biogenic
silica,

FSPP is the fraction of predated diatom silica produced as particulate biogenic silica,

AS( is the silica-to-carbon ratio of diatomg §i per g Q,

Ksua is the dissolution rate of particulate biogenic silicaday), and

W SU is the external loads of particulate biogenic siligéSFEday).
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8.2.3.5.2 Available Silica

Sources and sinks for available silica included in the model are:

Diatom basal metabolism, predation, and uptake,
Settling of sorbed (particulate) available silica,
Dissolution from particulate biogenic silica,

Sediment-water exchange of dissolved silica for the bottom layer only, and

a > w0 DnhPRE

External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

ﬂﬂ_S;A: (FSkBMg+ FSIP PR Py) ASG By + KsuaSU+

q BFSAd. WSA

gz WSsSAR+ —7—+ —— (8.89)
where,

SA= SAd+ SAp is the concentration of available silicg $Em®),

SAd is the dissolved available silicg GFm®),

Sap is the particulate (sorbed) available siligaSFm®),

FSk is the fraction of metabolized silica by diatoms produced as available silica,
FSIP is the fraction of predated diatom silica produced as available silica,

BF SAd is the sediment-water exchange ux of available siligeSEm?=day), applied
to bottom layer only, and

W SA is the external loads of available silicg$~day).

In equation (8.85), if total active metal is chosen as a measure of sorption site, the settling
velocity of total suspended sol S ss is replaced by that of particulate me¥lS:

8.2.3.5.3 Available Silica System

Analysis of Chesapeake Bay monitoring data indicates that silica shows similar be-
havior as phosphate in the adsorption-desorption process (Cerco and Cole, 1993). As in
phosphate, therefore, available silica is de ned to include both dissolved and sorbed frac-
tions. Treatment of available silica is the same as total phosphate, and the same method to
partition dissolved and sorbed phosphate is used to partition dissolved and sorbed available
silica:
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KsapSORPS

SAp= 1 <o SORPS SA (8.86)
1

Ad= A .87

SAd= 1% KsaSORPS > (8.87)

SORPS: TSSor TAM, (8.88)

SA= SAp+ SAd (8.89)

where KSApis the empirical coef cient relating available silica sorption to total suspended
solid (per g=m°) or particulate total active metapér moEm?) concentration.

8.2.3.5.4 Effect of Diatoms on Silica

In equations (8.84) and (8.86), those terms expressed as a function of diatom biomass
(Bd) account for the effects of diatoms on silica. As in phosphorus and nitrogen, both basal
metabolism (respiration and excretion) and predation are considered, and thus formulated,
to contribute to particulate biogenic and available silica. That is, diatom silica released
by both basal metabolism and predation are represented by distribution coef ¢t&#s (

FSk, FSPPR, andFSIP). The sum of two distribution coef cients for basal metabolism
should be unity and so is that for predation. Diatoms require silica as well as phosphorus
and nitrogen, and diatom uptake of available silica is represented ByAASGABy) in
equation (8.85).

8.2.3.5.5 Dissolution

The term ( KsypASU) in equation (8.84) and its corresponding term in equation (8.85)
represent dissolution of particulate biogenic silica to available silica. The dissolution rate
is expressed as an exponential function of temperature

Ksua= Ksuexp(KTsua(T TRsu9) (8.90)

where,

Ksu Is the dissolution rate of particulate biogenic silica &sya (1=day),

KTsua is the effect of temperature on dissolution of particulate biogenic silisaQ)1
and

TRsua Is the reference temperature for dissolution of particulate biogenic sif@a (
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8.2.3.6 Chemical Oxygen Demand

In the present model, chemical oxygen demand is the concentration of reduced sub-
stances that are oxidizable through inorganic means. The source of chemical oxygen de-
mand in saline water is sul de released from sediments. A cycle occurs in which sulfate
is reduced to sul de in the sediments and reoxidized to sulfate in the water column. In
fresh water, methane is released to the water column by the sediment process model. Both
sul de and methane are quanti ed in units of oxygen demand and are treated with the same
kinetic formulation. The kinetic equation, including external loads, if any, is:

qCcoD DO BFCOD WCOD
—— = _— D+ +
Tt KHcop+ DO KconCO DZ V]

(8.91)
where,

COD is the concentration of chemical oxygen demag@® equivalentsnm?=day),

KHcop is the half-saturation constant of dissolved oxygen required for oxidation of
chemical oxygen demand Q,=md),

Kcop is the oxidation rate of chemical oxygen demangd@y),

BFCO is the sediment ux of chemical oxygen demanp@ equivalentsm?=day),
applied to bottom layer only, and

WCOD is the external loads of chemical oxygen demamn@®{ equivalentsday).

An exponential function is used to describe the temperature effect on the oxidation rate
of chemical oxygen demand:

Kcop = Kepexp(KTcon(T  TReop)) (8.92)
where
Kcp is the oxidation rate of chemical oxygen demand RCOD(1=day),

KTcop is the effect of temperature on oxidation of chemical oxygen demandCjL
and

TRcop Is the reference temperature for oxidation of chemical oxygen demeénd (

8.2.3.7 Dissolved Oxygen

Sources and sinks of dissolved oxygen in the water column included in the model are
(Figure 8.1):

1. Algal photosynthesis and respiration,
2. Nitri cation,

3. Heterotrophic respiration of dissolved organic carbon,
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4. Oxidation of chemical oxygen demand,

5. Surface reaeration for the surface layer only,

6. Sediment oxygen demand for the bottom layer only, and
7. External loads.

The kinetic equation describing these processes is:

DO o DO
== 1+ 0:3(1 PN))R (1 FCD) ——— BM, AOCR
AONT Nit NH4 AOCR K;rDOC __bo KcopCOD
R KHeop+ DO °°P

SOD+ wDO

+ +
Kr(DOs DO)+ -+

(8.93)
where

AONT is the mass of dissolved oxygen consumed per unit mass of ammonium nitrogen
nitri ed (4:33g O, per g N),

AOCR is the dissolved oxygen-to-carbon ratio in respiratios{2) O, per g O,

KR is the reaeration coef cient Eday): the reaeration term is applied to the surface
layer only,

DOs is the saturated concentration of dissolved oxyge@4=n?),

SOD is the sediment oxygen demargi@,=n=day), applied to the bottom layer only;
positive is to the water column,

WDO is the external loads of dissolved oxygend=day), and

PNy is the preference for ammonia uptake by algae gro(fp< PN, < 1):

The remainder of this section explains the effects of algae, nitri cation, and surface
reaeration.
8.2.3.7.1 Effect of Algae on Dissolved Oxygen

The rst line on the RHS of equation (8.93) accounts for the effects of algae on
dissolved oxygen. Algae produce oxygen through photosynthesis and consume oxygen
through respiration. The quantity produced depends on the form of nitrogen utilized for
growth. Equations describing production of dissolved oxygen are (Morel, 1983);

106C0, + 16NH; + HyPO, + 106H,0! protoplasm+ 1060, + 15H*  (8.94)

179 EFDC+ Theory Document



8. EUTROPHICATION MODULE

106C0O, + 16NO, + HoPO, + 122H,0!  protoplasm+ 1380, (8.95)

When ammonium is the nitrogen source, one mole of oxygen is produced per mole
of carbon dioxide xed. When nitrate is the nitrogen source, 1.3 moles of oxygen are
produced per mole of carbon dioxide xed. The quantity3(1 0:3APN,), in the rstterm
of equation (8.93) is the photosynthesis ratio and represents the molar quantity of oxygen
produced per mole of carbon dioxide xed. It approaches unity as the algal preference for
ammonium approaches unity.

The last term in the rst line of equation (8.93) accounts for the oxygen consumption
due to algal respiration. A simple representation of respiration process is:

CH,O+ O = COx+ H2O (8.96)
from which,AOCR = 2:67g O, pergC

8.2.3.7.2 Effect of Nitri cation on Dissolved Oxygen

The stoichiometry of nitri cation reaction equation (8.77), indicates that two moles of
oxygen are required to nitrify one mole of ammonium into nitrate. However, cell synthesis
by nitrifying bacteria is accomplished by the xation of carbon dioxide so that less than
two moles of oxygen are consumed per mole ammonium utilized (Wezenak and Gannon,
1968), i.e. AONT= 4:33g O, pergN

8.2.3.7.3 Effect of Surface Reaeration on Dissolved Oxygen

The reaeration rate of dissolved oxygen at the air-water interface is proportional to the
oxygen gradient across the interfa@(s DO), assuming that the air is saturated with
oxygen. The saturated concentration of dissolved oxygen, which decreases as temperature
and salinity increase, is speci ed using an empirical formula (Genet et al., 1974);

DOs= 14:5532 0:38217 + 5:4258 10 3T?
CL 1:665 10 * 5866 10 °T+9:796 10 8T? (8.97)
CL = $=1:80655 is the chloride concentratiomg- ).

The reaeration coef cient includes the effect of turbulence generated by bottom friction
(O'Connor and Dobbins, 1958) and that by surface wind stress (Banks and Herrera, 1977):

Ko —* Wea (KTr)T 20 (8.98)

where,

Kro = 3:933 is the proportionality constant in Sl unit,
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ueg= & (ukVvR=3(VK) isthe weighted velocity over cross-section=),
heg= &(VK)=B is the weighted depth over cross-sectio,(

B is the width at the free surface, and

Wrea is the wind-induced reaeratioméday).

p
Wiea= 0:728 Uy 0:317U,,+ 0:0372)2 (8.99)
where,
Uw is the wind speedn(=s) at the height of 10n above surface, and

KTr is the constant for temperature adjustment of dissolved oxygen reaeration rate.

8.2.3.7.4 Simpli ed Equation for Dissolved Oxygen
The simpli ed DO equation fokKHRxandFCDx equal to zero is

TPO_ 2 (1:3 0:3PNYR BM)AOCR &

Tt x=c,d;g;m

: DO

SOD WDO
+ —+
Kr(DOs DO)+ =+ —

(8.100)

which is consistent with the equation (8.93).

8.2.3.8 Total Active Metal

The present model requires simulation of total active metal for adsorption of phosphate
and silica if that option is chosen. The total active metal state variable is the sum of iron
and manganese concentrations, both particulate and dissolved. In the model, the origin of
total active metal is benthic sediments. Since sediment release of metal is not explicit in
the sediment model (see Chapter 6), release is speci ed in the kinetic portion of the water
column model. The only other term included is settling of the particulate fraction. Then
the kinetic equation for total active metal, including external loads, if any, may be written
as:

1TAM KHbm f BFTAM
Tt = KHbmf+ DO (exp(Ktam(T Ttam))

WTAM

+ %(W%TAM@+ (8.101)

where,
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TAM= TAMd+ TAMp is the total active metal concentratiangl=mq),
TAMd is the dissolved total active metahl=md),
TAMp is the particulate total active metahl=m?3),

KHbmf is the dissolved oxygen concentration at which total active metal release is half
the anoxic release ratg Q,=nm),

BFTAM is the anoxic release rate of total active metaben?=day), applied to the
bottom layer only,

Ktam is the effect of temperature on sediment release of total active met&l)(1
Ttam is the reference temperature for sediment release of total active n@al (
WS isthe settling velocity of particulate metaisday), and

WTAM is the external loads of total active metaigl=day).

In estuaries, iron and manganese exist in particulate and dissolved forms depending
on dissolved oxygen concentration. In oxygenated water, most of the iron and manganese
exist as particulate while under anoxic conditions, large fractions are dissolved, although
solid-phase sul des and carbonates exist and may predominate. The partitioning between
particulate and dissolved phases is expressed using a concept that total active metal con-
centration must achieve a minimum level, which is a function of dissolved oxygen, before
precipitation occurs:

TAMd= min(TAMymeXP(  KdotamDO) ; TAM) (8.102)

TAMp= TAM TAMd (8.103)

where

TAMdmx is the solubility of total active metal under anoxic conditiom®Em?), and

Kgotam IS the constant that relates total active metal solubility to dissolved oxygen

(per g Q=nP).

8.2.3.9 Fecal Coliform Bacteria

The fecal coliform variable is completely decoupled from the rest of the water quality
model and is included in the model for convenience in Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)
applications. Fecal coliform bacteria are indicative of organisms from the intestinal tract of
humans and other animals and can be used as an indicator bacteria as a measure of public
health (Thomann and Mueller, 1987). In the present model, fecal coliform bacteria have
no interaction with other state variables, and have only one sink term, die-off. The kinetic
equation, including external loads, may be written as:
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FCB WFCB
TFCB _ KrcB TRCE 20 oy WEC

It

(8.104)
where,

FCB is the bacteria concentratioMPN per100ml),

KFCB is the rst order die-off rate at 20C (1=day),

TFCB is the effect of temperature on decay of bacterm (), and

W FCB is the external loads of fecal coliform bactedd®N per100ml n=day).

8.2.4 Settling, Deposition and Resuspension of Particulate Matter

The kinetic equations for particulate matter, including particulate organic matter, total
phosphate, the two silica state variables, and total active metal contain settling term. A
representative generic equation is

iPM _ 9

EIRE
where, PMSS represents the additional terms in the equation. Integration of equation
(8.105) over the bottom layer gives

TPM1 _ WSwm PM W Swm
= 2
It DZ; DZ;

The original CE-QUAL-ICM and EFDC+ water quality models were formulated with
settling velocities representing long-term average net settling. In the subsequent applica-
tion of CE- QUAL-ICM to Florida Bay (Cerco et al., 2000), the resuspension or erosion
of particulate material form the sediment bed was added and has also been added to the
EFDC+ water quality model.

The EFDC+ model allows the use of the net settling formulation (8.106) and a formu-
lation allowing resuspension with equation (8.106) modi ed

1PMy _ WSom PaeppMV Epm
= PM, —2ePPMETFMpnM, + =M 4+ pM 8.107
Tt Dz, 2 DZ; 2] SS ( )

to include a probability of deposition factor and an erosion tEegidl with units of mass per

unit time-unit area. For EFDC+ model applications with erosion of a particulate material
in the water quality module, sediment transport must be active in the hydrodynamic model.
The erosion term is then de ned by

(W SMmPM)+ PMss (8.105)

PMoed
Epy = Y A
PM SEDbog max(Jero; 0) (8.108)

where,
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PMyeq is the particulate material concentration in bgdPM=m? or g PM=nr),
SEDyeq is the concentration nest sediment class in bgdPM=n? or g PM=n),

Pieppm is the probability of deposition of the speci ¢ particulate matter variable (0
PdepPm 1), and

Jero Is the mass rate of erosion or resuspension of the nest sediment class
(g SE B=day=nr).

Usage of the ratio of the water quality model particulate state variable concentration
to the nest sediment size class concentration rather than the total solids concentration is
based on the reality that nest sediment class (generally less tham)iBicludes both
inorganic and organic material and eld observations of settling, deposition and resuspen-
sion, when available for model calibration account for this. If simultaneous deposition and
erosion are not permitted, the probability of deposition is de ned as zero when the sediment
erosion ux is greater than zero.

In conclusion, it is noted that in the CE-QUAL-ICM documentation which includes
particulate matter resuspension (Cerco et al., 2000), resuspension is explicitly included in
various state variable equations, while in this document it is included implicitly as described
in the current section.

8.2.5 Method of Solution for Kinetics Equations

The kinetic equations for the 20 state variables, excluding fecal coliform, in the EFDC+
water column water quality model can be expressed in a system of 20 partial dif-
ferential equations in each model cell, after linearizing some terms, mostly Monod type
expressions:

1:1—?: KC + ﬂlz(WC)+ R (8.109)
where,
C is the vector of the state variables[ML 3],
K isamatrixin[T 1],
W isin[LT 1];and
R isavectorifML 3T 1J:

The ordering of variables follows that in Table 8.1 which resultKinbeing lower
triangular. Integrating (8.109) over laykrgives
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% = K }Ck+ dkK 2Cy+1+ Ry
1
Klx=Kg —W 8.110
5 ( )
1
K2=—W
“" D

which indicates that the settling of particulate matter from the overlying cell acts as an
input for a given cell. For the layer of cells adjacent to the bed, the erosion term in (8.107)
is included in the vectoR. The matrices and vectors in (8.109) and (8.110) are de ned
in Appendix A of (Park et al., 1995). The layer indexncreases upward witkC vertical
layers;k = 1 is the bottom layer anki= KC is the surface layer. Thedy = 0 for k= KC;
otherwisedy = 1: The matrixK 2 is a diagonal matrix, and the non-zero elements account
for the settling of particulate matter from the overlying cell.

Equation (8.110) is solved using a generalized trapezoidal scheme over a time step of
g; which may be expressed as:

Cift CcP=1lg KIIcHt+dik 23Cpri+ Ry
+(1 1)g K1CR+ K 2Cl,,+ RY  (8.111)

or

(I IgKIYCHFr=(1+(1 1)gK 1)C+
QoK 28 I CL+(1 1)CRy +q I RFY+(1 1)RY (8.112)

where,

I is an implicitness factor (0 | 1),
g =2 m Dt isthe time step for the kinetic equations and

I is the identity matrix; the superscriptsandn+ 1 designate the variables before
and after being adjusted for the relevant kinetic processes. Since equation (8.110)
is solved from the surface layer downward, the term @  is known for the
KM layer and thus placed on the RHS. In equation (8.111), inversion of a matrix
can be avoided when the 20 state variables are solved in the order given in Table
8.1.
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8.3. Rooted Aquatic Plants Formulation

Rooted macrophyte beds are commonly observed along the banks of many rivers and
the accuracy of a water quality model may be improved by simulating submerged aquatic
vegetation (epiphytic algae and macrophytes) if a waterbody has documented macrophyte
occurrences. EFDC+'s generic Rooted Aquatic Plant and Epiphyte Algae Sub-Model
(RPEM) uses kinetic mass balance equations for rooted plant shoots, roots and epiphyte
algae growing on the shoots. The user may enable or disable a variety of combinations
for RPEM, including enabling simulation of rooted plants or epiphytes; enabling epiphytes
growing on rooted plants; enabling the RPEM — Water Column Nutrient Interaction; and
enabling RPEM — Sediment Diagenesis Interaction.

The state variables in the sub-model are rooted plant shoots, roots, epiphyte algae
biomass and rooted plant shoot detritus biomass. The kinetic mass balance of these vari-
ables depends mainly on production, respiration and non-respiration loss rates. These rates
in turn are mainly controlled by nutrients, carbon, oxygen, light eld and temperature.

8.3.1 State Variable Equations

The kinetic mass balance equations for rooted plant shoots, roots and epiphyte algae
growing on the shoots are

RP
'"(ﬂt Y- (1 Fered Pres Reps Lrpd RPSF JRRis (8.113)
RP
ﬂ(ﬂt B - Forer Pres RPS (Repr+ Lr) RPRF JRRs  (8.114)
RP
ﬂ(ﬂt B =(Prre RrPe Lrre)RPE (8.115)

where,

t is the time (ay),
RPS(T,; Ha) is the Rooted Plant Shoot Biomagsd=nv),

FrrPR(CTa; CHa) IS the fraction of production directly transferred to rodi® <
FPGR< 1),

Prps(0T1a; OHa) IS the production rate for plant shoots=(ay),
Rrps(rta; rya) is the respiration rate for plant shoots=thy),
Lrps(Mra; Mya) is the non-respiration loss rate for plant shootsidy),

JRRys(CTtpTh; cHpHp) is the carbon transport positive from roots to shoots
(g C=nr=day) ,

RPR(T; Hp) is the Rooted Plant Root BiomassG=nv),
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Rrpr(rTh; rHp) IS the respiration rate for plant roots=day),

Lrpr(Mrp; Myp) is the non-respiration loss rate for plant rootsqay) ,
RPE(E) s the Rooted Plant Epiphyte Biomagsd=nr),

Prre (ge) is the production rate for epiphytessday),
Rpre(reE) is the respiration rate for epiphytesiiay), and

Lrpre (rTat meg) is the non-respiration loss rate for epiphytesday).

For comparison, Table 8.3 and Table 8.4 show generic and Florida Bay sea grass model

parameters.

Table 8.3.Generic and Florida Bay Sea Grass Model Parameters for Thalassia and Halodule

Parameter Dimension  Generic Thalassia Halodule

FrrPR none constant 0.4 0.34

(CTas CHa)

Prps 1=day Function of  Function of N, Function of N, P,

(9125 OHa) N, P, Light, P, Light, Temp,  Light, Temp,

Temp, Salt  Salt Salt

Rrps 1=day Function of 0.01 (base) 0.029 (base)

(rta; rHa) Temperature Temperature Temperature
Function Function

Lrps 1=day Function of  0.001 (base) 0.004 (base)

(Mra; Mya) Temperature Temperature Temperature
Function Function

RrPR 1=day Function of  0.0025 (base) 0.011(base)

(rto, rHb) Temperature Temperature Temperature
Function Function

LrPR 1=day Function of 0.0001 (base) 0.0004 (base)

(Mrp; Myp) Temperature Temperature Temperature
Function Function

JRRs gC=nm?=day KRRs RPR ctpTh cupHb

(cTbT b, cpy Hb) (ctp= 0:0005) (cyp=1 10 9

An additional state variable is also added to account for shoot detritus at the bottom of

the water column

where,

1 (RPD)
1t

= Fprsp Prrs RPS LrppRPS

(8.116)
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Table 8.4.Generic and Florida Bay Sea Grass Model Parameters for Epiphytes

Parameter Dimension Generic Epiphytes
Prre(gE) none Function of N, P, Function of N, P,
Light, Temp, Salt Light, Temp, Salt
Rrpe(reE) 1=day Function of reErg =
Temperature (0:01?=gm day)
Lrpe(Mra+ MgE) 1=day constant Mrat+ MgErg =

(0:05m?=gm day)

RP s the Rooted Plant Shoot Detritus Biomag<En®),
Frpsp is the fraction of shoot loss to detritusq{@FRPSx 1), and
Lrpp is the decay rate of detritus£day).

The Florida Bay sea grass model does not include this variable.

8.3.1.1 Production Rate for Plant Shoots

The production or growth rate for plant shoots is given by

Prrs= PMrps fiw (N) fig(N) f2(l) f3(T) fa(S fs(RPY (8.117)
where,

PMgrps(VT; VH) is the maximum growth rate under optimal conditions for plant shoots
(1=day),

f1(N) is the effect of suboptimal nutrient concentrati@ f; 1),

fo(1) is the effect of suboptimal light intensit(@ f, 1),

f3(T) is the effect of suboptimal temperatyi@ f3 1),

f4(S is the effect of salinity on fresh water plant shoot grog@h f; 1), and

fs(RPS is the carrying capacity effect on shoot growth fs 1).

Maximum growth rates for the Florida Bay sea grass model are shown in Table 8.5.

Table 8.5. Maximum Growth Rate

Parameter Units Generic Thalassia Halodule

PMgrps(Vr; V4) =day constant 0.208 0.29
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8.3.1.1.1 Effect of Nutrients on Production

Nutrient limitation is speci ed in terms of both water column and bed nutrient levels by

faas (N) = i (NH4+ NOB),, PO4dy
A KHNgps+( NH4+ NO3),,’ KHPrps+ PO4d,, (6.118)
(NH4+ NO3), PO4d, '

fip(N) = min

KHNRrpst (NH4+ NOS)b’ KHPrpst PO4d,

where,

NH4 is the ammonium nitrogen concentratignN=m?),
NO3 is the nitrate + nitrite nitrogen concentratian=m?),

KHNRgrps is the half-saturation constant for nitrogen uptake from water column

(g N=m?),

KHNRgrpr (KTNn,KHN) is the half-saturation constant for nitrogen uptake from bed

(g N=m’),
PO4d is the dissolved phosphate phosphorus concentragi®&?),

KHPRrps is the half-saturation constant for phosphorus uptake from water column
(g P=m°), and

KHPRrpr (KTp;Knyp) is the half-saturation constant for phosphorus uptake from bed

(g P=md).

Table 8.6.List of nutrient limitation parameters for the Florida Bay sea grass model

Parameter Units Generic Thalassia Halodule
KHNgps gmeEmP(mgel)  constant 0.0 0.0
0.04mM 0.04mM
KHNrpr  gnent(mgHl) - constant o noneer o 0.00056m
KHPrps gmeEme(mgel)  constant 0.0 0.0
0.04mM 0.04mM

KHPRpr  gmemm(mgHl) - constant g gos1mey 0. 0031meH
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8.3.1.1.2 The Light Field

The light eld in the water column is governed by

LI (8.119)

1z
where,

I is the light intensity Langley=day),
Kess IS the light extinction coef cient (3m), and
Z is the depth below the water surfacs)(

With the light extinction coef cient being a function of the depth below the water surface.
Integration of (8.119) gives

Zgz
= luXp Kess 0Z (8.120)

The light intensity at the water surface Iws, is given by

lws= lomin(exp( Kesh (Hrps H)) ;1) (8.121)
where,
lo is the light intensity at the top of the emergent shoot canopy for emergent shoots
or the light intensity at the water surface for submerged shvétsr),
Keme IS the light extinction coef cient for emergent shoots=(d),
Hrps is the shoot heightnf), and
H is the water column depthm).

For submerged shoots, it is assumed that the light extinction coef cient in the water column
above the shoot canopy is given by

M
N B

Kessac= Ken+ Keiss 1SS+ Keyss VSSH Keoni @ & C’le (8.122)
m=1

And the light extinction coef cient in the water column within the canopy is given by

M
Kessic= Kep+ Keiss 1SS+ Keyss VSSH Kechy &

m=1

m
— 4 RP ,
h Kerps S (8 123)

where,
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Ke, Isthe background light extinction €in),
Kess is the light extinction coef cient for inorganic suspended solidrflper g=m?®),

ISS is the inorganic suspended solid concentratigen€) provided from the hydro-
dynamic model,

Keyss is the light extinction coef cient for volatile suspended soligl per g=md),

V'SS is the volatile suspended solid concentratigen(®) provided from the water qual-
ity model,

CChlrpg is the carbon-to-chlorophyll ratio for epiphytes@ per mg Chj,

Kecn is the light extinction coef cient for algae chlorophyll£in per mg ChEmd),

B is the concentration of algae groap(g C per m),

CChly, is the carbon-to-chlorophyll ratio in algal groap(g C per mg Ch,

Kerps is the light extinction coef cient for rooted plant shoots=t per gm Gn¥), and
RPS is the concentration of plant shootsG per nf).

The forms of equations (8.122) and (8.123) readily allow for the inclusion of algae
biomass into the volatile suspended solids or vice-versa. The form of equation (8.123)
assumes that the shoots are primarily self shading and that epiphyte effect are manifest on
the shoot surface.

The solutions of equation (8.120) above and in the canopy are

| = lwseXp( KessacZ) ;0 Z H Hgps (8.124)
I = lct exp( Kessic (Z H+ Hrpg) (8.125)

let = lws eXp( Kessac (H  Hgrp9) (8.126)

H Hrps Z H (8.127)

Since rooted plants are represented as carbon mass per unit area, the average light
intensity over the shoot canopy is an appropriate light measure. For emergent shoots, the
average of equation (8.124) over the water column depth, notingdtiratrps is

I
licwa = V\_IS (1 exp( KessacH)) (8.128)
Kessic H

For submerged shoots, the average over the canopy is

I
licwa = _Lexp( Kessac (H Hrpg) (1 exp( Kessic Hrrg ) (8.129)
Kessic HrpPs

whereljcwa In both equation (8.128) and equation (8.129) is the average in canopy water
column light intensity.
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When epiphytes grow on the shoot surface, the light intensity at the shoot surface is
further reduced according to

Irps= licweXp( Kerpe RPE) (8.130)
where,
Irps is the light intensity on the plant shool€nr),
liw is the average water column light intensity in the shoot candgsnt?), and
Kerpe is the light extinction coef cient for epiphyten per gm Q.

For the Florida Bay sea grass model, the epiphyte light extinction coef cient is given
by

. drPE
Kerpe = 0.1].° T 2RPStaps (8.131)
A Nspecies — Wgps

where,

drpe is the Epiphyte dry mass to carbon mass ratio,
drps is the rooted plant shoot dry mass to carbon mass ratio, and

Whrgps is the rooted plant shoot mass per unit shoot area.

Values of these parameters for the Florida Bay model are listed in the Ta-
ble 8.7. It is noted that the expression in equation (8.131) is not dimen-
sionally homogeneous with the numerical coefcientl® having implied units of
(cn? leaf surfaceared=( mg dry weight. Equation (8.131) can be made dimensionally
consistent by use of the alternative form

RPE
élepeciey(RF)SE RPS

Where the dimensionless parameéf@&PSEis also de ned in Table 8.7

Kerpe RPE= (8.132)

Table 8.7.Epiphyte Light Attenuation Parameter for Florida Bay Sea Grass Model

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule
drPE Dry mass/ Carbon mass 9 9
drps Dry mass/ Carbon mass 2.94 2.4
Wkps Mg dry mass/ C-rAleaf area 1.7 2
KRPSE Dimensionless 3.49 2.42

Using equations (8.130) and (8.124), the light intensity on the shoot surface can be
expressed as
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Kessac (H  H
irps= lus exp M DY ep( Kesgo (2 H+ Heps)  (8.133)

While equations (8.130) and (8.129) give the canopy average light intensity on the shoot
surface

_ |ws Kessac (H HRPS) .
IrRPSA= m@(p Kerpe RPE (1 exp( Kessic Hrr9 ) (8.134)

8.3.1.1.3 Effects of Light on Growth
The EFDC+ generic rooted plant model includes three options to specify the effect of
light on rooted plant growth. The rst option is based on Steele's equation (Steele, 1962)

|
exp 1
RSPopt IRsPopt

fa(l)= | (8.135)

which can be applied in terms of the average light intensity reaching the shoots to give

| |
fo(l)= —PAexp 1 RPSA (8.136)
|RSPopt |RSPopt

or due to its unique mathematical form directly averaged over the shoot canopy. The aver-
age is given by

Z
I:2 H 1 Kessic (Z H+ HRPS)
f N= — ex dz 8.137
2avg(1) HrPS H Hgres P B exp( Kessic (Z H+ Hgpg) ( )
With the results being
exp(1)
foavg(l) = T [exp( F exp( Kessic HrRP9) exp(F) ] (8.138)
Kessic HrPs
|ws Kessac (H HRP§
= ex PE) cn 8.139
& IRsPopt P Kerpe RPE ) ( )

The second option for the effect of light on growth or production is a Monod type
formulation adapted from the Chesapeake Bay SAV model

IrRPS
(= ——MMMM—— 8.140
2(1) Irpst KHIRrps ( )

where,
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Irps is the light intensity at the shoot surfad&/£n?), and
KHIrps is the shoot surface light intensity half saturatif=r?).

Equation (8.140) can be applied using the average light intensity over the shoot canopy
or averaged over the shoot canopy to give

1 KHI + lwsexp(Kerpe RPE)
f 1) = In 8.141
zavg(l) Kessic H KHI + lweXxp( Kessic H Kerpe RPE) ( )
For an emergent canopy and
fomva(1) = 1 In KHI+ IceeXp( Kessic (H Hrsp Kerpe RPE)
ava Kessic Hrsp KHI + Iceexp( Kessic H Kerpe RPE)
(8.142)
for a submerged canopy.
The nal option is adapted from the Florida Bay sea grass model and is
I
fo(1)= tanh —~PS2vg (8.143)

Irsp

where the average intensity is used since a closed analytical average of this equation is not
possible. Values for the parameters in equations (8.140) and (8.143) for Florida Bay are
listed in Table 8.8.

Table 8.8.Light Limitation Parameters for Equations (8.140) and (8.143)

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule
KHIgps W=m? 142(444mmolesn? s) 82(255mmolesnm?  s)
IrPS W=n? 130(407mmolesm? s) 102(319mmolesn? )

Note on conversion: the conversion factor fommolesm? sto 0.3 to 0.34N=n?.
Conversions in table are based on 0.32.

8.3.1.1.4 Effect of Temperature on Shoot Growth

The effect of temperature on shoot growth is given by a Gaussian function

8
3 exp KTPlgpdT TPlgpd® if T TPlgps
f3(T) = 5 1if TP1rps< T < TP2grps (8.144)

exp KTP2rpdT TP2rpd® if T TPlges

where,
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T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
TPlrps< T < TP2rps is the optimal temperature range for shoot producti@),(
KT Plgrps is the effect of temperature beldlWM1rpson shoot production (1€2), and
KT P2grps is the effect of temperature aboVéVi2zpson shoot production (1C2).

or an exponential function.

f3(T) = exp(KTRkpgT TPRERpd) (8.145)
where,
TPRERps is the reference temperature for shoot producti@),(and
KT Prps is the effect of temperature on shoot production (0).
With parameters for the Florida Bay sea grass model given in Table 8.9.

Table 8.9. Parameters for Temperature Effect on Growth for Equation (8.145)

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule

TPRERps C 28 31
KT Rps 1/C 0.07 0.07

8.3.1.1.5 Effect of Salinity

The effect of salinity on fresh water plant shoot growth is given by

STOX$

(9= s7oxer @

(8.146)
where,
ST OXSis the salinity at which growth is halvegpt), and

S is the salinity in water columnp(pt) provided from the hydrodynamic model

8.3.1.1.6 Effect of Rooted Plant Density

The effect of rooted plant density on growth is given by
!
o RPS

a
specieﬁp%at
whereRPSt is the density saturation parametgiG=nv).

The summation indicates when multiple species are simulated, the total density of all
species affects each individual species

fs(RPg=1

(8.147)
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Table 8.10.Parameters for Plant Density Effect on Growth for Equation (8.147)

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule
RPSx (gC=m?) 400 667

8.3.1.2 Respiration Rate for Plant Shoots

The respiration rate for plant shoots is assumed to be temperature dependent

Rrps= RRERps eXp(KTRzrps[T TRRERp]) (8.148)
where,
RRERgps is the reference respiration rate for shootsddy),
T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
TRRERps is the reference temperature for shoot respirati@),(@nd

KT Rsps is the effect of temperature on shoot respiration@3).

Table 8.11.Parameters for Shoot Respiration in Equation (8.148)

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule
RRERkps 1=day 0.01 0.029
KTRrps dimensionless 0.07 0.07
TRRERps C 28 31

8.3.1.3 Non-Respiration Loss Rate for Plant Shoots

The non-respiration loss rate for shoots is assumed to be temperature dependent.

Lrps= LRERps exp(KTLRps[T TLREFde) (8.149)

where,

LREFRps is the reference loss rate for shootsday),
T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
TLRERRps is the reference temperature for shoot lo€3)(and

KT Lrps is the effect of temperature on shoot loss CE).
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Table 8.12.Parameters for Shoot Mortality of non-respiration loss in (8.149)

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule
LREFrps 1=day 0.001 0.004
KLRgrps dimensionless 0.07 0.07
TLREFRps C 28 28

8.3.1.4 Carbon Transport from Roots to Shoots

The carbon transport from roots to shoots is de ned as positive to the shoots. Two
formulations can be utilized; the rst is based on observed shoot to root biomass ratios

JRRs= KRPOzs (RPR RORSRPS (8.150)
RPRyps

RORS= 8.151

RPSbs ( )

where,
KRPQxs is the root to shoot transfer rate to follow observed ratrmly), and

RORS s the observed ratio of root carbon to shoot carbon (dimensionless).

and the second formulation transfers root carbon to shoot carbon under unfavorable
light conditions for the shoots

|
JRRs= KRRes —>>  RPR (8.152)
Isst Isss

where,

KRPrs (C1p; CHp) is the root to shoot transfer ratesday),
Iss is the solar ratio at shoot surfad&/£nv),

lsss is the half-saturation solar ratio at shoot surfates(r).

8.3.1.5 Respiration Rate for Plant Roots

The respiration rate for plant roots is assumed to be temperature dependent

Rrpr= RRERpPr eXp(KTRspr[T TRRERPH) (8.153)
where,

RREFRRpR is the reference respiration rate for rootsdqay),
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Table 8.13.Root to Shoot Transport Parameters in Equation (8.152)

Parameter Dimension Generic Thalassia Halodule

KRPQks 1=day constant  0.0005 0.00001
RORS dimensionless constant  0.0000  0.00000
KRRks 1=day constant 0.0005  0.00001
lsss W=n¥ constant  0.0000  0.00000

T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
TRRERPpr is the reference temperature for root respirati@z)(and

KT Rgpr is the effect of temperature on shoot respiration@#).

Table 8.14.Parameters for Root Respiration in Equation (8.153)

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule
RRE Rpr 1=day 0.0025 0.011
KTRrpr dimensionless  0.07 0.07
TRRERpr C 28 31

8.3.1.6 Non-Respiration Loss Rate for Plant Roots

The non-respiration loss rate for shoots is assumed to be temperature dependent.

Lrpr= LRERPR exp(KTLRpR[T TLREI‘TQPR-D (8.154)

Table 8.15.Parameters for Root Mortality in Equation (8.154)

Parameter Units Thalassia Halodule
LREFrpr 1=day 0.0001 0.0004
KLRRrpR dimensionless  0.07 0.07
TLREFkpr C 28 28
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8.3.1.7 Production Rate for Epiphytes

The production or growth rate for epiphytes on plant shoots is given by

Prre= PMrpe fw(N) f2(1) f3(T) f4(RPERPS (8.155)

where

PMgrpe is the maximum growth rate under optimal conditions for plant shoetddy),
f1(N) is the effect of suboptimal nutrient concentrat{@ f; 1),

fo(1) is the effect of suboptimal light intensit@ fo, 1),

f3(T) is the effect of suboptimal temperat@ fs; 1), and

f4(RPE RPS is the effect of epiphyte and host rooted denéity f; 1).

8.3.1.7.1 Effect of Nutrients on Epiphyte Growth

Nutrient limitation for epiphytes is given by

NH4+ NO3 PO4d

f1(N) = min :
1(N) KHNrpe+ NH4+ NO3' KHPgpe+ PO4d

(8.156)

where,

NH4 is the ammonium nitrogen concentratignN=nr),

NO3 is the nitrate + nitrite nitrogen concentratianN=m?),

KHNRpEe is the half-saturation constant for nitrogen uptake for epiphygeén?),
PO4d is the dissolved phosphate phosphorus concentragi®s(’), and

KHPgrpe is the half-saturation constant for phosphorus uptake for epiphytesn(®).

8.3.1.7.2 Effect of Light on Epiphyte Growth

Light limitation for epiphyte growth is based on a Monod type equation similar to
equation (8.140)

IrPE
fo (1) = 157
2(1) IrPe+ KHIRPE (8.157)

where,

KHIgpe is the half-saturation constant for epiphyte light limitativvi=?).
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The average light intensity over the shoot canopy

I
IRPEA= *eXp( Kessac (H Hrp9) (1 exp( Kessic Hrp9)  (8.158)
Kessm HRPS

which follows from equation (8.137) witkerpe= 0; can be used or equation (8.157)
can be averaged over the shoot canopy to give

1 KHI + Igexp( Kessic (H  Hrsp)

f 1) = In
Zavg( ) Kessic Hrsp KHI + Igexp( Kessic H)

let = lws €Xp( Kessic (H Hrsp) (8.160)

(8.159)

which follows from equation (8.142) witkerpg = O:

8.3.1.7.3 Effect of Temperature on Epiphyte Growth

The effect of temperature on epiphyte growth is given by

8
3 exp KTPlgpelT TPlgpel® if T TPlgee

f3 (T) = 1if TPlRpE< T< TPZRPE (8.161)
exp KTP2rpe]T TP2rpel? if T TPlrpe

where,
T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,

TPlrpe< T < TP2rpe is the optimal temperature range for epiphyte producti@), (

KT Plgpe is the effect of temperature beldiiM1RPSon epiphyte production (12),
and

KT P2rpe is the effect of temperature aboVévi2RPSon epiphyte production (1C2)
or an exponential function.
f3(T) = exp(KTRrpe[T TPRERpE]) (8.162)
where,

TPREIRpe is the reference temperature for shoot producti@),(and

KT Rpe is the effect of temperature on shoot production (0).
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8.3.1.7.4 Effect of Epiphyte and Rooted Plant Density on Epiphyte Growth

The effect of rooted plant density on growth is give by

0 1,

_ _ RPE drpe A
f4(RPERPS=1 @ -

Wkpea Nspecies ~ \Wkps

(8.163)

where

drpe Is the Epiphyte dry mass to carbon mass ratio

Wrpe (ke) is the maximum epiphyte mass per unit shoot area

8.3.1.8 Respiration Rate for Epiphytes

The respiration rate for epiphytes is assumed to be temperature dependent

RrrE= RRERpPE eXp(KTRrpe[T TRRERPE]) (8.164)

where,

RRERpe is the reference respiration rate for epiphytesi@y),
T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
TRRERpge is the reference temperature for epiphytes respiratiéh énd

KT Rgpe is the effect of temperature on epiphytes respiratiorG2)/

8.3.1.9 Non-Respiration Loss Rate for Epiphytes

The non-respiration loss rate for shoots is assumed to have a temperature dependency

Lrpe= LRERpPE exp(KTLRpE[T TLREHQPE]) (8.165)

where,

LREFRrpe is the reference non-respiration loss rate for epiphyteddy),
T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
TLRERRpg Iis the reference temperature for epiphytes 10€3,(and

KT Lrpe is the effect of temperature on epiphytes lossGi).
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8.3.1.10 Decay Rate for Shoot Detritus

The decay rate for shoot detritus is assumed to have a temperature dependency

Lrpp= LRERpp eXp(KTLrpp[T TLRERpD]) (8.166)
where,
LRERpp Iis the reference non-respiration loss rate for epiphytesdy),
T is the temperature C) provided from the hydrodynamic model,
TLRERRpp is the reference temperature for epiphytes I0€3,(and
KT Lrpp is the effect of temperature on epiphytes loss@#).

8.3.1.11 Coupling with Organic Carbon

The interaction between rooted plants and epiphytes and water column and bed organic
carbon species is given by

TRPOGy _ 1
BRI

1 1
+ ﬁ(FCRRpE Rrpe+ FCRLrpe Lrpe) RPE+ ﬁFCRLRpD Lrpp RPD (8.167)

(FCRzps Rrpst(1 Frpsp FCRLgrps Lrp9 RPS

TRPO 1

TCE; = g (FCRrer Rrer* FCRLrpr LrPRI RPR (8.168)
TLPOGy 1
T = ﬁ(FCLRPS Rrpst (1 Frpsp FCLLrps Lrp9 RPS

1 1
+ ﬁ(FCLRpE Rrpe+ FCLLRpe Lrpe) RPE+ ﬁFCLLRpD Lrpp RPD (8.169)

TLPO 1
Tt G = E(FCLRPR Rrprt FCLLrpR LrPR RPR (8.170)
1DOGy 1
T 1y (FCDrps Rrpst (1 Fresp FCDLgps Lre9 RPS

1 1
+ ﬁ(FCDRpE Rrpet+ FCDLgrpe LRPE) RPE+ HFCDLRPD Lrpp RPD (8.171)

DO 1
.”tCB = E(FCDRPR Rrprt FCDLrpr LrpR) RPR (8.172)

where,
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RPOC is the concentration of refractory particulate organic carlgo®=m®),
LPOC is the concentration of labile particulate organic cartp@4m?),
DOC is the concentration of dissolved organic carbg@em?),

FCR is the fraction of respired carbon produced as refractory particulate organic car-
bon,

FCL is the fraction of respired carbon produced as labile particulate organic carbon,
FCD s the fraction of respired carbon produced as dissolved organic carbon,

FCRL is the fraction of non-respired carbon produced as refractory particulate organic
carbon,

FCLL is the fraction of non-respired carbon produced as labile particulate organic car-
bon,

FCDL is the fraction of non-respired carbon produced as dissolved organic carbon,
H is the depth of water column, and
B is the depth of bed.

8.3.1.12 Coupling with Dissolved Oxygen

The interaction between rooted plants and epiphytes and dissolved oxygen is given by

DOy _ 1
M H

(Prps RPSOC RPS+ Prpe RPEOC RPE) (8.173)
where,
DO s the concentration of dissolved oxygen@=m),

RPSOC is the oxygen to carbon ratio for plant shoas® per g O, and
RPEOC is the oxygen to carbon ratio for epiphytes@ per g O.

8.3.1.13 Coupling with Phosphorous

The interaction between rooted plants and epiphytes and water column and bed phos-
phorous is given by

TRPORy _ 1
M H

1
+ ﬁ(FPRQPE Rrpe+ FPRLrpe Lrpe) RPEPC RPE

(FPRrps Rrpst (1 Frpsp FPRLrps Lrp9 RPSPCRPS

+ %FPRLRPD Lrpp RPSPCRPD (8.174)
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RPOR 1
1 i B_ 5 (FPRepr Repr* FPRLreR LrrR) RPRPC RPR (8.175)

ILPORy _ 1

gt = iy (FPLres Repst (1 Fres FPLLres Lrp9 RPSPCRPS

1
+ ﬁ(FPLRPE Rrpet+ FPLLrpe Lrpe) RPEPC RPE

+ %FPLLRPD Lrpp RPSPCRPD (8.176)

LPO 1
1 o B = (FPLrer Reprt FPLLrPR LreR) RPRPC RPR (8.177)
DO 1
1 ﬂtRN = = (FPDges Repst (1 Fresd FPDLges Lred RPSPCRPS
1
+ 17 (FPDree Rree+ FPDLgpe Lrre) RPEPC RPE
1
+ ﬁFCDLRpD Lrrp RPSPCRPD (8.178)
ﬂDﬂct)PB - %(FPDRPR Rrer+ FPDLrpr LrpR) RPRPC RPR (8.179)
PO4t 1
1 o " =~ (FPlrps Repst (1 Fresd FPILges Lrpd RPSPCRPS
+ %(FPIRPE Rrpe+ FPILRPE LRpE) RPEPC RPE
1 1
+ ﬁFCILRpD Lrep RPSPCRPD ﬁFRpspW Rrps RPSPCRPS
1
~Prpe RPEPC RPE (8.180)
‘"Pﬁ‘“B - é(FmeR Repr+ FPILrpR LrrR) RPRPC RPR
1
~(1 Frespw Pres RPRPCRPS (8.181)
KHPrprPO4dy
= 8.182
PSP e P04k + KHPrpdP0%ch (6.182)
where,
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RPOP is the concentration of refractory particulate organic phospho@@Gsrt®),
LPOP is the concentration of labile particulate organic phosphorg@=nd),
DOP is the concentration of dissolved organic phosphorgua=m®),

PO4t = PO4d + PO4p is the total phosphatey P=m°),

PO4d is the dissolved phosphatg P=md),

PO4p is the particulate (sorbed) phosphagePem?),

FPR is the fraction of respired phosphorous produced as refractory particulate organic
phosphorous,

FPL isthe fraction of respired phosphorous produced as labile particulate organic phos-
phorous,

FPD is the fraction of respired phosphorous produced as dissolved organic phospho-
rous,

FPI is the fraction of respired phosphorous produced as total phosphate,

FPRL is the fraction of non-respired phosphorous produced as refractory particulate
organic phosphorous,

FPLL is the fraction of non-respired phosphorous produced as labile particulate organic
phosphorous,

FPDL is the fraction of non-respired phosphorous produced as dissolved organic phos-
phorous,

FPIL is the fraction of non-respired phosphorous produced as total phosphate,
RPSPC is the plant shoot phosphorous to carbon ragi® (per g Q,

RPRPC is the plant root phosphorous to carbon ragd(per g Q,

RPEPC is the epiphyte phosphorous to carbon ragjé(per g Q,

Frpspw IS the fraction ofPO4d uptake from water column,

KHPRrps is the half-saturation constant for phosphorus uptake from water column
(g P=m%), and

KHPgpr is the half-saturation constant for phosphorus uptake from dp&gr).

8.3.1.14 Coupling with Nitrogen

The interaction between rooted plants and epiphytes and water column and bed phos-
phorous is given by
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TRPONy _

1
Tt ﬁ(FNF’RPs Rrpst(1 Frpsp FNRLgps Lrp9 RPSNCRPS
+

1
ﬁ(FNquE Rree+ FNRLrpe Lrpe) RPENC RPE

1
+ ﬁFNRLRpD LRpD RPSNCRPD (8183)

RPON; 1
ﬂﬂ—thé = 5 (FNRepr Reprt FNRLzpr LrpR) RPRNC RPR (8.184)

TLPONy _ 1
m H

1
+ ﬁ(FNLRpE Rrpe+ FNLLRrpE LRPE) RPENC RPE

(FNLrps Rrpst(1 Frpsp FNLLrps Lrpg RPSNCRPS

+ %FNLLRPD Lrpp RPSNCRPD (8.185)

LPONs _ 1
ﬂﬂ—t'\b’ = 5 (FNLgpr Rrpr+ FNLLrpr LrpR) RPRNC RPR (8.186)

TDONw _

1
It H

(FNDrps Rrpst (1 Frpsp FNDLgrps Lrp9 RPSNCRPS
1
+ ﬁ(FNDRpE Rrpet+ FNDLRrpE LRPE) RPENC RPE

1
+ ﬁFNDLRpD Lrrp RPSNCRPD (8.187)

DO 1
1DoRs ﬂtNB = g (FNDrer Rrpr+ FNDLgpr LreR) RPRNC RPR (8.188)

TNH4w _
mt

(FNIrps Rrpst (1 Frpsp FNILrps Lrr9 RPSNCRPS

Il

1
+ H(FNIRPE Rrpe+ FNILgrpE LRPE) RPENC RPE
1
+ ﬁFNlLRpD Lrpp RPSNCRPD
1
ﬁpl\hps Frrsnw RrRps RPSNC RPS

%PNRPE Pkpe RPENC RPE (8.189)
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ﬂN‘Ft"W = é(FNIRpR Rrpr+ FNILrpr LrpR) RPRNC RPR
1
g PNeeE(1 Frespw) Frrs RPSNCRPS (8.190)
N 1
I 53\/\/ = (1 PNeegFresnw Frrs RPSNCRPS
%(1 PNkpe) Pree RPENC RPE (8.191)
N 1
1 ﬂ?33 = (1 PNepd(1 Fresnw) Pres RPSNC  RPS (8.192)
S NH4 NO3
PST (KHNPrps+ NH4) (KHNRzps+ NO3)
NH4 KHNRgps
+ .
(NH4+ NO3) (KHNRpor NO3)  (01193)
S NH4 NO3
PE” (KHNRpe+ NH4) (KHNRzpe+ NO3)
NH4 KHNPRzpe
+ .
(NH4+ NO3) (KHNRepe+ NO3)  (&194)
KHNgrpr(NH4+ NO3
RPH Jw (8.195)

F =
RPSNW™ KHNrpr(NH4+ NOB),,+ KHNgpgd NH4+ NO3),,
where,

RPON is the concentration of refractory particulate organic nitrogeN<m?),
LPON is the concentration of labile particulate organic nitroggh€me),
DON is the concentration of dissolved organic nitroggmNem?),

NH4 is the ammoniag N=m?),

NO3 is the nitrate + nitrite nitrogerg(N=m?),

FNR is the fraction of respired nitrogen produced as refractory particulate organic ni-

trogen,
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FNL is the fraction of respired nitrogen produced as labile particulate organic nitrogen,
FND is the fraction of respired nitrogen produced as dissolved organic nitrogen,
FNI is the fraction of respired nitrogen produced as ammonia,

FNRL is the fraction of non-respired nitrogen produced as refractory particulate organic
nitrogen,

FNLL is the fraction of non-respired nitrogen produced as labile particulate organic
nitrogen,

FNDL is the fraction of non-respired nitrogen produced as dissolved organic nitrogen,

FNIL is the fraction of non-respired nitrogen produced as ammonia,

RPSNC is the plant shoot nitrogen to carbon ratip (; per g O,

RPRNC is the plant root nitrogen to carbon ratigs (N; per g O,

Frpsnw is the plant shoot fraction diH4 andN OX uptake from water column,

PNgrps is the ammonia nitrogen preference fraction for plant shoots,

KHNPgrps is the saturation coefcient for nitrogen preference for plant shoots
(9 N; pergQ,

PNgrpe is the ammonia nitrogen preference fraction for epiphytes,

KHNPRrpe is the saturation coefcient for nitrogen preference for epiphytes
(g N; pergQ,

KHNRrps is the half-saturation constant for nitrogen uptake from water column
(g N=m?), and

KHNRpr is the half-saturation constant for nitrogen uptake from lgei<m®).

8.4. Macroalgae (Periphyton) State Variable

The EFDC+ water quality model was augmented to represent benthic attached algae
(often referred to as macroalgae in estuarine waters and periphyton in fresh waters) us-
ing the existing framework for phytoplankton growth kinetics. Mathematical relationships
based on the impacts of temperature, available light, available nutrients, stream velocity,
and density-dependent interactions were incorporated into the algae growth kinetics frame-
work within EFDC+. The major difference between modeling techniques for attached and
free- oating algae are as follows; (1) attached algae are expressed in terms of areal densi-
ties rather than volumetric concentrations, (2) attached algae growth can be limited by the
availability of bottom substrate, (3)the availability of nutrients to the macroalgae matrix
can be in uenced by stream velocity, and (4) macroalgae are not subject to hydrodynamic
transport. A good description of periphyton kinetics as it relates to water quality modeling
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can be found in Warwick et al. (1997) and has been used to develop the current section of
this document.

A mass balance approach was used to model macroalgae growth with carbon serving
as the measure of standing crop size or biomass. For each model grid cell, the equation for
macroalgae growth is slightly different than the one for free- oating algae (equation (8.7)):

Pn= PMn f1(N) f2(1) f3(T) fa(V) f5(D) (8.196)

where,

PMy, is the maximum growth rate under optimal conditions for macroalgae,
f1(N) is the effect of suboptimal nutrient concentrati@ f1 1),

fa(1) is the effect of suboptimal light intensi(p f, 1),

f3(T) is the effect of suboptimal temperatyi@ f3 1),

f4(V) is the velocity limitation facto(0 f, 1), and

f5(D) is the density dependent growth rate reduction fa@@or f3 1).

The basic growth kinetics for macroalgae were developed from those supplied by
EFDC+ and others developed by Runke (1985). The macroalgae population as a whole
is characterized by the total biomass present without considering the different species and
their associated environmental processes. The optimum growth for the given temperature
is adjusted for light, nutrients, velocity, and density- dependent limitations. Each growth
limitation factor can vary from O to 1. A value of 1 indicates the factor does not limit
growth, and a value of 0 means the factor is so severely limiting that the growth is stopped
entirely (Bowie et al., 1985).

Stream velocity has a two-fold effect on periphyton productivity in freshwater streams:
velocity increases to a certain level to enhance biomass accrual, but further increases result
in substantial scouring (Horner et al., 1990). A benthic algal population is typi ed as a plant
community with an understory and overstory. The entire community is called a matrix. As
the matrix develops, the periphyton community is composed of an outer layer of photosyn-
thetically active cells and inner layers of senescent and decomposing cells. Layering can
also develop among different species of periphyton. Environmental conditions within the
matrix are altered by the physical structure of the periphyton. This in uences nutrient up-
take and primary production rates of the algae (Sand-Jensen 1983). Above a certain level,
current has a simulating effect on periphyton metabolism by mixing the overlying waters
with nutrient poor waters that develop around cells (Whitford and Schumacher, 1964). The
physical structure of the periphyton community and nutrient uptake by periphyton interfere
with nutrient ux through the microbial matrix (Jan Stevenson and Glover, 1993).

Current is constantly scouring periphyton from its substrate. At high enough velocities,
shear stress can result in substantial biomass reduction. Even at low velocities, sudden in-
creases in velocity raise instantaneous loss rates substantially, but these high rates persist
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only brie y (Horner et al., 1990). An increase in velocity above that to which benthic algae
are accustomed, leads to increased loss rates and temporarily reduced biomass. However,
recolonization and growth after biomass reduction are usually rapid. The effects of sub-
optimal velocity upon growth rate are represented in the model by a velocity limitation
function. Two options are available in the model for specifying the velocity limitation; (1)
a Michaelis-Menton (or Monod) equation (8.197), and (2) a ve-parameter logistic func-
tion equation (8.198). The Monod equation limits macroalgae growth due to low velocities
whereas the ve-parameter logistic function can be con gured to limit growth due to either
low or high velocities.

Velocity limitation option 1, the Michaelis-Menton equation is written as follows:

U
faV)= ——— 197
a(V) KMV + U (8.197)
where,
U is the stream velocitynf=s), and
KMV is the half-saturation velocityrEs).
Velocity limitation option 2, the ve-parameter logistic function is as follows:
a d.
fa(V)= d+ hﬁl—e (8.198)
1+ =

(o}

where ,

U is the stream velocityn(=s),
is the asymptote at minimum)
is the slope after asymptote

a
b

c is the x-translation,

d is the asymptote at maximury and
e

is the slope before asymptate

The half-saturation velocity in equation (8.197) is the velocity at which half the maxi-
mum growth rate occurs. This effect is analogous to the nutrient limitation because the ef-
fect of velocity at suboptimal levels on periphyton growth is due to increasing the exchange
of nutrients between the algal matrix and the overlying water (Runke, 1985). However, this
formula can be too limiting at low velocities. This function does not allow periphyton
growth in still waters, but periphyton does grow in still waters such as lakes. Therefore, the
function is applied only at velocities above a minimum threshold Iex& min). When
velocities are at or below this lower level, the limitation function is applied at the minimum
level. Above this velocity, the current produces a steeper diffusion gradient around the peri-
phyton (Whitford and Schumacher, 1964). A minimum formulation is used to combine the
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limiting factors for nitrogen, phosphorus, and velocity. The most severely limiting factor
alone limits periphyton growth. Note that the equation (8.198) can be con gured so that
low velocities are limiting by setting parametgreater than parametay and vice versa

to limit growth due to high velocities. In waters that are rich in nutrients, low velocities
will not limit growth. However, high velocities may cause scouring and detachment of the
macroalgae resulting in a reduction in biomass. The ve-parameter logistic function can be
con gured to approximate this reduction by limiting growth at high velocities.

Macroalgae (periphyton) growth can also be limited by the availability of suitable sub-
strate (Ross and Ultsch, 1980). Macroalgae communities reach maximum rates of primary
productivity at low levels of biomass (Mcintire, 1973; Pfeifer and McDiffett, 1975). The
relationship between standing crop and production employs the Michaelis-Menton kinetic
eqguation:

KBP

's(D)= KBP+ By

(8.199)
where,

KBP is the half-saturation biomass levglC=m?), and
Pmn is the macroalgae biomass levglG=nv¥).

The half-saturation biomass leve{BP) is the biomass at which half the maximum
growth rate occurs. Caupp et al. (1991) usé¢B# value of 50g C=m? (assuming 50% of
ash free dry mass is carbon) for a region of the Truckee River system in California. The
function in equation (8.199) allows maximum rates of primary productivity at low levels of
biomass with decreasing rates of primary productivity as the community matrix expands.

Table 8.16.Parameters related to algae in water column

Parameter Valiie Equation Numbé¥
PM; (1=day) 2.5 (upper Potomac only) (8.7)
PMq (1=day) 2.25 (8.7)

PMy (1=day) 2.5 (8.7)
KHNy (g N=m3) 0.01 (all groups) (8.8)
KHPR (g P=md) 0.001 (all groups) (8.8)
KHS (g SE) 0.05 (8.8)

FD Temporally-varying input (8.19)

lo (langleysday) Temporally-varying input (8.11)

Continued on next page
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Table 8.16 — continued from previous page

Parameter Valie Equation NumbéY

Key (1=m) spatially-varying input (8.12)
Kess(1=m per n¥) NAC (8.12)
Kech (1=m per mg ChEm®)  0.017 (8.12)
CChl (g C per mg Chi 0.06 (all groups) (8.12)
(Dopt)x (m) 1.0 (all groups) (8.22)
(Is)min (langleysday) 40.0 (8.22)
Clg; Clp andCl, 0.7,0.2&0.1 (8.23)
TMc; TMg andT Mg (°C) 27.5,20.0 & 25.0 (8.28)
KTGl. andKTG2. (°C ) 0.005 & 0.004 (8.28)
KTGlg andKTG24 (°C ) 0.004 & 0.006 (8.28)
KT Glg andKTG2 (°C 2) 0.008 & 0.01 (8.28)
STOX(ppt) 1.0 (8.29)

BMR; (1=day) 0.04 (8.30)

BMRy (1=day) 0.01 (0.03 during Jan.- (8.30)

May in saltwater only)

BMRy (1=day) 0.01 (8.30)
TR; (°C) 20.0 (all groups) (8.30)
KTB(°C 1) 0.069 (all groups) (8.30)

PRR (1=day) 0.01 (8.31)

PRRy (1=day) 0.215 (0.065 during Jan.- (8.31)

May in saltwater only)

PRR, (1=day) 0.215 (8.31)

W S (m=day) 0.0 (8.6)

W g (m=day) 0.35 (January - May) (8.6)

0.1 (June - December)
W § (m~=day) 0.1 (8.6)
Continued on next page
212 EFDC+ Theory Document



8. EUTROPHICATION MODULE

Table 8.16 — continued from previous page

v alues-are-detailed ap 5 o-and-Cote; 4).
b The equation number where the corresponding parameter is rst shown and de ned.
¢ Not available in (Cerco and Cole, 1994) since their formulations do not include these
parameters.

* The parameters declared as an array in the source code.

8.5. Sediment Diagenesis and Flux Formulation

The EFDC+ water quality model provides three options for de ning the sediment-water
interface uxes for nutrients and dissolved oxygen. The options are; (1) externally forced
spatially and temporally constant uxes, (2) externally forced spatially and temporally
variable uxes, and (3) internally coupled uxes simulated with the sediment diagenesis
model. The water quality state variables that are controlled by diffusive exchange across
the sediment-water interface include phosphate, ammonia, nitrate, silica, chemical oxygen
demand and dissolved oxygen. The rst two options require that the sediment uxes be
assigned as spatial/temporal forcing functions based on either observed site-speci ¢ data
from eld surveys or best estimates based on the literature and sediment bed characteristics.
The rst two options, although acceptable for model calibration against historical data sets,
do not provide the cause-effect predictive capability that is needed to evaluate future water
quality conditions that might result from implementation of pollutant load reductions from
watershed runoff. The third option, activation of the sediment diagenesis model developed
by Di Toro et al. (2001) does provide the cause-effect predictive capability to evaluate how
water quality conditions might change with implementation of alternative load reduction
or management scenarios.

Living and non-living particulate organic carbon deposition, simulated in the EFDC+
water quality model, is internally coupled with the EFDC+ sediment diagenesis model. The
sediment diagenesis model, based on the sediment ux model of Di Toro et al. (2001), de-
scribes the decomposition of particulate organic matter in the sediment bed, the consump-
tion of dissolved oxygen at the sediment-water interfé&@®[) and the exchange of dis-
solved constituents (ammonia, nitrate, phosphate, sli€¥)) across the sediment-water
interface, state variables of the EFDC+ sediment ux model are sediment bed temperature,
sediment bed particulate organic carb&®O(C), particulate organic nitrogen (PON), par-
ticulate organic phosphoru®QP), porewater concentrations of phosphate, ammonia, ni-
trate, silica and sul de/methane. The sediment diagenesis model computes sediment-water

uxes of chemical oxygen demand D), sediment oxygen deman8QD), phosphate,
ammonium, nitrate, and silica. The state variables modeled for a typical lake sediment ux
model are listed in Table 8.23. An overview of the source and sink terms is presented with
a description of each state variable group in this section. The details of the state variable
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Table 8.17.Parameters related to organic carbon in water column

Parameter Value Equation NumbeéY
FCRP 0.35 (8.32)
FCLP 0.55 (8.33)
FCDP 0.10 (8.34)
FCDy 0.0 (all groups) (8.34)
W Sp (m=day) 1.0 (8.32)
W S p (m=day) 1.0 (8.33)
KHRy (g Op=md) 0.5 (all groups) (8.34)
KHORyo (g O=md) 0.5 (8.42)
Kre (1=day) 0.005 (8.43)
K.c (1=day) 0.075 (8.44)
Kpc (1=day) 0.01 (8.45)
Krcalg (1=day per g Gm®) 0.0 (8.43)
Kicalg (1=day per g Gm?) 0.0 (8.44)
Kpcalg (1=day per g Gnr) 0.0 (8.45)
T Rupr (°C) 20.0 (8.43)
TRuin (CC) 20.0 (8.45)
KThor (CC D) 0.069 (8.43)
KTwin (°C D 0.069 (8.45)
KHDNy (g N=n) 0.1 (8.47)
AANOX 0.5 (8.47)

aThe evaluation of these values are detailed in Chapter I1X of (Cerco and Cole, 1994).
b The equation number where the corresponding parameter is rst shown and de ned.
* The parameters declared as an array in the source code.
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Fig. 8.2. Velocity limitation function for (Option 1) the Monod equation whét®&V = 0:25m=s
andKMV min= 0:15m=s, and (Option 2) the 5-parameter logistic function where
a= 1:.0;b= 120;c= 0:3;d = 0:35; ande= 3:0 (high velocities are limiting).

equations, kinetic terms and numerical solution methods for the sediment diagenesis model
are presented in Di Toro et al. (2001); Ji (2008); Park et al. (1995).

A sediment process model developed by DiToro and Fitzpatrick (1993) hereinafter re-
ferred to as D&F was coupled with CE-QUAL-ICM for Chesapeake Bay water quality
modeling (Cerco and Cole, 1994). The sediment process model was slightly modi ed and
incorporated into the EFDC+ water quality model to simulate the processes in the sediment
and at the sediment-water interface. The description of the EFDC+ sediment process model
in this section is from Park et al. (1995). The sediment process model has 27 water quality
related state variables and uxes (Table 8.24).

The nitrate state variables, numbers (15), (16) and (22) in Table 8.24, in the model
represent the sum of nitrate and nitrite nitrogen. The tlrekasses for particulate organic
matter POM) in Layer 2, and the two layers for inorganic substances are described below.

In the sediment model, benthic sediments are represented as two layers (Figure 8.3).
The upper layer (Layer 1) is in contact with the water column and may be oxic or anoxic de-
pending on dissolved oxygen concentration in the overlying water. The lower layer (Layer
2) is permanently anoxic. The upper layer depth, which is determined by the penetration
of oxygen into the sediments, is at its maximum only a small fraction of the total depth.
Becausdd; ( 0:1cm) << Hpy,

H=H;+Hy, H> (8.200)
where,

H is the total depth (approximately &@),
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