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Figure 6-1. Hydrogeologic cross section through the Willis Avenue plant area, September 22 and 23, 1992
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Figure 6-3. Comparison of chloride profiles with model predictions for
several velocity scenarios
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Figure 6-4. Comparison of chloride profiles with model predictions for
upward (-) and downward (+) velocities
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Figure 6-5. Estimated chloride concentrations in porewater in Onondaga Lake
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Sulfides and Dissolved Oxygen Profiles
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Cumulative Mercury Load in Sediment Traps for 1992
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Comparison of Total Mercury, Iron and Backscatterance for Event 1, 9/27/99
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1999 Backscatterance Profiles for Onondaga Lake: South Deep
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1999 Backscatterance Profiles for Onondaga Lake: North Deep
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Mercury and Dissolved Oxygen Profiles
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Figure 6-25
Turbidity and Wind Direction in Onondaga Lake (2001)
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Figure 6-26

Turbidity and Wind Speed During Wind Events (2001) in Onondaga Lake
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4. The baseline is the average of all data for northwest winds with speeds less than 2.17 m/s.

5. Background points include data for northwest winds with speeds less than 2.17 m/s.
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Figure 6-27
Turbidity and Average Wind Speed in Onondaga Lake (2001)
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7 Cs Profiles in Sediment Cores from the Deep Basins of Onondaga Lake (1992)
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7 Cs Profiles in Sediment Cores from the Deep Basins of Onondaga Lake (1988)
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Lead and Mercury Profiles in Sediment Cores from the North Deep Basin of Onondaga Lake (1988)
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Metals in Sediment Core N-1 (1988, North Deep Basin)
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Metals in Sediment Core S51 (1992, South Deep Basin)
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Metals in Sediment Core S90 (1992, North Deep Basin)
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Mercury Trend in Smallmouth Bass from Onondaga Lake
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