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Figure A4-2. The DYNLET1 grid network for the Coastal Bay of Maryland and Virginia
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Figure A4-3. Comparison of water elevation between model simulation and measured data at George Island Landing station
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Figure A4-4, Comparison of water elevation between model simulation and measured data at Public Landing station
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Figure A4-5. Comparison of water elevation between model simulation and measured data at Coast Guard station
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Figure A4-6. Comparison of water elevation between simulation and measured data at Upper Assawoman station
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Figure A4-8, Dune crest elevation at Northern Assateague Island
Dotted line 2.5 m: Averaged low-lying height
Dotted line 3.3 m: Projucted dune height
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Figure A4-9. The overwash-induced velocity at node 43 for January, 1992 storm
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Figure A4-11. The simulated water elevation at node 54 for January, 1992 storm, northern breach



NO BREACH

N. BREACH

VELOCITY (m/s)
(&)
o g

~

..1 .54

"2 IIIIIHIIIIIIHIIllllIHIIHIIIIIHIIIIIIIHHIIIIIIIHIIIHIIIHIIIIHIIIlllllllIIIIIHHIHIIIHIIIIIIlIIIHIIIIllIIHIIHHIlll]llllllll”llHIIHIIHHI”””

57 69.5 82 94.5
HOURS

Figure A4-12. The simulated flow rate at node 54 for January, 1992 storm, northern breach
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Figure A4-13. The simulated flow rate at node 64 for January, 1992 storm, northern breach
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Figure A4-14. Th

e simulated flow rate at node 67 for January, 1992 storm, northern breach
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Figure A4-15. The simulated water elevation at node 54 for January, 1992 storm, southern breach
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Figure A4-16. The simulated flow rate at node 54 for January, 1992 storm, southern breach
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Figure A4-17. The simulated flow rate at node 64 for January, 1992 storm, southern breach




—

NO BREACH

S. BREACH

VELOCITY (m/s)

_1'5_

"2 HHIIlIIllIHIIIIIIIHIIIIHHHIIIIIIIIIIIIlllllllIllHIIHHIIHIIIHHIlllllllHIIIIHHlIllllllllllﬂIlllllIIIIHIIHIIIillIHIIIIHIIHHIllllllllllllllﬂm

57 69.5 82 94.5 107 119.5 132
HOURS

Figure A4-18. The simulated flow rate at node 67 for January, 1992 storm, southern breach



