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Figure A9 7. Sensitivity of dam survival through the Snake (Lower Granite forebay to
the mouth) and Columbia (mouth of the Snake River to Bonneville tailrace) as a
function of proportion flow spilled for Snake River spring/summer Chinook and
steelhead.
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Figure A9 8. Sensitivity of travel time through the Snake (Lower Granite forebay to the
mouth) and Columbia (mouth of the Snake River to Bonneville tailrace) as a
function of river flow for Snake River spring/summer Chinook and steelhead.
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Snake River sp/su Chinook
Scenario 1: No spill during transportation
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Figure A9 9. Sensitivity of proportion of maximum return rate of Snake River sp/su
Chinook versus transportation start date for several levels of spill. Under scenario
1, fish spill is set to zero once transportation is initiated. The proportion return rate
is relative to the maximum return rate for a given water year under both scenarios 1
and 2.
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Snake River sp/su Chinook
Scenario 2: Full season spill
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Figure A9 10. Sensitivity of proportion of maximum return rate of Snake River sp/su
Chinook versus transportation start date for several levels of spill at transport dams.
Under scenario 2, fish spill at transport dams is maintained at a constant level
throughout the season. The proportion return rate is relative to the maximum return
rate for a given water year under both scenarios 1 and 2.
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Snake River steelhead
Scenario 1: No spill during transportation
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Figure A9 11. Sensitivity of proportion of maximum return rate of Snake River steelhead
versus transportation start date for several levels of spill. Under scenario 1, fish
spill is set to zero once transportation is initiated. The proportion return rate is
relative to the maximum return rate for a given water year under both scenarios 1

and 2.

Appendix 9 — Page 14



COMPASS Model Review Draft
Appendix 9: Sensitivity Analysis February 29, 2008

Snake River steelhead
Scenario 2: Full season spill
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Figure A9 12. Sensitivity of proportion of maximum return rate of Snake River steelhead
versus transportation start date for several levels of spill. Under scenario 2, fish
spill is maintained at a constant level throughout the season. The proportion return
rate is relative to the maximum return rate for a given water year under both
scenarios 1 and 2.
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Snake River sp/su Chinook
Scenario 1: No spill during transportation
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Figure A9 13. Sensitivity of proportion of Snake River sp/su Chinook destined for
transportation versus transportation start date for several levels of spill at transport
dams. Under scenario 1, fish spill is set to zero at transport dams once

transportation is initiated.
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Snake River sp/su Chinook
Scenario 2: spill during entire season

Review Draft
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Figure A9 14. Sensitivity of proportion of maximum return rate of Snake River sp/su
Chinook versus transportation start date for several levels of spill at transport dams.
Under scenario 2, fish spill at transport dams is maintained at a constant level
throughout the season. The proportion return rate is relative to the maximum return
rate for a given water year under both scenarios 1 and 2.
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Snake River steelhead
Scenario 1: No spill during transportation

Review Draft
February 29, 2008
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Figure A9 15. Sensitivity of proportion of maximum return rate of Snake River steelhead
versus transportation start date for several levels of spill at transport dams. Under
scenario 1, fish spill at transport dams is set to zero once transportation is initiated.
The proportion return rate is relative to the maximum return rate for a given water
year under both scenarios 1 and 2.
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Snake River steelhead
Scenario 2: Full season spill
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Figure A9 16. Sensitivity of proportion of maximum return rate of Snake River steelhead
versus transportation start date for several levels of spill at transport dams. Under
scenario 2, fish spill at transport dams is maintained at a constant level throughout
the season. The proportion return rate is relative to the maximum return rate for a
given water year under both scenarios 1 and 2.
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