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TIME Model Input The TIME Project TIME Moadel Output

Time-series data input to the TIME model within the computational domain and A hydrodynamic/transport model has been developed to simulate flow exchanges and salt fluxes between surface- and ground-water = Types of simulation output derived from the TIME model include:

along the open boundaries include: systems comprising the land-margin interface of the Everglades with Florida Bay and the Gulf of Mexico. The two-dimensional
Surface Water Integrated Flow and Transport model SWIFT2D has been coupled to the three-dimensional, variable-density, - time series of flow quantities at cell locations
flow discharges, water levels, and salinities ground-water model SEAWAT, a coupled version of MODFLOW and the solute transport model MT3D. The TIME (Tides and - time series of mass and constituent fluxes through transects
time sequences of grids of rainfall data Inflows In the Mangroves of the Everglades) model encompasses the freshwater wetlands and saltwater-freshwater mixing zone in . grids of flow guantities at specified times
meteorological parameters and wind conditions the mangrove ecotone of Everglades National Park (Figure 1).
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