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transforming L 1 Quality Assured Data into L4 Algorithmic interpretation; deepest point: 2.5 meters. Figure 6. Lake
Model Products using ArcGIS. Figure 4. Model Flow of L1 into L4 Modeling Process in ArcGIS Figure 5. Lake Suggs Bathymetry ~ Figure 6. Lake Barco Bathymetry Barco bathymetric interpretation; deepest point: 3.5 meters.

Hydrology Explanation
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Interpretation

The primary land coverage around Lake Suggs were
Bathymetry, Hydrology and Land Use N w.etllands and evergreen fo.rests while Lake Barco had
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If Lake Barco and Lake Suggs are in the same www.heohinc org
watershed, why is their water quality so different?
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