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Figure 4-1. Estimated Horizontal Head Difference, Upper Floridan Aquifer, 2001 



 

Figure 4-2. Estimated Horizontal Head Difference, Upper Floridan Aquifer, 2009 



 

Figure 4-3. Distribution of Horizontal Hydraulic Conductivity Pilot Points, Layer 1  



 

Figure 4-4. Distribution of Horizontal Hydraulic Conductivity Pilot Points, Layer 3  



 

Figure 4-5. Distribution of Horizontal Hydraulic Conductivity Pilot Points, Layer 7  




























































































































































