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sSummary.

3 hypotheticall scenarios
a Point seurce (2 moadels, 3 modellers)
a Area seurce (2 models, 6:modellers)
s Area source + river (1 model, 2 medellers)

A real scenarios

s Lignite pewer plant — multiple point source (1. model, 1
moaeller)

= Phosphoegypsum stack — wet — area source (1ne moadelling)
= Ploesphoegypsum stack — diy— anea source (ne moedelling)

a Gas mantierplant — highly: heteregeneols — screening medel (no
modelling by WE)




Hypothetical Scenaries

Agreement between: diffierent moedels — acceptalle

Agreement between: different modellers (same model) -
goed

Lessons learnt

» goed communication on specifications (InpUt data) Is  essential

s [hese scenaries are veny: useful for testing moedels, particularly.
With! respect to

Data requirements
Clear specification of the prolklem




Real scenarios

With the exception| of the lignite power
plant: scenario, the real scenares have net
Peen moadelled

a Data only. recently ecame: availabie

s Several features that complicate the medelling
Waste' under wWater
[e-cliiculation effleachate
highly inhemoegeneous distribution of waste




RIS week

=[RaliSe report.
=lnalise report..
Einalise repoert...

[DISCUSS) OpPLIGAS! oK futlre Work,
partictiary publication: ofi results




Future — long term

Concentrate on real scenarios
m More scenarios

s More data
Commercial in confidence: ISSUes

Publication off Werk

s Bergen conference — June 2008 — real v hypothetical Scenarios
a Other

Other ISSUes

a  Development off more models
Lake
RIVer:

s Development ofi assessment methedoelegies
a Development ofi precedures, for estimating uncertainties




