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Sodium Concentration (mg/L)

Sodium Concentrations vs. Well Bottom Elevation
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Total Dissolved Solids Concentration (mg/L)
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Sulfate Concentration (mg/L)

Sulfate Concetrations vs. Well Bottom Elevation

1800

1600 e

1400 E—
1200 |
1000
800 —

600 |

400 -

200

6800

6600

Well Bottom Elevation (ft amsl)

.

&= Geomatrix

Comparison of Sulfate Concentrations and Well Depth
Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model

Pinedale Anticline Project Area

Sublette County, Wyoming

FIGURE D3



Fluoride Concentrations vs. Well Bottom Elevation
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Alkalinity Concentration vs. Well Bottom Elevation
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Chloride Concentrions vs. Well Bottom Elevation
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Calcium Concentration (mg/L)

Calcium Concentrations vs. Well Bottom Elevation
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Magnesium Concentration (mg/L)

Magnesium Concentrations vs. VWell Bottom Elevation
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Potassium Concentrations vs. Well Bottom Elevation
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2006 Piper Diagram
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2006 AS Piper Diagram

D & s Q
S X %
i) A
B <
S 2
& o % Q
T & c
B <
o2
g
pCd N -] z
o ¥ :
F
5
%)
.
Mg ; V4
Q = U“ P
—y OO;G. X
1}/‘
%
2
%
v —— % “}o Y
fj/_ g
5]
AL %
€ By i
o -_-i."._. &
80 4 20 NatK HCOa+CO3 20
Calcium (Ca)
CATIONS %meq/|

40 e B
Chloride (ClI)

ANIONS

cl

Z4&= Geomatrix

Stock Well

Major lon Chemistry - Stock Wells
Hydrogeologic Conceptual Model
Pinedale Anticline Project Area
Sublette County, Wyoming
FIGURE D11



2006 Piper Diagram
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