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Repli cate: 1 - Total Storage (% versus Time
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Output file: c:\yield\ S4t\4t252plr3.sou Run mode: Si mul at e
Net work file: c:\yield\net\R3. net No of replicates: 1

Scale: Vertical axis of the upper graph isin percent of total active storage of the reservoirs. The lower graph is shortfalls expressed as percentage of yield.
Horizontal axisisin months starting from October 1930.

Graphs: The upper graph shows the storage fluctuations expressed as percentage of active storage
The lower graph shows possible shortfalls within the same period.

Figure 5.1 —Phase 1 — Storage levels of combined system for Scenario 4 — Configuration |1
Includes Katse, Mohale and M atsoku Diversion



Replicate: 1 - Total Storage (% versus Tinme
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Qut put file:
Net work file:

c:\yield\ S4T\ 4T475p2r 4. sou Run node: Si mul at e
c:\yield\net\R4. net No of replicates:

Scale: Vertical axis of the upper graph isin percent of total active storage of the reservoirs. The lower graph is shortfalls expressed as percentage of yield.
Horizontal axisisin months starting from October 1930.

Graphs: The upper graph shows the storage fluctuations expressed as percentage of active storage
The lower graph shows possible shortfalls within the same period.

Figure 5.2 — Phase 2 — Storage levels of combined system for Scenario 4 — Configuration |11

Includes Katse, Mohale, M atsoku Diversion and M ashali
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Figure 5.3 - System Yield Vs IFR Phase 1

Fig 5.3&5.4.xls 1/1/01 Fig 5.3
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Figure 5.4 - System Yield Vs IFR Phase 1 & 2.

Fig 5.3&5.4.xls 1/1/01 Fig 5.4



