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“The computational disaster of groundwater modeling
doesn't lie in convergence failures but convergence with
inaccurate solutions”

-T.P. Clement(RT3D developer)-

"Unrecognized errors in numerical groundwater models

are becoming more possible as “user-friendly” graphical

interfaces make it easier for models to be used (and to be
misused)“

-L.F. Konikow(MOC developer)-
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2 changing world

User’s Guide to SEAWAT:

A Computer Program For Simulation of
Three-Dimensional Variable-Density
Ground-Water Flow

of the U.S. Geological Survey
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Boundary condition Type T
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Traditional system

Proposed system
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Aysin(w,t+p,)

A recirculation well system with sinusoidal temporally varying pumping and injection rates enhance

the remediation efficiency compared to a traditional system with constant injection/extraction rates
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