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Source: Actual data from Lock Performance 
Monitoring System (LPMS). Simulated data based on 
six simulation runs assuming 1997 traffic level, 1992 
fleet characteristics and 1997-98 component times.

Source: Actual data from Lock Performance 
Monitoring System (LPMS). Simulated data 

based on six simulation runs assuming 1998 
traffic level, 1992 fleet characteristics and 

1997-98 component times.

Greenup L/D, June 1998 Closure

McAlpine L/D, July-Aug 1997 Closure
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Curves developed from six simulations of 20 different utilization levels. Assuming  1992 fleet characteristics and 
1997-98 component times.

J. T. Myers L/D with a 45-day main chamber closure
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More realistic simulation results when closures occur.

Q-Limit Program
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