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DRY-DOWN CONDITIONS RESULT IN HIGH NO;- PRODUCTION ABOVE
THE SEDIMENT-WATER INTERFACE, AND HIGH N, PRODUCTION
BELOW THE SEDIMENT-WATER INTERFACE. Peepers under dry-down
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Sediment N Pool

and soil N pools include both wet
and dry deposition.

i\« conditions demonstrated lower overall NH,* production. N, production was much higher
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* Denitrification measurements: | water LIBERTY STATE PARK AND TEANECK CREEK CONSERVANCY ARE URBAN ~ Sediment-water interface (example from Teaneck shown).
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