Reducing Leaf Litter Contributions of Phosphorus and Nitrogen to Urban Stormwater

Appendix 1. Paired-Basin Nutrient Loads in the Control and
Test Catchments During Calibration and Treatment Phases

The graphs show log-transformed loads for paired samples of total phosphorus, dissolved phosphorus,
total nitrogen, and dissolved nitrogen collected in the control and test catchment during the calibration
and treatment phases of the study. The graphs are ordered by year of completion. Statistical signifi-
cance of slopes and intercepts are indicated by corresponding probability values (p). A description of
the nomenclature used in the title of each figure can be found in table 3 of the manuscript.
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method: V, vacuum-mulch; M, mechanical:
LN, log transformed]
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