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EXPLANATION

STREAMFLOW VARIATION IN
CONCENTRATION (calculated
by Cohn's Estimator model)

+ PB1IS POSITIVE AND SIGNIFICANT
(p-value for B1 is less than or equal

to 0.05)
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Figure 8. Variation in total nitrite plus nitrate and total phosphorus concentrations with streamflow and
model estimate of streamflow variation in concentration at selected sites in the lower Tennessee River

Basin, 1980-96.



