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FUTURE WORK

This preliminary analysis of previously collected data on water A number of other trends indicators are also being considered for evaluation of management effectiveness including loads and bed
concentrations and particle ratios suggests that desired sediment concentrations. Indicators will be evaluated for the potential to identity trends at three scales: the region as a whole, single
decreases of 90% for PCB loads and 50% for mercury loads watersheds, and areas of management focus.To increase the potential for detecting a trend while limiting monitoring costs, a number of
may be detectable for most watersheds with a moderate level of constraining factors may be evaluated, including selecting specitic flow characteristics, various composite designs across storms and
effort. The effect sizes (Cohen’s d statistic) for these PCB and seasons, land use groupings, and other methods. For example, a constraint considering only grab samples collected during moderate
mercury indicators suggest 50 or fewer grab samples collected (25th to 75th percentile) flows resulted in moderate improvements in detection power (~25 to 50% increase in Cohen’s d for Z4LA).
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- AQUATIC ALINIOZINE AN : P Future analyses will also evaluate alternative designs for trends monitoring, depending on the types and timing of management actions
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