Patterns and changes in multiple solutes over 20 years of weekly measurements in Baltimore streams
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Want to know more about the Baltimore Ecosystem Study
and/or access these data?
Scan the code to visit the website!

Baltimore Ecosystem Study on Twitter: @BESl|ter
Megan Fork on Twitter: @AForkinTheRiver
forkm@caryinstitute.org

M,

VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA

Yy

L1/////////////////////;

(e



