Applying knowiedge ko improve waler qualfy

Targeting Watershed Nitrogen Export at the Local Level: Northeast States &

Caribbean Islands

EE \QJNRCS The Role of Landscape Sinks F oo e g

Rhode Island

ant Colleges oad Universiien

D.Q. Kellogg?, Arthur J. Gold?, Suzanne Cox?, Elizabeth Wentz?2, Kelly Addy?, John Rozum?3, Peter Groffman*

1Dept. of Natural Resources Science, University of Rhode Island, Kingston, RI; 2School of Geographical Science, Arizona State University, Tempe, AZ; 3CT NEMO Program, University of Connecticut, Haddam, CT; 4 Cary Institute of Ecosystem Studies, Millbrook, NY.

Example: Chickasheen Watershed,
Southern New England (4300 acres)
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« There is a pressing need for research on N retention
within ponded areas.

~- Source A Flowpath
~ Source B Flowpath « Sources of uncertainty need to be identified to guide
~ Source C Flowpath decision making and future research.
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