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INTRODUCTION

V ’l" s WILLIAM Chesapeake Bay and its surrounding watershed play host to an extensive suite of commercial, agriculture, shipping,

¢ MARY and tourism industries that have a value upwards of one trillion dollars and home to 16 million people. Ensuring the

health of the Bay has become a priority for the six states that make up the watershed. Together they have committed to University of Maryland
VIRGINIA INSTITUTE OF MARINE SCIENCE reducing nutrient input to the Bay to improve water quality. A multiple community model implementation approach can CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE

be used to gauge uncertainty and elevate confidence in regulatory model projections.
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