Characterizing Upper Colorado River Basin Sediments
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Table 1. Maximum, minimum, mean, and standard error values of solil 0 o . -
the % N and the ordination values exists, and the abundances seem to Conclusion

characteristics of each respective core from the five sites, collected
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from 5-10 m depth from the surface. follow the direction of the % N gradient corresponding to depth.

2 o » Elements that show elevated peaks corresponding to uranium concentrations are: nitrogen,
Adapted from E.L. Cardarelli, with permission.

vanadium, iron, copper, nickel, sulfur, and phosphorus.

= . i . » Overall, the C:N ratio ranged from 0-771
" - A - A - A - » Salinity values, excluding Rifle, ranged from 0-17 psu; Riverton having the highest salinity.
= » Our samples had an average pH of 8.2, a maximum of 9.0 and a minimum of 6.7
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£ - - This study enhances greater knowledge of elemental distributions throughout the Upper Colorado
f: _ = 5. = | o River Basin, and may help DOE-LM develop regional and site-specific management strategies
- e - o - - for future climate scenarios.
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