The effect of a land-use gradient and sediment characteristics on methane ebullition in four
headwater streams
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concentrations in the bubble samples.
3. Sediment samples were taken with a corer to determine bulk
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. . . depict any obvious trends across the four locations.
emissions are released from sites CC and SB, moderate emissions from

DB and low emissions from CB.

1200 DISCUSSION
. . " The most active sites were DB and SB while the other sites, CB and CC,
> 1000 were not as active throughout the summer
g T = SB and CB were considered urban locations while CC and DB were
<E 300 *SB considered forested locations. This did not seem to affect the data.
?0 CC REFERENCES
- 600 _ DB Baulch, Helen M, et al. "Diffusive and ebullitive transport of methane and nitrous oxide
: from streams: Are bubble-mediated fluxes important?" Journal of Geophysical
= B ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS esearch(2071)
< . . Crawford, John T, et al. "Ebullitive methane emissions from oxygenated wetland streams .”
L:F) 200 | would like to thank the Hamel Ce.nter for Undergraduate Research for selectmgo me to co.nduct a Summ.er Global Change Biology(2014): 3408-3422.
Undergraduate Research Fellowship (SURF) and Dr. Hamel for providing the gracious funding to make this Maeck, A, H Hofmann and A Lorke. "Pumping methane out of aquatic sediments-ebullition
0 research possible. forcing mechanisms in an impounded river." Biogeosciences (2014): 2925-2938.




