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NHEERL research attempts to connect

landscape-level nutrient loading to

ecological responses in coastal receiving

systems with sufficient resolution to be
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Research Objective Resolution of multivariate issues addressed by analysis with

full landscape characterization and combined set of nutrient/habitat measurements in field
Test and develop general

methodologies for resolving
nutrient loading—response
relationships, as a basis for 4 -
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b) a generic approach to build upon
for other coastal areas, applicable

CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS generally to aquatic life criteria
development, not just nutrients;
*Study demonstrates an effective regional strategy to select and sample sites using a landscape
disturbance gradient to establish a nutrient gradient across coastal aquatic ecosystems. and
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*The resulting nutrient gradient can be used to develop first-order nutrient loading—response curves. ¢) comprehensive and consistent
regional databases (for poorly-
characterized coastal systems)
*Results can guide a next level of method development for aquatic stressors in other coastal regions. that can aid criteria development.
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