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Methods: Two Stage Ditch

Methods: Sediment Accumulation
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‘Methods: Sediment Analysis
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Results: Sediment Deposition
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"Results: Water Depth
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Results: Solil Type
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Results: Organic Matter %
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Results: pH
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Results: Total Phosphorus
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Results: Phosphorus-Fractionations
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Results: Bioavailability Ratio
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Results: Inflow

Variables correlated with time
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Negative correlation
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P =0.08
R2=10.33

Water Depth

pH

Positive correlation
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Ratio positively correlated with pH
F=6.50
P =0.06
R2=0.62




Results: Welirs
Variables correlated with time
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Conclusion:

Bioavailabiltiy ratios of sediments behind weirs
are not correlated with pH despite having
higher average pH

Bioavailability ratios of sediments at inflow
increase through time
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