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Figure 9-1. Relationships of soil phosphorus and nitrogen (A) and porewater DIN and SREP (B) to vegetation types m Shark Slough.
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Figure 9-2. Leaf N'P ratios of three "ridge and slough" gpecies according to vegetation type.
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Figure 9-3. Conceptual model of processes underlying variation in the ridge and slough landscape of Shark Slough.
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