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March Gains and Losses
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August Results
 14 main-stem samples
 >97% R2 predictive model
 Best Fit GW = back-calculated 
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Flow Calibration Plot - August
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TP Load Calibration Plot - August
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TP Concentration Calibration Plot - Aug
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October Results

 14 mainstem samples
 0.83 R2  for predictive model
 Best fit GW = trib TP 
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Flow Calibration Plot - October
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TP Load Calibration Plot - October
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TP Concentration Calibration Plot - Oct
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March Results
 14 main-stem samples
 >86% R2 predictive model
 Best Fit GW = tributary TP
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Flow Calibration Plot - March
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TP Load Calibration Plot - March
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TP Concentration Calibration Plot - March
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Total phosphorus target at mouth of Boise River = 0.07 mg/L


