Variations in salt marsh CO, fluxes along the US Atlantic coast
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: Fig.5 : Available estimates for annual NEE compared to estimates of burial rates (for GCE: from Craft 2010). The dashed line indicates mean NEE which is larger than
(elevatlon 1 35 m NAVDSS)) the burial rates at both sites. This can be due to the different time scales the measurements encompass but indicates a potential for lateral C loss, especially at GCE.
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Fig.8: Component fluxes (Gross Primary Production and Ecosystem Respiration) for the available years at both sites. DESPITE
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transition temperature from C source to sink seems identical between sites at 15°C.



