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A Figure 4. Variation in phosphorus (a) and nitrogen (b) siltation, amount of instream cover, or relative
species by land use type. Error bars indicate +/- 1 SE. proportion of pool/riffle/run habitat.

stream habitat quality was higher in forested and
mixed-use watersheds than in the agricultural
watershed. Accounting for catchment land use,
habitat quality increased with increasing substrate
grain size and width:depth ratio. Total phosphorus
and orthophosphate decreased with increasing
grain size, while orthophosphate concentrations
were positively associated with glide habitat.
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