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the worse; by the 1970s the Chesapeake was at a tipping point where aquatic
life was rapidly disappearing from the Bay's waters.

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/TMDLImplementation/Pages/overview.aspx
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Explanation
) Chesapeake Bay Watershed

D Chesapeake Bay Airshed
A Wet deposition site
(O Dry deposition site

. Wet and dry deposition site
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Burns et al., Atmos. Env. (2021)
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https://www.epa.gov/castnet/total-deposition-maps
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Xiaoying Zhang et al. (2017)
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Our observations reveal that reduced N (59%) contributes a greater amount than
oxidized N to total N deposition, reaching 56-83% from late spring to summer.
Progress toward mitigating eutrophication in Lake Dianchi and other bloom-impacted
eutrophic lakes will be difficult without reductions in ammonia emissions and
subsequent N deposition.
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Ban et al., Atmos. Environ. (2016)

“We used 10 kg N/ha/year as a tentative threshold for N deposition effects,
based on empirical critical load studies from Europe.”

Bleeker et al., Environmental Pollution 159 (2011) 2280-2288
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Sado-seki Trends of N/S deposition ratio
from 2013 to 2017
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level of 95% and 99%, respectively.

Yamaga et al., Environ. Pollut. (2021)
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The particle dry deposition component of total deposition from air quality models:
right, wrong or uncertain? Tellus B (2019)

R.D. Saylor, B.D. Baker, P. Lee, D. Tong, L. Pan, and B.B. Hicks

Deciduous Broadleaf Forest
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First Assessment Report
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CLIMATE CHANGE
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Second Assessment Report:
Climate Change 1995(SAR)
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