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Figure 2. Biotic and abiotic processes affecting O, saturation at TTL. . These results show that abiotic processes are the main

drivers of the observed O, saturation at Tempe Town Lake.
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- Therefore, it is important to quantify the effects of each
process before interpreting DO measurements - 12 of the 20 samples differ by < 5% and the largest percent difference is 16.53 % (Fig. 5) Future research

This work needs to be reproduced in other lakes to
determine how abiotic processes influence their O, budget.

Our results show that abiotic processes are the main drivers of the observed O, saturation
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