Wildfires influence N processing and enhance DOM and N

coupling in arctic streams
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Introduction

* Fires becoming pervasive in the
Arctic

* Alter nutrients and DOM
concentrations in streams

* N processing and export after
fires is unclear

* How do fires influence NO, and

NH," processing in streams?

Study Sites and Methods
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N uptake low in unburned streams (Fig 2,3); no clear
predictors (Fig 2)

Greater N demand in burned streams but saturate in DIN
~50 (ug/L) (Fig 2)

Low nutrients and higher DOC:DON ratios enhance N
removal (Fig 2, 3)

Streams can switch from N sinks to sources (Fig 2, 3)
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