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Monitoring dissolved organic carbon in surface and drinking waters
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Table 1 Summary of water quality data for the monitoring period

Parameter Average Range Coefficient of variation(%)
DOC (mg/L) 4.00 2.15-11.90 29.7
uv (cm-1) 0.118 0.037-0.830 74.4
uv (L/mg cm) 2.81 1.40-10.51 337
11.8 2-66 62.3
(NTU) 154 1-344 176.9
(mg/L as CaCO,) 256 92-370 15.6
pH 8.0 7.4-85 2.3
13.2 2.2-26.7 51
(feet) 244 2.08-7.28 184
DOC(mg/L) 2.55 1.56-4.45 20
DOC(mg/L) 2.27 1.30-4.17 21
DOC(mg/L) 2.23 1.27-4.11 21

Typical changes after precipitation and runoff
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