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OVERVIEW STUDY SITE SUMMARY

Goal: Use soil moisture profile conceptual framework to understand the larger » Established system response and recovery
picture of soil moisture at subsurface layer in a GSI system which dictates the » Framework provides consistency with which system response to
system’s response and recovery to a storm event. storm events is analyzed

Pe * Knowledge is transferable to other GSI sites with different soil type

Improved understanding of subsurface hydrology
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Benefit of using conceptual framework
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Post-storm soil moisture condition Figure 5. (a) Linear bioswale in northeast Philadelphia at the cross section of Marlborough street and

Time s— Shackamaxon street, (b) soil moisture sensor installed at 10cm, 35¢cm and 60cm

FUTURE WORK

Figure 1: Soil moisture profile conceptual framework
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