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Days
Orientation
Treatment
Site
Residual

Total

Df

* SumoOfSqs ~

4.7761948
1.7280454
0.3687488
0.1002964
6.6284081
13.6016936

R2 v
0.351147068
0.127046341
0.027110509
0.007373819
0.487322262
1.000000000

F > Pr>F) *

35.3076550
12.7744435
0.9086492
0.7414337
NA

NA

0.001
0.001
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Hard Bryozoan on Marsh Frames Over Time
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“ Df ¥ SumOfSgs ~ R2 v
Days 0.8478130 0.06785230 3.673728
Orientation 0.7053394 0.05644983 3.056364

Treatment 3.4130258 0.27315177 7.394630
Site 0.3747044 0.02998839 1.623662
Residual 7.1540968 0.57255771 NA
Total 12.4949794 1.00000000 NA
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& * SumOfSqs ~ R2 v g
Days 1.73054902 0.51571978 15.0008780
Orientation 0.09072688 0.02703746 0.7864457

Treatment 0.14996537 0.04469108 1.2999413
Residual 1.38435819 0.41255168 NA
Total 3.35559946 1.00000000 NA
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NMDS Nutrient vs. Control Fouling Communities Over Time
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“ Df ¥ SumOfSqs ~* R2 -
DEVES 1 0.6766147 0.12060091 2.5451969
Orientation 1 0.2565106 0.04572087 0.9649066

Treatment 1 1.4871584 0.26507354 5.5941897
Residual 12 3.1900779 0.56860469 NA
Total 15 5.6103616 1.00000000 NA
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Next Steps

e New areas of study from observations
o Victorella Rugosity (Thickness)
o Understanding tubeworm tube size differences between plates
B Species differences, result of available material, etc.
e Setup/Experimental Design
o Higher separation between marsh grasses in chosen sites of study
0 New design for shore plates to decrease loss of samples and interference from
sand
O More time
B Tubeworm count data seemed close to diverging between sites at week 4
e Statistical Analysis
o Statistical tests to account for time
o Compare community composition data with various field measurements P
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