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Study Site



Methods & Monitoring
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NFM Design & Function



Key Findings – Accumulation Rates
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Offline Feature Hydrological Functioning



Benefits & Potential Disbenefits?
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➢ NFM ponds and flood storage areas can trap significant masses of sediment and P

➢ 83 t sediment and 122 kg P stored (equivalent to ~25% and ~14% of catchment fluxes)

➢ Design of features and hydrological connectivity influences trapping rate

https://doi.org/10.3390/w13121640

565 tonnes

83 tonnes
trapped

In Summary…

3.4 km2

in <1% of the catchment area

https://doi.org/10.3390/w13121640
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