Understanding Subsurface Stratigraphy for PFAS Environmental Characterization using Modern Analogs
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Introduction The Challenge of Subsurface Correlation Applying Analogs from Similar Depositional Settings
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settings. Results of the study are then compared to previous lithostratigraphic interpretations at the
Site.
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Measured correlation dimensions and width-thickness ratios from present day deltaic analogs are applied to the dataset in order to generate a realistic subsurface correlation.
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