Seasonal Variability in Material Fluxes Through Rivers and Streams on the North Slope of Alaska
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Figure 1. (a) The AKMFS concept and (b) Study area on the North Slope of Alaska with
sampling sites on the Sagavanirktok (SAG01-05) and Kuparuk Rivers (KUP01-03) and
transitional tundra streams that feed the Sagavanirktok River: Schuyler Creek (SCHO01) and
Happy Valley Creek (HAPO1). Also: the Dalton Highway (AK pipeline “haul” road); Toolik
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