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thickness classifications defo’;’ifional";jﬁg’gz; 4. The marine clay sediments in the Boston Basin, the coast of Lake Champlain and the Maine coast tend to
classifications Lo have low f, values. These f, values are very driven by depth to bedrock and therefore can vary widely in short
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i Figure 6. Results of the spatial join of the f, stations 5. The thin, mostly fine-grained proglacial sediments in Maine tend to have higher f, values than the rest of the
with each of the surficial geologic units from Table thin, mostly fine-grained proglacial sediments. In future work, we will treat the Maine Coast independently.
‘ = 1, this is a_ map of the medians of the 1, distribution 6. The river floodplain/glacial lake structure in the Connecticut River Valley also has low frequencies.
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