Quantifying Ventifact Erosion Rates in California Using OSL Depth Profile Analysis
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’:-3:\ Figure 3: IR, (blue diamonds) and pIRIR,,s (red squares) luminescence depth profiles from 4 rock core samples taken from ventifact 4 at Silver Lake site. Figure 4: IR, (blue diamonds) and pIRIR,,s (red squares) luminescence depth profiles from 4 rock core samples taken from ventifact 7 at Garnet Hill site.
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Figure 1: Model luminescence-depth profile for (a) an exposed and (b) an eroding rock surface (Sohbati et al 2018). RO Ck H ardness and Depth Of BleaChing FUture Ork
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