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Stream Restoration Role of Biofilm Bacteria in Stream Ecosystems

A comprehensive program to re-establish the structure and function of an

ecosystem, including its natural diversity and aquatic habitats. Bacteria are critical components of stream food webs through fixation

and conversion of energy, carbon and nutrients and as a food
source to other trophic levels. Biofilm bacterial populations respond
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Stream Modification and Contamination Effects on Bacterial Population Structure.
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