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o This data cannot be used to make future predictions because
the inconsistent change in the data did not provide a very accu-
rate representation of the change because a significant change
throughout the season was not observed.

Digital Thermometer pH Probe o This graph shows that as temperature increases, the dissolved oxy-
gen decreases.
o This graph makes sense because as the temperature rises, the water
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does not evaporate in the winter. A . s ot h of the day the data is collected may vary.
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" was not reliable enough on its own because a particular trend

did not appear during the amount of time that the data was col-
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o This graph shows as pH increases, dissolved oxygen also in-
creases.
o This graph makes sense because microorganisms in the water
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o Ablative cover was collected for
four periods of the day and the
percentages were averaged to-
gether every day for consecutive

weeks provided by NOAA.org. 12: a o Both groups agreed that by continuing to collect the data for a
5.0 longer period of time they could come to a better conclusion.
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» Different chemicals were added to test for dis- & e ol R — Why is no trend observed?
solved oxygen through a process of titration and ' c <) S » No trend is observed because the r* value for the water temper-
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o When the data was collected: pH, temperature,

es, dissolved oxygen decreases.
o This graph does not make sense because the

cloud coverage, and dissolved oxygen were all collecied

' h other. ' i ' . . .
cach of these factors impact each other dat.a IS t00 Inconsistent. o The Scratch program helps to find one condition, knowing the other conditions.
» Where the data was collected: all of these factors were collected in the same area of o This data should not be graphed at all. » The program was a good predictor. However, when using the equations, the product was
the stream so each of the variables and their data were controlled. close, but not perfect to the exact answer.

o Website to collect ablative cover: same website to collect cloud coverage so time pe-
riods and areas did not vary and were kept consistent every day.




