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Table S1. The precision of licensed parameters of NMR sensor provided by the manufacturer.

Parameter RTs (min) NMR SD (mg L)
15 140
30 99
TN
45 81
60 70
15 140
30 99
NH4+N 45 81
60 70
30 64
45 52
TP
60 45
90 37

NMR SD = standard deviation of NMR corresponding to 1 hr measurement time.
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Figure S1. Residuals of TS between NMR predicted and lab measured versus the actual TS of sam-
ples (lab measurement) at 10s RT.
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Figure S2. Residuals of TN between NMR predicted and lab measured versus the actual TS of sam-
ples (lab measurement) at 15 min, 30 min, 45 min, and 60 min RTs. .
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Figure S3. Residuals of NHs-N between NMR predicted and lab measured versus the actual TS of
samples (lab measurement) at 15 min, 30 min, 45 min, and 60 min RTs.
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Figure S4. Residuals of TP between NMR predicted and lab measured versus the actual TS of sam-

ples (lab measurement) at 30 min, 45 min, 60 min, and 90 min RTs.



