Timeline: available lake data
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The 2021 survey revealed a very wide
range of lake types, chemical conditions
and trophic states across this small region

These preliminary analyses and graphs will
be incorporated into a joint report by ALMS
and MLMA, to be completed in 2021
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Sodium
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Chloride
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Hardness
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Oligotrophic HIGH clarity, LOW productivity
4#}-1_.“__;_/ Low nutrient levels

Good light penetration
High dissolved oxygen
Deeper waters

Intermediate/Moderate
Levels

High nutrient levels

Poor light penetration

High algal growth

Very low dissolved oxygen
Shallow waters

. Hypereuirbphi

Possible dead zones
due to lack of oxygen

LOW clarity, HIGH productivity




Total Phosphorus and Trophic Status
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Total Phosphorus and Chlorophyll-a
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Chlrophyll-a ug/L

Chlorophyll-a vs Total Phosphorus (log-log)
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Total Nitrogen and Trophic Status
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Secchi Depth and Trophic Status
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Thank you!



Thank you!
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