Effects of Turbidity on Phytoplankton and Planktivore Abundance in Four Central New York Lakes
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Introduction

« Turbidity (amount of total suspended solids (TSS) iIn
water) IS an important factor in aguatic ecosystems that
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Table 1: Chlorophyll a, turbidity, & % juvenile planktivore.

Discussion
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Table 2: Most abundant fish species for each lake sampled. Z
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