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Source:  Mueller-Solger et al 2002, Limnol. Oeanogr. 47(5): 1468-1476
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Outline

• Document Delta’s chlorophyll response to 
phosphorus reduction

• Compare to the Rhine River’s response

• Compare to an empirical model for flowing waters
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*Van Nieuwenhuyse, E.E., and J.R. Jones.  1996.  Phosphorus-chlorophyll relationship in temperate 
streams and its variation with catchment area.  Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 53:  99 - 105
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Conclusions

• Delta is phosphorus-limited

• Delta Chl:TP is low because loss is high

• To boost Delta Chl, increase TP and reduce loss

• Need whole-system scale experiment
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Questions?
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