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Objectives

Quantifying and comparing site and biota characteristics across smelter-damaged

lakes with varying degrees of tfreatment using:

Habitat Availability Invertebrate Community Diversity
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Objectives

Understanding and modelling trophic interactions in smelter-damaged lakes using:

Stable Isotopes Productivity/Abundance
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Objectives

Understanding and modelling trophic interactions in smelter-damaged lakes using:

o O 0
{0+ 0o
Stable Isotopes 0O fisH O
Littoral 8 I COPEPOD LAKE
zone = | - l
X 6l © COPEPOD
E srlfjeglc ‘.‘."’2 4 | ® (orex
(Q —
- %@ POM
2 -
pOSiﬁon 0 8 1 1 ] | 1 ] ] ] ] ] 1 1 [ |
(predators) -34 -32 -30 -28 -26 -24 -22 -20

Fry, B. 1991.
13
0 " C (%o) Ecology 76(6).



S~Terrestrial C

Carbon
dynamics

Stable isotope analysis

across trophic levels

 Terrestrial vs. aquatic- (L
derived C > = -

« Tracking energy

~ *,..-\\\\“‘a

S




Land-water
linkages

Transport terrestrial C and
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Trophic
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« Coherence or variation in
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Importance

Food web responses to

anthropogenic stressors

Restoration technique

evaluation

Protection of freshwater

resources
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