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Figure 1. Carbon budget in the pelagic area of
Lake Biwa. Units are gC m= yr' except for areal C

abundance denoted by parenthesis.
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Figure 2, Relationships between fraction of lake water and bacterial abundance in enriched treatments. Open
circle: lake water with upper reaches of River Ane (AU); open square: lower reaches of River Ane (AL); solid

circle; upper reaches of River Yasu (YU)Y: solid square: tower reaches of River Yasu (YL). /
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Figure 3. Temporal changes in the sestonic carbon
(>20pm and <20pm fractions) in the layer above 30m
(upper panel), primary production rates of »20tm and
<20um fraction (middle panel) and carbon sinking
flux (lower panel),
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Figure 4. Temporal changes in zooplankton biomass.
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Figure 5. Relationship between zooplankton
biomass and elimination rate (prifnary production rate
— sinking flux) withinin the surface laycer. The dorted
{ine is the regression line fitted for data except for Sep.

1997 that is sbown by open circle.





