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Fig. 1: The map of Lake Shirakaba. Meshed area indicates

the area covered by waterweed (Elodea nuttallir).
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Fig. 2: Changes in water transparency (upper vertical bars)
and in the density of Daphnia galeata (lower line) in
1997-2009. The dashed line shows the time when the bioma-

nipulation was conducted and n.d. is no data.
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Fig. 8: Percentage of gut contents (dry weight) of Largemouth

bass (Micropterus salmoides) caught in 2009.
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