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MILLIONS OF POURNDS

Commercial Production of Lake Erie Fish
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Dissolved Oxygen in the Bottom Waters of Lake Erie - 1960
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FIGURE 11 Distribution of dissolved oxygen (ppm) in the bottom waters of Lake Erie, 1960 (from Beeton, 1963).
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PHOSPHORUS CONCENTRATION, ug/l
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LAKE ERIE WESTERN BASIN
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LAKE ERIE CENTRAL BASIN
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CHLOROPHYLL a CONCENTRATION,

Hg/l
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MINIMUM MEAN HYPOLIMNETIC
DISSOLVED OXYGEN, mg/!

MEAN DISSOLVED OXYGEN vs. MINIMUM
LAKE ERIE CENTRAL BASIN DISSOLVED OXYGEN
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AREA OF ANOXIA, km?
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Workshop Questions

e Why was the modeling work done (especially, what management issues did it
address)?

e How many models were used?
o How widely did the models differ in concept and application?
e Who developed and ran the different models?

o How were the results of the different models used together to draw conclusions or
make decisions?

e What decisions were made based on the models?

e \What extra costs were incurred by having multiple models?

e \What benefits resulted from having multiple models?

o How did multiple models affect the results and decisions (outputs and outcomes)
compared to having a single model?

e \What recommendations would this example suggest for the Chesapeake Bay
Program modeling?



