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The River Kennet (Fig.3) Is an important tributary of the Thames. March and October (but highest SRP peaks occur in Chl-a- PP |Spr: 0.46 |Spr: 0.52
: : : Sum:-0.05 | Sum: 0.63
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low permeability Eocene clays; the river flow is groundwater dominated (Fig.2). e 9
Fig 2. Discharge along the River Kennet e Chl-a, pH, PP, SRP, SS increase downstream .
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Fig 3. Monitoring stations in
the Kennet catchment Dun and the Next Steps
Kennet and Avon
canals are characterised by elevated chlorophyll-a (1-480 pg It) which might be an e Understand the dynamics of algal blooms by using the hourly automated samples

important source of phytoplankton inoculum in downstream reaches. « Compare laboratory samples with samples registered by the automated stations

Proposed methodology « Compare the shading effect of algae and SS with the growth of macrophytes/epiphytes

. . e Develop the nutrient / light / hydrology limitation “theory” for a dynamic model
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controlling macrophyte, epiphyte and phytoplankton growth along the Kennet;
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