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Advances on Theory of Biomanipulation in Control of Eutrophicated Lakes
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Abstract: Advances of biomanipulation theory for control of eutrophicated lakes were reviewed. Relationships among fish, zoo-
plankton, phytoplankton, submerged macrophyte, and bacteria in eutrophic aquatic ecosystem were analyzed. Effects and problems

of applying this theory in the process of lake recovery were discussed. Some suggestions on the development of this theory were

proposed.
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