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Figure R24. Cloeon dipterum

Periphyton chlorophyll a

Controls were very smallfor ct mesocosm study (i.e. 20 %)."This is
acceptable, coverage data are shown in the Figures below.
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Tire report stated: ''Emergence was significantly decreased in 33 and 
100 ng/L from day 28 to 56. Emergence increased again later and 
despite high MDD due to the low numbers, recovery up to 100 ng/L by 
the end of the study was demonstrated, with emergence numbers very 
close to those of Controls. Emergence at 33 ng/L was not reduced 
before day 28 and thus, the possible recovery by day 70 was considered 
class 3A-4B. Because emergence at 100 ng/L dropped to zero already 
on day 14, effects were considered class 3B-5A to indicate that 
recovery within eight weeks after the last application was possible but 
was only clearly demonstrated by the end of the study." This is 
acceptable, abondance data are shown in the Figure below.

Cryptophytes:
Tire report stated: iCFor Cryptophytes (MDDs category 2) the overall 
chlorophyll a concentration was verf low and was therefore not 
consideredfor effect classiflcation'' This is acceptable, concentrations 
on day 57 (the only day with a NOEC of 33+ ng/L) were 0.00 pg/slide 
in 10 of 20 enclosures, ranged between 0.09-0.59 pg/slide in the 
remaining 10 enclosures, except for one enclosure each at 6 and 100 
ng/L (3.30 and 1.00 pg/slide, respectively).

Macrophytes
In spite of statistically significant increases on day 55 and day 85, 
overall effect class 1 was assigned. Tire report stated: ''The total 
coverage and the coverage by the dominating Myriophyllum spicatum 
were slightly higher on day 55 at 6 - 100 ng/L. which was considered 
as effect class 2+ despite the fact that the MDD was very low. For M. 
spicatum the coverage was higher at 100 ng/L on the last sampling day, 
too. However, these statistica! findings were not considered to indicate 
an indirect treatment effect since the promotion on day 55 was not 
related to the concentration and in general. the differences to the
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