Endpoint characterization factors for
freshwater eutrophication: testing
different methods to obtain effect factors
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CONCLUSIONS

Endpoint characterization factors for
freshwater eutrophication depend on the
type of effect factor that Is used

Today’s talk is on:
Depend on what, how much?
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Computing Effect Factors
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Computing Effect Factors
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Computing Effect Factors
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Computing Effect Factors
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Results: Heterotrophs in temperate lakes of Europe
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Applicability: Characterization model
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Results: Characterization factors
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CONCLUSIONS

Endpoint characterization factors for
freshwater eutrophication depend on the
type of effect factor that Is used

Depends on: H
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1) TP monitoring data:
Available (y/n?)/Level (high/low?)

Freq. Distrib. (%)

L= (o8] = (@) co
T T T T

2) Specific TP target (y/n?)

3) Let’s not forget the fate factors!
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