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Abstract

nisms of submerged macrophytes in control of eutrophic shallow lakes were summarized, and the main factors influencing the restoration of eu-

(1. China Water Resources Pearl River Planning Survey-

According to the application of submerged macrophytes in the restoration of eutrophic shallow lakes in recent years, ecological mecha-

trophic shallow lakes by submerged macrophytes (such as algae, fish feeding, and disturbance) were analyzed. The important roles of submerged
macrophytes in the restoration of eutrophic shallow lakes were discussed. The research can provide theoretical guidance and experiencefor the res-

toration of eutrophic shallow lakes.
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