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	Criterion

	Latitude
	Longitude
	Elevation (m a.s.l.)
	Mean depth (m)
	Area (km2)
	pH
	Alkalinity (mEq·L-1)
	DOC (mg·L-1)
	Conductivity (µS·cm-1)
	Turbidity (NTU)
	Water T (º C)
	O2 (mg·L-1)
	TN (mg·L-1)
	Ammonia (mg·L-1)
	Nitrates (mg·L-1)
	TP (mg·L-1)
	SRP (mg·L-1)
	Silica (mg·L-1)
	Elevation (m a.s.l.)
	Mean depth (m)
	Area (km2)
	pH
	Alkalinity (mEq·L-1)
	DOC (mg·L-1)
	Conductivity (µS·cm-1)
	Turbidity (NTU)
	Water T (º C)
	O2 (mg·L-1)
	TN (mg·L-1)
	Ammonia (mg·L-1)
	Nitrates (mg·L-1)
	TP (mg·L-1)
	SRP (mg·L-1)
	Silica (mg·L-1)
	Reference

	47.0
	8.0
	1094
	13.8
	0.2
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	5.9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	6.6
	2.5
	1.6
	2.5
	5.1
	-
	5.5
	-
	0.0
	-
	2.8
	-
	2.8
	-
	-
	-
	Lotter et al. 1997

	53.0
	-78.0
	110
	30.0
	-
	6.2
	-
	9.9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.3
	0.032
	0.005
	0.013
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	40.0
	-
	16.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	21.0
	-
	-
	Enache and Prairie. 2002

	42.3
	-81.5
	287
	28.0
	1.5
	5.8
	-
	2.0
	28.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.010
	-
	-
	3.9
	-
	-
	6.7
	-
	0.0
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	Dixit et al. 2002

	69.9
	-133.2
	356
	7.4
	0.9
	7.9
	-
	12.3
	159.7
	-
	18.2
	-
	0.5
	0.012
	0.016
	0.016
	0.002
	2.1
	-
	23.0
	-
	12.0
	-
	11.0
	0.0
	-
	18.0
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	15.0
	0.0
	22.0
	Pienitz et al. 1995

	67.0
	24.0
	507
	7.2
	0.2
	6.9
	-
	-
	24.5
	-
	11.2
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	8.9
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	5.6
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Weckström and Korhola. 2001

	68.5
	29.5
	507
	8.3
	0.2
	7.1
	0.1
	3.4
	23.5
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	10.0
	-
	0.0
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Korhola et al. 1999

	53.5
	-127.0
	125
	20.1
	-
	8.0
	-
	-
	181.5
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.027
	-
	-
	1.0
	22.0
	-
	22.0
	-
	-
	28.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	23.0
	-
	-
	Reavie et al. 1995

	42.0
	-72.0
	858
	1.0
	81.5
	7.7
	-
	4.5
	106.9
	1.4
	-
	-
	0.4
	0.001
	0.001
	0.017
	-
	-
	-
	28.0
	25.0
	36.0
	-
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	17.0
	-
	-
	Dixit and Smol. 1994

	68.4
	22.5
	375
	6.4
	0.1
	6.3
	6.8
	-
	24.0
	-
	12.6
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	6.0
	-
	14.0
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Moser et al. 2000

	59.8
	-113.0
	258
	7.0
	0.3
	8.1
	-
	14.9
	261.0
	-
	19.8
	-
	-
	0.021
	-
	0.013
	0.001
	2.1
	-
	15.0
	8.0
	14.0
	-
	10.0
	0.0
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	Moser et al. 2000

	63.0
	-113.0
	187
	5.4
	6.5
	7.4
	-
	22.8
	54.3
	-
	14.1
	-
	0.5
	-
	-
	0.010
	-
	0.6
	-
	1.5
	16.7
	0.0
	-
	11.8
	0.0
	-
	0.0
	-
	6.1
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	12.3
	Rühland and Smol. 2002

	32.5
	87.0
	4000
	4.9
	-
	9.1
	-
	-
	4307.8
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	31.0
	-
	13.0
	-
	-
	29.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Yang et al. 2001

	35.0
	94.0
	4229
	6.9
	218.0
	9.0
	-
	-
	9318.2
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	8.0
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	10.8
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Yang et al. 2003

	38.0
	-58.0
	300
	0.4
	-
	8.7
	-
	-
	1465.9
	-
	16.1
	-
	-
	-
	13.689
	-
	0.355
	46.7
	-
	3.6
	-
	6.2
	-
	-
	6.8
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	5.8
	-
	4.8
	6.7
	Hassan et al. 2009

	34.0
	142.0
	53
	0.5
	-
	8.5
	-
	-
	6859.9
	-
	21.0
	10.1
	2.2
	-
	0.053
	0.151
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	2.2
	-
	-
	3.9
	-
	-
	0.9
	1.2
	-
	1.3
	0.4
	-
	-
	Tibby et al. 2007

	30.0
	116.0
	24
	4.2
	-
	8.5
	-
	5.2
	275.6
	-
	-
	9.0
	1.1
	-
	-
	0.163
	-
	7.0
	-
	4.5
	-
	3.0
	-
	5.6
	12.5
	-
	-
	2.8
	13.2
	7.2
	10.1
	13.6
	-
	5.8
	Yang et al. 2005

	52.5
	13.0
	30
	18.0
	1.1
	8.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	30.000
	0.080
	2.600
	0.2
	-
	-
	-
	9.4
	16.3
	-
	-
	-
	-
	14.6
	11.4
	-
	-
	12.4
	10.7
	8.5
	Kirilova et al. 2008

	40.0
	173.0
	380
	51.0
	14.0
	7.5
	-
	-
	120.6
	2.0
	12.7
	-
	0.2
	0.032
	0.035
	0.014
	0.006
	-
	-
	-
	-
	6.3
	-
	-
	7.3
	3.1
	4.4
	-
	4.2
	3.2
	-
	5.7
	5.5
	-
	Reid. 2005

	74.0
	-80.0
	21
	0.5
	-
	8.5
	87.9
	-
	990.0
	-
	8.9
	10.9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.6
	-
	-
	-
	7.0
	-
	-
	37.0
	-
	13.0
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	Ng and King. 1999

	35.5
	139.0
	5
	1.1
	-
	8.1
	-
	-
	88068.5
	12.2
	17.9
	-
	2.3
	38.797
	-
	0.218
	-
	-
	-
	3.3
	-
	3.6
	-
	-
	0.0
	2.4
	1.6
	-
	7.4
	1.3
	-
	6.0
	-
	-
	Haynes et al. 2011

	45.0
	-93.5
	285
	3.0
	0.1
	8.4
	134.5
	16.8
	-
	-
	21.4
	-
	1.4
	-
	-
	0.073
	0.007
	1.8
	-
	-
	-
	3.8
	-
	0.0
	3.1
	-
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	-
	-
	8.8
	0.0
	0.0
	Edulnd and Ramstak. 2006

	49.0
	94.0
	1715
	7.1
	0.2
	7.8
	-
	-
	5692.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.120
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	5.4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	3.3
	-
	-
	Shinneman et al. 2009

	53.5
	-8.5
	80
	6.4
	0.1
	7.3
	55.2
	-
	183.1
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.026
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7.7
	8.2
	-
	7.4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	5.9
	-
	-
	Chen et al. 2008

	36.0
	145.0
	172
	2.3
	62.4
	7.5
	-
	-
	267.1
	38.0
	-
	-
	1.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	4.7
	-
	-
	-
	-
	2.5
	3.6
	-
	-
	3.1
	-
	-
	9.2
	-
	-
	Tibby. 2004

	47.5
	13.5
	1129
	25.6
	-
	7.8
	773.5
	0.5
	84.9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.000
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7.4
	-
	3.7
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	Huber. 2009

	54.5
	-159.0
	100
	1.0
	-
	7.2
	-
	-
	527.4
	121.6
	7.7
	11.4
	0.8
	-
	-
	-
	0.538
	0.4
	-
	-
	-
	4.0
	-
	-
	8.3
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	10.3
	0.0
	Saunders et al. 2008

	52.5
	13.0
	30
	38.0
	1.1
	8.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	10.0
	-
	-
	-
	15.000
	0.090
	2.300
	0.2
	-
	-
	-
	9.4
	16.9
	-
	-
	-
	12.6
	14.6
	11.4
	-
	-
	12.4
	10.7
	8.5
	Kirilova. 2009

	54.5
	-3.0
	65
	15.5
	1.0
	7.4
	0.4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.037
	0.500
	0.030
	0.004
	1.3
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7.7
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	21.9
	0.0
	Dong. 2010

	57.0
	9.0
	0
	28.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	12500.0
	-
	-
	-
	1.7
	-
	-
	0.110
	-
	-
	-
	3.9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	6.0
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	3.5
	-
	-
	Ryves et al. 2004

	51.0
	4.0
	100
	2.3
	0.0
	7.4
	1.3
	-
	520.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.290
	-
	6.6
	-
	-
	-
	7.7
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	2.6
	-
	2.0
	Denys. 2007

	76.0
	-110.0
	27
	1.0
	0.0
	8.2
	-
	-
	152.0
	-
	6.5
	-
	0.5
	0.038
	-
	-
	0.004
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7.9
	-
	-
	5.2
	-
	0.0
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	Antoniades et al. 2005

	5.0
	102.8
	143
	37.0
	369.0
	7.0
	12.6
	-
	-
	1.9
	29.6
	7.7
	-
	0.032
	0.052
	-
	0.110
	10.2
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	17.0
	-
	-
	0.0
	0.0
	32.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	0.0
	Rouf et al. 2008

	51.0
	4.3
	100
	2.3
	0.0
	7.4
	1.3
	-
	520.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.290
	-
	6.6
	-
	-
	-
	8.2
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	2.4
	Denys. 2006

	47.3
	13.8
	1968
	16.4
	-
	7.3
	0.2
	-
	35.3
	-
	10.8
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.003
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	10.1
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	6.5
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	Schmidt et al. 2004

	67.0
	-52.0
	302
	16.4
	0.2
	7.6
	1332.6
	-
	208.5
	-
	-
	-
	0.5
	-
	-
	0.005
	-
	-
	13.8
	2.0
	1.5
	15.3
	13.9
	-
	9.6
	-
	-
	-
	4.5
	-
	-
	0.8
	-
	-
	Perren et al. 2009

	33.5
	95.0
	4290
	8.5
	-
	9.1
	-
	-
	10.1
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	3.3
	4.7
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	5.9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Wang et al. 2011

	42.0
	-101.0
	643
	2.3
	-
	9.1
	3471.8
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	3.4
	-
	-
	0.362
	-
	-
	-
	5.6
	-
	0.0
	4.9
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	5.9
	-
	-
	4.8
	-
	-
	Shinneman et al. 2010

	51.5
	-7.5
	100
	2.1
	0.2
	-
	-
	-
	520.8
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	0.189
	-
	-
	-
	1.2
	8.2
	8.6
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	7.8
	11.9
	-
	-
	Bennion. 1994

	37.5
	-119.0
	2906
	10.5
	0.1
	-
	-
	-
	170.3
	-
	15.1
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	5.4
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	7.0
	-
	4.5
	-
	4.5
	-
	-
	3.7
	-
	-
	Bloom et al. 2003

	52.0
	13.3
	29
	11.2
	-
	7.9
	-
	-
	450.0
	-
	-
	90.7
	1.4
	0.496
	0.772
	0.096
	0.046
	-
	-
	1.6
	-
	1.9
	-
	-
	0.0
	-
	-
	-
	1.9
	1.4
	-
	2.3
	1.6
	-
	Schönfelder et al. 2002


Supplemetary table 1: predictor (environmental data) and criterion (percentage of variance explained by the corresponding variable) matrices used in the meta-analysis.
