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Figure 2. Changes in mussel condition (June in white and Oct in black) and summer
growth (in gray) in the main water masses.
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Fig 7. LS Means/SE for daily summer growth rate (60 days). || Fig 8a. LS Means/SE for daily winter growth rate (152 days).
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Figure 5. LS Means and SE (n, = 16) from a 30 day growth/salinity experiment. (fresh =

continuous 0 PSU, variable = 0 — 2 PSU, brackish = continuous 2 PSU). -
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Figure 3. Seasonal allometric water mass relationship (June = white, Oct = black).
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