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Active conservation measures

A Habitat restoration in hope of
spontaneous recolonisation

A Adult relocation

A Seedingwith juveniles from captive
breeding
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Translocate - where




Unio crassust threatened, HD




Restoring of range, population integrity and
recolonisation of thick  -shelled river mussel
(UNIO CRASSUS)

Coordinator: dr Katarzyna Zaj Nc, | OP

project POIS -05.02.00 -00-084/08
pn. "Przywr-cenie droUnof¢
ekol ogicznego doliny rzek.iI

www.losos.org.pl

UNIA EUROPEJSKA
INFRASTRUKTURA EUROPEJSKI FUNDUSZ n
| SRODOWISKO ROZWOJU REGIONALNEGO

NAROD WA STRATECIA SPOINOSC




Aim:
Recolonisation of ecological corridor
of the river

Task No 3. Species & Habitat
survey

Task No 10. Re -introduction

Task No 16. Monitoring of the
results
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Small streams




Small stream
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7 Behaviouir

< y Aquatic Conservation: Marine and
> Freshwater Ecosyst, 2019, 29 (3), 331-340.
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Direction & distance
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Behaviouir
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L.C. Hastie et al. | Biological Conservation 98 (2001) 107-115
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Fig. 2. Estimated changes in mussel abundance based on field notes (two spot checks per freshwater station). Broken lines represent positions of

outer strand lines indicating maximum extent of flood. i
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(n=445 and 434, respectively) observed in 36 cross-river transects.

quadrats (n=445 and 434, respectively) observed in 36 cross-river
transects.




Mortality

A lsttrial T zero

A 2nd trial T 91 found again i 3 dead with
transmitters (ca 3.3%)
I Md per site =9
I 15% burrowed completely
I 20% invisible (roots, boulders)

I 19 (17%) not found again, although with
transmitters



Dislodging
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Dislodging

A regulated:
I d, ., =48.6m,wild 4. =1.8m, p=0.025
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Large vs smaill
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Success In field

Science of the Total Environment, 2018, v.624: 273-282.
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Young dispersion
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