EPIBENTHIC ASSEMBLAGES AND CORAL RUBBLES: POSSTBIES
EFFECTS OF HUMAN IMPACTS ON CORAL REEFS. ~* i
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Conclusions: In the impacted sites the amount of coral rubbles and the fine fraction are higher than in contiroll ones,
probably due to the physical disturbances that led to a major destruction and erosion rate of hard corals. Insteadi the high
quantity of living coral fragments within coral rubbles could be related to recent physical damage. The epibenthic
assemblages shift their features from control to impacted sites with a lost of three-dimensional structural complexity with
increasing physical disturbances . In the studied area the impact seems mainly due fo boats striking and anchoring, which
destroy lagoon corals and cause continuous coral rubbles rain towards the slope. In this way, the impact is directly
performed on the flat and reef edge but its effect is detectable also along the reef wall, transferring the negative effect
of anthropic activities in the deep.
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