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Introduction

Portuguese populations of the protected freshwater pearl mussel M. margaritifera, being In the southern distrbution limit are exposed to

conditions at least 2 far higher than i the pearl mussels rivers from central and northern
Europe. 20th century.

of these. Tuelarver.

these populati foss of th 2003). As reported by

Hastle et al. (2000) a more comprehensive knowledge on the habitat requirements of M. margaritifera is essential to identify the best river
In this

used by pearl mussel populations in both rivers.

Methods
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Results

The RS showed that Rabagal and Tuea river sections have excellent qualty,consdering both

/The preerence curves (Fi. 3 fo joveniles and adults of M. margaritfers, were shown to be
simila 1o the water colun velocty (010020 ') and bottom vlodty (0010 m'),

-dominant

fo juvenile and ovrhaning vegetaion, rots and boulders fo aduts)

(NTotal <02 me/l; PTota <01 e/, Pariculate Organic Matter (POM) <45 mg/L and

/Athough the water quality was consdered exclent, 3 low concentration of total olform
bactera was found in the water of both rives inicating some anhropogenic influences
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“These resuts are being now complemented with on going sudies 1o
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