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Restoring small streams:
Effects on aquatic organisms
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® The variability across sites was higher @ - |
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Figure 1: Selected metrics for the four organism groups studied across
23 restored reaches and channelised controls in Switzerland.
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® Restored reaches with a more
Substrate variability and patchiness Variability of the wetted width ' '
edge dernsity] variable width supported a greater
diversity of stoneflies (Fig. 2Db).

Figure 2: Inferactions between restoration effects. Shown are the
values observed in the restored reaches.
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® More results follow in autumn 2025.

Figure 3: Example of how contextual variables such as the total
nitrogen load influence restoration outcome.
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