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* Invertebrate surveys
 Infauna (box core): 8 sites, 153 grabs
* Epifauna (ROV): 3 sites, 36 stations
* Objectives:
 Map habitat, not just geology
* Develop predictive capabilities of California
where to find high priority "
habitat or species

/ .
[ Cape Mendocino

- Study Sites

Federal State Jursidiction (3 nm)

Northern San "‘-k
Andreas Fault

0 15 30 60 90 120
Miles

Part 1: Distribution of Habitats and Species



High Resolution Mapping

Conducted by C. Goldfinger lab (OSU-CEOAYS)
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Infauna and Sediment Sampling

0.1 m? Grey-O’Hare box core

o Water quality
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an Grain Size Map:

60 samples selected
usSEABED, OSU, and
| databases; Inverse
Weighted
or 8.15%
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Created by C. Goldfinger lab (OSU-CEOAS)
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et Organisms Delineate Habitats
LINKTREE Analysis
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acies assemblages within the

Secondary differentiation
on depth and grain size.

oitat map = adjust bins to
reflect species preferences

rather than equal splitting:
e 99-100 % sand
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Subtle Differences in Sediment
Composition Matter
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Habitat Suitability (and unce
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P Next: Cross-shelf and Slope sampli
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Assessing Deployment Effects at
PMEC-NETS

PIVIEC-NETS
1 nm? site in state waters off Newport, OR

on grid connected: can test 1/3 to % scale
vices

/5% sand
Clg=221) Sentine]

and-alone electrical loading and
sion for test WEC

ds WEC power output and
casuring instrument
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& 2012 ROV Survey of Wet-NZ test
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Residual Proportion
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Summary

Macrofaunal assemblages primarily shaped by % sand and
depth, finer differentiation based on grain size: habitat maps
should show sediment breaks that reflect species
preferences.

. Greater proportion of shell hash and gravel collected arou
chors at PMEC-NETS — potential indicator of scour or
1er processes.

idence for anchor effects on sediment mec
ofaunal organismal indices in medi
d not necessarily exg
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