


Ecology of Corbicula fluminea

* non-native freshwater clam
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Clam Sites’ +

2 control sites:

CS01, Ridgeview Park N
"Q‘E‘w

CS02, Wayne Avenue ;ﬁ_ \1:, F

'.,._"".

16 test sites:
CS03 to CS18

A = river left
B = river middle

C = river right
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Clam Collection Day: November 9, 2002




Purging the Clams

e held in deionized water for 48 hours
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Shucking the Clams




Does Age of the Clams Affect Hg Content?
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Average shell length within composite sample (mm)
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Do control and non-control sites differ?

:I'-.-'Ier-:l_lrg.r Concentration (ppm By Control'MNon- Control S e
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Are there differences across the channel?

:T-:-'I:Ell Hg Concentation (pprmil By Location :]
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Results: Average Tissue Concentration
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Is there a significant difference in the
means of the non-control sites?

:T-:-'I:Ell Hg Concentation (ppmil By Site (RHiver vile=s from Dupont )
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Are CS16 — CS18 significantly higher?
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Total Hg (ppm wet weight)

Differences between CS03 and CS15?
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Are there significant changes
between CS03 and CS157?

Subpopulation

Range
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Conclusions
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Comparison to Fish Tissue Data

Total Hg in Fish Tissue
(mg/kg wet mass)
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