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Shoals are Important, Complex Habitats Evolution of the Lower Flint River Habitat Map Is Shoal 566 (a Spawning Site) Unique?
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of high biological diversity and productivity, used by shoal bass and other
endemic species in the Flint River (e.g., Alabama shad, Gulf sturgeon)
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Narrowing the search for spawning sites by identifying key spawning site
characteristics may improve our ability to collect and tag adult shoal bass
for research and management investigations.
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OBJECTIVES: 1) map and characterize shoal habitat throughout the
lower Flint River using our low-cost, sonar habitat mapping approach
2) identify shoal characteristics associated with spawning site selection
3) use this information to screen and identify other potential spawning
locations

Mapping Habitat Th t the River

Sonar survey conducted April 2008
during high water (Panel 1, Image 1)
Sonar data geoprocessed using our
tools to create sonar image map layers
in ArcGIS 9.x (Panel 2)

Major substrate classes digitized,
classified, and accuracy assessed
(Panel 3, Image 2)

Aerial imagery from summer 2007
used to classify portions of boulder {

(i-e., shoal) substrate as exposed b

during low flows (Panel 4, Image 3) Sonar image revealing distinct substrates
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