


COASTAL AND MARINE
MANAGEMENT
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Investigating whether the
subtidal application of a
rubble ecotop on a dike
reinforced with steel slag is
an effective way of meeting

habitat targets
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Eco-engineering solutions
on hard constructions

Need of more information
about the subtidal area
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Combination
of grey and
green
infrastructure,

e.g.
* seawall with
salt

marshes in
front

Ecologically
enhanced hard
solutions, e.g.

= vegetated
revetments

Hard solutions,
e.g.

« seawalls

* dikes

* breakwaters

Soft solutions,

e.g.

e shore
nourishments

ecosystem
engineering
(salt
marshes,
mangrove
forests,
dunes, etc.)

use of natural
materials
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HYBRID INFRASTRUCTURE

GREEN / NATURE-BASED INFRASTRUCTURE

On the way to green
injrapfructure
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Redearch question

TO WHAT EXTEND DO
DIFFERENT ECOLOGICALLY
ENHANCED HARD SOLUTIONS

EFFECT THE SUBTIDAL
BENTHIC FAUNA ON STEEL
SLAG REINFORCED DIKES IN

THE EASTERN SCHELDT?
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The experimental Hel wp
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STATISTICS
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average species abundance
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ANNELIDA ARE SHOWN ON SECONDARY Y-AXIS




value of biodiversity
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Mean abbundance crustacean
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Relation between algae weigth and amount of
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Direwddion &
Concluwrion

SPECIES FOUND

METHOD
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RUBBLE ECOTOP
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