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• Compared with stations away from drilling, 

some stations near drilling
– lower diversity

– lower evenness

– lower richness indices

• Species composition varied in relation to both 
geographic location and drilling impacts
– areas  most likely affected by drilling were 

dominated by high abundances of one or a few 
deposit-feeding species, including known pollution 
indicators
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• Megafauna at two near-field sites 
(VK 916 and GB 516)
– Increased fish densities

– Reduced ophiuroid densities
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similar to those at the far-field sites

• Impacts generally were less extensive and 
less severe at post-exploration sites than at 
post-development sites

• Geophysically detected deposits of muds 
and cuttings persist for >5 years

• Anchor scars may persist for >14 years
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