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France is one of the major mussel producers in Europe
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reported along French coast but its cause is still unknown

- Overall, M. galloprovincialis shows higher mortality than M. edulis (Fig.4)
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V}‘ The etiology of mortality in laboratory condition different from field
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Fig.3: The cohabitation experiment involved donors and 30 mussels deployed in each
of the compartments for the selected species, and this was carried out in triplicate

La Rochelle

If r e m e r Universite

g\ Ajithkumar.Munusamy@ifremer.fr m Ajithkumar Munusamy @mussels_3



