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An example of subsea power distribution network (Figure courtesy: ANSYS)
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Figure 3 TBF over time for different electric field treatments (green line = constant, blue line = intermittent, red line = con-
trol). Colored dashed lines show 95% confidence intervals, respectively. A clear dip in ventilatory activity can be seen at

minutes 1 and 21 for the intermittent treatment, representing the onset of electric field stimul. Ball et al (2015)
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The EMF from
the Cross Sound
Cable in this
study
did not prevent
the lobsters or
skates from
crossing the
cable
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Figure 5. Linear regression of speed deficit and the simultaneous, root
mean square, current in the sub-sea cable. The deficit is the decrease of
swimming speed in the middle (cable) interval compared with the mean
swimming speed of the same eel in the northern and southern intervals.
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Receptors
— Fish (telelosts & elasmobranchs)
— Marine/aquatic invertebrates
— Marine/aquatic mammals & turtles

Movement & distribution

— Altered Migration - large scale

— Movement pattern - Medium scale

— Avoidance or attraction - Small scale
Life history

— Early life stage development

— Physiological / biochemical change (e.g. Energetic)
— Prey /predator detection

Caveat warning:

o
‘- ”
DAk

Poor understanding of receptor animals and what the
effects/responses mean in terms of
biological/ecological/fisheries/socioeconomic significance (i.e. Impact)
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