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Influence Diagram Decision Support Tool
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Finding the right fish-friendly
mitigation measures

A tool for selecting cost-effective fish-friendly mitigation
measures for existing and new hydropower schemes
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Indicators

Attraction

Relative flow of attraction

Location of fish entrance

Entrance

Difference in water level at the entrance
Water depth at the entrance

Width of the entrance

Water depth before the entrance

Orientation of the entrance respect to the river

Typology of the entrance

Passage

Difference in water level between pools
Volumetric power dissipation

Mean water depth of the pool
Dissipated power

Water depth between pools

Width notches pools

Typology of connection between pools
Exit

Difference in water level at the exit
Water depth at the exit

Width of the exit

Water depth after the exit

Orientation of the exit respect to the river
Typology of the exit
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Fishfriendly Innovative Technologies for Hydropower
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Task 2.1.4 Solution, Methods, Tools and Devices (SMTD) for fish migration issue
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Summary Influence Diagrams

Influences Diagrams are valuables' tools for
conducting cost-effectiveness analyses where
several criteria and interests must be

considered

The method allows users and decision-makers to
visually represent and understand various
interests and goals, which may lead to different
prioritization of potential mitigation measures
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