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Bull trout move between the river and lake

Number of detections

DEFINITIONS 100 - throughout the day, but exhibit two major peaks
Movement = directed change of habitat from lake to river or river to lake in directional activity (Figure 6)
Trip = discrete time interval in which a fish moved from lake to river (and back) during a given 50 -

year’s spawning migration; may be single for the year or multiple - 07:00 to 10:00 (moving from river to lake)

Migration = one or more trips into river during a spawning season (mid-Sept to November) - 17:00 to 20:00 (moving from lake to river)
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METHODS Figure 6.—Time of day for all bull trout movements into Literature cited
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- In some cases, a bull trout disappeared during the spawning run and was presumed a mortality or

a tag failure. These fish were excluded from analysis determining number of trips by individual.

NUMBER OF TRIPS - AVERAGE
Number of trips by individual bull trout
varied significantly among year

(F.i = 2.5, P >0.01)
Chester Morse Lake
2006 =12.5 (elevation 1,563 feet)
2007 =14.2
o i P I 2008 =9.0
Figure 8.—Acoustically tagged male bull trout 2009 = 26.6 For further information:
observed spawning in Cabin Creek, tributary to 2010 =15.1 Contact or

the Rex River during fall 2010. This fish made 13

| S TS S S distinct trips between CML and Rex River during
Figure 3.—Receiver attached to a submerged log in the Cedar River (at left). Bull trout redd immediately upstream of a PIT the spawning season. The distance between CML
(passive integrated transponder) tag antenna array on the Cedar River. and the Cabin Creek site is ~1.8 km.
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