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e Adult broodstock are collected of the
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. Predation Methods

e 8- 3mx24mx15m:, netpens 1 -
raceway were stocked W|th 2 ralnbow trout and 2
torrent sculpins s e f--‘—-*—--—:t-:"" =
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e At end of each trial survivors were
recovered and enumerated

e Used the Wilcoxon matched pairs test for
survival between origins (H vs. N, S vs. N,
Hvs. S)
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Summary.

e Generally agrees with the hypothesis of
domestication (survival, N>H,S>H, N > S)

e Differences are still small to insignificant after 2
years of 2" generation of HC line

e May not see the same thing each year because of
annual variation (e.g. 2005) and stock specific
differences



RPUIRESE = DeMiiRaRce

e Compare the competitive ability through
measurements of aggression, holding of
sweet spot, and feeding among offspring of

three different'lines of Y Basin spring
Chinook salmon that var ry

ancestry
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Experimental Arenas:

e One good spot
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Implications

e Significant deviations in behavior may
occur between years which could result in
more years to detect overall differences

e Few studies have reported temporal
variation in behavioral dominance (assumed
constant across years)
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