Individual Behavioural Variation and Trapping

Success in Sea Lamprey
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Sea Lamprey Management




Objectives

To test whether adult migrating Sea Lamprey:
|. differ consistently in their behaviour

2. if these behavioural differences are correlated
with collection method (trapped and at large)
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Response to conspecific
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Summary

Time to Activity Risk response

emerge time

Behaviours differed
consistently

Difference between
collection method
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Future Sea Lamprey Management
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Response to conspecific alarm cue
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