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AGE, GROWTH, AND PRODUCTION OF YELLOW PERCH IN LAKE ERIE
By FRANK W. JOBES, Fishery Research Biologist

The' American yellow perch, ferca jlat'escens
(Mitchill), is one of the most common food fishes
native to the lakes and streams of the northeastern
United States and southeastern Canada. It con­
tributes heavily to the take by hook and line
throughout its range and forms. an important part
of the catch of the modern commercial fishery in
the Great La.kes.

The present study of the yellow perch is part of
an extensive investigation of the Lake Erie com­
mercial fisheries' begun by the fOl'l11er U. S. Bureau
of Fisheries and continued by the U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. In the years 1927 through 1931
field work was carried on in cooperation with the
States of Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New York, the
Province of Ontario, the city of Buffalo, and the
Buffalo Society of Natural Science; materials were
collected also in 1932, 1934, and 1937, and in the
years 1943 through 1948. This report is based
primarily on the data for the specified years from
1927 to 1937 (referred to here as 1927-37) because
in each of those years the materials consisted of
random samples of all yellow perch taken by the
nets. The 1943-48 data are from l'andom sam-.
pIes of the commercial catch only (fish 8}~ inches
or more in total length) and will be used only
where they add to the knowledge gained from the
1927-37 data.

The assistance of the officials and employees of

all the agencies involved in this investigation is
deeply appreciated. Without their cooperation in
the collection of data and the loan of materials
this study would, have been much more restricted
in scope, if not impossible.. Special thanks are due
Dr. John Van Oosten for directing the study and
critically e..~amining the manuscript, and Dr.
Ralph Hile for substantial assistance in the anal­
ysis and·interpretation of the data.. N. H. Lager­
strom, Oberlin, Ohio, translated tJle Swedish and
Norwegian references listed in the bibliography.

Several authors have studied the age and growth
of the yellow perch without making a critical study
of the validity of age deternlinations based on
scales. Jobes (1933) and Schneberger (1935) cal­
culated lengths from scale measurements 'on the
assumption that tJle ratio of body length to scale
length is constant after the first annulus is foqued;
Hile and Jobes (1941) determined the body-scale
relation for the yellow perch in Saginaw Bay
(Lake Huron) and corrected the lengths computed
by direct proportion to conform to the empiri­
cally determined body-scale relation. Before a
detailed study of the life history of the yellow
perch in Lake Erie could be undertaken; it wall
necessary to demonstrate that ages read from
scales are accurate and to determine the most
satisfactory method of calculating growth from
scale measurements.

COMMERCIAL PRODUCTION OF YELLOW PERCH IN LAKE ERIE

The earliest records of the production of yellow
perch in Lake Erie are for the year 1885. The
species was taken commercially before that time
but was not considered important enough to war­
rant separate treatment in the earlier statistical
reports. Table 1 gives the available figures on
production for the years 1885 to 19"47. The pro­
duction records for United States waters, for On­
tario waters, and for the entire lake are shown
graphically in figure 1.

Although the record of the catch in the United
States waters is not complete for the earlier years
of the fishery, the aWlual yield appears to have
been greater before 1900 than in the period im­
mediately after. The e.."{tremes in the fluctuation
in annual production during the earliest period,
1885-99, occurred' in the years 1885 and 1889,
when catches of 1,601,000 and 3,830,000 pounds
were reported. The fragmentary statIstics illCli·
cate a good production in this period; the average
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TABLE I.-Annual production of yellow per'c!£ in Lake Erie, 1885-1947

[In thousands o( pounds]

UNITED STATES I CANADA (Ontario)'

Year
Michigan Ohio Pennsylvania New York Total Western

part'
Eastern
part· Total

ENTIRE
LAKE

1885_______________________ 100 1,266 225 11 1,601 • • _
1886 • _
1887 • ~--- _
1888 • _
1889_____________________ 96 3,204 459 70 3.830 _

2.386

---------i;ii2:5
a 447
2,975
2,406
~254
3,145
3,872
2,532
4,157
4,035
4,267
4,133
4,518
4,338
5,238

8,606
11,733
7,761

13, 327
14,770
6, 163

19,889
14,678

3,305
3,441
7,782
3,015
5,024
5,871
~922
1,964
3.560
2, 659 .
5, 102
4,049

---------i:292

---------3;753
---------a;73i

4,330
5,689
3.420
4, 265
5,029
2,729
5,671
5,634

1,254
1,691
2,596
1,407
1,994
2,050

964
711

1,372
1,207
2, 417
2,252

695
508
566
418
598
553
334
472
630
581
674
847

1,110
955

1.408
1,042

769
995

2,056
1,097
1,272
1,965
2, 109
2,397
2.192
2,060
1,716
2,491

367
393
457
451
604
652
324
175
226
225
307
798

297
253
193
201
161
207
158
108
180
153
210
167
198
161
271
234
155
143
246
221
267
289
299

887
1,298
2.139

956
1,390
1,398

640
536

1.146
982

2,110
1.454

398
255
373
218
436
346
176
364
450
428
464
681
913
794

1,137
809
614
852

1,810
876

1,005
1,676
1,810

--------i;7iii- ----------473-
1,304 766
1,323 393
1,888 603

3,577 753
4,782 907
2.839 580
3, 466 799
3, 657 1,372
1.474 1,255
3,460 2,211
3,795 1,838

--------2;604- ·---------407- -----------ii5- -------:3;253-
--------:i;i75· ----------iii6- ----------2:58- --------3;340-

---------.-685- ---------iii4- ------------4- ----------870-
I, 888 81 13 2, 039
I, 698 105 22 I, 933
I, 370 115 17 I, 637

866 173 79 1,259
919 80 21 I, 088
~m M ill 2,m
I, 189 18 10 I, 259
2,053 70 28 2, 192
1,758 54 47 1,926
1. 668 98 67 I, 870

11,677 199 31 1,941

~: ~~ -----------76- -----------68- ~: i~
2, 468 206 40 2, 748

am ill ~ ~m
5,779 177 52 6,043
.I, 187 85 34 .I, 341
8, 455 480 55 9, 062
9,239 330 75 9,741
3, 024 278 45 .3 434

13, 252 798 119 14: 218
8,~ ~ m 9,00

1,885 131 18 2,051
1,596 105 34 1.750
~ 912 200 50 5. 187
1. 493 80 21 1. 608
2,774 216 25 3,030
3,596 163 38 3,821
I, 790 89 44 I, 958
1,178 31 20 I, ~53
2. 092 56 20 2. 188
1. 260 58 5 1. 352
2. 535 95 8 2. 685
1, 587 97 63 1. 797

====:=:======= ============== ===========:== --------2,-500- ============== ============== ============== ==============______________ 282 281 563 _
______________ 241 156 397 _

266 208 474
238 263 500
121 258 379
209 182 391

1890.____________________ 159 2,483 209 49 2,900 • _
189L • ~ • _

1892_______________ 138
1893 .___ 223
1894_______________________ 115
1895_____________________ 255
1896_ 202

1897'_____________________ 147
1898___ _ ___ _ 164
1899. _ ____ _ __ 92

1000 .____ 128 • • _
190L____________________ 136 •• _

~~======================= l~r ----------625- ---------·i4i- -------'---27- -------·--873-
1904_________ __ _ 70 _
1905______ __ ___ __ _ 106 • • _
1906_______________________ 99 _
1007_._____________________ 118 _

1908_______________________ 147 1.441 85 83 1,7561909 _
1910 • _
1911. • _
1912 • 85
1913 • __ ___ 66
1914______ ___ ___ __ 57
1915____ _ lOS
1916_____ __ _ 136
1917_________ ____ __ 140
1918_______ __ ____ 68
1919_______ _____ __ __ _ 37
1920___ ___ ___ ___ 42
1921. .________ 41
1922 .________________ 68
1923 •____ ___ __ ___ __ _ 36
1924____ ___ __ __ __ ___ 34
1925 ._______ 48
1926 • ______ 63
1927 • .__ 32.
1928._________ __ ____ 20
1929 ._______ 35
1930__________ __ ___ _ 34
1931.. .__________ 72
1932 • 97
1933 "__ _____ 87
1934___ ____ __ _ 48
1935_______ _______ ___ 54

1936 . 17
lQ:!7.._____________________ 16
1938___ _ 25
1939___ __ 13
1940.________ ___ _ 14
1941.______________________ 25
1942_____ _ __ 36
1943_____ 24
1944_______________________ 20
1945 ._________ 29
1946 ._________ 46
1947_.__________ 49

I Records o( production (rom United States waters BIld (rom'entire lake (or
1885-1940 are (rom Gallagher and Van Oosten (1943). Statistics o( produo­
tion from United States waters for later years were compiled originally in
the Great Lakes Lahoratory o( the U. S. Fish and Wi!(lIife Service from
data supplied by the se\"eral States and have been published in the Com·.
merclal Fishery Statistics series of the Service.

, Canadian (Ontario) records (or 1894-1939 are from Ford (1943). Data
on the yield from Canadian waters in later years were supplied hy· the On­
tario Department of LBnds and Forests. The f1gure.~ on the catch from all

of the Canadian waters of Lake Erie may be fOWld in the annual reports o(
the Ontario Department of Lands and Forests.

, West. end to Port Burwell.
• East of Port Bllrwell.
• Fiscal year, July I, 1896, to June 30, 1897, In United States waters, except

Michigan. .
• Fall catch only.
I Estimated.
• Fall catch 0119"..4 plus spring catch of 1925.
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of the recorded yields' was 2,946,000 pounds.!
The lowest annual United States yield on record
occurred in the next period, 1900-1927, when in

, 1903 only 873,000 pounds were reported. (No
reference has been found that suggests. that the
statistics for 1903 are incomplete.) In only 6
years (1914, 1919, 1921, 1925, 1926, and 1927) of
the 16 in this period did the annual catch fro111
United States waters exceed 2 million pounds.
The average annual yield of 1,905,000 pounds in
this period was only 65 percent of the 1885-99
average. The upward trend that was to carry
the yield in United States waters to the unprece­
dented catch of nearly 14}{ million pounds in 1934
actually began in 1925, but was relatively slight
until 1928. The avemge of 7,520,000 pounds for
the years 1928-35 was 2.55 times the average of
the 1885-99 period and 3.95 times t,he 1900-1927
average. Not only was production high in 1928­
35, but the fluctuations in annual catch were
sudden and violent (for example, 9,741,000
pounds in 1932, 3,434,000 pounds in 1933, and,
14,218,000 pounds in 1934). The violent fluc­
tuations continued into the 1936-47 period, when
the average annual production fell to 2,390,000
pounds. The average annual yield in 'these most
recent years was 81 percent of that of the 1885-99
period, and only 32 percent of the 1928-35 aver­
age. The grand average for the years of recorded
statistics was 3,262,000 pounds.

The Ohio production has always dominated the
United States catch, and in the years for which
complete data are available Ohio, on the average,
has accounted for more than half of the yield of
the entire lake. Furthermore, the relative im­
portance of the Ohio catch in the United States
production has shown a distinct tendency to
increase. In the early period, 1885-99, Ohio
produced 77.8 percent of the total United "States
yield. This percentage increased to 87.7 in the
1900-1927 period, to 92.9 in 1928-35, and to 93.1
in recent years. The proportion of the United
States catch taken in each of the three remaining
States has tended to dedine.

If the Ontario statistics were to be segregated
by periods independent of those of the United
-States, the following intervals would be selected
to show the trend of production: 1894-1911,

I To make use of all available staUstics, tbe averages computed from table
1 for United States ,vsters, and for the entire lak~. are the sums of the corre·
spon4ing averages of the iudividual St.~tes aud the Province of Ontario;

1912-20, 1921-27, 1928-35, and 1936-47. The'
Ontario figures in table 1 show a progressive in­
crease in catch with each succeeding period except
the last. This trend on the Canadian side of
Lake Erie, therefore, does not correspond to that
on the United States side, except during the
last two periods, 1928 and following years. Ap­
parently 'the Canadian fishery for yellow perch
began later and developed more slowly than that
of the United States.

The earliest statistics of the catch in Ontario
waters of Lake Erie show a relatively low yield
with no e..~tremely large variation from the average
of 532,000 pounds during the period 1894-1911.
The average annual catch of the next period, 1912­
20, was 1,189,000 pounds or 2.23 times the 1894­
1911 average; in only Ol~e year, 1918, did the take
exceed 1~ million pounds. The 1921-27 period
was one of relatively stable production with an
average catch of 2,133,000 pounds (1.79 times the
average of the preceding period). The large annual
catches' and increased variability of the annual
yields in Ontario waters in 1928-35 were not un­
like those in United States waters for the same
period, except that in Ontario production did not
reach such heights and the fluctuations in' catch
were not so violent as in the United States. The
average annual Ontario yield for this period was
4,596,000 pounds, or 2.15 times t~at of the preced­
ing period. Production during 1936--47 declined
to an average of 1,660,000 pounds, or to 36 percent
of the 1928-35 average. In only 4 of the last 12
years, 1938, 1941, 1946, and 1947, did the catch
exceed 2 million pounds. The grand average for
the' 54 years of recorded' statistics was 1,702,000
pounds.

The production from the western part of the lake
(west end to Port Burwell), on the average, made
up more than 60 percent of the Canadian total in
each period. The percentage increased from 62 in
the years 1894-1911 to 82 in 1912-20, and re­
mained relatively constant, between 74 and 78, in
the last three periods. This stabilization in the
relative productivity of the two' sections of the
Canadian waters is in contrast to the situation in
the United States waters where the western (Ohio)
section increased in importance each period.

The catch in the entire lal;;:e showed variations
similar to those in United States waters, except
during the years 1921-27, when the total produc­
tion was augmented by the increased yield in
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On,tario waters. The average total production of
about 3}' million pounds dlU'ing the period 1885-99
appears high only when consideration is given the
low fishing intensity and the crude appara.tus em­
ployed. The output of the fishery was low in 1903
but tended to increase, though irregularly, during
the 1900-1920 period. The average annual yield
of 2,464,000 pounds dlU'ing this period was approxi­
mately 70 percent of the earlier average. The
following pr-riod, 1921-27, was the steadiest one of
the fishery, with but .little fluctuation fl~om an
average of 4,384,000 pounds. This average was
1.78 times the average of the preceding period and
about 1.29 times the 1885-99 average. The
period 1928-35 was one of tremendous annual
productions and violent fluctuations in yield. from
year to year. In every year, the catch exceeded
the best of any previous period, and in 5 of the 8
years it was :more than 10 million pounds. The
average annual catch of 12,116,000 pounds was
4.92. times the 1900-1920 average and 2.76 times
the 1921-27 average. DlU'ing 1936-47, production
fell off, with only one year, 1938, yielding as much
as the poorest of the preceding period. Wide
fluctuations in yield persisted into this last period.
They were caused largely by variations in the
catch in United States waters, and these in turn
were due to variations in Ohio's yield. The aver­
age catch of 4,0.50,000 pounds in 1936-47 was
only about a third of the 1928-35 average but was
approximately 1.25 times the average of the
earliest period, 1885-99.

The grand average production of yellow perch in
all waters of Lake Erie for the· years 1885 to 1947
was :1,964,000 pounds.

The tendency toward an increasing variability
in the annual catch in United States waters
suggests the dependence of the commercial fishery
on a small number of age groups. This inter­
pretation is supported by the obse.rvation (p. 245) .
that in the present-day fishery a year class is
normally of major importance for little longer than
a single year. Under such conditions it may be
expected that production would be sensitive to
variations in· the strength of year classes a:p.d
hence subject to sudden and wide fluctuntions.

Any discussion of the factors th..'tt contributed
to the changes that have occurred in the produc­
tion of yellow perch in Lake Erie must be in
large measure speculative. Although certain
events are known to have contributed to the

observed changes, their precise effects are difficult
to evaluate. Brief mention may be made of the
more important factors.

The early fishery in Lake Erie was conducted
primarily on the inshore grounds with relntively
crude gear. As production on these grounds
declined, larger, faster, and seaworthier boats
were built which permitted not only the extension
of opex:ations to more distant grounds but. also the
handling of more nets. The number Of boats in
operation also increased rapidly with expansion of
the fishing grounds. FlU'ther increase in the
amount of gear handled by each boat followed
introduction .of the power lifter for gill nets in
the 1890's and for trap nets in the early 1930's.
Efficiency· of the nets was ine-reased by reducing
the size of the meshes, by using finer thread in
gill nets, and by "reefing" or tying down the
gill nets. Gill nets were made stillmore efficient
by the development of the bull net, a gill net 100
meshes deep, fished in all strata of water from top
to bottom. The shift from pound nets to trap
nets and more recently a partial shift from gill
nets to trap nets also increased exploitation, since
trap nets are the most efficient gear now in use.

Although it is not possible to state preeisely
the extent to which fishing intensity has ine-reased,
it is valid to state that the increases in the amount
and efficiency of gear just mentioned have led
to a multiplication of fishing intensity in recent
years over that of the early fishery.

For lllany years the practice has been to decrease
gradually the size of mesh in the nets to coJp.­
pensate for diminishing yields. It was not until
1937 that the State of Ohio reversed the trend
by increasing the size of mesh in trap nets to
afford greater protection to the smaller fish.

In addition to these developments that have
affec~ed the fishery as a whole, there have been
other circumstances that contributed more speci­
fically to an increase in the intensity of the fishery
for perch.. The collapse of the cisco fishery, for­
merly the most productive in Lake Erie, in 1925
forced many operators, particularly the gill-netters,
to turn to other species. The resulting increase
in intensity of the fishing for perch was an inlpor­
tant faetor in the rise in production of this species.
The yield of perch was affected also by the reduc.­
tion in July 1929 of the minimum legal size from
9 to 8% inches in ·the State of Ohio. The record
catch of 13 million pounds in Ohio in 1934 oc-
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curred in a year whim the officials failed to enforce
the law on size limits,

Economic conditions doubtless have had an
effect on the annual fluetlmtions in the yield of

. perch, but the relation is too obscure to point
to any mfljor change in the annual catch as the
result of changes in the price of or demand for
perch..

The discussion of the relation of production .to
fishing intensity, to fishery laws and enforcement
of laws, and to market conditions, has been given
in advance of the treatment of the relation between
the catch and the abundance of perch, not with
the intent to imply that abundance is not of great
importance in determining the yield, but rather
to bring out the dangers of interpreting too freely
fluctuation in production as the result of fluct.ua­
tion in abundance. To be sure, abundance and
catch are closely related; but careful recognition
also must be given to other factors that affect the
annual yield.

Abundance may be considered in terms of long­
period changes such as those brought about by
the prosecution of the fishery or by gradual changes
in the environment, or in terms of the short-period
fluctuations traceable to variations from year to
year in the success of natural reproduction. Both
types of changes are refleeted in fluctuations in the
annual cateh. Many of the variations in annual
yield as recorded in table 1 are probably to a large
extent the result of relative strength or weakness
of year dasses. Age determinations have shown,
for example, that the increases in produetion in
1928 and 1929 were not exclusively the result of
increased fishing intensity and the reduction of
the legal size for perch, but wero furthered also by
the phenomenal richness of the 1926 year class.

The fluctuations in abundance that arise from
variations in the strength of year dasses must be
accepted by fishermen as part of the natural course
of events, since at present ver.v little can be done
to increase the survival of young. The environ­
ment may be improved by such measures as the
control of pollution and erosion. The value of
such measures to the La.ke Erie fisheries is open
to question, since it has been shown that no ex­
tensive areas of heavy pollution e.~ist that would
be inimical to fish life (Wright and Tidd 1933,
Fish 1929), and that turbidity is not a factor in
either the survival of the young or tlleir subse··
quent growth in Lake Erie (Van Oosten 1948).

In fact, the causes underlying annual variations
in the success of natural reproduction are little
understood. Although a knowledge of the fluc­
tuations that occur in the strength of year classes
may contribute to an understanding of changes in
the fishery, a knowledge of the general level of
a.bundance and of long-period trends in abundanee
is more pertinent to the solution of administrative
problems than is information on short-period fluc­
tuations.

The abundanee of yellow pereh in the early
period of the United States fishery (1885-99) must
have been at a relatively high level, since good
production was maintained in spite of low fishing
intensity and inefficient methods. On the other
hand, the redueed yields of the 1900-1927 period­
.one of expanding fishing intensity and increasing
efficieney in fishing methods-indicate a sharp
reduction in the general level of abundanee. The
greatly increased production in 1928-35 must be
considered the result, in part at least, of the
increase in intensity of the fishery for pereh that
followed the collapse of the cisco fishery. The
known abundanee in 1928 and 1929 of perch of the
big 1926 year class and the virtual removal of the
size limit in Ohio in 1934 undoubtedly contributed
to the large yields in those years. It seems
unlikely, however, that a production of over 14
million pounds could have been reaehed in 1934,
even without a size limit, unless the population
had renched an enormous size that year. Like­
wise, the yields of more than 9 million pounds in
1931, 1932, and 1935 indieate tremendous abund­
ance. Evidence will be presented later (p. 245)
which shows that normally the pereh of a year
class dominate the fall fishery in their third year
and the spring fishery in their fourth year of life.
Thus, two year classes of perch make up the bulk
of the commercial eatch eaeh calendar year. On
the basis of that evidence, it may be assumed that
the year classes of 1928 to 1932 or 1933, inclusive,
were of exeeptional strength to have been able to
produce the high yields during the period 1931-35.

The statistics (table 1) suggest strongly that the
abundance· of yellow perch was reduced greatly
during the years 1936-47. The fishing intensity
may have decreased in United States waters when
some of the operators quit busiIiess, but it is
known also that some new outfits started opera­
tions during this period. Increase in size of the
mesh in the Ohio trap nets probably did not
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release enough legal-sized perch to affect materially
the total yield. Since Van Oosten (1932) showed
that trap nets with a mesh larger than that em­
ployed in the nets at the present time did not
release perch of 8~ inches (present legal size limit)
and larger; the reduction in take in 1936--47 un­
doubtedly was largely the result of a decrease in
abundance ·of perch rather than a decrease in
·fishing intensity.

A precise evaluation eannot be made of the
changes in abundance of the yellow perch in Lake
Erie during the period of greatest fluetuations in
yield, because the data are not sufficient. An
approximat,ion of the abundance may be obtained,
however, from the records of the W. D. Bates
Fishery, Rondeau, Ontario, which give the number
of pound nets fished and the catch eaeh year for
the period 1900-1940, and from those of Leonard
Bicldey, Sandusky, Ohio, which give the catch by
trap nets of a I-boat fishery during the years 1911­
31. The records of number of nets fished and total
pounds of fish taken published by the former

Ontario Department of Game and Fisheries also
are of value.

Although there are certain discrepancies among
these three sets of data, they all suggest that the
period 1928-35 was one in which the abundance
of yellow perch in Lake Erie was high, and all
data are consistent in showing that the abundance
declined sharply in 1936 and has remained at a
relatively low level sinee that time. Bickley's
data, in contrast to those of Bates, suggest a slight
increase in abundance in 1921-27, thus indicating
that the slight rise in production in the Ohio
waters in those years may, in part, reflect abund­
ance.

It must be recognized that the yellow-perch
fishery in Lake Erie is not in aprosperous con­
dition at the present time. That the fishery has
not collapsed entirely is perhaps a tribute to the
fecundity of the perch. The danger exists in the
absence of a reserve supply, as well as in the low
abundance. The failure of only two successive
year classes would lead to collapse of the fishery.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Materials for this investigation on the age and
growth of yellow perch were collected at the follow­
ing Lake Erie ports: Port Clinton, Sandusky,
Huron, Vermilion, Lorain, Ashtabula, and Conne­
aut, Ohio; Erie, Pa.; and Dunkirk, N. Y. (See
fig. 2.) Originally a separate analysis was made
of the data for yellow perch from the western,
middle, and eastern sections of the lake; it was
found, however, that a combination of the data
was justifiable. It was found also that the data
for trap nets and .pound nets could be combined.

Table 2 shows, for each type of gear, the number
of specimens on which this study has been based.
The 1927-37 materials used in the growth-rate
studies, a total of 3,036 fish, were random samples
of the trap-net and pound-net catches taken during
the latter part of the collecting period of each year.
Samples from impounding nets were used because
that type of net is less selective than gill nets, and
because the impounding-net collections covered a
greater period of years. The 1,341 fish taken from
trap nets in the years 1943--48 were used in the
study of annual fluctuations in growth. The ages
were determined of 430 specimens taken in com­
mercial gill nets during 1927 and 1928, and of
1,136 .fish taken in the years 1943--48. The
1927-28 material consisted of random samples

955513-52-2

from shoal nets (228 fish) and from bull nets
(202 fish). The data on age were used to compare
the age composition of the catch in gill nets with
that of impounding nets.

All specimens for which length and weight were
recorded (23,158 fish) in 1927-37 were used in the
study of the length-weight relation. The length­
frequency data for the years 1927-37 were based
on 58,665 specimens taken from random samples
only and induded those specimens whose ages
were determined, most of those used in the study
of the length-weight relation, and a large number
for which lengths only were obtained.. The length
distribution of 1,114 yellow perch taken in 1943--48
by trap nets was used for comparison with the
earlier material.

Investigation of the relation between scale length
and body length was based on the examination of
selected or "key" scales from 600 specimens col­
lected in western Lake Erie as follows: September
to November 1928, 188; May to August, and
November 1929, 79; October 4, 1934, 207; Api'il
1937, 60; and late autumn 1937, 66. The scale
measurements from. only 576 of these specimens
could be used, since 24 individuals had lost the·
designated scale or had key scales that were re­
generated, injured, or otherwise atypical. The
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TABLE 2.-Bpecimens used in study Qf Lake Erie yello'tll

perch and gear employed in taking them

I In addition, 188 selected specimens were used In the key·scale study.
• In addition, 79 selected specimens were used In tbe key-scaIe study.
I 2Q7 selected specimens were collected Cor key-seale stUdy.
• In addition, 126 selected specimens were used In the key-scale study.
I Selected specimens used In the key-scale study and for the determination

of maximum age are not included In the totals.
• Gill nets 22 meshes deep.
I Gill nets 100 meshes deep.

600 specimens collected for the key-scale study
were not used for any other purpose, except the
207 collected October 4, 1934, which were em­
ployed as part of the· data on the length-weight
relation.

During 1927 and 1928 the lifting cribs of the.
trap' nets from which samples were taken were
made of 2-inch or 2X-inch webbing (stretched

Number or specimens used In study oC-

measure as manufactured), except for the vertical
middle third of the backs, where the mesh was
2% inches. From 1929 to 1937 the mesh of the
crib was 2}~ inches (stretched measure as manu­
factured) in all parts except the entire back where
the mesh was 2% inches. Since 1937 the mesh in
the back of trap nets has been 2% inches, with the
sides made of 2~-inch mesh. The pound-net
samples (from Erie, Pa.) were from nets with
meshes of 21Hs inches (stretched measure as manu­
factured). The gill nets, from wl1ich the 1927-28
samples were studied, were of 3-inch and 3Xs-incb
mesh (stretched measure as manufactured). Since
the length frequencies of the perch taken in the
two sizes of mesh shmved no significant differences,
tl,l.e size of mesh was ignored in treating the gill­
net data. The gill-net data, however, have been
separated on the basis of depth of net because
there was a difference between the length fre­
quencies of perch taken in shoal gill nets and in
bull gill nets. The shoal nets were.22 meshes deep
and the bull nets 100 meshes deep. The meshes
of the shoal nets from ,vhich the 1943-48 samples
were taken measured 2% inches.

Except in 1930-31 and 1943-48, lengths were
measured with a flexible steel tape held so as to
follow the curve of the body from the tip of the
snout to the thickest part of the body, and then
in a straight' line approximately parallel to the
long axis of the body. The length records of fish
caught in 1930-31 and 1943-48 Were. obtained with
a measuring board. The lengths measured on the
board Were converted to "tape-line lengths" by
the factor 1.02. Weights were recorded to the
nearest fourth of an ounce except in 1948 when
they were recOl'ded in tenths of ounces. All meas­
urements of length and weight were obtained from
fresh specimens in the field, except those of fish
collected for key-scale study. Of those, the 207
used in the length-weight-relatioll study were
shipped fresh, packed in ice, to the laboratory,
where they were measured and weighed, and the
rest, all preserved, were measured but not \veighed.
Lengths obtained from preserved specimens were
corrected for shrinkage produced by the preserva­
tive; the correction factor was 1.0065.

Scales for age .determinations were taken from
the left side of the fish, below the lateral line and
beneath the spinous dorsal fin. They. wel;e
mounted on standard glass inicroscope slides in

59,779

LNlgth
Crequency

23,158

Lengtb.
weight
relation

Age and
growth

5,943Grand totaL.•.••....

Gear employed and year taken
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the gelatin-glycerin mediwn recommended by
Van Oosten (1929).

The first examinations of the 1927 and of part
of the 1928 scale collections ·were made by use of
the projection apparatus described by Van
Oosten (1923). The final examinations and the
measurements of those scales, and all examinations
and the measurements of the remaining scales,
were made by means of the apparatus described
by Van Oosten, Deason, and Jobes (1934) at
magnificat.ion X 40.7. The measurements from
the focus to each successive annulus and to the
extreme edge of the scale were made along the
most anterior interradial. space. Approximately
5 percent of the scales e."'I::amined were discarded

because the age could not be determined with
confidence.

Ages are designated in roman numerals corre­
sponding to the number of annuli visible on t,he
scales except for those fish taken in the early
spring before growth began. An amlUlus was
asswned to be present on the edge of the early­
spring scales'. Such an assumption is necessary
to avoid the assignment of one age to fish of a
year class whose scales were without spring
growth and another age to fish of the same year
class collected the same day ,vhose scales had
begun the current season's growth. Thus :fish
assigned to age group I were in or just ready to
begin their second year of life.

DETERMINATION OF AGE AND GROWTH OF LAKE ERIE YELLOW PERCH BY THE
SCALE METHOD

Since the demonstration by Hoftbauer (1898)
that the age of carp could be determined by
examination of their scales, the scales of fish
have been used extensively for the study of growth
rates and age composition of the stocks of many
marine and fresh-water species. Historical sum­
maries of the literature and diseussions of the
validity o'f age determinations from scales and of
growth calculations from seale measurements
already published make it unnecessary to say
more here than that the major part of the evidenee,
obtained fronl a wide range of species, sub­
stantiates t.he general premise that age ean be
determined accurately from scale markings and
that measurements of fields of growth in scales
can be employed for the calculation of lengths
at the end of the different years of life.

VALIDITY OF THE ANNULUS AS A YEAR MARK

It has been assumed by the several workers
that ages may be determined accurately from
an examination of the scales of the American
yellow perch, sinee these scales showed dearly
the characteristics that had been used in the
accurate determination of the ages of certain
other species. The data. and observations of the
present study, given in the following paragraphs,
substantiate this assumption.

1. The eollections of 1927, 19~8, and 1929 were
dominated by fish whose scales showed 1, 2, and
3 annuli, respectively. The eorresponding aver­
age total lengths of the age groups were 7.5, 8.3,

and 9.5 inches. (Most of the 1928 collections
were not made as late in the autullID as were the .
collections of 1927 and 1929; consequently, the
average length of 8.3 inches does not represent 3
full years of growth.) That the catches of suc­
ceeding years were dominated by progressively
larger individuals whieh, in accordance with e.~­

pectation, were shown by scale readings also to be
progressively older, is strong evidence that ont'
annulus is formed each year and that the scale·
markings can be interpreted accurately for at
least the first three yenrs of life.

2. Seales collected on December 7, 1929,
showed no almulus on the edge. Samples obtained
July 1, 1929, April 11 and 13, 1932, and April 29,
1937, showed an annulus forming on the edge of
the scales. On July 11, 1930, the scales showed a
completed annulus a short distance inside the
margin. The outermost annulus was farther from
the scale margin on September 25, 1930, than in
July. Tliese observed variatlons, espeeially those
on the relative positions of the annulus within
the seale margin at' different times during the
same year (1930), provide evidence that only one
annulus was formed on yellow-perch scales each
year.

3. There was closer agreement between the
calculated and empirieal lengths of fish of the
same age as determined from scales than between
those of different ages. This agreement indicates
a constancy in the number of anuw.i formed each
year;
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Annulus formation appears to be completed be­
tween early April (1932 and 1937 collections) and
the middle of July (1929 collection). There is no
evidence from these data to show a relation be­
tween the time of annulus formation and se.~,

maturity, or spawning activity. The· annulus on
yellow-perch scales cannot be said to be a spawn­
ing mark despite the approximate coincidence of
spawning and the completion of the annulus
because (1) immature yellow perch form annuli
identical in appearance with those formed by
spawning fish, (2) the stage of sexual maturity
appea:r:.s to have no influence on the time of year
the. annulus is completed, and (3) the annuli do
not show the typical spawning marks observed
in other species of fish.

The most important characteristics of the annuli
on the scales of the Lake Erie yellow perch may
be stated briefly to be the "cutting over" in the
lateral fields resulting from the· discontinuity
between scale sculpturing of the successive growth
areas, and the irregular or fragmented appearance
of the last circulus laid down each year. Usually
there is a narrow, clear band between the outer­
most circulus of one growth area and the first
circulus of the next.

False (accessory) annuli occurred not infre­
quently on the yellow-perch scales but are be­
lieved not to have affected the results seriously
since all that were recognized were disregarded.
Those annuli designated as false were character­
ized by a decreased amount of "cutting over,"
by less-well-defined discontinuity between the
adjacent fields of growth, and, frequently, by a
position that would have given ineonsistent calcu­
lated lengths.

BODY-SCALE RELATION

Few ealculated lengths for the American yellow
perch have been published. The earliest, by
Jobes (1933) and Schneberger (1935), were com­
puted by the Dahl-Lea method of direct propor­
tion. This method is based on the assumption
that the ratio of body length to scale length is
constant at all lengths beY~)lld that at which the
first year mark or annulus is formed. The age and
growth of the closely related European perch,
Perea ftu.viatilis L., have been studied by this
method by several investigators who found that the
lengths calculated by direct proportion usually

were less than the empirical lengths for the early
years of life.

In spite of the wide use of the direct-proportion
method, numerous investigations have shown that
this method frequently failed to give satisfactorily
accurate results .since . the computed lengths
obtained often did not agree with empirical
lengths. Of the several methods developed to
obtain a closer agreement between calculated and

.empirical lengths only that of Seierstrale (1933)
for the European yellow pereh will be mentioned
here, since the calculation of lengths in the present
study was by a modification of his proeedur.e.

Segerstrl\le determined the average scale lengths
corresponding to different body lengths through an
extensive series of measurements of "key" scales,
or "Normalschuppen," taken from a selected area
of the body. The body-seale relation so deter­
mined, e."\':pressed either in tabular form or as a
curve, served as the basis for calculating the
growth histories of· individual fish. On pmely
theoretical grounds, the method of Segerstdle is
the best since it assumes no fixed mathematieal
relation between body length and scale length, but
rather is based on the detailed examination of the
actual size of scale at different body lengths.
The most serious objection to· the use of an
empirically determined relation of body length to
seale length in the calculation of growth histories
is the praetieal difficulty of obtaining samples with
adequate representation of all lengths of fish.
The distribution by length of a fish population
usually is such that individuals of certain sizes aloe
difficult or impossible to obtain. Inadequate
representation of these length intervals inevitably
leads to inaccuracies in the calculated lengths.

The diversity of opinions expressed and of
results obtained by the several investigators deal­
ing with presumably representative eollections of
the same and different species leads to the con­
clusion that the relation of body length to scale
length in fishes is not a subject for generalization.
The proper method ·of ca!eulation must be deter­
mined for the material at hand. Data on the
yellow perch from Lake Erie made possible an
analysis, for the first time,! of the relation of body
length to scale length in a population of Ameriean
yellow perch.

I Altbougb circumstaur~s prevented earlie.r publication of tbls study, Hile
and Jobes (11141) were able to apply tbe metbod developedberetotbedet6rml­

. nation of tbe body-scale relation of tbe yellow percb of Saginaw Bay.
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Only key (selected) scales were used to detennine
the relation between size of scale and size of fish.
The scale on the left side of the fish in the third row
below the lateral line and directly beneath the
sixth spine of the dorsal fin was designated the key
scale. The position of the key scale approximated .
the center·of the area from which the unselected
scales were obtained for age and growth detennina­
tions. The scale occupYing the designated p·osi­
tion on the right side of the specimen was used
when the one on the left side was lacking or was
regenerated or malformed. Although the collec­
tions for the key-scale study were taken at widely
spaced intervals of time (see p. 211), an analysis of
the data failed to reveal any large or consistent
differences for fish captured in different years or
seasons.s There is no evidence of a seasonal lag

. between the growths of body and scale in the Lake
Erie yellow perch. The data also. failed to show
any consistent differences in the relative sizes of
scale cOlTelated with sex or stage of maturity.
Therefore, data from all fish have been combined
in this study without regard for the time of capture,
sex, or stage of maturity. .

Table 3 shows the average standard len~th of
the Lake Erie specimens grouped in 10-millimeter

• The scales of group 0 (first ~lIr of life) yellow perch ClIught during late
October and early November 19~5 were found to be consistently somewhat
smaller than the scales from fish of the slime length and the S'lme year class
tbat were caught during September 19~5 and June 1929. This unusual
phenomenon cannot be expl,uned satisfactorily at present. Howevcr. the
dlfferenc.es were so small that tbe inclusion of fish caught during October and
November did not change greatly (.he grand average ratio of body length to
SCBIe length (table 3).

intervals, and the corresponding average total
lengths in inches, together with the average scale
measurement (at magnification X 40.7), and the
body-scale (LiSe) ratios of each length and age
group. The LiSe ratios of the age groups are
the averages for data collected both at the end
of the growing season and at various times
throughout the summer (see p. 211). The data
were originally grouped in 5..mm. length intervals,
but careful examination revealed that condensa­
tion· to 10-mm. intervals was justifiable. The
average LiSe ratios,of the age groups indicate that
the relative size of the scale increased during the
first 3 years of life and then decreased slightly
during the fourth. However, a comparison of
the LiSe ratios of fish in the same length interval
but of different ages revealed that there was no
consistent change in the relative size of scale with
age. Consequently, the differences between the
relative sizes of scales in the different age groups
do not depend directly on age but rather on the
length distribution of the age groups. Com­
pariRons between fish in the same age group but
of different average lengths showed that the
LiSe ratios became relatively smaller (relatively
larger &cales) as the fish length approached 4.3
inches (see data for age groups 0 and I) ; remained
reasona.bly constant over the length range of 4.3
to 9.2 inches (age groups I, II, and III); and then
established another reasonably steady but higher
ratio (relatively smaller scales) over the length
range of 9.2 to 10.9 inches (age groups II and III)~

TABLE 3.-Body length to scale length ratio (LISc) of selected scales from western Lake Erie yellow perch by 10-mm. intervals
[Number of specImens in parentheses]

LISe ratio for age.group-
Standard-lengtbinrerval I----~----,..------;- I Orand aVl'rage A~~d,::;::d- IAw,:g(!l t~al)

o I II III LISe ratio (millimeters) engt me es

Awrage scale
measurement

(X40.7)

ill~:m::m::: Jl~------!l~ -:m::-:::::::: mm:mm:::
101 to 110 mm • ._ t 15 ~15) 1. 21 H5- ----------------
111 to 120 mm_ 1.19 (6) • ::::::::::::::::
121 to 130 mm .. 1.15 (ll) 1.11 C1l
131 to 140 mm_ -. ... 1.14 (21;"1 1.22 (2) ---'---i:2O--,i5
141 to 150mm_ ---------- ------------ ..-- 1.12 (23) 1.08 (6) 1.22 (2)
151 to 160 mm_ - ------------.-.- 1.14 (15) 1.12 (22) 1.13 (21
161 to 170 mm.- ------ ---------------- 1.16 (ll) 1.14 (36) 1.09 (1)171tol80mm___________ LIS (1) 1.19 (20) _
lSlto 100 mm_ -----, --------------.- --.- ._____ 1.15 fS) _. __ .. _
191 to 200 mm. ------ ---------------- ------__________ 1. IS (171 1.14 (4)
201 t0210mm_ ---------. --------------- ------.--------- 1.22 (7) 1.35 (I)
211 to 220 mm_ ---------- ---------------- --------________ 1.~0 (241 1.22 (10)

~U~ ~ ~~: ::: ::::::: :::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: Ut m t~ !~l
Average_.____________ 1.74 (176) 1.25 (2IS) 1.16 (153) 1.19 (281

I First year of life.
, The age was not determined for 1 specimen in this length interval.

1.97 (40) 47.7 2.3 24.2
1.74 (94) 55.5 2.7· 31.9
1.56 (64) 64.6 3. 1 41.4
1.41 (30) 74.6 3.6 52. S
1.33 (26) 85.2 4.1 64.3
1. 16 (32) 97.2 4.6 83.5
1. 16 (161 104.2 5.0 00. 1
1. 19 (6) 116.5 5. 5 98. 2
1. 15 (12) 126.3 6.0 110.2
1.14 (29) 136.7 6.3 119.8
1. 13 (311 145. 1 6. 7 128. 6

'1.13 ~40) 156.3 7.2 . 138.3
1. 14 4S1 165.5 7.6 144.5
1.19 21) 173.9 S.O 146.7
1. 15 (S) 184. 2 S. 5 160. 2
1.17 (21l 196.5 8.9 167.5
1.23 (S) 205.9 9.4 166.9
1.20 (341 216.8 9.9 179.9
1.21 (13) 223.6 10. 2 185.2
I. 17 (3) 234.0 10.6 200.7

1.24 (576) . __ .. __ ••• ~ _
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These changes in tho LISe ratio perhaps are shown
more dearly in table 3 and figure 3. It is evident
that the ratio of body length to scale length in the
Lake Erie yellow perch is determined primarily
by the length of the fish. .

Figure 3 is a graphic presentation of the average
total lengths and average scale measurements
shown in table 3. The straight line extending
upward from a fish length of 4.6 inches represents
the body-scale relation of all fish with totallengtb.s

greater than 4.2 inches, on the assumptjop. that a
single average (1.16) describes the body-scale
ratio satisfactorily for all these fish. The line for
the average fish lengths of 2.3 to 4.6 inches was
drawn freehand. The line determined by the
average LiSe ratio (1.16) fits the data closely for
the fish with average total lengths of 4.6 to 8.9
inches. The scales of those fish with average

. lengths of 9.4 inches and more were somewhat,
but not pronouncedly, smaller than would have
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b~en expected on theoretical grounds. These
rather slight' discrepancies whieh affected oDJ.y
three length intervals are not believed to invali­
date the condusion that the body-seale ratio is
constant beyond the average body lengtJl Of 4.6
inches. The seales from the fish with average
lengths of less than 4.6 inches were relatively
mueh smaller than the scales from the larger fish.
It is to be noted particularly that the relative size
of the seale increased rapidly as the average length
of the fish increased from 2.3 to 4.1 inches. The
increase in relative size follows approximately a
straight line but its slope is greater than that of
the line fitted to the data for the larger fish.

The rapid inerease in the relative size of the
s~ale during early life was expeeted from the
known facts of scale growth. The scales originate
as tiny isolated platelets when the yellow perch
has a total length of approximately 1 "inch. The
scale, ilien, must grow more rapidly than the
body in order to attain the degree 'of imbrication
charactcristic of larger fish.
It is evident from table 3 and figure 3 that a

sharp break in the series of LiSe values and in the
continuity of the curve occurred between the
average lengths of 4.1 and 4.6 inches. A detailed
examination of the LiSe ratios for each millimeter
length indicated tJutt the break oecurred at a
length of 4.3 inches. The average ratio of the
4.2-inch individuals was comparatively high (1.34),
but it fell suddenly to 1.13 in the 4.3-inch fish and
continued at that level in tJle larger specimens.
It appears, then, that the LiSe ratio actually
assumes constancy at a fish length of 4.3 inches
railier than at 4.6 and no corrections for dispro­
portionate growth of body and scale are necessary
for calculated values greater than 4.2 inches.
Since the two discontinuous portions of the curve
of figure;) were based on averages (in order to
obtain a smoother curve) and (for purposes of
correcting computed lengths below 4.3 inehes) were
connecte.d at points of avera.ge lengths (4.1 and
4.6), any calculated va~uef:'i that fall between these
two 'averages will be subject to correction. Any
correction of length between 4.2 and 4.6 inches
theoretically is unwarranted. However, as may
be seen from table 4, the corrections for lengths
between these limits are small and for all praetical
purposes may be ignored.

If the length of the scale were purely a function
of the length of the fish, the body-scale curve for

the smaller individuals would be expected to join
smoothly the straight line that describes the body­
scale relation for the larger ones. The pronounced
discontinuity in the cur~e suggests that other fac­
tors must be involved. .Changes in the relative
size of the head with increase in fish length may
have been a. factor. The relative size of the head
was found to decrease progressively with increase
in fish length through the 71 to 80 mm. interval or
up to :the average length of 74.6 mm. (3:6 inches
total length) . Thereafter, variations in the relative
size of the head were small and withOl,lt a.ny detect­
able trend through the 171 to 180 mm. intervai(8.0
inches average total length). Although the pro­
gressive decrease in the relative length of the head
may have contributed to the decrease in the values
of LISe up to a fish length of 3.8 inches, it is
a.pparent that these changes did not produce the
observed sudden shift in the body-scale relation
between 4.3 and 4.7 inches.

The possible effect of variations in the number
of scales in linear series on the body-scale ratio also
was investigated. 1t was found that fish with
standard lengths of 81 to 90 mm. (4.1 inches aver­
age tptal length) averaged 54.9 (51 to 58) scales'
in the lateral line, and that fish with lengths of 91
to 100 mm. (4.6 inches average total length), aver­
aged 55.1 (51 to 62). The small difference (0.2)
in the averages could have had little effect on the
ehanges in the body-scale ratio. If it is assumed
that this difference could affeet the body-scale
ratio, then one would expect the larger fish to have
relatively smaller scales, a conclusion contrary to
ilie observed facts. It appears that the number
of scales in linear series was not a factor in the
sudden change in the body-scale ratio of the Lake
Erie yellow perch.

Length of fish is the only factor in these data
that can be demonstrated to have had an appreci­
able effect on the body-scale ratio. .The failure of
ilie two portions of the curve to join smoothly can­
not be explained satisfactorily as yet.

CALCULATION OF GROWTH

In the preceding discussion it was indicated that
because of the discontinuity of 'the LiSe curve
(change in average LISe ratios) all direct-propor­
tion computations of length less than 4.6 inches
must undergo correction, and beeause of the con­
stancy in the average ratios no corrections were
needed for iengths of 4.6 inches or more. The



YELLOW PERCH OF LAKE ERIE 219

TABLE 4.-Calclllaled lengths (inches) oj Lake Erie yellow
perch

[Tutal·length conversion of standard length in millimeters]

perpendicular that passes through B from the
scale axis to D on the line representing the body­
scale ratio Of the' smaller ·fish. The correction is
the dist,ance between points Band D. In the
present study only the first-year lengths fell
'within the range that required correction.

direct-proportion method was therefore employed
. whenever the calculated lengths exceeded 4.5
inches and the empirical curve was used only for
the smaller lengths. Since the correction for 4.51.
inches was less than 0.05 inch, the empirical­
curve method was applied only to lengths of 4.46
inches and less.

In practice, all lengths were computed by direct
proportion, and corrected lengths corresponding to
calculated lengths 4.46 inches and less were read
directly from table 4, which was prepared with the
assistance of the empirical body-scale curve (fig.
3). The data for this curve were plotted originally
on I-mID. cross-section paper and the amount of
each correction was read directly from this graph.
The amount of correction required for each direct­
proportion calculated length is the vertical- dis­
tance between the extended straight line repre­
senting the body-scale ratio of fish with total
lengths of 4.6 inches and more and the empirical
line representing the ratio for the shorter fish:
The procedure for obtaining the correction for a
direct-proportion calculated length of 3.25 inches
is illustrated in figure 3. Line AB is drawn hori­
zontally from L=3.25 to B on the straight line
representing the body-scale ratio of fish with total
lengths of 4.6 inches and more. Line OD is a

Direct-proportion
calculated length

1.72 _
1.77 • _
1.82 _
1.86_. _
1.91.. _
1.96_. • __
2.01.. _
2.06_. _
2.10•• _
:1.l5••• • ._
2.20••• _. _
2.25. _~ _~ . __
2.29•• '
2.34•• •
2.39••• • _
2.44••• • _

. 2.49••• _
2.53••• _._._. _
2.58••• _
2.62 _
2.68_ • _
:2. 'Z2 _
2.77•• , _
2.82_. _. _
2.87_. • _
2.92_. _
2.96. _
3.01•• _
3.06_. _
3.11_. _

Corrected cal·
culated length

2.r,g
2. r,g
2.68
2.72
2.77
2.82
2.87
2.87
2.92
2.96
3.01
3.06
3.11
3.15
3.15
3.20
3.25
3.30
3.30
3.35
3.39
3.39
3.44
3.49
3.54
3.54
3.59
3.63
3.68
3.68

Direct-proportion
calculated length

3.15 , _
3.20 _
3.25 _
3.30__ • ._ '
3.35 . _
3.39 _
3.44 _
3.49 • .
3.54. _. • _. ._
3.58. •_. _
3.63••• _
3.68••. _
3.73.••_. _
3.78•• •• . _
3.82_. ._. _
3.84••• _
3.87••• _
3.90•• _
3.95••• _
4.00_. _
4.04 _
4.09 .
4.14.. .
4.18 _
4.:J3 .
4.28 _
4.32 . .
4.37 . _
4.42 . . _
4.46. _

Corrected cal·
culated length

3.73
3.78
3.82
3.8:l
3.8:l
3.85
3.85
3.90
3.95
3.95
4.00
4.04
4.04
4.09
4.09
4.14
4.14
4.18
4.18
4.23
4.28
4.28
4.28
4.32 .
4.32
4.37
4.42
4.42
4.46
4.51

CALCULATED GROWTH HISTORIES OF THE" AGE GROUPS
I

The average weight at capture and the calculated
lengths of yellow perch taken from impounding
nets in the years 1927-37 are shown by sex and
age group in table 5. Combination of the data
for the several years was possible because the
cOlTesponding averages varied but little from
year to year and the trends in discrepancies
between lengths computed from fish of different
ages were the same in each of the year classes.
The more rapid growth of the females in all years
of life a-;;:cept the second was evident for each year
as well as for the combined years.

The corrected calculated lengths at the end of
the first year of life are seen to be 0.6 inch greater
than those obtained by direct proportion for all
age groups of both sexes except group I where the
difference was 0.4. The smaller amount of cor­
rection for age~group-I fish is to be expected since
they were the larger individuals of their year class
aud hence their body-scale ratio deviated less

. 955518--5~----8

from the straight-line relation required for direct­
proportion computations. In general, the same
i'6marks may be made regarding the data for males,
"females, and all fish. Without exception the cal·
culated first-year lengths of age-group-I fish were
greater than those computed from older fish.
The calculated lengths of fish older than age group
I'revealed a slight. tendency for the first-year
length to decrease as the fish became older. The
discrepancies between the calculated first-year
lengths of fish older than group I were small.
Comparisons of the calculated lengths for all years
of life after the first revealed not only that there·
was a definite tendency for the lengths to decrease
as the fish became older but also that the dis­
crepancies each year were larger than in the first
year of life. It is to be noted also that, with the
exception of group-II fish, the length at capture
in the late fall was greater than the corresponding
lengths computed from older fish.
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TABLE 5.-Average we-ights and calculated lengths oj Lake Erie yell01D perch taken in impounding nels -in late Jall, 1927-97
combined ' '

[Number of specimens In parentbeses]

Calculated lengtb I (incbes) at end of year- .

Age group
Average

weight at
capture
(ounces)

Uucorrected Corrected
4 5 6

Average , • _
Annuallncrement__ .. _. • . •__

Male:Age group 1.. . ._._. ._ 3.15
Age group 11 ._. ._. ._ 4.25
Age group "III. _. __ . .___________ 5.54
Age group IV__________________________ 6.15

~=e~cremeni:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

All fish:'Age group 1.__ . . ._.. .__ 3.02
Age group 11 ._. __ . _. ._._._ 4.38
Age group III.. ._. __ . ._______ 5.99
Age group IV •_ 6.86
Age group V •. 8.50

Average '_. •_. .• _
Annuallncrement. _

Female:Age group 1. . _

~~: ~~~~g H:c::::::::::::::::::::~::Age group IV _
Age group V _

2.96
4.66

, 6.57
7.40
8.50

3.6 1266) 4.0 (266) • 7. 5 (266)
3.0 532) 3.6 (532) 6.7 (532)
3.1 397) 3.7 (397) 6.5 (397)
2.9, 45) 3.5 (45) 5.7 (45)

3.0 (974) 3.6 (974) 6.6(974)
3.0 3.6 3.0

3.5 (37) 3.9 (37) 7.2 (36)
3.1 (490) 3.7 (490) 6.9 (490)
3.2(355) 3.8 (3551 6.7 (355)
2.9 (55) 3.5 (55) 5.9 (55)
2.9 (5) 3.5 (5) 6.0 (5)

3.1 (905) 3.7 (905) 6.7 (905)
3.1 3.7 3.0

3.6(392) 4.0 (392) 7.4 (371)
3.1 (1,636) 3.7 n,636) 6.8 P,636)
3.0 (895) 3.6 (895) 6.6 895)
2. 8 ~lOS) 3.5 (108) 5.8(108)
2.9 5) 3.5 (5) 6.0 (5)

3.1 (2,644) 3. 7 (2, 64'1) 6.7 (2, 644)
3.1 3.7 3.0

'-'il:;irii94i-' ....-------.. - ---------.---- --------------

~:~ ~~~r ----.~J~~~j ::::::~~~:i~j ::::::::::::::
8.4 (836) 9.4 (254) 10.1 (23) _. _
1.8 1.0 .7 • _

---il:7-(iiiii;-- --.---.------- -------------- .------------­
8.7(355) -----9:II(iii:ij :::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::
7.9 (55) 9.3 (55) 10.2 (28) _
7.9 (5) 9.1 (5) 10.0 (5) 10.6 (4)

tl.6 (725) 9.8 (252) 10.7 (33) 11.3 (4)
1.9 1.2 .9 . ij

---il:"5-(75Oi-- -------------- -----.-------- -------------­
8.5 (895) ---'-9:"5-i4iiiij :::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::
7.90OS) 9.1 (lOS) 10.0 (51) • . _
7.9 (5) 9.1 (5) 10.0 (5) 10.6 (4)

8.5 (1,758) 9.5 (522) 10.4 (56) 11. 0 (4)
1.8 1.0 .9 .6

1 The calculated lengths are based on all fish without regard tor time of
capture and usually Include more specimens than used to determine the
length at capture.

S The last length shown for each age group Is the length at capture late in
the tall.

In fish older than age group I the discrepancies
just described differ from "Lee's phenomenon of
apparent decrease in growth rate," as most com­
monly encountered, in that the wider disagree­
ments occurred among the computed lengths for
the later rather than the earlier years of life. It
seems probable that the factors that produced the
discrepancies in calculated lengths of the Lake
Erie perch began to be effective after the first year
of life had been passed.

Since an intensive study of the body-scale rela­
tion of the Lake Erie yellow perch has eliminated
the p~ssibility of. large errors in computed lengths

, Age group I Is not Included because of selected size. Beyond the third
year of life the average lengths 'were determined by successive addition of
tho average allnuallncrcments of the lIge groups for those years.

, Includes fish for which the sex was not determined.

resulting from the method of calculation, the ob­
served discrepancies in the calculated.lengths must
be considered real rather than apparent. In other
words, the older fish in the samples actually grew
more slowly than the younger ones. The demon­
stration that the discrepancies in computed growth
were real, however, does not justify 'the conclusion
that the data are exactly descriptive of the growth
in the popula'tion from which the samples were
taken. Consideration must be given to the possi-·
bility that the samples were not representative of
the population as a whole.

DISCREPANCIES IN THE CALCULATED GROWTH HISTORIES OF DIFFERENT
AGE GROUPS

Two explanations of the discrepancies in COlll­

puted growth can be offered. It may be held that
the samples were not representative of th~ popula­
tion in the lake, and that data based on fullyade­
quate material would not have shown a decline in
the growth rate with an increase in·age. Or it may
be held. that the !!amples were satisfactorily repre­
sentative but that certain factors tended to bring
about the gradual elimination of the more rapidly

growing individuals from the yellow-perch popula­
tion, and that the recorded data therefore represent
a valid description of the growth of the Lake Erie
perch.

SELECTION BY GEAR

The selective action of impounding nets in'tak­
ing samples depends on the escape of small fish
through the meshes. A rough approximation of the
ma....dmum size of escape may be obtained by deter-
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mining the length of fish with a girth equal to the
circumference of the largest meshes found in the
lifting pot 'of the nets. Since the largest meshes of
the impounding nets from which the yellow-perch
samples were taken were approximately 2~ inches
(stretched measure), no fish with a girth in excess
of about 5 inches should be expected to escape from
the net. Forty-two perch with an average girth of
5 inches (range, 4.72 to 5.28 inches) had an average
total length of 7.9 inches.

Examination of the length-frequency distribu­
tions of the age groups (table 19) shows that only
the larger of group I were retained because they
were too large to escape. About one-fourth of the
yellow perch in age group II were as short as the
theoretical ma.-.,;:imum size of escape; only a few of
the group-III fish and none in age groups IV and V
were shorter than 7.9 inches. .

It is not possible to make precise estimates of the
extent to which the reliability of the samples of the
different age groups was affected by the selective
action of the gear. However, group-I samples were.
unquestionably composed of individuals with the
most rapid growth. Group-II samples were
affected much less severely. Beyond age group II,
gear selection probably had no significant effect on
the reliability of the samples. It may be concluded,
then, that inadequate sampling traceable to gear
selectivity was an important factor in the dis­
crepancies between the lengths calculated. from
group-I yellow perch and from older fish, and was
a contributing factor in discrepancies between the
lengths calculated from group II and from older
fish. Discrepancies among age groups older than
group II cannot be attributed to the selective
action of the nets.

The selective action of the impounding nets
serves also as the basis for the differential destruc­
tion, correlated with growth rate, that brings about
an exaggeration of the discrepancies between the
calculated growth histories of yellow perch of
different ages. Capture in a commercial net ex­
poses illegal-sized perch 4 to a serious risk of de­
struction in the fishery since a significant propor­
tion Gof the undersized yellow perch are dead when
the nets are lifted. With a fishery as intensive as

. • Since the legal size for yellow perch (Sli inches total length) Is well above
the maximum length of escape, the question of differential destruction de­
Pendent on gear selectivity concerns only the undersized IIsh.

6 Dr. John Van Oosten, U. S. Fish and. Wildlife Service. found thetappro,I-.
mately 14 percent of the undersized yellow percll were dead in Lake Erie trap
nets at the time of IICUng.

that in Lake Erie a single individual may be ex­
posed to destruction repeatedly. Consequently,
a severe mortality of the faster-growing yellow
perch of the younger age groups, especially age
group I, is certain to' occur. It appears, then, that
perch of the same year class captured at older ages
show relatively slow growth not only because the
samples of the younger age groups were composed
of the faster-growing fish but also because some of
these same fast growers were elinlinated from the
stock as young fish.

SEGREGATION CORRELATED WIT~ S'EXUAL
MATURITY

Any segregation of the yellow-perch population
according to maturity would be in effect. a segre­
gation according to size also, since the proportion
of mature individuals increased rapidly with in­
crease in length (table 36), and it was the larger
fish in the younger age groups that were mature.
It will be shown later that the only evidence of a
segregation of yellow perch according to maturit.y
was found during the spa'Ylling season. when the
samples consisted almost entirely of mature fish­
97 percent of "the yellow perch in samples taken
Apri111 and 13, 1932, were mature. .

A comparison of the percentage of mature indi­
viduals ·at different lengths (table 36) with the
length-frequency distribution of the age groups
(table 19) provides an indication of the' extent to
which segregation on the basis of maturity may
affect the samples of each age. It is seen in table
36 that a majority of the males reached maturity
~t 6~ inches but that most of the females were not
mature until they ha.d passed 8}~ inches. It is
ltpparent from table 19 that of the males only
group I would be affected by a segregation on the
basis of maturity. Such segregation, however,
would practically eliminate the group-I females,
seriously affect those in age group II, and to a
lesser degree disturb age group III. Because the
data in tables 19 and 36 were largely from fish
taken in the fall, the remarks concerning each age
group may be expected to apply equally well to the
next-older group in the next spawning season,
since little if any intervening growth would occur.
Thus, in the spawning season a segregation on the
hasis of sexual maturity would affect some of the
males and practically all of the females in group II,

.·a few of the males and many of the females in group
III, and almost Ilone of the fish in group IV and
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older groups. The April 11 and 13, 1932, samples
seem to bear out this expectation as there were no·
females in age group II but they accounted for 14.3
and 39.4 percent, respectively, of all fish in age
groups III and IV. Although other factors no
doubt affected the sex ratio in the April 1932
samples (see section on sex rat.io, p. 260), segrega­
tion on t.he basis of mat.urit.y must have played an
import.ant part. .

Inadequate sampling because of segregation
according to maturity is of little importance· in the
present study since only one collection employed
in the study of age and growth was taken from the·
spawning run (1932 collection) .. In this material
the reliability of the ·data for the group-III
females only is open to question. .

Since maturity and length are closely related, it
is po~sible that segregat.ion according to maturity
may be a source of destruction in the spawning­
run fishery of fish with more rapid growth. The
effects of this higher mortality of fish with rapid
growth on .comparisons of the growth histories of
fish of different ages are similar to the effects of
the selective destruction of rapidly growing fish
associated with gear selectivity (p. 221).

SELECTIVE DESTRUCTION ACCORDING TO THE
LEGAL SIZE LIMIT

The imposition of a minimum legal size limit
does much to reduce t,he effect of selection by gear
through the protection of the fastei'-growing but
still illegal-sized individuals,. but at the same time
adherence to a legal size limit produces a similar
selective effec.t 0'£ its own. As the fish reach the
minimum legal size limit they are subject to re­
moval by the commercial fishery. Consequently,
the faster-growing individuals are exposed to this

source of destruction earlier in life than are those
of slower growth. In a heavily exploited fishery,
successive samples of a year class, then, may be
composed of fish with successively slower growth
as a consequence of continued sorting according
to size.

The manner and extent to which the selective
destruction of yellow perch according to legal size
limit may give rise to discrepancies between the
calculated growth histories of different age groups
are brought out by the data of table 6. Effec.ts of
the elimination of different percentages of legal­
sized fish 6 on the determination of the growth
histories of three age groups also are shown.
From the data of ta,ble 6 it is obvious that the con­
tinued removal of legal-sized yellow perch in the
commercial fishery will bring about a decrease in
the calculated growth rates· of an age group.
The first-year computed lengths were affected the
least. The e.."\:clusion of all legal-sized fish reduced
the first-year length by only 0.1 inch in the 1928
group II and 0.2· inch in the 1929 group II but
brought about a 0.2-inch increase in the first-year
length of the 1928 group III.· On the other hand,
the effect of the elimination of legal-sized yellow
perch on the determination of the calculated
lengths at the end of the second and third years of
life was pronowlCed. The deCI'eases in the second­
year length wit.h all legal-sized fish e.."\:cluded were
as high as 0.7 inch (1929 group II); the decreases
in the third-year length were as high as OJ) inc.h
(1928 group III). When lesser percentages of

I A size limit of 8~ inches was employed in the separation of legal and
un<!ersized fish in all three age groups althongh a 9-inch limit was actually
in effect in 1928. Since most of the 1928 samples were taken In the summer
before completion of the season's gro,vth and most of the 1929 samples were
taken in the fall, presnmably after completion of the season's growth, it was
believed trn;t the data for all age groups would be made more nearly com~
parable by the use of a single size limit.

1928 group III

TABLE 6.-Effect of excluding legal-sized fish in determining growth histories of Lake Erie yellow perch

[Legal size: 8~ inches]

I
19"..8 group II . 1929 group II I

------r-c-sl-cu-Ia-t-ed-Ien-g-th-I-----.-------------,---------

Proportion of legal-slzed fish excluded Number at end of year of Number Calculau.d length at end or Number CalCUlated lenl'th at end of
of speci- life- of speci- year of life- of speci- ~'ear of life-

mens mens mens

2 3 I 3

None____________________________________ 832 3.8 7. I 3~" 3.5 fl. 8 8.5 ill 3.7 6.2 8.21M
25 percent. ________ . ____ •____ •______ ._. __ 750 3.8 7.0 323 3.5 6.7 8.4 [,7 3.7 ij ., 8.150 percent•• ________ . __________ . __ ._._. __ 669 3.8 7.0 274 3.5 6.6 8.3 44 3.8 6.1 8.0

IM)~=~t::::~:::~:::::::::::::::::::::I .'>'l8 3.7 6.9

I
225 3.4 6.4 S.l 31 3.8 6.1 7. 9

506 3.7 6.7 176 3.3 6.1 7.9 18 3.9 5.8 7.3
I

I Length at capture in fall (see footnote 6. above).
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legal-sized fish were excluded the reductions in the
calculated lengths were smaller.

It should be mentioned that the data of table
6 are based on t,he elimination of legal-sized fish
in a single group of samples whereas the removal
of legal-sized individuals by the fishery is gradual
and.is also progressive in the sense that continued
growth during the fishing season brings more and
more individuals to the legal size. The data
serve, nevertheless, to illustrate the type of
selective destruction that must occur in the heavily
exploited yellow-perch fishery..

Comparisons of the growth data of table 6 with
those of table 5, reveal that the discrepancies pro­
duced by the elimination of lebal-sized fish from
an age group resembled closely the discrepancies
that actually occurred between the growth histories
of different age groups. It is part,icularly striking
that in both table 6 and table 5, the greatest dis­
agreements among the calculated lengths of fish
older than age group I occurred beyond the first
year of life. It must be considered probable that
selective destruction based on sorting according to
the legal size limit was an important contributing
factor in the observed discrepancies in the calcu­
lated lengths of the different age groups of Lake
Erie yellow perch.

OTHER CAUSES

Di.fJerential natural mortality connected with rate
oj growth.-The widely observed assoCiation of
slower growth with the attainment of greater age
in poikilothermic animals which was also found
by Hile (1936) In the Ciscoes of Silver Lake, Wis.,

may have been flo possible factor in the discrep­
ancies in the calculated growth histories of the
Lake' Erie yellow perch. The effects of sucn a
differential natura.lmortality among the Lake E~'ie

perch, however, would be obscured by the more
import,ant sources of differential destruction by
the fishery. .

Annu.al fluctuations in growth rale.-The dis­
crepancies in calculated growth cannot be traced
to annual differences in growth rate since the dis­
agreements occurred between different age groups
of the same year class.

For!'l-ation oj more than one annulu.s per year.­
The validity of the use of the annulus on the Lake
Erie yellow-perch scale as a true' year mark has
been established. Although accessory checks are
not infrequent, the scales of those fish concerning
whose age there was doubt were discarded. It
does not appear reasonable, therefore, to assume
that the number of errors in the determination of
age was sufficiently great to account for the ob­
served discrepancies in the calculated growth of
different age groups.

Oontraction and 7'esorption oj the scole.-Van
Oosten (19'29) pointed out that the nature of the
structure of scales makes wholly unacceptable
the assumption that a contraction of scales occurs.
The examination of thousands of yellow-perch
scales failed to yield any indication of resorption
that would effect the calculation of growth.' The
limited amount of resorption or erosion observed
in the lateral fields of the scales of some old fish
did not affect the measurements along the antero­
posterior axis of the scales.

GENERAL GROWTH CURVES

. GROWTH IN LENGTH

It is not possible to determine a growth curve
for the Lake Erie yellow perch that is general in
the sense that it describes the growth of an indi­
vidual typical of the population as a· whole. The
preceding discussions have brought out clearly that
in general the older fish had a slower rate of growth
than the younger. Consequently, the combina­
tion of the data of several age groups to determine
a general growth curve involves the lumping to­
gether of heterogeneous growth material. The
resulting curve is descriptive of the samples rather
than of a typical individual. These limitations to
t.he significance of the data shoUld be kept in mind

in the examination of the information on general
growth contained in table 7.

The average lengths listed in table 7 have been
taken from table 5 and are based on the combina­
tion of all age groups except group I, which was
omitted as nonrepresentative by reason of gear
selection (see p. 221). The lengths of fish taken
in the fall (presumably at the end of the growing
season) were combined with the corresponding cal­
culated lengths. Beyond the third year of life
the average lengths of the different age groups
were determined by successive additions of the
average annual increments of growth. This pro­
cedure brings about a natural smoothing of the
general growth curve for the later years of life.
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-----,-------------------
IlIches IlIches Percent 1I1illi-

melers

TABLE 7.-Average calculaled lenglh, by age, of Lake Erie
yellow perch la.ken by impounding nels

Males:
1 year_____________ ~74 3.6 3.6 _. ~__ 76
2}'eM_____________ 974 fl. 6 3.0 83.3 143
3year_____________ 836 8.4 1.8 27.3 181
4 year_____________ 254 9.4 1.0 11.9 203
5 year_____________ 23 10.1 .7 7.4 2206 year . . . •

the first year of life the females were slightly larger
(0.1 inch) than the males, and they maintained this
advantage in length during the second year. Be­
ginning in the third year the females inereased in
length progressively faster than males of .the same
age until at the end of the fifth year they were 0.6
inch longer.

Of particular interest is the fact that the
minimum legal size of 8~ inches, effective in the
States of Michigan and Ohio, was reached at the
end of the third· year by all fish (sexes com~ined).

It may be seen also (table 5) that the average
length of the. males captured late in the fall at
the end of their third year was only slightly less
(8.4 inches) and that of the females only a little
more (8.7 inches) than the legal mip.imum. The
maximum length of yellow perch examined in Lake
Erie was 13.!) inches "total length, sex not deter­
mined. The longest male was 11.3 inches and
the longest female 12.9.

No physiological explanation can be offered for
the difference in the growth of the sexes. It is
rather certain, however, that the earlier attain­
ment of sexual maturity by the males was not the
primary cause of their poorer growth. The
females enjoyed the greatest actual and relative ad­
vantage in grow.th in the fourth year of life (fe­
males 1.2 inches, males 1 inch) . Yet at that size
86.1 'percent of the females and 98.6 percent of the
males were mature (see table 36); . If the poor
growth of the males was the result of their early
attainment of maturity, the·greatest advantage in
the growth of the females would be expected to
occur in the second year of life when 57.8 percent
of the males and none of the females were mature.

In spite of th.e differences in the growth of the
sexes, the same general description of the course
of growth applies to the curves for the females,
males, and the sexes combined. The most rapid
growth in length topkplaee in the first year·of life,
after which the annual increments decreas~d

continuously.

GROWTH IN WEIGHT

The average weights of the age groups of yellow
perch taken late each fall (table 5) bring out clearly

. that the females were heavier at each age than
the males with the exception of those fish assigned
to age group II in which the males also were .the
longer. 'rhe bes~-repl'esented .age group. (II),
which.characteristically dominates the late-season

Incre-
ment Increase Standard

In length
length

Number
of Total

specl- lengtb
mens

Year of life

Females:1 year_____________ 905 3.7 3.7
-----iii~i-

772 year_____________ 905 6.7 3.0 1463 year_____________ 725 8.6 1.9 28.4 1874 year_____________ 252 9.8 1 2 14.0 2155 ye·ar_____________ 3.1 10.7 .9 9.2 234
6 year------------_ 4 11.3 .6 5.6 248

All fish:1 year__ . __________ 2, 644 3.7 3.7 772 year_____________ 2,644 6.7 3.0 81.1 1463 year __ . _________ . 1.758 8.5 1.8 26.9 1844 year_____________ 522 9.5 1.0 11.8 2085 year_____________ 66 10.4 .9 9.5 2286 year____________ • 4 11.0 .6 5.8 242

The use of the average annual increments eaused
the lengths of the fish in the later yearl;! of lif£' to
be higher than the con'esponding average calcu­
lated lengths as determined from the individual
age groups (table 5). For example, as derived
from the general growth curve, the length of the
females at the end of the fifth year was 10.7 inches
as compared to the values of 10.2 (length at time
of .capture in tp-e autumn) and 10 inches as deter­
mined from age-groups IV and V, respectively.
Similarly, this length was 10.1 inches as derived
from the growth curve of the males but was only
9.6 inches at time of captlll'e in the autumn. Dis­
crepancies occun-ed also in the lengths at the end
of the fourth and si"'{th years of life; Although
the successive additions of the average annual

.growth iOel'ements, to determine th~ general
growth eurve in the later years, introduce dis­
crepancies, they cannot be held with eertainty to
represent en-ors in the general growth curve. On
the contrary, the use of the average annual
increments may tend to offset the distorting
effects of the differential destruction of the more
rapidly growing individuals; hence the seemingly
greater lengths of the general growth cW've may
appro~;mate the true typical growth of the Lake
Erie yellow perch more closely than a curve based
entirely on .grand-average calculated lengths.

Figure 4 is a graphic presentation of the data of
table 7 on length at the end of each year of life
and the annual growth increment. At the end of
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FIGURE 4.-General growth curves li!howing average length and average annual increments in length
. of Lake Erie yellow perch at end of each year of life. .

catches by trap nets, had an average weight of
just over 4 ounces. The only group with an
average weight· of over 8 ounces (V) was repre­
sent,ed by only four fish in the late fall samples
and, therefore, the reliability of the average is
open to question. Although there was consider­
able annual variation, the values 5n table 5 are
believed to represent rather well the average
weights of yellow perch taken by trap nets from
Lake Erie during the later season.

The average weights of the age groups captured
late in the autumn differed considerably from the

corresponding calculated weights (tables 5 and 8).
The empirical weights were greater for the younger
fish and smaller for the older individuals. Net
selectivity, whereby only the heavier of the shorter
fish were retained, no doubt accounted for the
greater empirical weights of the younger fish.
Perhaps the decrease in condition during October
and November (p. 255) was enough to bring about
the discrepancies noted among the older ages.

In order to have strietly ·comparable data for
general growth in length and in weight, the equa­
tion for the length-weight relation of the Lake
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CORRECTION

For figure 5, page 226, the
vertical-scale caption should
read "Weight in ounces" in
stead of "Weight in pounds".
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TABLE S.-Average calculated weight, by age, of Lake Erie
yellow perch

[CollectIons of all years combined]

Erie perch (see p. 252) has been employed to com­
pute weights corresponding to the grand-average
lengths of table 7, These calculated weights are
given in table 8 which shows also the annual

increments and percents of increase in weight.
The data on general growth in weight are pre­
sented graphically in figure 5.

The calculated weights of the females exceeded
those of the males in every year of life. The
advantage of the females increased regularly from
0.04 ounee at the end of the first year of life to
1.48 ounces at, the end of the fifth. The greatest
advantage in the growth of the females occurred
in the fourth year of life when the increment was
2.29 ounees as compal'ed t,o 1.65 for the males,

For each sex and for 'the sexes combined the
annual percent increase in weight was greatest
in the second year and deereased continuously in
the later years. The greatest actual increase in
weight oecUl'red in the third year of life. At the
end of the third year, when the Lake Erie yellow
perch attained the legal length, 8~ inches, the
weight (4.2 ounces) was less than half that at the
end of the sixth year (9.8 ounees). The heaviest
male weighed 12}~ ounces and the heaviest female
(a gravid specimen) weighed 19% ounces.

Increase

·----·-55ii~O

112.0
51.9
29.6
23.2

Grams Ounces

Weight
1----;----1 Increment

In weightYear of life

Males: O"nce, Percellt
1 year. __ . . __ .. 8 0.28 0.28 • _
2 years_______________ 56 1. 98 1.70 607.1
3 year________________ 113 3.99 2.01 101.5
4 year________________ 160 5.64 1.65 41. 4
5 year________________ 204 7.20 1.56 27.7

Feu:J;,~~r-------------.--- ------------ -----------. ------------ -----.-.----
1 year. __ .____________ 9 .32 .32
2 year . __ ._______ 59 2.08 1.76
3year________________ 125 4.41 2.33
4 year_.______________ 190 6.70 2.29
5 year________________ 246 8.68 1.98
6 year________________ 303 10.69 2.01

All fish:
1 year__ .• __ ._._______ 9 .32 .32 • • _
2year_. .____ 58 2.05 1.73 540.6
3 year..______________ 119 4.20 2.15 104.9
4 year_.______________ 172 6.07 1.87 44.5
5 year..______________ 224 7.90 1.83 30.1
63'ear..______________ 279 9.84 1.94 24.6

GROWTH OF YELLOW PERCH IN LAKE ERIE COMPARED WITH THAT IN OTHER
,WATERS

Comparison of the growth of yellow perch in
Lake Erie with that in other waters will be based
on data from the major centers of commereial
production of the species. With reference to other
waters, it is sufficient to say that the numerous
published average lengths of the age groups show
tremendous variation in the size of fish of the same
age. There appears to be no correlation between

, geographical location of the lakes and the rate of
growth of perch.

Table 9 gives the average calculated total length
of yellow perch at the end of each year of life as
determined in the present study; 7 by Hile and
Jobes for Saginaw Bay (1941) and for the Wis­
consin waters' of Green Bay and northwestern
Lake Michigan. (1942); and by Carlalider (1942)
for the Minnesota waters of Lake of the Woods.
The data are presented graphically in figure 6.
The total lengths shown were determined where

7 Data on the Lake Erie yellow perch published by Harkness (1922) are
not included in the table beca1l8C or differences In criteria for recognizing
annuli, and his estimated lengths were not computed with reference to the
end of years of life. Study of these scsIes, which he kindly sent to me, faUed
to reveal any pronounced differences In the rates of growth of yellow perch
collected by him In 1920 and of those collected in 1927 and used in the present
study.

neeessary from standard lengths in millimeters by
use of the appropriate conversion factors. Calcu­
lated lengths at the end of each year of life are
used rather than length of the "age groups at
capture to eliminate discrepancies caused by differ-
ences in the time of capture. '

With the single exception of the first year when
the growth from Lake of the Woods was the
greatest (3.9 inches), 'the yellow perch were
larger in Lake Erie and Saginaw Bay than in the
other tlll'ee areas. The Lake Erie yellow perch
were larger than those from'Saginaw Bay in the
first 3 years of life. In the' fourthy.ear they aver­
aged the same, but thereafter the Saginaw Bay

TABJ.E 9.-Comparison. of average calculated total lengths of
yellow perch from several localities

[Data for sexes combined]

Average calculated length (in inches) at end
of year-

Locality

1 2 3 4 I 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

- - - -, - - - - - -
Lake Erie___ ~ ___________ 3.,7 6.7 8.5 9.5 10.4 11.0 ---- ---- -~-- ---- --~-Saginaw Bay____________ 3.0 5.3 8.0 9.5 10.7 12.0 12.8 ---- ---- ---- ----Green Bay______________ 2.8 4.6 6.3 7.9 9.0 10.2 11.2 12.3 13.9 ---- --- ..
Northwestern LakeMichlgan_____ •_______ 2.8 4.5 6.0 7.1 8.5 9.7 ---- .-.- ... - - .. - ..-_.
Lake of the Woods____ ._ 3.9 5.4 6.9 8.1 9.2 10.5 11.8 12.9 14.1 15.2 16. 6

955513-52-4
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fish averaged the larger. There is a striking
similarity in the growth curves of the other three
populations (fig. 6). The yellow perch from Lake
of "the Woods averaged about 1 inch longer. than
those from Green Bay and northwestern Lake
'Michigan at the end of the first year, and after
this year the individuals from northwestern Lake
Michigan averaged somewhat shorter than those
from the other two areas.

Although each of these growth rates compares
favorably with those from other waters, slow

growth does occur in the Great La,kes. Van
Oosten (1944) reported a sample of yellow perch
taken from Presque Isle Bay (Lake Erie) that
avel'aged only 6.7 iIiches total length as age-group­
IV fish. Apparently these slow-growing fish do
not frequent Lake Erie proper as none was found
among the thousands examined in the course of
the present study. The largest yellow perch taken
from Lake Ontario by Greeley '(1940) had a total
le,ngth of just more than 6.5 inches in its fifth
summer of life.

GROWTH COMPENSATION

Two types of relation between early size and
subsequent growth have been observed: (1) That
in which the individuals with greater growth in the
first year retain or add to that advantage in later
growth; and (2) that in which the individuals with
greater growth in the first year grow relatively
more slowly each subsequent year so that a reduc­
tion in range of size occurs. This latter relat~on

is known as growth compensation. No attempt
will be made to review the literature on the subject,
but it may be stated that the phenomenon of
.growth compensation has been observed in so
many species of fish, both mllrine and fresh-water,
that its occurrence may be considered general.

Age groups II and III of the 1929 collection,
both of which contained large numbers of speci­
mens, have been selected for a study of the rela­
tion between the first-year length and the later
growth in length of the Lake Erie yellow perch.
The data have been restricted further to those
fish collected late in the autumn, when it could be
assumed that the year's growth was complete.
Table 10 shows the growth histories of the dif­
ferent yearling-size classes (sexes separately) of
each of these age groups..

The first-year difference of 0.99 inch between
the average lengths of the largest and smallest
group-II males was increased to 1.38 inches in the
second year. The ma.'l:imum difference was re­
duced by compensatory growth in the third year
to 1.05 inches, but nevertheless remained above
the original difference. In the group-II females
the original O.94-inch advantage of the largest
yearlings over the smallest was increased slightly
to 0.97 inch in the second year. The maximum
difference was reduced by compensatory growth
in the third year to only 0.68 inch,

TABLE lO.-Relation between calculated length of Lake Erie
yellow perch at end of fir8t year and growth 1:n 8ub8equent
years, based 0'/1. 1929 collections of age group8 II and I.II

Calculated lenj:th at Nllm· LOIlj:th. (iuches) at Increment (inches)
ber of end oCyear- Cor year-

end 01 first J'ear oC specl-Ii(e

~_1_4
mens 1 2 1 2 3 4

-------
Age group II:

Males:
3.35 Inches andunder___ . ______ 59 3.15 6.24 8.22 .- ._- 3.15 3.00 1.98 .~ ....-
3.36 to 3.82 inches_ 77 3.58 6.88 8.56 ._--- 3.58 3.30 1.67 __ ... a •

3.83 inches and
over•• ___ . -_____ 29 4.14 7.62 9.27 -- -- 4.14 2.58 1.65 -.--

Maximum dlC·
terence_••_------ -------- .99 J. 38 1.05 ---- .- ... --. -- ----- ----..

Females:
3.35 inches andunder___________ 49 3.15 6.28 8.27 _..- - 3.15 3.13 J. 99 .----
3.36 to 3.82 inches. &! 3.58 6.88 8.63 ----- 3.58 3.30 1.75 -- .. --
3.83 inches and

over. ____ •••.•• 27 4.00 7.25 8.95 ---- . 4.09 3.16 1.79 ---_ ..
Maximum dU·

Cerence_._._____ • __ -.- .94 .97 .68 ..--- -- . .. ----- -- .. -- --_.....
A~e ~roup III:

Males:
3.35 inches and

under_____ 40 3.11 5.50 7.48 8.86 3.11 2. 39 1.9S 1.38
3.36 to 3.82 inches: 68 3.58 6. 42 8. ~- 9.27 3.58 2.84 1.85 J. 00~I

3.83 inches and
over•••..•••.••• 70 4.00 7.21 8.81 9.73 4.09 3.12 1.60 .92

Maximnm dlf·
terence.•••__ - .• ------ .. .98 1.71 1.33 .87 --- .. ... _- ._- .- -----

Females:
3.35 inches and

under••••_.• _. 40 3.20 5.97 7.00 9.46 3.20 2.77 2. 02 1.47
3.36 to 3.82 inches: 57 3.63 6.38 8.50 9.73 3.63 2.75 2.12 1.23
3.83 inches and

over•.•.•.••••_.

___ ··_~~14::
7.58 9.32

1

10.33 4.18 3.40 1.74 1.01

Maximum dU·
ference___•• ----- 1.61 1.33 .87

The relation between first-year length and later
growth in length of both sexes of age group III
resembled that of the group-II males. The
largest yearlings of both the males and females
added materially to their first-year advantage
over the smallest yearlings during the second year
of life. The ma.'l:imum diffeJ.:ence was reduced by
compensatory growth during the third year, but
remained greater than the original difference. In
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the fourth year further growth compensation
reduced the ma..ximum difference below the first­
year value.

It appears to be characteristic of the p;rowth of

the Lake Erie yellow perch that a first-year
advantage iIi size is increased in the second year.
Growth compensation occurs in the· tbird and
fourth years of life.

PROPORTION OF SEASON'S GROWTH COMPLETED AT TIME OF CAPTURE

TABLE H.-Increment of growth completed by Lake Erie
yellow perch at certain dates in 1927

TABLE; l~.-lncre7nent of growth completed by Lake Erie
yellow perch at eel·tain dates in 1928

For fish captured-
For fish captured-

Age group and 5e·X

Oct. 24 Oct. 31 to
Nov. 21

Age group and sex
July 17
and 23

Oct. 16
~~'84 Aug.23 Sept. 5 and

Nov. 20
---------1--- -------------

2
3
9

26
20
26

70
59
70

]I[-m. lIJm.
74

:l9 37
27 34
29 37

26 :!4
:!3 22
24 24

Perrf1lt Perce"t
100.

78 100
79 100
78 100

108 100
104 100.
100 100

80 100
Nu·mbcr Number

4

68 77
70 86

148 184 .

5 18
5 7

10 2:;

83
91
7lI

20
20
19

104
40

242

Season's growth (increment
of standard length) to
date of capture: ]11m. ]11m. 111m.

Age group I: All fish '__ 52
Age l!roup II:Female ." _

Male _
All fish ' .. 15 18

Age group III:Femal" • _
Male . _
All fish ,___________ 16 21

Proportion of season's
gl·owth completed to date
of capture: PercC1lt Percell/' Percent

Age group I: All fish '__ 70
Age group II:Female • • •__•

Male ••
All fish ,____________ 40 49

AgeJ~~:Ri_~~~_. • .. •
Male : • __
All fish , • • 67 88

A verage (weigh ted)
percentage ._ 45 50 71

Speclmens: ._ Number Number Numbtr
Age group I: All fish ' ~__ 7
Age group II:Fl'Dlale •••• .. •

Male • ._
All fish , •• 107 151

Age group III:Female • . _
1\:l:al" •• _
All fish , ._.__ 21 6

Mm. "Mm.
76 SO
75 79

46 50
38 47
39 47

:!1 28
Zl 29
19 29

Perce"t Perce"t
95 100
95 100

92 100
81 100
83 100

75 100
113 100
66 100
88 100

Number Number
28 136
40 195

3 46
15 95
22 170

2 15
2 21
8 39

Season's growth (Increment of standard length) to
date of capture:

Age group I:Males • • •• • .
All fish ' • _

AgeJ~~:S.e~~: • __ • • • _
Males. • •__ •___ __ __ _ .
All fish '. _

Age group III:Females ._. ._. __ • • _
Males • •• • _. _
All fish 1. __ •• _

Proportion of season's growth completed to dat"
of capture:

Age group I:Males • • __ .. _...• • _
All fish ' • . _

Age group II:Females.... . _
Males_. • _
All fish ' .. _. ._,. _

Age group III:Females • • • ._
Males__ • • •• " _
All fish ' ... • _

Average (weighted) percentage _
Specimens:Age group 1: .. _

Males .. .. _
All fish , .. _. ..... _

Age group II:Females • • _. _
Males • _
All fish '. .. _

Age group III:Females _
Males_ .. . _
All fish , . • _

, Ineludes fish whose se:.: was not determined.
, Includes fish whose sex was not determined.

Although the dates of collection of the Lake
Erie yellow perch were not distributed in such a
manner as to permit a thoroughgoing study of the
progress of growth during the season, scattered
data based on samples taken after June 30 do
provide a certain amount of information. The
calculated increments of growth a.dded in the year
of capture and the percentages of these increments
of the year's total growth are shown in tables 11,
12, and 13 for three age groups collected in 1927,
1928, and 1929. The growth increments of perch
from late-season collections have been considered
to represent the total season's growth and hence
have been assigned the percentage of 100. The
selection of thcse late-season samples was not

arbitrary, but was based on a eareful study of
the growth increments of fish in the collections of
single days. For example, detailed data for 1928
(not given here) demonstrated that the growth
increments of pereh captured on October 16 were
as large as those of fish taken on November 20..
It was assumed, therefore, that no growth occurred
after October 16 in that year, and consequently
the sample of that date was included as part of
the "litte-season" collection. In 1927, on the
other hand, the growth increments of perch cap­
tured on October 24 were noticeably smaller than
those of fish taken on October 31 and on various
dates in November. Ae('ordingly, the October
24 sample was excluded in the computation of the
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'Includes fish whose sex was not determined.

TABLE l3.-Increment of growth com.pleted by Lake Erie
yellow perch at certain dates in 1020

I Estimates of the progress of growth during the SOllson of captw'e made
hy H.Ue, for the cisco (1\136) and for the rock bass (1941) in the lakes of north·
eastern Wisoonsin, were based on comparisons of the growth increments up
to the time of capture with the full-season growth as calculated from samples
of the ssme year class in collections of later years. The severe discrepanCies
between the calcu),\ted growth histories of (lilTerent age groups of the same
year class of the Lake Erie yellow perch prohibit the use of the same pro·
cedure in the present study. .

full-season increments o-f growth.s Other com­
binations of collections, as for example, that of
the samples of July 17 and 23, 1928, were made
only after examination proved the combinations
to be warranted.

The data of tables 11, 12, and 13 were presented
in considerable detail to hl"ing out the fact that
neither sex nor age appeared to affect the course
of the season's growth. Females did not show
consistently lower or higher percentages than
males taken on the same day or days; neither did
the percentages vary consistently among samples
of different. age groups captur.ed on the same

Percent Percent
of tol4l /lTowtli of tatal /lTowtli

For month of- end of montli wi!llin montli
JlIne__ _____ _____ __ ___ 15 15
July_________________ 50 35
Augllst ~_ ____ ___ 80 30
September____________ 100 20

According to these estimates .relatively little
growth was completed before July 1 (only 15 per­
cent of the total). The greatest increase in length
in a single month occurred in July (35 percent).
Growth dropped slightly in August (to 30 percent)
and sharply in September (to 20 percent), and
appears to have ceased toward the end of Septem­
ber. The small pel'centage completed on July 1
suggests that growth began some time in June,
although it is not possible to be certain on that
point.

The preceding description of the com-se of the
growth of the yellow perch during the season
must be recognized as merely an approximation
since it was based on rather limited and scattered
data. The data for 1927 indicate that with
exceptional conditions the percentage of total
growth completed at different tinles within the
growing season may vary considerably. Perch
collected on October 24, 1927, were found to have
completed only 88 percent of the estimated total
growth for the season. Although the indicated
growth of 12 percent of the season's total between
October 24 and October 31 does seem to be too
high, the data provide evidence, nevertheless, that
growth was .proceeding actively 'in October.

dates. It appears valid, therefore, to employ
the weighted percentages (given in each table) as
measures of the proportion of season's growth
completed at different dates.

In order to obtain a more definite idea of the
course of growth through the season, the weighted
percentages of tables 11, 12, and 13 were plotted
as functions of time within the season (fig. 7).
The smooth curve appearing in figure 7 was fitted
by inspection to the percentages for 1928 and 1929..
For reasons to be brought out presently the single
percentage available for 1927 (that of growth up
to October 24) was held to represent exceptional
condit.ions and was disregarded in the fitting of
the curve.

If the curve of figure 7 is accepted as descriptive
of the normal course of growth of the yellow
perch during the season, the following estimates
are obtained:

2i
22
25

39
39
39

155
178
333

140
168
308

100
100
100

100

100
100
100

Mm.
64
72
70

Perc~nt

100
100
100

Nov. 12
to

Dec. 7

96
95
96

2fl
21
24

96

42
38
40

6
3
\I

44160
104

108
97

102

20

41

80

90

Aug. 29
and Sept. 23

Sept. 5

For fish captured-

9

9
8
9

3
1
2

11
4
8

23
:!O •• _.
23 105

96 _
:l5 _

131 64

July 1
Age group and sex

Season's growth (Increment of
standard I(mgth) to date of

cax~,:":~oup I: Mm. Mm. Mm.
Females__ . • -'_'_"'__ 67
l\fales_•• • ••. __ .. ._. • _
All fish ,_._______________ 62 67

Age group II:Females_. .. _
Males •. •. _
Ali fish '. _

Agefe~f1e~~~: • _
Males • • _
Ali fish ' •. _

Proportion of season's growth
completed to date of capture:

Age group I: Percent Percen! PercentFemales. .• ._. . __ • 105
Malell.•• . ._. . _. __ . ••
All fish , . .... .. 89 96

Age I(roup II:FE<males _
Males . _
Ali fish ' ._._.' _

Age group III: ,Females . _
Males •__ ._. _
All fish , . _

Average (weighted) pereent-age _
Specimens:

Age group I: Number Number N1.mber NumberFemales.• . .•. . 1 17
Males__• . __•. . . .. . __ ___ 53
All fish , • ._. . ._____ 12 1 70

AgE< group II:. Females_________________ 8 _
Malell .. _. __ •. 5 . _
AlIllsh ' ._____________ 13 42

Age group III:Females . ..• _. __ . __
Males__ .. . .. _
All fish , . • .
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FIGURE 7.-Percentage of season's growth completed at different dates by Lake Erie yellow perch. Curve fitted to
1928--29 data by inspection.

Exceptional conditions may be expected aJso to
affect the course of growth in the early season

(earlier onset or more rapid early-season increase
in some years),

ANNUAL FLUCTUATIONS IN GROWTH

Data are available for the analYl;lis of fluctua­
tions in the growth of the yellow perch taken by
impounding nets in Lake Erie in the two periods,
1927-29 and 1943-48. Although 'the annual
increments of growth in the years 1924-29 were
computed from samples of the entire take by the

nets, whereas the growth in 1940-48 was deter­
mined only from "the legal-sized fish (8){ inches and
larger), the aVel'age annual increments did not
differ greatly. The fluctuations in growth were
determined separately for each period and repre­
sent deviations from the average of the period to
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- 1 _

--------·1-----------

(Data for sexes shown separately]

TABLE 15.-Calcttlaled ann'ual growth increments according
to calendar year and year of life of Lake Erie yellow perch
taken by impot£nding net, 104-3-4-8

~rowths of 2.7,3.8, and 3.8 inches of age group III
III the first and second years of life and of age
group II in the first year of life totaled 10.3 inches
or 0.9 inch more than the total (9.4) of the corre­
sponding increments in 1925 (2.4, 3.5, and 3.5).
The average of the two totals is 9.85 inches. Com­
pared with this average, the total growths in 1926
showed an improvement of 9.1 percent. A con­
tinuation of this procedure shows the percentage
change in growth from each year to the next. The
position of each year's growth with respect to that
of 1924 is obtained by the successive addition of
the percentages of change. For example, the
growth of the group-III females decreased 5.6
percent from 1924 to 1925 as determined by this
method of computation, but as indicated above,
that of the group-II and group-III females in­
creased 9.1 percent from 1925 to 1926. Hence, the
growth in 1926 may be said to have been -5.6+
9.1, or 3.5 percent better than in' 1924. In order
to make the percentage deviations describe the
changes with respect to average growth over the
period 1924,-29, rather than only to growth in
1924, the mean of the deViations as computed by
the above procedure was subtracted from the in­
dividual deviation of each year. The same pro­
cedure was used to determine the annual fluctua­
tions in growth in 1940 to 1948 (table'15). The
method just described for obtaining the percentage
deviations from average growth is that employed
by Hile (1941) to detenlline the annual fluctua­
tions in growth of the Nebish Lake (Wisconsin)
rock bass.

The annual percentage deviations of the growth
of the Lake Erie perch from the 1924-29 and 1940­
48 means are shown in table 16 for the sexes sepa­
rately, where possible, and for the sexes combined.
Particularly noteworthy is the very close agree­
ment between the percentage deviations of the
sexes. The coefficient of correlation between the
annual deviations in the growth of the sexes has
the high value of 0.959. This close correlation
may be construed as a strong argument for the
reliability of the percentages in table 16 as true
measures of the annual fluctuations in growth.

The annual variations in the growth of the Lake
Erie yellow perch were fairly large. The ranges
for tbe percentages in the period 1924-29 were
23.2 percent for the females, 15.2 percent for the
males, and 18.3 percent for the sexes combined.
The range in the percentage variation of the sexes

Calculated growth increments
(Inches) in-

1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929

Calcubted growth increments (inches) in - ,

11140 11141 11142 1943 11144 11145 11146 11147 11148

(Data for sexes combined]

Yearoflife

Year of life

Age group Ill:
Fourth year . 1.2 1.3 1.1 1.1 1.3 1.01
Thirdyear__ .• • ._._ 2.1 1.6 1.11 1.6 2.0 1.7 • _
Secondyear 2.4 2.5 2.8 3.1 2.5 2.4 _
Firstyear . __ 3.7 3.11 3.6 3,11 3.5 3.8 _

Age group II: '
Thirdyear 1.8 1.11 1.9 2.1 1.9 2.01
~~COndyear--.------ 3.1 3.4 3.3 3.3 3.6 3.0 _

Irstyear , .. _. 4.1 3.9 3.7 3.8 3.5 3.8 _

which the individual years belong. The analysis
has been confined to the growth of age groups II
and III since other age groups contained too few
fish to give reliable averages in all years.

The calculated annual increments of age groups
II and III taken in 1927-29 are shown for each sex
in table 14 and those for the fish taken in 1943-48
are given in table 15. The data in both tables are
arranged so that the horizontal rows show, the
growth in different calendar years of fish in the
same year of life. The vertical' columns show the
growth in a single calendar year of fish in different
years of life. The growth histories of the individ­
ual age groups are shown in rows running diago­
nally from the bottom to the right.

The method of estimating annual fluctuations
in growth may be illustrated by the 1925 and 1926
data for the females in table 14. The 1926'

TABLE '14.-Calcttlated annual growth increments according
to calendar ye.ar and year of life of Lake Erie yellow perch
taken by impounding net, 10le7-leO

Males:
Age group Ill:

f$l;~~~::::::::::::::::::::: ::~~i: -If U__~:~_ :::~:~
Age~~~~;iF:------------------ 3.6 3.6 3.8 ------ ------ ------

~~~~l;:r~,-:::::::::::::::::::: :::::: --2:7- g ~J ~~:
Females: I1'S year . ------ 3.6 3.8 3.6 ------ ------

Age K:::up III:

~$l;~~~~~::::::::::::::::::: ::~~i: -If H__~:~_ :::~:~Fll'StyeBr . 3.7 3.5 3.8 _

Age.fit~~s;~:u. 2.3 1.3 1.7
~econ year._______________ 2.11 3.4 3.2 •

lrstyear 3.5 3.8 3.6 _
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TABLE 16.-Dcuiatio1/.s in growth rate of Lake Erie yellow perch and in mean air temperature8 at Sandu8ky, Ohio, fr~m
1924--29 and 194-0-4-8 average8

Deviation from average growth

Correlation (r) between growth aud temperature (sexes comblnedl. _

Percent Perum
1924_______________________ -4,8 -10.219"..5_______________________ -4.8 -4.6
1921'--_____________________ 2.3 4.5
1927_______________________ 8.5 13.0
1928.._____________________ -6.7 -7.41929_______________________ 5.5 4.8

1940 _
1941. . _
1942 .. . . _
1943 •__ • _
1944 . _
1945 . . _. _
1946 _
1947 _
1948 . : _

Year
Male Female Average

Peretm
-7.5
-4.7

3.4
10.8

-7.0
5.2

-3.1
2.2

-1.7
-.4
1.8

-4.2
3.4

-7.4
9.7

Deviations of mean temperatures

May Juue July August September October

OF. OF. OF. OF. OF. OF.
-3.9 -0.7 -1.9 0.3 -4.5 3.0
-1.6 5.5 -1.1 .6 3.3 -8.3

1.8 -1.5 .0 2.8 .1 -1.4
1.2 -1.9 .2 -4.2 3.3 4.4
2.1 -2.1 2.1 2.8 -2.6 3.6
.6 .5 .6, -2.1 .3 -1.0

-2.0 .2 1.1 -.3 -2.5 -.9
4.4 1.0 1.3 -.9 2.9 2.2
3.0 .4 1.1 -.9 -1.3 -.1
-.4 4.0 .8 .1 -3.3 -2.4
5.4 2.8 .5 1.5 -.1 -1.5

-5.0 -2.8 -2.1 -.1 1.1 -2.3
-1.0 -1.0 -.7 -4.1 .7 3.5
-2.9 -3.2 -2.5 4.7 .8 6.5
-1.9 -1.4 .6 -.3 1.7 -4.7

.346 -.000 .347 -.605 .504 -.117

combined during t.he 1940-48 period was 17.1 or a
little less than in the 1924-29 period. Growth was
below average in 1924 but improved each year
until t.he maximum wa.s reached in 1927. The
sharp decline in 1928 was followed by an improve­
ment in 1929. Growth in 1940 was below the
average for the period' 1940-48. The increase in
1941 was followed by a 3-year period in which the
growth fluctuated but little; the variations were
greater in 1945-48. The poorest growth in the
1940-48 period was in 1947 and the best in 1948.

Neither a detailed discussion of all the probable
factors that contributed to the annual fluctuations
observed in the growth of the Lake Erie yellow
perch nor a review of the literature on fluctuations
in the growth of fish seems desirable. It may be
stated, however, that chief among the factors that
previous investigators found associated with
alIDual fluctuations in growth rate were changes in
the density of the population and. fluctuations in
weather conditions (temperature and precipi­
tation).9

It is not possible to state definitely whether flue­
tuations in the density of the yellow-perch popula­
tion affected the growth of the species in Lake Erie.
Three years in whieh growth was above average
(1926, 1927, and 1929) and a' year of poor growth
(1928) oceurred when members of t.he strong year
class of 1926 were abundant. This situation sug­
gests that fluctuations in t.he density of the popu­
lation may have little or no effect on the growth
rate of the Lake Erie perch.

• Hile (1936) Bod Van Oosten (944) have revjpwpd \.he Iltprature on the
cauS('.s of ll.uctua.tions in the growth rate of fish.

In the study of the relation between meteor­
ological conditions and the growth rate of the Lake
Erie yellow perch, detailed records of :rainfall, t.he
percentage of possible sunshine, mean wind veloc­
ity, and temperature were consulted. Preliminary
analyses of the data demonstrated that no con'e­
lation existed between growth rate and the first
three of the meteorological factors. Seemingly,
variations in the amount of sunshine did not affect
the production of food sufficiently to influence t.he
growt.hof the pereh. The influence of rainfallwhich
would affect turbidity and the chemical content of
the water, and of variation in wind velocity which
would affect turbidity, appeared to be too sm-all to
detect, or was obscured by other factors.

Investigation of the relation between annual
fluctuations in temperature and in the growth rat~

of the Lake Erie yellow perch yielded suggestive
results. The annual deviations of the air temper­
atures at Sandusky, Ohi% from t.he 1924-29 and
1940-48 averages in eaeh month from May to
October, and the coefficients of con'elation between
the annual deviations of growth and of temperature
in each mont.h are shown in table 16. Included in "
the table are data not only for the four months,
June through September, that were held to eonsti­
tute the normal growing season (p. 231), but also
for May and October. Evidence was brought out
that under exceptional conditions growth may
cont.inue through October (p. 230), and it is be­
lieved possible that temperatures in May can

10 These data. on air temperatures were taken from Climatological Data of
the United States by Sections. Weather Bureau. U. S. Department of
Agrienlture.
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July and August _
July, August, and September _
July and September _
August and October _
September and October : ~
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affe~t the tim~ at whieh the season's. growth begins.
It'IS recogmzed that air temperatures do not
provide an exact. measure of water temperatures
but air temperatures averaging exceptionally high
or low over the period of a month probably have a
significant effect on ·the average water temper­
atures, espeeially in sueh shallow water as in
western Lake Erie. Doan (1942) eoneluded that
either air or water temperatures may be used to
indicate monthly variations from normal, as
the two fluctuate similarly.

Of the six coefficients of correlation between
annual fluctuations in growth rate and in the air
temperatures of individual months listed in table
16, only that· for August, (r= -0.605) may be
termed "significant" (r= ±0.514 when p=0.05).
The coefficient for September (r=0.504) fell just
short of the significant value and those for July
(r=0.347) and May (r=0.346), though moder­
ately high were far from significant. The ex­
tremely low values for October (r=-0.117) and
June (r= -0.030) offer not the slightest sugges­
tion of any correlation between annual fluctua­
tions in growth rate and temperatures in those
months.

Even if temperature were known to be a major
factor in the determination of annual fluctuations
in growth rate, high correlations between growth
and temperature in individual .months could
hardly be··anticipated, since, as has been demon­
strated previously, the growing season of the Lake
Erie perch includes all or part of several months.
It was with this in mind that the following coeffi­
dents of correlation (r) were computed between
annual fluetuations in growth and the eombined
temperatures for several groupings of months:

May to October (inclllsiveL -0.124
June 1(0 September (illclusive)_________ .036
May and June______________________ .218
May, June, and July ·_ .268
May, June, and September___________ .416
May, June, and October ~__________ .104
May,'June, September, and October-__ .352
May and July_______________________ .371
May, July, and September____________ .562
May and September __ _ .550
May and October___________________ .116
May, September, and October ~ __ . 327
June, July, and August-______________ -.289
June and AugusL___________________ -.461
June, August, and OctobeL__________ -.537
June and September ~___________ .328
June and October ~ ~ __ -. 176

235
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work was carried ou~ with special reference to the
relation between the annual fluctuations of temper­
atures in June and in, August and those of other
months.

The lack of correla"tion between June tempera­
tures and growth appears to be somewhat anoma­
lous in view of the eyidence. of a positive correlation
between growth and temperatures in May and
July. Since the absolute tempera~ure in June
normally is intermediate between those of May
and July a similar relation would be expected for
all 3 months. The coefficients of correlation be­
tween temperatures in June and those in certain
other months listed below are' too small, however,
to support any belief that a ~rue relation between
growth and June tempel;atures has been concealed
by correlations with temperatures of other periods
of the growing season.

Between June temperature and temperature in--:-
Correlation

May and July 0.291
May and September__·_____________ .214
May, July, and September__________ .246
July and September_______________ .124
August ·~ .083

The high negative value of r for growth and
August temperatures cannot be termed anomalous
since water temperatures reach their maximum
in that month in most years 11 andthe concept that

\I This statement is supported by records of Lake Erie water temperatures
at the Inteke of the Chestnut Street Water Plant at Erie, Pa. (published in
the Annual R~ports of the Commissioner of Water Works of that city).
According to those records the maximum monthly average water temperature
occurred in August In 23 of the 25 years, 1923-47; furthermore, August temper·

. atures of the period averaged 2.30 and 3.70 F. higher than those of July and
September. The crib of the intake Is located 5,100 feet north of the Presque
Isle Peninsula and Is covered by 22 feet of water at low·water level. AI·

. though Erie is locsted well to the east of the centers of greatest abundance of
the yellow pereb, water temperatures off that port may be taken to indicate
monthly trends. .

a high ma..'timum might exert 'a depressing effect
on growth is not unreasonable. It was considered
desirable, nevertheless, to determine the possible
effects on the interpreta~ionof the data of correla­
tions between August temperatures and those of
months that exhibited signi.ficallt positive correla­
tions betweeu temperature and growth. The
following coefficients, including one for May and
July in which temperature was not correlated
significantly with growth, were computed.

Between August temperature and temperature in-
Correlation

May and July " -0.086
May and September_____________ -.186
July and September_____________ -.339
May, July, and September________ -.205

Again none of the correlations between tempera­
tures in different periods was sufficiently. close to
conceal possible relations.

The data presented in this section may be tal.:en
as strong evidence that temperatures exert a
significant effect on the annual fluctuations in
growth of the yellow perch 'in Lake Erie, with
high temperatures in May, July, and September
(especially September) accelerating 'growth, and
high temperatures in August retarding it.

Any attempt at a biological interpretation of
the observed correlations would; with our present
knowledge, be of little value. Conceivably, tem­
peratures may affect growth directly, as through
the control of the instantan,eous rate of increase
or of tlle .length of the growing season, or indi­
rectly, as through the control of. the distribution
or abundance of food organisms. Until more is
leariled of the natural history of the perch, the
mechanism of the apparently significant correla­
tion between growth and temperature must remain
unknown.

LENGTH-FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

The catches of impounding nets and gill nets
differed in the actual form of the frequency dis­
~ribution as well as in the size of fish taken (table
17). The length distribution of yellow perch
caught in trap net,s and pound nets was unimodal
each year. The shoal-net collections, on the
other hand, showed definite bimodal length distri­
butions for 192'7 and 1929, but gave no indication
of bimodality in 1928. The fairly large number
of. small perch taken by the shoal nets during
1927 is probably explained. by the presence of the

abundant year class of 1926, then in their second
year of life (age group I) .. The bimodal length
distribution of ~he bull-net samples in 1927 was
the result of the accidental capture of a large
school of small .fish on a single day. These smaller
individuals ordinarily were not gilled in the true
sense, but rather, were c~ptured by tangling the
webbing of the net i~ the marginal bones of the
mouth or in the fins.

It will be noticed that there was considerable
annual variation in the length of the modal fre- .
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TABLE 17.-Length freq-uencies of Lake Erie yellow perch by year of capture and type of gear
[An asterisk designates the modal interval in each frequency distribution]

Taklill by bull gill nets 'Taken by shoal gill nets I

1927 1928 1929 Total. 1927 1928 1929 Total1937 Total1929 1930 1931 1932

1'aken by impounding nets

19281927

Standard.length . Total length
interval equivalent to 1--,--,--,----.-----,--.......----,--1---,-----,-----;--1--.---,--,--

midpoint

---------[-----11---------------------------------

41 to 50 mm._ .• _._
51 to 60 mm__ •• _
81 to 90 mm _
91 to 100 mm __ . _
101 to 110 mm _
III to 120 mm. _
121 to 130 mm __ . __
131 to 140 mm _
141 to 150 mm _
151 to 160mm _
161 to 170mm_. _
171 to ISO mm _
181 to 190 mm_ • _
191 to 200 mm _
201 to 210 mm ._
211 to 220 mm. __ ._
221 to 230 mm. _
231 to 240 mm _
241 to 250 mm _
251 to 260 mm _
261 to 270 mm _
271 to 2SOmm._. __
281 to 290 mm _
291 to 300 mm_ • _
301 to 310 mm _

IlIches 2.2 . __ . __ .. • .. _._ .. . • . ._._ 1 1 _
2.7 __ •.••__ . __ .. ._ . ._. __ . . .. .___ 2 __ ._.__ 2 • __ • _
4.0 .• .___ 2 2 _. • _
4.5 • ,,_, 1 .•_. . .• 1 1 ._ 5 6 1 1
5.0 4 1 31 • ._.. 36 9 1 13 23 4 4
5.4 21 5 73 7 .... 106 37 1 8 46 27 1 28
5.9 46 19 61 40 14 . __ • .• ISO 64 •__ • 5 69 °49 .____ 49
6.3 108 94 108 158 108 1 .___ 577 49 4 4 57 35 1 __ . __ ._ 36
6.7 272 477 291 529 568 3 3 2,143 47 15 1 63 17 9 1 27
7.2 380 1,143 553 1,016 1,167 1 10 4,270 26 11 1 38 4 14 __ .____ 18
7.6 495 °1,531 1,021 °1,541 2, 508 10 24 7,130 14 30 4 48 1 30 3 34
8.1 °509 1,090 1,692 1,364 4,524 ·28 °35 9,242 13 84 27 124 3 40 5 48
8.6 414 612 2, 553 I, 126 °4,963 °46 24 °9,738 31 241 165 437 6 79 15 100
9.0 375 411 °2,632 759 3,608 27 19 7,831 130 708 987 1,825 13 136 78 227
9.4 317 253 1,765 376 1,399 10 6 4,126 397 ·866 °1,750 °3,013 40 ·173 252 46..~
9.9 164 98 775 121 381 6 6 1,551 °545 529 I, 214 2, 288 36 130 °300 °466

10.3 82 29 2~3 44 103 4 525 237 200 443 880 16 46 150 212
10.7 16 14 83 22 29 1 __ ._._. 165 51 47 88 186 3 16 30 49
11.2 17 2 28 10 8 • ._ 65 16 12 24 52 1 4 4 9

. 11.6 3 3 3 4 4 _.. __ •• ._ 17 2 2 . 3 7 1· 1 _•• 2
12.1 2 2 1 3 •. __ .______ 8 . . ._ . ._

l~:~ ====:== ======= -----4- ==:==== ~ ==:=:== ======= ~ -----j- :===:== :===:== -----j- ----·i- :=:==:: :::=::: -.----j

~~:~ --'-T _....~_ ==:==== ==:===: ==:==== :=:=:=: ======= ~ :====== :::==== :=:==== :=:=:=: :=:::== :=:=::= :::=:== :==::=:
TotaL • ._ 3,224 5,785 11,939 7,118 19,391 133 131 47,721 1,670 2,754 4,744 9,168 257 681 838 1,776

================
Average standard length (mm.)____ 177 170 187 174 182 186 181 180 201 203 207 205 167 200 212 201
Average total length (inches)_._. 8.17 7.85 8.64.8.04 8.41 8.59 8.36 8.32 9.22 9.32 9.50 9.41.7.72 9.18 9.73 9.22
Percentage Illegal (less than 8}i

Inches) • • . __ 61.1 78.8 38.1 69.8 53.4 43.6 61.1 55.6 15.9 7.4 2.0 6.2 54.9 17.0 1.4 15.1

I Gill nets 22 nleshes deep. , Gill nets 100 meshes deep.

quency group in each gear. The modal frequency
intervals of perch caught in impounding nets
varied from 161-170 mm. (7.6 inches totallength)
in 1928 and 1930 to 191-200 mm. (9.0 inches
total length) in 1929, or over a range of 30 mm.
(1.4 inches). Annual fluctuations in the per­
centage. ~ccurrence of individuals in the several
length intervals of the trap-net and pound-net
catches of 1927-29, inclusive, are shown graphi­
cally in figure 8, which includes only the length
range over which the representation was continu­
ous. . The years 1927 to 1929 were selected for
graphic presentation because the year class of 1926
dominated the collections for each of those three
years. The mode of the 1927 specimens caught in
impounding nets was at a length 10 mm. greater
than the mode of the 1928 collections. Since col­
lections of both years were dominated by fish of the
1926 year class, one would expect the length of the
modal frequency in 1928 to be greater than that. in
1927.. However, this discrepa,ncy can be ex­
plained reaclily. It may be seen in table 21 that
two age groups were well represented in the 1927
collections; age group I made up 48.9 percent and
age group II made up 39.9 percent of the total.
The 1928 collections were made up almost entirely
(90.6 percent) of group-II fish. Approximately

95 percent of the 1927 specimens were taken in
October and November whereas some 72 percent
of the 1928 i~dividuals were taken by the end of
June. Thus, the 1926 year class (group I of 1927),
had only a small part of a growing' season in which
to inc-rease their lengths before t.he 1928 collections
(in which the year class appeared.as age group II)
were made. Furthermore, the occurrence of large
numbers of group-II fish in 1927 caused the length
at maximum abundance in the combined collec­
tions of that year to be greater than that of the
dominant age group (see table 19). Thus, the
reduced abundance of fish older than ~he 1926
year class in 1928 and the short period of time
intervening between the dates of collection of the
1927 and 1928 samples no doubt account for the
shorter modal length in 1928.

The large modal length in 1929 may be attrib­
II ted in great measure to the dominant 1926 year
class which had completed approximately 2 full
years' growth subsequent to ·the collection of the
1927 material. Even so, the length of the modal
frequency in 1929 was somewhat less than the
modal length of the 1926 year class (age group III)
in that year because of the strong representation
of the ~927 year class (age group II). In general,
the position of the modal frequency each year can
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FIGURE 8.-Percentage frequency distribution of total length of Lake Erie yellow perch in 1927, 1928, and 1929 collections
from impounding nets. Curves extend only over length range where representat.ion was continuous.

be explained by the known age composition of the
stock' and the time of year when the collections
were obtained. A similar explanation may account
for the shifts in the modal frequency of the years
1930 to 1932 and 1937.

The gill-net collections showed t,rends in the
annual fluctuation of the length at mnximuDl
abimdance similar to those of the impounding hets,
but the total range of variat,ion of the length of the
modal frequencies of the fish actually gilled was

reduced. The modal frequency interval of the
shoal-net samples varied only from 201-210 mm.
(9.4 inches total length) in 1928 and 1929 to
211-220 mm. (9.9 inches total length) in 1927,
or extended over a range of 10 mm. as compared
with a range of 30 mm. in impounding-net samples.
The modes of the yellow perch actually gilled by
the· bull net were. at the 201-210 mm. (9.4 inches
total length) interval in 1927 and 1928, and at the
211-220 mm. (9.9 inches total length) level in
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1929. The reduction in the annual fluctuation of
the position of the modal length intervals of the
gilled fish in the gill-net collections as compared
with the impounding-net samples can be ascribed
to the greater selectivity of gill nets.

The lengths of the modal frequencies of fish
gilled in both shoal and bull nets were without
"exception greater than those of fish eaught in
impounding nets in the same year. The general
differences between the length distribution of the

fish from impounding, shoal, and bull nets (all
collections eombined) are shown graphically in
figure 9. The curves are based on the totals of
table 17, expressed as pereentage frequeneies.
The graph includes only the length range over
which representation was continuous. As men­
tioned in the preceding paragraph, the mueh more
eompact distributions and the greater average size
of perch in the gill-net colle(ftions may be attrib­
uted to net selectivity. The oeeurrence of small

I I
"/

IMPOUNDING NET .\c- SHOAL GILL NET---
BULL GILL NET------- I

\
I - - \\,
I , "\,

~
I : \

...-"\
, 1\\r \;
, ,,

\\/ ,,
\\,

I

/ I

~
\

\\
1I \

I \'

/ I,' \
l\

\\I

/ I \

\'.I

,'/ \
.,,

, .. /' ~"tI. , ..,
". "" -'~-;: -- -~

1'__

35

30

25

>-
u
z
w
:::>
a

20w
a:
L...

w
C)

«
I- 15
z
w
U
a:
w
a-

10

5

o
5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12

TOTAL LENGTH IN INCHES

FIGURE g.-Percentage frequency distribution of total lengths of Lake Ene yellow perch in collections from each kind of
gear. Curves extend only over length range where representation was continuous. "
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perch in the gill-net collections does not represent
. gilling but, as stated earlier, is the result of the

entanglement of the marginal bones of the mouth
or of the fins i..p. the gill-net webbing.

The occurrence of illegal-sized yellow perch in
impounding-net samples .(table 17) varied from a
maximum of 78~8 percent in 1928 when the
collections were dominated by the 1926 year class
as age group II to a minimum of 38.1 percent in
1929 when the same year class was dominant as
age group III. Had the computation for 1928
been made on the basis of the then-effective size
limit of 9 inches instead of the current 8~ inches,
the proportion of undersized yellow perch would
have been even: greater-89.6 percent. The 1927
collection which was dominated by the 1926 year
class as age group I nevertheless had relatively
fewer illegal-sized yellow perch (61.1 percent
computed from a size limit of 8~ inches and 76.2
percent from a size limit of 9 inches) than the 1928
collection.' An explanation of this' discrepancy
was given on page 237. Perch under the legal size
limit were in the minority in the impounding-net
samples in only 20f 7 years (1929 and 1932).
The percentage of undersized perch in the collec­
tions of all years combined, computed from a size
limit of 8~ inches, was 55.6.

Illegal-sized yellow perch were relatively much
less abundant in the gill-net than in the impound­
ing-net catches, except in the 1927 bull-net
samples which contained a high proportion of
small, accidentally captured fish. Undersized
individuals in shoal-net samples varied from a
maximum of 15.9 percent in 1927 to a minimum
of 2 percent in 1929 and amounted to 6.2 percent.
for t.he 3 yea,rs' collect.ions combined. Com­
puted from the then-effective size limit of 9 inches,
the 1927 and 1928 percentages would have been
higher-20.3 and 23.4. The percentages of under­
si:l;ed yellow perch in bull nets were 54.9 in 1927,
17.0 in 1928, and 1.4 in 1929. 'On the basis of the
then-effective size limit of 9 inches these would
have been increased to 59.1 and 33.2 percent in
1927 and 1928. For all years combined the per­
centage of illegal-sized yellow perch in the bull
nets was 15.1 as c.ompared wit.h 6.2 in the shoal­
net collections.. The percentage of illegal-sized
fish in all gill nets was 7.6.

The proportion of illegal-sized yellow perch in
gill-net. catches provides a fairly precise measure
of the destructlon of undersized individuals by

this type of gear, as practically all individuals are
dead at capture or are killed in the process of
removal from the nets. .It should be noted,
however, that on the average the percentage of
undersized fish in gill-net samples usually fell well
below Ohio's legal allowance of 10 percent in the
commercial catch, especially since the allowance
is based on weight rather than on numbers of fish.

The destruction of illegal-sized yellow perch can
be determined less accurately for impounding nets
than for gill net.s because the trap-net and pound­
net fishermen are required to return all illegal­
sized fish to the water. It is relatively certain
that an unknown portion of these fish die as the
result of handling. It is known that on the aver­
age 14 percent of the illegal-sized perch. taken by
Lake Erie trap nets are dead at the time of.lifting.
(See footnote 5, p. 221.) Since 55.6 percent of the
yellow perch from impounding nets were under­
sized, it may be computed that for every 1,000
yellow perch taken, 76 illegal-sized fish were de­
stroyed. This value was well below the 151 de­
termined for bull net.s but was above the 62 for
shoal nets; and equaled the 76 from all gill nets.
However, the computed number of illegal-sized
yellow perch destroyed by impounding nets must
be considered as the minimum since it does not
include those fish that are killed during the sort.ing
of the cat<;:h to conform to t.he legal-size limit.
Further, inipounding nets took many more fish
during the year than did the gill nets and therefore
destroyed many mom individuals. The data seem
to offer good support to Van Oosten's (1936) con­
clusion that mor~ fish are destroyed by trap nets
than by gill nets.

The importance of the destruction of small
yellow perch by trap nets is emphasized when it is
remembered that in recent years this gear has
accounted fo~ approximately 61 percent of all
perch taken in the United States watel'S of. Lake
Erie (65 percent of those tal.:en in Ohio waters).12

Table 18 contains a summary of the length fre­
quencies (total lengths) by half-inch intervals, the
percentage frequencies, and the cumulative per­
centages for Lake Erie yellow perch taken in
different types of gear, with all years' collections
combined. Practical considerations make such

II Percentages were computed from data for 'the cR.Iendll1' years 1930, 1931,
1932,1934, 1936, 1937, and 1938 contained In the Cormer U. S. Bureau of Fish·

. erles publication, "Fisheries Industries of the United States," Report of the
Oommlssloner of Fisheries, for 1931, 1932, 1933, 1935, 1937, 1938, and 1939.
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TABLE 18.~Lellgt1ifrequencies of Lake Erie yellow perch taken in different types of gear

[Collections of all years combined]

241

, Total-length Interval I

Trap and pound nets

NU1I!ber of Percentage Cumulative Numbel" of
speCImens percentage specimens

Shoal gill nets

Percentage Cumulative Numher of
percentage specimens

Bull gill nets

Percentage Cumulative
percentage

2.0 to 2.5 inches .__ 0.01 0.01 • _
2.5 to 3.0 Inches___________ .02.03 • _
3.0 to 3.5Inooes • .__________ .03 • _
3.5 t04.0Inches • • • • .____ .03 . . _
4.0t04.5Inches___________ 1 <') (') 4.04 .07 _
4.5 to 5.0 Inooes___________ 7 0.01 0.01 14 .15 .22 2 0.11 0.11
5.0 to 5.5 inches___________ 98 .21 .22 46 .50 .72 18 1.01 1.12
5.5t06.0Inches___________ 130 .27 .49 54 .59 1.31 40 2.25 3.37
6.0 to 6.5 Inches___________ 664 1.39 1.88 85 .\13 2.24 51 2.87 6.24
6.5to7.0Inches___________ 1,872 3.92 5.80 57 .62 2.86 33 1.86 8.10
7.0 to 7.5 inchcs 5,182 10.86 16.66 48 .52 3.38 22 1.24 9.34
7.5 to 8.0 inches___________ 8,1011 16.99 33.65 62 .68 4.06 40 2.25 11.59
8.0to8.5Inches___________ 10,473 21.\15 55.60 1\14 2.12 6.18 63 3.55 15.14
8.5 to 9.0inches___________ 11,346 ,23.78 79.38 1,004 10.95 17.13 156 8.78 23.\12
9.0 to 9.5 inches___________ 6,189 12.97 92.35 2,\147 32.14 49.27 300 22.47 46.39
9.5 to 10.0inches__________ 2,634 5.52 97.87 3,156 34.42 83.69 5\14 33.45 79.84
10.0 to 10.5 inches_ ________ 751 1.57 99.44 1,248 13.61 97.30 297 16.72 96.56
10.5 to 11.0 Inches_________ 174 .36 99.80 193 2.11 99.41 50 2.82 00.38
,11.0 to 11.5 Inches_________ 65 .14 00.94 50 .56 99.97 8 .45 99.83
11.5 to 12.0Inches_________ 11 .02 00.96 2 .02 99.00 2 .11 99.94"12.0 to 12.5 Inches_ 6 .01 00.97 .____ ' 99.99 • _
12.5 to 13.0 Inches_ ___ 3 .01 99.98 ._ _ 99.99 • _
13.0 to 13.5 inches_________ 4 '.01 99.99 1 .01 100.00 1 .06 100.0013.5 to 14.0 Inches_________ 2 (') 100.00 _. . • , • • _

I Each ~~-Inch Interval contains lengths up to hut not Including the greater value•
• Specimens occurred In the samples but made up less than 0.005 percent of the total.

a tabulation desirable since legal-size limits for,
yellow perch are expressed in terms of the total
length in inches. It may be seen at a glance, for
example, that with a size limit of 8}~ inches, 55.6
percent of the yellow perch taken in trap nets were
under legal length, whereas 79.38 percent were
undersized with a 9-inch limit; or it may be seen
that almost 98 percent of the yellow perch in trap­
net catches were less than 10 inches long. The
tabulation also permits ready comparisons of the
catches by different types of gear.

The length distributions by age for impounding­
net samples are shown in table 19. The collections
of 1930, 1932, and 1937 are omitted from the table
because the number of specimens whose ages were
determined was too small in each of those years
to give reliable results. The length range of fish
of the same age did not vary greatly in the better­
represented age' groups during the 3 years 1927 to
1929. The range in length of the age groups was
sufficiently great to cause considerable overlapping
between these groups. Because of this overlap,
length cannot be held a·reliable indication of age.
Age groups IV and V were represented by too few
~ndividuals to give an accurate idea of the range
in either group. The distinctly unimodal dis­
tribution within each well-represented age group
and the great amount of overlapping in length'
probably accounted for the', unimodal length dis-

tribution in the yearly collections from impounding
nets.

Additional data obtained from impounding nets
each year in the period 1944-48 (table 20) make
possible a comparison of the length distribution
of the legal-sized yellow perch in the commercial
catch of those years with tlle legal-sized fish in­
cluded in the biological samples collected from
the same type of nets in the 3 years 1927 to 1929.
Only age groups II and III will be compared since
younger and older fish contributed but little to
the commercial catch.

The length distribution of the legal-sized (8}6
inches total length and larger) yellow perch
assigned to age group II exhibited a striking dif­
ference between the two periods, 1927-29 and
1944-48. The minimum legal size of 8}6 inches
was near, or above, the modal length of all group-II
fish in each of the 3 years 1927 to 1929. The
length distribution of group-II fish in each yea.r
of the period 1944-48 gave strong reason to be­
lieve that the 8}6-inch size limit was below (less
than) the modal length each year with the pos­
sible exception of 1945 when the small sample
agreed more nearly with the data of the earlier
period. Also in each year except 1945 of the
recent period, age group II contained longer fish
than in any year of the earlier period. Further,
the number of the longer group-II fish tended to
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TABLE 19.-Length frequencies of Lake El'ie yellow perch by age and year of capture, taken by impounding nets from western
and middle Lake Erie

[An asterisk designates the modal interval In each frequency distribution]

Standard·length
interval

Totallength Age group I Age group II Age group III Age group IV Age group V
equiva- �------,,.----..,.---�---...,...--..,----·�---,.----,---�·--_--_--·I---~--IAll age
lent to 192", groups

midpoint lre7 lre8 1929 1927 1928 1929 19"..8 1929 1927 1928 1929 1927 1929

106 to 110 mm _
111 to 115 mm _
116 to 120 mm _
121 to'l25 mm _
126 to 130 mm _
131 to 135 mm .
136 to 140 mm _
141 to 145 mm _
146 to 150 mm_._.
151 to 155 mm•••_
166 to 160 mm _
161 to 165 mm _
166 to 170 mm. _
171 to 175 mm. _
176 to ISO mm. _
181 to 185 mm. _
186 to 190 mm. _
191 to 195 mm _
196to200mm. _
201 to 205 mm _
206 to 210 mm _
211 to 215 mm _
216 to 220 mm _
221 to 225 mm _
226 to 230 mm _
231 to 235 mm. _
236 to 240 mm _
241 to 245 mm. _
246 to 250 mm _
251 to 255 mm__ ._
256 to 260 mm_ •• _

illt/le.5.1 1 1 __ • . • • •• . ._ :_______ 2
5.3 2 2
5.5 ._ ------i- ------ .. ----·-i· :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: 2

~g "--"i- -----·2- ~ ------2· :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ~
6.1 3 3 7
6.4 7 6 :::::::: :::::::: --··--i- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: 14
6.6 16 13 3 3 3 ._. • --. • - • • •__ ._ 38
6.8 18 2 ·16 5 11 2 __ •• 1 ._. • •__ . __ .___ 55

,g ~~ I~ ~ ~ 2b --'-'-j- -------- -------- -------- .---.--. --.----- --.----- ---.--.- Igg
'7.5 32 7 14 58 21 1 ---- •• j- ---.--.- .---.--- ---.---- -------- ----•. -- ------.- 134
7.8 °52 1 9 14 SO 34 2 3 --"-'4- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: 199
8.0 37 2 6 °27 99 35 3 4 10 • • ._____ ·223
8.2 13 1 21 °122 27 3 6 18 _.______ 211
8.5 6 • •• °27 lOS ·42 3 6 31 1 . ·223
8.7 2 • .____ 20 100 39 5 4 31 1 2 204
8.9 1 •. __ ._._____ 18 77 33 ·8 3 52 ••• • ._.___ 5 • 197
9.1 • • •• __ 10 49 39 2, 10 70 _. .,. 1 8 •• 189
9.3 __ • • • • 11 28 27 5 ·11 72 2 7 .__ 163
9.5 __ • .____ 3 15 21 5 8 ·76 .___ 5 133 .
9.8 __ • ._____ 3 7 16 5 4 68 •• 3 • .__ 106

10.0 ._______ 2 3 - 4 4 68 .______ 7 •• __ 88
10.1 • • • ._ 1 1 3 2 51 °12 71
10.4 ._. • • __ . • 1 1 36 2 41
10.6 __ • • •• •• 2 15 1 5 25
10.8 __ • •• •• .____ 16 1 4 . ._______ 21
11.1 •• •• • ._ 10 1 1 __ • •• 12
11.3 • • •• _. ._.____ 2 •• • 2 .__ 4
11.5 •• •__•• ._. • ._. • .__ 2 • • •• _. • 2
11.7 " • ••. • • •.• 1 __ • -. •• • • •. .____ 1

------------------------------------------------
Total_. • • 235 11 83 192 832 372 47 70 632 5 61 2 3 ~.550

-------'----1--- --- ------ --- --------------------- --- ---
Average standard length(mm.) ________ •___________ 162 138 152 181 179 182 195 198

1

207 214 217 214 250 223 186
Average total1=(inchesL 7.5 6.4 7.0 8.4 8.3 8.4 9.0 9.1 9.5 9.8 10.0 9.8 11.4 10.1 8.6
Percent mega! ess than 184mm.) ___ • ___ • ________ •____ 97.9 100.0 100.0 59.4 61.2 47.0 26.5 25. 7 8.2 20.0 0 0 0 0 47.2

TABLE 20.-Length frequendes of legal-sized yellow perch taken comlllerc/:ally and as biologlcal samples in impounding nets
in western and middle Lake Erie

Total·length interval'
Standard·

length 1927 1
Interval

1928 1 1929 I 1944 •. 1946' 19461 1947 • 1948 1

Years combined

1927-29 1944-48
-------_·-------1-----1----------------------------------------
Age group II: Mlllimettl'.

8.50 to 8.75 Inches__________________ 184 to 189
8.75 to 9.00 Inches '190 to 196
9.00 to 9.25 Inches •__.____ 196 to 201
9.26 to 9.60 Inches._••• ._______ 202 to 206
9.50 to 9.75 inehes ._.____ 207 to 211
9.76 to 10.00 Inches_ __ 212 to 217
10.00 to 10.25 inches__ •• • __ •• 218 to 224
10.25 to 10.50 Inches .____ 225 to 230
10.60 to 10.75 Inches_ __ 231 to 236
10.75 to 11.00 inches___ 237 to 241

28 119 44 6 13 8 13 19 191 59
20 104 43 10 13 8 22 37 167 90
11 54 45 17 6 34 50 65 110 172
11 28 26 15 6 53 24 48 65 146
2 12 18 12 8 26 32 62 32 140
4 7 16 6 1 17 9 28 27 61
1 ,3 3 2 7 9 29 7 47

--------.- -------._- ---------- ---------- I 2 3 6
---------- ---------- ---------- 1 -._-------- ---------- 2 7 10
---------- --..------- ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- -.-------- 1 1

3 5 41 1 2 1 49 4
11 4 58 .6 11 1 73 18
4 12 84 4 17 2 30 20 100 73
4 12 69 5 18 5 21 20 85 69
5 5 75 1 17 16 32 28 85 94
4 6 93 2 14 12 14 16 103 68
2 3 tIS 7 9 15 II ?3 40
2 2 51 2 3 4 55 9

---------- 2 21 3 1 4 2 .23 10
--------_ .. ---------- 12 ---------- ---------- 2 1 12 3
---------- ---------- 8 ---------- -------_ ..- ---------- 1 ---------- 8 1
---------- ---------- 3 ---------- ---------- ---------- I 3

1 ---------- ---------- ---_._---- ----_._--- -·------3- 2 3

732
9.36

599
8.94

299
9.39

111.'
9.28

1.14
9.45

47
9.10

69
9.37

195
9.07

327
8.86

77
8. 95

Total number • _
Average total length (iuches) _. • _

==========
Age group III:

8.50 to 8.75Inches_________________ 184 to 189
8.75 to 9.00 Inches_ __ 190 to 195
9.00 to 9.25lnches_________________ 19ft to 201
9.25 to 9.50 Inches ._____________ 202 to 206
9.50 to 9.75 Inches • ._. 207 to 211
9.75 to 10.00 Inches • • 212 to 217
10.00 to 10.~ Inches. "__ 218 to 224
10.25 to 10.50 Inches • 225 to 230
10.50 to 10.75 Inches_ __ 231 to 236
10.75 to lUJO Inches_ ___ 237 to 241
11.00 to 11.25 inches_ __ 242 to 247
11.25 to 11.50 Inches__ " __ ,_________ 24q to 252
11.50 to 11.75Inches • 253 to 258

Total number• • __ ••• __ •• _
Average total length (Inches) _. • .. _

35
9.29

52
'9.45

584
9.63

12
9.46

~5

9.63
50

9.95
134

9.51
101

9.63
671

9.60
382

9.62

, Each Interval contaius lengths up to but not Including the greatest value. I From biological samples. I From commercial samples.
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increase in the later years of the 1944-48 period.
The average total length of the legal-sized group-II
yellow perch was considerably larger in each year
except 1945, of the period 1944-48, than in any
year of the period 1927-29.

The totals for the two periods place the modal
length of the legal-sized fish in the 8.50 to 8.75
inch interval in 1927-29 and in the 9.00 to 9.25
inch interval in 1944-48. The weighted-average
total lengths for the two periods were 8.94 and
9.36 inehes, respectively. The use of unweighted
means of the anuual average total lengths to elim­
inate the distorting effects of the differenees in
size of. samples changes the averages for the
periods only slightly, to 8.96 and 9.32 inches.
Both methods of ·computation show that the
age-group-II fish of legal size taken in 1944-48
averaged about. 0.4 inch longer than those taken
in 1927-29.

The general pattern of the length distribution of
the legal-sized yellow perch assigned to age group
III failed to show as great differences between the

1927-29 and 1944-48 periods as were exhib.ited
by group-II fish. The modal frequency interval
was well above the 8}~-inch size limit in all years.
The avel'age total length was greater each year
in tlJe 1944-48 period than in either 1927 or 1928
but agreed rather ,veIl with that of 1929. The
weighted-average length was almost identical in
both periods because the best repre~ented year in
the earlier period included fish with the longest
average length while the best represented of the
later years included specimens with the shortest
average for the period. The unweighted meaus of
the annual averages in the two periods were 9.46
and 9.64 inehes.. The more reliable unweighted
means thus show the legal-size yellow perch as­
signed to age group III to have averaged approxi­
mately 0.2 inch longer III 1944-48 than in 1927-29.

Although these data do not constitute proof,
they do offer strong evidence that yellow pereh
in Lake Erie were growing at a faster rate in
1944-48 than in 1927-29.

AGE COMPOSITION AND ABUNDANCE OF YEAR CLASSES

In the study of the age and year-class composi­
tion of the Lake Erie yellow perch it should be
remembered that the samples must be considered
truly descriptive, not of" the stock, but rather of
the eatch of commercial gear. Trap-net and
pound-net collections were employed in the bio- .
logical study of the relative abundance of age
groups and year classes because those nets are less
selective than gill nets. Although samples from
impounding nets in a single year may not give
dependable information as to the relative abun­
dance of the year classes represented, the per­
sistent abundance or scarcity of a year class at
different ages, that is, in different years' collec­
tions, offers a reasonably trustworthy method for
the detection of exceptionally strong or weak year
classes. Of course, a knowledge of the age eom­
position in both gill nets and impounding nets is
of importance in the practical problem of deter­
mining the effects of these types of gear 0

'
1 the

stock.
The number of specimens and the percentage

occurrence ·of each age group in the yearly collec­
tions of biological samples fl'om impounding nets
for the years 1927-37 are shown in table 21. Age
group I dominated the samples in one (1927) of

the sh: years in which collections were made,
although the percentage of abundance of this age
group was also high in 1937. Age group II
dominated in tlu'ee years (1928, 1930, and 1937),
and group III was dominant in the remaining two
years (1929 and 1932). However, the fact that
the 1932 samples were taken from the spawning
run in April, when the fish were. comparable in
size and maturity to those in the next younger
age group in the previous fall, throws doubt on the
validity of comparisons between the data for this
and other years. The spawning run consists al­
most entirely of mature individuals; consequently,
those age groups containing high percentages of
immature fish were not represented adequately in
the 1932 collections. The 1932 data serve, how­
ever, to show the age composition of the catch in
the spawning-run fishery.

It will be brought out later (p. 251) that unusual
conditions made possible the dominance of age
group I in 1927 and of age group III in 1929.
Dominance of age group II in the late-season
catch of yellow perch in impounding nets may be
considered the normal condition.

The preceding remarks were based on the total
catch of impounding nets including both legal~
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TABLE 21.-Distribution by age groups of yellow perch in the different y_ears' collections from impounding nets
[Percentages In parenthl'8llS)

Year Month oC capture
Number and percentage iu age group-

Number oC 1----,-----,----,------,---­specimens
II III IV V

133 ._._. ._ •• __

131 62
(47.3)

1927 October and November••• _•• __ • • __ •••••••• _

1928 July, August, September, October. and November._. __ •• _••• _

1929 July, August, September, November, and December , ._

1930 July and September • ••.••• •• _. _

1932 April••• _• • • ••• _. • _

1937, November•• •• _. , . • : • __ • _.•• _.

481

918

1,151

222

235
(48.9)

11
(1.2)

83
(7.2)

1
(0.4)

192
(39.9)

832
(90.6\

372
(32.3)

172
(n,5)

2
(1.5)

66
(SO. 4)

47 5 2
(9.8) (1. 0) (0. 4)

70 5 _••• _._._ ••• __
(7.6) (0.5)
632 61 3

(54. 9) (5. 3) (0. 3)
45 4 __ •••••••• __ ••

(20.3) (1. 8)llS 33 _
(73.7) (24.8)3 • • • ._.
(2.3)

All collections • '" _. . _ 3,036 392
(12.9)

1,636
(53.9)

895
(29.5)

108
(3.6)

5
(0.2)

I The 1929 data may be considered as representative oC autumn conditions since 66 percent oC the specimens were collected In November and December.

sized and illegal-sized fish. It is of practical value
to know also the representation of these two size

, groups separately as well as the age groups in the
marketable catch, that is, legal-sized fish. Data
on these subjects 'are contained in table 22 which
shows the number and percentage of legal and
undersized yellow perch in each age group repre~

sented in the total catch and in table 23 which
gives the numerical and percentage composition
of the marketable catch in each year's collection.
From'the former table it may be seen that legal­
sized yellow perch' constituted an unimportant
proportion of age group I. This age group domi­
nated the catch of impounding nets in 1927 but

,apparently contributed nothing to the commercial
yield. The highest percentage of legal-sized
perch in any group I was 8.1 in 1937. The
majority of all group-II perch captured were
undersized-60.3 percent as determined from a'
size limit of 8~ inches. In only two years (1929
'and 1937) did the percentage of undersized perch
in age group II fall below 50. Thus it may be seen
that the age group that normally dominated the
catch of impounding nets' (the spawning-run fish­
ery excepted) consisted largely of yellow perch that
could not be retained and sold by the fisherman.
The percentage of undersized perch in all group­
III fish combined was small (15.1)'._' In two years

TABLE 22.-Distribut-ion by o.ge groups of legal- and illegal-sized yellow perch in the different years' collect-ions from
impounding nets

[Percentages in parentheses)

Number and perCE'ntage in age group-
Minimum Number Number Number

Year legal·slze of specI- oClegal oC Illegal I II III IV Vlimit in all in all
(inches) mens ages ages -------

Legal Illegal Legal Illegal Legal Illegal Legal Illegal Legal Illegal

-----------------------------------------------
1927•••• __ .. _. __ •• _ II 481 56 425 0 235 29 163 21 26 4 1 2 0

(11.6) (88.4) (0) (100.0) (15.1) (84.9) (44.7) (55.3) (80.0) (20.0) (100.0) (0)
8l-2 481 123 358 4 231 77 115 35 12 5 I) q 0

(25.6) (74.4) (1.7) (llS.3) (40.1) (59.1) (74.5) (25.5) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)
1928•••• __________'_ 9 918 151 767 0 11 103 729 44 26 4 I .. ------- ..

(16.4) (83.6) (0) (100.0) (12.4) (87.6) (62.7) (37. 1l (80.0) (20.0)
8y'! 918 384 534 0 11 32i 505 52 18 5 0 .... _------ ---- --- --

(41.8) (48.2) (0) (100.0) (311. 3) (60.7) (74.3) (25.7) (100.0) (0)
1929. _" _._. ___ ••• _ 8~!i 1,151 ' 843 308 0 83 195 177 5S4 48 61 0 3 0

(73.2) (26.8) (0) (100.0) (52.'4') (47.8) (92.4) (i. 6) (100.0) (0) (100. OJ (0)
1930•• ____ . ________ 8H 222 54 !tiS 0 1 "9 163 41 4 4 a - ---- -._- --_. -----

(24.3) (75.7) CO) (100.0) (5.2) (94.8) (91.1) (8.9) (100. 0) (0)
1932__ • ___________ •

8~~ 133 74 59 ---_.---- --------- 0 2 45 53 29 4 --------- _. ___ ~ 4 • _

(55.6) (oH.4) (01 (100. Ol (45.9) (54. 1) (87.9) (12.1)
1937••• ____________ 8l-2 131 50 81 5 57 42 24 3 0 ___ ~4 ____ ._--- .. -- -. _. --._- -- ---- --.

(38.2) (61. 8) (8.1) (91. 9) (1),1.';) (36.4) (100.0) (0)
Total:

6EIIectivelimits '. ( I) 3,036 1.228 1,808 5 387 378 1.258 738 157 102 5 0
(40.4) (59.6) (1. 3) (llS. 7) (23.1) (76.9) (S2.5l (17.5) (94.4) (5.6) (100.0) (0)

8~!i·lneh limit • __ SI.;, 3,036 I. S28 1. 50S 9 382 650 986 i60 135 104 4 5 0
(50.3) (49. i) (2.3) (97.7) (39.7) (60.3) (84.9) (15. I) (96.3) (3.7) (100.0) (Ol

1 The nnmber and percentage oflegal· and Illegal·sized fish in the ,"arious age groups oC all 3'cars' collections combined as determined Cor the size limit eIIec-
tive In each year. ' , .-

• As determined Cor 8!-i·lnch limit for all years. '
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(1927 and 1932), however, this percentage 8..'\:­

ceeded 50. The proportion of undersized perch in
age group IV may be considered unimportant,. and
all group-V perch were of IE!gal size.

The effects of the varying percentages of legal
and undersized yellow perch in the different age
groups, and of the varying abundance of the age
groups themselves, on the age composition of the
marketable catch may be seen in table 23. Age
group II dominated the commercial catch in all
years' samples except four, 1929, 1930, 1932, .and
1945, when group-III fish were most numerous.
The data in table 23 give strong indication that
the time of capture within the season may have
an important effect on the age composition of the
marketable catch. The April 1932 (spawning­
run) sample contained no legal-sized yellow perch
younger than age group III. The midsummer
collection of 1930 (most of the fish were taken in
July) was dominated by age group II when both
legal and undersized yellow perch ~ere included

TABLE 23.-Dislribution by aye groups of legal-sized yellow
perch in the different years' collections from hI/pounding.
nets

[Percentages in parentheses)

~gal Number
Nnmber and percentage in age gronp-

Yoor Size of speei- -
limit I

(incbes) nlOIlS I II III. IV V

---------------------
1927________ 9 56 0 29 21 4 ~

(0) (51.8) (37.5) (7.1) (3.6)
8» 123 4 77 35 5 2

(3.2) (62.6) (28.5) (4.1) (1. II)
1928...... _. 9 151 0 103 44 4 0

(0) (68.2) (29.1) (2.7) (0)
8j.i 384 0 327 62 5 0

(0) (85.2) (13.5) (1.3) (0)
1929.- .... _. 8Y.; 843 0 195 584 61 3

(0) (23.1) (69.3) (7.2) (0.4)
1930....... _ 8j.i 54 0 9 41 4 0

(0) (16.7) (75.9) (7.4) (0)1932________
8~~ 74 0 0 45 29 0

1937___ . ____ 1
(0) (0) . (l\O. 8) (39.2) (0)

8~~ 50 5 42 3 0 0
(l0.0) (8-1.0) (6.0\ (0) (0)

1943 __ .... ~_ 8j.i 28 6 16 5 1 0
(21.4) (57.1) (17.9) (3.6) (0)

194L.... __ 8j.i 81 0 69 12 0 0
(0) (85.2) (14.8) (0) (01

194L._... _ 8j.i 153 0 47 85 19 2
(0) (30.7) (55.6) (12.4) .(1.3)

1946...... __ 8Y.; 213 0 154 50 7 2

1947_.".....
(0) (72.3) (23.5) (3.3) (0,9)

8li 320 1 163 134 19 3

lil48_ .. _~ ...
(0.3) (50.9) (4l.9) (6.0) (0.9)

Sl~ 420 7 299 101 13 0
(1.7) (71. 2) (24.0) (3.1) (Ol

TotsL .. __ (I) 2,443 19 1,126 1,125 161 12
(0.8) (46.1) (46.0) (6.6) (0.5)

Average
(unweight-
00) percent-
age:
Effeotive (1)

--------.~
(2.8) (50.9) (38.0) (7.7) (0.6)

limits.'
8~~·lneb 8!1i --------.- (3.0) (53.3) . (36.0) (7.3) (0.4)

limlt.s

I Miniin·um legal size 9 Inobes in 1927 and 1928 and S~, inches in all othpr
years. .

S As determined for 81,i-lneh limit for an years.

(table 22). However, such a. small proportion
(5.2 percent) of the age group had attained legal
size (table 22) that age group III became strongly
dominant (75.9 percent) when only legal-sized
fish were considered (table 23). Of the 10 years
in which all or most of the yellow perch were
taken in autumn (1927, 1928, 1929, 1937, 1943­
48), ~fter the continued growth of group-II perch
had brought a greater proportion of them to legal
length, this group dominate4 the commercial
catch in all but 1929 and 1945. Since the condi­
tions are known to have been abnormal in 1929,
and perhaps also in 1945, it appears valid to con­
clude that age group II normally dominates the
late-season commercial ('.atch. Members of the
same year class dominate the fishery as age group
III the following spring and during the S~lmmer

up to the point that the growth of the incoming
group II makes it possible for fish of that age to
assume a dominant position in the commercial
catch. .

The conclusion about the change in the age
composition of the marketable catch within a
single season finds further support in dat.a of the
1928 and 1929 collections. Scales were collected
in both sUmmer' and autumn of each of these
years. Comparisons of the percent.age age com­
position of legal~sized perch in different mont.hs
of capture in the two years may be found in table
24. Analyses were made for the 1928 data with
respect to the then-effective 9-inch size limit and
the current 8~-inch limit. The data of table 24
cannot he considered descriptive of the typical
seasonal changes in the age composition of legal­
sized yellow perch since age group II was abnor­
mally abundant in 1928 and group III was excep­
tionally strong in 1929. The percentages serve,
nevertheless, to show clearly the tendency for
group II to replace group III in the marketable
catch as the season progresses. In ·1928, age
group III was dominant among legal-sized yellow
perch in July (41.7 percent) but age group II
was dominant in tlie later months of the season.
Had an 8~-illch limit been in force, age group II
would have dominated the catch in July as ,vell
as in late season, but its relative importance would
have increased, nevertheless, from 69.1· percent
in July to 91.1 percent in August to November.
The great abundance ·of group-III yellow perch
in 1929 ·made it .possible for that age group to
maintain its dominance in the marketable catch
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for trap nets.. The data. for 1927 and 1928 in­
cluded both legal- and illegal-sized fish while
those for later years represented only the com­
mercial sizes. Comparisons between the catches
of trap nets and gill nets bling out sharply the
strongly selective action of the latter gear. Age
group III dominated three of the four gill-net
collections obtained in 1927 and 1928 (table 25) .
The fourth (the bull-net collection of 1928) was
dominated by age group II, but age group III was
only slightly less abundant. This distribution of
the age groups bears little resemblance to the age .
composition of the less-selective impounding nets
(table 21) where the 1927 samples were dominated
by age group I (48.9 percent), and 90.6 percent of
.the yellow perch in the 1928 collections were
members of age group II. The 1927 gill-net
samples do not give the slightest indication of the
great abundance of age group I. Possibly the
dominance of age group II in the 1928 bull-net
collection was ,due to the great abundance of
group-II fish in that year. However, the shoal­
net collection failed to reve.a! such dominance and
abundance. On the whole, the age composition
of gill-net catches appears to be in large measure
independent of the relative strength of the age
groiIps in the population. Characteristically, age
group III was dominant, with age group II regu­
larly well represented and occasionally dominant.
The tendency for gill nets to take older fish than
do trap nets may be seen also in the greater abun­
dance· of group-IV yellow perch in the gill-net
samples.

A second difference between.gill-net and im­
pounding-net collections lies in the greater pro­
portion of legal-sized·yellow perch in the age groups
from the former gear (table 26). For example,
the percentages of legal yellow perch of group II,
in 'the impounding-net collections for 1927 and
1928, were only 15.1 and 12.4, computed·from a
9-inch size limit (table 22) .. Gronp II in the gill­
net collections fo.r these years, on the other hand,
contained from 30.2 to 79.2 percent of such perch
and showed an average for the 2-year period (bull
and shoal nets combined) of 47.9 percent. If the.
percentages of 'legal-sized yellow perch in age
group II are computed from a size limit of 8X
inches, the values are 39.7 for impounding-net
samples and 76.3 for gill-net collections. A
similar though less pronounced difference existed
between the percentages of group III legal-sized

s

TABLE 24.-Percentage age composition oj legal-sized yel­
lot/} perch in Lake Erie in different months oj capture in
1928 and 1929

Age group
Size limit and month of cf\(>ture

II III IV V
------

1928:
9-ineh size limit:July__ • __________________ 33.3 41.7 2.~.0 .0

August through Novem·
27.7 0bel'__ •.• ________________ 71. 6 .7

8}2·ineh size limit:
0July••• ____________ • __ . __ 69.1 21.4 9.5

August through Novem·
91.1 8.6 0bel'_. ___ • _______________ .3

1929: 8~"·ineh size limit:
July•• _______ •••• ___ • ____

14:~ I
85.5 12. II

o'August and september ___ 1 85.6 0
November and DeCt'm·her____ •. _. ____ •___ . ____ 31. 6 59. 4 8.6

to the end of the season. The representation of
age group II increased, however, from 0.8 percent
in July to 14.4 percent in August and September
and to 31.6 percent in November and Decem.ber.
,A.t the same time the corresponding percentage
representations of age group III changed frOID
85.5 to 85.6 to 59.4.

The legal-sized fish of the combined samples for
all years' collections belonged very largely (92.1
percent) to age groups II and III which were
represented almost equally--46.1 and 46 percent
(table 23). However, the relatively high repre­
sentation of age group III ·can be traced to the
large 1929 collection in which it was dominant.
A more reliable estimate of the age composition
of·the marketable catch may be had from the un­
weighted averages of the percentages for the
different years. At the bottom of table 23 these
averages are given as computed from the size
limits actually in effect in the different years (that
is, from a size limit of 9 inches in 1927 and 1928
and of 8}!! inches in the later years) and as com­
puted from a size limit of 8~ inches for all years:
The percentages computed from both the effective
and the 8}~-inch size limits showed dominance of
age group II.

Yellow perch older than age g.t:0UP V were not
found in the samples, but are known to have been
present in Lake Erie. Specimens selected because
of their large size revealed no males .older than
age group IV, but did include one female of age
group VII and two fish of undetermined sex
assigned to age group VIII.

The data on the age composition of gill-net.
catches (shoal and bull nets) contained· in tables
25, 26, and 27 correspond to those alreary given
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TABLE 25.-Dis!ribution by age grottps of yellow perch from gill nets

[Percentages in parentheses]

Total•••. . __ . . • • __ • . __ . ..•. . __

TotaL ' ._._ •• _. • • .. . _

Total••. •__ •• __ •_. •.•_. . • •_. •

Taken m bull nets:1927 .. _. __ "_ August._. • ... .

1928 . . ._. _.• _... July and August : . . __ . _

Number of
Number and perceutage in age group-

specimens
n III IV V

------------
84 q 29 40 11 2

(2.4) (34.5) (47.6) (l3.1) (2.4)
144 53 73 17 1

(36.8) (50.7) (11.8) (0.7)------------
228 2 S2 113 28 3

(0.9) (36. 0) (49.6) C12.3) (2.9)
= ---------

69 24 38 5 2
(34.8) (55.1) (7.2) .(2.9)

133 1 63 56 13
~---------

(0.8) (47.4) (42.1) (9. S)
------------

202 1 87 94 18 .,
(0.5) (43.1) (46. 5) (8.9) (I. 0)

--------- =
153 2 ·53 68 16 4

(1.3) (34.6) (51. 0) (10.5) (2.6)
277 1 116 129 30 1

(0.4) (41.9) (46.6) (10.8) (0.4)------------
430 3 169 207 46 5

(0.7) (39.3) (48.1) (1U.7) (1.2)

Month of captureYear

Taken In sholl1 nets:1927 • • • .____________ August . . _. . __

1928 •• . ._.____ July and August. __ . . . __ .. __ . _._

Take of shoal and bull nets combined:
1927 . __ ._._._. __ ._._ • . August_•• . •__ . __ ._. _

1928 . . _ July and Augus!. . _

TABLE 26.-Distribut-ion by age (J'l'OltpS of legal- and illegal-sized yellow pe7'ch from gill nets

[Percentages in parentheses]

Number and percentage In age group--

Year and minimum legal size Number or Number Number II· I II III IV Vspecimens legal size legal size
-

Legal Illegal Legal Illegal Legal Illegal Legal Illegal Legal Illegal
--------------------------------

'I'aken in shoal nets:
1927:

9 inches••_. __ ._ •••• ___ •__ 84 72 12 0 2 19 10 40 0 11 0 2 0
(0) (100.0) (65. 5) (34.5) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)

8~ Inches_ •• __ •__ •• ______ S4 78 6 0 2 25 4 40 0 11 0 2 0
(0) (100.0) (86. 2) (13.8) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)

1928:9Inches•• _______________ • 144 101 43 ..------- .. _------ 24 29 60 13 16 1 1 0
(45.3) (5-1.7) (82.2) (17.8) (94.1) (5.9) (100.0) (0)

S~2 hlcbes_. __·______ •• _. __ 144 135 9 ------ .. -------- 44 9 73 0 17 0 1 0
(83.0) (17.0) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0) (l00.0) (0)

Totll1, 1927-28:9Incbes. _______ •____ ••• _. 223 173 55 0 2 43 39 100 13 27 1 3 0
(0) (100.01 (52.4) (47.6) (88. 5) (11.5) (96.4) (3.6) (100.0) (0)

S~ Inches______ •__ ._. ____ 228 213 15 0 2 69 13 113 0 28 0 3 0
CO) (100.0) (84.1) (15.9) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)

'I'aken In bull nets:
1927:9Inches______ ._ •• _. ____ ._ 69 64 5 --- ----- --- --- -- 19 5 38 0 5 0 2 0

(79.2) (20.8) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)
8~ inches______ •• ________ 69 68 I ---- ---- --- ---_ .. 23 1 38 0 5 0 2 0

(95.8) .(4.2) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)
1928:9 Inches. ____ ._.__________ 133 75 58 0 1 19 44 43 13 13 0 .. _..---- ---- -- -.

(0) (100.0) (30.2) (69.8) (76.8) (23.2) (100.0) (0)
8~ inches________ ~ _______ 133 101 32 0 1 37 26 51 5 13 0

Total, 1927-28:
(0) (100.0) (58.7) (41.3) (91.1) (8.9) (100.0) (0)

9 mches_____ . ____________ 202 139 63 0 1 38 49 81 13 18 0 2 0
(0) (100.0) (43.7) (56. 3) (811. 2) .(l3.8) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)

8~§ Inches___ • ___________ • 202 169 33 0 1 60 27 89 5 18 0 2 0
(0) (l00.0) (69.0) (31.0) (94.7) (5.3) (100.0) (0) (100.0) (0)

'I'ake or shoal and bull nets com-
bined:9Inches______ •______________ •

430 312 118 0 3 81 58 181 26 45 1 5 0
(0) (100.0) (47.9) (52.1) (87.4) (12. 6) (97.8) (2.2) (100.0) (0)

8~ Inches. ______________ •____ 430 382 48 0 3 129 40 202 5 46 0 5 0
(0) (100. 0) (76. 3) (23.7) (97.6) (2.4) (100. 0) (0) (100.0) (0)
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TABLE 27.-Distribution by age groups of legal-sized yellow
perch from gill nets, 1927-28 and 1943-48

[Percentages in parentheses]

Number and percentage in age

Year and minimum legal Total
group-

size number
I II III IV V

----------
Period 1927-28:

192i:9 inches ___________ 136 0 38 78 16 4
(0) (27.9) (57.4) (11.8) (2.9)

8J.§ inches_________ 146 0 4S 78 16 4
(0) (32.91 (53.4) (11.0) \2.7)

1928:9 inches ___________ 176 0 43 103 29 1
(0) (24.4) (58.5) (16.5) (0.6)

8J.§ iuches_ -- ____ ._ 236 0 81 124 30 1
(0) (34.3) (52.6) (12.7) (0.4)

Total. 1927-28:
81 "

9 i,nches___________ 312 0 181 45
(0) (211.0) (58.0) (14.4) (1. 6)

8~~ iuches. __'______ ~82 0 129 202 46 5
(0) (33.8) (52.9) (12.0) (1.3)

Average percentage: I
CO', (26.11 (58.0) (14.11 (1.8)9 inches ___________

.-.-~-~---8H inches. ________ ---------- (0) (33.6) (53.0) (11.8) (1.6)

Period 1943-48:
1943: 8~~ inches ________ 114 6 64 34 8 2

(6.3) (56. I) (29.8) (7.0) (1. 8)
1944: 8~~ inches________ 56 0 42 13 1 0

(0) (75.0) (23.2) (1.8) (0,'
, 1945: 8H Incbes.. ______ i4 1 35 35 3 0

(1. 31 (47.3) (47.3) (4.11 (0)
1946: 8~~ inclles________ 207 1 148 48 9 1

(0.5) (71. 5) (23.2) (4.3) (0.5)
1947: 8l'~ Inches ________ 389 ~ 74 235 71 0

(2.3) (19.0) (60.4) (18.31 (0)
1948: 8H Inches________ 291 0 170 103 18 0

(0) (58.4) (35.4) \6.2) W---------._--
Tota11943-48:

1,131 17 533 468 110 38,~ inches_________
(1.5) (47.1) (41.4) (9.7) (0.3

Average percentage: 1
(1. 6) (54.5) (36.51 (7.0) (0.48h inches_________ ----- ------------,----

Totsl, all years' ___ . 1,443 17 614 649 155 8
Average peret<ntage: I

0.2) (47.4) (41. 91 (8.81 (0.7Effective limits. ___ _. - - ------
8J.;i-lnch limiL ____ - _. -- --- -- (1.2) (49.31 (40.6) (8.2) (0.7

I

I Uuweighted mean.
, Minimum legal size \\",IS 9 Inellcs in 1927 and 1928 and 8l, inches ill all

latoll' years. '

yellow perch in impoundiilg-net and gill-net col
lections., The small numbers of specimens do not
warrant detailed comparisons of the remaining
age groups. Attention should be called to the
fact that in both 1927 and 1928 the samples taken
by gill nets did not contain fish caught as late in
the season as did those taken by impounding nets.
Consequently, the yellow perch taken by gill nets
may be expected to have completed less of the
season's growth. 'Had the collections from both
types of gear been made at the same time within
the season, the advantage of the gill-net samples
with respect to the percentage of legal-sized yellow
perch in the age groups would probably have been
even greater.

Differences in the age composition of collections
from the two types of gill nets were not great,
although there was a slight tendency for bull nets
to take more of the younger fish (table 25). The

only dominant group II occurred in the 1928 bull­
net collection, and when the data for 1927 and 1928
are combined, bull nets may be' seen to have taken
relatively more fish of age group II than did shoal
nets and relatively fewer of the older age groups.
Likewise, the differences in the proportion of legal­
sized yellow perch in cOlTesponding age groups of
shoal-net and bull-net collections were not large.
The best represented age groups (II and III) of
the shoal-net samples contained slightly higher
percentages of legal-sized fish than the same age
groups in bull-net samples.

The data 'on numerical and percentage age
composition of the legal-sized yellow perch taken
by gill nets are presented in table 27. with the
catches of shoal and bull nets combined. Added
to the 1927 and 1928 data are those obtained from
samples of the commercial catch by gill nets in
1943-48. Age group'III dominated the samples
in both 1927 and 1928 and made up 58 percent of
the total at the then-effective size limit of 9 inches
(53 percent at the present 8~-inch size limit).
Age groups II and lV made up 26.1 and 14.1per­
cent (33.6 and 11.8 percent at the 8}6-inch limit)
and formed the only other well-represented groups
in the catch~s. Age group I was not l'epresented
at all. The 1943-48 data differed from those of
the earlier years in that age-group-II fish domi­
nated in 4 years, age groups II and III were equall)T
represented in one, and age group III was domi­
nant in only 1 year. The averages for the 6 years
(comparable to the averages at the 8}6-inch size
limit in 1927-28) showed that group II made up
54.5 percent of the total, group III 36.5 percent,
group IV 7 percent, and group I 1.6 percent. Thus
it is seen that there was not only a shift in domi­
nance from group III in 1027-28 to group II in
1943-48 but also an accompanying decrease in the
r'elative abundance of the fish in groups IV and V
and an increase in the number of those in group 1.

Explanation of the difference in age composi­
tion of the legal-sized yellow perch taken by gill
nets in 1927-28 and 1943-48 probably lies in the
time of year the fish were captured. All of the
1927-28 'samples were collected in July and Au­
gust while those for 1943--48 were taken from late
September to early November. The samples ob­
tained in July and August (1927-28) unquestion­
ably were made up of fish that had not completed
the season's growth, whereas those taken later in

'the year (1943-48) could be expected to have
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completed, or nearly completed, growth for the
year. The continued growth, especially of the
age group just entering the commercial fishery in
large numbers (group II) can be e.'-"pected to in­
crease the relative abundance of the younger indi­
viduals among the legal-sized fish. The belief
that the time of capture in a year explains the
shift of dominance from group III to group II is
supported by the strikingly similar changes found
in the impounding-net data-.

If the data for impounding and gill nets are
considered together, it may be stated that the
fishery is supported chiefly by age groups II and
III. Age group III dominated the commercial
catch of gill nets in late summer of both 1927 and
1928. The same age group is ~n all probability
usually dominant in the early-season catches also.
The late-season (late September to early Novem­
ember) commercial catches by gill nets were dom­
inated by age group Irin 4 of the 6 years 1943-48.
Age group III dominated the late-season gill-net
eatches only once (1947) and age groups II and
III were of equal abundance in 1945. The com­
mercial catch of impounding nets appeared to be
dominated by age group III in the spring and
during at least part of the summer. As growth
during the summer brings an increasing percent­
age of age group II to legal size this age group
assumed a more important position in the catch.
Dominance by age group II seems to be character­
istic of late-season impounding-net catches, al-

though there may be exceptions, as in 1929 and
1945, when age group III may be the stronger.

The dependence of the fishery on two age groups
renders the abundance of the Lake Erie perch
very sensitive to natural fluctuations in the
strength of year classes and vulnerable to over­
fishing. The 'small quantity of fish of commercial
size that is carried over from one year to the next
makes the maintenance of protective measures to
ensure an adequate stock of spawners at all times
highly imperative.

The percentage representation of the year classes
in each year's collection' of yellow perch from im­
pounding nets in Lake Erie is recorded in table
28. ·The data for the 1937 collection have been
omitted because of the long time interval separat­
ing this sample from the earlier collections. Dis­
cussion of. the year-class composition of the 1937
samples will. be based on the age-composition
data of table 21. No tabulation has been pre­
sented of the year-class composition of gill-net
samples because of the highly selective action of
that gear.

The inability of impounding nets to retain repre­
sentative samples of the younger age groups, and
the rapid rate at which year classes disappear from
the fishery owing to the short life span, combine
to mal.:e interpretation of data on the year-class'
composition of the samples most difficult. Age
group 0 (first· year of life) is of course absent from
all collections, and normally group-I fish occur

TABLE 28.-0ccurrence of year cla88e8 of yellow perch in the catch of impounding net8 of Lake Erie

Asterisk designates dominant year class each year; roman numerals show age at capture]

PART I-PERCENTAGE BASED ON ALL FISH TAKEN

Year class of-
Year of capture

1922 192:1 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930

1927-____________________ 0.4 V 1.0 IV 9.8 III 39.9 II '48.9 I • __

~g~~=====::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: . ~~_~ __. ~~~_~~_ :~H Iv -----~Tf~~- :::::;~~~i- ::::::::~~i:i: :::::::::~:~::
1932 • ._.__ 24.8 IV '73.7 III 1.5 II

PART II-PERCENTAGE BASED ON COMMERCIAL CATCH

Year class of-
Year of capture

1939 1940 . 1941 , 1942 1943 1944 1945 1946 . 1947

·1943_____________________ 3.6 IV 17.9 III '57.1 II 21.4 I • . .• • _

t~1t::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: ------i~3y- tU ~u: :~~:~ HI ----·3iJ~7-ii"- :::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::

~m:=:::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::::=~:~:: ~ :_~~~_~ ~~~_~~_ '~n Iv ----;~IH;- -----:;~:n;- ::::::=i~;:i
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only in small numbers. Age group II is affected
less by the seleetive aetioJ;!. of the ge.ar although
many fish of this age seem to be too small to be
retained in the nets in spring and early summer
(p~ 221). It appears, then, that estimates of the
relative abundance of the year classes of the Lake
Erie perch must be based chiefly on the represen­
tation of the older fish in the different years'
samples. .The relative strength of age group iT
may be eonsidered signifieant only if the sample
was taken late in the season. The scarcity of
group-I fish eannot be held to indicate a weak
year class, although a great abundance of yellow
perch of this age may be considered evidence of
a strong one. .

Ordinarily the estimate of the strength of a year
class is based on a knowledge of its relative
abundance in the eollections of several successive
years. In the Lake Erie yellow perch, however,
the great scarcity of all fish older than ag'e group
III, together with the unreliability of data on the
abundance of the younger age groups, makes the
application of this method very difficulk Further
eomplications arise from the failure to obtain
data in 1938 and 1939, and the fact that only the
legal-sized fish were sampled in 1943-48.

Because of the limitations just outlined it is
not possible to make a precise arrangement of the
year classes of the Lake Erie yellow perch in the
order of their abundance. In fact it is possible
to speak with certainty eoncerning only one of
them-the year class of 1926. This year class
was without doubt one of exceptional strength.
It dominated the impounding-net collections of
three successive years, 1927, 1928, and .1929.
Dominance of this year class as group I and as
group III is particularly significant. The only
dominant group I of the collections occurred in
the 1927 samples. In the remaining collections,
age group I made up no more than 7.2 percent of
the samples except in 1937 and 1943. Age group
III was dominant in the late-season collections of
both 1929 and 1945. It should be pointed out
further than in 1928 the 1926 year class provided
relatively the strongest group II in o,ny of the
collections (90.6 percent of the total).

Three other year classes appeared to have been
of more than ordinary strength. The 1936 year
class as group I made up 47.3 percent of the entire
1937 sample (table 21). The only other collec­
.tion with such an abundance of group-I fish was

made in 1927 when the 1926 year class dominated
the catch of impounding nets. Unfortunately, no
samples were obtained in either 1938 '01' 1939 and,
as a consequence, nothing is known of the strength
of the 1936 year dass at the ages when they would
contribute most to the fishery. However, produc­
tion increased from 3,305,000 pounds in 1936 to
7,782,000 pounds in 1938 when the 1936 year cl~ss

would have entered the commercial fishery in
greatest numbers. A large increase in yield is to
be e.xpected when a strong year class enters the
fishery, and the 236-pereent increase from 1936 to
1938 in the catch of yellow perch may be taken as
evidence, if not proof, that the 1936 year class was
of more than ordinary strength. The sharp decline
to 3,015,000 pounds in 1939 in the take of yellow
perch could mean the exhaustion of an abundant
year class by an intense fishery.

Despite the fact that the evaluation of the
strength of year classes in the 1943-48 period is
handicapped by lack of knowledge of the abun­
danceof group-I fish in those years, it seems evident
that the 1942 year class was one of considerable
size. It comprised 21.4 percent of the 1943 samples
as age group I. The same year class was strongly
dominant as 'group-II fish in 1944 (85.2 percent)
and continued to dominate the commercial samples
as age group III in 1945 (55.6 percent). The
strong representation of the 1942 year class as
group-I fish in the commercial yield in 1943 and
the dominance of the group in the two succeeding
years could have been accomplished only by re­
markably good survival.

Evidence, less convincing but nevertheless
strongly suggestive, points to 1944 as having pro­
duced a year class that was stronger than that
of either 1943 or 1945. The 1944 year class as
group-II. fish made up 72.3 pereent of the 1946
commercial samples and contributed heavily (41.9
percent) to the 1947 take when they were in age
group III. .

The 1943-48 data from gill nets .(table 27)
provide some evidenee of the relative strength of
year classes despite the fact that these nets are
highly selective and the samples were taken from
the legal-sized'yellow perch. Age group III made
up 47.3 percent of the legal-sized fish in 1945 and
equaled the abundance of group II. This high
relative abundance of age group III supports the
conclusion reached from the trap-net data that
the 1942 year class was of more than ordinary
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strength. Although the fish assigned to age
group III dominated the late-season commercial
catch of yellow perch by gill nets in 1947, the
evidence that the 1944 year class was exceptionally
strong is not conclusive. As group-II fish the
1944 year class strongly dominated (71.5 percent)
the commercial catch in 1946 and exhibited the
second-strongest dominance in the 6-year period
1943-48, but. the class appeared sparingly (1.3
percent) as age group I in 1945. Data from the
gill nets add strength to the suggestion based on
trap-net catches that the year class of 1944 was
stronger than that of either 1943 or 1945.

The OCCUlTence of rather wide fluctuations in
the abundance of year classes has been observed
in a large number of species, both marine and
fresh-water. Despite the extensive studies that
have been· made of the fluctuations in abundance
of year classes, relatively little is known concerning
the underlying causes. It is agreed rather gen­
erally, however, that the fluctuations "have their
origin in certain conditions prevailing at a very
early period in the life of the fish" (Hjort 1914).
The belief is general also that fluctuations depend
on variations in meteorologIcal-hydrographical
conditions, although biological conditions (for
example, competition for food among the young
and increase in predators) may at times be
important.IS

Under conditions of a stabilized fislung inten­
sity, it is believed that the causes of fluctuations
in the abundance of year classes· in the fishes of
Lake Erie are most probably to be found in the
meteorological-hych'ographical conditions. It is
recognized that overfishing and other factors also
may be involved. The simultaneous OCCUlTence
in 1926 of a strong year class in seven species
strongly suggests that competition for food among
the young is not normally a limiting factor. The
comparatively low yield of the fishery in 1926, a
year that produced a strong year class, indicates
that as long as the population is maintained at a
reasonable strength the number of spawners may
not be the primary determining factor.

The weather records from the Sandusky, Ohio,
station of the U. S. Weather Bureau (1919-48)
have been examined in an effort to detect a
possible correlation between weather conditions

II Jensen (1933) gave a detailed review or the literature and a critical dis­
cussion or the causes or fluctuations In the abundance or marine fish of the
North Sea and neighboring waters.

and the strength of the year classes. It has been
assumed that conditions in 19~6 and 1942 and
probably in 1936 and 1944 were exceptional as
those years produced the st.rongest year classes

·of yellow perch found within the data, and that
the causes for the strength of those year classes
should be found in the extent and mauner in
which t.he meteorological condit.ions of those years
differed from other years. It was expect.ed
furt.her that condit.ions would be more comparable
in the years 19~6 and 1942 than in any other years.

Because of the previously ment.ioned impossi­
bility of evaluating accurat.ely the strength of each
year class it is possible to speak only in general
terms concerning the effects of weather, hence
detailed weather data will not·be presented. The
temperature dat.a that were examined refe.lTed to
air temperatures. As ment.ioned previously, trends
in air temperature no doubt indicate approximate
trends in water t.emperature, especially in such
shallow water as is found in western Lake Erie.
It was found that the winter.of 1925-26 (Novem­
ber to February) was cold and that the following
prespawning period (March and April) was t.he
coldest for t.he years 1919 to 1948. However,
both the winter of 1941-42 and the prespawning
period in 1942 were warmer than average. The
2 years probably producing strong year classes
(1936 and 1944) differed in that t.he winter of
1935-36 was exceptionally cold and that of 1943-44
was warmer than average. The prespawning
period in 1936 had above average temperatures
but in 1944 temperatures were below average.
In other months of the year t.emperature exhibited
no relation to the strength of the year elasses.

Although all of the 4 years t.hat apparently
produced strong year classes had less t.han average
rainfall in ·May and June, the total precipitation
in both 1942 and 1944 was only slightly below
normal and amounted to between two and three
times that in either 1926 or 1936. Wind velocities
and percentage of possible sunshine appear to bear
even less relation to the strength of year classes
than the other factors considered. Van Oosten
(1948) pointed out that there was no relation
between turbidity and strength of year classes.

The contradictory evidence of the effects of
temperature during the winter and prespawning
period and total precipitat.ion during May and
June on the strength of year classes makes it
appear that no simple relation exists. Although
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extremely high or low temperatures and severe
storms may lead to 'catastrophic destruction of
eggs and small fish, the strength of a year class is
believed to depend normally on the sum of the
effects of many factors. It seeJ1ls entirely reason-

able to suppose that the controlling factors have
to do with the coincidental occurrence of early
feeding by the newly hatched fish and the appear­
ance of suitabl~ food 9rganisms in adequate
amounts.

LENGTH-WEIGHT RELATION

The mathematical relation between length and
weight of t.he yellow perch of Lake Erie in 1927-37
was determined by fitting the equation W=cL"
to the average empirical.length and weight of each
5-mm. standard-length frequency interval over
the range 106 to 250 mm. (5.0 to 11.4 inches total
length). Length intervals both longer and shorter
than this range containe.d less than 28 fish each
and were not employed in the fitting of the equa­
tion because of possibly unreliable averages. The
data represent all yellow perch with standard
lengths of 106 to 250 mm. that we.re measured and
weighed without regard for locality, sex, season
and year of capture, or gear employed. Data on
the length and weight of Lake Erie yellow perch
in 1943-48 are not included because analysis of
these later data showed them to be similar in every
respect to those obtained during the earlier years.
The. equation derived from the 1927-37 data ap-

. plied equally well to the 1943-48 material.
The equation that best describes the length­

weight relation of the Lake Erie yellow perch is: .

W= 1.766 X 10-5L3ms,

in which l.v=weight in ~rams, and L=standard
length in millimeters. Since n=3.015, it may be
said that the weight of the yellow perch in Lake
Erie increased approximately as the cube of the
length (n=3.0).

Table 29 shows the actual and calculated weights
for each 5-mm. interval of standard. length of the
yellow perch of Lake Erie from 1927 to 1937.
Weights were computed both from the cube rela­
tionship and from the more general equation (W=
cL'TI). It was found that weights calculated by the
general equation agreed closely with those com­
puted by the equation W=1.91 X 1O-sL3. (The
weighted grand average K for all Lake Ei'ie yellow
perch was 1.91.) Weights milculated by the two
equations were in complete agreement for all but 6
of the 31 frequency intervals for fish with standard
lengths of less than 236 mm., and in no interval
differed by more than 1 gram. The weights com-

puted by the two equations agreed at no lengths
greater than 235 mm. The weight,s of these larger
yellow perch calculated from the cubic relationship
were always less than those computed from the
more general equation but at no length was the
difference between the two calculated weights
greater than 4 grams. It is true also that the
differences between the two corresponding calcu­
lated ,weights tended to increase progressively as

TABLE 29.-Actual and calculated weights of Lake Erie
yellow perch by 5-millimeter length intervals

[Data based on all fish weighed dW"ing the investigation]

AVEorage weight
caleulated from

Standard-length Total Number Average equation-
actualinterval' length of fish weight

n'=LD ll'=KX
IlML3

------------
Inches Grams Grams Grams83 mm _____________ •• _ 3.9 1 7 11 1188 mm ________________ 4.1 ---------- --- --_. --- 13 1393 mm _______________ : 4.4 1 21 15 1598 mm __ . _____________ 4.6 1 21 18 1810-3 mlU _______________ 4.8 8 21 21 21108 mm _______________ 5.1 28 24 24 24113 mm _______________ 5.3 52 26 27 28118 mm _______________ 5.5 53 29 31 31123 mm ______________ . 5.8 58 35 35 ::Ill128 mm. ______________ 6.0 76 40 40 40

133 mm ____ . ________ 0_ 6.2 \l:j 45 45 45138 mm _______________ 1\.4 144 51 50 50143 mID _______________ 6.6 281 58 56 56148 mm _______________ 6.8 431 64 62 62153 mlU _______________ 7.1 513 69 68 68158 mm _______________ 7.3 751 77 75 75163 mm. _•____________ 7.5 992 83 82 83168 mm __ • ____________ 7.8 1,161 91 !l() 91173 mm_______________ 8.0 1,275 98 99 99178 mm _______________ 8.2 1,463 108 108 108183 mm _______________ 8.5 1,633 117 116 117188 mm_______________ 8.7 1,8H 126 127 12;
193 mm_______________ 8.9 1,997 137 137 137
198 mm_. _____________ 9.1 2,252 149 148 148
203 mm____________ • __ 9.3 2,124 162 160 160208 mm_______________ 9.5 1,84.5 174 li3 172213 mm_______________ 9.8 1,531 186 185 185
218 mm_____________ -- 10.0 1.066 200 198 198
223 mm_~ __________ ~.-- 10.2 681 213 212 212
228 mrn _______ . _______ 10.4 399 227 227 226233 mm _______________ 10.6 166 240 242 242
238 mm _____________ ,_ 10.8 113 255 258 257243 mm _______________ 11.1 66 266 275 274248 mm _______________ 11.3 34 282 292 291
253 mm_____________ ._ 11.5 5 304 310 309258 mID _______________ 11.7 7 334 329 328
263 mm________ -_ -____ 12.0 1 312 349 347268 mm _______________ 12.2 5 349 369 368273 mm _______________ 12.4 1 404 390 389
278 mm _______________ 12.6 --------3- 412 410
283 mID______________ . 12.9 418 435 433
288 mm____________ --- 13.1 2 524 459 456
293 mlll _______________ 13.3 _._~------ 483 480
298 mm____________ --- 13.6 1 475 508 505303 mID _______________ 13.8 -- ----- --- .-_. ------ 535 531
308 mm ____________ --- 14.0 .- -- ... --- • __ .~ 4 ____ 562 558

• In S·mm. iutervals.
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the standard length of the fish increased above
270 mm.

A comparison of the average actual weights
with the calculated weights shows that there was
excellent agreement over most of the length
range for which there were large numbers of fish. I4

Over the standard length range of 103 to 238 nun.
the actual weights at no point disagreed with
either of the computed weights by mOl'e than 3
grams. It is apparent also that calculated weights
obtained by the two equations agreed almost

.equally well with the average actual weights over
this length range. The lack of agreement between
the observed weights and the computed weights
of perch with standard lengths less than 103 mm.
may be due to the small number of specimens of
that size. The empirical weights were somewhat
less than either calculated weight at all but three
of the lengths greater than 238 mm. (intervals
with midpoints at 258, 273, and 288 were the ex­
ceptions). Over this range, the weights calcu­
lated on the basis of the cubic relationship were
ordinarily closer to the observed weights than
were those calculated from the more general
equation. The fact that the actual weights of the
larger fish were usually less than the computed
weights may indicate that both equations fail to
fit the data exactly for standard lengths greater
than 238 mm., or it may be due to the small
number of individuals in most of the frequency
intervals. Another possible explanation of the
lower actual weights at lengths greater·: than 238

It The average actual weights are the averages oC all fish In each 5-mm.
interval. Only the mldlenltth or each interval is shown In the table.

mm. is that· the gill nets selected only the lighter
of the longer fish.

The weights calculated from the length-weight
equation, W= 1.766X 10-5£8.016, are shown graphi­
cally in figure 10. The use of two scales permits
ready conversion from metric to English units of
weights and measures. The factors needed most
frequently for conversions between standard, fork,
and total lengths are shown in table 30. It was
mentioned (p. 252) that intervals of stands.rd length
that contained less than 28 fish were not used in
the detenuination of the general length-weight
equation. Hence, the points on the curve that
lie below 106 mm. and above 250 mm. are outside
the range to which the 'curve was actually fitted.
However, the closeness with which the extra­
polated portions of the curve (shown by broken
lines) fit the average actual weights based. on few
specimens indicates that, in spite of the discrep­
ancies already mentioned, the curve is for practi­
cal purposes applicable to the length-weight rela­
tion over the entire range represented.

COEFFICIENT OF CONDITION (K)

The condition of fishes and fluctuations in the
"alues of the coefficient of condition ([() involve
problems that are distinctly different from the
description of the general length-weight relation
(see Hile 1936, for detailed discussion). .condi­
tion, or .relative heavhless, is influenced by those
physiological and environmental factors that
affect the general well-being of the individuals.
The present data pennit a description of the fluc-

TABLE 30.-Faclors for corwersiOlis between standard, fork, and tolallengths of Lake Erie yellow perch
[Number oC specimens employed to determine values oC the Cactors are shown in parenthesesl .

Factors to be employed Cor standard lengths oC-

Conversion oC-
80mm.and 81 to 130 mm. 131 to 190 mm. 191 to 220 mm. 221 mm.and

under over

Stendard length to total length (same unit of measurement) _______________ 1.215 1.193 1.174 1.165 i.l56

Standard lenltth in milllmeters to total length In Inches___________________ •
(87) (112) (648) (1,267) (513)

.0478 .0470 .0462 . .0459 .0455

Standard length to Cork length (same unit oC mea.~urement)-- ____ : _________
(87) (112) (648) (1.267) (513)

--- --- ---- --- --- 1.141 1.132 1.125 1.119

Sts.ndard length in millimeters to Cork lengtb in inches_____________________
(0) (5) . (285) (591) (131)

.-.~------------
.0449 .0446 .0443 .0441

Total length to standard length (same unit oC measw·ement) _______________
(0) (5) (285) (591) (131)

.823 .838 .852 .858 .865

Total length in inches to standard length in millimeters ___________________
(87) (112) (648) (1,267) (513)

20.904 21. 285 21. 641 . 21.793 21. 971

TotBlIength to Cork length (same unit oC measurement) ___ . ________________
(87) (112) (648) (1.267) (513)

--.------------- .956 .964 .966 .968

For61ength to standard length (same unit oC mea.~urement) __________ •____
(0) (5) (285) (591) (131)

---.--- -------(0) .876 .883 .889 .894
(5) (285) (591) (131)

Fork length in inches to standard length in millimeters _______________ • ____
--------~-_._._- 22. 250 22.428 22.581 22.708

Fork length to total length (same unit oC measurement) _________ •__________
. (0) (5) (285) (591) (131)

----~----------.
1.046 1.037 1. 035 1.033

(0) (5) (285) (591) (131)
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TOTAL LENGTH IN INCHES
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FllmRE lO.-Relation between length and weight in yellow perch of Lake Erie. Solid portion of the curve represents
length range to which equation lV=cLn was fitted; broken lines represent the curve in length ranges not well repre­
sented in the data. Dots show averages of empirical data grouped into 5-mm. length intervals.

tuations in the coefficient of condition (K) of the
Lake Erie yellow perch according to mont:h of
capture, sex and maturity, state of gonads, age,
length, and type of 'gear employed. The data
obtained from samples taken in the period 1943-4;8
will be omitted from this discussion since they
contribute nothing new and would bring about no
important changes in the conclusions.

Monthly and annual fluctuations in the value of K

Among the factors that might be expected to
influence monthly variations in l( are food, degree
of activity, and stage of sexual maturity. Spawn­
ing, al'ld the preparatory sexual developmOlt,
may be e.~pected to produce the greatest changes
in condition. Description of the monthly and
annual fluctuations in the value of l( in the Lake
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Erie yellow perch is based entirely on specimens
taken from impounding nets since, as will be
shown later (p. 258), the type of gear employed
influences the average value of l( and gill nets are
particularly selective in this respect.

Sex and stage of maturity were shown by sepa­
rate analyses to have had very little effect on the
value of K except in the spawning period. The
data in table 31 showing the monthly fluctuations
in condition of Lake Erie yellow perch according
to year of ca.pture tllerefore, include individuals
for which sex or stage of maturity was not re­
corded. The data from samples obtained during
April 1932, October 1934, and November 1937
are not shown in' the table because each of those
years was represented by only 1 month. The
values of l{ for these 3 months were 2.24 (133 fish),
2,24 (207 fish), and 2.18 (131 fish), respectively.

Annual fluctuations in condition and differ­
ences with respect to the months represented in
the various years' collections place limitations on
the conclusions to be drawn from the data of table
31. Nevertheless, certain trends can be detected.
It is obvious, for example, that perch tend to be
in better condition in midsummer and late summer
than in June. This is brought out by the follow­
ing tabulation of the umveighted averages of K
for corresponding months of 1928 and 1929:

. Avcra(Jc K Average 11:
June l.80 Septernber 1.96
July ______ ____ _ 1. 97 October __ __ _ 1. 92
August_ ___________ I. 08 NovembeL ________ 1. 87

The monthly averages for the 2 years show a
great improvement in condition from June to
July. Condition remained good in August and
September. The average K decreased slightly
in September and underwent a greater decrease
in October and November. The averages in
table 31 show tllat the October-November decline
was much more pronounced in 1929 than in 1925.

The averages for September, October, and
November, 1927, suggest that loss of condition
in the autumn may not be typical for the Lake
Erie perch. In 1927 the value of K increased in
both· October·and November. The averages for
the 1930 collection, on the other hand, agreed with
the trend of the 1928-29 averages. In 1930 the
value of K increased markedly in July and re­
mained at a high level in August and September.
The only available comparisons of the averages
of K for November and December (1929) indicate

TABLE 31.-Monthly values of 11: (condition) of Lake Erie
yellow perch taken in impounding nets, 1927-30

1927 1928 1929 1930
._--.... I .... .... I .... .... -a 'O~ -ac.,

'"
0",

g!t4
0.,

Month .. s ":q .. lil ..lil ::.: "r:.:.,8 :-0 .,8 ...... .,8 :;;8 "'0.. 0 e.-"".- 'E'g " .. "".- ",0 ",.- 81'.,8ll ;...Q;, t::l i3~ ;.." 88- ~::I::I"" ~::s ::Ie. .. ::Ie. ~::I i'"Z., -< Z'" < Z., -< -<--------------
ApriL • • ••• _ 429 1.7~ .. • _
May ... __ .. __ ._._. •• _ 664 1.7(i 3,122 1.84 41 1.85
June •• ._ 504 1.81 1,841 1.78 5 1.81
July .. • .___ 132 2.06 2.747 1.88 173 2.31
August.. .. • ... 510 2.04 1,820 1.~2 25 2.34
September•• _•. 12.'; 1.87 162 2.00 451 1.93 25 2.33
October •. 895 1.91 458 1.00 126 1.86 __ •• _••__ •__
November. __ • __ ._____ 4116 2.01 264 1.116 691 1.78 •__ ._. __
December • .• ~_____ 417 1.88 ._._

Average, all months___ 1,516 1.94 3,123 1.89 11,215 1.85 269 - 2.24
Average, eXduding

April and May . 1,516 1.94 2,030 1.96 8,093 1.86 228 2.30
I

au improvement in condition in the latter month.
Three comparisons are available of condition in
May and June and one of condition in April and
May. However, the possible disturbing effects
of variations in the relative abundance of gravid
and spen t fish in tlle various April and May
collections make it inadvisable to draw con­
clusions concerning monthly changes in condition
from April to Ma.y and from May to June.

The grand avel'ages for K in the different
years' collections are not strictly comparable
because of differences from year to year in the
months represented. A more reliable estimate
of the annual fluctuations in condition may be
had from comparisons of averages for correspond­
ing months. Comparisons of the averages for
September, October, and November indicate
that condition was slightly bettei' in 1928 than in
1927. The large 1928 advanta.ges in September
and October overshadowed the 1927 advantage
in November. Condition was poorer in 1929 than
in 1928. The [( averages were lower in 1929 in
every month except May. The condition of the
Lake Erie perch in.1929 was also probably poorer
than in 1927. The September avenge was higher
in 1929 than in 1927, but the October and Novem­
ber averages were both highe.r in 1927. The
best condition of the 4 years occurred in 1930.
With the exception of June which had the same
K averages in 1928 and 1930, the monthly avenges
in 1930 were consistently greater than the cor-

. responding averages in any other year. From
the data just discussed it would appear that the
probable order of the 4 years with respect to
condition of the Lake Erie yellow perch from'
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best to poorest condition is: 1930, 1928, 1927, and
1929.

The K averages of 2.24 .in April 1932 and
October 1934, and 2.18 in November 1937 (p.255),
suggest that the condition of the Lake Erie yellow
perch in these 3 years was. excellent-probably
superior to that in 1927, 1928, and 1929.
Fluctuations in value of K with staee of maturity

Great differences in value of K associated with
stage of maturity were found in the comparison
of the gravid and spent females taken in May.
(Unfortunately, gravid and spent males were not
recorded separately in the field records.) The
detailed information on the loss of weight by
the females at spawning is presented in table 32
where the data have been arranged to show the
average .weight in grams and the average K before
and after spawning for each 5-mm. standard­
length interval.' For both gravid and spent
females the changes of K with increase in length
appeared to be random rather than to exhibit a
progressive increase or decrease. Oonsequently,
there was no obvious relation between the per­
centage loss of weight and the length of the speci­
mens. The loss of weight varied from 3.4 to
24.6 percent. The average of the percentages
computed from the best-represented intervals,
those in which both gravid and spent fish were
represented' by seven or more specimens, showed
a weight loss of 16.1 percent at spawning. A
slightly lower estimated loss of weight (15.5 per­
cent) was obtained from the weighted-average
coefficient of condition. .

Fluctuations in value of K with age

Data for the study of the variations of K with
age are given in table 33. To avoid the distorting
effects of monthly and a1lllual variations in con­
dition, averages are given for each month's col­
lection of each year. Since sex and stage of matu­
rity have' little influence on the value of K in the
summer and autumn, the data include all the fish
whose ages were determined. The data of table
33 do not point toward any dependence of condi­
tion on age. It is true that in 7 of 10 comparisons
fish of age group II had lower average coefficients
of condition thaJl those of age group 1. This
difference can· be explained, however, as the result
of gear selectivity. Since the group-I fish were
near the smallest size that could be retained by
the impounding nets it is readily conceivable that
only the heavier individuals of that age group
were retained. There is less indication that gear
selectivity affected the K values of age groups II
and III although numbers of the group-II yellow
perch were below the theoretical maximum length
of escape (170 mm.). Gear selection possibly
may account for the fact that group' II had the
larger average [{ in 9 of 10 comparisons for months
earlier than October (see p. 221). In the later
months, after group II has practically completed
the third season of growth, age group III had the
higher K values in all 7 comparisons (October,
November, and December). Comparisons of age
groups III and IV reveal that the former had the
higher average K 6 times whereas the latter had
the higher, value 2 times. The two age 'groups

TABLE 32.-Compari8on of average weight8 and cond-ition (K) of gravid and 8pent fenza.le yellow perch taken by impounding
net8 ·il~ Lake Erie, May 19~9

[Number ot specimens In parentheses]

Gravid temaWs
Standard·length interval

Spent females
Average total 1-----;-----1-------,-----1 Loss of weight

length at spswnlng
Average weight I( Average weight K

Inch" Ora."" Ora"" Ptru'lll.
166 to 170 mm • ._ ••••••••••• __ .______________________ 7.8 89 (3) 1.89 86 !IO) 1.8:l 3.4
171 to 175 mm ._•• __ ••• _. .______________ 8.0 122 (5) 2.36 92 20) 1.78 24.6
176 to 180 mm_._. • ._._._••••_.______________________ 8.2 115 (10) 2.05 99 24) 1.75 13. 9
181 to 185 mm_._. • •• _._. ._:______________ 8.5 128 (29) 2. OS 109 52) 1.77 14.8
186 to 190mm •• __ ._._._. __ ._ ••• _.______________________ 8.7 13S (58) 2.08 118 75) 1.78 14.5
191 to 195 mm_._. ._._._._. .______________ 8.9 148 (82) 2.06 125 (101) 1.74 15.5
196to200mm. ._._________________________ 9.1 161 (90) 2.08 135 (107) 1.74 16.2
20lto205mm_____________________________________________ 9.3 172 (100) 2.05 147 (92) 1.76 14.5
206 to 210 mm • ._________________________ 9.5 186 (90) 2.06 157 (77) 1.75 15.6
211 to 215 mm_. • ._ ••• _. ._._. ,___ _ 9.8 200 (40) 2.07 167 (48) 1.73 16.5
216 to 220 mm_. ,. .________________ 10.0 211 (42) 2.04 175 (39) 1. 69 17.1
221 t0225mm • • ._. :.___ ' 10.2 232 (21:1) 2.09 181 (7) 1.68 22.0
226to230mm•• ._. •• ••• _.______________ 10.4 246 (14) 2.08 214 (5) 1.81 13.0

~A ~g ~5 ~~::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 19: ~ ~l m i: ~~ ~~ m U~ ~U

~:~~::1o::~a:ef.fIit i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: :~~_~~~ :::::::::::::::: .._. __~~:~.~~~~ -_. --. -- ----iii: i
I Unweighted mean, based 011 those length Intervals in which both gravid and spent fish are represented by at least 7 individnals.
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Age group

TABLE aa.-Coefficient of condition (1\:) of Lake Erie yellow
perch accoraing to age, month, and year of capt'ure

[Number or specimens in parentheses]

had the same values in November 1927. Only
three comparisons were available between age
groups IV and V, and in each the older age group
had the'lower K. In general, fluctuations of J(

with age may be considered random among all
age groups in which gear selectivity is absent or
unimportant, although there was a tendency for
a progressive decrease with age during the period
April to September.. It may be justified to con­
clude, however, that generally condition is inde­
pendent of nge in the Lake Erie yellow perch.
No computation was made of average values of K
for all data combined since the combined effects
of monthly variations and of variations in the
numbers of specimens would cause these averages
to be of little significance.

11

The range of fluctuation of K for the age groups
of Lake Erie yellow perch extended from 1.72 to
2.61. The individual yellow perch were found to
have values of K rangjng from 1.13 to 3.23, with
the average 1.9~. Comparisons of these values of
K with those found in other waters of the Great
Lakes reveal that the yellow perch of Lake Erie
were a little heavier than the ones in Saginaw Bay
(Hile and Jobes 1941), about equal to those in
Green Bay, and somewhat more slender than the
yellow perch in northwestern Lake Michigan (Hile
and Jobes 1942).

Inftuence of rate of growth 011 value of K

The possibility that the values of K of the age
groups were influenced by varying proportions of
faster or slower growing individuals has been in­
vestigated. Table 34 permits comparisons' of J(

for yellow perch of the same length but of different
ages and for fish of different lengths but of the
same age. All comparisons have been limited to
fish collected in the same year and month. The
data have been limited further to the 1927 and
1929 collections from trap nets since those collec­
tions !lad the most suitable distribution of the age
groups, that is, contained adequate samples from
more than one age ·group. It may be seen that
there were no consistent differences between the
values of K for fish of the same length but different
age. In other words, neither the older (slow
growing)" nor the younger (rapid growing) yellow
perch maintained a consistent advantage. This
indication that individual growth rate did not
influence individual condition is supported by the
fact that the longer (more rapid growing) imli-

VIVIII

2. 26 (98) 2.23 (33) _

1.85 (21) 1.93 (41 __ • _
1.90 (131l 1.82 (16) I. 72 (1)
2.16 (40) 2.13 (4) _

2.14 (I4l _
I. 86 (32l _
2.14 (2) _

I. 94 (10) . __
2.05 (1361 _
2.12 (3) __ • _

I. 93 (28) 1.00 (4) 1.91 (2)
2. 05 (9) 2. 02 (I) __ . _

2.08 (191 2.08 (I) _
2.02. (16) _
1.84 (218) 1.80 1.33) 1.78 (2)2.15 (31 • _
I. 94 (115) 1.93 (12) _

2.35 (2)

2.05 (107)
2.00 (13)
2. 51 (128)

2.07 (393)
1.91 (29)
2.32 (23)

1\1on til and year

April: 1932 ._.__
July:19"..8 . _

1929 • _
1930 _

August:1928 • 2.61 (7)
1929_ .__________ 2.05 (7)
1930_. . _

September:1928 2.00 (1481
1929____________ 2.01 . (6) 2.16 (22)
1930____________ 2.38 (I) 2.41 (21)

Octobe.r:
1927..__________ 1.90 (74) I. 89 (61)
1928 .________ 1.96 (61)

November:
1927.. : 2.01 (161) I. 92 (129)
1928____________ 1.99 (4). I. 99 (123)
1929 •__ ._ 1.87 (28) 1.79 (170)
19:17..__________ 2,30 (62) 2.07 (66)

December: 1929. ___ 1. !l3 (42) I. 91 (138)

TA~LE 34.-Comparison of condition (K) in Lake Eri-e yellow perch at d·ijJerent ages and lengths taken by trap nets

[NuIl)ber or specimens in parentheses)

Value of K in-

St!ll1dard.lellgth interval Average total Oetobel' 1927 November 1927 November 1929 December 1929
length 1----.-----1------.------1------,----1----.-----

I II II II III II III

121 to 130 mm ._. _
131 to 140 mm _
141 to 150 mm _
151 to lijO mm _
161 to 170 mm • _
171 to ISO mm_.__ • _
181 to 190 mm_. __ ._. _
191 to 200 mm. • __ • _
201 to 210 mm_ •• ._
211 to 220 mm • _
221 to 230 mm •• _
231 to 240 mm •• _. .
241.to..250 lUlU . _
251 to 260 mm •

Inche8
5.9
6.3
6.7
7.2
7.6
8.1
8.6
9.0
9.4
9.9

10.3
10.·7

.11.2
11.6

------II:.77i9--(~,).-, -----~I~.~7~1-~~()3-i ~: ~ !~~ -----~:~--~~~:::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::( . 2.02 (27) 2.03 (5) 1.83 (2) c .__ 1.93 (2) _
1.95 (17) 1.96 (3) 1.99 (31) 1.95 (9) 1.81 (9) 1.85 (11) _
1.87 (25.1 1.91 (12) 2. 01 (5~) 1.97 (16) 1.70 (19) 1.73 (I) 1.86 (21) 2. 02 (I)
1.87(16.1 1.82 (10) 1.96 (34) 2.00 (38) 1.76 (23) 1.70 (41 1.87 (30) 1. lit (ll)
1. SO (5) 1.88 (14) 1.91 (2) 1.99 (33l 1. 76 (42) 1.72 (131 1.88 (29) 1.83 (14)

__. . 1.81 (11) 1.94 (I) 2.04 (17) 1.75 (43) 1.73 (34) 1.81 (18) 1.86 (21)
_ .______ 1.85 (6) 2.01 (8) 1.73 (24) 1.7S (52) 1.85 (19) I.SS (25)
______________ 1.81 (I) 2.02 (41 1.81 (8) 1.78 (48) 1.85 (7) 1.93 (23)
___ ._. " •• • ._______ 1.83 (36.1 1.76 (1) 1.93 (15)

:::::::::::::: :::::::::::=:: :===:=::::::==I:;~::::=::=.::= :::::::::.::::~I U~ ~~~ =:::~:::::=::: :::::;:;~:=~~~
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viduals of an age group did not differ in condition
from the shorter, slower-growing fish·of the same
group.

The conclusion concerning the independenee of
growth rate and condition disagrees with Van
Oosten's (1937) observation that the slower-grow­
ing individuals of the Lake Superior longjaw
(Leucichthys zenithiw8) were in the better eondi­
tion. The same .author (Van Oosten 1938)
found, howevel', that growth rate and eondition
were not correlated in the Lake Erie sheepshead
(Aplodinot-u8 gl'unn·ien8).
Effect of type of gear on determining value of K

The study of condition in the preceding sections
was confined entirely to data from eollections
taken by trap and pound nets. Gill-net samples
were excluded because of the effeet of the seleetive
aetion of that gear on the determination of [(.
The extent to whieh gill-net seleetion affects the
determination of the value of the coefficient of
eondition may be seen from the data of table 35
whieh show the average J( for each centimeter­
length interval of the Lake Erie yellow perch
taken from trap and gill nets in the same month
and calendar year. Only five series were available
for eomparisons. The eonsisteney with which the
value of K was greater for fish caught in gill nets
than in tr~p nets each month leltves little doubt
that gill nets capture relatively heavier yellow
perch than do impounding nets. In no single
month did yellow perch taken in trap nets have

average coefficients of condition as great as thosf'
of fish taken in gill nets. .

The unweighted averages given in the two
columns at the extreme right of table 35 give
further information on the general influence of the
type of net on the value of K. These averages
were computed only for those lengths that were
represented in the samples in all the months for
which eomparisons are given. An examination
reveals that fish taken in gill nets had consistently
higher average values of K. The averages also
reveal a differenee between gill- and trap-net
samples with respect to the variation of [( with
length: Except for the relatively high figures at
141 to 150 mm. and 161 to 170 mm., the values of
K tended to be constant at all lengths in the trap­
net samples. The cause of the high values of Kin
these shorter fish taken in impounding nets has
been discussed previously (p. 256). The nearly
constant value of K over the interval 171 to 220
mm. is probably descriptive of true condition in
the population. In the gill-net sltmples, on the
eontrary, [( decreased consistently with eaeh
increase in length over the entire interval of-l71 to
240 nun. In other words, the gill nets selected
the heavier short fish and the slenderer' long .fish.
At lengths below 171 mm. the captures of perch
by gill nets were probably in large measure
"accidents," that is, the fish were tangled in the
meshes by their fins or the marginal bones of the
mouth. The seleetive aetion of gill 'nets with

'I'rap nets Gill nets Trap nets Gill nets Trap nets Gill nets Trap nets Gill nets Trap nets Gill nets ~~~ ~~:

TABLE 35.-Effect of type of gear on determination of the coefficient of condition (K) in Lake Erie yellow perch

[Number or specimens In parentheses]

I September 1927 October 1927 July 1928 August 1928 November 1928 Avemge I·K
Standard-length A~::lge1----,----1-------,---1----.,..----1-------,---1---,-----1-----,---

interval length

-----------------·---1----1----- ----1----1--------------
hlchr8. 91 to 100 mm_____ 4.5 .. • 2.23 (1) • . _

101 to 110 mm.___ 5.0 • 2.78 (1) . _

m~~ ~~ ~~==== ~: ~ 1=========== -i~W---(3; -i~67---14i -2~3i---(i) ======='==== =========== U~ m_~~~~_._~~~ =========== ===: ::==:== :===== ==:=:=131 to 140mm____ '),3 1.90 (2) 1.90 (5) 1.70 (16) 1.90 (11 2.70 (1) 2.72 (1) l.lllJ (1\ ._
141 to 150mm____ 6.7 1.76 (1) 1.86 (9) 1.87 (38) 1.1/5 (2) 2.36 (5) 2.30 (81 2.11 (12) 2.08 (2) 1.97 (2) 1.97 (1) 2.01 2.03
151 to 160 mm____ 7.2 1.80 (1) 1.97 (7) 1.95 (67) 1.98 (II 2.22 (18) 2.14 (13) 2.10 (65) 2.04 (3) 1.79 (1) ~ _
161 to 170mm____ 7.6 1.76 (7) 1.80 (1) 1.93 (98) 2.00 (3) 2.14 (25) 2.16 (24) 2.04 (123) 2.19 (20) 2.12 (2) 2.12 (I) 2.00 2.05
171 to 180mm____ 8.1 1.89 (19) 2.64 (1) 1.91 (11.;) 2.02 (2) 1.98 (33) 2.11 (32) 2.01 (146; 2.19 (70) 2.00 (17) 1.94 (5) 1.96 2.18
181 to 190mm____ 8.0 1.82 (23) 2.10 (01 1.90 (1321 2.16 (2) 2.06 (32) 2.18 (5ll 2.03 (99) 2.18 (209) 1.99 (35) :l.l0 (11) 1.93 2.16
191 to 200 mm____ 9.0 1.93 (221 2.05 (39) 1.90 (Wl) 2.02 (11) 1.90 (0) 2.17 (74) 2.00 (42) 2.14 (499) 1.98 (43) 2.0\1 (52) 1.94 2.09
201 to 210 mm____ 9.4 1.88 (21) 2.00 (1ljS' 1.91 (1411) 2.08 (29) 1.50 (4) 2.06 (79) 1.07 (9) 2.08 (468) 1.96 (27) 2.05 (116) 1.94 2.06
211 to 220 mm____ 9.9 1.88 (13) 2.00 (~til) 1.11-1 (71) 1.97 (51) 1.94 (2) 2.02 (49\ 2.01 (3) 2.01 (212) 1.96 (15) 1.95 (101) 1.95 1.99
221 to 230mm____ 10.3 1.87 (12) 1.99 (99) 1.94 (49) 1.96 (32) 1.91 (24) 2.11 (2) 1.96 (43) 1.89 (2) 1.91 (59) 1.95
231 to 240 mm_ ___ 10.7 1. 92 (3) 1.91 (20) 1. 92 (4) 1.83 (5) 1. 86 (9) 1.68 (ll 1.91 (lll 2.25 (1) 1.88 (10) 1.88
241 to 250 mm_.__ 11.2 1.73 (1) 1.85 (6) 1.90 (5) 1.90. (4) 1.68 (3) . 1.78 (4) _
251 to 260 mm____ 11.6 1.96 (2) • __ 1.94 (1) 2.06 (1) • • • _
261 to 270 mm_ ___ 12. 1 • • • • : _
271 to 280 mm____ 12.5 1.99 (1) __ • ._._ • • • • • _

Averag\l' 1.87 (125) 2.01(625) 1.91 (894) 1.99 (145) 2.06 (129)12.10 (369) 2.0·1 (510) 2.10(1,542) 1.98 (144) 2.00 (358) 1.96 2.04

I Unweighted mean, computed only for length intervals that were represented in all samples.
2 Unweighted mean.
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respect to condition would not be expected to
operate on these accide,ntal captures. The selec­
tion by gill nets of ye.llow pereh aceording to the
condition of the 11sh is similar to the action of drift.
(gill) nets on marine herring (Farran 1936) and
supports the previous conelusion of a like action
among the smaller perch by impounding nets.

From the preceding discussion it appears not
only that gill 'nets tend to take relatively heavier
yellow perch in Lake Erie than trap nets but that

, in gill-net samples J{ decreased with increases in
length. The resulting distortion of the data
justifies the exelusion of gill-net material from the
study of condition.

SIZE AT MATURITY

A knowledge of size at, sexual maturity has its
practical application in the determination of the
minimum legal size that may be needed to protect
an adequate spawning stock. Da.ta on the rela­
tion between total length and the percentage of
maturity of the yellow perch taken in 1927-37 arc
given for the sexes separatel~T and combined in
table 36. The males matured at a much smaller
size than the females: 47.4 percent of the males
were mature or maturing ,at 6 to 6.5 inches and
48.4 percent of the females were mature or matur­
ing at 8 to 8.5 inehes. Any minimum legal size for
the Lake Erie yellow perch, therefore, must be
based on the maturity of females.

The shortest %-inch total-length interval that
eontained a large percentage of mature females
was 8 to 8.5 inches. At that length 48.4 percent
were mature. At lengths of 8.5 to 9 inches 86.1
percent were mature, and at 9 to 9.5 inches 97 per­
cent were mnture. All females 9.5 inches and
longer were mntme. These data show that 86.1
pereent of the females were mature in the shortest
}'-inch total-length intervnl (8.5 to 9) available to
the commercial fishery operating under the 8}§-inch
minimum legal size now effective in the Miehigan
and Ohio waters of Lake Erie (no size limit on
yellow perch in ~Pennsylvania and New York

waters). The samples collected in 1947-48 showed
an even greater proportion of mature female yellow
perch since 51 of 53 individuals (96.2 percent) in
the 8.5- to- 9-inch interval were mature.

On the basis of the data in table 36 it is ap­
parent that the great majority of female ye.llow
perch in Lake Erie mature at' total lengths
between 8 and 9 inches. Reference to tnble 19
reveals that most of the fish with these lengths
belonged to age group II (174 mm. standard
length is equivalent to S inches tot.allength, and
196 mm. equals 9 inches). It thereby becomes
apparent that the majority of the femnle yellow
perch reach maturity in Lake Erie during their
third year of life and spawn for the first time early
in their fourth year (as age-group-III fish). The
average calculated length of the females at the
end of the third year of life was 8.6 inches
(table 7).

Although the data in tables 36 and 19 are from
fish taken late in the fall one would expect little,

.if any, growth in winter or until spawning time
in the spring. The percentages of maturity at
the different sizes determined from fall samples,
therefore, may be applied reasonably well to the
spawning-season population. The small sample

TABLE 36.-RelaUon l)elween lenglh of Lake Erie y~llow perch and proportion of inalltre indil'iduals, 1927-37

Sexes combined Female Male

otal-Iength interval I Fork-length interval I
Standard-length

interval Number Percent- Number Percent- Number PercentoNumber imma- age Number imma- age Number Imma- agemature ture mature mature ture mature matnre ture mature
- ------------------------

s than 6.0 inches. _ Less than 5.7 inches___ Less than 127 mm_____ Il 38 0 0 15 0 0 23 0
.0 to 6.5 inches _______ 5.7 to 6.3 inches ____ •• _ 127 to 140 mm_______ ._ 10 17 37.0 I 7 12.5 9 10 47.4

..5 to 7.0 incbes_______ 6.3 to 6.7 inches _______ 141 to 149 mm________ • 26 50 34.2 0 31 0 26 19 57.S
•.0 to 7.5 inches ______ • fI.7 to 7.2 inches_______ • 150 to 161 mm_______ ._ 82 1M 34.7 7 95 6.9 75 59 M;O
.5 to 8.0 incht'!'. _____ • 7.2 to 7.7 inches _______ 162 to 172 mm. ________ 216 189 53.3 30 131 18.6 186 58 76.2
.0 to 8.5 inches ______ • 7.7 to 8.2 illChlll! ____ •• _ 173 to 183 mm_________ 521 137 79.2 103 110 48.4 418 2; 93.9
.5 to 9.0 inches _______ 8.2 to 8.7 inches_. _____ 184 to 195 mm_________ 901 64 93.4 348 56 86.1 553 8 98.6
.0 to 9.5 inches_______ 8.7 to 9.2Iuches ___ ._._ we to 206 mm. ________ 737 15 98.0 423 13 97.0 314 2 99.4
.5 to 10.0 inches. ____ • 9.2 to 9.7 inches _______ 207 to 218 mm. ________ 426 0 100.0 290 0 100.0 136 a 100.0
O.C) inches and over __ 9.7 inches and ove·r __ •• 219 mm. and over _____ 236 0 100.0 190 0 100.0 46 0 100.0

T

7
8
8
9
9
1

1 Fish included within each total-length and fork-length Interml had lengths equal to the lowest and np to. but not includinll:. the greatest length of the
interval.
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obtained during the breeding season suggests that
spawning in itself may protect immature females
since only 3 of 27 females (11.1 percent) in the

entire Rample were immature. The largest of the
immature females in this sample was 8* inches
total length.

SEX RATIO

TABLE 37.·-Percentage of malea in the daily aamples of
Lake Erie !felloUl perch

the material taken in September. The single
October collection contained nearly 70 percent
males. Only two of seven samples taken during
November (November 26, 1929, and November 7,
1937) showed sufficiently disproportionate repre­
sentation of ·the sexes to be interpreted as indic­
ative of segregation. There was little evidence
of segregat,ion on the two dates in December. In
general, then, it appears that the sexes were segre­
gated during April and Mn.y, and probably to
some extent during part of June, July, August.
October, and November. There is no evidence of
any" distinct segregation during September and
December; however, only two samples were taken
in each of these months.

Septem­
ber. all
samples_ 330 50.0

Oct. 26 - 69 69.61

1928: Apr.30 __ .. 9~ 95.7
1929:May 9______ . no ~0.9

May 10_.____ 147 26.5'
May 11'- _____ 228 74.6
May 25-. ____ 1~2 69.7

---
May, all

samples_ 617 M.3
------June 20___ . __ 563 37.1

June 29_ .___ . 90 54.4
------

June. nil
sampleR_ 653 39.5

= =July L ______ 202 30.7
July 6. ______ 6il 36.9
,Tuly 13. _____ 447 48.1
July 20 ______ 114 60.5
July 30______ r>s 64.7

------
July, all

samples. 896 46.2
------Aug. 6__ . ____ 25:! 61.1

Aug. 17______ 87 511.3
Aug. 22... ___ Sf\ 52.3
Aug. :!6____ .. _ 178 55.6
Aug.3!... ___ 133 52.6

------
. August,

all Sam-
ples .• ___ 736 56.7

-----
Sept.3_. ___ . 216 47.2
Sept. 23 •• ' __ 114 '55.3

58.0

5~. 2

79.7

47.7
68.2

56.4

75.7
84.1

55.1
57.~

f.1.4
47.0
1,7.9
54.9
72.1

P~reent­
age or
males

65
66

70
63

131

133

574

136
Iii

i2
251
114

,';1
86

307

Num­
ber of
spec;·
mens

Decem­
b~r. nil
snmpl~.s.·

Novem­
ber, all
sampl~.s.

April. all
sample.s.

Novem-
ber. all
samples_

=:=--=Dec. 4 _
Dec. 7 _

Grflnd
total,
April
E"X-
eluded. 4,313 50.9

nat."

1937:
No,'. 3. _.. __
Nov.7 _

1932:
Apr. 11.. _
Apr.~13. .

1929:
Nov. 2... _
Nov.l:!__ . __
Nov.16 _
NeJv.2"2 _
Nov. 21\. _

~.:.:.r::i P~t:e~nt·
speel- ~I~I
mens

. Dnt"

The number of specimens, the sex ratio ex­
pressed af\ the percentage of males in' the total for
the daily collections, and the ratios for the com­
billed collections of each month are shown in table
37 for sample~ containing 50 or more fish. All
samples were obtained from commereial impound­
ing nets. The sex ratio of the individual samples
fluctuated !'ather widely within each month except
August, September, and December, 1929, and
April 1932. This wide fluctuation points to a
segregation of the sexes throughout much of the
year. A segregation may occur, however, ill a
month in which the sex ratio is not highly variable
(as the predominance of males in April 1932) .

The wide daily variation in the relative abun­
dance of females and males in the samples makes
it difficult to determine a truly reliable sex ratio
for the perch of Lal\:e Erie. The data in table 37
suggest that a large number of relatively small
samples, preferably distributed throughout the
season, will permit a more accurate estimate of the
relative abundance of the sexes than may be
obtained from a few large samples. Table 37
reveals that the average ratio for all samples com­
bined, except those taken in April, was 96 females
to 100 males (50.9 percent). The April samples
were omitted from the computation because the.
sex ratio obviously was distorted by the presence
of disproportionately large numbers of males.

The April (1928 and 1932) collections were con­
sistent in the strong preponderance of males.
The moles predominated also in both samples ob­
tained late in May 1929. On the other· hand, the
females were relatively more abundant in the
samples obtained May 9 and 10, 1929. One
sample collected during June 1929 indicated that
the sexes were segregated, whereas the other
showed no marked preponderance of either sex.
The data obtained during July 19~9 showed an
increasing proportion of males as the month ad­
vanced. The maies were somewhat more abun­
dant than the females in each sample taken duri.ng
August, but on :Q.O date, with the possible excep­
tion of August 6, were they strongly predominant.
No strong dominance of either sex was evident in
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Age group

['rot'll nllmh~r ofspoclmens In Jl,,,~nt-hpso."J

T ABT,E 38.-Percelltage of male Lake Erie yellow perch /'11
age groups, according to date of capture

in sex ratio t.he data hil.Ve been presented for daily
catehes as well as by the month and for all months
combined. In spite of certain exceptions, it may
be said that there was a progressive decrease in
the proportion of males as the age increased. It
is apparent that either the relative abundance of
males in the stock was progressively less with each
yearly increase in. age, or t.hat the females were
progressively more available to t.he fishery.

Sex differences in the age of entry into the
fishery can produce an "apparent" change in t.he
sex ratio wit.h inerease in age. The earlier attain-

.ment. of maturity by the males, together with their
apparent tendency to remain on the spawning
grounds longer than the females, doubtless ac­
counted for the great preponderance of males in
age groups I and II and their abundance in age
group III of the spawning-run (April 1932) collec­
tion. Consequently, the decrease in relative
abundance of males with increase in age in that
collection cannot be accepted as descriptive of the
geueral population. .Significance must be as..
cribed, howeve.r, to the faet that a similar, if less
pronounced, change in the sex ratio occlli'red in the
collections of other months .when there is no
reason to believe that a segregation on the basis
of maturity existed. In a majority of the samples
taken in months other than April the males ex­
hibited a tendency to decrease in relative abun­
dance with increase in age. It may he concluded
that this tendeney of the males is a real and not
an apparent characteristic of the Lake Erie
yellow perch:

The acceptance of a shifting sex ratio with 8.ge
as characteristic of the Lake Erie yellow perch
population carried with it the assumption of a
differential mortality of the sexes. This differ­
ence in death rate may have its origin in a selective
destruction in the fishery or it may depend on sex
differences in the natural mortality rate.

It would appear that a differential destruction
of the sexes by the fishery is the most plausible
explap.ation of the changes in sex ratio with age
of the Lake Erie yellow perch. The males
mature at a younger age, and consequently, are
taken by the nets dming the spawning season
earlier' in life than are the females. Furthermore,
the apparent tendeney for the males to arr~ve

earlier and stay longer than the females on the
spawning grounds increases the chances of capture
for any particular male, and presumably 'would

271 0(2)
(3) _
(3) ..

12) _

20) _
13) _

33) _

33) 0(2)

(9) _
(3) _

16) 0(1)

Date ---- -------- --
I II III IV

------------------------
929:July L _____________

-------jjeij 38.503\ 21\.7(131) 12.5l
Sept. 23 ____ -_______ 33.3(91 "7.7(104)

---~~--

Nov. 12_____________ &~. 3(8) 49.4(831 43.8(121) 33.3(
Nov. 16____________ 80.0(51 55.8(52) 57.4(541 61\.7Nov. 26 ____________ 80.0(5) 74.3(35) ~7. 4(43) 100.0

November, all
samplllS. _______ 82.11:281 56.5(170) 51. 8(2181 42.4(

Dec. 4______ .. _______ 83.3(6) 52. ;(551 56.1(661 44. ·1Dec. 7______________ 69.4(:16) 51. 8(83) 59.2(49) 66.7

December, all
71. 4(42) 52. 20381 50.0(samples. _______ 56.5(115)

1932:
Apr. Il..___________ -------- ..-.. 100.0(2) 83.3(48) 55.0(Apr. 13_____________ ________ d __ .----------- 88.0(50) 69.2(

April, all sampl~s_ --- -----~--
1oo.0l2) 85.7(98) 6O.6(

1'137:Nov.3 _____________ 71.4(28) 31.4(351 0(21 -.-----Nov.7_____________ 73.5(34) 61. 3(31) 100.0(1) --_ .. ~-

Novemb~r, all
s~mples________ 72. 6(621 45.5(66) 33.3(31 ------ -

Orand total,
Apr 11 ex-

52.0(396)e1uded _______ 73.7(133) 48.1)(571) 36.l(

The reasons for the apparent segregation of the
sexes of the Lake Erie yellow perch are largely un­
known. The segregation during April and Mn.y
perhaps was due to the spawning-season habits of
the species. .A segregation associated with sex
differences in feeding habits during the summer
months, such as was found by Eschmeyer (1938),
may occur. Mate1'ials for study of. the food of
the Lake Erie perch were not available. Another
possible factor in the fluctuating sex ratios during
the su~mer is age. The females tend to iucrease
in l'elative abundauce with advancing age; con­
seque:ntly, variation in the age composition of the
samples would eoutribute t,o an apparent segrega­
tion of the sexes. However, this explanation e3.11

account for only part of the variation in the sex
ratio since the ratios vfl,l'ied widely in samples of
fish, of the same age but taken on differeut days of
the same mouth (table 38). .

Age determinations of certain of the above
materials permit the examinatiou of the relation
between the proportional representation of the
sexes and age. Table 38 shows the sex ratio of
Lake Erie yellow perch in a number of samples,
expressed as the percentage of males in the total,
by age group. Because of the daily fluctuations
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result in effect in a more intensive fishery for that
sex. The monthly records of the Ohio Division
of Conservation for the years 1930, 1931, 1939,
and 1940 15 reveal that during those years the
spawning-season fishery (April and May) produced
28.3 percent of the perch caught during the entire
year in Ohio waters. Fishing intensity during the
spawning season, when the males predominate in
the catches, is therefore sufficiently great to ac­
count for an important differential destruction of
the se."tes. The apparent preponderance of fe­
males during early May would reduce, but prob­
ably not eliminate, the effect of the spawning­
season fishery on the changes in the sex ratio. It
seems impossible to escape the conclusion that the
changes in sex ratio with age of the Lake Erie
yellow perch were caused in large measure by 'a
differential destruction by the fishery chi~fly dur­
ing the spawning season.

It should be mentioned that the minimum legal
size operates to reduce the effect of the differential
destruction of the males in the spawning-nm
fishery. Large numbers of mature but illegal­
sized males on the grounds are captured but

returned to the lake. However, it is known that
about 14 percent of the illegal-sized yellow perch
are destroyed, or seriously injured, when the nets
are lifted. It is not improbable that the total
destruetion\of illegal-sized males during a spawn­
ing season is considerable, in spite of the fact that
none enters the commercial catch.

Other factors that might have had an influence
on the changes in sex ratio with age will be men­
tioned briefly. Geiser (1923, 1924a, 1924b) con­
cluded that the females (of fishes, as of many other
animals) are inherently more viable than the
males under adverse conditions. Hile (1936)
stated that a differential natural mortality was
the.most probable cause of the changes in sex ratio
of the eisco, Leucichthys artedi, with age. There
is no fishery for the eisco in' the Wisconsin lakes
whose populations he studied. Hile pointed out
further that there was no basis for any assumption
of a differential destruction of the sexes by preda­
tory forms. Any possible effect of a differential
natural mort,ality of the sexes would be obscured
in the Lake Erie yellow perch because of the
differential destruction by the fishery.

SUMMARY

1. The annual production of yellow perch from
the United States waters of Lake Erie fluctuated
about an average of 3 million pounds in the early
(1885-99) period of the fishery. The average
declined to about 2 millioJ;l pounds in 1900-1927,
increased to over 7}' million pounds in 1928-35, and
fell to about 2% million pounds in 1936-47. There
was a definite tendency for the variability in
annual production to increase in each suceeeding
period except the most recent one, (1936-47).
The trend in average annual production from the
Ontario waters was similar to that in United States
waters only in the last two periods, 1928-35 and
1926-47. The factors of fishing intensity (in­
creases in the number of nets, and improvements
in nets, boats, and methods of lifting gear), changes
in fishery laws and the administration: <,I the laws,
and abundance were considered in ;:;valuating bOUl
the long- and short-period ~r~iids in the annual
production of Lal\:e Erie Y;f-.iiow perch.

2.. In this study, age c1:!terminations and growth
calculations were m~de from examination and
measurement of t~{scales of 4,377 yellow perch,

16 These four years are the only ones close to the' period during which St)x
data were obtained for which monthly records of catch are available.

taken by trap nets from Lake Erie. In addition,
ages were determined of 576 specimens employed
in a special study of the relation between body
length and scale length, and of 1,566 fish taken by
gill nets. Analysis of the length-weight relation
was based on 23,158 specimens, and the length
frequencies were eompiled from the measurements
of 59,779 individuals. The 'materials were col­
lected during the years 1927 to 1930, and in 1932,
1934, 1937, and 1943, t,o 1948. Data from the

• different sections of the lake were combined after
preliminary examinations reveal~d the combina­
tion justifiable.

3. Validity of the use of annuli on the scales of
the yellow perch as year marks was established
for the first time on the basis of the following
observations: (a) The 1927, 1928, and 1929 col­
lections were dominated by the same year class
that was represented by larger and, according to
scale readings, older fish in each succeeding year;
(b) the annulus was on the margin of the scale in
the early season but WitS progressively farther
from the margin in mid-July, September, and
December; (c) the lengths calculated from scale
measurements for different years of life agreed
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rather closely with the empirical lengths of fish
shown by scale readings to have completed the
same nwnber of years of life, and lengths calcu­
lated for the same year of life agreed more closely
with each other than with lengths computed for
any other year regardless of the age of the fish
employed in the calculations.

4. The more important criteria employed to
determine the presence of an annulus were the
discontinnity between successive growth fields
which resulted in well-defined "cutting over" of
the circuli, particularly in the lateral region of the
scale, and. the fragmented, irregular appearance
of the last circulus laid down in each growing sea­
son. False annuli occun'ed but it is believed they
usually could be detected by the lack of cutting
over, their generally indefinite appearance,and
their position ,Vith respect to true annuli. About
5 percent of the scales were discarded a$ unfit for
age detm'minations.

5. Annulus formation may be completed as
late as July 1 in some years. In spite of the ap­
parent coincidence of spawning and the completion
of the annulus in some years, the annulus cannot
be considered as a spawning mark since immature
individuals fOl'm annuli identical in appearance
with those formed by mature fish, and the charac­
teristics of a typical spawning mark as found on
the scales of other fish are absent from yellow
perch scales.

6. Detailed data are provided on the relation
between body length nnd scale length of the
American yellow perch.

7. The Dahl-Len. method of calculating lengths
by direct proportion was applicable to the yellow
perch when the calculated standard lengths were
96 mm. (4.5 inches total length) or greater. When
these lengths were less than 4.5 inches they were
'corrected by use of a table containing the corrected
length corresponding to each length computed
by direct proportion. These corrected calculated
lengths, derived from an empirical curve of the
body-scale relation, were always greater than the
uncorrected lengths. Correction' of the com­
puted lengths failed, however, to eliminate the
discrepancies between con'esponding lengths cal­
culated for different age groups.

8. Discrepancies occurred between correspond­
ing calculated lengths in all years of life. The
computed lengths for anyone year of life decreased
progressively as the fish for which the computa-

tions were made became older. Discrepancies in
first-year calculated lengths were small among
age groups older than group 1.

9. The discrepancies in calculated lengths were
shown to represent real rather than" apparent"
differences in growth since large' errors could not
result from the method of calculation.

. 10. It was concluded that the selective action of
gear, selection according to maturity at the time
of the spawning run, and selection according to
legal-size limit, all of which doubtless produced a
selective destruction of the more rapidly growing
individuals in the fishery, were the chief c.auses
of the discrepancies in the calculated growth of
the Lake Erie yellow perch, but that a differential
natural mortality, correlated with rate of growth,
was a possible supplementary factor. The presence
of discrepancies between corresponding calculated
lengths of different age groups of the same year
class proved that annual fluctuations in growth
rate were not an important source of the dis­
crepancies in calculated lengths.

11. The females grew in length a littl~ more
rapidly than the males during the first year of
life, at the same rate in the second year, and
more rapidly in all later years.

12. The alUlUI11 increments of growth in length
decreased progressively with age in both sexes.

.13. Growth compensation occurred in the Lake
Erie yellow perch, but usually did not appear
before the third year of life. The difference in
average length between the largest and smallest
yearlings was maintained or increased in the
second year.

14. It was estimated that the proportions of
growth completed at the end of the different
months of the 1928 and 1929 seasons were 15 per­
cent for June, 50 percent for July, 80 percent for
August, and 100 percent for September. How­
ever, growt.h continued through Oct.ober in 1927.

15. Significant correlations could not be demon­
strated between annual fluctuations in growt.h
rate and precipitation, percentage of possible SUll­

shine, and mean wind velocit.y. Significant posi­
tive correlations were determined, however, be­
tween growth and mean air temperatures for the
following combinations of months: May, July,
and September; May and September; July and
September. Mean air temperatures in August
exhibited significant negative correlation with
annual fluctuations in growt.h rate.
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16. The yellow perch of Lake Erie grew more
rapidly than did most of t.he perch of other waters
wit.h which comparisons were made.

17. Scales of Lake Erie yellow per~h used by
Harkness (1922) were compared with those in t.he
present st.udy, and the anllual increments of
calculated lengt.h indicat.ed no pronounced change
in the growt.h rate of 1927 from that of 1920.

18. Lengt.h frequencies of the impounding-net
collections had a unimodal distri1?ution each year,
but. gill-net collect.ions showed both unimodal and
bimodal distributions.

19. The posit.ion of t.he mode in the lengt.h fre-.
quencies fluctuated from year to year, and was
influenced to a considerabie ext.ent by the average
length of the dominant age group. The modal
frequency fluctuated over a wider range in the im­
pounding-net collections t.han in the giIled fish
from gill nets because of the greater selectivity
of t.he latter gear.

20. The coefficient of condition K of individual
Lake Erie yellow perch ranged from 1.13 to 3.23,
and averaged 1.91. The state of· the gonads
affected t.he coefficient of condition of the females
during the spawniJ?g season, at which time they
lost approximately 16 percent of their prcspawning
weight. There are no data on the loss of weight of
males at spawning. ·At othe~ periods condition
was not related t.o sex or state of maturity.

21. The coefficient of condition increased sharply
from June t.o July and remained at a high level in
August and September. In t.wo of t.hree years
condition declined in the autumn, but in the third
year it improved.

22. Weight of the Lake Erie yellow perch in­
creased at a rate slightly greater than the cube of
the length. Over the interval of length to which

the equation was fitted the empirical and calcu·
lated weights agreed closely.

23. The year class of 1926 was unusually strong
and dominated the impounding-net catches of
1927, 1928, and 1929. There is evidence from the
samples of legal· sized yellow perch that the 1942
year class also was one of exceptional strength.
The year classes of 1936 and 1944 are believed to
have been of more than ordinary size.

24. No relation between strength of year classes
and meteorologic conditions could be demon­
strated.

25. The commercial catch (legal size) of both
impounding and gill nets was dominated by age
group III in the spring and early summer. Domi­
nance by group-II fish was characteristic of the
late-season catches of both types of gear, although
there are exceptions when age group III may be
dominant in both gears during the autumn.

26. The sex r~tio was determined to be 96
females to 100 males in the combined data from
all samples except those obtained in April, when
the ratio was obviously distorted. Evidence was
obtained of segregation according to sex in all
months from April to November, inclusive, except
September. It was pointed out that the number
of samples employed, as well as t4e ~lUmber of
individuals examined, was important in the
accurate determination of the sex ratio: The
relative abundance of females in a year class
increased with age.

27. Male yellow perch in Lake Erie matured at
an earlier age and at a smaller size than females.
Practically all males were mature or maturing at
a total length of 8 inches. Proportions of females
mature or maturing at different total lengths were'
48.4 percent at 8 to 8~ inches, 86.1 percent at 8}~

to 9 inches, and 97 percent at 9 to 9}6 inches.
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