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ABSTRACT
Although the lake herring has been an important contributor to the commercill.!

fish production of Green Bay, little has been known about it.
This study is based on field observations and data from about 6,50Q lake' herring

collected over the period 1948 to 1952. Relatively nonselective commercial pound
nets were a primary source of material for the study of age alid growth. Commercial
and experimental gill nets were used to obtain data on gear selectivity and vertical
distribution.

Scales were 'employed to investigate age and growth. Age group IV normally
dominated commercial catches during the first half of the calendar year and age
group III the last half. At these ages the fish averaged about to.5 inches in length.
The season's growth started in May, was most rapid in July, and terminated near
the end of October. The sexes grew at the same rate. Selectivity of fishing gear
was found to influence the estimation of growth. Geographical and annual differ
ences in growth are shown. Factors that might cont,ribute to discrepancies in
calculated growth are evaluated. Possible real and apparent causes of growth
compensation are given.

The relation between length and weight is shown to vary with sex, season, year,
and method of capture.

Females were relatively more plentiful in commercial catches in February than
in MllY through December. The percentage of females decreased with increase in
age in pound-net catches but increased with age in gill-net samples. Within a year
class the percentage of females decreased with increase in age. .

Most Green Bay lake herring mature during their second or third year of life.
They are pelagic spawners with most intensive spawning over shallow areas. Spawn
ing takes place between mid-November and mid-December, and eggs hatch in April
and May. Lake herring ovaries contained from 3,500 to 11,200 eggs (averaged
6,375). Progress of spawning by age, sex, and length is given.

Lake herring were distributed at all depths in Green Bay in early May, were con
centrated within 30 feet of the surface in late May, moved to deeper water in June,
and were restricted to depths greater than 30 feet in July when temperatures in
shallower water became unfavorably high (greater than 18° C.). In October, lake
herring were again at all depths but were most abundant near the surface.
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LIFE HISTORY OF LAKE HERRING OF GREEN BAY, LAKE .MICHIGAN

By STANFORD H. SMITH, Fishery Research Biologist

The lake herring, or shallowwater cisco, Leu
ci.chthys a7'ted-i (LeSueur), occurs in all of the Great
Lakes and in many inland lakes of the St. Law
rence, Hudson River, and upper Mississippi River
drainages (Hubbs and Lagler, 1949), and has
rather general distribution throughout Canada
and Alaska in lakes and some rivers, and in
Hudson and James Bays (Dymond 1933, 1943, and
1947). Close relatives of the lake herring have a
circumpolar distribution in the glaciated areas of
the Northern Hemisphere.

The lake herring is a member of the family
Coregonidae, a complex and not well understood
group of fish. Much confusion resulted from
early attempts to describe this group in the Great
Lakes (see Koelz 1929; pp. 311-314). The dis
agreement stemmed both from the fact that early
workers studied only small numbers of specimens
from one or a few localities and from the high
degree of individual and geographic variability in
size, shape, and taxonomie counts that charac
terizes this group. Koelz made a eomprehe11sive
taxonomic study of eoregonids inhabiting the
Great Lakes and Lake Nipigon based on about,
15,060 specimens from many parts of each lake.
He recognized the high degree of v"ariability in the
group and was able t,o organize the confused
taxonomy. What had been described as several
speeies by comparisons of a few specimens often
were found to be representatives of a single speeies
that varied greatly in form over its range. Koelz
recognized the different species inhabiting the.
several lakes and thus established a system of
nomenclature whieh has since been adequate for
.the species of the Great Lakes. He recognized all
coregonids of the Great Lakes as belonging to the
family Coregonidae and the genera ('oregon-us
(Artedi) Linnaeus, Leucichthys Dybowski, and
Prosopi-um Milner that had been described from
studies of coregonids over their entire range.

A few authors have deviated recent.ly from the
system of classification used by Koelz and have
placed Le·ucichth,ys and Prosop-i'run in the genus
C'uregonus. I prefer to retain Leltcich.thys as a
genus because it. represents a well-defined group in
North America. The LeucichthY.9 group in Europe
is ascribed to the subgenus Argyrosomusi however,
European workers have written me t,hat these fish
are distinct from other coregonids of that continent.

The consolidation of all groups under the single
genus C'ore.go1/.us disregards the recognizable
divergence of the phyletic lines represented by the
three genera. It is true that the high degree of
morphological plasticity characteristic of the
coregonids sometimes causes morphometric an<;l
even gross appearances to approximate or, in
isolated instancel;1, to overlap each other. This
superficial parallelism may oecasionslly hide the
distinetness of the groups, but it cannot overrule
the primary genet.ic divergence that is so clearly
shown by the distributional pattern of each group.

For eac.h genus there is a central range where its
members are highly variable. «(!ore.gonu.s in Europe,
Pro.90pill-m in northwestern North America, Leuci
chthys in northeastern North America), and where
they are usually divided into several species.
Range extensions of each group are characterized
by lesser morphological variability and at the
ext,remes only one or two relatively st,able species
remain. Ambient morphological divergences in
isolated populations of one group may in some
instances parallel developments common among
members of another group and thereby tend to
obscure the dist.inctness of the groups. Such
occurrenees cannot, however, be interpreted as
incomplete separation of the groups. 1. believe
the separate genera describe these phyletic lines in
the clearest and most useful manner and should
be retained in 'keeping with this basic purpose of
modern taxonomy.

87



88 FISHERY BULLETIN OF THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE'

TABLE I.-Morphometric features of Lake Michigan and
Green Bay

[Data Crom the U. S. Lake Survey Chart Nos. 7 and 70, 1953 edition]

features of Green Bay and Lake Michigan are
compared in table 1. The two bodies of water are
similar in that they are long and narrow, but they
differ greatly in depth and area. The greatest
length of Green Bay is about 118 miles on a
northeast-southwest axis between· the upper end
of Big Bay de· Noc and the ci ty of Green Bay,
Wis. (fig. 1). The greatest width, about 23 miles,
is on a northwest-southeast axis in the l'egion of
the nort,hern island passages. The area of Green
Bay included within a line drawn between the
town of Fairport and the tip of the Door Peninsula
near Gills· Rock is .approximately 1,590 square
miles. The greatest depth, about 160 feet, is
just northwest of Washington Island. The bay
is relatively shallow-mean depth, 51 feet. One
third of its area is less than 30 feet deep and only 11
percent is more than 100 feet deep.

Four major channels in the northern island area
with depths of 45 to 130 feet connect Green Bay
with Lake Michigan. The manmade Sturgeon
Bay Canal which is 160 feet wide and 20 feet deep
joins the two bodies of water in the southern area
at Sturgeon Bay. A study being carried on by
the Great Lakes Fishery Investigations of the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service has pro
vided some data about the exchange of wat,er
between Greetl Bay and Lake Michigan. Al
though not as comprehensive as might be desired,
the data do give a general idea of the water-ex
change -system between the lake and bay, and of
water movements within the bay.

An outstanding feature of the water movements
in Green Bay is the high degree of irregularity in
direction and velocity. The direction and rate of
water movements are believed to be governed
mainly by wind and barometric pressure. Flow
of water into the bay from rivers is believed to' be
of minor importance in the major water move
ments -except during spring runoff. Movement

LakeMich· Oreen
igan Bay

118
23

379
1,590

15
160

51

307
118

I,06l
22.400
1,165

932
274

Oreatest length (milesl . _
Oreatest width (miles). _
Shoreline length (miles) . _
Area (squar~ miles). _
Volume (ouhio milesl _
Oreat,'st depth (loot). _
Mean depth (Ceetl _

Measurement

Green Bay is a nearly detached arm of Lake
Michigan with its long axis roughly parallel to
the northeast shore of the lake. Morphometric

GENERAL FEATURES OF GREEN BAY

Because of its varied form in different localities,
the lake berring is known by more than one com
mon name. Names used in this work where other
authors are quoted are sometimes cisco or tullibee
rather than lake herring. These names are most
often applied to the deep-bodied forms that occur
in inland lakes and Lakes Erie and Ontario. Most
lake herring from the upper Great Lakes, however,
are of the characteristically shallow-bodied form
that is most commonly termed "lake herring."

The lake herring is of major importance in the
commercial fishery of Green Bay. Fluctuat,ions in
its. abundance bring a degree of economic uncer
tainty to the people who depend upon this fish for
part of their livelihood. -Although the lake herring
has been important, in the commercial cat,ch of
Green Bay, little has been known about it.
Knowledge of this species provides greater under
standing of its reactions to changing environ
mental conditions, and also is required to develop
management principles that, would allow maximum
utilization of the species without depleting the
population.

A study of the life history of the Green Bay
lake herring was initiated in 1948 when field collec
tions of scales were made by Dr. Ralph Hile, of
the United States Fish -and Wildlife Service, as
part of a cooperative project with the Wisconsin
Conservation Department for the study of Green
Bay fish populations. After 1950, field work was
carried on by the author with the help of Leonard
S. Joeris and Donald Mraz of the Sturgeon Bay
field station of the Service's Great Lakes Fishery
Investigations. During 1952, the research vessel
FWS Ci8CO, operated by the Great Lakes Fishery
Investigations, was available for approximately
1 week eaell in May, July, and October for the
study of the dist,ribution of lake helTing in Green
Bay. Some material on the lake herring of Green
Bay was collected during parts of two other cruises
of the C'isco in May and June.
. The author is most grateful to Drs. Ralph Hile,

John Van Oosten, and James W. Moffett, U. S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, and to Dr. Karl F.
LagleI', University of Michigan, for valuable
guidance during the conduct of the st,udy.
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FIGURE I.-Map of Green Bay showing locations of experimental gill-net stations. TrianglE's, shallow-water stations
(A, 30 feet; B, 40 feet); squares, 60-foot stations; circles, 90-foot stations.
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of Lake Michigan water into Green Bay is charac
terized more by surges than by a regular movemen t.
Surges into the bay result primarily from seiche
action set in motion by wind and pressure changes
over Lake Michigan." The resultant currents in
the bay cause a tremendous amount of mixing.
In the northern passages the sequence of inflow,
mixing, and outflow result in a great amount of
water exchange between the bay and the lake.
Evidence of a high degree of exchange in the
northern area is found in the relatively clear, Lake
Michigan-type water that lacks the deep green
color produced by dense phytoplankton growth
characteristic of the remainder of t.he bay. Def
inite lines of demarcation cannot be made on this
basis, however, bec.ause of mixing of water masses.
Clear lake water is sometimes observed in the
Sturgeon Bay area, but here a sharp line of demar
cation is usually present between the two types of
water. This condition indicates that little mixing
occurs before the lake water is returned with an
outgoing surge through the canal. ,

In addition to water movements propagated by
currents and water-~(wel changes in Lake Michi
gan, the water in the bay itself is subject to indig
enous seiches and currents caused by local concli
tions. The systems operating simultaneously in
lake and bay, as they must most of the time, result
in extremely complex and irregular water move
ments.

The" water level il) Green Bay is subject to
almost continuous change. A change of a foot an
hour is not. uncommon and occasionally a drop of
several feet in the southern end of the bay strands
fishing boats in shallow harbors. Although a
complex resonance pattern is chnracteristic of
water-level charts of Green Bay, peaks occur at
intervals of about 12 hours. The peaks show no
relation to the movements of the moon. Typical
spacing of the peaks within th"e 24-hour period can
be completely disrupted by severe storms after·
which a new system is established with peaks
occurring at different hours of the day but again
at 12-hour intervals.

Some of the effects of water movements on the
water temperatures in Green Bay will be shown
later in a discussion of the distribution of lake
herring.

ECONOMIC IMPORTANCE OF THE
FISHERY

Green Bay supports one of the most productive
commercial fisheries of t,he Great Lakes and the
lake herring is a major contributor to the catch. "
Rile, Lunger, and Buettner (I953) showed that on
the average"28.8 percent of the total pounds of all
species taken in the State of Micl~igan waters of
Green Bay consisted of herring. In 1952, the last
year for which complete statistics and values are
available, the lake herring catch of Green Bay
(both Wisconsin and Michigan) amounted to
9,121,600 pounds and had a value to the fishermen
of $456,080. This catch represented 94.1 percent
of the production of this species in all of Lake
Michigan and 38.7 percent of the lake herring
production of all United States waters of the Great
Lakes. "

The commercial production of the lake herring
in Green Bay is characterized by wide annual and
seasonal fluctuations. The catch in Michigan
waters of Green Bay ranged from 1,515,000 to
11,850,000 pounds (average 5,841,000 pounds)
from 1891 to 1908 (Rile, Lunger, and Buettner,
1953) and averaged 82.4 percent of the total
pounds of all species taken. In a later period
(I929-49) there was a marked drop in the produc
tion to between 160,000 and 2,668,000 pounds
(average 1,070,000 pounds) which contributed an
average of 29.9 percent to the catch of all species.
The production of lake herring in Michigan and
Wisconsin waters during the years for which
reliable records are available for both States
(table 2) show wide variation seasonally and
annually. Fluctuations of the catch are influ
enced primarily by weather, availability and
abundance of other species with higher market
value, and the abundance of lake herring itself.
Thus, the causes of fluctuations are difficult to
ascertain, but the great difference between the
1891-1908 and 1929-49 data on the Michigan
waters of Green Bay (82-percent drop in average
production) shown by Rile, Lunger, and Buettner
indicates that. the population must be subject to
wide variations. The present study, however, has
been conduct.ed in years (1948-52) when total
production has been high and relatively stable
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. (6,320,000 to 9,122,000 pounds) compared to t.he
lO-year period after 1936.

TABLE 2.-Collllllercial catch of lake herring in Wisconsin
and Michigan waters of Green Bay, by quarters, 1936-53

[In thousands of pounds]

1936_______________________ 1,121 897 254 1,597 3,869
1937.______________________ 1,475 1,127 246 1,254 4,102
1938 .. 1.422 779 - 142 665 3,008
1939. _ ___ __ _ ____ _ 381 513 158 449 1,501
1940.______________________ ~~.~ l~ ~~ 1:::
l~:t::::::::::::::::::::: 299 249 119 182 849
1943_______________________ 330 428 303 223 1,284
1944_ ___ __ __ ____ ___ _____ 249 292 333 131 1,005
1945_ ___ __ ______ ____ 581 791 1,003 1, 289 3,664
1946_______________________ 854 1,381 687 2,294 5,216
1947 . 1,686 1,223 544 1,832 5,285
1948_______________________ 2,260 1,576 338 3.288 7,462
1949_______________________ 1,354 1,622 3~'6 ~,'60~~ 6,320
1950 .___________________ 1.788 1,065 ~ 6,892
1951.______________________ 1,322 593 747 5,049 7.711
1952_______________________ 1,818 675 563 6.066 9,122

1953 __~;:;~~~~~~~-:-~;; ~.ifj---i~~
No/t.-These data are from summaries or cominelcial oatch reoords made

by the IT. S. Fish aI!d Wildlile Service for Michig~n wa!Ers ,,:nd by the
Wisconsin Conservation Department. Data lor W,sconsln 11rIor to 1942
inoluded lakE:' helTing taken in that. area of Lake Miohigan adjaCt'nt to Green
Ba)', but catchE:'s ill this area arc characteristically small and arc not beliE:'vcd
to inlluE:'nce trends.

168
'29
223
189
143

11
80
26
59
15
80
79

341
166
62
25
43

201
107
108
112

Num
ber of

IIsh
Gl!aT used'Locality

/948

Date

Feb. 22 Schumachel"s Poinl. do_ •• _
27____ __ Escanaba .dIL _

June 21. Fish Creek . do .
22 do do _

~~: it:::::::: ~~~a~~~~~~:::::::::::: :::JL::::::::::::::
30 Oconto 2%-inch gill nE:'I. _

Dec.. 4 Sister Bay : Pouud net .

/1151

Feb. 20 Pellsaukee 2~li-inch gill ne!. _
20 do Pound net _

~:::::::::: ~~~~~~~;,-rs-p-oini:~~ :::::~~:::::::::::::::::May 8 Poillt Comlor!. .<lo _
June 15' Gills Rock do _

111________ __ Pensaukee .do _
21.. GlIIs Rock do _

Aug. 20________ __ Fox. do _
29 GlIIs Rock do _

Nov. 11 Pensaukee 2!';-inch gill ne!. _
Dec. 12 Gills Rock 1-lnoh gill net _

1115~

Jan. 21. Escanaba Pound nel.___________ 90
22________ __ PensaukE:'e . do __ •• 1/2

May 8 Station D 2-1noh gill nE:'t_________ 44
11. Station F. do_________________ 113

July 21. Station L do_________________ 30
24 Station C do_________________ 19

Oct. 22 Shtion B do:________________ 46
23 Station D do_________________ 19
24 Station L do_________________ Ill7

Scale samples and data on weight, length, sex,
and st.ate of development of sex organs were ob
tained on 4,390 specimens. Collections made
between May 26, 1948, and January 22, 1952,
were taken from c-ommere-ial pound nets and gill
nets as indicated in table 3. Scale samples of
May, July, and Oct.ober, 1952, were from fish
captured in experirnent.al gill nets. Table 4 lists
all fish taken in experimental gill nets for which
length and weight measurements and sex determi
nations were made; in some of the May collec
tions, however, weight and sex data are missing.

TotaL. . ._ _ ___ _ 4,390

I See text, p. 95, for comments on mesh sizes 01 pound lIets.
, This Is a seleoted sample. All other s:lmples are either random or rE:'pre

sent the ontll"e caleh of one lIet.

i
May26 Point Comfort Pound net .______ 262
00t.12 Schumachers Polnt 2h-inch glllne!.~_____ 152

./949

Feb. 16 SchumachE:'rs Polnl. __ Pound lIet____________ 345
May 13 Point Comfort~ do•• 200

13 Pensaukee do __ •• 241
Oct. 5 do do_________________ - 283

/950

COLLECTION OF DATA

TABLE 3.-Collections of Green Bay lake herring froll/- which
scale samples -were taken. 1948-.52

January- April- July-Sep- Ootober- Total
March June tember D;>Ct'mber

Year

Because of highly seasonal product.ion and rapid
deterioration in handling and storage, the lake
herring brings a low average price (5 cents per
pou.nd to the fishermen of Groen Bay in 1952) and
much of t.he catch is used for animal food. Given
better markets and improved handling, the species
may become a more important source of human
food.

The lake .hel'l~ing has some small value as a sport
fish. Its hahit of feeding principally on small
planktonic organisms and its disinclinat.ion t.o
strike at, lures has caused it to be overlooked by
anglers using conventional methods. During
reC£'llt years, however, fishermen have found that.
when lake herring are feedi11g on mayflies they
will also strike at artific.ial flies. A sports fishery
during t.he period of mayfly emergence is growing
rapidly in popularit.y in the northern areas of
Lakes Hu.ron and Michigan. Some large lake
herring arc also taken with minnows as bait. A
certain amount of angling for lake herring is
carried o.n through the ice both on the Great, Lakes
and on inland lakes.

388748 0--57-~-2
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TABLE 4.-Lake herring taken in experimental gill nets
in 195e

Total length (tip of the snout to the end of the
tail, lobes compressed) was recorded to the nearest
0.1 inch. Weights measured on a spring scale,
with 18-ounce capacity, were recorded to the
nearest 0.1 ounce. All lengths are given in inches
and weights in ounces unless ot.herwise stated.

Samples from the commercial fishery were cap
tured in standard fishing gear" designed primarily
for lake herring. Netting of pound nets used in
the llike herring (and smelt, Osmerus mordax)
fishery cJlstomarily has meshes (in the pot) of
H~ to 2 inches, extension measure as manufactured.
Nets of these mesh sizes are capable of capturing
lake herring smaller than any taken from them
during this study. Consequently, mesh size need
not be considered as a selective factor in the treat
ment of samples from pound nets. Most small
mesh gill nets used in the Green Bay herring
fishery have It mesh size of 2% inches (allowable
range 2}~ to 2'~ inches, depending on season, loca
tion, and conditions) extension measure. One col
lection in southern Green Bay was taken from a
2~-inch-mesh gill net on November 11, 1951.
Experimental gill nets used to collect lake herring
in the summer and fall of 1952 are described in
Vertical Distribution in Green Bay (p. 128). All
experimental gill nets were fished from the Service's
research vessel Cisco;

Analyses and discussions in this repurt include
all data that are believed pertinent to the solution
of each particular problem. The exclusion of data
of doubtful value in some instances causes dis
crepancies in the number' of specimens listed in
different tables. Whenever the· excluded data

I Weight and sel< data lacking for some May collections.
, See figure 1 for location_

TotaL _

EXAMINATION OF SCALES

are extensive or may influence results under alter
nate considerations, the reason for their omission
is given. All collections of data used in this report
are either taken from the entire catch of a net or
are random samples unless otherwise stated.

Scales for age and growth analysis were taken
when possible from t,he left side of the body in the
area just above the lateral line and below the in
sertion of the dorsal fin. Van Oosten (1929, p. 274)
st.ated t,hat this area was selected ". • • after a
careful examination had shown that its scales were
less variable in shape and size, when compared
one with another, than those of other parts of the
body." Since the scales of lake herring are loosely
attached and are frequently lost, in nature, a liberal
sample was taken to ensure the inclusion of non
regenerated scales. The scales from each fish were
placed in an envelope on which were recorded the
species, locality, date, length, weight, sex, condi
t,ion of sex organs, gear, and name of collect,or.
The "key" scales required t,o establish the body
scale relation were removed from approximately
the center of the area from which routine samples
were taken. The location was the same as that
used by Van Oosten-the fourth row above the
lateral line and immediately below the base of the
first ray of the dorsal fin.

Some scales were mounted on glass slides in a
glycerin-gelatin medium. Plastic impressions
were made of the others. Each slide carried three
or four scales of normal shape and without evi
dence of regeneration. The label on the slide
bore the data shown on the envelope from which
the scales were taken. Plast,ic impressions of
scales were made by placing six or eight dry,
uncleaned scales sculptured side down on a 1
by 3-inch strip of cellulose acetat,e bearing a
serial number corresponding to that on the scale
envelope. A second plastic strip was placed
over the seales and the two strips were passed
through a roller press set at the crushing pressure
of eellulose acetate. (See Smith 1954.) The sec
ond strip of plastic holds the scales in position and
ensures an even impression which produces a
light, clear image. The numbered plastic strips
bearing scale impressions were returned to the
envelope and thus were not separated from the
original data.

85
10
24
19
6

15
46

143
19

140
187
179
130
139

2.039

L
H
I
C
D
A
B
C
D
H
I
J
K
L

Sta· Num·
tlon' ber of

fish
Date

80 July 21.- _
28 22 _
58 22 _
26 24. _

115 'ZT. _
118 Oct. 22 .
85 22 _
31 22 _
31 23 _
13 24 _
32 24 _
5 25 _

81 25 _
19 25 _
46
78
51

Sta· Num·
t1on' ber of

fish
Date I

May 2___________ D
6___________ I
8___________ D

11___________ .E
11___________ F
11___________ G
22___________ E
22.__________ F
22___________ G
25___________ A
25.__________ B
25___________ C

June 11___________ J
12___________ K
12___________ L

July 21.-_________ J
21.-_________ K
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Before the plastic-impression method was
adopted, careful micros<.'.opic comparisons were
made of the scales and their impressions to be
certain that replication was complete and without
distortion. Butler and Smith (1953) who studied
the reliability of scale impressions in age and
growth. studies found that growth calculations
made from scale impressions did not differ signif
icantly from those made from the scales them
selves. About 500 of the scales used in this
study were mounted in a glycerin-gelatin medium;
plastic impressions were made of the remaining
3,900. All key scales us'ed to establish the body
scale relation were mounted in glycerin-gelatin.

Scale measurements for growth computations
were made from the magnified (X41) scale image
projected on the screen of a microprojection de
vice (descrihed by Moffett 1952) and recorded
to the nearest millimeter. The scale to be meas
ured was oriented so that a line on the viewing
'Screen bisected the image at its greatest antero
posterior diameter. Measurements of the total
diameter and of diameters of growth fields cir
cumscribed by annuli were made along this line.
The total diameter was measured from the extreme
anterior to the extreme posterior margins of the
scale. Diameters of growth fields were measured
from the inside edge of the first complete circulus
outside the annulus.

Scale measurements of each fish were entered
on IBM (International Business Machine) 'cards
along with coded information concerning each
fish. All subsequent computations and tabula
tions were made by means of the 602A IBM
calculator and the 404 IBM tabulator at the
Statistical Research Laboratory of the University
of Michigan.

Ages were determined by counting the annuli
or year-marks on the scales.. Van Oosten (1929)
clearly established the validity of this method
for the age determination of the lake herring of
Saginaw Bay. More recent authors reporting on
this species (Carlander 1945'; Cooper 1937; Fry
1937; Hile 1931, 1936 i Pritchard 1931; Stone 1938;
and others) have accepted the use of scale mark
ings for age analysis of lake herring.

Nothing in the data on the Green Bay lake
herring gives cause to question the validity <?f
scales for age determination. Nevertheless, cer
tain difficulties of interpretation were encountered.
Accessory checks, or false annuli, occurred on

scales of nearly all fish after the second year of
life. The general appearance of these checks and
their location with respect to the annuli on either
side left little doubt as to their identity; however,
the possibility of some errors of age determination
cannot be discounted.

The regular appearance of accessory checks is
not confined to the Green Bay stock. These
false annuli on cisco scales have been reported
by Hile (1936) in the cisco of Muskellunge Lake
and by Fry (1937) in Lake Nipissing. Bauch
(1949) described a fast-slow-fast growth pattern
in a population of "kleinen Marane," Ooregon?UI
albula L. (the European coregonid most similar
to the lake herring), in Mochelsee. He attribut.ed
the midseason check in the scales to oxygen
depletion and an accumulation of hydrogen sulfide
in the hypolimnion which forced these fish, nor
mally inhabitants of the deeper waters in summer,
to live in upper strata where less favorable tem
perature conditions exist. Data on the Green
Bay herring are inadequate to', show the cause of
accessory checks or even the time of their forma
tion. Seemingly the formation of checks varies
from fish to fish and possibly according to season
and locality.

The characteristics of the annulus on the scales
of Green Bay lake herring are similar to those
described for scales in other populations. The
circular ridges on the scale start forming on the
anterior margin of the scale and grow posteriorly
along the lateral fields. When growth stops com
pletely and resumes again, growth of the Ull

finished circuli is not completed; instead a new
circulus is started which encompasses the ends of
those left incomplete at the cessation of growth.

Fish having scales without an annulus are
designated as belonging to age group 0, those
with one annulus to ·age group I, * * *. For
conve.nience, each fish is held to pass into the next
higher age group on January 1. Since annulus
formation does not actually take place until
spring or early summer, the convention requires
that il. "virtual" annulus be credited at the 'edge of
the scale from January 1 until the new annulus is
visible. Year classes are identified by. year of
hatching (spring) rather than year of egg deposi
tion (fall). Thus, it is always possible to de
termine the year class of a fish by subtracting its
age from the year of' capture; for example, a fish
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TABLE 5.-Age composition of lake herring taken in commercial pound nets, by quarters, 1949-52

[Dominant age grOUps Indicated by asterisk)

Percentage in age grOUP-
Number I----;-------,----,----y-----,---.I--

offishQuarter and year
I II III IV v VI VU

Average
age'

--------------------1·---------------------------

3.46
3.98
4.09
3.86

1.4 •__ •• _
2.4 •• _
0.4 0.4

2.7
9.1

14.9
10.1

42.2
'73.3
'72..4
'67.5

'63.6
16.2
10.3
16.7

262 ._____ 1.5
439 ._. • _
87 _. • __ • ._._._

246 _.________ 4.9

January-March:1949 • •• • • ._. ._____ 346 _. • 12.2 '74.2 13.6 .____ 4.01
1960 . • •• • .___ 606 • ••• _._____ 10.9 '74.8 13.6 0.8 .___ 4.05
1951. __ • • •• •• _. • ._____ __ 437 0.2 7.1 '80.1 12.6 • • .____ 4.05
1952__ . • • • •. • ._ 178 • •• .___ 3.9 '87.1 8.4 0.6 ._ 4.06

---------------------. - -----All years, 1949-52 • • ._____ 1,465 _.". •• __ 0.1 9.2 '77.8 12.6 0.3 4.04

Aprll-June:1948 ••• •_• • • • _
1949.•. • •_•• • • _
1960 __ . •• • • _
1951. __• • • • ._. __ •

3.09
3.18

16.1 0.7 0.4 _•• _
24.7 • • ._. __ •• ._.'76.3

'68.9
6.8
6.9

0.7
0.5

278
219

·AlI years, 1948-51.. • • •• 1,034 .______ 1. 5 25.3 '64.0. 8.2 0.9 0.1 3.82

==-=====-=====-- ===
July-September:

1960 • ••• c ._. • ••• 244 2.9 2.9 '50.8 40.6 2.9 • .___ 3.38
1951. • •__ • • ._._. _ 73 8.2 30.1 27.4 '32.9 1.4 _._ ••• •• __ .____ 2.89

---------------------------All years, 1950-51. . • __ • •• • 317 4.1 9.2 '45.4 38.8 2.5 __ ._. • - 3.06

=----===----==-====-==
October-December:1949 • __ •_•• _. __ •__ . _. _. • _

1960. __ •__ • •• •__ • •__ . _. __ •• .• • _.

All years, 1949-50_•. • • • __ 497 0.6 6.6 '73.0 19.3 0.4 0.2 • • _ :I 13

I Average number of annuli.

APRIL - JUNE

JANUARY - t.!ARCH

0~---'--==J-----L---.L..-....;::>.L---_1

80

80

80

40

20

100.----------------------.,
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I-
~ 40

.~ 20
l-
LL ol-_=-=~;:;....=:.=.i. J....__....i:=====:::.!...._ __l
o JULY - SEPTEMBER

'" 80
I)

~ 60
Z

'"~ 40

'"II. 20

TABLE 6.-Age_ composition of l~ke herring ·taken in com
mercial u.ill 7~ets, in 1948, 1950, and 1951, and experi-
me'ntal grll nets in 1955, by quarters .

[Dominant age groups Indicated by asterisk)

AGE COMPOSITION

The principal characteristics of the age com
position of Green Bay lake herring taken in the
commercial fishery (tables 5 and 6, and fig. 2) are
the' shift from older to younger fish during the
calendar year and a strong tendency for the same
age group to be dominant year after year during
the same season.

In pound-net collections made during the first
quarter (Ja.nuary-March), age group IV was

belonging to age group III captured lD 1949 be·
longs to the 1946 year class.

Quarter and year

===========

January-March: 1951. _
Aprll-June: 1952 .
July-September: 1952 _

FIGURE 2.-Ag~ composition of )ake herring taken in com
mercial pound nets (solid line), and commercial and
experimental gill nets (broken line) in various quarters,
1948-52.

o ~I-s::::==~--~I±II--~I~V:---.::::~"""'....-V:'!:I:-----::V::!II
AGE GROUP

40

80

20

OCTOBER - DECEMBER

60

October-December:
1948 ._______________ 152 3.9 '52.6 38.2 5.3 3.45
1950 • ._ lOS 1.9 4.6 '72.2 19.4 1.9 .____ 3.15
1951_.:._. .__ 80 ._ 2.6 '86.0 10.0 2.5 ._ 3.13
1962 ._______________ 250 ._0.4 '60.8 37.2 1.6 3.40

All years, 1941H2 ----soo D:3 2:"41~ 3D.5 2:7F= --a33

, Average number of annUli.

Num- Percentage In age group- Aver

~~f I-I---;--I-I-'--U-I-:-!-1-v-""-v-'--V-I1 ::'

--------11-------_1_-------
166 _.___ 3.0 '80.1 16.9 .____ 4.14
1M 3.2 '85.1 11.1 0.6 4.09
48 • •. _ 35.4 '64.6 _._._ 3.65
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without exception' strongly represented (74.2 to
87.1 percent) and made up 77.8 percent of all fish
taken over the period 1949-52. In April-June
collections the IV-group was still strongest in 3
years (67.5 to 73.3 percent) and made up 42.2
percent of the sample in the remaining year. The
percentage of IV-group fish dropped from 77.8 in
the first quarter to 64.0 in the second, whereas the
III-group increased from 9.2 to 25.3 percent.
Age group III was dominant in the summer quar
ter (July-September) in one of the two samples
(50.8 percent) as well as in combined data of
1950-51 (45.4 percent). The tl'ansition to domi
nance by age group III.was complete in the fourth
quarter (October-December), where it maintained
this position in both years (68.9 and 76.3 percent)
and in combined data for 1949-50 (73.0 percent).
The dominance of the III-group (73.0 percent),
which advances to age group IV on January 1, is
only slightly less than that of the IV-group of the
first quarter of the following year (77.8 percent).
The mid-year shift of dominance from age group
IV to age group III is also shown clearly by the
average ages (table 5).

The much less extensive data on gill-net sam
ples 1 (table 6 and fig. 2) suggest that the trend of
age composition is much the same as for pound
nets. Age group IV was dominant, but the
average age was "decreasing in the first three
quartQrs and age group III was dominant in all
samples of the fourth quarter.
. Despite similar trends in the seasonal shift of
age composition, gill nets in general took older
fish than did pound nets. The small 4ifferences
where large numbers of fish were concerned, how
ever, indicated that during the years of this study
both gears were cropping a similar segment of the
population.

The age composition of the commercial catch
demonstrated for Green Bay requires that a differ
ent year class be a major contributor. to the
fishery each year. The fishery, in turn, must then
be very sensitive to fluctuations in success of year
classes. Because of t,he resulting instability in the
economy of small fishing communities it would be
advantageous to devise some method of predicting
good and poor year classes before they enter the
fishery so that problems of high or low production

I Collections from experimental and commercial gear are shown together
in gill-net data. Figure. presented In a later discussion on length at capture
show that lake herring taken in the two types of gears at the same time of
year have similar length distributions.

could be anticipated. Unfortunately, this study
has been conducted during a period of high and
relatively stable production (see Economic Impor
tance of the Fishery, p.'90) and no fluctuations or
means of th~ir detection were discernible. The
catch and abundance (expressed as catch per unit
of-effort), however, are normally subject to wide
fluctuations' (Hile, Lunger, and Buettner, 1953).

The age composition of a representative sample
of an entire population should normally show a
preponderance of fish in the youngest age group,
with progressively decreasing numbers as age
increases. This pattern of diminishing numbers
with age must exist in lake h.erring populations
(even though it has never been demonstrated), for
a population that regularly has fewer young fish
than old must soon disappear. Since young lake
herring have to be abundant, their scanty repre
sentation in samples of the population must be
attributed either to the inability of collecting gear
to capture them or to their absence from the area
sampled.

It is believed that the scarcity of young herring
in the 1948-52 samples was largely the result of
their scarcity on the fishing grounds. A principal
gear of capture, the pound net, was fully capable
of taking lake herring as young as 1 or 2 years old
had they been present in abundance. Pound nets
from which lake herring were taken for this study
were also designed to capture smelt. Because of
their small size and slender .form, smelt require
smaller mesh sizes than do the lake herring and
yellow perch (Perca .flavescens) , which constitute
important portions of the commercial catch.
Mesh sizes ranging from 1X to 2 inches, extension
measure as manufactured, made eve·n smaller by
treatment with preservative, have been used in
Green Bay since smelt became an important com
mercial species about 1940 (Hile, Lunger, and
Buettner, 1953). Although this mesh was far
smaller than was previously considered satisfac
tory to catch commercial-sized herring, its intro
duction did not result in any continuous a.ppear
arlce of smaller herring in the catch even though
it regularly captured yearling smelt and perch.
In southern Green Bay, large numbers of trout
perch (Pe7'copsis omiscomaycus) 3 to 4 inches long
are regularly taken.

The ability of pound nets to catch young herring
was clearly demonstrated in the winter of 1944-45
when, according, to Hile, Lunger, and Buettner,
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large numbers of "pin" herring were taken in
pound nets. Scales from 78 specimens taken at
Escanaba on May 27, 1945, revealed that all were
fish of the 1943 year class and were nearing the
end of their second year of life. Inasmuch as
this has been the only phenomenal occurrence of
small herring in smelt-type pound nets since they
came into common use, it can be assumed that the
appearance in numbers of young herring in 1945
could have resulted from a successful hatch in
1943 and that the abnormally plentiful young
herring extended beyond their normal range into
the shallow-water areas in which pound nets are
located. Although lake herring average about 5
inches long at the end of their first year of life,
which is wi.thin the size range of other small fish
taken, none were ever present in our pound-net
samples.

The lake herring is a relatively short-lived
sp,ecies. Hile (1936) reported the maximum age
of XII in Trout Lake, Wis<,lonsin. Although no
other author has reported a fish this old, fish in
age group XI have been reported by Fry (1937)
in Lake Nipissing and by Hile in Clear Lake.
Lake herring in age group X have been reported
by Carlander (1945), Eddy and Carlander (1942),
Stone (1938), and Van Oosten (1929). The low
est maximum age reached in any population was
reported by Hile for Muskellunge Lake where the
oldest fish belonged to age group IV. The oldest
age groups in these populations are represented
in the samples by only one or two individuals; in
most lake herring stocks heavy mortality starts
between the third and seventh years of life.

The oldest lake herring taken in Green Bay
were two VII-group fish caught in pound nets in
June 1951.2 Only 17 representatives of age group
VI were recorded during the course of this study.

The observed age compositions of several North
American lak~ herring populations show that age
.groups II to V are best represented in the samples
and that of these age groups III is usually the most
comII!0n. Some of the differences among samples
from various populations were undoubtedly the
result of selectivity of collecting gear. It appears,
nevertheless, that fish are much shorter lived in
some populations than in others. Hile (1936)
collected fish from several lakes with the same gill

• One of the VII-group fish was In 8 selected sample collected on June 15,
1951, and does not appear In discussions dealing with age. The other VII·
group flsh wa.. in the June 19, 1951, collection.

nets, and his data should be well adapted to a
comparison of age composition in different bodies
of water. Hile's data show that age groups II
and III were best represented in the Muskellunge
and Clear Lake populations:, but that the oldest
fish taken in Muskellunge Lake belonged to age
group IV, whereas in Clear Lake ciscoes lived as
long as 11 years and age group VII made up more
than 11 percent of the samples. The difference
between these two lakes in observed age composi
tion is as great as that recorded elsewhere in the
literature, It is possible that differences reported
by other authors can be real fl:Ild that th~ longev
ity does vary with local conditions.

Van Oosten (1929) showed that age group III
(age group IV under his system of age designation)
predominated in his samples from Saginaw Bay,
all of which were taken from pound nets during
the period October to December. This same age
group dominated samples taken from Green Bay
pound nets during the same time of the year
(table 5).

SIZE AT CAPTURE

The lengths of lake heqing captured in pound
nets (table 7) and gill nets (table 8), varied both
as to average and range among collections of the
same year and of different years. Mean lengths
for samples, however, show no distinct seasonal
pattern, which is in marked disagreement with the
well-established, seasonal changes in age composi
tion (see p. 94). The data on age would suggest
that the consistently older fish taken during the
first half of the year should be longer than the
predominantly younger fish taken in the second
half. The discrepancy is explained by the length
frequencies of age groups (table 9) which show a
wide overlap of length "distribution where length
groups are frequently represented by fish of three
ages. Differenees between mean lengths of age
groups III and V were only 0.4 to 0.7 inch in
different years. Thus, lake herring of these age
groups are similar in length regardless of age and
no great changes in length should be expected to
follow changes in age composition.

That there is a greater growth than is indieated
by the average lengths of age groups is brought out ,
in a later discussion of computed growth. The
apparently poor growth suggested by the similar
average lengths of different-aged fish in the com
mercial catch must be due either to a strong
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TABLE 7.-Length distrib..ution of lake herring taken in pOlmd nets, by month and year, 19J,8-6B

Total length
. (Inchl'S

IIM9 19M 11161 Jan·
May uary
IIM8 1~

Feb. May Oct. Feb. June July Sept. Nov. Dec. Feb. May June Aug.
---------------------------------------------------------
6.0 to 6.4 ._. ._ •• •__ ••• _•• • __ .• _. • •• 1 • •• •••• -- •• •• •• • __
6.0 to 6.4 • •. •• __ • •• • • • •• ._ 1 2
6.6to6.9 -' •• • .__ 1 • •• 2 1
7.0to7.4 • • •• __ ._ 1 •• _._ •••• __ .,. _. • .__ 1 3
7.6t07.9. •• •• •__ •• • ._____ 1 1 •• • •• __ 6
8.0to8.4 __ •• • •• _•. ._ 4 3 _. • • 1 2 21
8.6 to 8.9 • __ • .____ 1 _.______ 5 2 1 3 2 .••• ,,_,,_,_ 2 '2 5
9.0 to 9.4 •__ .___ 5 1 4 7 8 1 6 3 _. __ • • .. 4 8 6 1
9.Uo 9.9____________________ 41" 35 12 12 36 9 10 8 8 8 10 9 2 4
10.0 to 10.4__________________ 98 160 103 29 172 14 11 16 21 12 60 8 31 8 8
10.5 to 10.9. • .____ 67 95 136 82 190 86 4 59 46 64 181 47 27 7 00
11.0 to 11.4 •__ •.• 28 44 111 100 81 16 2 82 32 29 146 49 21 10 73
11.6 to 11.9 ._ 18 8 19 27 11 9 24 3 8 26 28 12 5 34
12.0 to 12.4•. 2 2 6 10 3 •• __ •• 6 1 1 7 6 3 2 4
12.6 to 12.9_.________________ 1 _. • • 2 2 ._______ 1 2 1 1 1 2
13.0 to 13.4 .__ 1 • __ • .__ 2 1 1 • • 2 1 __ • __ •__ • ._•••• __ ••••
13.6 to 13.9 • •• _. • . __ •• ._____ 1 ._ •• _._. •••• • 2 1 ' •• _•• _••• _
14.0 to 14.4 •.• __ • •• •. ._______ 1 • • • 1 ••• _•• _._._ •••• ••• _
14.6 to 14.9 ••• __ ••••••• • • .____ 1 1 • •• _••• _. _••••••••••••• ,. _. ._ 1 __ ••• _•• •• __
16.6 to 16.9 ._._._ .•••• •• __ •• __ . __ .____ 1 •• ••• __ ••• _•••••• _••••• _, __ ,_, •• __ •__ ••• _••••• • _
16.6 to 16.9__ •• • ••• _.•. • • •• __ • " •• • • • ._._.... l' .. _

---------------------------------------------
NumberoCflsh._______ 262 346 441 283 1107 87 43 311 107 112 441 143 106 74 182
Averagelength•• _.____ 10.6 10.6 10.7 10.8 10.6 10.8 9.6 10.9 10.8 10.8 10.8 11.2 10.7 9.3 11.1

TABLE S.-Length distribution of lake herring taken in giU nets, by month and year, 19J,8-6!2

October November 1 .,.-- 1 .... --,- _

19481 19M 1
Totellength

(Inches)
Feb.'

1951

Nov." May

1962'

July Oct.

7.5 to 7.9 ._. __ ••••••••••••••_••• •__ •• •• _. •• __ •• _. • ••••••••• _•• _........... ._. ._. __
8.0 to 8.4_ . __ •_. _••• __ •••• __ •• _._. ••• , ••••.• _. _•• _•• _. • • 1 •• _••• _. _••• __ ••••••_••• ._. _. • •

~:~ 1~ ~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: - i' ---- -.- ---i' :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: :::::::::::: . _-,_ .~
9.6 to 9.9 ._._._._•.•••.•••••• ._ ••• _••••• ._._ 2 •••_._ •• 4 5 ._•• _•••• _._
10.0 to 10.4 • ._._ ••••••••••••_. • ._. •• ._.__ .__ 4 4 12 •••••• _..... 26 16 9
10.5 to 10.9 • •••••••••••• • • ._••• _••• _. •• __ ._ 18 _ 21 44 5 63 17 64
11.0 to 11.4 ••••••••••••_._. • ._••••••••••••••• ._ 33 33 87 31 46 5 104
11.6 to 11.9 ._ •• _••••• _. •• _••••• "•••••••••••••_•• __ 66 26 16 28 13 6 68
12.0 to 12.4 ••••• __ •__ •• ••••• _•••••• _._._._. __ •__ ••••••••••• 23 14 6 16 3 _••••••••• ,_ 5

l~:g ~~ 1~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~ ~ ~_ ~ • __ ~_ :::::::::::: -"""""j
13.5 to 13.9__ • ._ ••••••••••• _._._._ •••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• _._. __ •• I 1 ._ ••••• ._ ••••• _._. _
14.0 to 14.4 • ••• _•••••• _. ._._ •• _ 1 ._. ._ •• _••••••• __ ••• __ ._ •••••• _._ •• _. __ •••••• ._._.•• ,_ ._._._. _

252
11.2

49
10.6

167
10.9

168
11.1

108
11.8

152
11.7 •

----------·--1----1·-Number of flsb. ._••••••••_._. ._._.
Average length_•• ._. _•••• _. •• _. _•• __ •• __ • _

I Collections Crom 2%·lncb·mesh commercial gill riets.
• Collections Crom 2~j·lnch·mesh commercial gill nets.
, Collections Crom 2-lnch·mesh experimental gill nets.

TABLE 9.-Length distribution of lake herring, by age group, taken from pound nets in January and February, 19J,9-6B

Totellength
(Intlbes)

III

1IM9

IV V III IV

1950

V VI II III

1951

IV V III

I~

IV v VI
-----------1--------------------------------------------
8.0 t08.4 ••••• __ • ._. ._., ._._ •••••••••••••_•••• _. • 1 •• • ••••••••••.•••••••• •• _•••••
8;5to8.9 ~ ~_.~~__ ~ • _. __ .___ 2 1 1 . ! . . --------
9.0 to 9.4 ._. •••• 1 3 6 •__ ._______ 1 3 • ••• 1 ••• ---.----
9.6 to 9.9.• ._•• 9 24 2 9 27 • •• • •• 10 ._••• 4 •••• __ j_ ---.---.
10.0 to 10.4_. •__ ••• __ 23 123 14 19 138 15 •• _._ ••• 11 46 4 2 6
10.5 to 10.9_. ••• _•• .__ 8 71 16 17 143 29 •• _._.__ 13 152 14 2 48 4 -------.
11.0 to 11.4_. •• _._.____ 2 32 10 6 59 16 ._______ 4 116 26 3 6S 6 • _
11.5 to 11.9_. __ .•• 3 6 5 5 1 1 18 7 28 4 •
1:0.0 to 12.4_. •• ._ 2 •••••_. 1 1 1 ._.__ 6 1 3 1 -------.
12.5 to 12.9 ••• •• _••••• ._. • , 2 •• _. ••• __ 1 1 1
13.0 to 13.4. __ • ._._._ •• • • •••• _._•• __ ••• __ 1 • • .__ 2 ••••• ._. _._ •• _

1tg ~~ 1::;:::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ----.. j- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: • __~_ :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
. ---------------------------------------------

Number oC flsh_ _ 42 256 47 68 378 68 4 ' 1 81 3SO 65 7 166 16 1
Average length .__ 10.3 10.4 10.7 10.3 10. 5 10.9 13.0 8.1 10.6 10.8 11.2 10.8 11.1 11.2 12.6
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1961
Jan. 21. ·_ .. Escsnaba_____________________ 11.1

22 . _ __ Pens:mk~e----. .__________ 11.1

1949
May 13 Suamlco______________________ 10.8

13 Penssukee____________________ 10.7

1960Feb.22 Schumachers Point__ .________ 10.6
27 ._ Escsnaba_. . . __ .____ 10.5

Nov. 29.___________ _ __ Fox_ __ __ 10.8
De~. 4 Sister Bay____________________ 10.8

1961
Feb. 20________________________ Ingallslon____________________ _ 10.7

20___________________ _ Pensaukee__ 10.8
22 Schumachers Point. .______ 10.9

The weight of Green Bay lake herring at capture
presents much t.he same picture as does lengt.h.
Weight.s of ·fish of a given age are distributed over
a wide range and each weight group is frequently
represented by fish of t.hree ages (table 10).
Differences between age groups III and V varied
only 0.6 ounce to 1.2 ounces in diff~rent years as
would be expect.ed when differences in length were
small.

modification of the population by tJte fishery (that
is, a .selective destruct.ion of the larger fish) or t.o a
differential distribu~ion of the fish according t.o
size so that only a cert.ain segment of the popula
tion is represent.ed in the fishery. Since the second
condit.ion obviously would contribute to 'the first.,
it may be assumed that the commercial fishery
exerts a strong modifying effect on t.he populat.ion.
Natural mortality, of course, may.also play an
important but unmeasurable role in t.his process.

A progressive increase in length of lake herring
of each age group in ~uccessive years from 1949 to
1952 (table 9) indicates t,hat more rapid growt.h
took place in the lat.er years. This trend is also
brought out in a later section on annual fluctua
tions in growth rate.

Small as variations were in the average lengths
of lake herring collected at different times of the
year (tables 7 and 8), November-May collect.ions
taken at about. the same t.ime but often at con
siderable dist.ances apart, showed still smaller
differences of no more than 0.2 inch. This
similarity was not always present, however, for
in collections of other months (June-October)
large differences sometimes occurred. Examples
of t.hese small differences in average lengths of
herring t.aken in different areas are given in t.he
following table:

GROWTH

BODY-SCALE RELATION· AND CALCULATION
OF GROWTH

Van Oosten (1929) established the validity of
computations of the growth of lake herring from
the diameters of the entire scale and of growth
fields wit.hin the several annuli. Since the publi
cation of his work, most investigators reporting on
growth of this species have accepted Van' Oosten's
conclusions.

The relat,ion bet.ween body length and the
anterior scale radius of lake herring was determined
for the tullibee of Lake of the Woods by Carlander
(1945). Carlander used the anterior radius be
cause he found annuli difficult to locate in t.he
posterior field. He demonstrated that, the rela
tion between scale radius and standard length was
described satisfactorily by a third-degree equat.ion.
From a comparison of results of calculat.ions from
diameters and anterior radii Van Oosten (1929, p.
327) found that "* * * the diameter of a scale
grows in length more nearly proportional wit.h the
body than does the ante.rior radius [and] * * *
that the diameter dimension is less variable than
the anterior radius * * *." Since no difficulty
was experieliced in locating annuli in the posterior
field of scales of Green Bay lake herring, diameter
measurements were used in this study to take
a.dvantage of the simple, direct.-proportional rela
t.ionship determined by Van Oosten. It was held
desirable, nevertheless, to study the body-scale
relation of the Green Bay lake herring to make
certain that the procedure was valid in this stock.

If direct-proportion computations are to be
valid, the body-scale ratio must be the same for all
lengths of fish from t.he time of completion of the
first. annulus. Van Oosten (1929) found that after
formation of this annulus the ratio of total scale
diameter to body length was so nearly const,ant in
tJle herring of Saginaw Bay that an assumption of
constancy could be made. In the Green Bay lake
herring t,he body-s~ale ratio exhibited no trend
with increase in fi.sh length (t,able 11). A i-test to
det.ermine whether such variations as did occur
represented a significant trend confirmed the
validity of the assumption that the ratio does not
change with length (0.8<p<0.9) . . Since the fish'
from which these data were taken covered the full
range from those that had just completed the first
year of life t~ the largest and oldest fish collected,

Average
length

(Inches)
Location'Date
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TABLE 1O.-Weight distribution of lake herring, by age group, taken from pOlmd nets in January and February, 1949-5S

Welgbt group (ounces)
1949 1900 ll1lil 1952

III IV V III IV V VI II III IV V III IV V VI
-------------------------------------------------
2.0 to 2.4 • • • .•• ••. _•• __ 3 ._••. _.•• • 1 ._. • __ • • ._ •• • 1 •• • __ ••
2.5t02.9 • •. 1 2 2 • .•• ._ .•_•• 2 1 • ••• __ .____ 1 ••• _. _

~:g: ~t::::::::::::::::~:: ~ ~ 3 : ~ ------j- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: g.-.--.-- -- .. ---- -·----2- :::::::: ::::::::
4.0 to 404 __ • • ••• l» 102 11 17 96 11 __ •• • __ •• _ 9 33 """3- --- ..-.- 5 1
4.5 to 4.9 ••• • 11 59 13 11 115 24 __ • •• __ .••• 6 60 5 2 19 1
5.0 to 5.4_ •• _._ ••• •• 28 6 8 81 15 ._ ••• 1;11 144 12 5 42 3
5.5 to 5.9•• •. • __ .__ '2 22 8 3 19 10 1 • 57 16 45 5 .•••• _
6.0 to 6.4 ._. •• _. •• 5 3 2 10 • •• 1 28 12 23 2 __ • _
6.5 to 6.9__ • • • • ••• _ 2 3 2 3 1 ••• .__ 6 1 12 3 ••• _•• __
7.0 to 7.4 __ • __ :_•• _. •• •• __ • .___ 1 4 1 ._ •••. .• ,._••• _•••. , 5 2 4 __ •• •••••• __
7.5 to 7.9_ •. __ ._. .•. _ • .• .• 1 2 _•• ••• _._. • __ ._ 2 ••••••• • . 1 _
8.0 to 8.4••• __ ._. ••• • .: •• ••• __ •• •• _. • •__ ._ •••• 2 ••• __ •••• ••• •• .___ 1
8.5 to 8.9_ •• • • ._ .• ._. .• •• 1 ._. ._•• ~ •• ----- __ ••• _••• ,_. __ •• • •• _. ._ •• ••
9.01,09.4 • •• • __ •••• _ • • •• • ._. ._._._••• .••• 2 __ ._ •• _••• • • • _
10.5 to 10.9. • . ._. ._. • . • __ • • •• __ ••• _ •••••• __ 1 • •• _. • •__ •• •
11.01,011.4 ••. •• __ ••• ._ •••..• •• _•.•• •• . ._. 1 .•• _._ •• _. __ ••• •• 1 _. __ •__ • •• •••• •
14.0 to 14.4. •• __ . •••.•. • . __ • •• •. _. .• 1 ",_,, ••• ._•• •__ • •__ ._ •• •. _ •• •

------------------------------
Number of ftsb ••• 42 256 47 56 378 68 4 1 31 350 55 7 155 15 1
Average welgbt. •• 4.3 4.5 5.0 4.3 4.6 5.1 9.5 2.4 4.7 5. 2 5.9 5.1 5.5 6.7 8.4

TABLE H.-Relation betloeen magnified (X41) scale diameter
and total le7&gth of Green Bay lake herring

• Weighted means are used to reduce error In slope of the least-squares
regression due to s~tter. Tests of statistical signlfteance were based on
individual measurements.

388748 0-57--3

direct-proportion calculations are valid for all
Green Bay herring. Thus, the method established
for Saginaw Bay lake herring is applicable to the
Green Bay stock as well.

The graphical representation of the relation
between body length and scale diameter (fig. 3;
see also table 11) is based on data for the sexes
combined. Regression lines fitted to the data for
the sexes separately exhibited no statistically
significant differences. This body-scale relation
is obviously linear. The fitting of a least-squares
line to the means 3 of scale diameters and body
lengths yielded the following equittion:

L=0.01615+0.05486 S,

300

•

~ 100 ~o 200 2~

SCALE DIAMETER (MILLIMETERS X 41)

,
I,

I,,,,,,,,,,,
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FIGURE 3.-Relation between total length of fish and mag
. nified (X 41) scale diameter in the Green Bay lake her

ring. The dots show empirical data; the slope of the
line is the mean body-scale ratio.

where L is tot,al length in inches and S is the
magnified sca.le diameter in millimeters. The
intercept of less tha.n 0.02 inch on the axis of fish
length is so small that calculations of growth from
the least-squares equation are nearly identical
with those that would be obtained if the intercept.
were assumed arbitrarily to be O. In other words,

17.4
18.2
18.8
18. 0
18.2
18.7
18.8
18.3
18.0
18.2
18.2
18.1
18.3
18.4
18.3
18.3
17.8
17.5

Average
bodY-8Cllle

ratio'

101.0
113.0
126.3
129.8
139.1
153.8
163.8
168.7
175.2
186. 6
194.5
202. 6
212. 9
224.3
230.2
241.0
249.0
260.0

Average
scale di·
ameter'
(milll·

meters)

5.8
6.2
6.7
7.2
7.7
8.2
8.7
9.2
9.8

10.2
10.7
11. 2
11.6
12. 2
12.6
13.2
14.0
14.9

Average
total

lengtb I
(inches)

I Means for ftsh within a ~i·inch Interval of totallengtb.
• Means of the body-scale ratio computed for individual ftsh.

Number of ftsh

2 . _• •... __
8 •. •. _.
14 •• ._. ••.. ._
13 •• •. _• •• _. _. _
9_ •• ••• •• __
8_. . ..•• . _
13. __ ' _• ., ._ .• __
9 ••• . ••• .• __
24 . ••• _. •__ .
43_ • ••• • •••• •
81. • .. . . _. ._
72 . __ . • .•• _
23 • • ._. __ • ._
15•• ••• •••• __
6•• ••. _.• ._._. __ •••••• _•••••
2 • • __ ••• ••• _
L . . .. ._ .. __
L . _. .. .. _
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the body-scale ratio can be considered constant
and the simple procedure of direct-proportion
calculations can be followed. The lack of trend
in the body-scale ratio with increase in length
(table 11) and the close fit of the line in figure 3
(fitted on the assumption of no intercept and with
a slope based on the mean body-scale ratio) to the
empirical data justify this view.

To be sure, newly hatched lake h~rring do not
have scales as would be indicated by the relation
ship just described. Fish (1932) and Pritchard
(1930) in detailed descriptions of this species from
hatching up to lengths of 17.5 to 20.0 millimeters
(0.7 to 0.8 inch) did not mention the presence of
scales. Van Oosten (1929) reported a lake herring
34 millimeters (l.3 inches) long which had not
formed scales and stated that scale formation
probably starts at a fish length of 35 to 40 milli··
meters (1.4 to 1.6 inches). Wohlschlag (1953)
observed that the first scales were formed -at a
length of 40 to 60 millimeters (1.6 to 2.4 inches) in
Leucichthys sardinella of an Alaskan lake. Thus,
the body-scale regression does not exist until a
body length of about 1.5 inches is reached. There
must be a period before the end of the first year
of life when scale growth is considerably faster
than body growth, after which the linear relation
with an apparent O-intercept has become estab
lished.

TIME OF ANNULUS FORMATION

Because so few investigators of the growth of the
lake herring have made collections throughout the
year, information on the time of formation of the
anpulus or year-mark is scanty. A certain amount
of data is available, however, on the annulus
formation of species closely related to the lake
herring.

Van Oosten (1923), studying scales taken at
monthly intervals from whitefish (Goregonus clu
peajormis) kept at the New York Aquarium,
demonstrated that the annulus was completed by
resumption of growth in March or April and that
these fish ceased growing in August or September.
He suggested that rising temperature was prob
ably the primary cause of the resumption of growth
and the development of sex products causes re
tardation or cessation of scale growth in late
summer. In a later report Van Oosten (1929, p.
345) commented on annulus formation in the lake
herring of Saginaw" Bay that ". • • inasmuch

as the formation of an annulus is causally related
to the retardation of growth, it is safe to assume
that in nature, too, the annulus of these species
forms during the winter period." He left open
the question as to just when in the winter the
annulus does form. In his study of growth of the
Lake Nipissing cisco Fry (1937, p. 18) stated that
"Scales from fish captured in early spring place
the date of the completion of the annulus, or
rather of the initiation of the new season's growth,
at some time in May." Dannevig and Dannevig
(1937, p. 198), however, stated that in the brown
trout (Salmo trufta) of southern Norway "The
general opinion that the narrow ridges are formed
during autumn and winter as a result of low tem
peratures does not hold good." They showed that
in two lakes the scales of most trout had new
growth outside a year-mark in the spring, whereas
in two other lakes new growth occurred in the fall.
They also reported that some annulus formation
took place every month of the year. Although
these findings are not directly applicable, it is
believed that some of the characteristics of this
not too-distantly related group are reflected in
the scale growth of Green Bay lake herring.

From the data on annulus formation in the lake
herring of Green Bay (table 12) it is seen that
some fish had started new growth as early as
May 8, the date of the earliest collection other
than the midwinter samples in which no fish ex
hibited new growth. As the season progressed the
percentage of fish with completed annuli increased,
but a few individuals still gave no indication of
new growth as late as June 19 to 21. In a July
13, 1950, sample and in all collections later" than
that date, annulus formation was complete.4

The data of table 12 indicate further that the
younger fish form annuli earlier than do the older
ones. With only the exceptions of the III-group
and VI-group (a single fish) of the June 19-21
collections, the percentage of lake herring with
new growth decreased with age. That this rela
tion between age and time of annulus formation
may be general among fish is indicated by obser
vations in carp, Cyprinus carpio, by Frey (1942) j

white crappie, Pomoxis annularis, by Hanson

• Collections or June 21-22, 11160, have been excluded In this consideration.
Fewer than halC or the lake herring In these collections had complpted annuli,
but examination or the scalps showed them to be much undersized; obviously
the scales were removed rrom the back near the dorsal fin and thus came from
a body region above that rrom which scales were regularly taken.
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TABLE l2.-Percentage of lake herring with com.pleted annuli
collected from pound nets d1tT1:ng period of annulus forma
tion

[Number ofllsh in parentheses]

Percentage with c.ompleted annuli in age
group-

.Date

-
II III IV V VI VII
-------------

May 8, 196'-- ___ .•.• ____________ 100 46 14 0 _. ---- ------
(I) (24) (104) (13)

May 13, 1949__ ._. ___ . _._ •• ______ ----- - 55 4 0 0 .-----
(72) (321) (40) (6)

May 26,1948________ . ___ •• _. ____ 100 45 20 29 --- --- ------
(4) (141) (HO) (7)
73 79 63 50 100 0June 19-21,195'--_______________ (H) (17) (62) (12) . (I) (I)

(1937); rock bass, Ambloplites rupestris, by Hile
(1941) j and the Atlantic herring, Olupea harengus,
by Hodgson (1924).

It appears also that within an age group the
smaller fish tend to start the season's growth
earlier than do the larger ones (table 13). With
only three exceptions (age group IV of the May 8.
sample and age groups III and V of the june 19
21 collections-the last two age groups repre
sented by few fish), the lake herring that exhibited
new gr.owth had averaged smaller at the end of the
preceding season than had fish whose current
season's growth had not yet started. In some age
groups the current-season increment was suffi
ciently great to eliminate the original difference of
average length.

The relatively long period of annulus formation
(at least 6 weeks and probably longer) and the
correlation between age and the onset of new
growth necessitate care in the determination of age
for fish captured early in the growing season. For
some individuals it may be difficult or even im
possible to decide whether marginal growth repre
sents a small full-season increment of the preceding
year or unusually rapid growth made during the
current season.

PROGRESS OF SEASON'S GROWTH

The data on the amount of growth and on the
percen tage of the season's growth completed on
various dates of capture (table 14) exhibit some
irregularities in trend, and on some dates rather
large discrepancies occur among the figures for
different age groupS.5 To some extent these irreg
ularities and discrepancies can be ~ttributed to ~he

• Collections of June 21-22, 1950, were omitted because of abnormal scale
size which might hav(\ affected the computation of growth Inerements_e
footnote 4 (p. 1(0).

TABLE l3.-Relation between onset of new growth and total
length of lake herring taken in pound nets during pe.riod of
annulus form.ation, by age group, 1948-51

[Length in inches]

Length Total Incre·
Scale margin Number before length at ment of

ofllsh start of capture new
growth I growth
---------

May 26, 1948:
Age group III:

10.31 10. 31Not growing___ .. _. ______ 77 .- .. -.0:2iiGrowing. _______ ... _____ . 64 10.11 10.40
Age group IV:

10.64 10.64Not growing_____ . _., .. __ 88 ---"-0.-24Growing. ________ . __ ..• __ 22 10.37 10.61
Age group V:

H.58 11.58Not growing. ___ ._ ... ____ 5 '-'-'-0:i5Growing______ .. ______ . __ 2 11.40 11.55
May 13, 1949:

Age group III:
10.63 10.63Not growing.- ... ________ 32 '---"0:42Growing_______ •. ___ . ____ 40 10.12 10.54

Age group IV:
308 10.81 10.81Not growlng________ . ____ ------0.-30Growlng______ .. _. ___ . ___ 13 10.39 10.69

June 21-22, 1950:
Age group III:

10.02 10.02Not growlng_ .. __________ 6 ---'--0.-36
Age~:-g::lv:--------------- 3 10.17 10.63

Not growfng __ . __________ 55 10.70 10.70 ----·'O:i5Growing---- __ .. _________ 8 10.44 10.69
May 8. 1951:

Age group III:
10.68Not growlng __ .. _________ 13 10.68 ------0:34Growing... __________ ... _ 11 10.66 11.00

AgeHootuf,.J~ing---------.. -_ 89 11.11 11.11 ------0:20Growing._. __________ .. __ 15 11.29 11.49
June 19-21, 1951:

Age group II:
7.30 7.30Not growlng- ____________ 3 ------0:26Growing__ . ______________ 8 8.24 8.50

Age group III:
2 10.115 10.85Not growlng- ____________ -·----0.-46Growing. __________ .... __ 15 10. 06 10. 52

Age group IV:
23 10.75 10.75Not growing _____ . ___ ."_ ------0:34Growing. ________________ 39 10.39 10.73

Age group V:
II. OIl n.osNot growing _____________ 6 ------0:25Growing--- ___________ . __ 6 11.48 n.73

I Length ofgrowing 1Ish calculated by scale measurement of recently formed
annulus.

small numbers of fish in certain age groups.
Another possible source of bias lies in the fact that
collections were made in different calendar years
in which the progress of growth may have been
dissimilar. A real correlation appears to exist,
however, between age and percentage of growth
completed in samples captured during the period
of annulus formation. In collections taken before
july 13, for example, the percentage of growth
completed decreased as age increased with only
one exception-the III-group of the June 19-21
samples. In this collection, the II-group probably
was not representative, because the actual amount
of growth and t,he percentages were both smaller
than in May.

Another factor bearing on the data of table 14
that should be mentioned, even though it cannot
be evaluated, concerns the validity of the base
employed for the computation of the percentages.
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11
31
56
75
89
97

1011

•

At end of
period

NOY.

11
20
25
19
14
8
3

Percentage of season's
growth completed-

OCT.
0~~~~L.-......~......-.....I.-.....I.-.....L-....l

MAY JUNE JULY AuG. .sEPT.

MONTH

From the preceding table it is seen that the
greatest amount of growth in any single mont.h
took place ill July (25 percent) and that the sum
mer months, June to August, accounted for 64 .

Before June. __ •_. . • _
June ' _.• .• .. _
JUl~'__ . • • .• •__ . _. _
August__ • •• • .• _
September • •• • _
Octob~r •• . • . _
Afte,· October • .• •. __ •••

J: 40
I-
~
o
II:
"20

';;;' 80

"~
Z
Ial

~ 80
1&1
lL
'-'

Period of growth

FIGURE 4.-Percentage of season's growth completed at
!ime of capture. The dots show empirical data; the
curve was drawn by inspection.

100,-----------:::----:::::;;11I._--,

ploited population. There is no reason to believe,
however, that this source of bias has seriously
affected the estimates of progress of the season's
growth.

Despite the difficulties and possible sources of
bias just discussed, the data of table 14 can be
used to form a general idea of the normal course
of the season's growth of lake herring. That thiR
growth does follow a distinct and reasonably defi
nite course is indicated by the unweighted means
of the percentages of growth completed for the
different dates of collection. These percentages
a·re given graphically in figure 4 j in the same figuro
a curve has been fitted by inspection to the
empirical data. The progress of growth probably
can be described best from the following percent
ages obtained from the curve.

24.S
11.3
2.9

4.6

2O.S
1.1

4.7

16. 1
12.6
S.6

9.6

9.3
30.8
21. 9

22.0

34.3
43.2
43.2

43.0

62.3
88.7
82. 9

79.1

72.5
73.0

, 69.5

71. 6

97.7
97.3

104.5

98.4

86.8
95.5

114.3

97.1

99.0
93.7
95. 8

94.5

Percentage
of growth
completed

1.12
.89

2.04
1.26
.95

2.04
1.33
1.05

2.04
1. 33
1.05

2.04
1.33
1.05

1.68
1.03
.89

1. 76
1.12
.89

2.04
1.26
.95

2.04
1.33
1.05

Full·
season
growth

0.23
.01

0.27
.13
.05

0.50
.15
.03

0.19
.41
.23

1.27
1.18
.87

0.70
.M
.41

2.02
1.18
.91

1.72
1.09
.93

1.77
1.27
1.20

11
17
62

3
67
8

39 •. _. ._

90 • • ._ •• _

78 .. .. ..

1
17
21

15
17
23

273 • . ._

18
229

75

255 •

4
141
110

19
212

42

393 •••• ••• __ ._. __

139 • •••• _

322 • •••••• _

55 .•• _

6 1.48 2.04
107 .92 1.26
78 .66 .95

1
24

104

191 • _

72
321

Number Averlllle
of ftsh new

growth
Date and age group

---------1----
AVeTlIlle percent. .•••

May 8, 19S1:
11._••••• ••• _
111._•••• .•••
IV._. _.. .. _

---------1----
Average percent _

May 26, 1948:II .. '" _
111 • _.•.•••• _
IV• ..•.•.. _.. _

---------1----
Averlllle percent. ._

May 13, 1949:III __ _
IV _.••.. _

---------1----
AVeTlIlle percent_ . ••. ••

Aug. 20. 1951:11 ••••• _
111 •. . _
IV ... . _

---------1----
Average percent __ • __ • ._

Oct. 5, 1949:11._ .••• _
III. _.. _. _
IV "" • "_' .

---------1----
Averlllle percent .. .•. __ ._

Nov. 14, 1951:
11 •• _•• _. . '" ••
111. •. _. _••••••• . _.
IV• ._ ... __ .. __ ",, __ ...

---------1----
AVeTlIlle percent. __ •. _

Nov. 29-Dec. 4. 1~:11 •.•. _.••
111. • __ ••.
IV• ..

----------1----
Averlllle percent __ '_'" __ ..••

July 13, 1950:
11._••• ••• .' __ ..• _
111._•• • •••.••.•••
IV• " _

---------1----
AVeTl\lle percent __ ••• _

June 19-21, 1951:
11. __ ••.• ••.
111..•••• ._
IV•.... • __ . _._

TABLE 14.-Amount of season's growth in length completed
by age groups, individually and combined, on various dates
of capture

[Expressed as calculated increments Cinches) and as percentages of the full·
season growth determined from samples of the same year class taken In
January and February of the following C81endar yearl

The full-season increments given in the table were
determined from samples of the same year class
taken in January and February of the next calen
dar year. A better estimate of the full-season
growth could not be derived from the materials
at hand. It will be brought out in a later section
on seasonal changes in style of growth that the
fishery removes lake herring selectively according
to individual growth rate. By reason of this
selective destruction, the early-winter samples
may' not be truly descriptive of the course of
growth that would have taken place in an unex-

---------1----, Average percent __ • _
Sept. 14, 1950:

11_. ••. _. • _
111. ••••.. __ '_""" _...•
IV ... • _. . __ . __ ._
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[Calculated total length In Inchesl

[Calculated total length in ~chesl

I Collected from 2·inch.mesh experimental gill nets.
I Collected from 2~1i·inch and 2~i·inch.meshcommercial glll nets.

TABLE 16.-Comparison of growth of male and female lake
herring of age grOll.ps II I and I V taken in gill nets,
1951-5~

Length at end of year
Numher oflile-

offish

2 3 4
--------

100 5.5 8.0 9.8 .. ----
74 5.3 8.0 O.R ----_.

62 5.5 8.0 9.8 11.0
79 5.4 8.1 9.9 11.1

138 5.1 7.5 9.3 10.5
117 5.0 7.5 9.3 10.6

Length at end of year of
Number life-

offtsh

2 3 4
------

123 5.5 11.1 9.9 .~.-~-
203 5.5 8.1 9.9 .._-_.
173 5.5 8.0 9.9 .-.. _-
UK 5.3 8.0 9.8 -_.---

242 5.4 7.9 9.5 10.6
377 5.4 7.9 9.5 10.6

262 5.2 7.6 9.3 10.5
332 5.2 7.7 9.3 10.5

255 5.2 7.7 9.5 10.8
283 5.2 7.7 9.5 10.8

Age group III:
1962: I

Males•.••• . _
Females • _

Age group IV:
1961: IMales. _

Females.• _
1952: IMales _

Females _

Age group and sex

Age group and sex

TABLE 15.-Comparison oflrowth of male and female lake
herring of age gro-ups I I and I V taken in pound nets,
1949-51

the Green Bay lake herring population, though
occasionally large, were distributed irregularly,
showed no definite pattern, and favored neither'
sex. They disappeared ahnost completely in the
best-represented age groups in the combined sam
ples from pound nets (table 15) and gill nets
(table 16). The sexes are accordingly combined
in all subsequent treatment of growth data.

Age group III:
1949:Males. ••• •• _

Females__ ••• ._. •••
1950:

Males •• __ • ._. •.
Females__ •.•.. .• __ ••• _

Age group IV:
1949:

Males•. _. •__ ••• •__
Females_ .• • •• _

1950:
Males••.•. .• _.•• __
Females •• • _

1961 :Males. . •. _
Females..• •. _

Effect of gear selection on estimation of growth

From a ~eview of the literature and from his
own data Hile (1936, pp. 298, 306) held that-
* * * in general a sparse representation in a sample of a
young age group whose average length is near the lower limit of
effectiveness of the nets used, is a source of suspicion as to
the reliability of the sample of that particular group. If
this same sparsely represented group gives calculated

, growths that are in serious disagreement with those of the
older age groups it should be eliminated from the data
used for the study of growth in the population as a whole. '

Only one of four stocks of ciscoes from northern
Wisconsin lakes studied by Hile (1936) exhibited
sex difference in growth rate. No significant dif
ferences in growth of males and females were found
by Carlander (1945), Cooper (1937), Eddy and
Carlander (1942), Stone (1938), or Van Oosten
(1929) in populations of lake herring studied by
them. Fry (1937, p. 65) did not discuss the influ
ence of sex on growth rate but his data showed no
consistent differences in calculated growth of the
sexes up to age group VII beyond which males
tended to be larger. Since Van Oosten and Stone
used fish from pound nets, whereas the collections
of the other authors were taken with gill nets, it
appears that estimates of growth by males and
females are not distorted by collecting methods.
Differences in growth of the sexes in samples of

Sex differences in growth

percent of the season's total. Growth started
sometime in May (this belief is supported by earlier
data on annulus formation) and for practical pur
poses it was complete at the end of October.

Hile (1936) made observations on midsummer
progress of the season's growth in cisco popula
tions of four Wisconsin lakes by a procedure similar
to that just described. He found that growth had
been completed by the end of July in Trout Lake
and by the end of August in,Muskellunge Lake, but
in Silver Lake only two-thirds to three-fourths of
the growth was completed in August. In Clear
Lake, males had completed 64 percent of their
season's growth in July and 81 percent in Septem
ber and the females had completed 68 and 76 per
cent, respectively, in these months. Although no
sex difference could be found in the progress of
growth of the Green Bay lake herring, the trend
did not differ greatly from that of the Clear Lake
stock.

GROWTH CHARACTERISTICS OF LAKE
HERRING IN GREEN BAY

Among the principal factors that must be con
sidered in an analysis of the growth of lake herring
in Green Bay are sex differences, either natural
or resulting from selective destruction in the com
mercial fishery; correlation of growth rate with
natural or fishery mortality; and geographical
variation within the bay. The influence of each
of these factors must be known in order to interpret
properly the growth of the entire population.



104 FISHERY BULLETIN OF THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVlCE

---------- --'-------------

Seasonal differences

I CollectionS" from pound nets in 1948-52, and from 2 to 2~·inch.mesh
experimental and commercial gill nets in 1948 and 1950-52.

TABLE 17.-Comparison of groUlth of lake herring taken in
pou.nd nets and in gill nets, by age groups

[CalCUlated total length in inches]

Length
Lengtb at end of year

Num· of lIfe-
Location and date of capture berof at cap·

fish ture
I 2 3 4

----------
SOUTHERN GREEN BAY

AgeJ~~~6~WI49-.-------------- 42 10.3 6.0 8.6 10.3 -_ ....
Oct. 5, 1949. ________________ ·212 10.8 5.2 7.9 10.3 ~ .._.-

Age~~~6~~~.---------.----- 256 10.4 5.5 7.9 9.4 10.4
Oct. 5,1949_ •• __ .• __________ 42 11.2 4.8 7.4 9.0 10.3

NORTHERN GREEN BAY
-

AgeJ~~'h~If~50--- ..• - _________ 23 10.2 5.5 8.4 10.2 ------Nov. 29, 1950____ •_________ • 73 10.7 5.3 7.8 9.7 ----- -
AgeJ~~'h~~~50---_. _____ : •. ___ 133 10.5 5.0 7.7 9.3 10.5

Nov. 29, 1950___ •____ .... __ • 31 11.0 4.9 7.3 8.9 10.1
Feb. 20, 1951.. _______ •.•. __ . 172 10.7 5.2 7.7 9.4 10.7
Aug. 20,1951.. __ •• __________ 23 11.1 4.8 7.3 9.0 10.3

Geographic differences

That environmental conditions must differ in
the various parts of Green Bay is obvious (see
General Features of Green Bay, p. 8~). If environ
mental conditions influence growth and if the pop
ulation is not regularly mixed by active migration
or passive transport with currents, differences in
the growth of lake herring captured in various
sections of Green Bay should be detectable.

Differences between growth in northern and
southern waters of the bay are indicated by com
parisons of lake herring taken in pound nets at
the same' time of year at locations separated by
considerable distances (table 19). In 10 compari
sons of size at capture for fish of the same age,
northern fish were shorter in six, and longe.r in
two; lengths of the remaining two groups were

destruction is taking place and is strong, it should
result in growth differences detectable jn samples
taken in the same year but several months apart.
That selective destruction was sufficiently great to'
influence estimates of growth is indicated by the
data of table 18. In every comparison, except
the third year of life in the III-group taken in
1949, fish caught earlier in the year had higher
calculated lengths than did those taken later. In
14 of 18 comparisons the advantage of the early
season over the late-season fish amounted to 0.4
inch or more. Because of the seasonal differences
in growth patterns in fish of the same age group it
is necessary to stratify samples according to sea
sons when making discriminating comparisons.

- TABLE IS.-Comparison of growth of lake herring, by age
gr01tp, taken in pou.nd nets at different seasons, 1949-51

[Calculated total length In inches]

65432

Length at end of year of life-Num·
hfs~f I---;-----.--;-----,--.,..-~-Net I

Age group I:
16Pound••• __ • _________ •. 5.1 --~ --- ------ ----- - -- -~ -- _. ----GilL_ •••• __ •________ ._ 2 6.2 ----- - ------ ------ ------ ------

Age group II:
Pound._. __ ••• _______ •• 78 5.2 8.1 _ ~ a _. e .. ---- ------ ------GilL •••• _. _•• ___ : _____ 15 5.8 9.0 ------ .-- --- ------ ----- -

Age~::d.~~~: _.• :. ________ 906 5.4 8.1 9.9 ------ ------ ------GilL ••. ____ •______ • ___ 404 5.5 8.2 10.0 .----- --_ ..• - .. ----
Age:J~::d~~~ _______ •_____ 2,018 5,3 7.8 9.5 10.6 ---~ .. .---_.GilL _____________ •_____ 475 5.2 7.8 9.5 10.7 -- -.... _.....
Agefo::d.~~_______ • ______ 208 5.0 7.4 8.9 10.1 11.0GilL _____ •_____ • _____ • 59 4,9 7.3 9.0 10.2 11.2
Age group VI:Pound. ________________ 11 5.0 7.8 9.7 11.0 12.1 13.1GilL _______ •• _________ 1 5.3 7.1 8.6 10.2 11.3 12.0

The apparently slow growth indicated by small
differences .between lengths of lake herring of
different age groups at capture,' brought out in .a
previous discussion of the length frequencies 'of
age groups, again suggests the possibility of se
lective destruction of fish of more rapid growth
by the comm.ercial fishery. If such a selective

Hile concluded that-

* * * if these selected groups are eliminated the re
maining growth data can be considered accurate and
trustworthy within very narrow limits.

If Hile's assumptions are correct we should find
close agreement between growth of best-repre
sented age groups of herring'taken in gill nets and
herring of the same ages taken in the less-selective
pound nets. This expectation is fulfilled by the
data of table 17. Growth of the best represented
age groups (III, IV, and V) was almost identical
in pound-net and gill-net samples. In shorter
age groups, I and II, the greater calculated lengths
of herring from gill-net samples indicate that the
larger, faster-growing individuals are selected by
gill nets. This tendency for herring caught in gill
nets to be larger than those taken in pound nets
is still present though somewhat reduced in age
group III. Because the effects of gill-net selection
extends to ages as high as the III-group (which is
frequently dominant), most detailed analyses of
growth in later sections have been based on pound
net samples alone.
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TABLE 19.-Comparison of growth of lake herring, by age groups, taken in pound nets at the same time of year at different
locations

[Calculated total length In inches)

532

Lengtb increment

532

Lengtb at end of year ofllfe-
Number Length at 1----;;------;---;------.---1---,-----,--.,---;----

of fish capture
AreaDate and locality

------------------
Feb. 22-27. 1950:

Age group III: Nortb_________________ 8.4 2.9Escanaba_______________________ . 23 10.2 5.5 10.2 -~ ---- ---.-. 5.5 1.8 -.. ~-- ---.--Scbumacbers Polnt_______________ Soutb_________________ 33 10.3 5.9 8.6 10.3 -~ .... -- -----. 5.9 2.7 1.7 ....... ------
Age group IV: Nortb_________________ 5.0 7.5 9.3 10.5 5.0 2.5 1.8 1.2Escanaba______ . ________________ . 245 10.5

Schumachers Polnt_______________ Soutb_________________ 133 10.5 5.4 7.9 9.5 10.5 5.4 2.5 1.6 1.0
Age group V: Nortb_________________ 4.8 7.4 9.1 10.5 11.5 4.8 2.6 1.7 1.4 1.0Escanaba______ . _____ . ___________ 9 11.5Scbumachers Polnt_______________ South_________________ 59 10.8 5.0 7.2 8.7 9.9 10.8 5.0 2.2 1.5 1.2 0.9

Nov. 29-Doo. 4t1950:
Age ,roup II: North___________ ... ____ 5.3 7.8 9.7 5.3 2.5 1.9ox______________________________ 73 10.7 ------ -----. -.- .. -- -_._--Sister Bay________________________ Soutb ______________ , __ 78 10.8 5.5 7.9 9.7 _.. ---- -----. 5.5 2.4 1.8 ------ ------
Agel~~~_~~:________________________ Nortb_________________ 31 11.0 4.9 7.3 8.9 10.1 4.9 2.4 1.6 1.2Sister Bay________________________ South_________________

23 10.9 5.2 7.5 9.0 10.1 ------ 5.2 2.3 1.5 1.1 ------
Feb. 20-22, 1951:

Ageln1~fsg~: _____________________ :_ Nortb______ . __________ 6 10.0 5.3 7.9 10.0 ---.-- -_ ...- 5.3 2.6 2.1 --_ .. -- ------- Sc umacbers Polnt__ . ____________ Soutb _________________ 22 10.7 5.8 8.7 10.7 ------ -... _- 5.8 2.9 2.0 -_ ... -- _____ .
Age group IV: North_________________ 5.2 7.7 9.6 10.7 5.2 2.5 1.9 1.1In~allston--______________________ 172 10.7

Sc umachers Polnt_______________ South_________________ 154 10.9 5.4 7.9 9.7 10.9 5.4 2.5 1.8 1.2
Age!i~fs~~___________ . ____________ Nortb_________________ 41 11.1 4.8 7.2 8.8 10.1 11.1 4.8 2.4 1.6 1.3 1.0

S umachers Polnt_______________ Soutb_________________
12 11.5 5.0 7.5 9.0 10.4 11.5 5.0 2.5 1.5 1.4 1.1

lan. 21-22, 1952:
AgeC~a~:: _______________________ North_. _________ •. ____ 79 11.1 5.0 7.7 9.7 11.1 5.0 2.7 2.0 1.4Pensaukee ____ •____ ... ___________ South. ________________

76 11.1 5.5 8.0 9.8 n.l 5.5 2.5 1.8 1.3
Age group IV:. Nortb_________________ 11.0 4.5 6.9 8.6 9.8 11.0 4.5 2.4 1.7 1.2 1.2Escanaba________________________

8Pensaukee___________ •___________ Soutb_________________
7 11.5 5.1 7.7 9.3 10.6 11.5 5.1 2.6 1.6 1.3 0.9

equal in the two areas. Differences between
growth of lake herring from northern and southern

" localities are much more apparent in the calcu
lated lengths. Without exception northern fish
grew less in their first year than did southern
fish. Although growth increments of the northern
fish were predominan tly -larger than those of
southern fish in the secon~ year and were without
exception greater in the third year, the initial
handicap of slower growth in the first year was
overcome by the end of the t,hird year of life in
only 2 of 10 pairs of samples. By the end of the
fourth year, however, the initial differences in size
in the two areas had largely disappeared.

The significance of this comparison may be
questionable in the "light of information brought
out in a later discussion (Growth Compensation,
p. 109), that fish with poor first-year growth also
tend to be slightly shorter at capture than fish
having better growth in the first year. It is
possible then that differences between calculated
lengths of lake herring in northern and southern
samples may be ~ reflection of differences in the
length at capture. That such an explanation is
not adequate is indicated, however, in the data of
table 20 which gives comparisons of the growth

histories of fish of the same age in the same ~-inch

length interval. NortheJ:Il Green Bay fish of the
same length and age as the southern Green Bay
fish at capture tended to be shorter than the
southern at the ends of their first, second, and
third years of life; but after the first growing
season northern fish usually grew more than
southern fish. This similarity of growth differences
in selected length intervals and entire age groups
is evidence that northern and southern fish do
have different patterns of growth. The hypothesis
of a north-south gradient is suggested by the fact
that differences in first year's growth are greater
in samples taken fart.her apart.

Annual 8uctuations in arowth rate

Since calculated growth histories of lake herring
in Green Bay differ according to season and geo
graphical location, studies of annual fluctu,ations
in growth must be based on samples taken in the
same location at the same time each year. The
series of samples that best met. these require
ments were taken in the southern part of Green
Bay in January or February in the years 1949 to
1952. The materials for the study of annual
fluctuations in the growth based on these collec-
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TABLE 20.-Compari80n of growth of lake herring, of 8ame age and length at capture, taken in pound net8 at the ,ame time
of year at different location,

[Calculated total length In Inchesl

432

Length Increment

432

Length at end of year of life-
Number Length at 1------,----,---------;----1------;,----,--,---
of 8sh capture

IA>ngth group and locality

------------------1·---1----1------------------------

tions (table 21) are so arranged that in each
section of the t.able the vertical columns show the
calculated growth in different years of life but in
the same calendar year, the horizontal rows give
a comparison of the growth in different calendar
years for the same year of life, and each diagonal
row gives the growth history of a single year class.
For the quantitative de'termination of annual
fluctuat.ions of growth the data were subjected to
the analysis described by Hile (1941), a procedure
involving the determination of the percentage
change in growth from each year to t.he next. The
chain of estimates thus obtained was then ad
justed to a mean of 0.0 for the period of years cov
ered by the data (table 22). The fluctuations
show a trend toward an improvement of growth
duriIig the period covered and show a possible
tendency to be cyclic. From a value slightly
below average in 1944 (-2.1 percent), growt.h
declined to a minimum of -6.5 in 1946 (fig. 5).
The ye~r 1947 was the first in a 4-year period of
improvement that culminated in growth 9.1 per
cent above average in 1950.

FIGURE 5.-Fluctuation of growth in length of lake herring
from the 1944-51 mean.

Temperature is commonly considered an im
port.ant factor in the det.ermination of fluctuations
in growth. Hile (1936, pp. 276-280) discussed
the possible influence of air temperature on the
growt.h of'cisco populations in northeastern Wis
consin lakes and cited works of several aut.hors
who found a positive correlation between summer
temperat.ures and the amount. of growth of sev
eral European species of coregonids. Concerning
t.he Wisconsin cisco populat.ions Hile concluded-

The failure of variations in the amount of growth in
different calendar years to show any close general depend-

1.3
1.2

1.3
1.2

1.3
1.3

1.3
1.2

1.4
1.2

1.5
1.3

1.2
1.1

1.3
1.1

1.4
1.2

IISI195011149

5.0 2.3 1.7
5.2 2.4 1.6

5.0 2.6 1.8
5.5 2.5 1.6

5.1 2.8 2.0
5.6 2.7 1.7

5.1 2.4 1.8
4.9 2.4 2.0

5.4 2.5 1.8
5.5 2.4 1.7

5.2 2.7 2.0
5.6 2.5 1.8

5.1 2.3 1.6
5.2 2.3 1.5

5.1 2.6 1.7
6.4 2.4 1.7

5.4 2.6 1.8
5.4 2.6 1.8

4.8 2.7 1.9
5.3 2.4 1.9

5.1 2.7 2.0
5.6 2.6 1.7

5.2 2.1 1.9
5.8 2.6 1.9,

10.2
10.3

10.7
10.7

11.3
11.2

10.7
10.8

11.2
11.1

11.7
11.6

10.3
10.2

10.7
10.. 7

11. 1
11.1

1847 1848
YEAR

10.2 5.0 7.3 9.0
10.3 5.2 7.6 9.2

10.7 5.0 7.6 9.4
10.7 5.5 8.0 9.6

11.3 5.1 7.9 9.9
11.2 5.6 8.3 10.0

10.3 5.1 7.5 9.3
10.3 4.9 7.3 9.3

10.7 5.4 7.9 9.7
10.7 5.5 7.9 9.6

11. 1 5.2 7.9 9.9
11. 1 5.6 8.1 9.9

10.3 5.1 7.4 9.0
10.2 5.2 7.5 9.0

10.7 5.1 7.7 9.4
10.7 5.4 7.8 9.5

II. I 5.4 8.0 9.8
11.1 5.4 8.0 9.8

10.7 4.8 7.5 9.4
10.8 5.3 7.7 9.6

11.2 5.1 7.8 I 9.8
11.1 5.6 8.2

1

9.9

11.7 5.2 8.3 10.2
11.6 5.8 8.4 10.3

15

•
~

10

z. 5o~

;1>. 0
~..~ -5
~.
~ -'0

-IS
1844 'V45 '948

33
9

74
68

43
63

16
8

35
44

18
21

20
28

32
33

15
13

47
91

37
106

27
32

Feb. 22--27, 19.50:
Age group IV; 10.6-10.4 In.:

Escanaba (north). .. __ . _
Schumachers Point (soutli) . ._

Age group IV; 10.5-10.9 in.:
Escanaba (north). __ . . _. _. ,_
Schumachers Point (south) ._ .. ._. _

Age group IV; 11.6-11.4 In.:
Escanaba (north1- _.. .. _
Schumachers Point (south) .. -- . _

Nov. 29-Dec. 4. 1950:

Agel~uc.~::M~:~~~~~~~:~---------- .. . _.. _
Sister Bay (south)- _.. . •. __ .. _

Age group III; 10.5-10.9 In.: .

~i~fe~n~~~hiiutii)---~::::::::::::: ::.::::::::::::::::::::
Age group III; 11.0-11.4 In.:

~~fe~n~~~)(Siiutii)_-_~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::
Feb. 20-22, 1951;

Age group IV; 10.6-10.4 In.:Ingallston (north). .• . _
Schumachers Point (south). _._. .•. _..... _

Age group IV; 10.5-10.9 In.:
Ingallston (north>. . _.. _ __
Schumachers Point (south) ..... .... _.• _•• _

Age group IV; 11.6-11.4 In.:Ingallston (north) . _.. _
Schumachers Point (south) . .• _. __

Jan. 21-22, 1952:
Age group IV; 10.5-10.9 in.:

~~~~~:e«:~~~i:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::
Age group IV; 11.6-11.4 In.:

Escanaba (north>' . ... _. _
Pensaukee (south) .. _.. __ .• _

Age group IV; 11.5-11.9 In.:

~=~~:e«~~r~i:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::
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Annual growth increment (inches) in-

TABLE 21.-Annual c.alculated growth increments of lake
herring from pound nets in southern Green Bay in J anua'ry
or February, 1949-52

TABI.E 22.-Deviation of growth, air temperature during the
growing season (May-October), and abundance of lake
herring in southern Green Bay, from the average for the
8-year period, 1944-51

1 Mean monthly deviations of air temperatures for the period May·Ocl.ober
I"t'corded by U. S. Wcatber Bureau at Oreen Bay, Wisconsin.

• Percentage deviation from average catch per unit'of'effort in pOWld and
gill nets computed from Wisconsin commcrcial c..tch records for southcrn
Grecn Bay (Wisconsin commercial fishing district M-I).

388748 0-57---4

Discrepancies in calculated arowth

• Sec Van Oosten (1929) and Hlle (1936) for c1etail~d dlscussiollS of the proh.
lem.

The syst.ematic discrepancies alllong calculated
growth histories of different age groups already
noted for the Green Bay lake herring are a freq uent,
almost ragular, characteristic of data on growth
of fish. These differences occur among different
age groups of the same year class as well as among
age groups of different year classes. The patt.ern
of the discrepancies varies from species to species
and stock t.o stock. Most common is that which
goes under the name of Lee's phenomenon of
"apparent decrease of growth," in which the esti-'
mat.es of lengt.h at t.he end of various years of life
decrease with increase in the age of the fish on
which the estimate is based. In this "typical"
situation, t.he. calculat.ed lengt.hs in the earlier years
of life show the great.est disagreements. More
recent authors have tended to depart. from this
definition and to apply the term "Lee's phenom
enon" to all systematic discrepaneies among
calculated lengths.

The literature on causes of Lee's phenomenon,
in both the restricted and the broader sense, is
extensive and to a considerable degree contro
versial. A review of the subject at, this time could
serve lit.tle purpose.6 It may be useful, never
theless, to list the principal factors that have been
offered in explanation of systematic discrepancies
in cal~ulated lengths. These several factors, the
significance of which will become clearer from lat.er
discussions, are as follows:

1. Use of wrong formula for growth calcula
tions.

2. Selective action of fishing gear.
3. Biological segregation on basis of SIze or

maturity.
4. Higher mortality rate (natural or in the

fishery) of the fish with the more rapid growth.
In the consideration of discrepancies among

calculated lengt.hs· of Green Bay lake herring, the
first of these items is not. significant since the
validity of the method of calculation was estab
lished by a st.udy of the body-scale relat.ionship.
The effects of gear selectivity (item 2) can be
rendered insignificant. by confining studies of
growth discrepancies to samples taken by pound
nets, which, as has been pointed out, were capable
of capturing fish smaller than the smallest. herring

-63
-36

24
24
28
14
5
4

2.0
-1.8
-0.1

1.4
0.8
1.8

-2.1
-2.0

33 22 6 • __ ._
154 76 ...... __

7 • .. _

-2.1
-4.1
-6.5
-3.8
-2.1

3.1
9.1
6.7

42
245

12

Percentage IMean tem-
growth devi- perature de- Ablllldanec'

alion viation 0 F. I
Year

1944 . .. _. __
1945 .. • _. __
1946 .. __
1947 • __
1948 . __
1949 . • __
1950. .. __
1951. __ .. . . • __

Number of fish in age
gr~fr.__ . _

IV .. _ 256
V ._____________ 47 59

Agc group and year
oflile I I

1944 1945 1946 1947 1948 1949 I 1950 1951

AgelJ~~~r~~~~ ====~~I-: 2.02d year .. .___ 2.6 2.7 2.9 2.9 _. _
1st year ... _ 6.0 5.9 5.8 6.0 _

Age group IV:4th ycar 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.3
3d yeBr. ... _... • 1.5 1.6 1.8 1.8
2d yeBr . •• •. 2.4 2.5 2.5 2.5 • _
Istyear . .. 5.5' 5.4 5.4 5.5 ..... _

Age group V:5th y~ar ._____ 0.8 0.9 1.1 0.9
4th year . __ .... 1.1 1.2 1.4 1.3 _. _
3d year ••• "_'" ••••• _ 1.3 I. 5 I. 5 I. 6 ._._ _
2d yeBr .. __ • ._ 2.4 2.2 2.5 2.6 .. _ ..
1st year. .. __ ._ 5.1 5.0 5.0 5.1 __

ence on either annual variations in temperature or annual
variation8 in population density suggests that possibly
these variations in growth depend closely on bot.h factors,
and that the failure of these factors to operate in the
same direction in the same year tends to obscure the effect
of each of them.

Van Oosten (I929) found no correlation between
annual fluctuations in first-year growth and annual
fluctuations in the air temperatures during the
growing season for Saginaw Bay lake herring.
More recently, Svardson (1951) has shown that the
growth of whit.efish in Sweden was greater in
hot summers than in cool.

The data for the Green Bay lake herring (table
22) give no evidence of a definite relation between
fluctuat.ions of growth and deviations of mean
air temperatures or population density over the
8-year period 1944 to 1951.
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I t is believed that the discrepancies among the
calculated lengths of the age groups of the Green
Bay lake herring represent the combined effects of
segregation according t,o size within the popula
tion and of selective destruction of the faster
growing irndividuals in the fishery made possi.bIe
by that segregation. Because of the connection
between these two factors it is difficult to judge
their relative importance. In fact, an attempt to
separate the two is not desirable, since they are
essentially pal'ts of a single process.

In the younger age groups, only the largest fish
(a small percentage of the total) enter the pound
net fishery. (Note the small representation of
age groups I and II in collections-table 17). Se
lection in the gill-net fishery is similar (table 17),
but the effects of selective destruction probably
occur later in gill nets t,han in pound nets. This
biological selection (plus gear selection in gill nets)
leads to the overestimation of the rate of growth
in those age groups. At the same time, destruc
tion of the larger, fast-growing fish modifies the
growth characteristics exhibited by the remaining
stock. As members of a year class grow older,
bias to the immediate sample resulting from the
selective capture of the larger fish declines, but
the cumulative effects of destruction of the
faster-growing individuals become increasingly
important..

Ten populations of Leucichthys artedi, for which
various authors have given figures of calculated
growth of different age groups, have all exhibited
Lee's phenomenon to some degree. Disagree
ments were large in only one of four cisco popula
tions in northeast Wisconsin (Hile 1936). In the
Irondequoit Bay cisco population the growth rate
decreased with increased age among the younger
age groups, but differences were random at the
higher ages (Stone 1938). Fry (1937) found only
small discrepancies among the estimates of the
first-year growth of the Lake Nipissing cisco, but
disagreements were large in later years.

The variation in the nature of the discrepancies
in caleulated growth of fish of different age in the
several populations leads to the conclusion that
the causes of Lee's phenomenon are not the same
in all populations. Principal explanations of the
phenomenon in lake herring advanced by various
authors are-

1. Selective action of gill nets used in collecting
samples.

6542 3

Lenllth at end or year of Iire-.
Year class and yenr Age Num- __--,--_.,-__;------;_--,-_--:-_

or capture group ber or
fish

, The. most discriminnting comparisons are those among different age
groups of the same year class, since these arc not biased by annual fluctua
tions In growth.

---------- - - -------- -
1950 year class:195'--__________ 6 4.3 _. ~.- ----_. ~. --_. ------ ---. -- -_ ..
1949 year class:1950___________ I 8 5.7 ..-.- -- ---- .----- --- --- --- --- --- .1951. __________ II 35 4.4 7.3 ---- -- -- .... ------ ----1952___________ III 7 5.9 8.7 10.8 -----. -- -_.- ---_.- -- --
1948 year class:1949___________ I 2 5.2 ----- .- ---- ---- -- ------ ------ -- --1950____________ II 20 5.8 8.5 .---- - -- ---- ---- -- ------ ----195'-- __________ III 119 5.4 8.0 9.9 --_ ..- --. _.- -- --1952____________ IV 155 5.3 7.9 9.7 11. I --_ .. - --._-- -. --
1947 year class:1949___________ , II 19 5..8 8.9 -- ---- ---- .. ------ ------ ----1950___________ III 340 5.4 8.0 9.8 -io:B- ------ -- ---- ----195'--__________ IV 5Rl 5.2 7.7 9.5 ------ -- --1952____________ V 15 4.8 7.2 8.9 10.2 11.2 ----- . - ---
1946 year class:1948___________ II 4 5.9 9.7 --.--- -- ---- ----.- -- ---- - -.-1949____________ III 326 5.5 8.1 9.9 -- ---- ------ ------ ----1950____________ IV 594 5.2 7.7 9.3 10.5 -ii.'a- ------ ----195'--_______ : __ V 83 4.9 7.4 9.0 10.3 -i2:6- --.-

19.~2____________ VI 1 4.8 7.8 9.6 10.8 11.9 -.0-
1945 year class:19411.. _________ III 141 5.9 8.2 10.2 --- --- ------ ------ --.-1949____________ IV 619 5.4 7.9 9.5 10.6 ------ ------ --~.1950____________ V 88 4.9 7.3 8.11 10.0 10.9 ._ ..195'--__________ VI 1 6.1 9.7 11.9 13.3 14.8 16.3 --- -
1944 year class:1948____________ IV 110 5.1 7. j 9.6 10.6 -... -- ------ ----1949____________ V 89 5.1 7.4 8.8 9.9 10.9 ------ . -_.1950____________ VI 6 5.0 7.9 9.7 11. 1 12.3 13.3 i4.-61951..__________ VII 1 5.0 8.3 10.0 II. 3 12.6 13.6
1943 year class:1948____________ V 7 5.2 8.0 9.6 10.6 11.51949___________ VI 3 4.8 7.5 8.9 10.1 11.0 12.0 --_.

appearing in the samples. Such'discrepancies as
do appear, therefore, are to be attributed princi
pally to factors 3 and 4.

The inconsistencies among the calculated growth
histories of the different age· groups of the several
year classes 7 of the Green Bay lake herring
(table 23) differ from Lee's phenomenon as
originally described (Lee 1920). It. is true that
the estimates of length for a particular year of life
did tend to decrease with increase in age of fish on·
which estimates were based. On the other hand,
the size of the differences did not decrease with
increase iil the number of veal's of life as is charac
teristic of Lee's phenon;enon. In all but one
comparison between age groups represented by 15
or more fish the estimate of first-year length
decreased with increase of age (the one exception
is in age groups IV and V of the 1944 year dass).
The trends were similar for the second-, third-, and
fourth-year calculated lengths, but except,ions
were more numerous.

TABLE 23.-Calculated total length of lake herring at the end
of each year oj life, by age group and year class, 1943-50

[Pound-net samples 0111)'. Length ill inches]
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2. Segregation as to maturity during the
spawning run.

3. Segregation as to size, independent of ma
turity.

4. Higher mortality rate among fast-growing
fish than among slow-growing.

Hile (1936) found that discrepancies in the
calculated lengths of ciscoes in three of four
Wisconsin lakes were the result of faulty sampling
traceable to selective action of gill nets. Carlander
(1945) attributed Lee's phenomenon in ciscoes
of Lake of the Woods, Minnesota, to the selectivity
of large-mesh gill nets, .as well as to differential
mortality of fast- and slow-growing fish as pro
posed by Hile (1936). Eddy and Carlander (1942)
also foun9 the phenomenon in ciscoes of Gull Lake,
Minnesota.

Van Oosten (1929) and Cooper (1937), whose
samples came from spawning-run lake herring in
Sag~naw Bay and Blind Lake, respectively,
offered similar explanations of Lee's phenomenon.
Their views are expressed adequately in the
following quotation (p. 570) from Cooper's
paper:
* * * t,he lake herring first reaches maturity during its
third, fourth, or fifth year of life, depending upon individual
rate of growth; the more rapidly growing individuals of
anyone year class attain maturity first. It follows that
the youngest year groups were represented in t,he catch
(from the spawning grounds) only by their biggest indi
viduals and, as older age groups were considered, more
and more of thosc fish that had been smaller individuals
in their earlier years appeared in t,he older groups. There
fore the younger age groups contained a larger proport,ion
of fast-growing fish than did t,he older groups and,. con
sequently, the computed lengths' for the early years of
life would be greater in the younger age groups than in the
older. The persistence of the phenomenon in the older
age groups (in groups in which all individuals are mature)
may be explained on the basis of differential mortality,
that is, on the assumption that the more rapidly growing
fish die off earlier in life than the more slowly growing fish.

In Green Bay, as has been pointed out, segregation
by size (and hence hy rate of growth within a year
class) appears to take place at, all seasons.

Evidence was presented by Hile (1936) that a
high natural mortality rate was correlated with
rapid growth in the cisco population of Silver
Lake. Cooper has suggest,ed differential mort.ality
as a possible factor in Lee's phenomenon. Hile
.also advanced the hypothesis that, if there was
segragation of fast- and slow-growing fish with
depth, the gill nets which were always fished on

the bottom could not take equal samples of .both.
Fry (1937) demonstrated that· fast.er-growing
young fish were found in deeper waters of Lake
Nipissing during the summer and were joined
in successive years by more and more of t.he
slower-growing members of t.he same year class..
Behavior of this type explains why Lee's phe
nomenon might be found in samples taken in a
certain location at a particular period of the year.
Although a difference in seasonal distribution of
fast- and slow-growing lake herring may exist
in Green Bay and may be contributing to Lee's
phenomenon there, it cannot be the main causative
agent, because the phenomenon exists in samples
collected at different depths and at different
locations in the same and different seasons.

Growth compensation

Growth compensation-the tendency for the•smaller fish at a particular age to have the more
rapid subsequent growth-seems to be common
among fish (Van Oosten 1929; Eddy and Carlander,
1942). The existence of growth compensation
was mentioned in 4 of 14· publications on growth
of lake herring (Carlander 1945, in Lake of the
Woods tullibee; Eddy and Carlander, 1942, in the
tullibee of 17 Minnesota lakes; Hile 1936, in the

. cisco of four Wisconsin lakes; and Van Oosten
1929, in the Saginaw Bay lake herring). Growth
compensation seems to be a general occurrence in
North American coregonids. It has been shown
in the following stocks: Lake Michigan kiyi
(Leucichthys kiyi) by Deason and Hile (1947);
Reighard's chub (L. reighanli) , longjaw cisco (L.
alpenae) and bloater (L. hoyi) of Lake Michigan
by Jobes (l94a, 1949a, and 1949b); Lake Huron
whitefish by Van Oosten (1939) ; and Lake Superior
longjaw (L. zenithicus) by Van Oosten (1937).
McHugh (1941) did not find growth compensation
in several populations of Rocky Mount.ain white
fish (Pro,rwpium williamsoni).

Of the authors who mentioned growth com-
.pensation in studies of lake herring only Hile
(1936) and Van Oosten (1929) discussed its char
acteristics in any detail. Carlander (1945, p.
129) stated that-

As was demonstrated for the ciscoes by Van Oosten
(1929) and Hill' (1936), growth compensation occurs in the
Lake of the Woods tullibee but the compensation is not
great enough to overcome any advantage in length which
large individuals may hold at the end of the first year.



110 FISHERY BULLETIN OF THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

TABLE 24.-Calculated growth of lake herring grouped by size in different years of life

[Based on IV-group fish of Feb. 16, 1949, sample collected at Schumachers Point. Terminal groups contain 15 percent and middle groups 35 percent of total
number of fish. Mean lengths for the year of life of grouping and corresponding growth Increments are Italicized. Maximum dltlerence between lengths In
parenthesesI

Total length (inches)
Length at end of year of Iife- Length IncrementNumber _

offish
2 3 4\ 2 3 4

1st year of life:3.7 to 4.9 • • • • _
4.9 to 5.5 • _. . ._
5.5 to 6.0 __ ._. .. __ ._. ._._. _. __ .
6.0 to 6.7 . • . __ • . . .• . _

2d year of life:6.0 to 7.4. •__ • . _
7.4 to 7.9. __ . • • _
7.9 to 8.4 . .. . . . ._. . _.• . _
8.4 to 9.4 . __ • • • _

3d year of lifc:8.1 to 9.0. . . __ .. __ . . _
9.0 to 9.4 ._._. __ . _
9.4 to !l.9. _. . _. • _
9.9 to 10.9 _

4th year or life:9.3 to 10.0 .• __ . _. . . . . __
10.0 to 10.4 __ . . . . _
10.4 to 10.9 . . _
10.9 to 12.1. . . _. _

I Lcngth at capture.

38 4.0 7.4 9.1
90 5.t 7.7 9.3
90 5.7 8.1 9.5
38 6.t 8.5 9.8

(1.6) (1.1) (0.7)

38 5.0 7.1 8.9
90 5.3 7.7 9.3
90 5.6 8.t 9.6
:18 R.O S.O 9.9

(1.0) (1. 5) (1.0)

38 5.0 7.2 8.8
90 5.3 7.7 9.t
90 5.6 8.1 9.6
38 5.8 8.4 to. 1

(0.8) (1.2) (1.3)

38 5.2 7.4 8.9
90 5.4 7.8 9.2
90 5.6 8.0 9.5
38 5.7 8.3 10.0

(0.5) (0.9) (1.1l

10.3 4.6 2.8 1. 7 1.2
10.3 5. t 2. 5 1. 6 1. 0
10.5 6.7 2.4 1. 4 1. 0
10.8 6.t 2.3 1.3 1.0(0.5) • . ", __ ,, _

10. 1 5.0 t.l 1. 8 1.2
10.4 5.3 t.4 1.6 1.1
10.5 5.6 t.6 1.4 0.9
10.9 6.0 t.6 1.3 1.0(0.8) ._. __ ._

10.0 5.0 2.2 1.6 1. 2
10.2 5.3 2.4 1.6 1.0
10.5 5.6 2.5 1.6 0.9
11.1 5.8 .2.6 1.7 1.!l
(1.1) . . -- • ---_ •. •.

9.9 5.2 2.2 1. 5 1.0
10.t 5.4 2.4 1.4 1.0
10.6 5.6 2.4 1.5 1.1
1/.t 5.7 2.6 1.7 l.t(1.3) . ._. __

The characteristics of growth compensation
brought out by these aut,hors for this species were
similar, in that the short,er fish at the end of the
first year of life t,ended to grow more in the
following year than did t,he longer first-year fish.
The studies demonstrated further that the initial
advantage of. the longer first-year fish was not
completely overcome. This type of compensatory
growth was also found in the Green Bay herring
(table 24).

Previous investigators have examined the phe
nomenon of growth compensation by dividing fi~h

into different lengt,h groups according to the first
year's growth and comparing subsequent growth
of these groups. It is not to be anticipated, how
ever, that tl~ese first-year groupings will retain
their identities in subsequent years; that is, indi
vidual growth will vary sufficiently 80 that a new
grouping on II. similar basis in later years will show
some exchange of fish between the original groups.
In lake herring both previous and subsequent.
growth of fish of the same length in a particular
year of life varied widely (table 25). For example,
the 47 lake herring that were 7.0 to 7.4 inehes long
in the second year of life had ranged from 3.5 to
5.9 inches in their first year and from 8.5 to 10.9
inches in their third year.

Because of the tendency for fish of a given length
in a particular year of life to derive from fish of a

considerable length range in earlier years and, in
turn, to contribute to a wide range of length in
subsequent years, it is to be anticipated that the
growth of fish of different length groups will vary
according to the year of life in which the grouping
is made. This expectation is met by the data of
table 24 in which length groupings of fish of a
single age group are made on a similar basis (see
caption of table) for each year of life. The
maximum difference (difference between mean
lengths of the terminal group) without except,ion
was greatest for the year of grouping, and de
creased consistently in previous and subsequent
years of life. The decrease from the year of
grouping toward earlier years reflects the. diverse
origin of the fish with respect to their positions
in the length distributions in those earlier years.
The decrease in the maximum difference in years
of life following the year of grouping represents a
tendency toward convergence of size.

Further informat,ion on these growth relation
ships is to be had from the annual growth incre
ments of length shown at the right of table 24.
Here it is seen that the increments in each year of
life preceding the year of grouping tended to fall
in the same order as in the .grouping year itself,
but that in subsequent years the increments tended
to fall in the reverse order.

As a general biological phenomenon, growth
compensa~,ion may reflect principles holding for
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TABLE 25.-Subsequent and/or prez'ious frequency distribution of the calculated length of lake herring that had the same cal
culated length at the end of a particular year of life

[Based on all age group III fish or the 1950 pound-net collectlonsl

2 ~ . ~ .. . .. ._
19 • ._.____ 12 ._______ 3 __ •• • •
44 21 . 5 • ._
35 ._____ 41 • ., ._ 10 •__ . _
21 ._ . __ .____ 23 • •• 17 _
1 . ._ 5 • • 2 _

16 8 1
40 _••• __ ._ 16 2
56 .__ 46 11 ._._
10 29 16 _. _

__ . . __ •. 3 5 _

:::::::: :::::::: ::::~~~:II:::::::: :::::::: ::::~~~:I :::::::: ::::::~: ::::::ii

10
29
16
1

56 _•• •

6 __ . __ •• _
2 • __ ••• _

18 .• ._. __
26 • • _
4 __ •• _. ... __

528 • _
2 26 • _

10 4 2
35 2 2141 .__ 23
10 .____ Ii
2 • 2
1

I
3

23
51
18
2
2
I

120 _

1 __ •. . _
9 •• _

30 • •__
51 •• _
28 • _
1 • _

81 . __

1 _._. •
12 _
40 • _
23 • _
5 _

90 ._. _

I17 • • _
40 _•• _. _
30 __ ._. _
2 4____ •. __ •. __ .___ 17

______________ ._ 44
___ • .___ 20
____ . ._._ 5

Length rrequency at end or year or lICe-
Year or grouping and calculated total length (inches)I__---;-__""7""__.,,__.____----;-----;O--~--.____-____.;__-__;_--_,_--

___1_1__2 _3 _1,_2_'3 11_1_2,_31_11_2_3

1st year or liCe:4.5 to 4.9_ •• _•• •• ._._________ 54 • •• • __ • • ••• • ._ • •.•.• _
5.0 to 5.4 •••• __ •• _. •• __ •. _. . • . • __ ._

~:~ ~~ ~:L:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::<:::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: _.. _~~~_ :::::::: :::::::: --'--05- :::::::: ::::::::
6.5 to 6.9_ ••• __ . . • ._ •• __ • . ._. ._ •• _ 5 __ . __ •__
7.0 to 7.4 . • .________ 22 ._
7.5 to 7.9. • ._ •. _•• _•• • • _. ._ 12 I
8.0 to 8.4. . . __ • __ ._ .• __ .______________ 9 ._
8.5 to 8.9._._._._. __ .. _.. ._ ••• •__ • • • 6 6
9.0 to 9.4. __ •.. • • ._. 15
9.5 to 9.9. __ • •• 19
10.0 to 10.4._. • ._ 10
10.5 to 10.9 __ . • . _. •• 3
11.0 to 11.4 __ • ._. . .• ._. ••• _
12.0 to 12.4 • . ._ ••• ._ •. _ ••• _

2d year or liCe:
3.5 t03.9._._____________________________________ I . . . ..... . . .. .. . ._. _
4.0 to 4.4. . __ • , •__ .______ 4 • • _
4.li to 4.9 .• . __ • ._ ••.•. __ •__ ._ •• .•• 22 • •• _
5.0 to 5.4 __ • •• __ ._. . _._. ._ __ _ 17 • •. _
5.5 to 5.9. ._. . __ •• • • .__ 3 ._._. ._
6.0 to 6.4 • • • • . .• __ • _
6.5 to 6.9 .• ._ .• • • • . __ ..• • .•• _
7.0 to 7.4 • • ._. • •• 47 ._ •.• • __ ••• . . •• • .• _. . _
7.5 to 7.9. ._ . _
'S.O to 8.4 • • . . • • . __
8.5 t08.9. • . __ • __ • ._ .• _. 9 ._______ 2 ••. .
9.0 to 9.4. • ._._. ._. • .____ 16 21 .•• __ 6 .
9.5 to 9.9 __ ._. • • •__ ._ .• _._._ •• 16 ._. ._ 40 .• •• 56
10.0 to 10.4 ._. ._ •.. __ .. 5 •. __ . •. 16 . . 46
10.5 to 10.9. • ._ ••. ._. .__ I • ._ 2 .... 11
11.0 to 11.4 • ._. .•• . . . • • •• •. . • 1

3d year or life:3.5 t03.9 .• _. • ._ .•. ._.__ I . • .. • . •.. •. •••• • _
4.0 to 4.4._. ._._._ ••• ._._ I _•. _•• • _
4.5 to 4.9._. .•• __ .... __ , . ._._ 13 .•. _
5.0 to 5.4._._. • . __ •. . • .,_.___ 16 . •• . _
5.5 to 5.9 • .____________________________ 10 • _
6.0 to 6.4. ._._._._.___ 2 1
6.5 to 6.9 . _. __ . . • . _ 2
i.O to 7.4_. ._._._._ •• • ._. . 13 _
7.5 to 7.9 •• __ ._. .••• _._. _. .__ 21 _
8.0 to 8.4 • .. _. ._. _._ __ ___ 6 . _
8.5 to 8.9. • .• ._. • • _
9.0 to 9.4: ._._. ••. • . 43

rU!;~gI=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: ::::::::I~:::::::

fish and also for other animals as well. Hile
(194i, p. 305) stated that-

A wealt.h of experimental evidence supports the view
that among animals in general the inherent capacit.y for
growth is lost, chiefly t,hrough its exercise, and, conversely,
the failure to grow does not entail neceAsarily the loss of the
natural abilit,y to grow.

In support of this statement he cited the work of
several authors on such widely separated groups
as mammals, fish, salamanders, and insects.
Hodgson (1929), on the other hand, demonstrated
that compensatory growth could be a perfectly
nat,ural result' of comparisons of fish of differen t
age (fish that have the same number of annuli
that were'of different ages because they hatched at
different times during the season). Hodgson
explained his view that growth compensation is
"apparent" by comparing identical hypothetical

growth curves that started at different points along
the time axis.8

Later Hile (1941) applied Hodgson's prineiple to
the sigmoid growth eurve of the roek bass to
explain the variety of relationships among the
annual increments of different yearling size groups.
A similar use of the growth curve of the Green Bay
lake herring is presented in figure 6. Here the
two growth curves are identical but fish A hatched
and started t.o grow at time OA, whereas fish B
hatched and started to grow at time OB. At time

, Hodgson (1929) relt that a bimodal length-rrequeney distribution or first·
year sea herring resulted [rom a long irregular hatching period and estimated
that hatching extended over about 3 months. Hile (19361 also attributed a
bimodal first-year length-[requency distribution or ciscoes in certain year
classes in two Wlsronsln lakes to irregular weather ('onditions during the
hatching period that resulted in irregular and prolonged hatching. It has
been impossible to learn anything about the hatching or lake herring In Green
Bay. but it is believed that hatching may extend over a period or several
weeks since spawning occurs over a period or 4 to 6 weeks.
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TABLE 26.-Growth exhibited by lake herrl~ng that were the
same length at the end oj different years oj life

[Total length in inches]

----1----------------

Unweighted aver·age 1.39 1.35

8.0 to 8.4 inches:
1949________________ 207 { 2 8.2 9.7

--g~8-
1.5 .. 'i~ii3 8.2

1950______ . _________ 128 { 2 8.2 9.7
--g~ii-

1.5
3 8.2 1.4

1951.. ______________ 133 { 2 8.2 9.8 1.6
---i~53 8.2 9.7 ------

8.5 to 8.9 inches:
1949. __________ ••. __ { 81 2 8.6 10.0 1.4 --·i.-369 3 8.8 10.1

-'i~3-1950________________ { 46 2 8.7 10.0
104 3 8.8 10.0 1.2

1951._______________ { 57 2 8.7 10.1 1.4
56 3 8.8 10.1

--i~ii-
1.3

1952________________ { 26 2 8.6 10.2 'iti:i- ---i~ 4.7 3 8.7 ------
9.0 to 9.4 inches:1940________________ { 7 2 0.2 10.4 -itiT 1.2

201 3 9.2 1.1
1950____________ : ___ { 7 2 0.1 10.3 1.2

---i~2221 3 9.2 10.4 --iT1951.:______________ { 4 2 9.3 10.6 -iti~ ii-146 3 9.2 1.4
11152________________ { 5 2 9.2 10.5 1.3

25 3 9.3 10. 7 ._---- 1.4

Year of Length at end Length
life at of year of life- Increment

Nnm· which -- _

~~~r computed
le~~hs2 3434

grouped

Length ~ronp and
year of capture

criticism that Hodgson employed curves of iden
tical shape, although it is well known that, growth
may vary from individual to individual Ford
demonstrated that Hodgson's explanation could
be supported from comparisons of growth along
dissimilar curves starting at different points along
the time axis.

From the hypothetical curves of figure 7 it can
be shown that dissimilar curves starting at the
same point on the time axis will also exhibit growth
compensation. This compensation depends on the
fact, proved earlier t.hat size, not age, at the start
of a period of growth determines the amount of
growth that will be made during the period. The
form of three of the five curves of figure 7 is iden
tical with that of the growt.h curves of figure 6,
namely, OACg, 00, and OB~f. The curves Ocg and
O~f represent individual fish A and B whose growth
up to time T depart,ed from the typical. Fish A.
gl'ew more (ac) and fish B grew less (ab) at time T
t.han t,he typical fish which would follow curve 00.
Since, however, length is more import.ant than age
tl-S a det.erminer of growth within a period (ttl-ble
26), fish A. may be expected subsequently to grow
along t,hc curve l'g or, in ot.her words, to follow
the same course as a normal fish hatched at t.ime

B

A

:I:
t
e>
z
l&J
...J

TIME

T, which may mark the end of any growt,h period,
fish A has att.ained length a.c and fish B has at
t,ained t.he lesser lengt.h a.b. During t.he interval
from T to T+ 1 fish A, which had expended more
of its ability t.o grow at. time T, added the incre
ment of length fg which is less than t.he increment.
ef added by younger fish B. This explanation of
growth compensation as an apparent phenomenon
is based on the premise that all fish have the same
growth curve. Under t.his concept, the gl'owth
of fish during a part.icular time int,erval depends
principally on t,he size it had nt.t.nined nt the
begil~ning of t.he interval. The data presented in
table 26 shows that this assumpt.ion is essentially
correct., for fish of the same lengt.h fit different ages
tend to grow the same amount, in the following
year.

In a review of Hodgson's (1929) treatment of
growt,h compensation, Ford (193;3) offered t,he

FIGURE 6.-The effects of differences in age (time of
hatching) on the amount of growth during a later grow
ing season.
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GENERAL RELATIONSHIP

65

. v

43

AGE

2

FIGURE S.-Calculated growth in lengt,h of age groups Ill,
IV, :wd V of Greell Bay lake herring as det·ermined for
all fish of t.I1ese age groups t.aken ill pound nets, I \l48-52.

LENGTH-WEIGHT RELATION

because of the bias introduced by t,heir almost com
plete absence from samples during some seasons,
and because they are represented by small num
bers of fish.
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FIGURE 7.-The effect of size at the start of a growing
season on the amoU! of growt.h during that season.

OA. Similarly, the r-rowt.h aft.er time T of fish B
should be that of a r ·.Jrmal fish that hatched at. OB.
The compensatory effects of differences in t.he
gl"Owt.h of these two typical fish (hat.ched at, the
same time) during t.he period T - T+1 is identical
wit,h t,he compensation between the two t,ypical
fish hatched at OA and OB in figure 6.

General growth in length

Dist.orting influmices of Ole negative correlation
between individuallengt,h of life and rate of growth
nmke it, impossible to establish a general. curve
thn.t might, repres 'it· the growth history of a
typical, or "ave!: ,5e," fish. Only growth of
particular age groups can be shown. Curves in
figure 8, based on datil of all pound-net collections
(t.able 17), are believed to be the most reliable
means of representing the general growth of Green
Bay lake herring taken .in t,he commercial fishery.
Age groups I, II, and VI are omitted from the data

The variat,ion of the volume of an object of con
stant shape with the cube of any linear dimension
is a well known principle of mathematics. It can
also be said that the weight of an object must
vary with the cube of any linear dimension if the
shape and specific gravity are both constant. If,
however, the shape or specific gravity changes the
relationship does not hold, but other rplatively
simple relationships ordinarily ean be us~d to in
terpret the cha'·.;e!!. TIle' usefulness d the "cube
law" in the study of the weight of animals was
recognized by HOI'bert Spence!' in 1871 according
to a discussion of its I1pplicittion in this field by
Thompson (1942). Rile (1936) reviewed the usc
of this principle in studies of the relation between
the length and weight of fish.

The condition coefficient "0" determined by the
formula 0= llrlD (C=the coefficient, W=weight.,
and L=length) is widely employed by fishery
workers as an index of changes in the form of fish
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SEASONAL CHANGES IN WEIGHT

FIGURE 9.-Lenf,th-weight relation of the lake herring of
Green Bay. The dots show the empirical data; the curve
is the graph of the equation given in the text.

The st.udy of seasonal changes in weight of Green
Bay lake herring (t,able. 28) is restrict,ed to fish
captured in the same calendar year (1949), in the
same a·rea (extreme southern Green Bay), and in
the same gear (pound nets). In the 12 length
intervals represented by 3 or mOl'e fish on all three
collection dates the Oct.ober fish were heaviest in
11 and the 1\.'1ay fish were lightest. in 11. Febru
ary specimens were, of course, characteristically
int.ermediate (10 of 12 comparisons). Over the
length range at, which all dates were represented,
the ·October specimens averaged 4.8 percent

16144 6 8 10 12

TOTAL LENGTH (INCHES)

prove that this formula does not describe the
empirical data precisely. Calculated weights are
generally less than actual weights' for fish under
9 inches, greater for fish between 9 and 12 inches,
and less for fish longer than 12 inches. A close
fit was hardly to be expected. in view of the
known heterogeneity of the material. Few fish
under 9 inches and over 12 inches were taken, and
these were not equally represented in all seasons
(table 7). This variation in representation to
gether with seasonal differences in weights of fish
of the same length are responsible for the irregu
larities.
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that result from such phenomena as maturation
and release of sex products or variations in the
amount of fat or flesh. If the cube relationship
is maintained throughout life then C is an un
biased expression of condition and it is possible to
compare the coefficients of fish of different lengt,h.
Thompson (1942) pointed out, however, that,
"* * * inasmuch as the. animal is continually apt
to change its body proportions during life, k [his
symbol for condition coefficient] also is continually
subject to change." In this situation 0 becomes
a function of length and the ('! values of fish of
different length are not directly comparable as
measures of departure from the "normal" for the
stock. Hile (1936, p. 238) stated that-

Although the cube law does appear to apply to the length
weight relationship in some species * * *, these instances .
appear to be the exceptions, (or the * * * inadequacy of
the cube law in describing the length-weight relationship
in fishes have been repeated by numerous investigators and
on many forms of fishes.

The situation is further complicated by the fact
that. not only does the length-weight relation de
viate from the cube law, but it is not the same for
different populations of the same species and it
varies from year to year within the. same popula
tions (Hile 1936).

The relation between length and weight in most
populations of fish is represented satisfactorily by
the formula lV=cLn, where lY=weight, L=length,
and c and n are constants. However, since the
relation between length and weight in a popula
tion varies with respect to sex, season, method' of
capture, and year of capture, as will be shown
later, no single equation can describe the situation
at all times and any general relationship that
might be established is of necessity artificial.
Nevertheless, a general length-weight equation
based on all available data, regardless of sex,
maturity, collecting gear, or season of capture, can
be useful as an estimate of the average situation.

An estimate of the length-weight relation of
Green Bay lake herring based on all data is

log llT'"''' - 2.4386+3.0729 log L,
where llT equals weight in ounces, and L equals
total length in inches. Data upon which this
estimate was based are shown in table 27. The
weights comput,ed from the mean length of fish
in each length group are the basis of the curve in
figure 9; the empirical data are shown by dots.
Comparisons of calculated and actual weights
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TABLE 27.-Relation between the total length and weig~t of
Gree'll Bay lake herring

IAII collections combined)

TABLE 28.-Seaaonal changes in weight of lake herring taken
in pOIl'nd nets in southern Green Bay du.ring 1949

[Weight In ounces)

SEX DIFFERENCES IN WEIGHT

Because of the demonstmted seasonal changes
in weight, studies of sex differences in weight are
best. made on samples taken within a. short period

above and the l\Jay fish 4.6 percent. bt,low ~he

unweighted mean for the three dates. The
February specimens were slightly (0.2 pere-en t)
above the mean.

Seasonal chunges in weights of fish are often
associated with, and are used to follow, the de
velopment and release of Sf'X products. Thomp
son (1942) showed a weight cycle, for plaice fol
lowing the spll.wning (~ycle, but, he pQillted out
t,hat, immature fish 8.]SO experience a seasollal
weight fluctuation similar to that of mat,ure fish.
These seasonal changes, he believed, indicate a
cycle of relative well-bf'ing originating in t,h!'
varill.tion of conditions that influence the uddition
01" removal of body fat 01' tissue.

Weight (ounces)

Empirical I Calculared

October 5
I

February 16 May 13

Num- Aver- Num- Aver- Num- Aver-
ber age her age her age

olllsh weight oC lIsh weight oC lIsh weight

Total length
(Inches)

of time. Actually t·he comparisons offered by the
data in t,able 29 are based on collections of single
days. On none of these dates were sex differences
la;ge. The weigh ts of male and female la.ke
helTing of con'esponding length were nearly the
same in February (males 0.5 percent lighter than
females). Females were the lighter in May (1.8
percent,) but, were heavier in October (3.4 percent.).
Sex differences probably are greater at the t,ime of
spawning in the latter part of November; un
fortunately, adequate samples were not available
for study of this point.

Carlander (1945) found no significant difference
-in condition coefficients of male and female tullibee
from Lake of the Woods. Direct comparison of
wf'ight.s of male and female tullibee from Gull
Lake (Eddy and Carla.nde.r, 1942) showed the
females to be slightly heavier for their length than
the males, but the difference was small. These
authors did not consider possible seasonal varia
tions in their presentation. Two of four popula
tions of ciscoes in northeastern Wisconsin la.kes
(eollections were made only during the summer)
showed no differenees in weight bet,ween sexes; in
the ot.her two stocks t.he malf's were the heavier in
one and the females were t.he heavier in the other
(Hile 1936). Van Oosten (1929) found lit.tle
differe,nce bet.we,en average condition coefficients

--------1-- ---------------
7.8to7.9. . .. __ . ._. .. __ .____ 1 1.80
8.0to8.1.__ •.. _. __ . . . __ •. ._. ... .___ I" 2.10
8.2to8.3. .. ._ ... _ ... __ • . . __ .• __ . 3 1.97
8.4to8.5. __ •.. • . .. _. .• __ . 2 2.35
8.8to8.9 • . . • . . __ .. __ .• __ . 1 2.\10
9.0t09.1... __ . . •. _ . . __ . 1 2.80 1 2.20
9.2 to 9.3 • .________ 1 2.00 1 3.60 4 3.22
9.4 to9.5. __ ._. ._. __ . 2 3.45 3 3.03 7 3.45
9.6 to 9.7 •.. ._. __ . 7 3.57 3 3.30 3 3.70
9.8t09.9. __ • __ .. __ ._____ 26 3.86 8 3.48 4 3.52
10.0 to 10.1.. ... 50 4.01 26 3.85 8 4.11
10.2 to 10.3_._: . .__ 73 4.30 46 4.15 12 4.33
10.41010.5_. .. 66 4.45 69 4.27 27 4.82
10.6 to 10.7_. __ . __ .. 34 4.71 734.53 34 5.18
10.8 to 10.9_. .. 32 5.00 75 4.82 30 5.27
11.0 to 11.1.._. __ .• 22 5.42 62 5.05 41 5. 70
11.210 11.3_. .•. _.___ 15 5.68 36 5.45 51 5.98
11.4 to 11.5_. ._._._. 9 5.85 23 5.67 14 6.30
11.61-011.7 . __ .____ 3 6.23 5 6.34 12 6.62
11.8 to 11.9_._. __ . .__ 3 6.76 4 6.20 9 7.12

!~~~ ~ !~t~~~~~~~~~~~~~:::::t :::~:r: :::::Jd~~: ~ l;
13.2 to 13.3 . __ • .------. --- -.-- _. ._1________ 1 9.30

!H~ ~!:L::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :=:::=j: ::ji~~: _.. ~ ~~:~

0.80
0.91
1.02
1.10
1.24
1.32
1.47
1.59
I. 76
1.86
2.05
2.19
2.38
2.57
2. 76
2.93
3.18
3. 41
3.62
3.117
4.11
4.37
4.64
4.93
5.23
5.52
5.84
6.17
6.51
6.87
7.22
7.69
8.04
8.42
8.84
9.31
9.71

10.14
10.73
11. 10
11. 58
12.19
13.77
14. 6il
17.23
20.83

O. \10
I. 07
1.05
1.16
1.26
1.36
1.48
1.62
1.86
1.86
2.15
2.47
2.48
2.76
2.77
2.85
3.19
3.33
3.32
3.73 '
3.98
4.16
4.45
4.64
4.97
5.19
5.51
5.88
6.23
6.64
7.03
7.51
8.10
8.58
9.20
9.94
9. \IS

11.31
11.53
9.10

11.63
13.00
15.25
14.20
14. liO
14. \10

1
4
2
6
8
5
5

11
5
4

12
7

17
16
12
11
15
2J
28
45

137
211
328
431
495
497 I

~I206
146

1
103

~.
24
17
15
6
6

~l
3
3
2

Number
oC /ish

Total length (Inches)

5.8 to 5.IL . __ . __ ._ .. _._. __ . _._
6.0 to 6.1.. __ . . ._. • ._
6.2 to 6.3 . ._._ •. .• _
6.4 to 6.5 . _. __ . . • _
6.6 to 6.7 . . . ' •. _. _
6.8 to 6.9 . . __ ' '. _
7.0 to 7.1. . _.. .• _. _
7.2 to 7.3 . __ ' _. -, __ . .• __ . _
7.4 to 7.5 .. .. •. _. __ .
7.6 to 7.7 . __ ' . .• _
7.8 to 7.9 ._._ .• _. . ..• _
8.0 to 8.1.. . . _
8.2 to 8.3 . __ . _. .. _._ .. ._
8.4 to 8.5 • . ' , __ • ._
8.6 to 8.7 . . . __ . ._
8.8 to 8.9 . _. . '_' " _
9.0 to 9.1. . _. _. . __ ' ... _
9.21-09.3 ._. . .. _
9.4 to 9.5 ._. _" . __ . _. __ . __
9.6 to 9.7 ._. _. _
9.8 to 9.9 . • . • . _
10.0 to 10.1.._. . . _
10.2 to 10.3 . ._. __ ' _' __ ._ .. ._
10.4 to 10.5 .. • ._
10.6 to 10.7 • . .. _
10.8 to 10.9 .. _. . . _
11.0 to 11.1.._ .. . ... _
11.2 to 11.3.. . . __ . •. __ . __
1l.4 to 11.5 ._._. . ._. _
11.6 to 11.7.. ... __ . _. __ ' _. _. _
11.8 to 11.9_._.. ._. ._.. ._
12.0 to 12.1.._. . . ... _
12.2 to 12.3_. _. . _. • .'
12.4 to 12.5.._. . .•.. .
12.6 to 12.7... . . __ . _. __ .• _' '
12.8 to 12.11.. ' __ ._. __ . __ .• _._. _'
13.0 to 13.1._. . ._. __ . __ .•. .
13.2 to 13.3 . _.' _. __ ._. • '
13.4 to 13.5._. ._. . __ • •. .
J3.6 to 13.7... .. •
13.8 to 13.9 . . __ . . •
14.0 to 14.1. . . __ . •. •
14.6 to 14.7... . __ . .. __ ._.
14.8 to 14.9_•• _. . . __ ._._ •. •

}~:~ ~ ~H::=:::::::: :::::::::::::::::I
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TABLE 29.-Weights of lake herring by Se:& and locat1~on taken in pound nets in southern Green Bay in 1949

[Weight In ounces]

February 16, 1949
(Schumacbers Point)

May 13,1949
(Pensaukee and Suamico)

octOber 5,1949
(Pensawree)

. Totalleng th (inches) Males Females Males Females Males Females

Number Average Number Average Number Average Number Average Number Average -Number Average
of IIsb weight of IIsb weight of IIsb weight of IIsb weight of IIsh weight of IIsh weight

--------·1------------------------------------
7.8to7.9_._ .• ._ .. .. 1 1.80
8.0 to 8.1_ .... •• .. . -_________ 1 2.10
8.2to8.3.. __ •• .. • .________ 3 1.98
8.4 to 8.5 -- - - - - . __ .. _ __ ____ ______ ___ __ __ _ __ ____ ______ ____ 2 3. 35
8.6to8.7_. .. .. • 2 2.30
8.8to8.9.. • ._ 1 2.110

!:!~!t:::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: -------T -----rtf -------T ----T~- --------~- -----~~~- ~ ~! -------T ------H~
9.6 to 9.7... 3 3.70 4 3.47 1 3.50 2 .3.20 1 4.30 2 3.40
9.8 to 9.9_.____________________ 5 3.86 21 3.86 2 3.50 6 3.48 3 3.47 1 3.70
10.0 to 10.1.___________________ 11 4.00 39 4.01 11 3.82 15 3.86 2 4.10 6 4.11
10.2 to 10.3____________________ 25 4.32 48 4.30 21 4.11 25 4.17 6 4.05 6 4.61
10.4 to 10.5__ ._________________ 29 4.46 37 4.44 33 4.34 36 4.21 9 4.72 18 4.88
10.6 to 10.7 .. 12 4.82 22 4.65 29 4.55 44 4.52 11 5.10 23 5.23
10.8 to 10.9: 11 5.07 21 4.97 38 4.88 37 4.76 19 5.15 11 5.46
11.0 to 11.1. __ .. 10 5.48 12 5.38 23 5.18 39 4.99 19 5.70 22 5.71
11.2 to 11.3 .. .. __ 3 4.43 12 5.75 18 5.41 18 5.48 17 5.83 34 6.05
11.4 to 11.5__ .. 2 5.55 7 5.94 5 5.110 18 5.61 4 6.07 10 6.40
11.6 to 11.7 .. 3 6.23 1 7.10 4 6.15 5 6.40 7 6.78
11.8 to 11.9____________________ 3 6.76 2 6.80 2 5.60 3 6.53 6 7.41
12.0toI2.1. __ • .... 2 6.65 3 7.20 2 5.70 2 7.70 5 7.58
12.2 to 12.3 .. • .. _.. 3 8.07
12.4 to 12.5 -__ .. .. . 2 8.55

~~:g~ ~~l::::::::::=:::~:::::::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: ~ ~:M:

iH~ itt:::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: :.::::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: ::::::::i: ::::ii:~: ::::::::::I::::::::::I::::::::~+::~~·:~: ::::::::~: :::::~~~

-----,1----------------

Mean deviation

fro~ av:a':nt -2.3 -1.8 1 1.31______ 1.7

TABLE 30.-Weights of lake herring taken in pound nets
during February 194-9-51 and January 1952

[Weight in ounees]

8.0 to 8.1._________ 1 2.40 .. ,
8.6to8.7 . 1 2.60 _
8.8 to 8.9 ,_ 2 2.30 1 2.60 _
9.0to9.1._________ 2 2.45 1 2.30 • _
9.2 to 9.3__ _ 1 2.110 3 3.13 2 3.50 __
9.4to9.5 2 3.4~ 53.02 13.30 2 2.60
9.6 to 9.7__________ 7 3.57 7 3.55 1 3.70 _
9.8 to 9.9 26 3.86 27 3.71 93.88 3 4.03
10.0 to 10.1. _. __ ___ 50 4.01 48 4.01 13 4.21 3 4.03
10.2 to 10.3... __ __ _ 73 4.30 74 4.35 29 4.50 2 4.70
10.4 to 10.5__ ____ __ 66 4.45 101 4.57 40 4.71 7 4.80
10.6 to 10.7__ __ ____ 34 4. 71 77 4. 79 81 5. 02 22 5. 04
10.80010.9 __ . 325.00 625.00 615.16 30 5.17
11.0 to 11.1. __ ____ _ 22 5.42 43 5.30 78 5. 41 38 5.55
11.2 to 11.3 15 5.68 225.55 53 5.71 29 6.74
11.4 to 11.5________ 9 5.85 19 5.87 14 6.17 19 6.12
11.6 to 11.7________ 3 6.23 3 6.30 10 6.37 11 6.20
11.8 to 11.9________ 3 6.76 5 6.46 5 6.62 10 6.60
12.0 to 12.1._______ 2 6.65 4 7.42 1 6.80
12.2 to 12.3 .____ 3 7.50 2 7.80 2 6.45
l204toI2.5 ... 1 7.110 2 8.55 1 7.80
12.6 to 12.7 __ ._____ 2 7.80
12.8 to 12.9. __ .. .______ 1 8.70 . _
13.0 to 13.1. 0,__ 2 10.10 " _
13.2 to 13.3________ 1 11.00 __ . 00 _

14.0 to 14.1 ., 1 11.40 _
14.8 to 14.9________ 1 14.20 _

195219511949

Num· Aver· Num· Aver· Num· Aver· Num- Aver'
ber of age ber of age ber 01 age ber of age

IIsh weight IIsh weight IIsh weight IIsh weight

Total length
(Inches)

of male and female lake herring of the spawning
run (Oct.ober-November) in Saginaw Bay (all
lengths combined). Seasonal variations in differ
ences of weight between the sexes in relat.ed species
have 'been reported by Jobes for Leu.cichthys
reighardi (1943), L. alpenae (19490.), and L. hoy·;
(1949b), and by Deason and Rile for L. kiyi (1947).
Comparisons by Bauch (1949) of the mea~ condi
tion coefficients of COl'ego1l-us albul.a of Mochelsee
showed that females were slightly heavier than
males during all seasons. In spawning-run
samples of the same species from Keit.elesee
(Jarvi 1920) ripe females were heaviest for their
length and spe~t females were lightest (only
slightly lighter than males).

ANNUAL DIFFERENCES IN WEIGHT

Annual fluctuations in the length-weight relation
'Of Green Bay lake herring capt.ured at the same
time of year (January or February) in 1949 to 1952
generally were small (table 30). Weights of fish
of the same length shQwed an upward trend from
1949 t.o 1952. The amount of change from year
to year is indicated roughly by t.he following
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Gill net I Pound nrt' Gill nrt , Pound net •

I Collected Crom a 2~Hnch·mesh.gill net at Oconto on November 30. 1950.
• Collected Crom a pound net at Fo, on Novembrr 29,1950.
, Collected Crom a 2~.·inch·mesh gill net at Pensaukee on February 20. 1951•
• Collrcted Crom a "pound nrt at Schumachers Point on February 22, 1951.

TABLE 31.-lVeights of lake herring taken in gill nets a'lId in
pound nets at different times of the year, 1950 and 1951

[Weight in ounres]

Totaliength
(inchrs) I

Num· Aver· Num· Aver· Num- Avrr· Num· Aver·
brr age ber age ber age ber age
f1~h weight &h weight &h weight &h weight

FebruaryNovember

GENERAL GROWTH IN WEIGHT

The differences in weight according t.o sex,
season, and year of capture detrac.t from the use
fulness of the general growth curves of the Green
Bay lake herring. The best means of depicting
growt.h is to compute weight.s for the ealeulated
lengths of the' best-represented age groups for
all pound-net data (table 17). Weights for age
groups III, IV, and V calculated from the general
length-weight relation (p. 114) aregiv:enin table 32.
Growth curyes for these age groups are given in
figure 10.

Total or aver·
age • 57 5.99 44 5.16 69 5.66 64 5.24

Females:7.6 to 7.8________ 1 2.30 . .. _
8.2to8.4._______ 1 2.30 . . • __
9.1 to 9.3._______ 1 4.10 . • __
9.7to9.9.____________ 1 4.10 1 3.60 .. __ • _
10-0 to 10.2.. . 1 5. 20 I 7 4.38 2 4.60 3 4.50
10.3 to 10.5______ 1 5.30 8 4.90 6 4.95 18 4.72
10-6 to 10.8 45.65 165.30 20 5.12 31 4.86
10.9 to 11.1. _ 5 5.68 22 5.67 32 5.50 42 5.23
11.2 to 11.4______ 7 5.92 5 6.40 22 5.82 12 5.44
11.5 to 11.7 96.76 16.30 86.43 12 6.16
11.8 to 12.0______ 5 7.20 •__ . ... __ 2 7.25 4 6.97
12.1 to 12.3______ 9 7.67 1 8.30 3 8.36 1 8.00
12.4 to 12.6______ 1 8.00 ._____ 2 8.05 1 9.20
12.7 to 12.9._____ 3 8.80 2 9.35 • . __ • _
13.0 to 13.2______ 1 9.40 • .____ 1 9.40

13;0:;::~~~~~-I__l 1
10

.
50

::..:..:..:..:.:.:..:..:.=::..:..:..:..:.::.:.:.:.:..:.::.::.::.:.:..:..:.=
age .__ 50 6.65 63 5.54 98 5.67 125 5.30

, I I

Males:
9.7to9.9 . •. 2 4.00 1 3.90 1 4.00
10.0 to 10.2 14.70 34.13 34.56 3 3.86
10.3 to 10.5_ _ 2 5.10 8 4.83 4 4.65 5 4.74
10.6 to 10.8______ II 5.32 12 5.05 8 5.25 17 5.10
10.9toll.L 135.69 135.51 26 5.63 21 5.30
1l.2toll.4______ 13 5.86 4 5.95 19 5.98 16 5.61
1l.5tolI.7______ 10 6.60 2 6.00 4 6.47 ._.
1l.8toI2.0._____ 4 6.70 • .__ 3 6.56 .. ._.
12.1 to 12.3______ I 7.40 .______ I 7.70 _
12.4 to 12.6 .__ I 8.60 . ._____ I 7.90
12.7 to 12.9______ I 9.00 . • . _

ciently great, however, to make exclusion of the
gill-net samples desirable in detailed studies of the
length-weight relation.

mean percentages of deviations from the average
weight for all years: 1949, -2.3 percent; 1950,
-1.8 pereent; 1951, 1.3 percent; and 1952, 1.7
percent. This period of increasing weight was
also one of generally improving growth rate
(table 22). .

Hile (1936) found that the length-weight relation
a.nd condition coefficient varied from year to year
in three of four populations of ciscoes in north
eastern Wisconsin lakes. Annual differences in
the length-weight relation were reported by
Deason and Hile (1947) for Leucichthys killi and
by Jobes for L. re-ighardi (1943), L. alpenae
(1949a), and L. h./lyi (1949b).

INFLUENCE OF METHOD OF CAPTURE ON
WEIGHT

Discussions of seasonal and annual fluctuations,
and sex differences in the length~weight relation

. have been based entirely on fish taken from pound
nets. Gill-net samples were omitted from these
comparisons because of the bias to length-weight
data introduced by gill-net selectivity. Farran
(1936) treated this problem in detail and estab
lished limits of selectivity (in terms of length and
girth) of different sizes of mesh of gill nets in cap
turing marine herring. Deason and Hile (1947)
demonstrated that within a sample of kiyi from
Lake Michigan that was homogeneous as to age,
sex, and loeality and date of capture, the co~ffi

cient of condition decreased with increase in
length of fish taken by gill nets of the same mesh
size but increased in fish of the same length with
increase of mesh size.

Although materials for the study of effects of
gear selection on length-weight data in the Green
Bay lake helTing are scanty, those that are avail
able (table 31) demonstrate conclusively that gill
nets tend to take heavier fish than do pound nets
operating in the same area and season, but be.cause.
of the small numbers of fish on which the individual
averages are' based, a number of exceptions oc
curred. The records for females taken during the
spawning season show almost no difference be-

. tween samples from the two gears. The extent of
the bias in the remaining comparisons is suffi-
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6r---------------------, some or all of the~ may affect the sex composition
of a sample.

Report.s of various authors on different popula
tions of lake herring. (table 33) show sex composi
tion, expressed as percentage of females, ranging
from 29 percent in Blind Lake (Cooper 1937) t.o
73 percent, in Trout Lake (Hill' 1936). The Blind
Lake collection was made during the spawning
period but the paucity of females is not. charltct,er
istic of spawning fish as may be seen by the sex
composition of other samples collect.ed during the
spawning period-.,--in Swains Lake (67 percent)
and Saginaw Bay (51 percent).

Six out of 11 lake herring populations for which
data have been published on the change of sex
composition in relation to age (table 33) show a
rise in the proportion of females with increase in
age (Clear Lake, Gull Lake, Lake of the Woods,
Muskellunge Lake, Swains Lake, and Trout Lake),
2 populations show a downward trend (Blind Lake
and Saginaw Bay), and 3 exhibit no clear trend
(Irondequoit Bay, Lake Nipissing, and Silver
Lake). The 6 populations exhibiting an increase
in the percentage of females with age were ('.01

le~ted with gill nets and 1 (Swains Lake) Wll-S

sampled exclusively during the spawning period.
Of the 2 populations with a downward trend, 1
was sampled with pound nets (Saginaw Bay) and
the other with ¢,ll nets (Blind Lake), and both
sets of data were based on spawning-run collec
tions. One of the 3 populations showing no trend
was sampled with pound nets (Irondequoit Bay)
and the other 2 were sampled with gill nets, and
all represent samples from more than 1 month and
year. It is obvious from these comparisons that
the relation of sex composition to age as reported
for different stocks is not clearly influenced by
collecting gear or sexual activity at time of
collection.

SO,me information on possible sources of bias
in determining the sex composition of a population
is brought out in the Green Bay data on fluctua
tions in the sex ratio according to' age, gear of
collection, and depth, season, and year of capt,ure.

In pound-net samples, which made up the bulk
of the Green Bay collections, the percentage of
females was consistently higher in February than
during other months of the year, and since no
trend was shown in sex c.omposition during the
other months, the data for all but the February
samples are c.ombined in table 34. This seasonal
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4.44 5.77

--- -_.:':. - ---- ----

3

4.18
3.68
3.01

4
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2.25
2.01
1.71

Weight (ounees) at age-

3
AGE

0.65
.61
.51

2

Age group
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IlL . . _
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V .. __ . . _
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--------------- ----------._-

FIGURE lO.-Calculat.ed growt.h in weight. of age group!l
III, IV, and V of Green Bay lake herring as determined
from calculat.ed lengths for all fish taken from pound
nets, 1948-52, and the length-weight relation for all fish
of these age groups.

TABLE 32.-Calculated growth ill weight for the Green Bay
lake herring of age groups I II, I V, and V

[Caleulared from the general length-weight relation, p. 114. and lengths of Ilsh
taken in pound nets In 1948-52. table 17, p. 1041
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REPRODUCTION AND EARLY GROWTH
SEX COMPOSITION

As is common among fish, data on sex composi
tion in lake herring populations are highly variable.
Some fs.ctors that may contribute to variability
of sex composition in samples from a population
are:

1. Segregation of the sexes through various
periods of t.he year including segregation resulting
from sex differences in age and size at maturity.

2. Differences in mortality (natural or fishing)
between the s~xes.

3. Gear selectivit.y in relat.ion t.o sex differ
e·nces in activity and morphology.

To ev~luate any of these fact.ors would be diffi
cult, particularly since they are interrelat.ed and
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TABLE 33.-Changes in se-x composition with age for different lake herring populations
[Numberolflsh In parentheses]

Stale and body of water ________!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~p-________1 All Gear used Investigator
I !' "I I ages

-----------_~_~__~~~_~_~_V~_I~~-~~~-I-~~-~~I----I----------------
lehigan: ' I

Blind Lake _____ ------.--- 100 67 35 29 24 30 20 0 --. --- ------ --- --- 29 gilL ______ Cooper (1937).
(I) (3) (231 (661 (38) (101 (101 0) (152)

Saginaw Bay. _____________ ------ -- --_. 55. M 50 50 45 42 20 ---- -- ------ 51 pound----- Van Oosten (1929).
(11) (818) (1,434) (539) (12-1) (191 (5) (2,950)Swains Lake _______________ ------ ----- ~ ---_ .. ----.- 20 64 71 68 100 100 100 67 gilL ______ Brown and Moffett (1942);

17\
(5) (22) (24) (28) (ll (3) (1) (84)

Innesota: 80 1______ 63 I___ do ______GUll Lake _______ - - -- ______ ,______ ------ 0 52 65 71 -- - --- ---- -- Eddy and Carlander (1942).
(21 (2-11 (112) (342) (1681 (10) (6581

Lake of the Woods ________ ------ 48 49 M 59 63 67 100 0 ------ 0 54 ___ do ______ CarJander (1945).
(SOl (101) (1201 (631 (38) (12) (4) (2) (ll (421)

ew York: Irondequoit Bay __ --- --- ------ 39 66 38 37 57 59 64 100 50 57 pound----- Stone (1938).
(64) (2161 (131 (431 (68) (761 (11) (1) (21 (494)

ntario: Lake Nipissing_______ --- --- --.--- 53 55 5(1 55 49 36 76 92 60 53 RIlL ______ Fry (1937).
(156) (334) (350') (293) (255) (971 (21) (13) (5) 0,524)

iViseonsin:
Clear Lake ______ -- -- -- ____ ------ 42 47 48 47 45 5(1 66 68 75. 100 51 ___ do ______ Bile (1936).

(69) (102) (95) (39) (20) (261 (50) (3ll (4) (4) (440)
Muskellunge Lake_______________ 50 57 60 0 ------ ----~- ------ ------ ---_ .. ------ 58 ___ do ______ Do.

(261 (4721 (361) (21 (861)
Silver Lake ____ -- --- -- -___ -I- ----- 52 62 56 53 56 67 100 ------ ------ ------ 55 ___ do ______ Do.

(66) (26) (86) (lfoO) (133) (241 (1) (400)Trout Lake ______________________ 50 62 67 78 93 92 100 SO 100 33 73 ___ do ______ _____ Do.

I
(2) (97) (5~)1 (368) 1801 (12) I (4) (5) (2)1 (3) (1,101)

M

N

o
,.

M

TABLE 34.-Sex composition of lake herring taken in pound ntis, 1948-.52
[Number of IIsh in pBl"t'ntheses; males at left, females at right]

Percentage females in age group-
Time of collection

I II III IV v VI VII
All fish I

------------------------1---·----------------------
60 55 71 ---------- ---- -- ---- 58

(57:84) (50:60) (2:51 CllO: 152)

74 67 68 ---------- ---------- 68
111 :31) (85:171) (15:32) - (1II :234)

61 57 60 33 ._-----.-. 59
(112:172) (157:206) Cl7:25) (2:0 (298:426)

64 61 M 50 ---------- 60
(20:36) (148:230) (31:37) (2:2) (201 :306)

46 47 45 0 ---------- 46
(153: 128) (114: 102) (11:91 (2:0) (294:252)

75
(1:3)

63
(7:12)

100
(0:2)

June, July, September, November, December _ 43 50
(4:3) (10:10)

100
(0: I)May, June, August .____________________________ 100 44 1

. (0:2) (15:12)1952: January • _

71 57 56 100 59
(9:22) (148:200) (24:31) CO:l) 1.182:257)

47 43 19 100 100 42
(31:27) (107:82) (21:5) CO:l) (0:0 (178:130)

71 48 73 0 51
12:5) (81:74) (4: III 0:0) (90:92)

----------------------------
1949-52: January-February______________________________________________ 100 69 59 00 50 60

(0: 1) (42:94) (462:6751 (74: Ill) (3:3) - (584:889)
1948--51: May-Decembf"_________________________________________________ 63 53 54 51' 46 33 100 52

14:7) (33:37) (352:411) (428:450) (51:44) (4:2) (0:1) (880:960)

1951:February _

May, Oetober • • __ • _

1950:February •__ • _

1948: May _

1949:February . • _

I Includes /ish of unknown age.

difference in the percentage of females appears in
the data for individual age groups as well as in the
data for all ages combined.

The percentage of females in samples of lake
herring taken from pound nets also' showed a

.clear tendency to decrease during the period 1949
to 1952 (table 34). This trend is present in the
best-presented age gl'OUpS (III and IV) as well as
in the data for all ages combined in both the
.January-February samples and the samples from
the remaining months.

The change in sex composition wi~h increase in

age of lake herring taken in pound nets was irreg
ular, but a downwal'd trend in the. percentage of
females is evident in most series (table 34) and is
conspicuous -where data of all years for eompara
able periods have been combined (bottom of
table). This trend would suggest that young
females might be taken in the pound-net fishery
at a higher rate than young males. A sex differ
ence in mortality- of this kind should result in a
progressive reduction in the proport,ion of females
within a year class. That this expectation is
fulfilled consistently in the January-February
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1945--____________________ 67 (IV) 64 (V) • .. __ • • _
1946______________________ 74 (III) 61 (IV) 56 (V) __ .• _
1947______________________ 64 (IIIl 57 (IV) .. _._
1946. • ._. . _ 71 (III) 48 (IV)

The corresponding tabulation for collections
made in months other than January and February
demonstrates a similar trend but does contain one
exception, the V-group of the 1944 year class.

collections is demonstrated' by the following
ta.bulation of percentages of females in samples
of four different year classes at various ages (where
represented by 25 fish or more).

Percentage females and lIIle group In-

TABLE 35.-Sex composition of lake herring taken in gill
nets, 194-8-52

[Number of fish In parentheses; males at lert, females at rightl

Percentage females in lIIle group-
Time of All ages

collection I
I II III IV V VI

---------------
1948: October______ -~ ---~ 33 73 74 63 --- --- 71

(4:2) (22:56) (15:43) (3:5) (44:108)
1950: November____ 100 40 43 62 0 ------ 47

(0:2) (3:2) (44:33) (8:13) (2:0) (57:50)
1951: 5

February_. ____ ------ ---- -- lOll 56 63 ------ 9
CO:5) (56:75) (10:17) (69:~)

November_____ ------ 33 30 50 ~ -_. --. -~. -_.
(2:1) (47:20) (4:4) (54:26)

1952:May___________ ------ ------ 20 44 53 100 45
(4:1) (74:57) (8:9) (0:1) (87:70)

July ___________ ------ ------ 53 68 ------- ------ 61
(8:9) (10:20 (19:30)

October______ .• -.---- 100 42 42 75
-----~

43
(0:1) (88:64) (64:39) (1:3) ll43:109)

-----------------
Ali dates_____ lOll 40 47 53 59 lOll 51

(0:2) (9:6) (213: 190) (223:252) (24:34) (0:1) (473:490

1952195119501949

Year class

Perrentlllle females and age group in-
I Collection from commercial gill nets-l948, 1950, 1951; collection from

experimental gill nets-1952.

1944 . ._________ . 56 (IV) 68 (V) . _
1945______________________ 60 (III) 57 (IV) _
1946 . •• 61 (III) 47 (IV) 19 (V)
1947 • .________ 46 (III) 43 (IV)

In gill-net collections the percentage of females
varied widely from sample to sample (table 35).
Although the available data are insufficient for a
study of annual and seasonal trends, they offer
no evidence of disagreement with the trends
established in pound-net data. The change in
sex composition with age of gill-net caught fish,
however, is the reverse of that of fish taken by
pound nets_. The gill-net samples show a clear
tendency toward a higher_ percentage of females
with increasing age. This progressive destruction
by gill nets of female.s in the older age groups
should tend to counteract the effect of pound nets
in cropping younger females at a faster rate than
males.

The combined effects of the selective destruction
of the two fishing gears in determining differences
in:. sex composition with season and age cannot be
evaluated with data at hand. It is clear, however,
that females are cropped more heavily than males
during· the winter (January-Februar-y) fishery by
both pound nets and gill nets. The effects of this
destruction of females are counteracted in part by
the greater destruction of males in the remaining
months of the year.

Records of the sex composition of samples of
lake herring taken at, various levels between the
surface and bottom (see description of oblique

70....---------------------,

907S

o
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Ul so...
oJ
-<
::l!......
... 40

" 0
~z...
U
II:
~ 30 ...

20

.10
0 30 45 60

DEPTH (FEET)·

FIGURE H.-Sex composition of lake herring taken at vari
ous depths in October 1952 in 2-inch-mesh experimental
gill nets set obliquely from surface to the bottom. Open
circles indicate the data for 50-foot stations and solid
circles the data for 90-foot stations; the regression lines
were fitted.by least squares.

gill-net. sets in Vertical Dist,ribution in Green Bay,
p. 128), yielded no evidence of segregation of the
sexes according to depth in June or July, but they
indicated a strong tendency in October toward a
higher percentage of females in the deeper strata
than in the shallower (table 36). This trend was
much stronger in samples from nets fished in 60
feet of water than in 90 feet (fig. 11).

1952195019491948

Year class
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TABLE 36.-Sex composition of lake· herring taken at various depths in experimental 2-inch-mesh giU nets in 1955

[Number of IIsh In parentheses]

Month, depth; and station I
Percentage females at-

Date taken __•__--,-. .,-- ._:- -,---. ---,._.__ All depths

6-15 feet 1l>-3O feet 30-45 feet 45-liO feet 60-75 feet 75-00 feet
--------.--------------------·-1----1---- ---------------

58
(19)
40

(10)
35

(51)
61

(85)

50
(6)
38

(24)
56

(78)

58
(19).
63

(46)
64

(81)

58
(146)

38 80 . _
(8) (10) __ •. ----.-------
50 33 • _
(4) (6) _
35 38 __ • _

(31) (16) --.-------.- -------.----73 63 .••• . _
(30) (30) . __ ._ ••••• __

100 0 50
(I) (0) (I) (4)
40 40 0 50
(5) (15) (2) (2)
44 56 43 67
(9) (18) (21) (27)

w 0 67 63 ------------ --~ -~ -. ---_.
(4) (I) (6) (8) -.-- .. ------ ----------_.

--··-----(0) 50 71 60 -----_ .. __ .. ------------
(4) (17) (25) ... -.-----_. ------------

·-·------(0) 100 50 63 48 47
(I) (10) (32) (23) (15)

50 50 64 62 48 47
(4) (6) (33) (65) (23) (15)

24 __ ._________ 0
(0) (I)

22 ---------(0) ------·--(0)
21 0 33

(I) (3)
21 .. 44

(0) (25)

27 -··------(0) ------··-(0)
22 .-- .--.-. (0) ---------(0)
21 100 100

(I) (2)

July:
60 feet:C •• • ._ ••• __ • •__

B . . . ..... __ ... __ . __ . __ ._._

K .. . ._. ....•.. _._. _

L __ . . __ _ _

90 feet:D ... ._. ._ .. ._. . _

I ._ .. ... ' .. _.. .. _.. __ . __ . __

1. .... .. ... ._. __ . _

All depths . _. • .•• __ .. __ •• _._ •• . __ •.•..• _..• _

lune:
60 feet:K . ._. .. .. 12

L _. _ .. ._________ 12

90 feet: 1. . ... ._. . ._. .. 11

All depths •. •• .. __ • ._. • . __ . .• _

October:
30 feet: A ._._ ..•• _. ._ .•• _. •• __ 22 47 . . .• • _

(15) (0) __ •. • --- __ • .' ------------
43 100 . .. _._. ..•• • . _

(44) (2) ••• • • _

50 ••.• . •. .• _

~ ~ ~ ~ ~
33 43 53 38 100

(40) (40) (57) (8) (2)
33 ~ 50 ~ ~

(30) (30) (28) (30) (31)

62 _.•• •. _
(29) •• __
64 •• ••• _

(25) ._._ •• __
59 •• •. __

(44) .••• _
60 • •.

(30) • _

52
(273)

47
(15)
46

(46)

45
(143)

40
(140)
~

(130)
43

(139)

47
(19)
42

(187)
40

(179)

64
, (33)

38
(24)

54
(95)

44
(41l
57

(35)
60

(30)
50

(30)

51
(88)

45
(31)

42
(36)
18

(40)
42

(26)
33

(30)

50
(2)

38
(37)
33

(40)
27

(30)
35

(49)

45
(11)
33

(40)
23

(30)

22

22

24

25

25

23

24

25

90 feet: l
~ ~ ~ ~: ~ ~: ~~:~: :::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::
J .. _. .. _._. . ..

40 feet: B' . .••• _._. ._. •••• •. _.

60 feet:C ••• _._. .•• _. • _

B_. ._ .. _ •. _. . __ . .....

. K . . __ .. ..•.

L_. .••• __ •.•••• • ••• •__ ••.•.

All depths . __ • . .. • __ •. _ 35
(296)

34
(212)

48
(206)

57
(213)

45
(38)

52
(33)

43
(998)

I See IIRure 1 for location.
• Depths Intervals 0-20 and 20-40.

Despite the clear-cut change in sex composition
with increase of depth, the validity of an assump
tion that sexes are segregated according to depth
in October is questionable. Since the gill nets
used to obtain these collections were stationary
the activity of the fish was a primary determinant
of the number of fish taken by them. Accordingly,
it is possible that changes in sex composition with
depth do not reflect a corresponding difference in
the actual relative abundance of males and females
but that they are merely "apparent changes"
trlweable to sex differences in a:ctivity. In other
words, the males may have been much more
active than the females near fhe surface, whereas
the activity of the sexes may have -been equal or

nearly equal at t,he greater· depths. No evidence
on the question of sex differences in activity is
available from the present study or from published
reports on the lake herring. Evidence has been
published, however, that the males of the related
kiyi of Lake Michigan become much more active
during the spawning period (Hile and Deason,
1947). If a similar behavior is assumed for the
lake herring, and if it is assumed further that the
heightened activity of males starts in advance of
the spawning period and that the fish near the
surface are the ones closest to the spawning state
(the lake herring is a pelagic spawner), t,hen sex
differences in activity rather than true segregation
can explain the relation of sex composition of lake
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-------1---------------

TABLE 37.-Age at which lake herring of different popula
tions reach sexual maturity

[Arranged according to age at maturity)

TABLE 38.-Relations among age, length, and sexual maturity
in the lake herring of Green Bay

[Total length in inches)

The three 2-year-old ciscoes taken in Lake Ontario
by Pritchard (1930) were all mature females.
The average lengths of mature and immature fish
indicate that the larger members of an age group
are more likely to be mature (table 38).

o
32
97

o
11
88

6.0
6.9
8.0

5.8
7.8
8.2

1
17
1

1
16
4

ImmatureMature .

Number Total Number Total
or flsh lenllth of flsh length

1 ,---------:__1 .--__1 Percent-
age

mature
Age group 1

Males:0 . .
L_________________ 8 8.2
II . .______ 33 9.9

Females:0 . .
L_________________ 2 8.6
IL .__ 30 9.3

I All flsh older than age group II were mature.

HATCHING AND EARLY GROWTH

Almost nothing is known about the incubat.ion,
hatching, and early development of lake herring
in nature. Calm (1927) collected unhat.ched eggs
in Lake Oconomowoc, Wisconsin, in March, but
had no positive evidence as to the time of hatching.
Pritchard (1930) observed that hatching t,akes
place during April and early May in the Bay of
Quinte, Lake Ontario, and he made daily collec
tions of the growing fry from May 9 t.o June 1.
These fry were found among reeds' in. shnllow
water areas of prot.ected bays, but apparently they
moved toward the open water as they grew. On
June 1 when the last individuals were collected,
t.hey were 20 millimet.ers long. After that date
t.hey could not be located aga.in. Greeley and
Greene (1931) collected young-of-the-year lake

Age group in which-

Body or water Few Some Most or Investigator
fish fish allllsh

mature mature mature
----

Clear Lake. Wis__ .. _.... __ ---- ---~ -------- I Hile (1936).
Green Bay, Lake Michigan ------ .. I II Present work.
Lake orthc Woods, Minn.. I II Carlander (1945).
Saginaw Bay, Lake Huron_ I II Van Oosten (1929).
Trout, Silver. and Muskel· I II Hile (1936).

lunge Lakes, Wis.
Lake Erie.. ______ ... ___ ... _ II Clemens (1922).
Irondequoit Bay, Lake . --_. --- II III Stone (1938).

Ontario.
Blind Lake, Mich ____ . ___ . ------ .. II III Clemens (1922).
Lake Oconomowoc, Wis __ . -------- --- ----- III Cahn (1927).
Lake Ontario _____ .. _____ ._ II III IV Pritchard (1931).
Hudson Bay_______ . ____ .. _ ---- ---- III IV Dymond (1933).
Manitoba Lakes __ ,._ ... _.. ---- ---- --- ----- IV Bajkov (1930).

herring to depth in October samples which were
taken about 3 weeks before spawning starts.

AGE AND SIZE AT MATURITY

A lake herring was considered immature if it was
not in spawning condition when captured during
the spawning season, or if the state of the gonads
indicated that it. would not spawn during the
next spawning period following its capture. As

. most small lake herring captured in Green Bay
were taken within a few months before the spawn
ing period, at a time when all mature fish had
well-developed gonads, little difficuIt.y was ex
perienced in distinguishing the immature
individuals.

Published statements as to the age at which
the lake herring matures frequently have been
indefinite because of considerable individual varia
tion among fish and because of questionable
dependability of samples as a result of gear
selection or segregation on the basis of maturity.
Hile (1936) suspected that his estimates of per
centage of m.aturity in the younger age groups
were too high if the faster-growing fish of each
age group matured first, since his gill nets did
not take the smaller members of those age groups.
Van Oosten (1929), who sampled only fish of t,he
spawning run, felt that since immature fish did
not participate in spawning activities they were
not properly represented in the samples.

A summary of published data on the maturity
of lake herring (table 37) shows that the age at
which most fish m.ature in different populations
varies from I to IV. Although lake herring
maturing in the first year of life (age group 0)
have never been l'eported, maturity in the second
year (age group I) is comm.oIl. The reason for
later maturity in some populations is not clearly
understood.

The Green Bay collections contained relatively
few immature lake herring, all of which were in
age groups 0, I, and II (table 38). The two
O-group fish taken (one male and one female) were
immature. In age group I, 32 percent of t.he
males and 11 percent of the females were mature.
By the next. year (age group II) most fish. of both
sexes had reached maturity (97 percent of the
males; 88 percent of the females). This tendency
for males to mature sooner than females was also
found in the lake herring of Saginaw Bay (Van
Oosten 1929) and Irondequoit Bay (Stone 1938).
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herring in the St. Lawrence River near Ogdensburg,
N. Y., on June 6, 17, and 18, and at Waddington,
N. Y., on June 28, in 1930.. Since adult lake
herring are unknown in the river, it is presumed
that these fish came 78 miles downstream from
Lake Ontario. The lengths of these young herring
on different dates of collection were as follows:

The mean length of 21 millimeters of the June 6
collection corresponds closely with the length of
20 mm. recorded by ;pritchard (1930) on June 1.
Cahn (1927) took three young of the year with an
average length of 62.5 mm. in a gill net fished on
the bottom at 52 feet in Lake Oconomowoc on
June 20, 1922. Fry (1937) caught O-group
ciscoes in .the region of the thermocline in
Lake Nipissing during late August 1933 to 1935.
Hile (1937) found 17 young lake herring (average
length, 65 mm.) washed upon the shore of Trout
Lake during late summer. Reighard (1915) re
ported similar recoveries of young in Douglas
Lake and Ward (1896) found small lake herring
washed up on the shore of Lake Michigan follow-'
ing storms. Records of a few r.ecoveries of small
lake herring from shallow-water areas of the Great
Lakes are on file in the Fish Division of the Mu
seum of Zoology, University of Michigan.

Knowledge of the distribution and habits of
young-of-the-year lake herring is scanty in Green
Bay also. In spite of a constant lookout for them
during all field work and attempts to locate them
with midwater and bottom trawls during the sum
mer of 1952 only two young-of-the-year lake her
ring have been taken from Green Bay. Both
were captured in a 1-inch-mesh gill net from 17
fathoms of water off Gills Rock on December 12,
1951. One was a male 6.0 inches long and the
other a female 5.8 inches long. Otter trawls of
the same construction as those used in a search
for small lake herring in Green Bay caught large
numbers of yearling lake herring in Lake Superior
in 1953 (often more than 1,000 in a 10-minute tow).
The best catches were made at 5 to 15 fathoms in
the Apostle Islands area near Bayfield, Wis.,. and
along the southeastern shore of the Keweenaw

Date

June 6 _
June 17.18. __ •.•• __ ..•• _._._ .••• .
June 28. . __ •.•. _•••••. __

Length
~~~~r 1 , _

Average RanKe

15 21mm_. __ 18 to 28mm.
142 28 mm_ ___ 24 to 32 mm.
76 36mm. 29 to 45nim.

Peninsula. These collections have not yet been
studied, but examination of a few specimens
showed that they were just starting their second
year of life. Young-of-the-year lake herring 10
to 12 mm. long were taken in surface plankton
tows on May 29 and 30 near Bayfield, Wis. These
fry match the descriptions by Prichard (1930) and
Fish (1932) of lake herring of the same length from
Lakes Erie and Ontario. Further evidence that
fry of the genus Leucichthys may be pelagic was
obtained when fry of either L. hoyi or L. reighardi
(my tentative identification) were collected by
the author witt). a dip net in open water on Lake
Michigan near North Manitou Island on July 30,
1952.

FECUNDITY

The number of eggs produced by female lake
herring varies widely both within and between
populations. Jordan and Evermann (1902) and
Bean (1902) carried similar accounts of what must
be the same fish-a 2X-pound female tullibee from
the "western territories of Canada"-that held
23,700 eggs. Cahn (1927), using the volumetric
method, estimated t.he number of eggs ,of a 465
gram (about 1 pound) female from Lake Ocono
mowoc at 15,238. Bajkov' (1930) stated that the
tullibee of tae Canadian prairie provinces carry
15,000 to 20,000 eggs. Brown and Moffett (1942),
using a partial-weight method, estimated the
number of eggs in ovaries of 9 ciscoes from Swains
Lake. The results of their study were as follows:

Average Range

Number or eggs ._ .___ 30,328__ .______ 23.272 to 37,272.
Total length or flsh •__ ._ __ 15.7111_._______ 15.2 to 16.2 In.
Weight or flsh . 1.72Ib 1.48 to 1.86 lb.

No correlation was found between number of
eggs and size or age of these fish. Scott (1951)
also used the partial-weight method to estimate
the egg count of 12 II-group and 6 III-group ciscoes
from Lake Erie. His findings are summarized as
follows: .

Average Rangll

Age group II: .
Number or eggs .____ 29.225. . 16,000 to 42.500.
Total length or fish ,_______________ 13.4In_________ 11.7 to 14.4 In.
Weight or fish. ._ .. __ .. 1.18Ib .. _ 0.65 to 1.50 lb.

Age group III: .
Number or eggs. .. _._____ 23.017... ... 14.200 to 38,600.
Total length or fish , ._____ 15.3 in . __ .. 13.8 to lIi.6In.
Weight or flsh ._ .. __ .... 1.65lb • 0.96 to 2.21 lb.

I This paper gave only standard lengths. Estimates of total length In this
stock have been based on the assumption that the ratio of total length to
standard length was 1.I~a value near the middle or the range or oonverslon
factors listed by Carlander (1950).
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FIGURE l2.-Relation between length of Green Bay lake
herring and number of eggs. The dots represent indi
vidual fish and circles are averages for 0.3-inch lengt,h
groups; the line was fitted by least squares to the means
of the 0.3-inch groups.

number (details of analysis are not presented here).
The relative number of eggs (expressed as number
of eggs per ounce of body weight), contrary to the
actual number, showed a downward trend with
increase in length (fig. 13). For the entire sample
(61 fish-ll fish not weighed) the average number
of eggs per ounce of fish was 1,012 (table 39).
This value is below those for the ciscoes of Swains

...
o

6

III 8

""... 7

Method
Percentage error

Investigator

Mean Range

DrywelghL _______ 0.3 0.1 to 2.2 Present work.
Wetwelght.______ .• 6.7 0.4 to 21.0 Brown and Moftett (1942).
Volumetrlc. ______ .• 5.1 3.0 to 14.0 Stone (1938).

Scott found that the number of eggs tended to
increase with length and weight of the female.
He pointed out, however, that the apparent
decrease in the number of eggs with increasing age
of the fish, as shown by his data, may be in error,
since all age group III fish were ripe when collected
and unknown numbers of eggs were lost in handling
them. Stone (1938) estimated (by the volumetric
method) the number of eggs of 104 Irondequoit
Bay lake herring to average 24,095; the mean
length of these fish was 13.4 inches. The average
number of eggs per fish in the different age groups
ranged from 13,723 in' the 2-year-'0Ids (average
length, 11.9 in.) to 48,999 in the 8-year-olds (aver
age length, 16.7 in.).

The number of eggs was estimated by the dry
weight. method for 72 Green Bay lake herring.
This method was developed by Paul H. Eschmeyer
and George F. Lunger, of the Service's Great
Lakes Fishery Investigations, in studies of the
fecundity of lake trout; they have not pub
lished an account of the procedure. The general
procedure with lake herring ovaries (which differs
somewhat from that followed by Eschmeyer and
Lunger for lake ·trout) is as follows:

The formalin-preserved ovaries are broken up thoroughly
and the larger pieces of connective tissue are removed; the
remaining materials are dried at 60° C. until there is no
further weight loss; a sample of 100 eggs is removed and
weighed (weighing is facilitated if the dried material is
allowed first to reach moisture equilibrium with the atmos
phere); the total number of eggs is computed from ovary
weight and sample weight.

The dependability of the method was tested by
making 38 estimates from 100-egg samples of 19
ovaries. for which actual counts were made. The
advantage of the dry-weight method in reducing
error is clearly shown in the following comparisons:

129 10 II
TOTAL' LE NGTH (, NCHES)

oL.... .L- .L- -'-- -I-----l

8

FIGURE l3.-Relation between length of Green Bay lake
herring and the number of eggs per ounce of body weight.
The dots represent individual fish and circles are aver
ages for 0.3-inch length groups; the line was fit.ted by
least .squares to the means of the 0.3-inch groups.

The number of eggs per fish in the Green Bay
lake herring (table 39; fig. 12) varied widely but
nevertheless exhibited a tendency to increase with
length of the fish. In the entire sample of 72 fish
with an average length of 11.2 inches, the average
number of eggs was 6,375. 'Fish of different age
but of the same length showed no difference in egg
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• Washburn, Oeorgp N. 1944. Experimental gill netting In Birch Lakt',
Cass County, Mlchigsn. Michigan Department of Conservation, Instltuto
for Fisheries Research, Rept. No. 948. 33 pp. [Typewrltten.l

Mont.i (1929) found that whitefish did not
spawn in Italian lakes where winter temperatures
remained above 7° or 8° C. Evidence supporting
t,he hypothesis of a critical breeding tempp.rature
was given by Pritchard (1930). During the spawn
ing period of t.he lake herring, which starts ,in mid
November, the temperatures at a hatchery intake
near Belleville in the Bay of Quinte, Lake Ontario,
were-

Stone (1938) recorded a temperature of 3.80 C.
shortly before ciseoes started to spawn in Ironde
quoit Bay, Lake Ontario. He observed also that
spawning started earlier in the southern end of
the bay where water temperatures dropped sooner
than in the northern end. yVashburn 9 reported
water temperatures near 3.3° C. during cisco
spawning in Birch Lake, Michigan. Brown and
Moffett (1942) found spawning at its peak in
Swains Lake, Mich., on December 14, 1937, when

spawning. Cahn (1927) stated that ciscoes did
not begin to spawn in Lakes Mendota and Oco
nomowoc, Wisconsin, until water temperature had
dropped below 4° C., and that the temperature
was either 3.1 0 or 3.0° G. at the time spawning
ended (5 years of observations). To verify this
apparent relation between temperature and spawn
ing, Cahn (p. 100) held 25 ciscoes in tanks with
the following results:

* * * The water was kept at a temperature of 4.50 C.
during a period of four months [weeks?], covering the
breeding season. In spite of the fact that fifteen of the
confined fish were females, all heavy with eggs, not a
single egg was laid during this time. In a second tank,
exactly similar 'to the first, and with the same water sup
ply, but cooled by means of ice to a temperature of 3.50 C.,
females from the first tank spawned within ten minutes
after transfer.

A second experiment consisted in transferring two
females into the second tank while the water was 4.50 C.
After two hours in this tank, a large piece of ice was
added and a careful record of the temperature kept. The
first fen~ale spawned with the temperature at 3.60 C., the
second at 3.4° C.

Temper-
Date ature

(0 C.)

Nov. 23 ••• • 4.4
24 __ •. 3.3
25________________ 3.3

6.1
7.8
6.1
4.4

Temper
ature
(0 C.)

Date

Nov. 15 .
16 _
17 __ • _
18. • _

I Records of weight were lacking for 11 fish.

Lake (1,103 eggs per ounce of fish), Lake Erie
(1,546 eggs per ounce of age group II fish), and
Irondequoit Bay (1,369 eggs per ounce of fish) as
computed from data given by Brown and Moffett
(1942), Scott (1951), and Stone (1938), respec
tively.

TABLE 39.-Relation between the length of the individual
lake herring and the number, weight, and size of the eggs
it produces

[Number of fish In parenthesesl

Time and factors of spawning

According to available records, lake herring in
the latitude of the Great Lakes spawn sometime
between mid-November and mid-December, and
spawning activity at one location usually covers
a period of 1 to 2 weeks. That the spawning date
may differ with latitude is indicated by Dymond
(1933), who found evidence th~t the lake herring
of Hudson and James Bays spawn as early as
September 10. Water temperature unquestion
ably is an important factor influencing the time of

3887480-57-6

Num- Average egg
Number of eggs per fish berof dlamcter

Totallen~th eggs (mWlmeters)
(Inches per

ounce
Aver- Range of Octo- Novem-
age fish I ber ber

------
8.5 to 8.7___________ •__ •• 3,748 -~ ...... -.-- -----_.. 1.102 1.61 ------.-

(I) (1) (1)
10.0 to 10.2__ • _. ____ •• ___ 5.985 4,419 to 7,641 1,202 1.55 1.86

(4) (4) (2) (2)
10.3 to 10.5__ • _____ ••• ___ 5,182 5,025 to 5,339 1,027 1.68 1.99

(2) (I) (I) (I)
10.6 to 10.8_. _________ • __ 6,662 3,968 to 11,212 1,156 1.59 1.75

(15) (16) (12) (3)
10.9 to 11.1. ••• ____ • __ . __ 6,079 3,471 to 9,102 976 1.63 1.95

(16) (15) (i2) (~)
11.2 to 11.4•• _____ •• _____ 5.790 3,763 to 9,924 918 1.65 1.91. (14) (11) (11) (3~
11.5 to 11.7_______ ••• __ ._ 6.140 4,602 to 8,120 851 1.65 1.94

(11) (9) (10) (1)
11.8 to 12.0________ ._ .• __ 7,663 5,085 to 10,250 986 1.64 1.75

(4) (3) (3) (I)
12.1 to 12.3______________ 8,109 _.... -.- ...---.- 977 .... -.--. 1.87

(1) (I) (1)
12.7 to 12.9___ .,_._._. ___ 8,368 6,294 to 10,442 _.......- .- .. -.--- 1.87

(2) (2)
13.0 to 13.2_. __ . ____ •__ •• 8,061 .....-.-.-.-.--- _._-.-.- .------- 1.98

(I) (I)
13.6 to 13.8__________ •___ 5.304 -- - - - -_ .. _ .. _ .... ~ _oo -------- .-.- .... - 1.98

(I) (I)

Alllengtlis________
---------L6216, 375 3,471 to 11,212 1,012 1.88

(72) (61) (52) (20)

The average egg diameters showed no tendency
. to change with increase of length but were larger
in fish of the spawning run in November (1.88
mm.) than in the prespawning October specimens
(1.62 mm.). Other analyses revealed no correla
tion between egg diameter and total number of
eggs in individual fish.

SPAWNING
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the surface-water temperature was "* * * prac
tically at the freezing point." They expressed
the belief that spawning may have continued for
several days after ice covered the lake.

Although the lake herring of Green Bay spawns
from mid-November to mid-December, considera
able variation in the progress of spawning activi
ties does take place.. It is believed, however, that
some spawning is going on every year some place
in the bay during this entire period.

An example of the dynamic situation during the
progress of spawning in Green Bay is offered by
records of catches of a single pound net at Sister
Bay in December 1950. On December 2 the catch
consisted mostly of ripe fish ready to spawn; on
December 3 about 50 percent of the fish were
spent; on December 4 all of the 112 lake herring
examined from the catch of this net were spent;
furthermore, their gonads were in an advanced
state of recovery--a condition typical of that
found in February. This observation suggests
that (1) Lake herring move in schools during the
spawning period in Green Bay; (2) fish of one
school do not necessarily complete spawning in
the place at which they have started; and (3)
schools in one area do not all spawn at the same
time.

Differences in progress of spawning between
various groups of fish most probably are the re
sult of differences in the temperature regime in
the several parts of this hydrographically complex
bay (see General Features of Green Bay, p. 88).
Available temperature records are inadequate for
study of local differences during the spawning
season. Records that have been made, however,
show that the temperature drops through the 40

to 30 C. range during the last half of November
and the first half of December when spawning
takes place.

Spawninl1l1rounds

Most reports, particularly those concerning in
land lakes, indicate that eggs of lake herring are
laid in shoal areas 3~ to 10 feet deep (Bean 1902;
Cahn 1927; Pritchard 1930; Stone 1938). Al
though no evidence was given that spawning did
not occur in deeper water, the regularly observed
movemel}t of fish into shoal areas and back to
deep water clearly indicates that the shallower
region must be the preferred spawning area.
Wagner (1911, p. 76) reported that in Green

Lake, Wisconsin, which is 237 feet deep, "Local
fishermen generally believe that spawning takes
place at a depth of about seventy feet, on marly
bottom, but this is somewhat doubtful." Koelz
(1929) related that lake herring spawn in water
60 feet deep at the western end of Lake Erie and
in water 30 to 150 feet deep at the eastern end.
In Lake Ontario, Koelz said a deep-water form
spawns in 90 to 180 feet whereas .shallow-water
lake herring spawn in 60 feet of water. In Green
Bay, spawning fish are most concentrated in water
10 to 60 feet deep but catches of both ripe and
spent fish are observed from nets fished at depths
down to at least 140 feet. Apparently, spawning
takes place over practically all depths and in all
sections of the bay. .

Spawning lake herring in general show no pref
erence for a particular bottom type. Spawning
has b~en reported over boulders, gravel, sand,
marl, clay, mud, and aquatic vegetation. In
Green Bay, spawning takes place over areas of
boulders, sand, and mud, with no clear indication
of preference. The failure to select particular
bottom types probably stems from the fact that
lake herring are pelagic spawners. Evidence that
eggs are extruded a considerable distance above
the bottom is given by Pritchard (1930), who
found eggs evenly scattered over the bottom with
no evidence of local concentrations that would be
expected if eggs were deposited near the bottom.

Spawninl1 behavior

Few observations have been made of the spawn- .
ing act of lake herring. Cahn (1927) described
spawning activity of ciscoes in Lake Oconomowoc
as -being slow and deliberate with no chasing or
darting about. In contrast with Cahn's observa
tion, Bean (1902) described the night-time spawn
ing activity of the tullibee in New York as being
accompanied by "* * * constant loud splashing
and fluttering." This type of activity has also
been reported by Washburn (see footnote 9, p.
125) in Birch Lake, Michigan, where liThe fish
were seen darting about singly and in pairs, oc
casionally coming to the surface and splashing
the water. The appearance of these fish on shoals
would take place just before dark at or about
sunset and continue until 10:00 p. m." Fishermen
of Green Bay tell of similar jumping and splashing
activity of lake herring during the spawning pe
riod. No observations have been reported on
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TABLE 40.-Comparison of ripe and spent lake herring in
spawning-run collect1'ons from Green Bay, by sex and age
group, November 29-30, 1950

[Length In Inches)

the part this activity plays in the spawning
process. Brown and Moffett (1942, p. 149) ob
served ciscoes breaking water in Swains Lake in
the early evening during the peak of the spawning
period and remarked, "There was no concentra
tion of these fish. Approximately as many were
seen over deep water as were observed over the
shallows." The greatest depth of Swains Lake
'is 64'feet.

DISTRIBUTION AND MOVEMENTS

The distribution of lake herring during the
summer months has been a subject of much com
ment in the literature (Cahn 1927; Fry 1937; Hile
1936; Hile and Juday, 1941; Koelz 1929; Nelson
and Hasler, 1942; Pearse 1921; Reighard 1915;
Scott 1931; Stone 1938; Van Oosten 1930; Wagner
1911). Although the observations of various
authors are not exactly comparable because char
acteristics of the bodies of water studied were
different, the distribution is similar in all lakes of
the same type. Upon the warming of surface
waters in the spring the lake herring, a steno
thermic, cold-water animal, avoids this change by
vacating shallow water. As warming continues
and a thermoeline develops, undesirable or intol
erable temperatures of the epilimnion may cause
the lake herring to be restricted to the thermoeline
and hypolimnion.

In the southern portion of their range lake her
ring are rarely found in lakes that do not develop
thermoclines or where the hypolimnion becomes
unusually warm. In Indian Village Lake, Indiana,
near the extreme sout:b,ern limit of the range, they
ha.ve adapted themselves to conditions that might
be considered intolerable elsewhere (Scott 1931).
In la.kes in which either the oxygen becomes
depleted or undesirable gases are formed in the

monly eats its own eggs, other species seem to
to make greater inroads. Stone found from a few
to 200 ciseo eggs in stomachs of 20 of 36 brown
bullhead (Ameiu.rus nebulosus) and believed this
fish to be an important predator in Irondequoit,
Bay. Pritchard noted cisco eggs in the brown
bullhead in Lake Ontario, but the yellow perch
was a heavier consumer of cisco eggs (average of
275 eggs per .stomach) during the peak of spawn
ing. He also found cisco eggs in whitefish stom
achs, but the numbers were small as whitefish
were not present during the main spawning period.
Rawson (1930) also reported that whitefish feed
on cisco eggs. Jordan and Evermann (1902) found
that the mud-puppy (Necturus maC'Ulosus) con
sumes cisco eggs in Lake Erie. These reports of
predation on cisco eggs have been mostly inci
dental and have not been based on a special study
of this problem. Since lake herring eggs, after
being laid, . lie unprotected on the bottom,' varia
tion in the amount of predation at this stage
may influence the relative strength of a year class.

o
50
61
60

100

o
50
56

II. I
11. I
11.2
11.8

Spent

2
45
12
2

Rlpa

2
38
14

Number Total
or fish length

(Inches)

------------- Percent·
Number Total age spent
,or fish length

(Inches)

Age group

Males:L ._________ I 9.7
IL . . 2 10.8
I1L ,_____ 29 10.8
IV .____ 8 II.I
V • ._. __

Females:Il .
IlL . .
IV __

Predation on eAAs

ProAress of spawninA by ate, sex, and size

Although the lake herring population of Green
Bay, taken as a whole, may show ix:regular prog
ress of spawning, there seems to be some pattern in
the progress of spawning of individual segments of
the population. The data of the only two sa!11ples
that contained a good representation of both ripe
and spent fish (table 40) show that, without excep
tion, the longer fish tended to spawn before the
shorter fish and that the percentage of spent males
was greater than that of females. In both sexes
the, upward trend in the percentage of spent fish
with increase of age suggests that older fish
spa~n earlier than do younger fish.

Possibly the greatest mortality in the life cycle
of lake herring takes place immediately after the
eggs are laid. A.common predator on these eggs
.is the lake herring itself. Stone (1938) found ciseo
eggs in 23 of 34 cisco stomachs collected during
the spawning season. Pritchard (1931) found
cisco eggs in 6 of 46 cisco stomachs. In Green
Bay, 16 stomaehs of 19 feeding lake herring taken
on November 28, 1950, contained from 1 to 33
herring eggs. Although the lake herring com-
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hypolimnion, lake herring are forced to inhabit
the area of the thermocline. In years of such
extreme stagnation lake herring must choose be
tween the epilimnion with adequate oxygen and
unsuitable temperatures, or the hypolimnion with
inadequate oxygen and suitable temperatures.
Cahn (1927) reported that in situations of this
type heavy mortalities occur in southern Wiscon
sin lakes. During a period ,of extreme stagnation
in Snow Lake, Indiana, Scott obs~rved ciscoes
coming to the surface, apparently in a state of
asphyxiation. These fish recovered quickly, how
ever, and returned to deeper water. According
to Koelz (1929) the lake herring of Lakes Erie
and Huron follow the normal pattern by descend
ing into deep water during the midsummer months.
Koelz reported that lake herring were taken in
Lake Superior 1 mile off Grand Marais, Minn.,
in floating gill nets all year except late July and
early August. Surface temperatures ,in this region
are always relatively low.

Among the authors who have reported on the
vertical distribution of the lake herring, only a
few have given limnological records or experi
mental dat~ from which judgment can be formed
as. to limiting values of the controlling factors.
Most detailed consideration of the problem was
given by Hile (1936) and Fry (1937). From Hile's
data on the vertical distribution of ciscoes and on
temperature and oxygen conditions during the
general period of his fishing operations (he bad no
limnological records on the actual dates of lifting
gill nets) in Muskellunge and Silver Lakes, it
may be seen that ciscoes were takE.'n only rarely
at temperatures above 17° to 18° C., which marked
the upper limit of their distribution, or at oxygen
concentrations below 3 or 4 parts per million at
the deeper limit of their distribution. Fry com
mented that he seldom took ciscoes in Lake
Nipissing in water 20° C. or warmer. He men
tioned oxygen depletion as a possible limiting
factor for the lower limit of distribution, but con
sidered carbon dioxide concentration to be of
greater importance in making the hypolimnion
uninhabitable. Hile did not mention carbon diox
ide as a factor in the distribution of the cisco, but
in a later publication on the bathymetric distribu
tion of fish in several lakes of ~ortheastern Wiscon
sin (Hile and Juday, 1941) skepticism was ex
pressed as to the influence of both carbon dioxide
and pH concentrations on ,the distribution of

various species in'\those waters. Cahn's (1927)
aquarium experiments indicated that ciscoes
avoided temperatures above 17° C.

Of the several possible limiting factors men
tioned by earlier investigators only temperature
can be held important in Green Bay. Oxygen
concentrations in the deeper waters of the bay
during the summer of 1952 'were always above
7 p. p. m. and the pH fell within the range 7.8 to
8.2. Although determinations were not made of
carbon dioxide concentrations in deep water
during the summer, the values for oxygeJ1. and pH
constitute prima-facie evidence that carbon di
oxide was not present in excessive amounts.

VERTICAL DISTRIBUTION IN GREEN BAY

The occurrence of lake herring in commercial
nets in Green Bay gives some information about
the vertical distribution of the herring. In months
of cool weather (September or October to May
or June) lake herring are commonly taken in
pound nets fished in shallow areas and in gill nets
fished at all depths. During other months, how
ever, nets set in shallow water make only oc
casional catches, usually. following a storm, and
gill nets fished on the bottom in deeper water take
few lake herring:

In 1952, a study was undertaken to determine
the distribution of the"lake herring before, during,
and after the summer period when, according to
the fishermen, the lake herring "disappear."
Oblique gill-net sets,10 similar to those used by
Fry (1937), were employed to determine the depth
at which lake herring were located. In these
sets 140 linear feet of gill netting were fished in
every 15-foot stratum. At station B, where the
water was 40 feet deep, 1:40 feet of gill netting
were fished in each 20-foot stratum. One end of
the gang of nets was tied 'to an anchor and the,
other end to a 15-gallon-drum float. The depths
at which segments of the nets fished were con
trolled by gallon-jug floats attached to the nets
with lines whose lengths were multiples of 15
feet. To hold the nets tight, an anchor rope
about equal in length to the gang was tied t.o the.
15-gallon drum, pulled against the first anchor,
and set with a long buoy line (see figure 14 for a
diagram of an oblique set in 60 feet of water).

"These experimental nylon gill-nets were 280 feet long and 6feet 'deep, and
bad mesb sizes of I, ~, and 2 Inches, extension measure. Tbe 2·incb·mesh
nets were used moSt extensively..
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TABLE 41.-Vertical distribution of lake herring taken in obliqtte sets of giU nets in different periods

[Mesh sizes, e:Etenslon mllB8llre. In Inch~l

Month, stlltlon. and depth Dllte set
lind lifted

Percentage of CIItch IIt-
Mesh size N~~r ofI---;----;----;-----.,.----~---

0-15 feet IIH10 feet 30-45 feet 46-60 feet 60-75 feet 76-90 feet
----------------1----1----1-----------------------

---····42- -"--"63- :::=====:= ::========
17 0 17 66:l ~ ..----.-8" ---------8
7 12 14 65

78 18 • ._. _
63 34 •• _

-""---0- --------0- ::=======: ==========
~ ~ --····-.-0- --·----·-3
o 0 ••• • _

14 39 28 1833 44 •• ._
37 54 •• __ •• __ •• __ ••••

--····--0- -"--'--0- ..-------- .. ------.-
11 29 ··-----39- ···-----ii
20 20 40 20
o 29 29 0

45 33 7 2
~~ :all ··-----i9- ---------ji
10 8 •• • • _
o 0 __ •••• , __ •••••••••••

14 11 21 40
o 0 0 0o 0 • ._ ••• •
o 0 • ._•• _

1
2

2
9

~ ----··-·0- ---------0
6

13
26
7

16

11
o
9

19
28
23
21

EARLY KAY:
A

~iW~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~ ~~~ ~ ~~~~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~
3- 4 1~ 0 0 0

B 3- 4 1~ 1 100 0
C 3- 4 1~ Ii 0 0
D 1- 2 1~ 80 1 2

Do_______ .• __ ..••• _. ___ • __ • _•••• _. ___ •••• __ •• ___ S- 9 1 5 0 0
Do.______ •__ •••••• ___ •___ •__ ._ •• _._._ •••• __ ._ ••• S- 9 1~ 7 42 0
Do. ___ •__ •__ •..••• _••• ___ • ____ •__ •___ •••• __ ••. _. S- 9 2 45 9 4

E (80 ft.)_ ••________ ••• _._. ________ •__ ._ •.•••• __ ._._. 10-11 2 26 65 23

~ ~~~tL~~~~==:~==~=:===:==:=:=::=:=:::::::::::=:
10-11 2 115 30 7
10-11 2 118 70 12H (80 ft.)_ •• ___ • ____ •___ •__ ••• ___ •_________ • __ •_____ 6- 6 1~ 0 0 0I (90 ft.)_. ______ • ________ ._ •••• ___ • _________ ._. ______ 6- 6

~a
28 7 7J (90 ft.)_ •• ____ • ___ • ______ •____ ._. ________ ••• -______ 6- 7 0 0 0

~ (<:1fN___~:~:: ===========:====:: :=:=:==: :::::====== 7- 8 0 0 0
7- 8 1~ 0 0 0

LATE KAY:
A (30 ft.)_ •• _. ____ . _._. _. ___ •__ •_______ •____ •____ ._ .• 24-25 2 13 65 15
B (40 ft.)I ____ .• __ ._._._._. __________ ._. ____ •______ •• 24-25 2 32 94 6
C (80 ft.)_ •• _. ___ ._ ••••••••_•.• ___ •• ________ ._. ______ 24-25 2 5 80 40
E
~ :tL:=::==:=::=::::=:=::===:=:::::::::=:::::: 21-22 2 65 60 34

F 21-22 2 31 87 10
G (80 ft.) __ •• __ • ___________________ ._ ••• ____ • __ ._._ •• 21-22 2 31 87 13

IUNE:J (90 ft.) __ •_______ ••• ___ •• _._. ________ •____ •______ •. 10-11 2 82 0 1
K (60 ft.) ••• _••• ________ ._ ._•• _••••• _. ______________ 11-12 2 18 17 6L (60 ft.> _____ .• ____ •________ ._._ •• ___ •_____ •________ 11-12 2 46 0 9

IULY:

~ ~:l :U=:::===:=::::=::::::=~=:==:=:::::::~==::::=:
23-24 2 0 0 0
23-24 2 19 0 5

f~IDi})~f~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
27-27 2 6 0 0
21-22 2 10 0 0
21-22 2 24 0 0
19-21 2 152 1 1
19-21 2 90 1 3

L (60 ft.) •• _._ ••• ________ ._ •••• _. _. ____ ._._. _.••• ____ 19-21 2 197 0 13
OCTOBER:

~ ~ n:k=:====:=:=::::====:=:=::::::==:==:====:=:: 21-22 2 15 100 0
21-22 2 46 96 4

C (60 ft.)_. ______ •••••• _. ____ ._ •• _. ______ •_____ •••••• 21-22 2 379 45 37

~~)!.:m~~m~-~~_:~-~~~-~~_~-m~:~-~::m~~~
22-23 2 19 58 42
23-24 2 189 52 33
23-24 2 439 29 36
24-20 2 1.D! 14 21
24-25 2 645 34 36
24-25 2 446 11 52

I Depth Intervllis 0-20 lind 20-40, one 280·foot nct used from surfllce to bottom.

FIGURE 14.-Method of setting a gill net in an oblique
position. Horizoqtal scale much reduced.

It was obviously impossible to avoid some sagging
in the gang. The amount of sag was lessened by
the aetion of currents which are almost always
fairly strong in Green Bay.

Oblique sets of gill nets were fished at 12 stations
in representativ~ areas throughout Green Bay
(fig. 1) from early .May to late Oc.tober 1952.
One stat,ion (A) was established in 30 feet of water
and another (B) in 40 feet in the shallow southern
portion of the bay. Six stations (C, E, G, H, K,

L) were located in 60 feet of water, and 4 stations
(D, F, I, J) in 90 feet".

No lake herring were taken at the shallow
water station A (30 feet) in southern Green Bay
and only one was caught at station B (40 feet)
in early May (table 41); only a few were taken in
late May (A, 13 fish; B, 32 fish) at which time
they were found mostly in the upper 1.5 to 20
feet of water. No lake herring were obtained at
the 30-foot station in July. A few were again
taken at both stations in October (A, 15 fish; B,
46 fish) when lake herring were concentrated near
the surface.

Since the distribution of fish varied randomly
among individual 60- and 90-foot stations in
southern, central, and northern Green Bay during
anyone season, data for stations of equal depth
have been combined to show seasonal differences
in distribution. The graphical representations of
distribution of lake herring at 60-foot stations
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FIGURE 16.-Vertical distribution of lake herring taken in
oblique sets of gill nets in 90 feet of water. The full
width of the panel for each time period is 100 percent.

FIGURE IS.-Vertical distribution of lake herring taken in
oblique sets of gill nets in 60 feet of water. The full width
of the panel for each time period is 100 percent.

to be concentrated in the upper 30 feet (74.6 and
66.8 percent at 60- and 90-foot stations) .

.The general seasonal trend in vertical distribu
tions from May to October may be summarized
as follows. The first change was from a variable
pattern in early May to a pelagic distribution in
late May. In June and .July the" lake herring
had descended to depths greater than 30 feet and
by October they had resumed the pelagic habitat
with the greatest concentration between the
surfac.e and 30 feet.

The distribution of lake herring during the
spawning period in November and December has
been brought out in the discussion of spawning
activity. Distribution during winter and early
spring is subject of much speculation. The few
observations that have been made lead to the
conclusion that schools of lake herring may be
found at any depth.

The vertical distribution of lake herring showed
no relation to temperature, except in the avoid
ance of water with temperature near or above
20 0 C. In early May when the water was rela
tively cool (3.2 0 to 7.6 0 C. at stations. where lake
herring were caught) and varied little with depth
(table 42), the distribution of herrjng was largely
random (table 41). Late May temperatures are
available for ·only the shallow-water stations (A
and B) j the surface temperatures at these loca
tions were 14.1 0 and 14.5 0 C. and bottom tem
peratures were 13.00 and 11.60 C.

Although the lake herring had moved toward
. greater depths in June, it cannot be assumed that
increasing water temperature near the surface was
the cause. The temperatures from the surface to
30 feet were between 12.3° and 15.1° C. (total
range at all stations)-not greatly different from
those at stations A and B in late May. The lake
herring continued to be concentrated below 30
feet in July. During this month water tempera
tures at less than 30 feet (fig. 17 and table 42)
usually were within the range of 18.3° to 21.5° C.
(the range from 15.6° at 20 feet to 18.6° at the
surface on July 24 represents a transitory situation
following a severe storm). Since these July tem
peratures from the surface to 30 feet were mostly
near or above the values considered critical for the
lake· herring (see p. 128), it is probable that tem
perature conditions held the lake herring in greater
depths in July. This view is supported by the
absence of lake herring at shallow-water station A

JULy 1'·27 OCTOBER II-iS

JULY '1 ~ 24 OCTOSER 21-25

.JUNE 10-11....y 21 -22

MAY 21-25 .JUNE 10-12

•
II.· ·1

~
Jl

;. .-

-

r~. I ..

3.

(fig. 15) and at 90-foot stations (fig. 16) are given
as unweighted mean percentages for all stations
where lake herring were caught.

Despite the concentration of lake herring in the
upper 15-foot stratum at 60-foot stations (E and.
G) in early May (67.9 percent, fig. 15), evidence
at 90-foot stations where nets were fished on the
same and other dates in early May (table 41, fig.
16) suggests a -possibly random distribution. In
late May the lake herring were concentrated in
the top 15-foot stratum at both 60- and 90-foot
stations (69.0 and 87.1 percent) j most of the
remaining fish were at the 15- to 30-foot level
(29.0 percent at 60-foot stations and 9.7 percent
at 90-foot stations). Lake herring exhibited a
strong tendency to move into water deeper than
30 feet in June (84.5 percent at 60-foot stations
and 98.7 percent at the 90-foot station) j the
tendency toward concentration below 30 feet was
still greater in July (94.4 and 99.3 percent at 60
and 90-foot stations). Lake herring were present
in fair numbers except in deepest water (75 to 90
feet) in October but showed a decided tendency

..
~ 45
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TABLE 42.-Water temperature at or near experimental giU-net stations

[Temperature records made with a bathythermograph. Depth 01 cast (leet) Is Indicated by deepest temperature recorded)

Period and station I
Temperature (0 C.) at depth 01-

~~~tcg 1----------..,.----,---=------,....-----.,.-----..,.--
O'leet 101eet 20 leet 30 leet 40 leet IiO feet 60 leet 70 leet 80 leet 90 leet 100 leet

--------------1-------------------------

---If ::::i~~: ::::i~~: ::::i~i: ::::i~i: ::::i~~: ::::i~i: ========
6.6 6.2 5.8 5.4 5.3 5.2 5.1 5.0
6.5 6.5 6.5 6.3 5.9 _•• _. __ • • _
6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 •• _. •• , _
5.5 5.2 4.8 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 _
5.9 4.9 4.8 4.7 _•••••• ._. _

::~ t.: ::~ ~:~ ---'4~2- ----4:2- ···-4:2- -----4:2
7.3 7.2 7. I 7.0 6.9 5. I 5.0 5.0
7.6 6. 6 6.1 5.3 • • ••••• _•• •• •
5.2 5.2 5. 2 5.2 __ ._ •• •• __ ._. • • ._.

:g:~ ----ii:6- ----ii~o· ----ii:o- "'-ii:o- :::::::: ::::::::
14.2 13.0 9.6 '9.1 8.7 •.•• _
9.8 8.8 7.9 7.8 7.6 7.5 ._ .• _

17.7 10.0 8.1 7.5 7.4 7.3 7.2
9.2 8.9 8.4 8.4 __ • • ._. __ .• •

18.0 12. 6 8. 5 7. 9 7. 2 6.9 6.8
14. 6 10. I 8.4 7. 2 6.8 6.8 6. 7
13.9 10.6 9.9 8.9 8.3 8.0 8.0
14. 5 12. 9 11.5 10. I 10.0 9.0, 8. 7
17.0 11.0 10.2 10.1 •• •• •. __
14.5 10.4 9.6 9.4 _._. • •.•
14.0 11.5 .. , _. • •• _. •••
12.1 10.0 9.1 _. ._ •• • ._

8.4 7.5' 7.3 __ ._ •• __
7.5 6.0 ._. •
6.0 • ._ •• •

---'ii:6- -'-'iiT ----iiT ---'-ii:5
9.5 9.3 _

:g:g "'-io~o- ---io:o- ----io:o
9.9 9.8 9.8 __ • ._
9.3 9.3 9.3 9.3
9.4 •__ ••••••• _._._ ...

11.1
9.1
7.7
6.2

12.2
10.8
9.3
7.3

----ii:2- -"'ii:2- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
9.4 9.4
9.7 9.7
9.7 9.6

10. I 10.0
10.0 10.0
10.0 10.0
9.3 9.3
9.4 9.4
8.1 8.1 _._. • _._. -------.

8.9
9.2
9.4
9.8
9.7

10. I
10.0
10.0
9.3
9.4
8.1

11.6

12.6
11.6
11.5
11.2

13.0
13.3

12.8
12.3
12.6
13.7

20.3
19.7
11.4
18.5
14.7
11.5
20.0
11.7
20.4
19.5
18.5
18.5
19.0
18.6
15.6
14.5

8.4
8.9
9.2
9.4
9.9
9.7

10.2
10.0
10.0
9.3
9.4
8.2

3 12.1 9.1 8.6
3 13.1 8.4 7.4
I 3.2 3.2 3.2
8 9.2 8.0 6.9

10 6.6 6.6 6.5
II 6.0 6.0 6.0
II 6.9 5.9 5.6
10 7.6 7.0 6.6
II 7.5 7.1 6.9
5 5.5 5.4 5.1
6 7.5 7.5 7.4
7 8.6 8.2 8.0
7 6.0 6.0 5.3

24 14. I 13.8 13. I
24 14.5 13.6 13.5

10 12.9 12.9 12.8
II 13.1 13.1 12.5
II 13.6 13.5 13.0
II 15. I 15.0 14.4

23 20.5 20.5 20.5
24 19.8 19.8 19.7
24 19.6 19.3 18.3
23 19.9 19.9 19.6
24 18.6 16.9 15.6
22 20.2 20.1 19.9
27 20.6 20.5 20.2
21 20.3 20.2 19.9
21 21.3 21.1 21.0
22 21.5 21.5 21.2
19 20.5 19.9 19.2
21 21. 4 21.2 19.7
19 20.3 19.7 19. I
21 20.2 19.9 19.5
19 20.7 19.4 18.7
21 20.5 20.4 19.9

21 8.4 8.4 8.4
21 8.9 8.9 8.9
21 9.2 9.2 9.2
22 9.4 9.4 9.4
22 9.9 9.9 9.9
23 9.8 9.8 9.8
23 10.2 10.2 10.2
23 10. I 10.1 10.1
24 10.0 10.0 10.0
24 9.5 9.5 9.4
24 9.7 9.6 9.4
24 8.5 8.3 8.3

EARLY MAY:• A •• •• •• • • _. _. •_.• _
B. . _. . _. ... ••.•
D. .• . . __ . ., _.
D • .. __ .•. _. __ • . • __ ., __
E. __ . . _.. . . __ .... _._. __ . . __ . __
E. _ _. . __ .. . . _
F _. . __ • . _. _.. _. __ • _. _. . _
0 . . .. •. _
0 • ..... .. __ .. _
L .. ._. _.. .
J. ... _.. , ._ .. . _... _. _
K .. _. . .,. _
L. _... __ . . _

LATE MAY:A •_. •• _
B. . ... ., .• __ ..

IUNE:J _. . ..• . . . _
K .• . _., .. _.
K • •.. _. .. _ .
L .. __ ... . _.. ... _

WLY:A •• __ • •_. _
A ••••• _•• • ••• _
B. . ..• ., ..
C •__ •• __ • •_•••• • •• _••
C. __ . _. _.
D . .•.. .. ._ _. __ .
D . . .... .• ... .. _.. _
B_•• __ •_•••• •__ •• •_. _. •_••
L .. . _ . _. .. .
L . .... ... __ .
J_•• • •_. •• ••• _
J _. . ... . .. .. ..
K ..•.. • _. _. . _.. ._. _. __ . __
K . . __ . _. •..... .•.. _
L. _. . _. __ . _. . _.... _. _
L __ . . . __ ~ .,.__ . _

OCTOBER:
A •••• _• •_•• •••• _. ••••••• __ •
B. . _• . • .... . ..... _
C • ••. _. •_._•• •••• _. . __
'C. .. ... . .. _
D_. •_.•• •. . •. _
D .. .•.. . _. ..
B. . .... ..... _. .. _.. __
L_. •• , •_. ••• __ • •••• •__
L . .... ... . _. .
J _.. .,. •_... . __ . _. . _.. .
K . .. • •... _. _
L _._ ... . _... . _.. _. ._

I See figure I for location.

where the temperatures on July 2:3 and 24 were
19.7° to 20.5° C. In October when the lake
herring were again most plentiful'from the. surfb.ce
to 30 feet, the water temperature was generally
cool (8.1 ° to 10.2° C.) and the temperature gradi
ents from top to bottom were insigriificant (great
est difference 0.4°):

The one previous study of the vertical distribu
tion of the lake herring in relation to size of fish
was made by Fry (1937) in Lake Nipissing. Fry
found, that the movement from shallow water to
the hypolimnion was not a mass descent but was
"* * * an orderly succession of certain groups
of individuals which migrate in order of size and
sex." Consideration of the distribution in rela
tion to sex was made earlier (p. 120) in the dis-

cussion of sex composition. In the summary 0

the length of lake herring taken at various depths
(table. 43) the sexes are combined, as no sex diffe,r
ences in length were found for fish taken in the
same depth of wat.er. Despite certain exceptions
(usuan~ at depths in which the catches we·re small)
the average size of lake herring tended to decrease
with increase in depth of water in all collecting
periods. Davidoff II found a similar tendency for
the larger ciscoes of Myers Lake, Indiana, to be
near the surface.

The seasonal changes in the distribution of the
Jake herring, must be a major cause of the hi~hly

II Davidoff, Edwin B. 1953. Orowth, response to netting, and bathy
metric distribution of the cisco. l.eueiclllAVllIrlsdii (Le Sueur) In Myers Lake,
Indlai1a. M. S. thesis. Department 01 Fisheries. lJnlverslty 01 Michigan.
[Typewritten.)
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FIGURE 17.-Relation between temperature and vertical distribution of lake herring July 19-27, 1952. See figure 1 for
locations of stations. The full width of the panel for each station represents 100 percent.

TABLE 43.-Length of lake herring taken in oblique sets of gill nets, by depth and season, 195e

[2-lnch·mesh gll\ nets, all stations combined. Length In Inches]

May 1-11 May 21-25 June 16-12 July 19-27 October 21-25

Depth (feetl
Number Total Number Total Number Total Number Total Number Total

of fish length of fish length of fish length of fish length of fish length
-----------'-------------------------,----------------
o to 15_______________ •____ •__________ . _. ____________ 137 11.0 119 11.1 4 11.1 2 11.1 279 11.315 to 30____________________ •• _______________ •_____ ._ 30 11.0 40 10.9 6' 10.5 31 '11.0 210 11.230 to 45___ ... ______________________________ • __ •_____ 48 10.9 3 10.9 34 10.8 87 10.7 206 11.046 to 60____ •_______________ •_____ •__________________ 56 10.9 2 10.5 65 10.9 95 10.6 212 10.860 to 75..______________ • __________________ •_______ .. 25 10,8 "-"---j- -----jiiT 23 10.8 24 10.7 38 II. I75 to 90______________________ • ___________ •__ •_______ 7 10.7 15 10.7 33 10.7 33 10.7

seasonal character or the fishery. Nearly half
(47.2 percent) of t.he commercial catch is made
during the fourth quarter of the year (fall) and
a fourth (24.4 percent) during the first quarter
(winter). (See table 2.) Production is much
lower in the spring (19.5 percent) and summer
quarters (8.9 percent).

Principal gear for taking lake herring are
pound nets which fish from the surface to the
bottom and are seldom set at depths greater than
35 to 40 feet, and gill nets which are set on the
bottom at all depths but are effective only 6 to 11
feet above the bottom.II Thus, pound nets can
take herring only when the fish are in the shallower
inshore waters and gill nets can capture them only
when the fish are near the bottom. From figures
15 and 16 it may be seen that in June and July'

II In State of Michigan waters gin nets may not be more than 11 feet deep
(distance from float line to lead line); In WlscoDsln the greatest depth allowed
(stated In numbers of meshes) Is about 6 feet.

most herring were in water too deep to be taken by
pound nets. The same condition most probably
held in August, S",ptember, and even early
October. During the same period the lake
herring should have been available to gill nets set
in deeper water. Examination of the nets as they'
were lifted from oblique sets revealed, however,
that most of the herring taken in the bottom 15
foot stratum were caught in the upper half of the
net section. Because the fish are some 6 to 13 feet
above the bottom, commercial fishing with gill nets
during the summer period is not productive. The
distribution pattern in which some, and at times
most, lake herring are above the bottom and out
side the 30- to 40-foot contour provides them a
considerable degree of protection from commercial
exploitation. In view of the relative inefficiency
of present fishing gear, the probability of depletion
by the present fishery is small.
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II The greatest length of KeiteJesee Is 72 kilometers, or about 45 miles.

Miles traveled from point of Lake Whitefish Chubs Pilots
relpase herring

MOVEMENTS AND AGrIVITY

Available evidence shows that the lake herring,
as well as other coregonids in the Great Lakes,
does not undergo extensive migrati~ns. Principal
source of information is the study of Smith and
Van Oosten .(1940), who reported the following
percentage recaptures from Lake Michigan fish
ta~ged from 1929 to 1931 near Port Washington,
WIS.: 5.4 percent from 593 lake herring; 22.1
percent from 457 whitefish; 5.7 percent from 106
cbubs (Leucichthys spp., other than lake herring);
and 20.0 percent from 35 pilots, or round white
fish (Pro8opium cy~indraceum quadrillaterale).
Lake herring were not recovered at distances
greater than 50 miles from point of tagging, while
lake trout a,nd rainbow trout tagged in the same
study were recaptured at distances as great as 125
to 225 miles away. The percentage distribution
of recoveries was as follows: .

SUMMARY

1. The lake herring occurs in many of the deeper,
colder lakes of the northeastern section of the
United States, over most of Canada and 'Alaska,
and also in Hudson and James Bays. It is rarely
found 'in rivers.

2.. Green Bay is one of the most productive com
mercial fishing areas in the Great Lakes and the
lake herring is a major contributor to the total
catch in the bay. In 1952 Green Bay produced
38.7 percent of the total take of lake herring from
all United States waters of the Great Lakes.
The commercial catch fluctuates widely, but this
study was conducted during years (1948-52) when
production was high and relatively stable.

3. Green Bay is 118 miles long and 23 miles
wide. Water exchange with Lake Michigan is rela
tively free in the northern end of the bay, but prac
tically nil in the southern section. Water move-,
ments in the bay are complex and often are of
considerable magnitude. They result in an un
stable, almost continually changing environment
within the bay.

Oosten (1930) must involve distances of 100 miles
or more. -

Cahn (1927) found that the ciscoes of Oconomo
woc Lake were closer to the surface at night than
during the day, and he interpreted this diurnal mi
gration as a feeding movement. Jarvi (1920) ob
served the same diurnal movement in the "kleine
Marane" of Keitelesee. He believed that the local
horizontal movements of schools of "kleine Ma
rane," as well as the diurnal movements, were asso
ciated with feeding. Similar movements of lake
herring schools in Green Bay are shown by the
highly ·erratic catches of nets fished in the same
locality day after day. A good example is found
in the catches at Sister Bay, on December 2, 3,
and 4, 1950, where a pound net apparently took
members of three different schools on three suc-
cessive days (see p. 126). '

There is some evidence that the strong currents,
which are common in Green Bay, are responsible
for movement of lake herring. These movements
are reported by commercial fishermen who occa
sionally, following summer storms, take lake her
ring in shallow-water areas where they are not
normally found during the summer period. These
occurrences indicate that lake herring can be t.rans
ported by current,s.

67 100 100
29 __ •• _.•• •• __

I __ ._._ .. ._.'
3 __ . .. . _

Jarvi's (1920) study of the"kleine Marane " a
species similar to the lake herring, in Keitel:see,
Finland,13 disclosed the presence of distinct stocks
with respect to growth and age composition. il~
different basins. In view of these difference~ he
concluded that the movements of the "kleine
Marane" must be limited and that the few ob
served migrations probably resulted from unusual
temporary conditions.

Local movements of the lake herring that have
been observed probably are the result of thermal
c?~d.itions or represent spawning and feeding ac
tIvItIes. The vertical movement accompanying
thermal stratification is not as great as the hori
zontal distances that must be traveled in Green
Bay when the fish abandon the warming shallow
water areas to seek colder water. This distance
amounts to about 10 miles in northern Green Bay
and 25 miles in southern Green Bay. Similar dis
tances are covered in the return to shallow-water
areas prior to and acco.mpanying spawning. In
Lake ~rie the summer and spawning movements,
accordmg to the distribution described by Van

I to 10._. . __ ._._._. ._ 69

*~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::·_-----~-I
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4. Scales fqr studies of age, growth, and year
class strength were collected from 4,390 lake
herring taken from pound and gill nets. Investi
gation of most phases of the life history was based
on catches of .pound nets, which- are less selective
with respect to size of fish than are gill nets.
J.Jength records were obtained for all and weight
and sex data for most of the 2,039 lake herring
taken from experimental gill nets.

5. Age determinations were made by examining
the magnified· image of scales projected on a
screen. Fish with no annulus (year-mark) were
assigned to age group 0, those with 1 annulus to
age group I * * *. All fish were considered to
pass into the next higher age group on January 1.

6. The maximum age of lake herring reported in
any population is XII; the oldest fish from Green
Bay belonged to age group VII. The best-repre
sented age groups in the various populations for
which there are published records are age groups
II to V; age groups III and IV were the most plen
tiful in Green Bay. The commercial catch in Green
Bay was dominated by age group IV in the period
January to June and by age group III in July to
December.

7. The age composition of lake herring from
pound nets was not representative of the popula
tion, as young fish were seldom taken even though
the mesh sizes (l~ to 2 inches, extension measure)
were !lmall enough to hold them. Yearling lake
herring, as a rule, do not inhabit the relatively
shallow, inshore areas where pound nets are fished.

8. The length of lake herring from the commer
eial pound nets and gill nets varied little from
season to season. Even during the summer period
of rapid growth the effects of individual increases
in length were largely compensated by the selec
tive destruction of the larger lake herring in the
fishery and by the shift to a lower average age.

9. The relation between the total body length
in inches (L) and the magnified (X41) scale
diameter in millimeters (8) of Green Bay lake
herring is described by the formula

L=0.01615+0.05486 8
Since the intercept is so small, its value was
assumed to be 0, and lengths at the end of various
years of life were calculated from scale measure
ments by direct proportion.

10. Annuli are formed on scales of the Green
Bay lake herring in May and June. The progress
of annulus formation is irregular, possibly because

of different local environmental influences. The
younger age groups and the smaller fish within an
age group tend to form annuli' earliest.

i 1. Growth within the season was described by
a sigmoid curve. Growth started about the first of
May and terminated near the end of October,
with the fastest growth in July.

12.· Males and females grew at the same rate.
13. Selective destruction of fast-growing in

dividuals was so gre.at that season.al differences in
style of growth were detectable, that is, lake
herring taken early in the year had grown faster
in earlier years than had fish of the same age
group· captured later in the same year.

14. Calculated length at the end of the first
year of life increased from north to south. These
first-year differences, almost surely of environ
mental origin, were rapidly reduced by com
pensatory growth in later years of life.

15. Annual fluctuations in growth in length
indicated that conditions affecting growth of lake
herring in Green Bay changed little from year to
year. The growth rate was below average and
decreasing from 1944 to 1946, improved from
1946 through 1950, and then declined somewhat
in 1951. Growth was well above average during
the period 1949-51.

16. The different age groups exhibited sys
tematic discrepancies in calculated growth re
sembling those commonly termed Lee's phenom
enon of "apparent decrease of growth rate."
Selective destruction of the larger, faster-growing
fish by the commercial fishery was held to be the
most important of the various factors that may
have contributed to the discrepancies.

17. Growth compensation takes place in Green
Bay lake herring. It was shown that growth
compensation will appear in the calculated growth
of fish that follow identical growth curves but
that are hatched at different times in the season.
It was also demonstrated that length rather than
age is the p:r:imary determinant of subsequent
growth of the individual, and hence that growth
compensation can occur among fish whose growth
curves are different.

18. The general length-weight relation of the
Green Bay lake herring is .described by the
equation

log W= -2.4386+3.0729 log L,-
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where W is weight in ounces and L is total length
in inches. -

19. Weight varied according to sex and to
method, season, and year of capture.

20. Females were relatively more abundant in
samples taken from pound nets in February than
in May to December. They were also more
plentiful in the younger age groups than in t,he
older. The selective. destrue.tion of females in
younger age groups may be a major factor in the
progressive decline with increased age in the
percentage of females in a year class.

21. The percentage of females in the Green
Bay lake herring population declined continuously
from 1949 to'1952.

22. The perc.entage of females in c.ollections
taken in oblique sets of gill nets increased with
depth of water in October. This change in sex
composition with depth may reflect an actual
difference in the distribution of the sexes, but a
difference in the activity of the sexes may have
been a major factor. .

23. Some Green Bay lake herring matured
during their second year of life, and all had reached
maturity by the end of the third year.

24. Lake herring spawn in Green Bay between
mid-November and mid-December, but spawning
of an individual school of fish may be completed
in a fraction of this period. Fish of the same
sc.hool do not nec.essarily complete spawning in
one location. Within a school, the older fish
and the larger fish of an age group tended to
spawn first and the males spawned earlier than the
females.

25. Lake herring are pelagic spawners; the eggs
are broadcast and settle unprotected to the
bott,om. Inshore areas are preferred, but there
is evidence that lake herring may spawn in Green
Bay over water as deep as 140 feet. .

26. The literature indicates t·hat lake herring
hatch in early spring (April-May) and that newly
hatched fry are pelagic. Young-of-the-year lake
herring have rarely been collected. They prob
ably lead a bathypelagic existence where they are
relatively immune from capture by the usual
methods of collection.

27. Although the number of eggs produced by
female lake herring (range, 3,471 to 11,212) varied
widely for fish of the same total length as well as
of different lengths, the number of eggs tended to
increase with length of the fish. The relative
number of eggs (i. e.. number per ounce of body
weight) tended to decrease with increase of length.

28. The lake herring of Green Bay were ran
domly distributed from top to bottom in early
May, but they were concentrated in the upper 15
to 30 feet in late May. They descended to deeper
water in June and were restricted to strata more
than 30 f~et below the surface in Juiy when tem
peratures in shallower water were unfavoJ;"able
(17 0 C. and above). In October, lake herring
were again found at all levels but were most,
abundant in the upper 30 feet.

29. Lake herring are not migratory but they
sometimes move considerable distances to avoid
unfavorable temperatures. Local movements are
probably associated with feeding or represent
passive transport by currents.
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