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Status of Important Prey Fishes 

 in the U.S. Waters of Lake Ontario, 2011 
 

Introduction 
 

The U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) and New 
York State Department of Environmental 
Conservation (NYSDEC) have cooperatively 
assessed Lake Ontario prey fishes each year since 
1978.  Bottom trawling has been conducted during 
spring to assess alewife Alosa pseudoharengus, 
summer to assess rainbow smelt Osmerus mordax, 
and autumn to assess benthic prey fish (slimy 
sculpin Cottus cognatus and deepwater sculpin, 
Myoxocephalus thompsonii).  Timing of these 
surveys was originally selected based on the 
season in which bottom trawl catches of the target 
species peaked during trawling conducted in May 
to October 1972 (Owens et al. 2003).  Twelve 
transects were established at roughly 25-km (15.5-
mile) intervals along the U.S. shoreline (Figure 1).  
Bottom trawling was generally conducted at all 
transects to assess alewife, at all transects except 
Fair Haven to assess rainbow smelt, and at six 
transects to assess benthic prey fish (Figure 1).  
Although each survey targets specific fish species, 
catches of non-target fishes are also tracked and 
provide information on ecologically important 
changes in the fish community, such as the 
resurgence of once abundant native species (e.g., 
deepwater sculpin Myoxocephalus thompsonii, 
Lantry et al. 2007) or increasing abundance of 
recently introduced invasive species (e.g., round 
goby Neogobius melanostomus (Walsh et al. 
2007).  
     
The underlying principle of our original sampling 
plan was to concentrate sampling effort in the 
depth zone where the target species was most 
abundant by using our knowledge of each fish 
species’ unique bathymetric distribution.  At each 
transect, we typically made trawl hauls at 10-m 
depth intervals through the range of depths 
occupied by the target species.  In 1997, however, 
for the alewife and rainbow smelt assessments we 
modified the number and range of depths fished at 
each transect, as well as the trawling gear, in 
response to the invasion of zebra and quagga 
mussels (Dreissena polymorpha and D. bugensis, 
respectively, hereafter referred to collectively as 
dreissenids).  Dreissenids contributed to changes 

in fish distribution in the early 1990s (O’Gorman 
et al. 2000) and affected net efficiency by 
clogging bottom trawls. 
 
Fixed-station sampling designs, such as ours, are 
commonly used for assessing fish populations in 
the Great Lakes and in northern Europe (ICES 
2004).  The underlying assumption is that changes 
in relative abundance at the fixed stations are 
representative of changes in the whole population.  
Mean abundance from fixed-station surveys will 
not be biased if the fish are randomly distributed.  
We have always assumed that the fish are 
randomly distributed in the geographic area in 
which a transect is located, and because we have 
numerous transects spaced at regular intervals 
around the shore, that our abundance indices are 
unbiased.  Acoustic sampling conducted during 
the 2004-2006 alewife bottom trawl assessments 
confirmed our assumption of random distribution 
within geographic areas. Furthermore, differences 
among geographic areas in densities of alewife-
strength targets measured with acoustics were 
reflected in the densities of alewife measured by 
bottom trawl.  However, there is no assurance that 
this has always been true given the large-scale 
shifts in fish distribution since dreissenids 
proliferated.  Although random sampling is 
preferable for estimating precision, the systematic, 
fixed-station sampling that we employ in Lake 
Ontario will often be optimal for generating the 
most precise estimate of relative abundance even 
though the variance of the estimated relative 
abundance will be biased (ICES 2004). 
 
Two vessels participated in prey fish surveys 
during 1978 - 1982, the 19.8-m (65-ft), steel hull 
R/V Kaho (USGS) and the 12.8-m (42-ft), 
fiberglass hull R/V Seth Green (NYSDEC).  
During 1983 - 1985, all assessment trawling was 
conducted by the Kaho (the fiberglass Seth Green 
was permanently retired in fall 1982).  In 1985, 
the NYSDEC accepted delivery of a new R/V 
Seth Green and this 14-m (46-ft), steel hull vessel 
participated with the Kaho in prey fish surveys 
during 1986-2002 and in 2004-2008. 
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Figure 1.  Lake Ontario showing 12 transects sampled by USGS and NYSDEC with bottom 
trawls.  Transect names, from west to east: Olcott, Thirty Mile Point, Oak Orchard, Hamlin, 
Rochester, Smoky Point, Sodus, Fair Haven, Oswego, Mexico Bay, Southwick, and Cape 
Vincent.  The six transects sampled during the slimy sculpin assessment are adjacent to the 
three stars.  
 
Because of personnel shortages within the 
NYSDEC, only the Kaho was used to assess prey 
fish stocks in 2003.  Intercalibration studies 
determined that, for alewife and rainbow smelt, 
the fishing power of the Kaho did not differ from 
that of either the fiberglass or steel Seth Green.  
Intercalibration studies were not conducted for 
benthic prey fish because the Kaho was the only 
vessel used to assess benthic prey fish each fall.  
 
A Yankee bottom trawl with a 12-m (39-ft) 
headrope and flat, rectangular trawl doors was 
used to assess alewife and rainbow smelt until 
1997 when fouling by dreissenids forced a change 
to a 3-in-1 bottom trawl with an 18-m (59-ft) 
headrope and slotted, cambered V-doors.  A series 
of paired tows was made to determine calibration 
factors for the two gears to allow comparison of 
alewife and rainbow smelt catches made by the 
new gear with those made by our traditional 
trawling gear.  However, until 2004, the 
traditional trawling gear was used to assess 
benthic prey fish in areas where dreissenid density 
was sufficiently low (mainly in deep water) to 
allow us to trawl unimpeded.  In 2004, the 18-m 
(59-ft) headrope trawl was used to assess slimy 

sculpin because increased dreissenid density in 
deeper water had greatly reduced not only the 
number of depths at which we could tow a trawl 
but had also reduced the amount of time we could 
tow at most depths.  Few slimy sculpin were 
caught in 2004, however, indicating that the 18-m 
headrope trawl, which makes minimal contact 
with the bottom, was not suitable for assessing 
benthic fishes.  During 2005-2010 several gear 
modifications and assessments were made to try 
to improve fishing success for benthic species, 
with varying degrees of success.  In 2011, we 
returned to using the standard 12-m Yankee trawl 
for the assessment with reduced tow times (see 
Status of Sculpins and Round Goby below). 
 
In 2011, the number of trawl hauls made for 
assessment of alewife, rainbow smelt, and benthic 
prey fish totaled 258.  Ninety five during April 22 
- May 12 (5 additional tows were made to 
maintain a long-term record of the fish 
community in southeastern Lake Ontario), 99 
during May 31 - June 9, and 60 during October 11 
- October 31.  Effort among cruises has been 
consistent in recent years. 
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Abstract 
The adult alewife abundance and biomass indices in 2011 increased from the historic low levels recorded 
in 2010.  Condition of adult alewives remained high but was below condition observed during 2009-2010.  
Year class strength was above-average, despite a decreased spawning stock and severe winter during 
2010-2011.  The number of spawners increased from 2010 and the winter of 2011-2012 has been milder 
than average, so the predicted 2011 year class will likely be above average.  Because of moderate year 
classes in 2007-2008 and above average year classes in 2009-2010, we expect adult alewife abundance 
and biomass to increase in 2012. 
 

Sampling Frame 
 
Lake Ontario has a mean depth of 86 m (282 ft) 
and a maximum depth of 244 m (801 ft) 
(Herdendorf 1982).   The southern, New York 
portion of the lake has the deepest water (Figure 
1).  In New York waters, about 67% of the lake is 
<160 m (525 ft) deep and about 82% of the lake is 
<180 m (591 ft) deep. From the inception of 
spring alewife assessments in 1978 to 2004, our 
sampling frame encompassed only those waters 
<160 m (525 ft) deep in New York waters.  In the 
late 1970s and early 1980s, O’Gorman and 
Schneider (1986) demonstrated that during late 
April – early May, alewife density in Lake 
Ontario increased with water depth to a peak at 
40-79 m (131-259 ft), and then rapidly declined 
with depth, suggesting that the vast majority of 
alewife in the lake were within our sampling 
frame.  In 1994, however, the depth distribution of 
alewife shifted deeper, ostensibly due to increased 
water clarity after zebra and quagga mussels 
(Dreissena spp.) colonized the lake (O’Gorman et 
al. 2000), raising the possibility that a larger 
proportion of alewife were outside the sampling 
frame after the mid 1990s.  However, we found 
that the proportion of alewife in the deepest 
stratum we sampled (140-159 m; 459-522 ft) was 
always <3% until 2003 when it rose to 4%.  Such 
small proportions of the population at the fringe of  

the sampling frame, suggests that the large 
majority of alewife were indeed within the 
sampling frame even after the mid-1990s depth 
shift.   
 
The increase in the proportion of alewife in the 
140-159 m (459-522 ft) stratum in 2003 prompted 
us to expand sampling to the 160-179 m (525-587 
ft) depth stratum in subsequent years, and modify 
how abundance indices are calculated.  For 2001, 
the spring assessment could not be completed due 
to mechanical difficulties, so the index values 
presented in Figure 2 were estimated using 
relationships between alewife catches in 
April/May and June in previous years.  See Walsh 
and Connerton (2011) and previous years for 
more detailed explanation of analytical methods 
for the sampling frame expansion, index 
calculations, and catch estimates for 2001.   
 

Status of Alewife 
 
In April – May 2011, the abundance and biomass 
indices for adult alewife (age-2 and older) in U.S. 
waters of Lake Ontario increased from the historic 
low values observed in 2010 (Figure 2).   The 
2011 abundance index was equal to 37% of the 
long-term mean, 18% of the record high of 1989, 
and is 5 times higher than the record low from 
2010.  The 2011 biomass index was equal to 44% 
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Figure 1.  Area of Lake Ontario in various depth strata in the province of Ontario and the 
state of New York.  1 m = 3.28 ft and 1 hectare = 2.47 acres. 
 

 
 
Figure 2.  Abundance and weight indices for adult (age-2 and older) alewife in the U.S. waters 
of Lake Ontario during late April – early May, 1978-2011.  1 kg = 2.205 lbs. 
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of the long-term mean, 17% of the record high of 
1981, and is 4 times higher than the record low 
from 2010.  We use the relative standard error 
(RSE; RSE = 100 * {standard error of the index / 
the index}) as a measure of variability in 
abundance and weight indices.  In 2011, the RSE 
of the both the adult weight (34%) and yearling 
number index (57%) were substantially above the 
long term means (23% and 27%, respectively, 
Figure 3).   
 
The age-1 alewife abundance index in spring 2011 
(383) was just above the long term mean (350) 
and was among the larger year classes in recent 
years (average during the last 10 years is 291, 
Figure 4).  The year class exceeded predictions 
from our recruitment model last year which 
predicted a smaller year class due to a reduced 
number of spawners and a severe winter 
(O’Gorman et al. 2004, Walsh et al. 2011).  
Although yearling alewife are not fully recruited 
to our sampling gear, we consider the yearling 
abundance index a reliable indicator of year class 
strength because the indices are correlated with 

the catch rates of the same year class at age 2 
(Spearman rank correlation, n = 28, r = 0.61, P = 
0.0005) and age 3 (Spearman rank correlation, n = 
23, r = 0.74, P < 0.0001).  With moderate year 
classes in 2007 and 2008, and above average year 
classes in 2009 and 2010, the adult stock should 
be rebuilding and will likely be dominated by age-
2 and age-3 fish in 2012.   
 
Our index of adult alewife condition is the wet 
weight of a 165-mm (6.5-in) alewife predicted 
from annual length-weight regressions collected 
in spring and fall.  The predicted weight in spring 
and fall 2010 remained high, although somewhat 
decreased from recent years (Figure 5).  During 
2004-2010, condition in spring and fall had been 
higher than in any other period since the late 
1970’s.  Persistent high condition of adult 
alewives indicates that food availability likely is 
not limiting the population.  Diet studies, 
particularly of early life stages of alewife, are 
ongoing and should help managers better 
understand how prey availability may influence 
growth and condition of alewife. 

 

 
Figure 3.  Relative standard error (RSE) for the yearling number index and adult alewife 
biomass index in U.S. waters of Lake Ontario, 1978-2011.  The RSE (RSE = 100 * {standard 
error of the index / the index}) is a measure of variability in the indices. 
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Figure 4.  Abundance index for yearling alewife in the U.S. waters of Lake Ontario during 
late April – early May, 1978-2011. 

 
Figure 5.  Wet weight of a 165-mm (6.5 in) alewife (predicted from annual length-weight 
regressions) in spring and fall, Lake Ontario, 1978-2011.  1 gram = 0.035 ounce. 

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1978

1980

1982

1984

1986

1988

1990

1992

1994

1996

1998

2000

2002

2004

2006

2008

2010

N
um

be
r I

nd
ex

 (1
00

0s
) 

24

26

28

30

32

34

36

38

1978

1980

1982

1984

1986

1988

1990

1992

1994

1996

1998

2000

2002

2004

2006

2008

2010
W

ei
gh

t (
g)

 

Spring
Fall

USGS 
NYSDEC 

USGS 
NYSDEC 



    

    
Page 8 

 
Strength of alewife year classes at age 1 is 
positively linked to a summer temperature index 
(heating degree days >10° C (50° F) before 1 
August) and negatively linked to a winter duration 
index (the number of days nearshore water is < 4° 
C (39° F) during the first winter after hatch 
(O’Gorman et al. 2004).  In 2011, the summer 
temperature index (367) was very close to the 
long term average (355), indicating average 
conditions for reproduction and larval survival.  
Year class strength is also influenced by the 
abundance of spawners in a curvilinear manner – 
weak year classes are  produced by  extremely  
 
 

 
large and very small spawning stocks, whereas 
strong year classes are produced by spawning 
stocks of intermediate size (O’Gorman et al. 
2004).  The effect of spring water temperatures, 
winter duration, and spawner numbers are 
combined in a recruitment model of O’Gorman et 
al. (2004).  In 2011, the spawning stock increased 
from the historic low number in 2010.  With 
increased spawning stock, an average summer, 
and an apparent mild winter in 2011-2012, our 
model predicts a year class at best 1.4 times larger 
than the long term average, which would be 
similar to the 2009 year class, measured in 2010 
(Figure 4). 
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Abstract 
Rainbow smelt Osmerus mordax are the second most abundant pelagic prey fish in Lake Ontario. The 
abundance and weight indices for Lake Ontario age-1 and older rainbow smelt declined in 201l and 
represented a 64% and 54% decrease respectively from 2010 levels. Length frequency-based age analysis 
indicated that age-1 rainbow smelt constituted 44% of the estimated population however age 1 
abundance was 72% lower than age 1 abundance in 2010 and was 50% lower than the 10 year average 
age 1 abundance. Proportionally, large rainbow smelt (≥150 mm), were more common in 2011, making 
up approximately 7% of the population, substantially higher than the 10 year average of 2%. Based on 
the most recent time series data, rainbow smelt abundance peaks appear to follow a 4-5 year cycle.  
 
 
 

Rainbow Smelt 
 
In 2011, the abundance index for age-1 and older 
rainbow smelt decreased relative to 2010 (Figure 
1). The abundance index was 24% of the most 
recent high recorded in 2004  (Figure 1) and the 
weight index was 54% lower than the most recent 
high, recorded in 2010. The percentage of large 
rainbow smelt (greater than or equal to 150 mm or 
approximately 6 inches) in the 2011 population 
(7%) was the highest since 1985. The percentage 
of smelt over 150 mm varied from 6-28% during 
the period 1978-1985 however, since 1986 the 
percentage of rainbow smelt over 150 mm has 
been consistently low, averaging slightly higher 
than 2% of the population. Overall, these results 
suggest that large rainbow smelt experience high 
mortality in Lake Ontario, but those levels of 
mortality may have decreased in 2010. 
  
The relative standard error (RSE =100*[standard 
error of abundance index/ abundance index]) of 
the rainbow smelt abundance index increased in 
value and variability over the past 20 years 
(Figure 2). Reduced smelt abundance and 
increased variability coincides with reduced  
 

 
lake productivity, dreissenid mussel 
colonization, and a shift by smelt to deeper 
depths. Bottom trawling effort was shifted to 
deeper lake areas in 2000 and again in 2006 to 
reduce variability in trawl catches after it was 
observed that rainbow smelt inhabited deeper 
depths than when the survey began in 1978 
(O’Gorman et al. 2000;Walsh et al. 2007). Bottom 
trawl effort allocation has been and is continually 
evaluated to adequately sample all available 
depths and minimize the abundance index 
variability. 
 
Rainbow smelt year-class strength in Lake 
Ontario is indexed with age-1 fish caught in June.  
The index is calculated as the product of the 
proportion of age-1 rainbow smelt and the 
stratified abundance index. Previously the 
proportion of age-1 fish has been estimated by 
assorted methods, including scale and fin ray age 
interpretations as well as using average 
proportions of age-1 fish calculated from previous 
year fin ray interpretations. In an attempt to 
standardize and compare age proportioning 
methods, the proportions of age-1 fish were
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Figure 1. Stratified mean catch of rainbow smelt (age-1 and older) with bottom trawls in U.S. waters of 
Lake Ontario shoreward of the 140-m (459-ft) bottom contour in late May-early June, 1999 - 2011. 
The inset shows the entire time series (1978-2011) and the dashed rectangle delineates the years shown 
in the main graph.  
 

 
Figure 2. Relative standard error (RSE) for age-1 and older rainbow smelt abundance index (Figure 1) 
in U.S. waters of Lake Ontario, 1978 - 2011. 

 
Figure 3. Stratified mean catch of age-1 rainbow smelt with bottom trawls in U.S. waters of Lake 
Ontario shoreward of the 140-m (459-ft) bottom contour in late May-early June, 1978 - 2011. The 
proportion of age-1 in any year’s catch is based on distribution mixture analysis of length frequency 
data.  



    

    
Page 11 

 
 
estimated by statistically fitting age-specific size 
distributions to the length frequency data for 
every year in the time series using distribution 
mixture analyses. On average, 4,300 randomly 
sampled rainbow smelt are measured each year by 
USGS and NYSDEC personnel which provide 
excellent sample sizes to use distribution mixture 
analyses to determine the proportion of age-1 fish 
in the population. Age-1 abundance index 
estimates, made with aging structure methods and 
length frequency distribution mixture analysis, 
were significantly correlated (adjusted r2= 0.96, 
n=28). Index values using length frequency 
distribution mixture analyses and aging structure 
methods were similar for most years when age-1 
smelt indices were under 500, but the length 
frequency method tended to underestimate age-1 

abundance relative to age structure methods for 
the largest year classes of age-1 rainbow smelt.  
 
Based on the length frequency distribution 
mixture analysis method, the abundance of age-1 
rainbow smelt decreased in 2011 relative to 2010 
(Figure 3). The 2011 age-1 abundance was 72% 
lower than the most recent large year class 
observed in 2010. During the 1980’s and 1990’s, 
rainbow smelt in Lake Ontario alternated between 
strong and weak year classes (Figure 3). This 
observation has been attributed to cannibalism, 
when large abundances of age-1 smelt prey on and 
reduce age-0 smelt abundances (O’Gorman et al. 
1987). This pattern was not evident during the 
2000’s when age 1 abundance was extremely low 
and variable, but may have reestablished over the 
past three years. 
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Abstract 
Slimy sculpin Cottus cognatus are the most abundant native, benthic prey fish in Lake Ontario and have 
been an important component of juvenile lake trout Salvelinus namaycush diets.  In 2011, the fall benthic 
prey fish assessment used the original 12m Yankee bottom trawl which is efficient for capturing benthic 
fish and was employed during the first 25 years of the survey. Based on the 2011 survey, slimy sculpin 
abundance has declined by greater than 90% since the 1980’s and early 1990’s. Over the course of the 
33 year time series, the depth of maximum abundance has steadily increased from approximately 65m to 
125m. Based on length weight relationships, the condition of sculpin has varied over time and does not 
appear to be related to sculpin density. Returning to the original sampling gear and survey design has 
improved our ability to document Lake Ontario slimy sculpin dynamics. 
 
 
 
Deepwater sculpin Myoxocephalus thompsonii 
were abundant in Lake Ontario in the 1920’s but 
by the mid 1960’s, they were rare and some 
considered the population extirpated. Recently the 
species has reappeared, with the first deepwater 
sculpin captured during the fall benthic prey fish 
assessment in 2005.  In 2011, the abundance index 
rose sharply from 2010, but much of this increase 
may be due to a gear change between 2010 and 
2011. In 2011, deepwater sculpin were caught at 
all depths from 75- 175m with maximum catches 
of large adult fish at the deepest depths sampled 
(170-175m) and abundant juvenile catches 
between 75-95m. The continued presence of 
juvenile deepwater sculpins in trawl catches 
indicates favorable conditions for survival of 
young deepwater sculpins, perhaps due to reduced 
abundance of pelagic prey fish that can consume 
the pelagic deepwater sculpin larvae. 
 
Nonnative round gobies Neogobius  melanostoma 
were first detected in southwestern Lake Ontario 

in the standard USGS spring trawling assessment 
in 2002. Since 2002, the round goby population 
has expanded and they are now found along the 
entire south shore of Lake Ontario, with the 
highest population densities in U.S. waters just 
east of the Niagara River confluence. Round goby 
number and weight indices increased dramatically 
through 2008 then dropped sharply.  In 2011, both 
the abundance and weight indices increased 
fourfold over the 2010 numbers. Bottom trawl 
catches  from all three prey fish surveys (April, 
June, October) suggest the highest goby densities 
in winter and early spring are found at depths 
ranging from 70-120m, but by June most round 
goby have moved inshore (< 20m).  In October, 
round goby are more widely distributed across all 
depths but are generally not found at the 
shallowest trawl locations (8-20m). We will 
continue to identify the potential impacts of these 
goby movements on native benthic prey fishes, 
predators, and energy flow in the Lake Ontario 
food web. 

 
 



    

    
Page 13 

 
Slimy Sculpin 

 
Slimy sculpin are the most abundant native, 
benthic prey fish in Lake Ontario and have been 
shown to be an important component of juvenile 
lake trout diets (Elrod and O’Gorman 1991; 
Owens and Bergstedt 1994). Since 1979, the 
sculpin assessment has been conducted by the 
USGS Lake Ontario Biological Station at six 
transects along Lake Ontario’s south shore from 
mid-October through early November. Slimy 
sculpin abundance has substantially declined over 
the course of the 33 year time series (Figure 1).  
The sharp abundance drop between 1991 and 
1992 has been linked to the collapse of Diporeia, 
a burrowing amphipod and primary diet item of 
slimy sculpin in Lake Ontario.  The lake-wide  
 

 
abundance stabilized between 1992-2003 and then 
experienced another sharp decline between 2003 
and 2004 (Figure 1).  Unfortunately, the bottom 
trawl used to assess sculpin abundance was also  
changed in 2004 as a result of Dreissena  mussels 
clogging the trawl.  From 2004-2010 the 
assessment evaluated a number of different trawls 
and trawl configurations, however the catchability 
for benthic fishes was greatly reduced with these 
trawls as compared to the original 12m Yankee 
trawl.  In 2011, the assessment was completed 
using the original trawl and the standard tow times 
were reduced from 10 minutes to 5 minutes. 
Returning to the original sampling gear and 
survey design has improved our ability to more 
accurately document the population dynamics of 
slimy sculpin in Lake Ontario. 

. 

 
 
Figure 1. Slimy sculpin abundance index for U.S. waters, of Lake Ontario, covering depths from 8-
150m, as assessed by the USGS fall benthic prey fish survey(1978–2011). The index represents the 
depth-stratified mean number of sculpins caught during a 10 minute bottom trawl. From 2004-2010 
various experimental bottom trawls were used on the assessment to reduced dreissenid mussel catch. 
Sculpin catchability likely differs between these alternate gears and the standard Yankee bottom trawl 
which was employed in 2011.
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Over the course of the 33 year time series, the 
depth of maximum slimy sculpin abundance has 
steadily increased from approximately 65m to 
125m (Figure 2).  Owens and Bergstedt (1994) 
documented a change in sculpin depth distribution 
in the 1980’s and attributed the shift to increased 
predation from the large number of lake trout that 
were being stocked at this time (see lake trout 
section for time series of stocking numbers).  
Since the early 1980’s abundance and stocking of 
lake trout has declined from their peaks in the 
1980’s (Lantry and Lantry 2010) so it is unlikely 
that lake trout predation is responsible for the 
continued change in sculpin distribution.  
Alternatively, slimy sculpin may be responding to 
changes in prey abundance.  The decline of 
Diporeia was slowest at deeper depths, and slimy 
sculpin may have moved to deeper habitats to take 
 
 
 

 
advantage of this remaining food source.   
 
Fish condition is often found to relate to 
population density, with higher condition 
occurring when densities are lowest.  We 
calculated a simple but intuitive index of 
condition based on the relationship between 
sculpin length and weight (Cone 1989). The larger 
the index value (slope), the heavier a sculpin will 
be at a given length.  In Lake Ontario, during the 
1980’s and 1990’s  sculpin condition increased as 
the population density declined but since 2000 
condition has become more variable.(Figure 3). 
Considering the entire time series we find no 
relationship between sculpin condition and  
density (Figure 3).  Future research will attempt to 
identify the cause or causes of slimy sculpin 
decline in Lake Ontario. 
 
 

 
 
 
Figure 2. Depth of maximum slimy sculpin abundance during the fall USGS benthic prey fish 
assessment in U.S. waters of southern Lake Ontario (1979-2011). 
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Figure 3. Slimy sculpin condition over time (top panel) and as related to yearly abundance index 
(lower panel). The condition index for any year is represented as the slope of the length weight 
regression where all data are natural log transformed. Sculpin are collected as part of the fall USGS 
benthic prey fish assessment in U.S. waters of southern Lake Ontario (1979-2011). 
 
 

Deepwater Sculpin 
 

Historically, the deepwater sculpin had been 
considered abundant in Lake Ontario in the 
1920’s and at least common into the 1940’s. By 
the mid 1960’s, they were rare and thereafter, 
some considered the population extirpated. These 
native prey fish were absent or rare in all USGS 
bottom trawls surveys from 1979- 2004 and were 
first captured on the fall prey fish assessment in 
2005 (Lantry et al. 2007). Since then their 
abundance and distribution has increased with a 
maximum abundance being recorded in 2011 
(Figure 4). This abundance index is based on the 
fall benthic prey fish assessment bottom trawls at 
depths from 60m to 150m.  Like other Lake 
Ontario prey fish abundance indices it is 
calculated as the mean number of individuals 
caught in a 10 minute bottom trawl. 
 
From 2004-2010 various bottom trawls were used 
on this survey and deepwater sculpin catchability  
 
 

 
 
likely differed between these alternate gears and 
the standard Yankee bottom trawl. In 2011 we 
successfully used the original Yankee trawl and 
reduced the standard 10 minute tow time to 5 
minutes to avoid filling the trawl with Dreissena 
mussels.  
 
In order to better understand the depth distribution 
of deepwater sculpins, the 2011 benthic prey fish 
survey was modified to include additional bottom 
trawls at depths greater than 150m (Thirty Mile 
Point-175m, Rochester- 170m, Oswego 175m). In 
2011, deepwater sculpin were caught at depths 
ranging from 75 to 175m with maximum catches 
at the deepest depths sampled. The standardized 
yearly index for 2011 does not include the large 
catches at deeper depths since these areas were 
not sampled from 2005 to 2010. 
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Figure 4. Deepwater sculpin abundance index for U.S. waters, of Lake Ontario, at depths from 8-
150m, as assessed by the USGS fall benthic prey fish survey(1978–2011). From 2004-2010 various 
experimental bottom trawls were used to reduce Dreissenid mussel catch. Sculpin catchability likely 
differs between these alternate gears and the standard Yankee bottom trawl which was employed in 
2011. 

 
Figure 5. Deepwater sculpin abundance in 2011for U.S. waters of Lake Ontario at depths from 8 – 
175m as assessed by the USGS fall benthic prey fish survey.  
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The continued presence of juvenile deepwater 
sculpins in assessments indicates favorable 
conditions for survival of young deepwater 
sculpins, perhaps because of reduced abundance 
of alewife which has been linked to depression of 
deepwater sculpin in Lake Michigan (Madenjian 
et al. 2005), and benthic piscivores such as burbot 
(Lota lota) and lake trout (Salvelinus namaycush, 
Lantry et al. 2007).  
 

Round Goby 
 

Round goby a suspected ballast water 
introduction, were first detected in the Great 
Lakes Basin in the St. Clair River between Lakes 
Huron and Erie in 1990 (Jude et al. 1992). Round 
gobies likely moved downstream into Lake 
Ontario through a navigation canal; they were first 
reported in southwestern Lake Ontario in 1998 
near the entrance to the Welland Canal (Owens et 
al. 2003). The first collection of round gobies in 
the standard USGS/NYSDEC spring assessment 
trawling occurred in 2002. Since then, the round 
goby population has expanded substantially and 
round gobies are now found along the entire south 
shore of Lake Ontario, with the highest population 
densities in U.S. waters just east of the Niagara 
River mouth (Walsh et al. 2006, 2007).  
 

Given the growing  importance of round goby as a 
member of offshore and nearshore fish 
communities in Lake Ontario, depth-stratified and 
area weighted abundance and weight indices were 
developed. (Walsh et al. 2006). Round goby 
number and weight indices showed an exponential 
increase through 2005, followed by an apparent 
plateau in abundance but a continued increase in 
the weight index during 2005 - 2006 (Figure 6). 
Both indices peaked in 2008, followed by a sharp 
drop in both abundance and weight indices 
(Figure 6). In 2011, the round goby abundance 
increased approximately four fold from 2010 
numbers This pattern of exponential growth 
followed by a population crash is characteristic of 
expanding populations, and suggests that the 
round goby population may have exceeded a 
carrying capacity and used all available resources. 
Round goby can also be affected by botulism and 
VHS, so it is also possible that diseases impacted 
the species more as their density increased. We 
believe that the round goby population will vary 
between levels observed in 2008 and 2009 and the 
peak abundance observed in 2008 may represent 
the maximum density for round goby in Lake 
Ontario. The relative standard error of the 
abundance index was initially high when catches 
were sporadic but has since decreased and 
remained relatively stable indicating the species is 
more uniformly distributed (Figure 7). 

 

 
Figure 6.- Stratified mean catch of round goby with bottom trawls in U.S. waters of Lake 
Ontario shoreward of the 160-m (525 ft) bottom contour in late April - early May, 2002-2011 
(no round gobies were caught prior to 2002). The weight index is calculated as the product of 
the numbers index and the average weight of all round gobies measured. For reference: 454 g 
= 1 lb.  
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Figure 7. Relative standard error (RSE) for round goby abundance index in U.S. waters of 
Lake Ontario, 2002-2011 (no round goby were collected before 2002). RSE is calculated as 
100*(standard error of the index/the index) and represents abundance index variability. 
 
 
Round goby catches from the three prey fish 
cruises conducted each year in April, June, and 
October illustrate how the species colonized Lake 
Ontario and how their depth distribution changes 
seasonally (Figure 8). Beginning in 2002, round 
goby colonized the south shore of the lake from 
west to east and initially had an uneven spatial 
distribution.  Initially, round goby were only 
caught during the April assessment. By 2005 they 
were caught in all three surveys but were most 
common at western transects (Olcott and Thirty 
Mile Point).  During 2006 - 2008  round goby 
spread into the eastern portion of the lake and are 
now caught at all transects in most surveys. 

Figure 8 also indicates that round goby follow a 
seasonal pattern in their depth distribution.  In 
April, densities are highest between 70 and 120 
meters.  By June, when goby are preparing to 
spawn, offshore densities are greatly reduced and 
the highest densities in bottom trawls are found at 
depths ranging from 8 - 10m.  In October, round 
goby are more widely distributed across all depths 
but are generally not found at the shallowest 
sample locations (8-20m). We will continue to 
identify the potential impacts of these goby 
movements on native benthic prey fishes, 
predators, and energy flow in the food web. 
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Figure 8.- Round goby biomass density across the season in bottom trawl surveys of U.S. 
waters of Lake Ontario(2002-2011).  Each box represents a single survey in a given  year.  The 
vertical axis is trawl depth (m) and the horizontal axis represents the general position of 
transects from west (Olcott) to east (Eastern Basin) along the southern shore of Lake Ontario. 
The size of the bubble represents the biomass density (~kg/ha) of round goby captured in the 
trawl.  Zero catches are not displayed.  
 

References 
 
Cone, R. S. 1989 The need to reconsider the use 
of condition indices in fishery science. 
Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 
118: 510-514.  

  
Elrod, J.H. and O’Gorman, R. 1991. Diet of 
juvenile lake trout in southern Lake Ontario in 
relation to abundance and size of prey fishes, 
1979-1987. Transactions of the American 
Fisheries Society 120: 290-302. 

 
  



    

    
Page 20 

 
Jude, D. J., R. H. Reider, and G. R. Smith. 1992. 
Establishment of Gobiidae in the Great Lakes 
Basin. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic 
Sciences 49:416-421. 
 
Lantry, B. F., R. O’Gorman, M. G. Walsh, J. M. 
Casselman, J. A. Hoyle, M. J. Keir, and J. R. 
Lantry. 2007. Reappearance of deepwater sculpin 
in Lake Ontario: Resurgence or Last Gasp of a 
Doomed Population? Journal of Great Lakes 
Research 33 (Suppl. 1):34-45. 
 
Lantry, B.F, and J. R. Lantry 2010. Lake trout 
rehabilitation in Lake Ontario, 2010. Section 5, , 
in 2010 NYSDEC Annual Report, Bureau of 
Fisheries Lake Ontario Unit and St. Lawrence 
River Unit to Great Lakes Fishery Commission’s 
Lake Ontario Committee. 

 
 
Madenjian, C. P., D. W. Hondorp, T. J. Desorcie, 
and J. D. Holuszko. 2005. Sculpin community 
dynamics in Lake Michigan. Journal of Great 
Lakes Research 31:267-276. 
 
 
 

 
Owens, R.W., and Bergstedt, R.A. 1994. 
Response of slimy sculpins to predation by lake 
trout in southern Lake Ontario. Trans. Am. Fish. 
Soc. 123: 28-36. 
 
Owens, R. W., R. O’Gorman, T. H. Eckert, and B. 
F. Lantry. 2003. The offshore fish community in 
southern Lake Ontario, 1972-1998. Pages 407-
442, in M. Munawar ed., The State of Lake 
Ontario: Past, Present, and Future. Ecovision 
World Monograph Series, Aquatic Ecosystem 
Health and Management Society, Burlington, 
Ontario, Canada.  
 
Walsh, M. G., R. O’Gorman, B. F. Lantry, T. 
Strang, and A. P. Maloy. 2006. Status of sculpins 
and round goby in the U.S. waters of Lake 
Ontario, 2005. Section 12, pages 20-31 in 2006 
Annual Report Bureau of Fisheries Lake Ontario 
Unit and St. Lawrence River Unit to Great Lakes 
Fishery Commission’s Lake Ontario Committee. 
 
Walsh, M. G., D. E. Dittman, and R. O’Gorman. 
2007. Occurrence and food habits of the round 
goby in the profundal zone of southwestern Lake 
Ontario. Journal of Great Lakes Research 33:83-
92. 

 


	preyfish cover 2012
	2012 formatted preyfish report


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



