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Abstract

In recent years, fishways have increasingly been designed and installed with the
intention to not only provide economically important fishes, such as salmonids, with
free passage at barriers, but also for other elements of the migratory fish community.
However, in Europe and North America, large numbers of conventional technical
fishways exist, for which the efficacy and suitability for non-salmonid species is often
inadequately known. Using Passive Integrated Transponder (PIT) telemetry, this
study evaluated the efficacy of two such conventional, technical fishways (pool and
weir and plain Denil baffle) located on the Yorkshire River Derwent, north-east
England, for the threatened anadromous European river lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis,
an anguilliform swimmer, over the upstream migration and spawning seasons. For
lamprey that entered the fishways, 0.0% and 5.0% passage efficiencies were
recorded for Denil (n = 1) and pool and weir (n = 1) fishways, respectively, over the
entire study period. The pool and weir fishway exhibited poor attraction efficiency
(42.6%) compared to the Denil fishway (91.8%), and lamprey took significantly longer
to locate the pool and weir fishway, probably as a result of ineffective attraction flow.
Most lamprey detected at the fishway entrances were recorded within 24 h of release
and returned mostly during high flow events on up to 12 separate dates over a 150
day period. Under these conditions, these fishways were unsuitable for river lamprey.
Emphasis is placed upon the increased need for a thorough consideration of the
entire migratory fish community during the inception of fishway designs, and that
post-construction, strategic evaluation of fishways should be actively supported and

encouraged to advance the provision of effective multi-species fishways.
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1. Introduction

If appropriately designed and suitably sited, fishway facilities can alleviate habitat
fragmentation and provide free passage for multiple species (Clay, 1995; Larinier and
Marmulla, 2004; Gough et al., 2012). The construction of fishways at man-made
barriers has been used as an ecological restoration tool for more than 300 years,
with rapid advances in fishway technology occurring from the mid-20" century (Clay,
1995). The efficacy of a fishway for upstream migrants is largely determined by its
hydraulic conditions (e.g. velocity, turbulence), both at the tailrace and within the
fishway. Water velocities and bulk flow must be high enough to sufficiently attract fish
to the fishway entrance and to enter, whilst water velocity and other hydraulic
features, such as shear stress, need to be low enough to allow successful passage
(Keefer et al., 2011; Williams et al., 2012). However, the behaviour (i.e. willingness to
enter and move through the fishway) and swimming capabilities of fish vary greatly; it
is essential that this is accounted for when designing and implementing fishways if
they are to pass a broad range of fish with different swimming modes (Noonan et al.,

2012; Russon and Kemp, 2011a; Williams et al. 2012).

In its infancy, fishway technology was heavily skewed towards providing
salmonids, and to a lesser extent, clupeids, with free passage during their upstream
migration through the use of low gradient pool passes (Clay, 1995; Larinier and
Marmulla, 2004; Williams et al., 2012). From the early 1900s fishways became more
elaborate, steep and compact in design to minimise construction expenditure, and
there are now numerous different fishway designs, typically grouped into either
technical (pool-type, baffled, and vertical slot) or nature-like (rock ramps and bypass
channels) designs (Katopodis and Williams, 2012). Only in recent years have these

designs been evaluated, on site or in laboratories, for less economically important or
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less well-understood taxa (e.g. Cypriniformes, Anguilliformes, Perciformes,
Characiformes) (Bunt et al., 1999; Keefer et al., 2011; Laine et al., 1998; Lucas et al.,
1999, 2000; Makrakis et al., 2011; Russon and Kemp, 2011a, 2011b; Thiem et al.,
2012; White et al., 2011). Improved understanding of the behaviour and passage
ability of a wider range of species is needed, through laboratory and field studies, if

we are to move further towards effective multi-species fish passage provision.

Despite suffering major declines worldwide, in many cases due to damming and
river alteration, lampreys are a group of serpentine, jawless, sucker-mouthed fish, of
which nine species are diadromous, and semelparous, which have been relatively
overlooked during the evolution of fishway engineering (Kemp et al., 2011; Lucas et
al., 2009; Moser et al.,, 2002a; Renaud, 1997). Most research concerning lamprey
passage has originated in North America: firstly, in detailing the efficacy of large
fishway facilities at hydropower dams in the lower Columbia River for threatened
Pacific lamprey Lampetra tridentata (Jackson and Moser, 2012; Johnson et al., 2012;
Keefer et al., 2009, 2010, 2011; Moser et al., 2002a, 2002b, 2011), and secondly in
investigating the capabilities of the sea lamprey Petromyzon marinus, an invasive
species in the Great Lakes, to negotiate barriers, in order to develop preventative
measures to block their upstream migration (Hanson, 1978; Hunn and Youngs, 1980;
Katopodis et al., 1994). However, differences in the size, swimming capabilities and
behaviour of lamprey species and migratory forms warrant care in extrapolation
between species. Pacific lamprey possess the ability to climb steep ramps and
vertical structures via cycles of propulsion, through axial undulation, and oral disc
attachment (Kemp et al., 2009; Reinhardt et al., 2009; Zhu et al., 2011). This has led
to the installation of Pacific lamprey passage structures at Bonneville Dam fishway,

consisting of aluminium ramps and rest boxes; passage efficiency for Pacific lamprey



increased to 90-100% (Moser et al., 2011; Reinhardt et al., 2009). Similar climbing
ability occurs also in southern hemisphere pouched lamprey Geotria australis
(McDowall, 1988). However, there is no evidence to suggest that European lamprey,
such as the river lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis and, indeed, Great Lakes sea lamprey,
are capable of such climbing behaviour (Reinhardt et al., 2009; Kemp et al., 2011,
Russon et al., 2011). Instead, at obstructions, they rely on a burst swim — attach —
rest mode of locomotion, though they will also swim through thin water films,
including around rocks and other structures (Lucas et al., 2009; Kemp et al., 2011,

Russon et al., 2011).

The European river lamprey is a parasitic and predominantly anadromous species
with an extensive distribution in northwest Europe (Maitland, 1980). However, river
lamprey populations have declined in numerous European watersheds as a
consequence of river impoundment (Lucas et al., 2009; Mateus et al., 2012;
Tuunainen et al., 1980). With the additional impacts of over-exploitation (Masters et
al., 2006; Tuunainen et al., 1980), pollution (Witkowski, 1992) and loss of spawning
habitat (Ojutkangas et al., 1995), river lamprey are widely regarded as an
endangered species throughout Europe (Kelly and King, 2001; Mateus et al., 2012,
Renaud 1997; Thiel et al., 2009). As a result, they are afforded protection under the
EC Habitats and Species Directive, whereby member states are required to
designate Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) that must be preserved in good

condition for featured species (EC, 1992).

Recent field and laboratory studies have begun to assess passage criteria for
river lamprey (Kemp et al., 2011; Laine et al., 1998; Lucas et al., 2009; Russon et al.,
2011; Russon and Kemp, 2011b). However, more information is required not only to

evaluate behaviours and swimming performance under laboratory conditions to guide
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suitable fishway designs (e.g. Kemp et al.,, 2011), but also to test, under field
conditions, the effectiveness of fishway designs, old or contemporary, for lamprey
and/or other non-salmonid species. This approach is needed in order to move
towards effective passage solutions for migratory fish communities, rather than a few
important target species, such as salmonids. Using passive integrated transponder
(PIT) telemetry, this study evaluated the efficacy of two conventional, technical
fishways of different designs (pool and weir, plain Denil) for the European river
lamprey during their adult spawning migration, and patterns of visitation to each

fishway were analysed in the context of environmental factors.

2. Methods

2.1. Study site

The study was conducted from November 2011 to April 2012 on the lower
Yorkshire River Derwent (Fig. 1), North East England, a low gradient reach (c. 0.3 m
km™) within the Humber river system (mean flow 250 m® s™) with SAC status in which
river lamprey are a primary feature. The lower Derwent has mid-channel depths of
about 2-6 m and an average daily flow of 16.6 m® s (Lucas et al., 2009). It is
dominated by riverine cyprinids and does not currently sustain a significant migratory
salmonid population (Whitton and Lucas, 1997). The Derwent drains the North
Yorkshire Moors, flowing from north to south before joining the Yorkshire River Ouse
which combines with the Trent to form the Humber Estuary, the largest coastal plain
estuary on the east coast of Britain. The Humber Estuary, also an SAC for river

lamprey, provides feeding grounds for parasitic stage river lamprey and, along with



widespread, suitable larval and spawning habitat in the Humber tributaries, such as
the Derwent, offers suitable habitat for lifecycle completion (Lucas et al., 2009). The
Humber is considered to sustain one of the most important river lamprey populations
in the UK (Jang and Lucas, 2005). The lower Derwent was selected because, despite
being a designated SAC, it represents one of the most impounded rivers in the
Yorkshire Ouse catchment, featuring a tidal barrage at its mouth and five low head
barriers (<3 m) along the lower 60 km (Fig. 1; see also Lucas et al., 2009). The study
was conducted at the two downstream-most freshwater barriers, Elvington Sluices
and Stamford Bridge, both of which have conventional, technical, high-gradient
fishway installations that are of a design type for salmonids (pool and weir fishway

and Denil baffle fishway, respectively).

2.2. Fishways and flow measurements

Elvington Sluices (river kilometre (rkm) 24.3) consists of two gravity operated,
undershot, radial gates spanning the 35 m wide river channel. The sluice gates
automatically open further with increased river flow and are situated on top of a c.11
m long, 20° sloping weir face. The pool and weir fishway entrance is located at the
base of the weir face on the right hand bank, perpendicular to the main river channel,
and exits at the bypass canal which runs parallel to the main river channel. The
fishway was constructed in 1937. The fishway consists of fourteen pools, each 3 m x
2.8 m and 1.5 m deep, and are connected by sloping ramps in an alternating
configuration (Fig. 2). Each ramp is 122 x 120 cm and these extend into their
associated upstream and downstream pools, reducing each pool’s volume to ¢.10.5

m°. Each ramp has a 20 cm head loss, giving an overall fishway gradient of 13.3%.



The fishway is 6% submerged (the first pool) when river discharge is <8 m® s¥,
equivalent to Qo i.e. when flow equals or exceeds 70% of the long-term annual flow
record (see section 2.4 for further details), 10% submerged at 10-12 m*® s (Qeo-s0),
50% submerged at 20-25 m* s (approximately Qso.,0) and 100% submerged at >40

m® s (<Q5), approximately.

Stamford Bridge (rkm35.6) has a three tier, vertical mill weir with a head loss of 2-
2.5 m during typical flows. The plain Denil fishway entrance is located adjacent to the
weir on the right hand bank and is installed parallel to the main river flow. The plain
Denil fishway, constructed in 1996 was intended to enhance connectivity for multiple
species, including non-salmonids (Lucas et al., 1999, 2000), since rheophilic
freshwater fish species are abundant through the lower and middle Derwent but
migratory salmonids were (Whitton and Lucas, 1997), and remain, rare. It has a total
length of 13.5 m, a flume width of 92 cm, eighteen V-notched baffles (equally spaced
every 50 cm) and has a gradient of 21% in the 10-m long baffled zone. Depth in the
fishway increases as tailwater levels rise and the fishway is completely inundated at

approximately Q-.

Hydrodynamic conditions were characterised in and immediately below the fish
passes. All velocity measurements were taken using an electromagnetic velocity
meter (Valeport, model 801) which recorded flow over a period of 15 seconds and
calculated the mean velocity and standard deviation of the mean. Fishway discharge

was calculated as:
Q=AvV

where Q is fishway discharge (m® s™), A is the cross-sectional area of flow (m?) and

V is the mean water velocity (m s™). Fishway discharge values were then converted



to a percentage of river flow to compare the extent of attraction to each fishway.
Fishways in the UK and USA typically have attraction flows between 5-10% of the
total discharge at a barrier (Williams et al., 2012), although Larinier and Marmulla
(2004) consider 1-5% suitable for smaller rivers, and many are constructed with
these lower attraction flows. The pool and weir fishway discharge was 1.3 and 2.1%
of river flow during elevated (c.18 m® s, Qs — near the long-term mean, but
representing relatively high flows during the period of study) and low (c. 7 m®s™, Qs)
river flows, respectively. Discharge through the Denil fishway was 4.2% for elevated

flow (c.18 m®s™) and 4.5% at low flow (c. 7 m®s™).

In order to assess levels of turbulence within the pools in the pool and weir
fishway during low and high discharges, mean flow power dissipation per unit pool

volume was also calculated, according to Larinier (2002), as:
Pv =p g QDH/\V

where Pv is volumetric dissipated power (W m®), p is density of water (1000 kg m°), g
is acceleration due to gravity (9.81 m s?), DH is head difference between pools (m)
and V is volume of water in pool (m®). Volumetric dissipated power in the pools was
calculated as 22.1 W m? for low flow (c. 7m* s™) and 36.0 W m? for relatively high

flow (c.18 m* s™).

To better understand the range of water velocities and turbulence at key areas
within each fishway, velocity measurements were taken at four ramps within the pool
and weir fishway at 60% depth (Fig. 3a), and in line with the first (from downstream)
baffle (Fig. 3b) and between the first and second baffle in the Denil fishway (Fig. 3c).
Lack of access prevented further measurements to be taken within the Denil fishway.

At the pool and weir fishway, velocities were lower at the upstream exit ramp than



ramps 4, 5 and 6 located within the fishway (Table 1). Velocities typically increased
by 60% from measurements 1-5 and 6-10 at all ramps, and were, on average,
highest at measurements 11-15 (Table 1). Mean velocity for the ramps within the
fishway at measurements 16-20 was 1.57 m s, and the highest recorded velocity
was 2.13 m s (measurement 16, ramp 6). Further velocity measurements and visual
assessment of flow, using streamer tapes, within the pools, demonstrated a surface-
streaming flow created by each ramp, as opposed to a plunging flow (W. Foulds,
unpublished data). In the Denil fishway, velocities in line with the baffle were highest
nearest the water surface and at the edge of the baffle opening (1.53 m s*; Fig. 3b,
measurement 3) whilst lowest at the centreline towards the base of the baffle
opening (0.18 m s™; Fig. 3b measurement 10) (Table 1). In between baffles 1 and 2
(from downstream entrance) flow was typically slower and more turbulent nearest the
walls of the fishway due to the recirculation of flow caused by the side plates of baffle
1. Velocities increased from the base of the fishway slope to the water surface and
velocities were typically highest near the centreline of the fishway (maximum

recorded velocity 1.61 m s™; Fig. 3c, measurement 2).

2.3. Lamprey tagging and PIT telemetry

Pass-through half duplex (HDX) Passive Integrated Transponder (PIT) antennae
(Castro-Santos et al., 1996) were installed at the entrance and exit of each fishway in
order to assess: a) attraction and passage efficiency, b) patterns of visitation to each
fishway. Attraction efficiency was defined as the proportion (%) of released lamprey
detected at the fishway entrance, and passage efficiency was defined as the

proportion (%) of lamprey detected at the fishway entrance that were subsequently
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detected at the fishway exit. Attraction efficiency in this study is a minimum estimate,
as piscivorous fish, birds and mammals are abundant on the river (Whitton and
Lucas 1997) and take lamprey during their migration (M. Lucas unpublished
observations). Lamprey for the study were trapped 1 km below the tidal limit of the
River Ouse (Masters et al., 2006), as lamprey catch per unit effort is higher there
than in the Derwent tributary of the Ouse (Lucas et al., 2009; Masters et al., 2006).
River lamprey do not exhibit natal homing behaviour and are strongly rheotactic
(Tuunainen et al., 1980), with prior studies showing that migrating river lamprey taken
from the Ouse and released in the lower Derwent exhibit no difference in rates of
upstream migration from those caught and released in the Derwent (Lucas et al.,
2009). Lamprey were transported to either or both sites, PIT tagged and released 60-

100 m below each barrier.

Lamprey without visible external injuries were sedated (MS-222, 0.1 g L™), their
total body length (BLta) measured to the nearest 0.5 cm, and tagged by surgical
implantation into the body cavity under U.K. Home Office Licence. Tagged lamprey
were electronically scanned to confirm that tags were functional and record each
tag’'s unique identification code. All lamprey were allowed to fully recover before
release (c. 30 mins). PIT tags (HDX, Texas Instruments model RI-TRP-RRHP, 134.2
kHz) measured 23 x 3.65 mm and weighed 0.6 g in air. Tags were detected by HDX
(Texas Instruments) readers, with separate but time-synchronised Master and Slave
readers interrogating the lower and upper single antennae in the fishway eight times
per second. Tag detection data (identity, date, time) for each antenna were stored on
a flash memory card housed in a logger and periodically downloaded onto a portable
laptop. At the pool and weir fishway, the entrance PIT antenna (130 cm x 80 cm) was

installed at the second ramp from the entrance, as the first was permanently
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submerged (and hence could be bypassed). The exit PIT antenna (130 cm x 80 cm)
was installed at the exit (14”‘) ramp. At the Denil fishway, the entrance antenna (92
cm x 240 cm) spanned the entrance and was located 120 cm into the fishway flume
(115 cm before the first baffle), whilst the exit antenna (92 cm x 140 cm) spanned the
upstream exit. Tag ranges of 40-50 cm were achieved for all antennae. Logging
equipment was housed within a weather-proof storage unit and powered by two 110
Ah 12V leisure batteries in parallel, at each site. Before and after each battery
change and data download (every 5 £+ 2 days), a test tag was placed through each
antenna loop to check that the equipment was functioning correctly. PIT equipment
was operational from 30 Nov 2011 to 16 Apr 2012 at Elvington Sluices and 17 Nov
2011 to 16 Apr 2012 at Stamford Bridge, and, due to occasional battery failure, was

operational for 99.4% and 94.8% of the time, respectively.

A total of 275 lamprey were PIT tagged and released (134 at Stamford Bridge;
141 at Elvington Sluices) between Nov 2011 and Feb 2012 (Tables 2 and 3) during
the middle period of adult migration (Masters et al., 2006). Lamprey were released at
both sites (1-2 h between releases) on four occasions, 30 Nov 2011, 06 Dec 2011,
16 Dec 2011 and 09 Jan 2012 (referred to as ‘pair released’ lamprey), allowing for
finer comparison of fishway visitation patterns. The BL (cm) of lamprey released at
Stamford Bridge (mean + SD, 37.2 £ 2.1) and Elvington Sluices (36.8 + 2.8) did not
differ significantly (t(308) = 1.355, P = 0.176). Similarly, BLta Of lamprey which were
pair released did not differ between sites (two-way ANOVA,; F; 219 =0.009, P = 0.927),
yet BLias Of lamprey pair released on the four different dates significantly differed
(two-way ANOVA,; F3219 = 3.972, P = 0.009), with lamprey released on 16 Dec 2011

and 09 Jan 2012 being significantly larger than lamprey released on 30 Nov 2011
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(Tukey P = 0.035; P = 0.039, respectively). There was no interaction between

release date and site (two-way ANOVA,; F3 216 = 2.028, P = 0.111).

2.4. Environmental factors and analysis

Fifteen minute and mean daily river flow records for the River Derwent were
obtained from the Environment Agency’s gauging station at Buttercrambe, 5 km
upstream of Stamford Bridge weir; no significant tributaries enter the river between
there and Elvington, 16 km downstream. Q values for the River Derwent were
calculated using Buttercrambe gauged daily river flow time series data, from whole
calendar years from 1973-2011 (NERC, 2012). Water temperature was measured at
0.5 h intervals using an automatic logger (Tinytag, TG-4100) at Stamford Bridge.
Linear regression analyses were conducted to test the effect of mean daily river flow
and mean daily water temperature on lamprey visitation to both fishway entrances.
Prior to modelling, data collected on release dates were removed and daily lamprey
counts at each fishway entrance were transformed as log;o(X + 1). Fishway figures
were drawn using Google SketchUp (Version 8.0) and statistical analyses were

carried out using SPSS (Release 19.0.0).

3. Results

3.1. Attraction and passage efficiency

Despite 123 out of 134 lamprey (91.8%) released below Stamford Bridge weir
entering the Denil fishway, none passed successfully over a 150 day period (Table
3). In comparison, 60 out of 141 lamprey (42.6%) released below Elvington Sluices

entered the pool and weir fishway, with only three lamprey (5.0%) passing
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successfully over a 137 day period (Table 2). Lamprey that did pass varied in BLa),
in the time taken to pass, and passed at different times of day with varying mean
daily flows and water temperatures, but sample size was too small for analysis. Only
one of the three lamprey that passed the pool and weir fishway was detected
upstream at the Denil fishway entrance. However, thirteen lamprey (9.2%) released
below Elvington Sluices not recorded as having passed the pool and weir fishway
were detected 11 km upstream at the Denil entrance, all but two of which were
detected within 24 h of flow exceeding 30.7 m* s™ (Table 2; Fig. 4b). It is highly likely
that these lamprey passed through the open sluice gates whilst the river was in flood.
There was no evidence to suggest that the Bl Of lamprey released below
Elvington Sluices that passed this barrier differed significantly from those released

that had failed to pass this barrier (t-test, t;; = -0.425, P = 0.679).

In all, 76.4% of lamprey (94 of 123) released at Stamford Bridge that located the
Denil fish fishway did so within 24 h of release, whilst 60.0% of lamprey (36 of 60)
released at Elvington Sluices that located the pool and weir fishway did so within the
same time period. Overall, lamprey took significantly less time to locate Stamford
Bridge fishway (median time = 1.5 hours) than Elvington fishway (median time = 4.7
hours) (Mann-Whitney; U = 2263.0, Z = -4.242, P < 0.001). However, comparisons of
median location time between pair-released lamprey (30 Nov 2012; 06 Dec 2012; 16
Dec 2012; 09 Jan 2012) revealed that only lamprey released at Stamford Bridge on
16 Dec 2012 and 09 Jan 2012 took less time to locate the Denil fishway than lamprey
released at Elvington took to locate the pool and weir fishway on the same day
(Mann-Whitney; U = 98.0, Z = -2.012, P = 0.044; Mann-Whitney; U = 58.0, Z = -

2.021, P = 0.043), though sample sizes were smaller.
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There was a significant difference in the time taken for lamprey released on the
five separate dates at Stamford Bridge to locate the Denil fishway (Kruskal Wallis; H
= 20.69, DF = 4, P < 0.001). Post hoc pairwise comparisons of release dates
revealed that lamprey released on 17 Nov 2011 took significantly less time to locate
the Denil fishway than those released on 30 Nov 2011 and 09 Jan 2012 (Mann-
Whitney U with Benjamini-Hochberg corrected significance at P = 0.005 and P =
0.010, respectively). This was most likely due to diel activity effects (see section 3.3),
as it is well documented that river lamprey are strongly negatively phototaxic during
their upstream winter migration (Sjoberg, 1977); lamprey were released at 16:50 on
17 Nov 2011, 8 minutes after civil twilight, whereas lamprey were released at 15:30
and 15:40 on 30 Nov 2011 and 09 Jan 2011, 59 minutes and 105 minutes before civil
twilight, respective. Conversely, there was no significant difference in the time taken
for lamprey released at Elvington Sluices on the first four release dates to locate the
pool and weir fishway (Kruskal Wallis; H = 4.908, DF = 3, P = 0.179); all lamprey at
Elvington Sluices were released after civil twilight. Not enough lamprey released on

the final two release dates were detected and were thus excluded from analysis.
3.2. Patterns of visitation

It is evident that peaks in the number of lamprey detected at both fishways were
highest on release dates and during high flow periods (Fig. 4), although there were
proportionally less lamprey detected at the pool and weir fishway than at the Denil
fishway (Fig. 5). There was a significant positive relationship between lamprey
visitation and mean daily river flow for both the Denil entrance (Linear regression, Fi,
s = 54.72, P < 0.001, R? = 0.274) and the pool and weir entrance (Linear
regression, Fy 131 = 14.05, P < 0.001, R? = 0.097). Mean daily water temperature had

no effect on lamprey visitation at either fishway entrance. Disregarding release dates,

15



lamprey visitation was almost absent during low flow periods (e.g. mid-January,
early-February, mid/late-March). The highest number of tagged lamprey recorded in
a day (23 Dec 2011) at the Denil fishway was 48 lamprey (44.0% of lamprey
released at the time) when daily flow was elevated (18.5m*® s™) above preceding
conditions. It is also important to note that lamprey that had not visited either fishway
on the day of release entered fishways thereafter when river flow had risen markedly
(Fig. 5), again indicating that lamprey visitation at both fishway entrances was

positively correlated with river flow.

The majority of lamprey released at Elvington Sluices that successfully located
the pool and weir fishway only visited on one occasion, with no lamprey visiting the
fishway on more than four separate days (Fig. 6a). Conversely, the majority of
lamprey released at Stamford Bridge visited on multiple occasions, with almost one
third (32.5%) of lamprey that had successfully located the Denil fishway visiting on
four or more separate days and one doing so on 12 separate days (Fig. 6b). A large
number of lamprey at Stamford Bridge were still in the vicinity of the fishway entrance
after several weeks, with twenty lamprey being detected after 10 weeks of release
and four lamprey being detected 130-150 days after release (Fig. 7). The mean
minimum number of days in which individual lamprey were delayed at the Denil
fishway was 36 days. The mean minimum delay period below the pool and weir
fishway was calculated as 10 days, as the majority of lamprey released at Elvington
were only detected 0-9 days after release (Fig. 7) and on one occasion only (Fig. 6a).
During the study period river flows were sufficient to partially or wholly drown
Elvington weir on three occasions, but never sufficient to do so at Stamford Bridge

weir, although the spate on 4 April 2012 (41 m® s™) came close to doing so; thus the
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principal route of passage upstream throughout the study at Stamford Bridge was via

the Denil fishway.

3.3. Diel activity

Lamprey detections at Stamford Bridge were two-way categorised by diel activity
at the entrance to the fishway, (morning defined as 04:00 - 09:59h; afternoon as
10:00-15:59h; evening as 16:00-21:59h; night as 22:00-03:59h), and months when
detected (November/December; January/February; March/April), and chi-square
analysis revealed a highly significant association between these variables (X? =
40.22, DF = 6, P < 0.001). Evening activity was positively associated with November
and December (partial X* = 5.72), afternoon activity was positively associated with
January and February (partial X?> = 5.29), whilst morning activity was strongly
positively associated with March and April (partial X* = 8.02). The only strongly
negative association was between evening activity and March and April (partial X* =
9.16). There were not enough detections at Elvington fishway entrance to conduct a

similar chi-square analysis.

4. Discussion

In this study, two high-gradient technical fishways typical of those found widely
in European waters (Clay, 1995), the plain Denil baffled, and pool and weir, were
found to be extremely inefficient for European river lamprey, with passage
efficiencies of 0% and 5.0%, respectively. The fact that no lamprey were successful

in passing the Denil fishway is particularly striking given that 91.8% of released
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lamprey entered the fishway, the majority within 24 h of release (indicating strong
motivation to pass), and almost one third of which visited the fishway on four or more
separate days. Similar repeated attempts to traverse fishways and obstacles have
been documented for river lamprey (Lucas et al., 2009; Russon et al., 2011) and
Pacific lamprey (Keefer et al., 2011; Moser et al., 2002a). In contrast, the pool and
weir fishway exhibited relatively poor attraction efficiency (42.6%), the vast majority
of detected lamprey visited the fishway on one occasion only and took a significantly
longer period of time to locate the fishway. Furthermore, whilst peaks in lamprey
visitation to both fishways on a given day were highest during high flow events,
outside of release dates, markedly fewer lamprey visited the pool and weir fishway
on a given day than the Denil fishway. These observations can be attributed to the
pool and weir's low fishway discharge and the suboptimal, perpendicular orientation
of the attraction flow in relation to the barrier; these factors have proved to be
problematic for other fish species attempting to locate fishway entrances (Aarestrup
et al., 2003; Bunt, 2001; Gowans et al., 1999; Keefer et al., 2011; Laine et al., 1998;
Larinier et al., 2005). Furthermore, the provision of an alternative route of passage for
river lamprey at Elvington Sluices via the open sluice gates during the 2011-2012
migration period, when the critical flow for passage at the barrier (27 m* s™; Lucas et
al., 2009) was exceeded on 6 days, likely contributed to the poor attraction efficiency

of the pool and weir fishway.

There was no alternative route of passage for river lamprey at Stamford
Bridge during the 2011-2012 migration period, given that the critical flow for lamprey
passage over Stamford Bridge weir (when drowned), 44 m*® s™* (Lucas et al., 2009),
equating to Qs over the whole calendar year or Qg for the migration period of

September to March, was never exceeded. Therefore, the total passage efficiency of
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all lamprey in passing both Elvington and Stamford Bridge barriers together was
likely 0%. This indicates a stark cumulative effect of the two barriers with ineffective
fishways on tagged lamprey and demonstrates that population attrition at barriers can
be severe during prolonged low river flow periods, the latter also being apparent for
Pacific lamprey migration (Jackson and Moser, 2012). Furthermore, it should be
noted that the minimum estimates of migration delays below the barriers made in this
study are probably underestimates, particularly at the Denil fishway at Stamford
Bridge where critical flow for lamprey passage over the weir was never exceeded
over the study period. Indeed, the delay could be regarded as the period from entry
into the fishway to the end of the study - a markedly longer period than the

conservative measure of time between first and last detection, used here.

Given that Lucas and Baras (2001) recommend a minimum fishway passage
efficiency of 90-100% for diadromous species, in order to aid population stability or to
aid recovery, the passage efficiency figures reported in this study are extremely low.
Prior studies assist in interpreting why the passage efficiencies at the two technical
fishways for river lamprey were poor. It seems likely that within the pool and weir
fishway, the high water velocities over the ramps and the lack of attraction flow
generated by each ramp largely contributed to the failure of the fishway for river
lamprey. Flume studies reveal that river lamprey are thigmotactic, moving in close
proximity to the substrate and structured walls (Kemp et al., 2011), similar to Pacific
lamprey (Keefer et al.,, 2011), and require adequate attraction flow to stimulate
upstream migration. Furthermore, Piper et al.,, (2012) revealed that upstream
passage of European eel (another thigmotactic, benthic species) at eel ladders was
two-fold higher when provided with a plunging attraction flow as opposed to a

streaming attraction flow. However, each pool within the pool and weir fishway is

19



provided with a streaming flow from an upstream ramp and the pool sub-surface
hydraulics are characterised by slow, re-circulating eddies. With little attraction flow
being provided to the pool substrate, it is likely that locating each ramp is difficult for
river lamprey. Whilst fine-scale behaviour of sea lamprey locating surface weirs has
been documented by Haro and Kynard (1997), the fishway pools in their study
contained surface weirs and submerged orifices, therefore the flow profiles of our

fishway pools are likely to differ.

European river lamprey have been demonstrated to achieve a maximum burst
speed of 1.75 — 2.12 m s* at a velocity barrier within an experimental flume, at a
mean temperature of 12.6°C (Russon and Kemp, 2011b). These figures match
closely to the recorded velocities over each ramp within the pool and weir fishway.
Furthermore, Russon et al. (2011) noted that, in an experimental flume, river lamprey
failed to ascend a crump weir, similar in geometry to the pool and weir ramps, with a
maximum mean velocity at the weir face of 2.30 m s, similar to the maximum mean
velocity of 2.13 m s™ recorded at the pool and weir ramps. However, as median
water temperature in Humber rivers during the river lamprey migrating season is
typically between 5 - 7°C (Masters et al., 2006), considerably lower than in the flume
studies, and maximum attainable swimming velocity decreases with temperature for
fish (Wardle, 1980), river lamprey would find ascending the ramps in the fishway very
difficult. In addition, the cumulative effect of attempting to traverse 14 ramps at
maximum recorded burst speeds is liable to be substantial; electromyogram
telemetry of sea lamprey during movement through difficult passage areas suggested

an increasing onset of fatigue after each burst movement (Quintella et al., 2004).

At the Denil fishway, the inherent turbulence behind the baffles, high water

velocities, the high gradient slope and the length of the fishway are likely to act as
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behavioural and physical impediments to ascent. Studies have shown that high
gradient Denil fishways (e.g. = 20%) are typically inefficient for other non-salmonid
species (Lucas et al., 1999; Mallen-Cooper and Stuart, 2007; Noonan et al., 2011). It
is doubtful that low slope pool and weir and Denil fishways will offer an effective
solution for migrating adult river lamprey. In a combined Denil (slope, 16-21%) and
vertical slot (slope 7%) fishway on the River Kemijoki, Finland, whilst nearly 1,000
adult salmonids passed the fishway in 3 years and a variety of cyprinids passed each
year, no river lamprey were observed negotiating the Denil fishway and limited
progress was made through the vertical slot sections (Laine et al., 1998). However,
progress improved slightly with the installation of bristles at the bottom of the slots in
the vertical slot fishway. Whilst Pacific lamprey have been shown to ascend Denil
fishways up to 20.1 m long and 28.7% gradient, with a rate of up to 1 372 lamprey
passing in 24 h, the present study clearly demonstrates European river lampreys’
inability to scale a 10-m long, 21% gradient baffled zone within a Denil fishway. In
high velocity situations river lamprey use a “burst-attach-rest” mode of swimming
(Kemp et al., 2010). River lamprey have been observed using oral disc attachment
on the downstream side of the baffle plates at the Denil fishway at Stamford Bridge,
although none have been observed attached to baffles more than half way up the
fishway (M. Lucas pers. obs.). The difficult transition from stationary attachment to
progressing upstream in turbulent flow has been well documented in Pacific lamprey
at bulkhead challenges (Keefer et al., 2010), with many lamprey being unable to re-
attach and are consequently swept downstream. This has also been observed with

river lamprey within the Denil fishway at Stamford Bridge (D. Bubb pers. comm.).

In reviewing results from field and laboratory studies, we suggest that low

gradient vertical slot or nature-like fishways are likely to be most efficient for river
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lamprey, as well as providing passage to a large variety of other riverine taxa (Calles
and Greenberg, 2007; Noonan et al., 2011; Pratt et al., 2009; Rodriguez et al., 2006;
Stuart and Berghuis, 2002). Preliminary evidence suggests that at a 1% slope,
double vertical slot fishway with 10 cm drops between 9-m long basins and with a
cobble bed, on the River Elbe, Germany, 88% of river lamprey successfully utilised
the fishway (Adam, 2012). Furthermore, vertical slot fishways at Cobourg Brook and
Big Carp River in Canada have been used to trap invasive Great Lakes sea lamprey,
and have recorded passage efficiencies of 81-100% for this species (O’Connor et al.,
2003, 2004). High efficiencies recorded at vertical slot fishways for lamprey can be
partly attributed to the provision of passage routes near the sides and substrate of
the fishway. The rounding of entrances, turns or bulkhead challenges in fishways
should be considered, as this modification has demonstrably improved entry
success, increased passage efficiency and decreased passage time for Pacific
lamprey (Keefer et al., 2010; Moser et al., 2002b). For low to moderate gradient
nature-like or rock-ramp fishways, high passage efficiencies for lamprey are likely to
be achieved given their suitable oral disc attachment sites and heterogeneous flow
conditions, whereby lamprey can exploit low velocity areas for refuge and passage.
However, nature-like fishways have often been found to exhibit low attraction
efficiencies (Bunt et al., 2012) as the entrances were often located several tens of
metres or more below barriers and/or had rather limited attraction flow. Therefore,
high passage efficiency in nature-like passes may be offset by an inability to locate
the fishway unless suitably sited (Bunt et al., 2012). Nevertheless, nature-like passes

with gravel could also afford spawning habitat for lamprey.

It is imperative that implementations of upstream passage solutions for river

lamprey (and other non-climbing lamprey species) across its distributional range are
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scientifically well-informed in order to prevent widespread installation of ineffective
fishways for these species. Given the cost of fishway installation, where barrier
removal is not possible (the preferred option for river reach reconnection), we
recommend careful consideration and testing of fishway designs for river lamprey
and similar species. Although the monitoring of fishways must inevitably be strategic,
owing to limited resources, emphasis should be placed upon the long-term cost-
effectiveness of thorough, scientific evaluation of fishway designs (i.e. assessing
delay times, attraction and passage efficiencies), before and after installation, in
order to advance the provision of effective multi-species fishways. For instance, there
is an urgent need to quantify the efficacy of the Larinier super-active baffled fishway
which, although having become a highly favoured technical fishway design for multi-
species fish communities in UK waters, is of unknown efficiency for upstream-
migrating lamprey species. Furthermore, a reappraisal of in situ fishways with old
design features, such as the pool and weir fishway at Elvington, is recommended in
order to inform decisions on whether to upgrade, remove or replace such fishways.
The monetary costs of these actions can be considerable, therefore action should
first be taken at sites which will derive the most benefit, such as protected areas for

target species.
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Glossary

Q = fishway discharge (m®s™)

A = cross-sectional area of flow (m?)

V = mean water velocity (m s™)

Pv = volumetric dissipated power (W m®)
p = density of water (1000 kg m°)

g = acceleration due to gravity (9.81 m s?)
DH = head difference between pools (m)

v = volume of water in pool (m°)

Acknowledgments

Many thanks are extended to colleagues at the Environment Agency, Paul Bird, and
land owners for their valuable help and kind cooperation. Funding was provided by
the Durham University Grevillea Trust, Van Mildert College and the Environment

Agency.

24



References

Aarestrup, K., Lucas, M.C., Hansen, J.A., 2003. Efficiency of a nature-like bypass
channel for sea trout (Salmo trutta) ascending a small Danish stream studied
by PIT telemetry. Ecol. Freshw. Fish 12, 160-168.

Adam, B., 2012. Fish ladders on the River Elbe near Geesthacht.In: Gough, P.,
Philipsen, P., Schollema, P.P., Wanningen, H, (Eds) From Sea to Source;
International guidance for the restoration of fish migration highways. Regional
Water Authority Hunze en Aas, AD Veendam, The Netherlands, pp. 214-217.

Armstrong, G.S., Aprahamian, M.\W., Fewings, G.A., Gough, P.J., Reader, N.A.,
Varallo, P.V., 2010. Environment Agency fish pass manual: guidance notes on
the legislation, selection and approval of fish passes in England and Wales.
Environment Agency, Rio House, Bristol (http://publications.environment-
agency.gov.uk), 369 pp.

Beach, M.A., 1984. Fish Pass Design. Fisheries Research Technical Report No. 78.
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, Lowestoft, England, 46 pp.

Beamish, F.W.H., 1974. Swimming performance of adult sea lamprey, Petromyzon
marinus, in relation to weight and temperature. T. Am. Fish. Soc. 103, 355-
358.

Bunt, C.M., Katapodis, C., McKinley, R.S., 1999. Attraction and passage efficiency of
white suckers and smallmouth bass by two Denil fishways. N. Am. J. Fish.
Manage. 19, 793-803.

Bunt, C.M., 2001. Fishway entrance modifications enhance fish attraction. Fish.
Manage. Ecol. 8, 95-105.

Bunt, C.M., Castro-Santos, T., Haro, A., 2012. Performance of fish passage
structures at upstream barriers to migration, River Res. Applic. 28, 457-478.

Calles, E.O., Greenberg, L.A., 2007. The use of two nature-like fishways by some
fish species in the Swedish River Eman. Ecol. Freshw. Fish 16, 183-190.

Castro-Santos, T., Haro, A., Walk, S., 1996. A passive integrated transponder (PIT)
tag system for monitoring fishways. Fish. Res. 28, 253-261.

Clay, C.H., 1995. Design of Fishways and other Fish Facilities, Second Ed. Lewis,
Boca Raton.

EC. 1992. Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of
natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora. Official Journal L206 22/07/92, 7-
50.

25


http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/
http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/

Gough, P., Philipsen, P., Schollema, P.P., Wanningen, H., 2012. From Sea to
Source; International guidance for the restoration of fish migration highways.
Regional Water Authority Hunze en Aas, AD Veendam, The Netherlands.

Gowans, A., Armstrong, J.D., Priede, I.G., 1999. Movements of adult Atlantic salmon
in relation to a hydroelectric dam and fish ladder. J. Fish Biol. 54 , 713-726.

Hanson, L.H., 1978. Burst swimming speed of spawning-run sea lamprey
(Petromyzon marinus). Research completion report, Great Lakes Fish. Lab.,
Ann Arbor, MI.

Haro, A., Kynard, B., 1997. Video evaluation of passage efficiency of American shad
and sea lamprey in a modified Ice Harbour fishway. N. Am. J. Fish. Manage.
17, 981-987.

Hunn, J.B., Youngs, W.D., 1980. Role of physical barriers in the control of sea
lamprey (Petromyzon marinus). Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 37, 2118-2122.

Jackson, A., Moser, M.L., 2012. Low-elevation dams are impediments to adult Pacific
lamprey spawning migration in the Umatilla River, Oregon. N. Am. J. Fish.
Manage. 32, 548-556.

Jang, M-H., Lucas, M.C., 2005. Reproductive ecology of the river lamprey. J. Fish.
Biol. 66, 499-512.

Johnson, E.L., Caudill, C.C., Keefer, M.L., Clabough, T.S., Peery, C.A., Jepson,
M.A., Moser, M.L., 2012. Movement of radio-tagged adult Pacific lampreys
during a large-scale fishway velocity experiment. T. Am. Fish. Soc. 141, 571-
579.

Katopodis, C., Koon, E.M., Hanson, L., 1994. Sea lamprey barriers: new concepts
and research needs. Research completion report, Great Lakes Fish. Comm.
Ann Arbor, M.

Katopodis, C., Williams, J.G., 2011. The development of fish passage research in a
historical context. Ecol. Eng. 48, 8-18.

Keefer, M.L, Moser, M.L, Boggs, C.T, Daigle, W.R, Peery, C.A, 2009. Effects of body
size and river environment on the upstream migration of adult Pacific
lampreys. N. Am. J. Fish. Manage. 29, 1214-1224.

Keefer, M.L., Daigle, W.R., Peery, C.A., Pennington, H.T., Lee, S.R., Moser, M.L.,
2010. Testing adult Pacific lamprey performance at structural challenges in
fishways. N. Am. J. Fish. Manage. 30, 376-385.

Keefer, M.L., Peery, C.A., Lee, S.R., Daigle, W.R., Johnson, E.L., Moser, M.L., 2011.

Behaviour of adult Pacific lamprey in near-field flow and fishway design
experiments. Fish. Manage. Ecol. 18, 177-189.

26



Kelly, F.L., King, J.J., 2001. A review of the ecology and distribution of the three
lamprey species, Lampetra fluviatilis (L.), Lampetra planeri (Bloch) and
Petromyzon marinus (L.): A context for conservation and biodiversity
considerations in Ireland. Biol. Environ. 101B (3), 165-185.

Kemp, P.S., Russon, I.J., Vowles, A.S., Lucas, M.C., 2011. The influence of
discharge and temperature on the ability of upstream migrant adult river
lamprey (Lampetra fluviatilis) to pass experimental overshot and undershot
weirs. River Res. App. 27, 488-498.

Kemp, P.S., Tsuzaki, T., Moser, M. L., 2009. Linking behaviour and performance:
intermittent locomotion in a climbing fish. J. Zool., 277, 171-178.

Laine, A., Kamula, R., Hooli, J., 1998. Fish and lamprey passage in a combined Denil
and vertical slot fishway. Fish. Manage. Ecol. 5, 31-44.

Larinier, M., 2002. Pool fishways, pre-barrages and natural bypass channels. Bull. Fr.
Péche Piscic. 364 suppl., 54-82.

Larinier, M., Chanseau, M., Bau, F., Croze, O., 2005. The use of radio telemetry for
optimizing fish pass design. In: Spedicato, M.T., Lembo, G. , Marmulla, M.
(Eds), Aquatic Telemetry: Advances and Applications: Proceedings of the Fifth
Conference on Fish Telemetry Held on 9-13 June 2003: Ustica, Italy
FAO/COISPA, Rome, pp. 53-60.

Larinier, M., Marmulla, G., 2004. Fish passages; types, principles and geographical
distribution — an overview. In: Welcomme, R.L., Petr, T. (Eds.), Proceedings of
the Second International Symposium on the Management of Large Rivers for
Fisheries, vol. Il. RAP publication 2004/17. FAO Regional Office for Asia and
the Pacific, Bangkok, Thailand, pp. 183-206.

Lucas, M.C., Baras, E., 2001. Migration of Freshwater Fishes. Blackwell Science,
Oxford.

Lucas, M.C., Bubb, D.H., Jang, M.-H., Ha, K., Masters, J.E.G., 2009. Availability of
and access to critical habitats in regulated rivers: effects of low-head barriers
on threatened lampreys. Freshwater Biol. 54, 621-634.

Lucas, M.C., Mercer, T., Armstrong, J.D., McGinty, S., Rycroft, P., 1999. Use of a
flat-bed passive integrated transponder antenna array to study the migration
and behaviour of lowland river fishes at a fish pass. Fish. Res. 44, 183-191.

Lucas, M.C., Mercer, T., McGinty, S., Armstrong, J.D., 2000. Development and
evaluation of a flat-bed passive integrated transponder detection system for
recording movement of lowland river fishes through a baffled pass. In: Moore,
A., Russell, I. (Eds.), Advances in Fish Telemetry. CEFAS, Lowestoft, pp. 117-
127.

27



Maitland, P.S., 1980. Review of the ecology of lampreys in Northern Europe. Can. J.
Fish. Aquat. Sci. 37, 1944-1952.

Mallen-Cooper, M., Stuart, I.G., 2007. Optimising Denil fishways for passage of small
and large fishes. Fish. Manage. Ecol. 14, 61-71.

Makrakis, S., Miranda, L.E, Gomes, L.C., Makrakis, M.C., Junior, M.F. 2011. Ascent
of neotropical migratory fish in the Itaipu reservoir fish pass. Riv. Res. Appl.
27,511-519.

Masters, J.E.G., Jang, M.-H., Ha, K., Bird, P.D., Frear, P.A., Lucas, M.C., 2006. The
commercial exploitation of a protected anadromous species, the river lamprey
(Lampetra fluviatilis (L.)), in the tidal River Ouse, north-east England. Aquat.
Conserv. 16; 77-92.

Mateus, C.S., Rodriguez-Muiioz, R., Quintella, B.R., Alves, M.J., Almeida, P., 2012.
Lampreys of the Iberian Peninsula: distribution, population status and
conservation. Endang. Species Res. 16, 183—-198.

McDowall, R.M., 1988. Diadromy in Fishes: Migration Between Freshwater and
Marine Environments. Croom Helm, London.

Moser, M.L., Ocker, P.A., Stuehrenberg, C.L., Bjornn, T.C., 2002a. Passage
efficiency of adult Pacific lampreys at hydropower dams on the lower
Columbia River, USA. Trans. Am. Fish. Soc. 131, 956-965.

Moser, M.L, Matter, A.L., Stuehrenberg, L.C., Bjornn, T.C., 2002b. Use of an
extensive radio receiver network to document Pacific lamprey (Lampetra
tridentata) entrance efficiency at fishways in the Lower Columbia River, USA.
Hydrobiologia 483, 45-53.

Moser, M.L., Keefer, M.L., Pennington, H.T., Ogden, D.A., Simonson, J.E., 2011.
Development of Pacific lamprey fishways at a hydropower dam. Fish. Manage.
Ecol. 18, 190-200.

NERC., 2012. CEH Web, National River Flow Archive, Data 27041 (accessed online
Oct. 2012 (http://www.ceh.ac.uk/data/nrfa/data/station.htm|?27041).

Noonan, M.J., Grant, JW.A, Jackson, C.D., 2011. A quantitative assessment of fish
passage efficiency. Fish Fish. 13, 450-464.

O’Connor, L.M, Pratt, T.C, Hallett, A.G, Katopodis, C., Bergstadt, R., Hayes, D.,
McLaughin, R., 2003. Performance evaluation of fishways at sea lamprey
barriers and controlled modifications to improve fishways performance. Great
Lakes Fish. Comm. Ann Arbor, MI.

O’Connor, L.M, Pratt, T.C, Hallett, A.G., Katopodis, C., 2004. Sea lampreys
(Petromyzon marinus) in the Laurentian Great Lakes: Mitigating low-head

28


http://www.ceh.ac.uk/data/nrfa/data/station.html?27041

barrier impacts using modified vertical slot fishways, in: Lastra, D.G., Martinez,
P.V. (Eds.) Aquatic Habitats, Analysis and Restoration, Fifth International
Symposium on Ecohydraulics, pp. 973-978.

Ojutkangas, E., Aronen, K., Laukkanen, E., 1995. Distribution and abundance of river
lamprey (Lampetra fluviatilis) ammocoetes in the regulated River Perhonjoki.
Regul. Rivers. 10, 239-245.

Piper, A.T., Wright, R.M., Kemp, P.S., 2012. The influence of attraction flow on
upstream passage of European eel (Anguilla anguilla) at intertidal barriers.
Ecol. Eng. 44, 329-336.

Pratt, T.C., O’Connor, L.M., Hallett, A.G., McLaughlin, R.L., Katopodis, C., Hayes,
D.B. Bergstedt, R.A., 2009. Balancing aquatic habitat fragmentation and
control of invasive species: enhancing selective fish passage at sea lamprey
control barriers. Trans. Am. Fish. Soc. 138, 652—665.

Quintella, B.R., Andrade, N.O., Koed, A., Almeida, P.R., 2004. Behavioural patterns
of sea lampreys’ spawning migration through difficult passage areas, studied
by electromyogram telemetry. J. Fish Biol. 65, 961-972.

Reinhardt, U.G., Binder, T., McDonald, D.G., 2009. Ability of adult sea lamprey to
climb inclined surfaces. In: Brown, L., Chase, S., Mesa, M., Beamish, R.,
Moyle, P. (Eds), Biology, Management, and Conservation of Lampreys in
North America: Amer. Fish. Soc. Symp., 72, 125-138.

Renaud, C.B., 1997. Conservation status of Northern Hemisphere lampreys
(Petromyzontidae). J. Appl. Ichthyol. 13, 143-148.

Rodriguez, T.T., Agudo, J.P., Mosquera, L.P., Gonzalez, E.P., 2006. Evaluating
vertical-slot fishway designs in terms of fish swimming capabilities. Ecol. Eng.
27, 37-48.

Russon, I.J., Kemp, P.S., 2011a. Advancing provision of multi-species fish passage:
behaviour of adult European eel (Anguilla anguilla) and brown trout (Salmo
trutta) in response to accelerating flow. Ecol. Eng. 37, 2018-2024.

Russon, I.J., Kemp, P.S., 2011b. Experimental quantification of the swimming
performance and behaviour of spawning run river lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis
and European eel Anguilla anguilla. J. Fish Biol. 78, 1965-1975.

Russon, 1.J., Kemp, P.S., Lucas, M.C., 2011. Gauging weirs impede the upstream
migration of adult river lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis. Fish. Manage. Ecol. 18,
201-210.

Sjoberg, K., 1977. Locomotor activity of river lamprey Lampetra fluviatilis (L.) during
the spawning season. Hydrobiologia 55, 265-270.

29



Stuart, 1.G., Berghuis, A.P., 2002. Upstream passage of fish through a vertical-slot
fishway in an Australian subtropical river. Fish. Manage. Ecol. 9, 111-122.

Solomon, D.J., Beach, M.H., 2004. Fish pass design for eel and elver (Anguilla
Anguilla). R&D Technical Report W2-070/TR1, Environment Agency, Rio
House, Bristol.

Thiel, R., Winkler, H.M., Riel, P., Neumann, R., Grohsler, T., Bottcher, U., Spratte, S.,
Hartmann, U., 2009. Endangered anadromous lampreys in the southern Baltic
Sea: spatial distribution, long-term trend, population status. Endang. Species
Res. 8, 233-247.

Thiem, J.D., Binder, T.R., Dumont, P., Hatin, D., Hatry, C., Katopodis, C.,
Stamplecoskie, K.M., Cooke, S.J., (2012). Multispecies fish passage
behaviour in a vertical slot fishway on the Richelieu River, Quebec, Canada.
River Res. App. DOI: 10.1002/rra.2553 (published online Jan. 2012
(www.interscience.wiley.com)).

Tuunainen, P., Ikonen, E., Auvinen, H., 1980. Lampreys and lamprey fisheries in
Finland. Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 37, 1953-1959.

Wardle, C.S., 1980. Effects of temperature on the maximum swimming speeds of
fish, in: Ali, M.A. (Eds.) Environmental Physiology of Fishes. Plenum
Publishing Corp, New York, pp. 519-531.

WFD, 2000. Directive 2000/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council
Establishing a Framework for the Community Action in the Field of Water
Policy.

White, L.J., Harris, J.H., Keller, R.J., 2011. Movement of three non-salmonid fish
species through a low-gradient vertical-slot fishway. River Res. App. 27, 499—
510.

Whitton, B.A., Lucas, M.C., 1997. Biology of the Humber rivers. Sci. Total Environ.
194-195, 247-62.

Williams, J.G., Armstrong, G., Katopodis, C., Larinier, M., Travade, F., 2012. Thinking
like a fish: a key ingredient for development of effective fish passage facilities
at river obstructions. River Res. App. 28, 407-417.

Witkowski, A., 1992. Threats and protection of freshwater fishes in Poland. Neth. J.
Zool. 42 (2-3), 243-259.

Zhu, Q., Moser, M.L., Kemp, P.S., 2011. Numerical analysis of a unique mode of
locomotion: vertical climbing by Pacific lamprey. Bioinsp. Biomim., 6 (1).
DOI:10.1088/1748-3182/6/1/016005 (published online Jan. 2011
(http://iopscience.iop.orq).

30


http://www.interscience.wiley.com)/
http://iopscience.iop.org/

Table 1. Flow velocity (m s™), V, and standard deviation, SD, measurements at
locations within both fishways (see Fig. 3). Grading from white to dark grey cells
indicate measurements being taken from the edge to the centreline of given
structures. Pool and baffle numbers are counted from the downstream entrance.

Pool and weir fishway Denil baffled fishway
Ramp 4 Ramp 5 Ramp 6 Exit Ramp Baffle 1 Baffle 1 -2
Measurement
\% SD \% SD \% SD \% SD \% SD \% SD
1 092 002 | 095 0.11 | 1.03 0.04 | 087 0.02 | 143 0.11 0.56 0.43
2 1.08 007 | 090 006 | 091 005 | 073 0.01 | 146 0.16 | 161 0.13
3 1.07 002 | 095 0.02 | 093 0.04 | 0.73 0.02 | 1.53 0.10 | 1.57 0.16
4 1.00 001 | 1.03 0.02 | 097 0.04 | 066 0.02 | 0.85 0.13 | 159 0.5
5 099 002 | 090 0.04 | 096 003 | 083 001 | 075 022 | 035 043
6 154 005 | 150 008 | 1.63 0.03 | 1.31 0.01 | 1.02 0.08 | 036 0.45
7 156 004 | 155 004 | 1.72 003 | 1.22 0.01 | 0.84 0.10 1.24 0.18
8 155 005 | 152 0.03 | 1.72 0.03 | 1.24 0.01 | 047 0.28 | 1.05 0.18
9 157 002 | 151 0.02 | 1.72 0.03 | 1.25 0.02 | 057 0.22 | 1.06 0.17
10 152 001 | 145 002 | 169 006 | 1.32 0.01 | 018 0.25 | 098 0.21
11 1.52 0.01 129 004 | 1.84 002 | 1.30 0.01 0.14 0.26
12 1.80 0.05 | 1.88 0.04 | 1.86 0.03 | 1.33 0.02 1.05 0.24
13 187 005 | 1.87 0.03 | 1.88 0.03 | 1.44 0.01 0.76 0.21
14 1.90 0.02 184 004 | 1.76 0.04 | 1.35 0.02 0.62 0.20
15 191 0.03 180 003 | 184 004 | 116 0.01 0.17 0.42
16 1.80 0.05 121 0.08 | 213 0.02 | 0.92 0.06 0.05 0.12
17 1.68 0.07 168 0.08 | 200 0.04 | 1.23 0.02 0.11 0.25
18 160 008 | 152 0.11 | 1.86 0.05 | 1.23 0.02 -0.11  0.12
19 171 005 | 1.70 0.05 | 1.83 0.06 | 1.24 0.19 0.06 0.18
20 141 0.03 154 0.18 | 200 0.07 | 1.12 0.65 0.22 0.08
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T Table 2. Details of PIT tagged lamprey released below Elvington Sluices with attraction
a and passage efficiency figures for the pool and weir fishway

Detected at Detected at

. Detected at Attraction Passage
Length, Elvington : Stamford L .
Date n : Elvington . ) efficiency efficiency
mean = SD fishway : . Bridge fishway
fishway Exit (%) (%)
entrance entrance

30-Nov-11 27 36.1+1.7 10 0 2 37.0 0.0
06-Dec-11 33 37.1+19 15 0 1 45.5 0.0
16-Dec-11 35 37421 19 1 4 54.3 5.3
09-Jan-12 25 37925 1 4 36.0 111
03-Feb-12 7 354 +3.8 0 2 42.9 0.0
25-Feb-12 14 33.5+4.9 1 0 28.6 25.0
Total 141 36.7+2.8 60 3 13 42.6 5.0

Table 3. Details of PIT tagged lamprey released below Stamford Bridge weir with attraction
and passage efficiency figures for the Denil fishway

Detected at Detected at Detected at Attraction Passage
Length, Stamford Stamford Elvington L 1SSag
Date N . . . . ) efficiency efficiency
mean = SD  Bridge fishway Bridge fishway fishway
: (%) (%)
entrance exit entrance
17-Nov-11 30 37419 29 0 0 96.7 0.0
30-Nov-11 27 36.9+1.8 25 0 1 92.6 0.0
06-Dec-11 32 36.5+2.6 28 0 0 87.5 0.0
16-Dec-11 20 38.0x2.1 17 0 0 85.0 0.0
09-Jan-12 25 37321 24 0 0 96.0 0.0
Total 134 37.2+2.1 123 0 1 91.8 0.0
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Figure Legends

Figure 1. Map of the lower River Derwent including the location of man-made barriers
(solid black squares) and, inset, the location of the study area in Britain.
Figure 2. Elvington pool and weir fishway design, consisting of 90° alternating ramp

orientation. Note the location of PIT antennae at ramp 2 and the exit ramp.

Figure 3. Schematics showing the location of velocity measurements taken facing
into the prominent flow. a) dimensions of pool and weir ramps, with 20
measurements taken at each of ramps 4 (4™ from entrance), 5, 6 and the exit ramp;
b) dimensions of baffles within the Denil baffled pass, with 10 measurements taken in
line with the baffle 1 (1* from entrance); c) 20 measurements taken between baffles

1 and 2 of the Denil pass. See section 2.2 for further detalils.

Figure 4. Number of lamprey detected at the entrance to a) Elvington Sluices, and b)
Stamford Bridge fishways, in relation to river flow. Arrows denote release dates,
white bars represent lamprey released below Elvington Sluices and black bars

represent lamprey released below Stamford Bridge weir.

Figure 5. (a) Mean daily flow (dashed) and river temperature (dotted) for the duration
of the study. (b) Cumulative number of lamprey released (solid) and detected (dotted)
at Elvington fishway entrance (grey) and Stamford Bridge fishway entrance (black)
over the study period. Note that increases in the number of new lamprey being

detected occur during release days and high flow events.

Figure 6. Number of daily visits lamprey made to a) Elvington fishway and b)

Stamford Bridge fishway during the study period.
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Figure 7. Minimum number of days in which individual lamprey were restricted behind

each barrier (from day of release to the day of last detection) over the study period.
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Figure 2.
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Figure 5.
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Figure 6.
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Figure 7.
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