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Background
 As part of the Delta Smelt Supplementation Strategy, the
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* Measure the effect of VIE tags on Delta Smelt growth and o SRl [ R S S "We tested for differences in fork length over time using a generalized linear mixed model to account for repeated measurements on individual
survival. 5 e fish. Error bars on the graphs show 95% confidence intervals. There was no significant difference between any of the treatment groups.
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* Treatment Groups (120 fish each): Anterior Dorsal(AD), il “*We tested for differences in survival over time using a logistic regression. Error bars on the graphs show 95% confidence intervals. There was no
Posterior Dorsal(PD), Mid-Lateral(ML), and Control(C) (Fig. 3)

significant difference between any of the treatment groups.

Figure 2: VIE tag colors (circled in each image) used in experiment 1:
Blue (A), Green (B), Orange (C), Red (D), and Yellow (E). Image F
shows a VIA tag used to track individual fish in both experiments

* We collected fish fork length and whether the tag was visible
(tag retention) at four time points over 120 days.

Yellow VIE tags and tags at the Mid-Lateral location were retained less well than
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