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The objective of this project was to determine if ) “ o o h W WestLake xEastLake calculations.
populations of Common Carp (Cyprinus carpio) in East Lake . Age class of Common Carp (years) and Analyzing data
Winona varied from West Lake Winona carp populations in [Figure 1. Length of Common Carp at each year of fr uenc" of that ace class sambled from East and « Catch per unit effort (CPUE, fish/hour) converted to
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electrofishing along shorelines of East and West Lake ‘ 2018 in Winona, MN. developed by University of Minnesota researchers.
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and West Lake Winona. Fast et * Summary of Carp electrofishing efforts (Table 1)
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Introduction fish/hour) and density (fish/hectare) of Common Carp [Figure 4. Length (mm) versus weight (g) of Common Conclusion
Lake Winona has a total area of 319 acres and is from East and West Lake Winona during September dcarP Sasmpled :;mm E(;‘S(t) an«li) W;;tllngke‘ym““aMN  Although expected that common carp density in West
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Ln

Total/ 58 18.705 91.14 >
Average BfES;’EGlS 9;’?{2[118 9;"1?,.-”2[318 QIE?fEDIB lﬂ;“?fﬁﬂlg lﬂfl?fzﬂlg lﬂfZ?fEﬂlS

Date

Table 1.




	Slide Number 1

