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Study results: calculation of different indices of dietary importance

Ivlev's index of selectivity (E) shows which food objects are favoured and which avoided by 0+ perch
larvae and juveniles.

1,2 Ak
’ ste Prossa
10 B Spring W Summer M Autumn 1,5 Varzgunes ezers 15
! W Spring W Summer Autumn = Spring m Summer Autumn

038 1

0,6

0,4 05

0,2 | 0 |

0,0 - - R LR ¢ & & ) KR K& o o

. NS S S 2 @ ‘9 \ Q &
: . g & N 3 D .f,, N & 'b
0,2 *C\J %(b 6{@, \SQ\\ @,_’Q & g \Q_’bé'\ :_‘,é\ \\,lﬁ ‘Q(Q -0 J?:\(}O ,_,\Q'\) ’zé(\k‘\ ‘béc\ 0(@‘\ QQaQo R Q?} \o(\\’r ‘(@Q‘ -0,5 & ‘\(\\ 0((\\3 QQQ e,QOb B %‘0 C.F"O q}& 05&
w@ & on é\(\\ 0{%@ \o‘be \e\)tr 0@0 & \‘6{"% & bOQ ‘»\ob @_‘;o's " & ¥ Aa ‘S;—» 6‘0“ obbe &QQ& (}QQ 'b\o‘\ {\é‘o . 5 IS
CRENPN) N S 5 I % © b 0 < N X N e
o d 9 DX SR~ SN -1 £ B & I 9 < S 8
(Joi" ’b(& © R (\@ QOE" . \(\’b &Q& ?é:j = P IS -1 ¢ S ,1\_25(0
N & S & & <
NG e & B
& Q 8 & <P R 15 &
& < ° g 15
Kaiavere 15 Auciema 15 Riebinu
1,5 ! . .
M Spring W Summer Autumn M Spring W Summer Autumn M Spring W Summer Autumn
1 1
0 (1| | . 0 .
i & 2 & o X o ) . ,
R ‘S : ‘> & S \s‘;’Q 0N i 3 o7 g R & @,,q & S & &
R & oY @ 6“‘0 & & & & $ ROl SN & X - . . (\
& 2 Q& &P ST & & &S N & ) ™ 6‘ >
F & T o @K & & & & @ @
& NP S ) e
& < N & 7 &
1 (‘}\‘\ ef’ ,{_e
Laukezers
M Spring B Summer Autumn

Copepodites Nauplii

00
objects

—




Study results: calculation of different indices of dietary importance

Percent index of food items relative importance (%IRI) is calculated on the basis of three different
indices — numbers, mass and frequency of occurrence. It shows which food objects are relatively the
most important concerning all these three indices.
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