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Objective: Investigate how boat noise affects anti-predator
behaviour in PSL, and determine how these effects might
Influence the fitness of both PSL and their predators
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Figure 2. Number of fish that startled per minute in each

tank, on days when playbacks were on or off
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* For 12 days, | held PSL in two enclosures in two tanks: In
one tank | played intermittent boat noise recordings
(playbacks), and in the other | played silence (Fig. 1)
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