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Abstract. The developmental pathways of the offspring of
three groups of trout, Salmo trutta L., with known life
histories were compared: one group from a freshwater
resident population and two groups from an anadromous
population (fish that have smoltified and fish that have not).
The fish were hybridized within a group, and 27 families were
obtained and reared mixed in two tanks. Tracking fish
specimens was possible thanks to individual passive
integrated transponder (PIT) tagging. All families followed
different life pathways. Faster growth favored early
smoltification and maturation at the age of 1+ in males that
had not smoltified. In addition, both processes were clearly
also influenced by inherited factors. Fish of freshwater
resident origin smoltified more infrequently, and males
matured earlier than did fish from the migratory population.
The offspring of parents from the migratory population, which
did smoltify during their individual histories, smoltified early
(in the second year) more often than offspring of
non-smoltified members of the population.

Keywords: salmonids, developmental path, inheritance,
anadromy

Introduction

Brown trout, Salmo trutta L. exhibit both anadro-
mous and non-migratory biological lifestyles (e.g.,
Elliott 1994, Klemetsen et al. 2003, Cucherousset et
al. 2005). They are often in close relationships, which
means that when they occur together there is sub-
stantial gene flow among them (Charles et al. 2006),
and this renders them genetically indistinguishable
(Hindar et al. 1991, Pettersson et al. 2001 Charles et
al. 2005, Heath et al. 2008). Genetic differences have
been noted among generatively isolated populations
(Hindar et al. 1991, Jonsson 1982, Pettersson et al.
2001). It was observed that some freshwater resident
populations could produce migratory offspring
(Rounsefell 1958, Skrochowska 1969a,
Kallio-Nyberg et al. 2010), and transferring
non-migratory fish to the sea evokes in them behav-
iors that are typical of anadromous forms
(Skrochowska 1969a). It has also been observed that
during trout introduction one form often gives rise to
the second (Frost and Brown 1967, Ayllón et al.
2006). Fish from various anadromous populations
can have very different life histories, and they differ in
maturation age and smoltification (Fahy 1978,
L’Abee-Lund et al. 1989). Many different life histo-
ries can occur even within a single population
(Jonsson 1985), and this can influence the success of
undertakings such as stocking material production.
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This is particularly apparent when there is no

smoltification, which is the developmental path of

non-migratory forms (Dêbowski 2002). The question

remains of whether differentiation is determined ex-

clusively by disproportional access to environmental

resources stemming from the heterogeneity of the

fish and/or differences in their social status, or if

other factors, such as inherited characters, can also

have an influence. Studies performed on other ana-

dromous salmonids, mainly salmon, Salmo salar L.,

indicate that the developmental path of parents, par-

ticularly the age at maturation, influence the choice

of the developmental path in the young (Thorpe and

Morgan 1978, 1980, N�vdal 1983, Thorpe et al.

1983, Bailey and Friars 1990, Herbinger and

Newkirk 1990, Pineda et al. 2003, Duston et al.

2005, Paez et al. 2010, 2011). There is also some evi-

dence for this in studies of sea trout (Skrochowska

1969b, Jonsson 1982, Näslund 1993, Palm and
Ryman 1999, Cucherousset et al. 2005).

The aim of the current study was to test the effect
of parental phenotype on the age of maturation and
smoltification in trout from a migratory population in
comparison with trout from a freshwater resident
population in controlled conditions in a hatchery.

Material and methods

Comparisons were made of the progeny of selected
parent fish that were reared under the same condi-
tions: two groups of trout from an anadromous popu-
lation (sea trout), with different individual life
histories, and a group of trout from
a non-anadromous population, but with a life history
similar to that of one the sea trout groups. Sea trout
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Table 1

Characteristics of spawners used in the experiment. Sea trout-like (S) – sea trout that smoltified at the age of 1+ and matured at
ages 2+ (males) or 3+ (females); brown trout-like (B) – sea trout which did not smoltify and matured at ages 1+ (males) or 3+
(females); and non-anadromous trout (R)

Fish type Sex Fish's number Smolt 1yr Smolt 2yr Age of maturity Caudal length (mm) Weight (g)

S F 1 yes no 3+ 502 1380

F 2 yes no 3+ 500 1466

F 3 yes no 3+ 477 1276

M 1 yes no 2+ 488 1402

M 2 yes no 2+ 544 1350

M 3 yes no 2+ 520 1616

B F 1 no no 3+ 473 1244

F 2 no no 3+ 467 1254

F 3 no no 3+ 465 1184

M 1 no no 1+ 509 1504

M 2 no no 1+ 554 1820

M 3 no no 1+ 515 1740

R F 1 510 1716

F 2 510 1726

F 3 470 1422

M 1 490 1344

M 2 520 1742

M 3 480 1460



parents, kept in ponds, were derived from sea-run
fish caught in the lower Vistula River (18.9518° E,
54.3583° N) during their spawning migration. They
were tagged with PITs (Passive Integrated Tran-
sponder) at the age of 0+ and their development, in-
cluding smoltification and maturation, was followed
until the age of 6+ (i.e. for use in the present experi-
ment) (Dêbowski 2002). For the sake of comparison,
non-anadromous parents were also observed, and
these fish are also held in the ponds and were the
progeny of fish from a local population in the
Radunia River (18.3394° E, 54.3334° N), which is
a tributary of the lower Vistula that has been inacces-
sible to migratory trout for over a century. Their age
and life history are unknown. Three males and three
females were chosen from each of three groups of
fish: sea trout-like (S) – sea trout that smoltified at the
age of 1+ and matured at ages 2+ (males) or 3+ (fe-
males); brown trout-like (B) – sea trout which did not
smoltify and matured at ages 1+ (males) or 3+ (fe-
males); and non-anadromous trout (R). The charac-
teristics of the spawners are presented in Table 1.
The experiment was conducted at the Department of
Salmonid Research in Rutki, Inland Fisheries Insti-
tute in Olsztyn, Poland.

Artificial spawning was performed on November
14, 2001. Within each of the three groups, a 3×3 fac-
torial mating design created nine families, for a total
of 27 families (Table 2). They were incubated

separately. After the eyed-egg stage was reached, 300
eggs were retained from each family. In the subse-
quent May, 200 fry from each family were stocked
into separate tanks with volumes of 1 m3 that were
supplied with the river water and kept under natural
light conditions. In January 2003, all of the surviving
fish (2,023 individuals) were tagged with PITs. Each
of the families that had been held separately up to
this point were randomly divided in half and trans-
ferred to two large tanks with volumes of 9 m3, which
constituted the two replicates of the experiment.

The fish were examined in the spring
(March-May) three times because of the differentia-
tion and duration of the smoltification periods. The
examinations included measurements of caudal
length, height, weight, and silvering (Kazakov and
Kozlov 1985). The degree of smoltification was de-
termined with these data using methodology based
on silvering and caudal length (Dêbowski et al.
1999). The fish were classified as smolts if they ex-
hibited smolt characteristics during at least one of
the examinations. The fish were examined again in
the fall (November/December), and in addition to
measurements, the sexual maturity of the fish was
evaluated. This same procedure was applied in sub-
sequent years. The fish were monitored until the fall
when they reached an age of 3+. The sex of the fish
was determined when they achieved sexual maturity,
so the sex of the fish that died before maturity is
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Table 2

The 27 families of progeny created in the experiment: fish type, sex, and fish's number are adapted from Table 1

SF1 x SM1 BF1 x BM1 RF1 x RM1

SF1 x SM2 BF1 x BM2 RF1 x RM2

SF1 x SM3 BF1 x BM3 RF1 x RM3

SF2 x SM1 BF2 x BM1 RF2 x RM1

SF2 x SM2 BF2 x BM2 RF2 x RM2

SF2 x SM3 BF2 x BM3 RF2 x RM3

SF3 x SM1 BF3 x BM1 RF3 x RM1

SF3 x SM2 BF3 x BM2 RF3 x RM2

SF3 x SM3 BF3 x BM3 RF3 x RM3
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unknown, and the numbers of fish in tanks are
higher than the sums of males and females. Smolts
were excluded from the following analysis to mimic
the natural situation in which smolts migrate to the
sea.

Average lengths were compared with ANOVA.
Generalized linear models were used to analyze pa-
rental influence and fish growth, and the dependent
variables were binomial (“smolt/not smolt” or “ma-
ture/not mature”), and independent variables were
nominal (parental groups) and continuous (length).
Each nominal variable had three categories, so it was
represented in the model by two factors in relation to
group B (in all models). The link function of the mod-
els was logit. Statistica (StatSoft Inc. 2005) was used
to perform the analysis.

Results

Smoltification in the first year

In both tanks, the fish from group R were bigger than
those from the other groups; however, the difference
was only significant in tank 2 (Table 3). A total of
29% of all fish smoltified in the first year (38% of fe-
males and 27% of males), and the proportions were
the highest for the S groups. The models show that
the probability of smoltification increased with the
length of the fish and with origin from group S, and
decreases when the fish originated from group R. All
these relationships were highly significant in both
tanks and in both sexes, but they seemed to be stron-
ger in males than in females.

Maturation at age 1+

Only males matured at this age, with a total of 49% of
them doing so. In both tanks, fish from group S were
smaller than those from the other groups (Table 4). In
addition, in both tanks the probability of maturation
increased with the length of the fish and with those
belonging to group R.

Smoltification in the second year

Males that had matured at age 1+ did not smoltify in

the subsequent spring and were excluded from this

analysis. A total of 52% of fish, which thus far had not

smoltified or matured, smoltified in the second year

(53% of females and 50% of males). Fish from group

S were generally smaller (Table 5). The probability of

smoltification decreased with the length of the fish

and among those in group R. The probability of

smoltification increased in the fish in group S in both

tanks and among both sexes (the last relationship

was not significant in tank 1 or in males).

First maturation at age 2+

Among the immature fish, all of the males matured

as did 95% of the females in the third year of life (Ta-

ble 6).

Discussion

A relationship between smoltification age and fish

size has been noted repeatedly in salmon (e.g.,

Thorpe 1977, Thorpe and Morgan, 1980, Thorpe et

al. 1982, Nicieza et al. 1991) and in trout (Bohlin et

al. 1994, Tanguy et al. 1994, Dêbowski 2002). This

was confirmed in relation to both sexes: the probabil-

ity of smoltification at the age of 1+ increased with

fish length. Based on the analysis performed for this

study, the origin of the fish was identified as a signifi-

cant factor. Smoltification occurred both in fish from

either residential or anadromous populations. There

was a relatively smaller number of smolts in the for-

mer group, whereas in the latter there were more

smolts among the offspring of smoltified fish, i.e., fish

that followed an anadromous life cycle. In addition,

this applied to both females and males, although the

effect of origin was stronger in males. Thus, we can

conclude that the probability of early smoltification is

heritable both for population and parental life his-

tory.

Influence of parental life history on maturation and smoltification in brown trout (Salmo trutta L.) 181
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In studies of salmon smoltification age, differ-
ences have often been found among populations
(Refstie et al. 1977, Bailey and Friars 1990), and in
some stationary populations smoltification did not
occur at all (Birt et al. 1991). A similar pattern was
observed in trout; stationary populations did not pro-
duce any smolts (Tanguy et al. 1994), or they pro-
duced smaller numbers compared to anadromous
populations (Jonsson 1982). However, in some cases
no such differences have been reported
(Kallio-Nyberg et al. 2010). Views on the heritability
of the tendency smoltify in the first year of life are di-
vided. According to Refstie et al. (1977) and Thorpe
and Morgan (1978), both salmon parents determine
heritability; the first authors reported a stronger ef-
fect of mothers, the latter of fathers, while Paez et al.
(2011) report only the effect of fathers. No informa-
tion on this subject has been found in the literature
available that is either related to the sexes or to trout.

Maturation at the parr stage, without anadro-
mous migration, is an alternative male strategy in
many migratory salmonid fish species (e.g., Thorpe
1989, 1990). This phenomenon has often been stud-
ied because of its significance to commercial fish

farming, in particular for salmon (e.g., N�vdal 1983,

Hansen et al. 1989). This is clearly associated with
the growth of fish, for example, faster growing male
salmon (e.g., Saunders et al. 1982, Rowe and Thorpe
1990, Berglund 1995) and trout (Dellefors and
Faremo 1988, L’Abee-Lund et al. 1990, Dêbowski
2002) mature earlier. High percentages of trout
males can mature at the age of 1+, on average 57%
according to Dellefors and Faremo (1988), from 6 to
60% according to L’Abee-Lund et al. (1990), 43 and
56% according to Dêbowski (2002), and from 16 to
83% according to the experiment described in this
paper. Piche et al. (2008) report that the size thresh-
old of salmon parr maturation varies in different pop-
ulations and is heritable. Differences in the
maturation age among different populations trans-
ferred to one environment have also been observed in
trout (Palm and Ryman 1999). According to Birt et al.
(1991), salmon male parr maturation is a genetic
trait of stationary fish populations. In this experi-
ment, the effect of male length on maturation was not
particularly strong, but it was statistically significant.
Many more males matured at the age of 1+ among
fish from the stationary population, while there was
no such difference among fish from the anadromous
population with different parental life histories.
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Table 6

Maturation of 2+ fish that had not matured or smoltified previously. Percentage of mature fish and mean (±SD) caudal length of
fish in parental groups, in two replicates (tanks) and the sexes separately

Category Parental group n Matured (%) Length (mm)

Tank 1 R 63 98 239±20A

S 13 100 224±20B

B 8 100 236±22A

Tank 2 R 72 99 249±22A

S 17 88 238±25B

B 16 94 252±27A

Females R 87 98 243±24A

S 9 78 235±26B

B 8 88 247±26A

Males R 48 100 245±20A

S 21 100 230±22B

B 16 100 244±26A

Lengths (L) sharing the same letter in categories are not significantly different (P�0.05)



There are no data available in the literature that indi-
cate clearly the effect of trout male maturation age on
that of their progeny, whereas this kind of correlation
is repeatedly found with regard to Atlantic salmon
(Thorpe et al. 1983, Kallio-Nyberg and Koljonen
1997, Duston et al. 2005, Kallio-Nyberg et al. 2007)
and in Chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha

(Walbaum) (Heath et al. 1994).

Male maturation precluded smoltification.
A similar phenomenon was observed by other re-
searchers in trout (Skrochowska 1969b, Dellefors
and Faremo 1988, Dêbowski 2002). This relation-
ship is not so clear in salmon. According to Hansen et
al. (1989) and Whalen and Parrish (1998), matura-
tion reduces the chances of subsequent
smoltification, but, for example, Mitans (1973) re-
ports that almost all mature parr salmon migrate to
the sea in the following spring. Among fish that did
not smoltify the previous spring or did not mature in
fall, greater length decreased the chance of
smoltification at the age of 2+. This relationship,
which was weak but highly significant, was found in
both males and females in both replicates. The prob-
ability of smoltification in both sexes significantly de-
creased in fish from the stationary population; the
influence of parental life history within the migratory
population was weak.

The current experiments confirmed that trout
growth influences both maturation and
smoltification, with faster growth favoring early
smoltification and maturation at the age of 1+ in
males that did not smoltify. In addition, both pro-
cesses were also clearly influenced by inherited fac-
tors. Freshwater fish of resident origin smoltified
more infrequently, and males matured earlier than
fish from the migratory population. Offspring of par-
ents from the migratory population, which did
smoltify during their individual history, smoltified in
the second year more often than did offspring of
non-smoltified members of the population.

Acknowledgments. This study was financed by the
Polish Committee for Scientific Research as part of re-
search project number 3 P06Z 041 23 and statutory
topic S-025 at the Inland Fisheries Institute in Olsztyn.

Author contributions. P.D. designed the research and

wrote the paper; P.D. and S.D. performed the research.

References

Ayllón F., Davaine P., Beall E., Garcia-Vazquez E. 2006 – Dis-
persal and rapid evolution in brown trout colonizing vir-
gin Subantarctic ecosystems – J. Evol. Biol. 19:
1352-1358.

Bailey J.K., Friars G.W. 1990 – Inheritance of age at smolting
in hatchery-reared Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) –
Aquaculture 85: 317.

Berglund I. 1995 – Effects of size and spring growth on sexual
maturation in 1+ Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) male
parr: interactions with smoltification – Can. J. Fish.
Aquat. Sci. 52: 2682-2694.

Birt T.P., Green J.M., Davidson W.S. 1991 – Contrasts in the
development and smolting of genetically distinct anadro-
mous and nonanadromous Atlantic salmon, Salmo salar

– Can. J. Zool. 69: 2075-2084.

Bohlin T., Dellefors C., Faremo U. 1994 – Probability of first
sexual maturation of male parr in wild sea- run brown
trout (Salmo trutta) depends on condition factor 1 yr in
advance – Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci.51: 1920-1926.

Charles K., Guyomard R., Hoyheim B., Ombredane D.,
Bagliniere J.L. 2005 – Lack of genetic differentiation
between anadromous and resident sympatric brown
trout (Salmo trutta) in a Normandy population – Aquat.
Living Resour. 18: 65-69.

Charles K., Roussel J.M., Lebel J.M,. Bagliniere J.L.,
Ombredane D. 2006 – Genetic differentiation between
anadromous and freshwater resident brown trout ( Salmo

trutta L.): insights obtained from stable isotope analysis –
Ecol. Freshw. Fish 15: 255-263.

Cucherousset J., Ombredane D., Charles K., Marchand F.,
Bagliniere J.L. 2005 – A continuum of life history tactics
in a brown trout (Salmo trutta) population – Can. J. Fish.
Aquat. Sci. 62: 1600-1610.

Dêbowski P. 2002 – Smoltification and maturity of sea trout,
Salmo trutta m. trutta L. in a hatchery – Arch. Pol. Fish.
10 (Suppl. 1): 5-72.

Dêbowski P., Robak S., Dobosz S. 1999 – Estimation of
smoltification of hatchery-reared sea trout (Salmo trutta

morpha trutta L.) based on body morphology – Arch. Pol.
Fish. 7: 257-266.

Dellefors C., Faremo U. 1988 – Early sexual maturation in
males of wild sea trout, Salmo trutta L. inhibits
smoltification – J. Fish Biol. 33: 741-749.

Duston J., Astatkie T., MacIsaac P.F. 2005 – Genetic influ-
ence of parr versus anadromous sires on the life histories

184 Piotr Dêbowski, Stefan Dobosz



of Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) – Can. J. Fish. Aquat.
Sci. 62: 2067-2075.

Elliott J.M. 1994 – Quantitative ecology and the brown trout –
Oxford University Press, New York.

Fahy E. 1978 – Variation in some biological characteristics of
British sea trout, Salmo trutta L. – J. Fish Biol. 13:
123-138.

Frost W.E., Brown M.E. 1967 – The trout – Collins, London,
England.

Hansen L.P., Jonsson B., Morgan R.I.G., Thorpe J.E. 1989 –
Influence of parr maturity on emigration of smolting
Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) – Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci.
46: 410-415.

Heath D.D., Devlin R.H., Heath J.W., Iwama G.K. 1994 –
Genetic, environmental and interaction effects on the
incidence of jacking in Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (chi-
nook salmon) – Heredity 72: 146-154.

Heath D.D., Bettles C.M., Jamieson S., Stasiak I., Docker M.F.
2008 – Genetic Differentiation among Sympatric Migra-
tory and Resident Life History Forms of Rainbow Trout in
British Columbia – Trans. Am. Fish. Soc. 137:
1268-1277.

Herbinger C.M., Newkirk G.F. 1990 – Sources of family vari-
ability for maturation incidence in cultivated Atlantic
salmon – Aquaculture 85: 153-162.

Hindar K., Jonsson B., Ryman N., St�hl G. 1991 – Genetic
relationships among landlocked, resident, and anadro-
mous brown trout, Salmo trutta L. – Heredity 66: 83-91.

Jonsson B. 1982 – Diadromous and resident trout, Salmo

trutta: is their difference due to genetics? – Oikos 38:
297-300.

Jonsson B. 1985 – Life history patterns of freshwater resident
and sea-run migrant brown trout in Norway – Trans. Am.
Fish. Soc. 114: 182-194.

Kallio-Nyberg I., Koljonen M.L. 1997 – The genetic conse-
quence of hatchery-rearing on life-history traits of the
Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.): a comparative analysis
of sea-ranched salmon with wild and reared parents –
Aquaculture 153: 207-224.

Kallio-Nyberg I., Saloniemi I., Koljonen M.L. 2007 – Effects of
parental and smolt traits on the marine survival of
released Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) – Aquaculture
272: 254-266.

Kallio-Nyberg I., Jutila E., Koljonen M.L., Koskiniemi J.,
Saloniemi I. 2010 – Can the lost migratory Salmo trutta

stocks be compensated with resident trout stocks in
coastal rivers? – Fish. Res. 102: 69-79.

Kazakov R.V., Kozlov V.V. 1985 – Quantitative estimation of
degree of silvering displayed by Atlantic salmon (Salmo

salar L.) juveniles originating from natural populations
and from fish-rearing farms – Aquaculture 44: 213-220.

Klemetsen A., Amundsen P.A., Dempson J.B., Jonsson B.,
Jonsson N., O’Connell M.F., Mortensen E. 2003 – Atlan-
tic salmon Salmo salar L. brown trout Salmo trutta L. and

Artic charr Salvelinus alpinus (L.): a review of aspects of
their life histories – Ecol. Freshw. Fish 12: 1-59.

L’Abee-Lund J.H., Jonsson B., Jensen A., S�ttem L.,

Heggberget T.G., Johnsen B., N�sje T.F. 1989 – Latitudi-
nal variation in life-history characteristics of sea-run
migrant brown trout Salmo trutta – J. Anim. Ecol. 58:
525-542.

L’Abee-Lund J.H., Jensen A., Johnsen B. 1990 –
Interpopulation variation in male parr maturation of ana-
dromous brown trout (Salmo trutta ) in Norway – Can. J.
Zool. 68: 1983-1987.

Mitans A.R. 1973 – Dwarf males and sex structure of a Baltic
salmon Salmo salar L. population – J. Ichthyol. 2:
192-197.

Näslund I. 1993 – Genetic and environmental influences on
the migratory behaviour of brown trout (Salmo trutta L.)

in a Swedish stream – Information fr�n
Sötvattenslaboratoriet, Drottningholm, 1: 43-54.

N�vdal G. 1983 – Genetic factors in connection with age at
maturation – Aquaculture 33: 97-106.

Nicieza A.G., Bra�a F., Toledo M.M. 1991 – Development of
length-bimodality and smolting in wild stocks of Atlantic
salmon, Salmo salar L. under different growth conditions
– J. Fish Biol. 38: 509-523.

Paez D.J., Morrissey M., Bernatchez L., Dodson J.J. 2010 –
The genetic basis of early-life morphological traits and
their relation to alternative male reproductive tactics in
Atlantic salmon – J. Evol. Biol. 23: 757-768.

Paez D.J., Brisson-Bonenfant C., Rossignol O., Guderley H.E.,
Bernatchez L., Dodson J.J. 2011 – Alternative develop-
mental pathways and the propensity to migrate: a case
study in the Atlantic salmon – J. Evol. Biol. 24: 245-255.

Palm S., Ryman N. 1999 – Genetic basis of phenotypic differ-
ences between transplanted stocks of brown trout – Ecol.
Freshw. Fish 8: 169-180.

Pettersson J.C.E., Hansen M.M., Bohlin T. 2001 – Does dis-
persal from landlocked trout explain the coexistence of
resident and migratory trout females in a small stream? –
J. Fish Biol. 58: 487-465.

Piche J., Hutchings J.A., Blanchard W. 2008 – Genetic varia-
tion in threshold reaction norms for alternative reproduc-
tive tactics in male Atlantic salmon, Salmo salar – Proc.
R. Soc. B-Biol. Sci. 275: 1571-1575.

Pineda H., Borrell Y.J., McCarthy I., Vazquez E., Sanchez J.A.,
Blanco G. 2003 – Timing of first feeding and life-history
strategies in salmon: genetic data – Hereditas 139:
41-48.

Refstie T., Steine T.A., Gjedrem T. 1977 – Selaction experi-
ments with salmon. II. Proportion of Atlantic salmon
smoltyfying at 1 year of age – Aquaculture 10: 231-242.

Rounsefell G.A. 1958 – Anadromy in North American
Salmonidae – Fish. Bull. 131: 171–185.

Influence of parental life history on maturation and smoltification in brown trout (Salmo trutta L.) 185



Rowe D.K., Thorpe J.E. 1990 – Differences in growth between
maturing and non-maturing male Atlantic salmon
(Salmo salar L.) parr – J. Fish Biol. 36: 643-658.

Saunders R.L., Henderson E.B., Glebe B.D. 1982 – Preco-
cious sexual maturation and smoltification in male
Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) – Aquaculture 28:
211-229.

Skrochowska S. 1969a – Migrations of the sea-trout (Salmo

trutta L.), brown trout (Salmo trutta m. fario L.) and their
crosses. Part III. Migrations to, in and from the sea – Pol.
Arch. Hydrobiol. 16: 149-180.

Skrochowska S. 1969b – Migrations of the sea-trout (Salmo

trutta L.), brown-trout (Salmo trutta m. fario L.) and their
crosses. Part IV. General discussion of results – Pol. Arch.
Hydrobiol. 16: 181-192.

Tanguy J.M., Ombredane D., Bagliniere J.L., Prunet P. 1994 –
Aspects of parr-smolt transformation in anadromous and
resident forms of brown trout (Salmo trutta) in compari-
son with Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) – Aquaculture
121: 51-63.

Thorpe J.E. 1977 – Bimodal distribution of length of juvenile
Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.) under artifical rearing
conditions – J. Fish Biol. 11: 175-184.

Thorpe J.E. 1989 – Developmental variation in salmonid pop-
ulations – J. Fish Biol. 35 (Suppl. A): 295-303.

Thorpe J.E. 1990 – Variation in life-history strategy in
salmonids – Pol. Arch. Hydrobiol. 32: 3-12.

Thorpe J.E., Morgan R.I.G. 1978 – Parental influence on
growth rate, smolting rate and survival in hatchery reared
juvenile Atlantic salmon, Salmo salar – J. Fish Biol. 13:
549-556.

Thorpe J.E., Morgan R.I.G. 1980 – Growth rate and smolting
rate of progeny of male Atlantic salmon parr, Salmo salar

L. – J. Fish Biol. 17: 451-460.
Thorpe J.E., Talbot C., Villarreal C.A. 1982 – Bimodality of

growth and smolting in Atlantic salmon, Salmo salar L. –
Aquaculture 28: 123-132.

Thorpe J.E., Morgan R.I.G., Talbot C., Miles M.S. 1983 –
Inheritance of developmental rates in Atlantic salmon,
Salmo salar L. – Aquaculture 33: 119-128.

Whalen K.G., Parrish D.L. 1998 – Effect of maturation on parr
growth and smolt recruitment of Atlantic salmon – Can.
J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 56: 79-86.

186 Piotr Dêbowski, Stefan Dobosz




