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Abstract 
This study compared three surgical techniques to implant acoustic transmit-
ters in rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss): 1) acoustic transmitter inser-
tion via a ventral incision closed with two sutures, 2) insertion via a ventral 
incision with no sutures, 3) insertion via a lateral incision with no sutures. A 
control group consisting of fish that were only anesthetized and handled was 
also included. Tag retention, wound healing, inflammation, growth, and sur-
vival were recorded over a 12-week period. Tag retention was significantly 
different among the treatments, at 100% in the unsutured ventral incision 
group, 89% in the lateral incision group, and 63% in the sutured ventral inci-
sion group. Surgical wounds in the unsutured treatment groups showed sig-
nificantly less inflammation than the sutured treatment. Wound closure oc-
curred significantly faster in the ventral incision groups compared to the lat-
eral incision group. The results of this study show the utility of using unsu-
tured surgical methods for implanting acoustic transmitters in rainbow trout. 
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1. Introduction 

Electronic transmitters are frequently used to study fish ecology, behavior, and 
survival [1] [2]. Although transmitters can be attached externally, placing trans-
mitters internally is preferred to reduce drag and eliminate the potential snag-
ging of aquatic vegetation [3]. Gastro-intestinal insertion has been used, but 
transmitter retention is poor, and digestion can be impaired [4]. The most 
common method is ventral insertion into the peritoneal cavity via laparotomy, 
with the incision closed using sutures [5].  
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Professional fisheries societies recommend that surgical procedures minimize 
the potential introduction of microbial pathogens into the surgical wound [6]. 
This recommendation has typically dictated wound closure techniques, such as 
sutures or staples, to prevent the infiltration of water and pathogens into the 
wound [7]. Numerous studies have examined the use of sutures and other tech-
niques to close the surgical wound required for transmitter insertion [5] [8] [9] 
[10] [11]. These techniques have been associated with inflammation, skin tear-
ing, organ puncture, and delayed wound healing [12] [13] [14] [15].  

Few studies have examined the surgical insertion of transmitters or tags into 
fish without the use of any type of wound closure. Prentice et al. [16] showed 
that sutures were not required to close relatively small integument breaks when 
inserting Passive Integrated Transponder (PIT) tags, with no tag loss in 726 fish. 
Similarly, Baras and Jeandrain [17] also reported 100% tag retention in Euro-
pean eels (Anguilla anguilla) with unsutured incisions. More recently, Huysman 
et al. [18] used an unsutured lateral incision to insert transmitters into rainbow 
trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) and brown trout (Salmo trutta). They reported 
high tag retention with minimal or absent inflammation.  

Because little research has been done on the use of sutureless incisions during 
transmitter insertion, there are considerable opportunities for further experi-
mentation. This experiment builds on the positive observations using a suture-
less lateral incision observed by Huysman et al. [18]. The objective of this study 
was to evaluate the use of a sutureless ventral incision, in comparison to a su-
tureless lateral incision, and wound closure using sutures during the insertion of 
acoustic transmitters into rainbow trout. 

2. Material and Methods 

This experiment was conducted at McNenny State Fish Hatchery (rural Spear-
fish, South Dakota, USA) using well water (11˚C; total hardness as CaCO3, 360 
mg/L; alkalinity as CaCO3, 210 mg/L; pH 7.6; total dissolved solids, 390 mg/L). 
Forty adult Shasta strain rainbow trout (mean (SE) initial length and weight = 
334 (4) mm and 430 (14) g, respectively) were randomly selected from a com-
mon pool and assigned to one of four treatments: 1) Acoustic transmitter inser-
tion via a ventral incision closed with two sutures, 2) Insertion via a ventral inci-
sion with no sutures, 3) Insertion via a lateral incision with no sutures, and 4. 
Control fish only anesthetized and handled.  

Before surgery, each fish was anesthetized to stage IV anesthesia [19] with 60 
mg/L Tricaine Methanesulfonate (MS-222; Syndel, Ferndale, Washington, USA), 
weighed to the nearest gram, and measured in millimeters. All surgeries were 
performed by one experienced surgeon [7] [20]. The fish in the ventral incision 
treatment groups (Treatments 1 and 2) were placed in a V-shaped trough where 
their gills were constantly flushed with water containing the anesthetic. After 
proper placement in the trough, a 10 mm incision, just large enough that the 
transmitter could be easily inserted, was made cranial to the pelvic groove, 3 mm 
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from the mid-ventral line, and just deep enough to open into the peritoneal cav-
ity. After making the incision, a dummy acoustic transmitter (9 × 24 mm, 3.6 g 
weight in air; VEMCO, Belford Novia Scotia, Canada) was inserted through the 
incision and into the peritoneal cavity. Each acoustic transmitter was soaked in 
iodine for disinfection prior to insertion. For the sutured treatment group, two 
evenly spaced absorbable sutures (Oasis Nylon Monofilament sutures, 4-0, 
Glendora, California, USA) were placed in a simple interrupted pattern to close 
the surgical incision. Fish in this group were put in the recovery tank directly af-
ter the sutures were placed.  

Fish in the lateral incision treatment (Treatment 3) group received a 4 mm in-
cision approximately 10 mm cranial and in line with the pelvic fin on the left 
lateral side of each fish. The depth-controlled incision was made using a preci-
sion knife (X-ACTO, Elmer’s Products, High Point, North Carolina, USA) dis-
infected in an iodine solution with only 7 mm of the blade exposed to prevent 
puncturing vital organs. After each incision, a dummy acoustic transmitter was 
inserted into the peritoneal cavity using forceps to widen the wound area. Each 
transmitter was disinfected in iodine prior to insertion. After transmitter inser-
tion, fish were placed directly into the recovery tank.  

Control fish did not receive any incision or transmitter but were handled and 
held under anesthesia for a similar amount of time as the treatment fish. After 
surgery and handling, fish were monitored to ensure their recovery from anes-
thesia and then placed back into the raceways. Mean tag to body ratios across all 
treatments were 0.88%, well below the recommended 2% threshold [21].  

All fish in the study were placed in the same covered concrete raceway (4.7 m 
long × 2.4 m wide and 0.5 m deep) for the duration of the experiment. One day 
post-surgery, the fish were fed floating feed (4.5-mm floating Oncor 80, Skret-
ting, Tooele, Utah, USA) daily at a rate slightly above satiation. Dissolved oxy-
gen in the raceway was maintained at or above 6.0 mg/L. 

At seven-day intervals for the duration of the study, all fish were anesthetized, 
inspected for tag loss, measured to the nearest mm, and weighed to the nearest g. 
Photographs of each fish were taken to record wound healing and for individual 
fish identification. At the conclusion of the 12-week study, each fish was admi-
nistered a lethal dose of MS-222 and a necropsy was performed to verify tag re-
tention. The following formulas were used for analysis: 

( )
( )

Tag retention %

100 initial number of fish tagged final number retaining tags= ×
 

Gain final weight initial weight= −  

( )
( )

Specific Growth Rate SGR

100 Ln end weight Ln start weight number of days= × −  
 

( ) ( )5 3Condition Factor K 10 weight length= ×  

All surgical site photographs were graded by four experienced fisheries pro-
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fessionals. Grading was based on healing (closure) and inflammation (redness) 
of the wound sites using an adaptation of the Paukert et al. [22] method as de-
scribed by Kientz et al. [11] (Table 1).  

Data were analyzed with the SPSS (24.0) statistical analysis program (IBM, 
Armonk, New York, USA) using One-way Analysis of Variance. Tukey’s HSD 
was used for post-hoc means testing. Chi-square analysis was used to analyze tag 
retention data. Because of the relatively small sample sizes in this study, signi-
ficance was pre-determined at p < 0.10. 

3. Results 

At the fifth sampling week of the study, four fish were absent from the raceway, 
likely due to mammalian predation. None of the data from these fish were in-
cluded for analysis, resulting in a reduction in the number of fish in the sutured 
treatment, lateral incision, and control groups to eight, nine, and nine, respec-
tively. However, no mortalities resulting from the surgical techniques used were 
directly observed during the entirety of the study. 

Tag retention was significantly lower in the sutured treatment in comparison 
to the other surgical techniques, and no tags were expelled from the trout re-
ceiving an unsutured ventral incision (Table 2). Necropsies performed at the 
conclusion of the study showed that of the 23 fish that retained tags, 10 tags were 
floating freely within the peritoneal cavity and 13 were encased in the soft tissue.  

Final lengths, weights, and specific growth rate were not significantly different 
among the treatments (Table 3). However, the number of weeks to 50% wound 
closure was significantly different (Table 4). The unsutured lateral incision 
group took an average of 4.5 weeks to reach 50% closure, which was significantly 
different than the 2.6 weeks for the sutured ventral group, which in turn was 
significantly longer than the 1.6 weeks for the unsutured ventral fish. To achieve 
complete wound closure, the lateral incision group took a significantly longer  
 
Table 1. Scoring criteria for wound gape severity and wound redness severity used to de-
terming surgical wound healing for rainbow trout following dummy acoustic trasmitter 
insertion surgery and utilizing three different wound closure methods. 

Score Wound Healing Wound Redness 

0 Closure (complete) No redness present 

1 Closure (<50%) Redness localized to incision/suture site 

2 Closure (none) Redness extended beyond incision/suture site 

 
Table 2. Tag retention (%) in rainbow trout subjected to one of three surgical techniques 
(based on incision location). Means in a row followed by different letters are significantly 
different (χ2 = 5.099; p = 0.078). 

 Lateral Ventral Sutured Ventral 

N 9 10 8 

Retention (%) 89 z 100 z 63 y 
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Table 3. Mean (SE) length, weight, gain, speciic growth ratea, condition factorb, and 
tag-weight-to-initial-body-weight ratio for rainbow trout subjected to one of three sur-
gical techniques (based on incision location). 

N 
Control Lateral Ventral Sutured Ventral 

9 9 10 8 

Initial length (mm) 333 (7) 343 (5) 339 (8) 332 (11) 

Tag/body weight (%) N/A 0.82 (0.05) 0.85 (0.08) 0.96 (0.10) 

Intial weight (g) 410 (28) 452 (26) 456 (40) 412 (41) 

Final length (mm) 378 (10) 383 (6) 396 (8) 372 (10) 

Final weight (g) 711 (36) 745 (41) 815 (70) 690 (74) 

Weight gain (g) 322 (16) 288 (31) 359 (32) 314 (40) 

Specific growth rate 0.73 (0.04) 0.59 (0.07) 0.69 (0.02) 0.72 (0.05) 

Condition factor (K) 1.31 (0.02) 1.32 (0.04) 1.29 (0.05) 1.30 (0.05) 

a. Specific growth rate (SGR) = 100 × [(ln final weight − ln initial weight)/days]; b. Condition factor (K) = 
105 × (weight/length3). 

 
Table 4. Mean (SE) weeks to wound closure and elimintaiton of inflammation in rainbow 
trout subjected to one of three surgical techniques (based on incision location). Means in 
a row followed by different letters are significantly different. 

 Lateral Ventral Sutured Ventral p 

Wound closure (50%) 4.5 (0.2) x 1.6 (0.2) z 2.6 (0.4) y 0.00 

Wound closure (100%) 6.4 (0.1) y 4.9 (0.3) z 4.5 (0.4) z 0.00 

Inflammation 0.1 (0.1) z 0.0 (0.0) z 4.8 (0.4) y 0.00 

 
time than both ventral incision groups. Wounds across all treatment groups 
achieved complete closure by week seven, except in two fish which took nine and 
eleven weeks.  

Inflammation was eliminated in the sutured ventral treatment at 4.8 weeks, 
which was significantly longer than the 0.1 weeks in the unsutured later treat-
ment and 0.0 weeks in the unsutured ventral treatment. None of the fish in the 
unsutured ventral incision group showed visible inflammation throughout the 
duration of the study. Figure 1 shows representative photographs from the three 
different surgical techniques from various stages of healing. 

4. Discussion 

The results of this study indicate the effectiveness of using ventral incisions with 
no sutures for acoustic transmitter insertion in rainbow trout. In addition to 
100% transmitter retention, the lack of inflammation and relatively quick wound 
healing times make this a valid surgical technique. These results build on the 
observations of Huysman et al. [18] who reported favorable results from suture-
less lateral incisions during transmitter surgeries in both rainbow trout and 
brown trout. In this study, the lateral incision method also showed high tag re-
tention levels, but with significantly longer would closure times than the ventral  
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Figure 1. Representative photographs of the various stages of healing from rainbow trout 
subjected to one of three surgical techniques (based on incision location) across treatment 
groups. The numbers 0, 1, and 2 indicate wound healing and redness (inflammation) as 
described by Table 1. 
 
incision. The use of lateral incisions without sutures may be beneficial when a 
surgical trough is not available for positioning and exposing the ventrum [7].  

Relatively few articles have been reported that utilized a sutureless technique 
for implantation surgery. The implantation of transmitters without using sutures 
to close the surgical wound was first reported by Henderson et al. [23], who used 
the technique during testing of one of the first acoustic transmitters. However, 
their focus was just on transmitter function, not on retention or wound healing. 
Subsequently, Baras [24] reported improvements in wound healing using su-
tureless surgeries to implant tags in European barbel (Barbusbarbus), while Ba-
ras et al. [25] observed no difference in wound healing times with or without 
suture use during tagging surgeries in tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus). Con-
versely, Baras and Jeandrain [17] reported better tag retention and healing in 
yellow eels (Anguilla anguilla) without sutures. Lastly, Huysman et al. [18] re-
ported improved healing in two salmonids using unsutured lateral incisions for 
transmitter insertion.  

Tag retention, in conjunction with tagged-fish survival, is of the utmost im-
portance with any surgical technique [26]. Both of the sutureless (incision-only) 
techniques used in this study produced excellent tag retention. Similarly, Huys-
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man et al. [18] reported tag retentions of 100% and 84.7% in two trout species 
subjected to lateral incisions without sutures. The 63% tag retention observed in 
the sutured fish is not unusually low. In sutured rainbow trout, tag retention 
rates of 73% have been reported by both Bunnell and Isely [27] and Urbaniak et 
al. [28]. In addition, tag retentions in salmonids of 77.8% were observed by 
Kientz et al. [11], 85% by Welch et al. [29], and 88% by Bunnell and Isely [27]. 
While high tag-to-body ratios can negatively impact tag retention [30] [31], the 
ratios of less than 1.0 used in this study were all considerably less than the 2% 
tag-to-body ratio recommended to maximize tag retention [21] [32].  

All of the wound closure times reported in this study are within the range re-
ported previously for rainbow trout undergoing transmitter surgeries [11] [18]. 
However, the lateral incision did take significantly longer to heal than either of 
the ventral incision treatments. The reason for this difference is unknown, but 
sutured lateral incisions have previously been associated with increased risks of 
surgical complications in grass carp (Ctenopharyngodonidella) [33] and mortal-
ity in salmonids [34]. 

The lack of inflammation associated with either of the sutureless methods, 
combined with the presence of inflammation with the use of sutures, indicates 
that sutures are likely the primary cause of inflammation during surgical wound 
healing. Sutures are known to cause inflammation [9], likely because the fish in-
tegument responds to them as a foreign body [20]. Sutures have also consistently 
induced skin and muscle necrosis, causing significantly higher mortality, and 
slower healing [14] [17]. The absorbable monofilament used in this study is one 
of the least inflammatory materials [35]. It is also frequently chosen for fish sur-
gery because it does not absorb rapidly, providing the wound time to reach 
complete closure [15]. However, in this study, the sutures remained beyond 
wound closure in every fish, likely producing prolonged inflammation [30]. By 
eliminating sutures and the associated inflammation, both of the sutureless sur-
gical methods used in this study produced superior results. The inflammation 
results observed in this study may have been influenced by the relatively low 
water temperatures used. Warmer water has been associated with increased 
wound inflammation in salmonids and other fish species [5] [14] [27] [36].  

The limitations of this study include relatively small sample sizes, conducting 
surgeries in a relatively controlled environment, and the use of only rainbow 
trout. Although the sample sizes used in this study were relatively low, the re-
sults were very consistent. Furthermore, the loss of fish likely due to mammalian 
predators in these relatively unsecure raceways suggests that the fish were sub-
ject to stress levels comparable to more natural environments. Lastly, although 
surgical techniques may differ among fish species [7], rainbow trout are consi-
dered a model organism [37]. Thus, the results of this study should at least be 
applicable to other salmonids, and likely have utility with other species as well.  

The most accepted location for surgical procedures in fish is their ventral sur-
face [10] [19], with most incisions occurring near the linea alba [9]. Ventral inci-
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sions closed by sutures are also widely accepted among fish surgeons [38]. Thus, 
the use of a sutureless ventral incision for tag insertion is an improvement upon 
a method where fish surgeons have considerable experience. Using a sutureless 
technique also requires less surgical skill, expanding the range of individuals that 
can perform tag implantation surgeries [5]. Also, eliminating the use of sutures 
decreases the time of anesthesia and fish handling out-of-water, thereby de-
creasing fish stress and increasing recovery times [39]. 

Of the three surgical techniques compared in this study, the unsutured ventral 
incision method produced superior tag retention combined with decreased 
wound closure time and no inflammatory response. It fulfills the directive of 
Jepsen et al. [7] to keep fish surgical procedures as simple as possible. Given that 
acoustic tagging is a relatively-expensive but important part of fisheries man-
agement and is often used to make conservation and legal decisions [1], tech-
niques to maximize tag retention and fish health are critical. The results of this 
study indicate that implanting tags using unsutured ventral incisions should be 
considered for acoustic tagging studies. Future research should focus on differ-
ent fish species and sizes to further define the potential efficacy of this method of 
transmitter implantation. 

Acknowledgements 

We would like to thank Edgar Meza and Benj Morris for their assistance with 
this study. 

Conflicts of Interest 

The authors declare no conflicts of interest regarding the publication of this pa-
per. 

References 
[1] Brown, R.S, Eppard, M.B., Murchie, K.J., Nielsen, J.L. and Cooke S.J. (2011) An In-

troduction to the Practical and Ethical Perspectives on the Need to Advance and 
Standardize the Intracoelomic Surgical Implantation of Electronic Tags in Fish. Re-
views in Fish Biology and Fisheries, 21, 1-9.  
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-010-9183-5  

[2] Leber, K.M. and Blankenship, H.L. (2012) How Advances in Tagging Technology 
Improved Progress in a New Science: Marine Stock Enhancement. In: McKenzie, 
J.R., Parsons, B., Seitz, A.C., Kopf, R.K., Mesa, M. and Phelps, Q., Eds., Advances in 
Fish Tagging and marking Technology, American Fisheries Society Symposium 76, 
American Fisheries Society, Bethesda, MD, 3-14.  

[3] Thorstad, E.B., Okland, F. and Heggberget, T.G. (2001) Are Long Term Negative 
Effects from External Tags Underestimated? Fouling of an Externally Attached 
Telemetry Transmitter. Journal of Fish Biology, 59, 1092-1094.  
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.2001.tb00174.x  

[4] Mellas, E.J. and Haynes, J.M. (1985) Swimming Performance and Behavior of 
Rainbow Trout (Salmo gairdneri) and White Perch (Morone americana): Effects of At-
taching Telemetry Transmitters. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 
42, 488-493. https://doi.org/10.1139/f85-066  

https://doi.org/10.4236/ojvm.2021.117016
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-010-9183-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.2001.tb00174.x
https://doi.org/10.1139/f85-066


A. N. Kelican et al. 
 

 

DOI: 10.4236/ojvm.2021.117016 255 Open Journal of Veterinary Medicine 
 

[5] Deters, K.A., Brown, R.S., Carter, K.M., Boyd, J.W., Eppard, M.B. and Seaburg, A.G. 
(2010) Performance Assessment of Suture Type, Water Temperature, and Surgeon 
Skill in Juvenile Chinook Salmon Surgically Implanted with Acoustic Transmitters. 
Transactions of the American Fisheries Society, 139, 888-899.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/T09-043.1  

[6] Mulcahy, D.M. (2013) Legal, Ethical, and Procedural Bases for the Use of Aseptic 
Techniques to Implant Electronic Devices. Journal of Fish and Wildlife Manage-
ment, 4, 211-219. https://doi.org/10.3996/092012-JFWM-080  

[7] Jepsen, N., Koed, A., Thorstad, E.B. and Baras, E. (2002) Surgical Implantation of 
Telemetry Transmitters in Fish: How Much Have We Learned? Hydrobiologia, 483, 
239-248. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021356302311  

[8] Nemetz, T.G. and MacMillan, J.R. (1988) Wound Healing of Incisions Closed with 
Cyanoacrylate Adhesive. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society, 117, 190-195.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1988)117%3C0190:WHOICW%3E2.3.CO;2  

[9] Wagner, G.N., Cooke, S.J., Brown, R.S. and Deters, K.A. (2011) Surgical Implanta-
tion Techniques for Electronic Tags in Fish. Reviews in Fish Biology and Fisheries, 
21, 71-81. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-010-9191-5  

[10] Wargo Rub, A.M., Jepsen, N., Liedtke, T.L., Moser, M.L. and Scott Weber III, E.P. 
(2014) Surgical Insertion of Transmitters in Fisheries Research. American Journal 
of Veterinary Research, 75, 402-416. https://doi.org/10.2460/ajvr.75.4.402  

[11] Kientz, J., Huysman, N. and Barnes, M.E. (2020) A Comparison of Cyanoacrylate to 
Sutures for Wound Closure Following Acoustic Transmitter Insertion in Rainbow 
Trout. Aquaculture and Fisheries. (In Press)  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aaf.2020.07.014  

[12] Swanberg, T.R., Schmetterling, D.A. and McEvoy, D.H. (1999) Comparison of Sur-
gical Staples and Silk Sutures for Closing Incisions in Rainbow Trout. North Amer-
ican Journal of Fisheries Management, 19, 215-218.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1999)019%3C0215:COSSAS%3E2.0.CO;2  

[13] Wagner, G.N., Stevens, E.D. and Byrne, P. (2000) Effects of Suture Pattern on Sur-
gical Wound Healing in Rainbow Trout. Transactions of the American Fisheries 
Society, 129, 1196-1205.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(2000)129%3C1196:EOSTAP%3E2.0.CO;2  

[14] Wargo Rub, A.M., Sandlord, B.P., Gilbreath, L.G., Meyers, M.S., Peterson, M.E., 
Charlton, L.L., Smith, S.G. and Mattews, G.M. (2011) Comparative Performance of 
Acoustic Tagged and Passive Integrated Transponder Tagged Juvenile Chinook 
Salmon in the Columbia and Snake Rivers, 2008. National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, Seattle, Washington.  
https://www.webapps.nwfsc.noaa.gov/assets/26/6821_03282014_103756_Rub.et.al.2
011-accessible.pdf  

[15] Schoonyan, A., Kraus, R.T., Faust, M.D., Vandergoot, C.S., Cooke, S.J., Cook, H.A., 
Hayden, T.A. and Kreuger, C.C. (2017) Estimating Incision Healing Rate After Sur-
gically Implanted Acoustic Transmitter from Recaptured Fish. Animal Bioteleme-
try, 5, Article No. 15. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40317-017-0130-2  

[16] Prentice, E.F., Flagg, T.A. and McCutcheon, C.S. (1990) Feasibility of Using Im-
plantable Passive Integrated Transponder (PIT) Tags in Salmonids. Proceedings of 
International Symposium and Educational Workshop on Fish-Marking Techniques, 
American Fisheries Society Symposium 7, Washington, June 27-July 1 1988, 
317-322. 

[17] Baras, E. and Jeandrain, D. (1998) Evaluation of Surgery Procedures for Tagging Eel 
Anguilla anguillawith Telemetry Transmitters. In: Lagardère, J.P., BégoutAnras, 

https://doi.org/10.4236/ojvm.2021.117016
https://doi.org/10.1577/T09-043.1
https://doi.org/10.3996/092012-JFWM-080
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021356302311
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1988)117%3C0190:WHOICW%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-010-9191-5
https://doi.org/10.2460/ajvr.75.4.402
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aaf.2020.07.014
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1999)019%3C0215:COSSAS%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(2000)129%3C1196:EOSTAP%3E2.0.CO;2
https://www.webapps.nwfsc.noaa.gov/assets/26/6821_03282014_103756_Rub.et.al.2011-accessible.pdf
https://www.webapps.nwfsc.noaa.gov/assets/26/6821_03282014_103756_Rub.et.al.2011-accessible.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40317-017-0130-2


A. N. Kelican et al. 
 

 

DOI: 10.4236/ojvm.2021.117016 256 Open Journal of Veterinary Medicine 
 

M.L. and Claireaux, G., Eds. Advances in Invertebrates and Fish Telemetry, Spinger, 
Dodrecht, 107-111. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-011-5090-3_13  

[18] Huysman, N., White, S., Kientz, J., Voorhees, J.M. and Barnes, M.E. (2020) Su-
ture-less Implantation of Acoustic Transmitters in Two Salmonids. International 
Journal of Sciences, 9, 60-64. https://doi.org/10.18483/ijSci.2304  

[19] Hikasa, Y., Takase, K., Ogasawara, T. and Ogasawara, S. (1986) Anesthesia and Re-
covery with Tricaine Methanesulfonate, Eugenol and Thiopental Sodium in the 
Carp, Cyprinus carpio. Japanese Journal of Veterinary Science, 48, 341-351.  
https://doi.org/10.1292/jvms1939.48.341   

[20] Mulcahy, D.M. (2003) Surgical Implantation of Transmitters into Fish. Institute for 
Laboratory Animal Research Journal, 44, 295-306.  
https://doi.org/10.1093/ilar.44.4.295  

[21] Winter, J.D. (1996) Advances in Underwater Biotelemetry. In: Murphy, B.R. and 
Willis, D.W., Eds., Fisheries Techniques, 2nd Edition, American Fisheries Society, 
Bethesda, Maryland, 555-590. 

[22] Paukert, C.P., Chavala, P.J., Heikes, B.L. and Brown, M.L. (2001) Effects of Im-
planted Transmitter Size and Surgery on Survival, Growth, and Wound Healing of 
Bluegill. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society, 125, 707-714.  

[23] Henderson, H.F., Hasler, A.D. and Chipman, G.G. (1966) An Ultrasonic Transmit-
ter for use in Studies of Movements of Fishes. Transactions of the American Fishe-
ries Society, 95, 350-356.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1966)95[350:AUTFUI]2.0.CO;2  

[24] Baras, E. (1992) Time and Space Utilization Modes and Strategies by the Common 
Barbel, Barbusbarbus (L.). Cahiers d’éthologie, 12, 431-442. 

[25] Baras, E., Westerloppe, L. and Philippart, J.C. (1996) Adéquation de procédu-
resd’implantationchirurgicale pour le PIT tagging de juvéniles du tilapia Oreoch-
romis niloticus. Rapports de la Station Aquacole de Tihange, 96, 1-14. 

[26] Panther, J.L., Brown, R.S., Gaulke, G.L., Deters, K.A., Woodley, C.M. and Eppard, 
M.B. (2011) Influence of Incision Location on Transmitter Loss, Healing, Survival, 
Growth, and Suture Retention of Juvenile Chinook Salmon. Transactions of the 
American Fisheries Society, 140, 1492-1503.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/00028487.2011.637003  

[27] Bunnell, D.B. and Isely, J.J. (1999) Influence of Temperature on Mortality and Re-
tention of Simulated Transmitters in Rainbow Trout. North American Journal of 
Fisheries Management, 19, 152-154.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1999)019%3C0152:IOTOMA%3E2.0.CO;2  

[28] Urbaniak, T.J., Barnes, M.E. and Davis, J.L. (2016) Acoustic Transmitters Impact 
Rainbow Trout Growth in a Competitive Environment. The Open Fish Science 
Journal, 9, 37-44. https://doi.org/10.2174/1874401X01609010037  

[29] Welch, D.W., Batten, S.D. and Ward, B.R. (2007) Growth, Survival, and Tag Reten-
tion of Steelhead Trout (O. mykiss) Surgically Implanted with Dummy Acoustic 
Tags. Hydrobiologia, 582, 289-299. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-006-0553-x  

[30] Rechisky, E.L. and Welch, D.W. (2009) Surgical Implantation of Acoustic Tags: In-
fluence of Tag Loss and Tag-Induced Mortality on Free Ranging and Hatchery-held 
Spring Chinook (O. tshawytscha) Smolts. In: Wolf, K.S. and O’Neal, J.S., Eds., 
PNAMP Special Publication: Tagging, Telemetry and Marking Measures for Moni-
toring Fish Populations: A Compendium of New and Recent Science for use in In-
forming Technique and Decision Modalities, Pacific Northwest Aquatic Monitoring 
Partnership, 69-94. https://www.rmpc.org/files/TTM_Compendium_2010.pdf 

https://doi.org/10.4236/ojvm.2021.117016
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-011-5090-3_13
https://doi.org/10.18483/ijSci.2304
https://doi.org/10.1292/jvms1939.48.341
https://doi.org/10.1093/ilar.44.4.295
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1966)95%5b350:AUTFUI%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1080/00028487.2011.637003
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1999)019%3C0152:IOTOMA%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.2174/1874401X01609010037
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-006-0553-x
https://www.rmpc.org/files/TTM_Compendium_2010.pdf


A. N. Kelican et al. 
 

 

DOI: 10.4236/ojvm.2021.117016 257 Open Journal of Veterinary Medicine 
 

[31] Smircich, M.G. and Kelly, J.T. (2014) Extending the 2% Rule: The Effects of Heavy 
Internal Tags on Stress Physiology, Swimming Performance, and Growth in Brook 
Trout. Animal Biotelemetry, 2, Article No. 16.  
https://doi.org/10.1186/2050-3385-2-16  

[32] Jepsen, N., Schreck, C., Clements, S. and Thorstad, E.B. (2005) A Brief Discussion of 
the 2% Tag/Bodymass Rule of Thumb. In: Spedicato, M.T., Lembo, G. and Mar-
mulla, G., Eds., Aquatic Telemetry: Advances and Applications, FAO (Food and 
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations)/COISPA, Rome, 225-260.  

[33] Schramm Jr., H.L. and Black, D.J. (1984) Anesthesia and Surgical Procedures for 
Implanting Radio Transmitters into Grass Carp. The Progressive Fish-Culturist, 46, 
185-190. https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8640(1984)46%3C185:AASPFI%3E2.0.CO;2  

[34] Clapp, D.F., Clark Jr., R.D. and Diana, J.S. (1990) Range, Activity, and Habitat of 
Large, Free-ranging Brown Trout in a Michigan Stream. Transactions of the Amer-
ican Fisheries Society, 119, 1022-1034.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1990)119%3C1022:RAAHOL%3E2.3.CO;2  

[35] Gilliland, E.R. (1994) Comparison of Absorbable Sutures Used in Largemouth Bass 
Liver Biopsy Surgery. The Progressive Fish-Culturist, 56, 60-61.  
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8640(1994)056%3C0060:COASUI%3E2.3.CO;2  

[36] Knights, B.C. and Lasse, B.A. (1996) Effects of Implanted Transmitters on Adult 
Bluegills at Two Temperatures. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society, 125, 
440-449. 
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1996)125%3C0440:EOITOA%3E2.3.CO;2  

[37] Thorgaard, G.H., Bailey, G.S., Williams, D., Buhler, D R., Kaattari, S.L., Ristow, S. 
S., et al. (2002) Status and Opportunities for Genomics Research with Rainbow 
Trout. Comparative Biochemistry and Physiology Part B: Biochemistry and Mole-
cular Biology, 133, 609-646. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1096-4959(02)00167-7  

[38] Bridger, C.J. and Booth, R.K. (2003) The Effects of Biotelemetry Transmitter Pres-
ence and Attachment Procedures on Fish Physiology and Behavior. Reviews in Fi-
sheries Science, 11, 13-34. https://doi.org/10.1080/16226510390856510  

[39] Cooke S.J., Wagner, G.N., Brown, R.S. and Deters, K.A. (2011) Training Considera-
tions for the Intracoelomic Implantation of Electronic Tags in Fish with a Summary 
of Common Surgical Errors. Reviews Fish Biology and Fisheries, 21, 11-24.  
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-010-9184-4  

 
 

https://doi.org/10.4236/ojvm.2021.117016
https://doi.org/10.1186/2050-3385-2-16
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8640(1984)46%3C185:AASPFI%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1990)119%3C1022:RAAHOL%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8640(1994)056%3C0060:COASUI%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1996)125%3C0440:EOITOA%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1096-4959(02)00167-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/16226510390856510
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-010-9184-4

	Assessment of a Novel Surgical Technique for Acoustic Transmitter Insertion
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. Introduction
	2. Material and Methods
	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Conflicts of Interest
	References

