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Introduction
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Behaviors

Behavior Description

1 null model: neutrally buoyant

2 always swim towards ocean

3 swim with downstream flow

drift with upstream flow

4 swim with downstream flow

hold otherwise

5 swim with falling tide

drift otherwise

6 swim with falling tide

hold otherwise

7 swim towards increasing salinity

8 diurnal swimming: swim at specified time

hold otherwise
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Mortality: XT model
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Model calibration
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Flow scenarios
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Release location 3

Sturgeon 
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Some benefits of a mechanistic approach



Benefit of a mechanistic model: 
capturing nonlinearities
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Benefit of a mechanistic model:  
exploration of novel scenarios 
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