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Figure 1: |Illustration of acoustic  Figure 2: Acoustic monitoring stations in the Figure 5: Movement tracks for individual acoustically tagged Snook showing downstream migrations. S Climate Change ?
telemetry methods. Images on left Shark River array. Map shows delineation of river Blue lines indicate river stage at Bottle Creek in the upper river. Horizontal black lines delineate - / and Restoration
show tagging/release, images on right  zones used to assess migratory movements and boundaries between the upper river (> 23 river km), Tarpon Bay (15-23 river km), and lower river (< 15 9 y D
show receiver pre/post-deployment. hydrostations used to source environmental data. river km), and vertical hashed lines mark the beginning and end of the spawning season (April 1-Nov 15).
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