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Study results: calculation of different indices of dietary importance

Ivlev's index of selectivity (E) shows which food objects are favoured and which avoided by 0+ perch
larvae and juveniles.
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Study results: calculation of different indices of dietary importance

Percent index of food items relative importance (%IRI) is calculated on the basis of three different
indices — numbers, mass and frequency of occurrence. It shows which food objects are relatively the
most important concerning all these three indices.
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