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A study on the ecosystem-based spatio-temporal assessment and forecasting

Hee Joong Kang

Department of Fisheries Physics, Graduate School,

Pukyong National University

Abstract

Integrated fisheries risk analysis method for ecosystems (IFRAME) has been developed to

accomplish the goals of an ecosystem approach to fisheries (EAF) proposed to overcome
the shortcomings of single-species approach. This approach performs an ecosystem-based
assessment, forecasting and management incorporating a couple of ecosystem models, such
as the ecosystem-based fisheries assessment approach (EBFA) which is an ecosystem risk
analysis tool, and the EwE which is a static and dynamic ecosystem modeling. However,
this IFRAME approach does not explain spatial variations of ecosystem components.

The IFRAME was extended to assess and forecast ecosystem dynamics and risk indices in
a spatiotemporal context in this study. The extended IFRAME has two more components
than the original approach. First, a spatial component was added to explain the risk indices
by the unit sea block in EBFA. Second, Ecospace, a spatial and temporal dynamic module
in EwE model, was added to the forecasting process of the IFRAME. This extended
approach was demonstrated by preliminarily applying to the East Sea marine ecosystem,
based on four scenarios, considering changes in fishing mortality and habitat preference,
which were chosen in the forecasting process.

The GIS-based fisheries resource management system was also developed to help making
decisions of relevant fisheries issues (fishing, research, management, etc.). In this system a
number of real-time data are collected from marine ecosystem and fisheries, and are stored
in the integrated database. The collected data in the database are used for the assessment,
forecast and management of fisheries and their resources in a marine ecosystem, which can

also be displayed in real-time by the user software spatiotemporarily.
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Fig. 2.1. A map showing the study area including East Sea ecosystem. The

numbers indicate identification numbers of sea blocks numbers.



Table 2.1. Target ecosystem, fisheries and species for application of

spatio-temporal EBFA in this study

Ecosystem Fishery Species
Sandfish
Eastern danish seine )
East Sea Pacific cod
Offshore angling Common squid
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Fig. 2.2. Management objectives for the EBFA (ecosystem-based fisheries

assessment).



Table 2.2. Indicators for the EBFA(ecosystem-based fisheries assessment)

.. . Weighted
Objectives No. Indicator

value
Sustainability 51 Biomass (B) S
or Catch per unit effort (CPUE) S
S2  Fishing mortality (F), or catch (C) =5
S3 Age (or length) at first capture S

(tc or Llopt)
S4 Rate ofmature fish (MR) * S
Biodiversity B-1  Bycatch rate (BC/C) * F
B-2° Discards rate (D/Q) * F
B-3  Mean trophic level in catch (TL.) * F
B-4  Diversity index (DI) * S
Habitat H-1  Critical habitat damage rate (DH/H) * F
H2  Lost fishing gear (FR) * F
H-3  Discarded wastes (DW) * F
Socio- E-1 Income per person employed (IPPE) * F
€Conomic E-2 Ratio of profit to sales (RPS) * F
benefit E3 Employment rate (ER) * F




Ecosystem ERI

—t—
Fisheries FRI -weeee FRI
_l
Species SRl - SR
Objective ORIs ORIz ORIy ORIe
—l
Indicator RS RS

Fig. 2.3. Structure of nested indices for the EBFA approach (modified
from Zhang et al.(2009; 2010).
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Fig. 2.4. Revised structure of nested indices for the spatio-temporal EBFA

approach.
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Table 2.3. Selected Indicators, and the relevant target reference point and the

limit reference point for sustainability in spatio-temporal EBFA

Objective Indicator TRP LRP
Fishing intensity Fagc 2xFapc
Sustainability
Biomass CPUEwmsy CPUEwmsy/2
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(Table 2.4).



Table 2.4. Target reference points (TRP) and limit reference points (LRP) for

the indicator of CPUE

Fishery Species TRP LRP
Eastern danish Sandfish 52.7kg/haul 26.4kg/haul
seine Pacific cod 22.7kg/haul 11.3kg/haul
Offshore angling Common squid 22.7kg/boat 11.3kg/boat
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Table. 2.5. RS for the fishing intensity of sandfish and pacific cod harvested

by eastern danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea

cies block

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017




(a) Sandfish

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2000 2010 2011 2012 2013 20142015 2016 2017

Year

(b) Pacific cod
3.00
2.50
2.00
1.50
1.00

0.30

0.00
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2000 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Year

Fig. 2.5. Annual variation of RS for the fishing intensity of sandfish and

pacific cod harvested by eastern danish seine fishery.



Table. 2.6. RS for the fishing intensity of common squid harvested by
offshore angling fishery

spe- Sea Year
cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
47 1.08
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66 1.6 E1
67 1.34 1.63
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
71
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
329
332
333
334
335




Table. 2.6. (continued)

spe- Sea Year
cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
336 0.98 1.14
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
354
mon 358
squid 916
917
924
925
932
933
934
940
941
942
948
949
950
956
957
5055
5087
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Fig. 2.6. Annual variation of RS for the fishing intensity of common
squid harvested by offshore angling fishery.



Table. 2.7. RS for the biomass of sandfish and pacific cod harvested by

eastern danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea

cies block

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Sand-
fish

Cod




(a) Sandfish
3.00
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2.00
1.50
1.00

0.30

0.00 . p— - -
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2000 2010 2011 20122015 20142015 2016 2017

Year

(b) Pacific cod
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Year

Fig. 2.7. Annual variation of RS for the biomass of sandfish and pacific

cod harvested by eastern danish seine fishery.
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Table. 2.8. RS for the biomass of common squid harvested by offshore

angling fishery

spe- Sea
cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

1.68
1.90

Year
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

1.80 1.88
1.59 1.50

1.59




Table. 2.8. (continued)

spe- Sea Year
cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
336 1.20 1.84 1.46 1.35 1.64
337 g 1.43 1.43 g 1.22 1.26 1.72
338 4 1.83 1.88
339 g 2 1.58 1.68
340 d 1.30 1.06
341 152 0B
342 5 5 1.67 1.62
343 1.72 1.50
344 1.42
345 5 3 1.86 156
346 1.76 1.78
347 4 4 1.83
348 E g 1.03
349
350
351

5055
5087
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Fig. 2.8.
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Year

Annual variation of RS for the biomass of common squid

harvested by offshore angling fishery.
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Table. 2.9. ORI for sustainability of sandfish and pacific cod harvested by

eastern danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea

cies block

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017




(a) Sandfish
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Year

(b) Pacific cod
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Year

Fig. 2.9. Annual variation of ORI for sustainability of sandfish and pacific

cod harvested by eastern danish seine fishery.



Table. 2.10. ORI for sustainability of common

angling fishery

squid harvested by offshore

spe-

cies

Sea
block

2004

2005

2006

2007

Year

2008 2009 2010 2011

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

com-

squid

47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
7
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91

329

332

333

334

335

1.35
133
1.50
1.50

1.50
1.50
1.50
1.57

1.50

1.82

1.50
1.50
1.50
1.50
1.50
1.50
1.74

1.50

1.35
1.49
1.50
1.50
1.50
1.50
1.50
1.50
1.81

1.67
1.19

1.34
1.50
1.50

1.50
1.37
1.50
1.50
1.14
1.50
1.50
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1.35
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1.50
1.50
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89

115 L4l
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Table. 2.10. (continued)

spe- Sea Year
cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
350 1.16 1.50 5 . d 1.45

351 150 118

352 113 150 150 - 150  1.50 114
om- sy [oBeN 090 /r's'g-f F 114
mon 358 150 1140 132 114 150 1.50
squid 916 150 150 150 150  1.50 124

917 1.50 1.50 150 150 1.50 g . g o 5 1.50
924 1.50 1.50 1.50 r 3 5 o

925 1.50 1.50

1.50
932 1.50  1.50
933 1.50  1.50

934 4 1.50 1.50

940 E
5

1.50
1.50

1.23
1.58

S © © ©

941
942
948
949
950
956
957
5055 1.50 1.50
5087 1.50 1.50

1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
50150 150 150 150
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Fig. 2.10. Annual variation of ORI for sustainability of common squid
harvested by offshore angling fishery.
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Table. 2.11. SRI of sandfish and pacific cod harvested by eastern danish seine
fishery

Year
Spe- Sea

cies block

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Sand-
fish

Cod




(a) Sandfish

1:50

SR

1.00

050

0.00 . . :
2004 2005 2006 2007 20082000 2010 2011 2042 2013 20132015 2016 2017
Year

(b) Pacific cod
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Fig. 2.11. Annual variation of SRI of sandfish and pacific cod harvested

by eastern danish seine fishery.



Table. 2.12. SRI of common squid harvested by offshore angling fishery

spe- Sea Year
cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017




Table. 2.12. (continued)

spe-

cies

Sea
block
336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
354
358
916
917
924
925
932
933
934
940
941
942
948
949
950
956
957
5055
5087

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

Year
2009 2010

— zlzg —

2011

1.53
1.48

2012

1.54
1.54
1.49

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017
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Fig. 2.12. Annual variation of SRI of common squid harvested by offshore

angling fishery.



Table. 2.13. FRI of eastern danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea

cies block

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017




1.30

]

1.00

0.30

0.00 : _ g
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2000 2010°2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Year

Fig. 2.13. Annual variation of FRI of eastern danish seine fishery.
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Table 2.14. ERI in the East Sea marine ecosystem

spe- Sea Year
cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017




Table. 2.14. (continued)

spe-

cies

Sea
block
336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
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346
347
348
349
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352
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916
917
924
925
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933
934
940
941
942
948
949
950
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957
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2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

Year
2009 2010
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1.48
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Fig. 2.14. Annual variation of ERI in the East Sea marine ecosystem.



(a) ERI in 2004

Fig. 2.15. Spatial distribution of ERI in the East Sea marine

ecosystem.
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(a) Spatial distribution of ERI in Earlier study (b) Spatial distribution of ERI in this study

(¢) Local distribution of ERI in this study

Fig. 2.16. Spatial maps showing distribution of ERI for the earlier and this
study.
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a. Assessment *

Ecosystem structure and risk assessment

/idcmil’_\‘ing sm‘ci&‘

Grouping species/ species groups

NEMURO?

Other input
parameters”)

Forecasting “

Forecasting spatial ecosystem dynamics and risk

&

/ Set scenarios on management options /

I Risk analysis by scenario” I

¢. Management {

Evaluating and implementing management

Set management objectives

Fig. 3.1. Flowchart illustrating detailed mechanisms of the extended IFRAME.
The light-green highlights indicate the parts modified from the
existing IFRAME (Zhang et al., 2011).
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Fig. 3.2. Procedures for ecosystem-based risk assessment & forecasting based

on spatio-temporal ecosystem modeling, and visualization.
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Fig. 3.3. Ecosim approach to simulation of biomass flow between unavailable
biomass of prey (B;-V;), available biomass of prey (V;), and flow to
predator j with biomass B; (modified from Walters et al.(1997)).
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st AseE 25 AAsdoh (Fig 3.10).

Table 3.1. Input basic data for the East Sea ecosystem in Ecopath

NO. Group name Biomass P/B Q/B
1  Marine mammals 0.146 0.020 9.900
2 Sea birds 0.035 0.090 60.192
3 Sharks 0.003 0.510 2.960
4  Rays 0.112 0.666 1.700
5  Predator pelagic 0.217 1.200 3.510
6  Common mackerel 0.071 0.600 1.730
7  Herring 0.368 0.800 4.340
8  Small pelagic 0.710 3.750 12.900
9  Anchovy 0.195 3.940 19.700
10  Flounder 0.216 1.100 3.200
11 Other demersal 1.817 1.420 3.700
12 Sandfish 0.044 2.280 10.100
13 Cephalopods 0.169 3.200 10.670
14 Squid 1.646 4.100 10.510
15 Epifauna 0.397 5.457 20.387
16 Red snow crab 0.571 1.000 5.000
17  Infauna 0.070 7.000 27.000
18  Zooplankton 40.483 83.000 204.663
19  Phytoplankton 70.590 176.000
20  Detritus 100.000

(modified from NIFS, 2017)



Table 3.2. Input diet composition data for the East Sea ecosystem in Ecopath

NO. Prey/predator 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 Marine mammals 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 Sea birds 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
3 Sharks 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
4 Rays 0.000 0.000 0.005 0.000 0.011 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
5 Predator pelagic 0.000  0.000 0.009 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
6 Common mackerel 0.000  0.000 0.003 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
7 Herring 0.000 0.000 0.015 0.013 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
8 Small pelagic 0.000  0.000 - 0.059 0.050 0.049 0.075 0.667 0.000 0.000
9 Anchovy 0.000 0.000 0.008 0.014 0.013 0.021 0.183 0.000 0.000
10 Flounder 0.000 0.000 0.009 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
11 Other demersal 0.000 0.000 0.171 0.144 0.141 0.144 0.000 0.000 0.000
12 Sandfish 0.000  0.000 0.005 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000
13 Cephalopods 0.000 0.000 0.014 0.018 0.029 0.018 0.000 0.000 0.000
14 Squid 0.000 0.000 0.686 0.579 0.568 0.575 0.000 0.000 0.000
15  Epifauna 0.000 0472 0.016 0.069 0.000 0.014 0.000 0.000 0.000
16  Red snow crab 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
17 Infauna 0.000 0.028 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
18  Zooplankton 0.800 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.150 0.150  0.150 0.600 0.650
19  Phytoplankton 0.200 +0.000 0.000 0.000- 0.000 0.000 0.000 0300 0.200
20  Detritus 0.000  0.000  0.000 ~0.100 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.100 0.150

(NFIS, 2017)



Table 3.2. (continued)

NO. Prey/predator 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
1 Marine mammals 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 Sea birds 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
3 Sharks 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
4 Rays 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
5 Predator pelagic 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
6 Common mackerel 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
7 Herring 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.006 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
8 Small pelagic 0.009  0.007 - 0.000 0.033 0.065 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
9 Anchovy 0.003  0.002 0.000 0.009 0.018 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
10 Flounder 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.003 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
11 Other demersal 0.055 0.042 0.091 0.064 0.075 0.009 0.108 0.000 0.000
12 Sandfish 0.000  0.001 0.000 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.003 0.000 0.000
13 Cephalopods 0.007 0.008 0.011 0.003 0.003 0.001 0.013 0.000 0.000
14 Squid 0219 0.166 0367 0258 0.000 0.035 0435 0.000 0.000
15  Epifauna 0.005 0.008 0.026 0.006 0.007 0.003 0.031 0.033 0.000
16  Red snow crab 0.000  0.012 0.000 0.009 0.010 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000
17 Infauna 0.003  0.001 0.005 0.002 0.004 0.001 0.009 0.017 0.000
18  Zooplankton 0.500 0.501 0.400 0.400 0.700 0.500  0.400 0.100 0.200
19  Phytoplankton 0.100 +0.150 0.100  0.000- 0.000 0.250 0.000 0.450 0.700
20  Detritus 0.100  0.100 ~ 0.000 0200 0.100 0.200 0.000 0.400 0.100

(NFIS, 2017)
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Table 3.3. Input fishery landing data for the East Sea ecosystem in Ecopath

NO. Group name Others Angling East.ern Total
Danish
1 Marine mammals 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 Sea birds 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
3 Sharks 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
4  Rays 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.001
5  Predator pelagic 0.048 0.000 0.000 0.048
6  Common mackerel 0.006 0.000 0.000 0.006
7  Herring 0.119 0.000 0.000 0.119
8  Small pelagic 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.004
9  Anchovy 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.002
10 Flounder 0.031 0.000 0.000 0.031
11 Other demersal 0.063 0.000 0.002 0.065
12 Sandfish 0.009 0.000 0.021 0.030
13 Cephalopods 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.025
14  Squid 0.251 0.145 0.000 0.396
15  Epifauna 0.046 0.000 0.000 0.046
16 Red snow crab 0.189 0.000 0.000 0.189
17  Infauna 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.003
18  Zooplankton 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
19  Phytoplankton 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
20 Detritus 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
21 Sum 0.797 0.145 0.023 0.965




Fig. 3.7. Base map used in Ecospace. Light-grey cells indicate study area,

black-dotted cells shows non-study area, and dark-grey cells indicate

land.
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Table 3.4. Forecasting scenarios in Ecosim & Ecospace modeling.

Scenario Fishing intensity Depth Temperature
S1 x 2.0 O x
S2 x 0.5 O x
S3 x 2.0 O O
S4 x 0.5 O O




3. 25

7h YA F=

Ecopatholl A= 7} ofFZ2Fel st AP (biomass), AJAFEH]
(production/biomass), 32 &
efficiency) 4702] %k & 37I%F st vpA] glo] Ao F7go]
2 AT Be oFawel diste] dUdas ol Asow FHHAT
(Fig. 3.11). HA9 ZEARe| SFohe vohEZA5, viohal, ool st
FEEES IR Gl EE 007 FHEST

Ecopath®= F4d¥ 2017d &3l AeiAS] A T2+ Fig 3.11.%
Zxth A aris Z AqFagel Wig AAZe] Aol uweh
Hlglst, ztzke] AdAdd HE oA 9 s5S Uehdth ZF ofFaFel
et JSAE S ERF 3.000, B 3.708, Aol 4.248, 7o
3.979, EAA XSG F 4.114, 15 4.063, Fo] 3.686, 2F LYo F 2.750,

H]  (consumption/biomass), GU¥EH  (ecotrophic

W] 2813, AT 3.295, 7]EFA A o] 3.189, =F5 3.616, FFF 3.392,
S 3287, ¥ATE 2738, wH2uiAl 3837, UAE=E  2.203,
TESHIAES 22500% FAHHAY FE AEHAlY dig oI E

=
1 SF Al (mena trophic level) 3.4647% 574 | Sl



Tiselile Habitat Biomalss B Producti ansum !Ecotrooh Producti
Group name | |oygl area in habitat (t/kme) on / ption / ic on/
(fraction) | area (t/k biomass | biomass | Efficienc | consump
1 Marine mammal 3,000 1,000 0.146 0.146 0.0200 9,900 0.000 0,002
2 Sea birds 3,708 1,000 0.0350 0.0350 0.0900 60,19 0.000 0,001
3 Sharks 4,248 1,000 0.00300  0,00300 0.510 2,960 0.000 0,172
4 Rays 3,979 1,000 0,112 0,112 0,666 1,700 0127 0,392
5 Predator pelagi 4114 1,000 0.217 0.217 1,200 3.510 0.492 0,342
6 Common mack 4,063 1,000 0.0710 0.0710 0.600 1,730 0.626 0,347
7 Hering 3,686 1,000 0.368 0.368 0.800 4,340 0.926 0,184
8 Small pelagic 2,750 1,000 0.710 0.710 3.750 12,90 0.888 0,291
9  Anchowy 2813 1,000 0.195 0.195 3.940 19,70 0.850 0,200
10 Flounder 3,295 1,000 0.216 0.216 1,100 3.200 0.507 0,344
11 Other demersal 3,189 1,000 1.817 1.817 1.420 3.700 0.920 0,384
12 Sandfish 3.616 1,000 0.0440 0.0440 2.280 10,10 0.953 0,226
13 Cephalopods 3,392 1,000 0.169 0.169 3.200 10,67 0.405 0,300
14 Squid 3,287 1,000 1,646 1,646 4100 10,51 0.658 0,390
15 Epifauna 2,738 1,000 0.397 0,397 5.457 20,39 0.661 0,268
16 Red snow crab 3,837 1,000 0.571 0.571 1,000 5.000 0.818 0,200
17 Infauna 2,203 1,000 0.0700 0.0700 7.000 27.00 0.433 0,259
18 Zooplankton 2,250 1,000 40,48 40,48 83,00 2047 0.503 0,406
19 Phytoplankton 1,000 1,000 70,59 70,59 176.0 0.487
20 Detritus 1,000 1,000 100,00 100,00 0.084

Fig. 3.11. Basic estimates of Ecopath output. ‘Ecotrophic Efficiency’ and

‘Production/consumption’ were automatically estimated by Ecopath.
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201735 V1o ® % 30-<Q 204639 Ul 7hA Al el o
A F o] s oS8l ¢4 AlEE el dRe wE o AE A
W oF IFEd Azt wE AL WHIE 20179 71E9
S A} Z(relative biomass)®= YEFHl A= Fig. 3.13; Fig. 3.149F #t}
AvEl 21 (Fx2; Depth  alEhellA Aol AYAHS x7]o=
Aottt HAaS vAl Frkskes FAE KolwHA 71E tiv] 1.048 Y
S/, @2 1.9968  F7FSEATE AlvE] 22 (Fx0.5; Depth
aE)oA Aol AL 7)o s F HA T FIHFAE HolHA

&

T 04742 A A

¢

A2l 23 (Fx2; Depth, Temp. aLe)old A2 Alvpeeist #AR:
FAE  Bolw 10708 F7RsEla ofFRE 1873 FUlERSiTh
Al ube] 24(Fx0.5; Depth, Temp. iL#)¢] @Fo] AL Alvhg] 229}
Hl=et wisks molom AdRkE 0977, oS 04480 FradHith
(Table 3.5).

FAQ 2ol AYH S vusnd F AsEvhS wE e
A 213 AuE] 364 E FAo] iAo R
iAol thE Tt s w9Al FAEL Y AvE 212 5087
e AAS EE sTFAA 2017d oin] 2046139 ATk o]
7kttt s FrHEoR aEd AluE o33 AluE] 2404 =
gd a2l web sl ZLFe Aelr FEEHA vEbs e, 7%
2017l wlal 20462 iAol FHE dlat= F 8ol Sl &
AldE] 2204 87 Alyel 40 20702 JERGen, 19 &g
Ao A e 74T} (Fig 3.15; Table 3.6).
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Fig. 3.13. Variation of relative biomass for the scenario 1 and 2 simulated by

Ecosim & Ecopath
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Table 3.5. Start and end values for biomass for common squid and catch by

four scenarios in Ecosim & Ecospace

scenaio Bgmase Bmass Semgs ooy cah Cah
S1 1.716 1.798 1.048 0.397 0.791 1.996
S2 1.716 1.623 0.946 0.397 0.188 0.474
S3 1.713 1.833 1.070 0.437 0.818 1.873
S4 1.713 1.674 0.977 0437 0.196 0.448




Scenario 1 Scenario 2

Scenario 3 Scenario 4

on squid in \%046 year by
Ecospace. |
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Table 3.6. Relative biomass (B) and catch (C) for common squid by sea
block for four scenarios (S1, S2, S3, S4) in Ecosim & Ecospace.

Sea block S1.B S2_B S3_B S4B S1.C S2_C S3_C S4.C
47 1.030 0.927 1011 0915 2.048 0.505 1.762 0.437
48 1.032 0.929 1017 0.922 2.036 0.503 1.766 0.438
49 1.030 0.928 1018 0921 2.045 0.505 1.789 0.442
50 1.026 0.927 1.009 0.908 2.047 0.507 1.773 0.440
51 1.022 0.927 1.007 0918 2.046 0.509 1.783 0.444
52 1.019 0.928 1001 0917 2.045 0510 1.773 0.444
53 1.018 0.929 0.999 0916 2.043 0511 1.779 0.445
54 1.017 0.929 1.000 0914 2.044 0512 1.798 0.449
55 1.054 0.951 1.044 0.950 1.966 0493 1.722 0432
56 1.043 0.933 1035 0936 2017 0497 1.786 0.441
57 1.034 0.929 1024 0.927 2.043 0.503 1.806 0.445
58 1.027 0.928 1013 0.924 2.047 0.507 1.797 0.447
59 1.022 0.928 1.004 0919 2.046 0.509 1.785 0.446
60 1.019 0.928 1.004 0.920 2.044 0510 1.798 0.450
61 1.018 0.929 1015 0.935 2.043 0511 1.852 0.463
62 1.248 1.228 1.258 1918 1.864 0497 1.402 0.365
63 1.090 0.970 1.089 0.974 1.868 0468 1.662 0414
64 1.056 0.937 1041 0.924 2.009 0490 1.748 0432
65 1.038 0.929 1.025 0.925 2.046 0.502 1.816 0.447
66 1.028 0927 1017 0.927 2.050 0.506 1.828 0.453
67 1.023 0.928 1.023 0.939 2.047 0.509 1.871 0.466
68 1.021 0.928 1037 0.951 2.045 0.509 1.945 0.485
69 1.292 1121 1274 1153 1577 0381 1.281 0318
70 1112 0.974 1113 1.007 1873 0457 1.670 0413
71 1.057 0.934 1057 0.953 2019 0490 1.845 0.451
72 1.038 0.927 1038 0.935 2051 0.501 1.890 0.463
73 1.031 0.927 1.042 0.937 2.052 0.505 1.956 0478
74 1.028 0.927 1.049 0.954 2.048 0.506 2.017 0.536
75 1.077 0.897 1138 0.986 1.243 0330 1.326 0.340
76 1.255 1.120 1394 1.305 1531 0.386 1.486 0.384
77 1.076 0.940 1.105 0.976 1912 0463 1.835 0.455
78 1.051 0.926 1075 0.958 2.038 0492 2.004 0.481
79 1.044 0.927 1072 0.948 2.045 0498 2.052 0.498
80 1.041 0.927 1.083 0971 2.035 0498 2.120 0.563
81 1.007 0.871 1.169 1071 1071 0.279 1.302 0.342
82 1161 1.155 1.755 1823 1460 0.394 1.976 0.554
83 1.068 0.938 1174 1058 1.806 0446 1.878 0.522
84 1.063 0.927 1125 0.980 2.004 0481 2.108 0515
85 1.070 0.943 1216 1.092 1970 0483 2.264 0.612
86 1.069 0.947 1173 1.027 1914 0476 2317 0.563
87 1126 1.147 1771 1.845 1395 0.388 2.040 0577
88 1.069 0.937 1.226 1124 1764 0439 2.099 0.539
89 1.086 0.947 1.289 1156 1.928 0471 2.279 0.630




Table 3.6. (continued)

Sea block S1.B S2.B S3 B S4_B S1.C S2.C S3.C S4_C
90 1217 1.147 2413 2356 1.855 0478 4700 1.253
91 1.255 1.243 3.641 3.698 1741 0462 6.137 1639
329 1015 0.929 1.007 0.933 2.044 0513 1811 0458
332 1016 0.930 1.003 0919 2.043 0513 1811 0452
333 1015 0.930 1.004 0.922 2.044 0513 1813 0454
334 1016 0.929 1.004 0917 2.044 0512 1824 0455
335 1017 0.930 1.012 0931 2.044 0513 1.848 0462
336 1016 0.930 1.006 0.925 2.043 0513 1.822 0457
337 1016 0.930 1.008 0.932 2.043 0513 1827 0459
338 1018 0.929 1.023 0.939 2.044 0512 1.898 0473
339 1018 0.930 1.008 0.923 2.043 0512 1861 0474
340 1018 0.931 1.016 0.938 2.042 0512 1872 0469
341 1017 0.930 1.010 0.937 2.043 0512 1.845 0465
342 1021 0.929 1.030 0.947 2.045 0510 1.960 0.520
343 1021 0.931 1.032 0.949 2.044 0511 1983 0523
344 1.022 0.933 1.040 0.958 2.040 0511 1976 0492
345 1.020 0.931 1.019 0.936 2.042 0512 1.905 0475
346 1.027 0.929 1.094 0.987 2.047 0.507 2.058 0.558
347 1.028 0.933 1.108 1.002 2.041 0.508 2103 0.574
348 1031 0.940 1.079 0.985 2021 0.506 2113 0531
349 1.025 0.934 1.043 0.957 2.038 0.510 2012 0499
350 1.040 0.929 1122 0.993 2.035 0.500 2293 0.569
351 1041 0.941 1.158 1.045 2018 0.502 2356 0.623
352 1077 0.996 1.356 1241 1.909 0480 2708 0.663
354 1.068 0.944 1222 1.093 1937 0480 2352 0.665
358 1211 1.165 3182 3.043 1.755 0471 5.725 1528
916 1.020 0.931 1.015 0.940 2.043 0511 1946 0.501
917 1017 0.930 1.022 0.945 2.044 0512 1976 0.503
924 1018 0.930 1.007 0.926 2.044 0512 1.870 0469
925 1016 0.929 1.019 0.945 2.044 0512 1.902 0477
932 1016 0.930 1.012 0.943 2.044 0513 1.848 0467
933 1015 0.929 1.010 0.936 2.044 0513 1.846 0465
934 1015 0.928 1.003 0.923 2.046 0513 1835 0460
940 1015 0.929 1.004 0.920 2.044 0513 1819 0456
941 1015 0.929 1.007 0.922 2.045 0.513 1833 0458
942 1015 0.928 1.009 0.927 2.046 0.513 1.842 0460
948 1015 0.929 1.005 0.916 2.044 0.513 1818 0455
949 1015 0.929 1.007 0917 2.045 0513 1828 0459
950 1015 0.928 1.017 0937 2.046 0513 1.863 0466
956 1015 0.929 1.016 0.941 2.045 0513 1.848 0465
957 1014 0.929 1.015 0.923 2.045 0513 1853 0461
5055 1036 0.930 1.018 0921 2.035 0.501 1.755 0436
5087 0.981 0.857 1170 1.081 1.028 0271 1.300 0.345




e}
o
2
B
&
e}
8

3
oo
o
=
>
2

N
A,

e}
1
e
>
ro,
ot
st
2
o
ot
E
o
N
il
il

Tofl @I AdeA TIFEEE 2017del Ml o] F =)o)
ARE A1 Avee3e] s dAnkdom Frtstitt
£3], B Actsidql 75, 76, 77, 81, 82, 83, 87 e} o] ZIA A
&9l 58, 59, 601 Sl FelM YFETF IA FUEE AoE ASEHATh
Ay 229 Ay 240 917, 942 TS ALY BE 7Y
AP L7 ArA o g ASIa 53] dAdSATY % F 949, 9419
Aol =7 AA SolFth(Table 3.7; Fig. 3.16). 2017 o] &k
A% AA ol et H RSt 0.68, AlLFE] 2 S1, S2, S3, S$ofl ot
He RSt ZHZF 1.05, 0.36, 1.03, 0.36 22 |55t}
Ao #E N xE= J|FEAE 20179 vl 919 dlTe Y=}
BEE Adg e welxl e Algstie Fuligh Afol7t glolth (Fig.
3.17). 20179 CPUE #3x°] AA af7-e] tig F++ RS+ 2.03, AHd L
S1, S2, S3, S4°f oist 3+ RSt 27 1.99, 207, 195, 2.03°=
T4 = A



Table 3.7. Risk scores (RS)s for the fishing intensity and Biomass for
common squid in 2046 year by four scenarios (S1, S2, S3, S4)

Sea block  S1_F_RS S2_F_RS S3_F_RS S4_F_RS S1_B_RS S2_B_RS S3_B_RS S4_B_RS
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91




Table 3.7. (continued)

Sea block  S1_F_RS S2_F_RS S3_F_RS S4_F_RS S1_B_RS S2_B_RS S3_B_RS S4_B_RS
329
332
333
334
335
336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
354
358
916
917
924
925
932
933
934
940
941
942
948
949
950
956
957
5055
5087




Fig. 3.16. Spatial distribution of Risk score (RS) of the fishing intensity for

common squid in 2046 year by four scenarios (S1, S2, S3, S4).



Fig. 3.17. Spatial distribution of Risk score (RS) of biomass for common
squid in 2046 year by four scenarios (S1, S2, S3, S4).
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Fig. 4.1. Conceptual diagram for the GIS-based fisheries resource management

system integrating ecosystem.
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fisheries resource management system integrating ecosystem.

- 101 -



Table 4.1. Contents of information by categories in the information penal of

the user software for GIS-based fisheries resource management

system integrating ecosystem.

Category Information
Environment Water temperature, depth, .salinity, Ph, MLD, DO, COD,
transparency, tide, wind, red tide, etc.
Ecology Habitat, preferred temperature, preferred depth, growth, spawning,
maturity, etc.
! Fishery type, fishery method, fishing effort, fishery ,fishing
Fishery . -,
efficiency, selectivity, etc.
Assessment Catch, CPUE, biomass, reference points, risk indices, etc.
Forecasting Etré)]ected catch, CPUE, biomass, reference points, risk indices,
Management Closed season, length limit, MPA, IUU, etc.
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Appendix

Appendix 1. Input catch (mt) of sandfish and pacific cod harvested by eastern

danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea
cies block
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
55 216 111 44 321 129 66 138 363 1,364 1,488 837 1,297 1,199 1,470

62 316 261 233 464 381 195 248 273 614 669 412 589 519 570

63 316 261 233 464 381 195 248 273 614 669 412 589 519 570
60 234 332 329 448 325 163 138 49 178 243 247 500 375 411
Sand-
fish
70 316 261 233 464 381 195 248 273 614 669 412 589 519 570
76 140 79 31 88 70 37 106 75 33 69 6 27 15 4
82 674 523 529 1,000 1,000 516 611 603 879 875 558 534 487 395
87 316 261 233 464 381 195 248 273 614 669 412 589 519 570
55 351 117 99 20 6 83 458 28 7 39 38 11 4 1
62 148 62 89 45 33 117 192 58 108 89 98 99 106 68
63 148 62 89 45 33 117 192 58 108 89 98 99 106 68
60 104 29 43 8 4 19 15 8 3 14 6 5 2 1
Cod
70 148 62 89 45 33 117 192 58 108 89 98 99 106 68
76 39 4 9 10 5 88 27 5 2 7 6 7 3 1
82 99 99 204 141 119 276 268 189 420 297 341 373 416 267
87 148 62 89 45 33 117 192 58 108 89 98 99 106 68
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Appendix 2. Input CPUE (kg/haul) of sandfish and pacific cod harvested by

eastern danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea
cies block
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
55 41 23 10 62 26 19 39 86 231 270 162 287 262 414
62 84 73 50 80 68 47 98 66 107 122 81 129 106 150
63 84 73 50 80 68 47 98 66 107 122 81 129 106 150
60 65 97 74 102 76 55 139 49 65 77 85 143 105 147
Sand-
fish
70 84 73 50 80 68 47 98 66 107 122 81 129 106 150
76 175 130 56 65 94 66 152 45 13 24 3 11 7 2
82 56 44 59 92 78 48 61 86 119 116 77 75 50 36
87 84 73 50 80 68 47 98 66 107 122 81 129 106 150
55 66 24 22 4 1 18 85 6 1 7 7 3 1 0
62 38 12 18 7 4 53 41 11 15 13 15 15 11 7
63 38 12 18 7 4 53 41 11 15 13 15 15 11 7
60 29 8 10 2 1 6 14 8 1 5 2 2 0 1
Cod
70 38 12 18 7 4 53 41 11 15 13 15 15 11 7
76 50 7 17 7 6 161 39 3 1 3 2 3 1 1
82 8 8 23 13 9 26 2 27 57 39 47 53 43 27
87 38 12 18 7 4 53 41 11 15 13 15 15 11 7
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Appendix 3. Input target reference points for catch (mt) of sandfish and pacific

cod harvested by eastern danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea

cies block
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

55 290 277 283 290 290 241 290 290 290 290 290 290 290 290

62 184 176 180 184 184 153 184 184 184 184 184 184 184 184

63 184 176 180 184 184 153 184 184 184 184 184 184 184 184

60 127 122 124 127 127 106 127 127 127 127 127 127 127 127

Sand-

fish
70 184 176 180 184 184 153 184 184 184 184 184 184 184 184
76 25 24 24 25 25 21 25 25 23 25 25 25 25 25
82 295 281 288 295 295 245 295 295 295 295 295 295 295 295
87 184 176 180 184 184 153 184 184 184 184 184 184 184 184
55 36 18 30 12 8 36 36 25 36 29 34 36 33 23
62 37 19 32 12 8 37 37 26 37 31 38! 37 34 24
63 37 19 32 12 8 37 37 26 37 31 35 37 34 24
60 7 4 6 2 2 7 7 5 7 6 b7, 7 7 5

Cod
70 37 19 32 12 8 37 37 26 37 31 35 37 34 24
76 6 3 5 2 1 6 6 4 6 5 6 6 6 4
82 100 50 85 33 22 100 100 69 100 82 95 99 91 65
87 37 19 32 12 8 37 37 26 37 31 35 37 34 24
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Appendix 4. Input limit reference points for catch (mt) of sandfish and pacific

cod harvested by eastern danish seine fishery

Year
Spe- Sea

cies block
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

55 581 553 567 581 581 482 581 581 581 581 581 581 581 581

62 369 352 360 369 369 306 369 369 369 369 369 369 369 369

63 369 352 360 369 369 306 369 369 369 369 369 369 369 369

60 255 243 249 255 255 212 255 255 255 255 255 255 255 255

Sand-

fish
70 369 352 360 369 369 306 369 369 369 369 369 369 369 369
76 50 48 49 50 50 42 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50
82 590 562 575 590 590 490 590 590 590 590 590 590 590 590
87 369 352 360 369 369 306 369 369 369 369 369 369 369 369
55 72 36 61 24 16 72 72 50 72 59 68 71 66 47
62 74 38 63 24 16 74 74 52 74 61 71 74 68 48
63 74 38 63 24 16 74 74 52 74 61 71 74 68 48
60 15 8 13 5 3 15 15 10 15 12 14 15 14 10

Cod
70 74 38 63 24 16 74 74 52 74 61 71 74 68 48
76 12 6 10 4 3 12 12 8 12 10 11 12 11 8
82 199 101 169 65 43 199 199 139 199 163 189 199 182 129
87 74 38 63 24 16 74 74 52 74 61 71 74 68 48

- 116 —



Appendix 5. Input catch (mt) of common squid harvested by offshore angling

fishery

spe- Sea Year

cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
47 0 3 0 0 8 0 2 0 0 5 2 2 0 0
48 20 98 19 6 60 5 10 4 2 29 16 0 1 4
49 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
50 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 3 1
51 0 0 0 0 0 27 1 0 0 1 9 1 0 0
52 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 10 6 1 0 2
53 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 1
54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 373 734 667 230 620 190 129 90 7 91 159 27 18 60
56 54 213 179 27 32 54 42 29 4 22 12 8 66 17
57 33 168 87 44 35 47 100 17 23 59 19 64 38
58 17 13 19 45 89 5 51 5 7 36 46 17 4 48
59 26 2 12 47 7 2 10 15 69 28 2 1 29
60 19 15 14 3 0 2 7 1 12 41 4 11 14 19
61 1 166 38 1 1 1 8 2 21 5 8 6 10
62 215 184 266 638 381 319 77 65 25 8 41 21 24 14
63 623 937 532 765 924 422 149 111 34 24 70 33 47 43
64 167 622 540 621 105 41 158 55 29 52 20 39 35 40
65 215 367 155 694 89 57 216 50 77 45 59 17 35 32
66 531 726 533 1,182 87 75 106 150 120 204 161 159 144 99
67 327 596 746 937 205 143 310 135 151 196 155! 145 99 81
68 609 849 626 271 111 421 185 44 49 61 171 95 44 44
69 98 242 36 268 95 72 49 23 7 44 6 27 10 38

com- 70 664 523 138 258 363 192 245 191 51 265 32 131 83 142
71 244 157 145 238 244 112 83 158 220 116 115 194 200 118

mo-n 72 208 155 310 147 84 85 119 93 253 199 22 224 272 113

squid 73 162 416 229 414 92 106 84 141 170 281 324 220 127 93
74 118 322 374 94 19 57 186 89 83 87 140 89 40 39
75 14 18 34 10 16 9 7 14 5 19 4 25 4 86
76 1,264 384 202 239 565 350 410 277 298 586 92 308 196 659
77 453 444 331 254 293 132 63 84 194 541 219 315 293 444
78 135 101 220 69 22 48 60 29 50 218 63 75 139 55
79 11 17 99 25 20 17 92 32 4 42 42 20 20 13
80 34 68 95 7 3 1 19 20 1 7 19 14 10 8
81 0 9 5 10 23 23 4 3 2 20 1 28 43 30

82 1,110 587 492 334 1,501 598 520 338 600 360 171 395 1,379 1,288
83 488 727 632 280 261 186 133 158 254 317 322 197 465 480

84 49 95 394 111 33 36 88 60 39 48 101 28 53 76
85 66 200 456 82 10 47 16 40 46 14 7 3 42 7
86 28 11 29 14 2 0 13 15 1 5 4 3 1 0

87 976 674 503 884 952 849 530 369 643 284 527 469 908 927
88 683 370 1,407 523 388 333 163 373 588 297 506 367 247 215

89 327 452 1,289 444 98 237 170 721 445 342 221 39 186 21
90 306 155 441 129 17 13 12 85 12 55 35 8 9 0
91 15 7 20 65 9 0 16 144 2 32 12 9 2 0
329 8 19 132 55 22 185 49 12 51 17 41 3 4 5
332 0 1 0 11 4 17 1 6 0 6 6 5 0 1
333 8 31 161 27 16 52 64 47 21 12 59 26 9 23
334 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0
335 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 2
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Appendix 5. (continued)

Year

2010

Sea
block

spe-

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

2011

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

2004

cies

14
15
26
17
13

12
12

22
45

15
31

10

336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
354
358
916
917
924
925
932
933

20

32

25
78

15
15

15
12
23

41

107

84
175
185

10
21

20
28

21
409

12

78

56

147

65

14
281

73
137

182
302

92 27 44 44 29 41 40
24 25

90
20

484 41

208

315

13

72
42

42

20

28

137

35
24

17

74

14

13

28

36

16

92

36

32

10

12

55
31

12

150

48

43

13

com-

25

mon

squid

22

32

52

934
940
941
942
948
949

13
10

20

45

26 27 118

245

26

57

47 30 46 21 215 10

146

72 83

10

18

12

12

950
956
957
5055

26

73 185 85 15 375 174 67 73 30 77

110
72

10

18

51

15

0
0

5087
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Appendix 6. Input CPUE (kg/vessel) of common squid harvested by offshore
angling fishery

spe- Sea Year

cies  block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
47 4 5 4 0 9 0 3 3 0 5 8 33 0 1
48 13 18 7 6 9 2 2 0 1 5 7 8 4 6
49 0 0 0 0 4 2 0 2 0 3 8 13 1 10
50 0 0 0 0 8 2 10 0 0 12 17 0 13 8
51 33 0 0 8 0 37 9 0 0 5 7 6 0 4
52 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 0 7 8 8 0 6
53 0 0 0 0 0 2 17 0 0 6 0 10 0 1
54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 8 8 0 1
55 12 17 13 8 9 2 3 3 0 4 7 9 8 8
56 12 17 14 1 3 4 5 3 3 6 10 7 1 9
57 8 19 8 1 7 2 5 4 106 9 13 13 12 15
58 19 62 12 10 31 2 4 6 12 8 8 15 17 9
59 52 125 14 9 7 3 4 16 8 6 1 7 1 9
60 64 61 12 24 0 4 5 2 13 6 7 12 37 13
61 54 51 34 10 17 3 8 3 18 8 6 1 15 10
62 31 13 19 38 9 9 6 6 1 8 9 1 13 8
63 25 19 18 31 16 7 5 6 12 8 9 10 1 9
64 17 28 89 38 6 4 7 6 1 9 15 19 12 14
65 26 31 17 29 7 6 8 10 8 10 12 12 9 7
66 23 45 21 48 3 3 6 4 9 8 10 8 7 5
67 30 50 26 56 8 8 13 7 10 9 10 10 7 5
68 43 39 3 61 11 20 17 10 15 1 13 13 9 7
69 44 39 19 38 5 3 4 3 11 9 9 1 7 10

com. 70 38 30 24 33 13 8 8 9 13 12 13 13 14 16
71 28 29 28 28 12 8 7 11 12 10 11 13 9 9

mon 7 33 30 27 35 5 9 8 4 13 10 10 9 8 6

squid 73 40 45 28 54 5 7 6 7 10 10 10 9 7 6
74 34 40 33 37 8 9 10 9 8 1 12 1 8 7
75 39 36 2 29 5 9 5 9 6 9 7 9 8 59
76 39 28 27 29 12 13 10 8 14 13 18 10 1 31
77 36 34 29 34 15 15 9 7 14 12 10 12 1 15
78 52 24 32 31 12 16 8 8 17 13 12 16 18 1
79 31 32 2 64 35 10 13 8 13 16 24 12 1 10
80 58 26 61 48 50 10 10 8 15 12 18 14 12 13
81 0 44 26 32 5 15 5 3 4 7 7 3 93 50
82 30 3 32 25 20 13 11 12 2 12 14 13 56 55
83 29 26 36 23 29 13 9 9 19 13 13 13 20 3
84 36 24 2 32 28 21 15 8 15 14 15 14 15 14
85 64 80 69 54 100 35 13 20 143 24 25 17 47 10
86 33 21 48 41 125 1 6 14 1 16 13 10 8 13
87 30 26 27 32 1 1 7 8 18 1 14 16 35 49
88 30 28 38 38 19 12 12 1 17 18 16 17 17 16
89 49 64 49 55 46 21 33 24 39 45 34 21 39 10
90 75 7 65 66 173 77 25 45 88 101 97 56 103 0
91 33 25 64 45 76 3 6 26 25 41 14 12 27 13
329 23 20 136 169 60 46 21 14 54 20 76 41 14 1
332 0 2 0 29 17 63 19 4 0 16 21 34 8 8
333 50 43 83 72 30 10 18 7 18 8 15 28 13 10
334 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 4 1 1 27 15
335 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 6 14 25 0 8
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Appendix 6. (continued)

spe- Sea Year
cies  block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
336 100 47 41 56 75 20 13 6 10 13 17 18 15 10
337 55 53 17 71 17 17 28 19 33 10 20 19 14 9
338 53 54 33 104 0 2 18 4 11 5 9 10 13 12
339 125 19 93 8 77 5 22 11 30 7 16 15 5 10
340 45 35 112 62 45 32 18 9 15 14 19 21 15 8
341 82 32 63 50 28 34 10 24 26 15 16 29 15 8
342 52 45 51 38 83 32 19 14 21 11 15 15 11 9
343 55 49 92 54 34 36 24 19 25 7 14 16 11 8
344 89 31 90 8 36 27 19 21 35 9 10 17 10 8
345 108 21 ) 44 184 33 16 0 11 4 13 16 9 7
346 51 36 65 44 36 42 13 9 7 10 14 13 13 12
347 6 46 37 22 46 83 28 22 10 15 25 13 10 9
348 17 ) 92 42 0 39 2 8 0 14 18 2 7 8
349 0 0 0 0 0 83 17 0 13 25 8 4 8
350 14 40 76 26 0 8 2 17 0 8 22 9 8 8
351 20 162 82 47 25 0 1 0 23 8 8 15 8 8
352 8 189 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 33 17 17 9
com= 354 46 106 55 32 25 0 0 0 0 8 19 8 8 8
mon 358 0 8 4 40 0 0 8 67 0 17 6 8 0 0
squid 916 0 0 0 0 0 97 13 17 0 0 0 0 7 8
917 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14
924 0 0 0 0 0 27 33 0 17 0 0 0 13 18
925 0 0 0 0 167 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
932 17 0 0 0 53 59 27 32 9 0 17 17 14 14
933 81 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
934 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 8
940 55 37 93 60 0 42 28 19 42 13 29 13 10 13
941 46 0 125 67 0 36 0 19 0 0 22 17 0 9
942 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
948 44 45 57 48 14 19 22 14 23 15 35 21 15 11
949 84 67 98 0 0 34 21 7 36 7 17 8 0 11
950 375 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
956 62 65 73 176 88 27 24 16 30 14 58 34 14 9
957 65 41 203 0 0 70 20 53 214 4 8 0 0 0
5055 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 8 12 5
5087 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 0 9 17
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Appendix 7. Input target reference points for catch (mt) of common squid

harvested by offshore angling fishery

spe- Sea Year

cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
47 11 11 11 11 6 5 4 4 8 5 6 6 8 9
48 131 131 131 131 73 53 49 48 89 64 75 71 100 106
49 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
50 6 6 6 6 3 2 2 2 4 3 3 3 5 5
51 19 19 19 19 11 8 7 7 13 9 11 10 15 16
52 11 11 11 11 6 4 4 4 7 5 6 6 8 9
53 3 3 3 3 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 2
54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

55 1,614 1,614 1,614 1,614 898 660 605 5 1,103 787 934 874 1,240 1,314
56 361 361 361 361 201 148 135 133 246 176 209 195 277 294
57 353 353 353 353 196 144 132 130 241 172 204 191 271 287

°
=

58 192 192 192 192 107 78 72 71 131 93 111 104 147 156
59 120 120 120 120 67 49 45 44 82 59 70 65 92 98
60 78 78 78 78 43 32 29 29 53 38 45 42 60 63
61 129 129 129 129 /3 53 48 48 88 63 75 70 99 105

62 1,083 1083 1,083 1,083 603 443 406 399 740 528 627 587 832 882
63 2241 2241 2241 2241 1247 917 840 825 1531 1092 1296 1214 1,722 1825
64 1,200 1200 1200 1200 668 491 450 442 820 585 694 650 922 977
65 1,002 1,002 1,002 1,002 558 410 376 369 685 489 580 543 770 816
66 2,034 2034 2034 2034 1,132 832 762 748 1389 991 1,176 1,102 1,562 1656
67 2,010 2010 2010 2010 1,118 822 753 740 1373 980 1,162 1,089 1,544 1637
68 1,702 1,702 1,702 1,702 947 696 638 626 1,063 830 985 922 1308 1386
69 483 483 483 483 269 197 181 178 330 235 279 261 371 393
70 1,560 1560 1,560 1,560 868 638 585 574 1,066 760 902 845 1,198 1270

com-
71 LI115  L,115  L115  1,115 620 456 418 410 761 543 645 604 856 908

mon
y 72 1,176 1,176 1,176 1,176 655 481 441 433 804 573 681 637 904 958

squi

73 1,360 1360 1360 1,360 757 556 510 501 929 663 787 737 1,045 1,108
74 826 826 826 826 460 338 310 304 564 403 478 447 634 673
75 125 125 125 125 70 51 47 46 85 61 72 68 9% 102
76 2773 2,773 2773 2,773 1,543 1134 1039 1,020 1894 1351 1,604 1502 2,130 2258
77 1932 1932 1932 1,932 1,075 790 724 711 13200 942 1,117 1,047 1484 1573
78 610 610 610 610 340 250 = 229 25 47 297 353 331 469 497

79 215 215 215 215 120 88 81 79 147 105 125 117 166 175
80 146 146 146 146 81 60 55 54 100 71 84 79 112 119
81 95 95 95 95 8 39 36 35 65 46 55 51 73 77

82 4,600 4600 4600 4,600 2,560 1881 1725 1,693 3143 2242 2,661 2492 3,534 3746
83 2330 2330 2330 2330 1297 953 874 858 1592 1136 1,348 1262 1,790 1898
84 576 576 576 576 321 236 216 212 394 281 333 312 443 469
85 492 492 492 492 274 201 184 181 336 240 285 267 378 401
86 59 59 59 59 33 24 2 22 41 29 34 k) 46 48
87 4516 4516 4516 4516 2513 1,847 1,693 1,662 3085 2201 2,612 2446 3469 3,677
88 3,072 3072 3072 3072 1,709 1256 1,152 1131 2,099 1497 1,777 1,664 2360 2501
89 2374 2374 2374 2374 1321 971 890 874 1622 1,157 1373 1286 1,824 1933
9 607 607 607 607 338 248 227 23 414 296 351 329 466 494

91 158 158 158 158 88 65 59 58 108 77 91 86 121 129
329 286 286 286 286 159 117 107 105 196 140 166 155 220 233
332 27 27 27 27 15 11 10 10 19 13 16 15 21 22
333 263 263 263 263 147 108 99 97 180 128 152 143 202 214
334 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
335 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 3
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Appendix 7. (continued)

spe- Sea Year
cies  block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
336 58 58 58 58 32 24 2 21 40 28 34 32 45 47
337 108 108 108 108 60 44 40 40 74 53 62 59 83 88
338 188 188 188 188 104 77 70 69 128 91 109 102 144 153
339 135 135 135 135 75 55 51 50 92 66 78 73 104 110
340 497 497 497 497 277 203 186 183 340 242 288 270 382 405
341 146 146 146 146 81 60 55 54 100 71 85 79 112 119
342 896 896 896 896 498 366 336 330 612 437 518 485 688 729
343 329 329 329 329 183 134 123 121 224 160 190 178 252 268
344 69 69 69 69 38 28 26 25 47 34 40 37 53 56
345 54 54 54 54 30 22 20 20 37 26 31 29 41 44
346 140 140 140 140 78 57 52 52 96 68 81 76 108 114
347 32 32 32 32 18 13 12 12 22 15 18 17 24 26
348 9 9 9 9 5 3 3 3 6 4 5 5 7 7
349 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
350 47 47 47 47 26 19 18 17 32 23 27 25 36 38
351 94 94 94 94 52 38 35 35 64 46 54 51 72 77
352 24 24 24 24 14 10 9 9 17 12 14 13 19 20
com= 354 32 k) 32 32 18 13 12 12 22 16 19 17 25 2
mon 358 16 16 16 16 9 6 6 6 11 8 9 8 12 13
squid 916 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
917 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
924 11 11 11 11 6 5 4 4 8 6 7 6 9 9
925 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1
932 45 45 45 45 25 18 17 17 31 2 26 24 34 37
933 2 2 2 P 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
934 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
940 239 239 239 239 133 98 90 88 164 117 139 130 184 195
941 21 21 21 21 12 9 8 8 15 10 12 12 16 17
942 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
948 358 358 358 358 199 146 134 132 244 174 207 194 275 291
949 33 33 33 33 18 13 12 12 22 16 19 18 25 27
950 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
956 619 619 619 619 344 253 232 228 423 302 358 335 475 504
957 80 80 80 80 45 33 30 30 55 39 46 44 62 65
5055 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
5087 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
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Appendix 8. Input limit reference points for catch of common squid harvested

by offshore angling fishery

spe- Sea Year

cies block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
47 22 22 22 22 12 9 8 8 15 11 13 12 17 18
48 261 261 261 261 145 107 98 96 178 127 151 141 201 213
49 4 4 4 4 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3
50 12 12 12 12 7 5 4 4 8 6 7 6 9 10
51 38 38 38 38 21 16 14 14 26 19 22 21 29 31
52 22 22 22 22 12 9 8 8 15 11 13 12 17 18
53 5 5 5 5 3 2 2 2 3 2 3 3 4 4
54 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

55 3208 3228 3228 3228 1,796 1,320 1210 1,188 2205 1573 1,867 1,749 2,480 2,629
6 721 721 721 721 401 295 270 265 493 352 417 391 554 587
57 705 705 705 705 392 288 264 260 482 344 408 382 542 574
58 383 383 383 383 213 157 144 141 262 187 22 208 25 312

59 241 241 241 241 134 98 90 89 165 117 139 130 185 196
60 155 155 155 155 86 64 58 57 106 76 90 84 119 127
61 259 259 259 259 144 106 97 95 177 126 150 140 199 211

62 2,167 2167 2,167 2167 1206 886 812 797 1480 1056 1253 1174 1,665 1,764
63 4482 4482 4482 4482 2494 1833 1,680 1,650 3062 2,185 2,592 2428 3443 3,650
64 2400 2400 2400 2400 1335 982 900 883 1,640 1,170 1,388 1300 1,844 1954
65 2,005 2,005 2005 2005 1,116 80 752 738 1370 977 1,160 1086 1,540 1,633
66 4,067 4067 4067 4067 2263 1,663 1,525 1497 2779 1982 2,353 2204 3,125 3312
67 4019 4019 4019 4019 2237 1644 1,507 1479 2746 1959 2,325 2178 3,088 3273
68 3,404 3404 3404 3404 1,894 1392 1276 1253 2326 1659 1,969 1844 2615 2772
69 965 965 965 95 537 395 362 355 659 470 558 523 742 786
70 3,120 3,120 3,120 3,120 1,736 1276 1,170 1,148 2131 1521 1,805 1,690 2,397 2,540

com-

71 2229 2229 2229 2229 1240 912 836 80 1523 1087 1289 1208 1,712 1815
mon
3 72 2353 2353 2353 2353 1309 962 882 866 1,607 1147 1361 1275 1,808 1916
squi

73 2720 2,720 2720 2,720 1,514 1113 1,020 1,001 1858 1326 1,573 1474 2,000 2215
74 1,652 1,652 1,652 1,652 919 676 619 608 1,129 805 955 895 1269 1345
75 250 250 250 250 139 102 94 92 171 122 145 136 192 204
76 5,545 5545 5545 5545 3,086 2268 2079 2041 3788 2703 3208 3004 4260 4516
77 3,864 3864 3864 3864 2,150 1,580 1448 1422 2640 1883 2,235 2093 2968 3,146
78 1221 1221 1221 1,221 679 499 = 458 449 834 595 706 661 938 994
79 431 431 431 431 240 176 162 159 294 210 249 233 331 351
80 291 291 291 291 162 119 109 107 199 142 169 158 24 237
81 189 189 189 189 105 78 71 70 129 92 110 103 146 154
82 9200 9200 9200 9200 5,119 3763 3449 3386 6285 4484 5322 4984 7,068 7492
83 4,661 4661 4661 4661 2,593 1906 1,747 1,715 3184 2272 2,696 2525 3,580 3,795
84 1,153 1153 1,153 1,153 641 471 432 44 88 562 667 625 886 939
85 984 984 984 984 548 403 369 362 672 480 569 533 756 801
86 119 119 119 119 66 49 45 44 81 58 69 64 91 97
87 9,031 9031 9031 9031 5025 3,694 338 3324 6170 4402 5224 4893 6938 7354
88 6,144 6,144 6144 6144 3419 2513 2303 2261 4197 2995 3,554 3329 4720 5003
89 4748 4748 4748 4748 2,642 1942 1780 1,748 3244 2314 2,747 2573 3,648 33867
90 1213 1213 1213 1213 675 496 455 447 829 591 702 657 932 988
91 316 316 316 316 176 129 119 16 216 154 183 171 243 257
329 573 573 573 573 319 234 215 211 391 279 331 310 440 466

332 54 54 54 54 30 22 20 20 37 27 32 30 42 44
333 527 527 527 527 293 215 197 194 360 257 305 285 405 429
334 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 2 3 4
335 6 6 6 6 3 3 2 2 4 3 4 3 5 5
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Appendix 8. (continued)

spe- Sea Year
cies  block 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
336 116 116 116 116 65 48 44 43 79 57 67 63 89 95
337 216 216 216 216 120 88 81 80 148 105 125 117 166 176
338 375 375 375 375 209 153 141 138 256 183 217 203 288 306
339 270 270 270 270 150 110 101 99 184 132 156 146 207 220
340 995 995 995 995 554 407 373 366 680 485 575 539 764 810
341 292 292 292 292 163 120 110 108 200 142 169 158 225 238
342 1,792 1,792 1,792 1,792 997 733 672 659 1224 873 1,036 971 1376 1459
343 657 657 657 657 366 269 246 242 449 320 380 356 505 535
344 138 138 138 138 77 57 52 51 94 67 80 75 106 113
345 108 108 108 108 60 44 40 40 74 53 62 58 83 88
346 280 280 280 280 156 114 105 103 191 136 162 152 215 228
347 63 63 63 63 35 26 24 23 43 31 37 34 49 52
348 17 17 17 17 10 7 6 6 12 8 10 9 13 14
349 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 2
350 94 9% 9% 94 52 38 35 35 64 46 54 51 72 77
351 188 188 188 188 105 77 71 69 129 92 109 102 145 153
352 49 49 49 49 27 20 18 18 33 24 28 26 37 40
com= 354 64 64 64 64 36 26 24 24 44 31 37 35 49 52
mon 358 31 31 31 31 17 13 12 11 21 15 18 17 24 25
squid 916 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 3
917 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
924 23 23 23 23 13 9 9 8 15 11 13 12 17 18
925 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
932 90 90 90 90 50 37 34 33 61 44 52 49 69 73
933 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 2 3 4
934 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
940 479 479 479 479 266 196 180 176 327 233 277 259 368 390
941 43 83 83 43 24 18 16 16 29 21 25 23 33 35
942 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
948 715 715 715 715 398 292 268 263 489 349 414 387 549 582
949 65 65 65 65 36 27 25 24 45 32 38 35 50 53
950 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 3
956 1237 1237 1237 1237 688 506 464 455 845 603 716 670 950 1,008
957 161 161 161 161 89 66 60 59 110 78 93 87 123 131
5055 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 2 3 4
5087 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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Appendix 9. Decimal degrees of sea blocks for the study area

Sea block Left Top Right Bottom Center Long. Center Lat.
47 128.00 39.00 128.50 38.50 128.25 38.75
48 128.50 39.00 129.00 38.50 128.75 38.75
49 129.00 39.00 129.50 38.50 129.25 38.75
50 129.50 39.00 130.00 38.50 129.75 38.75
51 130.00 39.00 130.50 38.50 130.25 38.75
52 130.50 39.00 131.00 38.50 130.75 38.75
53 131.00 39.00 131.50 38.50 131.25 38.75
54 131.50 39.00 132.00 38.50 131.75 38.75
55 128.50 38.50 129.00 38.00 128.75 38.25
56 129.00 38.50 129.50 38.00 129.25 38.25
57 129.50 38.50 130.00 38.00 129.75 38.25
58 130.00 38.50 130.50 38.00 130.25 38.25
59 130.50 38.50 131.00 38.00 130.75 38.25
60 131.00 38.50 131.50 38.00 131.25 38.25
61 131.50 38.50 132.00 38.00 131.75 38.25
62 128.50 38.00 129.00 37.50 128.75 37.75
63 129.00 38.00 129.50 37.50 129.25 37.75
64 129.50 38.00 130.00 37.50 129.75 37.75
65 130.00 38.00 130.50 37.50 130.25 37.75
66 130.50 38.00 131.00 37.50 130.75 37.75
67 131.00 38.00 131.50 37.50 131.25 37.75
68 131.50 38.00 132.00 37.50 131.75 37.75
69 129.00 37.50 129.50 37.00 129.25 37.25
70 129.50 37.50 130.00 37.00 129.75 37.25
71 130.00 37.50 130.50 37.00 130.25 37.25
72 130.50 37.50 131.00 37.00 130.75 37.25
73 131.00 37.50 131.50 37.00 131.25 37.25
74 131.50 37.50 132.00 37.00 131.75 37.25
75 129.00 37.00 129.50 36.50 129.25 36.75
76 129.50 37.00 130.00 36.50 129.75 36.75
77 130.00 37.00 130.50 36.50 130.25 36.75
78 130.50 37.00 131.00 36.50 130.75 36.75
79 131.00 37.00 131.50 36.50 131.25 36.75
80 131.50 37.00 132.00 36.50 131.75 36.75
81 129.00 36.50 129.50 36.00 129.25 36.25
82 129.50 36.50 130.00 36.00 129.75 36.25
83 130.00 36.50 130.50 36.00 130.25 36.25
84 130.50 36.50 131.00 36.00 130.75 36.25
85 131.00 36.50 131.50 36.00 131.25 36.25
86 131.50 36.50 132.00 36.00 131.75 36.25
87 129.50 36.00 130.00 35.50 129.75 35.75
88 130.00 36.00 130.50 35.50 130.25 35.75
89 130.50 36.00 131.00 35.50 130.75 35.75
90 131.00 36.00 131.50 35.50 131.25 35.75
91 131.50 36.00 132.00 35.50 131.75 35.75
329 133.50 40.00 134.00 39.50 133.75 39.75
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Appendix 9. (continued)

Sea block Left Top Right Bottom Long. Lat.
332 133.00 39.50 133.50 39.00 133.25 39.25
333 133.50 39.50 134.00 39.00 133.75 39.25
334 132.00 39.00 132.50 38.50 132.25 38.75
335 132.50 39.00 133.00 38.50 132.75 38.75
336 133.00 39.00 133.50 38.50 133.25 38.75
337 133.50 39.00 134.00 38.50 133.75 38.75
338 132.00 38.50 132.50 38.00 132.25 38.25
339 132.50 38.50 133.00 38.00 132.75 38.25
340 133.00 38.50 133.50 38.00 133.25 38.25
341 133.50 38.50 134.00 38.00 133.75 38.25
342 132.00 38.00 132.50 37.50 132.25 37.75
343 132.50 38.00 133.00 37.50 132.75 37.75
344 133.00 38.00 133.50 37.50 133.25 37.75
345 133.50 38.00 134.00 37.50 133.75 37.75
346 132.00 37.50 132.50 37.00 132.25 37.25
347 132.50 37.50 133.00 37.00 132.75 37.25
348 133.00 37.50 133.50 37.00 133.25 37.25
349 133.50 37.50 134.00 37.00 133.75 37.25
350 132.00 37.00 132.50 36.50 132.25 36.75
351 132.50 37.00 133.00 36.50 132.75 36.75
352 133.00 37.00 133.50 36.50 133.25 36.75
353 133.50 37.00 134.00 36.50 133.75 36.75
354 132.00 36.50 132.50 36.00 132.25 36.25
358 132.00 36.00 132.50 35.50 132.25 35.75
910 134.00 37.00 134.50 36.50 134.25 36.75
911 134.50 37.00 135.00 36.50 134.75 36.75
912 135.00 37.00 135.50 36.50 135.25 36.75
916 134.00 37.50 134.50 37.00 134.25 37.25
917 134.50 37.50 135.00 37.00 134.75 37.25
918 135.00 37.50 135.50 37.00 135.25 37.25
924 134.00 38.00 134.50 37.50 134.25 37.75
925 134.50 38.00 135.00 37.50 134.75 37.75
926 135.00 38.00 135.50 37.50 135.25 37.75
932 134.00 38.50 134.50 38.00 134.25 38.25
933 134.50 38.50 135.00 38.00 134.75 38.25
934 135.00 38.50 135.50 38.00 135.25 38.25
940 134.00 39.00 134.50 38.50 134.25 38.75
941 134.50 39.00 135.00 38.50 134.75 38.75
942 135.00 39.00 135.50 38.50 135.25 38.75
948 134.00 39.50 134.50 39.00 134.25 39.25
949 134.50 39.50 135.00 39.00 134.75 39.25
950 135.00 39.50 135.50 39.00 135.25 39.25
956 134.00 40.00 134.50 39.50 134.25 39.75
957 134.50 40.00 135.00 39.50 134.75 39.75
5055 128.00 38.50 128.50 38.00 128.25 38.25
5087 129.00 36.00 129.50 35.50 129.25 35.75
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Appendix 10. Fishing ground for the eastern danish seine fishery

and offshore angling fishery

(a) Eastern danish seine

(b) Eastern danish seine
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