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Abstract

Pacific bluefin tuna (Thunnus orientalis, PBF) is an important target species of Taiwanese
neritic fisheries, but their stock has been declining in recent years. Age, growth and the natal origin
of PBF are important life history characters for effective management. This study aimed to
reconstruct the age composition of the PBF landed in Taiwan by reading their otolith annuli. In
addition, we evaluated the natal origin of PBF by the analysis of otolith stable isotopic composition.
A total of 688 otoliths were collected form Tungkang and Nanfang-ao ports from 2011 to 2014. The
estimated ages ranged from 4-28 years and different readings on the samples were consistent with,
the mean APE and CV of 0.74 % and 1.05 %, respectively. The generated von Bertalanffy growth
equation of PBF had L. = 249.0 cm, k = 0.179 year, and to = -1.383 years. The mean age of PBF
landed in Taiwan were 10-12 years old in 2002-2007 then the values gradually increase to 16-17
years old between 2008-2013. The change of age composition of the spawning stock might due to
overfishing of young PBF by Japanese neritic fisheries. In addition, most (83.3 %) PBF analyzed (n
= 30) were hatched in the northwestern Pacific Ocean indicated by the otolith 520 profiles. This
result suggested that PBF have high fidelity of natal origin. A small group (16.7 %) of PBF caught by
Taiwanese longliners might hatch in the Japan Sea. Therefore, genetic flow of PBF shall exist

between the two spawning grounds and this species shall be managed as a single population.

Key words: Pacific bluefin tuna (Thunnus orientalis, PBF), Otolith, Age determination, Stable

isotopes, Natal origin
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L AI* B R R rEs TEI AR Vo EERE G D
Flpt BB BT A R EGL A A R EFEE R E R
Feng i W2 5P 2013 & ISC ch g skitshim & 12 2015 # #rg 4 hk
THEZmRA LI MEIPEEFAF Fa)Ip §r o HITEZ WD T B
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5



MG ke AR md e S E& PIEFEENTT A TP RAT A
REERERONEZGEER EALE20cm B @S B R E AR 250
Cm B R AT b X B2 Lvk > FIMAPTERRY V- BT FHER LB ER

o e

Foho g A AP TEL > EERRAAE B G EFAE
o FI AT R R T INDZ i BT AL R A A enA fP 3 (Itoh 2009) - # &)
@ % > Shiaoetal. (2010)er#= 3 45 &1 > d p ApIFE-RAFT Y 7P 2 2 T F 2L i

g AL p P ABE RS B E P o

HARFAY :l-:—;ﬁd,ﬁ BRBE TR EDI T XTI mE LR XIS AT

oA g AT WA R - SRR R I TE LR R AL (T A

B o T F E SRR R E FRE 2 Age-Length key o * 1B RS Bk
By E AN T EBRS A ENR mES RS P b g1 Ed B KR
BRFAR@ L EF T - IMAR R ¥V - IR R P RGFR P SRR

kAT AR I A T R AT B R p - B A PH D TR
AL BB AT RO TR DY SR G Bt A F

TR L



EE SRR

218 % %k

jxlﬂ TR A T AR M A LR AES B BB ABEL L BEE TR
B RpAEAREED & (Fig. 1) PR A 2011 #4257 2014 # » g o & >
L ET 688 K2 henA B Ao TR P 1S BB E € BRI

B & (FL, forklength) » ¥ =5 =4 ; @ #8 £ (DW, dressed weight) 13 #4715

R AR EHRE L I E R > SIS R RIE L (A iR
By $HEBONAARRPE A AW > Bl i o7 R TR AR AfEd b
PO BLE RIS AR IR AR R L ARG Ffrd
B R et P AamikB o AR @ S N i d at iR B R

A SR TS TS STy R T I ST RN S

(R F)B-d o g ok e~ R ALY F R SR E R - H g e

AT S I iE2 22007 £ LB RETHE DI E S TEE g g A
FRAREME PG O 30 B 2 St L A p itk K EHE

TR R r EE S LA ST E MG

22B WP EAEY

R

U R RSB R AHCALT D B A G TR TR R RF§ D 7

=
=

e3) 5%niEsF v akizik B%H02)Y 1-2 4 45 > ;%%'t“ s%&.zg%;—;—u,f 4w Fenim)

cv

UF‘*’ EzepFl A viE L ’@Ejﬂz’j‘p’m”l"f#* 52“'1%%’%%}'—?,?5?

n

DA 0 M B kR IE E 8 ATHEG ¢ 0 R a4 50T T a7

e o



PN 7or MiEARAeT L R-TR F Mg 22 A i A (Epofix kit, Struers,
Denmark) & — @t Gl fefs oA ¢ @fE P FH W ER - L 22 50T
a0 BRIV L2 mE E A (Sulcus)m §F T 2 dadE R 5 3 M TR
FAPRIB e BELG B0 T TS “f BEART PTE A g e o RIS KR

Betmyd » B0C - B Ly s iRtz rAitis>vide 2

#e & mehd F R YR Hcst (SZX16, Olympus, Japan) & & L& I {57
Hirw izl (Pf43) W inE 2B T X2 A - 2#+p (Shimose and
Ishihara 2015) » £ & * f & *» 2] 4% (Isomet low speed saw, Buehler, USA) » 12 # *»
% e 3V (transverse section)*> & Z frw ety B oo om o B ank R R ATR BT 0

FoAlP s €3 7438 BFEHIRE O P ER YL 250-350 um 0 A &2

7l kA4 BB R R X 5 500-600 pum o

LEHE R RIS R PR 3T FdT 2 0 2011 £ ~ 2012
g r e LR BB S e B A UEAGERR - X

M A AR AR L B R G T R BIA R T ik
2 Eel¥e k4% (Metaserv2000 grinder/polisher, Buehler, USA) & & {7 » £ d 3 dide
612000 5187 5 A5 A G Sl 0 % o 2400 BLF) S B ek G B T
BT P B SRR 0 B (S RN e Y48k (ALO3) ke k > p
kA 811 5% - ke o it BGWEDTA) k&% 46 - A4 P ®F { 4
PA > B en® LA ¢ Gk F st (BX51, Olympus, Japan) ™ gLz » *
ViR 4t b S endici=Ap s (DP71, Olympus, Japan) it 7 4p BB ¥ 3 # - & 2013 & i
BEs P ¢ 05 - e hik & % Crystal bond #-7 ¥ B2 &gt # + - Crystal

bond 3 - AR EKAET R RMAPF o 1Y L ERBI o VAT AR
8



B EEIERY S FREATANEET RS H Y > ASES D £ EA T
T OARAA TR B ¥ - 284 2013 £ 27 2014 £l F chd 7 8
Rz Permount f 5 %% > 7 R4t A PR P frER T o 2B - R TR

CELE

FLRLHNT R AR 2 PR A g A R MRS 6
. _uf;@]gﬁ@};;z,._— =& B s el b rqu«;k;;;tu PORESNEH IR Y A B
WMER AR RFAELT /FLBH’—‘ FIRA B RHREP O 3T LR JIF 5% =

ew e R R AL R G 0 Bt R I RS 2 B AR ISERLE C da R o
2338 7 & B2

STEEZ @A R E Y oA (8 3) g TR HESTVIA S & 0 U
oGPl s A s G & i (ventral arm) c2 g (dorsal arm) 0 @ 3 B E dS RS iR
t > H4L 4 ¢ 1130 Distal lobe o & #en2 3 ¢ 1295 £ b 0P B F Kinw > 7 i

2 h7 R sgt » A1 Lt P g k2 2 H £ (Anonymous 2002,

Farley et al. 2006, Shih et al. 2014) - i ¥ % - ® =5+ (Opaque zone) ¢ 37
(1 inflection) i J13 » pE&EY% < 600-1000 pm =+ > B ¢ § & 7 BiE 2 4 hif
(A ®EFESR o [ B EEAL § E e 1% - @A (LW

HaBim 10 ke )t > EmenP B € Rzl PRt s §RIRED

?3; o i SRS T E 2w B - g #s <L (Shimose and Ishihara 2015) -

All}ﬁ\ﬂkg BT d e o F N L RS BT S -
oY LS E R - R ﬂljf?\!;}y%—r;‘.ﬁ SIS BTk S N R e e

BT R HFEFREFE LT o



24 RELLAY b 2k 447

HEFA R RS ORABPRRE ) § R PR X UEFRERL G
L DR GEA kR G #ALF FERAT R
EFAEE B RHRAE I LA irdp R Y 5 Ry 0 U E 2B~ F Micromill

(ESI, Micromill, USA)# B > A B TR T2 5 b = A 47 o B L RedLifch®

|-

FHRAMBGBILERT DAL BFNY L NEH A A - FR T
s £ i R ARFIGEEE Pk s (Fig. 2) » 2 1% 4B eh™ 38 kB 4o S|Pl
TR PP PR AR E DBl TR P R e T ) F R
R R EAAR AT R K- TR A PSS EREI TR NE R
B 2.8 pglem® 5 G o S B chendi fE 2 < > 0.02mm3 > EA 5 200 pm = £ 0 3K
TR bt e i { § IR 2000 pm e Fros R B R 0 F G fi A

- TEEE O ARGINT E 7 FR e 4 (Kitagawa et al. 2007, Shiels et al. 2011)
AP T PERARBRERETTE AL ] g EHFEFC
2000 pm feger f Pos 0 F - IEERTFIBCR A (SR F R 7 T h AL AT gk
LY > TR A (parafilm)dt o TR SEl > BB R R
Micromill + = chlici=4p48 » 114 % k2 T Lfp e SE A 1THT 23

PRE|B~1 8% o

P4 B B A1 F BB S #0384k & o (Kiel Carbonate 1V,
Thermo, Germany) £ & 3% & (Finnigan MAT 253, Thermo, Germany)i& 7 & < 4 s
FREEAYr e £ R E B AT EREE § 2700 £ 2 kB T & BB
(HPOs) & Jio» 4 & COz # R > £ 550 F4F ensd '8 kA -k A 3 > Jc & ehiéd COp
FOHEAE N TR A7 Bdy Y IE Y RS & NBS19 (International Atomic

Energy Agency, Vienna)f& i ¥ 3 & - £ 2 VPDB (Vienna Pee Dee Belemnite) s %

E 4
kJ

D

pn
2}

Lm o 2 TR TR R P E A 195 % 2 88Coulith 2 8 Ootolith % 7
10

-



2L 5 =5 .
N AR L

R —R
5 = ( sample standard) % 1000(%0)

Rstandard

HY REAZA P e =2t @ BC:P°C2 5 ko2t & 8000 mu=i

# 2 NBS19 7 868C & 5 1.95 %0 5 680 & 5 -2.2 %o o

25 FTHAH

251 MESMWELZM G

TG FA B BT § T R A WP R A E TR s I 25

WE TR SEE TR flr SN L @A £ FLZME

(DW)RF 2 B T2 > BB 23840

DW = a x FL?
58 Y DW S E CFL 5 2= & 5 a, b (condition factor) | £_t: #c > & F|epze 7
e B %3¢ 15 > 12 Likelihood ratio test (Kimura 1980) % #& ip|spze F £.F 5 £ B o

252 E#HNFHERLS T

POFERD RN R Ao 2 N R g1 ToF A
%% (APE, average percent error) (Beamish and Fournier 1981)¢2 5 8 % #c (CV,
Coefficient of variation) (Campana 2001) % 7 f2a =xF e %2 B > m APE 22 CV

1o N 4Tl

11



R
APE = 100% X l u
’ RZ; X;
=

X, — X,)2
JZ?:l%

X;

CV =100% x

SR RA AR XA AR i 2 B R AR

Xif s % | B ATf s s TH0E -

K,% T APE 2 CV b o S € RS = 7 e il % % 5§ W Age-bias plot
(Campana 2001) » %gher fdhs B R & % - X% % - X aifdhie % ¥ 2 AR
2411905 %ﬁﬁ“ % i3 S b Kb ¥ by ENEHSPE B0 BE 7
FHAE D ABIEORAFT Areh A | T SRR APE &2 CVo B T iR

P T XL mE gt F LT 48 -
253 ##E RM % (Age-Length Key)

PR 7o S R E R KR uE 10 24 5 - B
# 5 TE 2 gwen Age-Length Key » & 1 # p Age-Length Key 226 = LR B #7%
Brenx TERZ kR £ RARAF T A T EABTFEZ I AR e

7:)\; o
254 £ 3 0

G B L ERE > A T ER fenE S E RN > A% E ~ von
Bertalanffy growth equation (VBGE) 2 38 ¢ » mpt @ 5] H & £ 3 4258 » ¥ 12

Likelihood ratio test (Kimura 1980) k # plep 22 £.F 5 £ £ o VBGE 2 58 40T

12



Ly = Lo [1 — e7k(t-t0)]

NP L AT EZ Rt AR R Lor X T EZ eI E K E

£ GBc o) EE L O I, &l o
255 Hw| L 45 (Discriminant Analysis)

BB 7 e i F A 49718 9 88Colith 2 M8 O0tolith B 1818 {7 2] B A 47
(Discriminant Analysis) » FJi& {7 2] %] 4 47 P& Jf iz = R w] Sl o g gt € 1
A7 aF 4L (Shiao etal. 2010) k2 = H)w] Sl > Hese B 2| W] {5 L &
A Fretk A A | Efﬁ“é? »Ar i * engicdl 5 Statistica 7.0 (StatSoft, 2004) ; gt ¢k i
* QDFA (quadratic discriminant function analysis) k& % % 2 Z 2| W] % » #rig *
skt 508 5 R (R foundation, 2015) o ##* 3 245 Shiao et al. (2010) #7i¢ * e~
£k TR A 7 pER s 800-1000 pm P11 ¥0glith . < B & H $H i eh

8B Cotolith 18 17 5 % #c RS R S SRR Y-S

13



¥
I
Sy
4
=

JIMEHA B

2011-2014 & 7 > j&a > i8R 2 LA jhp X34k 1 688 & * TIX 2 fir & 4 o
B % (379 k2 3309 k) (Table 1) 404 10 &2 § je el £ cnfial - - &
678 £ T gmertiE T B Y 4 376 k22 d 302 £rpd o T R BER F R
Bag o H e 4§ H 5 137-270cm Tk 1 £ 5 2293+ 21.5cm (Fig. 3) » £ 4
Pl A B Yo gk £ RS 187-271cmy Tk 2 £ 5 2326
+21.0cm (Fig. 4);¥2 4 ek < & A 5 143-260cm> T35k 2 £ 5 2253+ 215
cm (Fig. 4) - # K eije & f R0 2 f A > 230-250 cm & < £ eip f i § o

X7 337 L EAE - @ 180Ccm T e BEAEA A0 > R 16 €AY -
S2MEMERM B

379 ki MU E f I 5 58-435kg o TIoHE L 268.8+ 68.0 kg ; 309 kvt

o E FFIR G 74-363kg 0 TIOMEE L 236.6 £ 65.4 kg o M-z~ 4 kR R R

£A R Bt 2N Y o WA K WA MEM 54T

DWyg1e = 2.011 X 107% X FLpy 00> 0% (r% = 0.894)

DWemate = 2484 X 1075 X FLromae > (r? = 0.893)

B3 FHua2 il R E R % (Fig. 5)is » « 41 * Likelihood ratio test +* &

g A MEMN BT AR BRI FOMGLG AR5 (r?=18.22,

df.=1,P<0.001) > 1245k 5% > Afple R LA™ > 22 d R E € b epd X

14



B o
33D R KB HMAER

MEER F688 B L FER Y 05 5 kB T AW H A TuEsEY
FHEFEEFNEHLTH L B3 BHOTH - E ¥ - ok - X E2db
# T 32 o 4 (Average percent error, APE) 2 5 R % #c (Coefficient of
variation, CV)» % % 4c Table 2 #7771 » & = 2| 3f #7## T 32 APE v CV & %] 5 0.74
%2r 1.05% o 2453 = L|3f ik % 0 683 Bk A7 o 551 Bt A A = 23 enk
5F-%o807% ;a7 121 B AA I HF L ER L - Ko E177% K
T ied e LR 2 ] 0 2R B % b RfEe 7 Age-bias plot (Fig. 6) ¢ 5

2

NoA XAFAGEMLFT AZER S8Rl F a7 P2k WUR

+ O APEf-CV enZ B4 29 0] » % = =t # 1@ ~ Crystal bond £ Permount = &
A Feendt 2 N APE 2 B 5 0.71% ~ 086 %% 0.71% ; @ CV Rl 5 1.00 % ~
121%% 1.01% > = § &4 7 % ]* Crystal bond 3 ¥ #717 <0 APE & CV

TR H A NehAPE & CV e

AP AEFHFRAFLAOA R REIHT B0 BR LA T AR
R THAPES CV AL % 34%E 48% B¢ 4 13 B AL E % 2
- % (Fig.7) 28 B A2|u % N L - K om Az 50 B A® > A7 9
BT ImERL 1724 > fpfp > 412 168 » T35+ 7 04 4 »
‘b E& L £ R iR i £ (Standard deviation, SD)R] & 1.16 & o @ i5d t
test & <% % (P=0.66)~ 274 ~ P> - TFE L moma @l > T &

MELR

15



34ERESE

341 ERERES

TERPR 2683 & x T EE B hE SR S 428K ToE# 5 15.0£5.0
#o (Fig.8) » H ¢ 3 376 £ 22 g chFsk ~ 307 Lop g el » 22 PR A hE #4
Bl4n s 4-28 % > @ T30 gp] o ul L 154+ 49 e 145451 % (Fig. 9)- ¢ M
(Fig. 8)7 & M1 d [ 20 6 h g <>t 24 e cniB 482 7 5 -6 & 11 & B4 > 3%
RS A28 K7 b R B 2010 2o HEd 5 o E 16 & enipag
- 2380k Hxd Y TR AKEBHEET 2B%E 0§90 79 &2 16-18

FoOTIRka BT 115 & 5 @ 16-18 kR 197 & o

B AR E Y R R RO BML ERFRG AR R RS
£ > enp A2 & 04 & A 7 B (Fig. 10) > 2011 # 5 170 & BRYE > & &£ B 5
7-24 % > T30 147+ 4.0 f 5 2012 & 4 168 & @AY 0 =& 5 4-28 o
T39%5 157+5.0 f ;2013 &£ § 245 & A &g 5 4-27 oo T35 154

£52 f ;2014 & F 100 & B4l & &R 5 528 & > Ti55 13258 & o

FhEa AR r ARk g s Bk O R E P 8 2 IRBE DR &
389k - F 2ELG EMTA TinEdl 1844524 i Ak p LD E
BARRIF 299 & 0§ Bz E&TH - F0iEdr S 171239 f o 0L ttest kot
WA BT RO, BT AR S EHAA BT L ALY HEL
Z8 (P<0001)- kp N2 g BHE THEHRL K 3 3 B4 ENL

g -

16



342 =#E& B KM% (Age-Length Key)

195 2011-2014 & Rteens TFE2 f2 B K > uE 10cm 5 - B Rg o e
B e de ToRaE 9 Age-Length Key » — 2 4 673 378 » & % 4o Table 3 #7
7 0t Age-Length Key i F e # 4= ] 5 4-28 po kR £ 3% 2. <130 cm sh R -

¢ 7 ekt B R K 3] 270-280 cm 2w o % T

3

BT Rlens T X2 fw ki £
T et 2002 £ 0 TR Rl A8 B 2003 £ &0 0 B F 266 & 0 H =t &_2005
fr 2012 & 1612 & 22 684 &> 1 5 6 & cnF L0 3 1000 & > 4 %] E_2003~2005 -
2006 ~ 2008 ~ 2011 ~ 2012 & > H & (> ¥ £ P4 E 1000 & 2+ a3 4L (Figs. 11,

12) «

r1 Age-Length Key 4 ip] & #f3cd 44 = T XA i 2 T Edble s » &
% e Figs. 13, 14 #77 » f 2002-2007 £ 5 P N > & & ch2 g 5 & 82 & 4p
0o b e 810 KBS B & b b TG EEE L 10-12 &
vt 2007 & (50 2 g EE 80 A B4 A 2 % 103518 Figs. 13,14 7 5 ¢
1 * &5 7 e Age-Length Key #7 i ch%k % 4 2008 # S 11 Y — B & %
16-18 fhi et s3f > 52010 & {5 1 B~ R & 8-10 A e 0 & 5 Aod B
EH % > 2011-2013 # T 3odf & dp L Fpt A 3] 16-17 f o e f|* AR g AT
40 Age-Length Key > # AT & & & B 57df cns T X 2 o BAE G & 8048 hods
Ak g e 2014 chE R TR AT 0 2 f T Ia EohE #x AT R D 146 K o
£2 2008-2013 # iR gt § — 3 o 00 Bf R E S BIEDFIA R0 R ARTF
116-18 ph cE BB > 7-9 ke BB (BT 3 ] 0l B 0 Ao A RR ¥ A 2014

ET A ] BHAREE o
343 A L&l

i¢ * von Bertalanffy growth equation £ » #T#fkens T X2 w2k £ &2
17



HhEd > TR LN LA By (24 376 & 0 vp 4 302 )4 B E

4 E S AN (Fig. 15) » #117 chid & hoT

L, = 249.0 X (1- e—0-179(t+1.383))

Ltfemale = 246.8 X (1 —_ e_0170(t+1975))

B2 FEuaiE i o 5d Likelihood ratio test #& T g ~ 22 g ch= £ & A E_ T
FAR @b rE Al AR EF G L85 A (£=1061,df.

=3,P=0.014) > £ 554 Kimura (1980)# 1= j2 i~ #H 1 g & B =

7""\
\\ﬁr
B
=3
s

34 4P (Tabled) S A7 02 22473 AkEEtoEt £8 5 & atEd

WE (L)ena g L8 > abeAre 224 bk Bfrto@ 05t 4 £8 > e

o
Y

F A 44wl 5 0179 yeartsr 0170 yeart #2-1.383 221975 Kk o @ 5 7 2
ER AR Ayt g AT OE BRI HBERLE N E

von Bertalanffy growth equation ¢ (Fig. 16) » % 3| eni & 407
Lt = 2490 X (1 _ e—0.179(t+1.383))

At Lo K to A W] 5 249.0cm, 0.179 year™, -1.383 % - F i H & £ = 425
VRS TEZ MR LB R AADEYTE S Am kR TE)*I&? Az 48 150
cm> 10 g pFrenfk R £ o 3 200em o RREF AL > HA LGRS AR
AP o I * 2 AR N ATIE R iR SURE S 250 em = 4 o

$hoh s B A B i {0 Age-Length Key ALi¢ # 2011-2014 # » & 2 & h

HEHEM 2> 2 EFNs TERZmESL KRG LR 70 ¢ %5 Age-Length

]

18



Key cnffgrd o Flpt #w & 04 B 2§ von Bertalanffy growth equation > ,‘%ﬁ“
LEDH P E R o £ Sdic % & & & L% (growth performance index) :
Phi-prime (®") (Pauly and Munro 1984) % it iz e & s £ R %> @'eo N 4e T A

7T .

q)l = loglok + 210g10L00

% drTable5#r7 » e B @PELEA + > L 22w £ LB ] x4
Fpoert kiz > Age-LengthKey snFfl e 2 ¢ X2 &2 e R LB RHE |
RPFLGE-FTRY QBRI REESELRE N pgmhs {7
bootstrapping == A X £AF A FE SR A - F & L4544 1000 = 0 ¥ @
P EAFEEKERE R A E S N > v & 4 W bootstrapping z %2 % 4 Table 6
Shof oo m A B ATE 2 95 %A B R e Lofh K Bt BN G A S

BAAT R Ehd E X RLD o
35 1WA 454 %

F1* Shiaoetal. (2010)cF 4> 1w H ¢ 34 & 48 k& = 2| % S (Table 7)
X h A reniEAR Y o @ % Statistica 7.0 - R 3 FEF B e N ke 2 k) u] i
(Table 8) » % — f& §4 + T 2§ A 7 j45.0 800-1000 um b #7388 ek + 4 %
BE ki fBE (8"o0in) % H ka2 & BcE (3°Cowlin)~ & £ k¥ F¥c>
Fra 2 Nk H F T 100%; ¥ - BE S =B 2R SRR R
§ i ZaciE (8"®00wlin) % £ T e =% B E (3%Colitn) » B 28] & 54 F 4 1
5 941%2 61.8% o \F BT B R AR EIEME =F 0 F RS
w4 > KRR 323% m P EF e HI R REES iﬁz— ERT

* EE?7 ‘;JF.JJ:,\.;% ‘Fﬁrﬁ 1§va = 1/ N ’@_'T‘ ljls.ﬁféz e |JB‘7| \J,Q;:MTIE,'7 —IJQJ [N

FAF VR ORERFENF A AT e u Sl KB A e 2R AT K
19



A YR— A& PH-o

% §% 0ol §%Catoin§ B % 70 T 1 0% FAAER KA G LD
2 8"®0otolith = 3%+ € fgEdEt7 < 1000-1500 pm = + At E B+ 5o @ 3 Coolitn

R AT B AR

AFETEAEM TR R AL 30 B > B PEA ¥ BER Z 450 800-1000 pm
B 8"Octolin 16 2 4 fs 518" Caion 8“4 19 6924 5 4 47 4 % (Table 9, Fig. 17)87 7 »
S 3B LA ACE n G THRAIKA P AP AR @
QDFA +~ #34pf cni % (Table11) ; @ 7 & * 5 80otlith 7 17 e ] & 45 % % B
4 %% b (Table10) s %|u] 5 2oy & r3fenfe kg 25 » K p P A e
APHRF5 B BT A MU ST F SR TR R B B B E RT3
IR LR § £ 3l L LS St ) R S BRI NEY R

e §Y AT b 0t G P R o

20



IE W

152 Gy 0 * gl E 2 8 5 frge (Fecundity) % & <h 4p B (Tsai
and Gibson 1971) » #x— 4@ 3 > AR o Adplk ER ERRT 0 23 b efl
EWAREERF AN AAT LS BN KE B AT R
SETo AR ER BT S d e R Gl E KT E B IBERT A 4P
o PRIV A R FIE AP TR o E T 242> £ (Round weight)
TR A TR h 2 M E TR 5 Dressed weight 0 & 4 882 % Hu R4
fﬂ”f]lwm’f“"@‘ VIR A NS e 20 A ’*“f]lm’? T PR G AR I e
72 pE > AR AR T3 AP RS ApHEHTE T b5 T sbﬁ*{é = Ap ik
RET NG AR E A Gl E KWL A B Vb BTk FIEE A
PR SR AP TR O A LTEPFRPN R R EF A A e g4
HF TP RO TR AL RE L A AR FHMET gL 3

S HME Afpl k2 £ FRT 2 4 4g (Craig 1977, Chen et al. 2006) »
A28 2o RGN e AR

AFTHF 2 S RAEF BT DR PR A SN R A
e @A Lo % Crystal bond k4338 7+ 2 g {7 4+ 5 224 * Permount % i&
Fat R B et e AREE B T R G - REALF (T30 APE
2 CVA~%u 5 071%~086%>0.71%% 1.00% ~1.21 %4- 1.01 %) > & 7 ¢ > 5%
BE G A-E LR FR N E R % Crystalbond k2 7 B &
FaF e HIHE R SRR - k> HTHAPE &2 CV i~ > ¥ i 24 * Crystal

bond % 4t % eniEAzF B % o %@ * Crystal bond 2 & Jf A4 # 3 200C = + i

21



e

BERLRAGRRE D VREHY A T d D 5 P E R R

BRERTAEX BB o FRALF S e PERT F hE A (Fig.

18) > @ % = = @ 32 2 Permount 3 7 chL 35 APE & CV ¥R ] 2 £ R x| » 2
FARELEGEMM Y > €2k Permount 3+ 5 0 38 o F]E 2 g sm

i
b'“r?i?’ I I g £ \'}55'?# wEPO{ERNIEZLRA L P R
PR E P RE S gy R PREEET S AP e e 38 4% Permount
KEFF T g R D3F S o T by wig % - 7 % (Xylene)i # Permount > 3=

HEH? o Bl FREFH B RIS LD o

AT ERE LRSS > TEAPE L 074% 1R AT 0 L XA
J e PRI g A eE #2130 T35 APE & 10 %P 3R AT 235X 50 (Campanaet al.
1995) > @ H vt def | B R H U gmags R F 5 0 dos 2 2@ (Thunnus
maccoyii) & & 2|3 717 L 32 APE 5 3.98 % fr 2.59 % (Farley et al. 2007,

Gunnetal. 2008) ~ ~ p @ (Thunnus obesus) = 5.98 % (Farley et al. 2006) > ¢ i =

-

EHRnL B T LTS R £ ) sk F (Opague Zones)sEd B o T 4R §
374 ® (Farleyetal 2006) - ¥ *HF= § & f amf dhdho7 AR P E 2l onE

& %)% 2. - (Gunnetal. 2008) -

M s TER g E# £ P & 0w > Shimose et al. (2009)~ & F1 *
T T ER e R T RSB TESOTIHAPELE CV 2 451 %17 %2 6.38%
HiEip >t A7 %% (APE=0.74%,CV=105%) k@35 - & > @ A5 % 1
TIAPEE CVEEWEHELFAL RE |7 i FAAMYE 22013 #4Lp & 4
ISC #7# y#:h1 iF ¢ 3% (Pacific Bluefin and North Pacific Albacore Tuna Age
Determination Workshop) » £7 % ﬁ]%‘i’i Y R ST B R B Rt TR
2 T REEXF R TEL WA FHmPOLIEIPEE RN d AT A A

AT e S B R AoT iR LT o
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P TRART UGB AP T AT AR R P RA N
LEHIAFHF AR BRIl e R AT G LR b AR AP
F 50 BHRADRY %A P AR KA AT RRFESIE T 4R
e 2|3 ch T APE 2 CV A W) 5 34 %2 48% » %% knd ~ p S At T

2R R ERILT L - REEAG -V AAFETRFODEF - HFBHP ARIEK
A 3 #renTaiki Ishihara 2 L » %2014 & 11 * 20-27 p kA ey 7 3 533
LRt s TEI A P ERIF AR R T RIEF S P S A R
BEo P Fr R g BRI R Y A R BB S T

PRI E> Lm0 o- Rk
A3 Ed#dr S £

AN T ER R L g @ e R F R E e o
SR ARREN T DI EH P ERA DB Er b L 28 KB
B EE RS 4Kk 688 kRt WHFRI Lo B TR T AL
TR PR E e S B BRI AT A S LA e g
WP F L Bl s m R - FL SEREBRFTRAE N 2
TLER eSS BE k3R 5 5-6 ) (Hirotaet al. 1976, Kumai 1998) > &
TP AZFETOEFRFR S T X M S O SR T a RS P44 Bk il
R4 38 RABTN LA 5-6ANBMAAkRF 208 0 EH AT

t‘l_ /.
’g% - X o

AT Lo K & 5 249.0 cm 27 0.179 year? » 27 Shimose et al. (2009) 52
Ay Lo KiE>2496cm 22 0.173year! B 2 2- R a B35 1 &
AR F AN ERAS » AT T E G E 5-1.383 & 0 @ s PR F AT E
ER5-0254 4 > ¢ A4 iefa L R 3 ¥k F1E_Shimose et al. (2009) % 7 ¥

4 41% P13 AP B R EG S E S BN R AFTRIE 0 A AT T 2
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BRIz EREX 3G 0 ERH ) EBAPBHI T 5 5Kk TE 24K
BAF 7 K10k 6 kil R4 11k > 2L ERf P HBET L EERA
Eif = & 2 4234 (von Bertalanffy growth equation) pF » #7{8 e £ S8k to X T B2
Mo A R K g [ AR E SR PR S A RERE F O] A e B A
FARF LT NEERFR DL B A E P BRORE O EEHSOS LS

AR, g ez r o
A4 p R ELPPFETFE 7| $

AR 2011 & w0 o> X %ﬂ RS N kRl A TR mhEd e
FomEI L ARPTRRE AR FENMENE LR R AR FEFELY
TRREER e PP EAE ER 1 T R AT B A AR R E
k2 k& FALEA Age-Length Key» # 10 7 f2 50 R0 & 44 & L% ja 38 47
FEA T ET e S0 o R e EFH LA RER A 2002 &
SRR A ER R TR SR FREAA I T RAL Y R ARG AR XA
S EL W BEMAER LB N 20023%?5}:&3‘_‘3,;@@5 TR {—ﬁ B E

R dla il ERERDOBMS S TG 266 & o

1995 2 A7 3 22 440 Age-Length Key #7732 dleffp & & T F 2 i & 8l o
Bhdg MATE KA R E DR 5 T30 E 80 B F A gl g 42007 # 12
ZamenTiof g Eds s 10-12 0 @ ARG EE B L 8-10 feniE A 0 iz f
2008 & A= > £ & ok g foAT ik g v I E 4 o R ik s v ]2 8-10
FeihE B bk 16-18 finE B FE AN X F AT AR ENL Y BB

B @ ITE RATHEDZ T HE . AT 16-17 Foo
B LT A R ERA B AT RET Rk AT IOHE

EESINE TR LR d4) AN ARS (Olsenetal. 2004) > v g 02
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MFEAE IR B B T it - BB TURGE o R H R e S gy
FE AR kAR < B o JHIRIenA F)F i 5 AT % (recruit) e g A 3 giR

U IO @ 2hp A R4 g el R R 4o o 1995 ISC 2 2013 & ¢ sk Y R 2 3 )
By enB ek Ed -8 (SSB)® T chisgk (36%) 0 @ ¥ it kiR
FrrEd oA FERIB AP REDRT] BT ER g G iR E
PR G TR A R RAAIRC) A AR BT RS A Ko~ 2 A

SR HECA G o m A RGBT EE T T 0 B oA feit R R e B H

S

foi EERCDBH EY X N AZEAZOFHFEE 2HIGRFES
- 0 o S PR ATRT RGP MDR A EF Mo D AFERY
A% £ (troll fishery) kdf 4 = T X2 fnendf JE & %1 5 &) (*fér 4) > 21994 =
fop AP LGP RS S MR o d LB RDE R S EFDS 0 1
Haot LR g § @ X k4e » SSBenZ i HcB R0 0 4 Fl LA L AT
84~ SSBs B W4 {7 4 7 B AY ‘3{— HELRENZ mEHFHE - L FpRis
¢ (World Wildlife Fund, WWF) ¢ & = T ¥ 4 3+ 352 Alfred Cook % 2014
ELRLEBLEEEEE > P T - [ HET . FATAREARY

Flg 3 vt A3 22 TH EDSH B H ELRE DB GEE R A2

EROR

Yohd 2 e R i A Rp AR ABE R RG A DI EEF T
A% 2008 # BF 0 gtk BT P4 2377 AeEehE g o e 3]0 2012 & R f
T 570 e g E o LR Gy T “FI MiTE k2w 0Tk % 4~ % £ (recruitment)
TR g R EF B p 2000 & (8RB e fs N2 ,@Hﬁ“#f\i‘_ (44 1) >

PET NS ERAFHENL M ESL e S PR T LES R ESLE L

3 Plenary Session (2013) Report of thirteenth meeting of the International Scientific Committee for
Tuna and Tuna-like Species in the North Pacific Ocean. 17-22 July, Busan, Republic of Korea

434 BT Y < httpi//e-info.org.tw/node/103839
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@a&&;x% T gkl B BB RS 0 i@ K SSB I E 4 A 4 o

BBl AR RARITE 0 A% BRI -

AR A REH S TR moa il LR P R AR AR & @
g B AEBE)  FEDLEH AL AR OB FHE LS LFE L
FHEW e L PT R L A PP ISCH 2014 £ GnER LT F 0 (\idk 5)
%+ SSB B2 B X ch i Jp it g £ 8N 5 48 B AT SSB el B ) o § )
dAI BB NG ET o ARA R EE R4 R B R R
ERFEOR BT S 305 01 24 (e 6) A hEHZ
P8BSR B P 30-2 o cniB A 0 J g = & (Fishing mortality rate) 5

R

Al

0.6-11: ek Ben2 fp FH T W E W DERGHAPET L o P 3§
FIH B S S ASRA] A B F L= FREF RS DT e T
AR AP R FA ARG ) AHE BEE O E LS E
ok R o 4 b oandip) o & R ag ¥ R RARM B - H A EE AR TS
L ER g DAENT TR L B R Rl T BB R R TR

FoAE TR AR > 4o 5s B AR B B ERT T 2 0n > A A R aE AR et & T X

Rl

Boobd AR E S TER EgEER e S (Figs. 13, 14)am s § HF R A
2002 & 7 ibf x AF B B8 B B A v da (s H.1994 & A7 4 chfe $63 (cohort)
@ gt ocohort #7 ik et ] A it B e “’K'“ 1A H g o 19 b R e R k3R]
1994 & chcohort B 7 ac 25% 5 o d AT TERER BRI FE P2 ERER
A% B (Fig. 10)» 7 ¢ Jag i eni % > 2014 & chgpfi @ > 20 g i AR b o v
B oo gt 20 peenE BT §_1994 & #7114 ehcohort 0 A 2011-2013 # etk ¢ o
1994 & ehcohort #ib et Glse R 2 F o e 2L E G LA

d g A A W B B L B PR L S 116 A 0 s ap
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TR L1 T i s L 0 e PR 0 50 2013 ¢ in
A2 Edple A > 81994 & cocohort RN E § B F 1 blenE B3 o
B 2herd B E > ¥ T OF pb 1994 & chcohort o ¥ oa T 5 ik AR 0¥ E 04
ELrBaEFERET A RIS R REZ RS REERDTEREEL DS
MR AR ABEA KRS TERZ R EE R (HEr 4L T Ao TG
¥ B EOBHL 02 1 k2 f7 (Yamadaetal 2006) » 1994 & pF > p & 4|
PR g EERA SRS > HREERF 1993 E3F S 0 5 T L AT
» 1994 & chcohort ch# 4 & 244 % “7ik-Yamadaetal. (2006)5%7 3 ¢ » 35 i1
PAaRraBERFELImNE =Y 4 &S (Catch per unit effort, CPUE) i

1994 &= R 222 3

-

P S 451994 i1 4 en2 g3 ¥ R (abundance) ok
BT R o 1 B4Ry 0 1994 & chcohort 2 sk o B S & b fE £ e
¢ 0 3RF 5 i B cohort ik £ & b b0 d pa T F A £ 58 cohort # 24
2@ pEe £ 4 o PRI BB 2 gl R > { BYF e

cohort % £ - 3k SSB ¥ 12w fF i ¥ cik i o

BEARITE KA RATAE DT B B E &L 2 B E 0 (e b 2014 & h
TR E T S EF P PRk o e R BN T Bk &4 d 2011-2013 & h
16-17 e > AT D 146 & > @ 24 T4 0 7-9 KB AR ik St B 2
Wgood PP ARA2014 ER S F IR ERLBHAFEE o3I NR
FEA TR S ARAHREEEE I Mo AR 2013E47 10p 2 AF3A D
BERRER O WA B4 S HITR B RS (B T) R ARy o R T ER
By ERA 2 s e gir ka7 £ 2 (Itoh 2006) - 2013 & {5 3 4r A ch 3
T §RARFEELFEN VG BYI A T EE] €5 TEAR G @

B EM B FER DM G Tl ASIHEBEORE T FRRE e S R EE
HEDD fr £ L RFR Bl B R B rif BB R R F ] > » w5 134452

A 171839 f 0wl AR RS A > T LR g
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HARL ke dlesds §3 2L

@ AFE Y eraE fE e Age-Length Key 3 H *4p] » ¥ 4 j€.130-140 cm ek 2 &
BAREE i B8 e A g A RO E 2 5 0 A8 T 9 Age-Length
Key B ¥ #& 4% 3] 270-280 cm & ¥ iz 48 - A k5 & ¥4 1 * Age-Length Key &
BT FER g aste s S FHREL S HRA 2R T BHD
FAMEFHED L P RSB SRFR DL T RO E FR S A

o R GRFEA DR RFER S H a2 R E e T LR B
45 & T X B g ek

f* B % gEdic 800-1000 pm iRl R ek X fE R E b A 0 £
ko F FHoTiE 2 nd]n] Sl K u g kB R BB FF B TE 2
Hu| etk 4 LB 0 2 B ATH N N2 A PHA o A5 L SO-4
21 TK-5 > e & 8 50 3] 18 4 19 818 00t0litn % 1+ (Figs. 19-26) » =& %k p 29 n
B A PH B g e 1500 pm = % ] € IR 500l B+ fE 0 1995
Shiao etal. (2010)7#= 5 (*iték 6)  F H kp p 2a N A PH B 2 580wl
k& B¢ IR AR s 1000 um = w0 @ 251500 um’\,lmz::}ﬁzﬁ 8Qotolith 4 1t >

A BREHEZEA ) RPIEBATEOEH S Y A BT R

11-

2w S fk? oS B ARL|NI P AS A PHENT]E RS P $Colith

S BN A A PHnT e AR E A N2 BB - B PER A
BoRfpom AR o e A PHTA NGB d LR 2R kg2

B AR E TTRE SR ] 3P POy - BE X oa P ABR
MRS o R E Pas - BE XA AT ER WA R PR

MERri7 Fps kR (Kitagawaetal. 2013) » H 228 B 4 F LB 5 0 &

PO R LN R R B A S R AR R i
AoRBAGTE (X X)FHRBEY o L 5800 A A R hd|w] kg 0 @ o2t
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§8Cotolith > 12 T FEFI* A S fcpE > A R SRR RS S S S L
oA PR KORPE 2 5 117 SEF < 800-1000 pm At 519000l & %
Hu S ot - KT F 3 £ 3Coplith T o 24 #4245 Table 7> A s v 4
1 13Cotolith E12Y B] 4 A 5 4 & §BCotolith K2E 2 KW ST A HFEEE EGR

ié@ BOF]F A "taf) C0t0|lth)~i1 FHAmeR

e

Fl&k o By Moo 2 RE Y
4 5 383Coulitn ¥ 2. 7 F e A P H-fm 2| %74 hIR % A Rooker et al. (2014) s 7 ¢
< BARIEE o AMA TP O TUMRE R A R P& iR R R
(dissolved inorganic carbon, DIC)# B (Solomon et al. 2006, Weidel et al. 2007) » e
Aok e R E s 2 R 2R BE (8PCoic) P AB P £
B # % + (Itou etal. 2003, Bostock et al. 2010) » ¥ #F § & A 2 2u 5 B F p iff 2
MR e & & AT B (Kalish 1991)4- & 4= (Begg and Weidman 2001) % 5 B »
AT AT RN R FIRBE TR 2 E T PRI P E - 08

4 g u]d o

CEERUENERES S TR R SN NS ¥ SN AR SE B LE kS

487 83.3% (Table 11) & it p 2o i chd P8+ Hob b (b A R 2 i j4 08 o1
S PEBRMAMSREEERAVIR AN I B REEHF L SR
%4 fL 5 Natalhoming o 4 € 7o (7 5 hdpfb» B 5 A Foehb]| 3§ 4 b

(Lohmann et al. 2008) 12 % 4 4. (Dittman and Quinn 1996) » ¥ ¢t — &= & %F > 4o ’f 4.
(Feldheim et al. 2002) ~ #£ 4. (Svedang et al. 2007)~ 7 % .t 7 5 > @ Rooker et
al. (2008b) & » ]* B . p cfE T M pt s P> ZE2SFR AT F2 > 7 Natal

homing 7= 5 (Rooker et al. 2008b) » ¢ i £2 5 4 = F 384 I 7 e a7 ¥ A

%’Kg”ﬁ Natal homing {7 5 o e ¥ 2£¥p3 A znﬁdk’fiia 2o g P
— [ 3RA (167 %) B AT &L Hd P AR N chA PHAUEL G5 B R BT S
Fah T AP H B v G - B k3 (Stock) ot B A e L TR G EIR § o

§2 1A e iha S fRie o 4o Cytb, control region » » g Tk i @ fF A 0TI R
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RS S T FEG BB EORBHT £ %FE AL L R % (Tseng and Smith
2012) o @ fx @ F 2 gmenE b REARG LTS A PH OB AT AR Gk enin )

(Fraile etal. 2014) » fa8iT ¢ /& & ‘PPt 2r@ % (Bay of Biscay)p ¢ # 3R K

e

p & o B4 (Gulf of Mexico) Z P 3-en+ & Ea B2 @ BAE - 297 F b b 2h¥
Mot EF RN S €5 k@ s A PB4 (Rooker etal. 2008a) 0 @ 1
*oxoF AR gAY 4 E B 2 A %] (MtDNA control region sequence)
(Boustany et al. 2008) ~ # &% DNA (microsatellites) (Carlsson et al. 2007) 2 2 SNP
(single nucleotide polymorphisms) & 7 F e + fiedmdg &1 Rk p 3 d b A P 5
(0 B o ¥ 3)m* & X2 E G EHELS Mg o JERDL BT g S
AT ER LG AR mAVEERI IR - R Fl - ok FER S A
P (BT BSEE ¢ A)ipEEY 10000 2 2 5 FEAEZE Y i5iE 0 a2 T 0 & T

b

FIS

-

HR @A A PH (P A R S) RT3 5 0 F 4 2000 22 %
FAA R PHE L EHAMPIM R RIS AL R AL Y
hd AR B S TER g s TESE s 4 (Kitagawa et al. 2008) -
B AR S TER g € 4% jEM e A R4 % (Subarctic Frontal Zone, SFZ) &
RS TE > RiEgtin 8000 22 » iy M >~ TEE g8 5 iRBR PFA G

1 R AR BRI A AL

RS R AP AREIR Y BRI FEN IR LA PHOIRE T
SARA R P EH R LA PH T B R TR P 2 AR M DR
A2gn > FIE1p P &2 N o p A0 A BT s £ 2000
1A PR d D enip A (76 %) (Itoh 2009)0 B £ % 4 o i » i B A B 4
BREERFTRTILAFEY o F AL AT ILLAARKA P AE R PSR
Flad e gl A TABEFIA HARREF TR 1Rt Eo
BE O AARBEFRELIFEARA LI T A RABHITETHA L

Bk JER RS R AP H AR L TR R R T A 31 2
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b A °F 3B R e PEER T o
46 REMAT b AL ER

CIREE R A LR 70 LEL A AR IPAE UI e A RS N o 128 (AN
800-1000 um 1% [ > Ed 7o FIEEE S 2000 pm 304 485 58 74 45 0 gt
PWahs By F3]0 &- REEREORTMERF 2 F 00118 % B Eipd
:%%ﬁikﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%iﬂﬁﬁﬁ’#%iﬁiﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ**ﬁ%%#@
B 2B zehigdp b ¢ R (Fig. 27) - €2+ %+ (Opaque zone) » i %
ﬁ*q’i“‘ AT @A AR Y Ry - & (B BRY) . &R E . L
PRGN - ABEAAS T AL B EDFRE a T A 85 - B
% % enpF F 8L o ¥ b Shimose et al. (2009)s#7 7 ¥ 3 42 3] > * T F 2 i e & §37)
FERAEFLIIHOBER gL HERR- £ - B A SR
PAEORANE LT ERPEOFHIG REL EROSERAG M
Ao A ST :}‘ﬁ N AA T EBSPRFVRAEIRE AT I S
%3 M (Beckman1995) > @ 2 i - T E K {5 € L F AF NG L 3
IR B KGR ena 4 (Kitagawa et al. 2007, Shiels et al. 2011) o zc+ T X 2 @ B 7 @
% - BEBTY L SEERT M ARFT A% p s (Itoh et al. 2000) 2 4577 2z
(Tagging) £~ 3% R FEst ¥ — fhenE fin =8 TIR 2 viZ Mg iFfI % B 7 k23f +

TR R A2 EEER o
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Tablel 2 P ERF2Z X TEZ WmFEH+ik

Pl ERFOTREZRABKIENN P L ER AT RO

Nanfang-ao Tungkang
Year
male female male female
2011 57 46 48 (2) 23
2012 48 27 39 54 (2)
2013 62 49 (2) 70 (1) 65 (3)
2014 55 45 0 0

Total 222  167(2)  157(3)  142(5)
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Table2. = #8% gt # * N ehT IS APE & CV B2 W &
e SR & Bjrdr > f1* Crystal bond % & {7 34 5 22 1% Permount

REFHF =2 P XTI APE E CV B2 v ik o

Year  Preparation n Mean APE  Mean CV

2011 Grinding 170 0.69 0.97
2012 Grinding 168 0.73 1.03
2013  Crystal bond 145 0.86 1.21
2013 Permount 100 0.71 1.01
2014 Permount 100 0.72 1.02
Total 683 0.74 1.05
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Table 3. r4 2011-2014 & > * L Efrs * ®3 A B PriEik Bl > chz 8 E M 2 & (Age-Length Key)
flx F A& A o FL Akt & N-FL 55 100m 8 fp4% 85 > N-age 5 % A f% A B> S A s 673 5 ag -

FL/age 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8§ 9 1011 12 13 1415 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 N-FL
40-50 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0 o o o000 0O OO O o0 o 0 0 OO0 0 o0 0 0 0000 0
5060 0 0O 0 0o 0 0 o o o000 o0 OO O O o 0 0 OO0 0 o0 0 0 0 000 0
60-70 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o o0O O OO O O o 0 0 O0oO0 0 o0 0 0 0 0O00O0 0
70-80 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 6 o o0O O OO O O O O 0 0oO0 o0 o0 0 0 0 00O 0
8080 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 o o o00O O OO O O O 0 0 O0oO0 o0 o0 0 0 0 0O0O0 0
90-100 0 O O 0 0 0 0 o o o0o0O O OO O OO O 0 O0©oO0 o0 o0 0 0 0 00O 0
100-110 0 O O 0 0 0 0 o o 00O O OO O O O O 0 0o0 o0 o0 0 0 0 00O 0
110-120 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 o o 00O O OO O O O 0O 0 O0©oO0 o0 o0 0 0 0 00O 0
120-130 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 o o o0O O OOO O O 0O 0O 0O0 0 O 0 0 0 0O0O0 0
130-140 0 0 0100.0 0 0 0 o o o000 0 OO O O O 0O 0 O0oO0 0 o0 0 0 0 0O0O0 1
140-150 0 0 0 500 300 0 O o o o000 o0 OO O O o 0 0 OO0 0 o0 0 0 0 0O0O0 2
150-160 0 0 0 333 667 0 O o o o0O O OO O O o 0 0 O0oO0 o0 o0 0 0 0 00O 3
160-170 0 0 O 01000 0 O 6 o o0O O OO O O O O 0O 0oO0 o0 o0 0 0 0 00O 2
170-180 0 O O 0 00250500 125125 0 0O O O OO O O O O O OO O O 0 0 0 00O 8
180-190 0 O O 0 45273318 227 45 045 0 0 0 045 O O O O O O 0 O 0 0 0 000 22
190-200 0 0 O 0 43 43261 348196 65 022 22 0 0 0 O O O O O O 0 O 0 0 0 00 0 4o
200-210 0 0 O 0 26 26154 256282 265151 26 2626 0 0 26 26 0 0 0O 0 O 0 0 0 000 39
210-220 0 0 O 0 0 0 43 1282132346443 64 64 0 43 43 21 43 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 000 47
220-230 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 78 6514365521041046511.7 65 65 26 13 026 0 0 13 0 0 00 O0 77
230-240 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 0 133144 7511363181119 81 56100 5613 25 0 06 00606 0 0 160
240-250 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 060628 34 456715211.8169152107 3928 17 0 171106 0 0 O 178
250-260 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 13 0 01313 13 2626154 64154115 64 7790 51 38 26262613 0 0 78
260-270 0 0 0O 0 0 0 0 6 o o000 O O OO0 o011.1222 022211.1 O0I11.111.1 11.1 O O O O O 9
270-280 0 0 0 0 0O 0 0 o o 00O O OO o0 0O O 0O O 00 0 010060 O O 00O 1
N-FL 000 3 9 11 31 47 37 2918 22 32 40 30 80 53 64 50 43 23 16 12 4 9 4 4 2 0 0 673
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Table 4. 41 # likelihood ratio test &k = ~# X T HE B w7 A & 28 (L, K )2 F 5 £ 3

Hypothesis v d.f.  Pvalue
Le<male = Lefemale 0.00 1 1.000
Kmale = Kmale 4.15 1 0.042
tomale = tofemale 5.88 1 0.015
L--male = L-femate, Kmate = Kmale, tomate = tofemale 10.61 3 0.014
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Table5. # & Fehd £ 2 R 38k (D)2 W &

Year L _(cm) Kk (yearl) t,(years) @’

2011 256.38 0.097 -9.01 3.805
2012 246.61 0.207 -0.40 4,100
2013 249.79 0.200 -0.41 4.096
2014 256.75 0.133 -3.49 3.943
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Table 6. # & B 1% bootstrapping é7> ;N £ 45§ # 1000 =k ts » 2 = & P AN EFL 8%

Year  Mean L (95 % confidence interval)  Mean k (95 % confidence interval)  Mean to (95 % confidence interval)

2011 262.79 (242.42~328.56) 0.100 (0.025~0.183) -10.63 (-30.10~-2.19)
2012 246.82 (243.48~250.94) 0.207 (0.164~0.253) -0.50 (-2.36~-0.91)
2013 250.03 (246.74~254.51) 0.200 (0.156~0.243) -0.48 (-2.49~0.79)

2014 260.66 (243.59~304.89) 0.141 (0.050~0.245) -3.90 (-13.18~0.80)
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Table 7. # *t2 > Hu| SdkehB 2 A2 FH >

+ 34 & B4 (Shiao et al. 2010)

LotID n  Sampling ports Fishing area Catch date  Otolith 820 Otolith $°C
P4 4 Kanno-ura Tosa Bay, Pacific 27 Nov 2003 -2.65 + 0.06 -9.25 £ 0.55
P5 7 Saga Tosa Bay, Pacific 17 Dec 2003 -2.37£0.23 -8.69 £ 0.36
J2 6 Hagi Near Mishima, Japan Sea 19 Dec 2002 -1.50+ 0.35 -8.56 + 0.57
J3 7 Himi Toyama Bay, Japan Sea 24 Jan 2003 -1.51+0.27 -8.61 £ 0.62
J4 10 Himi Toyama Bay, Japan Sea 5 Feb 2004 -1.36 £ 0.17 -7.90 + 0.69
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Table 8. 1% % 2 &= 3 hFFL (Shiao et al. 2010) #72& * e u] & 5 S ey % > 1Y

AT EE A ZEEFE . 800-1000 pm P e T4 (82%00tiith) 2 B (8%Cotolith)
PrriikEtivad

. Classification success (%0)
Natal origin n
Both 880otolith 33Cotolith
Pacific Ocean 11 100 95.7 82.6
Japan Sea 23 100 90.9 18.2
Total 34 100 94.1 61.8
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Table 9. & fwert 2 4] g2R Z 4% 800-1000 pm A2 BT F SR =4k

EEFH W AT S (fI* Statistica7.0 #7iF 2 % %)

ID  Sampling ports year Otolith %0 Otolith **C Classification result

SO-2 Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.43 -9.18 Pacific Ocean
SO-4 Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.15 -10.57 Japan Sea
SO-7 Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.30 -8.85 Pacific Ocean
SO-8 Nanfang-ao 2013 -1.68 -8.67 Japan Sea
SO-11 Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.75 -8.88 Pacific Ocean
SO-13 Nanfang-ao 2013 -1.88 -8.30 Japan Sea
SO-15 Nanfang-ao 2013 -1.68 -9.39 Japan Sea
TK-5 Tungkang 2013 -2.18 -10.21 Japan Sea
TK-6 Tungkang 2013 -2.30 -9.06 Pacific Ocean
TK-8 Tungkang 2013 -2.58 -9.33 Pacific Ocean
TK-9 Tungkang 2013 -2.66 -10.81 Pacific Ocean
TK-12 Tungkang 2013 -1.82 -1.71 Japan Sea
NBT-173 Tungkang 2007 -0.34 -8.24 Japan Sea
NBT-174 Tungkang 2007 -2.91 -8.40 Pacific Ocean
NBT-175 Tungkang 2007 -2.62 -8.48 Pacific Ocean
NBT-176 Tungkang 2007 -2.91 -9.55 Pacific Ocean
NBT-177 Tungkang 2007 -3.58 -10.45 Pacific Ocean
NBT-178 Tungkang 2007 -2.81 -9.66 Pacific Ocean
NBT-179 Tungkang 2007 -2.81 -9.06 Pacific Ocean
NBT-180 Tungkang 2007 -2.55 -1.72 Pacific Ocean
NBT-181 Tungkang 2007 -2.43 -9.22 Pacific Ocean
NBT-182 Tungkang 2007 -3.03 -9.38 Pacific Ocean
NBT-2 Tungkang 2007 -3.09 -9.90 Pacific Ocean
NBT-4 Tungkang 2007 -2.52 -9.08 Pacific Ocean
PBT-13 Tungkang 2007 -2.58 -8.39 Pacific Ocean
PBT-14 Tungkang 2007 -2.84 -10.20 Pacific Ocean
PBT-16 Tungkang 2007 -2.80 -10.31 Pacific Ocean
PBT-22 Tungkang 2007 -2.72 -8.37 Pacific Ocean
PBT-36 Tungkang 2007 -2.98 -10.64 Pacific Ocean

PBT-87 Tungkang 2007 -2.81 -9.83 Pacific Ocean
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Table 10. & verik & 47 28 7 2.0 800-1000 pm Az £ 2 F -4 @ ie

Fhw L2 %% (I* Statistica 7.0 #7172 % %)

ID Sampling ports year  Otolith %0 Classification result

SO-2 Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.43 Pacific Ocean
SO-4 Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.15 Pacific Ocean
SO-7 Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.30 Pacific Ocean
SO-8 Nanfang-ao 2013 -1.68 Japan Sea
SO-11  Nanfang-ao 2013 -2.75 Pacific Ocean
SO-13  Nanfang-ao 2013 -1.88 Japan Sea
SO-15  Nanfang-ao 2013 -1.68 Japan Sea
TK-5 Tungkang 2013 -2.18 Pacific Ocean
TK-6 Tungkang 2013 -2.30 Pacific Ocean
TK-8 Tungkang 2013 -2.58 Pacific Ocean
TK-9 Tungkang 2013 -2.66 Pacific Ocean
TK-12 Tungkang 2013 -1.82 Japan Sea
NBT-173  Tungkang 2007 -0.34 Japan Sea
NBT-174  Tungkang 2007 -2.91 Pacific Ocean
NBT-175  Tungkang 2007 -2.62 Pacific Ocean
NBT-176  Tungkang 2007 -2.91 Pacific Ocean
NBT-177  Tungkang 2007 -3.58 Pacific Ocean
NBT-178  Tungkang 2007 -2.81 Pacific Ocean
NBT-179  Tungkang 2007 -2.81 Pacific Ocean
NBT-180 Tungkang 2007 -2.55 Pacific Ocean
NBT-181  Tungkang 2007 -2.43 Pacific Ocean
NBT-182  Tungkang 2007 -3.03 Pacific Ocean
NBT-2 Tungkang 2007 -3.09 Pacific Ocean
NBT-4 Tungkang 2007 -2.52 Pacific Ocean
PBT-13 Tungkang 2007 -2.58 Pacific Ocean
PBT-14 Tungkang 2007 -2.84 Pacific Ocean
PBT-16 Tungkang 2007 -2.80 Pacific Ocean
PBT-22 Tungkang 2007 -2.72 Pacific Ocean
PBT-36 Tungkang 2007 -2.98 Pacific Ocean
PBT-87 Tungkang 2007 -2.81 Pacific Ocean
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Table 11. & Fvehk 2 4% §0B £ %< 800-1000 pm ko2 FE 21§ Bt e =4 #&

BEREFHUAITZESE (f1* QDFA#E 2 % %)

ID Sampling ports year Classification result Probability (%0)

SO-2 Nanfang-ao 2013 Pacific Ocean >99
SO-4 Nanfang-ao 2013 Japan Sea >99
SO-7 Nanfang-ao 2013 Pacific Ocean >99
SO-8 Nanfang-ao 2013 Japan Sea >99
SO-11 Nanfang-ao 2013 Pacific Ocean >99
SO-13 Nanfang-ao 2013 Japan Sea 74.5
SO-15 Nanfang-ao 2013 Japan Sea >99
TK-5 Tungkang 2013 Japan Sea >99
TK-6 Tungkang 2013 Pacific Ocean >99
TK-8 Tungkang 2013 Pacific Ocean >99
TK-9 Tungkang 2013 Pacific Ocean 83.2
TK-12 Tungkang 2013 Japan Sea 65.8
NBT-173 Tungkang 2007 Japan Sea 100
NBT-174 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean 100
NBT-175 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
NBT-176 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean 100
NBT-177 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean 100
NBT-178 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
NBT-179 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean 100
NBT-180 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
NBT-181 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
NBT-182 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean 100
NBT-2 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean 100
NBT-4 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
PBT-13 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
PBT-14 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
PBT-16 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
PBT-22 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean 100
PBT-36 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99

PBT-87 Tungkang 2007 Pacific Ocean >99
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Table 12. % F & P H-H AR 2 fn g ¥ ﬁ?‘ﬁ‘f’éﬁi&‘.

Sampling ports n  Japan Sea origin (%) Pacific Ocean origin (%)

Nanfang-ao 7 57.1 42.9
Tungkang 23 13.0 87.0
Total 30 16.7 83.3
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