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BFREE P AR e o H =% 4 4K £ (catch per unit effort, CPUE) ¥ i® 2 Tk 4p ¥
ERipth Rd T AP AT 2B EFET HEFNF RN AP &
wAl* CPUE § 173 iR & R dp ik R -H AR 1 o A 7 3 22 502 41055 (generalized
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AE L E R AT R E CPUE 2 8% cGLM R T B FF & 5 & 5w~ 1 0z 4
FTH AR F P R TR AR R 2 AE L SRR CPUE A KK
TLAR BT U dB A o e AaES > AT N EEREL P BB
BESZPRBPIIN R E L ERKF R EEE T CPUE T > i2- #H izt

Tt ARWN TR R A AT IR R EEF AT EIAARATEY
4 A £ (maximum sustainable yield, MSY) z 2538 v > p 51 (2009 £ )4p $t 5 R &
(B2010/Bmsy) % #p ¥ & 7 = 5 (Faooe/Fmsy) » %] % 0.745 2 1508 » &1 ~ & X 2 4
MEAF RS R IREMR AL > ERBR S 2 A E 4 i 37 E £ (total allowable

catch, TAC)Z 2000 =>wg » 12 i F iR w48 I 437 MSY gk % o
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Abstract

Blue marlin is a highly migratory species mainly distributed in tropical and
subtropical waters of the world. In the Atlantic, blue marlin is a by-catch of longline
fisheries, mostly caught by Japanese and Taiwanese longliners. The catch from gillnet
fishery of Ghana increased in recent years. Catch per unit effort (CPUE) is usually used
as relative abundance index in stock assessments. However, catchability is affected by
spatio-temporal distribution of fish population as well as the evolution of fishing gear.
Consequently, CPUE should be standardized to represent as an abundance index. In this
study, the generalized linear models (GLM) were applied to standardize CPUE data of
blue marlin for the longline fisheries of Japan, Taiwan and Brazil, and gillnet fishery of
Ghana. The factors considered in GLM include year, month, fishing area, and the
interaction term between month and fishing area. The standardized CPUE generally
showed a gradually declining trend. In addition to these four standardized CPUE series,
we also collected standardized CPUE series from ICCAT for longline fisheries of USA
and Venezuela, gillnet fishery of Venezuela, and recreational fishery of USA. The
non-equilibrium surplus production model ASPIC was then applied to assess the stock
status of the Atlantic blue marlin. Results showed that the maximum sustainable yield
(MSY) was estimated at 2537 tons, and Byoio/Bmsy and Fagee/Fmsy Were estimated at
0.745 and 1.508, respectively, indicating that the blue marlin stock is in an overfishing
and overfished status. The results suggest that the total allowable catch (TAC) of blue
marlin should be reduced to 2000 tons in order to recover the stock to near the level

corresponding to MSY.

Key words:  Generalized Linear Model, Non-equilibrium surplus production model,

Blue marlin, Atlantic Ocean
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11 B AW A

2 A 7% h (Makaira nigricans)(Lacepéde, 1802) » *~ L2 A & ~ 484 ~ 7 L »
A o &< ¢ 5 Blue marlin o &2 255 ¥ 3 iE #E 4 4% (Actinopterygii) ~ #.3) P
(Perciformes) » # & #*(Istiophoridae) > # 4 /i (Makaira) - 2 A & 4 5 = FE¢ + K

WA RS A F XL B AT ARF 2 408 5 1 (Nakamura, 1985) -

TAEAMATEE R P FR Nhog R (Fig. 1) 42 Epig > B pg
FIRZ A E A LS R pFanT 58 £ & £ (lower jaw fork length, LIFL) ¥ 12 :£ 3] 190 =
(Prince etal., 1991) > e ppze @ 5 P g4 3 £ £ > — 22 § 7 426 150 = 7 (Wilson et

al.,1991) - 2 A B4 3 & w37 iE 20 g2+ (Hill et al., 1989; Wilson et al., 1991) -

2 ARG L EATEE KIS K e AR A AT W A F T 26-31°C ¢ & B B ok
R fe g4 ST D 100 3 200 5 iF-k s (Saito et al., 2004) > # T35k i L AR
B 17C > e 5 2 9°C 2 800 # Fehe &t > P THBLKFELF o o

* PUF A et diy (Goodyear et al., 2006) -

MABREF? PRBFRIAFEAL FXATAB I EYFATER
(DeSylva and Breder, 1997) - e ¥ 2 & A P X &% fo > Bd X & (S Bt 5@
Mo ef B A2 F HaE)4 S 4ap 5 7 F] 10 ¥ (DeSylva and Breder, 1997; Serafy
et al., 2003; Luckhurst et al., 2006) > % & = ~ & F R[4 5 1 3] 2 * (Ueyanagi et al.,
1970; Amorim et al., 1998) - ¥ & B & 1+ & 348 € 5 120 = 7 (DeSylva and Breder,
1997) » @ 50%+ = 34 # £ % 256.4 = & LIJFL(Arocha and Marcano, 2008) -

1
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02 A g k3 g H(stock structure) - Ak 5 B R H - k3 2o W E
REFTARTRAEMAGEP BEAEA R 2P BRRG2FRT R4 Y

2 { & + & &7 5 (Ortizetal, 2003) > %#:i @y B %4 L #FHE - i FHER
(Buonaccorsi et al., 1999; Graves and McDowell, 2003) » s "% ~ & F @ #g %5 4 |
¢ (International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas, ICCAT) 2 < & i+

gﬁ»f&% ,—_\E'—,, PI ""f?j\ﬂiﬁ ‘,lﬁy’l‘-lp ?1\170

12 B AM b2 4 FEim

ST FEZAER LR DB ET R B s KRB RE S
Ble(Fig. 2a) > # ¢ et BB LB R E LA BAER P 1956 & F 4> E P
A BE R ERF AR ER S 0 T 1963 £ F|F 4% 9,038 2w 0 2 18 p oA jh
hFy 3B R FaE 2 e E £ T "8 (Uozumi and Nakano, 1994) - 1960 & i~ @ #p B 455
B ERE T RS BHRFE M FRRFREFSL P BB FE P 1960
E NG H R LB 0 1817 1960 £ 1970 & R A8 0E < X fdF 43000 #1970 &
MR A SH L PR TERIBEAREF AL > FL R
£ 1979 £ 5 & 1527 2 ¥ (Uozumi and Nakano, 1994) - 1980 # * » 5% ~ i
2w afidiagay s 7% @80 EE- ™% 32 %3000 = (Fig. 2);
1990 & M B 4nd T S S A P EE S PHEAME S et BeR R T F RS R
XA EE )5 4000 % @t (Fig. 2b) 5 2000 & 15 d »> ICCAT F 5 44, % 374
JE € (total allowable catch, TAC) &g 544 % » & £ Fu+ B 403 > (ICCAT, 2007) »

HA T B2 Pl EHELZAEATRERLRF S 5 1996 & 1999 & (i ik

BERS H)ipkL - & RFRpFHELAFART <20 251 =2 JLFL
FHE



121 p * it BE) B ¥

PAMUESERFELIENFEARP 2 ma g i PIRAFA FE-E2PS
AEEHPRAFEORE G S FERBIAF AR I T e L P RAR
(Uozumi and Nakano, 1994) » . £/ = & A e A FE I BRI 55 > L2 A
FEAGER PE R 4 o T 4 1963 EE T B E 01960 & L ¢ Mo d TP At B
FIEREZ TETE PRABE S EF FHO-L 2 T 2R
#E A8 JE £ B 4o " (Uozumi and Nakano, 1994) - 1970 & A B 4ot s > 2 @ 2 2 9
SABRBEPERERRPM AL S FERFREEFI A Z NG L LT F
A AR T 1970 £ R 2 A E G i EE K 300 e 70 £ AL p ok SRR
G UEBE) > TS AP PRGN ERIUEAF B L B
ZRAIEARHEE B4R ER 4 0 3 90 £ L pEE % 1000 % 2#g 5 2000 & {5 4

* ICCAT g iy 5 g £ %l T "> & 2009 # (i jE £ 5 822 2 #(Fig. 2b) -

122 oW ESRR¥

oA EEE) R ED 1962 E R4 FHREE A F 50 ¥y > p 1967
ERER B4 (9 201 2e) s (LR A M F20 A% 3 #35 B2 A 1969
| 1364 v 2 fod PG EHE L Rt 0 Y EEY ARF RS 3
RAELRER T 70 £ a2 80 & AP B ER G adE 200 2wE 5 90
ERG SRR LR N B RE TE S P R S
& P %4 f8(Hsu, 1998) » 2 A 7% g g & £ & F 3 4 > 2000 £ 2 d 3t ICCAT ¥ =2
#m HIEE PR (X 250 )0 2009 £ < F E DB EELZ AELRER S

195 2w (Fig. 2b) -



123 " it BB E

TE A SE R E D 1961 E R4 3B 2 AFARIER 9 50 2EEp o d
Aok RS R A e > 1992 & B e E B B 4 2 (125 2 #E) > 2001 & 5 780 2w o
2 53E BT % 2000 £ ik R 5 T4 2e(Fig. 2b) o ¢ 6 A R A B L ES B
A& g A 5 P R4 4 (Meneses de Lima et al., 2000) - F B 4844y 5 # 2 p & 5
301084 EWSTFER SIS OFE > AR F I E S P EF L P R4S
A B R B R R G A R & SRR IR 4 f8 (Meneses de

Lima et al., 2000; Andrade, 2006; Hazin et al., 2007) -

1.2.4 ¥eyirglpeid ¥

SRR E g 1974 ER G S WL AR AGRER (5 100 2e) > iF
Fier < ApAL > § AiT% 2 & i % ik 7 (Mensah and Doyi, 1994) - £_1989

B E R B BT FH 4e (X 4F & 400 2 9) > % 2002 & 999 (s B 4niE BT

*# (Bannerman, 2007) - 2009 & =4 & ¥ 2 141 = #g(Fig. 2b) -

125 $ MEGEBHE RFRE

FRZAELBPEEFHARFRE S L 0 J8 1960 £ 103 2epH4e 1 1981
E 342 2ovE > 80 E N A BT REMSEE 0 ﬁﬁ*&])ﬁwﬁ*{m REE T R F
RGeS LB > FEA B IR E AN A A THE & F Bt B2 50
FHPEAAL RIEA S F 8~ + P w2 £ @& (Ortiz and Hoolihan, 2011) » 2
A G REE % 150 @ » 2000 & £ d 0 ICCAT ¢ 32 > jp g & B F > 1 % 50
e 2009 # it BmA)E KIFRER AERGREER » W 5 38 2 6 2#(Fig. 2b) -

4



126 ER P @S2 ) ReiaE

APPSR ED 1961 E B4 2 AL BIEE X 100 O6F 0 1 F i
i & &% & 5 P 4% 4 48 (Arocha and Ortiz, 2002) » 1987 # 144 £ & P & © "% (%) 54
30 2 e) v 2t i Flh R R E A e o d SRR A AL S R TLRRA
WL AER AR A S A 0 1990 & 5 AP F b B Pl e T a7 ¥ (Alio
etal., 1994) - i¢ ¥ /g & & f4% X9 100 =& > (A F AR £ 41961 1 1996 & 38 &

10 =>#g 2 p (Fig. 2b) »

1.3 B A & TR T PR

FHAF T2 AR HEZAEAEGTFTRTE  ARIT R LER
&£ (Otto et al., 1978) » 1986 & ICCAT #= 7 &2 ki3t % % £ R ¢ (Standing Committee
on Research & Statistics, SCRS):i i v 52 ## 4. #~ 7 3+ % (Enhanced Research Program
for Billfish) » £ 42 A M g 8 B2 E M ALY  RE{ 2 HapEL 2
¥4 2 F A o ICCAT T 2 7% 4 - 2(Billfish workshop) g {1 * £ freng|4p 4 2 &
#3% (A Surplus-Production Model Incorporating Covariates, ASPIC)! ~ £ =< FleE2 A
£ #5% (Bayesian surplus production model, BSP)? % 7R & #5¢ (Stock Synthesis 3,
SS3)3 P B AT ER AL T RO S 5L BT 4R ) p 12 3k (ICCAT, 1994,

1998; 2001; 2007; 2011b) -

131 T gl s § £ HD

' http://nft.nefsc.noaa.gov/ASPIC.html
? http://www.iccat.es/en/AssessCatalog.htm
* http://nft.nefsc.noaa.gov/SS3.html



5 ICCATHRE A AT T L& ASPIC 2 4 o8 e ZEMERF
2z 2@ LT T o YRR GUTY 32 01996 £ T RTER Y RS
ASPIC(3.61 ) » ¥ =% 4 /4 J& € (catch per unit effort, CPUE) T #L ¥ jg = &2 & &
(composite)CPUE s A B 5 24 X ¢ B (A H P & 22 2R B4 E)
A dERFRFERIN(EEERELPREARF G E)E o~ T ERF(EH P A
PAE T O REBERE) F5 AP E & 4p iR (index of relative abundance) - # &
o d 74 (K2 &+ 745 4 A2 £ (maximum sustainable yield, MSY) 5 27530
% 4431 =g 5 PE(1995 & )edp ¥tk 3 2 4 & (Biooe/Bmsy) 2 AP $H A K Y = F

(Figos/Fmsy) # &) 5 0.29 % 2.60 (ICCAT, 1998) -

2000 # ICCAT 1§ iis® iz 4 J§ <ot 5 ASPIC(4.07 #K) » 451 i CPUE
PR ZPA B EFRELPREEREBHRE U EEREL P BEAR
AEERTF T A ARG E e TR I LA 55 (generalized linear
models, GLM) 2 jg gt & iF4c i3+ 9 55 & 3] CPUE» 1T 5 Ap 8 R Apik o o3t eh
K% MSY % 90390 %2 1898 = ¥ > Bygoo/Bmsy %2 Fioge/Fumsy # %] & 0.37 2 4.21(ICCAT,

2001) -

132 B S fi42 & 2HA

2006 & ICCAT 4]* b < #]464 & ¥ 5% (Bayesian surplus production model,
BSP)it (7 & A 4 hF B3R - 4 B CPUE # 30 4~ S~ 58 -

FHLIPRP A EBREEE s U ERAF AL LN P Ra Y U2 s
e S TE S AR SR R 4 e 05 B L1900 B 2004 & » . i 45 5 1 £ (Busso/K)
chk 2 1% 5 & * (prior distribution):% % 2000 & FiRER chiz %% o Bt K

6

~N

~N



% MSY % 52482 2 3307 2> ¥ > Bogoa/Bmsy % Foooa/Fumsy » 0.43 2 2.03(ICCAT, 2007) -
d 372 BSPHGVR 2T 3T R M Ao i $ > ICCAT 35 2 0 F 2 A4
IE R PRI A 0 BZRE T I E AR T R M RRT kiR

(ICCAT, 2008) -

133 FRE L BN

2011 & ICCAT {1 * F iR & #5548 {7 F /R (ICCAT, 2011b)- % Jg - CPUE
S P AN ST AP RPHEIRNGEBSHRE FREL PR RF R
¥odrp B NSRRI RA L UL H S N E LY AR -SS3 Y R 2
ARG G LG R ehE SR B s < E8 5 30 & {1* Hoenig(1983) .

I EA R 55 0139 TR EFRET TRV RSTE AR L > B

\

MSY 5 2837 =¥ > Boooo/Bmsy 2 Fogoo/Fmsy & 0.67 2 1.633- /5 iF & a7 & Plifa I
B AR X A ia012 2 & F 0.19 FF 5 4P 1T 9 Bogoo/Bmsy F Foooe/Fmsy & 3+

B ARa A TS M AN TR TG EET BE BBusy 2 FlFusy %

8

4 44 Beni 3t v & 4 7z 2 (ICCAT, 2011b) -

14 my &g p h

PSR ABALERERRZ - > ML P DATR A0 FEAEATR

BT EHEAFATRETREAFRER - AFY Y RPN 2T Grple

4 A FH(ASPIC) » SR S T LB Y R T RGER AT F

>_L
b
g

BHREERDF R AT ERAFA SR E TR > i ASPIC 3

RAELFT R T2 2011 £ ICCAT 1 * FREEH TSk o 7 3

[ /—T—q Rfﬁgﬁ/&' —T—?Imm}j_Pi‘
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21 BEFTHAE

X G X2 A 4 1956 3 2009 # ik w) g g € 7R (Task 1)@ ICCAT i g 53t
FHERE ¢ F LRMFI PALYZBER > bldcp &~ S " F  FRY

AP BPmEBSERE AL PRI R E B ERKRF R EEFig2) -

L E R AR WRER R 4 R T (Task 1) 8 ICCAT jgfE i 7
HREBE > & 5 TS HR  RERSY S RFE TLEFRTE L AT Y

5 AR T e 2 B

22 Hiz¥y 4 pEEHFN

EETRFRETREREETH > RF LG AR AFTRRINOPHER
Gtk R PEFIALFEI BT PRSI RE A ERFDRETH
THEY A RER T FRAMHEARE AN EEA T DL R
LRGP R ETFIFREE - BAETA RN P E YA REE
(nominal CPUE)% /F (s BRI i {4 > > 7 i 2 FRAMHERHER Y » T RETHR

i3 18 7 #7 % (Maunder and Punt, 2004) -

221 raERp o %%+ CPUE

AT R i LA 038 (generalized linear models, GLM; Nelder and Wedderburn,

* http://www.iccat.int/en/accesingdb.htm



1972)i& 7 CPUE ¢E 3 % 5% % p CPUE 2 $t#cH A # > D B w5 & 5] -

PRl R R R ARG T B RO 2R e

In (CPUE;j, + const.) = u+ Y, + M; + Ay + MjA, + &y 1)

CPUEj #i1#% )" % kia®wa %P CPUE
const.: %, % p CPUE & 10%

po #FEIE

Yii %0 & adoc

Mj: % ! doi)y

A & KigF TR

MAC 5 7 % Kb % eh2 Bk

gijkl: FE IR

AFA A G E B P A (1956-2009) ~ = ##(1967-2009) = = & (1977-2009) i 4t
BE R E o R B E D5 £ (2000-2000)F AL 0 H Y op A g S B0 w1 Z

R E AR T W TR R R I E G E F R
FhHELRCE  FRpTEdl A L 3-506-80-11 8 12-2 7 > Fldwhon g ¥
Fak - g% o T g E RS B REF ORISR LRETISL
P CPUE A # (Fig. 3-8) 2 % & #ic/ 17 (ANOVA)# 5% 138 it 5038 #r 4 i ey

LEHF - EREECA LSRR LT P LT B F i -

222 Hw jh¥HFE CPUE L &

® SAS 3t 48 9.0 5% (SAS Institute, 2004)



% T hde BigEM GLM 27 2 A A g CPUE 1R 2 it vh > d 30 2 B R 4o 30
EEED 2T YA H2 A AT RTEHL (ICCAT, 2011b) » ¥ & & H @
BF2ZAELEEC CPUER ] @ 3
1. % Riwat B 4976 ¥(1986-2009) : T4 5 i fw ot B4 (v ¥ p 3&(pelagic longline

logbook) #7 #. & (Ortiz and Hoolihan, 2011) -

2. F R KW R FE(1978-2009) « F i E R R s g E B (NMFS, National Marine
Fisheries Service)## 4. %5 R F /4 % 3 & 3+ % (Recreational Billfish Survey) ¥
(Hoolihan et al., 2011) -

3. AP P B R F(1991-2009) - FTHEEAF TR Y EFR T
(Arocha and Ortiz, 2011) -

4. & P orhdom )b ¥ (1991-2009) 0 TR A E 4 AT 7 3R E Bk ¢ $ 4R 7 ] (Arocha

etal., 2011) -

223 #% i+ CPUE ¥ &%

d 2 ASPIC #:58 4 gchCPUE ¥ i % £ £ s &4 p ~ 2 SR8 v CPUE
s R s £ 8 o 2T 5 1% ICCAT £8P Ajrat B R L L &Pl 5
T (ICCAT, 2011a) » #-CPUE ¥ =k #ci 2 £ & » ¥ b 5% CPUE T p|
Hebig ¥ & T8 B #5 ¢ (Overseas Fisheries Development Council, OFDC) 4 & # ¢

T iad §:2(7 CPUE ¥ =g & o
23 TR
T grflak 4 A £ 45 5% Jd Graham(1935) % Schaefer(1954) /& * &7 k=R + o

Hig2p A RiRT A A EOT ARG P EREN D258 > @ AT REDRE
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BABmEH ST MV EINEATHEFLIAL M FI2 S ERLIEATEYS
AEFSE P E Busy) et FlA2 2B RET - BT BRTREF RIS
Gk o R THEflARY A BRGNE AN AL ED T Ak BRI PET
w4 4 b oensg s (Hilborn and Walters, 1992; Polacheck et al., 1993) - @ ASPIC :zi&
T gFE R enak Bh o g 2T RN e T A KR 5 ELRI A2 £ (observation
errors) » 1% sigt A4 2 F RPN Sl X E P E AR k2 F £ (B/Busy)

SR g = ¥ (FIFusy) 7 13 7 R e 4 51k % (Prager, 1994) -
2.3.1ASPIC #5¢

AT R 2T e d 2§ B3V (ASPIC, 5.34.8 k)i T A A2 A
R o ASPIC 7 % g iyt S BESN flepd 2 & 50 At A2 2 S
(generalized surplus production model) > i - #&3X Busy # - £ 5 k& 5 4 - =
(Pella and Tomlinson, 1969)-Prager (2002)4p 1 i< 4% 2 & B 5 gk X 0| R § Eeh

B, 2R
x5 s

3

BIEN e B BRI AR SRR LR . TS > AT HY RN

Flapd A2 BHGNIE 5 2 62 A& TR & IR o

w4530 17 ASPIC £ i CPUE F#LpF » # £ 4 FIT #ice(fitting mode) IRF
#- % (iteratively reweighted fit mode)45 ) %8B Gt - 3 HH 2 Jao 3t FIT $i e
F e A R At lic(W) 0 A IRF BRI E A1 K 4F £ 4o 48 2 (iterative
reweighting) iz 3+ w & (Prager, 2004) - ASPIC iz 3* % #c @ 32 MSY ~ K~ B1/K 12 2
% CPUE & 7| e £ 1% #c(q, catchability) - £ if ficie# 3 % T424a B> & 32 MSY(2
HER)-KE 2 R) ~B/K g2 wo B¢ o fg et BR L4 ek E 49
et Y g2 A R(YLD) R ¢ & Bk ™ 0 3R H P RS li(Q) ¢

11



5 o CPUE,;
Q= Z ZWm In— @)
_ CPUE,;

Ho CPUEm % BLBIS m B 715 i # cofp % R 4748 » CPUE, 5 ASPIC $558 37 )

AP R W AR HE R A S £

% e P A 51980 & 2 {8 Mg £ i % (Yokawa, 2004) » ASPIC #5584 g &0
CPUE 5 #] & 45 p » (& & £ : 1959-1980 % 1981-2000) &% « = & ~ £ W& 4 A
B R R R N BRI R E > 2 E R RE o
HOBAEANH d N HB g EARETH LY EFTH - A7 11 2011 # ICCAT
Fp2 ¢ ok pE E LA CPUE G HE 04> 2ivi % 10 2R 7] &2 B 7
W A ERFERGER Y FT T LA E 0 ¥ 02 IRF BoEIF L P RS

fFochie S 5 o

ARG AT e S BAR e B T MR A TR 0 35 I B i ende g
53k @ (base case) )4 & (7 {8 Fena 7o ¥ pendeds BR T 7 1B/KAz4rE 5 0.8~
1-12 % 15 B¢ 5 4 4245 2 50000~130000 = v » @ B~ T 3HF 4 4 42
418 5 1500 ~ 2500 ~ 3000 2 4500 = wg » /4 j& % #c(q) 5 0.001 ~ 0.0005 ~ 0.0001 -
0.00005 % 0.00001 % - 12 AIC. i% & #-5 e 3§ & (goodness of fit) =t fi ik 45 > AlIC,

2 ;%4 (Burnham and Anderson, 1998) :

2p(p +1)

AIC, = nlog(G?) + 2p + —

(3)

HPG2ha 0 % pESndma@(Q) p 5 S8lich >n Al
12



232CPUE &2 %

ARG B h b k5N 3% 2 (base case) T - * ICCAT #7% g 9 CPUE & 71|
4+ £ if ASPIC ch: %8 - 2011 & ICCAT Fih=% 4 jeh CPUE A 7]¢ 3 @ p ~(~
@ F11956-1998 2 2001-2009 ; 4+ ICCAT(2011b)ix &)~ - 48 (4 & £ 1 1967-1999
% 2000-2009)~ = & ~ A PP ERMUEEHALE FRELPBIRF AL
B g AP REAEE N 11250 d 2 ASPIC & % Rt 24 10
Bl 2 g &- gk flm ke odpth =f &3 %9 ut it CPUE
FHROTREAPBEAFREFDREL LG AP BV DHRESE
(2000-2009)* &: % |1 & ICCAT ¢ 3478 F(ICCAT, 2011b)> F] 3 % & * £ p 5k
R A2 5 a B 47 £ (2000-2009) % # it CPUE & 5|+t FiRiER ¢ o H @
MERIL 2011 & ICCAT FihiTmiEs ¥ gk £ 4 £ 3] CPUE 75 &

R

2.3.3ASPIC #:3% 3g B 4 47

ASPIC -1 BOT #- = (bootstrap mode)# 4| * bootstrapping ;2 & 3+ $-#ccn iz df %
B B2k 57 4 1000 = 9 CPUE F L £ 274 14 & i§ ASPIC - ASPIC 4] &
w1 FIT e % 4% 2 BOT fi-ie > Ft #- IRF e 2 35 ehw (B2 5 4240 B 15 o
£ 23 FIT 2 BOT #i-ie -4 % ASPIC ¥ 1 * % s * 425 ASPICP 3B % 3 &7
g g 7 = & 4 F 3% E £ (Total Allowable Catch, TAC) @ & % 15 & thjp 4§
BB AR IR = F R 0 01T 33 e B K v T R @ 38 (Prager,
2004) - *F7 3 & €48 2010 & B4 TAC 5 28 > » %4 g 0 1 4000 = v 2
MSY % 2% TAC > Fipl & & 15 & Fiheng b fin o

13



31 B4 pEEREN

PAfrg) 2 A EL CPUERE L F BE ~ P ~ R ME P TR 2 o
BB AT 2T EE(P<001) BB A LA FITRF A F (Fig. 9a)
PN Azt F A ¥ (R = 0.56; Table 1) - 1956 = 2009 & e 2 i+ CPUE 2 % p
CPUE 4% - & > it &% i* CPUE # &t R | > FRmA 2 385 3 hHES -
J 1956 & & *F 4y 1.11 B Poid T % % 1969 & ek F 4 011 B 070 £ N4 AR

+ 47 0.03 1 0.07 &2 Bt # » 15§ ety ™ % 484 (Fig. 10a) -
;

SAEHZT AL CPUEREL T BE ~ P s G F ML h RN
$R TR T LT BEF(P<00L) o R A L A F T E &4 7 (Fig. 9b) -
PRCS Asit b kg % (RP = 0.32; Table 2) - 1967 % 2009 & i # it CPUE £ % f
CPUE srd§% - 3 » e £ it CPUE # &t A ] » B 2 1970 # R4~ F R 3
E RS 0 2t 90 E K PEES 9E S 4 02 B0 HpER T

* S )& F 4 0.01 1 0.005 £ (Fig. 10b) -

AR Lot B E(P<0.01) > KN R & 5 0.20(Table 3) » 43 it 5% £ i35 i
W fa 4~ # (Fig. 9c)e & B CPUE p 1990 # B 45 i i 4v et @ 28 i CPUE

A& R4 2 e fpeT % crdg % (Fig. 10c) -

Yo chCPUE R - 3 g & 2 7 20 i % B A 1787 & 2k ¢ 3 ¥ (P<0.01)
R® & 5 0.58(Table 4) » 3 i 7% £ i 00 % f& 4 # (Fig. 9d) - $2# * CPUE & ¢ p

14



A3T 9 & B LA F T %% raB% (Fig. 10d) -

3T

CPUE g #ier 83 4 - & >
32 FRER

3.2.1 ASPIC #:5¢
ASPICH ;4 7 PRI RE ¥ & p k€ 2 CPUE Tt & + m(Fig. 11) » 12
B 1.2 bk ik

5 AIC iE T s if A4 B K T (base case) 7 : Bi/K sdedniE 25
(01~Quo)A= 45 1E 5 0.0005> K 2 MSY 5 9 F 2 2500 2 v o ] ASPIC #:5% 2 32 & %
= MSY= 2538 (95% CI (confidence interval, % # % ") = 2386-2733) =g » K &

Baowo/Bmsy 1+t i 5 0.745 (95% Cl=

99230 (95% CIl= 98010-100900) = v » H

0.613-0.884) » Fooos/Fusy & 1.508 (95% Cl= 1.184-1.914)(Table 5)

Cth T A BHM ik E CPUE § 4R %2 B 4o i ® > 112 LR 3
Foif {1450 % CPUE AB%.7 p 87 ¢F » ASPIC 58] CPUE 2 jiie] CPUE % & = % ¢h
8% (Fig. 12) - B s R4 0 & 1963 &
£.70 2 80 & Rip S 5

fo 3B BT 'E
MSY k3 12+ (B/Busy = 1.2-1.4) » 00 & % JE/& + B 45 BE 3 e » 1990 & F5 5 i
" 3%

BMSY B2 X 42000 &£ N ¢ Hp /,&’ZE@ 4 —'}; “% ft:« /)F:\' e 'E\/},%l 17 Iﬁi“

TR SRR 0 1960 £ R 5 H 5 ¢

‘¥ A AZiE MSY (K E(Fig. 13) 0 FRE W &

22 g

s > ¢ (Fig.13) -

FHRESAARBETKTHEGEEARTL Ao 7 BIK-MSY K2 g%
o B By/K ik T e Rt 0§ BY/K w5 12 B N B3t
Bao10/Bumsy £ FoooslFmsy 4 6] 5 0.745 2 1508 » & 2_ 4 By/K % 1.5 FF » o3 225 eh
0.541 %2 1.988-% ' i K i ¢ 2 32 By /K = F v >

\\\Xr

B201o/Bmsy % Faooe/Fmsy ~ %] &
15



% BUK A R K$ | » F 2 BYUK/ P FK#ES > G a4 FRE N8Il g

WA E PGSR s K2 MSY A4 Bk 70 ) K & i+ e MSY A4

ERINTIREE ZE L F I RMSY 2 KB Rlilg PERS RS fike
FREBFRE DL &N 4 BB(QrQuo)sacds B3R 2o FHWlA 2 0 3 b Sl

E\VQ LJTH:LF‘Lm l%#ﬁé%\ﬁ IJ/’I‘;L;J’pr 7511 P%%]%]F\ ’rl_E_"_,:- 008014’

% 3+ e Bao1o/Bwmsy % /| ¥t 1(B2o1o/Bmsy= 0.5-0.8) @ & 3+ e Fagoo/Fmsy & * 3% 1

(Fa000/Fmsy= 1.5-1.8) (Table 6) -

322CPUE & &+ %

% 4p e e ASPIC $558 3% %7 » CPUE 4 = % 4 g e CPUE Foklae sk 27 & 42
TEEDT R 2R LGRS FApagi o CPUE 1= % B35 hMSY 2 K
% 2333 2 105500 =>wg > Boyoio/Bmsy 2 Foooo/Fmsy = 0.6693 2 1.818 (Table 7) » &2 &

1 &4 CPUE ™ B3 enMSY 2 K & 2538 2 99230 2w » & & B3t % 4p %
1T - F B/Bwsy 2 FlFusy "L %% k7 (Fig. 14) > HAEF 2 A 7 EHF
CPUE T fZzreni & #7iu> 21960 & A 5 #p 2 1990 # X ¥ {84 B dyhERS >

T RE & 1996 £ 15 B 4s 40t MSY K 0 B G K BT RABE R - K o

3.2.3 ASPIC #Z5N g ipl &4 #7

%0 % 4000 2 ¥ B F g BT 0 1 T ASPIC 258 (base case) E B &
%k 15 & hF R o AR BT ¥ B 7R JE B (TAC) 5 2000 2wt T & > F iR ¢
b 4e 0 2@ TAC 5 2500 2w b o TR € E b b (Fig. 15) © 4 TAC %
€ i 0% 1000 «wfpE > 3k € 2016 2 2019 # w4p 3] MSY ek % | § TAC 2
5 2000 2w pE > 2025 & R € 3R B 40 o] 2 (2 4235 MSY ek 2 (Booos/Busy =

16



0.8792) » @ A E/R 4 § & 2015 & pr | > MSY PFerjg B/ 4 -k #(Fysy) 5 % TAC
% 2500 2eppE > 12025 & TR € 2EF B B0 0 (Booos/Bumsy=0.6973) v
P e R 4 8 1.3 1 ch MSY ok B (Buvsy)E MK 4 5 1.4 B 5§ TAC %5 4000
a1 2025 & TR ik R0 TR & AR 8 (Baoos/Bmsy= 0.0284)(Fig. 15)-

¥ TAC %5 MSY -k i 22538 2ofipk » 24 4 enF i 19 & B bR 0 &

3 (Fig. 16) - # 46 5 357 TAC 3 -] ** 2500 2 Wi iR 1 ¢ 48 % & H 40 » £ 3 TAC &

## 71000 2 wppF > R F R € & 2019 & v 4R 3] MSY sk 3 o

17



Srd b

41 E=%4 hEEREN

411 ABTEEE

pav ICCAT FHERFZ 2 U AR TF o EF T VEFTRTRERE

g i d R LER AR el K EH G ORAE H o A R R

ra

P
AR S F i g E R & ana R 2 (ICCAT, 1994; 2011a) g+ b » % + F 3
(discard)> € i + /g K& G- adnf i > RaLm gy P gl REE B3 aniid
F g d gk B oe(logbook) %t i (Walsh et al., 2005) » ¥ — = & - MY 2 AR & F
R R T Ap AR R RRFL AR BT RTER S R AL & PTG
@ CPUE th7 Fx 2 F & BB F R chi % (Suetal, 2011) » Flptjp g £ &y 4

BHE AR AT 4odi o el PR LY BRE 0 kT L h S g R

by LY
g E o

ICCAT *+ 2000 & {3 " fm 28 B &) 8 £ 2 4 78 4 g 2 £ (1996 2 1999 & 4 jE &
$.% 750% ; ICCAT, 2007) » 2~ ¢ GV A g A AEAMZT H 0 & 17 2000 £

162 A A CPUE €7 #7ifs o ICCAT Z2RAEFTHOANE RS FHEST RS

x> WE TR ERHE AL TS S PR E(ICCAT, 2011b) - 74 ¥ CPUE 7t
Bt REAFTRERDHE L e WEEF A& M5 CPUE T > 7 @3] F

R LT AR -

412 Ei-¥ 4 (ERHEREN A7

18



Hieyd pRi 3 g@RFr - 25pFR - ZF 205 3HF KL gD
B L TR E R S Wi aE B S5 CPUE RF 3 g+ B2
(Honma, 1974) » H 58 i 2B & G FT iR ? B2 R RN 4ES > £ ¥ Y
g4 552y 4 BEIEEC S CPUE LR MHN fbist b i@ 4 g ek
ok 2 i (Conser, 1985) » it # 4t 2 4740 % B fics 1700 2 53 R len i
B T AR E AR RREN A TS 2 T F g Tt A A1
GLM =%t p A ~ D82 T F cfn i BE) R E 02 Sop it 8 % CPUE - FF p&
g AR CPUE A7 7 % % vt #0040 p A~ (Yokawa, 2007)~ & #*(Sun et al., 2011)
B ¥ F fw ik B £ ¥ (Andrade, 2006) 2 @ik i ] 4 % (ICCAT, 2011b) » P77 3

L EE L CPUE S %2 277 #7ip B * CPUE 8% 2% 7 5 - KR -

AfRi it CPUE M afl @licniE 1 ¢ § & il @ & 3t & upfliv 5 8
it CPUE (Ortiz and Hoolihan, 2011) - K,ért TERDPTRSG RN TRESRE D R R T
for & - A R CPUE iz ff 8 o PIpip B e {3\ vy gig ¥
P %4 fErc ks (Hazinetal,, 2007) 0 ¢ &4 j & 5498 R E LA P 0 AR E AT
f&(Yokawa, 2004) » ¥ - = & > Goodyear (2003) %= 7 % & P 8. F13 (SST) kg {7 2
AR CPUE difif it o §ob s B Rkl g @ Gt on& usafi f & 754
# {* CPUE(Maunder and Punt, 2004) » wx & F7 7 i1 5 ¥ Jg & e g2l » MRS

WA iR

B E R A Y BB CPUE 2t 2% chFl 32 - » AT EP Ajh R
Blavis 2k R ARE CPUE fdfd - RO BT 2ZAMA LA T 507
FRBFDRG AR RDREELCAIT SRS SHF > VAL A4
ot g) CPUE » B R)8EmES% - d 2 A AL R RIERFTELLRT S5
T HpET A F B G 3 R F eIk % (Goodyear, 2003) » F]t ik ® #14  CPUE %3
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L E R ]S 2~ o

PAfUSEGF B 1970 £ S F A A e SHE L FE I B4
(Uozumi and Nakano, 1994)» ¢t /g E s g 4e 11 4 g T CPUE & % i+ ¢ (Yokawa,
2004) - 2 4 E 4 E 454 42+ F 4 K (Holland et al., 1990; Block et al., 1992; Graves
etal., 2002; Saito et al., 2004)> F]t ¥ it K 5 1 F R 2 dma B4 2 AR G E S
PR ES X PIIEE D N a0 s 4l 4 5 % F2 55 (Goodyear et al., 2008) > d
ICCAT T a5 §4#icFn > Ais7 CPUERFICFRAEABTAT Y B

’%"*%T_‘_Lg L ﬁ:‘;\ =

PR TR EDD AT F ot € B CPUE % # - Schirripa 2 Goodyear
(2010)4 H 4t p A B PRI TR T 0 T RE A S PR A R
CPUE thfz 7 4 A R T A BT I P e d fhimill e P 9% 7 i
AR ES  ZAMASRIREAF  F NR L PR AL TR A

KA EAPM T3 R0 CPUE 528 1 eh% fz 2t o

Goodyear (2003)41 * 2t & )74 ¥ % /& 4§ & (sea surface temperature, SST) 7 #2
FH2Z ALY W] CPUE 2 SST ere # B % > I SST it 04 2 A8 4 0
CPUE ~» # ; Su et al. (2008)~ 47 = T ¥ 2 4 7% 4 7 CPUE T4 > ¥ g %k 5 ]+
FEARERCRERFER AABRIETEZIESALASE  FRSST 24y

LR DTS 0 AR BB APM B T -

BB NGREH S G x/gf AR chGLM Nt o o A Il 4
¥ #3¢ (habitat-based model) % # it CPUE 33 (Hinton and Maunder, 2003) - Yokawa
etal. (2001)1* Hinton 2 Nakano (1996)3 & crigd $V P At B HF E < 7
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AR A A CPUE FAE AR » i Y g 2 ARG chEE 2% 2R L K
£ J& (temperature relative to the mixed layer)shsiz- 34 > #qz § 1975 3 1998 # ch
ERFTHZ EBEAL hE EHETR > B854 & 1080 & K52 A4
CPUE F 1 = e » 323F 2 4 DRI 1L {2 e »ay 4 20 Bip © 0 B0t AR

2 AL CPUE FFIE4e 0 ote BB REY 4 £ % d o

B ICCAT# 2 ¢ = & i) 2 & 7% 4 CPUE % i 3 g & 2 & 2 fis(Andrade,
2006) > hm F pEDIR AL E @ T HaRE CPUE, 2 L & (5 Apg e
R 45 #-(Maunder and Punt, 2004) « %47 3 % 4 g & 2 Boc e EATH T F B4 2 4

724 CPUE £ (=& v » e §F 33 —%’Z”er""" FHEALF LR o
42 FRER
421 7 FRERSHE RS EL

I ERAET WAL TROREEFARES L AT RS BT RS
BT kiR A F R ASPIC VY £ 4 g 10 22 kig ¥ nip g R 4p 4%
b 1960 & X 5 4 3 P F HCPUE > Ao R RETHRF P A2 S 8HuS
£ 7oA A K & 1960 # % e CPUE 38 & Lpeid T " ABR X e 3 1970 & Rk 8y
1980 & R B4t © 6 M BEE EFRKRFp L4~ o P iR ¥ CPUE ¢ B
PSR TR > R A TRV R AP MR Tk i 0 m p 1990 & KB4 2R
AA NP BRE 0 R L PR R E b o k0 FRGM L
“r4 ip £ CPUE %1990 # & Xk #p % F T %% chd %> 2000 & 14 ¢k jm 40 ~
LA B2 ST iR E 0t f ik CPUE 8% mAp $HE T ki
T ' g (Fig. 12) « A ASPIC #7 iR CPUE £ jLip) CPUE 48%' - & - % 1 %
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RAEFREZ L PP infled £ CPUE ABF A A I o d 200t 3 % ehjg o
FHABY AP R BT BB TS B RS ARA T B R
B LEAMATREESE AR A LT BRL T REMNIAMA G L
(Wells et al., 2010) » F]pt CPUE FH ¥ it R & BB BT RS » a8 AL X iT g
chfrt &g ¥ CPUE A% 7 Ip > 2 AT R 2 M2 2L FY > MIF

PR LR SR T
422 HN Sk

ASPIC mitenddks 32 K-MSY ~BUK-~q % » A3 1 7 b S Hcde 4

BEAPR BEEIAALLERTHGEFESFEET L o R E Sl BR

s

T M BYK ABERF RS > fF B/K 2 %[X 25 081 15 53 K5 7-10

§ 0w 3 Baoyo/Busy 7 0.5-0.8 0 i % ¥ ASTIE R ARG o F b AT g

i AS PR EBIKEZF RIE o Bt % B/K =115 #:i7 ASPIC 558 e
de B R T A AlIC gt i b v ByY/K=1.2 5 &> F]p A7 7 E 2 By/K=12-

B2 A EHGNY r e K AE & R Sl R > 5 A P
ASPIC » &z r 2 K % 0.08 2 90,390 (ICCAT, 2001):2 %2 0.108 % 100,000
(ICCAT, 2011b) » &2 277 3 #7i 3+ %% £ £ % + - Carruthers 2 McAllister (2011)4!
A Ee R R AEL renh RS S o F (prion) gk o o r eI iaE 5 0125
(95% CI=0.058-0.182) » £2 AFT 5 #7131 @dhif o EB VB enK G2 3 217 7
PR BB ehr 5 0489 & FiRIER B v EAST B ik 1 (Baowo/Bumsy = 0.64

% Fagoo/Frmsy =1.24) o

4.2.3 F BTG B3
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p o ICCAT 1% FiRE & 5% & 3+ ¢ SSBoooo/SSBmsy % Foooo/Fmsy 3 0.67 %
1.633(ICCAT, 2011b) » &2 CPUE Fi* * 2 G enB % - RO B P o+ g X 2 4 78
Ao 8 R 38 0 1l £ (Boowo/Bmsy # Faooo/Fusy 4 % % 0.6693 % 1.818; Table 7) -
SS3 R EMBHH T UAITHEMEATRE T REMILE A AL S FIPH&
1 o5 % (Methot, 2010) » * ¥ M B3 L EH/H P HEH I * ThROPE > B F3H48
080 oA i AR EERST L L AR E: KRB AE B auh
FHE MG 200 o4 2wt i 1 (ICCAT, 2011b) » ot B o7 i 2t B 4 44 2 4 78 4. 88
LBRERAS LR AL AR ERT F L - 3 F 4 & ¥4 (Prager,
1994) > = B B g &G AR = FApk o 2t & ICCAT Gt ihim 474 L EH 5
A2 o REFEEMA NG REEFENORTF] DI AAMOEREATET o
SS3 ZAFRNFTRFRI VU RAF L FTRALEFLITH DT R R A
TR SR 2 am 1" ASPIC - Ro» #dp ) 2 2 A g ° AT @R 1F

£~ o

% ICCAT 2006 # chi =iz a8 4 ¢ > 12 1998 ] 2004 # /¢ & & 1 * 2000 #
ICCAT % iR3= 1 h ASPIC i3+ 2 % it 7 TR %87 2 A 1% 7 it €
& 2004 & =% (ICCAT,2007) e 8 s §/ 7 472 ip t 2000 & 1 ASPIC 3+ 5% %
3 A4 B KT ASPIC N 8 SR e R dA gy R4 (K
= 99230 == » r = 0.102; Table 5) > "'"3 B RABMATRLIRMWSE F 4 0 BRA
AL AI* ASPIC $3¢ r iEihfp v g ehfeFlp » R X Fa TR § 2 F

T bR A B e » R AR TR PN E A4 SRR TR

AR AER P rEDRF VAL TIRARERS T2 A4 T D
FE R SE T BT RER hi % > 42006 & ICCAT (hFRER ¥ » 3 TR
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M renprior 5 2-1F r=0.08 e F * X e~ renprior B i 3 r=0.29 (ICCAT, 2007) »
PR B r o oprior R T HE R G (A~ @ Carruthers 2 McAllister
(0LL) 41 * # 55 § Sdicfs 3 2 A o chr chprior 2% > Bk 4y N2 AE A chig 3t
B.5 5 0.125 > 317 2006 # ICCAT Fih:FR I 4 P S iehr & » JITAFTF 97
e E > Ra PN EABMATr BT L LEFTRTE Y B w g

RS LT TUEER

P & CPUE & & & d 3t A~ & 4758 T %5 £ if ASPIC pFp /4 % ¢ CPUE
FoAv A BOR| B3t % 22 2011 & ICCAT FihiTm i< ¥ 23§ % & 4] CPUE#E i ©
R AR 7 i ASPIC #io58 pF > #-p & CPUE 4e 2 &2 B> ot 5 3 g 1980 & o {8
PAGUESHRERBANERE FEN L > o TERTFEHUAL AT EZ
A4 ar 5 2 (Uozumi and Nakano, 1994; Yokawa and Uozumi, 2001; Yokawa,
2004)-Prager (2004)4, & % id JE i 4 & 4 sc g ¥ #-CPUE & 7]~ £ £ i ASPIC -
EHRPAF VRIS HEEFRLR c AP R4 CPUE &4 53 E(F =

59.086; P <0.01) » F|p A% 3 #-p A5 4) CPUE » L 2 3 ©

4.2.4 35 IR R A 47

#7737 ASPIC HZ58 3 i) A 45 4% 5% 47 12 2011 & ICCAT * SS3HE: iz 2henid %
e F AR 2 A4 o b 2500 2 TAC T 0 AFTF it T RABRAE A A
HcT % > @ ICCAT * SS3 B3 eh T RAREFE T a ff 5 84 > B 2T TFRIR T
3 4e I TAC Al 3 # ICCAT 3+ enis— & o TAC & 3000 = wip » & & 57 if| T
IABE Y A EBrT E 0 TAC 5 2000 2 WP o & X SERIF RARE B 5 iR bt 2

(ICCAT, 2011b) » ¢+ % Km & ¥ o 3-8 % AP § 4237 - W R0 /B 4 R > 5 2500

"A"F' J—rgﬁ\fﬁ’&' /El’jg /f'r‘?’fﬁ
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$IF BHAER

AL BREA T ELAFA DL RRETHR f F A SRR T A
WEBERE S B PR E o I GLM Vi i H ¥ 4 R EEERE N -
EAFE YRR EREC RS Y LT AR S o o MR E £ F T
RAGRIERETH 277 p ICCAT A 2 W 6 (2 463 M4 p syt
BEBRE I NI RERE N FRAF R E)NE 284 REE RS TR
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for the GLM model fitted to the Atlantic blue marlin

CPUE data (in number per 1000 hooks) from the Japanese longline fishery in

the Atlantic, 1956-2009.

Scource DF Sum of Squares
Model 184 45315.01327
Error 34016 36319.30069
Corrected Total 34200 81634.31395

R-Square C. V.

0.555098 -39.67837
Source DF Type 111 SS
Year 53 7627.40988
Month 11 151.21875
Area 10 19735.12529
Month*Area 110 3079.75018
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Mean Square
246.27725
1.06771

Root MSE
1.033302
Mean Square
143.91339
13.74716
1973.51253
27.99773

F Value
230.66

F Value
134.79
12.88
1848.36
26.22

Pr>F
<.0001

Pr>F
<.0001
<.0001
<.0001
<.0001



Table 2. Analysis of variance for the GLM model fitted to the Atlantic blue marlin
CPUE data (in number per 1000 hooks) from the Taiwanese longline fishery

in the Atlantic, 1967-2009.

Scource DF Sum of Squares Mean Square FValue Pr>F
Model 161 16651.82358 103.42748 65.15 <.0001
Error 21993 34913.05290 1.58746
Corrected Total 22154 51564.87648

R-Square C. V. Root MSE

0.322930 -32.47430 1.259945
Source DF Type 111 SS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
Year 42 4372.558165  104.108528 65.58 <.0001
Month 11 200.340264 18.212751 11.47 <.0001
Area 9 5003.634132  555.959348 350.22 <.0001

Month*Area 99 2111.784930 21.331161 13.44 <.0001
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for the GLM model fitted to the Atlantic blue marlin
CPUE data (in kilogram per 1000 hooks) from the Brazilian longline fishery

in the Atlantic, 1977-2009.

Scource DF Sum of Squares Mean Square FValue Pr>F
Model 47 3783.89232 80.50835 42.46 <.0001
Error 8115 15387.56918 1.89619
Corrected Total 8162 19171.46150

R-Square C. V. Root MSE

0.197371 81.97220 1.377022
Source DF Type 111 SS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
Year 32 1075.813903 33.619184 17.73 <.0001
Season 3 116.583789 38.861263 20.49 <.0001
Area 3 1831.965276  610.655092 322.04 <.0001

Season*Area 9 281.424779 31.269420 16.49 <.0001
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Table 4. Analysis of variance for the GLM model fitted to the Atlantic blue marlin

CPUE data (in kilogram per trip) from the Ghanaian gillnet fishery in the

Atlantic, 2000-2009.

Scource DF
Model 20
Error 99
Corrected Total 119
R-Square

0.583582

Source DF
Year 9
Month 11

Sum of Squares
73.9864238
52.7933962

126.7798200
C. V.
22.79673
Type 111 SS
49.38585547
24.60056836
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Mean Square
3.6993212
0.5332666

Root MSE
0.730251
Mean Square
5.48731727
2.23641531

F Value
6.94

F Value
10.29
4.19

Pr>F
<.0001

Pr>F
<.0001
<.0001



Table 5. Parameters estimated from 1000 bootstrap trials in the base case

ASPIC for Atlantic blue marlin.

fitted by

) Estimated Estimated 95% lower 95% upper ] ]

Point o . . . Inter-quartile Relative
Parameter . biasinpt relative confidence confidence

estimate . . . . range 1Q range

estimate bias interval interval

By/K 1.200E+00 -1.998E-15 0.00% 1.200E+00 1.200E+00 0.000E+00 0.00E+00
K 9.923E+04 2.681E+01 0.03% 9.801E+04 1.009E+05 5.664E+02 6.00E-03
MSY 2.538E+03 5.989E+00  0.24% 2.386E+03 2.733E+03 1.085E+02 4.30E-02
q (1) 1.434E-05 1.189E-07 0.83% 1.073E-05 1.850E-05 2.490E-06 1.74E-01
q (2 1.054E-05 -1.144E-09 -0.01% 9.259E-06 1.188E-05 8.969E-07 8.50E-02
q?3) 1.258E-05 1.274E-07 1.01% 1.018E-05 1.517E-05 1.723E-06 1.37E-01
q(4) 1.595E-05 9.978E-08 0.63% 1.302E-05 1.973E-05 2.254E-06 1.41E-01
q(5) 1.641E-05 1.678E-08 0.10% 1.342E-05 2.022E-05 2.303E-06 1.40E-01
q (6) 1.941E-05 1.081E-07 0.56% 1.614E-05 2.372E-05 2.583E-06 1.33E-01
q (7 1.932E-05 6.161E-07 3.19% 1.114E-05 3.236E-05 7.288E-06 3.77E-01
q(8) 1.944E-05 7.506E-08 0.39% 1.501E-05 2.458E-05 3.529E-06 1.82E-01
q(9) 1.791E-05 3.490E-08 0.19% 1.553E-05 2.041E-05 1.712E-06 9.60E-02
g (10) 1.231E-05 4.123E-09 0.03% 1.088E-05 1.402E-05 1.037E-06 8.40E-02
Busy 4.961E+04 1.340E+01 0.03% 4.900E+04 5.044E+04 2.832E+02 6.00E-03
Fmsy 5.115E-02 9.973E-05 0.19% 4.846E-02 5.455E-02 1.821E-03 3.60E-02
B2o1o/Bmsy 7.450E-01 1.584E-03 0.21% 6.131E-01 8.838E-01  8.558E-02 1.15E-01
Faooo/Fmsy 1.508E+00 1.108E-02 0.73% 1.184E+00 1.914E+00 2.313E-01 1.53E-01
g2/q1 7.349E-01 6.915E-03 0.94% 5.692E-01 1.000E+00 1.382E-01 1.88E-01
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Table 6. Results of sensitivity test, which used the same input data and starting values

in the base case, but changed one of the starting values in each run. (Base

case: Iterative reweighting, B;/K=1.2, MSY=2500, K=90000, g=0.0005)

Parameter MSY K r B2010/Bmsy F2000/Fmsy Weighted SSE AIC,

Base case 2538 99230 0.102 0.745 1.508 45.301 -490.502
B,/K=0.8 2697 102500 0.105 0.633 1.667 46.387 -483.820
Bi/K=1 2547 102800 0.099 0.691 1.618 46.173 -485.124
B,/K=1.5 2616 75630 0.138 0.541 1.988 48.783 -469.616
K=50000 2590 95380 0.109 0.742 1.485 45.459 -487.320
K=70000 2531 99620 0.102 0.744 1.513 45.492 -487.114
K=110000 2358 104100 0.091 0.671 1.795 46.313 -482.070
K=130000 2482 98670 0.101 0.699 1.640 46.574 -482.683
MSY=1500 2719 81410 0.134 0.676 1.549 46.154 -485.237
MSY=3000 2569 97250 0.106 0.746 1.488 45.468 -489.459
MSY=4500 2565 97530 0.105 0.746 1.489 45.451 -489.569
q=0.001 2628 92060 0.114 0.734 1.479 45,527 -489.094
q=0.0001 2405 108600 0.089 0.752 1.576 45,533 -489.057
q=0.00005 2355 112000 0.084 0.754 1.604 45,572 -488.819
g=0.00001 2371 111000 0.085 0.753 1.595 45,556 -488.918
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Table 7. Parameters estimated from 1000 bootstrap trials in the base case fitted by
ASPIC for Atlantic blue marlin using CPUE series from 2011 ICCAT stock
assessment.

Estimated Estimated 95% lower 95% upper

oint o ] ] ] Inter-quartile Relative

Parameter . biasinpt relative confidence confidence
estimate . ) i . range IQ range

estimate bias interval interval
B/K 1.200E+00 3.221E-11  0.00% 1.200E+00 1.200E+00 0.000E+00 0.00E+00
K 1.055E+05 5.376E+01 0.05% 1.035E+05 1.075E+05 7.861E+02 7.00E-03
MSY 2.333E+03 9.638E+00 0.41% 2.179E+03 2.598E+03 1.260E+02 5.40E-02
g (1) 1.788E-05 -9.842E-09 -0.06% 1.596E-05 2.060E-05 1.680E-06 9.40E-02
q(2) 1.891E-05 5.738E-07 3.03% 1.172E-05 2.957E-05 6.213E-06 3.29E-01
q(3) 1.726E-05 5.887E-08 0.34% 1.474E-05 2.040E-05 1.800E-06 1.04E-01
g (4) 1.588E-05 6.755E-08 0.43% 1.235E-05 2.043E-05 2.555E-06 1.61E-01
g (5) 2.007E-05 1.035E-07 0.52% 1.646E-05 2.525E-05 2.993E-06 1.49E-01
g (6) 1.498E-05 8.668E-07 579% 7.746E-06 3.095E-05 7.034E-06 4.70E-01
q(7) 1.643E-05 9.655E-08 0.59% 1.318E-05 2.040E-05 2.287E-06 1.39E-01
g (8) 2.011E-05 2.817E-07 1.40% 1.539E-05 2.623E-05 3.657E-06 1.82E-01
g (9) 1.704E-05 1.985E-08 0.12% 1.451E-05 2.004E-05 1.821E-06 1.07E-01
g (10) 1.929E-05 -1.155E-08 -0.06% 1.688E-05 2.200E-05 1.647E-06 8.50E-02
Bumsy 5.277E+04 2.688E+01 0.05% 5.176E+04 5.373E+04 3.930E+02 7.00E-03
Fumsy 4.421E-02 1.545E-04 0.35% 4.156E-02 4.855E-02 2.074E-03 4.70E-02
B,o1o/Busy 6.693E-01 3.950E-03 0.59% 5.310E-01 8.555E-01 9.860E-02 1.47E-01
Faooo/Fmsy 1.818E+00 1.629E-02 0.90% 1.285E+00 2.421E+00  3.495E-01 1.92E-01
g2/ql 1.058E+00 3.600E-02  3.40% 6.580E-01 1.692E+00  3.690E-01 3.49E-01
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Fig. 1. Drawing of Atlantic blue marlin, Makaira nigrican, by Les Gallagher (Cited

from ICCAT manual).
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Fig. 2. Annual catches of blue marlin in the Atlantic Ocean (a) by gear and (b) by

country from 1956 to 2009 (Data source: ICCAT Task I version Nov 2010).
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Fig. 4. Seasonal CPUE distribution of blue marlin for Japanese longline fishery in the Atlantic Ocean during 1956-2009.



100°W 80°W 60°W 40°W 20°W 0° 20°E 40°E
1

90°N 90°N
HF:‘__— = o . o e
| e e o
e 3 i
o b
70°N-£zi ;éiw@?:% = = - e | 70N
o < & S ‘L\,,_,_.
& Z A _'| R Jg P
- & [ "3
St Y I Ay
50°N b 3 e 2 50°N
f:é;L;E . oo o o o < i
° o |o e o 020 e o TH l}(“"oﬁ% (r H‘:‘)
° ol L0 L IR ok R AR A 4 oﬁvcg: ' 0‘,'%’ J\_’__,_,_.,S
30°N e r:& sttt it 2 L e F’-:-z'\' ’“\,:7 30°N
(, IS \:}.. o @ olo ® o ol o.o'-f/ S Y\
3 \

L\ L0008 e 0 el oo o H)
TS .Ocoopo.i NN
10N [ 00080!s c 0810 @ RS pTEY

<1.> S GEERX L XXX L X
S c00000000600 " - L
= ICO_mhmB_ 4 et Y L1 LY AT N
—1 19og ICPUE _distribution TW.csv Events X X XEIN A 10°5
CPUE \\ ....'5.0 0..(1 :
* | 000000 -0.05000™ o0 Ol . g===y >
@ | 0050001 - 0.100000 SO0V @l: « - | o ‘{ (
30°s | @ | 0.100001 - 0.250000 ol -2 N L . . 1 ’.'.\ A 30°s
. 025@01 -O SOCOCO) #,7 * * * * * * * * * * * * * &‘\ *
' ' ‘ F_g e o o |0 o o 1{' e @& o o e o o o | o
p.
. 0.500001 - I.OJOJCOQ? };) e ¢ o |0 o o 0|0 o o B e o o o .
5005 ‘;%f S * * * * * . * 6 * * * * 5008
%é.\ a ° e o |o
£ -~
70°S q:;}jd:— R i 70°S
= =3 e ————
‘ag—i?—--—-—’wﬁ_ | ==
N R
e G——
90°s 90°s
100°W 80°W 60°W 40°W 20°W 0° 20°E 40°E
Longitude

Fig. 5. Distribution of the nominal catch rate of blue marlin caught by Taiwanese
longline fishery from 1967 to 2009 in the Atlantic Ocean, the dotted line was

area division used in CPUE standardization.
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Fig. 6. Seasonal CPUE distribution of blue marlin for Taiwanese longline fishery in the Atlantic Ocean during 1967-2009.
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Fig. 7. Distribution of the nominal catch rate of blue marlin caught by Brazilian
longline fishery from 1977 to 2009 in the Atlantic Ocean, the dotted line was

area division used in CPUE standardization.
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Fig. 8. Seasonal CPUE distribution of blue marlin for Brazilian longline fishery in the Atlantic Ocean during 1977-2009.
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Fig. 11. Scaled CPUE series of Atlantic blue marlin used for ASPIC in this study.
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Fig. 12. The observed (diamond) and the ASPIC estimated (square) blue marlin CPUE in the base case for the longline fisheries of
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Fig. 13. Kobe diagram showing the estimated time trajectories (1959-2009) of B/Bmsy

and F/Fusy for Atlantic blue marlin in the base case analysis fitted by ASPIC

software.
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Fig. 14. Trends of (a) B/Bmsy and (b) F/Fysy ratios estimated from base case and those
estimated using CPUE series from 2011 ICCAT stock assessment.
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Fig. 15. ASPIC base-case estimated 15 year (starting 2010) predictions of (a) B/Bmsy
and (b) F/Fusy ratios of Atlantic blue marlin, assuming a constant catch at

different levels of total allowable catch (TAC).
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Fig. 16. ASPIC base-case estimated trends of (a) B/Bmsy and (b) F/Fysy ratios of
Atlantic blue marlin with 15 year (starting 2010) predictions, assuming a
constant catch at the total allowable catch of 2538 tons. The dotted line is 95%

confidence intervals from the bootstrap.
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