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F1E #

1-1 AROER

AAZ Y & < IRRRMEE, S072KEERIZEENTWD, ZOREL%
F, AARNTIELSDOBMEEEY, ZFEEROKEDZERL TEz, 20
R, AR THORMmE N, FlxiE, anEEEATHEENE, 20
FFE [Sushi) EFEINTWD OKFEAE, 2017),

LU b, R TKEMFEENRE AV EHLETNLHT, HARDA
1T, Wb D 200 ¥ERRFHROBIRIZ X D mEREOH NCEIROEENIZL 5
TBIE B OWD 72 12 X0 i LWARBUZEE L T2, 2017 FEE O H A JE 17K 5
OB PFEHMFE RN AL, BGOSR LR -7- 50 fafi 84 REEDH B, &
FKEREALIZH D b O 14 28 (17%), FALZH D DD 31 REE 37%),
ALIZS D b DY 39 R (46%) & aFl =7z,

IHIZ, A%, BARDEENDBEDT L LHAAENLTT, ARDKEHE
I, BHTOHEM A LT, KEERZEYICEE LD, HEE=— XL
CToKPEM 2 N RANCARE L, LEMNIHAST 5 Z LA RO b TVD,

ZDT=8, KEMIEFT - KFEEZHOLIS, T TOREYOFRE, FEMIC X
HUREBLI R ORI A E 28 U CRERT — 2 IUET D & L HIT, EEC

L7 =2 bIGH LT, AARREIAKEDFE2KEGIFIZ OV TE IR 2 5



fiti LT D HEHEIEICEE Y 2 EESES S5 (EREETEIESK) 23 1994 FI2FE%)
L, AARIZ 1996 U LTz, T ORI TIE, 1hFEIEE E O P ARG K

(Exclusive Economic Zone, LA#%, EEZ &9 %) (ZRI} 5 MG IR O A §E
& (Total Allowable Catch, Li#%, TAC &3 5) #&EL, KEGKRORE LA
DFIAOBRBE AT 52 L1270, TAC HIEIC X2 EHREEN LM I LT 5,
TAC O EZEY FHIRIIZIES < EE L ififEE (Allowable Biological Catch,
LI, ABC L9°%) #HEL, iR ORFEH R BIRZ MK L THRE SN D
(JiL, 2000), KPEEEIREOFALIZIE, BFEHEE L MAEO FRINRAIR ThH
b, ZOHL, AIETREROERE HVIZERGGHANFRIE L b e — L i

A L W o T2IfEN DS LR E W CTERBGFERELZHE L THY
(AAKEEWIRE 2, 2001), ZEITIMAFTOIMFHEA O SAIRILEZ T~ D
PEIRFAAIC L D MMAEIREZ FHIL TV D (EES, 1983), L2aL7Z2dy b, A
EIREZHEET D720, I OMABERORBEAOER &L TET 2 2 &
INEHETHSH (KB, 2000),

—J7, B LTHKEGRZFLE LR - F9E &30S, KEEIRA &
BBREZIv R, 7hbbig&lL, ARTOREICE T HIEROED IS
EIRDEYNZE LAY DO—H L LTI A D BB RSN D L 91272 - T
& 7= (Gislason et al., 2000 ; Eletheriou, 2000), L7-723-> T, {KKOEMTH 5
T b R E TORREERIEOEY OE BN 725NN EE & 72

- TW% (Thomas and Kirsch, 2000),
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INHDZ LMD, KEFFROFMFEDERIZIL, LTI 7 bl
WEKPEDIRV NI D AR, HfREd B~ A 7 rx s b LLDEY), SHIC
7 T ADEY) Lo e B RBEIETOEY O EEHIRFHI AR FIR TH D,
BURTIE, 2D OEHREITITE OV A X2E U TR DERERM BN S
NDIM, ¥4 78R b LoV OAEYORSE, FHUOEEMEIXEZ+0 TiE
<, EEREEMOBNLNTH Lo TnD,

FIRTHA D 72 D DA DAL BB TTHEIC OV T, 1980 FARIZBEIZFERk
L7z EZZ BN TWER, £ D% O EERESTRIBBLEZHIN T DO —ikkic kv,
PEAF OBRERERIILT L O EEMN TIER NI ERA LN o TE T, S DI,
HRUMABOHEEIZIBN TS, BEEOHEAERSE R TIIHES MO EEREITH L
W EMNbMoTE I, £ITC, HilFHADEEREILE L-RERETH
%, MOHT (Matuda-Oozeki-Hu Trawl) °7 L —AAdijE ko —/ b (Framed
Midwater Trawl, EA#%, FMT &9 %) 25BA%E S 4172 (Methot RD, 1986 ; A &,
2000 ; Hu et al., 2001 ; Itaya et al., 2001 ; Oozekietal, 2004), Z i 5 DOHEE
DOBFEIE, ZivE THEETH o 7o 8 BRI R ERER RITEED < B ORI,
EEBLIESR 72 & 2 O L7 R OWRENROHEE &\ o T2 BT 7 i 853 B
)0 BV COREH, 2007),

FMT 72 & OFER O E BRI D - OICEE R fBE & LT, BEDEN
b5 (RS, 2008), FHEATELNIAEMON A ZEKCBEEBIL, FE

NRDOENZ L > TRHEMOOIRS Z E NS5 TS (Wileman et al., 1996 ;
-3-



Godg et al., 1998), TD71=, EELREZIT O 120X, HFR LT DMK
LT, AT 2HEREOENPHEI N TWDLILERDH D,
PRARZNARIT, MR 2N U 72 AKEE O RFRIZ 6 L CHEER ISR L 72K DR D
FE (EAKNF), WAL LA RIS L CAM LA EORIEG (A
), BELOWENICA S 7AW LT B 2 iIkIT S T10i - 721G (A
BAAR) OFTRIND (TF, 1989), ZD 5L, JEAKRIERE MNEMERIT
I 2o B NI EEREE =T D, Lich> T, Wk xR
FHEfZE Ex R E LI2A, FMT O XS ICBE YA ARTZ70 7 vty b
IZHARTHAREWVEEETIE, JHREDPERBLR2VEE A XE2HWD 2
LT, TOREDFRITHMICRENR L R EME EKERTOAYDE) &
BRESNIZAEMBEOL L 72D (Gode, 1998 ; Itaya et al., 2007 ; #EZR, 2007),
—7J7, Barkley (1972) (%, M8 N % K52 B8 O AR 2 S0 f o Bl
BENCBET 287 A =2 ZHOTET /AL L, AMEERD, 80 mRE<e R e
DA, TG OHGRRES), WEKEN R EICbEINDZ 2R LT, L)
L, BEEORIHIHET 2EMEIT IR TH D, ZhEMDTZDIT
1%, MOREFEREZFHATL20LERNH D,

ZAUCK LT, BrEMEEREmEE (DE, FrEARELE T D) 2V EEE
AL T, SSAEMICTEEIND Z R EDEYELHEET 2 2 Lnw]
HETd % (Ona and Gode, 1990 ; fH, 1995 ; L5, 1999), tEMALRHEIT

M7 DK IS THRER AV A Z RS L, SESCHEENL DT a—42%
-4 -



B WETLHVATLATHD, LNLREDL, Ta—0OmEOHRNGITMIEL

hll

RERL T D RMOFEHPCHRRII DR, £ 2T, MREFEO % b —/LiE
FICL T L, BB T 2RBECHRROMET D, TNLR01h
X, AT O TR EERY 7Y O RE (2 —7 >y AL Z A, LTS
ET D) BRDEND T2, BRI DRI > TE TN BE DR EE =
DIETERT 5 Z LIZ X - T, FABECE 10 OB E N5 5,
L7ehoT, EEERICKVHEE LIZAEMBEEPBGOEMEEZE LR
LTWD ERETLD201E, TOBGOAEMEE LRERICIVEEIN A

W BE DL 2 RN RO E EX D 2 LN TE D,



12 HAROBM

BRI D B A T C RS B O EREE R R OHEE & 3 A T BETE
WFFEIEA 72y (O’Driscoll, 2002), S BT, fFHEfA 4R & LcBRERORSE
BARAEREE LTCMHRIE RS T2 B0, £ 2T, AR, FITFHERCEN
Ty N OBREEZBRE Lz FMT 72 8O RERERORENREZ, HEN
FlEEZHWTHEST 2 HIEERET D,

FAEDNRITITEROERMNE L TS, 2057228 RI 35S AW O livkik

, BEBRE) 72 E O AEMRGREIE, WM, MM, PRER OB E oY

K

FOREME, SEERME, Wl /e EOBRBERMERZRIT oD, REEOEEMEZRE
TLHOIE, IO OHEROEELET L 0LE L, £ZT, AT MY
HIMF AR L LT, HEOERFITOMBEGDED T T, J5M Lo
7, 3B KO RMEE D AL RORENRICEZ DB 5T 2,

—Ji, BT T b OBEICAWONDS T T 7 Ry MERA TR
BT DU NEY O EMRZ2FHIIE TE TH, EEEITHEAINL T RN, £
T, VU xy b FMT ZREBHIER L, AMRESCERIS T 2 5ERE

BN, BT T AT AT T ooty NOBEMNRERD B,



1-3 WX DIERL

RESUIAREZ G 6 ETHRINLD,

2 mECIE, RMEERREROREZ R L KD D 72 DBEAFD ik L W55 % 13
LTz, Fio, BENTEZHOTEREDROHEE DR Z IR,

8953 BECIE, ARMREMEKIEEARIC BN\ T, (FHERSSEM T T 7 b ok
RE LT-HMEIRERTHD FMT 2 HVWTAF MU X I ERET D & &
HIZ, FFEAREZ W THSOFEEREZBUS L, T b S FMT
DEENREHETE LT,

FATETIE, EREEDEUMERELOREDRICHEZ DHELHLNICTD
e, A7 hyXIHRERNGE LT, BREC, BafEths Faafo 2
IO FMT Z AV, S 51T 3 B o BAEE B CHBERERBR 21TV, R,
MEHfa, 3K OHMEEHE A FMT OBRENRICE 2 DB ER LT,

BSETIE, EEMFEZHWC NMUEW T T 7 U OREICHN LR
5V 7%y FOEYREERICH T HBREDEELIONCTH L L big, T
KEE T Z 7 b ThHAFT IFOREIIMNEND FMT OEEEKRFM
ST L,

6 EOMEB L TIL, BN FIEL W BENROHEE ORBE R & B,

B L OHEEBFMREIZR T D0 AR DWW Tiam LTz,



B2 HRARKRAOBREIXRDHTEER

b —/LiE7e MR B A OIS ETRIRA T, S RAMRECIRR & iR
T& %1E7, CPUE & MWIeEREOHM A b Tnd, &L,
AR B OELEENEA B 2 iU, TRERBR D B s /057 — & %, CPUE T &
DAEHETIEZ2 <, AEMEE OB E L TRILT 5 Z L FREICR D,

Z 2T, AETITRMERERORENREHET 272017 TE kR~
BRERFIECHRET LA L E2a—L, FRCARITREL TS, TENT
Ea AW SR E B ORED RO E R LB L, TORRESCERICD

WTHEZE LT,



2-1 REMNEDOER

PRERZ WA T, AR RETE R EORERMEDRBETH 5
bOEMMT L Z LB THS, SHIT, EEREAZIT I ZDITL, HR
ET DA L THMT 2 EREH OBRENRP IEMEICILE S TV D L0508
b, ZOREDRIT, RENRLRDEWRE L ERICERESN A ED
R EERSND,

A (1989) IXRMERIE . OEREM =g 2 AR , WPEAFER (EH 2R

M) s, EAKES EHOWCTUTOXIICERE LT,

q = psf (2.1)

F72, 1 RN 7= 0 OBREEAEE C (ind.) 1%, AV O BEOEEEEEp (ind.m™),

HAEEERE & M D AT O bR O T AT OARFEDEREY (m?) 2 VT, U

ToXolzkENhD,

C =pVq (2.2)

S BT, BAARTEY 720 OBRE[EIEEa (T T L YIRS ND,



c
a =z =Dpsp (2.3)

L72di- T, BLIRRS 72 0 OBREMEEIL, AMERp, MNERTFRs, B
ORIBRAEM DM Ep DIE L 725,

WHEEE L CIY, RMEHEZ K& <32 LN EROKEAHF T2 60
D, WD DIEPINKEL 2D, ZODICRRRE@EEZILRTHZ LI
720, PNOMEETHEE NS O®IEAEL D, Wi (2007) 1%, +ZIZIRVWE
R 2 FF ORISR T 2 ZOORERIZ KX 5 HEDRHH L Fig. 2-1 O K
IR LTWD, —DITMEO/NSREELEE A THY, b9 —D2 I ks
BT D7 DICEETHRMTE L LICOPHAZRES LIEEBRER B ThH D,
FEMRICBO T, MUERIZEICHEE 25 OB AA U D573, KAHE
{RITHE A EDEEAS A U D ASRIC K 8 A2 T 5,

AL, Z oA EEE M ESEIUIE CRETEE 2B TIEH DY, ik
FNZBI R ZHEE T D, AMERIZOW I, KlET D A9 O SO B AR AR K RE
DFEKIEE /R EDONRT A —F G0 HHmANREI N TS (Barkley,
1964 ; Barkley, 1972 ; HAT, 1989), ZRAFRIIMHE ORKE I 71T Ttz < B
WER CICHIKFET D 2 N5 TS (Murphy and Clutter, 1972 ; Munk,
1988), Z DIRAFRZF~DIZDITIE, T2y MMUZ S B2/ H

DF > N T D I 3= ME (Saville, 1958 ; &7 « B¥EF, 2005) <°, 47

-10 -



NS E ORRER RS L LT i ERR DS OHEE  (Murphy and Clutter,
1972 ; BB, 1986) MalkAHiv, ZOMENTIZIL, TERD O i BaSe Rk O fiEdT )5

1, B 2 TR O BIRPE IR HE E L2 E G ST & 72 (Lenarz, 1972),

-11 -
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22 ERETIVIZCEAABEROHTE

PN 7 EWEKRE I N & D TIRWAEME, MORTTICHEET D L OR4E
TAMT 2 EEZOND, Lo, WK DS HEMIIEREE D OELEAT
B AAT O TR TOEYBAMET 5 01T T,

Barkley (1972) 1ZHMJEM QA Frox > Faxg s LT, #EAaDERR
D, EMPEELT D& RO Tl 5 LIREL, RANDAMEp &

WA TR L,

2
XoUe

p= (1 _R\/Tllg> (2.4)
2T, RIFMEAEE (m), U IXMOXKEE (ms!), U, (A8 % Bk
LMK (ms™), X, 13APHEZHEZA L T /T2 2 3 REOME)» b DR
BE (m) (LI, IGHEBEE 3 5) THD (Fig 2-2-a), ZIUHD 4 DD/RT A
—Z DI HRE U ITBRIERIFRDOTHMTH D, U L Xy 1 FRESCHES LW
ZOGOBRBEFRMTICE > TET 2EMFRHERTHY, ZHLDENEEN
Ep ZRKDDHZENTED, LT, MAEFEHEERE ImDOY U7Xy RO
BAEMEF (Murphy and Clutter, 1972), 1 m U > 7 %> k& IKMT OELERE R

(Murphy and Clutter, 1972), 3 X OVIKMT % AV 72 2 1@ Y D572 2 BT IZ

K AR R (Aron and Collard, 1969) 2 Z O /ViZiH L AR Z RO 7=,

-13 -



iz, A (1992) IR TRy MCE D280 ORAR DI X HERE
fRA ZoE7T VAU L, AMELZHEE L7 (Smith and Richardson, 1977 ;
HikF, 1992), LrL, 26 OERBR TIIRMEMFOZBR D72 oTziz, [H
BERE BT 5 2 DD T A—Z ERIFHIHEET D Z LiXT&ehholz, 2
T, WA (2002) X, FMT ZXt5:L LT, EEORMEMIIC L 2 EREE
Barkley D AR OET LVRICHA L, ~4 7 237 F O AMBRE L OIRE
R DA 2 HEE L, E'&REIEOARMZ R LT (Fig. 2-2-b), £/, Ff
B (2007) X, FMT TERE SN2V / F A4 X7 X Euphausia pacifica \Z%} L,
Barkley D AMZRICHRAEN DT 2 2 NIEKITENZZE LTIFRE T V&2 0F

MU TARREZR T LT,

-14 -



a) The entering rate model of the conical net. (Barkley, 1972)

X=0 X, X

__ Area of cross section at distance X, (11 r)2 B (r)2
p Area of the net mouth opening ~ \mR’/  \R

C o _Xo _p (U2 _

. r—R( X), X—R/Uez 1
(1)
p=(1-—F——
RUZ — U2

b) The entering rate model of the FMT. ({4, 2002)

X=0 X, X

2

Area of cross section at distance X, <2 r)

p= Area of the net mouth opening 2R

Fig. 2-2  Definition of the entering rate p for a) conical net, b) FMT.
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2-3 RKHARICEOIWMNEFROHETE

HEREEoEERE, —Rucfnrbay R RICEDS £ ThAICZ
DOEFEN/ NS L 25wk ER D, ZD7D, AL GAEIIMEONG =
Yy FZ U RIZELE TS, HRAICERNSH, TOBERG RoTW, &F
5 (1999) 1%, ZOMNIZEIT HENEMAEMNEBRLERZL TVD, ZOiE
BEHDLMCT D Z L%, BIARED - OBRAEE L LHT 57200 E

OFRGHERE LTHETH Y, a2z TiES TV 5, #ilE
T bR E N e — VO MORIIIAR Sy MEE AL, FEO
RNy EOEBERE O D, MRNERIERZ R DHEMTHOI TV D,
ZORYT v MEE WAL, IR EE S N -y MERE Y HEE
ICRIATE 20T, bu—/Lfldeoh T8 & OBERMEOFHEICRIA ST
2o

B (1999) 1%, Fe—/LfSEoMmAZR LT, A7y MEx hr—
VHIZIEAE T2 Z &0k 0, MNORBIBRENEBRICEL 52 254 W
HMZ LT, £OHT b r—/LOMANERERRIZ I N Ta Yy R FiZiED
NS U CTREEBENEL D7), A7y MEIC X 28EREELL 2 >
Ry NIZIEWHEREL b HEL2 R LT,

B (2007) 1%, FMT O & MSEH CTOEKBE LI 5T 5720, FMT

DHMNR Ty MEZEEIEE L, ¥V /) T AFT IO O E 1@

-16 -



B A T2, ARERBRETRO bR ole, 2k, Y/ FoFFT I
ORISR TNEMNCAT o T2, Y 7 F A% T 2 A REBh 2 ke T8 2
EZIRholehb BN,

—77, fERBRICBWT, BE I FA T T AEEMENSR LT HMRED =
v R RIZIZEA 260 £ (50 cm OMIEIZH 5845 (HER) OAE UL,
1973)) OEVHEPMET I NS, FH S (2003) (IMRMBOEAFTICK T >~ b
Ma2dEE L CRMEERELI L2 Z2Ah, DX ITTFAVITTR|Tay Ry
RipbbE<BEHLTWDL Z Enbhote, Fo, HHES (2008) 1, AR
> A7 L—2A hr—/L (Trousers-type Framed Midwater Trawl, A#%, T-FMT &
T2) &AW TILEER S A EEEHKIC B WT, %7 IFEAT hu X THE
BERE LBEEREIT, BT I hrb~gr7uaxs h AT
DEERIIZTRD L L HIT, FEERO/NAYIT 2 BPIEIZ OV TR

L7,

-17 -



2-4 HOBRFEZRAV-RRUNBOHE

HHEEAE B OBERN BB I O M OFIG 72 E3, ZiHLE T2V D
INDOBLEA 2 I THEBRIYITHEE STV % (Somerton er al., 1999),

%l 21X, Adamsetal. (1995) |Z ROV (Remotely operated vehicle) % FV T,
Krieger and Sigler (1996) I AKMEZ HWCEIGOAWEE 2 BEHEHLZ L, #
LEAT K DRERR & DI DR R 2 HEE LT,

% 72 Harden-Jones et al. (1977) I& b = —/ /L RERR BRI BSE 2 7 Ciknl] &
NIEZBOREREL, N0 OWKITEI 281557 5 2 L2k > T hr—/Lifd
DL RZHEE LT,

7o, HHZERICEONTAMEMZRY KLY 7 ) 7 LT, CPUE D
JANZ DeLury {EA#EH LT, HELORENFEZ RO B (Joll and
Penn, 1990 ; Lasta and Iribarne, 1997) &©1T4L7,

—7J7, Dickson(1993a)l%, hw—/WZX DT 0¥ R & EEER, KPEE
B, BILOWEED 3 SOHEEIZT, ZNHOMAGHOETHRE T 1t 2 %25
FETIIVCERIAL, BREMNREZHEE LT~ (Dickson, 1993a ; Dickson, 1993b),

REENROHEEIT BT DRI, SR &I DA OMEREE S H % N IFEk
LEICHEET EMOEEENE AR L THD, TS LT, Adamsetal
(1995), Krieger and Sigler (1996) <° Harden-Jones et al. (1977) X E.LIL D

FEEZAWTINEHFL O &Lz, L, MEBERTIEAD Z LD TE 4

-18 -



PHITRS, £/, Z7ERTIE, #7285 TE HEEERRONTEY, H

GOMEBAERE LS RBELD Z E3# LV,

-19 -



2-5 FEMNFEZRAVV-EEDEDHTE

FEGHFREICH OGN D EAREIT, BEER SVAEZKFITHES L, f
BN D O a—(F5 2 ERMNICLIE L TREEEESCAOY A Xl LG5
2155 AL ERKSR CTh D, BT OTR S 13K H THEBIREE OIS K0
ETHDOT, HTOMSZERITH2011E, B L THLREDS  TORHEIC
JECTRAE LI E DRI ZMIET D2 MERH D, ZOHIEZ TVG (Time Varied
Gain) &5V, FFEAEEIZIIARR O TH D, BUEOETEEPRTADIZ
E A LT o —FEE LRI D Tk E VTR Y = o — SRS RS I
BT LaFHLZLDOTHD (HiE, 1990),

FHERAEEIED D ) S0 2 IRFER 7 BOELER IS, IZHALIRR Y 72 V) Ok

Epy \ZHHIT D,

Sy = Opspy (2.5)

ZIT, ops 1T EERORGBEWNEEZRL, TOMEOT LRI TH

5 TS ELA OGNS 5,

TS = 10logoys (2.6)

-20 -



K- T,

TS
Ops = 1070 (2.7)

Erb,

B TR f oy (FEARBNZIARR TL O 2 FIZHHIT D, LIzh - T, p

EBED LT 5L,

0ps = bTL? (2.8)

EIRY, WL A AT D L,

TS = 20logTL + 10logh (2.9)

7B, ZOXOTEEHE 10logh 1XIEED 2 F#THENLEINZX—F v A b
Lo 2AThY, AEISLICIZIE—CEDEL L 5, W@EITHERAMNE LT em

R, TS, LEiLT 5, Thbb,

TS = 20logTL + TS.m (2.10)

-21 -



L7eB 5T, TSem &MBEARERT H2ROYEHEETL o (2.5) X
KV RBEEEp, Z2RODHZENTE D,

—J7, BEAEME L pr, IXEREMAKC /0 WS LK RV, T
52 LIk 0RODZENTE, Vo ITREEOM O A & BHEIEEE L

DFE72 D TR TRILTE 5,

prr =7 == (2.11)

LiisoC, FEMEHIC K U 8 SIS, & IR KV IR S

NI EE pr, OELEDZ LKL VERES R 2HET D ENTE S,

q = prr/Pac (2.12)

Z OFEITF A CHEE S A E EREER CRE S - E O
IZEVBIESEDR DD Z EBREETHY, 2D ZFEHT 20 ONORFFEITT
7z (O’Driscoll, 2002), 2%, Mackinson etal. (2005) (%, AL¥FIZIIT D
JEAMERHEICRWTERET — 4 L EE e — /LIl X D EEOMIZEWEE
BT, 7z, B v — & HWTZ ANV (Sebastes spp.) & x5 & LI

%% (Krieger et al., 2001), Hf@ hua—nLazH\ =77 b+ (Mallotus
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villotus) %Zxf%: & L7=#F%C (O’Driscoll, 2002) Tb, BET —X LT —4
DOFNZEWHHBER LN TV D,

INETIE, FrEARBOEET —% & AV TERE R OHEE 2 58
& LT, Dorayetal. (2010) \2X 5D, ~A 2 (Merluccius merluccius) 72 & DK
ARIRITH T 2 EE b e — VOFENREHE LTI, Foh e —2BIcEk
B IEERIATH D = (Micropogonias undulatus) £ 7K 7 A K/3Z (Morone
americana) Ik 5K b v —/LOTRELENROHEER] (Hoffman e al., 2009)

VAR PR
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E£3E BFEMNFEZAV-L—LEDEIO—
JL (FMT) DREDEDHTTE

AFEClrIAbEEME KB B DM BT 5 A7 b X THEBOFREICHEH I
% FMT OEEMAZB ST B0, FHEMAGEHE A\ CHE O EmS g%
EBEEICHERE U, $ROE S NI AEWEIE L Ol SHEAIRIEICIHIT 5 FMT 0

FRENROHEE 2TV, TOAMIEE B L7,
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3-1 A&
3-1-1 SR LB

2013426 A (FARLH), 2014 4F 6 H (=B, BE 2015 4 4~6 A (B
& SERMEER) 12, LB ERICALE 3 5 B R (Fig. 3-1) (2R W
T, AbHEERFHEAHEMN S LAl (179 ) ZHWTEREIT- 72, HH
L72 FMT (Fig. 3-2) OMAPIIRGADO AT L AR, 7 (¢ 43 mm) TH
END 2mX2m DEAFKTHY, MHITHE 1.5mm OF A v £08 (B
), FMOR ST 7.75m Thovz, MA EHICIIFREOEKELZFE T2
72O DOJEKER (RIGO ) &, BfATIZY 72 A LA THORELZE=HF —
T 5= DDOREER (SIMRAD 184, PI50) Z#HuY ff1F7=, Fig.3-2 12" L7=L9
(CRAMTIEITKERE L L, FrEARBICI VMR SN/ SSLIZH L, HED
REAZRMTEZDLIICHBE Y —7RAe#Ti Lic, £ LT, BIEREICREEL
7ot%, MREOZEZMR L THD 10 4 (2013 4) F72iE 5 4 (2014
4, 2015 4F), XIKME 3 /v N CTHRMEITo T,

BRI R RITEREE B ST 5 o S I < W EE b T
%, 2T, LVRIRVEREFH DR 7 b0 X T OFENREHIE T D701
WHNZET 17 B ORMEIT 7o, SRESNTZY 7L, i RIZB W T 10%7R
N~ R TEEL, BB, YN Ar Ny TR E T T L

L7212, BX R (LI%, FL & 3°%) -/ ¥ A (Mitutoyo, Absolute 500)
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2T 0.1 mm HALTRIE L, £, 1 LEHZY 100 EIE ERES R

T2 Ed, BEAEZ IR L7z 100 fERIC SOW TR R RIE 21T - 72,
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140°30'E 141°00'E 141°30'E

42°30'N 42°30'N
Funka Bay :
~ al —-200m
= I:l -100m / / J
L -3
v-d m
=
=
N
<
—
42°00'N 42°00'N
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Fig. 3-1 Survey areas.
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Towing. path . ' L §

~40 [w :
)
S
o
O
R 60 |-

80 =

Seabed

29 32 35 -38 41 -4 47 -50 -53 56 59 -62

-65 (dB)

Fig. 3-2 FMT with black-net (upper) and echogram (lower) as towing.
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3-1-2 BET—IDINER L FIT

FET — 20X, O LBIICHH S 2B %38, 120, 200 kHz O &M
EK60 (SIMRAD, Kongsberg, Norway) % M\ TC, 7SV AHE 1.024 ms, 7S/ A
FIfE 1 s TUEE L, TR 3 m 2> HUEE E 72 13K 500 m £ TAXF4 & LTIk
L7z, BBV AT LAOIEIL, Foote et al. (1987) D JFEIZ X 0 #IEEK A UV
TATole, BET—Z OWEIZIE, KPEET — XY 7 M7 =7 Echoview
4.0 (Myriax, Australia) Z M\, REFHNOHEOLNIZRMEE L S &2, FMT
DRMEE Z G e 4m O W E1Im25MT 1m £T) T, RMBAKGIDE
E BT ETOHANICBNT, ¥ SV 2R L, A7 b U T HEAITAE
ATHHIE, BLOBW T I 7 b X0 RKTHDZEnb, BT 5
7 N AT K D EEBHELO B B/ MRS Z D72, BREZDFOHEEITITE KK
$¥38kHz Z AV, =3 —2F LD AL v a/b K%&-65dB I E L 7= (Demer,

2004)
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3-1-3 BFEERICKIFEEDEDOHTE

BAEDNR ¢ 1T RADOWE NS O@BLN 2N D EE LIZ5E, 3.1) K
T L9108, 1 Y=Y OREMAEL C (ind.) %, O EET 5 KEN
WZAFTE L T2 OEREL N (ind.) THRT 5 Z L2 X W #EE TE % (Itaya et al.,

2007),

q=C/N (3.1)

o, BEMEEECIE, FRESNIZADOMEEEE Epr, (indm?) & KA

Vrp () OFTRTZENTE D,

C=prrVrr (3.2)

FKAENIZTFAE L T T2 OEIRECE 1L, BB RICE VRO (3.3) L (3.4)

ANEfEH L THEET 5 (BRH, 1995) .

N = pacVac (3.3)

Pac = Sv/abs (3.4)
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ZIZT, pac (indm?) [XFEHFERIC LV HEE SN AEKRERE (Lt 8%
ELT2), Ve (m®) 3O @EE L7 KEORE, S, (m?) 1SV (dB) @
B ETH D% T HEUREL, 0,03 TS OBIEETH 5% T EELRmE Th

Do

WAZVpy EVye X2 NEI (3.5) Kk (3.6) NTERIN, T HDOEIED (3.7)

7D,
Vrp = 2 (3.5)
VAC = vtA (36)
Vrr = fVac (3.7)

ZIZT, A () IREEORNERE, x (XEKFOEERE, RD (m!) (18
AKtOF v VT L —va NV EONTREL m B0 OREEE, v (msh)
LR, ¢ (s) |XRAMERFR], fITEKEIRTH D, IWARDRIL, BAKFHN
FHE SRR IARRE A, R, HAERER, 0 EEoR RIS DM
Il L2 KREORE TR D Z &k vkdbid (Barkley, 1972 ; PEiR -
ZHE, 1956 ;5 HAfa, 1957) o AMFFRICEEN U728k, FMT TiX 2013 4F
6 HDOHRMDIEIETHS 0.8 %, 80 cm U > 7 %> M TiX 2011 44 Az

HHMOFETH 5 0.9 2RFME L TETOHETITHEM L7z,

-31 -



=5z, (3.7) KXz (3.1) ~ (3.4) X&EMRAL, S, ITOWTEHET S L (3.8)

AxfGH I ENTE D,

s, = [Prrovs (3.8)
q

L7eido T, FHEAEHIC L - TS, 2HEL, MERICL > TAF U X THE
ROKRREEEZMD 2 LICXY, MBRAORITHEWNEE TH Daps & prr
ERDDHZENTENE, BEDRqEHETE D,

WEICAERT 2 A7 MU X THEROIKRDAITLARAY—TH Y, KR
> CHITHELImAE L R 5720, S, 1% (3.9) Xird & 5 ITREREEB D pr,
Lops DFEFIE LTEEND (lida ef al, 1996) , T Z T, ABFFETIIIKER

RO ENERZ U TOERRIFERICE VHEET S,

g g g
Sv — fPTr19bs1 + fPTr20bs2 4ot fPTrmOTbsm +
q1 qz dm

€ (3.9)

T, m IIMEEEERTHD, ¢ 1IEXRETHD,
RO AT 1206, (3.9 XFHRMEEE TSNS, 2721, &FKE
PR X3 2 BREE DT Wb LT —EEIRET D, T70bb, £HME

EDS, XU TFOEL S Icksns,
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S £ PTrmTbsm +e

flpl ol flpl ol
S-,:;L — Tr1%bs1 + Tr2%bs2 +-

q1 qz dm

(3.10)

2,2 2 2,2 2 2.2 2
o o o

53 _ [7PTr1%s1 | foPTr20hsy | . | I PTrm%hsm <
q1 qz am

el o ol ol el oh
S.,? — Tr1%bs1 + Tr2”bs2 + .+ Trm~bsm + ¢
q1 qz dm

ZZC, n (XRME, SP I n [BIH O RAMERHIHEIE S 7 RETREE O IR
BITHELREL  plrms Opsm (T n FIHORMERFICERIE SN TAMD S 6, K

Pt m (23 £ D B OEIREE S L ORI HELMER TH 2, £z,

(=}
1~ g [ FERFERB OERENRTH D,
FFEAIREE TH D VIS, 2 BROARE, SREERAC L HEE L 7o (B (R8s B

A

|

EEBET VLIV HE LT-SAEY Do, OFEZMIAEE, BREDROWE L
WEFRE S U THEER Y 7 b IBM SPSS Statistics 23.0 2 VW CE AR 217

W, FRERREROREN R, ZHEE LT,
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3-1-4 AT FIFSHADE—S Y FRAFLIUTR

(3.9) XX (3.10) NTHWD AT b U & T O%ITHELBEATITIR O X
INTRDT, HZ (2005) 1FMEIEIZL D R Uy X THEAO TS ZHE L,
BONTZTS Oy FAFMENS, FH TS R M L7, £ LT, AXE 100 mm
UTFDOAr b0 X THMAOFE] TS (TSye) ERXEORFRZ 3.11) KXok
NIRRTz, £ 2T, RIFFETIE, BRE SNIEROEY TS 2 F¥ R X EFL%

AWTRAE DR 7,

TSuvc = 26.57log FL — 74.03 (3.11)
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3-2 R
3-2-1 &Pt

FAED FMT O AR DL & 2 b 7 &2 5 HEfa OFREERS R % Table 3-1 1278 L7z,
PAETREEIL 8~13m TH Y, IZIERBEETH o7, SAERKEIL, 2013 41X
1730~4402 JZ, 2014 4E1% 469~872 |2, 2015 4E|% 44~19616 R Th > 7=, £7=,
[f—H, R—RETOGREMBEBEENLEDD Z L bbhrol,

2013 L& 2014 & 6 HIZE BT A b X T A O R X EHE /54 % Fig.
33 [ ORLTe, A7 MU X THROFHRXE EIEERAT, BHFEICBNT,
ZINEHN 46.6+10.1 mm (2013 %), 43.6+4.9mm (2014 4F) Tho7z, KEH
FHIE, 2013 D F A3 A< 25~T78 mm Th ¥, 2014 4Tl 25~70 mm Th -7,

2015 FRICERE SNT-HER DB X RBE N % 4 H,5 A, 6 AlZ57F T Fig. 3-4
IR LTc, A7 FUE THEMOYER X R SEEFEEITIZAA BN, £hE
A 16.6+45mm (4 H), 304+53mm (5 H), 50.7+6.0mm (6 H) ThH o7,
ARBIOFAEIZAETHWFAIIT>TEY, 10~70mm O A~ v & ZHAAD H -
PIR R BEEITAY 17 mm/mon. & 72 o7, £72, 4 HvbH 6 AIZnF T, A7 by
27 M D R X RHPHIZTK 10~35mm 4 H), #20~50 mm (5 H), #J40~

70mm (6 H) THY, WTFndOHIZBWTHIREHILF 30 mm TH -7,
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Table 3-1 Summary of towing condition of FMT

Haul N Year/Month Towing duration Warp length Towing depth  Catch P N

aut o, reariont (min) (m) (m) (ind) (ndm®  (dB)
1 2013/Jun. 10 25 8 1730 0.39 -51.76

2 2013/Jun. 10 30 8 3094 0.83 -46.92

3 2013/Jun. 10 25 8 4402 1.13 -49.98

4 2014/Jun. 5 40 9 872 0.28 -56.51

5 2014/Jun. 5 46 11 469 0.15 -61.44

6 2014/Jun. 5 41 11 471 0.15 -60.96

7 2015/Apr. 5 84 11 19616 5.52 -61.42

8 2015/Apr. 5 120 12 19430 5.35 -59.94

9 2015/Apr. 5 112 9 9544 1.94 -63.93
10 2015/Apr. 5 147 12 8692 2.01 -64.71
11 2015/May 5 112 13 1456 0.28 -65.01
12 2015/May 5 110 12 4788 0.79 -59.92
13 2015/May 5 31 7 1199 0.38 -64.32
14 2015/May 5 46 11 1130 0.39 -61.30
15 2015/Jun. 5 45 8 44 0.02 -67.06
16 2015/Jun. 5 36 9 606 0.26 -55.32
17 2015/Jun. 5 51 11 6794 2.40 -45.26
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Black-net

10 . — . :
12013/Jun. . FL it SD(46.6 £ 101 mm)
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O T E = = T —H_h_!_n‘;_””i_'” = T
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Fork length (mm)

Fig. 3-3 Length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock caught by FMT
with black-net during nighttime in 2013 and 2014.
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2015 Black-net

1 Apr. | . FL+SD(16.6 + 45 mm)
151 1 | | | |
10 4[| 1§

5
0 - — T
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>
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Fig. 3-4 Length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock caught by FMT
with black-net during nighttime in 2015.
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3-2-2 KREBRAHERE L ERBRBRBEOR R

17 Bl BMBIZxF LC, FMT O BMEH O SV (Table 3-1) S HE S L7z A
r N BT MR OEEEEE (Table 3-1) OBIfRAEF7=, EOREFE 2015 4
4 H, 201545 H, 2013 4E005 2015 4E00 6 H 12431 T Fig. 3-5 1R Lz, A
T SV EREFBEICHBERBEMRRH 008005, Fm, HBINCRERENE
WEEFER SV R REL RDMHEAA RGN, 4 b 6 HETO 1 fllikdH 7
D DTS % & b oI HIFADERH L RS &, T £41-67.59 dB, -58.78 dB,
49.45dB L2V HIZKEZ 2o T olo, A7 U X THEF OV RXED/N
Ehotc 4 AT, G11) AnSRDZAT My XTHADO TS LR —EL
TWe, LoL, A7 MU F IR ORI ENRRELS< kDL, (3.11) AT

RO TS EDENKEL IpoTz,
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Black-net

-40
O Apr./2015
[] May/2015
1A Jun./2013-2015 4
~ A L’
m
N .
~ -50 - SV=101logp - 49.45 s
:> a e
N et
B A
— e
% .77 SV=10logp-58.78
'60 T // A Q
é) ,/’ ﬁ ] ’l" ’:"O
- 5o %
A SV=101log p- 67.59
‘70 T T L B B B | T T T T T T T 1] T
0.01 0.1 1 10
Fish density p;, (ind.m)
Fig. 3-5 Relationship between the measured SV and the fish density in different
months.
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3-2-3 BERRICEYHTE L-REHE

20154F 4 H,20154F 5 H,2013 4025 2015 D 6 HDT — % & % £12(3.8)
KEHWTRDTZAT b X T HEMAITHT S FMT OFREZNFE % Fig. 3-6 IR L
7o 22T (3.8) Aoy 1 IRMETHONIEHEXEEL S L2 (3.11) X
L ORDI-, ZORER, BESNTAT MU X THAOFENRIT 0.1 205 0.9
F T L=, £77, Fig. 3-6 T/RLIZX DT, FHREXEDOEILITHE D BRER
ROBAOMANEI R VAT 4 v 7 B CiERld 5 2 LN TE7 (R>=0.83),
ESNern A7 ¢y 7EYERT 3.12) XeroTz,

1
q= 1+e—2-33+0.08FL (3.12)

WIZ, 17 FOREFEBR CHREINT- A by X T Hifa% 10 mm [FRT 6
DOOEREREFIZ/ T, (3.10) X&EHAWTERBIFSN (R>=0.90) #17\, KK
BERRA DERAEN A2 HEE L72 (Table 3-2) . HEE SN BN R ILE R MR
CT0.08~099 2L, WTFHDMEDS p EIFELS (p<0.001), (3.10) TR
TETFIVTAEE LW Sz, £72, Fig 3-6 1R L7 R & AR EN K&

722 EBREDRPIRT T2 Z LavRESni,
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FMT Black-net

1.0 T
= o 4= 1 1 ¢-233+0.08FL
:0.8 -
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5 0.6 - O
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1 Q
g 04 -
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53 0.2 - %o
- OO ™.
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Fig. 3-6  Estimated sampling efficiency ¢ for mean fork length of juvenile walleye

pollock caught. The dotted line is an approximate curve.
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Table 3-2 Estimated catch efficiency of FMT for each length class

Fork length 95% Confidence interval for ¢

range (mm) P Lower bound Upper bound
10-20 0.99 <0.001 0.89 1.10
20-30 0.65 <0.001 0.49 0.97
30-40 0.56 <0.001 0.47 0.69
40-50 0.33 <0.001 0.31 0.34
50-60 0.27 <0.001 0.26 0.28
60-70 0.08 <0.001 0.08 0.08
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3-3 R
3-3-1 EEDEDODHRERKEE

AWFFETIE, A7 U X THRAZ G EEERZ O LT FMT O84S
REWE LT, TORE, WM LIk REDHE (Fig. 3-6) & IREMHARA
DEHENF (Table 3-2) WFHIZEN T HEE ORI VME T4 248705
REN, MEOMEAM S —FH LT\, ZORTFORKE LT, A7 hy X T
FROWEKRE S R DREBR L TND B X HiLd, A (2002) X FMT %
DT R &l AR 4 28 2 THBERE R Z1TV), " AU VEE Y
INE T DANREENMERIZIH L THE N 2 AR Lz, 20K 5 kR
A DERRE N NERE IRV H B4 5720 & LTWb, £7=, Ryer and Olla (2000)
X, A7 U X THBADWBITH T D ATENIRTEIC LD b ORRENT &
AR LTS, AWFFETIE, BRI TEM 15m L% (Table 3-1) TiTdoN T
BV, SHICTV—TENENIEHHY, MO KOEETHEL N FER7RIR
WRBTRhoTle BN D, —MICKBITEREREDOLELZZITOT, &
LIREMENPHRTE DRPUCH D, MAHRR LTz BT, RIEERDS /N E A X
D BRVIEIKRE ) R O720, LV mWEIG T CEX /2B 2 bbb,

% Z T, Barkley (1972) DIREL1=FT/VAHSNT, AFZETHEE Sz
REZNRINO A7 b0 F T HEFRORE R 5 RSB ORE 2315 5,

Barkley (1972) E7 /MdE/NOBEREp 2 24) Ko X HIck Lz, FRANDH
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BOSERBEX 1R ATERE D,

(1—\/5)<R /UZ—Ue2>

X, = (3.13)

Ue

FMT OfAIX2 m X 2 mOGETHL0, ZI T, RIZ—HOF57 Im
YL R LT OMERERBET D, A7 b U X THEBOBEGREEIZ OV T,
Ryer and Olla (1997) 2MEEERF 2B W THEMAR O 1.0~2.2 £F (K& 60~75 mm)
ThdIEERLTWND, BERED A OPREEE IR RIEKEE VW & B
BB T2, IRREEE 2 R 22X (AR LAE L TR b U ¥ THEF DK DX
SRR A RO 7GR % Fig. 3-7 1R L7c, ZOME Y EXE 10~60 mm O A4
N2 T RO S EEBEIT 2.7~10.2 m & HEE S 4172, Zhang and Arimoto (1993)
%, KK 100 mm O 5 b7 X T OIROEREEFHIFED b 2 OWRERREZ 2~
13mOFHEHELTEY, AERLIZEH L7z, T, KEICLOVHE
ST OGS EEBE O AL OB TR TR 5 Z £ A TE T2 (R*=0.90),

WK HE S & HEREE S 72 B A IR E B DR BEFSIC & » TED % A,
FRCHRBENTREZER O L X T 5, FEBRIL, BEEXMFICL>TAT
N X THROMI T DRISHERRD LV HRELH D FEHRD, 1999), L
ML, BEERMAIIERICEDL TERT 52 L bE WV, Ko, BR D (2008)

HAWIZERER, RIS L VEESN D AT U X THEFDIRENP RE S ED
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HT LR LTND, LR~ T, HERDOFMRREEZE T 5 e &NRHED 72

0, B[] 70 Lk % T SR CHRPERBNC RN REHEE T 2B E N H D,
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FMT Black-net
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Fig. 3-7 Estimated reaction distance for mean fork length of pollock caught in each
haul which was estimated by Barkley’s model. The dashed line is an approximate

curve.
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3-3-2 BEERBICIVYBESINIBENEOHERE

ARETIE, 1 RIORMIZBNT, EMTIZE VSO EEREEE L, 20K
ROMNOHEOND E oy, , BLY, FHEAEETHE OIS BTN O
YS, MORENFEERET D HEEARE Uiz, S 512, ZHERMEETT 5 56
FHEAGRE CHE O NS, 2 BRI, FMT IZK 056l i L
FREMAR Doy OFEZ TS E 2 EEFAUC K 0 (KRBESRB] O BE )=
EMETEDLZ L &R LT, 1720, RFIETIEEEEROLE ) HEEE O
EICHBEREY 525, TIT, TOEBBPRESROHEMIC L OREDE
B /E U S50 OV TRERNT L7,

F9, SVOLEMI L LREDROHETEREZZET D, SVITIER 1 325 A
— M BTV OREND DT a—RETHY, KESMN—EDOLE, EEHK
FBEOEEE LTS 2N TE D (HiE, 2000), LAL, ARIORMILET
HRCEE 3 [ d D WNE 4 BT S 7223, BREINTA T F U X T OEE (2015
6 ALIAL) (X 2~3 5D %E%E R L7z (Table3-1), ZOHERD—>& LT, SSL
NOEMZH DR NEZ HiD, £72, 20154 6 HIZBW\WTIE, Ria1T-
MR TTREDIRS, WhE L, MRS ARLERLE o7, ZO XD RUFTEERERICE
WTHE, RBICW DAY O NEE) LT WO T, SSL NO AW 554
DWVITS BIZKREL RS TWEAREMED N ® 5, Szalay er al. (2007) 1%, ~X—

U2 THERENC RS D b u—) Ui & 5T — 2 ORIV T, @O EBA
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B ONDKEFPHZ T, EE~y Fe—7 OB OB CThib @ OHEBENE D
N5 EamLic, AETIE, V—7KEUHEEREZHA LT, SEEE s
MHEERED LT 1 m OFFAD SV Z@GEICHEE Lz, LvL, EEOSME
FEOMR Y BARENGS, FESHIEOREDN SV OREL AL RN H 5, =
B 2 OOERNFHEMGEE L FMTIZL 5 SVOR—FKIZo%0n 5 L Bbhs,
F T, AEAFETE LN Y SV OEENIT S, FREDROHEEED
Eahz (3.8) XTH~T, TOME, SVR-3dB225H+3dB £T1dB T 2%k
T 5L, HEE SN DBENRIZZNZET 200%, 158%, 126%, 100%, 79%, 63%,

50%272 5 2 ERbmnoTe, DFV, SVR3 dBEDLD L, HIE I DHEREL
PRIL2MGEDLDLZ LD, LIz o>T, BEDFEOMEREZEDHT-DIC
1T, RMEEOREZEDD L LIS, SR TORMERZHECTLER D
HTEA9,

WIZ, TS DETNC L HBREDEOHERFAE L ZEET L, AR TILHE % (2005)
INIREEIEIC LV IE L2 TS OBy FAREN BB TS (1980) A i H
L7, ¥ TS Z#RHT DS, A7 b UK T HEROWEIKEEA 0 5341 73 K1)z
KB -5 IR A2 157 OUIRTESL D ANISHE 5 & 0E L TR AT T,
RO EEMIL, £ OZFEAY FRIMEITKFEL, TS OLBER L 720 &
EHEBREOHE I B L5 2% (M, 1994), Home (2003) 1%, 7225004
FECRBEEE OEEROMIZA 7 U 4T OWREBITIA B AZNEL,

FEAEKETMZHFF L2 2R LT, F7-, Abeeral (2004) 1%, BX
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R 5~10cm DA77 b0 2T HER DB B 5540 DA -20° 275 107 F
T, BEERAEL 55 1D 25 EFTIETRY TS 0L EFH L 2 A,
VTS DAL 3 dB R TH D &WE Lic, £/, /IMSVWMEKRD TS OfEH
PRI, REWEEREIDE< 252 L bR LT, K 10~70 mm ORI, HH
L7 JE# % 38 kHz DR L RRETH Y, 2D TS OfFAFHEITH F 0 §i< 72
HRVD T, HEKEBICL DTS DXL DX IEHEV REL BN EZZ BND,
A7 U FTHEFD TS IZOWTIE, HZ (2005) 23RN EK FL &4 TS O
MR AEZRDTOEN, hofafEicoVTlE, FTBETTALEZHAWT TS ZH#E
Lichlie End D, 2T, BEDNFEZ RO DEEICHND TS & LTHEH TS X
FBETNVNOHE L TS #BAT 55 A72 8T, REMNEN L OREELS)
THNEREFT 5, HHET /O TIE, Stanton BIER L= AIEAD TS H#E
EZHANW SN D REREAE RO A R2AET L (PSM) ZH % (Stanton,
1989 ; Stanton, 1994a), PSM /X7 A — & |22\ L Coyle and Pinchuk (2002)
MG L TEY, EOE SIIEED 0.1975 %, EOREIIEORE X0 0.9154 % &
L7z, ¥£72, Clay and Horne (1994) O#EITIES N T, ZEROFHE % 1.24 kg/m?,
WK D FE % 1030 kg/m?, ZEHHEH % 345 m/s, MEKEHZ 1490 m/s, ZE5 & i
KOBEELTHD g LR L MEDHERHE TH D h &L EH g=0.0012, h=0.22
ELTET MM LT, THH%E 2013 4L 2014 FFOT —ZIZEA L, W&
TS & HEE SN ERENR D 7% Table 3-3 12" LTz, ZDF LY, PSM TRD

TS, & EH%ZE (2005) TRDETS, D72 (TS; —TS,) 1%3.29~3.71 dB Th -
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T, TSy AU CHEE LIEREZNRILTS, Z6EH L THEE Lo BEME X
D 2.13~235fFRE Moz, BEETNEM D &RV RHEFRCAREE O K
HI7 MM 2T 2 2 & TE D0, FEOESY A XIZHB T HREOE N TS
OHEEIZEE LV, (KR & TS OB ERIIIRD 5 TRV IIERER)

KOHEEIZZ OBREOEND D Z LICEBRTRETH D,
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Table 3-3 Change of catch efficiency with the variation of TS using different models

FL TS(dB)
Haul No. Year/Month q1/9-
(mm) TS, * TS, **
1 2013/Jun. 45.44 -52.99 -56.56 2.28
2 2013/Jun. 50.24 -52.11 -55.40 2.13
3 2013/Jun. 44.16 -53.23 -56.89 2.32
4 2014/Jun. 43.74 -53.32 -57.00 2.34
5 2014/Jun. 43.31 -53.40 -57.12 2.35
6 2014/Jun. 43.49 -53.37 -57.07 2.34

* TS, 1s averaged TS estimated by PSM equation
** . TS, 1s averaged TS estimated by Sadayasu (2005) equation
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3-3-3 BRLEBRAFRMICKS5FEDHFEDORKRET

ARETIIXHRTHDL AT MU X THANAEMATHD Z L5 38kHz DH—
AR VT FMT OEREZRZHEE L TV D03, hoJEiide vz L &
DEENROHEE IOV TELET D,

Fig. 3-8 {278k L7= X 9 1T A% 38, 120, 200 kHz @ 3 &Iz L v SV &3k
O, SGAEMNCRGER TS %52 THREDNSREHEIE L, AW O JE BEURFIE D
ENROWEICH X2 D BEBLE LT, 22T, BERICLVHEE LI Eik
BEpr, LEETT L (PSM) THEE Liza,, OREEHEES,, "tEMEHKZ A
WCHIE L7zS, ZFMS, EMES, R L7727 — 2132015 44 H~6 A O
BRTHD,

FHRMITIIT D 3 B OER SV & HEE SV %4 Table 3-4 (Z7% L7z, Table 3-4
AL &, BRMIOWTIRS, LHEIES, OER BT, ORI
WX THERRDLZ BTN D,

Fig. 3-9 3% B SEICE s, &HEfs, 2 DHEE LR L IR R DB
BRERLIZLDOTHD, EORME TS FL AR E L 2D EBREEMEL 722
DT ENTIND, £z, RERETHEBEED R D EXZREMD TS 1AL
THOTHE SNDBERR LR D,

Fig. 3-9 & L5 &, B3/ NUEAR TIiX 38 kHz & 200 kHz, KRAUEL CIX

38 kHz & 120 kHz OFERNE < —FH L Tz, BRAIZIE, B XE 16 mm Fif
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O/NUfEL (Haul No.1~4) & 30 mm A% O HHAEK (Haul No.5~8) Tl
38 kHz & 200 kHz OFELHETIZF U Th 573, 120 kHz TIFEREZNHEDIV

SIholz, TNHORMEGEONTY Y IV ERELIEEZ A, %7 AN
ZLBESN TV, Fig 3-10 ICHEH @M T 77 N oD TS OJEHEs
Pea R LTZhS, Zivae D & 120 kHz (IZ381F 5437 JFHD TS 14 38 kHz <° 200
kHz £V R&EWR, A7 U X THMD TS ITEKRIC L > THE L Z L2
Wizsh, FHI SV KT DA FT IFORENRERY, TOREE 120kHz
DEENEINSSHEES NI EZ X Bz, 2K L, JBXE 50 mm Fiff

O RFEUE A (Haul No.9~11) T, 38 kHz & 120 kHz OFENRMEITE L L,
200 kHz TIXHEFRE o7, ZNIERERETEYM T T 7 F oD TS BRE
<D Z ENEKEE 2 Bz (Fig. 3-10),

SRS (1999) 1%, ALBEALE A AMBICISNWT, XTI ERAT MU X TF
HEFDNRAET D SSL @ SV % 38, 50, 120 kHz @ 3 EEECHIEL, A7 h¥
FTFHERDZ OHLRIE A7 SFDR LS LY SV NREL, oJE R
MDOZIZHE D oD, A7 IFENRZ WA TILEEEIZE SV B KREL
LT EEWE LI, £z, &5 (2016) [TMLKIEEL O AWHEIZ ISV T SSL
FEUAL, FERAEIC X0 EREES B 0, EN S 38 kHz THRL SR
HEELE IR A OB TH Y, A X7 ISHIL 200 kHz £V 120 kHz O F5 5358
<, WHZHA T HEIE 120 kHz KV 200 kHz O 0388 - 7= L i LT %,

L7=moC, Az LCE, 3EEEOF T, 38 kHz LB 77 0 7
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DB EZTICSWEF R D, e, RERETIIHER OO Y A X3
RAICHART/AESL<S 20, TS OFEMMENH 2%, LIeRn> T, ek oHf o

BEMREZHEETHT-ODRB NI E L TC38kHz "N ZYTHHEEZ BN,
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Table 3-4 A comparison of measured SV by echo-sounder and

estimated SV calculated using PSM model and net sampling

Haul Measured SV (dB) Estimated SV (dB)

No. 38kHz 120kHz 200kHz 38kHz 120kHz 200kHz

1 -61.37 -56.81 -62.13 -51.77 -53.14 -53.54
2 -5992 -58.74 -61.84 -51.68 -53.04 -53.42
3 -63.27 -61.56 -64.57 -5591 -57.25 -57.64
4 -63.52 -61.76 -65.05 -56.05 -57.42 -57.38I
5 -65.07 -64.11 -66.50 -60.09 -61.09 -61.36
6 -5998 -59.04 -61.36 -55.55 -56.55 -56.82
7 -64.27 -63.20 -64.87 -58.96 -59.98 -60.25
8§ -61.37 -60.39 -61.70 -58.57 -59.56 -59.83
9 -67.11 -6840 -69.81 -67.87 -68.64 -68.83
10 -55.26 -56.23 -58.36  -56.57 -57.32 -57.52
11 -45.63 -46.68 -48.43  -46.68 -47.42 -47.61
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Fig. 3-9  Estimated sampling efficiency ¢ for mean folk length of pollock caught in
each haul using 38 kHz (O) ,120kHz (A) ,200kHz (X) ,respectively.
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Fig. 3-10 TS frequency characteristics for different target organism.
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3-3-4 AMRICEHIBREDRORZ LM

AHFFETHF BT BT OB R, KRR OERELH I LV 95%1F
X[ % Fig. 3-11 (R LT, & RMEEOREDNRIT, KREWRIRERD RO
5% EFXMICTIZIE B Lz, £/, AIREERICK LT, X6 2ENKE
<, WEBEINT 2 LBTEo o2&/ haL otz

REFSRABERENRD 5% EHEXEZ LD &, #MAFTTICWDEE 10~30
mm D A7~ E THEDOKREIIRE SN DD, (KR 60~70mm D AT v
FIHEFUT L ERRE LBEINRNWZ L1225, 2, REOKREWVHM
FEHEAREZEZ LTV E2RLTWND,

Siwabessy et al. (2000) (%, FEA—A b7 U 7 OALVEMiiz1F 2 fEREICE
W, FHRAPREEIC X D mEAES T BEUREL (sp) OBMPEM L EIE b r—/LZ &
DR R D EE S hvies, OHEEME A i L7z, W OMmITIEIE—E L
72, BEICIADWEME b — W X AHEEMEDORNTIZN2 0 OZRIFRD
b, ZOEEZLTEOLTERII N — /M XDHEEICERA SIS TS R b
—IVOBREDROEBNRE 2 bivle, 22T, HEAFEECHLIZFEN SV
PERENERE 1L LTROEHER SV, B X OMKER#RE OBREZ R THTE L
7o SV OH# & 17> 7 (Fig. 3-12), BERRAME L THEE L7oHEE L7z SV
(X, FEHISVIZIEL 72V, REDROMIEDOHRIIAS N TH 5,

WEDH 7 (Gadus morhua) % X5 & U7-WE6]ClE, E2IC L HHIEHE &

- 60 -



fr— W2 K DHEEMD, BZl, i, A X7 TR, BESAM, RE, B
Fe— L ORMEHEHHREICL > TREL BRI ENHESNALTNDS
(Michalsen et al., 1996 ; Hjellvik et al., 2003 ; Gauthier and Rose, 2005), %7,
Doray et al. (2010) (F~A 7 (Merluccius merluccius) 73 & DEAFMIAITHRT 2
P — LOZNRPBK TEHE L EZRD Z & 2R LT, AFETIE, KEIZRE
M2 FAWTA 7 by X THEFIZRTT D FMT OFENREHEE L7122, #R4E
RO FBEERNT AR BN, BREER, BRI EL2IE2H72 % O T, FMT
DEBMEZRET D720I201F, L ORBERTTL2LERH D,

NS OFBFERIIAEYORRE & EBICERT 570, MRAMEITKT 58
EHOREDREREMRBANHEE TEIIE, ZOBEDOKIYEMIEIC

KT 22N TELTHA D,
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Fig. 3-11 Comparison of the estimated sampling efficiency with the fork length of
juvenile walleye pollock caught by haul in this study (open circle, estimates by
haul; solid circle, estimates by multiple regression; dashed line, 95% confidence

interval for q).
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O Samplilng efﬁcielllcy assumed as 1

/\ Estimated efficiency in this stu

)

s -50
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M e _
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_70 I I
-70 -60 -50 -40

Measured SV (dB)

Fig. 3-12 A comparison of measured SV and estimated SV under the assumption of
catch efficiency as 1 (circles), with estimated SV obtained from the estimated

catch efficiency in this study (triangles).
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B4E BERFUHFRARKREOEKEDERIZEZ S
2

ARSI RE L, AWl LS8 1 T, @R R
AIRE R AR R BRE B2 MW TAEM A BRE LTIG, £ OBRENFRITAMRIZ
LW (EERR, 2007), LU, FEEOAMBIIEROER LT 5, ZDE
RERE LT, REEOHE, HHEEE R L USRAY O LR &35
F oD, BERDIE, FMT T X 5 RAEHERIERERR TRDIZA T h o & THE
B (PR RE 17mm) OEEEEE S, FHEAEECHIE L SV i CHRYE(L
L L7z & 2 A, BMEEE 2kt T 045 B/m?, 3kt TO.7 2/Mm’, 4kt T13/2
fm? L7, RAEEEOWEINE & ITEEBEE BN T 52 2Rz, £
72, Ttayaetal (2007) (X, "F DA TIFEHED X I FA4 T L OEEIZBWTHE
RN RE <, 2D, RAHENES RO EREBENE<RD T & &R
L7c, ZAUE, Barkley ORI 360, £ B OB TS AL & A ok
WEHREE & OB TR T2 Z & 2R LT D,

—J7, MUTFICHRIC L0 BEBOMM 258 L TR TEI 21T 9, Doray et
al. (2010) (%, MEELEFEFIETHELZAEAYEL DLLZHNTAA 2
(Merluccius merluccius) 72 & DJEAFFEIZX T 5 b a— L OENREZHE L,
BN AT OBRENENE L @ L2 s Lz, 72 Rakowitz et al.

(2012) 1%, 2 A% —DIDSON Z{#H/H LT, ha—/LOMEORI;FIZV
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LEHOTE A B L, KR (6%) L0 bEM (44%) OB EREERISDOFEIE
W<, MEREOEWNVPNZOEZGI SR T AR LT, £/, ICES ®
Zooplankton methodology manual (Harris RP et al., 2000) T, x50 kke
Dl T DO, ALWEOTREROMH 28T, O EORER 2 v
HEEHRL TS, LAL, Jizaeral (2012) (2L 5 &, BRIC, Bl
H& B CIES N2 R 5 B0y N OREDEOLKEZIT, 3—R Y
7 v 3—F (Perca fluviatilis) , /~A 7 /~N—F (Sander lucioperca) , 7 7
(Gymnocephalus cernua), =2 A FtOFFAITB T, EEREEESCERICHARR
P A E S AAY e AN
ZDOE T, ANEEOREERIIZIEIZ D272, FMT 2 W HREDE
BMEZIRGET 2720121F, BRx RERESRM & AR OBMRZ L <MD LER
bbb, TIT, KETIIAT MUFITHMENRE LT, BRONEREE, @i

h, BIORMHEED FMT ORENRICE 2 DB % T,
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4-1 KAk
4-1-1 HWifsE

ST DM D FMT & WA ERIE SRR 1T, 201346 H, 201446 A,
BLO20154E 5 H~6 HIZ, AbHRERE KB I W T, bl K5 /K e
FERAE A O LB ALE W TITo 72,

i L7 FMT Oftkk, HBMERE ORI, W 7V Oie 835 3 % L FH
KThd, HIZITERALFAGAD 2 L AW (Fig 4-1), M RIERE
FERTITRMEMEIT 3 /> MIH—L, BEAMEMT 3 BRMELR%, &ZVO
HEHLSIZ R > T, H B AEHICIRY B2 T BE—HMCTHON3 FRME L7,
MM AR R, BEICEFAGMEMT 12 H, BT 126, KHEICE
HEafEH T 9 B, BAMEH T FoOF 42 B 77,

F 7= A RIEBAE X, [FYERIC VT, 2015 42 4 A ~5 Al B ek

DIZHNT, 2kt T3\, 3kt T3[E], 4kt TI12FEDOE 18 [FfT -7,
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IO

Fig. 4-1 FMT with black net (upper) and cyan net (lower).
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4-1-2 BET—3DINER L BT

FET — 21X, O LBMICHE I B 38 kHz OFFEAEK EK60
(SIMRAD, Kongsberg, Norway) % AV T, 2S/LA1E 1.024 ms, 2$/L ARE
Is T, PREE3m 2> DI £ 7213 E 500 m £ TA#HPH & LTIk L7,

FRT — 2 OB, KPP EET — 2P Y 7 7 =7 Echoview 4.0
(Myriax, Australia) Z MV, REHOE DI RMGHEE 2212, FMT X v
N O RAEEEEE 2 5 4 m OWE T, WHIBRAAED H&E & LIF E TORPH O RFE
% ITHELIRE (SV) 2R LT,

A N U H T HEFI KT DRI BRESRIC (3.8) AW THEE L
oo F12, AT MU ETHAD TS IV T LOREEZIEIC G11) Rickv &

H L7z,
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4-2 R
4-2-1 BREAABIELHEMEICEIEEEMDRFE

BEED FMT ORI, PREMAEEE, 3 L ORI SV % Table 4-1 |T7R
T, BREMEAREUL, 2013 450X 23~4402 2, 2014 41X 0~872 &, 2015 41X 0
~6794 R Th o 7o, KB IT D B8%&H, MaHER] OB AEE AL A Fig. 4-2
(R LT WTROFERIZEW TS, HHETITRAMEIC L 25RERENF A
B LV 2o 73, BEITMAINICKE 22T ootz BRER
Bic Gz oot L BH - KR OKBEZ N D10 A 7 U X THERD
BRAERE LMo & BRI/ O 2 FK T ZIohdE 2 o 217 - 7 (Table 4-2)
F72, 201545 AIZHOWTIHENICRMEAT > TWRN- 72D T, Mo 1
LR T 21T > 7= (Table 4-2), £ DR, 2015 4F 6 H 2R &2 THHE
BRCp <005 L7220, Ml RBREOHERZE L ZEAFANRD b, HE
RBEICRWEEBE 252 L Rbholz, &b, REERICERENRb-T-
2013 4 & 2014 FFIZHOWTHMER RO 21T o7& 25 (Table 4-3), E[HIC
BWTHEADNRITTH< (p > 0.05), BKFORRIDNFHIRANF MR S
7= (p<0.02),

KIZ, RCORETHOLNTAYT U X THMOKRE A%, BRI, W
tRINZ Fig. 4-3~Fig. 4-6 '~ L7Tc, BESNTZAT MU X THRDYEL R E &

AR ZEIL 2013 4E 6 HI2B W T, TNEFN 318 + 54mm (BFE/EA), 31.8
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+ 49mm (BE/FAG), 46.6 = 101 mm (ER/EM), 351 = 6.6 mm (&
MW/EHE) Tholz, 20144 6 HIZB\WTIE, £ F1 383 = 5.0 mm (&
[F/8E), 31,6 = 10.0mm (BH/FHE), 43.6 £ 49mm (BH/EE), 405
+ S4mm (KE/FAM) THolz, 201545 HIZBW L, T 273 =+
32mm (BM/RE), 279 + 3.7mm (Bf/EFARE) Thovz, 201546 HIZ
BWTIE, ££N 507 = 6.0mm (Ef/FE), 497 £ 58 mm (KRHE/FHH
) ThHolz,

wiz, Bl FAAMECRE SN AT N U X THEBOIKRE S/ O
WOERERET DD, aALEITa7-2AI V) 7TRE (KS BE) 217-7-
£ 2% (Table 4-4), WHNIMEHDOEIZ K > THRESHNABEICR/RD 2 L AUR
Ehiz (p<0.01), Fig 4-3, Fig. 4-4, Fig. 4-6 | R LI-AESHiE D &, &
ElCR W TR OO 3 E AL v b, AEORSWEREZERET S

FIASERD BT 8, BRI G DM NE X B K& AR DL o 12,
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Table 4-1 Summary of towing conditions of FMT

in different survey times and net colors

Haul No. Year/Month Day/Night Net color Towing (.iuration Warp length Towing depth (?atch Prr N\

(min) (m) (m) (ind) (indm?®) (dB)

1 2013/Jun. Day Black 10 150 40 140 0.02 -61.25
2 2013/Jun. Day Black 10 150 40 23 <0.01 -63.63
3 2013/Jun. Day Black 10 150 40 28  <0.01 -67.02
4 2013/Jun. Day Cyan 10 150 40 49  <0.01 -58.24
5 2013/Jun. Day Cyan 10 150 40 92 0.02 -56.55
6 2013/Jun. _ Day Cyan 10 150 40 31  <0.01 -60.48
7 2013/Jun. Night Black 10 25 8 1730 039 -54.46
8 2013/Jun. Night Black 10 30 8 3094 0.83 -49.92
9 2013/Jun. Night Black 10 25 8 4402 1.13 -49.29
10 2013/Jun. Night Cyan 10 25 8 937 0.09 -53.96
11 2013/Jun. Night Cyan 10 30 7 795 0.09 -51.33
12 2013/Jun.  Night Cyan 10 25 7 1264 032 -51.93
13 2014/Jun. Day Black 5 99 35 4 <0.01 -57.38
14 2014/Jun. Day Black 5 130 34 4 <0.01 -5495
15 2014/Jun. Day Black 5 160 36 6 <0.01 -54.59
16 2014/Jun. Day Cyan 5 140 36 3 <0.01 -5435
17 2014/Jun. Day Cyan 5 150 39 0 <001 -57.56
18 2014/Jun.  Day Cyan 5 150 37 3  <0.01 -54.23
19 2014/Jun. Night Black 5 40 9 872 028 -56.47
20 2014/Jun. Night Black 5 46 11 469 0.15 -58.53
21 2014/Jun. Night Black 5 41 11 471 0.15 -58.54
22 2014/Jun. Night Cyan 5 55 9 66 0.03  -54.65
23 2014/Jun. Night Cyan 5 48 12 119 0.03 -51.54
24 2014/Jun.  Night Cyan 5 50 13 90 0.04 -55.37
25 2015/May Day Black 5 156 38 150 0.03 -66.54
26 2015/May Day Black 5 140 36 86 0.03  -66.96
27 2015/May Day Black 5 144 36 69 0.02 -67.12
28 2015/May Day Cyan 5 161 35 166 0.04 -65.17
29 2015/May Day Cyan 5 158 37 181 0.04 -63.25
30 2015/May Day Cyan 5 184 45 187 0.04 -54.90
31 2015/Jun. Day Black 5 164 33 2 <001 -59.81
32 2015/Jun. Day Black 5 154 39 0 <0.01 -58.14
33 2015/Jun. Day Black 5 227 85 0 <0.01 -58.04
34 2015/Jun. Day Cyan 5 105 27 3 <0.01 -59.80
35 2015/Jun. Day Cyan 5 170 37 1 <00l -61.69
36 2015/Jun. _ Day Cyan 5 146 34 2 <0.01 -60.92
37 2015/Jun.  Night Black 5 46 8 44 0.02 -50.52
38 2015/Jun. Night Black 5 36 9 646 028 -47.76
39 2015/Jun.  Night Black 5 51 11 6794 240 -47.20
40 2015/Jun. Night Cyan 5 49 12 399 0.16 -52.06
41 2015/Jun.  Night Cyan 5 49 10 525 023 -48.59
42 2015/Jun.  Night Cyan 5 64 13 1898 0.74  -48.92
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Table 4-2 Analysis of variance on the number of catch

in different survey times and netting colors

Time Source df Sum of Squares ~ Mean Square  F -ration p-value
Time 1 11719657 11719657 25.36 <0.01
2013 Color 1 3254167 3254167 7.04 0.03
Tun, TimexColor 1 3214710 3214710 6.96 0.03
Error 8 3696717 462090
Total 11 21885250
Time 1 356041 356041 26.09 <0.01
014 Color 1 198919 198919 14.58 <0.01
Tun, TimexColor 1 194820 194820 14.28 <0.01
Error 8 109155 13644
Total 11 858935
2015 Color 1 8740 8740 9.00 0.04
Error 4 3883 971
May
Total 5 12623
Time 1 8837400 8837400 2.41 0.16
2015 Color 1 1808080 1808080 0.49 0.50
Tun, TimexColor 1 1814296 1814296 0.50 0.50
Error 8 29290276 3661285
Total 11 41750053
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Table 4-3 Analysis of variance on the simple main effect

in different survey times and netting colors

Time Towing condition Variable df  Sum of Squares Mean Square ~ F -ration p-value
Black Time 1 13605204 13605204 15.21 0.02
Error 4 3579067 894767
Cyan Time 1 1329163 1329163 45.19 <0.01
2013 Error 4 117649 29412
Day Color 1 60 60 0.02 0.89
Error 4 10717 2679
Night Color 1 6468817 6468817 7.02 0.06
Error 4 3685999 921500
Time 1 538801 538801 20.00 0.01
Black
Error 4 107741 26935
Cyan Time 1 12060 12060 34.10 <0.01
2014 Error 4 1415 354
Day Color 1 11 11 4.92 0.09
Error 4 9 2
. Color 1 393728 393728 14.43 0.02
Night
Error 4 109147 27287
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Table 4-4 The results of KS test on fork length distribution

in different netting colors

Date Day/Night D p-value Null hypothesis
2013 Jun.  Day 0.096 0.37 Acceptance
2013 Jun.  Night 0.533 <0.01 Rejection
2014 Jun.  Night 0.258 <0.01 Rejection
2015 May Day 0.093 0.09 Acceptance
2015 Jun.  Night 0.123 <0.01 Rejection
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Fig. 4-2 Average number of catch in different towing conditions.
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Fig. 4-3 Comparison of length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock

caught by FMT in different netting colors during daytime and nighttime in June

2013.
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Fig. 4-4 Comparison of length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock

caught by FMT in different netting colors during nighttime in June 2014.

=77 -



YA )
oS O O

Frequency (%)
S 3

—
S

S

E L] ECyan
! 3 |Black

50 60 70

Fork length (mm)

80

Fig. 4-5 Comparison of length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock

caught by FMT in different netting colors during daytime in May 2015.
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Fig. 4-6  Comparison of length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock

caught by FMT in different netting colors during nighttime in June 2015.

-79 -



4-2-2 BRIBEEDEWNICLZFELEMOEHH

WAT, BN O i FZBRIC I 1T D FMT ORIk & 92l SV % Table 4-5
(2R, LA RSB AR E, 4 A1 1204~5040 J2 (B #/4 kt) , 896~19616
B (/3 kt), 8729~19891 & (f&[#/4 kt), 5 A 1% 1654~4932 & (/4 kt),
1059~3968 & (K[2kt) Th-oto, A7 b U T HADKE D A/ S
4 HIZBWWT, HETIH Akt IZKDBREREENA 3kt KV Ehote, £FL
4 kt TH, KEICHEITDHEFEEHPBRM LY 00T, —F, AT hUE T
HEDERENREL 25 5 HIZBWTIE, KETH 4kt & 2kt (ZH T DEREM
IR e hr o T,

WIZ, BRI E 2 2 WA LR ORE L ST 572012, &%
HETORERIZHOVWT Tl B HOIT 21T > 72 (Table 4-6) & 25, &HIZ
BOTITHRMEEE 2kt, 3kt, 4kt) BORERIZEDRNHDHZ &L (p>0.05) 7
bhrole, iz, mHEEM (4 k) OBEE, BREOBERIZENRHD Z L
MR SNz (p=0.07).

WIZ, BRETHONTIEAT NU X THADKRE ML, B - KH, REHE
JE4EIZ 43 1) T Fig. 4-7~Fig. 4-9 \ZR LT, BRESNTZ AT N U X TR D)
X E L EREFAET, 201544 ATl 2161 = 2.8 mm (/A3 k),
168 = 5.0 mm (K[#/4kt), 154 £ 2.6 mm (BW/4 k) TH-o7=, 201545

AT, 306 = 5.0mm (&H/M4kt), 301 £ 5.6mm (&[RE/2kt) T
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bofe, Fi 4kt OEIEEMTIL, BAE ST HERO LI R (TARH HE O£
LRIV ETFRE DT,

W, REOHHTGIROZEREZRET D722, aLEITnT-AIL ) 7K
E (KS WiE) #1T->7 (Tabled-7), = DFER, KENIRMHEEN R ->TH
EEDMZER 72N & (p >0.05), L4 kt O EELME TIZEE O 0

BHEIVEENRRENWZ ERbroT,
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Table 4-5 Summary of towing condition of FMT in different towing speeds

};?ul Year/Month Day/Night

Towing speed Warp length Towing depth Catch

Prr

SV

0 (kt) (m) (m) (ind) (indm™) (dB)
1 2015/Apr. Day 4 151 18 5040 093 -63.00
2 2015/Apr. Day 4 161 18 4048 0.77 -65.14
3 2015/Apr. Day 4 174 19 1204 024 -67.39
4 2015/Apr. Night 3 84 11 19616 544  -59.17
5 2015/Apr. Night 3 74 10 1182 0.58 -67.00
6 2015/Apr. Ngiht 3 61 8 896 0.36 -66.00
7 2015/Apr. Night 4 131 12 19891 541 -60.50
8 2015/Apr. Night 4 114 8 9894 1.96 -63.93
9 2015/Apr. Night 4 150 12 8729 2.02 -63.71
10 2015/May Night 4 131 13 1654 0.29 -58.60
11 2015/May Night 4 121 12 4932 0.81 -59.82
12 2015/May Night 4 96 8 1673 0.82 -58.32
13 2015/May Night 2 32 7 1059 0.36 -58.02
14 2015/May Night 2 46 12 3968 0.38 -58.62
15 2015/May Night 2 45 13 2042 036 -60.20
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Table 4-6 Analysis of variance on the number of catch in different towing speeds

Date Condition Source df Sum ofSquares Mean Square F -ration p-value

Night Speed 1 45007248 45007248 0.59 0.49
2015 Apr. 3/4kt Error 4 307845489 76961372
Total 5 352852737
Akt Time 1 124889313 124889313 6.31 0.07
2015 Apr. Day/Night Error 4 79183613 19795903
Total 5 204072926
Night Speed 1 493067 493067 0.16 0.71
2015 May 2/akt Error 4 12393434 3098359
Total 5 12886501
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Table 4-7 The results of KS test on fork length distribution in different towing speeds

Date Conditon D p-value Null hypothesis

2015 Apr.  Night-3/4kt 1.242 0.09 Acceptance
2015 Apr.  4kt-Day/Night 2.123  <0.001 Rejection
2015 May  Night-2/4kt 0.776 0.58 Acceptance
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Fig. 4-7 Comparison of length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock
caught by FMT in different towing speeds with black-net during nighttime in April
2015.
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Fig. 4-8 Comparison of length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock
caught by FMT at a speed of 4kt with black-net during daytime and nighttime in
April 2015.
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Fig. 4-9 Comparison of length frequency distribution of juvenile walleye pollock
caught by FMT in different towing speeds with black-net during nighttime in May
2015.
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4-2-3 RGIREFEFHTHE LI-ERFUE

Wiz, (3-8) NZEMWTROIERDNEE L MHAICB T2 AT hU & T
HEFIZ S 2 FMT ORRIZ KT 2 BRERN R D22 % Table 4-8 1278 L7z,

BRI 2013 4F 6 HITHBWT, £ Z2h<0.01 (Bf#/FHAE), 0.01~0.02
(Bt A), 0.01~0.04 (E/FHAE), 0.16~020 (KH/BE) Thoiz,
2014 4F 6 AlZBW\WTIE, ZEh<001 (BRE/FH®), <0.01 (BHE/EG),
0.01~0.02 (KMH/FHE), 0.17~020 (KE/EE) Thote, £z, 20154FE5
HIZBWTIE, £ 0.01~0.06 (BF/FHEE), 0.04~0.07 (BH/EA),
2015 4 6 HIZB W TIE, £ 0.03~0.13 (KH/FHM), 0.01~0.32 (K[H
/BE) Tholz,

Table 4-8 |Z/R LT B HORERE A5 &, FHMGMEH & B b & ICRED
FIEFE L <K< (<0.01), FFIZ 2013 426 A TIX0.01~0.02 L 720, 2D H
IZERRBD BN oT=, F72, Fig 410 TRk oIz, BEICEAHEM %
L7z %a, 10~50mm O X7 MU X IHAITH LT, RENARESLS2DIE
ERENEDMMEL e D 2 ENbh oz (R=0.73), FHAGMEMOLEIE, ERE
SRS AR (<0.01)) BEAMEH TR S I RREKEMEITERS St
-7z,

—Ji, WEORENFE LD L, 2013 4L 2014 40 2 FRIOEFHR TITEA

FEHIANE A A T ST Em 2> - 72 (Table 4-8) . BAZM DOEWNIZT-DUY
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TIE, Mo AIZEL O TREOREDNEPIBEMIVEWZ EB¥bholz
(Table 4-8)

WIS, B DT KD FMT OFERNF 4 Table 4-9 (28 L7z, BER
FIX 201544 HIZBW T, 221 0.30~0.52 (/A3 k), 0.56~0.74 (F&[H
/Akt), 0.15~0.24 (& -4kt) ThHovz, 201545 H TliL, £hEh 0.25~047

(Z[H/4 kt), 0.14~0.22 (K2 kt) ThoTo, WITILh 4 kt OEHEMETO
BN E <, RENCHRMEERE 4 ke CHEE L7 BEDRIL, BREICH~RT3

~4fEm <, BMREARSWIZEREDRMET T 2 Ehbhol,
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Table 4-8 Estimated catch efficiency in different survey times and netting colors

Towing conditions (Time-Net color)

Year Day-Cyan Day-Black Night-Cyan Night-Black
2013 <0.01 0.01-0.02  0.01-0.04  0.16-0.20
2014 <0.01 <0.01 0.01-0.02  0.17-0.20
2015 - - 0.03-0.13  0.01-0.32
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Table 4-9 Estimated catch efficiency in different survey times and towing speeds

Towing conditions (Time-Speed)

Date : : .
Day-4kt Night-4kt ~ Night-3kt  Night-2kt

2015 Apr.  0.15-0.24  0.56-0.74  0.30-0.52 -
2015 May - 0.25-0.47 - 0.14-0.22
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Fig. 4-10 Comparison of estimated sampling efficiency in daytime (squares) and

nighttime (circles). The dotted lines represent the approximation.
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4-3 EER
4-3-1 RBERRT FOASHADERDEIZEZR 58

Barkley 2324 L72BREEZIRDET /L ((24) ) 12XV, SREZNRITME A HE
B, WO AGHE, FANE% [T 2B, ROREEREZR & O BN Tk
T5, READ L, MOFHERED LS ITEDL-TYH, KISHEE 0123E-3<
L, BEDFEL 1ITESL ZeBbnd, RGERITADHEEZRR L T AT
B2 ZTREOMN O OEEECH Y, HOFFITIVEDD,

AREBRIZIBNT, RMHED 3kt O%E, #HIEICED b T K E OREDFE
WEHIOZNI D @SN &R o7 (Table 4-8), F7o, FREUHNEH T HMEHEE
2 4 kt OBE, TEORENFEOF NBRMOFRENRL Y 3~4 fFEmN 2 &P
B S AL (Table 4-9), HEBREEN A N 7 & T HEF OB FIT I b HIE /R
BHZTNWDZENGND,

—77, BESNIEZAY b U THAOEERREL, MHEIcEb 59, K
DI NBM LY R&ED o7 (Figs-3), KM L BRICHRESNIZ AT MU ¥ T HE
BOVEER DAL, 2013 £ TIHRAMHEM T 48 mm, FHAMM 3.3 mm ThH
D, 2014 4F1%, BAHEH 47 mm, HHAMEME9 mm Tho7z, £z, 4kt D
FR AT B R OB L 0 RERKE Doz,

INSEDOZ DD, BIGONBRENR AT N U4 THADERIZKRE SFHEL,

B OBREE TI3AEM OREEGE I 2318 B L, WIFICIR T 42 2 LM R Sz,
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4-3-2 HEMERRT FOFSHADEEDEIZCEZ H5E

2013 42~2015 4RI T2 72 FEBRIC B W C, KM TR AR X 5 EREM KL
MNEHAMEMEI VA ONIEZ T, LN G, Btz L5 RKE
RETRD Lo Te, Tibb, A7 MU X THAITEMORRERE C
TR, FOafl e b RBRICHER L ki TE A R D L, "R OIKERE
BRbE CIT B AN E Mt L 0 bR LIC Wew, F Ao BRES)
FEHPMEL, BOAEMOBREDENEG 2D bDOEEZZ BT,

7o, RENTBWTRAHEMO SN E AL D bIRRORE 2@k %5
FETEHZLICHL, ABOENISCEREDVPRE L L BIZHKEL, KEOKX
XM T O A R U bt L7 RE R, RKICR T 2 BafEih o
BRI D BEREDNERE VR RE R LD EEZ X DIV,

REOGCREIFRHENIBGORESLERALOA L NI A MNPHELEER L
, A%, BIGONHRESART MG EONEREREZEENICHIEL,

SICEMORNSROREN ZHNDLBEN DD LB Z BN,
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4-3-3 BPEENRRTFOFISHADREDEICER HFHE

20154F 4 H & 5 A OKFIZBWTIE, BHEEHEOEWY (2kt, 3kt, 4kt) 2
F O BREDRITENRD BT (Table 4-6) , —fRAVIZIZM DEREFE ) A3 —E T
boTh, RMEHENPELS 2D LSRN 220, EDERNELS 2D L
EZbND, 4 AL 5 BB TEEERMO T pMEE R X 0 @O ERERN SR
Z L7 (Table 4-9),

BRI RER A RS &, REEREDRFE—O%E, RMEEE 1 kt & BT 5 &,
VHJRXE 16 mm O A7 b oA THMBICKHT 2EEDE @A) 1F L1~251%
<72, £ EHWENE 30 mm DA MU THEBRICR LTI, B E
2kt & LIFD (S H) &, BEDRN 1LI~34FIELT D ENbrotz, &
N5 OFEFIL, Barkley (1972) €5 VIR LIZX 912, RMEEENELS /b &
FOSERRENS LS 720, BREDNRDPELSRD L ZFGEATE L, L LR b,
R 1kt ZL TRITSE, SREDRITZEDSHEWTELSRD T ENRDND
RinoTo, S%IE, BMEEHEREZESS LT, S HICMN A — /L THET %

NRETHA D,
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BSE FENFERZAVWVEIZIVIRFORY D
REDBOHTE

BT T N, WEEARRRBT D AW D TALCALE L, AESS
VoY, KO RMOEBMOEAEYE L TEHE TH D, MEOEEYTH HH)
W75 b DAEYREE M EERICHEET 2 2 N TEIUE, MOERE
BHIZH 270 5, HRPOWETR LD EEHELE (Sound Scattering Layer,
L%, SSL &9°2) IZFICEM T T 7 hooffH i~ A 7 r s b TRERE
NDHZENMBNTEY, MO AWM 8- FEAHO GBI & R 5
ECEERNIRIRTH D, FERELE O LRI EICEH R AR EH
SNDD, MBEYOFHRICEHRE LMD T-DITR Yy N7 7R AIR
Thd, HIEELE 4 WTHE, HAZHRL Lz FMT OFENRIZONTH
WL CED, RETIHALIRBETLI28M 7T 7 P ACESEE T, 20
BREICHWEND T T 7 Frxy FOREDRICON T T D,

AT VR EREND/NOB 7T > 7 b AT BAITES A XH 10 mm
LIFTH K H/INSW, 22T, ZhbOEYEEEIZIZI NORPAC X v K,
Rraxy b, Vo r7xy NME, ARMNNhS <, @RV A X0/ /DT
7 bty e, B 1 mBREOLBOIGEE T, BEERECRZZRMEL
THWD, LL, AV A XN END ZAZIEAKEI/NE 2D, #@N%Z @

WY LKEPHIRSND A= "= 0 —BHRNET L, A NhEL, B
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=16

LD IEN T &L, EERIEK N 2R o877 7 b oA ka5 &
BT, ZTOMKBE, BREDENMET L, EWHECHRRITHT DIRENAE T,
B A 0 E B2 HE S EE L < 72 D,

—Ji, AXRT IR EORREY T T 7 N ATKER BT A— L L
Y, WERKDEETDHI LG, ERL/NIT T Nory NTRET D
LML 2D, FDI, EREAMEZRD, #E A X4 K& L7z FMT
70 8 R EEIC R L CRE B T T s o ERET S, LnL, 22
THME A ARKREND ZA/NUEYBHEE PO ENLZY, Ei3RMA
W3 HE 0 D> HRkRE L CEREEZNEME T L, FOERERICHH T A8 IREE £ T 5,

T bRy MCEDEMT T b ORED BINTAEY A RET D
DA ST, EWREOTMAE S, KEoMm, £ L TAEWEE L ERNIZIT
BI22LThd, LeinoT, MEAEMITHE LIERERL WD LRI,
ZF ORERPIECHREDRLIET D 2 LIC kY, EMREOE &M 1T O
VERH D,

Fim, BAZ2BEEEZAWEY, B lCBREENERINHAICE, A
T ORI EHERFT D720, 16RO H D L OBRENRSLY A XRIRVED I
WY, AHE R AR T D720 72 % (Brodeur, 2011),

ZZTAETIE, V7 %y PR FMT & AWV CHFEHELE NI i T DRk~
RAEMZRET D L L bIT, FrEAFERIEZ W TELY, TRk & e B8

WMEHNWT, 777 by FOEYRESERITS T LR ZH 50T
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L, 87707 NoOEEBREEEEITHZ LR EHE LT,
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5-1 Ak
5-1-1 YoFy & FMT 2RSS

FEERIE, 2011 4F 4~6 A IZALHEEE XBESNE (Fig. 5-1) (28BW T, dbiE
REFIRPEEMHBRAREM 9 LB ILE RN TITo 72, AEWEREIL, FHEARKT
MR SN EFEEEE O T ORE Z, 4m® D7 L—2BHg h e —Lxry b

(FMT, MR 1.5 mm, Fig.3-1) ZHWT, 3 /v (1.54m/s) TKF
W L7z, FIRFC, O 80ecm @V > 7 x> b (FHMHIE 0.5 mm, Fig. 5-2) %
MAWT, K Im/s TEERM L, SREBIITRE 27— (MDS5, Alec) Zifd
FUCERY 1), BRMEREZFRE L, £, FREORKEZEHNT 5720,
FMT OO0 B e U > 7%y b OMOIZIEAKR (RIGO #H8) ZHuv £+ 7=,

FMT B X VY 7Ry BT K 2 EMERIEITME KT 1 AMER O /KR 300 m @ St.
K TiTo7= (Fig. 5-1), BELZAEWT, BIGICBOTRE 10%DHRL~< )
W CHEE L7z, £ L THA, TtHAXTZ 7 o aElg (Motoda, 1959) %
FIHLTL1-1256 IZEI LTc  REREBHIIZ E A EREM T Z7 7 R ThH Y,
4 %7 X% (Euphausia), %1 7 > %A (Copepoda), U8 (Amphipoda), ¥ A
¥ (Chaetognatha), = DOLod 5 FEEEIC/04E L 7= 1%, FEfEICfRAER &2 314k L7,
Z LT, R T RAE Z IEK G D RIS 5RO 78K & TRT 2 Z LI &
D, BEMRABEEEZRDR, £/, 457 I, WIEE BIOv AT

SOWTikaeR (L&, TL &72) Z, UA 7RI W OIEEHE (LI,
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PL L9 %) &/ ¥ A (Mitutoyo, Absolute 500) % F\ T 0.1 mm D#7FE THI
E LT, L%, & Co®Em7r 77 vt {AK (Body Length, BL)
EHERT S, &5, EfF (METTLER, AE200) % HUT 0.01 mg O E T

R EEZHE LT,
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Fig. 5-1 Survey area and station.

- 101 -



Fig. 5-2 80cm ring net (left) and echogram (right) as towing.
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5-1-2 BET—2DINER L BT

FET— 2%, 5 LBIICHER SN ERE 120 kHz OFFEAaEE EK60
(SIMRAD, Kongsberg, Norway) % T, /XL AHE 1.024 ms, 73/V ARE 1
s CUNAE L, TREE 3m 2> OIEE 71T 500m £ TOT — & 2k LTz,
FRT — 2 OB, KPP EET — 2P Y 7 7 =7 Echoview 4.0
(Myriax, Australia) Z MV, EREHOE O RMGEE 2312, FMT X v
NORMEEE 2 ST 4m OET, v hORMEHLGENGEE P E ToHAN
OSEEERFER S EELRE (SV) 2R L7, V7 xy ML T, HiEE
RS AT — 2 n A —ro iy NORMEERET —2 282, *y hD
R A = 2 — 277 AZER, TORMERANO SV 28k L, FE SV

FEH LT,
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5-1-3 FERIERENEDHETE

SR 1 T OL AL, FHEAREICL > TS, ZHEL, EMEREIC X
> TR BT RAED DIRE D &% T EELMT oy, %, ETRERENLAY
BEEpr, RDDHZ ENRTENL, 3.8) RICKVERENREMETHZ N T
ERAR

UL S, MEFIZIT 2 RAEMPNIRIE L, RESAMFEIC K> TR T
TLMTAIFE & B2 D720, WIE S NS, 1IRBREW Dpr, &0y DFEFINZ L - TF

Ehb (HLg=1DEA),

Sy = Prr10bs1 + Prr10ps1 + ** + PrrmOpsm + € (5.1)

ZIT, midAEMEE, e l3EREEET,
HEORMEEITo 256, ZOXNRMEBESEOND, 72721, 4
KT ABREDRITEMEENCEDL LT —E L IRET D, T70bb, FHMEDS,

X (5.2) KokricEans,

1,1 1 1,1 1 1,1 1
o g o
51} _ [ PTr1%s1 | fPTr2%hsy | . | I PTrm%hsm €
q1 qz am

prZ 0.2 f2p2 O'Z f2p2 0.2
55 — Tr1%bs1 + Tr2%bs2 4+ 4 Trm%bsm + ¢ (52>
q1 qz am

SN — f™PTr19hs1 + f"PTr20bs2 4ot f"PTrmOhsm +e
v q1 qz dm
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ZIT, n IFRHMEEL, SY X a [BIH O BAERESHIE S FU7c AR O R
BITELLREL,  pFpm 13 0 1B H OO BGMEIR I CERAE S AV m OEIREOR

Opsm 1En [BIH ORMERHZ I 1T 2 EWTEm O %ITHELMERE TH 5, £72,

g1~ [ TRRBOFRENRTH D,
SNTeS, ZBRZE, RERIC DREM LR &

E)

WIZ, RHEMAERE TR

—>

TEMDoyps OFZRALEL, RENROWK 2 FmEFHtRE s L CTEBEGOHT

ATV, FRfEORESRq, ZHE LT-, 2BHEICIIME Y 7 b IBM SPSS

Statistics 23.0 Z U 7=,
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5-1-4 BRETIVICKIEMTIS>V oD TS DH#EE

KB O% T EELWTEREL, EmT T VICKVHEE Lz, 24w
DEEL, EHltk, BXOBRNORREYDZ—57 > P A ML T RAZHEE
TLHETHL, R LIZET ME— RIS T IS A T VR EOHY
T b O EEBELREOHEICH WSS Distorted-Wave Born
Approximation (DWBA) ZFMEET LV ThH D, ZOET/VIE, HELBOAERK
B ERP RO ZNBITIENWGAEICAZTHY (Chu et al., 1993;
McGehee et al., 1998; Stanton and Chu, 2000), BELIKDFR 2K > 72 1
R OEE L AHRT LN TE L5E, TOWELIRIESEX (5.3) ATEHIh

Do 2B, WELIRMEfs & TS & DOFIZIE (5.4) NUTRLIZBRH 2,

kZya; ,1+h? . 2 J1(2kgnaccos Briit) | 4
fbs = ff'pos m (QT - 2)exp(21kanrpos) 1 cos Bruir Lt |drpos| (5.3)
TS = 10log|fps|? (5.4)

T IT, foos I FMFH ORI EONESZ Fv, kT B=2x/1), A
FEE (m) THDH, IRATOsw & an T2k EFRSVE) & 4EY (8
FERED) THDHZ L amd, a IIFHFEFO¥E (m) THY, HWELED
R ET O HAXTHZ LI VROONDJy 1T 1HE 1 IRy BLVEH,
Beue VFAIHHE & T OH T & DA ERT, g (TEWEHAREE & 0% E

b, b3 L JEAPHBE L O EL AR T, ABFIETIE, AbHEE AR I
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JABEDE RS, AXT IOV T E L 1.029, HEL 1.053 (& H
5, 2012) AV, AT VEIZOWTEEELIZ 1.021, BELIC 0.998
(Matsukura e al., 2009) Z£H L7z, F7z, d0EEEIVEEIZ I T 2 bsliE
& L VHOY B EICET D BEOH BN R o 72O T, I OV TX
T 1.005, HEEHIZ 1.065 (Greenlaw, 1977) %, Y ATHAIZOWTIEH
BT 1,003, #EEEEIZ 1.003 (Lawson et al., 2004) 28 L7, @77 7
N DIRTBEAEL, 7T 7 by b a VTSR U TR 2R 7 s &
REE LT UAANATEBGE S LI, BBLEY 7 N7 =7 Imagel
(Schneider er al., 2012) ZfEM L TN AT + XA DT L, RO,
ZLTEHM TS ORMICHTZ > TR, DIEED Y B, 1, b1, AKX
TR, Fo, BV A X077 7 b OwET — 2%, REMZR
TR DERDERENT — & ZHEK « Mi/hT 2 2 & TR, TNHDNRTA—F%
VT, McGehee et al. (1998) 2% 5 MATLAB (Mathworks) =— K% —#iik
ELTTS OFHEZEIToT, S LITHRBEWD TS OFHMETH 5 TSavg 23K

HWZH1=0, ML TEHE LT,
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5-2 #B8
5-2-1 HYifs

FMT & U 7Ry b CHAE SN K EM OE RS & SEEH % % Table 5-1 &
Table 5-2 (278 L7e, BREAMIIT L LCAIT I8, ba 7 U, miE, v
LV TH -T2, FMT IC K 25 BMEOE EFEIE, 4 HIZB8W I A7 V4,
SHIIIA T VHHEAFT I, 6 XA 7 I EmME CcH -7, Fig. 5-3
(CBREE SN T A OB Z R Lz, 2011 424 A~6 AIZ FMT * v kT
BAE ST A OBEEESLRIL, X7 I, hA 78, mifE, v
EMDENZEIEIL 29.9%, 57.5%, 83%, 2.6%, 1.8%% G-, —J, VU
Y73y ML BRIV T L IA T VETH o, VT y hTRE
S OEBRELERIL, A%7 I8, VA7 U8, wmiE, vac s
DEMNZNTI 11.1%, 82.0%, 2.2%, 2.8%, 2.0%TH-7-,

WIZ, Fig. 5-4 IZHEINTZAEMOMEEMEZ~T, FMT %> N THERES
AT AEW ORI E T 3.04X10 g TH Y, A7 I, WA 7 28, A,
YAV EMDOEMNENEI 46.2%, 24.6%, 251%, 1.6%, 2.5%% L7z,
—J5, Vo7 3y FCHRESN-AYMOMIBERITN 1.90X10°g THY, 4F
T, ATV, WE, YA SMOEMRENEN 27.7%, 47.7%,
17.0%, 4.4%, 3.2%% iz, MEETRLS &, FMT TiEA*7 IFR2ED
Kz Boin, Vo Zxy b TREIA T VENERORESE HD T,
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FMT & U v 7 % v b CERE SN EWOIREMLE Fig. 5-5 1277, K%/
5L, FPMT TREINTAVOERENRY v 73y FTHRESIVEM LY HRE
W ENRDND, £z, AFT IFOEREHHITILS, TOERERSAMIL FMT
EV TRy NTHIZHERZ R LT, D7D, X7 IFDZ—5 > M A
NV T 2AOHRBICHERTH2HEL LT, 13mm LT (B, /A ST IHH
ET5) E13mmULE (L, KUAXRTIHETD) O oD T N—FTh

F7,
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Table 5-1 Number (C, ind.) and indivisual density (p7-, ind.m™) of

each organism sampled by FMT

No. Date Euphausia Copepoda Amphipoda  Chaetognatha Others
C pn C rprn C pr C pr C pr
1 2011/Apr. 11040 1.60 98080 14.24 2752 0.40 7936 1.15 1888 0.27
2 11584 1.16 158464 15.85 4352 044 11360 1.14 3456 0.35
3 16128  2.52 138816 21.73 4192 0.66 8992 1.41 5216 0.82
4 62336 11.43 246656 45.24 6528 1.20 7424 136 6784 1.24
5 25152 541 270016 58.06 5568 1.20 12160 2.61 3776 0.81
6 43904  8.74 348800 69.43 6272 125 6144 1.22 4482 0.89
7 2011/May 54464 10.06 52288  9.65 3840 0.71 2688 0.50 1024 0.19
8 115968 22.11 50944  9.71 7616 1.45 2688 0.51 1152 0.22
9 30704 6.19 24320 4.90 2064 0.42 1424 029 1072 0.22
10 28848  6.26 39952  8.67 3152 0.68 1632 0.35 880 0.19
11 26240 521 59296 11.78 2432 0.48 5440 1.08 1984 0.39
12 352 0.09 129536 33.71 3552 0.92 2272 0.59 960 0.25
13 11776 1.41 29136  3.48 1632 0.19 2416 0.29 752 0.09
14 512 0.06 46176  5.49 528 0.06 304 0.04 160 0.02
15 2011/Jun. 78496 16.85 5248  1.13 7840 1.68 640 0.14 256 0.05
16 223808 35.46 4800 0.76 16448 2.61 576 0.09 960 0.15
17 67328 12.63 1792  0.34 72576 13.62 1152 0.22 16896 3.17
18 78016 14.50 2560  0.48 69696 12.96 576 0.11 128 0.02
19 992 0.18 112 0.02 9904 1.76 16 0.00 672 0.12
20 256  0.04 1232 0.17 14192 1.97 752 0.10 272 0.04
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Table 5-2 Number (C, ind.) and indivisual density (p7-, ind.m™) of

each organism sampled by ring net

No Date Euphausia Copepoda Amphipoda Chaetognatha Others
C_prn ¢ pr C prn C pr C pr
1 2011/Apr. 69 277 4742 19031 102 4.09 248 9.95 172 6.90
2 66 3.97 4619 278.05 194 11.68 178 10.72 187 11.26
3 483 23.65 3917 191.80 95 4.65 149 7.30 295 14.44
4 444 21.23 3790 181.24 101 4.83 140 6.69 210 10.04
5 1635 57.52 4404 154.93 33 1.16 74 2.60 47 1.65
6 915 60.02 3547 232.67 21 1.38 63 4.13 36 2.36
7 1057 25.46 4626 111.44 51 1.23 84 2.02 34 0.82
8 848 21.27 4118 103.28 20 0.50 63 1.58 48 1.20
9 14 0.86 1978 120.83 1 0.06 2 012 7 043
10 263 2.40 2207  20.12 15 0.14 161 1.47 43 0.39
11 2011/May 74 5.01 1252 84.69 60 4.06 14 0.95 12 0.81
12 82 537 1675 109.76 66 4.32 26 1.70 15 0.98
13 226 15.69 1528 106.09 65 4.51 22 1.53 6 042
14 263  16.56 1831 115.30 66 4.16 40 2.52 9 0.57
15 16 0.34 482 10.29 95 2.03 12 0.26 7 0.15
16 72 0.74 2605  26.89 121 1.25 283 2.92 24 0.25
17 9 020 561 12.62 118 2.65 13 0.29 2 0.04
18 54 0.63 936 11.00 100 1.17 97 1.14 9 0.11
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Fig. 5-3 Composition of the number of zooplankton sampled by (a) FMT and

(b) 80 cm ring net.
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Fig. 5-4 Wet weight composition of zooplankton sampled by (a) FMT and

(b) ring net.
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Fig. 5-5 Length frequency distribution of zooplankton sampled by FMT with
black-net (white) and 80 cm ring net (black).
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5-2-2 FERIICHERE Shi-RRHE

SHEAREE W CTAEMOEEREEZIT OGS, BT 77 b o Ok
BUXT A LEEZBNDT20, DWBA T /LWL VHEE LIZ TS 8% — 0 %
BHEE L, ZhaHOWTEREDREHE LT, BET—F LV R4
B ONERE, DWBA IZ X5 TS #HEEIZ W F s, %I LU DWBA
EFIN L RDTZIEE TS % Table 5-3 1271, 612, (3.10) XA HWTHE
L8757 bkt d 2 FMT & U 73y NOBREDNEEZZNEN
Table 5-4 & Table 5-5 (27~ L7z, /MM A7 I, KW A 7 I8, 1A 7 V4,
I, A RICKTT S FMT OEREDRITZNZEI 020 (p=0.021), 0.41

(p<0.001), 0.35 (p=0.029), 0.38 (p=0.170), 0.001 (p=0.433) ThH-o7=, F
7o, Vo7 xy MOBESRIL, EEN 0.62 (p=0.050), 0.09 (p<0.001), 0.88
(»p=0.012), 0.42 (p=0.268), 0.04 (p=0.835) ThH -7,

FRT IFHE AT ROV TUIEVMEHEE CTHREDRLHEET 2 2 &2
T& 72 (p<0.05), /INEF T IFZHOWTIE, V7 Ry hDOFREZNRIN FMT
DEEDNREI Y KE L, AT VHITHONWTH Y 7Ry b OFRERNFRN FMT
EWR&hotz, —F, RKEAFT IFTONTIE, imiEkKEE D23 & <,
WD TZ 7 h oy NEMATIEZ S OFEPE O 6T 5720, Vv
7% N OEDNFEIT FMT LV /NEH o7z (Table 5-4, Table 5-5),

WIZ, BIpDEMZRIGRE LT, BRRLREROREDRELET 5720,
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PR SN DO FAR R L RSN R D BLR 2 F~7 (Fig. 5-6) . € DR,
FMT &V 73y FOFEDRIT L BICFEMERREL 0 P2 T 0 v 7 ET IV
TEPITE, V72 y hOBENRITEMECERIKE <R DIV VI EL
720, FMT I3 ORRRAER LIz, ZOBEBIE, V7 3y MIEE /NS WO
THIZ A o 7oA B Te il fs S D SE, M8 H 23/ SV THEKRE ) % FF
DAY HEGEET D, W FMT (38 0 YA AR E <, B & HigigE <
77 7 b UEEETEICS W, #8E 2O TR - 72405

B4 2N m< bz B2 bz, 2£0, 8777 b
YOBEIZBWTE, VT Ry RTIEZEOAREERN, FMT TiXZ Ok
PO ER L F 5 2 LR TE D,

WIZ, X7 I8 L L2 EMT O% 70 (EIREES 80%LL 1) & ffio
THEE LI BREDR LR L OBfR% Fig. 5-7 1R L72, FMT O 01T K& <,
LAGHE WO T, BT 77 b UACKHT HBREDRIZIEICHEOKRE X
CBD DRGNP OHEEZ T D, FY A AOFFT I LT, #ELE
PEERRITHER D (2008) SHEE LIFRFRE DV /NS ole, TORREIZHOW
T, RS (2008) IR/ OMEE YA X (1.7 mm, 0.526 mm) % [A)REIAE
TEH_o0ay Ry REHTDH FMT Zflio TRIUWEEZHEE L TR Y, xt
Lz ay R R (0526 mm) OFEREL 1 L LTEHAELEZZDLEZ N

50
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Table 5-3 Target strength of the reference body length and used parameters

: Body length /N
Species (mm) g h (dB)
small Euphausia 9.75 1.053 1.029 -101.7
large Euphausia 17.06 1.053 1.029 -90.0
Copepoda 6.32 0.998 1.021 -103.8
Amphipoda 7.54 1.065 1.005 -101.6

Chaetognatha 19.14 1.003 1.003 -118.8
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Table 5-4 Estimated catch efficiency for each zooplankton group caught using FMT

95% Confidence interval for g

Species 1 P Lower bound Upper bound
small Euphausia  0.20 0.021 0.11 0.94
large Euphausia  0.41 <0.001 0.35 0.50
Copepoda 0.35 0.029 0.19 2.54
Amphipoda 0.38 0.170 0.15 -

Chaetognatha 0.001 0.433 <0.001 -
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Table 5-5 Estimated sampling efficiency for each zooplankton group

sampled by ring net

95% Confidence interval for g

Species 1 P Lower bound Upper bound
small Euphausia  0.62 0.050 0.31 -
large Euphausia ~ 0.09 <0.001 0.09 0.09
Copepoda 0.88 0.012 0.54 2.40
Amphipoda 0.42 0.268 0.13 -

Chaetognatha 0.04 0.835 0.003 -
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Fig. 5-6 Comparison of estimated catch efficiency using FMT and 80 cm ring net for
different organsim. The dotted line and dashed line represent the approximation of

FMT and ring net, respectively.
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53 EE
53-1 TS50 o3y FOEFEEDEOHTEIZCDUINT

WEIZ IR 2 Z B NRAE L, £ TS RS-0, FHEAEKE TRIE S
nizsvit 5.1) Kok H1s, BAWHE (FEE) 71—70 Sv OREFTF*
ENd, Thbb, FENEWEEZHTT H72DI1E, HES L Sy A
KHEM T NV—TD Sv OFE L TEEAICHI TE 2R 6720, @i,
B O T BELRTER IR RR], FERNCHERET T VAW THEESN D, B
AR ARSI TR R D, RER], BRIk NS, L, BRERED
BREDRITIUT THL Z 2, —RIITTREREITTEFIETRDIA
ML D bS5, TOIDRERE LHHET VTR SV 138
O SVOEREL Y /&< 725 (Fig. 5-8), L LR 6, EBEIZIZEH SV
EHETE SV & DT —E TR o7z, KR E LT, BERELET VORI,
BV DR OLE A 72 EDOARHEENE, MOBELKF OIFER ENBE D
ns,

ARETIIEENFEEZNNCHICEY T 7 N DEWEEZRD, 7
T MRy MIEDBERE LT 52 & T, ] LIcBER ORI
ENREWEE LT, TORE, AXT7IFENA T VHICEL TIL, BREDR
NEVMETEE (p<0.05) THEE TE 7228, WE & v o I L CiEmunE

T OHEEN TE 72 o7~ (Table 5-4, Table 5-5), FDJFRKE LT, %%
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DY, AFT LA T VORI ED I L v A BT RTE S,
Sv ~DELERPE oI EEZ N, 2T, FEW I IV—TD Sy ~
DEGRER ST D702, FHI Sy & KAWL — T OHEE Sv & OFERIRY
2% Table 5-6 |ZR L7z, Kb, RAEAFT IO Sy & F2| Sv & D HLHA
BIfREL (>0.95) 13O AEH LV &<, KA 7 IFOFLGRPENZ &2
bhote, £, REHBITRS &, FMT TIEXEA X7 I T TlER<,
AT IFHE Sy ~OFGRERPZOMOEY L &inoTo, LIzRo T,
FMT IZB W TR, A% 7 IR T DERED R 2 5V MEHHE THEE © & 72 m,
INRENW T Z 7 b ATKET D ERERNROEHEMES RoTe LB BND,
F72, Table5-6 5, UV 73y NTIEREAFT IEZT TIERL, 47T
VY Sv ~OFERPZOMDEMI D @2 ER Dol LIcRo T,
Vo 7%y MZBWTIE, KA T7 IHE A 7 VST DEREDRIL
ICEVWVEBHECHETE b0 LB X 6N, L, mlEE v A HIE
G LTeBRE T — 2 3D 7pin o Te T O E & v & RIS 2 BREZN R OE
FERMED -T2 (p>0.1) EBx DT, ZTNEEVEEE CHET 5720121
SRRSO A S FEDME ST DI B W TR A STV ERN D DS L E X
Do

ARG CTILH— JEE B O EE A F W TSRO AW T D BESN R & HEE
LA, Blf, JRHCF BN aasiciER: LRk, —EIEEE 0T

—HEPIGTE LD, MEORWEBERAEZ BT 52 L3 TE 5, K
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SE RN D &, A K, RS OB K BEHEE O XS R R B3I &

I, 6L OEYFEICKT DEREDEOHEE NIRRT D249,
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Table 5-6 Pearson correlation between measures Sv as towing and

estimated Sv of each organism

Measured Sv as towing

Species FMT 80 cm ring net
small Euphausia 0.46 -0.35
large Euphausia 0.95 0.99
Copepoda 0.16 0.32
Amphipoda 0.17 0.02
Chaetognatha 0.07 0.31
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Fig. 5-8 Comparison of measured SV and estimated SV between when the sampling
efficiency is assumed as 1 (circles) and when the sampling efficiency is employed

(triangles).
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532 BTS20 FODEEREIZDONT

NIRRT IFHE A T EIZOWTIE, U U7 Ry FOREZEN FMT
DEEHF LY K& D o7 (Table 5-4, Table 5-5), Z OERHIXFMT IZH =
MEHHR2Y 1.5 mm & K&, A XD/NSWEWTZ 7 b o3l B i o
COICERETE R oz B2 bz, — 7, KEFX7 IFHIZHOWTIT,
U 7%y b OBRESFEN FMT * > FOBREDE LV /NI <7257 (Table 5-4,
Table 5-5), ZOFHEIZAES0cm DY 7%y bOARNNENTZD, A R
DREREBYT T 27 b U BPREARBEDDIERE TE e hooinb B X b
77
AL TITEY BT 72 o 7edy, 877 > 7 ko OFAEEIZIE NORPAC 1 v
NAEB R v b E LTA bR T 5, A2 45 cm O T, i
IR 0.335 mm OMHZEH L, HRE 100 m »6FKEE T, lm/s THEE RN
TAHZENRDODLNTEY, XYk s OF —F PRS- T
W5, AFETHNZY 73y MEIOR S0 em THHIHEIL 0.5 mm O H D
lm/s OFETEERMBL CND, LEN-T, WHZ L LZSA, )
W77 BT HARENRIIARMECTCHNZY V7 Xy NOFR
NORPAC * v kO b REWEHEEND, LL, KEXS Imm L TFO~A
suE 777 AT E NGRS RN A DD, £, AL RENWT

& D RIRED & OFEE AT N EE 2 PRV, PIRE £ TOAEMEREE
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IZIRESNDTEA D,

—J7, wilt, HERSOKREA X7 I EWER OB 5 EHDTREDT-DIZ, K
M7 L—2n (5m?) 285, #EHHEL 1.95mm & K& <, 4kt OFEH RN
AIRE7R MOHT v b 23BAFE S 7z, AWFFETHM L7 FMT &t d 5 &, K
AT JIFR LT LTI L ICEE BRI m W EHEE SN D, L LI
MRS 1.95 mm & RE WD, INUAMITHEE LRI L T, BETDHZ
ENTER, FEREREOBBINREIWZDIZ, a2 AT 20 758
KB CH D MER DD, LB TEHMT 7 7 b OEERAEICITHRE
NERIZT T, RABAEMDORRHFAZ RIS HE T LIRER LIRS &,
BROEDOEYFECERI T 2HEREDRBEMTH Y, BRE/RZITELL

T, MOMFEL IR TEL ZLNRBEBERI L LEZOND,
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6-1 RERKAORKNDRLLEER

KEBIREOHEEIZIE, & L THRERREZ AW VPA WS 08, X
GEIEDEESLHMIC L > TTHEHATERNWZ 3B Y, RBREEL ZTOEIR
PR K2, B2 b 7 — VIS X D B IRFH A CIIARRE OWHR K%
HAMICERML, o AfORE, M#RIZHES< CPUE R EDFEHRMND
EWURIE AR T2 Z &N TE D, F7o, br— Ul E ARk
(2 X 2 EIREHMEE TIL, BUGOWIED B 15 OV AW E 2 3t Sk 2R3
XL CEFREREZHEEL T D,

— AR R B S E T I o TRUR DS KBUL L, dlEvkaE b 1A B35,
L7228 o TREVAED I8 1 5> 5 KBET 2 7 EEEE B OBREZDE N AR R
ICX o TEMT D LT D, BUE, Fe— @z Vo ERERE CIIE
ARSI E L TR Y, BERRRILCZ Ly, BRERDAMESEER
(2P D EREENRDH SISV, T L AR D OAEMBENRD B,
TNE IR Y O WEJRIER A EROICHEIET 5 2 L3RRI D,

R A ERAE B O BRAE 2h 313 1 (R8I B do 2 AR &, 8 B MiIc B 5 577

CRoTRE D, BEDRICHEL KT THEHRE LT, GBRE, R#EKE

M7 & OBREERE, PRER O, MtECHE Y0 X, R R Lol
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HRHME, B LU OIEKIREE, BERRET) 72 E DAMFrIER BT b D,
IO OERITIHAEIZERL, EERICERENRITEEZ KT T, B2 ITA
FATRNT, HpLiEtE 2 W BARE TORERRTIE, BRIZIETE
FOBEDERA L NCELS, EoF A TERAREMOWRERREN
moTZDIX, HERENEWOUFLHBERENIRE S HBEL TWDLN6EE
2 b D,

RIZ, BREHOWHREICEA LT, ABIETHEM L FMT &V 7 Xy b
T2 &, FMT II#MAmEA RE <, #E b RE <, ZOOmIEDKI-
BRENFRETH 228, V7 xy MIMOmE /s, A b/ha<, R
W HHIR S5, FMT (XAl ) O @ WHEROBRE L B & L TR S
N, HRTHERENPRELS 2D EMAEEDT-0IZ, B b NIEREL RN
KF+2, —J, 87707 brOREZRNE LD 732y ML, A
L7/NVEW 77 > 7 BB DB LW 91Z, /NS EAEVOREH!
EEALTHDD, ZNDNEAKELZRT S, 4% 7 10X 9 R KHEY
7T M AT AR R T ORES PR T TS, ZOXOISES
ERERPVREBORENRIEEL RITTIZD, WANWAREMHED T T, 4
MR RCRT T D EREFHEZ B O NS T D HERH 5,

AW PRI A O S A5 RAEEEE BITIE, XA DORERE0E MR 721
TR, MNRAEMORERRILR, KRMK, © L TEMEEREDOE R

BIERORMIEP RO END, MNTT 7 MU b AHE TER—ORER
-130 -



TEHRETDZLEAHETH Y, HREVOY A XTI E b RERE
BEIRL, TOEHLHIREDICEDLETIT) ZENKLETH D, Lo LA/
LHERZMWIZISETY, SESRPEBEMTH Y, TORERRZ WV THI

ETH5ZLICLY, RYDOBRVWEREHREZFLIZENTEDLTHS I,
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6-2 HFEMFEICEYHERELE-REIXROEEH

ZIVETITER A RAEMOREE NV O TETR, T8y F—K D
A ZEOBINBA DALY, BFOREENLT L HERHTIERNI L
B OBNETRS>TEY, BEFENRHLREERN K FET D,

ZHTBSGICBIT 2 EOAYENRE TE RV LSRR D, iEORE
112 % D72 O EHEBLII TIE CEOAY &SI TE U, BRERL OLE
X VEERORENREHET 52 N TE 2, HEAFBIIRE TS T
(CBLG DA B A HEE T E DB REEBINETTH D, FFEMIETHELN
D IEWRITATERGELIRE SV R EDOFERETHY, ThEEMRICEMT 5720
IR RAEHDE—5 N AP LU T ANKETH D, BFTIE, AEEED
Bex BB —7 NA RNV U T AR LNCENTEY, ZOmMAZEHN
52 EICky, BIGOAWEE 2@ EICHEE CEITHRE R OREDR L F

FHNCHEET D LN TE B,
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LU 6, AWFFECTIRE Lo B BN FiE L AW T RER R OHEE LT,
FHEARS CHE SN RERRM T OAMEEZ KL WD Y, TETE
DOHIFKIRCMERRZEN Z D F FREDROHERE L 2> THN D,

BEFIEOMERR O — D ZHFEHFICEREHEEDH L S D 5, FHEfalk
I X D EIREHEE I AEYREN L O T BN EL ERILT 2D THY,
FrE DA X 5 EERELA T2 2 &1L TE W, ETEMOL—F Y
FARL T RIRRIZL > THER D720, MELEEEREELZRRE L
IZHEITHZ LT TE RN, 20D, KFETITREAYOFEEENDHE
ML 2 =0y PA ML T AW TAEYEEZHEL TS, LR
>T, BEAENOGERITMIL TWDHDIT TR, ZZICHRECER D S,

WA, FEPEICRT DM OMBEN D D, FEMIDS BT 2HE ) 4 X
IZEILET e RTEHARETDH, TaXTRRETD ) A XTREFETH Y,
Z OFPHITFH AR CHEDN DB EREIC b L5, /A XITE DR8I
AT Ko TE DI IR TEI 2 Z L, BEC—L0n0@miT25 2 &
&Y, EELi/NGHE T AR5, £, A AO GBS IRE
HEERELREICHEE S, FHEATENFHNT D0 & R KRG 5 rTREMED
H5, Aglen (1983) 1%, B OMEEEZE LoRRE L, ERIOH LI IRED
ERAHE L, BOMEOHEIL ) A X2BETS7-D0OMIMEIC L5 v AN

KToH D Lm0 7,
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IHIT, BBEFEORKE L TRRACHEICE DA THRRNH L, &
IO IRV EE A 3T D AW 3 ROV IEE 7> © 43 B C© & 22 W R B 22 40 T do
D, ZOHiIEEZT v K — LIS (Johannesson and Mitoson, 1983), Z DEi
RUIIREEDOEETHEZ > TWO RN & Y, HEIZ L2 AW EHEE O
INTAIZ D728 B

BB TS OEBRRENH D, AHO TS 1X, FHk, A, KR, K847
SIEAF L CEBT 5, TSHEBTLHE 05 Z &I, TRbOKHMBEZD
DINEETDHLND ZETHY, BHEEZHWIZAEYMHEE DR RISREL 5 2
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