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TR M A 7 A oA DT I il P 2 |
T TV DR B0 R R 2 A 118 7 e A T 9 BT AR A
T A0 2R 7 B A, F IR S 2000—2010 4R, il
TEASE HW AR S TR MLk E]
Ir PR R AR BN 0.5° x0.5° (5 S0 1
AN o H T A E R R AE PG R R P A A
SRR — B, DA BIF 58 78 B8 53 B i 220
R
1.2 gFEREHERR

e B0 58 R0 fU A5 )R Il K (sea surface
temperature, SST ) . ¥ ¥ 1 & & ( sea surface
height, SSH) F1 M- %% 2 ( Chl-a) , H A, SST %4
k35 F http: // iridl. 1deo. columbia. edu, 5 [a] 43 #f
Ok 1° x1°5;SSH il Chl-a B H& # K V5 F http: //
oceanwatch. pifsc. noaa. gov/las/servlets/dataset,
25 [6] 43 HE 2K 4y 5 A 0. 25° x 0. 25° F1 0. 05° x
0.05°. 3 /> ¥ PR 358 K03 i 8] 5 B2 24 Oy 2000—
2010 4F , =5 [6] J5 B ¥4 2l 35° ~55°S . 45° ~70°W
1.3 il 5 i 55 47 0 3645 S48 A T AL

i ™ 5 545 . SST . SSH | Chl-a =3 [A] 43 B 3
AN, N Z A LR B G —

CPUE & S 5 8 W5 4 K 0 4l 57 7 &, 26

L kAE AR (S HERE R 0.5° x0.5°) %
i 9 1 ¥ CPUE & Xy
Z Catch,
CPUE,,,, = —— (1)
z B

Kb, Y Catch, o J55 i 4 LA b R AE
(0.5° x0.5°) fay=it, Y £, Xk SR
Ykﬁ e o
SST # Ak 2AnF -
i SST.
x=1

SST s = (2)

n

L SST, 0 1 AF Lk R SR FE (0. 5°
0.5°) ¥y SST,SST, Jy i 4E .1 A .k 2 j 4
RS SST %t .

ST I KT B GSST | SST JH5fi 2k L &
fhpE j 0% GSST AR T

\/(SSTk_w ~SST,,, )’ +(SST,,, -SST,,.,)’
GSST, = '
| 2

(3)

H1 T SSH Fl Chl-a 73 Bk &/ T 77 it 4 i 2
(0.5°x0.5°) , KA 5 S5 Ak, L H 51 HIXS 0 Y
1.3 Sito#h

GLM #£ A GLM A5 7Y {5 5 Wi 1oz 22 5 7Y 41
PSR R R R LR Bl g(n,) =
X,'p, b g WEEE R, =E(Y,) X, N i A
M 107 74 i PR i R AL A B M TG TH SR, Y,
iAW RS, AESE A e CPUE IR MK £ 1E 25
g3, P GLM A 357K
Ln(CPUE,;,, +1) =k + a,year, + aymonth, +

aslon, + a,lat, + a;SST + a,SSH +

a,chla + aginteractions + ¢, ; (4)
A, CPUE 5 4 | My & K /9l 57 7™ &5
interactions 32 H. I, 3 7~ B (0] 5 =% (6] fig B AE &
M HRAN 0y ~ oy AR S H e R i 22000, R
PR IE 25 43 i . GLM K efr g i) i) (48
) a6 (& 4 ) R85 (SST GSTT . SSH ,
Chl-a) N R AE R g e As i, Jorp A8 BHAR ] (2
CPUE Jill b3 # 1, FEAE X BUE e J5 |, 4 A i i A2
b, LU e CPUE S 0 g fiie” " .

GAM #: 7! GAM #i#4Jy GLM £ Bl () Sk
fift, T AT oK 32 7 Wi 17 722 0 10 B 2 B A AR 2Rk
éé/z%\,ﬂl]:

glp,) = a+ Zﬁ(xi) + & (5)

A, g WEER R, =B(Y,) ,x, FE i AR
A AR R LB ORI S LY, N i A
Wi 7 A8 L f, P T R, GAM BRI R IR A
LH(CPUEL',,',JC,I +1) = s(year;) + s(month,) +
s(lon,) + s(lat;) +s(SST) + s(SSH) +
s(chla) + (interactions) (6)
R R AR AR A GAM KA, 15 3] 40 & R
) A~ K B B GAM BERY BRI ATC E iz /)N
(9 BeHERER o AIC (AT I -
AIC = =2Ln I(p,,,p,,0°) +2m (7)
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B (n=2.22,0 =1.06,[& 1-a) , Ln(CPUE +
1) B8 8 RTEIERS q-q l’é—lﬂiﬂ%$ﬁ;ﬁi~xﬁfi( l’i"l
2.1 fAR%TE Ln(CPUE +1) &It HEK 1-b) ,#iH] Ln(CPUE + 1) JeA g N IE 4311, 12

K-S k55 @ 78, Ln (CPUE + 1) # ] F Ik A IE GLM I GAM #4743 A B4 2 B il 1Y o

2 45

5 -
_ £z °
S
o
03 g o 3f
5 iy
=1 =
§ S 02t ®ME ol
g /\ R o
= 2
0.1 21t
5
O _| 1 Il Il 1 J 0 L° D| 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 1 2 3 4 5 -3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
(CPUE+1)) B4R X% Ln(CPUE+1) WL B2 observed cumulative probability
(a) (b)

B 1 2000—2010 FHEBEAEFMIREZEFESE Ln(CPUE +1) RS R ERE
(a)Ln(CPUE + 1) B4R 43 i 5 (b) Ln(CPUE +1) YIEZ p-p .
Fig.1 The Ln( CPUE +1) distribution for the Chinese squid jigging fishery in the
southwest Atlantic Ocean from 2000 to 2010 and its distribution tests
(a) frequency distribution of Ln( CPUE + 1) ; (b)normal p-p plot of Ln(CPUE +1).

2.2 GLM HB S FE (year, x lon,) J] # £ B (month, x lat;) Je 5

GLM KRl B Z s R L 1o ¢ K 28 (month, x lon, ) (1) 38 BN AN 3% 7% &,
Mg L 4 4 B SST UL A2 HIN4E 5 &5 fF X CPUE Wy A % (P >0.05) . P, i+ 4
(vear, x lat;) ¥}y @ Ve A8 5, %F CPUE [ 5% M 1 A 5025 A B AR JE AN GLM B2 (f0 45 3 4~
B E(P<0.01) ;2 SSH GSST  Chl-a 4Ef1% B 1 A2 B I5 A8 4 ) %) CPUE g ATR1EAL .

K1 AFAAEMRESMREBREEVHRE GLM ZAEZEHTENKRE
Tab.1 Test of the significant variables in the generalized linear model ( GLM ) fitted to the I. argentinus
catch rate data in the Chinese squid jigging fishery in the southwest Atlantic Ocean

i 2 5 U5 i A b o1 22 . p
source estimates SD

Jeik NULL -2.161E +03 4.438E +02 —-4.870 0.357 6
4 year 1.075E +00 2.211E -01 4.859 <0.001
A month 6.373E -01 6.123E -01 1.041 0.537 1
% B longitude 5.334E +00 9.406E +00 0.567 0.921 4
#5 B latitude —-3.828E +01 6.889E +00 5.556 <0.001
W F2 0 8 SST 1.033E -01 1.581E -02 6.532 <0.001
FKEHE GSST 3.138E - 02 5.123E - 02 0.613 0.540 2
WU 5 SSH 8.764E - 04 2.100E -03 0.417 0.3713
4t % a Chl-a -7.633E -02 3.436E - 02 -2.221 0.026 5
A x Zi [ year x latitude —1.905E - 02 3.435E - 03 -5.544 <0.001
J x £ month x latitude -6.088E - 03 9.606E - 03 -0.634 0.526 3
4E x 5B year x longitude -2.635E -03 4.693E - 03 -0.561 0.154 6
A x % month x longitude —-4.875E -03 1.228E -02 -0.397 0.691 5
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2.3 GAM =BG HT

PR 25 A il T 72 s R 28 HL I AN [R) WP 38
— N GAM BLR!, 28 3:) Z R ia 55 K AIC {H LL X,
RAGEAE A G 4% SST SSH LI X AL H.
AR5 45 B (year, x lat;) A5 22 ) (year, x lon, )
B0 2 VA2 &, X CPUE WY 52w il 12 3% (P <
0.01) ;GSST Chl-a, J M fE (month, x lat;) L4
H 5% (month, x lon, ) W) 52 H.RLI A A B % 7%
i, %) CPUE 12 Wi A 3% (P >0.05), Hiix
e GAM 1Yy

x2

Ln(CPUE,;,, +1) = s(year,) + s(month,) +
s(lon;) + s(lat;) +s(SST) + s(SSH) +
s(year,,lat;) + s(year,,lon,s)

% AR O % CPUE &l 22 1 i B N
49.20% . o, A8 ik 4F 0F CPUE 1 51 B K, fi%
BT 35.7% W) B 2= s B IS I 2 A (3.70% ),
ZPE(2.90% ) AEHE R HAN (2. 80% ) ,
HRE(1.50% ) 5 A R s HAN (1.30% ) ,
SST(0.70% ) F1 SSH(0.60% ) (£ 2),

FAEAEFMRERFEEILKIRE GAM HERMNSERNEE ST RRIE GAM K&

Tab.2 Summary of analysis of deviance for generalized additive model( GAM ) and goodness-of-fit statistics for the
GAMs fitted to the I. argentinus catch rate data for the Chinese squid jigging fishery in the southwest Atlantic Ocean

5 5 i el 22/ %
nfii%ls " l(:ith F F K ex;ﬁijie?iviation AlC

Jos% NULL

+4F +year 9.981 84.85 <0.001 0.352°6 35.7 3 887.85
+ H + month 3.998 22.92 <0.001 0.388 2 39.4 3 804.89
+ 2% +longitude 3.545 21.91 <0.001 0.417 2 42.3 3732.94
+ 45+ latitude 8.827 4.271 <0.001 0.428 8 43.8 3709.06
+FFRIE +SST 4.175 4.765 0.000 655 0.4353 44.5 3694.15
+ 0 =+ SSH 5.890 2.168 0.044 721 0.439 8 45.1 3 686.84
+4E x 4+ year x longitude 27.000 2.698 <0.001 0.4578 47.9 3 664.94
+ 4 X ¥+ year x latitude 16.711 2.142 0.004 64 0.472 4 49.2 3618.93

2.4 RHER M X CPUE §9 % 0E

4E %t CPUE $% IR J5 [ , 2000—2003 4, CPUE
SEAE T RE e, T B & FAE X 22 A, 3] 2004
iF CPUE Bt SR T % = i Ik 5. 2004 4 DL )5,
CPUE & $L3% 4F 14 i i) & %, & 2008 4F 35 3] 11

SFLn(CPUE+1) {54
effect on Ln(CPUE+1)
(=)

2 L

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010
Efr year
(a)

& 2

AT A) A f% e (i, 65 BL & 2010 4F, CPUE 28I T
M (K 2-a), H Xt CPUE § mj Jy i, 1—3 H
CPUE R Mm%, 23 Hi AfikF
e KAE , ILJ5 CPUE JFIR T /%, & 4 H L5, CPUE
AR AL R AR 5% (B TR 2-b)

2,
RI 1t
m
=
o 8
25|
=L
_2_
1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5
A4 month
(b)

F(a)FA(b)YEMBEBXAFTIREFEZEE N CPUE N

Fig.2 Effects of year(a)and month(b)on I. argentinus CPUE derived from the

GAM analysis in the southwest Atlantic Ocean
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2.5 T [EIRAL A G

75 (8] (R 2E 7 I, 7E 40° ~45°S, CPUE &2 8l ¥
gl BT I AE 45°S BT H R0 R, It S B
HA RN, CPUE | 2 ML 218 T R ¥ 1
46.5°S i L5 /ME ;46 5° ~ 48.5°S, CPUE JT 4
Ge08 1 Jh;48.5° ~51°S B B A B R,
CPUE JT #4518 F [%;51° ~52.5°S, CPUE 4 {8
FEAAR (0 52.5°S LIRg i3, CPUE 0 S w1~ ¢
(Kl 3-a) . £ BEX) CPUE 52, fifi 4 25 B nY 38 in
CPUE E I iZE L1 i (& 3-b)
2.6 MRERFHFIE

B £ 7, SST 16 5 ~ 12 C, i % SST

SLn(CPUE+1) I %M

effect on Ln(CPUE+1)

_2,

|‘|||I||||||||||I||||||||||I|||||||| .
40 45 50 55
Z5FE latitude
(@)

F} & ,CPUE & | Ff#a#;12 ~16 CRfiZ SST FF
15, CPUE i, I Ft, (H 3 & AH %) A2 2% ; SST 7£ 16 ~
18 C,CPUE 75 {k #f X} £& %2 ; SST 7E 18 ~23 T,
CPUE W 4 B4 K 3 B2 A 386 . S 4R 5, SST
1E 12 ~16 C,ffi% SST (14 fin, CPUE 2 B34 i
(] 4-a)

SSH %t CPUE [y 541, 24 SSH < - 50 m i,
ffi# SSH ¥4 fin, CPUE & Ly /)N () #a %5 4 SSH
1E -50 ~ =20 cm I}, pfiZ5 SSH ¥}, CPUE 2 3
S8 1IN ¥ SSH 7E - 20 ~ 20 cm [}, CPUE
AR R E AW A (B 4-b) o

(=)
T

SLn(CPUE+1) I3
|

effect on Ln(CPUE+1)

|
[\
T

L L
50 55 60 65

Z5FE latitude
(b)

B3 SE(a)MEE(b)YENABREFMREBRAE L CPUE WL
Fig.3 Effects of latitude(a) and longitude(b)on I. argentinus CPUE derived from the

GAM analysis in the southwest Atlantic Ocean

%+ Ln(CPUE+D) IS4
effect on Ln(CPUE+1)

10 15 20
M= SSH
(@)

%t Ln(CPUE+1) 156
effect on Ln(CPUE+1)

_2_

{00000 0D LR L1 (1111
-100 -80 -60 -40 20 0 20
RZEKE SST

(b)

El 4 SST(a)#n SSH(b)W X FArm A FMREBEEAE W CPUE 1IN
Fig.4 Effects of SST(a)and SSH(b)on I. argentinus CPUE derived from the

GAM analysis in the southwest Atlantic Ocean
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2.7 & X CPUE fntr#{k CPUE Lt%

# 3 CPUE tu#t % T 2004 4:F1 2009 4F
PLAL, HoAth 4F £ 22 GLM 45 73U 45 o fk J5 ) CPUE
B A% T 5% 3 44 L CPUE, 2000—2003 4 5 i
1 J5 i) CPUE 7ZE Ak #4144 L CPUE 22 fk & # Al
I EPE BN (E 5-a) o 2005—2008 4, bR ifEf
J& i) CPUE 75 fkjta #4124 L CPUE #B 3 Jin, {H P4
HA AR AR K, dn 4L 5 ) CPUE K /)
T # X CPUE, 2008—2009 4f, #r i 1k J5 1
CPUE 7 ft fa # 5 44 L CPUE 7% fk j& %A ) .

35 [ o GAMBIARHEILCPUE

30 standardized CPUE by GAM

25 - £ X CPUE s
@ 20 nominal CPUE

‘a
I I L I L L I I I |

0
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
4y year

(@)

2009 AR5, & 2R S ], 0 L2 /)

2000—2010 4, GAM 4 #E 1k ) CPUE F11 44
S CPUE L% JL-F-# A . 2000—2002 4 [H]
CPUE & T [ #;2002—2003 40 & | JH 3 ;
2004 42 15 2 f57 IR {H 52004—2008 4 52 Bl U] 1
THEaH, IF T 2008 4F 35 B KPR 5 T 6 &
J§ R B . GAM A bR 4L )5 (19 CPUE #8 /) T 8¢
i 4 L CPUE, Jf 5 B 8 #2 4 3L CPUE /M i
FR(ES5-b) .

35 - ——GAMBARHECPUE

30 | standardized CPUE by GAM e
25 | %X CPUE }
nominal CPUE

‘A'

L L L I L I L L L |

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
4 year
(b)

B 5 2000—2010 EHEEAREFEMREFMREFREEVEFHZN CPUE 5
GLM # 2 (a) f1 GAM # 2! (b) iR/ 5 CPUE X &
Fig.5 Relationship between annual nominal CPUE and standardized CPUE by GLM ( a) and
GAM ( b) of the Chinese squid jigging fishery in the southwest Atlantic Ocean from 2000 to 2010

A ¥ CPUE % BT 2004 42 1—5 A
briEfL s 1) H ¥ CPUE L (8] 44 XA ¥ CPUE
e LLAE, LA ik (8] B A AR oE AL 1) CPUE AR IS T 5%
X 44 X CPUE, Hivh 2007—2009 4F,
PRUEAL J5 ) CPUE KR /) X i 1) 44 L CPUE

90 - _
g0 |——GAMBURAELCPUE

70 L standardized CPUE by GAM

60 |---a-- % LCPUE
50 L nominal CPUE

40
30
20
10 48y, 284 2

CPUE

O | e VA ° :
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
4y year

(@)

B 6 2000—2010 FAE KA FMIRERMRER

(K 6-a),

2000—2010 4¢, #5 #E 1k J5 7Y ] ¥ CPUE [t
% UH #) CPUE #84I%, H — & 75 fk ¥4 # 58 2 M
[A], HJ& 5 #E AL J5 ) CPUE i 3 i %5 A0 X F 2%
(K 6-b),

90

80 | ——GAMAFFHEILCPUE

70 - standardized CPUE by GAM

60 L —+—4% X CPUE i
f-:'>-‘ 50 - nominal CPUE
& 40

30

20

10 442

o . .
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
4 year

(b)

F&EaBAWAHEX CPUE 5

GLM ## (a) #1 GAM =& (b) fR# L5 CPUE BjX &
Fig.6 Relationship between monthly nominal CPUE and standardized CPUE by GLM (a) and

GAM (b) of the Chinese squid jigging fishery in the southwest Atlantic Ocean from 2000 to 2010
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3 ihg

3.1 BtiEE &% CPUE &0

GLM #l GAM HJF 58 25 5L 4% 2 W, 7F b 4F 443 %)
CPUE # Wi f: K, GAM 4y 7 1% 5 45 4t “ 45" X}
CPUE Z8{b i BN 35.7% . 2000—2010 4,
H B A B 19 B B, 2000—2004 4 R [
IFAE 2004 4F 4 J K 2 sk AR K S (4R Y
CPUE ¥ 3.086 t/d) ,2005—2008 4F | & 4 34 11 ,
2008 4 ik F| JJj 5 fix #5 K F (4 5 4E ¥ CPUE
27.336 t/d) ., 2009—2010 4F 0| K f&, 3% {4
7 ,2000—2010 4, 5 ifi fk J5 #9 CPUE JE A% 52 B
4 ~S 41 AMEFR IR 5 5 Chen % b p [ &
Y5 1995—2005 45 P4 [ P P B A 4E W 52 £ il
CPUE 5 AL BT 52 45 5 AR [7] (31 2000—2005 45
CPUE F7 #fi b 45 J 58 4 M 7)) , 1 5 Arkhipkin
S AR 2% B W 1989—1999 4F il A AE ¥ 3R

70
60
50
40 -

30 -

ASF#CPUE
monthly CPUE

20

) ) [ PO

fi il CPUE F3 iEfL 45 SR A ) .

A X CPUE # i ] & (& 2-b), 1—3 A,
CPUE ¥ AZ @I, =3 AhAf
B E KM ,3 A LG, CPUE JF4f T %, H 4—5
H R AL R AR 22 . I GAM 55 5 4 ofis 1k A
44 CPUE 4533k & ,2000—2010 4E 3 A 4y 89 A
V-3 CPUE 42 Ak F 4R fe i 7K F- (&1 7) o 3 il
B2 T R R H ] K i B0 4 A K A Bl AR AE 1 O £
FERA K. P E KRB £ F 1—6 H 1R
R PUVEA MR = b 1—3 1 2 24 5
A BE (R E 3 BFJE AR E, SPS, 15 74.77% ) ,{H. 3
FAEF R B BER P 28 1 B 3/0 4 A B (B A i
VSR — BB R R AL R FR A, BNS, 7 13,
59% ) , W5 Bt A ) (R4 RS, 4—6 F 0] 32 B4 5 4
AR P A R 3T SR i - B3 RE e b ER AR
#E,BNS, [ 90.94% ) ™' R[] BE Ak 4 ) i 4 35
A fESE i A 3 A CPUE e i 2 2 s

| W I HHH'HHW

123451234512345123451234512345123451234512345123451234

A4 month

7 2000—2010 £ GAM #tr# 1 By CPUE 4%
Fig.7 The distribution of monthly standardized CPUE by GAM from 2000 to 2010

3.2 ZEEZE CPUE &

WFFE45 H 3200, 7F 40° ~ 48°S i 1, GAM F3
#EAL CPUE BEAS Fifi 45 445 B2 38 fin 52 30 38 3h 15 i 1)
P IFAE 46.5° ~48.5°S YKk B WY , X F1 £ 58
PR A AR . AN 26 % 3 Bl CPUE 7% 4k Al fiE
I 45 T A (0 T 0 R 1 DG o BT AR A 1 2 £ 2
43R 4 A TA) i BE A, BD R B 8 RF R I R B
(SPS) Aii B Wi LA — 8% 5F Je WA (BNS) |
B HE (SPS) M wg I 75 (SBS) ( X AR & %
FEOREE) L A K R 4 A 3 B A B SPS A
BNS"™ | BF5Y % B, SPS B {43 % 7% 28 ~ 38°S
Z WAL 1—4 A LG, IT 8 1A R =

48 ~52°8 W, I E IR B & 4—6 T, 353
Pk B, T 1] 5 K i % 0T 06 1 b 3 gk 5
FEERdg T AR R R Y 0 S A TE 3 LA
J5 74 5 F% % R BRI S AR 7 R IE 1R 4 T SPS
IR R4 T %1 8, CPUE ol fERR L & 2 5 . [
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CPUE standardization of Illex argentinus for Chinese Mainland
squid-jigging fishery in the southwest Atlantic Ocean

LU Huajie' , CHEN Xinjun'*>** | CAO Jie', LI Gang'*”’, TIAN Siquan"*’, LIU Bilin'*’, FANG Zhou'
(1. College of Marine Sciences,Shanghai Ocean University ,Shanghai 201306, China;
2. National Engineering Research Center for Ocenic Fisheries,
Shanghai Ocean University ,Shanghai 201306, China;
3. Key Laboratory of Sustainable Exploitation of Oceanic Fisheries Resources ,Ministry of Education,
Shanghai Ocean University ,Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract. Illex argentinus is one of the most important squid-jigging fishery of Chinese Mainland in
Southwest Atlantic Ocean. It is necessary to standardize the catch per unit effort ( CPUE) in the stock
assessment. Generalized linear models ( GLM ) and generalized additive models ( GAM ) were used to
standardize catch per unit effort( CPUE) of Illex argentinus for Chinese squid-jigging fishery in the southwest
Atlantic Ocean based on the production data from 2000 to 2010 collected by Chinese Squid-jigging
Technology Working Group and the environmental variables including sea surface temperature ( SST) , sea
surface height( SSH) and chlorophyll-a ( Chl-a). The GLM analysis indicated that the importance of four
variables ranked by decreasing magnitude: Year, Latitude, Year x Latitude and SST. However, the GAM
showed that the model including Year, Month, Longitude, Latitude, SST, SSH, Year x Latitude and Year X
Longitude was the optimal model based on AIC and could explain 49. 20% of the variance in nominal
CPUE. GAM analysis indicated that high CPUEs were found in the area between 46.5° and 48.5°S at SST
ranging from 12 C to 16 C and SSH ranging form -20 to 20 cm in summer. In this study, GAM tended to
be more suitable than GLM in analysis of CPUE.

Key words: Illex argentinus; CPUE; generalized linear model ( GLM ); generalized additive model
(GAM) ; Chinese Mainland
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