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TAGGING — Monthly number of: fish tagged

(overalllnumber: 168, 168)
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1. TAGGING — Species ComposItiony
(more thani50% are YEIr&e BETﬁ

Species composition of the tagged tuna
606, 0%

54663, 32%
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AGEING — Distribution by species & type gf_,tag |
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YFT BET SKIJ UNK Total
Single yellow dart tag (ST) 41744 24528 67198 378 133848 79.6
Double yellow dart tag (DT) 10677 7518 9620 30 27845 16.6
OTC white dart tag (OT) 2004 2429 1487 24 5944 3.5
OTC + sonic + white dart tag (OTS) 14 12 14 40 0.0
OTC + archival + red dart tag (ET) 222 67 289 0.2
Unknown type of tag (UN) 2 16 5 174 197 0.1

Total 54663 34570 168163
32.5 20.6

Percentage (%)

89, 1% Tag releases by type of tag

20 0% 197,1%
, 0%

Single yellow dart tag (ST)

B Double yellow dart tag (DT)

27845, 81%
B OTC white dart tag (OT)

W OTC + sonic + white dart tag
(OTS)
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MBNAGEING — Species composition by type of tag
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Species composition of Single-Tagged tuna Species composition of Double-Tagged

tuna
30,0%

378,0%

W BET
41744,31%
10677, 38% B SK

Species composition of OTC-Tagged tuna Species composition of ET-Tagged tuna

(Archivaltagging)

24,0%

2004, 34%

222,77%
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1, TAGGING = Size distribution

Size distribution of tagged YFT (N=54,245)

Size distribution of tagged BET (N=34,402)
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Size distribution of tagged SKJ (N=77,574)

O I B e e e

32 35 38 41 44 47 50 53 56 59 62 65 68 71 74 77

lNDlAN OCEAN



i, TAGGING = Size/distribution by type of tag

Percentage of each size class for YFT bearing different
types of tag

Percentage of each size class for BET bearing different
types of tag
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A

TT T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 11T REGIONA

TUNA
32 35 38 41 44 47 50 53 56 59 62 65 68 71 74 77
)

lNDlAN OCEAN



REGIONAL

TUNA TAGGING

A\ PROJECT
N

1 TAGGING™ GEographical distribution - "

INDIAN OCEAN

——

R Tag releaSel o Tanaria

-15

-16 :
=38 -40 -45

RTTP-I0 Tagging up to 31/08/2007




REGIONAL
TUNA TAGGING

A\ PROJECT
).

RECOVERIES — Monthly Number: ofi recoveries per menth
(@verall number24;147)

Number of recoveries per species & per month (N=24,147)
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Species composition of the recoveries -
3,0%

8022, 33%
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YFT

BET

SKJ

UNK

Total

PMREGOVERIES — Distribution by species & type oftag

—_—

% type

Single yellow dart tag (ST) 6104 3396 9933 19434 80.5

Double yellow dart tag (DT) 1705 999 1451 4156 17.2

OTC white dart tag (OT) 207 158 174 539 2.2

OTC + archival + red dart tag (ET) 5 2 7 0.0

Unknown type of tag (UN) 1 4 5 11 0.0
Total 8022 4559 11563 24147

Percentage (%)

- -

19434,81%

B OTCwhite dart tag (OT)

(OTS)

Recoveries per type of tag

Single yellow dart tag (ST)

B Double yellow dart tag (DT)

B OTC+ sonic + white dart tag
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Recovery rate perspecies
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BOVERIES — Recovery rates per species & typerof tagy

Recovery rates perspecies & pertagging mode -
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2, RECOVERIES™SizeNdistributions at:tagging & at recoyvery.

Size distributions at tagging and at recovery for YFT Size distributions at tagging and at recovery for BET
recoveries recoveries

= YFT FLrec

= YFT FLtag

= BET FLrec

= BET FLtag

Size distributions at tagging and at recovery for SKJ
recoveries

/ e SKJ FLrec
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Recovery rate by sizes of 5 cm classes at tagging
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). RECOVERY = The erigins of the recoveries

Where recoveries took place? During which process recoveries are found

56,0% 161,1%
509, 2% 1283, 5%
1903, 8% Fishing

Atsea B Unload -

H Fish. boat in port
6480, 27% B Transfer

6285, 26% .
W Sorting

B Cannery

W Reefer B Ranking
B Cold store ¥ Butcher

H Fish market

Recoveries by gear
52,0%
Purseseine
H Pole line
H Gil net
B Hand line
B Troll line
H Longline

23250, 96% Unknown
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Associated School — —

Species composition of the 2006 AS tagged
tuna

395, 0%

31213, 40%

Species composition of the 2007 AS tagged tuna

212,0%

9159, 21%

Species composition of the 2006 AS
recapturedtuna

11,0%

4594, 76%

Species composition of the 2007 AS recaptured
tuna
1,0%

2291, 43%
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ith.tag among, the tagged.fish

fishaw

Daily Percentage of tagged fish among the catch ofthe day in the

Associated Schoolin 2006

Daily Percentage of tagged fish among the catch of the day in the

Associated School in 2007
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. RECOVERY — Time-at-liberty per Species

Distribution of the YFT time-at-liberty (N=7848) Distribution of the BET time-at-liberty (N=4533)
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Distribution of the SKJ time-at-liberty (N=11517)
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P RECOVERY =Monthly distribiition of the recoveries from
2achitagging month (May, 2005: August2007) ——
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RTTP Recoveries per tagging month
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ZRRECOVERY — Geographical distribution of the recoveries, -
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OVERY: — PUrse seine catch and number of' receyveries
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PS catch & recovery rate per 1000 tons o
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Distribution of the YFT distance travelled Distribution of the BET distance travelled
800 (N=6984, average=696 nm) (N=3825, average=637 nm)
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Distribution of the distances travelled per month at liberty

1200

[EY
o
(]
o

Distance travelled (in nm)

Months after tagging



ShRITP-IO - CONGLUSIONS

initial target of 80,000 have beew
’-_ —

: e than 50 % of Yellowfin and Bigeye the RTTP has succeeded in
priority to these two species according to the wishes of the IOTC

T &

l.'i.es already reach 14.5% 9 months after the completion of the
| more recoveries are expected in the months to come.

tlon of the time-at-liberty as well as other parameters are
; ery good mixing of the tagged tuna among the rest of the
--re WhICh IS quite suitable when tagging data are used for stock

= The—achlevements briefly presented in this document have been made
~ possible through the dedication, hard work and collaboration of many
different partners including the sklppers crews, Cruise Leaders, Tagging
Technicians, Regional Tagging Technicians, National and Recovery Officers.

THEREFORE WE EXPRESS THEM ALL OUR THANKS AND CONGRATULATIONS
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