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) .BET:SKJ catch ratios are lower along the fringes of the WCPFC Convention area.
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* GAMs for SKJ CPUE, BET CPUE, and BET:SKJ catch ratios to
better determine potential environmental variables that can separate

-

* BET:SKJ catch ratios are higher in El Nifio years, along the equator, and

. when/where SKJ are harder to catch. SKJ and BET
) - To minimize BET catch while maximizing SKJ catch during El Nifio, fish in the * Add tuna hypoxic depth and thermocline depth to quotient analysis
= eastern part of the WCPFC area within the EEZs owned by Kiribati and Tuvalu. and GAMs

() ° To minimize BET catch while maximizing SKJ catch during La Nifia, fish in the
€ western part of the WCPFC area within the EEZs owned by Micronesia, Papua
O New Guinea, and Solomon Islands.

0 » Separating BET and SKJ based on environmental conditions may be difficult.

* Analyze how BET-SKJ separation differ depending on the type of set
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* Apply GAMs with projected environmental conditions to see how
BET-SKJ separation may change with climate change

 Add in data from IATTC

Future Work



