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MNEPIAHYH

Ahevticd Sedopéva and to 1995 g to 2004, mpoepydpeva amd detyatoAnyies o€ ELTOPIKA GKAPN
xpPNoomofnkay yio Tov TPocdlopopd TV OGOV 6TOX®V KaBOS Kol TOV KOPUOV OmOpPIRTOuE-
VoV 00V ™G ToAvedKNg alielog pe tpdra, oty meployn tov loviov Ieddyovs. Zopomva e to
anoteAéopata To €10 mov VoOKEWTAV G pHeyoAdTepN alevTikh Bvnootta frav ta: Merluc-
cius merluccius, Mullus barbatus xor Parapenaeus longirostris 6Gov a@opd oto eUmopikd &iom
Ko to. Lepidotrigla cavillone, Argentina sphyraena xon to. pikpd dtopa tov M. merluccius amd to.
anoppurtopeva. Ta €idn avtd cvviotdton va tepthapfdvovior oto €101 TOL ¥PNGLLOTOOVVTOL OTIG
noAedIkeG LeBddovg extipmong twv anobepdtmy.

AEEEIX KAEIAIA: Eidn-o16y01, Amoppuntdpeva €idn, Mecoyesiaxn aeia, Tpdrta

ABSTRACT

Catch data derived from on board sampling from 1995 to 2004, were used to investigate the target
species as well as the mainly discarded species of multi-species trawl fishery, in the Ionian Sea.
The species which were mostly subjected to fishing mortality were Merluccius merluccius, Mullus
barbatus and Parapenaeus longirostris, from the marketable fraction of the catch, and Lepidotrigla
cavillone, Argentina sphyraena and the small individuals of M. merluccius, from the discarded frac-
tion of the catch. These species is advisable should be included in the species used for multi-species
methods for stock assessment.
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EIZAT'QI'H

H oheio o Meoodysio yopakmpiletor omd
VYNA TOWKIAOTITO GUYKPVOLEVY LE TNV OAL-
ela otov Athavtikd xor ™ Bopewa 0dhacoo
KOl DYNAOTEPO OPIOUO EUTOPIKMY KoL OTOPPL-
ntopevov GV (Stergiou 1999). v molvet-
own avt oo dev eivon EekdBopo mola idm
anoteAoVV 6TOYOVG Yo ToVg Wapddec. Qotdco,
0 TPOCOOPICUOS TOV EWMV-0TOXOV glvon on-
povTikdg Yo dtayelptotikodg Adyous, kadmg ta
elon avtd enmpedlovtar meplocoTEPO ANO TNV
aMeio (Greenstreet & Hall 1996, Zwanenburg
2000). Me dedopévn pdMoTo TV OLKOGLOTN-
WK TPOGEYYIoN TG OAEVLTIKNG dlayeipiong
(Jennings & Kaiser 1998) kot to avéavopevo
evdtapépov mov kepdilet 1 perétn Tov amoppt-
ntopevov alevpdrov (Alverson et al. 1994),
KofiotoTar oNUAVTIKOS Kol 0 TPOGOoPIopdg
TOV KOPLOV OTOPPUTTOLUEVOV EWOV.

I to oxond avtd Kot oTo TAAIGLO TNG TTALPOD-
oog epyaciog mpoodopiotnray to &idn-otdy0L
Ko T KOpta amoppurtdpeva £10m g alielog e
Tpata, otV meployn Tov loviov meldyoug amd
70 1995 ¢ T0 2004.

YAIKA KAI MEGOAOI

H derypatoinyia €ywve pe kotaypagn Tov ot
EVULATOV TAVD G EUTOPIKES UNYOVOTPOTES, OTO
[6vio méhayog, tpelg opég Tov ypdvo: 0 Db
vonwpo (Oktdppio), to yeava (Oefpovdpro)
Kot TV AvoEn (Mduo), v mepiodo OktdfBprog
1995 - OxtoPptog 2004. Katd t didpketa g
detypoatonyiag axohovfnbnke to mpdypoppe
TOV gUMOPKOV okdeovs. H detypoatonyio me-
peddppoave 300 TOLAGYLOTOV AVTITPOCMOTEVTIKA
gUmopikd okben. Ot cVPoELS YIVOVTOLGAV KATA
™ ddpKeln TG NUEPag Kot to Pabog cvupong
TOV KOAGO®V mov avardfnkav, TovAdyiotov
v to 50% g Sbpketag kébe karddac, dev Ee-
nepvovoe ta. 300m. Agdopéva cLALEXON KAV omd
10 Tovhdyiotov KaAddeg Yoo kobepia and Tig
20 detylotoANTTIKEG TEPLOSOVE, KOl CUVOALKA
avardfnkav dedopéva and 323 karddeg, o 156
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nuépeg oheiag. Ta merayucd €idn eEapébnkav
amod TV avaAvon.

Ye KGO KaAADO0 KOTAYPAENKAV: 1) SIAPKELD TNG
60poTC, T0 GUVOAIKO BApog Kkat 1) cuvBeon 1660
TOV EUTOPEVGIULOV OGO KOl TOV OTOPPUTTOUEVOD
aMedpotog ovd €idoc. Q¢ «un eUmopikd» opi-
otmKav T €0 mov anoppintoviay €& ohokA-
poL (SNAadn 7oV dev Elyoy EUTOPIKO THNLO) GE
o KoAdda.

O 7pocdlopIoHOC TV EVMY-GTOYMV EYIVE OKO-
AovBdvTag Tig dladIKacieg TOV TEPLYPAPOVTAL
an6 Tovg Stergiou et al. (2003) pe n yprion mo-
Mpetafintdv avarldcemv dedopévav Propdlog
yBv@v, Votepo amd AoyoplOuIKd peTAC)M L~
Tiopd (Field et al. 1982). Ot molvpetofintéc
aVTEG aVOADGELS TEPLEMAUPOVOY avVAAVGT) Opa-
domoinong (Cluster analysis) pie yprion tov dgi-
Kkt opowdttog Bray-Curtis. H cupfoin kade
gidovg ot péon Bray-Curtis opotdtnta, ot
GUVOMKT] OUOLOTNTO KOl OTNV opotdTnTa Kade
OUAd0G KOAGIMY 1 UEPDV TOV TPOEKVYE OO
™V 0vIADGT OULOSOTOIMNGNG, TPOGOIOPIGTNKE e
™ Ponrfeta g SIMPER analysis (Similarity of
Percentage analysis, Clarke & Warwick 1994).
Qg eumopikd idn-otdY01 OpicTNKAY Ta (6N TOVL
ouvéPfolav abpoloTikd o€ T0GOGTO 160 pe T
ovvolikn| opotdtta (Stergiou et al. 2003), evéd
LLE TOV {010 TPOTO OPICTNKAV KOl TOL KOPLOL OTTOpP-
purtopeva €idn. Ot avaAvoelg Eyvav avl Kold-
da, 6mov ypnolonomnkav dedopéva @ploiog
Bropdlog kot avé nuépa, 6mov ot apbovieg kot
ot Bropaleg frov nuepnoteg. Oleg ot Tpoava-
pepbeioeg avaivoelg mpaypatomomnkay e
™ ¥pnon Tov Aoyiopikod wokétov PRIMER-5
(Clarke & Warwick 1994).

AINIOTEAEXMATA

H avéivon opoadomoineng Tov eUnopikod oAled-
LOTOG TV KOAGS®V omokdAvwe 3 khpleg opd-
dec. H opdda A (IMivakag 1A) mepieiye koping
umocoddapo (Merluccius merluccius), n opddo.
C kvping kovtoopovpa (Mullus barbatus) evé
N B mepieiye kot ta 8o €idn. Eivar gpoavég
OTL 0 UTOKAALGPOG KoL 1] KOVTGOHOVPO NTOV TO.
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Iivakog 1 AmoteAéouara tne SIMPER analysis yio ta sumopikd. alisbuato a. ave. kaldoo.
b. ava nuépa. AVG: uéon Proualo, Av.Sim: uéon ouoiotnra, Cum.%: abpoiotikd tocooto
ouoiotnrog, Group A, B, C: o1 oudoeg wov mpoéxvwoy ano v Cluster analysis.

Eion AVG Av.Sim Cum.%
a. Avadivon avd  Xvvoro Epmopik@v: Average similar-
KoAGOO ity: 48,25
Merluccius merluccius 25 17,01 35,25
Mullus barbatus 13,2 12,25 60,64
Group A: Average similarity: 59,62
Merluccius merluccius 21,6 17,19 28,82
Group B: Average similarity: 55,66
Merluccius merluccius 30,15 20,67 37,14
Mullus barbatus 12,17 14,05 62,39
Group C: Average similarity: 52,51
Mullus barbatus 23,5 16,47 31,36
Merluccius merluccius 9,96 8,33 63,15
b. Avéivon avd  Xvvoro Epmopikaov: Average similar-
nuépa ity: 50,90
Merluccius merluccius 51,76 13,56 26,64
Mullus barbatus 27,33 8,69 43,7
Parapenaeus longirostris 18,04 6,52 56,5
Group A: Average similarity: 62,79
Merluccius merluccius 31,83 13,67 22,28
Parapenaeus longirostris 24 12,58 42,78
Group B: Average similarity: 78,15
Merluccius merluccius 75,33 18,02 23,05
Mullus barbatus 35,83 15,45 42381
Group C: Average similarity: 56,88
Merluccius merluccius 55,61 13,55 23,81
Mullus barbatus 32,54 10,68 42,59
Parapenaeus longirostris 17,7 6,13 53,36

€idn-01oY01, TO OTTOTN KOl GUVEIGEPEPAV TEPLO-
60tepo amd 48%, TOL NTAV 1) GUVOAIKT OUOLO-
o PETAED TOV KOAGI®V. ZTIG OVAAVGELS avd
NUEPQ, OTOL 1 GUVOMKT OpOLOTNTO TAV Alyo
vymiotepn (=51%, Iivakag 1B), ot &idn
otoyol Tpooténke kou 1 yopida, Parapenaeus
longirostris.

Ocov apopd oT0 ATOPPUTTOLEVD, AMEVLOTO 1)
GUVOMIKT] OLOLOTNTO TV KAAGS®V NTAV HIKPO-
TepN 0 oYEoN e To EUTOPIKd. MeyaAvTtepn ov-

VEIGQOPA otV opoldtTa. iy To. Lepidotrigla
cavillone xav M. merluccius, Snhadn to. pikpd
atopo tov pmokahdapov (Ilivakag 2A). Emi-
mAéov, ot avoivoelg ava muépa (Iivokag
2B) ot0 6v0 Tapoamdve £idn TpooTédnke Kat TO
Argentina sphyraena.

YYZHTHXIH
Meydho mOGOGTO NG GLVOAIKNG OMOLOTNTOG
opeotav e 89 &idn-pun oTOYOVG, CUUPMVOL
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Iivoxog 2 Amoteréouara tng SIMPER analysis yio. to. amoppimrouevo, kol 1y EUTOPLKG.
odievuoto a. ova kolada koi b. ava nuépa. AVG: uéon pfroudla, Av.Sim: uéon opoiotro,
Cum.%: a6poioTiKo T0G0TO OUOIOTHTAG.

Eion AVG Av.Sim Cum.%
a. Avalvon avé 2OVOA0 ATOPPUTTONEVOV:
KaAGOO Average similarity: 23.15
Lepidotrigla cavillone 2.79 4.55 19.66
Merluccius merluccius 2.43 3.97 36.80
Xvvoro M epmopikdv:
Average similarity: 21.74
Lepidotrigla cavillone 2.75 6.80 31.29
b. Avaiven ava 2OVOA0 ATOPPUTTONEVOV:
nuépa Average similarity: 28.70
Merluccius merluccius 5.04 4.58 15.97
Lepidotrigla cavillone 5.76 4.30 30.94
Xvvoro M epmopikdv:
Average similarity: 27.46
Lepidotrigla cavillone 5.65 6.61 24.06
Argentina sphyraena 2.73 532 43.44

ue ™ pebodoroyio twv Stergiou et al. (2003),
aplOpdg ToAD peydhog cuykpvopevog pe Po-
peLoTeEPES mEPLOYES OOV £vo. 1) 000 €idN-0TdYO
amOTEAOVV GYEOOV OAOKANPT TNV TOGOTNTO, TOV
alevportog (Alverson et al. 1994). H avdivon
TV OUAO®V TOL EUTOPIKOD TUNHOTOG TOV OAL-
eOHATOG TOV KAAAO®V, £0e1Ee OTL kKABE opdda
yopaxtnpileTor kuplog amd ™V TEPOLGIN TOV
evog €1dovg (UmaKoALGPOS 1| KOLTGOUOLPA) 1|
Kol Tov 000 poll og pKpoTEPES OGS TOGO-
mrec. H péon opotdomra tov nuepdv aleiog
NTav peYOALTEPT and 0T TOV KOAGdwvY. Ta
AMOTEAEGHATO AVTE OETYVOUV OTL 1] GTPATNYIKY
TV Yopadov cuvictatol otnv Tpocnddeia vo
eaopoulicovv éva 1GopPOTNHEVO GALEVILN OGOV
apopPa oTNV NUEPTGLO TOGHTNTO TOV ELOMV TOV
mévovv. T'a 0 Adyo avtd ekTEAOVV KOAASES
TOV GTOYEVOVV GE OLUPOPETIKG EUTOPIKA €101 1
Koepd, evrog g idog nuépag.

O ppdc aplBpos Tmv KHPLOV OTopPITTOUEV®V
eV, Tapd 10 YeYovog 0Tl suvolikd 101 €ion &i-
YOV OTOPPUTTOUEVO TN O OE pid, TOLALYIGTOV,
KoAGOo amodidetal oTnv TOAD HKpATEPN HéOT

OMOOTNTO TOV OTOPPITTOUEVOV GE GYEOT LE TOL
gumopikd aaevpata. Edukdtepa, To amoppuntod-
HEVOL €101 TOL VIOKEIWVTOL GE PLEYAADTEPT) BALED-
kN wieon Nrav ta L. cavillone, A. sphyraena
KoL ToL pikpd dtopa tov M. merluccius.

Eidn yopic epmopikn a&io, 6nwe ta L. cavillone
KoL A. Sphyraena, dev GUYKEVTPOVOLV 10104TEPO
Swyeplotikd evoropépov. TlpoteiveTan 6TL TOL
KOplo. amopputopeva €idn Ba mpénel va mept-
Aoppévovtor oto €01 TOL YPNGILOTOIOVVTOL
oT1g ToAEdIKEG HeBddOLG exTiNoNG TWV OTO-
Oepdrov.

EYXAPIXTIEX

Ba 0ELape vor gVaPITHGOVHE OAOVS TOVG 1010-
KTNTES, KATETAVIONS KO TANPOUATO TOV GALED-
TIKOV GKOPOV Y10L T GOVEPYOGLN TOVG.
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