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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Terms of Reference

At the 74th Statutory Meeting in Copenhagen, it was decided
(C.Res.1986/2:5:4) that the Mackerel Working Group (Chairman: Mr
S.A. Iversen) should meet at ICES headquarters from 16-25
February 1987 to:

a) consider the report of the Mackerel Egg Production Workshop;

b) consider the report of the ad hoc Multispecies Assessment
Working Group;

c) assess the status of and provide catch options for
safe biological limits for the mackerel stocks and
units in Sub-areas II-VII and Divisions Vllla,b;

1988 within
management

d) update the quantitative description of the distribution and
relative abundance of juvenile mackerel by season and by as
fine an area breakdown as possible, and re-evaluate possible
management measures to limit the catches of juvenile mackerel;

e) provide quarterly catch-at-age and catch and stock mean
weight-at-age data and information on the relative
distribution at different ages by quarter for North Sea
mackerel for 1986 as input fOr the Multispecies VPA, and
provide information on the likely level of Western stock
mackerel which are seasonally present in the North Sea.

In the minutes of the ACFM meeting (30 October - 6 November 1986)
the different working groups were asked "to produce stock­
recruitment plots for each stock and to attempt to define
alternative biological reference points (Fh · I' F d' and F1 )".
The definitions of these reference po~fi~J arWegiven in ~Mon.
(1983) .

1.2 participation

The Working Group met in Copenhagen
participants;

with the following

R.S. Bailey
J. Casey
W. Dawson
A. Eltink
S.A. Iversen (Chairman)
E. Kirkegaard
J. Molloy
T. Westgllrd

UK (Scotland)
UK (England and Wales)
UK (England and Wales)
Netherlands
Norway
Denmark
Ireland
Norway

Dr E.D. Anderson, ICES Statistician, attended the second part of
the meeting.
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2 REVIEW OF THE MACKEREl, EGG PRODUCTION REPORT

The final version of the report from the Mackerel Egg Production
Workshop (Anon.,19B7) was available for the Working Group.

New data about fecundity from the Western mackerel demonstrate a
rather similar fecunditY-length relation as given for the North
Sea stock in Iversen and Adoff (1983). However, both the new and
earlier investigations deal with the potential fecundity, i.e.,
the maximum numbers of oocytes which might become fully developed
and be shed in the current season. Due to atresia and the possi­
bility of oocyte development during the spawning period, the
potential fecundity may not be an exact estimate of the actual
number of eggs shed. More information on the atresia problem is
available, but uncertainties still continue as to its duration
and possible differences between levels of atresia in first-time
spawners, which can be very high, and return spawners. The
working Group, therefore, strongly stresses the need for further
investigations to quantify the atresia in different age and
length groups of the spawning population,

The total r~g production in the North Sea in 1986 was estimatr~

at 30 x 10 eggs and for the Western mackerel stock 1.165 x 10
eggs. Data on egg mortality obtained during the survey of the
spawning area of the Western stock indicate a dailY mortality of
about 13%. If this mortality is assumed to be representative and
constant, the overall stage 1 production estimates could be in­
creased by about 10% to estimate the total number of eggs
spawned.

The North Sea ·egg estimates are based on stage 1 eggs which range
from newly spawned to 2 days old depending on temperature. The
survey did not cover Skagerrak and the egg production there is,
therefore, not included in the North Sea estimate. Some data from
earlier years (Iversen, 1977) indicate that the skagerrak might
contribute about 5-10% of the North Sea egg production.

Neither of the two estimates are compensated for egg mortality
and no adjustment for the Skagerrak production has been done for
the North Sea estimate.

There is evidence from earlier work that mackerel spawn outside
the areas covered in 1986, e.g., outside the limits of the
continental shelf west of Scotland and in the western English
Channel (Walsh, 1976).

It was pointed out in a working paper presented to the working
Group (walsh and Hopkins, 1987) that the method of calculating
the number of females spawning at each point in the spawning
season is conceptually inaccurate because it assumes that all
stage 6 females in the relevant period spawn all their eggs in
one batch. In reality, the number of females spawning in any
given period will be much higher, but the number of eggs spawned
by each will be lower than the total fecundity of an individual
female. An alternative approach is to apply a fecundity-weight
relationship to the total egg production thereby giving a total
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biomass of females (referred to the maturity stage at which
fecundity is estimated) which can be converted to number by using
a mean weight of females at the appropriate stage for the season
as a whole.

using weight data not available at the Workshop, it has now been
found that a good straight-line relationship exists between
fecundity and weight of females, the line passing close to the
origin and not differing significantly from it. Using a
regression forced through the origin, an estimated 1,457 eggs
were produced per gram of female mackerel at maturity stage 4. At
a mean weight of 382 9, estimated by weighting mean weights in
each survey period by the egg production during that period, and
assumingsa 1:1 sex ratio, the spawning biomass is estim~ted to be
1.6 x 10 t, and the number of spawning fish 4,188 x 1~ . This is
8.5% lower than the Workshop estimate of 4,578 x 10 spawning
fish. While the methodology used clearly affects the estimate of
the number of spawning fish, the alternative method described
here requires a reliable estimate of the mean weight of stage 4
females over the entire spawning season.

In view of the fact that most of the potential
inaccuracy or imprecision listed above have not been
the present Working Group adopted the estimate of the
spawning fish in 1986 given by the Workshop.

causes of
quantified,

number of

The report from the Egg Production Workshop lists several im­
portant objectives to improve both the mackerel egg production
and spawning stock estimates. The Mackerel Working Group wishes
to emphasize the most important ones:

Extend the areas investigated to include the Skagerrak in the
North Sea survey and Division VIa, the eastern Celtic Sea, and
the western English Channel in the western survey.

Improve the staging of older eggs so they can be used in the
production estimates.

Further investigations of ovaries to quantify atresia,
threshold of vitellogenesis, proliferation of primary oocytes
over the annual cycle, and their recruitment to vitellogenesis
during spawning. Investigate batch fecundity.

In addition, the working Group stresses the need for better samp­
ling of the spawning population over the entire spawning period.

A further North Sea egg survey is planned for 1988. To ensure
full coverage of the area and spawning season, it is essential
that the survey be coordinated, and the Working Group recommends
that survey plans be conveyed to a coordinator (S. A. Iversen) as
soon as possible. Time for the formulation of final plans should
be made available at the Working Group meeting in 1988.
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3 SAFE BIOLOGICAL LIMITS

In it last report (Anon., 1986), the Working Group had a thorough
discussion on safe biological limits of the Western and North Sea
mackerel stocks. The conclusions from this discussion remain the
same, i.e., that:

1) since 1974. the North Sea mackerel spawning stock has de­
creased from one million t to less than one tenth of that
level. Throughout this period, the average level of
recruitment has been insufficient to maintain the spawning
stock even in the absence of exploitation.

2) The Western spawning stock is at its lowest recorded level in
the period 1972-1986.

3) The general trend is for a continuing decline in the spawning
stock biomass of both the North Sea and Western stocks.

4) Any fishery on the North Sea stock in 1986/1987 is likely to
drive the stock even lower.

The optimum range of spawning stock biomass, the minimum fishable
biomass, the optimum fishing pattern, and long-term potential of
the two mackerel stocks are also discussed by Anon. (1986) and
the general conclusions still apply.

With a fish such as mackerel, the yield-per-recruit curve tends
to be flat-topped. As a result, the position of Fma is poorly
defined. In this situation, FO 1 is usually used asx the more
appropriate biological reference point. This level of fishing
mortality, however, is not necessarily the same as the safe
biological limit of F. As an alternative, ACFM recommends that
safe biological limits be identified within which the stock is
likely to continue to produce adequate levels of recruitment.

The stock-recruitment scatter plot for Western mackerel based on
the VPA given in this report is shown in Figure 3.1. It is clear
that there is as yet no identified relationship between parent
stock and recruitment. Calculations of spawning stock biomass per
recruit, however, enable one to superimpose lines on this plot
corresponding to different levels of F. From this, additional
biological reference points can be defined, as explained in Anon.
(1983). At high values of F, there will be no evidence that the
stock has ever produced SUfficient recruits to maintain itself
under that level of exploitation. The upper limit of F might,
therefore, be defined by the line that envelopes almost all
historic values of stock and recruitment (Fh · h)' A further value
that divides the stock-recruitment points in~Half is the value at
which there is reasonable evidence that the stock can sustain
itself (F d' ). using the method outlined in Anon. (1983),
these valu~~ ~~Q as follows:

~high
median

0.33
0.14

The stability of the values of these reference points is based on
the implicit assumption that recruitment will on average be lower
than the average values 50 far recorded if the spawning stock
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size falls. There is no basis for this assumption, but in the
absence of any other relevant evidence, the present values can be
used to define reasonably prudent levels of eXPloitation in the
management of this stock.

In the absence of reliable stock and recruitment data for North
Sea mackerel, a similar analysis has not been made for this
stock. It should also be borne in mind that values of 5SB per
recruit change if the eXPloitation pattern or maturity ogive
changes. The one given here is based on the most recent exploi­
tation pattern and on the historical maturity ogive (i.e., 60% of
2-group mature).

4 STOCK DISTRIBUTION AND MIXING

4.1 Distribution of Mackerel Fisheries and Stocks in 1986

The main source of information about the seasonal distribution of
the adult components of the mackerel stocks outside the spawning
season comes from the distribution of catches in the commercial
fisheries. since the relative magnitude of catches in each area
and season depends on the distribution of fishing effort as well
as on the distribution of mackerel, it is recognized that the
distribution of catches may not in all cases be a reliable guide
to distribution. The distribution of fishing effort is affected
by management controls (e.g., closed areas, allocation of TACs,
and national quotas among areas) and by economic considerations
(e.g., proximity of ports of landing). However, it is also clear
that intensive fisheries can only develop in areas where mackerel
are abundant. In 1986, the officially reported distribution of
catches could not be taken as a reliable guide to where the fish
were actually caught in all areas and seasons. A better idea of
the distribution of catches was obtained from unofficial reports,
but it was not possible to express the information on the precise
distribution of catches quantitatively. With these reservations
in mind, the quarterly distribution of the fishery in 1986 is
shown qualitatively in Figures 4.1a-d.

In the first quarter, most of the catch was taken in the area of
the pre"spawning migration along the edge of the continental
shelf west of Scotland and Ireland. This contrasted markedly with
the fishery in December 1985 which was predominantly to the north
of Scotland. The fishery to the west of Scotland ended in early
March, while most of the catches to the west of Ireland were
taken in February and March.

The southward progression of the fishery
ning grounds southwest of Ireland is also
bution of catches in the second quarter
The only other fishery in this quarter was
its approaches.

towards the main spaw­
seen in the distri­
of 1986 (Figure 4.1b).
in the Skagerrak and

By the third quarter of 1986, the major fisherie::; took place in
the eastern half of Divisions IIa and IVa and in the Skagerrak,
with smaller concentrations of catch in the western half of Div­
ision rVa and Division VIa (Figure 4.1c). The main month of
catching in the eastern part of Divisions IIa and IVa was August,
while in the more westerly parts of Division IVa the fishery did
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not open until mid-September. The distribution in August was
similar to that at the same time in 1985.

In the fourth quarter of 1986, there was a marked westward shift
in the fishery to the northwestern North Sea and easternmost
parts of Divisions VIa and Vb, with smaller quantities taken west
and northwest of Ireland and in the eastern half of the North
Sea. Unofficial reports for this period indicate that the fishery
was furtherest to the west (over the boundary between Divisions
IVa and VIa) in October and that it moved back into Division IVa
north and east of the Shetlands in November and then to the west
of Shetlands in Division IVa in December. Provisional reports for
January 1987 indicate a very rapid shift in the fishery to· the
~rea west of Scotland and northwest of Ireland as in January
1986. The traditional overwintering area around North Rona (the
northern part of Division VIa) thus appears not to have been used
by mackerel in the fourth quarter of 1986. Instead, the fish were
distributed further to the northeast (Figure 4.1d).

4.2 Revjew of Information of Stocks

At the last two meetings of the Working Group, a
made to review all the available data on stock
distribution (Anon., 1985, 1986).

major effort was
separation and

It was concluded that there are still two main separate spawning
areas showing the same pattern as in earlier years (Anon., 1986).
However, there is evidence of a change in distribution outside
the spawning season.

Walsh and Martin (1986) postulated a recent shift in distribution
of the Western mackerel stock based on changes in the main areas
of the fishery. They suggested the changes may have been due to
major variations in the strength of the North Atlantic drift at
the shelf edge. When the current is strong, the Western mackerel
stock will have a northerly distribution during its feeding mi­
gration. On the other hand, when the current is weak, the fish
will migrate into the North Sea.

Eltink ~ al. (1986) haVe presented evidence of a link between
mackerel in the southern North Sea, in the Celtic Sea, and
western Channel areas. The evidence suggests that the Western
stock gives an "overspill" of recruits to the North Sea spawning
stock. At present, there are no data for a quantitative exam­
ination of this possibility.

Bakken and WestgArd {1986} have carried out a major new analysis
o,f the Norwegian tagging material. The main conclusions that can
be drawn from these data are that tagged fish from the two series
of releases were well separated in the period 1970-1980.

In the period 1980-1985, the recapture of tags shows that the
tagged fish have been almost randomly mixed between areas and
seasons. This suggests that the major changes in distribution and
abundance of the two mackerel stocks have led to a situation that
makes the recent tagging data less reliable as a method of stock
separation than it was in the past.
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Hopkins (1986) and Dawson (1986a) have done statistical analyses
on otolith morphometric measurements from different areas and
seasons in order to discriminate between stocks. Neither of the
authors are, however, yet prepared to draw any firm conclusions
as to whether this method gives valid results.

In spite of the extensive mixing of the two mackerel stocks and
the corresponding difficulty in allocating the catches to stock,
the Working Group continued to treat the two stocks as separate
for assessment purposes and no combined assessment was carried
out.

since the North Sea stock is currently at a very low level, any
misallocation of catches is unlikely to have a significant effect
on the assessment of the Western stock.

Table 4.1 shows the releases and recaptures of tags in the Nor­
wegian tagging experiments for the later years.

4.3 Recent changes in Distribution

4.3.1 Juvenjle distribution

In 1985, the Mackerel Working Group discussed the apparent
changes in the distribution of juvenile Western mackerel that had
taken place since about 1981. These changes were illustrated by
comparing the annual ratios of the catches of Western stock juve­
niles (1- and 2-year-olds) from Division VIa to total catches of
Western stock juveniles in all areas with the ratios of total
catches of all ages of the Western stock in Division VIa to the
total catch of the Western stock in all areas. After 1981, there
was a tendency for the catches of both juveniles and adults to
increase proportionately in Division VIa (Table 4.2 and Figure
4.2) .

In 1986, the proportion of catch of both juveniles and adults of
the Western stock in Division VIa declined (Table 4.2 and Fi9ure
4.2). This was largely because a high proportion of the Western
stock catches was made in Division IVa. Combining these catches
in Division IVa with those in Division VIa, the proportion of the
catches taken in these northern areas is similar to that in 1985.
The 1986 distribution, however, show~ that t.he majority of juve­
niles had an even. more northerly and easterly distribution than
in 1985. However, had the closed area off southwest England not
been introduced in 1983, the relative proportion of Western stock
juveniles taken in northern areas in the first and fourth
quarters is likely to have been less, since the available evi­
dence indicates that there is still a significant juvenile com­
ponent of the Western stock present in the Celtic Sea and English
Channel during the winter months.

To investigate the distribution of each year class in more
detail,the distribution of catches made by research vessels has
been plotted in Figures 4.3-4.7. The abundance indices were
derived from research vessel trawl surveys by England (first and
fourth quarters, 1984-1987), Ireland (fourth quarter, 1985 and
1986), Netherlands (first and fourth quarters, 1984-1987),
Scotland (first and fourth quarters, 1985-1987), Federal Republic
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of Germany (first quarter, 1985-1987), Norway (first quarter,
1985-1987) and Denmark (first quarter, 1985-1987).

The occurrence of the ·1984, 1985, and 1986 year classes expressed
as a percentage (number) of catches taken in the commercial
mackerel fishery in each ICES division in 1985 and 1986 is shown
in Figures 4.8-4.12.

4.3.2 The 1986 year class

Over the 1986/1987 winter, the highest concentration of the 1986
year class was found in the Western area southeast of Ireland
(Figure 4.4). In the North sea, the highest concentration oc­
curred between the Shetland Islands and Norway. This year class
occurred during the fourth quarter of 1986 only in the small
catches off Ireland and the southwest of England and did not
appear in the North Sea catches (Figure 4;10).

4.3.3 The 1985 year class

Research vessel trawl surveys indicated high concentrations of
the 1985 year class in the area south of Ireland between October
1985 and April 1986 (Figure 4.4), while one year later only one
high concentration was found southwe3t of England (Figure 4.5).
Owing to severe weather conditions, however, the ·coverage in the
November/December 1986 survey was not as extensive as in 1985.

The 1985 year class did not appear as a-group in the
1985 (Figure 4.8), but appeared as 1-group in 1986
except Divisions IIa, IVb, and Vb (Figure 4.11).

catches in
in all areas

In the Danish acoustic survey of the eastern North Sea and
Skagerrak in August 1986, this year class was as abundant as the
1984 year class in 1985 (Kirkegaard, 1986). During English and
Dutch bottom trawl surveys during the third quarter of 1986, this
year class was abundant along the Dutch coast and in some hauls
in the central North Sea. These bottom trawl surveys, however,
are probably not ideal for sampling mackerel when there is a
thermocline, because the mackerel are probably in the upper water
layers under these conditions.

4.3.4 The 1984 year class

Research vessel trawl surveys in the period October 1984 - March
1985 indicated concentrations of the 1984 year class to the west
of Scotland and in the Celtic Sea area (Figure 4.6).

The 1984 year class was abundant in the catches in 1985 to the
west of the British Isles and in the southern North Sea and
skagerrak (Figure 4.9). As 2-group, this year class was also very
abundant in catches in all areas (Figure 4.12).
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In the Danish acoustic surveys in August 1985 and 1986, this year
class was very abundant in the eastern North Sea and skagerrak
(Kirkegaard, 1986; Kirkegaard et li.,1986). In a Norwegian survey
of Division IVa and the Skagerrak in October 1985, the 1984 year
class was also very abundant (Iversen and Westgard, 1986).

4.4 Allocation of Catches to Stocks

Until 1984, stock mixing ratios were calculated from the Nor­
wegian tagging data. Due to major uncertainties associated with
this method, the Working Group last year decided not to use the
stock catch data estimated using the tag'ling data (Anon. I 1986).
Since no other data on mixing ratios were available at last
year's meeting, it was decided not to proceed with a separate
North Sea stock assessment. However, to have an updated data
base, the estimated catch data were put in the files.

Using the catch-in-numbers data for the North Sea stock estimated
in the last 4-5 years in prior reports gives an age structure in
the VPA for the North Sea stock which is very different from what
was seen on the North Sea spawning ground during the 1984 and
1986 spawning seasons.

To get a more reliable age composition in the North Sea VPA, it
was decided to estimate the North Sea stock catch in numbers by
age .in 1986, 1985, and 1984 for the 1983 year class and older
fish using data from the 1984 and 1986 North Sea egg surveys and
information on the relative distribution of the two stocks by
quarter.

Catches in 1984 and 1985 by age group

The total catch of 3-year and older fish from spawning time in
1984 to 1986 was estimated by back-calculating the estimated
spawning stock size in number by age in 1986 to fit the 1984
stock estimate, using the exploitation patterr. given in the 1984
report (Anon., 1984). The calculated catch at age was allocated
to year class assumin9 a constant fishing mortality coefficient.
The proportion of F and M before spawning was set equal to 0.1
and 0.4, respectivelY, which are the same values as used in the
North Sea VPA in previous reports.

Catches in 1986

The catch in numbers by age in 1986 allocated to the North Sea
stock was calculated using three sources of information:

1) the working Group's best estimate of the relative proportion
of the two stocks present in the North Sea (Sub-area IV and
Division IlIa) by quarter and age group, based on the avail­
able information from research vessel surveys and catch data
(Table 8. 3) ;

2) the working Group's best estimate of the number of
old fish in 1984 and 1985 in the North Sea and
mackerel stocks as shown in the text table below:

1~year~

Western
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North Sea Western
Year stock stock

1984
1985

500
250

4,000
3,500

Numbers in millions.

3) age distribution of the North Sea spawning sto~k in 1986 in
Norwegian and Danish research vessel samples:

Age 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15+

% 4.6 11.1 18.47.25.83.6 4.3 6.8 5.4 8.9 6.0 5.1 12.8

The catch in Divisions IVb and rVe was taken- to be pure North Sea
stock. The relative proportion in percent of the catches in 1986
allocated to age groups in each area is summarized in Table 4.2.

Catch of 1- and 2-group

The catch in number of 1-group mackerel in Divisions IVa and IlIa
allocated to the North Sea stock by quarter in 1986 was calcu­
lated using the number in the 1985 year class in the Western and
North Sea stocks (paragraph 2 above) and-the proportion of the 1­
group present in the North Sea area as given in Table 8.3.

The catch of 1-group in Divisions IIa and VIa was all assumed to
be from the Western stock.

The catch in number of the 2-group in Divisions IVa and IlIa was
also calculated using the number in the stock's proportions in
Table 8.3. In Divisions IIa and VIa, the complementary values
were used. It was assumed that the 1984 year class from both
stocks experienced the same F from 1984-1986.

Catch of ages 3-15+ in Divisions TTa IlIa, Iya and VIa

The catch in tonnes (C) for age groups 3-15+ was calculated by
subtracting the SOP of the 1- and 2-group from the total catch.
The proportion of this catch allocated to the North Sea stock in
the North Sea area (Pns ) is given by:

B
w

where:

spawning stock biomass of the North Sea stock from the
1986 egg survey,

spawning stock biomass of the Western stock from the
1986 egg survey,

proportion of the North Sea spawning stock present in
the area as given in Table 8.3,
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proportion of the Western spawning stock present in the
area as given in Table 8.3.

The mean weight in the catch of the North Sea stock (w ) was
calculated using the age distribution in the text table ab8~e and
the observed weight at age in the catches. The total number of
North Sea fish (Nns ) caught is then:

C x Pns

~'he number caught in each age group 3-15+ was then arrived at
using Nns and the age distribution above.

This procedure was used in
VIa and IIa, the same method

~~~~~C~~a ar~~. (1-Pns) and

Divisions IVa and IlIa. In Divisions
was used except that p and p were

(1-PW) since this ~§ outsiMe the

5 NORTH SEA ANp NORWEGIAN SEA AREAS

5.1 The Fishery in 1986

Total landings for 1977-1986 by country are shown in Table 5.1
for the North Sea, skagerrak, and Kattegat (sub-area IV and
Division IlIa) and in Table 5.2 for the Norwegian Sea (Divisions
IIa and Vb). The catches in 1984 and 1985 were revised according
to updated reports, and the recorded catches were increased by
the following tonnages:

Year Area Tonnes , increase

1984 IV+IIIa 177 0.4
1985 IV+llla 1,108 2.3
1984 Ira 4,287 4.6
1985 Ira 174 0.2

The total reported landings from the North Sea, Skagerrak, and
Kattegat in 1986 were 89,347 t which is an increase from 1985 of
about 80%.

In addition to the reported catches in this area, it seems that
substantial catches in the third and fourth quarters were
reported as catches in Division VIa, but were really taken in
Division IVa (Table 5.3).
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The catch in Divisions IIa and Vb was 102,234 t which is an
increase of about 30% since 1985. Most of the catches d87%) were
takebl by Norway in July and August mainly south of 64 N and east
of 2 E.

The quarterly distribution of catches by sub-areas and divisions
is given in Table 5.3.

5.2 Assessment of the North Sea stock

5.2.1 Catch in numbers in 1986

The catch in number ~t age in Division~ IIa, IlIa, IVa, IVb, rVe,
and Vb is shown in Table 5.4

pi vision ITa

The USSR and German Democratic Republic catches were allocated to
the main fishing season in Division IIa and divided into age
groups using the Norwegian data.

Division UTa

The Swedish catch was allocated into age groups by quarter using
the combined NOrwegian and Danish data.

Division IVa

sampling data were available for the
and Dutch catches. Catches made
Germany were allocated- to age groups

Danish, Norwegian, Scottish,
by the Federal Republic of
using the Dutch data.

As described below in Section 6.3.1, a proportion of misreported
catches from Division VIa was transferred to Division IVa for the
purpose of calculating numbers at age in the two divisions. These
have been included in the numbers given in Table 5.4.

Division IVb

Sampling data were available for the Dutch catches and the Danish
catches taken just south of Division IVa (75% of the total Danish
catches in Division IVb). The remaining Danish catch and the
French, English, and Scottish catches were allocated to age
groups using the Dutch data.

Division IVe

Catch in numbers at age was available only from the Netherlands.
The Danish, French, and English catches were divided into age
groups using the Dutch data.

Division Vb

Sampling data were available for the Danish and Scottish landings
from Division Vb. Catches made by the USSR were raised using
combined fourth quarter data of the other countries. Samples in
the fourth quarter contained a mean of 25% of the 1984 year class
which is rather less than in samples from Division VIa.
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5.2.2 Revision of the 1984 and 1985 data

In Division IIa in 1984, the Soviet catches were increased by
4,287 t, as reported by ICES. The numbers by age were increased
according to this amount in last year's Working Group report
(Anon., 1986), but the catch table was not corrected. Table 5.2
is now updated with the correction in catches as reported by ICES
for 1984 and 1985.

The other corrections in the catchez as given in Section 5.1 are
minor and no corrections in numbers at age were made in the com­
puter files.

5.2.3 weight at age and maturity

Mean weights at age in the catches by quarter in 1986 were pro­
vided by Norway (Divisions 1113., IlIa, and IVa), Denmark (Div­
isions IlIa and IVa), Netherlands (Divisions IVa,b,c) and
Scotland (Division IVa). weighted (by number) mean catch weight­
at'-age estimates were made by division by quarter and by division
by year for catches ·frorn the North Sea area and the North Sea
stock.

A comparison between the calculated sum of products (SOP) for the
divisions and the reported catches in 1986 shows a close agree-'
ment.

Mean weights at age in the stock on 1 January and at time of
spawning were unchanged from those used in the 1985 assessment
(Anon., 1985).

Due to differences between weights at age observed during the
spawning survey in 1986 and those usually used by the working
Group, the weight in stock at spawning time was changed in the
WEST file for 1986. The average weights for the different age
groups obtained during the egg survey were plotted together with
average weights obtained from the Danish fishery in the second
quarter. A line was fitted by eye through these data points
giving the smoothed weight (grams) at age at spawning time shown
below.
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Danish Norwegian
Age samples (QII) survey data Smoothed

1 200
2 227 325 300
3 334 400 340
4 367 408 380
5 393 425 415
6 442 455 460
7 534 479 500
8 598 559 540
9 573 543 580

10 675 579 620
11 635 638 665
12 775 620 700
13 812 664 745
14 712 700 780
15+ 780 882 825

About 180 1984 year-class fish were caught during the egg survey
in 1986, and 15% of these fish had spawned or were going to
spawn. These figures may be representative for the maturity ogive
for the proportion of the year-class fish present on the spawning
ground at spawning time, but not necessarily for the whole year
class. In samples taken during the Norwegian part of the egg sur­
vey and in the Norwegian tagging experiment in the North Sea in
July-August, the proportion of 2-year-old spawners was very low,
about 3%. As no data on the relative distribution of tlle 1984
year class in the North Sea during the spawning season were
available to the Working Group, it was not possible to estimate
the maturity ogive. However, the Working Group agreed that the
value? was considerably lower for the 2-year--old fish in 1986 than
the 37% used in previous years, and the minimum estimated value
of 3% was used.

The data obtained during the egg survey indicate nearly 100% ma­
turity of 3-year and older mackerel in 1986 and, as in previous
reports, 100% was used for these age groups.

5.2.4 spawning stock biomass estimate from the egg survey in 1986

By applying the egg production estimate for the North Sea (30 x
1012 ) and the fecundity length relation given by Iversen and
Arloff (1983), the spawning stock was estimated at 45,000 t, ap­
plying a sex ratio of 1:1. The average weight of the spawning
fish collected during ~he surveys was 553 g, which means a spaw­
ning stock of 81.4 x 10 fish. This is the lowest spawning stock
size recorded in the North Sea in the period 1969 to the present.
An age composition of the spawning stock was constructed based on
Danish and Norwegian samples in the spawning area during the egg
survey.
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5.2.5 The state of the North Sea stock

owing to major uncertainties associated with allocating catches
to stocks and estimates of recruitment, the working Group last
year decided not to proceed with a North Sea stock assessment
(Anon., 1986).

This situation has not changed since last year. There are still
problems in allocating the catches to stocks, and no new data to
quantify the relative strength of the 1984 year class recruiting
to the North Sea and the Western spawning. stocks were available.
This year class was observed in large quantities in the North Sea
in the third and fourth quarters both in 1985 and 1986 (Kirke­
gaard, 1986; Kirkegaard tl .a.l. , 1986; Iversen and Westgard, 1986).
However, not many 2-year-old fish recruited ·to the spawning stock
in the North Sea in 1986 since the spawning stock estimated from
the egg survey in 1986 was the lowest recorded and since spawning
fish of the 1984 year class were poorly represented in samples
from the spawning area.

The Danish acoustic survey in August 1986 (Kirkegaard et al.,
1986) indicated that the 1985 year class was even more abundant
in 1986 in the eastern part of the North Sea and Skagerrak than
was the 1984 year class in 1985. The area investigated is shown
in Figure 5.1. However, the distribution of the 1985 year class
appeared to be more restricted than the 1984 year class in 1985
since the 1985 year class did not appear in the Norwegian coastal
fishery in 1986. Rich year classes usually are easily spotted in
this fisherY.

with the smal] spawning stock in 1986, a prediction of the status
of the spawning stock in 1987 and 1988 is totally dependent on
the strength of the 1984 and 1985 year classes. Usually 100% of
the 3'-year-old North Sea mackerel spawn. Therefore, the workinl]
Group considers it very important to sample the North Sea stock
during the spawning period in the spawning area in 1987 to obtain
information about the strength of the 1984 and 1985 year classes.

5.3 Management Considerations

In 1986, about 32,000 t of mackerel were estimated to have been
caught from the North Sea stOCk, of which about 25,000 t were
from the spawning component (Section 4.4). If these figures are
correct, the- spawning stock will have been reduced by more than
50% during 1986. The expected catch of North Sea mackerel in 1987
cannot at present be estimated. However, it is likely that there
will be a fishery in the North Sea predominantly for Western
mackerel which will also take North Sea mackerel. If the distri­
bution of this fishery is the same as in 1986, the fishing mor­
tality rate on the North Sea stock in 1987 is likelY to be
similar to that in 1986. Owing to a lack of data to quantify the
strength of the 1984 and 1985 year classes in the North Sea
stock, it is at present impossible to make a realistic prediction
of the spawning stock size in either 1987 or 1988. It is, there­
fore, of considerable importance to obtain further information to
enable ACFM to give advice on the North Sea stock at its meeting
in November _1987. Relevant information may be obtained frorn:
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1} a Norwegian acoustic survey of the North Sea in July during
the second half of the spawning season;

2) a Norwegian and Danish acoustic and trawling survey of the
eastern North Sea and skagerrak in August aimed particularly
at 1- and 2-year-old mackerel;

3) a Scottish acoustic survey in April-May covering Division IVa
and the main mackerel spawning 'areas in Division IVb.

There will, however, be no egg survey in 1987.

since North Sea mackerel disperse widely throughout the North Sea
and adjacent areas outside the spawning season, total protection
of the North Sea stock can only be achieved by widespread clos­
ures of mackerel fisheries in sub-area IV and Divtsions IIa and
VIa. As pointed out in Section 4.2, however, there are major
fisheries on Western stock mackerel in these areas. While in no
way being able to solve this fundamental dilemma of how to pro­
tect the North Sea stock without at the same time closing major
fisheries on the Western stock, the working Group is, neverthe­
less, able to make a number of positive suggestions:

a) In the first place., there are thought to be few Western stock
mackerel in the North Sea in the first seven months of the
year and a total closure of Sub"-area IV from January-July in­
clusive would thus provide some protection of the .North Sea
stock.

b) Even in the latter half of the year, there is no evidence
that Western stock fish penetrate into Divisions IVb and IVc,
and these two divisions could remain closed for the entire
year.

c) The main nursery grounds of North Sea mackerel are in the
eastern part of the North Sea and in Division IlIa. since any
recovery of the North sea spawning stock is dependent on the
survival of immature mackerel that are destined to recruit to
it (whether originating from the North Sea or Western
spawning stocks), measures should be taken to prevent any ex­
ploitation of immature mackerel in the North Sea. For this
reason, the 30-cm minimum landing size at present in force in
the North Sea and Division IVa should be maintained in all
mackerel fisheries in these areas and by-catches of mackerel
in other fisheries should be kept to an absolute minimum.

6 WESTERN AREA

6.1 The Fishery in 1986

The landings by country for the Western area (Sub-areas VI and
VII and Divisions VlIla,b) from the 10-year period 1977-1986 are
shown in Table 6.1. The figures for 1986 aie preliminary. Some
slight changes have been made to the 1984 and 1985 catches be­
cause of the addition of some very small Spanisll and USSR
catches. Some changes have also been made in the distribution of
the unallocated catches in those years, which do not, however,
alter the total quantities landed. The total catch for 1986
amounted to about 378,000 t which was considerably lower (-19%)
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than the 1985 figure and is in fact the lowest. figure recorded
since 1978. The highest recorded catch figure was that of 1979
when nearly 647,000 t were taken. The Working Group also con­
sidered that considerable quantities of mackerel, estimated at
about 148,000 t and included in Table 6.1, were reported as
having been taken from theoWestern area in Division VIa, but were
in fact taken east of 4 in Division IVa. This misreporting of
catches had also been commented upon in the 1986 working Group
report, but the amounts misreported in 1985 were small by com­
parison. As in recent years, the total catch which could not be
attributed to any country was substantial and represented 17% of
the total catch recorded. The amounts of fish which were caught
but later discarded has decreased in recent years, and although
some discarding still takes place, the amounts for 1986 were con­
sidered negligible.

The total landings were 378,000 t while the agreed TAC was
362,000 t. The TACrecommended by ACFM for this stock was 290,000
t.

The main catches from the fishery were again taken by the UK
(Scotland), Ireland, the Netherlands, and Norway. However, it
should again be pointed out that these figures cannot be taken as
a true indication of catches for all countries because of the
amounts of fish in the "unallocated" category. Nevertheless,
considerable decreases were reported by a number of countries,
particularly Scotland and Ireland. The decrease in the total
catch was partly due to improved management controls, partly due
to abnormally severe weather conditions particularly in the
fourth quarter of the year, and partly due to reduced quotas. The
late migration of shoals from Division IVa to Division VIa may
also be responsible for the decrease in the catches in Division
VIa.

The reported catches taken by sub-area are shown in Table 6.2.
Prior to 1986, there was an increasing trend in the catches taken
in Division VIa and a decreasing trend in those from Sub-area
VII. This trend has been taken to reflect the changing distri~

bution of the shoals. The pattern in 1986, however, showed a
reversal in this trend with a decline in the catches in Division
VIa and an increase iri those in Sub-area VII. However, it should
be pointed out that the catches in 1986 were very much affected
by management controls which prevented fishing by the Dutch fleet
in the third and fourth quarters and also by severe weather con­
ditions in the latter part of the year. This reversal of catch
trends cannot, therefore, be taken as evidence of a chan<Je in
stock distribution.

The distribution of the catches per quarter corrected for mis­
allocated catches is shown in Table 5.3.

6.2 Discarded Catches

As preViously indicated, the amounts of mackerel caught but later
discarded have decreased very much in recent years. The amounts
during 1986 were considered to be negligible. This decrease may
be the result of the shift in the fishery away from the Cornwall
area. The Working Group is aware, however, that some discarding
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must still take place, and the
again particularly if a number
fishery.

problem could become apparent
of good year classes entered the

6.3 Assessment of the Western Stock

6.3.1 Catch in numbers jn 1986

Division VIa

since it was known that considerable quantities of mackerel
caught in Division IVa in the third and fourth quarters of the
year had been misreported as having been caught in Division VIa,
a rough estimate of the quantities misreported was subtracted
from the nominal numbers at age calculated for Division VIa.

Sample data for Division VIa were provided by Ireland, the
Netherlands, Norway, and UK (Scotland). Landings by the Faroese
were converted to numbers at age using data from Norway, Ireland,
and UK (Scotland), while those by the Federal Republic of Germany
and UK (England) were raised using Dutch data.

Catches in numbers at age in Division VIa, after subtraction of
appropriate quantities of misreported catches, are given in Table
6.3. The age compositions show a strong representation of the
1984 year class in the first (41%), third (47%), and fourth (57%)
quarters, but a much weaker one (16%) in the small landings in
the second quarter. In contrast to 1985, the percentage of 1­
group (1985 year class) in the catches was very small (3% in the
fourth quarter).

Divisions VIIa-c

Numbers-at-age data in Division VIlb were supplied by Ireland and
the Netherlands. The age distributions of the Irish and Dutch
first and second quarter catch in Division VIrb were applied to
the English catches in the first and second quarters. The age
compositions show a fairly low representation of the 1984 year
class in the first two quarters (first, 11%; second, 32%); how­
ever, it was much higher for the fourth quarter (89%). Numbers­
at-age-data in Division VIrc were supplied by the Netherlands for
the first quarter.

The combined Irish and Dutch age distributions were applied to
the small catches in Division VIla for each quarter, because
there were no age compositions for this area. The number-at-age
data are presented in Table 6.3.
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Divisions VIId-k

Numbers-at-ag8 data were supplied by England and the Netherlands
for Divisions VIle,f, the Netherlands for Division VIIg, and
Ireland and the Netherlands for Division Vllj. The 1984 year
class was most strongly represented in the third quarter (72%)
with only 24% in the first quarter, 14% in the second, and 4% in
the fourth. Although only 720 t were taken from Divisions Vlle,f
in the fourth quarter, 86% was from the 1986 year class.

The combined English, Dutch,
isions Vlld-k was applied to
Vlld-k for each quarter.

and Irish age distribution for Div­
the French catches in Divisions

All the age distributions were calculated from commercial samples
with the exception of the English fourth quarter age distribution
for Divisions vlle,f which was calculated from research vessel
samples. The number-at-age data are presented in Table 6.3.

Divisiqns Vllla,b

No numbers-at-age data were supplied for Divisions Vllla,b. The
annual age distribution for Divisions Vlld-k was applied to the
total catch in Divisions Vllla,b. Catches in Divisions Vllla,b
accounted for only 0.1% of the total catch in Sub-area VII and
Divisions Vllla,b.

6.3.2 Revision of the 1984 and 1985 catch-in-numbers data

Although some slight changes have been made in the 1984 and 1985
catch data, the quantities amounted to less than 0.5% of the
total landings. Some changes have, however, been made to the
catches in numbers at age for these years because of the method
used in allocating catches to stocks. Therefore, there are some
slight differences between the catch-in-number data in Table 6.8
and the data used in the previous Working Group report. The total
numbers are, however, the same.

6.3.3 Mean weight at age

Mean weights at age in the catches by quarter in 1986 were
provided by Scotland (Divisions VIa and IVa), England (Divisions
Vlle,f), Ireland (Divisions VIa, Vllb, and Vllj), and the
Netherlands (Divisions IVa, VIa, Vllb, VIle, Vllj, VIIg, and
VIle). Weighted (by number) mean catch weight-at-age estimates
were made by division by quarter and by division by year for
catches from the Western area and the Western stock.

Mean weights at age (kg) in the spawning stock at spawning time
were estimated for 1986 by using samples from Dutch commercial
freezer trawlers in Division vllj in March, April, and May and
are shown in the text table below (1-year-olds are rarely taken
in samples; therefore,- a constant weight of 0.070 is taken):
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Aq~ 2 3 4 5 6 a 10 11+

w(kg) 0.0700.1640.261 0.2900.3450.3370.3950.4670.441 0.451 O~562

6.3.4 Maturity at age

According to the historic maturity ogive (Anon., 1986), 60% ?f
the 1984 year class (2-year-olds) was expected to spawn. This lS
equivalent to 30% of the spawning stock in number in 1986 esti­
mated by VPA by the 1986 Mackerel Working Group (Anon., 1986).
Compared to an observed value of 17%, this implies either that
the maturity ogive appropriate to the 1986 data differs from the
historic one, or that the samples taken on the spawning ground
underestimate the abundance of the 1984 year class (Anon., 1987),
i.e., not all of the 2-groups were present on the main spawning
ground.

The Working Group decided to change the percentage of mature 2­
year-aIds in 1986 on the following basis:

1) The 2-year-olds on the spawning ground in 1986 were about 3 cm
smaller than the 2-year-olds in 19$5.

2) Expected number of mature 1984 year class as a percentage of
the total number of spawning fish is 30%, and the observed
number of spawning females in the 1984 year class as a
percentage of the total number of spawning fish is 11%.

Therefore, the expected percentage of the mature 2-year-olds in
1986 was reduced by approximately 2/3 to 20%.

6.3.5 Spawning stock biomass estimate from the 1986 egg survey

From the results of the egg surveys carried out in the Western
area in 1986, the Mackerel Egg Production Works~~p (Anon. ,1987)
estimated a totat egg production of 1.165 x 10 . This was com­
posed of 1.12 x 10 5 eggr in the area covered on previous surveys
and a further 4.56 x10 3 eggs produced in Division VIa. T~is is
equivalent to a total number of spawning fish of 4,578 x 10 and
a spawning stock biomass of 1.5 million t.

This and the associated estimates of egg production and spawning
stock biomass from previous egg surveys are listed in Table 6.4.

The estimated total number of spawning fish was apporti.oned to
age using the estimated age composition of stage 6 fish sampled
on research vessel surveys and in Dutch commercial samples ob­
tained during the egg survey period (Anon., 1987). The resulting
number of spawning fish at each age is given in Table 6.5.
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6.3.6 Exploitation pattern

Separable VPA (SVPA) was used to derive the most appropriate ex­
ploitation pattern to determine levels of fishing mortality at
age in the most recent year and for the oldest true age groups in
earlier years. This was carried out using a data set on ages 0-10
for the years 1978-,1986 and in order to take into account the
possibility of a chanqe in exploitation pattern in recent years
(see section 7), the catch-in-numbers data were sUbjectively
weighted according to the method of Stevens (1984), Maximum
weighting (1.0) was assumed for the years 1982-1986 and minimum
weighting (0.001) .for the period 197:8-,1981. A terminal F ref­
erence age of-4,years and a terminal 's of 1.0 at age 10 give an
exploitation pattern with a more or less constant exploitation on
age groups 4""10. Since there is no concrete evidence to suggest
how the older age groups are exploited relative to the reference
age, a flat exploitation pattern was chosen as being the most
reasonable, setting the relative F on 4-10 year aIds in the ter­
minal year to 1.0. The relative F on 2- and 3-year··olds was then
determined by SVPA (Table G.7). However, terminal values for 0­
and 1-group were adjusted to generate the estimated numbers given
in Section 6.3.8 for the 1985 and 1986 year classes.

6.3.7 Fishing mortality and stock size

To tune the VPA, SVPA was carried out using several values of
input F to obtain the input values for the oldest age group in
each year and for each age group in the last year. Outputs were
given in terms of spawning stock biomass referred to 1 January.
Spawning stock biomass estimates from the egg surveys given in
Table 6.5 were converted to estimates for 1 January by adding the
catch in tonnes taken in the first half of the year from the
Western sub-areas (VI,VII, and VIII) obtained from earlier Wor­
king Group reports and 5/12 of the weight dying through natural
mortality using Pope's cohort analysis formula:

[d M/2) Catch in ] M/2Biomass at 1 Jan ~ . Bioma~s at ~ e + first two ~ e
spawnlng quarters

The comparison of si)awning stock biornasses from VPA and the egg
surveys is given in Table 6.6. Values of the correlation coeffi­
cient were high using a wide range of values of input F. As in
1984, the value chosen was t.hat which gave a minimum deviation
between the two series of estimates (i.e., F on 4-group and older
of 0.22).

Results of the VPA are given in Tables 6.9-6.10. The spawning
stock size in 1986 at spawning time is estimated to be 1.64
million t compared to an estimate of 2.1 million t in 1985, an
approximate reduction of 20%. It is important to note, however,
that a large part of this reduction is due to the reduced number
of 2-group (1984 year class) fish estimated to have spawned in
1986 (20%) as opposed to that used in previous years (60%). The
total biomass of age 2 and older fish was reduced by only 3-4%
between 1985 and 1986. The total number of fish in the stock on 1
January 1986 was 17% less than in 1985.
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Results from this VPA using the exploitation pa"ttern generated by
SVPA show some marked changes from that produced by last year's
Working Group (Annex to Anon., 1986). The 1986 version estimated
a spawning stock biomass of 1.3 million t at 1 June 1986 compared
to 1.6 million t presented here. A large part of this discrepancy
may be explained by the new exploitation pattern adopted for
1986, but also by thernethod used in tuning the VPA to the egg
survey estimates. This year, the working Group tuned the VPA to
the whole series of egg survey estimates rather than to the most
recent survey alone. The text table below compares the estimates
of spawning stock biomass at spawning time as estimated by the
egg survey data with those derived from VPA in 1986 and 1987.

spawning stock biomass at spawning time 1 June (t x 10~6)

VPA VPA Egg survey estimate
Year 1986 we 1987 we

1977 3.2 3.0 3.0
1980 2.3 2.3 2.9
1983 2.0 2.4 2.4
1986 1.6 1.5

The results derived from this year's VPA show the closest agree­
ment with those from the egg surveys.

Mean F at age for the period 1978-1982 is plotted together with
the F··ai:-age values input for 1986 (Figure 6.1). A comparison of
the two sets of values indicates that. the mean for the period
1978-1982 ("old" exploitation pattern) only differs significantly
from t.he 1986 ("new") exploitation pattern for ages less than 4.
The values input for 0- and 1-year-olds in 1986 were determined
by the estimated recruitment (see Section 6.3.8), but the F on 2­
and 3-year-olds is appreciably less and clearly indicates that
the age of selection has increased from age 3 to age 4. These
changes may reflect natural changes in the distribution and
abundance of juveniles, but it is also possible that they reflect
the management measures imposed in Divisions VIIe,f, i.e., the
introduction of the closed area off southwest England in 1983.

6.3.8 Recruitment

Prior to 1986, the number of 1-group mackerel in the Western
stock at 1 January had been calculated by using catch data for
the previous year's fishery and the mean exploitation pattern as
determined from the SVPA. In 1986, however, this method gave a
very low estimate of the strength of the 1984 year class when
compared with rather high abundance from the trawl surveys (Fig­
ure 4.7). An examination of the abundance indices of 1-group fish
f rom the recruit surveys in Sub-area VI I and the abundance of 1­
group in the stock from VPA showed that there was a reasonable
level of agreement between the two series. At the present working
Group meeting, however, the SVPA indicated that. the exploitation
pattern was rather different from that obtained by the previous
assessment, and the VPA given in Table 6.10 indicates that the
abundance of the 1984 year class was more consistent with the re-
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cruitment survey indices and was close to the mean abundance of
the five good year classes over the period 1975-1983.

The surveys carried out in 1986 confirmed the strength of this
year class. The information about the 1985 year class obtained
from the 1986 surveys indicates that it was well repre:5ented in
the surveys conducted in Sub-area VII and may be of similar size
to the 1984 year class, and it was set at a size of 3,500 million
fish at age 1.

Because of the poor coverage of
little information available about
class. However, in those areas
sented.

6.4 Forecast for the Western Stock

the 1986 survey, there is very
the size of the 1986 year
covered, it was poorly repre-

To carry out catch and stock predictions into 1988, the following
parameters and assumptions were used:

a) The stock size in number at ages 2-11+ at 1 January 1987 was
taken from the VPA (Table 6.10).

b) The number of 1-group in 1987 was taken to be 750 million,
i.e. r close to the abundance of the second lowest year class
in recent years (the 1982 year class). The justification for a
low value is based on the low abundance of the 1986 year class
in surveys during the fourth quarter of 1986.

c) The number of O-group was set at the geometr.ic mean of
estimates for the years 1972-1984.

d) The exploitation pattern for age groups 2-1H in 1987 and 1988
was assumed to be the same as that used in the VPA for 1986.
The F, on 1-gro~.p was, howevex, put at a value of 0.06 (corre­
sponding to F 11 = 0.225) because the F on 1-group in 1986
had been reduce~- to create a year-class strength of 3,500
million in 1986. F on the O-group in 1987 was set at 0.001 but
this has a negligible effect on the output.

e) Recruitment of a-group in 1988 was set at the same level as
1987.

f) Since the 1984 year class appears to have been unusual in its
di'stribution and age of first maturity, the proportion of
mature 2-group fish was assumed to be at the earlier level of
60%.

g) The catch in 1987 was assumed to be 550,000 t based on the
agreed TAC and additional quantities likely to be caught.

The input parameters for the prediction are listed in Table 6.11.
The options for 1988 are given in Tablp- 6.12 and Figure 6.2.

A catch of 550,000 t in 1987 is expected to generate an F of
0.25. With almost full recruitment of the 1984 year class,the
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spawning stock biomass is expected to increase by about 15%, but
to decrease again in 1988 under all options ofF.

7 CONsERyATION MEASURES TO PROTECT JUVENII,E FISH

7.1 Ex; stj na Measures

In the North Sea, the only measure employed to protect juvenile
mackerel is a minimum landing size of 30 ern. In the Western area,
the measure actually employed since 1983 has been the closed area
off southwest England (the mackerel "box"), within which large
concentrations of small fish have occurred. Information provided
by this year's VPA suggests that there have been changes in the
exploitation pattern from that. during the period 1978-1981 and
during the period 1982-1986. As pointed out in Section 6.3.7,
this may have resulted at least in part from the introduction of
the closed area.

7.2 Evid@nce of Change in Distri bution. of Juveni les

There has been a northward shift in the relative distribution of
juveniles to Divisions IVa and VIa (Section 4~3). There is also
evidence to suggest a change in distribution of the juveniles
within the Channel. Figure 7.1 illustrates where the main
concentrations of mackerel have been found in relation to the
"box" for the last three winter seasons. These maps are based on
both commercial catches and En91ish and Dutch re:,earch ve:5sel
data. The percentage of fish less than 30 cm (i.e., juveniles)
within ,",ach rectangle is also shown. Figure 7.1 indicates a more
easterly distribution of juveniles in the most recent winter
season 1986/1987. This has enabled a commercial fishery to take
place ont.side the mackerel "box" where catches of 10,000 t have
been taken over the _period 1 January- 1987 to 13 February 1987,
80% of which have been juveniles (i.e., fish that have not yet
spawned). Fi9ure 7.1 indicates that the proportion of juveniles
has been much higher during the last two seasons, 1986/1987 and
1985/1986 than in the season 1984/1985. 'This is almost certainly
due to the poor year classes of 1982 and 1983 showing up in small
proportions during the 1984/1985 season and the strong 1984 year
class and average 1985 year class appearing in the 1986/1987
season. If this more easterly distribution continues, it may be
nece,'3sary to review the area of the mackerel "box" to enable it
to continue to be effective.

7.3 Exploitation of Juvenile Fish
Measures

possible Conservation

The Working Group evaluated the following conservation measures:

1) Maintain the existing "box"

2) Marginal extension of the existing "box"

Both of these options have been discussed in sections 7.1 and 7.2
above.



25

3) Closure of other areas

If additional areas could be identified, this would undoubtedly
be a very effective measure. However, the change in distribution
of juveniles makes it very difficult to define such an area at
present.

4) Minimum size regulations

This has been applied in the North Sea without apparent problems
until 1985 and, to some extent, 1986. This is most probably
because the large 1969 year class and small year classes in
recent years have resulted in bigger fish dominating the catches
until the recent widespread distribution of the 1984 year class
which appeared in North Sea catches. However, the success of this
measure depends on avoidance of areas where small and large fish
are mixed. In areas where large quanti ties of juvenile fish are
present, a high level of discarding is liable to occur.

5) Mesh regulations

Extensive experiments using conventional diamond-meshed t;rawls
show that mesh selection 15 not an effective way of selecting
adult mackerel. However, recent experiments with square-meshed
midwater trawls indicate that there may be some protection of
juveniles by this means (Casey, pers. comm.). The viability of
mackerel escapin9 such meshes has not yet been investigated.

6) Ad hoc closures

Ad hoc closures in areas and at: times when small fish a.re p:resent:
in high concentrations offer the potential advantage of a quick
response to changes in the distribution of juvenile fish and
avoid the problem of discarding. However, it would require inten-­
sive research in such areas to monitor changes.

7.4 Research Recommendations

The Working Group recommends that both the area inside and out­
side the "box" should be monitored while the fishery is re­
stricted so that the distribution of juveniles can be assessed.

Further work should be carried out with square-mesh nets.

8 DATA REQUESTED BY THE AD HOC f1-1UI,TISPECIES WQRKING GROUP

8.1 Catch at Age by Quarter for th.lL North Sea Mackerel Stock

The catch in number of the North Sea mackerel :3tock in 1986 is
given in Table 8.1 by age and quarter. The total catch (in
tonnes) in 1986 in each quarter is also included. The method used
to allocate catches in tonnes into number at age and stock is
explained in Section 4.4.
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8.2 Mean Weight at Age by Quarter

This year, new data were available for weight at age in the
spawning stock at the time of spawning (second quarter). For the
rest of the year, the weight at age of the stock must be
approximated by the observed weight at age in the catch. The
weight-at-age data are given in Table 8.2.

8.3 Stock Distribution by QUarter

As explained in Section 4.1, much of the information on adult
mackerel distribution is obtained from the distribution of
catches. For the immature age groups, survey data are also
available (Section 4.3). On the basis of 'the material --available,
an indication of the percentage of each stock that was in the
North Sea (Sub-area IV) during each quarter of 1986 is given in
Table 8.3.

1-qroup

While recruitment to the North Sea stock is poor, there are no
obvious nursery areas that can be identified as containing
predominantly North Sea mackerel. It has been assumed from
stronger year classes in the past, however, that all North Sea 1­
group mackerel are present in the North Sea throughout the year.

From the large quantities of 1-group mackerel that were found
along the coasts of the eastern North Sea and in the Skagerrak,
mainly in the latter half of 1985 and 1986, it must be concluded
that there is an immigration from the Western stock. The appro­
ximate percentage of this age group that migrates into the North
Sea can be estimated from the abundance during the August
acoustic survey and the estimated total size of the year class.

2-qroup

Only small quantities of 2-group mackerel are found in the North
Sea in the first two quarters of the year, and it must be
supposed that these consist of the North Sea stock and a small
proportion of the Western stock. Earlier tagging experiments
indicate that some North Sea mackerel in this age group leave the
North Sea to winter in Division VIa. From their proportion in
catches in the North Sea, Western stock 2-year-olds clearly
joined the adult migration into the North Sea in 1986 and by the
fourth quarter, almost 70% of the total catch of this age group
was taken in the North Sea. This has been used as an indication
of the percentage of the Western stock in the North Sea at this
time. In the third quarter, almost half of the catch of 2-group
was made in Division IIa which indicates that a smaller propor­
tion was in the North Sea.

3 group and older

It can be assumed that all the adults of the North Sea stock are
in the North Sea in the second quarter. Outside this period, how­
ever, they mix extensively with the Western stock, dispersing
into Divisions IIa and VIa. In the last two quarters, it has,
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therefore, been assumed that the proportion remaining in the
North Sea is the same as in the Western stock. When the Western
stock adults migrate to the spawning grounds in the first quar­
ter, it must be assumed that North Sea adults gradually move back
into the North Sea.

From the proportion of the catches of mackerel taken in the North
Sea in each quarter, it .appears that about half of the Western
stock was in the North Sea in the third quarter (with most of the
remainder in Division IIa) and about 70\ in the fourth quarter.

It should be noted that some of -the percentages for the Western
stock qiven in Table 8.3 are very much higher than those given in
Figures 9.1 - 9.4 of the 1986 report (Anon., 1986). This rep­
resents a real change in the migration pattern of the Western
stock which remained in the North Sea until much later in 1986
than in previous years. The beginning of this change was noted in
1985, however, when the main fourth quarter fishery was across
the border of Divisions IVa and VIa.

8.4 Review of the Multispecies Working Group Report

The Working Group found little need to comment on the report of
the Multispecies Assessment Workirig Group meeting held in
November 1986 because the value of M used in both assessments is
the same and there is no additional predation mortality caused by
the predators included in the MSVPA. The cause of mackerel
natural mortality is not known, but it is thought that predation
by other fish predators (e.g., elasmobranchs) and by cetaceans
might be significant.

The Working Group also recognizes the difficulty caused by the
mi9ration of the Western mackerel stock into and out of the North
Sea each year and would point to the fact that the time spent in
the North Sea increased in 1986 to most of the third and fourth
quarters of the year. This means that as much as 0.8--1.1 million
of Western mackerel may have been in the North Sea for around six
months (see Tables 8.3 and 6.10).

9 pEFICIENCIES IN DATA

The Working Group again considered the deficiencies in the data
used to make assessments. These deficiencies were comprehensively
reviewed by the 1986 Working Group and in general the situation
has remained unchanged. The Working Group would, however, lik(~ to
highlight the following points:

9.1 Catch Statistics

All working Group members appear to be reasonably satisfied with
the accuracy of the catches which they presented to the meeting.
There are, however I considerable discrepancies between the re­
ported "official" catches and the catches reported by Working
Group members for a number of countries. This presents problems
in interpreting the national catch statistics.
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There is a real lack of information about the location from which
catches are taken. Inaccuracies in the origin of catches create
considerable difficulties in interpreting the catch data.

9.2 Biological Data

Information about egg mortality, fecundity, and maturation is
required ~n relation to the egg production estimates. These
points have been discussed in detail in Sections 2 and 6.3.5.
Further information is also needed about the mean weights at age
and length distributions by age and maturity stage during the
spawning season for both the North Sea and Western stocks. An
agreed maturity scale is essential for this purpose.

9.3 HydroacQllstic Surveys

There are no fishery-independent estimates of stock size apart
from the e<;19 surveys. In addition, the next series of egg surveys
will not be carried out until 1988 for the North Sea and 1989 for
the Western area. In the meantime, consideration should be given
to carrying out acoustic surveys on the overwintering concen·­
trations west of Scotland and Ireland.

In Division IlIa and in the eastern part of Division IVb, Denmark
has rather successfully carried out an acoustic and trawl survey
aimed at young mackerel (1- and 2-group) and herring (Kirkegaard.
1986; Kirkegaard et al., 1986). In 1987, Denmark will carry out a
similar survey in August. In addition, Norway will cover the
Norwegian part of Division IVa and parts of Division IlIa at the
same time for the same purpose. In addition to the acoustic
equipment, a Foto herring trawl, which has proved very efficient
for catching pelagic species, will be used by both Denmark and
Norway.

9.4 Recrllit Surveys

There is still a serious lack of informat:ion about. recruitment.
Recruitment surveys for juvenile mackerel have been carried out
by the UK (England) in Sub-areas VII and VIII since 1979. In
recent years, Scotland, the Netherlands, and Ireland have also
started similar surveys, and the area has been extended to cover
Divisions VIIb and VIa. The results of these surveys have been
used by the Working Group to obtain an indication of the abun­
dance of 0-, 1-, and 2-group mackerel in different areas.

9.5 Ageing

The results of the otolith exchange in 1985 indicated an
unacceptable level of agreement of ages for fish older than 10
years (Anon., 1986; Dawson, 1986b). An otolith Reading Workshop
has been planned for May 1987 in an attempt for otolith readers
to resolve their age differences on the older age groups. The
Working Group agreed to continue using numbers at age for age
groups 0 to 11+ for Western stock assessments until this problem
has been resolved.
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9.6 A Data Base for Mackerel pata

The Working Group members discussed a working document by T.
WestgArd (1987) on the exchange format of a future mackerel data
base. As in 1986, the Working Group still thinks that a data base
should be developed along these lines. It was agreed that each
country involved will produce a tape with the relevant data and
that the Institute of Marine Research in Bergen will be given the
responsibility to set up a first version of a working data base.
Such a data base could only be used by members of the Mackerel
working Group and data would only be published as a part of the
Working Group report. When a data base has been set up, a work­
shop should be held in Bergen to work on a detailed analysis of
the mackerel data. Later On, the data base should be transferred
to the ICES computer facilities.
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Table 4. Results of Norwegian tagging experiments. Tag returns axe from Norwegian
landings to selected factories 1981-1986.

Recaptures

Releases Norwegian Sea North Sea

Year No. 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1982 1984 1985 1986

0 1970 4,540
F 1971 5,000
F 1972 5,086 1

1973 8,205 1
S 1974 10,028 4 2
0 1975 10,003 4
U 1976 9,474 3 1 1
T 1977 14,032 2 4 1 2 3
H 1978 1B, 169 3 5 2 8 5 1

1979 20,183 3 J 1 5 14 5 3
I 1980 9,992 2 4 4 J 1
R 1981 9,872 5 3 5 5 4 1
E 1982 10,065 5 5 5 5 4 1 3
L 1983 13,400 16 25 24 12 3 5 2
A 1984 14,512 8 3J 20 1 2 5
N 1985 25,069 32 J2 J 14
D 1986 18,015 51 13

Sum 205,750 10 39 38 66 140 170 2 J 20 3J

1970 3,505
I 1971 9,305
N 1972 11,818 1

1973 7 r 277 2
T 1974 4,493 1
H 1975 9,995 1 2
E 1976 1,763

1977 7,094 1 3
N 1978 12,173 2 5 3 1
0 1979 11 r 991 2 2 2 8 5 4 1
R 1980 5,676 1 3 5 5 3 1 1
T 1981 4 r 199 2 3 8 2 1 2
H 1982 13,164 J 16 25 18 2 1 2 2

1983 9 r 216 26 21 19 2 2 4
S 1984 13,587 36 33 2 6
E 1985 20 r 273 43 3 19
A 1986 15,001 4 4

Sum 160,530 14 68 105 134 5 11 40
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Table 4.2 The relative proportion in percent of the total
catches by division and quarter in 1986 allocated
to the North Sea stock.
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Table 5 Nominal catch (tl of MACKEREL in the North Sea, Skagerrak, and Kattegat (Sub-area
IV and Division IlIa) 1977-1986. (Data were submitted by Working Group members.)

Country 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986
1

Belgium 49 10 10 5 55 102 93 68 48
Denmark 21,833 18,068 19,171 13,234 9,982 2,034 11,285 10,088 12,424 24,497
Faroe Islands 42,836 33,911 28,118 1,770 720 1,356
France 2,529 3,452 3,620 2,238 3,755 3,041 2,248 322 1,200
German Oem. Rep. 41 233
Germany, Fed. Rep. 284 211 56 59 28 10 112 211 1,856
Iceland
Ireland J38 JJ3
Netherlands 2,673 1,065 1,009 853 1,706 390 866 340 2,340 9,380
Norway 160,800 82,959 90,720 44,781 28,341 27,966 24,464 27,311 30,835 50 ,600
Poland 298
Sweden 4,012 4,501 3,935 1,666 2,446 692 1,903 1,440 760 1,258
UK (Enq!.& Wales) 105 142 95 76 6,520 16 16 2 143 18
UK (Scotland) 1,590 3,704 5,272 9,514 10,575 44 4 13 J 490
USSR 2,765 488 162
Unallocated 500 3,216 450 96 202 2,042
+ discards

Total 259,531 148,817 152,82387,931 67,388 35,483 40,985 39,576 50,12489,347

1Preliminary.

Note: In contrast to the corresponding tables in Working Group reports for years prior to
1982, the catches do not include catches taken in Division IIa.
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Table 5 2 Nominal catches (tl of MACKEREL in the Norwegian Sea (Division IIa), 1977-1986
(catches from Division Vb included).

country 1977 1978 1979 1960 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 19866"

~:~~:rl:land51 801 1,008 10,4273 11, 787~ 7,6105 3,2837

283 6 270 180 138
France 2 6 8 16
Germany, Fed. Ref.2 51 5

~~~:;~;Dem. Rep. 1 53 174 2 16
1,400 3,867 6,887 . 6,618 12,941 34,540 38,453 62,005 61,065 85,400

231
UK (Engl. & W~les) + 2552296

2 7
UK (~cotland) 968 2,131

8USSR 5 1,450 3,640 1 t 641 65 4,292 9,405 1',404

Total 1,400 4,206 7,072 8,340 18,662 37,608 48,950 98,222 78,096 102,234

10ata provided by Working Group members.

20ata rePorted to ICES.

3Includes 1,497 tonnes caught in Division Vb.

4Includes 920 tonnes caught in Division Vb.

sIncludes 4,920 tonnes caught in Division Vb.

6Preliminary.

7From Division Vb.

sIncludes 2,253 t caught in Division Vb.



Table 5.3 Quarterly catches of MACKEREL by division in 1986.

Division 2 3 4 Total

IIa 92,967 1,600 94,567
IlIa 1,605 4,1961 752 6,553
IVa-c 926 70,389 159,7802 231,096
Vb 157 7,510 7,667
VIa 57,092 1,845 1,454 41,063 101,454
VII 77,274 44,125 4,028 2,777 128,204
Vllla,b 74

1rncludes an estimated catch of 10,400 t misreported in Division

VIa.

2rncludes an estimated catch of 138,000 t misreported in Division

VIa.

35
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Table 5.4 MACKEREL catch in numbers ( '000) by age group for the
North Sea area (Divisions IVa-c). the Norwegian Sea
(Divisions IIa and Vb), and the skaqerrak (Division
lIla) in 1986.

Division
Year Age
class IIa + Vb IUa IVa IVb IVe Total

1986 0
1985 1 68 5,527 7,294 14 800 13,703
1984 2 29,481 11,349 177,185 989 1,754 220,758
1983 3 3,882 720 12,241 456 205 17,504
1982 4 8,780 683 26,451 1,187 540 37,641
1981 5 80,849 1 t 401 121,555 1,910 509 206,224
1980 6 26,079 563 60,577 967 959 89,145
1979 7 20,036 344 32,778 575 271 54,004
1978 8 6,595 154 11,625 345 70 18,789
1977 9 1,278 73 5,556 169 2 7,078
1976 10 3,741 92 7 I 776 503 285 12,397
1975 11 2,053 191 8,428 251 92 11,015
1974 12 4,283 70 7,237 184 143 11, 917
1973 13 1,315 62 5,060 219 104 6,760
1972 14 1,173 94 2,687 70 4,024

"1971 15+ 1,907 292 10,394 540 84 13,217

Total 191,520 21,615 496,844 8,379 5,818 724,176

Tonnes 102,234 6,553 225,384 4,005 ',707 339,883
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Table Nominal catch (tonnes) of MACKEREL in the Western area (sub-
areas VI and VII and Divisions VIlla/b). (Data for 1977
as officially reported to ICES; data for 1978-1986 estimated
by Working Group.)

country 1977 1976 1979 1980 1981

Belgium 1 1 3 3
Denmark 698 8,677 8,535 14,932 13,464
Faroe Islands 3,978 15,076 10 t 609 15,234 9,070
France" 35,702 34.860 31 r 510 23,907 14,829
German Oem. Rep. 431
Germany, Fed.Rep. 446 28,873 21,493 21.068 29,221
Ireland 23,022 27,508 24,217 40,791 92,271
Netherlands 35,766 50,815 62,396 91,081 88,117
Norway 362 1,900 25,414 25,500 21,610
Poland 2,240 92 1
Spain 2,001 599 543 3,684 1,365
UK (England + Wales) 132,320 213,344 244,293 150,598 75,722
UK (N. Ireland) 97 46 25 4,153
UK (Scotland) 52,662 103,671 103,160 108,372 109,153
USSR 16,396

Unallocated 54,000 98,258 140,322

Total, ICES members 306,122 485,370 586,290 593,448 599,298

Bu!qaria
Rumania

Discard 50,700 60,600 21,600 42,300

Grand total 306,122 536,070 646,890 615,048 641,598

(cont'd)



Table 6.1 (cont'd)

Country 1962 1963 1984 1965 19863 ~

Belgium + +
Denmark 15,1002 15,0002 200 400 300
Faroe Islands 11,100 14,900 9,200 9,900 1,400
France 12,300 11,000 12,500 7,400 11,200
German Oem. Rep.
Germany, Fed.Rep. 11,200 23,000 11,200 11,800 7,500
Ireland 109,700 110,000 84,100 91,400 70,000
Netherlands 67,200 73,600 99,000 37,000 49,800
Norway 19,000 19,900 34,700 24,300 21,000
Poland
Spain 100 +
UK (England + Wales) 82,900 62,000 30,000 9,600 8,900
UK (N. Ireland) 9,600 BOO 1,100 +
UK (Scotland) 147,400 120,100 167,200 196,300 143,300
USSR + 200 +

Unallocated 97,300 105,500 16,000 75,100 64,600

Total, ICES members 582,800 555,800 467,500 463,200 378,000

Bulgaria
Rumania

Discard 24,900 11,300 12,100 4.500

Grand total 607,700 567,100 479,600 467,700 378,000

1Sub-area VIII does not include Division VIlle. spanish catches have
been ~djusted accordingly since 1977.

2Faroese catches have been revised for 1982 and 1983.

3preliminary.

~Includes catches misreported from Division IVa.
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Table 6.2 Catches of MACKEREL (tonnes) by Sub-areas
in the Western area. Discards not estimated
prior to 1978.

VI VII and VIII

Land- Di5- Land- Oi5-
Year ings cards Catch ings cards Catch

1969 4,800 4,800 66,300 66,300
1970 3,900 3,900 100,300 100,300
1971 10,200 10,200 122,600 122,600
1972 10,000 10,000 157,800 157,800
1973 52,200 52,200 167,300 167,300
1974 64,100 64,100 234,100 234,100
1975 64,800 64,800 416,500 416,500
1976 67,800 67,800 439,400 439,400
1977 74,800 74,800 259,100 259,100
1978 151,700 15,200 166,900 355,500 35,500 391,000
1979 203,300 20,300 223,600 398,000 39,800 437,800
1980 218,700 6,000 324,700 386,100 15,600 40',700
1981 335,100 2,500 337,600 274,300 39,800 314,100
1982 340,400 4,100 344,500 257,800 20,800 278,600
1983 315,100 22,300 317,400 245,400 9,000 254,400
1984 306,100 1,600 307,700 176,100 10,500 186,600
1985 388,140 2,735 390,875 75,043 1,800 76,843
1986

1
249,700 249,700 128,300 128,300

,
preliminary.
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Table 6 3 MACKEREL catch in numbers ( '000) by age group for
Western area (Sub-areas VI and VIr and Divisions
Vllla,b) in 1986.

Division

Year
class Age VIa Vlla-c VIId-k Vllla,b Total

1986 0 25 18,100 19 18 r 144
1985 1 6,409 724 8,260 9 15,402
1984 2 138,094 25,440 42,001 44 205,579
1983 3 4,886 4,020 5,951 6 14,863
1982 4 14,369 6,302 _10,561 11 31,243
1981 5 51,989 41,125 40,865 43 134,022
1980 6 33,799 29,994 46,228 48 110,069
1979 7 19,950 20,443 27,669 29 68,091
1978 8 6,111 6,809 8,095 8 21,023
1977 9 2,262 1,967 1 , 181 1 5,411
1976 10 6,082 6,033 6,776 7 18,898
1975 11 4,243 2,893 3,926 4 11,066
1974 12 2,596 3,093 2,075 2 7,766
1973 13 2 I 111 3,057 1,230 1 6,399
1972 14 1,182 986 309 2,477

'1971 15+ 4,692 3,975 9,287 10 17,964

Total 29'8,775 156,886 232,514 242 688,417
Tonnes 101,454 58,959 69,245 74 229,732



Table 6 4 Estimates of egg production, number of spawning
fish, and spawning stock biomass derived from
egg surveys of the Western mackerel stock.
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Year

19 77~
198°2
198331986

Egg
produf~ion

(10 )

1.98
1.84
1. 50
1.166

Number of spawn­
ing tish

(10 )

8,995
7 I 310
6,985
4,578

spawning stock
bi0/pass
(10 t)

3.0
2.9
2.4
1 . 5

~Lockwood et al. (1981).
3Anon. (1984).

Anon. (1987).

Table 6.5 Estimated numbers of spawning fish
at age in the Western spawning stock
in 1986.

Age

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15+

Total

Number x 10- 6

494
142
188
998
865
687
114
156
151
215
206

64
32

266

4,578
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Table 6.6 Spawning stock biomass estimates in tonnes x 106

(referred to1 January) from egg surveys and VPA at
different values'of input F at age 4+.

Biomass estimate from VPA (y)
Year Egg survey

estimate (x) 0.15 0.20 0.22 0.25 0.30 0.35

1977 3.30 3.54 3.37 3.32 3.27 3.21 3.16
1980 3.36 2.98 2.75 2.69 2.61 2.53 2.46
1983 2.77 3.38 2.91 2.78 2.62 2.43 2.29
1986 1.78 2.66 2.04 1.88 1.67 1.43 1.25

'[(7) x 100]' 3,110 573 430 567 1 .,155 1,922

" (excluding 1980) 2,982 243 32 68 545 1;205



Table 6.7
Ti t l", : 'lACKE~EL, t"ESTER~JSTOCK

At 10.59.14 O~ MARCH 1Y~7

from 7d to R6 nn age~ 0 to 1U
with Terlnin'3l, F of .225 on a,je 4 and TerminaL S of 1.iJUO

Initial s~lIn or squClred residuaLs was
final sum ?t squ~red residuaLs ;s

Matrix ot ResiduaLs

1~'I.R,}6 <lnd
4).?OIJ after 15U iterat;on~

'I ea r~ (;j I '10 IO/dO lHl/81 81/ ~ 2 ilZ /83 8.H84 84/85 85180
Ages
01 1 2.U20 3.456 Z.4 'I il 3.6,)j 2.2a -.4tU -.925 -.825
1 / t- • 'I 91 • Z ISS .'sOi' .1.$4 -.627 -.05d .4R7 .1 CJ7
l./ ~ .210 -.Zjll .4~t .Otlt .02 '1 .029 .1+ 33 -.4.'13
5/ 4 .256 .24i3 .4/f 4 • Ot~ • n~3 -.042 .240 -.21:l2
4/ 5 -.012 -.1159 .120 -.110 -.017 .04'1 -.01:5 -.[)19
) / 6 .056 .056 .0Ui) -.O.:S'I -.0 til -. n'J 6 • (144 .15'1
61 7 -.2i:10 -.0,)1 -.h.5 .841:1 .0/11 -.156 .829 .lJ5t
(/ r, -.11S .O~Q - • .52) -.166 .0'15 .156 -.457 .lOr
6/ Q -.408 -.41'1 - • .:l ..Hl -.121) • 101 .002 -.304 .f163
'}fin -. (J ~11 -.0.5..1 -. ('I h -.11:::..5 .1 S2 .1'11S - • .5.56 .:]6 r

•uon .0Uo • UUU • :)00 .OUO .000 • !lOU • 'JUn

fI TS • UOl .00'1 • flO] .0,0'1 1. UOO 1. (JOU 1 • (J[)il 1.I'}OO

w"
• 000 .02:'
.000 .141
.(JOG .14t
.(!nn .214
.(lnn .5Ud
• nno 1 .OOU
.0[10 .325
.000 .1Yd
• (lOa .201
.000 .165

llJ.657

Fishin-::l l"IortaLities ( ~ )

/8 /9 .0 " 82 8' 84 8~ 86
F-vaLL:e!: .2 'J 05 .21M4 .2167 .216~ • 221 K .22151 .2147 .1993 .225U

S~L:r.tion-<'lt-ag'? (S)

\J
S-vaLues .0011

1 2 3 4 , 6 I 8 9 10
S-VflLues .2557 .~<J56 • 8~O6 1.0ilon .91$.31 1.0555 'j .0876 1.1511 1. Ofl 9 1.000U ...

~



Table 6.8 vl~TUAL POPULATION ANALYSIS

~ACKE~EL, WESTERN STOCK ....
CATCH I~ NU~~ERS UNIT: TIl; llions
------ ----------

19(2 1973 19(4 1975 19(6 19 i'7 19 (~ 19 i'9 19UfJ 1981 198~ lQ8:S

1 1.6 .0 1.3 °1.0 34.2 2.0 10.3 79.5 , ~. 5 3~.3 c.o .0
1 12.4 33.8 8 ( .0 ~c.~ 219.4 153.5 .5 1 .1'3 351 • , 484.5 266.1 205.0 4.5.6
~ 12.1 49.4 24. ,) 104.U 1a4.9 ~89.) 56~ .IS 61.6 468.7 506.4 435.9 7 1l. (, 2. 9. 4 64.0 123.5 lJ4.5 522.3 1 5/f. D 425.0 602. , 75.2 225 • 1 48.$.6 444.6
4 SO ( • ( 115., loa.:> jv6.3 1(U.t> , 66.0 243.1 365.5 581.3 ::51.7 1d4. 1 391. b
5 .0 5~2.3 191.(j 1lJ2.2 2 ?,S .. ~. 51.0 25 ~. 5 21i'.2 282. n 174.9, 't.4.7 1 50.4
{, .0 .0 ) 67 • {l 14j.~ lB .. 6 140.0 11.9 253. 1 145.2 15M., 1.::'6.6 20.2
7 .1 .0 .n 1246.2 '279.7 64.4 151 .9 86.3 15d.4 'i I .5 1 O~. 6 ',11 .. 3
8 .0 .0 .0 .0 43-3.8 ;19.4 56. { 154.2 )~.4 116.6 d4.5> (0.9
} 'I .0 .0 .0 .n 15R.5 1),S .2. 70.5 139. !J 55.3 lSI. 0 47.1

1 '1 .0 .0 .G .0 .'1 .l' 210 .. 8 14.6 43 .. 1, DB.( 24.4 48.9
11_ 'I .0 n • 'J .0 .0 .0 1 'W.1 16.5.3 205.5 23/.9 145.3

PH AL '563.2 845.0 1103.4 214U.) 2111.3 126R • .) 210b.'J 2485 .. 1 2415.7 1°96.5 2012.3 2146.6
SOP 222 319 411 862 682 381 628 767 B03 700 700 678

('000 t)

1'!:S 4 1935 19~6

0 .5 .0 18.1
1 15 .. 2 234.j 2~.(

2 79.5 16.0 397.1=, 661 .. ~ 40. 1 29.9
4 H4.6 112 "I.:S 63.6
S 25M.2 242.6 .B1.9
6 'J2.0 151<.4 193.9
7 15 .. 5 5,~. 9 119.5, j 1 • 5 16.2 3b.'s
? 5 Q .. 3 42.0 11.1

1 0 2S.1 .33.0 2t::.6
11+ 65.6 1 flO. 6 80 • .)

rJTAL 16~l(. 9 1371 .4 133 H. 7
SOP 565 556 535

('000 t)



Table 6~9 VIRTUAL POPULATION A~ALVSIS

MACK!:REL. WESTEP·"l srOCK

FISHING M0RTALITY COEFFICIENT UNIT : Ye ar-1 NATURAL MORTAlI TY COEffiCIENT = .15

-----------------------------
1'1 i'2 1973 1974 1 '>'75 1 Y76 19(7 19/h 1979 1':U10 19 g1 I \.I ,~2 1985

" • l)O 1 .000 .OOU • uou .OU8 .00::> .OlD .(J15 .004 .0010 .()O~ ~IjOU

1 .002 • n21 .023 • (;2 (J .074 • [)4() .05,) .1 It::> • 1 'i 2 .062 .05/ .U65, .OJ7 .01 G • fJ1 ;; .035 .004 .wn .1 ')3 .B2 .n6 .1 56 .12<; .167
3 .012 • n4 2 .0::'1 .(J'U .129 .[)1:S9 .140 ••H)t .2C4 • lOS .2(1( .1/9, .068 .05 t\ .(jlst; .OY4 .2 ()1 .I]~, 6 .11lo .255 .506 .131 .C::2Y .243
5 .DLV) .f106 • 1~ 1 .l'O9 • 115 • r'Jll 1 .1 (0 .2 It fJ .2 t 1 .212 • '1:')6 .251)
6 • fl,)fJ .flflil .1 2[, .11 Y .1 g3 · fln .1 ,,~; .226 .2.H .227 .241 .148
I • f)'JO .llfJ[} .000 .40:5 .:d6 .135 .O9( .<>52 • .::23 .259 .22 ( .25~

f; • r)'J 11 .OrJO .flO(1 .ona .231 .16 'I .160 .1 2 b: .as .241 .510 .<::·15
q • f),}n • flOCJ .000 .DOD • IJ~l!1 • 116 ./09 .289 • 1 55 .UO .2.69 .2.69

1 0 _ f)'FJ .nfJ(J .(1nn • [Ina .1F)f1 .nnn .21 n .27i' .2/'5 .215 .220 .225
11- .n]C1 .ono • noa • (lila • OW) • n(J(1 .? 'It! .211 .215 • 2 15 .t!.20 .n5

.~- .");.J • OS 4 • rpl1 • r] ~;I; .21 7 .177 • nY1 .104 .231:: .203 .212 .n1 • 2'j 0
4- ,~) .~ • 06 '~ .[18:1 • 11 t .234 • 19::> .n92 • '152 .211 .261-> .21<;1 .235 .d5

1914 19 J3 5 1986 19/(3-B2

n _ llilr] .nnr. · o?,~ .006
1 • (j) 6 .000 • UUi:l .CgZ, .LiZ • [") 15 • 1.S 1 .1 77
3 .1.1l'l .126 .1 dO .as
'. .213 .19Y .22'> • 21 ~

5 .211 .196 .22S .~n/, .249 .201 .22'> .2.16
I • 154 .2S6 .225 .2.r./j, .1 yt. .226 .225 .<::15
Q .10 S .221 .n5 .Uo

1'1 .21 ? .1'10 .225 .h'l
11 + .112 .196 .225 .d9

3- ~ )',,1 .l j 6 .196 .22j
4- ~)14 .215 .'202 .22S ..

~



Table 6.10 vIRTUAL POPULATION ANALYSIS

MACI(E~EL. W!:SIER~ STOCK
~
m

HOell; SIZE Ii~ IIU.~I:lER5 UNIT: "Ii llions

~--~-----------------
IltOI'!ASS rOTALs UNIT: thOY~And tonnes
----~-----.,---

ALL VALUES. EXeE~T THOSE REFERRING TO THE S~AWNING STOCK ARE GIV~N FOR 1 JANUARY; THE SPAWNING
STOCK DATA REfLECT THF. STOCK SITUATION AT St'AWNING TIME:j. ,JHEREBY THE ~OLLOWIN(i VALUES il.Rf.
USEO: ;>R<lPOP.T ION OF ANNUAL F flEFO'tE SPAWNING: .400

~ROPORTION Of ANNUAL M BEfO~E SPAWNING: .400

'19/2 1973 1 '174 - 1'175 1976 1977 19/1:1 1919 191:10 19 -'~ 1 19112 1983

n 2073 4762 33 &4 4YO~ 4l:l114 763 32b6 5786 5~62 "/011 1$72 54.
1 boon 17!l~ 4099 2911 4219 4H2 655 21$01 4907 4/69 ~999 (49, 1965 5153 HO~ 344/ 2457 3372 H49 534 20116 377~ ~ 859 4975, 2612 16tH) 4389 1271 i! 1;1/ 1 lQ44 2b35 2447 403 1563 2181 291/:1
'. J:S3, n 27.21 13 37 3663 1007 2173 1530 1 ~ 75 155n 277 965 1946
5 n 67l( 1805 lOQ3 21:1i'0 i'OQ 1/16 10'12 12(6 9 'i2 209 660

" , 0 5242 1376 763 22(13 '63 1238 '" 838 6'4 157
I n 0 (J ~981 10~ 1 54 i' 1'166 418 o51J ~:)2 574 462
< n 0 G 0 2283 64 "I 412 1379 2i'9 5d5 '40 394, n 0 0 0 n 15~9 4/4 302 1045 192 396 215

10 n n n 0 n 0 119~ 331 "5 770 133 261", n 0 u 0 n u 0 "9 (29 1141 1204 114

TOTAL NQ 21 f)Ol 22316 21110'1 22b52 22404 18088 17660 1904.3 19611 22205 1 gl 06 Dil60

'" " 111 tl7 1231/ 122~(1 1H36 10801 10734 10583 1:1669 1323 ~948 8591 9095
TOT .IHoJ!t 4634 4526 4673 4~~S 4145 4no~ 39.30 3582 32!l4 34B ~2 11 3241
S:-'S "ITO'! 5460 3593 365l 3423 3048 5rW9 314b 2763 2301 2428 aS8 2421

1?l:l4 1985 19l:l6 1987

n 4995 4035 .96 0
1 30') 429'1 3473 '~42 b:J4 244 3483 29:5
3 3623 447 195 2630
4 2101) 2501 339 140
5 1313 1461 176'>1 '"6 448 910 103.3 121b
7 117 300 637 710, 313 86 204 '", 274 222 " 140

" 141 199 1~2 41". 369 6 07 4" 39'>1

TnTAL :'/0 145911 15311$ 12669
~i>S NO 1456 6165 495<:
TOT .BI 0" 2fbQ 217.1 2604
<;;PS 'HOM a.s6 2112 1636



Table 6.11

Li:>t of input vuiables f()r the ICc.Sprediction iJrogr,HTi.

WESTER:-'; :'1ACK<:RfL CAlCl1 P'~EDICTliH~

Tnt! r"t"r<:"nci! f ; .. the ;oean F tor the Clg~ group rang!'! trom :4 to 11

TIli!' nu",b~r ot rp~ruif:5 ,:Jer jeilr ;l; as folldws:

Yea r

19M
1Q ~d

1939

f,ecruitm<:nt

21$111.0
2iS10.0
28111.0

Proporti0n ot F (fishing ~ortAlitY)'~Ttective bet~r~ spawning:
Proportion of M (naturAL mortality) pftectivp D~fore l;pa~ning:

D?ta ;lre printe:i 1nthe toll"'!I~in,J unite:;:

.. 4 UWl

.4000

Numoer 'It fish:
',.j~iyht oy A'le droup in the catch:
'"I€.i~ht by "lge ~roup in the stock:
s1;Qck t:;i.)r'.;Jss:
Catch "':"light:

mi llions
kilograi'l
l<ilogra;R
thousand tonnps
thousa~d tonne ..

+----+-----------+--------+~---------+---------+----------+----------+
fishin.,j: natur;;,l: Ji,iltlJri'ty: wp.i;iht in: weight in:

: (l~e: stock siz~: patter:1: irlortality: o,J;ve: the catch: the stQck:

+----+-----------+--------+----------+--~------+----------+----------+n: 2!.i10.0: .:)0: .1~; .00: .067: .000:
1: (~O.O: .06: .15: .OX: .149: .IUD:
7.; 2965.0: .13: .15: .6fl: .254: .156:
3: 2">3u.u: .18: .15: .9U: .~03: .244:
4: 140.~]: .22: .15: .'17: .3~9: .2R2:
5: 23j.']: .22: .15: .91: .~93: : .3:50:
6: .121b.O: .22: .15: .)19: .440: ;.355:
1: 110.0: .!.2: . ·15: '1.(10: .49U: .403:
.'1: Id~.f): .<':2: .15: 1.00: .510: .430:
9: "140.0: .22: .15: I.UU: .55!}: .451:

10: 1.1.fl: .1.2: .'is: 1.00: .5'i11: .474:
1 11+: .:S99.'): .22: .15: 1.UO: .6~U: .545:

+----+-----~-----+--------+----------+~--------+----------+----------+

:!';



Table 6.12

Effects of rlifterent l~vels nf tishiny mortality on
catch, stock bioi~ass and spawnind stock biOI~ass.

~~SrF.R~ MACKEREL CATCH PREDICTION

~-----~--------------------------------*-------------- ~1'------------------1'

: Year 19117 I Year 19~8 : Year 19811
~----- + ------+ ---------+ ---------1' ------1' ---:.._+ ------1' --------+ ---------1' -.- ... ---+ -:.------+ ---------+
: fdr.-: rPi'f.~ stock: sp .. stock: JMgrnt. I rp.f.l stock: sp.stock: : stock: S>l .. stoCk:
: tor: F: bioma .... : biomass: catch: opt.: r-: biomass; tdOI,lilSS: catch: oiolnass: oiohlass:+ t ~ + + t t- 1'- t- + + + + +

1 .. 1: .b: 2479: lb('~j 5~O;Fmed ~ .H.: 22tl9: 1131'1: jO~: 2j04: 171j:
::FO~l : .1'1: : 1771~: 404: 2220: 1671:

, :F86 : .22: : 1t~2: 481: 21~5: 1592:
: : : : : IF'high r .35: : 16~5: 676: 19'11: 1400:+ t + t + 1' + + + + + + +

Th~ ddt::l unit of the tdom·1ss and th~ eaten is 11100 tonnes.
Tne S;Jdwnin~ stl')t:k bion-,ass;s given tor th~ tilo,e of spawniny.
Th,~ si-',Huling stock biol'l3SS tor 'lioY hCls oeen calcul~ted with the same fishing mnrtality as for lYBI'I ..
Hie ref"!'r"nr;e F is thf" i"ean F for the age yroup ran'dl" tram 4 to 11

~
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Table 8.1 Catch in numbers ( '000) and t of the North Sea
MACKEREL stock by quarter in 1986.

Quarter
Age

2 3 4

1 2 1,149 2,229
2 2,128 594 5,905 19,868
3 40 664 639 1,178
4 97 726 1,640 2,848
5 161 1,129 2,937 4 ~ 033
6 63 487 ',386 2,315
7 51 234 905 ',360
8 31 132 582 730
9 37 103 451 810

10 59 201 853 1,598
11 47 163 543 1,155
12 78 151 764 ',810
13 52 69 539 ',306
14 45 107 399 967
15+ 111 273 ',170 2,662

Sum 3,000 5,035 19,862 44,869

Tonnes 802 2,483 9,122 19 I 841



50

Table 8.2 Quarterly mean weight at age (grams) for the
North Sea mackerel stock in 1985.

Quarter
Age

l' 2' 2' 3' 3' 4'

1 202 157 138 218
2 163 250 227 288 -271 288
3 290 404 334 370 382 370
4 365 488 367 491 418 465
5 419 453 393 488 447 516
6 397 558 442 476 427 463
7 411 466 534 531 545 525
8 501 642 598 579 533 652
9 559 649 573 644 543 674

10 493 662 675 569 735 640
11 619 689 635 712 638 732
12 647 673 775 716 620 729
13 647 691 812 731 664 705
14 733 730 712 769 700 779
15+ 738 708 780 736 882 793

1Weight at age from catches.
2Danish and Norwegian research vessel samples from the main

spawning area and Skagerrak.



Table 8.3 Estimated percentages of each mack­
erel stock that was present in the
North Sea during each quarter of
1986.

North Sea stock

51

Age

1

2

>3

100

80

80

2

100

100

100

3

100

100

50

4

100

80

70

Western stock

Age 2 3 4

1 0 20 30 30

2 10 10 50 70

>3 10 + 50 70

+ = less than 5%.
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research vessel surveys.



59

4
3
2

o
9

8

o
9

8
7

6
5

44
3

10"86o6810

0809EOEl E2EJE4E5 6

12

""
E E7 E8 E9 FO Fl F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 Fa F9

5

62"
~J 5

5

,," 0 0 0 0 0 0 51
0 0 0 0 0 , 5

W
011>1 0 0 0 0 0 ,
0 , 0 0 0 0 [;p ,

5"
0 0 0 <Q 0 0 , 0 , 0 '" )'
0 0 0 0 0 0 , 0 0 /,-'

58"
, o V6J 0 0 , , 0 0 0 0 0 1', o ,,

~

, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

57"
0 , , 0 0 , , , 0 , , , 0 0 ,
0 x 0 0 d 0 0 , , 0 , 0 0 0 0 "

56" 0 o 0 ;10 0 0 , , , 0 0 0 0 0 "0 0 x 0 o 0 0 0 , , 0 , x 0 0 0 ,
0 x ><J ~ 0 , 0 , x 0 0 0 0 0 1358" ec oJ{0 0 x 0 0 0 , 0 x 0 ." 3

,," 0 hJ \ 0 0 0 0 , 0 0 , 0<; 37!- f"-~
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 36, !-b 0 0 0 0 0'7 '" 35

53"
12" " o ,~0 I- 0 "

"" - ex~~ b 0 01. 33
X '-""'-A 0 , 0 32

x A'-i$-- 31
51" , • x x 0 Oct 1985- Apr 1986 Xl

50" x 0 0 0 29
x • • o • , It:::lt 1985 year class 28

,8"
X • X , nos. per hI: trawl 7, ,

~J 0 zero 26

,8"
, , 1- 99

~, , • 100-999
,,. 0 '- • ~ 1000 3

. 0 Izz
w

, 1'-
~

48" "18

""
n

. 16
, 15"" " " " " " " "

FiMe 4.4 Distribution and abundance of the 1985 year class be­
tween October 1985 and March 1986 from Danish,Dutch,
English, German (FRG), Irish, Norwegian, and Scottish
research vessel surveys.



60

10•,o6•10

0

54

0 • 53
52

0
51

0 50
o I j>J 0 49
0 V'" 48. 0

l' "I,
/- "0 0 "" 45

0 X 44

0 n
u

43
0

0 '.A 42

0
0 41
X X X , '0

X ~~l" 0 0 0 0 0 ~J9
o C l- j-:(

0 0 0 0 0 X J8

0 I" ,.., 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31

I-faK. 0 0 0 0 J6

~ j 0 0 - '" J6

"'"
0 0 O~ 34

~.
,rtl 0 0 J3oI- l- X 0 >-->-A "

0
0 0 0 X FJ A--c -'IV Quarter "0 0 0 X X 0 1966 '"

0
0 0 X • 0 ;:

0 0 0 X ..y- 1985 year class
nos. per hr. trawl 1
0 zero 26
X 1-99 26

• 100-999 ,
• 2: 1000 3

72
21

'"19
18

0
17
16

0 15
0 0 0 0 0 . . 0 0

44

50

51

51

62

52

63

5~

43
12"

54

59"

,,.

'5"

,9"

"

"

,..

MD9~E1E2EJ~E5~E7E8E9FOF1~~~F5~F7F8F9
63

,..

'9"

. FiWe 4.5 Distribution and abundance of the 1985 year class in
the fourth quarter of 1986 from Dutch, English, Irish,
and Scottish research vessel surveya.



61

1086o6810

M09EOE1E2E3~ES~E7~E9FOF1F2~~F5~F7F8F9
3'

"
2' 0 53

52
0 0 0 , 0 51

l' I Q., 0 0 0 0 0 50

I ~1 0 0 0 0 0 49
O'

010' 0 , 0 0 , ? 49

• 0 " 0 , 0 0 0 0 .
? "5,.

0 , 0 0 0 ,. 0 0 0 0 , 46

~
0 X 0 P 0 , X X Q , , 0 "'- /'0 45
0 0 0 0 0 0 , , 0 0 0 o '"

7' • a 0 0 0 , , 0 0 0 0 0 , 43
0 0 0 0 0 , , 0 , 0 0 0 0 0 42

6'
0 0 0 ;Lo 0 0 , , , 0 0 0 0 0 41

• , , 0 , 0 0 , , , 0 0 0 , 0 40
0 0 0 '<1''''- , 0 0 , , 0 0 0 0 0 ,

~395go
\-'.;+( 0 , , , , 0 0 0 , 36

54' - ~ l'1'" 0 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 0 37
I (presenQ 'r 0 0 , 0 0 , 0

O' "

36
"'>. D 0 0 0 , o - 35

3'
~ I-

" o,,?0 , 34

~ r , 0 33'-I-
f--<..A 0 0 32

0 0 0 F-J A--c
0 31

51' ~Oct· 1984 - Mar 1985, , , 0 0 >:l

O' 0 1"- 0 29
0 0

~:- .--Jd( 1984 year class 28

• 0 0 nos. per hr. trawl 7,.
0 ",-l) Q zero 26, 0 , 1-99 5

~

100 - 9990 4

7' • :: 1000 3
. 22.. 21

i'"
5" 19

16

4' 17

16
, 15. . . . .

4

6

6

52

4

4

4

6

" 12
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Figure 6.1 Fishing mortality at age as input to VPA and
mean F for the period 1978-1982.
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Figure 6.2

FISH STOCK SUMMARY
STOCK: Mackerel, Western Stock
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Figure 6.2 cont'd.

FISH STOCK SUMMARY
STOCK: Mackerel, Western Stock
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