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Abstract

Ecological study of blue shark (Prionace glauca) in the western North Pacific Ocean

Yuki Fujinami

The blue shark Prionace glauca is one of the most abundant pelagic sharks and has an oceanic and
circum global distribution in tropical to temperate seas. Blue sharks are mainly captured by pelagic
longline fisheries as target or bycatch. As an important fisheries resource, stock assessments of this
species have been conducted to the implementation of appropriate conservation and management.
This study aimed to elucidate the reproductive biology, growth patterns, and diet of the blue shark in
the western North Pacific, using sharks collected between 2010 and 2016. The estimated life-history
parameters were compared with estimation in the 1980s when the stock biomass was decreased. In
addition, the fisheries biology and survival strategy of this species are discussed based on the
estimated life-history parameters.

Reproductive data were obtained from 490 males and 434 females. Size at 50% maturity
was estimated to be 160.9 cm precaudal length (PCL) for males, and 156.6 cm PCL for females.
These values are not largely different from those estimated by samples collected in 1980’s. Litter
size ranged from 15-112 (mean 35.5) and was positively correlated with maternal PCL. Ovulation
and mating took place from spring to summer. Parturition occurred between April and July after an
11-month gestation period. The ovarian follicles of pregnant females developed synchronously with
embryonic growth, suggesting that females reproduce annually. These findings show that the
productivity of blue shark in the western North Pacific is higher than previously thought, based on
observations of larger fecundity and a shorter reproductive cycle.

To conduct the age determination of blue sharks, a new ageing technique “burn method” to
enhance the growth band pair easily and effectively was developed. This method requires an alkali
treatment to clean the vertebral centra, followed by burning process to enhance visualization of the
growth bands. Burn method is possible to do ageing a sample from a wide angle, with the reader able
to obtain information on growth bands from different perspectives. The precision achieved with the
burn method was relatively high compared with other techniques, especially in younger specimens.
However, the precision decreased for older sharks as with other methods. Thus, the simultaneous use
of the burn method for younger individuals and a sectioning method for older individuals is
recommended to accurately interpret growth bands for blue shark.

Age estimation was conducted using the vertebrae of 659 males and 620 females. The
number of growth bands observed were 1-18 in the males, and 1-17 in the females. The sex-specific

von Bertalanffy growth parameters were estimated to be: L, = 284.9 cm PCL, K = 0.117 years?,



to =—1.35 years for males, L., = 257.2cm PCL, K = 0.146 years™, t, =—0.97 years for females.
The growth rates of both sexes were similar until approximately age 7.0 years, and thereafter, the
growth rate of females gradually decreased but that of males remained constant. This discrepancy in
growth rate would be attributable to sex differences in energy allocation relating to reproduction.
Presumably, after sexual maturation, female blue sharks expend considerably more energy on
reproduction than on somatic growth. Finally, the growth parameters did not show remarkable
change over the past three decades, indicating that patterns of growth in this population would not
affected by a shift in the stock abundance.

Of 460 shark stomachs that were examined, 221 contained prey items, which mainly
belonged to five classes: Mammalia, Chondrichthyes, Actinopterygii, Cephalopoda, and
Malasostraca. The percent of the index of relative importance (%IRI) of the prey items in the blue
shark’s diet was 12.7% for anchovy Engraulis japonica and 80.7% for Oegopsida species. However,
the %IRI of each Oegopsida species was low. Stable isotope analysis using isotopic ratios of 120
blue sharks and 64 prey species was performed to evaluate long-term trophic interactions. The stable
nitrogen (8'°N) and carbon (8*3C) isotope ratios of blue shark were 12.1%o and —18.5%o, respectively.
The feasible contribution of each prey species to the diet of the blue sharks was calculated using a
mixture model, and the proportion of anchovy and small-sized myctophids (lantern fish) was higher
than that of other prey species. The combined use of these two methods helped to avoid observation
error bias. In conclusion, the blue shark preyed on a range of neritic to mesopelagic animals as an
opportunistic feeder.

Overall, the findings suggest that the life-history parameters of the blue shark in the
western North Pacific would not be affected by the shift in stock abundance. It seems that the high
adaptabilityof blue shark, such as board habitat with wide ranging water temperature and also prey
species, would reduce the impacts from both authrogenic stress and environmental fluctuations for
their life history. The biological characteristics of blue shark such as relative fast growth, high
productivity and adaptavility are one of the main factor why blue shark maintain a high biomass and

outnumber other shark species in pelagic waters.



CH

% U WA, Prionace glauca T RMD A a P ABOH AT, HEEMEY A O T
THELEFREENEWEL Z 2 51 (Nakano and Stevens, 2008), AMEAREZROF TH
WA & L CEHEERERZH - TS (e.g., Sibert et al., 2006). AffiE, v~/ ahy
FaXRE LT IX A M EOT LBEIC L D HBICES NS TH Y (Nakano and
Stevens, 2008), #Frfit72A=CkE, B2, WE, g £% < OFALR 7 b LROMELS, fEEE
fhh, EREL RS L L TALFIHENTWD (Clarke et al., 2006; Camhi et al., 2008).
—MIT, BREEIE, EERER EMOMEEITE LR, KESELS, REICE D E TR
MzZA L, EFERLRN, Whwd K#IRAEEL 27700, SUEIC L TfgTh
HZ LR ST S (Stevens et al., 20005 Smith et al., 2008). & & IZELAHAE T
b D RBDOHEFADOW ALY, by T X TR IH S, WHEERERDONT AN
s RN G H 5 (Baum and Worm, 2009). AFEOAEMFHIRFEO—o L L TEWEA
ENEHATDHZERMBNTEY (e.g., Cortés, 2000), AMEIKIZ /A3 2 HAEHE 11 Fo
IR NT A —H VT ThivizARER U A 7 3l (Ecological Risk Assessment: ERA)
DFERTIL, AHEEDPIINFEPENEIE O H T HRAYELE I3 L THRWETH 2 2 & AlE S
TW% (Cortés et al., 2010). L2>L7203 6, #EFHOFHRIZ2MM O, EYI72
GIREHI N OB IR E RNV ETH S (Hilborn and Walters, 1992) .

AARIZET 53 XU PR 2/MG LT 5T 1890 FRBITHh TR Y (A, 1984),
H AR O E B~ OF MRS RIE 1992 F25 2015 4T 5,100 725 16,000 h (F
11,706 ) THERE L Tk Y OKFET, 2016), D 9 HI KL 80% 3 Tkl A3 > T
5 B SATEREEICKEG T ST 5 (Ishimura and Bailey, 2013). AR O &AL,
EKRFEEE CAHERFFZEBS (International Scientific Committee for Tuna and
Tuna-like Species in the North Pacific Ocean: ISC) XU &35, VA - w7 2HD
e 25 FEREES  (Tunas Regional Fisheries Management Organization: RFMO) (2 &
D FENE S Av, T EED OWEEII PR EE X S ABHEE S (Western and Central
Pacific Fisheries Commission: WCPFC) (ZX W EFH I T 5.

3% U ALK 60 EEDN SR 50 FEIC o7z 2 AR O AR b BV E CIAH
PHIZ A LTV D, KEFEICBIT 2 RO G IFMEEIIHALCEET 2 Rt 5 LB 26N
T3 (ISC, 2014). ZAUFALKETIT O I AR BT A (2 I W TARFEAN IR H 12 A HG
PICBET DICHEOLT, FREEZMETT DHI8T L A LRV EVIFERITESNTND

(ISC, 2014). Bk, BIEFHOMFICICB W TIEBHMIC R STV 20 A (Taguchi et al.,
2015), A72< &b King et al. (2015) 13, ALAEEORPE TIXRMARZEIT 2L, F—
FRHETHLE LTS, b &xEE X T, ISC H AFEEHEIE, I F U FAILKFE
PERBEDGIRFN 21T - 7=. &AM X Bayesian surplus production model (BSP;
McAllister and Babcock, 2006) 5 X OVt &R & PR E 7 /L CTd 5 Stock Synthesis (SS:


https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Enric_Cortes
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Methot and Wetzel, 2013) & 2 SDET /L% AW TiThi7z (ISC, 2014). BSP %,
BEOHEME &Y offEsE (CPUE), RENAN (K), ARBARENE () R/ED
T2 EHWTHTTHET L THY, SSTIEENLITMZ, A XT—FLEERSH
RIETHRM) 22 DL OEYFHIT —Z 2 LT, Flilk 2 ZET 5T L Th 5.
S HITY AFAITHERE TGRSO R D5 Z E RN BTV D3, SS CTIIMERERI DT — ¥
EHWDZ LT, MEEEZSE LCERBHEENRETHS, WIFROTT /LWZEBNTDH
B A RRPEFSR, AR, B e WV o TR AR R RIIA TR TH D

ALRFPEIC 1T D AROE PR EHEUT, 1980 A5 1990 AFARTHAT AT T B
2V, ZO®HRESLHIRIEIMEMIZH S (Hiraoka et al., 2016; Ohshimo et al., 2016a).
F7o, Eitz &tk x 72 CPUE b L > R&EHWTHE L7z BSP I XSS 12 L 2 & IR
i RAIT DTS AR RBEO G EDNEEIRAE 1T e <, ERREBTHDL Z L E2RL
Tw5 (ISC, 2014).

AR FFEIZAERT 23 2% U ADAERICET 2050132 <, FlnR, 25H,
B, DR ERBEIN TS (eg., ZHH, 1953; Cailliet and Bedford, 1983; H1#f,
1994; Kubodera et al., 2007). Zi 6O THFEO T T, HEF (1994) 1% 1970 £ 6
1980 AFARICHUER LITAEAR Z VTR D34, ilde,  pRECBEI 2 LR e B RE 2 | L
ThV, ZOERIEFHZEL CAHEHAOZ Y THOERELTWDLZ D, AEOAE
HERANTA=ZIZBWTROREEDRH D EEZLONS. L Laens, T (1994) (2
K OHEE SN ESCBIEICEE T 5 /37 A —Z 3R EERBHEOERENE LB Lo
FRITE SNIEARICE STV S.

T AFDOEIER N T A — 2 TR T RICER T 2EENRIC L TRELZITHZ &
BHHILTWD (e.g., Holden, 1973; Walters et al., 2000; Rose et al., 2001). #|xiX, &
BT 5 &, EERREEE D @KU FIZH R TR O R ITELS 20, Bk
DI ENRIEINTWDS (Holden, 1973; Carlson and Baremore, 2003). 3B, i E T
\Z A YWY X, Carcharhinus plumbeus (Sminkey and Musick, 1995), Atlantic sharpnose
shark, Rhizoprionodon terrasnovae (Carlson and Baremore, 2003), =3 % A I ¥ A,
Lamna nasus (Cassoff et al., 2007) [ZEBWTEENREICL D REICET /T A —2RN
AL L2 Z ERMESN TS, BRENFZFICEMLEATRIIBN TS, BEMROE
BEZITTODLAEERB 2 OND. 2O, AEOEREE - A% EfMICiET 5
72D, IEFICRESNTIEREZHNT, AER AT A—Z2HHEET LHILERDHD.

UEDOBERZLY, KGRSUIBAEDETFERRT A —2 & W TARTEO EIRENRE - AREA T
BL, BREBOPEREEII N, KRFEONTA—ZPRBLTONERGEET 52 L%
HEE LT, UTOREOMHKE Lz, 5 2 BT EICERT 23 v U 2D
BRAERRAZAGNCT D E HME L, BEVAR, PEMFER, IRURIM 72 & 00 FLrERY 70 i
WRIA=BEHFE LT, Flo, THETITES &V &30 TWIRh o T2 AT O ZE5HJE
ZH LM LTz, 8 3 ETIIAEDERAELITIICHIZY, LVKEENGLS, {5



THER AR T 2HREREIELBI L. 56 4 BTt REICERT S 2
X UV A ORI O R ERREZH ST 5 2 & &2 HINIZ, FMEELITORER, #
MR EDREICET LT A =22 HE LI-. £, MHERICKREZEN® D0 FE 20
BatL, ZOERIZOWTELZ L. F 5 ECTIXALEKEHRICERT 23 vV F A0/
PEEZAGNCT 22 2B E L, BNEMMRITE LONEE, RIA<FIAIND LTk
> T2 R E RN /34T % AW TARFED B N, BB ORI 72 75 5 2 e E LTz,
VI EDOAEIZL D ELNEHBRENGE 6 BETIE, MR TEVEEZELRNLINET
A& PR o TE TR LR, BRARBICOWTRAIIZEZE L.



2R ALV ARERICAERT S 3 U U A ORISR

21 ¥ =

BT AAT O 5T, BRERVEECREEF SR, ZIHEMR EOBIEICET 537 A —Z3HE
ECTHY, BIROBEAEFET (productivity) °K %) (rebound potential) 72 & DOHEEIZH
W5 (Baremore and Passeroti, 2013). ALAXEEIZOAI T2 I 5% U Y A2 OBFEIZE
T2 WFER R FEANII RS (1994) THDH. TP (1994) 1% 1978-1987 4F 0D W f#]IZ i i P
R Y TN HEREE LT AEARZ HAT, AR O MERR PR, B0 - HPERH, SRR
75 & OBFHAEY) P 2 R e R A RS LTV D, BIHEMICOWTIEBIR LT
WZeh o 7z, EAETIX, Joung et al. (2011) 2HEEELEIHRIZBWNT, £,
Carrera-Fernandez et al. (2010) 7% A & > = EIHEEIZ 30 TUNEE L 724K & U CATR
DR RSP ER, BRI EORT A —Z 25 LTV D0, JHEEESIIIES ICR
EESNTEY, AR TR TR, 207, EREECRBIT I vF Y
A DB TR STV D FAEEICET 28R/ T A =2 OREIE, H
B (1994) (Ickv@miEsnzmiAThHD (ISC, 2014). LL7aens, Famcihzk)
[ZHEE (1994) ORWAEARIE, JERFLECRIT 53 2% U ¥ XA OB EN — R
L 72 1970-1980 FARICINE SN T 7o, ITEO I X U X OFAEREIZET 537 A—4
CIXRBRDEREENE X OND. OIS, BIEEMIFAE S ZFMMT S L CEER T
A—HTHDHIEZD, SHROEFEHMIICEBWTREL SR TWD. kXY, KETIHILAE
KFEFIZERT 230X VT AOBINRT A—22HE L, T (1994) & OHigRRE %
1TH2Z2%HRE LT,

2.2 MEE A

221 Vo7 BIOT—2IEE

AL 2010 E02 D 2016 FITHT THRVE R CHET 2 B AROFAEM (T2 #, L
M, hr—) BROPEEMR (XM, CEME) ICXo TSN D TH D (Fig. 2-1).
AR O BRBIEIC Lo TR ZFesk L (JE : ZSHedid 0, M 2S8R L), SRAMT
SN EARITERE (TL), BYXE (FL), RfEnE (PCL), &iEME (DL), (K& (BW)
ZRE LTz, PEEM CURE SN EARITEEE TS L OB B Y BRiu 7o GLIREE (R LX)
Tholzfz®, DLOAZRE L. PCL L& K (TL, FL, DL) i JOMKEOBEHRAE
HEE U, WEREZ I LTI TREHFRN (5% KHE) I BAEZRFTLZ. Bo2To
%K%mfgwm%WEka%%Lt DL |34 THEE L 72 #URAREIC T PCL (24 #:
L7z, FRRIC, HEEEOHKZ1T 5 720l st TlE S T\5d TL, FLIE PCLIZZE



L7 fEx2 Mz, PCL & BW ORfRIZT7T v A M) — U LW HEE L7,

2.2.2 HEDORARE

IR AR R (CL) 38X OERICHE > R om{ikiE GER2IT{L, #Horricmil,
RiEfL), KERERE (TW) Ziiekds KOWIE L. HEORBEBRE X Stehmann. (2002),
McAuley et al. (2007) 3 X Chin et al. (2013) Z&5(C 3 Befit CRAEA—Shfa, Rk
B— i, R — R IERBI L 72 (Table 2-1). &R D pEEABLBSI TR B 2 WM T AR A3
DTIHT —ZICEH L, (KR 5 em I & DIRERSHANCRBAEIS 2 Ko7z, (KR X2k 2
FRARIZUL T OR Y AT 4 v 7 ET VEYTUTD, 50%MAKRE AR L.

Y =1/[1+exp{—(a+BX)}]

ZIZTC, YIIEE XIZBIT A2EEEROEE, a BEIWR B 1ZNTA—FTHDH. £/37 A
—XFIR Y7 =7 R3.2.1) O—AtF#EET LV (GLM) ZHWTHEE L.

2.2.3 MEORKH - ITIRIARE

ML OFERoORE (UW), BRakiiE (OGW), HINE b (OVW), SNEPNERIIEE
(LFD), BRdiEE (OW) ZMIE L. £/, FENICRT D67, RN, i, o
DA M2 TLdk L7, MED BB ISIT b Bl CREREA—Shf, REEA—Ff, AR — R,
PR — IR, RREA—RRPE) ITRBI L (Table 2-1), BED 2 UWMIRAIAD ZIHT — Z (T2
L7z, EeFEORELE SRR D & 5 WITEREER e LICERRI L, Zhbo b
TR LT ML RRRICRREIS I K OEIREIG 2 KD, v AT 4 v 7 BTV
Y TIED T 50%RAIS L UM HIRIA R &2 T T HEE LTz,

2.2.4 JEIFE

AFEOFETFE (LS) (HAEIRMIERDO T2 N D HBIEE SNT25HEIN S 2 WITIR 50 B H#EE
L7z, 22T, TENCBITIRFEBGIZD R 0NEES, §25 W0 IE 80l o2
PR S NI AITRPED D UNTIREE LIRSl L, OB L7z, 3%
PR DOMAFIINEEE T U CTREN D RBAZEBRLTBY, HAERICIIREN SOV #ESh
THIET S (Pratt, 1979). £ Z°C, FRESREID X 2 RO/ N 28T 572, 1
HNICTEAFT DI O A e L, PEFEREMIE LTz, RIEH D VITIREE & Hllr L 72l &
IZOWTH IR E > TV DA, BB X0 HE LB s a Efrdk L, f#fTic
Bl W, MIE L7z —EY 720 OEFE & RHEROEEOBRITIZEIFE T L& VT
fiftr L7z,



2.2.5 ZFEE

IERME AR DBE SN2 TORFICHO W THR], K, FREZEH L. HAEZMD
IRV (R OIFOFIED & D EK) DEREE—BY7- 0V OMAERTIE B X LNLDR
fFFOFHEEEZ AT 7y b L, REOHARR S L O AR 2 /G L7z,

FIHM AHEE T D81, RRAMEEROAGERE S (TW, OW) &IKE) S AGEEaiE
# (GSI) WU LRI

GSI = (TW or OW / BW) x102

B U 7o MERER o0 GST A BN AR L O ER A4 KD, GSI Ok H 216 A F D
BIEN A REE LTz, £z, PEIFENIA L 7 O IR BN e RINEE D A B EFS K OME#E
RzA% KD, EORAZNOHEE LTz, BITERMIEIIHEE L7 SFIHEIN A &SR e
H DO DR} & L THEE LTz,

it o> BT JE BN X — AL DIFTE R IR, 2RI, SR IEHRE 2> SRk S 41 5 (Castro,
2009). E£7, 4EHR L7-HEDHRIMES L O824 72 0 OB O E ORHA 2L IR
TERCH] & GTARIIEI S RIHIEY & D WX FERIBIRIC AT D FG e OO0 2 fRak L, IR,
S DITIRIEH O F 2 LI BT W O FIM 2 #EE U, IRIEH oA B AT RMEA MR A 5 2
PREE N RIS KL OV 72 ) DB T O FEER O A 2 HRRGEE L7z, ®IiT, %M
REE CERIRBR DA HE) BT 508 & e RN OBRIE AT ~, ML L 20 L7z 5K
H OEREZE I L OIRIRBOEER ORI E 2T~ 7.

2.3 fE 3

2.3.1 (KEHREARK

2010 225 2016 AFORITHREE 1,408 EfAD 3 2% U XA OEARE15T-. KRETHW
AFERRY T I b D 9 B, HE 490 fEK, HE 432 EAROER 922 EEN B ERIES N2 b
DTHD. AR, MEHER, REABBERIOMEAE A Table 2-2 127 d. 24 b ORRHiPHIIKE
T 33.4-252.0 cm, M T 33.4-243.3cm THh -7~ (Fig. 2-2). PCL & TL (46.6-326.0 cm)
BLOFL (36.8-273.0 cm) D BIMRIFHEMER CHEZD GO bivienro 7272 (ANCOVA,
PCL -TL; P=0.10, PCL-FL; P=0.41), MEHEAZ TR L7z, PLFICBRERT.

PCL — TL: PCL = 0.78 X TL — 3.75 (n = 396,72 = 0.994)
PCL — FL : PCL = 0.92 X FL. — 0.22 (n = 338,72 = 0.998)

—7J, PCL & DL (10.92-88.0 cm) O BRXITMEMER CHERENRD LD
(ANCOVA, P=0.02), MEHERNIZRD =, LLFICHERER OB A R,



M : PCL=2.51xDL+12.33 (n = 587,72 = 0.961)
ff : PCL = 2.62 x DL+ 7.48 (n = 275,72 = 0.983)

HE L1k BW 1% 0.30-113.80 kg, MilE 0.31-113.20 kg O#i T ~7-. PCL & BW
O BMRUIMEER] THE R ZENRBD H-72D (ANCOVA, P=0.02), MEHERNIZRDT-.
UL MERER o BAR R A =7,

Mt : BW = 1.21 x 1075 x PCL*°* (n = 756,72 = 0.954)
J : BW = 5.86 x 107° x PCL3%° (n = 283,r2 = 0.985)

2.3.2 HEDORARE

1 490 A ((AF 33.4-252.0 cm) ([ZOWTIRE & A8 X O HERR DL IRBE DR
Rz ROTFER, RIS RS OMEN R I 7z (Fig. 2-3a) . AR OE(LIRIET,
184 fEfA (K 33.4-153.0 cm) 23HAE(L, 153 fE{E (K& 110.0-180.0 cm) 23E5rHIIC
fEfl, 153 fEfl (& 140.0-252.0 cm) [E5ERICH L L Tz, F£72, KK 181.0cm UL E
DOETOFEKITTRICHEL L, BELZLERZA LTV, IFEENICBIT 2B OA
% 288 R DREA FEIZHEE L7-AER, K 131.0 cm LA FOfEED HIFR R S o 7z
2, KK 194.0cm Pl Lo ToOfEETRlZ ST (Fig. 2-3a). KK 150cm £ THRET S
&L IRIFEROMENEREZRA L T2 s, KERNEET DRNCHEIRZ AR T 5
TR En. BREEOREI o TELS RDHMHMAAH Y, FHITAER 150 cm BLEO
fERTRTOENRKEL 2D Z LRS- (Fig. 2-3b).

AT — 2 e FZE M LT HED 50%, 95% MR RIZENEIUAR 160.9 cm (95%CI :
158.8-163.3 cm), 179.4cm (CI: 175.3-185.5cm) Toh 7= (Fig. 2-4a).

2.3.3 MEDOREAVAERE

FEMEF L OWREARE LA ORI EMIZH BZDBO biLie o 7-72% (Wilcoxon £F75
EAZARE 3 UW: P=0.39, OGW: P=0.56), MIOFEEZEH L. 2 TOEMGE I
RN LE > TN 2 EE A S5z (Fig. 2-5a-c). T EIXAR 145 cm £ TIHAERMIC
JEES %725 (UW:0.8-23.8 mm), £ D%, KK 150-160 cm O] TR K L7z (UW :
8.2-180.0 mm). MEIRMEKDFEIEIL 62.4-261.56 mm OFFATH Y, HEMEKDS FEIE
78.1-126.9 mm DJEEL7=FE %A L Tz, KK 150 cm LA FOEKO PN &1
0.1-58.9g TH DL DIZXF L, K 150 cm LA EOEKROIFHE R 5.5-236.5 g L IFH 1T
TOENREL o7z (Fig. 2-5b). £72, KK 150 cm LI EO#RPER L OFEEIRIEIKRDIN
BITEREEO L O L0 b EN- 72, JIRNORKRIFE S 75 IR & FRRIZET A X0
FRBAC - CHET 2 EHmA R 57z (Fig. 2-5¢).
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PEARMEARIZET 139 IR EREE S, £ OIRR&IPHIE 143.7-243.3cm ThH o7, 7z, &
PEMEIR (AR 159.5-219.7 cm) 35 22 ERIAE S, ZRHOKRFE (91%) X4 Hb 6
AICERE Sz (Table 2-2). HEE L 72D 50%3 L O 95% A R 13E 21 156.6 cm

(CI: 154.4-158.6 cm), 175.4cm (CI: 171.8-180.7cm) T&H 7= (Fig. 2-4b). 50%F
L O 5% I RIA R IZE N PCL167.4 cm (CI : 164.1-171.0 cm), 205.1 cm (CI :
196.9-217.8cm) T 7= (Fig. 2-4c). MED 50%HEHRIAR L 50%EVARE LV 1 10.8 cm
KEmorz.

2.3.4 PP

YEYRIE 127 RO FE N DB S84 72 0 OB FEUE 1-112 flifk (CF¥+SD :
33.1£15.9) THV, FTEWITIEFT HIBECCHIIE L2 (124 8K, 3 fEd I RE
& UTHIT DB FRZE) 1% 15-112 fifE (CE+SD : 35.5+14.8) Th-o7-. FEFIE FHED
EEOMIIZIEOHEBARZRNA H Y, BAEOEKERREWIZ ERAT 2RO HEINT 5
s (Fig 2-6). L FICHERIERZRT.

LS = 0.46 x PCL — 45.54 (n = 124,72 = 0.412)

2.3.5 ZFHEM

JEAFImE 1,908 fE{R, M 1,967 {4, MHERIAET 290 (EARDEF 4,165 EIADG B4, Mt
IX1:1 EHEEICEZR S22 o 7= (Chi-square test : P=0.34). JAIFOREHFEIL 1.2-41.2
cm OFFATH Y, BIFOEREIFEANTHE AT OERA LN, RAKEERIT 4 Alcigs
A, BMEEIT 10 Al s ot o-EAh b gt S (Fig. 2-7). HIZERE
af & BN 2 OMRTFIE 1 A5 4 A OWIIZE 559 8K (RHA 16 f8{K) 25HERd S 4,
o DORE#IAIT 30.2-41.2cm (CF¥+SD : 34.3+2.11cm) Thot=. £7o, HAEEM
7220 &I U7 BB 6 fEIR (IR 33.4-39.6 cm, V¥ £SD : 36.2+2.41cm) 126 A
TANG 7 AT THEINE. 26 DORFB XOHAFORET — 2 M HARFED
AR EI 34.3-36.2 cm, HHFEIT 4-7 HICEZ % LHfEE SN 5.

FREA LT HED GSTIZHE ZFD HAZIT TN 5 Hm Z =~ L (Fig. 2-8a), A Z & D
YifEiX 6 Bz IMiE (0.22), 12 HIZHKME (0.65) ZRL7z. —FHT, @A L7ziEod GSI
IAFENSEFIONT TN L (Fig. 2-8b), FHIEIZ 6 HIZH&KAE (0.20), 1 AIZHK/IME

(0.04) %7 L7z, MEOEEIINRIE GST OFfEH 24k & FIFRICA TN LB ZRTT TRE L
72 DA R S iz (Fig. 2-8c). it G, FHPINA 2 7 A, SFHHAEA% 5
A EUE LIeAFEO I E L2 OIIRMEIL 11 » A Th 5 LHEE 7.

BEHR U 7= MEAMRA T 2 IRBE NN AT RIART o, BRAr O BRI L TR 2 Bm 23 i
WEN, TIRMEIIRFICEZE LTI E KMOBFERE LTz (Fig. 2°9). ZOfEEM
5, INMERK & RRF O EIXFET 5 2 & 03 ERE STz, IRES L OB ORI L 7o S A

10



IENSIAE Y, OB —FERMKE L T2, £z, ERIREER OMED 5 iE & IR
NI RIMROBIRZ Fig. 2-10 (2R T. ZHUC LD L, FEMIREERIEE T 200K & S
FEDIERICHES THR L, I 12.0-17.0 mm O#HPHATHII S5, PR S = IREop
IR TR L, INBENOINIBFOREIC > THRET D, —7, EREEIZF =R
73.8-271.0 mm D=3 LN 2.6-15.0 mm DOIIERA LTz, HER, REREEOFE
1349 80 mm F THKE L7=A%, JHENINIHERL bRET ZHAR L. EELEFE
(UW : 40 mm 2L b)) BIOGEHIN (12.0 mm LI E) 24 L T2 FEEEE AT HEIRRT O
ik (KK 156.0-196.1cm) EHIWFL7=. 5 {H{E (KR 164.7-222.3cm) 1%, HiELT
B (UW:50mm Ll E) 2L T052, JREAINEIARFREE (LFD : 10mm LF) THD
Z DD HEERICHEIR T 2 IR LA E I L, IRIEIRAE &ALz, IRIERAE & )l L
TAREOWREAIZ3 A, 4, 6 H, 9HEATONTEY, ZLOHBIEIGIIMA LT
HED DT 2.8% Th - 7=

24 % %

2.4.1 B X OMHIRIKE

RIFTECTHEE LoD 50% AR (160.9 em) XL K FEHETHE STV DHHE
(130-160 cm) LV LT K& o7= (e.g., Joung et al., 2011; Carrera-Fernandez et
al., 2010, Table 2-3). Z DZEFIMENBFEORHIIELEDE NN L TWDH LB X N5,
Natanson and Gervelis (2013) (%, HED BB ZRET 25 BV VHIBIEEI I8
DOELREETH D E LTV D. :ﬂ&iﬁi‘ﬁ%ﬁbﬁﬁ%@ﬁzﬁﬁ”“*@EPTW%EJZ?}\ ZE D Ik
DIEWND THD. AFFEO I T F Y P ATHNTH 2 OMAIIMER S, Rl
BT DN KFEOREIREREZ A L T\l &b, Ffﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂf\éiﬁi%ﬂ@%% Al ST R AN
W EHIBT L, REERROMALIRAE & I B e O W & L7z, Joung et al. (2011) HBI W
Carrera—Fernandez et al. (2010) I, & 5\ i3 spermatozeugmata DA Mt % [ 24
DFEELE LTHWTEY, ZHUBPAMREOHEEME LD B EN NS WERTH S &
EZZz b5, MAEE (Jolly et al., 2013; Montealegre—Quijano et al., 2014) 35 KUt
Hif (Megalofonou et al., 2009) T XL TV D HED 50%% AR (153.83-165.6 cm)
IIAMZEOFRER L L L TE Y, T b DOWFIICIT D HED RO W X I8
FOBALIRETH D, ULEDZ &G, ABETHEE L7 AEP ALK E IS I 1T D HED AL
AERITHE RO THD LB LN, £z, T (1994) I[ZXV@ESN TN DL
RERIEIe AT 4 v 72T NV ERHWTHEE LTE TRV DY, pRVAR R AT
OREEM & RKRE S B DNnZ &0 n, 1980 R KREREIT RV EEZX LD,
WED 50% kAL (156.6 cm) I8 KL UMEARIAR (168.5 cm) 13HE & (3570 U JE-ERIs &
OFFERICB W TAIFIE L AT RO CREREITRONT, B LR TH o7
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(Table 2-3). ZAUITMED LIS K OUEAR O HIWT EAEDBIZER] TR E RER N 2N 2O TH
HEEBEZLND. LLEDZ LG, MO L OMEIRE R IR E TR & 22137 <,
HIFRRAERIZE 212, AT, FE (1994) AHE L TV DA E O#ENTH 5
ZEnn, AERFEHEICBW THED VAR ITEIREZbICE ) Zhida v B R ST,

2.4.2 JPEEES KON AR

Bl SN BT 1-112 B (CE 33.1 ) Toh v, HiEF (1994) THE ST
5D (1-62, T 25.6 fiE) L0 © % <, LRFLEIZB W TR ERZE Th o 7= (Table 2-3) .
PEAFEITRMAD AR L IEOFBRRA H D720, AFFETIIHhE (1994) L0 & KA O
FNETE TS Z ENRKEFEOENTHD EEZ LN, 12, ABFZECIIETFEK
D/ NFAMG % 3B VT D 21 E NICTEAF T D IR A L 0 BEEAF S A Ml IE L7272 0, U
15-112 fE{R (CF4 35.5 k) L7eo72. ZHE TICHE SN TV D ARDOPETFEIE, K
PET 1-68, KRPELET 4-75, A > FEET 10-135 O#HiPHTH Y (Table 2-3), AHFIEDH/IN
PEAFEITIE E DM IZ R TEZ N2 ER g0 s, i < OFFRIIZREREO A F LA
RENTKVBIEEZ SN D RERIREZ B OMITICE EFNTNDHZ ERNRRTHS.
FEERIC, < O TIRED ATREMED RIE Sh, HEE SHIZEFEAARK LY 070w
EBRBREINTWS (Strasburg, 1958; H#F, 1994; Carrera-Ferndndez et al., 2010;
Montealegre-Quijano et al., 2014) . Z 9\ 7=/ — A THEE SN EFAEITFENOR
FEOHBOETH D120, FERE L TR/NGHEZENTWS. LLEDZ Lk, KL
BEAEAFIE & OFEFEL D FIEIIFRNTIZ 3 D T AR DR RO E R R ENZ K 2 FEAF Dt/ N
MARERTH D EBEZ BT, X EMRZEFEOHEEICIE, RO K S I FENICLE
59 DM CREMBEMIET D 2 &, E-HEERTORTZRA T 2 BRI SR
R EDRUNRLETH D,

AWFFECHERE L7z HHAEREIL 32.9-36.2cm TH Y, BEICHESNL TS L0 EHEEIL
AR TH o= (e.g., ZHM, 1953; Pratt, 1979; F18, 1994, Table2-3). AT IR{FD
e KMEERE L O AT OB/ MEEBHBLLZ A0S 4 And 7 AEHEL, oI
Pratt (1979) (4-7 H) BELOHEH (1994) (v¥'—7 :6-TH) CIFIEFITHBILIZA, —
7 CHM (1953) DOfEE LV ITEI -7 (12-4 H). Z4M (1953) 13AEER 30 cm DIELF
W12 AICHBL L2 Z L2 WmE LTS, AFRICE N THE A DIRFORRIZIINT o&
NWHY, HE 30 cm A 5 KEOMRFIE 1 AICBEICFRBEOHES bk 31 B, #HFt 143
FE) ICCTHB L., 20X 2 RMOBFITERICRHFICE S HBE L TWD R, %A DT
DEEDIXL D E X RERHINIEIANZ 2R L TWAD. ZHE (1953) & RIERICATED
RREMB LOHEMIIEMICES Z 2R L Tn5. o T, AFICHBL LKA O
I OEMRIC LR TR T AN R o B2 S, L LARns, 2RI E
me LT, K0 RMOBFPERICHE L &, HABRZRIEOME DML TE 584239
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HICHR L e MO ABOHEDO Y — 7 13EFZNLEEZTHD EEZ2HNT-.

2.4.3 ZHEHE X ORI

B LD GSHIZEFIELS oM MR SN/, ZoRRITTE (1994) 12XV
IRENTWD D & RIEEDOME T - 7=, Teshima (1981) 1%, W A, Mustelus manazo
BLOvu¥ X, Mustelus griseus DIEZSUT GSI Dt H 2 b KOS HN O£ A
DA RBIHBLEIG 2B L, IPRFENICE 2 DAIVCRSIRIL GST 23 /M 2 7~ 3 R T RS T
MHSNDZEE2RLTND. DE VRGP S D 2RI IR B 2D L
I ETHD. UboZ &b, GSIOREHAZEZ SIS LIZAEOEOZRIIT 6-8 H, 7
AICEREMTH D Z ERRB I T,

D> GSTITHE & ITRHBRANCA TR, EFRICELS DA R Lic, dBEKICkIT 2
3% U P ADOLZRIITMD RIS T 2 ZRIEDOA RS GSI OFFILH), JNRIRN O
HOAMARICHEFTHL EMESHL TV (4, 1953; Stevens, 1974; Pratt, 1979;
B¥,1994; Joung et al., 2011). £7=, JNEMRAINEITMED GSI DOiEH L1k & [FIRRIZES
DB HZRITONT TR E < 72 DA SRR S AL7z. AR OPEITHNZ, ALEETHEF (1994)
2NEZ, Joung et al. (2011) 28 7-8 A L#HEL TWD. ARBFERSRIZL, BEHEOm A LM
ILTEY, RVFHERBEOREB LOPINTEZRICI TN D LR ST,

Teshima (1981) 13RI AL IO w2 OPEIN & PRFEARER L TEZ 52 &2
HLTW5. 72, Conrath and Musick (2002) (Z7 2% A J&® smoothdogfish, Mustelus
canis DR, BEIRE X OSHEIT2T 59 A DRI THOND Z L ZRIBL TS, ARIFFET
T BN AT DM (MFEAERTD OEADRARRE L TWD Z LD ATOZREM 2 FrE
DT EMTERPoTD, BRI BRI BN TAEIN 2 RA T 212 6 A
M7 H (ZEH, 1953), 5-8 A (Jounget al.,, 2011) ([ZifEINTWD Z b, LK
FERHEOZ)R, HEIN, Ak K OHEIZEEE) O BT CEft L Tt b &2 5
DREBTHAD. £z, AT TEHHA R I X OEEHEIN A 2 B HEE L 7o A
ORI (11 7 A) 1%, B A A0 2z KT @E S TOLBFRE (9-12 »
H) LFREEOREERETH-T- (e.g., ZHM, 1953; Pratt 1979; ¥, 1994; Carrera-Fernandez
et al., 2010).

2.4.4 DB E A

AT BT, I ORER JOIIRNINOFEZIIFEMICE Z 2 Z LB 6NhE 72
STz, T OMEMITIEIRE N ITHEIR T 2 M B, HHPERRICHEIN L, IR DAEARDS A RE T
HDHZEERRBL TS, #HELLEBBEXZOEEMFIZ 11 » A THDHZ LD, HEN
SIROIHRE TR IEHIRIZ 2V EBZB5ND. b0 s, MOBREIIL 1 4
ThdEHEINT. £z, DI 2 F U FRAIINEBNICHKZ RS 5 2 B3 mbh
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TEY (Pratt, 1979; Joung et al., 2011), Z DOHREND HAFRILHEZ ICHEIIL, =M
ARECTH D EHRIND. LLRRD, AL (R - IEEREER) D5 HK 2.8%
OERITHEIN D KD o D & RFEE DO FE A2 A L TV DI HEL LT, JNENIFIX
RIEETHoT. ZHOMEITD < &b HERIZHEINT D IREN 2N & h, IRIER
R TH D REMES R ST, RO H SRR 8, oML b XTHZ»
TRFRITMER CE o loled, IRILIRIEE R D RIKARFET H Z LIXTE ol Bl
EEY, BRRMED 5B, DIRNEIE TIRIDREEDMERSEET 5723, RFEOHET 1 455
TEIEZATH LEZ BT,

A A BOY AHOBFEE YL 2 F MM TH 575 (Castro, 1996), W< D
MBI D HEF L EE SN TWD. 21X, Driggers and Hoffmayer (2009) %, finetooth
shark, Carcharhinus isodon HrA T 2N LOIROH A X4 K, ZoOfIT 1FB X
O 2 FEHOmEH THEIEZIT) T & 2HE LTS, %7z, Harry et al. (2013) I,
spot—tail shark, Carcharhinus sorrah OITHRIKEETS K OWNENINDIEZEIRFED & ARBFFED
fili F & FRRIC D72 WEIE TIRIEBIFIC A D -ENFAET 2 Z 2L LTS, I %
UH I AP X BICITES 720, Joungetal. (2011) 12K 5 & BB BRI
TOHEOBIHEWNL 2 FTHD. LnLRRD, #5OHETHEM L TV 270 HBIK
F7 =213 <, ERRFOBFOMREERBIIRAENH N OHHThH 7. —iKIIC,
AEFERRCRR I DIE I D BFHE M Z 5 E T 5121%, D7 L bR TORBERE BEMM
P BIERE OREF) ZRSRINCIR > T AN—T 2 0E)RH 5 (Castro, 2009). AHFFET
XAV SMHOMFZ2 AN R—=LTW5D Z &0, JERTEEEREE O M 25 E
a2 1ELTIHEHERIIZYTHD B2 LN 4%, IfPE2 T a A RALE 2 (178
TARNTZVF—I, TaFATrRE) ZHWTE D FEMICATOEIEE Y, X7kt
RN OWTRET T 2 L E R H 5.

RETHE LTI AT A — 213, PEfFBzBREndEr (1994) LREOHRRTH-
7o RN G o L EFEITEICEITICA W RHE OB RS L OVEE, FREIC X 218/
WEEL TS EHEE I, FEFEITAEREEDREFMIE L LT W2 &, D ZSH
JEHNIBEFERED 2 L0 bENZ ELALRERIIHMAT 5 I > F VP A DOFHAEFEIT
INETIEBEZLN TV b D LD b EWATREMEN R STz,
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HIE FHEE 2 MW ERAEIZ R T 2 R E O B %

3.1 #%

i

IR BT D I MIT AR PR R, IAER, TR, HakL2HET D
BRCHEA L R D EWMFER/NT A — 2 Th D18, HENSGHE OGN /2GRN L Ok
R 22 EIRAE AT 5 T DIIEA W X TH S (Ricker, 1975; Campana, 2001). —f&HIC
fEEHREOFEREEICE W THEN SN ERZE L, HAO2 & ok Td 22

(Cailliet et al., 1983), MAPEICI W TILZ D X o RBHMFES KM L THhD720, HHEE
HDHVTHRE W o TEMIZPE N AVSNS (Goldman et al., 2012). AfE¥E CIEHFHER I
K DT A ERER o720, i xHE b 272012, ZHETERLAFEIHV LR
T&72. FlxiX, HUR 2Rtk (Stevens, 1975 12 X 2 iEESRYL A ; Tanaka et
al., 1990 IZ k5 ~~ h ¥ U »Yufa ; LaMarca, 1966 12857 U ¥ U > Yefa ; Carlson et
al., 2003 (2557 UAZ AL ALy NYeth), #iYIA (Casey et al., 1985) <> X ##

(Cailliet et al., 1983; Wells et al., 2016) 72 & ThHDH. LoD FIETEFHEESHELR LDl
W AR T2 Z ENAHETH D0, FIEIC K o TR ) ) B RS0, M7 B
HAft o EPE7e EERMEO E TO MBS STV 5 (Cailliet et al., 1983; Campana,
2001). ¥£72, ZOFEITBNT, O AR LB 2R —H OB O R A X
TE oM T e LIRS TTW Y, EREOFIEOHTH B RIESAHEE S LT
5 H DD (Goldman et al., 2012; Matta et al., 2017), Bl 3\ TITBmEL O MR 23 K
ThHHZENEKRENTVS (Tanaka et al.,, 2011).

BN IR EECT OREICNZ, Vo IV T o IR, T A I
A2 THZ ENER SN TWD (Tanaka et al., 1990). AFEITMEHECR R RIS TR D
HHE O KRR 21T 9 72 (8, 1994; Mucientes et al., 2009), 4 XI5 K ORI
AR LT R RREO R R A RN 2 720121, < OEREMRNT T 20BN S 5. D7
O, L0EREOEWVERIEEIEZRET 2 2 L1, BREFHMECERZIT) EO0E L
% IEfE 72 O RIS BT D HMIR LS. DL EX Y, AFEOFMEEZ1T 9 72012,
EFEE A5 T, 28O T ARl AT RE 72 B T 7R R R TR B O B & AR FE D
HEyE L7z,

Break and burn method |35 £ O FAIZ AL S Dl 2 BIRIL 35 7= DI — I
fEHENDFETHD (eg., Christensen, 1964; Ohshimo et al., 2014). ZOFEFHA
WZT Va3 — )T v RO A W TREX B2 T, BIIRZR & ~EARITE ORI A 8152
T 2720, GNP OBRMIRPENFIELBEZILN TS, LrLRRL, REEOF
HEE 00 S 72 B TR I vy, IO FHES 2 W e FEl & E Il W TR

(Francis and Maolagdin, 2000) (Xffi% T, BHXIENE L, oo Tz Bl
LZENARETHD, LorL, Ivx Y FAOFHEFTITEWRS LORNEHFO=a S N7
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A RBZLL, I oBRTEREEcHD & SN TWD (e.g., Skomal and Natanson,
2003; Jolly et al., 2013) % Z T, A% Ti% break and burn method 3 L OE#EZ KB L
72 “Burn method“ZBA¥E L, I F VP ADOFMHFICH T 2FMPEEE L CEH L.
Z @ Burn method TIXHHEFHEKRIZATET DM Z RET 272007 L0 UKL &N
B\ 5 2 & Clmia IR LT 2 BV 2 57 7= . A% TlE 1) Burn method ®~7'1 k =21

(B A XL DT AT Y I X OIMBSLEE O f i AL BRI R OHEE & 5 de) A EHRIL, 2) =
VX UV RAOFMEE AWTAERETCICEWT, tho Tk (EERRY L, BEE) Lo
AT TERE L D LLiOlm i T COMRItaR 22 DR 217V, Burn method 5 & MRFIE
L.

3.2 MELE Ik

3.2.1 Burn method O XL EFE

FEFTIZ W= HER 1L, 2010 4505 2015 4RI THEEAEEICB W CRAEM S L<
IREEMICE Y, FZABBIOW LRI TIRES -3 >3 U £ 400 HiE (KR
33.4-258.3 cm) D E/SHERELL 72, BRE L7 FHEFITUEE 1T O £ THAERTF L. £
D%, FHEBHERICAE Lo R0 2GR E RET 5720128 20 AW ZITV, RO
MERE C 70% %/ — )VINIZERAT L7, AFECTfEA L 72 Burn method TIZLLTFD 2 2D
JVEE A Jif L 7.

1. 7V aE
HEMRIT IR AR BES L 7=, AIWBEECIIBRE LE N o AR ET 572018, 5

BUEKER(ET B Y 7 akiEK (BN NaOH) (2 50°C THRO RN HIRIE LTz, D%, BN
7 % O TTHER R T 2> O FE ARk A S22 ICH PRV, —BREVICHERIZ AT S LTV DA
RO BITHERDORE S (FY A XDOKREZ) ITL-THINT 5720, K0 REBRHEMEIZ
EEWT VI IR (BEEAE) ~ORIERF A LI L ZNT5 (Cailliet et al., 1983).
DXy, TNHYVNETEAES A X 300D 240 RO CTUEE L, ZOMER (kb b
WITRHD) ZFiEk L7z, 7 VABRIZE T DD ERIZLL D 8 DDO5M42 4 Tz
THOE LT

1) SRR ERICE Y R Tunbd Z & (Fig. 3-1a, b)

2) MihiEA#BlEETc& 52 & (Fig. 3-1a, ¢)

3) MER DD NER L T2 & (Fig. 3-1a, d, e)
TT VAR, R LT HERIZ O W TIRAKREER L, XA YEL ROy Z— (v h—H
J=THR Ty Z—; MC110) % R\ THEBEIZ IR > THEADED X 91250 bl L7214,
# 24 BERILL b B SR X -7
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2. nELER
H SR, A EIR S (7 AU > ; DO-300A) % VT 250°CCThIEA L 7= (O

BULER) . INEAERRENE 2 000D 30 Sy %P T L, RREIO I A FEk Lo, INEVLERIC
BIFARIOERIZLLTD 2 >O&2 2 Ti-T b0 L L.

1) HERFmE L OBIENETF T2 & (Fig. 3-2a, b, d)

2) HEARF B L OBLAEIZ2 Y T A RSN TS Z & (Fig. 3-2a, ¢, d)
INBVILER U7 HERIZ T ANV HE ~A 7 0 Aa—TBI N T 7 A "—F 4 k (F—T L R :
VHS8000) % MW TkaiiL (Francis and Maolagain, 2000) (2 CEIZL L 7.

3.2.2 I ALE R OHEE

YA X DTN Y 3 X ONNESLER D Feii B RF ] 2 HEE 3 5 72 1T, S DAL

IR % JNE B L + 2 —AbfEET v (GLM) M5 L7z, 7 ARILU T THS.
Y; = Bin(1, m;),
var(Y;) = m; X (1 —my),
Logit(m;) = a + PCL + Time + PCL X Time

Z 2T, VAT 1 OGS A R TISEZEE, Bin, mp, ol THHRRE, MR L OVERE
FT. ETPCLITIEE, TimelXWRIERE], PCL X Time |JAHRE L (KR O AR ZE L,
WTILHERER TH D, KER XOWERHIZZN I 1 BIORDHERO Y — 27 ZFFD
TERREL, “ROHEE L TH-oT-. EFAOERMEZ, R Y7 Y= 7 ®’statmod” /¥
v/ — %A L, randomized quantile residuals ([ THGFEL7Z. ZHuH OfENTIE, R Y
7 k=7 (version 3.3.0) ZHWTHHAE L.

3.2.3 Burn method & @ # I AW~ o Rk

Burn method (& & 2 F-Hi# & O A 73 2 72 9O 4L U 7= 119 8R4y & [Fl—{ER D3
HEBIEAZ VY, fHERSRY ikl JOMEYL AR A IS CTHRME LA ZF R L. e
SRIEIEITI X ) FRAZB T HAFMEEICENTHUICHOONTE L FIETHY

(e.g., Stevens, 1975; H#F, 1994), Stevens (1975) (ZHE-> CLLF D Y OULVEE % fii L 7=.
TOvT VALBEANGE A T2, MER R 2 ZREEKIT T b Ve L, 1% HEREUKIRIRIC THY 3
SyIG e L7 %, HERZ RN T T 3-10 ﬁ%ﬁbt Z D%, AEKZTTTE, 5%
FAREET F U D LK SRR L, WA A bRk Lz, &%, HERZE
K HNIZ EEE L, T0%T % ) — VT TERIFE LTz, E‘ﬁﬁz@fﬂ”‘“é%‘@ﬂfiﬁﬁﬁ %, #z
IEEH%EF'?%‘:F?< &1 RRIRHK 30-40 3[R TH 5. 1, Yot UT-MEMRIZSERERAMEE N CRls L7z,

HYLEREIEIIT VN ) A S Lo I HER 2 BRI S8, RRIEIC TR L.
WBERALBRI T NV VB D TH L7280, AFETR OGS TH Y, WREFRFR LR &1
FRIAK) 10 3R TR T2 Z LW RETH ~ 72,
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3.2.4 F5EFHM

Burn method 3 & UYL A2 215 TP 21T o ToHER Ofinwi Tix, HEARZ =7k o THI%E
TOHTHWIROAT — BRI L2 EE, HaxRAEEZOTbND K5I L7, ikl
XM E i —xt L ER L, OB EFHE L. £, WERRREAEICBVW T, &
i & REPR LI S ERL, BAFORE IV LTz, 72, 2 TOFEIBNT
HERIZIE R S 58—k s & E Lz, ek - AOMN. L-@miiaic Ly, A
DOPERIRCEE, ot O BV OfwHoss £ a4 #4E L WIRE T2 o 72,

fmwi 3B L OFIEMICE T 2 FmEE O FRMEL T 25412, SM T A7 ry b

(Campana et al., 1995) #{EX L, #|Z Index of Average Percent Error (IAPE ; Beamish
and Fournier, 1981), Coefficient of Variation (CV ; Chang, 1982) % ZiEiLLLF D
ZHWTHEMH L.

N

1
[1APE] = N;Z
cV]_NZ <\/ZR (XU XJ)Z) X 100

Z 2T, NIHEAEE, RIiTmHieEk, Xijidinl B omaiReo j & B OEIEOmEcEL, Xjidj
F&H ORI 5 Pigtdi ch 5. Fiz, fmoid MO Wilcoxon 755 AN AR E
WCCHERHFH) (5% KHUE) ICHBEZEEZMT LT,

R
12 | xij — x;j |

i=1

3.3 K H

3.3.1 Burn method O &% ALBERE

FENTIZIZFAEE 400 fA{AD 3 % U A (KR 833.4-258.3 cm) ZfifH L7z, 70 UL
BEClE 642 [A] (Table 3-1), MNEMLEETIX 753 RIOFKATEIT\ (Table 3-2), GLM |2 Tfi#
MraiToTz. 7 VALER, JINEVLER L HICREE L7 BT WITINR L, 2 TOMBEER D
T BV THREFIICAEE TH - 7= (Table 3-3, 3-4). WET /LT 5 randomized
quantile residuals IZW b EF A E R L7 (Fig. 3-3).

BALFRO R b m VO IhHER 2 b 72 DB (DAF, B uERegRE) 1%, %1 X
iz ->NTEL A%~ L7z (Fig. 3-4). A& 50, 100, 150, 200 cm DOfE{KIZI T 5
T AL BRIRERT 36 L O 75% L B D pRENRE R A /R J AL BRIERI O FEPHIL, 7 v U ALEET 44.9 +
26.0, 88.7 +28.5, 134.0 + 38.0, 183.5 + 36.4 ¥, NIFVLEL T 6.8+3.2,8.9+3.4,10.2+4.2,
11.5+4.0 53 EHEE SN2, Tk U ALER CIIALERRE N E OGS, HERD D i SRRk 23 bR
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ELENT, WICUHERFEAGE, HIRRER X 0L E B75§?’§ﬁi?—b Kt Blg s,
F7, ﬁﬂggfwﬂafﬁ IZB W TIIALBRE 2N & BE S AT, HCRTE 5 & IRILDAT,
WTIU S HmE OBIE TN EE & e o 7. IIEMAER D MU 77 L A1 U JLBR & i3~ % &R
A ZASOARLEDR DI DD, WERRFHA 20 02822 LT 2 2 Lid7e o7z,
K L7227 L Cld, Burn method I3 1 BRKIZ DX 15-20 /3L TULEEA R[HETH -
7= (i 2 bR <). £72, Burn method (2 C—EIZALEERIRE/ Y o 7 VS, R D
KRESITHIRGFT 20, BLE 2030 fFATH -7z,

3.3.2 FEEFHM

Burn method [Z#FHEE HEMR EOMMEEIZHINRZ: 2> R T X hodMd &, Bkl oBlE3HE
RFmZ T TR OWmEN» S L AHETH - 7= (Fig. 3-5) . MRMAREEIRIZB W T HRERI,
HE(RZR M 35 K OV Ol 57 2> HEmfl OB FIRE CTlXdb o 7oy, ZOHETIZI > F Y
P RXOFHEFIZB W TIZHAKE S IZKS, Burn method L HEGT A E a0 v A MIZ L
<72 (Fig. 3-6a). fHERERYATRIE, MR ICH T 2 OMANIIATRE TH o 7203, il
ISR OIS NEECTH > 7= (Fig. 3-6b). HiZ, KERIOFGE LV HEARIZ @ T 72
FHERER RS T 5 &, i OFRITEICINEE & 72 o 7.

k4, Burn method Ti% 1-17 #n (fwacd 1), 1-156#m (#waih 2) O#FETH -7

DXL, EERERYL s 1-15n (Mwacd 1), 1-12 1 (Waid 2), MY fafaiih< 1-17
iy (Eaca 1), 1-128 (aeE 2) Tho7 (Fig. 3-7). MY@EREICR T Dinidu
DOFIEL L TARTOINRKEDoT., XA T AT ey MIOWTHATHD L, Burn
method TIE 10 2L (KK 200 cm BLF) DK TIZ AN T D EDIEFITD 22003, 10 i
UBETIZ1: 10T A bl Lz (Fig. 3-8). —J7, MHERIRYLGIER KL OB G ER 1k
T, TNEN S BB IO TN L AT &R R 57, TAPE 8 X O CV iZ, Burn method
T 4.1%, 5.7%, HERIRYtIET 5.8%, 8.2%, MYk T 8.3%, 11.8% Th-7=. &
TOFEIZB W Tl mme & b CHEIC R e 57228 (Wilcoxon FF 5 AMLFRE : Burn
method : p = 0.03, AEEEERY (AT X OVELLARZEEYE © p < 0.01), K&K 200 cm BL N OFEA
\ZBR % & Burn method DA H EZEITFRD HiL7eh > 72 (Burn method ; p=10.06, fHEEER
Yefa ik JOMEY ARk p<0.01).

3.4 & £

Burn method (23172 7 /v U 38 L ONMNESLER D i AL BRIRE R 3 2% U 2 DR A
RIS CTHERZR Y, MR RERF LV ETETH, B3 E THmio Rk K
ERDTENRENT. FREEDKEEIZONWTHATHD E, RIFFROERNS, HEkD
IHER SR YL A C MY B 27k L Hhlt L C Burn method O¥gHilEE N EW T L AVR S 7z,
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Burn method (23517 % IAPE (4.1%) 3L UNCV (5.8%) IR (5.8%, 8.2%)
BLOERARETE (8.3%, 11.8%) LV Ko7, ZhETIATONIZI XU HFAD
P EICB W THIE STV % TAPE 1 3.0% (fEfRERYL 415 : Blanco-Parra et al., 2008),

7.9% (ME(E2IRDT 2 Z VN : Jolly et al., 2013), 3.8%, 9.0% (X # : Joung et al., 2017 ;
Manning and Francis, 2005) Th 5. [FERIC, I F U F X OFEMRETICE W THRE S
TW5 CV X 5.0%, 12.8% (X # : Joung et al., 2017 ; Manning and Francis, 2005), 15.0%

(7Y 7% : Skomal and Natanson, 2003) T 5. IAPE 8 X0 CV O REEfEIZENF
5.56%, 7.6%&RINTWVWSA (Campana, 2001), FEEIZITHFHEE Z MW 72¥ AHDZ <
DHFEEAE T, CVIL10%% 81 T\ % (Campana, 2001). Burn method (2351F % IAPE
BLOCVIFEREL SNHMEY HIRNZ &0 D, RFIEIIREEOFEHEEIZB W TE A
R EILE L R0 Z E R E T,

Burn method 28 @R EE Th 2 DIX, EUIAIER X RO K 9 R7EkD “RTHEBIZ L 5 F
EEV =R TR Z OFHR HEARREOMMAEEZ T TR, SIS b IE®RS
Boid) EBHZENTELRLOEZEZX LIS, MRAZEIEIZBW TS oo THERE
PEET L2 ENARETH D, MiEE D = F T A M Burn method & iz L TH5 <,
fER L LT DOMERBNEE & e o7, IBHFTIX, ~F WA, Carcharhinus brevipinna
DFEEIZBNT, ¥4 718 CT AFx v EHAWTZHEIEAHEN STV S (Geraghty et
al., 2012). <A 7w CT L, mMGEOEB=RITlBz LR TE D720, HEARIE,
AR, B, E7ovy NPV THEROBIERARETH 0, BT #RAIT 5 Z LN T
5. oL, v~17nu CTix, Mhoitkolikly bIEFICEMTHY, Fim, @mfitE
FEO =Wt & )19 5= DI 2 2 5.

EFEEEICIN %, Burn method IXfli G ICHEAR AL TE 5720, 2 A MOAEFEMICE TS
AUy EBRFETFT L. AFED, SERESSOEROELZLEL L., 700k
FOMBULER RNV EE T o 5%, FAEARDRY A KNI U 7 368 G0 72 AUER RE ] 4 e o X A e
THEARDOBBRIL N FTRETH D, HIZ, AFETIMBLEIZIH T, —EIC 20~30 fHo
VINENBTE D7, ROV T AER S BRICIIFCERATH 5.

B A D FEHEE 1 — KA %ﬂéﬁfﬁ’\%gﬁk L OV Burn method OFI| 0 a5
HIZHOWTOEK % Table 3-5 (29, fhod Tk L ik LC, Burn method 1%, ffiZ M,
A IE, FEDREVSTERREA LTS, RO FEOERRREFIL, MM,
FRAZIE, FECR, FEREDEM S BT 5T % (Goldman et al., 2012). #
UIAEIES T, (K2 XA N ThHLHN, Ytz S 2 nIGEmOBlEIIREETH 5. —7,
WOV O YT 5 L, WO ATREThH 5725, LI AZ T 5. Mk A
BT FREEICBWTANTHL ZEPHRESNTWDA, ZOFETEM R LEE 2 /2
&L, HEHE B ST D72, R 2 A L, @i Téd 5 (Goldman et al., 2012).
XMt FELAHRTEL LTEZLOMETHWN LN TE=FIETH DM (e.g., Cailliet et al.,
1983; Wells et al., 2016), mffize X #bEeR, FE7o@ble 7 4 L ABURBMELNLETH D
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(Goldman et al., 2012). HEESRY LI, K= X F CTlgkl O PABRIL A AIEETH 2 M
(Stevens, 1975), RHEESR CHLEL S N7=H 0 7L, WY R X OMETE LR TS, i@
Tl 7R ERIE 3RS Ulimac i XN EE & 72 5 (Hoening and Brown, 1988).

—77 Burn method @7 AV v NMZE, mlfIZBIT oSN TH L AN T bhb.
TEERERY % (Stevens, 1975) 3 L OVEGLtA[2E21E (Semba et al., 2009) (22T [AIER
DSV IN TV D, fmat B M omHian 2L, 2 TOFECBWTHEBEKRLD b
i CRE < oo, HEIRIZ NGRS o T AR DI & b ERD—D &
WRINDD, ERERITIER VIR R 22720 THL B0 (eg,
Natanson and Campana, 2002; Campana, 2014; Harry et al., In press). ZiUi%, HFHEF
HER DR ENEEIZ 2 DI EHibT 5720 TH 5. HUIFIET, @l oREERZIEIC
B DML 2T D eI R FIETHDH L SN TS (Campana, 2014) 728, —J5
THEIEEIEILE S E BRI EEAIZIB W TR R Z 8/ N 2 A3 5 &0 5 e b
» 5 (Harry et al.,, In press). IT4F, BTERFE %2 O T2 AEARHIE S A AREE O -5 O FRAE
IR FBEND L 91220, FiCEmmfOFERSHmaHET OBRICAMRTIEL L
THESRRE XL TV (e.g., Matta et al.,, 2017; Harry et al., In press). fEmmée LC, gt
IR % B N D IEMEIZAT 9 72 9121E, AinflZE Burn method %, @l IZ 380 TIXFRD
B ETITEY A5, Mo FE TIEBES MR FRIT K D FARNE SRR il A & VN 731
5T ENHEREND.

Burn method (35 3% U ¥ A OFinfa (KK 200 cm i) (IZIREL7ZSE, HERICH
R EED 1 > Thb EEZLNZ. —J5T, mlEEIc O VNI Tk & Rk
BEFENERIN. AFEOEAETI X IR -FHOATHRIESNTZ/BRTHD
728, SRITMOMREERIZF T Burn method OFHMEEZMHFET 24BN’ HSH. L EOZ
L AHE 2 C, RETILAE 200 cm 2L T OfEKIZIE Burn method %, &K 200 cm 2L E
DEARIZITE A OFIMEEICB W THER SN TV 2SR ELEH L, A6 EEICAE
BT 23 0% U XOERMEE 21T 72
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HaE AL KEEICAERT S I 2% U B X OFERB L OEE

4.1 #

i

3 F U Y A DER X ORMEICET 2 BT EIRERZ <, AR TIE Cailliet
and Bedford (1983), Tanaka et al. (1990), "% (1994), Blanco-Parra et al. (2008)
DAFEDORENRT A =2 E2HEL TS, LLRs, 2 OJbREFERBEOM LR
THENT A—FDEWVRIHERINTND., ZIUIEW L OO ERNEZ HND. —D
(IFRATIZ AV DREARDIRY 4 X Tdh 5. Campana (2001) (2L DL, —MBAYICHE/ ST 2
— ZIIEARN O RIBER" I L OONUEER B2 2 T T v, Z2HOERE LT,
Tanaka et al. (1990) [TEAFMRY A XDOELSNC, £ 2 bHEHT D EMAEIES
ZOREENMREMOMENRT A—Z DOEREZELIETVNDLZLEERLTND. Z0D7
B, RN ZAT O NIZEMRE A 7T ZA B EBRE LRI b v, HIZ, HFEEO
AFHIZBWTEBFEREZLIHEWRENAT A= RNEBH L ERRESNTND

(Sminkey and Musick, 1995; Carlson and Baremore, 2003; Cassoff et al., 2007) .

3 2% U A AUKREERBEO EPRFEM OBR 2L, B E D E STV 8 (1994)
2 & 0 HEE &7z von Bertalanffy O /X7 A =2 BHNLA TS, L L, milf (K
Bfa) RDBEESN TRV LD, RIA=FD—>ThHLHMIERNER (L,) OfH
ICEWARREENEDR D Z L B3RS Tnd (ISC, 2012). S HICHEF (1994) D3RR
R AW T AR T E IR B3 L7z 1980 £4R1R (1982-1983 4F) I[ZIEES N2 b D TH DT
O, BEDFIZLOERERTA—ZPEL L TWDLAEERB 2 OND. LIER-> T, H
A% D/NRER D B FEm I WV R ER E TOEARZ +3ICHiz, AEOEFEOMRE T
A= EHHEEL, TIBENROFELIRGET 20BN S 5.

WEFIC B W T, (R OMEIT IS HmLNB 0, —aIZITHESHE L v & KT % (e.g.,
Cortés, 2000; Simpfendorfer et al., 2002). L2>L, I F U ¥ ALK EHERBEIZB VT,
HEDSHEL » HKAULT 2 Z EnHE SN TWD D (e.g, Tanaka et al., 1990 ; H#, 1994 ;
Blanco-Parra et al., 2008), Z iU O IIHEHFANTREE SV TWRVY. —J7, KIEFERBEIC
BOTIIHEH RN HERER] TR ZZED 2N E VI HE © H D (e.g., Lessa et al., 2004; Jolly
etal,2013). L2vL, Z#LHOFEHT CITARLOD 4TS % A1 3 —7 5 43 B OREAR &
TETWVD EITFEWEER.

2T, RETIIWIAMAESRE, JAgEHOERTY 7B L OEEHE I — LIZER
ZHAV, EEKEFREICAERT 53X U P ADOMERREZHAONCL, BENROAEL
FREES % & 381, MEMER] DR 22OV TG FIICHET L, ZOERIZOWTELE L.
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4.2 MEE ik

4.2.1 FEALRESR L UHER O ALE]

IR & UM L3 HEE X 2010 427005 2016 120> TR AR EEIC B W T
it (X2, LM, Fr—L) BIOREEMR (T, CEME) 12X S 1,347
B BB LE (Fig. 41). Zh6OKEFMIIETHE 33.4-258.3 cm, HETHE
33.4-243.3 cm Toh -7 (Fig. 4-2).

HERDOBREUNLE, (RAFFIEITRIE L FAETH D . HER EOBREIIAE 200 cm LLF OFEA
{Z1% Burn method (5% 3 #, Fig. 4-3a) %, (A& 200 cm LA EOFEAIZ 3] /1% (Fig. 4-3b)
Z AWTCHER{L L7-. Burn method ®EEFIAIZRIFE CRLIZEY THDH. Z Z Tlii#EY)
AEEARDIERFIEZ TS

1) TAH VLR LR E XA Y EL Ry Z—ICCTHERO iz L35 L
CHEWrm BT L 7=,

2) WEXIZ e b—2a (KftE; V b7 b—24 REM-710) £ X QAR RN (K
R E52 BH-220) 2 AW T/EE 100 pm OY) A Z /ERL L 7=,

3) UIFMIEARIZT VHF U by RIZTH 2 oGt L, ZO®BFAKIC TS Lz, i
%, 7a—n K5 (70, 80, 90, 100%) (2K HMiAKZITV, EFHAHK (Euparal)
EZHAWCATA RHTT A EIZE AL

4.2.2 FnEE

2 HRICEIWT LR O SR (AL oy & BT 2> S BE T /M £ Tol
BEZHEIR 2 (CR) &L, 7YXV HF v 4 7 v 23 —7% T 0.01 mm BEALCHAAIL
7-.

Burn method & CALER U 72 A IIRIE & WERIZ, £ 7200 7 1 X528 T2 Tkl
BEEIT o7, Wwweld, HEARE O (EWH) BIOME (RZEWH) % 1 Folmi
LA LCRI—MmatE 2 2 BTo72. M, #metldde< &b 3 » ARREORBRAZ 2T, %
AR, 1B Ofmaehs R 208 L2 VIRILTIT o 72, dmsehs RS 2 B TR 55613 3
[A H Ofgac 2170, ZbH0 95 2 |8 Ui 2 dwick s Lz, —J7, 3[E& bkl
D= Lo T2 G B IET ORI LT, Zhb Ot Nz, A XRNZT > & LI
AT 200 ER OFHEE 2 2 NB OlFid 2N fwme L, 2 AOumaid [ Clmbria g L
72, WRAERAZEITATEE & [FBRIC Age bias plot [C THGEL, #RFiksEILIAPE 8L ONCV 2%
AENFH M U CREIm L 7=,

B2 BWICTIAERFEICART 23 X UF AOMARMX 4 Ao 7THTHY, BB
IR ORI R > TWDHAEFIT 6 AD 7 AL, BHAEFOR/MEK ((KE 33.2cm) 136
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RIS 2Rk kD Z D, AETIIAEOE EN2HAEREZ 6 A 1
AEL, UFToXEHAWTEHBEET L.

fﬁﬁ%=(a—1)+(ﬁl_ 6)

(@a>1,1<p<12)

ZIT, a3, BIEANRESNIA THD.

4.2.3 SR OTERIFHF X OTE AR O IREE

3% Y ROMEKIZEN D OBEEIL 1 F£TH D Z ENRBERIFEICBNTH LI
TV (AEREFE - 87, 1994 ; Wells et al., 2016 ; AL KPE ¥ : Skomal and Natanson, 2003 ;
FAKPETY : Lessa et al.,, 2004). AWFFRICHBNTH, BELO AR 2 5 E T D A ICHER O
RIDARIFENIE R S TWD 2 8mA s il (ZBIAT) MRS (RE A 220050 L,
ZOMBEIGZ ANCEE Lz, £72, WO a8 % Okamura and Semba (2009)

WCEVIBESNIZETAZ Y, ERJEHE LT 1EES, 2) 241, 3) JEHM
LEMGE L, R RERLEE (AIC) #RIChkieET LA BRIR L7,

424 REXOHEE

Bl = & OBIERRE % LU T ® von Bertalanffy D& = (VBGF, Von Bertalanffy, 1938)
Y TiEDO,R Y7 b U =7 @ optim BIEAZ W TRAEEIZE D FART A= 2 HEE LT,
Ly = Lo [1 — e~ k0],

ZITC, L X RROFREERR %, Ly ITHMIRANEREZ, kITNRERE, t3EEE0
em LRGE L72 & & OABFERRTH D, 537 A—Z D 95%[EHIXHL, 2,000 mD Y 4>
TV TIEDT = AT v T EERNT, #E L. EmEHERNZRRE OMEREZED

BENIIEEEE (Kimura, 1980) % fui-.
HEE L7z von Bertalanffy OpkE /N7 A —&% Z M\, LIFO 2 SOHEEF (Taylor, 1958;
Fabens, 1965) ([ZCAFED I L EDF Ty A HEE LTZ.

n(0.05)
Tmax = to — K (Taylor, 1958),

I
= (n2) (Fabens, 1965),

Tm ax

4.2.5 [RENVE

B2 B THWEMHEORAT — % (G 2 VIR D “HT —4%) BIOAKRET
HEE U=l 2 21T 1 2 & OFEBERBIREAEIS &R 7=. Flin X127 D RERIZLL
TOuPRT 4 v 7T IVEYTITD, MHED 50% G2 B H L=
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Y =1/[1+ exp{—(a+BX)}],

ZIT, YidfFER X2 DAMEERDOEIE, a BED B IIANTA=FTHDS. £z,
DEFETERIERB OEIRFI & 2FH L, FRRICe AT 0 v 7T V2T 50%4ENR
i AT L7z,

4.3 fE R

4.3.1 4FEiEE

Wiae 21T o 724558, 1t 659 A ((AF 33.4-258.3 cm) , Mt 620 fE{A ({AF 33.4-243.3 cm)
#t 1,279 ER DT — & Z BT A= (Table 4-1). 68 K TEwmHEN —FK Lk o
Toledd, FRMTDNBERAN Lz, BHEE OMEAR R L R R OMICITIEOMHBRGA R 5, #
FHICA B AR MR 221 IR Do 72729 (ANCOVA, p=0.055), MEkfs 77— L TR
R A ROz (Fig. 4-4). DUFIZBERAE <7

PCL = 15.96 x CR + 20.85 (n = 1279,7% = 0.920)

SRACIIIET 1-17 B, MET 1-16 Sl &7z, dwed 1 O 2 BlOdgwiE], 72 2 A
Pe IS I T Dl 2 g L7/ R, W bRV TR s vienr o7 (Fig. 4-5). i
FeE 1O 1EIEB IO 2 [\ H OGO T 710 B Tt e iz — L (55.5%),
467 IR (36.5%) THRHEUI+l BiETh 7=, £7o, EAELAITHIH L7z 200 [EIROFHE
B 2 NOHiH Tl ook, 86 K (43.0%) THRAIC—EL, 61 fE#{k (30.5%)
Tl wORRZAENE Uz, wpi# 1 O 2 FlOHii T o IAPE 3 LU CV XN E i 8.7%,
5.3% ChH-oT-. £7z, 2 ADE#EWM TO IAPE 8L CV 1% 4.2%, 5.9%TH-7-.

4.3.2 TmEOE KRR X OVE M O REE

HEARZD IR T 2o HBLEIEE, 12 A0S 2 Alcod TEL, 5 AnD 8 Hlgh
FTRVMEAIC S D, —HF MO HBIEI ST EFICE <, A F IR E M 23 R S 7z (Fig.
4-6). ZIUT XKD, 1 HOMMEEN 1 FIC 1 ARSI ND Z EA/RENTZ. BIZ, Okamura
and Semba (2009) DETIWIZLD &, WEOZAEMIL 14 L IE LIoET VNSRS
7= (LHJEH ; AIC : 1014.0, 2 45 ; AIC : 1238.1, JA#AMEL ; AIC : 1290.3). LLED
ZEnh, LFEREEICET D3 X U A OMBUIEFELATIC 1 ARIND Z L3
Hinkipolz.

4.3.3 EX

Kimura (1980) OLEHME LTS ToAER, BTO/RT A —Z TR CHREICAEE
(2572~ 72 (Table 4-2) . HEE STl /R T A — X (3 TL, =284.9 cm, k=0.117 years',
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to =—1.35 years, M CL,, =257.2 cm, k=0.146 years, t, =—-0.97 years T » 7= (Table
4-3, Fig. 4-7). WEIIHEL V /S REERAREKER, BROEWREREEZ R Lo, MR
DRFFIT T E TIEAETH 523, ZALUE TIOR3 8L 2 & - 7.

B SN RFERIIHET 17.3 7%, T 15.8 i CTH ~7=. Taylor (1958) Dz L%
GG EOFFaIIRET 24.3 5%, WET 19.4TH Y, Fabens (1965) DA % & 1T 29.6
%, MET 28.6 B CTh o7z T D OEIFTHEREL I CBE SN TR KFR LD bElTh o7,

4.3.4 REER

FhpE R & ORREEIE T/ 414 8 (FE 33.4-252.0 cm), W 365 fHiF (FE
33.4-238.0 cm) DT —X ZFEICHEI Sz, S BICROLEVRBMEKIT 4 TH Y,
— i b mE O RMERIL TR ThH o 72, HED 50% AT 5.9 1% (95%CI : 5.3-6.4
%), MET5.3m% (95%CI : 4.7-5.75%) Th-o7- (Fig. 4-8a, b). FlpliEIREIS XM 354
AR (K& 33.4-238.0 cm) ZIEICH I S 7z, HEE S 7= 5O%IEIRESR 6.7 7% (95%CI :
6.3-7.2 %) Th-o7- (Fig. 4-8c). FRAFHBITMERER] T 0.6 RV DT O MNFL, Fz
D 50% AR MBI 50%AAFERI LV & 1.4 5B, AL THOIRT % £ T2 14/
FEDRFMZENH D Z LA LN E o Tz,

44 % %

4.4.1  EWBOZRRF L OV

A& 200 cm BL T OEROFHES 2 W CRRILEBIZIS 1T 2wl A 8122 Lo kE R, Aol
B GHED) 1A 1, 12-2 H OICTERR S5 Z & 3R 3472, £72, Okamura and Semba
(2009)iZ £ 2 #EFHET /MTIBNT B RIS, Bf 3 FIC TIPS D LARE LTZE T 1708
XFF ST, RO OWTIIZ < OBFEE DN 1 FI2 1 KR ID 2 & 2t
LT3 (bR - 8P, 1994 ; Wells et al., 2016 ; KVE#E : Skomal and Natanson,
2003 ; Lessa et al., 2004) . ¥4, Wells et al. (2016) 1%, A% 7 FZ7H% 4 27 U (OTC)
Ze N SEARER SRR A IS K 0, AEHOREEICBT 5 3 2% U A DOREIC 1 AT
I D T EERE L TND. AFFEORERITACRERE, BIIEMEpRoRE R L Pl L
TWLZEND, BERIFIZENTIE X U P X OWMOAEAYITEC 1 KTHLEEZ
bz,

4.4.2 pERR

ARETHE LD ERT A —21%, EREHETRE SN TWAD RO TR E
(1994) EHEILT7=0, BHEHIRICB W THIE SN TNENRNT A —F LI RES BiroTz
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(Table 4-4, Fig. 4-9). —J5, WD /8T A —X 38 (1994) % & CEEFOmA & 137
720, PTHIERORKEE (257.2 cm) (ALK TFERBECHE STV AP TIEHRAT
bole. ZILHD/RT A —F OEITXEE & $E ORIk T 5 HER 2 ks — > D ZE A
ELEBEZIOLNDED, TN LRI TN T APEEL TWD RIS, MR
2, BEFOMFERRICITmE (K OfEXREZENTELT, TORRE L THRNER
KEEDE/NHESN TS EEZBND. RETHWAERIZIBWT, MO KR
IO B D LV IR, REMEER RIAR ; #E 258.3 cm, M 243.3cm) #5E L T
WAL I, NS U7 AR b FERICMAFE L 0 2 <, BIAVWT Y 7 DAERE
BELTNDZ EMnD, RETHE LIZRE /T A — X TR FERBFICB W TR bR E
PER D LR SN, L LR G, AR CITAH R EE CHRE SN EARAEZZ AT
WV, KEEEO P CHFLEERBE N R D720, D ad b PERRKN R 5 alRert 134
ETERV. SRITHEEATFHEOIEARS G O FERIE O EMT 21T 5 LR H 572
A9,

RETHEE LT E /ST A—Z 38 (1994) ICE VB S TWD oL, [T
TIEIEFETH Y, METHLNZERIZOWTIE, T THO TV DERDEY A XN
L TWDAREMERRE . ZhoDZ Ens, ERFHERBEORERRIT, BIRE
D U724 B0 AR B BUEE THEEMNROEELZ T TE LT, RERE(ITRVATRENMN
Bz b,

4.4.3 REOME

ARETHELLI X VP RAORENT A= TMHETELR Y, HERCREE DD
ZEBHERMFIIC b RSN, ZORRIIEAFOI K EERFEOM R LK TH o722 &
Mo, KEOREO—2L LTETFLND. LL, KHEREOMEEERIZKIT AL T
(31 PlabRE REARISHEER 2N 2 B HE SN TS (Table4-4). ZOHER L LT,
P TFVTRATANEBZ NS, KRS KT 5L, Zid OWFRITEEAE D 7
< (MERES T 200 fEALLT), @liifaz /3 —T& TnD IS0, RIS A
D% L O CTHERERNIZIIREZERH D Z ENREINTWVDHZ EnB Y (e.g., Semba et al.,
2009; Tanaka et al., 2011; &z « M, 2013), AFEIIAVEEIZ ISV T H MERME TR D ik
R ERFSEEZZOND.

Sims (2005) 1%, ¥ AFUCBT DIEHIY A XA ZRUZOWTHRE L, REDY A DO KH:
DOFEIL, HENFFEOREL Y K 10% KA L3 5 “female-biased sexual size dimorphism” T
bHZLERLTWD. ZOHERL, BHEDELZED LD THD LT HRHNIAL X
FFEHTW% (Shine, 1988). EEIZ, A VY AROF AFHIIBNTHREOHAEIII N
FTICHHESINTEY, MERKRAE TS Z EN—iXTH 5 (e.g., Cortés, 2000; Joung et
al., 2005; Holmes et al., 2015). L2>L, AROFZECTIZBEAFOMIERE (e.g., Tanaka et al.,
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1990; '8 1994; Blanco-Parra et al., 2008) &[RRI, AFEIIMMO A 2 m P AR DY AHH
L1X, W male-biased sexual size dimorphism Toh 5 Z EBBH LN E o7, —REVIZ,
AW ARNIE T BV A (e.g., I 2V, Carcharhinus longimanus; 7 2@ s 77U X,
Carcharhinus falciformis) 1%, RO Z2/VEHE L, WIWIEKRRELZ SO HEKEZ &5
FENZ D (e.g., Cortés, 2000), T FVHF A XINOOFEE TR/, HEp)/ N O
a2 BT DEIHENE A2 & 5 Z LD (e.g., Cortés, 20005 5 2 %), AFOpKEHENIZER
T DRI BRI B L, RAR & B~ O = VX — LSy OMEREE SR LT D
LEZLRNT.

ARFECTHEE L 7= MERED 50% A SERIIET 5.9 7%, MET 5.3 TH Y, MED 50%ITHRF
T 6.7 TH oz, MHEDOREIIRIVERICET S £ TIXFETH B2, 7 A TR
FICHENECT. 2D OREFITMEREOVEZITMEDS A L, FAEZBRG L-%ICAET
HZ LA L TS, Jensen (1985) (X, SMIHICKWTHRAMMIZIL D Z< D=L ¥
—HBIICE ST 5720, REICESST XL —'&N AT 5L LTS, HEEOM
WCBWTHRBRENRE, HEE WS TITBNITE R A=A L -2 HETIERTHD
(Francis and Duffy, 2005). $5l2, I F U AL AHOPTHEHWHAERNZA L
(e.g., Smith et al., 1998; Cortés et al., 2010), HEILRRAAL, —HE W CHEA 30 fEAELLE
OFHEEHET S (B 2%F). FI, EFEEBEROEREIITEORBEBERRH 5720 (5
2 F), YA ANRKRELRDIFEBIAIZHELT XX —EITIZRDLEELDND. 2
DX DB D, XV FAOMERMO A P a P AR OY AHESLRFEOREL W & %<
TRVF =R - HEICEST EZEZ2OND.

ERRICINZ, WET —XIZHESWIEAROREET VI X D &, MEIXRA%, i
i 20-30 FEAHT O TR L, FUEOFEN LRI 30-40 O THIET D & &
NTWD (P, 1994). AFOBFHEMIN 1ETHDLZ L GB2E) #HEx s L,
L7 MEIIAZ R LM ED T2 DI FERPE R EI BB 2 LT b Z L gt s, —
5, B OEORBENIMEIC LR D EEMETII R, BERICKRIEA~ORiEE bR &R
WCBET BB O THA S, LIEN-T, AR OREN LB BH R T 2 B8,
MED LD e KIS O T e RSN S, fimeE LT, I vx U Y 2 OMTk#A%,
BIHICERCT TR AF —F MO A Y P AROY AESCHEMBOML Y %<, IHIT
IRV R T 572, KT O A AORRICHEST =R —/AD 7 e
0, TORE, HELDLRIREMERL, tho X Pa¥ 2ROV E LTS oM EE R
TOTERNNEZEZ DN, ZNLDRFULSHE, TR VX—NET VR ELHNT
MEET 5 R&EThD.

S0, MBI KREUEROEARDREIZNZ, HREMTOIZaANY T — 3 R
FREEEBL LOREET VO —, BERFZESLAF T I 10270 (0TC) 72 &
DAL B2 AW BB TR L D EROBRENLE TH 5.

28


https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Enric_Cortes
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Enric_Cortes
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Enric_Cortes

FhIE HINEWINTE X OZERNARLE 8T 2 b &2 Lo db i REEICA R
T5I XXM

5.1 #%

i

xR ZFUINEEY AT ERIHREE TH Y, MFEEBRICB T 5 )L F—
TRERIC IV TIRF ICHE R K EI 2 > T % (Markaida and Sosa-Nishizaki, 2010). %
D=, PAFHOBMELZFHET HZ LICLD, WMEEBRICBIT2HHEHE L HEHEL DX
TR, BRMEZHONITHZENAEETH 5.

InFETIZI XU T AORMITATE K (Kubodera et al., 2007), dbH K FEEE

(Markaida and Sosa-Nishizaki, 2010; Preti et al., 2012; Hern4dndez-Aguilar et al.,
2015), PR (Lopezetal., 2010), KFEHE (Stevens, 1973) THEINTWDH. I
OOREFMFEIZ LY, RENPSHELERAEB L OBHEHAEEL TWDHZ 5o T
WD, LML s, ZabDOWIRTHOW LY 7 VTR RS 2 WIFSNFEIRIC IR E
INTEY, FLEY A ZAPRESNEZFHOROENTND bONEL. hFERLIUINE
WA REPIC AT 5 3 0% U 2 OBEARAMEUICHIT 2 72 DI FHioe= ) 7%
ER LT BT, SRREMOEARAZNEL, SNSRI 217> & Tdbd. —F, BN
K DOIENT TR L CW D AEW 2 EH2HRIT 2 2 Rk D 23, AR (R vy 7o
v M) 720 ATICRE £ 0, fHAED ORI 2 EHIRIZFHME T 5 Z & (Hernandez-Aguilar et al.,
2015) REBEOEHEY ORI EIIARHTH D LW BEBFER ST 5 (e.g., Minagawa
and Wada 1984).

KRB, T, SEOBMEMTICA S FHIND K 927 o Ie L ERAMARE T,
ORI BRELZFMT 5 Z L AEETH D (e.g.,, DeNiro and Epstein, 1981,
MacNeil et al., 2005; Hernandez-Aguilar et al., 2015). —#&HIZ M4 BB OAFIE T
Mo s LERMAKRKIE, BHRZERMA (815N) B LORFBLZEFRNMAE (813C) ThHh
L. ISR RSV T H BB H-ZOHEEIZH VBN TV S (e.g., Logan and
Lutcavage, 2010; Cardona et al., 2012; Malpica-Cruz et al., 2013). L7223 »> CZERIAL
IR ClE, BINEDMAT & ik U CEES A2 ERLT D8R, KV EMRERE
HmEETEEZILND.

AREETIE 19992014 FI2HF T, 14F 2l U THEARFEDIMBIC W TS -3
X U Y X OBFNEMENT R X OZERNMAKL T 21T 5 2 & C, KEOREMB LOAE
MO T 5R 2N THZ 2 AN E L.
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5.2 MELE Ik

5.2.1 BNEWfENT

B NEDIRNTIZIE, 1999 4755 2014 4512, 1328 (399 fER), HE k= —/v (58 fil{k),
LM (3 fER) (C&L VR SI=Rt 460 fE(A (E 303 B, M 139 fEfA, PEBIARE 18
fAs) % mviz (Fig. 5-1). JL%@MSE I LT 62.3-224.0 cm, MET 60.9-209.0 cm
Ths (Fig. 5-2). e émtfmﬁ I LIS THREEZ Y Hj L, BNEWDOHT 51T
O F CHAEIRAE LT, fRIRLTZH Es@%nﬂﬁ' L2 RIS L, BB O 217 >
7o M, EEREZRD DI, %Eﬁ'ﬂﬁlﬁi (BEETe) 0)4}5(%56%% L7z, Ribofaks
JOHERIHIE, SRR Z b ST ATREZR IR Y PALOSHHRE £ THHN 21T o 72, H{kSh
TZAHAER ORBNCIE, B () b U<k e 2Hve (e.g., Clarke, 1986;
Rodhouse and Yeatman, 1990; Lu and Ickeringill, 2002, Xavier and Cherel, 2009) .

BN L B LAY OBEBEE 27 2R L LT, MEREESE (%N), EEH

3 (%W) B L OHBIBEE ESFE (%F) 22 En&Em L, AxtpEZEERES (IRL Index
of Relative Importance, Pinkas et al., 1971) X U%IRI (Cortés 1997) % LLFDORUT
DR,

IRI; = (%N; + %W,) X %F;

%IRI; = (IRIi /Z IRIl-) x 100

RETHNEMBATICH L2V AR I X ) P RAOARMEZIRET 201 LT
HOEFHET 57212, RY 7 b7 =7 @ vegan /N 77— (Oksanen et al., 2010) %
AT randomized cumulative prey curve (Ferry and Cailliet, 1996) ZH#tE L7-.

5.2.2 LEFRNAKEESTHT

L EFNARHTI WAL 2010 03D 2015 Fl2T TS /-a v F U2
120 fEAR (X248 101 A, FE b e —L 19 IR), 8E02014 05 2015 AT hT T
BAE LT ARRO B (B NEDRNT I 15 64 Bk TH 5 (Fig. 5-1). 4
Wz oONTIE, BN DB U ERIZE LA TV T2, RN AR HT I I3 &
IR EHIET L, BL&TE R a— s i U AR A T L. MO HE 30m, M8 0 30m
DOHJE b —/LiE & fE 3kt TKI 30 /3 RIRM AT o 72, MZ BN, RSN Ay & Tl

WRAFE L, WIS CHRs Lz, 2%, fFECT, B OITAM%E, BEEEID
ISNEERIL, 8 £ THARAE L7z,

EEARDOMAEALEE (Schoeninger and DeNiro, 1984), JRFEAEE (F AHIZMR S, Kim and
Koch, 2012; Carlisle et al., 2017) ¥ XL ERNLALLZATIL (BK) [RINLAERFSERT (R A)11
BRI ([CTYThhve., TRRITEARDOLH OV FIEAZ .
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D RIS ICERE R S, R THRIb L7 (FLgk, S Ui 1 RF>7 & v
WZEOPELT).

2) BMWHEARZ AT TRILEICAN, TOHICZnafR/Lh AKX ) —)VRARK (CM
1,2 :1) %5-10ml Nz, ZDOIRAET 24 BERIAE 21T~ 7.

3) WiNEHZIZ CM iZ T, AX ) —/ViREZREINRSRE (5-10ml) X 7=%I2H
PREEICC 1 RSB L7,

4) Y AFEICRY, bmg LLEICEEHI LT, 10ml OFiA A KT L, 15 4 s
Wi LI BB ET I LT-. ZOfE%% 2, 3R IEL{T- 7.

5) IEEB L ORFARESR, SEAIL60CTWiESE, £ 1lmg 2 AXH 7T
a7z,

ERLOWMIERKE T %, LERNLE B HTEE (Thermo Fisher Scientific #:%¢ ; Delta V
Advantage) %\ THEH - RELEFNLELZ P LT, ZERMAKLIT TROREZ A
THEHENT:.
8X = [(Rsample /Rstandard) - 1] x 1,000

ZIZT, XU 88BN, 88C & (HL : %0), Rsampred & ORstanaaral T T INEIUEAR L FEFHE
WEWE DRINRD . (BN/UN & 5\ T 18C/120) A3, F7-, [ERSEUEYT L LT §13C
/4 Pee Dee Belemnite (PDB) %, 815N [ZASUHOEHRAE M. W, K4 AT L0
SINTHREFE 13+ 0.2%0 T 5 .

5.2.3 EHERO T HGHROHEE

X VP AOEMFEM TH LEEEROTEHRIT T > F U P A L OEHEIRO L E RN
K2 FRIIREET V2 W THEE L7-. IRAET /Ui Parnell et al., (2010)12 X 0 2 &
=R O3y -r—”"SIAR” (Stable Isotope Analysisin R) Z#FJH L7z, ZOFET /LI~
A AMWELZFIA LIS DO THY, £ < OEFETRIZ DU THIE RS RINL AR E O A %
LER LA FRETH Y, HONTHEZET MHAARE BEIRD 5L %4 Fik
i (v 7EHE T A vn ik MCMCEZfH) & LTHETE 2L, HERD
TLHRIREZ ET VIR D D L VTR B 5. ZDREET VORISR B
23 1 DN 5RO RNIRIEHNEFR$ (Discrimination Factor : DF) W ZHTHDH. HRE-
et B T O RN AR MR R EU T ABORLE, 7 U I T A, Caretta caretta 73 & CTHEE
INTWVDHN (e.g., Reich et al., 2008; Caut et al., 2009), #RERAJIZRK D S TUVHABC :
1%o, AN : 3.4%c N — AN HW B TE 72 (e.g., DeNiro and Epstein, 1981). L2>L
DD, T D OEITFEL AT MR K > TRIFIZERZ S Z EfEf ST
% (Shiffman et al., 2014) . #ERIELSNOLFAOTHRIZ I 1T 5 DF O FEIMEIL613C T 1.8%.,
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815N T 2.5%0 & /R LT\ 5 (Caut et al., 2009). ITHFEH AFHIZBWTHE SN TWVW5 DF
ILZNOORIBEOMEEITE TR, vV =, Carcharhinus taurus @ §3C :0.9%o, 615N :
2.3%0 (Hussey et al., 2009) "6 H U 7 4 v=7 RFH X, Triakis semifasciata ® 513C :
1.7%0, 815N : 3.7%0 (Kim et al., 2012) O#iH TH 5. AL TiL DeNiro and Epstein

(1981 : 1.1%o, 3.4%0), Hussey et al. (2009 : 0.9%0, 2.3%0) 3 XU Kim et al. (2012 :
1.7%o, 8.7%0) @ 3 /34— ® DF #FIH L CHGHEEFHE L=

5.3 & H

5.3.1 HNEWET

it L7z 460 fEIEDHE D 9 5, 221 iR (48.0%) 2 LERAEMRHBEL L7 (Table 5-1).
1ADD 3 AICBTHEARITIFEAENET S Z LR kot ZEEMEEIT 16.7% (8
AH) 75 76.9% (7 H) O#FBHCTHILL7-. #E L7z Cumulative prey curve (T2 &1k
\ZIFEE L2 2o 7= (Fig. 5-3).

XU ADOHNDITHAM, WEAM, SREEMM, SUEM, WHEMO 5 ML
L7, b BN S - -FEII 0 % 7 FA UL, Engraulis japonica TV, IR\WNTHAF
7 %A (Euphausiacea) Th-o7z. F7=, @HEmE (W) DEbEN-> T A ITH-
720y, YN, BB UV, BAMROE L THERL WS 720, BENEY
ENTINDIEBRIN LT, Ko T, WX I FAUVTEBIOT I A 5, Ommastrephes bartramii
NEBELOBWEEY TH D S HW Lz, 4O A BB 8 A, FHEREIT 9
AlzEzh K ME % 7~ L7z (Table 5-2) . (44 0 HBUEE L OVE &OF 258 % Table 5-3,
5-4 |\ Y. ZEHEEROFEIGIE 2006 FIZi B (15.8%, n = 57), 2010 FITHKTH
>7- (83.8%, n=130). EHEYOHBEIL 2006 FICH X7 FA U URRHEL, KRNT
2010 2 AT I N Lo 7.

VXY ROEME = VB (BE T TFAT), NEAATH (NE AT UHEH),
BIERE (FERE), \WH (=), oMo 5 >Oh7 TV =L, FhT Y —
TEEDTZ%N, %W, %F % Fig. 5-4 [Z-7. i, BNNLHBIL72AF®T I, i,
B X OEAEMIC LV EbS e 2 IREFEHERIL, 00 O BITERS LT &
7 F AU BLOBIRAO%N ZZNEHN 64.7%, 22.5%THDHN, WW XD X 7 FA T

(14.0%) OFMNEIRE (61.1%) X0 HiE -7, B EZ 7 F A T2 O IRL TS T T
b < (410.7), £72BHIRA 21 FD IRI DA FHEIL 2618.9 T - 7= (Table 5-5). [, %IRI
IHE 7 FA T (12.7%) LBIRE (80.7%) THI 93.4%% Hw7=. LorL7enn, BiR
H? IRI B X O%IRI (X, ABABAR B % BN ME Th - 72, ARROEE 280 4EW
ITHERECREIL TR Y, HEO%IRI XBHIRE 89.5%, W47 FA U 3.9%, \EiH 2.6%T
HY, MEORIRIIIBIRE 79.0%, B X7 F AT 9.0%, ~NFHATVHG9%TH-T-.
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5.3.2 ZIERNLIRL AT

SIMT LT X U4 120 RO §13C 38KV 815N OFBIHEIEZ L Z 41— 18.51%,
12.13%0Cd -7z (Table 5-6). = ¥ U # A D N IO TOREAEY L0 & &3, §13C

FEHRE S FOIF O NI XU AL b@Eno7- (Fig. 55). £z, BHIRE OLERNL
REII 2RI FREL Y bEVEHAICH > 7. BHAEMON, 815N OFEEME i bRV
BERLIFIIADZ 7 F AU (9.834%) THY, 613C OFEHEIZ BV T XA T,
Gonatus pyros (—19.89%.) THIKEZ /R L. —F, 85N B L E13C O FEHMEIZIBVT
e EZ R L72fEIZZ L Eh dana octopus squid, 7aningia danae (11.47%o), XV A 7
B XA 71, Gonatus berryi (—17.83%.) TH-o7-.

SIAR /Ny r— 2 WTHE M LA O T 5313, FE LTz 3FEETO/NZ— D
BREREICBW T E I FA VY, NEHATUROITau ZT, Ceratoscopelus
warmingii ¥3 L OV Z A 71, Myctophum asperum OENERMLOEY XV & @)oo 7= (Fig.
5-6). IO 3TEOHFLHHIL 0.2 ZBX TWDH, —F THNEWANTIZE W TEWV%IRI
Za LT-BIRB OFE&ITIWT NG 01 L FTh o7z,

54 #& %%

5.4.1 HHNEWRKL

Kubodera et al. (2007) % 1999-2000 (22T TILAFHEBATEICI VLTI v % U H £
DBENEWIENT 24TV, AFEOEE LRI RG> b WiRE 1A RS 28 R0/ M o
NENAT I THDZEEaMELTWD. RIFRICEIT D HNEWMRIT OREER, #EHEH
AT 2 7 FA VU B X OBMIRE Th-72. Kubodera et al. (2007) 1% 4-5 AT
THMAZIT>TWDA, ARBFFETIEEIC 89 AICHANL I Z 7 FA U BIESNT-.
Murase et al. (2012) X, W% 7 FA U AR - BUIBATEIZIA 2 L TEY, 2000
FRICZOERICBW TR ODEBENEDSTANERETHLZ L 2REL TS, - T,
AMF5E & Kubodera et al. (2007) OFBLOMEE, Yo7V v 7k KOZFEHOEWI
ERT 5 LR STz, IS, R THW AL (n=460) X, Kubodera et al. (2007 :
n=70) L LTEZNZ Lnn, RKIFFEICEIT 53 X% U A OHNEMMHTRERIZL Y
REERENEEZZOND.

BNEWINTICIE SN g o F VP AOREREEOEWEFFIIMEM CRESER S, f
Z1%, Clarke et al. (1996) (X7 L 7 #2350 C, Markaida and Sosa-Nishizaki (2010)
&, N DY T A N=T O T IR T, AEOEZRMHAEMITHEHTH D
LHE LTS, —FT, McCord and Campana (2003) (%, / NAa T HIZERT D
3% U P AUIFITHANEROEEAEZEBET 2L LTS, 6RO E
L OMEIIFHNRER H D VI EDOEEICHEBEL TSI amrLTns. H
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NN IR E D EHECIEEE L CW DA ORHELZIT ) ZENARETH LN, —F
THEHEORMEZ AT v 7 ay hTELTWVWDIZTERW0EWIHHLRS D (eg.,
Basker et al., 2014). AH#FZE T L7235 % U AT EICIT 2 MIAIC TERBICEES
2HOTHY, REOEAWITH LI TV =, FE, cumulative prey curve [I#iTEIZ
BT, ROV TAEIIBEFFA L D b@ENICEWVIC LD LT A TH DL Z E
MRS L7z, B, < OEAEYDPBECHb STV Z &b, R LA o
BB X OVE S/ Nl S ATV D FTREER B 2 B LD . THLRIZEEAY OFEEHS
A RKAF L (Macdonald et al., 1982), —fxAYIC KA OMF FARIZHLICR 2 A L,
FLABEOFASCHEEO B — 7 XL SNV, T, FFICHEBEIIFENAYE L
TSN D 2 EeNE <, MREBEREAY L U ClREH S 71 2 B 25580 .

5.4.2 ZLERNAKEE

AT 53 % U Y A DR RFBLIERNLA L (615N : 12.13%0, 613C : —18.51%o)
FAEPE R FEG I B WD TS SN TV SR L FEEI L7228 (Takai et al., 2007 ;
815N : 12.0%0, 813C : —18.1%0), H T ¥ TG I TV 5 615N (13.8%0) I1IAHMFFL L Y
=72y 72 (Ohshimo et al., 2016b). Tanaka et al. (2008) 1%, A FEFEICBWNWTCH A 7 F
A T ORERNAR O MR A 8 2 050 L, a2 ZE RN (815N, §13C)
TIRFERICHERTHEBIENZ E 2 R LTV, X T, Bix 2eifges o3 K P aini
E PRSI T 815N OB 2 A A LT Y (e.g. Madigan et al., 2014), PEEK
FHEZIBT D SBN T HE AR AR TRNZ SR EN TN D, ARSI 5 3 &
FUHAD 8N b [FRRICH AL THE STV HME (15.2%0 : Madigan et al., 2012;
16.5%0 : Hern4dndez-Aguilar et al., 2015) XV $1K0 > 7=,

LERNARSHTIZ B W CIRMREUTIRAEE T VIC K VRN SN A OEIGITKE 72
WL H 2 7= (Bond and Diamond, 2011), AB3C I LK VAN [T B0 &
FOMAEBREHTET HDICEETHS (Hussey et al., 2014) —#xHIIZ, EMEREIT A13C
T 1.0%0, AN T 8.0-4.0%023 Z N EVEH =415 (e.g., DeNiro and Epstein, 1981). L
MU 5, Caut et al. (2009) 1%, @D ABCBLPRABN ZLEa—L, ZHDE
WEERNARL E B OFHBERREE T 5 Z L 2 R L7z, Hussey et al. (2009) 1%, KA
DY ABFOIRE A BRE LIEANICET 5 818C 38 LU 815N 1XZNE4 0.9%0, 2.3%0 & W5
LTWa. ABFETIE, BEICHRESIN TS 3 BV ORHMEREE (DeNiro and Epstain,
1981; Hussey et al., 2009; Kim et al., 2012) Z MW\ T3 v X U X ORI T 24D
DEIGZ 7 L7223y, EORMREE AW TH RO RN RSNz, B NEWIRNT Ol
RTEIWZ 7 FAUVBIURIREOEEE (IRI, %IRD @02 LAVRSHEDR, BE
BT IV BN LIEHAEY ORI TFERIINZ 7 FA VB IONIONT AT >
BOHMBBIRE LV @2 LRI, BNEWBNTICR T 2 IR B O \EE R
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21 A ELOFERTHY, HaTHDEZOERBEEIIKLS, REET ML THEEL
7= BAIR Bl = DA% w5 EFEEORER TH o7, O D, LERMLIRLSIHIE
VIO TN TENEWIRNT & FEROFERPE LN D Z LR Eniz. LLEXy, #
ERGELRET D T2 DI S B NEWMRNT & L EFNR AT & # A G o 7o B PRI AN 2 &
LWt ond. Lo L s, RIFFRTILER 16 FEOEAY LvZERN KL
IHTEAT > TR ANEBIC AT 2 KR8 - PIRBEIEO RIECH R IR & OEY) 2 B
THZEERETH LD, SRITIVEEEZESCL CONMT o0 ERS S.

5.4.3 =XV XDOELFERE

HNEMNTE E OLZERMARL NG I T VT RABDE T FATRNETIA T
VH, FlEAREEOBERHEABIHEL TSI EBRHLNE RS, L LARRD,
Chavez et al. (2003) %, KFEFEICBNWTAHZ I TA TV VEBB LU~ A U VgD NUANE
PERJR O BB E) & AR AREZ B ORI Z A L, 1970 FRITK BN T LY —A Yy
TEBNEZY, BETFAVORBENBY L, —HTYA U OBEERNHEMLZZ
&, F72 1990 FERFHINSBINTNT THOD X 7 FA U OWRBEENEM LT L 2
HLTWS. HIZ, Muraseetal. (2012) 1%, 2004 475 2007 4D [ THLPE K FED S
PEICIWNT 150 5340 5 b DAL I FA VU PIFAEL TV Z L2 MEL TN D,
ETFA T TR OB EAITIME L, BEEEIRIC X o THAIZEM S TAT
B EEd 5 & ST b (Takasuka and Aoki, 2002). AWFFEIZBWNTHEZ 7 F A U
IXEIZ8 A, 9 AICIHEINT-I VXU FAOFANLBIEINTWAZ LD, X TTF
AU IATEOEZE LAY TIIH 50, BEITHET LFMHICOAEET LHEYTH
HEBEZ DN,

CHNETOMRICLY, IRV AIATMAMHREETHY, ZORMEITRZEMANC
BEENE WA B RS T EEZ BN TS (e.g., McCord and Campana, 2003;
Preti et al., 2012; Hernandez-Aguilar et al., 2015). AWFEICBNTH I F U F X3
RZBFESCHB R EZBE L TEBY, EECFMICL > THERAEY N R L
No, KEPHMANZHEE THLZ LN ans. £, 3%V HF ATHEZR A Eh
BEREIZITO ZEAMESNTEY, HRIETEICHERBICHEL (~1000m i), &REI
KA ETEEL TS A Z ENG1> T 5 (e.g., Carey and Scharold, 1990; Campana
et al., 2011; Queiroz et al., 2012). ZILHDZ Enb, AL RFELEICBIT DI v F U HF R
TR ESRERBE 21TV S, RENOPRBEMICEFITHML TW AWM A B RIC
BEHLTWDLIEXRT YA NTHD EHLZI N,
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b

y

LR ey e

AW TIE, AR IT 2 EEKERBOOL D TH D I % U P AT OV TEIH
AfE, ERE, BYEOFHME 21TV, AROBIRAERR JOAEIEHEIKIZ OV TELE LT

T (2010-2016 ) ITEAE L7AEARD DHEE L7 BRSO R ISR T 5 /37 A — 215,
1970 A8 5 1980 AARICERE LI-AEARZ V=B (1994) OFER LB L TH K& 72
BALZA b oTo, AERFEHERBEORFOEFFM L AN — Mok 5 &, #HEEREET
1976 4F72 5 1989 AFICIER IZ M <, 1981 4RITie b\ 87,805 b &Flgk L=y, D%
XD LK 80,000 ko Atk THER L, 3T4ETI 20,000 R BLFTHD (ISC, 2017), &
T ATROEIRENT 1980 AL D L, £o%REIE L, mFEIEBEVIRETH D (ISC,
2017), L7228 CTAREIE, 1980 FEftH 5 2010 FENE TK 30 FERNCHB N T, T OATFL
BT 237 A= PNEESCEREOEBC L 2EEBLZ T TV RN ENREI LN
7.

MIEIE ISR 2B ERRIC L0 BRRCRBICE T 2 37 A =2 3BT 5 Z &%
ooV A THE SN TS (e.g., Holden, 1973; Walters et al., 2000; Rose et al., 2001).
Bl zIE, =R AIPFROAEERIZEALG T 537 A—=FZITD\WT, 1961-1966 4 &
1993-2004 fEOTHEE L7KER, BIROBITEVEERRITIEML, Rk &
NG ELTUW S (Cassoff et al., 2007). ZOHER & LT, 1RBY7-0 OF| I alfe/ 2 a0E
ROBEIMNZET 5 TW5D. £72, A Y ¥ AR Atlantic sharpnose shark (28T b,
FREDER N BRI N TNDD, ORI ERHALSE 2 > T D3 A $H OB PR E DO
B, HERZBIRCERIEZLITER L TV DG b 21T 51T % (Carlson and Baremore,
2003). BEENENAEIFLICE G537 A—2 (T BE 5 2 5k e LT, EEHARESK
EOBICERAT S EEZONEM, FTF U FRACHONTITAERAE L OVERREAEE
WX, ZOXIRBREBOEELZZITIZSWI ENRBZZLOLND. Bz, X IUFAD
R D—o & LT, SR RRIEOHIER ) OB, E0hFENONERETE
FEFITRIANZ ERZFET BN D (e.g., Nakano and Stevens, 2008) . Z ORI X AFE H3E L
VKIRFHICARTE D L VWS ZEARIB L TR Y, EEICHEmAKIR (SST) 5.6-28.0°CH
Wk COHBAMER 3TV 5 (Nakano and Seki, 2003). F£7-, Queiroz et al. (2010)
X, EERE O CIERELEICB T 5 3 2% U3 A ORBUKIEN 7.2-272 CTH-7-Z
EERELTND., T ORERIE, ARAKEISH L TIEAOEEEZAE LTS Z L
ERLTWS., £/, 8 5 ETHOLMILEL IS, AEITARRICETICORLTND
HAEMAEEBHETI2HMAN (EXxZ7 U X ) MEH (eg., Preti et al, 2012;
Hernandez-Aguilar et al., 2015) TH Y, Z Ok ERHARRIIATE DAY O G IR &2 H5)
Wk L TREREELZIT RN EEZRELTND.

PLEXY, 3o U4 20, MEKRRE(LEZ S TeKIEOZLS (Levitus et al., 2000), fH
W OEIEREZLH) (Chavez et al., 2003) & W o 7-BrEEAENI T L CEWELIEA L TE
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v, BRERZIORELENAEOAITE G2 DB ARM L T\D LRI,

AFEE, SMNEBICERT 2O A e FAROY ALY b FARE B IORIEIDE
<, WRIEEIH L THRWEEEZAE LTSI ENELLND. FlZIE, SMERICRHH
O T D ROV AETHHa A Lr v MU AOEFERIT I %) A &g
HEDIp (231 :1-14, Sekiet al., 1998, 7 7 h 4 U ¥ A : 2-14, Galva'n-Tirado et al.,
2015), F7-ZFEFEIIMFL & ¢ 2-3 4 & KV (Branstetter, 1987; Tambourgi et al., 2013;
Galva’n-Tirado et al., 2015). ®|Z, I LEBLIO7 v F ATV ADORKEZE (e.g., Joung et
al.,, 2016; Hall et al., 2012) b &7, FEAETRLIZL I, FUF PR LT 5 L2
V. FORD, IGO0 2FEIIRAEOTTH L KBRIRWAEFLZ/R L TEY (Cortés,
2000), ERER U R 7 FHIOFERIZIB W T HIAZEICK L TlRD TS RF 8 E A L TnDd 2
ENRBEEN TS (Cortés et al., 2010). XHRAYIZ, 52, 4 W TRLIEEDIZ, I UF
UH X, ZOEFEMAEY A X, lRER, FHambRAEDOHEIED 1T v EIREYATE
WaRT ez s (Cortés, 2000). —FHTH2EIIRLIZEY, I FUFRXAOFEFO
HAERRIE 34-36 cm & — XA R BB AEOM LY A XL ik L CTHIEFICRE L, iR
R I BAEMBIROND T, HABDOETRITJENEEZOND. SOITHRA LM
X, BFAEMFOERELZED L0, ROKRRFHELGEZ FEFITo b BN, D
£V, BEFIIE 20-30 EHEOWHK CHE L R L2, BEOENLHEIL, Mgk L
2B DOREN D72, BHE 72 DAY ENEE 72dbkE 30-40 EfHE oMK E T EL, H
FET 5 (HHEF, 1994). £ D%, F ARG SR L A B &35 (1, 1994).
ZOXIE, AEITEWMNBLIOFENNEL, EEHEFOAEZELENEEZOLND
Zlinh, R I RPN S R E D EHEER S NS, BEEO T TH Z o &
D TR AT O AEAFEIGIC X 0, mWRETIC S B B9 AR ARAMERIC B W CE W ETR
BEZHERFCE WD LB LN,

1990 YD = 2% VY ALK EPERFEC I T 2 BIREOMIEIL, 1992 4 12 H 31
BTl T S T2 A IR 5 1 LRI ZE D AR IR 013 2 MBI e oMk 22 S5 B ORI 8
BREKTHDZ ENEMINTVWS (Hiraoka et al., 2016). Z i, ido &Y, AfE
DFEFOEWKIEINNC LY, WEEOR D%, HLNICERESEM LR THASS. =
D i, ABREFRSED LG, AFEERO O RS 217 5 2 & TRIRE
DEENRIAD D Z 2R LTS, ZTOHRO—2L LT, HEHTHLIEFTND RS
(2 HPESS T OAEAFAER D i d D VTSR 2521 5 2 & T, K0 R RauZezh s i
WEHEHH . ZODICH, SHOMEE U CAROHMES & 2 D% Ry hAKR Y B)
EHREICRET 2 2 LM ETH S, EIFOEFRFICIHWT, AFEOBED G &ILEL
FEREBIC 72 <, JASE LIREEEDIRREIC 22 2 LS Sz (ISC, 2017). ARFZE TR
L7y, AfflL, ZDOREEENCK D ERENBIICELT 2 L0) Z LiTEZITL
<, 5% b BIRERECIER LG E=Z ) /352 LT, WURIREEDE &
TR AEOGIRZFIHT D5 EMARETHDH L EZ HLD,
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2R

X% U X, Prionace glauca X RIFED I RN B INFEEIZRELPHIZ 54T 5 KO
A THY, BERKEMETHD. AU TIE, THFEICERE LAERE VY, JERE
PERBEC OV T OBGEARE, mEMEK, BIECOWTHLMI L, F72, LK TFEERREE
DB EE DB L7z 1980-1990 4R(X & D Ll 247\, AFEOEIFAREZ B &7 L,
Z DR RERIEICOW T B LT

1. BIEARE

HHEIAE 1) D BB R S X OMHE oD HH PERF I ORT AR AT, SR B E I DWW T B 2T LTz,
HED RREBIATHERR DI FERR I %, MED RV DWW T AEFESE DI B PSR X O IR BR
DEEEZ L7 EUEL L, HE 490 (ER, M 432 [EIRDOpEABL M 250 ~, MERER 0D 50% ARV
FaHE Uiz, %, MEIXAEE 160.9 cm, HEE 156.6 cm THAGICE S Z L ZHIH T L
7. MECHOWTIZEZOEARN AR LTV, D GSI 3 L OMED IFENINZ R
DINREDIRA LA, FTZREIROFEMN S, YU, TRBIOSZHEAERI R %
B SN LTz,

WEE 127 EROITIRMER X OV O 8MEE L CW S IRFOF®HRE b LI, FEFE, (TR
WM ZHEE Uiz, ZOfE, AFEOMMIRMMIZN 11 » A TH Y, BFIIAE 34-36cm T
4-7T HITHAET D LR I, E£72, Y720 ORI 15-112 (%) 35.5) AT
HY, FHADOERY A Xl THEINT 5 Z LR EN T2, (RO NN O INEE % BT D
FRR B BRI AR L7 AE R, IR(r O RR L ONEANIIORZERFE L T2 2 & n, HEIR
ITHEZ T IR Z D EE X 6N, ZbORER EHEE LRI N o, AR DO 56
BN 1HETHDLZ 2 LT L.

AWFFE THERE L7z AR 1E 1970-1980 FARDIEEARITE S HEEE & HEEL L 7228, 3
VI NVESOR R, HEEGIEOEWD D, ARFRICE T 2 EFRIT I E TOHEMR L
DH%<, FEBFHEMIT1IELH N LD, AROBIHNIZIINETIZEZLN T
72 LD B EWATREME D RIS S 7.

2. FITEEILEORSE

FEAE 2T 928720, REEOTHES 2 AW o@D Offi 5 CORRB S AFETE
LM EE (Burn method) ZBHFE L7-. AFEIL, HEREZZ V—=2795“T 1
71V JLER” 35 K OWMEMR SR 1 O U] A i 2 A BE LS 2 0 BHIRIL 9~ 2 “INELER” D 2 Be D ALEE %
BT 5. KA XL Ofi LI ] 2 HEE U 7oAb g, AL & B ISR A AR E W
ERIFMOMHZE 5 2 &, REAFHRR LY b8, b LIIRWSGEIZITEMERT
KT 5 Z LRSS,
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Burn method OFEEZ 5T 2 729, HEEERYL kR L OB AR E & D217 -
7o, RFEIZBIT 5 IAPE B LU CV ITMO FEIZH S TRVMEZ R L, FRICERRIZIBD
THENRBWZ EDRH LMotz —F, HEOFEZHOTREEL7ZH#ES, Burn
method Z B2 TOFEICENT, @EflCBIT 2 REITERAICHESTRTL, @
CBWTETRERREEI Y Lol ZRODORREY, IvF ) FRAOFHREEICS
T, kORI 2 BGE DD IEREICAT 5 72 D1iE, A #nfIZ1E Burn method %, @lnfailis
WTIIAEITHIEIC THERE S LTV 2 O R TE, S FR<SFA SN D L 922 o o ist
PEIRFIZ X DFERBEZ LN T T D ENEE L.

3. AR

WMERER DR /N T A= ZHEE L, R OMEREEIZ OV TRET L7z, HERBIZEBIZ IR
SN DDA D, HERISIZ R S A IR 1 RAFICER SN Z 25
ML, Zhve b & ITHE 659 ER, HE 620 [EIRDFEEAE 21T - 7. EhUILET 1-17 #w,
T 1-16 i CThH - 7o, Fin Z & DBIZIRE % von Bertalanffy k&€ 7 /W2 Y TIX O MERE
DR/ T A =2 & HE Lz, BEHREDORR, MHEORE T A —2IIARICE D
MR ENT. MO E IR A T S L, TRk E TR ORE TH D, T
LI CIIHED R E ST D DICKkE L, HEIZZEOHBR LREZHLT 2 Z LB LN E oz,
R DM AR, MESEAEFEZ G T MmN LAELHZ LD, HAEICEDS =
RF—Hl oy OMEREEN R LT D EHELE S L. METRA:, BIRICEST =R LX
—EPHELY 2L, FO ML — A7 & LTEY A ZORRERAICE ST =RV X — &P
F0 D70, REOWHENBEND LB Z L.

HEE LT HEDO R 8T A — 213 1980 FERICHEE SN b D & RE R, F-MEIC
B OAVIZIFZERIOALEN, MTICHWT RO A XOEENEZ bz, 207D,
LR RBE O R LI 5 30 (I CRE RN N2 LR ST,

4. B

B NEDRENT I X O ERNAR I HTIC X 0 ARFOAMEZ B 502 L7z, 460 fE& T 221
TEROE NN FITHIFLM, e A, SRiEHm, SUEM, R 5 oA Bl L
7o B OB RN @S T2 EI N H 7 FA TV T, EEETIET VA I TRbE»-T-.
B ULZE%IRLIIHZ 7 FA U T12.7%, 3 BRIRE) OFEIT 80.7% Th > 7273,
SHICEDOFER DBIRL ITAE > 7. BNE OB IIAFENTEICH X 7 FA UV BIW
SHIESHA BRI L CWD LB L.

LERNARE AT, 3% U3 A 120 @ik LOEEAEY 64 Bk 2 HWTiTo72. 3
X U A DRBLEFRNARL (613C) 3 LY, BHRLTERALARLL (815N) (X% 412 11—18.5%o,
12.1%CTH Y, EHEH IV bEWEZ R L. £, BREETAEZHOWTHEE LAY O
X725 5-30F, BHEBREIV O Z 7 TFA T, "NEHATUIROITag N \ZHeT7 7
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NER DTN E I T, LERNARLE AT T DY 7 TH NI LR L7z
TREFFD ZENTELZ D, JVHELSEHRNRREAZET S 7-OIITHREA
Wt 3 L OV ERINLARLE AT ORI EE L E B R bz,

TN DORERNG, AT HESRERE 21TV R0 b RIEVED b PIRIETED £ & 15
LTWoZE, FEZEEMRAMESCHEEZHEEL TWD Z L0, FHi & - TEEE
VRSS2 D 2l h, ARMAMHESE (BXT7 VR L) THLHZ LRkshi.

PLEDOFRERB I OEEND, JEREHEICAERT DI X U P ACBT DUIFEDET LI
T A =2 TGRSR LTz 1980-1990 AR E i LT, RESEHBH L TWRNZ &N
DL 0, REOERRREIIEENRICL D2HEEZ T TORWAREENRE 2 b,
ZFOHERE LT, AEOEWAES, I L CHEBRRVESREZAT5 2 L1z,
AR U CHRIAWEISE I Z A LT D Z &, BRMANHAS & LAY O EIRELT)
DEBEZTIC N E0d, BRESCHEROZEICK L CRWVEREEZ AT 5 Z Lk
KILTWD EHEER STz,
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Ao

AWFEDEITT DI HT- Ve 2 5 2 TIHE, KIRITh7z e, HMfEE s £
LTl R FER BB A SR O fh EIRITL OHLE L B £,

HHE RV E e RNV, W BEdR, Ml wl#dR, JERIEITEERIC AR
AR LCIHE, ZRRMEEATHESE L., HEATHELA L BiFET.

ARMFFRNRE S TEBIFAIE N K EERIFGE « 2B0E Bt [E K EE B TRAFZERT 12 3 W COKRET 0 B
TR SNTZAEMIEE L CEEINTZ, HREOMEE 5 2 CTF S o - [RFZEHT B 5 8T
B, MAREEBHERR . B EEROKEMEIT R T —Ricxi L, BB L E
FET, o, KRS RAREE, HEREE TS F U7 RIS E B G IR T2 Ol
A RICIRS OB Z R LET.

SAABEHEIKBGTEND XV FRAOEYY TN - T—HIEIZHT=V . K72
W77 & AR TEN - RAVE T X 2 AR o HHRILS R, ZfBmHAELZ XL D &
THMHOER, £7-, KARREKICTI TR U A0EMY T IVORE, KEHER
E S > THE ITEO T A B SEUARE, /MBI, NEFFEK, NEFFAOLK, /b
BEACR, PRI O DIELE L EF £

K TEECBIT 2 I3 X VP RAOEMY T AB LT — % OIEICH =0 K
71 & R T % TN 7= [RIBEAE BAL XOK EERF SR T O TR IR, RFTSEIRR, Bl 3K,
FREE R PR LER P IARATE A %, B L O 2 KB, 37 @, B, Joth, dt
JBOL, BHEN, FHEA, MEAOMEBEOEERIZE LA L B £,

% U ADORERCTEL, FHEE OB, HABEMOBIEEIT O IZH 720 2K
NETEWER TECR, K #ZrK R Y7 Mo T O, MM 217512H720
KB ), PRI - [EROK FEEE TRAFZEAT O - RIZ, IREHOEER L ET.

RIS, EBKEZFENTEFT»Fk « £AHBRIEE S AIRERR 7 V— T Ok, T

[ 27 V—7FOHAOEFEFK, B fUKICIIARII O 0 ffeE, #\ighEw-. LED
B#OEEELELET.
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Table 2-1 Maturation stages of male and female blue sharks in the present study

o Maturity
Sex Organ Description Stage
status
Clasper, testis, Claspers un-calcified, testis thin, and semen not )
Male ] Immature  Juvenile
and semen in the present.
seminal vesicle  Claspers partially calcified, testis thickened, and
Immature Adolescent
semen may be present.
Claspers rigid and fully calcified, testis enlarged and
. Mature Adult
predominant, and semen may be present.
Uterus, ovary, ) ) ]
Female ] Uterus thin and whit, and ovary very small. Immature  Juvenile
and ovarian
follicle Uterus thin and white but partly enlarged posteriorly,
) ) Immature Adolescent
and ovary developing but no mature follicles.
Uterus enlarged but empty, and ovary enlarged with
] Mature Adult
developed follicles.
Uterus enlarged with embryos or fertilized eggs
Mature Pregnant
present.
Uterus greatly enlarged, flaccid, and distended.
N ) Mature  Postpartum
Placenta or umbilical cord may be present in uterus.
Table 2-2 Monthly numbers of observed blue sharks by maturity status
Maturity Month
Sex Stage Total
status JanFebMar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Unknown
Male Immature Juvenile 1 5 30 25 2217 6 48 30 184
Immature  Adolescent 1 14 48 36 7 1 5 40 6 2 160
Mature Adult 3 1 5 6 18 397 1 1436 12 4 146
Female  Immature Juvenile 10 17 19 20 2 8 14 2 92
Immature  Adolescent 2 5 4 14 12 15 12 20 17 12 113
Mature Adult 1 4 15 17 25 4 66
Mature Pregnant 18 16 16 12 8 1 3 42 22 1 139
Mature Postpartum 1 1 10 4 6 22
Total 25 29 30 111 14916351 2 38 146 91 84 3 922
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Table 2-3 Size at sexual maturity, maternity, birth, and litter size of blue sharks from previous studies. Original total length (TL) and fork length (FL) data

were converted to precaudal length (PCL) using the estimated conversion factors

Size at maturity (cm)

Size at

Size at

Litter size

Region Male Female maternity (cm) birth (cm) (mean value) Reference
North Pacific 150.0 30.0-35.0 (30.0) ZHH (1953)
North Pacific 130.0-160.0  140.0-160.0 30.0-35.0 1-62 (27.6) iy (1994)
NE Pacific *139.8 *149.1 764 Carrera-Fernandez et al. (2010)
NW Pacific *140.2 *147.1 275 2-52 (25.2) Joung et al. (2011)
NW Pacific *160.9 *156.6 *167.4 34.0-36.0 15-112 (35.5) This study
Central Pacific 158.4-188.9 22.7-33.6 4-38 Strasburg (1958)
SW Pacific 174.6-179.2  156.2-174.6 152.5-231.6 Francis and Duffy (2005)
SE Pacific 154.4-226.1 13-68 (35) Zhu et al. (2011)
North Atlantic 162.4-186.5 28-54 (41) Bigelow and Schroeder (1948)
NW Atlantic 168.1 170.0 23.5-30.5 Pratt (1979)
SW Atlantic *153.3 *147.8 Jolly et al. (2013)
SW Atlantic *165.6 *157.3 *178.2 9-74 (33.5) Montealegre-Quijano et al. (2014)
SE Atlantic 165.4 4-75 (37) Castro and Mejuto (1995)
Indian Ocean >136.7 27.5-35.3 10-135 (56) Gubanov and Grigor’yev (1975)
Mediterranean *154.5 *163.7 Megalofonou et al. (2009)

* Size at 50 % maturity or maternity
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Table 3-1 Number of trials per size class and alkali processing time

Precaudal length (PCL, cm)

Time
Total
(seconds) 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110120130 140150160170 180190200210 220230 240 250
30 8 9 34143 2100101 2112 2 10 1 1 48
60 9 7 3149 810 9 3 1 2 0 0 1 000 3 1 2011 84
90 2 5 3 9 511141410 4 5 7 3 5 0 1 0 3 1 2 0 1 1 106
120 1 50 3 45 411 9 9 11 8 121210 4 1 11 4 2 1 1 2 130
150 150 2 3 10 2 3 3 35151111 9 6 9 1 2 2 1 3 98
180 140 2 1 2 110100 3 47 7 6155 4 3 4 4 75
210 12 0 2 1 4 11000 253 413 955 4 4 5 62
240 01 01 2 421 000UO0 2 2311312 4 45 39
Total 23 38 9 37 26 39 35 41 26 18 21 23 40 39 37 24 18 55 20 20 14 17 22 642
Table 3-2 Number of trials per size class and burn processing time

Time Precaudal length (PCL, cm)

. Total

(minutes) 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110 120130140150 160170180 190200 210 220 230 240 250

2 7 3121 000O0O0O0O0O0O0OO0OO0OTUO0TUO0OTUO0TUO0TUO0TGO0TO0 14
4 13 9 3 3 1.1 3 2 2 2 1000 20120110 0 47
6 153910 6 7 3 3 5 5 3 35 7 2 101 2 1100 2 1221
8 6 7 4 5 9 7 6 2 1 4 4 4 8 6 3 4 05 2 1 2 1 3 9%
9 0000 O0OO0OOOOOOODOTUOOU OO OTZ11O0UWO0TUO0OTOT O 1
10 6 7 3 5 3 7 5 9 6 4 4 8 14241410 4 14 4 1 2 2 4 160
12 4 5 3 1 3 2 4 4 4 4 5 5 81612218 8 5 2 4 2 3 133
14 0 001 1 46 3 2 03 4 2 3 18 46 2 3 40 3 60
16 000010 42 2002020652411 2 2 7 37
18 01 00 2 32 03200O0O0U4 10101015 26
20 21 002 300101013102 210105 26
25 000101 1002100HO0WO0OD0T111000 1 10
30 101 11 2 2 1010201021310 112 24
Total 54 72 25 25 31 33 36 28 26 22 22 30 40 57 38 51 24 49 18 11 17 9 35 753
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Table 3-3 Estimates and S. E. of coefficients in the results of generalized linear model for alkali

processing
Model factor Estimate S.E. z p

Intercept -38.3 3.8 -10.1 <0.001
PCL 127.6 32.5 3.9 <0.001
PCL? -494.1 48.1 -10.3 <0.001
Time -236.0 39.2 -6.0 <0.001
Time? -548.3 54.3 -10.1 <0.001
PCL: Time 26319.8 2588.1 10.2 <0.001
PCL: Time? -1560.3 408.5 -3.8 <0.001
PCL?: Time 1596.3 436.9 3.7 <0.001

PCL%Time? 164.9 127.5 1.3 0.20

Table 3-4 Estimates and S. E. of coefficients in the results of generalized linear model for burn

processing
Model factor Estimate S.E z p

Intercept -1.4 0.7 -10.5 <0.001
PCL 55.1 16.1 3.4 <0.001

PCL? -8.4 7.5 -1.1 0.26
Time -421.1 37.6 -11.2 <0.001
Time? -350.6 29.8 -11.8 <0.001
PCL: Time 4565.1 821.4 5.6 <0.001

PCL: Time? 858.5 433.2 2.0 0.05

PCL2 Time 558.1 591.8 0.9 0.35
PCL?Time? 1306.4 322.6 4.1 <0.001
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Table 3-4 Summary of growth band enhancement techniques for shark vertebrae

Band enhancement Equipment

technique Needed Process Cost Advantage Disadvantage Reference
. - Microscope . . Less visible without digital Goldman et al., (2012); ISC
Thin sectioning Microtome Easy Low Less time consuming image enhancement or staining (2012); Campana (2014)
Staining method  Microscope Relatively . Time consuming, difficulty Tanaka et al., (2011); Goldman
. . - Low Clear images counting growth bands from !
(thin sectioning)  Microtome easy etal., (2012); ISC (2012)
younger sharks
Autotechnicon, (I:chr%mlrii;e q Time consumin Casey et al., (1985); Natanson
Histology Microtome, P! High High quality images : g and Cailliet (1990); Goldman et
. chemical overestimates counts .
Microscope - al., (2012); ISC (2012)
processing
Radiography Microtome, Requires . . . - ]
(sectioning or X-ray and film-processin High Clear images gﬁr?si:g?r: disposal, time ;a;lllle(tztz)tlazl).z %QC)ZS?Z)bfZgldman
whole centra) processor g capability g B '
Chemical disposal, ] .
Silver nitrate . . . preservation, difficulty Stevens (1975_)’ Hoening and
Microscope Relative easy Low Clear images . Brown (1988); Goldman et al.,
(whole centra) counting growth bands from (2012): ISC (2012)
older sharks ’

. . Less time consuming, high ... . Francis and Maolagéin (2000);
Unstalnfed nght’ Easy Low productivity, Difficulty counting growth Semba et al., (2009); ISC
shadowing method Microscope : . . bands from older sharks

three-dimensional image (2012)
Light Less time consuming, high
g productivity, Difficulty counting growth .
Burn method (I;/ll’;:irno;%c\)/zi’ Easy Low three-dimensional colored bands from older sharks This study

image
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Table 4-1 Monthly numbers of vertebrae used for the age determination of blue shark in the western
North Pacific Ocean

Sampling month
Sex Total
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Male 51 31 25 66 107 74 39 15 29 65 8 72 659

Female 25 44 42 65 61 61 29 0 22 69 97 105 620

Total 76 75 67 131 168 135 68 15 51 134 182 177 1,279

Table 4-2 Likelihood ratio tests (Kimura, 1980) for von Bertalanffy growth parameters estimated for
male and female blue shark in the western North Pacific Ocean

Test Hypothesis d. f. e P-value
Ho vs Hy L. (male) = L., (female) 1 16.36 <0.001
Ho vs H; k (male) = k (female) 1 14.94 <0.001
Ho vs Hs to (male) = tp (female) 1 12.37 <0.001
Ho vs Ha all parameters same between sexes 3 21.66 <0.001
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Table 4-3 Von Bertalanffy growth parameter with 95% confidence intervals (95% CI) for blue shark
in the western North Pacific Ocean

Sex Parameter L. (PCL, cm) k (year?) to (year)
Male Estimate 284.9 0.117 -1.35
95% CI: lower 258.0 0.109 -1.44
95% CI: upper 294.6 0.145 -0.90
Female Estimate 257.2 0.146 -0.97
95% CI: lower 246.6 0.131 -1.17
95% CI: upper 267.6 0.163 -0.79
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Table 4-4 Growth parameters of the von Bertalanffy growth model for blue sharks from previous studies

Region Sex n PCL range L. (PCL) k to Maximum age Reference
North Pacific Male 43 - *284.8 0.10 -1.38 11 Tanaka et al. (1990)
Female 152 - *233.4 0.16 -1.01 8
North Pacific Male 148 <220 289.7 0.129 -0.756 10 Nakano (1994)
Female 123 <220 243.3 0.144 -0.849 10
NE Pacific Male 38 *226.6 0.175 -1.113 9 Cailliet and Bedford (1983)
Female 88 T % g9 o251 0795 9
NE Pacific Male 122 *59.4-206.9 *230.1 0.10 -2.44 16 Blanco-Parra et al. (2008)
Female 62 *66.5-192.8 *181.5 0.15 -2.15 12
NW Pacific Male 659 33.4-258.3 284.9 0.117 -1.35 17.3 This study
Female 620 33.4-243.3 257.2 0.146 -0.97 15.8
North Atlantic Combined 411 *44.9-286.8 *263.6 0.17 -1.43 16 Skomal and Natanson (2003)
Male 287 *259.5 0.18 -1.35 16
Female 119 *285.7 0.13 -1.77 15
NE Atlantic Combined 82 *29.0-208.8 *326.2 0.11 -1.04 12 Stevens (1975)
NE Atlantic Combined 159 *46.2-174.1 *289.9 0.12 -1.33 6 Henderson et al. (2001)
SW Atlantic Combined 236 *131.8-238.1 *270.9 0.157 -1.01 11 Lessa et al. (2004)
Coast of South Africa  Combined 197 *52.4-240.4 *239.3 0.12 -1.66 16 Jolly et al. (2013)
Mediterranean Sea  Combined 54 *60.0-242.0 *309.5 0.13 -0.62 12 Megalofonou et al. (2009)

*used for converting Total length (TL) and Fork length (FL) to PCL using a conversion factor.
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Table 5-1 Monthly number of prey items recorded in the stomach of blue sharks in the western North

Pacific Ocean

Order Family Species (latin name) Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec. Total
Carnivora Unidentified Carnivora 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Carcharhiniformes Carcharhinidae Unidentified Carcharhinidae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Clupeiformes Engraulidae Engraulis japonicus 0 0 0 3 1 0 1 900 77 0 0 18 1000
Clupeiformes Clupeidae Sardinops melanostictus 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 6 0 0 9
Myctophiformes  Myctophidae Notoscopelus sp. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Myctophiformes  Myctophidae Ceratoscopelus warmingii 0 0 0 18 9 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 29
Myctophiformes  Myctophidae Unidentified Myctophidae 0 0 0 6 4 2 1 39 25 3 0 4 84
Aulopiformes Paralepididae Unidentified Paralepididae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Aulopiformes Alepisauridae Alepisaurus ferox 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Perciformes Bramidae Brama japonica 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Perciformes Scombridae Auxis rochei 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Perciformes Scombridae Scomber sp. 0 0 1 9 7 12 0 12 4 0 8 15 68
Perciformes Scombridae Katsuwonus pelamis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Perciformes Scombridae Thunnus sp. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Perciformes Gempylidae Gempylus serpens 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Perciformes Carangidae Unidentified Carangidae 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2
Perciformes Tetragonuridae Tetragonurus cuvieri 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Perciformes Molidae Mola sp. 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Salmoniformes ~ Salmonidae Oncorhychus Kisutch 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Ommastrephes bartramii 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 7 0 0 0 12
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Unidentified Ommastrephid. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0o 17 21
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Eucleoteuthis luminosa 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 3 3 0 0 8
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis hoylei 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis corona inermi 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Unidentified Histioteuthidae 0 0 0 2 7 1 0 3 3 5 0 10 4
Oegopsida Ancistrocheiridae Ancistrocheirus lesueurii 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 6
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis borealis 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 3 6
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis sp. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 3
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus pyros 0 0 0 4 4 1 1 1 3 1 3 3 21
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus berryi 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 3
Oegopsida Gonatidae Unidentified Gonatidae 0 0 0 2 3 4 0 8 4 5 3 28 57
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Taningia danae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Unidentified Octopoteuthidi 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 3 0 0 2 2 12
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Onychoteuthis banksii 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 5
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Unidentified Onychoteuthid. 0 0 0 0 7 3 0 11 3 4 1 0 29
Oegopsida Chiroteuthidae Grimalditeuthis sp. 0 0 0 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Watasenia scintillans 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 2 0 0 0 15
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Unidentified Enoploteuthida 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 1 2 0 0 0 18
Oegopsida Unidentified Oegopsida 0 0 0 10 11 8 6 14 7 24 3 7 9
Octopoda Octopodidae Unidentified Octopoidae 0 0 0 8 7 4 2 3 2 1 2 3 32
Octopoda Bolitanaenidae Japetella diaphana 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 8
Octopoda Unidentified Octopoda 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 2 2 9
Euphausiacea Unidentified Euphausiacea 0 0 0 0 0 0 611 15 0 0 0 0 626
Amphipoda Unidentified Amphipoda 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 4
Decapoda Unidentified Decapoda 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 4
Total 0 0 1 66 69 76 628 1036 159 68 35 119 2257
Average Number - -1 4 3 4 3 35 7 2 3 3 10
Empty Stomach 0 1 1 23 20 19 60 6 13 69 7 20 239
Total specimen number 0 1 2 41 42 40 78 36 36 100 19 65 460
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Table 5-2 Monthly weight (g) of prey items recorded in the stomach of blue sharks in the western
North Pacific Ocean

Order Family Species (latin name) Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jun. Jul Aug. Sep. Oct. Nov. Dec. Total

Carnivora Unidentified Carnivora 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 950 0.0 0.0 0.0 95.0
Carcharhiniformes Carcharhinidae Unidentified Carcharhinidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Clupeiformes Engraulidae Engraulis japonicus 0.0 0.0 0.0 548 132 0.0 4.4 2605.7 1037.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 37151
Clupeiformes Clupeidae Sardinops melanostictus 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 836 0.0 3104 1361.6 0.0 0.0 17556
Myctophiformes Myctophidae Notoscopelus sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18
Myctophiformes Myctophidae Ceratoscopelus warmingii 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.0 0.0 2.0 6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 125
Myctophiformes  Myctophidae Unidentified Myctophidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 103 24 1784 979 119 0.0 0.0 305.9
Aulopiformes Paralepididae Unidentified Paralepididae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 235 0.0 0.0 0.0 235
Aulopiformes Alepisauridae Alepisaurus ferox 0.0 0.0 0.0 2129 999 1877 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 500.5
Perciformes Bramidae Brama japonica 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1126.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 11261
Perciformes Scombridae Auxis rochei 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 865.0 00 8650
Perciformes Scombridae Scomber sp. 0.0 0.0 155.3 1477.0 584.2 1871.6 0.0 819.1 4434 0.0 1043.1 2079.9 8473.6
Perciformes Scombridae Katsuwonus pelamis 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 897.0 0.0 0.0 897.0
Perciformes Scombridae Thunnus sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5427 0.0 0.0 542.7
Perciformes Gempylidae Gempylus serpens 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 530 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.0
Perciformes Carangidae Unidentified Carangidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 55 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.9
Perciformes Tetragonuridae Tetragonurus cuvieri 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2709 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2709
Perciformes Molidae Mola sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 306.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 306.9
Salmoniformes  Salmonidae Oncorhychus Kisutch 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 664.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 664.8
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Ommastrephes bartramii 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2419.0 2078.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 4497.7
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Unidentified Ommastrephide 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 01 649.0 0.0 0.0 1115.0 1764.1
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Eucleoteuthis luminosa 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 8399 1044 0.0 0.0 9444
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis hoylei 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 1363 0.0 0.0 1365
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis corona inermis 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Unidentified Histioteuthidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.0 0.8 33
Oegopsida Ancistrocheiridae Ancistrocheirus lesueurii 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis borealis 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 4934 1238 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 617.4
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.6
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus pyros 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 24 37
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus berryi 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.3
Oegopsida Gonatidae Unidentified Gonatidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 01 180 00 147 25 12 0.1 1.0 37.6
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Taningia danae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 7510 0.0 0.0 751.0
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Unidentified Octopoteuthida 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.7 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.5 3.8
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Onychoteuthis banksii 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 574 0.0 0.0 0.0 57.4
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Unidentified Onychoteuthide 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 899 0.7 0.0 51 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 96.7
Oegopsida Chiroteuthidae Grimalditeuthis sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Watasenia scintillans 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 135 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 153
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Unidentified Enoploteuthidac 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.2
Oegopsida Unidentified Oegopsida 0.0 0.0 00 225 298 169 864.0 380.6 14158 4866.3 37.8 1309 7764.6
Octopoda Octopodidae Unidentified Octopoidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.5 0.0 7.6 0.8 0.0 0.5 0.2 0.1 10.1
Octopoda Bolitanaenidae Japetella diaphana 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Octopoda Unidentified Octopoda 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 197.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 2045 0.1 401.9
Euphausiacea Unidentified Euphausiacea 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 90.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 92.0
Amphipoda Unidentified Amphipoda 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 23 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.4 29
Decapoda Unidentified Decapoda 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 5.2
Total 0.0 0.0 1553 1773.6 1328.0 2115.8 1869.6 7232.1 8191.6 8674.6 2156.8 3331.2 36828.7
Average Weight (g) - - 1553 985 604 100.8 1039 2411 356.2 279.8 179.7 74.0 166.6
Empty Stomach 0 1 1 23 20 19 60 6 13 69 7 20 239
Total specimen number 0 1 2 41 42 40 78 36 36 100 19 65 460
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Table 5-3 Annual number of prey species recorded in the stomach of blue sharks in the western
North Pacific Ocean

Order Family Species (latin name) 1999 2001 2002 2006 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total

Carnivora Unidentified Carnivora 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Carcharhiniformes Carcharhinidae Unidentified Carcharhinidae 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Clupeiformes Engraulidae Engraulis japonicus 0 0 0 977 1 0 19 3 0 1000
Clupeiformes Clupeidae Sardinops melanostictus 0 0 0 0 4 5 0 0 0 9
Myctophiformes  Myctophidae Notoscopelus sp. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Myctophiformes  Myctophidae Ceratoscopelus warmingii 0 0 0 2 0 0 21 6 0 29
Myctophiformes  Myctophidae Unidentified Myctophidae 3 0 0 66 0 0 10 5 0 84
Aulopiformes Paralepididae Unidentified Paralepididae 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
Aulopiformes Alepisauridae Alepisaurus ferox 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3
Perciformes Bramidae Brama japonica 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Perciformes Scombridae Auxis rochei 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Perciformes Scombridae Scomber sp. 0 0 0 15 0 0 39 13 1 68
Perciformes Scombridae Katsuwonus pelamis 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Perciformes Scombridae Thunnus sp. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Perciformes Gempylidae Gempylus serpens 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Perciformes Carangidae Unidentified Carangidae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Perciformes Tetragonuridae Tetragonurus cuvieri 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Perciformes Molidae Mola sp. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Salmoniformes  Salmonidae Oncorhychus Kisutch 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Ommastrephes bartramii 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 12
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Unidentified Ommastrephidae 0 0 0 3 0 1 17 0 0 21
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Eucleoteuthis luminosa 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 4 0 8
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis hoylei 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis corona inermis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Unidentified Histioteuthidae 5 0 0 4 0 1 22 9 0 41
Oegopsida Ancistrocheiridae Ancistrocheirus lesueurii 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 1 0 6
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis borealis 0 0 0 1 1 0 4 0 0 6
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis sp. 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 3
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus pyros 0 0 0 3 1 2 12 3 0 21
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus berryi 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 3
Oegopsida Gonatidae Unidentified Gonatidae 4 0 0 12 0 1 37 3 0 57
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Taningia danae 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Unidentified Octopoteuthidae 0 0 0 5 0 0 3 4 0 12
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Onychoteuthis banksii 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Unidentified Onychoteuthidae 1 0 0 12 1 3 10 2 0 29
Oegopsida Chiroteuthidae Grimalditeuthis sp. 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 6
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Watasenia scintillans 0 0 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 15
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Unidentified Enoploteuthidae 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 14 0 18
Oegopsida Unidentified Oegopsida 8 0 0 19 7 12 28 16 0 90
Octopoda Octopodidae Unidentified Octopoidae 0 0 0 4 1 2 13 12 0 32
Octopoda Bolitanaenidae Japetella diaphana 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 8
Octopoda Unidentified Octopoda 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 9
Euphausiacea Unidentified Euphausiacea 0 0 0 15 611 0 0 0 0 626
Amphipoda Unidentified Amphipoda 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 4
Decapoda Unidentified Decapoda 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 4
Total 32 0 0 1185 629 30 261 119 1 2257
Average Number 2.7 - 24.7 30.0 2.1 2.7 4.1 1.0 10.2
Empty Stomach 4 0 0 9 109 16 72 27 2 239
Total specimen number 16 0 57 130 30 168 56 3 460
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Table 5-4 Annual weight of prey species recorded in the stomach of blue sharks in the western North

Pacific Ocean

Order Family Species (latin name) 1999 2001 2006 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total

Carnivora Unidentified Carnivora 0.0 0.0 0.0 95.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 95.0
Carcharhiniformes Carcharhinidae Unidentified Carcharhinidae 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Clupeiformes Engraulidae Engraulis japonicus 0.0 0.0 0.0 3642.7 44 0.0 13.2 54.8 0.0 3715.1
Clupeiformes Clupeidae Sardinops melanostictus 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 674.6 1081.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1755.6
Myctophiformes Myctophidae Notoscopelus sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.8
Myctophiformes Myctophidae Ceratoscopelus warmingii 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.7 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.0 0.0 125
Myctophiformes Myctophidae Unidentified Myctophidae 11.9 0.0 0.0 289.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 305.9
Aulopiformes Paralepididae Unidentified Paralepididae 0.0 0.0 0.0 235 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 235
Aulopiformes Alepisauridae Alepisaurus ferox 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 500.5 0.0 0.0 500.5
Perciformes Bramidae Brama japonica 0.0 0.0 0.0 1126.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1126.1
Perciformes Scombridae Auxis rochei 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 865.0 0.0 865.0
Perciformes Scombridae Scomber sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 1115.1 0.0 0.0 5401.6 1801.6 155.3 8473.6
Perciformes Scombridae Katsuwonus pelamis 897.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 897.0
Perciformes Scombridae Thunnus sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 542.7 0.0 542.7
Perciformes Gempylidae Gempylus serpens 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.0
Perciformes Carangidae Unidentified Carangidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 79 0.0 79
Perciformes Tetragonuridae Tetragonurus cuvieri 0.0 0.0 0.0 270.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 270.9
Perciformes Molidae Mola sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 306.9 0.0 0.0 306.9
Salmoniformes Salmonidae Oncorhychus Kisutch 0.0 0.0 0.0 664.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 664.8
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Ommastrephes bartramii 0.0 0.0 0.0 4497.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 44977
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Unidentified Ommastrephid: 0.0 0.0 0.0 649.0 0.0 0.0 11150 0.0 0.0  1764.0
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Eucleoteuthis luminosa 102.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 25 839.7 0.2 0.0 9445
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis hoylei 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 136.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 1365
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis corona inermi 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 03
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Unidentified Histioteuthidae 05 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 15 1.0 0.0 33
Oegopsida Ancistrocheiridae Ancistrocheirus lesueurii 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.7
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis borealis 0.0 0.0 0.0 1238 4934 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 617.4
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus pyros 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.8 24 0.0 3.6
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus berryi 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 04
Oegopsida Gonatidae Unidentified Gonatidae 0.2 0.0 0.0 17.2 0.0 0.9 11 18.1 0.0 375
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Taningia danae 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 751.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 751.0
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Unidentified Octopoteuthide 0.0 0.0 0.0 05 0.0 0.0 05 29 0.0 39
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Onychoteuthis banksii 0.0 0.0 0.0 57.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 57.4
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Unidentified Onychoteuthid: 0.0 0.0 0.0 52 0.1 0.6 90.6 0.2 0.0 96.7
Oegopsida Chiroteuthidae Grimalditeuthis sp. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Watasenia scintillans 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.3
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Unidentified Enoploteuthida 0.0 0.0 0.0 32 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 32
Oegopsida Unidentified Oegopsida 84.7 0.0 0.0 639.9 672.2 5290.1 208.9 868.9 0.0 7764.7
Octopoda Octopodidae Unidentified Octopoidae 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 74 0.5 0.9 0.3 0.0 10.1
Octopoda Bolitanaenidae Japetella diaphana 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Octopoda Unidentified Octopoda 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4015 0.3 0.0 401.9
Euphausiacea Unidentified Euphausiacea 0.0 0.0 0.0 20 90.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 92.0
Amphipoda Unidentified Amphipoda 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 26 0.0 2.8
Decapoda Unidentified Decapoda 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 12 3.9 0.0 5.1
Total 1096.5 0.0 0.0 13250.9 2131.6 7127.3 8893.9 41733 155.3 36828.7
Average Weight (g) 914 - - 276.1 101.5 509.1 92.6 143.9 155.3 166.6
Empty Stomach 4 0 0 9 109 16 72 27 2 239
Total specimen number 16 0 0 57 130 30 168 56 3 460
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Table 5-5 Proportions of prey species recorded in the stomach of the blue sharks in the western

North Pacific Ocean

Order Family Species (latin name) %N %W %F IRI %IRI
Carnivora Unidentified Carnivora 0.06 0.36 0.22 0.09 0.01
Carcharhiniformes Carcharhinidae Unidentified Carcharhinidae 0.06 0.00 0.22 0.01 0.00
Clupeiformes Engraulidae Engraulis japonicus 64.69 14.02 5.22 410.67 33.47
Clupeiformes Clupeidae Sardinops melanostictus

Myctophiformes Myctophidae Notoscopelus sp. 0.06 0.01 0.22 0.02 0.00
Myctophiformes Myctophidae Ceratoscopelus warmingii 1.91 0.05 1.96 3.83 0.31
Myctophiformes Myctophidae Unidentified Myctophidae 5.37 1.15 5.87 38.31 3.12
Aulopiformes Paralepididae Unidentified Paralepididae 0.13 0.09 0.22 0.05 0.00
Aulopiformes Alepisauridae Alepisaurus ferox 0.19 1.89 0.65 1.36 0.11
Perciformes Bramidae Brama japonica 0.06 4.25 0.22 0.94 0.08
Perciformes Scombridae Auxis rochei 0.13 3.26 0.22 0.74 0.06
Perciformes Scombridae Scomber sp.

Perciformes Scombridae Katsuwonus pelamis 0.06 3.38 0.22 0.75 0.06
Perciformes Scombridae Thunnus sp. 0.06 2.05 0.22 0.46 0.04
Perciformes Gempylidae Gempylus serpens 0.06 0.20 0.22 0.06 0.00
Perciformes Carangidae Unidentified Carangidae 0.13 0.03 0.43 0.07 0.01
Perciformes Tetragonuridae Tetragonurus cuvieri 0.06 1.02 0.22 0.24 0.02
Perciformes Molidae Mola sp. 0.06 1.16 0.22 0.27 0.02
Salmoniformes Salmonidae Oncorhychus Kisutch 0.06 2,51 0.22 0.56 0.05
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Ommastrephes bartramii 0.78 16.97 1.30 23.15 1.89
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Unidentified Ommastrephidae 1.36 6.66 4.57 36.60 2.98
Oegopsida Ommastrephidae Eucleoteuthis luminosa 0.52 3.56 152 6.21 0.51
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis hoylei 0.19 0.52 0.43 0.31 0.03
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Histioteuthis corona inermis 0.45 0.00 0.22 0.10 0.01
Oegopsida Histioteuthidae Unidentified Histioteuthidae 2.65 0.01 6.52 17.39 1.42
Oegopsida Ancistrocheiridae Ancistrocheirus lesueurii 0.39 0.00 1.30 0.51 0.04
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis borealis 0.39 2.33 0.87 2.36 0.19
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatopsis sp. 0.19 0.00 0.65 0.13 0.01
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus pyros 1.36 0.01 4.13 5.67 0.46
Oegopsida Gonatidae Gonatus berryi 0.19 0.00 0.65 0.13 0.01
Oegopsida Gonatidae Unidentified Gonatidae 3.69 0.14 6.74 25.82 2.10
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Taningia danae 0.13 2.83 0.43 1.29 0.11
Oegopsida Octopoteuthidae Unidentified Octopoteuthidae 0.78 0.01 2.61 2.06 0.17
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Onychoteuthis banksii 0.32 0.22 0.22 0.12 0.01
Oegopsida Onychoteuthidae Unidentified Onychoteuthidae 1.88 0.36 5.00 11.21 0.91
Oegopsida Chiroteuthidae Grimalditeuthis sp. 0.39 0.00 1.09 0.42 0.03
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Watasenia scintillans 0.97 0.06 1.30 134 0.11
Oegopsida Enoploteuthidae Unidentified Enoploteuthidae 117 0.01 0.87 1.02 0.08
Oegopsida Unidentified Oegopsida 5.83 29.30 17.61 618.53 50.41
Octopoda Octopodidae Unidentified Octopoidae 2.07 0.04 5.22 11.01 0.90
Octopoda Bolitanaenidae Japetella diaphana 0.52 0.00 0.87 0.45 0.04
Octopoda Unidentified Octopoda 0.58 1.52 1.30 2.74 0.22
Euphausiacea Unidentified Euphausiacea

Amphipoda Unidentified Amphipoda

Decapoda Unidentified Decapoda
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Table 5-6 Stable isotope values of prey items and blue sharks in the western North Pacific Ocean

Class Latin name Mean 8'°N + SD range Mean 8'3C + SD range n Abbreviation
Actinopterygii  Myctophum asperum 9.7+0.7 8.61010.3 -19.7+0.2 -19.9t0-19.5 5 MYC(MA)
Ceratoscopelus warmingii 9.7+0.9 8.91010.9 -19.6 +0.2 -19.9t0-19.6 5 MYC(CW)
Notoscopelus resplendens 103+1.1 9.7t012.3 -19.1+0.5 -19.8t0-18.6 5 MYC(NR)
Engraulis japonicus 9.3+0.6 8.41010.2 -19.1+0.8 -19.7t0-17.6 6 ANC
Lestrolepis japonica 10.7 £ 0.7 10.0t0 11.8 -18.8+0.8 -19.3t0-17.5 5 BAR
Cephalopoda Gonatus pyros 11.3+04 11.0t011.8 -19.9+0.3 -20.2t0-19.5 4 SQ(GP)
Eucleoteuthis luminosa 105+1.1 9.1t0o 115 -19.2+0.3 -19.4t0-18.6 5 SQ(EL)
Gonatus onyx 10.1+£0.8 9.7t011.0 -18.6+0.2 -18.7t0-18.4 3 SQ(GO)
Gonatopsis makko 10.8 +0.7 99t0 115 -18.7+0.4 -19.0t0-18.1 5 SQ(GM)
Octopoteuthis sicula 11.1+0.7 991t011.8 -18.6 +0.6 -19.3t0-17.6 5 SQ(0S9)
Thysanoteuthis rhombus 11.0 10.7t011.2 -18.4 -18.8t0-18.1 2 SQ(TR)
Enoploteuthis chunii 105+0.8 9.7t011.5 -18.3+0.4 -18.7t0-17.8 5 SQ(EC)
Ancistrocheirus lesueurii 104 +0.7 9.6t011.1 -18.1+0.4 -18.5t0-17.5 5 SQ(AL)
Taningia danae 115 11.4t011.5 -17.9 -18.0t0-17.9 2 SQ(TD)
Gonatus berryi 114 11.3t011.6 -17.8 -17.9t0-17.8 2 SQ(GB)
Chondrichthyes  Prionace glauca 121+0.8 10.3t0 14.0 -18.5+0.6 -19.6t0o-17.1 120
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Fig. 3-1 Images of vertebral centra during each step of the alkali process. a) A successful sample; b)
centra before processing; c) failed sample with connective tissue still attached after a shorter
processing time; d) failed sample with the centrum surface and edge dissolved after a longer
processing time; and e) failed sample with the centra deformed after a much longer processing time.
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Fig. 3-2 Images of the vertebral centra during the burning process. a) A successful sample; b) failed
sample with shorter alkali processing time; the centrum surface with the remaining connective tissue
charred; c) failed sample with the centrum surface and edge uncolored with less contrast due to a
short burning process; d) failed sample where the centra were charred after a longer processing time.
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Fig. 3-3 Histograms and normal g-q plots of randomized quantile residuals for the alkali process (a,

b) and the burning process model (c, d).
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Fig. 3-4 The predicted possibility of success according to precaudal length (PCL, c¢cm) and
processing time for a) alkali processing (seconds), and b) burning (minutes) based on the

Generalized Linear Model (GLM). Solid lines show the optimal processing time, which had the
highest probability of success estimated by the GLM.
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Fig. 3-5 Images of the corpus calcareum and intermedialia on the cut section of vertebral centra
processed with the burn method.

Fig. 3-6 Images of the vertebral centra processed by the (a) unstained shadowing method and (b)

silver nitrate impregnation.
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Fig. 3-7 Relationships between growth band counts and precaudal length (PCL, cm) for the burn
method, silver nitrate impregnation, and the unstained shadowing method. First and second reader

counts are shown separately for each technique.
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Fig. 3-8 Bias-plots for (a) the burn method, (b) silver nitrate impregnation, and (c) the unstained
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Fig. 4-1 Sampling locations for the blue shark in the western North Pacific Ocean. Black and white

circles indicate males and females, respectively.
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Fig. 4-2 Length-frequency distribution of male and female blue sharks used for the ageing analysis.
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Fig. 4-3 Images of blue shark vertebra processed by (a) burn method and (b) thin sectioning method
stained with Arizarin Red. Black circles shows the observed growth bands for sharks (a) 181 cm
PCL, (b) 252 cm PCL, respectively.
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Fig. 4-4 Relationship between the vertebral centrum radius (CR) and precaudal length (PCL) for
blue shark in the western North Pacific Ocean.
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Fig. 4-7 Von Bertalanffy growth curves fitted to observed length at age data for blue shark in the

western North Pacific Ocean.
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Fig. 4-9 Comparison of growth curves to those reported in previous studies of North Pacific blue
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Fig. 5-1 Blue shark and prey species sampling sites in the western North Pacific Ocean. Squares
denote the blue shark samples for the stomach contents analysis (SCA), black circles are the blue
shark samples for the stable isotope analysis (SIA), and crosses are the prey species for SIA,

respectively.
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Fig. 5-2 Length distribution of blue shark in the western North Pacific Ocean for the stomach

contents analysis (SCA: upper) and for the stable isotope analysis (SIA: lower), respectively.
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Fig. 5-3 Randomized cumulative prey curve for the blue shark in the western Noerh Pacific Ocean.
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western North Pacific Ocean.
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Fig. 5-6 Contribution of potential prey to the diet of blue shark according to the Stable Isotope
Analysis in R (SIAR) and three different discrimination factors; a: Kim et al. (2012), b: Hussey et al.
(2009), c: DeNiro and Epstein (1981). Results are shown as 95%, 75%, and 25% credible intervals
for each prey taxon. Abbreviations are defined in Table 5-6.
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