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HADWEIMBEORFOEERE L L b2, BELSHE « MENEWIS R L CERE
BARHIEL TE T, 200 BERHEABOEBNZERIC L bR > CEFEREDRENBS L, »
DTIHEM LI F b > 282 2 HR—DKBT 2E-> - AXOEREBED, BRI TIL 850
N DOABF EB S TWE, BEAKEEFEROREENEOBREANCINZ T, HETIRAEHRIER
BT b EYOSREMREOE S SEHIS 0L L3 2k > T a7, TabbEEMEE L
THERLLZ0NTWS, 20X EEELOIBFEHEORENHARDKEBRO A & 28
ERoTWS, ZO—2k LTHBMELRENBENENICERINTWS, HEFkE
ERATSMEIZ X o TEEL AN BEORET 2RI L CTABRCERERERY, h%
LN SHWET S L WIHEED Y AT AR LI-AETH S, YA X THE4EE
FEOHTECHEFREL IR > TS,

RS 5 BMEOMEF 2 EE LS, MRETHREL LTI 2FOEORERE L V5 —
L, BB MENFRICRESINTL R ROFEREL > ¥ —TEEINTE D, FHEEEidl
WD SR CORMB CEENCEMS N TWwS, BDx >y —0EE ZEEHEFE
CHERRREGREHAESASS 2 S A L T2 HHBEA AR RERS SRS TE D,
BOvry —RBEEEDZVEEI 7y —ARTEE SN TWS, REREIRERE CIIE
DOEHTHED SNTE D, EOKEREGTER 3,800 fEH D 5 bEETaERMR FEILH 57 FH
ThH? (BMHAETEX 34kM). BHEE BRI TCWLEEIIASE, P8 B8, v =-
FeaFETHBEIIDIZT> T3,

% ORESE IR A ORINBIFRERRE I b 208, BEMNTJRE L k- EE TR RE DK
WMTbhTw3, FRIOBRFEHEL2ZVIEICENRS &, ZVv B3 EE, V=E5FH
B, #93, 3yxy, 7788, 54, £ IABETNENI~2TFRE, 7uss, 7H4
1, PFIWI~6HHRTH 2, b DBETHRIRMROEFbHREEINDL IO CE>T
WAH, 20BED S 0 BREORHEBERFEIC L > TREREENER I N Y a7k
FTHA LR EB—REEL WS, —H, BHNCBE2ELU 5L, / V7 = —TIX 1983 E» 5
% 7 DREHERREBRDBR S 1, 1993 FICFEHBRCOWTOEBEY Y RY 7 A8 1
7. FEITEEEBICB W TI Y 74 ZEORBEREHThh, BETREEREr S —
THEEINTVERIZVTIEWNREINTVWS, BB LEEREY Y —DBBICEFL
fz. 2D XS, BERNOEEBIGERILGAFHAERICS 2, BE LA L nFRNE
EEESHRBEOERTHRETH S, CORELERT IO CIIBEHRTMEXEERT 2

* T 116 FNRFN 2-1-5 &> M I AFRINEN 6 B,
BRI T 163 HEXEH 3-8-1.
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DOBRR VDD, WEHEL O 1L 2EFEEEITI OBSIERNZODPIE, I TORRDHEE
DEEER L ATHMTRNETH 5D, ZOFMHRE L TEERRIROFTMIIRTIRTDH 5.
AR 3 EEOBRINECEINSEE L Vo REERR L, BREESRIC > TR E
DEAENRES D L. FEEYROEBRIERC IR TH S 70, EHMIREZEOTMII
22 kB EIENERICR S, 20D OHEFEPHREFEIREE LTV S (Kitada et al.
(1992), dbH 1 (1993d)). Z I FHEB L THSHRESLE L2505, 74 v 7 b 27T
BETh B, —F, ZOHELEREAEEZT, BREROEEORIMZIEE & EEEOH DE
i B L, REB O T R CEE O ME R RIEN & £ 2T 2 AT I Tw 5,
IR/ NG BAETERTE 2 2 Y v bbb b, BEERNCIMERRR 2T C, %
DEHIMEN S NTF— A P RHEET D, WbIEKEROERFETTH 5.

ARG TR, EEERT — S 0o B LLBEREIC LD, RKEDRL 3 2 DOBRHEOME
EHEBT 2HROFBICOVTHENT S, BHLLT, BR2EELSTER L 2HO~4
Pagrus major DB T —% 2B+ 5. HHEFTNVCBZEMS VL 2BLE5 7Y F
(over-dispersion) & 2 D OEHRFIEOHEEEERT 2. MR IE—D OB 2R -2
EFNEEZ, AVAY VM RRTOETNVERET 2, I TORBRAHEESERCL2H
HROED ¥ BRE L OBFRP, —BREET VL BN DOVTOEET 3,

1. w5 1OBHET—9%

BREE I, EERERELL S —AAEEESTALSMEL, ZORAEESG LERESE
BTHEABIN 2 O0FTHS, INS>EEICHEARE» SRHICHMELI D THD, KR
BEORBEHOAX I RIMEL VLR 10em THo o, ERRICIXT > 7 —BEERE A, BHE
BRI IIFRE (T Red £v3), BEFAEFHICIZIAE (LT White 21 5) 22T hiK
A EMAICEESE U, B L D AR HIRATIC & DERWIz, 1989 4E 9 A 30 HIC & #E
20,000 BOE#ZAZLBREETHEM E THE LB L7z, BEOEFSA 2R 572
DI EHETHITS E 2o 2km OFE#E2EFEL, ZOMEEAE» S EfTIvd
FALUTOMFE LT, BRI NERAERIE T, Z ORI IEREIER L TfThbh Tw
2. ZOEBIC BT T A DYBABKEDET T2 12 Ho R 3 LBELB L2250
HERF BT 3 720, 11 AtED o ERfBEs 5®E L 7T <. EHERREEoBRE L b
ZH R Eole, HET -5 ZREEIPSOHREC L > TNE L, MHSEFRORLTEIRE
ik, WEEE, Bk, HERE, BERW, SREEOFERSEEL Vw5, K
WZHRIZ-oT IO 6 iR E, EBROBEH & HAEEE U C(HERmREORECE D7,

Red r White OFFHEHOREEELIZ S b TEBIL TBY (Tablel, Fig. 1), M#H %5
NTRLABEAL T I eBEbN S, & 20,000 EOBGREHICH L T, Red OFMHELIT
2,422 B, White Dz h i3 2,294 BT, HERIZZhZzhn 012, 011 TIRIEEUCTH oz, Mk
R OVIHASE T IR BREWREICE Z 2 £ E2 5N TWwWBEDT, 7—F IEFEN %L
7o J iR 30 AT B0 Jz, KEEMIKRE L ST T2 OORERTITE T 5. —D I3 kE
ThHY, BO—D>RHEPRECERT 2BELUNDITTH L. BEICLEINTF—-FLVA b
wRIEREL, WD X 2 Zn 2 BRI EFEATW S, 2D 2 D&M T: b DB2E
DN — R IZHLS T 2, Fl7—5 (Tablel) 28T 5 7- 01, WERK F & BRIETHRE
M B—EDETFN 1 RETTHRRS) OFEOHERMEEE 2 CH (Fig. 1 0. z2nTh
DRFEEEOFROMRHEZEAECY L TRV EE L 2R A LT Y, FElORETIE
TERBIKEVWE I ICRZ 3,
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Tablel. Tag recoveries from two groups of red seabreams Red and White.
The number released for each group is 20000.
Days after Number of recoveries| Days after Number of recoveries
release Red White | release Red White
1 338 266 17 74 64
2 274 194 18 39 62
3 193 205 19 8 14
4 296 308 20 82 78
5 169 183 21 4 3
6 176 170 22 26 19
7 67 45 23 25 17
8 98 102 24 36 38
9 14 14 25 9 7
10 71 71 26 8 14
11 28 26 27 15 21
12 76 74 28 17 19
13 83 7 29 4 2
14 5 4 30 19 25
15 124 125
16 44 47 Total 2422 2294
400 400
Red White
300 §
200
Observed Observed
Expected Expected
100
. 0 .
40 0 40

Days after release

Fig.1. Observed and expected recoveries of Red and White for 30 days after release.
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2. E(bRDHERE

21 NY—F e EiEmEE

RIFEADIFLCRIBT R LIES  OBIEARE <, PO THARREANEGL TN KR 255
BHEVEEZENTWS, ZORKEROFECOFRRE LTiE, EHOMEDED, BHET
DREEDE Y H A, BV A X, RARLOBALIIC L 2HWBEZENEZONS, B
BEOSIEERZA LS 301, FHBECRERLBIBIEERED 5 2 L8R RTH S, £
DE—HLLT, ZOFHHDIEERODEE TR DO», £HZ0HTREFENMI»P L VST
FIHFET DBRE 2 M2 NEXS D 5. BIFBTENIET 2807 (b)) FEKE:, ZOHIT
BFRTRE N — R4 M) CEEER 1 2HBE0ORERB L BRECHREOHEE D
WTEET S, SEERBSEEO DA T v VB EEE T 5. s 29—
BOWEISHBOTETDH 5,

ZALEDOHEEIE, —ROERBIT ISV TH#FbN T2 (Anderson and  Senthilselvan
(1982), Matthews and Farewell (1982), Nguyen et al. (1984)). % ® % 7 ) 1Z change-point
hazard rate model X TNTBY, HrBZOMBOEERI B INTWS, I I THETHR
Bz

Z 0<t<t)

@1 Z(t)z{zz (t>1)

THY, Lt B®EZNTTRAEKRCE>T 2, L 2HELTW5, £ BEETHE., ZOET
WIRKEZOMBEZS L{F#EETSLI3CR2%. Larl, EEOIFTRBOFEIOHFERIZA
EFEOBESLERSTBY, COEFLRZOEEHATEILIEITER Y,

—fRDFaT — F OFFIC BT TR ORHENL, EEBRIER» SEREES LI D

SEBAL TfTbn s, o TREREE Z(¢) £ T2 &, EEOEEBERZ 0 » S ¢ %
THEEED (¢, t+4t) OFICFET T 3R

—[z(u)du

(2.2) ' P At=Z(t)e At
L s, pNt) BFEREEEK TH S, Mo TREREuC C1) R0 & 52X 7 v 7REEKE
L7254, a0 eEfiEEEREE 2 DOEES AT 2ERET 3.

HiETHNIz X D2, KEFTRAOETREIIEE L zoficiERT2b00ME LTHE
ZoNTw5, BHEOERTRETT 2BE50M]Y ik, —#icid competing risks OREFE &
LTHishTw3 (Leigh (1988)). LanL, KEDHEIZHER/NIOHFTIT L ADFETERM
2D Z LI URETH D, FHAMIEEASET R IZWE E CORBOATH S, DL LHE
B S EIEDES (Beverton (1954)) B8 2 51, ZO4SBFREIEOHKE XTI,

R BESZCX> CTHRBSWRE SN, 20, OV > L4 X (BEBRE
B) 055, WEC L BECHEOAZHS DTH S, o T, EEOHEEI ¢ £ TEREL, (4,
t+dt) ORICHEI & > TR T 2RI

—[Z(u)du

(2.3) pe)At=F(t)e At
Yl s, 22T F@) 3EEGRERETEINTWS, Z(H)=F{)+M(t) L EZFESh, 2RI FRE
LIRS, M) RESRFECRK LIRS, (2.3) Rk (2.2) ROBEBI p*(¢) 2 HED S
PO WEGRBTES LI DICE>TwEDTHESLTH Lz ok, C3)XEFEALLD
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DX WHEFFAR (rate of exploitation) LFEFTN T3, ERBROBESITEHBEERLETN 2
DRI TH B, (23) RIEBHAO 2% 5T, WEOHREHMOIU 3 b0 TH5, W
BB B BEDOELAMER Z OBRO T CEZ 2LESD 5.

— R AOERELIZb» S TEEHOANTRINS 2, I CREEECE LD
ST —F ST BETNEEZ S, Bt 25 t; DHM | TOFEMER P, 0—@=Ri

(2.4) P=["pndr  (0=t<t)

THzoN%, LERBOETABEz o hniZ 23) e Q4RI VEHELBEED,
FRELHARRIC 2 5.,

IZTRETEEDETFALELTIDDETFAREZ 3, 70 1 IXEESEENIC—ED
BETiTbh, BRAFETL—EBDETNET S, ZhNLTEA ¢t THRERESEDL %€
TNEEZD, ZZTRLOERIIERTCHFEENEDRETEET 2 0EVNSI L THB, T
Dl-»%T, FIZ—ETMIPIPET2ETNVLIEEZ, S5 F b M EREBCET S
ETFNMIODFMZI, ZNSDETFTNVOFREHRES L UHEBREKRDOL S 2% (JtHE it
(1993b), Kitada et al. (1994)).

EFNV]1: Z=F+M (0<t<t),
(2.5) Pi:g(e—m-l _ e—za) (1 <7< k).
EFN2: Zi=F+M (0<t<t,), Zo=F+ M (t:<t<t),
7F(Q—Z1ti—1_ e—thi) (lé Z’S Z')
(2.6) pP=1
F -7 tt(e—zz(ti—l—t,)

e —e Amt) (r+1<i<k).
2

EFTN3: Zi=F+M (0<t<t), Zo=F+ M, (t:<t<ty),

%(6—21&-1_6—21&) (1SZ£T)
2.7) Pi= ;

A2 ~zit ( —Za(ti1—t) _ ,—Za(ti-t,) .

7€ (e e ) (r+1<i<k).

2.2 Over-dispersion HETIL

Bl t=0 TN BN, BZ .20 O (1,2, ..., k) TENFN n: B (&&f
n ) DHER P, TH#Esh, (W—n) BEXERBINZWET S, BESEMS v 529> 7Y
YR EoTiIThh S & &, BRI Z 2 HERIILESG

B NI A onf1 s p "
(2.8) L—(N—minﬁmﬂlla<1“gfg

THEzoh3, TNFHOHEITOFRER O & 4BHSEIE E(n)=NP;, V(n,)=
NP:{(1—P;), Cov(ni, n;)=—NP:P; (i#j) TH 5. 1955 FELISE, Z OXE 246 > TEBFEHO
RHEEL#E 2 5T &7 (Gulland (1955), Paulik (1963), Kitahara et al. (1986), Farebrother
(1988)). BT X 2 HiEkbEE S T\w»% (Tanaka (1967), dLH - ¥ (1987), JLEH fi
(1993a)). Lo L, WMEWCX2809 7)) v 7 TRESRADERLSABEBEICIR S 2 L35
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LGEMZ VA7) T ORERES S OFEHI 3T BESABEFL TnE Nty
FIZL - IFKBICERIN, Sy F 2R TNBSRIEEAERIARwLS, FlT—
Y IXBESTHONRE O RELLFT L1235, ZONTVFE2EET 2-DIEHELD
TR
B 1 1% (mi— NP)?)
(2.9) L= (ZWNUZ)%(Hk—HP) Xp{ 2 84 NPo® }
2#E 2z 7. (JtH fb (1993b), Kitada et al. (1994)). & ZC nrsi=N—n, Pen=1—20.P;, TH
B, CCENTVFOINTA—ITHB, FEMGTIE *=1ThH3, ZITRFEET7T 4
TR A—FELTHRbIE, ThiZL>T, BfiZ Y FACHERTEDORBRELH L TH5D
PERAL, n (i=1, ..., k) D, 58, £580% Eln]=NP;, V|n]=*NP:(1—P;), Cov|n,,
mkﬁﬂWRHT%%.ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ#aﬁ$<6h1mé L, TOEFNVIE P HBOS
WTW3F 4 V7 L%IESF (Johnson and Kotz (1969)) DRI EIC > T rEL R
3,
EALR O XFTONRIAMATEE (H) 2ECS 2, RbBEEORVETVOEL
HE T3, EFAVOEEE AIC (Akaike (1973) 1@ & - CHIWTT 3.

23 ITADTF—5~DiER

BANTC A BRI EEROGETVOESOB IOV TY I ab—ya iz k> TR L.
N=20,000, Z=0.1, F=0.02, £=30 & UCHZERLKIC X > CTHET7—5 2ERL, 28R
QY RICX>TZ & FR#EE L. ZhE 100 BTV L R 2 5HE T, STEDF &
EFEPOZNZ ROV T Z OFHE L EHEEZE FEIMA) & 0.1001 (0.0022) & 0.1001
(0.0022), F i 0.0200 (0.0004) & 0.0200 (0.0004) #5185 41, VDO E = 2FERLT-.

Red B & ¢f White Ic oW T, a2 3 H»5 25 HOMTIEIZEZ, B ET VO T THREHE
Eﬁ%%%wé%rwwAma@%ﬁ%>%?wswj% ZEELTI4 HE2RODE T VE
ﬁéna(m§23)o%%ﬁbt & (Fig.3) i, EF V3BT 3 t,= ﬂ%n@Am®
%%ua—lw @mZ)iDTmﬁ¢é<&Dh—M@ﬁ@AE@@@%%k&%

muﬁﬁ%ﬁ®ﬂ7V*@K%Dﬁﬁ®m¥%fﬁﬁfbD,A7V$#*kﬁ@ﬁ%k
%%%525:&%%@L1m%.N5v¢@;ok%@otWMm®ﬁiﬁ%E%t,f>
10BER, ZHELME2ZFDE FEHALL I =1 DB H LT AICIZRIBIZ/NE »
(Table 2). ¢* #ER LI EREBE T VEIRE NS, 85 X —F OEHEEERBBREL
X3 RETHoN, HECHWLET YR 1HEDOT—5 ThHY, FETAROHEME T H#
Th?. FHEEREICREET DL, HEBVICKEL RS (Table2). 2D L3N TYFDK
EWT— Y ICHEESMET V2 ACTIBERE, T XA —F OHESEE2B/NHET 5 2 L 25D
3, 0* OHFEER, 17.00 TH O EH T — 5 ONT Y * ZSESFC AT 4 52 (/17.00)
REWELHEESN, COFERE L THXDRESHEVELR S 2 L L&, HBGENCOEBEL
72 b b 5T ATESEOTEHEEICER L CERSmBIETohhrole B3 EZ 5N
5. I THESNIBATBCHEBOHEEMEIIBHICKE WY, RGBSR OREHIKE %
TIA L EEDTWERDEEZONS, £, ERESCIAETHERTELL, Ihs
DER & 3T EEOBRFEC L OSBRI SBROFTETH 5. L Tid, kDL
EZ— VRO DICEZ CATEREM 2 AV AREAMEEROBERESTONTBY, FOK
BRI TH 5,
bR t.=14 LHESN, F b M t—20FR UELEERBIIED 2 L\ EF)IL 3 5E
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800 306
Red Red
m-
700
284  __ A\ _ N ____.
6004
m-
----- Model 1 Model 1
R Model 2 Model 2
Model 3 Model 3
5} 500 T 1 @ 280 T T 1
3 0 10 20 30 =2 0 10 20 30
T ~ g
> ) >
Q O
2 800 < 306
White White
302
700 - 298 1
204 4
————— Model 1 ===== Model 1
................... Model 2 e Model 2
Model 3 Modei 3
600 T T . 200 . T .
[} 10 20 ‘30 [} 10 20 30
Change-point (day) Change-point (day)
Fig.2. The behaviors of AIC for Model 1, Fig. 3. The behaviors of AIC for Model 1,
Model 2, and Model 3 of the normal Model 2, and Model 3 of the normal
approximation model of ¢*=1. . approximation model of ¢*>1.

RENF, COEFAVDEIRILFHEECEZEZ IS, BYHE M OIS 2HET S Z
FICEEPBEWED, TITMOBETEEVWSETFANERET, =14 DETNVDOHETF
WELBZB M ZEDLSRVWETN A ZELS S IET 2D, AIC DfEIZE T IV 4 DFH
EFALILINADULTHEN/NEL (Tables2, 3), M —ELEZI-ARTF—FOHTIEED X
Buwv, M 1330 BREIZ—ET, FPBRECKEL Ko BRI 208EHARTH S, RI2 M D
FALEBBH ol LTy F OEBOFBHMNICKE L, ZOXEOFICHEE L TLE> THR
HesnweEzonl, ZOFITRERHT—FIONTYFREL, M OEERBHTE
Tipotz. Red iz onwTd ABEOERE BT,

3. BEOSELR

3.1 HEAEEBLIETI

B OHBIIBEAG2LBICREL TITY LBENRL RS, MREECHEL-EEHOR
BRI 5 7- 012k, EREFHRBECOEREN, SEENREHOBELBEOM, BIRESR
OEARBEDF CHRAROBEDRECERBIIEIBEN ODVTWVEINE AL Z EXTRART
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Table 2. Estimates and standard errors of Table3. Estimates and standard
parameters of White for Model 3 errors of parameters of
based on the normal approxima- ‘White for Model 4 based on
tion models of 0®°=1 and ¢*>1. the normal approximation

models of ¢®>1.

Model o2=1 o?>1

imat SE

Estimate SE Estimate SE Estimate
t.(d
t.(day) 14 14 (day) 14
Zi(/day)  0.1534  0.0065 0.1644  0.0271 Zi(/day) - 0.1495  0.0155
Zy(/day)  0.1351  0.0088 0.1595  0.0352 Za([day) 01731 0.0281
Fy(/day)  0.0161 0.0006  0.0162  0.0025 Fi(fday) ~ 0.0151 00018
Fy(/day)  0.0409  0.0045 0.0451  0.0204 Fo(/day) 00387 00148
M,(/day) 0.1372  0.0060 0.1483  0.0251 M(/day) 01344 0.0145
2

My(/day)  0.0942  0.0080 0.1143  0.0322 7 14T 495
o2 1700 4.83 AIC 294.97
AIC 649.76 296.50

b5, BEFHEOXESEZEET L L, AICRKRCEUCERCEEYRIL, FOBEREL2HEKT 3
DPEF L, BEORZFERICE CBMCBIR LI5S I s OB E W IcBIE L THFE
LTWw3 ZERFEIN, TRNETNORREOEMRIIEAICHERFO> L BES RS, &
nix, EHOBNENZNTNOBRREICHBIZE D TH S,

n & n; % 2 Owﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ?—i, 01, 0. %‘:%h%@?ﬁt%%ﬁtﬂ‘%. ﬁ?ﬁ?"—ﬁ’ m s
n FHYTRZVDT, TRAZPNDT—F RESHTEINC 6, . BHEEINIZELTH,
TF— DK E L TOHEE glzal(nl) & 52:02(712) ZHEEE R b > TWB, 2D 0, & 8,
OEOERE %2 ZER L :EEEE TV EE 2 5, SHESMOEHEME 2 BB ICIRT 5 &

1
20 (NON@Y2 ([T PO PRY2(1— 02)2( 0y 0)*
. 1 k+1 2 (ngj)_N(j)Pl(j))Z
oo~y a (2 ot
1) _ (1) p(1) (2) __ (2) p(2)
_Zp (7’11 N Pz )(7’1«1 N Pz )}]
/N(I)PIKI)N(Z)PZ(Z) 01)0¢2)

(31) L(n1, veey nk+1)=

»ESNB (JhHE fi (1993c), Kitada et al. (1994)). & 2T »®, »? 1381, B205 i Hic
BU2HEHER, /=1, 2 3HORT, o IHERKTH B, %7z, nfi=NY—n"Y, PP =
— PO TH B,

32 2EHADTF—9~nER

Red, White &  FIUZEAbs 14 H 2B DT, BEOHEIZ 3T TNV 4 DT LA %R 14 H
LU TR 2D 2. 2 BED 2B RS, WHERBB L UNT Y F DT A —F CEP R VET
WEENHBETNVEEZ, THERZOWTHEDZRWEE LD EBED4DDET NV E2E
27z, KT TR, BECRBICEL LW EREL THEEEELZWb DR ET LA, HE2EE
TEHELDRETNVB T3, —F, BLRBECELD L LEEL THEAE2ZEELEZWLO R E
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Table4. Estimates and standard errors of parameters for Model 4 under Model
B and Model D.

Model B Model D

Red and White Red White

Z,(/day) 0.1628 (0.0148) 0.1700 (0.0152) 0.1593 (0.0166)
Z,(/day) 0.1857 (0.0263) 0.1982 (0.0289) 0.1813 (0.0287)
Fy(fday) 0.0170 (0.0017) 0.0178 (0.0018)  0.0158 (0.0017)
F(/day) 0.0398 (0.0138) 0.0460 (0.0161) 0.0377 (0.0143)
M(/day) 0.1458 (0.0138) 0.1522 (0.0141) 0.1436 (0.0155)

o? 22.23 (6.45) 21.39 (6.46) 23.68 (7.19)

P) 0.93 (0.024) 0.95 (0.014)

FNC, A EET S DEETAVD ET S, Tkbb

EFINVA: PP=PP and p=0,
EFNVB: PP=P? and p+0,
£FNC: PP+P? and p=0,
EFND: PP+ PP and p+0.

5NV A, B, C, D izitd 2 BAHOLE 13 —284.55, —254.27, —286.16, —250.00 & 7% -7z,
POETVCTHHERZERCE» /2. £ I THEEZERICANT, SETRBICEN W I L
BPRELIZETFVBOEZERHFLEZET VD N 2RBAELE A 2 &, —2X(—254.27
+250.00)=8.54 %D, p=0.074 THo7z (BHE4D. #->T, PPERIAOSNDI DD, HE
K¥E 5% TIHREIZFER I T, LRI Z 3R & e o 7z, Red 1d White 12 Eb
RCPPBEETCHEINTOLRHELZE>TED, Fe&Medb White XD K&, Loh
RF LTI T WLEADS S 2 ash iz (Table 4), KEEHME TIZ 5% HEAKME CIRIIE
HashzhprolzZ bh s, 2HOTMPOFTRICBINENLZEZZ TP o/ EEXLDPBEHET
h3, TITORTADBER, FEOFETCHUERRESL, RUBROFEABICINELT
L, ERCEICERCBILET -9 THE0T, EEROEFEHOMECERT S &
Ezohb, 2O00BEEEOEE HEICIIEEREN Lol LHIBTL 2.

4. = =

FWEROERFM ST 2 A LT, BHEOZORESEZoNS, BREM AR Z
o l- BEUE Red 23 2,422 & 17,578 =, White 232,294 & 17,706 TH %, b @ 353E kD »°
BREICL > THEEN 2 DOMFERTELVLEWLIRBIERET 2 I LIRS, TNFROEE
OEFEE PP BIV PP £33 L, RIERH (H) & PY'=PP=R Thd. ZOSEIROMK
EERBEALETEZLE, Bl LE2PARBCHBEINLILER, dL 2 DDFENMILRS

(4'1) L____P(IJP(Z)

rEFL, BBLUPY L PPOREKEEER log Lo 202N (0 +0®)/(NV+N?),
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nVIND, n® NP L7223 BRSO 1 —14,508.80 (Ho) & —14,506.83 (Hy) L o7z, KE
Hfist &3 3.93 TRFIIFH S L2 (BHEL p=0.047). ZOBERIZLUTTRRZ5EED
CHREDRRLEBL—HLTW3,

BB IPHEC R BEREIOL S BREDEER T, BREEOMRER2 F & M
B—EDFETEZD &, BEEE F(1-e%)/Z Tk %5, BRI HSRVGEL, K
F2EED FIZ BEICZ EZ2ERLTWS, H2WIEINIE, FIM B% w2 L L A%T, BA
FT L HERTHEOREERFEIL LS TP o TN EIhEHIEL TWE 2 LICks, L
L, PBOUBEHZERFETCREBRZVESEIL, XD ESNRTVEELLNZDT, BHED
HBIWCIIHEMBEORELDD F L M OBAREIICAZETVERIZLZ20O8EZ L, £
7z, BHEOBRETRIITHEICLTWS ¢ o BT S 2,

EIAT, PEETIE, 2EEMNSIT, B v SAY Y VSR REL TWA AIICERS
DETH B, B THIZEICIDT—F DBEEIEMT > 5 ADREIIREEN D72, 72, &
BOFE BRI F BT L Tw 2 e BT ORMRIIME S LRy, ZOF—F D%
G x*=394 THOIRBREH I (HEE L p=0.047), 2 BEOFETRIZIIEZNR N E WS FiE

ERMOBRICL D, ZOEHIDL S22 DOBEEEOEE[FEOELTLT 2541, HE
BHWBRD 53, PREOHESENL TV IDE I RF -2, BEEOZORE % H#
T2 0EY TRy, HlEDEOKRE CIRBELEHS WD, FEESSEM DL
ZHEZTESDNT0EID, FHEORED: D DMERTEDSED 2 HHD o 5125
X 5ATED (McCullagh and Nelder (1989)), EWESFH> I L AT 3.

BES v AR L2355 F 1% over-dispersion ORIEE & U T — G HIE € 5V O TR
JoEE (quasi-likelihood) 1 X » THRD b T W3, j EEOFETIRE 6, iXRLLEC L 2 &k
REBATRD S Z L TE 3 (Kitada et al. (1994)).

()
(4.2) U(6,)= Z Vo (NPS) &”]W]&P“‘:O-

WNZITEFDINT A—F 1

1 %1 (%(lj)_NP‘lgj))z

=2
(4'3) S 0H= h—s = Npi(j)

TEz o, CUNDNRTRA—Y BBELGEEZTDOEEDHTIEIDZI2HDDI I ITHEL, o1
BZETY HETED S explicit IKHET 3 207 7o —F I 8iE € 7 (Farebrother
(1985), JtH fib (1992)) OJ\E LFAETH Y, WHEOBRIZIKE:, 6; DSBILHEIE

k+1

—~ » . i -1
(4.4) V(8;)= 6é->< P ﬁpva,(NPM)Vg(NPM»

T5 2 515 (McCullagh and Nelder (1989)). & 2 T BT DIEE 2B, SUEE XL
2R 570 DFEH+2 TR VD, BREE > T0SHERER DTN T 2 —5 DB
BELT, 08 FHOBKE L TEIBEENTHS. Lrl, SBELETE, =
CTHo12 kD% 2MDT — 5 BN D BB E DB FERTHTH 5.

Z Tl over-dispersion L {HEER EE T 57:%, EHRAMOLERZE 2. ZhoDF5
A= 2WETHILRX I > THEBOEIPOADITEHREZIBET 2L TES, o220
BEOSREEHET 2, EBESCL BRIV E>THHLTWEES oI REL, Bk
ML T RHEINSSHEEINS, o BIRFEHOFTHORNN LB 2R, ATHE
HERARACHERTEFLFEE LR T VI ERHIONTEDY, ZhicERL TRRERICKE
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WHEENTD T3, EEOBEMZEREMDI: DI ZEFSMEREZRL RN 5K
Tchsd, ZODIZE, BIRAEOLIRPETEHLZS WEEDOHENEZ 6NED, Th
S OIHIZ o ODHEMEITEELBER R K-> TWwa, I 2Tl 7@ ki, EEE 2 BHh
WWHAAND 2 ENTE, HREVOEFSACONIETE 2, KAETRIITOHEERS
» 7> BASIC 71 275 4% RECOVERY (dtH (1992)) St s T3, :

2 £ X B
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Evaluation of the Quality of Hatchery-reared Fish Based on
Mortality Rates Estimated from Tag Recoveries

Shuichi Kitada

(Japan Sea-Farming Association)

Hirohisa Kishino ,

(Department of Social and International Relations, University of Tokyo)

This paper reviews the development of estimation of the fishing and natural mortality
rates from time series of tag recoveries, for evaluating quality difference of hatchery-
reared fish. Recovery data are usually over-dispersed, and have correlations when we
compare the viability of different reared groups released simultaneously. This is mainly
because of aggregation in the population and being exposed in the same environments.
For this problem, we considered the normal distribution model as an approximation of the
Dirichlet compound multinomial distribution, and extended the model for bivariate case.
We analyzed recovery data of two groups of hatchery-reared red seabream as an empirical
study. Three change-point hazard rate alternatives against a constant mortality rate
were considered. The y? tests for the comparison of recovery rates are critically re-
viewed. The quasi-likelihood approach for estimating mortality rates is also discussed.

Key words: Tag recoveries, fish mortality rates, change-point, over-dispersion, correlation, AIC.



