Yooolad/ ik § e Jla

Ol M gale lae

(o T (55500 W 0329 (SOLeo Al £ 99 dw Ao
(Macrobrachium nipponense)

Yo . RPN Yo Y ’ =
J|JASQL«~>‘L 6)}4.1.0-“&-0‘0-{}-‘]@-‘“ )ﬁ.g;‘b-ﬂ‘&b

*nooryahmad@gmail.com

O 08 88231 (ads suSiily Mk 85,5 -)
wlidas plosle (il sleal osseil ssaassy osaS s asle lE8aS o ge Y

S (e 55WES mss 5 Liose!

O 308 sl&a31s ( slisu 938 5 a sle SuSialy (e 05 S -V

WAP sl i d b

Y40 L3 il e s

CPUE 3l 45 Macrobrachium nipponense cy s ol s < J5! oY S5l (500 319

ol dilate ,5 J3l OB L5 apo 5 5 0054l Slles
Jsb FAUYEEAVN " SLslis claike b oligyo
g sl ok b Jl o YYIYa'vaaa/fo" SOy
ali dws (Budo opl 0 ol plxl VYAY g 0l g 0lo e
b cols S5 0y 2l b b Shy b ol
OYAN e G) (V Jgoz) ol ol

YE 5 p5) CPUE' _asls Jlade 000 cewss sy
SlsSn (35 Lolol 2 osliiul 3,50 oleo slo als (el
bl 2 ey Wbl o Al ol o Gl 4 eud po
:(White, 1987) o acwloe L3 doles

‘__LT e
CPUE =

U L__a \_:.':L-:JJ

ali 5,80l ol x ali dlaws = golee o

! Cache Per Unit Effort
4y

GoFYSN " Llilas cusbee o Jpl oY
oo TYIYANF LYY FAT g B,s b PRSIV
5 OS5 Ol 53 @oye JaglSNAT 20> cobuwe b ot
(De coslons dly olpl 1525 50 )35 by sz Jolo
o yya> Yo7 Jls ,o Grave and Ghane, 2006)
J5 «Y6 o Macrobrachium nipponense y; & ol
2 455 il 31 63bj Caner 5 W35 Glyis 5 b IS

ol 453l 558 (55 sbps oy sl )9) Sl OV
Ll 4 4> L (De Grave and Ghane, 2006)
5 alie SRS 1 o5 ey Slikos 5 adlate (55555]
5 ookl S) oud plawl (et ST (55%e (olit L3,
Gl als Jels Al g aw (TP K
(Opera House Traps) 4,5 e a5 «(Cylindrical Pot)
ol 85w swo lp (HOkkaido Pot) slojes ali g
3,90 VAT Jlo j0 5wl asle Jpl QY6 o ol

235513 b))


mailto:nooryahmad@gmail.com*

e ot o (558 s 0305 (sulies 4B g5 e dnlis

Q‘J&@JJ\S:}L;.’&

e O (5950 a0 (sl ST 290 (3luo Al dus (S lasiiuo 1) Jgor
Table 1: Characters of the three fish pot designs which were experimentally compared for catching shrimp in

this study.
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Figure 1: Catch per unit effort (per gr in 24 hours).
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Figure 2: Percentage length—frequency distributions
of Macrobrachium nipponense in three
kinds of traps. n = the number of shrimps
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Abstract

One of the comparison methods for evaluating fishing gears efficiencies is based on Catch per Unit
Effort (CPUE). In this study, we used three different types of traps for catching oriental river prawn
(Macrobrachium nipponense). Capture efficiencies and catch rates of cylindrical pot, opera house
trap, and Hokkaido pot were compared with each other during the investigation in Anzali Lagoon.
The results indicated that there is a significant difference (P<0/05) among the amounts of CPUE of
cylindrical pot (0.24+£0.12 gr), opera house trap (4.17+£0.84 gr) and Hokkaido pot (1.58+0.41 gr).
There was a significant difference between the results of length frequencies of captured prawns that
was trapped by cylindrical pot and opera house trap (P<0.05). Hokkaido, cylindrical and opera
house traps were not significantly different from each other for length frequencies. The results
indicated that opera house trap was an appropriate fishing gear for catching oriental river prawn
because it had higher catch rates and caught prawns with higher length frequencies.
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