Trade-off and performance: catch/biomass

Three management procedures (MP1-MP3). Median values over 20-year projection period (2020-2040).
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The chart compares performance
of different candidate manage-
ment procedures (MP) across X
operating models, showing
trade-offs between actionable
metrics of catch (2 performance
metrics on the left) and resulting
biomass or fish abundance (2
performance metrics on the
right).
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metrics, at the sacrifice of population health.

CATCH

Cav

Average annual catch
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Biomass relative to unfished
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