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T 524088)

WZE T 2008 4F9 A-2009 49 A 7403 7E & F % & B 435 E # (Euthynnus affinis) & 4 % # 3k
MAegAEK . BEIMAAMEKRKTENETUNHATT . ERET, XHEHET pha%, £
EREPTLEANAE X, FAXBFERMEEE, WrXink R K%, D8 R % (Bregmaceros
rarisquamosus, 45.50%). & # /N f (Stolephorus zollingeri, 11.81%)7%r-K & 1% #%(Theyssa setirostris,
5.89%) K R R B R A AV, SF B H E BT A A R MR B R B TR B E R, e e b
7 T #(Sardinella aurita, 1 ). K& 5% @ (@47 A). K428 A). 4 #(Leignathus riviulatus,
9 A)., HW/ANEWA0A), PEHEREN-BF 3 A) EK/ANT 340 mm By 85 R FE R K by 3 Ao 27
HEEERAEDHN B EREE EA#SE; RKAE 341-520 mm 56 B 785K, BEE RK B3 Ao
HPABLERAENNANBRERERRLERATHRAS, GFENEEEYE 48 A, REHERE
GSI(E M AL BT, AR IFEH 6 A, 8 A), Fligsifd LERKENFEA
EVK A, HNEEREAERATLIREFREIRA, EEFNYE, HELEEF KD EK,

KA A, 4, BEIME; MRAF
hESERE S931.1 CHEFRINEE A

fiti (Euthynnus affinis)J& T &7 H (Perciformes)

%P} (Scombroidei) . #fjJ& (Euthynnus), AiEEH F2
R 2, FE AR EEVE . R S R
FEHER, T TR AT R P 28 BN (B A e O b
F(FAO, 2003). SfifEhEEfRgalas, ®h L=
TR AR AR R G0 Y B W vh 47 1 2 A A (Korsmeyer et
al, 2001), HAHCARFFELT R T [ N Hh 2235 1) 5 ik
Kt HAT, XEepbss FEEPTERE IR,
T3 AN E5E R AE 28 (Muthiah, 1985; Ommanne, 1953;
Williamson, 1970; Blaber etal, 1990; Chiouetal,
2004a, b; Shaneetal, 2009)J5 i, JbHBE LTI
R VGALTS, S s E S ) g, AR
PRI A8 R o 8 1 e SO =117 R e~ 2 | oL Y18 B
ARG A AR EE AL KSR, 2009), CT
b T i £ T M S AR DG A 5 0 R LR T
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AWFFEHET 2008 4 9 H-2009 4F 9 A% H RE
RIS BHAE T 0 AR B, B gE T LR S PR
HpfAE K& E WAL, B 78 00 6 0 R i ] Rk
PEIF A AR HE AR , LRI a2 ) A A 2 Pt
FERHTERE

1 #RE5F=E
1.1 HESAREMDH

1.1.1 H%BRE  FESEUE 2008 45 9 H-2009 4 9
F AT W S AR o RAE LS A ) PE AR | iR
S NFT LR ARV (B 1), X ARG P b i
S8 S T 0 Sl AR A B ) D) R R 3 AR A A T B AL
FIAE o SRAE BYRE 4% BRI )8 A2 FLYE (GB/T12763) i
TR KOE#E] 1 mm), REMAEREREFE 1 g).
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Fig.1 The location of sampling fishing ports in the Beibu Gulf

PEFRE B R 0.1 @)% AW r S8l E .

1.1.2  H5u B A M B AR 69 5T B 1 ' FE AL AE
FE30 11 B A B9 W7, SR AR S AR LR AT e [ 52
e, HTE SN, EEEE SR S AE%.
FH WU i 51485 (Leica Zoom 2000 Z45V)#EAT H & 414
Br, SR S POR OB TR 5, 1987 RifF5E
4, 20065 BEEE, 2008), KIETE SRR 0] R
FEBRART GG, IR TR mAK)n, FIRE N
0.001 g LT R FHRE . AR 43 T 1
A, MH. VI, VI, VIHIE 6 NEHGEEK
FEEERE, 19855 BRETZA, 2004).

1.2 HIEZITFS

121 #hkE5#HhET£Z A (L, mm) 51k
HW, gy XZRL W=al®, BIFesfiikE Sk K 4K
KREFL, 1995),
1.2.2  HFEIH BRI EDN A FE%) . L
HrH(N%) . B8 2 e (W%)(Hyslop, 1980)F1%s B
K (Weitkamp et al, 2008)43l2K LA T AR5
F% = (X B Y53 B A
BBV R B SR E)><100 (1)
N% = (iZ &9 o 1 25k
YA AR SR ) X100 (2)
W%=(i% £ ¥ 153 Y B 1F it/
1 A ) B IE H ) < 100 (3)
75 B =2 BB E $< 100
BEFhE W) K 40 ) B B (Hacunda,  1981) FAHXT
NSRRI (Field et al, 1982)FA T g Z M4
43 FE(IR1%)(Pinkas et al, 197 1) &, HE AR T .
IRI = (N% + W%)*xF% 4)

IRI% = (IRI/SIRI)x 100 (5)
JHHTE B (Repletion Index, RI)(Figueiredo et al,
2005). 75 B R AR B RIAG AR R, AR
W
RI=VH R} f2 /4K 5 < 100 (6)
JH P )1 1 348 8 (Gonad Somatic Index, GSI)
(Htun-Han, 1978)7-#rfifi i E MG ML, 5% & 1k bifi
ZHEBY B A2 A

GSI=0 51 5 /4 /A T > 100 (7

K H1 Brillouin $84% H 3P4 7= 24 (Pielou, 1969).
1 N!

H, =—Ilog,————— 8

CTNC BN ING AN ! ®)

Ao, N R KRR YR B8, N R
k AR D1 ARSI, THE RS R 2 REE R B H,
FAL T H,+ 0.05H, Yi I A 8945, F0 B 45 H AR B
SR R PEAG B R 2 AR I ZE SR (Koen et al, 2002).

L FEKBEGERE . 20 m. 30 m)EHE IR
T E CATSAT(HUH) RS FEAR B AR . BdRsiT
A3ATIN ] SPSS 17.0 B AR K 41 . H 4y B 4%
BAMEHE T R R 22507 o

2 HRE5HW

21 HHBEEMREEMENMEERNT

HORAE 435 (R DRI EE 338 JB), IR K
4 165-520 mm, [ 2009 4F 6 H i1 T &b py a2k
e S N BOE IR Z R EU(H,) R 0 51, HAR4S
A% H, Z A8/ 2 D(X)=0.14], H#& AR H,
VEAE H£0.05H, 35 [ P9 () B8 Bl A~

TR ERER B/ IMAK ) 165 mm, FeRKIEK N
520 mm; fEFEEREK N 220-370 mm, 5 EAEREAR )
66.67%([&l 2), S KA E N 2580 g, f/IMAE Ky 24.7 g;
RHARE R 171-920 g, 5 EAFEAR Y 63.91%(5] 3),
TRK ST E R W= 8.002x10 °L>6,RT = 0.9709.,

JEEBIBEELE 311-340 mm K 4] PS4 R E )
MR Z, 35 6.58 4~; 1E 491-520 mm R K41, F
BRI, BA 0.7 4 PR Y E
HIRKM N 1114 g, F/MEN 1.0 g(& 4),

22 EMAEARKREATK
221 R AR 5 B e X R AL A 2

(/b8 AZ Bregmaceros rarisquamosus, i /NA
Stolephorus zollingeri, Ktk fiZ Theyssa setirostris
4 @/Nyb T 1 Sardinella aurita %), HI 5225 (HIF
B BEEMBIRFL LS, 21 #GR 2), BT
ITEMEm,
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x1 LHTHE YR

Tab.l Samples for analysis of stomach content of E. affinis in the Beibu Gulf

REEMCBICE-)  RKBH FSIRK BB BEME e gpien  HoE 0.0SH BURIH
Sampling time Range of Average Number of Empty Trophic diversity H, Samples number within
(Year-Month) SL(mm) SL(mm) stomachs stomachs H,+0.05 H,

2008-09 165-285 229+6 35 7 0.47 22
2008-10 224-325 282+6 32 8 0.18 27
2008-11 304-355 33043 21 0 0.44 18
2008-12 269-390 32444 45 14 0.26 38
2009-01 283-355 33042 51 34 0.37 19
2009-02 232-304 258+3 50 3 0.53 28
2009-03 274-444 374+11 15 2 0.59 8
2009-04 408-435 42142 12 4 0.47 4
2009-05 216-425 27947 50 11 0.47 19
2009-06 343-441 417+11 8 0 - -
2009-07 345-520 460+7 30 4 0.45 11
2009-08 205-466 295+7 47 9 0.52 31
2009-09 290-333 303+4 39 1 0.60 25
—#7"T; —. No data
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AKX [A] Length size/mm
&2 SRR
Fig.2 The body length distribution of E. affinis
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Fig.3 The body weight distribution of E. affinis
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z AR Mean prey number —o— YR EH I Mean prey weight 112
5 7F 110 -
§ § 3t 14 ﬁ i
= 12
[161-190) [191-220) [221-250) [251-280) [281-310) [311-340) [341-370) [371-400) [401-430) [431-460) [461-490) [491-520)
K IX ] Length size/mm
Bl 4 bR o TRk A A B R A R B AR 1 AR Ak
Fig.4 Comparative mean prey numbers and prey weight of E. affinis in different body length groups
F2 JtEEHEWE N
Tab.2 Diet composition of Euthynnus affinis in the Beibu Gulf
(IR SEIES g MREK fhE B AR MR
Prey category No. HFHEIN HAEO)W HiRF Haol(%)F  $KECIRI
2% (Crabs) 9 0.48 - 4 0.76 0.36 0.02
1 #F i (Oratosquilla  oratoria) 1 0.05 - 1 0.19 0.01 -
KA HIHR (Solenocera crassicomis) 7 0.37 0.52 4 0.76 0.68 0.04
1 [E B U (Acetes chinensis) 5 0.27 0.22 3 0.57 0.27 0.01
8 ¥ % i iF (Heterocarpoides laevicarina) 68 3.61 1.21 19 3.60 17.35 0.91
ARHAHHAUFZE (Unidentified shrimps) 33 1.75 0.54 9 1.70 3.90 0.20
£ 1 i fiffi (Saurida tumbil) 2 0.11 0.66 2 0.38 0.29 0.02
/1> J2R %5 (Bregmaceros rarisquamosus) 600 31.86 16.43 95 17.99 868.85 45.50
R 22 % (Bregmaceros nectabanus) 4 0.21 0.29 2 0.38 0.19 0.01
40 /N T fa(Sardinella aurita) 178 9.45 10.97 29 5.49 112.18 5.88
E /NP T 1 (Sardinella jussieu) 23 1.22 3.63 9 1.70 8.27 0.43
F7 /Nt (Stolephorus zollingeri) 145 7.70 16.60 49 9.28 225.50 11.81
W) /N £ (Stolephorus heteroboba) 25 1.33 1.76 13 2.46 7.61 0.40
JiE EG /N f1 (Stolephorus commersoni) 16 0.85 1.93 8 1.52 421 0.22
/NS4 )8 (Stolephorus sp.) 48 2.55 4.15 28 5.30 35.50 1.86
KAk i (Thryssa setirostris) 250 13.28 6.53 30 5.68 112.56 5.90
% [/ #5 (Decapterus maruadsi) 24 1.27 1.55 11 2.08 5.89 0.31
K H % (Megalapis cordyla) 6 0.32 2.12 5 0.95 2.31 0.12
rI¥éfa(Trachurus japonicus) 8 0.42 2.64 6 1.14 3.49 0.18
£ 4if(Leignathus riviulatus) 111 5.89 2.25 28 5.30 43.18 2.26
# £ fiF (Leiognathus lineolatus) 32 1.70 2.01 13 2.46 9.13 0.48
5 B fifi (Leignathus bindus) 94 4.99 5.84 23 4.36 47.18 2.47
7 £ (Trichiurus japonicus) 6 0.32 7.28 5 0.95 7.20 0.38
ARATHEIA £125 (Unidentified Pisces) 153 8.13 9.72 115 21.78 388.60 20.35
AT A Sk 2 25 (Unidentified Cephalopod) 1 0.05 0.11 1 0.19 0.03 -
1 [El 4 2 i (Uroteuthis chinensis) 26 1.38 0.53 10 1.89 3.62 0.19
¥ 1215 J& (Uroteuthis sp.) 8 0.42 0.50 6 1.14 1.05 0.06

—FE7R BT e ]<0. 01%

— means the ralue was <0. 01%
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TERHE ML, LA IRIY% (R R 3 B8 5
)R FERR, BHE EERE X R 25(98.57%), H
WO FE25(1.18%) Al Sk R 25(0.25%) . PRI B A )
Ry R A (45.50%) . T /INVA HL(11.81%) FHK itk
2(5.89%).

222 EHmme AT LB e L2 F
PR ENE, IRI%IA 98.57%(3E 3). TEAR A, HE
BB AR S 2200 . 2008 AFE 9 H LA R
(Leignathus riviulatus)y 35 10 H LAF /N 3
11, 12 A J 2009 45 2 H DI/ R | S8R A3 1 /1N
N 2009 4F 1 AR S/ NP T s E; 3 AL
AR RRAS TN RIS 5 4-7 H LLRRE
Yool s 8 A LA @ike fig oy = ERAEY

/0B JoR 455 P RE X R B FR EUE Ay EE(IR1%) By, A
17.64% , H R T /NS R AR B, 43510 12.27%
N 7.19% THEHETEATE T 4y 1 3R IECR B3 25
S, QbR | AR ANVAME KRR . S0/ T
5 MTEARTRL R Oy B, TS | R, | R
2 I | AR R RN /N T A T 3

23 BEMERAFHNEN

231 MHKRAFHATK B ETE 4 H IR
PR, Hor, MR IVIRRAMA Y 39.56%, VY
A 17.6%; 5 A PERR A VISR He i BA S 34,
iKF] 37.89%; 6 FPERR TR VIR, 3E A 51 = s
M 2008 4F 10 H-2009 4F 3 A, MK T IHAE

R 3 ALEEERRMAM IRI%AEL
Tab.3 Monthly variation of IR1% of E. affinis in the Beibu Gulf

THALFIZE Prey category

2008.9 2008.102008.112008.12 2009.1 2009.2 2009.3 20094 2009.5 2009.6 2009.7 2009.8 2009.9

f#35(Crabs)

IRk (O. oratoria)

A HINR(S. crassicomis)

1 E B UF(A. chinensis)

TEE 2 MR(H. laevicarina) 8.63
ANATHEHANFZE (Unidentified shrimps)

Z IS, tumbil) 0.25
/DM FR A% (B. rarisquamosus) 3.43
FRIEFR S (B. nectabanus)

4t/ N T #(S. aurita)

R/ T fa(S. jussieu)

Fa /A (S. zollingeri)

42 /1V,s fa(S. heteroboba)

JHEEG/IVA (S, commersoni)

7N\ 1 & (Stolephorus sp.) 18.77 433
KATRZ (T, setirostris) 244 036

% A #%(D. maruadsi)

KH5(M. cordyla) 0.03
r4(T. japonicus) 1.39
2R (L. riviulatus) 73.97
HLEUFE (L. lineolatus)

FBEAF(L. bindus)

i ta(T japonicus)

AT HEA 2 (Unidentified Pisces)
AEHEAK 22

(Unidentified Cephalopod)

P AR (U, chinensis)

#  iJ& (Uroteuthis sp.)

15.40

84.24

55.67 5445 3.73

45.30

31.09 0.25

12.45
0.56
1.34
0.12 0.38
0.74
31.82 1.87 1.67
79.47 30.31 2.34
0.38
51.84 823 10.28
17.67
30.02
4.05 10.76
8.34
7.67 038
57.45 33.22
29.12 0.76 1.35
6.16
12.23
278 142

0.10 16.00

0.04 2.04 347
29.62  6.17 47.88 88.77 100.00 80.70 14.46 33.73

0.04

4.24 0.04
4.35 0.16 7.28
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P35 Y A MEBEA SR 30%0 1, Hid 2008 4E 10
A, M 93.56%,

232 HBELEMBAFTAKBEIG X AR £t )
BEmEEARAMEEHR2ER, ABEREVY
T8 B (R £ 11 0k sh i B I A — B (& 5) . B 1
Yok IR BUTE 6 A £ (6.44) , BB Rl 100%,
MO Pe BN 8 H P BUAIE B I — /N
IE(2.08). FREHAE 1 HEAL, J33%; 7E3 H. 6 A
A HieR, b 100%. HOEFEECE 10 Hiok, M
3.79; 1E 4 AR, 7 0.0003, S KT 2B EY,
& H PR A 25 R I 2 (P<0.05).

—— $% 12 % Percentage of stomachs with food
--o- SEHYPE RIS B Mean maturity index
-o- 1575 %X Mean repletion index

X 1201 7

3 ]

S i 16

£ 100 / X X

= 5 E ;\g,g;

2 g0l . 1P & R
g f &5 &2
E 60 ; 2% &3
oS 13 5a 35

S 40} / yoBE

[ ! 12 7 8§ & g

gﬂ 0 ’ / [5Y ]

= 20} O S i O8] 1 = =

S DA G N

L oler . oo ¥ie®s T Oy 0

HAMonth9 10 1112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

FYear 2008 2009

5 b v o £ o B S o 3R B H A2 Ak
Fig.5 Monthly variation of feeding intensity and maturity
coefficient of E. affinis in the Beibu Gulf

JLEBIE L JZ(SST). 20 m 1 30 m /KIE/KIEAE1L
RAHKEHIE , BHAE 6-9 H KIEAIXEE , X 58611
PECAFE EL GSIE AR LA &, FH T s —
ORI (P>0.05), FHAHEH = OE E IGIH Y H BLS
)RR A VIO FR o A ER T 0 A Y
GSI fH7E 1-5 ABK, 6 AsElm e, HAF=ImE
WEHA ST ERE AR GSI i, Ak 6.44 F
4.15; M7 AFFIE TR, %= 8 H HBEEE2.08); 9
A W TG T B 2 AR E(E 6).

3 it it
3.1 #HPEBRIM

IS A A BT R B2 /NS | R
m2s . PRIEEMK LR, FERMENFEARI% N
98.57%), HFE2(1.18%)F1k FEJ5(0.25%) H ] #{I%

HAR SR A 1 Ry D R A5 (IR1% K 45.50) . T 7/
A (118 D) FH A B(5.89%) o 1EAN[R] B RF I FR 45

E A 536 %
—— i Female —-¥-- i Male —o—SST
20m ifit i 30m
20m Temperature ~ ~ 30m Temperature
M 130
= 6 [
s {28 ©
55 o
5 5
A 126 €
S ©
R o
e B
=5 14 e
=732} b
S 1o %
Ot h
0 g 20
1 3 4

) ‘\
5 6 7 8
H 1 Month

9 10 11 12

Ko JLERMEa IR A B S b B2
USRI AP
Fig.6 Monthly variation of different layers water
temperature and E. affinis GSI in the Beibu Gulf

W, PR E RIS R F 225, BRI RS
K H AR BB A YRR 225 P 1R
B, SRR R 90% DL R, HAL IR AR
Y1k /NS g (Blaber et al, 1990); #5725 5 b 3T i 455,
B EE B X S R R AR S 25, R DLEERRILT
55 A0 R4 4124 32 (Chiou et al, 2004); A H] I 43403
i TR I 1 DL AR A 2 rp R RN S, TN
0 )80 i 8.7%(Shane et al, 2009). ffi7F 415 11,
J& T EEHEE, mHEERa sk, H
FERMK L, XrTRE S8 T B kadea X, X4
W LR PR A s D, T BE PR AR A

A0S S o ) PR} AR i 2 iR A B DA [ B A
@25, DR &N T, Hi /A asE
FEAS O th B R A sy, B2 VRl . A HENE
Z VT bl | BRI R S5 DR AR A A A S A oy B
X AR AL 5 PR AR W b RN 8 11 2 4T AR Ak B 4 A
XK, WATRE 5N A A 1 B 00 AR K 1 22 5 A K
(Chen et al, 1986),

32 HEABMEERNEN

i B MR R AR R — i A
(Takahashi, 1974), JEFREEGHABISN , A4 /NTF 340 mm
V1) 8 A 2 B A 1 ) 4 I G P 357 5 VR A 1 1 - 4k
HEEE FIFHEE RKTE 341-520 mm {5 [ N O
AN, Bl A R I A R TR AE D A B S
o AR R T R Yesaki(1994) B 58 & 31,
TEEPBEFE— RV, AR 250-350 mm AYER A
HAEFIE A 1 AR, L, 6K A
340 mm DL R AT BEJE TR 8 BIPE RAH 1
AN, XA TG R B RS RS SR E,
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Tt B R AR 0 1 5 AR B B A B 3 g v o, AR
R R KBRS R (R K K F 341 mm) EZR
£T 200944, 6.7 F 8 AHGE ), T HHIHE,
PSSR AR ) (R s 24 S A e M I i 1, RO 46
e [ I T R N TR SN SR S RAEE: 7/ D e 0 WA N i[5 7
D BB R P B

33 HHERMMUBRATHEZN

KR AR Ak T2 5 ) £ PR R — A B R
(Takahashi, 1974), JtHF L= 0 FEZEFE 4-8
22 7 K R A s (2 /KRR A 29.7°C), KW
)5 5K IR AR LA HE VIR . MEEA R GSI
(BL7E—4FHp B PR A W, 5 T S5 i st 5 i
HEWIG, RIEERE A — > FE L0 E e H)
FI—DRE = IEIES A). 7E AT P i a2
IR, Qe IS 0 sk, B 5L AN = B
3 67 A 11-%14E 2 H (Buiag, 1956), THE 1K /R
AT e VA SR 11 7= B v W Y BRAE 9-10 H (Muthiah,
1985), VHEDEEVEER =B 11, 12 H — ELZEff )]
P45 F(Ommanne, 1953),

ACHR L S AE = B e W, AR B AR R — 1
R KT (80%A 1), 22 BB 1) 5 2 5 B O N 23 Bl ™
B9 v W B 1 3T B RIS, X 5 SRR R AR
TR () 45 £ ) P[] (Shane et al, 2009), {H 51L#B
BRI E I Mo, 2011), W AETSES,
2010b) F1 2 1 WE A (51 = ¥4 55, 2010a) 55 55 &1 Bl AH
B, 3% T RE 5 A6V 0 > A G, A W
49 A B 3 37 2R A (Chiou et al, 2004a., b), |74
BB EHTE AR 68 T I 3] 75 s 25 il v Jak
AT B (Williamson, 1970), PRtk, Jy 7 %b 75 i jiE
AR AR R T RE , X — LR P 45 SR
o [, 6 A 6HRSREZ B R A A f s, A
a R SE B AR XS i b, ELRE A R AR T8 R R 2
D, 3T - 2 ) A £ R B X AR T
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Feeding Habits and Ontogenetic Diet Shifts of Mackerel Tuna
(Euthynnus affinis) in the Beibu Gulf, South China Sea

SU Xin', LI Yongdong', HE Xiongbo', LU Huosheng'?, YAN Yunrong"*"

(1. College of Fisheries, Guangdong Ocean University, Zhanjiang 524088; 2. Center of South China Sea Fisheries Resources
Monitoring and Assessment, Guangdong Ocean University, Zhanjiang 524088)

Abstract

To study the mackerel tuna (Euthynnus affinis) feeding habits and its ontogenetic diet shifts,

435 mackerel tuna were collected for an annual research from September 2008 to September 2009 in the
main fishing ports such as Beihai, Basuo, Sanya and Jianghong of the Beibu Gulf, South China Sea.
Results showed that the mackerel tuna of the Beibu Gulf was omnivorous and it predated not only the
small pelagic fish but also the benthic fish, crustaceans and cephalopods. Pisces were dominant in the
diets with the percentage of Index of Relative Importance (IR1%) of 98.57%. Among these, 21 species
were identified. As indicated with IRI%, Bregmaceros rarisquamosus (45.50%), Stolephorus zollingeri
(11.81%), Theyssa setirostris (5.89%), and Sardinella aurita (5.87%) were principal in the food cons-
ituent. The main species changed monthly and it was Sardinella aurita in January; Bregmaceros
rarisquamosus in February, March, November, December; Unidentified Pisces from April to July;
Sardinella aurita in August; Leignathus riviulatus in September; Stolephorus zollingeri in October. The
prey weight and numbers increased when body size of mackerel tuna was less than 340 mm (SL<340 mm),
but there were decreased when body size of mackerel tuna was from 341 to 520 (341-520 mm). The
spawning periods of the mackerel tuna were spring and summer, mainly from April to August. There were
two spawn peaks, June and August, which were recognized by the female gonad somatic index (GSI) that
maintained strong feeding intensity during the reproduction periods. Moreover, the peak periods were
consistent with the water temperature of pelagic layers provided by France CATSAT fisheries remote

sensing system.
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