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Indices evaluated

* Fishery independent video indices
 SEAMAP video
* Combined labs eGOM video
* Reef visual survey

* Fishery dependent
* Recreational Headboat




Combined video index eGOM

* Pros:

e Largest sample size possible for the . Scamp Combined Vide°'_.”f§:mbwdeoIndex_eGOM
eGOM by using data from PC, ' Nominal
Pascagoula (SEAMAP), and FWRI 3 . ¥

» Covers several habitat, depth, and 25 oo e

spatial strata

* Length comps for this species are very
similar

* Large selectivity range for gear

* |ssues

Relative MaxN

* Doesn’t incorporate West Gulf data
from SEAMAP survey
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* Not needed previously in assessments



SEAMAP video survey index

* Pros:

Scamp Video Indices

* Longest time series for fishery-
independent data

* Covers Texas-Dry Tortugas 25

* |ssues:

* Misses critical, nearshore and
low relief habitats Scamp are
found on in other surveys
(PC,FWRI) 0s | N

e Inclusion in assessment '
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Camera survey recommendations

e Patterns in population seem
to be driven primarily by
eGOM however Scamp
catches in the wGOM aren’t
small enough to ignore

* Explore incorporation of West
Gulf sites into the combined
labs index with similar habitat
model and weighting
methods

* Preliminary, not reviewed
results

* To be evaluated after plenary

2.5

=
n

[y

Relative Abundance

0.5

/1

Scamp Video Indices
——Comb Video Index-eGOM

SEAMAP Gulfwide video index

Combined gulfwide all labs

€667

661

5661

966T

L66T

8661

6661

000¢

T00C

200¢
€00¢C
¥00C
S00C
900¢
£00T
800¢
600¢

T

T

T

T

T

T

T
£10C
810¢




Keys reef fish visual survey

* Pros: £071
« Moderately long timeframe 2 { P PN
* Samples habitats that may be under- £ | ¢ R S~
represented in other surveys 300
* Includes information on smaller sized £
fish than other data sources 202
* |ssues £osl
* Small spatial footprint for Tortugas I
. < 0.0 = e
* Too low of catches in Keys to be
informative for South Atlantic ¥
. >02
* Recommendation: 3 ]
* Not for use in this assessment 2 7 }*"%“"-*--f-—r;,__,__f_f };
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Gulf Headboat Index

° .
PrOS . . Headboat - Standardized CPUE
* Standard dataset and index used in 30 - E————
reglonal assessments —— SMAC open_v3_QAQC_RegionalSMAC_Forms

. Scamp not tarﬁeted speC|f|caIdy
likely more reflective of abundance

than with other species

» Research track opportunity to update
data filtering and modeling procedure

* |ssues

e Discussions of best model forward
with updated methods

* Regional effects 0.0 -

CPUE (fish per angler hour)

e Recommendation 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015
* Will be used in assessment



Review and next steps

e 2 indices recommended for the Gulf Index Comparison
assessment 2.5 ——Headboat index
* Headboat Combined gulfwide all labs
» Video survey (Gulf-wide SEAMAP, 2 T SEAMIAP Gulfwide video Index
preliminary combined labs Gulf-
wide)

1.5

* 1 index not recommended
» Keys/Tortugas visual survey

* To be reviewed

 Combined labs, Gulf-wide video
survey 0.5

* Fishery dependent indices in prep
* Logbook indices: Longline and

Standardized Abundance/CPUE

Vertical line, pre- and post-
IFQs

* Commercial index from
observer program data
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