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ABSTRACT
This study compiled and remodelled length selectivity studies carried out on fish caught with gill 
nets and trammel nets in the inland fishery in Türkiye and evaluated them based on both the initial 
reproduction length and minimum landing size of species. The required data for the study were 
obtained through a literature review. 34 selectivity studies in total were identified, and 26 (76.5%) of 
them were carried out with gill net while the remaining 8 (23.5%) were conducted with trammel net. 
24 of the studies were carried out according to SELECT (Share Each Length-class’s Catch Total) and 
10 of them according to Holt (1963). In conclusion, it was found that minimum conservation 
reference size (MCRS) values determined by the Ministry in the inland fishery in Türkiye were 
substantially greater than lengths at first maturity (LFMs) of species and that fishing gears used for 
fishing typically tended to fish mature individuals above MCRS. The major problem in terms of 
management is that different ideal mesh sizes are applied to different fish species that are in the 
same fishing place. Set nets with an ideal-mesh size for a species has a potential of catching 
individuals below LFM of other species in the same fishing grounds. It is thought that this problem 
can only be resolved with the Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries Management (EAFm).

Keywords: Inland fisheries, Length at first maturity, Minimum conservation reference size, Small 
scale fisheries, Sustainable fishery 

INTRODUCTION

Inland fisheries are defined as “any activity con-
ducted to extract fish and other aquatic organ-
isms from inland waters” by FAO (1997), which 
has vital importance for especially low-income 
developing countries in the world, as it supports 
the livelihood of 60 million people and is a source 
of food for hundreds of millions more (Mou-
topoulos et al., 2022; Smith et al., 2005; World-
Bank, 2012). In addition to nutritional value, inland 
fisheries are important for poverty alleviation, 
gender empowerment, cultural services, ecosys-
tem function and biodiversity (Funge-Smith and 
Bennett, 2019). Inland fisheries provide employ-
ment to millions of people in the world (Rabuffet-
ti et al., 2022). The global capture fisheries pro-
duction was 90.3 million tonnes in 2020, 12.7% of 

which was obtained from inland fisheries (FAO, 
2022).  The ratio of inland based capture fisheries 
production of Türkiye is almost 9.1% of the total 
production (Anonymous, 2021).   

In general, inland fisheries are undervalued and 
ignored as a national or regional priority, de-
spite their importance, however most sustain-
ably generated source of animal protein of the 
world may be well-managed inland fisheries 
(Cooke et al., 2016; Moutopoulos et al., 2022). 
Marine-based fisheries are always very popular 
among managers and scientists due to their 
economic importance; however, inland fisheries 
are also quite important as marine fisheries in 
terms of considerable livelihood impacts in 
some countries (such as Bangladesh, Myanmar, 
Uganda, Nigeria, Cambodia, etc.) 
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Lakes, rivers, streams, canals, reservoirs, and other land-locked 
waters are defined as inland waters (FAO, 2014; Lynch et al., 
2016). Commercial inland fishing occurs on mainly lakes and dam 
lakes. Fisheries cooperatives or private entrepreneur have to 
take a licence from Ministry of Forestry and Agriculture and 
should be pay a hire charge to the government. A total of 87 dam 
lakes, 16 natural lakes and three rivers were licenced by the min-
istry for fish production to inland fishermen in 2022 (fisheries co-
operatives hired 82 fishing areas, while private entrepreneurs 
hired 24) (Anonymous, 2022a). Although Türkiye has 320 natural 
lakes (Anonymous, 2022b), the majority of them dry up in the 
summer, making them unsuitable for fisheries. The most import-
ant inland fishing areas of Türkiye are Van Lake (eastern Anatolia, 
3, 713 km2), Beyşehir Lake (southwestern Anatolia 656 km2), 
Eğirdir Lake (south-western Anatolia 482 km2), Atatürk Dam Lake 
(south-eastern Anatolia, 817 km2), Keban Dam Lake (eastern Ana-
tolia, 675 km2) and Ilısu Dam Lake (south-eastern Anatolia, 313 
km2).   

Inland fisheries are carried out in a small-scale (SSFs) concept in 
Türkiye. Using the efficient fishing gears, such as purse seine and 
trawl are banned in inland fisheries by legislation. The Turkish in-
land fisheries fleet consists of 3181 vessels, 97.36% of them are 
less than 10 m (Anonymous, 2021). Gillnets (tarek, common carp, 
gibel carp, pikeperch), trammel nets (common carp, gibel carp, 
European catfish), fyke nets (crayfish, European ell, northern 
pike), long lines (northern pike, pikeperch) and beach seines 
(sand smelt) are used by fishermen for catching the aquatic spe-
cies. Most (94.0%) of the species caught from Türkiye’s inland wa-
ters are fish, while others are crayfish, crabs, frogs, and snails 
(Turkstat, 2022).

Capture based inland fisheries production has decreased in Tür-
kiye year by year; the total production declined 22.75% from 
2000 (42,824 tonnes) to 2020 (33,119 tonnes). Increased fishing 
pressure, damming of rivers, deforestation, water pollution, and 
inadequate practices for managing fisheries are serious chal-
lenges to the sustainability of the inland waters (Barletta et al., 
2010; Rabuffetti et al., 2022); however, managing the harvest of 
freshwater species is important for both food security and reduc-
ing biodiversity loss (Shephard et al., 2022; Tickner et al., 2020)

It is very important to use selective fishing gears for the sustain-
ability of the natural fish stock in addition to determining the 
maximum sustainable yield (MSY) or the total allowable catch 
(TAC).  Removing non-target species and under-sized fish that 
have not yet reproduced from the catch composition can only be 
achieved using the high size and species-selective fishing gear. 

Gill nets (GNs) and trammel nets (TNs) which are widely used es-
pecially in developing countries in small-scale fishery because 
they are productive and relatively cheap (Acosta and Appel-
doorn, 1995) are widely used by fishermen in the inland fishery in 
Türkiye. Set nets (GNs and TNs) rigged with monofilament mate-
rial are typically preferred by fishermen instead of those rigged 
with multifilament material because they are (i) relatively cheap, 
(ii) long-lasting, (iii) resistant to contamination, (iv) easy to carry 
due to their lightness, (v) not gaining weight by taking in water 
when they are in the water.

In gilling type fishing, small fish may escape from the gill nets as 
they pass through the mesh and big fish may do the same as 
their heads do not fit into the mesh (Pope et al., 1975), in this 
case, gill nests can only catch a range of length where mesh size 
is larger than the fish head but smaller than fish body (Yüksel and 
Aydın, 2012). If a suitable mesh size is determined, both fish 
which are below the initial reproduction length and which have 
high reproduction potential (super-spawners) will be concurrent-
ly protected (Cilbiz et al., 2022). For this reason, set net selectivi-
ty parameters are extremely important scientific data for sustain-
able management of the natural fish stock. Both the FAO and the 
European Commission encourage the use of more selective fish-
ing practices to reduce or eliminate bycatch and improve sus-
tainability (Pérez Roda et al., 2019; Suárez et al., 2021).

Despite being highly selective, set nets to be used for species hav-
ing different minimum landing sizes (MLS) (or in other words length 
at first maturity) are likely to capture bycatch. Therefore, knowing 
about the interaction between the species fished, minimum landing 
sizes and mesh sizes will significantly contribute to the maintenance 
of stocks. In this context, this study compiled and remodelled size 
selectivity studies conducted on the commercial fish species in the 
inland fishery in Türkiye and evaluated based on both the initial re-
production size and minimum landing size of species. 

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Review of set net fishing technology and selectivity properties
Certain technical characteristics of GNs and TNs, and data need-
ed for setting forth the model used for determining selectivity 
and the results achieved were obtained through literature review. 
To this end, peer-reviewed scientific journals and grey literature 
(e.g. conference proceedings, scientific research project final re-
ports) that published the results of studies performed in the in-
land fishery in Türkiye were searched. In this section, (i) manufac-
turing technique for set net (gill net or trammel net), (ii) mesh size 
of nets tested (MS: stretched mesh size in mm), (iii) estimated 
model length for respective MS (ML: in cm) and (iv) methods 
used for modelling selectivity were investigated.

Review of biological - administrative reference points and 
commercial fish species
Conformity of estimated model lengths with the biological char-
acteristics of species needs to be set forth in order to reveal the 
contribution of the results of selectivity studies to the sustainabil-
ity of stocks. In this context, a literature review was made to (i) de-
termine the commercial species in Türkiye, (ii) for which of the 
commercial species GNs and TNs selectivity studies are carried 
out, (iii) present lengths at first maturity (LFM) and (iv) minimum 
conservation reference sizes (MCRS) for those species. In case of 
presence of multiple studies on the same species, the most re-
cent study was taken into account. Data needed were taken from 
peer-reviewed scientific journals, governmental institutions’ data 
and legislation review.

Statistical approach
The relationship between MS and ML values obtained in selectiv-
ity studies was explained using simple linear regression model in 
the study. The model is described as follows;
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y = b.x + Ԑ

where:

y: denotes the response variable (MS)

x: denotes the predictor variable (ML)

b: the regression coefficient

Ԑ: is the measurement error and any variation unexplained by lin-
ear model

For species with only one study, linear regression parameters 
were taken as basis, however, data were bootstrapped in case of 
presence of two or more studies. A simple linear regression 
based bootstrapping resampling method was used for estimat-
ing the uncertainties for reported selectivity data. 1000 times 
bootstraps were applied on MS~ML data by using tidymodels 
(v1.0.0) (Kuhn and Wickham, 2020) in RStudio software.

The ideal MS were computed by using regression model param-
eters for reference point LFM and MCRS separately. In case of 
existence of a legal length limit, LFM was primarily taken into ac-
count; if there was no available LFM value determined for a spe-
cies, then MCRS was taken as the valid biological reference 
point.

RESULTS

There are almost 20 different fish species caught in Türkiye’s in-
land fisheries (excepting the lagoon areas and other aquatic 
products such as crustaceans) by the 2021 data, and total pro-
duction was 30,309 tonnes (Turkstat, 2022). It is determined that 
selectivity studies were conducted for 14 different fish species 
Arabibarbus grypus, Alburnus tarichi, Blicca bjoerkna, Capoeta 
antalyensis, Cyprinus carpio, Carassius gibelio, Capoeta umbla, 
Esox lucius, Luciobarbus esocinus, Rutilus rutilus, Oncorhynchus 
mykiss, Scardinius erythrophtalmus, Sander lucioperca, and Vim-
ba vimba).   In this context, it can be said that the set net selec-
tivity is known for 70.0 % of caught fish species.     

As a result of the literature review, 34 set net selectivity studies 
were identified in total. 26 (76.5%) of these studies were carried 
out with GNs and the remaining 8 (23.5%) were carried out with 
TNs (Table 1). 24 of the studies were conducted according to SE-
LECT (Share Each Length-class’s Catch Total) and 10 of them 
were conducted according to Holt (1963). As for the number of 
studies per species; 10 studies were carried out for C. carpio, 
seven for C. gibelio, four for S. lucioperca, two for E. lucius, two 
for A. tarichi and one study for each of all other species. When 
looked at the methods used for estimating selectivity, it was seen 
that SELECT (Share Each Length-class’s Catch Total) method was 
widely preferred (70.6%) and Holt (1963) method was partly 
(29.4%) preferred (Table 1). Minimum conservation reference siz-
es (MCRS) determined for species by the Ministry of Agriculture 
and Forestry were found to vary between a total length range of 
18 to 50 cm and no MCRS was determined for six species (B. bjo-
erkna, C. gibelio, R. rutilus, O. mykiss, S. erythrophtalmus and V. 
vimba) (Anonymous, 2020). Length at first maturity values were 
known for a major portion (76.9%) of species for which a set net 
length selectivity study was performed whereas only for three 

species (A. grypus, B. bjoerkna and C. antalyensis) LFM values 
were not known. MS of GNs used in selectivity study varied be-
tween 16-200 mm while MS of TNs varied between 34-160 mm 
(Table 1). Despite being the second mostly fished species in in-
land fishery in Türkiye, no MCRS was determined for C. gibelio. 
In this study, 25 cm of minimum economic length arising under 
market conditions was considered MCRS. For species for which 
more than one LFM reporting was provided for the same species 
and for species for which separate LFMs were reported for fe-
male-male individuals in the same study, the lower value was pre-
ferred as the reference LFM value with a protectionist approach. 
For example, out of LFM values reported by Yüce et al. (2016) as 
30.85 for male individuals and as 32.01 for female individuals of 
C. carpio, the lower value proposed for male individuals was tak-
en as reference. 

The ideal mesh size for fishing the relevant species was deter-
mined in line with the results of the selectivity study (Table 2). In 
calculations carried out based on MS~ML relationship, MCRS 
value was primarily taken as basis as the point of intersection, 
and LFM value was used in the absence of MCRS. 

As there were adequate number of studies for the species of C. 
carpio (GNs-TNs), C. gibelio (GNs-TNs), E. lucius (GNs), and S. 
lucioperca (GNs), ideal mesh sizes were determined according to 
bootstrap analysis (Figure 1). Ideal mesh sizes of other species 
given in Table two were determined according to simple linear 
regression model. Although there were 2 studies for A. tarichi, 
the fact that only two panels were used in the study carried out 
by Çetinkaya et al. (1995) made bootstrapping of data impossi-
ble. For this reason, the ideal mesh size for the species A. tarichi 
was given according to simple linear regression model. The ideal 
mesh size could not be modelled for B. bjoerkna which has nei-
ther an MCRS value nor an LFM value although a selectivity study 
was conducted on it. It was seen that MCRS values declared for 
all other species except for C. umbla were higher than (C. carpio, 
C. gibelio, E. lucius, S. lucioperca, A. tarichi) or equal to (A. gry-
pus, L. esocinus) LFM values.

When MS~ML relationship graphs given in Figure 1 are reviewed, 
it is seen that confidence interval for TNs is wider compared to 
that of GNs considering the studies carried out on the same spe-
cies. Mesh sizes of the nets used for E. lucius ve S. lucioperca se-
lectivity are smaller than those of the nets used for C. carpio ve 
C. gibelio (Figure 1).

In order to observe which net mesh size corresponds to which 
reference point of which species; model lengths of set nets ac-
cording to species and reference points (MCRS - LFM) are given 
as a whole in Figure 2. A green shaded area remaining on the 
right of the orange region for the same species means a greater 
MCRS than LFM for the species in question (i.e. MCRS/LFM is 
greater than 1). Disappearance of green shaded area may result 
either from the fact that LFM of the species is not known or 
MCRS limit is not available in commercial fishing (e.g. R. rutilus, 
S. erythrophtalmus, V. vimba). The most notable point in Figure 2 
is that modelled mesh size which is in the confident area for a 
species corresponds to the unconfident area for another. For ex-
ample, mesh size of 52.9 mm which is considered ideal for S. lu-
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Table 1. Summary of the selectivity studies and the parameters considered for the analysis.

Gear Species MCRS (cm) LFM (cm) MS (mm) ML (cm) Sel EM Reference

GNs Arabibarbus grypus 45 - 40-80 40.12-80.24 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Yuksel et 
al., 2020)

TNs Alburnus tarichi 18 13.68 34-44 15.7-20.3 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Çetinkaya 
et al., 1995; Elp, 1996)

GNS Alburnus tarichi 18 13.68 16-48 8.5-25.4 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Demirol 
and Cilbiz, 2023; Elp, 1996)

GNs Blicca bjoerkna - - 40-52 9.8-13.8 Holt (Balık and Çubuk, 2001)
GNs Capoeta antalyensis 20 - 32-90 14.8-41.7 Sel (Cilbiz and Yalım, 2017)
GNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 40-140 12.4-43.4 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Aydın et 

al., 2016; Yüce et al., 2016)
GNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 130-160 53.3-65.6 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Şen, 

2016; Yüce et al., 2016)
GNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 140-200 56.9-84.2 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Dereli et 

al., 2022; Yüce et al., 2016)
GNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 70-140 18.1-42-4 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Balık, 

1999a; Yüce et al., 2016)
GNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 56-90 17.6-27.5 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Özyurt 

and Avşar, 2005; Yüce et al., 
2016)

GNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 90-120 30.0-43.4 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Yalçın, 
2006; Yüce et al., 2016)

GNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 90-120 30.0-37.1 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Dartay 
and Atessahin, 2017; Yüce et 
al., 2016)

TNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 100-140 39.1-54.7 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Cilbiz, 
Küçükkara, et al., 2015; Yüce 
et al., 2016)

TNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 40-140 13.0-45.4 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Aydın et 
al., 2016; Yüce et al., 2016)

TNs Cyprinus carpio 40 30.85 130-160 50.8-62.6 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Dereli et 
al., 2022; Yüce et al., 2016)

GNs Carassius gibelio 25 9.7 32-90 8.8-24.7 Sel (Balik et al., 2004; Cilbiz et al., 
2014)

GNs Carassius gibelio 25 9.7 32-90 8.7-24.6 Sel (Balik et al., 2004; Cilbiz et al., 
2014)

GNs Carassius gibelio 25 9.7 40-100 12.3-30.7 Sel (Aydın et al., 2018; Balik et al., 
2004)

TNs Carassius gibelio 25 9.7 100-140 24.9-34.9 Sel (Balik et al., 2004; Cilbiz et al., 
2014)

TNs Carassius gibelio 25 9.7 100-140 27.2-38.1 Sel (Balik et al., 2004; Cilbiz et al., 
2014)

TNs Carassius gibelio 25 9.7 100-120 23.8-28.5 Sel (Balik et al., 2004; Korkmaz 
and Kuşat, 2014)

TNs Carassius gibelio 25 9.7 40-100 12.0-30.1 Sel (Aydın et al., 2018; Balik et al., 
2004)

GNs Capoeta umbla 20 23.3 56-76 26.0-35.3 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Çoban et 
al., 2013; Gündüz et al., 2019)

TNs Capoeta baliki 20 - 64-96 26.52-39.78 Sel (Aydin et al., 2015)
GNs Esox lucius 40 19.7 36-60 20.4-34.3 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Balık, 

2008; Balık  et al., 2004)
GNs Esox lucius 40 19.7 40-90 21.0-47.2 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Balık  et 

al., 2004; Cilbiz et al., 2017)
GNs Luciobarbus  

esocinus
50 50 50-70 36.6-51.3 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Eskandary 

et al., 2001; Yuksel et al., 2014)
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cioperca is quite below the ideal mesh size for C. carpio with 
which it probably shares the same fishing grounds.

The selectivity indicator diagrams (Figure 3) used in this study 
which was developed by Lucchetti et al. (2020) for provide an im-
mediate visual representation of whether a net can catch imma-
ture individuals. Figure 3 represents four catching scenarios.  (i) 
The best scenario -catches mature individuals above the MCRS- 
(Figure 3- green area); (ii) discard scenario -catches mature indi-
viduals under the MCRS- (Figure 3- yellow area); (iii) worst case 

scenario -catches immature individuals under the MCRS- (Figure 
3- red area); bad case scenario catches immature individuals 
above the MCRS- (Figure 3- pink area).

The selectivity indicator diagrams were applied for only C. carpio 
(GNs-TNs), C. gibelio (GNs-TNs), E. lucius (GNs) and S. lucioper-
ca (GNs) for which we have enough studies (Figure 4). A shift to-
wards the upper right quadrant was observed in density graphs 
for all net types, so it indicates that the nets catch mature individ-
uals above the MCRS (Figure 3, Figure 4).

Table 1. Continue.

Gear Species MCRS (cm) LFM (cm) MS (mm) ML (cm) Sel EM Reference

GNs Oncorhynchus 
mykiss

- 28.7 32-80 16.06-40.16 Sel (Cilbiz, Yalım, et al., 2015; Wali 
et al., 2022)

GNs Rutilıs rutilus - 16.8 32-80 12.5-30.4 Sel (Hanol et al., 2015; Tarkan, 
2002)

GNs Scardinius  
erythrophtalmus

- 19.2 40-52 12.6-16.5 Holt (Balık and Çubuk, 2001; Tar-
kan, 2002)

GNs Sander lucioperca 26 25.6 40-52 21.2-27.5 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Ozyurt et 
al., 2011)

GNs Sander lucioperca 26 25.6 32-90 16.3-45.8 Sel (Anonymous, 2020a; Cilbiz et 
al., 2022)

GNs Sander lucioperca 26 25.6 34-70 15.9-32.9 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Balık, 
1999b; Ozyurt et al., 2011)

GNs Sander lucioperca 26 25.6 40-52 20.6-26.8 Holt (Anonymous, 2020a; Kiyağa, 
2008; Ozyurt et al., 2011)

GNs Vimba vimba - 12.23 32-90 12.9-36.4 Sel (Cilbiz, Apaydın Yağcı, et al., 
2015; Erol, 2019)

Gear: GNs (Gill nets) and TNs (Trammel nets; MCRS: Minimum Conservation Reference Size as total length; LFM: Length at First Maturity; MS: Mesh Size (intended as 

stretched mesh length, range min-max); ML: Modal Length (range min-max); Sel EM (Estimation Method): SEL (SELECT), Holt (Holt, 1963); Reference for MCRS, LFM, 

gear selectivity

Table 2. Some biological reference points and linear regression parameters modelling the relationship between mesh 
length and modal length for the species targeted by gears.

Species
Net 
type

MCRS 
(cm)

LFM  
(cm)

MCRS 
/ LFM 
ratio

Ideal mesh size 
(mm) 
Mean (CI 95%)

Linear regression parameters

Intercept
(SE)

Mesh
(SE)

p R2

C. carpio* GNs 40 30.84 1.29 114.4 (111.0 – 117.8) 35.62 (3.12) 1.95 (0.07) <0.001 0.94
C. carpio* TNs 40 30.84 1.29 112.2 (105.7 – 118.7) 20.58 (7.00) 2.25 (0.16) <0.001 0.93
C. gibelio* GNs 25 10.67 2.34 86.7 (83.8 – 89.7) 3.52 (2.47) 3.34 (0.13) <0.001 0.97
C. gibelio* TNs 25 10.67 2.34 93.5 (88.7 – 99.8) -4.34 (9.35) 3.96 (0.32) <0.001 0.90
E. lucius* GNs 40 24.54 1.62 75.0 (72.8 – 77.1) -4.26  (2.22) 1.99  (0.07) <0.001 0.98
S. lucioperca* GNs 26 22.00 1.18 52.9 (52.0 – 53.8) 1.42  (1.37) 1.95 (0.05) <0.001 0.98
A. grypus GNs 45 45 1.00 46.00 1.00 (5.00) 1.00 (9.00) <0.001 1.00
A. tarichi GNs 18 13.68 1.32 34.04 -0.002 (0.005) 1.89 (0.00) <0.001 1.00
C. antalyensis GNs 20 - - 43.12 -0.001 (0.007) 2.16 (0.00) <0.001 1.00
C. umbla GNs 20 23.31 0.86 43.05 -0.006 (0.03) 2.15 (0.00) <0.001 1.00
L. esocinus GNs 50 50 1.00 68.28 0.018 (0.02) 1.37 (0.00) <0.001 1.00
O. mykiss GNs - 28.7 - 57.17 0.006 (0.003) 1.99  (0.00) <0.001 1.00
R. rutilus GNS - 16.8 - 42.48 -1.20 (9.10) 2.60 (4.10) <0.001 1.00
S. erythrophtalmus GNs - 19.2 - 79.46 0.92 (1.28) 3.09 (0.9) <0.001 1.00
V. vimba GNs - 12.23 - 26.66 -3.90 (2.01) 2.53 (7.93) <0.001 1.00
* Ideal mesh size computed by using bootstrapped model for MCRS point; GNs: gillnets; TNs: trammel nets;  LFM: length at first maturity: MCRS: Minimum conserva-

tion reference size.
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DISCUSSION

In the present study, in which selectivity features of GNs and TNs 
used in fishing 14 fish species in the inland fishery in Türkiye were 
evaluated, 34 set net selectivity studies were evaluated. The ma-
jority of the studies (75.7%) were carried out with GNs. Likewise, 
in a similar study conducted by Lucchetti et al. (2020), selectivity 
studies were found to be more common on GNs (65.0%) com-
pared to TNs (35.0%). Specific to Türkiye, this is supposed to be 
related to cost. The cost to the fishermen of TNs made up by 
combining three different panels instead of GNs consisting of a 
single panel is higher; they prefer this cost only for fishing rela-
tively bigger fish (e.g. C. carpio) which they have difficulty in fish-
ing with GNs. The big C. carpio cause breakage of the net rope 

because of fluttering while they are caught in the form of gilling 
on the side of GNs and in this way they can break away from the 
net, however, this is not the case when they are caught with TNs. 
In support of this argument, Balık (1996) reports that TNs are 
more efficient than GNs in fishing C. carpio.

As for the number of studies per species, 10 studies were carried 
out for C. carpio, seven for C. gibelio, four for S. lucioperca, two 
for E. lucius, two for A. tarichi and one study for each of the oth-
er species. This distribution is supposed to be due to the gener-
ality across the country of the species in general and their share 
in total production. According to Turkstat (2022) data, the first 
four species that are mostly fished in the inland fishery in Türkiye 
in 2001 and their production amounts are A. tarichi (9925), C. 

Figure 1.  Relationship between mesh size and modal length in gillnets and trammel nets for the species that can be studied. 
(Shadowed area: 95% confidence interval; solid cyan; black dotted line: linear regression; blue dotted line: LFM; 
green dotted line: MCRS obtained from the review).
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gibelio (8039 tonnes), A. boyeri (6404 tonnes) ve C. carpio (3212 

tonnes). In fishing A. boyeri in Türkiye, the coastal beach seine is 

used rather than GNs and TNs (Cilbiz et al., 2020).

Figure 2.  Ideal MS versus reference point comparison for 
different species  (gillnets: upper; trammel nets: 
lower; MS: mesh size; LFM: length at first maturity; 
MCRS: Minimum conservation reference size). Figure 3.  Definition of theoretical selectivity indicator 

diagrams (Lucchetti et al., 2020) (ML: Modal length; 
LFM: Length at first maturity; MCRS: Minimum 
conservation reference size).

Figure 4.  Selectivity indicator diagrams for the different species (ML: modal length; LFM: length at first maturity; MCRS: 
minimum conservation reference size).
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Researchers mostly preferred SELECT method (69.7%) and partly 
Holt (1963) method (30.3%) in their studies for investigating GNs 
and TNs size selectivity. In general, it can be said that SELECT 
method was preferred in the more recent studies. This results from 
the fact that researchers prefer methods with relatively higher reli-
ability within the framework of developing data evaluation tech-
nologies. According to Balık (2008), despite being one of the most 
widely used methods in set net selectivity, Holt (1963) is limiting; 
instead of it, the use of the SELECT method which is a statistical 
model estimating selectivity curve comparatively among different 
mesh size fishing and which provides an approach compatible 
with selectivity analysis has become widespread recently.

In this study, it was found that LFM for A. grypus, B. bjoerkna and 
C. antalyensis species is still not known and there is need for sci-
entific studies for determining this value which is very important 
for sustainability of the species. On the other hand, there are 
species for which MCRS is not applied in commercial fishing al-
though their LFMs are known (C. gibelio, O. mykiss, R. rutilus, S. 
erythrophtalmus, V. vimba, A. boyeri). There is no length limit in 
both amateur and commercial fishing for C. gibelio, O. mykiss, A. 
boyeri which are listed among the ecologically harmful (and po-
tentially harmful species) for inland waters in Anonymous (2020b). 
In particular, although C. gibelio and A. boyeri that are among 
the first four species fished mostly in inland waters make signifi-
cant contributions to the economy of both fishermen and the 
country, the fact that MCRS has not been declared for commer-
cial fishing them may indicate that the ministry is not planning for 
the sustainability of natural stocks of these species.

The MCRS values declared for all species except C. umbla was 
found to be higher (C. carpio, C. gibelio, E. lucius, S. lucioperca, 
A. tarichi) than or equal (A. grypus, L. esocinus) to LFM value. In 
this context, the requirement that “the stock should find the 
chance of reproduction at least once before being caught for en-
suring maintainability of the biomass” suggested by Beverton 
and Holt (1957) for a significant part of species is met in theory. 
However, whether determined legal regulations have been put 
into practice, in other words, whether fishermen comply with 
MCRS limits should be strictly inspected. Otherwise, no contri-
bution should be expected from the criteria determined to the 
sustainability of natural fish stocks.

There is a selectivity study carried out by Balık and Çubuk,  in 
2001 for B. bjoerkna, however, it is a species with a very low eco-
nomic value in the inland fishery in Türkiye and there is no legal 
length limit (MCRS) in fishing this species as it is often caught as 
a bycatch of other more important species; in addition, it was not 
subjected to further evaluation since no studies were found on 
the reproduction biology of the species.

When the relationship graphs given in Figure 1 are reviewed, it is 
seen that in general, the confidence interval for TNs is wider 
compared to that of GNs considering the studies carried out on 
the same species. This may be resulting from the higher spread 
value (SR) of TNs compared to that of GNs (from the fact that 
they capture a wider length range). In a study by Aydın et al. 
(2016), selectivity features of GNs and TNs with the same mesh 
size in fishing C. carpio were investigated and for nets with the 

mesh sizes of 40, 60, 80 and 100 mm, SR values for GNs were re-
ported to be 1.10, 1.65, 2.20, 2.75 cm in the same order while SR 
values for TNs were reported to be higher being 1.37, 2.06, 2.74 
ve 3.43 cm respectively. Similarly, Lucchetti et al. (2020) also state 
that out of the set nets, especially GNs have high selectivity.

Under the legislation regulating commercial fisheries in Türkiye 
(Anonymous, 2020a), minimum mesh size application in inland wa-
ters is in place for removing certain lengths of certain species from 
the catch composition. Minimum mesh size that can be used by 
fishers in fishing is determined by local administrative units. At this 
point, because the legal practice does not follow a strategy that is 
based on a scientific foundation, different mesh sizes are declared 
in different fishing places for the same species and this leads to 
discomfort among the fishers. This study has a lot of promise for 
overcoming this handicap. When looked at other countries where 
composition of species is wide, it is observed that a standard ideal 
mesh size cannot be determined as is the case in Türkiye. For ex-
ample, in Greece, the mesh size of nets used by professional fish-
ermen in inland fishing is required to be longer than 20 mm (bar 
length), however, this rule does not apply to C. carpio (55 mm), Al-
burnus sp. and Atherina boyeri (15 mm) (Petriki et al., 2014).

Consequently, it was found that MCRS values determined by the 
Ministry in the inland fishery in Türkiye are substantially greater 
than LFMs of species. In this context, it can be asserted that the 
criterion that species should find the opportunity of reproducing 
at least once before being fished is met, and that sustainability of 
fishery is significantly guaranteed. On the other hand, fishing 
gears used for fishing were found to be typically tending to fish 
mature individuals on MCRS. The major problem in the use of set 
net in the inland fishery in Türkiye is that different ideal mesh sizes 
are determined for different fish species that are in the same fish-
ing place. A mesh size that is ideal for a species may have the po-
tential of fishing individuals below LFM for another species in the 
same fishing grounds. For resolution of this problem, fishery man-
agement authorities are advised to determine vulnerable species 
(that are exposed to overfishing, economically much more valu-
able, among endangered species, of high importance in ecologi-
cal terms) within the frame of fishing place-based on-site manage-
ment and to determine mesh width based on the objective of pro-
tecting them to a minimum extent. This problem which is not very 
likely to be resolved with conventional fishery management focus-
ing on single or targeted species is likely to be resolved with the 
Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries Management (EAFm) specifical-
ly recommended for inland fisheries by FAO (2021).

Authorship: Mehmet Cilbiz and Tuncay Ateşşahin collected the 
data. Mehmet Cilbiz analysed the data. Mehmet Cilbiz wrote the 
first draft of the manuscript. Mehmet Cilbiz and Tuncay Ateşşahin 
contributed to manuscript revision, and read and approved the 
submitted version.

Funding Information: This research received no specific grant 
from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-
profit sectors.

Data Availability Statement: The data that support the findings 
of this study are available on request from the corresponding au-



197

Aquat Sci Eng 2024; 39(3): 189-199
Cilbiz and Ateşşahin. An Overview of Gillnet and Trammel Net Size Selectivity in the Turkish Inland Fisheries 

thor. The data are not publicly available due to privacy or ethical 
restrictions.

Conflict of Interest Disclosure: The authors declare that there is 
no conflict of interest that could be perceived as prejudicing the 
impartiality of this research.

Ethics Approval Statement: Not applicable due to not used any 
biological material in the research.

Acknowledgements: Some part of this study was represented in 
2nd International Limnology and Freshwater Fisheries Research 
Symposium (Limnofısh 2019).

REFRERENCES

Acosta AR, Appeldoorn RS (1995). Catching efficiency and selectivity of 
gillnets and trammel nets in coral reefs from southwestern Puerto 
Rico. Fish. Res. 22(3–4):175-196. https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/0165-7836(94)00328-T

Anonymous (2020a). 5/1 Notification of commercial fish catching 
regulation in seas and inland water (Notificaiton number 2020/20). 
Republic of Türkiye, Minister of Agriculture and Rural Forestry, 
General Directorate of Fisheries and Aquaculture, Ankara. 

Anonymous (2020b). 5/2 Notification of amateur fish catching regulation 
in seas and inland water (Notification number 2020/21). Republic of 
Türkiye, Minister of Agriculture and Rural Forestry, General 
Directorate of Fisheries and Aquaculture, Ankara. 

Anonymous (2021). Fishries Statistics. Republic of Turkey, Ministry of 
Agriculture and Forest, General Directorate of Agricultural Research 
and Policies, Ankara, Turkey, 21 p. 

Anonymous (2022a). Hired Fishing Areas. Republic of Turkey, Minister of 
Agriculture and Rural Forestry, General Directorate of Fisheries and 
Aquaculture, Ankara (retrived from: https://www.tarimorman.gov.tr/
BSGM/Menu/32/Bilgi-Dokumanlari).

Anonymous (2022b). Soil-water sources. Republic of Turkey, Minister of 
Agriculture and Rural Forestry, General Directorate of State Hydraulic 
Works, Ankara (retrived from: https://www.dsi.gov.tr/Sayfa/Detay/754#).

Aydın C, Cilbiz M, İlhan A,  Sari HM (2018). Gillnet and trammel net 
selectivity for Prussian carp (Carassius gibelio) in Marmara Lake, 
(Turkey). Ege J Fish Aqua Sci. 35:79-87. https://doi.org/10.12714/
egejfas.2018.35.1.13

Aydın C, Cilbiz M, İlhan A,  Sarı HM (2016). Selectivity of multifilament 
trammel and gillnets for common carp (Cyprinus carpio L., 1758) in 
Lake Marmara. Ege J Fish Aqua Sci. 33(3): 183-192. https://doi.
org/10.12714/egejfas.2016.33.3.01

Aydin E, Kahraman AE, Göktürk D, Ayaz A (2015). Trammel net selectivity 
for four barbel scraper Capoeta baliki in the Sakarya River, Turkey. 
Turkish Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 15(3), 9. https://
doi.org/10.4194/1303-2712-v15_3_01

Balık İ (1996). The investigation of selectivity and productivity of 
multifilament trammel net and multifilament gill net and monofilament 
gill net that used on fishing for carp fish (Cyprinus carpio L.1758) and 
pike-perch (Stizastedion lucioperca (L.1758) in Lake Beyşenir 
[Doctoral dissertation, in Turkish] Ege Üniversitesi. 

Balık İ (1999a). Investigation of the selectivity of monofilament gill nets 
used in carp fishing (Cyprinus carpio L., 1758) in Lake Beyşehir. Turk J 
Zool. 23(2): 185-187. 

Balık İ (1999b). Investigation of the selectivity of multifilament and 
monofilament gill nets on pike perch (Stizostedion lucioperca (L., 
1758)) fishing in Lake Beyşehir. Turk J Zool. 23(2): 179-183. 

Balık İ (2008). Gillnet selectivity for pike, Esox lucius, in Lake Karamık, 
Turkey. Eifac Symposium On Interactions Between Social, Economic 

And Ecological Objectives Of Inland Commercial And Recreational 
Fisheries And Aquaculture, Antalya, EIFAC Occasional 44, 93-99. 

Balık İ, Çubuk H (2001). Selectivity of gillnets for catching rudd (Scardinius 
erythrophtalmus L. 1758) and white bream (Blicca björkna L., 1758) in 
Lake Ulubat (Apolyont,) [in Turkish]. XI. Syposium on National 
Aquaculture, Hatay, 04- 06 September, Hatay, Turkey. 

Balık İ, Çubuk H, Özkök R,  Uysal R (2004). Reproduction properties of 
pike (Esox lucius L., 1758) population in Lake Karamık (Afyonkarahisar/
Turkey). Turk J Zool. 30: 27-30. 

Balik I, Özkök R, Çubuk H,  Uysal, R (2004). Investigation of some 
biological characteristics of the silver crucian carp, Carassius gibelio 
(Bloch 1782) population in Lake Eğirdir. Turk J Zool. 28(1):19-28. 

Barletta M, Jaureguizar AJ, Baigun C, Fontoura NF, Agostinho AA, 
Almeida-Val VMF, Val A L, Torres RA, Jimenes-Segura LF, Giarrizzo T, 
Fabré NN, Batista VS, Lasso C, Taphorn DC, Costa MF, Chaves PT, 
Vieira JP, Corrêa MFM (2010). Fish and aquatic habitat conservation 
in South America: a continental overview with emphasis on 
neotropical systems. J Fish Biol. 76(9): 2118-2176. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1095-8649.2010.02684.x

Beverton R,  Holt S (1957). On the dynamics of exploited fish populations. 
. In Fish. Invest. Minist. Agric., Fish. Food (G. B.), Ser. II, 19, 533 p. 

Cilbiz M, Apaydın Yağcı M, Uysal R, Yagcı A, Cesur M (2015). Investigation 
of monofilament gill net selectivity for vimba (Vimba vimba Linnaeus, 
1758) in Eğirdir Lake, Turkey. Pak J  Zool. 47(3): 882-886. 

Cilbiz M, Çinar Ş, Cilbiz N, Çapkın K,  Ceylan M (2014). Monofilament gill 
net and trammel net selectivity for the silver crucian carp (Carassius 
gibelio Bloch, 1782) in the Eğirdir Lake, Isparta-Turkey. Iran J Fish Sci. 
13(4): 967-978. 

Cilbiz M, Hanol Z, Cilbiz N, Çınar Ş,  Savaşer S (2014). Multifilament gillnet 
and trammel Net selectivity for the silver crucian carp (Carassius 
gibelio Bloch, 1782) in Eğirdir Lake, Isparta, Turkey. Turk J Fish Aquat 
Sci. 14(4):905-913. https://doi.org/10.4194/1303-2712-v14_4_09

Cilbiz M, Küçükkara R, Ceylan M, Savaşer S, Meke T (2015). Trammel net 
selectivity of common carp (Cyprinus carpio L., 1758) in Manyas Lake, 
Turkey. Limnofish. 1(1): 1-7 https://doi.org/10.17216/LimnoFish-5000083989

Cilbiz M, Uysal R, Alp A, Yeğen V, Apaydın Yağcı M, Yağcı A, Küçükkara R 
(2017). Mesh size recommendation for Turkey pike (Esox lucius L., 
1758) gillnet fishery. Turk J Fish Aquat Sci. 17(4): 815-820. https://doi.
org/10.4194/1303-2712-v17_4_17

Cilbiz M, Uysal R, Tosunoğlu Z, Aydın C, Ahmet A, Bilgin F (2020). New 
approach for codend selectivity:  A case study of coastal beach seine 
for big-scale sand smelt (Atherina boyeri) fishery in İznik Lake. Turk J 
Fish Aquat Sci. 20(9):681-692. https://doi.org/10.4194/1303-
2712-v20_9_03

Cilbiz M, Yağcı A, Yener O, Korkmaz B (2022). Gillnet selectivity for 
pikeperch (Sander lucioperca Linnaeus, 1758) in Suğla Lake (Konya-
Turkiye) [in Turkish]. Commagene J Bio. 6(1):110-115. https://doi.
org/10.31594/commagene.1118152

Cilbiz M, Yalım FB (2017). Gillnet selectiviy of siraz (Capoeta antalyensis) 
in  Karacaören-I Dam Lake (Burdur-Türkiye)[in Turkish]. 19. 
Sypmposium on National Aquaculture, 12-15 September 2017, 
Sinop, Turkey. 162p. 

Cilbiz M, Yalım FB, Korkmaz B, Yener O (2015). Determining of gillnet 
selectivity and efficiency of rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss 
Walbaum, 1792) in Karacaören-I Dam Lake [in Turkish]. 2. Sypmposium 
on Fish Introduction and Reservuar Management, 20-22 May 2015 
Eğirdir-Isparta,Turkey. 205-206p. 

Cooke SJ, Allison EH, Beard TD Jr, Arlinghaus R, Arthington AH, Bartley 
DM, Cowx IG, Fuentevilla C, Leonard NJ, Lorenzen K, Lynch AJ, 
Nguyen VM, Youn SJ, Taylor WW, Welcomme RL (2016). On the 
sustainability of inland fisheries: Finding a future for the forgotten. 
Ambio, 45(7): 753-764 https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-016-0787-4

Çetinkaya O, Sarı M, Arabacı M (1995). A preliminary study on catch 
composition and selectivity of the trammel net used in fishing of 

https://doi.org/10.12714/egejfas.2016.33.3.01
https://doi.org/10.12714/egejfas.2016.33.3.01


198

Aquat Sci Eng 2024; 39(3): 189-199
Cilbiz and Ateşşahin. An Overview of Gillnet and Trammel Net Size Selectivity in the Turkish Inland Fisheries 

Chalcalburnus tarichi (Pallas, 1811) in Lake Van (TÜrkiye) [in Turkish]. 
Ege J Fish Aqua Sc., 12(1-2):1-13. 

Çoban MZ, Gündüz F, Türkgülü I, Örnekçi NG, Yüce S, Demirol F, Alp A 
(2013). Reproductive properties of Capoeta umbla (Heckel, 1843) 
living in Lake Hazar (Elaziğ , Turkey). Int J Agr Food Res. 2(2): 38-47.

Dartay M, Atessahin T (2017). Selectivity of gillnets with different 
characteristics for Cyprinus carpio Linnaeus 1758 caught in inland 
waters of Turkey. Fresen Environ Bull. 26(5): 3374-3378. 

Demirol F, Cilbiz M (2023). Gillnet selectivity estimating for sustainable 
stock management of endemik Tarek (Alburnus tarichi Güldenstädt, 
1814) population in Lake Van (eastern, Turkey). Turk J Fish Aquat Sci. 
23(5). TRJFAS21936 https://doi.org/10.4194/trjfas21936

Dereli H, Kebapçıoğlu T, Şen Y, Ölçek ZS, Dinçtürk E, Ulman A (2022). The 
effect of gillnet twine thickness on catching efficiency and selectivity 
for common carp (Cyprinus carpio Linnaeus, 1758) fishery in Marmara 
Lake. Ege J Fish Aqua Sci. 39:88-96.  https://doi.org/10.12714/
egejfas.39.2.01

Dereli H, Şen Y, Kebapçıoğlu T, Erdoğuş M, Ölçek ZS, Özdemir M, Ulman 
A (2022). Management recommendations for common carp fisheries 
in Turkey in light of their reproductivity and gear selectivity. J Fish 
Environ. 46(1):141-156. 

Elp M (1996). A study on reproductive biology of inci kefali (Chalcalburnus 
tarichi) [in Turkish] MSc thesis, Van Yüzüncü Yıl üniversitesi, Van,Turkey, 71p. 

Erol HD (2019). Population structure, growth and reproduction biologyof 
egrez (Vimba vimba (Linnaeus, 1758)) in the Oymapınar Dam Lake 
(Antalya) [in Turkish] MSc thesis, Akdeniz Üniversitesi , Antalya, 
Turkey, 52p. 

Eskandary GR, Dheghan S, Nikpey M, Miahi Y (2001). The biology of 
Barbus esocinus in Dez Dam Lake (Khuzestan Province). The Scientific 
Research Results of the Iranian Fisheries Org., Tehran, Iran, 75 pp. 

FAO (1997). Inland fisheries. FAO Technical Guidelines for Responsible 
Fisheries. No. 6. Rome, FAO. 1997. 36p. 

FAO (2014). CWP Handbook of Fishery Statistical Standards. Section G: 
Fishing Areas - General. Rome, Italy. 

FAO (2021). Report of the Second Advisory Roundtable on the 
Assessment of Inland Fisheries, Rome, 25–27 November 2019. FAO 
Fisheries and Aquaculture Report No. 1314. Rome. 

FAO (2022). The State of World Fisheries and Aquaculture 2022. Towards 
Blue Transformation. Rome, FAO.

Funge-Smith S, Bennett A (2019). A fresh look at inland fisheries and their 
role in food security and livelihoods. Fish Fish. 20(6):1176-1195. 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12403

Gündüz F, Demirol F, Yüce S, Yüksel F, Çoban M Z, Alp A (2019). Gillnet 
selectivity for Capoeta umbla (Heckel, 1843) in Uzunçayır Dam Lake. 
2. International Symposium on Limnology and Freshwater Fisheries, 
Elazığ-Turkey 144p. 

Hanol Z, Cilbiz M, Çinar Ş, Korkut SO, Yener O (2015). Investigation the 
selectivity of gillnet used in roach (Rutilus rutilus L., 1758) fishery in 
Uluabat Lake, Bursa-Turkey. J Surv Fish Sci. 1(2):11-20. https://doi.
org/10.17762/sfs.v1i2.56

Kiyağa VB, 2008. The Investigation of the Selectivity of Monofilament Gill 
Nets Used in Catch of Pike Perch (Sander lucioperca Bogustkaya and 
Naseka, 1996) In Seyhan Dam Lake [in Turkish] Çukuraova University, 
School of Natural and Applied Sciences]. Adana. 

Korkmaz B, Kuşat M (2014). Selectivity of monofilament trammel nets 
used in Fishing of Prussian carp, Carassius gibelio (Bloch, 1782) in 
Lake Eğirdir. Suleyman Demirel University Journal of Natural and 
Applied Science, 18(2): 69-74. 

Kuhn M, Wickham H (2020). Tidymodels: a collection of packages for 
modeling and machine learning using tidyverse principles. https://
www.tidymodels.org

Lucchetti A, Virgili M, Petetta A, Sartor P (2020). An overview of gill net 
and trammel net size selectivity in the Mediterranean Sea. Fish Res. 
230:105677.  https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2020.105677 

Lynch AJ, Cooke SJ, Deines AM, Bower SD, Bunnell DB, Cowx IG, 
Nguyen VM, Nohner J, Phouthavong K, Riley B, Rogers MW, Taylor 
WW, Woelmer W, Youn SJ, Beard TD (2016). The social, economic, 
and environmental importance of inland fish and fisheries. Environ 
Rev. 24(2):115-121. https://doi.org/10.1139/er-2015-0064

Moutopoulos DK, Koutsikos N, Vardakas L, Perdikaris C (2022). A history 
of Greek inland fishery development during 1928-2019. Fisheries 
Manag Ecol. 29(5):681-692. https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12558

Ozyurt CE, Kiyağa VB, Mavruk S, Akamca E (2011). Spawing, maturity 
length and size selectivity for pikeperch (Sander lucioperca) in 
Seyhan Dam Lake. J Anim Vet Adv. 10(4):545-551. 

Özyurt CE, Avşar D (2005). Investigation of the selectivity parameters for 
carp (Cyprinus carpio Linnaeus, 1758) in Seyhan Dam Lake. Turk J Ve 
Anim Sci. 29(2): 219-223. 

Pérez Roda MA, e, Gilman E, Huntington T, Kennelly SJ, Suuronen P, 
Chaloupka M, Medley P (2019). A third assessment of global marine 
fisheries discards. FAO Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical Paper 
No. 633. Rome, FAO. 78 pp. 

Petriki O, Erzini K, Moutopoulos DK,  Bobori DC (2014). Gillnet selectivity 
for freshwater fish species in three lentic systems of Greece. J App 
Ichthyol. 30(5):1016-1027. 

Pope J, Margetts A, Hamley J, Akyüz E (1975). Manual of Methods For 
Fish Stock Assessment Part III Selectivity Of Fishing Gear Fao 
Fisheries Technical Paper No 41 Revision 1. 

Rabuffetti AP, Espínola LA, Amsler P, Ferreira P, Abrial E, Blettler MCM, 
Amsler ML (2022). Fishers’ knowledge on a large floodplain river in 
South America. Contributions for sustainable management of inland 
fisheries. Rev Fish Biol Fisher.1:20. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-
022-09722-x

RStudio Team (2022). RStudio: Integrated Development 464 for R. 
RStudio, Inc., Boston, MA. http://www.rstudio.com/

Shephard S, Edwards K, George S, Joseph E, James S, David O, Persaud 
A, Watson LC, Van Vliet N (2023). Community-based monitoring, 
assessment and management of data-limited inland fish stocks in 
North Rupununi, Guyana. Fish Manag Ecol. 30:2. 121-133. https://
doi.org/10.1111/fme.12604

Smith LED, Khoa SN, Lorenzen K (2005). Livelihood functions of inland 
fisheries: policy implications in developing countries. Water policy. 
7(4): 359-383. https://doi.org/10.2166/wp.2005.0023

Suárez MD, Sáez MI, Rincon-Cervera MÁ, Hidalgo L, Guil-Guerrero JL 
(2021). Discarded fish on the Spanish Mediterranean coast: influence 
of season on fatty acids profiles. Mediterr Mar Sci. 22(2):232-245. 
https://doi.org/10.12681/mms.24909

Şen Y (2016). Determination of the selectivity and catching efficiency of the 
gill nets used for common carp (cyprinus carpio l., 1758) in Demirkopru 
Dam Lake[in Turkish] MSc thesis, İzmir Katip Çelebi Üniversitesi, Fen 
Bilimleri Enstitüsü, Su Ürünleri Ana Bilim Dalı, izmir, 79.p]. 

Tarkan AS (2002). Size at maturity and fecundity of roach (Rutilus rutilus L. 
1758) and rudd (Scardinius erythrophthalmus L. 1758) fish populations 
in Sapanca Lake [in Turkish] MSc thesis, İstanbul Üniversitesi, 32p. 

Tickner D, Opperman JJ, Abell R, Acreman M, Arthington AH, Bunn SE, 
Cooke SJ, Dalton J, Darwall W, Edwards G, Harrison I, Hughes K, 
Jones T, Leclère D, Lynch AJ, Leonard P, McClain ME, Muruven D, 
Olden JD, Ormerod SJ, Robinson J, Tharme RE, Thieme M,Tockner 
K,Wright M, Young, L (2020). Bending the Curve of Global Freshwater 
Biodiversity Loss: An Emergency Recovery Plan. BioScience. 
70(4):330-342. https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biaa002

Turkstat (2022) Fishery statistics. http://www.turkstat.gov.tr/PreTablo.
do?alt_id=1005 (Access: January 19, 2022).

Wali A, Shah T, Bhat F, Mohd I (2022). studies on gonad histology and 
length at first maturity of the rainbow trout Walbaum, 1792 
Oncorhynchus mykiss (Salmoniformes: Salmonidae) from Kashmir. 
Indian J Ecol. 49(1):178-182. https://doi.org/10.55362/
IJE/2022/3499



199

Aquat Sci Eng 2024; 39(3): 189-199
Cilbiz and Ateşşahin. An Overview of Gillnet and Trammel Net Size Selectivity in the Turkish Inland Fisheries 

WorldBank (2012). Hidden harvest: the global contribution of capture 
fisheries. The World Bank, Report 66469-GLB, Washington, DC. 
http://hdl.handle.net/10986/11873

Yalçın N (2006). Comparison of the Selectivity Parameters for Common 
Carp (Cyprinus carpio L, 1758) and Mirror Carp (Cyprinus carpio L., 
1758 var. specularis) in Dam Lakes [in Turkish] I. Syposium on Fish 
İntroduction and Reservuar Management. Akuademi.net, 281-288 p.

Yuksel F, Demirol F, Gündüz F, Çoban M (2020). Estimation of gillnet 
selectivity for shabbout (Arabibarbus grypus Heckel, 1843). Fresen 
Environ Bull. 29: 8675-8681. 

Yuksel F, Gündüz F, Demirol F (2014). Gillnet selectivity for Luciobarbus 
esocinus (Heckel, 1843) in Keban Dam Lake, Elazig, Turkey. Indian J 
Fish. 61(2):108-111. 

Yüce S, Gündüz F, Demirol F, Çelik B, Alpaslan K, Çoban M, Aydın R, Şen 
D (2016). some population parameters of mirror carp (Cyprinus 
carpio L., 1758) inhabiting Atatürk Dam Lake. Limnofish. 2(1):31-42. 
https://doi.org/10.17216/LimnoFish-5000149481 

Yüksel F, Aydın F (2012). Gillnet selectivity and factors affecting Selectivity. 
Ecological Life Sciences. 7(2):12-21. 


