AppendixC1: Model O Results

Residuals Histogram, Q-Q Plot, Predicted vs. Residual

Trawl survey Normal Q-Q Plot predicted vs. residual
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FigureC1-1. QQ Plot of Trawl survey and Commercial CPUE.
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FigureC1-2: Implied effective samples. Figures in the first column show implied effective
sample size (axis) vs.frequency (yaxis).

Vertical solid line is thenean implied effective sample size.

The second column show input sample sizaxis) vs.implied effective sample size-gxis).
Dashed line indicates linear regression slope, and solid line is 1:1 line. The third column show
year (xaxis) vs.implied efiective sample size {gxis).



Molting Probability Trawl Selectivity Winter pot Selectivity
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FigureC1-3. Molting probability and trawl/pot selectivity.-Xxis is carapace length.



Trawl survey crab abundance
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FigureC1-4. Estimated trawl survey male abundance (crab >= 64 mm CL). Observed: White:
NOAA Trawl Survey, Red: ADG&G Trawl Survey



Modeled crab abundance Feb 01
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Figure C1-5. Estimated abundance of legal males from 120%5.



MMB Feb 01

BMSY 4.545 mil.lb
MMB 3.109 mil.lb
Tier 4b

Legal B 2.497 mil.lb
OFL 0.242 mil.lb
ABC 0.194 mil.lb
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FigureC1-6. Estimated abundance of Mature Male Biomass from-2®48. Dash line shows
Bmsy (Average MMB of 198@019).



Summer commercial standardized cpue
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FigureC1-7. Summer commercial standardized cpue 12718.




Total catch & Harvest rate
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FigureC1-8. Total catch and estimated harvest rate 18YEB.
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commercial harvest length New Shell: observed vs predicted
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FigureC1-9. Predicted (dashed line) \abserved (dots) length class proportions for commercial
catch. Bladk: New Shell, Red: Old Shell



FigureC1-10. Predicted (dashed line) whserved (black ds) length class proportions for the
winter and spring pot survey.



