Annex 3. Spatiotemporal closures maps associated with species scenarios and catch reduction scenarios.
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Figure 1. Spatiotemporal closures based on Cod catch reduction: 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%.
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Figure 2. Spatiotemporal closures based on Cod catch reduction: 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%.


[image: ]Figure 3. Spatiotemporal closures based on Cod catch reduction: 90-100%.
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Figure 4. Spatiotemporal closures based on Cod-Whiting catch reduction: 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%.


[image: ]Figure 5. Spatiotemporal closures based on Cod-Whiting catch reduction: 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%.


[image: ]Figure 6. Spatiotemporal closures based on Cod-Whiting catch reduction: 90%-100%.


[image: ]Figure 7. Spatiotemporal closures based on Haddock catch reduction: 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%.


[image: ]Figure 8. Spatiotemporal closures based on Haddock catch reduction: 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%.


[image: ]Figure 9. Spatiotemporal closures based on Haddock catch reduction: 90%-100%.
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Figure 10. Spatiotemporal closures based on Whiting catch reduction: 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%.
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Figure 11. Spatiotemporal closures based on Whiting catch reduction: 50%, 60%, 70%, 80%.
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Figure 12. Spatiotemporal closures based on Whiting catch reduction: 90%-100%.

image6.png
oprgs

Longituce.

Longituce.




image7.png




image8.png




image9.png
oprgs

Longituce.

Longituce.




image10.png
S @ aul-'
D & @2 @ R o

@ el

A 4P @ o &5

& &b /o

D o @

@ &9





image11.png




image12.png
oprgs

Longituce.

Longituce.




image1.png




image2.png
is is

is is

spnyg spnyg




image3.png
oprgs

Longituce.

Longituce.




image4.png
& 'lul:v
P e @ & _|‘,

P @ @

&





image5.png




