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Abstract

At constant speed and revolutions per minute (rpm), the effect of beam trawls on fuel consumption and towing
resistance in sea snails (Rapana venosa Valenciennes, 1846) fisheries were measured by a fuel flow meter and force gauge. A
traditional beam trawl was used to capture sea snails. Three different sledges (one traditional, T, and two modified, M-1 and
M-2) were compared for differences of fuel consumption and towing resistance on two sea ground types (sandy and
sandy&muddy) during the fishing operation. Beam trawls were observed by underwater video cameras. Trawl hauls with a 10
min towing duration were carried out from July to September 2015 in the southern Black Sea (Turkey). M-1 had the lowest
fuel consumption on sandy bottoms and sandy&muddy bottoms at constant rpm and speed (P<0.0001). Although the other
sledges (T and M-2) had low towing resistance in some cases, M-1 was found to be slightly better than the other sledges

(P<0.0001).
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Introduction

Beam trawls for sea snail fishery have been
employed in Samsun since 1980s (Knudsen, Zengin,
& Kogak, 2010). The potential effects of active
fishing gear (otter trawls, beam trawls etc.) on the
marine ecosystem is a worldwide problem (Jones,
1992; Kaiser & Spencer, 1996; Engel & Kvitek, 1998;
Rijnsdorp, Buys, Storbeck, & Visser, 1998;
Valdemarsen, Jorgensen, & Engas, 2007; Currie &
Parry, 1996; Collie, Escanero, & Valentine, 1997,
Collie, Hall, Kaiser, & Poiner, 2000; Suuronen et al.,
2012). Of these, the beam trawl is used mainly for
species such as flatfish (Groenewold & Fonds, 2000)
and shrimp (Gamito & Cabral, 2003; Zengin &
Tosunoglu, 2006) in European waters. The gear is
also responsible for rubbing and cultivation of the sea
bottom and the removal and destruction of some
infaunal and epifaunal species (Groenewold & Fonds,
2000; Kaiser & Spencer, 1996; Rijnsdorp et al.,
1998).

The environmental effects of towing gear
(changes of seabed topography, penetration depth
etc.) have been measured by various methods, such as
acoustic tools, underwater cameras and load cells
(Fonteyne, 1999). To measure seabed disturbance, the
first experiments were conducted by the Council for

the Exploration of the Sea in the 1970s, and then
direct underwater observations by divers, cameras and
acoustic devices were used by scientists (Walsh,
Engés, Ferro, Fonteyne, & van Marlen, 2002). In
addition to studies of the environmental effects of
beam trawls, discard mortality of beam trawls (Kaiser
& Spencer, 1995), codend selectivity (Ates et al.,
2010; Zengin & Tosunoglu, 2006) and gear
modifications (Abookire & Rose, 2005; Suuronen et
al., 2012), a small number of studies on energy saving
and consumption (Sala, 2002; Schau, Ellingsen,
Endal, & Aanondsen, 2009; van Marlen & Salz, 2010;
Balash & Sterling, 2012; FAO, 2015) have been
performed for towed gear.

Beam trawls have been identified as a gear
towed from outrigger booms (EC, 356/2005). The
horizontal opening of the net is provided by a rigid
body (frame). A pair of shoes is welded to the ends of
a metal beam so that it can slide over the sea bottom
(Valdemarsen et al., 2007). In the Black Sea,
traditional beam trawls, which is used in sea snail
fisheries, with shoes welded on rigid frames have
been used for sea snails since the 1980s. Sea snail
beam trawls have 3 m mouths with 1 m codends in a
72 mm mesh size (Anonymous, 2016. Both shoes
have claws to connect the steel wire, which have a
penetration depth of 50-70 mm from one end to the

© Published by Central Fisheries Research Institute (CFRI) Trabzon, Turkey
in cooperation with Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA), Japan



902 M. H. Kaykag et al. | Turk. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 17: 901-909 (2017)

other. Samsun is the most important region for the sea
snail fishery with the largest fishing fleet (>400
fishing vessels) (Zengin & Knudsen, 2006). However,
fishing pressure on sea snails causes destructive
environmental effects in the Black Sea. In 2015,
8795.3 tons of sea snails were captured in Turkish
waters of the Black Sea. Of these, approximately 80%
was obtained in the eastern Black Sea (TUIK, 2016).
Fishing operations start from depths of 5-30 m
(average 10 m) in the Black Sea (Zengin et al., 2014).

Suuronen et al. (2012) stated that beam trawls
are effective and practical for capture but that they are
responsible for seabed deformations, have high fuel
consumption and by-catch rates, need flat ground and
are expensive for fishing. Fuel consumption depends
on some essential factors, such as catch rate (Enerhau,
Amble, & Karlsen,1993), towing speed (Beare &
Machiels, 2012; Poos, Turenhout, van Oostenbrugge,
& Rijnsdorp, 2013), fishing wvessel (technology,
engine etc.) and sea state, habitat type and gear type
(Sala, De Carlo, Buglioni, & Luchetti, 2011a). Sala et
al. (2011a) used mass flow sensors for the
measurement of the fuel consumption of semi-pelagic
trawlers during several fishing operations for different
phases.

Poos et al. (2013) developed a model for testing
the energy savings of beam trawls to find a correlation
between towing speed, fuel consumption and catch.
Beare and Machiels (2012) observed that increasing
fuel prices force fishers to decrease average towing
speed from year to year to reduce total fishing costs.
In addition, if fuel prices rise continually, active
fishing gear such as beam trawls may become
uneconomical (Suuronen et al., 2012).

In the study, we tested two modified and a
traditional beam trawls by measuring the difference of
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fuel consumption and towing tension during the
fishing operation. In addition, underwater recordings
were made to observe physical impact of the gear on
the seabed during capture.

Materials and Methods
Study Site and Fishing Gear

A total of 36 hauls were carried out on the
commercial beam trawler (11.3 m length, 102.2 kW,
2600 rpm, max. speed ~9 knots, marinized diesel
engine, Ford Cargo-1999) from July to September
2015 in the coastal water of Samsun in the southern
Black Sea (Turkey) (Figure 1). In the study, 12
different experiments with a 10 min towing duration
were performed with three replicates under constant
rom (1100 min?) and speed (2.4 knots) (Table 1).
Revolutions per minute of diesel engine and fishing
vessel speed were fixed manually by reading
tachometer and GPS, respectively. All three replicates
were the same direction with the dominant winds
come from north. Fishing operations were conducted
with the three types of beam trawls (traditional and
modified gear) on commercial fishing grounds (sandy
and sandy&muddy) at depths between 7.5 and 11.5 m.

We used a grab sampler for collecting surface
sediments. Benthic materials were examined in the
laboratory within the project of BENTHIS (EU-FP7-
312008). The fishing gear was a traditional beam
trawl with 200 meshes around the mouth (see Kaykac,
Zengin, Ozcan-Akpinar, & Tosunoglu, 2014 for
technical details). The traditional beam trawl with
shoes had steel wire stretching between the shoes at
the mouth of the gear to scrape the sea bottom.

In the study, different shoes (sledge) (T, M-1,
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Figure 1. Study site.
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and M-2) were used to determine the towing
resistance and the difference of fuel consumption of
the beam trawl. Modifications (two new sledge were
designed) were made on the shoes of the traditional
beam trawl to reduce physical impact of the gear on
the seabed (Figure 2). Of these, the traditional beam
trawl (T) with a small-size sledge had been used by
local fishermen since the 1980s (Figure 2). In
addition, three replicates were performed to determine
the difference of fuel consumption of the beam trawls
with wire between the shoes on the sandy ground. The
weight of the sea snail beam trawls is 55 kg in air.

Measurement of Fuel Consumption Difference

An ultra-low flow (FLS-ULF01.H.0.2) sensor
(fuel flow meter) was used to measure the flow of fuel
consumption (I/h) (Figure 3). The flow rate range was
between 1.5 and 100 1/h (£1%). Owing to it is known

that amount of fuel via return pipe to fuel tank for
diesel engines, only the effect of sledge types of beam
trawls on fuel consumption (DFC; I/h) was
considered. So, the flow meter was installed
horizontally between the fuel tank and the main
engine with a pipe connection. The fuel flow meter
with interface cable was supplied with electrical
power from an on-board vehicle power source (<15
mA, 24 VDC-Voltage Direct Current). Measurements
were performed for a 10 min duration at constant
revolutions per minute (rpm, 1100 min) or a constant
speed (v) (vessel speed during fishing, 2.4 knots) on
sandy and sandy&muddy ground (Table 1).
Instantaneous fuel consumption (IFC; 1/h) was
recorded with 1 min intervals by reading the digital
display of the flow meter and then average fuel
consumption (AFC; I/h) was taken average from 10
measurements for three replicates of each experiment.

Table 1. Experiments for measurement of fuel consumption and towing resistance of beam trawls (36 hauls)

rpm v

Exp. Gear type (mind) (knot) Ground type
T M-1 M-2 1100 2.4 SG SGM
1 % v v
2 v v v
3 v v v
4 v v v
5 v v v
6 v v v
7 v v v
8 v v v
9 v v v
10 v v v
11 v v v
12 v v v

SG: Sandy ground, SMG: Sandy&muddy ground, v: Speed of fishing vessel, T: Traditional beam trawl, M-1 and M-2: Modified beam

trawls

N

300-350

300-350

claw

claw
Figure 2. Shoe modifications of traditional beam trawl: A) Traditional shoe with 50-70 mm height of claw (T) B) Sledge-
type shoe with 5-mm claw (M-1) C) Cutting sledge type with 5-mm claw (M-2).



904 M. H. Kaykag et al. | Turk. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 17: 901-909 (2017)

Measurement of Towing Resistance

A force gauge with an S-type sensor
(GERATECH, SH-50K, peak load value 50 kN,
indication error: +1%) was used to measure the
tension (N) of the fishing gear’s steel wire during the
fishing operation (Figure 4). The measurements were
taken for a 10-min duration at 1100 rpm or 2.4 knots
on SG and SMG (Table 1). The force gauge was
mounted on the steel wire (&8, minimum breaking
load; ~22.5 kN) of the beam trawl by connecting it
with the steel shackle, thimble, carabineer and clips
without cutting the wire. Data were transferred to the
computer after the measurement.

Underwater Observations

The underwater observations were recorded by
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an underwater camera in the form of video clips. The
digital camera (GoPro HERO4 Black Edition) with
housing was mounted with plastic cable ties
temporarily on the steel frame of the beam trawl at
two different visual angles to monitor both the mouth
of the net and the sledges. The recordings were
transferred from the camera to the hard disk and
captured to produce a picture using Video Capture
Software.

Statistical Analysis

The statistical significance of the differences
between the fuel consumption of beam trawls at
constant rpm was determined with a one-way
ANOVA. The difference between the fuel
consumption of beam trawls at constant speed and the
difference between the tensions of the wires of the

Figure 3. A) Installation of ultra-low flow (ULF) sensor and B) digital display.

Figure 4. A-B) Installation of S-type sensor on steel wire of beam trawl and C

) force gauge connection with computer.
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three different beam trawls at constant rpm and speed
was determined with a Kruskal-Wallis test.

Results

In total, 513.5 kg total catch was obtained during
the experiments. Average catch was 14.3£2.07 kg.
Statistically, there was no significant difference for
total catch between the hauls (P>0.005).

Fuel Consumption Difference

The fuel consumption on sandy bottoms was
lower than that on sandy&muddy bottoms for two
experimental beam trawls (T and M-1). The
difference was approximately 17% for T and M-1 at
constant rpm. However, M-2 on mixed grounds had
higher fuel consumption (3%) than it did on sandy
grounds at constant rpm. Statistically, there was a
significant difference between T, M-1 and M-2
according to the results of the experiments carried out
on the sandy and sandy&muddy ground with constant
rpm. M-1 had the lowest fuel consumption on the
sandy ground (P<0.0001) and sandy&muddy ground
(P<0.0001) at constant rpm (AFCr: 3.26+0.23, AFCwm-
1 3.10+0.25, and AFCwm2: 4.04+0.23 1/h on sandy
ground and AFCr: 3.934+0.19, AFCm.1: 3.76+0.14, and
AFCm-2: 3.92+0.20 I/h on sandy&muddy ground,
respectively).

Likewise, the other two beam trawls (T and M-

1) had lower fuel consumption, which varied between
155% and 20.8%, on sandy grounds than
sandy&muddy grounds at constant speed. The other
experimental beam trawl (M-2) had almost the same
consumption on both types of bottoms at constant
speed. Statistically, the lowest fuel consumption was
measured for M-1 at constant speed on both the sandy
and sandy&muddy bottoms (P<0.0001) (AFCy:
3.23+0.48, AFCmai: 3.21+0.55, and AFCwm2:
3.84+0.15 1/h on sandy bottom and AFCr: 4.08+0.19,
AFCwm-1: 3.80+0.10, and AFCwm.2: 3.85+0.15 1/h on
sandy&muddy bottom, respectively) (Table 2).

Towing Resistance

In the experiments, loads on warp were 0.87, 1.1
and 1.1 kN for T, M-1 and M-2, respectively on sandy
bottoms at constant rpm. On sandy&muddy grounds
at constant rpm, these values were 1.08, 0.90 and 1.27
kN, respectively. Statistically, at a constant 1100 rpm,
while the lowest load was determined for T on sandy
bottoms (P<0.0001), M-1 had the lowest tension on
sandy&muddy bottoms (P<0.0001) (Figure 5).

At constant speed, M-2 had the lowest load (0.99
kN) on sandy grounds and M-1 had the lowest load
(0.90 kN) on mixed bottoms, whereas T had high
resistance (>1.1 kN) on both sea bottoms. On the
sandy ground, it was determined that the lowest load
was measured for M-2 at constant speed (P<0.0001)
(Figure 6). M-1 had the Ilowest value on

Table 2. Measurement of fuel consumption difference of three different beam trawls working under various fishing
conditions: AFC: Average fuel consumption (I/h); DFC: Difference of fuel consumption (arrows are representing the

decrease and increase) for M-1 and M-2 with respect to T (%).

Gear type
T M-1 M-2
AFC SD AFC SD DFC AFC SD DFC

Sandy 326 023 310 025 149 404 023 1239 Constant rom
Sandy &muddy 3.93 0.19 3.76 0.14 143 392 0.20 103 P
Sandy 323 048 321 055 06 384 015 1188 Constant speed
Sandy &muddy 408 019 38 010 |69 38 015 586 P

18 SG (1100 rpm)

14 —T —M1 e M2

Force (kN)
°
>

SMG (1100 rpm)

WA

60 120 180 240

300 360 420 480 540

Towing duration (s)

Figure 5. Measurements of force on beam trawls at 1100 rpm (SG: Sandy ground, SMG: Sandy-muddy ground, T:

Traditional beam trawl, M-1 and M-2: Modified beam trawls).
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sandy&muddy bottoms at constant speed (P<0.0001).
According to the results, M-1 had the best average in
terms of low fuel consumption and resistance during
fishing operation.

Monitoring

It was observed that sledges of traditional beam
trawls sometimes get up off the ground up to 20 cm.
Mostly, traditional beam trawls, which are towed on
claws, penetrate at least 5 cm into the sediment. The
bottom surface of the sledge of a beam trawl does not
completely contact the ground due to the penetration
of the claw. Underwater observations showed that the
sledge of the modified beam trawl (M-1) stayed stable
and slipped on the ground properly. The other
modified sledge (M-2) stayed on the bottom or was

1.0, %,

Force (kN)
o ~N ;ﬁ

partly buried in the sediment. In addition, excluding
the front of a sledge old M-2, the other parts of the
sledge were covered by sediment (Figure 7).

Discussion

In the study, we used a force gauge and
underwater camera to observe the load on warp and
penetration of sledges into the seabed during capture.
Therefore, we modified the sledges of beam trawls to
decrease resistance to ensure both low fuel
consumption and reduced destruction of the seabed.

Investigations have focused on the relation of
fuel consumption and fishing vessel speed to identify
energy performance under various operating
conditions (Sala, Notti, & Virgilli, 2011b). Energy
performance is generally associated with fishing gear

SG (2.4 kn)

T M1 e M2

SMG (2.4 kn)

:f \ ; My Fdgad . 1, ) ‘ I ALty ) o
e L i L

60 120 180 240

300 360 420 480 540

Towing duration (s)
Figure 6. Measurements of force on beam trawls at 2.4 knots (SG: Sandy ground, SMG: Sandy-muddy ground, T:

Traditional beam trawl, M-1 and M-2: Modified beam trawls).

¢

Figure 7. Underwat observations of sea snail beam trawls (T: Traditional beam trawl, M-1 and M-2: Modified beam
trawls, SG: Sandy ground, SMG: Sandy&muddy ground).

.}
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and operation, sea conditions and properties of fishing
vessels (Sala, 2002; Sala et al., 2011a; Notti, Sala,
Martinsohn, & Damalas, 2012; Gabiiia et al., 2016).
Fuel consumption is a major factor effecting energy
performance and depending on catch rate, vessel
speed and technology, sea conditions, fishing field
and gear (Enerhaug et al., 1993; Sala et al., 2011a;
Beare & Machiels, 2012; Poos et al., 2013). In this
framework, we measured average fuel consumption
(at constant speed and rpm) to identify the effect of
fishing gears on fuel consumption, as previous studies
showed that increasing towing speed increases fuel
consumption and total cost during capture (Beare &
Machiels, 2012; Suuronen et al., 2012; Poos et al.,
2013).

In the study, we fixed the vessel speed at 2.4
knots and also 1100 rpm due to the fishing operation
speed varies from 2-2.5 knots for the capture of sea
snails in that region. Table 2 shows, at constant rpm,
M-1 caused lower consumption ranging between 4.3-
4.9% than T on sandy and sandy&muddy grounds. In
the M-2 experiments, fuel consumption was higher
(23.9%) than T on sandy ground. The consumption
appeared to decrease with 0.3% on sandy&muddy
ground, however, statically the difference between T
and M-2 was insignificant. Same results were
observed for both modified beam trawls at constant
speed. This inconsistency may have occurred as a
result of the characteristics of bottom type and the
sledge design of M-2 influencing to hydrodynamic
behaviour. Sala et al. (2011a) reported that major
factors affecting the fuel consumption were bottom
type and fishing gears.

Measurement of the tension of the fishing gear’s
steel during the fishing operation is a simple way to
assess the impact and the fuel consumption (Sala et
al., 2011b). However, there are critical problems of
assessing energy performance onboard fishing vessel
due to uncontrolled conditions (Gabina et al., 2016).
In the study, the lowest load was 0.87 kN on sandy
bottom for T and 0.90 kN on sandy&muddy bottom
for M-1 at constant rpm. However, larger loads
increase fuel consumption, the results were different
than we excepted. The uncertainties could have been
caused by uncontrolled sea conditions such as current
and wind speeds, the behaviours of fishing gear
during the capture (Sala et al., 2011b; Gabifa et al.,
2016). At constant speed, T had higher resistance than
modified beam trawls on sandy and sandy&muddy
bottoms. Figure 5 and 6 show that data of loads on
steel wire, which were recorded by force gauge,
peaked at larger ranges on sandy&muddy grounds
than sandy grounds at both constant rpm and towing
speed. The fluctuation of load might be caused by fine
sediment, where hold and release the fishing gear
during the capture.

Researchers have used handheld video and
underwater camera systems mounted on fishing gear
to assess the seabed disturbances caused by towing
gear (Currie & Parry, 1996; Smith, Papadopoulou, &

Diliberto, 2000). In some cases, divers have counted
and measured seabed deformations after the fishing
(Currie & Parry, 1996). In this study, we used two
underwater camera systems to observe the effects of
the beam trawls on the seabed during the fishing
operation. In most cases, underwater observations
showed that M-1 stayed stable and slipped,
particularly on soft bottoms, properly due to the
design of the sledge and the low resistance during the
fishing operation. However, the sledges of the
traditional beam trawl (T) were observed to be
unstable. On the other hand, we found that when the
sledges of M-2 were towed, they created resistance on
the ground. The shape of sledges that are unsuitable
for hydrodynamic environments may cause resistance
and distributed sediment during operation.

In our experiments, sledge shape and sediment
type were the main factors influencing the behaviour
of fishing gear during the fishing operation. Finally,
we determined that M-1, which is the one of the
modified sea snail beam trawls, was the most
appropriate gear to reduce resistance and fuel
consumption on both sea bottoms at constant rpm and
towing speed. We did not measure the fuel
consumption of fishing wvessel during the fishing
operation, on the other hand we could conclude that
the most appropriate design of sledge was M-1 by
determining only the difference of fuel consumption
between beam trawls.

Until now, an assessment of the fuel
consumption and towing resistance of beam trawls
has not been conducted in the Turkish Seas. The
experiment did have some challenges, particularly
with respect to measuring fuel consumption of fishing
vessel, the correlation of fuel consumption and wire
loads and a number of trials. However, we state that
these preliminary results help fishing gear designers
to understand the effects of the beam trawls on the
seabed. In future, the size and shape of sledges and
the use of beam trawls without steel wire stretching
between the shoes and with lightweight constructions
should be studied to mitigate the environmental
effects of fishing gear, reduce carbon emissions and
sustain sea snail fishery.

Acknowledgements

This work was financed by the European Project
“BENTHIS (EU-FP7-312008)”. The authors would
like to thanks and gratitude to the project leader Prof.
Dr. Adrian RJINSDORP and Prof. Dr. Aysun
GUMUS providing all kinds of support. Thanks are
also due to Murathan OZDEMIR and all the project
researchers for participating the sea trials.

References
Anonymous. (2016). Natification 4/1 on commercial

fisheries (in  Turkish). Ministry of Food,
Agriculture and Livestock. Notification No.



908 M. H. Kaykag et al. | Turk. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 17: 901-909 (2017)

2016/65. Retrieved from
http://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2016/08/2
0160813.htm

Ates, C., Bok, T., Aligli, T.Z., Kahraman, A.E.,
Goktiirk, D., & Ulutiirk, T. (2010). Selectivity of
diamond and square mesh beam trawl codends
for European hake and striped red mullet in the
Sea of Marmara, Turkey. Journal of Animal and
Veterinary Advances, 9(2), 436-440.
http://dx.doi.org/10.3923/javaa.2010.436.440

Balash, C., & Sterling, D. (2012). Prawn trawl drag
due to material properties: An investigation of
the potential for drag reduction. In Sarasquete
(Eds.), Proceedings of the Second International
Symposium on Fishing Vessel Energy Efficiency,
Vigo, Spain, Retrieved from www.e-fishing.eu

Beare, D., & Machiels, M. (2012). Beam trawlermen
take feet off gas in response to oil price hikes.
ICES Journal of Marine Science, 69(6), 1064-
1068. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fss057

Collie, J.S., Escanero, G.A., & Valentine, P.C. (1997).
Effects of bottom fishing on the benthic
megafauna of Georges Bank. Marine Ecology
Progress Series, 155, 159-172.

Collie, J.S., Hall, S.J., Kaiser, M.J., & Poiner, |.R.
(2000). A quantitative analysis of fishing
impacts on shelf-sea benthos. Journal of Animal
Ecology, 69, 785-798.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.13652656.2000.0043
4.x

Currie, D.R., & Parry, G.D. (1996). Effects of scallop
dredging on a soft sediment community: a large-
scale experimental study. Marine Ecology
Progress Series, 134, 131-150.

Enerhaug, B., Amble, A., & Karlsen, L. (1993). The
influence of vessel motions on efficiency and
energy costs in fishing. In M. Paschen (Eds.),
Modern Engineering Methods in Fishing
Research, Proceedings of the International
Workshop, DEMAT’93, Rostock, Germany

Engel, J., & Kvitek, R. (1998). Effects of otter
trawling on a benthic community in Monterey
Bay National Marine Sanctuary. Conversation
Biology, 12: 6, 1204-1214.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.15231739.1998.0120
061204 .x

Gabina, G., Basurko, O.C., Notti, E., Sala, A.,
Aldekoa, S., Clemente, M., & Uriondo, Z.
(2016). Energy efficiency in fishing: Are
magnetic devices useful for use in fishing
vessels? Applied Thermal Engineering, 94, 670—
678.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2015.
10.161

Gamito, R., & Cabral, H. (2003). Mortality of brown-
shrimp discards from the beam trawl fishery in
the Tagus estuary, Portugal. Fisheries Research,
63(3), 423-427.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0165-836(03)00108-
5

Groenewold, S., & Fonds, M. (2000). Effects on
benthic scavengers of discards and damaged
benthos produced by the beam-trawl fishery in
the southern North Sea. ICES Journal of Marine
Science, 57(5), 1395-1406.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.2000.0914

FAO. (2015). Fuel and energy use in the fisheries
sector. Approaches, inventories and strategic
implications. Retrieved from
http://www.fao.org/3/a-i5092e.pdf

Fonteyne, R. (1999). In situ experiments of seabed
disturbance by beam trawls (Fishing gears in
marine environment) in Contributions on the
Theory of Fishing Gears and Related Marine
Systems. In M., Paschen, W. Kopnick, G.
Niedzwiedz, U. Richter, H.J., Winkel (Eds.),
Proceedings of the Fourth International
Workshop on Methods for the Development and
Evaluation of  Maritime  Technologies,
DEMAT’99, Rostock, Germany, 291pp.

Jones, J.B. (1992). Environmental impact of trawling
on the seabed: a review. New Zealand Journal of
Marine and Freshwater Research, 26(1), 59-67.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00288330.1992.95165
00

Kaiser, M.J., & Spencer, B.E. (1995). Survival of by-
catch from a beam trawl. Marine Ecology
Progress Series, 126(1-3), 31-38.
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/meps126031

Kaiser, M.J., & Spencer, B.E. (1996). The effects of
beam-trawl disturbance on infaunal communities
in different habitats. Journal of Animal Ecology,
65(3), 348-358. doi:10.2307/5881

Kaykag, M.H., Zengin, M., Ozcan-Akpmar, 1., &
Tosunoglu, Z. (2014). Structural characteristics
of towed fishing gears used in the Samsun coast
(Black Sea). Ege Journal of Fisheries Aquatic
Science, 31(2), 87-96.
http://dx.doi.org/10.12714/egejfas.2014.31.2.05

Knudsen, S., Zengin, M., & Koc¢ak, M.H., 2010.
Identifying drivers for fishing pressure. A
multidisciplinary study of trawl and sea snail
fisheries in Samsun, Black Sea coast of Turkey.
Ocean & Coastal Management, 53(5-6), 252-
269.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.0ocecoaman.2010.04.0
08

Notti, E., Sala, A., Martinsohn, J., & Damalas, D.,
(2012). Effects of engine replacement on the fuel
consumption reduction in fisheries (Report No.
256660). Ancona, Italy, CNR-ISMAR Press., 88
pp.

Poos, J.J., Turenhout, M.N.J., van Oostenbrugge,
H.A.E. & Rijnsdorp, A.D. (2013). Adaptive
response of beam trawl fishers to rising fuel cost.
ICES Journal of Marine Science, 70(3), 675-
684. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fss196

Rijnsdorp, A.D., Buys, A. M., Storbeck, F., & Visser,
E.G. (1998). Micro-scale distribution of beam
trawl effort in the southern North Sea between


http://dx.doi.org/10.3923/javaa.2010.436.440
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fss057
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.2000.0914
http://dx.doi.org/10.12714/egejfas.2014.31.2.05
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fss196

M. H. Kaykag et al. | Turk. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 17: 901-909 (2017) 909

1993 and 1996 in relation to the trawling
frequency of the sea bed and the impact on
benthic organisms. ICES Journal of Marine
Science, 55(3), 403-419.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.1997.0326

Sala, A. 2002. Development of fuel saving bottom
trawl (Report No. ICES CM 2002/B.01)
WGFTFB, Séte, France, FAO Press., 56pp.

Sala, A., De Carlo, F., Buglioni, G., & Luchetti, A.
(2011a). Energy performance evaluation of
fishing vessels by fuel mass flow measuring
system. Ocean Engineering, 38(5-6), 804-809.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.0ceaneng.2011.02.00
4

Sala, A., Notti, E., & Virgilli, M. (2011b).
Information Collection in Energy Efficiency for
Fisheries (ICEEF 2010, Final Report), (Report
No. 2558499). Ancona, Italy, CNR-ISMAR
Press., 188 pp.

Schau, E.M., Ellingsen, H., Endal, A., & Aanondsen,
S.A. (2009). Energy consumption in the
Norwegian fisheries. Journal of Cleaner
Production, 17(3), 325-334.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.08.015

Smith, C.J., Papadopoulou, K.N., & Diliberto, S.
(2000). Impact of otter trawling on an eastern
Mediterranean commercial trawl fishing ground.
ICES Journal of Marine Science, 57(5), 1340-
1351. http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.2000.0927

Suuronen, P., Chopin, F., Glass, C., Lakkeborg, S.,
Matsushita, Y., Queirolo, D., & Rihan, D.
(2012). Low impact and fuel efficient fishing-
Looking beyond the horizon. Fisheries
Research, 119-120, 135-146.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2011.12.009

TUIK. (2016). Fishery Products, 2015. No: 21720,
June, 23, 2016. Retrieved from

http://www.turkstat.gov.tr/PreHaberBultenleri.d
0?id=21720

Valdemarsen, J.W., Jorgensen, T., & Engas, A.
(2007). Options to mitigate bottom habitat
impact of dragged gears. FAO Fisheries
Technical Paper. No. 506. Rome, FAO. 29pp.

Van Marlen, B., & Salz, P. (2010). Energy Saving in
Fisheries — EU project ESIF. In Sarasquete
(Eds.), First International Symposium on
Fishing Vessel Energy Efficiency E-Fishing,
Vigo, Spain, Retrieved from www.e-fishing.eu,

Zengin, M., & Knudsen, S., 2006. Effects of the
Trawl and Sea Snail Fisheries on the Resources
of Benthic Macro Fauna in the Middle Black Sea
Coast. Black Sea Ecosystem 2005 and Beyond,
1%t Biannual Scientific Conference, BSERP/BSC,
Istanbul, Turkey.

Zengin, M., & Tosunoglu, Z. (2006). Selectivity of
diamond and square mesh beam trawl cod ends
for Parapenaeus longirostris (Lucas, 1846)
(Decapoda, Penaeidae) in the Sea of Marmara.
Crustaceana 79(9), 1049-1057.
doi:10.1163/156854006778859713

Zengin, M., Gliimiis, A., Siier, S., Riizgar, M., Van,
A., Ozcan Akpmar I., Tosunoglu, Z., Kaykag,
M.H., Bas¢inar, S.N., Uzmanoglu, M.S., Celik,
T., Osma, R., Sii, U., Karadurmus, U., 2014. The
Fisheries Impact on the Benthic Ecosystem of
Samsun Shelf Area in the Turkish Black Sea
Coast. In 1. Aydin & S.Yerli (Eds.), FABA
International Symposium on Fisheries and
Aquatic Sciences, Trabzon, Turkey, 580 pp.

Walsh, S.J., Engds, A., Ferro, R., Fonteyne, R. and
van Marlen, B. 2002. To catch or conserve more
fish: the evolution of fishing technology in
fisheries science. In E.D. Anderson (Eds.), ICES
Marine Science Symposia 215, (pp. 493-503).
Helsinki, 610 pp.


https://doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.1997.0326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2011.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2011.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.08.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2008.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmsc.2000.0927
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2011.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/156854006778859713

