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Introduction 
Unselective capture, or bycatch, incidentally 
contributes to devastating ecological impacts, 
such as decline in global capture fisheries 
production and the death of other marine species 
with no commercial value (Lewison et al., 2004; 
Davies et al., 2009). A total of 9.1 million tonnes 
of bycatch are collected annually, in which 0.8 
million tonnes of this amount came from gillnet 
fisheries (The Food and Agriculture Organisation 
[FAO], 2020). Bycatch can be classified 
into three categories: (i) normal bycatch, (ii) 
cryptic bycatch and (iii) ghost fishing. Normal 
bycatch occurs when non-targeted species are 
accidentally captured in the fishing gear during 
the hauling process, regardless of whether they 
are alive or dead (Kumar et al., 2016; Fazrul et 
al., 2015; Leland et al., 2013). Cryptic bycatch 
refers to living organisms that developed injuries 
after being entangled in fishing gears and then 
died following release or escape (Kumar et al., 

2016; Fazrul et al., 2015; Reeves et al., 2013). 
The final type of bycatch, ghost fishing, is where 
the lost or intentionally discarded fishing gears 
continue to cause fatality to marine organisms 
without any human control (Sullivan et al., 
2019; Fazrul et al., 2015; Campbell & Sumpton, 
2009). The Malaysian fisheries sector produced 
a total of 1.86 million metric tonnes of fish in 
2019, including 263,093 tonnes from deep-water 
fisheries and 1,189,416 tonnes from coastal 
fisheries (The Department of Fisheries [DOF], 
2020). Based on these statistics, the negative 
impact of bycatch from coastal fisheries would 
have a greater impact on the Malaysian fisheries 
production compared with deep-water fisheries.

Studies on bycatch related to modern fishing 
gears in deep waters are quite established, but 
not for small-scale fisheries or artisanal fisheries 
in shallower waters (Selgrath et al., 2018).  
Most of the bycatch studies only focus on 
modern fishing gears, such as trawls (Cashion 
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et al., 2018; FAO, 2018; Keledjian et al., 2014) 
and purse seines (Cashion et al., 2018; FAO, 
2018). Bycatch from artisanal fisheries is often 
neglected, and to date, only a few studies related 
to it have been conducted (Alava et al., 2019; 
Cashion et al., 2018; Kumar et al., 2016; Coelho 
et al., 2015; Fazrul, 2015; Keledjian et al., 2014; 
Moore et al., 2010). The coastal area is plankton-
rich and an ideal feeding ground for juveniles of 
deep-water fish species; thus, these areas need 
to be protected, and any fish landing needs to be 
recorded (Hastings et al., 2017). Data on bycatch 
in the shallow or coastal areas are crucial for 
the future planning of sustainable fisheries, and 
overexploitation by artisanal fisheries can lead 
to a decline in deep-water catches and reduced 
biodiversity (Selgrath et al., 2018).

There are various types of gillnets targeting 
the capture of a specific species. For example, 
crab gillnets, pelagic fish gillnets, stingray 
gillnets, prawn gillnets and cephalopod gillnets 
(Chumchuen & Krueajun, 2021; Fazrul et al., 
2015; Pérez-Jiménez & Mendez-Loeza, 2015; 
Lim et al., 2014; Dharmadi et al., 2009; White 
et al., 2006). Gillnets are made of many types 
of materials, such as nylon, rope, monofilament, 
multifilament and multi-monofilament (Ayaz et 
al., 2006; Walker et al., 2005). Stingray gillnets 
are used to catch various species of rays in many 
parts of the world (Oliver et al., 2015).  Li et 
al. (2018) reported that this fishing equipment 
is efficient in capturing rays. Although it 
is a globally accepted fishing method, the 
deployment of the stingray gillnet is banned 
in Malaysia because of the harm it poses to 
the turtle population. Many artisanal fishers do 
not abide to the correct mesh size of gillnets 
allowed for fishing as stated in the Fisheries 
Regulation 1990. Due to the usual practice of 
leaving gillnets at sea for days, any trapped 
turtles in these unattended nets will die before 
getting rescued (Yassin, 1997; Sunardi et al., 
2013; The Straits Times, 2016; Yaacob, 2019). 
Consequently, local fishers are still finding 
efficient fishing methods to catch rays without 
using a stingray gillnet in coastal areas. 

Nonetheless, its illegal usage is still 
reported as artisanal fishers have long believed 
that fisheries resources are renewable and 
everlasting, which is why scientific data 
collection on bycatch is urgently needed to 
prove otherwise (Ali et al., 2011; Wong & Yong, 
2020). Identifying habitats for conservation is a 
top priority for ecologists and conservationists 
globally (da Silva et al., 2021). The death of 
non-commercial species caused by fishing can 
have a variety of consequences for biodiversity 
and ecosystems. The impact and consequences 
of discarding practices are still being debated 
(Damalas et al., 2010). Non-target species 
may be severely reduced long before effective 
management practises can be enacted, according 
to some experts. This is due to the fact that 
fisheries are driven by valuable target species, 
which are frequently examined, whereas low 
or non-commercially valuable species are 
left unmonitored (Damalas et al., 2010). The 
highly selective fishing patterns are important 
in fisheries management to reduce bycatch, 
protect species and rebuild ecosystems (Kolding 
et al., 2015). The importance of coastal areas 
as nursery grounds for marine species can also 
be highlighted through a bycatch study (Le 
Pape & Bonhommeau, 2015). Various habitat 
variables, including substrate qualities, area, 
season, depth, temperature and salinity were 
linked to fishery-related abundance indices 
(Damalas et al., 2010). For all species, depth 
was the most relevant factor (Damalas et 
al., 2010). Identification of species-habitat 
relationships can help us better understand 
their distribution and migration patterns, as 
well as the significance of the environmental 
factors (Damalas et al., 2010). Along this 
depth gradient, the fauna is also known to shift 
(Zintzen et al., 2012). According to Abesamis et 
al. (2018), total fish species richness, abundance 
or biomass decreases gradually or rapidly as 
depth increases. Other research has found 
peaks in fish species richness or abundance, as 
well as a major shift in species composition, 
at specific depths (Abesamis et al., 2018). The 
study of seasonal fluctuations in species’ relative 
abundance is one of the fundamental goals 
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of the fish ecology community. According to 
Castillo-Rivera’s (2013) research, salinity, depth 
and turbidity which are all affected by seasonal 
variations in rainfall and freshwater intake, 
play a significant role in determining species 
abundance. Therefore, the aim of this study was 
to examine the impact of depth and season on 
the community structure of bycatch. 

Materials and Methods 
Study Area 
This study was conducted around Bidong 
Island in Terengganu waters off the east coast 
of Peninsular Malaysia, where three different 
depths were examined: 10 m, 15 m and 20 m. 

Three sub-stations were set up as net transects 
centred to Bidong Island, based on the different 
depths, which were 10 m for stations A1, B1, 
C1; 20 m for stations A2, B2, C2 and 30 m for 
stations A3, B3, C3 (Figure 1). The depths at 
each of the sampling stations were measured 
using the SIMRAD EK15 scientific echo 
sounder with a frequency of 200 kHz. The 
latitude and longitude for the sub-stations are 
shown in Table 1. The stations were chosen 
as they were the common areas frequented by 
local fishers to catch stingrays. The seasonal 
division for this study was based on Fazrul et 
al. (2015), where seasons were divided based on 
the quantity of rainfall: (1) the dry season from 
January to April, (2) the moderate season from 

Figure 1: The sub-stations in a line transect setting at the sampling site

Table 1: The latitude and longitude of the sampling sub-stations

Station Latitude Longitude
A1 5°37’17.4” N 103°3’4.4388” E
A2 5°37’42.42” N 103°2’46.32” E
A3 5°38’2.22” N 103°2’26.4012” E
B1 5°36’53.6472” N 103°4’32.9232” E
B2 5°36’42.0804” N 103°4’50.0484” E
B3 5°36’30.5388” N 103°5’7.6956” E
C1 5°38’19.3308” N 103°4’48.7632” E
C2 5°38’31.056” N 103°5’3.9444” E
C3 5°38’42.9324” N 103°5’20.0472” E
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May to August and (3) the rainy season from 
September to December in 2018.

Collection of Samples
Samples were collected monthly from January 
to December 2018 using stingray gillnets with 
supplementary samplings in February 2019 
and October 2019 to complement existing data 
based on seasonal, species and depth factors for 
the same months in 2018. At each sub-station 
of each depth contour, a net with a depth of 2 
m, length of 2,100 m and stretch mesh size of 
26 cm was set at 06.00 hours, left overnight 
for 24 hours and hauled on board the next 
morning (Figure 2). Altogether, 6,300 m of 
netting was deployed at each depth and overall 
18,900 m from all three depths were hauled for 
each sampling month. The catch per unit effort 
(CPUE) was calculated as follows:

After being boarded, the specimens were 
measured, labelled and frozen.

Laboratory Method
All the bycatch fish species from the stingray 
gillnets were preserved with 10% formalin and 
deposited at the Science Fisheries Collection 
of Faculty of Fisheries and Food Sciences, 
Universiti Malaysia Terengganu, for future 
reference (Fazrul et al., 2015). The bycatch 

species were classified into two groups: (1) 
discarded or non-valuable bycatch (D) and (2) 
retained or valuable bycatch (R), with each 
species determined based on local practice. 

Data and Statistical Analysis for Bycatch
Monthly data at each depth contour were 
analysed for (1) community parameters; 
Shannon–Weiner’s diversity index (H’) and 
species richness and (2) relative abundance. 
Two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was 
used to compare the abundance of bycatch 
or species richness between the three depth 
contours and seasons (Fazrul et al., 2015). The 
bycatch data, both numbers of individuals and 
numbers of species were log (X+1) transformed 
to reduce non-normality prior to analysis.

A non-metric multidimensional scaling 
(nMDS) ordination were plotted using the 
PRIMER statistical package version 5.0 to 
assess the extent of each individual grouping 
based on depth and season. A Bray-Curtis 
similarity based on log X+1 transformation 
was used to examine the difference in bycatch 
community assemblages between all the depths 
and seasons. Analysis of similarity (ANOSIM) 
was used to determine whether the bycatch 
assemblage of each depth and season differed 
significantly. Once the difference is detected, 
a similarity percentage (SIMPER) was used 
to examine which bycatch species contributed 
most to the grouping. 

Figure 2: The characteristic of the stingray gillnet used during sampling
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Results  
It was found that 84.2% of the bycatch were 
caught by stingray gillnets set in different depths 
and seasons. The ratio of stingrays and bycatch 
varied between depths and seasons. However, 
the bycatch proportion remained higher than that 
of stingray catches for all depths and seasons 
(Table 2 and Table 3). 

Altogether, 648 individuals of bycatch 
were caught together with stingrays by stingray 
gillnets. The bycatch comprises 15 species. 

The three main families of the bycatch were 
Carangidae, Serranidae and Rachycentridae. 
Alectis indica, Rachycentron canadum and 
Epinephelus areolatus were the three most 
dominant bycatch species (Table 4). Their 
abundance and utilisation status, either discarded 
or retained, are shown in Table 4.

The calculated catch per unit of effort 
(CPUE) of bycatch was 3.33 per 10 panel-
hour. The results of the ecological attributes of 
the bycatch collected from stingray gillnets in 
Terengganu waters are presented in Table 5. 

Table 4: Bycatch compositions collected by stingray gillnets in Terengganu waters, Malaysia (D = discarded, 
R = retained), (LC = least concern, DD = data deficient, NT = near threatened, VU = vulnerable, CR = 

critically endangered)

Species Common Name Status Status in 
IUCN % No. of 

Individuals
Carangidae

Alectis indica Mirror fish/Indian 
threadfish R LC 12.2 79

Alectis ciliaris African pompano R LC 9.4 61

Gnathanodon speciosus Golden trevally R LC 6.9 45

Ariidae

Arius maculatus Spotted catfish R DD 8.2 53

Table 2: A comparison between the number of stingrays and bycatch collected 
by stingray gillnets at different depths

Depth
Number of Individuals of Bycatch (%)
Stingrays Bycatch

10 m 16 (7.7%) 191 (92.3%)
15 m 29 (12.9%) 196 (87.1%)
20 m 77 (22.8%) 261 (77.2%)
Total 122 (15.8%) 648 (84.2%)

Table 3: A comparison between the number of stingrays and bycatch collected 
by stingray gillnets in different seasons

Season
Number of Individuals of Bycatch (%)

Stingrays Bycatch

Dry 67 (19.8%) 272 (80.2%)

Moderate 45 (17.6%) 210 (82.4%)
Rainy 10 (5.7%) 166 (94.3%)
Total 122 (15.8%) 648 (84.2%)
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Table 5: Summary of ecological indices of bycatch in different depths and seasons collected by stingray 
gillnets

Depth Season Total Abundance Total Species Species Richness (d) H’

10 m Dry 87 6 0.3135 0.3219

Moderate 56 5 0.1554 0.1296

Rainy 48 5 0.3850 0.3039

15 m Dry 69 5 0.1659 0.2081

Moderate 80 4 0.2098 0.2594

Rainy 47 4 0.2148 0.1820

20 m Dry 116 7 0.4506 0.5830

Moderate 74 6 0.4964 0.5709

Rainy 71 9 0.6190 0.6484

Chanidae

Chanos chanos Milkfish R LC 4.9 32

Carcharhinidae

Carcharhinus leucas Bull shark R NT 4.9 32

Hemiscylliidae

Chiloscyllium griseum Grey bamboo shark R VU 5.2 34

Serranidae

Epinephelus areolatus Areolate grouper R LC 11.7 76

Epinephelus bleekeri Dusky tail grouper R DD 3.1 20

Epinephelus coioides Orange-spotted 
grouper R LC 1.4 9

Lutjanidae

Lutjanus argentimaculatus Mangrove red 
snapper R LC 6.2 40

Rachycentridae

Rachycentron canadum Cobia R LC 11.9 77

Rhinidae

Rhynchobatus australiae White spotted wedge 
fish R CR 5.9 38

Scombridae

Scomberomorus lineolatus
Streaked seerfish/ 
Streaked Spanish 

mackerel
R LC 7.3 47

Thunnus tonggol Bluefin longtail tuna R DD 0.8 5
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Impacts of Depth and Season
The results of the analysis of variance (ANOVA) 
indicated that seasonal factors significantly 
affected (P<0.05) the abundance of bycatch from 
stingray gillnet fisheries (Table 6). However, 
there was no significant difference in species 
richness of bycatch between seasons, depths and 
the interaction of the two (P>0.05). 

Bycatch Assemblages in Different Depth and 
Season
The result from nMDS plots showed that the 
bycatch was clustered into three major groups 
based on the depths of 10 m, 15 m and 20 m 
(Figure 3). Analysis of similarity (ANOSIM) 
confirmed the difference between these three 

groups (P = 0.1%, Global R = 0.301). The 
similarity percentage (SIMPER) identified 
two main species of bycatch that contributed 
the most to the grouping of the 10 m depth 
community, Alectis indica and Arius maculatus 
(Table 7). Rachycentron canadum and Lutjanus 
argentimaculatus contributed to the formation 
of the catches from the 15 m depth. For the 20 m 
depth, Alectis ciliaris was the major contributor 
to the formation of this group.  

The results from the nMDS ordination 
showed that there was no separated grouping 
based on season (Figure 4). Analysis of 
similarity (ANOSIM) confirmed that there was 
no difference among seasons in terms of fish 
assemblage (P > 0.5, Global R = -0.026). 

Figure 3: The nMDS ordination for the assemblages at three different depths 
(1 = 10 m, 2 = 15 m, 3 = 20 m) of bycatch collected by stingray gillnets

Table 6: The results of the two-way analysis of variance of the effects of depth and season on the abundance 
of bycatch collected by gillnets

Sources
Abundance Species Richness

df F MS P-value df F MS P-value

Depth (h) 2 1.442 0.048 2.62 × 10-1 2 0.416 0.026 6.66 × 10-1

Season (s) 2 3.922 0.131 3.90 × 10-2 2 0.167 0.010 8.47 × 10-1

h × s 4 0.660 0.022 6.28 × 10-1 4 0.449 0.028 7.72 × 10-1
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Discussion
It was found that the stingray gillnets used by 
fishers in Terengganu waters were ineffective in 
discriminating the stingray species for capture. 
The use of gillnets with a mesh size shorter than 
the length at first sexual maturity of a population 
is said to improve growth, and also reduce the 
mortality of potential spawners (Wolff  et al., 
2015). In contrast, another study reported that 
gillnets with mesh sizes bigger than the length at 

first sexual maturity produces similar outcomes 
(Garcia et al., 2012). Gillnets are the most 
selective gear; however, it is biased in terms of 
the abundance and distribution of size structure 
and species capture (Akongyuure Amisah & 
Agyemang, 2017; Li et al., 2015). Yet, only 
seasonal changes affected the abundance of 
the bycatch species. The ratio of abundance of 
stingrays and the cumulative bycatch species for 
all depths and seasons were starkly different at 

Figure 4: The nMDS plot for assemblages at different seasons (a = dry season, b = moderate rainy season, c = 
rainy season) of bycatch collected by stingray gillnets

Table 7: The SIMPER results for bycatch assemblages in different depths based on nMDS plots

Depth Species % Contribution

10 m Alectis indica 36.63

Arius maculatus 34.88

Epinephelus areolatus 17.74

15 m Rachycentron canadum 33.69

Lutjanus argentimaculatus 28.94

Scomberomorus lineolatus  27.86

20 m Alectis ciliaris   30.36

Epinephelus areolatus 16.57

Gnathanodon speciosus 15.32
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15.8% (stingrays) and 84.2% (bycatch species). 
The bycatch is higher at any depth and seasonal 
change compared with stingray catches. 

Stingray gillnets; main aim to capture 
stingrays and other species caught by the 
gillnets are considered bycatch based on local 
perception (Fazrul et al., 2015). Bycatch (non-
target species) is divided into two categories, 
namely those discarded and retained (Hamid 
& Kamri, 2021; James et al., 2016). For 
example, the white spotted wedge fish is not 
a target for stingray gillnets and is indeed 
considered a bycatch. Furthermore, from a total 
of 648 individuals of bycatch, 15 species were 
identified, of which all of them were considered 
as retained species. According to the Red List 
of the International Union for Conservation of 
Nature (IUCN, 2019, 2021), all retained species 
were categorised as Least Concern (LC) and 
Data Deficient (DD) and were determined to 
have local commercial value based on the IUCN 
Use and Trade Classification Scheme. 

The outcomes obtained in this study showed 
that a variety of marine species were caught by 
the gillnets. Aside from stingrays, 648 (84.2%) 
bycatch individuals were caught by stingray 
gillnets. It is observed that most of them are 
demersal and pelagic reef-associated species. 
Fish, mainly demersal species, are the most 
diverse bycatch collected at different depths and 
in different seasons, yet no crabs, shrimp and 
molluscs were caught. Most of the bycatch are 
targeted species with high commercial value 
in Malaysia, such as  E. areolatus, E. bleekeri, 
E.coiodes and L. argentimaculatus (DOF, 2018). 
Quantitatively, the abundance of bycatch around 
Bidong Island was affected by the season rather 
than depth. The species richness of the bycatch 
was not influenced by both depth and season. A 
previous study stated that the bycatch abundance 
and species richness are different based on 
habitat and season (Fazrul et al., 2015). Fazrul 
et al. (2015) and Hossain et al. (2016) stated 
that the abundance of bycatch was influenced by 
season, habitat and also the interaction of both 
habitat and season. 

 In terms of assemblages based on nMDS 
ordination, the responses of bycatch assemblages 
were different at each depth. Three major groups 
were classified at the different depths. The species 
of the bycatch at each depth were distinguished 
by the similarity of percentage shown in Table 
7. However, for different seasons, there was no 
separation for the species assemblages observed. 
The data analysis of each sampling based on 
depth or season were distributed all over the 
plot with a grouping trend. This may lead to the 
conclusion that bycatch species assemblages 
collected by stingray gillnet fisheries at different 
depths are generally different. It is observed 
that the composition of bycatch is different at 
each depth (10 m, 15 m and 20 m). The species 
composition and size distributions of organisms 
vary considerably over very small distances 
(Skiftesvik et al., 2015). The species caught are 
commonly distributed in tropical sea areas. The 
bycatch composition in this study varied with 
depth as indicated by the separated groupings 
of bycatch at different depths. The species that 
appeared at a depth of 10 m do not appear at 
15 m and 20 m. Hence, it can be seen that there 
are distinct identifiable communities associated 
with the shelf, slope and abyssal plain, and 
the species composition changes with depth 
(Zintzen et al., 2012). The potential factors of 
the presence of particular groups of organisms at 
a location are numerous, such as the topographic 
complexity, presence of oxygen minimum 
zones, changes in sediment grain size, the 
degree of physical disturbance or the spatial and 
temporal variations in food availability (Zintzen 
et al., 2012). Based on a study by Abesamis et 
al. (2018), multiple factors such as depth, the 
availability of light, habitat, food, gradients 
in temperature and fishing pressure, could 
influence the structure of fish assemblages. 
Species richness and abundance declined with 
increasing depth regardless of storm damage 
on most trophic groups of fish (Abesamis et al., 
2018). There are differences in the taxonomy and 
trophic structure of the shallow and mesophotic 
fish assemblages, as well as in the degree 
of the orientation of the fishery. Significant 
changes of species composition occurr at 
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certain depths based on species richness or 
abundance (Abesamis et al., 2018). Seasonal 
factors affect only the abundance of bycatch, 
but not the community structure.  Based on a 
study by Prayoga and Arthana (2009), during 
the southeast monsoon, the CPUEs of bigeye 
scad and indian scad are high, which is contrast 
during the northwest monsoon, and Goldstripe 
sardinella has a high CPUE production in the 
early southeast monsoon. Each habitat in the 
coastal mosaic has its own dynamics, and species 
in the same community may play diverse roles 
(da Silva et al., 2021). The impacts of habitat 
heterogeneity on ecosystem functioning and 
filtering mechanisms, on the other hand, are still 
poorly understood, especially when seasonal 
fluctuations are taken into account (da Silva et 
al., 2021). Seasonality, which is influenced by 
rainfall patterns, causes significant variations in 
environmental conditions and habitat structure 
in coastal locations, which has a direct impact 
on the shape and structure of fish assemblages 
(da Silva et al., 2021). Based on a study by da 
Silva et al. (2021), seasonally, the dynamics of 
estuarine and coastal sandy beaches alter, with 
increased wave action during the rainy season, 
resulting in a constant remineralisation process 
of organic matter and a bigger quantity of 
nutrients in the water column being available, 
attracting new species to this habitat. Due to the 
substantial functional redundancy among fish 
species, seasonal changes in species composition 
appear to have no effect on the functioning of 
these habitats, according to a few studies.

There are reasons for fishers to discard or 
retains their catches.  Usually, fish with a market 
value in a particular area will be kept for personal 
consumption (Goncalves et al., 2007; Cabral 
et al., 2003; Alverson et al., 1994). Moreover, 
fishermen will retain some of the species that 
have commercial value (Fazrul et al., 2015). It 
is crucial to highlight the bycatch composition 
from stingray gillnets to serve as the baseline 
data for future management. All findings from 
this study will help the authorities manage fish 
stocks and establish sustainable fisheries. 

Conclusion
The total number of bycatches from stingray 
gillnets represents 84.2% of the total catch and 
all of them are of the finfish species. The season 
affected the abundance and the depth influenced 
the community structure of bycatch from 
stingray gillnets in the study area. The results 
of this study will contribute to the education 
of fishers in terms of sustainable utilisation of 
fisheries resources in the specific target area 
and other information on the usage of selective 
fishing gear suitable for aquatic resources.

Acknowledgements 
Special thanks to the Ministry of Education 
for providing the grant research for this study 
(No. Vot: 59490). Also, thanks to Universiti 
Malaysia Terengganu, especially the Faculty of 
Fisheries and Food Sciences, which provided the 
laboratory for the study. The authors would also 
like to extend their gratitude to all the fishermen 
involved in the sampling process. Lastly, much 
appreciation is accorded to the Department 
of Fisheries, which have permitted the use of 
stingray gillnets for this study.

References 
Abesamis, R. A., Langlois, T., Birt, M., 

Thillainath, E., Bucol, A. A., Arceo, H. O., 
& Russ, G. R. (2018). Benthic habitat and 
fish assemblage structure from shallow to 
mesophotic depths in a storm-impacted 
marine protected area. Coral Reefs, 37(1), 
81-97.

Akongyuure, D. N., Amisah, S., & Agyemang, 
T. K. (2017). Gillnet selectivity estimates 
for five commercially important fish species 
in Tono Reservoir, Northern Ghana. Lakes 
& Reservoirs: Research & Management, 
22(3), 278-289. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.
com/doi/full/10.1111/lre.12188

Alava, J. J., Tatar, B., Barragán, M. J., 
Castro, C., Rosero, P., Denkinger, J., ... 
& Samaniego, 	 J. (2019). Mitigating 
cetacean bycatch in coastal Ecuador: 



STINGRAY GILL NET FISHERY TO BYCATCH POPULATION  	 33

Journal of Sustainability Science and Management Volume 17 Number 5, May 2022: 23-36

governance challenges for small scale 
fisheries. Marine Policy, 110.  https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.marpol.2017.05.025. https://
www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S0308597X16308508 

Ali, A., Raja Hassan, R. B., & Theparoonrat, 
Y. (2011). Enhancing management of 
fishery resources through intensified 
efforts in habitat conservation and 
rehabilitation. Secretariat, Southeast 
Asian Fisheries Development Center. 
http://repository.seafdec.org/bitstream/
handle/20.500.12066/865/sp9-2%20
fishery%20resources.pdf?sequence=1

Alverson, D. L., Freeberg, M. G., Murawski, 
S. A., & Pope, J. G. (1994). A global 
assessment 	 of fisheries bycatch and 
discards. FAO Fisheries Technical Paper 
No.339, Rome, 233 pp. USA: Washington 
and Massachusetts.

Ayaz, A., Acarli, D., Altinagac, U., Ozekinci, U., 
Kara, A., & Ozen, O. (2006). Ghost fishing 	
by monofilament and multifilament gillnets 
in Izmir Bay, Turkey.  Fisheries 
Research, 79(3), 267-271.

Bell, J. D., & Lyle, J. M. (2016). Post-capture 
survival and implications for by-catch 
in a multi-species coastal gillnet fishery. 
PLoS One, 11(11), e0166632. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0166632

Cabral, H., Duque, J., & Costa, M. J. (2003). 
Discards of the beach seine fishery in 
the central coast of Portugal. Fisheries 
Research, 63, 63-71. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0165-7836(03)00004-3. Lisbou, Portugal.	
ciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/
S0165783603000043

Campbell, M. J., & Sumpton, W. D. (2009). 
Ghost fishing in the pot fishery for blue 
swimmer crabs Portunus pelagicus in 
Queensland, Australia. Fisheries Research, 
95, 246-253. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
fishres.2008.09.026. Queensland, Australia.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/abs/pii/S0165783608003111

Cashion, T., Al-Abdulrazzak, D., Belhabib, D., 
Derrick, B., Divovich, E., Moutopoulos, D. 
K., ... & Pauly, D. (2018). Reconstructing 
global marine fishing gear use: Catches 
and landed values by gear type and sector. 
Fisheries Research, 206, 57-64. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishres.2018.04.010

Castillo-Rivera, M. (2013). Influence of rainfall 
pattern in the seasonal variation of fish 
abundance in a tropical estuary with 
restricted marine communication. Journal 
of Water Resource and Protection, 5(3A), 
311-319. doi: 10.4236/jwarp.2013.53A032. 
h t t p s : / / w w w . s c i r p . o r g / h t m l / 1 -
9401717_29214.htm 

Coelho, R., Santos, M. N., Fernandez-Carvalho, 
J., & Amorim, S. (2015). Effects of 
hook and 	 bait in a tropical northeast 
Atlantic pelagic longline fishery: Part I—
Incidental sea turtle bycatch. Fisheries 
Research, 164, 302-311. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.fishres.2014.11.008. https://www.
sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/
S0165783614003336

Damalas, D., Maravelias, C. D., Katsanevakis, 
S., Karageorgis, A. P., & Papaconstantinou, 
C. 	 (2010). Seasonal abundance of 
non-commercial demersal fish in 
the Eastern Mediterranean Sea in 
relation to hydrographic and sediment 
characteristics.  Estuarine, Coastal and 
Shelf Science,  89(1), 107-118. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ecss.2010.06.002

da Silva, V. E. L., Dolbeth, M., & Fabré, N. 
N. (2021). Assessing tropical coastal 
dynamics 	 across habitats and seasons 
through different dimensions of fish 
diversity. Marine Environmental Research, 
105458. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres. 
2021.105458

Davies, R. W. D., Cripps, S. J., Nickson, A., & 
Porter, G. (2009). Defining and estimating 	
global marine fisheries bycatch. Marine 
Policy, 33(4), 661-672. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.marpol.2009.01.003



Nur Arina Hayati Mohidin et al.			   34

Journal of Sustainability Science and Management Volume 17 Number 5, May 2022: 23-36

Dharmadi, Fahmi & White, W. (2009). 
Biodiversity of sharks and rays in South-
eastern Indonesia. Department of Fisheries 
(DOF), 2016. Perangkaan Perikanan 
Tahunan, 2015. Retrieved on Feb 1st 2017, 
from https://www.dof.gov.my/epms/index.
php/pages/view/2614

D.O.F. (2018) Annual Fisheries Statistics. 
Department of Fisheries, Malaysia. 
https://www.dof.gov.my/index.php/pages/
view/3754 

D.O.F. (2020). Annual Fisheries Statistics. 
Department of Fisheries, Malaysia. 41p.

Fazrul, H., Hajisamae, S., Ikhwanuddin, M., & 
Pradit, S. (2015). Assessing impact of crab 
gillnet fishery to bycatch population in the 
Lower Gulf of Thailand. Turkish Journal of 
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 15(3), 767-
777. https://doi.org/10.4194/1303-2712- 
v15_3_21. http://www.trjfas.org/abstract.
php?id=824

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations (FAO). (2018). The State of World 
Fisheries and Aquaculture. 2018. http://
www.fao.org/state-offisheriesaquaculture 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations (FAO). (2020). The State of 
World Fisheries and Aquaculture (SOFIA). 
Topics Fact Sheets. Text by Jean- Francois 
Pulvenis. In FAO Fisheries Division 
[online]. Rome. http://www.fao.org/fishery/

Garcia, S. M., Kolding, J., Rice, J., et al. 
(2012). Reconsider-ing the consequences 
of selective fisheries. Science, 335, 1045-7.

Goncalves, J. M. S., Stergiou, K. I., Hernando, 
J. A., Puent, E., Moutopoulos, D. K., 
Arregi, L., … & Erzini, K. (2007). Discards 
from experimental	 trammel nets in 
southern European small-scale fisheries. 
Fisheries Research, 88, 5-14.  https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishres.2007.06.017. https://
www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/
abs/pii/S0165783607001427

Hamid, A., & Kamri, S. (2021). Bycatch 
biodiversity of blue swimming crab 

(Portunus pelagicus) fisheries in Kolono 
Bay, Southeast Sulawesi, Indonesia. AACL 	
Bioflux, 14(3).

Hastings, A., Gaines, S. D., & Costello, C. 
(2017). Marine reserves solve an important 
bycatch problem in fisheries. Proceedings 
of the National Academy of Sciences, 
114(34), 8927-8934. https://www.pnas.org/
content/pnas/114/34/8927.full.pdf

Hossain, M. Y., Rahman, M. M., Ali, M. M., 
Hossen, M. A., Nawer, F., Bahkali, A. H., 
El-	 Shikah, M. S., Islam, M. A, Elgorban, 
A. M., & Ahmed Z. F. (2016). Check list 
of fish species availability in Rupsha 
River, Bangladesh: Threat identification 
and recommendation for sustainable 
management.

IUCN. (2019). The IUCN Red List of 
Threatened Species. Version 2019-3. http://
www.iucnredlist.org. 

IUCN. (2021). The IUCN Red List of Threatened 
Species. Version 2021-1. https://www.
iucnredlist.org.

James, K. C., Lewison, R. L., Dillingham, 
P. W., Curtis, K. A., & Moore, J. 
E. (2016). Drivers of retention and 
discards of elasmobranch non-target 
catch. Environmental Conservation, 43(1), 
3-12.

Keledjian, A., Brogan, G., Lowell, B., 
Warrenchuk, J., Enticknap, B., Shester, 
G., ... & Cano 	 Stocco, D. (2014). 
Wasted Catch: Unsolved problems in US 
fisheries. Washington, DC: Oceana. 44 pp. 
http://oceana.org/sites/default/files/reports/
Bycatch_Report_FINAL.pdf

Kolding, J., Law, R., Plank, M., & van Zwieten, 
P. A. (2015). The optimal fishing pattern. 
Freshwater Fisheries Ecology, 920. http://
www.discardless.eu/media/publications/
Kolding_et_al_2015_The_opt imal_
fishing_pattern_Ch_5_5_FFE.pdf

Kumar, A., Jakhar, J., & Vardia, H. (2016). 
Bycatch Associa Tch Associa Tch 
Associated with Gillnet Fisher Ted with 



STINGRAY GILL NET FISHERY TO BYCATCH POPULATION  	 35

Journal of Sustainability Science and Management Volume 17 Number 5, May 2022: 23-36

Gillnet Fisher Ted with Gillnet Fishery 
in Madamsilli Reservoir, Dhamtari 
District, Chhattisgarh (India). https://
www.researchgate .ne t /publ ica t ion / 
330579605_8_Bycatch_associated_with_
Gillnet_fishery_in_Madamsilli_Reservoir_
Dhamatari_District_Chhattisgarh_India

Leland, J., Butcher, P., Broadhurst, M. K., 
& Paterson, B. D. (2013). Relative trap 
efficiency for recreationally caught eastern 
Australia blue swimmer crab (Portunus 
pelagicus) and associated injury and 
mortality discard. Fisheries Research, 
147, 304-311. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
fishres.2013.07.006. Retrieved from https://
www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/
abs/pii/S0165783613001707

Le Pape, O., & Bonhommeau, S. (2015). The 
food limitation hypothesis for juvenile 
marine fish. Fish and Fisheries, 16(3), 373-
398. https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12063

Lewison, R. L., Crowder, L. B., Read, A. J., 
& Freeman, S. A. (2004). Understanding 
impacts of fisheries bycatch on marine 
megafauna. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 
19(11), 598-604. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
tree.2004.09.004

Lim, K. C., Chong, V. C., Lim, P. E., & Yurimoto, 
T. (2014). Length-weight relationship of 
stingrays in Kuala Selangor, Malaysia. 
Journal of Applied Ichthyology, 30(5), 
1096-1098. DOI: 10.1111/jai.12455.

Li, Y., Liu, Q., Chen, L., Zhao, L., Wu, H., 
Chen, L., & Hu, Z. (2018). A comparison 
between benthic gillnet and bottom trawl 
for assessing fish assemblages in a shallow 
eutrophic lake near the Changjiang River 
estuary. Journal of Oceanology and 
Limnology, 36(2), 572-586. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00343-018-6219-5

Li, Z., Ye, Z., Wan, R., & Zhang, C. (2015). Model 
selection between traditional and popular 
methods for standardising catch rates of 
target species: A case study of Japanese 
Spanish mackerel in the gillnet fishery. 

Fisheries Research, 161, 312-319. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2014.08.021 

Malaysia’s turtles dying due to demand for 
stingray. (2016). The Straits Times. 
Retrieved 	 September 30, 2020, from 
https://www.straitstimes.com/asia/seasia/
malaysias-turtlesdying-due-to-demand-for-
stingray

Moore, J. E., Cox, T. M., Lewison, R. L., 
Read, A. J., Bjorkland, R., McDonald, 
S. L., ... & Joynson-Hicks, C. (2010). 
An interview-based approach to assess 
marine mammal and sea turtle captures in 
artisanal fisheries. Biological Conservation, 
143(3), 795-805. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
biocon.2009.12.023.	 h t t p s : / / w w w .
sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/
S000632070900531X 

Oliver, S., Braccini, M., Newman, S. J., & 
Harvey, E. S. (2015). Global patterns in the 
bycatch of sharks and rays. Marine Policy, 
54, 86-97. 	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
marpol.2014.12.017.	 h t t p s : / / w w w .
sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S0308597X14003546

Pérez-Jiménez, J. C., & Mendez-Loeza, I. 
(2015). The small-scale shark fisheries in 
the southern Gulf of Mexico: Understanding 
their heterogeneity to improve their 
management. Fisheries Research, 172, 96-
104.

Prayoga, T., & Arthana, I. W. (2009). Study 
on oceanographic and weather conditions 
related to the abundance of small pelagic 
fishery in Natuna Sea using remote sensing 
data.

Reeves, R. R., McClellan, K., & Warner, T. B. 
(2013). Marine mammal bycatch and other 	
entangling net fisheries, 1990 to 2011. 
Endangered Species Research, 20, 71-97. 
https://doi.org/10.3354/esr00481. https://
www.int-res.com/abstracts/esr/v20/n1/p71-	
97

Selgrath, J. C., Gergel, S. E., & Vincent, A. C. 
(2018). Shifting gears: Diversification, 



Nur Arina Hayati Mohidin et al.			   36

Journal of Sustainability Science and Management Volume 17 Number 5, May 2022: 23-36

intensification, and effort increases in small-
scale fisheries (1950-2010). PloS One, 
13(3), e0190232. https://doi.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0190232

Skiftesvik, A. B., Durif, C. M., Bjelland, R. M., 
& Browman, H. I. (2015). Distribution and 	
habitat preferences of five species of wrasse 
(Family Labridae) in a Norwegian fjord. 
ICES Journal of Marine Science, 72(3), 
890-899. https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/
fsu211

Sullivan, M., Evert, S., Straub, P., Reding, M., 
Robinson, N., Zimmermann, E., & Ambrose, 
D. (2019). Identification, recovery, and 
impact of ghost fishing gear in the Mullica 
River-Great Bay Estuary (New Jersey, 
USA): Stakeholder-driven restoration for 
smaller-scale systems. Marine Pollution 
Bulletin, 138, 37-48.	 https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.marpolbul.2018.10.058

Sunardi, A. N. Noor Zirwatul, M. Azrul & A. 
Yudhana. (2013). Prevent turtle trap in the 
fishing gear using ultrasound. 2013 IEEE 8th 
Conference on Industrial Electronics and 	
Applications (ICIEA), Melbourne, VIC, 
2013, pp. 1382-1387, 	d o i : 1 0 . 1 1 0 9 /
ICIEA.2013.6566582

Walker, T. I., Hudson, R. J., & Gason, A. S. 
(2005). Catch evaluation of target, by-
product and by-catch species taken by 
gillnets and longlines in the shark fishery 
of South-Eastern Australia.  Journal of 
Northwest Atlantic Fishery Science,  35, 
505-530.

White, W. T., Giles, J., Dharmadi., & Potter, 
I. C. (2006). Data on the bycatch fishery 
and 	reproductive biology of mobulid rays 
(Myliobatiformes) in Indonesia. Fisheries 	
Research, 82, 65-73.

Wolff, M., Taylor, M. H., & Tesfaye, G. (2015) 
Implications of using small meshed gillnets 
for the sustainability of fish populations: A 
theoretical exploration based on three case 	
studies. Fish. Manage. Ecol., 22, 379-87.

Wong, H. S., & Yong, C. C. (2020). Fisheries 
regulation: A review of the literature on input 
controls, the ecosystem, and enforcement 
in the Straits of Malacca of Malaysia. 
Fisheries Research, 230, 105682. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2020.105682

Yaacob, N. (2019). APMM rampas pukat pari. 
Sinar Harian. Retrieved September 30, 
2020, from https://www.sinarharian.com.
my/article/62826/EDISI/Utara/APMM-
rampaspukat-pari

Yassin, A. H. B. (1997). Fisheries management 
policy in Malaysia: Issues on responsible 
fishing.http://aquaticcommons.org/26219/ 
1/YassinAHB1997.pdf

Zintzen, V., Anderson, M. J., Roberts, C. D., 
Harvey, E. S., Stewart, A. L., & Struthers, 
C. D. (2012). Diversity and composition 
of demersal fishes along a depth gradient 
assessed by baited remote underwater 
stereo-video. PloS One, 7(10), e48522.


