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THE STATE OF SECONDARY COMMERCIAL FISH SPECIES IN

THE KIEV RESERVOIR

S. Kurgansky, O. Buzevich, N. Rudik-Leuska

The dynamics of the catches of secondary commercial fishes in the Kiev
reservoir, especially zope, knife, and rudd during last 5 years, were found to be a
typical clearly pronounced trend for an increase in absolute and relative indices.
The main causes of this phenomenon is the optimization of the distribution of
commercial exploitation – the fish harvest is mainly targeted at catching the most
productive age-length groups that results in an increase in the catch-per-unit-effort
(by 1.2-1.3 times) and growth of the average population weight (by 1.2-1.5 times).
The structural population indices of the studied species are characterized by
significant improvement, in particular by an increase in the share of middle and
elder age groups against the background of their stably high total number.

Key words: chthyofauna, Kiev reservoir, commercial stock, fishing prognosis.


