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ASAP model using VPA input file; selectivity changes 
among models:

Model 1: geometric mean selectivity of last three years in VPA 

Model 2: equilibrium selectivity as used in YPR model

Model 3: age-specific selectivity fitted within ASAP

Model 4: single-logistic fitted model

Model 5: double-logistic fitted model
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Conclusions:

- ASAP model provides a viable alternative to 
the VPA model. 

- Single logistic selectivity model appears to 
appropriate. 

- Retrospective issues remain


