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Abstract
Crocodilians have been assumed to influence aquatic pri
evidence to support susthardian gnsa 9 su mpatcika m gf. i rTshte h yopnogt h e
|l ocal fisheries (secondary productivity) in areas inhab
hypot hesi s at two | ocations in the P@riddpdylnes), miimharbe
Paghungawan Marsh in Siargao I|Island Protected Landscape
t he -Aancdiof i ¢ Crocodyl ¢s {mortohseu sRi o Tuba River, Batar aza,
chemistry parameters, with emphasis on nutrient (nitr at
protoco-psUniGatkfhf or t (CPUE) of gillnets in sites with ¢
sites without crocodiles. CPUE was higher in areas inha
nutrient l evel s. I ncreased fish catches in areas inhab
reduced fishing pressure due to the presence of crocod
Overall, while fish catch was higher in areas inthtabited
from crocodiles due to sever al confounding factors.
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