0.3

0.25

o
(N}

0.15

o
|

Proportion of trapping
opportunities lost

0.05

1996

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1

Proportion of trapping
opportunities lost

0.05

*
L X 4

X
L 2

X X

® 66 606 600

L2 2 X 4

x X
L

X
- & oS o

* 900

1998 2000 2002
Year

2004

2006

0

2000 4000 6000 8000
Potential trapping opportunities

10000

Proportion of trapping

opportunities lost

Proportion of trapping opportunities lost

0.3

0.25

o
(V)

0.15

o
=

0.05

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

7] *
| ¢ ¢ o
o TS
l ¢ & s
°
i x.."‘ *
$ * . <
i “ ’igx
T e
0 2 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Month
] .
i . .
'S
i 'S
¢ .
* x
1 $ ¢ . T .
: . 5 .
i ;% s .
x . . *
B C E F G H [N

Figure 1 — Variation in the proportion of trapping opportunities lost in all proactive operations. Diamonds indicate data stored in

daily, tabular format: crosses indicate data stored in manuscript format.
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Figure 1 — Variation in the proportion of trapping opportunities lost in most reactive operations. All data stored in tabulated daily
format. Data not available for operations A1-3, B1- and C1-7.
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