*Bell L.X, White T.D.2, Donnellan M.D.3, Hebert K.P.3, Raimondi P.T.2

SITKA SOUND *Ibell@sitkascience.org
1 — Sitka Sound Science Center, Sitka, Alaska; 2 — University of California, Santa Cruz, California; 3 — Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Juneau, Alaska
SCIENCE CENTER

What is the size class structure of abalone
aggregations, and is it temporally consistent?
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