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Abstract

Density dependence is a fundamental concept in fisheries ecology and underpins
most of the dynamic patterns observed in fish populations. Moreover, compensatory
density dependence allows sustainable harvest of natural populations, where a reduc-
tion in numbers (through harvest) is offset by an increased rate of population growth.
Fisheries stock assessments capture density-dependent survival in the early-life or
juvenile stage through a stock-recruitment relationship, however, a rising number of
studies suggests that density-dependent processes also might act during later life
stages. Moreover, stock-recruitment models often assume that density-dependence
occur at the population level, such that all individuals in a given life stage would
interact with each other. In reality however, density-dependence may act primarily
over small spatial, and temporal scales, and where inter-cohort competition generates
additional complexity to the process. Omitting density dependent processes from as-
sessment models, or ignoring the scale at which they act could lead to bias in esti-
mates of stock-status and productivity, potentially undermining sustainable fisheries
management. Baltic salmon and sea trout, two commercially and recreationally im-
portant fish species, spawn in freshwater riverine systems characterized by heteroge-
neously distributed habitats which generate locally and temporally high densities of
juveniles. Combined with low dispersal abilities, fine-scale density-dependent factors
are potentially more prone to shape the population dynamics which might not only
affect survival but also the maturation rate. In this introductory essay I explore the
concept of density dependence in general, and how available knowledge is or might
be used in fisheries management and stock assessment models, in order to make un-
biased estimates of natural fish population, with a focus on the Baltic Sea salmon
(Salmo salar) and sea trout (Salmo trutta). Even though density-dependent processes
for the two species has been extensively studied, and incorporated in stock assess-
ment models, there are still some knowledge gaps to fill (e.g. interspecific competi-
tion in the earliest life stage), that might improve the models. I will evaluate how we
can use additional information of density-dependent processes for salmon and sea
trout, based on existing data and new knowledge gained from experimental work, to
potentially obtain more unbiased parameter estimates in the stock assessment models,
in order to improve the potential for sustainable harvest of natural resources.

Keywords: Density dependence, spatial scale, salmon, sea trout, stock assessment,
fisheries ecology.
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Figure 1. lllustration of logistic growth in two populations with same NO and r
(equation 2) but different carrying capacity (K1 and K2). The abundance
increas-es exponentially over time until it levels off. Depending on K (here
illustrated by dashed lines) the potential maximum abundance of a
population will be different, where K1 can sustain more individuals
compared with K2. 15

Figure 2a-d. Conceptual descriptions modified after Sinclair and Pech (1996) and
Hixon et al. (2002), illustrating density dependence (DD) in relation to
density independence (DI) and inverse density dependence (IDD). (a)
Response in mortality rate if populations excites DD, DI or inverse IDD. (b)
Compensatory response in demographic rate of change, here illustrated
by the per capita change of births and death over time at different
population densities. Where the two lines cross (dashed line) the change
in population abundance is zero. (c) Mortality rate illustrated for a more
realistic case (than in a) of density dependence (DD) using an exponential
curve. In this case (c) the production is hold constant and at the maximum
production (K) the first equilibrium point is reached (k1), in nature the
production is equivalent with the carrying capacity. Inducing additional
density-independent mortality (m1 and m2) the equilibrium point will shift
to lower population densities (k2 and k3; i.e. yielding a lower level of
carrying capacity). (d) lllustration of delayed density dependence, where
mortality rate over time first shows an inversed density dependence with
growing population but via e.g. increasing predator response, the mortality
rate will increase and eventually decrease as population densities
decrease. 19

Figure 3. lllustration of the yield over increasing population size. The maximum
sustainable yield (MSY) is obtained when the production rate reaches
maximum. Depending on the harvest that is practiced (three alternatives
shown;H1-H3) the population could reach different equilibrium states (K1,
K2 and MSY). At H2 the equilibrium point is SMSY, the population
biomass at which the maximum harvest can be taken without reducing the
population size. Higher harvest rates (e.g. H1), will overharvest the stock
and reduce the population size over time. If the proportional harvest is
lower than HMSY (e.g. H3), two equilibriums could be possible, e.g. K1 or



K2, depending on the initial population size when the harvest is
introduced. If the spawning stock size is below K1 (under harvest-scenario
H3) the population will grow until it reaches equilibrium at K1, if it is
between K1 and K2, it will grow until it reaches equilibrium at K2.If the
population is above K2 when fishing is introduced, the population will
decrease until it reaches the equilibrium point K2. 22

Figure 4. lllustration of the Beverton-Holt and Ricker stock-recruitment equations.
The dashed line illustrates the replacement line that is equal to the exact
replacement of juveniles to the spawning stock where the slope is equal to
1/eggs per recruit. The area under the stock-recruitment on the left side of
the replacement line is the surplus production of the stock. Maximum
sustainable yield (MSY) for the Beverton-Holt function and Ricker function
is illustrated with vertical dashed lines at the point with largest distance
between the replacement line and the respective curve. RO is, for the
Beverton-Holt model, the recruitment at unfished demographic equilibrium.

25

Figure 5. Conceptual illustration of the diverse and complex life-cycle and
adaptations of the Atlantic salmon, reproduced from Verspoor et al.
(2007). After spawning the eggs hatch and develop into alevins under the
gravel in the redd, and when the yolksacks are consumed the fry escapes
out of the redd and starts to feed. The fry develop in to parr. In the
smoltification phase, physiological adaptations are developed for a more
saline environment. Salmon staying only one year at sea (Sea Winter,
SW) are referred to as grilse. Kelts are individuals that survive spawning
and may migrate back to the sea and return to spawn once more. “Non-
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Abbreviations

DD

DI

ICES

IDD

MSY
WGBAST

Density Dependence

Density Independence

International Council for the Exploration of the Sea.
Inverse Density Dependence

Maximum Sustainable Yield

Baltic Salmon and Trout Assessment Working Group






1 Introduction

Groups of individuals of the same species, sharing the same defined area of suffi-
cient size (populations) are not static in their abundance. The dynamic pattern of
population abundance is regulated via density-independent and density-dependent
factors, sometimes also denoted as exogenous and endogenous factors, respectively
(Cherrett & Bradshaw 1989; Murdoch 1994; Sinclair & Pech 1996; Turchin 1999).
Density-independent factors are those that affect population growth but are not
themselves affected by the number of individuals in a population (e.g. the environ-
ment), whereas density-dependent factors generates both positive (e.g. the Allee ef-
fect), and negative (e.g. compensation) feedback mechanisms influenced by the
number of individuals in a population (Sinclair, 1989; Royama, 1992; Turchin,
1999). The concept of density dependence is that a change in abundance will lead
to a change in demographic rate, e.g. increasing number of individuals will generate
a higher mortality rate due to increasing competition among individuals (Nicholson
1933; Sinclair 1989; Turchin 2003). This regulatory mechanism reduces unbounded
fluctuations of the population abundance and impedes extinction (Nicholson 1933;
Murdoch 1994; Sinclair & Pech 1996). Density dependence is a fundamental con-
cept in ecology and relates to most phenomena observed in nature, it is crucial to
understand in order to make accurate predictions of population fluctuations, and
further, to succeed with management and conservation efforts (Royama 1992; Mur-
doch 1994; Sinclair & Pech 1996; Turchin 1999, 2001, 2003).

In fisheries ecology and fisheries management, density-dependent regulation is
a central concept, since compensatory density dependence is the mechanism that
allows sustainable harvest of natural populations (Haddon 2001; Pauly et al. 2002;
Walters & Martell 2004; Herrando-Pérez et al. 2012; Eikeset et al. 2016). For com-
mercially important fish populations (stocks), density-dependent regulatory factors
have been well studied and detected (Rose et al. 2001), where the main driving den-
sity-dependent factor is suggested to be intraspecific competition for food (Beverton
& Holt 1957; Elliott 1994; Haddon 2001; Lorenzen & Enberg 2002). However, de-



pending on what scale that density dependence is studied, the effect might be im-
posed through other mechanisms than competition for food, e.g. predation (Hixon
& Carr 1997) or diseases (Krkosek 2017). Density-dependent regulation in fish pop-
ulations might also act differently depending on the demographic scale, where pop-
ulations could be affected both through direct effects, e.g. juvenile or adult mortality
rates (Imre et al. 2005; Lorenzen & Enberg 2002; Lorenzen 2008), and/or via indi-
rect effects such as decreased in individual growth rate (Amundsen et al. 2007),
possibly leading to delayed maturation and decreased fecundity (Wootton 1998).
Density-dependent mechanisms in fishes are most pronounced in the juvenile stage
(Sinclair 1989), but have also been detected in the adult stage for some fish species
(Lorenzen 2008; Andersen et al. 2017).

To date, most studies on the mechanisms and consequences of density depend-
ence do not consider the spatial scale at which it acts (e.g. Beverton & Holt 1957,
Ricker 1975). In nature, resources are heterogeneously distributed and mobile or-
ganisms are assumed to redistribute themselves in response to this spatial variation
of resources, in order to obtain maximum fitness (Fretwell & Lucas 1969). It is often
assumed therefore, that in continuous habitats (e.g. rivers), local density dependence
might not be present. However, when for example adult preference of breeding hab-
itat is pronounced, high densities of juveniles could induce density-dependent ef-
fects on local scales (Einum & Nislow 2005; Einum et al. 2011b). This local, or
even fine spatial scale dynamics of density dependence is something that needs fur-
ther studies in order to obtain higher predictive power of population models (Einum
& Nislow 2005; Rogers et al. 2017).

Anadromous fish species (e.g. Salmonids) are highly studied with respect to den-
sity dependence, however, only a small proportion of the literature has focused on
the importance of local dynamics (Einum & Nislow 2005; Finstad et al. 2009;
Einum et al. 2011b, a). Most studies demonstrate strong patterns of density-depend-
ent mortality during the juvenile life phase, and for migratory salmonids this pre-
recruit life stage is mostly restricted to fluvial freshwater habitats (Verspoor et al.
2007). Since these nursery habitats have spatial delimitations, territorial behaviour
in juvenile salmonids might force intra- and inter-cohort competition for resources
leading to density-dependent mortality or decreased body growth rate (Kalleberg
1958; Cutts et al. 1999; Einum et al. 2006, 2011b; Vincenzi et al. 2012; Hojes]jo et
al. 2015).

The Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) and anadromous brown trout (“sea trout”;
Salmo trutta) are important anadromous salmonids, not only for generating high
economic incomes from recreational and food exploitation, but they are also key-
stone top-predatory species in many waters (ICES, 2017). Due to their high value
many native salmonid populations suffer from over-exploitation, and together with
the loss or degradation of life-history vital habitats, many natural populations today
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are considered endangered or even extinct (Limburg & Waldman 2009). Population
dynamics of the Atlantic salmon has been well studied (Wankowski & Thorpe 1979;
Klemetsen et al. 2003; Einum et al. 2006; Verspoor et al. 2007; Aas et al. 2010;
Einum et al. 2011b; Hojesjo et al. 2015; Wolter 2015), whereas mechanisms shap-
ing variation in sea trout abundance is not fully understood (Elliott 1994; Degerman
et al. 2012). This might be due to the more complex life-history characteristics of
the sea trout compared to salmon (see section 4.2 for more details). Moreover, the
potentially interspecific competition affecting density-dependent responses in rivers
where the two species co-exist is still understudied. Territorial behaviour and habitat
preference for the two species has been well studied, showing a difference in in-
river habitat occupation (Kalleberg 1958; Jones 1975). However, most of these stud-
ies look at the competition between the two species at a relatively late juvenile phase
(1month-1+ year), and the potential intra- and interspecific density induced compe-
tition in the earliest stage, directly after emergence, is still not studied. This is a
phase of the lifecycle where the two species potentially occupy the same habitat and
initially at high densities. This mechanism is probably most occurring over a fine
spatial scale.

Density-dependent processes are important population regulatory mechanisms
incorporated in fisheries management, however many stock-recruitment models use
population overall density-dependent factors whereas the effect might be most pro-
nounced at a fine scale, both spatially (Einum & Nislow 2005) and demographically
(Dingser et al. 2007; Andersen et al. 2017). In my doctoral thesis the aim is to eval-
uate the importance of local population dynamics for salmon and sea trout, trying to
identify at what scale density-dependent mechanisms acts. This in order to improve
existing population models including density dependence and thereby potentially
strengthen conservation and assessment efforts for these two commercially im-
portant fish species. This will be done by: 1) Evaluate how the incorporation of fine-
scale density-dependent processes might improve a two parameter stock-recruit-
ment model, comparing models assuming “whole-system” density dependence, ver-
sus models including local scale density dependence. 2) Evaluate if small scale den-
sity-dependent processes could be derived from existing collative data from salmon
and sea trout samplings (e.g. smolt and spawner counts, habitat quality etc.) or if
other national sampling methods are needed to detect population dynamics on a fine
scale. 3) Investigate the potential process of interspecific competition between
salmon and sea trout, and more specific the influence of density-dependent compe-
tition on a small spatial scale in the earliest life-stage. 4) Study the potential im-
provement in using additional data in the parr to smolt estimates, incorporate factors
important in this process (e.g. temperature, habitat characteristics and parr length).
5) Combining the results from the above stated research points, in order to evaluate
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how today’s used population models for salmon and sea trout might be alternated to
potentially improve the predictive power of existing models.

In this essay, I review the literature in the field of density dependence, with a
focus on fish in general and salmon and sea trout in particular, in order to obtain a
solid theoretical background in the research field, and moreover, identify potential
knowledge gaps where my doctoral work might contribute to the understanding of
density-dependent mechanisms, influencing ecological process observed in nature.

12



2 Population regulation

As early as 1798, T. R. Malthus suggested that a population will grow geometrically
until it reaches its limits of available resources. Following this concept, the size of
a population cannot increase to infinity. A Population that is regulated most show
three related characteristics: 1) Persistence, where a population will survive for
many generations without exhibiting random-walk patterns, 2) boundedness, where
the fluctuations of the population density remains in between some upper and non-
zero limits and 3) return tendency, where a population will decrease in abundance
above a certain size (carrying capacity) and increase when abundances are below a
certain size (Murdoch 1994; Turchin 2003; Hixon et al. 2012). Even if regulation
could be induced by density-independent factors (e.g. predation or harvest) on some
demographic or temporal scale, a density-dependent response mechanisms on at
least one demographic rate is essential for long-term population persistence (Sin-
clair 1989; Murdoch 1994; Turchin 2003). This concept is today accepted, but has
historically caused debates among ecologists.

2.1 Historical background

In the last six decades there has been arguments amongst ecologists concerning the
actual existence of density dependence and population regulatory mechanisms (An-
drewartha & Birch 1954; Andrewartha 1957; Milne 1962; Reddingius & den Boer
1970; Sinclair & Pech 1996; Murray 1999; Turchin 1999; Berryman 2004; White
2004). The two camps of debaters regarding population regulation and density de-
pendence, mainly constituted by Andrewartha and Birch (1954) and Nicholson
(1954), and both parts were partly correct in their arguments. Nicholson was correct
in that regulation needs to be induced by density-dependent factors, however, com-
petition is not the solely mechanism driving it. Other factors like predation and dis-
ease might also be density-dependent (Sinclair & Pech 1996; Turchin 2003). An-
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drewartha and Birch, on the other hand, were correct about that the density-inde-
pendent factors in the environment could induce predation or affect limiting factors
that generates fluctuation of populations. However, density-independent factors
alone cannot explain the long-term regulation of populations, since populations at
low densities via compensatory mechanisms can survive over long periods without
going extinct (Turchin 1999; Hixon et al. 2002; Rose et al. 2001). Today the major-
ity of ecologists do not argue anymore whether or not all populations are regulated
by density-dependent factors. Instead the general agreement is that both density-
independent and density-dependent factors affects populations, but that their rela-
tive regulatory strength might vary between different populations and environmen-
tal conditions (Turchin 1999).

2.2 Logistic growth

The most basic conceptual model containing a regulatory expression, is the logistic
model of growth (Verhulst 1838). The concept of the logistic growth model is that
an undisturbed population, if persisting, will increase in abundance and eventually
reach some point of equilibrium where density dependent mechanisms will cause
oscillation in abundance around the equilibrium point (Nicholson 1933; Cherrett &
Bradshaw 1989; Murdoch 1994). This equilibrium is generally the carrying capacity
(K) of a system at a given time, where limiting factors (e.g. resources) controls the
maximum abundance (N) of a population (Turchin 2003). When N increase over
time (t) and approaches K, the growth rate should slow down and become 0 when
N=K. This part is incorporated in the logistic growth model

dN N

L=rN(1-7). (1)
where the per capita population change over discrete time steps, dN/dt, will be re-
strained by the self-regulatory mechanism represented by (1-NV/K). ris the intrinsic
growth rate which is the per capita change of individuals per reproducing individual.
For logistic growth over continuous time, the equation is given as:

NnoeTt
Ne = Soatermk @)

The concept of the logistic growth model is that the increase in abundance is
slow when population abundance is low, due to the low number of potential repro-
ducing individuals that contribute to the next generation. When the population ap-
proaches carrying capacity, limiting factors decrease the population growth rate, and
at N=K the population abundance is constant over time (Fig. 1). The growth rate is
highest at the steepest point of the curve (approximately K/2).
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Figure 1. Illustration of logistic growth in two populations with same NO and r (equation 2) but differ-
ent carrying capacity (K1 and K2). The abundance increases exponentially over time until it levels off.
Depending on K (here illustrated by dashed lines) the potential maximum abundance of a population
will be different, where K1 can sustain more individuals compared with K2.

In nature, however, it is uncommon to observe static population abundance exactly
at equilibrium, since environmental (e.g. natural and anthropogenic perturbations)
and demographic (e.g. random births, deaths and sex ratios) stochasticity will induce
fluctuations in the population abundance, (Rose ef al. 2001; Hixon et al. 2002).
Therefore, natural populations at N = K, will not have a static abundance, but more
likely fluctuate around K where the amplitude of the fluctuations will be influenced
by the strength of density-dependent mechanisms and the response from environ-
mental perturbations (Sinclair & Pech 1996; Haddon 2001; Hixon ef al. 2002). Alt-
hough belonging to basic ecology concepts, the logistic growth model captures the
important aspects of density-dependent population growth and makes out the foun-
dation for many population models, and is therefore a good way to introduce and
exemplify density dependence.

2.3 Density dependence

If a population is regulated, at least one demographic rate (e.g. per capita birth rates
and/or death rates) must be density-dependent (Turchin 2003; Hixon et al
2012)(Fig. 2a-c). Density-dependent processes affects individuals of a population
in various ways, e.g. habitat selection (Teichert ef al. 2017), movement (Einum &
Nislow 2005) and/or individual body growth (Einum et al. 2011b), and the driving
forces are competition, predation and diseases (Murdoch 1994; Sinclair & Pech
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1996; Hixon et al. 2002). Competition for a limiting resource is per definition al-
ways density-dependent, either via interference (direct interaction) or exploitation
(indirect interaction), and the specific response could both affect the input (e.g. fe-
cundity) or the output (e.g. mortality) for the individual, which induce a response
on a population level (Rose et al. 2001; Hixon et al. 2002). Predation on the other
hand is not always density-dependent. To act as regulatory, the predator total re-
sponse (the product of functional and numeric response) has to increase the per cap-
ita mortality rate of the prey with increasing prey densities (Sinclair & Pech 1996).
Predation might also interact with competition induced by density-independent fac-
tors. In a long-term field experiment, made by Hixon et a/. (2012), an environmental
factor (abundance and distribution of spatial refuges) induced a density-dependent
mortality, where predation acted as the mortality agent. This illustrates the complex-
ity of density-dependent processes and the importance of including different types
of density-dependent mechanisms and processes when studying density depend-
ence. The vast variety of density-dependent processes has been thoroughly reviewed
and compiled by (Herrando-Pérez et al. 2012), and I will in this essay only explain
the processes most relevant to my doctoral thesis.

2.3.1 Compensatory density dependence or compensation

Compensatory density dependence (hereafter termed compensation) is when rates
(e.g. growth, survival, reproduction and movement) change in response to variation
in the population density so that the population numerical growth rate will decrease
at high densities and increase at low densities (Rose et al. 2001). Density-dependent
mortality and reproduction rates directly affect the number of individuals, whereas
other density-dependent processes, e.g. fecundity (Cresswell et al. 1992; Ferrer &
Donazar 1996; Ferrer et al. 2006), individual body growth (Myrvold & Kennedy
2015), predation (Hixon & Jones 2005; Dingser ef al. 2007) and/or dispersal (Einum
et al. 2011b), are not regarded as compensatory if they do not ultimately affect the
population abundance (Rose et al. 2001). For example, a decrease in individual body
growth that does not affect mortality or reproduction will only generate smaller in-
dividuals and will not affect the population density, even if the initial cause is due
to density dependence. Thus, no compensation has occurred. The strength of com-
pensation could be defined as the rate of change in a demographic parameter as a
response of change in population densities, e.g. represented by the slope of a popu-
lation growth model, where a larger first derivate reflects stronger density-depend-
ent effects and vice versa (Sinclair & Pech 1996). However, this strength might dif-
fer between populations and is dependent on the population model. Compensation
is the mechanism that allows sustainable exploitation of many natural populations,
where a reduction in numbers (through harvest) will ease a compensatory mortality,
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and where increase in fitness among the remaining individuals will contribute to a
more productive state of the population (Sinclair & Pech 1996; Walters & Martell
2004). In particular, the concept of compensatory mechanisms is central to fisheries
ecology and fisheries management (Myers et al. 1995; Myers 2001; Rose et al.
2001).

The strength of the compensatory response can shape the temporal dynamics in
the abundance of unharvested populations. In stable systems where compensatory
effects are weak, stochasticity in the population fluctuation is mainly caused by den-
sity independent factors (Sinclair & Pech 1996). When it takes just one time step for
a population to rebound to its equilibrium, after a perturbation event (e.g. a change
in the environment or altered predation), it is said to exhibit perfect or exact com-
pensation, whereas if it takes more than one time step to rebound the population is
said to be regulated by undercompensation (Turchin 2003). These two relatively
weak compensatory response patterns will generate more “stable” dynamics in the
abundance. Populations that display large fluctuations or cyclic oscillation patterns
in abundance over time, are said to overcompensate (Sinclair & Pech 1996; Turchin
2003). Overcompensation is most common in populations with strong hierarchical
or size variated population structures, where for example removal or harvest of large
individuals can generate a rapid increase of smaller individuals (Zipkin et al. 2008).
Such a feed-back pattern might also induce density-dependent population crashes
(Sinclair & Pech 1996). In Soay sheep (Ovis aries) populations, for example, the
dynamics seems to be altering between periods with or without overcompensation,
and this pattern is highly influenced by environmental dynamics (Coulson et al.
2001). This indicates that compensation is not a mechanism that is static over time,
and that the compensatory patterns might be influenced by changes in the environ-
ment.

2.3.2 Inverse or depensatory density dependence

Depensatory density dependence, is the reverse of compensatory density depend-
ence, where the mortality rate decreases with increasing population density and vice
versa (Fig. 2a). Depensatory density dependence is commonly seen for predation,
where for example larger groups of predators might increase individual hunting suc-
cess generating an increase in survival, compared to solitary food search (Major
1978). However, if prey becomes scarce or if the predator population exceeds car-
rying capacity, intraspecific competition for food might decrease survival rates. The
Allee effect is a form of depensatory density dependence, where reproduction defi-
ciencies at low population densities may induce a negative population growth, even
at densities where density-dependent mortality rates are almost zero (Allee 1941;
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Courchamp et al. 1999). Detection of depensation is especially important in de-
pleted populations, since it may accelerate further decline of the population, and
potentially delay recovery or even result in extinction (Shelton & Healey 1999).
Depensation could be present at both high and low abundances but has been hard to
detect in many populations. One of the main reasons for that is the absence of data
at extreme population densities (both high and low). (Perdld & Kuparinen 2017)
illustrate the effect when the extreme density observations are absent. By using ob-
servation data from Atlantic herring (Clupea harengus) and sequentially removing
low spawning stock observations, the stock-recruitment model (see section 3 for
detailed information on stock-recruitment models) eventually fails to detect the de-
pensatory process in the population. Absence of data at extreme population densities
are relatively common in time-series, and percussions needs to be taken when ex-
trapolating this type of data. Beverton and Holt (1958) suggest that when data do
not cover low population densities, a sigmoidal growth model (Schaefer 1954)
should be used, in order to capture potential depensatory population dynamics.

2.3.3 Delayed density dependence

In some cases, both compensatory and depensatory density dependence processes
could be delayed, making them more difficult to detect. Delayed density dependence
could be detected from time-series analysis, where the mortality rate is affected by
earlier events in the population density and where there are time delays in the density
dependence. Delayed density dependence will create an anti-clockwise pattern for
mortality rate if plotted against population density following each time step (Sinclair
& Pech 1996) (Fig. 2d). This type of regulation may for example be observed where
predators has delayed response to increasing prey abundance, which can cause large
oscillations in the abundance for both the predator and prey population, as observed
for winter predation of lynx (Lynx canadensis) on snowshoe hare (Lepus ameri-
canus) (Trostel et al. 1987). It is also commonly observed in parasite and host dy-
namics (Burthe et al. 2006).
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Figure 2a-d. Conceptual descriptions modified after Sinclair and Pech (1996) and Hixon et al. (2002),
illustrating density dependence (DD) in relation to density independence (DI) and inverse density de-
pendence (IDD). (a) Response in mortality rate if populations excites DD, DI or inverse IDD. (b)
Compensatory response in demographic rate of change, here illustrated by the per capita change of
births and death over time at different population densities. Where the two lines cross (dashed line) the
change in population abundance is zero. (c) Mortality rate illustrated for a more realistic case (than in
a) of density dependence (DD) using an exponential curve. In this case (c) the production is hold con-
stant and at the maximum production (K) the first equilibrium point is reached (k1), in nature the
production is equivalent with the carrying capacity. Inducing additional density-independent mortality
(m1 and m2) the equilibrium point will shift to lower population densities (k2 and k3; i.e. yielding a
lower level of carrying capacity). (d) Illustration of delayed density dependence, where mortality rate
over time first shows an inversed density dependence with growing population but via e.g. increasing
predator response, the mortality rate will increase and eventually decrease as population densities de-
crease.
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3 Fisheries ecology and stock assessment

Fisheries ecology is the field of science where the main aim is to describe the pop-
ulation dynamics of fish species that are targeted by fisheries. Population models
based on concepts from theoretical ecology are used to obtain estimates of the status
(e.g. abundance, fishing mortality etc.) and development of exploited populations
(Quinn & Deriso 1999). For practical reasons, several local populations are often
pooled to represent a stock of a targeted fish species. Such a pooled stock most likely
comprises populations that experience different local habitat characteristics, and
thus the strengths of density-dependent and —independent factors might differ.
Therefore data from both large spatial and temporal scales are important for stock
assessment (Kareiva et al. 1990; Hixon et al. 2012).

Since exploited fish stocks experience multiple life-history stages, and owing to
the fact that density-dependent and —independent factors act differently at different
life stages, our understanding of the scale and relative effects of these factors must
be incorporated in stock-assessment and fisheries ecology (Myers 1995; Turchin
1999). The life-cycles of fishes are often divided into the pre-recruit phase, from
hatching to the late or advanced juvenile individual, and the recruited phase that
includes the maturation phase to spawning. The latter phase is typically the part of
the life-cycle where harvest of fish populations occur (Russell 1931; Lorenzen 2008;
Rose et al. 2001). In the pre-recruit phase it is mainly competition for resources that
generates density-dependent mortality (Elliott 1994), while in the recruited phase
the mechanism is mainly intra- and interspecific competition, leading to reduction
in body growth and potentially decrease in fecundity (Lorenzen & Enberg 2002;
Lorenzen 2008).

Age-structured models are most widely used in stock assessment (Walters &
Martell 2004), but there are many types of stock assessment models that differs in
objectives, complexity, parameters and data requirements.
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3.1 Surplus production models

Sustainable harvest is an over-arching goal of fisheries management aiming to har-
vest only the surplus of a fish stock (Haddon 2001; Walters & Martell 2004). Sur-
plus-production, is the production of a fish stock over and above that needed to re-
place the loss of individuals due to natural mortality (Haddon 2001). Surplus pro-
duction models or Schaefer models (Schaefer 1954), also known as biomass dy-
namic models or stock production models, are population models that aggregate
data across age classes. These models are used to search for the highest fishing mor-
tality that can be offset by increased population growth, where the yield is most
commonly measured as biomass change over several time steps (Jennings et al.
2001). This maximum production rate or yield is termed the Maximum Sustainable
Yield (MSY) (Schaefer 1954; Haddon 2001; Walters & Martell 2004). Where the
aim is to harvest a proportion of a targeted fish stock leaving enough recruits to
sustain a viable population (a population that does not decrease in numbers). If we
instead use the differential equation of the logistic growth rate equation (equation
1), and view it graphically (Fig. 3), we obtain the maximum reproductive rate where
the slope of the first derivate is zero. This point is equal to the MSY. The MSY is a
very narrow goal, and moreover a moving target. Precaution suggests that manage-
ment should aim for yields below the MSY in order not to risk overexploitation and
stock collapses (Jennings et al. 2001).
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Figure 3. Tllustration of the yield over increasing population size. The maximum sustainable yield
(MSY) is obtained when the production rate reaches maximum. Depending on the harvest that is prac-
ticed (three alternatives shown; H1-H3) the population could reach different equilibrium states (K1,
K2 and MSY). At H2 the equilibrium point is SMSY, the population biomass at which the maximum
harvest can be taken without reducing the population size. Higher harvest rates (e.g. H1), will over-
harvest the stock and reduce the population size over time. If the proportional harvest is lower than
HMSY (e.g. H3), two equilibriums could be possible, e.g. K1 or K2, depending on the initial popula-
tion size when the harvest is introduced. If the spawning stock size is below K1 (under harvest-scenario
H3) the population will grow until it reaches equilibrium at K1, if it is between K1 and K2, it will grow
until it reaches equilibrium at K2.If the population is above K2 when fishing is introduced, the popu-
lation will decrease until it reaches the equilibrium point K2.

3.2 Virtual population analysis (VPA)

These analysis uses fisheries data to calculate the stock size and mortality rates of
age- or length-based cohorts. The concept of VPAs is to rebuild the historical stock
size by adding fisheries and natural mortality, and from that estimate the initial stock
size of a certain cohort (Quinn & Deriso 1999; Haddon 2001; Jennings et al. 2001;
Walters & Martell 2004). VPA is not a statistical analysis, but is used extensively
in fisheries ecology, and for heavily exploited fish stocks, to provide a good estimate
of the recruitment, which is hard to observe for many marine fish stocks. When first
introduced by Gulland (1966) it was used for single species stock assessment, today
it is widely used in multispecies stock assessment.
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3.3 Statistical catch at age models

In age-structured models, the status of a fish stock is usually estimated from the
relationship between stock size and recruitment. The optimal measurement of a
spawning stock is the eggs spawned during spawning seasons (Rothschild &
Fogarty 1989; Kell et al. 2016), and in most stock-recruitment models the biomass
(or numbers) of the spawning proportion of the population is frequently used as a
proxy for egg production or reproductive potential, whereas recruitment is measured
as the number or biomass of individuals returning to the stock after a defined time
or age, normally at the age that the individual will be detectable (either by fisheries
or surveys)(Ricker 1954, 1975; Beverton & Holt 1957; Lorenzen 2008; Kell et al.
2016). Reproductive capability is typically hard to measure directly but may be es-
timated indirectly from average fecundity per age-class and the proportion of each
age-class in the stock, or alternatively from the number of mature females multiplied
by the average fecundity or the biomass of mature individuals (Haddon 2001). For
some freshwater species the number of recruits may be counted via different meth-
ods (e.g. fish counting machines in rivers), but for most exploited fish stocks it is
only possible to estimate relative abundance (e.g. from trawling and fish survey
data).

The stock-recruitment relationship is used in most of the standard “dynamic-
pool” fisheries models (Beverton & Holt 1957; Ricker 1975), and assumes that the
density-dependent mortality occurs exclusively in the juvenile phase (Lorenzen
2008). However, Lorenzen (2008) showed that for some populations density-de-
pendent growth regulation was stronger in the mature phase, and that this regulation
might be most important when populations are close to carrying capacity. Hence,
identifying the life-history stage where potential density-dependent factors may act
is of great importance in population ecology and stock assessment, and the majority
of the density dependent mortality might act on fine demographic and temporal
scales.

There are several mathematical descriptions of stock-recruitment relationships,
but in this essay I will focus on the Beverton-Holt (Beverton & Holt 1957), and the
Ricker (Ricker 1954) stock-recruitment models, the two most widely-used in fish-
eries science, also the most commonly used for salmonid fish.

3.3.1 Beverton-Holt model

Beverton and Holt (1957) studied data on spawning stock biomass and number of
recruits in fish species. They noted that spawning stock biomass is a poor predictor
of recruitment, except at very low stock densities. This fact made them realize that
there must be strong density dependent mortality acting at the juvenile life stage,
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that juvenile survival decreased with increasing spawning stock density, and that
this density-dependent mortality was likely induced by intra-cohort competition in
the juvenile life stages. From these observations and deductions they derived the
Beverton-Holt spawning stock-recruitment equation:

as

=i (3)

This is just one of many versions of the Beverton-Holt spawner stock-recruit-
ment function. R represents recruits and S is the spawning stock. a is the maximum
survival of recruits, or the density independent factor (the slope of the model when
S is close to zero); this density-independent mortality represents the product of all
density-independent mortalities connected to the different life stages and juvenile
life-history shifts. K is the carrying capacity, and captures the density-dependent
aspects of the model and generating the asymptotic shape of the curve at high
spawning densities (Fig. 4). This asymptotic Beverton-Holt stock-recruitment pat-
tern has been observed for a great number of fish species (Walters & Martell 2004).

3.3.2 Ricker model

Ricker was inspired by Nicholson (1933), to believe that the abundance of an or-
ganism has to be limited by a compensatory mechanism, and question increasing
production proportional to the stock size (as the assumption was during that period).
From this, Ricker (1954) suggested a model that could describe a large proportion
of observed recruitment curves. The Ricker model:

R = aSe XS, 4))

suggests that the spawner stock-recruitment relationship has a dome-shaped charac-
ter (Fig. 4) where the maximum recruits per spawner occurs at a medium spawner
density levels. As in the Beverton-Holt equation (3), a is the density-independent
parameter and K the carrying capacity. The biological mechanisms for the special
phenomenon described by the Ricker function (i.e. number of recruits per capita
declines again at higher spawning stock density) could be e.g. high intraspecific
competition, cannibalism (Ricker 1975), spawning disturbance by other spawners
(Haddon 2001) or disease outbreaks at high population densities (Krkosek 2017).
The level of MSY can be derived from stock-recruitment functions where the
curve is compared with a replacement line (i.e. the line where the recruits replace
the stock spawning stock size exactly), where the maximum distance between the
stock-recruitment curve and the replacement line corresponds to MSY (Fig. 4). The
concept of MSY is widely used as a fisheries management tool. However, for some
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fish stocks where there are uncertainties regarding the population size and the pro-
duction capacity, a precautionary approach (Garcia 1995) is often applied; there the
harvest should follow a moderate and adaptive approach where it is initially set low,
but where follow up of the stock size could change the management. One more as-
pect is fisheries management at low densities where underlying depensatory effects
might impede the recovery of fish stocks. Therefore, Beverton & Holt (1954) sug-
gested that a sigmodal stock-recruitment function, capturing such a potential depen-
satory mechanism, should be applied whenever there are high uncertainties regard-
ing relationships at low stock densities.

4 s Beverton — Holt

Recruitment

-

Spawning stock size

Figure 4. Illustration of the Beverton-Holt and Ricker stock-recruitment equations. The dashed line
illustrates the replacement line that is equal to the exact replacement of juveniles to the spawning stock
where the slope is equal to 1/eggs per recruit. The area under the stock-recruitment on the left side of
the replacement line is the surplus production of the stock. Maximum sustainable yield (MSY) for the
Beverton-Holt function and Ricker function is illustrated with vertical dashed lines at the point with
largest distance between the replacement line and the respective curve. RO is, for the Beverton-Holt
model, the recruitment at unfished demographic equilibrium.

3.4 Summary stock assessment

As described above, density-dependent mechanisms are expected to allow sustain-
able exploitation of natural fish stocks. However, this involves a great deal of re-
sponsibility and knowledge about both the density-dependent and —independent
mechanism that affect the population dynamics at various spatial, demographic and
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temporal scales. Thus, all additional information regarding the scale and strength of
these effects are needed to obtain vital knowledge in the aim to use natural resources
in a sustainable way. Density-dependent mortality could directly lead to compensa-
tion, but from field data it is typically hard to detect and quantify such effects, e.g.
due to measurement errors, absence of long-term monitoring data or that available
data do not cover the potential extreme densities of a population (Rose et al. 2001).
However, new methods for data analysis have improved the possibility to detect and
quantify density dependence (Myers 2001; Pope et al. 2006). Moreover, it is also
important to synthesize information of a particular fish population from many
sources of data (e.g. experiments, field data, simulation models) to obtain an accu-
rate understanding of its dynamic patterns (Rose et al. 2001).
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4 Atlantic salmon and sea trout

This section will cover the ecology of Atlantic salmon and sea trout, and the fisher-
ies associated with these species. These two species will be the study organisms in
my thesis work, evaluating the scales of density dependence in a river environment.

4.1 Atlantic salmon

The Atlantic salmon (Sa/mo salar) has been exploited throughout human history.
For example, 10 000-years old cave paintings of salmon in Scandinavia suggest that
salmon has been an important contributor to food security for humans throughout
the development of modern human populations (Aas ef al. 2010). An active man-
agement of Atlantic salmon is necessary for several reasons; the species generates
high commercial (Mawle & Peirson 2009) and recreational values (Birkel et al.
2014), and is widely geographically distributed, covering both fresh and salt water
habitats (Verspoor et al. 2007; Aas et al. 2010) where each river stock often crosses
several national borders (Wankowski & Thorpe 1979; Holm et al. 2000). Further,
many salmon populations have declined in abundance during the past 30 years
(Wolter 2015). As mentioned above, a stock (in fisheries management) often con-
sists of pooled populations. Since the salmon has a complex life-history, with stages
in both fresh and saltwater, the importance of understanding the dynamics of each
individual population over several life-history shifts is crucial for succeeding in con-
servation and fisheries management efforts.

4.1.1 Biology

The Atlantic salmon is a native species in temperate and subarctic regions, and as
with many other salmonids, it has a complex and diverse life-cycle (Aas et al. 2010).
The species is anadromous, meaning that it is born in freshwater and later migrates
to saltwater to mature into the spawning stage, after which it returns to freshwater
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to spawn. During this life-cycle the salmon undergo several morphological changes
and adaptations to survive in both fresh- and saltwater (Fig. 5).
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Figure 5. Conceptual illustration of the diverse and complex life-cycle and adaptations of the Atlantic
salmon, reproduced from Verspoor et al. (2007). After spawning the eggs hatch and develop into ale-
vins under the gravel in the redd, and when the yolksacks are consumed the fry escapes out of the redd
and starts to feed. The fry develop in to parr. In the smoltification phase, physiological adaptations are
developed for a more saline environment. Salmon staying only one year at sea (Sea Winter, SW) are
referred to as grilse. Kelts are individuals that survive spawning and may migrate back to the sea and
return to spawn once more. “Non-anadromous adaptations” refers to the land-locked populations (e.g.
in Lake Vidnern, Sweden) where the smolts migrate to lake environments instead of the sea.

The Atlantic salmon spawns in freshwater rivers during September-February de-
pending on the latitude of the home river. Salmon typically return to their natal riv-
ers with high precision, a so-called homing behaviour (Vladic & Petersson 2016),
and only a small proportion of the population stray to other rivers (Aas et al. 2010).
Thus, each spawning river constitutes of populations with ecological and genetic
adaptations that are different from populations spawning in other rivers. During the
spawning period, mature females construct nests or redds, where they deposit eggs
that are fertilized by one or several males. Since the spawning period is long for
most populations, late arriving females might use existing redds for their egg-depo-
sition, and it is therefore common that redds may contain eggs from more than one
female and several spawning events, in rivers where spawning habitats are spatially
limited (Taggart et al. 2001). Aggressive behavior is common amongst males, com-
peting for females. Even though aggression among females is uncommon, such
competition might also occur when suitable spawning habitats are limited (Verspoor
et al. 2007).

Depending on temperature, the eggs hatch after 70-160 days. After hatching, the
salmon first develop into alevins which consume their yolksack under the gravel
while maturing to free-swimming fry, which with increasing size eventually become
parr. As parr, the salmon remain in the freshwater environment for 1-8 years until
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they undergo physiological adaptations and morphological changes suited for a life
in marine environments (Aas et al. 2010). This phase is called smoltification and
the smolts migrate to saltwater where they mature and eventually (after 1-5 years)
return to their native river to generate the next generation. Although most individu-
als of Atlantic salmon share the marine life stage, some populations may stay their
entire life in freshwater (e.g. landlocked lake populations in lake Vénern, Sweden,
and Ladoga, Russia), whereas in other populations some individuals just make short
coastal salt- or brackish water migrations (Webb et al. 2007). In contrast to most
species of Pacific salmon (Oncorhynchus spp.), the Atlantic salmon is iteroparous,
meaning that the spent adults may survive and potentially spawn several times
(Fleming 1996). Roff (2016) suggests that the phenotypic plasticity in Atlantic
salmon populations would include a proportion displaying semelparity, and that this
life-history trait is a result of both genotype and the environment. Repeated spawn-
ing behaviour is most common among females, since males invest extensive energy
in their territorial spawning behavior. Adults that survive spawning are termed kelts
or repeat spawners (i.e. if they return to spawn once more).

Males may sexually mature already in the parr stage and reproduce early in their
life-cycle. However, females will not usually actively mate with such small males.
Instead, these early maturing parr males (“precocious males”) adopt a “sneaker” or
satellite spawning behavior, intruding on a spawning pair of anadromous salmon
(Myers & Hutchings 1987). These precocious males may become smolts and mi-
grate to the marine environment, returning to spawn as adults, or stay at the mature
parr stage and spawn next spawning season as a satellite male again (Fleming 1996).
Some Atlantic salmon return to spawn after just one season at sea. These smaller
mature individuals, which are mainly males, are termed grilse.

As parr, the salmon lives solitarily, and their territorial behavior is essential in
terms of increasing individual growth rate and survival. However, smolts in the
same watershed often tend to synchronize their downstream migration before the
sea entering (Stewart et al. 2006). This migratory pattern seems to be important for
the survival rate of the sea-entering phase of the Atlantic salmon, where grouping
or shoaling behavior might work as an anti-predator strategy (Aas et al. 2010).
Shoaling is also observed in the marine post-smolt stage and later, although little is
known about the post-smolt part of the life-cycle and most data comes from recap-
tures of tagged individuals or other indirect information (e.g. (Palm et al. 2008)). In
the sea the principal source of natural mortality is suggest to be density independent
factors that vary spatially and temporally (Klemetsen ef al. 2003). The majority of
this natural mortality occurs in the first few months after entering the sea, during the
so-called post smolt phase (Verspoor et al. 2007).
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4.2 Sea Trout

Sea trout is an anadromous life-history adaptation of brown trout (Sa/mo trutta) oc-
curring in rivers with free access to the sea (Klemetsen ef al. 2003). In many aspects
the biology of sea trout is similar to that of Atlantic salmon. However, the life-his-
tory is more complex and highly variable (Elliott 1994; Bagliniére & Maisse 1999).
Compared to the salmon, sea trout often undertakes shorter marine or brackish water
migrations that might be just over the summer or over two years in saltwater (Jons-
son & Jonsson 2002). For some populations in the Baltic Sea, otolith analysis has
revealed individuals where no freshwater phase was detectable, indicating potential
spawning close to the river mouth where juveniles migrate to the sea in a very early
stage (Limburg ef al. 2001).

Another adaptation that has been observed for anadromous trout is that it may
migrate to brackish water already as fry or parr (Landergren 2001), and then poten-
tially stray to other rivers for further maturation (Degerman et al. 2012). The flexi-
bility in the habitat niche of sea trout has made it possible for the species to use
small creeks that potentially dry out as spawning habitats, due to the offspring ad-
aptation to escape to coastal areas under harsh conditions (Jarvi et al. 1996; Lander-
gren 2001). Juveniles of sea trout are highly territorial (Elliott 1994), and dominant
individuals may outcompete fish that shares the same habitats, both intra- and inter-
specific (Kalleberg 1958). Another main difference in sea trout compared to salmon
is that proportions of the same population might migrate to the sea whereas others
stay in the river their entire life (Jonsson 1989). This life-history adaptation is influ-
enced by different factors, such as: distance to the sea (Rohtla et al. 2017), migration
barriers (Jonsson 1982), and individual growth rate (Elliott 1994). In populations
where both stationary and migrating individuals are present, females are overrepre-
sented in the sea migratory proportion of the spawning stock (Elliott 1994).

4.3 Baltic Sea populations

The salmon in the Baltic Sea belongs to the same species (Salmo salar) as salmon
in the North Atlantic, but it is genetically distinct from salmon in other regions
(Verspoor et al. 2007). In the Baltic Sea there are nearly 40 rivers that have naturally
reproducing salmon, which could be compared with around one hundred rivers that
comprised naturally reproducing salmon in the past (ICES, 2017).

The wild Baltic salmon stocks was heavily degraded during the early 1990’s, due
to overexploitation, historical hydropower construction (Koljonen 2001), destruc-
tion of spawning and nursery river habitats and disease (mainly “M74”; see below)
(Asplund et al. 1999; Pickova et al. 2003). However, the ICES Baltic Salmon and
Trout Assessment Working Group (WGBAST), has reported an increase in total

30



wild salmon production since during the last decade, especially for some of the
larger rivers in the northern Baltic Sea (ICES, 2017). This is mainly a result of re-
duced exploitation rates and conservation efforts to restore spawning habitats. Even
if there has been a positive trend in smolt production for some wild Baltic Sea
salmon populations, recent reports indicates an increase of the M74-syndrome that
might affect future production (ICES, 2017). M74 is a reproductive disorder caused
by thiamine deficiency. Low thiamine levels results in fry mortality and brain-dam-
age to juvenile salmon, and the deficiency is suggested to reflect overconsumption
among adults at sea of young sprat (Sprattus sprattus) which have a low thiamine
concentrations in relation to their energy content (Keinanen et al. 2012). M74 af-
fecting salmon in nature is hard to study and its prevalence in wild stocks has to be
indirectly estimated via reports of fry mortality and thiamine content in unfertilized
eggs from salmon at hatcheries (ICES, 2017). The Baltic sea trout stocks have se-
verely declined, and in many rivers the natural reproduction has been completely
lost, and todays recruitment of sea trout stems from only a few rivers, where the
smolt production is considerably low compared to the estimated potential (ICES,
2017). This decline is mainly due to habitat loss and overexploitation (ICES, 2017).
Catch-data from fisheries are sparse and it is unknown if current fishing rates allows
the sea trout stocks to rebuild (Whitlock et al. 2017).

Since the 1950’s there have been extensive supplementary releases of hatchery-
reared salmon and sea trout in the Baltic Sea, mainly as smolts. These releases are
aimed mainly to compensate for the loss of wild populations due to hydropower
exploitation of rivers (Ackefors et al. 1991). Last year (2016), 4.5 million salmon
smolts were released, corresponding to a little more than half of the estimated total
smolt production in the Baltic Sea (ICES, 2017). However, the releases of reared
salmon and sea trout smolts has over time led to an intensification of coastal and
river fisheries, using traps and gillnets generating increasing fishing mortality in
coastal areas.

For the Baltic sea trout stocks the increasing coastal fisheries is thought to be
one of the main reasons for the low abundance of wild sea trout, since sea trout
utilizes these costal habitats as post-smolt feeding grounds (Degerman et al. 2012).
Sea trout is not only fished as a target species in small-scale fisheries and recrea-
tional fishing, but it is also a common bycatch in other fisheries, mainly gillnet fish-
ing for whitefish in the Gulf of Bothnia (ICES, 2017).

For the Baltic salmon stock assessment, information from different sources and
life-stages are needed. The data regularly collected and available for this assessment
can be categorized as:

* River surveys: parr density (electrofishing), smolt trapping, monitoring of
spawning runs and river catches;
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* Sea surveys: catch data, fishing effort data and catch composition data;
+ Joint river and sea surveys: tagging data (tagging in rivers, recaptures from sea
and river fisheries).

Moreover, the Baltic salmon and sea trout are monitored under the Data Collec-
tion Framework (DCF), which is an EU framework for the management of fisheries,
where member states collect, manage and make data available to EU and bodies
giving scientific advices for fisheries management. Even though commercial fish-
eries constitutes the majority part of the catch of salmon, recreational and non-com-
mercial fishing are estimated to account for a substantial part of the total fisheries
mortality (ICES, 2017). However, since there is no legislation requiring reporting
of catches from recreational fishing, the recreational catch proportion is probably
underestimated, and missing data are common in recreational fisheries data (Whit-
lock et al. 2017). With an increasing popularity of particularly off-shore trolling,
there is a challenge for the future to obtain and collect data from recreational fishing.
The highest proportion of fishing mortality for sea trout, probably stems from the
increasing popularity in recreational fishing with nets and rods in both coastal areas
and in river environments, probably to a higher extent than for salmon. With a
Bayesian statistical approach accounting for reporting uncertainties for recreational
fisheries, Whitlock et al. (2017) suggest that recreational fisheries mortality of sea
trout might be equally or even more pronounce compared with professional fisher-
ies.

4.4 Management of Baltic Sea salmon and sea trout

The management of the Baltic salmon and sea trout stocks is assessed using an age
structured full life-history model using a Bayesian statistical framework (ICES,
2014). Since the salmon and sea trout life-cycle is complex and data for many stocks
are sparse, the Bayesian statistical approach is highly suitable for stock assessment
models, since uncertainties in the data will be quantified and presented as probabil-
ity distributions. Moreover, it also allows incorporation of a diverse range of data,
and scientific knowledge about the ecology of the targeted species can be used as
prior probability distributions for the parameterization of the model (Walters &
Martell 2004). Another advantage of Bayesian statistics is that both historical status
and predictions for future stock development under different management goals
could be estimated with the posterior probability distribution. For example, the Bal-
tic salmon stocks are managed based on MSY (using a Beverton-Holt stock-recruit-
ment model) with the aim of attaining at least 75% of the potential smolt production
capacity (PSPC) (ICES, 2017). With a Bayesian statistical approach the output from
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the stock assessment model will for example give the probability of achieving at
least 75% of the PSPC under different management approaches.

4.5 Density-dependent and —independent processes in
salmon and sea trout

Density-dependent processes have been extensively documented for salmonid
fishes in general and Atlantic salmon in particular, using data modelling (Hedger et
al. 2013), field observations (Finstad et al. 2009; Foldvik et al. 2010, 2016) and
experiments (Einum ef al. 2006, 2011a; Finstad et al. 2007). The majority of the
natural mortality occurs in the early life-stages (Elliott 1994; Baglini¢re & Maisse
1999; Verspoor et al. 2007; Aas et al. 2010; Einum et al. 2011b). Eggs are most
vulnerable during the period from fertilization to the eyed embryonal stage where
mechanical perturbation caused by other spawners, flooding and other environmen-
tal factors may influence the survival rate (Haddon 2001; Verspoor et al. 2007).
Moreover, eggs and alevins displaced from the gravel suffer high predation mortal-
ity from older parr and other fish species in the river (Verspoor ef al. 2007). The fry
stage is associated with high density-dependent mortality (Elliott 1994; Klemetsen
et al. 2003; Aas et al. 2010) mainly driven by intraspecific competition for food
(Kalleberg 1958; Elliott 1994). This competition is strongly connected to their ter-
ritorial behavior almost immediately after emergence from the redds, and induces
dispersal to suitable feeding grounds, where the strongest competitors gain the best
habitats and the outcompeted individuals have to disperse the longest distance (Kal-
leberg 1958; Einum et al. 2011b). Fry that emerge early from redds often obtain the
best feeding grounds resulting in a lower individual density-dependent mortality
(O’Connor et al. 2000), given that there is a match between emergence time and
food abundance. The fact that the majority of density dependence occurs in the ear-
liest life stage combined with the short spatial dispersal patterns of juvenile salmon
and sea trout, suggests that density-dependent process may be strongest at fine tem-
poral and spatial scales (Einum & Nislow 2005; Foldvik et a/. 2010; Einum et al.
2011b). However, stock assessment models used for most salmonid fishes do not
account for the local density dependence, potentially leading to bias in estimates of
stock-recruitment relationships and worsened predictive ability of stock assessment
models.

Interspecific competition between sea trout and salmon is likely weak in the parr
and late juvenile life stages (Berg ef al. 2014), where juvenile sea trout often utilize
deeper slow-current feeding grounds, compared with salmon, that throughout the
pre-recruit phase often use stronger current habitats (Bagliniére & Maisse 1999).
This difference in habitat preference is due to morphological adaptations in salmon
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allowing deflection of strong water-movement (Jones 1975). However, studies in-
dicate that there is a potential niche overlap in rivers with similar characteristics and
in the earliest life stage with potential niche overlap. Where interspecific competi-
tion is observed, trout is often favored due to a more pronounced territorial aggres-
sive behavior compared with salmon (Kalleberg 1958; Van Zwol et al. 2012), which
is connected to the defense of feeding- and refuge areas. Most studies regarding
interspecific competition between salmon and trout has been made on relatively old
juveniles often in the parr stage (Kalleberg 1958; Berg et al. 2014). However, as
mentioned before, the strongest intraspecific density-dependent mortality may occur
in the earliest juvenile stage, at fine spatial and temporal scales, thus, more studies
covering interspecific competition in the fry life stages are needed. Moreover, no
studies to date, have focused on interspecific competition at different densities, and
how it may affect dispersal or mortality in the two species.

The stock assessment model for Baltic Sea salmon stocks assumes “whole-river”
density dependence during the pre-recruited life stages (ICES, 2014). Meaning that
the density- dependent element in the stock assessment model is based on a total
density-dependent process, which might violate patterns indicated by earlier studies,
showing that local density-dependent processes are more prone to regulate salmon
populations (Einum et al. 2011a, b). Moreover, spawning individuals of salmon do
not distribute uniformly in the river (Finstad et al. 2013) or follow an ideal free
distribution (Fretwell & Lucas 1969), so dependent on the distribution pattern of the
spawning stock this “whole river” density-dependent assumption might over- or un-
derestimate the recruitment potential when local scale processes are ignored (Einum
et al. 2008). Finstad ef al. (2013) showed that the preferred spawning sites of Atlan-
tic salmon were positively correlated to the abundance of other spawners and spawn-
ing sites used previous years as spawning sites. Moreover, there was a negative cor-
relation between distances from previous used spawning sites to new suitable
spawning sites. This indicates that spawning of salmon occurs in aggregations or in
spawning sites that has been used before, and spawning dispersal to further located
new spawning sites may therefore take several generations before utilization. Giving
this, an increase in spawner abundance one year may not direct generate a higher
recruitment.
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5 Summary

Management of exploited natural populations requires extensive knowledge of
the organism’s ecology and life-history in order to achieve sustainable harvest. Even
if regulatory processes are well-studied for many exploited populations, the ability
to predict population development will be poor if the effects of these processes on
different scales are overlooked (Einum & Nislow 2005). Fish are no exception, and
like many other organisms the majority of the density-dependent regulation occurs
during the early life-stages (Ricker 1954; Beverton & Holt 1957), and compensatory
density-dependent mechanisms allows sustainable removal of individuals from a
population (Schaefer 1954). For most salmonid fishes, density-dependent processes
are constrained to a river environment, where suitable spawning and nursery habi-
tats are heterogeneously distributed. This will generate locally and temporally high
aggregations of individuals during the pre-recruited phase, inducing density-de-
pendent processes that will influence recruitment in the population. A rising number
of studies on density dependence show that juvenile salmonid fish in the earliest
life-stages disperse over small distances (25-100m) from the spawning grounds, and
that density-dependent processes act on fine spatial and temporal scales (Einum &
Nislow 2005; Einum et al. 2008, 2011b, b; Teichert et al. 2010, 2017). Finstad et
al. (2013) showed that Atlantic salmon preferred the same spawning grounds as
other spawners, and spawning grounds used in previous years, over “new”’, unoccu-
pied spawning grounds. This spawning ground preference indicates that density-
dependent mechanism may act even at low spawning stock abundances, where
spawning grounds may be utilized beyond local carrying capacity before dispersal
to unoccupied or low density spawning grounds. Understanding and incorporate
these processes in stock assessment could generate better estimates of the population
dynamics and improve conservation efforts.

The stock assessment model for the Baltic salmon stocks assumes a whole-river
density dependent effect (ICES 2014). Even if studies indicates spawning ground
preference and the strength of local density-dependent processes for salmon (Einum
et al. 2006; Teichert et al. 2010; Finstad et al. 2013), the potential magnitude of the
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bias in stock assessment models assuming whole-river density-dependent processes
has not been quantified. In my thesis work I will explore the implication of local
density-dependent dynamics for inference about the relationship between spawning
stock size and recruitment. This is an important aspect of fisheries management
since fishing mortality rates are usually set on the basis of stock assessment models,
and overlooking the local scale of density dependence could potentially result in
overexploitation.

Initially, I will explore the potential bias in parameter estimates from stock as-
sessment models assuming whole-river density dependence, in environments where
local underlying processes constitutes the density-dependent dynamics. This will be
done by estimating stock-recruitment parameters from simulated data assuming dif-
ferent spawning dispersal patterns with local stock-recruitment dynamics and den-
sity-dependent processes, and compare the parameter estimates with stock-recruit-
ment models assuming whole-river dynamics. Potential bias. Potential bias in pa-
rameter estimations caused by the ignorance of local population dynamics will be
quantified.

In my second paper, I will check if local density-dependent effects could be de-
tected in juvenile density time series data. There are large volumes of available data
for salmon and sea trout from Sweden, both from the juvenile (e.g. electrofishing
data, smolt trapping, pit-tags etc.) and the adult (e.g. fish ladder counts, Carlin-tag-
ging etc.) life stages. These data comprise long-term periods and stock abundances
ranging from relatively low to high densities. I will analyze existing empirical data
from parr electrofishing surveys, testing for patterns in salmon parr density in space
and time. The results will be compared to predictions of spatio-temporal develop-
ment of parr densities from paper 1.

In my third paper, I will explore the relative importance of interspecific compe-
tition of salmon and sea trout on a small spatial scale. These two species could po-
tentially co-occur during the early life-stages, since the two species to some extent
share the same preference for river habitats (Heggenes et al. 1999). Earlier studies
have explored this competition process but mostly using fish in a relatively late
phase of the juvenile life-stage (e.g. Kalleberg 1958; Skoglund et al. 2012; Puffer
et al. 2017), where density-dependent mortality most likely already has occurred. In
my experiments on a fine spatial scale (4 x 0.6 x 0.25 m), I will study the interspe-
cific competition at different densities and ratios of the two species, in the earliest
life-stage (just after emergence), to be able to evaluate any potential species-specific
advantage. This scale and life-stage is most relevant for the density-dependent mor-
tality of the two species (Elliott 1994; Einum & Nislow 2005; Einum ef al. 2011b;
Skoglund et al. 2012). If there is a strong advantage for either species in this inter-
specific competition scenario, this indicates that this process might be necessary to
account for in the existing stock assessment models. Moreover, this study would
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give more knowledge of the Baltic Sea trout life-history, a species that is gaining
increasing attention in Baltic Sea fisheries management.

For the Baltic salmon stock assessment, recruitment (i.e. number of sea-migrat-
ing smolts) is only surveyed in six out of 30 assessment rivers, by smolt trapping.
For most of the other rivers, wild smolt production is estimated from parr densities
(electrofishing surveys). Using a hierarchical linear regression analysis, the parr to
smolt corresponded parameters are transferred through hyperparameters from rivers
with both smolt and parr surveys, to rivers that have long time-series of parr abun-
dance data but lack smolt counting data (ICES 2014). Additional data in this model
is river discharge, which is used as an explanatory variable for the slope of the linear
model in each river. In my fourth paper, I would like to evaluate if and how addi-
tional information could be used in this model to potentially improve the parameter
estimates. Other parameters that will be tested and is suggested to influence the sur-
vival of young salmon are: parr-length (Jonsson et al. 1998), habitat characteristics
(e.g. shelter, Finstad et al. 2007, 2009) and temperature (Foldvik et al. 2015).

In my fifth paper, I will incorporate the potential updated knowledge, gained
from my first four papers, and evaluate how this potentially could improve the ex-
isting full life-history population model for the Baltic salmon stock assessment. By
including local density-dependent processes, studied in the four first papers, in the
parameterization of the existing stock-assessment models, the potential increase in
predictive power could be evaluated. If accounting for local density dependence im-
prove the parameter estimates for the stock development, this would suggest that
available data in the stock assessment work would perhaps be used in another
manor, and perhaps using alternative monitoring methods existing today (e.g. elec-
trofishing).

Extensive amount of research suggest that local density-dependent processes in
salmon and sea trout populations is the most important scale determining the popu-
lation dynamics (e.g. Elliott 1994; Einum & Nislow 2005; Foldvik et al. 2010;
Teichert et al. 2010, 2017; Einum et al. 2011b, a; Finstad et al. 2013). Yet little
implication of this is accounted for in the management of these populations. Popu-
lation models missing key aspects of dynamic processes might under- or overesti-
mate the production potential of certain fish stocks, and advising fishing mortalities
that potentially might induce declines of natural fish populations. My thesis work
will aim to explore the potential bias overlooking some of the local dynamics in the
stock assessment work, and how monitoring data could best be used to inform the
management of salmonid fish stocks.

37



References

Aas, 0., Klemetsen, A., Einum, S. & Skurdal, J. (2010). Atlantic salmon ecology. John Wiley &
Sons. Available from: https://www.google.com/books. [Accessed 2017-08-18].

Ackefors, H., Johansson, N. & Wahlberg, B. (1991). The Swedish compensatory programme for
salmon in the Baltic: an action plan with biological and economic implications. ICES marine Sci-
ence Symposia, 192, pp 109-119.

Allee, W. C. (1941). Integration of problems concerning protozoan populations with those of general
biology. The American Naturalist, 75(760), pp 473-487.

Amundsen, P.-A., Knudsen, R. & Klemetsen, A. (2007). Intraspecific competition and density de-
pendence of food consumption and growth in Arctic charr. Journal of Animal Ecology, 76(1), pp
149-158.

Andersen, K. H., Jacobsen, N. S., Jansen, T. & Beyer, J. E. (2017). When in life does density de-
pendence occur in fish populations? Fish and Fisheries, 18(4), pp 656—667.

Andrewartha, H. G. (1957). The Use of Conceptual Models in Population Ecology. Cold Spring Har-
bor Symposia on Quantitative Biology, 22, pp 219-236.

Andrewartha, H. G. & Birch, L. C. (1954). The Distribution and abundance of animals. 6. ed. Chi-
cago: University of Chicago Press.

Asplund, L., Athanasiadou, M., Sjédin, A., Bergman, A. & Bérjeson, H. (1999). Organohalogen
Substances in Muscle, Egg and Blood from Healthy Baltic Salmon (Salmo salar) and Baltic
Salmon That Produced Offspring with the M74 Syndrome. Ambio, 28(1), pp 67-76.

Bagliniére, J.-L. & Maisse, G. (Eds) (1999). Biology and ecology of the brown and sea trout. Chich-
ester: Springer ; Praxis.

Berg, O. K., Bremset, G., Puffer, M. & Hanssen, K. (2014). Selective segregation in intraspecific
competition between juvenile Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) and brown trout (Salmo trutta).
Ecology of Freshwater Fish, 23(4), pp 544-555.

Berryman, A. A. (2004). Limiting Factors and Population Regulation. Oikos, 105(3), pp 667-670.

Beverton, R. J. H. & Holt, S. J. (1957). On the dynamics of exploited fish populations. volume 14,
Caldwell: Blackburn Press, Caldwell.

Birkel, C., Soulsby, C., Ali, G. & Tetzlaff, D. (2014). Assessing the Cumulative Impacts of Hydro-
power Regulation on the Flow Characteristics of a Large Atlantic Salmon River System. River
Research and Applications, 30(4), pp 456-475.

Burthe, S., Telfer, S., Lambin, X., Bennett, M., Carslake, D., Smith, A. & Begon, M. (2006). Cow-
pox virus infection in natural field vole Microtus agrestis populations: delayed density depend-
ence and individual risk. Journal of Animal Ecology, 75(6), pp 1416—1425.

38



Cherrett, J. M. & Bradshaw, A. D. (Eds) (1989). Ecological concepts: the contribution of ecology to
an understanding of the natural world. Oxford: Blackwell Scientific Publications

Coulson, T., Catchpole, E. A., Albon, S. D., Morgan, B. J. T., Pemberton, J. M., Clutton-Brock, T.
H., Crawley, M. J. & Grenfell, B. T. (2001). Age, Sex, Density, Winter Weather, and Population
Crashes in Soay Sheep. Science, 292(5521), pp 1528-1531.

Courchamp, F., Clutton-Brock, T. & Grenfell, B. (1999). Inverse density dependence and the Allee
effect. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 14(10), pp 405-410.

Cresswell, W. J., Harris, S., Cheeseman, C. L. & Mallinson, P. J. (1992). To Breed or not to Breed:
An Analysis of the Social and Density-Dependent Constraints on the Fecundity of Female Badg-
ers (Meles meles). Philosophical Transactions: Biological Sciences, 338(1286), pp 393-407.

Cutts, C. J., Metcalfe, N. B. & Taylor, A. C. (1999). Competitive Asymmetries in Territorial Juvenile
Atlantic Salmon, Salmo salar. Oikos, 86(3), pp 479—486.

Degerman, E., Leonardsson, K. & Lundqvist, H. (2012). Coastal migrations, temporary use of neigh-
bouring rivers, and growth of sea trout (Salmo trutta) from nine northern Baltic Sea rivers. ICES
Journal of Marine Science, 69(6), pp 971-980.

Dingser, G. E., Ciannelli, L., Chan, K.-S., Ottersen, G. & Stenseth, N. C. (2007). Density Depend-
ence and Density Independence During the Early Life Stages of Four Marine Fish Stocks. Ecol-
ogy, 88(3), pp 625-634.

Eikeset, A. M., Dunlop, E. S., Heino, M., Storvik, G., Stenseth, N. C. & Dieckmann, U. (2016).
Roles of density-dependent growth and life history evolution in accounting for fisheries-induced
trait changes. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 113(52), pp 15030-15035.

Einum, S. & Nislow, K. H. (2005). Local-scale density-dependent survival of mobile organisms in
continuous habitats: an experimental test using Atlantic salmon. Oecologia, 143(2), pp 203-210.

Einum, S., Nislow, K. H., McKelvey, S. & Armstrong, J. D. (2011a). The spatial scale of competi-
tion from recruits on an older cohort in Atlantic salmon. Oecologia, 167(4), pp 1017-1025.

Einum, S., Nislow, K. H., Reynolds, J. D. & Sutherland, W. J. (2008). Predicting population re-
sponses to restoration of breeding habitat in Atlantic salmon. Journal of Applied Ecology, 45(3),
pp 930-938.

Einum, S., Robertsen, G., Nislow, K. H., McKelvey, S. & Armstrong, J. D. (2011b). The spatial
scale of density-dependent growth and implications for dispersal from nests in juvenile Atlantic
salmon. Oecologia, 165(4), pp 959-969.

Einum, S., Sundt-Hansen, L. & Nislow, K. H. (2006). The Partitioning of Density-Dependent Dis-
persal, Growth and Survival throughout Ontogeny in a Highly Fecund Organism. Oikos, 113(3),
pp 489-496.

Elliott, J. M. (1994). Quantitative ecology and the brown trout. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Ferrer, M. & Donazar, J. A. (1996). Density-Dependent Fecundity by Habitat Heterogeneity in an
Increasing Population of Spanish Imperial Eagles. Ecology, 77(1), pp 69-74.

Ferrer, M., Newton, I. & Casado, E. (2006). How to test different density-dependent fecundity hy-
potheses in an increasing or stable population. Journal of Animal Ecology, 75(1), pp 111-117.

Finstad, A. G., Einum, S., Forseth, T. & Ugedal, O. (2007). Shelter availability affects behavior,
size-dependent and mean growth of juvenile Atlantic salmon. Freshwater Biology, 52(9), pp

1710-1718.

Finstad, A. G., Einum, S., Ugedal, O. & Forseth, T. (2009). Spatial distribution of limited resources
and local density regulation in juvenile Atlantic salmon. Journal of Animal Ecology, 78(1), pp
226-235.

39



Finstad, A. G., Settem, L. M. & Einum, S. (2013). Historical abundance and spatial distributions of
spawners determine juvenile habitat accessibility in salmon: implications for population dynam-
ics and management targets. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 70(9), pp
1339-1345.

Fleming, I. A. (1996). Reproductive strategies of Atlantic salmon: ecology and evolution. Reviews in
Fish Biology and Fisheries, 6(4), pp 379-416.

Foldvik, A., Einum, S. & Finstad, A. G. (2016). Spatial diffusion modelling of juvenile Atlantic
salmon (Salmo salar) shows ontogenetic increase in movement rates. Canadian Journal of Fish-
eries and Aquatic Sciences, 74(2), pp 202-207.

Foldvik, A., Einum, S., Finstad, A. G. & Ugedal, O. (2015). Linking watershed and microhabitat
characteristics: effects on production of Atlantic salmonids (Salmo salar and Salmo trutta). Ecol-
ogy of Freshwater Fish, 26(2), pp 260-270.

Foldvik, A., Finstad, A. G. & Einum, S. (2010). Relating juvenile spatial distribution to breeding pat-
terns in anadromous salmonid populations. Journal of Animal Ecology, 79(2), pp 501-509.

Fretwell, S. D. & Lucas, H. L. (1969). On territorial behavior and other factors influencing habitat
distribution in birds. Acta Biotheoretica, 19(1), pp 16-36.

Garcia, S. M. (1995). The precautionary approach to fisheries and its implications for fishery re-
search, technology and management: an updated review. FAO Technical Paper, 350. Available
from: http://www.sidalc.net/. [Accessed 2017-08-18].

Haddon, M. (2001). Modelling and quantitative methods in fisheries. Boca Raton, Chapman &
Hall/CRC.

Hedger, R. D., Sundt-Hansen, L. E., Forseth, T., Diserud, O. H., Ugedal, O. & Finstad, A. G. (2013).
Modelling the complete life-cycle of Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.) using a spatially explicit
individual-based approach. Ecological Modelling, 248(Supplement C), pp 119-129.

Heggenes, J., Baglinicre, J. L. & Cunjak, R. A. (1999). Spatial niche variability for young Atlantic
salmon (Salmo salar) and brown trout (S. trutta) in heterogeneous streams. Ecology of Freshwa-
ter Fish, 8(1), pp 1-21.

Herrando-Pérez, S., Delean, S., Brook, B. W. & Bradshaw, C. J. A. (2012). Density dependence: an
ecological Tower of Babel. Oecologia, 170(3), pp 585-603.

Hixon, M. A., Anderson, T. W., Buch, K. L., Johnson, D. W., McLeod, J. B. & Stallings, C. D.
(2012). Density dependence and population regulation in marine fish: a large-scale, long-term
field manipulation. Ecological Monographs, 82(4), pp 467—489.

Hixon, M. A. & Carr, M. H. (1997). Synergistic Predation, Density Dependence, and Population
Regulation in Marine Fish. Science, 277(5328), pp 946-949.

Hixon, M. A. & Jones, G. P. (2005). Competition, Predation, and Density-Dependent Mortality in
Demersal Marine Fishes. Ecology, 86(11), pp 2847-2859.

Hixon, M. A., Pacala, S. W. & Sandin, S. A. (2002). Population Regulation: Historical Context and
Contemporary Challenges of Open vs. Closed Systems. Ecology, 83(6), pp 1490-1508.

Holm, M., Holst, J. C. & Hansen, L. P. (2000). Spatial and temporal distribution of post-smolts of
Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.) in the Norwegian Sea and adjacent areas. /CES Journal of Ma-
rine Science, 57(4), pp 955-964.

Hojesjo, J., Kaspersson, R. & Armstrong, J. D. (2015). Size-related habitat use in juvenile Atlantic
salmon: the importance of intercohort competition. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic
Sciences, 73(8), pp 1182-1189.

ICES. (2014). Report of the Baltic Salmon and Trout Assessment Working Group (WGBAST). Aar-
hus: Denmark. ICES CM 2014/ACOM:08.

ICES. (2017). Report of the Baltic Salmon and Trout Assessment Working Group (WGBAST).
Gdansk: Poland. ICES CM 2017/ACOM:10.

40



Imre, I., Grant, J. W. A. & Cunjak, R. A. (2005). Density-dependent growth of young-of-the-year At-
lantic salmon Salmo salar in Catamaran Brook, New Brunswick. Journal of Animal Ecology,
74(3), pp 508-516.

Jennings, S., Kaiser, M. J. & Reynolds, J. D. (2001). Marine fisheries ecology. Oxford: Blackwell
Science.

Jones, A. N. (1975). Preliminary Study of Fish Segregation in Salmon Spawning Streams. Journal of
Fish Biology, 7(1), pp 95-104.

Jonsson, B. (1982). Diadromous and Resident Trout Salmo Trutta: Is Their Difference Due to Genet-
ics? Oikos, 38(3), pp 297-300.

Jonsson, B. (1989). Life history and habitat use of Norwegian brown trout (Salmo trutta). Freshwater
Biology, 21(1), pp 71-86.

Jonsson, N. & Jonsson, B. (2002). Migration of anadromous brown trout Salmo trutta in a Norwe-
gian river. Freshwater Biology, 47(8), pp 1391-1401.

Jonsson, N., Jonsson, B. & Hansen, L. P. (1998). The relative role of density-dependent and density-
independent survival in the life cycle of Atlantic salmon Salmo salar. Journal of Animal Ecology,
67(5), pp 751-762.

Jéarvi, T., Holmgren, K., Rubin, J. F., Petersson, E., Lundberg, S. & Glimsiter, C. (1996). Newly-
emerged Salmo trutta fry that migrate to the sea-an alternative choice of feeding habit? Nordic
Journal of Freshwater Research (Sweden). Available from: http://agris.fao.org/. [Accessed 2017-
09-07].

Kalleberg, H. (1958). Observations in a stream tank of territoriality and competition in juvenile
salmon and trout (Salmo salar L. and S. trutta L.). Reports Institution of Freshwater Research
Drottningholm, 39, pp 55-98.

Kareiva, P., Mullen, A. & Southwood, R. (1990). Population Dynamics in Spatially Complex Envi-
ronments: Theory and Data [and Discussion]. Philosophical Transactions: Biological Sciences,
330(1257), pp 175-190.

Keinanen, M., Uddstrom, A., Mikkonen, J., Casini, M., Ponni, J., Myllyla, T., Aro, E. & Vuorinen,
P.J. (2012). The thiamine deficiency syndrome M74, a reproductive disorder of Atlantic salmon
(Salmo salar) feeding in the Baltic Sea, is related to the fat and thiamine content of prey fish. Ices
Journal of Marine Science, 69(4), pp 516-528.

Kell, L. T., Nash, R. D. M., Dickey-Collas, M., Mosqueira, I. & Szuwalski, C. (2016). Is spawning
stock biomass a robust proxy for reproductive potential? Fish and Fisheries, 17(3), pp 596-616.

Klemetsen, A., Amundsen, P.-A., Dempson, J. B., Jonsson, B., Jonsson, N., O’Connell, M. F. &
Mortensen, E. (2003). Atlantic salmon Salmo salar L., brown trout Salmo trutta L. and Arctic
charr Salvelinus alpinus (L.): a review of aspects of their life histories. Ecology of Freshwater
Fish, 12(1), pp 1-59.

Koljonen, M.-L. (2001). Conservation goals and fisheries management units for Atlantic salmon in
the Baltic Sea area. Journal of Fish Biology, 59, pp 269-288.

Krkosek, M. (2017). Population biology of infectious diseases shared by wild and farmed fish. Cana-
dian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 74(4), pp 620-628.

Landergren, P. (2001). Survival and growth of sea trout parr in fresh and brackish water. Journal of
Fish Biology, 58(2), pp 591-593.

Limburg, K. E., Landergren, P., Westin, L., Elfman, M. & Kristiansson, P. (2001). Flexible modes of
anadromy in Baltic sea trout: making the most of marginal spawning streams. Journal of Fish
Biology, 59(3), pp 682—-695.

Limburg, K. E. & Waldman, J. R. (2009). Dramatic Declines in North Atlantic Diadromous Fishes.
BioScience, 59(11), pp 955-965.

41



Lorenzen, K. (2008). Fish population regulation beyond ”’stock and recruitment”: The role of den-
sity-dependent growth in the recruited stock. Bulletin of Marine Science, 83(1), pp 181-196.

Lorenzen, K. & Enberg, K. (2002). Density-dependent growth as a key mechanism in the regulation
of fish populations: evidence from among-population comparisons. Proceedings of the Royal So-
ciety B-Biological Sciences, 269(1486), pp 49—54.

Major, P. F. (1978). Predator-prey interactions in two schooling fishes, Caranx ignobilis and Stoleph-
orus purpureus. Animal Behaviour, 26, pp 760-777.

Malthus, T. R. (1798). An Essay on the Principle of Population, as it Affects the Future Imporvement
of Society, with Remarks on the Speculations of Mr. Godwin, M. Condorcet, and Other Writers.
The Lawbook Exchange, Ltd. Available from: https://www.google.com/books. [Accessed 2017-
09-01].

Mawle, G. W. & Peirson, G. (2009). Economic Evaluation of Inland Fisheries. Bristol: Environment
Agency.

Milne, A. (1962). On a theory of natural control of insect population. Journal of Theoretical Biology,
3(1), pp 19-50.

Murdoch, W. W. (1994). Population regulation in theory and practice. Ecology, 75(2), pp 271-287.

Murray, B. G. (1999). Can the Population Regulation Controversy Be Buried and Forgotten? Oikos,
84(1), pp 148-152.

Myers, R. A. (1995). Recruitment of marine fish: the relative roles of density-dependent and density-
independent mortality in the egg, larval, and juvenile stages. Marine Ecology Progress Series,
128(1/3), pp 308-309.

Myers, R. A. (2001). Stock and recruitment: generalizations about maximum reproductive rate, den-
sity dependence, and variability using meta-analytic approaches. /CES Journal of Marine Sci-
ence: Journal du Conseil, 58(5), pp 937-951.

Myers, R. A., Barrowman, N. J., Hutchings, J. A. & Rosenberg, A. A. (1995). Population Dynamics
of Exploited Fish Stocks at Low Population Levels. Science, 269(5227), pp 1106—1108.

Myers, R. & Hutchings, J. (1987). Mating of Anadromous Atlantic Salmon, Salmo-Salar L, with Ma-
ture Male Parr. Journal of Fish Biology, 31(2), pp 143—146.

Myrvold, K. M. & Kennedy, B. P. (2015). Density dependence and its impact on individual growth
rates in an age-structured stream salmonid population. Ecosphere, 6(12), pp 1-16.

Nicholson, A. J. (1933). The balance of animal populations. The Journal of Animal Ecology, 2(1), pp
131-178.

O’Connor, K. I., Metcalfe, N. B. & Taylor, A. C. (2000). The effects of prior residence on behavior
and growth rates in juvenile Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar). Behavioral Ecology, 11(1), pp 13—-18.

Palm, S., Dannewitz, J., Jarvi, T., Koljonen, M.-L., Prestegaard, T. & Olsén, K. H. (2008). No indi-
cations of Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) shoaling with kin in the Baltic Sea. Canadian Journal of
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 65(8), pp 1738-1748.

Pauly, D., Christensen, V., Guénette, S., Pitcher, T. J., Sumaila, U. R., Walters, C. J., Watson, R. &
Zeller, D. (2002). Towards sustainability in world fisheries. Nature, 418(6898), pp 689-695.
Perild, T. & Kuparinen, A. (2017). Detection of Allee effects in marine fishes: analytical biases gen-
erated by data availability and model selection. Proceedings of the Royal Society B-Biological

Sciences, 284(1861), p 20171284.

Pickova, J., Dutta, P. C., Pettersson, A., Froyland, L. & Kiessling, A. (2003). Eggs of Baltic salmon
displaying M74, yolk sac mortality syndrome have elevated levels of cholesterol oxides and the
fatty acid 22:6 n-3. Aquaculture, 227(1), pp 63-75.

Pope, J. G., Rice, J. C., Daan, N., Jennings, S. & Gislason, H. (2006). Modelling an exploited marine
fish community with 15 parameters — results from a simple size-based model. ICES Journal of
Marine Science, 63(6), pp 1029-1044.

42



Puffer, M., Berg, O. K., Huusko, A., Vehanen, T. & Einum, S. (2017). Effects of intra- and interspe-
cific competition and hydropeaking on growth of juvenile Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar). Ecol-
ogy of Freshwater Fish, 26(1), pp 99-107.

Quinn, T. J. & Deriso, R. B. (1999). Quantitative fish dynamics. New York: Oxford University Press.
(Biological resource management series). ISBN 978-0-19-507631-8.

Reddingius, J. & den Boer, P. J. (1970). Simulation Experiments Illustrating Stabilization of Animal
Numbers by Spreading of Risk. Oecologia, 5(3), pp 240-284.

Ricker, W. E. (1954). Stock and Recruitment. Journal of the Fisheries Research Board of Canada,
11(5), pp 559-623.

Ricker, W. E. (1975). Computation and interpretation of biological statistics of fish populations. Bul-
letin of the Fisheries Research Board of Canada, 191, pp 1-382.

Rogers, L. A., Storvik, G. O., Knutsen, H., Olsen, E. M. & Stenseth, N. C. (2017). Fine-scale popula-
tion dynamics in a marine fish species inferred from dynamic state-space models. Journal of Ani-
mal Ecology, 86(4), pp 888—898.

Rohtla, M., Matetski, L., Svirgsden, R., Kesler, M., Taal, 1., Saura, A., Vaittinen, M. & Vetemaa, M.
(2017). Do sea trout Salmo trutta parr surveys monitor the densities of anadromous or resident
maternal origin parr, or both? Fisheries Management and Ecology, 24(2), pp 156-162.

Rose, K. A., Cowan, J. H., Winemiller, K. O., Myers, R. A. & Hilborn, R. (2001). Compensatory
density dependence in fish populations: importance, controversy, understanding and prognosis.
Fish and Fisheries, 2(4), pp 293-327.

Rothschild, B. & Fogarty, M. (1989). Spawning-Stock Biomass - a Source of Error in Recruitment
Stock Relationships and Management Advice. Journal Du Conseil, 45(2), pp 131-135.

Royama, T. (1992). Analytical population dynamics. 1st. ed. London: Chapman & Hall.

Russell, E. S. (1931). Some theoretical Considerations on the “Overfishing” Problem. ICES Journal
of Marine Science, 6(1), pp 3-20.

Schaefer, M. B. (1954). Some aspects of the dynamics of populations important to the management
of the commercial marine fisheries. Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission Bulletin, 1(2), pp
23-56.

Shelton, P. A. & Healey, B. P. (1999). Should depensation be dismissed as a possible explanation for
the lack of recovery of the northern cod (Gadus morhua) stock? Canadian Journal of Fisheries
and Aquatic Sciences, 56(9), pp 1521-1524.

Sinclair, A. R. E. (1989). Population regulation in animals. In ‘Ecological Concepts: The Contribu-
tion of Ecology to an Understanding of the Natural World’.(Ed. JM Cherrett.) pp. 197-241. Mel-
bourne: Blackwell Scientific Publications.

Sinclair, A. R. E. & Pech, R. P. (1996). Density Dependence, Stochasticity, Compensation and Pred-
ator Regulation. Oikos, 75(2), pp 164-173.

Skoglund, H., Einum, S., Forseth, T. & Barlaup, B. T. (2012). The penalty for arriving late in emerg-
ing salmonid juveniles: differences between species correspond to their interspecific competitive
ability. Functional Ecology, 26(1), pp 104-111.

Stewart, D. C., Middlemas, S. J. & Youngson, A. F. (2006). Population structuring in Atlantic
salmon (Salmo salar): evidence of genetic influence on the timing of smolt migration in sub-
catchment stocks. Ecology of Freshwater Fish, 15(4), pp 552-558.

Taggart, J. B., McLaren, 1. S., Hay, D. W., Webb, J. H. & Youngson, A. F. (2001). Spawning success
in Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.): a long-term DNA profiling-based study conducted in a natu-
ral stream. Molecular Ecology, 10(4), pp 1047-1060.

43



Teichert, M. A. K., Foldvik, A., Einum, S., Finstad, A. G., Forseth, T. & Ugedal, O. (2017). Interac-
tions between local population density and limited habitat resources determine movements of ju-
venile Atlantic salmon. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 74(12), pp 2153—
2160.

Teichert, M. A. K., Foldvik, A., Forseth, T., Ugedal, O., Einum, S., Finstad, A. G., Hedger, R. D. &
Bellier, E. (2010). Effects of spawning distribution on juvenile Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar)
density and growth. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 68(1), pp 43-50.

Trostel, K., Sinclair, A. R. E., Walters, C. J. & Krebs, C. J. (1987). Can predation cause the 10-year
hare cycle? Oecologia, 74(2), pp 185-192.

Turchin, P. (1999). Population regulation: a synthetic view. Oikos, pp 153-159.

Turchin, P. (2001). Does Population Ecology Have General Laws? Oikos, 94(1), pp 17-26.

Turchin, P. (2003). Complex population dynamics: a theoretical/empirical synthesis. Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Van Zwol, J. A., Neff, B. D. & Wilson, C. C. (2012). The effect of competition among three salmon-
ids on dominance and growth during the juvenile life stage. Ecology of Freshwater Fish, 21(4),
pp 533-540.

Verhulst, P.-F. (1838). Notice sur la loi que la population suit dans son accroissement. correspon-
dance mathématique et physique publiée par a. Quetelet, 10, pp 113-121.

Verspoor, E., Stradmeyer, L. & Nielsen, J. L. (Eds) (2007). The Atlantic salmon: genetics, conserva-
tion and management. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing.

Vincenzi, S., Satterthwaite, W. H. & Mangel, M. (2012). Spatial and temporal scale of density-de-
pendent body growth and its implications for recruitment, population dynamics and management
of stream-dwelling salmonid populations. Reviews in Fish Biology and Fisheries, 22(3), pp 813—
825.

Vladic, T. & Petersson, E. (Eds) (2016). Evolutionary biology of the Atlantic salmon. Boca Raton:
CRC Press, Taylor & Francis Group.

Walters, C. J. & Martell, S. J. D. (2004). Fisheries ecology and management. Princeton, N.J: Prince-
ton University Press.

Wankowski, J. W. J. & Thorpe, J. E. (1979). Spatial distribution and feeding in Atlantic salmon,
Salmo salar L. juveniles. Journal of Fish Biology, 14(3), pp 239-247.

Webb, J., Verspoor, E., Aubin-Horth, N., Romakkaniemi, A. & Amiro, P. (2007). The Atlantic
salmon.(Verspoor, E., Stradmeyer, L., & Nielsen, J. L., Eds). Oxford: Blackwell Publishing.
White, T. C. R. (2004). Limitation of Populations by Weather-Driven Changes in Food: A Challenge

to Density-Dependent Regulation. Oikos, 105(3), pp 664—666.

Whitlock, R. E., Kopra, J., Pakarinen, T., Jutila, E., Leach, A. W., Levontin, P., Kuikka, S. &
Romakkaniemi, A. (2017). Mark-recapture estimation of mortality and migration rates for sea
trout (Salmo trutta) in the northern Baltic sea. ICES Journal of Marine Science, 74(1), pp 286—
300.

Wolter, C. (2015). Historic catches, abundance, and decline of Atlantic salmon Salmo salar in the
River Elbe. Aquatic Sciences, 77(3), pp 367-380.

Wootton, R. J. (1998). Ecology of teleost fishes. Second edition. Fish and Fisheries Series, 24, pp,
1-386.

Zipkin, E. F., Sullivan, P. J., Cooch, E. G., Kraft, C. E., Shuter, B. J. & Weidel, B. C. (2008). Over-
compensatory response of a smallmouth bass (Micropterus dolomieu) population to harvest: release

from competition? Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences, 65(10), pp 2279-2292.

44









	List of figures
	Abbreviations
	1 Introduction
	2 Population regulation
	2.1 Historical background
	2.2 Logistic growth
	2.3 Density dependence
	2.3.1 Compensatory density dependence or compensation
	2.3.2 Inverse or depensatory density dependence
	2.3.3 Delayed density dependence


	3 Fisheries ecology and stock assessment
	3.1 Surplus production models
	3.2 Virtual population analysis (VPA)
	3.3 Statistical catch at age models
	3.3.1 Beverton-Holt model
	3.3.2 Ricker model

	3.4 Summary stock assessment

	4 Atlantic salmon and sea trout
	4.1 Atlantic salmon
	4.1.1 Biology

	4.2 Sea Trout
	4.3 Baltic Sea populations
	4.4 Management of Baltic Sea salmon and sea trout
	4.5 Density-dependent and –independent processes in salmon and sea trout

	5 Summary
	References
	Tom sida


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



