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Abstract

Motives for fishing differ among fishers, which may imply different effects of climate
change on the net values of fishing. Climate change has impacts on fish population
dynamics and on other factors in the fishers’ harvest decision, such as alternative
sources of food or income. Here we present a bio-economic model that includes
impacts of climate change on fish population and on net values of harvest by fishers
with recreational or subsistence fishing motives. The conceptual analysis shows that
the economic effects of climate change with simultaneous impacts on fish population
growth and harvest values are inconclusive with common fishing access for both fisher
types and when there are opposite simultaneous climate effects with exclusive access
for one of the fisher types. Numerical results from our model of Arctic char (Salvelinus
alpinus) in northern Sweden indicate that climate change, measured as temperature
increases, reduces fish population growth but increases net values of fishing for both
fisher types. The combined net effect of these counteracting forces is that annual net
values can almost cease for the subsistence fisher in the future but increase considerably
for the recreational fisher.
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1 Introduction

Fishing provides an important source of food and income since early days of mankind.
Indeed, fish and aquatic invertebrates are regarded a major contributor to the rapid
increase in brain volume during human evolution (Crawford et al., 1999). Nowadays,
fishing for recreational purposes has gained in interest worldwide and the number of
anglers at the global scale can be twice as large as the number of fishers in commercial
fishery (FAO, 2021). However, the motives and associated benefits and costs of fishing
are likely to be determined by different factors depending on type of fisher. Fishers
are generally classified into three main categories, i.e. subsistence, commercial and
recreational (e.g. Hind, 2015). Subsistence fishing is defined as fishing mainly for
providing food or income for a small group, such as a household, commercial fishing
for the purpose of generating net incomes from sales of fish, and recreational fish-
ery mainly for social, enjoyment, and aesthetic appeal at the fishing locations. Since
climate change is likely to affect not only the conditions for the fish populations but
also the costs and benefits of fishing, fishers’ harvest responses to climate change and
associated economic effects will differ between the fisher types.

There is a large body of literature on the impacts of climate change on fish popula-
tions which considers only physical and biological factors (e.g. Jeppesen et al., 2010,
2012; Huang et al., 2021). Huang et al. (2021) showed in a meta-analysis of 1187
studies that climate change, measured mainly as warmer temperature, will reduce fish
growth in both marine and freshwater ecosystems. At the fish population level, Jeppe-
sen et al. (2012) demonstrated that warmer temperature during the last decades has
changed the age structure and dynamics of fish populations in European lakes, and that
the abundances of cold-water species have declined. There are, however, relatively few
studies that analyse the economic effects of such changes, and a typical approach has
been to estimate economic impacts of predicted climate change effects on the abun-
dance of different fish species at the global or national scale. At the global scale, Lam
et al (2016) showed that potential maximum revenues from fishery decrease for most
countries. Suh and Pomeroy (2020) accounted for the dispersal effects in an economy
with a relatively large fishery sector, the Philippines, and found that the gross domestic
product could decrease by approximately 0.4% in a long-term perspective. A different
approach was applied by Gren and Marbuah (2022), who showed in a meta-analysis
of 208 studies on willingness-to-pay (WTP) for recreational fishing that an increase
in temperature could raise the value of fishing.

The rather complex interactions between climate change, fish population and fish-
ers’ behaviour have been analysed only by a few studies (Haynie & Pfeiffer, 2012;
Kourantidou et al., 2022). Haynie and Pfeiffer (2012) presented a conceptual frame-
work for analysing effects of climate change on fishers’ net values and on fish
populations. It includes the interaction between environmental conditions in the sea,
characteristics of the target fish species, and fishers’ harvest decisions. The decisions
include where and when to fish in order to maximize utility or profit, which, in turn, is
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affected by the environmental conditions at the potential fishing locations. Kouranti-
dou et al. (2022) considered commercial fishers’ response to climate change impacts
on the population of Arctic char in Canada and calculate associated economic effects.
They found that the population growth rate increased as a result of climate change,
and that net benefits for the commercial fishery sector increased.

Common to the empirical economic studies is the focus of climate impacts on fish
populations, but climate change can have impacts also on other factors determining
fishers’ decision on catches. For example, the value of recreational fishing might be
affected by e.g. more pleasant or unpleasant weather for fishing. Subsistence fishing
can be affected by simultaneous impacts on possibilities to obtain food or income from
complementary sources, such as reindeer herding in northern Sweden (Furberg et al.,
2011; Rosqvist et al., 2022). Fishers will respond to these climate change impacts in
addition to the effects on fish populations. The net economic effect then depends on
the direction and magnitude of change in these different types of impacts, which has
not been analysed in any study.

In the economics literature, the interaction between fishers and fish population
has been approached by bio-economic tools, which has a long tradition in fisheries
management (Knowler, 2002; Prellezo et al., 2012). The basic principle is that the
abundance of one or several fish species depends on the fish population dynamics
and on the fishers’ values and costs of fishing. Integrated numerical models are then
constructed which link the dynamics of fish populations with fishers’ harvest decision
rules. The models are used for assessing responses in fishers’ effort and harvest and
associated impact on fish population to changes in e.g. regulations, values and costs
of fishing, and environmental pollution.

Bio-economic models have been used to assess economic effects of climate change
on commercial fishery (Kourantidou et al., 2022), and to evaluate efficient allocation
of harvest between different fisher types (Bishop & Sample, 1980; Xuan & Arm-
strong, 2016). Both Bishop and Sample (1980) and Xuan and Armstrong (2016) made
theoretical contributions on the optimal allocation of harvest between different fisher
types. Bishop and Sample (1980) examined commercial and recreational fishers, and
Xuan and Armstrong (2016) focused on commercial wild fishery and capture based
aquaculture. Other studies examined the existence of conflicts or synergies in a non-
optimal framework by analysing preferences and practices mainly by commercial and
recreational fishers (e.g. Voyer et al., 2016).

The purpose of this study is to model and calculate effects of multiple climate
change impacts on fish populations and on factors that determine harvest decisions for
the non-commercial fisher types; i.e. recreational and subsistence fishers. To this end, a
numerical bio-economic model is constructed, where the determinants of the net value
of fishing differ between the recreational and subsistence fisher. Utility and costs of
fishing enter the objective function for the recreational fisher. Income provision from
fishing and other activities with limited supply of household labour is included in the
decision problem of the subsistence fisher. Climate change is assumed to affect the
fish population and the net value of fishing for both fisher types. The model is used
for calculating the level of fishing efforts which maximizes the total net value of the
fish population when either both or one of the fisher types have access to fishing.
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The numerical bio-economic model is applied to fishing of Arctic char (Salvelinus
alpinus) in Lake Abiskojaure in the inland of northern Sweden. Arctic char is the
only fish species in this lake, which is common for mountain lakes in Scandinavia
(Rasmussen et al., 2019) and other parts of the circumarctic region. Abiskojaure is
situated above the Arctic circle and representative for the sub-Arctic region, a region
of the Arctic that undergoes rapid rates of climate warming (Bitanja & Andry, 2017,
IPCC, 2021). Long-term catch data for the lake are available from environmental
monitoring programs, which allows for the parameterization of the bio-economic
model of an otherwise data-poor fishery.

The main contribution of this study to the scientific literature on economic effects of
climate change on fishery is twofold; the comparison of non-commercial fisher types
(recreational and subsistence), and the consideration of impacts of climate change
on fish populations and on net values of fishers’ harvests. The study is organized
as follows. Section 2 provides the conceptual bio-economic model, which underlies
the numerical calculations and is used to derive general conclusions. Data retrieval
for parameterizing the model is described in Sect. 3, and the numerical results are
presented in Sect. 4. The study ends with a discussion and main conclusions.

2 Conceptual approach with the bio-economic model

Effects of climate change are calculated as difference in fishers’ net value of fishing
with and without the climate effects. The total net values in both cases are calculated
as the maximum sum of discounted annual flows of net values under a certain period
of time with the use of a discrete dynamic optimization model. The model follows
the theoretical contributions by Bishop and Sample (1980) and Xuan and Armstrong
(2016) by calculating optimal allocation of harvest between two fisher types; those that
fish for recreational purposes and those where the fish as a source of food and income.
Optimal combination of harvest between the fisher types requires an assumption of
common fishing rights. In practice, fishing rights are regulated in most countries, and
the case with exclusive right to either fisher type is therefore also considered.

The two fisher types are not mutually exclusive, the recreationalist may appreciate
the fish as a food resource and the subsistence fisher may assign fishing a recreational
value (e.g. Nieman et al., 2021). A simplification is made in the subsequent analysis
by assuming pure types in order to analyze differences in climate change responses.
Due to the difficulty of obtaining data on net values of fishing and fish population
dynamics (described in Sect. 3) further simplifications are made by considering only
one lake with one fish species.

The fish population size in each period of time, P, is measured in terms of number
of fish and is determined by the population in previous period, population growth,
and harvest by the two fisher types. The harvest for each type depends on the fishing
effort, catch per effort, and P;. Effort is measured in terms of days of fishing, DS,
and DR, by the subsistence and the recreational fisher, respectively. The harvest for
the subsistence and recreational fisher is then written as H;> = a*D> P, and HF =
aR DR P,, respectively, where a5 and a® are the catchability coefficients. Regarding
climate change effects, K several studies show impacts on the biological conditions
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for the population growth (Hein et al., 2012; Jeppesen et al., 2012; Huang et al., 2021;
Svenning et al., 2022). Fish population dynamics is then written as:

R J—
Py — P =g(P,K)—a®D, P, —a’DfP,, Py =P (1

where g;(P;, K) is the population growth function, K is the climate change, and Py
is the initial condition on the population size.

A simple logistic growth function is used and the climate change could then in
principle affect the intrinsic growth rate, r, and/or the maximum viable population,
PMsX_Duye to lack of data on climate effects on r, which is described more fully in
Sect. 3, it is assumed that climate change has impacts on only PM® The logistic
growth function is then written as:

Pl‘
gt(Pt’K)=rPt<1_PTx(1()) @)

The population growth increases when K raises PM**, and vice versa.

The net value for the subsistence fisher is determined by the value of the fish harvest
as one of several sources of income. It is quite common that subsistence fishing, mainly
by the Sami, who are the only indigenous people in Sweden, obtain incomes from
different activities, such as fishing, reindeer herding and tourism (e.g. Sikku, 2016).
The household production function approach is used to account for this, which has
been much applied to value environmental resources where households combine own
labor resources with natural resources to obtain income used for food or for purchasing
different consumption goods (e.g. Miler et al., 2005). The household then allocates its
resources measured in labor days between fishing, D%,, and other income generating
activities, D?,. The total amount of labour is limited so that D} + DY = D.

Income from harvest is obtained from selling the fish at the price, p, which would
also be the unit cost avoided if the household had to buy the fish on the market and use
it for own consumption. Total income, Y/, is determined by the values from fish harvest
and incomes from other activities, O, which may be affected by climate change such
as effects on reindeer herding (Furberg et al., 2011; Rosqvist et al., 2022). Income
from other sources then depends on the quantity of labor days devoted to the activity
and climate change O; = O,(DZO ; K;), which is assumed to be concave in DZO The
net value for the subsistence fisher in each period of time, N yS , 1s then written as:

NVS =Y, whereY, =p,H’+ O, and D} + D? =D 3)

It is assumed that the constraint on labour days binds, which implies that increases

in DSt reduce D9, With associated losses in O;. This constitutes an opportunity cost

of fishing, CS = CS (Dt ; K), and the net value of fishing, N V5% can then be written
as;

N
NVSE = p,HS — C5(D]; K) (3
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Since O; = O ,(Dta ; K) is assumed to be concave in DO,, the cost function
cS (DZS; K) is increasing at a non-decreasing rate in D?.

The net value for the recreationalist fisher in each period of time, NVR, includes
the utility of and cost of fish harvest. Several studies show that the utility of fishing
is determined by a number of factors, such as social context, nature experience, and
harvest (e.g. Hind, 2015). Most studies estimate WTP for fishing during a certain time
interval such as a day, trip or season where the WTP is measured as consumer surplus,
i.e. the value in excess of the cost of fishing (meta-analysis in Gren & Marbuah, 2022).
A simplification is made in the current study by assigning recreational value only to
the number of fishing days, and not to changes in fish catches. Non-zero harvest of the
fishing days is captured by the catchability coefficient. The net value is then measured
in terms of consumer surplus, CS, as a concave function of fishing days, DR, which
can be affected by climate change, K, CS; = CS(Df; K) (e.g. Jeppesen et al., 2012;
Huang et al., 2021). The annual net value for the recreational fisher, NVZE, is then
written as:

NVE =cs(DR k). )

The overall decision problem under common fishing access is formulated as choos-
ing the allocation of efforts between the two fisher types, which maximizes the sum
of discounted net values of fishing over a certain period of time, T, given Egs. (3'),
(4) and the constraint on the fish population dynamics;

T
MaxNV = Zt_l,ot(NVtR + NV5F) subject to Eq. (1)
DR, D} ®)

where p; = 1/(1 + i) is the discount factor with i as the discount rate. The decision
problem is slightly different under exclusive access where either NVSF or NVR is max-
imized by the subsistence and recreational fisher, respectively. When the subsistence
fisher has the access right, NV® is deleted from the decision problem, and similar for
the recreational fisher type.

The dynamic optimization problem in Eq. (5) is solved by constructing a discrete
dynamic Lagrange expression and deriving the associated first-order conditions for
optimal allocation of efforts between the fisher types (Supplementary material Section
A). The first-order conditions show that, in each period of time, the allocation of fishing
days between the two fisher types is obtained where their marginal net values are equal
and correspond to the so-called marginal user cost. The latter shows the net value
foregone by harvesting in period ¢ which is the future net values from not harvesting
and letting the fish stock grow. Another first-order condition is that it should not be
possible to increase total net value by reallocating the timing of harvest. The fisher
can decide on immediate harvest and earn the income or delayed harvest and gain
from the fish population growth in each period of time. A relatively high discount rate
compared to the fish population growth rate favors immediate fishing, and vice versa.

The impact of climate change is analyzed by applying the implicit function theorem
on the optimal choices of fishing days (Supplementary material Section A). The effect

@ Springer



Fishing motives and economic effects of climate change... 209

of changes in K on fishing efforts for the subsistence and recreational fisher is then
given by;

D$ 1 9%CS Aplst1

0 when — — 0 6
3K < (>)0 when ’O’aSP,aD,SaK 3K < (>) (6)
DR 1 9%CS st

0 wh — 0, 7
g <) WenptaRPIBDlRaK ok <) @)

where ;41 is the marginal user cost of fishing. According to Egs. (6) and (7), the
fishing effort is decreasing in K when the second expression is negative, and vice
versa. The first term of the conditions shows the climate effect on the marginal cost of
fishing effort for the subsistence fisher and on the marginal consumer surplus for the

recreational fisher in Egs. (6) and (7), respectively. The second term in the conditions

is the same in both equations and % < (>)0 when 3‘;[;” > (<)0 (Supplementary

material Section A).
Based on Egs. (6) and (7), qualitative results can be obtained under different combi-
nations of climate impacts and fishing access rights, which are summarized in Table 1.

Starting with the most simple case, single impact on fish population under exclusive

. .. . Max .
access, the negative (positive) sign of al; = increases (decreases) the marginal user

cost, which, in turn, gives incentives to decrease (increase) fishing effort for both fisher
types. This effect is unambiguous with exclusive fishing access rights, but inconclusive
with common access since the optimal allocation of fishing efforts is determined by the
marginal fishing cost and marginal consumer surplus. Depending on the magnitude of

Table 1 Summary of economic effects for different combinations of climate effects and fishing access rights
(Supplementary material Section A)

Climate effects Common access Exclusive access

Single effect on fish population

. . Max . . .
Negative (positive) 313 e NV decreases (increases) but Decrease (increase) in N ySF
inconclusive effects on NVSF or NVR
and NVR
Simultaneous effects on fish population, and net values
Negative (positive) NV decreases (increases) but Decrease (increase) in NVSF
5 pMax 92¢cS . inconclusive effects on NVSF or NVR
- , ———=— and positive R
K P DIR 9K and NV
. 52¢cS
negative
(negative) aDSIK
Negative (positive) Inconclusive effects on NV, NVSF Inconclusive effects on NVSF
5 pMax 32¢cS . and NVR or NVR
TR <— and positive
aDSIK
. 3¢S
negative
(negative) aDRIK
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relative change, the fishing effort could then increase or decrease for one of the fisher

M M .
types when 3}5 Kax < 0 and 3}; Kux > 0, respectively.

L . Max N .
Regarding simultaneous climate effects, when 313 % < O the direction of climate

change impact on fishing efforts is reinforced under exclusive access rights when the
first term in Eq. (6) is positive and that in Eq. (7) is negative. The climate change then
increases the marginal fishing cost (i.e. opportunity cost of alternative activity) for
the subsistence fisher and reduces the marginal consumer surplus for the recreational
fisher. Under common access rights, the effect on each fisher type is inconclusive since
the allocation is determined by the relative impacts on the marginal fishing cost and
consumer surplus. The impacts are also inconclusive when the climate change reduces
the marginal cost of fishing for the subsistence fisher and increases the marginal net
value for the recreational fisher.

Similar qualitative results are obtained for 3{31‘;” > 0 but the direction of change
is reversed. The marginal user cost is then reduced because of the higher fish popu-
lation growth, which gives incentives to increase fishing efforts for both fisher types.
This impact is reinforced (counteracted) by climate impacts reducing (increasing)
the marginal fishing cost for the subsistence fisher and increasing (decreasing) the
marginal consumer surplus for the recreational fisher.

3 Data retrieval

Despite the simple decision models, data retrieval is a challenge for both fisher types.
There are so far no operationalized fish population models for lakes in Sweden, not
even for commercially fishery in the largest lakes (Sundelof et al., 2022). The choice
of Arctic char in Lake Abiskojaure as a case study is based on the possibility for
parameterizing the fish population function. To this end, data from the national envi-
ronmental monitoring program (Folster et al., 2014) is used, which includes regular
standard sampling of fish assemblages in a sample of the smaller lakes, including north
Swedish lakes with Arctic char (Holmgren, 2021). With a lake area of 282 ha, it is rep-
resentative for other non-regulated headwater lakes in the Swedish sub-Arctic region.
Lake Abiskojaure is part of a national park, where recreational fishery is forbidden.
The Sami people have the rights to fish in the lake (Hjulman-Andersson, 2017). Recre-
ational fishing for Arctic char is, however, allowed in other lakes of the surrounding
area, but catch statistics are not systematically registered. In this study we therefore
use monitoring data from Lake Abiskojaure, as the best available local source for
estimation of some fish population parameters.

Other data retrieval difficulties are associated with the formulation and parameteri-
zation of fishers’ value and cost of fishing in Lake Abiskojaure. There is no data neither
on harvest by the fisher types in the lake nor on consumer surplus of the recreational
fisher and price and costs of fishing for the subsistence fisher. All values and costs
are expressed in Swedish krona (SEK) in 2020 prices (10.14 SEK = 1 Euro). Unless
otherwise stated, detailed description of the data is found in Supplementary material
Section B.
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3.1 A numerical model of fish population dynamics

Studies on the intrinsic growth rate of Artic char in Swedish lakes are entirely lacking
and calculations are therefore made by means of a Leslie matrix, which has a long
tradition in ecology (Leslie, 1945). The Leslie matrix requires data on number of
fish in different age classes, survival rates, and reproduction per female, which are
calculated by means of the long time series of environmental monitoring, with annual
fish sampling in the lake since 1994. Given these data on survival and reproduction
rates, the intrinsic growth rate is calculated at steady state, which gives an intrinsic
growth rate of 0.28 (Supplementary material, Section B, Table S1). This is slightly
lower than estimates of the intrinsic growth rate of Arctic char in Canada (Zhu et al.,
2017) who obtained estimates ranging between 0.33 and 0.36 depending on model
choice, and markedly lower than that of 0.77 reported by Kourantidou (2022).

There is no information on neither the actual nor maximum population size in Lake
Abiskojaure. Reported densities of Arctic char in other Swedish lakes ranged between
107 and 1100 individuals/ha (Hedlund, 2002). By using the minimum of this interval,
the population in Lake Abiskojaure (area 282 ha) population size is conservatively
estimated to at least 30 100 individuals. Regarding maximum population size, a logis-
tic population growth function is used and PM®* is then twice the population at the
maximum sustainable yield (MSY) level (e.g. Tsikiliras, 2018). Assuming MSY at P°
= 30,100 gives PM** = 60,200.

With respect to climate change impacts, there is no study on impacts on Arctic
char abundance in lake Abiskojaure, but only on the distribution of the fish species in
Northern Sweden (Hein et al., 2012). The study estimated the probability of presence of
Arctic char in Swedish lakes as a function of annual average air temperature, lake size,
and coexistence with brown trout and pike. Although several other factors affect fish
population dynamics and associated catches, they can in most cases be related to the air
temperature (Jones et al., 2020). The annual average air temperature in Abisko where
the lake is located was 0.5 °C in 2020 and is expected to reach approximately 5 °C
within 70 years in the worst case scenario of increasing emission of carbon dioxides
(SMHI, 2022). Simplifications are made in the current study by approximating the
probability of occurrence as population size. According to Hein et al. (2012) the
probability of fish presence shows a linear decline with increasing average annual air
temperature, and is reduced to 0.30 at 5 °C within a 70 year perspective. Assuming
a linear decline to 30% of the reference population of 30,100 within 70 years, gives
PMax — 60,200(1 — 0.176 g) where g is the temperature increase in °C.

The catchability coefficients for the subsistence and recreational fisher are obtained
from estimated harvest, fishing days, and Py in 2020. Calculations of harvest for both
fisher types are based on estimates of catch per day in the Northern Sweden multiplied
by calculated number of fishing days in Lake Abiskojaure. The catch per day for
the subsistence fisher is calculated based on the assumptions that Sami use gillnets
and that the catch per gillnet can be related to the catch from standard efforts in the
Swedish monitoring program which gives 10 fish per D5,. Data on catch per day of
recreational fishing is obtained from Carlén et al. (2021), who reported an average
catch of 3 fish per DX. This corresponds to the regulations in the Norrbotten county,
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where the Abiskojaure lake is located, according to which the catch is limited to a
maximum of 3 fish/day and person. There is no data on number of fishing days at
Abiskojaure lake for any fisher type. It is therefore assumed that the fishing days per
ha surface water area for each fisher type is the same as for the entire Northern region
in which the Abiskojaure lake is located (see Supplementary material Section B for
more details). The calculations give ¥ = 0.00033 and af = 0.00011.

Given all assumptions and calculations, the parameterized logistic fish population
model is written as:

P,
60200 * (1 — 0,176)

Pt = Pi(1+ 0.28(1 ) —0.00033D7 — 0.00011DF)

®)

with Py = 30,100.

3.2 Values and cost of fishing

Subsistence fishing is a common complementary activity for Sami villages to reindeer
husbandry, but fishing for household needs is also made by Sami farmers and non-Sami
people (OECD, 2019; Larsson & Sjaunja, 2020). There is very little information on
the availability and allocation of household resources on these activities. According
to Johansson and Lundgren (1998) the income from fishing ranges from 5 to 50% of
the income from reindeer herding with lower levels for households with large reindeer
populations.

There are no official statistics on sales price of Arctic char in Sweden. Therefore,
the sales price of fish is obtained from a listed price at a food retailer of SEK 496/kg
of catches from the northern part of the Sami region (Andys Fisk, 2023), which gives
an average sales price p of SEK 149/fish in 2020 prices. Costs of fishing are calculated
as the net income foregone from reindeer herding based on Sikku (2016) who calcu-
lates income provision and labour time spent on reindeer herding, cultural activities,
tourism, and food sales for two regions in Sweden Funisdalen/Mittddalen and Sop-
pero/Idivuoma. The available labour time per subsistence fisher and year is assumed to
correspond to the average number of working days for Swedes, which gives D = 253.
According to Sikku (2016) the average days spent on reindeer herding and other activ-
ities is 200, which gives DS = 53. At this allocation of DS and D?, the average income
per day and firm is 1569 SEK, which is assumed to represent the marginal income
at the optimal allocation of labour days between fishery and reindeer herding. A cost
function for DS is obtained by assuming a simple quadratic function in total number
of fishing days. Such a functional form satisfies the requirements of a cost function
convex in DS, The parameter is calibrated at the average income of SEK 1569 per day.

Impacts of climate change on costs of fishing for the subsistence fisher arise from
its effects on temporal and spatial impacts on grazing reindeer herding. In an interview
study of reindeer herding Sami in Sweden, respondents reported more rapidly shifting
weather conditions with impacts on the freeze—thaw cycle which affect the animals’
access to grazing in summer and winter periods (Furberg et al., 2011; Rosqvist et al.,
2022). Another interview study pointed out the increased economic vulnerability for
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the Sami in Finland due to climate change in combination with other stressors such as
increased competition for land use (Turunen et al., 2021). These impacts are likely to
reduce net values from reindeer herding, and there is a fear of zero net incomes within
the current Sami generation (Furberg et al., 2011) which, in turn, implies lower oppor-
tunity cost of fishing. However, there is no quantification of the impact of temperature
increases on the incomes from reindeer herding, and it is simply assumed that the net
income from reindeer herding and thereby cost of fishing shows a linear decline in
increased temperature and ceases at an increase in temperature by 5 °C. The net value
for the subsistence fisher is then written as:

2
NVSF =149 % HS —3.68 % (1 — 0.2g)*(DzS) ©)

At 5 °C, the cost of fishing is zero since, by assumption, the income from reindeer
herding ceases at this level.

The recreational value of fishing in northern Sweden has been estimated by two
studies; Paulrud and Laitala (2004) and Carlén et al. (2021). The former evaluated
welfare impacts of different fishery regulations, and the latter, which is used in current
study, calculated values per day. The results showed an average consumer surplus of
fishing in Northern Sweden of SEK 188/day in 2020 prices. A concave utility function
in money metric was obtained by assigning a square root function of the value in total
number of recreational fishing days. The parameter value in the function was then
calibrated at the average value per day and the initial number of fishing days in the
lake (403 days in Supplementary material Section B).

Regarding impacts of climate change, Dundas et al. (2020) found that increases in
temperature from levels below 18 °C raise participation in recreational fishing in New
England in USA. According to SMHI (2022), the annual average temperature in the
Abisko region was 0.5 °C in 2020, which can increase by up to 5 °C in the RCP8,5
climate scenario. Increase in temperature from a low level would then raise DX due
to more pleasant weather. Some fishing takes place in winter season but most of the
recreational fishing is made in the spring/summer season (Carlén et al., 2021). Dundas
et al. (2020) showed that the recreational fishery could increase at a declining rate by
25% up to 5 °C. In order to ensure a concave net value function in D,R, the increase
in net value per fishing day as a function of temperature is defined as 0.25(1 — el%g)
where 0 < g < 5 is the temperature increase in °C. The net value function for the
recreational fishery is then given as:

1 1/2
NV =17552x [D{“ s (140.25 % (1 - 1—5g>)} (10)
el

In the baseline when g = 0, the second term within brackets at the right hand side
of Eq. (10) is zero.

3.3 Time perspective and discount rate

A maximum Arctic char age of 20 years has been reported for Swedish mountain lakes
(Kinnerbick, 2013). To cover all age classes in the population, a 20 year perspective

@ Springer



214 1.-M. Gren et al.

is therefore used. An end condition of a minimum fish population size in the final year
is introduced in order to avoid resource depletion which can occur in optimization
models with a finite time period. Since initial population can not be preserved at large
increases in the temperature, the end condition is adjusted in proportion to the impact
of the rising temperature.

Regarding discount rate, it is quite likely that the two types of fishers have different
private discount rates because of different investment opportunities and valuation of
time. Without any data or information, the usual assumption is made in this paper that
the discount rate corresponds to the average growth rate of gross domestic product
(e.g. Boardman et al., 2011), since this reflects average rate of return on investment.
The growth rate amounts to 2.7% per year over the period 1950-2018 (NIER 2019).

4 Results

Calculations are made for temperature increases in discrete steps of 0.5 °C, from
the average base line of 0.5 °C, which constitutes the base case, up to 5 °C, for the
different cases presented in Table 1, i.e. climate effects on the fish population with
and without simultaneous impacts on fishers’ values and costs, and common versus
exclusive fishing rights. All calculations are made with the mathematical programming
code developed by GAMS (Rosenthal, 2008).

The results with common fishing access show that the sum of average annual net
values for the two fisher types decreases from 451 kSEK in the base case to 184 kSEK
at 5 °C increase with climate impact only on the fish population. As expected, the

400
350

w
o
o

250
200
150
100

50

Thousand SEK/year

0 1 2 3 4 5
Increase in temperature, °C

=@=="Single, Subsistence Single, Recreational
Sim. Subsistence Sim. Recreational

Fig. 1 Discounted average annual net values for subsistence and recreational fisher from temperature impact
on only fish population (Single) and also on fishers’ net value (Sim.) at different °C increases from the base
line without temperature increase
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decrease is lower and amounts to 232 kSEK when there are direct climate effects also
on the fishers’ net value. However, the economic effects on the two fisher types are
very different (Fig. 1).

In the base case without temperature increases, the annual average net value for
the subsistence fisher is higher than that for the recreational fisher. At temperature
increases exceeding 2 °C, the net values are higher for the recreational than the subsis-
tence fisher since the temperature increases imply relatively smaller negative impacts
on marginal consumer surplus for the recreational than on marginal fishing cost for
the subsistence fisher. The results in Fig. 1 also show that the consideration of simul-
taneous climate effects has a larger positive effect on net values for the subsistence
than the recreational fisher. While it is always positive for the subsistence fisher, the
consideration can imply lower benefits for the recreational fisher when the negative
impact through the fish population dominates the positive effect on marginal consumer
surplus (between 2 and 3.5 °C).

However, the development of the fish population size shows minor differences
between the single versus simultaneous impacts of temperature increases (Fig. 2).

As shown in Fig. 2, the optimal fish stock is increasing over the first 10 years in
the base case, and then declines slowly until the end year. The fish population shows
a steady decline during the entire period when the temperature increase is 2 °C. At
4 °C, there is a rapid reduction in the population during the first five years because of
the direct impact on the fish population and the relatively early harvest. The harvest is
reduced from year 10 in order to achieve the end condition of a minimum population
size in year 20.
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Fig. 2 Optimal development of the fish stock in the base case and for different combinations of temperature

increases and climate impacts with common access for subsistence and recreational fisher
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Fig. 3 Average annual net values with exclusive fishing access for either the subsistence or the recreational
fisher at different temperature increases and impact on only fish population (Single) and also on fishermen
(Sim.)

With exclusive access for either the subsistence or the recreational fisher, the annual
average net values are higher for both fisher types than with common access for all
combinations of temperature increases and climate effects (Fig. 3).

The average annual net value is higher for the subsistence fisher for temperature
increases up to 1.5 °C. The net values are also increasing for the recreational fisher
below this level. Similar to the common access regime, the difference in net values
between the single and simultaneous climate effects is larger for the subsistence than
for the recreational fisher. The optimal development over time of the fish population
is increasing in the base case when subsistence fisher has exclusive fishing access,
and is decreasing when the recreational fisher owns the access (Fig. 4 in Appendix).
There is a small difference between the single and simultaneous climate effects for
the subsistence fisher, but no effect for the recreational fisher.

When comparing the numerical with the theoretical expectations displayed in Table
1, the numerical results showed large differences in economic impacts depending on
fisher type (Table 2).

A decrease in the fish population growth reduces the annual average net values
for the subsistence fisher by 13% at temperature increase by 0.5 °C, which can reach
99% at 5 °C increase under common access. On the other hand, the average annual
net values for the recreational fisher can increase by up to 263%. Reasons for these
differences under common access are the relatively high increases in harvest cost
due to reduced population for the subsistence fisher and the large effect on marginal
consumer surplus and low net value of recreational fishing in the base case. This is also
shown by the larger reductions in net values for the subsistence than the recreational
fisher under exclusive fishing access. This pattern of economic effects is the same
with simultaneous climate effects on the fish population and the net values of the
fisher types, but the magnitude of impact on the net value is decreased.
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Table 2 Summary of calculated economic effects for different combinations of temperature increases (0.5
to 5 °C) in and fishing access rights, % change in average annual net value from the base case

Climate effects Common access Exclusive access
Subsistence Recreational Subsistence Recreational
M
W <0 ~99t0—13  11-263 —97 —41to—1
apM a2-~S
W <0, € <0and  —89t0-8 17273 - 83 ~ 34108
aDSIK
22
3 RCS <
aDRaKk

5 Discussion and conclusions

Our conceptual analysis shows that the economic impact of climate change is incon-
clusive for both fisher types when there is common fishing access. This is also the case
with exclusive fishing access for one fisher type when the climate effect on fish popu-
lation growth and simultaneous effects on fishers’ net value act in opposite directions.
For example, a decrease in fish population size from climate change promotes lower
harvests, which reduces net values. This decrease can be counteracted by an increase
in net values from reduced marginal fishing cost for the subsistence fisher or increased
marginal value of fishing for the recreational fisher. The net effect may then even be
an increase in harvest and net values.

Based on available data in the application to Arctic char in the Abiskojarue lake,
the main scenario was opposite direction of separate climate impacts, measured as
temperature increases, on fish population and on the net values of the two fisher types.
Separate climate effect was expected to decrease the fish population, to increase net
value for the subsistence fisher from reduced opportunity cost of fishing, and to raise
the value of fishing for the recreational fisher because of improved weather conditions.
The net effect of these two counteracting forces was a decrease in average net value for
the subsistence fisher, which could imply a decrease in net values from the base case
without temperature increase of almost 100% in the worst climate change scenario.
The corresponding decrease in net values for the recreational fisher was smaller, and
could even turn into increases with common access to the fishery. However, common
to both fisher types is that the development of the fish population size over the time
period was relatively unaffected by consideration of single or simultaneous climate
effects.

Our numerical results cannot be compared with other studies as similar estimates
of economic impacts of climate change on subsistence and recreational fisher have not
been published. Kourantidou et al. (2022) found an increase in the intrinsic growth rate
of anadromous Northern Labrador Arctic char by 78% from a temperature increase
by 1 °C, which increased average annual net income for the commercial fishery by
approximately 70%. It is less likely that corresponding increase would occur for the
diadromous Arctic char in northern Sweden (e.g. Hein et al., 2012). It could never-
theless be interesting to calculate economic effects of such an increase, which would
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raise the intrinsic growth rate in our bio-economic model from 0.28 in the base case
to 0.50 (Table 3 in Appendix). This climate effect on the intrinsic growth rate instead
of on the maximum population size would raise the annual average net benefits for
both fisher types. The net average annual net values for the subsistence fisher would
increase by, at the most, 60%, which occurs under exclusive access and with simul-
taneous climate effects (Table 3 in Appendix). The effect on the recreational fisher is
smaller and amounts at the most to an increase by 30%.

The results are affected, not only by the choice of parameter values in the constructed
bio-economic model but also by the chosen fish population model. An age-structured
fish population growth model instead of our simple logistic growth model would allow
for harvest targeting of fish depending on size (e.g. Skonhoft et al., 2012). This would
generate an additional adjustment possibility to the climate change impacts, which
could mitigate the negative effects on net values. Another simplification, although valid
for Lake Abiskojarue, was the exclusion of competitions between Arctic char and other
fish species. For example, Svenning et al. (2022) showed that warming temperature
increased the proportion of brown trout (Salmo trutta) compared with Arctic char in
northern lakes where they coexist. If the values and costs of fishing are similar for the
two species, the effects of climate change on net benefits may be limited. It was also
assumed that the recreational fisher puts value on fishing days and not on marginal
increases in harvest. The inclusion of such impacts would increase the marginal value
of recreational fishing days, but it is unclear if and how this would be affected by
climate change. The catchability coefficient was also assumed to be constant, but
might very well be affected by climate change. The bio-economic approach as such
is not limited by these simplifications in our model, but allows for more complex
population growth models and species interaction (e.g. Elofsson et al., 2012).

The theoretical and numerical results thus demonstrated that a decline in the fish
population size due to climate change may not result in negative economic effects
and that the direction and magnitude of economic effects depend on fishing motives
and access rights. This raises the need for a broad perspective on climate effects
in a policy context with decisions on if and how to compensate fishers for climate
change effects. A crucial assumption was that on optimal harvest decisions for all
combinations of access rights and climate effects. It is well known that such outcomes
can not be achieved with an open-access regime, but requires cooperation between the
fishers and/or governmental regulations (e.g. Bulte et al., 1995). Cooperation may be
facilitated for small lakes and groups but can constitute a challenge for large regions.
This was pointed out by Pentz and Klenk (2017) who showed the importance of
decision rules and cooperation for the sustainable management of commercial fishery
under different climate change conditions. Large fishing regions may also face the
risk of depletion in the fish stock if there is insufficient regulation and compliance.
The analysis and empirical application did not consider open-access fishery, but a bio-
economic approach with consideration of climate change impacts and fisher motives
can be applied to such fishery.
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Fig. 4 Development over a 20-year period of the optimal fish population size for subsistence and recreational
fisher for different combinations of temperature increases and climate effects and with exclusive fishing
access to either fisher type

Table 3 Average annual net benefits for subsistence and recreational fisher of different combinations of
access rights and climate impacts of a temperature increase by 1 °C which raises the intrinsic growth rate,
thousand SEK

Temperature  Intrinsic ~ Common access Exclusive access
inrease growth
rate? Single Simultaneous Single Simultaneous
Subs Recr Subs Recr

0 0.28 376 75 376 75 406 305 406 305
0.1 0.33 423 78 440 84 487 312 477 331
0.4 0.38 464 76 484 82 597 333 519 352
1 0.50 536 80 611 84 572 351 649 393

aKourantidou andet al. (2022)

References

Andys Fisk. (2023). Fjéllroding. Retrieved March 25, 2023, from https://andysfisk.se/produkt/fjallroding/

Bishop, R., & Samples, K. (1980). Sport and commercial fishing conflicts: A theoretical analysis. Journal
of Environmental Economics and Management, 7,220-233.

Bitanja, R., & Andry, O. (2017). Towards a rain-dominated Arctic. Nature Climate Change, 7(4), 263-267.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3240

@ Springer


https://andysfisk.se/produkt/fjallroding/
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3240

Fishing motives and economic effects of climate change... 221

Boardman, A., Greenberg, D., Vining, A., & Weimer, D. (2011). Cost-benefit analysis—concepts and
practice (4th ed.). Pearson Education.

Bulte, E., Folmer, H., & Heijman, W. (1995). Open access, common property and scarcity rent in fisheries.
Environmental and Resource Economics, 6, 309-320.

Carlén, O., Bostedt, G., Briannlund, R., & Persson, L. (2021). The value of recreational fishing in Swe-
den—estimates of a nationwide survey. Fisheries Management and Ecology, 2, 351-361. https://doi.
org/10.1111/fme.12484

Crawford, M. A., Bloom, M., Broadhurst, C. L., Schmidt, W. F., Cunnane, S. C., Galli, C., Gehbremeskel,
K., Linseisen, F., Lloyd-Smith, L., & Parkinton, J. (1999). Evidence for the unique function of docosa-
hexaenoic acid during the evolution of the modern hominid brain. Lipids, 34, S39-S47. https://doi.
org/10.1007/BF02562227

Dundas, S., & von Haefen, R. (2020). The effects of weather on recreational fishing demand and adaptation:
Implications for changing climate. Journal of Association of Environmental and Resource Economists,
7(2), 209-242.

Elofsson, K., Bengtsson, G., & Gren, I.-M. (2012). Optimal management of invasive species with different
age structures and reproduction strategies. Natural Resources Modeling, 25(4), 599-628.

FAO. (2021). The role of recreational fisheries in the sustainable management of marine resources.
Retrieved December 13, 2021, from https://www.fao.org/in-action/globefish/fishery-information/
resource-detail/en/c/1013313/

Folster, J., Johnson, R. K., Futter, M. N., & Wilander, A. (2014). The Swedish monitoring of surface waters:
50 years of adaptive monitoring. Ambio, 43, 3—18.

Furberg, M., Evengérd, B., & Nilsson, M. (2011). Facing the limits of resilience: Perceptions of climate
change and reindeer herding Sami in Sweden. Global Health Action, 4, 8417. https://doi.org/10.3402/
gha.v4i0.8417

Gren, L.-M., & Marbuah, G. (2022). A meta-analysis of the value of fishing. Working paper 2022:01.
Department of Economics, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences, Uppsala, Sweden.

Haynie, A., & Pfeiffer, L. (2012). Why economics matters for understanding the effect of climate change on
fisheries. ICES Journal of Marine Science, 69, 11260-21167. https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fss021

Hedlund, T. (2002). Production of Arctic char (Salvelinus alpinus) in a small mountain lake. Master thesis,
BMG, Umea University, Sweden.

Hein, C., Ohlund, G., & Englund, G. (2012). Future distribution of Arctic char Salvelinus alpinus in Sweden
under climate change: Effects of temperature, lake size and species interaction. Ambio, 41, 303-312.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-012-0308-z

Hind, E. (2015). A review of the past, present and future of fishers” knowledge research—a challenge to
established fisheries science. ICES Journal of Marine Sciences, 72, 341-358. https://doi.org/10.1093/
icesjms/fsul69

Hjulman-Andersson, T. (2017). One with nature: An inquiry into the renegotiation of nature on the conflicts
between preservation and the Sami rights during the interwar period. Doctoral thesis, Lulea University
of Technology, Sweden.

Holmgren, K. (2021). Provfiske i sjoar—historia, nuléige och framtida behov. Aqua Reports 2021:19. Insti-
tutionen for akvatiska resurser, Sveriges lantbruksuniversitet, Lysekil. 88 sidor.

Huang, M., Ding, L., Wang, J., Ding, C., & Tao, J. (2021). The impacts of climate change on fish growth: A
summary of the conducted studies and current knowledge. Ecological Indicators, 121, 106976. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106976

IPCC. (2021). Summary for policymakers. In V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, A. Pirani, S. L. Connors, C.
Péan, S. Berger, N. Caud, Y. Chen, L. Goldfarb, M. I. Gomis, M. Huang, K. Leitzell, E. Lonnoy, J.
B. R. Matthews, T. K. Maycock, T. Waterfield, O. Yelek¢i, R. Yu, & B. Zhou (Eds.), Change 2021:
The physical science basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Sixth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Cambridge University Press.

Jeppesen, E., Mehner, T., Winfield, . J., Kangur, K., Sarvala, J., Gerdeaux, D., Rask, M., Malmquist, H.
J., Holmgren, K., Volta, P., Romo, S., Eckman, R., Sandstrom, A., Blanco, S., Kangur, A., Stabo,
H. R., Tarvainen, M., Ventela, A.-M., Sondergaard, M., ... Meerhoff, M. (2012). Impacts of climate
warming on the long-term dynamics of key fish species in 24 European lakes. Hydrobiologia, 694,
1-39. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-012-1182-1

Jeppesen, E., Meerhoff, M., Holmgren, K., Gonzalez-Bergonzoni, I., Teixeira-de Mello, F., Declerk, S.,
DeMeester, L., Sgndergaard, M., Lauridsen, T. L., Bjerring, R., Conde-Porcuna, J. M., Mazzeo, N.,
Iglesias, C., Reizenstein, M., Malmquist, H., Liu, Z., Balayla, D., & Lazzaro, X. (2010). Impacts of

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12484
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02562227
https://www.fao.org/in-action/globefish/fishery-information/resource-detail/en/c/1013313/
https://doi.org/10.3402/gha.v4i0.8417
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fss021
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-012-0308-z
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsu169
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106976
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-012-1182-1

222 1.-M. Gren et al.

global warming on fish community structure and dynamics, and potential ecosystem effects. Hydro-
biologia, 646, 73-90. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-010-0171-5

Johansson, S., & Lundgren, N. G. (1998). Vad kostar en ren? En ekonomisk och politisk analys. Rapport
till expertgruppen i offentlig ekonomi. Ds1998:8.

Jones, L., Schoen, E., Schaftel, R., Cunningham, C., Mauger, S., Rinella, D., & Saviour, A. (2020).
Watershed-scale climate influences productivity of Chinook salmon populations across southcentral
Alaska. Global Change Biology, 26, 4919-4936. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15155

Kinnerbéck, A. (2013). Jamforvdrden fran provfisken. Ett komplement till EQRS. Aqua reports 2013:18,
145 sidor.

Knowler, D. (2002). A review of selected bioeconomic models with environmental influences in fisheries.
Journal of Bioeconomics, 4, 163—181.

Kourantidou, M., Jin, D., & Solow, A. (2022). Bioeconomic analysis accounting for environmental effects in
data-poor fisheries: The northern Labrador Arctic char. Canadian Journal of Fishery and Aquaculture
Science, 79, 82-96. https://doi.org/10.1139/cjfas-2021-0077

Lam, V. W., Cheung, W. W., Reygondeau, G., & Sumaila, U. R. (2016). Projected change in global fisheries
revenues under climate change. Scientific Reports, 6, 32607.

Larsson, J., & PidivioSjaunja, E.-L. (2020). Freshwater fishing strategies in early modern Sami households.
Arctic Anthropology, 57, 197-211. https://doi.org/10.3368/aa.57.2.197

Leslie, P. H. (1945). The use of matrices in certain population mathematics. Biometrika, 33, 183-212.

Miler, K.-G., Gren, 1.-M., & Folke, C. (2005). Multiple use of environmental resources: A household
production function approach. In N. M. Sahu & A. K. Choudhury (Eds.), Dimensions of environmental
and ecological economics (p. 2005). Universities Pess.

NIER (National Institute of Economic Research). (2019). BNP per capita — en historisk jam-
forelse med daren framover. Retrieved January 24, 2022, from https://www.konj.se/download/18.
46c143e016e3a768dd52670£/1573199281156/BNP%20per%?20capita%20%E2%80%93%20en%
20historisk%20j%C3 % A4mf%C3%B6relse %20med %20%C3 % ASren%20fram % C3%B6ver.pdf

Nieman, C., Rudman, A., Chory, M., Murray, G., Fairbanks, L., & Campbell, L. (2021). Fishing for food:
Values and benefits associated with coastal infrastructure. PLoS ONE, 16, €0249725. https://doi.org/
10.1371/journal.pone.0249725

OECD. (2019). Sami economy, livelihoods and well-being. In Linking the Indigenous Sami People with
regional development in Sweden. OECD.

Paulrud, A., & Laitila, T. (2004). Valuation of management policies for sport-fishing on Sweden’s Kaitum
river. Journal of Environmental Planning and Management, 47, 863—879. https://doi.org/10.1080/
0964056042000284875

Pentz, B., & Klenk, N. (2017). The ‘responsiveness gap’ in REMOs: The critical role of decision making
policies in the fisheries management response to climate change. Ocean & Coastal Management, 145,
44-51. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2017.05.007

Prelezzo, R., Accadia, P., Andersen, J., Andersen, B., Buisman, E., Little, A., Nielsen, R., Poos, J., Powell,
J., & Rockmann, C. (2012). A review of EU bio-economic models for fisheries: The value of a diversity
of models. Marine Policy, 36, 423-431. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2011.08.003

Rasmussen, G., L’ Abée-Lund, J. H., Degerman, E., Birzaks, J., Debowski, P., Esin, E., Hammar, J., Hestha-
gen, T., Huusko, A., Kesler, M., Kontautas, A., Markevich, G. N., Petereit, C., Titov, S. F., Vehnaen, T.,
& Aas, O. (2019). Trout and char of northern Europe. In J. I. Kershner, J. E. Williams, R. F. Gresswell,
& J. Lobon-Cervid (Eds.), Trout and char of the world (pp. 351-377). American Fisheries Society.

Rosenthal, R. (2008). GAMS—A user’s guide. GAMS Development Corporation.

Rosqvist, G., Inga, N., & Eriksson, P. (2022). Impacts of climate warming on reindeer herding require new
land-use strategies. Ambio, 51, 1247-1262. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-021-01655-2

Sikku, O.J. (2016). Samiskt néringsliv. Hur stort ér det egentligen? Sametinget, Retrieved January 15, 2022,
from https://www.sametinget.se/119072

Skonhoft, A., Vestergaard, N., & Quaas, M. (2012). Optimal harvest in an age structured model with
different fishing selectivity. Environmental and Resource Economics, 51, 525-544. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s10640-011-9510-x

SMHI. (2022). Hundra ar av mitningar i Abisko bidrar till viktig kunskap om klimatet.
Retrieved from https://www.smhi.se/nyhetsarkiv/hundra-ar-av-matningar-i-abisko-bidrar-till-viktig-
kunskap-om-klimatet-1.183245

Suh, D., & Pomeroy, R. (2020). Projected economic impact of climate change on marine capture fisheries
in the Philippines. Frontiers in Marine Sciences, 7, 232. https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2020.00232

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-010-0171-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15155
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjfas-2021-0077
https://doi.org/10.3368/aa.57.2.197
https://www.konj.se/download/18.46c143e016e3a768dd52670f/1573199281156/BNP%20per%20capita%20%E2%80%93%20en%20historisk%20j%C3%A4mf%C3%B6relse%20med%20%C3%A5ren%20fram%C3%B6ver.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0249725
https://doi.org/10.1080/0964056042000284875
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2017.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2011.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-021-01655-2
https://www.sametinget.se/119072
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10640-011-9510-x
https://www.smhi.se/nyhetsarkiv/hundra-ar-av-matningar-i-abisko-bidrar-till-viktig-kunskap-om-klimatet-1.183245
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2020.00232

Fishing motives and economic effects of climate change... 223

Sundelof, A., Florin, A.-B., Rogell, B., Bolund, E., Vitale, F., Sundblad, G., Stromberg, H., Bergendahl,
1. A., Sundin, J., Lundstrom, K., Wikstrom, K., Magnusson, K., Fetterplace, L., Wennerstrom, L.,
Ogonowski, M., Nord, M. B., Holmgren, N., Kaljuste, O., Bohman, P., Fredriksson, R., Eiler, S.,
Larsson, S., Axenrot, T., & Ostman, O. (2022). Fisk- och skaldjursbestdnd i hav och sotvatten 2021.
Resursoversikt. Havs- och vattenmyndigheten Rapport 2022:2, 342 sidor.

Svenning, M.-A., Falkegard, M., Dempson, J. J., Power, M., Bardsen, B. J., Gudbergsson, G., & Fauchald,
P. (2022). Temporal changes in the relative abundance of anadromous Arctic charr, brown trout, and
Atlantic salmon in northern Europe: Do they reflect changing climates? Freshwater Biology, 67,64-717.
https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.13693

Tsikliras, A., & Froese, R. (2018). Maximum sustainable yield. In B. Fath (Ed.), Encyclopedia of Ecology
(Vol. 1, pp. 108-115). Elsevier.

Turunen, M., Ocobock, C., & Soppela, P. (2021). How reindeer herders cope with harsh winter conditions
in northern Finland: Insights from an interview study. Arctic : Journal of the Arctic Institute of North
America, 74, 188-205.

Voyer, M., Barclay, K., Mcllgorm, A., & Mazur, N. (2016). Connections or conflicts? A social economic
analysis of the interconnections between the professional fishing industry, recreational fishing and
marine tourism in coastal communities in NSW, Australia. Marine Policy, 76, 114—121. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.marpol.2016.11.029

Xuan, B., & Armstrong, C. (2016). Marine reserves creation and interactions between fisheries and capture-
based aquaculture. Natural Resource Modeling. https://doi.org/10.1111/nrm.12122

Zhu, X., Gallagher, C., Howland, K., Harwood, L., & Tallman, R. (2017). Multi-model assessment of
population production and recommendations for sustainable harvest levels of anadromous Arctic char,
Salvelinus alpinus (L.) from the Hornaday river, Northwest territories. Fisheries and Oceans Canada,
Ottawa. Retrieved January 9, 2022, from https://www.researchgate.net/publication/314101966_
Multimodel_assessment_of_population_production_and_recommendations_for_sustainable_
harvest_levels_of_anadromous_Arctic_Char_Salvelinus_alpinus_L_from_the_Hornaday_River_
Northwest_Territories

Publisher’'s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps
and institutional affiliations.

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.13693
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2016.11.029
https://doi.org/10.1111/nrm.12122
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/314101966_Multimodel_assessment_of_population_production_and_recommendations_for_sustainable_harvest_levels_of_anadromous_Arctic_Char_Salvelinus_alpinus_L_from_the_Hornaday_River_Northwest_Territories

	Fishing motives and economic effects of climate change: an application on Arctic char in northern Sweden
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Conceptual approach with the bio-economic model
	3 Data retrieval
	3.1 A numerical model of fish population dynamics
	3.2 Values and cost of fishing
	3.3 Time perspective and discount rate

	4 Results
	5 Discussion and conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix
	References




