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1  |  INTRODUC TION

Fishing for recreation, rather than for profit or subsistence, attracts 
hundreds of millions of people worldwide (Arlinghaus et al., 2021). 
Most of these people are anglers, who fish with a hook and line 
attached to a rod that often also includes a reel. Recreational fish-
ing comes with substantial cultural, social, and economic bene-
fits, but can also significantly influence fish population dynamics 
(Cooke & Cowx,  2004; Lewin et al.,  2006). Scholars acknowledge 
the importance and impacts of recreational fishing and agree that 

proper management is key to facilitate its sustainable development 
(Arlinghaus et al., 2019; Potts et al., 2020).

“Catch-and-release” (C&R), or the process of capturing and then 
releasing fish alive back to the water, is central in conventional rec-
reational fisheries management (Arlinghaus et al., 2007). C&R fea-
tures many widely used management measures, such as size limits 
and harvest bans, which respectively requires anglers to release 
particular sizes of fish and fish caught during certain periods or in 
certain areas (Cooke & Suski, 2005). The premise is that most or all 
fish will survive unharmed after release (Wydoski, 1977). Because of 
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this premise, C&R is largely viewed as a powerful management tool 
for protecting fish populations, while simultaneously maintaining so-
cietal benefits surrounding recreational fishing (Adams, 2017; Cooke 
& Schramm, 2007; Radomski et al., 2001).

However, a growing body of research problematizes the en-
forcement of C&R in recreational fisheries management. Numerous 
studies have revealed that C&R can cause injuries and stress and 
may therefore negatively impact the health and survival of individual 
fish (Cooke & Suski, 2005; Lewin et al., 2006; Siepker et al., 2007). 
Research has also showed how impacts of C&R on fish largely de-
pend on angler behavior (Dunmall et al., 2001; Ferter et al., 2013; 
Meka, 2004; Nguyen et al., 2012). For example, keeping fish out of 
water too long can hurt fish in several ways (Cook et al., 2015), while 
hook, lure, and bait type can influence the degree of tissue damage 
related to hooking and unhooking (Bartholomew & Bohnsack, 2005; 
Gutowsky et al.,  2017; Muoneke & Childress,  1994; Weltersbach 
et al., 2019). As a result, management measures that require anglers 
to release fish can, counterintuitively, lead to overfishing (Ayllón 
et al., 2019). This body of research shows that C&R has potential to 
undermine sustainable development of recreational fisheries.

Scholars nevertheless agree that C&R can be an effective man-
agement tool, if anglers adopt scientifically informed “best prac-
tices” related to handling techniques and angling equipment, such 
as reduction of handling time, use of barbless hooks, and artificial 
baits (Arlinghaus et al.,  2007; Brownscombe et al.,  2017; Cooke 
& Suski, 2005; Pelletier et al.,  2007). The role of best practices is 
widely established in the academic literature, yet previous studies 
have indicated that angler communities do not fully recognize or use 
this knowledge (Blyth & Rönnbäck, 2022; Sims & Danylchuk, 2017). 
Consequently, managers would benefit from informing anglers 
about best practices in relation to measures that require anglers to 
release fish, such as size limits and harvest bans, if they want their 
management to support a sustainable use of fish populations.

Relatively little research has addressed if and how managers com-
municate best practices to anglers, and if particular best practices 
are overlooked or acknowledged in certain management contexts. 
Such research is, however, necessary to gain insights about where 
and how to focus efforts for improvement (Pelletier et al.,  2007). 
Herein, this research gap was addressed through a focus on the vast 
number of local organizations, composed of private fishing rights 
owners, which manage recreational fishing in most inland European 
waters without any greater involvement by governmental or aca-
demic authorities (Arlinghaus et al., 2002).

Anglers come in direct contact with these organizations when 
they buy a fishing license. A fishing license is a common requirement 
for fishing and many anglers today search for and buy fishing licenses 
online. E-commerce is rapidly becoming a cornerstone of social and 
economic development, and the Internet is a main source anglers 
use to find information related to fishing (Nguyen et al.,  2012). 
Online sale of fishing licenses may thus provide a good opportunity 
for local management organizations to communicate best practice 
information to anglers. For example, organizations could include 
this information in descriptions of how, where, and when anglers 

are expected to fish in particular waters. Few have studied if and to 
what extent local management organizations use this opportunity.

Our objective was to determine if, when, and how much best 
practice information appeared on websites used by local manage-
ment organizations to sell fishing licenses. We used Sweden as a 
case study and conducted a website review of 331 organizations. 
Based on the review, we mapped how many organizations would 
benefit from including best practice information, how many actually 
did so, and what kind of best practices were mentioned. In addition, 
we explored patterns in best practice information in relation to other 
website information describing the organizations and fishing activ-
ities prescribed in particular waters, as well as landing estimates of 
Swedish recreational inland fisheries. Overall, we identified major 
knowledge deficiencies, important areas for future research and 
suggested how to increase the use of best practices more widely.

2  |  MATERIAL S AND METHODS

2.1  |  Background

Fishing is a major recreational activity in Sweden. The Swedish 
Agency for Marine and Water Management [SwAM], together with 
Sweden Statistics [SwS], monitors the sector through an annual web 
and postal questionnaire sent to a random sample of permanent 
residents. Based on 22,000 questionnaires in 2020, over 1.5 million 
people engaged in recreational fishing and landed more than 24,000 
tons of fish (SD = 7500 tons), of which 16,000 tons (SD = 4500) were 
caught in inland waters. Common target species in inland waters are 
pike (Esox lucius, Esocidae), perch (Perca fluviatilis, Percidae), zander 
(Sander lucioperca, Percidae), brown trout (Salmo salar, Salmonidae), 
char (Salvelinus alpinus, Salmonidae), grayling (Thymallus thymallus, 
Salmonidae), rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss, Salmonidae), and 
salmon (Salmo salar, Salmonidae) (Table 1). A variety of other spe-
cies are also caught, including burbot (Lota lota, Lotidae), whitefish 
(Coregonus lavaretus, Salmonidae), and several species of cyprinids 
(Cyprinidae sp.). In light of commercial landings that were estimated 
to reach 1500 tons in 2020 (SwAM and SwS, 2020b), recreational 
fishers are clearly predominant users of fish in Swedish inland 
waters.

Local organizations manage recreational fishing in all Swedish 
inland waters, except for the five biggest lakes, which are managed 
by regional and national governmental authorities. More than 2000 
management organizations exist today, and they are composed of 
property owners who, through ownership, hold legal right to use 
lakes, streams, and rivers. Some represent businesses, fishing clubs, 
community organizations, or municipalities, but most are fishing as-
sociations (called “fiskevårdsområdesförening” [FVOF] in Swedish), 
as defined by the Swedish Codes of Statues [SCS] 1981:533. With 
exceptions for some national regulations, such as bans on certain 
fishing methods or species (SCS,  1993:787), these organizations 
manage recreational fishing independently of governmental bodies 
(Paulrud et al., 2011; Rova, 2009).
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To track anglers and their fishing and to raise money, most organi-
zations require anglers to buy a fishing license. No nationwide fishing li-
cense exists, and there is no governing body to oversee all license sales 
for inland waters, so individual organizations decide on what fishing li-
censes are sold and how to regulate fishing activities that occur in their 
waters. Thus, anglers must buy different licenses for different waters. 
Anglers can purchase licenses at various physical locations, such as 
gas stations, tourist information offices, or even private homes, but to 
buy licenses over the Internet is increasingly common. Organizations 
can sell licenses through private websites or their own license sales 
point on larger online sales platforms that with marketing and ad-
ministration. During our study, one platform (https://www.ifiske.se/) 
sold fishing licenses for 1136 organizations (hereafter, “Platform 1”) 
and another platform (https://www.fiske​kort.se/) sold licenses for 
400 organizations (hereafter, “Platform 2”). Platform 2 closed in au-
tumn 2022, but was administrated by the Swedish Anglers Association 
(“Sportfiskarna” in Swedish), a not-for-profit organization with a goal to 
promote sustainable development of recreational fisheries.

2.2  |  Data collection

Organizations for our review were primarily identified using an on-
line register of all fishing associations in Sweden (https://fiske​kar-
tan.se/) and also Platform 1 and 2. Based on a population of 2349 
organizations, a 5% margin of error, and a 95% confidence level, a 
minimum representative sample size was 331 organizations. To iden-
tify the sample, each of the 2349 organizations was first assigned a 
random number using the Excel function RAND() and sorted from 
smallest to largest. Organizations were then picked sequentially 
from the top of the list, and the Google search engine was used to 
locate information. In total, 660 organizations were searched for, out 
of which 331 sold fishing licenses online.

The selected websites were reviewed during June to October 
2021. Information was compiled about the organizations and activ-
ities that were relevant to fishing licenses available. The collected 
information was accessible to all visitors, but we did not verify if any 
information was communicated to anglers after purchase of fish-
ing licenses (e.g., as an attachment). Information was entered into 
an Excel table, and screenshots of every website were copied into 
Word documents. Data collection focused on written information, 
because other sources of information (e.g., videos or photos) were 
absent from most websites.

For over 300 organizations, the reviewed websites were subsites 
to either of the two fishing license sales platforms. Neither of the 
platforms communicated any general best practice information on 
their main site, and individual organizations were responsible for 
subsites and information included. A few organizations were con-
nected to both Platform 1 and 2, or had their own website and a plat-
form subsite. For these organizations, information was compiled and 
compared from all sites. Information for all websites was recorded 
for organization characteristics, including name, geographical loca-
tion, type of water under management, platform of online fishing 
license sale, and type and price of fishing licenses. Links to websites 
were also recorded with an organization ID number.

All websites included text about how to behave and fish as a 
license holder. Best practice information falls under this category, 
along with various rules about fishing areas, gear, or catch. The 
methodological approach “Institutional Grammar” (IG) was used to 
structure compilation of this text. The IG is based on a syntax for 
observing, collecting, and analyzing institutional statements, where 
a statement refers to “a shared linguistic constraint or opportunity 
that prescribes, permits or advises actions or outcomes for actors 
(both individual or corporate)” (Crawford & Ostrom, 1995, p. 583). 
Text indicating do's and don'ts for license buyers was conceptual-
ized as an assembly of institutional statements, and the statements 

percentage of landings released after capture (C&R).

Species family Species
Total landings 
(tons)

SD of total 
landings (tons)

% C&R of total 
landings

Esocidae Pike 4017 744 83

Percidae Perch 2349 369 50

Zander 740 287 58

Salmonidae Brown trout 1055 218 47

Char 262 84 31

Grayling 234 77 55

Rainbow trouta 654 273 28

Salmon 421 118 28

Other Otherb 704 209 39

Note: Landings represent the error-weighted average of annual estimates during 2018–2022 for 
each species (Official statistics from Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management and 
Swedish Statistics).
aRainbow trout landings only refer to 2020.
bIncluding species such as eel (Anguilla anguilla, Anguillidae), catfish (Silurus glanis, Siluridae), carp 
(Cyprinidae sp.), burbot (Lota lota, Lotidae), and asp (Aspius aspius, Cyprinidae).

TA B L E  1  Estimated annual landings by 
fish family and species caught in Swedish 
inland recreational fisheries, including 
standard deviation (SD) of landings and 
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were recorded in Excel columns that represented different compo-
nents of the syntax (Table S1; Siddiki et al., 2011). The IG provides a 
robust classification system of institutional statements that can be 
used to analyze how rules, strategies, and norms are linked to behav-
ior and outcomes across a variety of situations (Siddiki et al., 2022). 
However, the IG was applied solely as a tool to systematize data 
collection and navigation, but not to analyze empirical material. We 
focused on overall meaning, not analyzing how statements were 
composed of different components.

2.3  |  Data analysis

Data were analyzed in two phases, the first was descriptive and 
the second was exploratory. In the first phase, the total number of 
organizations that included institutional statements to which C&R 

was a mandatory response was calculated. Five different types of 
statements were then identified, and the number of organizations 
per type and the fish species specifically addressed in the statement 
were calculated. Such data do not currently exist for local recrea-
tional fisheries management in Sweden, but highlights the relevance 
of best practice information in this context. Presumably, organiza-
tions that included statements mandating anglers to release fish 
would benefit from providing best practice information. Such infor-
mation may ultimately facilitate use of these practices and thereby 
ensure that management supports a sustainable use of fish popula-
tions. Hereafter, statements mandating C&R are labeled as “manda-
tory statements.”

The extent to which best practice information appeared on orga-
nization websites was assessed next. The assessment was based on 
a list of 12 practices identified in the C&R as important for reducing 
C&R impacts (Table 2). Some strategies were not specific for C&R, 

TA B L E  2  Twelve best practices for catch and release (C&R) categorized into fishing tools or fishing tactics, and motivation for why each 
of these practices are important for reducing C&R impact on fish, largely based on reviews by Arlinghaus et al. (2007) and Brownscombe et 
al. (2017). Additional example references are included in the motivation for each practice.

Category Best practice Motivation

Fishing tactics Do not fish at extremely 
high or low 
temperatures

Fish are poikilothermic animals which means that they are very sensitive to changing water 
temperatures. In extremely high or low water temperatures, fish therefore become 
more sensitive to the stress that C&R may induce (e.g., Boyd et al., 2010; Van Leeuwen 
et al., 2021).

Do not fish at too great 
depths

If a fish is hooked in deep waters and quickly brought up to the surface, there is risk that a 
fish's swim bladder becomes inflated or even bursts. An inflated or burst swim bladder led 
to immediate or increased likelihood of mortality (e.g., Eberts et al., 2018; Haggarty, 2019).

Do not fight fish longer than 
necessary

The period between hooking and landing a fish, often called the “fight,” puts fish under stress. 
The degree of stress experienced by the hooked fish increases with the time it takes to 
retrieve it (e.g., Kieffer et al., 1995; Sepulchro et al., 2013).

Do not handle fish longer 
than necessary

Handle fish in or just above 
water

Handle fish with wet hands

A fish is typically handled during landing and before being released back to the water. Handling 
can put fish under stress and involve air exposure, which may be viewed as acute hypoxia 
for fish and led to cardiac disturbances. The longer time a fish is handled and exposed to 
air, the higher is the likelihood of mortality (e.g., Schreer et al., 2005). Handling fish without 
wet hands can also damage the protective layer of mucus covering fish skin (e.g., Colotelo 
& Cooke, 2011; Foster et al., 2020).

Fishing tools Use hooks of the 
appropriate shape and 
type

Use barbless hooks

The main source of mortality caused by C&R is hooking injury. Single hooks are often 
associated with less injuries and easier removal than treble hooks (e.g., Gutowsky 
et al., 2017). In addition, barbless hooks do not damage the fish at the point of hook entry 
as much as barbed hooks, and they are also easier to remove, which may cut handling time 
and air exposure (e.g., Meka, 2004).

Use specifically designed 
tools for de-hooking fish

A fish must be unhooked before it can be released back to the water. The process of hook 
removal can cause injuries related to hooking as well as to air exposure and handling times. 
Specially designed tools, such as pliers, can help to quickly remove hooks with minimal 
damage on fish tissue (e.g., Cooke et al., 2022).

Use artificial lures Bait type influences the degree of injuries related to hooking and unhooking a fish. In 
comparison to artificial lures, natural baits (i.e., live or dead animals, or other organic baits 
such as corn of bread) led to higher mortality. Fish tend to swallow these baits, and such 
deep hooking is likely to damage vital organs as well as increases the risk of injuring the 
fish when removing the hook (e.g., Payer et al., 1989).

Use rubber nets A net is a common tool for landing fish, but can cause damage to the protective layer of mucus 
covering fish skin. The degree of damage depends on the type of net and nets made out of 
rubber seem to minimize such damages (Barthel et al., 2003; Lizée et al., 2018).

Use rods, reels, and line of 
appropriate strength

Too light gear can prolong the “fight” time (e.g., Cooke & Suski, 2005).
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but addressed consequences of fishing in general. For example, 
avoiding fishing during periods when fish are reproducing will ensure 
that mature fish are not killed, stressed, or injured before spawning 
(Cook et al., 2015). In contrast, other strategies, such as using artifi-
cial lures, single hooks, and wet hands while handling the fish, spe-
cifically apply to C&R. These strategies relate to either fishing tactics 
or fishing tools, where tools refer to gear and equipment used for 
fishing, and tactics refers to how anglers use tools and behave during 
the angling event (Brownscombe et al., 2017). Strategies that can be 
used by anglers to change their method of catching and releasing are 
hereafter termed “best practices” (Table 2).

Best practices may have different effects in different situations 
(Table 2). For example, the risk of barotrauma is not relevant in shal-
low waters, and anglers interpret the practice to “not fight fish longer 
than necessary” differently. Nevertheless, all best practices provide 
some level of protection for fish, so statements related to best prac-
tice on websites were compared to the final list of C&R best prac-
tices. For all organizations, each of the 12 practices was scored a “0” 
if it was not mentioned and a “1” if it was mentioned on the website. 
The number of practices per organization was then summed, along 
with the number of organizations per practice, and the total number 
of organizations that mentioned one or more best practices. In 19 
cases, organizations indicated how to release fish using vague terms 
such as “gently” and “with care” (in Swedish: “försikigt” or “varsamt”), 
but did not explicitly define the meaning of these terms. Therefore, 
they were not counted as organizations that communicated best 
practices. This assessment of best practice information was inspired 
by previous studies (Pelletier et al., 2007; Sims & Danylchuk, 2017) 
and was tested in a pilot study in 2018, where 151 websites were 
analyzed (Raditya Hanindyawan Handoko, 2018).

The second phase of data analysis investigated when best 
practice information was included or not included on websites. 
Specifically, relationships between presence or absence of best 
practice information and other organization characteristics were ex-
amined. This phase was exploratory data analysis because we had 
a priori expectations for relationships, but we were also interested 
in discovering new or unexpected relationships. Our approach fol-
lowed typical exploratory data analysis of variable selection, pattern 
recognition, and cluster detection (Yu, 2010).

Relationships were explored between best practice statements 
and following characteristics that described the organizations and 
their management: average daily permit cost, presence of best 
practice statements, average number, and type of best practices 
mentioned, platforms organizations used to sell fishing licenses, 
presence and type of mandatory statements; fish family mentioned 
in mandatory statements, presence of statements related to en-
forcement of rules; presence of statements allowing fishing with 
passive gear types such as nets and traps, and type and location of 
water being managed. Hierarchical clustering was used to organize 
data into discrete clusters based on patterns in data (Murtagh & 
Contreras, 2012). Data were transformed into binary variables (pres-
ent or absent), and the Jaccard index was used to create a pairwise 

dissimilarity matrix of the 331 organizations for use in hierarchical 
clustering (Fletcher & Islam, 2018). Clusters of organizations were 
identified based on presence of best practice statements, platforms 
organizations used to sell fishing licenses, water type managed, and 
fish family (Esocidae, Percidae, and Salmonidae) mentioned in man-
datory statements. The other characteristics did not contribute to 
the clustering because they led to overly similar clusters yet they 
still illustrated differences across clusters. Clusters were compared 
using pairwise Fisher's exact tests of independence (Sprent, 2011). 
One-way ANOVA was used in combination with Tukey–Kramer tests 
to compare means among clusters (Kramer, 1957).

To put the results in context, best practice statements were re-
lated to estimated release rates for species caught in Swedish inland 
recreational fisheries (Table 1). Best practice statements were viewed 
as particularly relevant for organizations that managed fish species 
with a high release rate that are most exposed to C&R impacts. To 
examine the relationship between best practice statements and re-
lease rate of fish species, the number of organizations was counted 
that included mandatory statements per species and that included 
best practice statements. Untrimmed permutation one-way ANOVA 
tests with 10,000 replications were used to determine if presence of 
best practice statements differed among species mentioned in the 
mandatory statements. This analysis compensated for the uneven 
distribution in the number of mentions of fish species and families 
in mandatory statements. Fisher's exact tests were used to compare 
pairwise differences in best practice statements between individual 
species and families. Fisher's exact tests were also used to test if co-
occurrence rate of best practice statements for species varied with 
estimated release rates for each species (Table 1).

3  |  RESULTS

3.1  |  Mandatory C&R

On websites, most organizations (n  =  266, 80%) included one or 
several institutional statements to which C&R was a mandatory re-
sponse. Five types of mandatory statements were identified: mini-
mum size limits, maximum size limits, window size limits, bag limits, 
and harvest bans (Table 3). The first three types require anglers to 
release fish below, above, or within certain lengths. The two other 
types address if and how many fish anglers can kill. Bag limits allow 
fishers to kill a certain number of fish and thus release fish exceed-
ing this number, while harvest bans forbid harvest, but not C&R. 
All of these five types of statements often contained a specified 
object, primarily the species or family (Table 3). The object differed 
among type of statement. For example, rainbow trout was primarily 
the subject of bag limits, while pike was the subject of both size and 
bag limits. Overall, brown trout was the species mentioned most 
often, but zander, pike, and grayling were also mentioned often. 
Less popular target species, such as cyprinids and whitefish were 
rarely mentioned.
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3.2  |  C&R best practices

Few organizations (21%) communicated best practices through 
institutional statements. Of 70 organizations, 45 mentioned one 
practice, 17 mentioned 2–4 practices, and eight mentioned 5–8 
practices. No organization mentioned all 12 practices. The three 
most frequently mentioned practices were use of artificial lures, 
use of barbless hooks, and handling fish with wet hands (Table 4). 
Overall, best practices about fishing gear and equipment were more 
common than best practices about fishing tactics. While practices 
related to tools were mentioned 81 times, practices related to tac-
tics were mentioned 61 times (Table 4). All best practice statements 
addressed fish in general, rather than species or families.

3.3  |  Best practice statements and 
other organization characteristics

Organizations were grouped into five clusters (Table 5). The average 
number of best practices mentioned was below 0.3 in Cluster 1–3, 
close to one in Cluster 4, and almost two in Cluster 5. Consequently, 
Clusters 1–3 were labeled as “Low info,” Cluster 4 as “Moderate 
info,” and Cluster 5 as “High info.” No characteristics were strongly 
associated with presence or absence of best practice statements. 
For example, best practice statements were not mentioned by or-
ganizations that both included and not included mandatory state-
ments for salmonids, that managed fishing in both streams and lakes 

located in different parts of Sweden, and that included different 
types of mandatory statements. Nevertheless, “Low info” clusters 
tended to be water type “lake” while “stream” was more common in 
the “High info” and “Moderate info” clusters. Fewer organizations in 
Southern Sweden were in the “Moderate info” and “High info” clus-
ters than in “Low info” clusters. In addition, the “Low info” cluster 
with the highest number of organizations (Cluster 3) contained the 
fewest organizations with mandatory statements specifically for sal-
monids and mandatory statements in general. Also, the average daily 
license cost was lower in “Low info” clusters than in “Moderate info” 
and “High info” clusters.

3.4  |  Best practice statements and 
estimated landings

Best practice statements co-occurred more frequently with manda-
tory statements that addressed grayling, salmon, and salmonids than 
with mandatory statements that addressed pike, zander, and perch 
(Figure 1), but did not differ significantly among species, or families 
(permutation ANOVA, pairwise Fisher's exact tests). Furthermore, 
the co-occurrence rate of best practice and mandatory statements 
differed significantly among release rates for pike (p < 0.001), perch 
(p = 0.011), zander (p < 0.001), and brown trout (p = 0.003). For all 
four species, the proportion of catches released was significantly 
higher than the proportion of organizations that included mandatory 
statements for both species and best practice statements.

TA B L E  3  The number of Swedish organizations that included mandatory statements for different fish families and species, and the 
percentage of organizations that mentioned species for each type of statement, including minimum size limits, maximum size limits, window 
size limits, bag limits, and harvest bans.

Species family Species No. org

Type of mandatory statement

Minimum size 
limit (%)

Maximum size 
limit (%)

Window size 
limit (%) Bag limit (%) Harvest ban (%)

Esocidae Pike 75 29 32 33 35 11

Percidae Zander 90 54 3 41 51 32

Perch 19 37 42 16 26 21

Salmonidae Brown trout 146 75 1 11 40 50

Char 27 81 4 4 48 11

Grayling 69 82 1 6 28 49

Rainbow trout 19 11 0 0 95 0

Salmon 56 71 0 7 54 70

Whitefish 4 25 0 0 50 25

Unspecifieda 36 19 0 0 92 0

Other Otherb 28 39 4 0 11 61

Unspecifiedc 71 8 0 6 76 34

Note: Percentages exceed 100% because organizations may have mentioned one species in several types of statements.
aUnspecified salmonids. In these cases, organizations referred to “nobel” fish or “salmonids.”
bIncluding species such as eel (Anguilla anguilla, Anguillidae), catfish (Silurus glanis, Siluridae), carp (Cyprinidae sp.), burbot (Lota lota, Lotidae), and asp 
(Aspius aspius, Cyprinidae).
cStatements not mentioning a specific species or family but rather fish in general.
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4  |  DISCUSSION

Our review indicated a high relevance for best practices in Swedish 
local recreational fisheries management, but a lack of best practice 
information on websites that local organizations used to sell fishing 
license. As showed by the high presence of mandatory statements, 
organizations relied heavily on C&R as a management tool, which 
corresponds to the tradition of using measures that mandate anglers 
to release all or part of their catch in recreational fisheries man-
agement of European inland waters (Arlinghaus et al.,  2002). Still, 
few organizations included any best practice information on their 
websites.

Among the few organizations that included best practice state-
ments, most only mentioned one practice and there was little con-
sistency in which practices were mentioned. This lack of consistency 
was also found in other studies that analyzed online best practice in-
formation (Pelletier et al., 2007; Sims & Danylchuk, 2017). Practices 
related to handling fish were mentioned less frequently than prac-
tices such as use of artificial baits and barbless hooks, yet handling 
tactics are of vital importance for reducing air exposure, which is 
universally stressful for all fish (Cook et al., 2015). In addition, prac-
tices related to handling are strongly featured in the Keepemwet 
Fishing (KWF) campaign (http://www.keepe​mwet.org) that was 
designed by fisheries scientists to communicate best practices that 
transcend species and angling communities (Danylchuk et al., 2018). 
We therefore recommend that efforts for improving the communi-
cation of best practice information should prioritize best practices 
related to tactics.

The generally low level of best practice information among 
websites, regardless of organizational characteristics, indicated a 
broad lack of awareness of best practices. It is possible that orga-
nizations may use other communication channels than websites we 

reviewed, but our finding aligned with previous studies that also 
showed a lack of information and knowledge about best practices in 
other contexts (Blyth & Rönnbäck, 2022; Pelletier et al., 2007; Sims 
& Danylchuk, 2017). In general, recent research indicates that best 
practices are relatively unknown outside of academia and confirms a 
general need to educate anglers and managers (Holder et al., 2020).

The uncovered diversity of local management organizations jus-
tify further studies about what and why organizations manage fish 
resources by, for example, requiring anglers to use best practices. 
First, this diversity can guide further exploration of other aspects of 
importance for understanding presence and absence of best prac-
tice information. For example, many organizations that included best 
practice information also sold fishing licenses at a higher price and 
managed running waters. This combination of a high price for a fish-
ing license and the “stream” water type may indicate the presence of 
uniquely valuable fish such as wild Atlantic salmon, which is a popular 
target in some rivers (ICES, 2021) and anglers are often willing to pay 
for that species (Olaussen & Liu, 2011). Further study is warranted 
on the relationship between best practice information and the type 
of fish, beyond the species level, under management. Second, the 
diversity raised questions about motivations and abilities that un-
derpin local management, as also illustrated in other studies (e.g., 
Olsson & Folke, 2001; Sandström & Rova, 2010; Stensland, 2012). 
For example, an overall absence of institutional statements could 
perhaps suggest little knowledge and willingness to engage in fish-
eries management, which may be widespread among private fishing 
right holders who control local management (Paulrud et al., 2011). 
Overall, further studies of what and why local management orga-
nizations manage fish resources could reveal and clarify possible 
leverage points for improving best practice information as well as 
management in general (Daedlow et al., 2011; Klefoth et al., 2023; 
Sandström & Rova, 2010).

We found a general absence of best practice information, 
especially for pike and perch, the most released species nation-
ally. Considering that pike and perch are primarily caught in lakes 
(SwAM,  2022), increasing best practice information for organiza-
tions that manage lake fishing appears to be an urgent policy priority. 
Targeting lake fisheries can also positively affect other species that 
are targeted in lakes, such as zander, char, and whitefish, because 
best practices become more of social norm and their effects are not 
limited to single species (Mannheim et al., 2018; Sass & Shaw, 2020). 
However, in light of uncertainties associated with estimated landings 
(SwAM & SwS,  2020a), we suggest further study of websites and 
landings for organization that manage lakes.

The mismatch between available information and released land-
ings for pike and perch may also have indicated that people view and 
handle these species as relatively less sensitive to C&R (Arlinghaus 
et al.,  2007; Hühn & Arlinghaus,  2011; Meyer et al.,  2021). Such 
views do not align with scientific knowledge, because both spe-
cies suffer a range of lethal and sublethal effects from C&R, de-
spite being relatively more resilient than other species, (Arlinghaus 
et al.,  2008; Czarkowski & Kapusta,  2019; Klefoth et al.,  2011). 
C&R can negatively affect both perch and pike behavior and health 

TA B L E  4  The number of Swedish organizations that mentioned 
best practices for catch and release (C&R) as fishing tactics or 
fishing tools.

Category Best practice No. org

Fishing tactics Do not fish at extremely high or low 
temperatures

6

Do not fish at too great depths 6

Do not fight fish longer than necessary 6

Do not handle fish longer than necessary 12

Handle fish in or just above water 12

Handle fish with wet hands 19

Fishing tools Use appropriate hook size and shape 16

Use barbless hooks 21

Use specifically designed de-hooking tools 7

Use artificial lures 32

Use rubber nets 2

Use rods, reels, and line of appropriate 
strength

3
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TA B L E  5  Characteristics and types of best practices advertised by five clusters of local Swedish recreational fisheries management 
organizations.

Organization characteristics

Total

Clusters

Cluster number 1 2 3 4 5

Cluster label Low info Low info Low info Moderate info High info

Number organizations 331 19 99 125 62 26

Characteristics

Average daily permit cost in Swedish 
krona¶

75 51b 73ab 64b 95a 104a ***

Best practice statements

Present 70 5% 4% 11% 40% 100%

Average number of best practices¶ 0.43 0.05c 0.06c 0.22c 0.90b 1.97a ***

Type of best practice

Tools§ 54 5%a 2%a 5%a 37%b 85%c ***

Tactics§ 31 0%a 2%a 9%a 15%ab 35%b ***

Platform type

1 236 95% 70% 100% 2% 88%

2 80 16% 13% 2% 100% 0%

Other 23 5% 19% 0% 0% 12%

Mandatory statements

Present§ 266 89%a 92%a 61%b 92%a 96%a ***

Type of mandatory statement

Min size§ 175 74%a 59%a 31%b 71%a 77%a ***

Max size§ 33 16% 9% 11% 11% 0% ns

Window size§ 69 32% 16% 24% 18% 23% ns

Bag limit§ 185 74%a 60%a 38%b 77%a 62%ab ***

Harvest ban§ 125 58%ab 41%a 16%c 56%ab 69%b ***

Fish family in mandatory statement

Esocidae 75 26% 16% 33% 21% 0%

Percidae 98 47% 23% 38% 23% 15%

Salmonidae 180 79% 90% 6% 76% 85%

Other§ 27 16% 5% 9% 8% 12% ns

Unspecified§ 71 16%ab 17%a 15%a 31%ab 50%b ***

Prescence of statements enforcing rules§ 123 26%a 30%a 37%a 42%ab 62%b *

Prescence of statements allowing passive 
gear types§

44 11% 20% 12% 8% 8% ns

Water type

Lake 278 0% 100% 100% 63% 0%

Stream 161 100% 55% 20% 60% 100%

Part of Sweden

South§ 143 42%ab 29%a 66%b 27%a 27%a ***

Mid§ 73 26% 26% 19% 19% 23% ns

North§ 115 32%ab 44%a 15%b 53%a 50%a ***

Note: Clusters were identified based on differences among characteristics marked in bold. Characteristics not marked in bold did not contribute to 
clustering, but differences were statistically tested among clusters, as indicated by the significance stars and letters. Clusters are ordered based on 
the average number of best practices mentioned on websites of organizations within each cluster. Cluster 1 has the lowest average and Cluster 5 the 
highest. abcLetters indicating significant differences between clusters. *p-value < 0.05; ***p-value ≤ 0.001; nsp-value > 0.05.
§Independence across clusters was tested with Fischer's exact test.
¶Independence across clusters was tested with Tukey-Kramer test.

 13652400, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/fm

e.12622 by C
A

PE
S, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [04/04/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



    |  9BJÖRKVIK et al.

(Garner et al., 2016; Stålhammar et al., 2012, 2014). Therefore, we 
encourage further research about human perceptions of different 
species and their potential ecological consequences, which would 
also contribute to scholarly discussion about the role of cultural 
values in management and conservation (e.g., Danley et al.,  2021; 
Langlois et al., 2022; Rypel et al., 2021; Sass & Shaw, 2020).

Considering that nearly 1200 organizations sell fishing licenses 
through a platform (https://www.ifiske.se/), license sale platforms 
could be instrumental in disseminating best practice information to 
a vast number of anglers. For example, a website could use a “default 
nudge” (Thaler & Sunstein, 2009), in which standardized best prac-
tice information appears on all websites unless organizations choose 

to opt out of such statements. Best practice information could build 
on practices identified and knowledge assembled in the KFW cam-
paign (Danylchuk et al., 2018). Feasibility of this suggestion would 
first need to be explored to determine if those behind platforms are 
motivated and able to disseminate best practice information to li-
cense buyers.

Like others (Brownscombe et al.,  2015, 2017; Cooke & 
Suski, 2005; Sims & Danylchuk, 2017), we assumed that use of best 
practices can be facilitated through communication of information. 
One type of information source was explored here, but different 
anglers prefer different information sources, so several communica-
tion channels and initiatives are likely needed (Nguyen et al., 2012). 

F I G U R E  1  Co-occurrence of best practice and mandatory statements (top panel), and estimated annual landings within Swedish 
recreational inland fisheries by species (bottom panel). In the top plot, the y-axis indicates the number of organizations, and blue color 
indicates the number of organizations that included mandatory statements only, while yellow color indicates the number of organizations 
that included both mandatory and best practice statements. The percentage of organizations that included both mandatory and best 
practices statements is shown in brackets below the species name. In the bottom plot, blue bar color indicates retained landings, and orange 
color indicates released landings. Landings represent the error-weighted average of annual estimates during 2018–2022 for each species 
(Official statistics from Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management and Swedish Statistics). The percentage of landings released is 
shown in brackets below the species name.
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Moreover, presenting best practice information alongside other 
information comes with a risk of diluting the importance of best 
practices, which could reduce the potential to influence angler be-
havior (Lee & Lee, 2004). The KFW campaign is one example of a 
promising initiative for bridging the gap between science and prac-
tice (Danylchuk et al., 2018). Yet considering the diverse nature of 
recreational fisheries, more initiatives are required to emphasize and 
foster responsibility among anglers, managers at different levels, 
and people involved in the angling industry for communicating best 
practice information (Cooke et al., 2019).

Another topic for future research could be to what extent 
communication of information actually facilitates the use of best 
practices. Recent research highlights the need to move beyond sup-
plementation of information by applying other outreach approaches, 
including behavioral interventions (Mannheim et al., 2018) and ed-
ucation (Delle Palme et al., 2016). Equally important are questions 
related to compliance or lack of compliance, which is a common 
problem in recreational fisheries management (Mackay et al., 2018). 
For example, what do anglers think about C&R impacts, do they 
agree with practices identified in C&R science, and do they see a 
reason to behave in line with available information?

5  |  CONCLUSION

This and previous studies indicated a general lack of awareness 
of C&R best practices outside of academia. In the context of local 
recreational fisheries management in Sweden, we found that best 
practice information needs to improve overall, but especially for pike 
and perch fishing in lakes, the most released species nationally. Our 
results also indicated that species were viewed and handled differ-
ently by managers and anglers, although C&R can have numerous 
consequences for all fish, with the degree of consequences largely 
dependent on the situation (Arlinghaus et al., 2007). We therefore 
emphasize the importance of communicating best practice informa-
tion widely for all species.

Our findings highlighted issues related to responsibility in recre-
ational fisheries management. To ensure that management measures 
mandating C&R fulfill their goals, local managers must develop and 
establish information related to best practices. How much respon-
sibility can be put in the hands of this group of people and how to 
ensure that local managers are aware of and acknowledge available 
scientific knowledge? Indeed, local management organizations man-
age most inland waters independently and therefore have great po-
tential to influence freshwater fish and environments by mitigating 
fishing impacts. Much work remains to be done to facilitate a broad 
use of best practices, some of which will likely require closer collab-
oration and coordination among local managers and stakeholders, 
including governmental and non-governmental organizations and 
C&R scientists. We look forward to continued scholarly discussion 
about how to promote best practices and who should bear respon-
sibility for doing so.

ACKNOWLEDG MENTS
The authors would like to thank two anonymous reviewers and the 
Editor-in-Chief of the journal, Michael J. Hansen, for their valu-
able comments on earlier versions of this paper. This study was co-
financed by the SEAWIN project funded by FORMAS (2016-00227).

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T S TATEMENT
The authors have no conflicts of interests to declare.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
The data that support the findings of this study are available from 
the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

ORCID
Emma Björkvik   https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3672-0299 

R E FE R E N C E S
Adams, A.J. (2017) Guidelines for evaluating the suitability of catch 

and release fisheries: lessons learned from Caribbean flats fisher-
ies. Fisheries Research, 186, 672–680. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2016.09.027

Arlinghaus, R., Aas, Ø., Alós, J., Arismendi, I., Bower, S., Carle, S. 
et al. (2021) Global participation in and public attitudes toward 
recreational fishing: international perspectives and developments. 
Reviews in Fisheries Science & Aquaculture, 29(1), 58–95. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1080/23308​249.2020.1782340

Arlinghaus, R., Abbott, J.K., Fenichel, E.P., Carpenter, S.R., Hunt, L.M., 
Alós, J. et al. (2019) Governing the recreational dimension of 
global fisheries. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of 
the United States of America, 116(12), 5209–5213. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.19027​9611

Arlinghaus, R., Cooke, S.J., Lyman, J., Policansky, D., Schwab, A., Suski, 
C. et al. (2007) Understanding the complexity of catch-and-release 
in recreational fishing: an integrative synthesis of global knowledge 
from historical, ethical, social, and biological perspectives. Reviews 
in Fisheries Science, 15(1–2), 75–167. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1080/10641​26060​1149432

Arlinghaus, R., Klefoth, T., Kobler, A. & Cooke, S.J. (2008) Size selectivity, 
injury, handling time, and determinants of initial hooking mortal-
ity in recreational angling for northern pike: the influence of type 
and size of bait. North American Journal of Fisheries Management, 28, 
123–134. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1577/M06-263.1

Arlinghaus, R., Mehner, T. & Cowx, I.G. (2002) Reconciling traditional in-
land fisheries management and sustainability in industrialized coun-
tries, with emphasis on Europe. Fish and Fisheries, 3(4), 261–316. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-2979.2002.00102.x

Ayllón, D., Nicola, G.G., Elvira, B. & Almodóvar, A. (2019) Optimal har-
vest regulations under conflicting tradeoffs between conservation 
and recreational fishery objectives. Fisheries Research, 216, 47–58. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2019.03.021

Barthel, B.L., Cooke, S.J., Suski, C.D. & Philipp, D.P. (2003) Effects of 
landing net mesh type on injury and mortality in a freshwater rec-
reational fishery. Fisheries Research, 63(2), 275–282. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165​-7836(03)00059​-6

Bartholomew, A. & Bohnsack, J.A. (2005) A review of catch-and-release 
angling mortality with implications for no-take reserves. Reviews in 
Fish Biology and Fisheries, 15(1), 129–154. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s1116​0-005-2175-1

Blyth, S. & Rönnbäck, P. (2022) To eat or not to eat, coastal sea trout 
anglers' motivations and perceptions of best practices for catch and 

 13652400, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/fm

e.12622 by C
A

PE
S, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [04/04/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3672-0299
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3672-0299
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2016.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2016.09.027
https://doi.org/10.1080/23308249.2020.1782340
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.190279611
https://doi.org/10.1080/10641260601149432
https://doi.org/10.1080/10641260601149432
https://doi.org/10.1577/M06-263.1
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-2979.2002.00102.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2019.03.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-7836(03)00059-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-005-2175-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-005-2175-1


    |  11BJÖRKVIK et al.

release. Fisheries Research, 254, 106412. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2022.106412

Boyd, J.W., Guy, C.S., Horton, T.B. & Leathe, S.A. (2010) Effects of catch-
and-release angling on salmonids at elevated water temperatures. 
North American Journal of Fisheries Management, 30(4), 898–907. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1577/M09-107.1

Brownscombe, J.W., Danylchuk, A.J., Chapman, J.M., Gutowsky, L.F. & 
Cooke, S.J. (2017) Best practices for catch-and-release recreational 
fisheries–angling tools and tactics. Fisheries Research, 186, 693–
705. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2016.04.018

Brownscombe, J.W., Griffin, L.P., Gagne, T., Haak, C.R., Cooke, S.J. & 
Danylchuk, A.J. (2015) Physiological stress and reflex impairment of 
recreationally angled bonefish in Puerto Rico. Environmental Biology 
of Fishes, 98, 2287–2295. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/
s1064​1-015-0444-y

Colotelo, A.H. & Cooke, S.J. (2011) Evaluation of common angling-
induced sources of epithelial damage for popular freshwater 
sport fish using fluorescein. Fisheries Research, 109(2–3), 217–224. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2010.12.005

Cook, K.V., Lennox, R.J., Hinch, S.G. & Cooke, S.J. (2015) Fish out 
of water: how much air is too much? Fisheries, 40(9), 452–461. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1080/03632​415.2015.1074570

Cooke, S.J., Cooke, B.W., Cooke, J.T., Cooke, C.J., LaRochelle, L., 
Danylchuk, A.J. et al. (2022) Evaluating different hook removal gear 
for in-water dehooking of jaw-hooked fish captured with barbed 
or barbless hooks. Fisheries Research, 248, 106201. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2021.106201

Cooke, S.J. & Cowx, I.G. (2004) The role of recreational fishing in global 
fish crises. Bioscience, 54(9), 857–859. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1641/0006-3568(2004)054[0857:TRORF​I]2.0.CO;2

Cooke, S.J. & Schramm, H.L. (2007) Catch-and-release science and its 
application to conservation and management of recreational fisher-
ies. Fisheries Management and Ecology, 14(2), 73–79. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2007.00527.x

Cooke, S.J. & Suski, C.D. (2005) Do we need species-specific guide-
lines for catch-and-release recreational angling to effectively 
conserve diverse fishery resources? Biodiversity and Conservation, 
14(5), 1195–1209. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s1053​
1-004-7845-0

Cooke, S.J., Twardek, W.M., Reid, A.J., Lennox, R.J., Danylchuk, S.C., 
Brownscombe, J.W. et al. (2019) Searching for responsible and sus-
tainable recreational fisheries in the Anthropocene. Journal of Fish 
Biology, 94(6), 845–856. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/
jfb.13935

Crawford, S.E. & Ostrom, E. (1995) A grammar of institutions. American 
Political Science Review, 89(3), 582–600. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.2307/2082975

Czarkowski, T.K. & Kapusta, A. (2019) Catch-and-release ice fishing with 
a mormyshka for roach (Rutilus rutilus) and European perch (Perca 
fluviatilis). Croatian Journal of Fisheries: Ribarstvo, 77(4), 235–242. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.2478/cjf-2019-0017

Daedlow, K., Beckmann, V. & Arlinghaus, R. (2011) Assessing an adap-
tive cycle in a social system under external pressure to change: the 
importance of intergroup relations in recreational fisheries gover-
nance. Ecology and Society, 16(2), 1–21.

Danley, B., Sandorf, E.D. & Campbell, D. (2021) Putting your best fish for-
ward: investigating distance decay and relative preferences for fish 
conservation. Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 
108, 102475. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jeem.2021.102475

Danylchuk, A.J., Danylchuk, S.C., Kosiarski, A., Cooke, S.J. & Huskey, B. 
(2018) Keepemwet fishing—an emerging social brand for dissem-
inating best practices for catch-and-release in recreational fish-
eries. Fisheries Research, 205, 52–56. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2018.04.005

Delle Palme, C.A., Nguyen, V.M., Gutowsky, L.F. & Cooke, S.J. (2016) Do 
fishing education programs effectively transfer ‘catch-and-release’ 
best practices to youth anglers yielding measurable improvements 
in fish condition and survival? Knowledge & Management of Aquatic 
Ecosystems, 417, 42. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1051/
kmae/2016029

Dunmall, K.M., Cooke, S.J., Schreer, J.F. & McKinley, R.S. (2001) The 
effect of scented lures on the hooking injury and mortality of 
smallmouth bass caught by novice and experienced anglers. North 
American Journal of Fisheries Management, 21(1), 242–248. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(2001)021<0242:TEOSL​
O>2.0.CO;2

Eberts, R.L., Zak, M.A., Manzon, R.G. & Somers, C.M. (2018) Walleye re-
sponses to barotrauma relief treatments for catch-and-release an-
gling: short-term changes to condition and behavior. Journal of Fish 
and Wildlife Management, 9(2), 415–430. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.3996/11201​7-JFWM-096

Ferter, K., Borch, T., Kolding, J. & Vølstad, J.H. (2013) Angler be-
haviour and implications for management-catch-and-release 
among marine angling tourists in Norway. Fisheries Management 
and Ecology, 20(2–3), 137–147. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2012.00862.x

Fletcher, S. & Islam, M.Z. (2018) Comparing sets of patterns with the 
Jaccard index. Australasian Journal of Information Systems, 22, 1–17. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.3127/ajis.v22i0.1538

Foster, R.M., Childs, A.R., Brooks, M., Farthing, M.W., Butler, E.C. & 
Potts, W.M. (2020) Quantifying the impacts of abrasion and bac-
terial transfer when fish are exposed to sand during a catch-and-
release event. African Journal of Marine Science, 42(3), 307–314. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.2989/18142​32X.2020.1792982

Garner, S.B., Dahl, K.A. & Patterson, W.F., III. (2016) Hook performance 
and selectivity of Eurasian perch, Perca fluviatilis (Linnaeus, 1758) in 
the Åland archipelago, Finland. Journal of Applied Ichthyology, 32(6), 
1065–1071. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/jai.13176

Gutowsky, L.F.G., Sullivan, B.G., Wilson, A.D.M. & Cooke, S.J. (2017) 
Synergistic and interactive effects of angler behaviour, gear 
type, and fish behaviour on hooking depth in passively angled 
fish. Fisheries Research, 186, 612–618. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2016.05.026

Haggarty, D.R. (2019) A review of the use of recompression devices as a 
tool for reducing the effects of barotrauma on rockfishes in British 
Columbia. Ottawa: Canadian Science Advisory Secretariat.

Holder, P.E., Jeanson, A.L., Lennox, R.J., Brownscombe, J.W., Arlinghaus, 
R., Danylchuk, A.J. et al. (2020) Preparing for a changing future in 
recreational fisheries: 100 research questions for global consid-
eration emerging from a horizon scan. Reviews in Fish Biology and 
Fisheries, 30, 137–151. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/
s1116​0-020-09595​-y

Hühn, D. & Arlinghaus, R. (2011) Determinants of hooking mortality 
in freshwater recreational fisheries: a quantitative meta-analysis. 
American Fisheries Society Symposium, 75, 141–170.

ICES. (2021) Baltic Salmon and Trout assessment working group 
(WGBAST). International Council for the Exploration of the Sea 
Scientific Reports, 3(26), 1–331. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.17895/​ices.pub.7925

Kieffer, J.D., Kubacki, M.R., Phelan, F.J.S., Philipp, D.P. & Tufts, B.L. 
(1995) Effects of catch-and-release angling on nesting male 
smallmouth bass. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society, 
124(1), 70–76. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-
8659(1995)124<0070:EOCAR​A>2.3.CO;2

Klefoth, T., Kobler, A. & Arlinghaus, R. (2011) Behavioural and fitness 
consequences of direct and indirect non-lethal disturbances in a 
catch-and-release northern pike (Esox lucius) fishery. Knowledge 
and Management of Aquatic Ecosystems, 403, 11. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae/2011072

 13652400, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/fm

e.12622 by C
A

PE
S, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [04/04/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2022.106412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2022.106412
https://doi.org/10.1577/M09-107.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2016.04.018
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10641-015-0444-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10641-015-0444-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2010.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1080/03632415.2015.1074570
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2021.106201
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2004)054%5B0857:TRORFI%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2004)054%5B0857:TRORFI%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2007.00527.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-004-7845-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-004-7845-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfb.13935
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfb.13935
https://doi.org/10.2307/2082975
https://doi.org/10.2307/2082975
https://doi.org/10.2478/cjf-2019-0017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2021.102475
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2021.102475
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2018.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2018.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae/2016029
https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae/2016029
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(2001)021%3C0242:TEOSLO%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(2001)021%3C0242:TEOSLO%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.3996/112017-JFWM-096
https://doi.org/10.3996/112017-JFWM-096
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2012.00862.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2012.00862.x
https://doi.org/10.3127/ajis.v22i0.1538
https://doi.org/10.2989/1814232X.2020.1792982
https://doi.org/10.1111/jai.13176
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2016.05.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2016.05.026
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-020-09595-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11160-020-09595-y
https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.7925
https://doi.org/10.17895/ices.pub.7925
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1995)124%3C0070:EOCARA%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8659(1995)124%3C0070:EOCARA%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1051/kmae/2011072


12  |    BJÖRKVIK et al.

Klefoth, T., Wegener, N., Meyerhoff, J. & Arlinghaus, R. (2023) Do an-
glers and managers think similarly about stocking, habitat manage-
ment and harvest regulations? Implications for the management 
of community-governed recreational fisheries. Fisheries Research, 
260, 106589. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​
es.2022.106589

Kramer, C.Y. (1957) Extension of multiple range tests to group correlated 
adjusted means. Biometrics, 13, 13–18. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.2307/3001898

Langlois, J., Guilhaumon, F., Baletaud, F., Casajus, N., De Almeida Braga, 
C., Fleuré, V. et al. (2022) The aesthetic value of reef fishes is 
globally mismatched to their conservation priorities. PLoS Biology, 
20(6), e3001640. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1371/journ​
al.pbio.3001640

Lee, B.K. & Lee, W.N. (2004) The effect of information overload on 
consumer choice quality in an on-line environment. Psychology & 
Marketing, 21(3), 159–183. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1002/
mar.20000

Lewin, W.C., Arlinghaus, R. & Mehner, T. (2006) Documented and poten-
tial biological impacts of recreational fishing: insights for manage-
ment and conservation. Reviews in Fisheries Science, 14(4), 305–367. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1080/10641​26060​0886455

Lizée, T.W., Lennox, R.J., Ward, T.D., Brownscombe, J.W., Chapman, J.M., 
Danylchuk, A.J. et al. (2018) Influence of landing net mesh type 
on handling time and tissue damage of angled Brook Trout. North 
American Journal of Fisheries Management, 38(1), 76–83. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1002/nafm.10033

Mackay, M., Jennings, S., van Putten, E.I., Sibly, H. & Yamazaki, S. (2018) 
When push comes to shove in recreational fishing compliance, 
think ‘nudge’. Marine Policy, 95, 256–266. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.05.026

Mannheim, S.L., Childs, A.R., Butler, E.C., Winkler, A.C., Parkinson, M.C., 
Farthing, M.W. et al. (2018) Working with, not against recreational 
anglers: evaluating a pro-environmental behavioural strategy for 
improving catch-and-release behaviour. Fisheries Research, 206, 44–
56. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2018.04.016

Meka, J.M. (2004) The influence of hook type, angler experience, and 
fish size on injury rates and the duration of capture in an Alaskan 
catch-and-release rainbow trout fishery. North American Journal of 
Fisheries Management, 24(4), 1309–1321. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1577/M03-108.1

Meyer, K.A., Dillon, J.C. & Schill, D.J. (2021) Factors affecting angling 
fight and air exposure times for yellow perch, smallmouth bass, and 
crappie in lentic fisheries. Northwest Science, 94(3–4), 302–308. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.3955/046.094.0307

Muoneke, M.I. & Childress, W.M. (1994) Hooking mortality: a review for 
recreational fisheries. Reviews in Fisheries Science, 2(2), 123–156. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1080/10641​26940​9388555

Murtagh, F. & Contreras, P. (2012) Algorithms for hierarchical clus-
tering: an overview. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Data Mining 
and Knowledge Discovery, 2(1), 86–97. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1002/widm.53

Nguyen, V.M., Rudd, M.A., Hinch, S.G. & Cooke, S.J. (2012) Differences 
in information use and preferences among recreational salmon an-
glers: implications for management initiatives to promote responsi-
ble fishing. Human Dimensions of Wildlife, 17(4), 248–256. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1080/10871​209.2012.675412

Olaussen, J.O. & Liu, Y. (2011) On the willingness-to-pay for recreational 
fishing—escaped farmed versus wild Atlantic Salmon. Aquaculture 
Economics & Management, 15(4), 245–261. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1080/13657​305.2011.624573

Olsson, P. & Folke, C. (2001) Local ecological knowledge and institutional 
dynamics for ecosystem management: a study of Lake Racken wa-
tershed, Sweden. Ecosystems, 4, 85–104. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s1002​10000061

Paulrud, A., Waldo, S., Laitila, T., Olofsson, J. & Ilves, M. (2011) Vem äger 
våra fiskevatten? en studie av fastigheter med fiskerätt [Who owns our 
fishing waters? A study of private property with fishing rights]. Lund: 
AgriFood Economics Centre. https://www.agrif​ood.se/Files/​AgriF​
ood_Rappo​rt_20113.pdf

Payer, R.D., Pierce, R.B. & Pereira, D.L. (1989) Hooking mortality of wall-
eyes caught on live and artificial baits. North American Journal of 
Fisheries Management, 9(2), 188–192. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1577/1548-8675(1989)009<0188:HMOWC​O>2.3.CO;2

Pelletier, C., Hanson, K.C. & Cooke, S.J. (2007) Do catch-and-release 
guidelines from state and provincial fisheries agencies in 
North America conform to scientifically based best practices? 
Environmental Management, 39(6), 760–773. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1007/s0026​7-006-0173-2

Potts, W.M., Downey-Breedt, N., Obregon, P., Hyder, K., Bealey, R. & 
Sauer, W.H. (2020) What constitutes effective governance of rec-
reational fisheries?—a global review. Fish and Fisheries, 21(1), 91–
103. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12417

Raditya Hanindyawan Handoko, J. (2018) Presence and quality of catch 
and release information and guidelines on fishing tourism operators' 
websites in Sweden. [Master's thesis, Uppsala University]. https://
uu.diva-portal.org/smash/​get/diva2​:12199​86/FULLT​EXT01.pdf

Radomski, P.J., Grant, G.C., Jacobson, P.C. & Cook, M.F. (2001) Visions for 
recreational fishing regulations. Fisheries, 26(5), 7–18. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8446(2001)026<0007:VFRFR​
>2.0.CO;2

Rova, C. (2009) Adaptiva fiskevårdsområden [Adaptive fish management 
areas]. Vilt och fisk fakta [Game and fish], 7, 1–4. https://www.diva-
portal.org/smash/​get/diva2​:97758​3/FULLT​EXT01.pdf

Rypel, A.L., Saffarinia, P., Vaughn, C.C., Nesper, L., O'Reilly, K., Parisek, 
C.A. et al. (2021) Goodbye to “rough fish”: paradigm shift in the 
conservation of native fishes. Fisheries, 46(12), 605–616. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1002/fsh.10660

Sandström, A. & Rova, C. (2010) Adaptive co-management networks: a 
comparative analysis of two fishery conservation areas in Sweden. 
Ecology and Society, 15(3), 1–23.

Sass, G.G. & Shaw, S.L. (2020) Catch-and-release influences on inland 
recreational fisheries. Reviews in Fisheries Science & Aquaculture, 
28(2), 211–227. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1080/23308​
249.2019.1701407

Schreer, J.F., Resch, D.M., Gately, M.L. & Cooke, S.J. (2005) Swimming 
performance of brook trout after simulated catch-and-release an-
gling: looking for air exposure thresholds. North American Journal 
of Fisheries Management, 25(4), 1513–1517. Available from: https://
doi.org/10.1577/M05-050.1

SCS. (1981:533) Lag om fiskevårdsområden [Legislation of fish management 
areas]. https://www.riksd​agen.se/sv/dokum​ent-lagar/​dokum​ent/
svens​k-forfa​ttnin​gssam​ling/_sfs-1981-533

SCS. (1993:787) Fiskelag [Fishing law]. https://www.riksd​agen.se/sv/
dokum​ent-lagar/​dokum​ent/svens​k-forfa​ttnin​gssam​ling/fiske​lag-
19937​87_sfs-1993-787

Sepulchro, L.C.O., Pitol, D.N., Duca, C., Santos, M.R. & Gomes, L.C. (2013) 
The stress response of red piranha (Pygocentrus nattereri (Kner, 
1858)) to angling and air exposure. Journal of Applied Ichthyology, 
29(4), 916–917. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/jai.12121

Siddiki, S., Basurto, X. & Weible, C.M. (2011) Using the institutional 
grammar tool to understand regulatory compliance: the case of 
Colorado aquaculture. Regulation & Governance, 6(2), 167–188. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-5991.2012.01132.x

Siddiki, S., Heikkila, T., Weible, C.M., Pacheco-Vega, R., Carter, D., Curley, 
C. et al. (2022) Institutional analysis with the institutional grammar. 
Policy Studies Journal, 50(2), 315–339. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1111/psj.12361

Siepker, M.J., Ostrand, K.G., Cooke, S.J., Philipp, D.P. & Wahl, D.H. (2007) 
A review of the effects of catch-and-release angling on black bass, 

 13652400, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/fm

e.12622 by C
A

PE
S, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [04/04/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2022.106589
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2022.106589
https://doi.org/10.2307/3001898
https://doi.org/10.2307/3001898
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3001640
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3001640
https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.20000
https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.20000
https://doi.org/10.1080/10641260600886455
https://doi.org/10.1002/nafm.10033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.05.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2018.05.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2018.04.016
https://doi.org/10.1577/M03-108.1
https://doi.org/10.1577/M03-108.1
https://doi.org/10.3955/046.094.0307
https://doi.org/10.1080/10641269409388555
https://doi.org/10.1002/widm.53
https://doi.org/10.1002/widm.53
https://doi.org/10.1080/10871209.2012.675412
https://doi.org/10.1080/13657305.2011.624573
https://doi.org/10.1080/13657305.2011.624573
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100210000061
https://doi.org/10.1007/s100210000061
https://www.agrifood.se/Files/AgriFood_Rapport_20113.pdf
https://www.agrifood.se/Files/AgriFood_Rapport_20113.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1989)009%3C0188:HMOWCO%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1989)009%3C0188:HMOWCO%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-006-0173-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-006-0173-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12417
https://uu.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1219986/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://uu.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1219986/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8446(2001)026%3C0007:VFRFR%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8446(2001)026%3C0007:VFRFR%3E2.0.CO;2
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:977583/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:977583/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsh.10660
https://doi.org/10.1080/23308249.2019.1701407
https://doi.org/10.1080/23308249.2019.1701407
https://doi.org/10.1577/M05-050.1
https://doi.org/10.1577/M05-050.1
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-lagar/dokument/svensk-forfattningssamling/_sfs-1981-533
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-lagar/dokument/svensk-forfattningssamling/_sfs-1981-533
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-lagar/dokument/svensk-forfattningssamling/fiskelag-1993787_sfs-1993-787
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-lagar/dokument/svensk-forfattningssamling/fiskelag-1993787_sfs-1993-787
https://www.riksdagen.se/sv/dokument-lagar/dokument/svensk-forfattningssamling/fiskelag-1993787_sfs-1993-787
https://doi.org/10.1111/jai.12121
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-5991.2012.01132.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/psj.12361
https://doi.org/10.1111/psj.12361


    |  13BJÖRKVIK et al.

Micropterus spp.: implications for conservation and management 
of populations. Fisheries Management and Ecology, 14(2), 91–101. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2007.00529.x

Sims, B. & Danylchuk, A.J. (2017) Characterizing information on best 
practice guidelines for catch-and-release in websites of angling-
based non-government organizations in the United States. Fisheries 
Research, 186, 688–692. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
fishr​es.2016.09.019

Sprent, P. (2011) Fisher exact test. In: Lovric, M. (Ed.) International en-
cyclopedia of statistical science. Berlin: Springer. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-04898​-2_253

Stålhammar, M., Fränstam, T., Lindström, J., Höjesjö, J., Arlinghaus, R. & 
Nilsson, P.A. (2014) Effects of lure type, fish size and water tem-
perature on hooking location and bleeding in northern pike (Esox 
lucius) angled in the Baltic Sea. Fisheries Research, 157, 164–169. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2014.04.002

Stålhammar, M., Linderfalk, R., Brönmark, C., Arlinghaus, R. & Nilsson, 
P.A. (2012) The impact of catch-and-release on the foraging be-
haviour of pike (Esox lucius) when released alone or into groups. 
Fisheries Research, 125, 51–56. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2012.01.017

Stensland, S. (2012) Typology of landowners in Norwegian salmon an-
gling: attitudes towards river owner organisations and management 
actions. Fisheries Management and Ecology, 19(4), 273–282. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2011.00829.x

SwAM. (2022) Fisk- och skaldjursbestånd i hav och sötvatten 2021 [Fish and 
shellfish populations in marine and freshwater]. Göteborg: Swedish 
Agency for Marine and Water Management. https://www.diva-
portal.org/smash/​get/diva2​:17338​25/FULLT​EXT01.pdf

SwAM & SwS. (2020a) Det yrkesmässiga fisket i sötvatten 2020 
[Commercial fisheries in inland waters 2020]. Statistics Sweden. 
https://www.havoc​hvatt​en.se/downl​oad/18.29a8a​ed717​9dd19​
4ae94​6e69/16233​09122​423/offic​iell-stati​stik-JO56S​M2101.pdf

SwAM & SwS. (2020b) Fritidsfiske 2020 [Recreational fisheries 2020]. 
https://www.havoc​hvatt​en.se/downl​oad/18.29a8a​ed717​9dd19​
4ae9a​449b/16238​30984​084/friti​dsfis​ket-i-sveri​ge%20202​0-
JO57S​M2101.pdf

Thaler, R.H. & Sunstein, C.R. (2009) Nudge: improving decisions about 
health, wealth, and happiness. New York: Penguin.

Van Leeuwen, T.E., Dempson, B., Cote, D., Kelly, N.I. & Bates, A.E. (2021) 
Catchability of Atlantic salmon at high water temperatures: impli-
cations for river closure temperature thresholds to catch and re-
lease angling. Fisheries Management and Ecology, 28(2), 147–157. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12464

Weltersbach, M.S., Lewin, W.C., Gröger, J.P. & Strehlow, H.V. (2019) 
Effect of lure and bait type on catch, size, hooking location, in-
jury and bycatch in the western Baltic Sea recreational cod fish-
ery. Fisheries Research, 210, 121–130. Available from: https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fishr​es.2018.10.002

Wydoski, R.S. (1977) Relation of hooking mortality and sublethal hooking 
stress to quality fishery management. In: Barnhart, R.A. & Roelofs, 
T.D. (Eds.) Catch-and-release fishing as a management tool. Arcata: 
Humbolt State University, pp. 43–87.

Yu, C.H. (2010) Exploratory data analysis in the context of data mining 
and resampling. International Journal of Psychological Research, 3(1), 
9–22. Available from: https://doi.org/10.21500/​20112​084.819

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: Björkvik, E., Blyth, S., Blicharska, M., 
Danley, B. & Rönnbäck, P. (2023). Informing obligations: Best 
practice information for catch-and-release in Swedish local 
recreational fisheries management. Fisheries Management 
and Ecology, 00, 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12622

 13652400, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/fm

e.12622 by C
A

PE
S, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [04/04/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2007.00529.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2016.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2016.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-04898-2_253
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2014.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2012.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2012.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2400.2011.00829.x
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1733825/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1733825/FULLTEXT01.pdf
https://www.havochvatten.se/download/18.29a8aed7179dd194ae946e69/1623309122423/officiell-statistik-JO56SM2101.pdf
https://www.havochvatten.se/download/18.29a8aed7179dd194ae946e69/1623309122423/officiell-statistik-JO56SM2101.pdf
https://www.havochvatten.se/download/18.29a8aed7179dd194ae9a449b/1623830984084/fritidsfisket-i-sverige 2020-JO57SM2101.pdf
https://www.havochvatten.se/download/18.29a8aed7179dd194ae9a449b/1623830984084/fritidsfisket-i-sverige 2020-JO57SM2101.pdf
https://www.havochvatten.se/download/18.29a8aed7179dd194ae9a449b/1623830984084/fritidsfisket-i-sverige 2020-JO57SM2101.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12464
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2018.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2018.10.002
https://doi.org/10.21500/20112084.819
https://doi.org/10.1111/fme.12622

	Informing obligations: Best practice information for catch-­and-­release in Swedish local recreational fisheries management
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1|Background
	2.2|Data collection
	2.3|Data analysis

	3|RESULTS
	3.1|Mandatory C&R
	3.2|C&R best practices
	3.3|Best practice statements and other organization characteristics
	3.4|Best practice statements and estimated landings

	4|DISCUSSION
	5|CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


