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Far from home: Distance patterns of global
fishing fleets
David Tickler1*, Jessica J. Meeuwig1, Maria-Lourdes Palomares2, Daniel Pauly2, Dirk Zeller3

Postwar growthof industrial fisheries catch to its peak in1996wasdrivenby increasing fleet capacity andgeographical
expansion. An investigation of the latter, using spatially allocated reconstructed catch data to quantify “mean distance
to fishing grounds,” found global trends to be dominated by the expansion histories of a small number of distant-
water fishing countries. While most countries fished largely in local waters, Taiwan, South Korea, Spain, and China
rapidly increased their mean distance to fishing grounds by 2000 to 4000 km between 1950 and 2014. Others, includ-
ing Japan and the former USSR, expanded in the postwar decades but then retrenched from themid-1970s, as access
to other countries’ waters became increasingly restricted with the advent of exclusive economic zones formalized in
the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. Since 1950, heavily subsidized fleets have increased the
total fished area from60% tomore than 90%of theworld’s oceans, doubling the averagedistance traveled fromhome
ports but catching only one-third of the historical amount per kilometer traveled. Catch per unit area has declined by
22% since the mid-1990s, as fleets approach the limits of geographical expansion. Allowing these trends to continue
threatens the bioeconomic sustainability of fisheries globally.
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INTRODUCTION
Distant-water fishing, that is, fishing in areas far removed fromacountry’s
domestic waters, existed well before the 19th century industrialization
with, for example, Europeans fishing for Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua)
off Newfoundland from the early 16th century (1) and Indonesians
first fishing for trepang (sea cucumber) in northern Australia in the late
17th century (2).However, the practice acceleratedwith the deployment
of the first steam trawlers around the British Isles in the 1880s (3). The
increased fishing capacity of engine-powered trawlers led to greatly im-
proved catches, but their introduction was soon followed by signs of
depletion in coastal fish stocks and conflict with smaller inshore fishers
(4). Vessels capable of moving further offshore did so, targeting less
heavily exploited fishing grounds and beginning a process of progres-
sive spatial expansion, first into the open North Sea, then south to the
coasts of Spain and Portugal, and north into the North Atlantic waters
around Iceland (4). The latter move ultimately led to a series of Cod
Wars between 1958 and 1976, which culminated in the expulsion of
British fishers from Icelandic waters (5). The industrial fleets of other
developed countries followed similar patterns of expansion, interrupted
only by wars and other crises (6, 7). Increasing competition between
domestic and foreign fishing vessels for national fisheries resources
was one of the motivations behind the series of international negotia-
tions in the 1970s and 1980s, leading to the adoption of the United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) in 1982 (8).
Key to UNCLOS was its permission for maritime countries to declare
200–nautical mile exclusive economic zones (EEZs), within which they
have exclusive responsibility and control over resource exploitation,
management, and conservation. Although UNCLOS did not come into
force until 1995, countries began asserting their sovereign rights to fish-
eries resources in unilaterally declared EEZs or exclusive fisheries zones
after the early rounds of UNCLOS III discussions began in 1973, and
EEZ declarations accelerated in the 1980s. The expansion of sovereign
claims to fisheries marked the beginning of the end of unrestricted and
uncontrolled open-access fishing for distant-water fleets (9). However,
this formalization of resource ownership and control affected the activ-
ities of the distant-water fishing fleets of major industrialized countries
only briefly, as countries quickly moved to negotiate extensive access
agreements for their fishing vessels, particularly in the waters of develop-
ing countries (10–12).

While a long history of expansion is well documented (3, 6), the sec-
ond half of the 20th century saw an unprecedented increase in catching
power, as industrial fisheries reaped a peace dividend from wartime
technologies such as LORAN [long-range navigation; a precursor to
Global Positioning System (GPS)], radar, and sonar (13–15). The post-
war period alsomarked the start, in 1950, of detailed record collection at
the global scale by the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) of the
United Nations (16). However, while a huge and laudable undertaking,
the FAO data ultimately derive from the annual reports of flag states,
which have differed greatly in quality and scope of the data sub-
mitted, both between countries and years. These data are characterized
by poor spatial resolution.

The Sea Around Us addresses several shortcomings in the data re-
ported by FAO on behalf of flag states by reconstructing unreported
catches using complementary data sources and in-country expertise to
extend and harmonize official reported data. This catch data recon-
struction process also allows Sea Around Us data to separate wider-
ranging industrial from relatively local artisanal, subsistence, and
recreational fisheries (17–19). Furthermore, the sector-specific recon-
structed catches have been spatially allocated to a half-degree latitude-
longitude resolution spatial grid system, using both biological probability
distributions for each taxon in the catch data sets and detailed infor-
mation on EEZ fishing access agreements and available spatial catch
information (20). These high-resolution spatial and temporal recon-
structed catch data have allowed the geographical expansion of industrial
fisheries over time to be quantified and visualized. Here, we have ex-
amined, for the first time, the trends since 1950 in the mean distances
traveled to fish by the industrial fleets of the 20 largest fishing countries,
collectively accounting for 80% of global industrial catches, and the trend
in total industrial catch relative to the growth in the total area fished.
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RESULTS
Analysis of the mean distance traveled by the industrial fleets of the
world’s 20 largest fishing countries between their home countries and
the locations where catches were taken illustrates three distinct patterns:
rapid and largely continuous expansion (Fig. 1A), early expansion
followed by stabilization or retrenchment (Fig. 1B), and limited or no
expansion (Fig. 1C). The fishing fleets of Taiwan, South Korea, Spain,
and China have continuously expanded their mean distance to fishing
grounds by at least 2000 km since the 1950s, with the first three of these
now fishing, on average, more than 3000 km from their home ports
(Fig. 1A). These are globally operating distant-water fleets and flag
states, accounting for nearly 20% of the global industrial catch over
the last decade (Fig. 1A). Spain was already fishing, on average, nearly
1500 km from home at the start of global data records in 1950 (Fig. 1A),
largely driven by the country’s long history of fishing forAtlantic cod off
theCanadian east coast. Five countries or former countries that current-
ly account for about 27% of global industrial catches showed expansion
during the early postwar decades but appear to have curtailed or
consolidated their distant-water operations since then (Fig. 1B). This
includes the former USSR, which had a large distant-water fleet during
the 1950s and 1960s, operating, on average, more than 2000 km from
home. In scale and early timing of expansion, the former USSR is only
exceeded by Spain, South Korea, and Japan (Fig. 1, A and B). However,
while Spain and South Korea have continued a fairlymonotonic expan-
sion, the countries of the former USSR began to retrench in the 1970s.
Japan, after rapid postwar industrial expansion, also consolidated its
fishing effort within the Indo-Pacific region starting in the 1970s (Fig.
1B). The remaining 11 of the 20 largest fishing countries, accounting for
33% of global industrial catches, have shown little or no expansionist
efforts over the last 65 years (Fig. 1C). Norway has begun to fish rela-
tively further afield in recent years, likely driven by the rapid growth in
contribution of its Antarctic krill (Euphausia superba) fishery from<1%
of the national total catch in 2006 to 7% in 2014 (www.seaaroundus.
org). For the top 20 fishing countries, catches caught on the high seas
Tickler et al., Sci. Adv. 2018;4 : eaar3279 1 August 2018
or in the EEZs of other countries grew by more than 600% between
1950 and 2014, increasing their contribution to global catches from
16 to 23% over this period (www.seaaroundus.org). Catches by distant-
water or “foreign” vessels have therefore grown faster than catches by
countries within their own waters, illustrating the increasing importance
of distant-water fishing among the countries that supply most of the
world’s wild-caught seafood.

Driven strongly by the trends in fishing distance among the 20
largest fishing countries, the net effect since 1950 is a global doubling
of the mean distance fished from port (fig. S1). However, this net ex-
pansion has been associated with a strong decline in the catch obtained
per kilometer traveled over the 65-year time period. Catches declined
frommore than 25metric tons per 1000 km traveled in the early 1950s
to approximately 7 metric tons per 1000 km traveled by 2014 (Fig. 2).
The global industrial fishing catch increased fivefold between 1950 and
its peak of 100 million metric tons in 1996 but has declined steadily by
around 18% over the two decades since (Fig. 3A). In contrast, the per-
centage of total ice-free ocean area used for industrial fishing increased
rapidly from 60 to 90% during the 1950s and 1960s, plateaued through
the mid-1990s, and has expanded by less than 5% in the last two dec-
ades (Fig. 3B). The combination of these two patterns suggests that in-
dustrial catch per unit area of ocean fished expanded through peak
catch in 1996 but has since declined by 22% (Fig. 3C).

A comparison of the spatial distribution of industrial catches be-
tween the 1950s and the 2000s illustrates and confirms the predomi-
nance of continental shelf waters as the source of most fish (Fig. 4, A
and B). Expansionsweremost pronounced along the coasts and archi-
pelagic waters of Southeast Asia, Africa, South America, and the South
Asian subcontinent (Fig. 4, A and B). However, offshore and high seas
waters have also become increasingly exploited in the past 65 years,
with essentially no waters other than those at extreme high latitudes
presently unfished to some degree (Fig. 4B).
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DISCUSSION
The trends in the spatial expansion of industrial fisheries and their over-
all catch together indicate that wemay be approaching the physical lim-
its of expansion in capture fisheries (Figs. 3B and 4). Similar concerns
have been raised by work showing the rapidly growing proportion of
marine primary productivity being redirected to human consumption (6).
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Fig. 1. Trends in the distance traveled to fish from 1950 to 2014. Mean dis-
tance to fishing grounds for the world’s 20 largest industrial fishing countries (by
tonnage) grouped by expansion history: (A) rapid and continuous expansion, (B) ex-
pansion followed by retrenchment, and (C) limited expansion. Percentage of global
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Fig. 2. Trend in mean global industrial catch per 1000 km traveled from 1950
to 2014. Gray band indicates ±95% confidence interval of LOWESS smoothed
time series.
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The trends in catch and effort data presented here suggest that the
continuous increase in global catches to peak catch in 1996 (17) resulted
from a combination of intensifying fishing effort and geographical ex-
pansion, which togethermasked underlying declines in the stocks being
targeted (21). Between 1950 and 1970, the fraction of the global ocean
exploited by fisheries grew by half and catches increased strongly. We
suggest that this continued expansion and the concurrent intensifica-
tion of fishing effort sequentially depleted new areas of the ocean such
that catches peaked in 1996 when the rate at which new stocks were
discovered could no longer keep up with the declines in existing stocks
(17, 18, 22). This mechanism of serial discovery and depletion of fishing
grounds is exemplified by the correlation between time series of fishing
pressure and ecosystem regime change in large marine ecosystems (23)
and the “boom and bust” trends documented in deep sea trawl fisheries
over the last 65 years (24). By ourmeasure, total industrial catch per unit
ocean area has declined by 22% since 1996, despite spatial expansion
having continued, albeit slowly. Further expansion into the remaining
accessible areas of the polar seas, even if it were ecologically justifiable,
seems unlikely to reverse this trend (Figs. 3B and 4).

Distance trends observed here imply that most of the fishing coun-
tries concentrate their effort in relatively local waters, with Peru, for ex-
ample, largely focusing on its domestic fishery for Peruvian anchoveta
(Engraulis ringens) (25). In addition, several former distant-water
fishing fleets either have retrenched to domestic or regional waters near
home countries or have been reduced or abolished (Fig. 1, B andC). For
example, the countries of the former USSR fished extensively in the
waters of the southwest Atlantic and the EEZs of Argentina, Uruguay,
and Brazil before the collapse of the Soviet Union with its state support
of distant-water fisheries. They have since reduced their distant-water
activities to concentrate on northeast Atlantic, European, and western
Tickler et al., Sci. Adv. 2018;4 : eaar3279 1 August 2018
Pacific waters closer to domestic ports (23). Japan, after rapid postwar
expansion aimed at improving domestic food supply, began consolidat-
ing its distant-water fishing effort from themid-1970s, as access tomany
of its traditional fishing grounds became increasingly restricted with the
emergence of the EEZ regime and increasing competition from low-cost
fishing countries. Rising domestic labor costs and growing wealth also
shifted Japanese food supply policy toward imports, paving the way for
fleet reductions and spatial retrenchments that have helped remaining
Japanese distant-water fishing to be relatively profitable (26, 27). For the
few countries seemingly locked into the expansionist strategy, such as
China and South Korea, distant-water fleets have become the mainstay
of their industrial fisheries, with catches from outside their EEZs
contributing 39 and 45%, respectively, of national total catches (www.
seaaroundus.org). However, returns from this activity, in terms of catch
per unit distance traveled, appear to have declined sharply, likely a com-
bined result of declining fish stocks and the greater distances required to
access them (Fig. 2). Long-haul distant-water fishing also incurs signif-
icantly higher fuel and crew costs (28) due to the long travel times to
fishing grounds [for example, (29)]. To keep vessels fishing, fuel costs
may be partly offset by generous government subsidies (30–32), and
there is a good correlation between the distance a country fishes from
home and the level of subsidies paid for fuel, vessel, and fleet support. In
the case of Taiwan, these payments amount to more than 80% of the
landed value of the industrial fishing catch (fig. S2). The relationship
between subsidies and fishing distance suggests that expansion has been
driven, in large part, by national policies that actively promote distant-
water fishing through the provision of fuel and vessel subsidies. A recent
analysis of the economics of high seas fishing found that profits from
these activities for the major distant-water fishing countries would be
greatly reduced, or even disappear completely, if fleets were not subsi-
dized (33). While governments continue to subsidize fleet expansion,
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the labor costs of these operations can typically only be reduced by
cutting back on crew numbers, pay, or working conditions, which
may be contributing to the growing tally of human rights and labor
abuses that have been recorded on fishing vessels (28, 34). Illegal fishing
and the use of flags of convenience can also serve to reduce the cost
component for vessels suffering diminishing returns (35).

Continuing distant-water fishing activities are also increasingly
viable only due to the growing number of refrigerated transshipment
and resupply vessels (or “reefers”) that allow individual fishing vessels
to remain at sea for extended periods and avoid the fuel expenditure and
lengthy breaks in fishing required to return to port or their home coun-
tries (34, 36). However, by transshipping and aggregating catches, and
thus allowing fishing vessels to avoid port visits, reefers may also facil-
itate the “laundering” of illegally caught fish and permit other crimes at
sea to remain undetected (37, 38). Transshipment also denies develop-
ing countries that host distant-water fleets (for example, inWest Africa)
the revenue from port activities and the processing and exporting of
seafood associated with foreign fleets (36).

Our findings on the spatial expansion of industrial fishing are
consistent with previous estimates by the Sea Around Us using only
the FAO reported landings data (6). The spatial allocation of recon-
structed fisheries data reported here assumes that fish are caught wher-
ever a species’ spatial distribution overlaps the operating sphere of a
fishery targeting it, in proportion to its habitat preference–driven prob-
ability distribution (20). Therefore, this approach likely constitutes an
upper bound to the current spatial coverage of fisheries, with some lo-
cations at the fringes of a taxon’s distributional range likely not com-
mercially viable for fisheries. For comparison, a recent analysis of
vessel automatic identification system (AIS) data by Global Fishing
Watch (GFW) and partners estimated that up to 73% of the oceans
was fished in 2016, based on identifying gear-specific vessel movements
assumed to indicate fishing activity and after taking into account spatial
variations in AIS satellite coverage (34). Given that not all vessels carry
or consistently use AIS transponders, for example, turning them off to
preserve commercial secrecy around fishing grounds or during illicit
activities, it is likely that the GFW figure is a lower-bound estimate of
the area currently in use by industrial fisheries. Our analysis is able to
provide historical context to the more precise but incomplete and tem-
porally limited AIS data, showing how different countries have risen
and fallen as distant-water fishing powers. The GFW study found that
China, Spain, Taiwan, Japan, and South Korea dominate global indus-
trial fishing effort; our results confirm that these five are also the world’s
most important distant-water fishing countries in terms of distance
traveled (34). Collaborative research efforts combining AIS data and
catch reconstructionswill further refine our understanding of the spatial
distribution of catch and effort in these fisheries.

Global catch per unit of effort has halved since FAOrecords began in
1950, despite a steady improvement in fishing power and technology
(39). Our analysis corroborates this evidence of diminishing returns,
showing that, while fisheries have extended their reach into all but
the polar extremes of the global oceans, catch per unit area and per
kilometer traveled have declined continuously for over two decades.
Considered alongside the well-documented increase in the number of
overfished stocks (21), these trends warrant an urgent reduction in
fishing effort if declines in fisheries productivity are to be halted and
reversed. Reducing the high levels of fuel and capacity-enhancing sub-
sidies paid by fishing countries, in particular by the very small number
of countries that fish the furthest from home (Fig. 1, A and B), would be
a powerful first step in addressing our global overfishing problem and
Tickler et al., Sci. Adv. 2018;4 : eaar3279 1 August 2018
returning an element of economic rationality to commercial fisheries
(33). Reducing the subsidies that enable unprofitable fishing on the high
seas would also reduce income inequality among maritime countries
(40). Fish are a vital component of global food and economic security,
and further degrading the productive capacity of the oceans puts both at
risk for hundreds of millions, if not billions, of people and increases the
risk of fisheries conflict (41). As with other spheres of human endeavor,
recognizing that there are physical limits to growth on a finite planet is
vital to humanity’s long-term well-being. The oceans, once thought
boundless and inexhaustible, may at last now also be proving a barrier
to our quest for endless growth.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
The data were extracted from the global reconstructed fisheries catch
database of the Sea Around Us (18). All Sea Around Us data and asso-
ciated documentation and descriptions are freely accessible and down-
loadable at www.seaaroundus.org. Data can also be accessed through an
R package via the Sea Around Us GitHub site at https://github.com/
seaaroundus/. These data consist of more than 270 country-level catch
reconstructions that currently cover 1950–2014 and that account for all
fishing sectors (industrial, artisanal, subsistence, and recreational) as
well as landed and discarded catches (42). These reconstructed data in-
clude best estimates of all unreported catches by year, fishing sector, and
taxon for each country, following the established and well-documented
catch reconstruction methodology (20, 43). It should also be noted that
the baseline data for the Sea Around Us catch reconstructions are the
data reported by member states to the FAO. Hence, all catches are as-
signed to a flag state (country) rather than that of the country of ben-
eficial ownership. Thus, catch by vessels flagged to Togo but owned by a
South Korean company, for example, will be assigned to Togo in both
the original FAO data and the Sea AroundUs reconstructed catch data.
Had we been able to assign flag of convenience and open registry
catches to beneficial owners, the average fishing distance of countries
with significant numbers of foreign flagged vessels, such as Taiwan,
Spain, and South Korea, would likely increase because, in many cases,
those catches are treated as “local” catches of the flag state in our analysis
rather than distant-water fishing by the beneficial owner country.

These reconstructed catch data sets weremapped onto a grid of 1/2° ×
1/2° latitude and longitude cells overlaid over the global oceans to gen-
erate data for more than 150,000 oceanic grid cells. Allocations of catch
data to individual cells take into account spatial variation in species’
abundance, as well as political and historical accessibility of EEZ waters
by the fleets of each fishing country (20). For the current analyses, only
industrial sector data were used, as these represent the catches of fleets,
including distant-water fleets, that fish domestically and internationally,
that is, also outside of national EEZ waters. The nonindustrial catches
from the small-scale artisanal, subsistence, and recreational sectors are
excluded here as they are assumed to be spatially restricted to the
inshore fishing areas within each home country’s EEZ (20). Larger “ar-
tisanal” operators capable of operating further out to sea would be in-
cluded as “industrial” vessels under the Sea Around Us classification
[for example, the large semi-industrial pirogue fleets of Senegal that fish
throughout many West African countries (44)]. Filtering for industrial
fishing only, >62million cell/fishing entity/catch/year allocation records
were extracted from the Sea AroundUs database, together with grid cell
metadata (latitude and longitude of cell centroid and total water area).
These data formed the basis for all spatial analyses. Catch locations were
deemed to be spatially represented by the cell centroids.
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Distances to fishing grounds were calculated from each relevant cell
centroid to the nearestmajor port of each fishing country. Port locations
were obtained from the World Ports Index (WPI) (https://msi.nga.mil/
MSISiteContent/StaticFiles/NAV_PUBS/WPI/WPI_Shapefile.zip). For
a small number of island fishing countries without port listings in the
WPI, the geographical center of their landmass was used instead of port
locations. Geographical centers for the relevant island entitieswere down-
loaded from the Center for International Development at Harvard Uni-
versity (https://sites.hks.harvard.edu/cid/ciddata/geographydata.htm).

The catch-weighted average distance between the major ports of
each fishing country and fishing grounds (cells with catch taken by
each country in question) was calculated for each fishing country
and year as follows (fig. S3):

1) Catches were summed within each 1/2° ×
1/2° grid cell (Catch in

cell). The great circle distance from each grid cell centroid to the fishing
country’s nearest domestic port (Distance to cell) was then calculated
using the function distGeo() in the R package geosphere.

2) The catch-weighted mean distance traveled to fish, for each
country and year (1950–2014), was calculated as the weighted
mean of all catch distances as follows

∑180;000i¼1 ðDistance to celli � Catch in celliÞ
Total catch

The purpose of the calculation was to generate a measure that
captured relative changes over time in geographic reach of the fisheries
of the major fishing countries, and the distance measure derived here is
therefore a simplification of the actual distances traveled by industrial
fishing vessels. In particular, the great circle distance used here is the
shortest straight-line distance between a country’s major ports and
the location of allocated fishing catches. This calculated distance thus
ignored realities affecting actual vessel travel distances, including land-
masses, shipping routes, andothernavigational complexities. In addition,
distances moved within a given 1/2° cell to achieve the catch within that
cell (that is, smaller-scale “searching” and fishing operation patterns)
were not included here.We also omitted factors that would likely reduce
an individual vessel’s actual distance to fish, such as temporary or season-
al “home-porting” in ports outside a vessel’s flag country, or the use of
support vessels for catch transshipment and refueling at sea.

The mean distance traveled to fish was visualized for the 20 largest
fishing countries, as ranked by total catch. The fishing countries of the
former USSR (Estonia, Georgia, Latvia, Lithuania, Russia, andUkraine)
were treated as a single fishing entity to capture the expansion history of
the SovietUnion, given its significant role in postwar industrial fisheries.
Distance trends for each country were plotted as smoothed time series
using locally weighted regression (LOWESS) (45) with a span co-
efficient of 0.75, implemented in the stat_smooth() function in the R
package ggplot2. Plots were grouped according to three distance trends
over the 65-year time period: steady and rapid increase, initial increase
followed by stagnation or decline, or little or no increase.

The mean fishing distance for the global industrial fleet in each
year was calculated as the catch-weighted mean of all individual
country fishing distances, as calculated above. A smoothed time series
(±95% confidence interval) was plotted as per themethod above. Tons
of fish caught per 1000 km traveled were calculated by year for all
countries’ industrial fisheries by dividing the global industrial catch
by the total distance traveled to fish by all countries, with individual
country’s fishing distances calculated using the methodology de-
scribed above.
Tickler et al., Sci. Adv. 2018;4 : eaar3279 1 August 2018
Total industrial catch and total area fished were calculated by
summing total catch and total cell area with industrial catch by year
for the entire data set. Only the water area of each cell was used, where
cells crossed coastlines. The trend in total area fished was presented as a
percentage of the total ice-free ocean area. This was taken to be the total
ocean area, 361.9 million km2, minus the combined mean summer
minimum ice coverage for the Arctic and SouthernOceans of 9.6million
km2 (https://nsidc.org/cryosphere/seaice/index.html). Total ice-free
ocean area available to fish was therefore estimated to be 352.3 million
km2. Industrial catch per unit area (metric tons per square kilometer)
was calculated as the total industrial catch divided by the total area fished
in each year. The data were plotted as line charts overlaid with broken
stick regression lines showing points of inflection in the trend lines, no-
tably the point of peak fish in 1996.

The global geographical distribution of industrial catch wasmapped
for the first and last decades of the time series (1950–1959 and 2005–2014)
by averaging total industrial catch in each cell for each 10-year period
and plotting the resulting values as a spatially defined raster super-
imposed on the world map. Since the distribution of cell catch values
was highly skewed, catch per unit area in each cell was color-coded
using a logarithmic scale, to give greater visual resolution among the
smaller values.

To examine the relationship between fishing distance and govern-
ment subsidies, mean distance to fish was plotted against harmful (fuel
and capacity-enhancing) subsidies as a percent of landings. Subsidies
were taken from Sumaila et al. (31). The relationship was tested using
linear regression, and the line of best fit (±95% confidence interval) was
added to the scatterplot. All analyses were performed using the R Sta-
tistical Language and packages in RStudio.
SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS
Supplementary material for this article is available at http://advances.sciencemag.org/cgi/
content/full/4/8/eaar3279/DC1
Fig. S1. Mean distance traveled to fishing grounds by the world’s industrial fisheries.
Fig. S2. Mean distance traveled to fishing grounds versus harmful subsidies.
Fig. S3. Schematic of methodology used for great circle distance calculations.
REFERENCES AND NOTES
1. M.Kurlansky,COD: A Biographyof the Fish thatChanged theWorld (Walker andCompany, 1997).
2. M. J. Morwood, D. R. Hobbs, The Asian connection: Preliminary report on Indonesian

trepang sites on the Kimberley coast, N.W. Australia. Archaeol. Ocean. 32, 197–206 (1997).
3. C. Roberts, The Unnatural History of the Sea (Island Press, 2010).
4. J. M. Knauss, The growth of British fisheries during the industrial revolution. Ocean Dev.

Int. Law 36, 1–11 (2005).
5. A. Gilchrist, Cod Wars and How to Lose Them (Q Press, 1978).
6. W. Swartz, E. Sala, S. Tracey, R. Watson, D. Pauly, The spatial expansion and ecological

footprint of fisheries (1950 to present). PLOS ONE 5, e15143 (2010).
7. R. Bonfil, G. Munro, U. R. Sumaila, H. Valtysson, M. Wright, T. Pitcher, D. Preikshot,

N. Haggan, D. Pauly, Impacts of distant water fleets: An ecological, economic and social
assessment, in The Footprint of Distant Water Fleets on World Fisheries (Endangered
Seas Campaign, WWF International, 1998), pp. 11–111.

8. L. H. Smith, To accede or not to accede: An analysis of the current US position related to
the United Nations law of the sea. Mar. Policy 83, 184–193 (2017).

9. S. M. Garcia, J. Rice, A. T. Charles, Governance of marine fisheries and biodiversity
conservation: A history, in Governance of Marine Fisheries and Biodiversity Conservation:
Interaction and Coevolution, S. M. Garcia, J. Rice, A. T. Charles, Eds. (John Wiley & Sons,
ed. 1, 2014), pp. 3–17.

10. J. Alder, U. R. Sumaila, Western Africa: A fish basket of Europe past and present. J. Environ.
Dev. 13, 156–178 (2004).

11. F. Le Manach, C. Chaboud, D. Copeland, P. Cury, D. Gascuel, K. M. Kleisner, A. Standing,
U. R. Sumaila, D. Zeller, D. Pauly, European union’s public fishing access agreements
in developing countries. PLOS ONE 8, e79899 (2013).
5 of 6

https://msi.nga.mil/MSISiteContent/StaticFiles/NAV_PUBS/WPI/WPI_Shapefile.zip
https://msi.nga.mil/MSISiteContent/StaticFiles/NAV_PUBS/WPI/WPI_Shapefile.zip
https://sites.hks.harvard.edu/cid/ciddata/geographydata.htm
https://nsidc.org/cryosphere/seaice/index.html
http://advances.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/full/4/8/eaar3279/DC1
http://advances.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/full/4/8/eaar3279/DC1
http://advances.sciencemag.org/


SC I ENCE ADVANCES | R E S EARCH ART I C L E

 on January 8, 2020
http://advances.sciencem

ag.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

12. T. G. Mallory, China’s distant water fishing industry: Evolving policies and implications.
Mar. Policy 38, 99–108 (2013).

13. C. Finley, The industrialization of commercial fishing, 1930–2016, in Oxford Research
Encyclopedia of Environmental Science (Oxford Univ. Press, 2016); http://
environmentalscience.oxfordre.com/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780199389414.001.0001/
acrefore-9780199389414-e-31.

14. P. Holm, World War II and the ‘Great Acceleration’ of North Atlantic Fisheries (Environment
& Society Portal, 2012); www.environmentandsociety.org/mml/holm-poul-world-war-ii-
and-great-acceleration-north-atlantic-fisheries.

15. D. Pauly, V. Christensen, S. Guénette, T. J. Pitcher, U. R. Sumaila, C. J. Walters,
R. Watson, D. Zeller, Towards sustainability in world fisheries. Nature 418, 689–695
(2002).

16. M. Ward, Quantifying the World: UN Ideas and Statistics (Indiana Univ. Press, 2004).
17. D. Pauly, D. Zeller, Catch reconstructions reveal that global marine fisheries catches are

higher than reported and declining. Nat. Commun. 7, 10244 (2016).
18. D. Pauly, D. Zeller, Global Atlas of Marine Fisheries (Island Press, 2016).
19. R. Chuenpagdee, L. Liguori, M. L. D. Palomares, D. Pauly, Bottom-Up, Global Estimates of

Small-Scale Marine Fisheries Catches (Fisheries Centre Reports, University of British
Columbia, 2006), p. 105.

20. D. Zeller, M. L. D. Palomares, A. Tavakolie, M. Ang, D. Belhabib, W. W. L. Cheung,
V. W. Y. Lam, E. Sy, G. Tsui, K. Zylich, D. Pauly, Still catching attention: Sea Around Us
reconstructed global catch data, their spatial expression and public accessibility.
Mar. Policy 70, 145–152 (2016).

21. D. Pauly, D. Zeller, Comments on FAOs State of World Fisheries and Aquaculture
(SOFIA 2016). Mar. Policy 77, 176–181 (2017).

22. G. Merino, M. Barange, L. Rodwell, C. Mullon, Modelling the sequential geographical
exploitation and potential collapse of marine fisheries through economic globalization,
climate change and management alternatives. Sci. Mar. 75, 779–790 (2011).

23. H. Österblom, C. Folke, Globalization, marine regime shifts and the Soviet Union.
Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B. Biol. Sci. 370, 20130278 (2015).

24. L. Victorero, L. Watling, M. L. Deng Palomares, C. Nouvian, Out of sight, but within reach:
A global history of bottom-trawled deep-sea fisheries from >400 m depth. Front. Mar.
Sci. 5, 98 (2018).

25. V. Christensen, S. de la Puente, J. C. Sueiro, J. Steenbeek, P. Majluf, Valuing seafood: The
Peruvian fisheries sector. Mar. Policy 44, 302–311 (2014).

26. H. N. Scheiber, K. J. Mengerink, Y.-h. Song, Ocean tuna fisheries, East Asian rivalries, and
international regulation: Japanese policies and the overcapacity/IUU fishing conundrum.
Univ. Hawaii Law Rev. 30, 97–165 (2007).

27. R. D. Smith, Japan’s International Fisheries Policy (Routledge, 2015).

28. M. Marschke, P. Vandergeest, Slavery scandals: Unpacking labour challenges and policy
responses within the off-shore fisheries sector. Mar. Policy 68, 39–46 (2016).

29. T. Panayotou, S. Jetanavanich, The Economics and Management of Thai Marine Fisheries
(ICLARM Studies and Reviews, 1987), vol. 14.

30. U. R. Sumaila, C. Bellmann, A. Tipping, Fishing for the future: An overview of challenges
and opportunities. Mar. Policy 69, 173–180 (2016).

31. U. R. Sumaila, V. Lam, F. Le Manach, W. Swartz, D. Pauly, Global fisheries subsidies: An
updated estimate. Mar. Policy 69, 189–193 (2016).

32. T. G. Mallory, Fisheries subsidies in China: Quantitative and qualitative assessment of
policy coherence and effectiveness. Mar. Policy 68, 74–82 (2016).

33. E. Sala, J. Mayorga, C. Costello, D. Kroodsma, M. L. D. Palomares, D. Pauly, U. R. Sumaila,
D. Zeller, The economics of fishing the high seas. Sci. Adv. 4, eaat2504 (2018).
Tickler et al., Sci. Adv. 2018;4 : eaar3279 1 August 2018
34. D. A. Kroodsma, J. Mayorga, T. Hochberg, N. A. Miller, K. Boerder, F. Ferretti, A. Wilson,
B. Bergman, T. D. White, B. A. Block, P. Woods, B. Sullivan, C. Costello, B. Worm, Tracking
the global footprint of fisheries. Science 359, 904–908 (2018).

35. H. Österblom, A. Constable, S. Fukumi, Illegal fishing and the organized crime analogy.
Trends Ecol. Evol. 26, 261–262 (2011).

36. C. Ewell, S. Cullis-Suzuki, M. Ediger, J. Hocevar, D. Miller, J. Jacquet, Potential ecological
and social benefits of a moratorium on transshipment on the high seas. Mar. Policy
81, 293–300 (2017).

37. UNODC, Transnational Organized Crime in the Fishing Industry (United Nations Office on
Drug and Crime, 2011).

38. A. Telesetsky, Laundering fish in the global undercurrents: Illegal, unreported, and
unregulated fishing and transnational organized crime. Ecol. Law Quart. 41, 939–997 (2014).

39. R. A. Watson, W. W. L. Cheung, J. A. Anticamara, R. U. Sumaila, D. Zeller, D. Pauly,
Global marine yield halved as fishing intensity redoubles. Fish Fish. 14, 493–503 (2013).

40. U. R. Sumaila, V. W. Y. Lam, D. D. Miller, L. Teh, R. A. Watson, D. Zeller, W. W. L. Cheung,
I. M. Côté, A. D. Rogers, C. Roberts, E. Sala, D. Pauly, Winners and losers in a world
where the high seas is closed to fishing. Sci. Rep. 5, 8481 (2015).

41. J. Spijkers, T. H. Morrison, R. Blasiak, G. S. Cumming, M. Osborne, J. Watson, H. Österblom,
Marine fisheries and future ocean conflict. Fish Fish. 10, 173 (2018).

42. D. Zeller, T. Cashion, M. Palomares, D. Pauly, Global marine fisheries discards: A synthesis
of reconstructed data. Fish Fish. 19, 30–39 (2017).

43. D. Zeller, S. Booth, G. Davis, D. Pauly, Re-estimation of small-scale fishery catches for U.S.
flag-associated island areas in the western Pacific: The last 50 years. Fish. Bull. 105,
266–277 (2007).

44. D. Belhabib, V. Koutob, A. Sall, V. W. Y. Lam, D. Pauly, Fisheries catch misreporting and its
implications: The case of Senegal. Fish. Res. 151, 1–11 (2014).

45. W. S. Cleveland, LOWESS: A program for smoothing scatterplots by robust locally
weighted regression. Am. Stat. 35, 54 (1981).

Acknowledgments: We appreciate the detailed and constructive reviews we received, which
greatly improved the text. Funding: The authors acknowledge the support of the Sea
Around Us and the Sea Around Us–Indian Ocean. All Sea Around Us activities are supported by
the Oak Foundation, the Marisla Foundation, Oceana, the MAVA Foundation, the David
and Lucile Packard Foundation, and the Paul M. Angell Family Foundation. Author
contributions: D.P., D.Z., and J.J.M. conceived the analysis. D.T. analyzed the data, with
support from M.-L.P., and produced the figures. D.P., D.Z., and D.T. wrote the manuscript, with
reviews and edits by M.-L.P. and J.J.M. Competing interests: D.Z. is a member of the
scientific advisory board of Denver (USA)–based NGO Secure Fisheries but receives no
compensation or funding in this capacity. The other authors declare that they have
no competing interests. Data and materials availability: All data needed to evaluate the
conclusions in the paper are present in the paper and/or the Supplementary Materials.
Data used in the analyses reported above are available upon request from the Sea Around Us
(www.seaaroundus.org). Additional data related to this paper may be requested from the authors.

Submitted 26 October 2017
Accepted 10 July 2018
Published 1 August 2018
10.1126/sciadv.aar3279

Citation: D. Tickler, J. J. Meeuwig, M.-L. Palomares, D. Pauly, D. Zeller, Far from home: Distance
patterns of global fishing fleets. Sci. Adv. 4, eaar3279 (2018).
6 of 6

http://environmentalscience.oxfordre.com/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780199389414.001.0001/acrefore-9780199389414-e-31
http://environmentalscience.oxfordre.com/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780199389414.001.0001/acrefore-9780199389414-e-31
http://environmentalscience.oxfordre.com/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780199389414.001.0001/acrefore-9780199389414-e-31
http://www.environmentandsociety.org/mml/holm-poul-world-war-ii-and-great-acceleration-north-atlantic-fisheries
http://www.environmentandsociety.org/mml/holm-poul-world-war-ii-and-great-acceleration-north-atlantic-fisheries
http://advances.sciencemag.org/


Far from home: Distance patterns of global fishing fleets
David Tickler, Jessica J. Meeuwig, Maria-Lourdes Palomares, Daniel Pauly and Dirk Zeller

DOI: 10.1126/sciadv.aar3279
 (8), eaar3279.4Sci Adv 

ARTICLE TOOLS http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/4/8/eaar3279

MATERIALS
SUPPLEMENTARY http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/suppl/2018/07/30/4.8.eaar3279.DC1

REFERENCES

http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/4/8/eaar3279#BIBL
This article cites 32 articles, 2 of which you can access for free

PERMISSIONS http://www.sciencemag.org/help/reprints-and-permissions

Terms of ServiceUse of this article is subject to the 

 is a registered trademark of AAAS.Science AdvancesYork Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20005. The title 
(ISSN 2375-2548) is published by the American Association for the Advancement of Science, 1200 NewScience Advances 

License 4.0 (CC BY-NC).
Science. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. Distributed under a Creative Commons Attribution NonCommercial 
Copyright © 2018 The Authors, some rights reserved; exclusive licensee American Association for the Advancement of

 on January 8, 2020
http://advances.sciencem

ag.org/
D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/4/8/eaar3279
http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/suppl/2018/07/30/4.8.eaar3279.DC1
http://advances.sciencemag.org/content/4/8/eaar3279#BIBL
http://www.sciencemag.org/help/reprints-and-permissions
http://www.sciencemag.org/about/terms-service
http://advances.sciencemag.org/

