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Abstract 

The implementation of effective no-take marine reserves or marine protected areas (MPAs) 
is a central goal of modern fisheries science. Accordingly, a number of studies have been 
conducted to understand broad rules for the creation of MPAs and have tested the effects of 
marine reserves for specific regions of interest. However, there still exist many challenges 
for implementing effective MPAs. Deducing theoretical conditions guaranteeing that the 
introduction of MPAs will increase fishing yields in age-structured population dynamics is 
one such challenge. To derive such conditions, a simple mathematical model is developed 
that follows the metapopulation dynamics of a sedentary species. The obtained results 
suggest that moderate recruitment success of an individual’s eggs is a necessary condition 
for an MPA plan to increase biomass yields. Furthermore, numerical simulations of the 
optimal fishing regime with MPAs aiming at maximizing the fishing yields suggest that 
biomass yields monotonically decrease with the fraction of the MPAs. The optimal fishing 
mortality rate suddenly jumps to a very high value, leading to a sudden decline in the 
population biomass, to a lower level than in a fishing regime with a constant fishing 
mortality rate. The decline in the population biomass is never observed in the fishing 
regime with a constant fishing mortality. 
 

Introduction 
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In line with global targets agreed upon under the Convention on Biological Diversity [1], a 
central goal of modern fisheries science is the introduction of effective no-take marine 
reserves or marine protected areas (MPAs) [2]. Accordingly, a number of studies have been 
conducted to understand generic rules for the creation of MPAs from theoretical 
perspectives [3–11] and tested the effect of marine reserves in specific regions [12–14]. 
However, there still remain many challenges for implementing effective MPAs [15]. 
Deducing theoretical conditions that can guarantee that the introduction of MPAs will 
increase fishing yields in an age-structured population dynamics is one such challenge, and 
deducing these conditions has potential to improve our insight of MPA management 
significantly. Age-structured models often play a central role in the study of marine 
reserves (e.g., [3,4,6,16]) because many marine species show critically different life history 
aspect depending on their age (e.g., egg, larva, and juvenile), but the question about 
theoretical conditions mentioned above remains unanswered, possibly because of the 
difficulty in treating an age and spatial structure at the same time. 
 Here, keeping the abovementioned primary goal of deducing theoretical 
conditions in mind, I develop a simplest possible mathematical model that follows the 
metapopulation dynamics of a sedentary species, which are often the focus of planned 
marine reserves (e.g., [17]). Using the same framework of the model, I also conduct 
numerical simulations to explore the optimal fishing with MPAs that is also one of the main 
interests of management with marine reserves [7,18,19]. 
 In the following sections, I derive a theoretical condition that indicates that 
moderate recruitment success of an individual’s eggs is necessary to cause the introduction 
of MPAs to lead to increased population biomass. The optimal fishing regime with MPAs 
aiming at maximizing the biomass yields suggests that biomass yields monotonically 
decrease with the fraction of the MPAs, and that the optimal fishing mortality rate suddenly 
jumps to a very high value, leading to a sudden decline in the population biomass, to a 
lower level than in a fishing regime with a constant mortality rate. 
 
Models 
Population dynamics and fisheries with MPAs 
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 I consider the situation where fishing activities take place in the patchy 
environments in which a larval dispersal of the sedentary species creates metapopulation 
dynamics, containing N (>>1) patches (Fig. 1a). Managers introduce MPAs with the aim of 
increasing the biomass yield in the concerned region. Larval dispersal of the target species 
connects patches, but the species does not migrate between patches after larval settlement. 
In an age-structured metapopulation model, individuals experience a natural mortality rate 
M, and, for individuals older than the legal age,aleg , the fishing mortality rate Fi  (Fig. 1b). 

The fishing mortality rate in patch i, Fi , is 0 if MPAs cover the patch, and larger than 0 if 

it is fishing ground. Individuals continue to grow in length until reaching the maximum age 
amax , and die after producing eggs when they reach this age. Population dynamics after the 

larval settlement in the patch i, age a, and year t is then described by 

Xi, a, t =
Xi, a−1, t−1 e

−M ,             1≤ a ≤ aleg

Xi, a,−1 t  -1e
−(M+Fi ),        aleg < a ≤ amax

#

$
%

&%
.    (1a) 

Eq. (1a) can be rewritten in the following form, suggesting that the numbers of all age 
classes are calculated from the number of individuals at age 0: 

Xi, a, t =
Xi, 0, t  e

−aM ,             1≤ a ≤ aleg

Xi, 0, t  e
alegFie−a(M+Fi ),     aleg < a ≤ amax

#

$
%

&%
.    (1b) 

Mature individuals with age older than amat  produce eggs at the end of year with fecundity 
rate f (La ) , which is a function of length of an individual at age a, La  [i.e., the number of 

eggs produced from the age class a (≥ aleg )  is Xi, 0, t  e
alegFie−a(Fi+M ) f (La ) ]. The von 

Bertalanffy growth equation calculates the length for each age a, La , given the maximum 

length L∞ , the age at 0 cm a0 , and growth rate k: La = L∞ 1− e
−k a−a0( )( ) . One can also 

obtain the weight of an individual with age a, Wa  using an allometric relationship with 

constants b1  and b2 , Wa = b1La
b2 . Total biomass in the system in year t, Bt , is therefore 

the sum of the biomass over all age classes and patches, Bt = WaXi, a, ti, a∑ . 

 



 4 

a0� amat� aleg� amax�
age�

Reproduction�

M+Fi�
Density-!
dependent!
recruitment�

M�

���� ����

 
Figure 1 Schematic descriptions of the model. (a) Larval dispersal generates 
metapopulation dynamics. Circles (vertexes) represent the habitat of the species. Lines and 
self-connecting curves represent connections made in the dispersal: in this example, the 
number of connections is 3. (b) Age-structured population dynamics occur in each habitat. 
The species experiences this density effect in only the larval settlement period. After 
settlement, the species experiences natural mortality rate M for individuals with age lower 
than aleg  and both the natural mortality rate, M, and fishing mortality rates, Fi , for 
individuals with age larger than aleg . Individuals begin producing eggs after reaching the 

age of maturity amat . 

 
I assume that the density dependent effect only takes place in the period of the 

larval settlement, with the Beverton-Holt egg-recruitment relationship [20]. Therefore, 
given the number of larval arrivals at patch i at the end of year t-1, Ŝi, t−1 , the maximum 
settler survival rate α  and the inverse of the carrying capacity β = K −1 , the number of 
recruitments at year t is 

Xi, 0, t =
αŜi, t−1

1+βŜi, t−1

.       (2) 

The number of larvae arriving at the patch i, Ŝi, t , depends on the metapopulation structure. 
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Here, for the purpose of analytical tractability, I assume that all patches of the system have 
identical properties such as carrying capacity and number of links connecting with other 
patches (i.e., mean-field approximation; see e.g., [21]). Therefore, given the number of eggs 
produced in patch j in the end of year t, Sj, t , the survival rate of larvae during the dispersal 

duration, σ , and the proportion of the number of links connecting with other patches to 
the total number of patches, p, the number of larvae the patch i receives in year t is 

Ŝi, t = σ pN( ) Sj, tj∈ν (i)∑ ,      (3) 

where j ∈ ν (i)  represents the patch j connecting to the patch i. I assume that patch i 

connects with itself. pN is the actual number of the links of each patch, and the equation 
suggests that larvae disperse evenly to the connected patches due to the assumption of 
identical properties of each patch (i.e., larval pool assumption [22,23]). Given the fraction 
of the MPAs, r, in the system, (therefore,0 ≤ r ≤1 ) and from Eq. (1b) and (2), one can 
further extend Eq. (3) to the situation considering management with MPAs 

Ŝi, t =
σ
pN

αŜt−1

1+βŜt−1

e−aM f (La )
amat+1

aleg

∑ + ealegFi e−a(M+Fi ) f (La )
aleg+1

amax

∑
#

$
%%

&

'
((

j∈ν (i)
∑ ,

     = σαŜt−1

1+βŜt−1

r e−aM f (La )
amat+1

amax

∑
from reserve

! "## $##
+ (1− r) e−aM f (La )

amat+1

aleg

∑ + ealegFi e−a(M+Fi ) f (La )
aleg+1
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∑
#
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  (4) 

Only the fraction of fishing ground, 1-r, of all patches N contributes to the biomass yields, 
and one derives the biomass yields in year t 

Yt =
Fi

Fi +M
N(1− r) Xa (1− e

alegFie−(M+Fi ) )
aleg

amax−1

∑ Wa,

   = Fi
Fi +M

N(1− r)ealegFi (1− e−(M+Fi ) ) αŜt−1

1+βŜt−1

e−a(M+Fi )

aleg

amax−1

∑ Wa.

   (5) 

 
Equilibrium biomass yield and population biomass 
At equilibrium, the number of larvae arriving each year becomes constant over sequential 
years, and thus Ŝi, t = Ŝi, t−1 = Ŝ

*
i  is satisfied. By solving Eq. (4) about Ŝ*i , one obtains the 
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equilibrium number of larvae arrivals at each patch: 

Ŝ*i =
1
β
σα r e−aM f (La )

amat+1

amax

∑ + (1− r) e−aM f (La )
amat+1

aleg

∑ + ealegF e−a(M+Fi ) f (La )
aleg+1

amax

∑
#

$
%%

&

'
((

)

*
+
+

,

-
.
.
−1

)

*
+
+

,

-
.
.

.     (6) 

By substituting Eq. (6) into Eq. (5), the equilibrium biomass yield is thus 

Y * = (1− r)A1 1−
1

σα r(A2 − A3)+ A3{ }

"

#
$
$

%

&
'
'
,      (7) 

where A1 = FiN Fi +M( )−1 ealegFi (1− e−(M+Fi ) )αβ −1 e−a(M+Fi )

aleg

amax−1
∑ Wa , A2 = e−aM f (La )

amat+1

amax

∑ , and 

A3 = e−aM
amat+1

aleg
∑ f (La )+ e

alegFi e−a(M+Fi )

aleg+1

amax
∑ f (La ) . A2  and A3  reflect the fecundity of the 

species in an MPA and fishing ground, respectively. 
 

Results 
Analytical conditions that MPAs increase the biomass yields 
 Given the equilibrium biomass yield (7), one can analyze the conditions for 
which introducing MPAs will increase the biomass yields. Necessary and sufficiently 
conditions are that Eq. (7) is (i) a concave function of the MPAs fraction r in 0 ≤ r ≤1 , as 
well as (ii) that the peak of this function lies in this range of r. The second derivative of Eq. 
(7), d 2Y * dr2 = −2A1A2 (A2 − A3) σα( )−1 r(A2 − A3)+ A3{ }

−3  is negative if A2 > A3 , which is 

condition (i). Clearly condition (i) is always satisfied. One can easily derive the condition 
(ii) as A3 < (ασ )

−1/2A2
1/2 < A2 . By combining both conditions, one concludes that the 

introduction of the MPAs increases if the parameters satisfy A3 < (ασ )−1/2A21/2 < A2 . It is worth 

noting that this condition does not include the number of patches, N (but >>1) or the 
inverse of the carrying capacity β . In that case, the optimal fraction of the MPAs, which 

maximizes the biomass yields, is −A3 + A2 ασ( )( ) A2 − A3( ) . This suggests that the optimal 

fraction of the MPAs increases as ασ  increases, and the values for this situation reflect 
the likelihood of an egg successfully settling in a given patch. In the case where a species 
produces the large number of eggs and the likelihood of an egg successfully settling in one 
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patch is not very small (ασ r(A2 − A3)+ A3{ }>>1  for any r), Eq. (7) has the approximated 

form: Y * ≈ (1− r)A1 . Thus, one can immediately conclude that the equilibrium yields is 

linearly decreasing with the fraction of MPAs, r. 
 
Simulation with parameter values for red abalone Haliotis rufescens 
Here, I plot specific values of the population biomass with MPAs using the equations 
derived above. As an example, I use the parameter values for red abalone Haliotis rufescens, 
which demonstrate typical characteristics of sessile species, and thus it may be suitable for 
testing the model’s ability to predict the effects of MPAs. In addition, the species is often a 
target of fisheries and considered in MPA planning (e.g., Marine Life Protection Act in 
California [17]). Thus, there are relatively rich sources of the estimated parameter values to 
be used (Table 1). Specifically, I simulate the situation where the parameters α  and  σ  
meet the condition derived above for some fishing mortality rates: namely, the introduction 
of MPAs will increase the biomass yields. Specifically, I use the parameter values 

α = 3.0×10−1  and σ =10−6  in the simulation results shown in the following figures. 
However, qualitatively similar results are obtained with (α,σ ) = (3.0×10−2,10−5 )  and 

(3.0×10−3,10−4 ; data not shown). 
 
Table 1 Parameters for red abalone Haliotis rufescens. The parameter values are largely 
borrowed from White et al. [24]. 
  
 

Parameter Description Value Source 

L∞  Maximum size 19.24 cm [25] 

k Growth rate 0.2174 cm/year [25] 

a0  Age at 0 cm 0 year [25] 
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Figure 2a shows the effect of MPAs on the relative biomass yields. MPAs with a fraction 
up to about 0.2 increases the biomass yields when fishing mortality is high, and this effect 
becomes significant as fishing mortality increases. Similarly, the population biomass 
increases with the fraction of MPAs r and this effect is more significant when fishing 
mortality is high (Fig. 2b). Absolute values are shown in Fig. S1. 
 

b1  Coefficient in length-to-weight 
relationship 

1.69×10−4  [26] 

b2  Exponent in length-to-weight 
relationship 

3.02 [26] 

Ea  Fecundity-at-length 15.32La
4.518  eggs [27] 

amax  Maximum age 30 years [28] 

amat  Age at maturity 3 years [29] 

acatch  Age available to fishing 8 years (17.8 cm) [24] 

M Natural mortality rate 0.15/year [30] 

α  Maximum settler survival rate 3.0×10−3 ~ 3.0×10−1  
/year 

 

β  Inverse of the carrying capacity 10−4   

σ  Survival rate of larvae during the 
dispersal duration 

10−6 ~10−4  
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Figure 2 Effect of MPAs on the relative biomass yield and population biomass. (a) 
Biomass yields relative to those without MPAs, and (b) population biomass relative to that 
without MPAs in red abalone fisheries. Each line for both panels shows results with a 
different fishing mortality rate (0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0). Fishing mortality rates between the 

lines increase or decrease monotonically. Plot is for the parameters values α = 3.0×10−1  
and σ =10−6 . 

 
Given a certain fraction of MPAs r one can simulate the optimal fishing mortality rate that 
maximizes biomass yields (Fig. 3). No increase in biomass yield would occur for a regime 
comprising optimal fisheries and MPAs. In this regime of fisheries management, however, 
the optimal fishing mortality shows a remarkable feature: it suddenly jumps to very high 
values around the MPAs fraction of 0.2 (Fig. 3, blue curve), causing a sudden decline in 
biomass yield. This decline is never observed in fisheries with constant fishing mortality 
(Fig. 2b). 
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Figure 3 Optimal fisheries with MPAs. Biomass yields relative to those without MPAs 
(red), population biomass relative to that without MPAs (green), and optimal fishing 
mortality rate (blue) of red abalone fisheries. Plot is for the parameters values 

α = 3.0×10−1  and σ =10−6 . 
 

Discussion 
Here, I derived a theoretical condition for which an establishment of MPAs will increase 
fishery biomass yields, in an age-structured metapopulation model in a simple setting 
where all patches are assumed to have identical properties (e.g., connections with other 
patches and carrying capacity). For meeting this condition, the likelihood of an individual’s 
eggs successfully settling in one patch ασ  should not be very large and very small, 
suggesting an intermediate recruitment success is required. The optimal fraction of the 
MPAs increases as ασ  decreases, and vise versa. Typically, a relatively high fishing 
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mortality rate is required to increase the population biomass (Fig. 2a), and this result is 
consistent with [4]. However, in the case where each patch receives a sufficient number of 
settlers per year, introduction of MPAs decreases biomass yields at a rate proportional to 
the fraction of fishing grounds 1-r. Similarly, the introduction of MPAs improves the 
population biomass to a greater extent if the given fishing mortality rate is larger (Fig. 2b). 
It is intuitive result because the species receives greater benefit from MPAs if the fishing 
mortality rate is higher. The number of patches, N, the inverse of the carrying capacity, β , 

and the proportion of the number of links connecting with other patches to the total number, 
p, do not affect conditions (however, I assume N >> 1). In addition to biological parameters, 
geographic parameters may also affect both the values of N, β , and p, but the results 

suggest that geographic conditions are less important than the life history parameters of the 
species for achieving effective MPAs given identical patches. 

I also found, using the parameters of red abalone, that MPA management with an 
optimal fishing mortality rate to achieve maximum biomass yields monotonically decreases 
the biomass yield. This management regime shows a sudden jump to a very high fishing 
mortality rate when a certain fraction of the MPAs is reached, causing a discrete decline in 
the population biomass. This is not observed in MPA management with a constant fishing 
mortality rate (Fig. 3). In particular, the optimal fishing regime holds a relatively abundant 
population biomass before the jump, but after the jump, the population biomass is lower 
than the fishing regime with a constant fishing mortality rate (Fig. S1). This jump in the 
fishing mortality rate may occur because of a source effect from the existing MPAs, which 
has been observed in a previous study of optimal fisheries using source–sink population 
dynamics [31]. The trend that introducing a larger fraction of the MPAs requires a higher 
fishing mortality rate to maximize fishing yields is consistent with previous research [3]. 

In the analysis, I focused on biomass yield as a main concern of the MPAs 
management. However, MPAs management is often also aimed at improving economic 
benefits [18], and typically the objective function in such management has the form 
price×Yt − cost×Fi  (e.g., [32]). Even with consideration of such costs, the qualitative 

results derived in this research may still hold in situations where the cost of fishing is small 
or the price of the species is high. 
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While I assume a regular graph for a metapopulation network in which the degree 
(number of connections) of each patch is same among patches, to maintain analytical 
tractability, larval dispersal often creates more complex metapopulation networks (e.g., 
small-world network [33]) in marine ecosystems [34–36]. In such situations, some patches 
have a larger degree of connectedness than others, which may cause uneven effects of 
introducing an MPA in one patch, breaking the assumption of identical patches. While 
exploring the MPA effect in more complex metapopulation structures is beyond the scope 
of this paper, this observation may enrich our understanding of MPAs management. 
However, the mean-filed approach I applied in the analyses may fit a situation where larvae 
are well mixed during their dispersal period and dispersed close to evenly in their 
connected patches. 

In this paper, using an age-structured metapopulation model, I obtained simple 
theoretical conditions that guarantee the introduction of the MPAs will increase the biomass 
yields of fisheries. I also showed that the optimal fishery strategy may cause a sudden jump 
to a high fishing mortality rate, thereby suddenly lowering the population biomass at a 
certain fraction of the MPAs. Although this paper intended to deduce generic rules for the 
creation of MPAs, future exploration of more realistic situations will be necessary for 
enhancing our insight of MPAs management. 
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Figure S1 Biomass yields and population biomass in red abalone fisheries. (a) Biomass 
yields, and (b) population biomass in red abalone fisheries with MPAs. Each line for both 
panels shows the result with a different fishing mortality rate (0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0; red line), 
and optimal fishing mortality (green line). Fishing mortality rates between the lines 

increase or decrease monotonically. The plot is for the parameters values α = 3.0×10−1  
and σ =10−6 . 


