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LING - LANGA 

Molva molva 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

The common ling is one of the largest fish of the Gadiformes order reaching a maximum length of 200 

cm, with a mean length of about 80 cm according to data from the annual Icelandic spring groundfish 

survey. It is a demersal fish that preys on fish and invertebrates and can be found at depths 10 and 1300 

meters but is most common ly caught at depths between 100 and 400 meters. It reaches sexual maturity 

at the age of 5-8 years and 60-80 cm total length. Ling spawns in May and June mostly along the edges 

of the south, southwest and west of the Icelandic continental shelf.  

THE FISHERY 

LANDINGS TRENDS 

In 1947 to 1971, landings of ling in Icelandic waters ranged between 7000 to more than 15000 tonnes. 

Landings decreased between 1972 and 2000 to as little as 3000 tonnes as a result of most foreign vessels 

being excluded from the Icelandic EEZ. In 2001-2010, catches increased constantly and reached 11000 

tonnes in 2010 and remained at that level for the most part  until 2014, when the catches increased to 

14000 tonnes. Since 2014, ling catches have reduced and were around 8000 tonnes in 2019 (Table 1 and 

Figure 1). 

 

Figure 1 . Ling. Nominal landings . 

Mynd 1. Langa. Landaður afli . 
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The fishery for ling in Icelandic waters has not changed substantially in recent years. Around 130-160 

longliners annually report catches of ling, around 20-50 gillnetters and around 60 trawlers. Most of ling 

is caught on longlines (Figure 2, Table 1) which has increased since 2000 to around 72% in 2019. At the 

same time the proportion caught by gillnets has decreased from 20ð30% in 2000ð2007 to only 1% in 

2019. Catches in trawls have varied less and have been at around 20% of Icelandic catches % (Figure 2, 

Table 1).  

Most of the ling caught by Icelandic longliners is caught at depths less than 300 m, and by trawlers at 

less than 400 m (Figure 3). The main fishing grounds for ling as observed from logbooks are in the south, 

southwestern and western part of the Icelandic shelf (Figure 4). The main trend in the spatial distribution 

of catches according to logbook entries is the decreased proportion of catches in the southeast and 

increased catches on the western part of the shelf two decades ago. Around 40% of ling catches are 

caught on the southwestern part of the shelf ( Figure 5). In recent years, the main fishing pressure has 

shifted towards shallower waters (Figure 2).  

Table 1. Ling. Number of Icelandic boats and catches by fleet segment pa rticipating in the ling fishery from logbooks.  

Tafla  1. Langa. Fjöldi íslenskra báta og afli eftir flota, sem taka þátt í  veiðum á löngu á Íslandsmiðum  samkvæmt 

afladagbókum . 

YEAR NUMBER OF BOATS   CATCHES IN TONNES     SUM 

  +ÖÕÎÓÐÕÌÙÚ &ÐÓÓÕÌÛÛÌÙÚ 3ÙÈÞÓÌÙÚ +ÖÕÎÓÐÕÌ &ÐÓÓÕÌÛ 3ÙÈÞÓ .ÛÏÌÙÚ  

ƖƔƔƔ ƕƚƙ ƜƜ ƚƜ ƕƙƗƛ ƛƔƗ ƛƖƝ ƖƗƚ ƗƙƖƚ 

ƖƔƔƕ ƕƘƚ ƕƕƘ ƙƛ ƕƔƜƚ ƕƔƙƚ ƘƝƖ ƖƖƗ ƗƕƛƘ 

ƖƔƔƖ ƕƖƜ ƝƖ ƙƚ ƕƖƛƛ ƚƘƝ ƚƚƕ ƖƘƜ Ɨƕƕƕ 

ƖƔƔƗ ƕƗƛ ƛƗ ƙƘ ƖƖƔƛ ƘƙƗ ƙƜƔ ƗƗƚ ƗƜƘƔ 

ƖƔƔƘ ƕƘƘ ƚƛ ƚƜ ƖƔƕƕ ƙƘƜ ƚƙƚ ƙƔƚ ƘƔƔƔ 

ƖƔƔƙ ƕƙƖ ƚƔ ƛƖ ƕƝƘƜ ƙƕƛ ƕƔƜƕ ƛƚƚ ƘƙƝƚ 

ƖƔƔƚ ƕƚƛ ƙƕ Ɯƕ ƗƛƗƗ ƚƗƘ ƕƖƘƖ ƚƚƝ ƚƙƛƛ 

ƖƔƔƛ ƕƙƙ ƙƝ ƛƚ ƘƔƘƘ ƚƚƛ ƕƗƝƚ ƘƝƖ ƚƜƜƝ 

ƖƔƔƜ ƕƗƜ ƘƗ ƛƜ ƙƔƔƖ ƙƔƝ ƕƙƔƝ ƛƕƘ ƛƝƝƗ 

ƖƔƔƝ ƕƘƕ Ƙƚ ƚƛ ƚƖƗƔ ƛƘƛ ƕƙƘƔ ƕƔƝƚ ƝƜƚƛ 

ƖƔƕƔ ƕƙƚ ƙƔ ƚƜ ƚƙƗƕ ƗƝƔ ƕƙƗƛ ƕƘƕƕ ƕƔƕƘƗ 

ƖƔƕƕ ƕƙƕ ƙƜ ƙƝ ƙƙƝƙ ƖƘƕ ƕƚƛƛ ƕƖƛƝ ƝƔƚƔ 

ƖƔƕƖ ƕƙƚ ƘƜ ƙƜ ƛƘƛƛ ƖƚƘ ƕƗƝƜ ƕƙƙƕ ƕƔƝƙƖ 

ƖƔƕƗ ƕƚƗ Ƙƙ ƙƛ ƚƛƜƕ ƗƙƘ ƖƜƔƙ ƖƙƘ ƕƔƕƝƘ 

ƖƔƕƘ ƕƖƜ ƗƔ ƚƔ ƕƔ ƗƘƖ ƚƛƗ ƖƛƖƖ ƖƖƜ ƕƗƝƚƙ 

ƖƔƕƙ ƕƙƝ ƘƘ ƙƜ ƛƛƚƙ ƚƙƙ ƕƝƕƗ ƕƖƕƜ ƕƕƙƙƕ 

ƖƔƕƚ ƕƗƛ Ƙƚ ƚƔ ƚƙƘƙ ƚƜƝ ƖƘƖƚ ƖƖƘ ƝƜƜƘ 

ƖƔƕƛ ƕƗƖ ƘƔ ƚƕ ƙƝƛƙ ƙƚƕ ƖƔƚƗ ƕƚƛ Ɯƛƚƚ 

ƖƔƕƜ ƕƖƜ ƖƖ ƙƙ ƙƗƚƙ ƗƝƛ ƖƕƕƘ ƕƜƚ ƜƔƚƖ 

ƖƔƕƝ ƕƘƝ ƗƖ ƚƕ ƙƝƚƘ ƕƕƙ ƕƚƚƛ ƙƖƗ ƜƖƚƝ 
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Figure 2. Ling.  Total catch (landings) by fishing gear since 1994, according to statistics from the Directorate of F isheries. 

Mynd  2. Langa. Landaður afli eftir veiðarfærum frá 1994, samkvæmt aflaskráningarkerfi Fiskistofu .  

 

Figure 3. Ling.  Depth distribution of ling catches from longlines  and trawls from Icelandic logbooks.  

Mynd  3. Langa. Afli línu - og botnvörpuveiða eftir d ýpi  samkvæmt afladagbókum.  
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Figure 4. Ling. Geographical distribution (tonnes/square mile) of the Icelandic longline ling fishery since 2003 as reported 

in logbooks by the Icelandic fleet.  

Mynd 4. Langa. Útbreiðsla löngu (tonn/sjómílu 2) á Íslandsmiðum frá 200 3 samkvæmt afladagbókum  íslenskra skipa .  
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Figure 5. Ling. Catch distribution and proportions by area according to logbooks.  

Mynd 5. Langa. Afli eftir svæðum ásamt hlutfalli innan hvers svæðis samkvæmt afladagbókum.  

LANDING DATA AVAILABLE 

In general sampling is considered good from commercial catches from the main gears (longlines and 

trawls). Sampling does seem to cover the spatial distribution of catches for longlines and trawls but less 

so for gillnets. Similarly, sampling does seem to follow the temporal distribution of catches ( Figure 6, 

WGDEEP 2012). 

LANDINGS AND DISCARDS 

Landings by Icelandic vessels are given by the Icelandic Directorate of Fisheries. Landings of Norwegian 

and Faroese vessels are given by the Icelandic Coast Guard. Discarding is banned by law in the Icelandic 

demersal fishery. Based on limited data, discard rates in the Icelandic longline fishery for ling are 

estimated very low (<1% in either numbers or weight) (WGDEEP, 2011:WD02). Measures in the 

management system such as converting quota share from one species to another are used by the fleet 

to a large extent and this is thought to discourage discarding in mixed fisheries. A description of the 

management system is given in the area overview (ICES 2019). 
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LENGTH COMPOSITIONS 

An overview of available length measurements is given in Table 2. Most of the measurements are from 

longlines. The number of available length measurements has been increasing in recent years in line with 

increased landings. Length distributions from the Icelandic longline and trawling fleet are presented in 

Figure 7. Sampling from commercial catches of ling is considered good; both in terms of spatial and 

temporal distribution of samples (Figure 6). Mean length as observed in length samples from longliners 

decreased from 2004-2008 from around 89 to 82 cm (Figure 7). This may be the result of increased 

recruitment in recent years rather than increased fishing effort. Mean length from longlines has varied 

in the period 2009-2017 between 85-93 cm with no clear trend, but appears to have increased in trawls 

only to closer to 100 cm in 2018 and 2019 

Table 2. Ling. Number of available length measurements from Icelandic commercial catches.  

Tafla 2. Langa. Fjöldi lengdarmælinga úr afla  íslenskra skipa .  

YEAR LONGLINES GILLNETS DEMERSAL SEINE TRAWLS SUM 

ƖƔƔƔ ƕƚƖƘ ƙƚƚ Ɣ ƗƜƗ ƖƙƛƗ 

ƖƔƔƕ ƕƚƚƕ ƘƝƗ Ɣ Ɨƛ ƖƕƝƕ 

ƖƔƔƖ ƕƙƔƘ Ɨƚƚ Ɣ ƖƖƕ ƖƔƝƕ 

ƖƔƔƗ ƖƘƔƘ ƗƔƔ Ɣ ƖƜƔ ƖƝƜƘ 

ƖƔƔƘ ƖƚƘƔ ƗƘƜ Ƙƚ ƕƘƕ Ɨƕƛƙ 

ƖƔƔƙ ƖƗƖƗ Ɨƕ ƕƔƕ ƘƝƝ ƖƝƙƘ 

ƖƔƔƚ ƗƗƙƘ ƚƘƙ Ɣ ƕƙƙƜ ƙƙƙƛ 

ƖƔƔƛ Ɨƚƚƕ Ɣ ƛƚ ƘƔƔ ƘƕƗƛ 

ƖƔƔƜ ƙƜƘƛ Ɨƙƛ ƕƙ ƝƚƝ ƛƕƜƜ 

ƖƔƔƝ ƝƔƕƘ ƘƕƔ Ɣ Ɲƚƚ ƕƔ ƗƝƔ 

ƖƔƕƔ ƛƗƖƖ ƙƛ Ɣ ƖƗƘƙ ƝƛƖƘ 

ƖƔƕƕ ƛƖƘƜ Ɣ ƕƙƔ ƕƝƝƙ ƝƗƝƗ 

ƖƔƕƖ ƕƖ ƛƛƔ Ɯƙ ƕƙƔ ƖƛƘƜ ƕƙ ƛƙƗ 

ƖƔƕƗ ƕƔ ƛƛƕ Ɩƚƛ ƕƖƖ ƖƗƗƛ ƕƗ ƘƝƛ 

ƖƔƕƘ ƚƘƘƜ ƕƖƜƚ ƕƖƔ ƙƔƙƗ ƕƗ ƚƕƔ 

ƖƔƕƙ ƗƗƕƙ ƕƙƚƗ Ɣ ƙƚƚƛ ƕƔ ƙƘƙ 

ƖƔƕƚ ƖƘƜƗ ƖƔƗƝ Ɣ ƗƚƛƗ ƜƕƝƙ 

ƖƔƕƛ ƕƚƗƛ ƘƜƙ Ɣ ƗƕƜƝ ƙƗƕƔ 

ƖƔƕƜ ƕƘƖƘ ƙƙƝ Ɣ ƕƚƔƗ ƘƖƝƜ 

ƖƔƕƝ ƗƙƝƜ Ɣ Ɣ ƕƜƗƔ ƚƖƘƛ 
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Figure 6. Ling. Spatial distribution of length samples (black  dots ) from commercial catches  in Icelandic waters.  

Mynd 6. Langa. Dreifing lengdarmælinga (svart ir punktar ) og afla á Íslandsmiðum.  

 

Figure 7 . Ling.  Length distributions from the Icelandic longline fleet ( black line and grey area ) and trawls (red lines)  from 

2004-2019. 

Mynd 7. Langa. Lengdardreifing úr línuveiðum ( svört lína og grátt svæði ) og botnvörpuveiðum (rauðar línur)  frá  2004-

2019.  
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AGE COMPOSITIONS 

A limited number of otoliths collected in 2010 were aged and a considerable difference in growth rates 

was observed between the older data and the 2010 data (WGDEEP, 2011:WD07). Substantial progress 

has been made since 2010. Now aged otoliths are available from the 2000 onwards (Table 3). In previous 

years, most of the ling caught in the Icelandic spring survey were between age 5 and 8 but from longlines 

the age was between 6 and 9. The past several years have shown a much larger composition of older 

fish, common up to 12, from both sample sources (see Survey Data, next section). 

Table 3. Ling. Number of available aged o toliths from the commercial catches.  

Tafla 3. Langa. Fjöldi aldursgreindra kvarna úr afla.  

YEAR LONGLINES GILLNETS D. SEINE TRAWLS TOTAL 

ƖƔƔƔ ƚƙƔ ƖƔƔ Ɣ ƕƙƔ ƕƔƔƔ 

ƖƔƔƕ ƙƙƔ ƕƝƗ Ɣ Ɨƛ ƛƜƔ 

ƖƔƔƖ ƙƕƝ ƕƚƚ Ɣ ƕƙƔ ƜƗƙ 

ƖƔƔƗ ƝƔƔ ƕƔƔ Ɣ ƕƙƔ ƕƕƙƔ 

ƖƔƔƘ ƛƙƔ ƕƔƔ Ƙƚ ƕƔƔ ƝƝƚ 

ƖƔƔƙ ƛƙƔ Ɣ Ɣ ƖƗƕ ƝƜƕ 

ƖƔƔƚ ƕƕƗƛ ƖƜƜ Ɣ ƙƙƔ ƕƝƛƙ 

ƖƔƔƛ ƕƗƔƔ Ɣ ƙƔ ƕƔƔ ƕƘƙƔ 

ƖƔƔƜ ƕƝƙƔ ƕƙƔ Ɣ Ɨƚƙ ƖƘƚƙ 

ƖƔƔƝ ƖƙƙƔ ƕƙƔ Ɣ ƘƔƔ ƗƕƔƔ 

ƖƔƕƔ ƖƘƝƜ ƙƔ Ɣ ƜƙƔ ƗƗƝƜ 

ƖƔƕƕ ƖƙƘƚ Ɣ ƙƔ ƛƔƔ ƗƖƝƚ 

ƖƔƕƖ ƘƔƗƕ ƙƔ ƙƔ ƝƘƕ ƙƔƛƖ 

ƖƔƕƗ ƖƜƚƗ ƕƔƔ ƙƔ ƜƔƔ ƗƜƕƗ 

ƖƔƕƘ ƛƘƗ ƖƖƙ ƖƔ ƝƕƗ ƕƝƔƕ 

ƖƔƕƙ ƙƝƙ ƗƔƔ Ɣ ƕƔƔƗ ƕƜƝƜ 

ƖƔƕƚ ƘƘƔ ƗƘƙ Ɣ ƚƜƔ ƕƘƚƙ 

ƖƔƕƛ ƗƕƔ Ɯƙ Ɣ ƙƝƙ ƝƝƔ 

ƖƔƕƜ ƖƘƘ ƕƔƔ Ɣ ƘƔƝ ƛƙƗ 

ƖƔƕƝ ƗƜƙ Ɣ Ɣ ƗƘƔ Ɯƚƙ 

CATCH AND EFFORT 

The CPUE estimates of ling from commercial fisheries in Icelandic waters have not been considered 

representative of stock abundance. 

SURVEY DATA 

Indices: The Icelandic spring groundfish survey, which has been conducted annually in March since 1985, 

covers the most important distribution area of the ling fishery. In addition, t he autumn survey was 

commenced in 1996 and expanded in 2000, however a full autumn survey was not conducted in 2011 

and therefore the results for 2011 are not presented. A detailed description of the Icelandic spring and 

autumn groundfish surveys is given in the stock annex (ICES 2017b). 

Figure 8 shows both a recruitment index and the trends in biomass from both surveys. Length 

distributions from the spring survey are shown in Figure 9 (abundance) and changes in spatial 

distribution in the spring survey are presented in Figure 10. 
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Figure 8 . Ling.  Total biomass indices, biomass indices >40 cm, biomass indices >80 cm, and  abundance indices <40 cm. 

The lines with shade d area show the spring survey index from 1985 and the points with the vertical lines show the autumn 

survey from 1996. The shaded areas and vertical lines indicate +/ - standard error.  

Mynd 8. Langa. Heildarlífmassi,  lífmassi >40 cm , lífmassi >80 cm  og nýliðun (f jöldi <40 cm). Línur sýna niðurstöður úr 

stofnm ælingu  botnfiska að vori og punktar niðurstöður úr stofnm ælingu  að hausti. Skyggð svæði og lóðréttar línur sýna 

staðalskekkju.  

Ling in both in the spring and autumn surveys are mainly found in the deeper wate rs south and west off 

Iceland. Both the total biomass index and the index of the fishable biomass (>40 cm), which are highly 

similar due to low numbers caught below 40 cm , gradually decreased in the spring survey until 1995 

(Figure 8). In the years 1995- 2003 these indices were half of the mean from 1985ð1989. In 2003-2007, 

the recruitment indices increased and reached a peak in the time -series. The index of the large ling (80 

cm and larger) shows a similar trend as the total biomass index (Figure 8). The recruitment index of ling, 

defined here as ling smaller than 40 cm, showed a considerable increase in 2003 to 2007 and remained 

high until 2010. Then the juvenile index fell to a very low level in 2014 but has since then started showing 

signs of an upward trend (Figure 8). However, the increase in the juvenile index is very uncertain as it is 

simply some variation in the length distribution of the survey but not a distinct peak (Figure 8).  

 Length distributions from the spring survey show a similar pattern as survey indices, with the 2012-2018 

peak in abundance observed as high proportions of fish in the range of 60ð100 cm, that has slowly 


