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Mapping cumulative pressures 
on the grazing lands of northern 
Fennoscandia
Marianne Stoessel  1,2*, Jon Moen3 & Regina Lindborg1,2

Traditional grazing areas in Europe have declined substantially over the last century. Specifically, 
in northern Fennoscandia, the grazing land is disturbed by cumulative land-use pressures. Here we 
analysed the configuration of the grazing land for reindeer and sheep in northern Fennoscandia in 
relation to the concurrent land-use pressures from tourism, road and railway networks, forestry, 
industrial and wind energy facilities, together with predator presence and climate change. Our results 
show that 85% of the region is affected by at least one land-use pressure and 60% is affected by 
multiple land-use pressures, co-occurring with predator presence and rising temperatures. As such, a 
majority of the grazing land is exposed to cumulative pressures in northern Fennoscandia. We stress 
that, if the expansion of cumulative pressures leads to grazing abandonment of disturbed areas 
and grazing intensification in other areas, it could irreversibly change northern vegetation and the 
Fennoscandian mountain landscape.

In northern latitudes, extensive livestock grazing has a long history, where the use of semi-domesticated and 
domesticated grazers allowed human populations to settle and persist for thousands of years, mostly with sheep 
farming and reindeer herding1,2. In Fennoscandia (Norway, Sweden and Finland), about 40% of the land is 
assigned as reindeer grazing land3,4. In Sweden and Norway, reindeer husbandry and grazing are seen as a means 
of preserving the mountain landscape in its current state and is formulated as a national environmental goal5,6. 
Yet, extensive grazing is increasingly under cumulative pressures due to competing land-use activities that affect 
reindeer behaviour and herding practices, therefore changing the grazing patterns2,7. In addition, northern eco-
systems are facing drastic shifts due to climate change8, which is predicted to result in increased productivity and 
climate-induced vegetation shifts that negatively affect northern specialist plant species9–11. Such climate-driven 
changes may interact with land-use changes in ways that can be either be additive, synergistic, or antagonistic12, 
ultimately affecting vegetation patterns and biodiversity.

During the last century, extensive livestock grazing has been replaced by intensive agriculture or forestry in 
Europe13. Intensification of human activities and land-use changes have been the main drivers of the decline 
of traditional grazing areas, resulting in a loss of 75% of the secondary grasslands in northern Europe and the 
Baltic countries14. In northern Fennoscandia, intensive forestry has expanded over the last decades, degrad-
ing much of the winter reindeer pastures but also affecting summer pastures due to e.g. intensive drainage of 
mires15,16. Land-based wind energy is also developing in the north. Wind turbines can alter grazers’ movements 
too, particularly in the calving season when the female reindeer avoid areas with visible turbines17. Other land-
based industries, in particular mining, are well established in the Nordic countries and have been shown to affect 
reindeer husbandry18. Road traffic will also be higher in the vicinity of industrial facilities. Expansion of roads 
and other types of human infrastructure are fragmenting the landscape and reducing the accessibility of avail-
able grazing land19. These infrastructures pressure the herders to use trucks to move reindeer between pastures 
and thus force them to change their traditional practices20. This is already the case for sheep and cattle, where 
the transfer between remote pastures is generally undertaken by trucks. Tourism has also steadily increased in 
the Nordic countries over the last decades, with a particular interest for nature-based tourism21. Tourist resorts 
and houses are avoided by semi-domestic reindeer22,23. Overall, the rising human presence in northern Fen-
noscandia is taking place on multiple fronts, in various types of grazing land and at different spatial scales. It 
is therefore crucial to get a more comprehensive overview of the spatial interplay of these various land-uses in 
order to estimate their overall net effect on the remaining grazing land.
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In addition to competing land-uses, both sheep farming and reindeer husbandry are challenged by the pres-
ence of large carnivores in Europe24. The management plans for Norway, Sweden and Finland aim at limiting 
livestock losses by restricting the abundance of these predators, in particular wolves, in the reindeer districts; 
by implementing monetary compensation schemes for the losses25; and in Norway, by setting up zones for seg-
regating livestock (especially sheep) from predators26. Predator presence will affect herbivores’ behaviour and 
in turn change their grazing patterns by feeding in less risky habitats, but of potentially lower foraging quality27. 
If the herders are aware of the presence of a predator in the surroundings, they often move their livestock to 
safer grazing grounds28, further decreasing the potential grazing area. Altogether, the increasing pressure from 
concurrent land-uses results in a loss of available land for grazing.

Pressures originating from climate change are also likely to disturb the grazers and affect their grazing behav-
iour. For example, insect harassment would increase during warm spells in low altitude shrubby areas, making 
livestock more likely to stay at higher altitude3,22. While the presence of herbivores can appear pivotal to counter-
act shrub encroachment due to climate change29–31, avoidance of shrubby areas because of insects could trigger 
a negative feedback loop where shrub expansion would ultimately reduce favourable grazing areas32.

A comprehensive overview that summarizes the cumulative pressures from human activities and land-uses, 
predator presence and potential effects of climate change on northern grazing lands is currently lacking. Previous 
studies have addressed land-use and predator pressures at a landscape to regional scale, and only very few at a 
national scale. Most studies had the purpose of measuring the potential effects of the pressures on the grazers 
themselves without including effects of climate change18,19,33,34. A large-scale areal analysis of the stressors will 
help to delineate a spatial baseline of cumulative pressures and help diagnose the state of northern pastoralism 
in the context of global changes.

In this study, we estimate and map to which degree extensive domestic grazing is exposed to cumulative land-
use pressures, predator presence and climate change with a main focus on their summer pastures at northern 
latitudes in Norway, Sweden, and Finland by using a grid-based approach advised by European standards35,36. 
With this approach, we propose a comprehensive way of analysing these pressures over large areas, enabling 
quantification and comparison of the extent of cumulative pressures and where these pressures co-occur with the 
summer grazing land. The pressures we include are outdoor tourism, land-based industrial facilities, road and 
railway networks, land-based wind energy, forestry, predator presence, and temperature change during the last 
sixty years. We specifically ask: (1) what is the overall extent of the selected pressures in northern Fennoscandia? 
and (2) how do these cumulative pressures overlap, and (3) how are these cumulative pressures configured over 
the summer grazing land? Our results hence provide a spatial baseline for projecting the expected consequences 
of the interplay between land-use changes, climate change and predator presence on the grazing land of northern 
Fennoscandia.

Methods
Study area.  This study focuses on the northern half of Fennoscandia where reindeer husbandry and moun-
tain farming with sheep take place20; hereafter referred to as “northern Fennoscandia”. We defined the extent 
of our study area by merging the area of all reindeer herding districts, consisting of 36% of Finland37, 55% 
of Sweden38 and 44% of Norway39. This part of Fennoscandia encompasses several bioclimatic regions, where 
mountain tundra and boreal forest represent the main vegetation zones40.

Study system.  Our study area has a long history of reindeer herding, where practices vary between regions. 
A total of 188 reindeer herding districts, spread over northern Fennoscandia, are exclusively run by Sámi people 
in Sweden and in most of Norway, whereas both Sámi and ethnic Finns are herders in Finland2. In Norway and 
a major part of Sweden, most districts follow a migratory pattern between the coast and the mountains, but in 
Finland and some districts in Sweden, there is also year-round grazing41. In most districts in Sweden, migrat-
ing reindeer tend to spend the summer grazing in the mountain tundra and winter in the forests east of the 
mountains41. In Norway, migrating districts show the opposite pattern with summer grazing along the western 
coast and winter grazing in the mountains towards the Swedish, Finnish or Russian borders42. Year-round herd-
ing districts in Sweden and Finland stay in the boreal forest all year. Mountain farming with livestock other 
than reindeer and based on transhumance also takes place in northern Fennoscandia, but it has decreased dra-
matically since the nineteenth century43. In Norway, where sheep husbandry is most developed (up to 15,000 
herds)44, grazing is usually organised in grazing units (Norw: beitebruk), where farmers can gather their live-
stock in communal extensive pastures45. Fewer farmers, c. 200, are practicing transhumance (Sw: fäbodbruk) in 
Sweden46, and c. 150 goat and sheep farmers are active in northern Finland47.

Spatial overview of the grazing areas.  We collected land-cover data from Corine Land Cover 2018, 
(spatial resolution of 100 × 100 m)48 for our study area to contrast the quality of the summer grazing land. Each 
land-cover category was labelled into a potential degree of foraging value by the domestic and semi-domestic 
grazers, based on the definitions of the land-cover classes49, expert knowledge, and previous studies on habitat 
preferences of sheep and reindeer in summer22,32,50. This reclassification of the land-cover resulted in a “potential 
grazing value” made of three levels: high, medium, and low value (Table 1).

Review of the cumulative pressures.  Spatial data on land-use, predator presence, and climate was col-
lected for the study area. Details about data collection can be found in supplementary material (Table S1). Five 
types of land-use were mapped: outdoor tourism, land-based industrial facilities, road and railway networks, 
land-based wind energy, and forestry. Since outdoor tourism is widespread in Scandinavia, locations of moun-
tain stations, huts, and mountain hostels, and their respective bed capacities, were collected by parsing through 
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national outdoor tourism websites for the three countries (Table S1). Locations of private cabins (such as sum-
mer huts, holiday homes, or secondary residences) were also downloaded from national land survey platforms 
(Table S1). Locations of active mines were downloaded from the Fennoscandian Mineral Deposits website and 
locations of land-based industrial facilities registered on the European Inspire platform for sharing open data 
on pollution were also collected51. These facilities encompass various kinds of industrial activities that are regis-
tered for having a permit for environmentally hazardous activities and are listed on the public authorities’ web 
platforms (Table S1). Regarding land-based wind energy, we collected the locations of the wind farms in use and 
planned to be built, as well as their respective number of wind turbines on the national web platforms (Table S1). 
The railway network and the main roads (typically wider than 5 m) consisting of European, national and county 
roads in use were collected from public authorities’ web platforms (Table S1). The forestry map was derived 
from a likelihood model of forest management regime developed by Schulze et al.52, made of different classes, 
and from which we included the type of forest classified as primarily used for production. Range maps of pres-
ence of large mammal predators (bear Ursus arctos, lynx Lynx lynx, wolf Canis lupus, and wolverine Gulo gulo) 
were obtained from Kaczensky et al.25 for the period of 2015–2017. Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) is another 
predator of sheep and reindeer in Fennoscandia, but a presence map for this species could not be accessed for 
the three countries, and was therefore not included in this study. To observe changes in climate, and not only 
weather, data from 30-year periods or more are commonly used53. Here we selected the two last 30-year periods 
to detect changes with time. Climate trends were drawn by collecting historical and current monthly surface 
temperature and precipitation (from 1959 to 2018) over northern Fennoscandia from models developed by the 
Climate Research Unit (CRU)54.

Geographic information system (GIS) and statistical analysis.  Statistical analysis and data-han-
dling of the different GIS layers were performed in R55 (with the packages ‘raster’, ‘rgdal’, ‘rgeos’, ‘ncdf4, ‘gdalUtils’, 
‘car’, ‘mblm’, ‘mapview’ and ‘spatialEco’), and QGIS (version 3.4.7, accessed on www.​qgis.​org). Details about 
data handling and statistical analysis in R can be found in the supplementary material (‘source code’ S2). Once 
collected, the different data layers were cleaned by selecting only land-uses and infrastructures in use, based on 
available metadata. Duplicates were excluded. Each of the studied pressures had a distinct areal impact which 
was not possible to map in absolute terms at this scale, which is why we used a grid-based approach advised by 
European guidelines35,36. Hence, to make the collected datasets uniform in terms of accuracy and resolution, 
the layers were framed over a grid of 10 km × 10 km cell (European reference grid)56. The sum of bed capacity 
of the outdoor tourism accommodations and the sum of private cabins were calculated for every grid cell. Nor-
way and Finland had similar ways of categorising private cabins, but not Sweden which may result in a slightly 
underestimated accuracy compared to the two other countries. Main road and railway density was computed 
(in km/100 km2) for every grid cell. Since we could not access the extent of the land-based industrial facilities, 
their presence/absence was extracted from the grid. The total sum of wind turbines was computed for every grid 
cell. Predator pressure was estimated by only including the permanent presence of predators, and excluding their 
sporadic presence. This pressure was then calculated by counting the number of predator species permanently 
present in each grid cell.

Climatic trends were drawn by performing linear and quadratic regressions over 60 years (1959 to 2018) for 
all the grid cells in the study area. No trends for precipitation change were found and precipitation was therefore 

Table 1.   Reclassification table of the Corine land-cover types in degree of usage by the grazers in summer 
according to expert knowledge and literature22,32,50.

Corine land-cover code Land-cover type in Northern Fennoscandia Potential grazing value

231 Pastures High

243 Land principally occupied by agriculture, with significant 
areas of natural vegetation High

311 Broad-leaved forest High

321, 322, 324 Natural grasslands, moors and heathland, transitional 
woodland-shrub High

412 Peat bogs High

242 Complex cultivation patterns Medium

333, 334 Sparsely vegetated areas, burnt areas Medium

313 Mixed forest Medium

411 Inland marshes Medium

312 Coniferous forest Low

421 Salt marshes Low

111, 112, 121, 122, 123, 124, 131, 132, 133, 141, 142 Artificial surfaces No grazing (N/A)

211 Arable land No grazing (N/A)

222 Permanent crops No grazing (N/A)

331, 332, 335 Beaches, dunes, sands, bare rocks, glaciers and perpetual 
snow No grazing (N/A)

423, 511, 512, 521, 522, 523 Intertidal flats and water bodies No grazing (N/A)

http://www.qgis.org
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excluded from the analysis. As for temperature change, if the quadratic models were a better fit than the linear 
models, the quadratic models were then used to calculate temperature change over time by selecting the slope 
for the year in the middle of the 60 years period (1988). For all models, autocorrelation and normality of the 
residuals were checked.

The extent of the grazing areas and of the multiple disturbances were then mapped and analysed according to 
the potential grazing values (Table 1). To map and investigate the co-occurrence of the pressures, we estimated 
an index of the cumulative pressures co-existing for each grid cell over the full study area. The extent of the dif-
ferent land-uses and the predator species presence were then added up into one map. For this cumulative index, 
forestry was accounted for if the grid cells contained more than 50% forests primarily used for wood production. 
The road and railway density were accounted for with a minimum of 1 km per grid cell. The extent of outdoor 
tourism was accounted for if at least an outdoor tourism accommodation or a private cabin was present in a 
grid cell. These thresholds may appear conservative, but single human infrastructures can cause grazers to avoid 
the area by up to 15 kms away34, and hence create an area of disturbance around it19,34,57. The size of this area of 
disturbance is context-dependent and will change depending on the type of construction34. The cumulative pres-
sures were then calculated where a grid cell could contain a value between zero (no pressures) up to nine (five 
different land-uses and four predator species). The main objective with this map was not to analyse the effects 
of these pressures, separately or together, but rather to map where they take place concurrently. The maps were 
produced in QGIS (version 3.4.7, accessed on www.​qgis.​org).

Results
Spatial overview of the grazing areas.  We reclassified the land-cover of northern Fennoscandia into 
potential grazing values to pinpoint the summer pastures (Table 1). Using this reclassification, the region was 
made up of 38% potentially high grazing value (195,672 km2), 17% potentially medium grazing value (86,275 
km2), 34% potentially low grazing value (176,088 km2), and 11% without grazing value (54,137 km2) (Fig. 1).

Figure 1.   Map of the potential grazing values in summer pastures of northern Fennoscandia. The 
reclassification is based on Corine land-cover 2018 (detailed in Table 1). This map was created with QGIS 
version 3.4.7, accessed on www.​qgis.​org. The country borders were from Eurostat ©EuroGeographics.

http://www.qgis.org
http://www.qgis.org
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Review of the cumulative pressures.  We found a total of 595 outdoor tourism accommodations with 
an average capacity of 21.3 ± 1.3 beds, that covered 8% of northern Fennoscandia. Most of them were located 
in areas with potentially high and medium grazing quality, with an average bed capacity of 3.98 ± 0.5 and of 
2.31 ± 0.52 respectively (Fig. 2a). A total of 162,021 private cabins were spread over 69% of the study region 
primarily in areas without grazing value (average density of cabins of 38.68 ± 2), but were also present exten-
sively in areas with high, medium and low grazing quality (average density of 30.92 ± 1.53, 25.26 ± 3.26, 23.83 ± 1 
respectively). Overall, when accounting for the extent of outdoor tourism accommodations and private cabins, 
outdoor tourism covered 71% of northern Fennoscandia. The road and railway network extended over 66% of 
the region, mainly in areas of potentially low grazing value (density of 16.9 ± 0.32 km/100  km2) and without 
grazing value (density of 13.46 ± 0.8 km/100 km2, Fig. 2b). 600 industrial facilities were distributed across 5% of 
northern Fennoscandia, mostly concentrated to areas without or with low grazing value (density of 0.18 ± 0.03 
and of 0.12 ± 0.02 respectively, Fig. 2c). Further, 235 wind farms with a mean number of 14.59 ± 1.41 wind tur-
bines covered 3% of the region (with a total of 3428 wind turbines), essentially in the areas with potentially low 
grazing value (with an average wind turbine density that was of 0.9 ± 0.12, Fig. 2d). Forests managed for wood 
production covered 67% of northern Fennoscandia (141,933 km2), also mostly present in the areas of potentially 
low summer grazing value (Fig. 2e). The four large predators (bear, lynx, wolf and wolverine) were permanently 
present, with at least one predator species over 71% of the region (Fig. 2f). In areas with potentially low, medium, 
and high grazing value respectively, there was an average of 1.64 ± 0.02, 0.97 ± 0.04 and 1.36 ± 0.02 predator spe-
cies, while in the non-grazing areas, this average was of 0.46 ± 0.02.

We analysed the temperature trends for every grid cell in the area. For all grid cells, there was a significant 
increase in temperature over the last 60 years (1959–2018) ranging from 1.5 °C in the south-west to 2 °C in the 
north-east of northern Fennoscandia (Fig. 3a), with more than 90% of the grid cells ranging from 1.6 to 1.9 °C 
(Fig. 3b). A marginal area with the strongest temperature changes (between 1.98 and 2.05 °C) was on the north 
coast of Norway (0.4% of the grid cells, Fig. 3a and excluded in Fig. 3b for visual purposes). 45% of the grid cells 
showed a better fit with a quadratic model than with a linear model (blue hatched lines in Fig. 3a), implying that 
the rate of temperature change was not constant over the 60 years period, due to stronger increase in tempera-
tures in recent years. These large temperature changes over time were observed over northern Norway, the tip 
of northern Sweden, and the eastern part of northern Finland. In areas with a high rate of climate warming (up 
to 1.98 °C), we could also observe a high number of co-occurring land-uses (Fig. 3b).

When compiling the human land-uses into one map, we found that 85% of the study area was covered by at 
least one land-use pressure, and that 60% of the area contained several land-use pressures (two or more, Fig. 4a). 
Multiple land-uses (two or more, Fig. 4b) was mostly present in grazing land with low grazing value (74%), but 
also in almost half of the grazing land with potentially high (49%) and medium grazing values (45%). Human 
land-uses were concentrated into a stretch reaching from central-eastern Sweden up to central Finland and 
present all along the coast of Norway. The Fennoscandian mountain range was intersected by the road and rail-
way network and the presence of outdoor tourism, but also dominated by predator presence (Figs. 2 and 4a). A 
continuous predator presence also followed the Russian border in Finland, indicating a region with cumulative 
pressures in central-eastern Finland, with four predator species permanently present and three to four land-use 
activities occurring at the same place (Fig. 4a). The majority of all grazing land (high, medium and low grazing 
values) coincided with the permanent presence of at least one predator species (Fig. 4b). Undisturbed areas 
without any permanent presence of predators, nor co-occurring land-uses, were small and scattered throughout 
the Scandinavian mountain range up to the northern tip of Norway and to a small patch in north-east Finland, 
only representing 4% of the whole study area. More than half of northern Fennoscandia (60%) was occupied 
by at least one human disturbance and by at least one predator species. No region with four predator species 
and five land-uses was found, but areas made of eight cumulative pressures were located in central Sweden, not 
far from the southern extent of the study area. Areas with seven cumulative pressures were found in Norway, 
central Sweden, and next to the Russian border in Finland (Fig. 4a). Both the north coast of Norway, and most 
of northern Finland, were predominantly affected by human disturbances (Fig. 4a).

Discussion
This study delineates for the first time a spatial baseline of the various land-use, climate, and predator pressures 
affecting free-ranging domestic and semi-domestic grazing in the northern parts of Sweden, Norway and Fin-
land. With our extensive grid-based approach, a major finding was that although 40% of Fennoscandia has been 
assigned as pastures for traditional herding3,4, only 15% is left undisturbed from the competing human land-uses 
that we have included in this study. Note that this overview remains rather conservative as we have not been able 
to include all infrastructures that can disturb grazers—e.g. hydroelectric dams or power lines.

Only around a third of this region is made of potential high grazing value for summer grazing. This high-
quality summer grazing land is concentrated over the Fennoscandian mountain range, i.e. summer pastures 
used primarily by migratory reindeer, while half of it coincides with several human disturbances. Our study 
shows that the different pressures were indeed present in all types of grazing land, but not equally distributed. 
While outdoor tourism occurs largely in areas of potential high grazing value, the other land-uses (road and 
railway network, land-based industries and wind energy, as well as forestry) co-occur mostly in the potentially 
low grazing value areas. This pattern could indicate an expansion of outdoor tourism at the heart of the sum-
mer grazing land. In past decades, Norway has faced unprecedented challenges due to an increasing interest for 
nature-based tourism21. Similarly, yet to a lesser extent, summer guest night statistics in the mountain stations 
of northern Sweden have increased of 30% since 198858, reaching new records since 201959. Since tourism in 
mountain areas is increasing, some studies are proposing to channel the tourists to specific infrastructures at 
the entrance of protected areas away from the sensitive areas21,60.
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In our study region, forestry is the second-most widespread land-use, covering 67% of northern Fennos-
candia. Forestry occurs mostly in coniferous forests that are of low value for summer grazing but high value 
for winter grazing of reindeer. This large extent reveals a strong pressure on free-ranging grazing, in particular 
for the non-migratory reindeer districts, as well as for the winter pastures15. Compared to most other land-use 
pressures, forestry covers large areas and is a highly dynamic land-use with varying degrees of intensity. This 
is different from the less human-intrusive land-based wind energy, which occupies 3% of the region and co-
occur with forestry, as well as with the road and railway network. We show that 5-m wide roads and railways are 
also present over a large part of northern Fennoscandia (66%). As they are known to be avoided especially by 
reindeer by 1 to 1.5 km23,34, these structures have a fragmenting effect on the landscape and disrupt migratory 
routes61. Land-based industrial infrastructures cover 5% of northern Fennoscandia and occur mostly in areas 

Figure 2.   Maps over northern Fennoscandia depicting the (a) private cabins and outdoor tourism 
accommodations, (b) road and railway network, (c) land-based industrial facilities, (d) land-based wind energy, 
(e) the proportion of area primarily used for forestry, (f) the number of large predator species permanently 
present. For each map, the distribution of the pressure per potential grazing value is given with bar graphs. The 
error bars show standard errors. These maps were created with QGIS version 3.4.7, accessed on www.​qgis.​org. 
The country borders were from Eurostat ©EuroGeographics. *Note that, for Fig. 3a, for eight of the yellow grid 
cells, the total number of private cabins exceeds 500 and don’t contain any tourism accommodations.

http://www.qgis.org
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where grazing cannot take place. Although these activities occupy a relatively small area, they reflect a growing 
land-cover conversion caused by the implementation of these activities, reducing pasture accessibility, disturbing 
migratory routes, and hence a general loss of grazing land57. Since these competing land-uses take place over 
85% of northern Fennoscandia, this has affected the economy of animal husbandry62, and could cause a decline 
in livestock numbers, especially for reindeer. Yet, the semi-domesticated reindeer populations in Norway and 
Finland were still recovering from the strong decline happening during the Second World War up until the 
2010s62. Since then, semi-domestic reindeer numbers remained fairly constant for the three Nordic countries, 
which could be partly explained by the recent use of supplementary feeding in winter62. Ultimately, access to 
food in winter in essential for reindeer survival3, and while our study focuses on the summer grazing areas, our 
maps could also be of relevance to study cumulative pressures in regard to winter pasture use.

In addition, the presence of large predators also adds a top-down pressure on the livestock. Four large preda-
tors (lynx, wolverine, bear and wolf) are permanently present in northern Fennoscandia, with at least one preda-
tor species present over 71% of the area. Despite strict governmental management plans regarding predator 
presence in the reindeer herding districts25, our results show four regions where all four predators are present, 

Figure 3.   (a) Temperature changes over northern Fennoscandia for the last 60 years (1959 to 2018) coloured in 
shades of red (see legend). The residuals of all the models (linear and quadratic) were normal. The area covered 
by blue hatched lines are the areas where the quadratic models were a better fit than the linear models, and were 
therefore used to model temperature change over time. The residuals of these models were normal and not auto-
correlated. 4.3% of the linear models were serially auto-correlated, therefore excluded and shown in white. This 
map was created with QGIS version 3.4.7, accessed on www.​qgis.​org. The country borders were from Eurostat 
©EuroGeographics. (b) Distribution of the multiple pressures (co-occurring land-uses in shades of blue and 
co-occurring predator species in shades of yellow) at the different rates of temperature change up to 1.984 °C. 
For each specific rate of temperature change, the percentages show the extent (in number of grid cells) under 
cumulative pressures. Note that six grid cells contained five land-uses but were not included in this graph for 
visual purposes.

http://www.qgis.org
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indicating a strong pressure on free-ranging livestock. This result should however be interpreted with caution 
because interactions between predator species could affect the overall predation pressure on grazers differently 
depending on species and abundance63. For example, it is suspected that the presence of lynx can indirectly 
reduce the predation rate of wolverine on reindeer due to more scavenging opportunities64. Our cumulative 
amount of species should therefore be used as an index of disturbance towards grazing patterns rather than an 
index of killing rate. Moreover, the assumption that the co-occurrence of the several pressures always results in 
cumulative negative effects is probably an over simplification65 and our mapping of pressures should therefore 
be used carefully, especially regarding the interactions between predators and land-use pressures, but also with 
climate change. These interactions could trigger unknown outcomes that could potentially indirectly benefit the 
grazers. For example, if large predators avoid high human activity areas, it could create a refuge from predation 
in those areas66. Yet, to our knowledge, such pattern has not yet been reported with semi-domestic reindeer. 
However, if unknown synergies remain between the different pressures, we still assume that the co-occurrence 

Figure 4.   (a) Map showing the cumulative pressures affecting extensive domestic grazing over northern 
Fennoscandia. Temperature changes modelled for 1959 until 2018 are depicted with contour lines. Note that the 
bivariate colour legend ends at four land-uses co-occurring in one grid cell for visual purposes, but six grid cells 
contained five land-use pressures, as well as predator presence (five grid cells were located in central Sweden and 
one in Finland next to the Russian border). This map was created with QGIS version 3.4.7, accessed on www.​
qgis.​org. The country borders were from Eurostat ©EuroGeographics. (b) Distribution of the multiple pressures 
(co-occurring land-uses in shades of blue and co-occurring predator species in shades of yellow) over the 
different types of grazing land. For each potential grazing value, the percentages show the extent (in number of 
grid cells) under cumulative pressures. Note that six grid cells contained five land-uses but were not included in 
this graph for visual purposes.

http://www.qgis.org
http://www.qgis.org
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of these pressures on the grazing land will weaken the flexibility that northern pastoralism needs to survive. In 
the case of predators, their presence will disperse the grazers, disturb pasture use, and limit access to high quality 
grazing areas27,41, which will require more flexible use of the grazing land67 but is then limited by other human 
activities. This is the case for almost half of northern Fennoscandia, where the area was occupied by at least one 
human disturbance and by at least one predator species (Fig. 4a). If livestock are moved from areas with high 
predation risk26,28 and at the same time avoid areas with anthropogenic disturbances34, this would inevitably lead 
to intensified grazing in some areas, and abandonment of others.

Climate change is yet another significant pressure on ecosystems at high latitudes8. Our models indicate 
an increase in temperature in the region from 1.5 to 2 °C over the last 60 years. In the long run, such a tem-
perature rise could trigger biome shifts, with increasing primary productivity and expansion of boreal species 
northwards9–11. Reindeer husbandry is often seen as a means for preserving the mountain landscape according to 
the Swedish and Norwegian environmental objectives, and free-ranging grazing may counteract climate-driven 
changes on vegetation, but this would be without considering the interplay with the co-existing cumulative 
pressures. Overall, the persistence of reindeer herding in a changing climate relies on the capacity of the herd-
ing system to adapt to unpredictable weather conditions3, but this adaptation capacity is now diminished by the 
expansion of competing land-uses and predator pressure3,41,68. According to our results, human activities are 
dominating the study region, exposing grazers to cumulative pressures and potentially constraining their grazing 
area. We stress that climate-driven changes on plant communities are likely to have a synergetic or additive effect 
in regions with many cumulative pressures (located in Norway, central-eastern Finland and central Sweden), and 
these effects may occur faster as livestock grazing is constrained. The synergetic effects of a changing climate and 
intensified land-use risk causing an increase of fragmented pastures leading to more concentrated grazing pres-
sures that could negatively affect plant communities32,69. High levels of grazing pressure from sheep and reindeer 
is hence of high concern because it could compromise the quality and the functioning of the grazing system70,71. 
Therefore, it is not only the amount of grazing land that is important to monitor, but also its configuration in the 
landscape in order to fully understand what types of disturbances the grazers are exposed to, e.g. proximity of 
human settlements, industries, roads and predators.

Addressing the co-occurrence of cumulative pressures remains a complex task since the pressures’ impacts 
are context-dependent and hard to foresee57. With our grid-based approach, the models are static, coarse and 
hence somewhat simplistic to be able to produce an overview at this spatially extensive scale. This technique, 
however, enabled us to be free from the local context and to compare the spatial distribution of pressures that 
act at very different scales. Our overview indicates that very different land-uses co-occur in many areas of north-
ern Fennoscandia, but also together with predator species that are permanently present, in a changing climate. 
This highlights the need for more interdisciplinary research that focuses on the interactions between land-uses, 
species interactions and global warming. This study also shows a high proportion of area under cumulative 
impacts, with 60% of northern Fennoscandia containing at least two co-existing land-use pressures. Consider-
ing the large expansion of human activities over this grazing land during the last decades33,57, we see no reason 
why these cumulative effects would not expand in the future. This confirms that northern pastoralism across 
40% of Fennoscandia is exposed to increasing pressures from concurrent land-uses as well as large predators 
and climate change, thereby demonstrating the importance for land-use and climate change to be mapped and 
analysed together to correctly inform management policies. We hope our results will act as a first step towards a 
better comprehension of global changes in northern ecosystems and can serve as guidance on how to map and 
analyse traditional grazing areas under cumulative impacts.

Data availability
All the data used in our analyses are available online, with their URL links available in the Supplementary Infor-
mation S1. The final compiled dataset, as well as the source code used for statistical analysis and compilation, is 
made available as Supplementary Zip File S2.

Received: 25 February 2022; Accepted: 8 September 2022

References
	 1.	 Dýrmundsson, Ó. R. Sustainability of sheep and goat production in North European countries: From the Arctic to the Alps. Small 

Rumin. Res. 62, 151–157 (2006).
	 2.	 Huntington, H. P. et al. Provisioning and Cultural Services. in Arctic Biodiversity Assessment. Conservation of Arctic Flora and 

Fauna, 592–626 (2013).
	 3.	 Moen, J. Climate change: Effects on the ecological basis for reindeer husbandry in Sweden. Ambio 37, 304–311 (2008).
	 4.	 Tyler, N. J. C. et al. Saami reindeer pastoralism under climate change: Applying a generalized framework for vulnerability studies 

to a sub-arctic social–ecological system. Glob. Environ. Chang. 17, 191–206 (2007).
	 5.	 Swedish Ministry of Environment. Swedish Environmental Goals: Environmental Policy for a Sustainable Sweden (Swedish Ministry 

of Environment, 1998).
	 6.	 Norwegian Ministry of Environment. Norwegian Environmental Goals (Norwegian Ministry of Environment, 2011).
	 7.	 Forbes, B. C. et al. Reindeer management in northernmost Europe: linking practical and scientific knowledge in social-ecological 

systems. in Reindeer Management in Northernmost Europe, 245–264 (Springer, 2006). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/3-​540-​31392-3.
	 8.	 Collins, M. et al. Long-term climate change: Projections, commitments and irreversibility. in Climate Change 2013: The Physical 

Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (ed. 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change), 1029–1136 (Cambridge University Press, 2013). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​CBO97​
81107​415324.​024.

	 9.	 Vuorinen, K. E. M. et al. Open tundra persist, but arctic features decline-vegetation changes in the warming Fennoscandian tundra. 
Glob. Chang. Biol. 23, 3794–3807 (2017).

	10.	 Vowles, T. & Björk, R. G. Implications of evergreen shrub expansion in the Arctic. J. Ecol. 107, 650–655 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-31392-3
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324.024
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324.024


10

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:16044  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-20095-w

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	11.	 Maliniemi, T., Kapfer, J., Saccone, P., Skog, A. & Virtanen, R. Long-term vegetation changes of treeless heath communities in 
northern Fennoscandia: Links to climate change trends and reindeer grazing. J. Veg. Sci. 29, 469–479 (2018).

	12.	 Oliver, T. H. & Morecroft, M. D. Interactions between climate change and land use change on biodiversity: Attribution problems, 
risks, and opportunities. Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Clim. Chang. 5, 317–335 (2014).

	13.	 Strijker, D. Marginal lands in Europe: Causes of decline. Basic Appl. Ecol. 6, 99–106 (2005).
	14.	 Dengler, J., Biurrun, I., Boch, S., Dembicz, I. & Torok, P. Grasslands of the Palaearctic Biogeographic Realm: Introduction and 

Synthesis Encyclopedia of the World’s Biomes (Elsevier Inc., 2020).
	15.	 Sandström, P. et al. On the decline of ground lichen forests in the Swedish boreal landscape: Implications for reindeer husbandry 

and sustainable forest management. Ambio 45, 415–429 (2016).
	16.	 Turunen, M. T., Rasmus, S., Järvenpää, J. & Kivinen, S. Relations between forestry and reindeer husbandry in northern Finland: 

Perspectives of science and practice. For. Ecol. Manage. 457, 117677 (2020).
	17.	 Skarin, A., Sandström, P. & Alam, M. Out of sight of wind turbines: Reindeer response to wind farms in operation. Ecol. Evol. 8, 

9906–9919 (2018).
	18.	 Eftestøl, S., Flydal, K., Tsegaye, D. & Colman, J. E. Mining activity disturbs habitat use of reindeer in Finnmark, Northern Norway. 

Polar Biol. 42, 1849–1858 (2019).
	19.	 Larsen, R. K. et al. Cumulative Effects of Exploitations on Reindeer Husbandry: What Needs to be Done in Permit Processes, Report 

from the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (Springer, 2016).
	20.	 Axelsson Linkowski, W. Managing Mountains, Past and Present Conditions for Traditional Summer Farming and Sami Reindeer 

Husbandry in Northern Scandinavia. PhD thesis, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences (2017).
	21.	 Øian, H. et al. Tourism. Nat. Sustain. https://​doi.​org/​10.​6027/​TN2018-​534 (2018).
	22.	 Skarin, A., Danell, Ö., Bergström, R. & Moen, J. Summer habitat preferences of GPS-collared reindeer Rangifer tarandus tarandus. 

Wildl. Biol. 14, 1–15 (2008).
	23.	 Anttonen, M., Kumpula, J. & Colpaert, A. Range selection by semi-domesticated reindeer (Rangifer tarandus tarandus) in relation 

to infrastructure and human activity in the boreal forest environment, northern finland. Arctic 64, 1–14 (2011).
	24.	 Chapron, G. et al. Recovery of large carnivores in Europe’s modern human-dominated landscapes. Science 346, 1517–1519 (2014).
	25.	 Kaczensky, P. et al. Status, Management and Distribution of Large Carnivores Bear, Lynx, Wolf & Wolverine in Europe (European 

Commission, 2018).
	26.	 Strand, G. H., Hansen, I., de Boon, A. & Sandström, C. Carnivore management zones and their impact on sheep farming in Norway. 

Environ. Manage. 64, 537–552 (2019).
	27.	 Rivrud, I. M. et al. Reindeer green-wave surfing constrained by predators. Ecosphere 9, 2210 (2018).
	28.	 Sikku, O. J. & Torp, E. The Wolf is the Worst: Traditional Sámi Knowledge of Predators (Jamtli förlag Jämtlands läns Museum, 2008).
	29.	 Olofsson, J. et al. Herbivores inhibit climate-driven shrub expansion on the tundra. Glob. Chang. Biol. 15, 2681–2693 (2009).
	30.	 Väisänen, M. et al. Consequences of warming on tundra carbon balance determined by reindeer grazing history. Nat. Clim. Chang. 

4, 384–388 (2014).
	31.	 Bråthen, K. A., Ravolainen, V. T., Stien, A., Tveraa, T. & Ims, R. A. Rangifer management controls a climate-sensitive tundra state 

transition. Ecol. Appl. 27, 2416–2427 (2017).
	32.	 Horstkotte, T. et al. Human–animal agency in reindeer management: Sami herders’ perspectives on vegetation dynamics under 

climate change. Ecosphere 8, e01931 (2017).
	33.	 Kivinen, S. Many a little makes a mickle: Cumulative land cover changes and traditional land use in the Kyrö reindeer herding 

district, northern Finland. Appl. Geogr. 63, 204–211 (2015).
	34.	 Skarin, A. & Åhman, B. Do human activity and infrastructure disturb domesticated reindeer? The need for the reindeer’s perspec-

tive. Polar Biol. 37, 1041–1054 (2014).
	35.	 INSPIRE. Data Specification on Geographical Grid Systems: Technical Guidelines. (INSPIRE, 2014).
	36.	 Eurostat. Grid statistics: Population grids. European Statistics Explained https://​ec.​europa.​eu/​euros​tat/​stati​stics-​expla​ined/​index.​

php?​title=​Popul​ation_​grids#​Grid_​stati​stics (2021).
	37.	 Paliskunta. Finnish Reindeer Husbandry Register. Paliskunnat https://​palis​kunnat.​fi/​py/​palis​kunnat/ (2018).
	38.	 Sametinget. The Swedish Sámi Parlement. Sametinget https://​www.​samet​inget.​se/ (2018).
	39.	 The Norwegian Reindeer Husbandry Management Register. Reindriftsforvaltningen. Regjeringen https://​www.​regje​ringen.​no/​no/​

tema/​mat-​fiske-​og-​landb​ruk/​reind​rift/​reind​rift/​id233​9774/ (2018).
	40.	 Ahti, T., Hämet-Ahti, L. & Jalas, J. Vegetation zones and their sections in northwestern Europe. Ann. Bot. Fenn. 5, 169–211 (1968).
	41.	 Pape, R. & Löffler, J. Climate change, land use conflicts, predation and ecological degradation as challenges for reindeer husbandry 

in northern europe: What do we really know after half a century of research?. Ambio 41, 421–434 (2012).
	42.	 Suominen, O. & Olofsson, J. Impacts of semi-domesticated reindeer on structure of tundra and forest communities in fennoscandia: 

A review. Ann. Zool. Fennici 37, 233–249 (2000).
	43.	 Larsson, J. The expansion and decline of a transhumance system in Sweden, 1550–1920. Hist. Agrar. 47408, 11–39 (2012).
	44.	 Vatn, S. The sheep industry in the Nordic countries. Small Rumin. Res. 86, 80–83 (2009).
	45.	 Mabille, G. et al. Sheep farming and large carnivores: What are the factors influencing claimed losses?. Ecosphere 6, 82 (2015).
	46.	 Eriksson, C. The Summer Farm as a Political Space: Being a Summer Farmer in the Common Agricultural Policy. PhD thesis, Swedish 

University of Agricultural Sciences (2013).
	47.	 Natural Resources Institute of Finland. Luke’s statistical services. stat.luke https://​stat.​luke.​fi/​en/​uusi-​etusi​vu (2019).
	48.	 Copernicus Land Monitoring Service. CORINE Land Cover. https://​land.​coper​nicus.​eu/​pan-​europ​ean/​corine-​land-​cover (2018).
	49.	 Kosztra, B., Büttner, G., Hazeu, G. & Arnold, S. Final Report on updated Corine Land Cover Illustrated Nomenclature Guidelines. 

(2017).
	50.	 Warren, J. T. & Mysterud, I. Summer habitat use and activity patterns of domestic sheep on coniferous forest range in southern 

Norway. J. Range Manag. 44, 1–6 (1991).
	51.	 INSPIRE Thematic Working Group Buildings. Infrastructure for Spatial Information in Europe Data Specification on Buildings: 

Technical Guidelines. (2013).
	52.	 Schulze, K., Malek, Ž & Verburg, P. H. Towards better mapping of forest management patterns: A global allocation approach. For. 

Ecol. Manage. 432, 776–785 (2019).
	53.	 Planton, S. et al. IPCC Annex III: Glossary. Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis: Working Group I Contribution to the 

Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 1447–1466 (2013).
	54.	 Harris, I., Jones, P. D., Osborn, T. J. & Lister, D. H. Updated high-resolution grids of monthly climatic observations: The CRU 

TS3.10 Dataset. Int. J. Climatol. 642, 623–642 (2014).
	55.	 R Core Team. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. (2018).
	56.	 European Environment Agency. EEA reference grid. https://​www.​eea.​europa.​eu/​data-​and-​maps/​data/​eea-​refer​ence-​grids-2 (2017).
	57.	 Horstkotte, T. et al. Pastures under pressure: Effects of other land users and the environment. in Reindeer Husbandry and Global 

Environmental Change, 77–98 (2022).
	58.	 Swedish Tourism Association. Guest Night Statistics. (2018).
	59.	 Swedish Tourism Association. Rekord för Svemesterfjället. https://​www.​svens​katur​istfo​renin​gen.​se/​om-​stf/​aktue​llt/​rekord-​for-​sveme​

sterf​jallen/ (2019).

https://doi.org/10.6027/TN2018-534
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Population_grids#Grid_statistics
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=Population_grids#Grid_statistics
https://paliskunnat.fi/py/paliskunnat/
https://www.sametinget.se/
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/tema/mat-fiske-og-landbruk/reindrift/reindrift/id2339774/
https://www.regjeringen.no/no/tema/mat-fiske-og-landbruk/reindrift/reindrift/id2339774/
https://stat.luke.fi/en/uusi-etusivu
https://land.copernicus.eu/pan-european/corine-land-cover
https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/data/eea-reference-grids-2
https://www.svenskaturistforeningen.se/om-stf/aktuellt/rekord-for-svemesterfjallen/
https://www.svenskaturistforeningen.se/om-stf/aktuellt/rekord-for-svemesterfjallen/


11

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2022) 12:16044  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-20095-w

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	60.	 Gundersen, V., Vistad, O. I., Panzacchi, M., Strand, O. & van Moorter, B. Large-scale segregation of tourists and wild reindeer in 
three Norwegian national parks: Management implications. Tour. Manag. 75, 22–33 (2019).

	61.	 Panzacchi, M., Van Moorter, B. & Strand, O. A road in the middle of one of the last wild reindeer migration routes in Norway: 
Crossing behaviour and threats to conservation. Rangifer https://​doi.​org/​10.​7557/2.​33.2.​2521 (2013).

	62.	 Holand, Ø., Horstkotte, T., Kumpula, J. & Moen, J. Reindeer pastoralism in Fennoscandia. in Reindeer Husbandry and Global 
Environmental Change 7–47 (2022).

	63.	 Krofel, M., Kos, I. & Jerina, K. The noble cats and the big bad scavengers: Effects of dominant scavengers on solitary predators. 
Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 66, 1297–1304 (2012).

	64.	 Mattisson, J. et al. Influence of intraguild interactions on resource use by wolverines and Eurasian lynx. Source J. Mammal. 92, 
1321–1330 (2011).

	65.	 Flydal, K., Tsegaye, D., Eftestøl, S., Reimers, E. & Colman, J. E. Rangifer within areas of human influence: Understanding effects 
in relation to spatiotemporal scales. Polar Biol. 42, 1–16 (2019).

	66.	 Larm, M., Erlandsson, R., Norén, K. & Angerbjörn, A. Fitness effects of ecotourism on an endangered carnivore. Anim. Conserv. 
1, 1–10. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​acv.​12548 (2019).

	67.	 Åhman, B., Rasmus, S., Risvoll, C., Eilertsen, S. M. & Norberg, H. Large predators and their impact on reindeer husbandry. in 
Reindeer Husbandry and Global Environmental Change 118–130 (2022).

	68.	 Rosqvist, G. C., Inga, N. & Eriksson, P. Impacts of climate warming on reindeer herding require new land-use strategies. Ambio 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s13280-​021-​01655-2 (2021).

	69.	 Moen, J. & Danell, Ö. Reindeer in the Swedish mountains: An assessment of grazing impacts. Ambio 32, 397–402 (2003).
	70.	 Bernes, C., Bråthen, K. A., Forbes, B. C., Speed, J. D. M. & Moen, J. What are the impacts of reindeer/caribou (Rangifer tarandus 

L.) on arctic and alpine vegetation? A systematic review. Environ. Evid. 4, 1–26 (2015).
	71.	 Ross, L. C. et al. Sheep grazing in the North Atlantic region: A long-term perspective on environmental sustainability. Ambio 45, 

551–566 (2016).

Acknowledgements
This research was performed with the support of the Bolin Centre for Climate Research. The authors would like 
to thank Malcolm Parsons for language proofing the manuscript.

Author contributions
M.S., J.M. and R.L. all participated in conceiving and designing the study. M.S. compiled and synthesized the 
land-use, predator and climate data, she conducted the data analysis, visualization, and was main responsible 
for writing the paper. R.L. led the study and provided supervision. R.L. and J.M. contributed to the analysis, 
discussion, and writing the paper.

Funding
Open access funding provided by Stockholm University.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1038/​s41598-​022-​20095-w.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to M.S.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

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

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

© The Author(s) 2022

https://doi.org/10.7557/2.33.2.2521
https://doi.org/10.1111/acv.12548
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-021-01655-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-20095-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-20095-w
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Mapping cumulative pressures on the grazing lands of northern Fennoscandia
	Methods
	Study area. 
	Study system. 
	Spatial overview of the grazing areas. 
	Review of the cumulative pressures. 
	Geographic information system (GIS) and statistical analysis. 

	Results
	Spatial overview of the grazing areas. 
	Review of the cumulative pressures. 

	Discussion
	References
	Acknowledgements


