Overview Articles

The Natural Wood Regime in Rivers

The natural wood regime forms the third leg of a tripod of physical processes that supports river science and management, along with the natural
flow and sediment regimes. The wood regime consists of wood recruitment, transport, and storage in river corridors. Each of these components
can be characterized in terms of magnitude, frequency, rate, timing, duration, and mode. We distinguish the natural wood regime, which
occurs where human activities do not significantly alter the wood regime, and a target wood regime, in which management emphasizes wood
recruitment, transport, and storage that balance desired geomorphic and ecological characteristics with mitigation of wood-related hazards.
Wood regimes vary across space and through time but can be inferred and quantified via direct measurements, reference sites, historical
information, and numerical modeling. Classifying wood regimes with respect to wood process domains and quantifying the wood budget are
valuable tools for assessing and managing rivers.
Keywords: large wood, ecological integrity, geomorphic function, biodiversity, river corridor

C

lassic geomorphic conceptualizations of rivers
focus exclusively on interactions between water and
sediment (e.g., Lane’s balance; Lane 1955). Although water
has sometimes been accorded dominance as a driving force
on river process and form, the importance of sediment supply is also widely recognized. Boundary resistance to erosion
is a fundamental influence on river process and form, and
in this context, the role of riparian vegetation is now well
acknowledged, especially for low energy rivers (Gurnell
et al. 2012, Gurnell 2014, Corenblit et al. 2015). Analogously,
the effect of upland vegetation on sediment inputs to rivers
is traditionally recognized for its role in limiting surface erosion and hillslope mass movement (e.g., Schumm 1968). The
fundamental influence of vegetation as a geomorphic agent
and as a source of wood to rivers is much less widely recognized in foundational literature, likely because of the long
history of wood removal from river corridors by humans
(Triska 1984, Montgomery et al. 2003, Wohl 2014). This
last point is worth emphasizing: Historical descriptions of
forested regions throughout the temperate latitudes indicate
that orders of magnitude more wood were present in most
forested river corridors prior to widespread deforestation
and wood removal from river corridors for navigation and
flood mitigation (Sedell and Froggatt 1984).
In the context of this increasing knowledge of flow, sediment, and vegetation interactions, long-held arguments for
the importance of a natural flow regime are based on the
understanding that the geomorphic and ecological integrity of a river depend on its natural dynamic character.
The original conceptualization of this dynamic character

emphasized the importance of variations in fluxes of water
through time (Poff et al. 1997). The conceptualization of a
natural sediment regime broadened the consideration of a
river’s dynamic character to reflect the importance of water
and sediment interactions and sediment fluxes (Wohl et al.
2015). These two conceptual models recognize that centuries
of human activities have created diverse changes in rivers,
including alteration of natural flow and sediment regimes.
These alterations have resulted in extensive ecological degradation and loss of biodiversity. Human activities on land
and along rivers have also extensively changed and reduced
important functions that include wood characteristics in
river corridors. Alterations in the wood regime, however, are
rarely recognized compared to the attention given to altered
water and sediment regimes. In the present article, we argue
that understanding the natural wood regime forms the third
leg of a tripod supporting the physical processes underlying
river science and management, along with the natural flow
and sediment regimes. We define the wood regime in terms
of the magnitude, frequency, rate, timing, duration, and
mode of wood recruitment, transport, and storage.
Large wood traditionally refers to downed, dead pieces
greater than 10 centimeter in diameter and 1 meter in
length. Aggregates of smaller wood pieces (Culp et al. 1996,
Galia et al. 2018) and living wood within the river corridor
(Gurnell and Petts 2002, Gurnell et al. 2005, Opperman et al.
2008) also create important physical and ecological effects
in river corridors. As a fundamental component of trees,
wood contributes to the overall role of vegetation in driving
forested river corridor form and function (Maser and Sedell
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1994). In the present article, the river corridor includes
fluvially influenced portions of a valley floor, such as the
active channel or channels, the floodplain and low terraces,
the riparian zone, and the hyporheic zone. Explicit focus on
river corridors, rather than channels, recognizes the vital
importance of interactions between different portions of the
valley bottom in the context of fluxes of water, sediment, and
wood at network- to reach-scales (Hynes 1975). We consider
a river corridor’s wood regime to include all sizes and types
of wood.
A rapidly growing literature documents the beneficial
effects of wood on the geomorphology and ecology of rivers (figure 1, supplemental table 1). Wood affects channel
and floodplain ecological function via controls on riparian
plant community development and structure, aquatic habitat, the dynamics of particulate organic matter storage and
processing, and the structure and production of biological
communities. Wood influences longitudinal, lateral, and
vertical fluxes of water, solutes, and mineral sediment—
connectivity—within river corridors. Wood also changes
channel and floodplain form, both when the wood pieces
are mobile and when they are stored. Failure to adequately
consider these effects distorts our understanding of river
process and form. On the other hand, wood transport can
create flood hazards associated with wood accumulation at
2 BioScience • XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X

structures such as bridges, where jams can create substantial
bed scour and flooding. Because of hazards and other constraints, a natural wood regime may no longer be feasible in
rivers with high flood risk. In these circumstances, a more
pragmatic target wood regime should be identified and pursued to create at least some of the positive effects of wood
in river ecosystems.
Analogous to natural and altered water and sediment
regimes, we draw a distinction in this article between the
natural wood regime and a target wood regime. A natural
wood regime occurs where past and present human activities do not significantly alter the components of the wood
regime. In many historically forested river corridors, however, human alterations of the mechanisms and magnitudes
of the wood regime have been so sustained and intensive
that it is no longer feasible to infer or restore a fully natural
wood regime. Management can then be directed toward a
target wood regime, in which wood recruitment, transport,
and storage balance desired geomorphic and ecological
characteristics within the current landscape constraints and
with mitigation of wood-related hazards. Our objectives in
this article are to define and characterize the wood regime
and to provide perspectives on how to characterize and
manage for natural and target wood regimes to increase geomorphic and ecological integrity of river corridors.
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience
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Figure 1. Characteristics of the river corridor influenced by interactions among water, sediment, and wood.
Characteristics listed around the margins (e.g., physical habitat template) are influenced by the presence of mobile and
stored wood. In the central box, Mode* refers only to the wood regime.
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Table 1. Components of wood regimes with respect to recruitment, transport, and storage.
Recruitment

Transport

Storage

Mass

Hypercongested/congested/semicongested/
uncongested

Abundant

Individual
Frequency
Duration

Timing
Rate
Mode

Minimal

Frequent

Frequent

Frequent

Infrequent

Infrequent

Infrequent

Short recruitment time (episodic)

Short transport time

Short residence time (mobile or quick to
decay)

Long recruitment time (continuous)

Long transport time

Long residence time (immobile or slow to
decay)

Predictable

Predictable

Predictable

Unpredictable

Unpredictable

Unpredictable

Rapid delivery

Rapid transport

Rapid change

Slow delivery

Slow transport

Slow change

En masse

Floating (limited influence from obstructions)

Dispersed (ramp, bridge, parallel, oblique)

Sliding/rolling

Deflecting (influenced by obstructions)

Concentrated (channel-spanning, partial,
floodplain, raft)

Falling (snapping, leaning)

Dragging (sliding, rolling)

Buried

Biotic addition (beaver, human)

The wood regime
Similar to flow and sediment regimes, a wood regime
is temporally focused, with fluxes and storage of wood
as the characteristics of interest. A wood regime may be
most intuitively analogous to a sediment regime, because
it exhibits many parallels to mineral sediment (Gurnell
2007). Wood, like sediment, can be stored in a river corridor for long periods, and therefore, the time interval is
relevant to understanding the wood regime. Wood enters
a river corridor and is moved by high flows and, in some
steep mountain streams, by debris flows. The movement
of wood, including recruitment to and transport along the
river corridor, is commonly intermittent, with relatively
long periods of locational stability between episodes of
movement (Kramer and Wohl 2017). Wood characteristics continue to change both at rest and in transport, via
processes of decay, abrasion, and breakage that are analogous to weathering, abrasion, and breakage of stationary
mineral sediment, although rates of change in wood are
likely to be faster than changes in sediment. Like sediment
coming from uplands, the amount, piece size, morphology, and rate of change of wood can reflect processes
and controls external to the river corridor, such as forest
disturbance regime, forest composition, and forest successional processes. Finally, both movement and storage of
wood influence river process and form and in turn riparian
and aquatic habitat. The balance between wood recruitment, transport, and storage both reflects river corridor
geometry, as geometry creates trapping sites for wood, and
influences geometry, as stored wood influences processes
such as sediment deposition and the formation of steps
and pools, bars, and secondary channels (Keller et al. 1995,
Wohl et al. 2018b).
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

The analogies between sediment and large wood regimes
should not overshadow the importance of recognizing large
wood as distinctive and equal in importance to water and
sediment as a component of river geomorphic process and
form. A natural wood regime commonly shows substantial
variation through time (figure 2) and across a river network
(figure 3) that may not parallel those of water and sediment.
The natural wood regime for a river segment or river network reflects the distinctive characteristics of that ecoregion,
including the tree species present and available for recruitment and the associated size and physical complexity (e.g.,
branching) of recruited wood, as well as the rates of decay
and breakage that influence wood transport and storage. The
natural wood regime also reflects the distinctive physical
characteristics of a river network or portion of a network,
including the disturbance regime (e.g., blight and insect
infestations, tropical cyclones, debris flows, landslides, ice
storms, snow avalanches, wildfires) that influences wood
recruitment, the natural flow and sediment regimes that
govern wood transport and modification while in storage
(e.g., via wetting and drying or abrasion), and the geometry
of the river corridor that governs the presence and connectivity of portions of the valley bottom outside of the active
channel, from which wood can be recruited and in which
wood can be stored.
Sediment and wood regimes have previously been conceptualized in the form of a budget in which storage results
from the difference between inputs and outputs within a
defined area over a specified time interval. Wood budgets
have been developed for application to time spans ranging from centuries (Benda and Sias 2003) to a single flood
(Lucía et al. 2015, Comiti et al. 2016; supplemental text 1).
Although we recognize the usefulness of a budget as a means
XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X • BioScience 3
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Magnitude
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of quantifying the wood regime, in the present article, we
use the framework of a wood regime to emphasize temporal
fluctuations in wood dynamics.
The natural flow regime focuses on water flux. Poff and
colleagues (1997) used systematic records of stream flow to
quantify characteristics of magnitude, frequency, duration,
timing, and rate of change in water discharge. Although
time-series data are particularly useful in characterizing natural flow regimes, analogous data are much more limited for
sediment regimes (Wohl et al. 2015) and few exist for wood
regimes. In addition, the details of how wood is recruited
to and stored within a river corridor strongly influence the
wood regime. Given this, we propose that six components
within each of the processes of wood recruitment, transport,
and storage are required to describe the wood regime at a
site (table 1):
Magnitude refers to the relative or absolute volume or
mass of wood recruited, transported, or stored. Frequency
refers to how often wood is recruited, mobilized and
transported, or deposited in storage. Duration refers to
4 BioScience • XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X

the length of time over which recruitment events occur, or
wood is transported or stored. Timing refers to when wood
is recruited, transported, and stored, with respect to either
seasonal patterns or components of the flow regime (e.g.,
recruitment during the rising limb and flood peak, deposition of wood during the recessional limb). Rate refers to
the flux (mass or volume per unit of time) at which wood
is recruited or transported or the flux of wood mass lost by
decay, breakage, and abrasion during storage. Mode refers
to the process by which wood is recruited and transported
and the location and form (e.g., jams or dispersed pieces) of
wood storage within the river corridor.
The six aspects of the wood regime outlined above can
have varying degrees of importance relative to one another
depending on environmental conditions and reasons for
which this framework is being used. For example, comparing wood storage duration with the rate of wood mass loss
by decay, breakage, and abrasion can indicate how changes
in the frequency of wood transporting flows (e.g., by dams
or diversions) might affect wood stored downstream.
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience
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Figure 2. Hypothetical examples of wood recruitment (a), transport (b), and storage (c) regimes through time. Regimes are
illustrative: Substantial variability may exist that is not represented in the present article. Wood storage reflects combined
interactions between different recruitment and transport regimes. We present expected patterns of storage regimes through
time associated with four of the example process domains in figure 3.
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Alternatively, comparing the timing of recruitment events
to the timing of wood transporting flows can yield insights
into the mechanisms of wood storage. Although the wood
regime should always be considered holistically, because
many aspects are interrelated, some aspects of the wood
regime or interactions between aspects may be disproportionately important for a given management or research
scenario.
In the following sections, we discuss sources of spatial
and temporal variability in each of the components of a
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

wood regime and review methods used to quantify each
component.
Recruitment
Spatial variations in recruitment reflect variations in forest characteristics and processes that move wood into river
corridors. Forests are characterized by primary productivity and associated forest stand density, tree diameter and
height, species (which influences wood density, piece form
or branching, decay rate, and resprouting of deposited
XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X • BioScience 5
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Figure 3. Hypothetical wood process domains along a river continuum. Each example domain has defining wood regime
characteristics (table 1) that result in a distinct regime over a specified time (figure 2). Domains depicted are not intended
to present a complete representation of all process domains and are not necessarily mutually exclusive. Furthermore,
each domain does not necessarily encompass all components of the regime. Debris flow: Wood is delivered infrequently en
masse with long to permanent residence times. Discrete recruitment: Recruitment of individual trees left dispersed in situ,
over time leads to abundant storage because of limited transport capacity. Jam organized: Flow is sufficient and frequent
enough to mobilize and deflect pieces over short transport durations into concentrated jam features. Stranding: Dispersed
wood is stranded on bars and margins as flows recede, transport timing and duration are predictably associated with flow
level and frequency. Vegetated islands: Wood is frequently floated and transported for long durations until concentrated
at deposition sites, such as the heads of islands, facilitating revegetation and island expansion. Rafting with burial: Large
concentrated rafts obstruct channels, long residence times interact with depositional environments to facilitate abundant
accumulation, revegetation, and wood burial. Illustrations by MAi Design llc (www.maisierichards.com).
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Transport
The portion of the wood regime that characterizes transport
is the most similar to the characterization of the natural
flow regime. Although the characteristics of flow are the
first-order controls on wood transport, spatial and temporal variation in channel and floodplain geometry, sediment
inputs and mobility, wood piece size, and wood storage
(e.g., dispersed pieces versus jams) all influence wood transport. Distinctly different conditions may characterize wood
entrainment, or the initiation of motion, and wood transport.
The relative importance of downstream transport or deposition on the channel margins or floodplain varies with factors
such as channel size (Gurnell 2003), channel–floodplain
connectivity (Wohl et al. 2018a), local flow width and depth,
6 BioScience • XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X

and flow regime (Kramer and Wohl 2017). Temporal factors
such as stage of the flood hydrograph (MacVicar and Piégay
2012, Kramer and Wohl 2017) and recent history of high
flows also influence mobilization and transport of wood.
The first significant flood after recruitment, for example, can
play a disproportionately large role in wood dispersal relative to subsequent flows (Millington and Sear 2007). Wood
transport magnitude–frequency relationships could be useful
to understand wood regimes, but appropriate data series of
wood flux in relation to stream discharge are just starting to
be developed for a few rivers (Kramer and Wohl 2017).
Direct measurements of wood transport and input–
output fluxes are rare but can be undertaken using field
measurements at a station (Turowski et al. 2013), timelapse photography of a channel (e.g., MacVicar and Piégay
2012, Benacchio et al. 2017), or archived airborne imagery
at coarser, but more extensive scales and longer periods
(e.g., Senter et al. 2017). Numerical models are also used to
examine transport over diverse time scales and hydraulic
conditions (e.g., Lancaster et al. 2001, Mazzorana et al. 2011,
Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2014).
Storage
Magnitude, duration, and mode of wood storage have
received more attention than any component of wood
recruitment and transport. Magnitude of wood storage is
commonly quantified as volume of wood per spatial unit
(e.g., cubic meters wood per hectare of surface or per unit
length of channel) and is referred to as wood load (Van
der Nat et al. 2003). Compilations of published wood loads
indicate enormous variability within and between river networks, with ranges of 10 to approximately 50 cubic meters
per hectare for unmanaged floodplains (Lininger et al. 2017)
and 0 to approximately 5000 cubic meters per hectare for
unmanaged channels (Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2016, Wohl
et al. 2017).
Most studies focus on wood load in relation to drainage
area or bankfull channel width, both within a river network and between networks (e.g., Gurnell 2003, Fox and
Bolton 2007, Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2016, Wohl et al. 2017).
Although significant trends exist between channel wood
load and predictor variables such as drainage area or bankfull width within a region, relationships are highly variable
and break down when applied to data from multiple regions
(Gurnell 2013, Wohl et al. 2017). In addition, insufficient
data on floodplain wood loads exist to allow analyses of the
entire river corridor (Lininger et al. 2017).
Insight into past wood loads under natural wood regimes
can be obtained from modeling, reference sites, and historical
records. Numerical (e.g., Lancaster et al. 2001, Mazzorana et al.
2011, Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2014) and stochastic (e.g., Eaton
et al. 2012) models have been developed to quantitatively
estimate wood deposition and storage over diverse time scales.
Reference sites are otherwise analogous sites in which the
multiple factors that influence the wood regime have not
been substantially altered by human activities. Because of
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/advance-article-abstract/doi/10.1093/biosci/biz013/5420328 by Colorado State University user on 28 March 2019

pieces), all of which differ substantially among bioclimatic
regions and within a river catchment if the catchment spans
sufficient elevational or latitudinal range (e.g., Wohl 2011).
Recruitment mechanisms also vary spatially as connectivity
between different portions of the river corridor and hillslopes, as well as wood transport and forest disturbance, vary
downstream. Individual tree mortality, mass movements,
and avalanches may be particularly important sources of
lateral wood inputs in low-order, confined channels (Keller
et al. 1995, May and Gresswell 2003), for example, whereas
bank erosion is likely to become progressively more important as a source of lateral wood recruitment in partly confined and unconfined river segments (Lassettre et al. 2008,
Lucía et al. 2015, Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2018). Human alterations may also influence the spatial extent and age of forests,
as well as the dominance of different recruitment processes,
heterogeneously throughout watersheds.
Temporal variation in wood recruitment reflects the varying importance of different mechanisms and magnitudes of
recruitment. Over time intervals of decades to centuries,
wood recruitment may be dominated by episodic recruitment of forest patches associated with severe storms (Phillips
and Park 2009) or hillslope instability (May and Gresswell
2003), for example, but recruitment of individual trees via
both continual and episodic bank erosion appears to be
particularly important at shorter time intervals along downstream portions of many channels (e.g., Piégay et al. 2017).
A wood budget provides a useful framework for explicitly
identifying spatial and temporal variation in diverse forms
of wood recruitment (e.g., Benda and Sias 2003, Wohl 2011).
Wood recruitment to a river corridor can be quantified
using at least two approaches. Direct measurements commonly cover only short periods such as a single large storm
or flood (e.g., Comiti et al. 2016) or at most a few decades
(Boivin et al. 2015). Numerical models typically focus on
either forest dynamics over decades to centuries and the
resulting magnitude and frequency of wood recruitment
(Gregory et al. 2003) or on the potential for recruitment during a single storm or flood in relation to factors such as volume of standing wood and processes that recruit that wood
to the river corridor (e.g., landslides; Mazzorana et al. 2011).
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Feedback loops within wood regimes
Interactions among recruitment, transport, and storage
create nonlinear effects both within the wood regime
and for the geomorphic and ecological effects of wood.
Rapid recruitment via bank erosion can facilitate formation of closely spaced channel-spanning logjams that limit
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

subsequent wood transport (Oswald and Wohl 2008). Wood
jams create higher wood loads than dispersed pieces and
wood jam spatial density regulates the efficiency of a reach
at trapping wood in transport (Scott and Wohl 2018, Wohl
et al. 2018b). The ability of some wood species to regenerate
extends residence times through root anchorage, whereas
the regenerating aboveground biomass acts as an additional
retention structure for other wood pieces (Gurnell et al.
2001). Storage influences the rate and magnitude of wood
decay by controlling the exposure and potential abrasion
and decomposition of wood pieces (Merten et al. 2013).
Wood decay also influences transport and storage as decaying wood pieces break or abrade and, therefore, become
more easily mobilized (Merten et al. 2013).
Feedback loops also create nonlinear physical and ecological effects associated with wood. Logjams can cause
greater bed scour and deposition of fine sediment than an
equivalent volume of dispersed wood pieces (Wohl 2017).
Wood stored along the inside of a meander bend may facilitate greater sediment deposition than wood stored along
the outside of the bend (Zen et al. 2017). Channel-spanning
logjams that are closely spaced downstream can facilitate
formation of secondary channels that significantly increase
habitat abundance and biological productivity per unit
length of valley (Herdrich et al. 2018, Venarsky et al. 2018).
The presence of these and other feedback loops between
mobile and stored wood and river corridor process and form
highlight the importance of considering wood in the context
of an integrated wood regime that includes diverse aspects
of recruitment, transport, and storage. Feedback loops are
particularly important in creating nonlinear behavior in river
corridors, including alternative states mediated by the presence or absence of wood (supplemental text 3; Collins et al.
2012, Livers et al. 2018). Multiyear monitoring of storage from
ground-based measurements or airborne imagery can show
the potential variability in magnitude, duration, and mode
of wood storage at one location and can inform transport
dynamics by tracking wood that is imported into the storage
zone, remains in storage, or is exported downstream (Boivin
et al. 2015; figure 4). This type of monitoring may be particularly effective at identifying feedback loops and thresholds.
Target wood regimes
In the following sections, we review how insight gained from
natural wood regimes and understanding of river corridors
can be used to identify target wood regimes that balance the
benefits derived from wood in river corridors against the
potential hazards created by wood. The first steps in this
process are characterizing the contemporary wood regime,
identifying differences between the natural and contemporary wood regime, and differentiating wood process
domains within a river network.
Characterizing contemporary wood regimes
Direct measurements and numerical and stochastic models
can be used to characterize the different components of
XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X • BioScience 7
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the significant temporal and spatial variability in processes
influencing the wood regime, inferences from sites disturbed
minimally by humans probably provide at best a first-order
approximation and are most useful when they are based on
regional, rather than site-specific averages (e.g., Richmond
and Fausch 1995, Fox and Bolton 2007).
Historical information can provide particularly useful
qualitative (or, rarely, quantitative) insight into magnitude
of river corridor wood storage in regions such as North
America, Australia, and New Zealand prior to European
settlement. Probably the most striking example is the Great
Raft on the Red River, in Louisiana (Triska 1984). More
commonly, historical accounts provide qualitative insight
into the effects of loss of stored wood on flooding, navigation, and river corridor processes (e.g., Sedell and Froggatt
1984, Harmon et al. 1986, Wohl 2014; supplemental text 2).
Duration of wood storage within the active channel or
floodplain can vary enormously, from less than 1 year to
more than 10,000 years (Nanson et al. 1995, Wohl 2013,
2017). Factors controlling duration include wood piece
size relative to channel size, position of wood within the
river corridor and accumulation in jams, tree species, climate, degree of saturation of wood, and flow and sediment
regimes (Le Lay et al. 2013, Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2016).
Because of the potential for trapping among the trunks of
living trees (Wohl et al. 2018a) or burial during overbank
or lateral accretion (Guyette et al. 2008, Collins et al. 2012),
floodplain wood can have longer storage times than wood
within the channel. Rates of decay in relation to tree species,
size and stability of wood piece, and climatic conditions have
also received limited attention (Harmon et al. 1986), but
clearly vary significantly between regions (Wohl 2017), varying from 50 to 100 years for complete decay in dry climates
to from 10 to 100 years in humid temperate climates and less
than 10 years in the humid tropics.
Mode of wood storage has been examined as dispersed
versus concentrated (logjams) wood pieces (e.g., Kraft et al.
2011) over varying lengths of channel. Spatial variations in
logjams occur at the network-scale, such as in situ jams in
headwater channels versus transport jams in larger channels
(Abbe and Montgomery 2003), as well as at the reach scale,
with preferential formation of jams in portions of the channel such as bars and islands (e.g., Piégay 1993). Similarly,
floodplain wood can be concentrated in jams across the
floodplain or predominantly along the floodplain margins
(Wohl et al. 2018a). Although it remains difficult to precisely
predict the size and residence time of individual jams, the
locations within the river corridor that tend to accumulate
jams can be predicted with reasonable accuracy.
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contemporary wood regimes, as was discussed in the preceding sections. However, until more data are available to
accurately parameterize mechanistic, multiscale models of
wood regimes across regions (Scott and Wohl 2018), characterizing wood regimes over broad spatial scales will remain
difficult. Current efforts can best describe individual segments of river corridor that are defined on the basis of consistent characteristics of flow, sediment, and wood regimes,
as well as channel and floodplain morphology.
A primary management challenge is that of comparing expected wood regime in natural conditions
8 BioScience • XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X

versus contemporary wood regime. The contemporary
wood regime in many river networks is affected by flow regulation, land use in recruitment zones, vegetation and wood
removal, or river engineering. One strategy for comparison
is to consider basin-scale magnitude of wood recruitment,
transport, and storage according to an expected maximum
based on reference or historical conditions, and then assess
the differences between observed and natural conditions
(Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2016, Senter et al. 2017). Observed
differences can then be linked to changes in process, form,
and function within the river corridor, and management
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience
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Figure 4. Time series showing fluctuation in proportion of wood entering storage, remaining in storage, or leaving storage
from 1988 to 2014 within wood jams on islands in the Slave River, northern Canada (data from Kramer and Wohl 2017).
Maximum peak discharge for each year on the y-axis, indicated by the black line, is the same for all plots.
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actions can be designed to enhance wood-related benefits
(figure 5).
An ever-present challenge is that wood regimes at regional
scales are idiosyncratic compared with water regimes, which
can be inferred regionally with relatively straightforward
models such as regional rating curves for discharge. Part
of the idiosyncrasies of wood regimes are that many rivers,
especially in human-altered watersheds, are supply limited
with respect to wood. Even in unaltered watersheds, the
details of the wood regime are strongly influenced by the
location, age, and species characteristics (e.g., shape and
size) of trees. These types of constraints presently prevent us
from reaching the same level of quantitative accuracy that
can be developed for water and sediment regimes. However,
wood process domains can be used to spatially differentiate
significant aspects of the wood regime within and among
river networks.
Wood process domains
A geomorphic process domain is a spatially identifiable area
characterized by distinct suites of processes (Montgomery
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

Managing for target wood regimes
Integrated models of wood recruitment,
transport, and storage do not yet exist for
most regions of the world. As these models continue to develop, they are likely
to provide useful insights into wood
regimes under changing conditions, including management
of channel geometry and flow regime, changing climate, and
progressive changes in forest cover associated with processes
such as deforestation and afforestation. As the capability of
models increases for simulating specific effects associated
with the presence of wood, such as sediment deposition or
pool formation (e.g., Eaton et al. 2012), the models can also
be used to evaluate management scenarios on the basis of
differing wood loads or fluxes. For the most part, models
are only currently available for regions with decades of basic
research into wood dynamics and these data form the basis
for model development and verification. The difficulties
inherent in trying to quantify or model the natural wood
regime, however, need not preclude management directed
toward restoring a less altered wood regime that balances
desired versus hazardous aspects of wood.
The widespread disruption of natural wood regimes suggests that the most effective approach to wood management
in many regions is to strive for a target wood regime. In
a management context, a target wood regime is one that
results in a channel that maintains sufficient recruitment,
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Figure 5. Flow chart outlining suggested procedure for developing a target wood
regime. In this hypothetical example, the contemporary wood regime differs
from a natural wood regime. Reduced recruitment because of deforestation
and declining wood supply and increased transport because of channelization
and loss of wood-trapping potential within the channel result in greatly
decreased wood storage in the river corridor and associated alteration in
river corridor characteristics. Management actions that restore wood supply
through reforestation and increase trapping potential by enhancing the physical
complexity of the channel and floodplain geometry can reduce wood transport
and increase storage, helping to restore lost river form and function.

1999, Polvi et al. 2011). Wood process
domains are parts of the river network
with similar wood regime patterns (Wohl
2011; figure 3), but the criteria used to
distinguish process domains can vary on
the basis of the component of the wood
regime that is of most interest. Process
domains can be used to distinguish highrelief portions of a network in which
channels are confined and well connected
to adjacent hillslopes, for example, so
that hillslope instability dominates large
wood inputs (May and Gresswell 2003).
In lower relief portions of the network,
partly confined to unconfined channels
can have predominantly autochthonous
wood recruitment from the floodplain
(Wohl et al. 2018b). Process domains can
be useful in differentiating wood-transport-limited and supply limited portions
of the network (Wohl and Jaeger 2009).
Process domains can also be designated
on the basis of portions of the river
network in which channel physical complexity or fluvial transport of wood onto
floodplains enhances storage (Wohl et al.
2018b) versus portions of the network in
which minimal wood is stored.

Overview Articles
Table 2. Examples of wood-focused management actions and associated effects that could be targeted as part of
managing for a target wood regime.
Effects and example references

Emplacing stationary logjams or maintaining wood fluxes that
create logjams in the channel, with associated bed scour and
backwater effects, and pressure gradients that drive hyporheic
exchange

Increased pool volume and salmonids (Richmond and Fausch 1995, Herdrich
et al. 2018; see supplemental text 1 for additional references) hyporheic
exchange flow (Sawyer et al. 2012) snag habitat (Simpson and Mapleston
2002) sediment storage (Wohl and Scott 2017) organic carbon storage
(Beckman and Wohl 2014)

Emplacing stationary wood pieces or logjams or maintaining wood
fluxes that create logjams in regularly inundated portions of the
floodplain

Increased macroinvertebrate habitat (Benke and Wallace 1990) Increased
organic carbon storage (Sutfin et al. 2016) Increased habitat for terrestrial
invertebrates, amphibians, reptiles, small animals, and birds (Harmon et al.
1986; see the references in Wohl et al. 2016)

Maintaining wood fluxes that create logjams, and associated
bars, islands, avulsion, and secondary channels

Increased channel planform diversity (Collins et al. 2012)

Maintaining wood fluxes that deposit wood on floodplain through
time, creating stored wood in differing stages of decay

Increased soil floodplain moisture and fertility (Zalamea et al. 2007)

storage, and transport (or decay) to sustain desirable geomorphic, hydrologic, social, and ecological characteristics
without causing socioeconomic losses beyond acceptable
levels (Wohl et al. 2016; box 1 and table 2). These losses
frequently stem from increased flood risk at narrow sections
potentially obstructed by wood during floods but can also
result from other modifications such as reduced hydropower
production when reservoirs are removed to restore wood
connectivity. In most scenarios, a target wood regime will
reflect a human-altered condition in which altered water,
sediment, and wood supplies vary within a range constrained by human activities such as changes in land cover
and flow regime. In exceptional cases with minimal or no
human alteration of the wood regime, management can be
designed for a target wood regime that preserves the existing, natural wood regime (e.g., prohibiting timber harvest or
channel engineering in an unaltered river corridor).
Process domains can be explicitly defined in a management context, such as in relation to hazards associated with
infrastructure or human presence, with some high-risk
portions of a river network managed for wood removal and
other portions managed for wood retention (Piégay and
Landon 1997, Wohl et al. 2016). Wood process domains can
also be used as a tool to explore and map spatial transitions
in wood regimes along a channel network and temporal
changes in wood regimes through time in response to disturbance or changes in regional drivers such as geology,
climate, or land use (Kramer and Wohl 2017).
All components of the wood regime play into developing
a target wood regime, although constraints (e.g., infrastructure near rivers) may be imposed that limit certain aspects of
the target wood regime. With regards to recruitment, a target wood regime should attempt to maximize sustainability
of wood transport and storage by maintaining some mode
of recruitment at a magnitude, frequency, duration, timing,
and rate that is compatible with other aspects of the target
wood regime. This should include riparian forest management that ensures a sufficient supply of wood, which can be
characterized on the basis of parameters such as tree-stand
density and tree height.
10 BioScience • XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X

The storage component of a target wood regime relates
to desirable quantities of stored wood. This is highly dependent on context as governed by ecoregion and wood process
domain (e.g., Dufour and Piégay 2009) and on time span and
sequence in time (e.g., years after the last disturbance that
influenced wood recruitment or transport). Because storage
naturally varies over time, a natural or target wood load cannot be represented by a single value.
The most common example of managing for quantity of
stored wood involves introducing wood pieces or logjams
that are fixed in place (e.g., Reich et al. 2003, Roni et al.
2015). This is typically used where continuing recruitment
of new wood that is at least temporarily stable is unlikely to
replace mobilized wood and where mobile wood may create
hazards for people and infrastructure. The most recent trend
in restoring wood is sometimes called stage 0 restoration and
involves wood that can move through time and is designed
to create and maintain a multithread channel planform.
The reintroduction of wood to a river corridor is an
example of active restoration. Passive restoration emphasizes
creating and sustaining the conditions that result in wood
recruitment, transport, and storage. Although more likely
to be self-sustaining, passive restoration is not feasible in
some river reaches because of existing constraints or lack
of responsiveness of the river corridor to floods. Active and
passive restoration of wood regime can be complementary,
with different approaches used in different portions of a
drainage network.
The common management approach of fixing all wood in
place contradicts the idea of maintaining a dynamic wood
regime by allowing for mobility in the form of recruitment
and transport. Maintaining wood mobility is likely to be
important for sustaining habitat and biodiversity within
river corridors capable of reacting to the presence of wood
through modification of river process and form (e.g., Sear
et al. 2010). Mobile wood can be an integral component
of floodplain or riparian disturbance regime by mechanically damaging or removing living plants and creating new
germination sites (Johnson et al. 2000, Gurnell et al. 2001,
Collins et al. 2012, Osei et al. 2015). Mobility can facilitate
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience
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Management action

Overview Articles
Box 1. Example management strategies for attaining a target wood regime.

•

Cessation or limits on
■■ deforestation (wood recruitment)
■■ removal of downed wood in the river corridor (transport, storage)
■■ river engineering (recruitment, transport, storage)
■■ flow regulation (recruitment, transport, storage)

•

Riparian forest management (e.g., planting, selective thinning or felling) to alter recruitment rate and piece characteristics

•

Removal of bank erosion mitigation measures to promote wood recruitment

•

Channel and floodplain design to control roughness and potential wood-trapping features such as bars and side channels

•

Modified design for infrastructure such as bridges or dams that influence wood regime

•

Altered regulatory framework that recognizes importance of presence of wood in river corridor

Active restoration
•

Reintroduction of either potentially mobile or fixed wood within river corridor

•

Beaver habitat enhancement or reintroduction.

the presence of wood in varying stages of decay, which
influences habitat and biodiversity within river corridors by
providing substrate diversity for microbial and macroinvertebrate communities (Harmon et al. 1986). Fluxes of wood
from rivers to marine ecosystems supply nutrients and create
habitat from nearshore to deep-sea environments (Maser
and Sedell 1994, Simenstad et al. 2003, Schwabe et al. 2015).
Wood recruited via river transport and shoreline erosion
also provides important habitat within lakes (Marburg et al.
2006, Kramer and Wohl 2015). The characteristics of river
morphology become particularly important in the context
of wood mobility because wood is naturally more mobile in
some portions of a river network.
These documented effects of wood mobility suggest the
importance of managing for dynamic rather than static
wood loads within river corridors. Managing for wood
dynamics is challenging because it requires identifying and
managing for processes of wood recruitment and transport, which commonly involve wider and longer portions
of a river network than the limited channel segments that
are typically the focus of management (e.g., Boyer et al.
2003). In addition, the presence of infrastructure that could
be damaged by mobile wood may require installation of
special structures to limit downstream wood transport
(Comiti et al. 2016, Ruiz-Villanueva et al. 2016) or modifying structures such as bridges (DeCicco et al. 2018) to allow
wood to pass. Such structures exist (figure 6), however, and
can be used if the presence of potentially mobile wood is
an important consideration. Supplemental text 4 discusses
techniques that can be used to evaluate whether individual
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

wood pieces or jams are likely to remain stable or become
mobile.
For all aspects of a target wood regime, management
actions will be effective when they are part of integrated
basin management that considers the larger context and
when specific actions are appropriate to the wood process
domain. For example, reforesting upland hillslopes will not
greatly change the wood regime unless hillslope mass movements are an important source of wood recruitment. Wood
in a rapidly shifting braided river or a river with flashy discharge is likely to be more mobile under natural conditions
than wood in a lowland river with limited hydrologic variability and cohesive, stable channel boundaries, so installation of stable wood structures in a braided or flashy river
may not be appropriate. The widespread loss of old-growth
forests and consequent absence of especially large, naturally
stable wood pieces, on the other hand, may be compensated
for by fixing some wood pieces in place. Another consideration is that wood is not equally effective in creating habitat,
for example, in all river segments. Introducing wood pieces
or logjams that are fixed in place (e.g., Reich et al. 2003, Roni
et al. 2015) has the most utility in recruitment reaches in
which wood transport occurs rarely or in reaches in which
there is enough continuing recruitment of new wood to jam
against the introduced wood and potentially replace wood
that is mobilized. Anchored floodplain wood may also be
more stable than wood within the active channel. Anchoring
wood has utility such that mobile wood may create hazards
for people and infrastructure, but in some systems and
with sufficiently large flows, these anchored pieces could
XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X • BioScience 11
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be mobilized along with any anchoring hardware, creating
greater hazards.
Of critical importance is recognizing that a reach of river
corridor targeted for management is connected to upstream
and downstream portions of the river network and adjacent
uplands and can therefore influence and be influenced by
processes occurring outside of the reach. It is also critical
to take into consideration that process and form in river
corridors, including wood regimes, are dynamic, such that
fluctuations will occur even if a consistent mean condition is present over the time span of interest. Using a wood
regime framework, monitoring wood flux, and quantifying
wood budgets can help river managers to identify reference,
contemporary, and target wood regimes for a specific river
reach. Finally, attention to the social context is critical for
successful implementation of a target wood regime. This is
likely to be most effective if considerations such as perceptions, social access to and use of a river, levels of acceptable
12 BioScience • XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X

risk, future trajectories of human influence, and interactions
of human policies and regulations are included in analyses
for the target wood regime.
Conclusions
River science now recognizes large wood as a primary
driver of physical and biotic conditions in river corridors.
This supports conceptualizing the natural wood regime,
along with water and sediment, as the third leg of a tripod of
physical processes that supports river science and management. The natural flow regime is enormously influential in
river management and restoration because of growing recognition of the devastating effects of altered flow regimes
on water quality and on aquatic and riparian biotic communities. Although it is impractical to completely restore
natural flow regimes on many rivers, an understanding
of the natural flow regime can be used to identify which
aspects of flow regime may be critical to restoring lost or
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience
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Figure 6. Examples of structures used to limit downstream mobility of wood. (a and b) Rienz River, Italy; (c) Chiene
River, Switzerland (the chair is outlined in yellow for scale); (d) Sihl River, Switzerland (people are outlined in yellow for
scale). The structure on the Sihl River is unique in size and design. It is installed parallel to the flow in the outer bend of a
meander to retain wood (which might otherwise reach the City of Zurich) but to allow sediment to be transported.
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compromised ecosystem services, as well as to quantifying the extent of alteration of the present flow regime.
Identification and restoration of the natural wood regime
can also create substantial physical and ecological benefits.
Forested river corridors that retain a natural wood regime
illustrate how interactions among water, sediment, wood,
and valley geometry create secondary effects such as peak
flow attenuation, nutrient uptake, sediment and particulate
organic matter storage, habitat abundance and diversity,
and greater biomass of organisms per unit length of river
corridor. The beneficial effects of wood in river corridors
have largely been overlooked because of the widespread lack
of abundant wood in forested river corridors. This reflects
centuries of active wood removal from rivers, as well as
diminished wood recruitment associated with changing
land cover, reduced wood retention as river corridors have
become more physically simple and homogeneous, and perceptions of wood in rivers as wasted or unsightly. Natural
wood regimes are dynamic and challenging to characterize. However, river management that explicitly includes
feasible targets for the wood regime, based on an understanding of the natural wood regime for a river catchment,
can restore lost or diminished ecosystem services. Such
management must be accompanied by efforts to change
what are commonly negative public perceptions of wood in
river corridors. Ultimately, river management that does not
incorporate target wood regimes cannot sustain the physical and ecological attributes of rivers that people value.

Overview Articles

14 BioScience • XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X

Merten EC, Vaz PG, Decker-Fritz JA, Finlay JC, Stefan HG. 2013. Relative
importance of breakage and decay as processes depleting large wood
from streams. Geomorphology 190: 40–47.
Millington CE, Sear DA. 2007. Impacts of river restoration on small-wood
dynamics in a low-gradient headwater stream. Earth Surface Processes
and Landforms 32: 1204–1218.
Montgomery DR. 1999. Process domains and the river continuum. Journal
of the American Water Resources Association 35: 397–410.
Montgomery DR, Collins BD, Buffington JM, Abbe TB. 2003. Geomorphic
effects of wood in rivers. Pages 21–47 in Gregory SV, Boyer KL, Gurnell
AM, eds. The Ecology and Management of Wood in World Rivers,
37. American Fisheries Society Symposium, Bethesda, MD. American
Fisheries Society.
Nanson GC, Barbetti M, Taylor G. 1995. River stabilisation due to changing
climate and vegetation during the late Quaternary in western Tasmania,
Australia. Geomorphology 13: 145–158.
Opperman JJ, Meleason M, Francis RA, Davies-Colley R. 2008. “Livewood”:
Geomorphic and ecological functions of living trees in river channels.
BioScience 58: 1069–1078.
Osei NA, Gurnell AM, Harvey GL. 2015. The role of large wood in retaining
fine sediment, organic matter and plant propagules in a small, singlethread forest river. Geomorphology 235: 77–87.
Oswald EB, E Wohl. 2008. Wood-mediated geomorphic effects of a jökulhlaup in the Wind River Mountains, Wyoming. Geomorphology 100:
549–562.
Phillips JD, Park L. 2009. Forest blowdown impacts of Hurricane Rita on
fluvial systems. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 34: 1069–1081.
Piégay H. 1993. Nature, mass and preferential sites of coarse woody debris
deposits in the Lower Ain valley (Mollon reach), France. Regulated
Rivers: Research and Management 8, 359–372.
Piégay H, Landon N. 1997. Promoting ecological management of riparian
forests on the Drôme River, France. Aquatic Conservation: Marine and
Freshwater Ecosystems 7: 287–304.
Piégay H, Moulin B, Hupp CR. 2017. Assessment of transfer patterns and
origins of in-channel wood in large rivers using repeated field surveys
and wood characterisation (the Isère River upstream of Pontcharra,
France). Geomorphology 279: 27–43.
Poff NL, Allan JD, Bai, MB, Karr JR, Prestegaard KL, Richter BD, Sparks
RE, Stromberg JC. 1997. The natural flow regime. BioScience 47:
769–784.
Polvi LE, Wohl EE, Merritt DM. 2011. Geomorphic and process domain controls on riparian zones in the Colorado Front Range. Geomorphology
125: 504–516.
Reich M, Kershner JL, Wildman RC. 2003. Restoring streams with large
wood: A synthesis. Pages 355–366 in Gregory SV, Boyer KL, Gurnell
AM, eds. The Ecology and Management of Wood in World Rivers,
37. American Fisheries Society Symposium, Bethesda, MD. American
Fisheries Society.
Richmond AD, Fausch KD. 1995. Characteristics and function of large
woody debris in subalpine Rocky Mountain streams in northern
Colorado. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 52:
1789–1802.
Roni P, Beechie T, Pess G, Hanson K. 2015. Wood placement in river restoration: Fact, fiction, and future direction. Canadian Journal of Fisheries
and Aquatic Sciences 72: 466–478.
Ruiz-Villanueva V, Blade E, Sanchez-Juny M, Marti-Cardona B, DiezHerrero A, Bodoque JM. 2014. Two-dimensional numerical modeling
of wood transport. Journal of Hydroinformatics 16: 1077–1096.
Ruiz-Villanueva V, Piégay H, Gurnell AM, Marston RA, Stoffel M. 2016.
Recent advances quantifying the large wood dynamics in river basins:
New methods and remaining challenges. Reviews Geophysics 54:
611–652.
Ruiz-Villanueva V, Badoux A, Rickenmann D, Böckli M, Schläfli S, Steeb
N, Stoffel M, Rickli C. 2018. Impacts of a large flood along a mountain
river basin: Unravelling the geomorphic response and large wood budget in the upper Emme River (Switzerland). Earth Surface Dynamics
Discuss 6: 1–42.

https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/advance-article-abstract/doi/10.1093/biosci/biz013/5420328 by Colorado State University user on 28 March 2019

Gurnell AM, Bertoldi W, Corenblit D. 2012. Changing river channels: The
roles of hydrological processes, plants and pioneer landforms in humid
temperate, mixed load, gravel bed rivers. Earth Science Reviews 111:
129–141.
Harmon ME, et al. 1986. Ecology of coarse woody debris in temperate ecosystems. Advances in Ecological Research 15: 133–302.
Herdrich AT, Winkleman DL, Venarsky MP, Walters DM, Wohl E. 2018.
The loss of large wood affects Rocky Mountain trout populations.
Ecology of Freshwater Fish 27: 1023–1036.
Hynes HBN. 1975. The stream and its valley. Internationale Vereinigung
fur Theoretische und Angewandte Limnologie Verhandlungen 19:
1–15.
Johnson SL, Swanson FJ, Grant GE, Wondzell SM. 2000. Riparian forest
disturbances by a mountain flood – the influence of floated wood.
Hydrological Processes 14: 3031–3050.
Keller EA, MacDonald A, Tally T, Merrit NJ. 1995. Effects of large organic
debris on channel morphology and sediment storage in selected
tributaries of Redwood Creek, northwestern California. U.S. Geological
Survey Professional Paper 1454.
Kraft CE, Warren DR, Keeton WS. 2011. Identifying the spatial pattern of wood distribution in northeastern North American streams.
Geomorphology 135 1–7.
Kramer N, Wohl E. 2015. Driftcretions: The legacy impacts of driftwood on shoreline morphology. Geophysical Research Letters 42:
5855–5864.
Kramer N, Wohl E. 2017. Rules of the road: A qualitative and quantitative synthesis of large wood transport through drainage networks.
Geomorphology 279: 74–97.
Lancaster ST, Hayes SK, Grant GE. 2001. Modeling sediment and wood
storage and dynamics in small mountainous watersheds. Pages 85–102
in Dorava JM, Montgomery DR, Palcsak BB, Fitzpatrick FA, eds.
Geomorphic Processes and Riverine Habitat. American Geophysical
Union Press.
Lane EW. 1955. The importance of fluvial morphology in hydraulic engineering. American Society of Civil Engineers Proceedings Separate 81:
1–17.
Lassettre NS, Piégay H, Dufour S, Rollet AJ. 2008. Decadal changes
in distribution and frequency of wood in a free meandering river,
the Ain River, France. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 33:
1098–1112.
Le Lay YF, Piégay H, Moulin B. 2013. Wood entrance, deposition, transfer
and effects on fluvial forms and processes: Problem statements and
challenging issues. Treatise on Geomorphology 12: 20–36.
Lininger KB, Wohl E, Sutfin NA, Rose JR. 2017. Floodplain downed wood
volumes: A comparison across three biomes. Earth Surface Processes
and Landforms 42: 1248–1261.
Livers B, Wohl E, Jackson KJ, Sutfin NA. 2018. Historical land use as a
driver of alternative states for stream form and function in forested
mountain watersheds of the Southern Rocky Mountains. Earth Surface
Processes and Landforms 43: 669–684.
Lucía A, Comiti F, Borga M, Cavalli M, Marchi L. 2015. Dynamics of
large wood during a flash flood in two mountain catchments. Natural
Hazards and Earth System Sciences 3: 1643–1680.
MacVicar B, Piégay H. 2012. Implementation and validation of video monitoring for wood budgeting in a wandering piedmont river, the Ain River
(France). Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 37: 1272–1289.
Marburg AE, Turner MG, Kratz TK. 2006. Natural and anthropogenic
variation in coarse wood among and within lakes. Journal of Ecology
94: 558–568.
Maser C, Sedell JR. 1994. From the forest to the sea: The ecology of wood
in streams, rivers, estuaries and oceans. St. Lucie Press.
May CL, Gresswell RE. 2003. Processes and rates of sediment and wood
accumulation in headwater streams of the Oregon Coast Range, USA.
Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 28: 409–424.
Mazzorana B, Hubl J, Zischg A, Largiader A. 2011. Modelling woody
material transport and deposition in alpine rivers. Natural Hazards 56:
425–449.

Overview Articles

https://academic.oup.com/bioscience

Stream Restoration in Dynamic Fluvial Systems: Scientific Approaches,
Analyses, and Tools. American Geophysical Union Press.
Wohl E. 2013. Floodplains and wood. Earth-Science Reviews 123: 194–212.
Wohl E. 2014. A legacy of absence: Wood removal in U.S. rivers. Progress in
Physical Geography 38: 637–663.
Wohl E. 2017. Bridging the gaps: An overview of wood across time and
space in diverse rivers. Geomorphology 279: 3–26.
Wohl E, Jaeger K. 2009. A conceptual model for the longitudinal distribution of wood in mountain streams. Earth Surface Processes and
Landforms 34: 329–344.
Wohl E, Scott DN. 2017. Wood and sediment storage and dynamics in river
corridors. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 42: 5–23.
Wohl E, Bledsoe BP, Jacobson RB, Poff NL, Rathburn SL, Walters DM,
Wilcox AC. 2015. The natural sediment regime in rivers: Broadening
the foundation for ecosystem management. BioScience 65: 358–371.
Wohl E, Bledsoe BP, Fausch KD, Kramer N, Bestgen KR, Gooseff MN.
2016. Management of large wood in streams: An overview and proposed framework for hazard evaluation. Journal of the American Water
Resources Association 52: 315–335.
Wohl E, Lininger KB, Fox M, Baillie BR, Erskine WD. 2017. Instream large
wood loads across bioclimatic regions. Forest Ecology and Management
404: 370–380.
Wohl E, Cadol D, Pfeiffer A, Jackson K, Laurel D. 2018a. Distribution of
large wood within river corridors in relation to flow regime in the semiarid western US. Water Resources Research 54: 1890–1904.
Wohl E, Scott DN, Lininger KB. 2018b. Spatial distribution of channel and floodplain large wood in forested river corridors of the
Northern Rockies. Water Resources Research 54: 7879–7892. https://
doi.org/10.1029/2018WR022750.
Zalamea M, Gonzalez G, Ping CL, Michaelson G. 2007. Soil organic matter
dynamics under decaying wood in a subtropical wet forest: Effect of tree
species and decay stage. Plant and Soil 296: 173–185.
Zen S, AM Gurnell, G Zolezzi, N Surian. 2017. Exploring the role of trees
in the evolution of meander bends: The Tagliamento River, Italy. Water
Resources Research 53: 5943–5962.
Ellen Wohl and Natalie Kramer are affiliated with the Department of
Geosciences, and Kurt D. Fausch is affiliated with the Department of
Fishery and Wildlife Conservation Biology, at Colorado State University,
in Fort Collins. Virginia Ruiz-Villanueva is affiliated with the Institute for
Environmental Sciences at the University of Geneva, in Switzerland. Daniel
N. Scott is affiliated with the Department of Earth and Space Sciences at the
University of Washington, in Seattle. Francesco Comiti affiliated with the
Faculty of Science and Technology, at the Free University of Bozen-Bolzano,
in Italy. Angela M. Gurnell is affiliated with the School of Geography, at
Queen Mary University London, in the United Kingdom. Herve Piegay, is
affiliated with CNRS, at the University of Lyon, France. Katherine B. Lininger
is affiliated with the Department of Geography, at the University of Colorado,
in Boulder. Kristin L. Jaeger is affiliated with the US Geological Survey,
Washington Water Science Center in Tacoma, Washington. David M. Walters
is affiliated with the US Geological Survey, Columbia Environmental Research
Center, Columbia, Missouri.

XXXX XXXX / Vol. XX No. X • BioScience 15

Downloaded from https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/advance-article-abstract/doi/10.1093/biosci/biz013/5420328 by Colorado State University user on 28 March 2019

Sawyer AH, Cardenas MB, Buttles J. 2012. Hyporheic temperature dynamics and heat exchange near channel-spanning logs. Water Resources
Research 48: W01529. http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011WR011200.
Scott DN, Wohl E. 2018. Natural and anthropogenic controls on wood loads
in river corridors of the Rocky, Cascade, and Olympic Mountains, USA.
Water Resources Research 54: 7893–7909.
Sear DA, Millington CE, Kitts DR, Jeffries R. 2010. Logjam controls on
channel: Floodplain interactions in wooded catchments and their role in
the formation of multichannel patterns. Geomorphology 116: 305–319.
Senter A, Pasternack G, Piegay H, Vaughan M. 2017. Wood export prediction at the watershed scale. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 42:
2377–2392.
Schumm SA. 1968. Speculations concerning paleohydrologic controls of
terrestrial sedimentation. Geological Society of America Bulletin 79:
1573–1588.
Schwabe E, et al. 2015. Wood-associated fauna collected during the
KuramBio-expedition in the North West Pacific. Deep-Sea Research II
111: 376–388.
Sedell JR, Froggatt JL. 1984. Importance of streamside forests to large
rivers: The isolation of the Willamette River, Oregon, U.S.A., from its
floodplain by snagging and streamside forest removal. Verhandlungen.
Internationale Vereinigung fur Theoretische und Angewandte
Limnologie 22: 1828–1834.
Simenstad CA, Wick A, Van De Wetering S, Bottom DL. 2003. Dynamics
and ecological functions of wood in estuarine and coastal marine ecosystems. Pages 265–277 in Gregory SV, Boyer KL, Gurnell AM, eds.
The Ecology and Management of Wood in World Rivers, 37. American
Fisheries Society Symposium, Bethesda, MD. American Fisheries
Society.
Simpston RR, Mapleston AJ. 2002. Movements and habitat by the endangered Australian freshwater Mary River cod, Maccullochella peelii
mariensis. Environmental Biology of Fishes 65: 401–410.
Sutfin NA, Wohl EE, Dwire KA. 2016. Banking carbon: A review of organic
carbon storage and physical factors influencing retention in floodplains
and riparian ecosystems. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 41:
38–60.
Triska FJ. 1984. Role of wood debris in modifying channel geomorphology
and riparian areas of a large lowland river under pristine conditions: A
historical case study. Verhandlungen Internationale Verein Limnologie
22: 1876–1892.
Turowski JM, Badoux A, Bunte K, Rickli C, Federspiel N, Jochner M.
2013. The mass distribution of coarse particulate organic matter
exported from an Alpine headwater stream. Earth Surface Dynamics 1:
1–11.
Van der Nat D, Tockner K, Edwards PJ, Ward JV. 2003. Large wood dynamics of complex Alpine river floodplains. Journal of the North American
Benthological Society 22: 35–50.
Venarsky MP, Walters DM, Hall RO, Livers B, Wohl E. 2018. Shifting stream
planform state decreases stream productivity yet increases riparian animal production. Oecologia 187: 167–180.
Wohl E. 2011. Seeing the forest and the trees: Wood in stream restoration in the Colorado Front Range, United States. Pages 399–418 in

