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Abstract. Different models have been used in science and practice to identify instream large-wood (LW)
sources and to estimate LW supply to rivers. This contribution reviews the existing models proposed in the
last 35 years and compares two of the most recent geographic information system (GIS)-based models by ap-
plying them to 40 catchments in Switzerland. Both models, which we call here the empirical GIS approach
(EGA) and fuzzy-logic GIS approach (FGA), consider landslides, debris flows, bank erosion, and mobilization
of instream wood as recruitment processes and compute volumetric estimates of LW supply based on three dif-
ferent scenarios of process frequency and magnitude. Despite being developed following similar concepts and
fed with similar input data, the results from the two models differ markedly. In general, estimated supply wood
volumes were larger in each of the scenarios when computed with the FGA and lower with the EGA models.
Landslides were the dominant process identified by the EGA, whereas bank erosion was the predominant process
according to the FGA model. These differences are discussed, and results are compared to available observations
coming from a unique database. Regardless of the limitations of these models, they are useful tools for hazard
assessment, the design of infrastructure, and other management strategies.

1 Introduction

The influence of wood in watercourses is manifold. On the
one hand, there are various ecological benefits of large wood
(LW), as it provides habitats and a food source for many
organic organisms, thus promoting rich biodiversity (Har-
mon et al., 1986; Steel et al., 2003; Wondzell and Bisson,
2003). LW also affects stream hydraulics by altering the
channel morphology and sediment control (Montgomery and
Piégay, 2003; Wohl and Scott, 2016). On the other hand,

large quantities of LW may be mobilized during infrequent,
high-magnitude floods and may induce potential hazards for
human settlements and infrastructure (Lucía et al., 2015b,
2018; Rickli et al., 2018; Ruiz-Villanueva et al., 2013; Steeb
et al., 2017b). Consequently, river managers are challenged
to maintain a good ecological status of rivers while minimiz-
ing potential hazards.

From a flood protection perspective, the main problem re-
garding LW in streams is wood accumulation at bridges and
weirs, which reduces or even clogs the entire river cross-
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section and leads to backwater rise and consequent inun-
dation (Comiti et al., 2016; Lassettre and Kondolf, 2012;
Piégay et al., 1999; Rickenmann et al., 2016). The associ-
ated damage potential of LW may depend, among other vari-
ables, on the volume of transported LW (Mazzorana et al.,
2018). Large-wood transport is governed by the flow condi-
tions, river morphology (Ruiz-Villanueva et al., 2020), the
size and shape of individual wood pieces (i.e. large logs or
rootwads are more prone to clogging; Bezzola et al., 2002),
the mode in which wood is being transported (i.e. if logs are
transported congested or not; Braudrick et al., 1997; Ruiz-
Villanueva et al., 2019), and the availability or supply of
wood. Wood supply occurs by numerous geomorphic pro-
cesses including bank erosion, channel migration, mass wast-
ing (e.g. landslides, debris flows), and natural tree mortal-
ity and fall (Benda and Sias, 2003). These processes can be
highly variable, on both temporal and spatial scales (Gasser
et al., 2019).

Despite numerous existing approaches and efforts (see fol-
lowing section), the quantitative estimation of LW supply
volume and the definition of contributing source areas based
on different recruitment processes remain very challenging.
The estimation of exported wood involves many uncertain-
ties that are difficult to quantify because LW transport hap-
pens at the end of a long process cascade, usually starting
with precipitation as a trigger, followed by a flood formation
and the occurrence of recruitment processes as wood suppli-
ers as well as the increased discharge as a transport medium.
In addition, any type of model developed to estimate and
quantify wood supply should be validated with field obser-
vations, data that are very scarce (Comiti et al., 2016; Naka-
mura et al., 2017; Wohl et al., 2019; Gurnell and Bertoldi,
2020).

This work reviews the state of the art in wood supply mod-
elling and presents a comparison of two recent geographic
information system (GIS)-based approaches that were devel-
oped in the context of an applied research project funded by
the Swiss Federal Office for the Environment. First, the lit-
erature review provides an updated compilation of published
approaches to model recruitment processes to quantify LW
supply, classifying the approaches by model type and sum-
marizing their main characteristics, such as processes con-
sidered and their temporal and spatial scales. We then focus
on two GIS-based models that were developed based on a
similar general concept, used similar input data, and were ap-
plied to the same study sites. The models were validated with
a unique observation dataset of supplied wood during single
events in a large number of catchments in Switzerland (Steeb,
2018; Steeb et al., 2019a). Despite their similarities, the mod-
els differ in some respects and result in somewhat different
outcomes. These differences are used to stress the limitations
and strengths of the two models, to compare them with other
recent approaches included in the literature review, and to
discuss uncertainties and challenges related to the modelling

of LW supply. In addition, we also consider implications for
flood hazard assessment and river management.

2 Large-wood-supply models: a review

Over the last decades, different approaches have been de-
veloped to quantify LW supply at both reach and catchment
scales. Gregory et al. (2003) provided a summary of the first
attempts to simulate wood supply, i.e. mostly mathematical
models developed from conceptual descriptions of selected
wood recruitment processes. Later, Gasser et al. (2019) re-
viewed recent approaches and evaluated whether the stabi-
lizing effect of vegetation on total LW supply was consid-
ered or not. In this work, we compile and expand these previ-
ous overviews to provide an updated review of published ap-
proaches to model recruitment processes and to quantify LW
supply (Table 1; numbering therein used for reference in this
section). We classify the approaches by model category (i.e.
empirical, deterministic, stochastic, or GIS-based) and sum-
marize their main characteristics (i.e. processes considered,
spatial and temporal scales, inputs and outputs, and whether
they were validated with field observations or not). The evo-
lution of these models illustrates and contributes to the sci-
entific understanding of the complex processes involved in
wood supply to rivers. Some of the earliest approaches (e.g.
1, 21, and 22) were designed to simulate long-term delivery
of wood to river reaches from adjacent riparian forest by tree
mortality, windthrow, or bank erosion. Subsequent models
attempted to describe these input processes over larger por-
tions of river networks (3, 4, 6, 23, and 24) but maintained a
long-term perspective. Few studies included other processes,
such as channel avulsion 4 and 22. These earlier models were
developed in the US, most of them in the Pacific Northwest
and a few in the south-east (4) or the Rocky Mountains (23).
Later, researchers started to apply and develop models else-
where, e.g. in New Zealand (24).

Martin and Benda (2001) and Benda and Sias (2003) (16)
were pioneers in considering mass movements (i.e. land-
slides and debris flows) as wood recruitment processes, and
they established the first conceptual framework for LW bud-
geting. This approach was further applied in US mountain
rivers (8 and 20) before it was adapted to shorter timescales
for mountain rivers in Italy and Switzerland (14 and 29). Fo-
cusing on shorter time windows and on episodic disturbances
(e.g. floods) aggregated at the catchment scale, researchers
proposed empirical equations based on field observations of
exported wood and catchment characteristics (28 and 29). As
most of the data used to derive such empirical formulas orig-
inated from steep headwater streams and mountain rivers in
Switzerland, Austria, and Japan, application to larger catch-
ments is associated with considerable uncertainty.

The rapid proliferation of remote sensing and the advances
in computing sciences and GIS applications (Bishop and Gi-
ardino, 2022) resulted in the development of another group
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of models (i.e. geospatial models). These GIS-based models
allow a spatially explicit assessment of different LW recruit-
ment processes, the identification of source areas, and the
estimation of LW volumes, expanding the analysis to larger
areas, covering multiple (sub-)catchments. Rimböck (2001)
(5) developed a GIS-based model to identify potential re-
cruitment areas of LW in mountain streams, resulting from
bank erosion, landslides, and windthrow. In this approach,
he used wood volume reduction factors to distinguish be-
tween the potential LW volume (i.e. maximum volume that
could potentially be supplied) and the estimated wood vol-
ume exported or supplied during exceptional floods. Mazzo-
rana et al. (2009) (10) developed a procedure to determine the
relative propensity of mountain streams in Bolzano Province
(Italy) to supply wood due to floods, debris flows in tribu-
taries, bank erosion, and shallow landslides, based on empir-
ical indicators. Kasprak et al. (2012) (18) used light detec-
tion and ranging (lidar) data to estimate tree height and re-
cruitable tree abundance throughout a watershed in coastal
Maine in the US and to determine the likelihood for the
stream to recruit channel-spanning trees at the reach scale
and assess whether mass wasting or channel migration was a
dominant supply mechanism. Ruiz-Villanueva et al. (2014c)
(12) estimated potential LW volumes recruited from land-
slides, bank erosion, and fluvial transport during floods in
the Central Mountain Range in Spain. The authors applied
a GIS model including multi-criteria and multi-objective as-
sessments using fuzzy-logic principles together with reduc-
tion factors for predefined scenarios. The method included
the analysis of the hillslope-channel network connectivity
and the resistance of the vegetation to be eroded. This ap-
proach was recently adapted and applied to mountain catch-
ments in Switzerland, considering debris flows as supply
processes as well (13), and it has been further used in the
present study. Also applied in Swiss mountain catchments,
Steeb et al. (2017a, 2019b) (11) proposed a GIS approach to
model source areas of LW and to estimate potential supply
and exported wood volumes based on reduction factors de-
rived from an extensive empirical database of flood events
with LW occurrence (Steeb, 2018; Steeb et al., 2019a, 2022).
In Switzerland and other countries around the Alps, some
private engineering companies and consultants, specialized
in natural hazards, developed their own GIS-based models to
estimate the potential LW supply from different recruitment
processes (e.g. von Glutz, 2011; Hunziker, 2017).

However, one important aspect of the above-mentioned
GIS-based models (10, 5, 12, and 11) is that they do not at-
tempt to simulate the actual recruitment processes (e.g. land-
slides, debris flows, bank erosion), but they used available in-
formation on areas susceptible to recruitment processes (e.g.
from hazard maps, although these are usually derived from
previous modelling studies) or expert-based buffers. An in-
termediate approach was proposed by Rigon et al. (2012)
(19), who applied a geostatistical bivariate analysis (weight
of evidence method; Bonham-Carter et al., 1990) to iden-

tify unstable areas based on weighting factors. Lucía et al.
(2015a) (14) estimated potential LW recruitment in a moun-
tain basin in Italy modelling shallow landslides with a hills-
lope stability model (Montgomery and Dietrich, 1994) cou-
pled to a connectivity index (Cavalli et al., 2013). The ap-
proach was further developed by Franceschi et al. (2019)
(15), who used detailed forest information based on a single
tree extraction from lidar data and combined it with a 1D hy-
draulic model to evaluate channel widening and LW down-
stream propagation. Cislaghi et al. (2018) (27) proposed one
of the first physically based stochastic models to simulate
shallow landslides combined with the forest stand character-
istics to estimate LW recruitment from hillslopes. Similarly,
Gasser et al. (2018, 2020) (26) proposed two frameworks
to model shallow landslides and geotechnical and hydraulic
bank erosion applying two physically based stochastic mod-
els together with a tree detection algorithm (Dorren, 2017) to
estimate LW supply. Zischg et al. (2018) (9) presented a LW
recruitment model coupled to a 2D hydrodynamic model to
estimate LW recruitment from bank erosion in the flood in-
fluence zone of the river. In this approach, wood volumes
were also estimated based on a single tree detection algo-
rithm applied to a normalized digital surface model.

3 Geospatial modelling of large-wood supply in
Swiss mountain catchments

3.1 General concept

In this contribution, two LW models were compared: the em-
pirical GIS approach (EGA) by Steeb et al. (2017a, 2019b)
and the fuzzy-logic GIS approach (FGA) by Ruiz-Villanueva
and Stoffel (2018), which is a variation of the model pre-
sented by Ruiz-Villanueva et al. (2014c). Both the EGA and
FGA are based on a similar general concept (Fig. 1) and fed
with similar input data and defined equivalent scenarios (see
following subsections) to make comparison possible. Both
models were developed in the context of WoodFlow, a Swiss
research programme aimed at creating knowledge and meth-
ods to analyse instream wood dynamics, with particular at-
tention to watercourses in the Alpine region (FOEN, 2019).

The general concepts and main steps of the GIS-based ap-
proaches were to (i) identify the recruitment areas on the
hillslopes and along the stream network that may contribute
woody material to streams, such as areas affected by land-
slides, debris flows, and bank erosion; (ii) create three differ-
ent scenarios based on the process frequency and magnitude;
and (iii) provide estimates of potential LW supply Vpot (i.e.
worst-case scenarios) and supplied wood volumes for each
scenario Vest. The methods aim at estimating supply wood
volumes at the catchment scale and do not include the anal-
ysis of wood transfer (i.e. transport and deposition) through
the stream network.

Potential large-wood supply Vpot was calculated by the
intersection of the modelled recruitment areas with forest
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Figure 1. Conceptual model of the empirical GIS approach (EGA) and the fuzzy-logic GIS approach (FGA). Vpot: potential wood supply
[m3]; Vest: estimated supplied wood [m3]; i: recruitment process [–]; R: recruitment area [ha]; W : forest density or instream wood load
[m3 ha−1]; f : volume reduction factor [–]. Three different scenarios were defined (see Sect. 3.5): medium scenario (medium to high fre-
quency and intermediate magnitude), large scenario (relatively low frequency and medium to high magnitude), and very large scenario (very
low frequency and very high magnitude).

cover. During a flood, however, only a part of the LW po-
tential is actually recruited and exported out of the catch-
ment. Therefore, empirically derived volume reduction fac-
tors (EGA) or fuzzy-logic principles (FGA) were applied to
best-estimate actual supplied LW volumes Vest. Modelling
results were validated by comparison with available empiri-
cal data documented after flood events in Switzerland (Steeb
et al., 2021, 2022). This dataset documents recruited and
transported quantities of large wood together with the as-
sociated catchment and flood-specific parameters, including
the associated recruitment processes (Table S1 in the Supple-
ment).

3.2 Input data

3.2.1 Catchment areas and stream network

The topographical catchment areas (feature polygons), which
define the spatial extent of the investigation, were available
from the geodataset “topographical catchments of Swiss wa-
terbodies” (FOEN, 2015). The stream network of Switzer-
land at a scale of 1 : 25000 (swissTLM3D, © 2016 swis-
stopo, DV033594) was pre-processed by adding informa-
tion on channel width as derived from a Swiss-wide ecomor-
phological dataset (Ökomorphologie Stufe F © FOEN; Zeh
Weissmann et al., 2009). Based on this dataset, the channel
width was known for 42 % (25 800 km) of the total Swiss
streams’ length. For the remaining 58 %, we extrapolated
channel width based on stream order (Strahler, 1957) and al-
titude classes (Table S2).

The stream network and channel widths were used to de-
fine intersections and connectivity between the hillslope pro-

cesses and the streams, to estimate the bank-erosion-prone
areas (Sects. 3.3 and 3.4), and to assign values of instream
dead wood volumes (Sect. 3.2.3).

3.2.2 SilvaProtect-CH and the identification of landslide
and debris flow trajectories

For the modelling of the two recruitment process cate-
gories landslide and debris flow, both GIS models used the
SilvaProtect-CH dataset from Losey and Wehrli (2013). As
part of the SilvaProtect-CH project, several natural hazard
processes were modelled over the entire Swiss territory us-
ing partly physically based models. As a result, process tra-
jectories that describe the topographic flow path and runout
distances (from starting to deposition zone) of the investi-
gated natural hazard processes were readily available (details
are provided in the Supplement). These trajectories were pro-
cessed further to identify potential recruitment areas of LW
supply (Sects. 3.3. and 3.4).

3.2.3 Forest density and instream wood load

The density of living trees in Swiss forests [m3 ha−1] was
derived from a Swiss nationwide raster map with an origi-
nal resolution of 25 m× 25 m (rescaled to 1 m× 1 m; Fig. 2).
The raster map is based on a growing stock model developed
by Ginzler et al. (2019) that quantifies forest density in rela-
tion to tree height (based on airborne stereo imagery), canopy
cover, topographic position index, mean summer tempera-
ture, and elevation. The EGA and FGA models further con-
sider an estimate of deadwood on the forest floor [m3 ha−1]
(i.e. equal to 5 % of living tree density) based on empiri-
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Figure 2. Example of the wood stock raster map in the Grosse
Melchaa catchment near Stöckalp (canton of Obwalden). Back-
ground: digital terrain model (hillshade), © swisstopo.

cal data of the Swiss National Forest Inventory (NFI; WSL,
2016).

Additionally, instream wood loads were included in the
calculations, accounting for potential LW volumes from ac-
cumulated deadwood in the channel. Detailed information
on wood loads across the stream network was not available,
so based on a literature review by Rickli and Bucher (2006)
and Ruiz-Villanueva et al. (2016), volumes of instream wood
were assigned to the different streams grouped by channel
width (EGA) or by stream order (FGA) classes (see follow-
ing sections).

3.3 The empirical GIS approach (EGA)

Debris flow and landslide trajectories from SilvaProtect-CH
were constrained by intersection with the stream network and
forest cover. Only landslide trajectories with starting points
within a 50 m distance from the stream network were consid-
ered. This limitation was supported by the landslide database
of Rickli et al. (2016), where 44 % of all documented land-
slides showed a runout distance of less than 50 m (around
80 % are within a distance of 100 m). For each scenario
(Sect. 3.5), different buffer widths wb were applied on both
sides of the relevant debris flow and landslide trajectories
(i.e. medium scenario: wb= 5 m; large scenario: wb= 10 m;
very large scenario: wb= 15 m). The buffer widths were cho-
sen in ranges according to a Swiss landslide database (Rickli
et al., 2016). Potential recruitment areas were finally ex-
tracted as the overlap of the buffered trajectories with the
forest layer.

The extent of bank erosion in the EGA was assumed to
be proportional to the given channel width. Scenario-specific
erosion width factors ew (i.e. a multiple of the channel width)
were empirically derived from observations after the well-
documented August 2005 flood in Switzerland, for which

Table 2. Overview of volume reduction factors f , classified by sce-
nario and recruitment process.

Scenario Instream Debris Bank Landslide
wood flow erosion

Medium 0.10 0.05 0.05 0.01
Large 0.30 0.10 0.10 0.05
Very large 0.70 0.30 0.20 0.10

a large dataset was analysed and made available (Bach-
mann Walker, 2012; Hunzinger and Durrer, 2008). Scenario-
specific erosion width factors were ew= 1.5 for the medium
scenario, ew= 3 for the large scenario, and ew= 4.5 for the
very large scenario. The resulting buffer widths were added
to the original channel width. Potential recruitment areas due
to bank erosion were finally extracted as the overlap of the
buffered stream network with the forest layer.

The estimation of previously stored wood load within
the river network (i.e. instream deadwood) was based
on empirical values of wood storage per stream hectare.
Rickli et al. (2018) documented instream wood stor-
age for 10 reaches in Swiss torrents. This database was
complemented with 39 additional values from various
other European rivers, based on a literature review by
Ruiz-Villanueva et al. (2016), in order to have reliable
derivations. Finally, we assigned wood load values into
three channel width classes (i.e. < 5 m= 94 m3 ha−1, 5–
10 m= 67 m3 ha−1, > 10 m= 42 m3 ha−1).

Potential source areas from different recruitment processes
may partly overlap. For this reason, a priority sequence was
determined so that such overlapping areas were not counted
more than once. This was defined according to the follow-
ing principle: the closer to the channel a recruitment pro-
cess occurs, the higher the priority (instream wood > debris
flow > bank erosion > landslide). For example, overlapping
areas of debris flows and bank erosion were assigned to the
process area debris flow.

Potential recruitment areas were finally used to calculate
the potential LW supply Vpot by multiplying the process ar-
eas with the respective forest density (for debris flows, land-
slides, and bank erosion) or wood load (for instream dead-
wood). From the resulting potential LW supply, the actual
LW supply Vest was estimated. To do so, volume reduction
factors f were used, which assumed different values depend-
ing on the recruitment process and scenario of process mag-
nitude (Table 2). The volume reduction factors were empiri-
cally determined with three different approaches (Steeb et al.,
2019b): (1) comparison with literature data, including values
from other studies and models that proposed reduction fac-
tors; (2) comparison of potential vs. observed recruitment ar-
eas; and (3) comparison of estimated vs. observed wood vol-
umes in well-documented catchments during the 2005 flood
(see the five blue catchments in Fig. 3).
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Figure 3. Location of the 40 test catchments (orange; with many
nested sub-catchments). The five catchments in blue (Chiene,
Chirel, Grosse Melchaa, Landquart, Kleine Emme) were used to
calibrate the volume reduction factors from the EGA approach so
that the estimated supplied wood was of the same order of mag-
nitude as the observed values from past flood events. Background:
digital terrain model (hillshade), © swisstopo.

Values of observed LW supply volumes and recruitment
areas together with the associated catchment- and flood-
specific parameters were taken from a complementary em-
pirical dataset that was also part of the WoodFlow research
programme. In total, the LW database consisted of 210 data
entries. Most entries (171) refer to events in Switzerland.
Also included are flood events from Japan, Italy, Germany,
and France (Steeb et al., 2019a).

The EGA model was originally developed with Ar-
cGIS 10.1 (© ESRI) and updated with ArcGIS 10.8
(© ESRI). The toolbox is freely available for download
(Steeb et al., 2023).

3.4 The fuzzy-logic GIS approach (FGA)

The areas prone to landslides and debris flows were defined
based on the linear trajectories provided by the SilvaProtect-
CH database. To transform these lines into areas (i.e. pix-
els, as the FGA is entirely raster-based), the density of the
lines was used to classify the terrain into three intensity sce-
narios (Sect. 3.5). High trajectory density was assumed to
represent areas that are more prone to landslides or debris
flows, more likely of a higher frequency and therefore lower
magnitude. Low trajectory density was assumed to represent
areas that are less prone to mass movements, more likely af-
fected by higher-magnitude and thus lower-frequency events.
The thresholds to classify the three areas were based on four
natural breaks (Fig. S1a in the Supplement). In the case of
mass movements, the delivery of wood to the stream net-
work depends not only on the area of the landslide, but also
on its connectivity to the channel (Ruiz-Villanueva et al.,
2014c). Once the trajectories were converted to density pix-
els, the connectivity between these pixels and the stream net-

work was established for landslide-prone pixels, as a func-
tion of both the distance to the channel and the terrain slope.
In addition, a buffer area of influence was also established
around these areas to include toppled trees that may be re-
cruited indirectly by the action of landslides. Trees located
in a landslide-prone pixel or in the toppling influence area
(defined as a buffer equal to 2 times the mean tree height;
here 100 m) may reach the channel if they were close enough
(Euclidean distance to channel network < 50 m) or further
away (Euclidean distance up to 100 m) but on a steep slope
(> 40 %). In the case of debris flows, all pixels were assumed
to be connected to the stream network.

Areas prone to bank erosion were computed based on
channel sinuosity and gradient (as proxies for channel lat-
eral migration and transport capacity; Ruiz-Villanueva et al.,
2014c), the channel width, and a defined width ratio. The
width ratio was used to estimate the potential resulting chan-
nel width after bank erosion during floods. It was calcu-
lated analysing a European database (Ruiz-Villanueva et al.,
2023), including several rivers and flood events in Switzer-
land and six other countries, and three scenarios were de-
fined for different channel width classes (nine classes rang-
ing from < 3 to > 50 m). The stream network provided by
the ecomorphology database (Sect. 3.2.1) was grouped by the
channel width classes considered, and the width ratio was as-
signed to estimate the resulting potential erodible width for
each stream segment (Fig. S1). The width ratio (ranging be-
tween 1 and 4) generally increases with scenario intensity
and decreasing channel width. The resulting buffers were
transformed to pixels, and the final pixels prone to bank ero-
sion were assigned based on channel sinuosity and gradient.
Stream segments characterized by high sinuosity and high
gradient were assumed to be more prone to bank erosion.

The described variables (i.e. landslide-prone areas, con-
nectivity, debris-flow-prone areas, bank-erosion-prone areas,
sinuosity, and gradient) were transformed to fuzzy sets us-
ing the Fuzzy Membership tool initially developed in Ar-
cGIS 10.1 and updated to ArcGIS 10.7 (© ESRI) with a lin-
ear membership function. The resulting converted fuzzy vari-
ables were combined (e.g. landslide-prone pixels and con-
nectivity, sinuosity, and gradient) with the Fuzzy Overlay
tool (© ESRI). As a result, all pixels were transformed to
fuzzy values ranging from 0 to 1; they were then used to
compute the volume of wood by multiplying the fuzzy pixel
value by the forest density pixel value (Sect. 3.2.3). In the
case of overlapping pixels, priority was given to areas prone
to debris flows, then bank erosion and finally landslides (as
in the EGA approach). The final calculation also considered
the accumulated wood load within the river network, but ap-
plying a slightly different approach than for the EGA. This
was estimated by assigning wood load values based on the
literature (Ruiz-Villanueva et al., 2016) to the different river
segments grouped by stream order classes following the ap-
proach of Wohl (2017) (i.e. stream order < 3: 60 m3 ha−1;
order between 3 and 6: 120 m3 ha−1; order > 6: 50 m3 ha−1)
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and multiplied by fuzzy layers. The toolbox is freely avail-
able for download (Ruiz-Villanueva and Steeb, 2023).

3.5 Model scenario definition

Three different scenarios were designed to estimate sup-
plied wood volumes based on a qualitative assessment of
the frequency and intensity of the wood recruitment pro-
cesses involved. These scenarios are called medium scenario
(medium to high frequency and intermediate magnitude),
large scenario (relatively low frequency and medium to high
magnitude), and very large scenario (very low frequency and
very high magnitude).

Most of the documented floods with LW occurrence that
were used to validate the GIS models had a precipitation
and/or peak runoff return period of 50–150 years, which was
assigned to the large-volume scenario. The other two scenar-
ios refer to approximate return periods and were determined
using ad hoc volume reduction factors (EGA) or the fuzzy-
logic rules (FGA) because they could not be quantified more
precisely due to a lack of data.

In addition to the estimated supplied wood volumes for
each scenario, a potential wood volume was also computed.
The potential volume was assumed to be the maximum wood
volume supplied at the catchment scale, computed without
any reduction by a coefficient (EGA) or by the fuzzy-logic
values (FGA).

3.6 Test catchments

In the 40 catchments analysed in this work (Fig. 3), consid-
erable amounts of LW were recruited and transported during
past floods, and the resulting LW volumes were well docu-
mented (mainly from the August 2005 flood; Rickli et al.,
2018, and Steeb et al., 2017b). Table S1 in the Supplement
provides an overview of the 40 test catchments and their
characteristics.

3.7 Model result analysis

Model results were first compared to observed wood volumes
during floods and then analysed in terms of (modelled) wood
volumes per scenario, potential wood volume, wood volume
supplied by different recruitment or supply processes (i.e.
landslides, debris flows, and bank erosion), and the estimated
instream wood volume.

Statistical analyses were realized with the software RStu-
dio Version 2021.9.0.351 (R Studio Team, 2021). Differ-
ences between the two models and between them and the
available observations were analysed in terms of mean val-
ues, standard deviation (SD), and root mean square error
(RMSE) and tested by the nonparametric Wilcox (Mann–
Whitney) or Kruskal–Wallis tests for two or more groups, re-
spectively (Stats package; R Core Team, 2019). Differences
in the distributions of observed versus estimated wood supply

volumes (large scenario) were tested using the Kolmogorov–
Smirnov test. Significance was set to a p value < 0.05. The
dependence of wood volume on catchment controlling vari-
ables was verified by means of scatterplots, regression analy-
sis, and correlation (ggally package; Schloerke et al., 2021).

4 Results

4.1 Comparison between model outputs and model
approaches (EGA/FGA)

The two GIS approaches provide geospatial outputs – the
EGA in the form of feature class polygons and the FGA in
pixel-based raster files – that can be visualized on a map, as
shown in Fig. 4. Potential recruitment areas for debris flow,
landslide, and bank erosion are generally larger for the EGA;
i.e. the defined EGA buffer widths provide more supply-
prone areas than the respective combination of FGA fuzzy
layers within the same perimeter.

The estimated supply and potential wood volumes for the
three scenarios and the two models are shown in Fig. 5 to-
gether with the available observations. The comparison be-
tween modelled and observed wood volumes is presented in
Sect. 4.3; the focus here is on differences between the two
models. In general terms, Fig. 5a highlights that the esti-
mated supply wood volumes for each scenario were larger
when computed by the FGA and lower by the EGA. For ex-
ample, for the medium scenario, the averaged wood volumes
were 994 and 3318 m3 for the EGA and FGA, respectively.
The differences were slightly reduced for the other two sce-
narios, for which volumes equal to 7127, 17 353, 8199, and
19 712 m3 were obtained (for the large and very large scenar-
ios and the EGA and FGA, respectively; Table 3).

The variation in estimated wood supply is similarly high
for both models, as shown by the statistical values in Table 3.
Except for the maximum value of the very large scenario, the
FGA generally has slightly larger percentile values. The stan-
dard deviation for the large scenario is 20 260 for the EGA
and 20 792 m3 for the FGA. The estimated wood supply vol-
umes of the EGA and FGA correlate well, with only nar-
row scattering (Fig. S6a), and the residuals increase similarly
with increasing catchment size (Fig. S6b).

Significantly higher values were computed for the large
and very large scenarios compared to the medium scenarios,
with a similar pattern shown by the two models. Larger dif-
ferences were observed when comparing the estimated po-
tential volumes (Fig. 5b and Table 4). In this case the EGA
resulted in much higher values than the FGA (especially for
medium and large scenarios), which is a result of much larger
potential recruitment areas (Fig. 4). Accordingly, the per-
centile values of EGA potential LW supply volumes show
more variability. Figure S3 shows that for the EGA, the esti-
mated LW supply volume corresponds to 8 % of the potential
wood supply volume on average. In the case of the FGA, this
ratio varies much more, with an average of 47 %.
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Figure 4. Large-scenario comparison of model outputs from the EGA (left) and FGA (right) at the Spiggebach torrent within the Chiene
river catchment (canton of Bern). Potential recruitment areas are shown for landslides (orange), debris flows (red), and bank erosion (dark
blue). The stream network (light blue) also includes instream wood loads. Background: digital terrain model (hillshade), © swisstopo.

Figure 5. Boxplots of wood supply (a) and potential (b) volume (m3) estimated by the two models EGA and FGA and the three scenarios
(i.e. medium, large, very large). “Observed” refers to the reported LW volumes after flood events (n= 40; shown in grey colour), in most
cases equivalent to the large scenario.

4.2 Contribution from different supply processes

The main difference between the two models was the es-
timated contribution from each supply process to the ob-
tained wood volume. Landslides were the dominant process
in the case of the EGA, with a contribution of up to more
than 60 % of the computed wood volume (for the large sce-
nario), whereas bank erosion was the predominant process
in the FGA model for all scenarios (Fig. 6). Debris flows
played an intermediate role in supplying wood according to
the two models; however, the importance of this process var-
ied depending on the scenario. For the medium scenario, the
EGA model showed a similar percentage of average wood
supplied by landslides and debris flows. The FGA, contrast-

ingly, computed most of the average wood volume supplied
by bank erosion and only a low percentage of wood supplied
by landslides and debris flows. Only for the very large sce-
nario is the importance of landslides, in terms of percentage
of supplied wood, equal to or even greater than the volume
estimated from bank erosion with the FGA.

The difference between the contribution of each process
to the estimated volumes is clearly shown in Figs. 7 and 8
(with the FGA resulting in generally higher volumes than
the EGA). The graph illustrates that statistically significant
differences were found between the computed supply wood
volumes by the two models and by bank erosion processes.
The median wood supply values (see black lines within box-
plots of Fig. 7) are about a factor of 1000 and 10 larger for
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Table 3. Statistical values of observed and estimated LW supply volumes for the three scenarios (i.e. medium, large, and very large) and the
two models (i.e. EGA and FGA) for all studied catchments. “Observed” refers to the reported LW volumes after flood events, in most cases
equivalent to the large scenario.

Wood supply volume [m3] Observed EGA FGA

Medium Large Very large Medium Large Very large

Min 45 15 106 253 48 141 300
First 290 83 475 1378 244 764 2037
Median 673 329 1562 4189 921 2430 6342
Mean 1428 994 7127 17 353 3318 8199 19 712
Third 1906 967 5161 12 609 2588 6083 15 191
Max 9741 12 757 126 648 296 893 57 152 128 575 249 256
Standard deviation (SD) 1927 – 20 260 – – 20 792 –
Root mean square error (RMSE) – 20 225 – – 21 052 –

Table 4. Potential LW supply volumes for the three scenarios (i.e. medium, large, and very large) and the two models (i.e. EGA and FGA)
for all studied catchments.

Potential wood volume [m3] EGA FGA
Medium Large Very large Medium Large Very large

Min 807 1289 1601 76 305 811
First 3529 4949 6000 613 2203 5341
Median 13 226 17 579 21 619 1965 5774 15 965
Mean 58 664 86 984 105 723 5961 16 173 52 995
Third 37 672 59 612 74 948 4207 10 665 41 066
Max 1 011 306 1 534 850 186 6295 100 165 231 336 632 151

Figure 6. Large-wood volumes supplied by each process, model,
and scenario, averaged for all 40 study sites.

the FGA than for the EGA and for the medium and large sce-
narios, respectively. This explains the relative dominance of
bank erosion for the FGA (see also Fig. 8) for the medium
and large scenario. The wood volumes supplied by the other
processes were not significantly different between the two
models. Only the estimated instream wood volume for the
medium scenario showed a significant difference between the
EGA and the FGA, with larger volumes computed by the lat-
ter.

However, the contribution of each process to the computed
wood volume varied according not only to the model but also
to the site. Figure 8 shows a selected sub-dataset of catch-
ments with different drainage areas, revealing the large vari-
ability in the dominant wood supply process and the domi-
nance of different processes over the others in the two mod-
els. In general, the FGA approach shows a larger contribu-
tion from landslides and debris flows in smaller catchments,
while landslides are the major contributor to wood supply
regardless of the catchment size for the EGA. Bank erosion
is a minor contributor to the estimated supply in the EGA
for most sites and irrespective of the scenario used. How-
ever, bank erosion is the most relevant process for the FGA,
which is clearly illustrated by the Kleine Emme river catch-
ment, the largest of the study sites of the dataset, for which
the FGA estimates the largest contribution by this process.
The EGA model, on the other hand, estimated a larger con-
tribution from landslides for this site.

The proportion of instream wood loads remains constant,
independent of catchment size (2 %–13 % of total wood sup-
ply). The contributions of debris flows and landslides are
highly variable depending on topography and can be dom-
inant for small (e.g. Secklisbach) or large catchments (e.g.
Grosse Melchaa or Chirel).
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Figure 7. Wood volume supply estimated for landslides, debris
flows, and bank erosion and estimated supplied instream wood by
the two models and the three scenarios. The p value is from the
Wilcoxon test (significant values shown in bold).

4.3 Estimated and observed wood volumes

The comparison between observed LW volumes Vobs and es-
timated (modelled) LW volumes Vest is shown in Fig. 9a.
There is a relatively large scattering when comparing ob-
served and estimated wood loads. Both under- and overes-
timation of Vobs are observed for both models, with a larger
tendency for overestimation. Overestimation remains gener-
ally within 2 orders of magnitude (typically higher values
for the FGA), and underestimation remains within 1 order of
magnitude (typically lower values for the EGA).

Figure 9b further shows the ratio of Vest/Vobs vs. catch-
ment area. Both under- and overestimation of Vobs are present
over > 2 orders of magnitude for all catchment areas. How-
ever, in general, overestimation increases with increasing
catchment size for both models. There is a shift around a
catchment area of 7 km2, above which overestimation is sig-
nificantly larger (with a factor of > 10). In catchments with
areas less than 7 km2, estimated wood supply is generally un-
derestimated (see dashed line in Fig. 9b).

This tendency of overestimation with increasing catch-
ment size can also be explained by comparing the ratio of
observed and potential wood volume Vobs/Vpot versus catch-
ment area (Fig. 10a). With increasing catchment size, there is
a trend of decreasing ratio values of Vobs/Vpot. This means in
larger catchments, the volume reduction factors (FGA) and
the fuzzy rules (FGA) are often not small enough to reduce

the wood potential accordingly, creating overestimation of
wood volumes (Vest > Vobs).

Since potential wood volumes are much higher for the
EGA (Table 4 and Fig. 5b), the ratio of Vobs/Vpot is also much
smaller in the case of the EGA (almost 1 order of magnitude
difference, as shown in Fig. 10b). For the FGA few examples
(i.e. six orange dots in Fig. 10a) exist for which the potential
wood volume is even smaller than the observed wood volume
(Vobs/Vpot > 1).

A statistically different distribution could only be observed
for the FGA compared to the observed values. The com-
parison between the values obtained by the EGA and those
observed and between the values obtained by the EGA and
those obtained by the FGA showed no significantly different
distributions (Table S3). This outcome is also illustrated in
the histograms of Fig. S7.

5 Discussion

5.1 Major differences between the two models and
remaining challenges

Both the EGA and FGA are based on a similar general con-
cept, were fed with similar input data (e.g. stream network,
forest density, areas affected by landslides and debris flows),
and run with defined equivalent scenarios which made the
comparison possible. However, there are also some method-
ological differences that resulted in different model outputs.
Here we describe them, while in the following section we dis-
cuss our results, comparing them to current knowledge and
other existing methodologies.

The most relevant difference between the EGA and FGA
is the approach to defining the areas affected by bank ero-
sion and thus the contribution of this recruitment process and
the estimated wood supply volumes. The EGA uses buffers
around the stream network computed for each scenario with
one specific width factor, independent of the original channel
width. The resulting buffer widths were added on both sides
of the original channel width (Sect. 3.3). The FGA also as-
signed scenario-specific buffers, computed with width ratios
that vary according to nine channel width classes (Fig. S1).
Half of the resulting buffer widths were added on both sides
of the original channel width. As a result, potential bank ero-
sion recruitment areas are generally larger for the EGA than
for the FGA. However, the reduction factors used for the
EGA assumed that between 5 % and 20 % of the potential
wood volume within these areas contributes to the estimated
wood supply, which resulted in a much lower estimated wood
volume. In the case of the FGA, the entire forested area iden-
tified as prone to bank erosion along the river network con-
tributes to wood supply, and the volume is reduced based on
fuzzy-logic pixel values (computed based on sinuosity and
channel slope and going up to 30 % of the potential), which
resulted in a much larger volume. This difference is partic-
ularly relevant for the medium scenario, for which the bank
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Figure 8. Percentage of wood volume supplied by each process, model, and scenario for selected studied sites; the names and catchment
area (km2) are provided in the abscissa.

Figure 9. (a) Modelled LW Vest (large scenario) versus observed wood volume Vobs during past events. The black line shows the line of
equality (1 : 1 line). (b) Ratio of Vest/Vobs versus catchment area.

Figure 10. Ratio of observed wood volumes and potential wood
volumes computed by the two models for all sites and their catch-
ment areas. The grey rectangle shows the reduction factor range
used for EGA computations.

erosion widths identified by both models are quite similar,
but the resulting wood volumes significantly differ (e.g. av-
erage wood volume equal to 114 and 2613 m3 for the EGA
and FGA, respectively, for all sites). Moreover, the erodibil-
ity of the channel banks was not considered in the models.
Anthropic elements such as bank protection, check dams, and
bridges or the presence of bedrock may limit bank erosion
and widening, and thus wood supply. This information was
not available at the required resolution and spatial scale for
the catchments analysed and could therefore not be included.
This also results in an overestimation of the computed wood
volumes due to bank erosion, which may be more relevant in
the FGA than in the EGA (for which the volume reduction
coefficient could be more easily adjusted).

As shown in Sect. 4.2, landslides are the dominant recruit-
ment process in the case of the EGA, whereas bank erosion is
the predominant process in the FGA model. In both models,
for landslides and debris flows, the input data were the tra-
jectories from the SilvaProtect-CH database, but the EGA ap-
plies an expert-based buffer for each scenario to those trajec-
tories, while the FGA groups them in three classes according
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to their density. In addition, the fuzzy connectivity applied in
the FGA further reduces the areas identified as prone to mass
movements (only for landslides). This hillslope-channel net-
work connectivity is another methodological difference be-
tween the two models. In the EGA, as a proxy for connectiv-
ity, only landslide trajectories within 50 m distance from the
stream network were considered. The FGA considers con-
nectivity as a function of both the distance to the channel and
the terrain slope (as used by Ruiz-Villanueva et al., 2014c).
It is noteworthy that both models use Euclidean distance, but
no geomorphometric measures (e.g. steepest downslope di-
rection), as often used to assess sediment connectivity (e.g.
Cavalli et al., 2013).

The EGA generally produces much larger potential re-
cruitment areas for landslides and computes larger wood sup-
plied by landslides than the FGA, for all three scenarios. For
the FGA, landslides are a minor supplier of wood for the
medium and large scenarios, while their contribution in the
very large-volume scenarios significantly increases.

Existing observations show that mass-wasting processes,
such as debris flows and landslides, often are the most rele-
vant recruitment processes in smaller headwater catchments
(e.g. Rigon et al., 2012; Hassan et al., 2016; Seo et al., 2010).
In contrast, (lateral) bank erosion is often prevalent farther
downstream in larger mountain or lowland rivers, resulting
in large volumes of LW supply by this fluvial recruitment
process. This was observed after the large flood in 2005 in
Switzerland (Steeb et al., 2017b), the large flood in the Magra
river catchment in Italy in 2011 (Lucía et al., 2015b; Comiti
et al., 2016), and along the Emme river catchment in 2014
(Ruiz-Villanueva et al., 2018). In smaller streams, bank ero-
sion and channel widening can also be significant, especially
in natural reaches (no stream regulation works), as seen after
severe flash floods in Braunsbach, Germany, in 2016 (Lucía
et al., 2018). In most of these cases, only a small proportion
(< 30 %) of the total recruited wood was supplied by mass-
wasting processes, and the majority of the supply was due to
bank erosion and channel widening along the river network.

Such catchment-size-specific trends of dominant recruit-
ment processes are not clearly prevalent in the model results
of the EGA and FGA. Generally, the variability in the recruit-
ment processes and thus in the wood supply is very large, in
both empirical data and in modelling results, highlighting the
importance of other catchment- and event-specific character-
istics. The relationship of estimated LW supply with catch-
ment characteristics is shown in Fig. S2. The highest corre-
lation is seen for forested stream length, which can be inter-
preted as a proxy for potential supply volume for bank ero-
sion. High correlations also exist for Melton ratio and relief
ratio, both surrogates for watershed slope, a factor that is di-
rectly related to stream power and debris flow and landslide
propensity. In general, Vobs from the EGA shows slightly
higher correlations (R2) with catchment characteristics than
the FGA. More research is needed to better understand wood
recruitment processes and to improve predictive models on

a physical basis. This will help to determine where and how
likely mass wasting (landslides) or bank erosion could occur.

The results in Sect. 4.3 indicate that there is both under-
and overestimation of wood supply volumes. As shown in
Fig. S4, potential LW supply Vpot generally increases with
catchment size. During a convective storm event, often only
a part of the catchment is affected, and therefore geomor-
phologically active, so that LW supply may easily be over-
estimated (Vest > Vobs). In smaller catchments and torrents,
sporadic recruitment processes such as landslides or debris
flows can dominate and deliver large amounts of wood at
once so that wood supply may be underestimated by our
models (Vest < Vobs).

Another important aspect regarding the overestimation of
the calculated wood volumes by the FGA and EGA is the
assumption that the estimated volumes are supplied and ex-
ported to the outlet of the catchment, which may not be the
case if the wood is being deposited along the way. The mod-
els do not consider the transfer of the wood along the river
network (as, for example, in the approaches of Franceschi
et al., 2019, or Zischg et al., 2018).

A less relevant difference between the models, and in
terms of the total contribution to the wood volume estima-
tions, is the approach used to assign previously deposited in-
stream wood loads. The EGA assigns instream wood load
values into three channel width classes (Sect. 3.3), whereas
the FGA assigns wood load values into three stream order
classes (Sect. 3.4). The main divergence comes from the as-
sumption that the smaller channels contain the largest in-
stream wood load for the EGA (following observations in
10 small mountain streams in Switzerland from Rickli et al.,
2018), while the FGA assumes that larger loads are present
in medium-order channels (as proposed by Wohl, 2017). De-
spite the different approaches, both models used empirical
data from Ruiz-Villanueva et al. (2016) to assign volumes,
and the resulting wood load volumes were only significantly
different in the case of the medium scenario (Fig. 7).

These differences in the methodologies result in differ-
ences in the outcomes, in terms of the potential and estimated
wood supply. The EGA generally produced larger potential
recruitment areas. The volume reduction factors applied in
the EGA are, however, on average much smaller than the re-
spective fuzzy-logic values created in the FGA (Fig. S3). As
a result, estimated wood supply is generally larger for the
FGA, as shown in Sect. 4.1. For our test catchments, the ap-
plication of simple empirical volume reduction factors as part
of the EGA model has proven to be similarly accurate in esti-
mating LW volumes, in comparison with a spatially explicit
approach such as the FGA model. Still, both the expert-based
buffer widths and the reduction factors were defined for the
test catchments and validated for similar catchments located
in the Alps and pre-Alps, and so they should be carefully
tested if applied to other rivers with different characteristics.
The fuzzy-logic approach indirectly includes this uncertainty
or imprecise information (i.e. buffer widths and volume re-
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duction factors) and allows it to be computed without prior
existing observations or knowledge. In both cases, the two
models may over- or underestimate the wood volumes but
allow reliable computation of wood supply volumes at the
catchment scale and for three scenarios.

5.2 Qualitative comparison of the EGA and FGA with
other similar approaches

As described in the introduction, only a few approaches have
been proposed to compute wood supply at the catchment
scale considering different recruitment processes (e.g. land-
slides, debris flows, bank erosion). Most of the model frame-
works described in Sect. 2, particularly those based on GIS
and geoprocessing (e.g. Mazzorana et al., 2009), do not at-
tempt to simulate the actual recruitment processes but use
existing information on areas susceptible to certain processes
(like the EGA and FGA) from hazard maps or other sources
or apply expert-based buffers (like the EGA). Most existing
models simulate only one recruitment process explicitly, i.e.
landslides or bank erosion (Lucía et al., 2015a; Cislaghi et al.,
2018; Zischg et al., 2018; Gasser et al.; 2018, 2020), and
a few consider mass movements and fluvial processes (e.g.
Franceschi et al., 2019). Yet, a model that simulates coupled
processes to compute wood supply is still lacking. In exist-
ing approaches, physically based models are combined with
empirical approaches to identify recruitment areas from one
single process and compute wood supply at the catchment
scale. Still, these models require additional input data, such
as precipitation, discharge, soil characteristics, etc., which is
usually not available or is challenging to obtain at the de-
sired resolution. In addition, they are much more expensive
in terms of computational time, which limits their application
to larger areas. Therefore, there is a gap between the current
state-of-the-art of geomorphic process modelling and wood
recruitment and supply estimation.

Moreover, the majority of existing models used to pre-
dict wood supply are deterministic in that they do not con-
sider the natural process variability and parameter uncertain-
ties. Only the fuzzy-logic approach (Ruiz-Villanueva et al.,
2014c; Ruiz-Villanueva and Stoffel, 2018) indirectly con-
siders uncertainty, but it does not represent a description of
the physical supply processes. A few stochastic models have
been proposed (e.g. Bragg, 2000; Eaton et al., 2012; Gregory
et al., 2003) to simulate wood recruitment, but they were de-
signed to work at the scale of the river reach only. At the
catchment scale, a probabilistic multi-dimensional approach
has recently been proposed (Cislaghi et al., 2018) to study
wood sources from hillslopes, modelling areas susceptible to
landslides, but it neglects other processes such as bank ero-
sion. The latter process has been considered in one of the
most recent studies on LW (Gasser et al., 2020).

On the other hand, empirical estimation formulas (e.g.
Steeb, 2018; Rickenmann, 1997; Uchiogi et al., 1996) are
easier and faster to apply to estimate LW supply. However,

they provide only an estimate for the whole catchment under
investigation, without any spatial differentiation. The EGA
and FGA, on the other hand, support a comprehensive spatial
overview and direct attention to areas in which a more precise
assessment of the instream wood situation is necessary, e.g.
through field surveys or expert assessments. Figure S5 shows
that the EGA and FGA modelling results approximately cor-
respond to the 50 %–90 % relation between Vobs and catch-
ment area, as described with the empirical formula of Steeb
(2018).

5.3 Uncertainty in the observed and modelled LW
volumes

The two GIS approaches presented here yielded similar or-
ders of magnitude of LW supply for a given catchment and
for the three designed scenarios. Still, several uncertainties
associated with the estimation of LW supply remain, and they
are not just related to the obtained results and the applied
methodologies, but also to the available observations (com-
ing from surveys after flood events) used for calibration and
validation.

The observed wood volumes Vobs were compiled mostly
from technical reports of post-event analyses, and these val-
ues might in some cases be only rough estimates, with a
considerable uncertainty. LW volumes were estimated based
on LW deposits and piles in the field, for which the volume
and the corresponding wood content (or pore volume, respec-
tively) must be estimated. The assessment of the wood vol-
ume of such accumulations might be challenging, and uncer-
tainty might be high (Spreitzer et al., 2020; Thevenet et al.,
1998). Some of the observed wood volumes Vobs were also
determined based on forest loss areas, for which a pre-event
forest density value W must be assumed. In the analysis
made with the GIS models, the forest density raster map of
Ginzler et al. (2019) was used, which may differ from values
used during the post-event surveys. Furthermore, the time
gap between a LW-transporting flood event and the survey
year from which the forest density map is derived needs to be
accounted for. Depending on this relationship, wood volumes
may be underestimated (i.e. survey year after flood event) or
overestimated (i.e. survey year before flood event). This cir-
cumstance could also explain why, in some cases of the FGA
calculations, the potential wood volume is even smaller than
the observed wood volume (Vobs/Vpot > 1; see Fig. 10a).
This discrepancy appeared mostly in one large catchment
(i.e. Chirel) and its subcatchments (i.e. Fildrich, Goldbach,
Rütigrabe) and could be related to the forest density data used
to compute the wood supply volumes, which were computed
with the forest after the large flood in 2005.

The observations we used remain a unique and extensive
dataset (Steeb et al., 2019a), which allowed us to parametrize
the models more accurately. The EGA uses empirical volume
reduction factors that were derived from this dataset for the
conversion of Vpot to Vest. In the case of debris flows, for ex-
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ample, the volume reduction factors f also rely on an event
analysis of the August 2005 flood in Switzerland by Rick-
enmann et al. (2008), who showed that, on average, 11 %–
19 % of all torrents in the main investigated mountain river
catchments were associated with debris flow activity. This
percentage range was used to define the reduction factors as
shown in Table 2. This highlights the importance of in-depth
post-flood event analyses, as these provide valuable empiri-
cal datasets that can be used to validate and further develop
models to estimate supplied LW volumes. The application of
models should not replace fieldwork surveys, but they should
be used in a complementary manner.

Another source of uncertainty is given by the SilvaProtect-
CH trajectories. Since their input data, in particular geology,
provide a large-scale representation of natural conditions (see
text in the Supplement), the SilvaProtect-CH trajectories are
best suitable for use in a catchment-scale range. Furthermore,
SilvaProtect-CH trajectories generally result in a pessimistic
picture under unfavourable conditions (e.g. no consideration
of the stabilizing influence of vegetation cover). As a conse-
quence, only a small part of the trajectories is expected to be
active during rainfall and consequent floods. In addition, the
actual runout zones of mass-wasting processes may often be
shorter than the modelled trajectories.

One important limitation of the EGA and FGA models
presented in this study is that the available input forest cover
does not provide any further information about the forest ty-
pology, structure, and species composition. Despite the role
that differences in forest may play in stabilizing the soil and
slopes and in influencing bank erosion and hillslope stabil-
ity (Gasser et al., 2019), the two methods do not explic-
itly consider this effect. Moreover, the type, structure, and
stage of forest stand control the extent to which trees can
be uprooted and recruited and supplied to rivers (Mazzo-
rana et al., 2009; Ruiz-Villanueva et al., 2014c). This aspect
was described as the vegetation resistance defined by Ruiz-
Villanueva et al. (2014c) based on the tree species and for-
est stage, the structural classification of forested areas made
by Blaschke et al. (2004), and the availability indicator used
by Mazzorana et al. (2009). Unlike in the approach used by
Franceschi et al. (2019) or Gasser et al. (2018), who detected
individual trees from high-resolution lidar data, in our case
there was no information available with the spatial resolu-
tion required to take account of the dimensions, proportion
of different species, the stage (e.g. remnant or reforested), or
the age of the forest stand. Neglecting the different response
of different forest types may result in an overestimation of
supplied volumes.

As discussed above, modelling and quantification of wood
supply volumes is characterized by many uncertainties. After
all, the two models presented in this study allow quantifica-
tion of the magnitude of the expected LW supply; thus fur-
ther expert judgement and knowledge of local (geomorphic)
characteristics are required to adequately interpret the re-
sults. The ratio between predicted and observed LW volumes

varies by about 1–2 orders of magnitude. For comparison it is
noted that a similar or even larger range of uncertainty can be
expected for the estimation of bedload volumes transported
during floods (e.g. Rickenmann and Koschni, 2010).

5.4 Implications for hazard assessment and river
management

From a practical perspective, geospatial LW modelling re-
sults can be used for hazard assessment, infrastructure de-
sign, and the definition of management strategies. From a
scientific perspective, further applications are possible. For
example, estimated wood volumes can be applied as input for
a wood transport model, such as Iber-Wood (Ruiz-Villanueva
et al., 2014a, b, 2015) or other approaches (e.g. Mazzorana
et al., 2011), to define realistic boundary conditions. Further-
more, if no observation data are available for reference, esti-
mated wood volumes from the EGA and FGA can be used to
quantify blocking probabilities due to LW at bridge piers or
at other critical cross-sections (Schalko, 2019; Schalko et al.,
2018; Schmocker and Weitbrecht, 2013).

As described in Sect. 4.2, the average proportion of in-
stream deadwood (instream wood load) from the total po-
tential LW supply in the 40 test catchments ranged between
2 %–13 % (Fig. 6). This range is confirmed by other studies
and event analyses (Dixon, 2013; Rickli et al., 2018; Wald-
ner et al., 2009). It can be concluded that instream deadwood
generally accounted for only a small proportion of the to-
tal LW transported during past floods in Switzerland. Rather,
it is freshly recruited wood that made up the majority of the
transported wood volumes. Deadwood alone, both on the for-
est floor and in the channel itself, may therefore only lead to
a limited increase in risk from a natural-hazard-management
perspective. As a consequence, the artificial removal of dead-
wood from the stream and its surroundings is not always nec-
essary, keeping in mind the ecological benefits of instream
wood.

The EGA and FGA are area-wide products that can be
applied in any Swiss catchment. They use a standardized
procedure and nationwide homogeneous data, which facili-
tates a comparison between catchments (FOEN, 2019). The
methodology is flexible and can be adapted to other regions
outside Switzerland if recruitment processes (especially with
regard to SilvaProtect-CH trajectories) were modelled with
more generic approaches.

Both models have already been used by practitioners for
some engineering applications. One limitation that has been
identified by some practitioners is the use of licensed soft-
ware, as both the EGA and FGA have been developed in
ESRI software and require some advanced licenses that may
not always be available to private companies. Future develop-
ments may consider the migration to open-source software.

Furthermore, there is still a need to analyse and model
the propagation of LW through the river network, for exam-
ple by applying hydraulic modelling (e.g. Ruiz-Villanueva
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et al., 2014a, b) or the recently proposed network approaches
such as those applied to sediment transfer (Finch and Ruiz-
Villanueva, 2022).

The two models presented here correspond to a hazard in-
dex mapping in terms of processing depth and degree of de-
tail for a hazard assessment. The geospatial modelling results
indicate areas of potential LW recruitment, however without
precise information on the intensities occurring or the trans-
fer and propagation through the river network. In contrast,
the estimated LW supply for the large scenario is based on
the data of events with a return period of approximately 50
to 150 years. The approach presented here is a useful tool to
give a comprehensive overview and direct attention to areas
where a more precise assessment of the LW situation is prob-
ably useful, for example in connection with an estimation of
sediment loads in torrents.

6 Conclusions

Two GIS-based models are presented in this contribution to
identify large-wood (LW) sources and to estimate LW sup-
ply to rivers. Both models, called the empirical GIS approach
(EGA) and fuzzy-logic GIS approach (FGA), consider land-
slides, debris flows, bank erosion, and mobilization of in-
stream wood as recruitment processes. The results are vol-
umetric estimates of LW supply based on three different sce-
narios of process frequency and magnitude. Results of model
applications to 40 Swiss catchments were used to compare
both the two models with each other and the performance in
relation to observed (empirical) LW volumes. Further, a lit-
erature review of existing LW supply models proposed in the
last 35 years was conducted and set into context, and remain-
ing challenges were identified.

The EGA shows significantly higher values for potential
LW supply. However, after reducing the potential volume
with different methods, estimated LW supply volumes are
of the same order of magnitude for both models, with the
FGA showing generally somewhat larger values. In the case
of the EGA, landslides are the dominant recruitment process,
whereas bank erosion is dominant for the FGA. Both models
show under- and overestimation of observed wood volumes
Vobs, with more tendency for overestimation. Overestimation
stays generally within 2 orders of magnitude (typically larger
values for the FGA), and underestimation stays within 1 or-
der of magnitude (typically smaller values for the EGA).

The modelling and quantification of wood supply vol-
umes are characterized by many uncertainties. After all, the
two models presented in this study allow quantification of
the magnitude of the expected LW supply; thus further ex-
pert judgement and knowledge of local (geomorphic) char-
acteristics are required to adequately interpret such results.
LW supply modelling can be further improved by integrat-
ing more physically based and/or probabilistic inputs for the
spatial identification of recruitment processes. Likewise, the

parametrization and validation of LW supply models remain
complex. Post-flood event analysis provides valuable empir-
ical datasets that can be used to validate results and further
develop LW supply models that can be useful for hazard as-
sessment, infrastructure design, and the definition of man-
agement strategies.

Code availability. The EGA toolbox and source code are
available at https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8037075 (Steeb et
al., 2023). The FGA toolbox and source code are available
at https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8037006 (Ruiz-Villanueva and
Steeb, 2023). Further information and application examples are pro-
vided on the website https://woodflow.wsl.ch (WSL, 2023).

Data availability. The geodata used to run the EGA and FGA
models are available upon request. On the website https://woodflow.
wsl.ch (WSL, 2023) contact information to acquire the data is listed.
The empirical dataset of the test catchments (Table S1) is avail-
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Supplement. The supplement related to this article is available
online at: https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-11-487-2023-supplement.

Author contributions. VRV, AB, MS, and DR designed the re-
search. VRV, AB, CR, and DR acquired field data. NS and VRV pro-
cessed geospatial data and developed the models. NS, VRV, and
AM applied the models to the test catchments and analysed the re-
sults. NS and VRV wrote the paper. All authors checked and revised
the text and the figures of the paper and contributed to the ideas de-
veloped in this study.

Competing interests. The contact author has declared that none
of the authors has any competing interests.

Disclaimer. Publisher’s note: Copernicus Publications remains
neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Acknowledgements. Special thanks go to Peter Waldner (WSL)
for providing valuable empirical data from flood events; Ben-
jamin Kuratli (formerly University of Zurich) for helping to develop
earlier versions of the EGA; Bronwyn Price, Christian Ginzler, and
Markus Huber (all WSL) for providing data from the Swiss Na-
tional Forest Inventory; and finally Stéphane Losey (FOEN) for pro-
viding all the required SilvaProtect-CH data.

Financial support. This research has been supported by the
Swiss Federal Office for the Environment (FOEN; grant

Earth Surf. Dynam., 11, 487–509, 2023 https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-11-487-2023

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8037075
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8037006
https://woodflow.wsl.ch
https://woodflow.wsl.ch
https://woodflow.wsl.ch
https://www.envidat.ch/dataset/large-wood-event-database
https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-11-487-2023-supplement


N. Steeb et al.: Geospatial modelling of large-wood supply to rivers 505

no. 15.0018.PJ/O192-3154) and the Swiss National Science Foun-
dation (SNSF; grant no. PCEFP2_186963).

Review statement. This paper was edited by Rebecca Hodge and
reviewed by Francesco Comiti and one anonymous referee.

References

Bachmann Walker, A.: Ausmass und Auftreten von Seitenerosio-
nen bei Hochwasser. Auswertung von hydraulisch verursachten
Seitenerosionen und Herleitung von empirischen Zusammenhän-
gen zur Ermittlung des Erosionsausmasses und -auftreten, Mas-
ter thesis, Institute of Geography, University of Bern, Switzer-
land, 157 pp., 2012.

Beechie, T. J., Pess, G., Kennard, P., Bilby, R. E., and Bolton,
S.: Modeling Recovery Rates and Pathways for Woody De-
bris Recruitment in Northwestern Washington Streams, N. Am.
J. Fish. Manage., 20, 436–452, https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-
8675(2000)020<0436:mrrapf>.3.co;2, 2000.

Benda, L. and Bigelow, P.: On the patterns and processes of wood
in northern California streams, Geomorphology, 209, 79–97,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2013.11.028, 2014.

Benda, L., Miller, D., Andras, K., Bigelow, P., Reeves, G., and
Michael, D.: NetMap: A new tool in support of watershed sci-
ence and resource management, Forest Sci., 53, 206–219, 2007.

Benda, L. E. and Sias, J. C.: A quantitative framework for
evaluating the mass balance of in-stream organic debris, For-
est Ecol. Manag., 172, 1–16, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-
1127(01)00576-X, 2003.

Benda, L. E., Litschert, S. E., Reeves, G., and Pabst, R.:
Thinning and in-stream wood recruitment in riparian sec-
ond growth forests in coastal Oregon and the use of buffers
and tree tipping as mitigation, J. Forestry Res., 27, 821–836,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-015-0173-2, 2016.

Bezzola, G. R., Gantenbein, S., Hollenstein, R., and Minor, H.
E.: Verklausung von Brückenquerschnitten, in: Internationales
Symposium Moderne Methoden und Konzepte im Wasserbau,
Mitteilung der Versuchsanstalt für Wasserbau, Hydrologie
und Glaziologie der ETH Zürich, 175, Zürich, Switzerland,
87–98, https://ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/baug/
vaw/vaw-dam/documents/das-institut/mitteilungen/2000-2009/
175.pdf (last access: 8 June 2023), 2002.

Bishop, M. P. and Giardino, J. R.: 1.01 – Technology-Driven
Geomorphology: Introduction and Overview, in: Treatise on
Geomorphology, 2nd Edn., edited by: Shroder, J. F., Aca-
demic Press, 1–17, https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-818234-
5.00171-1, 2022.

Blaschke, T., Tiede, D., and Heurich, M.: 3D landscape metrics
to modelling forest structure and diversity based on laser scan-
ning data, International Archives of the Photogrammetry, Re-
mote Sensing and Spatial Information Sciences, XXXVI-8W2,
129–132, 2004.

Bonham-Carter, G. F., Agterberg, F. P., and Wright, D. F.: Weights
of evidence modelling: a new approach to mapping mineral
potential, in: Statistical applications in the earth sciences, Pa-
per 89-9, edited by: Agterberg, F. P. and Bonham-Carter,
G., Canadian Government Publishing Centre, Ottawa, Ontario,

Canada, 171–183, https://www.ige.unicamp.br/sdm/ArcSDM31/
documentation/WofE1.pdf (last access: 8 June 2023), 1990.

Bragg, D. C.: Simulating catastrophic and individualistic large
woody debris recruitment for a small riparian system, Ecology,
81, 1383–1394, https://doi.org/10.2307/177215, 2000.

Braudrick, C. A., Grant, G. E., Ishikawa, Y., and Ikeda, H.: Dynam-
ics of wood transport in streams: A flume experiment, Earth Surf.
Proc. Land., 22, 669–683, https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9837(199707)22:7<669::AID-ESP740>.0.CO;2-L, 1997.

Cavalli, M., Trevisani, S., Comiti, F., and Marchi, L.: Ge-
omorphometric assessment of spatial sediment connectivity
in small Alpine catchments, Geomorphology, 188, 31–41,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2012.05.007, 2013.

Cislaghi, A., Rigon, E., Lenzi, M. A., and Bischetti, G. B.:
A probabilistic multidimensional approach to quantify
large wood recruitment from hillslopes in mountainous-
forested catchments, Geomorphology, 306, 108–127,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2018.01.009, 2018.

Comiti, F., Lucía, A., and Rickenmann, D.: Large wood recruitment
and transport during large floods: A review, Geomorphology,
269, 23–39, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.06.016,
2016.

Dixon, S. J.: Investigating the effects of large wood and for-
est management on flood risk and flood hydrology, PhD the-
sis, University of Southhampton, Geography and Environment,
UK, 404 pp., https://eprints.soton.ac.uk/365560/ (last access:
8 June 2023), 2013.

Dorren, L.: FINT – Find individual trees. User manual, ecorisQ pa-
per, 5 pp., https://www.ecorisq.org/docs/FINT_manual_EN.pdf
(last access: 8 June 2023), 2017.

Downs, P. W. and Simon, A.: Fluvial geomorphological analysis
of the recruitment of large woody debris in the Yalobusha river
network, Central Mississippi, USA, Geomorphology, 37, 65–91,
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-555X(00)00063-5, 2001.

Eaton, B. C., Hassan, M. A., and Davidson, S. L.: Model-
ing wood dynamics, jam formation, and sediment storage
in a gravel-bed stream, J. Geophys. Res.-Earth, 117, 1–18,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JF002385, 2012.

Finch, B. and Ruiz-Villanueva, V.: Exploring the potential of
the Graph Theory to large wood supply and transfer in river
networks, in: Proceedings of the EGU General Assembly
2022, EGU22-8232, https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-egu22-
8232, 2022.

FOEN: Einzugsgebietsgliederung Schweiz: EZGG-CH, Bunde-
samt für Umwelt, Bern, Switzerland, http://www.bafu.admin.ch/
ezgg-ch (last access: 8 June 2023), 2015.

FOEN: Schwemmholz in Fliessgewässern: Ein praxisorientiertes
Forschungsprojekt, Umwelt-Wissen Nr. 1910, Bundesamt für
Umwelt, Bern, Switzerland, 100 pp., https://www.bafu.admin.
ch/bafu/de/home/themen/naturgefahren/publikationen-studien/
publikationen/schwemmholz-in-fliessgewaessern.html (last
access: 8 June 2023), 2019.

Franceschi, S., Antonello, A., Crema, S., and Comiti, F.: GIS-based
approach to assess large wood transport in mountain rivers during
floods [preprint], https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.31787.08480,
2019.

Gasser, E., Simon, A., Perona, P., Dorren, L., Hübl, J., and Schwarz,
M.: Quantification of potential recruitment of large woody debris
in mountain catchments considering the effects of vegetation on

https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-11-487-2023 Earth Surf. Dynam., 11, 487–509, 2023

https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(2000)020<0436:mrrapf>.3.co;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(2000)020<0436:mrrapf>.3.co;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2013.11.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(01)00576-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(01)00576-X
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-015-0173-2
https://ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/baug/vaw/vaw-dam/documents/das-institut/mitteilungen/2000-2009/175.pdf
https://ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/baug/vaw/vaw-dam/documents/das-institut/mitteilungen/2000-2009/175.pdf
https://ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/baug/vaw/vaw-dam/documents/das-institut/mitteilungen/2000-2009/175.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-818234-5.00171-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-818234-5.00171-1
https://www.ige.unicamp.br/sdm/ArcSDM31/documentation/WofE1.pdf
https://www.ige.unicamp.br/sdm/ArcSDM31/documentation/WofE1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2307/177215
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9837(199707)22:7<669::AID-ESP740>.0.CO;2-L
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1096-9837(199707)22:7<669::AID-ESP740>.0.CO;2-L
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2012.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2018.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.06.016
https://eprints.soton.ac.uk/365560/
https://www.ecorisq.org/docs/FINT_manual_EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-555X(00)00063-5
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JF002385
https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-egu22-8232
https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-egu22-8232
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/ezgg-ch
http://www.bafu.admin.ch/ezgg-ch
https://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/naturgefahren/publikationen-studien/publikationen/schwemmholz-in-fliessgewaessern.html
https://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/naturgefahren/publikationen-studien/publikationen/schwemmholz-in-fliessgewaessern.html
https://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/naturgefahren/publikationen-studien/publikationen/schwemmholz-in-fliessgewaessern.html
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.31787.08480


506 N. Steeb et al.: Geospatial modelling of large-wood supply to rivers

hydraulic and geotechnical bank erosion and shallow landslides,
in: E3S Web of Conferences, 40, edited by: Paquier, A. and Riv-
ière, N., https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20184002046, 2018.

Gasser, E., Schwarz, M., Simon, A., Perona, P., Phillips, C.,
Hübl, J., and Dorren, L.: A review of modeling the ef-
fects of vegetation on large wood recruitment processes
in mountain catchments, Earth-Sci. Rev., 194, 350–373,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2019.04.013, 2019.

Gasser, E., Perona, P., Dorren, L., Phillips, C., Hübl, J., and
Schwarz, M.: A new framework to model hydraulic bank
erosion considering the effects of roots, Water, 12, 893,
https://doi.org/10.3390/w12030893, 2020.

Ginzler, C., Price, B., Bösch, R., Fischer, C., Hobi, M. L., Psomas,
A., Rehush, N., Wang, Z., and Waser, L. T.: Area-Wide Prod-
ucts, in: Swiss National Forest Inventory – Methods and Models
of the Fourth Assessment, edited by: Fischer, C. and Traub, B.,
Springer International Publishing, Cham, Switzerland, 125–142,
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-19293-8, 2019.

Gregory, S. V., Meleason, M. A., and Sobota, D. J.: Model-
ing the dynamics of wood in streams and rivers, in: Ameri-
can Fisheries Society and their issues are called Symposium,
edited by: Gregory, S. V., Boyer, K., and Gurnell, A., 315–335,
https://doi.org/10.47886/9781888569568, 2003.

Gurnell, A. M. and Bertoldi, W.: 6.17 – Wood in Fluvial Sys-
tems, in: Treatise on Geomorphology, 2nd Edn., Elsevier, 6.1,
320–352, https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-409548-9.12415-7,
2020.

Harmon, M. E., Franklin, J. F., Swanson, F. J., Sollins, P., Gre-
gory, S. V., Lattin, J. D., Anderson, N. H., Cline, S. P., Au-
men, N. G., Sedell, J. R., Lienkaemper, G. W., Cromack, K.,
and Cummins, K. W.: Ecology of coarse woody debris in tem-
perate ecosystems, in: Advances in ecological research, edited
by: MacFadyen, A. and Ford, E. D., Orlando, Florida, USA,
Academic Press, 15, 133–302, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-
2504(08)60121-X, 1986.

Hassan, M. A., Bird, S., Reid, D., and Hogan, D.: Simulated wood
budgets in two mountain streams, Geomorphology, 259, 119–
133, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.02.010, 2016.

Hunziker, G.: Schwemmholz Zulg: Untersuchungen zum
Schwemmholzaufkommen in der Zulg und deren Seiten-
bächen, Hunziker Gefahrenmanagement Bericht (Gemeinde
Steffisburg), 51 pp., 2017.

Hunzinger, L. and Durrer, S.: Seitenerosion, in: Ereignisanalyse
Hochwasser 2005, Teil 2 – Analyse von Prozessen, Massnahmen
und Gefahrengrundlagen, Umwelt-Wissen, Nr. 0825, edited by:
Bezzola, G. R. and Hegg, C., Bundesamt für Umwelt BAFU
and Eidg. Forschungsanstalt WSL, Bern, Switzerland, 125–136,
https://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/naturgefahren
(last access: 8 June 2023), 2008.

Hupp, C. R. and Simon, A.: Bank accretion and development of
vegetated depositional surfaces along modified alluvial chan-
nels, Geomorphology, 4, 111–124, https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-
555X(91)90023-4, 1991.

Kasprak, A., Magilligan, F. J., Nislow, K. H., Snyder, N.
P.: A LIDAR-derived evaluation of watershed-scale large
woody debris sources and recruitment mechanisms:
Coastal Maine, USA, River Res. Appl., 28, 1462–1476,
https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.1532, 2012.

Kennard, P., Pess, G., Beechie, T., Bilby, R., and Berg, D.: Riparian-
in-a-box: A manager’s tool to predict the impacts of riparian
management on fish habitat, in: Forest–Fish Conference: Land
Management Practices Affecting Aquatic Ecosystems, edited by:
Brewin, M. and Monit, D., Natural Resources Canada, Canadian
Forest Service Information Report NOR-X-356, Canadian Forest
Service, Calgary, Alberta, Cananda, 483–490, https://cfs.nrcan.
gc.ca/publications?id=11639 (last access: 8 June 2023), 1999.

Lassettre, N. S. and Kondolf, G. M.: Large woody debris in urban
stream channels: Redefining the problem, River Res. Appl., 28,
1477–1487, https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.1538, 2012.

Losey, S. and Wehrli, A.: Schutzwald in der Schweiz. Vom Projekt
SilvaProtect-CH zum harmonisierten Schutzwald, FOEN – Fed-
eral Office for the Environment, Bern, Switzerland, 29 pp., https:
//www.newsd.admin.ch/newsd/message/attachments/29559.pdf
(last access: 8 June 2023) 2013.

Lucía, A., Andrea, A., Daniela, C., Marco, C., Stefano, C., Sil-
via, F., Enrico, M., Martin, N., Stefan, S., and Francesco,
C.: Monitoring and Modeling Large Wood Recruitment and
Transport in a Mountain Basin of North-Eastern Italy, in:
Engineering Geology for Society and Territory – Volume 3,
Springer International Publishing, Cham, Switzerland, 155–158,
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-09054-2_31, 2015a.

Lucía, A., Comiti, F., Borga, M., Cavalli, M., and Marchi, L.:
Dynamics of large wood during a flash flood in two moun-
tain catchments, Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci., 15, 1741–1755,
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-15-1741-2015, 2015b.

Lucía, A., Schwientek, M., Eberle, J., and Zarfl, C.: Plan-
form changes and large wood dynamics in two tor-
rents during a severe flash flood in Braunsbach, Ger-
many 2016, Sci. Total Environ., 640–641, 315–326,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.05.186, 2018.

Malanson, G. P. and Kupfer, J. A.: Simulated fate of leaf litter and
large woody debris at a riparian cutbank, Can. J. Forest Res., 23,
582–590, 1993.

Martin, D. and Benda, L.: Patterns of in-stream wood recruitment
and transport at the watershed scale, T. Am. Fish. Soc., 130, 940–
958, 2001.

Mazzorana, B., Zischg, A., Largiader, A., and Hübl, J.: Hazard
index maps for woody material recruitment and transport in
alpine catchments, Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci., 9, 197–209,
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-9-197-2009, 2009.

Mazzorana, B., Hübl, J., Zischg, A., and Largiader, A.: Mod-
elling woody material transport and deposition in alpine rivers,
Nat. Hazards, 56, 425–449, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-009-
9492-y, 2011.

Mazzorana, B., Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Marchi, L., Cavalli, M., Gems,
B., Gschnitzer, T., Mao, L., Iroumé, A., and Valdebenito, G.: As-
sessing and mitigating large wood-related hazards in mountain
streams: recent approaches, J. Flood Risk Manag., 11, 207–222,
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfr3.12316, 2018.

Meleason, M. A., Gregory, S. V., and Bolte, J. P.: Im-
plications of riparian management strategies on wood in
streams of the Pacific northwest, Ecol. Appl., 13, 1212–1221,
https://doi.org/10.1890/02-5004, 2003.

Montgomery, D. R. and Dietrich, W. E.: A physically based model
for the topographic control on shallow landsliding, Water Re-
sour. Res., 30, 1153–1171, https://doi.org/10.1029/93WR02979,
1994.

Earth Surf. Dynam., 11, 487–509, 2023 https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-11-487-2023

https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20184002046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2019.04.013
https://doi.org/10.3390/w12030893
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-19293-8
https://doi.org/10.47886/9781888569568
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-409548-9.12415-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2504(08)60121-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2504(08)60121-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.02.010
https://www.bafu.admin.ch/bafu/de/home/themen/naturgefahren/publikationen-studien/publikationen/ereignisanalyse-hochwasser-2005-analyse-von-prozessen-massnahmen-und-gefahrengrundlagen.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-555X(91)90023-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-555X(91)90023-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.1532
https://cfs.nrcan.gc.ca/publications?id=11639
https://cfs.nrcan.gc.ca/publications?id=11639
https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.1538
https://www.newsd.admin.ch/newsd/message/attachments/29559.pdf
https://www.newsd.admin.ch/newsd/message/attachments/29559.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-09054-2_31
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-15-1741-2015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.05.186
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-9-197-2009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-009-9492-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-009-9492-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfr3.12316
https://doi.org/10.1890/02-5004
https://doi.org/10.1029/93WR02979


N. Steeb et al.: Geospatial modelling of large-wood supply to rivers 507

Montgomery, D. R. and Piégay, H.: Wood in rivers: interactions
with channel morphology and processes, Geomorphology, 51, 1–
5, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-555X(02)00322-7, 2003.

Murphy, M. L. and Koski, K. V.: Input and Deple-
tion of Woody Debris in Alaska Streams and Impli-
cations for Streamside Management, N. Am. J. Fish.
Manage., 9, 427–436, https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-
8675(1989)009<0427:iadowd>.3.co;2, 1989.

Nakamura, F., Seo, J., Akasaka, T., and Swanson, F. J.: Large
wood, sediment, and flow regimes: Their interactions and tempo-
ral changes caused by human impacts in Japan, Geomorphology,
279, 176–187, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.09.001,
2017.

Piégay, H., Thévenet, A., and Citterio, A.: Input, storage and
distribution of large woody debris along a mountain river
continuum, the Drôme River, France, Catena, 35, 19–39,
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0341-8162(98)00120-9, 1999.

Rainville, R. C., Rainville, S. C., and Linder, E. L.: Riparian sil-
vicultural strategiesfor fish habitat emphasis, in: Foresters’s fu-
ture: leaders or followers. Society of American Foresters Na-
tional Conference Proceedings, SAF Publication, 8–13, Soci-
ety of American Foresters, Bethesda, Maryland, USA, 186–196,
1986.

R Core Team: R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Com-
puting, R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria,
https://www.R-project.org (last access: 8 June 2023), 2019.

Rickenmann, D.: Schwemmholz und Hochwasser, Wasser Energie
Luft, 89, 115–119, 1997.

Rickenmann, D. and Koschni, A.: Sediment loads due to
fluvial transport and debris flows during the 2005 flood
events in Switzerland, Hydrol. Process., 24, 993–1007,
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7536, 2010.

Rickenmann, D., Canuto, N., Koschni, A.: Ereignisanalyse
Hochwasser 2005. Teilprojekt Vertiefung Wildbäche: Einfluss
von Lithologie/Geotechnik und Niederschlag auf die Wild-
bachaktivität beim Hochwasser 2005, Swiss Federal Office for
Environment, Birmensdorf, Switzerland, 44 pp., 2008.

Rickenmann, D., Badoux, A., and Hunzinger, L.: Significance of
sediment transport processes during piedmont floods: the 2005
flood events in Switzerland, Earth Surf. Proc. Land., 41, 224–
230, https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.3835, 2016.

Rickli, C. and Bucher, H.: Einfluss ufernaher Bestockun-
gen auf das Schwemmholzvorkommen in Wildbächen, Eidg.
Forschungsanstalt für Wald Schnee und Landschaft WSL, Bir-
mensdorf, Switzerland, 94 pp., https://www.dora.lib4ri.ch/wsl/
islandora/object/wsl:8757 (last access: 8 June 2023), 2006.

Rickli, C., McArdell, B., Badoux, A., Loup, B.: Database shal-
low landslides and hillslope debris flows, in: Proceedings
of the 13th Congress INTERPRAEVENT 2016, 30 May to
2 June 2016, Luzern, Switzerland, edited by: Koboltschnig,
G., International Research Society INTERPRAEVENT, Klagen-
furt, Austria, 242–243, https://www.dora.lib4ri.ch/wsl/islandora/
object/wsl:20790 (last access: 8 June 2023), 2016.

Rickli, C., Badoux, A., Rickenmann, D., Steeb, N., and Wald-
ner, P.: Large wood potential, piece characteristics, and flood
effects in Swiss mountain streams, Phys. Geogr., 3646, 1–23,
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723646.2018.1456310, 2018.

Rigon, E., Comiti, F., and Lenzi, M. A.: Large wood stor-
age in streams of the Eastern Italian Alps and the rele-

vance of hillslope processes, Water Resour. Res., 48, 1–18,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010WR009854, 2012.

Rimböck, A.: Luftbildbasierte Abschätzung des Schwemmholzpo-
tentials (LASP) in Wildbächen, in: Festschrift aus Anlass des
75-jährigen Bestehens der Versuchsanstalt für Wasserbau und
Wasserwirtschaft der Technischen Universität München in Ober-
nach, edited by: Strobl, Th., Eigenverlag, München, Germany,
202–213, 2001.

RStudio Team: RStudio: Integrated Development Environment
for R, RStudio, PBC, Boston, MA, USA, http://www.rstudio.
com/ (last access: 12 June 2023), 2021.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V. and Steeb, N.: GIS-Fuzzy logic
large wood recruitment toolbox, Zenodo [code],
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8037006, 2023.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V. and Stoffel, M.: Application of fuzzy logic to
large organic matter recruitment in forested river basins, Pro-
ceedings of the 5th IAHREurope Congress – New Challenges in
Hydraulic Research and Engineering, 12–14 June 2018, Trento,
Italy, 467–468, https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Virginia-
Ruiz-Villanueva/publication/325996246_Application_of_fuzzy
(last access: 12 June 2023), 2018.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Bodoque, J. M., Díez-Herrero, A., Eguibar,
M. A., and Pardo-Igúzquiza, E.: Reconstruction of a flash flood
with large wood transport and its influence on hazard patterns in
an ungauged mountain basin, Hydrol. Process., 27, 3424–3437,
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.9433, 2013.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Bladé Castellet, E., Díez-Herrero, A.,
Bodoque, J. M., and Sánchez-Juny, M.: Two-dimensional mod-
elling of large wood transport during flash floods, Earth Surf.
Proc. Land., 39, 438–449, https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.3456,
2014a.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Bladé, E., Sánchez-Juny, M., Marti-Cardona,
B., Díez-Herrero, A., and Bodoque, J. M.: Two-dimensional nu-
merical modeling of wood transport, J. Hydroinform., 16, 1077–
1096, https://doi.org/10.2166/hydro.2014.026, 2014b.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Díez-Herrero, A., Ballesteros, J. A., and
Bodoque, J. M.: Potential large woody debris recruitment due
to landslides, bank erosion and floods in mountain basins: a
quantitative estimation approach, River Res. Appl., 30, 81–97,
https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.2614, 2014c.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Wyzga, B., Zawiejska, J., Hajdukiewicz,
M., and Stoffel, M.: Factors controlling large-wood trans-
port in a mountain river, Geomorphology, 272, 21–31,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2015.04.004, 2015.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Piégay, H., Gurnell, A. M., Marston, R. A., and
Stoffel, M.: Recent advances quantifying the large wood dynam-
ics in river basins: New methods and remaining challenges, Rev.
Geophys., 54, 611–652, https://doi.org/10.1002/2015RG000514,
2016.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Badoux, A., Rickenmann, D., Böckli, M.,
Schläfli, S., Steeb, N., Stoffel, M., and Rickli, C.: Impacts of a
large flood along a mountain river basin: the importance of chan-
nel widening and estimating the large wood budget in the upper
Emme River (Switzerland), Earth Surf. Dynam., 6, 1115–1137,
https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-6-1115-2018, 2018.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Mazzorana, B., Bladé, E., Bürkli, L., Iribarren-
Anacona, P., Mao, L., Nakamura, F., Ravazzolo, D., Ricken-
mann, D., Sanz-Ramos, M., Stoffel, M., and Wohl, E.: Charac-

https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-11-487-2023 Earth Surf. Dynam., 11, 487–509, 2023

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-555X(02)00322-7
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1989)009<0427:iadowd>.3.co;2
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8675(1989)009<0427:iadowd>.3.co;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2016.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0341-8162(98)00120-9
https://www.R-project.org
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7536
https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.3835
https://www.dora.lib4ri.ch/wsl/islandora/object/wsl:8757
https://www.dora.lib4ri.ch/wsl/islandora/object/wsl:8757
https://www.dora.lib4ri.ch/wsl/islandora/object/wsl:20790
https://www.dora.lib4ri.ch/wsl/islandora/object/wsl:20790
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723646.2018.1456310
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010WR009854
http://www.rstudio.com/
http://www.rstudio.com/
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8037006
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Virginia-Ruiz-Villanueva/publication/325996246_Application_of_fuzzy_logic_to_large_organic_matter_recruitment_in_forested_river_basins/links/5b3257c3aca2720785e951d4/Application-of-fuzzy-logic-to-large-organic-matter-recruitment-in-forested-river-basins.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Virginia-Ruiz-Villanueva/publication/325996246_Application_of_fuzzy_logic_to_large_organic_matter_recruitment_in_forested_river_basins/links/5b3257c3aca2720785e951d4/Application-of-fuzzy-logic-to-large-organic-matter-recruitment-in-forested-river-basins.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.9433
https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.3456
https://doi.org/10.2166/hydro.2014.026
https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.2614
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2015.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015RG000514
https://doi.org/10.5194/esurf-6-1115-2018


508 N. Steeb et al.: Geospatial modelling of large-wood supply to rivers

terization of wood-laden flows in rivers, Earth Surf. Proc. Land.,
44, 1694–1709, https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.4603, 2019.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Gamberini, C., Bladé, E., Stoffel, M., and
Bertoldi, W.: Numerical Modeling of Instream Wood Trans-
port, Deposition, and Accumulation in Braided Morphologies
Under Unsteady Conditions: Sensitivity and High-Resolution
Quantitative Model Validation, Water Resour. Res., 56, 1–22,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019WR026221, 2020.

Ruiz-Villanueva, V., Piégay, H., Scorpio, V., Bachmann, A.,
Brousse, G., Cavalli, M., Comiti, F., Crema, S., Fernández,
E., Furdada, G., Hajdukiewicz, H., Hunzinger, L., Lucía, A.,
Marchi, L., Moraru, A., Piton, G., Rickenmann, D., Righini,
M., Surian, N., Yassine, R., and Wyżga, B.: River Widen-
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