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ABSTRACT

Rivers are conduits for materials and energy; this, the frequent and intense disturbances
that these systems experience, and their narrow, linear nature, create problems for
conservation of biodiversity and ecosystem functioning in the face of increasing
human influence. In most parts of the world, riparian zones are highly modified.
Changes caused by alien plants — or environmental changes that facilitate shifts in
dominance creating novel ecosystems — are often important agents of perturbation
in these systems. Many restoration projects are underway. Objective frameworks
based on an understanding of biogeographical processes at different spatial scales
(reach, segment, catchment), the specific relationships between invasive plants and
resilience and ecosystem functioning, and realistic endpoints are needed to guide
sustainable restoration initiatives. This paper examines the biogeography and the
determinants of composition and structure of riparian vegetation in temperate
and subtropical regions and conceptualizes the components of resilience in these
systems. We consider changes to structure and functioning caused by, or associated
with, alien plant invasions, in particular those that lead to breached abiotic- or biotic
thresholds. These pose challenges when formulating restoration programmes. Pervasive
and escalating human-mediated changes to multiple factors and at a range of scales in
riparian environments demand innovative and pragmatic approaches to restoration.
The application of a new framework accommodating such complexity is demonstrated
with reference to a hypothetical riparian ecosystem under three scenarios: (1) system
unaffected by invasive plants; (2) system initially uninvaded, but with flood-generated
incursion of alien plants and escalating invasion-driven alteration; and (3) system
affected by both invasions and engineering interventions. The scheme has been used
to derive a decision-making framework for restoring riparian zones in South Africa
and could guide similar initiatives in other parts of the world.

Keywords
Biogeographical processes, biological invasions, conservation biogeography,
emerging ecosystems, exotic species, invasive alien species, resilience, restoration.

INTRODUCTION

Riparian zones (the fringes of rivers or streams) are the interface

between aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems. They are affected by

fluvial processes such as flooding and deposition of alluvial soil,

and typically support a distinctive flora that differs in structure

and function from adjacent terrestrial vegetation (Gregory et al.,

1991; Naiman et al., 1993, 2005; Tang & Montgomery, 1995;

Prach et al., 1996; Naiman & Décamps, 1997). Riparian vegeta-

tion fulfils or influences various important ecological functions

in relation to aquatic habitats, including the provision of food,

moderation of stream water temperature via evapotranspiration

and shading, providing a buffer zone that filters sediments and

controls nutrients, and stabilization of stream banks (Barling &

Moore, 1994; Hood & Naiman, 2000). It also provides a corridor

for the movement of biota (Naiman & Décamps, 1997) and

serves many important roles for humans (Kemper, 2001). Ewel

et al. (2001) coined the term ‘critical transition zones’ for eco-

systems such as riparian zones that serve as conduits for substantial

fluxes of materials and energy from one adjacent, clearly defined

ecosystem to another. Such ecosystems, usually forming small

parts of the landscape, are often the focus of intensive human

activity, and present numerous challenges for managers. They

also pose interesting questions for conservation biogeographers.
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Many types of human-mediated disturbances, occurring at

(and driven by processes that occur at) scales from local to global,

influence riparian ecosystems (see Appendix S1 in Supplementary

Material). The immediate hydrological alterations caused by

dams and the regulation of flows alter river channel form and the

composition and extent of riparian habitat (Dudgeon, 1992;

Jansson et al., 2000; Nilsson & Berggren, 2000; Merritt & Wohl,

2002; Nilsson & Svedmark, 2002; Shafroth et al., 2002). Land use

immediately adjacent to the river (e.g. cultivation of crops) may

increase sediment deposition and eutrophication (Ferrar et al.,

1988; Hancock et al., 1996; Kentula, 1997; Patten, 1998). Logging

(Hancock et al., 1996; MacNally et al., 2001; Apan et al., 2002;

Iwata et al., 2003), grazing and trampling (Mathooko & Kariuki,

2000; Meeson et al., 2002), water extraction (Stromberg et al.,

1996; Patten, 1998; Meeson et al., 2002; An et al., 2003), and

recreation (Washitani, 2001) also affect riparian zones. Such

disturbances often occur in concert with, or act as triggers for,

the proliferation of alien plants. The diversity and abundance of

alien plants have increased in riparian zones throughout the

world. As occurs with any major change in plant species com-

position, increased abundance of alien plants may drive radical

alterations in structure and functioning, or may have little influ-

ence, depending on the circumstances. Plant invasions may also

manifest as a symptom of such changes.

Although riparian ecosystems have been heavily modified for

centuries (Décamps et al., 1988; Washitani, 2001), generalized

frameworks for their management are scarce (but see Wissmar &

Beschta, 1998; Middleton, 1999; Webb & Erskine, 2003; Holmes

et al., 2005). Most publications dealing with management/restora-

tion of riparian zones are reach-specific local studies (Gore &

Shields, 1995; Stanford et al., 1996; Sweeney et al., 2002). It is our

contention that improved management of riparian systems demands

the explicit and integrated consideration of crucial processes at a

range of spatial and temporal scales. This paper (1) describes

how changing environmental conditions in riparian ecosystems

affect invasibility, and (2) provides a conceptual framework for

managing/restoring riparian zones based on generalities relating

to key ecological processes and the components of resilience in these

systems, especially those potentially affected by alien plant invasions.

BIOGEOGRAPHY OF RIPARIAN VEGETATION

The type of vegetation in a riparian zone is determined by the

regional climate, the regional pool of species, and the hydrological,

geomorphological, and disturbance regime (Naiman et al., 1993;

Décamps et al., 1995; Shafroth et al., 2002; Cooper et al., 2003).

In most parts of the world, riparian vegetation is dominated by

woody plants, and may be classified on the basis of structure as

shrubland, woodland, or forest vegetation. Herbaceous species

dominate where climate, hydrogeomorphology, or disturbance

regime is unfavourable for woody species, e.g. in areas that are

too cold (at high latitudes and altitudes), too waterlogged, or

that burn too frequently to permit shrub and tree persistence.

Hydrology, especially the degree of seasonal drought, is impor-

tant for determining whether shrubland or woodland vegetation

develops in riparian zones in arid areas.

Characteristic plants in riparian assemblages are mainly special-

ists that exploit the water resources associated with frequently

disturbed watercourses. Such species typically are resilient under

frequent and intense disturbance. Specific morphological ad-

aptations include those related to withstanding flooding, sediment

deposition, physical abrasion, and stem breakage (Naiman et al.,

1998). These constraints act as an ecological filter to select those

species able to establish and persist, often resulting in plant

assemblages that are distinctive from adjacent terrestrial vegetation

(Ellenberg, 1988). This is particularly evident in regions where

water is limiting for all or part of the year.

Stream classification systems have been developed to assist in

conceptualizing the various features of rivers at different scales

(Rosgen, 1994). Most classifications are hierarchical, underscoring

the importance of the surrounding catchment in determining

the structure and dynamics of streams (Frissell et al., 1986). A

geomorphological model is often used as a first stage of classifi-

cation. For example, a hierarchical geomorphological model for

South African rivers spans the following scales in order of

decreasing size: catchment, segment, geomorphological zone,

reach, morphological unit, and hydraulic biotope (Wadeson,

1999). The catchment (also termed drainage basin or watershed)

contributes water and sediment to the specified stream system; a

segment is a major branch of the system. The geomorphological

zone is a stream segment flowing through a single bedrock type;

a reach is a length of stream segment lying between breaks in, for

example, channel slope; a morphological unit is the basic structure

comprising the channel morphology, such as a pool, riffle, or

run; and a hydraulic biotope is a patch within the morphological

unit with homogeneous substrate, water depth, and velocity.

DETERMINANTS OF RIPARIAN VEGETATION 
COMPOSITION AND STRUCTURE

General principles

Rivers and streams are dynamic, non-equilibrium ecosystems

subject to frequent disturbance events that have a strong influ-

ence on the biotic characteristics of riparian assemblages

(Naiman & Décamps, 1997). Fluvial and hydrological processes

are the principal determinants of plant distribution patterns in

riparian corridors within particular biogeographical regions

(Hupp & Osterkamp, 1996; Stromberg et al., 1996). New habitat

for plant colonization is provided by the fluvial erosion–deposition

process, while hydrology influences the vegetation through floods,

droughts, and water table fluctuations. Riparian vegetation in

many rivers has been characterized by vertical and lateral gradients,

reflecting the strong influence of flooding and water availability

on species distributions (Van Coller et al., 2000). Many riparian

plant assemblages, especially those along high-order streams,

change continuously. Flooding may physically uproot or damage

individuals and inundate areas, causing death or reduced growth.

Bank collapse can remove entire plant assemblages, while deposited

sediments provide new habitat for colonization.

Availability of water from the water table is a major limiting

resource to riparian plant species in arid and semiarid areas, and
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it influences establishment, growth, and survival, particularly of

woody riparian species that are rooted in the water table (Rood &

Mahoney, 1990; Smith et al., 1991; Ellery et al., 1993; Auble et al.,

1994). Where floodplain sediments are coarse and highly perme-

able, fluctuations in the groundwater table of the riparian zone

are directly associated with fluctuations in the river water levels

(Mackenzie et al., 1999). Prolonged drought or flow reductions

relating to diversions, impoundments, or ground water pumping

can lead to a lowering of riparian water tables and ultimately

mortality in riparian trees (Auble et al., 1994).

Life-history strategies determine whether, where, and when a

riparian plant species may colonize a site. In many regions, the

relative importance of sexual vs. vegetative reproduction and

seed banks vs. seed dispersal in recruitment dynamics is poorly

known for riparian ecosystems. Opportunities for recruitment

occur mostly after floods, either in the form of new sediment

deposition or in smaller gaps opened up in the riparian vegetation

due to flood damage. Dispersal of propagules in water (hydro-

chory) is important in structuring the flora and maintaining

high species richness in riparian ecosystems (Nilsson et al., 1991;

Johansson et al., 1996). River corridors are also important for

plant dispersal via vertebrates and wind (Gregory et al., 1991;

Johansson et al., 1996; Charalambidou & Santamaría, 2002;

Imbert & Lefevre, 2003), and dispersal of many riparian species

may involve an initial wind-mediated phase with a secondary

hydrochorous stage (BarratSegretain, 1996; Howell & Benson,

2000). The final location of water-borne propagules is deter-

mined by at least two interacting factors: the hydrological regime

during seed release and transport, and the channel morphology

and hydraulics (Merritt & Wohl, 2002). Alterations to either factor

can affect whether propagules reach safe sites for establishment;

species with more specific habitat requirements for establishment

will be least resilient to such changes.

To successfully recruit from seed in the post-flood environ-

ment, either the reproductive phenology must correspond to the

flooding season, so that seeds are dispersed into a favourable

germination environment (Mackenzie et al., 1999), or else the

species requires a propagule bank, such as a persistent soil-stored

seed bank (Leck, 1989) that may be triggered to germinate

following the flood (or rain) event. Surprisingly, little attention has

been paid to seed banks in riparian areas (Prach & Straskrabová,

1996; Goodson et al., 2001; Richter & Stromberg, 2005), but a

few studies suggest that soil seed banks are generally less well

developed in riparian than in terrestrial ecosystems (Schneider &

Sharitz, 1988; Manders, 1990; Kalliola et al., 1991).

Establishment includes germination, seedling establishment,

and growth to maturity. Specific microsites defined by soil

moisture levels, light conditions, temperature fluctuations, or

other environmental conditions (e.g. fire) often are required

before the seeds of a particular species will germinate, and these

requirements can limit the distribution of a species in the landscape

(Gross, 1984; van der Valk, 1992). Many riparian plant species

require bare, wet surfaces that may be generated by large floods,

or by channel migration, channel abandonment, and riverbank

erosion (Kalliola et al., 1991; Scott et al., 1997). The post-germination

fate of the seedlings also explains much of the variation in species

distributions (van der Valk, 1992). In riparian areas, seedlings

with shallow and poorly developed root structures are very

sensitive to drought, water logging, and scouring (Woolfrey &

Ladd, 2001; Rood et al., 2003). In more humid areas, establish-

ment success depends on the maintenance of low water levels

during germination and seedling establishment (Streng et al.,

1989), whereas in semiarid areas establishment sites are often

more abundant, but water availability and the rate of decline of

the water table limit establishment (MacKenzie et al., 1999).

Later-successional species do not require large openings for

germination, and their recruitment may be uncoupled to flood

events. Life-history characteristics such as adaptations for

vertebrate dispersal and the ability to germinate in the shade of

established vegetation are attributes of such species.

Establishment of new (alien) plant species

River ecosystems are highly prone to invasion by alien plants,

largely because of their dynamic hydrology and because rivers act

as conduits for the efficient dispersal of propagules (Thébaud &

Debussche, 1991; Pysek & Prach, 1993, 1994; Planty-Tabacchi

et al., 1996). A theoretical framework of fluctuating resources as

determinants of community invasibility (Davis et al., 2000) suggests

that timing of the event and permutations resulting from

currents and changes in water levels are important mediators of

success for immigrants. Periodic high water levels make space for

new species by removing vegetation and by increasing resource

levels by making nutrients and light available. Declining water

levels also expose soil, making space and resources available to

plants. Even if subsequent rises in the water level kill plants that

had established, if the new species had set seed, the low water

level disturbance could have initiated the vegetational change. A

single hydrological event can change invasion dynamics (Davis &

Pelsor, 2001; Box 1). However, the effect of water level fluctua-

tions can be only predicted when considered in tandem with

phenological events such as timing of seed production and

release; this is especially relevant for species not exhibiting long-

term dormancy.

Plant invasions are increased directly or indirectly by many

types of human-mediated disturbances to rivers and riparian

zones (see Appendix S1). Once introduced and established in a

catchment, many alien plants can exploit opportunities provided

both by natural flood events and by anthropogenic disturbances.

As most rivers flow through human settlements, there are multiple

opportunities for the introduction of alien propagules into the

riparian zone. Rivers thus function as ‘conveyor belts’ rapidly

moving propagules, often along with pollutants and large sediment

loads, to sites made highly receptive by many types of human-

driven modification. Many examples indicate that altered dynamics

of riparian ecosystems trigger the establishment and spread of

invasive alien plants (Cowie & Werner, 1993; Décamps et al.,

1995; Wissmar & Beschta, 1998; Hood & Naiman, 2000; Tickner

et al., 2001; Washitani, 2001; Cooper et al., 2003). Since many

alien plants are early seral species that thrive in the low-competition

environments created by disturbance, invasions in riparian areas

are often positively associated with the level of disturbance
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(Planty-Tabacchi et al., 1996). Conversely, if the natural disturbance

regime of the river is damped, for example through artificial flow

regulation and flood attenuation, the recruitment of indigenous

species may be negatively affected (Scott et al., 1997), potentially

paving the way for incursion by late-seral species, both alien and

native (Johnson, 1998; Lesica & Miles, 1999; Shafroth et al.,

2002). Riparian habitats are also important foci of some alien

species for the subsequent invasion of adjacent terrestrial land-

scapes (e.g. Heracleum mantegazzianum in the Czech Republic;

Pysek et al., 2007). They also provide a conduit for the dispersal

of alien species through otherwise hostile landscapes (Pysek &

Prach, 1995; Stohlgren et al., 1998).

Once established, positive feedback mechanisms can promote

the spread of certain plant species at the expense of others via

habitat alteration and may result in the development of extensive,

dense thickets of alien vegetation in riparian zones (Box 1, panels

b & c). Propagule pressure may be the proximate reason for some

species becoming invasive, since massive propagule supply

ensures population-level resilience, facilitating proliferation and

spread (see Appendix S1).

Box 1 Schematic representation of changes in 
vegetation intactness in a hypothetical riparian 
ecosystem over 50 years. In the three scenarios 
(a, b, c) the system experiences four flood 
events: 1-in-10-years floods at years 5 and 25; a 
1-in-20-years flood at year 36; and a 1-in-50-
years flood at year 17. Panel (a) shows a 
riparian ecosystem unaffected by invasive alien 
plants. The system shows a high degree of 
resilience, with a quick return to pre-flood 
intactness of structure and functioning 
following the 1-in-50-years flood. Panel (b) 
depicts an ecosystem with a low representation 
of invasive alien species at time 0. Each 
successive flood event promotes further 
establishment and proliferation of alien plants, 
with an escalating effect on system intactness 
and resilience. After 50 years, the riparian 
community comprises only invasive alien 
plants and is severely compromised in terms of 
resilience and functioning. A biotic threshold 
induced by the invasive species occurs at year 
20, and an abiotic threshold is induced at year 
25. Panel (c) shows the combined effects of an 
engineering intervention (e.g. road or bridge 
construction) and invasion of alien plants. The 
massive human-induced disturbance at year 
11 causes a substantial reduction in biomass of 
native species and impairs functioning; it also 
stimulates rapid proliferation of invasive 
species which benefit further from each 
ensuing flood event. The human-induced 
abiotic threshold caused by the engineering 
event and the biotic threshold caused by the 
rapid expansion of invasive species typify the 
rapid changes of many riparian systems driven 
by invasion together with other forms of stress 
or disturbance.

Shadings in Panels (b) and (c) indicate 
where fundamentally different management 
options are available — potential interventions 
for the different zones are indicated by 
triangles (numbers denote options described 
in Table 2).



D. M. Richardson et al.

© 2007 The Authors
130 Diversity and Distributions, 13, 126–139, Journal compilation © 2007 Blackwell Publishing Ltd

FUNCTIONS AND VALUES OF RIPARIAN 
VEGETATION

General principles

Plants influence many properties of riparian ecosystems (Tabacchi

et al., 2000). Through the process of evapotranspiration, riparian

plants influence stream flow rates, ground water levels, and local

climates. Rates of evapotranspiration and of groundwater use

vary widely between plant species depending on factors such as

rooting depth, leaf area, and ability to regulate stomatal conduct-

ance (Scott et al., 2000; Dahm et al., 2002). Plants also influence

the vertical patterns of moisture throughout the soil profile, with

root architecture being one of the factors that influences zones of

water uptake and patterns of ‘hydraulic redistribution’ of soil

water (Burgess et al., 2001; Hultine et al., 2004). Plant species

that develop large or dense woody stems can reduce the velocity

of flood water and thus increase rates of local groundwater

recharge, thereby influencing yet another aspect of the hydro-

logical cycle. Plants directly and indirectly mediate many nutrient

cycling processes, and, for example, can reduce levels of nitrogen

and other minerals from stream or ground water (Schade et al.,

2001). Plants influence many properties of soils, such as salinity,

organic matter, and C:N ratios, depending on their rate of litter

production and on the chemical composition of the litter. With

respect to stream geomorphology, plants influence rates of sedi-

mentation (depending in part on the amount of biomass present

in low strata) and resistance of soils to erosion during flood

events (depending in part on root density). Plants that seasonally

develop fine, dry fuel loads increase the probability of fire spread in

riparian corridors (Brooks et al., 2004). Of course, plants also are

fundamental in sustaining higher trophic levels in terrestrial and

adjacent aquatic ecosystems. In addition to providing sources of food

for granivores and herbivorous/detrital insects, birds, and mammals,

they provide cover and nesting sites for many types of animals.

Riparian ecosystems are noted for having high levels of plant

diversity, and as these levels of diversity change, ecosystem functions

may change in a predictable way. Clear relationships between

plant species diversity and ecosystem function have been quantified

for only a few processes (e.g. productivity, decomposition rates).

Key questions remain regarding relationships between plant

species diversity (or plant functional type diversity) and many

riparian ecosystem processes and functions including stream-

bank stabilization rate, water purification, and various aspects of

the hydrological cycle. For those functions that have been studied,

results suggest that the functions decline when species numbers

decline to very low levels (Hooper et al., 2005).

Many of the conditions created by vegetation-influenced

processes – such as stabilized stream banks, clean water, diverse

animal assemblages, and recharged water tables — are valued by

humans, and the corresponding processes that create them have

been described as ecosystem functions or ecosystem services

(Hooper et al., 2005). When a valued condition declines, the

ecosystem often is considered to be ‘degraded’. For example, if

phreatophytic trees (deep-rooted species that obtain a significant

portion of their water needs from the zone of saturation) have

increased in abundance, leading to increased net evapotranspira-

tion losses and reduced stream flows, the ecosystem might be

considered ‘degraded’ by those who value perennial stream flow.

Typically, however, as riparian vegetation changes, a suite of

functions change, and not always in tandem. Some ecosystem

functions are negatively correlated, and not all desired functions

can be ‘maximized’ at any given site (Findlay et al., 2002). For

example, in the case of the phreatophytic trees, in addition to

influencing hydrological functions, they also could increase habitat

for birds, which could be perceived as a positive change by orni-

thologists. Thus, assessments of degradation and management

response are deeply steeped in public perceptions and values.

Any change in composition of the plant assemblage will bring

about some change in ecosystem function. However, it is the

dominant species that are most influential, and thus the greatest

functional changes will occur if the abundance of these species

changes. The greater the difference in morphology, growth rate,

and other traits between the previously and currently dominant

species (irrespective of whether the new dominant is native or

alien), the greater will be the change in function. Often, such

major changes in growth form or life-history traits of the dominant

species are precipitated by changes in the bottom-up (resource

levels) or top-down (herbivory) processes that shape plant

assemblages. Thus, for example, partial stream dewatering could

lead to shifts in species dominance from shallow to deep-rooted

phreatophytes, intensive grazing by livestock could lead to shifts

from perennial grass species to trees or shrubs, nutrient

depletion below dam-reservoir systems could lead to increased

representation of nitrogen-fixing plant species, and nutrient

enrichment associated with agriculture could lead to increased

abundance of eutrophilic species.

Ecosystem function and alien species

Because major changes in plant species composition are often

driven by alterations in physical ecosystem processes, it can be

difficult to determine causes of the change and to ‘ascribe blame’.

Is the cause of some functional change due to the newly dominant

species the proximate factors that allowed it to ascend to

dominance, or some interaction between the two? The question,

‘Are invasive species the drivers or passengers of change in

degraded ecosystems?’ (MacDougall & Turkington, 2005) is a

non-trivial issue that merits careful consideration when formu-

lating restoration plans. Separating ‘cause’ and ‘symptom’ is, in

some cases, a considerable challenge in the context of alien species

and ecosystem degradation.

Certain plant species alter the composition and structure of

the vegetation and those that replace indigenous vegetation over

substantial areas (termed ‘transformers’; see Richardson et al.,

2000) can change ecosystem function (Table 1). For example, the

increased biomass of dense stands of invasive Acacia mearnsii or

Eucalyptus species in riparian zones results in increased water use

by the vegetation (Le Maitre et al., 2002; Dye & Jarmain, 2004).

This in turn alters the hydrology of the catchment, causing

stream reductions of up to 100% in afforested catchments in

South Africa’s grassland biome (Van Lill et al., 1989).
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Alien Tamarix trees have replaced native vegetation in large

areas of the arid western USA (Friedman et al., 2005). These trees

have been attributed with altering and degrading many riparian

ecosystems by consuming large quantities of water, reducing the

width of river channels, salinizing soil, and modifying wildlife

habitats (Zavaleta et al., 2001). However, many of the functional

changes attributed to Tamarix may instead be attributable to the

altered fluvial landscape that simultaneously allowed Tamarix to

dominate and riparian stands to attain high density (Shafroth

et al., 2005). For example, recent studies indicate that water use

(evapotranspiration rates) by Tamarix is similar to that of native

riparian trees and shrubs (Nagler et al., 2003; Glenn & Nagler,

2005). However, ecosystem-level leaf area and water use can be

elevated in reaches below flow-regulating dams. Altered flood

timing associated with flow regulation can create prime habitat

for Tamarix, while the reduced frequency of flood scour allows it

to attain high stand density. Thus it often is the species that ‘takes

the blame’. Similarly, although widely attributed with increasing

soil salinity, this plant–environment interaction has only recently

been examined scientifically. While Tamarix is certainly well

adapted to grow on soils that have become salinized through

natural actions or cultural actions such as river regulation and

flood suppression, the evidence is less strong that the species

routinely salinizes soils. On free-flowing river reaches, where

floods routinely mobilize ions, salts do not accumulate in Tamarix

soils at greater rates than in soils of other vegetation types

(Bagstad et al., 2006).

Can alien plant species cause declines in diversity? The broadly

accepted connection between invasive species and diversity

declines (Slobodkin, 2001) has only recently been subjected to

rigorous scrutiny. One study in wetlands found that introduced

plant species were not associated with declines in plant species

diversity (Houlahan & Findlay, 2004). Rather, plant diversity in

the wetlands was low when a highly dominant species was

present, whether native or alien (see also Hejda & Pysek, 2006).

Studies in riparian corridors have found plant species diversity to

Table 1 Conceptual framework for restoration of riparian vegetation influenced by alien plant invasions, indicating potential interventions at 
different spatial scales. Large river floodplains are not considered. Factors are conceptualized in Appendix S1 in Supplementary Material

Factors increasing 

susceptibility to invasion Catchment Segment Reach

Altered sediment 

dynamics

Water release from impoundments to 

promote natural deposition/erosion patterns

Restructure river channel

Modify channel roughness to promote 

natural deposition/erosion patterns 

Altered dispersal 

regimes (longitudinal)

Water release in relation to dispersal 

characteristics of key native species

Reduced propagule 

pressure (native 

plant species)

Create foci of indigenous species to increase 

propagule supply downstream

Introduce propagules of key native species

Increased propagule 

pressure (alien plant 

species)

Initiate alien-clearing operations high in 

first-order streams, then work downstream

Ensure adequate provision for follow-up 

control of alien recruitment

Explore options for reducing seed production via biological control

Increased availability 

of safe sites

Manage local disturbance regime 

(e.g. grazing, human access, fire)

Increased edge effects Promote appropriate land-use practices Create corridors to link intact patches

Create buffer zones around intact patches

Altered composition 

and structure

Initiate alien clearing high in first-order streams, then work downstream

Manage grazing and fire regimes

Provide natural recruitment triggers 

and/or propagules 

Altered competitive 

hierarchies

Water release from impoundments to 

promote natural deposition/erosion patterns

Remove alien species

Control point sources of pollution

Control water extraction levels

Manage grazing and fire regimes
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be similar in patches dominated by native and alien trees alike

(Bagstad et al., 2006) and have found positive correlations

between native and alien species richness (Stohlgren et al., 1999).

These studies are consistent with a general finding that introduced

plant species seldom cause extirpations through the process of

competitive exclusion (Davis, 2003), although there are lag

effects that have not yet played out, as there are for extinctions

relating to habitat loss and fragmentation (Helm et al., 2006). The

implication is that effort may, in some cases, be more appropriately

directed towards managing for the landscape-scale processes that

maintain high levels of plant species diversity, such as intermediate

levels of disturbance, particular levels of resources, and a high

degree of temporal and spatial heterogeneity (Brooks et al., 2004;

Sarr et al., 2005). For example, flood suppression and water

stabilization below regulating dams, sharp increases or decreases

in water or nutrients, or changes in light quantity stemming

from increases or decreases in overstorey cover all could cause

declines in riparian-zone plant species diversity.

Given that hydro-geomorphological processes clearly influ-

ence the structure of riparian plant assemblages and that these in

turn affect the hydrology and fluvial geomorphology of rivers,

surprisingly little attention has been paid to the interactions

between invasions and these physical processes (Tickner et al.,

2001). Invasion may change the character of riparian ecosystems

and channel morphology. For example, following invasion of

riparian zones by the alien shrub Sesbania punicea in South

Africa, thickets of this species trap sediments, increasing available

habitat for further expansion of this and other alien species

(Hoffmann & Moran, 1988). A similar process occurs following

invasion by Tamarix ramosissima in North America, where

tamarisk thickets increased the hydraulic roughness to trap and

stabilize transported sediments and cause channel aggradation.

Eventually, this process leads to a narrowing of river channels

during high flows and builds stable floodplains and riverbanks

(Zavaleta, 2000; Tickner et al., 2001; Zavaleta et al., 2001).

Other alien species alter vegetation flammability. For example,

spread of the alien shrub Chromolaena odorata in South Africa

leads to more frequent fires that cause mortality of the indigenous

riparian vegetation (Macdonald & Frame, 1988). Invasion of

riparian zones by the reed Arundo donax greatly increases the

frequency of fire that drives the proliferation of the species

(Brooks et al., 2004).

RESILIENCE IN RIPARIAN VEGETATION

General principles

Resilience is the ability of an ecosystem to return to its former

state following a disturbance or stress (Wali, 1999), or the time

required to return to its former state (Mitchell et al., 2000). The

term is often used vaguely, without defining the properties of the

ecosystem that could be measured to determine the degree of

resilience, or the level of deviation from an acceptable (or reference)

level. Here, we consider resilience in terms of structural/

functional composition. Because riparian zones are so dynamic,

resilience is difficult to conceptualize in these systems since

components are always recovering from disturbance. Most riparian

species are inherently resilient under frequent and intense

disturbance, but different growth forms or guilds respond differently

to particular disturbance events. Annuals and other short-lived

herbaceous species may recover through seedling recruitment,

whereas woody species and clonal herbaceous perennials may

recover vegetatively by resprouting from damaged stems or

from branches that become lodged and rooted in sediments

downstream. Sedell et al. (1990) identified linkages between the

floodplain and channel (i.e. lateral linkages), upstream and

downstream and upstream river sections (i.e. longitudinal

linkages), and river bed and channel (i.e. vertical linkage) as

crucial elements of resilience in riverine systems. Refuges from

the frequent disturbances are the source of recolonization for

places recovering from disturbance. For example, in a major flood

event, riverine habitats nearest the main channel will experience

the greatest force of the storm discharge and, consequently, the

greatest loss to plant and animal populations. If floodplains are

still connected to main channels, these floodplain environments

are critical locations for both escape from major flood impacts

and a source of colonists’ post-disturbance. Human-impacted

rivers may have reduced resilience because of diminished linkages

from levees and floodplain filling (lost lateral linkages), dams

(lost longitudinal linkages), and hard-surfaced channels (lost

vertical linkages).

The rate of recovery in riparian ecosystems is dependent on

the intensity and frequency of disturbance events. Brinson

(1990) proposed a conceptual model for three different scales of

disturbance events. Thus: (1) short-term: annual floods that

determine the short-term patterns of seed germination and seedling

establishment; (2) intermediate: medium power, intermediate

frequency floods that determine the patterns of ecosystem structure

that persist for 10–102 years; and (3) long-term: high-power, low

frequency floods that create large geographical features that persist

for 102−103 years. Thus, a 1-in-50-years flood may alter riparian

vegetation structure for a period of one to several decades.

In some regions, riparian vegetation may also be affected by

the prevailing disturbance regimes in neighbouring terrestrial

assemblages. Fire and grazing, as in the case of medium-power

floods, remove above-ground vegetation. Survival strategies such

as the ability to resprout from protected buds, or to recruit rapidly

from a propagule bank, confer resilience to individual plant species

following these disturbances. However, the structure and com-

position of assemblages may change as certain species recover

better than others under a particular set of conditions. Terrestrial

plant species colonize the riparian zone to some extent, and are

common in the drier parts of the floodplain of semiarid region

rivers, but are limited by the extent of their morphological

adaptations to floods and seasonally waterlogged conditions.

Critically, the high frequency of disturbance events in riparian

zones means that there are many opportunities for the resilience

of plant communities to be compromised. For example, an untimely

fire or heavy grazing could delay recovery following a medium

frequency flood event. It has been proposed that ecosystems that

are naturally subject to moderate to extreme abiotic regimes,

including riparian ecosystems, have a greater tendency to display
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alternative stable states that may be resilient to restoration

management interventions (Didham et al., 2005).

Resilience and alien species

The issue of resilience and alien species can be viewed from several

perspectives. In some cases, alien species do not appreciably alter

resilience. In others, the arrival, establishment, persistence, and

proliferation of alien species clearly reduce resilience. Consider

one ecosystem attribute — that of species composition. Frequent

low-power floods provide many opportunities for the reshuffling

of species composition, including the incursion of new species

(Pysek & Prach, 1993; Décamps et al., 1995; Henderson, 1998;

Stohlgren et al., 1998; Richardson, 2001). If resilience is strictly

defined as the return to some exact species composition, then the

presence of the new species would reduce resilience. Additionally,

some alien species can alter the trajectory of succession, leading

to the creation of ecosystems that differ markedly from those that

occurred at the site previously. Again, resilience is reduced.

The establishment of an alien plant species could also be

viewed as a type of resilience. For example, consider the ecosystem

function of primary productivity. Soil nutrient levels and

primary productivity have declined in some riparian ecosystems

because of anthropogenic actions. For example, dam construction

can trap fine sediments and flood-borne nutrients in reservoirs

leading to below-dam changes, while intensive livestock grazing

can result in erosion of upper soil horizons. Some of the alien

(and native) species that have increased in riparian zones, such as

Prosopis spp. (now widespread in many parts of the world) and

Elaeagnus angustifolia (now abundant in North America),

harbour nitrogen-fixing symbionts. This symbiosis may confer a

competitive advantage to plant species in nutrient-depleted

ecosystems. The establishment of these plants, and their role

in increasing primary productivity and soil fertility, could be

viewed as a type of ecosystem resilience. Another example can be

found in highly modified riparian ecosystems where the environ-

mental tolerance ranges of some native plant species (for factors

such as soil salinity, moisture, or anoxia) have been exceeded. In

such areas, the influx of alien species that can tolerate the new

environments could be seen as a type of resilience that puts

community attributes (such as species diversity) and ecosystem

attributes (such as primary productivity) on a trajectory towards

pre-impact levels.

CRITICAL ISSUES FOR RESTORING RIPARIAN 
ZONES AFTER ALIEN INVASION

Ecological restoration aims to repair human-mediated changes

to the diversity and dynamics of ecosystems (Jackson et al., 1995).

It usually involves reconstructing an ecosystem to return it to

some previous condition, and usually entails the re-establishment

of species, assemblages, structure, and ecological functions that

prevailed in the system previously (van Diggelen et al., 2001).

Complete ecological restoration generally is impossible at the

landscape scale because of land-use (and water use) conflicts and

costs (van Diggelen et al., 2001). In riparian ecosystems it may be

feasible to restore segments of the riparian corridor, but restoring

the river’s catchment area, which potentially has a large effect on

the hydrological and fluvial processes, is usually not possible.

Thus, the scale of and potential for restoration of the riparian

zone is constrained by the condition of the catchment area. This

makes it critical to have a detailed understanding of the temporal

and spatial dynamics of the catchment landscape, including past

natural and human-induced changes (Wissmar & Beschta, 1998)

(Table 2). The complex interactions between biotic factors and

the physical environment in riparian zones define thresholds that

delineate options for intervention at a variety of spatial scales.

Effective restoration therefore demands careful consideration of

alternative states and positive feedbacks (Suding et al., 2004).

The most realistic approaches for riparian restoration are either

to work within the limitations posed by the catchment, focusing

on reach-scale restorations (Moerke & Lamberti, 2004), or to

work in those catchments where goals are still achievable and/or

where priority for conservation is high.

The conceptual model developed by Whisenant (1999) that

invokes biotic and abiotic thresholds (see also Hobbs & Harris,

2001) is useful in the context of riparian ecosystems that are both

influenced by invasions and are highly susceptible to invasion by

alien plants. Where the inputs of physical energy, in the form of

water or wind movement, are dominating forces in structuring

an ecosystem, as in riparian zones (Planty-Tabacchi et al., 1996;

Shafroth et al., 2002), manipulating the abiotic components

must be pivotal considerations in ecosystem repair (Ehrenfeld,

2000). The primary variables driving the distribution and abun-

dance of biota in flood-prone rivers are usually abiotic (Stanford

et al., 1996). For example, damming and diversions of rivers have

caused the decline of many aquatic and riparian species and

altered structure and function of many ecosystems (Rood et al.,

2003). Restoring such areas requires the hydrological regime

(flood frequency and intensity) of the river to be restored first

(Vaselaar, 1997; Patten et al., 2001; Rood et al., 2003) since floods

and sediment routing are critical for the creation of appropriate

sites for colonization by riparian species (Wissmar & Beschta,

1998). Reinstating water and sediment flows can also directly

affect the relative performance of native and alien species (Sher

et al., 2000; Levine & Stromberg, 2001).

Biotic components such as vegetation structure and composition

are the appropriate focus of repair targets in situations where

hydrological and geomorphological functioning can support the

intended assemblage of species (Hobbs & Harris, 2001) or where

this has been, or can be, restored. Riparian zones that are patchily

invaded, or have only recently become densely invaded by alien

plants, potentially may be restored to their historic, catchment-

scale species composition through biotic manipulations alone —

by removal of the invasive species (Holmes & Richardson,

1999).

In practice, restoration needs to involve the setting of sequen-

tial, multistep goals (Palmer et al., 1997). In riparian situations,

clear physical and biotic goals must be based on sufficient base-

line data, but a major limitation is that reference systems for

defining restoration goals are globally rare (e.g. Rosgen, 1994;

Prins et al., 2005). In reality, aiming for a return to some historic
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condition is usually inappropriate, untenable, and futile. First,

most riparian ecosystems have a long history of use by humans,

and have been extensively transformed over centuries, often ren-

dering it impossible to know the historic species composition.

An alternative approach to management/restoration of

riparian ecosystems emerges if one accepts that riparian eco-

systems are open and dynamic, and that humans are a crucial part

of the ecosystem. Under this view, management/restoration does

not aim to recreate any historic species assemblage but to restore

those processes that provide a desired riparian ecosystem

structure and function. If ecosystems are viewed as open and

dynamic, re-creation of some historic condition becomes an

exercise in nostalgia. If humans are viewed as part of the ecosystem,

then plant species accidentally or intentionally introduced by

humans become just another species in the ecosystem. The

native/alien dichotomy could be counter-productive in restoration

practices, leading to an overemphasis on structure and composition

over function. The emphasis on removal of aliens as a restoration

approach has been criticized as being essentially a gardening

exercise (Tredici, 2004).

There are many instances where a small number of highly

influential alien plant species are clearly fundamental stressors

and disruptors of ecosystem functioning (Holmes et al., 2005).

In such cases concerted efforts to remove these species (or reduce

their density), prevent or reduce the risk of them re-invading,

and re-establish species that are more conducive to the desired

functions, are appropriate and tenable. Such operations need to

be conducted with due cognizance of the components of resili-

ence and the determinants of abiotic and biotic thresholds. For

example, where dense alien thickets have been present for a long

time, and/or have altered the fluvial–geomorphological processes

of the river (the alien-induced abiotic threshold in Box 1, panel c),

a more natural erosion–sedimentation cycle may be a fundamental

prerequisite following alien clearance before indigenous riparian

vegetation may be restored. As long as the hydrological and

geomorphological processes of the river catchment have not

been impaired, for instance through widespread soil cultivation

and erosion or increased abundance of alien plants, the historic

rates and ranges of abiotic processes may return following alien

plant clearance in the riparian zones. It is important to note,

however, that the commitment to clearing is a long-term one that

requires acute attention to follow-up control. Short-term projects

lacking social or political will are unlikely to succeed. Further,

complete removal of alien species may be more damaging in

some situations than killing them standing (e.g. by ringbarking),

or even leaving them untreated. Riverbank stabilization measures

may be required in situations where indigenous species have

been eliminated and their recruitment is predicted to be slow.

However, stabilization should not be done where it is suspected

that the alien thickets have caused increased sediment deposition

and channel aggradation (Tickner et al., 2001), as the first step of

restoration should be to remove these sediments, and allow the

river to return to a more natural geomorphology.

In summary, it is crucial to assess which abiotic and biotic

thresholds (see examples in Box 1) have been crossed in invaded

riparian zones, and to ascertain whether the removal of the

Table 2 A framework depicting the main management actions potentially available for facilitating the restoration of riparian plant 
communities affected by alien plant invasions. Scheme based partly on ideas expressed by Whisenant (1999). Shaded areas involve manipulation 
of abiotic components; the rest relate to biotic components
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invasive species alone is sufficient to stop further changes that

are deemed undesirable and promote the recovery of natural

vegetation in the riparian zone. Such assessments should be done

within the context of the catchment area and the limitations

imposed by any human-induced changes to fluvial and hydro-

logical processes. It is prohibitively expensive to consider restoring,

using plant re-introduction techniques, entire riparian corridors.

It is almost always more appropriate to consider a set of minimum

interventions for achieving various alternative restoration goals

or trajectories. Successful small-scale restorations of river reaches

have been conducted, for example the restoration of riparian

forest via bare root and containerized plants (Sweeney et al., 2002).

The planting or sowing of indigenous riparian species should

accelerate recovery of riparian vegetation in highly altered

riparian zones, for example following the clearance of dense and

extensive thickets of alien plants, as the propagule pressure of

native species is likely to be below the threshold needed to drive

reassembly of the community without human intervention.

Riparian vegetation refugia may be scarce and soil-stored seed

banks depleted. Therefore, the recolonization of riparian zones

via suitable indigenous species dispersing into the area will be

slow and the probability of re-establishment of the alien species,

or incursion of other alien species, will be high. In highly altered

rivers, the creation of nodes of indigenous riparian vegetation

(Galatowitsch & Richardson, 2005) is likely to be an important

method in promoting the long-term restoration of riparian zones.

Spontaneous or directed succession (Luken, 1990), a convenient

restoration tool in some human-modified habitats (e.g. Prach

et al., 2001), may be less efficient in riparian zones because of

their dynamic nature and the continuous propagule pressure

from alien species. When considering spontaneous succession

as a restoration tool, the settings of the specific project must be

considered and scientific knowledge integrated into the restora-

tion programme (Prach et al., 2001).

For many river reaches globally, such as those in urban areas,

natural riverine processes cannot be restored because the

economic costs are too high or the social and political will are not

present. In many cities, the floodplains of rivers have been

converted to housing or industrial areas, restricting the river bed

to a small channel; although the levees can be set back to some

degree, the historic floodplains cannot realistically be reclaimed

by the river. Large human settlements are sustained in arid regions

by massive and extensive dam and reservoir systems and water

distribution structures; although the flow pattern of below-dam

rivers can be naturalized to some degree (Rood et al., 2003),

many dams are a permanent feature of the present landscape.

Rivers by their nature reflect their watershed, and urbanized rivers

are often vegetated by a mixture of the historically dominant species

and a wide variety of introduced species, including agricultural and

horticultural plants and other cultivars. In such highly modified

rivers, it is perhaps advisable to let plant communities ‘self

assemble’ with species (alien or native) that are adapted to these

novel conditions. Removal of alien plants from rivers in urban

landscapes and other situations with pervasive human influence

is, in almost every case, futile and potentially counter-productive

with respect to maintaining ecosystem function. Efforts to

remove the imprint of humans from the landscape also may be

counter-productive with respect to human–nature interactions.

There may be value, instead, in accepting and appreciating the

fact that rivers reflect their watersheds, whether dominated by

people or not. In such cases, we suggest that the focus should be

on maintaining river health and key ecosystem services, but

working with novel ecosystems (Hobbs et al., 2006) that are best

adapted to these novel conditions. There are many valid motivations

for restoring riparian ecosystems (see general discussion in

Clewell & Aronson, 2006). Irrespective of the motivation, restora-

tion must be planned with due cognizance of biogeographical

processes at different spatial scales, facets of resilience and

ecosystem functioning, and realistic endpoints.

The concepts expressed in this paper have been used to define

an objective decision-making framework for restoring riparian

zones affected by invasive alien plants in South Africa (Holmes

et al., 2005), and could guide such initiatives elsewhere.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

D.M.R and K.J.E. acknowledge financial support from the DST-

NRF Centre of Excellence for Invasion Biology. P.M.H. received

support from the South African Working for Water programme.

P.P. was supported by institutional long-term research plans no.

AV0Z60050516 from the Academy of Sciences of the Czech

Republic, and no. 0021620828 from MSMT CR.

REFERENCES

An, S.Q., Chen, X.L., Sun, C.S., Wang, Y.J. & Li, J. (2003) Com-

position change and vegetation degradation of riparian forests

in the Altai Plain, NW China. Plant Ecology, 164, 75–84.

Apan, A.A., Raine, S.R. & Paterson, M.S. (2002) Mapping and

analysis of changes in the riparian landscape structure of the

Lockyer Valley catchment, Queensland, Australia. Landscape

and Urban Planning, 59, 43–57.

Auble, G.T., Friedman, J.M. & Scott, J.L. (1994) Relating riparian

vegetation to present and future streamflows. Ecological

Applications, 4, 544–554.

Bagstad, K.J., Lite, S.J. & Stromberg, J.C. (2006) Vegetation,

soils and hydrogeomorphology of riparian patch types of

a dryland river. Western North American Naturalist, 66, 23–

44.

Barling, R.D. & Moore, I.D. (1994) Role of buffer strips in

management of waterway pollution: a review. Environmental

Management, 18, 543–558.

BarratSegretain, M.H. (1996) Strategies of reproduction, dis-

persion, and competition in river plants: a review. Vegetatio,

123, 13–37.

Brinson, M.M. (1990) Riverine forests. Forested wetlands (ed. by

A.E. Lugo, M.M. Brinson and S. Brown), pp. 87–141. Elsevier,

Amsterdam.

Brooks, M.L., D’Antonio, C.M., Richardson, D.M., Grace, J.B.,

Keeley, J.E., DiTomaso, J.M., Hobbs, R.J., Pellant, M. &

Pyke, D. (2004) Effects of invasive alien plants on fire regimes.

BioScience, 54, 677–688.



D. M. Richardson et al.

© 2007 The Authors
136 Diversity and Distributions, 13, 126–139, Journal compilation © 2007 Blackwell Publishing Ltd

Burgess, S.S.O., Adams, M.A., Turner, N.C., White, D.A. &

Ong, K.C. (2001) Tree roots: conduits for deep recharge of soil

water. Oecologia, 126, 158–165.

Charalambidou, I. & Santamaría, L. (2002) Waterbirds as

endozoochorous dispersers of aquatic organisms: a review of

experimental evidence. Acta Oecologia, 23, 165–176.

Clewell, A.F. & Aronson, J. (2006) Motivations for the restoration

of ecosystems. Conservation Biology, 20, 420–428.

Cooper, D.J., Andersen, D.C. & Chimner, R.A. (2003) Multiple

pathways for woody plant establishment on floodplains at

local to regional scales. Journal of Ecology, 91, 182–196.

Cowie, I.D. & Werner, P.A. (1993) Alien plant species invasive in

Kakadu National Park, tropical northern Australia. Biological

Conservation, 63, 127–135.

Dahm, C., Cleverly, J., Coonrod, J., Thibault, J., McDonnell, D. &

Gilroy, D. (2002) Evapotranspiration at the land/water

interface in a semi-arid drainage basin. Freshwater Biology, 47,

831–843.

Davis, M.A. (2003) Biotic globalization: does competition from

introduced species threaten biodiversity? BioScience, 53, 481–

489.

Davis, M.A., Grime, J.P. & Thompson, K. (2000) Fluctuating

resources in plant communities: a general theory of invasibility.

Journal of Ecology, 88, 528–534.

Davis, M.A. & Pelsor, M. (2001) Experimental support for a

resource-based mechanistic model of invasibility. Ecology

Letters, 4, 421–428.

Décamps, H.A., Fortune, M., Gazelle, F. & Pautou, G. (1988)

Historical influence of man on the riparian dynamics of a

fluvial landscape. Landscape Ecology, 1, 163–173.

Décamps, H., Planty-Tabacchi, A.M. & Tabacchi, E. (1995)

Changes in the hydrological regime and invasions by plant

species along riparian systems of the Adour River, France.

Regulated Rivers: Research and Management, 11, 23–33.

Didham, R.K., Watts, C.H. & Norton, D.A. (2005) Are systems

with strong underlying abiotic regimes more likely to exhibit

alternative stable states? Oikos, 110, 409–416.

Dudgeon, D. (1992) Endangered ecosystems — a review of the

conservation status of tropical Asian rivers. Hydrobiologia, 248,

167–191.

Dye, P. & Jarmain, C. (2004) Water use by black wattle (Acacia

mearnsii): implications for the link between removal of in-

vading trees and catchment streamflow response. South

African Journal of Science, 100, 40–45.

Ehrenfeld, J.G. (2000) Defining the limits of restoration: the need

for realistic goals. Restoration Ecology, 8, 2–9.

Ellenberg, H. (1988) Vegetation ecology of Central Europe.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Ellery, W.N., Ellery, K., Rogers, K.H., Walker, B.H. & McCarthy, T.S.

(1993) Vegetation, hydrology and sedimentation processes

as determinants of channel form and dynamics in the north-

eastern Okavango Delta, Botswana. African Journal of Ecology,

31, 10–25.

Ewel, K.C., Cressa, C., Kneib, R.T., Lakes, P.S., Levin, L.A.,

Palmer, M.A., Snelgrove, P. & Wall, D.H. (2001) Managing

critical transition zones. Ecosystems, 4, 452–460.

Ferrar, A.A., O’Keeffe, J.H.O. & Davies, B.R. (1988) The river

research programme. South African National Scientific Pro-

grammes Report no. 146, Council for Scientific and Industrial

Research, Pretoria, South Africa.

Findlay, S.E.G., Kiviat, E., Nieder, W.C. & Blair, E.A. (2002)

Functional assessment of a reference wetland set as a tool for

science, management and restoration. Aquatic Sciences, 64,

107–117.

Friedman, J., Auble, G., Shafroth, P., Scott, M., Merigliano, M.,

Freehling, M. & Griffin, E. (2005) Dominance of non-native

riparian trees in western USA. Biological Invasions, 7, 747–751.

Frissell, C.A., Liss, W.J., Warren, C.E. & Hurley, M.D. (1986) A

hierarchical framework for stream habitat classification:

viewing streams in a watershed context. Environmental

Management, 10, 199–214.

Galatowitsch, S.M. & Richardson, D.M. (2005) Riparian scrub

recovery after clearing of invasive alien trees in headwater streams

of the Western Cape. Biological Conservation, 122, 509–521.

Glenn, E.P. & Nagler, P.L. (2005) Comparative ecophysiology of

Tamarix ramosissima and native trees in western US riparian

zones. Journal of Arid Environments, 61, 419–446.

Goodson, J.M., Gurnell, A.M., Angold, P.G. & Morrissey, I.P.

(2001) Riparian seed banks: structure, process and implica-

tions for riparian management. Progress in Physical Geography,

25, 301–325.

Gore, J.A. & Shields, F.D. (1995) Can large rivers be restored?

BioScience, 45, 142–152.

Gregory, S.V., Swanson, F.J., McKee, W.A. & Cummins, K.W.

(1991) An ecosystem perspective of riparian areas. BioScience,

41, 540–551.

Gross, K.L. (1984) Effects of seed size and growth form on seed-

ling establishment of six monocarpic perennial plants. Journal

of Ecology, 72, 369–387.

Hancock, C.N., Ladd, P.G. & Froend, R.H. (1996) Biodiversity

and management of riparian vegetation in Western Australia.

Forest Ecology and Management, 85, 239–250.

Hejda, M. & Pysek, P. (2006) What is the impact of Impatiens

glandulifera on species diversity of invaded riparian vegeta-

tion? Biological Conservation, 132, 143–152.

Helm, A., Hanski, I. & Pärtel, M. (2006) Slow response of plant

species richness to habitat loss and fragmentation. Ecology

Letters, 9, 72–77.

Henderson, L. (1998) Invasive woody alien plants of the southern

and south-western Cape region. Bothalia, 28, 91–112.

Hobbs, R.J., Arico, S., Aronson, J., Baron, J.S., Bridgewater, P.,

Cramer, V.A., Epstein, P.R., Ewel, J.J., Klink, C.A., Lugo, A.E.,

Norton, D., Ojima, D., Richardson, D.M., Sanderson, E.W.,

Valladares, F., Vilà, M., Zamora, R. & Zobel, M. (2006) Novel

ecosystems: theoretical and management aspects of the new

ecological world order. Global Ecology Biogeography, 15, 1–7.

Hobbs, R.J. & Harris, J.A. (2001) Restoration ecology: repairing

the earth’s ecosystems in the new millennium. Restoration

Ecology, 9, 239–246.

Hoffmann, J.H. & Moran, V.C. (1988) The invasive weed Sesbania

punicea in South Africa and prospects for its biological control.

South African Journal of Science, 84, 740–742.



Riparian vegetation: degraded, invaded, transformed

© 2007 The Authors
Diversity and Distributions, 13, 126–139, Journal compilation © 2007 Blackwell Publishing Ltd 137

Holmes, P.M. & Richardson, D.M. (1999) Protocols for restora-

tion based on recruitment dynamics, community structure

and ecosystem function: perspectives from South African fynbos.

Restoration Ecology, 7, 215–230.

Holmes, P.M., Richardson, D.M., Esler, K.J., Witkowski, E.T.F. &

Fourie, S. (2005) A decision-making framework for restoring

riparian zones degraded by invasive alien plants in South

Africa. South African Journal of Science, 101, 553–564.

Hood, W.G. & Naiman, R.J. (2000) Vulnerability of riparian zones

to invasion by exotic vascular plants. Plant Ecology, 148, 105–114.

Hooper, D.U., Chapin, F.S., Ewel, J.J., Hector, A., Inchausti, P.,

Lavorel, S., Lawton, J.H., Lodge, D.M., Loreau, M., Naeem, S.,

Schmid, B., Setala, H., Symstad, A.J., Vandermeer, J. &

Wardle, D.A. (2005) Effects of biodiversity on ecosystem

functioning: a consensus of current knowledge. Ecological

Monographs, 75, 3–35.

Houlahan, J.E. & Findlay, C.S. (2004) Effect of invasive plant

species on temperate wetland plant diversity. Conservation

Biology, 18, 1132–1138.

Howell, J. & Benson, D. (2000) Predicting potential impacts of

environmental flows on weedy riparian vegetation of the

Hawkesbury-Nepean River, south-eastern Australia. Austral

Ecology, 25, 463–475.

Hultine, K.R., Scott, R.L., Cable, W.L. & Williams, D.G. (2004)

Hydraulic redistribution by a dominant, warm desert phreato-

phyte — seasonal patterns and response to precipitation

pulses. Functional Ecology, 18, 530–538.

Hupp, C.R. & Osterkamp, W.R. (1996) Riparian vegetation and

fluvial geomorphic processes. Geomorphology, 14, 277–295.

Imbert, E. & Lefevre, F. (2003) Dispersal and gene flow of Populus

nigra (Salicaceae) along a dynamic river system. Journal of

Ecology, 91, 447–456.

Iwata, T., Nakano, S. & Murakami, M. (2003) Stream meanders

increase insectivorous bird abundance in riparian deciduous

forests. Ecography, 26, 325–337.

Jackson, L.L., Lopoukhine, N. & Hillyard, D. (1995) Ecological

restoration: a definition and comments. Restoration Ecology, 3,

71–75.

Jansson, R., Nilsson, C., Dynesius, M. & Andersson, E. (2000)

Effects of river regulation on river-margin vegetation: a compari-

son of eight boreal rivers. Ecological Applications, 10, 203–224.

Johansson, M.E., Nilsson, C. & Nilsson, E. (1996) Do rivers

function as corridors for plant dispersal? Journal of Vegetation

Science, 7, 593–598.

Johnson, W.C. (1998) Adjustment of riparian vegetation to river

regulation in the Great Plains, USA. Wetlands, 18, 608–618.

Kalliola, R., Salo, J., Puhakka, M. & Rajasilta, M. (1991) New site

formation and colonizing vegetation in primary succession on the

western Amazon floodplain. Journal of Ecology, 79, 877–901.

Kemper, N.P. (2001) RVI: Riparian vegetation index. WRC Report

850/3/01. Water Research Commission, Pretoria, South Africa.

Kentula, M.E. (1997) A step toward a landscape approach in

riparian restoration. Restoration Ecology, 5, 2–3.

Le Maitre, D.C., van Wilgen, B.W., Gelderblom, C.M., Bailey, C.,

Chapman, R.A. & Nel, J.A. (2002) Invasive alien trees and

water resources in South Africa: case studies of the costs and

benefits of management. Forest Ecology and Management, 160,

143–159.

Leck, M.A. (1989) Wetland seed banks. Ecology of soil seed banks

(ed. by M.A. Leck, V.T. Parker and R.L. Simpson), pp. 283–305.

Academic Press, New York.

Lesica, P. & Miles, S. (1999) Russian olive invasion into cotton-

wood forests along a regulated river in north-central Montana.

Canadian Journal of Botany, 77, 1077–1083.

Levine, C.M. & Stromberg, J.C. (2001) Effects of flooding on

native and exotic plant seedlings: implications for restoring

south-western riparian forests by manipulating water and

sediment flows. Journal of Arid Environments, 49, 111–131.

Luken, J.O. (1990) Directing ecological succession. Chapman &

Hall, London.

Macdonald, I.A.W. & Frame, G.W. (1988) The invasion of intro-

duced species into nature reserves in tropical savannahs and

dry woodlands. Biological Conservation, 44, 67–93.

MacDougall, A.S. & Turkington, R. (2005) Are invasive species

the drivers or passengers of change in degraded ecosystems?

Ecology, 86, 42–55.

Mackenzie, J.A., van Coller, A.L. & Rogers, K.H. (1999) Rule based

modelling for management of riparian systems. WRC Report

813/1/99, Water Research Commission, Pretoria, South Africa.

MacNally, R., Parkinson, A., Horrocks, G., Conole, L. & Tzaros. C.

(2001) Relationships between terrestrial vertebrate diversity,

abundance and availability of coarse woody debris on south-

eastern Australian floodplains. Biological Conservation, 99,

191–205.

Manders. P.T. (1990) Soil seed banks and post-fire seed deposi-

tion across a forest-fynbos ecotone in the Cape Province.

Journal of Vegetation Science, 1, 491–498.

Mathooko, J.M. & Kariuki, S.T. (2000) Disturbances and species

distribution of the riparian vegetation of a Rift Valley stream.

African Journal of Ecology, 38, 123–129.

Meeson, N., Robertson, A.I. & Jansen, A. (2002) The effects of

flooding and livestock on post-dispersal seed predation in river

red gum habitats. Journal of Applied Ecology, 39, 247–258.

Merritt, D.M. & Wohl, E.E. (2002) Processes governing

hydrochory along rivers: hydraulics, hydrology, and dispersal

phenology. Ecological Applications, 12, 1071–1087.

Middleton, B. (1999) Wetland restoration: flood pulsing and

disturbance dynamics. John Wiley and Sons, Chichester, UK.

Mitchell, R.J., Auld, M.H.D., Le Duc, M.G. & Marrs, R.H. (2000)

Ecosystem stability and resilience: a review of their relevance for

the conservation management of lowland heaths. Perspectives

in Plant Ecology, Evolution and Systematics, 3, 142–160.

Moerke, A.H. & Lamberti, G.A. (2004) Restoring stream eco-

systems: lessons from a Midwestern State. Restoration Ecology,

12, 327–334.

Nagler, P.L., Glenn, E.P. & Thompson, T.L. (2003) Comparison

of transpiration rates among saltcedar, cottonwood and

willow trees by sap flow and canopy temperature methods.

Agricultural and Forest Meteorology, 116, 73–89.

Naiman, R.J. & Décamps, H. (1997) The ecology of interfaces:

riparian zones. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics, 28,

621–658.



D. M. Richardson et al.

© 2007 The Authors
138 Diversity and Distributions, 13, 126–139, Journal compilation © 2007 Blackwell Publishing Ltd

Naiman, R.J., Décamps, H. & McClain, M.E. (2005) Riparian:

ecology, conservation, and management of streamside communities.

Elsevier, Amsterdam.

Naiman, R.J., Décamps, H. & Pollock, M. (1993) The role of

riparian corridors in maintaining regional biodiversity.

Ecological Applications, 3, 209–212.

Naiman, R.J., Fetherston, K.L., McKay, S. & Chen, J. (1998)

Riparian forests. River ecology and management: lessons from

the Pacific coastal ecoregion (ed. by R.J. Naiman and R.E. Bilby),

pp. 289–323. Springer Verlag, New York.

Nilsson, C. & Berggren, K. (2000) Alterations of riparian ecosystems

caused by river regulation. BioScience, 50, 783–792.

Nilsson, C., Gardfjell, M. & Grelsson, G. (1991) Importance of

hydrochory in structuring plant communities along rivers.

Canadian Journal of Botany, 69, 2631–2633.

Nilsson, C. & Svedmark, M. (2002) Basic principles and ecological

consequences of changing water regimes: riparian plant

communities. Environmental Management, 30, 468–480.

Palmer, M.A., Ambrose, R.F. & Poff, N.L. (1997) Ecological theory

and community restoration ecology. Restoration Ecology, 5,

291–300.

Patten, D.T. (1998) Riparian ecosystems of semi-arid North

America: diversity and human impacts. Wetlands, 18, 498–512.

Patten, D.T., Harpman, D.A., Voita, M.I. & Randle, T.J. (2001) A

managed flood on the Colorado River: background, objectives,

design, and implementation. Ecological Applications, 11, 635–643.

Planty-Tabacchi, A.M., Tabacchi, E., Naiman, R.J., Deferrari, C.

& Décamps, H. (1996) Invasibility of species rich communities

in riparian zones. Conservation Biology, 10, 598–607.

Prach, K., Bartha, S., Joyce, C.B., Pysek, P., van Diggelen. R. &

Wiegleb, G. (2001) The role of spontaneous succession in eco-

system restoration: a perspective. Applied Vegetation Science, 4,

111–114.

Prach, K., Jeník, J. & Large, A.R.G. (1996) Floodplain ecology and

management. The LuΩnice River in the T®ebon Biosphere Reserve,

Central Europe. SPB Academic Publishing, Amsterdam.

Prach, K. & Straskrabová, J. (1996) Restoration of degraded

meadows: an experimental approach. Floodplain ecology and

management. The LuΩnice River in the T®ebon Biosphere Reserve,

Central Europe (ed. by K. Prach, J. Jeník and A.R.G. Large),

pp. 87–93. SPB Academic Publishing, Amsterdam.

Prins, N., Holmes, P.M. & Richardson, D.M. (2005) A reference

framework for the restoration of riparian vegetation in the

Western Cape, South Africa, degraded by invasive Australian

Acacias. South African Journal of Botany, 70, 767–776.

Pysek, P., Müllerová, J. & Jarosík, V. (2007) Historical dynamics

of Heracleum mantegazzianum invasion at a regional and local

scales. Ecology and management of giant hogweed (Heracleum

mantegazzianum) (ed. by P. Pysek, M.J.W. Cock, W. Nentwig

and H.P. Ravn), pp. 42–54. CAB International, Wallingford,

UK.

Pysek, P. & Prach, K. (1993) Plant invasions and the role of riparian

habitats — a comparison of four species alien to Central

Europe. Journal of Biogeography, 20, 413–420.

Pysek, P. & Prach, K. (1994) How important are rivers for sup-

porting plant invasions? Ecology and management of invasive

riverside plants (ed. by L.C. de Waal, E.L. Child, P.M. Wade and

J.H. Brock), pp. 45–54. John Wiley and Sons, Chichester.

Pysek, P. & Prach, K. (1995) Invasion dynamics of Impatiens

glandulifera — a century of spreading reconstructed. Biological

Conservation, 74, 41–48.

Richardson, D.M. (2001) Plant invasions. Encyclopaedia of

biodiversity, Vol. 4 (ed. by S. Levin), pp. 677–688. Academic

Press, San Diego.

Richardson, D.M., Pysek, P., Rejmánek, M., Barbour, M.G.,

Panetta, F.D. & West. C.J. (2000) Naturalization and invasion

of alien plants — concepts and definitions. Diversity and

Distributions, 6, 93–107.

Richter, R. & Stromberg, J.C. (2005) Soil seed bank of two

montane riparian areas: implications for restoration. Biodiver-

sity and Conservation, 14, 993–1016.

Rood, S.B., Gourley, C.R., Ammon, E.M., Heki, L.G., Klotz, J.R.,

Morrison, M.L., Mosley, D., Scoppetone, G.G., Swanson, S. &

Wagner, P.L. (2003) Flows for floodplain forests: a successful

riparian restoration. BioScience, 53, 647–656.

Rood, S.B. & Mahoney, J.M. (1990) Collapse of riparian poplar

forest downstream from dams in western prairies: probable

causes and prospects for mitigation. Environmental Manage-

ment, 14, 451–464.

Rosgen, D.I. (1994) A classification of natural rivers. Catena, 22,

169–199.

Sarr, D.A., Hibbs, D.E. & Huston, M.A. (2005) A hierarchical

perspective of plant diversity. Quarterly Review of Biology, 80,

187–212.

Schade, J.D., Fisher, S.G., Grimm, N.B. & Seddon, J.A. (2001)

The influence of a riparian shrub on nitrogen cycling in a

Sonoran Desert stream. Ecology, 82, 363–3376.

Schneider, R.L. & Sharitz, R.R. (1988) Seed bank dynamics in a

southeastern riverine swamp. American Journal of Botany, 73,

1022–1030.

Scott, M.L., Auble, G.T. & Friedman, J.M. (1997) Flood depend-

ency of cottonwood establishment along the Missouri River,

Montana, USA. Ecological Applications, 7, 677–690.

Scott, R.L., Shuttleworth, W.J., Goodrich, D.C. & Maddock, T.

(2000) The water use of two dominant vegetation communi-

ties in a semiarid riparian ecosystem. Agricultural and Forest

Meteorology, 105, 241–256.

Sedell, J.R., Reeves, G.H., Hauer, F.R., Stanford, J.A. & Hawkins,

C.P. (1990) Role of refugia in recovery from disturbances:

modern fragmented and disconnected river systems. Environ-

mental Management, 14, 711–724.

Shafroth, P.B., Cleverly, J.R., Dudley, T.L., Taylor, J.P., Van Riper, C.,

Weeks, E.P. & Stuart, J.N. (2005) Control of Tamarix in the

Western United States: implications for water salvage, wildlife use,

and riparian restoration. Environmental Management, 35, 231–246.

Shafroth, P.B., Stromberg, J.C. & Patten, D.T. (2002) Riparian

vegetation response to altered disturbance and stress regimes.

Ecological Applications, 12, 107–123.

Sher, A.A., Marshall, D.L. & Gilbert, S.A. (2000) Competition

between native Populus deltoides and invasive Tamarix

ramosissima and the implications for reestablishing flooding

disturbance. Conservation Biology, 14, 1744–1754.



Riparian vegetation: degraded, invaded, transformed

© 2007 The Authors
Diversity and Distributions, 13, 126–139, Journal compilation © 2007 Blackwell Publishing Ltd 139

Slobodkin, L.B. (2001) The good, the bad and the reified.

Evolutionary Ecology Research, 3, 1–13.

Smith, S.D., Wellington, A.B., Nachlinger, J.L. & Fox, C.A. (1991)

Functional responses of riparian vegetation to streamflow diver-

sion in the eastern Sierra Nevada. Ecological Applications, 1, 89–97.

Stanford, J.A., Ward, J.V., Liss, W.J., Frissell, C.A., Williams, R.N.,

Lichatowich, J.A. & Coutant, C.C. (1996) A general protocol

for restoration of regulated rivers. Regulated Rivers: Research

and Management, 12, 391–413.

Stohlgren, T.J., Binkley, D., Chong, G.W., Kalkhan, M.A., Schell, L.D.,

Bull, K.A., Otsuki, Y., Newman, G., Bashkin, M. & Son, Y.

(1999) Exotic plant species invade hot spots of native plant

diversity. Ecological Monographs, 69, 25–46.

Stohlgren, T.J., Bull, K.A., Otsuki, Y., Villa, C.A. & Lee, M. (1998)

Riparian zones as havens for exotic plant species in the central

grasslands. Plant Ecology, 138, 113–125.

Streng, D.R., Glitzenstein, J.S. & Harcombe, P.A. (1989) Woody

seedling dynamics in an east Texas floodplain forest. Ecological

Monographs, 59, 177–204.

Stromberg, J.C., Tiller, R. & Richter, B. (1996) Effects of ground-

water decline on riparian vegetation of semiarid regions: the

San Pedro, Arizona. Ecological Applications, 6, 113–131.

Suding, K.N., Gross, K.L. & Houseman, G.R. (2004) Alternative

states and positive feedbacks in restoration ecology. Trends in

Ecology & Evolution, 19, 46–53.

Sweeney, B.W., Czapka, S.J. & Yerkes, T. (2002) Riparian forest

restoration: increasing success by reducing plant competition

and herbivory. Restoration Ecology, 10, 392–400.

Tabacchi, E., Lambs, L., Guilloy, H., Planty-Tabacchi, A.M., Muller, E.

& Décamps, H. (2000) Impacts of riparian vegetation on

hydrological processes. Hydrological Processes, 14, 2959–2976.

Tang, S.M. & Montgomery, D.R. (1995) Riparian buffers and

potentially unstable ground. Environmental Management, 19,

741–749.

Thébaud, C. & Debussche, M. (1991) Rapid Invasion of Fraxinus

ornus L. along the Herault River System in Southern France —

the importance of seed dispersal by water. Journal of Biogeography,

18, 7–12.

Tickner, D.P., Angold, P.G., Gurnell, A.M. & Mountford. J.O.

(2001) Riparian plant invasions: hydrogeomorphological

control and ecological impacts. Progress in Physical Geography,

25, 22–52.

Tredici, P.D. (2004) Neocreationism and the illusion of ecological

restoration. Harvard Design Magazine, 20, 1–3.

Van Coller, A.L., Rogers, K.H. & Heritage, G.L. (2000) Riparian

vegetation — environment relationships: complimentarity of

gradients versus patch hierarchy approaches. Journal of Vegeta-

tion Science, 11, 337–350.

van der Valk, A.G. (1992) Establishment, colonisation and

persistence. Plant succession: theory and prediction (ed. by

T.T. Veblen). Chapman & Hall, London.

van Diggelen, R., Grootjans, A.P. & Harris, J.A. (2001) Ecological

restoration: state of the art or state of the science? Restoration

Ecology, 9, 115–118.

Van Lill, W.S., Kruger, F.J. & van Wyk, D.B. (1989) The effect of

afforestation with Eucalyptus grandis Hill ex Maiden and Pinus

patula Schlecht & Cham on stream flow from experimental

catchments at Mokobulaan, Transvaal. Journal of Hydrology,

48, 107–118.

Vaselaar, R.T. (1997) Opening the flood gates: the 1996 Glen

Canyon Dam experiment. Restoration Management Notes, 15,

119–125.

Wadeson, R. (1999) Appendix R2: stream classification. Resource

directed measures for protection of water resources: river eco-

systems (ed. by H. MacKay and L. Guest). Department of Water

Affairs and Forestry, Pretoria, South Africa.

Wali, M.K. (1999) Ecological succession and the rehabilitation of

disturbed terrestrial ecosystems. Plant Soil, 213, 195–220.

Washitani, I. (2001) Plant conservation ecology for management

and restoration of riparian habitats of lowland Japan. Population

Ecology, 43, 189–195.

Webb, A.A. & Erskine, W.D. (2003) A practical scientific approach

to riparian vegetation rehabilitation in Australia. Journal of

Environmental Management, 68, 329–341.

Whisenant, S.G. (1999) Repairing damaged wildlands: a process-

orientated, landscape-scale approach. Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge.

Wissmar, R.C. & Beschta, R.L. (1998) Restoration and management

of riparian ecosystems: a catchment perspective. Freshwater

Biology, 40, 571–585.

Woolfrey, A.R. & Ladd, P.G. (2001) Habitat preference and

reproductive traits of a major Australian riparian tree species

(Casuarina cunninghamiana). Australian Journal of Botany, 49,

705–715.

Zavaleta, E. (2000) Valuing ecosystem services lost to Tamarix

invasion in the United States. Invasive species in a changing

world (ed. by H.A. Mooney and R.J. Hobbs), pp. 261–300.

Island Press, Washington, D.C.

Zavaleta, E., Hobbs, R.J. & Mooney, H.A. (2001) Viewing inva-

sive species removal in a whole-ecosystem context. Trends in

Ecology & Evolution, 16, 454–459.

Editor: Ralph Mac Nally

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The following material is available for this article:  

Appendix S1 Human-mediated changes to riparian vegetation

that potentially lead to degradation, with special emphasis on

changes potentially promoting the establishment, proliferation

and spread of invasive alien plant species. Large river floodplains

are not considered.

This material is available as part of the online article from: 

http://www.blackwell-synergy.com/doi/abs/10.1111/

j.1366-9516. 2006.00314.x 

This link will take you to the article abstract.

Please note: Blackwell Publishing are not responsible for the

content or functionality of any supplementary materials supplied

by the authors. Any queries (other than missing material) should

be directed to the corresponding author for the article.

http://www.blackwell-synergy.com/doi/abs/10.1111/

