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Abstract

The subject of the study was to search and test restoration measures for the most common physical
habitat degradations in Finnish rivers.

Methods for constructing nursery and spawning habitats for salmonid fishes were tested in small
rivers dredged for timber floating in the Iijoki watercourse. Physical habitat modelling was used to
simulate the effects of restoration measures to the hydro-physical conditions and potential fish
habitats. The rehabilitation of the river bed and the placement of boulder structures, especially large
boulder dams, made the rapids spatially more complex and increased the availability of potential
physical habitat for brown trout (Salmo trutta).

The physical habitat model was applied in the river Siikajoki to estimate the impacts of flow
regulation patterns on the physical habitat quality. No single flow event causing a bottle-neck effect
on the potential habitat suitable for brown trout was found. In a sensitivity analysis of habitat
modelling, modifications of the suitability criteria appeared to have a major influence on habitat
suitability for young brown trout.

The applicability of low reefs and narrow side channels for fish habitat improvement was studied,
using the large river impoundment of Oulujoki as a test area. Limited validation experiments of the
model results were carried out on the basis of fish telemetry experiments and observations by local
rod fishermen. The restoration measures appeared to diversify the channel structure and increase
sheltered lateral habitats for grayling (Thymallus thymallus).

Habitat structure and fish populations of seven small forest streams and two modified streams
were surveyed using visual evaluation and electrofishing studies. None of the studied streams was
found to be in pristine condition in all of its reaches. Brown trout was the most abundant species in
most of the study streams. In most streams the brown trout distribution correlated positively with
substrate size. The accumulation of fine materials on the stream bottom due to forestry operations was
estimated to be the most harmful human impact on the studied streams. Some restoration suggestions
were made for each of the streams.

Keywords: dredging, forestry, habitat, model, physical habitat simulation, regulation,
restoration, river, salmonid fishes
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1 Introduction
Many rivers have been dredged for log floating in Fenno-Scandian wooded areas
(Lammassaari 1990, Eklöv 1997, Iversen et al. 2000). According to Brookes (1988),
Mills (1989), and Allan (1995), the habitat structure and aquatic communities of a
dredged river are more monotonous than those of a natural river. Dredged rapids produce
less salmonid smolts than non-dredged rapid areas (e.g. Karlstöm 1977, Jutila 1987, Mills
1989).

Approximately 66 % of the total stream flow in the world is controlled by dams (Cowx
& Welcomme 1998). Dams cut the natural continuity of rivers (Kristensen & Hansen
1994, Cowx & Welcomme 1998). Lack of flood peaks eliminates or decreases the
flushing effect of high flow and thus causes narrowing or shallowing of channels, as well
as decreases depth variation and consolidation of bottom material (Allen 1995).

Short-term regulation is typical in rivers which are used for hydropower production
(Liebig et al. 1996, Alfredsen et al. 1999). It is used to adapt power production to the
daily and weekly variations in the consumption of electricity. The fast variations in flow
significantly affect the habitats of river dwelling organisms. Continuous variation of
water velocity and depth forces many organisms capable of moving to search for new
habitats each time there is a significant change in the flow rate. Variation in flow rates
causes fish to be displaced downstream, potentially leading to total disappearance of the
fish stock suitable for catch (Cowx & Welcomme 1998). In some regulated rivers
restoration measures have been carried out to improve fish habitat (Eie et al. 1997,
Soimakallio & Savolainen 1998).

Centuries of intensive use of forests resources have substantially reduced biological
diversity in Finland. Forestry practices such as intensive logging and the draining of
nutrient-rich wetlands and natural brooks have reduced the number of key biotopes
(OECD 1997). During the 20th century more than 5 million hectares of Finnish wetlands
were transformed into productive forestland, and at present there are increasing numbers
of ditch cleaning activities in progress (Joensuu et al. 1999, 2001). The smallest stream
channels are heavily affected by forestry operations (Vuori et al. 1995).

The effects of clear-cut logging have been well documented (Kedzierski & Smock
2001). Studies have shown a variety of effects including increased nutrient and sediment
input (Hartman & Scrivener 1990, Nieminen 2003) and changes in algae and
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macroinvertebrate communities (Holopainen & Huttunen 1995, Vuori & Joensuu 1996,
Kedzierski & Smock 2001).

During the last decades, several altered rivers have been restored. Based on the fact
that hydraulic conditions are important factors that govern the distribution and dynamics
of stream organisms, stream rehabilitation programmes have employed in-stream
structures to modify local hydraulic conditions to provide preferred microhabitats for fish
species, macroinvertebrates and plants as well as to increase the retention of organic
material. Since the 1970s, a number of restoration projects of earlier timber floating
channels in Fenno-Scandia have been carried out (Karlström 1985, Näslund 1987,
Lammassaari 1989, Jutila 1992, Majuri 1998, Turunen & Äystö 2000). According to
Turunen & Äystö (2000), river restoration projects in Finland include the restoration of
1700 rapids or other running water sections, approximately 700 spawning grounds, and
the construction of 53 fishways (Turunen & Äystö 2000). Restoration of small streams
altered by forestry measures has also recently been started in Finland (see Virtanen &
Virtanen 2000, Tossavainen et al. 1999).

Habitat analysis in flowing waters developed in the 1960s and 1970s in the USA, when
scarce water resources had to be divided between a river channel and other utilisation
purposes (Stalnaker et al. 1995). Physical habitat modelling combines physical and
biological survey into an estimate on the state of the physical habitat, and thus gives the
possibility to measure the intensity of the impacts of human actions on the aquatic
ecosystem (Stalnaker et al. 1995, Parasiewicz & Dunbar 2001). Depth, water velocity,
substrate, and cover are generally considered the main variables affecting the distribution
of stream-dwelling fishes at the within-reach scale (Heggenes 1990). Suitability criteria
for these in-stream variables are commonly used as biological components in physical
habitat simulation models (Bovee 1982). Habitat simulation models are most often used
to estimate the quantity of habitat suitable for salmonid fishes at different flows (Mäki-
Petäys et al. 2002).

In general, there are very few studies addressing the effects of river restoration on the
physical habitat or the biota (Kondolf & Micheli 1995, Laasonen 2000, Purcell et al.
2002). A few habitat enhancement studies have concentrated on reporting flow-related
habitat conditions after the installation of habitat enhancement structures (Shuler 1993,
Harby & Arnekleiv 1994, Elliot et al. 1996). However, as more information becomes
available on how different manipulations modify river channels and affect fish habitats,
more efficient and economic rehabilitation strategies should follow (Rabeni & Jakobsen
1993).



2 Composition and aim of the study
The main goal of this thesis was to describe the major restoration measures used to
mitigate the harmful human actions in rivers and streams in Finland and to characterise
the restoration induced changes on the local physical habitat features. This was carried
out mainly by physical habitat modelling, including both hydraulic modelling and habitat
evaluation procedure, performed both before and after restoration actions. The
generalised criteria of the main variables affecting the distribution of stream-dwelling
salmonids were applied to the habitat evaluations to give a “fish-eye” view on the relative
habitat quality before and after the implementation of restoration measures. In this case,
physical habitat modelling gives us a tool for understanding the habitat-hydraulic
dynamics of the river reaches. It allows us to draw conclusions from the actions carried
out to improve the physical habitat, either by changing flow regulation patterns or by re-
structuring the river bed. Thus the main focus of this thesis was on studying restoration-
induced impacts on the physical habitat, while the biological responses, such as changes
in the abundance or growth rate of fish and other stream organisms, were mainly out of
the scope of this study.

Impacts of restoration were surveyed in several kinds of man-modified rivers and
streams. First, the habitat enhancements in streams dredged for timber floating (papers I–
III) were studied. Paper I discusses the restoration of riverine habitat for fishes in dredged
boreal rivers. It also offers a review of the results from studies concerning the restoration
of streams and rivers in the Iijoki watercourse in 1988–1998. Papers II and III describe
the physical habitat changes due to in-stream restoration measures in a river dredged for
timber floating. Brown trout (Salmo trutta) was used as a test fish species. Paper III
includes an account of how EVHA, the French version of the physical habitat simulation
model, was used to simulate the effects of in-stream restoration measures to physical
habitats in rivers dredged for timber floating.

Second, a case of impacts of different flow regulation patterns on fish habitat potential
was evaluated in the river Siikajoki (IV) using EVHA habitat model. In this case only the
effects of different flow regulation patterns were analysed, since the geomorphological
structure of the river section did not require any modification. The aim of the study was to
test a physical habitat simulation model in Finnish rivers and to perform a preliminary
research of a more ecological regulation pattern for a hydropeaking river with moderate
structural naturalness. The simulation in the river Siikajoki was carried out by using
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generalised suitability criteria for brown trout. Two habitat restoration measures were
designed and tested for the hydropeaking section of a large, completely harnessed river
(V). The impacts of the restoration measures were analysed in the study area of the river
Oulujoki using the Finnish physical habitat simulation model FISU (papers V–VI). The
studies adopted generalised suitability criteria for grayling (Thymallus thymallus) with
some validation measures.

Paper VII deals with problems caused by forestry actions on small streams. The
purposes of this study were to estimate the state of habitats in forest streams, to search
factors controlling brown trout distribution and to find measures for restoration of riverine
habitat.

This work belongs to the group of doctoral theses in Finland concerning riverine fishes
and their habitats in boreal rivers. Mäki-Petäys (1999) studied habitat requirements of
salmonids, Laasonen (2000) the effects of restoration on benthic communities, Laine
(2001) fish passage problems during spawning run and the effects of land-derived
particulate matter on riffle bed quality and Kamula (2001) scaling equations for fishway
structures. Another thesis is being prepared by Lahti on the development and testing of a
physical habitat simulation model (Markku Lahti, unpublished data).



3  Study area
Experiments and measures included in this study have for the most part been carried out
in three watercourses, Iijoki, Oulujoki, and Siikajoki, which flow into the Bothnian Bay,
the northernmost gulf of the Baltic Sea. Most of the rivers of the three watercourses have
been dredged for log floating, and their main channels are used for hydropower
production. The location of the watercourses is illustrated in Figure 1. All the studied
rivers and streams belong to the area 22, Fenno-Scandian shields in the classification of
the ecoregions for rivers and lakes of the European Water Framework Directive (2000/60/
EY). The studied waters are oligotrophic and humic rivers of the boreal forest zone. In
wintertime they are covered with ice, generally from November to April–March, after
which follows the flooding period caused by melting snow. The studied watercourses,
with the exception of the headwaters, are located 0–250 m above the sea level.

The catchment area of the Iijoki watercourse (Fig. 1) is 14 000 km2 wide, the mean
flow (MQ) at the river mouth is 173 m3s–1, the mean high flow (MHQ) 887 m3s–1 and the
mean low flow (MNQ) 35 m3s–1. Most of the restoration activities were directed to the
tributaries which are 10–100 m wide with a mean flow of 0,5–25 m3s–1, high flow of 10–
500 m3s–1 and average gradient 0,1–0,5 %. The tributaries are located 100–300 m above
the sea level (I). The river Kutinjoki, a tributary of the river Iijoki, was dredged for log
floating in the1950s. The MQ of Kutinjoki is 1.4 m3s–1 and the MHQ 17.4 m3s–1.
Kutinjoki is 12 km long and its average gradient is 0.3 %. The first habitat quality study
included one test area in the river Kutinjoki (II), while at the second stage there were
three test sites (III).

Siikajoki (Fig. 1) is a regulated river with a dam and both short-term and long-term
flow regulation. The river also comprises large non-built-up sections. The size of the
Siikajoki river catchment area is 4 318 km2, the MQ 44 m3s–1, the MHQ 332 m3s–1 and
the MNQ 7.3 m3s–1. The study area is situated in a mainstream section where
hydropeaking is intensive (IV).

The large regulated river Oulujoki (Fig. 1) represents a watercourse completely
harnessed for hydropower production. Oulujoki consists of a series of river
impoundments and its flow is heavily regulated. The catchment area of the river Oulujoki
is 22 925 km2, the MQ being 254 m3s–1, the MHQ 508 m3s–1 and the MNQ 56 m3s–1.
The study site was located in a 38,4-km-long river impoundment between two power
plants. (V, VI).
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Fig. 1. Location of the study areas. Iijoki: restoration of former timber floating rivers and
habitat survey in forest streams, Siikajoki: revision of regulation, Oulujoki: fish habitat
improvement in a hydropeaking river impoundment, Imatranpuro: habitat survey in a
manmade stream.
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The seven typical forest streams and one modified forest stream located in the central
part of the Iijoki watercourse that were included in this study (Fig. 1) have a mean flow of
22–317 ls–1. Their length varies from 1,3 to 12,7 km and their average gradient is 0,31–
1,35% and average width 0,86–2,45 m. The streams have been objects of forestry
measures of varying intensity. In order to study the influence of various human activities,
also one entirely manmade stream was included in the study. The length of this stream,
Imatranpuro, located in the watercourse of Vuoksi, is approximately 1 km, gradient 1,9 %
and average width 1,6 m (VII).



4 Material and methods

4.1 Physical habitat simulation models

The physical habitat simulation model procedure (Bovee 1982) has been selected as a
tool for simulating the effects of restoration measures on the physical habitat conditions
in the study rivers. Physical habitat simulation is a commonly used method for assessing
impacts of river discharge modifications (Modde & Hardy 1992, LeClerc et al. 1995,
Holm et al. 2001), but it has not been widely applied for evaluating the effects of river
bed modifications (Parasiewicz & Dunbar 2001). The two most important game fish
species of the study rivers, brown trout (Salmo trutta) and grayling (Thymallus
thymallus), were used as test animals. The variables used are depth, water velocity, and
substrate size, which have been found to belong to the main variables controlling the
distribution of fishes in running waters at the within-reach scale (Heggenes 1990).

The physical habitat simulation model combines a hydraulic model and a habitat
model. The habitat model integrates habitat quality of combinations of depth, velocity and
substrate into an index of microhabitat, weighted usable area (WUA). The WUA is a sum
of all streambed units (cells) of a cell area multiplied by suitability of depth by suitability
of velocity by suitability of substrate (Beecher et al. 2002). A series of WUA values can
be calculated for other flows in a similar manner. By repeating the entire process, a curve
relating WUA with a flow can be determined for each life stage of a fish species and also
for other species.

The habitat qualities of different depths, velocities and substrates are entered into the
habitat model as habitat suitability criteria for selected life stages of selected species.
Habitat quality is estimated by fish use or selection, which is a result of fish density,
dominance, interspecific interactions, and availability of habitat. Habitat suitability
criteria are weighting factors that range from 0 for totally uninhabitable values to 1 for
optimal values (Beecher et al. 2002). The suitability criteria can also be drawn up on a
generalised level on the basis of several studies (Bovee 1982, Stalnaker et al. 1995,
Parasiewicz & Dunbar 2001). Although suitability criteria are often derived from either
actual data or existing library sources, professional judgement is commonly used to
modify the final criteria (Modde & Hardy 1992).
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There are three underlying principles in the physical habitat simulation procedure
(Bovee 1982): "(1) each species exhibits preferences within a range of habitat conditions
that it can tolerate; (2) these ranges can be defined for each species; and (3) the area of
stream providing these conditions can be quantified as a function of discharge and
channel structure."

Previously, cross-sectional profiles of studied stream sections were drawn in field
measurements (Bovee 1982, Ginot & Souchon 1995, Ginot & Trocherie 1995). A
reasonable number of transects should be measured to adequately document stream
features and changes in substrate and channel width. Measurement points were chosen to
describe the channel shape at each transect. Water velocity, water depth, and substrate
size were measured at each measure point. At present stream measurements are often
carried out by applying a co-ordinate system (e.g. GIS) without cross-sectional approach.
Extra habitat cells can be formed by interpolating the measurement data (Bovee 1996,
Lahti 1999).

Stream hydraulic during other flow events can be measured in the field or simulated
using different types of hydraulic models (one-dimensional – three-dimensional) with
different field sampling procedures and spatial modelling scales (Scruton et al. 1996,
Alfredsen et al. 1997, Lahti 1999). The physical habitat simulation model is then used to
examine incremental changes in flows to predict the corresponding effect on the
availability of suitable microhabitat over the full range of flows.

There are a number of different model versions created by applying the physical
habitat simulation concept of Bovee 1982. The present study first applies the French
model version, EVHA (Ginot & Souchon 1995, Ginot & Trocherie 1995), and then the
Finnish FISU (Lahti & Sinisalmi 1998, Lahti 1999).

4.2 Dredged rivers

The original paper I describes fish habitat restoration measures designed for the rapids
sections of the dredged rivers in the Iijoki watercourse on the basis of the measures used
in North America (see e.g. Wesche 1985). Paper I also presents a brief review of several
other studies related to the restoration of the Iijoki river headwaters: Jutila et al. (1994)
studied fish stock before and after restoration, Pekkala & Pekkala (1995) the evaluation
of artificial spawning grounds and Laasonen et al. (1993, 1998), Tikkanen et al. (1994),
Valovirta & Yrjänä (1996) and Laasonen (2000) the effects of restoration on benthic
fauna (cited as a manuscript).) The methods of the cited studies will not be presented in
this study, but some of their results will be used to describe the effects of restoration or
for further development of the restoration measures.

The river Kutinjoki was used as a test river when evaluating the impacts of the applied
restoration measures on the physical habitat features and on the magnitude of habitat
suitable for young brown trout in rivers dredged for timber floating. The measurements of
habitat variables were carried out using the cross section method (Bovee 1982, II, III).
Habitat data of the river Kutinjoki was examined in the first phase (II) by comparing the
frequency distributions of the measured variables before and after the restoration works.
The statistical analyses are described in the original paper II.
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In the second phase (III), a physical habitat simulation model EVHA (Ginot & Souchon
1995, Ginot & Trocherie 1995) was used to simulate restoration-induced changes in the
physical habitat. The study areas were situated in the river Kutinjoki. The study applied
the summer and winter habitat suitability criteria of three brown trout classes that
originated from the nearby river Kuusinkijoki (Mäki-Petäys et al. 1997). The flow events
of 0.8 and 4.8 m3s–1 were simulated. The hydraulic model belonging to the EVHA
program set is a stepbackwater one-dimensional model with lateral calculations of
velocities, which were shown to be more accurate for high to medium streambed
roughness (Scruton et al. 1996). The methods used in the application are described in
more detail in the original papers II and III.

4.3 Regulated rivers

EVHA physical habitat simulation model was applied to compare flow regulation
patterns in the river Siikajoki to the potential physical habitat for brown trout.
Instantaneous flow rates in the Hyttikoski study areas were calculated in accordance with
the 1-dimensional flow model. The model simulation was performed for four brown trout
size classes on the basis of the generalised habitat suitability criteria for brown trout as
presented by Souchon et al. (1989). The modelled flow range was 3–225 m3s–1 and it
covered all of the commonly presented single flow events. Flow statistics from the year
1990 were used to create flow and habitat time series during normal use of the reservoir.
Habitat time series were created also for four summertime and two wintertime flow
regulation patterns, and a sensitivity analysis was performed for the modelling results.
The methods used are described in more detail in the original paper IV.

To evaluate the restoration-induced changes, a habitat model simulation was carried
out in the Laukka area of the river Oulujoki. Grayling, the most important game fish
species of the area, was used as a test fish species (V). The restoration measures include
the construction of four low-profile reefs in the middle of the main channel and the
digging of a network of narrow side channels to a running water area of a large regulated
and dammed river section. The size of the study area was approximately 500 x 200 m (V).
A longer area was measured and modelled (VI) for the fish telemetry study (see below).
Two of the commonly occurring flow events, base flow 110 m3s–1 and peak flow 300
m3s–1, were simulated (V).

Habitat measurements in the river Oulujoki were carried out using a combination of an
echo sounder for the bottom topography points and acoustic Doppler device (Acoustic
Doppler Current ProfilerTM) for water velocity sampling. A tacheometer was used in
horizontal positions. All equipment was carried by a small hovercraft able to move also in
shallow water. Data was saved on computers on on-line basis (Kylmänen 1998,
Kylmänen et al. 2001). The habitat model employed was the Finnish FISU with a two-
dimensional RMA2 hydraulic model (Lahti et al. 1998, Lahti 1999, V). The generalised
habitat suitability criteria for three different arctic grayling (Thymallus arcticus Pallas)
size classes (Hubert et al. 1985) was adopted for this study. The used statistical analyses
are described in the original paper V. Catch statistics of ten local rod fishermen were used
for validating the habitat modelling results. Validation data included the location of 45
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adult grayling (V). Also a fish telemetry experiment of 12 graylings, carried out in the
restored river section, was used to confirm the model results (VI).

4.4 Forestry streams

The habitat quality in small boreal streams was surveyed by applying a method mainly
based on visually estimated variables. Fish populations in the study streams were studied
using a single-pass electrofishing technique. The nine study streams were divided into
175 uniform reaches (13–33 per a stream). Each reach was ranked using 65 habitat
variables describing the channel morphology, hydro-physical habitat types, vegetation,
and human impacts. The factors affecting the distribution of brown trout in a stream were
studied in each study stream separately using the Spearman’s rank correlation test. The
need for restoration was analysed, suggestions about potential restoration measures
presented, and resulting costs estimated (VII).



5 Results

5.1 Dredged rivers

The main single in-stream restoration measure designed to improve habitat quality in
dredged rapids of the Iijoki headwaters was the construction of large boulder dams (I).
Large boulder dams characteristic of the river Iijoki were constructed by piling rock
material ranging from cobble to boulders in several layers along a long stretch of the river
bottom. Besides the boulder dams, also other in-stream structures such as cobble ridges,
deflectors, and groups of boulders were designed. Gravel with particle size of 8–45 mm
was found to be suitable to create artificial spawning grounds for salmonids. As based on
the results of the spawning site selection experiment, the spawning gravel should be piled
in small patches with a couple of large boulders (I).

The restoration increased the channel width in the river Kutinjoki by 22–53 %,
approaching the original width so that the channel reached the natural banks and trees
bordering the river. The cross section of the channel changed from a U- or V-type to a
wider and more diversified shape (II, III). Restoration increased the patchiness of
available depths, velocities, and dominant substrate size classes, making the rapids
spatially more complex (II, III). Successive pool-riffle stucture was clearly seen at the
study sites after restoration, in contrast to the more or less homogenous pre-restoration
flow pattern. (II, III). Water depth and velocity median values decreased following
restoration at all simulated flows (III). On the other hand, boulder dams caused the
formation of small sections with very high water velocity III).

The assessment of the potential habitat suitability for brown trout indicated that
substrate availability was a limiting habitat factor for 0+ and 1+ trout, and depth
availability was a limiting factor for older trout before and after restoration during low
summer flow (II). The restoration procedure appeared to favour 1+ and older trout (II).

Physical habitat simulation (III) indicated that rehabilitation improved the water
velocity conditions for the three size classes (4–9 cm, 10–15 cm, >15 cm) of brown trout
both in winter and summer. In the post-rehabilitation state the availability of suitable
depth and substrate became more limiting for all trout size classes. The habitat modelling
results indicated that the potential habitat area (WUA) for brown trout size classes 10–15
and >15 cm increased, following the enhancement measures at almost each of the
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simulated flows. In contrast with the changes found in larger trout size classes, the
potential physical habitat area of the smallest size class (4–9 cm) was smaller in the post-
restoration state at nearly all of the simulated flow events during both winter and summer
(III).

5.2 Regulated rivers

The physical habitat model simulation indicated that the availability of potential habitats
for the different size classes of brown trout was dependent on the flow rate in the study
area of the small regulated river Siikajoki (IV). The habitats in the side channel test area
were more resistant for flow variation than those in the main channel test area. On a
seasonal scale, the minimum WUA values for young brown trout were obtained during
the spring and autumn floods. In the model simulation of the summer test period, no
significant differences between the studied alternative regulation patterns were found in
the WUA for brown trout fry. In the winter test period the magnitude of WUA for brown
trout fry was 20% lower in the "natural flow" alternative than in the "implemented flow"
during the peak flow. In the sensitivity analyses of physical habitat modelling,
modifications of depth suitability criteria seemed to have major influence on the WUA
for young brown trout (IV).

In the large regulated river Oulujoki, the shape and location of the frequency
distribution of depth, water velocity, and dominant bottom substrate changed significantly
owing to restoration at both the base flow (110 m3s–1) and peak flow (300 m3s–1) (V).
Shallow areas with moderate flow and coarse bottom increased significantly following
restoration measures. According to the FISU simulations, before restoration there was a
lack of grayling fry habitat in the study area especially at peak flow. There was plenty of
habitat for larger grayling both at the base and peak flow. The model simulations
indicated that the restoration made hydro-physical conditions more favourable for all the
three grayling size classes in both of the studied flows. The dredging of narrow side
channels increased suitable fry habitat also during the peak flow (V).

In the river Oulujoki, most of the fish located by local fishermen were encountered in
the habitat cells that, on the basis of the model simulation, had high habitat value Ci,s.
Graylings appeared to avoid "unsuitable", "poor" and "moderate" cells and prefer the
"good" and "excellent" ones. In the telemetry test of adult graylings, a majority of the
monitored graylings held position in the restored reach of the river in the vicinity of
constructed reefs or river banks, where the model simulation showed the habitat quality to
be high. No movement away from the restored area due to hydropeaking was observed in
the telemetry test (VI).
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5.3 Forestry streams

In the habitat survey 57 % of the reaches of seven typical forest streams were classified
as pristine or near pristine, while 7 % of the reaches were classified as heavily or totally
modified. The most typical examples of human impact were accumulation of sand or
other fine material on stream bottom, ditching of riparian forest, cutting of riparian forest,
dredging of stream channels, and pre-plantation ploughing in riparian forest (VII).

1–8 fish species per stream were encountered in the study, the median number being 5
(VII). Brown trout was found in all of the studied streams. Density of the brown trout
varied from 0.2 to 35 individuals per 100 m2. The smallest sized brown trout (< 65 mm)
was encountered in 34, the medium sized (65–150 mm) in 98 and largest (> 150 mm) in
70 of the studied 175 reaches (VII).

The most common habitat variable correlating with the density of the smallest brown
trout size-class in the study streams was the substrate size variable "S2–10 cm". A
substrate variable correlated also with the medium sized and large brown trout in four
streams. Brown trout appeared to prefer coarse (gravel-cobble) bottom material in the
studied forest streams.

The habitat survey showed that the quality of aquatic habitats vary significantly within
one forest stream. Some restoration measures were suggested for all the streams, but most
of them also had some "pristine" or "near pristine" sections. The two most common
suggested habitat restoration measures were the removing of fine sediments and the
construction of deflectors. The costs of restoration measures were estimated to be 0.3–6.8
EUR per stream meter in typical forest streams and 10.7–11.6 EUR per stream meter in
modified streams (VII).



6 Discussion

6.1 Dredged rivers

The construction of large boulder dams was chosen as the main measure for the
restoration of the study rivers dredged for timber floating. The restoration measures also
included the construction of deflectors and cobble ridges as well as the reconnection of
drained sections of the river channel (I). The restoration structures increased hydro-
physical habitat diversity in the studied river (II,III). An increased hydro-physical habitat
complexity means that the potential availability of suitable microhabitats for fish and
their food resources will be greater, improving the changes for successful enhancement of
fish stocks (II). The enhancement structures provided plenty of energetically more
favourable locations for fish and macroinvertebrates. However, it is likely that the
number of velocity refuges provided by boulder dam structures reduces as the discharge
increases. The physical habit simulations showed that the restoration measures used did
not increase potential habitat for the smallest trout size classes (III). The latter result is in
agreement with the stocking and electrofishing results by Jutila et al. (1994). On the basis
of the model simulations it would be recommendable to use a higher percentage of
boulder material for creating deep winter habitat and to use mostly cobbles and pebbles to
build shallow sheltered habitat on the river margins for the smallest fish.

A homogenous biotope increases the amount of intercohort competition in a brown
trout population (Heggenes 1994). Habitat diversification due to e.g. restorations can
decrease competition between trout year classes, and also reduce interspecific
interactions. Bugert et al. (1991) report that habitat use by subyearlings of three salmonid
species was segregated primarily by hydraulic factors, resulting in an increase in the
cohabitation potential of those species with increasing diversity of those factors. Mäki-
Petäys et al. (2000) reported highly clumped distribution of age-0 brown trout in
channelised flumes, which they presume to increases interspecific spatial competition and
downstream displacement of young brown trout in channelised streams. Mäki-Petäys et
al. (2000) state that the potential for interspecific competition between brown trout and
grayling increases in winter because both species use lower water velocities in cold water.
Increment of depth, water velocity, and bottom coarseness variation in a river section can
thus increase its physical carrying capacity. Areas with coarse substratum and other flow



26
refuges for severe winter conditions are especially important in northern rivers. Such
refuge can be provided by constructing large boulder dam structures with several layers of
boulders and cobbles (see also Shuler 1993). If the hydro-physical production capacity of
a river section is desired to be increased, the restoration measures should focus on
avoiding extreme low flow situations by e.g. increasing pool areas (Heggenes et al.
1996). In stony rapids the construction of boulder dams efficiently creates deep pool
habitats between the dams (I, III).

The rehabilitation of natural reproduction of salmonid fishes is a slow process, and
hydro-physical improvements in spawning or juvenile habitats cannot ensure it alone.
This study does not include any long-term fish monitoring studies, but on the basis of the
studies by Luhta et al. (2001) carried out on the Iijoki river system it seems to have taken
10 years after the implementation of restoration measures until the recovery of brown
trout and grayling were started. Stream mosses, a central habitat-forming factor in rivers
of the boreal zone, are very slow to recover, which has been considered as an explanation
for the slow recovery of the whole ecosystem after disturbance resulting from e.g.
restoration actions (Muotka & Virtanen 1995, Laasonen et al. 1998, Laasonen 2000).
Beside the quality of nursery areas, there are also other factors that can affect the density
of salmonids in rivers and streams, such as fishing and the amount of food available in
feeding areas (larger rivers, lakes or the sea). Also the long life cycle of salmonids
especially in northern areas (Northcote 1992, Elliot 1994, Erkinaro 1997) causes a delay
in the recovery of fish stock after habitat restoration. It is most likely due to the above
mentioned factors that restoration measures in the rivers dredged for timber floating have
not always been followed by a rapid recovery of the natural life cycle of salmonid fishes
(Jokikokko 1987, Kännö 1987, Yrjänä et al. 1988). Slow recovery of the fish stock in
restored river sections has been documented also in Norwegian rivers (Eie et al. 1997).

The installation of restoration structures made of stone increased retention capacity of
organic matter in dredged forest rivers, but not to the level of natural river sections
(Laasonen 2000, Haapala et al. 2003). Many studies have shown the connection between
organic matter retention and detrivorous invertebrates (see Laasonen 2000). Beside
structures made of stone, also additional enhancement structures, especially woody
debris, are needed for effective management of the retention capacity of streams of the
above-mentioned type (Haapala et al. 2000). The placement of boulders or woody debris
are the most common river restoration measures in the Pacific Northwest in the USA
(Roni et al. 2002). The response of brown trout and rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss)
to the introduction of woody debris was positive in the experiment of Zika & Peter (2002)
made in Central Europe. The placement of large woody debris is worth testing also in
Finnish rivers (see also Laasonen 2000), even though woody structures may not persist as
long in northern rivers as in the more southern ones because of severe ice formation. This
is why also continuing natural input of woody material should be ensured in northern
rivers also after restoration.

On the basis of the evaluation of artificial spawning grounds in the Iijoki headwaters, it
is recommendable to favour natural gravel accumulations and wide sections of channels,
inner curves of bends and large side channels when making artificial spawning sites (I,
Pekkala & Pekkala 1995). On the microhabitat scale, brown trout appeared to favour
sheltered gravel and pebble areas with structures guiding and locally accelerating the flow
as its spawning site. It is thus not reasonable to construct large gravel areas but rather
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place gravel for example in the proximity of river banks or in small patches around
boulders or other shelter formations (I).

6.2 Regulated rivers

There are at least two alternative ways to restore regulated rivers. First, more ecological
regulation patterns can be developed to reduce the harmful effects of short-term or long-
term flow regulation. Second, channel morphology can be changed to make habitats more
resistant to flow variations (IV, V, VI).

According to the EVHA simulations in the river Siikajoki, there were no significant
differences in the amount of available habitat for brown trout fry between the
implemented flow and alternative regulation patterns during both summer and winter test
periods. Thus no single flow event appeared to cause the lack of brown trout in the
regulated river Siikajoki. Despite the moderate amount of habitats in all normally
occurred flows, short-term regulation appeared to prevent the success of brown trout by
other mechanisms in the strongly regulated sections of the river Siikajoki (IV). A
potential explanation for that can be the constantly varying conditions. An increased need
to change habitat exposes fish to predation and depletes their energy supply (Heggenes
1994). Daily fluctuations in flow rate cause thickening of ice cover in winter (IV). A
sudden decrease in flow especially at low water temperature may cause stranding of
brown trout and salmon (Halleraker et al. 1999).

Suitable habitat for grayling can be constructed in a hydropeaking river impoundment
by digging shallow side channels with coarse bottom substrate or by constructing low-
profile reefs covered by cobble-to-boulder material in areas where the water velocity is
suitable (V). According to the telemetry experiment, both constructed habitats (reefs and
side-channels) seemed to be suitable for adult graylings (VI). On the basis of the habitat
analysis in the regulated rivers Siikajoki (IV) and Oulujoki (V), it appears that small side
channels with varying profiles offer more suitable habitat with a wider flow scale for
riverine salmonid fishes than the larger main channels do. Digging shallow side channels
was a better single restoration measure than making low reefs in the middle of a channel,
because in the river Oulujoki the reefs remained completely submerged at peak flow (V).
Thus the youngest graylings would need to migrate over the fast flowing areas to find
sheltered habitats with bank cover which they have been found to need (Bardonnet et al.
1991, Sempeski & Gaudin 1995, Greenberg et al. 1996). Tiffan et al. (2002) have found
that low lateral slope and limited water velocity are the most important factors controlling
the amount of juvenile habitats of Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawitsch) in a large
regulated river.
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6.3 Forestry streams

Small headwater streams are often important habitats for brown trout. The density of
brown trout is often higher in streams with plenty of sheltered habitat with bank cover
and little competition than in larger rivers in the same area (Degerman & Sers 1992,
Eklöv 1997). The brown trout was the most abundant species also in six of the eight
forest streams surveyed in this study, as well as in the manmade stream Imatranpuro
(VII). Brown trout density (0.2–35.3 individuals/100m2) in the studied streams was lower
than that of streams in southern Sweden as reported by Eklöv (1997).

The overall quality of habitats is a function of several components. In this study the
distribution of 0+ brown trout density was clearly connected with cobble substrate. Also
the density of larger trout correlated with coarse bottom substrate in many of the study
streams. Correlation with the 0+ brown trout and gravel-cobble habitat have also been
reported by Eklöv et al. (1997), Jutila et al. (1999) and Stoneman & Jones (2000). The
large distribution of one-year old trout in the study streams suggests that their habitat may
not be the bottle-neck habitat type in the studied forest streams.

The survey carried out in the small forest streams during the summer low flow period
does not reveal much about the preferable winter habitat and whether it is situated in the
same reaches as the summer one. However, the results by Mäki-Petäys et al. (1999)
indicate that stream sections with coarse bottom substrate can also be important wintering
areas for brown trout in northern streams. In the tributaries of the river Vagnsvatnet in
Norway, brown trout migrate into larger streams or lakes for winter (Jonsson 1985).

Forestry operations cause silt load on watercourses (Beschta 1978, Ahtiainen &
Huttunen 1995, Cowx & Welcomme 1998). The most common human impact in the study
streams was the accumulation of sand on stream bottom, which was registered in 39 % of
the studied reaches. The most often suggested restoration measure was the removing of
fine sediments. Suction dredging in forest streams is, however, a very expensive measure
since it presupposes the use of portable machines suitable for small streams (Virtanen &
Virtanen 2000). Dredging in a large scale will also disturb aquatic life. Thus the
recommended measures for mitigating the effects of siltation in streams of forestry areas
are construction of purifying structures in forest ditches, increment of gravel and cobble
bottom material, and construction of in-stream structures to create patches with coarse
substratum in streams (VII).

The costs and benefits of stream restoration are difficult to compare because the
benefits are for the most part immaterial, while the costs are mainly material. To create a
magnitude for the costs of watercourse restoration in forestry areas, restoration costs can
be compared to the growth of forests in the catchment area of the specific watercourse of
interest (Väisänen et al. 2001). For instance, timber production in the catchment area of a
typical forest stream studied here would cover the costs of the suggested restoration
measures in 1–18 months. A period of three years would be needed to cover the
restoration costs of a heavily modified stream.
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6.4 Habitat analysis

Physical habitat simulation offers a fast way to evaluate the effects of restoration
measures with regard to the studied species whose habitat requirements are known (II,III,
IV,V). Kondolf & Micheli (1995) recognise channel geomorphology as a framework
upon which the ecological system of a river is developed. They recommend the use of
geomorphic studies for evaluating the restoration project. Measuring prior to restoration
gives information on the quantity and quality of different habitat types in the planning
area and enables one to evaluate what types of habitat are missing. Maps describing
patches with varying water depth, velocity, and bottom substrate at low, medium and high
flow events help the designer to perceive the complicated patchwork of habitat structure.
Comparison of the results of physical habitat modelling before and after restoration
enables the possible completion and further development of the measures. Habitat
modelling has been used in this way in long-lasting restoration projects in the tributaries
of the rivers Iijoki (III) and Hossanjoki (Korhonen 1998).

The temporal scale of the present habitat model applications is fairly narrow both
concerning the annual hydrological regime and other seasonal variation in the river. The
habitat studies of this thesis are for the most part based on single measurements made
during the summer low flow period. No flood measurements or winter observations have
been done. However, in the habitat simulations of the river Kutinjoki, both summer and
winter habitat suitability criteria were used to adapt the different habitat demands of
brown trout during different seasons (Heggenes 1994, Mäki-Petäys et al. 1997, 1999). In
the Kutinjoki case three of the most typical flow events (0.6, 1.7 and 3.4 * MQ) outside
the peak flow were simulated. As for Siikajoki, flow and habitat time series for one year
were used to search for habitat bottle-necks. Also the flow data of a typical summer week
and a typical winter week were used when comparing the brown trout habitat quality
regulations with potential regulation alternatives (IV). In the hydropeaking river
Oulujoki, two flow events (base flow: 0.4 * MQ and peak flow: 1.2 x MQ) commonly
occurring during the hydropeaking pattern were simulated when estimating the effects of
restoration on fish habitat quality (V, VI).

The validity of results from a model analysis should always be tested. Also the
possible need of calibrating the model should be considered. In the case of fish habitat
models, this requires the comparison of simulated habitat quality with observations on
fish location, preferably on quantitative basis. No validation was done in the model
applications of the rivers Kutinjoki and Siikajoki. In the river Oulujoki validation was
limited to adult fishes. Because of this no conclusions about the biological responses
caused by the used restoration measures can be drawn in this study. It was only possible
to asses the changes in hydro-physical variables (water depth, velocity, substrate) on the
basis of field measurements and model calculations. These belong to the main variables
characterising the physical habitat of the studied fish species in running waters (Heggenes
1990). The study enabled the making of implications of the effects of restoration on the
magnitude of potential habitat for certain fish species.

The use of river-specific habitat suitability criteria is generally the most effective way
of predicting habitat quality and fish distribution (Bird 1996, Mallet 2000, Mäki-Petäys et
al. 2000). This was not possible in the study rivers since the brown trout and grayling
populations in the rivers were extremely sparse. There were, however, no substantial
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differences between the generalised suitability criteria of brown trout (Souchon et al.
1989) that was applied in the Siikajoki case and the summer suitability criteria later
compiled by Mäki-Petäys et al. (1997) in northern Finland.

Most of the adult graylings located in the river Oulujoki were encountered in the cells
that have good or excellent habitat value, supporting the view that generalised suitability
criteria can be applied when modelling available habitat for grayling. Mäki-Petäys et al.
(2002) also found that two generalised suitability criteria of salmon transferred fairly well
to the test sites of four geographically distinct Finnish rivers with contrasting habitat
availability. Beecher et al. (2002) report significant positive correlation between fish
density and estimated habitat values by using composed habitat criteria for Coho salmon
(Oncorhynchus kisutch). The use of generalised criteria might be advisable in many
modelling contexts if it is not possible to use the criteria compiled in the study area
(Mäki-Petäys et al. 2002). This is because the site-specific criteria for drift-dwelling
fishes are commonly covering only a fragment of the range of habitats suitable for
salmonid fishes. Habitat selection of juvenile brown trout and salmon (Salmo salar) vary
depending on habitat availability, suggesting relatively wide spatial niche with different
optima. That is, they adapt habitat selection over a wider range of hydro-physical habitat
conditions (Heggenes et al. 1996). Habitat availability influences also grayling habitat
selection, but possibly only slightly (Mallet et al. 2000).

There has recently been a lot of discussion on the changes in fish habitat demands as a
function of flow, and if the phenomenon is relevant for the application of physical habitat
modelling (Holm et al. 2001, Heggenes 2002, Ibbotson & Dunbar 2002). The found
dependence of habitat preferences of river flow made detailed physical habitat modelling
even more complicated. This can be said to favour the use of the model on a general level
( i.e with reasonable resources) combined with the user's biological knowledge and
recognition of the limitations inherent in the model.

Physical habitat simulation modelling is a suitable tool e.g. for estimating the
compensation flow needed to support moderate habitats in river sections with reduced
flow and for estimating the minimum and maximum releases of a reservoir. In the last few
years it has been used also in studies dealing with river habitat rehabilitation (Parasiewicz
& Dunbar 2001). As based on the conclusions of Parasiewicz & Dunbar (2001) and the
experiences of this study, habitat modelling can be used at the design stage to improve the
environmental standard of river engineering works. More sophisticated measurement and
modelling techniques combined with new biological information will increase the use of
habitat models in the management of rivers in the future. On the other hand, the physical
habitat simulation procedure seemed to fail to predict the impacts of short-term regulation
of brown trout in the river Siikajoki. Valentin et al. (1994a,b), Harby et al. (1999) and
Vehanen et al. (2000) have recently studied fish behaviour in hydropeaking rivers in order
to develop predictive models for simulating the ecological impacts of short-term
regulation. However, more studies and further development of models are needed before
the main effects of short-term regulation on aquatic organisms can reliably be simulated.



7 Management implications and future research needs
The construction of large boulder dams was found to be a good method for restoring
monotonous rapids sections used for log floating. The construction of deflectors and
cobble ridges as well as the reconnection of drained parts of the river channel were
recognised as other suitable measures for restoration. Restoration structures increased
hydro-physical habitat diversity in the studied river. An increased hydro-physical habitat
complexity means that the potential availability of suitable microhabitats for fish and
their food resources increases, improving the changes of successful enhancement of fish
stocks. However, the velocity refuges provided by boulder dam structures are likely to
reduce in number as the discharge increases. On the basis of physical habit simulations it
is also obvious that the restoration measures used did not increase potential habitat for the
smallest trout size classes. It would be recommendable to use pebbles and cobbles to
build shallow sheltered habitats to river margins for the smallest fishes and a larger
amount of boulder material for creating deep winter habitats.

The habitat modelling experiment in the river Siikajoki revealed only minor
differences in riverine habitats between alternative regulation patterns. None of the
modelled flow events proved to be a clear habitat bottle-neck, but large and sudden flow
fluctuations may still cause stress to fish. In a sensitivity analysis of habitat modelling,
modifications of the suitability criteria appeared to have a major influence on habitat
suitability for young brown trout. It was concluded that all effects of continuously varying
flow on fish cannot be predicted with the physical habitat simulation model in its basic
form.

The excavation of narrow side channels and the construction of low reefs diversified
the habitat structure of the river channel and appeared to increase hydro-physical habitat
diversity, creating suitable habitats for juvenile and adult grayling. The excavation of side
channels also increased the availability of bank cover, giving the fish better changes for
finding compensating habitats under hydropeaking conditions. The model results were
validated on the basis of observations by local fishermen and fish telemetry experiments.

Forestry operations have had large but varying effects on the aquatic habitats of the
studied small forest streams. Each stream included sections with significant human
impacts, while on the other hand, about half of the total studied stream length was
classified pristine or near pristine. Brown trout was the most abundant species in most of
the surveyed streams. Of all the studied 65 habitat variables, coarse bottom substrate
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(substrate size 2–10 cm) was the best to explain brown trout density. The accumulation of
fine materials on the stream bottom due to forestry operations was estimated to be the
most harmful human impact in the studied streams. The cost of the suggested restoration
measures was considered reasonable when compared to the economical value of timber
production in the catchment areas of the study streams.

The habitat simulation model has been found to be a useful tool for simulating the
ecological impacts of restoration of riverine habitat in dredged rivers and for comparing
flow regulation practices in regulated rivers, excluding short-term regulation
(hydropeaking).

To further develop the restoration methods for dredged rivers, more long-term
monitoring studies will be needed in the future. The studies should include monitoring of
habitats and fish stocks several years before restoration, and at least ten years after
restoration. Also some control rivers or river sections without any restoration activities
should be included in the monitoring studies.

To increase the reliability and accuracy of the physical habitat modelling,
investigations about the relationship between the simulated habitat area (WUA) and fish
population should be conducted in the future. Further studies about the use of multivariate
suitability criteria in the physical habitat modelling will need to overcome the problems
caused by the use of univariate techniques in order to properly describe the physical
complexity of aquatic systems. Also the flow-dependent changes of fish habitat selection
need further research. For the validation of physical habitat simulation models, new, e.g.
telemetry-based methods would have to be adopted in large rivers and rivers with brown
water colour and sparse fish stock. In such rivers traditional diving and electrofishing
methods cannot be applied. To compare the effects of alternative restoration measures to
physical habitat, better user interfaces to habitat simulation models and links to other
environmental engineering softwares should be developed.



  References
Ahtiainen M & Huttunen P (1995) Metsätaloustoimenpiteiden pitkäaikaisvaikutukset purovesien

laatuun ja kuormaan. In: Saukkonen & Kenttämies (eds) Metsätalouden vesistövaikutukset ja
niiden torjunta. METVE-projektin loppuraportti. (The effects of forestry on waters and their
abatement. Final report of METVE-project). Suomen ympäristö 2: 33–50. In Finnish with English
abstract.

Alfredsen K, Marchand W, Bakken TH & Harby A (1997) Application and comparison of computer
models for quantifying impacts of river regulation on fish habitat. Proceedings of the 3rd
International Conference on Hydropower. Trondheim, 30.6–2.7.1997, 3–9 p.

Alfredsen K, Borsanyi P, Harby A, Halleraker JH, Hjeldstad H-P, Arnekleiv JV & Saltveit SJ (1999)
Physical habitat modelling in a Norwegian hydropeaking river. Extended Abstract for 3rd
International Symposium on Ecohydraulics, Salt Lake City. July 1999, 4 p.

Allan JD (1995) Stream Ecology. Structure and function of running waters. Chapman & Hall,
London, 388 p.

Bardonnet A, Gaudin P & Persat H (1991) Microhabitats and diel downstream migration of young
grayling (Thymallus thymallus L.). Freshwater Biology 26: 365–376.

Beecher HA, Caldwell BA & DeMond SB (2002) Evaluation of depth and velocity preferences of
juvenile coho salmon in Washington streams. North American Journal of Fisheries Management
22: 785–795.

Beschta RL (1978) Long term patterns of sediment production following road construction and
logging in the Oregon Coast Range. Water Resources Research 14: 1011–1016.

Bird DJ (1996) Problems with the use of IFIM for salmonids and guidelines for future studies.
Proceedings of 2nd International Symposium on Habitat Hydraulics. Quebec. INRS-EAU. B407–
B418.

Bovee KD (1982) A Guide to stream habitat analysis using the Instream Flow Incremental
Methodology. Washington, DC: US. Fish and Wildlife Service, Instream Flow Information Paper
No 12, FWS/OBS-82/26, 248 p.

Bovee K (1996) Perspectives on two-dimensional river habitat models: the PHABSIM experience.
Proceedings 2nd International Symposium on Habitat Hydraulics, Quebec. INRS-EAU. B149–
B162.

Brookes A (1988) Channelized rivers. Perspectives for environmental management. John Wiley &
Sons, London, 326 p.

Bugert RM, Bjorn TC & Meehan WR (1991) Summer habitat use by young salmonids and their
responses to cover and predators in a small southeast Alaska stream. Transactions of the American
Fisheries Society 120: 474–485.



34
Cowx IG & Welcomme RL (1998) (eds) Rehabilitation of rivers for fish. Food and Agriculture
Organisations, Fishing New Books, 260 p.

Degerman E & Sers B (1992) Fish assemblages in Swedish streams. Nordic J. Freshw. Res. 67: 61–
71.

Eie JA, Brittain JE & Eie JE (1997) Biotope adjustment measures in Norwegian watercourses.
Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Administration, Kraft og miljö nr. 21, 76 p.

Eklöv A (1997) The distribution of brown trout (Salmo trutta L.) in streams in southern Sweden. Lund
University, Limnology 1033, 26 p + app.

Eklöv A, Greenberg LA, Brönmark C, Berglund O & Larsson P (1997) Response of stream fish
populations to improved water quality: a comparison between the 1960s and 1990s. Submitted.

Elliot JM (1994) Quantitative ecology and the brown trout. Oxford University Press, Oxford, 286 p.
Elliot CRN, Willis DJ & Acreman MC (1996) Application of the physical habitat simulation

(PHABSIM) model as a assessment tool for riverine habitat restoration techniques. In: Leclerc M,
Boudeault H, Capra H, Cote Y & Valentin S (Eds) Proceedings of the 2nd International
Symposium of Habitat Hydraulics, Quebec, Canada. INRS-EAU. B607–B618.

Erkinaro J (1997) Habitat shifts of juvenile Atlantic Salmon in northern rivers. Acta Universitatis
Ouluensis, Scientiae Rerum Naturalium, A293, 32 p. + app.

Fausch, KD (1993) Experimental analysis of microhabitat selection by juvenile steelhead
(Onkorhynchus mykiss) and coho salmon (O. kisutch) in a British Columbia stream. Can J Fish
Aquat Sci 50: 1198–1207.

Ginot V & Souchon Y (1995) EVHA, version 1,0.Un logiciel d'evaluation de l'habitat physique du
poisson en riviere. Guide de methodologique. Lyon, France: CEMAGREF-Lyon. In France.

Ginot V & Trocherie F (1995) EVHA, version 1,0.Un logiciel d'evaluation de l'habitat physique du
poisson en riviere. Guide de l'utilisateur methodologique. Lyon, France: CEMAGREF-Lyon. In
France.

Greenberg L, Svendsen P & Harby A (1996) Availability of microhabitats and their use by brown
trout (Salmo trutta) and grayling (Thymallus thymallus) in the river Vojmån, Sweden. Regulated
Rivers: Research and Management 12: 287–303.

Haapala A, Muotka T & Laasonen P (2003) Distribution of benthic macroinvertebrates and leaf litter
in relation to streambed retentivity: implications for headwater stream restoration. Boreal
Environment Research 8: 19–30.

Halleraker JH, Alfredsen K, Arnekleiv JV, Fjeldstad H-P, Harby A & Saltveit SJ (1999)
Environmental impacts of hydro peaking – with emphasis on river Nidelva In: Trondheim,
Norway. Optimum use of run?of?river. Proceeding for Hydro power Schemes, 21.–23. June in
Trondheim, International Center for Hydro power, 7 p.

Harby A & Arnekleiv JV (1994) Biotope improvement analysis in the river Dalå with the River
System Simulator. Proceedings of the 1st international symposium on habitat hydraulics.
Trondheim. The Norwegian Institute of Technology, 513–520.

Harby A, Halleraker JO, Alfredsen K, Arnekleiv J, Johansen S & Saltveit SJ (1999) Impacts of
hydropeaking on Norwegian riverine ecosystems. Symposium on Ecohydraulics, Salt Lake City
12.–16.7.1999. Extended abstracts, 5 p.

Hartman GF & Scrivener JC (1990) Impacts of forestry practices on a coastal stream ecosystem,
Carnation Creek, British Columbia. Canadian Bulletin of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences. 223: 1–
148.

Heggenes J (1990) Habitat utilization and preferences in Juvenile Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) in
streams. Regulated Rivers: Research and Management 5: 341–354.

Heggenes J (1994) Physical habitat selection by brown trout (Salmo trutta) and young Atlantic
salmon (S. salar) in spatially and temporally heterogenous streams. Implications for hydraulic
modeling, Proceedings of the first international symposium of habitat hydraulics 12–30. The
Norwegian Institute of Technology. Trondheim, 12–30.



35
Heggnes J, Saltveit SJ & Lingaas O (1996) Predicting fish habitat use to changes in water flow:
Modelling critical minimum flows for Atlantic salmon, Salmo salar and brown trout, S. trutta.
Regulated Rivers: Research and Management 12: 331–344.

Heggenes J (2002) Flexible summer habitat selection by wild allopatric brown trout in lotic
environment. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 131: 287–298.

Holm CF, Armstrong JD & Gilvear DJ (2001) Investigating a major assumption of predictive
instream habitat models: is water velocity preference of juvenile Atlantic salmon independent of
discharge? Journal of Fish Biology 59: 1653–1666.

Holopainen A-L & Huttunen P (1995) Avohakkuun, maanmuokkauksen ja ojituksen hydrobiologiset
vaikutukset ja kesto Nurmes-tutkimusalueella. In: Saukkonen & Kenttämies (Eds) Metsätalouden
vesistövaikutukset ja niiden torjunta. METVE-projektin loppuraportti. (The effects of forestry on
waters and their abatement. Final report of METVE-project). Suomen ympäristö 2: 185–198. In
Finnish with English abstract.

Hubert WA, Helzner RS, Lawrence AL & Nelson PC (1985) Habitat suitability index models and
instream flow suitability curves: arctic grayling riverine populations. U.S. Fish Wildl Serv Biol
Rep 82(10.110), 34 p.

Ibbotson A & Dunbar M (2002) Are differences between discharge-specific preference functions
relevant for application of PHABSIM? Journal of Fish Biology 61: 305–307.

Iversen TM, Madsen BL & Wetlandestrand J (2000) River restoration in the European community,
including Scandinavia. In: Boon PJ, Davies BR & Petts GE (Eds) Global perspectives on river
conservation. Science, Policy and Practice, John Wiley & Sons, 79–103.

Joensuu S, Ahti E & Vuollekoski M (1999) The effects of peatland forest ditch maintenance on
suspended solids in runoff. Boreal Environment Research. 4: 343–355.

Joensuu S, Ahti E & Vuollekoski M (2001) Long-term effects of maintaining ditch networks on
runoff water quality. Suo 52(1): 17–28.

Jokikokko E (1987) Taimenmäärät Suomussalmen Piispa- ja Mustajoen kunnostetuissa koskissa
Vuosina 1978–1985. Riista- ja kalatalouden tutkimuslaitos. Kalantutkimusosasto. Monistettuja
julkaisuja 71: 133–166. In Finnish.

Jonsson B (1985) Life history patterns of fresh water resident and sea-run migrant brown trout in
Norway. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 114: 182–194.

Jutila E (1987) Lohenpoikastuotannon ja kalansaaliiden kehitys Simojoessa koskien kunnostuksen
jälkeen vuosina 1982–1985. Riista- ja kalatalouden tutkimuslaitos. Kalantutkimusosasto.
Monistettuja julkaisuja 71: 47–96. In Finnish.

Jutila E (1992) Restoration of salmonid rivers in Finland. In: Boon PJ, Calow P, & Petts GE (Eds)
River Conservation and Management, John Wiley, 352–362.

Jutila E, Ahvonen A, Laamanen M & Koskiniemi J (1999) Adverse impact of forestry on fish and
fisheries in stream environments of the Isojoki basin, western Finland. Boreal Environment
Research 3: 395–404.

Jutila E, Karttunen V & Niemitalo V (1994) Parempi kivi koskessa kuin kymmenen rannalla –
Erilaisten kunnostusmenetelmien vaikutus taimenen poikasmääriin Iijoen sivuvesien koskissa.
(Better one stone in the rapid than ten in the bank – influence of various restoring methods on the
parr densities of brown trout in the rapids of the tributaries flowing in to the Iijoki River). Riista-
ja kalatalouden tutkimuslaitos, kalatutkimuksia 87, 29 p. In Finnish with English abstract.

Kamula R (2001) Flow over weirs with application to fish passage facilities. Acta Universitatis
Ouluensis Technica C 158, 90 p.

Karlström Ö (1977) Habitat selection and population densities of salmon (Salmo salar L) and trout
(Salmo trutta) in Swedish rivers with some reference to human activities. Acta Univ. Upsaliensis
402. 12 p.



36
Karlstöm Ö (1985) Uittoväylien entisöinti Pohjois-Ruotsissa. In: Jokien kalataloudellinen
kunnostaminen. Oulun vesistötutkimuspäivä 16.4.1985. Vesihallituksen monistesarja nro 342: 7–
15. In Finnish.

Kedzierski WM & Smock LA (2001) Effects of logging on macroinvertebrate production in a sand-
bottomed, low-gradient stream. Freshwater Biology 46: 821–833.

Kondolf GM & Micheli ER (1995) Evaluating stream restoration projects. Environmental
Management 19(1): 1–15.

Korhonen P (1998) Koskikunnostuksen aiheuttamat muutokset taimenen elinympäristössä
Hossanjoella. Kainuun ympäristökeskuksen moniste 1, 39 p. In Finnish.

Kristensen P & Hansen HO (1994) European rivers and lakes. Assessment of the environmental state.
European Environment Agency, EEA Environmental Monographs 1, 122 p.

Kylmänen I (1988) Uoman kartoitus. Maankäyttö 1998/1. p. 24–26.(supp.). In Finnish.
Kylmänen I, Huusko A, Vehanen T & Sirniö V-P (2001) Aquatic habitat mapping by the ground-

penetrating radar. Proceedings of the first symposium of geographic information system (GIS) in
fishery science: Seattle, Washington, USA, 2–4 March 1999, 186–194.

Kännö S (1987) Kalakannan kehitys Rovaniemen maalaiskunnan Kuohunkijoessa koskien
kunnostuksen jälkeen. Riista- ja kalatalouden tutkimuslaitos, kalantutkimusosasto. Monistettuja
julkaisuja 71: 97–132. In Finnish.

Laasonen P (2000) The effects of stream habitat restoration on benthic communities in boreal
headwater streams. Jyväskylä Studies in Biological and Environmental Science 88, 32 p + app.

Laasonen P, Muotka T, Tikkanen P, Huhta A & Kuusela K (1993) Recovery of macroinvertebrate
communities from disturbance caused by stream restoration. Kuopio Univ. Publ. C. Nat.
Environm.Sci. 14: 151–154.

Laasonen P, Muotka T & Kivijärvi I (1998) Recovery of macroinvertebrate communities from stream
habitat restoration. Aquatic Conserv. Mar. Freasw. Ecosyst. 8: 101–113.

Lahti M (1999) Elinympäristömalli vesistöjen kunnostuksen suunnittelussa. (A habitat model in
planning of water system rehabilitations). Tutkimusraportteja (Research Reports). Fortum.
Helsinki, 105 p. + app. In Finnish with English abstract.

Lahti M & Sinisalmi T (1998) A habitat model for aquatic environment. Proceedings of the XX
Nordic Hydrological Conference, Helsinki, August 1998, Nordic Association for Hydrology,
Finland, NHP report 44, p. 567–575.

Laine, A. 2001: Restoring salmonid stocks in boreal rivers. Acta Universitatis Ouluensis. Scientiae
Rerum Naturalium. A 361, 35 p. + app.

Lammassaari V (1990) Uitto ja sen vesistövaikutukset (Floating and its effects in waterourses). Vesi-
ja ympäristöhallinnon julkaisuja, sarja A, 188 p. In Finnish with English abstract.

Leclerc M, Capra H, Valentin S, Boudreault A & Cote Y (1996) 2nd international symposium of
habitat hydraulics, Quebec, Proceedings, A+B. INRS-EAU, 893+995 p.

Liebig H, Lim P & Belaud A (1996) Study of the juvenile community in the brown trout (Salmo trutta
fario) in hydropeaking situations. Proceedings of 2nd international symposium on habitat
hydraulics. Qubec, June 1996. INRS-EAU, p. A673–A684.

Luhta P-L, Partanen L, Hiltunen M & Kauppinen V (2001) Iijoen sisävesialueen kalakantojen
velvoitehoidon tarkkailu vuosina 1994–1999. Voimalohi Oy, Metsähallitus and Jaakko Pöyry
Infra PSV Maa- ja vesi Oy, Research report, Oulu, 139 p + app.

Majuri H (1998) Vesistöjen kunnostukseen liittyvän lainsäädännön, hallinnon ja hyödynarvioinnin
kehittäminen. (The development of legislation, administration and evaluating the benefits in the
context of restoring watercourses). Alueelliset ympäristöjulkaisut 54, Regional Environment
Agency of Häme, 152 p. In Finnish with English abstract.

Mallet JP, Lamoroux N, Sagnes P & Persat H (2000) Habitat preferences of European grayling in a
medium size stream, the Ain river, France. Journal of Fish Biology 56: 1312–1326.

Mills D (1989) Ecology and management of Atlantic salmon. Chapman & Hall, London, 351 p.



37
Modde T & Hardy TB (1992) Influence of different microhabitat criteria on salmonid habitat
simulation. Rivers 3(1): 37–44.

Muhar S, Schmutz S & Jungwirth M (1995) River restoration concepts – goals and perspectives.
Hydrobiologia 303: 183–194.

Muotka T & Virtanen R (1995) The stream as a habitat templet for bryophytes: species distributions
along gradients in disturbance and habitat heterogeneity. Freshwater Biology 33: 141?160.

Mäki-Petäys A (1999) Habiat requirements of juvenile salmonids. Acta Universitatis Ouluensis.
Scientiae Rerum Naturalium, A 322. 29 p. + app.

Mäki-Petäys A, Muotka T, Tikkanen P & Kreivi P (1997) Seasonal changes in habitat use and
preference by juvenile Brown trout Salmo trutta in a northern boreal river. Can. J. Fish. Aquat.
Sci. 54: 520–530.

Mäki-Petäys A, Muotka T, Huusko A (1999) Densities of juvenile brown trout, Salmo trutta, in two
subarctic rivers: assessing the predictive capability of habitat preference indices. Can. J. Fish.
Aquat Sci. 56(8): 1420–1427.

Mäki-Petäys A, Vehanen T & Muotka T (2000) Microhabitat use by age-0 brown trout and grayling:
seasonal responses to streambed restoration under different flows. Transactions of the American
Fisheries Society 129: 771–781.

Mäki-Petäys A, Huusko A, Erkinaro J & Muotka T (2002) Transferability of habitat suitability
criteria of Juvenile Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar). Can. J. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 59(2): 299–241.

Nieminen M (2003): Effects of clear-cutting and site preparation on water quality from a drained
Scots pine mire in southern Finland. Boreal Environment Research 8: 53–59.

Northcote TG (1992): Migration and residency in Stream Salmonids – some ecological
considerations and evolutionary consequences. Nordic. J. Freshw. Res. 67: 5–17.

Näslund I (1987) Effekter av biotopvårdsåtgärder på öringpopulationen i Låktabäcken (Effects of
habitat improvement on the brown trout (Salmo trutta. L.) population of the North Swedish River).
Information of Sötvattenslaboratoriet, Drottningholm 1987(3), 28 p. In Swedish with English
abstract.

OECD (1997): Environmental performance reviews. 204 p.
Parasiewicz P & Dunbar M (2001) Physical habitat modelling for fish – a developing approach. Large

Rivers 12 (2–4). Archivum Hydrobiol. Suppl. 135(2–4): 239–268.
Pekkala J & Pekkala S (1995) Kutusoraikkokokeilut. In: Yrjänä T (ed.) Entisten uittojokien

kunnostaminen – esimerkkinä Iijoen vesistöalue (Restoration of former log floating rivers using
Iijoki water system as an example). Vesi- ja ympäristöhallinnon julkaisuja – sarja A 212: 59–62.
In Finnish with English abstract.

Purcell AH, Friedrich C & Resh VH (2002) An assessment of a small urban stream restoration project
in northern California. Restoration Ecology 10(4): 685–694.

Rabeni CF Jacobson RB (1993) The relation of fluvial geomorphology to fish habitat restoration in
low gradient alluvial streams. Freshwater Biology 29: 211–220.

Raven, PJ, Holmes NTH, Dawson FH, Fox PJA, Everard M, Fozzard IR & Rouen KJ (1998) River
habitat quality. The physical character of rivers and streams in the UK and Isle of Man.
Environment Agency. Bristol. 86 p.

Riihimäki J, Yrjänä T & van der Meer O (1996) Lyhytaikaissäädön elinympäristövaikutusten
arviointimenetelmät (Methods for assessing the effects of short-term regulation on river habitats).
Suomen ympäristö. Luonto ja luonnonvarat 4, 84 p. In Finnish with English abstract.

Roni P, Beeche, TJ, Bilby RE, Leonetti FE, Pollock MM & Pess GR (2002) A Review of stream
restoration techniques and hierarchical strategy for prioritising restoration in Pacific Northwest
watersheds. North American Journal of Fisheries management 22: 1–20.

Scruton D, Heggenes J, Valentin S, Harby A & Bakken TH (1996): Field sampling design and spatial
scale in habitat-hydraulic modelling: comparison of three models. Proceedings 2nd international
symposium on habitat hydraulics, volume B, 307–321.



38
Sempeski P & Gaudin P (1995) Habitat selection by grayling-II. Preliminary results on larval and
juvenile daytime habitats. Journal of Fish Biology 47: 345–349.

Shuler SW (1993) Trout responses to boulder habitat structure in the Rio Grande river, Colorado, U.S.
MSc thesis. Fort Collins, Colorado, State University, CO, 95 p.

Souchon Y, Trocherie F, Fragnoud E & Lacombe C (1989) Instream flow incremental methodology:
applicability and new developments (In French). Revue des Science de L'eau (2): 807–830.

Soimakallio H & Savolainen M (1998) Rakennettujen jokien monitavoitteinen ympäristönhoito
(Multi-beneficial remedial measures of hydro power rivers). IVO-yhtiöt, Tutkimusraportteja,
Vantaa, 89 p. In Finnish with English abstract.

Stalnaker C, Lamb BL, Henriksen J, Bovee K & Barholow J (1995) The instream flow incremental
methodology. A primer for IFIM. U.S. Department of the Interior, National Biological Service,
Washington D.C., Biological Report 29, 46 p.

Stoneman CL & Jones ML (2000) The influence of habitat features on the biomass and distribution
of three species of Southern Ontario Stream salmonides. Transactions of the American Fisheries
Society 129: 639–657.

Tiffan KF, Garland RD & Rondorf DW (2002) Quantifying flow-dependent changes in subyearling
fall Chinook salmon rearing habitat using two-dimensional spatially explicit modeling. North
American Journal of Fisheries Management 22: 713–726.

Tikkanen P, Laasonen P, Muotka T, Huhta A & Kuusela K (1994) Short-term recovery of benthos
following disturbance from stream habitat rehabilitation. Hydrobiologia 273: 121–130.

Tossavainen T, Karjalainen, K & Karjalainen, J (1999) Pohjois-Karjalan vesistökunnostukset:
miestyövoimalla hajakuormitus kuriin. Suomen kalastuslehti 106(3): 29–35. In Finnish.

Turunen A & Äystö, V (2000) Selvitys vesistöjen kunnostustarpeesta (Survey on the needs for
watercourse restoration in Finland). Finnish Environment Institute, Report 180, 40 p. In Finnish
with English abstract.

Valentin S, Souchon Y & Wasson JG (1994a) Evaluation of hydropeaking effects on fish community
and habitat. In: Cowx, IG (ed) Rehabilitation of freshwater fisheries. Blackwell Scientific
Publications, Oxford, p. 139–151.

Valentin S, Sempeski P, Souchon Y & Gaudin P (1994b) Short-term habitat use by young grayling,
Thymallus thymallus L., under variable flow conditions in an experimental stream. Fisheries
Management and Ecology 1: 57–65.

Valovirta I & Yrjänä T (1996) Effects of restoration of salmon rivers on the mussel Margaritifera
margaritifera (L.) in Finland. Colloquim on conservation, Management and restoration of habitats
for invertebrates: enhancing biological diversity. Killarney, Ireland, 26.–29. May 1996. Council
of Europe. Convention on Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats. T-PVS (96)
51, p. 38–48.

Vehanen T, Bjerke PL, Heggenes J, Huusko A & Mäki-Petäys A (2000) Effect of fluctuating flow
and temperature on cover type selection and behaviour by juvenile brown trout in artificial flumes.
J. Fish. Biol. 56: 923–937.

Virtanen K & Virtanen H (2000) Pienvesistön ja sen valuma-alueen kunnostamisen pilottihanke.
(Restoration of small streams and their catchment basins). Alueellisia ympäristöjulkaisuja 159.
Kainuu Regional Environment Centre. 67 p. In Finnish with English abstract.

Vuori KM, Joensuu I & Latvala J (1995) Metsäojitusten vaikutus veden laatuun, pohjaeläimistöön ja
taimenen ravintoon Isojoen vesistössä. In: Saukkonen S & Kenttämies K (eds) Metsätalouden
vesistövaikutukset ja niiden torjunta. METVE-projektin loppuraportti. (The effects of forestry on
waters and their abatement. The final report of METVE-project). Suomen ympäristö 2: 265–280.
In Finnish with English abstract.

Vuori KM & Joensuu I (1996): Impact of forest drainage on the macroinvertebrates of a small boreal
headwater stream: do buffer zones protect lotic biodiversity? Biological Conservation 77: 87–95.



39
Väisänen V, Lakso E, Visuri M, Hellsten S & Väisänen T (2001) Metsätalous ja vesistöjen
kunnostaminen. Taloudellinen arviointi järvikunnostuskustannusten perusteella. (Forestry and
restoration of water bodies. Economic assessment on the basis of lake restoration costs).
Alueelliset ympäristöjulkaisut 230. North Ostrobothnia Regional Environment Centre, 100 p. In
Finnish with English abstract.

Wesche TA (1985) Stream channel modifications and reclamation structures to enhance fish habitat.
In: Gore JA (Ed): The restoration of rivers and streams. Butterworth Publisher, Boston, 103–164.

Yrjänä T, Myllylä M, Torssonen M, Luotonen H, Kuusela K & Pulliainen E (1988) Uittoperattujen
koskien kunnostaminen – vaikutukset kalastoon ja pohjaeläimistöön. Oulun kalastuspiirin
kalastustoimisto. Tiedotus nro 2, Kajaani, 78 p. In Finnish.

Zika U & Peter A (2002) The introduction of woody debris into a channelized stream: effect on trout
populations and habitat. River Research and Applications 18: 355–366.





Appendix 1
Terminology

In this thesis, rivers refer to flowing water with a catchment area of more than 200 km2

and a mean flow of more than 2 m3s–1. Streams signify flowing waters which are smaller
than rivers, but still form a visible channel on the ground. Dredged rivers are rivers
whose channels have been altered by human action for different purposes; often in order
to make the rivers more straight and thus causing less flow resistance. Rivers dredged for
timber floating are often characterised by narrow U or V shaped cross-sections, decrease
of watered area, and cut-off of largest meanders. Regulated rivers in this connection
refer to rivers used for hydropower production by damming the river channel and
regulating their flow in a manner different from the natural rhythm. Long-term
regulation means that the flow patterns differ from the natural flow on a yearly basis.
Short-term regulation (hydropeaking) means that the flow varies on a weekly or daily
basis or even on an hourly basis, according to the varying need for electricity. Such
hydropower rivers are often dredged, which makes them the most complicated cases from
the viewpoint of river restoration. Forestry streams are streams flowing mainly in forest
areas. Changes in their condition are primarily caused by forestry measures such as
ditching, ploughing, and timber felling.

Restoration (or rehabilitation) is understood as a non-recurrent, relatively massive
measure taken to improve a certain feature. Restoration measures are often realised to
remove a defect caused by utilisation and to restore the object to its former state. Muharin
et al. (1995) have defined restoration as follows: "The totality of measures which change
man induced alterations to rivers (primarily flood control measures, but also diversions,
hydropeaking etc.) in such a manner that ecological functioning of the new state
resembles a more natural river". Habitat restoration includes measures which make
physical conditions such as river bed structure or flow conditions better for the fish
species in question. Habitat restoration includes the idea that measures are mainly
designed for increasing habitat for one or few target species, regardless of whether any
human-induced degradation exists in the watercourses. River restoration can include also
other measures than habitat restoration measures. Different from restoration,
management of an area is a continuous action based on a relatively small one-time effort.
Mitigation of defects is the case when a major part of a defect exists even after measures



have been taken to prevent it (Cowx & Welcomme 1998). It describes well the habitat
restoration measures taken commonly in rivers, which are used for hydropower
production. This thesis also mentions the revising of flow regulation as a restoration
method, meaning that a regulation practice in force is permanently changed to a more
natural or an otherwise better practice when considering the river ecosystem.

In-stream is the part of a channel that is covered by water in normal flow conditions
(Raven et al. 1998). A boulder dam is an in-stream habitat improvement structure, which
is constructed of stone material of different sizes. It is possible for water to partially flow
through the construction, but it will nevertheless rise the water level and decrease water
velocity directly above. A deflector is a habitat improvement structure that is made of
stony, wooden or corresponding material in order to direct the water flow and thus cause
further development in river channel morphology. It can be located beside a stream bank
or in the middle of a river channel, but it does not stress across the whole river width. A
boulder or a boulder group is a habitat improvement structure that does not significantly
effect the flow of the whole river reach. It can form a local refugee from the stream flow
for river biota and diversify the hydro-physical conditions in the river.

A reach is a length of an individual river that shows broadly similar physical
characteristics. Rapids are an area of broken standing waves forming distinctive
whitewater conditions, normally over cobble or boulder substrate. Rapids are associated
with steep gradient. A pool is a distinct feature of deeper water with no perceptible flow
in dry-water conditions (Raven et al. 1998).

A habitat in this connection implies to those physical conditions which enable an
organism to live, broadly corresponding to the definition of ”a physical habitat” by
Stalnaker et al. (1995). In a more general sense, factors defining a habitat would also
comprise e.g. water quality and biological factors such as competition and predation. This
state of the physical habitat of stream dwelling organisms can be described with physical
habitat simulation models.

Fish can be classified into different groups based on their age. The classification used a
scale where the first two groups were 0+ and 1+. Fish in the 0+ group are living their first
year, while 1+ fish are over one year old but less than two years old.
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