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Abstract: The emerald ash borer (EAB) is rapidly spreading throughout eastern North America and
devastating ecosystems where ash is a component tree. This rapid and sustained loss of ash trees has
already resulted in ecological impacts on both terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems and is projected to
be even more severe as EAB invades black ash-dominated wetlands of the western Great Lakes region.
Using two companion studies that are simulating short- and long-term EAB infestations and what is
known from the literature, we synthesize our current limited understanding and predict anticipated
future impacts of EAB on black ash wetlands. A key response to the die-back of mature black ash will
be higher water tables and the potential for flooding and resulting changes to both the vegetation and
animal communities. Although seedling planting studies have shown some possible replacement
species, little is known about how the removal of black ash from the canopy will affect non-ash species
growth and regeneration. Because black ash litter is relatively high in nitrogen, it is expected that
there will be important changes in nutrient and carbon cycling and subsequent rates of productivity
and decomposition. Changes in hydrology and nutrient and carbon cycling will have cascading
effects on the biological community which have been scarcely studied. Research to address these
important gaps is currently underway and should lead to alternatives to mitigate the effects of EAB
on black ash wetland forests and develop management options pre- and post-EAB invasion.
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1. Introduction

The emerald ash borer (EAB; Agrilus planipennis Fairmaire) is poised to decimate ash
forests throughout the Great Lakes states, threatening the future of the black ash (Fraxinus nigra
Marsh)-dominated wetland forests that occur throughout the region. Female EAB lay eggs in crevices of
the black ash bark. The eggs hatch in about 2 weeks and the larvae feed on the inner phloem, cambium,
and outer xylem for one to two years, girdling and subsequently killing the tree [1]. The geographic
distribution of black ash includes the northeastern U.S. and the western Great Lakes (Figure 1),
but the majority of black ash wetlands cover large portions of Michigan (238,000 ha), Wisconsin
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(350,000 ha), and Minnesota (430,000 ha). These three states have an estimated 2.1 billion ash trees that
are susceptible to EAB [2].

Black ash wetland ecosystems are an integral part of the landscape that are generally formed on
poorly drained, relatively nutrient rich soils with high water tables. Soils can either be wet mineral
soils or organic soils. Water tables are generally drawn down over the growing season and rebound
in autumn following leaf fall. Water table elevation is an important control on black ash growth and
mortality. Palik et al. [3,4] postulated that spring droughts, excessive moisture, and hydrological
alterations by roads contributed to black ash crown dieback. Black ash generally dominate the
canopy of these wetlands and ash density can range from approximately 40% to almost 100%. Other
co-dominant trees tend to be northern white cedar (Thuja occidentalis L.), red maple (Acer rubrum L.),
and American elm (Ulmus americana L.)—all trees that can normally survive in inundated conditions
but do not thrive as well as black ash because of physiological adaptations or pathogenic constraints
(e.g., Dutch elm disease).

Hydrology is the dominant factor that influences a host of ecosystem functions in black ash
wetlands. Common hydrogeomorphic settings for black ash wetlands include expansive wetland
complexes with perched water tables, swales associated with drainage of small catchments, central
depressional areas with drainage from surrounding uplands, and linear transitional areas that form
between uplands and peatlands [5]. Source inputs are predominantly from precipitation, either
directly [6] or from adjacent upland drainage [7]. In most settings, water tables are typically
above the surface throughout early spring, followed by drawdown below the surface during the
growing season with periodic rises following rain events. Water table drawdown coincides with peak
evapotranspiration following black ash leaf out [7,8], highlighting the fundamental control that this
species has on animal and other plant communities.

There have been relatively few studies focused on the impacts of EAB on black ash ecosystems,
largely because the spread of this invasive insect has yet to reach the large concentrations of black ash
forests in the western Great Lakes region. Black ash has been shown to have similar susceptibility
as green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica Marsh.) and white ash (Fraxinus americana L.) to EAB [9].
The discovery of EAB in St. Paul, Minnesota, in 2009, a location 100 km south of the largest
concentration of black ash forests in the US, led to the establishment of a large-scale, manipulative
study in north-central MN on the Chippewa National Forest focused on anticipating the impacts of
EAB on black ash wetlands. This work utilized girdling treatments to simulate EAB impacts and
also included an evaluation of adaptive management strategies to increase the resilience of black ash
forests to EAB, such as planting non-host species as part of even-aged (clearcutting) and uneven-aged
(group selection) silvicultural systems [10]. In 2010, a companion study building off this work was
established in the western Upper Peninsula of Michigan on the Ottawa National Forest where the
girdling treatment, a clearcut treatment, and some of the same measurements were conducted.

The form and size of black ash wetlands differ in the two locations. In Minnesota, the wetlands
form in extensive areas of inundation, typically covering 10 to 150 ha, whereas in Michigan the wetlands
are on the order of 1 to 2 ha that occur in depressional areas formed by glaciation. Both studies included
a girdling treatment to simulate the short-term impact of EAB and a felling or harvesting treatment.
The harvesting treatments in the Chippewa National Forest Minnesota study were designed to include
operational harvests as part of adaptive management strategies. The Ottawa National Forest Michigan
study included a harvest treatment in which all ash were felled and left in place (ash-cut) to simulate
longer-term impacts of EAB infestation. In addition, the smaller size of the wetlands in the Michigan
study enabled the use of a paired watershed experiment assessing the impact of the ash-cut treatment
on watershed scale water flux and chemistry.
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Figure 1. Geographic distribution of black ash in the United States from Forest Inventory and Analysis
databases. Little’s range is the geographic range of black ash based on botanical lists, forest surveys,
field notes, and herbarium specimens [11]. The Forest Inventory and Analysis importance value is a
measure of the abundance of a species within a stand. An importance value of 50 indicates that the
stand is 50% black ash and 50% other species. Inset is the geographic distribution of emerald ash borer
detected in counties as of 1 March 2018 [12].

Here, we synthesize what is known about ecosystem level impacts of EAB on black ash wetlands
based, primarily, on these two study systems. Because of the adaptation of black ash to difficult growing
conditions and the eradication of pole-sized and larger ash after EAB infestation, EAB impacts on black
ash wetlands will likely be extreme and result in dramatic changes in hydrology and cascading effects
on the plant and animal communities and nutrient cycles that influence them. Ultimately, changes
in plant and animal communities will alter the carbon balance in these ecosystems. Because the
structure and function of these forested wetland ecosystems rely on healthy populations of black ash,
and because these systems are in imminent threat from EAB, understanding the potential ecosystem
level consequences of EAB is necessary and timely. We focus our review on the western Great Lakes
states because of the prevalence of black ash wetlands in this region. This review includes papers
in this special issue of Forests and previously published studies that utilize either observations of
post-invasion impacts or experimental simulation of potential impacts. We consider three major types
of impacts on black ash wetland functions: (1) hydrological responses; (2) changes in nitrogen (N) and
carbon (C) cycles; and (3) plant and animal responses.

2. Hydrological Responses of Black Ash Wetlands to EAB

Mature black ash trees can transpire up to 63 L day−1 during the growing season [13]. When taking
into account the area of the sapwood and the basal area of the stand, mean growing season sap flux
density in Minnesota ranges from 1.6 m3 m−2 day−1 in a moderately wet site to 4.6 m3 m−2 day−1 in
a very wet site, with vapor pressure deficit and soil moisture conditions being the main controls on sap
flux [13]. Sap flux density and vapor pressure deficit were positively related when soil moisture was
high (full relative saturation) but negatively related when soil moisture was low (approximately 40%
of relative saturation) [13]. In contrast to the results from Minnesota, mean growing season sap flux
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density in the Michigan study was lower in the sites with highest water tables (2.5 m3 m−2 day−1) as
compared to the flux from the lowest water tables sites (5.2 m3 m−2 day−1) [14]. Although the results
seem to be conflicting, the low water table (dry) conditions in upper Michigan were comparable to
the high water table (very wet) site in Minnesota. For the Minnesota sites, water table depths reached
nearly 100 cm below the soil surface in mid-summer during the year of the study (2012), whereas at
the upper Michigan sites the minimum water table over three years of study (2012–2014) was 83 cm
below the soil surface in mid-summer. There appears to be an optimum range of water table elevations
where sap flux from black ash is maximized, with that range approximately 45–100 cm below the
soil surface. Wetlands with mean water table levels within this range may be most susceptible to
hydrologic alteration and increases in hydroperiod following ash loss.

In addition to sap flux in black ash trees, Shannon et al. [14] also measured sap flux in co-dominant
species of red maple and yellow birch (Betula alleghaniensis Britton). Black ash had significantly higher
sap flux rates (2.5–5.2 m3 m−2 day−1) than non-ash species (red maple and yellow birch ranged from
1.6–3.6 m3 m−2 day−1) in these wetland sites at all water table levels and the difference was greatest at
the lowest water table levels. The high sap flux densities in black ash coupled with low sap flux among
the codominant species should lead to changes in water table dynamics after EAB invasion. For the
Minnesota sites, that response was seen in the first year following clearcutting, with significantly
higher water tables in the clearcut treatment than the unharvested control treatment (~20–60 cm
higher water table elevation) (Figure 2; [8]). During the second year, the girdling impact was evident,
with a similar water table response as the clearcut treatment. Interestingly, the gap harvest treatment
where about 20% of the basal area was removed led to no change in the water table response relative to
the unharvested control (Figure 2). The result is consistent with past studies on hydrologic responses
to forest harvest which found no change in watershed output with canopy reductions less than about
20% [15].

In contrast to the Minnesota sites, the upper Michigan sites did not see a significant increase
in the water table following the harvest treatment or girdling after the first two years (Figure 3; [7]).
However, the two years post-treatment were abnormally wet with greater than average snowfall and
rainfall, which may have masked any treatment effects. Although mean water table levels did not
vary among treatments, growing seasons rates of water table drawdown were statistically higher for
the unharvested control than the ash-cut or girdle treatments [7]. Differences in landscape position
may have also contributed to the different effects on water table elevation, whereby subsurface inflow
from surrounding uplands would have muted the effect of reduced transpiration and local water table
increases following ash loss in the Michigan sites set in localized depressions. Combined, the data
from both water level studies suggest that water tables will increase following EAB invasion during
normal or below normal precipitation years, with slower drawdowns during the growing season.

From a water balance perspective, some of the excess water from the lower post-EAB
transpiration rates (~0.10 cm day−1, [7]) will likely become part of the evaporation pool or be
compensated by transpiration from replacement vegetation. However, we would still expect the
overall evapotranspiration to be considerably less following EAB invasion, leading to consistently
higher water tables throughout the year until a tree canopy is reestablished.
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Figure 2. Weekly mean (n = 6) water table depth relative to ground surface by treatment from the
Minnesota sites. The control treatment comprised unharvested reference sites, the clearcut treatment
was a commercial harvest, trees were girdled in the girdled treatment, and group treatment was a group
selection harvest creating gaps of approximately 0.04 ha. Each year’s growing season was analyzed
separately; weeks with an * indicate significant differences among treatments (p < 0.05). There were no
differences among treatments prior to treatment application (p > 0.2) (reproduced from Slesak et al. [8]).

Figure 3. Mean wetland water table levels relative to the wetland soil surface, with 95% confidence
intervals, during the snow-free period for the upper Michigan sites (n = 3). The year 2012 was
the pre-treatment year and 2013–2014 were the first two post-treatment years (reprinted from
Van Grinsven et al. [7]). The control treatment comprised unharvested reference sites, all ash trees were
girdled in the girdle treatment, and all ash were cut and left on the ground in the ash-cut treatment.
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3. Changes in Nitrogen (N) and Carbon (C) Cycling Resulting from EAB Invasion in
Black Ash Wetlands

Historically, there has been little research on N and C cycles in black ash wetlands. Across
wetlands types, black ash wetlands tend to be relatively nutrient rich, with black ash litter having
some of the highest N, phosphorus (P), and cation contents of any hardwood forest species [16,17].
At the Minnesota sites with mineral soils, C to N ratios are typically between 14–15 at 0–30 cm depth,
with over 75% of the total N found in the top 15 cm [18]. In the mainly organic soil sites in upper
Michigan, C to N ratios were higher with a mean of 20 from 0–50 cm and the total N was relatively
evenly distributed throughout the top 100 cm of the profile [19].

Research has been initiated to address the impacts on nutrient and C cycling in black ash wetlands.
At the Michigan sites, Davis [20] found litter N concentrations in black ash to be greater than non-ash
(i.e., red maple and yellow birch) species. Other studies have also found high concentrations of N
in ash litter, leading to high turnover rates of ash litter and greater soil N availability compared to
non-ash species [21,22]. Nisbet et al. [23] considered the reduction of ecosystem N following EAB
invasion of ash riparian forests and speculated that (1) the terrestrial ecosystem could have dramatic
changes in net primary production and species composition, and (2) lower amounts of N transport to
streams could have cascading effects up the streams’ trophic levels and lead to a lowering of stream
productivity. Similarly, Palik et al. [24] found that black ash litter decomposed faster than upland
derived species such as sugar maple (Acer saccharum) and trembling aspen in seasonal wetlands of
northern Minnesota, suggesting loss of black ash could lead to lower quality habitat.

In upper Michigan, throughfall deposition of N was not influenced by girdling, but the ash-cut
treatment had higher nitrate deposition than the unharvested control [20]. Preliminary soil data
indicate that the ash-cut and girdled treatments had little influence on inorganic soil N concentrations
and N availability [20]. Although litter and throughfall inputs of N are changing in the ash-cut and
girdling treatments, it does not appear that enough time has passed to change soil concentrations of N.
These findings are supported by those at the Minnesota sites, where no significant treatment effects on
the change in soil C and N in the upper 30 cm were found three years after treatment [18].

Two years following treatment, growing season soil greenhouse gas fluxes of carbon dioxide
(CO2) were significantly higher in the girdled and ash-cut treatments than the unharvested control in
upper Michigan [25]. Methane (CH4) production was higher in the ash-cut treatment than the girdled
and unharvested treatments. It appears that the addition of new organic matter to the soil surface
following the manipulations and potentially higher soil temperatures because of the partial canopy
removal have led to at least an initial increase in decomposition, and faster rising water tables may be
leading to higher efflux rates of CH4.

Preliminary data from the upper Michigan paired watershed experiment suggests that dissolved
organic carbon (DOC) and dissolved organic nitrogen (DON) concentrations may increase in the
first year following ash cutting [26]. Similar to increases in soil CO2 fluxes, increases in the DOC
and DON concentrations are likely the result of higher soil decomposition rates following the
harvesting manipulation.

4. Plant Responses in Post-EAB Black Ash Wetlands

Early work evaluating plant response to EAB was associated with a post-invasion study in
southeastern Michigan that included transects and stands across ash cover types with moisture regimes
from xeric to mesic to hydric, with those hydric stands dominated by black ash [9,27]. The transects
were established in 2004 and emanated up to 45 km from the epicenter of EAB invasion. In that
study, black ash was equally susceptible as green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica Marsh.) and white
ash (Fraxinus americana L.) to EAB invasion and subsequent mortality. However, the advancement
of mortality and decline early in the invasion process was highest for black ash [9]. Smith et al. [9]
postulated that the initial higher decline was a product of black ash being taxonomically most similar to
Manchurian ash (Fraxinus mandshurica Rupr.), the species that EAB coevolved with in Asia. As a result,



Forests 2018, 9, 179 7 of 15

black ash has all the same cues for the female borer but none of the resistance, leading to higher initial
decline rates. Across the same gradient of stands, all ash mortality was greater than 99% by 2009
(Figure 4; [27]).

Figure 4. Percentage of ash mortality of trees >2.5 cm at 1.37 m height in subplots and >12.5 cm at
1.37 m height in main plots from 38 stands that included black, green, and white ash in the Huron River
watershed in lower Michigan (reprinted with permission, [27]).

In the years shortly after EAB invasion in lower Michigan, and during the decline of black
ash, there were numerous black ash seedlings and saplings in the understory, but by 2009 few to
no ash seedlings germinated and the seed bank was barren of viable ash seeds [27,28]. The results
from lower Michigan may be an ominous precursor of the fate of black ash across the western
Great Lakes. As discussed above, the removal of black ash from the wetland canopy will lead to
higher water tables and more inundation, possibly preventing the establishment of replacement
canopy species. In upper Michigan, the ash-cut and girdled treatments did not lead to an increase in
growth rates of the remaining canopy species that would be expected given the increase in resources
(e.g., sunlight and nutrients) after canopy reduction [29]. The lack of response is presumably because
of the water table dynamics discussed above. Although there were some small positive responses
in non-ash sapling growth rates and a shift towards red maple and yellow birch in the seedling
layer, the predominant response was a near doubling of the herbaceous species canopy area 2–3
growing seasons after the ash-cut and girdling treatments [29]. Moreover, Davis et al. [29] reported
increased heights of the herbaceous layer, upwards of greater than 0.5 m post-treatment. The plant
responses were most prominent in the obligate wetland plant species, again indicating that changes in
water tables were affecting the plant community composition [29]. Studies in Minnesota indicated
a similar increase in the height of the herbaceous cover in the clearcut, girdled, and group selection
treatments, but not a difference in herbaceous cover [30]. A grass species (Calamagrostis canadensis
(Michx.) Beauv.) was an indicator of the clearcut treatment, with a forb (Arisaema triphyllum (L.) Schott),
fern (Matteuccia struthiopteris L. Tod), and sedge (Carex radiata (Wahlenb.)) indicators of the girdled
treatment. However, unlike the upper Michigan study, Looney et al. [30] did not find an increase in
obligate wetland herbaceous plants in the clearcut, girdled, or group selection treatments. In contrast
to the lower Michigan studies, where an actual EAB invasion occurred and few to none of the black ash
seedlings germinated about 7 years after invasion, in both upper Michigan and Minnesota black ash
seedlings and saplings dominated in the woody component of the understory in the harvest treatments
2–3 years after the simulated EAB invasions. It appears time since invasion and the actual presence
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of EAB are important factors that will dictate the response of the vegetation community following
EAB invasion.

A primary objective of the Minnesota study that was also adopted by the upper Michigan study
was to investigate potential species to plant in advance of EAB to reduce vulnerability of black ash
wetlands to EAB impacts (general trends summarized in Table 1: [10,31,32]). The upper Michigan
investigation also included an associated study assessing alternative species establishment in green
and black ash-dominated riparian areas near Superior, Wisconsin. In the Minnesota study, most of
the 12 species planted had both fall and spring plantings. Across all treatments the species that
had the highest rate of survival after three growing seasons were swamp white oak (Quercus bicolor
Willd.), American elm, and the non-native Manchurian ash, all with greater than 70% survival [10].
The species that had the poorest survival were native species, currently found in these forests, including
yellow birch, trembling aspen (Populus tremuloides Michx.), and tamarack (Larix laricina (Du Roi) K.
Koch), all with less than 10% survival. Although within individual species there were some small
differences in survival rate depending on the season of planting, across all species there were no
survival differences between fall and spring planting [10]. Similarly, there were differences in survival
among species across treatments but overall the clearcut treatment had the lowest survival, and the
girdled and group selection treatments had no differences when compared to the unharvested controls.

Table 1. Mean under planting survivability (%) after three growing seasons from three planting studies
in uninfested black ash wetlands. Minnesota results [10] are the mean values from the control stands
and the Michigan and Wisconsin results [32] are from the hummock planting locations. NA is not
applicable, as those species were not planted in the individual study.

Common Name Latin Name Minnesota Michigan Wisconsin

American elm Ulmus americana 93 68 NA
Swamp white oak Quercus bicolor 83 NA NA

Hackberry Celtis occidentalis 77 NA 66
Silver maple Acer saccharinum NA 76 NA

Manchurian ash Fraxinus mandshurica 74 NA NA
Red maple Acer rubrum 33 11 68
Basswood Tilia americana NA 64 NA

N. white cedar Thuja occidentalis 16 39 39
Bur oak Quercus macrocarpa NA 38 NA

Balsam poplar Populus balsamifera 29 NA NA
Black spruce Picea mariana 17 13 NA
Yellow birch Betula alleghaniensis 4 8 NA

Tamarack Larix laricina 8 0 NA
Balsam fir Abies balsamea NA 7 NA

Eastern cottonwood Populus deltoides 5 NA NA
Quaking aspen Populus tremuloides 0.3 NA NA

Further analysis of the growth rates of 10 of the 12 planted species in the Minnesota study indicated
that the seedlings in the clearcut treatment had the greatest diameter growth and the seedlings in
both the clearcut and girdled treatments had the greatest height growth [31]. Even though seedlings
in the clearcut treatment had the lowest survival, those seedlings that did survive were growing at
a faster rate than the survivors in the other treatments, likely because of increased light availability
following cutting [31]. Within species and across treatments, balsam poplar (Populus balsamifera L.),
eastern cottonwood (Populus deltoides W. Bartram ex Marshall), and tamarack tended to have the
greatest height and diameter growth while Manchurian ash, black spruce (Picea mariana Mill. britton
sterns & poggenb), American elm, and common hackberry (Celtis occidentalis L.) tended to have the
lowest growth rates [31]. Individual species growth rates do not necessarily coincide with survival
rates, indicating seedling establishment is critical. Once established, species tolerance to light and
hydrological conditions likely dictates growth rates. Contrary to the Minnesota study, upper Michigan
seedling growth rates did somewhat track seedling survival rates, with the greatest height growth for
American elm and silver maple, and least height growth for those species with the lowest survival [32].
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The upper Michigan study and associated Wisconsin study focused on the effect of microsite
conditions on seedling establishment. For the 10 species studied in upper Michigan, 8 species had
greater survival on hummocks than in hollows and 5 of 7 species that had some survival in both
locations also had greater height growth when planted on hummocks [32]. For the three species studied
in Wisconsin, both hackberry and red maple tended to have greater survival on constructed hummocks,
whereas northern white cedar tended to have the highest survival on unmanipulated planting sites.
Overall, it is quite clear that microsites that are elevated above the water table have the greatest survival
and growth rates, a result that is consistent with other studies in forested wetlands [33]. For the
upper Michigan sites, silver maple (Acer saccharinum L.), American basswood (Tilia americana L.), and
American elm all had greater than 40% survival rates after 3 years across microsites, while tamarack,
red maple, yellow birch, balsam fir (Abies balsamea (L.) Mill.), and black spruce all had less than 10%
survival [32]. Although the species selected across studies were anticipated to survive and grow in
wet conditions, species such as American elm, hackberry, silver maple, and red maple are not obligate
wetland species and yet they outperformed obligate species such as yellow birch and northern white
cedar. Other factors such as the influence of microsite elevation appear to be critical when considering
replacement species for black ash.

Across studies it appears that American elm and some more southerly distributed species did
well, such as hackberry, swamp white oak, and eastern cottonwood in Minnesota, silver maple and
bur oak (Quercus macrocarpa Michx.) in upper Michigan, and hackberry in Wisconsin. Modeling of
black ash replacement species that considered climate change and migration of species indicated
that both species that are currently present in black ash wetlands and are adapted to future climate
(e.g., American elm, red maple, and American basswood) and species that do not currently co-occur
with black ash but are not much further south (e.g., silver maple, eastern cottonwood, and hackberry)
have great potential [34]. Although the modeling was focused on replacement species for black ash
in Minnesota, the results also agree with the short-term field study results in both Wisconsin and
upper Michigan. Based on early seedling survival and growth results, and modeling, the effects of
climate change and associated changes in hardiness zones on canopy replacement species also should
be considered when planting black ash wetlands.

5. Animal Responses in Post-EAB Black Ash Wetlands

Black ash wetlands provide important habitat for many wildlife species. The majority of black
ash wetlands are uneven-aged stands [35], thus providing compositional and structural complexity
that is important for wildlife. For example, young ash trees are a food source for deer and moose while
mature trees provide nesting, roosting, or denning cavities for many bird and mammal species [36].
Despite the dominance of black ash wetlands on the landscape and the documented use of these
forests by wildlife, minimal research has focused on the effects of EAB invasion on wildlife. Changes
to hydrology and shifts in vegetation composition that occur after the die-back of black ash by EAB
will impact wildlife, however, the magnitude and relative degree of impact to individual species and
species diversity is unclear.

One of the only published studies on the impacts of EAB on wildlife focused on the indirect
effects of EAB-induced mortality to ground beetle community assemblages (Coleoptera: Carabidae) in
infected ash stands in Michigan [37]. The results of this study indicated that species diversity decreased
in ash stands in response to tree mortality and increasing canopy gap size [37]. Hydric black ash
wetlands had the most unique assemblage of ground beetles, with numerous beetle species only found
in the hydric moisture category, but also had moderate turnover (25%) of species from 2006–2007 [37].
Overall, the results indicated that beetle communities and diversity are susceptible to changes in
environmental conditions caused by EAB invasion [37].

A comprehensive study is currently underway in Minnesota’s black ash wetlands to investigate
the potential effects of ash loss on bird, mammal, and herptile communities [36,38]. The reported
environmental changes, such as an increase in ponding and tree mortality, that are known to occur
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in EAB infested stands will likely impact taxa and specific species in different ways. For example,
many amphibians and invertebrates preferentially select open canopy wetlands because higher water
temperatures and algal productivity result in rapid larval growth. Therefore, increases in ponding
and longer hydroperiods may increase species richness and species abundance of pond-breeding
amphibians and invertebrates because more species will be able use the wetlands for longer periods
of time during the breeding season. Longer hydroperiods may also result in higher rates of juvenile
recruitment for many amphibian species because individuals will be able to reach metamorphosis
before pond drying occurs. Preliminary results from surveys of experimental black ash stands in
Minnesota suggest that loss of ash could increase amphibian diversity and the biomass of some
invertebrate taxa—namely, Coleoptera, Diptera, and Odonata [39]. However, certain functional
feeding groups of macroinvertebrates may have lower abundance following EAB mortality because
black ash litter provides a higher quality food resource than other tree species (reviewed in [40]).

Black ash wetlands provide a combination of structural complexity and high functional diversity
of plants and invertebrates that are beneficial for many forest bird species. Black ash wetlands have
diverse understory and complex canopy structure that provide unique micro-habitats that are beneficial
for breeding birds. For example, structural features common in black ash stands such as large trees
and coarse woody debris provide foraging opportunities, potential nest sites, and suitable singing
perches for forest birds [41]. Preliminary data from Minnesota indicates that several bird species
commonly associated with mature forests such as brown creeper (Certhia americana), northern parula
(Setophaga americana), and winter wren (Troglodytes hiemalis) were common in black ash wetlands,
however, species that require canopy openings such as chestnut-sided warbler (Setophaga pensylvanica)
were also commonly observed [36]. These factors ultimately increased abundance, species richness,
and species diversity in black ash wetlands compared to neighboring upland forests. Further, data from
Minnesota suggests that black ash wetlands provide important stop-over habitat for migrating species
including rusty blackbirds (Euphagus carolinus), which are one of North America’s most rapidly
declining bird species [42]. The transition of black ash wetlands to shrub- and sedge-dominated
wetlands will result in the loss of important micro-habitats that are often limited across the forested
landscape and may also reduce availability of critical habitat for migrating birds.

Recent changes in land use in the Great Lakes region has made loss of forest habitat and forest
homogenization a growing threat to wildlife biodiversity [41,43]. Loss of forested wetlands across the
landscape will likely intensify the impacts of current stressors such as climate change and habitat loss on
wildlife populations [44,45]. For example, recent research suggests that diverse forests that contain an
assortment of tree sizes may buffer the effects of warming temperatures for some wildlife species [46].
In Minnesota, preliminary results of camera trap surveys documented 12 mammal species, all of which,
with the exception of ermine (Mustela erminea), were significantly more likely to use forested black ash
stands compared to experimental EAB simulated stands (clearcuts) [36]. The difference in habitat use
was particularly pronounced for forest-dependent species such as American marten (Martes americana)
and fisher (Martes pennanti) [36]. These results suggest mammals are actively avoiding open areas;
therefore, the conversion of forested wetlands to open wetlands will impact forest connectivity and
exacerbate impacts of habitat loss for forest dependent species. Further, because habitat connectivity is
one of the most important factors in maintaining biological diversity [47], the long-term impacts of
EAB on wildlife diversity will likely be substantial.

Overall, the loss of black ash over small spatial scales may result in turnover of wildlife
communities from forest dependent species to open-canopy and wetland associated species (e.g., forest
bird species may be replaced with wetland associated species such as waterfowl). Although net changes
in wildlife biodiversity may be minimal or potentially increase for some taxa (e.g., amphibians),
the long-term, large-scale impacts of EAB on forest-associated wildlife will likely be significant [40].
Adaptive management strategies that focus on planting replacement tree species that maintain
long-term compositional and structural complexity within these wetland systems will help maintain
wildlife diversity.
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6. What Do These Ecosystem Responses Mean for the Future of Black Ash Wetlands?

The combined effects of the susceptibility of black ash to EAB, the current rate of spread of EAB,
and warming conditions in the western Great Lakes, especially in the winter, will enhance the spread
of EAB in the future [48]. It is likely that black ash wetlands will be highly impacted, reducing their
abundance in the region. As water tables rise because of reduced black ash transpiration, we anticipate
major changes in vegetation and associated animal communities. Concomitant changes in the amount
and timing of precipitation could affect water table dynamics, but predictions for the region indicate
higher annual precipitation in the future [49], potentially exacerbating the conversion of forests to
non-forest conditions and resulting in more water available for runoff to streams or increases in water
table elevations. While annual precipitation is predicted to increase in the future, the number of
consecutive dry days (i.e., longer droughts) is also predicted to increase over much of the western
Great Lakes. Although precipitation and drought patterns are very uncertain, possible increases in
drought length and frequency may enhance the establishment of less water-tolerant non-ash tree
species in former black ash wetlands.

Removing black ash from the wetland ecosystem may lower N inputs, which will likely have
important consequences for plant growth and composition, microbial dynamics, decomposition,
carbon sequestration, and other essential ecosystem functions. Ultimately, those changes in N will
affect the lowest trophic levels of the animal community, with the potential to cascade up the food
chain [24,44,45].

Black ash wetlands are long-term sinks for C based on the relatively high C present in the soil,
both in mineral and organic soil wetlands. Disruption of the hydrology and plant community by EAB
will likely change short- and long-term C dynamics. In mineral soil wetlands, the forest comprises
a much larger fraction of the total ecosystem C than in organic soil wetlands [50]. We hypothesize
that if black ash wetlands convert to shrub or grass/sedge wetlands because of higher water tables
following EAB invasion, both mineral and organic soil wetlands will likely be short-term sources of
C as fresh downed-wood decomposes, releasing CO2 to the atmosphere. Higher water tables created
by decreases in evapotranspiration following the loss of black ash after EAB invasion would also lead
to a short-term increase in CH4 emissions shortly after EAB invasion. Longer term, the high water
tables would be expected to lead to slower litter and soil decomposition and stabilization of CH4

emissions, lower emissions of CO2, and an overall ecosystem sink for C, mainly through accumulation
in the soil C pool.

7. Needs for Future Research

It is apparent from the paucity of research on black ash wetlands that we are only beginning
to understand the dynamics of this ecosystem and specifically the ecological impacts post-EAB.
Immediate research is needed to assess the impacts of EAB on native plant and animal biodiversity,
ecosystem functions related to nutrient and C cycling, and hydrology, as well as to evaluate possible
mitigation strategies for increasing the resilience of these imperiled ecosystems to EAB. Although we
have some data on transpiration, no evaporation or groundwater flow data exist to close the water
budget. A better understanding of the water budget will help us predict the possible conversion to
non-forest conditions. While we have good evidence that removing all or most of the canopy will
raise water tables, we have indications that canopy mortality of 20% or less can moderate water
table impacts. There is a need to measure water tables and other components of the water budget
across a range of canopy removal percentages to ascertain the level of mortality that causes significant
changes in hydrologic regime. If that number, for example, is 40% of the canopy basal area, then those
wetlands with less than 40% of the canopy in black ash would be more resilient to hydrologic changes
following EAB infestation.

Other critical information gaps related to hydrologic response of black ash wetlands
following EAB exist. Notably, the relative importance of water budget components to changes in
hydrologic regime across black ash wetland hydrogeomorphic settings remains unknown. Different
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hydrogeomorphic settings likely have different mechanisms and alternative outcomes are possible.
For example, the depth to confining layer is thought to be an important variable influencing response
in perched systems [51], but the threshold depth where the hydrologic regime shifts is unknown.
For depressional and swale settings, contributing area is likely a primary controlling factor and it
may be that at certain scales (small or large) the effect of reduced black ash transpiration, because
of loss of ash, on water table dynamics will be negligible. The lack of understanding of how black
ash interacts with hydrology demonstrates the need for studies across the range of hydrogeomorphic
settings that black ash encompasses. Ultimately, a greater understanding of hydrologic response over
time is needed to assess the potential for ecosystem recovery. Data from the Minnesota sites indicates
limited hydrologic recovery for at least five years after disturbance [51], but the longer-term response
is unclear.

In addition to more detailed information on hydrologic regimes, we need better insight on how
the replacement by herbaceous- or shrub-dominated vegetation will impact short- and long-term
nutrient (N, P, and cations) and carbon cycles. If former black ash wetlands become sources of CO2

and CH4 to the atmosphere, or even if there is a decrease in long-term storage capacity, conversion
to other wetland types could have important feedbacks to our global climate. Moreover, developing
restoration strategies to recover tree cover in these areas to offset these impacts is a critical need.

Other than the ground beetle study that occurred in black ash wetlands long after EAB infestation,
we have no published data on animal responses. Black ash wetlands are critical habitats for
invertebrates and amphibians as well as the species at higher trophic levels that depend on those
communities (e.g., reptiles, birds, and mammals) [24]. We need studies that assess the response
of these animal communities to EAB invasion to both develop an understanding of the temporal
animal responses and create management approaches that consider effects on both floral and faunal
communities. This assessment could be done using the simulated infestation sites or a chronosequence
of pre- and post-infested black ash stands.

Given the ongoing spread of EAB into regions where black ash often dominate wetland forests,
the need for additional research into the effects of EAB on ecosystems is urgent. As reviewed above,
there have been great developments in our understanding of black ash wetlands in the past ten years,
particularly with respect to how EAB will affect these forests and some of the subsequent physical and
ecological changes that will follow infestation. Assessing the impacts of the loss of black ash on biota
is the strongest outstanding need. We also still lack information on how infestation will alter physical
and ecological processes across the range of black ash systems. Research to address these fundamental
needs and existing mitigation strategies is currently underway and should provide critical information
for further refinement of mitigation and management strategies.
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