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STUDY AREA @ DO PEATLANDS BURN AS SEVERELY AS UPLAND FORESTS?

To answer this question the land cover classification maps were integrated with the burn
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BSI =72.6 + 504 * diff4:5

A fuel consumption and carbon emissions model
(CanFIRE) is being used to model emissions from
the four study fires. The schematic to the right
shows typical inputs to the model in orange.
CanFIRE was not created to model peatland fires
so it had to be parameterized with remote
sensing data, which are shown in gold.

%-not-sphag =-7.4 + (73.6 * diff2:7) + (70.6 *
diff4:5)

Utikuma

These models were used to generate the burn
severity maps for four fires in northern Alberta,
Canada seen in the second column to the right.




