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Abstract
Forest fires have a profound impact on the atmospheric environment and air quality across the
ecosystems. The recent west coast forest fire in the United States of America (USA) has broken
all the past records and caused severe environmental and public health burdens. As of middle
September, nearly 6 million acres forest area were burned, and more than 25 casualties were
reported so far1. In this study, both satellite and in-situ air pollution data were utilized to
examine the effects of this unprecedented wildfire on the atmospheric environment. The
spatial-temporal concentrations of total six air pollutants, i.e. carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen
dioxide (NO2), sulfur dioxide (SO2), ozone (O3), particulate matter (PM2.5 and PM10), and
aerosol index (AI), were measured for the periods of 15 August to 15 September for 2020 (fire
year) and 2019 (reference year). The in-situ data-led measurements show that the highest
increases in CO (ppm), PM2.5, and PM10 concentrations (µg/m3) were clustered around the west
coastal fire-prone states, during the 15 August - 15 September period. The average CO
concentration (ppm) was increased most significantly in Oregon (1147.10), followed by
Washington (812.76), and California (13.17). Meanwhile, the concentration (µg/m3) in
particulate matter (both PM2.5 and PM10), was increased in all three states affected severely by
wildfires. Changes (positive) in both PM2.5 and PM10 were measured highest in Washington
(45.83 and 88.47 for PM2.5 and PM10), followed by Oregon (41.99 and 62.75 for PM2.5 and
PM10), and California (31.27 and 35.04 for PM2.5 and PM10). The average level of exposure to
CO, PM2.5, and PM10 was also measured for all the three fire-prone states. The results of the
exposure assessment revealed a strong tradeoff association between wildland fire and
local/regional air quality standard. The devastating west coast fire demonstrates the adverse
effect of wildfire on the air quality status of a region.

Keywords: Forest fire; Air pollution; Exposure assessment; Hazard; Carbon monoxide;
Nitrogen dioxide

Introduction
The West Coastal states of the United States of America (USA) have witnessed the
historically worst wildfires which have swiped away a substantial forest area (as of September
17, 2020, nearly 2.5 million acres were burned in California and more than 5 million acres
forest areas burned in California, Oregon, and Washington2) (National Interagency Fire Center,
2020). Many observations came out to estimate the total loss attributed to these fire events. In
the Washington state, the report stated that more than 330,000 acres (133,546 hectares) of forest
area were burned in a 24-hour period, which is also recorded highest comparing the preceding
year's fire incidents of the state3 (Washington State Department of Natural Resources, 20204).
In California, wildfires in 2020 are 26 times higher than the forest area (acres) burned in 2019
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during the same time period5. According to California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection (CAL FIRE6, 2020), 5 of the top 20 largest wildfires in California’s history have
occurred in 2020. Meteorological factors, especially the wind speed recorded up to 75 mph
during the fire seasons, amplified the spread of the fire to the nearby states that rarely
experience such devastating and intense fire blazes in the recent years7. Apart from the wind,
NASA report8 stated several other confounding factors, including record-breaking temperature
and unusually dry air, exceeding the flammability threshold, prolonged dry period, abundant
load of dry fuel, lack of soil moisture, etc., which have also been played key roles in amplifying
the fire intensity and exacerbated the burn severity across the regions (NASA Earth
Observatory, 2020). Among the active fires detected in California, Washington, and Oregon
states in 2020, the August Complex fire, in Tehama County, California, was found to be the
biggest fire ever recorded, covering more than 750,000 acres (CAL FIRE, 2020). According to
European Commission's Copernicus Atmosphere Monitoring Service (CAMS) Data9, the
wildfires in 2020 are recorded to be "significantly more intense" compared to the average fire
incidents during 2003-2019 period and found worst in 18 years (CAMS, 2020). The economic
loss attributed to these calamities could be more than 20 Billion $10.
Although wildfire has a few positive impacts, such as enhancing resilience and
adaptability of an ecosystem to combat climate extremes, increasing soil fertility, and removing
the dead organic residuals from soil substrate, (Verma and Jayakumar, 2012; Li et al., 2009),
several researchers have found a data-driven detrimental impact of forest fires led emission of
fine particulate, black carbon (smoke), and other gaseous compounds on human health (B. et
al., 2011; Aditama, 2000; Cascio, 2018; Schweizer and Cisneros, 2017). The health risk of
wildfire emission, especially emissions of carbon and particulate matter, are found highly
prominent in Southern and Western parts of the USA (Fowler, 2003). According to Fowler
(2003), there are several factors, such as fuel type, fire behaviours, wind conditions, fire
intensity, fire temperature, and fuel conditions (types of biomass and moisture levels in soils),
determining how human health would respond to the unprecedented fire extreme conditions.
Fire intensity, the other critical component, often regulates the combustion and emission of
wildfires (Fowler, 2003; Sommers et al., 2014). High-intensity fires mainly emit carbon and
water content, while, the lower intensity wildfires characterized by incomplete combustion and
therefore, emits harmful pollutants in high volume (Loehman et al., 2011; Fowler, 2003;
Loehman et al., 2011). However, Johnson (1992) study found a contrasting nature of the
association between wildfires and loss of soil carbon storage. This study (Johnson et al.) noted
that low-intensity fire has a trivial impact on degrading soil carbon and resulted in emission,
while, an intense wildfire can be attributed to substantial loss of soil carbon.
Many key air pollutants, i.e. fine and coarse particulate matter (PM2.5, PM10), carbon
monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), nitrous oxide (N2O), methane (CH4), volatile organic
5
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carbon (VOC), and many other toxics gases that emit during wildland fires have a profound
impact at worsening air quality across the region (Urbanski et al., 2008; Cascio, 2018). Among
the major air pollutants, fine particulate matter is the most common pollutant that increases
significantly during the wildfire (Phuleria et al., 2005). This addition of PM2.5 and PM10 into
the air causes severe adverse health burdens (Sannigrahi et al., 2020a, Kumar et al., 2020).
Many cause-specific morbidities, such as respiratory and cardiovascular health issues, are often
attributed to the hazardous concentration of fine particulate matter (B. et al., 2011; Aditama,
2000; Cascio, 2018; Sapkota et al., 2005; Landguth et al., 2020; Matz et al., 2020).
Approximately, landscape fire smoke caused 339,000 premature deaths annually (Johnston et
al., 2012). Landguth et al. (2020) study have found a strong linkage between high daily average
of PM2.5 concentrations that mainly comes from wildfire emission and upsurges of influenza
cases (projected 16% or 22% growth in influenza rate per 1 μg/m3 increase in average daily
summer PM2.5), during the wildfire season in the mountain west region of the USA. Butt et al.,
(2020) noted that the successful prevention of wildfires would avert nearly 16 800 (95CI: 16
300–17 400) premature deaths and 641 000 (95CI: 551 900–741 300) disability-adjusted life
years (DALYs) in South America, where nearly 26% of the avoided premature mortality is
located within the Amazon Basin.
Forest fires, caused by both natural and anthropogenic interventions, have a serious
impact on the atmospheric environment and air quality across ecosystems (Ferrare et al., 1990);
(Bo et al., 2020); (Cheng et al., 1998); (Sapkota et al., 2005); (Sannigrahi et al., 2020b);
Sannigrahi et al., 2020b). Zhu et al., (2018) examined the impact of smoke aerosols from
Russian forest fires on the air pollution over Asia using the Flexible Particle dispersion
(FLEXPART) Weather Research and Forecasting (WRF) model and found that due to the 2016
Siberia fire, approximately 60–300 μg/m3, 40–250 μg/m3 and 5–140 μg/m3 smoke aerosol
concentrations were entered in Central Asia, Mongolia and Northern China, respectively.
Johnston et al., (2014) measured the relationship between forest fire smoke events and hospital
emergency department (ED) attendances in Sydney during 1996–2007 and found that Smoke
events were associated with an instantaneous upsurge in presentations for respiratory
conditions and had lagged consequences on ischemic heart disease and heart failure. Lazaridis
et al., (2008) examined the effects of forest fire emissions on atmospheric pollution in Greece
and found that the wildfire emissions have contributed 50% to the PM10 concentration over the
region affected by wildfires. DeBell et al., (2004) evaluated the regional air pollution status of
the northeastern USA and its association with 2002 forest fire in Quebec and Canada; they
found that biomass burning led plumes caused to enhance the CO mixing ratios and particulate
matter concentration throughout the east coast of the USA. All these studies collectively
indicate a strong synergic association between wildfires and degradation of air quality across
the ecosystems. The forest fire in California, Oregon and Washington in 2020 has broken all
past records, and a substantial forest area has already been lost due to this unprecedented
catastrophe. A thorough and comparative assessment is therefore needed to discuss the severe
effects of this wildfire on air quality amidst the COVID-19 pandemic time.
2. Materials and methods
2.1 West Coast wildland fires in 2020
4

August Complex (including Doe Fire) wildfire is the largest single wildfire event
recorded in California in 2020. The complex fire includes 38 separate fires started on 16 August
2020 due to lighting and fell under Mendocino National Forest, CAL FIRE Mendocino Unit,
and CAL FIRE Humboldt-Del Norte Unit. Till now, the August complex fire events has spread
over seven counties, i.e. Mendocino, Humboldt, Trinity, Tehama, Glenn, Lake, Colusa and
destroyed 1017546 acres (South Zone 546,365 acres, North East Zone 267,115 acres, North
West Zone 68,200 acres, West Zone 135,866 acres) of forest area (CAL FIRE, 2020). The
complex wildfires include multiple fires. i.e. Elkhorn, Hopkins, Willow, Vinegar, and Doe
fires. On September 9 2020, the Doe fire event, which was the main fire event of August
complex, has surpassed the 2018 Mendocino Complex and become the largest single fire events
in California. As of 8 October 2020, 210 structures damaged (residential, commercial and
other) and 1 injury (confirmed fire personnel and civilian injuries) is recorded. Considering the
immense size and devastating power of the complex fire event, the fire is being managed by
three different zones, August Complex South Zone (Doe Fire), August Complex North Zone
(Elkhorn Fire), and August Complex West Zone (western portion of Doe Fire and Elkhorn
Fire). The other big fire events in California include SCU Lightning Complex (396,624 acres
burnt and 100% contained as of 01/10/2020), LNU Lightning Complex (363220 acres and
100% contained as of 2/10/2020), North Complex Fire (still active, 318,930 acres burnt and
88% contained as of 9/10/2020), Creek Fire (still active, 330,899 acres burnt and 49%
contained as of 8/10/2020), SQF Complex (still active, 164,993 acres burnt and 65% contained
as of 8/10/2020), CZU Lightning (86509 acres and 100% contained as of 22/9/2020), El
Dorado Fire (still active, 22,744 acres burnt and 95% contained as of 7/9/2020), Snow Fire
(6013 acres and 15% contained as of 9/19/2020), and Shackleford Fire (50 acres and 90%
contained as of 9/19/2020), are few of them (CAL FIRE, 2020). There are few other mediumsmall range fire events named as Foxfire, Bullfrog fire, Fork fire, Slater fire, Bobcat fire, Valley
fire, Rattlesnake fire, Slink fire, Moraine fire, Dolan fire, Feather fire, Lake fire, and Apple
fire, that occurred across California, Oregon, and Washington state (CAL FIRE, 2020). As of
now, in California, a total of 4,040,935 acres of forest were burned, 8,320 wildfire incidents
were recorded, 8 confirmed fatalities were identified, and 5,495 structures damaged or
destroyed. The estimated acres burned due to forest fire in the previous years are recorded as
259,823 acres in 2019, 1,975,086 acres in 2018, 1,548,429 acres in 2017, 669,534 acres in
2016, 880,899 acres in 2015, 625,540 acres in 2014, 601,625 acres in 2013, respectively (CAL
FIRE, 2020). According to CALFIRE daily wildfire incident report, five (August Complex
Fire, Creek Fire, North Complex Fire, SCU Lightning Complex Fire, and LNU Lightning
Complex Fire) of the top 20 biggest wildfires in California history have occurred in 2020.
Additionally, since 2003, August Complex Fire is recorded to be the largest single wildfire
events in California, followed by Mendocino Complex (July 2018, 459,123 acres burned and
280 structures damaged), SCU Lightning Complex (396,624 acres burned and 222 structures
damaged), LNU Lightning Complex (363,220 acres burned and 1491 structures damaged).

2.2 Measuring air pollution status during the fire incidents period
2.2.1 Sentinel 5P TROPOMI upper atmosphere air pollution column density
5

Both satellite and in-situ air pollution data were utilized for quantitative assessment of
the air quality status during the study period and subsequent interpretation. Sentinel 5P
TROPOspheric Monitoring Instrument (TROPOMI) data was employed for measuring column
number density of nitrogen dioxide (NO2), carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur dioxide (SO2), Ozone
(O3), and aerosol index (AI) for the 15 August to 15 September period for both 2019 and 2020
(Veefkind et al., 2012; Guanter et al., 2015; Kaplan et al., 2019; Sannigrahi et al., 2020b). The
Sentinel 5P satellite mission is a single-payload satellite placed at low Earth orbit intended to
monitor the concentration of trace gases and aerosols to provide crucial information about
upper surface air quality, climate change, and depletion of Ozone layer. The playload of the
Sentinel 5P mission is known as TROPOMI. TROPOMI is a spectrometer consists of multiple
visible, ultraviolet, near-infrared, and shortwave near-infrared spectral bands at a spatial
resolution as 7 km x 3.5 km (Veefkind et al., 2012). Sentinel 5P data was processed in Google
Earth Engine cloud platform (Gorelick et al., 2017). The year 2020 was considered a fire year,
and 2019 was considered as the reference year. The default unit of measurement (mol/m2) of
the satellite air pollution estimates was converted to concentration unit (µg/m3) to make it
comparable with the ground-based measurements. The Goddard Earth Observing System
forward processing (GEOS-FP) model-based black carbon column mass density information
was collected from NASA Erath Observatory. The Suomi NPP – Visible Infrared Imaging
Radiometer Suite (VIIRS) 375m and National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA-20) VIIRS 375m active forest fire data was collected from Fire Information for
Resource Management System (FIRMS11, 2020). Sentinel 5P has been proven effective in
detecting biomass burning emission (BBE) with the help of satellite-derived fire radiative
power (FRP) (Li et al., 2020). FRP denotes to the radiative energy emitted from wildfire, has
been effectively used as a reliable method for detecting BBE.
2.2.2 In-situ air pollution
In-situ air pollution measurements were retrieved from OpenAQ12. OpenAQ is a nonprofit organization that aims to retrieve, harmonize, share open-air quality information across
the citizens and organizations and to provide up-to-date status of clean air which would
eventually help prevent air pollution led health burdens across the world. The OpenAQ
platform retrieved latest and up-to-date air quality data from multiple sources including
government/institution air quality monitoring stations, low-cost open-air quality sensors, etc.
The current functionality that OpenAQ offers includes retrieving data using location and
country information, through application programming interface (API). Till now, OpenAQ has
693M air quality measurement information, 150 data sources, 13000 locations, and covers
nearly 95 countries. OpenAQ collects both public and organization hosted data based on five
criteria: (1) data collection should consist any of the seven pollutants: PM10, PM2.5, SO2, CO,
NO2, O3, or black carbon (BC). These pollutants were considered as they are the most common
air pollutants measured at outdoor environment. Though BC does not have any proven health
effects, still, the same has been considered as it does have noted impact on regional and global
climate warming; (2) data source must be hosted by or affiliated with official-level stationary
11
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(government entity or international organization) and outdoor air quality source; (3) data must
be in ‘raw’ format and should be measured and documented as physical concentrations unit.
Different air quality assessment indexes such as Air Quality Index (AQI), Pollutant Standard
Index (PSI), or any other conventional measurement units (e.g. parts per million versus
micrograms per cubic meter), which can easily convert to global standard physical
measurement units was adopted by OpenAQ system; (4) the source and collection of data must
be at the station-level, and the same should not be scaled up to higher (e.g. city) level to
aggregate the measurements into a single value for easy assessment. The location-specific
measurements allow to explore the intracity/location variation in pollution concentration; (5)
the time-frequency of data collection should be between 10 minutes and 24 hours. The OpenAQ
system checks the hosted sites in every 10 minutes to retrieve updated measurements of
pollutants and 24 hours time frame considers the longest average time interval, which also
defined as ‘real-time’ data. The geocoded air pollution estimates were converted to raster
surface using Inverse distance weighted (IDW) interpolation. Three key air pollutants, i.e.
carbon monoxide (CO), particulate matter (PM2.5, PM10), was considered to examine the effects
of forest fire on air quality. All the data was collected for the period 15 August to 15 September
for comparative assessment and subsequent interpretation.
2.3 Measuring county scale wildfire hazard potential
The county-scale wildfire hazard potential (WHP) scores were estimated using the
WHP data developed by United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service Fire
Modeling Institute (FMI13) (Radeloff et al., 2017, 2018; Martinuzzi et al., 2015; Dillon et al.,
2015). The FMI WHP data are providing a hazard potential index at a 270m spatial resolution
for the entire conterminous USA. The WHP is also intended to measure the relative potential
of wildfire hazard vulnerability at places that would often be difficult to contain. Therefore,
FMI has stated that areas with high WHP scores exhibit higher risk and likelihood of impacting
by high-intensity wildfires and vice versa. The final WHP scores is consisting of two WHP
maps 1) continuous integer values, and 2) five WHP classes (very low = 1, low = 2, moderate
= 3, high = 4, and very high = 5). The high (4) and very high WHP score (5) can be found in
areas that frequently affected by wildfires, and 0 refers to the non-burnable areas or water
surface. The low and moderate fire severity zones would be in 2 – 3 WHP score zone.
According to USDA FMI, the main aim of developing a spatially explicit robust WHP score at
high spatial resolution targeting the pixel as the smallest unit of measurement is not only
describing the fire risk and fire behaviours of regions, but also assessing all other relevant
components of fires risk by incorporating spatially paired demographic and resource
information into the assessment. The improved multi-component WHP would therefore be able
to be used for advance strategic planning and fuels management to curbs the concurrent
problems of wildfire across the ecosystem (Radeloff et al., 2017, 2018; Martinuzzi et al., 2015;
Dillon et al., 2015).
To pair the WHP scores with the demographic and other spatial components, the county
scale demographic information provided by ESRI14 was used. Linking up the population
13
14
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statistics into the wildfire hazard assessment allows us to spatially visualize and examine the
risk level at each community that is prone to wildfires, especially at the west coastal states of
USA (California, Washington, and Oregon). Additionally, having the improved status of
wildfire hazard in places that encounter such problems for a long time would be beneficial for
projecting cumulative loss that incurred due to wildfires and delineating avenues that could be
adopted for managing forest fire at any given ecosystem (ESRI, 2020).
To measure the county scale WHP, the average WHP values of each county was
measured using zonal statistics as table function in ArcGISPro. The updated demographic
profiles of each county provided by ESRI was incorporated into the modelling for computing
the fire hazard score. The updated GIS layer consists of many geographic layers, including
state, county, congressional district, ZIP code, tract, and block group was then joined with
county-averaged WHP score tables for overlay analysis. The enrich tool function was applied
for linking the updated county demographic attributes to county scale WHP scores and to
measure the population-weighted average WHP scores at the county scale for better
understanding the fire risk and associated adversities. The ESRI demographics include
population count, household and housing units, population growth rate, and projected changes
in population growth over time (ESRI, 2020).
2.4 Population weighted pollution exposure assessment
The population-weighted air pollution exposure assessment has frequently used in
epidemiological studies for measuring health effects of many extreme events (Gariazzo et al.,
2016; Etchie et al., 2018; Sannigrahi et al., 2020a). In most cases, the exposure assessment was
done using either relying on local monitoring measurements or satellite/in-situ data-driven
Land Use Regression models (Gariazzo et al., 2016; Özkaynak et al., 2013). Through time,
different modelling approaches have also been evolved to carry out air pollution exposure
assessment at various scales. Researchers from Kings’ College London used the data produced
by CMAQ-urban model which later combined with KCLurban model for assessing human
exposure assessment to PM2.5, PM10, NO2, and NOx pollutants in London (Beevers et al.,
2013). Two other commonly used models, i.e. AERMOD developed by US EPA and Common
Noise Assessment Methods in EU member states (CNOSSOS-EU) (Kephalopoulos and
Paviotti, 2012) have been used for traffic air pollution exposure assessment. In this study, the
population-weighted average pollution concentration was measured for three key air pollutants,
PM2.5, PM10, and CO. Both surface and satellite pollution estimates and gridded (pixel scale,
1km spatial resolution) raster population data provided by NASA SEDAC15 was utilized to
measure the grided population weighted pollution exposure during the fire period (15 August
to 15 September 2019 and 2020). The county scale pollution exposure assessment was done
using ArcGISPro spatial statistics zonal statistics as table function. The same was computed
for different grid scale for examining the scale effects on population average pollution
exposure. The updated administrative boundary was collected from US census bureau for
measuring the county averaged pollution exposure for fire year (2020) and non-fire year (2019)
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for California, Oregon, and Washington states. The OECD (2016) provided algorithm was used
to compute the population exposure assessment:

 ( Pop  C )
=
 Pop
x

EPOP

x

x

x

x

Where EPOP is the population-weighted average concentration of PM2.5, PM10, NO2, CO for
each county of California, Oregon, and Washington. x = 1…, N refers to the grids for which
the exposure assessment was measured, Popx is the population count derived from raster
gridded population dataset from NASA SEDAC, Cx is the average pollution concentration of
PM2.5, PM10, NO2, CO during the study period (15 August to 15 September 2019 and 2020).
Popx is the total population count of the pixel/grid .
x

2.5 Experimental design
The average concentration of the air pollutants was estimated using zonal statistics tool
in ArcGIS Pro software. ArcPy python module was utilized for automation and easy calculation
of the parameters utilized for comparative assessment. The spatiotemporal differences in air
pollution concentration over the western coastal states, i.e. California, Oregon, and
Washington, was measured using spatial analyst function in ArcGIS Pro. Spatial data
visualization was done using ggplot2 package in R software and ArcGIS Pro 2.5.
3. Results and discussion
Fig. 1 shows the black carbon density over the continental USA on 14, 15, and 16
September of 2020. Both storm progression path and plumes movements are demonstrating the
strong linkages between meteorological components, i.e. wind speed, wind direction, etc. that
facilitated the spread of smoke by sweeping air from west to east direction and plume
progression over the time. Hurricane Paulette, which labelled as category 1 hurricane (wind
speed would around 74 to 95 mph), developed in the Atlantic Ocean and made landfall in
Bermuda in between the fire period, which also assisted to move high-flying smoke plumes
from Midwest to Northeast as observed by Suomi NPP VIIRS satellite (NASA Earth
Observatory, 2020). However, the occurrence of two catastrophes (forest fire and Hurricane
Paulette) at the same period and the coupling effects and strong, cohesive interactions between
the two events has blocked the progression of wildfire smoke towards the Atlantic Oceans in
the upper atmosphere. Moreover, the Hurricane Sally, a category 2 hurricane (wind speed
would be in between 96 and 110 mph), made landfall over the Gulf Coast and caused historic
and catastrophic flooding the coastal region and helped the progression of smoke plumes
towards the north side of the study region. Hurricanes Sally and Paulette have been the two of
five tropical cyclones that occurred simultaneously in the Atlantic Ocean during the wildfire
period and helped spread the wildfire plumes over the region.
The spatial concentration and differences in the key air pollutants, CO, PM2.5, and PM10
are presented in Fig. 2. Air pollution has been increasing substantially during the observation
9

period, as evident for all three key air pollutants considered in this study. CO concentration
over the fire-prone west coast region rose dramatically during the observation period (15
August to 15 September) in 2020, compared to the concentration recorded in 2019. The average
CO concentration (ppm) in Washington, California, and Oregon was calculated as 2.34, 0.29,
and 3.16 in 2019, which was increased up to 815.11, 13.46, and 1150.26 in 2020 (Fig. 2, Table.
2). The average PM2.5 concentration (µg/m3) over the same period was recorded as 4.29, 7.60,
and 5.40 for Washington, California, and Oregon in 2019, which has risen up to 50.12, 38.87,
and 47.39 in 2020 (Fig. 2, Table. 2). The concentration of PM10 also shows a highly alarming
state of air quality during the study period. The average PM10 concentration (µg/m3) was
measured as 18.44, 29.40, and 23.28 in 2019, while the same has been increased considerably
in 2020, recorded as 106.91, 64.44, and 86.03 for Washington, California, and Oregon (Fig.
2, Table. 2). Several earlier research has utilized many available resources, i.e. satellite
estimates (Wu et al., 2006; Konovalov et al., 2011), in-situ measurement (Konovalov et al.,
2011), low-cost sensor measurements (Sayahi et al., 2019; Delp and Singer, 2020), air pollution
models (Watson et al., 2019) to examine the detrimental impact of wildfires on air quality
across the ecosystems. Wu et al., (2006) study has noted that the concentration of PM10 was
increased up to 160 μg/m3 due to the 2003 southern California wildfires and resulted emission
of particulate matter. Hodzic et al., (2007) study on 2003 European wildfires documented a
drastic increase (20 to 200%) of air pollutants, especially PM10, due to the emission of gaseous
compounds during the fire period. Wildfires were also found to be highly associated with the
increases of fine particulate matter (d < 2.5µm) (Jaffe et al., 2008; Sullivan et al., 2008; Matz
et al., 2020). Though there has been strong and clear evidence that wildfires have a strong
negative impact on air quality, still, there are several other factors, such as description of fire
emissions, atmospheric dispersion of smoke, and the chemical transformations of smoke, etc.,
needs to be evaluated comprehensively in order to understand the association between forest
fire and air quality in a better way (Martins et al., 2012). The astonishing figures of these
dramatic increases of air pollutants indicate that the record-breaking fires in 2020 not only
caused massive destruction of wildlife and structural damages of properties, they’re also adding
enormous amounts of fire particulates including smoke and ash into the atmosphere, raising
health crisis amidst the COVID-19 pandemic period. Though the clear connection between
health effects and wildfire smoke has not fully explored, there are substantial shreds of
evidence that supports the strong association between fire emitted smoke and ash concentration
and severe health outcomes. It has also been observed in research that such effects have often
exhibited delayed consequences, especially for cardiovascular and respiratory cause-specific
diseases, and do not usually disappear when air gets clear (Landguth et al., 2020).
Satellite-based estimation also indicates the clustered concentration of air pollutants,
i.e. AI, CO, and NO2, during the fire incidents period (Fig. 3, Table. 3). The average Aerosol
Index (AI) was recorded to be increased significantly for all three states, measured as -1.26, 0.94, and -1.18 in 2019 and -0.91, 0.44, and -0.53 in 2020 for Washington, California, and
Oregon, respectively. The other two pollutants, i.e. CO and NO2, are also found to be increased
during the study period, which is mainly associated with wildfire and resulted in the emission
of greenhouse compounds. The CO concentration (µg/m3) was measured as 924.84, 855.46,
872.67 in 2019 and 1186.80, 1673.06, 1571.55 in 2020 for Washington, California, and
10

Oregon. While, the satellite-derived average NO2 concentration (µg/m3) was measured as 6.18,
6.29, and 5.86 in 2019 and 6.03, 6.83, and 5.97 in 2020 for Washington, California, and Oregon
(Fig. 3, Table. 3). While, during the same period, the O3 and SO2 concentration was declined
in 2020 for all three states. Fig. 4 shows the carbon emission from fires in California state for
the period 1997 to 2020. Carbon emission (Tg) was recorded highest in 2020, compared to the
average carbon emissions during 1997 – 2020. This demonstrates the prolonged effects of
forest fire on the atmospheric environment and GHG concentration that eventually led to
mesoscale global warming across the ecosystems. (Li et al., 2020) study explored the
application of advanced baseline imager (ABI) fire radiative power (FRP) for measuring
wildfire emissions in the USA using S5P TROPOMI CO data and noted that during July
2018—October 2019, approximately 596 Gg CO has been added into the atmosphere due the
wildfires (41 different sized wildfires haven been recorded during 2018-2019 fire season).
During the fire period, Li et al. study measured the CO column mixing ratio of smoke plumes
which was found 47 ppbv higher than that of the background (CO mixing ratio enhancement
was 51% higher than the normal period). In extreme cases, the CO mixing ratio enhancement
was measured as 164% (135 ppbv) and 261% (190 ppbv) for two fire events in Idaho region
during the same period (Li et al., 2020). During the 2004-2009 fire period, on days when PM2.5
AQI have exceeded the standard PM2.5 AQI regulatory threshold, wildfires contributed nearly
71.3 % of total PM2.5 AQI (Liu et al., 2016). Under the scenario of climate change, Liu et al.
estimated that more than 82 million peoples would likely to experience a 57 % and 31 % rise
in the frequency and intensity of Smoke waves. This unusual extremity will be more prominent
in the fire-prone states of the USA, i.e. Northern California, Western Oregon and the Great
Plains (Liu et al., 2016). Apart from that, many studies have utilized the COVID-19 lockdown
restriction as a window to understanding the role of human activity on forest fire (Gupta et al.,
2020; Amador-Jiménez et al., 2020).
The spatial differences in CO, PM2.5, and PM10 concentration were measured and
documented in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. The in-situ data-led measurements show that the highest
increases in CO (ppm), PM2.5, and PM10 concentration (µg/m3) was clustered around the west
coastal fire-prone states, from 15 August to 15 September period. The average CO
concentration (ppm) was increased most significantly in Oregon (1147.10), followed by
Washington (812.76), and California (13.17) (Fig. 5, Table. 2). While, the concentration
(µg/m3) of particulate matter (both PM2.5 and PM10), was increased in all three states that
affected badly by wildfires. Changes (positive) in both PM2.5 and PM10 were measured highest
in Washington (45.83 and 88.47 for PM2.5 and PM10), followed by Oregon (41.99 and 62.75
for PM2.5 and PM10), and California (31.27 and 35.04 for PM2.5 and PM10) (Fig. 5, Table. 2).
The satellite-based assessment is also exhibiting to a high degree of changes in air pollution
concentration observed over the west coastal states in the USA from 15 August to 15 September
(Fig. 6). AI was increased mostly in California, compared to the changes in AI in Oregon and
Washington in 2020 from the equivalent period in 2019. The changes in CO and NO2 follows
the same pattern as observed for AI. The highest increases in CO and NO2 was recorded over
the western coastal states, which is primarily associated with forest burns and release of GHG
components into the atmosphere. The 7 days average AQI status during the fire period derived
from PurpleAir has suggested the prolonged effects of wildfire smoke and blazes on ambient
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air quality (Fig. 7). Both PM2.5 and PM10 concentration over the west coastal states has reached
the hazardous to most-hazardous AQI levels amidst the partial/full COVID-19 lockdown
restrictions. The green dot in the map indicates that the air is mostly clean and no harm can be
caused by this AQI. The orange color implies that few sensitive groups could be affected after
24 hours of exposure. The red color entails that everyone may be affected with this AQI if the
exposure will be longer and there are no improvements in AQI. Among these colours, the dark
purple-maroon indicates the worst AQI that suggest “Health warnings of emergency conditions
if they are exposed for more than 24 hours and the entire population is more likely to be
affected.” (PurpleAir, 2020, CNBC, 2020). Due to wildfire and associated emission of
particulate matter, a positive trend in PM2.5 (98th quantile during 1988–2016) was observed in
the Northwest United States (most fire-prone region in the USA), compared to the other areas
of the country for which a negative trend in PM2.5 was recorded (McClure and Jaffe, 2018).
This positive trend in PM2.5 concentration was found to be mainly associated with wildfire
black carbon emission and emission of smoke in the west coast region (McClure and Jaffe,
2018). The wildfire smoke emission above the boundary layer often elevated into the free
troposphere through convective lofting where the highspeed winds help to travel the smoke to
a long distance. The subsidence of this smoke layer occurs at the zone of high surface pressure,
which can contribute to the enhancement of surface concentration of fine particulate matter
(Miller et al., 2011).
Population weighted average concentration (ppm for CO and µg/m3 for PM2.5 and
PM10) of air pollutants was measured for California, Washington, and Oregon for 15 August
to 15 September period (Table. 4). The exposure assessment has been carried out for two
consecutive years, i.e. 2019 (considered as the normal year) and 2020 (considered as fire year).
The average exposure level of CO has been increased dramatically in Washington and Oregon,
while, the same has not been increased greatly in California. The highest average level of
exposure to PM2.5 was found in Oregon, followed by Washington and California. At the same
time, the highest exposure level of PM10 exposure was calculated for Washington, Oregon, and
California, states respectively (Table. 4). According to WHO classiﬁcation of global air
pollution regulatory threshold for PM2.5, i.e. (i) highly polluted – (average PM2.5 > 35 µg/m3);
(ii) polluted (35 ≥ average PM2.5 > 25 µg/m3); (iii) moderately polluted (25 ≥ average PM2.5 >
15 µg/m3); and (iv) slightly polluted (15 ≥ average PM2.5 > 10 µg/m3), air quality status in
Oregon and Washington have reached the highly polluted condition during the fire period.
While PM2.5 AQI was measured as polluted (average PM2.5 concentration in California was
recorded as 28.90 µg/m3 during the study period in 2020). In 2019, during the same period, the
average exposure (µg/m3) to PM2.5 was documented as 4.77, 9.06, and 5.04 for Washington,
California, and Oregon, respectively (Table. 4). According to the US EPA AQI categorization
for PM2.5 (µg/m3), i.e. good (PM2.5 – 0-12), moderate (PM2.5 – 12 – 35), unhealthy for sensitive
individuals (PM2.5 – 35 – 55), unhealthy (PM2.5 – 55-150), very unhealthy (PM2.5 – 150 – 250),
and hazardous (PM2.5 – >250), Oregon’s (PM2.5 = 52.14) and Washington’s (PM2.5 = 41.02)
PM2.5 AQI was categorized as unhealthy for sensitive individuals (Table. 4). According to the
WHO air quality guidelines for PM10 (PM10 should not be exceeded 20 μg/m3 annual mean, or
50 μg/m3 24-hour mean), the average exposure (µg/m3) level to PM10 was found unhealthy and
hazardous for all three states, i.e. Washington (102.77), Oregon (93.32), and California (68.04),
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respectively during 15 August to 15 September in 2020 (Table. 4). This sudden and abrupt
increases of fine and coarse particulate matter and carbon compounds is largely due to the
wildfire emission, and this unprecedented event poses serious health concerns to the residents
living in this region. Currently, wildfire smoke causes 339,000 annual global premature
mortality (interquartile range: 260,000–600,000) (Johnston et al., 2012). Liu et al. (2015)
evaluated 61 epidemiological studies linked with wildfire and human health across the world,
and reported that daily air pollution levels that recorded during or after wildfire events exceeded
U.S. EPA regulations and in many cases, the average PM10 concentration during the wildfire
period was found 1.2 to 10 times higher than that of non-fire periods. Among the diseases that
primarily attributed to wildfire, respiratory disease was found to be highly associated with
wildfire smoke (Liu et al., 2015). In the USA, nearly 10% of the population (30.5 million)
stayed in the regions where the contribution of wildfire to annual average ambient PM2.5 was
high (>1.5 μg/m3) and nearly 10.3 million peoples experienced to unhealthy air quality for
more than 10 consecutive days that mainly attributed to wildfire and resulted in emission
(Rappold et al., 2017). People with existing respiratory illness have found more susceptible
due to wildfire, and the upsurges of the demand of rescue medication have been linked to the
average exposure time to wildfire smoke in Southern California, USA (Vora et al., 2011).
Ischemic Heart Disease (IHD) had also been linked to the wildfire emission (particularly PM10
emission) as the elevated number of IHD related clinic visits reported during the wildfire
seasons in California (Lee et al., 2009).

Conclusion
The present research has evaluated the effects of forest fire on air quality status in the
west coastal states (California, Oregon, and Washington) of the USA. 2020 west coast fire has
broken the past fire records, and nearly 6 million forest areas were burned in California,
Oregon, and Washington states in the USA. To understand the adverse effects of wildfire
emissions on air quality, the concentrations of different pollutants, i.e. CO, PM2.5, PM10, NO2,
O3, SO2, and AI, were measured using satellite and in-situ monitored data for a fixed period
(15 August to 15 September) for 2020 (fire year) and 2019 (reference year). Sentinel 5P
TROPOMI satellite data products were utilized for estimating column number density of NO2,
O3, SO2, CO, and AI. The average CO concentration (ppm) was increased most notably in
Oregon (1147.10), followed by Washington (812.76), and California (13.17). While, the
concentration (µg/m3) of particulate matter (both PM2.5 and PM10), was increased in all three
states that affected severely by wildfires. Changes (positive) in both PM2.5 and PM10 were
measured highest in Washington (45.83 and 88.47 for PM2.5 and PM10), followed by Oregon
(41.99 and 62.75 for PM2.5 and PM10), and California (31.27 and 35.04 for PM2.5 and PM10),
respectively. The county scale hazard potential assessment has portrayed the abundance of dry
fuel load and potential risk of wildland fires across the region. Due to the unprecedented
wildland fire and resulted emission, the average level of exposure to hazardous pollutants have
been increased drastically. This may cause severe health hazards if the fire smoke persists a
longer period. The high-intensity fire events in west coast regions have been triggered by many
causal factors, including heatwave and warming climate prevalent in the region, the abundant
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load of dry fuel and lack of soil moisture, cold breezes from nearby states and occurrence of
hurricanes in the midst of fire events, etc. The increasing level of air pollution, caused by the
west coast fire in 2020, revealed the strong negative association between wildfire and air
quality status of a region. More domain research in this direction would help to understand the
complex nexus between climate change and associated adversities in a better way.
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Fig. 2 Spatial differences in pollution concentration during 15 August to 15 September 2019 and 2020.
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Fig. 5 Differences in CO, PM 10 , and PM2 .s concentration due to west
coast forest fire.

Table. 1 Forest fire incidents in California state during 2013 to 2020.
Year
2020
2019
2018
2017
2016
2015
2014
2013

Area Burned
(Acres)
3,472,947
259,823
1,975,086
1,548,429
669,534
880,899
625,540
601,625

Incidents

Loss of Life

Structures Damaged

7,882
7860
7948
9270
6954
8283
7233
9907

25
3
100
47
6
7
2
1

6546
732
24,226
10,280
1274
3159
471
456

Table. 2 Change statistics in air pollutants, i.e. CO (ppm), PM25 and PM10 (µg/m3) during the study
period (15 August to 15 September in 2019 and 2020), derived from in-situ monitored data.
Pollutants
CO

PM25

PM10

Year

Washington

California

Oregon

2019
2020
Δ CO
2019
2020
Δ PM25
2019
2020
Δ PM10

2.34
815.11
812.76
4.29
50.12
45.83
18.44
106.91
88.47

0.29
13.46
13.17
7.60
38.87
31.27
29.40
64.44
35.04

3.16
1150.26
1147.10
5.40
47.39
41.99
23.28
86.03
62.75

Table. 3 Change statistics (µg/m3) of air pollutants during the study period (15 August to 15 September
in 2019 and 2020), derived from Sentinel 5P TROPOMI data.
Pollutants
AI

CO

NO2

O3

SO2

Year

Washington

California

Oregon

2019
2020
Δ AI
2019
2020
Δ CO
2019
2020
Δ NO2
2019
2020
Δ O3
2019
2020
Δ SO2

-1.26
-0.91
-0.35
924.84
1186.80
261.96
6.18
6.03
-0.16
12357.50
11878.22
-479.28
29.77
19.35
-10.42

-0.94
0.44
1.38
855.46
1673.06
817.60
6.29
6.83
0.54
12216.90
11831.38
-385.52
23.42
7.59
-15.83

-1.18
-0.53
-0.65
872.67
1571.55
698.88
5.86
5.97
0.11
12280.26
11802.57
-477.69
17.53
6.53
-11.00

Table. 4 Population weighted pollution concentration of CO (ppm), PM25 (µg/m3) and PM10 (µg/m3)
during the study period (15 August to 15 September 2019 and 2020).
Pollutants
CO

PM2.5

PM10

Year
2019
2020
Δ CO
Δ CO (%)
2019
2020
Δ PM2.5
Δ PM2.5 (%)
2019
2020
Δ PM10
Δ PM10 (%)

Washington
1.72
566.99
565.27
32823.19
4.77
41.02
36.24
759.13
17.57
102.77
85.20
484.85

California
0.29
0.96
0.68
234.95
9.06
28.90
19.84
218.99
30.88
68.04
37.16
120.33

Oregon
6.73
2575.70
2568.96
38168.07
5.04
52.14
47.10
935.39
21.22
93.32
72.10
339.76

