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ABSTRACT

Wildland fires pose an increasingly serious problem in our society. The number and severity of

these fires has been rising for many years. Wildfires pose direct threats to life and property as well as in-

direct threats through ancillary effects like reduced air quality due to smoke. The aim of this thesis is to

develop techniques to help combat the negative impacts of wildfires by improving wildfire modeling ca-

pabilities by using satellite fire observations. Already much work has been done in this direction by re-

searchers in the wildfire community. Our work seeks to expand the body of knowledge using mathemati-

cally sound methods to utilize information about wildfires that considers the uncertainties inherent in the

satellite data.

In this thesis we explore methods for using satellite observations to help initialize and steer wild-

fire simulations. In particular, we develop a method for constructing the history of a fire, a new technique

for assimilating wildfire data, and a method for modifying the behavior of a modeled fire by inferring in-

formation about the fuels in the fire domain. All three of these goals rely on being able to estimate the

time a fire first arrived at every location in a geographic region of interest. Because detailed knowledge

of the histories of real wildfire is typically unavailable, the basic procedure for developing and testing the

methods in this thesis will be to first work with simulated data so that the estimates produced can be

compared with known solutions. The methods thus developed are then applied to several real-world sce-

narios. Analysis of these scenarios shows that the work with constructing the history of fires and data as-

similation improves improves fire modeling capabilities. The research is significant because it gives us a

better understanding of the capabilities and limitations of using satellite data to inform wildfire models

and it points the way towards possible new avenues for modeling fire behavior.

The form and content of this abstract are approved. We recommend its publication.

Approved: Jan Mandel
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Problem and Proposed Solution Methods

1.1.1 Wildfire Impacts and the Need for Improved Modeling

Over the past several decades the numbers and sizes of North American wildfires have been in-

creasing (Schoennagel et al., 2017). Climate changes have resulted in longer fire weather seasons and in-

creased burnable area on a global scale (Jolly, 2015). For example, in California, the number of autumn

days with extreme fire weather has doubled in the last 30 years (Goss et al., 2020). These changes create

a significant risk to life, property, natural habitat, and lead to increased economic costs in terms of fire

suppression efforts, fuel management, property loss, and other societal costs (Schoennagel et al., 2017).

Additionally, the effects of smoke on air quality can extend well beyond the area directly affected by fire.

These negative impacts on the health of people and on the air quality are of increasing concern as more

fires occur (Jaffe et al., 2020). To help combat the effects of increased wildfire activity, better modeling of

wildland fires can be used to help fire suppression crews, emergency planners, and public health officials

make more informed decisions (Andrews et al., 2007). Fire models can also be used to help with planning

of preventative measures like prescribed-fire planning, assigning fire-danger ratings, and fire control plan-

ning (Albini, 1976; Andrews et al., 2007).

1.1.2 Towards Better Wildfire Modeling

The purpose of the research presented in this thesis is to help achieve better modeling of fires. To

accomplish this, we propose the following methods.

• Initialization of fire simulations from an estimate of the ignition point or fire arrival time. This task

attempts to find the best estimate of the state of the fire before starting a simulation.

• Steering the model by assimilation of satellite observations. This task keeps the simulation up-to-

date with the latest information available about the observed state of the fire.

• Adjustment of the fuel moisture content (FMC) used in the model. The FMC is a measure of how

relatively wet or dry the fuels in the fire domain are. This task tries to optimize a key parameter of

the model so that future predictions are more accurate.

Each of these tasks is briefly outlined below and full details of the methods and the capabilities

will be covered in its own chapter.
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1.1.2.1 Estimation of the Ignition Point and Fire Arrival Time

A method for estimating the fire arrival time from satellite data will be demonstrated. The fire

arrival time is the time the time that fire first arrived at a location in an area of interest. Simulations of

fire may be started from such an estimate and can provide better predictions than initializing a simula-

tion from an ignition point. Because active fire detection data is relatively sparse, it is generally not pos-

sible to know when, or even if, a fire has arrived at every location within an area of interest. The method

proposed in this thesis estimates the fire arrival time at locations without active fire detections by com-

parison to nearby locations that do have recorded fire arrival times. In most cases, the known fire arrival

times will be obtained from satellite active fire data, but other observations such as infrared fire perime-

ter data can be used as well. All that is needed are the GPS coordinates of actively burning locations and

the times the observation were made. The method will be discussed in Chapter III. This chapter will also

detail a method to use satellite data to estimate the ignition point of a wildfire. Having an estimate of the

ignition point of wildfire can help in producing better fire forecasts in modeling or provide fire investiga-

tors additional information about the cause of the fire.

1.1.2.2 Data Assimilation of Satellite Observations

Steering the model with updated information about the fire location is in Chapter IV. This

method will help keep the running model reflecting the latest information about the fire extent. The

method is similar to that used for estimating the fire arrival time, but combines the model forecast with

the fire data in a way that accounts for the known uncertainties inherent in the satellite data. Impor-

tantly, the properties of the satellite instruments have been studied in order to quantify those uncertainties

with regard to the satellite fire observations. The process of combining satellite observations with the out-

put of the wildfire model is used to make periodic restarts of the fire simulation when more data becomes

available.

1.1.2.3 Adjustment of Fuel Moisture Content

The third goal of this research is to develop a method for adjustment of the fuel moisture content

used by the model by comparison of the model forecast with an estimated fire arrival time derived from

satellite data. The effect is to make the model fire spread faster or slower during the next simulation pe-

riod to better match the conditions observed by satellite. This method will help the model make better

predictions during the next simulation period after data assimilation has been performed and the simula-

tion restarted from an updated state. The method will be discussed in Chapter V
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1.1.3 Wildfire Modeling Approaches

Wildfire modeling has a history dating back to the 1920s and continues to this day (Sullivan,

2009a). There are currently many efforts being made to improve the accuracy and efficiency of computer

wildfire models. An important component of a system is the spread model that shows how fire propagates

given a set of inputs like local wind speeds, temperature, humidity, slope, and the properties of available

fuels. One of the most widely used spread models is the Rothermel model (Rothermel, 1972). It is a semi-

empirical model that that relies on information about winds, terrain, and fuels to estimate a rate of spread

(ROS) of a fire at a point. Calculations can be made quickly and the model is appropriate for operational

usage in the field. Other models such as FIRETEC (Linn et al., 2002) are fully physics-based and require

high performance computing resources to run simulations due to the complexity of the calculations. A

third approach is to model fire behavior as a stochastic process where a sequence of time steps determine

how fire progresses from an initial point on a computational grid to other points in the fire domain. The

PROPAGATOR (Trucchia et al., 2020) is one such model. The probability of fire spread from one loca-

tion to another is computed from the properties of the fuels, winds, and terrain at locations in the fire

domain. Computational times with the model are very fast and two days of simulation can be produced

on a laptop computer in five minutes. Wildfire Analyst (WFA) is a commercial software system designed

for operational use in response command centers or in the field that is capable of running on a desktop or

tablet computer (Ramírez et al., 2011). The tool was first used in Spain but recent updates to its capa-

bilities have made it suitable for use in other regions. The software provides real-time analysis of wildfires

and can rapidly simulate the spread of wildfires (WildfireAnalyst, 2021 (accessed July 5, 2021)). The fire

spread model is based on the Rothermel model and incorporates tools for adjusting the fire rate of spread

in the model, by using observations of the behavior of the actual fire (Cardil et al., 2019b). FlamMap

(Finney, 2006) desktop software has been developed by the U.S. Forest Service as a package capable of

simulating wildfire behavior by inclusion of the FARSITE (Finney, 1998) fire growth simulation model.

FARSITE uses the Rothermel model to account for surface fire spread and also is capable of accounting

for fire spread by crown fire and spotting, providing the capability to simulate an array of fire with differ-

ent characteristics. A dead fuel moisture model accounts for slope, elevation, aspect, and weather at the

site of individual pixels in the fire domain. A graphical user interface is capable of displaying fire perime-

ters at time steps used by the program. A comprehensive survey of wildfire modeling strategies developed

between 1990 and 2007 is provided to the interested reader in (Sullivan, 2009b).
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1.1.3.1 Coupled Fire-Atmosphere Models

Modeling of wildland fires is difficult since the phenomena is not completely understood (Clark

et al., 1996). The behavior of these fires is greatly affected by available fuels, topography, and weather

(Rothermel, 1972). For example, a fire will spread faster uphill through dry grass and in the presence of

winds blowing up that the hill than than it would spread over level ground through moist timber with no

winds present (Pyne et al., 1996). In turn, wildland fires can affect the weather. In particular, wildland

fires release heat, smoke, and moisture into the atmosphere. These releases can affect local weather by

producing winds, contributing to instabilities in the atmosphere, and creating cumulus clouds capable of

producing rain, lightning, and downburts (Pyne et al., 1996). To reflect the interactions between fire and

atmosphere in wildland fire models, a coupled fire-atmosphere model can be used. In such a model, out-

puts from a weather model, such as wind speed, temperature, and humidity, are used as inputs into a fire

spread model. Outputs from the fire spread model, such as heat and vapor fluxes, are used as inputs to

the weather model (Mandel et al., 2011).

Coupled models have been in use for many years. Clark et al. (1996) demonstrated with The Cou-

pled Atmosphere-Wildland Fire Environment (CAWFE) the effectiveness of coupling a mesoscale weather

model with a simple dry eucalyptus forest fire model to create a wildland fire simulation model useful for

the investigation of fire dynamics. Since then, other coupled fire-atmosphere models have been imple-

mented by various researchers. For example, the MesoNH-ForeFire Model of Filippi (Filippi et al., 2011)

couples the ForeFire fire area simulator, based on the Balbi fire spread model (Balbi et al., 2009), to the

Meso-NH mesoscale weather numerical model (Lafore et al., 1998) to simulate the interactions between

fire and atmosphere that would not be possible without the fire-atmosphere coupling. Using this system,

simulations of real world fires were able to qualitatively reproduce fire characteristics such as the charac-

teristics of fire plumes as observed in the field. These simulations were able to be run in less than a sin-

gle day on a dual-core computer in less than a day. The WFDS model of Mell (Mell et al., 2007) couples

a fire spread model to the Fire Dynamics Simulator (FDS) (McGrattan et al., 2013) in order to simulate

the spread of fire in surface fuels over flat terrain. This physics-based model showed an ability to sim-

ulate the progress of the head fire observed in two Australian grassland experiments but overestimated

the rate of spread in the flank fires. These experiments were performed on fire domains up to the size of

1.5 × 1.5 km using computers with less than a dozen processors and took many hours to complete sim-

ulations lasting less than two minutes. The complexity of calculations makes this tool more appropri-

ate for research usage than for operational usage (Sullivan, 2009c) Dahl et. al (Dahl et al., 2015) intro-

duced a coupled fire-atmosphere model by the joining Discrete Event System Specification Fire model

(DEVS-FIRE) (Ntaimo and Zeigler, 2004) and the Advanced Regional Prediction System (ARPS) (Xue
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et al., 2001) atmospheric model. The spread model employs a raster-based approach that accounts for

fuel, terrain, and weather data in a cellular space where fire ignition moves from cell to cell according to

rules that are informed by the Rothermel fire spread model. Fire–atmosphere interactions are made us-

ing heat output from the DEVS-FIRE fire spread component as an input to the ARPS atmosphere model.

These inputs result in changes in near-surface winds in ARPs that are, in turn, used as an input to DEVS-

FIRE. The HIGRAD/FIRETEC (Reisner et al., 2000; Linn et al., 2002) is a coupled atmospheric trans-

port–wildfire behavior model from Los Alamos National Laboratory. HIGRAD is a hydrodynamic model

that solves a version of the Navier-Stokes equations (Reisner et al., 2000) and FIRETEC is the fire model

that emulates the average behavior of fuels and gases in wildires. The combined system is a physics-based

model which solves equations for the conservation of mass, momentum and energy, and has managed to

capture fine-scale processes through subgrid modeling. HIGRAD/FIRETEC has been used to study the

dynamics of fire spread in grass fires (Cunningham and Linn, 2007).

Figure 1.1: The fire behavior triangle. Weather, fuels, and the terrain are the three biggest factors affect-
ing the behavior of wildfires. The Rothermel model used in WRF-SFIRE makes predictions about the fire
based on these three inputs.

1.1.4 Overview of the Modeling Strategy

Modeling of a fire is performed in a cyclic fashion. The simulation is initialized from an estimate

of the ignition point or an estimate of the state of the fire sometime after it has started. The model is

then run forward in time, producing a forecast about where and when the fire will move. As more data

about the fire becomes available, the model state is adjusted and restarted from an updated estimate that

combines the previous model output with the new data. The model is then run forward until new data be-

comes available and the the process repeats when more data is assimilated. See Figure 1.2 for a pictorial

representation of the process outlined in the steps below.

1. Set up the fire domain as a location in space and time. This can be done by hand or by using the

WRFX web-based system. This process will bring in additional information about weather, terrain,
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Figure 1.2: Overview of the modeling strategy. Orange stars indicate locations of satellite acive fire de-
tections and black curves represent estimate of the fire’s outer perimeter. (1) Set up the fire domain. (2)
Collect available observations of the the fire. (3) Estimate the current state of the fire from the observa-
tions. (4) Run the model forward in time from the estimate. (5) Collect the most recent observations and
update the estimate of the fire arrival time. (6) Restart the model using the most up-to-date observations.

and other inputs to the fire model. A brief summary of the modeling environment is given in section

2.1.

2. Collect observational data such as satellite fire detections or infrared perimeter observations. Fre-

quently, the infrared perimeter data needs to be checked for consistency.

3. Estimate the ignition point or fire arrival time from satellite data. Methods for accomplishing these

tasks will be developed in Chapter III

4. Run the model forward from the estimated initial conditions.

5. Collect further observations and use them to adjust the fire arrival time as well as possibly adjust

model parameters such as fuel moisture content. The methods used will be discussed in chapters IV

and V.

6. Restart the model from the updated estimate and continue the forecast. Steps 4, 5, and 6 get re-

peated.
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1.2 Existing Methods and Literature Search

1.2.1 Estimation of fire properties from data

Satellite observations have been used to estimate properties of fires for many years. The infor-

mation of where and when fires have been detected by satellite can be used to infer general properties

about fires in large geographic regions as well as detailed properties about specific fires of interest. These

approaches help with fire response planning as well as responding to fires operationally (Albini, 1976).

The ability to estimate the ignition point of a fire or current area burned can be used to initialize com-

puter simulations of fires and to issue more accurate short-term forecasts. Estimates of the current ROS

and direction of the fire can be used to help inform such time-critical decisions such as evacuation orders

or directing fire suppression efforts. Data about in-progress fires can be used to steer computers models

through data assimilation techniques.

Various studies have attempted to use the sparse data from the polar orbiting satellites to give

a fuller picture of the characteristics of individual fires. In some cases, (Benali et al., 2016) the satellite

data were used to infer only the most basic properties of wild fires such as the duration of the event or

probable location of the ignition. Other researchers such as Sá et al. (2017) have used satellite data to

help validate models like the Fire Area Simulator (FARSITE). In Benali et al. (2016) data from the Mod-

erate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) were used to estimate the time fire events began

and ended as well as the location of the ignition point for fires in California, Greece, Alaska, Portugal, and

Australia. The ignition time and location were estimated simply by using the first fire detection(s) asso-

ciated with a particular fire. In some cases, this method could produce errors in location of more than a

kilometer and an error in the time of ignition of up to a day. Given the temporal and spatial resolution of

the MODIS instruments, a more accurate estimate would be hard to achieve. Parks attempted to obtain

day-of-burning (DOB) data (fire arrival time at a point with 24 hour temporal resolution) from MODIS

satellite data. Ten different interpolation techniques were used to fill in missing DOB burning data for lo-

cations within known fire perimeters. There were 21 fires studied and comparisons were made with the

DOB data drawn from fire progression maps made by observers during fire events. MODIS fire data were

accepted "as is" and no effort was made to account for uncertainties in this data (Parks, 2014). Sá studied

nine large fires in Portugal. The fires were modeled using the Fire Area Simulator (FARSITE) and com-

parisons were made to data from the MODIS platform (Sá et al., 2017). The first and last fire detections

from the satellites were used as the start and end times of the fire as in Benali et al. (2016). The goal of

this research was to evaluate the effectiveness of the FARSITE fire modeling software based on the avail-

able MODIS data. Laboda et. al have used MODIS satellite data to map the location of fires in the boreal
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forests of Russia by clustering active fire detections spatially and temporally so that individual fire events

can be identified and studied (Loboda and Csiszar, 2007). A machine technique has been recently devel-

oped in Farguell et al. (2021) for estimating the fire arrival time from satellite fire data. The technique

uses the support vector machine (SVM) supervised classification model to define a fire arrival time from a

boundary that separates the times and locations of burning and non-burning pixels as recorded by satellite

fire detection algorithms. Importantly, the method uses information about where the satellite records no

fire to be present as part of its calculations. The use of these “non-fire pixels" has been used in this thesis

as well.

1.2.2 Data Assimilation of Fire Observations

Data assimilation is the process of modifying the output of a numerical model by using subsequent

observations of the real-world system to produce an optimal estimate of the true state of the system. In a

typical situation, a computer model of a real-world system is first run, producing an estimate of the state

of the modeled system. It is to be expected that this estimate will differ from reality in many ways. Af-

ter some time, observational data about the real-world system becomes available and is combined with

the model estimate to help it better reflect the true state of the system and to reduce the uncertainty of

the model predictions. Since the data are utilized as they are collected the process has a relationship to

sequential statistical estimation (Ferguson, 1967) and optimal interpolation (Daley, 1991).

The use of data assimilation in the modeling of wildland fires is an active topic of research and

some advances in the field follow. A method to assimilate sensor observations as part of a fire forecast-

ing strategy was demonstrated in Jahn et al. (2011). An inverse modeling approach was used to deter-

mine key parameters that govern fire behavior that do not change over a certain length of time. The pro-

cess involved assimilating data into a simplified model. The rate of spread computed from a Rothermel-

based spread model was corrected by assimilation of infrared images taken at the fire front by use of the

Kalman filter algorithm (Rochoux et al., 2013). Rochoux later expanded the work to make use of the en-

semble Kalman filter (Rochoux et al., 2014). Rios et. al propose to assimilate observations of fire front

locations, obtained from overflight or by ground crews, in order to estimate key model parameters such as

wind speed, wind direction, and fuel properties (Rios et al., 2014). An inverse modeling approach, where a

cost function is minimized, is the data assimilation strategy employed by Rios. Srivas et. al (Srivas et al.,

2016) propose to use observations for adjusting FARSITE (Finney, 1998) model output. Here, an ensem-

ble Kalman Filter approach is used to update the fire perimeter when periodic observations with known

uncertainties become available. In this study, no real-case scenario was explored. Instead, promising re-

sults were obtained by using one model run as the "truth", with noise added to it, over observational pe-
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riods one hour apart in order to generate artificial observations that were subsequently assimilated. This

strategy for using artificial data has been employed in much of the research presented in this thesis. Xue

et. al have shown the feasibility of assimilating real-time sensor data into large-scale simulations such as

wildland fires (Xue et al., 2012). Their approach uses a Sequential Monte Carlo (SMC) methods to update

the forecasts produced by the DEVS-FIRE (Ntaimo and Zeigler, 2004) fire model. In this case, sample

based methods like the SMC are chosen to overcome the non-Gaussian behavior of wildland fire (Man-

del et al., 2008) and preclude the use of techniques such as the Kalman Filter which make a Gaussian

assumption. The research in this thesis follows closely from the work done by Mandel et al. in Mandel

et al. (2014b). In this research, a method was developed to for modifying the fire arrival time in the WRF-

SFIRE model using satellite fire data by using a Bayesian approach to inverse modeling. The fire arrival

time is adjusted by minimizing difference from the forecast fire arrival time while maximizing the likeli-

hood of the fire detection data.

1.2.3 Modifying the Rate of Spread in the Model

How far or fast a fire is able to spread depends on many factors. Aspects of the weather, fuel,

and terrain determine the behavior (Pyne et al., 1996). For example, fire spreads more rapidly in dry and

windy conditions. One method to change the ROS in a fire model is to make changes to the fuel moisture

content (FMC) in a way that causes the model to make forecasts more consistent with the observed be-

havior of the actual fire. Other techniques can also be used to modify the ROS.

Methods for adjusting the model parameters giving the ROS were developed by Rothermel and

Rinehart (1983) and Finney (1998) for the Behave and FARSITE models, respectively. Adjustments to

the Behave model were made by use of field observations used to make calculations of an ROS adjustment

multiplier in the burn model. The FARSITE model uses the same approach to produce rate of spread ad-

justment factors. In both cases, field personnel need to collect measurements of fire properties and per-

form calculations by hand to derive the desired adjustment factors, limiting the usefulness of the tech-

nique in cases where the observations may be difficult to acquire or when rapid decision-making based

on model output is required. Cardil et al. (2019b) have developed a method for adjusting the ROS in the

Wildfire Analyst software (Ramírez et al., 2011) that promises quick results when data are available. The

method finds ROS adjustment factors by minimizing the difference between the forecast fire arrival time

and known fire arrival time of the actual fire at a set of control points within the simulation domain where

the fire arrival time is known. Calculations can be made in real-time and the system has the capability to

use an array of data sources (WildfireAnalyst, 2021 (accessed July 5, 2021)).
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CHAPTER II

BACKGROUND: WIDLFIRE MODELING AND DATA SOURCES

This first part of this chapter gives some basic information about the WRF-SFIRE wildfire mod-

eling environment that has been used in this research. The second part explains the satellite data sources

that have been used in the effort to improve the modeling capabilities of the model with attention paid

to discussing its features and limitations. The final part of this chapter uses the known uncertainties of of

the satellite data to provides a mathematically justified data likelihood function that will be used as a key

component of a data assimilation strategy to be discussed in Section 4.1.

2.1 Modeling Wildfires

2.1.1 WRF-SFIRE

The WRF-SFIRE (Mandel et al., 2011) system is the coupled fire-atmosphere model that was

used in the research presented here. The WRF-SFIRE system combines the WRF mesoscale numerical

weather prediction system (Wang et al., 2017) with SFIRE, a fire spread model based on the Rothermel

semi-empirical surface fire spread model (Rothermel, 1972). The system is capable of running in parallel

on large computer systems with many processors. As a further development, data assimilation techniques

are being incorporated into and expanded within the WRF-SFIRE system.

The Weather Research and Forecasting Model (WRF) is the weather component used in the cou-

pled fire-atmosphere model (Skamarock et al., 2008). The model has been under development for many

years and finds use as both a tool for research and production of operational weather forecasts. WRF is

usually run on a computational grid with distances between grid nodes on the order of kilometers.

SFIRE (from spread FIRE) is the component of the system that models how fire spreads in the

landscape. The state of model is encoded in the fire arrival time (FAT) that gives the time the fire first ar-

rives at each location in the simulation domain. Output from the system is in files that contain scientific

data sets. The fire arrival time can be investigated for all locations in the fire domain by examining three

matrices in the data set that give the latitude, longitude, and fire arrival time for each node in the compu-

tational grid. In normal usage, SFIRE uses a computational grid with spacing between nodes on the order

of tens of meters. The interested reader may consult Mandel et al. (2014b) and Mandel et al. (2019) for

more detailed information about the system.
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The fire spread model in SFIRE is based on the Rothermel semi-empirical equations (Rothermel,

1972). The Rothermel model predicts the rate of spread at a point using the equation, here simplified,

R =
1 + Φs + Φw

K
, (2.1.1)

where Φs is a constant accounting for the effects of the slope of the terrain, Φw accounts for the effects of

the wind, and K is a combination of several constants that pertain to the properties of fuels.

It should be noted that wildfire modeling is a difficult problem and that all models have some lim-

itations. Albini (Albini, 1976) lists three limitations inherent to wildfire modeling that we enumerate and

give an example how they affect the capabilities of WRF-SFIRE.

1. The model may not be applicable to the situation. As an example, the Camp Fire of 2018 had peri-

ods of rapid growth, driven by winds carrying burning embers, but the WRF-SFIRE model cannot

resolve ember transport and ignition

2. The model’s accuracy may not be good. The Rothermel model used in the fire spread computations

attempts to simplify a complex phenomena and cannot be always expected to have high accuracy.

3. The model may make use of inaccurate data. Inputs like fuel moisture content or weather conditions

are derived from sparse observations that are subject to measurement error.

2.1.2 WRFX

Running the WRF-SFIRE model is a complicated process since setting up the weather model

within the system is a non-trivial undertaking. The behavior of the model can be set by changing param-

eters in text files that are read by the program when a simulation is started. WRFX is a web-based inter-

face for controlling the system that can be used more easily. Some of the tasks it is capable of automating

and simplifying follow.

• Enables push-button initialization of simulations.

• Can be used for setting up fire simulation domains and downloading data sets.

• Has built-in routines for exporting fire visualizations.

The WRFX environment is built with many modules for doing specialized tasks, but for the pur-

poses in this thesis, we will refer to all of these modules collectively as WRFX.

11



2.2 Data sources

This section briefly details the data sources used in this thesis and the limitations of each. Of

prime importance are data obtained from instruments aboard polar-orbiting satellites that have the abil-

ity to observe most location on Earth’s surface twice each day. Although the actual instruments differ in

many ways, the Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) and Visible Infrared Imag-

ing Radiometer Suite (VIIRS) share a similar design in their fire detection algorithms and therefore the

data products from both platforms will be treated equally. Table 2.1 summarizes the key statistics of the

data sources used for this research and the following sections highlight some of the advantages and disad-

vantages of using these sources. In this thesis, only MODIS and VIIRS fire products have been used for

data assimilation. Infrared fire perimeters were used primarily for the purpose of model output evaluation.

Characteristics of the satellites and the instruments aboard them such as altitude, flight path, or sensor

capabilities constrain the amount of information available at any given time. Although, these instruments

give us a consistent picture of what is occurring on the ground, that picture is far from complete.

Of special importance is the resolution of the observations made by the satellites. Taken together,

the MODIS and VIRRS instruments provide several snapshots of fire conditions for any location, several

times daily. Imaging by these devices is not continuous and there here are gaps in the coverage that last

for many hours. Figure 2.1 shows a history of when these instruments observed a particular fire. During

the time spanning 11 August, 2013 and 18 August, 2013 there were a total of 66 satellite granules whose

observations intersected the area with the fire simulation domain. Each satellite made two passes over the

fire domain daily, with observations on each pass separated by approximately 12 hours. In some cases, an

instrument recorded two granules on a single pass. There are gaps in observations that occur daily, be-

tween approximately 10:00 and 17:00 as well as 22:00 and 05:00 on the following day.

2.2.1 MODIS

The two MODIS instruments are each mounted on a polar-orbiting satellite and deliver fire infor-

mation with 1km resolution. These are the oldest data sources that will be used. These instruments fol-

low a polar-orbiting track 800 km above the Earth’s surface that allows them to pass over every location

on the earth twice daily at approximately the same (Giglio et al., 2016). The direction of the flight path

relative to the ground is roughly in a North-South direction and the instrument scans back and forth in

directions perpendicular to the flight path. The angle of the scan varies between −55◦ and 55◦, producing

a picture of the ground approximately 2000 km wide and 10 km thick on each scan. The instruments carry

remote sensing equipment to record many wavelengths of electromagnetic radiation, but the fire detection

algorithm primarily uses two infrared wavelengths of 4µ and 11µ for fire detection. Other wavelengths are
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used for the purpose of detecting clouds, sun glint, and other environmental factors that affect fire detec-

tions.

2.2.2 VIIRS

One polar orbiting satellite launched in 2011 with 375m resolution at nadir view (Schroeder and

Giglio, 2017). The satellite orbits at an altitude of approximately 800 km and produces a picture of the

ground that is 3060 km wide. It uses a fire detection algorithm that is based on that developed for the

MODIS instruments. The resolution of the fire product is 750m. Several pixels are aggregated for smaller

scan angles so that the sizes of pixels at nadir and at the limit of of the scan in the across-track direction

are more consistent. Figure 2.3 shows how the size of the fire pixels grows with the scan angle. The VI-

IRS instrument is also on board the NOAA-20 satellite which has recently become operational. Observa-

tions from this second VIIRS instrument have not been used in this thesis in order to maintain consistency

among the data sets available that predate this new source.

2.2.3 Infrared Perimeter Observations

Infrared perimeter observations provide sporadic information about the extent of selected fires.

The resolution is on the scale of a few meters and each observation may include thousands of points de-

scribing the perimeter of a fire. Handling of the data is sometimes problematic since dates and times can

sometimes be mislabeled. These observations are typically made around midnight, local time, for fires

of keen interest to fire management personnel. These observations have been used in this thesis both as

source of additional information about wildfires that can be used to increase the effectiveness of the WRF-

SFIRE model as well as source of information that can be used to asses the capability of the methods de-

veloped. Typically, the exact extent an location of a real-world wildfire is not known and infrared perime-

ter observations provide the the most accurate estimate at the time they are made.

2.2.4 GOES

Additional fire data are now becoming available from satellites in geosynchronous orbit. The time

resolution is several observations per hour, but spatial resolution is around 4 km. Although not used as a

data source in this thesis, they are mentioned here because they have the potential to be used to augment

the data sources outlined above. The increased temporal resolution of these observations has the potential

reduce uncertainty in the fire arrival time at fire detections made by the polar satellite instruments.
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Figure 2.1: Timing of the satellite observations available for the Patch Fire. The two MODIS and the sin-
gle VIIRS observations are denoted by MOD14, MYD14, and VNP14, respectively. As can be seen, each
platform made two passes over the fire domain daily, with observations on each pass separated by approxi-
mately 12 hours. Note the gaps in observations that occur daily between approximately 10:00 and 17:00 as
well as 22:00 and 05:00 on the following day.

2.2.5 Information From Active Fire detections

Satellite active fire detections tell us where the fire detection algorithm believes a fire to exist.

The location is subject to geolocation error that grows with scan angle (Nishihama, 1997). Figure 2.4

shows how the error in the reported location grows as the satellite looks further to the side from the nadir

view, directly under the flight path. Associated with the location is the time of of the observation. If fire

is detected in a new location in the fire domain, most likely it did not arrive there at the exact moment of

the satellite imaging. When using MODIS and VIIRS fire products, there can be many hours where the

fire domain is unobserved by any instrument and the time at which a fire pixel becomes active is unknown.

Without additional information, we cannot determine an exact fire arrival time and therefore we assume

that the fire arrived at the pixel sometime in the previous six hours before the observation was made. This

assumption follows from the shape of the function giving the probability of detection, seen in Figure 2.7.

The probability of detection is high and nearly constant for several hours after fire arrival and we treat fire

arrival time like a uniform random variable. The future addition of GOES satellite observations, with a

temporal resolution of approximately 15 minutes, will help reduce the uncertainty in these observations.

2.2.6 Limitations and Uncertainties of the Satellite Data

Although the satellite data available to fire researchers is impressive, care should be taken to re-

main aware of its associated limitations and uncertainties. Among the those are the the following.
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Table 2.1: Available data sources. The use of GOES active fire products is currently in development. The
final row gives geolocation errors for MODIS and VIIRS products at nadir-view. Adapted from Baker
(2011) and Nishihama (1997).

Platform MODIS VIIRS GOES Infrared Perimeters
Spacial Resolution 1km 375m 2 km 10 m
Time Resolution Twice per day Twice per day 15 minutes Sporadic
Accuracy Moderate Good Poor Excellent
3-σ Error 200m 350m N/A N/A

1. Geolocation errors. Actual burning may be observed but the location of the burning is misreported

or uncertain. The fire products delivered by satellite report an exact latitude and longitude of a fire

pixel, but pixels may be large and a small fire can cause a fire detection.

2. Scan angle. Additionally, the scan angle of the observation affects the geolocation accuracy. As the

satellites scans further to the side relative to the flight path, the size of area on the ground increases,

leading to an increase in the uncertainty in locating small fires. Figure 2.3 shows how pixel size in-

creases with the scan angle and Figure 2.4 shows how scan angle effects the geolocation uncertainty.

The oval shapes of increasing size represent the 3σ error associated with scan angles of increasing

size. Thus, the smallest oval center, in the center, represents the nadir view with 0◦ scan angle and

the largest, outer oval corresponds to the geolocation uncertainty of an observation with a scan angle

of 55◦.

3. There is an uncertainty of when the fire arrived at the reported location. The satellite tells when

a fire was burning in a region but not when it arrived. A fire may have arrived at a location many

hours before any satellite was making an overpass of the area in question.

4. The weighting function used by the detection algorithms implies dependence of neighboring pixels.

As the instrument scans in the direction perpendicular to the flight path, the CCD receptors in the

infrared imaging device collects information from a strip of land on the ground. Because the actual

region sensed is larger than the region underneath the nominal pixels, the reported location of a fire

is subject to a geolocation error. For example, a hot fire near the edge of a nominal pixel may result

in two fire detections being reported. Figure 2.5 shows the relationship between neighboring pixels.

5. Resolution. The fire data products available have resolutions of hundreds of meters but fire modeling

typically takes place on grids with resolution of tens of meters.

6. Data availability. The data sets can be large and must be sent by first by satellite data link and

the downloaded across the internet by the end user. In some cases, disruption of services can occur.
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Clouds and even smoke can obscure the satellite’s view and the fire algorithm will not give an indica-

tion if areas on the ground are burning or not.

Figure 2.2 illustrates the geolocation errors and the uncertainty in fire arrival time inherent in

satellite fire detection data from polar orbiting satellites. The star in the center of the figure indicates the

reported location of an active fire detection at the time indicated by the heavy line in the figure. The fire

most likely arrived at the location some time before granule data was recorded, possibly as far back as the

previous satellite overpass of the location on the ground. Additionally, the location of the detection is sub-

ject to an uncertainty, indicated by the “bell curve" over the detection. The combined uncertainty means

that the detected fire is most likely burning somewhere within the shaded box beneath the detection loca-

tion. A more precise characterization of this spatial and temporal uncertainty will be developed in Section

3.5.

Figure 2.2: Active fire detections are imprecisely located spatially as well as temporally. The star indicates
the reported location of an active fire detection at the time indicated by the heavy line in the figure. The
combined uncertainty means that there is a fire burning somewhere within the box shaded pink.

2.3 Data likelihood

This section begins the study of how the available satellite data sources are combined with the

WRF-SFIRE model in order to adjust the state of a fire simulation by data assimilation techniques. The

present work extends from that proposed in Mandel et al. (2014b) that adjusts the fire arrival time in the

model by and additive correction found through the solution of a generalized nonlinear least squares prob-

lem. The method uses a Bayesian approach to find the maximum-a-posteriori (MAP) estimate for the fire

arrival time. At the heart of the method is a data likelihood function that uses both satellite data and

properties of the WRF-SFIRE burn model within the framework of Bayes Theorem to obtain the MAP

estimate. The data likelihood function used for data assimilation is a combination of two main two parts.

One part is derived from an analysis of the the geolocation error associated with satellite observations and

16



Figure 2.3: Effect of the scan angle on the size of fire pixels. The size of the pixels grow larger with in-
creasing scan angle. Because of the “bowtie shape" of the scans, there exists an overlap of areas image in
successive scans. The VIIRS instrument deletes some of the overlapping pixels that are colored in the im-
age. No deletion is performed by the MODIS instrument. From Baker (2011).

Figure 2.4: Geolocation error for satellite observations. As the scan angle increases, the uncertainty in the
geolocation grows. The ovals give an indication of the 3σ geolocation error for the given scan angle. As
can be seen, the uncertainty increases with scan angle and is most pronounced in the across-track direc-
tion. From Baker (2011).

the second part is derived from the validation studies of the satellite fire detection algorithm that give a

probability of detection of fire.

2.3.1 Bayes Theorem

The data assimilation framework used in this thesis follows from the typical Bayesian update

problem: With a prior probability distribution describing the model output and a likelihood associated

with real world observations of the system being modeled, Bayes’ Theorem is used to obtain a posterior

distribution that better matches the observations and contains less uncertainty than the prior.
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Figure 2.5: On the left, the triangular weighting function used in the MODIS and VIIRS instruments.
On the right, detail of how much neighboring pixels contribute to the input of the nominal pixels in the
MODIS instruments. From Nishihama (1997).

The process of data assimilation has a close relationship with the subject of Bayesian statistics.

In particular, Maximum A Posteriori Estimation, as detailed in Stuart (2010), is closely related to the

maximum likelihood estimation of unknown parameters in basic statistics. In Bayesian statistics a prior

is modified by using a likelihood in order produce a posterior which better represents reality. In the follow-

ing equation, p(A) represents our prior belief about the probability of some event A occurring, event B is

some subsequent data pertaining to event A. The term p(B|A) is the likelihood, the conditional probabil-

ity of event B occurring, given that event A has occurred. The term p(A|B) is the posterior probability,

which is the conditional probability that event A occurs given that event B has happened. For events A

and B, Bayes Theorem states

p(A|B) =
p(B|A)p(A)

p(B)
. (2.3.1)

In the context of wildland fire modeling, the probabilities of simple events A and B are replaced

with probability distributions f . The model forecast represents our prior belief about the system, real-

world data subsequently obtained gives us a data likelihood from which an updated estimation of the state

of the fire, the analysis is obtained, so that Bayes Theorem, Equation 2.3.1, takes on the form

f(Forecast|Data) =
f(Data|Forecast)f(Forecast)

f(Data)
. (2.3.2)

In practice, we often maximize over all possible forecasts, so the denominator, which is a normaliz-

ing factor independent of forecasts, does not need to be computed.
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2.3.2 Original Data Likelihood Function

The data likelihood function proposed by Mandel et al. in Mandel et al. (2014b), and further de-

veloped in Mandel et al. (2016), serves as a motivation for developing the properties the likelihood func-

tion should have in order to be used in wildfire modeling. This likelihood function was designed in such

a way that the likelihood of fire detection at the point (x, y) is high when the fire has recently arrived,

and is low otherwise. Conversely, the likelihood of no fire detection is high before the fire arrival time as

well as for times much later, when the available fuels have been burned. Importantly, these properties of

the data likelihood have been established by careful study of the validation studies pertaining to the ob-

servation instruments (Schroeder et al., 2008) . In Figure 2.6, we see the plot of the likelihood function

f(x, y, T s − T ), where (x, y) represents a particular location on the ground and T s and T are the time of

the satellite imaging and the forecast fire arrival time, respectively. The likelihood of fire detection is high

for the first ten hours after the fire arrival time and is low otherwise. This likelihood follows from the burn

model seen in Figure 2.7 (a) which assumes an exponential decay in the fire heat flux as a function of time

since fire arrival. Thus, given the forecast fire arrival time T f , the analysis pa(T ) is found by maximizing

the expression over the set of satellite detection S

pa(T ) ∝ exp

∑
S

∑
(x,y)∈S

fS,x,y(x, y, T s − T )

 exp
(
−α

2
‖T − T f‖2A

)
→ max

T
. (2.3.3)

In practice, the log likelihood is formed from Equation 2.3.3, producing an equivalent minimiza-

tion problem

−
∑
S

∑
(x,y)∈S

fS,x,y(x, y, T s − T ) +
α

2
‖T − T f‖2A → min

T
. (2.3.4)

There are two parts to this equation. The first part is the expression

−
∑
S

∑
(x,y)∈S

fS,x,y(x, y, T s − T ) (2.3.5)

that gives the data log likelihood. The second part,

α

2
‖T − T f‖2A → min

T
(2.3.6)
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represents the fire arrival time T as a Gaussian function with mean Tf and covariance A−1, where A is the

discretized Laplacian operator

∆ =
∂2

∂2x
+

∂2

∂2y
(2.3.7)

that was chosen to enforce some smoothness properties on the analysis by imposing a penalty for a large

second derivative in the analysis.

Figure 2.6: Log likelihood satellite detection data as function of time since fire arrival. The log likelihood
of a positive detection (in blue) is high for the first ten hours since fire arrival and then drops off slowly.
Figure adapted from Mandel et al. (2016). Compare the shape with that of the newly proposed data likeli-
hood function in Figure 2.7.

2.3.3 Proposed Data Likelihood Function

For this thesis, a newly developed data likelihood function is made from a combination of the

probability that a satellite can detect a fire and the probability that a detected fire can be correctly geolo-

cated. This function was designed by studying the fire detection algorithm validation studies (Schroeder

et al., 2008) and geolocation algorithm (Nishihama, 1997) for the MODIS satellite products and captures

the important feature of the originally proposed likelihood function, making the log-likelihood of fire de-

tection to be low before the fire arrival time and again to be low some time after.

2.3.3.1 Geolocation error

As detailed in Nishihama (1997) there is a geolocation error associated with satellite observations.

Sensor misalignment, inaccuracies in the digital elevation model used, the triangular response function (see
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Firgure 2.5), among other factors, lead to errors in the reported location of wildland fires. The geolocation

quality of the various data sources used here is summarized in Table 2.1.

We model the probability that the observed fire is at pixel y, given that it was reported to be at

pixel x as the Gaussian

P (y|x) =
1

2πσ2
exp

(
−||x− y||

2

2σ2

)
. (2.3.8)

The variance σ2 is more complicated than just a number, as indicated here. In truth, the variance depends

on the scan angle of the observation and other factors. In this research we have used an estimate that σ ≈

333, approximating the variance seen in Figure 2.4 for a scan angle of approximately 35◦.

2.3.3.2 Probability of detection

Following validation studies by Schroeder et al. (2008) the probability of a satellite detection d = 1

is modeled with the logistic curve

P (d = 1) =
1

1 + exp(−aF + b)
(2.3.9)

where the constants a and b are determined by fuel characteristics and d = 1 indicates a detection of a fire

and d = 0 indicates no fire was detected at the pixel location. This logistic curve can be seen in Figure 2.7

(b). We use F = h(T ), where h is a function relating the fire arrival time to the heat flux in a fire pixel

(Haley et al., 2018). The function

h(T ) =


e−

Ts−T
c T s ≥ T

0 T s < T

(2.3.10)

assumes that the heat output in a fire pixel is zero before the fire arrival time T and behaves as decaying

exponential otherwise (Mandel et al., 2011). Here T s is the time the satellite recorded information about

the pixel. The constant c desribes how fast the decay in the heat output of the fire takes place and should

depend on the underlying fuel properties at the observation location. The fires studied took place in re-

gions predominately covered in timber so a single value of c has been used in all applications in this work.

The constant a can be used to determine the probability of a fire detection, given a fixed amount

of time since the fire arrival. Solving Equation 2.3.9 for a, we get

a =
1

h(T )

[
log

(
p(d = 1)

1− p(d = 1)

)
− b
]
. (2.3.11)

Setting p(d = 1) = 0.3 and T = 24, gives us the constant a that will produce a 30% chance of detection

if the satellite images the fire location 24 hours after the fire arrival time in that location. The parameter
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b plays the role of determining the probability of a false detection. When, h(T ) = 0, before the fire has

arrived at the pixel coordinates,

p(d = 1) =
1

1 + exp(b)
. (2.3.12)

Solving for b in terms of p(d = 1) gives us the probability of a false detection

b = log

(
1− p(d = 1)

p(d = 1)

)
. (2.3.13)

2.3.3.3 Data likelihood function

The data likelihood function combines the geolocation error with the probability of detection. Un-

der this model, we assume the satellite is reporting data at location x but is actually looking at location y.

Assuming that the probability of detection and the geolocation errors are independent random variables,

we get a mixture probability

P (d = 1 at x|T ) =

∫ ∫
1

2πσ2
exp

(
−||x− y||

2

2σ2

)
1

1 + exp(−ah(T (x)) + b)
dy1dy2. (2.3.14)

The probability of a non-detection at pixel x is then given by

P (d = 0 at x|T ) =

∫ ∫
1

2πσ2
exp

(
−||x− y||

2

2σ2

)(
1− 1

1 + exp(−ah(T (x)) + b)

)
dy1dy2 (2.3.15)

since ∫ ∫
1

2πσ2
exp

(
−||x− y||

2

2σ2

)
dy1dy2 = 1. (2.3.16)

Figure 2.7 shows how the burn model, logistic curve describing the probability of detection, and

the geolocation error of the observation are combined to form a curve with the properties that the proba-

bility of detection is high for a time after the fire arrival and low before and after this period. in the fig-

ure, the output of the burn model shown in panel (a) is used as an input into the fire detection model

which gives the probability of detection as a function of time since fire arrival in panel (c). Multiplying

by the Gaussian geolocation error and then taking the logarithm give the smoothed log likelihood shown

in panel (d). The likelihood shares the basic characteristic that likelihood is high for an initial period after

fire arrival and low elsewhere. Comparison with Figure 2.6 shows the main difference between the newer

and older incarnations of the likelihood occur at the “tails" of the function. In the older function, the like-

lihood shows no apparent minimum, approaching the log of a zero-possibility event. The new likelihood

function has a minimum. Because of the possibility of false detection by the satellite, the probability of
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detection is never zero for any location in the fire domain and that difference causes a minimum of the log

likelihood function to exist.

Figure 2.7: The likelihood function is a combination of the burn model, the fire detection model, and the
geolocation error associated with each observation.
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CHAPTER III

INTITIALIZATION OF THE MODEL FROM SATELLITE DATA

This chapter proposes methods for estimating some initial conditions of a fire from satellite data

with the goal of using them to initialize a more accurate fire simulation than would otherwise be possible.

The first method illustrates how the data likelihood function from section 2.3 can be used to find an opti-

mal time and ignition location for initializing a fire simulation. In practice, starting a fire simulation from

an ignition point rarely used unless the fire is newly started and a location is known. In other cases, start-

ing a simulation from an ignition point may be used as part of the process of performing prescribed burns,

where advanced knowledge of the likely course of the burn is essential. The second method to be discussed

uses satellite fire data to derive an estimate of the fire arrival time so that a simulation can be initialized

from an advanced state that has already taken into account observations of the fire. This second method

of initialization is preferred because there is an increased accuracy made available by being able to issue

shorter forecasts that have less tendency to develop inaccuracies. Additionally, starting simulations from

an estimate of a fire arrival time is computationally less expensive since the computational complexity of

obtaining the estimate of the fire arrival time is much less than that involved with running the coupled

fire-atmosphere model.

3.1 Estimation of Ignition Point

This section describes the first of two methods for obtaining initial conditions of a fire capable of

producing better forecast when used in a wildfire simulation. Having a good estimate of the time and lo-

cation of the ignition point of the fire gives a simulation a better chance of making an accurate forecast.

Usually the location of the ignition cannot be known precisely. Unless the start of the fire was directly ob-

served and its location recorded and shared by a human observer, the first indication of a wildfire start-

ing might come from satellite observation. In Benali et al. (2016) the first satellite detection associated

with a particular fire even was taken to be the ignition point. Both the spatial and temporal resolutions

of the satellite fire detection products limit the precision of the location and time of the ignition point us-

ing such a method. The proposed method for estimating the ignition point uses a grid search technique to

find the latitude, longitude, and time of ignition from a larger set of fire data than a single active fire de-

tection recorded by satellite. An ensemble of short term forecasts is made and the estimated ignition point

is found from the forecast that has the maximum data likelihood,using the data likelihood function from

Section 2.3.

Because it is better to start wildfire simulations simulations from an estimate of the fire arrival

time, this method for estimating the time and place of a fire ignition is unlikely to see much use in opera-
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tional forecasting. However, the procedure may have other uses. For example, when collecting information

about wildfires, the time and place of ignition is always a concern and something to be noted. Unless the

start of the fire was observed, fire investigators may need to journey to the site to perform an investiga-

tion. In cases where the fire was especially remote, the investigation could be arduous and costly and the

method outlined in this section could be used to obtain a satisfactory estimate.

3.1.0.1 The Standalone Model

The standalone model within WRF-SFIRE is used to make short-term forecasts with minimum

computational time. Using the standalone model, the fire spread component of WRF-SFIRE is not cou-

pled to the weather component and can be used to quickly make short-term forecasts. Instead, one model

run of the weather model is made for the duration of the simulation period and it is used for the weather

input for each instance of an ensemble of fire forecasts. The assumption is that, for small periods of time

and small fire regions, the effects on the fire will have a minimal impact on the weather since less heat will

be released than would be the case for large fires. Running the standalone model allows for a large ensem-

ble of forecasts to be run in the same time that only small number of forecasts could be run using the full,

coupled model.

3.1.0.2 Grid Search for Optimal Ignition Location

The ignition point of a fire may be estimated by running an ensemble of forecasts and finding the

forecast that maximizes the likelihood of the satellite observations. To begin, a set of simulations is made

using the standalone model, each beginning at a unique point on a two dimensional grid of latitude and

longitude coordinates and at a specific time. Each simulation is allowed to run for a fixed time and then

the likelihood of the satellite data recorded during that time is computed. The ignition point may be esti-

mated as the location whose forecast maximizes the data likelihood. If a more precise location is required,

the process may be repeated on a refined grid in the neighborhood of the estimated ignition location.

The process for estimating the ignition point from satellite active fire detection data is as follows.

1. Set up the fire domain and run WRF-SFIRE without any ignition point specified. The fire spread

model is not run and this generates the weather conditions that will be used in the standalone

model.

2. Set up a grid of ignition locations. The locations should form an array of latitudes, longitudes, and

times of the fire ignition point.

3. For each entry in the grid, run the standalone model forward and save the forecast fire arrival time

for later analysis.
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4. Compute the data likelihood of the satellite fire data, given the forecast fire arrival time, for each

ignition point in the grid.

5. Find the location of the maximum data likelihood from all the computed data likelihoods. This is

the estimated ignition point. If desired, the location of the maximum data likelihood can be used to

make a refined grid and the process continued from step 2.

3.1.0.3 Example: Test Case of a Hypothetical Fire

As a first test of the method, a simple, hypothetical fire was used as the ground truth and artifi-

cial fire detections were put in the fire domain. The grid search method was used to estimate the ignition

point using the data likelihood function. To test whether this likelihood function can be useful in prac-

tice we first used a grid search technique to find the time and spatial coordinates of the ignition giving

the best data likelihood of a simulated fire occurring over flat topography with homogeneous fuels and

no winds. The perimeter of such a fire would expand outward from its ignition point the like the ripples

caused by a stone dropped into a pond of water and we model the progression of the fire perimeter by the

equation of a cone

T (x1, x2) =
√

(x1 − 500)2 + (x2 − 500)2 + 30. (3.1.1)

Working on a 1000 × 1000 grid, this equation gives the fire arrival times for simulated fire starting

a location x = (500, 500) at T = 30. Several artificial satellite fire detections were then placed at various

points near the simulated fire perimeter corresponding to the time T = 300 as shown in Figure 3.1. In

a real-world setting, these detections might be all the information about a fire that is available. The left

panel of Figure 3.1 shows contour lines of the artificial fire arrival time made according to Equation 3.1.1

with the small squares in the figure giving the location of the artificial satellite fire detections.

To determine the time and place of ignition of the simulated fire, we then duplicated the fire ar-

rival time in Equation 3.1.1, with changed ignition point and time. The data log-likelihood of each of the

perturbed fire arrival times was then computed using Equation 2.3.3. For this first test, a collection of 500

simulations was made over a 10-by-10 spatial grid at five separate times. The data log-likelihood for each

simulation was then calculated. The maximum data log-likelihood was found to correspond to the simula-

tion with ignition point (500, 500) and ignition time T = 20. The contour map of data log-likelihoods for

the ignition time t = 20 is shown in Figure 3.1. This estimate of the time and place of ignition gives the

correct spatial location but misses the time of ignition, giving an earlier estimate of the true time of igni-

tion. This is most likely due to the fact that areas within and close to a fire perimeter have a high prob-
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ability of detection and areas outside the perimeter have a low probability of detection since they corre-

spond to a forecast fire arrival time in advance of the time that fire was observed in the location. There-

fore an earlier ignition time would create a larger fire giving a perimeter that encompasses more of the

area of the detection pixels, leading to a higher data likelihood.

Figure 3.1: Estimating the ignition point for a simulated fire with no wind in homogeneous fuel. On the
left, the concentric circles represent the fire perimeter at various times and the squares represents locations
of artificial fire detections. On the right is the contour map of data log-likelihood for simulated fire with
ignition time t = 20. The actual ignition point of the simulated fire was at the point (500,500).

3.1.0.4 Example: Test Case in the WRF-SFIRE “Hill Experiment"

A further test of the data likelihood function was made using the WRF-SFIRE model. This time,

an experimental setup call the “Hill Experiment" within WRF-SFIRE was used to created a simulated fire.

The “Hill Experiment" creates a simulation of a fire occurring in a square-shaped region with sides 2 km

long, containing a small hill of a height 100 meters in the center. For the fire simulations, a constant wind

blowing from the northeast was present. The left panel of Figure 3.2 shows the topography, winds, and lo-

cations of the simulated fire detections used for this experiment. In this figure, the arrows give the wind

direction, the concentric contour line give the locations of the hill, and the orange squares outline the loca-

tion of the simulated fire detections.

Like the first test, an initial fire was simulated and then artificial satellite detections were placed

along the fire perimeter. In this experiment the ignition point was chosen to be at the coordinated

(x, y) = (1400m, 1400m) at time t = 60s. Artificial satellite detections were then placed manually along

the perimeter corresponding to the fire arrival time t = 400s.
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With the artificial fire scenario established, we then ran 300 fire simulations, in a 10 × 10 grid,

at three separate times, in order to determine if the method of estimating the fire ignition point and time

by maximum data likelihood would work. The right panel of Figure 3.2 shows the grid locations of the

ignitions used in the 300 fire simulations as black asterisks. The orange asterisk in the center of the grid

pattern shows the location of the “true ignition" point and the colored contours emanating for this ignition

point are the contours of the fire arrival time.

With the 300 fire simulations completed, the data log-likelihood from each was computed and

the maximum of these values was used to determine the estimated time and location of the ignition. In

this experiment, the maximum data likelihood of all simulations belonged to the simulation which exactly

matched the ignition point and time of the “true fire" that was used to place the artificial satellite detec-

tions in the fire domain. Figure 3.3 shows a contour map of the likelihoods corresponding to ignitions with

t = 60s.

Figure 3.2: Estimating the ignition point using the “Hill Experiment" distributed with the WRF-SFIRE
modeling software. On the left, the topography, winds, and artificial satellite detections used for the “Hill
Experiment." The contour lines show the topography of the hill in the center of a square domain with
winds blowing in the direction of the vector arrows. The red rectangles are the artificial satellite detections
placed near the perimeter of a simulated fire. On the right, the grid of ignition locations and fire perime-
ter of the simulation with the largest data likelihood. Simulated fires were ignited at each of the black dots
in the grid. The thick, colored contour lines correspond to the fire perimeters of the simulation with the
largest data likelihood.

3.1.0.5 Example: Estimating the Ignition Point of the Patch Springs Fire

As a final test of the method, we attempted to estimate the ignition location of a real-world fire

using actual satellite observations from both VIIRS and MODIS instruments. The fire was known as the
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Figure 3.3: Contour map of data log-likelihood for ignition points of the WRF-SFIRE Hill Experiment
corresponding to ignition time t = 60s. In this case, the maximum likelihood gives the correct time and
location of the fire ignition, at the location with coordinates (1400m, 1400m).

“Patch Springs Fire" and occurred southwest of Salt Lake City, Utah in August of 1993. No “true" loca-

tion of the ignition location was known but the estimated ignition point was compared to an ignition point

estimated by fire investigators (USDA Forest Service and Management, 2015 (accessed April 20, 2020)).

Our process of estimating the ignition point differed from that of investigators by several kilometers, but

the time was off by one hour. In cases where it is difficult or expensive to have fire investigators determine

the time and location of the ignition of a wildfire, the grid search method we have demonstrated could be

used to good effect.

By the process outlined in the previous experiment, an ensemble of simulations was run and the

ignition point was estimated by the grid search method after evaluating the data likelihood for each sim-

ulation. For this experiment, the standalone model was used for producing the ensemble of forecasts after

having first run WRF to produce the weather output for three days of simulation time. In this case, 1000

simulations were run using the standalone model on a 10 × 10 grid, over 10 different ignition times. Fig-
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ure 3.4 shows the terrain, grid layout, and satellite fire detections (as orange squares) used to estimate the

ignition point.

The ignition time and location of the simulation with the maximum data likelihood was found to

be at 40.372◦N, −112.659◦W at 01 : 00 UTC on August 11, 2013. This is about 3 km from the official lo-

cation of the ignition point determined by investigators at 40.341◦N, −112.67◦W. The time of ignition we

found differs from that estimated by investigators by one hour. The ignition time reported by investigators

was 02 : 00 UTC. The yellow pushpins in Figure 3.4 show the estimated ignition point, denoted as “Max-

imum Data Likelihood" and the ignition location determined by fire investigators, denoted as “Official Ig-

nition Point." The right panel of Figure 3.4 shows the contour lines of the data likelihood for locations in

the grid corresponding to the ignition time 1 : 00 UTC.

The location determined by investigators lies outside the boundary of the grid of ignitions points

used in this experiment. It is unlikely that expanding the grid to encompass this ignition point would have

produced a different result. This fire exhibited slow growth for several days and then suddenly expanded

rapidly on the third and fourth day. Most of the satellite detections collected during the first three days

of the fire are at a distance from the ignition point determined by investigators, but the estimated ignition

point was found by an ignition point closer to the locations of the fire detections recorded on the third day

of the fire. Starting a simulation new where the bulk of the fire detections was recorded produced a better

forecast in this case.

Figure 3.4: Satellite fire detections and WRF-SFIRE ignition locations used for estimating the ignition
point of the Patch Springs Fire. The official estimate of the ignition point lies just outside of the grid of
simulations and the estimate of the ignition point obtained by maximum data likelihood lies nearly 3 km
to the north. On the right are the contour lines of the computed data likelihoods for locations in the grid
corresponding to the ignition time 1 : 00 UTC.
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3.2 Estimating Fire Arrival Time and the Rate of Spread

The pattern of satellite active fire detections in a region gives clues about the behavior of a fire

and its history in a region. Due to the resolution limitations of the data, both spatial and temporal, a

complete picture of the fire’s history cannot be known. For example, when using data from the polar or-

biting instruments, there periods lasting many hours when a fire is unobserved. These gaps in the data,

and those caused by other factors such as cloud cover, represent a challenge that many interpolation tech-

niques cannot overcome. For example, ordinary kriging was used in (Veraverbeke et al., 2014) to derive

spatially continuous fire arrival times using active fire detection data from the MODIS instruments. A ma-

chine learning technique was used in Farguell et al. (2021) to find an estimate of the fire arrival time of

wildfires using fire data from both the MODIS and VIIRS instruments. Importantly, both detections of

active fires and locations without fire are used in this process. In this section, we describe a method to es-

timate the fire arrival time using the MODIS and VIIRS data. The method developed in this thesis uses

mathematical concepts from graph theory to create a set of plausible paths that fire could take from an

assumed ignition point to all satellite active fire detections in a prescribed fire domain. An interpolation

technique is used to overcome the sparsity of active fire detection data by interpolation along the set of

paths. Assignment of a fire arrival time to points in the fire domain near the data points on the fire paths

is accomplished by a local averaging method. Finally, data about non-fire locations is used to constrain

the outer perimeter of the estimated fire arrival time. In Chapter IV The estimated fire arrival time will

be used to initialize fire simulations from an estimated perimeter. In Chapter V, the ROS of the fire will

estimated from the fire arrival time, allowing for adjustment to model parameters like fuel moisture con-

tent.

3.2.1 Overview of Fire Arrival Time Estimation

We propose to estimate the fire arrival time in a region of interest by a method that attempts to

trace the fire’s progress from an assumed ignition point to all active fire detection locations in the domain.

Interpolation and localized averaging of the fire arrival time at the data locations is then used to then pro-

vide estimates of the fire arrival time at nearby locations. The non-fire locations recorded by the satellite

are used in this process to help establish the outermost perimeter of the estimated fire arrival time. The

method will be described as an algorithm enumerated below.

1. Organize and spatially cluster the fire detection data.

2. Construct a directed graph connecting detection locations.
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3. Make a shortest path from the assumed ignition location to all other fire detection locations in the

domain

4. Interpolate extra points along the paths.

5. Adjust the fire arrival time over the whole fire domain with iterative interpolation.

6. Use non-fire pixels to constrain the outer perimeter of the fire arrival time.

3.2.2 Organizing the Data

The first step to estimating the fire arrival time from observations is to obtain and organize the

fire detection data. The following steps are taken.

1. Set up the fire domain. This entails setting geographic and temporal limits of the simulation. This

can be done by hand or in an automated way by using WRFX system.

2. Collect the data and estimate the ignition point of the fire.

3. Interpolate the detection data onto a computational grid.

4. Cluster the data spatially. This is done to impose a structure on the data that will allow a plausible

path for a fire to follow from the ignition point to other locations in the fire domain where fire was

observed.

5. Make the set of shortest paths from ignition to all other active fire detections.

3.2.2.1 Set up the simulation domain

This can be done by hand or by using the WRFX web interface. The domain will be defined by a

bounding rectangle describing the minimum and maximum of both the latitude and longitude of the fire

domain. Additionally, the time of the fire is considered and a starting and ending time are part of the do-

main boundaries. In principle, these boundaries are all that are needed to construct a plausible fire arrival

time from detection data. The workflow used here read the domain boundaries automatically from a file

output by the WRF-SFIRE model.

3.2.2.2 Collecting data

Several tasks are needed to acquire the data used by the method.

1. Download satellite detection data. This can be done using the tools in WRFX or the data can be

downloaded manually from the NASA EarthData collection (NASA, 2021). The MODIS and VIIRS

Level 2 (L2) fire products and their associated geolocation files have been used.
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2. Subset the detection data for the fire domain. The L2 data products contain data in sets called gran-

ules that are much larger than typical fire domains used in simulations. Only data within the estab-

lished fire domain need be considered.

3. Filter out low confidence fire detections. For each active fire detection, there is an associated con-

fidence level assigned (Giglio, 2015). Only detections with a confidence level of 70 and above have

been used in this research.

4. Sort the data by increasing time of the observations. Each satellite fire detection will have an associ-

ated latitude,longitude, and time of the observation.

5. If using infrared perimeters, decide how many points per perimeter to use. Perimeter observations

can be obtained in many data formats but the perimeter data is usually stored as a list of ordered

pairs giving the latitude and longitude of locations on the fire perimeter. There may be thousands of

points in a single observation.

Figure 3.5: MODIS and VIIRS active fire detections for the Patch Springs fire of 2013. On the left, seen
as a collection of points in a two dimensional grid of latitudes and longitudes. On the right, seen in a three
dimensional setting with time along the vertical axis.

3.2.2.3 Interpolate detection data onto a computational grid

The L2 fire product from the MODIS and VIIRS platforms is accessed through a set of two files.

One file contains geolocation information and the other contains the fire products. The data for each satel-

lite granule is scattered in arrays and must be interpolated onto a common computational grid for use.

The interpolation of the satellite data onto a grid is accompanied by the interpolation of the relevant files

output by WRF-SFIRE onto the same grid. Typically, the the fire model in WRF-SFIRE runs on a grid

with spacing of tens of meters, but the default spacing for the interpolated data used by this method is
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250 meters. This change of scale in the WRF-SFIRE fire model data does represent a loss of resolution.

However, the resolution of the fire data is 750 meters and the choice of the default value for the interpo-

lated grid size represents a compromise between maintaining the resolution of the WRF-SFIRE fire model

and overfitting the uncertain fire detection data. Additionally, the coarser grid spacing of the interpolated

data makes for large increases in the speed of the computations needed by the algorithm. Figure 3.6 shows

how the interpolation data onto the computational grid with 250 meters introduces an error. The left

panel gives a sense of how the locations of the data points are moved from the reported pixel location to

the location of the nodes in the computational grid. The right panel is a histogram of the errors, reported

as the distance the pixel moved, in a histogram. The mean of the errors in this example was found to be

96 meters.

Figure 3.6: MODIS and VIIRS active fire detections for interpolated onto a common grid. On the left,
the green stars in the figure show the locations of active fire detection pixels as reported by the satellites.
The blue circles show the locations of these data points when interpolated onto a uniform grid with a 250
meter spacing between nodes. The right figure shows a histogram of the distances between the original
data location and the location after the data points have been interpolated.

3.2.2.4 Make a Directed graph

The active fire detections are first organized into a directed graph so that a path taken by the fire

from an assumed ignition point to all the fire detection locations in the domain may be constructed. For

completeness, a brief overview of some of the basic concepts from graph theory is first given.

Graph theory is the study of mathematical structures that define pairwise relationships between

objects. A common notation for a graph is G = (V,E) where V is a set of vertices and E is a set of edges

that show a relationship between the vertices. For example a cube can be thought of a set of 8 vertices,

representing the corners, connected by 12 edges. Each corner is connected to three others by an edge. In
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Figure 3.7, V = {A,B,C,D,E,G,H} and

E = {(A,B), (A,D), (A,H), (B,C), (B,G), (C,D), (C,F ), (D,E), (E,F ), (E,H), (F,G), (G,H)}.

Figure 3.7: A graph derived from a cube. Each corner of the cube is connected to three others by an edge.

A directed graph imposes an orientation on the edges in a graph. Figure 3.8 depicts a cube with

edges that now have an associated direction. Each vertex is still connected to three others, but the direc-

tion along the edges denotes a more nuanced relationship between connected vertices. With arrows indi-

cating a direction of travel, we see that direct travel is possible between vertices A and D, but only in the

direction from D to A.

As a further refinement, each edge in the directed graph may be assigned a weight. In the con-

text of this work, the edge weights will thought of as a distance between connected vertices. Figure 3.8

shows the directed graph derived from the unit cube. Table 3.1 characterizes the directed graph with edge

weights as a matrix of values organized so that the ordered pairs of rows and columns give the edge weight

of connected vertices. With directions and edge weights assigned to the graph, a key question will be how

to travel from one vertex to another by the shortest path possible. In some cases, there may be more than

one path between vertices. In other cases, there may be no path from one vertex to another.

The concept of the directed graph is used in the context of satellite active fire detections to help

impose a structure on the data that can be used to infer properties about the fire behavior. Under the as-

sumption that fire will spread from the ignition point to other fire locations in the domain by a shortest

path that passes through intermediate fire detection locations, a directed graph is constructed with all of
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Figure 3.8: Directed graphs derived from a cube. Each corner of the cube is connected to three others by
an edge. On the left no weight is assigned to any edge. On the right, all edges have a weight assigned.

Table 3.1: Table of edge weights for the directed graph derived from the unit cube. The rows and columns
give the vertices in the directed graph of Figure 3.8. The table is organized so that the ordered pairs of
rows and columns give the edge weight of connected vertices. For example, the first row may be inter-
preted as indicating that edges with weight 1 connect vertex A to both vertex B and vertex E.

A B C D E F G H
A - 1 - - 1 - - -
B - - 1 - - 1 - -
C - - - 1 - - 1 -
D 1 - - - - - - 1
E - - - - - 1 - -
F - - - - - - 1 -
G - - - - - - - 1
H - - - - 1 - - -

the detection locations used as vertices and the “great circle" distance between them is given as the edge

weight. The terms edge weight and distance will be used synonymously in the discussion that follows.

If there are n active fire detections in set of active fire detections, the first step in making the set

of shortest paths from the ignition point to all other detections begins with construction of a distance ma-

trix D. The entries in this matrix contain the edge weights for a directed graph to be created. Each ele-

ment in D is a distance between two fire detections that are the vertices in the graph to be constructed.

Thus, Dij is the distance between fire detection i and fire detection j. We note that D = DT and at this

point the matrix records the distance between every pair of fire detections in the domain. In principle, the

distance can be measured in many ways. For the techniques presented here, the distance will be measured

as the ground distance separating the locations of the active fire detections using the WGS84 Ellipsoid

since the locations are derived from L2 data products using that coordinate system.

A second matrix T is also constructed to store the time difference between vertices in the path.

Thus, Tij records the time at which detection j was observed to be burning minus the time at which pixel

i was observed to be burning. If i < j then Tij ≥ 0. Importantly, in constructing the directed graph,
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the edge connecting two detections, i and j will have the direction from the earlier detection to the later

detection. Figure 3.9 shows how this restriction simplifies the graph and gives a relationship between the

detection locations that corresponds to the idea that fire will spread from an early detection location only

to other detection locations with a later time. The rate of spread Rij along a straight line between vertices

i and j may be computed by Rij = Dij/Tij . In many cases, the time of multiple fire detections in the do-

main is the same since the observations were recorded in a single satellite data granule. Thus, if detections

i and j have the same recorded time, Tij = 0 and Rij is cannot be computed. For this reason, in mak-

ing the edges between detection locations, the only allowed edges are those from a detection to a detection

having a later recorded time. This concept is illustrated in Figure 3.10. The left panel shows all possible

connections between three detections and the right panel shows only those allowed by the logic explained

above. Figure 3.11 shows how real satellite data can be organized into a directed graph. The left panel

shows the abstract directed graph and the right panel shows how it is simplified and transformed into use-

ful structure by finding the shortest path for the ignition point to all other active fire detections. How this

is accomplished is explained in subsequent sections of this chapter.

Figure 3.9: Imposing structure on a directed graph by limiting the allowable edges connecting vertices.
On the left, the graph has edges connecting to all vertices found above. The vertex A is connected to all
other vertices in the graph. If all edges in the graph have the same same weight, the shortest path from
A to G is along the edge (A,G). On the right, the edges connect only to vertices on the “next level up."
Vertex A is connected only to vertices B and C. The shortest path from A to G now must move along
three edges. This kind of rule for controlling the can be considered a clustering of data temporally. The
spatial clustering used here would allow for a path from A to G that possibly passes through point E.

3.2.2.5 Cluster the data

When the detection data has been organized into a directed graph with each detection connect-

ing to all other detections with a later time, the ignition point is connected to all other detection locations

in the graph. At this stage, the shortest path from the ignition point to any other detection location is a

straight line. In the case of a fire that spread out at constant rate from the ignition point to a series of ex-
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Figure 3.10: The direction of edges in a graph of active fire detections. On the left, all possible edges con-
necting disting vertices are shown. On the right, a rule only allowing edges to connect early to subsequent
detections simplifies the graph and corresponds to the way fire in one location spreads to other locations
at a later time. Detections 2 and 3 were recorded at the same time and no edge connects them.

Figure 3.11: A directed graph of fire detections and the derived shortest path structure. On the left is a
directed graph showing the connections among 393 fire detections. Very little structure can be discerned
from this image. On the right is the path structure showing the shortest paths from the ignition point to
all other detections in the graph. The method used for imposing the structure seen on the right begins
with spatially clustering the detection locations.

panding, circular perimeters, these kinds of straight line would be consistent with what really occurred.

We should expect real fires to behave differently. Fire should progress in a way that passes from the loca-

tion where it was first was observed to a location where it was later observed, through detection locations

that are intermediate both spatially and temporally.

To accomplish the creation of paths that connect two detections via intermediate detections, the

detection data is first spatially clustered. K-means clustering is an unsupervised machine learning algo-

rithm that that classifies n data points into k clusters around a centroid (Lloyd, 1982). Figure 3.13 shows

an example where 100 points chosen randomly were categorized into 10 spatial groups by the k-means al-

gorithm. For work with fire data, the value k = 20 has been used. Section 3.4.1.1 shows the testing pro-

cedure used to arrive at that number. When the detection data has been clustered spatially, the distances
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Figure 3.12: Multiple active fire detections in a hypothetical one-dimensional granule. The orange stars
represent active fire detections and the solid line indicates the progression of the actual fire. Detections
A,B,and C were recorded at the same time. Detection B is exactly located at the correct time and place.
Detection C, above the line, has been burning for some time but was possibly not observed before. Detec-
tion A is below the line, in a place where it should not yet be burning. Possibly a geolocation error has
occurred and detection A should be closer to detections B or C.

between detections belonging to the same cluster are then shortened. This spatial clustering has the effect

of causing the shortest paths from the ignition point to pass through intermediate detections that belong

to the same clusters. This procedure is further explained in Section 3.2.3.1.

Figure 3.13: Spatial clustering of random data by the k-means method. On the left, 100 points of random
data have been plotted. On the right, the random data has been partitioned into 10 clusters. The black ×
shapes denote the centroids of the clusters.

To show how clustering can be used to cause shortest paths in the data that follow the gradi-

ent, we first use an example of a two-dimensional fire line that can be thought of the cross section of a

cone shape common to fire arrival times that follow diurnal cycles where the ROS increases in the day

and slows at night. In Figure 3.14 we see the fire cone and artificial data in the left panel and in the right
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panel we see shortest paths drawn from the ignition to all other points data points. The function used was

T (x) = |x|+ 1.2 cosx− 1. (3.2.1)

The clustering of the data causes the shortest paths from the ignition point to other detection locations to

pass through intermediate points. Without clustering, all paths would be straight lines, fanning outward

from the ignition point.

Figure 3.14: Illustrating the effect of spatial clustering on the set of shortest paths in a one-dimensional
fire line. On the left, the blue curve is taken to represent the progress of the fire and the colored circles on
this line represent the time and location of “fire detections." On the right, the detections have been clus-
tered by spatial location and shortest paths have been drawn from the ignition point to all detections oc-
curring later. Without clustering, all shortest paths would be straight lines to the individual detections,
fanning outward from the ignition location. The clustering is essential for forcing the paths to maintain a
gradient consistent with the data.

3.2.2.6 Using Infrared Perimeters as Data Source

Infrared perimeter observation can be used as another source of information about the location of

the fire front. This source of data is not always available and frequently is limited to one observation per

day, but the spatial resolution is on the order of several meters. In this thesis, infrared observations are

occasionally used as a data source for estimating the fire arrival time. When used, the perimeter obser-

vations were processed in a way that allowed them to be used in the same manner as satellite active fire

detections.

Infrared perimeter data come in various data forms and can be processed to give a list of GPS

latitude and longitude locations of the fire perimeter. The time of the observation is also available. For

use in making an estimate of the fire arrival time or use in data assimilation, the locations and times of

the points on the perimeter of the fire can be used in the same way that satellite active fire detections are
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used. In many cases, the contours of a perimeter are distinct and easily interpreted in a way that makes

it possible to form a polygon that encompasses the fire area neatly. In other cases, many points in the

perimeter are close together and it is not clear where the actual fire perimeter location is. Thus, despite

having good spatial resolution, some calculations involving perimeter data can be considered suspect be-

cause the perimeters are not clearly defined. Figure B.17 shows an example where an algorithm for finding

the interior of a perimeter has failed because of a gap in the points defining the perimeter.

3.2.3 Making the Shortest Paths

3.2.3.1 Reducing the distances between detections within clusters

To make the shortest paths other than straight lines, the distances between detections within the

same cluster are shortened to 1/4 of their nominal lengths. This has the effect of breaking the triangle in-

equality for distances and causes a path from the ignition to the outer edge of a fire area to pass through

intermediate detection locations. Shortening by any fraction of the nominal distance can produce the de-

sired effect. The value of 1/4 was chosen by examining the effect of using values of of a distance multiplier

m with values m ∈ {0.05, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75}. Figure 3.15 shows the path structures obtained using these

values of m. The structures in the top panels show less paths moving from the ignition point to other de-

tections in the domain along straight paths and are seemingly to be preferred. Estimates of the fire arrival

time were also made from these path structures and compared with each other. The largest relative dif-

ference in norms between any two of the resulting fire arrival times occurred between the pair made from

using multipliers m = 0.05 and m = 0.75. This relative difference was 0.0045. Such a small difference in-

dicates that the value of m plays a minor role in how the method works. The important points is to break

the triangle inequality and force the shortest paths to take courses other than straight lines.

Figure 3.16 shows the effect of clustering spatially on the path creation using a hypothetical ex-

ample. A clustering algorithm is first used to spatially divide the detections into 2 clusters and then the

distances between detections belonging to the same cluster are reduced. The results are shortest paths

that connect the ignition point to all other points in the graph in a way consistent with the idea that fire

will move from an earlier detection location to other nearby locations that were recorded at a later time.

Without clustering, the paths from detection 1 to detections 4,5, and 6 would be straight lines not passing

through detection 3. Note that detection pairs 2,3 and 4,5 have been recorded at the same time and are

therefore not connected in the graph.

A mathematical example with several random points in R2 illustrates how the triangle inequal-

ity is broken and shortest paths are made to differ from straight lines. We start with 5 random points in
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Figure 3.15: Various path structures obtained by changing the distance multiplier for detections within
the same cluster. The panel in the upper left and upper right show the path structures made when the
distance multiplier was 0.05 and 0.25, respectively. The bottom left and bottom right used multipliers of
0.50 and 0.75, respectively. The two path structures in the low panels show fire moving along straight lines
on more paths than the upper two panels.

Figure 3.16: The effect of reducing the distance between active fire detections within the same cluster.
Shortest paths are drawn from the ignition point at detection 1 to all other detections.

matrix P whose rows are the ordered pairs of points

P =


0.3922 0.2769
0.6555 0.0462
0.1712 0.0971
0.7060 0.8235
0.0318 0.6948

 . (3.2.2)
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Matrix D1 then gives gives the Euclidean distance between each pair of points in P . The distance

between points i and j is D1(i, j), the entry in row i, column j of the matrix

D1 =


0 0.3501 0.2849 0.6302 0.5518

0.3501 0 0.4870 0.7789 0.8998
0.2849 0.4870 0 0.9020 0.6137
0.6302 0.7789 0.9020 0 0.6864
0.5518 0.8998 0.6137 0.6864 0

 (3.2.3)

The k-means clustering algorithm is then used to separate the points of P into two clusters, with

points 1, 2, 3 belonging to one cluster and points 4, 5 belonging to the other cluster as shown in Figure

3.17. The distances between points in D1 are then reduced to 1/4 of their value if the points belong to the

same cluster, giving distance matrix D2, where the entries belonging to cluster 1 are in the top left 3 × 3

diagonal submatrix of D1 and those in cluster 2 are in the lower right 2× 2 diagonal submatrix of D1. The

adjustment of distances gives us

D2 =


0 0.0875 0.0712 0.6302 0.5518

0.0875 0 0.1217 0.7789 0.8998
0.0712 0.1217 0 0.9020 0.6137
0.6302 0.7789 0.9020 0 0.1716
0.5518 0.8998 0.6137 0.1716 0

 . (3.2.4)

As an example, under the distances in D1, the shortest path between points 2 and 5 is the

straight line connecting them. When clustering is used to shorten inter-cluster distances, the path go-

ing from point 2 to point 1 to point 5 becomes shorter. Figure 3.17 shows the picture and a comparison of

the distances is illustrated by the inequality

D1(2, 5) = 0.8988 > D2(2, 1) +D2(1, 5) = 0.0875 + 0.5518 = 0.6393. (3.2.5)

3.2.3.2 Create shortest paths

With a directed graph created and clustering of the data accomplished, the next step is to create

a set of shortest paths connecting every detection point in the graph to the assumed ignition point. The

Matlab function “shortestpath" (MathWorks, 2021 (accessed February 5, 2021)) uses the Dijkstra algo-

rithm to accomplish this task, but first an ignition point must be chosen. Typically, information about the

ignition point of the fire will be unknown and therefore it must be inferred from the data. The method for

estimating the ignition point outlined in Section 3.1 is impractical for the present purpose since it require

running the WRF-SFIRE model. Therefore, the proposed method is to use the first occurring fire detec-

tion in the fire domain as the assumed ignition point if its time is earlier than all other detections. If mul-

tiple detections were recorded at the same time, the ignition point may be estimated by taking the mean

43



Figure 3.17: How reducing the distances between points belonging to the same cluster causes shortest
paths between two points to pass through intermediate points. The path between points 2 and 5 is shorter
when making a detour through point 1 when distances between points belonging to the same cluster are
reduced. This process of breaking the triangle inequality allows construction of plausible paths from an
ignition point to all other fire detections in the domain that pass through nearby, intermediate fire detec-
tions in a way that is different from a straight line.

location of these first detections and then creating a new data point with a time six hours earlier. Figure

3.11 shows the abstract directed path structure on the left and the resulting shortest path structure after

clustering of the data has been achieved.

3.2.4 Interpolation of the Fire Detection Data

With the satellite data organized into a set of shortest paths, already much of the history of the

fire may be deduced by examining the structure of detections and paths. Figure 3.18 shows such an ob-

ject. This patch structure can be likened to the wire mesh constructions employed in computer aided de-

sign. Much of the shape and form of the fire is present, but more work needs to be done to provide essen-

tial details. That work begins with adding additional data points along the established fire paths. Then,

an interpolation scheme is used to infer the fire arrival time for locations in the domain near to the points

on the fire paths. The method for creating an estimated fire arrival time from the detection data that has

been clustered and organized into shortest paths follows the following steps that will be explained.

• Interpolate extra points along the paths

• Iterative interpolation of data

• Smoothing and cleaning
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• Multigrid method for interpolation. Working on a sequence of meshes with increasing resolution.

Figure 3.18: Interpolation of additional detection points along the shortest paths. (Left) The shortest
paths from an assumed ignition to all other points in the detection data. (Right) New points have been
interpolated between each node in all paths.

3.2.4.1 Interpolate points along the paths

To provide additional data that can be used to estimate fire arrival times for locations near the

paths, more data is interpolated at locations on or near the paths. Figure 3.19 shows how a set of sparse

data along a path may be augmented with interpolated data. In this work, the Matlab "Cubic Smooth-

ing Spline" was used to interpolate extra points along the paths in the graph (MathWorks, 2020 (accessed

October 10, 2020)). The function seeks an interpolating function f that minimizes

min
f

p

n∑
j=1

wj |Tj − f(xj)|2 + (1− p)
∫
λ(t)|D2f(t)|2dt. (3.2.6)

Here, Tj is the time associated with the fire detection recorded at position xj . By changing the values of

the parameter p, the spline can be made smoother at the expense of not passing exactly through the set of

points (xj , Tj). Additionally, weights wj can be assigned at those points. The optional function λ(t) can

be assigned to weight the second derivative of the spline, allowing for a smoother or rougher fit, depend-

ing on location in the graph. In the work presented here, the value λ(t) = 1 was used consistently. The

key parameter is p. When p is small, more weight is given to the integral of the second derivative in Equa-

tion 3.2.6, causing the minimization to favor a smoother path at the expense of fitting the detection data

exactly. The resulting, interpolated path may diverge widely from the the original. Conversely, small val-

ues of p favor fitting the data at the expense of smoothness of the path. The plots in the top row of Figure

B.15 show the effect of varying p for a given set of detections.
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Figure 3.19: Interpolation of extra data points along a single shortest path. A smoothing spline was used
to add more points along a path that connects the active fire detections seen as red stars. To avoid over-
fitting of uncertain data and large oscillations in the path, the smoothing spline of Equation 3.2.6 was
used. The original path contained 12 data points and the resulting spline contains 63 data points. In prac-
tice, fewer additional points of data are added than are shown in this example.

When interpolating more points on the paths, the two main considerations are how many points

should be added and what value of p in the interpolation function should be used. Several tests were de-

signed to find the best values to use. The tests show that using p = 0.9 with interpolation of extra data

points at a distance of 2 kilometers produced the best estimates of the fire arrival time. The testing meth-

ods will be described below in Section 3.4.2.1 and Section 3.4.1.2.

Figure 3.20: Comparison of the fire arrival time contours for an analysis made with or without interpolat-
ing additional points along the shortest paths. On the left, no additional points have been added to the
paths. The contours show many peaks and valleys, indicating a fire that possibly spread by spotting. On
the right, fewer peaks and valleys can be seen.

3.2.4.2 Iterative interpolation of data
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Figure 3.21: Comparison of the fire arrival time for an analysis made with or without interpolating addi-
tion points along the shortest paths. On the left, no additional points have been added to the paths. On
the right, extra points have been interpolated along the shortest paths. The extra points allow the the
analysis to capture more of the gradient information seen along the left side of the fire arrival time cone
that is implied by the detection data.

Let G be the set of all shortest paths in the detection graph. Starting from a fire arrival time T0,

that is an initial estimate, along each path pj ∈ G we make the fire arrival time T equal to a weighted

average of the T0 and the time of the detection T (di) for vertex di in the graph as

T1 = αT0 + (1− α)T (di),

where α ∈ [0, 1] is chosen, depending on application. For the process of estimating fire arrival time, α = 0

may be chosen. For data assimilation, T0 will be from a model forecast and the choice of alpha will be

made from the data likelihood for each detection. An explanation of the method applied to data assimi-

lation will be presented in Chapter IV.

The fire arrival time is constructed by first changing the fire arrival time at the locations of the

active fire detections. If detection di occurs on n paths in the graph, the fire arrival time T (di) at the de-

tection location di will be changed n times. For example, the ignition point belongs to every path in the

graph so the fire arrival time there gets changed once for every active fire detection in the graph. Active

fire detections in final granule of the set appear only in one path since edges in the directed graph will

only point towards them. For detections that are part of n paths, the fire arrival time at location di will

be computed as
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T1 = αT0 + (1− α)T (di)

= α(T0 − T (di)) + T (di)

T2 = αT1 + (1− α)T (di)

= α (α(T0 − T (di)) + T (di)) + (1− α)T (di)

= α2(T0 − T (di)) + T (di)

T3 = αT2 + (1− α)T (di)

= α
(
α2(T0 − T (di)) + T (di)

)
+ (1− α)T (di)

= α3(T0 − T (di)) + T (di),

(3.2.7)

eventually becoming

Tn = αn(T0 − T (di)) + T (di),

when all the n paths have been processed.

A series of panels in Figure 3.22 illustrate the method using a hypothetical case of a one-dimensional

fire line. The fire arrival time at each detection location is first changed from that of an initial estimate,

introducing roughness and discontinuities into the fire arrival time. A local averaging then smooths the

fire arrival time over the whole domain. The total effect is that the fire arrival time at the detection loca-

tions and at nearby locations becomes closer to the time that the detection was recorded. The algorithm

then repeats, with an adjustment of the fire arrival time at the detection locations followed by another lo-

cal averaging. Starting from an initial estimate T0, a sequence of fire arrival times T1, T2, T3, ... is produced

at each location in the fire domain. After iteration i produces Ti, the relative difference between successive

fire arrival times Ti−1 and Ti is computed as

RD =
‖Ti−1 − Ti‖
‖Ti−1‖

. (3.2.8)

The algorithm can be halted when RD falls below a chosen threshold or it can be halted after a fixed

number of iterations. The left panel in Figure A.4 shows the decrease in RD during the iterative interpo-

lation process over 20 iterations. The plot shows large initial decreases in RD over the first several itera-

tions of the method, followed by smaller and smaller decreases. An alternative visualization of the process

is depicted in Figure 3.23. The upper left panel shows the active fire detections in the domain ordered in

time. The upper right panel shows the times of an initial estimate of the fire arrival time, here taken to
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be a model forecast and titled “TIGN", at the location of the active fire detections. If the forecast was in

complete agreement with the detection data, these first two panel in the figure would be identical. Instead,

we see a large number of places in the domain where the forecast fire arrival time is above or below that of

the detection data. The remaining panels on the bottom show how the iterative interpolation process af-

fects this difference, with the end effect being that the fire arrival time at detection locations moves closer

to the time of satellite detection.

3.2.4.3 Local averaging of the fire arrival time

After the fire arrival time has been set at all detection points along the paths in the graph, the fire

arrival time will have developed roughness manifested as large jumps in the fire arrival time at detection

locations when compared to neighboring locations. To smooth the data and change the fire arrival time

at locations in the fire domain near the detection locations, a local averaging of the the fire arrival time

is applied over the whole fire domain. The methods developed here use the Matlab function “imgaussfilt"

(MathWorks, 2021 (accessed April 28, 2021)) to do this smoothing. The function uses a Gaussian smooth-

ing kernel to produce a local averaging of the fire arrival time. Figure 3.24 shows the effect of applying

this smoothing to an example of a forecast fire arrival time.

3.2.4.4 Multigrid approach

Even with local averaging of the fire arrival time by use of a Gaussian smoothing filter, rough-

ness in the fire arrival time can develop. Changing the fire arrival time at scattered locations in the fire

domain can introduce many local minima in the fire arrival time that are not consistent with a fire that

has spread from point to point, outward from an ignition point. In extreme cases, the effect can make it

appear that several separate ignitions have occurred in the fire domain. One method to help avoid intro-

ducing these spurious ignitions is to perform the iterative interpolation on a sequence computational grids

that start with a coarse resolution and are progressively refined. The estimated fire arrival time obtained

from iterative interpolation on a coarse grid becomes the initial estimate for iterative interpolation on the

next, refined computational grid. Figure 3.25 shows the interpolated fire detections and shortest paths on

a sequence of grids with increasing spatial resolution. This example shows the key point of the process;

working on an initially coarse grid reduces the relative sparsity of the satellite data. Comparing the up-

per left panel (2000m resolution) with the lower right panel (250m resolution), we see a contiguous section

of the fire domain with a fire detection at every grid point in the coarse resolution, but there are many

grid locations in the fine resolution without any detections. Figure B.5 shows a sequence of estimates of a

hypothetical one-dimensional fire arrival time that were made by interpolation on computational grids of
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Figure 3.22: Iterative interpolation. The sequence of panels shows the data assimilation process of itera-
tive interpolation. At each an estimate of the fire arrival time is made by adjusting the fire arrival time in
places where detection data exists. A Gaussian smoothing is then applied to remove discontinuities in the
data and to avoid over-fitting of uncertain data.

increasing spatial resolution. The progression of images from left to right and top to bottom shows a re-

finement of the grid spacing used for interpolation. In this example, no additional points were interpolated

along the paths in the directed graph. Note that in the lower right, with 128 grid cells resolution, that the

gradient in the “flat part" on the left part of the domain at time t ≈ 5.5 is only partially resolved when

compared to the “ground truth." Interpolating additional points along the paths can help overcome this
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Figure 3.23: In the upper left, the plot shows the active fire detections ordered in time. In the the upper
right, is the forecast fire arrival time at the locations of the active fire detections. The bottom row shows
the adjusted fire arrival time after 1 and 12 iterations of the method, respectively. The plots of the ad-
justed fire arrival times show that difference between the forecast and the time of the detections decreases
with more iterations. The large “spike" that develops and is marked with a data label in the figure in the
lower right corresponds to fire detection that was recorded several days after the fire began in a location
near the estimated ignition point.

apparent shortcoming. Figure 3.27 shows the same hypothetical case, but additional points have been in-

terpolated along the paths. In the final panel, we see the “flat part" on the left part of the domain at time

t ≈ 5.5 is more resolved when compared to the example when no additional points were interpolated along

the paths.

The process of using the multigrid approach is outlined below.

1. Make an initial estimate of the fire arrival time.

2. Interpolate the estimated fire arrival time and detection data to a coarse grid. A 250 meter spacing

was used.

3. Perform one step of the iterative interpolation as described in Section 3.2.4.2. This entails adjusting

the fire arrival times at the detection locations, followed by smoothing of the data.
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Figure 3.24: Local averaging of the fire arrival time with a Gaussian smoothing kernel. On the left are the
contours of a fire arrival time of a simulation made with WRF-SFIRE. On the right, the fire arrival time
has been smoothed.

Figure 3.25: Satellite data and shortest paths interpolated on a sequence of computational grids of de-
creasing grid spacing. When using the multigrid approach for estimating the fire arrival time, iterative
interpolation is performed several times on computational meshes of increasing resolution.
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4. Interpolate the fire arrival time back onto the original, fine grid and compute the relative difference

between the initial estimate and the adjusted fire arrival time. If the relative difference is below a

chosen threshold, end the multigrid interpolation routine.

5. If the relative difference is above a chosen threshold, interpolate the fire arrival time to a finer grid

than used in the previous iteration and perform an additional step of the iterative interpolation

method. The grid spacing was changed by 20% on the successive iteration.

6. Repeat the process until relative difference between estimates falls below the threshold or until the

grid spacing gets to a minimal size that is chosen ahead of time. In this research, a minimal grid

spacing of 250 meters was chosen since a smaller spacing would imply an overfitting of the satellite

data that is of a coarser resolution.

Figure 3.26: Iterative interpolation with a multigrid strategy for data assimilation in a hypothetical one-
dimensional fire without using interpolation of additional points.

3.2.5 Use of Non-fire Pixels

The “fire mask" that is part of the Level 2 fire data product gives locations of where the detection

algorithm believes active fires to exist, but it also give locations for other kinds of observations as well.
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Figure 3.27: Multigrid progression in a one-dimensional fire. In this example, additional points were inter-
polated along the paths in the directed graph. Note that in the lower right, with 128 grid cells resolution,
that the gradient in the “flat part" at time t ≈ 5.5 on the left part of the domain is more fully resolved
than when no interpolation is done as shown in Figure 3.26.

Importantly, the locations where the fire detection algorithm believes no fires are burning are reported.

Additionally, locations where no determination can be made are reported. In these cases, possibly the

presence of clouds or smoke may be obscuring the instrument’s view.

In this section we outline the method by which the locations where the detection algorithm has

determined no active fire exist can be used to help shape the fire arrival time. The fire mask returned by

the algorithm is a matrix of integers, 0-9, with specific meaning. Integers 7,8, or 9 indicate the presence of

a fire with an associated confidence level of low, nominal, and high, respectively. Non-fire pixels are indi-

cated by the integers 3 or 5 in the fire mask, indicating a non-fire water pixel or a non-fire land pixel, re-

spectively. No confidence level is associated with these observations. For our purposes, the distinction be-

tween non-fire land or water pixels is unimportant, and we will treat them similarly. Figure 3.28 illustrates

an aggregation of non-fire land and water pixels over a period of several days. To show the non-constant

nature of the data, only 10% of the detection pixels have been plotted in this figure. The blue pixels rep-
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resent water detections most likely caused by proximity to the Great Salt Lake and orange pixels represent

non-fire land detections.

Figure 3.28: Non-fire pixels in the fire domain of a simulation of the Patch Springs fire. The figure on the
left shows the three-dimensional view. On the right, the data has been projected onto a plane.

As a first step towards using the locations of non-fire pixels, all satellite granules intersecting the

the fire simulation domain are collected and examined. The times and the locations of the non-fire pixels

are stored in a matrix for all granules whose times fall between the simulation start time and the simula-

tion end time. This time period coincides with the time period over which the active fire data is stored for

use in making the graph detailed in Section 3.2.2.4.

When all fire pixels and non-fire pixels are collected, the fire pixels are aggregated and a polygon

is drawn around them. Non-fire pixels outside of this polygon are used to adjust the fire arrival time up-

ward towards the end time of the simulation. Non-fire pixels located within the polygon enclosing the

active fire detections are ignored. In some cases, the non-fire pixels within the polygon may have been

recorded in locations subsequently reached by the fire. In other cases, we cannot rule out the possibility

that fire has never reached these locations. After the fire arrival time has been adjusted for the region out-

side of the polygon, local averaging in the whole fire domain is applied using a Gaussian smoothing ker-

nel. Figure 3.30 shows the effect of moving the fire arrival time of non-fire pixels upwards in the region

outside of the boundary containing active fire detections. The bottom panel shows a view of the non-fire

pixels outside of the boundary as seen projected onto a plane. The upper left and right panels show the

three-dimensional view of the non-fire pixels before and after the adjustment, respectively. It should be

noted that the local averaging of data applied after the adjustment of the fire arrival prevents an overfit-

ting of that data that would occur if the the fire arrival times of grid locations outside of the boundary

was simply set to the end time of the simulation. The difference between not using and using non-fire de-

tection data for estimating the fire arrival time is illustrated in Figure 3.31. The left panel shows an esti-
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mate made using only active fire detections and it can be seen that the outer perimeter of the fire extends

beyond the fire detections in many places. The use of the non-fire detecions in the right panel shows the

outer perimeter constrained to follow the data more closely.

Figure 3.29: Showing fire and non-fire satellite data for the Patch Springs Fire. On the left, fire, non-fire,
and water pixels from the fire mask are shown simultaneously . The boundary around active fire detec-
tions is shown on the right. Non-fire pixel data is used to adjust fire arrival times outside of this region.

3.2.6 Estimating the Rate of Spread from Satellite Data

In general, it is not possible to know the rate of spread of a wildfire at every point in a fire do-

main. However, knowing the ROS has many useful applications. For example, a high ROS might indicate

the presence of unobserved winds in the fire domain or indicate that the underlying fuels are relatively

dry. Having an estimate of the fire arrival time at all points in the fire domain will allow us to find an esti-

mate of the ROS at those points.

The ROS is determined by the gradient of the fire arrival time. Given that the fire arrival time

T = T (x, y) assigns a fire arrival time to each location in the fire domain, the partial derivatives Tx and Ty

are computed to obtain the change in fire arrival time per distance in the x or y directions. The recipro-

cals of these partial derivatives are the ROS components in the respective directions. With fire spreading

in the direction normal to the level curves of the fire arrival time T , we see that the reciprocal of the ROS,

R is is magnitude of the gradient of the fire arrival time

‖∇T‖ =
1

R
. (3.2.9)
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Figure 3.30: Adjustment of non-fire pixels during the interpolation of the fire arrival time from satellite
data. The white area in the center of the bottom panel is contained within a polygon drawn around the
active fire detections. In the upper left are the non-fire pixels, scattered on the forecast fire arrival time
surface. In the upper right, the fire arrival times have been moved upwards.

Figure 3.31: Comparison of the estimated fire arrival time made with and without use of non-fire pixel
data. The left panel shows the estimated fire arrival time formed without use of non-fire pixels. Note the
perimeters extend into regions not containing any fire detection pixels. The panel on the right shows the
estimated fire arrival time formed using non-fire pixel data. The outer perimeter more closely matches the
locations where active fire detections are located. Compare with Figure 4.4 to see how the interpolation of
fire arrival time is handled differently when data assimilation is being performed.
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3.3 Tools for Assesing the Method

This sections presents some tools that will be used to assess the effectiveness of the proposed

method for estimating the fire arrival time. The tools will be used in various tests to find the best values

for important parameters used in the method. Later, the tools for assessment will be used to judge how

well the method works for estimating the fire arrival time for real-world fire scenarios

3.3.1 Average Growth Rate

An important measure of how well a simulation or fire arrival time estimate agrees with the real-

world fire is made by a comparison of the average fire growth rate. This measure gives a sense of how well

the estimate manages to give the size of the fire over time. This measure is crude in the sense that it can-

not say anything about how well the estimates manages to reflect the true state of the fire at specific loca-

tions. Still, knowing or predicting how many acres per day will be consumed by a fire can help fire respon-

ders allocate resources or issue public safety warnings.

To calculate the growth rate over a period of time, the starting and ending times of the even are

partitioned into partitioned into discrete steps and the area of the fire at that each time step is estimated

by one of the following methods.

1. If only satellite active fire detections are available, the fire arrival time is estimated as in section

3.2.1 and the area is computed from the number of grid cells for which the fire arrival time is less

than or equal to the discrete time step.

2. If, additionally, infrared perimeter data is available, a subset of the points in the perimeter are used

in the same way as active fire detections to obtain an estimated fire arrival time.

3. When using artificial fire arrival times as the “ground truth" for experiments, the area at each time

step is computed from the number of grid cells for which the fire arrival time is less than or equal to

the discrete time step.

4. If a large number of infrared perimeter observations are available for a real-world fire, time may dis-

cretized by the time of the observations and the area at each time step computed as the area within

the polygon defined by the perimeter observation.

The growth rate of the actual fire and the model fire growth can be compared visually to give a

sense of how well the simulation matched the actual fire. Figure 3.32 shows an example of such a com-

parison where the slope of the curves depicting the size of the fire over time are roughly the same of the

first four days of the fire, but are very different after that time. This divergence indicates that the model
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Figure 3.32: Plot of estimated fire area over time. The blue line indicates the size of the actual fire, esti-
mated from satellite detection data. The red line is the size of the modeled fire. It can be seen that the
model does not capture the explosive growth that occurred.

is failing to capture the behaviior of the real fire after the fourth day. For testing purposes, when evalu-

ating many simulations or estimates of fire arrival times, for example, it is convenient to compute a single

number, the relative growth error

RGE =
||Ae −Ag||2
||Ag||2

(3.3.1)

where Ae is the estimated fire area at each discrete time step, Ag is the “ground truth" fire area at the

corresponding time step, and the norm is the Euclidean. The RGE gives a sense of how well the estimate

or simulation matches the real-world fire growth but does not give information about whether the esti-

mated growth rate was too high or too low.

3.3.2 Measure of Effectiveness

The measure of effectiveness (MOE) as presented in Warner et al. (2004) is a two-dimensional

statistic that evaluates a model output with a comparison of the known state of the system, describing the

decreasing amount of either false positives or false negatives in the forecast or estimate. In terms of fire

simulations, a false positive represents the model predicting the fire to arrive at a location where no fire

was actually observed. Conversely, a false negative indicates a location where fire was actually observed

but the model indicated that location remained unburnt. It is computed as

MOE = (x, y) =

(
AOV

AOB
,
AOV

APR

)
=

(
1− AFN

AOB
, 1− AFP

APR

)
, (3.3.2)
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where AFN and AFP given the area where false negatives and false positives occurred, respectively. AOB

and APR are the areas of the real-world observation and the model prediction, respectively, and AOV is

the overlap area, where the observation and prediction coincide. Figure 3.33 shows the relationship of

these regions for a simulation that overestimated the size of the fire and had a score MOE = (x, y) =

(0.899359, 0.873599). Importantly, the region of the observed fire is the union of all blue and orange pixels

and the region of the forecast fire is the union of all blue and black pixels. If the forecast and observations

coincided exactly, the graphical representation would be a solid blue color. If the fire areas of the forecast

and observations were disjoint, there would be no blue in the figure since all locations would indicate ei-

ther a false positive or a false negative.

The MOE gives a good sense of how well a simulation or estimation of a fire arrival time matches

the actual fire in terms of the locations where the fire occurred at a single time, but it cannot give a sense

of how well the simulation evolved over the period of the event. When using the MOE to asses how well

a method works it is possible to consider separately the tendency to produce false positive or false nega-

tive indications at locations in the fire domain. For operational use, it might be preferable to have a model

that makes errors on the side of caution by producing more false positives than false negatives.

Figure 3.33: Illustrating the measure of effectiveness (MOE). The MOE is computed from the areas of
false positives, false negatives, and overlap. The overlap is the blue region where the model and real-world
observations have both indicated burning. The observed area of the actual fire is the union of all blue and
orange pixels. The area of the simulated fire is the union of the blue and black pixels. In this example, the
area of the modeled fire is close to that of the observed fire.

3.3.3 Sørenson Index

The Sørenson index is another method of assessment made by comparison of regions contained

within a fire perimeter. In the case of a real fire example, infrared fire perimeters as observed from over-

flying aircraft will be used to compare against the region of an estimated fire arrival time. For artificial
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data, perimeters are established by finding the location of all fire arrival times before a specified time as-

sociated with a perimeter. This method of evaluating simulations is algebraically equivalent to the method

employed by in Cardil et al. (2019a) and was proposed by Sørenson as measure of the similarity between

biological samples (Sørensen, 1948). A score Sa is assigned to each comparison of the forecast with the

perimeter according to the formula

Sa =
2×A(forecast ∩ perimeter)
A(forecast) +A(perimeter),

(3.3.3)

where A is the area of a region. Thus A(observed) is the area of the fire contained within the observed

perimeter, A(forecast) is the area enclosed within the model forecast perimeter at the time the perime-

ter observation was made, and A(forecast ∩ observed) gives the area of the intersection of the forecast

and observed perimeter areas. When the forecast and observed perimeters encompass disjoint areas, we

have A(forecast ∩ observed) = 0 so that Sa = 0. This is the lowest score which can be assigned. Con-

versely, when the forecast and observed perimeters exactly coincide, then 2 × A(forecast ∩ observed) =

A(forecast) +A(observed) so that Sa = 1, the maximum score possible.

In the case that there are n perimeter observations during a simulation period, the score Sa can

be computed as the average

Sa =
1

n

n∑
i=1

si. (3.3.4)

The Sørenson index is similar to the MOE in that is gives a sense of how well a simulation or esti-

mate of the fire arrival time compares with the actual fire in terms of area, but it does not give a sense of

the goodness of fit in a temporal sense. The chief advantage of the Sørenson index is the simplicity of the

measure. The single number is easy to interpret since it measures how well the forecast fire area matches

that of the real fire but it does not provide information on whether the predicted fire area was overesti-

mated or underestimated.

3.3.4 Relative Error

The relative error (RE) is the norm of the difference between the estimated and actual fire arrival

times divided by the norm of the actual fire arrival time. This score gives a good sense of how well the

simulation or estimate of the fire arrival time was able to match the data. This method of assessment was

used for tests using artificial fire scenarios to validate the methods being developed. Since the fire arrival

times of real fires are generally not known, this method of assessment is not used when working with real

61



fire scenarios. The relative error is calculated as

RE =
||T − Te||
||T ||

(3.3.5)

where T is the known fire arrival time, recorded as days since simulation start, and Te is an estimate de-

rived from observational data.

3.3.5 Rate of Spread Error

This assessment score seeks to measure how well the average ROS in a forecast or estimate of fire

arrival time compares with a known rate of spread. The ultimate intention is to be able to use this score

to make a judgment about the accuracy of the burn model in SFIRE and improve forecasts by adjusting

a key model parameter, the fuel moisture content (FMC). Because the total FMC is dependent on the

underlying fuels in the fire domain, comparison between the forecast ROS and the known ROS are com-

pared at each grid point in the fire domain where the forecast and the data both agree that fire had oc-

curred. Thus, the score is computed only in the “overlap region" that is used to compute the MOE and

corresponds to the blue region seen in Figure 3.33.

The ROS is computed using the Matlab function “gradientm" (MathWorks, 2021 (accessed March

10, 2021)) that uses the latitude and longitude of a location and a scalar field, in this case the fire arrival

time, to compute the gradient with units in meters and seconds. Since T = T (x, y), the gradient of the fire

arrival time gives the reciprocal of the ROS, and is, in fact, the Eikonal equation

‖∇T‖ =
1

R
. (3.3.6)

The ROS at a location can be found by the reciprocal of the gradient’s norm.

Although the ROS is computed from the fire arrival time T = T (x, y) the rate of spread is more

complicated than a function of only position. Other inputs such a fuel properties, weather, and terrain

slope play a role in determining the ROS. Indeed, since the weather varies with time, the ROS is partially

a function of the fire arrival time itself. Thus, making adjustments to the model based on an estimate of

the ROS computed only from position is problematic.

3.3.6 Spread Direction Error

When the ROS is computed from the gradient of the fire arrival time, the partial derivatives

(Tx, Ty) = ∇T allow for computation of the direction of the fire spread. The arctangent function is used to
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compute an angle

θ = arctan
Ty
Tx

(3.3.7)

that describes the direction of the gradient in radians counterclockwise from the direction east.

3.4 Examples and Testing the Method

This section investigates how the method for estimating the fire arrival time works and shows

some of the tests that were performed to find the best parameters that control how different parts of the

method are accomplished. Because the fire arrival time for real fires is usually not known, we use the

strategy of constructing some artificial fire arrival time and artificial data so that a “ground truth," known

solution to a problem exists to be compared against the estimate produced by the proposed method.

Artificial fire arrival times were constructed by a process that first created several cones with a

common vertex and height, but varied in the width of the cone at the top. The cones were then combined

by taking the maximum value among all the cones at all points in the domain. For example, if the cones

could be determined by the functions f1(x, y), f2(x, y), f3(x, y), the artificial fire arrival time T (i, j) would

be determined at location (i, j) in the fire domain by

T (i, j) = max{f1(x, y), f2(x, y), f3(x, y)} (3.4.1)

Artificial fire detections were randomly scattered on the surface of the artificial fire arrival time comes at

locations where the fire arrival time was less than the time corresponding to the “flat top" of the cone. A

random number was generated for each potential location and if that number was below a chosen thresh-

old, an artificial fire detection was created at that point. In the experiments that follow, roughly 5% of the

potential detection locations were assigned an artificial detection time. The top row of panels in Figure

B.14 shows a sampling of some these artificial data. The random process produced a number of different

shapes of the artificial fires as can be seen. Some shapes were similar to simple cones, but others can be

seen as disjoint regions implying the presence of more than a single fire in the domain. Figure B.6 shows

one such example.

3.4.1 Testing the Method

3.4.1.1 Choosing the Number of Clusters

When clustering data, the number of clusters k must be chosen by the user. There exist algo-

rithms to find an optimal number k by seeking to minimize the squared distances from cluster members

to the centroid of the cluster. Those algorithms have not been used in this research. For the purpose at
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Figure 3.34: The effect of cluster size on the estimated fire arrival time of a single example case produced
from graphs derived using various numbers of clusters. The horizontal axis shows the numbers of clusters
used to partition the detection data and the vertical axis shows the norm of the difference between the
“ground truth" fire arrival time T and the estimated fire arrival time Ta derived from the detection data.
The norm of the difference decreases generally when more clusters are used, but then reaches a plateau
when approximately 15 clusters are used. Other example cases showed similar characteristics.

hand, the optimal number of clusters to use will be that that allows the method for estimating the fire ar-

rival time from satellite detections to be most accurate.

To find an optimal number of clusters to use, the method for estimating the fire arrival time was

repeatedly employed, using a varying number of clusters and the estimate produced was compared with

the “ground truth". Directed graphs and sets of shortest paths using between one and forty clusters were

used. For each cluster size, the norm of the difference between the “ground truth" and the estimated fire

arrival time was computed. Figure 3.34 shows the results of varying the number of clusters in a single ex-

ample case. In general, when the cluster size reaches approximately 15, the error reaches a plateau.

This test was repeated for several different “ground truth" scenarios, involving at least 100 points

of data used as artificial detection locations and the results were similar. For that reason 20 clusters has

been used as a default value for the work. There are a few exceptional cases where using a different num-

ber of clusters would make sense. If the number of fire detections is small, the number of clusters should

be reduced. Indeed, if the number of fire detections is less than the number of clusters, the k-means algo-

rithm cannot complete. If the number of detections equals the number of clusters, then each detection will

belong to its own cluster and the purpose of clustering the data will not be fulfilled. For large fires, involv-

ing many thousands of fire detections, a larger number could be used although that has not been tested in

the current work.
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3.4.1.2 Testing with Artificial Fire Arrival Time and Data

Because the fire arrival time of real-world fire is not known, to test the method we first begin with

construction of artificial fire arrival times and artificial fire detection data. The method for estimation fire

arrival time is then employed and the resulting estimated fire arrival time is compared with the artificial

fire arrival time used as “ground truth." In the first example, hundreds of artificial fire arrival time cones

were generated, along with artificial detection data, and the interpolation method was performed using dif-

ferent parameters. The assessment methods outlined above were then used to find those parameters that

gave better results.

The purpose of the experiment was to determine the optimal way to estimate the fire arrival time

from only satellite data. In particular, choosing whether to use a multigrid approach or to work on a sin-

gle grid was a goal. A secondary consideration was whether to interpolate extra points along the shortest

paths in the directed graph and how many extra points to use. The conclusion of the test was that using

the multigrid approach with extra data points interpolated along the paths at a distance of 2000 meters

was the the best method.

In the experiment, 280 artificial fire arrival times were created. Artificial active fire detections

were were randomly scattered across the fire arrival surface in such a way that approximately 5% of the

grid cells within the outer perimeter would have an active fire detection. When the locations of the fire de-

tections were determined, the time associated with each was adjusted upwards to a discrete set of times to

mimic the way that real satellite data is received in granules.

The assessment of the estimated fire arrival times was done in two categories

1. Comparison of the fire arrival time in terms of its growth, final size and shape, as well as a relative

error.

2. Comparison of the rate of spread and the direction of the of the fire spread.

Acronyms for the assessment scores in first category described above.

• AGE - Average growth error.

• MRE - Mean relative error.

• SRE - Standard deviation of relative errors

• MOE X - x-component of the measure of effectiveness. A higher score indicate less false negatives.

• MOE Y - y-component of the measure of effectiveness. A higher score indicates less false positives.

• ||MOE|| - Norm of the the measure of effectiveness
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• Sørenson index

Acronyms for the assessment scores described above

• MRD - Mean ROS difference

• SRD - Standard deviation of the differences in ROS

• MDD - Mean direction of spread difference

• SDD - Standard deviation of the differences in the the direction of spread

Several different scenarios were tested. The goal was to find whether a multigrid approach was

useful and to determine how interpolation of extra points along the paths in the graph affects the itera-

tive interpolation process. This secondary goal was accomplished by making estimates of the fire arrival

time without using interpolation along the paths as well as using extra points at various different spacings.

Spacing is taken to be the distance along the path between two original detection data. Extra points were

interpolated along the paths so that the distance between any two points on the path was no greater than

the spacing. For example, if the 1000 meter spacing was used but all detections on a path were 500 me-

ters from their neighbors, no extra points would be interpolated. When the spacing indicated interpolation

of extra points was to be made, three extra points were added to the path between the adjacent, original

detections.

The following list describes them various strategies for estimating the fire arrival time used to test

the method.

1. Multi - NP: Multigrid with no extra points interpolated

2. Multi - 500: Multigrid with extra points spaced at 500 meters

3. Multi - 1000: Multigrid with extra points spaced at 1000 meters

4. Multi - 2000: Multi grid with extra points spaced at 2000 meters

5. Multi - 3000: Multigrid with extra points spaced at 3000 meters

6. Multi - 4000: Multigrid with extra points spaced at 4000 meters

7. Single - NP: Single grid used with no extra points interpolated

8. Single - 1000: Single grid used with extra points spaced at 1000 meters
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Table 3.2: Ranking of the test results for estimating the fire arrival time from artificial data in terms of
growth, final size and shape, as well as relative error. All of the 280 results of the experiment for estimat-
ing the fire arrival time from data are compiled into a single table. The best method for estimating fire
arrival time from data was to use the multigrid method with interpolation of extra points along the paths
at a distance of 2000 meters. This table summarizes and ranks the results in Table B.1.

Scenrario AGE MRE SRE MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson Rank sum Rank
Multi - NP 2 6 6 1 6 5 5 31 4
Multi - 500 7 1 4 8 1 8 8 36 6
Multi - 1000 3 3 1 5 5 2 2 21 2
Multi - 2000 1 2 5 4 2 1 1 16 1
Multi - 3000 4 4 2 6 3 3 3 25 3
Multi - 4000 6 5 3 7 4 4 4 32 5
Single - NP 8 7 7 2 8 6 7 44 7
Single -1000 5 8 8 3 7 7 6 44 8

Table B.1 shows the results of this test relating the estimate to the “ground truth" fire arrival

time in terms of its growth, final size and shape, as well as a relative error. The rows of the table indi-

cate various strategies for estimating the fire arrival time used to test the method. The columns of the

table give the average test score for the estimated fire arrival time for all 280 artificial fire data scenar-

ios created. The columns “Best" and “Worst" correspond to the specific artifical data scenario for which

the strategy had the highest or lowest average of all test scores, respectively. At a glance, it can be seen

that the mean relative error (MRE) is found to be lower when using the multigrid approach. Table 3.2

ranks the averages of the scores according to which strategy produced the best results, with a lower rank

indicating a better score. The column “Rank Sum" adds up the test rankings for each strategy and the

column “Rank" rank shows these sums ordered by increasing values. The lowest value of this final rank

corresponds to the strategy for estimating the fire arrival time by used of the multigrid approach with ad-

ditional points interpolated along the paths with a spacing of 2000 meters.

Table B.2 gives the results of this test in terms of the rate of spread and the direction of the of

the fire spread. The rows of the table indicate various strategies for estimating the fire arrival time used

to test the method. The columns of the table give the average test score for the estimated fire arrival time

for all 280 artificial fire data scenarios created. The second and third columns give the mean and standard

deviation of the differences in the average ROS for each fire arrival time. The fourth and fifth columns

give the mean and standard deviation of the differences in the angle of the gradient for each fire arrival

time. It can be seen that the magnitude of the mean ROS difference (MRD) is lowest for the strategy us-

ing the multigrid approach and spacing of interpolated data points at 2000 meters. Table 3.3 ranks the

average scores in the same was was done for the first part of the test. Again, it was found that using the

multigrid approach with 2000 meter spacing of extra points produced the best results.

Finally, the conclusions from the first and second parts of this test, referred to as “Area Tests" and

“ROS tests," respectively, are combined in Table 3.4. The right column ranks the strategies for estimat-
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Table 3.3: Ranking the estimation approaches by how well they were able to estimate the average ROS in
the fire and how well the direction of the gradients matched that of the “ground truth" fire arrival time.
The best strategy was to use the multigrid approach with extra points interpolated along the paths at a
2000 meter spacing. This table summarizes and ranks the results in Table B.2.

Scenario MRD SRD MDD SDD Rank sum Rank
Multi - NP 4 6 2 5 17 3
Multi - 500 2 4 3 4 13 2
Multi - 1000 3 5 6 3 17 4
Multi - 2000 1 3 1 6 11 1
Multi - 3000 5 8 5 2 20 5
Multi - 4000 6 7 7 1 21 7
Single - NP 8 1 4 7 20 6
Single - 1000 7 2 8 8 25 8

Table 3.4: Table for all ranks for the experiment using artificial fire arrival times and fire detections. This
table summarizes all results from Table B.1 and Table B.2. Using a multigrid approach with interpolation
of extra points with a spacing of 2000 meters provided the best estimates of the fire arrival time.

Scenario Area Tests ROS Tests Total Rank
Multi - NP 31 17 48 5
Multi - 500 36 13 49 4
Multi - 1000 21 17 38 2
Multi - 2000 16 11 27 1
Multi - 3000 25 20 45 3
Multi - 4000 32 21 53 6
Single - NP 44 20 64 7
Single - 1000 44 25 69 8

ing the fire arrival time. The multigrid strategy using interpolation with a 2000 m spacing was found to

produced the best results for this experiment using artificial data. Interestingly, not using the multigrid

approach produced the worst results, even when extra points were interpolated along the paths.

3.4.1.3 WRF-SFIRE Output Files Used as Ground Truth

In this test, 115 fire arrival times output from WRF-SFIRE were used to make “ground truth"

fire arrival times and artificial detections were scattered on the surface in the same way they were in the

previous test, around 5% of the possible locations had an artificial fire detection. Figure B.11 shows the

shape of 6 of these fire arrival times and the locations of the artificial detections. In comparison with the

artificial fire arrival times used in the previous experiment, the fire arrival times from WRF-SFIRE output

have rougher outer perimeters, but none indicate that more than a single fire was burning in the domain.

These simulations play the role of cross validation in the experiment, with the goal to determine

that the methods developed do not result in an overfitting of data when applied to a different set of in-

puts. The testing method used was exactly the same as that producing the best results in the experiment

using 280 artificial fire arrival times. Only the multigrid method with interpolation of extra points along

the paths with spacing of 2000 meters was used in this test. The results of the tests, in Table 3.5, relating

to estimated fire arrival time in terms of its growth, final size and shape, as well as the relative error the

were similar to the tests using artificial fire arrival times, with the exception that the average growth error
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Table 3.5: Results from estimating the fire arrival time using the multigrid approach with additional
points interpolated along the paths at a distance of 2000 meters. The scores relate to the growth, final
size and shape, as well as relative error of the estimated fire arrival time. For this test, the “ground truth"
fire arrival time for each of the 115 estimates made was taken to be the output fire arrival time from a fire
simulation made with the WRF-SFIRE model. Compare with the results in Table B.1 where compari-
son was made with artificial fire arrival times. The results are similar, with the exception of the average
growth error score. The results for this score are worse.

Scenrario AGE MRE SRE MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson Best Worst
Multi - 2000 0.2690 0.0056 0.0015 0.9475 0.6453 1.15 0.7621 111 99

Table 3.6: Results from estimating the fire arrival time using the multigrid approach with additional
points interpolated along the paths at a distance of 2000 meters. The scores relate to the ROS and direc-
tion of fire spread in estimated fire arrival time. For this test, the “ground truth" fire arrival time for each
of the 115 estimates made was taken to be the output fire arrival time from a fire simulation made with
the WRF-SFIRE model. Compare the results to Table B.2. In this test, the difference in the estimated
average ROS was much worse that when using artificial fire arrival times as the “ground truth."

Scenario MRD SRD MDD SDD Best ROS Worst ROS Best θ Worst θ
Multi - 2000 0.1546 0.1027 -0.0451 0.1463 111 6 61 90

was worse. Table 3.6 gives results for the tests relating to the ROS and the direction of the fire spread. In

this case, we find that the difference in the average ROS is higher than it was for the tests using 280 artifi-

cial fire arrival times.

The results in these tables represent averages of the scores for all 115 testing scenarios. To get a

better sense of the associated variances of these statistics, Figure B.8 shows a scatter plot of the MOE,

with MOE X on the horizontal axis and MOE Y on the vertical. Figure B.9 and Figure B.10 show his-

tograms of the relative errors and the differences in average ROS for all 115 tests.

3.4.2 Examples and Testing with Real Fires

3.4.2.1 Finding the Parameter p

To determine the optimal value p in the interpolation of new data points along the paths (Equa-

tion 3.2.6), a test was devised. As a first step, estimates of the fire arrival time were made for set of the

artificial fire arrival times used in the experiments of Section 3.4.1.2 using various values of p. For each

set of detection data, 11 estimates of the fire arrival time were made using values of p ranging from 0.0

to 1.0 in increments of 0.1. All estimates were made on a common computational grid without using a

multigrid approach to save time. Each fire estimated arrival time was then compared against the artificial

“ground truth" fire arrival time and the relative error, MOE, and the Sørenson index were computed. The

average of each score for all tested values of p was computed and the results plotted in Figure 3.35. The

MOE and Sørenson index scores generally increase with p, except for MOE Y which exhibited a decease

for p = 1.0. The scores for the relative error generally decreased, indicating a better performance, when
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p was increased, but and increase occurred for p = 1.0. Thus, it was determined that the optimal value is

p = 0.9.

Figure 3.35: Assessment of estimated fire arrival times of 280 artificial fire arrival times using varied values
of the interpolation parameter p. Each panel represents the average score of all 280 estimates for varying
values of p. On the top row, from left to right are the plots of MOE X and MOE Y. On the bottom are
the plots of relative error, and the Sørenson index. These plots suggests that using p = 0.9 is optimal.

Further investigation of the optimal value p to use was accomplished by making estimates of the

fire arrival times of real-world fires. Estimates of the fire arrival time for the the Patch Springs Fires and

the Cougar Creek Fire were made using varying values of p between 0.0 and 1.0. For each value used, the

resulting fire arrival time was compared to an infrared perimeter observation and the MOE and Sørenson

index were computed. The results are summarized in the tables and figures that follow. Tables B.3 and

B.4 show the results which are summarized in figures B.12 and B.13. The effect of p in these individual

cases was similar to that of the average effect determined in 280 cases using artificial data. The scores for

the estimates generally increased with p but showed a decrease for p = 1.0. In both specific cases, using

p = 0.9 for the parameter was found to be the best, although results were similar for p = 1.0. These re-

sults closely match those found when using the suite of artificial fire arrival times in the testing previously

detailed.
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Table 3.7: Assessment of the estimated fire arrival time of the Patch Springs fire made using infrared
perimeter data and satellite data. The addition of the extra data source has made the estimate better
than any of the estimates in Table B.3.

MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
0.9232 0.8550 1.2858 0.9089

3.4.2.2 Real Fire Example: Patch Springs Fire with Perimeter Data

The Patch Springs Fire occurred in August 2013. In this section, we use the method of Section

3.2.1 to create an estimate of the fire arrival time over the first six days of the event. The estimated fire

arrival time used two infrared perimeters and 39 granules of satellite data. For each perimeter observation,

200 fire data points were used. Although perimeter observations typically contain 1000 points or more, the

larger grid spacing using for the interpolation technique makes use of more than a few hundred points un-

productive. Figure 3.36 shows the clustering of the data, the graph structure with shortest paths, and the

resulting estimate of the fire arrival time. Comparison of the estimated fire arrival time was made with a

perimeter observation from August 16 at 09:47 UTC. When compared with the estimated fire arrival times

made without perimeter observations, in Table B.3, the simulation here is marginally better. The results

are summarized in Table 3.7. Without a known fire arrival time, only the MOE and Sørenson index have

been used to evaluate the reults. For this test, the results are consistent with the experiments in Section

2.2.1, indicating that the method of using infrared perimeters in addition to satellite fire detections is a

useful strategy for estimating the fire arrival time of a real-world fire.

3.4.2.3 Real Fire Example: Cougar Creek Fire

In some cases, real fires are intensely observed and many infrared perimeter observations are made

available. In this section, many estimates of the fire arrival time for the Cougar Creek Fire were made

and evaluated by comparison with an infrared perimeter observation. Both a single-pass and the multi-

grid method with interpolation of points with 2000 meter spacing were used. In each estimate, all satellite

fire detection data up to the time of a perimeter observation was used to estimate the fire arrival time. In

total, 27 perimeters were used to form comparisons. For each estimate, the MOE and the Sørenson index

were computed. Additionally, the area within the perimeters of the observation and estimate were made at

each of the 27 times. All result computations were made on grids of 250 meter resolution. This grid spac-

ing is well below the resolution of the typical perimeter observation but above the resolution of the fire

detection data.

Given a sequence of infrared observations, its is possible to get an estimate of the growth rate of

the real fire by computing the area within each perimeter observation. The area within these perimeters

is plotted along with the area found by estimation using satellite data for both the single-pas and multi-
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Figure 3.36: Estimation of fire arrival time for the Patch Sprigs fire using infrared perimeter observations.
In the upper left, active fire detection data and points from infrared perimeter observations used for esti-
mation of the fire arrival time of the Patch Springs fire. In upper right, the shortest paths in the directed
graph for the Patch Fire simulation, initialized from satellite data and infrared perimeter data. At the
bottom, the estimated fire arrival time. 200 data points were used in each perimeter. The perimeters are
visible as the rings with large amounts of data at approximately day 2.5 and day 3 of the estimate.

grid approaches Figure 3.38. The blue lines indicate area of the fire estimated from data and the red lines

indicate the area within the infrared perimeters. Both estimation strategies show similar growth to that

indicated by the infrared data, but the single-pass method tends underestimate the area and the multigrid

approach tends to overestimate it. Figure 3.39 shows a comparison of the assessment of the tow methods

for an estimate of the fire arrival time at August 14, 07:00:00 UTC. At this time step, both strategies both

strategies had similar results, with the MOE and Sørenson index scores differing less than 0.05. In both

cases, the strategies slightly underestimated the size of the fire. Figure B.18 shows the final estimates of

the sequence. Again, both strategies delivered similar results, but the multigrid method gives less false

negatives and more false positives.

Table B.5 and Table B.6 show the results of assessment of the estimated fire arrival times using

the single-pass and multigrid strategies, respectively. In general, both strategies had similar results with

the typical score for both components of the MOE and the Sørenson index remaining above 0.80. Some
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Figure 3.37: Assessment of the estimated fire arrival time for the Patch Springs fire using infrared perime-
ter observations as a data source. Two perimeter observations were used as a data source and the the esti-
mate was compared to an infrared perimeter from August 16 at 09:47 UTC. The addition of the perimeter
data made for a small improvement of the estimate in comparison with the estimates from Section 3.4.2.1
that only used satellite data.

Figure 3.38: Comparison of fire sizes from fire arrival time estimates of the Cougar Creek Fire using a one-
pass method (left) and multigrid method (right). The one-pass method underestimated the size of the fire
while the multigrid method overestimated it.
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Figure 3.39: Assessing the estimated fire arrival time of the Cougar Creek Fire using a one-pass method
(left) and multigrid method (right) by comparison with an infrared perimeter observation. The estimates
are derived for the available satellite data up to the perimeter time of August 14, 07:00:00 UTC. Both
methods ted to underestimate the size of the fire. In this case, some satellite fire detections lie outside the
infrared perimeter represented by the union of the orange and blue areas.

Table 3.8: Comparison of the average assessment scores for the one pass method and multigrid method
used to estimate the fire arrival time of the Cougar Creek Fire. The scores are very similar, with the
multigrid showing a slight advantage in having a final burn area closer to that indicated by the infrared
perimeter observations.

Method MOE_X MOE_Y |MOE| S
One Pass 0.8267 0.9051 1.2283 0.8607
Multigrid 0.8898 0.8457 1.2299 0.8640

lesser scores were recorded in the early stages of the fire and can most likely be attributed to the a rela-

tively small amount of satellite data data being available. For example, the first estimate had the score

S = 0.6082 using the single-pass strategy. The corresponding score for the multigrid strategy was also low,

S = 0.6704. Scores for later estimates remained largely constant, implying that once sufficient satellite

data were available, both strategies produced acceptable results. Table 3.8 compares the average scores

made by both strategies across all 27 estimated fire arrival times. The two strategies produced similar

results. The largest differences exit in the scores for MOE X and MOE Y. The largest score for MOE X

was achieved by the multigrid strategy, indicating it produced less false negatives. The single-pass strategy

produced less false positives.

3.4.2.4 Real Fire Example: Camp Fire

The Camp Fire was a large and destructive fire that took place in Califormia during November,

2018. Extreme weather cause the fire to expand rapidly (Brewer and Clements, 2020) and it is thought

that the spread mechanism was largely due to burning embers being carried by winds in advance of the

main fire front (Cal Fire, 2018 (Accessed March 3, 2020)). It is estimated that the fire grew to 28,000 ha

in the first 24 hours. Figure 3.41 shows a scatter plot of the clustering of the satellite data and the struc-
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ture of shortest paths from an assumed ignition point. The “flat bottom" of this graph is further evidence

of the explosive growth of this fire in its early stages. Five infrared observations were made during the

first two days of this fire and estimates of the fire arrival time were made to compare with each of them.

Figure 3.40 shows how the area of the estimates compared with the are with in the infrared perimeters.

In general, the estimated area was smaller, but the slope of the two curves are similar, indicating rates of

growth that are largely the same. Figure B.22 shows comparison of the estimated fire perimeters with the

infrared perimeters at four times. The estimated perimeters differ from the infrared observations mostly in

the southwest region of the fire that active fire front during the first two days. Figure 3.42 shows the as-

sessment of the estimate made by comparison to the final infrared perimeter observation made on Novem-

ber 10, at 09:04 UTC. In the figure, the area of in the southwest showing false negatives may be due to

the spread mechanism of the fire. Winds from the northeast carried burning embers ahead of the main

fire front, causing many small spotting fires to occur. These spotting fires may have been observed by in-

frared camera onboard aircraft but not by satellites, given the region of false negatives at the edge of the

fire front. The scores for this estimate were high, with both components of the MOE and the Sørenson

index all exceeding 0.90. These scores were as good as those for estimates of both the Patch Springs and

Cougar Creek fire previously discussed.

Figure 3.40: Growth of the Camp fire during the first several days. The growth rate of the area was 28,000
ha/day and the estimated growth rate was 30,000 ha/day. The estimated are of the fire was smaller than
that observed, but the rate of growth was very similar. Interestingly, the computed area within the in-
frared perimeters showed a small decrease after 1.5 days.

3.4.3 Limitations of the Method

The method currently cannot give good estimates of the fire arrival time under all circumstances.

Some considerations are outlined in this section.
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Figure 3.41: Clustered data for the Camp Fire (left) and the shortest paths in the directed graph (right).
Note how the low angles of the paths near the bottom of the graph indicate the high ROS observed in the
explosive early hours of this fire.

Figure 3.42: Assessment of the estimated fire arrival time of the Camp Fire using the MOE and the Søren-
son index. The fire started in the northeast region of the domain and progressed rapidly towards the
southwest. The union of the blue and orange area indicate the region within the infrared perimeter.

3.4.3.1 More than one fire in the domain

On some occasions it can happen that more than one fire is present in the simulation domain but

only one fire is being modeled. With very large simulation domains during fire season this is more likely.

This presents problems to the method since the fire detections of both fires will be treated as belonging to

a single fire with a unique ignition point. During the process of constructing the set of shortest paths from

the ignition point to all the other fire detections in the domain, paths will be constructed to connect the

two distinct fires. When more points are interpolated along these paths, the method will then be assigning

fire arrival times to areas that have not burned. There are several options to avoid this kind of problems.

1. Attempt to detect distinct fires and ignore detections not belonging to the fire not being simulated.

This has been explored in the process of the current research. Presently, after construction of the
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distance matrix, the active fire detections are clustered into two groups with k-means clustering. If

the number of detections in one group is significantly smaller than the other, the distance between

each detection in the smaller cluster and all other detections in the entire fire domain is set to zero.

This has the effect of “disconnecting" these detections from all others when the directed graph is

constructed. Figure 3.43 shows a fire domain with two distinct fires inside it but the detections in

the smaller cluster will not be considered as part of the fire being studied.

2. Eliminate connections between fire detections too far apart. This method attempts to exclude detec-

tions outside of the fire being simulated by imposing a “speed limit" related to the path segements

that could connect to fire detections in a directed graph. After the distance matrix is constructed,

the ROS between any two possible connected detections can be computed by dividing the distance

between them by the time the observations were made. Some threshold value can be chosen so that

if the ROS between two detections is above the threshold value, the distance between them will then

be set to zero, eliminating the possibility of a connection between them in the directed graph.

These methods can work with a relatively small fire domain with just one or two fires inside it,

but will not work on larger domains with more distinct fires inside. A first step to handling the problem

would be devise a technique to identify individual fire complexes using the satellite active fire detections.

If this could be done, then the methods developed in this research could be applied to the identified in-

dividual fires all at the same time. With parallel computing resources being used, it would be possible to

work with all of the fires in a large region simultaneously.

3.4.3.2 Size of the Fire

The size of the fire is an important consideration. Large fires that have burned for a long time

present a challenge because the amount of data can be quite large. For example, construction of the dis-

tance matrices used for making the path structure is expensive. This limitation could be overcome by only

estimating the last several days of the fire arrival time for large, lengthy fires. Conversely, small fires may

be easier to work with computationally but the sparsity of data is problematic. If only a small number of

active fire detections are present, the method of spatially clustering the detection locations may fail.

3.4.3.3 Ignition Point Estimation

In some cases the estimation of an ignition point is difficult. This is likely to occur for fires that

have an ignition followed by explosive growth, as was the case with the Camp Fire. In such cases, aver-

aging the locations of the fire set of detections is likely to lead to an inaccurate ignition location estimate

since the winds responsible for the explosive growth would indicate the location was near the edge of the
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Figure 3.43: Two distinct fires in a single simulation domain. In total, there are 361 active fire detections
in the fire domain. The active fire detections were first clustered into two sets using k-means clustering
and then the members of the smaller cluster were automatically removed from the directed graph used to
make the paths seen in the larger cluster.

region containing the detections used in the estimate. The method for estimating the ignition point by

grid search to find the point giving the maximum data likelihood may not work with such cases because

the WRF-SFIRE model is used to run an ensemble of short-term forecasts, but the spread mechanism of

such a fire might be poorly modeled by WRF-SFIRE.

3.5 Uncertianty in the Estimation of The Rate of Spread

The path structure constructed as part of the method for estimating the fire arrival time serves

as a convenient tool for estimating ROS at many locations within the fire domain. Under the assumption

that fire has spread in a straight line between detection locations along a path in the structure, compu-

tation of the ROS is a simple matter of dividing the distance between the points by the difference of the

times at which the locations were observed to be burning. However, as previous discussed in Section 2.2,

the actual location of fire on the ground is uncertain. Likewise, the time that fire arrived at the locations

cannot be known precisely. Thus, the estimated ROS derived from satellite observations should be treated

as a random variable. Some of the assumptions and uncertainties when working the estimated ROS are

listed below.

• Geolocation errors. The geolocation error depends on the scan angle by which the satellite observed

the pixel. Higher angles correspond to larger possible geolocation errors (Nishihama, 1997). It will

be assumed that the geolocation error for any observation follows a normal distribution with a stan-
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dard deviation of 125 meters. This corresponds to an observation made with a scan angle of approxi-

mately 35 degrees.

• The geolocation error is more complicated than being assumed. The variance depends on the scan

angle, but the components of this error are different in the track direction (parallel to the flight

path) and the across track direction (roughly perpendicular to the flight path.) At nadir view (zero

scan angle), the region containing the 3σ error is roughly circular. As scan angle increases towards a

maximum of 55◦ the region containing the 3σ becomes more elongated in the across track direction.

• It will be assumed that the uncertainty in the fire arrival time at any active fire detection will be

uniformly distributed over the previous 12 hours. This assumption follows from the probability of

satellite detection seen in Figure 2.7. The probability of detection is almost 100% for many hours

after the fire has arrived at a location but there is no reason to assume any time during this period

is more likely than another.

• In principle, the length of period for which the detection probability is high depends on factors not

being accounted for. For example, fire in a dry, grassy region would be detectable for a relatively

short time if windy conditions were present because the fuels would be consumed quickly. Fires mov-

ing slowly in regions with wetter fuels my be detectable for longer periods.

3.5.1 Estimation of Uncertainty for Points Along the Paths in the Graph

With shortest paths connecting an assumed ignition point to active fire detections in the fire do-

main, an estimate of the rate of spread (ROS) between two can be calculated by dividing the distance be-

tween them by the difference in the times the observations were recorded. The calculated ROS is subject

to error because the location of the fire detections always have an associated geolocation error. Further,

even if there was no geolocation error involved, the time the fire arrived at any particular location can-

not be known precisely. If a fire is reported at a position during the satellite overpass, there is no way to

determine if the fire has just arrived there or if it has been there for many hours. Figure 3.44 shows how

the distance between two satellite observations will be handled. In the figure, the orange stars represent

locations of active fire detections. The dashed lines around the detections represent the boundaries of 3σ

geolocation. Panel (a) shows two bivariate normal distributions with axes aligned according to the flight

path of the observation platform. Panel (b) shows an approximation obtained by assuming equal variance

in the across-track and along-track directions of each detection. Panel (c) shows the use of symmetry to

reduce the problem to one dimension, resulting in reduced complexity by working with two normally dis-

tributed random variables.
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Figure 3.44: Visualizing and simplifying the the uncertainty in the distance between two active fire detec-
tions.

Since the ROS between two active fire detections is always computed from observations made at

different times (and possibly by different platforms) it will be assumed that the two observations are inde-

pendent. The distance between the points on the ground can then be considered a random variable. Sim-

ilarly, the difference in the time between observations will be considered a random variable derived from

the difference of two iid uniform random variables. The ROS we will denote R and the distance and time

difference between observations will be denoted D and T , respectively.

R = D/T (3.5.1)

To simplify the mathematics and make an analytic variance possible to compute, the assumptions

shown in Figure 3.44 are used to orient two fire detections in a way that the distance between them can

be expressed as the difference of Gaussian random variables. The first detection is placed at the origin

and has distribution N(0, σ2
1). The second is along the x-axis at location (d, 0) with distribution N(d, σ2

2).

Thus the pdfs are

f1(x) =
1√

2πσ1
exp

(
−x2

2σ2
1

)
f2(x) =

1√
2πσ2

exp

(
−(x− d)2

2σ2
2

)
. (3.5.2)

The pdf of the distance between these points is computed by

f(z) =

∫ ∞
−∞

f1(x− z)f2(x)dx =
1√

2π(σ2
1 + σ2

2)
exp

(
−(d− z)2

2(σ2
1 + σ2

2)

)
(3.5.3)

The random variable describing the time between fire arrival at the detection locations is the sum

of two uniform random variables T = Y + (−X) with X ∼ U(t1 − l, t1) and Y ∼ U(t2 − l, t2), where t1

and t2 are the times of the first and second detections and l is the length of time before the reported time

when the fire could have arrived at the location. The density is found using the convolution method for
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obtaining the sum of random variables.

f(t) =

 fl(t) = 1
l2 (t− [(t2 − t1)− l]) (t2 − t1)− l ≤ t ≤ (t2 − t1)

fr(t) = − 1
l2 (t− [(t2 − t1) + l]) (t2 − t1) ≤ t ≤ (t2 − t1) + l

0 otherwise
(3.5.4)

To get the joint distribution describing the random variable that is the ROS between two active

fire detections along a path, we need to divide a distance by the time. We now compute the reciprocal of

the density in Equation 3.5.4. Letting T be the random variable describing the time between two detec-

tions, define S = 1
T . The PDF for S is computed by first finding its CDF and then differentiating.

FS(s) = P (S ≤ s) = P

(
1

T
≤ s
)

= P

(
1

s
≤ T

)
(3.5.5)

The resulting CDF is found by integration of the piecewise linear function in Equation 3.5.4.

FS(s) =


0 s < 1

t2−t1+l
(1/s−(t2−t1+l))2

2l2
1

t2−t1+l ≤ s ≤
1

t2−t1
1− (1/s−(t2−t1−l))2

2l2
1

t2−t1 ≤ s ≤
1

t2−t1−l
1 1

t2−t1−l < s

(3.5.6)

Differenting the CDF gives the PDF

fS(s) =


−1/s+(t2−t1+l)

(ls)2
1

t2−t1+l ≤ s ≤
1

t2−t1
1/s−(t2−t1−l)

(ls)2
1

t2−t1 ≤ s ≤
1

t2−t1−l
0 otherwise

(3.5.7)

Letting c = t2 − t1, the time between detections, the expected value of S is found with

E[s] =

∫ 1
c−l

1
c+l

fS(s)sds =
c+ l

l2
ln

(
c+ l

c

)
− c− l

l2
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c
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l2
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c
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(3.5.8)

E[S2] =

∫ 1
c−l

1
c+l

fS(s)s2ds =
1

l2
ln

(
c2

c2 − l2

)
(3.5.9)
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The variance is then

Var[S] = E[S2]− E[S]2 =
1

l2
ln

(
c2

c2 − l2

)
−

(
1

l2
ln

[(
c+ l

c− l

)l(
c2 − l2

c2

)c
])2

. (3.5.10)

To get the variance of the ROS, expressed as R = DS, we compute

Var[R] = E[R2]− E[R]2

= E[(DS)2]− E[DS]2

= E[D2S2]− E[D]2E[S]2

= E[D2]E[S2]− E[D]2E[S]2

= (µ2
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1 + σ2
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1

(
1

l2
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)c
])2

.

(3.5.11)

Figure 3.45 explores the variance in the ROS graphically. The left panel shows a surface giving

the ROS as a function of the differences in time and distance and the distance between detections. The

panel on the right shows the standard deviation of the ROS, according to Equation 3.5.11. It is notable

that the standard deviation is large when the ROS is large. This should serve as a warning that a high

estimated of the ROS should be treated with caution. High rates of spread between points on a path will

be encountered when active fire detections a distant spatially but were recorded at similar times.

Figure 3.45: The ROS (left) and standard deviation of ROS (right), assuming the actual fire arrival time
at the detection location is uniformly distributed over the 6 hours before the satellite imaging and assum-
ing a geolocation error with standard deviation of 335 meters. In both panels, the horizontal axes give the
spatial and temporal distances between two fire detections. The standard deviation is high when the dis-
tance between detections is large but the time separating them is less than ten hours.
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Figure 3.46: The probability distribution and 95% confidence region of the ROS with two fire detections
separated by 21 hours and 1500 meters. On the left is the probability distribution of the ROS when con-
sidered a random variable. On the right is a color plot of the ROS showing the 95% confidence region for
the ROS.
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CHAPTER IV

ADJUSTING THE FIRE ARRIVAL TIME IN THE MODEL

This chapter explains how satellite fire data is used to make corrections to a running wildfire sim-

ulation by a data assimilation technique that makes use of the data likelihood function and method for es-

timating the fire arrival time from data that were previously discussed. The first part of the chapter gives

an explanation of the method and its rationale. Hypothetical examples are used to illustrate the method

and a discussion of its limitations is given. The second part of the chapter makes use of the data assimi-

lation method in modeling three real-world wildfires. The final part of the chapter details a workflow for

modeling wildfires that uses infrared perimeter observations and satellite fire data to make an estimate of

the fire arrival time to be used to initialize a wildfire simulation. After short-term forecast is made, data

assimilation techniques are then used to update the model state and a longer forecast is then produced.

4.1 DataAssimilation

Data assimilation seeks to make adjustments to the fire arrival time in a way that balances the

uncertainties of the forecast with the uncertainties in the observational data. In a typical forecasting us-

age, a model is run forward for a length of time during which inaccuracies in predictions are likely to in-

crease. During this initial model run, real-world observation of the wildfire may become available that

can be used to correct the course of the model. The model is stopped and data is used to make correc-

tions to the fire arrival time and the model is then restarted from the updated estimate. A cycling ap-

proach where a model is successively started and then corrected with new data can be used to help steer

an in-progress simulation. An early example of the approach was used in Coen and Schroeder (2013). The

Coupled Atmosphere-Wildland Fire Environment (CAWFE) (Clark et al., 1996) was used to simulate a

fire from the ignition and fire perimeters estimated from VIIRS active fire detections were then used to

re-initialize the fire simulation with each successive overpass of the satellite. In this experiment, the satel-

lite data was used directly, without effort made to account for the inherent uncertainties in. Progress to-

wards a more robust method using the cycling concept was made in Mandel et al. (2014b). Instead of us-

ing satellite directly, a Bayesian approach was used to combine satellite data with the model forecast to

obtain an updated state of the fire. This updated state of the fire was then used to form the restart con-

ditions in a cycling routine similar to that used by Coen et al. The data assimilation method proposed in

this thesis follows the cycling strategy employed by both Coen et al. and Mandel et al. but employs a dif-

ferent method for obtaining an update of the fire arrival time used to restart the simulation. The method

follows closely from that described in Section 3.2 that is used to estimate the fire arrival time from satel-

lite data alone. Instead of using a rough estimate of the fire arrival time as a starting point for the itera-
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tive interpolation process, the model forecast fire arrival time is used and adjustments made to it accord-

ing to the data the data likelihood function from 2.3. Both VIIRS and MODIS data are used as a source

of observations.

4.1.1 Method

The data assimilation method is similar to that used for estimation of fire arrival time from satel-

lite data except that the initial estimate used is the model forecast and the data likelihood function reg-

ulates the adjustments made to the forecast. Both active fire detections and non-fire pixels are used to

make adjustments to the forecast fire arrival time in order to make the analysis fire arrival time that

blends forecast with satellite data. Figure 4.1 shows the difference that using the data likelihood function

makes when using satellite data and an initial estimate of the fire arrival time to make an updated esti-

mated. In the bottom panel of the figure are contours of an initial estimate of the fire arrival time, here

taken to be the model forecast. In the upper left and the right are contours of two versions of the analy-

sis fire arrival time. The analysis in upper left has been made without use of the data likelihood function

and the iterative interpolation method has fit the satellite data closely as can be seen by the jagged fire

perimeter. On the right, the analysis has been made with use of the data likelihood function and the

iterative interpolation has blended the forecast and data differently, achieving a smoother result.

4.1.1.1 Active Fire Detections

Active fire detections are used to adjust the forecast fire arrival time. The data likelihood func-

tion from Section 2.3 controls how the forecast fire arrival time is adjusted at locations of satellite active

fire detections in a manner similar to that used in Section 3.2. Figure 4.2 shows how the data likelihood

function determines how far the iterative interpolation process moves the forecast fire arrival time up or

down towards the time of active fire detections. The orange stars indicate the time and location of active

fire detections. The black line represents the forecast fire arrival time. Detection A has a time before the

forecast fire arrival time, detection B has a time exactly coinciding with the forecast, and detection detec-

tion C has a time after the forecast. The analysis fire arrival time at detection A has the largest difference

from the forecast at this location because the forecast is inconsistent with data. At location C, the differ-

ence between the forecast and analysis is smaller because the data and forecast fire arrival time are both

plausible. The fire could have arrived at location C at the time of the forecast, but the satellite was not

present to witness that arrival.

At each location of an active fire detection di, the analysis fire arrival time Ta is a weighted aver-

age of the forecast fire arrival time Tf and the time of the satellite fire detection T (di) with a weight given
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Figure 4.1: Illustrating the effect of using the data likelihood function for weighting the forecast fire arrival
time and time of the active fire detections. The top left and top right panels represent two versions on the
analysis fire arrival time made without and with use of the data likelihood function, respectively. The bot-
tom panel shows the forecast.

Figure 4.2: The data likelihood function determines how far the iterative interpolation process moves the
forecast fire arrival time up or down towards the time of active fire detections.

by the data likelihood. The analysis fire arrival time is computed as

Ta = α(Tf − T (di)) + T (di) (4.1.1)
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where α is the computed from the exponential of the likelihood function of Equation 2.3.14. Thus the

weight α is a number between zero and one, given that the false detection rate used in the likelihood func-

tion is set to zero. If α = 1, then Ta = Tf and α = 0 gives Ta = T (d1). In practice, the false detection rate

is set to several percent and α is never zero, meaning that the satellite data is never fully trusted and the

forecast fire arrival time always influences the the analysis fire arrival time Ta at every location in the fire

domain.

With the analysis fire arrival time computed at each location of an active fire detection, the it-

erative interpolation technique from Section 3.2 is then used to make adjustments to the fire arrival time

at nearby locations with a local averaging method. Figure B.3 shows a sequence of panels depicting the

method on a one-dimensional fire line. In this example, no additional data points have been interpolated

along the paths. Figure B.4 shows an identical scenario except that additional points have been interpo-

lated along the paths. The interpolation of more points helps this analysis better resolve the gradient in-

formation implied by the data that is seen on the left side of the figures at approximately time t = 5.5.

4.1.1.2 Non-fire Pixels

In the same way that the data likelihood function determines the weighting of the forecast fire

arrival time and the satellite fire detection time at the fire detection locations, the data likelihood deter-

mines how the analysis fire arrival time will be a weighted average of the forecast fire arrival time and the

end-time of the estimation period. Figure 3.30 shows how the forecast fire arrival time at the locations of

non-fire pixels is moved upwards towards the “flat top" of the fire arrival time cone that marks the end-

time of the simulation. The non-fire pixels are only used to make adjustments to the forecast fire arrival

outside of a polygon that is drawn around the active fire detections in the domain. Figure 4.4 shows the

effect of using non-fire pixels to form the analysis fire arrival time. The bottom panel shows the forecast

fire arrival time and the upper left and upper right panels show the analysis formed without using and

with using ground non-fire pixels, respectively.

4.1.2 Limitations of the Method

The data assimilation method developed has some limitations in its utility due to the way its was

designed and implemented. We outline some of those limitations below and offer potential remedies.

4.1.2.1 Use of Non-fire Pixels

The use of non-fire pixels to form the analysis fire arrival time is restricted to a region outside of

a polygon drawn around the locations of the active fire detections. This represents a loss of of information

about the behavior of the fire. It is expected that some regions within the outer perimeter of the fire may
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Figure 4.3: Using non-fire pixels to help constrain the size of a simulation or estimate of fire arrival time.
The original perimeters of the forecast fire arrival time are on the left. Note that the contours lines in the
northeast of the fire area extend into areas without any active fire detections. On the right is the effect of
moving the fire arrival time upward for non-fire pixels outside of the polygon containing active fire detec-
tions. The iterative process shrinks the perimeter and smooths the fire arrival time.

Figure 4.4: Comparison of the analysis made with and without use of non-fire pixel data. One the bot-
tom are the original forecast fire arrival time and detection locations. The upper left panel shows analy-
sis formed without use of non-fire pixels. Note the perimeters extend into regions not containing any fire
detection pixels. The upper panel on the right shows the analysis formed using non-fire pixel data. The
outer perimeter more closely matches the locations where active fire detections are located.
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remain unburned. Indeed, there may be regions contained within the fire perimeters, such as lakes or sand

dunes, that contain no fuels to be burned. As implemented, the method developed here can assign a fire

arrival time to a location that can never burn. One possible remedy for this shortcoming would be to use

information about the fuels in the fire domain in addition to the non-fire pixels. The fire arrival time at

locations where no fuels are found and non-fire pixels were recorded could be set to the end-time of the

estimation period.

4.1.2.2 Data Likelihood Usage

For the examples in this thesis, the data likelihood used the same parameters for all locations in

the fire domain, regardless of the effects of weather, terrain, and fuel properties. In particular, the fuel

types in the fire domain would have an effect on the probability of the satellite detection that is a com-

ponent of the data likelihood. For example, one would expect that fire in a dry, grassy region would be

detectable by satellite for a shorter time than fire in a forest with large trees because the mass of fuel in

the grassy region would be less and the fuel would be completely consumed by fire more rapidly. Figure

4.5 shows the difference in the shapes of curves giving the probability of detection since fire arrival time

for a region with a fast burning fuel and for a region with a slow burning fuel. The curves are hypotheti-

cal, based on Equation 2.3.9 and setting the parameter a, which can be determined by Equation 2.3.11, so

that the probability of detection being 20% after 10 hours after the fire arrival time for the fast burning

fuel and 20% after 20 hours for the slow burning fuel. The data likelihood function described in this work

does have the capability to account for such differences. Additional research is required to adapt it for the

varying fuel types that are used by the fire spread model.

Figure 4.5: Illustrating the difference in the probability of satellite fire detection for regions with different
fuel types. On the left is the probability of detection for a region with a fast burning fuel. On the right is
the probability of detection for a region with a slow burning fuel.
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4.2 Operational Usages

In an operational setting, a fire simulation is initialized from an ignition point or from an estimate

of the fire arrival time. After some time of running the model forward, new data becomes available and

is used to make adjustments to the model output in a way that balances the uncertainties that exist in

both the forecast and observational data. This analysis fire arrival time then becomes the starting point

from which the next forecast is initialized. A typical simulation includes several cycles of making a model

forecast followed by performing data assimilation.

In this section, two forecasting strategies using data assimilation will be demonstrated. In the

first, only satellite observations will be used as a a data source. With rare exception, satellite data can

be obtained for any fire to be simulated and this first strategy can be always be used. The second strat-

egy will make use of infrared perimeter observations in addition to satellite data. In general, these types of

observations will not be available for every fire. However, for large fires that pose a significant risk to life

and property, they are often made available by the responding authorities. When available, these obser-

vations can be used to make an estimated fire arrival time that can be used to initialize a fire simulation.

Both strategies are employed to simulate real-world fires and the results of those simulations are assessed

by comparison with infrared perimeter observations, using the tools described in Section 3.3.

4.2.1 Forecast Cycling with Data Assimilation

When only satellite observations are available, the forecast method that uses data assimilation

starts with a simulation initialized from an ignition point or estimated fire arrival time and then period-

ically updates the model state with assimilation of satellite fire observations. A sequence of short-term

forecasts are made in a cyclic manner where the forecasts are followed by updates. The basic method is

outlined below.

1. Begin a simulation from an ignition point or a fire arrival time that has been estimated using satel-

lite fire data.

2. Run the model forward for a specified amount of time. In an operational setting, this might be a

simulation spanning one day or up to a week. Typically, simulations for periods longer than two days

begin to lose accuracy. See the results from Section 4.2.1.1 to see some results.

3. Collect all the satellite data made available since the initial data collection in the first step.

4. Construct the analysis fire arrival time from the directed graph with shortest paths as detailed in

Section 4.1. Insert the analysis into the WRF-SFIRE restart file for the simulation.
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5. Restart the simulation from the restart file, using the analysis in place of an ignition point or esti-

mated fire arrival time as prescribed in step 1.

6. Go to step 2 and repeat steps 3 and 4 until the simulation end time.

This procedure was used to simulate three real-world fires. In each case, forecast cycling with data

assimilation produced forecasts that better matched infrared perimeter observations than simulations that

made no attempt to adjust the course of an in-progress fire with data assimilation techniques.

4.2.1.1 Patch Springs Fire

The Patch Springs fire took place in August 2013 approximately 60 kilometers southwest of Salt

Lake City, Utah. The fire is estimated to have started early in the evening of August 10 and was finally

100% contained by October 23 (USDA Forest Service and Management, 2015 (accessed April 20, 2020) .

Initially starting slowly, the fire advanced rapidly on August 14(Gabbert, 2019). The following discussion

pertains to modeling this fire with WRF-SFIRE during its first eight days.

Using WRF-SFIRE, the Patch Springs fire was simulated over the period of August 11 to August

18. the ignition location was chosen as 40.37◦N,−112.64◦W , with the ignition time of 06:00 UTC. The

simulation was run on one computational domain with a relatively coarse grid spacing of 225 meters. Five

data assimilation cycles were incorporated into the simulation. Figure 4.6 illustrates the timing of the sim-

ulation periods. An explanation of the cycles of the simulation follows.

• Cycle 0 - The simulation was started from an ignition point and run for eight days. Satellite data

from the first two days was collected and combined with the first two days of the simulation forecast,

forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered the first two days of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 1 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 0 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

first two days of the fire and bringing the state of the atmosphere into synchronization with the state

of the fire. After the two days of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an additional six

days of forecast. Satellite data from the first day of this forecast was collected and combined with

the first day of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered the first

three days of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 2 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 1 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

third day of the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an addi-

tional five days of forecast. Satellite data from the first day of this forecast was collected and com-

bined with the first day of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered

the first four days of the fire simulation.
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• Cycle 3 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 2 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

fourth day of the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an addi-

tional four days of forecast. Satellite data from the first day of this forecast was collected and com-

bined with the first day of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered

the first five days of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 4 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 3 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

fifth day of the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an addi-

tional three days of forecast. Satellite data from the first day of this forecast was collected and com-

bined with the first day of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered

the first six days of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 5 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 4 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

fifth day of the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an addi-

tional two days of forecast.

Figure 4.6: Schematic for several data assimilation cycles run consecutively for simulation of the Patch
Springs fire. For the sake of comparison, all simulations were run from the end of the spin-up period the
end time of the entire simulation period. Operationally, the cycle run would be terminated when new data
was assimilated and a restart of the simulation initiated.
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Figure 4.7: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the first cycle of
the Patch Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250 meter
spacing. Note that the ignition point has been moved towards the south by the process. The outer perime-
ter of the analysis fir arrival time was shifted eastward over much of the fire domain to better match the
satellite fire detections.

Figure 4.8: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the second cy-
cle of the Patch Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250
meter spacing. Minimal changes were made to the forecast during this cycle.

Figures 4.7-4.11 show how the data assimilation method was able to adjust the forecast fire arrival

time to make use of the satellite data collected. As can be seen in Figure 4.7, the initial simulation re-

quired significant adjustment to to account for the large number of fire detections that were outside of its

outer perimeter on the east side of the active fire region. During the remainder of the simulation, smaller

adjustments were made to the fire arrival time by the data assimilation method. Each of the cyclic data

assimilation adjustments incorporated 24 hours of additional satellite data. The minimal adjustments to

the forecast indicate the model was providing good short-term forecasts.
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Figure 4.9: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the third cycle
of the Patch Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250 me-
ter spacing. Minimal changes were made to the forecast during this cycle.

Figure 4.10: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the fourth cycle
of the Patch Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250 me-
ter spacing. The outer perimeter of the forecast fire arrival time was expanded in the northwest region of
the fire domain due to the presence of many active fire detections in the region.

To assess the method, an infrared perimeter observation was used to evaluate how well the fore-

casts matched the actual fire. Although the data assimilation routine made periodic adjustments and

restarts of the model, every new forecast start was allowed to run to at least the time of the infrared

perimeter observation on August 16, at 09:47 UTC. Table 4.1 shows the results obtained as assessed us-

ing the MOE and Sørenson index. Graphically, the results are summarized in Figure B.23. The forecasts

tended to overestimate the size of the fire in the northeast and southeast areas of the fire domain and

underestimate it in the northwest.

Also included in the table of results and in Figure B.23 are results for a simulation labeled “Es-

timated Start." This model run was initialized from an estimated fire arrival time that was made using
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Figure 4.11: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the fifth cy-
cle of the Patch Fire simulation. The outer perimeter of the forecast fire arrival time was expanded in the
northwest region of the fire domain due to the presence of many active fire detections in the region.

Table 4.1: Scores for the cycling of the Patch Springs fire when compared with an infrared perimeter ob-
servation made August 16, at 09:47 UTC. The results in this table are summarized visually in Figure B.23

Cycle Hours of Forecast MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sørenson
0 130 0.4920 0.7629 0.9078 0.5982
1 82 0.7543 0.6413 0.9901 0.6932
2 58 0.7009 0.6476 0.9543 0.6732
3 34 0.7733 0.6394 1.0034 0.7000
4 10 0.8993 0.6297 1.0978 0.7407

Estimated Start 12.5 0.6143 0.9149 1.1020 0.7350

satellite fire detection data. This short-term forecasts did not exhibit the overestimation of the size of the

fire in the northeast and southeast areas of the fire domain like the other forecasts did, but it also failed to

predict the fire growth in the northeast are of the fire domain.

4.2.1.2 Cougar Creek Fire

The Cougar Creek fire took place in August, 2015. The fire is thought to have started naturally

due to lightning strike at approximately 6:00 PM local time on August 10. Overall growth of the fire was

slow due to high relative humidity and cloud cover. More than 400 fire fighting personnel were deployed

and by September 14 the fire was 97% contained. The fire was fueled by timber (some beetle-killed), light

logging slash, and tall grass. The total size of the eventually grew to more than 53,000 acres (USDA For-

est Service and Management, 2013 (accessed April 20, 2020).

We simulated the first 4.5 days of the Cougar Creek fire. The simulation was performed on a

three-domain computational grid, with the fire model running at a resolution of roughly 30 meters be-

tween grid nodes. For comparison, all cycles were run to produce a fire arrival time of the entire 4.5

days of simulation. Periodic restarts of the simulation were made after 24 hours of simulation time. The
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schematic in Figure B.24 shows how the cycling was accomplished. Further explanation of the timing

follows.

• Cycle 0 - The simulation was started from an ignition point and run for 4.5 days. Satellite data

from the first day was collected and combined with the first day of the simulation forecast, forming

the analysis fire arrival time that covered the first day of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 1 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 0 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

first day of the fire and bringing the state of the atmosphere into synchronization with the state of

the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an additional 3.5 days

of forecast. Satellite data from the first day of this forecast was collected and combined with the first

day of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered the first two days of

the fire simulation.

• Cycle 2 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 1 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

second day of the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an ad-

ditional 2.5 days of forecast. Satellite data from the first day of this forecast was collected and com-

bined with the first day of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered

the first three days of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 3 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 2 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

third day of the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an addi-

tional 1.5 days of forecast. Satellite data from the first day of this forecast was collected and com-

bined with the first day of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered

the first four days of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 4 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 3 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

fourth day of the fire. After the one day of spin-up time, the model took over and produced an half

day of forecast.

Figures 4.12-4.15 show how the data assimilation made adjustments to the forecast fire arrival

time. The first two cycles show fairly large adjustments being made to the forecast and the final to cy-

cles show more moderate adjustments. Most likely this fire exhibited some uneven growth due to weather

or fuel conditions the model was unable to account for. As was done in the case of the Patch Springs fire,

each forecast from the cycles of the simulation was allowed to run for the entire duration of the simula-

tion period. These forecasts were compared with an infrared perimeter observation made on August 15 at
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Table 4.2: Scores for the cycling of the Cougar Creek fire when compared with a perimeter observation
made August 15, at 10:33 UTC.

Cycle Hours of Forecast MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
0 105 0.6638 0.6647 0.9394 0.6642
1 81 0.9787 0.4966 1.097 0.6589
2 57 0.98733 0.4773 1.097 0.6435
3 33 0.9580 0.5446 1.1019 0.6944
4 9 0.9533 0.6284 1.1418 0.7575

Estimated Start 9 0.9560 0.6177 1.1382 0.7505

10:33 UTC. The numeric results are summarized in Table 4.2 and graphically represented in Figure B.26.

Each forecast from the cycles produced a better result, but most of the forecasts tended to overestimate

the size of the fire.

For comparison, the fire was also simulated by initializing the model with satellite detection data.

Only 9 hours of forecast were produced by this simulation and it can be compared to the short forecast

made as part of the cycling routine. The results of these two forecasts are quite similar. Most likely, the

reason for the overestimation of the fire area by these forecasts was due to the fuel moisture content used

by the model being too dry. Section 5.1.3.2 shows results from a simulation that used an adjusted FMC to

achieve better results.

Another possible contributing factor to the overestimation of fire size when using data assimilation

is related to the replay of the analysis fire arrival time during the restart of the fire simulation for the next

forecast cycle. Although the analysis does provide an improved estimate of the state of the fire in terms of

the fire arrival time, it does not necessarily give an accurate picture of where the fire is hottest and grow-

ing most rapidly. For example, in the simulation of the Cougar Creek fire, during the second forecast cy-

cle, the forecast did not predict the growth in the southwest region of the fire, as is seen in Figure 4.13.

Apparently, the growth of the fire was mostly in a southwesterly direction during this time, with little

growth appearing elsewhere. However, the data assimilation strategy treats all parts of the fire perimeter

as if equal fire growth was occurring everywhere. This equal growth can be seen in the forecast produced

in the third cycle of the Cougar Creek fire, shown in Figure 4.14. In this forecast, the fire had continued to

expand towards the northwest and southeast, despite some knowledge that most active are of the fire was

in the southwest. Possibly this shortcoming of the data assimilation method could be overcome by adjust-

ing the properties of the underlying fuels in the areas where the data assimilation has contracted the fire

perimeter, indication the fire was less active in the region than the model had predicted.

4.2.1.3 Camp Fire

The Camp fire was a large and destructive fire that took place in California in 2018. Drought

conditions, dry fuels, and high winds combined to produce a fire that moved 25 kilometers in the first 12
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Figure 4.12: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the first cy-
cle of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid
with 250 meter spacing. The forecast had underestimated the size of the fire and the data assimilation ex-
panded the outer perimeter to contain more of the active fire detections.

Figure 4.13: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the second cy-
cle of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid
with 250 meter spacing. Again, the outer perimeter was expanded to contain more of the active fire detec-
tions.

hours (Cal Fire, 2018 (Accessed March 3, 2020; Brewer and Clements, 2020) and consumed over 100,000

acres during its first 2 days (USDA Forest Service and Management, 2018 (accessed April 20, 2020)). The

left panel of Figure 4.16 shows the path structure derived from satellite detections during the first two

days. The shallow angles of the paths indicate a high rate of spread was present. It is thought that a ma-

jor component of the spread mechanism of this fire was from the wind transport of burning embers from

vegetation and man-made structures (Brewer and Clements, 2020; Syifa et al., 2020). The spot fires initi-

ated by these wind-borne firebrands were observed to occur a mile in advance of the main bulk of the fire

(Cal Fire, 2018 (Accessed March 3, 2020)). This spread mechanism is not a part of the Rothermel model
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Figure 4.14: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the third cycle
of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with
250 meter spacing. The outer perimeter was contracted slightly by the data assimilation method in this
cycle. The forecast had shown more growth in the northeast and southest sections of the fire region than
was indicated by the satellite data.

Figure 4.15: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the third cycle
of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with
250 meter spacing. Minimal adjustment were made to the fire arrival time during the data assimilation at
the end of this cycle.

that WRF-SFIRE uses for computing the fire spread, making data assimilation an essential component of

simulating such a fast-moving fire. Indeed, the right panel of Figure 4.16 shows a histogram of the differ-

ence between the ROS implied by the satellite detections and that of the model forecast at those detection

locations. One average, the model was underestimating the ROS by about 0.4 m/s.

We used WRF-SFIRE to simulate the critical first two days of the Camp Fire. The simulation

was run in WRF-SFIRE using three nested domains with resolutions of 5000m, 1667m, 500m. The simula-

tion used four data assimilation cycles to incorporate observations from the MODIS and VIIRS active fire
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products. Figure B.25 shows the timing of the cycles. For assessment, the cycle forecasts were compared

with an infrared perimeter observation made on November 10 at 07:00 UTC. More details of the individ-

ual forecast cycles follow.

• Cycle 0 - The simulation was started from an ignition point and run for 43 hours. Satellite data

from the first 16 hours of the simulation was collected and combined with the first 16 hours of the

simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered the first 16 hours of the fire

simulation.

• Cycle 1 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 0 was used to spin-up the model, replaying the

first 16 hours of the fire and bringing the state of the atmosphere into synchronization with the state

of the fire. After the spin-up period, the model took over and produced an additional 27 hours of

forecast. Satellite data from the first 8 hours of this forecast was collected and combined with the

first 8 hours of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered the first 24

hours of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 2 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 1 was used to spin-up the model, replaying hours

16 to 24 of the fire. After the spin-up period, the model took over and produced an additional 19

hours of forecast. Satellite data from the first 8 hours of this forecast was collected and combined

with the first 8 hours of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered

the first 32 hours of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 3 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 2 was used to spin-up the model, replaying hours

24 to 32 of the fire. After the spin-up period, the model took over and produced an additional 11

hours of forecast. Satellite data from the first 8 hours of this forecast was collected and combined

with the first 8 hours of the simulation forecast, forming the analysis fire arrival time that covered

the first 40 hours of the fire simulation.

• Cycle 4 - The analysis fire arrival time from cycle 2 was used to spin-up the model, replaying hours

32 to 40 of the fire. After the spin-up period, the model took over and produced an additional 3

hours of forecast.

Figures 4.17-4.20 show the adjustments made to the forecast fire arrival time by data assimilation.

The initial cycle, Figure 4.17, shows a massive expansion of the fire perimeter to reflect the large number

of active fire detections that extended beyond forecast perimeter. Indeed, this type of adjustment is neces-

sary for a fire that spread largely by winds carrying embers ahead of the main fire front. The WRF-SFIRE
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model does not have the capability to advance fire by this mechanism and it is not surprising that it could

not accurately predict the movement of the fire front during this period of rapid growth. In Figure 4.18,

the forecast showed fire growth in the southern part of the fire domain that was not observed by satellite,

leading to a contraction of the perimeter here during the data assimilation process. Interestingly, there’s a

large gap in the satellite fire detections between two “forks" of the fire in the south and southwest region

of the fire domain. Most likely fire was present in this gap but was not observed. Possibly the region was

obscured from satellite view by smoke. Table 4.3 summarizes the results of comparison with the cycling

forecasts with an infrared perimeter observation. Figure B.27 give a graphical representation of these re-

sults. The forecasts tended to overestimate the size of the fire.

For comparison, a forecast of 19 hours duration, initialized from an estimated fire arrival time, was

also produced. This short-term forecast ended at the same time of the simulations produced during the

cycling routine and can be compared with the forecast produced in cycle 2 of the main simulation. As can

be seen in the rightmost panels in Figure B.27, the results are similar. The simulations both overestimated

the size of the fire.

Figure 4.16: Two figures showing the high rate of growth of the Camp Fire during its early stages. On the
left, the shallow angles of paths in the graph indicate a high ROS. On the right, a histogram of the dif-
ference between the ROS forecast by the model and the ROS estimated from satellite data indicate the
modeled fire was spreading much slower than real-word fire.

4.2.2 48-Hour Forecast Workflow

This forecast strategy works by assimilating the most recent satellite data to update a short-term

forecast initialized from an estimated fire arrival time made using infrared perimeter observations. The

goal is to start a simulation from the best possible estimate of the state of the fire, derived from infrared

perimeter observations, and then use the fire model and additional satellite fire observations to make min-
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Figure 4.17: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the first cycle
of the Camp Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250 me-
ter spacing. The initial simulation underestimated the size of the fire, causing the analysis fire arrival time
to have an expanded outer perimeter when compared to that of the forecast.

Figure 4.18: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the second cy-
cle of the Camp Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250
meter spacing.

imal corrections to a short-term forecast. The model is then restarted from this updated estimate of the

state of the fire and allowed to run for 48 hours.

Typically, infrared perimeter observations are made by flying an aircraft over the fire around mid-

night, local time. Because of the accuracy of these observations, they provide the best available snapshot

of the state of the fire and can be used to initialize a simulation. These perimeter observations may only

become available to researchers sometime in the afternoon of the following day. During the period be-

tween when the infrared observations are made and when they become available to fire forecasters, paos-

sibly many hours will have passed and additional satellite observations will have been made. The forecasts

strategy in this section details a method to take advantage of these latest satellite observations by making
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Figure 4.19: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the third cycle
of the Camp Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250 me-
ter spacing. According to satellite data, very little growth in the fire had occurred during this cycle, but
the model continued to show expansive growth to the south of the main region of the fire domain. The
data assimilation routine contracted the perimeter back to a similar position it was in at the end of the
previous cycle.

Figure 4.20: Contours of the forecast the fire arrival time (left) and the analysis (right) for the fourth cycle
of the Camp Fire simulation. The data assimilation was performed on a computational grid with 250 me-
ter spacing. In this final cycle, the forecast fire perimeter was again contracted to account for growth no
observed by satellite.

a short-term forecast, initialized from the perimeter observations, and then assimilating the most recent

satellite data using the same method previously outlined. The workflow for this forecast strategy is as fol-

lows.

1. At 5:00 PM local time, collect satellite and infrared perimeter data. Typically the infrared perimeter

observations made around midnight the previous day become available at this time.

2. Estimate the fire arrival time from the data.
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Table 4.3: Assessments of the simulation of the Camp Fire. Each cycle was run until November 10, 07:00
UTC so that a comparison with an infrared perimeter observation could be made. Even very short fore-
casts had a difficult time with predicting the behavior of this fire. In general, data assimilation helped
improve the model output, not as much as could be expected. The final row in the table represents the
a simulation initialized from an estimated fire arrival time produced from satellite fire data. The output
from this simulation is very similar to that of the cycle 2 simulation. Figure B.27 gives a set of graphics
that help visualize these results.

Cycle Hours of Forecast MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
0 43 0.6111 0.8124 1.0166 0.6976
1 27 0.9709 0.4664 1.0771 0.6301
2 19 1.0000 0.4149 1.0827 0.5865
3 11 0.9975 0.5393 1.1340 0.7001
4 3 0.9012 0.7658 1.1826 0.8283

Estimate 19 1.0000 0.4278 1.0877 0.5993

3. Run the model forward until the model time matches real time. This short-term forecast can be run

in about two hours real time.

4. Collect all the satellite data covering the time of the short-term forecast.

5. Make an analysis fire arrival time by using the data assimilation techniques from this chapter.

6. Restart the simulation from the analysis fire arrival time.

4.2.2.1 Patch Fire Example

A simulation of the Patch Springs fire was run using the 48-hour forecast workflow. The simula-

tion was started from an estimated fire arrival time derived from satellite fire data and an infrared perime-

ter observation. In total, 7 satellite granules and one infrared perimeter were used. The these observations

spanned approximately the first two days of the fire. Figure 4.22 shows these observations and the esti-

mated fore arrival time made for the simulation initialization. The simulation was run forward in time to

produce several days of forecast, but in an operational setting, this simulation would produce only about

20 hours of forecast.

To emulate the forecasting strategy, data assimilation was performed to make minor adjustments

to the model output using the latest observations collected in the 21 hours since the time of the previous

infrared perimeter. During this window, four granules of satellite data became available. Figure 4.23 shows

hows the effect of data assimilation. The Analysis has made minor changes to the fire arrival time, con-

tracting the final perimeter over much of the fire domain, but expanding it slightly in northwest region of

the fire. The forecast produced after assimilating 21 hours of data showed improvement over a the fore-

cast made from the original initialization of the fire from the perimeter and satellite data when compared

to an infrared perimeter. The results of this comparison are presented in Table 4.1 and graphically in Fig-
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ure B.28. The 48-hour strategy produced better results than the data assimilation cycling strategy from

Section 4.2.1.1. The results of this comparison are presented in Table 6.2.

Figure 4.21: Timelines for the Patch Fire, 48-hour simulation experiment. The orange arrow indicates tim-
ings of simulations and the blue arrow indicates the progression of real-time tasks taken to produce and
process the simulations in the red timeline.

Figure 4.22: Satellite fire data organized into clusters and paths from the data used to initialize the ini-
tial simulation of the 48-hour workflow experiment for the Patch Springs Fire. The upper panels show the
clustering and shortest paths. The bottom panel shows the estimated fire arrival time used to initialize the
model.
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Figure 4.23: Data assimilation of 21 hours of satellite and perimeter data for the Patch Fire simulation.
In the top panels, contours for the forecast and analysis fire arrival times can be seen. In the bottom, the
final perimeters of both the forecast and analysis fire arrival times can be seen together.

4.2.2.2 Cougar Creek Fire Example

A simulation of the Cougar Creek Fire was run using the 48-hour forecast workflow. The simula-

tion was started from an estimated fire arrival time derived from satellite fire data and an infrared perime-

ter observation. In total, 24 satellite granules and four infrared perimeters were used. The these obser-

vations spanned approximately the first two days of the fire. Figure 4.25 shows these observations. The

simulation was run forward in time to produce several days of forecast, but in an operational setting, this

simulation would produce only about 20 hours of forecast.

Table 4.4: Results from the simulation of Patch Springs Fire using the 48-hour forecast strategy. Ass-
esments were made by comparison was an infrared perimeter observation 10 hours after the the normal
48 hour forecast period. The assessment scores show that assimilating even a small number of additional
satellite observations helped produce a better forecast.

Cycle Hours of Forecast MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
0 79 0.7027 0.6609 0.9647 0.6812
1 58 0.6450 0.7559 0.9937 0.6961
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Table 4.5: Results from the simulation of Cougar Creek Fire using the 48-hour forecast strategy. Assess-
ments were made by comparison was an infrared perimeter observation. The assessment scores show that
assimilating even a small number of additional satellite observations helped produce a better forecast. Fig-
ure B.29 shows graphical representations of these results.

Cycle Hours of Forecast MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
0 61 0.7316 0.8349 1.1101 0.7799
1 45 0.7305 0.8722 1.1377 0.7972

To emulate the forecasting strategy, data assimilation was performed to make minor adjustments

to the model output using the latest observations collected in the 16 hours since the time of the previous

infrared perimeter. During this window, three granules of satellite data containing 7 active fire detections

became available. Figure 4.26 shows the effect of data assimilation. The analysis has made minor changes

to the fire arrival time, contracting the final perimeter over much of the fire domain. Table 4.5 gives the

results of this test. Figure B.29 shows graphical representations of these results. Assessments were made

by comparison was an infrared perimeter observation. Comparison between the cycle 0 and cycle 1 scores

show that assimilating even a small number of additional satellite observations helped produce a better

forecast.

Figure 4.24: Timeline for Cougar Creek Fire, 48-hour simulation experiment. The orange arrow indicates
timings of simulations and the blue arrow indicates the progression of real-time tasks taken to produce
and process the simulations in the red timeline.

4.2.3 Comparison of the Strategies

Each forecast strategy outlined in this chapter was evaluated by comparing a final forecast

perimeter with an infrared perimeter observation using the MOE and the Sørenson index. For simplic-

ity, a score for each strategy was computed from the sum of these measures as

SCORE = MOE X + MOE Y + S. (4.2.1)
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Figure 4.25: Satellite fire data organized into clusters and paths from the data used to initialize the ini-
tial simulation of the 48-hour workflow experiment for the Cougar Creek Fire. The upper panels show the
clustering and shortest paths. The bottom panel shows the estimated fire arrival time used to initialize the
model.

where MOE X and MOE Y are the two components of the measure of effectiveness describing decreasing

false negatives and false positives, respectively, and S is the Sørenson index.

Additionally, for the purpose of comparison, evaluation of the initial forecast produced in the data

assimilation cycling strategy was also evaluated. These forecasts used no data assimilation and serve as

a baseline for comparison. The chief aim for data assimilation is to produce better forecasts than would

otherwise be possible. That aim was met, as both the data assimilation cycling and the 48-hour forecast

strategies produced better results. The results are summarized in Table 4.6, according to Equation 4.2.1.
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Figure 4.26: Data assimilation of 21 hours of satellite and perimeter data for the Cougar Creek Fire. In
the top panels, contours for the forecast and analysis fire arrival times can be seen. In the bottom, the
final perimeters of both the forecast and analysis fire arrival times can be seen together.

Table 4.6: Overall results of simulation strategies for the Patch Springs and Cougar Creek Fire simula-
tions. The scores were computed according to Equation 4.2.1. For both fires, the 48-hour forecast strategy
produced the best results. Using a single simulation produced the worst results.

Forecast Strategy Patch Springs Cougar Creek
Single Forecast 1.8940 1.9927

Data Assimilation 2.0217 2.1081
48-Hour Strategy 2.0970 2.3999
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CHAPTER V

ADJUSTING FUEL MOISTURE CONTENT IN THE MODEL

5.1 Modifying Fuel Moisture Content

Fire behavior is affected by weather, terrain, and the properties of the available fuels. If the fire

model has accurate terrain maps and the weather component of the coupled model supplies accurate fore-

casts, improving the fidelity of the fuel properties used by the model is a plausible strategy to produce

better fire forecasts. In this section we will discuss a method to improve the estimate of the fuel moisture

content of the fuels in the domain of a fire simulation. The method works by comparing the ROS that is

computed from an estimated fire arrival time with the the ROS computed from the forecast fire arrival

time. An adjustment to the fuel moisture content (FMC) is made so that the ROS of the forecast fire ar-

rival time better matches the ROS of the estimated fire arrival time that has been made with the use of

satellite fire detections.

The rate of spread in the model can be adjusted by various means. The WRF-SFIRE model has

several parameters that can be changed to affect the way the factors like wind and terrain influence the

ROS. Adjusting the ROS in this manner would be similar to using the multipliers in the equations de-

termined by fire personnel at the fire front as was done by Rothermel and Rinehart (1983) and Finney

(1998). Another method for making adjustments to the ROS in the model in Cardil et al. (2019b) for the

Wildfire Analyst software. Changes are made based on comparison of the forecast fire arrival time in spe-

cific locations where the fire has been observed. The method developed here is similar in the sense that

comparison of model output and observational data is used to make affect the change of the ROS. How-

ever, the method presented here to change the ROS differs. The adjustment factors available in WRF-

SFIRE are not changed; instead, the the fuel moisture content in the input files used by the WRF-SFIRE

is adjusted. By adjusting the FMC, it is possible to make the ROS faster or slower, as required. For exam-

ple, drier fuels will make fires grow faster than comparatively wetter fuels.

Of particular concern is the FMC of dead fuels found in the fire domain. The FMC of these fuels

is influenced greatly by the weather (Mandel et al., 2014a). These dead fuels are organized into classes de-

fined by the time it takes for 63% of the difference of the FMC and an equilibrium FMC (that depends on

the weather) to vanish. Thus “1 hour" fuels are small-sized fuels like dry grass or pine needles that react

to the changes in the weather relatively quickly. The “100 hour" fuels are the size of smaller tree branches,

up to 10 cm in diameter, and react to changes in the weather more slowly. The fuel moisture estimates
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Table 5.1: Changes to the FMC for an experiment to show model sensitivity to changes in FMC. The left
column shows the fuel class and the center and right columns show the initial and revised FMC contents.

Fuel class Base FMC Revised FMC
1 hr 0.040 0.030
10 hr 0.060 0.050
100 hr 0.045 0.035
1000 hr 0.050 0.040
Live Fuel 0.270 0.26

used in the WRF-SFIRE system are the product a data assimilation method developed in Vejmelka et al.

(2016).

5.1.1 Model sensitivity to changes in the FMC

Even small changes in the fuel moisture content can lead to large changes in the behavior of the

modeled fire. Therefore the proposed method takes a conservative approach to adjusting the FMC. To de-

mosntarte the effect of changes to the FMC in the model, two simulations of the Patch Springs Fire were

made using WRF-SFIRE, each having identical starting conditions except for the FMC. One simulation

had a fuel moisture content 1% drier than the other. The results for the fire simulations are shown Fig-

ure 5.1. The figure shows the area of the fire forecasts after 48 and 72 hours of simulation time. These are

simulation times that could be used in an operational setting. It can be seen that a change in the initial

FMC has a large effect on the eventual size of the fire. Drying the fuel out by one percent resulted in a

simulated fire that was nearly twice the size of the simulation using wetter fuels.

5.1.2 Method

The proposed method for finding an adjustment to the FMC is simple and should be considered

more of an initial proof of concept rather than established an algorithm. The ROS can be influenced by

many factors and this method works by comparing a forecasted ROS and a ROS estimated from satel-

lite data. It is an open question how to best change the FMC in a way that accounts for the difference

in these two rates of spread. Therefore, the method makes small, conservative changes only. Changes are

made in the course of a simulation routine that uses data assimilation cycling. If a change to the fuel

moisture is made, its effect will occur during the forecast period of the cycle following the data assimila-

tion. The adjustment of the FMC is accomplished by the following steps.

1. Compute the final fire areas within the estimated and forecast fire arrival time perimeters.

2. Compute the ROS in the fire domain from the gradient of the estimated fire arrival time and the

forecast fire arrival time.
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Figure 5.1: Effect of changing the FMC of the model output. Two simulations were run with identical
initial conditions with the exception of the fuel moisture content. One the left are contours of the fire ar-
rival time for the initial simulation. On the right are the contours of the fire arrival time for a simulation
that had decreased the fuel moisture content by 1% in all fuel categories. The drier fuels resulted in a fire
whose area was nearly twice the size of the fire in the initial simulation.

3. Consider only ROS less than 2 m/s. When computing the ROS from the gradient of the fire arrival

time, it is typical that in many places the ROS will be greater than 2 m/s. These are very fast and

not consistent with fires the spread by a mechanism modeled by WRF-SFIRE, so we only consider

a ROS below the 2 m/s threshold. Additionally, when this threshold is not enforced, the presence of

high rates of spread, as computed from the gradient of the fire arrival time, act as statistical outliers

that can have a large effect on the average ROS. The upper left panel of Figure 5.4 shows a surface

plot of the ROS containing locations in the fire domain where the computed ROS was more that 2 ×

1011 m/s.

4. Compute the mean difference in the ROS for forecast and estimate fire arrival time in areas where

both fires showed burning took place.

5. There should be agreement between observations about the area of the fire and the differences in

ROS to suggest making a change to the FMC. For example, if the the forecast area is smaller than
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the estimate area but the the estimated ROS in the forecast is greater than the estimated ROS, no

changes should be made.

6. Collect fuel information about the fire domain and find the inverse function for the burn curve in the

primary fuel type found in along the paths in the graph. In this research, the inverse function was

found by making a cubic spline of the function seen in Figure 5.2.

7. Compute adjustment of FMC so that the mean ROS for the forecast matches that of the estimate,

according to the burn curve.

8. Adjust the fuel moisture content used by the model. In WRF-SFIRE, this means adjusting the vari-

able FMC_GC in the input file used for the next cycle.

Figure 5.2: Tools for adjusting the FMC in the simulation. On the left, a histogram of the differences in
the model ROS and the ROS implied by the data. The forecast was underestimating the ROS. On the
right, curves giving the relationship between fuel moisture content and ROS can be used to adjust the fuel
moisture content for the next simulation cycle.

5.1.2.1 ROS of the Estimate and Forecast

5.1.3 Examples of Forecasts Using Adjustment of Fuel Moisture Content

Simulations of the Patch Springs and Cougar Creek fires were made using a workflow and starting

conditions that were identical to those detailed in Chapter IV, with the exception that adjustments of the

FMC were made during the data assimilation phase of each cycle. The results were mixed, in the case of

the Patch Springs Fire, the assessment of the simulation with 58 hours of forecast time shows a result that

was a little worse than that of a simulation where the FMC was not changed at any stage. The simulation

of the Cougar Creek Fire using adjustment of the FMC was a little better than the simulation where no
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Figure 5.3: Fuels underlying the shortest paths in the detection graph for the Patch fire simulation. On
the left, we see that the majority of the fire took place in the type 2 fuels. On the right, the paths though
the detections placed on a map of the underlying fuels are seen. The color bar indicates the fuel the type
found at each location.

Figure 5.4: The ROS seen spatially in the fire domain. In the upper left, several large spikes of the ROS in
forecast fire arrival time can be seen. For the estimation of changes in the FMC, only ROS less than 2 m/s
are considered. The upper right and bottom panel show the location of these lower rates of spread in the
forecast and estimate from satellite data, respectively.
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Table 5.2: Criticial data for making adjustments to the FMC in a simulation of the Patch Springs fire.
Computations made on a 250m grid. No FMC adjustments were made during the initial cycles because
the size of the forecast fire was too large but the ROS in the forecast was lower than that in the estimate
from data.

Cycle Estimate Area Forecast Area Estimate ROS Forecast ROS FMC Adjustment %
0 767 1126 0.1818 0.1949 0
1 1603 1684 0.1755 0.2051 0.1967
2 1998 1950 0.0994 0.1802 0
3 2734 2343 0.0867 0.1048 0
4 3602 3212 0.0912 0.1087 0

Table 5.3: Assesment of the Patch Fire Simulation With Adjustment of FMC. Compare with the results in
Table 4.1. The first two cycles had identical results since no changes were made to the FMC. The simula-
tion with 58 hours of forecast was slightly worse than if no changes had been made to the FMC. The final
forecasts were better, using the FMC adjustment.

Cycle Hours of Forecast MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
0 130 0.4920 0.7629 0.9078 0.5982
1 82 0.7543 0.6413 0.9901 0.6932
2 58 0.6247 0.7157 0.9500 0.6671
3 34 0.6873 0.6869 0.9717 0.6871
4 10 0.8925 0.6684 1.1150 0.7643

changes were made to the FMC. The following sections detail the experiments and show how these conclu-

sions were derived.

5.1.3.1 Patch Fire Simulation with FMC Adjustments

A simulation of the Patch Springs fire was run using the cycling strategy as in Section 4.2.1.1, ex-

cept that a change to the FMC was made during the data assimilation phase, according to the procedure

outlined above. For simplicity, if a change to the FMC was suggested by the algorithm, it was applied to

all fuels in the entire fire domain. Figure 5.5 and Figures B.31-B.33 show how the data assimilation made

adjustment to the fire arrival time during the simulation cycles as well as a histogram showing how the

ROS in the forecast differed from the estimated ROS. Table 5.2 shows a comparison of the forecast and es-

timated fire areas as well as the average ROS in the forecast and estimated fire arrival time for each cycle.

When any adjustment to the FMC was made by the algorithm, that adjustment is also indicated.

Assessment of the simulation was made by comparison with and infrared perimeter and the results

are summarized in Table 5.3. Figure B.34 gives a graphical representation of these results. When looking

at the results from producing 58 hours of forecast, after the FMC adjustment, the results are a little bit

worse compared to using data assimilation without changing the FMC. The increase in the FMC caused

the estimated fire area to be smaller than it should have been. However, as the simulation progressed, the

scores for later cycles eventually became higher than those for the simulation without changes made to the

FMC. It is likely that the adjustments made to the 100-hour fuels in the fire domain played a part of this

improvement.
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Figure 5.5: Cycle 0 of the Patch Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and right are
contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom is the his-
togram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain. The area of the fore-
cast is smaller, but the ROS was higher in the forecast so that no changes to the FMC were made for the
next simulation cycle.

5.1.3.2 Cougar Creek Fire with FMC Adjustment

A simulation of the Cougar Creek fire was run using the cycling strategy as in Section 4.2.1.2 ex-

cept that a change to the FMC was made during the data assimilation phase. If a change to the FMC was

suggested by the algorithm, it was applied to all fuels in the entire fire domain. Figures 5.6,5.7, B.35, and

B.36 show how the data assimilation made adjustment to the fire arrival time during the simulation cycles

as well as a histogram showing how the ROS in the forecast differed from the estimated ROS. Table 5.4

shows a comparison of the forecast and estimated fire area as well as the average ROS in the forecast an

estimate for each cycle. When any adjustment to the FMC was made by the algorithm, that adjustment

was indicated too.

Assessment of the simulation was made by comparison with and infrared perimeter and the re-

sults are summarized in Table 5.5. Figure B.37 gives a graphical representation of these results. Compared

to using data assimilation without changing the FMC, these results are a little better. In particular, the
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Table 5.4: Adjustments made to the FMC in the simulation of the Cougar Creek Fire. Adjustments were
only made after cycle 0 and cycle 1. In cycles 2 and 3, the larger fire area implied by the data contra-
dicted the larger average ROS found in the forecast. The algorithm makes no adjustments under these
circumstances.

Cycle Data Area Forecast Area Data ROS Forecast ROS FMC Adjustment %
0 18498 12924 0.1379 0.1006 -0.0574
1 78038 122154 0.1397 0.186 0.1947
2 151647 148920 0.1111 0.1517 0
3 161939 135567 0.0948 0.1066 0

change of the FMC in the second cycle made for wetter fuels that helped constrain the growth of the fire,

making for a better ultimate forecast.

Figure 5.6: Cycle 0 of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and
right are contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom
is the histogram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain. The forecast
underestimated the size of the fire and the ROS so that the FMC was adjusted downward by -0.0574%

5.1.4 Limitations of the method

The proposed method for adjusting the FMC used by the model has some limitations and draw-

backs that are explored in the following list. Some possible remedies are suggested as well. The goal of

adjusting the FMC is to make the ROS in the simulation more closely match what is observed in the real
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Figure 5.7: Cycle 1 of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and
right are contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom
is the histogram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain. The forecast
overestimated the size of the fire and the ROS so that the FMC was adjusted upward by 0.1947%

world. Because fire behavior is such a complicated phenomena, other approaches for producing a better

ROS in the model could be explored as well as what was presented in this research.

1. The method does not consider all inputs that effect the ROS of a fire such as fuel types, terrain, etc.

Controlling for these other inputs would allow for a more precise, and likely more conservative, ad-

justment of the FMC. For example, if strong winds were present in the simulation, it could be the

case that the effect of FMC on the ROS of the fire played a comparatively minor role when com-

pared to the wind.

Table 5.5: Assessment of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation using adjustment of the FMC. Compare with
the results in the test without adjustment of FMC in Table 4.2.

Cycle Hours of Forecast MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
0 105 0.6638 0.6647 0.9394 0.6642
1 81 0.982 0.3736 1.0507 0.5413
2 57 0.7025 0.7353 1.0169 0.7185
3 33 0.6918 0.8971 1.1329 0.7812
4 9 0.8919 0.8045 1.2011 0.8459
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2. Comparison between the forecast ROS and the estimated ROS is made at specific locations within

the fire domain without regard to the changing properties of the fuels. For example, if the forecast

fire arrival time at a specified location differs from the estimated fire arrival time at that location

by 12 hours, it is likely that the underlying fuels in that area should be expected to have different

FMC because of the diurnal cycle of FMC increasing during the cooler period of night and decreas-

ing during hotter days. These diurnal changes have a larger affect on the the 1-hour and 10-hour fu-

els, but in principle, all fuels should be expected to have different properties at different times. The

adjustment of FMC might be more accurate if comparison of the ROS was done only for location

where the difference in the forecast and estimated fire arrival time was was not too large. A simpler

method would be to only make adjustments to the FMC for the 100-hour and 1000-hour fuels that

are less sensitive to changes in the weather and are observed more sparsely.

3. The cut-off of ROS above 2 m/s is arbitrary. No testing was done to arrive at this number. With

certain combinations of weather, topography,and fuels properties some fires could exhibit such rapid

growth. A better cut-off for the ROS could be possibly be found by using the estimates of the vari-

ance for the ROS found in Section 3.5.
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CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSION AND FURTHER WORK

6.1 Conclusion

6.1.1 Main results

The goal of this research was to develop techniques for using satellite data to provide improve-

ments to wildfire modeling. The first of three three goals was to develop methods to obtain better initial

conditions for simulating a wildfire by estimating either the ignition point or fire arrival time of a wildfire.

The estimation of the fire arrival time should be considered the most useful of these two methods since it

paves the way for starting better wildfire simulations and the estimate obtained may be used to infer other

properties about a fire such as its ROS. The second goal was to develop a method for using satellite data

to update a running fire simulation by data assimilation in a way that is justifiable by the known proper-

ties and uncertainties of the those data. The third goal was use satellite data to adjust the fuel moisture

content used by the model to make better fire forecasts possible. The first two goals have been met, but

the third goal needs more development before it can be called an unqualified success. Some of the main

results are summarized in this section.

6.1.2 Estimation of Igbition Point and Fire Arrival Time

The first part of this thesis detailed methods used to estimate the ignition point location and the

fire arrival time from satellite fire data. Because the the ignition point location and the fire arrival time of

real wildfires are not generally known, the methods were developed and tested by using artificial data with

a known, “ground truth" ignition point or fire arrival time.

For estimating the ignition point of a fire, an artificial fire arrival time was created and artificial

fire detections were placed on the surface of the fire arrival cone. Using a grid search strategy, an ensem-

ble of forecasts with varying locations and times of ignition was made and the data likelihood of each was

computed. The estimated time and place of ignition was found from the ignition point of the forecast with

the highest data likelihood. This method worked to identify the time and place of ignition for a test using

a “ground truth" artificial fire arrival time derived from the equation of a cone as well as in a test where

the “ground truth" was taken as the fire arrival time output from a WRF-SFIRE simulation. A third test

of the method was made using data from a real wildfire. In this real-world example, the method was able

to identify an ignition time within an hour of that surmised by fire investigators, but the estimated igni-

tion location differed from that provided by investigators by around 3 km.
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For estimating the fire arrival time, the testing took place in two stages. In the first stage, arti-

ficial fire detection data was created and the method for estimating the fire arrival time was used to at-

tempt to reconstruct the fire arrival time from the sparse artificial data. Testing, using various strategies

and key parameters for computer functions used in the method, was a key goal of this first step. Based

on the results of the testing, a workable method for producing accurate estimates of the fire arrival time

was devised. The testing also revealed some situations in which the method is likely to produce poor re-

sults. The method is likely to fail when only a small amount of observations are available for relatively

small fires. The method also produced poor results when there was more than one fire in the domain. This

shortcoming is more serious. During wildfire season, many fires can exist concurrently in a geographic re-

gion. The method presented here will attempt to treat these separate events as if they were a singular fire

and the resulting estimate of the fire arrival time can be expected to show fire spread in regions where no

data indicates such burning has occurred.

The second stage of this testing was to determine how well the established method worked for

more complicated “ground truth" fire arrival times, taken from various forecasts produced by WRF-

SFIRE. The goal was to use the method developed in the first stage in exactly the same way to see if

similar results could be achieved, indicating the method can be generalized to fire scenarios other than

those in the first stage of the testing. The results of the estimates in the second stage were a bit worse

than those in the first stage. In particular, the method tended to underestimate the size of the fire and

give a poorer estimate for the growth rate of the fire.

Finally, the method was applied to estimating the fire arrival time of real-world fires. Because

the actual fire arrival time of such fire is not known, assessment of the method was made by comparison

with infrared perimeter observations. The method produced good results in terms of these comparisons

with both dimensions of the MOE and the Sørenson index around 0.9. These scores are at least as good

as those obtained in the hundreds of artificial fires that were used to test and develop the method. De-

spite the high scores for these real-world scenarios, it should be realized that the shortcomings previously

mentioned are still of concern. The method is likely to deliver poor results during the early stage of a fire,

when few satellite observations are available, and the presence of more than one fire in the domain will

cause problems in the real-world situation just as it did in testing with artificial data.

With a good estimate of the fire arrival time established, it is possible to get an estimate of the

rate of spread of the fire at all locations in the fire domain. In this work, we used the known uncertain-

ties in the satellite observations to develop a sense of how reliable the estimates of the ROS are. Although

used sparingly in this work, the method for for finding the ROS from satellite data has greater potential to

impact wildfire modeling in a positive way. At the heart of wildfire model are the spread models like the
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Rothermel or Balbi models. Although widely used, other, improved models could be devised. Possibly the

method for determining the ROS established here could be used in conjunction with the large amount of

historical satellite data to develop a new model using machine learning techniques.

6.1.3 Data Assimilation and Adjustment of the Fuel Moisture Content

Several different forecast strategies using data assimilation were discussed in this work and com-

parisons of simulations using these strategies follow. The Patch Springs Fire and Cougar Creek Fire are

presented here. The Camp Fire also served as an example of the data assimilation techniques but will not

be treated in the same way as the other two because during the simulation period its mechanism of spread

was largely due to winds carrying burning embers ahead of the fire front. The WRF-SFIRE model does

not currently model such behavior and the concept of adjusting the FMC content makes little sense under

such circumstances. The foresting strategies to be compared follow. A single forecast, without using data

assimilation is included in this comparison as a control. At a bare minimum, any forecast strategy using

data assimilation techniques should be able to produce better results than this single forecast if it is to be

worthy of consideration and further study.

1. A single forecast, started from an ignition point

2. A forecast using data assimilation cycling

3. A forecast with data assimilation cycling and adjustment of FMC

4. 48-Hour Forecast strategy

Each forecast strategy has been evaluated by comparing a final forecast perimeter with an infrared

perimeter observation using the MOE and the Sørenson index. For simplicity, a score for each strategy

was computed from the sum of these measures as

SCORE = MOE X + MOE Y + S. (6.1.1)

where MOE X and MOE Y are the two components of the measure of effectiveness describing decreasing

false negatives and false positives, respectively, and S is the Sørenson index.

Table 6.1 gives the results of these scores for both the Patch Springs and Cougar Creek fires. In

both cases, the 48-hour forecast strategy produced the best results, and the worst results were obtained by

single forecasts from an ignition point that made no attempt to assimilate satellite data. Use of data as-

similation and data assimilation with FMC adjustments gave mixed results, with both strategies falling in

the middle. Part of the reason for the success of the 48-hour strategy is surely due to the extra perimeter
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Table 6.1: Overall results of simulation strategies for the Patch Springs and Cougar Creek Fire simula-
tions. For both fires, the 48-hour forecast strategy produced the best results. Using a single simulation
produced the worst results.

Forecast Strategy Patch Springs Cougar Creek
Single Forecast 1.8940 1.9927

Data Assimilation 2.0217 2.1081
Data Assimilation and FMC 2.0075 2.1563

48-Hour Strategy 2.0970 2.3999

Table 6.2: Results for the Patch Springs fire simulations. The 48-hour forecast strategy produced the best
results. The worst results were from a single simulation without using any data assimilation.

Forecast Strategy MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sørenson
Single Forecast 0.4920 0.7629 0.9078 0.5982

Data Assimilation 0.7009 0.6476 0.9543 0.6732
Data Assimilation and FMC 0.6247 0.7157 0.9500 0.6671

48-Hour Strategy 0.6450 0.7559 0.9937 0.6961

data that was used in the process of finding an estimate of the fire arrival time that was used for initializ-

ing the model. Another potential advantage was that the data assimilation performed was over a relatively

show period and didn’t seek to make large changes to the forecast. Further discussion of the particulars of

each fire and its simulations are given below.

6.1.3.1 Patch Springs Fire Simulations

Comparison was made between four simulations of the Patch Springs Fire. The simulations using

a single run, data assimilation cycling, and data assimilation with FMC adjustment were all started from

an identical ignition point and the 48-hour strategy simulation was started from an estimated fire arrival

time made using satellite and infrared perimeter data. The single simulation represents 130 hours of fore-

cast time and the other simulations make 58 hours of forecast, each.

Table 6.2 summarizes the results using the MOE and Sørenson index, and Figure B.38 shows a

graphical representation of the results. The 48-hour forecast strategy produced the best result for this sim-

ulation. It should be noted that all forecast strategies failed to capture the rapid growth of the fire that

occurred during the fourth day. The large red areas of false negative in the northeast section of the pan-

els in Figure B.38 show the region where the observed fire growth was explosive during this period. The

reason the model failed to predict this growth is unclear. Sudden changes in weather or an inaccurate ac-

counting of the fuel properties in the are could explain the model’s shortcomings. The simulation using

data assimilation showed more burning in this region, but it also showed more burning in areas where no

fire was actually observed. The simulation using data assimilation with FMC adjustment managed to con-

trol the size of the fire and produced a result similar to that of the simulation using the 48-hour forecast

strategy.
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Table 6.3: Results for the Cougar Creek Fire simulations.

Forecast Strategy MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sørenson
Single Forecast 0.6638 0.6647 0.9394 0.6642

Data Assimilation 0.9873 0.4773 1.0966 0.6435
Data Assimilation and FMC 0.7025 0.7353 1.0169 0.7185

48-Hour Strategy 0.7305 0.8722 1.1377 0.7972

6.1.3.2 Cougar Creek Fire

The four strategies were applied to the Cougar Creek Fire Simulation. The single run, data assim-

ilation cycling, and the data assimilation cycling with FMC adjustments were all started from an identical

ignition point. The simulation using the 48-hour forecast strategy was started from an estimated fire ar-

rival time made using satellite data and infrared perimeter observations. The single run simulation repre-

sents 105 hours of forecast time, the two simulations with data assimilation have 57 hours of forecast time,

and the simulation using the 48-hour strategy has 57 hours of forecast time.

Table 6.3 summarizes the results using the MOE and Sørenson index and Figure B.39 shows a

graphical representation of these results. The 48-hour forecast strategy produced the best result for this

simulation. This strategy tended to underestimate the fire size, but the perimeter was close to the ob-

served perimeter in many places. The worst result was obtained by running a single simulation. The over-

all size of the fire was similar to the observed fire, but the perimeter matched poorly. Using data assim-

ilation made for a forecast that had too large of an area. Using data assimilation with FMC adjustment

improved the forecast by slowing down the rate of spread and produced a forecast closer to that of the 48-

hour strategy.
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APPENDIX A

WORKFLOW AND DETAILS ON THE FUNCTIONS

This section will add additional detail about the methods used and the computer functions writ-

ten for this research.

1.1 About the Code and Data

This appendix offers and overview of some of the Matlab functions used to run the experiments

performed during this research. Data is supplied and Matlab scripts are provided.

1.1.1 Software Requirements and Dependencies

• Operating system: The Matlab code make some system calls that need to be run in a Linux environ-

ment.

• The oldest version of Matlab used in this research was R2017a.

• The following Matlab toolboxes are required: Curve Fitting, Mapping, Statistics and Machine Learn-

ing, Image Processing Toolbox, and Control System Toolbox.

Most of the the Matlab functions used for the task of data assimilation are kept in a Github

repository maintained at https://github.com/openwfm/wrf-fire-matlab. The repository may be cloned and

the functions needed exist in the branch ’cycling.’ A list of the functions is available at https://github.

com/openwfm/wrf-fire-matlab/tree/master/cycling.

1.1.2 Data and Functions for Testing

Much of the data and the Matlab functions used in this research are available for download. The

download link contain one zip file that may be expanded into a directory structure containing functions

and scripts that perform various tests or demonstrate some method developed in the thesis.

The data and functions have been added to the Auraria Institutional Repository. The homepage

for this repository is https://digital.auraria.edu/air. The archive is hosted at:

http://digital.auraria.edu/IR00000295/00001

Search for ’James D. Haley’,’Assimilation of Satellite Active Fires Data’ for possible additional

uploads or in the case that the link provided fails.

The data is also mirrored at the following address: https://figshare.com/articles/dataset/Assimilation_

of_Satellite_Active_Fires_Data_-_Data_and_Code/15044337

Within the compressed file are two directories.
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1. wrf-fire-matlab This directory contains the Matlab functions that can be found in the ’cycling’

branch of the git repository referenced above. Running the script startup.m within this directory

will add the paths all sub-directories to the Matlab environment.

2. scripts This directory contains data and functions to perform some of the tests that were part of

this research. The artificial data sets used for a large part of the testing have been included. These

data sets in include artificial fire arrival time and artificial fire detections. Another set contains the

fire arrival times taken, from WRF-SFIRE output, and the artificial fire detections associated with

them. The detection data and WRF-SFIRE output from a simulation of the Patch Springs fire has

been included. This directory contains a set of many sub-directories containing individual tests, de-

tailed below. In some cases, Matlab code has been copied into these sub-directories from the main

code directory so that default values or graphics options can be set. The testing functions should

be run in their respective sub-directories. The following subsections adds details about the contents

purpose of those those sub-directories.

1.1.2.1 artificial_data

The files in this directory run an example case creating an estimated fire arrival time from arti-

ficial data that is also created here. The estimate is then assessed and scores computed. This can be run

slowly if the artificial fire created is large and has many detection points.

1.1.2.2 data_assimilation

The files in this directory run an example case of the data assimilation routine. This shows how

adjustment of the forecast fire arrival time is made. Matlab “versions" of satellite data and files from

WRF-SFIRE containing only necessary variables are included in this directory. This can be run quickly.

1.1.2.3 estimate_fire_arrival_time

This creates an estimate of the fire arrival time from satellite data. An output file from WRF-

SFIRE sets up the domain and a "Matlab Version" of satellite data is included. Uses the single pass and

the multigrid approach for a comparison.

1.1.2.4 test_artificial

Testing artificial data files. The script in this directory steps through testing the process for esti-

mating the fire arrival time, using 260 artificial fire arrival times. Plots of the MOE X, MOE Y, Sorenson,

relative error are produced. By default, the test loops through only the first 6 artificial fire scenarios, but
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that can be changed to included all. This testing can take a long time. Testing emulates that from Section

3.4.1.2, using a single pass method.

1.1.2.5 test_p

Testing artificial data files. The script in this directory steps through testing, using 260 artificial

fire arrival times, the optimal value of p to use in interpolating additional points along the shortest paths.

This can take a long time. Only a few of the artificial data scenarios are tested by default. The testing

produces figures comparable to Figure 3.35 and Figure B.12

1.1.2.6 test_wrf_output

Testing WRF-SFIRE output files used as “ground truth." The script in this directory steps

through testing the process for estimating the fire arrival time, using 115 fire arrival times from WRF-

SFIRE. Plots of the MOE X, MOE Y, Sorenson, relative error are produced. By default, the test loops

through only the first 6 artificial fire scenarios, but that can be changed to included all. This testing can

take a long time. Emulates the testing in Section3.4.1.3.

1.2 Workflow

1.2.1 Data Assimilation with FMC Adjustment

The main function written for data assimilation with adjustment of the FMC is new_cycles. The

function is passed a string containing the relative path to an output file from WRF-SFIRE and gives out-

put by replacing the fire arrival time and changing the FMC content in a rewrite file used by WRF-SFIRE

during the next forecast cycle. Figure A.1 shows the how the the function calls other functions that are

described in Section 1.2.2.

1.2.2 Functions used

1. choose_time_step(f)

Helps choose the frame of a wrfout file. The input ‘f’ is a string with path to a wrfout file. Output is

a character string with the time of the wrfout frame.

2. cone_compare(ps,tign2)

Function compares the two fire arrival times. Used for adjusting the ROS in a simulation. Input ’ps’

comes from ps = cluster_paths(w,1,250) and is a struct with a forecast fire arrival time. Input

’tign2’ will be the analysis fire arrival time obtained from tign2 = squish4(ps,gq,da). Typical

use is [r1,r2,adjr0,outer] = cone_compare(ps,tign2) where ’r1’ and ’r2’ are the average ROS
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Figure A.1: Functions used for performing data assimilation with adjustment of fuel moisture. The large
box contains the function new_cycles and the boxes inside are the functions called from within it.

Figure A.2: Functions used for clustering fire detection data and construction of the shortest paths. The
large box contains the function cluster_paths and the boxes inside are the functions called from within
it.

in the forecast and analysis, respectively. The variable ’adjr0’ is an experimental variable for use in

adjusting the ROS in the model by the namelist.fire input file. The variable ’outer’ is a struct with

some statistics about the forecast and the analysis fire arrival times.
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3. cluster_paths(w,cull,grid_distance)

Main function for organizing detection data and creating path structure. Calls many other functions

in the process. Input ‘w’ is a Matlab struct from the read_wrfout_tign function. The input ‘cull’

can be used to limit the number of active fire detections used, cull = 1 uses all detections. The in-

put grid_distance sets the spacing on the grid used for the interpolation routine. Output is a Mat-

lab struct with fire detection data interpolated to a grid, a directed graph with the detection data,

and shortest paths from an assumed ignition point to all other detection locations in the fire domain.

Typical use is ps = cluster_paths(w,1,250).

4. detection_probability(tign)

The function produces the curve describing the probability of a satellite detecting a fire based on

time difference between observation and fire arrival time. Input ‘tign’ is a vector with times before

and after fire arrival time.

5. estimate_tign(ps)

The function makes makes an estimated fire arrival time from satellite data by drawing a succession

of polygons around the active fire detections. Input ‘ps’ is from ps = cluster_paths(w,1,250).

Output is a matrix storing the fire arrival time. Typical usage is t = estimate_tign(ps).

6. filled\_contours(ps,tign_new)

Function plots contour maps of two fire arrival time. Input ’ps’ is a path structure with forecast fire

arrival time and input ’tign new’ is the analysis fire arrival time in typical usage. no output.

7. fire_choice()

Selects from different fires simulated in the thesis. Sets up paths where detection and perimeter data

is stored. No input required. Output are strings with with paths to fire data, fire name, and other

particulars of the simulation.

8. fire_gradients(lon,lat,tign,unit)

Function returns the partial derivatives of the firearrival time. Inputs ’lat,lon,tign’ can be taken as

the latitude, longitiude, and fire arrival time output by WRF-SFIRE, respectively. Input ’unit’ is

an integer flag (unit =1 means yes) that returns partial derivatives as components of a unit vecotr.

Typical use is [dx,dy,nan_msk] = fire_gradients(lon,lat,tign,unit)

9. fixpoints2grid(red,pts)
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Interpolates the active fire detection data onto the computational grid. Calls function “fixpt" to

find nearest grid location for a given latitude and longitude location. Input ’red’ is from red =

subset_domain(w). Input ‘pts’ is an n× 2 matrix with rows containing the latitude and longitude of

fire detections.

10. insert_analysis(w,ps,tn)

The function creates a new Matlab struct from input ‘w’ containing the variable ’analysis’ which is

the input ‘tn’ that comes from the data assimilation function tn = squish4(ps,1,1). Input ‘ps’ is

the path structure from ps = cluster_paths(w,1,250).

11. interp_paths(ps,p_param)

Interpolates new points along the shortest paths. Input ‘ps’ is from ps = cluster_paths(w,1,250).

Input p_param is the smoothing parameter in the interpolation routine. The default is p_param =

0.9

12. make_spline(time_bounds,num_pts)

The function produces splines used for making the data likelihood function and its derivatives. Input

time_bounds ,default value 72, is a scalar giving the with of the time window to create the spline.

Input num_pts gives the number of points to use when making the spline.

13. make_tign(ps,alpha,p_param,grid_fraction)

The function makes an estimated fire arrival time using the iterative interpolation technique from

Chapter III. Input ‘ps’ is from ps = cluster_paths(w,1,250). Input ‘alpha’ controls blending

between initial estimate for the fire arrival time and the interpolated fire arrival time from iter-

ative interpolation. The default is alpha = 1, no weight is given to the initial estimate. Input

grid_fraction is used to interpolate data onto a different sized grid.

14. new_cycles(f)

The function runs the cycling routine for data assimilation. Input ‘f’ is a string with path to a wr-

fout file. Many functions are called. Output is written into files needed to restart a simulation.

15. read_wrfout_tign(f,ts)

Reads in a wrfout file to collect variables about the grid, fire arrival time, fuels, and other variables.

The input ‘f’ is a string with path to a wrfout file. The input ‘ts’ is optional and is a character string

with the time of a wrfout frame. Output is a Matlab struct file with variables describing the domain

of the fire. Typical use is w=read_wrfout_tign(f).
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16. smooth_up(tign,a,b)

Function applies Gaussian smoothing to a fire arrival time, with more smoothin applied for earlier

times and decreasing linear with the fire arrival time. Typical use is sm_up = smooth_up(tign,a,b).

Input ’tign’ is a fire arrival time. Input ’a’ controls how much smoothing is applied, it is the variance

of the Gaussian, default is 300. Input ’b’ is the proportion of the varaiance for smoothing the the fire

arrival time at the end of the simulation period and the default is 1/3.

17. sort_rsac_files(prefix)

Reads a directory with satellite detection data and produces list of fire fire and geolocation products

organized by time of observation. Input ‘prefix’ is a string with a path to satellite data products.

Typical use is p=sort_rsac_files(prefix).

18. squish4(ps,gq,da)

This functions performs the iterative interpolation. Output is the fire arrival time. Input ’ps’ is from

ps = cluster_paths(w,1,250). Input ’gq’ is an integer flag (gq = 1 means yes) to determine if

ground detections will be used. Input ’da’ is an integer flag (da = 1 means yes) whether to use likeli-

hood to perform data assimilation. typical use is tign_new = squish4(ps,gq,da).

19. subset_domain(w)

Can be used to select only the portion of the fire domain where the fire is active. Converts the fire

arrival time to datenum format. Input ‘w’ is from w=read_wrfout_tign(f). Typical use is red =

subset_domain(w).

20. subset_l2_detections(prefix,p,red,time_bounds,fig)

Compares the list of all detection data with start and end time of a simulation and outputs a Matlab

struct file with active fire detection data for the granule within the fire domain. Input ‘prefix’ is a

string with a path to satellite data products. Input ‘p’ is from p=sort_rsac_files(prefix).Input

‘red’ is from red = subset_domain(w). Typical use is g = subset_l2_detections(prefix,p,red,time_bounds,fig).

21. subset_small(red,n,m,full_set)

Interpolates the fire grid onto a different size mesh. Uses scattered interpolant methods. Input ‘red’

comes from the subset_domain function. Inputs ‘m’ and ‘n’ are integers giving the size of the new

grid to work on. Input full_set is an integer indicating whether to interpolate all variables in the

struct ‘red’ if full_set = 1. Output is a Matlab struct like the input ‘red.’ Typical use is r =

subset_small(red,n,m,full_set)
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Figure A.3: Figures generated in the function cluster_paths. On the left is figure 177, showing clustering
of the active fire detection data. On the right figure 178, showing the paths generated from the ignition to
all other detections in the domain.

Figure A.4: On the left is the figure showing the decrease in the relative difference between successive iter-
ations in the interpolation scheme implemented in the squish4 function. On the right is the norm of the
difference of the time of active fire detections and and the estimated fire arrival time at the detection loca-
tions. The figures are produced when running the function squish4.
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APPENDIX B

ADDITIONAL FIGURES, TABLES, AND TESTING

Additional figures, tables, and testing to supplement the discussion and summarize many of the

tables of values found in the main text.

2.1 Figures and Tables

Table B.1: Averages of the assessment scores made for the 280 estimated fire arrival times generated from
artificial data taken to be “ground truth" for the purpose of comparison. The columns for best and worst
indicate the specific artificial data scenarios for which each strategy produced the best or worst estimate.
There is little agreement between strategies in terms of which scenarios produced the best or worst esti-
mates.

Scenrario AGE MRE SRE MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson Best Worst
Multi - NP 0.1024 0.0083 0.0059 0.9801 0.7960 1.2656 0.8741 198 88
Multi - 500 0.2341 0.0034 0.0019 0.5713 0.9764 1.1407 0.7065 145 155
Multi - 1000 0.1154 0.0043 0.0012 0.9610 0.8358 1.2755 0.8913 112 252
Multi - 2000 0.0045 0.0041 0.0019 0.9612 0.8421 1.2806 0.8938 70 220
Multi - 3000 0.1156 0.0044 0.0013 0.9601 0.8364 1.2755 0.8907 69 88
Multi - 4000 0.1971 0.0046 0.0013 0.9578 0.8362 1.2730 0.8907 54 88
Single - NP 0.1407 0.0162 0.0105 0.9720 0.7642 1.2395 0.8511 190 159
Single - 1000 0.3598 0.0163 0.0105 0.9642 0.7750 1.2426 0.8552 204 159
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Table B.2: Results for the experiment computing the ROS and the direction of the gradient using 280 ar-
tificial fire arrival times as the “ground truth" fire arrival time. The multigrid approach using additional
points with 2000 meter spacing had the best performance in matching the true ROS of the simulated fire.

Scenario MRD SRD MDD SDD
Multi - NP -0.0348 0.1785 0.00089 0.1551
Multi - 500 -0.0236 0.1753 0.0015 0.1524
Multi - 1000 0.0340 0.1772 0.0025 0.1568
Multi - 2000 -0.0187 0.1716 -0.00024 0.1568
Multi - 3000 0.0373 0.1803 0.0021 0.1294
Multi - 4000 0.0374 0.1797 0.0026 0.1259
Single - NP -0.0852 0.1579 0.0020 0.1750
Single - 1000 -0.0840 0.1645 0.0035 0.1800

Table B.3: Results of varying parameter p for estimates of the fire arrival time of the Patch Springs Fire.
The first row shows the scores when no additional points are interpolated along the paths. The original
path structure contained 305 active fire detections. Interpolation with a spacing of 2000 meters added an
additional 62 points to the path structures. The scores were made by comparison to an infrared perimeter
observation from August 16, 09:47 UTC. The results are summarized in Figure B.12.

p MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
No Interpolation 0.9095 0.8503 1.2451 0.8789

0.0 0.8095 0.8757 1.1926 0.8413
0.1 0.8244 0.8867 1.2107 0.8544
0.2 0.8339 0.8773 1.2104 0.8551
0.3 0.8446 0.8869 1.2247 0.8652
0.4 0.8554 0.8821 1.2287 0.8685
0.5 0.8774 0.8832 1.2449 0.8803
0.6 0.8905 0.8826 1.2538 0.8865
0.7 0.8911 0.8785 1.2513 0.8848
0.8 0.9048 0.8812 1.2629 0.8928
0.9 0.9226 0.8752 1.2717 0.8983
1.0 0.9250 0.8520 1.2576 0.8870

Table B.4: Results of varying parameter p for estimates of the fire arrival time of the Cougar Creek Fire.
The first row shows the scores when no additional points are interpolated along the paths. The original
path structure contained 432 active fire detections. Interpolation with a spacing of 2000 meters added an
additional 24 points to the path structures. The scores were made by comparison to an infrared perimeter
observation from August 15, 10:33 UTC.

p MOE X MOE Y ||MOE|| Sorenson
No Interpolation 0.8820 0.7893 1.1836 0.8331

0.0 0.7659 0.9516 1.2215 0.8487
0.1 0.7947 0.9497 1.2384 0.8653
0.2 0.7997 0.9375 1.2322 0.8631
0.3 0.8079 0.9415 1.2406 0.8696
0.4 0.8085 0.9293 1.2318 0.8647
0.5 0.8236 0.9378 1.2481 0.8770
0.6 0.8198 0.9416 1.2485 0.8765
0.7 0.8299 0.9303 1.2467 0.8772
0.8 0.8318 0.9311 1.2485 0.8786
0.9 0.8512 0.9326 1.2627 0.8901
1.0 0.9014 0.8964 1.2713 0.8989
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Figure B.1: Iterative interpolation. The sequence of panels shows the process of iterative interpolation ap-
plied on a one-dimensional fire line when making an estimated fire arrival time. At each detection loca-
tion an estimate of the fire arrival time is made by adjusting the fire arrival time in places where detection
data exists. A Gaussian smoothing is then applied to remove discontinuities in the data and to avoid over-
fitting of uncertain data. Each row in the figure shows two iterations of the adjustment and smoothing
steps. The left plot of each pair shows the effect of adjusting the fire arrival time at the location of a de-
tection. The roughness introduced by the adjustment is then reduced by the smoothing operation and the
result is shown in the right plot of the pair.
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Figure B.2: Iterative interpolation. The sequence of panels shows the process of iterative interpolation ap-
plied on a one-dimensional fire line when making an estimated fire arrival time. Extra data points were
added at the midpoint between each of the original detections. Compare with the plots in Figure B.1. The
addition of more points helps the estimate resolve the gradient information seen on the left side of the fig-
ures at approximately time t = 5.5.
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Figure B.3: Iterative interpolation without adding additional points. The sequence of panels shows the
process of iterative interpolation applied on a one-dimensional fire line when using detection data to adjust
the fire arrival time. Each row of of plots in the figure shows two iterations of the adjustment and smooth-
ing steps. The left plot of each pair shows the effect of adjusting the fire arrival time at the location of a
detection. The roughness introduced by the adjustment is then reduced by the smoothing operation and
the result is shown in the right plot of the pair. Note that in the first panel in the upper left that the data
likelihood has allowed for large changes downward in the fire arrival time but only small changes, if any,
upwards.
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Figure B.4: Iterative interpolation with adding additional points. The sequence of panels shows the pro-
cess of iterative interpolation applied on a one-dimensional fire line when when using detection data to
adjust the fire arrival time. Extra data points were added at the midpoint between each of the original de-
tections. Compare with the plots in Figure B.3. The addition of more points helps the estimate resolve
the gradient information seen on the left side of the figures at approximately time t = 5.5.
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Figure B.5: The sequence of plots illustrates the multigrid approach to estimating fire arrival time from
satellite data. Each plot the figure shows an estimated fire arrival time and the satellite detection data in-
terpolated onto a grid with 250 m spacing. In the upper left, the surface is an initial estimate of the fire
arrival time made by drawing polygons around the detection active fire detections. The remaining fig-
ures show the estimates of the fire arrival time after being made on computational grids of decreasing grid
spacing. The initial estimates are smooth and flat because interpolation of the satellite data onto a coarse
grid causes the interpolation method to change the fire arrival time over as large geographic area around
each detection. As the method decreases the working grid size, the fire arrival time in the area around the
detections is moved closer to the time those detections were recorded.
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Figure B.6: An example of a scenario for which the method cannot produce a satisfactory fire arrival time.
In all testing scenarios, the estimated ROS for this configuration was the worst. In the case of real detec-
tions, the data would suggest there are in fact two fires in the domain.

Table B.5: Assessment of estimated fire arrival time for the Cougar Creek Fire. Estimates were made
without using the multigrid strategy. Each estimate was made using all the available satellite data up to
the the time of the infrared perimeter observation that is used to make the comparison. As can be seen by
examining the area columns in the table, the fire experienced little to no growth after August 28. Figure
3.38 shows how the area of the fire changed with time.

# Perimeter Time MOE_X MOE_Y |MOE| S
1 12-Aug 07:00:00 0.4855 0.8138 0.9476 0.6082
2 14-Aug 05:56:00 0.7794 0.9759 1.2490 0.8667
3 14-Aug 07:00:00 0.8493 0.9151 1.2485 0.8810
4 15-Aug 07:00:00 0.7903 0.9588 1.2425 0.8664
5 15-Aug 10:33:00 0.7694 0.6912 1.0343 0.7282
6 16-Aug 03:42:00 0.8601 0.8985 1.2438 0.8789
7 16-Aug 07:00:00 0.8287 0.9239 1.2411 0.8737
8 16-Aug 19:00:00 0.8668 0.9209 1.2647 0.8930
9 17-Aug 04:13:00 0.8369 0.7308 1.1111 0.7803
10 18-Aug 17:00:00 0.8305 0.9168 1.2370 0.8715
11 19-Aug 09:55:00 0.9545 0.8844 1.3012 0.9181
12 20-Aug 04:48:00 0.9564 0.8817 1.3008 0.9175
13 20-Aug 17:00:00 0.9447 0.8794 1.2907 0.9109
14 22-Aug 02:00:00 0.9118 0.8678 1.2588 0.8893
15 22-Aug 18:30:00 0.8376 0.9473 1.2645 0.8891
16 23-Aug 08:16:00 0.9226 0.8718 1.2693 0.8965
17 24-Aug 04:42:00 0.7913 0.9192 1.2128 0.8504
18 25-Aug 07:47:00 0.7913 0.9522 1.2381 0.8643
19 26-Aug 03:58:00 0.7693 0.9488 1.2215 0.8497
20 27-Aug 04:00:00 0.7846 0.9520 1.2336 0.8602
21 28-Aug 09:25:00 0.8704 0.9379 1.2796 0.9029
22 28-Aug 10:00:00 0.8207 0.9369 1.2455 0.8749
23 29-Aug 19:00:00 0.8309 0.9305 1.2475 0.8779
24 31-Aug 10:25:00 0.7844 0.9506 1.2325 0.8595
25 02-Sep 08:00:00 0.8151 0.9493 1.2512 0.8771
26 03-Sep 09:53:00 0.8250 0.9487 1.2573 0.8825
27 04-Sep 02:38:00 0.8140 0.9340 1.2389 0.8699
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Figure B.7: Test results from estimating the fire arrival time using the multigrid strategy with interpola-
tion of extra points along the paths at a spacing of 2000 meters. This strategy produced the best results
among those tested. The upper left shows how the average growth rate of the estimated fire arrival time
closely matched that of the “ground truth." The upper right shows show the relative errors. The middle
left and right panels show the MOE and the Sørenson index scores, respectively. The lower right panels on
the bottom show histograms of the comparison of the difference in the average ROS and the angle of the
gradient for the simulations.
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Figure B.8: Scatter plot of the MOE for 115 estimated fire arrival times generated from artificial detec-
tions scattered on WRF-SFIRE simulation outputs. Most of the points have have a first coordinate close
to 1, indicating a tendency to overestimate the size of the actual fire.

Figure B.9: Histogram of the relative errors for 115 estimated fire arrival times generated from artificial
detections scattered on WRF-SFIRE simulation outputs. The mean of the errors was 0.56% and the stan-
dard deviation was 0.15%.
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Figure B.10: Histogram of the errors in estimated ROS for 115 estimated fire arrival times generated from
artificial detections scattered on WRF-SFIRE simulation outputs.

Table B.6: Assessment of estimated fire arrival time for the Cougar Creek Fire. Estimates were made
without using the multigrid strategy. Each estimate was made using all the available satellite data up to
the the time of the infrared perimeter observation that is used to make the comparison. As can be seen by
examining the area columns in the table, the fire experienced little to no growth after August 28. Figure
3.38 shows how the area of the fire changed with time.

# Perimeter Time MOE_X MOE_Y |MOE| S
1 12-Aug 07:00:00 0.5821 0.7902 0.9814 0.6704
2 14-Aug 05:56:00 0.9045 0.9126 1.2849 0.9086
3 14-Aug 07:00:00 0.8725 0.8841 1.2421 0.8783
4 15-Aug 07:00:00 0.8909 0.9193 1.2802 0.9049
5 15-Aug 10:33:00 0.8337 0.6671 1.0677 0.7411
6 16-Aug 03:42:00 0.9215 0.8629 1.2625 0.8913
7 16-Aug 07:00:00 0.9196 0.8635 1.2615 0.8907
8 16-Aug 19:00:00 0.8954 0.8619 1.2428 0.8783
9 17-Aug 04:13:00 0.9434 0.6603 1.1515 0.7769
10 18-Aug 17:00:00 0.9198 0.8142 1.2284 0.8638
11 19-Aug 09:55:00 0.9741 0.7835 1.2501 0.8685
12 20-Aug 04:48:00 0.9606 0.7906 1.2441 0.8674
13 20-Aug 17:00:00 0.9462 0.8038 1.2416 0.8692
14 22-Aug 02:00:00 0.9709 0.7951 1.2549 0.8743
15 22-Aug 18:30:00 0.9136 0.8141 1.2237 0.8610
16 23-Aug 08:16:00 0.9662 0.8287 1.2729 0.8922
17 24-Aug 04:42:00 0.8694 0.8557 1.2198 0.8625
18 25-Aug 07:47:00 0.8602 0.8828 1.2326 0.8714
19 26-Aug 03:58:00 0.8214 0.9198 1.2332 0.8678
20 27-Aug 04:00:00 0.8492 0.9098 1.2445 0.8785
21 28-Aug 09:25:00 0.8808 0.9137 1.2691 0.8969
22 28-Aug 10:00:00 0.8989 0.8756 1.2549 0.8871
23 29-Aug 19:00:00 0.8844 0.8824 1.2493 0.8834
24 31-Aug 10:25:00 0.8837 0.9128 1.2705 0.8980
25 02-Sep 08:00:00 0.8735 0.8717 1.2340 0.8726
26 03-Sep 09:53:00 0.8830 0.8866 1.2513 0.8848
27 04-Sep 02:38:00 0.9049 0.8724 1.2569 0.8883
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Figure B.11: A gallery of some of the results from the test of estimating fire arrival time using output
from WRF-SFIRE simulations as “ground truth." Assessment of plots in the top row show examples where
the estimated fire arrival time produced good scores, the middle row show examples with score near the
average, and the bottom row shows scores well below the average. The method consistently underesti-
mated the the actual fire area. The worst scores were obtained for small fires with few satellite detections.
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Figure B.12: Assessment of estimated fire arrival times of the Patch Springs Fire using varied values of
the interpolation parameter p. The figures summarize the results in Table B.3. On the top row, rom left
to right are the plots of MOE X and MOE Y. On the bottom are the plots of ||MOE||, and the Sørenson
index. Scores generally increase with the value of p, but the drop in MOE Y when p = 1.0 suggests that
using p = 0.9 is optimal.
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Figure B.13: Assessment of estimated fire arrival times of the Cougar Creek Fire using varied values of
the interpolation parameter p. The figures summarize the results in Table B.3. On the top row, rom left
to right are the plots of MOE X and MOE Y. On the bottom are the plots of ||MOE||, and the Sørenson
index. Scores generally increase with the value of p, but the drop in MOE Y when p = 1.0 suggests that
using p = 0.9 is optimal.
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Figure B.14: A sampling of some of the estimated fire arrival times generated in the experiment estimat-
ing the fire arrival time using artificial data. on each row, the plots show comparisons between the “ground
truth" and estimated fire arrival times. All plots of the estimates were derived using the multigrid method
with interpolation of additional points on the paths with 2000 meter spacing. The example on the bottom,
simulation 227, had the worst ROS error for all estimates made using the multigrid approach, regardless of
spacing of interpolated points on the paths.

153



Figure B.15: Path structures using varying values of the interpolation parameter p and assessment of the
fire arrival times constructed from them. Each row shows the path structure and the assessment for a par-
ticular value of p. The top row has p = 0.1 of extra points and the bottom row has p = 0.9.
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Figure B.16: Path structures using varying values of the interpolation parameter p and assessment of the
fire arrival times constructed from them. Each row shows the path structure and the assessment for a par-
ticular value of p. The top row has p = 0.1 of extra points and the bottom row has p = 0.9.

Figure B.17: Assessing the estimated fire arrival time of the Cougar Creek Fire using a one-pass method
(left) and multigrid method (right) by comparison with an infrared perimeter observation. The estimates
are derived for the available satellite data up to the perimeter time of August 15, 10:33:00 UTC. Both
methods tend to underestimate the size of the fire. The routine for plotting the area within the infrared
perimeter has failed, giving a larger black region within the fire that results in lower scores than should be
assigned to these estimations of the fire arrival time.
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Figure B.18: Assessing the estimated fire arrival time of the Cougar Creek Fire using a one-pass method
(left) and multigrid method (right) by comparison with an infrared perimeter observation. The estimates
are derived for the available satellite data up to the perimeter time of September 4, 02:38:00 UTC. Both
methods tend to underestimate the size of the fire. This is the final perimeter observation available. Both
methods have similar results, but the multigrid method gives less false negatives and more false positives.

Figure B.19: Histogram of the ROS computed along the paths in the directed graph of the Camp Fire.
The mean rate of spread was 0.2524 m/s. This is a high number when compared with other fires studied
in this research.
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Figure B.20: The uncertainty in the position and fire arrival time of active fire detections produces uncer-
tainty in the computed ROS between consecutive detections in a path. The panel on the left shows 200
perturbations of the time and locations of two fire detections connected in a path. The perturbation of the
spatial locations was made following a Gaussian distribution to reflect the geolocation error. The pertur-
bation of the points in time was made using a uniform distribution. In the upper right is a histogram of
the ROS between two consecutive and randomly perturbed points along a path used for an actual estimate
of the fire arrival time of the Patch Springs Fire. The QQ plot in the panel on the bottom shows the ROS
is not normally distributed.
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Figure B.21: The difference between the average ROS along paths in the graphs and in the fire arrival
time cone estimates for the artificial “ground truth" experiment, using the multigrid approach and a spac-
ing between additional points interpolated along paths at a distance of 2000 meters. 280 estimated fire
arrival times were compared with the “ground truth." The ROS along paths was on average 0.0053 m/s
faster than in the estimate with a standard deviation of 0.4118 m/s. This figure gives a sense of how well
the ROS compares on average in each simulation, but has no information about how the difference in the
ROS can vary with location in individual scenarios.
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Figure B.22: Comparison of infrared perimeters and the perimeters of an estimated fire arrival time for
the Camp Fire. The progression of the fire during the first several days was estimated from satellite data.
The top row shows the first two perimeter comparisons and the bottom row shows the third and fourth.
Note that all the estimated perimeters underestimate the size of the fire.
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Figure B.23: Assessment of the cycles of the Patch Fire simulation. The graphics give a graphical repre-
sentation of how the fire area of simulation cycles match a perimeter observation made on August 16 at
09:47 UTC. The panels from to to bottom and left to right cycles 0 through 4, with the lower right figure
being the perimeter comparison for a simulation initialized using an estimated fire arrival time. The cy-
cling method does produce better estimates as data is assimilated, but the large black and red areas in the
figures indicate that model is not accurately predicting where the fire will be burning.
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Figure B.24: Schematic for several data assimilation cycles run consecutively to simulate the Cougar Creek
fire of 2015. Each simulation was run until 09:00 UTC on August 15 for the sake of comparison. In typical
operational usage, simulations would not extend more than two days beyond the end of the spin-up period
of the previous cycle.

Figure B.25: Schematic for several data assimilation cycles run consecutively in order to simulate the
Camp fire of 2018.
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Figure B.26: Assessment of the cycles of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation. The panel in the lower right
shows the result from a simulation initialized from an estimate of the fire arrival time derived from satel-
lite fire data.
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Figure B.27: Assessment of the cycles of the Camp Fire simulation by comparison with an infrared
perimeter observation made on November 10, 07:00 UTC. The panel in the lower right shows the result
from a simulation initialized from an estimate of the fire arrival time derived from satellite fire data. Ex-
cept for the initial cycle, the model tended to overestimate the fire size by expanding to the northwest and
southeast more that was observed. These graphics summarize tha data recorded in Table 4.3.
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Figure B.28: Assessment of the Patch Springs Fire simulation using the 48-hour forecast strategy. On the
upper left and right are comparisons between the infrared perimeter observation and the first and second
forecasts, respectively. On the bottom, the final perimeters of the first and second forecasts are displayed
together. As can be seen, the data assimilation of a small number of satellite granules was able to slow the
growth of the modeled fire and make for a better forecast.
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Figure B.29: Assessment of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation using the 48-hour forecast strategy. At the
left and center are comparisons between the infrared perimeter observation and the first and second fore-
casts, respectively. On the right, the final perimeters of the first and second forecasts are displayed to-
gether. As can be seen, the data assimilation of a small number of satellite granules was able to slow the
growth of the modeled fire and make for a better forecast.
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Figure B.30: Cycle 1 of the Patch Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and right are
contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom is the his-
togram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain.In this case the forecast
area and the forecast ROS were higher than the estimate from the data, indicating an increase of the FMC
by 0.1967%
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Figure B.31: Cycle 2 of the Patch Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and right
are contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom is the
histogram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain.
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Figure B.32: Cycle 3 of the Patch Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and right
are contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom is the
histogram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain. No changes to the
FMC were made for the next simulation cycle.
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Figure B.33: Cycle 4 of the Patch Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and right
are contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom is the
histogram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain.
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Figure B.34: Assesment of the cycles of the Patch Fire simulation using adjustment of FMC. The pan-
els show, from top to bottom and left to right, the assessments of cycles 0 to 4. The simulations overesti-
mated the size of the fire, as was the case when no adjustments to the FMC had been made. The figure
on the lower right shows the assessment of the simulation initialized from satellite data, the other figures
show the cycles of a simulation started from an ignition point.
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Figure B.35: Cycle 2 of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and
right are contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom
is the histogram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain. The forecast
underestimated the size of the fire and overestimated the ROS so that the FMC was not adjusted.
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Figure B.36: Cycle 3 of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation with adjustment of FMC. In the upper left and
right are contours of of the fire arrival time for the forecast and the analysis, respectively. On the bottom
is the histogram showing the difference between the ROS at mesh points in the fire domain. The forecast
underestimated the size of the fire and overestimated the ROS so that the FMC was not adjusted.
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Figure B.37: Assessment of the cycles of the Cougar Creek Fire simulation that used adjustments of the
FMC. TThe panels show, from top to bottom and left to right, the assessments of cycles 0 to 4. The panel
in the lower right shows the result from a simulation initialized from an estimate of the fire arrival time
derived from satellite fire data. Compare with Figure B.26. The adjustment of the FMC has resulted in a
better simulation in cycle 4.
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Figure B.38: Assessment of the cycles of the Patch Fire simulation using various forecasting strategies.
The graphics give a graphical representation of how the fire area of simulation cycles match a perimeter
observation made on August 16 at 09:47 UTC.
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Figure B.39: Assessment of the cycles of the Patch Fire simulation.

Figure B.40: Distribution of the difference of detection times. The distribution has the familiar shape of
a triangle resulting from the sum of two uniformly distributed random variables. The peak is t2 − t1, the
difference of the reported times of fire detections. The paramater l gives the length of the support of the
uniform random variables.
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Figure B.41: Distributions of the reciprocals of difference of detection times. As the time between detec-
tions increases, the distribution becomes narrower. Wider distributions result from closer detection times.
In these cases, it was assumed that an individual detection time was a uniform random variable over the
period spanning the six hours previous to the satellite overpass and detection.

Figure B.42: Gradients in the estimated fire arrival time with shortest paths from directed graph of detec-
tion data. This is a detail of a small section in the fire domain to illustrate how the paths align with the
gradient of the fire arrival time estimate.
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Figure B.43: The difference in ROS between the “ground truth" and the estimate made from data. On the
upper left, the histogram shows computed differences for all ROS in the fire domain. On the right, only
the ROS differences less than 2 m/s in magnitude have been retained. On the bottom, a QQ plot confirms
that the the differences in the ROS are not normally distributed.
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2.2 Additional Testing

2.2.1 Experiment: Effect of Using Perimeter Data on the Estimate of the Fire Arrival Time

When infrared perimeter observations are available, they may be used in the same way as satellite

fire detections to help derive an estimate of the fire arrival time. In this test, a comparison was made be-

tween estimates of the fire arrival time made from “ground truth" artificial fire times whose surfaces had

been scattered with artificial active fire detections. Two sets of estimates were made. One set was made

using only artificial detections and the other was made using artificial perimeter observations as well. The

following experiment uses a limited number of cases to get a first impression of whether using perimeter

data could have a large effect on how well the method for estimating the fire arrival time works. In gen-

eral, the use of perimeter data did result in better estimates, but the difference was not large. If there had

been a large difference, then further testing would have been used to determine under what conditions and

what strategies could be best used to arrive at the best possible estimate of the fire arrival time.

Four artificial fire arrival times were made. Each represented a fire burning for 6 days. An artifi-

cial perimeter of 100 points was made at the time corresponding to midnight on each day of the simula-

tion. Estimates of the fire arrival time were made either using or not using the artificial perimeters. The

estimates were then assessed using the methods described in Section 3.3. The results, in Table B.7 show,

that use of perimeter observations produces better estimates of the fire arrival time.

Table B.7: Comparison of estimates of fire arrival times made with or without using perimeter information
in the path structure. Using perimeter information gives better spatial representations and has smaller
relative errors when the estimated fire arrival times are compared to the “ground truth" fire arrival times.

No Perimeters Used
Cone MOE X MORE Y |MOE| Sørenson Relative Error
1 0.5255 0.9990 1.1288 0.6888 0.0085
2 0.5449 1.0000 1.1388 0.7054 0.0095
3 0.6766 0.9974 1.2052 0.8062 0.0064
4 0.7573 0.9939 1.2495 0.8596 0.0098

Average 0.6261 0.9976 1.1806 0.7650 0.0085
Perimeters Used – 100 points in each

Cone MOE X MORE Y |MOE| Sorenson Relative Error
1 0.6197 0.9986 1.1752 0.7648 0.0085
2 0.5317 1.0000 1.1326 0.6942 0.0083
3 0.7894 0.9595 1.2425 0.8662 0.0063
4 0.8626 0.9622 1.2923 0.9097 0.0064

Average 0.7009 0.9801 1.2106 0.8087 0.0074
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Figure B.44: Using perimeter data as an additional source of fire detections in the method. The top row
shows the path structure made from a “ground truth" fire arrival time and artificial detections and a plot
of how the fire arrival time compared to the ground truth. The bottom row shows the path structure
made from the detection data used in the paths in the top row as well as more data points created from
artificial perimeter data. Several “rings of detections" can be seen in the lower path structure. The plots
on the right side of the figure show that the use of perimeter data makes for a bestter estimate of the fire
arrival time.
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