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Abstract

Forest understory fuels can have profound effects on fire behavior and crown fire initiation. Accurate fire behavior
prediction in understory fuels is an essential component for estimating fire intensity and severity during wildfire and
prescribed fire events. This study focused on estimating temporal and seasonal changes in fuel loading parameters
associated with the expansion of invasive yaupon (/lex vomitoria), Chinese privet (Ligustrum sinense), and Chinese
tallow (Triadica sebifera) in East Texas pine and hardwood ecosystems. Fuel loading data of invasive species
infested sites indicated significant increases in understory biomass when compared to 1988 estimates, suggesting
a clear need to revise regional fuel models. Multiple and simple regression biomass prediction equations were
developed for all three-invasive species to facilitate fuel load estimates. These improved prediction equations will
enhance fire management efforts as well as invasive species mitigation efforts in east Texas.
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Introduction

Forested ecosystems in East Texas have undergone significant
temporal and spatial changes in plant community structure and
composition, attributed to fire exclusion, altered fire regimes, land use
changes, human-induced forest fragmentation, and changing forest
management practices [1-5]. In addition, dense woody understory
growth is common on timber tracts due to costly understory treatments
[3]. Increasing human development in suburban areas from nearby
urban centers has added to the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) in
suburban communities, presenting a greater risk for structure loss
during wildfires [6,7]. At the same time, the use of prescribed fire for
managing woody understory growth has increased throughout East
Texas due to more intensive silvicultural practices, endangered species
habitat restoration, hazardous fuels reduction, and recent interest in
reestablishing longleaf pine (Pinus palustris).

Little research has investigated fuel loading in East Texas
forest understory strata that have become infested with native and
exotic invasive species [8-10]. Changes in current understory plant
composition and structure via establishment of native and exotic
invasive species presents inherent problems related to fire behavior
prediction by potentially increasing understory biomass and ladder
fuels [9,11-13], and regional understory fuel strata have not been
updated in East Texas fuel models since 1988 [14]. Assessing these
fuel models presents many challenges due to dynamic changes in plant
community structure and composition, driven by the above changes
[1-4,15]. Altered fire regimes have severely impacted these ecosystems,
resulting in greater susceptibility for invasive species encroachment
and formation of dense, monotypic thickets of understory fuels
[3,12,16]. The combined effects of these human-related disturbances
can further favor invasive species proliferation and persistence in forest
understories.

Contemporary fuel models utilize a variety of properties of wildland
fuels (e.g., fuel loads, fuel volatility) to improve accuracy of fire behavior
prediction by accounting for differences among all vegetative species
[17]. Improved fire behavior prediction and modeling gained from
incorporating new and updated comprehensive fuel model parameters

can be a critical component in fire management relative to safe, effective
prescribed burn planning, wildfire risk assessment, and development
of safe, effective wildfire strategies and tactics. Current fuel model data
specific to East Texas forests are limited by general fuel parameters
[11,18] which do not account for dynamic spatial and temporal
changes in fuel composition currently found in the southeastern United
States [4] as native and exotic species establishment in regional forest
understory fuels have influenced dynamic changes to understory fuel
composition and structure.

Three invasive species of primary concern were chosen for this study.
Yaupon (Ilex vomitoria) is a native invasive shrub that forms dense,
monotypic stands in forest understories suppressing native herbaceous,
shrub, and tree regeneration, leading to reduced biodiversity and
greater fuel loads [4,16,19]. Yaupon has been identified as highly
flammable and is not recommended for landscaping [20,21]. Chinese
privet (Lugustrum sinense) is a nonnative shrub that forms dense,
monotypic stands primarily in mesic, bottomland hardwood forests
with increasing encroachment into xeric, upland sites; dense stands are
associated with decreased biodiversity and poor hardwood and pine
regeneration [22-24]. Chinese tallow (Triadica sebifera) is an invasive,
nonnative tree commonly occurring in mesic, bottomland hardwood sites
with some extension into upland sites; when established, Chinese tallow
suppresses native species, reduces biodiversity, and alters wildlife habitat
[12,25,26]. Chinese tallow and privet are not typically targeted for wildland
fuel reduction due to their occurrence on mesic sites; however, they could
alter fuel loads and fire behavior in a variety of systems.
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Objectives

The goal for this research was to obtain qualitative and quantitative
descriptions of yaupon, Chinese privet, and Chinese tallow relative
to their increased occurrence in regional fuel models and create total
aboveground biomass regression models. The specific objectives were
to:

a)  Quantify species-specific fuel loads in local forest ecosystems
that have exhibited increases in focal species abundance and density
since the last fuel loading appraisal was conducted in 1988.

b)  Using updated fuel loading parameters in BehavePlus,
examine differences in fire behavior outputs when compared to
standardized fuel models outlined in 1988 for East Texas.

c)  Estimate invasive species total aboveground biomass indices
occurring in mixed pine-hardwood stands based on height and basal
diameter data using multiple and simple regression analyses.

Methods

Site selection and description

Three forest ecosystems, (pine, hardwood, and mixed pine-
hardwood), comprised the criterion for research site selection to
represent spatial diversity for the focal invasive species. A fourth site
served as a control and was a mixed pine-hardwood stand with an
understory comprised of native species.

Chinese tallow and privet are typically found on mesic bottomland
hardwood and mixed hardwood-pine sites; therefore, site selection was
limited to hardwood-dominated ecosystems where both species were
abundant. The 835 ha Alazan Wildlife Management Area (WMA)
located in Alazan, Texas (Figure 1) had existing thickets of Chinese
tallow. The Pineywoods Native Plant Center (PNPC), a 17-ha garden
located on the Stephen F. Austin State University (SFASU) campus in
Nacogdoches, Texas (Figure 1), consisted of a mixed hardwood-pine
ecosystem with significant Chinese privet in the understory.

Two study sites were selected for assessing yaupon fuel loading.
The George W. Pirtle Scout Reservation (GWPSR) is located in Panola
County, Texas (Figure 1), and the Stephen F. Austin Experimental
Forest (SFAEF) in Alazan, Texas (Figure 1) possessed abundant yaupon
across pine and mixed pine-hardwood ecosystems. The sites consisted
of 25 ha for the GWPSR and 21.6 ha for the SFAEE The SFAEF exhibits
a diverse understory composition of native flora resulting from past
experimental management practices and also provided a control site
(SFAEF-C) of 22.5 ha free of target invasive species.

Field measurements

Site inventories were performed to estimate mean basal area, tree
density, basal area of dominant species, percent canopy cover, aspect,
slope, and species composition, utilizing a line-point sampling method
with a 10 BAF prism (0.04 ha plot), spherical convex densiometer
(percent canopy cover), and a Silva model 515 compass to estimate slope
and aspect. Sampling plots were randomly selected within each site,
using a random plot generator in ArcMap. The number of plots used
was relative to the total area of each site and stand homogeneity. Five
plots per site were used for Alazan WMA, PNPC, SFAEF, and SAFEF-C
with <22.5 ha areas, whereas 12 plots were sampled on GWPSR due to
its greater area (25 ha) and stand heterogeneity.

Fuel loading plots were located based on the presence of target
invasive species and stand complexity, and the number of sample points
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Figure 1: Yaupon, Chinese privet, and Chinese tallow research site locations
in East Texas.

were determined with a recommended 15-20 sample points per 20.2 ha
compartment with similar fuel distributions [27]. Plot locations were
referenced from predetermined transects, and were spaced a minimum
of 40 m apart. Each plot consisted of a 15.2 m plot grid line that was
randomly oriented to the second hand of a wristwatch (Figure 2).
Plot grid lines were used to measure 1, 10, and 100-hr fuels in 208 cm
increments, and 1000-hr fuels were measured throughout the 15.2 m
(Figure 2). Two 56-cm radius subplots served as dual-purpose shrub
data collection points for acquiring fuel load and total aboveground
biomass prediction equation data. Shrub subplots were adjusted to
the closest distance relative to original subplot locations [24] to ensure
adequate capturing of focal species data. Four 30 x 70 cm plots were
used to estimate herbaceous and litter fuel loads, and oven-dried
biomass data were extrapolated to per ha basis. Alazan WMA (18.6 ha)
contained 15 fuel loading plots, PNPC (21 ha) 16 plots, SFAEF (22.5
ha) 14 plots, SFAEF-Control (21.6 ha) 14 plots, and GWPSR (27 ha)
26 plots.

BehavePlus uses the original 13 and expanded set of 40 fuel models
to simulate fire behavior [17,28]. The 53 fuel models have standardized
fuel load values based on cover type (grass, shrub, or timber), downed
fuel particle size (1-hr, 10-hr, and 100-hr), and live herbaceous and
woody fuel load characteristics specific to each cover type. Each fuel
model is designed to cover a wide range of fuel conditions (standardized
fuel loads per fuel class) specific to each cover type, and does not include
species-specific fuel data. However, BehavePlus does have a custom fuel
load option that allows the user to adjust fuel loads specific to each fuel
classification (e.g., live woody fuel related to shrub fuels).
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Research Sites B(;::zh)a Tree( rI‘Z):':zr;slty Cano?‘% )Cover Domlnagxll' :;e( :‘%emes***
Alazan WMA 31.7 (6.2)** 837.2 (257.8)** 78.9 (6.6)** Sweetgum (11.5)
(25.2-41.3)* (467.3-1,254.1)* (70.0-90.0)*
PNPC 24.8 (12.3)** 662.0 (491.4)** 82.7 (8.0)** Mockernut Hickory (6.4)
(13.8-48.2)* (241.3-1,612.1)* (60-92)*
G. W. Pirtle Scout Camp 19.3 (6.0)** 426.7 (242.2)** 77.4 (13.3)* Loblolly Pine (3.8)
(9.2-32.1)* (169.5-1,016.0)* (48-98)*
SFA Exp. Forest 20.2 (3.7)** 370.3 (165.3)** 75.7 (10.7)** Loblolly (4.6)
(18.4-27.5)* (216.3-682.8)* (64-96)*
SFA Exp. Forest -Control 21.3 (4.3)** 394.7 (153.5)** 78.6 (9.2)** Loblolly (3.7)
(19.4-29.7)* (233.6-716.3)* (65-98)*

*** Dominant Tree Species=Tree species with the greatest BA/ha (m?); ** Standard Deviation; * Range

Table 1: Site descriptions using standard, mean overstory cruise metrics for all five sites located in East Texas. Number of plots sampled ranged from 5-12 plots per site

depending on stand complexity and total area of the site.

Fuel Type 1-Hr 10-hr 100-hr 1000-hr(*S) 1000-hr(*R) Herbs Litter Shrubs

Research Site/ F::; Model Type *Tonne/Ha *Tonne/Ha *Tonne/Ha *Tonne/Ha *Tonne/Ha *Tonne/Ha *Tonne/Ha *Tonne/Ha
yp (Tons/ac) (Tons/ac) (Tons/ac) (Tonsl/ac) (Tons/ac) (Tons/ac) (Tons/ac) (Tons/ac)
Alazan Wildlife Management Area 0.10 (0.05) 0.68 (0.30) 0.43 (0.19) 3.89 (1.74) 8.69 (3.88) *0.37 (0.17) *3.67 (1.64) *4.28 (1.91)
Fuel Model 9 5.36 (2.39) 2.51(1.12) 0.16 (0.07) 6.25 (2.79) 10.08 (4.50) - 4.15 (1.85) 4.53 (2.02)
Pineywoods Native Plant Center 0.19 (0.08) 2.34 (1.05) 14.23 (6.35) 6.17 (2.75) 8.96 (4.00) *9.00 (4.01) *4.36 (1.95) *2.57 (1.15)
Fuel Model 9 11.34 (5.06) 3.61(1.61) 0.07 (0.03) - 0.85 (0.38) - 3.70 (1.65) 1.43 (0.64)
George W. Pirtle Scout Reservation  0.14 (0.06) 1.23 (0.55) 7.76 (3.45) 16.48 (7.35) 13.98 (6.24) *7.19 (3.21) *5.44 (2.43) *12.33 (5.50)
Fuel Model 7 3.61(1.61) 2.82 (1.26) 0.31(0.14) - 10.11 (4.51) 0.07 (0.03) 5.94 (2.65) 5.18 (2.31)
Stephen F. Austin Exp. Forest 0.14 (0.06) 1.85(0.83) 8.37 (3.73) 9.05 (4.04) 14.91 (6.65) *6.51 (2.91) *6.50 (2.90) *2.25 (1.00)
Fuel Model 7/2 6.72 (3.00) 2.02 (0.90) 0.36 (0.16) 2.11 (0.94) 0.45 (0.20) 1.32 (0.59) 4.77 (2.13) 3.45 (1.54)
Stephen F. ’é‘frﬂ?olEXp' Forest- 0.31(0.14) = 219(0.98) = 279(1.24) = 21.03(9.39) = 6.44 (2.87) | *0.59(0.27) = *9.17 (4.09) = *3.17 (1.41)
Fuel Model 11 4.15 (1.83) 5.67 (2.53) 1.03 (0.46) 6.77 (3.02) 1.75(0.78) 0.43 (0.19) 5.22 (2.33) 0.16 (0.07)

* Tonne=1000 Kg/ha, *S=Solid, *R=Rotten, * Significant differences in Herbs (p<0.0001), Litter (p<0.001), and Shrubs (p<0.02)
Table 2: Mean surface fuel load data for each site compared to fuel load data depicted in the closest representative fuel model in Ref. [11].
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Figure 2: Plot with modified shrub plots that were adjusted at each plot to
capture focal species shrub data [24].

For total above ground biomass assessment, entire plant samples
(excluding roots) of yaupon, Chinese privet and Chinese tallow were
collected in the 56-cm radius fuel loading subplots to estimate shrub
fuel loads. Prior to collection, basal diameter and height were measured
for use in developing total aboveground biomass prediction equations.
A minimum of 10 plant samples of each species were collected
throughout each of the sites according to three height classes (0-2,
2-4, and 4-6 m), for a total of 30 samples per site. Height classes not
present in subplots were sampled as close as possible to fuel loading
plots and shrub subplots at each research site. Dry mass data processing
was conducted on the SFASU campus utilizing an air-convection oven.
Samples were dried for 48-72 hours at a 110° C until dry mass stabilized,
when final mass was measured.

Data analysis

Fuel load data were examined using a Kruskal-Wallis test to
determine site differences in fuel loads (p<0.05) among understory
shrubs, herbaceous cover, and litter fuels. Mean fuel data were simulated
in the BehavePlus fire modeling system according to fuel and weather
parameters, based on average bad fire days in East Texas, defined as:
temperature 65°-70°F, winds 16-24 km/hr, relative humidity 25-35%,
10-hr fuel moisture 10-12%, and 5-10 days since the last significant rain
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[14]. BehavePlus fuel model selection was based on representative cover
types (53 fuel models). Southern rough (FM-7), low load broadleaf
litter (FM-182), moderate broadleaf litter (FM-186), and moderate
load, humid climate, timber-shrub (FM-162) fuel models were used in
conjunction with the BehavePlus custom fuel load option. Fire behavior
simulations were compared among research sites and representative
fuel models to determine any change in fire behavior with respect to
fuel load variances.

Resulting dry mass, basal diameter and height data were used
in simple and multiple regressions to create species-specific, total
aboveground biomass prediction equations using SAS 9.2. Total
aboveground biomass prediction equations were used for estimating
shrub and tree biomass fuel loading indices for inclusion into fire
modeling systems [29]. Shrub biomass equations are typically derived
from simple regressions utilizing basal diameter as the independent
variable, while tree (overstory) biomass equations utilize multiple
regression using basal diameter and height as independent variables.
Since all focal species were capable of reaching heights that could be
considered “tree forming” a multiple regression prediction equation
was developed to improve biomass prediction accuracy for larger plants.
Total aboveground biomass prediction equations for yaupon, Chinese
privet, and Chinese tallow were derived by plotting total-plant dry
mass as the dependent variable (Y) and basal diameter (X, ), and height
(X,) as the independent variables utilizing multiple regression. Simple
regression included total-plant dry mass (Y) plotted as a function of
basal diameter (X). Scatter plot data specific to each species regression
model was evaluated with log-transformed data and fit with a linear
best fit line to identify the total aboveground biomass equation with the
best R-squared value for estimating fuel loading indices for each focal
species [29]. Each biomass equation was corrected for log-normal bias
(back-transformation correction factor), which is a tendency to under
estimate biomass when converting regression prediction equations
from logarithmic to arithmetic units. An earlier biomass prediction
equation for yaupon [30] was compared with our results.

Results

Forest inventory

The Alazan WMA site was 18.6 ha, with no notable slope or
aspect. Species composition consisted of blackgum (Nyssa sylvatica),
cherrybark oak (Quercus pagoda), Chinese tallow, Florida maple (Acer
floridanum), laurel oak (Q. laurifolia), mockernut hickory (Carya
tomentosa), overcup oak (Q. lyrata), red maple (A. rubrum), southern
red oak (Q. falcata), sweetgum (Liquidambar styraciflua), and white oak
(Q. alba) with a mean basal area/ha (BA/ha) of 31.7 m? (Table 1). Mean
tree density was 837 trees ha’', with a mean percent canopy cover of
79%. The four dominant tree species based on BA/ha were sweetgum
(11.5 m?), blackgum (5.1 m?), red maple (3.2 m?*), and Florida maple
(3.2m?).

The 21.0 ha PNPC site had no notable slope or aspect. Species
composition was American elm (Ulmus americana), cherrybark oak,
Florida maple, green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica), hop hornbeam
(Ostrya virginiana), loblolly pine (Pinus taeda), mockernut hickory, red
maple, southern red oak, sweetgum, sugarberry (Celtis laevigata), water
hickory (Carya tomentosa), and water oak (Q. nigra) with a mean BA/
ha of 24.8 m? (Table 1). Mean tree density was 662 trees ha’', with a
mean percent canopy cover of 83%. The three dominant tree species
by BA/ha were mockernut hickory (6.4 m?), green ash (3.7 m?), and
American elm (2.3 m?).

The 25 ha GWPSR site varied in aspect (N-SSE) and slope (0-
36.4%). Species composition consisted of American elm, black cherry
(Prunus serotina), blackgum, cherrybark oak, loblolly pine, mockernut
hickory, post oak, red maple, shortleaf pine (P. echinata), southern red
oak, sweetgum, white oak, and winged elm (Ulmus alata) with a mean
BA/ha of 19.3 m? (Table 1), mean tree density was 427 trees ha’, and a
mean percent canopy cover of 77%. The three dominant tree species by
BA/ha were loblolly pine (3.8 m?), post oak (3.6 m*), and winged elm
(3.3 m?).

The study site at SFAEF consisted of a 21.6 ha area that had
aspects ranging from SSE-SSW and slopes varied from 3-10%. Species
composition consisted of loblolly pine, longleaf pine (P. palustris),
shortleaf pine, sweetgum, southern red oak, black oak (Q. velutina),
cherry bark oak, white oak, hop hornbeam, post oak (Q. stellata), and
red maple with a mean BA/ha of 20.2 m? (Table 1). Mean tree density
was 370 trees ha'!, with a mean percent canopy cover of 76%. The three
dominant tree species by BA/ha were loblolly pine (4.6 m?), sweetgum
(3.2 m?), and southern red oak (2.9 m?).

The SFAEF-C site of 22.5 ha had aspects ranging from NNW-
SSW and slopes varied from 7-21%. Species composition consisted of
blackgum, black oak, black walnut (Juglans nigra), cherrybark oak, hop
hornbeam, loblolly pine, longleaf pine, shortleaf pine, post oak, red
maple, southern red oak, sweetgum, water oak, and white oak with a
mean BA/ha of 21.3 m? (Table 1). Mean tree density was 395 trees ha™,
with a mean percent canopy cover of 79%. The three dominant tree
species by BA/ha were loblolly pine (3.7 m?), white oak (3.6 m?), and
sweetgum (3.4 m?).

Understory fuel load assessment and fire behavior prediction

Fuel loading indices differed considerably across the sites, with the
lowest total fuel load at Alazan WMA and the greatest total fuel load at
GWPSR (Table 2). The Kruskal-Wallis Test confirmed significant fuel
loading variability among the herbaceous (p<0.0001), litter (p<0.001),
and shrub (p<0.02) fuel components for all research sites. Alazan
WMA consistently had the lowest fuel load indices in the herbaceous,
litter, and 1 to 1000-hr (solid) fuel categories, with differences ranging
from 208 to 17,145 kg/ha when compared to the greatest fuel loads
(Table 2). The SFAEF had the lowest shrub fuel load, with a difference
of 10,081 kg/ha when compared to the greatest shrub fuel load at the
GWPSR site. Alazan WMA had the lowest combined fuel load totals,
likely attributed to frequent inundation of flood waters associated
with bottomland hardwood systems. Alazan WMA’s largest fuel load
components came from downed rotten 1000-hr fuels and shrub fuels
(Table 2). Considerable differences in 1-hr, 10-hr, 1000-hr (solid), and
herbaceous fuels were observed when Alazan WMA was compared to
[14].

Alazan WMASs fire behavior predictions calculated in BehavePlus
5.0 used the most representative fuel model template (low load
broadleaf litter fuel model (182) for both the research site and East
Texas fuel model. Fuel loading indices for 1-hour, 10-hour, 100-
hour, herbaceous, and woody (shrubs) fuels were used in BehavePlus
according to Alazan WMA fuel plot data and fuel model type 9. Mean
East Texas fire weather and fuel conditions described in [14] were kept
constant in all BehavePlus simulations to maintain consistency among
predicted behavior indices: midflame wind speed-24.14 km/hr, relative
humidity-35%, dead fuel moisture-12%, live fuel moisture-40%,
and slope-0%. Previous estimates [14] with BehavePlus fire behavior
outputs for rate of spread (ROS), fireline intensity (FI), and flame length
(FL) yielded low values for Alazan WMA (Table 3), although Alazan
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WMA exhibited slightly higher fire behavior values. Differences in fire
behavior outputs were ROS-0.9 m/min, FI-136 kW/m, and FL-0.2 m.
Low fire behavior outputs for both sites were expected due to lower fuel
loading indices, decreased flammability of hardwood litter, and lack of
herbaceous fuels.

The PNPCyielded the greatest combined fuel loading indices for the
hardwood-dominated ecosystems. When compared to Alazan WMA,
PNPC downed woody fuel accumulations were considerably greater
in the 10-hr, 100-hr, and solid 1000-hr categories (Table 2). Greater
herbaceous densities were also associated with the PNPC. Increased
fuel loading in all categories at the PNPC site could be explained by
fewer flooding events compared to Alazan WMA. Fewer inundation
events would allow more herbaceous growth and slow decomposition
rates in downed woody fuels. The comparable fuel model previously
described [14] had greater 1-hr fuel loads and substantially lower 100-
hr, solid and rotten 1000-hr, and herbaceous fuel loads.

Fire behavior predictions for the PNPC were calculated by using
the moderate load broadleaf litter fuel model (186). Fuel loading
indices were from the PNPC fuel plot data and the most representative
fuel model type 9. Fire behavior outputs produced more intense
fire behavior outputs for PNPC fuel loads in ROS, FI, and FL when
compared to [14] model (Table 3). Increased fire behavior outputs at
the PNPC could be explained by greater accumulations of 1 and 10-hr

Site and Fuel Model
Alazan WMA *(BP FM-182)

Fuel Model Type 9
Pineywoods Native Plant Center *(BP FM-186)
Fuel Model Type 9
G.W. Pirtle Scout Reservation *(BP FM-7)
Fuel Model Type 7
SFA Exp. Forest *(BP FM-7)

Fuel Model Type 7/2
SFA Exp. Forest-Control *(BP FM-162)
Fuel Model Type 11

fuels combined with a twenty-three-fold increase in herbaceous fuels.
Whereas, Alazan WMA has more frequent flooding combined with
greater shrub fuel loads that will tend to suppress flashy herbaceous
fuels that carry fire, and when combined with heavy accumulations
of large diameter downed fuels, fire spread will dramatically decrease.
Fire behavior outputs produced more intense fire behavior outputs for
[11] model in ROS, FI, and FL when compared to the PNPC fuel loads
(Table 3). Decreased fire behavior outputs could be explained by greater
accumulations of 100 and 1000-hr fuels combined with a six-fold
increase in shrub fuels. An abundance of shrub fuels, combined with
hardwood litter, will tend to suppress flashy herbaceous fuels that carry
fire, and when combined with heavy accumulations of large diameter
downed fuels, fire spread will dramatically decrease.

The GWPSR had the greatest shrub and total combined fuel load
of all five sites. When compared to the other two pine-dominated
ecosystems, GWPSR had an ~ six-fold increase in yaupon-dominated
shrub cover than SFAEF and an ~ four-fold increase than SFAEF-C
(Tables 4 and 5). Greater yaupon density at the GWPSR site is most
likely attributed to a combination of past silvicultural practices and the
current passive management regime. Overstory tree mortality resulting
from the 2011 drought may have also exacerbated yaupon growth
through greater light availability derived from greater occurrences of
gap openings in the overstory canopy.

Fire Behavior Rating

ROS (m/min) FI (kW/m) FL (m)
4.6 464 13
3.7 328 1.1
14.6 3908 35
7.8 779 17
44.4 25,010 8.2
88.7 25,908 8.3
55.3 22,915 7.8
88.8 20,981 75
38.6 11,463 5.7
28.8 3,813 34

*Comparable BehavePlus fire model numbers (BP FM-XX) were used as general templates for comparison. Fuel loading data specific to the research site and representative
[11] fuel models were used in the general BehavePlus templates to generate the resulting fire behavior outputs. Fire weather and fuel conditions were kept constant:
Midflame Wind Speed-24 km/hr, Dead Fuel Moisture-12%, Live Fuel Moisture-40%, and slope-0%.

Table 3: Fire behavior ratings for rate of spread (ROS), fireline intensity (FI), and flame length (FL) calculated with BehavePlus 5.0, comparing fuel loads to the most

representative fuel model in Ref. [11].

Site Metrics Tonne/Ha

Site and Species

G.W. Pirtle Scout Reservation
SFA Experimental Forest
1. vomitoria (yaupon)
Aboveground biomass (g)
Height (m)
Basal diameter (cm)
Pineywoods Native Plant Center
L. sinense (Chinese privet)
Aboveground biomass (g)
Height (m)
Basal diameter (cm)
Alazan WMA
T. sebifera (Chinese tallow)
Aboveground biomass (g)
Height (m)
Basal diameter (cm)

(Tons/ac)

11.88 (5.30)
1.70 (0.76)

1.96 (0.87)

3.10 (1.38)

Mean Mean
Range Standard
9 Deviation
% Cover Sample (n)
06.31 1,071.1 (32) 0.4-11,333.9 2,619.2
75'52 2.2 0.2-5.8 1.8
’ 1.7 0.1-6.8 1.7
1,373.9 (27) 0.2-9,119.3 2,142.6
76.24 29 02-59 1.8
24 0.1-6.3 1.9
1,525.6 (27) 457 -4,321.7 1,408.9
72.52 3.4 0.7-6.0 1.8
3.9 12-76 1.8

Table 4: Invasive species weight per hectare and acre, and mean percent cover estimated at G.W. Pirtle Scout Reservation, Stephen F. Austin Experimental Forest,
Pineywoods Native Plant Center, and Alazan WMA research sites. Mean height, basal diameter, and total aboveground biomass data for yaupon, Chinese privet, and

Chinese tallow collected from corresponding research sites.
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Site Metrics Research Site

G.W. Pirtle Scout Reservation 12.33 (5.50)
SFA Experimental Forest 2.25(1.00)
Pineywoods Native Plant Center 2.57 (1.15)
Alazan WMA 4.28 (1.91)

SFA Experimental Forest Control 3.17 (1.41)

Total Shrub WeightTonne/Ha (Tons/ac) | Invasive Shrub WeightTonne/Ha (Tons/ac) % Invasive shrub Cover (Ha/ac)

11.88 (5.30) 96.31
1.70 (0.76) 75.52
1.96 (0.87) 76.24
3.10 (1.38) 72.52

Table 5: Comparison of invasive shrub percent cover, and estimated total shrub and invasive shrub weights from perspective research sites.

Fire behavior predictions for the GWPSR were calculated using the
southern rough fuel model (007) for both research site and fuel model
type. Fuel loading indices were from the GWPSR fuel plot data and
the most representative fuel model type 7. Comparison of BehavePlus
fire behavior predictions produced higher ROS, FI, and FL indices for
[14] when compared to GWPSR fuel loads (Table 3). Outputs produced
the second greatest ROS, and the greatest FI, and FL when compared
to all sites. Substantially higher outputs were expected for the GWPSR
due to high yaupon densities. However, the contribution of heavy
accumulations of shrubs may have slowed the ROS considerably by
increasing fuel load compactness through dense spatial arrangements
of heavier woody fuels (10-100-hr live fuels) when compared to other
sites. Comparison of GWPSR and [14] fuel loads revealed substantial
increases in 1-hr and 10-hr fuels and significant decreases in 1000-hr
sound, 1000-hr rotten, and shrub fuels. Consequently, the significant
increase in lighter fuels and decrease in heavy fuels produced a 44.3 m/
min increase in ROS, an 898 kW/m decrease in FI, and a 0.1 m decrease
in FL in BehavePlus. However, BehavePlus fire behavior data for both
the GWPSR site and [11] indicate high FI and FL indices at both sites
with a two-fold increase in ROS associated with [14].

The SFAEF site had the second largest combined fuel loading
among the three pine-dominated sites. Downed woody fuel loads were
similar across pine-dominated sites, with the exception of a 5,578 Kg/
ha difference in 100-hr fuel loads between the SFAEF and SFAEF-C site.
The SFAEEF site exhibited the lowest shrub fuel load of the three sites,
while maintaining moderately high herbaceous and litter fuel loads.
Differences in shrub and herbaceous fuel loads when compared to the
GWPSR site were most likely attributed to a departure from intensive
silviculture practices.

Fire behavior predictions for the SFAEF were generated using the
southern rough fuel model (007). Fuel loading indices were from the
fuel plot data and the most representative East Texas fuel model type
(7/2). Comparison of fire behavior predictions yielded a greater ROS
for fuel model type 7/2 and greater FI and FL indices for the SFAEF. The
SFAEF BehavePlus output for ROS (55.3 m/min) ranked highest among
pine-dominated, while FI (22,915 kW/m) and FL (7.8 m) indices
ranked second highest, and [14] exhibited higher 1-hr and shrub fuels,
and lower 100-hr, sound and rotten 1000-hr, herbaceous, and litter
fuels when compared to the SFAEF site. Subsequent results yielded
a greater ROS of 33.5 m/min in [14], while the SFAEF site produced
greater FI and FL indices. ROS comparisons among pine-dominated
sites and [14] continue to follow a similar trend of increasing ROS’s
with concomitant reductions in heavier fuels (shrub and 100-1000-hr)
and increases in lighter fuels (herbaceous, litter, and 1-10-hr). FI and
FL indices appeared to be influenced by a combination of greater fuel
load values in the 1-hr, 10-hr, herbaceous, litter, and shrub categories.

The SFAEF-C site had the lowest combined fuel loading among the
3 pine-dominated sites. The SFAEF-C site exhibited a decrease in 100-
hr and herbaceous fuels, and an increase in litter fuel when compared to
other pine-dominated sites. Shrub fuel loads at the SFAEF-C site were
moderate at 3,166 kg/ha. Fuel load comparisons between the SFAEF-C

site and [14] indicated considerable variation among all fuel categories.
Variances in herbaceous and litter fuel loads when compared to the
SFAEF site were attributed to greater litter accumulations resulting
from a greater BA/ha and tree density combined with a greater presence
of hardwoods in the overstory. Subsequent increases in hardwood
litter and pine needle cast appeared to be effective in suppressing
herbaceous growth. Fire behavior predictions for the SFAEF-C were
generated using the moderate load, humid climate, timber-shrub fuel
model (162). Fuel loading indices were from the SFAEF-C fuel plot
data and the most representative fuel model type (11). Comparison of
fire behavior predictions yielded greater ROS, FI, and FL indices for
the SFAEF-C research site when compared to previous work [14], and
produced the lowest ROS, FI, and FL indices when compared against
all pine-dominated research sites. Decreased herbaceous fuels and
increased litter fuels appeared to have the greatest effect on the low ROS
associated with the SFAEF-C site, while decreased herbaceous and 100-
hr fuels appeared to have influenced the lower FI and FL indices when
compared to all pine-dominated sites. Consequently, the resulting
output reported in [14] were considerably lower in ROS, FI, and FL
indices when compared to the SFAEF-C site.

Total aboveground biomass

Thirty-two whole-plant samples of yaupon with a wide range of
height, basal diameter, and dry biomass metrics were collected (Tables
4 and 5). Multiple and simple regression used log-transformed basal
diameter (cm) and height (m) data to produce equations with a log-
normal bias correction factor. The multiple regression successfully
explained 98% of the variance in diameter and height (Table 6), and the
simple regression also performed well, explaining 96% of the variance
in diameter alone (Table 7). Previous total aboveground prediction
equations [30] used a simple regression prediction equation for yaupon
in east Texas, utilizing a 30-plant sample ranging from 6-20 mm basal
diameter and 14.5-432.5 g dry biomass (r’=0.88). The new multiple
and simple regression equations were compared to [27] prediction
equation by plotting a series of basal diameters from 5-60 mm in 5 mm
increments (Figures 3 and 4), and revealed a very similar prediction
trend, while the simple regression equation varied by roughly 100 g in
the 5-30 mm range and 500-3000 g in the 30-60 mm range. The new
simple regression equation was then used for processing shrub level
fuel plot calculations due to an accuracy improvement based on a wider
sample range of basal diameters, and a greater r? value (0.96 compared
to 0.88) compared to [30].

Multiple and simple regression data for Chinese privet (n=27) were
similar to yaupon with a wide range of height, basal diameter, and dry
biomass data. The simple and multiple regressions both explained 98%
of the Since both multiple and simple regression prediction equations
performed well, Chinese privet fuel calculations were processed with
the new simple regression prediction equation (Table 7). Multiple
and simple regression data for Chinese tallow (n=27) also had a wide
range of height, basal diameter, and dry biomass categories. Multiple
regression explained 97% of the variance, while the simple regression
explained 96% therefore, all calculations were processed with the new
simple regression equation (Table 7).
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Species Prediction equation (corrected) r? MSE CF
1. vomitoria (yaupon) Y=39.09169D"83881 102427 x 1 04914 0.98 0.30 1.04
L. sinense (Chinese privet) Y=40.87628D?02783 H0-75376 x 1.,04706 0.98 0.30 1.04
T. sebifera (Chinese tallow) Y=31.49698D209924 ({05296 x 102547 0.97 0.22 1.02

D=diameter (cm), H=height (m), and Y=total aboveground biomass (g). Log-normal bias correction was calculated using CF=e“$t2, where MSE equals mean square error.
Table 6: Final log-transformed multiple regression equations for total aboveground biomass of yaupon, Chinese privet, and Chinese tallow collected in East Texas.

Species
1. vomitoria (yaupon)
L. sinense (Chinese privet)

Prediction equation (corrected)
Y=53.72293D?%12%3 x 1.12015
Y=54.17502D2%%%2 x 1.06487
Y=25.20116D%7120% x 1.03810

r MSE CF
0.96 0.47 1.12
0.98 0.35 1.06
0.96 0.27 1.03

T. sebifera (Chinese tallow)

D=diameter (cm) and Y=Total aboveground biomass (g). Log-normal bias correction was calculated using CF=e“s&2, where MSE equals mean square error.

Table 7: Final log-transformed simple regression equations for total aboveground biomass of yaupon, Chinese privet, and Chinese tallow collected in East Texas.
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Figure 3: Comparison of multiple regression prediction equations from Reeves
and Lenhart and the new equation using 5-60 mm basal diameters in 5 mm
increments.
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Figure 4: Comparison of simple regression prediction equations from Reeves
and Lenhart and the new equation using 5-60 mm basal diameters in 5 mm
increments.

Discussion

Differences in fuel loads between our results and [14] indicate a
clear need to update fuel loading indices in regional fuel models.
Increases in downed woody fuel loads were most likely attributed to
recent drought events (2011), combined with a concomitant increase
in tree mortality [28-31]. Variances in downed woody fuel (1-hr to
1000-hr fuels) accumulations were most likely influenced by a number
of factors, including decomposition rates (mesic vs. xeric sites),

overstory age, drought stress, fire exclusion, and passive management
regimes [3,17,32-36]. Shrub, herbaceous, and litter fuel loads probably
varied due to forest ecosystem type, overstory composition, canopy
closure, past management regimes, fire exclusion, and current passive
management practices [3,17,35-37]. Consequently, high understory
fuel loads exist within the East Texas region, which presents unique
problems for fire managers involved with prescribed burning, fuels
management, and wildfire risk assessments within the WUL

Comparison of our hardwood fuel data and [14] indicated
differences in fuel loads among all hardwood systems, and fire behavior
outputs differed slightly at Alazan WMA, but were significantly
greater at the PNPC due to increased herbaceous and 1 and 10-hr
fuels, especially herbaceous fuels. remained relatively low, which is
consistent with many hardwood ecosystems [3,34]. Pine-dominated
sites exhibited a trend of increasing surface fuel loads when compared
to [14]. Fire behavior outputs were consistent in FI and FL based on
overall increasing fuel loads, while ROS appeared to trend slower with
increasing density of shrub and litter fuels with a concomitant decrease
in herbaceous fuels. Primary differences in fire behavior appear related
to a significant increase in downed woody 1-hr and shrub fuels with a
decrease in herbaceous fuels. Decreasing herbaceous fuel is consistent
with increasing shrub density and becomes more pronounced as
understory cover increases [3,17,37]. As invasive shrubs continue
to increase in understory fuel strata in east Texas, fire frequency will
likely decrease relative to historic FRIs, and the probability of greater
fire severity will increase with greater shrub densities. Prioritization of
updated fuel loading indices for regional fuel models should focus on
fire-prone, upland ecosystems where the benefits of prescribed burning
and fuels mitigation projects targeting high-risk WUI areas could
achieve maximum effectiveness.

High understory fuel loading of downed woody and shrub fuels
can increase fire severity under severe drought and weather conditions
[3,9,38,39]; while normal precipitation and average weather conditions
can decrease ignitability and combustibility during optimal times
for prescribed burning [9,13,34,40,41]. Mechanical and herbicide
treatments are often necessary prior to reintroducing cost effective
prescribed burning regimes to increase prescribed burn effectiveness
and reduce the potential for high fire intensity and damages associated
with wildfires [3,38]. Landowners residing within the WUI are
encouraged to use fire resistant plants for landscaping, while avoiding
known flammable species containing volatile oils, which include
pines (Pinus spp.), yaupon, and gallberry [20,21,41]. An estimated 10
million Texas residents live in the WUI [32], prompting the need for
more accurate wildfire risk assessment tools. Improved fire behavior
predictions facilitated by updated regional fuel models could greatly
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improve these efforts; therefore, prioritization for updating fuel
loading indices for regional fuel models should focus on fire-prone,
upland ecosystems where the benefits of prescribed burning and
fuels mitigation projects targeting high risk WUI areas could achieve
maximum effectiveness.

Accurately estimating woody shrub biomass is a valuable
component for updating and creating new fuel loading indices for
regional fuel models. Earlier work [27,30] demonstrated the utility of
creating multiple and simple linear regression equations to estimate
total aboveground and/or crown biomass for shrubs and small trees to
aid with fuel loading estimation. The importance of creating fuel weight
prediction equations specific to East Texas has been noted [14]. This
study added two common East Texas exotic invasive species (Chinese
privet and tallow) total aboveground biomass prediction equations
to existing knowledge and reaffirmed past [14] biomass prediction
equation for yaupon with a wider range of basal diameters.

Simple and multiple regression equation results were consistent
with prior studies [24,26,27] and are useable prediction equations
for Chinese privet and tallow total aboveground biomass estimations
within East Texas. Multiple regression equations appear to be slightly
more accurate based on slightly greater r* values when compared to
simple regression equations, but modest increases in r? value accuracy
might not be worth the added labor and cost associated with collecting
extra height data. Due to over estimation discrepancies with the new
yaupon simple regression equation, it may be advisable to use the past
equation [14] for estimating small basal diameter (0.6-2.0 cm) yaupon,
while the new equation could be used to estimate larger basal diameter
(2.0-6.8 cm) yaupon.

Conclusions

Considerable variation in East Texas fuel model data exist, and
updated fuel loading indices will increase fire behavior prediction
accuracy. Fire exclusion, passive management, and drought-related tree
mortality appear to be the primary factors contributing to greater shrub
densities and downed woody fuel loads in regional forest understories.
Greater shrub and downed woody fuel densities can increase FI and
FL indices leading to greater fire intensity and severity. The creation
of these new biomass prediction equations should assist fire mangers
estimates of understory shrub fuel loadings, and with the resulting
greater accuracy in fire behavior prediction, improve fire managers’
ability to conduct effective prescribed burns, identify high-risk WUI
areas, and enhance wildfire operations and planning objectives.

References

1. Heilman GE, Strittholt JR, Slosser NC, Dellasala DA (2002) Forest fragmentation
of conterminous United States: assessing forest intactness through road
density and spatial characteristics. Bioscience 52: 411-422.

2. Barron E (2006) State of the Texas forest. Texas A&M Forest Service. August
2006. Baskerville, G.L. 1971. Use of logarithmic regression in the estimation of
plant biomass. Canadian Journal of Forestry 2: 49-53.

3. Marshall DJ, Wimberly M, Bettinger P, Stanturf J (2008) Synthesis of knowledge
of hazardous fuels management in loblolly pine forests. USDA Forest Service,
Southern Research Station General Technical Report SRS 110: 43.

4. AndreuAG, Shea D, Parresol BR, Ottmar RD (2012) Evaluating fuel complexes
for fire hazard mitigation planning in the southeastern United States. Forest
Ecology and Management 27: 4-16.

5. Ottmar RD, Blake JI, Crolly WT (2012) Using fine-scale fuel measurements to
assess wildland fuels, potential fire behavior and hazard mitigation treatments
in the southeastern USA. Forest Ecology and Management 273: 1-3.

6. Radeloff VC, Hammer RB, Stewart Sl, Fried JS, Holcomb SS, et al. (2005)
The wildland-urban interface in the United States. Ecological Applications 15:

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

.Scott JH, Burgan RE

799-805.

Schuett MA, Lu J, Fannin D, Bowser G (2007) The wildland urban interface
and the national forests of East Texas. Journal of Park and Recreation
Administration 25: 6-24.

Wang HH, Grant WE (2014) Invasion of Eastern Texas Forestlands by Chinese
Privet: Efficacy of alternative management strategies. Diversity 6: 652-664.

Wang HH, Wonkka CL, Grant WE, Rogers WE (2016) Range expansion of
invasive shrubs: implication for crown fire risk in forestlands of the southern
USA. AoB Plants 8: plw012.

. Camarillo SA, Stovall JP, Sunda CJ (2015) The impact of Chinese tallow

(Triadica sebifera) on stand dynamics in bottomland hardwood forests. Forest
Ecology and Management 344: 10-19.

. Graham RT, McCaffrey S, Jain TB (2004) Science basis for changing forest

structure to modify wildfire behavior and severity. General Technical Report
RMRS-GTR-120. USFS, Rocky Mountain Research Station, p: 43.

. Brooks ML (2008) Plant invasions and fire regimes. Wildland fire in ecosystems:

effects of fire on flora. USDA Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station,
General Technical Publication-42, Fort Collins, Colorado, pp: 33-45.

.Mandle L, Bufford JL, Schmidt IB, Daehler CC (2011) Woody exotic plant

invasions and fire: reciprocal impacts and consequences for native ecosystems.
Biological Invasions 13: 1815-1827.

.Reeves HC (1988) Photo guide for appraising surface fuels in East Texas.

Center for Applied Studies-School of Forestry. Stephen F Austin State
University, p: 89.

. Pausas JG, Keeley JE (2014) Abrupt climate-independent fire regime changes.

Ecosystems 17: 1109-1120.

. Mitchell RJ, Hiers JK, O’'Brien JJ, Jack SB, Engstrom RT (2006) Silviculture

that sustains the nexus between silviculture, frequent prescribed fire, and
conservation of biodiversity in longleaf pine forests of the southeastern United
States. Canadian Journal of Forest Research 37: 2724-2736.

. Hanson HP, Bradley MM, Bossert JE, Linn RR, Younker LW (2000) The potential

and promise of physics-based wildfire simulation. Environmental Science and
Policy 3: 161-172.

(2005) Standard fire behavior fuel models: a
comprehensive set for use with Rothermel’ s surface fire spread model. USDA
Forest Service, General Technical Report RMRS-GTR-153, pp: 1-71.

. Hough WA (1969) Caloric value of some forest fuels of the southern United

States. Res Note SE-120, Asheville, NC US Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service, Southeastern Forest Experiment Station, p: 6.

Long AJ, Behm A, Zipperer WC, Hermansen A, Maranghides A, et al. (2006)
Quantifying and ranking the flammability of ornamental shrubs in the southern
United States. In 2006 Fire Ecology and Management Congress Proceedings,
pp: 13-17.

Wimberly M, Bettinger P, Stanturf J (2008) Synthesis of knowledge of
hazardous fuels management in loblolly pine forests. USDA, Forest Service,
Southern Research Station, GTR SRS-110. pp: 1-43.

Webster CR, Jenkins MA, Jose S (2006) Woody invaders and the challenges
they pose to forest ecosystems in the eastern United States. Journal of Forestry
104: 366-374.

Ulyshen MD, Horn S, Hanula JL (2010) Response of beetles (Coleoptera) at
three heights to the experimental removal of an invasive shrub, Chinese privet
(Ligustrum sinense), from floodplain forests. Biological Invasions 12: 1573-
1579.

Greene BT, Blossey B (2012) Lost in the weeds: Ligustrum sinense reduces
native plant growth and survival. Biological Invasions 14: 139-150.

Grace JB, Smith MD, Grace SL, Collins SL, Stohigren TJ (2001) Interactions
between fire and invasive plants in temperate grasslands of North America. In
Proceedings of the invasive species workshop: the role of fire in the control
and spread of invasive species. Galley Fire conference 2000: the First National
Congress on Fire Ecology, Prevention, and Management. Miscellaneous
Publication No. 11, Tall Timbers Research Station, Tallahassee, pp: 40-65.

Gan J, Miller JH, Wang H, Taylor JW (2009) Invasion of tallow tree into southern
US forests: influencing factors and implications for mitigation. Canadian Journal
of Forest Research 39: 1346-1356.

Forest Res, an open access journal
ISSN: 2168-9776

Volume 6 « Issue 2 + 1000208


https://consbio.org/products/publications/forest-fragmentation-of-the-conterminous-united-states-assessing-forest-intactness-through-road-density-and-spatial-char
https://consbio.org/products/publications/forest-fragmentation-of-the-conterminous-united-states-assessing-forest-intactness-through-road-density-and-spatial-char
https://consbio.org/products/publications/forest-fragmentation-of-the-conterminous-united-states-assessing-forest-intactness-through-road-density-and-spatial-char
http://www.esf.edu/quest/documents/Baskerville-1972-CJFR.pdf
http://www.esf.edu/quest/documents/Baskerville-1972-CJFR.pdf
http://www.esf.edu/quest/documents/Baskerville-1972-CJFR.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/gtr/gtr_srs110.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/gtr/gtr_srs110.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/gtr/gtr_srs110.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/40556
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/40556
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/40556
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/41693
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/41693
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/41693
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/14912
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/14912
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/14912
http://web.a.ebscohost.com/abstract?direct=true&profile=ehost&scope=site&authtype=crawler&jrnl=07351968&AN=28745856&h=HqFyDExh%2bn0zTAbslfEgWx5F4H%2bJx1oJ%2fP8mx9qjJ7y8LHlC7Oy%2fUSvn4iOZ%2fu%2fIEhrRpA3ohVpKIUizTFbeiQ%3d%3d&crl=c&resultNs=AdminWebAuth&resultLocal=ErrCrlNotAuth&crlhashurl=login.aspx%3fdirect%3dtrue%26profile%3dehost%26scope%3dsite%26authtype%3dcrawler%26jrnl%3d07351968%26AN%3d28745856
http://web.a.ebscohost.com/abstract?direct=true&profile=ehost&scope=site&authtype=crawler&jrnl=07351968&AN=28745856&h=HqFyDExh%2bn0zTAbslfEgWx5F4H%2bJx1oJ%2fP8mx9qjJ7y8LHlC7Oy%2fUSvn4iOZ%2fu%2fIEhrRpA3ohVpKIUizTFbeiQ%3d%3d&crl=c&resultNs=AdminWebAuth&resultLocal=ErrCrlNotAuth&crlhashurl=login.aspx%3fdirect%3dtrue%26profile%3dehost%26scope%3dsite%26authtype%3dcrawler%26jrnl%3d07351968%26AN%3d28745856
http://web.a.ebscohost.com/abstract?direct=true&profile=ehost&scope=site&authtype=crawler&jrnl=07351968&AN=28745856&h=HqFyDExh%2bn0zTAbslfEgWx5F4H%2bJx1oJ%2fP8mx9qjJ7y8LHlC7Oy%2fUSvn4iOZ%2fu%2fIEhrRpA3ohVpKIUizTFbeiQ%3d%3d&crl=c&resultNs=AdminWebAuth&resultLocal=ErrCrlNotAuth&crlhashurl=login.aspx%3fdirect%3dtrue%26profile%3dehost%26scope%3dsite%26authtype%3dcrawler%26jrnl%3d07351968%26AN%3d28745856
http://www.mdpi.com/1424-2818/6/4/652
http://www.mdpi.com/1424-2818/6/4/652
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/Range expansion of invasive shrubs: implication for crown fire risk in forestlands of the southern USA
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/Range expansion of invasive shrubs: implication for crown fire risk in forestlands of the southern USA
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/Range expansion of invasive shrubs: implication for crown fire risk in forestlands of the southern USA
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378112715000717/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378112715000717/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378112715000717/
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/6279
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/6279
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/6279
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_6/rmrs_gtr042_6_033_046.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_6/rmrs_gtr042_6_033_046.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_6/rmrs_gtr042_6_033_046.pdf
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10530-011-0001-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10530-011-0001-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10530-011-0001-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10021-014-9773-5
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10021-014-9773-5
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/28677
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/28677
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/28677
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/28677
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-cd97f4a2-8eac-3e19-b3f5-f3f2ec53f90e
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-cd97f4a2-8eac-3e19-b3f5-f3f2ec53f90e
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-cd97f4a2-8eac-3e19-b3f5-f3f2ec53f90e
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr153.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr153.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr153.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/2778
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/2778
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/2778
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/ja/ja_long004.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/ja/ja_long004.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/ja/ja_long004.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/ja/ja_long004.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/gtr/gtr_srs110.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/gtr/gtr_srs110.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/gtr/gtr_srs110.pdf
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/Woody invaders and the challenges they pose to forest ecosystems in the eastern United States
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/Woody invaders and the challenges they pose to forest ecosystems in the eastern United States
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/Woody invaders and the challenges they pose to forest ecosystems in the eastern United States
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/35036
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/35036
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/35036
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/35036
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10530-011-9990-1
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10530-011-9990-1
http://globalrestorationnetwork.org/uploads/files/LiteratureAttachments/181_interactions-between-fire-and-invasive-plants-in-temperate-grasslands.pdf
http://globalrestorationnetwork.org/uploads/files/LiteratureAttachments/181_interactions-between-fire-and-invasive-plants-in-temperate-grasslands.pdf
http://globalrestorationnetwork.org/uploads/files/LiteratureAttachments/181_interactions-between-fire-and-invasive-plants-in-temperate-grasslands.pdf
http://globalrestorationnetwork.org/uploads/files/LiteratureAttachments/181_interactions-between-fire-and-invasive-plants-in-temperate-grasslands.pdf
http://globalrestorationnetwork.org/uploads/files/LiteratureAttachments/181_interactions-between-fire-and-invasive-plants-in-temperate-grasslands.pdf
http://globalrestorationnetwork.org/uploads/files/LiteratureAttachments/181_interactions-between-fire-and-invasive-plants-in-temperate-grasslands.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/ja/ja_gan007.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/ja/ja_gan007.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/ja/ja_gan007.pdf

Citation: Tiller MB, Oswald BP, Frantzen AS, Conway WC, Hung | (2017) Biomass Estimations of Invasives Yaupon, Chinese Privet and Chinese
Tallow in East Texas Hardwood and Pine Ecosystems. Forest Res 6: 208. doi: 10.4172/2168-9776.1000208

Page 9 of 9

27.

28.

29.

30.

3

32.

33.

34.

Brown JK, Oberheu RD, Johnston CM (1982) Handbook for inventorying
surface fuels and biomass in the interior west. USDA Forest Service General
Technical Report INT-129. Ogden, UT US Department Agriculture, Forest
Service Intermountain Forest and Range Experiment Station. p: 48.

Anderson HE (1982) Aids to determining fuel models for estimating fire
behavior. USDA Forest Service General Technical Report INT-122. Ogden, UT:
U.S. Department Agriculture, Forest Service Intermountain Forest and Range
Experiment Station, pp: 1-22.

Oswald BP, Botting RR, Coble DW, Farrish KW (2010) Aboveground biomass
estimation for three common woody species in the post oak savannah of Texas.
Southern Journal of Applied Forestry 34: 91-94.

Reeves HC, Lenhart JD (1988) Fuel weight prediction equations for understory
woody plants in Eastern Texas. The Texas Journal of Science 40: 49-53.

=

. Nielsen-Gammon JW (2011) Office of the state climatologist report: the
2011 Texas drought. A briefing packet for the Texas Legislature. October 31,
2011. Office of the State Climatologist, College of Geosciences, Texas A&M
University, College Station, Texas, p: 43.

Texas A&M Forest Service (2012) 2011 Texas wildfires: common denominators
of home destruction. TAMU Forest Service, pp: 1-50.

Billings R, Edgar C (2013) Impact of the 2011 drought on thinned and unthinned
pine plantations. Texas Forestry 53: 1-4.

Wade DD, Brock BL, Brose PH, Grace JB, Hoch GA, et al. (2000) Wildland fire

3

3

3

3

3

4

4

5.

6.

J

8.

9.

0.

-

in ecosystems: effects of fire on flora. USDA Forest Service General Technical
Report. RMRS 2: 53-96.

Vose JM (2000) Perspectives on using prescribed fire to achieve desired
ecosystem conditions. Fire and forest ecology: innovative silviculture and
vegetation management. Tall Timbers Fire Ecology Conference Proceedings,
No 21 Tall Timbers Research Station, Tallahassee, FL, USA, pp: 12-17.

Mitchell RJ, Hiers JK, O’'Brien J, Starr G (2009) Ecological forestry in the
southeast: understanding the ecology of fuels. Journal of Forestry 107: 391-
397.

. Parresol BR, Blake JI, Thompson AJ (2012) Effects of overstory composition

and prescribed fire on fuel loading across a heterogeneous managed landscape
in the southeastern USA. Forest Ecology and Management 273: 29-42.

Wade DD, Lunsford JD (1989) A guide for prescribed fire in southern forests.
USDA Forest Service, Southeastern Forest Experiment Station Technical
Publication R8-TP 11: 56.

Texas A&M Forest Service (2012) Texas wildfire risk assessment portal
(TXWRAP) user manual. TAMU Forest Service, pp: 1-69.

Chanxiang L, Harcombe PA, Knox RG (1997) Effects of prescribed fire on the
composition of woody plant communities in southeastern Texas. Journal of
Vegetation Science 8: 495-504.

. Thomas AW, Scott LG (2012) Introduction to prescribed fire in southern

ecosystems. USDA Forest Service, Science Update, SRS-054, Southern
Research Station, Asheville, NC, p: 80.

Forest Res, an open access journal
ISSN: 2168-9776

Volume 6 « Issue 2 + 1000208


https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr129.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr129.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr129.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr129.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr122.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr122.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr122.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs_int/int_gtr122.pdf
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/saf/sjaf/2010/00000034/00000002/art00006
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/saf/sjaf/2010/00000034/00000002/art00006
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/saf/sjaf/2010/00000034/00000002/art00006
http://scholarworks.sfasu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1331&context=forestry
http://scholarworks.sfasu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1331&context=forestry
http://oaktrust.library.tamu.edu/handle/1969.1/158245
http://oaktrust.library.tamu.edu/handle/1969.1/158245
http://oaktrust.library.tamu.edu/handle/1969.1/158245
http://oaktrust.library.tamu.edu/handle/1969.1/158245
http://texasforestservice.tamu.edu/uploadedFiles/TFSMain/Preparing_for_Wildfires/Prepare_Your_Home_for_Wildfires/Contact_Us/2011 Texas Wildfires.pdf
http://texasforestservice.tamu.edu/uploadedFiles/TFSMain/Preparing_for_Wildfires/Prepare_Your_Home_for_Wildfires/Contact_Us/2011 Texas Wildfires.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_2.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_2.pdf
https://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_2.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/1615
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/1615
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/1615
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/1615
http://www.melletteforestry.com/fullpanel/uploads/files/ecological-forestry.pdf
http://www.melletteforestry.com/fullpanel/uploads/files/ecological-forestry.pdf
http://www.melletteforestry.com/fullpanel/uploads/files/ecological-forestry.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/40558
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/40558
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/40558
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/A guide for prescribed fire in southern forests
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/A guide for prescribed fire in southern forests
file:///D:/varun/avi/HYCR-8.3/HYCR%208.3_AI/A guide for prescribed fire in southern forests
http://www.riskmap6.com/documents/resource/txwrap_user_manual.pdf
http://www.riskmap6.com/documents/resource/txwrap_user_manual.pdf
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/41316
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/41316
https://www.srs.fs.usda.gov/pubs/41316

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Objectives
	Methods
	Site selection and description
	Field measurements
	Data analysis

	Total aboveground biomass
	Understory fuel load assessment and fire behavior prediction
	 Forest inventory
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	Table 5
	Table 6
	Table 7
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	References



