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. Ecological Resilience: ability of a vegetation community

to recover or adapt following a disturbance (Gessler et al.,

2020; Falk et al., 2022).
MAIN GOALS

Modulate the burned vegetation recovery of Mediterranean Biome

How the burned vegetation has been recovering after recurrent fires in the Mediterranean biome
Observe the recovery rates among the different land covers
Fire severity, pre-fire state of vegetation and post-fire climate conditions modulate the recovery rate 5



RECOVERY RATE SEVERITY PRE-FIRE FINAL REMARKS
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AGGREGATION INTO 6 MAIN CLASSES

SHRUBLAND
(1st and 2" Events)

BROADLEAVES
(1stand 2" Events)

TRANSITIONAL WOODLAND

(1stand 2" Events) (1stand 2" Events)

MIXED FOREST
(1stand 2" Events)
Other Type)

PRE-PROCESSING
« Hourly to Daily
« Daily to 16-day composites

(1stEvent: Forest | 2" Event:
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RECOVERY MODEL
LOSS OF GREENNESS ~ Fire Damage dy b EQUATION
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Strong performance of statistical model of EVI on capturing both fire events, V
determining recovery rate, fire severity and pre-fire conditions.
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