
1. A Need for Post-Fire Debris Flow Hazard Information
Wildfire removes vegetation and weakens root strength, making burned areas more susceptible to erosion. 
Wildfire can also alter the physical and chemical characteristics of soil, creating a hydrophobic layer which 
increases runoff and may lead to damaging floods and debris flows in steep terrain. For example, following 
the 2017 Thomas Fire in Southern California, the devastating 9 January 2018 debris flows in the community 
of Montecito resulted in 23 deaths and nearly $1B in damages (Lancaster et al., 2021). In a meeting follow-
ing the event, a Santa Barbara County resource manager made a plea to researchers: “I need to know how 
frequently I can expect post-fire debris flows of this magnitude in this area.” Managers in other susceptible 
areas have expressed similar concerns for events in their area of responsibility.

Impactful post-fire debris flows are not new to southern California, though the penultimate fatality event 
occurred in 2003 when 16 people died in debris flows emanating from the Old/Grand Prix burn areas in 
the San Bernardino Mountains (Oakley et al., 2017). The Montecito event renewed focus on post-fire de-
bris-flow preparedness, with understanding the recurrence intervals of these events in the current and 
future climate as key concerns in planning efforts.

Southern California's well-documented history of impactful post-fire debris flows compared to other sus-
ceptible regions makes it an excellent “laboratory” for research and development of decision support tools. 
Kean and Staley (2021) utilize Southern California's data to provide the first known framework to estimate 
recurrence intervals for minor and major post-fire debris flows in the region. This tool allows for evaluation 
of recurrence intervals in both a stationary and warming climate. Emerging research from disciplines rele-
vant to post-fire hazards (e.g., soil, wildfire, and climate science) can be readily integrated into this frame-
work. While regionally focused, this tool is applicable to other locations susceptible to post-wildfire debris 
flows provided the requisite data on rainfall triggering thresholds, burn severity, and wildfire recurrence 
can be collected.

2. Debris Flow Recurrence Interval as a Pre-Fire Decision Support Tool
The time between wildfire and precipitation events is decidedly brief in California, such that pre-fire 
planning presents significant advantages. For example, the 2018 Montecito debris flow occurred before 
the Thomas Fire was 100% contained (Lancaster et al., 2021). Observations over the past 60 years demon-
strate a delayed onset of the rainy season in California (Lukovic et al., 2021). This allows dry conditions to 
extend into the autumn/winter offshore wind season (Abatzoglou et al.,  2021; Swain, 2021), amplifying 
wildfire risk (Goss et al., 2020). Climate model projections suggest further “sharpening” of the precipitation 
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season (Swain et al., 2018), exacerbating the potential for increased wildfire activity and shortening the 
timespan between major wildfires and the onset of precipitation. This situation is not unique to California; 
in the western US, summer and fall convective precipitation often occurs within the wildfire season, leav-
ing little time for post-fire preparations. For example, the 2017 Pinal Fire in Arizona experienced its first 
debris flows on June 16 (Raymond et al., 2020), only a few days after containment was achieved (Globe-Mi-
ami Times, 2017). Arizona's 2004 Willow fire was contained on July 17 and experienced damaging debris 
flows on July 23 (Pearthree & Youberg, 2004), among many others. The lead time for accurate forecasts of 
short-duration, high intensity rainfall events associated with post-fire debris flow initiation is also brief. The 
potential for such events can be recognized a few days in advance, but estimates of timing, location, inten-
sity may not come into clear view until hours before the event (e.g., Cannon et al., 2020).

Given these circumstances, pre-fire efforts to mitigate post-fire hydrologic hazards may be more successful 
and feasible than rapid post-fire response (Figure 1). The tool presented in Kean and Staley (2021) supports 
pre-fire planning decisions such as where to target mitigation efforts, informing building codes and land-
scape practices, where to focus education of residents, or in developing targeted evacuation plans. This 
information can be incorporated into state, county, or local entity Hazard Mitigation Plans, which may 
already highlight post-wildfire debris flows as a hazard (e.g., Ventura, 2015). Additionally, Kean and Sta-
ley's (2021) decision support tool utilizes resources and frameworks managers are familiar with, such as 
the NOAA Atlas 14 (Bonnin et al., 2006) and models for quantifying earthquake hazards. This can increase 
decision-maker confidence in the use of this tool in the context of climate change (e.g., Ball et al., 2019).

3. Precipitation Intensification in a Warming Climate
NOAA Atlas 14 is commonly used to determine the recurrence interval of rainfall events that trigger 
post-wildfire debris flows in the areas of the US where it is available (e.g., Cannon et  al.,  2008; Oakley 
et al., 2018; Staley et al., 2020). However, one major limitation of using Atlas 14 for planning purposes is that 
it assumes a stationary climate-and it is clear that extreme precipitation events have already increased in 
response to climate change across continental North America (Kirchmeier-Young & Zhang, 2020). For resil-
ient and sustainable resource management, it is critical that decision-makers utilize tools and information 
that account for the hydrologic changes anticipated in a warming climate (Milly et al., 2008).
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Figure 1. Emily Fudge, a member of a USFS Burned Area Emergency Response team, evaluates the 2020 Apple Fire 
burn area in Riverside County, CA, for post-fire hydrologic hazards. With already brief and potentially shortening time 
periods to conduct such evaluations, there is value in tools that enable assessment of hazardous areas before wildfire 
occurs. Photo: Yonni Schwartz, USFS.
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To assess the impacts of climate change on post-wildfire debris-flow frequency and magnitude, Kean and 
Staley (2021) apply the Clausius-Clapeyron (C-C) relation, which states that the amount of water vapor at 
saturation increases at a rate of 7%/°C. The authors use the first-order assumption, following from C-C, 
that rainfall intensifies at the same rate of water vapor in the atmosphere (Trenberth et al., 2003). The C-C 
relation is applied as a scaling factor to NOAA Atlas 14 precipitation frequency estimates. This is a reasona-
ble estimate for a first approach, though a review of research from various locations has demonstrated that 
sub-daily rainfall (such as the sub-hourly durations relevant to post-fire debris-flow hazards) may intensify 
at a rate greater than the C-C relation suggests (Fowler et al., 2021). This is due to factors such as changes in 
cloud processes and characteristics, storm structure (areal extent, duration, and movement), among others. 
Additionally, planetary-scale circulation changes in a warming climate may affect the frequency, duration, 
spatial extent of precipitation-producing weather systems, increasing or decreasing the frequency of ex-
treme hourly to sub-hourly events depending on season and location (Fowler et al., 2021). Nearly all of the 
sub-daily precipitation intensification literature reviewed by Fowler et al. (2021) focuses on warm season 
rainfall events in deep convective environments. Most US West Coast post-wildfire debris flows occur in the 
cool season in association with mid-latitude frontal systems and feature comparatively shallow convection 
(e.g., Oakley et al., 2017, 2018). Thus, it is challenging to extrapolate existing research on precipitation in-
tensification to this region.

New research addressing sub-daily precipitation intensification in California's cool season has mixed results 
with respect to super-CC scaling. A pseudo-global warming simulation over the continental US found an 
average scaling rate of 6.7%/°C for hourly extremes in the winter season, approximating the C-C relation 
(Prien et al., 2017; see visualization of this output for Southern California in Figure 2). In contrast, a se-
lection of strong atmospheric river events in downscaled global climate model simulations in California's 
Sierra Nevada and found scaling ∼6–16% greater than expected from the CC relation (Huang et al., 2020). 
Though post-wildfire debris flows in California often occur in association with atmospheric rivers (Oakley 
et  al.,  2017), it is important to consider storms featuring mesoscale characteristics that drive these and 
other geohazards (e.g., Collins et  al.,  2020) such as narrow cold frontal rainbands or convection within 
cutoff low-pressure systems that may or may not be associated with ARs (Cannon et  al.,  2020; Oakley 
et al., 2017, 2018). Future research must address scaling factors associated with these and other relevant at-
mospheric processes as well as changes in the atmospheric processes themselves due to warming. It is likely 
that scaling factors will vary across storm characteristics, precipitation duration, season, location, or event 
magnitude (e.g., Zhang et al., 2017; Swain et al., 2020) and there may be several appropriate “storm” scaling 
factors. Thus, converging on a single “climate” scaling factor (i.e., a single multiplier that can be applied to 
a duration in NOAA Atlas 14) may be challenging. If a single scaling factor is not appropriate, an ensemble 
approach encompassing a range of potential scaling factors may be useful to assess a range of potential 
changes in debris-flow recurrence intervals.

4. Model Output at Relevant Spatial and Temporal Scales is Needed
Earth system models are an essential tool for both understanding changes in atmospheric processes driv-
ing precipitation intensification and determining scaling factors. Currently, the spatial and/or temporal 
scales of model products are too coarse for effective application to the post-fire debris-flow problem, where 
the 15-min precipitation duration is most critical (e.g., Kean et  al.,  2011) and information is needed at 
the “small catchment” scale (∼a few km2). All known downscaled climate projections or pseudo-global 
warming simulations available to the research community offer hourly outputs as their finest timescale for 
precipitation. Some examples of other limitations of these hourly products that include California are that 
they are too coarse (e.g., NA-CORDEX simulations at 25 km; (Mearns et al., 2017)), don't represent large-
scale circulation changes and cover a short period (Prein et al., 2017), or are focused on a narrow subset of 
events (Huang et al., 2020).

Cost and availability of computing resources and storage have been limitations to higher resolution prod-
ucts (e.g., Zhang et al., 2017), as well as the issue that utilizing higher spatial resolution does not always 
provide more useful information (e.g., Prein et al., 2015; Jewworek et al., 2019). Lack of communication of 
data needs between the geomorphology and atmospheric modeling communities may also have hindered 
development of useful products, though several are now emerging. The National Centers for Atmospheric 
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Research (NCAR) is developing the “CONUS 404,” a 40-year reanalysis at 4 km, with a 15-min precipitation 
product, for the continental US (NCAR, 2021). Such products help overcome issues such as lack of observed 
data and/or lack of rainfall recurrence interval products. Forthcoming climate projection products, such as 
NCAR's “CONUS 2,” a 20-year 4 km climate simulation offering precipitation at 1h and 5-min timescales 
(NCAR, 2021) support the development of appropriate scaling factors as well as understanding changes in 
atmospheric processes driving rainfall intensification. Additionally, high-resolution reanalysis and projec-
tion products can provide inputs to hydrologic and debris-flow models to assess the changing characteristics 
of post-fire hazards under different weather and climate conditions.

Despite spatial and temporal resolution increases in climate models, internal variability (variability result-
ing from the inherently chaotic nature of the atmosphere) limits the application of model output to plan-
ning for future post-fire hydrologic hazards (Deser, 2020). Internal variability can create uncertainties in 
precipitation projections (e.g., Huang et al., 2020; Payne et al., 2020) which are most pronounced in mid-lat-
itude regions in the cool season (Deser, 2020). The use of large ensemble simulations may help to define or 
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Figure 2. The average annual number of hourly precipitation events exceeding 25 mm h−1 in Southern California for 
(a) a control simulation and (b) a pseudo-global warming simulation representing late-century warming, both at 4 km 
and for the period of October 2000 through March 2003. This simulation output was sourced from and is described in 
Prein et al., (2017). Note that large-scale circulation changes anticipated in a future climate are not accounted for in 
this type of experiment. In the “perturbed” simulation, the average annual number of >25 mm h−1 events increases 
more than twofold in the region's high terrain. The 25 mm h−1 threshold was selected for examination as representative 
of the peak rainfall intensity of 24 mm h−1 for 15 min used as a “design storm” in USGS post-fire hazard assessments 
(USGS, 2021). While these quantities are not equal, in the absence of a 15-min product, it provides insight to how the 
frequency of rainfall intensities capable of triggering post-wildfire debris flows might change in a warming climate. 
Gridded datasets such as this, especially at sub-hourly resolutions for historic and future periods offer benefits for the 
study of geohazards.
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Earth’s Future

constrain a range of potential precipitation outcomes, or to highlight particular sources of uncertainty for 
atmospheric processes of interest (Mankin et al., 2020). However, due to computational limitations, there 
is a balancing act among model resolution, number of ensemble members, simulation length, and other 
factors.

5. Monitoring is Key for Expansion of Decision Support Tools to Other  
Regions
Field monitoring programs produce data necessary for constraining rainfall intensity-duration thresholds 
and calibrating models for post-wildfire debris flows, thus supporting both immediate post-fire hazard mon-
itoring as well as contributing to long-term planning and improved understanding of hazards in an area. 
Observations from one well-documented region (e.g., Southern California) cannot necessarily be extrap-
olated to another due to unique weather, climate, ecology and geology. As calibrated debris-flow models 
and thresholds are the basis of the decision support tool presented in Kean and Staley (2021) for Southern 
California, similar information is necessary to apply this tool in other debris flow-susceptible regions. It is 
critical to capture the timing of post-fire debris-flow initiation and associated rainfall intensities. Monitor-
ing sites to capture this information may vary in their complexity, though at the most basic level include 
paired observations of rainfall intensity and flow response (occurrence or lack of a debris-flow response). 
More complex monitoring sites may include tipping bucket precipitation gauges and laser stage gauges 
to capture this information (e.g., Kean et al., 2011), while low-cost monitoring can be conducted utilizing 
rain gauges paired with pressure transducers and/or cameras and post-event site evaluations (e.g., Kean 
et al., 2012; McGuire & Youberg, 2020). Preparing a post-fire monitoring strategy before a fire occurs may 
help managers stay within budget, minimize challenges in rapid deployment, and get the most benefit out 
of monitoring efforts.

Rain gauges used in monitoring efforts have the limitation of only providing information at a point, while 
weather radar offers spatially explicit information. A challenge is that post-fire debris flows occur in com-
plex terrain where, in the US, operational NEXRAD weather radars may have poor coverage. Supplemental 
weather radar observations provide critical information on rainfall rates supporting both “nowcasting” dur-
ing intense rainfall events and determining rainfall intensity and duration over areas not well-represented 
by gauges. Radar observations may take the form of a strategically placed network of high-resolution radars 
(e.g., Cifelli et al., 2018). Another approach is using mobile radars temporarily deployed to locations of con-
cern (e.g., Jorgensen et al., 2011). These mobile radars provide high spatial and temporal resolution (as high 
as 60 m and 2 min) within a radius of up to 40 km (Cifelli et al., 2018) and can be used to collect detailed 
information on intensity and spatial variability of precipitation across a burn area. However, radar must be 
used with caution for this application as there are challenges and limitations in converting radar observa-
tions to rainfall intensity, especially for the US West Coast (e.g., Jorgensen et al., 2011).

Observations can be costly, though some expense can be mitigated by leveraging existing networks. For ex-
ample, California has invested in a diverse sensor network that can be utilized for observing, understanding 
and forecasting extreme weather events (Hatchett et al.,  2020). New observations to expand debris-flow 
monitoring in California can leverage infrastructure from this existing network. For other regions seeking 
to develop monitoring networks, lessons learned from established observational networks can inform a 
streamlined and cost-effective network development.

6. Conclusion
A post-fire debris flow of similar magnitude to Montecito will likely occur again. Historically, post-fire 
debris-flow preparedness has been reactive and following wildfire, though recent conversations suggest a 
move toward pre-fire preparedness (e.g., Tillery & Haas, 2016; Staley et al., 2018), paving the way for the ap-
plication of new decision support tools (e.g., Kean & Staley, 2021). Addressing post-fire debris-flow hazards 
is a complex, multi-disciplinary problem; only the management, atmospheric science, and observational 
components were touched upon herein. Advances in soil and wildfire science, ecology, social science, are 
also critical in understanding and mitigating current and future impacts of these hazards. Kean and Sta-
ley (2021) brings these pieces together in a framework that can be modified and refined as new research 
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Earth’s Future

findings emerge and serves as a mechanism for planning for climate change and post-wildfire debris-flow 
impacts. This tool and subsequent development of inputs to the tool and expansion to other regions contrib-
utes to resilience and preparedness of communities and reduction in loss of life and property.

References
Abatzoglou, J. T., Hatchett, B. J., Fox-Hughes, P., Gershunov, A., & Nauslar, N. J. (2021). Global climatology of synoptically-forced 

downslope winds. International Journal of Climatology, 41, 31–50. https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.6607
Ball, J., Babister, M., Nathan, R., Weeks, W., Weinmann, E., Retallick, M., & Testoni, I. (Eds.), (2019). Australian rainfall and runoff: A 

guide to flood estimation. © Commonwealth of Australia (Geoscience Australia). Retrieved from: http://book.arr.org.au.s3-website-ap-
southeast-2.amazonaws.com/

Bonnin, G. M., Martin, D., Lin, B., Parzybok, T., Yekta, M., & Riley, D. (2006). Precipitation-frequency Atlas of the United States: NOAA Atlas 
14, volume 1, version 4. NOAA, National Weather Service, Silver Spring.

Cannon, F., Oakley, N. S., Hecht, C. W., Michaelis, A., Cordeira, J. M., Kawzenuk, B., et al. (2020). Observations and predictability of a 
high-impact narrow cold-frontal rainband over southern California on 2 February 2019. Weather and Forecasting, 35(5), 2083–2097. 
https://doi.org/10.1175/WAF-D-20-0012.1

Cannon, S., Gartner, J., Wilson, R., Bowers, J., & Laber, J. (2008). Storm rainfall conditions for floods and debris flows from recently 
burned areas in southwestern Colorado and southern California. Geomorphology, 96(3–4), 250–269. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
geomorph.2007.03.019

Cifelli, R., Chandrasekar, V., Chen, H., & Johnson, L. E. (2018). High resolution radar quantitative precipitation estimation in the San 
Francisco Bay Area: Rainfall monitoring for the urban environment. Journal of the Meteorological Society of Japan. Ser. II, 96, 141–155. 
https://doi.org/10.2151/jmsj.2018-016

Collins, B. D., Oakley, N. S., Perkins, J. P., East, A. E., Corbett, S. C., & Hatchett, B. J. (2020). Linking mesoscale meteorology with ex-
treme landscape response: Effects of narrow cold frontal rainbands (NCFRs). Journal of Geophysical Research: Earth Surface, 125, 
e2020JF005675. https://doi.org/10.1029/2020JF005675

Deser, C. (2020). Certain uncertainty: The role of internal climate variability in projections of regional climate change and risk manage-
ment. Earth's Future, 8, e2020EF001854. https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EF001854

Fowler, H. J., Lenderink, G., Prein, A. F., Westra, S., Allan, R. P., Ban, N., et al. (2021). Anthropogenic intensification of short-duration 
rainfall extremes. Nature Reviews Earth & Environment, 2, 107–122. https://doi.org/10.1038/s43017-020-00128-6

Globe Miami Times (2017). The pinal fire. Retrieved from https://www.globemiamitimes.com/the-pinal-fire/
Goss, M., Swain, D. L., Abatzoglou, J. T., Sarhadi, A., Kolden, C. A., Williams, A. P., & Diffenbaugh, N. S. (2020). Climate change is increas-

ing the likelihood of extreme autumn wildfire conditions across California. Environmental Research Letters, 15(9), 094016. https://doi.
org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab83a7

Hatchett, B. J., Cao, Q., Dawson, P. B., Ellis, C. J., Hecht, C. W., Kawzenuk, B., et al. (2020). Observations of an extreme atmospheric river 
storm with a diverse sensor network. Earth and Space Science, 7, e2020EA001129. https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EA001129

Huang, X., Swain, D. L., & Hall, A. D. (2020). Future precipitation increase from very high resolution ensemble downscaling of extreme 
atmospheric river storms in California. Science Advances, 6(29), eaba1323. https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aba1323

Jeworrek, J., West, G., & Stull, R. (2019). Evaluation of cumulus and microphysics parameterizations in WRF across the convective gray 
zone. Weather and Forecasting, 34(4), 1097–1115. https://doi.org/10.1175/WAF-D-18-0178.1

Jorgensen, D. P., Hanshaw, M. N., Schmidt, K. M., Laber, J. L., Staley, D. M., Kean, J. W., & Restrepo, P. J. (2011). Value of a Dual-Polarized 
Gap-Filling Radar in Support of Southern California Post-Fire Debris-Flow Warnings. Journal of Hydrometeorology, 12(6), 1581–1595. 
https://doi.org/10.1175/JHM-D-11-05.1

Kean, J. W., & Staley, D. M. (2021). Forecasting the frequency and magnitude of postfire debris flows across southern California. Earth's 
Future, 9, e2020EF001735. https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EF001735

Kean, J. W., Staley, D. M., & Cannon, S. H. (2011). In-situ measurements of post-fire debris flows in southern California: Comparisons 
of the timing and magnitude of 24 debris-flow events with rainfall and soil moisture conditions. Journal of Geophysical Research, 116, 
F04019. https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JF002005

Kean, J. W., Staley, D. M., Leeper, R. J., Schmidt, K. M., & Gartner, J. E. (2012). A low-cost method to measure the timing of postfire flash 
floods and debris flows relative to rainfall. Water Resources Research, 48, W05516. https://doi.org/10.1029/2011WR011460

Kirchmeier-Young, M. C., & Zhang, X. (2020). Human influence has intensified extreme precipitation in North America. Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences June 2020, 117(24), 13308–13313. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1921628117

Lancaster, J. T., Swanson, B. J., Lukashov, S. G., Oakley, N. S., Lee, J. B., Spangler, E. R., et. al. (2021). Observations and analyses of the 9 
January 2018 debris-flow disaster, Santa Barbara County, California. Environmental and Engineering Geoscience, 27(1), 3–27. https://
doi.org/10.2113/EEG-D-20-00015

Luković, J., Chiang, J. C. H., Blagojević, D., & Sekulić, A. (2021). A later onset of the rainy season in California. Geophysical Research Let-
ters, 48, e2020GL090350. https://doi.org/10.1029/2020GL090350

Mankin, J. S., Lehner, F., Coats, S., & McKinnon, K. A. (2020). The value of initial condition large ensembles to robust adaptation deci-
sion-making. Earth's Future, 8, e2012EF001610. https://doi.org/10.1029/2020ef001610

McGuire, L. A., & Youberg, A. M. (2020). What drives spatial variability in rainfall intensity-duration thresholds for post-wildfire debris 
flows? Insights from the 2018 Buzzard Fire, NM, USA. Landslides, 17, 2385–2399. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10346-020-01470-y

Mearns, L. O., McGinnis, S., Korytina, D., Scinocca, J., Kharin, S., Jiao, Y., et al. (2017). The NA-CORDEX Dataset, version 1.0. NCAR Cli-
mate Data Gateway, Boulder CO, accessed 6 April 2021. https://doi.org/10.5065/D6SJ1JCH

Milly, P. C. D., Betancourt, J., Falkenmark, M., Hirsch, R. M., Kundzewicz, Z. W., Lettenmaier, D. P., & Stouffer, R. J. (2008). Stationarity Is 
Dead: Whither Water Management? Science, 319(5863), 573–574. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1151915

NCAR. (2021). CONUS high resolution climate modeling. Retrieved from https://ral.ucar.edu/projects/contiguous-united-states-conus- 
high-resolution-climate-modeling

Oakley, N. S., Cannon, F., Munroe, R., Lancaster, J. T., Gomberg, D., & Ralph, F. M. (2018). Brief communication: Meteorological and cli-
matological conditions associated with the 9 January 2018 post-fire debris flows in Montecito and Carpinteria, California, USA. Natural 
Hazards and Earth System Sciences, 18(11), 3037–3043. https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-18-3037-2018

OAKLEY

10.1029/2021EF002149

6 of 7

Acknowledgments
Nina S. Oakley was supported by 
the California Department of Water 
Resources Atmospheric River Program 
under Grant 4600013361, the USGS 
Geology, Minerals, Energy, and Geo-
physics Science Center, and the NOAA 
Collaborative Science, Technology, and 
Applied Research (CSTAR) program 
under Grant NA19NWS4680004. Many 
thanks to colleagues who provided 
review, feedback or other assistance in 
the preparation of this commentary: 
Benjamin Hatchett, Jason Kean, Jeremy 
Lancaster, Luke McGuire, Roy Ras-
mussen, Alan Rhoades, Dennis Staley, 
Daniel Swain, Danielle Touma, Ann 
Youberg, and one anonymous reviewer. 
Nina S. Oakley thanks Earth's Future 
editor Kelly Caylor for the invitation to 
write this commentary.

 23284277, 2021, 7, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1029/2021E

F002149 by N
oaa D

epartm
ent O

f C
om

m
erce, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [19/04/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.6607
http://book.arr.org.au.s3-website-ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/
http://book.arr.org.au.s3-website-ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/
https://doi.org/10.1175/WAF%2DD%2D20-0012.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2007.03.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2007.03.019
https://doi.org/10.2151/jmsj.2018-016
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020JF005675
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EF001854
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43017-020-00128-6
https://www.globemiamitimes.com/the%2Dpinal%2Dfire/
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab83a7
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab83a7
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EA001129
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aba1323
https://doi.org/10.1175/WAF%2DD%2D18-0178.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JHM%2DD%2D11-05.1
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EF001735
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JF002005
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011WR011460
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1921628117
https://doi.org/10.2113/EEG%2DD%2D20-00015
https://doi.org/10.2113/EEG%2DD%2D20-00015
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020GL090350
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020ef001610
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10346-020-01470%2Dy
https://doi.org/10.5065/D6SJ1JCH
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1151915
https://ral.ucar.edu/projects/contiguous%2Dunited%2Dstates%2Dconus%2Dhigh%2Dresolution%2Dclimate%2Dmodeling
https://ral.ucar.edu/projects/contiguous%2Dunited%2Dstates%2Dconus%2Dhigh%2Dresolution%2Dclimate%2Dmodeling
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess%2D18-3037-2018


Earth’s Future

Oakley, N. S., Lancaster, J. T., Kaplan, M. L., & Ralph, F. M. (2017). Synoptic conditions associated with cool season post-fire debris flows in 
the Transverse Ranges of southern California. Natural Hazards, 88, 327–354. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-017-2867-6

Payne, A. E., Demory, M. E., Leung, L. R., Ramos, A. M., Shields, C. A., Rutz, J. J., et al. (2020). Responses and impacts of atmospheric rivers 
to climate change. Nature Reviews Earth & Environment, 1, 143–157. https://doi.org/10.1038/s43017-020-0030-5

Pearthree, P., & Youberg, A. (2004). Fire and sediment deposition. Arizona Geology, 34(3). Retrieved from: http://azgeology.azgs.arizona.
edu/archived_issues/azgs.az.gov/arizona_geology/archived_issues/Fall_2004.pdf

Prein, A., Rasmussen, R., Ikeda, K., Liu, C., Clark, M. P., & Holland, G. J. (2017). The future intensification of hourly precipitation ex-
tremes. Nature Climate Change, 7, 48–52. https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3168

Prein, A. F., Langhans, W., Fosser, G., Ferrone, A., Ban, N., Goergen, K., et al. (2015). A review on regional convection-permitting climate 
modeling: Demonstrations, prospects, and challenges. Reviews of Geophysics, 53, 323–361. https://doi.org/10.1002/2014RG000475

Raymond, C. A., McGuire, L. A., Youberg, A. M., Staley, D. M., & Kean, J. W. (2020). Thresholds for post-wildfire debris flows: Insights from 
the Pinal Fire, Arizona, USA. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms, 45(6), 1349–1360. https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.4805

Staley, D. M., Kean, J. W., & Rengers, F. K. (2020). The recurrence interval of post-fire debris-flow generating rainfall in the southwestern 
United States. Geomorphology, 370, 107392. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2020.107392

Staley, D. M., Tillery, A. C., Kean, J. W., McGuire, L. A., Pauling, H. E., Rengers, F. K., & Smith, J. B. (2018). Estimating post-fire debris-flow 
hazards prior to wildfire using a statistical analysis of historical distributions of fire severity from remote sensing data. International 
Journal of Wildland Fire, 27, 595–608. https://doi.org/10.1071/WF17122

Swain, D. L. (2021). A shorter, sharper rainy season amplifies California wildfire risk. Geophysical Research Letters, 48, e2021GL092843. 
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021GL092843

Swain, D. L., Langenbrunner, B., Neelin, J. D., & Hall, A. (2018). Increasing precipitation volatility in twenty-first-century California. Na-
ture Climate Change, 8, 427–433. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0140-y

Swain, D. L., Wing, O. E. J., Bates, P. D., Done, J. M., Johnson, K. A., & Cameron, D. R. (2020). Increased flood exposure due to climate 
change and population growth in the United States. Earth's Future, 8, e2020EF001778. https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EF001778

Tillery, A. C., & Haas, J. R. (2016). Potential post-wildfire debris-flow hazards—A pre-wildfire evaluation for the Jemez Mountains, 
north-central New Mexico: U.S. Geological Survey Scientific-Investigations Report 2016-5101, 27 p. https://doi.org/10.3133/sir20165101

Trenberth, K. E., Dai, A., Rasmussen, R. M., & Parsons, D. B. (2003). The changing character of precipitation. Bulletin of the American 
Meteorological Society, 84(9), 1205–1218. https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-84-9-1205

USGS. (2021). Emergency assessment of post-fire debris-flow hazards. Retrieved from https://landslides.usgs.gov/hazards/
postfire_debrisflow/

Ventura, C. (2015). Multi-hazard mitigation plan. Retrieved from http://www.vcfloodinfo.com/pdf/2015%20Ventura%20County%20Mul-
ti-Hazard%20Mitigation%20Plan%20and%20Appendices.pdf

Zhang, X., Zwiers, F., Li, G., Wan, H., & Cannon, A. J. (2017). Complexity in estimating past and future extreme short-duration rainfall. 
Nature Geoscience, 10, 255–259. https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2911

OAKLEY

10.1029/2021EF002149

7 of 7

 23284277, 2021, 7, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1029/2021E

F002149 by N
oaa D

epartm
ent O

f C
om

m
erce, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [19/04/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-017-2867-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43017-020-0030-5
http://azgeology.azgs.arizona.edu/archived%5Fissues/azgs.az.gov/arizona%5Fgeology/archived%5Fissues/Fall%5F2004.pdf
http://azgeology.azgs.arizona.edu/archived%5Fissues/azgs.az.gov/arizona%5Fgeology/archived%5Fissues/Fall%5F2004.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3168
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014RG000475
https://doi.org/10.1002/esp.4805
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2020.107392
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF17122
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021GL092843
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0140%2Dy
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020EF001778
https://doi.org/10.3133/sir20165101
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS%2D84-9%2D1205
https://landslides.usgs.gov/hazards/postfire%5Fdebrisflow/
https://landslides.usgs.gov/hazards/postfire%5Fdebrisflow/
http://www.vcfloodinfo.com/pdf/2015%2520Ventura%2520County%2520Multi%2DHazard%2520Mitigation%2520Plan%2520and%2520Appendices.pdf
http://www.vcfloodinfo.com/pdf/2015%2520Ventura%2520County%2520Multi%2DHazard%2520Mitigation%2520Plan%2520and%2520Appendices.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2911

	A Warming Climate Adds Complexity to Post-Fire Hydrologic Hazard Planning
	Abstract
	1. A Need for Post-Fire Debris Flow Hazard Information
	2. Debris Flow Recurrence Interval as a Pre-Fire Decision Support Tool
	3. Precipitation Intensification in a Warming Climate
	4. Model Output at Relevant Spatial and Temporal Scales Is Needed
	5. Monitoring Is Key for Expansion of Decision Support Tools to Other Regions
	6. Conclusion
	References


