OptFuels: Spatial and Temporal Optimization of Fuel Treatments

Why Conceptual Design:

Forest managers faced with -
limited budgets, limited A W
prescription-burning days, and v, | PRQINE 7S
effects on other critical forest o] WA N R )
resources must determine | :‘i;@ﬂ ' P atlelglsle
priorities for where, when, and

how to apply and maintain
hazardous fuel reduction

treatments.

what

This study integrates existing fire
behavior, vegetation simulation,
and land management planning
tools into a system for optimizing
fuel treatments in time and space,
given resource constraints (such
as wildlife or hydrologic effects),
management constraints (such as
budgets), and operational
feasibility of treatments.
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! Potential Fire/Fire Behavior

processor to take advantage of Results

previous investments and
efficiencies. Results from Willow-Gird Project Area, Bitterroot National Forest:
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