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Abstract: In Hong Kong, as in many tropical areas, grasslands are maintained by fire on disturbed
and abandoned land. However, Hong Kong’s native forests are regenerating in many areas, alongside
frequent burning of the hillsides, and are in different stages of structural succession to closed canopy
forest patches. Understanding the major determinants of secondary succession is a vital input to
forest management policies, Given the importance of forests for biodiversity conservation, watershed
protection and carbon cycling. This study examines the relationship between burning regimes and
structural forest succession over 42 years from 1973 to 2015, using an archive of satellite images,
aerial photographs and field plot data. Overlay of a fire frequency map with maps of forest structural
classes at different dates indicates the number of fires undergone by each successional class as well as
the time taken to progress from one class to another under different fire regimes. Results indicate that
the native sub-tropical evergreen forests, which are naturally fire intolerant, can regenerate alongside
moderate burning, and once the shrub stage is reached, succession to closed forest is relatively rapid
and can occur within 13 years. More than one burn, however, is more destructive, and twice-burnt
areas were seen to have only one-third of the woody biomass of once-burnt plots. The most frequent
fires occurred in areas where mono-cultural plantations had been destroyed by disease in the 1960s
and were subsequently invaded by grasslands. These former plantation areas remained in early
successional stages of grass and open shrubland by 2015. Other plantations from the 1970s and 1980s
remain as plantations today and have acted as a barrier to natural forest succession, attesting to the
greater effectiveness of fire control over re-afforestation measures.

Keywords: hill fires; secondary forest; forest succession; degraded landscape; grasslands; NDVI;
OBIA; Landsat; Hong Kong

1. Introduction

Hong Kong is one of a growing number of tropical regions where the secondary
forest has been regenerating naturally for several decades after cultivation abandonment.
The large percentage (40%) of the land area designated for protection in Country Parks,
coupled with a long archive of remotely sensed images enables investigation of the forest
regeneration process alongside countryside management policies. The determinants of
natural forest regeneration are still not fully understood and the rates and trajectories of
succession can be highly variable [1]. Major determinants of natural succession have been
recognized as seed availability and dispersal [2–4], plant pathogens [5,6], and the intensity
of past and present land use, including fire [7,8].

In Hong Kong, human-induced fires occur during the dry season from September
to April, and successive hill fires prevent the regrowth of shrubs and trees, leaving the
hill slopes to grassland. The steeply sloping terrain in Hong Kong, coupled with almost
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complete deforestation in past centuries, as well as deforestation for timber and fuel during
WW2 [9], have resulted in massive soil erosion on hill slopes as well as degradation of the
natural vegetation. Therefore, forest regeneration in Hong Kong may differ from other
tropical areas such as the neotropics, where the impacts of slash-and-burn agriculture have
been studied or where a patchwork of forest remnants still exists [1,3,8]. While partial fire
suppression commenced in the 1960s [9], authorities in Hong Kong still expend much effort
to control hill fires. However, equal, if not more effort, has gone into afforestation planting
over many decades.

As 40% of Hong Kong’s land area is protected in Country Parks, which provide water
catchments, wildlife habitats, recreation opportunities and carbon sinks, achieving a stable
and diverse natural ecosystem is essential. Forest management in Hong Kong’s country
parks has operated for 140 years [9] under successive colonial governments. Over these
14 decades, the objectives of forest management have evolved from, initially, watershed
protection, followed by production forestry, and more recently, wildlife conservation
and recreation. Most recently, carbon sequestration by forests has become part of the
Hong Kong government’s “Zero Carbon Emissions” policy. As very few of Hong Kong’s
native fauna specialize in grassland, with maximum animal diversity being reached in
shrubland and woodland, albeit now mostly extinct, fire-maintained grasslands are of little
benefit ecologically.

Improved knowledge of the ecological response to fire and fire severity may provide
a longer-term view of outcomes under different fire regime scenarios. To this end, two
comprehensive datasets of aerial photographs and satellite images extending back to 1945
are available for examining the relationship between forest succession and fire incidence.
From these datasets, two sets of time-sequential maps of Hong Kong’s forest reserves were
created, representing: (i) structural vegetation types in five time periods, 1945, 1963, 1989,
2001 and 2014, and (ii) fire incidence maps from 1973 to 2015.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The study area comprises the Shing Mun and Tai Mo Shan Country Parks, totaling
2800 ha of rugged and steeply sloping terrain rising to 957 m at Tai Mo Shan, Hong Kong’s
tallest peak (Figure 1). Due to the long dry season, fire has been a major challenge, along
with other natural forces such as tree disease [10] and climatic extremes [11,12]. Frequent
fires occur on the steep slopes mainly due to the burning of joss sticks and incense at
village graves during the Chinese Chung Yeung (mid-October) and Ching Ming (early
April) festivals (Hong Kong Government, 1990). Thus, the upper slopes are covered
by fire-maintained grasses while lower elevations support patches of shrub, forest and
plantations. The natural vegetation which existed centuries ago is broad-leaved evergreen
sub-tropical forest. Recent work [10,13,14] shows that forest cover is succeeding naturally,
and independently of re-afforestation programs. However, although a few small patches of
‘old growth’ forest at least 100 to 150 years old remain, mainly in steep ravines, the ‘new’
forest is unlike the original native forest in several respects [14,15].

2.2. Data Used

A series of sequential habitat maps (Figure 2a) were available from a previous study,
covering five time periods from 1945 to 2014 [10]. These habitat maps were developed by
performing object-based image analysis on three sets of aerial photographs (1945, 1963
and 1989) and two sets of high-resolution satellite images (2001 and 2014) [13]. For the fire
mapping, a total of 168 Landsat images between 1973 and 2015 (Table 1), were obtained from
the United States Geological Survey (USGS)’s Earth Resources Observation and Science
(EROS) Science Processing Architecture On Demand Interface (ESPA) [16]. The dataset
was analyzed using the Normalised Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) [17], and image
segmentation using the Object-Based Image Analysis (OBIA) [18] was used to allocate
pixels to either burned or unburned classes, as these areas were spectrally distinct. For
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example, Figure 3 shows a large fire which occurred in Tai Mo Shan Country Park during
the Chung Yeung Festival on 19 October 1988, when a total of 97 hectares burned. Using
the composition of bands 7, 4 and 2 on red, green and blue display, the burned area is
shown as red, indicating the high reflectance in short wave infrared after burning. The
NDVI rather than the Normalized Burn Ratio Index (NBRI) [19] was used for this study
because the NBRI uses the short wave infra-red band which is not available in the earlier
Landsat images. However, a comparison between NDVI and NBRI showed a similar ability
to differentiate between burned and unburnt areas.

Forests 2023, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW 3 of 17 
 

 

 
Figure 1. Study area with topography, and its location in Hong Kong and China. 

2.2. Data Used 
A series of sequential habitat maps (Figure 2a) were available from a previous study, 

covering five time periods from 1945 to 2014 [10]. These habitat maps were developed by 
performing object-based image analysis on three sets of aerial photographs (1945, 1963 
and 1989) and two sets of high-resolution satellite images (2001 and 2014) [13]. For the fire 
mapping, a total of 168 Landsat images between 1973 and 2015 (Table 1), were obtained 
from the United States Geological Survey (USGS)’s Earth Resources Observation and Sci-
ence (EROS) Science Processing Architecture On Demand Interface (ESPA) [16]. The da-
taset was analyzed using the Normalised Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) [17], and 
image segmentation using the Object-Based Image Analysis (OBIA) [18] was used to allo-
cate pixels to either burned or unburned classes, as these areas were spectrally distinct. 
For example, Figure 3 shows a large fire which occurred in Tai Mo Shan Country Park 
during the Chung Yeung Festival on 19 October 1988, when a total of 97 hectares burned. 
Using the composition of bands 7, 4 and 2 on red, green and blue display, the burned area 
is shown as red, indicating the high reflectance in short wave infrared after burning. The 
NDVI rather than the Normalized Burn Ratio Index (NBRI) [19] was used for this study 
because the NBRI uses the short wave infra-red band which is not available in the earlier 
Landsat images. However, a comparison between NDVI and NBRI showed a similar abil-
ity to differentiate between burned and unburnt areas.  

  

Figure 1. Study area with topography, and its location in Hong Kong and China.

2.3. Data Analysis

To perform analysis a fire frequency map was produced with eight classes corre-
sponding to the number of times burnt, between 1973 and 2014 (Figure 2b). Then the fire
frequency map was classified into burn periods corresponding to the reference years of
the habitat maps, i.e., 1963, 1989, 2001 and 2014. These classes are given in Table 2. Since
fire only occurs during the dry season, and it would be almost impossible for an area to
burn more than once in any one dry season due to lack of fuel, the timing used for fire
frequency corresponds to ‘annual’. Field data from a previous study were available for
28 forest plots of 20 m × 20 m surveyed in 2014–2015 [14,15], including information on
species richness and Basal Area (BA). The fire history of the plots was known by overlaying
the fire frequency map.

For the long-term annual time series analysis of the vegetation succession, the linear
mixture model technique [20] was applied to develop an NDVI-based fraction of the wood
cover index, Equation (1). The existing nearby patches of well-established forest from the
1963 habitat map were taken as reference points to monitor the trajectory of vegetation
growth from 1973 to 2016. The fraction of wood cover (or vegetation) index ranges from ‘0’
to ‘1’ which represents the gradient of vegetation growth from grasses or barren land to
closed canopies of young secondary forest.

Fraction of wood cover =
NDVI i − NDVI b

NDVI f63 − NDVI b
(1)

where NDVI represents the Normalized Difference Vegetation Index, i is the image pixel, b
is the accumulative temporal minimum value of the index over consistent bare patches,
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and f63 is an average temporal maximum value of the index over consistent dense forest
patches from the 1963 habitat map.
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Table 1. Description of Landsat satellite images used for the burnt area mapping 1973–2015.

Year No of Images Day of Year

1973–1974 1 304
1978–1979 1 306
1979–1980 2 292, 310
1987–1988 1 342
1988–1989 5 329, 338, 354, 044, 196
1989–1990 1 231
1990–1991 5 343, 358, 113, 257, 266
1991–1992 1 282
1992–1993 1 285
1993–1994 1 278
1994–1995 1 297
1995–1996 6 293, 316, 031, 040, 063, 136
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Table 1. Cont.

Year No of Images Day of Year

1998–1999 2 232, 255
1999–2000 16 287, 319, 328, 360, 002, 003, 019, 042, 107, 179, 195, 211, 242, 243, 258, 259
2000–2001 13 291, 306, 307, 315, 363, 005, 020, 053, 060, 133, 220, 260, 261
2001–2002 13 293, 324, 325, 356, 364, 365, 007, 008, 031, 048, 064, 240, 247
2002–2003 10 311, 312, 010, 018, 019, 027, 058, 131, 187, 235
2003–2004 10 290, 299, 331, 347, 021, 046, 069, 110, 165, 206
2004–2005 15 270, 286, 293, 309, 325, 334, 341, 350, 007, 016, 023, 064, 112, 192, 224
2005–2006 6 288, 295, 327, 042, 243, 266
2006–2007 10 314, 355, 362, 013, 029, 038, 102, 214, 230, 262
2007–2008 7 064, 137, 185, 208, 217, 233, 240
2008–2009 10 272, 297, 329, 336, 011, 018, 034, 123, 139, 251,
2009–2010 7 283, 299, 014, 030, 078, 085, 206
2010–2011 7 302, 357, 008, 033, 072, 097, 152
2011–2012 1 305
2012–2013 1 221
2013–2014 11 278, 294, 301, 333, 358, 365, 016, 153, 185, 249, 265
2014–2015 3 281, 320, 329

Summary

Period No. of Years No of Years with Images during Dry Season No. of Season with Fire Event

1973–1974 to 1988–1989 16 5 5
1989–1990 to 2000–2001 12 8 8
2001–2002 to 2014–2015 13 12 10
1973–1974 to 2014–2015 41 25 23
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Table 2. Burn categories according to reference years of habitat maps.

Class Burn Frequency Class Designation

1. Area never burnt since the satellite record (since 1973) No burn
2. Area that burnt in all periods, i.e., consistently burnt All
3. Area that burnt before 1989 then did not burn after 1989 Early
4. Area that burnt during 1989–2001 Mid
6. Area that burnt during 2001–2014 Late
5. Area that burnt before 1989 and during 1989–2001 Early and Mid
7. Area that burnt before 1989 and during 2001–2014 Early and Late
8. Area that burnt during 1989–2001 and after 2001 Mid and Late

3. Results

Table 3 shows that 24% of the study area was burnt at least once in the early period
(1973–1989), 7% in the middle period (1989–2001), and 10.2% in the later period (2001–2014).
The percentage of the study area burnt per year, however, was lowest (0.78% p.a.) in the
middle period 1989–2001. This can be compared with data from an earlier study [10], which
indicate that the regeneration of forest was highest in this period, with a very high rate of
increase, at 11% per year. The annual percentage of the study area burnt increased again in
the latest period after 2001, from 0.78% to 0.91%, which may seem surprising since the area
of grassland providing available fuel for fires, had drastically decreased from 35% in 2001
to 8% in 2014.

Table 3. Area (ha) burnt in each of the three study periods, normalized for the number of years when
images were unavailable. Percentages refer to % of the whole study area, i.e., 81,664 ha.

1973/4–1988/9 1989/90–2000/1 2001/2–2013/4

The cumulative area burnt,
including > 1 burn 26,932 7593 9525

Burnt at least once 19,392 (24%) 5780 (7%) 7978 (10.2%)
Burnt at least twice 2944 (3.61%) 844 (3.6%) 1586 (1.94%)

Burnt/year (av) 1683 (2.1%) 632 (0.78%) 732 (0.91%)

3.1. Impacts of Fire on Vegetation Growth

Changes in the phenology of burnt and unburnt patches were assessed from the time
series analysis of NDVI. Figure 4 shows the phenology of a patch of grassland which
was burned in the dry season of two years 2009 and 2011, but not in the intervening year
2010. The NDVI of the burned area fell to 0.3 during the dry season following the first
burn but rose again to a normal growing season level of 0.7 for the following two rainy
seasons. However, after a second burn the burned area NDVI reached only 0.65, suggesting
some degradation of the available resources for growth. This is possibly due to repeated
volatilization of soil nutrients, especially nitrogen, sulfur, and phosphorus, as well as
organic matter, and a reduction in the cation exchange capacity (CEC) [21].

Overlay analysis of fire frequency maps, habitat maps and time series of the frac-
tion of wood cover or closed forest, produced different trajectories of forest succession.
Figure 5 shows the long-term annual fraction of well-established forest cover over the
time trajectories for the eight fire categories given in Table 2. An additional class for areas
which did not burn transitioning from grassland to forest and shrubland to forest is shown
(Figure 5c). It is clear that a single burn (Figure 5a) is less damaging to the succession than
two burns (Figure 5b). However, no burn (Figure 5c) gives the best outcome in terms of
transition to forest cover, as 100% of woody cover, i.e., closed canopy forest is achieved
after approximately 35 years of grass transitioning to forest.

Figure 6 shows the structural succession of an area which did not burn over the study
period. The patch was classified as Grass in 1973, Shrub in 2001, Shrubby Grassland in
1989 and Forest in 2014. The slide suggests that if fire is excluded, it takes approximately



Forests 2023, 14, 865 7 of 15

13 years to transition from shrub to forest, and 35 years to transition from grass to forest.
The initial transition out of grassland to the shrub stage appears protracted, in this case,
28 years. Once the transition to shrub has occurred, the forest succession appears faster.
Fluctuations in the graph may reflect a response to climatic variations and events such as
a severe frost event in January 2016, which explains the dip in the curve in 2016.
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3.2. Impacts of Fire on Vegetation Successional Classes

Figure 7 shows the vegetation structural classes for the four reference dates, for areas
which have undergone the eight fire regimes specified in Table 1. Figure 7d,e represent the
extreme cases of areas which burned in all three intervening periods and areas which did
not burn, respectively. By 2014, areas which burned consistently since 1973 (Figure 7d) are
still in the early stage of structural succession of grassland and open shrubland. On the
other hand, areas which did not burn over the years (Figure 7h) have gradually transformed
from early to late structural succession stages, and now have 56% forest and 18% shrub or
open shrubland.

Furthermore, areas undergoing a single burn, whether during early, mid, or late
periods, fared better than those which burned more than once, and have approximately
25% of closed canopy forest. Nevertheless, once-burnt areas had less than half of the
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amount of forest by the end of the period, than unburnt areas. Given the destruction of the
site and soil conditions by fire [21], and the greater nutrient demands of woody vegetation,
it may seem surprising that twice burnt areas (Figure 7e–g) all show some signs of forest
regeneration. Notably, graph Figure 7e (burnt both early and mid) had attained 7% of forest
cover by 2014.
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Figure 7. Vegetation structural classes at four reference dates, for areas which have undergone
different fire regimes: (a) burnt before 1989 then did not burn, (b) burnt during 1989–2001, (c) burnt
after 2001, (d) burnt in all periods, (e) burnt before 1989 and during 1989–2001, (f) burnt before 1989
and during 2001–2014, (g) burnt during 1989–2001 and after 2001, and (h) did not burn.

It should be noted that areas which did not burn (Figure 7h), had progressed to late
successional stages, except for 18% of the area occupied by the Plantation class (purple),
which had not changed in the last 50 years (Figure 2a). As plantation forest is closed canopy,
it is difficult for fire to penetrate the cooler and more humid forest environment, and their
poor understory makes plantations even less susceptible to fire. Additionally, after 1965
the Hong Kong authorities concentrated on fire-resistant species other than the native
Pinus massoniana and Eucalypts [9] which are fire-susceptible. Thus, although plantation
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forestry may be effective for watershed protection and carbon cycling, in this case plantation
forests have constituted a barrier to the natural forest succession. Furthermore, plantations
of single or few species make them susceptible to disease and can be rapidly destroyed.
This point is illustrated in Figure 2 which shows that extensive Plantation forests in the
southwest of the study area (purple areas on the maps) had disappeared by 1989. This was
due to a deadly pine nematode which infected the native Pinus massoniana plantations in
the late 1970s. Thereafter the areas became subject to frequent dry season fires, and even by
2014, they were still largely grassland or in early successional stages of open shrubland.
The fire frequency map (Figure 2b) indicates that these former plantation areas were the
most frequently burnt. The large, burned patch on the Landsat image of December 1988
(Figure 3) corresponds almost exactly to the area of former plantations and the highest
frequency of fires.

3.3. Plot Data

Out of the 28 forest plots surveyed in 2014, the old-growth forest plots have signifi-
cantly higher biomass in terms of basal area, than the plot average (Table 4). Furthermore,
the biomass increases from two burns to one burn to no burn to old growth, with two burns
having only 1/3 biomass compared to a single burn, and 1/4 that of no burn. Therefore,
the carbon implications of grassland fires are negative not only for the loss of herbaceous
biomass but also for the greatly reduced woody biomass in the subsequent forest succession.
An overall summary of area burnt and number of trees damaged during the three study
periods is given in Table 5.

Table 4. The basal area representing biomass, and species richness indicates the number of species, in
28 forest plots surveyed in 2015, grouped according to fire history.

Fire History Mean Basal Area (m2) Mean Species Richness

Old Growth Forest 67.3 19.5
Unburnt plots 45.9 35.6

Once burnt plots 30.3 30.4
Twice burnt plots 11.4 21.3

Table 5. Fire record data from the Hong Kong Agriculture, Conservation and Fisheries Department
showing the total area burned and number of trees damaged during the three study periods.

Period Area Burnt (ha) No of Trees Damaged

1973–1988 30,423 19.5
1989–2000 45.9 35.6
2001–2014 30.3 30.4

Species richness appears inversely related to the number of burns, being higher for the
unburnt plots and lower for the twice-burned plots, which is predictable, from the duration
of time since the grassland phase. The old growth plots have the fewest species, but
this may be explained by the intermediate disturbance hypothesis where species richness
normally declines in the intermediate phase of succession due to a decline in the dominant
competitors which gives way to more shade-tolerant mid-successional species [22].

4. Discussion

Fire control is an important factor in policies promoting large-scale recovery of sec-
ondary forests [23]. Contrary to historic notions about the destructiveness of fires, fire is
now considered a fundamental ecological process which influences the structure of tropical
vegetation [24–27]. The impacts of fire on secondary forests are regulated by a variety of
factors including climate [25], the structural stage of succession [23,28], vegetation type [29],
natural biodiversity [30], natural and anthropogenic disturbances [31,32], as well as the
extent and intensity of the fire [27,33].
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Hong Kong’s native forest vegetation is not fire tolerant, but under current climatic
conditions, natural fires would have been very rare in an undisturbed forested landscape.
It may therefore seem surprising that forest has been able to regenerate naturally in many
areas of the degraded landscape despite repeated burning. Climate change may exacerbate
the susceptibility of tropical/subtropical landscapes to fire [34] and may influence ecosys-
tem resilience [35] and post-fire recovery [36], depending upon the loss of other resources,
such as seeds and their dispersion in the landscape [37]. In degraded landscapes, fire can
greatly delay the structural succession from grass to shrub and/or forest [38].

The data presented here are deficient in details such as burn intensity, site condition
before burning etc., so they do not allow to precisely judge the length of time to transition
from one vegetation structural class to another. Newly developed Harmonized Landsat and
Senintel-2 (HLS) images [39] will increase the availability of satellite imagery at improved
spatial and temporal scales, which should enhance the methods to efficiently detect changes
in vegetation structural stages. Nonetheless, these new integrated products lack historic
temporal coverage. Lacouture et al. (2020) [40] also documented the ineffectiveness of daily
Landsat NDVI composite images, due to cloud cover, to detect post-fire vegetation recovery
in the frequently burnt habitat of subtropical pine savannas in the southeastern U.S.A [40].
However, they do indicate the possible minimum time for the succession, e.g., it is possible
to transition from grass to forest in 30–40 years and shrub to forest in 15–20 years if fire
is excluded in a degraded landscape such as Hong Kong. The relatively rapid succession
of shrub to forest may be related to the fact that leaves and small twigs of shrubs are not
combustible in the absence of grass as fuel, and can regenerate after light burning from
buds lying below the bark [41]. The seed input into the grassland of the study area is
high [42] with a low seed predation rate [43] due to loss of vertebrate fauna. After the first
decade of structural succession, the grass and/or shrub-dominated landscape gradually
transformed into light-demanding pioneer tree species [44]. Thus grassland can transform
into shrubland if protected from fire for 10–15 years [41,44,45].

A further reason that the succession from shrub to forest is relatively fast, is that shrubs
act as cover for birds such as bulbuls and small fruit bats which, given the disappearance
of most native forest fauna, have become the major seed-dispersers between patches of the
forest [2–4]. Without suitable perches, these dispersal agents will not move across treeless
grassland areas, and our data indicate that successive fires prevent the establishment of
woody species. In view of our observation (Figure 3) that the transition from grass to shrub
stage can take up to three decades, even in the absence of fire, some measures to accelerate
this stage of the succession may be recommended. This may include strategic planting of
woody shrubs dispersed between patches of forest, at median seed dispersal distances of
40–130 m, depending on the fruit species, bird species and season of the year [46]. Our
observations that repeated burning prevents shrub establishment also support observations
from controlled experiments on Hong Kong’s hillsides [41], where two-thirds of tree and
shrub seedlings were unable to withstand four consecutive fires. Therefore, it is likely that
the 23% of the study area (i.e., 640 ha) still under grass or open shrubland by 2014, has been
subjected to repeated burning since at least 1973, the earliest date of Landsat images, and
probably since 1945, the start of this study.

We found that the species richness and (woody) biomass accumulation decreased
with increasing frequency of burn frequency (Table 4). It is noteworthy that post-fire
structural recovery may be faster than the turnover of species composition and floristic
diversity, compared with a pre-fire successional stage [37,47]. For instance, Slik et al.
(2008) [48] studied the impacts of burn frequency in the eastern Bornean rainforest and
found rapid recovery in structural attributes of the forest compared to a limited recovery
in species richness [48]. Despite the post-fire rapid recovery of structural attributes in
the recovering patches of secondary forest, the overall biomass was significantly reduced
compared to those without burning [48,49]. This implies that frequent fires not only reduce
the accumulation of woody biomass, but also delay the process of species accumulation
and the ecological progression of early to mid and/or late successional species [38]. In
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moist subtropical ecosystems such as Hong Kong, frequent fires are less damaging to
the structure and composition of later successional stages, than to the more open forest
at early successional stages which comprises more shrubby understory [50]. Therefore,
controlling fires at the early stage of forest succession is critical to assist the large-scale
natural succession of secondary forests [51]. The transition of landscape patches from grass
to forest decreases the fire-prone area which favors forest growth and canopy closure [24],
and acts as a natural barrier to fire [23,51].

The topography of a landscape also plays a pivotal role in characterizing fire-prone
areas and post-fire vegetation recovery [52]. Structural succession is relatively faster at
the valley bottoms due to the suitable microclimate and availability of seeds [53]. The
speed of recovery increases from valley bottoms upwards. The spatial pattern of forest
recovery in the degraded landscape of Hong Kong also showed a delayed transition from
the early (grass) to late (forest) structural stage at the mid and upper slopes [10,54]. This
also explains the higher accumulation of species, determining species composition and
diversity, at valley bottoms compared to mid or upper slopes [14].

Other major determinants of succession besides fire which are recognized in tropical
secondary succession [1] have not been considered here. These include microhabitats asso-
ciated with environmental conditions [55–58], local topography [59–62], seed dispersal and
predation, natural disturbances, climatic extremes and edaphic factors [63–66]. Although
it is known that woody species are more demanding of soil nutrients than grass, a single
burn appears to have minimal impact on subsequent vegetation vigor, and even following
two burns, soil conditions are evidently able to support the establishment of woody species
after 15–20 years of no fire (Figure 7e). A study of the edaphic impacts of fire in Hong
Kong [21] found that repeated fires reduced soil organic matter by 85%, the cation exchange
capacity by 85%, nitrogen by 75%, phosphorus by 66%, as well as significant reductions in
other essential cations. However, soil nutrients would be expected to be rapidly replen-
ished in a hot humid climate such as Hong Kong, from annual dieback of grasses, soil
weathering and atmospheric inputs. Hong Kong’s sub-tropical climate is also subject to
climatic extremes such as typhoons and frost events [11,12], both of which may interrupt
the natural succession, by damaging or killing trees and shrubs. Although it is rare for
woodland and shrubland to catch fire, large amounts of branches and leaves covering
the forest floor following such events are deemed to pose a fire risk in the following dry
season [11], especially in areas adjacent to grassland.

5. Conclusions

This study investigated the impacts of fire on a 70-year tropical/subtropical secondary
forest succession by integrating the burn frequency, derived from Landsat time series
1973–2015, and four stages of the structural succession of secondary forest obtained from
high-resolution habitat maps of 1945, 1963, 1989, 2001 and 2014. It is evident that in a rare
site such as Hong Kong where forestry is actively regenerating on severely degraded land,
even recovery to the shrub stage may take several decades, even in the absence of fire.
(The Hong Kong case is different from many other studies, which are of slash and burn
sites). Thus, we may deduce from the results that controlling fire could help to facilitate
the succession of tropical/subtropical secondary forests in degraded landscapes where
the natural forest is recovering after abandonment. Furthermore, our study has provided
evidence that monocultural plantation forestry may have poorer outcomes than natural
forest regeneration, ultimately leading to annual grassland fires.

Global warming has seen a vast increase in fire incidence worldwide in the last two
decades, which may also partially account for the increase in fire incidence after 2001
observed here. It is also associated with an increase in extreme weather events, such
as super-typhoons and severe frost events, which occurred in Hong Kong in 2018 and
2016, respectively. This resulted in dead trees and debris within the woodland, potentially
providing an enhanced fuel supply for fire. This situation would lead to increased fire
intensity, with greater ecological damage than grassland fires. This study was unable to



Forests 2023, 14, 865 12 of 15

test for fire intensity because we used the remote sensing indices only to measure the rate
and magnitude of recovery after fire, which depend not only on fire intensity but on many
other variables.

The areas subject to the highest frequency of fire in the study area correspond to former
plantations which burned almost annually following destruction by disease. As plantations
have lower ecological value than natural forests and are disease-sensitive, encouraging
native species encroachment into existing plantations would provide long-term stability,
given the short lifespan of many plantation species. This has already occurred to some
extent, and planting in the last three decades has involved a mixture of species, both exotic
and native.

Controlling fires in the remaining grassy hillsides should be much simpler hencefor-
ward, due to the much-reduced area of early successional grass and open shrubland, and
the ability of spatial analysis to pinpoint the most likely sites. The almost total deforestation
of the landscape before 1963 (Figure 2a), followed by gradual forest regeneration since 1963
suggests that the partial fire suppression by authorities since the 1960s has been effective
overall. However, as observed in Section 3, the percentage of area burned annually had
increased since 2001, even though the area of grassland providing fuel had decreased
drastically from 35% to 8%. This may be due to increased human activities encroaching
on the Country Park’s land, such as around village settlements, fewer fire suppression
activities by authorities in recent years, climatic factors such as higher temperatures, or
a combination of these.

For the future, acceleration of the shrub establishment stage by strategic planting of
woody species to enable the major seed dispersers to traverse open areas of grassland is
recommended. Additionally, recent advances in drone technology for forest and wildlife
monitoring [67] offer more efficient fire monitoring and may assist the acceleration of
natural forest succession.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, S.A. and J.E.N.; methodology, S.A.; software, S.A.; valida-
tion, S.A. and J.E.N.; formal analysis, S.A.; investigation, S.A. and J.E.N.; resources, S.A. and J.E.N.;
data curation, S.A.; writing—original draft preparation, J.E.N.; writing—review and editing, S.A.,
J.E.N., S.M.I. and M.U.; visualization, S.A.; supervision, J.E.N.; funding acquisition, S.A., J.E.N., S.M.I.
and M.U. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Data Availability Statement: The data could be made available on request.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Kam-Chiu Lawrence Chau for his comments
and suggestions on history and ecology of fire in Hong Kong. Thanks to friends, colleagues and many
student helpers for field assistance. Authors are also grateful to C.Y. Jim for his valuable remarks
and observations. Authors would also like to acknowledge the support drawn from the AFCD, and
the Lands Department of Hong Kong SAR, China. This research was supported in part by a grant
(University Research Projects Grants F.Y 2022-23) from the University of the Punjab, Lahore, Pakistan.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Arroyo-Rodríguez, V.; Melo, F.P.L.; Martínez-Ramos, M.; Bongers, F.; Chazdon, R.L.; Meave, J.A.; Norden, N.; Santos, B.A.;

Leal, I.R.; Tabarelli, M. Multiple successional pathways in human-modified tropical landscapes: New insights from forest
succession, forest fragmentation and landscape ecology research. Biol. Rev. 2017, 92, 326–340. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Corlett, R.T.; Hau, B.C.H. Seed dispersal and forest restoration. In Forest Restoration for Wildlife Conservation; Elliott, S., Kerby, J.,
Blakesley, D., Hardwick, K., Woods, K., Anusarnsunthorn, V., Eds.; International Tropical Timber Organization and The Forest
Restoration Research: Chiang Mai, Thailand, 2000; p. 31.

3. Dent, D.H.; Estrada-Villegas, S. Uniting niche differentiation and dispersal limitation predicts tropical forest succession.
Trends Ecol. Evol. 2021, 36, 700–708. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Rozendaal, D.M.A.; Bongers, F.; Aide, T.M.; Alvarez-Dávila, E.; Ascarrunz, N.; Balvanera, P.; Becknell, J.M.; Bentos, T.V.;
Brancalion, P.H.S.; Cabral, G.A.L.; et al. Biodiversity recovery of Neotropical secondary forests. Sci. Adv. 2019, 5, eaau3114.
[CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12231
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26537849
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tree.2021.04.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33966918
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau3114


Forests 2023, 14, 865 13 of 15

5. Steidinger, B.S.; Crowther, T.W.; Liang, J.; Van Nuland, M.E.; Werner, G.D.A.; Reich, P.B.; Nabuurs, G.J.; De-Miguel, S.; Zhou, M.;
Picard, N.; et al. Climatic controls of decomposition drive the global biogeography of forest-tree symbioses. Nature 2019,
569, 404–408. [CrossRef]

6. Szefer, P.; Molem, K.; Sau, A.; Novotny, V. Impact of pathogenic fungi, herbivores and predators on secondary succession of
tropical rainforest vegetation. J. Ecol. 2020, 108, 1978–1988. [CrossRef]

7. Pérez-Cárdenas, N.; Mora, F.; Arreola-Villa, F.; Arroyo-Rodríguez, V.; Balvanera, P.; Flores-Casas, R.; Navarrete-Pacheco, A.;
Ortega-Huerta, M.A. Effects of landscape composition and site land-use intensity on secondary succession in a tropical dry forest.
For. Ecol. Manag. 2021, 482, 118818. [CrossRef]

8. Jakovac, C.C.; Junqueira, A.B.; Crouzeilles, R.; Peña-Claros, M.; Mesquita, R.C.G.; Bongers, F. The role of land-use history in
driving successional pathways and its implications for the restoration of tropical forests. Biol. Rev. 2021, 96, 1114–1134. [CrossRef]

9. Corlett, R.T. Environmental forestry in Hong Kong: 1871–1997. For. Ecol. Manag. 1999, 116, 93–105. [CrossRef]
10. Abbas, S.; Nichol, J.E.; Fischer, G.A. A 70-year perspective on tropical forest regeneration. Sci. Total Environ. 2016, 544, 544–552.

[CrossRef]
11. Abbas, S.; Nichol, J.E.; Fischer, G.A.; Wong, M.S.; Irteza, S.M. Impact assessment of a super-typhoon on Hong Kong’s secondary

vegetation and recommendations for restoration of resilience in the forest succession. Agric. For. Meteorol. 2020, 280, 107784.
[CrossRef]

12. Abbas, S.; Nichol, J.E.; Fischer, G.A. Mapping and assessment of impacts of cold and frost on secondary forest in the marginally
tropical landscape of Hong Kong. Agric. For. Meteorol. 2017, 232, 543–549. [CrossRef]

13. Abbas, S.; Nichol, J.E.; Wong, M.S. Object-based, multi-sensor habitat mapping of successional age classes for effective manage-
ment of a 70-year secondary forest succession. Land Use Policy 2020, 99, 103360. [CrossRef]

14. Abbas, S.; Nichol, J.E.; Zhang, J.; Fischer, G.A. The accumulation of species and recovery of species composition along a 70 year
succession in a tropical secondary forest. Ecol. Indic. 2019, 106, 105524. [CrossRef]

15. Abbas, S.; Nichol, J.E.; Zhang, J.; Fischer, G.A.; Wong, M.S.; Irteza, S.M. Spatial and environmental constraints on natural forest
regeneration in the degraded landscape of Hong Kong. Sci. Total Environ. 2021, 752, 141760. [CrossRef]

16. USGS USGS:EROS Science Processing Architecture on Demand Interface. Available online: https://espa.cr.usgs.gov/
(accessed on 17 January 2021).

17. Tucker, C.J. Red and photographic infrared linear combinations for monitoring vegetation. Remote Sens. Environ. 1979, 8, 127–150.
[CrossRef]

18. Blaschke, T. Object based image analysis for remote sensing. ISPRS J. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 2010, 65, 2–16. [CrossRef]
19. Escuin, S.; Navarro, R.; Fernández, P. Fire severity assessment by using NBR (Normalized Burn Ratio) and NDVI (Normalized

Difference Vegetation Index) derived from LANDSAT TM/ETM images. Int. J. Remote Sens. 2008, 29, 1053–1073. [CrossRef]
20. Song, W.; Mu, X.; Ruan, G.; Gao, Z.; Li, L.; Yan, G. Estimating fractional vegetation cover and the vegetation index of bare soil and

highly dense vegetation with a physically based method. Int. J. Appl. Earth Obs. Geoinf. 2017, 58, 168–176. [CrossRef]
21. Marafa, L.M.; Chau, K. Effect of hill fire on upland soil in Hong Kong. For. Ecol. Manag. 1999, 120, 97–104. [CrossRef]
22. Svensson, J.R.; Lindegarth, M.; Jonsson, P.R.; Pavia, H. Disturbance–diversity models: What do they really predict and how are

they tested? Proc. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 2012, 279, 2163–2170. [CrossRef]
23. Chazdon, R.L.; Guariguata, M.R. Natural regeneration as a tool for large-scale forest restoration in the tropics: Prospects and

challenges. Biotropica 2016, 48, 716–730. [CrossRef]
24. Murphy, B.P.; Bowman, D.M.J.S. What controls the distribution of tropical forest and savanna? Ecol. Lett. 2012, 15, 748–758.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
25. Staal, A.; Nes, E.H.; Hantson, S.; Holmgren, M.; Dekker, S.C.; Pueyo, S.; Xu, C.; Scheffer, M. Resilience of tropical tree cover: The

roles of climate, fire, and herbivory. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2018, 24, 5096–5109. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
26. McLauchlan, K.K.; Higuera, P.E.; Miesel, J.; Rogers, B.M.; Schweitzer, J.; Shuman, J.K.; Tepley, A.J.; Varner, J.M.; Veblen, T.T.;

Adalsteinsson, S.A.; et al. Fire as a fundamental ecological process: Research advances and frontiers. J. Ecol. 2020, 108, 2047–2069.
[CrossRef]

27. Lamont, B.B.; He, T.; Yan, Z. Evolutionary history of fire-stimulated resprouting, flowering, seed release and germination.
Biol. Rev. 2019, 94, 903–928. [CrossRef]

28. Guariguata, M.R.; Chazdon, R.L.; Denslow, J.S.; Dupuy, J.M.; Anderson, L. Structure and floristics of secondary and old-growth
forest stands in lowland Costa Rica. Plant Ecol. 1997, 132, 107–120. [CrossRef]

29. Kumar, S.; Getirana, A.; Libonati, R.; Hain, C.; Mahanama, S.; Andela, N. Changes in land use enhance the sensitivity of tropical
ecosystems to fire-climate extremes. Sci. Rep. 2022, 12, 964. [CrossRef]

30. Ma, W.; Feng, Z.; Cheng, Z.; Chen, S.; Wang, F. Identifying forest fire driving factors and related impacts in china using random
forest algorithm. Forests 2020, 11, 507. [CrossRef]

31. Denslow, J. Patterns of structure and diversity across a tropical moist forest chronosequence. Proc. IAVS Symp. 2000, 237–241.
32. Connell, J.H. Diversity in Tropical Rain Forests and Coral Reefs. Science 1978, 199, 1302–1310. [CrossRef]
33. Datta, R. To extinguish or not to extinguish: The role of forest fire in nature and soil resilience. J. King Saud Univ.-Sci. 2021,

33, 101539. [CrossRef]
34. Herawati, H.; Santoso, H. Tropical forest susceptibility to and risk of fire under changing climate: A review of fire nature, policy

and institutions in Indonesia. For. Policy Econ. 2011, 13, 227–233. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1128-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13374
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2020.118818
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12694
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(98)00443-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.11.171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2019.107784
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2016.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2018.04.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105524
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141760
https://espa.cr.usgs.gov/
https://doi.org/10.1016/0034-4257(79)90013-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isprsjprs.2009.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/01431160701281072
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jag.2017.01.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(98)00528-3
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2011.2620
https://doi.org/10.1111/btp.12381
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01771.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22452780
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14408
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30058246
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13403
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12483
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009726421352
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-05130-0
https://doi.org/10.3390/f11050507
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.199.4335.1302
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jksus.2021.101539
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2011.02.006


Forests 2023, 14, 865 14 of 15

35. Stevens-Rumann, C.S.; Kemp, K.B.; Higuera, P.E.; Harvey, B.J.; Rother, M.T.; Donato, D.C.; Morgan, P.; Veblen, T.T. Evidence for
declining forest resilience to wildfires under climate change. Ecol. Lett. 2018, 21, 243–252. [CrossRef]

36. Sun, Q.; Burrell, A.; Barrett, K.; Kukavskaya, E.; Buryak, L.; Kaduk, J.; Baxter, R. Climate variability may delay post-fire recovery
of boreal forest in southern siberia, russia. Remote Sens. 2021, 13, 2247. [CrossRef]

37. Sutomo; van Etten, E.J.B. Fire Impacts and Dynamics of Seasonally Dry Tropical Forest of East Java, Indonesia. Forests 2023,
14, 106. [CrossRef]

38. Mata, S.; Braga, J.M.A.; Moser, P.; Sartori, R.A.; Sánchez-Tapia, A.; Sansevero, J.B.B. Forever young: Arrested succession in
communities subjected to recurrent fires in a lowland tropical forest. Plant Ecol. 2022, 223, 659–670. [CrossRef]

39. Claverie, M.; Ju, J.; Masek, J.G.; Dungan, J.L.; Vermote, E.F.; Roger, J.-C.; Skakun, S.V.; Justice, C. The Harmonized Landsat and
Sentinel-2 surface reflectance data set. Remote Sens. Environ. 2018, 219, 145–161. [CrossRef]

40. Lacouture, D.L.; Broadbent, E.N.; Crandall, R.M. Detecting Vegetation Recovery after Fire in A Fire-Frequented Habitat Using
Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI). Forests 2020, 11, 749. [CrossRef]

41. Chau, K.L. The Ecology of Fire in Hong Kong. Ph.D. Thesis, University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong, China, 1994.
42. Au, A.Y.Y.; Corlett, R.T.; Hau, B.C.H. Seed rain into upland plant communities in Hong Kong, China. Plant Ecol. 2006, 186, 13–22.

[CrossRef]
43. Hang Hau, C. Tree seed predation on degraded hillsides in Hong Kong. For. Ecol. Manag. 1997, 99, 215–221. [CrossRef]
44. Guariguata, M.R.; Ostertag, R. Neotropical secondary forest succession: Changes in structural and functional characteristics.

For. Ecol. Manag. 2001, 148, 185–206. [CrossRef]
45. Zhuang, X.Y.; Gorlett, R.T. Forest and forest succession in Hong Kong, China. J. Trop. Ecol. 1997, 13, 857–866. [CrossRef]
46. Weir, J.E.S.; Corlett, R.T. How far do birds disperse seeds in the degraded tropical landscape of Hong Kong, China? Landsc. Ecol.

2007, 22, 131–140. [CrossRef]
47. Kaewsong, K.; Chang-Yang, C.-H.; Bunyavejchewin, S.; Kraichak, E.; Yang, J.; Sun, Z.; Zhang, C.; Li, W.; Lin, L.; Sun, I.-F. Effects

of fire disturbance on species and functional compositions vary with tree sizes in a tropical dry forest. PeerJ 2022, 10, e13270.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Slik, J.W.F.; Bernard, C.S.; Van Beek, M.; Breman, F.C.; Eichhorn, K.A.O. Tree diversity, composition, forest structure and
aboveground biomass dynamics after single and repeated fire in a Bornean rain forest. Oecologia 2008, 158, 579–588. [CrossRef]

49. Fischer, R. The long-term consequences of forest fires on the carbon fluxes of a tropical forest in Africa. Appl. Sci. 2021, 11, 4696.
[CrossRef]

50. Reilly, M.; Outcalt, K.; O’Brien, J.; Wade, D. Effects of Repeated Growing Season Prescribed Fire on the Structure and Composition
of Pine–Hardwood Forests in the Southeastern Piedmont, USA. Forests 2016, 8, 8. [CrossRef]

51. Uriarte, M.; Pinedo-Vasquez, M.; DeFries, R.S.; Fernandes, K.; Gutierrez-Velez, V.; Baethgen, W.E.; Padoch, C. Depopulation of
rural landscapes exacerbates fire activity in the western Amazon. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2012, 109, 21546–21550. [CrossRef]

52. Pereira, P.; Cerdà, A.; Lopez, A.J.; Zavala, L.M.; Mataix-Solera, J.; Arcenegui, V.; Misiune, I.; Keesstra, S.; Novara, A. Short-Term
Vegetation Recovery after a Grassland Fire in Lithuania: The Effects of Fire Severity, Slope Position and Aspect. L. Degrad. Dev.
2016, 27, 1523–1534. [CrossRef]

53. Zhong, C.; Guo, M.; Zhou, F.; Li, J.; Yu, F.; Guo, F.; Li, W. Forest succession trajectories after fires in valleys and on slopes in the
Greater Khingan Mountains, China. J. For. Res. 2023, 1–18. [CrossRef]

54. Nichol, J.E.; Abbas, S.; Fischer, G.A. Spatial patterns of degraded tropical forest and biodiversity restoration over 70-years of
succession. Glob. Ecol. Conserv. 2017, 11, 134–145. [CrossRef]

55. Costa, F.R.C.; Magnusson, W.E.; Luizao, R.C. Mesoscale distribution patterns of Amazonian understorey herbs in relation to
topography, soil and watersheds. J. Ecol. 2005, 93, 863–878. [CrossRef]

56. Bohlman, S.A.; Laurance, W.F.; Laurance, S.G.; Nascimento, H.E.M.; Fearnside, P.M.; Andrade, A. Importance of soils, topography
and geographic distance in structuring central Amazonian tree communities. J. Veg. Sci. 2008, 19, 863–874. [CrossRef]

57. Punchi-Manage, R.; Getzin, S.; Wiegand, T.; Kanagaraj, R.; Savitri Gunatilleke, C.V.; Nimal Gunatilleke, I.A.U.; Wiegand, K.;
Huth, A. Effects of topography on structuring local species assemblages in a Sri Lankan mixed dipterocarp forest. J. Ecol. 2013,
101, 149–160. [CrossRef]

58. Segura, G.; Balvanera, P.; Durán, E.; Pérez, A. Tree community structure and stem mortality along a water availability gradient in
a Mexican tropical dry forest. Plant Ecol. 2003, 169, 259–271. [CrossRef]

59. Lovett, J.C.; Clarke, G.P.; Moore, R.; Morrey, G.H. Elevational distribution of restricted range forest tree taxa in eastern Tanzania.
Biodivers. Conserv. 2001, 10, 541–550. [CrossRef]

60. Vasquez, J.A.; Givnish, T.J. Altitudinal gradients in tropical forest composition, structure, and diversity in the Sierra de Manantlan.
J. Ecol. 1998, 86, 999–1020.

61. Gibbons, J.M.; Newbery, D.M. Drought avoidance and the effect of local topography on trees in the understorey of Bornean
lowland rain forest. Plant Ecol. 2003, 164, 1–18. [CrossRef]

62. Balvanera, P.; Quijas, S.; Perez-Jimenez, A. Distribution Patterns of Tropical Dry Forest Trees Along a Mesoscale Water Availability
Gradient. Biotropica 2011, 43, 414–422. [CrossRef]

63. Arekhi, S.; Heydari, M.; Pourbabaei, H. Vegetation-Environmental Relationships and Ecological Species Groups of the Ilam Oak
Forest Landscape, Iran. Casp. J. Environ. Sci. 2010, 8, 115–125.

https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12889
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs13122247
https://doi.org/10.3390/f14010106
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-022-01239-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2018.09.002
https://doi.org/10.3390/f11070749
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-006-9108-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(97)00207-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1127(00)00535-1
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266467400011032
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-006-9002-5
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.13270
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35573170
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-008-1163-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/app11104696
https://doi.org/10.3390/f8010008
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1215567110
https://doi.org/10.1002/ldr.2498
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-023-01602-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2017.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2005.01020.x
https://doi.org/10.3170/2008-8-18463
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12017
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026029122077
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1016610526242
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021210532510
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2010.00712.x


Forests 2023, 14, 865 15 of 15

64. Clark, D.B.; Palmer, M.W.; Clark, D.A. Edaphic factors and the landscape-scale distributions of tropical rain forest trees. Ecology
1999, 80, 2662–2675. [CrossRef]

65. Liu, J.; Yunhong, T.; Slik, J.W.F. Topography related habitat associations of tree species traits, composition and diversity in
a Chinese tropical forest. For. Ecol. Manag. 2014, 330, 75–81. [CrossRef]

66. Baldeck, C.A.; Tupayachi, R.; Sinca, F.; Jaramillo, N.; Asner, G.P. Environmental drivers of tree community turnover in western
Amazonian forests. Ecography 2016, 39, 1089–1099. [CrossRef]

67. Ivanova, S.; Prosekov, A.; Kaledin, A. A Survey on Monitoring of Wild Animals during Fires Using Drones. Fire 2022, 5, 60.
[CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(1999)080[2662:EFATLS]2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2014.06.045
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecog.01575
https://doi.org/10.3390/fire5030060

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Data Used 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Impacts of Fire on Vegetation Growth 
	Impacts of Fire on Vegetation Successional Classes 
	Plot Data 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

