Assessing Drought and Fire Conditions, Trends, and
Susceptibility to Inform State Mitigation Efforts and Bolster
Monitoring Protocol in North Central Idaho
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Drought Index (EDDI) spikes during the highest fire occurrence and burned area years in
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Conclusions

» EDDI correlated with NDVI at some lag intervals, though
the relationship is complex and additional analysis is necessary.

» Spikes in EDDI values occurred during big fire seasons §e
2015, 2017, and 2021. AN RN

» Wildfire Hazard Model performance improved with addition of
drought indicator(s) for 2015.

» EDDI-Enhanced Model outperformed ESI-Enhanced Model
in dry year (2015) while ESI-Enhanced Model "
outperformed EDDI-Enhanced Model in wet year (2016). o
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