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ABSTRACT: The Rodeo-Chediski Wildfire - the largest In Arizona’s history - damaged or destroyed ecosystem resources and
disrupted ecosystem functioning In a mosaic pattern throughout the ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa) forests exposed to the
burn 189,015 ha. Impacts of this wildfire on trees were studied on two watersheds In the area burned; one watershed burned by
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A a high severity (stand-replacing) fire, while the other watershed burned by a low severity (stand-modifying) fire. Chaparral scrub
' communities and pinyon-juniper woodlands at lower elevations and ponderosa pine forests at high elevations were located within
INTRODUCTION the burned area. Monitoring of soil erosion and other hydrologic and ecological parameters is continuing to obtain a longer, more

The Rodeo-Chediski fire  comprehensive picture of the impacts of this catastrophic wildfire event.
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