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Abstract
Conditions conducive to fires are becoming increasingly common and widespread 
under climate change. Recent fire events across the globe have occurred over un-
precedented scales, affecting a diverse array of species and habitats. Understanding 
biodiversity responses to such fires is critical for conservation. Quantifying post- fire 
recovery is problematic across taxa, from insects to plants to vertebrates, especially at 
large geographic scales. Novel datasets can address this challenge. We use presence- 
only citizen science data from iNaturalist, collected before and after the 2019– 2020 
megafires in burnt and unburnt regions of eastern Australia, to quantify the effect of 
post- fire diversity responses, up to 18 months post- fire. The geographic, temporal, 
and taxonomic sampling of this dataset was large, but sampling effort and species dis-
coverability were unevenly spread. We used rarefaction and prediction (iNEXT) with 
which we controlled sampling completeness among treatments, to estimate diversity 
indices (Hill numbers: q = 0– 2) among nine broad taxon groupings and seven habitats, 
including 3885 species. We estimated an increase in species diversity up to 18 months 
after the 2019– 2020 Australian megafires in regions which were burnt, compared 
to before the fires in burnt and unburnt regions. Diversity estimates in dry sclero-
phyll forest matched and likely drove this overall increase post- fire, while no taxon 
groupings showed clear increases inconsistent with both control treatments post- fire. 
Compared to unburnt regions, overall diversity across all taxon groupings and habitats 
greatly decreased in areas exposed to extreme fire severity. Post- fire life histories are 
complex and species detectability is an important consideration in all post- fire sam-
pling. We demonstrate how fire characteristics, distinct taxa, and habitat influence 
biodiversity, as seen in local- scale datasets. Further integration of large- scale datasets 
with small- scale studies will lead to a more robust understanding of fire recovery.
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1  |  INTRODUC TION

Fire is an important landscape- scale disturbance, broadly shaped 
by climate and anthropogenic activity, and a key driver of ecologi-
cal processes (Balch et al., 2017; Bowman et al., 2009). Conditions 
conducive to fire are exacerbated by anthropogenic climate change 
and are becoming increasingly common and widespread (Abatzoglou 
et al., 2019; Jolly et al., 2015), driving shifts in fire regimes glob-
ally (Keeley & Syphard, 2016; Parks et al., 2016). As a result, fire 
frequency, intensity, size, and fire season duration (collectively all 
elements of the “fire regime”) are increasing in many regions of 
the world (Fonseca et al., 2017; Jolly et al., 2015; van Mantgem 
et al., 2013). This shift is exemplified by fires in 2019– 2020 in 
Australia, Californian, and the Arctic Circle (Abram et al., 2021; 
Descals et al., 2022; Pickrell & Pennisi, 2020), as well as recent fires 
throughout the Mediterranean and North America (Canosa, 2023; 
Sullivan & Tondo, 2023). As fire regimes change, we must be able 
to monitor and manage the consequences for biodiversity (He 
et al., 2019; Heim et al., 2022; Nimmo et al., 2021), from the individ-
ual and species level to populations and communities.

The effects of fire on biodiversity are complex, and our cur-
rent understanding is built from studies on one to a few taxa, usu-
ally across limited spatial extents (but see He et al., 2019; Heim 
et al., 2022). Many species in fire- prone environments have traits 
that can promote population persistence, allowing some individ-
uals to withstand or avoid fires, stimulate regeneration of a new 
cohort, and/or move away from the fire and then return (Thurman 
et al., 2020). Plant life histories of fire- cued germination, flower-
ing, resprouting, and seed dispersal have led to a dependence on 
fires for continued dispersal, gene flow, persistence, and recruit-
ment in fire- prone ecosystems (e.g., Dunker et al., 2019; Lamont 
et al., 1991; Nolan et al., 2021; Pausas & Keeley, 2014). Survival, 
avoidance, or recruitment related to fires subsequently allows a 
wide range of species to capitalize on the changed post- fire land-
scape (e.g., increased resource availability and decreased compe-
tition). For example, granivorous birds can exploit increased pine 
seed availability soon after fires in Corsican pine forests (Thibault 
& Prodon, 2006), and bees show increases in both abundance and 
species richness post- fire, likely attributable to several behavioral 
traits (e.g., burrowing) and their ability to exploit resource avail-
ability post- fire (Mason et al., 2021). Variation in elements of the 
fire regime will also differentially affect species, either directly or 
indirectly through subsequent shifts in vegetation communities 
(e.g., Fontaine & Kennedy, 2012; Le Breton et al., 2022; Mason 
et al., 2021; Ooi et al., 2014). As such, species responses will vary 
subject to different fire regime elements, and multi- taxon compar-
isons of post- fire responses are necessary to understand overall 
effects on biodiversity (e.g., Heim et al., 2022).

Collecting data on many species immediately after large- scale 
fires is logistically challenging for a number of reasons, including 
restricted funding for and availability of professional expertise to 
match the scale of these events (Kirchhoff et al., 2021) driving a lack 
of available data to appropriately quantify biodiversity responses 

(Saunders et al., 2021; Ward et al., 2020). For some taxon groupings 
(e.g., invertebrates), data collection is particularly rare, due to myr-
iad political, scientific, and social factors which inhibit knowledge 
and research (Saunders et al., 2021). Citizen science efforts— where 
data are collected by many amateur observers who can often be ex-
perts in specific taxa, habitats, or regions, and are in the field more 
than professionals (Viola et al., 2022)— can solve many, although not 
all, of these challenges. For example, multi- taxon species incidence 
data from before and after fires were collected accurately, rapidly 
(important given the fast rate of many species fire responses), and 
at a spatial extent matching the 2019– 2020 Australian megafires by 
large numbers of amateur observers (Kirchhoff et al., 2021). Criti-
cally, these observations across diverse taxon groupings and habi-
tats cover a broad temporal and spatial scale for which systematic 
monitoring data do not exist.

Citizen science sampling effort is very rarely systematic, present-
ing a potential barrier to their use in analyses of diversity. Recent ad-
vances in rarefaction methods can help by controlling for sampling 
completeness using extrapolation of Hill numbers (q) which repre-
sent estimates of diversity indices such as species richness (q = 0; the 
number of species in the sample), Shannon diversity (q = 1; effective 
number of common species in the assemblage as all individuals are 
equally weighted), and Simpson diversity (q = 2; effective number 
of dominant species in the assemblage, discounting non- dominant 
species; Chao et al., 2014; Chao & Jost, 2012; Hsieh et al., 2016). 
Sampling completeness is the proportion of all individuals in an 
assemblage belonging to species in the sample and controlling for 
this metric removes systematic biases otherwise present in equal n- 
based standardization approaches which can fail to accurately char-
acterize communities with high species richness compared to those 
with lower richness (Chao et al., 2014; Chao & Jost, 2012). Using this 
approach for iNaturalist data, we can control sampling completeness 
among treatments. This enables estimation of Hill numbers which 
allow for investigation of ecological outcomes where standardized 
datasets do not exist.

In the 2019– 2020 Australian megafires, the scale and severity of 
the fires triggered conservation actions and post- fire environmental 
management interventions in attempts to save species presumed to 
be at risk (Gallagher et al., 2021, 2022; Legge et al., 2022). However, 
limited data were available to direct such actions in an informed way. 
Habitats which are typically exposed to fires are likely to be relatively 
resilient, at least within the bounds of fire severity and frequencies 
to which they have adapted (Nolan et al., 2021). Others however, 
such as Gondwanan rainforests, rarely or never experience fire, and 
successful regeneration of component species or whole vegetation 
communities is less certain (Le Breton et al., 2022; Lee et al., 2022), 
which could potentially lead to habitat transformations (Tepley 
et al., 2018). The longer term post- fire trends of ecological commu-
nities from either of these scenarios (i.e., fire- adapted habitats burnt 
at thresholds beyond their historic regimes or burnt fire- sensitive 
habitats) remain poorly understood in the face of large- scale mega-
fire events (Godfree et al., 2021; Rowley et al., 2020; Saunders 
et al., 2021).
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    |  3GORTA et al.

Our objective was to determine biodiversity responses and 
recovery (i.e., species richness, Shannon diversity, and Simpson 
diversity) to the eastern Australian megafires of 2019– 2020 at a 
similar scale to these fires, and across multiple taxon groupings. 
We used citizen science observations from iNaturalist from before 
and after the 2019– 2020 fires to explore biodiversity responses to 
these fires across nine broad taxon groupings and seven habitats 
(Figure 1). We collectively used all taxon groupings and habitats 
to assess how: (a) diversity estimates compared pre-  and post- fire 
in burnt and unburnt regions; (b) pre-  and post- fire diversity esti-
mates compared among distinct fire severity classes; and (c) post- 
fire diversity estimates changed with time- since- fire between 
burnt and unburnt regions up to 18 months post- fire. We then in-
vestigated how pre-  and post- fire diversity estimates in burnt and 
unburnt regions differed among the nine broad taxon groupings 
and seven habitats.

2  |  METHODS

2.1  |  Data

iNaturalist (California Academy of Sciences: http://www.inatu 
ralist.org/) is a global citizen science platform, currently hosting 
approximately 155 million observations (presence- only incidence 
records) of more than 430,000 species. Observations in iNatural-
ist are contributed by volunteers, largely via digital media (e.g., 
photographs and sound recordings), and identified to the finest 
taxonomic level possible by volunteers (see Kirchhoff et al., 2021). 
In response to the 2019– 2020 megafires, a subproject named the 
Environment Recovery Project was created on iNaturalist (https://
www.inatu ralist.org/proje cts/envir onmen t- recov ery- proje ct- 
austr alian - bushf ires) to target citizen science effort toward docu-
menting recovery in burnt regions. This allowed for rapid post- fire 

F I G U R E  1  Extent of the study area in New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory (gray with darker gray borders), showing at 
1000- m2 resolution (a) the extent of the unburnt and burnt sampling regions colored by fire severity levels and (b) this same extent overlaid 
with seven broad habitats. Distribution of iNaturalist observations colored by taxon groupings— (c, d)— and habitat— (e, f)— which were used in 
our analyses for the nine before fire periods (c, e) and single after fire period (d, f), over the fire footprint (gray).
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data accumulation (Kirchhoff et al., 2021) while addressing the 
lack of available post- fire biodiversity data (Ward et al., 2020). 
Through the Atlas of Living Australia (https://www.ala.org.au/), 
all iNaturalist observations from New South Wales (NSW) and the 
Australian Capital Territory (ACT) flagged as “Research Grade” 
were downloaded up to December 2022, including species for 
which geolocation information automatically obscured on iNatu-
ralist (e.g., threatened species) but can be made available for rel-
evant research (although some records are manually obscured by 
observers for which geolocation information cannot be obtained). 
Our analysis included records from two broad periods, before 
(from January 1, 2017 to October 1, 2019) and up to 548 days 
after the 2019– 2020 fires (November 1, 2019 to 23rd July 23, 
2021, see below for more detail).

2.2  |  Fire data

Spatial fire severity data were downloaded from the NSW De-
partment of Planning, Industry and Environment Fire Extent and 
Severity Mapping (FESM; DPIE, 2020; Gibson et al., 2020). Using 
semi- automated machine learning and imagery from Sentinel 2, 
this dataset of fire severity provided the most accurate available 
map of the 2019– 2020 megafires in NSW and the ACT, at a 10- m 
spatial resolution (DPIE, 2020). We used five of the six severity cat-
egories provided by DPIE (2020; unburnt, and low, moderate, high, 
and extreme severity), and excluded the reserved class which ex-
perimentally defined burnt grassland (Figure 1). Areas not listed as 
one of the burnt categories were categorized as unburnt. Low se-
verity in FESM is defined as burnt understory with unburnt canopy, 
where >10% understory was burnt, and >90% of the canopy was 
green (DPIE, 2020). Moderate severity is defined as partial canopy 
scorch where 20%– 90% canopy was scorched (DPIE, 2020). High 
severity is defined as complete canopy scorch with or without par-
tial canopy consumption, where >90% canopy was scorched and 
<50% canopy was consumed (DPIE, 2020). Extreme severity is de-
fined as complete canopy consumption where >50% canopy bio-
mass was consumed (DPIE, 2020). The date of fire (the date when 
the fire- front burnt within a given grid cell) was determined from 
satellite- derived hotspot data (https://hotsp ots.dea.ga.gov.au/), 
for which hotspots are defined by high levels of infrared radiation 
and thus were relatively accurate for detecting the date on which 
fires first occurred.

2.3  |  Vegetation data

Habitats were assigned using a vegetation map at 200 m spa-
tial resolution for vegetation classes across NSW and the ACT 
(DPIE, 2012). These vegetation classes were condensed into 10 
habitats: cleared, dry sclerophyll forest, flood- prone forest, fresh-
water wetland, grassland, heath, marine and estuary, rainforest, 
wet sclerophyll forest, and woodland. Three of these— grassland, 

freshwater wetland, and marine and estuary— were subsequently 
removed due to low sample sizes (see below), resulting in a total of 
seven habitats used for our analyses (Appendix S1).

2.4  |  Data aggregations

Vegetation (200 m spatial resolution) and FESM data (10 m spatial 
resolution) were scaled up to 1000 m spatial resolution matching 
the hotspot data and combined into one shapefile using ArcMap 
(Esri, 2019; Figure 1). This shapefile included a fire severity value (the 
mode of all the 10 m resolution severity values within the 1000 m 
grid cell; see Section 2.2), a habitat (using the majority method to 
determine the dominant vegetation type in the 1000 m grid cell; see 
Section 2.3), and a date of fire- front (see Section 2.2) per 1000 m 
grid cell. The same number of grid cells in the burnt region assigned 
to each vegetation class (from which habitat was derived; see Sec-
tion 2.3) was then randomly selected from areas which were not 
burnt by the 2019– 2020 fires in NSW and the ACT. When burnt 
or unburnt regions had unequal grid cell numbers per vegetation 
class, grid cells were randomly removed from the treatment with the 
higher value, to ensure equal spatial and vegetation class coverage 
between treatments. Fire severity, fire date, and habitat values were 
then extracted for each research- grade iNaturalist observation with 
≤1000 m accuracy (such that observations would only be a maximum 
of one grid cell offset), resulting in a dataset of species observations 
at 1000 m resolution, with associated fire severity, fire date, and 
habitat.

iNaturalist records were grouped into 37 broad taxon group-
ings (e.g., amphibians, birds, bryophytes, eudicots, fungi, green 
algae, insects, ray- finned fish, etc.). Of the 37 taxon groupings and 
10 habitats, only those with ≥90 observations in burnt regions in 
the 18 months after fires were included for further analysis. This re-
sulted in nine broad taxon groupings (amphibians, arachnids, birds, 
eudicots, fungi, insects, mammals, monocots, and reptiles) and seven 
habitats (cleared, dry sclerophyll forest, flood- prone forest, heath, 
rainforest, wet sclerophyll forest, and woodland) which were used 
for final analyses (Figure 1).

3  |  ANALYSIS

3.1  |  Estimating biodiversity

We analyzed trends in biodiversity using the first three Hill num-
bers (q): q = 0 (species richness), q = 1 (Shannon diversity), and q = 2 
(Simpson diversity; Hsieh et al., 2016). This was done using a rarefac-
tion and extrapolation approach to account for differential sampling 
between units, thus allowing for more direct comparisons. Analy-
ses were done using the “iNEXT” package in R (Hsieh et al., 2016; R 
Core Team, 2020). We used the estimateD() function in iNEXT 
to calculate estimates for each Hill number (q = 0– 2) and plotted 
these with a 95% confidence interval to compare among factors for 
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all tests. Statistical significance at 5% can be inferred where confi-
dence intervals do not overlap, although overlapping intervals do not 
preclude statistical significance (Chao et al., 2014). As such, we infer 
the strength of differences between treatments by categorizing 
results by: “no overlap,” “partial overlap,” and “near- complete/com-
plete overlap” of 95% confidence intervals (CI). Applying rarefaction 
and prediction through “iNEXT” enabled us to control for uneven 
sampling effort among samples (by controlling sampling complete-
ness), and to apply Hill numbers >0 to incidence data, such as those 
derived from iNaturalist (Chao et al., 2014; Hsieh et al., 2016).

3.2  |  Standardizing sampling periods

The period from which iNaturalist data were extracted for this analy-
sis was restricted to between 2017 and mid- 2021; however, unlike in 
previous attempts to use iNaturalist data as time- series (e.g., Forister 
et al., 2021), this alone did not appropriately account for increased 
sampling effort after the fires. To do this, we created temporally equal 
sampling periods for each grid cell from which to extract iNaturalist 
observations for the before– after fire and burnt– unburnt treatments. 
This was done in burnt areas by extracting all species records up to 
548 days (18 months) from the date the fire- front passed through a 
given grid cell in the post- fire (“after”) period. For the pre- fire (“be-
fore”) sampling, 1029 days was subtracted from the date of fire- front 
for each cell (such that the earliest simulated date of fire- front was 
January 1, 2017), and for each of the eight subsequent pre- fire sam-
pling period (nine in total), the date of fire- front was brought forward 
46 days (1.5 months). While there was overlap among the nine pre- fire 
periods, we did not treat these as independent, rather using them as 
an indication of pre- fire variation to compare to post- fire estimates 
of biodiversity. The latest starting date for the pre- fire periods was 
January 3, 2018, to ensure the pre-  and post-  fire sampling periods 
did not overlap. The number of unburnt and burnt grid cells per veg-
etation class was equal, so the date of fire- front in post- fire unburnt 
cells was randomly assigned to cells of matching vegetation classes 
from the burnt cells to extract iNaturalist records using the same ap-
proach as for burnt areas. The above approach was also used to group 
six 3- month (91- day) time periods using only the data after the fires 
(discarding data 547 or 548 days after the fires so groups were even), 
to compare diversity estimates for blocks of time since fire between 
burnt and unburnt regions. For fire severity comparisons, only iNatu-
ralist records up to 18- month post- fire (not before; due to very low 
(<1%) sampling completeness when “before” sampling was included) 
within the footprint of each severity level were used (i.e., sampling for 
low fire severity was restricted to grid cells subject to low fire severity 
during the 2019– 2020 megafires).

3.3  |  Standardizing sampling effort

Sampling effort was standardized by creating two checks for com-
parison with post- fire burnt region diversity (“before” and unburnt 

region estimates), as well as controlling for sampling completeness 
using iNEXT. Our sampling approach resulted in fewer post- fire re-
cords across both burnt and unburnt regions than before, but more 
records in unburnt regions than burnt regions both before and after 
the fires (burnt- before: 527; unburnt- before: 703; burnt- after: 5151; 
unburnt- after: 10857). This provided a double check to increase 
confidence that results were not driven by sampling effort. Most 
importantly, however, as Hill number estimates (diversity estimates) 
increase with sampling effort and therefore sample completeness 
(Chao et al., 2014; Chao & Jost, 2012), we used iNEXT to standardize 
sampling completeness within our comparisons to directly control 
for uneven sampling effort among treatments (Hsieh et al., 2016). 
Comparisons at the maximum common level of sample complete-
ness among treatments for species richness were derived using 
rarefaction and prediction up to twice the reference sample size (n) 
of the least sampled factor (Chao et al., 2014). As extrapolation for 
q > 0 introduces little to no bias, estimates for Shannon and Simp-
son diversity were extrapolated to 100% sampling completeness 
where possible, and 90% when estimations at 100% failed (Chao 
et al., 2014). Our data represented species incidences, so the abun-
dance values in Shannon and Simpson diversity indices used rela-
tive frequency of a given species within the reference sample, using 
the datatype = “incidence_freq” argument in “iNEXT” (Chao 
et al., 2014; Hsieh et al., 2016). See Appendix S2 for further details 
on our standardization approach.

3.4  |  Data summary

The final dataset included 3885 species from 23,568 iNatural-
ist observations, with 7560 before and 16,008 after the fires, 
and 5678 observations from burnt regions and 17,890 obser-
vations in the unburnt region. A total of nine taxon groupings: 
amphibians (nburnt after = 137), arachnids (nburnt after = 98), birds 
(nburnt after = 771), eudicots (nburnt after = 1925), fungi (nburnt after = 101), 
insects (nburnt after = 995), mammals (nburnt after = 149), monocots 
(nburnt after = 757), and reptiles (nburnt after = 218); and seven habitats: 
cleared (nburnt after = 1099), dry sclerophyll forest (nburnt after = 2435), 
flood- prone forest (nburnt after = 169), heath (nburnt after = 253), rain-
forest (nburnt after = 127), wet sclerophyll forest (nburnt after = 936), 
and woodland (nburnt after = 132); were used in our analysis. For 
severity analyses, iNaturalist observations up to 18- months 
post- fire were used from unburnt regions (n = 10,857) and those 
subject to the four fire severity categories: low (n = 1203), mod-
erate (n = 1308), high (n = 2135), and extreme severity (n = 505). 
The six periods used for our analysis of time- since- fire were 
0– 3 months (nburnt = 692, nunburnt = 2321), 3– 6 months (nburnt = 659, 
nunburnt = 2546), 6– 9 months (nburnt = 840, nunburnt = 1348), 
9– 12 months (nburnt = 1100, nunburnt = 1582), 12– 15 months 
(nburnt = 1032, nunburnt = 1840), 15– 18 months (nburnt = 811, 
nunburnt = 1162). Using iNEXT to analyze these data when all taxon 
groupings were grouped together, we compared: (a) post- fire di-
versity estimates to the range of confidence intervals from the 
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nine pre- fire estimates between burnt and unburnt regions; (b) 
post- fire diversity estimates among distinct fire severity classes 
and unburnt regions; and (c) post- fire diversity estimates between 
burnt and unburnt regions with time- since- fire among six 3- month 
(91- day) periods of 0– 3, 3– 6, 6– 9, 9– 12, 12– 15, and 15– 18 months 
post- fire. We also compared post- fire diversity estimates to the 
range of confidence intervals from the nine pre- fire estimates 
between burnt and unburnt regions among the nine broad taxon 
groupings and seven habitats.

4  |  RESULTS

4.1  |  Overall trends

Grouping all taxon groupings and habitats, diversity estimates (q ≥ 0) 
were greater up to 18 months after fires than the nine periods from be-
fore fires in the regions burnt by the 2019– 2020 megafires (no 95% CI 
overlap; Figure 2a). This was also the case for regions which were un-
burnt except for Simpson diversity before and after the fires (complete 

F I G U R E  2  Estimates of Hill numbers q = 0 (species richness), q = 1 (Shannon diversity), and q = 2 (Simpson diversity) with 95% confidence 
intervals (error bars) using rarefaction and prediction of iNaturalist observations (using the “iNEXT” package) grouped across nine taxon 
groupings and seven habitats. Sampling completeness (SC) was 100% for q > 0, and double the reference sample for q = 0 (per Chao 
et al., 2014). Estimates shown from: (a) unburnt (blue) and burnt regions (orange), before (nine 18- month periods; faded colors) and after 
(one 18- month sampling period; non- faded colors) the 2019– 2020 megafires (SC(q = 0) = 52.9%); (b) areas exposed to low, moderate, high, and 
extreme fire severity up to 18 months after the 2019– 2020 megafires, and unburnt regions (SC(q = 0) = 65.4%); and (c) up to 18 months after 
the 2019– 2020 megafires in 3- month periods between unburnt (blue) and burnt (orange) regions (SC(q = 0) = 70.3%).
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    |  7GORTA et al.

95% CI overlap; Figure 2a). There was no 95% CI overlap between be-
fore-  and after- fire estimates. After the fires, estimates for the burnt re-
gion were greater than those for the unburnt region, (no overlap in 95% 
CI) and before the fires, unburnt region estimates tended or were higher 
than burnt region estimates (partial or no 95% CI overlap; Figure 2a).

Compared to unburnt regions, diversity estimates when grouped 
across all taxon groupings and habitats remained similar (complete 
95% CI overlap for species richness), decreased (Shannon diversity: no 
95% CI overlap), or increased (Simpson diversity: no 95% CI overlap) 
after low severity fires (Figure 2b). Diversity estimates after moderate 
and high severity fires tended lower (species richness: partial 95% CI 
overlap), were lower (Shannon diversity: no 95% CI overlap), or re-
mained similar to unburnt estimates (complete or near- complete 95% 
CI overlap). After extreme severity fires, all diversity estimates were 
lower than all other treatments (no 95% CI overlap; Figure 2b). There 
was partial to complete 95% CI overlap in some diversity estimates 
among all severity levels including unburnt, except extreme severity 
(except for low severity Simpson diversity estimates which showed no 
overlap with unburnt and high severity estimates; Figure 2b).

Grouped across all taxon groupings and habitats, diversity esti-
mates generally increased with time since fire in burnt areas, while 
this trend was less clear in unburnt regions (Figure 2c). Compared to 

unburnt regions, diversity estimates were greater in burnt regions at 
6– 9, 12– 15, and 15– 18 months post- fire (no 95% CI overlap, except 
Simpson diversity at 15– 18 months with partial 95% CI overlap) and 
similar at 3– 6 months post- fire (complete 95% CI overlap except 
Shannon diversity which tended lower with partial 95% CI overlap; 
Figure 2c). Estimates were lower at 0– 3 months for Shannon and Simp-
son diversity but not species richness (complete 95% CI overlap) and 
were lower at 9– 12 months post- fire (no 95% CI overlap; Figure 2c).

4.2  |  Taxon groupings and habitat trends

Grouped across all habitats, diversity estimates after the fires in 
burnt regions compared to unburnt regions were higher for rep-
tiles (no 95% CI overlap); tended higher in amphibians, arachnids, 
eudicots (Shannon diversity only), and monocots (partial 95% CI 
overlap, except for amphibian and arachnid Shannon diversity 
which had complete 95% CI overlap); tended lower for mammals 
and eudicots (partial 95% CI overlap, except eudicot Shannon 
diversity); and were lower for birds, fungi, and insects (no 95% 
CI overlap, except complete overlap in fungi Shannon diversity; 
Figure 3a; Appendix S3). When compared to diversity estimates 

F I G U R E  3  Example estimates of Hill numbers q = 0 (species richness), q = 1 (Shannon diversity), and q = 2 (Simpson diversity) with 
95% confidence intervals (error bars) using rarefaction and prediction of iNaturalist observations (using the “iNEXT” package). Sampling 
completeness (SC) was 100% for q > 0 in these examples (see Appendix S3 for exceptions for some groupings), and double the reference 
sample for q = 0 (per Chao et al., 2014). Estimates were grouped (a) across habitats for taxon- specific estimates (birds shown here; 
SC(q = 0) = 61.9%); and (b) across taxon groupings for habitat estimates (dry sclerophyll forest shown here; SC(q = 0) = 49.7%). Estimates shown 
from: unburnt (blue) and burnt regions (orange), before (nine 18- month periods; faded colors) and after (one 18- month sampling period;  
non- faded colors) the 2019– 2020 megafires. Figures from all analyses taxon groupings and habitats can be found in Appendix S3.
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8  |    GORTA et al.

before the fires in the burnt regions, estimates increased after the 
fires for eudicots (Simpson diversity only), insects (except species 
richness), and reptiles (Shannon diversity only; no 95% CI over-
lap), and tended higher in eudicots (Shannon diversity only) and 
mammals (Shannon and Simpson diversity; partial 95% CI overlap; 
Figure 3a; Appendix S3). After the fires in unburnt regions, diver-
sity estimates were higher than before the fires for insects (no 
95% CI overlap, except for Simpson diversity) and tended higher 
in amphibians, mammals, monocots, and reptiles (partial 95% CI 
overlap; except amphibian Simpson diversity and mammal and 
monocot Shannon diversity estimates; Figure 3a; Appendix S3). 
Before the fires, diversity estimates were lower in burnt than un-
burnt regions for insects (no 95% CI overlap), tended lower for 
eudicot and mammal Simpson diversity (partial 95% CI overlap), 
and tended higher for amphibians and arachnids (species richness 
for both, and arachnid Simpson diversity; partial 95% CI overlap; 
Figure 3a; Appendix S3). All other estimates for taxon groupings 
remained similar among the four treatment comparisons (com-
plete 95% CI overlap; Figure 3a; Appendix S3).

Grouped across all taxon groupings, diversity estimates for burnt 
regions compared to unburnt regions after the fires were higher in 
dry sclerophyll forest, flood- prone forest, and rainforest (no 95% CI 
overlap except rainforest Shannon and Simpson diversity); tended 
higher in rainforest, wet sclerophyll forest, and woodland (partial 
95% CI overlap in Shannon diversity, as well as rainforest Simpson di-
versity); tended lower in heath and woodland (partial 95% CI overlap, 
except woodland richness and Shannon diversity); and were lower 
in cleared regions (no 95% CI overlap, except richness; Figure 3b; 
Appendix S3). In burnt regions, diversity estimates increased after 
the fires compared to before in cleared regions (Shannon diversity), 
dry sclerophyll forest, flood- prone forest (Shannon diversity), heath, 
rainforest, and woodland (no 95% CI overlap, except for Simpson 
diversity in heath, rainforest, and woodland) and tended higher for 
Simpson diversity in cleared regions, heath, rainforest, and wood-
land and species richness in flood- prone forest (partial 95% CI over-
lap; Figure 3b; Appendix S3). In unburnt regions, diversity estimates 
increased after the fires compared to before in cleared, dry sclero-
phyll forest, wet sclerophyll forest, and woodland (no 95% CI over-
lap) and tended lower in flood- prone forest (partial 95% CI overlap; 
Figure 3b; Appendix S3). Before the fires, diversity estimates for 
burnt and unburnt regions were higher in cleared regions for Simp-
son diversity (no 95% CI overlap) and tended higher for Shannon 
diversity (partial 95% CI overlap; Figure 3b; Appendix S3). All other 
estimates for habitats remained similar among the four treatment 
comparisons (complete 95% CI overlap; Figure 3b; Appendix S3).

5  |  DISCUSSION

We found no evidence of post- fire declines in diversity across the 
burnt regions of NSW and the ACT over the 18 months after the 
2019– 2020 Australian megafires compared to periods before the 
fires and in unburnt regions among taxon groupings, habitats, and 

fire severity level (noting burnt region fire severity estimates were 
only compared to unburnt regions). Rather, we found an overall 
increase in diversity up to 18 months after the fires as well as in-
creases in diversity estimates in some specific taxon groupings 
and habitats, although diversity in most groupings did not clearly 
change after the fires. We attribute these findings to a trio of key 
factors: the evolutionary and behavioral adaptations of taxon 
groupings fostering resilience to fire, the post- fire recovery pro-
cesses, and the increased detectability of certain species post- fire 
due to heightened activity or attractiveness to observers, such as 
post- fire flowering (Pyke, 2017). Overall, our study underscores 
the invaluable contribution of rapidly and continuously collected 
citizen science data which offers some of the earliest quantitative 
across- taxa evidence demonstrating biodiversity responses to the 
2019– 2020 Australian megafires.

5.1  |  Adaptations to fire and the impacts of 
changing fire regimes

Biomes across Australia evolved with fire, with species exhibiting 
adaptations and behavioral traits which support their resilience to 
fire disturbance (Bowman et al., 2012). For example, 95% of plant 
species found in Australian forests (dry and wet), shrublands, and 
woodlands, and 82% of plants in rainforests, exhibit life histo-
ries of persistent seed banks or post- fire resprouting, enabling re-
generation after fire (Clarke et al., 2015). Many animals can flee 
from fire grounds to avoid flames and smoke, including birds, fly-
ing insects, mammals, and reptiles (Christensen, 1980; Griffiths & 
Christian, 1996; Keith, 2012), while others have been observed to 
shelter from fires (Brennan et al., 2011; Griffiths & Christian, 1996; 
Keith, 2012; Whelan et al., 1996), which may enable their persis-
tence through fire events. While limited information is currently 
available on short-  to mid- term biodiversity responses to the 2019– 
2020 megafires, the successful short- term persistence of at least one 
taxon, amphibians (frogs), has been observed (Rowley et al., 2020). 
This is likely due to the ability of frogs to seek refuge from the 
fires (Rowley et al., 2020) and is consistent with our finding of no 
clear change in frog diversity post- fire in burnt regions compared 
to before fire or unburnt regions. This does not, however, discount 
more localized or species- specific impacts of these fires on frogs  
(e.g.,  Beranek et al., 2023). Adaptations and behaviors which 
 facilitate fire survival across taxon groupings may reduce immediate 
mortality and support persistence; potentially alleviating immediate 
declines in diversity, but this does not necessarily translate to longer 
term persistence in post- fire landscapes.

Extremely severe fires and associated fire storms may reduce 
survival if fire severity exceeds that to which species are adapted. 
Some plant species may not persist at local scales in areas sub-
ject to extreme fire, especially where overlapping threats occur 
such as a history of high fire frequency or severe drought (Auld 
et al., 2022; Nolan et al., 2021). Overwhelmingly, animals tend 
to survive the immediate passage of fires; however, a greater 
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    |  9GORTA et al.

proportion of animals are killed as fire severity increases (Jolly 
et al., 2022). The 2019– 2020 megafires were exceptional in scale, 
resulting in a proportionately large area which was burnt by more 
severe fires (Collins et al., 2021).

Our analysis reveals a generally positive correlation between the 
presence of fire and diversity, a trend likely driven by the emergence 
or discovery of additional species post- fire. The evidence for this 
correlation was not clearly driven by a particular taxonomic group-
ing, although bird and reptile diversity estimates were greater in 
burnt than unburnt regions after the fires. One habitat, dry sclero-
phyll forest, had an effect evident across all taxon groupings which 
matched the overall trend (Figure 3b; Appendix S3), and may be due 
to the high frequency of post- fire flowering in this ecosystem (Knox 
& Clarke, 2006). An important anomaly to this general trend is ob-
served when the severity of the fire reaches extreme levels, with 
no apparent uptick in biodiversity (Figure 2). This is consistent with 
the effects of a negative effect of severe fire on diversity in other 
systems (e.g., Steel et al., 2022) and suggests a possible equilibrium 
wherein the local species extinctions have offset introductions and/
or greater detectability. Another complexity could lie in the potential 
delay in habitat recovery in such heavily affected sites, requiring an 
extended period for the return of locally extinct species, potentially 
exceeding the timeframe of our study. Continued collation of citizen 
science observations will provide long- term data over large scales, 
which would be suitable for use to investigate these issues, espe-
cially when coupled with standardized data collection.

While most regions in our study which burnt are naturally ex-
posed to fire, the changes to fire regimes (e.g., increased fire 
frequency) and not necessarily the individual event will have 
the greatest long- term influence on the affected communities  
(Le Breton et al., 2022; Nolan et al., 2021). Rainforests, for exam-
ple, naturally but rarely burn patchily and at low intensity during 
extremely dry periods (Collins et al., 2019; Murphy et al., 2013). 
However, the higher prevalence of plants incapable of post- fire 
recruitment, or with limited resprouting capacity after severe 
fires in rainforests, makes them particularly vulnerable to increas-
ingly frequent and intense fires (Clarke et al., 2015). This can slow  
recruitment or cause local extinction of species in some functional 
groups, potentially leading to state shift and habitat change (Clarke 
et al., 2015; Tepley et al., 2018). As such, while examination of  
diversity responses to single, large fire events such as the 2019– 
2020 Australian megafires provides valuable insights into short-  to 
medium- term fire impacts at scale, examination of potential shifts 
in fire regimes to which such events may contribute is critical for 
informing long- term on- ground management and conservation  
actions associated with changing fire regimes under climate change.

5.2  |  The effects of recovery processes after fire

Over the 18- month period after the 2019– 2020 megafires across 
the study area, diversity estimates increased after the fires in 
burnt areas, generally at its lowest in the first 3- month post- fire, 

peaking 12– 15 months post- fire (Figure 2c). This trend was less 
clear in unburnt regions, although diversity estimates were great-
est 9– 12 months post- fire (Figure 2c). Increases in both burnt and 
unburnt treatments post- fire may have been driven by a boost in 
growth and productivity as high rainfall in eastern Australia driven 
by a shift toward La Niña conditions broke a severe drought which 
contributed to the 2019– 2020 megafires (Qin et al., 2022). This shift 
in conditions was consistent between unburnt and burnt sampling 
regions in our study, thus would not have caused any bias our re-
sults (Appendix S4). Despite this, there was variation between burnt 
and unburnt diversity estimates, likely driven by a combination of 
seasonality, local and broader scale environmental conditions, fire 
ephemeral responses, detectability or attractiveness to observers, 
and potential shifts in interspecific interactions such as competition, 
herbivory, and predation (Keith, 2012). For example, fire- stimulated 
flowering species, including the orchids and fire ephemerals, showed 
noteworthy blooms in the spring– summer following the fires, which 
may have contributed to increased detectability and therefore diver-
sity in burnt areas 6– 9 months post- fires.

Increased detectability of species recorded by citizen scientists, 
more generally, is a factor which likely influenced our findings re-
garding post- fire recovery. For example, fire ephemeral plants such 
as Pink Flannel Flowers (Actinotus forsythii) and the Sandy Hollow 
Commersonia (Andocalva rosea) are undetectable before fires (Bell 
& Copeland, 2004; Paroissien et al., 2020), but germinated, flowered 
prolifically, and became highly detectable across the firegrounds 12– 
14 months after the 2019– 2020 fires. Similarly, many monocots, such 
as the species- rich geophytic orchid group, have cryptic habits keep-
ing them relatively undetectable, but have fire- stimulated flowering 
5– 18 months post- fire (Lamont & Downes, 2011) making them more 
attractive and identifiable to observers. Both animals and plants in 
recently burnt regions were also likely more exposed and therefore 
more detectable to citizen scientists, potentially leading to increased 
recording of these species due to increased detectability rather than 
increased presence. Similarly, it is not readily possible to distinguish 
between rare species, and those which are rarely detected, and how 
the inclusion or omission of these species in our dataset may have 
influenced our results. However, while we acknowledge the poten-
tial bias of changes in detectability, such biases are likely to also be 
present in most standardized monitoring (Isaac et al., 2011).

Our results using citizen science data complement findings 
using standardized data in available literature, which typically 
have a finer taxonomic and spatial scope. However, prior studies 
on fire responses of given taxon groupings often paint a complex 
picture of post- fire responses. For example, our results supported 
prior findings that reptile diversity can often remain unchanged or 
increase after fire, but contrary to our findings some diversity indi-
ces can also decrease (Hu et al., 2013, 2016; Moseley et al., 2003; 
Mott et al., 2010). Burnt and unburnt diversity estimates for in-
sects both increased after the fires to a similar degree, despite un-
burnt estimates from before the fires being substantially greater 
than burnt region estimates. Determining the influence of the 
2019– 2020 megafires on insects, as well as making comparison 
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to prior findings on post- fire responses (which vary among and 
within insect taxa, influenced by fire characteristics, and spa-
tial and temporal factors; Arnold et al., 2017; Koltz et al., 2018;  
Palusci et al., 2021) is therefore challenging. Fire- driven, spatial, 
and temporal influences likely exist across all taxon groupings and 
habitats we analyzed. Our analysis illustrates the potential of un-
standardized data collected through iNaturalist to expand on cur-
rent understanding of the effects of fire on diversity derived from 
standardized data.

5.3  |  Future directions

We have demonstrated the value of continually collected and tar-
geted citizen science data in providing valuable insights into effects 
of the 2019– 2020 megafires on biodiversity at a large geographic 
scale. We answered questions using iNaturalist data across multiple 
taxon groupings, and a broad temporal and spatial scale for which 
there are no standardized monitoring data. However, the use of these 
data comes with caveats including the influence of the substantially 
reduced volume of data from before the 2019– 2020 megafires, com-
pared to afterwards. With targeted post- fire sampling (Environment 
Recovery Project; Kirchhoff et al., 2021), there were more records 
in our dataset after the 2019– 2020 megafires, compared to the 
number of records before the fires. However, there were also more 
records in unburnt regions than burnt regions. While our findings 
indicated overall diversity was greater after the 2019– 2020 fires, 
post- fire estimates were substantially greater in burnt than unburnt 
regions, which suggests uneven sampling effort among treatments 
was unlikely to have substantially driven these trends. Regardless, 
using iNEXT, we accounted for this in our analysis approach by con-
trolling for sampling completeness (see Section 2). Furthermore, be-
havioral, ecological, evolutionary explanations support our findings, 
as does the fact that, despite increased sampling, only some taxon 
groupings or habitats showed clear increases in diversity estimates 
post- fire and/or compared to unburnt treatments. Furthermore, this 
bias of increased sampling was likely to be systematic across taxon 
groupings and habitats (the project encouraged general sampling of 
fire- affected areas instead of targeting specific species or habitats), 
meaning that comparisons among taxon groupings and/or habitats 
are likely valid.

The potential bias of urbanization such that diversity estimates 
may be greater due to human influences on seed dispersal and dis-
turbance was also assessed using VIIRS night- time lights at a 15 arc- 
second resolution (Elvidge et al., 2017; Appendix S4). There was a 
slight increase in median VIIRS values in unburnt areas compared to 
burnt areas, but no difference between before and after the fires (Ap-
pendix S4). Our findings indicated burnt areas which were less urban, 
showed greater diversity estimates post- fire than unburnt areas; thus, 
this bias was either negligible or outweighed by environmental (e.g., 
fire) drivers (Appendix S4). We also examined whether shifts in di-
versity estimates more likely reflected species richness or species 
abundance distribution shifts by estimating beta diversity within the 

iNEXT framework (Chao et al., 2023; see Appendix S4). Estimates 
were derived from comparisons of pairs of assemblages (see Appen-
dix S4). There was little overall change within assemblage pair beta 
estimates as the value of q increased across [0,1,2], with two notable 
results (Appendix S4). Comparison of unburnt regions before and after 
the fire period showed a flattening of the curve as q increased, which 
suggests much of the change for this pair can be attributed to abun-
dant species. This was not apparent for the comparison of unburnt 
and burnt regions post- fire which showed beta estimates decreased 
with q, although we note that this is in the extrapolated part of the 
curve. An understanding of the underlying drivers of diversity shifts 
is important for informed management and is achievable through the 
use of citizen science data. Such data should continue to form an in-
tegral part of the ecological and management toolbox for monitoring, 
assessing, and responding to large- scale disturbance events, such as 
the 2019– 2020 Australian megafires.

This toolbox could be further improved with the integration of 
citizen science data and structured monitoring data, to maximize the 
quantity, rigor, and breadth of information available to support the 
management of biodiversity. In our case, our analyses and results 
cover broad biodiversity trends, but the lack of declines detected at 
this scale cannot be extrapolated to the species or local scale. For 
example, management and policy implications from further inves-
tigations of insect responses to fire would benefit from a focus on 
lower taxonomic levels (Saunders et al., 2021). To this end, further 
fire- response research on readily identifiable insect species, from 
groups including dragonflies, damselflies, and butterflies which are 
well represented in iNaturalist observations (Mesaglio et al., 2023), 
would provide finer scale insights more applicable to environmental 
managers. By integrating the data available through standardized 
local, species- , or population- specific monitoring and broader scale 
citizen science data, we will have a greater information base from 
which to identify how and where to sample minimizing gaps and re-
dundancies post- disturbance.

6  |  CONCLUSIONS

In the context of widespread changes to fire- conducive conditions 
and associated fire regimes globally (Abatzoglou et al., 2019; Jolly 
et al., 2015; Keeley & Syphard, 2016; Parks et al., 2016), ecologists, 
managers, and governments need to determine the influence of such 
changes on biodiversity at a broad scale, to adapt, and appropriately 
manage ecosystems. We have demonstrated across a fire footprint 
of over five million hectares, that diversity across taxon groupings 
and habitats increased up to 18 months after the 2019– 2020 Aus-
tralian megafires. Further examination of the influence of long- term 
fire regimes is critical to inform long- term trends in diversity.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
This study was conceptualized by Corey T. Callaghan, Will K. Corn-
well, and Simon B. Z. Gorta, and subsequent data curation, and 
analyses were led by Simon B. Z. Gorta with support from Fabrice 

 13652486, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.16955 by U

niversity O
f Florida, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [16/10/2023]. 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



    |  11GORTA et al.

Samonte, Corey T. Callaghan, Will K. Cornwell, and Shawn W. Laf-
fan. All aspects of writing, including during the review process were 
led by Simon B. Z. Gorta, with support from Corey T. Callaghan, Will 
K. Cornwell, Shawn W. Laffan, Thomas Mesaglio, and Mark K. J. Ooi. 
Sourcing of funding for this project was led by Mark K. J. Ooi and 
Shawn W. Laffan.

ACKNOWLEDG MENTS
We acknowledge the users of iNaturalist who observed, recorded, 
and identified the species which formed the fundamental dataset 
analyzed in our study. Thanks to M. Gorta for his input on drafts 
of the manuscript, and to the reviewers and editor whose com-
ments were highly constructive and polite throughout the review 
process. Unobscured species data from iNaturalist were provided 
by the Atlas of Living Australia (https://www.ala.org.au/). This pro-
ject was funded by the Australian Government's Department of 
Agriculture, Water and the Environment through the Wildlife and 
Habitat Bushfire Recovery Program (grants GA- 2000885 and GA- 
2000224). Open access publishing facilitated by University of New 
South Wales, as part of the Wiley - University of New South Wales 
agreement via the Council of Australian University Librarians.

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S T S TATEMENT
The authors declare no conflict of interest.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
The data that support the findings of this study are openly avail-
able in Dryad at https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.nk98s f7zz. How-
ever, these data are not complete, as threatened species data 
which were made available for this research on request from the 
Atlas of Living Australia have been excluded, as these are not per-
mitted to be publicly available. This, and information on how to 
replicate our dataset via download of iNaturalist data, is detailed 
in Appendix S5.

ORCID
Simon B. Z. Gorta  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7753-556X 
Corey T. Callaghan  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0415-2709 
Mark K. J. Ooi  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3046-0417 
Thomas Mesaglio  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1096-6066 
Shawn W. Laffan  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5996-0570 
Will K. Cornwell  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4080-4073 

R E FE R E N C E S
Abatzoglou, J. T., Williams, A. P., & Barbero, R. (2019). Global emergence 

of anthropogenic climate change in fire weather indices. Geophysical 
Research Letters, 46(1), 326–336. https://doi.org/10.1029/2018G 
L080959

Abram, N. J., Henley, B. J., Gupta, A. S., Lippmann, T. J., Clarke, H., 
Dowdy, A. J., Sharples, J. J., Nolan, R. H., Zhang, T., Wooster, M. 
J., & Wurtzel, J. B. (2021). Connections of climate change and 
variability to large and extreme forest fires in southeast Australia. 
Communications Earth & Environment, 2(8), 1–17. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s4324 7- 020- 00065 - 8

Arnold, K. T., Murphy, N. P., & Gibb, H. (2017). Post- fire recovery of litter 
detritivores is limited by distance from burn edge. Austral Ecology, 
42(1), 94–102. https://doi.org/10.1111/aec.12404

Auld, T. D., Keith, D. A., Gallagher, R. V., Tozer, M. G., Ooi, M. K. J., Le 
Breton, T. D., Allen, S., Yates, C. J., van Leeuwen, S., Williams, R. 
J., & Mackenzie, B. D. E. (2022). Frameworks for identifying prior-
ity plants and ecosystems most impacted by major fires. Australian 
Journal of Botany, 70(7), 455–493. https://doi.org/10.1071/
BT22009

Balch, J. K., Bradley, B. A., Abatzoglou, J. T., Nagy, R. C., Fusco, E. J., 
& Mahood, A. L. (2017). Human- started wildfires expand the fire 
niche across the United States. Proceedings of the National Academy 
of Sciences of the United States of America, 114(11), 2946–2951. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.16173 94114

Bell, S. A., & Copeland, L. M. (2004). Commersonia rosea (Malvaceae sl: 
Lasiopetaleae): A new, rare fire- ephemeral species from the upper 
Hunter Valley of New South Wales. Telopea, 10(2), 581–587.

Beranek, C. T., Hamer, A. J., Mahony, S. V., Stauber, A., Ryan, S. A., Gould, 
J., Wallace, S., Stock, S., Kelly, O., Parkin, T., Weigner, R., Daly, G., 
Callen, A., Rowley, J. J. L., Klop- Toker, K., & Mahoney, M. (2023). 
Severe wildfires promoted by climate change negatively impact for-
est amphibian metacommunities. Diversity and Distributions, 29(6), 
785–800. https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13700

Bowman, D. M. J. S., Murphy, B. P., Burrows, G. E., & Crisp, M. D. (2012). 
Fire regimes and the evolution of the Australian biota. In R. A. 
Bradstock, A. M. Gill, & R. J. Williams (Eds.), Flammable Australia: 
Fire regimes, biodiversity and ecosystems in a changing world (pp. 27–
47). CSIRO Publishing.

Bowman, D. M., Balch, J. K., Artaxo, P., Bond, W. J., Carlson, J. M., 
Cochrane, M. A., D'Antonio, C. M., DeFries, R. S., Doyle, J. C., 
Harrison, S. P., & Johnston, F. H. (2009). Fire in the Earth sys-
tem. Science, 324(5926), 481–484. https://doi.org/10.1126/scien 
ce.1163886

Brennan, K. E. C., Moir, M. L., & Wittkuhn, R. (2011). Fire refugia: 
The mechanism governing animal survivorship within a highly 
flammable plant. Austral Ecology, 36(2), 131–141. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1442- 9993.2010.02127.x

Canosa, I. V. (2023). Canada wildfires: An area larger than The 
Netherlands has been burned so far this year— Here's what is caus-
ing them. The Conversation. https://theco nvers ation.com/canad 
a- wildf ires- an- area- large r- than- the- nethe rland s- has- been- burne 
d- so- far- this- year- heres - what- is- causi ng- them- 207577

Chao, A., & Jost, L. (2012). Coverage- based rarefaction and extrapo-
lation: Standardizing samples by completeness rather than size. 
Ecology, 93(12), 2533–2547. https://doi.org/10.1890/11- 1952.1

Chao, A., Gotelli, N. J., Hsieh, T. C., Sander, E. L., Ma, K. H., Colwell, R. 
K., & Ellison, A. M. (2014). Rarefaction and extrapolation with hill 
numbers: A framework for sampling and estimation in species di-
versity studies. Ecological Monographs, 84(1), 45–67. https://doi.
org/10.1890/13- 0133.1

Chao, A., Thorn, S., Chiu, C. H., Moyes, F., Hu, K. H., Chazdon, R. L., 
Wu, J., Magnago, L. F. S., Dornelas, M., Zelený, D., Colwell, R. K., 
& Magurran, A. E. (2023). Rarefaction and extrapolation with 
beta diversity under a framework of hill numbers: The iNEXT. be-
ta3D standardization. Ecological Monographs, e1588. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ecm.1588

Christensen, P. E. S. (1980). The biology of Bettongia penicilatta gray, 1837, 
Macropus eugenii in relation to fire. Bulletin 91. Forests Department 
of Western Australia.

Clarke, P. J., Lawes, M. J., Murphy, B. P., Russell- Smith, J., Nano, C. E. 
M., Bradstock, R. A., Enright, N. J., Fontaine, J. B., Gosper, C. R., 
Radford, I., Midgely, J. J., & Gunton, R. M. (2015). A synthesis of 
postfire recovery traits of woody plants in Australian ecosys-
tems. Science of the Total Environment, 534, 31–42. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scito tenv.2015.04.002

 13652486, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.16955 by U

niversity O
f Florida, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [16/10/2023]. 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://www.ala.org.au/
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.nk98sf7zz
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7753-556X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7753-556X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0415-2709
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0415-2709
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3046-0417
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3046-0417
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1096-6066
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1096-6066
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5996-0570
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5996-0570
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4080-4073
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4080-4073
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GL080959
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GL080959
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43247-020-00065-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43247-020-00065-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/aec.12404
https://doi.org/10.1071/BT22009
https://doi.org/10.1071/BT22009
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1617394114
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13700
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1163886
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1163886
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.2010.02127.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.2010.02127.x
https://theconversation.com/canada-wildfires-an-area-larger-than-the-netherlands-has-been-burned-so-far-this-year-heres-what-is-causing-them-207577
https://theconversation.com/canada-wildfires-an-area-larger-than-the-netherlands-has-been-burned-so-far-this-year-heres-what-is-causing-them-207577
https://theconversation.com/canada-wildfires-an-area-larger-than-the-netherlands-has-been-burned-so-far-this-year-heres-what-is-causing-them-207577
https://doi.org/10.1890/11-1952.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/13-0133.1
https://doi.org/10.1890/13-0133.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecm.1588
https://doi.org/10.1002/ecm.1588
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.04.002


12  |    GORTA et al.

Collins, L., Bennett, A. F., Leonard, S. W., & Penman, T. D. (2019). Wildfire 
refugia in forests: Severe fire weather and drought mute the in-
fluence of topography and fuel age. Global Change Biology, 25(11), 
3829–3843. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14735

Collins, L., Bradstock, R. A., Clarke, H., Clarke, M. F., Nolan, R. H., 
& Penman, T. D. (2021). The 2019/2020 mega- fires exposed 
Australian ecosystems to an unprecedented extent of high- severity 
fire. Environmental Research Letters, 16(4), 044029. https://doi.
org/10.1088/1748- 9326/abeb9e

Department of Planning, Industry and the Environment (DPIE). (2012). 
Vegetation formations and classes of NSW (version 3.03— 200 m 
Raster)— David A. Keith and Christopher C. Simpson. VIS_ID 3848. 
https://datas ets.seed.nsw.gov.au/datas et/veget ation - class es- of- 
nsw- versi on- 3- 03- 200m- raste r- david - a- keith - and- chris tophe r- c- 
simpc 0917

Department of Planning, Industry and the Environment (DPIE). (2020). 
Fire Extent and Severity Mapping (FESM). https://datas ets.seed.nsw.
gov.au/datas et/fire- exten t- and- sever ity- mappi ng- fesm

Descals, A., Gaveau, D. L., Verger, A., Sheil, D., Naito, D., & Peñuelas, J. 
(2022). Unprecedented fire activity above the Arctic Circle linked 
to rising temperatures. Science, 378(6619), 532–537. https://doi.
org/10.1126/scien ce.abn9768

Dunker, B., Bull, C. M., Keith, D. A., & Driscoll, D. A. (2019). Season of fire 
influences seed dispersal by wind in a serotinous obligate seeding 
tree. Plant Ecology, 220, 405–416. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1125 
8- 019- 00923 - 2

Elvidge, C. D., Baugh, K., Zhizhin, M., Hsu, F. C., & Ghosh, T. (2017). VIIRS 
night- time lights. International Journal of Remote Sensing, 38(21), 
5860–5879. https://doi.org/10.1080/01431 161.2017.1342050

Esri. (2019). ArcMap for desktop. https://deskt op.arcgis.com/en/arcma p/
Fonseca, M. G., Anderson, L. O., Arai, E., Shimabukuro, Y. E., Xaud, H. 

A., Xaud, M. R., Madani, N., Wagner, F. H., & Aragão, L. E. (2017). 
Climatic and anthropogenic drivers of northern Amazon fires 
during the 2015– 2016 El Niño event. Ecological Applications, 27(8), 
2514–2527. https://doi.org/10.1002/eap.1628

Fontaine, J. B., & Kennedy, P. L. (2012). Meta- analysis of avian and small- 
mammal response to fire severity and fire surrogate treatments 
in US fire- prone forests. Ecological Applications, 22, 1547–1561. 
https://doi.org/10.1890/12- 0009.1

Forister, M. L., Halsch, C. A., Nice, C. C., Fordyce, J. A., Dilts, T. 
E., Oliver, J. C., Prudic, K. L., Shapiro, A. M., Wilson, J. K., & 
Glassberg, J. (2021). Fewer butterflies seen by community scien-
tists across the warming and drying landscapes of the American 
West. Science, 371(6533), 1042–1045. https://doi.org/10.1126/
scien ce.abe5585

Gallagher, R. V., Allen, S. P., Mackenzie, B. D. E., Keith, D. A., Nolan, R. 
H., Rumpff, L., Gosper, C. R., Pegg, G., van Leeuwen, S., Ooi, M. 
K. J., Yates, C. J., Merow, C., Williams, R. J., Nikolopoulos, E. I., 
Beaumont, L. J., & Auld, T. D. (2022). An integrated approach to 
assessing abiotic and biotic threats to post- fire plant species re-
covery: Lessons from the 2019– 2020 Australian fire season. Global 
Ecology and Biogeography, 31(10), 1–14. https://doi.org/10.1111/
geb.13478

Gallagher, R. V., Allen, S., Mackenzie, B. D. E., Yates, C. J., Gosper, C. 
R., Keith, D. A., Merow, C., White, M. D., Wenk, E., Maitner, B. 
S., & He, K. (2021). High fire frequency and the impact of the 
2019– 2020 megafires on Australian plant diversity. Diversity 
and Distributions, 27(7), 1166–1179. https://doi.org/10.1111/
ddi.13265

Gibson, R., Danaher, T., Hehir, W., & Collins, L. (2020). A remote sensing 
approach to mapping fire severity in south- eastern Australia using 
sentinel 2 and random forest. Remote Sensing of Environment, 240, 
111702. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2020.111702

Godfree, R. C., Knerr, N., Encinas- Viso, F., Albrecht, D., Bush, D., Cargill, 
D. C., Clements, M., Gueidan, C., Guja, L. K., Harwood, T., & 
Joseph, L. (2021). Implications of the 2019– 2020 megafires for the 

biogeography and conservation of Australian vegetation. Nature 
Communications, 12(1023), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1038/s4146 7- 
021- 21266 - 5

Griffiths, A. D., & Christian, K. A. (1996). The effects of fire on the frill-
neck lizard (Chlamydosaurus kingii) in northern Australia. Australian 
Journal of Ecology, 21(4), 386–398. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1442- 9993.1996.tb006 25.x

He, T., Lamont, B. B., & Pausas, J. G. (2019). Fire as a key driver of Earth's 
biodiversity. Biological Reviews, 94(6), 1983–2010. https://doi.
org/10.1111/brv.12544

Heim, R. J., Heim, W., Bültmann, H., Kamp, J., Rieker, D., Yurtaev, A., 
& Hölzel, N. (2022). Fire disturbance promotes biodiversity of 
plants, lichens and birds in the Siberian subarctic tundra. Global 
Change Biology, 28(3), 1048–1062. https://doi.org/10.1111/
gcb.15963

Hsieh, T. C., Ma, K. H., & Chao, A. (2016). iNEXT: An R package for rar-
efaction and extrapolation of species diversity (Hill numbers). 
Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 7(12), 1451–1456. https://doi.
org/10.1111/2041- 210X.12613

Hu, Y., Kelly, L. T., Gillespie, G. R., & Jessop, T. S. (2016). Lizard responses 
to forest fire and timber harvesting: Complementary insights from 
species and community approaches. Forest Ecology and Management, 
379, 206–215. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2016.07.040

Hu, Y., Urlus, J., Gillespie, G., Letnic, M., & Jessop, T. S. (2013). Evaluating 
the role of fire disturbance in structuring small reptile communities 
in temperate forests. Biodiversity and Conservation, 22, 1949–1963. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s1053 1- 013- 0519- z

Isaac, N. J., Cruickshanks, K. L., Weddle, A. M., Marcus Rowcliffe, J., 
Brereton, T. M., Dennis, R. L., Shuker, D. M., & Thomas, C. D. (2011). 
Distance sampling and the challenge of monitoring butterfly popu-
lations. Methods in Ecology and Evolution, 2(6), 585–594. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.2041- 210X.2011.00109.x

Jolly, C. J., Dickman, C. R., Doherty, T. S., van Eeden, L. M., Geary, W. 
L., Legge, S. M., Woinarski, J. C. Z., & Nimmo, D. G. (2022). Animal 
mortality during fire. Global Change Biology, 28(6), 2053–2065. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.16044

Jolly, W. M., Cochrane, M. A., Freeborn, P. H., Holden, Z. A., Brown, T. J., 
Williamson, G. J., & Bowman, D. M. (2015). Climate- induced variations 
in global wildfire danger from 1979 to 2013. Nature Communications, 
6(7537), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomm s8537

Keeley, J. E., & Syphard, A. D. (2016). Climate change and future fire re-
gimes: Examples from California. Geosciences, 6(3), 37. https://doi.
org/10.3390/geosc ience s6030037

Keith, D. A. (2012). Functional traits: Their roles in understanding and 
predicting biotic responses to fire regimes from individuals to 
landscapes. In R. A. Bradstock, A. M. Gill, & R. J. Williams (Eds.), 
Flammable Australia: Fire regimes, biodiversity and ecosystems in a 
changing world (pp. 97–125). CSIRO Publishing.

Kirchhoff, C., Callaghan, C. T., Keith, D. A., Indiarto, D., Taseski, G., 
Ooi, M. K. J., Le Breton, T. D., Mesaglio, T., Kingsford, R. T., & 
Cornwell, W. K. (2021). Rapidly mapping fire effects on biodi-
versity at a large- scale using citizen science. Science of the Total 
Environment, 755(2), 142348. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scito 
tenv.2020.142348

Knox, K. J. E., & Clarke, P. J. (2006). Response of resprouting shrubs 
to repeated fires in the dry sclerophyll forest of Gibraltar Range 
National Park. Proceedings of the Linnean Society of New South 
Wales, 127(1), 49–56.

Koltz, A. M., Burkle, L. A., Pressler, Y., Dell, J. E., Vidal, M. C., Richards, L. 
A., & Murphy, S. M. (2018). Global change and the importance of fire 
for the ecology and evolution of insects. Current Opinion in Insect 
Science, 29, 110–116. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.07.015

Lamont, B. B., & Downes, K. S. (2011). Fire- stimulated flowering 
among resprouters and geophytes in Australia and South Africa. 
Plant Ecology, 212, 2111–2125. https://doi.org/10.1007/s1125 
8- 011- 9987- y

 13652486, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.16955 by U

niversity O
f Florida, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [16/10/2023]. 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/10.1111/gcb.14735
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abeb9e
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abeb9e
https://datasets.seed.nsw.gov.au/dataset/vegetation-classes-of-nsw-version-3-03-200m-raster-david-a-keith-and-christopher-c-simpc0917
https://datasets.seed.nsw.gov.au/dataset/vegetation-classes-of-nsw-version-3-03-200m-raster-david-a-keith-and-christopher-c-simpc0917
https://datasets.seed.nsw.gov.au/dataset/vegetation-classes-of-nsw-version-3-03-200m-raster-david-a-keith-and-christopher-c-simpc0917
https://datasets.seed.nsw.gov.au/dataset/fire-extent-and-severity-mapping-fesm
https://datasets.seed.nsw.gov.au/dataset/fire-extent-and-severity-mapping-fesm
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abn9768
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abn9768
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-019-00923-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-019-00923-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/01431161.2017.1342050
https://desktop.arcgis.com/en/arcmap/
https://doi.org/10.1002/eap.1628
https://doi.org/10.1890/12-0009.1
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abe5585
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abe5585
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13478
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13478
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13265
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13265
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2020.111702
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21266-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21266-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.1996.tb00625.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-9993.1996.tb00625.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12544
https://doi.org/10.1111/brv.12544
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15963
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15963
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12613
https://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12613
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2016.07.040
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-013-0519-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2011.00109.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-210X.2011.00109.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.16044
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8537
https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences6030037
https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences6030037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142348
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142348
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cois.2018.07.015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-011-9987-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11258-011-9987-y


    |  13GORTA et al.

Lamont, B. B., Le Maitre, D. C., Cowling, R. M., & Enright, N. J. (1991). 
Canopy seed storage in woody plants. The Botanical Review, 57, 
277–317. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF028 58770

Le Breton, T. D., Lyons, M. B., Nolan, R. H., Penman, T., Williamson, G. J., 
& Ooi, M. K. J. (2022). Megafire- induced interval squeeze threat-
ens vegetation at landscape scales. Frontiers in Ecology and the 
Environment, 20(5), 327–334. https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2482

Lee, J. S., Cornwell, W. K., & Kingsford, R. T. (2022). Rainforest bird 
communities threatened by extreme fire. Global Ecology and 
Conservation, 33, e01985. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.
e01985

Legge, S., Rumpff, L., Woinarski, J. C., Whiterod, N. S., Ward, M., 
Southwell, D. G., Scheele, B. C., Nimmo, D. G., Lintermans, M., 
Geyle, H. M., & Garnett, S. T. (2022). The conservation impacts 
of ecological disturbance: Time- bound estimates of population 
loss and recovery for fauna affected by the 2019– 2020 Australian 
megafires. Global Ecology and Biogeography, 31(10), 1–20. https://
doi.org/10.1111/geb.13473

Mason, S. C., Jr., Shirey, V., Ponisio, L. C., & Gelhaus, J. K. (2021). 
Responses from bees, butterflies, and ground beetles to dif-
ferent fire and site characteristics: A global meta- analysis. 
Biological Conservation, 261, 109265. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
biocon.2021.109265

Mesaglio, T., Callaghan, C. T., Samonte, F., Gorta, S. B. Z., & Cornwell, 
W. K. (2023). Recognition and completeness of terrestrial inverte-
brates from iNaturalist photographs, with implications for research 
and conservation. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment, 21(4), 
167–174. https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2604

Moseley, K. R., Castleberry, S. B., & Schweitzer, S. H. (2003). Effects 
of prescribed fire on herpetofauna in bottomland hardwood 
forests. Southeastern Naturalist, 2(4), 475–486. https://doi.
org/10.1656/1528- 7092(2003)002[0475:EOPFO H]2.0.CO;2

Mott, B., Alford, R. A., & Schwarzkopf, L. (2010). Tropical reptiles in pine 
forests: Assemblage responses to plantations and plantation man-
agement by burning. Forest Ecology and Management, 259(5), 916–
925. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2009.11.031

Murphy, B. P., Bradstock, R. A., Boer, M. M., Carter, J., Cary, G. J., 
Cochrane, M. A., Fensham, R. J., Russell- Smith, J., Williamson, G. 
J., & Bowman, D. M. (2013). Fire regimes of Australia: A pyrogeo-
graphic model system. Journal of Biogeography, 40(6), 1048–1058. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12065

Nimmo, D. G., Carthey, A. J., Jolly, C. J., & Blumstein, D. T. (2021). 
Welcome to the Pyrocene: Animal survival in the age of megafire. 
Global Change Biology, 27(22), 5684–5693. https://doi.org/10.1111/
gcb.15834

Nolan, R. H., Collins, L., Leigh, A., Ooi, M. K. J., Curran, T. J., Fairman, 
T. A., Resco de Dios, V., & Bradstock, R. A. (2021). Limits to 
post- fire vegetation recovery under climate change. Plant, Cell 
& Environment, 44(11), 3471–3489. https://doi.org/10.1111/
pce.14176

Ooi, M. K. J., Denham, A. J., Santana, V. M., & Auld, T. D. (2014). 
Temperature thresholds of physically dormant seeds and plant 
functional response to fire: Variation among species and relative 
impact of climate change. Ecology and Evolution, 4(5), 656–671. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.973

Palusci, E., Mantoni, C., Strona, G., & Fattorini, S. (2021). Wildfire does 
not affect the dung beetle diversity of high- altitude Mediterranean 
habitats. International Journal of Wildland Fire, 30(8), 636–642. 
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF20120

Parks, S. A., Miller, C., Abatzoglou, J. T., Holsinger, L. M., Parisien, M. 
A., & Dobrowski, S. Z. (2016). How will climate change affect wild-
land fire severity in the western US? Environmental Research Letters, 
11(3), 035002. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748- 9326/11/3/035002

Paroissien, R., Hedges, L., Porter, J., & Ooi, M. (2020). Germination of 
the rarely seen Pink Flannel Flower (‘Actinotus forsythii’; Apiaceae). 
Australasian Plant Conservation, 28(3), 3–5.

Pausas, J. G., & Keeley, J. E. (2014). Evolutionary ecology of resprout-
ing and seeding in fire- prone ecosystems. New Phytologist, 204(1), 
55–65. https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12921

Pickrell, J., & Pennisi, E. (2020). Record U.S. and Australian fires raise 
fears for many species. Science, 370(6512), 18–19. https://doi.
org/10.1126/scien ce.370.6512.18

Pyke, G. H. (2017). Fire- stimulated flowering: A review and look to the 
future. Critical Reviews in Plant Sciences, 36(3), 179–189. https://doi.
org/10.1080/07352 689.2017.1364209

Qin, Y., Xiao, X., Wigneron, J. P., Ciais, P., Canadell, J. G., Brandt, M., Li, 
X., Fan, L., Wu, X., Tang, H., Dubayah, R., Doughty, R., Crowell, S., 
Zheng, B., & Moore, B., III. (2022). Large loss and rapid recovery 
of vegetation cover and aboveground biomass over forest areas in 
Australia during 2019– 2020. Remote Sensing of Environment, 278, 
113087. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2022.113087

R Core Team. (2020). R: A language and environment for statistical comput-
ing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Rowley, J. J. L., Callaghan, C. T., & Cornwell, W. K. (2020). Widespread 
short- term persistence of frog species after the 2019– 2020 bush-
fires in eastern Australia revealed by citizen science. Conservation 
Science and Practice, 2(11), e287. https://doi.org/10.1111/csp2.287

Saunders, M. E., Barton, P. S., Bickerstaff, J. R., Frost, L., Latty, T., Lessard, 
B. D., Lowe, E. C., Rodriguez, J., White, T. E., & Umbers, K. D. (2021). 
Limited understanding of bushfire impacts on Australian inverte-
brates. Insect Conservation and Diversity, 14(3), 285–293. https://
doi.org/10.1111/icad.12493

Steel, Z. L., Fogg, A. M., Burnett, R., Roberts, L. J., & Safford, H. D. 
(2022). When bigger isn't better— Implications of large high- 
severity wildfire patches for avian diversity and community com-
position. Diversity and Distributions, 28(3), 439–453. https://doi.
org/10.1111/ddi.13281

Sullivan, H., & Tondo, L. (2023). ‘Like a blowtorch’: Mediterranean on fire 
as blazes spread across nine countries. The Guardian. https://www.
thegu ardian.com/envir onmen t/2023/jul/26/north ern- hemis phere 
- heatw aves- medit erran ean- fires - croat ia- portugal

Tepley, A. J., Thomann, E., Veblen, T. T., Perry, G. L., Holz, A., Paritsis, 
J., Kitzberger, T., & Anderson- Teixeira, K. J. (2018). Influences of 
fire– vegetation feedbacks and post- fire recovery rates on forest 
landscape vulnerability to altered fire regimes. Journal of Ecology, 
106(5), 1925–1940. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365- 2745.12950

Thibault, J. C., & Prodon, R. (2006). Seed predation by birds shortly after 
a wildfire in a Corsican pine forest. International Journal of Wildland 
Fire, 15(1), 81–86. https://doi.org/10.1071/WF04037

Thurman, L. L., Stein, B. A., Beever, E. A., Foden, W., Geange, S. R., 
Green, N., Gross, J. E., Lawrence, D. J., LeDee, O., Olden, J. D., 
& Thompson, L. M. (2020). Persist in place or shift in space? 
Evaluating the adaptive capacity of species to climate change. 
Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment, 18(9), 520–528. https://
doi.org/10.1002/fee.2253

van Mantgem, P. J., Nesmith, J. C., Keifer, M., Knapp, E. E., Flint, A., & 
Flint, L. (2013). Climatic stress increases forest fire severity across 
the western United States. Ecology Letters, 16(9), 1151–1156. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12151

Viola, B. M., Sorrell, K. J., Clarke, R. H., Corney, S. P., & Vaughan, P. M. 
(2022). Amateurs can be experts: A new perspective on collabora-
tions with citizen scientists. Biological Conservation, 274, 109739. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2022.109739

Ward, M., Tulloch, A. I. T., Radford, J. Q., Williams, B. A., Reside, A. E., 
Macdonald, S. L., Mayfield, H. J., Maron, M., Possingham, H. P., Vine, 
S. J., O'Connor, J. L., Massingham, E. J., Greenville, A. C., Woinarski, 
J. C. Z., Garnett, S. T., Lintermans, M., Scheele, B. C., Carwardine, J., 
Nimmo, D. G., … Watson, J. E. (2020). Impact of 2019– 2020 mega- 
fires on Australian fauna habitat. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 4, 
1321–1326. https://doi.org/10.1038/s4155 9- 020- 1251- 1

Whelan, R. J., Ward, S., Hogbin, P., & Wasley, J. (1996). Responses of 
heathland Antechinus stuartii to the Royal National Park wildfire in 

 13652486, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.16955 by U

niversity O
f Florida, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [16/10/2023]. 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/BF02858770
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2482
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.e01985
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.e01985
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13473
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13473
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2021.109265
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2021.109265
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2604
https://doi.org/10.1656/1528-7092(2003)002%5B0475:EOPFOH%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1656/1528-7092(2003)002%5B0475:EOPFOH%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2009.11.031
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.12065
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15834
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15834
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.14176
https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.14176
https://doi.org/10.1002/ece3.973
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF20120
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/3/035002
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12921
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.370.6512.18
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.370.6512.18
https://doi.org/10.1080/07352689.2017.1364209
https://doi.org/10.1080/07352689.2017.1364209
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2022.113087
https://doi.org/10.1111/csp2.287
https://doi.org/10.1111/icad.12493
https://doi.org/10.1111/icad.12493
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13281
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.13281
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/jul/26/northern-hemisphere-heatwaves-mediterranean-fires-croatia-portugal
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/jul/26/northern-hemisphere-heatwaves-mediterranean-fires-croatia-portugal
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/jul/26/northern-hemisphere-heatwaves-mediterranean-fires-croatia-portugal
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12950
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF04037
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2253
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2253
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12151
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2022.109739
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41559-020-1251-1


14  |    GORTA et al.

1994. Proceedings of the Linnean Society of New South Wales, 116, 
97–108.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information can be found online in the 
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

How to cite this article: Gorta, S. B. Z., Callaghan, C. T., 
Samonte, F., Ooi, M. K. J., Mesaglio, T., Laffan, S. W., & 
Cornwell, W. K. (2023). Multi- taxon biodiversity responses to 
the 2019– 2020 Australian megafires. Global Change Biology, 
00, 1–14. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.16955

 13652486, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/gcb.16955 by U

niversity O
f Florida, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [16/10/2023]. 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/10.1111/gcb.16955

	Multi-taxon biodiversity responses to the 2019–2020 Australian megafires
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|METHODS
	2.1|Data
	2.2|Fire data
	2.3|Vegetation data
	2.4|Data aggregations

	3|ANALYSIS
	3.1|Estimating biodiversity
	3.2|Standardizing sampling periods
	3.3|Standardizing sampling effort
	3.4|Data summary

	4|RESULTS
	4.1|Overall trends
	4.2|Taxon groupings and habitat trends

	5|DISCUSSION
	5.1|Adaptations to fire and the impacts of changing fire regimes
	5.2|The effects of recovery processes after fire
	5.3|Future directions

	6|CONCLUSIONS
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


