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ABSTRACT

Radiological release incidents can potentially contaminate widespread areas with radioactive materials and de-
contamination efforts are typically focused on populated areas, which means radionuclides may be left in for-
ested areas for long periods of time. Large wildfires in contaminated forested areas have the potential to
reintroduce these radionuclides into the atmosphere and cause exposure to first responders and downwind com-
munities. One important radionuclide contaminant released from radiological incidents is radiocesium ('3”Cs)
due to high yields and its long half-life of 30.2 years. An Eulerian 3D photochemical transport model was used
to estimate potential ambient impacts of '3’Cs re-emission due to wildfire following hypothetical radiological re-
lease scenarios. The Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ) model did well at predicting levels and periods of
increased PM2.5 carbon due to wildfire smoke at routine surface monitors in California during the summer of
2016. The model also did well at capturing the extent of the surface mixing layer compared to aerosol lidar mea-
surements. Emissions from a large hypothetical wildfire were introduced into the wildland-urban interface
(WUI) impacted by a hypothetical radiological release event. While ambient concentrations tended to be highest
near the fire, the highest population committed effective dose equivalent by inhalation to an adult from **’Cs
over an hour was downwind where wind flows moved smoke to high population areas. Seasonal variations in
meteorology (wind flows) can result in differential population impacts even in the same metropolitan area.
Modeled post-incident ambient levels of '*’Cs both near these wildfires and further downwind in nearby
urban areas were well below levels that would necessitate population evacuation or warrant other protective
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action recommendations such as shelter-in-place. These results suggest that 1) the modeling system captures
local to regional scale transport and levels of PM2.5 from wildfire and 2) first responders and downwind popu-
lation would not be expected to be at elevated risk from the initial inhalathion exposure of *’Cs re-emission.

Published by Elsevier B.V.

1. Introduction

Wildland (wild and prescribed) fires have primary emissions of fine
(PM,5) and coarse ("coarse PM”) fraction particulate matter (Baker
et al., 2016; Baker et al., 2018), both of which are known to negatively
affect human health (Reid et al., 2016). Exposure to wildfire smoke
is expected to increase in the future based on increased fuel
availability and conducive meteorology (Abatzoglou and Williams,
2016; Schoennagel et al., 2017). Particulate matter emissions from wild-
land fires can include legacy pollutants that also have negative human
health effects such as mercury (Wiedinmyer and Friedli, 2007), lead
(Kristensen et al., 2014), and asbestos (Harper et al., 2015) in areas
where these pollutants deposited in the past. Additionally, elevated
levels of radiocesium ('3”Cs) have been measured in biomass in areas
impacted by radiological incidents (Takada et al., 2016; Yoschenko
et al., 2006), and wildfire has been identified as a mechanism for envi-
ronmental redistribution (Bourcier et al., 2010; Commodore et al.,
2012; Paatero et al., 2009; Strode et al., 2012; Wotawa et al., 2006;
Yoschenko et al., 2006).

Studies have shown ambient radionuclide concentration increased by
multiple orders of magnitude compared to background levels during bio-
mass burning in the area contaminated with '3’Cs from the Chernobyl
power plant accident (Kashparov et al., 2000; Yoschenko et al., 2006).
However, the levels observed and modeled were not considered signifi-
cant in terms of inhalation exposure or a notable mechanism of terrestrial
redistribution of radionuclides (Kashparov et al., 2000; Yoschenko et al.,
2006). More recently, 13’Cs has been measured in biomass in areas im-
pacted by the 2011 Fukushima Daiichi power plant accident (Hashimoto
et al,, 2012; Imamura et al,, 2017). The amount of accumulated '*’Cs
varies by biomass type and biomass form (leaves, litter, soil)
(Hashimoto et al, 2012; Imamura et al, 2017; Tikhomirov and
Shcheglov, 1994). Levels also vary by time elapsed since the accident
and vary spatially due to proximity from the facility (Takada et al., 2016).

Nuclear power plant accidents, improvised nuclear device detona-
tions, and radiological dispersal devices can introduce radionuclides
into the environment, potentially contaminating large areas. *’Cs is
water soluble, has a long half-life (30.17 years), and can easily be
taken up by plants (Zhu and Smolders, 2000). These properties mean
a long residence time in soil and biomass contaminated by radiological
incidents and thus increased re-emission potential during wildland fire
activity (GartenJr et al., 2000; Saffarzadeh et al,, 2014). It is important to
understand the potential post-incident impacts of *’Cs from a typical
wildfire to characterize exposure to support prioritization of post-
incident remediation efforts (e.g., focus efforts on impacted urban, sub-
urban, rural, or forested areas). Decontamination of forests is expensive
and has negative ecosystem impacts through loss of habitat, soil erosion,
and nutrient loss (Jouve et al.,, 1993; Linkov et al., 1997). Understanding
potential exposure related to re-emission of '*’Cs during a wildfire
could help determine whether potential negative human health im-
pacts would necessitate remediation despite known negative ecosys-
tem impacts related to forest decontamination.

Large wildfires in areas contaminated due to a radiological incident
could result in significant exposure to first responders and downwind
population areas depending on the amounts of radionuclides in con-
sumed biomass, plume buoyancy, and meteorology (Goldammer et al.,
2008; Hohl et al., 2012; Viner et al., 2015). Photochemical grid models
have been shown to capture local (Zhou et al., 2018) to regional scale
(Baker et al., 2018) wildfire plume transport (e.g., plume buoyancy
and meteorologically driven transport) and skill in estimating surface

level components of particulate matter for large wildfires (Baker et al.,
2016; Baker et al., 2018). Here, a photochemical grid model was applied
to estimate 1) actual downwind PM; 5 and coarse PM wildfire impacts
in California during the summer of 2016 which had notable wildfire ac-
tivity and 2) use that platform to test hypothetical scenarios where
wildfires caused re-emission of legacy *’Cs. The hypothetical scenarios
involve modeling downwind '3’Cs concentrations and exposure to
nearby populated areas from large (but not extreme) wildfires emitting
137Cs from hypothetical past radiological incidents in Los Angeles and
Denver developed for multi-agency emergency response planning.
Wildfire emissions of '3’Cs were based on laboratory testing and mod-
ulated to reflect anticipated post-incident levels of '*’Cs in biomass. The
inhalation exposure pathway was estimated for each of these hypothet-
ical scenarios using conservative assumptions to determine whether
137Cs re-emission during a wildfire would necessitate people exposed
downwind to wear personal protection equipment or shelter in place.

This study intends to show that a regional scale application of a pho-
tochemical grid model provides a reasonable representation of the
timing and level of PM2.5 impacts of smoke from wildfire in the western
U.S. Model performance will be based on model predictions of surface
level PM2.5 compared to routine surface level measurements of
speciated PM2.5 during a period of wildfire activity in California during
2016. Second, the modeling system will have a wildfire augmented with
hypothetical 13’Cs emissions to estimate downwind ambient 3’Cs and
committed effective dose equivalent. The objective is to understand
whether levels are high enough to warrant shelter-in-place warnings
for people exposed to wildfire smoke in situations where a past radio-
logical event had contaminated the fuel.

2. Methods
2.1. Modeling system description and application

The Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ) modeling system
version 5.3.2 (doi: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4081737) was used
to model wildfire '3’Cs impacts and has been applied extensively to es-
timate local to regional scale coarse (Li et al., 2013; Nolte et al., 2015)
and fine fraction PM (Appel et al., 2013; Nolte et al., 2015). CMAQ was
applied using 4 km sized grid cells for domains covering California and
Colorado (Fig. S1). A total of 35 layers were used to resolve the vertical
atmosphere from the surface to 50 mb with more layers near the surface
to best resolve diurnal variation in the surface mixing layer. Meteoro-
logical inputs to CMAQ were generated using version 3.7 of the Weather
Research and Forecasting (WRF) model (Skamarock et al., 2005). WRF
and CMAQ were applied with the same Lambert conic conformal grid
projection. CMAQ was also applied using 1 km sized grid cells for a
smaller area around each of the hypothetical fires. Meteorological in-
puts for the 1 km simulations were interpolated from the coarser
4 km meteorology.

Anthropogenic emissions were based on the 2014 National Emission
Inventory (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 2018) and processed
for input to CMAQ using the Sparse Matrix Operator Kernel Emissions
(SMOKE) model (DOI: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1321280).
Biogenic emissions were estimated with the Biogenic Emission Inven-
tory System (BEIS) version 3.6.1 using temperature and solar radiation
estimated by the WRF model (Bash et al., 2016). Previous work has
shown that anthropogenic (Baker et al., 2015) and biogenic (Bash
et al,, 2016) emissions are generally well characterized in southern
California and Denver region (Kelly et al., 2016). Spatial and time variant
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chemical species inflow were based on an annual CMAQ simulation cov-
ering the contiguous United States. Wildland fire emissions were day
specific and based on incident information and satellite fire detections
for actual fire location and size (Baker et al., 2016; Larkin et al., 2020).

Model predictions of PM,s organic carbon and coarse PM
(unspeciated) were paired with measurements at rural monitors in
California in 2016 when wildfire activity was present in the area to
demonstrate model skill in capturing fire-receptor relationships. Hourly
model predictions were converted to local time and aggregated to daily
average and matched with daily average measurements taken every 3
days. PM, 5 organic carbon is used as an indicator for wildfire smoke be-
cause it is the largest chemical component, and rural non-coastal mon-
itors are used to minimize the influence of model performance related
to anthropogenic or other geogenic (e.g., sea salt) emissions sources.
Coarse PM mass performance is included since the hypothetical scenar-
ios include coarse PM impacts.

Special instruments deployed as part of field study efforts in
California in 2016 (Faloona et al., 2020) and in Denver in 2014 (Flocke
et al,, 2020) provide information about the height of the surface mixing
layer and an indication about how well the model is representing
this important parameter for surface level concentration estimates
(Langford et al., 2019; Senff et al., 2020). The ceilometer deployed in
Denver has a gradient-based algorithm that is part of Vaisala's
ceilometer data logging software that calculates 3 mixed-layer heights
and up to 3 cloud levels (Knepp et al., 2017). In addition to surface
mixing layer height prediction, a visual examination of vertical gradi-
ents in aerosol measured by these instruments provides a strong indica-
tion about the height of the surface mixing layer. Model skill in
representing smoke transport is based on a comparison of model pre-
dicted winds with those measured at routine National Weather Service
surface monitors.

2.2. Incident scenarios

CMAQ was applied for the period of July 1 to 13, 2014 for the Denver
scenario and May 15 to October 1, 2016 for the Los Angeles scenario. The
2014 period was selected for Denver to take advantage of a field cam-
paign (Flocke et al., 2020) that provided unique measurements of sur-
face layer mixing height useful for evaluating model vertical mixing of
pollutants. The 2016 period was chosen for California because a field
campaign provided information about the vertical structure of aerosol
from smoke plumes using lidar technology (Langford et al., 2019;
Senff et al., 2020) and because that summer featured large wildfires
near Los Angeles that could serve as a basis of the hypothetical scenar-
ios. A summer and fall episode were extracted from the California sce-
nario to focus on different seasons with winds blowing toward the Los
Angeles area.

Each hypothetical wildfire was modeled for each day of the simula-
tion. Wildfire impacts were estimated as the difference between a base-
line simulation with all sources and a second simulation with all sources
with the hypothetical wildfire. The California hypothetical scenarios
was based on the actual emissions and location of the Sand fire (located
to the north of Los Angeles in 2016), with radionuclides artificially in-
cluded in the emissions. The wildfire in the Denver scenario is based
on the actual Sand fire (same as the California scenario) but the location
is hypothetical (located just west of Denver).

The Denver scenario (Fig. S2) was based on a hypothetical truck-
dirty-bomb incident developed for the 2012 Wide Area Recovery and
Resiliency Program (WARRP). WARRP was an interagency initiative
intended to reduce time and resources required to remediate urban
areas following a catastrophic chemical, biological, or radiological inci-
dent (Connell, 2012). The original radiological incident plume impacts
were based on southerly winds. The impact plume orientation was
modified for this hypothetical scenario by assuming winds were out of
the east during the hypothetical radiological incident so that the '*’Cs
release impacted forested areas in the foothills west of Denver where
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wildfire has happened in the past and would be possible in the future
(Dennison et al., 2014).

The Los Angeles scenario was based on a hypothetical nuclear power
plant incident (Fig. S2). In this situation, winds blew a narrow plume
from the facility location south of Los Angeles toward the northwest
impacting Los Angeles and mountains north of the city. The downwind
impacted area includes the location of the 2016 Sand fire (https://en.
wikipedia.org/wiki/Sand_Fire_(2016)) and the amount deposited was
assumed to be the same as the WARRP scenario since emissions and de-
position information are not publicly available for this scenario.

2.3. Laboratory '33Cs emissions

PM Cs emissions were based on a laboratory study that examined
the partitioning of '*3Cs (a stable, non-radioactive isotope of Cs) be-
tween airborne particulate matter and residual non-entrained ash
when pine needles and peat were doped with Cs (Hao et al., 2018).
133Cs has identical chemical and physical properties as '3’Cs but does
not have the same negative human health effects. Table 1 provides in-
formation used to generate PM *3Cs emissions, which include labora-
tory experiments measuring fuel, 1>3Cs content of the fuel, and '23Cs
measured in the air as a rate of mass per fuel burned (g '*3Cs/kg litter
burned). Table 1 includes measurements reported in Hao et al., (2018)
and additional measurements performed in 2018 at the same facility
following methods described in Hao et al., (2018). The 2018 laboratory
measurements were done with more intense fire to generate more
smoke and higher pollutant levels to exceed the lower threshold for in-
strument detection capability. The highest emissions estimate for fine
and coarse fraction PM was selected for the hypothetical wild fire to
provide a conservative estimate of '3’Cs impacts (Hao et al., 2018).
The highest measured emissions of PM, 5 12>Cs per fuel consumed was
0.006 g/kg and 0.008 g/kg for coarse PM mode (Table 1). Other experi-
mental studies have shown '3’Cs in the fine fraction of PM when pine
needles were burned and also in the coarse fraction (and larger) as a
component of ash (Kashparov et al., 2000).

2.4. Modeled >”Cs emissions

The fraction of Cs in the fuel was much higher for the laboratory test-
ing compared to actual post-incident levels to ensure detectable levels
using conventional measurement methods that are appropriate for
non-radioactive metals (Hao et al., 2018). For modeling purposes,
laboratory-based PM '23Cs emission factors were adjusted downward
based on a simple approximation of *’Cs deposition from the Denver
hypothetical WARRP radiological release scenario (Connell, 2012).
This adjustment was checked for reasonableness with a comparison
with multiple sources of post-incident '3”Cs litter fuel contamination
levels measured near Fukushima and Chernobyl.

The WARRP radiation incident scenario had a total release amount of
8.5 x 107 MBq. Assuming uniform deposition across the impacted area
would result in approximately 1,000,000 Bq/m? or 0.31 g '*’Cs/km?
(Eq. S1) which is comparable to the largest measurement downwind
of multiple nuclear facility incidents. Post-incident '3Cs litter biomass
contamination values measured near Fukushima and Chernobyl vary
depending on the time elapsed since the incident and proximity to
incident. Values ranged from 13,000 Bq/m? (Takada et al., 2016) to
880,000 Bq/m? (Kashparov et al., 2000). The highest value in this
range was selected to be conservative in the estimation of exposure.
The 880,000 Bq/m? was converted to 0.273 g of '*’Cs per km? for
comparison to laboratory fuel measurements (Eq. (S1)).

Laboratory estimates of Cs in pine needle fuel (litter) were 1.4 to
2.3 g Cs/kg litter (Hao et al., 2018) with an average of 1.8 g/kg
(Table 1). An estimate of 0.05 tons litter per km? for the areas of the hy-
pothetical fires near Denver and Los Angeles was extracted from the U.S.
Forest Service's Fuel Characteristics Classification System (FCCS) v2
module (U.S. Forest Service, 2019). A similar value of 0.04 tons litter/
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Table 1

133Cs emissions and fuel content for laboratory burns done in March 2016 (Hao et al., 2018) and February 2018.

Science of the Total Environment 795 (2021) 148872

Run Fuel type Fuel measurements Ambient PM, 5 Ambient Coarse PM

Fuel Fuel Cs Fuel ~ CsperFuel Total Csin Csemitted of % Cs Total Csin  Cs emitted of % Cs

Weight Burned Weight Weight PM,5 (g)  total fuel burned emitted coarse PM  total fuel burned emitted

(kg) (kg) (g) (g/kg) (g/kg) of Cs fuel ~ (g) (g/kg) of Cs fuel
March 2016 run 6 Pine needle 5.55 52 9.6 1.7 0.03 0.006 0.004 0.00 0.000 0.00
March 2016 run 7 Pine needle 5.24 4.9 133 2.5 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
March 2016 run 8 Pine needle 5.16 4.8 10.8 2.1 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
Feb 2018 run 1 (blank)  Pine needle 6.65 6.35 0.04 0.0066 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
Feb 2018 run 2 (blank)  Sage 5.82 5.60 0.05 0.0085 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
Feb 2018 run 3 Pine needle 6.29 5.84 8.81 14 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
Feb 2018 run 4 Pine needle 6.29 5.79 8.81 14 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
Feb 2018 run 5 Pine needle 6.32 5.85 8.84 14 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.05 0.008 0.52
Feb 2018 run 6 Sage 6.15 5.91 9.84 1.6 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
Feb 2018 run 7 Sage 6.20 5.94 14.26 2.3 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.00
Feb 2018 run 8 Sage 5.80 5.51 9.87 1.7 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.04 0.008 0.46

km? was measured for forests near Chernobyl (Yoschenko et al., 2006).
Multiplying 1.8 g/kg by 0.05 tons litter per km? results in 5,224,320 g
137Cs/km? (Eq. (S2)), which is a factor of approximately 2 x 107 higher
than the Denver WARRP scenario and post-incident measurements.
This factor is also similar to the ratio of 1*’Cs measured in litter down-
wind of Chernobyl compared to laboratory fuel levels (Kashparov
et al,, 2000).

Above-ground biomass and soil have also been shown to be long-
term reservoirs of '*’Cs after a radiological contamination event
(Hashimoto et al., 2012; Tikhomirov and Shcheglov, 1994). Measure-
ments of '3’Cs in above-ground biomass, litter, and soil at nine locations
impacted by the Fukushima incident over 5 years (Imamura et al., 2017)
show litter contains on average 20 to 47% of total contamination of the 3
reservoirs of 13’Cs and tends to decrease over time (Table S1).

Modeled emissions of '3’Cs were reduced by a factor of 2 x 107 to
minimize the influence of laboratory fuel doping and be comparable
to post-incident levels in litter. Emissions from above-ground biomass
and soil were considered the same as litter for the purposes of this
study since laboratory measurements of '2’Cs in PM were only available
for litter and multiple studies indicate '*’Cs would be present in other
biomass components (Imamura et al., 2017; Kashparov et al., 2000).
This assumption is conservative for these hypothetical scenarios since
the amount of *’Cs in fuel will decrease over time. The Sand wildfire
near Los Angeles burned ~45 km? per day with a daily total of 767 ug
PM, 5 37Cs and 1023 ug of coarse PM '*’Cs emissions artificially
added to the fire emissions profile to reflect re-emission of hypothetical
legacy incidents.

2.5. Exposure pathways

The exposure pathway considered in this assessment is inhalation
using conservative assumptions that would be considered protective
of the broader population. For instance, the ventilation rate of a healthy
working male is used because that rate is higher than other population
groups and would result in a more conservative estimate of dose rate for
comparison to levels that would require action to be taken to minimize
exposure. The dermal exposure route is not considered here because
that route results in little uptake into the human body (Eckerman
et al.,, 1988). Ingestion of contaminated foodstuffs was not considered
in this assessment. A reasonable assessment of the ingestion pathway
would require understanding the spatial nature of agriculture in these
areas and how that food is distributed locally and nationally along
with information about food consumption. Long term exposure from
deposited radiocesium is not estimated for this hypothetical exercise.

Modeled ambient concentrations were converted to an estimate of
committed effective dose equivalent (CEDE) by inhalation to an adult
from '3’Cs over an hour using Eq. (1). The CEDE is a function of the

modeled '3’Cs concentration, specific activity factor, standard reference
breathing rate for an adult, and dose per intake from inhalation factor.
When interpreting these results, it is important to recognize physiolog-
ical differences between workers and general public (e.g., sensitive sub-
populations, children).

12
) — Modeled 137¢s M8 (& ) (32 107Bq
m3 \ 10° g g

<0.96 m3> (3.9 x 1078 Sv>
x 1
hr Bq

The number for “pure” 37Cs specific activity is 3.2 x 10° MBq/g
(Browne and Tuli, 2007). The standard reference breathing rate for an
adult was 0.96 m>/h and inhalation dose coefficient of 0.039 uSv/Bq
for '37Cs (IAEA, 2011). CEDE was estimated for each grid cell and hour
of the simulation.

Sv
hr

CEDE <

2.6. Deposition

CMAQ was applied with wet and dry deposition processes repre-
sented using hourly input meteorology (Appel et al., 2020). Modeled
deposition estimates of '>’Cs were converted from kg/ha to Bq/m? for
comparison with values provided in literature (Eq. (S3)).

3. Results & discussion

Downwind impacts follow the wind patterns in each region. Since
these scenarios are hypothetical, ambient measurements are not avail-
able to evaluate how well the modeling system predicts '3’Cs. The
modeling system is being used to provide a conservative estimate of
137Cs inhalation exposure from hypothetical scenarios where deposition
from past incidents is released into the atmosphere by wildfire. First, the
modeling system skill in predicting wildfire smoke and surface level
concentration was assessed. This includes evaluation of horizontal and
vertical transport using routine surface measurements of PM, 5 carbon,
winds (speed and direction), and special field study measurements of
boundary layer mixing height. Second, the modeling system was ap-
plied to predict impacts of hypothetical legacy *’Cs from wildfire activ-
ity. Ambient concentrations and deposition predicted by the modeling
system is shown along with an estimate of CEDE through the inhalation
pathway.

3.1. Modeling system skill in wildfire smoke prediction

Daily average model predicted PM; 5 organic carbon is paired with
surface level ambient measurements made at monitors likely impacted
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by wildfire smoke in California during 2016 (Fig. 1). These plots show
that the model does well at capturing the periods of wildfire impacts
at these monitors. The model both over and underpredicts PM, s organic
carbon during these periods and does not have an obvious systematic
bias. Coarse mass predictions do not match well with ambient data at
these same locations (Fig. S3). The ambient measurements of coarse
mass do not appear to follow the same temporal (day to day) pattern
as PM, s organic carbon which suggests these sites may not be close
enough to wildfire activity to have elevated coarse mass. Based on the
differences in concentration and temporal patterns of ambient mea-
surements of coarse mass at these sites it appears these areas are dom-
inated by emissions sources, some of which not well characterized by
the modeling system, other than wildfire during this time period. The
difference in performance for PM2.5 and coarse mass is most likely
due to the routine surface monitors used for model performance may
not be close enough to a large wildfire to have an impact above typical
conditions while PM2.5 can impact monitors much further downwind
due to the longer atmospheric residence time.

Winds (speed and direction) were well characterized based on sur-
face measurements during these periods (Figs. S4 and S5). The good
agreement between model and observed winds is also evident in the
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modeling system typically capturing periods of elevated PM, 5 carbon
at monitors when wildfire impacts were likely at these locations
(Fig. 1). The height of the surface mixing layer is also important for
predicting surface level concentrations. The meteorological model
used for this analysis has been shown to compare well with surface
mixing layer height measurements made as part of a special field cam-
paign in the Los Angeles area (Baker et al., 2013). The model compares
well with observed daytime surface mixing layer heights and tends to
underestimate the extent of vertical mixing overnight in the Denver
area during the 2014 modeling period (Fig. S6). Fig. 2 shows the vertical
profile of aerosol backscatter measured in central California during 2016
compared with the vertical profile of model predicted PM, 5 carbon.
During this period where wildfire smoke passed over the lidar
(Langford et al., 2019), the modeling system did well at predicting the
boundary layer mixing height and to some extent the different stratified
layers of smoke transported from wildfires to the north.

3.2. Hypothetical scenarios: ambient and deposition impacts

The episode maximum hourly PM, 5 concentrations of '*’Cs for the
Denver and Los Angeles hypothetical scenarios are shown in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 1. PM, 5 organic carbon measurements and model predictions shown at multiple rural monitor locations in California during 2016 that were impacted to some degree by wildfire
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Fig. 3. Episode maximum modeled hourly ambient concentration for PM, 5 cesium-137 for the Denver scenario and both Los Angeles scenarios.

The maximum hourly modeled ambient and deposition levels 50 km
from the fire are shown in Table 2. The average of the maximum hourly
modeled ambient and deposition levels within 50 km of these fires is
also shown in Table 2. As expected, concentrations are highest near
the fire and tend to decrease as distance from the fire increases
(Fig. 4). Coarse mode '*’Cs concentrations (370 mBq/m? hourly maxi-
mum for Los Angeles scenario and 588 mBq/m> hourly maximum for
Denver scenario) were slightly higher than fine mode concentrations
(258 mBq/m> hourly maximum for Los Angeles scenario and 459
mBq/m> hourly maximum for Denver scenario) near the fire. Ambient
concentrations of fine and coarse mode '*’Cs are similar in magnitude
and pattern of downwind impact. The coarse PM levels then decrease
more quickly as distance from the source increases compared to PM, 5
due to the greater dry deposition velocity (Appel et al., 2020; Nolte
et al,, 2015). The larger near-fire contribution of coarse sized particles
to 1¥7Cs is consistent with measurement studies done downwind of
wildfire smoke contaminated with '3’Cs (Kashparov et al., 2000).
Since 13Cs measurements are not available due to the hypothetical
nature of this modeling assessment, published ambient concentration
and deposition levels made as part of field measurements or model as-
sessments of wild or prescribed fires contaminated with '3’Cs provide
some context for model predictions from these scenarios. One modeling
study presented near-fire measured ambient concentrations ranging
between 0.1 and 1 Bq/m> from the fire location downwind to 350 m
from a prescribed forest fire contaminated with '>’Cs from Chernobyl
(Yoschenko et al., 2006). Another field study measured time integrated
ambient 37Cs at levels ranging from 10 to 100 mBq/m> with highest
concentrations at the furthest measurement point (270 m) from the
fire (Kashparov et al., 2000). A modeling study presented '*’Cs inte-
grated concentrations estimated from contaminated prescribed fires at
levels between 100 and 500 Bq s/m> at 4 to 8 km downwind of those
fires, which represent a distance more comparable with the grid resolu-
tion used in this assessment (Kashparov et al., 2000). Another modeling

Table 2

Modeled hourly maximum '*’Cs ambient and deposition levels within 50 km of the fire
(column labeled Maximum). The average of all modeled hourly maximum '3’Cs within
50 km of the fire is also shown (column labeled Mean).

Scenario PM mode Ambient concentration Deposition
Maximum Mean Maximum Mean
(mBq/m?) (mBg/m®)  (Bq/m?) (Bq/m?)
Los Angeles  Fine 258 31 82 4
Coarse 370 36 1118 52
Denver Fine 459 80 217 8
Coarse 588 92 4475 123

study predicted concentrations up to 47 Bq/m? in wildfire smoke with
highest levels nearest the fire (Hohl et al., 2012). The near-fire predic-
tions of ambient '3’Cs for the scenarios modeled here were generally
lower than other studies using models to estimate this contaminant in
wildfire smoke. This could be related in part to different levels of 1*’Cs
in the fuel, different emission rates, coarser grid resolution used in this
study, different approaches for aggregating plume concentrations over
time and space, or some combination of these and other factors.

Model-predicted total deposition through the dry pathway is shown
for each scenario in Fig. 5. The wet pathway is not shown since extensive
rainfall would either extinguish the fire or result in significantly lower
emissions in an actual scenario. Deposition of '’Cs is highest near the
fire and decreases as distance from the fire increases (Fig. S7). Most of
the near-fire deposition is in the form of coarse fraction particulate
since the deposition velocity for coarse particles is much larger than
fine particles. Maximum predicted coarse model deposition was 1118
Bq/m? (mean = 52 Bq/m?) for Los Angeles scenarios and 4475 Bq/m?
(mean = 123 Bq/m?) for the Denver scenario. Fine fraction deposition
totals were much lower for each scenario (max = 82 Bq/m? for Los
Angeles and max = 217 Bq/m? for Denver).

Other studies that have made near-fire field deposition measure-
ments of '3’Cs deposition found ~10 Bq/m? at 50 to 500 m downwind
of a prescribed fire contaminated by '3’Cs (Yoschenko et al., 2006). A
model-based assessment of '*’Cs deposition from a contaminated wild-
fire near Chernobyl suggests a peak level of 110 Bq/m? at 1.5 to 2 km
downwind (Kashparov et al., 2000). While not explicitly detailed in
these references, the values are assumed to represent both the fine
and coarse fraction. These measurement and modeling studies present
lower near-fire deposition impacts than estimated for the hypothetical
Los Angeles and Denver scenarios presented here.

3.3. Hypothetical scenarios: inhalation exposure

The episode maximum CEDE is shown in Fig. 6 for the Denver and
June Los Angeles scenarios. Population CEDE has been expressed as
maximum hourly person-uSv-hours for both scenarios. Levels of 1*’Cs
are highest nearest the fire and tend to follow prevailing winds and de-
crease as distance from the fire increases. Peak predicted population
weighted hourly CEDE over all grid cells in the model domain for the
Los Angeles scenarios was 24 person-pSv/h and 42 person-pSv/h for
the Denver scenario. The difference in ambient levels and population-
weighted exposure between the summer and fall Los Angeles scenarios
are shown in Fig. S8. Differences in meteorology between these periods
resulted in differences in downwind transport of '*’Cs and notably dif-
ferent areas of population exposure. In both Los Angeles scenarios,
winds transported smoke toward the south but in the fall episode
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Fig. 4. Distribution of hourly maximum modeled ambient PM, 5 and coarse PM '*’Cs by distance from the wildfire.
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winds tended to expose more people in the northern part of the
metropolitan area compared to the summer episode. This suggests
that seasonal and even day to day variation in winds would result in
somewhat different downwind exposure. Fig. 6 illustrates that the
highest ambient concentrations are not always coincident with the
highest population exposure. Models provide a useful tool to match
predicted concentrations with populations to identify areas to target
for priority response. This also demonstrates variability in exposure
related to expected variability in winds in this area.

Small 1 km domains were applied for a limited area around each fire
scenario to provide a more representative impact for first responders.
These simulations were not intended to provide information about
downwind population impacts. The near-fire impacts predicted by the
1 km simulation were higher than the 4 km simulation by an approxi-
mate factor of 3 for the California scenarios and 4 for the Denver sce-
nario (Fig. S9), which is similar to other grid-model based studies
(Baker et al., 2014). This ratio is expected since the 1 km grid cells
have a volume that is 4 times smaller than the simulation where 4 km
sized grid cells were used. This study suggests peak impacts unpaired
in time and space generally match the grid resolution ratio as finer
grid resolution tends to result in higher concentrations near a particular
source.

4. Conclusions

The modeling system performed well at predicting the timing and
often the levels of surface level wildfire smoke impacts on PM, 5 organic
carbon at routine monitors in California during the summer wildfire
season in 2016. Model predicted exposures were below levels necessi-
tating evacuation or sheltering in place which suggests first responders
are more likely to have negative health impacts from other pollutants
(e.g., carbon monoxide and total PM, 5 mass) emitted by wildfire
(Adetona et al., 2013) rather than legacy radioactive *’Cs emitted at
levels similar to this assessment. Based on other similar assessments

in the literature, it is possible that external irradiation from deposited
137Cs could result in a larger exposure than the inhalation pathway
assessed here (Hohl et al., 2012).

The downwind CEDE levels predicted by the modeling system sug-
gests that post-fire exposure to a wildfire of the sizes modeled here
would not make remediation of forested areas impacted by radiological
incidents like the scenarios modeled here a high priority. Certainly,
other factors would need to be considered when prioritizing post-
incident remediation of forested areas, including the costs of remedia-
tion, and resulting damage to the ecosystem.

Laboratory testing of wildfire combustion suggests Cs fate is largely
associated with ash (>99%) rather than air emissions (Hao et al.,
2018). Future work should consider the impact and potential dose
related to '’Cs in ash being mobilized post-fire to groundwater and
reservoirs. Future work should also include experiments with actual
137Cs to corroborate the underlying assumption of the laboratory
studies that Cs partitioning between coarse and PM, s is independent
of initial Cs concentration.

This work does not provide information about longer-term cumulative
dose from other types of post-contamination radiation with longer half-
lives (e.g., nuclear weapons testing). The levels presented here may not
be relevant for first responders since the model was applied with a hori-
zontal resolution of 1 km using meteorology and terrain interpolated
from a coarser 4 km dataset. These near-fire findings should be corrobo-
rated with future work using more highly resolved input data. Further, ad-
ditional information about *’Cs emissions in non-litter fuels (e.g., woody
growth) and how much contaminated ash would be emitted as part of the
convective updrafts typical for larger wildfires would provide an improved
representation of wildfire redistribution of legacy radionuclides.

The CEDE provided in this assessment were not adjusted for use of
personal protective equipment. Finer resolution modeling could result
in higher CEDE while personal protective equipment would likely reduce
CEDE for first responders and downwind impacted population. Future re-
search could include other radionuclides that could result in higher CEDE
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with lower concentrations (e.g., alpha emitters) would be a useful compli-
ment to this assessment. Further, future work could include additional ex-
posure pathways such as ingestion of contaminated food or external
radiation from the ground through newly deposited radionuclides.
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