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Abstract: The paper investigates the changes in the physical, mechanical, and hydraulic properties
of coarse-grained pyroclastic soils, considered under both wildfire-burned and laboratory heating
conditions. The soil samples were collected on Mount “Le Porche” in the municipality of Siano
(Campania Region, Southern Italy), hit by wildfires on 20 September 2019. The area is prone to
fast-moving landslides, as testified by the disastrous events of 5–6 May 1998. The experimental
results show that the analyzed surficial samples exhibited (i) grain size distribution variations due to
the disaggregation of gravelly and sandy particles (mostly of pumice nature), (ii) chromatic changes
ranging from black to reddish, (iii) changes in specific gravity in low-severity fire-burned soil samples
different from those exposed to laboratory heating treatments; (iv) progressive reductions of shear
strength, associated with a decrease in the cohesive contribution offered by the soil-root systems and,
for more severe burns, even in the soil friction angle, and (v) changes in soil-water retention capacity.
Although the analyses deserve further deepening, the appropriate knowledge on these issues could
provide key inputs for geotechnical analyses dealing with landslide susceptibility on fire-affected
slopes in unsaturated conditions.

Keywords: post-wildfire slopes; pyroclastic soils; laboratory tests; shear strength; SWRCs

1. Introduction

During the last decade, the Mediterranean area [1], western US states [2], the Amazon
area [3], Australia [4], as well as many other countries have been systematically hit by fires.
As a result, significant increases in post-fire soil proneness to erosion, slope instability, and
desertification have been reported [5–7]. In particular, the scientific literature counts several
examples of fast-moving landslides that occurred in burned areas [8,9]. As pointed out
by Bordoloi and Ng [10] in a recent review on the effects of vegetation on engineered and
natural slopes, despite the increase in wildfire events related to climate changes, still few
case studies address the changes in the mechanical soil properties and their implications
on post-fire debris flows and erosion. Nowadays, climate change plays a critical role
in increasing the frequency and magnitude of wildfires in many countries around the
world [11,12]. Several researchers have shown that the main impacts of climate change
are associated with warmer environmental conditions and increases in droughts and
heatwaves [13,14]. As a result, climate change increases the drying of organic matter and
leads to the development and spread of wildfires by creating specific temperature and
moisture conditions in the soil and vegetation [15].

The Campania region is known to be prone to wildfires, whose frequency and severity
are exacerbated by the longer dry seasons associated with climate change. These are char-
acterized by very low or no precipitation combined with extremely high temperatures that
reduce soil moisture in the uppermost soil layers. In addition, the typical Mediterranean
climatic seasonality of the Campania region has a negative impact on forest fires. Indeed,
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the latter typically occur towards the end of the dry season, when there is plenty of fuel and
the environment is drier. This is an extremely dangerous situation that can easily get out of
control. According to the European Forest Fire Information System (EFFIS) [16], the climate
change scenario for the Mediterranean region predicts an increase in the size, frequency,
and severity of forest fires.

Owing to the often-controversial scientific literature on the fire effects on soils and the
high site-specificity of the hydromechanical soil response, laboratory and in situ tests are
crucial in providing quantitative information on post-fire soil behavior. Accordingly, this
paper aims to provide a novel contribution to investigating the physical and hydromechan-
ical properties of coarse-grained soils affected by fires in the Campania region (southern
Italy). In this area, many slopes covered by pyroclastic soils derived from the explosive
activity of the Somma–Vesuvius volcanic complex are highly susceptible to fast-moving
landslides [17] and are frequently affected by wildfires, especially at the end of the dry sea-
son (i.e., late September-early October). During this period, Esposito et al. [18] have shown
that very intense rainfall can trigger flowslides or erosion along burned slopes. However,
studies on fire-induced effects on the physical and hydromechanical properties of these soils
are lacking; therefore, the present study aims to fill this gap. Significantly, this type of data
could enrich the background for studies that, while addressing modeling/forecasting of the
hazard of erosion processes and slope instabilities [19], can also account for post-wildfire
slope conditions. The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 provides the background of
the main existing methodologies to map and classify a fire along with fire-induced changes
in soil properties; Section 3.1 describes the study area; Section 3.2 shows the sampling
activity and the assessment of the Siano fire burn severity by means of both field surveys and
remote sensing techniques; Section 3.3 explains the adopted procedures for the laboratory
tests; Section 4 presents the experimental results; Sections 5 and 6 refer to the discussion of
the obtained results and the conclusions, respectively.

2. Background

Literature studies distinguish fire intensity from burn severity. Fire intensity is linked to
the rate of energy released during a fire, whereas burn severity refers to the fire effects on
the soil physical, chemical, and biological properties, reflecting the range of burning and
degree of damage to the forest vegetation, which has an indirect impact on root decline
after a fire and controls the vegetation recovery process [20]. Worldwide, burn severity is
used to map and classify fire events. Burn severity can be assessed via both in situ surveys,
by considering soil and vegetation changes under post-fire conditions, and remote sensing
techniques, through appropriate multispectral indices that detect the changes of the ground
spectral signature between pre-and post-fire conditions [21–23].

Depending on fire intensity, burn severity, and frequency, fires can significantly alter
various physical properties of soil in surface horizons (e.g., soil color, grain size, and soil
structure), primarily in response to organic matter (OM) loss [24–26]. After severe fires,
changes in soil properties are more significant within the 0–5 cm layer and less in the
5–10 cm sampling depth [27] because soil temperature below the 5-cm topsoil layer rarely
exceeds 100 ◦C [28]. The literature reports that low burn severity fires do not cause enough
soil heating to alter significantly soil physical properties [29].

An important effect of fire is the increase in the percentage of bare soil due to the
burning/removal of vegetation cover and OM in the upper soil layer [30]. As a result, color
changes caused by exposure of mineral particles to high temperatures and the deposition
of post-fire residues (e.g., ash, charcoal) are observed [24,25]. Color changes are highly
site-specific and depend on soil type, vegetation, fire type (duration of exposure at a
given temperature), and burn severity [25,31]. Soil color is strongly affected by the type
and amount of OM [32] and Fe oxides [33]. In general, soil particles become darker with
increasing heating temperature, reaching their darkest color at 250–350 ◦C. At higher
temperatures, soils tend to become lighter (i.e., reddish and yellow). Several authors [34,35]
have shown that the black color in burned soils is due to charred litter and black charcoal.
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Terefe et al. [26] found that under laboratory conditions, redness increases with temperature
in iron-rich soils, especially in the 300 to 500 ◦C range, due to the transformation of iron
oxides into hematite and maghemite. The color of soil and ash after a fire has been used
as an indicator of burn severity [31,36]. For example, the color of ash can range from black
(incomplete burn) to white (complete burn), depending on how weak or severe the fire is.
Lightly burned areas (short exposure at 100 to 250 ◦C) are characterized by incompletely
burned organic material and blackened soil. Moderate fires (prolonged exposure at 300 ◦C)
are reported to burn plant material (leaving white ash) without altering the underlying soil,
and very severe fires (prolonged exposure at >500 ◦C) leave white ash and redden soil. In
addition, the color change may lead to a reduction in the albedo of the topsoil, increasing
the evaporation rate [37].

Moderate to severe fires can permanently alter the grain size distribution of soil at the
ground surface [38]. Previous studies in the literature have shown that grain size increases,
decreases, or does not change depending on the soil type [24,39,40]. Clays have been
reported to be the texture class most sensitive to changes caused by high temperatures, as
structural hydroxyl ions are irreversibly removed and the crystalline structure is destroyed,
beginning at temperatures of ~400 ◦C [41]. Clay mineral particle fusion can occur at
600–700 ◦C and complete clay destruction at 700–900 ◦C [42]. Clay particle fusion could
lead to better aggregation of clay particles into stable sand-sized particles, increasing the
sand, but at the expense of clay content [41,43]. For example, Jhariya and Singh [44]
reported that the sand, silt, and bulk density in the uppermost layer of 0–20 cm of sandy
loam increased significantly in areas that had been affected by high burn severity fires. Zihms
et al. [39] found that the particles retained on the 1.18-mm sieve increased slightly at 250 ◦C.
The authors suggested that the clay coated the sand grains, allowing them to be retained
on the 1.18-mm sieve. However, this coating was destroyed at higher temperatures (i.e.,
500 ◦C). Terefe et al. [26] found a significant increase in the coarse sand content associated
with a lower clay content after heating the soil. Therefore, the authors associated the
increase in sand content with a decrease in clay content. Ulery and Graham [24] showed
that soils with abundant kaolinized feldspars could have an overall decrease in particle
size due to the decomposition of the kaolinized sand grains.

The soil OM is considered a strong aggregating agent that holds sand, silt, and clay
particles together into aggregates. Subsequently, a loss of OM results in a loss of soil
structure and a reduction in macropore space [29]. In severe fires, both the decrease in soil
OM and the resulting ash incorporated in soil pores generally produce increased soil bulk
density, decreased porosity, and decreased water storage capacity [40].

In the literature, a few studies have directly investigated changes in soil and root
strength following a fire. Fires can weaken the soil-root systems due to high temperatures
reached in the upper 5–10 cm, where heat transfer from burning fuels to the tissues of the
roots, stem, or crown occurs [45]. Heat-related damage to roots occurs because of heat trans-
fer through the soil and subsequent heat conduction into the root interior. It can manifest
directly in root death, especially of fine roots, which can ultimately alter the mechanical and
hydrological functions of the soil-root systems [46] and increase susceptibility to erosion
and shallow landslides [47].

Fire effects on soil hydraulic properties include the potential formation of a hydropho-
bic surface layer [48], which, along with the removal of protective plant cover, increases
surface runoff and erosion, especially during the first post-fire rainfall. Recently, Movasat
and Tomac [49] have shown that the shear strength of hydrophobic soils affected by fire
decreases as soil hydrophobicity increases. In addition, despite the importance of soil
water retention (SWR) to soil water availability and plant growth [50], understanding of
the direct effects of fire on SWR remains limited, and existing information is, in many cases,
conflicting. SWR is an important determinant of the water movement in the soil. It is a
measure of the amount of water that can be stored in the soil and, along with infiltration,
determines the fate of precipitation. The conflicting results in the literature on the effects
of fires on SWR capacity are mainly due to the fact that fires are known to alter soil prop-
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erties that affect SWR capacity differently depending on the fire (e.g., burn severity) and
the specific conditions at the study site (e.g., soil, climate, and vegetation) [51]. Indeed,
SWR properties are primarily influenced by soil texture, structure, organic matter content,
and bulk density [52]. These properties vary by fire and site and depend on the degree
of heating and fire residues (e.g., ash, charcoal), which can play a critical role in flow and
transport processes. The addition of ash increases SWR and nutrient content and decreases
hydraulic conductivity [53]. In addition, ash is often considered to cause increased runoff
and erosion rates following fires [54–57]. In particular, ash is thought to wash or infiltrate
into the soil, clogging soil pores and thus limiting infiltration rates, which explains the
increased SWR [54,58].

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Study Area

Laboratory tests and field investigations were conducted on the pyroclastic soils
covering “Le Porche” relief in the municipality of Siano (Salerno province, southern Italy),
which were affected by wildfires on 20 September 2019 (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. (a) Map of the test area (municipality of Siano, province of Salerno, southern Italy) showing
(i) location of the study area (from left to right: Italy, Campania region, municipality of Siano),
(ii) areas burned in the past (developed by Corpo Forestale dello Stato, CFS, 2000–2014), (iii) landslide
areas (IFFI database, Italian Landslide Inventory, ISPRA, 2014) [59], (iv) the 2019 Siano fire area,
(v) the sampling area. Photos of Mount “Le Porche” taken (b) during the fire on 20 September 2019
and (c) on 21 September 2019 when the fire was extinguished.

In the past, the slopes of the municipality of Siano have been affected by both wildfires
and fast-moving landslides (Figure 1a). The slope burned in 2019 has an extent of about
54 hectares and is located on the southern slope of a carbonate massif of Mesozoic limestone
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and dolomite rocks [60] reported as the Sarno Mountain Range. This reaches a peak
elevation of 1133 m above sea level and its morphology is characterized by steep slopes
with an average gradient of about 35◦, dropping to about 10◦ at the base of the slope. The
vertical continuity of the slopes is locally interrupted by vertical carbonate scarps extending
laterally up to several hundred meters. The scarps correspond to erosion profiles of thick
carbonate layers with heights ranging from 1–2 m to 10–15 m. The lateral continuity is
instead interrupted by several stream valleys that extend downslope from the crest of the
ridge and have a length of up to 2 km and an average depth of about 30 m. Since the
late Quaternary, the massif has been covered by pyroclastic deposits derived from several
eruptions of the nearby Somma–Vesuvius volcanic complex [61]. These deposits consist
of alternating layers of ash, pumice, and buried soil horizons classified as andosols [62],
characterized by different hydraulic and mechanical properties and negligible cohesion [63].
Accordingly, the shear strength of the volcaniclastic cover is mainly controlled by matric
suction [64] and by plant roots in the surficial zone [65]. The well-developed vegetation in
the area, consisting of oak, chestnut, and pine forests mixed with Mediterranean shrubs,
provides strong protection against surface erosion [18]. On the other hand, this does not
stabilize the entire volcanic cover, as shown by previous landslides that affected completely
vegetated zones. The widespread development of vegetation in this area is favored by a
Mediterranean climate with hot, dry summers and moderately cool, rainy winters, with an
average annual precipitation in the range of 1000–1200 mm.

3.2. Sample Collection, Field and Remote Sensing Investigations

Figure 2 shows the procedure used to analyze whether and how the geotechnical
properties of the soil change because of fire. It consisted mainly of two steps: (i) assessment
of the fire damage by field surveys and remote sensing techniques; and (ii) geotechnical
laboratory tests to characterize the undisturbed soil samples.
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Figure 2. Workflow used to analyze the fire effects on the topsoil physical properties (CBI, composite
burn index [20]; dNBR, delta normalized burn ratio (given by the difference between the pre-and
post-fire normalized burn ratio); DS, direct shear; Suct, suction; GSDCs, grain size distribution curves;
Gs, specific gravity; c, soil cohesion; ϕ’, soil friction angle; SWRCs, soil–water retention curves).

Soil samples were collected within a 0–5 cm depth, one per each point reported in
Figure 3, at the mid-lower part of a 35◦ sloping area. The sampling depth was chosen to
limit the analysis to the surface soil layer affected by the fire. To distinguish the different
sample classes, we introduced the abbreviations UB-j and Bi-j, in which UB and B stands for
unburned and burned samples, respectively. In addition, i stands for the time of sampling
and j identifies the progressive number of samples collected at each i-th date.
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Figure 3. Sampling locations (UB-j, unburned samples; B1-j, burned samples collected on 30 Septem-
ber 2019; B2-j, burned samples collected on 18 October 2019; B3-j, burned samples collected on
16 February 2020).

The sampling activity focused on both burned (B1-j) samples collected on 30 September
2019 in a 3-ha area affected by the 20 September 2019 fire and unburned (UB-j) samples
collected in a nearby area. Additional burned samples were collected on 18 October 2019
(B2-j) and 16 February 2020 (B3-j) to investigate post-fire changes in the soil’s physical and
hydromechanical properties (Figure 3).

The burn severity of the Siano fire was estimated using both in situ and remote sensing
techniques to support the interpretation of laboratory results.

The composite burn index (CBI) was used for the in situ assessment of the burn
severity [23]. This index made it possible to evaluate fire-induced changes in the different
layers of the forest ecosystem. The fire effects were assessed according to the CBI guideline
by assigning values (i.e., ranging from 0 to 3) to the different biophysical variables of the
three layers belonging to the understory (A, substrate; B, grasses, shrubs, and trees less
than 1 m tall; C, shrubs and trees from 1 to 5 m tall) and the two layers belonging to the
canopy (D, intermediate trees; E, dominant and co-dominant trees). The field-based burn
severity classes range from low to high, depending on the magnitude of fire impacts on the
affected area. The information collected was recorded in the survey data form provided by
Key and Benson [23]. A CBI value of 1.5 was determined, which classified the Siano fire as
moderate to low burn severity.

In addition, the burn severity of the Siano fire was evaluated using remote sensing
techniques. Two Landsat-8 images (acquired on 16 September 2019 and 18 October 2019)
and two Sentinel-2A images (acquired on 15 September 2019 and 10 October 2019) were
used to assess the burn severity by adopting the differenced normalized burn ratio (dNBR)
method [23]. The near-infrared band and the shortwave infrared band from each of the two
preprocessed images were properly resampled. A difference map was then created from
the two NBR results. The dNBR range corresponding to each fire severity was calibrated
according to the NBR change before and after the wildfire (i.e., unburned and from low
to high) according to the classification proposed by the United States Geological Survey
(USGS) [23]. Figure 4a,b show the burn severity maps obtained from Sentinel-2A and
Landsat-8 satellite data, respectively. Figure 4c shows differences between the burn severity
maps developed with Sentinel-2A and Landsat-8 data for each burn severity class due to
the different spatial resolution of the sensors. On average, the burn severity of the Siano fire
was low/moderate to low.
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By combining the results of field surveys and remote sensing techniques, it was
determined that the Siano fire had a low/moderate to low burn severity.

3.3. Laboratory Tests

The geotechnical properties of the soil were investigated in the laboratory (Figure 2).
In particular, in addition to the undisturbed samples (UB-j, B1-j, B2-j, B3-j), the experimental
campaign also focused on reconstituted soil samples prepared from soil treated in a muffle
furnace at 300 ◦C for 60 min and 600 ◦C for 60 min (MFT300-j and MFT600-j, respectively,
in which j identifies the progressive number of tested samples). The different heating
treatments in the laboratory were aimed at investigating changes in the physical and
hydromechanical properties of the soil even beyond the effect induced by the low/moderate
to low burn severity of the Siano fire.

The laboratory testing program included: (i) dry sieve tests (No. 27); (ii) specific
gravity (Gs) tests (No. 31); (iii) direct shear (DS) tests (No. 35); (iv) soil-water retention
(SWR) tests (No. 4).

Particle-size analyses with dry-sieving were performed to determine the GSDCs
following the procedure illustrated in the standard reference ASTM D422-63 [66].

The Gs of each soil sample was computed by following the standard pycnometer
procedure ASTM D854-14 [67]. Gs is defined as “the ratio of the mass of a unit volume
of soil solids to the mass of the same volume of gas-free distilled water at 20 ◦C”. This
material property is a dimensionless ratio expressed by Equation (1):

Gs =
Ms

Vs·ρw
=
ρs
ρw

(1)

in which ρs [kg/m3] is the density of soil solids, ρw [kg/m3] is water density, Ms [kg] is the
mass of the oven-dried soil solids, and vs. [m3] is the volume of the oven-dried soil solids.
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Saturated DS tests were performed on undisturbed and reconstituted soil specimens
measuring 60 mm × 60 mm × 20 mm. The ASTM D3080 [68] standard procedure was
followed. Considering the low-stress levels characterizing the in situ conditions of the
analyzed topsoil layer, the adopted vertical pressures (σ’vc) were fixed to 9, 15, 20, and
29 kPa. DS tests were conducted in a shear testing device, applying a horizontal displace-
ment velocity of 0.0124 mm/min of the upper shear box, derived from information on the
consolidation time of the tested specimens.

Soil water retention curves (SWRCs) on undisturbed and reconstituted cylindrical
specimens (2461 mm2 × 20 mm) were also derived using a suction-controlled oedome-
ter, marketed by Megaris (Caserta, Italy) and described by Aversa and Nicotera [69].
This apparatus can control the stress state variables identified by the net vertical stress
(σv − ua) and the matric suction ψ = (ua − uw), where σv is the total stress, ua the pore–air
pressure, and uw the pore–water pressure [70]. Matric suction can be explained as pore–
water pressure with a negative value with respect to the pore–air pressure. The changes in
the water content within soil pores result in changes in matric suction. Hence, the water
flow within the unsaturated soil is affected by the less water-filled spaces among solid
particles. As a result, the permeability of the unsaturated soil varies with the changes in
matric suction [70]. The variation range of the applicable matric suction depends on the
air-entry value of the adopted porous plate. In this work, a 100 kPa porous plate was used.

To obtain the SWRCs, the net vertical stress (σv − ua) was fixed and the matric suction
varied by controlling uw and ua. The axis translation technique was adopted [71] to
reconstruct the drying path of the SWRCs. Particularly, the pore–air pressure was kept at a
constant value of 145 kPa and the pore-water pressure was varied from 145 kPa to 50 kPa,
following nine steps of matric suction values. Each suction value was maintained until
hydraulic equalization was reached. During this latter phase, the volume of porosity water
exchanged by the specimen with the water content measurement system was monitored
over time. Before running each test, some preliminary steps included (i) the high air-entry
value porous plate saturation; (ii) the specimen assembly and the contact phase between
the load cell and the specimen; (iii) the measurement of the initial matric suction value of
the specimen, and (iv) the saturation of the soil specimen. Moreover, permeability tests
were carried out to calculate the permeability coefficient of the porous plate.

Two SWR models (i.e., [72,73]) were used to obtain the SWRCs from the experimental
data, along with the corresponding hydraulic parameters. Van Genuchten’s model [72]
assumes a unimodal pore-size distribution and adequately fits the experimental SWRC
data for soils characterized by a homogeneous pore structure. However, this model cannot
describe SWRCs accurately for soils with a heterogeneous pore-size distribution. In such a
case, Durner’s model [73] can be adopted. The SWR models may be expressed using the
S variable that is Equation (2):

S =
θ− θr

θs − θr
(2)

where S is the equivalent saturation degree; θ is the volumetric water content (i.e., the
fraction of the total volume of soil occupied by the water contained in the soil); θs is the
saturated volumetric water content, and θr is the residual volumetric water content.

The van Genuchten’s model (VG) [72] is described as Equation (3):

S =

[
1

1 + (αψ)n

]m
(3)

The parameter αmay be correlated to the inverse of the air-entry value. In contrast, the
n parameter gives information about the soil pore-size distribution, and the m parameter
refers to the asymmetry of the model.
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Durner’s multimodal retention function (DB) [73] is designed for soils with more than
one order of pores; Equation (4):

S =
k

∑
i=1

wi

[
1

1 + (αiψ)
ni

]mi

(4)

where k is the number of subsystems that form the total pore-size distribution, and
wi represents weighting factors for the sub curves (0 < wi < 1, Σwi = 1). As for the
unimodal curve, the parameters of the sub curves (αi, ni, mi) are subjected to the conditions
αi > 0, mi > 0, ni > 1. αi is a scaling factor determining the pore size maximum, and mi and
ni are dimensionless curve shape parameters.

4. Results
4.1. Changes in Soil GSDCs, Color, Gs

Overall, the GSDCs of the thermally untreated soil samples (UB-j, B1-j, B2-j, B3-j)
ranged from poorly graded sand (SP, gravel = 29%, sand = 67%, silt = 4%) to silt in sand
(SM, gravel = 11%, sand = 45%, silt = 44%) according to the Unified Soil Classification
System (USCS) (see the blue dashed lines in Figure 5a). Bilotta et al. [63] pointed out that the
stratigraphic conditions of the Pizzo d’Alvano slopes are characterized almost everywhere
by alternating layers of pumice soils, mainly observed as gravel components.
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Figure 5. (a) The GSDCs of B1-1, B1-2, and UB-3 samples after different muffle furnace treatments
(MFTs); the blue dashed lines represent the envelope of all the thermal-untreated soil samples
(No. 21); (b) sand and gravel percentages of the tested soil samples at different temperature stages.

For the MFT soil samples, an increase in fine-grain content with temperature was
observed in either unburned (UB-3) or burned (B1-2 and B1-1) conditions (Figure 5a,b). In
particular, the silt content increased after the MFTs, whereas the gravel and sand content
decreased. Moreover, Figure 5b shows that the decrease in sand and gravel fractions is
lower for the MFT600-j samples, which underlines that the primary grain size variation is
found for the MFT300-j samples.

In addition, changes in soil color were noted during the MFTs in the laboratory
(Figure 6a–c). In particular, the MFT300-j soil samples exhibited a much darker color
(Figure 6b) than the unburned ones (Figure 6a), tending towards black. The MFT600-j
showed further variation in hues, moving from black to color between yellow and red
(Figure 6c). It was also possible to notice how the heating duration affected the soil color
by observing the soil samples in the muffle furnace over time. Only after heating at
600 ◦C for 30 min did the natural color of the soil begin to change, approaching gray and
red. However, this occurred only in the uppermost layer, where the roots were completely
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burned to white, while the sample a few centimeters below retained its natural color. We
attributed this experimental evidence to the poor thermal conductivity of the soil.
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Figure 6. The typical color of (a) UB-j; (b) MFT300-j; (c) MFT600-j soil samples.

The results also showed that Gs decreased for the B1-j samples compared to the UB-j,
B2-j, and B3-j samples (Figure 7a). The B2-j and B3-j samples were characterized by Gs
values comparable to those of the UB-j. The heating treatments in the laboratory resulted
in an increasing Gs trend with temperature. Compared to the UB-j samples, we found
a percentage increase in Gs of 4.7% and 7.5% for the MFT300-j and MFT600-j samples,
respectively. In addition, a higher scatter of Gs data was observed for the B1-j, B2-j, B3-j
compared to the UB-j or MFT300-j and MFT600-j samples. In particular, the MFT-j samples
showed that the amount of burned OM increases with increasing temperature at constant
duration, and the Gs values also increase.
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Figure 7. (a) Gs of the tested soil samples; (b) soil weight vs. temperature (with standard deviation
indication). “No.” is the number of tests performed.

Figure 7b shows that the average weight decreases, passing from the step “initial
condition−300 ◦C” (To-300) to the step “300–600 ◦C” (300–600). This result indicates that
a large part of OM is burned as soon as the first step (To-300) has been passed. On the
other hand, the remaining part needs higher temperatures (or longer duration at the same
temperature) to be burned.

4.2. Changes in Soil Mechanical Properties–c, ϕ’

Saturated DS tests were performed on both undisturbed and reconstituted soil samples
(Table 1). The results for the vertical pressure closest to the field conditions (σ’vc = 9 kPa)
are shown in Figure 8a–c (labeled with apex a in Table 1). In the consolidation phase
(Figure 8a), the MFT300-8 and MFT600-6 samples exhibited higher settlement values and
consolidated in a relatively short time interval (approximately a few minutes) compared to
the UB-5, B1-1, and B3-1 samples, indicating a primary consolidation behavior. In contrast,
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the UB-5, B1-1, and B3-1 samples also exhibited a secondary consolidation (creep), which
involved a gradual change in soil volume in response to loading, which may be attributed
to the presence of organic material. Regarding the shear phase, Figure 8b shows that the
MFT300-8 and MFT600-6 samples had lower shear stress values than the UB-5, B1-1, and
B3-1 samples. On the other hand, from a volumetric point of view (Figure 8c), we observed
a different dilatancy/contracting behavior among the soil classes. In particular, the UB-5
and B3-1 samples initially showed contracting behavior followed by dilatancy; the B1-1
samples showed similar behavior but exhibited less pronounced dilatancy; the MFT300-8
and MFT600-6 samples were characterized by contracting behavior only.

Table 1. Main physical properties and final stress conditions for the DS tested samples.

Sample 1 Gs
2 ni

3 nc
4 nf

5 σ’vf
6 τf

7

[-] [-] [-] [-] [kPa] [kPa]

UB-1 2.48 0.69 0.69 0.70 10.6 12.9
UB-2 2.53 0.59 0.58 0.59 34.1 29.2
UB-3 2.60 0.66 0.66 0.66 17.6 17.1
UB-4 2.57 0.62 0.62 0.67 10.6 11.7

UB-5 a 2.56 0.71 0.71 0.72 10.6 12.5

B1-1 a 2.41 0.66 0.66 0.66 10.6 10.4
B1-2 2.45 0.64 0.63 0.63 17.6 16.1
B1-3 2.30 0.67 0.66 0.67 23.5 20.4
B1-4 2.42 0.67 0.66 0.66 34.1 27.0

B3-1 a 2.61 0.68 0.68 0.70 10.6 10.1
B3-2 2.53 0.64 0.62 0.63 23.5 20.0
B3-3 2.61 0.64 0.64 0.63 17.6 15.4
B3-4 2.41 0.64 0.63 0.62 34.1 26.7
B3-5 2.73 0.53 0.53 0.52 10.6 10.4

MFT300-1 2.64 0.67 0.63 0.67 10.6 8.3
MFT300-2 2.64 0.61 0.52 0.52 17.6 14.2
MFT300-3 2.64 0.66 0.60 0.58 34.1 25.1
MFT300-4 2.73 0.54 0.52 0.51 10.6 8.7
MFT300-5 2.73 0.54 0.54 0.53 17.6 14.2
MFT300-6 2.73 0.54 0.54 0.52 34.1 25.8
MFT300-7 2.79 0.50 0.44 0.46 10.6 9.2

MFT300-8 a 2.79 0.50 0.49 0.48 10.6 9.0
MFT300-9 2.79 0.50 0.50 0.47 17.6 14.6

MFT300-10 2.66 0.53 0.53 0.53 17.6 13.8
MFT300-11 2.66 0.53 0.53 0.52 34.1 25.0

MFT600-1 2.72 0.53 0.53 0.52 1.2 1.7
MFT600-2 2.72 0.53 0.49 0.49 10.6 8.3
MFT600-3 2.72 0.53 0.49 0.48 17.6 12.1
MFT600-4 2.72 0.53 - - 23.5 15.8
MFT600-5 2.72 0.53 0.48 0.47 34.1 22.9

MFT600-6 a 2.80 0.53 0.52 0.52 10.6 7.9
MFT600-7 2.80 0.53 0.51 0.51 17.6 12.9
MFT600-8 2.68 0.52 0.51 0.51 10.6 7.9
MFT600-9 2.68 0.52 0.50 0.51 17.6 13.3

MFT600-10 2.68 0.52 0.52 0.51 34.1 21.3
1 soil sample; 2 specific gravity; 3 value of porosity before the consolidation stage; 4 value of porosity at the end of
the consolidation stage; 5 value of porosity at the end of the shear stage; 6 vertical stress at failure; 7 shear stress at
failure; a test performed with σ’vc = 9 kPa and represented in Figure 8.
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From the plot shown in Figure 9a, among the thermal-untreated samples (UB-j, B1-j,
B3-j), the UB-j samples were characterized by the highest total cohesion (c = 4.7 kPa). In
contrast, the friction angle did not noticeably change (ranging between 35.0◦ and 35.5◦)
(Figure 9a). The effect of the Siano fire consisted mainly of a decrease in the cohesive
contribution compared to the unburned control samples (UB-j). Specifically, there was
a slight decrease from c = 4.7 kPa to c = 3.4 kPa, whereas the friction angle was almost
unchanged (35.5◦ for UB-j to 35.1◦ for B1-j). The samples collected 5 months after the fire
event (B3) were characterized by cohesion and friction angle values of 3.3 kPa and 34.7◦,
respectively, thus not achieving the cohesion value of the UB-j samples and keeping the
friction angle value almost unchanged.

By observing Figure 9b, the shear strength (i.e., the average value of all the samples
in Table 1 distinguished by their effective vertical pressure) decreased as a result of the
laboratory heating treatments, regardless of the applied vertical pressure. In particular, the
comparison between the shear strength parameters of the thermal–untreated (UB-j, B1-j,
B3-j referred to the T0 value) and treated in the muffle furnace (MFT300-j, MFT600-j) samples
(Figure 9c) reveals that soil cohesion and friction angle exhibited different behaviors for the
two performed laboratory heating treatments. Particularly, with reference to the thermal–
untreated soils, the MFT300-j samples exhibited a more significant variation in the cohesion
than in the friction angle, whereas the MFT600-j samples were characterized by the opposite
behavior, showing more significant variation in the friction angle than in the cohesion.

4.3. Changes in Soil Hydraulic Properties–SWRCs

The SWRCs were derived for both undisturbed and reconstituted soil samples. The
specimens were previously saturated and then subjected to increasing matric suction values,
up to a maximum of 95 kPa, thus allowing the reconstruction of the main drying path of the
SWRC. The main properties of the soil samples tested in the suction-controlled oedometer
and the results obtained are shown in Tables 2 and 3, respectively.
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Figure 9. (a) Saturated shear strength envelopes; (b) average value of shear stress vs. tempera-
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soils treated in the muffle furnace (MFT300-j, MFT600-j referred to the T = 300 ◦C and T = 600 ◦C).

Table 2. The main properties of the soil specimens tested in the suction-controlled oedometer.

Sample
D 1 H0

2 H1
3 V1

4 Gs
5 n0

6 S7
r,0 S8

r,1 n9
f S10

r,f

[cm] [cm] [cm] [cm3] [-] [-] [-] [-] [-] [-]

UB-6

5.60 2.00

2.00 49.26 2.50 0.69 0.40

1.00

0.69 0.26
B1-5 2.00 49.26 2.38 0.69 0.61 0.68 0.32
B3-6 2.00 49.26 2.54 0.70 0.29 0.70 0.31

MFT600-11 1.60 39.41 2.79 0.69 0.36 0.62 0.39
1 specimen diameter; 2 pre-saturation specimen height; 3 post-saturation specimen height; 4 specimen volume
after saturation; 5 specimen specific gravity; 6 porosity value before saturation; 7 degree of saturation before
saturation; 8 degree of saturation after saturation; 9 porosity value at the end of the test; 10 degree of saturation at
the end of the test.
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Table 3. Results of the suction-controlled oedometer tests.

ψ1 ∆V2
w V3

w H4 V5 θ6
w n7 S8

r

[kPa] [cm3] [cm3] [cm3] [cm3] [cm3/cm3] [-] [-]

UB-6
0 0.00 33.67 2.00 49.26 0.68 0.69 1.00
1 −3.21 30.45 2.00 49.27 0.62 0.69 0.89
3 −5.64 24.81 2.00 49.27 0.50 0.69 0.73
6 −2.35 22.46 2.00 49.16 0.46 0.69 0.66
10 −1.43 21.03 2.00 49.17 0.43 0.69 0.62
20 −1.82 19.20 2.00 49.17 0.39 0.69 0.56
40 −2.32 16.89 1.99 49.10 0.34 0.69 0.50
75 −1.42 15.47 1.99 49.05 0.32 0.69 0.46
95 −0.71 14.76 1.99 49.03 0.30 0.69 0.44

B1-5
0 0.00 34.87 2.00 49.26 0.69 0.69 1.00
1 −3.24 31.63 2.00 49.27 0.64 0.69 0.94
3 −5.54 26.09 2.00 49.22 0.53 0.69 0.77
6 −3.33 22.76 2.00 49.14 0.46 0.69 0.68
10 −1.76 21.00 1.99 48.98 0.43 0.68 0.63
20 −2.46 18.54 1.99 48.98 0.38 0.68 0.55
40 −2.07 16.47 1.99 49.03 0.34 0.68 0.49
75 −1.92 14.55 1.99 49.02 0.30 0.68 0.43
95 −0.75 13.81 1.99 49.02 0.28 0.68 0.41

B3-6
0 0.00 38.41 2.00 49.26 0.70 0.70 1.00
2 −4.45 33.96 2.00 49.16 0.69 0.70 0.99
6 −8.14 25.81 1.98 48.77 0.53 0.70 0.76
7 −2.66 23.15 1.98 48.79 0.47 0.70 0.68
10 −2.05 21.10 1.98 48.76 0.43 0.70 0.62
20 −3.02 18.08 1.98 48.69 0.37 0.70 0.53
40 −1.99 16.10 1.97 48.62 0.33 0.70 0.48
75 −1.36 14.74 1.97 48.61 0.30 0.70 0.44
95 −0.26 14.48 1.98 48.67 0.30 0.70 0.43

MFT600-11
0 0.00 32.35 1.60 39.41 0.62 0.62 1.00
1 −14.39 17.96 1.60 39.40 0.46 0.62 0.74
2 −0.17 17.79 1.60 39.40 0.45 0.62 0.73
5 −0.64 17.16 1.60 39.41 0.44 0.62 0.71
10 −0.15 17.01 1.60 39.43 0.43 0.62 0.70
20 −0.86 16.15 1.60 39.39 0.41 0.62 0.66
40 −2.04 14.11 1.60 39.39 0.36 0.62 0.58
70 −3.12 10.99 1.60 39.39 0.28 0.62 0.45
95 −1.50 9.49 1.60 39.40 0.24 0.62 0.39

1 matric suction; 2 water volume variation; 3 water volume; 4 height after saturation; 5 total volume; 6 volumetric
water content, which is calculated as the ratio between the specimen water volume (Vw) and its total volume (V);
7 specimen porosity value; 8 degree of saturation.

The experimental data obtained from the suction-controlled oedometer tests were
implemented in both van Genuchten’s and Durner’s models [72,73]. In particular, the
thermal–untreated samples showed regular trends, exhibiting unimodal SWRCs behaviors,
whereas a bimodal behavior characterized the MFT600-11 sample (Figure 10). Compared
to the thermal–untreated samples, for low matric suction levels (up to 6–10 kPa), the
MFT600-11 was characterized by lower volumetric water contents, whereas it showed
slightly higher values in the range of 10–55 kPa and then for higher matric suction values
(up to 100 kPa) it exhibited no significant differences.
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Figure 10. Soil–water retention data of the investigated soil samples fitted by way of van Genuchten’s
and Durner’s parametric functions for UB-6, B1-5, B3-6, and MFT600-11, respectively.

Moreover, the MFT600-11 showed a rapid desaturation for matric suction values
between 0 and 1 kPa, followed by a transitional phase where the degree of saturation was
kept almost constant up to 10 kPa. Then, an increase in the desaturation gradient was
recorded for matric suction values higher than 20 kPa.

The SWRC relative to the B1-5 sample slightly differs from that of the UB-6. Compared
to the UB-6 and B1-5 samples, the B3-6 showed higher volumetric water contents up to
matric suction of 10 kPa, whereas no significant differences were found at higher matric
suction values. Notably, for the thermal-untreated samples, we noticed an increase in the
slope of the volumetric water content function for matric suction values higher than 2 kPa.
This decrease in volumetric water content markedly appeared for the B3-6 rather than the
UB-6 and B1-5 samples.

5. Discussion

The performed laboratory tests provided insight into the post-fire physical and hy-
dromechanical properties of the pyroclastic soils that cover the reliefs of Mount “Le Porche”
(Siano mountains, southern Italy), affected by a low/moderate to low burn severity fire on
20 September 2019. GSDCs, Gs, shear strengths, and SWRCs were analyzed for three soil
sample classes: unburned, wildfire-burned, and those subjected to different laboratory
heating treatments.

As for the physical properties, changes in soil GSDCs, color, and Gs were observed.
Regarding the grain size distribution of the tested soil samples, an increase in the fine-grain
content with temperature was noticed after laboratory heating treatments, which is in
agreement with the results of Stoof [40], who showed that heating soils at temperatures
below 200 ◦C has little effect on soil texture, whereas burning and heating at temperatures
above 300 ◦C increases the clay and silt content and decreases the sand content. In particular,
our results revealed increases in silt content due to the muffle furnace treatments, whereas
gravel and sand content decreased. In addition, we found that the decrease of sand and
gravel fractions was lower after MFT600, which indicates that the main grain size change
is observed for the MFT300-j samples. The results can be attributed to a cracking effect
of the sand and gravel particles due to heat exposure in the muffle furnace. An observed
peculiarity concerned the presence of pumice material in the samples that did not tend to
crack into finer particles under normal conditions (unburned) but showed a low resistance
after heating to 300 ◦C and then to 600 ◦C for 60 min so that even low stress was sufficient
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to crumble the coarser pumice particles. In contrast, Esposito et al. [18] reported that the
texture classes of the pyroclastic soils of the Pizzo d’Alvano massif were not significantly
affected by a fire in 2012. However, it is worth noting that in the tests presented here, we did
not find the aggregation phenomenon of finer particles into sand-sized particles mentioned
in previous studies (e.g., [26,39]), probably due to the predominantly sandy composition
of the analyzed soil. We noted that after exposure to 300 ◦C for 60 min (MFT300), the soil
samples exhibited a much darker color than in the unburned condition, tending toward
black and leaving black traces when touched. We attribute this color change to incomplete
combustion of soil OM (e.g., coal), as found by several authors [24,25]. Moreover, after
burning the same soil samples in the muffle furnace at 600 ◦C for 60 min (MFT600), a
further color change from black to color between yellow and red was observed. The latter
color change could be related to the dehydration of goethite into hematite or maghemite,
as confirmed by Zihms et al. [39], who focused on the color changes of silica sand during
laboratory heating experiments. Moreover, it is worth comparing the soil color changes
resulting from the laboratory heating with those observed in the Siano burned area. In
particular, the same color changes were not observed as in the samples obtained from MFTs
at 300 and 600 ◦C for 60 min. This indicates that the Siano fire resulted in less severe heating
conditions than those simulated in the laboratory treatments. We suggest that the color
change observed in the field is due to the moderate to low burn severity of the Siano Fire.

Compared to the Gs of the unburned control site (UB-j), the burned samples (B1-j)
showed a significant decrease; the samples collected at different dates after the fire (B2-j and
B3-j) showed a progressive recovery, and an increasing trend was observed in the samples
subjected to the laboratory heating treatments (MFT300-j, MFT600-j). We relate the decrease
in Gs for the B1-j samples to the partial burning of litter and understory OM (resulting in
charcoal and ash) and its deposition in the upper soil layer. Our results are consistent with
previous research showing that ash and charcoal have lower Gs than mineral soil particles
(e.g., [74]). Samples collected from the burned area approximately one month (B2-j) and five
months (B3-j) after the fire exhibited Gs values not significantly different from those of the
unburned control samples (UB-j), indicating a recovery of Gs. We hypothesize that this is a
result of post-fire runoff and erosion processes triggered by rain and wind that led to the
partial removal of fire residues from the surface soil horizon. On the other hand, the MFTs
resulted in a significant increase in soil Gs as a function of temperature. Specifically, as the
temperature increased the amount of volatilized OM (light and bulky) increased, and soil
Gs values also increased. This is consistent with previous studies on the topic [40,44,75].

Regarding changes in the mechanical properties of the tested soils, reductions in
the cohesive contributions of burned (B1-j), revegetated (B3-j), and muffle furnace treated
(MFT300-j, MFT600-j) samples were observed compared to unburned (UB-j) control samples.
In addition, the MFT600-j samples showed a decrease in soil friction angle compared to the
other soil sample classes. The investigated soils are loose and of pyroclastic origin; only
their root systems provide a cohesive contribution under saturated conditions. Wu [76],
Waldron [77], and Wu et al. [78] proposed and developed a model for the analysis of
shear strength of rooted soils. This model is based on the tensile strength of roots and
the percentage of rooted area defined as the sum of the cross-sectional area of each root
passing a horizontal plane at a given depth (i.e., RAR, root area ratio). The additional
force is due to an increase in cohesion and is proportional to the number of roots and their
diameter. Depending on the degree of burning and heating, we found that the additional
root cohesion was reduced for the fire-affected (B1-j, B3-j) and MFT-j samples due to the
fire-induced weakening and burning of the root systems. This is confirmed by the fact
that the MFT-j samples exhibited higher settlement values in the consolidation phase and
a contracting behavior in the shear phase as the structural contribution of the roots was
removed. In particular, the reduction in cohesion was due to the fire-induced combustion
of the roots in the burned samples (B1-j). This is also confirmed by several researchers who
found that roots can lose strength after a fire, decreasing their contribution to cohesion
and making slopes more prone to failure [46,79,80]. Moreover, the value of cohesion still
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slightly decreased in the long term (5 months after the fire in this work) for the B3-j samples,
highlighting that the roots may lose only part of their strength contribution shortly after
the fire. From the in situ surveys, we found that the B3-j samples were rooted and still
contained fire residues, albeit in smaller amounts than the B1-j samples. We can argue
that 5 months after the fire, root regeneration occurred. However, the roots did not reach
values of cohesion typical of the unburned site. Our results are consistent with those of
Lei et al. [46], who found that the decline in soil cohesion after a fire depends on the time and
the fire burn severity. The authors observed a deterioration of hydromechanical properties
of soil-root systems after a wildfire in a subalpine coniferous forest area (2 months, 1 year,
and 2 years after wildfire). They showed decreasing root tensile strength associated with
root death and subsequent reduction in soil cohesion, which is critical for understanding
the initiation mechanism of post-fire debris flows and shallow landslides. Comparing
the shear strength parameters (i.e., the average values of all samples listed in Table 1) of
the thermally untreated soils (UB-j, B1-j, B3-j) with the soils treated in a muffle furnace
(MFT300-j, MFT600-j) (Figure 9c), the soil cohesion and soil friction angle showed different
behaviors for the two performed heating treatments. In particular, the MFT300-j showed
no significant change in friction angle, whereas a decrease in cohesion was observed. In
contrast, the MFT600-j showed a more significant change in the friction angle than in
cohesion. We hypothesize that most of the roots that made a structural contribution to the
soil were already burned after MFT300-j. In contrast, higher temperatures are required
to appreciate changes in soil friction angle. The decrease in soil friction angle for the
MFT600-j samples may be due to several factors. First, when burning at 600 ◦C, the grain
size distribution curves changed, exhibiting higher silt contents. According to Lim et al. [81],
the change in grain shape and roughness of the soil particles might have been reflected in a
change in their interconnection and consequently in the friction angle.

With reference to the SWRC of the UB-6 sample, the results of the suction-controlled
oedometer tests showed for low matric suction levels i) a decrease in SWR capacity for the
MFT600-11 sample; ii) no significant differences for the B1-5 sample; iii) an increase in SWR
capacity for the B3-6 sample. The largest differences between the SWRCs of the MFT600-11
and those of the thermally untreated soil samples were found at the lowest suction levels
(0 to 7 kPa). This is consistent with Stoof [40], who found the most significant effects of
combustion and heating at low suction levels between 0 and 10 kPa. When considering
the SWRC of the MFT600-11 sample, a lower available SWR capacity was observed at
low matric suction levels compared to the thermal-untreated soil samples. Indeed, the
MFT600-11 sample exhibited a loss of weight due primarily to the burning of OM and roots,
resulting in increased soil compaction. Organic matter increases the ability of soil to hold
water [82]. Compaction increases bulk density and decreases total pore volume, which in
turn decreases available water holding capacity [83]. The opposite was observed for the
thermal-untreated soil samples, which were characterized by lower Gs, higher porosity,
higher OM and root content, and consequently higher available water capacity compared
to the MFT600-11 sample. Our results on the B1-5 and B3-6 samples can be explained by the
presence of fire residues formed during the fire (and then distributed due to rainfall and
wind). The B3-6 sample exhibited higher water retention capacity than B1-5, which is likely
due to both the infiltration effect of fire residues by rain and wind [40] and the regeneration
of roots. Finally, we found that the SWRC of MFT600-11 is significantly different from
those of the thermally untreated soils, as it exhibited a bimodal trend. Several literature
studies [84–86] reported that the bimodal behavior of SWRC is due to the presence of
a bimodal pore size distribution (PSD). This configuration is typical of micro-pore and
macro-pore systems consisting of intra-aggregates (within particle aggregates) and inter-
aggregate pores (between particle aggregates). Ferlisi and Foresta [87] investigated the role
of two porosity systems of natural pyroclastic soils on the trend of SWRCs (e.g., macro-and
micro-porosity). For the tested soil, the authors found the SWRCs with a bimodal trend,
which emphasizes that the microporosity of pyroclastic soil is related to the existence of
particle aggregates rather than the pores on the boundary and within the single particles.
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6. Conclusions

Wildfires can increase runoff and lead to flooding and erosion due to the loss of
vegetation cover and alteration of soil geotechnical properties [88]. The importance of
vegetation cover in controlling water erosion and reducing the risk of mudslides and flash
floods following fires is well recognized [9]. In the short term, vegetation removal by fires
increases the raindrop impact on bare ground and reduces the storage of precipitation in
tree canopies, increasing the amount of effective rainfall. Burned watersheds are, therefore,
at increased hydrologic risk and respond more quickly to rainfall than unburned areas [8,40].
In addition, burned plant roots lead to a decrease in soil cohesion. As a result, soil failure
can easily occur. Furthermore, our findings indicate that the MFT600 soil is characterized
by a lower SWR capacity than the other tested samples, leading to a possible increase in
overland runoff. Indeed, SWR capacity determines the rate of water flow through the soil
and affects the soil vulnerability to saturated overland flow. Therefore, it is an important
parameter in process-based hydrologic and erosion models [89]. Precipitation can be used
more optimally by soils with high retention because more water can be stored until it
is either used by plants, evaporated, percolated into deeper layers, or lost by saturated
overland flow. It should be noted, however, that at low matric suction levels, the effect
of fire residues on SWR is like that of the soil-root systems (i.e., increasing volumetric
water content). During the field investigations, we found live roots only in the UB-j and
B3-j samples, whereas the B1-j samples were mainly characterized by partially burned fire
residues (e.g., ash, charcoal) and burned roots. Although the B1-j samples exhibited similar
water retention as the UB-j samples, the presence of burned roots and ash suggests that
overland flow is more likely to be generated for the B1-j samples. Indeed, studies in the
literature reported that fire residues lead to the clogging of soil pores [40,54]. The B3-j
samples, on the other hand, were characterized by roots (whose cohesive contribution was
not recovered), OM, and fire residues that have been infiltrated by erosive processes.

Overall, the results of the laboratory tests seem to confirm the moderate to low burn
severity of the 20 September 2019 wildfire in the Siano area, as indicated by both the field
surveys and the analysis of the remote sensing data. The moderate to low burn severity of
the Siano fire is most evident in the reduced shear strength of the burned (B1-j) samples,
which did not reach the values of the MFT300-j and MFT600-j samples. These shreds of
evidence suggest that the fire did not result in immediate and complete combustion of the
subsurface soil-root systems. Further aspects to be analyzed include the effects of fire on
the aboveground soil-root systems and the time required for burned soils to revegetate and
then restore their natural contribution to slope stability after wildfires.

Bearing in mind the increasing wildfire occurrence associated with climate change,
further geotechnical research should be devoted to filling the gap of (often controversial)
information on the effects of fire on the hydromechanical properties of pyroclastic soils.
However, the results presented for the study area, although in need of additional deepening,
may provide a starting point for stability analyses that pursue a cascading assessment of
multiple hazards (wildfire and erosion/landslides) on several natural slopes in similar
geoenvironmental contexts of the Campania region.
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