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Abstract—The implementation of early warning mechanisms
that can be used to detect forest fires in rural areas is essential to
mitigate their deleterious effects, in particular by notifying local
fire authorities to mount timely emergency responses. 6G-enabled
Internet of Things (IoT) infrastructures are promising techno-
logical developments in that direction. However, in practice, the
ability to detect forest fires in an effective way using distributed
sensor nodes is challenging to achieve. In this short paper, we
exemplify this challenge based on a case study that uses real data
collected from the Low-Cost Internet of Things Sensor of Haze
Air Quality Disasters in Communities in Thailand and Southeast
Asia (SEA-HAZEMON) platform. The work is a preliminary step
towards assessing the efficacy of a real-life fire detection system
based on distributed sensor nodes. More generally, the objective
is to develop a set of practical guidelines for the design of a
6G-enabled IoT-based fire detection mechanism.

Index Terms—IoT, fire detection, use case study, data-driven
methodology.

I. INTRODUCTION

Amidst escalating climate change impacts, fostering proac-
tive adaptation measures is an urgent discourse within vulner-
able rural communities worldwide. According to the United
Nation Environment Programme [1], the prevalence of forest
fires has become a recurrent menace. It is expected to rise
by 30% by 2050, exacerbated by anthropogenic activity and
the unpredictability of more frequented climate events, such
as higher temperatures, droughts, and stronger winds.

Networking technologies can support the implementation
of mechanisms that enable the early detection of forest fires.
Previous work has for instance investigated the use of wireless
sensor networks [2], UAV-enabled edge computing solutions
[3] and optical remote sensing technologies [4]. 6G networks
are envisioned to enable the connection of a massive number
of Internet-of-Things (IoT) devices that can serve as a platform
for the deployment of fire detection mechanisms [5].

The Low-Cost Internet of Things Sensor for Haze Air
Quality Disasters in Communities in Thailand and Southeast
Asia (SEA-HAZEMON) initiative [6] is an IoT platform that
provides real-time environmental data in the Southeast Asian
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region. It employs a Long-Range Wide-Area Networking (Lo-
RaWAN) infrastructure that contains end-node sensors tasked
with monitoring air quality and gateways to forward data for
storage and analytics. A main objective of SEA-HAZEMON is
to mitigate the deleterious effects of forest fires by distributing
low-cost air quality sensors across rural regions that can be
used to support early warning systems for wildfires [7] by
notifying local fire authorities to mount timely emergency
responses.

Detecting forest fires in an effective way using distributed
sensor nodes is, however, a challenging process in practice.
The placement of sensor nodes can be constrained by geo-
graphical factors, e.g., landscape, proximity to the built envi-
ronment. These constraints not only condition the deployment,
maintenance, and operation cost of sensors, they also have an
incidence on the efficacy of the sensor platform in terms of
detecting events. For instance, while Storey et al. [8] suggest
that particle pollution that is representative of the occurrence
of a fire can be detected up to 50 km away, especially for fires
with a surface of more than 1,000 ha, recent results obtained
with the SEA-HAZEMON platform [9] show that the detection
range is only up to 5 km in distance. In addition, in the case
of sensors located in urban or semi-urban environments, the
variations of air particles that they monitor over time can be
attributed to different types of human-induced activities, which
can make the detection of a fire event a complex task.

In this short paper, we exemplify this complexity in the
practical use case of the fire detection system deployed through
the SEA-HAZEMON platform in the Tak province of Thai-
land. The Tak province is located in the north of Thailand.
It hosts several national parks and wildlife sanctuaries. The
SEA-HAZEMON platform has a sensor node deployed in
the town of Tak. The sensor monitors air quality through
particulate matter (PMx) measurements and is attached to a
wind monitoring probe. We use a data-driven methodology
that cross-analyzes the evolution of PM2.5 (the most used
proxy to characterize forest fires), wind velocity and directions
and the occurrence of fires over 2022 to illustrate the com-
plexity associated with exploiting sensor node monitored data
to develop an efficient fire detection mechanism. The work
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Fig. 1. Correlation matrix of pollutant levels and atmospheric parameters -
Case of Moo5 sensor in the Tak province.

is a preliminary step towards assessing the performance of
the SEA-HAZEMON fire detection system. More generally,
the objective of the work is to develop a set of practical
guidelines for designing a 6G-enabled IoT-based fire detection
mechanism.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section
II describes the data-based methodology developed in this
work. Section III investigates the evolution of air quality as
monitored by the sensor node in Tak in 2022. Section IV
discusses the parameters that affect fire detection. Section V
provides some concluding remarks and pointers to our future
work.

II. DATA-DRIVEN METHODOLOGY

To evaluate the efficacy of the SEA-HAZEMON platform
in identifying and determining forest fires, we focus on the
relationships observed in 2022 between air quality and wind
measurements monitored by sensors, and fire hotspot infor-
mation extracted for the same year from the Fire Information
for Resource Management System (FIRMS) database [10]
released by the NASA. In this work, we focus on data collected
in Thailand. Some of the sensor nodes in Thailand are attached
to wind monitoring probes, which is essential to understand
the transfer of particulate matter (PMx) from the location of
the event to the detecting sensor when a fire occurs.

More specifically, we investigate two aspects. We first
analyze the spatiotemporal variation of air particules over a
year to understand how sensors capture different variations
of PMx and CO levels. We compare the measurements
recorded by sensor node Moo5 in Tak with those collected by
sensors located in six other provinces, i.e., Phetchabun, Chiang
Rai, Prachuap Khiri Khan, Phayao, Lamphun, and Bangkok
Metropolis. We then investigated the potential travel medium
of PM2.5 between the forest fire event and the Moo5 sensor
node.

The fire hotspot data for the Tak location is obtained from
the FIRMS database [10] that uses the Moderate Resolu-
tion Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) [11]. The primary
attributes extracted for the analysis include the geographic
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Fig. 2. Wind rose - Case of Moo5 sensor in the Tak province.

Fig. 3. Fire events mapped in relation to the Moo5 sensor node location.

coordinates (latitude and longitude) of the fire, the timing of
imagery acquisition (Date-Time), and the Fire Radiative Power
(FRP). FRP serves as a measure of the rate of emitted energy
during a fire disturbance and is used as a proxy for the intensity
of the fire.

Data collection and processing procedures are described in
detail in [12].

III. AIR QUALITY EVOLUTION

To understand how sensors react in practice to air quality
variations, we analyze the evolution of PMx and CO levels
across the different months of 2022 in Tak and the six other
provinces. Figure 7 shows the spatiotemporal variations of
PM1.0, PM10, PM2.5 and CO using a heatmap representa-
tion as recommended by Liu et al. [13]. As can be observed,
PMx levels vary in a similar fashion in each province. High
concentrations of PMx occur mainly in the January-April time
period, that is, during the smoke season in all provinces. The
observations are in line with previous work that shows that air
pollutants in the upper north of Thailand have clear seasonal
patterns [17]. Thus, these variations can be imputed to cyclical
farming residue burning and arid weather conditions [14]. In
contrast to PMx, CO concentrations peak throughout the year.



Fig. 4. Evolution of PM2.5 concentration level and identified fire events.

The data show that human-induced activities have an impact
on the evolution of air quality patterns.

To more specifically evaluate the relationships between dif-
ferent pollutant levels and atmospheric parameters, we calcu-
late the Pearson’s correlation heatmap for the case of the Moo5
sensor located in the Tak region, as shown in Figure 1. Strong
negative correlation between PMx and relative humidity in
Tak is consistent with the previous research effort conducted
by Srithian et al. [15] in northern Thailand. High humidity
enhances the deposition of PMx, reducing the number of
suspended particles. Similarly, wind speed tends to negatively
correlate with pollutant levels. Although characterized by a
moderate degree of correlation, high wind speed is expected
to disperse pollutants in the air. However, the validity of
this observation can vary due to several factors: proximity
to pollution sources, topography, and atmospheric conditions.
We plot the relationship between wind and PM2.5 in Figure
2 using the air quality boundary criteria set by the Thai
Government [16], i.e., from low to very high concentration of
PM2.5. It can be observed that poorer air quality tends to be
recorded when wind speeds are lower (red dots concentrated in
the middle of the figure). We do, however, notice a few outliers
(red circle) that we further investigate in the next section.

IV. FIRE EVENT DETECTION

We also investigated the ability of the Moo5 sensor to detect
fire events. In this section, we focus on the concentration of
PM2.5 as the most widely used proxy to characterize forest
fires. Figure 3 overlays on a satellite map showing the type of
areas (vegetated, built), the five fire events recorded in 2022
(colored round shapes) in the vicinity of the Moo5 sensor
(marked as a black cross). Fires are represented with their
FRP and are accompanied by the wind direction at the time
of occurrence (pink arrows). Considering both the distance of
each fire event from the sensor node and the prevailing wind
speed, a theoretical detection time can be estimated to help
anticipate the temporal dynamics of the PM2.5 dispersion. The
satellite base map enables us to differentiate between forest
fires and other types of fires based on whether the marker
is on vegetated areas or man-made surfaces, such as roads.
This distinction is crucial to accurately confirm the source of
emissions from green landscapes.

Fig. 5. Annotated time series of the PM2.5 level during the double forest
fires recorded in the Tak region on the 29th January, 2022.

Fig. 6. Maps of fire event in the Tak region in 2022.

A. System capability

SEA-HAZEMON uses an algorithm to detect forest fires
that is based on setting thresholds of PM2.5 and CO con-
centrations. It employs a non-parametric supervised machine
learning approach, trained using forest fire and emissions data
from 2021. An event is marked as fire when the PM2.5

concentration exceeds the 71.22 µg/m3 threshold, with a
reported confidence of 58%.

To verify the capability of the warning system, we overlay
the 2022 year-long time series of PM2.5 measurements with
the identified fire events located within a 10 km radial dis-
tance from the sensor. Our objective is to assess whether the
recorded fire event times correlate with the peak concentration
of PM2.5. The results are shown in Figure 4. As can be
observed, not all peaks of PM2.5 concentration levels are fire-
related. Out of the five fire events in 2022, only the January
29th double fire event was followed by a peak of PM2.5

exceeding SEA-HAZEMON’s 71.22 µg/m3 threshold. Several
peaks falling into in the pink and yellow zones in Figure 4
could thus have sent false-positive fire alerts.

B. Assessing sensor efficacy

We then focus on the fire event that took place on January
29th 2022. We extract a 24-hour data window before and after
the recorded time of the event (i.e., from January 28 to January
30), with PM2.5 data aggregated into 15-minute intervals. We
calculate the three following parameters: 1) the PM2.5 level at
the time of the event, 2) the subsequent peak concentrations of
PM2.5, and 3) the time taken for the PM2.5 levels to reach the



peak, which is indicative of the efficacy of SEA-HAZEMON’s
detection platform. Given that the theoretical detection time
would be on the order of wind speed, wind speed and direction
are also quantitatively determined to compare the time differ-
ences previously computed. The result is shown in Figure 5.
Although the average wind speed was 4.14 km / h, there was
no discernible increase in the concentration level of PM2.5

in the immediate following time window. Concentrations of
PM2.5 exceeded the threshold 20 hours later only, following
a trend similar to the one recorded in the previous 24 hours
(28th January). This suggests that the PM2.5 peak was not
necessarily caused by the fire event.

As shown in Figure 3, the sensor cannot detect other fire
events with different FRP values due to their location and
wind direction. For instance, while the fire event that occurred
in June 26th had the largest FRP compared to the other
events, only a negligible increase of PM2.5 concentration
was recorded by the Moo5 sensor (<10 µg/m3). In addition,
while the direction and velocity of the wind have generally an
incidence on PM2.5 levels, Figure 2 depicts a cluster of a few
data points (PM2.5 value circled in red) for which high wind
leads to poor air quality. This cluster of points was observed
only once (28th Feb – 1st Mar). Looking at the fire information
for this period, as depicted in Figure 6, it can be seen that many
fires were recorded in the south of the Moo5 sensor, from
the direction of the prevailing wind. These are significantly
different in terms of their location from the fires that occurred
within 10 km of the Moo5 sensor and were not captured by
the node.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The analysis of the measurement data obtained from IoT-
based SEA-HAZEMON platform illustrates seasonal varia-
tions and peaks of PM2.5 concentration in the Tak region
of Thailand. The overlay analysis of fire timestamps in a 15-
minute aggregated time interval of observation for the values
of PM2.5 suggests that none of the PM2.5 peaks exceed the
SEA-HAZEMON’s fire detection threshold used to signify true
forest fires. In addition, the closest in time observed PM2.5

peak for all events spans from 15 to 21 hours after the fire,
whereas the theoretical detection time is driven by wind speed.
Our preliminary results show that the deployment of sensors
in a semi-urban / urban location can create false positives.

In the next step, we will complement our analysis by
taking into account the variation of CO levels. We will
also investigate other sensor deployment locations in Thailand
where wind data measurements are available. These results
will enable us to derive a set of recommendations for the im-
plementation of sensor nodes and the associated technological
requirements for a 6G-enabled IoT infrastructure.
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Fig. 7. Spatiotemporal variation of PMx and CO emission levels across different provinces in Thailand.
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