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Abstract 

Background 
Extreme but discrete fine particle <2.5µm (PM2.5) exposure is associated with higher 

prevalence of respiratory symptoms. It is unknown whether these effects abate, persist, or 

worsen over time, nor whether COVID-19 exacerbates PM2.5 effects.  

Methods 
We analysed longitudinal survey data from a cohort residing near a 2014 coalmine fire in 

regional Australia. A 2016/2017 survey included n=4,056 participants, of whom n=612 were 

followed-up in 2022. Items include questions about 7 respiratory symptoms, history of 

COVID-19, and time-location diaries that were combined with geospatial models of fire-

related PM2.5. Associations were examined using logistic and mixed-effects logistic 

regressions. 

Results 
PM2.5 exposure predicted higher prevalence of chronic cough and current wheeze 2-3 years 

post-fire. At the 2022 follow-up, PM2.5 exposure was associated with worsening prevalence 

of chronic cough and possibly current wheeze. While were no detectable interaction effects 

between PM2.5 and COVID-19, participants with a history of COVID-19 exhibited more 

significant associations between PM2.5 exposure and respiratory symptoms. 
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Discussion 
Short-term but extreme PM2.5 may increase the long-term prevalence of chronic cough, 

while COVID-19 may exacerbate the effect on other respiratory symptoms.   
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1 Introduction 

Exposure to fine particulate matter <2.5 µm (PM2.5) worsens respiratory health.
1,2

 When the 

source is an extreme combustion event like wildfire, PM2.5 is likely even more harmful.
3
 In 

early 2014, a coalmine fire near the Hazelwood power station in regional Victoria, Australia, 

shrouded the adjacent town of Morwell in smoke and ash for six weeks. Hourly mean PM2.5 

reached 3730µg/m
3
,
4
 more than 12 times the 300µg/m

3
 threshold for hourly mean PM2.5 

which is categorised as “extremely poor” by Environment Protection Authority Victoria.
5
 

Those residing in Morwell reported numerous symptoms during the coalmine fire including 

respiratory problems like shortness of breath, chest tightness, and cough.
6
  

The Hazelwood Health Study was established to investigate how smoke from the coalmine 

fire affected long-term health. In the years since, it has found numerous associations 

between PM2.5 exposure and poorer respiratory health. PM2.5 during the fire was associated 

with respiratory medical services including GP and specialist visits,
7
 hospital admissions, and 

emergency presentations,
8
 and dispensing of inhaled medicines.

9
 There is evidence that 

effects have persisted for at least a few years, including higher prevalence of respiratory 

symptoms measured between 2-4 years after the fire,
10,11

 accelerated lung ageing and 

features of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) at 4 years,
11–13

 and elevated 

respiratory emergency department presentations.
14

 Recent findings suggest some recovery 

in lung function 7.5 years after the fire,
15

 though the long-term effects remain unclear.  

In late 2019, the COVID-19 pandemic emerged as another threat to respiratory health. The 

combination of ambient PM2.5 exposure and COVID-19 has been associated with more 

severe disease.
16

 However, it is unknown whether discrete but extreme PM2.5 smoke events 

several years in the past have similar exacerbating effects.
17

  

In this analysis, we addressed the following research questions:  

1. Does coalmine fire-related PM2.5 affect long-term respiratory symptom trajectory? 

2. Does COVID-19 infection worsen the long-term effects of coalmine fire-related PM2.5 

exposure on respiratory symptoms? 
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2 Methods 

This study was pre-registered on the Open Science Framework on 19 July 2022, the month 

before the follow-up survey commenced, and updated during the survey with a more 

specific analysis plan on 22 November 2022.
2
  

2.1 Participants 

This analysis uses data from two surveys of the Hazelwood Health Study’s Adult Cohort. The 

cohort was established in the initial survey, administered from May 2016 to February 2017. 

Using electoral rolls, we identified individuals who had been residing in Morwell, a town 

adjacent to the coalmine and whose residents experienced the most smoke exposure, and 

the nearby unexposed site of Sale, during the coalmine (see Figure 1). This resulted in a 

cohort of n=4,056.
18

 From August to December 2022, we invited living cohort members who 

were not part of a separate follow-up survey on mental health outcomes and consented to 

further contact (n = 2,385) to participate in a follow-up study. Data were collected using 

REDCap.
19,20

 

2.1.1 Exposures 

Participant’s daily mean PM2.5 exposure during the coalmine fire was determined by 

blending self-reported time-location diaries, which located individuals for each 12-hour 

interval during the fire, with modelled estimates of hourly coalmine fire-related PM2.5 

concentrations. Modelled PM2.5 concentrations were assigned to Morwell at Statistical Area 

Level 1, and other nearby affected areas at the lower resolution of Statistical Area Level 

2.
4,18 

Cumulative PM2.5 distributions during the fire are illustrated in Figure 1, showing the 

positions of the coalmine, exposure site Morwell, and control site Sale.  

History of COVID-19 was self-reported using a standardised questionnaire,
21

 available in the 

supplementary materials.  
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Figure 1. Maps of Australia illustrating location of the coalmine and distributions of fire related-PM2.5 (February to 

March 2014) in the surrounding areas, highlighting exposure site Morwell and control site Sale 

2.1.2 Outcomes 

Respiratory symptom questions were derived from a modified version of the European 

Community Respiratory Health Survey (ECRHS) Short Screening Questionnaire and included: 

current wheeze, chest tightness, nocturnal shortness of breath, resting shortness of breath, 

current nasal symptoms, chronic cough, and chronic phlegm.
22

 Items are available in 

supplementary materials.  

2.1.3 Confounders 

We adjusted for factors that could confound the effect of mine fire-related PM2.5 exposure 

and COVID-19 on the development of respiratory symptoms. Demographic factors included 

age at the initial (2016/17) survey, transformed with a natural spline to account for non-

linear effects, and sex. Tobacco use was measured with smoking status (current, former, 

never) and cigarette pack-years or the number of packs of 20 cigarettes smoked per day 

multiplied by years as a smoker, which was square root-transformed to account for extreme 

right skew. We adjusted for socioeconomic factors using the Index of Relative 

Socioeconomic Advantage and Disadvantage (IRSAD) score for residential area at Statistical 

Area Level 2 based on 2016 census data
23

 and individual educational attainment. Diagnosis 

of asthma or COPD before the coalmine fire was treated as a confounder. For analyses of 

the longitudinal effects of PM2.5 on respiratory symptoms, COVID-19 was included as a 

confounder. Being fully vaccinated against COVID-19 (4+ vaccinations) was included as a 

confounder in all analyses.  
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2.2 Statistical analyses 

Descriptive statistics were used to characterise the sample by survey rounds and area of 

residence during the coalmine fire. Continuous variables are presented as medians and 

interquartile ranges and categorical/dichotomous variables as counts and percentages.  

To estimate the longitudinal effects of PM2.5 on respiratory symptoms, we conducted crude 

and adjusted mixed-effects logistic regression models for each outcome using interaction 

terms between PM2.5 and survey round and random intercepts for participants. To estimate 

whether COVID-19 moderated the effect of PM2.5 on respiratory symptoms, we conducted 

crude and adjusted logistic regressions for each outcome, using interaction terms between 

PM2.5 and COVID-19. As this analysis used only cohort members who participated in the 

follow-up survey, we used inverse probability weights (balanced) to account for attrition 

from the invited cohort members to the follow-up survey. These characteristics included age 

at original survey, sex, educational attainment, general health, and cigarette pack-years.  

Sensitivity analyses added residence during the coalmine fire (Morwell vs Sale) as this may 

capture other unmeasured risk factor differences such as lifestyle and quality of health 

services. To account for missing data, we used multiple imputation by chained equations 

and pooled results according to Rubin’s rules.
24

 While survey data are confidential and 

cannot be shared, we have archived cleaning and analytical code on a public repository.
25

 

Data were analysed in R
26

 using RStudio.
27

 More detail about statistical packages is available 

in the supplementary materials. 

2.3 Ethics 

This study received approval from the Monash University Human Research Ethics 

Committee (MUHREC) as part of the Hazelwood Adult Survey & Health Record Linkage Study 

(Project ID: 25680; previously CF15/872 – 2015000389 and 6066). Cohort members gave 

informed consent for each survey in which they participated.  
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3 Results 

3.1 Descriptives 

From the 4,056 members of the original cohort, 2,385 (59%) were invited to participate in 

the follow-up survey, of whom 612 (26%) participated. Reasons for non-participation are 

described elsewhere.
17

 Descriptives statistics by survey round and residence can be found in 

Table S1 in the supplementary materials. Among Morwell respondents the prevalence of all 

respiratory symptoms increased significantly between surveys, as did current wheeze, chest 

tightness, resting shortness of breath, and nasal allergy among Sale respondents (see Figure 

S1 in the supplementary materials).  

3.2 Longitudinal effects of coalmine fire-related PM2.5 on respiratory 

symptoms 

At the initial survey (2-3 years post-fire), crude and adjusted analyses found significant 

increases in the prevalence of chronic cough that was associated with mine fire-related 

PM2.5 exposure. Prevalence of current wheeze and chest tightness was also elevated in 

crude and adjusted models, though both attenuated in magnitude and significance with 

adjustment for study site (Morwell or Sale).  

Between the initial 2016/17 survey and 2022 follow-up (8.5-9 years post-fire), the 

prevalence of chronic cough increased in conjunction with PM2.5 exposure across all models. 

Crude models also found a significant increase in current wheeze at follow-up, and while the 

point estimates were similar in adjusted models, there was a slight attenuation to non-

significance. The long-term effects of PM2.5 – from the 2014 coalmine fire to 2022 follow-up 

survey – indicate increased prevalence of both chronic cough and current wheeze. Model 

results are illustrated in Figure 1 and summarised in Supplementary Table 1.  
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Figure 2. Effects of 10µg/m
3
 increase in mean coalmine fire-related PM2.5 on odds of respiratory symptom at the initial 

2016/17 survey (2-3 years post-fire), change between the two survey rounds (interaction term between fire-related 

PM2.5 and survey round), and the cumulative long-term effect at the 2022 follow-up (8.5-9 years post-fire, estimated 

using linear combination of PM2.5 and interaction term); faded points and intervals indicate non-significant effects 

 

To investigate whether PM2.5 effects on wheeze were the result of worsening asthma 

control, we stratified analyses based on self-reported asthma diagnoses at the initial 

2016/17 survey. Surprisingly, effects were isolated to non-asthmatics. There was also a total 

reduction in chest tightness among asthmatics. These results are presented in Figure S2 in 

the supplementary materials. 

3.3 Interaction effects of PM2.5 and COVID-19 on respiratory symptoms 

These analyses were limited to the 612 cohort members who participated in the follow-up 

survey. Compared to those invited but non-participating cohort members, follow-up 

participants were more likely to be female (p=0.032), younger (p=0.002), in better health (p 

= 0.017), have asthma (p=0.014) but less likely to have COPD (p=0.002) before the coalmine 

fire, more highly educated (p < 0.001), from a higher socioeconomic area (p < 0.001), and 

more likely to be a former smoker than current smoker (p < 0.001). See Table S2 in the 

supplementary materials for more detail. These factors were incorporated into inverse 

probability weighting to account for attrition bias.  
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Interaction effects between PM2.5 exposure and COVID-19 were non-significant. However, 

point estimates were positive for current wheeze (OR range: 1.23-1.30), chest tightness (OR 

range: 1.23-1.37), nocturnal shortness of breath (OR range: 1.37-1.49), and chronic phlegm 

(OR range: 1.28-1.30), suggestive of some exacerbation of PM2.5 effects by COVID-19. In 

addition, associations between PM2.5 and respiratory symptoms varied based on history of 

COVID-19. PM2.5 exposure was only associated with chronic cough and possibly current 

wheeze among participants with no history of COVID-19, but among those with a history of 

COVID-19 it was associated with the same factors where there was some indication of 

PM2.5-COVID-19 interaction: chronic cough, current wheeze, shortness of breath (nocturnal), 

chronic phlegm, and possibly chest tightness. However, it is worth noting that only current 

wheeze was robust to adjustment for study site. Model results are summarised in Figure 3 

and Table S3 in the supplementary materials. 

 

Figure 3. Effects of 10µg/m
3
 increases in coalmine fire-related PM2.5 and COVID-19 on prevalence of respiratory 

symptoms and whether there is a moderating effect, 8.5-9 years after the fire; faded points and intervals indicate non-

significant effects 
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4 Discussion 

We found an association between PM2.5 from the Hazelwood coalmine fire and a sustained 

and worsening increase in chronic cough. Along with a persistent and perhaps worsening 

increase in current wheeze, the findings are a concerning development for our cohort and 

others around the world who have been exposed to extreme smoke events. Chronic cough 

is associated with deteriorations in physical, mental, and social health
28

 and treatments are 

limited and complex.
29

  

Environmental triggers such as PM2.5 are associated with cough hypersensitivity,
30

 which 

lowers the threshold for a physiological cough response.
30,31

 Such an effect has been 

demonstrated after other discrete but extreme air pollutant exposures like the 9/11 

terrorist attacks in New York and earthquake rescue operations.
30

 The precise mechanism is 

unclear, though there is evidence for neuropathology such as upregulation of sensory 

neuroreceptors (e.g., P2X3, TRPA1, and TRPV1) in response to air pollutants
30,32

 including 

PM2.5.
33

  

It is unclear why the effects worsened over time. Another major smoke event, the 

2019/2020 Black Summer bushfires, may have increased the prevalence of chronic cough, 

though exposures were much less extreme than the Hazelwood coalmine fire and air quality 

measurements suggested little difference in exposure between Morwell and nearby areas.
17

 

If the cough hypersensitivity explanation is correct, the Black Summer bushfires could have 

exacerbated effects of the Hazelwood coalmine fire, significantly increasing the prevalence 

of chronic cough.  

The mechanism behind sustained and perhaps worsening prevalence of current wheeze due 

to coalmine fire-related PM2.5 exposure is less clear. Previous analyses found limited 

evidence that the coalmine fire worsened asthma control.
11

 Further, in sensitivity analyses 

we found that the increase in current wheeze was isolated to non-asthmatics, and there was 

a reduction in chest tightness among asthmatics. One explanation is asthmatics have access 

to inhaled medications that enable them to control respiratory symptoms like wheeze, while 

non-asthmatics do not.  

There was also some evidence that long-term PM2.5 effects were exacerbated by COVID-19. 

While the interaction terms were non-significant, point estimates among several symptoms 
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were positive and robust to adjustment, and some PM2.5-respiratory symptom associations 

(nocturnal shortness of breath, chronic phlegm, and possibly chest tightness) were only 

observed among participants with a history of COVID-19. Given the tenuous nature of these 

associations, we approach potential explanations with due caution. One possible pathway is 

the effect of PM2.5 on the angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) receptor, which the 

SARS-CoV2 virus uses to enter cells throughout the body,
34

 possibly explaining why ambient 

PM2.5 exposure is associated with more severe COVID-19 disease.
16

  

Interestingly, we observed an effect of PM2.5 on chronic cough regardless of COVID-19 

history (while only significant in the crude model among those with a history of COVID-19, 

point estimates only attenuated slightly with adjustment for potential confounders). This 

aligns with the proposed mechanism of upregulation of sensory neuroreceptors leading to 

cough hypersensitivity, which has a pathway is independent of COVID-19.  

4.1 Strengths and limitations 

Among this study’s strengths are the longitudinal design, use of time-location diaries and 

modelled air pollution data to estimate individual-level PM2.5 exposure, accounting for 

events occurring between survey rounds like the COVID-19 pandemic, adjustment for 

important confounders such as socioeconomic factors and smoking, and consistent use of 

standardised validated measures for respiratory symptom outcomes.  

Limitations include a modest participation rate in the follow-up survey and a modest follow-

up sample size, as well as a lack of participant data preceding the coalmine fire. Time-

location diaries used to determine where participants were during the mine fire were likely 

subject to recall bias, especially since they were administered 2-3 years after the event. 

PM2.5 exposure was based on modelled estimates, which may deviate from actual 

concentrations especially the early days of the fire when the model predicts the highest 

concentrations but air quality monitoring was unavailable.
4
 Further, exposure estimates did 

not consider individual variations due to wearing masks or staying indoors. The uniqueness 

of this cohort, particularly their age, regional location, and residence within a developed 

country that was highly vaccinated before COVID-19 became widespread, may not 

generalise to other settings. 
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5 Conclusions 

Our findings suggest extreme but short-term PM2.5 exposure from a coalmine fire has 

negative long-term effects on respiratory health, most noticeably chronic cough, possibly 

due to inducement of cough hypersensitivity. This is concerning because the effect appears 

to worsen over time, and chronic cough is associated with a deterioration in health. We also 

found limited evidence that COVID-19 exacerbated effects of coalmine fire-related PM2.5. 

There are serious implications for the millions of Australians affected by the 2019/2020 

Black Summer bushfires, the hundreds of millions affected by 2020 and 2023 wildfires 

across the United States and Canada and elsewhere. As climate change increases the 

frequency, intensity, duration, and spread of fires, smoke exposure will grow as global 

public health problem, and may be made even worse with the spread zoonotic respiratory 

diseases.  
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6 Public Health Implications 

Smoke exposure from fire events like the Hazelwood coalmine fire likely has long-term 

negative effects on respiratory health, which may be exacerbated in people who have had 

COVID-19. Our findings are timely, as wildfires raged across the globe in 2023 due to climate 

change and El Niño, exposing an unprecedented number of people to smoke while COVID-

19 continued to spread. Our findings add to the growing body evidence on the necessity of 

global efforts to minimise smoke exposure, mitigate climate change, and stamp out other 

practices that lead to zoonotic diseases including habitat destruction and the wild animal 

trade. 

7 Research funding 

This study was funded by the Department of Health, State Government of Victoria, though it 

represents the views of the authors and not the Department. 
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1 Respiratory symptom questions 

Respiratory symptom items were derived the European Community Respiratory Health 

Survey III – Screening Questionnaire1 and are reproduced here. 

• Chronic cough: Do you cough on most days for as much as three months a year? 

• Current wheeze: Have you had wheezing or whistling in your chest at any time in the 

last 12 months? 

• Chest tightness: Have you woken up with a feeling of tightness in your chest at any 

time in the last 12 months? 

• Shortness of breath (nocturnal): Have you been woken by an attack of shortness of 

breath at any time in the last 12 months? 

• Shortness of breath (resting): Have you had an attack of shortness of breath that 

came on during the day when you were at rest at any time in the last 12 months? 

• Current nasal symptoms: Do you have any nasal allergies including hay fever? 

• Chronic phlegm: Do you bring up phlegm from your chest on most days for as much 

as three months a year? 

2 Deviations from pre-registered analysis plan 

This study was pre-registered on the Open Science Framework on 19 July 2022, the month 

before the follow-up survey commenced, and updated during the survey with a more 

specific analysis plan on 22 November 2022.2  

We initially planned to include terms for PM2.5 exposure from the 2019/2020 Black Summer 

bushfire, although the necessary modelled data were not available as of writing. 

Additionally, we found there was likely little difference in exposure between Morwell and 

Sale.3,4 Research questions were clarified to reflect this change. 

We were going to test two approaches for tobacco use (smoker status versus pack-years to 

capture) and select one based on model fit, but instead decided to use both. The square 

root transformation of pack years was not specified, but applied after observing the extreme 

right-skewed in the distributions. While age was pre-specified as age group, we opted to use 
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the natural spline to better account for non-linear effects while also retaining the rich 

information of a continuous rather than categorical variable. Body Mass Index was excluded 

as a confounder because it only available for those who participated in the follow-up survey.  
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3 Descriptives table 

Table S1. Sample descriptive statistics, divided by residence during the mine fire (Morwell or Sale) and survey round 
(2016-2017 original or 2022 follow-up); count variables are presented as n (%) and continuous as median (IQR) 

 2016-2017 original survey 2022 follow-up survey 

 Morwell  
(n = 3037) 

Sale  
(n = 960) 

Morwell  
(n = 408) 

Sale  
(n = 204) 

Mean 24-hour PM2.5 exposure µg/m3 11 [IQR: 7, 19] 0 [IQR: 0, 0] 11 [IQR: 8, 19] 0 [IQR: 0, 0] 

Ever had COVID-19 
Missing 

- - 
168 (41%) 

3 
86 (42%) 

0 

Full COVID-19 vaccination (4+) 
Missing 

- - 
238 (59%) 

3 
104 (51%) 

1 

 
Demographics/confounders 

    

Age at survey 
Missing 

59 [IQR: 46, 70] 
5 

59 [IQR: 45, 70] 
0 

63 [IQR: 54, 71] 
1 

64 [IQR: 55, 73] 
0 

Female 1705 (55%) 550 (57%) 236 (58%) 126 (62%) 

Educational attainment 
Secondary, year 10 
Secondary, years 11-12 
Tertiary/trade qualification 
Missing 

 
1006 (33%) 
668 (22%) 

1381 (45%) 
41 

 
241 (25%) 
162 (17%) 
546 (58%) 

11 

 
98 (24%) 
80 (20%) 

228 (56%) 
2 

 
29 (14%) 
41 (20%) 

133 (66%) 
1 

Smoker status 
Non-smoker 
Previous smoker 
Current smoker 
Missing 

1495 (49%) 
1052 (34%) 
516 (17%) 

33 

498 (52%) 
325 (34%) 
126 (13%) 

11 

190 (47%) 
167 (41%) 
47 (12%) 

4 

107 (53%) 
84 (42%) 
11 (5.4%) 

2 

Cigarette pack-years (excl. non-smokers) 14 [IQR: 5, 30] 15 [IQR: 5, 26] 12 [IQR: 4, 24] 20 [IQR: 5, 30] 

Socioeconomic score (IRSAD)* 
Missing 

833 [IQR: 782, 889] 
75 

898 [IQR: 844, 952] 
0 

838 [IQR: 782, 909] 
14 

930 [IQR: 844,952] 
0 

Asthma (pre-2014) 
Missing 

715 (23%) 
17 

205 (21%) 
5 

116 (29%) 
1 

44 (22%) 
0 

COPD (pre-2014) 
Missing 

148 (4.8%) 
10 

27 (2.8%) 
4 

11 (2.7%) 
2 

2 (1.0%) 
0 

 
Outcomes 

    

Chronic cough 
Missing 

989 (32%) 
21 

189 (20%) 
6 

170 (42%) 
4 

44 (22%) 
0 

Current wheeze 
Missing 

1317 (43%) 
16 

254 (27%) 
5 

207 (51%) 
3 

67 (33%) 
0 

Chest tightness 
Missing 

792 (26%) 
16 

154 (16%) 
3 

132 (33%) 
3 

42 (21%) 
0 

Shortness of breath (nocturnal) 
Missing 

635 (21%) 
15 

120 (13%) 
3 

108 (27%) 
3 

25 (12%) 
1 

Shortness of breath (resting) 
Missing 

611 (20%) 
27 

90 (9.4%) 
3 

112 (28%) 
1 

32 (16%) 
0 

Current nasal symptoms 
Missing 

1175 (38%) 
18 

347 (36%) 
5 

200 (49%) 
3 

89 (44%) 
0 

Chronic phlegm 
Missing 

785 (26%) 
21 

150 (16%) 
3 

115 (28%) 
2 

31 (15%) 
0 

*Index of Relative Socioeconomic Advantage and Disadvantage (IRSAD) score, from the Socio-Economic Indexes for Areas 
(SEIFA)5 
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3.1 Changes in respiratory symptoms between surveys 

Using a crude mixed-effects logistic regression, we compared the prevalence of respiratory 

symptoms between the initial and follow-up surveys between study sites. Each symptom 

increased significantly in Morwell and all but chronic cough, nocturnal shortness of breath, 

and chronic phlegm increased in Sale. These effects are summarised in Figure S1. 

 

Figure S1. Changes in the prevalence of respiratory symptoms between the initial 2016/17 survey (3-4 years post-fire) 
and the 2022 follow-up (8.5-9 years post-fire) 

4 Sensitivity analyses: asthma-stratified analyses 

Analyses suggested coalmine fire-related PM2.5 exposure was associated with an increase in 

the prevalence of current wheeze. Earlier Hazelwood Health Study analyses found limited 

evidence that Morwell residents had poorer asthma control, though no detectable 

association with PM2.5. The authors postulated that poorer asthma control in Morwell could 

nevertheless be explained by the fire exacerbating existing asthma.6 

Using self-reported asthma at the initial 2016/17 survey, we conducted stratified 

longitudinal analyses of PM2.5 exposure’s effect on respiratory symptoms. The results 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.23.23294510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.23.23294510
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


7 

 

suggest effects were mostly isolated to non-asthmatics, including increased prevalence of 

chronic cough, current wheeze, chest tightness, and chronic phlegm. There was also a 

reduction in chest tightness among asthmatics, which could be due to increased use in 

asthma medications.  

The asthmatic subsample had less statistical power due to smaller numbers (n = 999 at the 

initial 2016/17 survey and 176 at the 2022 follow-up, compared to n = 3,042 and n = 433 

among non-asthmatics). While this could mean that effects were harder to detect within 

asthmatics, point estimates indicate the exacerbation of respiratory symptoms was isolated 

to non-asthmatics. As we note in the Discussion of the main document, this may be because 

asthmatics have access to inhaled medications that could control respiratory symptoms 

brought on by the coalmine fire; a majority of asthmatics (n = 601, 60.2%) reported taking 

some sort of medication, though we have no further details about kind or frequency. 

Medication access may also explain why chest tightness in asthmatics decreased in 

asthmatics decreased between the initial and follow-up surveys. The findings are illustrated 

in Figure S2. 
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Figure S2. Analyses stratified by self-reported by asthma status on effects of 10µg/m3 increase in mean coalmine fire-
related PM2.5 on odds of respiratory symptom at the initial 2016/17 survey (2-3 years post-fire), change between the two 
survey rounds (interaction term between fire-related PM2.5 and survey round), and the cumulative long-term effect at 
the 2022 follow-up (8.5-9 years post-fire, estimated using linear combination); faded points and intervals indicate non-
significant effects 
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5 Additional resources 

5.1 Statistical packages for cleaning and analysing study data 

To give credit to authors of the statistical packages used in this paper, we have listed theme 

here. All analyses were conducted in R7 in the RStudio IDE.8 Specific packages include: 

broom.mixed9 to produce tidy results tables; glmmTMB10 for mixed-effect logistic regression 

modelling; gtsummary11 for descriptive tables and univariate comparisons; haven12 to 

import data from different statistical package formats; janitor13 to clean column names; 

mice14 for multiple imputation; multcomp15 to calculate the linear combination of effects and 

confidence intervals from interaction terms; naniar16 to analyse missingness, patchwork17 to 

combine plots; readxl18 to import excel file data; and tidyverse19 to use the suite of tidyverse 

tools for importation, manipulation, and visualisation tools. All cleaning and analytical code 

have been archived on a public repository.20 

5.2 Mapping data and software 

To create the map of coalmine fire-related PM2.5 distribution in Figure 1, we used geospatial 

data of national, state/territory, and Statistical Area Boundaries from the Australian Bureau 

of Statistics,21 coalmine boundaries from the Victorian Department of Primary Industries22 

and Department of Energy, Environment and Climate Action’s DataShare platform,23 and 

modelled PM2.5 distribution estimates.24 The map was created using the following R 

packages: rmapshaper25 to simplify map boundaries, sf26,27 to read and write shapefiles, and 

tmap28 to draw and save maps. 
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6 Model output tables 

Table S2. Effects of 10µg/m3 increase in mean coalmine fire-related PM2.5 on odds of respiratory symptoms at the initial 2016/17 survey and changes to the 2022 follow-up; significant 
associations at p ≤ 0.05 in bold 

Respiratory symptom Model type PM2.5 effect at initial survey 
Change in PM2.5 effect since 
initial survey Long-term PM2.5 effect 

Chronic cough 

Crude 1.23 (1.15-1.31, p = 0.000) 1.23 (1.04-1.46, p = 0.015) 1.52 (1.29-1.78, p = 0.000) 
Adjusted 1.17 (1.08-1.26, p = 0.000) 1.23 (1.03-1.47, p = 0.024) 1.43 (1.20-1.70, p = 0.000) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.09 (1.01-1.19, p = 0.028) 1.21 (1.01-1.44, p = 0.036) 1.32 (1.11-1.58, p = 0.002) 

Current wheeze 

Crude 1.19 (1.12-1.27, p = 0.000) 1.20 (1.02-1.42, p = 0.029) 1.44 (1.23-1.69, p = 0.000) 

Adjusted 1.17 (1.08-1.25, p = 0.000) 1.19 (0.99-1.43, p = 0.062) 1.39 (1.16-1.66, p = 0.000) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.05 (0.97-1.14, p = 0.217) 1.16 (0.97-1.40, p = 0.104) 1.22 (1.02-1.47, p = 0.029) 

Chest tightness 

Crude 1.17 (1.08-1.26, p = 0.000) 1.03 (0.86-1.23, p = 0.773) 1.20 (1.01-1.43, p = 0.041) 

Adjusted 1.12 (1.02-1.23, p = 0.014) 0.99 (0.81-1.20, p = 0.896) 1.11 (0.91-1.34, p = 0.305) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.04 (0.95-1.14, p = 0.414) 0.97 (0.80-1.18, p = 0.785) 1.01 (0.83-1.23, p = 0.906) 

Shortness of breath (nocturnal) 

Crude 1.13 (0.89-1.45, p = 0.313) 1.34 (0.90-2.01, p = 0.154) 1.52 (1.00-2.32, p = 0.051) 

Adjusted 1.05 (0.80-1.38, p = 0.717) 1.34 (0.88-2.04, p = 0.167) 1.41 (0.90-2.22, p = 0.136) 

Adjusted - adding site 0.98 (0.71-1.33, p = 0.874) 1.34 (0.88-2.05, p = 0.171) 1.31 (0.81-2.12, p = 0.270) 

Shortness of breath (resting) 

Crude 1.22 (0.96-1.55, p = 0.107) 0.95 (0.64-1.40, p = 0.787) 1.15 (0.77-1.72, p = 0.481) 
Adjusted 1.12 (0.85-1.46, p = 0.428) 0.91 (0.61-1.37, p = 0.665) 1.02 (0.66-1.58, p = 0.932) 

Adjusted - adding site 0.99 (0.72-1.35, p = 0.938) 0.89 (0.59-1.36, p = 0.603) 0.88 (0.55-1.43, p = 0.612) 

Current nasal symptoms 

Crude 1.03 (0.97-1.10, p = 0.383) 0.96 (0.82-1.14, p = 0.664) 0.99 (0.85-1.16, p = 0.920) 

Adjusted 1.06 (0.98-1.13, p = 0.129) 0.95 (0.80-1.13, p = 0.598) 1.01 (0.85-1.19, p = 0.922) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.03 (0.95-1.12, p = 0.423) 0.95 (0.80-1.13, p = 0.570) 0.98 (0.83-1.17, p = 0.842) 

Chronic phlegm 

Crude 1.23 (0.97-1.55, p = 0.090) 1.20 (0.82-1.75, p = 0.358) 1.46 (0.99-2.17, p = 0.057) 

Adjusted 1.11 (0.85-1.46, p = 0.434) 1.21 (0.80-1.84, p = 0.363) 1.35 (0.87-2.10, p = 0.181) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.05 (0.77-1.43, p = 0.748) 1.20 (0.79-1.83, p = 0.389) 1.26 (0.79-2.02, p = 0.330) 
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Table S3. Attrition analyses comparing non-participants and participants in the follow-up survey; comparisons made with 
Fisher’s exact test for dichotomous and categorical variables and Wilcoxon rank-sum test for continuous variables 

 Non-participating (n = 1,846) Participating (n = 612) p-value 

Daily mean fire-related PM2.5 exposure 8µg/m3 [IQR: 0, 14] 8µg/m3 [IQR: 0, 14] 0.338 
 
Demographics 

Age at survey 
Missing 

60 [IQR: 47, 69] 
2 

58 [IQR: 49, 65] 
1 

0.003 

Female 846 (46%) 250 (41%) 0.032 

Residential SES* 
Missing 

844 [IQR: 806, 930] 
27 

869 [IQR: 814, 936] 
14 

< 0.001 

Educational attainment 
Secondary to year 10 
Secondary to year 11-12 
Tertiary/trade qualification 
Missing 

 
584 (32%) 
377 (21%) 
868 (47%) 

17 

 
127 (21%) 
121 (20%) 
361 (59%) 

3 

< 0.001 

Smoker 
Non-smoker 
Previous smoker 
Current smoker 
Missing 

 
873 (47%) 
623 (34%) 
345 (19%) 

5 

 
286 (47%) 
249 (41%) 
74 (12%) 

3 

< 0.001 

Cigarette pack-years 
Missing 

0 [IQR: 0, 15] 
42 

0 [IQR: 0, 14] 
10 

0.869 

 
Health 

General health 
Excellent 
Very good 
Good 
Fair 
Poor 
Missing 

 
189 (10%) 
516 (28%) 
630 (34%) 
352 (19%) 
145 (7.9%) 

14 

 
67 (11%) 

199 (33%) 
220 (36%) 
95 (16%) 
31 (5.1%) 

0 

0.017 

Pre-2014 asthma 
Missing 

393 (21%) 
7 

160 (26%) 
1 

0.014 

Pre-2014 COPD 
Missing 

93 (5.0%) 
3 

13 (2.1%) 
2 

0.002 

*From the Index of Relative Socio-economic Advantage and Disadvantage (IRSAD)5 
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Table S4. Effects of 10µg/m3 increase in mean coalmine fire-related PM2.5 and COVID-19 on prevalence of respiratory symptoms and whether there is a moderating effect, 8.5-9 years after 
the coalmine fire survey; significant associations at p ≤ 0.05 in bold 

Respiratory symptom Model type 
PM2.5 effect, no history of 
COVID-19 PM2.5 * COVID-19 effect 

PM2.5 effect, history of COVID-
19 

Chronic cough 

Crude 1.52 (1.16-1.98, p = 0.002) 0.98 (0.66-1.46, p = 0.931) 1.49 (1.11-2.00, p = 0.008) 

Adjusted 1.46 (1.08-1.96, p = 0.013) 0.92 (0.60-1.43, p = 0.724) 1.35 (0.97-1.87, p = 0.073) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.36 (0.98-1.89, p = 0.067) 0.93 (0.61-1.44, p = 0.758) 1.27 (0.90-1.80, p = 0.180) 

Current wheeze 

Crude 1.35 (1.04-1.74, p = 0.023) 1.23 (0.80-1.87, p = 0.345) 1.65 (1.18-2.31, p = 0.003) 

Adjusted 1.25 (0.93-1.68, p = 0.146) 1.30 (0.82-2.05, p = 0.268) 1.62 (1.12-2.33, p = 0.010) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.17 (0.85-1.60, p = 0.341) 1.25 (0.81-1.95, p = 0.312) 1.46 (1.00-2.13, p = 0.047) 

Chest tightness 

Crude 1.09 (0.85-1.41, p = 0.498) 1.23 (0.83-1.80, p = 0.300) 1.34 (1.01-1.78, p = 0.045) 

Adjusted 0.97 (0.72-1.31, p = 0.863) 1.36 (0.89-2.07, p = 0.155) 1.32 (0.97-1.81, p = 0.081) 

Adjusted - adding site 0.84 (0.60-1.17, p = 0.298) 1.37 (0.89-2.11, p = 0.148) 1.15 (0.83-1.60, p = 0.413) 

Shortness of breath (nocturnal) 

Crude 1.12 (0.85-1.48, p = 0.417) 1.37 (0.91-2.07, p = 0.128) 1.54 (1.14-2.08, p = 0.005) 

Adjusted 1.02 (0.76-1.39, p = 0.880) 1.46 (0.95-2.24, p = 0.085) 1.49 (1.08-2.06, p = 0.015) 

Adjusted - adding site 0.89 (0.63-1.26, p = 0.506) 1.49 (0.95-2.33, p = 0.082) 1.32 (0.94-1.85, p = 0.107) 

Shortness of breath (resting) 

Crude 1.29 (1.00-1.67, p = 0.051) 0.88 (0.59-1.30, p = 0.522) 1.14 (0.84-1.53, p = 0.399) 

Adjusted 1.22 (0.91-1.63, p = 0.190) 0.90 (0.59-1.37, p = 0.614) 1.09 (0.79-1.51, p = 0.603) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.10 (0.80-1.52, p = 0.545) 0.89 (0.58-1.37, p = 0.600) 0.98 (0.69-1.40, p = 0.923) 

Current nasal symptoms 

Crude 1.00 (0.79-1.28, p = 0.977) 0.99 (0.69-1.42, p = 0.960) 0.99 (0.76-1.30, p = 0.967) 

Adjusted 1.00 (0.77-1.30, p = 0.985) 1.02 (0.70-1.48, p = 0.934) 1.02 (0.76-1.36, p = 0.900) 
Adjusted - adding site 0.93 (0.70-1.24, p = 0.625) 1.01 (0.70-1.47, p = 0.954) 0.94 (0.69-1.28, p = 0.698) 

Chronic phlegm 

Crude 1.22 (0.95-1.57, p = 0.124) 1.30 (0.88-1.94, p = 0.190) 1.59 (1.17-2.15, p = 0.003) 

Adjusted 1.15 (0.85-1.55, p = 0.367) 1.28 (0.83-1.99, p = 0.263) 1.47 (1.06-2.05, p = 0.022) 

Adjusted - adding site 1.08 (0.78-1.51, p = 0.637) 1.29 (0.83-2.00, p = 0.257) 1.40 (0.99-1.98, p = 0.061) 
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