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Abstract

Botanical pandemics cause enormous economic damage and food shortages around the globe. However, since
botanical pandemics are here to stay in the short-medium term, domesticated field owners can strategically seed
their fields to optimize each session’s economic profit. In this work, we propose a novel epidemiological-
economic mathematical model that describes the economic profit from a field of plants during a botanical
pandemic. We describe the epidemiological dynamics using a spatio-temporal extended Susceptible-Infected-
Recovered epidemiological model with a non-linear output economic model. We provide an algorithm to obtain
an optimal grid-formed seeding strategy to maximize economic profit, given field and pathogen properties. We
show that the recovery and basic infection rates have a similar economic influence. Unintuitively, we show that
a larger farm does not promise higher economic profit. Our results demonstrate a significant benefit of using the

proposed seeding strategy and shed more light on the dynamics of the botanical pandemic.

Keywords: seeding strategy; botanical pandemic; economic SIR model; spatio-temporal epidemiological model.

Lead paragraph: Botanical pandemics are common over history, causing both food shortages as well as enormous
economic damage. In this study, we proposed a seed strategy for cultivated fields using a novel spatiotemporal
epidemiological-economic model that takes into consideration pandemic spread dynamics and its influence on
the field’s economic output. In this highly chaotic environment, we show an algorithm that proposes the optimal
seeding configuration given information about a specific pathogen to maximize economic output. The proposed
model can be adopted to help farmers be more prepared to next botanical pandemics.

1 Introduction

For thousands of years, humankind based its food supply on agriculture [1]]. Multiple historical records show large-

size agricultural pandemics that cause heavy losses for farmers and society [2]. In particular, multiple plant virus
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disease pandemics and major botanical pandemics occurred worldwide in the last century [3, 14, 15, 16} [7]]. Overall,
the number of agricultural crop epidemics exhibits a monotonic increase while recently reaching an asymptotic
rate [8]].

In recent times where agriculture is part of the multi-sectoral economy, an agricultural pandemic has a two-
folded impact on society: food shortages and direct economic losses to the agriculture sector [9,[10]. For instance,
during 2014 alone, virus disease pandemics were estimated to have a global economic impact of at least 30 billion
dollars [[11]]. Moreover, as farmers and companies aim to increase their profit from the same land and to cope with
growing demand, they adopted multiple methods such as the cultivation of annual crops as monocultures and plant
breeding [[12}|13]. As a direct result, the plants’ immunity is often harmed due to these practices, which provide an
underlying basic ingredient of instability [14]. In repercussion, severe virus disease epidemics became regularly
recurring features in many herbaceous crops [[13]]. Hence, it is of interest to farmers and policymakers to control
such pandemics, minimizing their negative impacts.

Mathematical and computational models are key tools for understanding pandemic spread and designing in-
tervention policies that help control a pandemic’s spread. In particular, coupled ordinary and partial differential
equations, as well as simpler growth-curve equations, are especially useful deterministic models for representing
plant disease development in fields [9, [13) [16, [17]. The authors of [[8] used the Susceptible-Infected-Removed
(SIR) model, originally proposed by [[18] to describe pandemics in humans, to examine the effects of different
models for the effect of host responses to a load of infection on the production of susceptible tissue. The authors
tested their model on the stem canker disease of potatoes caused by the soil-borne fungus (Rhizoctonia Solani),
showing a promising prediction capability on historical data. The authors of [19] utilized a Healthy-Latently-
Infected-Diseased (HLD) model for tomato bacterial canker (TBC) caused by the pathogenic plant bacteria Clav-
ibacter Michiganensis Subsp. Michiganensis (Cmm). They assumed the infection was transferred to healthy plants
through contaminated scissors used to cut symptomless infected plants and fitted the model on a dedicated experi-
ment. Their results show that the model can fairly predict the number of diseased plants over time. The authors of
[20] extended the SIR model, proposing an SIRX model that incorporates two sources of infection, with primary
infection arising from ’free-living’ inoculum and secondary infection occurring by transmission from infected
to susceptible hosts. Their model focused on soil-borne plant diseases caused by various fungal and bacterial
pathogens in crops. The authors analyzed the sensitivity of various epidemiological and botanical properties,
showing that the infection rate is susceptible to most of them.

This paper focuses on the grid-based seeding strategy during a botanical pandemic from an economic per-
spective. Namely, the novelty of the proposed work is the formalization and analysis of a two-parametric seeding
strategy for a field experiencing a botanical pandemic. To accomplish this objective, we developed a spatio-
temporal stochastic SIR model with an economic dynamic where the plants are organized on a two-dimensional
grid, seeded at the beginning of a season, and harvested and sold at the end of the season.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2] formally introduces the proposed model and
formalizes the objective. Next, section [3] describes an algorithm to obtain the optimal seeding strategy for the
worst-case pandemic, given initial conditions. Afterward, sectionH] presents in silico experiment of the proposed
model, analyzing the sensitivity of the pandemic spread and economic profit to the pathogen’s properties and the
optimal seeding strategy for different scenarios. Lastly, in section I3 we discuss the results and suggest possible

future work.
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2 Model definition

The proposed model M, is defined as a tuple of two interconnected components M := (P, E) where P is the
epidemiological component responsible for capturing the spatio-temporal pandemic spread of a pathogen in a
population of plants, and K is the economy component responsible for capturing the economic profit the field’s
owner obtain over time. Below, a formal description of the two components and their interactions is provided.
Moreover, a description of the model’s implementation as a computer simulation is also provided. A schematic

view of the model’s dynamics over time (¢ € [1,...,T) is presented in Fig. [l
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Figure 1: A schematic view of the model’s spatio-temporal dynamics. At the beginning (¢t = 1, the field is seeded
and some plants are infected. Next, for a duration, 7' < oo, the plants grow and infect each other. After 7' steps in
time, the plants are harvested and the non-infected plants are sold for profit.

2.1 The epidemiological component

Let us define a sub-model (i.e., component) that takes into consideration a population of plants, P (|P| := N € N),
that is allocated in a finite and rectangular-shaped field F' := (W, H) C R2. The model treats both space and
time as continuous variables. Importantly, in Section 23] during the implementation of this model as a computer
simulation, we would discrete both space and time [21} 22} 23| 24]]). Interactions are local and stochastic. It is
further assumed that F' is homogeneous and isotropic [25]. The plant population, P, is allocated to the field F’
such that it creates rows and columns with a distance d,. and d,, between them, respectively.

Each plant in the population, p € P, belongs to one of three epidemiological groups: Susceptible (.5), Infected
(I), or Removed (R) such that N := S + I + R. Plants in the first group have no immunity and are susceptible
to infection. When a plant in the susceptible group (.5) is exposed to the pathogen, the plant is transferred to the
infected group ([), at an average rate 3. The plant stays in the infected group for ~y steps in time, after which
the plant is transferred to the removed group (R). Removed plants do not practice in any epidemiological nor
economic dynamics. We define the infection rate, /3, to be distance-depended. Particularly, the rate at which plant

p; is infecting plant p; is defined to be:

Bo

=T ey
Ipi = psll

where §y € [0, 1] is the basic infection probability of the pathogen and ||p; — p;|| stands for the Euclidean distance

between the plants p; and p;. Thus, the spatio-temporal epidemiological dynamics obey the following system of
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coupled ordinary differential equations:

UD — gS(4)I(t) — (L), )
W = A1)

2.2 The economic component

Continuing the definition of the epidemiological component, let us define the economic sub-model of the same
population of plants over time. The economic component considers the cost of seeding, growing, and harvesting
plants and the profit one obtains from selling them. Formally, at the beginning of the session, one is required to
seed the plants. This process is associated with a cost for each plant (0 < af € R) and some fixed overhead cost
(0 < a3 € R). However, the cost per plant is growing in a logarithmic manner to the size of the plant population
[26.27]. Thus, for a plant population of size /N the seeding cost is Oseeding (V) = ajin(N) + a3. In the same
manner, the cost of growing the plants in a single step in time corresponds to some fixed overhead and a cost per
plant, increasing in a logarithmic manner: Ogmwmg(N ) = aﬁ’ In(N) + ag. Finally, the cost of harvesting a plant
population follows the same dynamics: Opgrvesting (N) = a}fln(N ) + ag. After harvesting, the plants can be
sold. The plants has a fixed price, 0 < 1 € R, while the overall sales size results in a reduced value, 0 < ¥ € R,
in a logarithmic manner to the size of the plant population [28] 29, 30]: Osei (N) = ¥1 N — 12ln(N). Therefore,

the economic output of the field at time ¢ € [1,...,T] is as follows:

_Oseeding (Nt) - Ogrowing (Nt) t=1
O(Nt) := § —Ogrowing(Nt) 1<t<T, 3
Osell (Nt) - Oharvesting (Nt) t=T

such that O(N7) = 0 and N; := N — R(t).
Importantly, as plants require some minimal area for seeding and growing, there exists a minimal seeding
distance, A € R, to allow plants to grow. A seeding with a distance smaller than A will result in the early death

of the plant and no profit, as a result.

2.3 Computer simulation

In order to simulate the model, we used an agent-based simulation approach [31} 132} 33]]. To this end, we assume
a discrete version of the proposed model. The plants in the population interacts in rounds ¢ € [1,...,T], where
T < oo. Each plant in the population, p; = (z;,y;,&,;) € P, is represented by a timed finite state machine
[34] such that, at round ¢, &; ; denotes the plant’s epidemiological status p; € {S, I, R} and (x;, y;) denoted the
plant’s location in the field (F¥'). At the first round (f = 1), the population (IP) is allocated to F' given the values
d; and d,. In practice, during the seeding or immediately after the plants are susceptible, and only a subset is
infected by a pathogen. At the beginning of the pandemic (¢t = 1), the seeding cost is computed. Then, at each
round 1 < ¢ < T, the pathogen spreads between the plants, and the growing cost is computed. After 7" rounds,
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the economic profit from the field, £, is computed after taking the harvesting cost and profits from selling into

account.

3 Optimal seeding strategy

In the case of a pandemic where the pathogen properties and the economic costs are known, one can aim to
optimize its profit from a given field by strategically seeding the plant population. On the one hand, seeding the
plants as close to each other as possible would lead to a maximum profit, assuming the profit from selling the
entire plant population is higher than the overall cost. However, on the other hand, it would increase the average
infection rate (see Eq. [1) and result in more removed plants that cause economic loss.

Hence, one can formalize the above motivation as follows. Given the proposed model, one wishes to maximize
the economic profit of the field during a single session (i.e., ¢ € [1,7T]) while controlling the seeding strategy.

Formally, the optimization task takes the form:
max O(I\Ny), 4)

where d,, d, > 0. Furthermore, it is assumed assume that k£ plants are exposed to a pathogen immediately after
seeding, setting the initial condition to be S(0) = N — k,I(0) = k, R(0) = 0.

Now, the locations of the initially infected plants in the field play a critical role in the pandemic spread rate,
as one can see from Eq. (). Thus, it is possible to provide a worst-case scenario as a boundary condition by
choosing the £ plants that the maximum distance between at least one of them to any other plant is minimal (i.e.,
the metric k-center task) [35]. Let us denote this distance by 0 < r € R such that r := , /d2 + d2.

Assuming the worst case scenario, in order to compute Eq. (@), one is required to compute N; for ¢ €
[1,...,T]. Hence, to obtain the number of removed plants, one can compute

" dR(t)
> g
t=1

Now, using the next generation matrix (NGM) method [36], we can bound the value of I(¢) foreacht € [0,...,T]
using the formula: (¢t + 1) < BI(t). By setting this condition to Eq. (3) and using Eq. (), one obtains:

~dR(t) I Logtt k((Bo/r)T 1)
; 7 —;71(0—;7[3 kgk;rt-l_wo/r)((ﬁo/r)—l)' (6)

From Eq. (@), it is possible to obtain a close form for
Ne=N=R(t) = N = (vk((8/m)" 1))/ ((Bo/r) ((Bo/r) = 1)).

As a result, Eq. @) can be rewritten as the following optimization tasks, solving for the worst-case scenario. For

the conditions of either d, > W or d, > H no plants are seeded in the field which results in the target function to
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return 0. As a result, the problem takes the standard form of an optimization problem to N:

ma'xdz ady Z?:l O(Nt)

S.t.

de <W 7
d, < H

dyydy >0

Assuming a decreased spatial step of size § € R, one can solve this optimization task using brute force or using

Monte-Carlo for good approximation with less computational burden [37].

4 Numerical Analysis

Using the proposed model and its implementation as a computer simulation, we investigate several scenarios of
interest for the Rhizoctonia solani pathogen that influences potatoes. The parameters used in the model calcu-
lations (if not stated otherwise) are presented in Table [Il The values are taken from the United States farming
market price and constantly change over time. First, we show the average pandemic spread and economic profit
for small, medium, and large fields. Subsequently, a sensitivity analysis of the pathogen and economic properties
on the pandemic spread and economic profit are investigated. Finally, a comparison of default and optimal seeding
strategies for random and worst-case initial conditions is analyzed. In order to capture the pandemic spread, we
used the basic reproduction number (Ry) over time which is defined as Ry (t) := % for R(t+1) > R(t)
and Ry(t) := I(t+1)—I(t), otherwise [38]]. In a complementary manner, the average basic reproduction number,
E[Ry), is defined as follows: E[Ro] := L =7, Ro(t).

4.1 Baseline

Fig. [2| shows the basic reproduction number and economic profit over time, divided into small (N = 5000),
medium (N = 25000), and large (N = 125000) fields with the same size. All fields are of the same size. The
results show the average of n = 1000 simulations for each field that differ from each other by the position of
initially infected plants. The overall infection rate over time increases as the field size increases and the distance
between plants decreases. As a direct outcome, the economic profit at the end of the session is not monotonically
increasing as expected (assuming it is profitable to grow a single plant) since a more significant portion of the

plants is removed.

4.2 Sensitivity analysis

In order to capture the influence of the epidemiological parameters associated with the pathogen, 3y and ~, a
sensitivity analysis of the pandemic spread as the average basic reproduction number (a) and economic profit
(b) are shown in Fig. Bl The results are shown relative to the baseline configuration provided in Table [l where
Bo = 0.003 and v = 1/42. We fitted the numerical data with an analytical two-dimensional linear function using

the least mean square (LMS) method [39]], obtaining:

E[Ro] = 226.618, — 42.88v + 0.53 A E(T) = —213.188, + 37.27~ — 0.32, 8)
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Symbol  Parameter Definition Value
S(t) Susceptible plants at time ¢ [1]
I(t) Infected plants at time ¢ [1]
R(t) Removed plants at time ¢ [1]
Ny Number of plants in the population at time ¢ [1]
r The minimal distance of the maximum distance between an susceptible and in-

fected plantat t = 1 [m]
N Default plant population size [plants] 25000
dy Default x-axis distance between plants [m] 0.2
dy Default y-axis distance between plants [m] 0.2
w The fields width [m/] 100
H The fields height [m] 100
T The duration of a session [plants] 3
Bo Basic infection probability [¢~'plants™!] 0.003
v Removed rate [t71] 1/42
k The initial number of infected plants at the beginning of the pandemic [plants] 3
aj Average cost per plant for seeding [$] 0.01$
as Average overhead for seeding [$] 0.14N$
a Average cost per plant for growing per day [$] 0.033%
a3 Average overhead for growing per day [$] 0.019N$
al Average cost per plant for harvesting [$] 0.06%
ah Average overhead for harvesting [$] 0.11N$
(o Average cost per plant for selling [$] 5.32%
o Average discount for selling plants [$] 1.71%

Table 1: The model’s parameters notations, descriptions, and values.
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Figure 2: The basic reproduction number (dashed, red) and economic profit (dotted, blue) over time, divided into
(a) small, (b) medium, and (c) large size fields. The results are shown as an average of n = 1000 random instances
with the parameter values from Table 1l

with a coefficient of determination (R?) of 0.896 and 0.954, respectively.

In addition, we measured the influence of three economic ratios aﬁ’ / ag, 1 /12, and a{ /1 on the economic
profit as shown in Fig. @ The results are shown as mean + standard deviation of n = 1000 instances. The square
(red) value indicates the baseline configuration shown in Table[Il One can notice that a{/a$ obtains an optimum
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Figure 3: Sensitivity analysis of the (a) average basic reproduction number and (b) economic profit as a function
of the basic infection rate and recovery rate, relative to the baseline configuration - 5y = 0.003,y = 1/42. The

results are shown as an average of n = 1000 random instances with the parameter values from Table[Il The reader
should note the different color scales in panels (a) and (b).

around 2. The economic profit is monotonically increasing as a function of 1 /1)2. Oppositely, the economic
profit is monotonically decreasing as a function of af /1.
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Figure 4: Sensitivity analysis of the economic profit as a function of several economic ratios - (a) af /a3, (b)
1 /1b2, and (c) af /1p1. The results are shown as an average + standard deviation of n = 1000 random instances
with the parameter values from Table[Il The square (red) value indicates the baseline configuration shown in Table

il

4.3 Optimal seeding strategy

Following the algorithm for the optimal seeding strategy (see Section B), we computed the difference between
the default (d, = d, = 0.2) and optimal seeding strategy for random and worst case of initial condition. The
results are summarized in Fig. Sl such that the results obtained from n = 10000 random instances where the field
size (W, H) and pathogen properties (5, y) are different for each instance. The blue and green area indicates the
convex hull obtained from the dots using the Graham scan algorithm [40].
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In order to capture the underline functional dynamics generating the economic profit from the economic and
epidemiological parameters, we utilized the SciMED symbolic regression tool [41]]. Symbolic regression involves
conducting regression analysis by exploring the realm of mathematical expressions to discover the most suitable

model for a provided dataset, prioritizing both accuracy and simplicity. We obtained the following equation:

Bor?
E(T) = (41 — G?TT +a3T)N, )

with a coefficient of determination R? = (.741 for the random case with the optimal seeding strategy.

. Default seeding configuration . Optimal seeding configuration
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Figure 5: The average pandemic spread and economic profit for the (a) random case and (b) worst-case optimal
seeding strategy. The results are based on n = 10000 random instances with the parameter values from Table [T
and W' € [50,250], H € [50, 250], By € [0.001, 0.005], v € [1/65,1/21].

5 Discussion

In this study, we have developed a mathematical model to establish the economic profit from a field of plants
during a botanical pandemic. The proposed model establishes the connection between a spatio-temporal SIR-
based epidemiological model and a non-linear economic production model. Based on this model, we propose an
algorithm to find the economically optimal seeding strategy given a known pathogen and economic properties.

Considering Rhizoctonia solani for potatoes as a representative example, we implemented an agent-based
simulation. We studied the influence of several environmental, epidemiological, and economic properties of the
pandemic spread and economic profit. In particular, we demonstrate the potential benefits of the proposed seeding
strategy for both a random and worst-case pandemic scenario, regardless of the pathogen’s properties and field
size.

The baseline analysis aims to indicate a connection between the plant population size and the pandemic spread.
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On average, as the plant population size increases, the infection rate, reflected by the mean basic reproduction
number (Rp), increases as well, as shown in Fig. 2l Moreover, the economic profit, at the end of the season
(T), first increases and then decreases, demonstrating a parabolic-like behavior. These results agree with multiple
spatio-temporal epidemiological models, and historical data in human and animal pandemics [42, 43].

Following the same path, an analysis of the pandemic spread and economic profit as a function of the basic
infection rate () and recovery rate () is conducted as shown in Fig. Bl Unsurprisingly, as the basic infection
rate increases and the recovery rate decreases, the pandemic spread increases, and the economic profit decreases.
Moreover, from Eq. (8), one can see that the basic infection rate has 6 times more influence on the decrease in
economic profit compared to the recovery rate. Thus, when designing pandemic intervention policies, researchers
and developers might prefer to focus on the pandemic intervention policies or the development of plants that are
more resilient to an infection to reduce the pandemic spread.

In an interconnected way, the sensitivity analysis of the economic profit as a function of the ratio between
growing overhead and per plant cost, the ratio between the average plant selling price and overall reduced price,
and the ratio between average growing cost per plant to the selling cost is studied in Fig. [ Fig. @h reveals that
as the ratio between the per plant growing cost and the growing overhead cost increases, it reaches an optimum
and then sharply decreases. However, for the two other quantities, the dynamics are monotonic, agreeing with
previous economic models [44] 45]].

Most importantly, Fig. B]reveals that the optimal seeding strategy indeed increases the average (and in general)
economic profit while decreasing the pandemic spread for both the random and worst-case scenarios. Specifically,
the improvement for the random case is statistically significantly better than for the worst-case scenario (p <
0.005), obtained using an ANOVA test. Nevertheless, for both the random and worst case, the optimal seeding
configuration is statistically outperforming the default seeding configuration (p < 0.001), obtained using a paired
two-sided T-test. Interestingly, while the relationship between the average basic reproduction number and the
economic profit for both cases is complex and non-linear, the figure reveals a somewhat linear decreasing trend.
Moreover, one can notice that the improvement of using the optimal seeding configuration compared to the default
seeding configuration in the random case has less impact compared to the worst case.

Altogether, field owners and policymakers can adopt the seeding strategy at the beginning of a new session,
assuming they are familiar with the possible pathogen that might cause a pandemic in their field, given a crop
they wish to grow. Moreover, the proposed model provides a tool to approximate the economic influence such a
pandemic might have on a specific situation. Our model and simulator are published as open sourc, so other
researchers and policymakers can replicate and extend our study for their needs.

This study has several limitations, which provide opportunities for future research. First, the proposed model
assumes that the plant population is homogeneous in its epidemiological and economic properties, an assumption
known to be false [46l 147]]. As such, by introducing unique epidemiological and economic properties for each
individual plant, such as recovery rate and amount of profit from selling, one would obtain a more accurate
economic profit prediction. In a complementary manner, the proposed work focused on the seeding strategy alone,
ignoring current and novel possible monitoring and intervention policies strategies that can control a pandemic
spread and therefore increase the economic profit [48,49]. In addition, as each plant type is susceptible to multiple
pathogens, an extension of the proposed model for the case of a multi-strain pandemic can be of great interest

[30, [51) [52] 33| [34]. Finally, the proposed analysis was conducted for a single pathogen, as shown in Table [T}

IThe source code is available at/https: //github.com/teddy4445/pandemic_in_the_field
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which limits our current understanding of the model’s generalization capabilities. Future work can explore the
proposed model for more pathogens. Moreover, in this work, we assume a two-dimensional field. However,
many fields take advantage of three-dimensional phenomena. A possible extension of this work is to include a

three-dimensional surface.
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