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Abstract

Plant diseases often cause serious yield losses in agrieuA pathogen’s reproductive
fitness can be quantified by the basic reproductive nunibgerSince pathogen transmission
between host plants depends on the spatial separationdrethvem, R is strongly influenced
by the spatial scales of pathogen dispersal and the spedil@ssof the host population.

We propose a novel method to estimate the basic reproduutiviber as a function of the
size of a field planted with crops and its aspect ratio. Thig@gch is based on measurements
of disease gradients and uses a spatially explicit populatynamical model.

The basic reproductive number was found to increase witffigleesize at small field sizes
and to saturate to a constant value at large field sizes.dhesaa maximum in square fields
and decreases as the field becomes elongated. This patpEarspo be quite general: it
holds for dispersal kernels that decrease exponentiafigsber as well as for fat-tailed
dispersal kernels that decrease slower than exponenéappwer-law kernels).

We used this approach to estimdg in wheat stripe rust (an important disease caused by
Puccinia striiformis), since disease gradients for this pathogen were thorgugbasured
over large distances [Sackett and Mundt, Phytopatholdgy983 (2005)]. For the two largest
datasets, we estimatét, in the limit of large fields to be of the order of 50. These esties
are consistent with independent field observations [Cowgal. (2005), Phytopathology, 95,
97282; Farber et al. (2013), Phytopathology, 103, 41].

We present a proof of principle of a novel approach to essrita basic reproductive
number,Ry, of plant pathogens using wheat stripe rust as a case stuglfoud that the
spatial extent over whiclR, changes strongly is quite fine-scaled (about 30 m of therlinea
extension of the field). Our results indicate that in ordesfitmize the spatial scale of
deployment of fungicides or host resistances, the adjugsrahould be made at a fine spatial
scale.

1. Introduction

When plant pathogens succeed in infecting their hosts,dbnize the host tissue and deprive
hosts of resources and energy. This often leads to serieléslgsses in agriculture
(Strange and Scoit, 2005). Disease-resistant crop \esiatid chemicals (fungicides or
antibiotics) are widely used to control infectious diseasiplants. But both of these control
measures are highly vulnerable to pathogen adaptatiohogans evolve to overcome host
resistances and to become insensitive to fungic‘de_s_Mﬁ[dmnd_LindbL_ZQ_OZ). In order to
devise effective and durable strategies of disease cq,@), a thorough
understanding of basic epidemiological properties of fgle@thogens with the help of appropriate
mathematical models is necessary.

The spread of infectious diseases depends on the contactiuse, a network in which each host
is a node and has a number of weighted, directional linkstterdtosts. The strength of each link
represents the probability of transmission from one hoantather. In infectious diseases of
humans and animals contact structures are determined Wpnkatof social contacts. Plant
pathogens spread over global scales of countries and eatgiby natural means and through
networks of trade and exchange (Brown and Hovmoaller, 208ansand Pautasso, 2014).
However, at a local scale of a single field of crop plants oesshadjacent fields, plant pathogens
spread primarily through passive dispersal of infectiowgppgules through air, water or soil




between immobile plants. Insect pests may disperse batlecand passively between hosts
plants (Mazzi and Dorn, 201L.2). In both of these cases, thiegtitity of transmission between
hosts depends on the geographical distance between theroe Hee contact structure is
determined by the spatial scales of pathogen dispersahargpatial scales of the host population.
Full information on the contact structure is difficult to alst and to analyze. Several global
measures are used to characterize networks of contacksasuhe average degree, i. e. the
average number of links per host. Yet, a better measure liaaacterizes the disease spread is its
basic reproductive numbeR,, defined intuitively as “the average number of secondargsa$
infection generated by one primary case in a susceptiblegopslation” kAnd_er_s_Qn_a.nd_Mhy,

). Mathematically, it is given by the dominant eigeeabf the next generation operator
(h:l_e_e_slﬂb_e_élk,_ZQbZ). Hence, the basic reproductive nuimbeguantity with a clear biological
meaning that characterizes reproductive fitness of theogath It determines the invasion
threshold: ifR, > 1 the disease will spread in the population, otherwisBak 1 the pathogen
will eventually die out. Therefore?, can be used to estimate the critical proportion of the host
population that needs to be immunized (i. e. vaccinatedjderao eradicate the disease
(Anderson and Maly., 1991). Als®, often allows one to estimate the final (equilibrium) disease
level.

Much attention has been devoted to estimatio®@for infectious diseases of humans and
animals|(Anderson and May., 1991; Fraser et al., 2009; Hamesal.| 2009). Several studies
discussR, in the context of infectious diseases of plants (Gubbins/e2@00; Park et all, 2001;
|1, 2005; van den Bosch etlal., 2008), but onlysbuey provided actual estimates
based on measurements of the apparent infection r@he rate of growth of the disease
proportion over time, assuming logistic growth (Vandenlal963)) for wheat stripe rust
ds_egaﬂmél., Zle). Another approach is to estinigthy fitting the solution of a population
dynamics model of disease spread to an empirical diseagegsocurve (i. e. the plot of the
proportion of disease over time). However, this appear®tditiicult, because we expef}) to
depend on the spatial scales of the host population. In acudtgiral setting, crop plants are
usually arranged in nearly rectangular fields. Each fieldhés&cterized by its aregand aspect
ratio «. Hence,R, should depend off and«, provided that the planting density is fixed. Given
the wide variation in field sizes and shapes across indiVitklds and growing regions, countries
and continents, a useful estimate f&y should also capture the dependence on the field size and
shape. But measuring disease progress curves in many figlddifferent sizes and shapes
requires enormous efforts and resources.
In this study we propose a novel way to estimate the basiodegtive numberz, as a function
of field size and shape. This approach uses a spatially éxqpdipulation dynamics model
formulated as a system of integro-differential equatidrie estimation of?, is based on disease
gradient measurements in which the amount of disease iadeazed as a function of the
distance from a localized source of initial inoculum. Theatage of this approach is that, by
measuring the disease gradient over a large enough disteasengle experiment, one captures
the information on the dependenceRf on the field size and aspect ratio. In this way, more
useful information can be extracted from disease gradiatat than thought previously.
To provide a proof of principle for this method, we applietbitvheat stripe rust (an important
pathogen of wheat caused Byccinia striiformis dW_e_IIingiJLO;ll)), since disease gradients for
this pathogen were thoroughly measured over large dissa@aekett and Munot, 2065
Cowger et all., 2005). Using these data, we estimatgds a function of the field size and shape.




From this dependence we determined the ranges of field sizeshapes over whicR, exhibits
a considerable change.

2. Materials and methods

We assume that the hosts are continuously distributedstnegectangular field with the
dimensions/, andd,. The field area i$' = d,d, and its aspect ratio is = d,/d,, So thaix close

to zero refers to long, narrow fields, while= 1 represents a square field. We trace the densities
of healthy hostd7(x, y, t) and infected hosts(z, y, t) in space and time using the system of
integro-differential equations

W - THH(IL’,y,t) [1 - H([L’,y,t)/K] - ﬁk(x,y)H(x,y,t), (1)
% :BA(xay)H(xayat)_,U](l',y,t). (2)

Here, the force of infection(z, y) at a locationz, y is determined by integrating over all possible
sources of infection:

da dy
:/ du/ dv k(z,y, u,v)I(u,v,t). (3)
0 0

In obtaining Eqs[(1)E(2) we assumed that the charactetistie scale of spore dispersal is much
shorter than the characteristic time scales associatédthier stages of the pathogen life cycle
and, hence, the density of spores is proportional to theityasfshe infectious host tissue (see
Appendix A.4 in Supporting Information for more details).
The quantitied] (z, y, t) andI(x, y, t) represent the areas of the corresponding host tissue per
unit land area. The host tissue could be leaves, stems ar, giggpending on the specific
host-pathogen interaction. Healthy ho&tér, y, t) grow logistically with the rate; and the
“carrying capacity”K, which may imply limited space or nutrients. Furthermorealkhy hosts
may be infected by the pathogen and transformed into indembsts with the rat8\(z, y). The
transmission ratg is a compound parameter given by the product of the spoonlasite of the
infected tissue and the probability that a spore causes mestion. Infected host tissue loses its
infectivity at a rate, wherep ! is the average infectious period. An approximate versiahef
model Eqs[(1)E([2), in which the host densities were assumbd homogeneous in space, was
used in several preV|0us studies of plant dlsease epldeﬂm_aﬂ. E%V
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The integral in EqL(3) is weighted usingz, y, u, v), the dispersal kernel (or contact distribution
(Mgllisgd,w)) that characterizes the dispersal prigpeof the pathogen. The dispersal
properties as well as the environmental conditions arenasduo be the same along the field.
Moreover, dispersal is assumed to be isotropic, meaningthpore has the same probability to
move in any direction along the two-dimensional field. Theslaassumption can be problematic
when strong winds prevail in a certain direction and may leectiuse of discrepancy with the
empirical findings (see Appendix A.5). In this case, the displ kernel is only determined by the
distance between the source and the target of infections{zey, u, v) = x(r), where




r=+/(z —u)?+ (y — v)2 For aerially dispersed plant diseases;) is defined as a probability
density function for an infectious spore to land at a distanitom its sourceal.,
2012).

In order to determine the basic reproductive numBgr,we perform the linear stability analysis
of the disease-free equilibrium of the system Hgs.[(1)-TB)s leads to the eigenvalue problem
for the Fredholm equation of the second kind (see AppendixXé. the derivation)

Rooo /Odw du /Ody dv k(r)w(u,v) = cw(x,y), (4)

whereRy., = SK/u. By solving this problem, we can find the eigenvalugand eigenfunctions
w;(z,y) that satisfy the EqL{4). The dominant eigenvalyeletermines the basic reproductive
number, i.e.Ry = o,. Although an approximate expression f@¢ based on its intuitive
definition may often give sound results, this cannot be guaeal (see Appendix A.2).

3. Results

We first consider the generic features of how the basic remtoee numberR,, depends on the
field sized. Then, we consider these dependencies in the case of whpetrsist in Sed. 3]12.

3.1. Dependence of the basic reproductive number on the field size

The basic reproductive numbeéiy, is shown in Fig. Il as a function of the linear extensiasf a
square field for three different dispersal kernels (Gauns&rponential and modified power-law).
These three functional forms are often used to describediapgradients in plant diseases
(Fitt et al., 1987, Frantzen and Bosch, 2000; Sackett anddY) ), but also in other
taxonomic groups, for example, in pollen, seeds, seedlimestles, moths and butterflies
(Nathan et all, 2012). These three functions represenhtbe tlasses of dispersal kernels:
“thin-tailed” (Gaussian) that decrease faster than exptiale exponential, and “fat-tailed” that
decrease slower than exponential (power-law). “ThiretHiland exponential kernels give rise to
travelling epidemic waves with a constant velocity, while tfat-tailed” kernels result in
accelerating epidemic waves (Mollison, 1977; Medlock aidi R003] Cowger et al., 2005:
Sackett and Munldt, 205,

For all the three types of dispersal kernels that we consdjehe basic reproductive number first
increases as a function of the field sizand then, eventually, saturates to a constant value
(Fig.[1). Thus, we find that the qualitative dependenc&gnfa more basic epididemiological
parameter than the epidemic velocity, on the field size igeqobust with respect to the
functional form of the dispersal kernel. In particularstiot affected much by the nature of the
tails of the dispersal kernel. Moreover, we expect this biehet to hold for any dispersal kernel,
as long as it a monotonically decreasing function of theatiser.

The initial growth of Ry versusd follows a quadratic function (see Eq. (A.10)). It occursdnese
in this range, the field size is much smaller than the dispesgausa (a characteristic length
scale of pathogen dispersal), i< a. Therefore, by making the field larger, more spores will
land within the field and lead to new infections. In other v&rid this range the field size is the




limiting factor for the pathogen fitness. On the contraryewlithe field size is much larger than
the dispersal radius, i. €.>> a, the basic reproductive number becomes independehttéére,
pathogen does not become fitter on a larger field, becausm#sdiis now limited by the range of
dispersal and not by the size of the field.

While the three curves in Figl 1 exhibit a universal qualiabehaviour, they differ in the rate at
which the saturation occurs at large field sizes. The Gauskspersal kernel decreases faster
with the distance than the exponential dispersal kernel. As a reg@jtgrows and saturates as a
function of the field sizel faster for the Gaussian than for the exponential. The résuihe
power-law dispersal kernel is difficult to compare with tleults for other kernels, since the
power law lacks a meaningful characteristic length scatymptotically, at large field size3,
approaches the constant value slower in the case of the pawelispersal kernel than for the
other two kernels. However, at small field siz&g,as a function ot may grow faster or slower
for the power-law kernel as compared to the other two keyaleisending on the values of the
parameters, andb. In Fig.[1, we present an example when fhgfor the power law first grows
faster than the that for the Gaussian or exponential diapkesnels, but subsequently its growth
slows down and becomes slower than for the Gaussian and enpanas expected from the
asymptotic behavior of the corresponding dispersal kejnel

3.2. Case study: dependence of the basic reproductive numbe ron
the field size and shape for wheat stripe rust

We infer the dependence of the basic reproductive nunityen the field size and shape from
the detailed measurements of primary disease gradientbextvgtripe rust_(_S_aQKell_a.nd_Mdndt,
2005; ICowger et all., 2005)R, is computed by numerically solving the eigenvalue problem i
Eq. (4) for different values of the field dimensiofisandd,, that characterize the field size and
shape. To perform this calculation, we estimated the déspé&ernel:(r) and the compound
parameter?,,, that corresponds to the basic reproductive number for alaeyg field from
experimental data (Sackett and Mundt, 280Sowger et al., 2005) [see Appendix A.3 for the
details of the estimation procedure].

In these experiments, small areas of experimental plots) (ficere artificially inoculated by
pathogen spore®(' generation). These spores give rise to lesions in the fdizasdeneration)
that further produce spores, which are dispersed throwghithThis gives rise to infection
outside of the focus, producing the second generation bibg&in lesions. The corresponding
disease severity (the proportion of the leaf area infedseheasured as a function of the distance
r from the focus.

The outcome of this measurement is shown in[Big. 2 for the angelst datasets (Hermiston 2002
and Madras 2002, downwind) obtained in this experimentséh@o datasets were chosen
because they contained measurements over large enoughagistthat allowed us to obtain sound
fits. Disease severity strongly depends on the distantt® value is largest closer to the focus
and decreases monotonically withThe data can be fitted well by the modified power-law
function (solid curve in Fid.|2)

—b/2

(5)

In contrast, exponential and Gaussian functions proviae fits (dashed and dotted curves in

K,pLQ(’I“) = Ko (Tg -+ 7“2>



Fig.[2). (For more details on fitting see Appendix A.3.1 angl Biin the Electronic
Supplementary Materials).

Disease gradients, measured in this way, contain infoomaitn the three key processes in the
pathogen life-cycle: spore production, aerial movemespaires, and infection of healthy host
tissue. We assume that the rate of spore production and abalpitity to infect healthy host
tissue, once the spore has landed on it, are homogeneoss #uedield, i. e. do not depend on
the distance. Hence, the compound parametey,, = 5K /u that characterizes these processes
does not depend on the distance. Therefore, the aerial meteyhspores is the only process that
depends on the distaneceFurther, we assume that there is a large enough number i#sspo
produced and the probability of infection is large enougthdihat the recorded disease severity is
proportional to the spore concentration in the air. Undeséhassumptions, our estimate for the
dispersal kernet(r) is the modified power-law function [Ed.I(5)] fitted to the dise gradient

data and normalized as a probability density function @Leh that its integral over the whole
two-dimensional space equals to unity [Appendix A.3.2]e &lso0 estimated the parametey,,
from the disease gradient data (see Appendix A.3.3) andnaatéhe valuer,., = 65.0 for the
Hermiston 2002 downwind dataset; and the valye = 38.0 for the Madras 2002 downwind
dataset.

Using our estimates for the dispersal kerngl;), and the parametet, ., we solved the
eigenvalue problem Ed.l(4) numerically for different fieldes and shapes. In this way, we
obtained the dependence of the basic reproductive numben the field size (Fid.]3) and its
aspect ratio (Fid.l4). In Figl 3, first grows steeply versus the linear extension of a squdtk fie
and saturates towards the asymptotic valyg for large fields. The basic reproductive number is
about two times larger for the parameter values correspgridiHermiston 2002 dataset, than for
the case of Madras 2002 dataset. This difference stems fremifference in the asymptotic
valuesR,., and also from different shapes of the disease gradientpdakl (a) and (b) in Figl2).
The asymptotic valueR., (indicated by the horizontal dashed line in Eig. 3), is aaghed

faster in the case of Hermiston 2002 dataset (solid curvegidly;, than for Madras 2002 dataset
(dashed curve in Figl 3). The reason for this is a differepbeent of the power-law function that
best fits the corresponding disease gradignts §.04 for Hermiston 2002, Eq. (A.15), and

b = 2.23, Eq. (A.16)). The disease gradient in Madras 2002 decresd@eer due a lower
exponent.

In Fig.[4, Ry exhibits a saturating growth as the field aspect ratis increased from 0.01 to 1.
Hence, the square fields, with= 1, are most conducive for the disease growth. The basic
reproductuve number grows faster and saturates at largersvafa in smaller fields (cf. dotted,
dashed, dash-dotted and solid curves in[Big. 4).

A number of empirical studies have reported that, in agregnvéh our results, smaller plots
resulted in lower disease levels in wheat yellow rbsl_chmdiIJ 11996), wheat brown rust

(Puccinia recondita f. sp. tritici) (Bowen et al., 1984), potato late blight (Paysour and [F&g3)

andValdensia heterodoxa on Vaccinium myrtillus (Strengbom et al., 2 Qb6). However, in a more
recent study in wheat yellow rust (Sackett and MU 008) tised considerably larger plot
sizes, the plot size did not affect the epidemic velocityr €atimation framework predicts
moderate differences in the valuesif between larger square plots and smaller elongated plots
used in experiments (Sackett and Mundt, 2009) (cf. the veritegray circles in both panels of
Fig.[4). This is expected to result in higher epidemic velesiin larger plots compared to smaller
plots, according to theoretical arguments (see Appendix AVe suggest two possible




explanations for this discrepancy (see Appendix A.5 foremdwrtails). First, strong wind with a
prevailing direction along the axis of the elongated ploswhserved in the experimental setting
(Sackett and Mundt, 2009), but in our model isotropic dispewas assumed. The differences in
R, between smaller elongated plot and a larger square plotdaredict using the model are
possibly masked by the wind. This is because the wind magasa the pathogen/s, in the
smaller elongated plot by preventing the spores to landaerithe plot. Second, a moderate
difference of 20-30 % that we predict for epidemic veloateay be difficult to detect given the
level of experimental uncertainties.

4. Discussion

We found that the basic reproductive numbey, of crop pathogens depends on the size and
geometry of the field planted with host plantg, increases with the field size at small field sizes
and saturates to a constant values at large field sizes. TieofaR?, reaches its maximum in
square fields and decreases as the field becomes elongatedietdining the same area. This
pattern appears to be quite general: it holds for dispeesaldts that decrease exponentially or
faster (i. e. Gaussian kernels) as well as for “fat-tailedpdrsal kernels that decrease slower than
exponential ones (i. e. power-law kernels). We expect theesgualitative behavior for any
dispersal kernel, provided that it is a monotonically dasneg function of the distance.

As expected, this qualitative picture also holds for theeisal kernels estimated in wheat stripe
rust. The asymptotic values of the basic reproductive nuablarge field sizesKy., = 65.0 for
Hermiston 2002 downwindR,., = 38.0 for the Madras 2002 downwind dataset) result in the
values of the apparent rate of infection= 0.21 for Hermiston and- ~ 0.18 for Madras, where
the simple relationship = . log Ry was used. These values are quite close to the estimates of
obtained independently for these experiments:(0.25 (Cowger et al., 2005)). Also, in
dS_ega.LLa_el_élL_Zle) thig, of wheat yellow rust was estimated to be around 60 from the
measurements of the apparent rate of infectiohhis study used a more rigorous approach to
connectr and R, that took into account the shape of the sporulation curve.eStimates of?,.,
are also consistent, but somewhat smaller than the estrfrata field experiments, where the
number of secondary lesions originating from a single lesvas measured to be as high as
several hundred (Farber ef al., 2013).

The estimates foR., that we obtained for wheat stripe rust are considerablyelaigan typical
estimates for the basic reproductive number for human onalrdiseases. For example, the
relatively large values ok, were estimated for childhood diseases such as measles8jEhd
pertussis (5-18) (Anderson and May., 1991), the estimatethé “swine flu” influenza HIN1
were in the range 1.4-1.b_(ELas_QLdt[a_L,_2009), the estefateabies were in the range 1-2
(Hampson et all, 2009). A possible exception is malaria,revtiee estimates ok, between one
and more than 3000 were reportb_d_(_S_mjlh;éLaLiOOD.HJmetermines the critical proportion
p. Of the host population that needs to be immunized in orderddieate the disease

(p. =1 —1/Ry) (Anderson and Mayt, 1991). For example, our estimate ®wmtheat stripe rust
of Ry ~ 50 yields the critical proportiop. ~ 0.98. This may explain why it is so difficult to
eradicate rusts, while there are cases of dangerous huseaseés (for example, small pox) that
were eradicated with the help of vaccination programr{n_e_Slﬁﬁ‘sD_n_a.nd_Mdﬁu_lﬁbl). This
difference in the values ak, may result from a different biology of hosts (animals verglasts),




or, alternatively, it could be due to different nature of theeases, i. e. systemic diseases in the
case of humans and animals versus local lesion diseasesgasle of wheat stripe rust. To
determine which of these two explanations is more plausdrie needs to estimat, for

systemic disease of plants and local lesion (i. e. skin de®aof animals. This difference may
also be caused by the characteristic features of host pigngan agroecosystems, where
genetically uniform hosts are planted with high densitrea homogeneous environment. Hence,
it would be interesting to compare tligy of crop pathogens with th&, of plant pathogens in
natural ecosystems.

These findings can be used to control plant diseases, if om@kthe spatial scales, i. e. field
sizes and aspect ratios, over whigh changes considerably. We found that fgeof wheat stripe
rust exhibits a large change at a fine spatial scale: whenrtbarldimension of a square field
increases from zero to about thirty meters (Eig. 3). The raalsstantial change @, as a

function of the field aspect ratio occurs between aspeasati 0.01 and 0.2. These results
suggest, that decreasing field sizes and elongating fielgisotebe a practical measure to control
wheat stripe rust, because the beneficial effect of lowdheglisease levels is in this case
unlikely to outweigh the economical costs associated wsthgismaller and longer fields. But
this method could be feasible for controlling other dissasfecrops or pests (for example,
western corn rootworm that can disperse over longer disgf@arrasco et al., 2010) than wheat
stripe rust). We hope that our study will stimulate more tiedeempirical studies of the disease
gradients for different crop pathogens over long distangash that the framework proposed here
could be used to infer how th&, depends on the spatial scales of the host population. Adtnou
similar ideas about possibilities to control plant dissdsgadjusting field size and geometry
were explored mathematically in (Fleming et al., 1982)irttramework based on
reaction-diffusion models was not capable of includindiséia dispersal kernels. Hence, they
could not estimate the spatial scales at which the pathotyess$ changes considerably.

The experiments in Hermiston 2002 and Madras 2002 used the gkanting density, the same
wheat cultivar and the same pathogen race was used fot intigulation. But the environmental
conditions were somewhat different in these two locatidfesice, we can largely attribute the
difference in the disease gradients between these twoadsit@sd the resulting difference in the
estimated values of the basic reproductive number to tlerdifce in the environmental
conditions. In contrast, in natural epidemics the varratiothe outcomes of pathogen dispersal
can also result from the genetic variation in pathogen arsd mmpulationL(IaQK_el_bL_Zdls).
Therefore, in would be interesting to explore the effectiofidataneously adjusting the spatial
scales and introducing genetic diversity to the host pdamidy using host mixtures or multiline
cultivars (Mundt, 2002; Mikaberidze etlal., 2G4

From another point of view, our findings could be helpful fanosing the minimum plot sizes
and aspect ratios for field experimentation in plant patiylé-or the experimental plots to be
representative of larger fields used by growers, the pletai aspect ratio should be chosen
such that they correspond to the start of the saturationeofiéipendency aR, on the field size
(Fig.[3) and aspect ratio (Fig. 4). Thus, our results indi¢hat in the case of wheat stripe rust, the
area of experimental plots should be at least 0.25 ha andsfiectratio should be at least 0.2
(this corresponds approximately to a 26410 m elongated plot, or, alternatively, a 5&B0 m
square plot).

Our results could also help to manage fungicide resistahseveral different fungicides are
applied over smaller, elongated patches within a larget,fteen the fithness of resistant strains




would be diminished. This strategy allows one to keep thealvield size large enough to be
economically advantageous, but requires availabilityesesal different fungicides that have little
or no cross-resistance. The same reasoning applies aldeefoase of break-down of disease
resistance in host plants. In this case, host cultivars eiftarent disease resistances should be
arranged in smaller, elongated patches within a larger. fiedslorable arrangements of these
patches with different fungicides and host cultivars thatild reduce selection for fungicide
resistance and minimize break-down of host defences camvbstigated using dynamical
simulations of the population dynamics model based on Ej€2). In order to suggest
economically viable implementations, an epidemiologinabeling framework should be
coupled with a sound economical cost-benefit analysis.

So far we discussed disease control on the level of a sindgedierops. But our study also
provides a way to incorporate the dependencg&pbn the spatial stucture of the local host
population into models of disease spread on a regional toadd as the models described in
(Parnell et al., 2006; Papaix et al., 2014)). In this contexexpect the nature of tails of the
dispersal kernels to play an important role in the diseassasipand would influence optimal
strategies of disease control.
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Table 1: Variables and parameters

Description Dimension
Variables
H(xz,y,t) Density of healthy host tissue dl
I(x,y,t) Density of infected host tissue dl
Parameters
dy, d, Linear dimensions of the field alongandy m
a Characteristic spatial scale of pathogen dispersal (diapeadius) m
I6; Transmission rate days!
pt Average infectious period days
TH Growth rate of healthy host tissue days
K “Carrying capacity” of the healthy host tissue dl
Roso Basic reproductive number in the limit of a very large field dl
Functions
k(1) Dispersal kernel m~!
Ry(d,,d,) Basic reproductive number dl

Az, y) The force of infection [Eq[{3)]

14



2.0t
1.5t
o 1 of -
5
g R, <1, pathogen dies out
=
0.5t =
mm  Power law
=mm Exponential
i Gaussian
50 100 150 200 250
field size d [m]

Figure 1: Basic reproductive numbg&y, as a function of the field sizé for the two-dimensional
field according to the numerical solution of Eg. (4) (soliggn) using (i) the Gaussian

[Eq. (A.21) atn = 2, a = 10 m], (ii) the exponential [Eq. (A.21) at = 1, a = 10 m] and

(iii) the power law dispersal kernel [Eq. (A.19)at= 1 m,b = 2.1]. Model parameters:

Row = 8K/ =2.

15
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Figure 2: Disease severity of wheat stripe rust is plotted sction of the distance from focus,
outcome of field experiments (Sackett and Mundt, 20@Sowger et al., 2005). Two
datasets, Hermiston 2002 downwind (left panel) and Madé@2 2lownwind were fit-
ted with the exponential function [Eq. (A.21) with= 1, dashed curve], the Gaussian
function [Eq. (A.21) withn = 2, dotted curve] and the modified power-law function
[EqQ. (A.19), solid curve].
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Figure 3: Basic reproductive numbe&y, as a function of the field sizé of a square field calcu-
lated [by solving numerically the eigenvalue problen EDj. (¢ing the modified power-
law dispersal kernel [E(.]5)] fitted in Fig. 2 to disease ggatidatasets (i) Hermiston
2002 downwind (solid curve), and (ii) Madras 2002 downwiddghed curve) obtained
in (Sackett and Mundt, 20@5/Cowger et al., 2005). Horizontal dashed lines show the
asymptotic values of the basic reproductive number at lgetpesizes R, for Hermis-
ton 2002 (upper line) and Madras 2002 (lower line) datasétgy circles indicate the
[%-i\galues for the field size6( m x 61 m) used in the experiments (Sackett and Mlindt,
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Figure 4: Basic reproductive numba&y as a function of the field aspect ratip/d, (the field area
S = d,d, was kept the same). The calculation was performed numbricsing the
power-law dispersal kernels fitted to disease gradient(@age2) from Hermiston 2002
(upper panel) and Madras 2002 (lower panel) datasets @otéin(Sackett and Mundt,
2009, ICowger et al.| 2005). Different curves show tRg for different field areas:
S = 4ha (yellow solid),S = 1ha (blue dashed)s = 0.37ha (red dash-dotted),
S = 0.04 ha (orange dotted). Larger circles mark the parameters athvthe field
experiments (Sackett and Mundt, 2009) were performed (greles for6.1 m x 61 m
and white circles fo61 m x 61 m).
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A. Supporting Information

A.l. Linear stability analysis of the disease-free equilib rium

We linearize the model Eq§](1)}(2) in the vicinity of theetise-free fixed pointl (x, y,t) = K,
I(x,y,t) = 0 and obtain the following equations for the small deviatifnesn this fixed point
§(x,y.t) andI(z,y,t):

% = —rpé(z,y,t) — BK//{(x,y,u,v)I(u,v,t)du dv, (A.1)
% = 5K/m(x,y,u,v)](u,v, t)dudv — pl(x,y,t). (A.2)

The disease-free fixed point becomes unstable if the smaktiten /(z, y, t) grows over time. To
check this, we substitutdz, y,t) = w(z,y)e* in Eq. (A2). Then, the stability of the disease-free
fixed point is determined by solving eigenvalue problem

BE (% [" _
7/O du/o dv k(r)w(u,v) = cw(z,y), (A.3)

wheres = 1+ \/pu. The eigenvalue problem here consists in finding the valfias and functions
w(x, y) satisfying the relationship (Al.3). The disease-free fixeithpis unstable if at least one af
has a positive real part. EQl (4) is the homogeneous Fredaglration of the second kind and can
be solved numerically using the Nystrom method (Press e1892). The dominant eigenvalue
o4 determines the basic reproductive number, il®. = o,. Note that the eigenvalue problem
Eq. (A.3) also determines the stability properties of theesponding integro-difference system of
equations in discrete time.

A.2. Approximation for the basic reproductive number

Approximate expression for the basic reproductive numdethfe model Eqs[{1)-[2) can be found
by applying its intuitive definition “the average number etendary cases of infection generated

by one primary case in a susceptible host population” (Asmieand Mayi, 1986) with the averag-
ing performed over the spatial coordinates. This leadsd@itpression:

BK dy dy
ROC($07y0) = 7 / dﬂf/ dy ’f(xu%anyO)- (A4)
0 0

Here, the basic reproductive number depends on the posigion of the initial inoculum. The
basic reproductive number in EQ.(A.4) does not yield thesmn threshold ak.(xg, yo) = 1
(Diekmann et dl., 1990). However it may serve as a usefuleqmpate expression, since the cal-
culation according to Ed.(Al4) is often much simpler thaa $blution of the eigenvalue problem
Eq.(A3). In order to determine how good this approximatgmwe obtain an explicit expression
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for Roc(zo, yo)

i -5 () e ()] b (430) () e

where we substituted(r) in Eq. (A.4) with the Gaussian dispersal kernel

e (r) = Ko expl—(r/a)?]. (A.6)

The approximate basic reproductive numBgs(xg, yo) in Eq. (A.4) depends on the position of
the initial inoculum x0, y0. In order to obtain a single qugnfor a particular spatial configuration
of the host population, we averad®.(xo, yo) over all possible values afy, y, within the field:

ds dy
(Roc(0,Y0)) / dx/ dy Ry(z,y). (A.7)

In the case of the Gaussian dispersal kernel thd Eqg]. (A.®)szie
& BK \f 0 e d, d,
(Roclon oo = ( 2eol-d/)] -0+ Cat [ 2] )< s

(@ (exp[—d?/(2a%)] — 1) + %erf U%GD : (A.9)

In FigurdlA.1, the approximate basic reproductive numbgréz,, yo) calculated using Eq.(AL5)
(dotted curves), the spatially averagéth. (o, vo) )4, [EQ- (A.8), dashed curve] and the exact ba-
sic reproductive number obtained by solving Eq.{A.3) (olirve) are plotted versus the field size
d. The approximateo.(xo, yo) is highest when the initial inoculum is introduced to theteeiof
the field (upper dotted curve in Flg. A.1) and is lower at thifteorder and in its corner (middle
and lower dotted curves in Fig.A.1). The spatial averaged(xo., vo)) 4, IS reasonably close to
the actualR, (cf. dashed and solid curves in Hig. A.1), but it underestanthe actuak,, because
it neglects the contribution of the subsequent generatdnsfection. Atd > a the R, tends
asymptotically to the maximal value &f.(x¢, yo), achieved at the field center= d/2, y = d/2.
The values ofR,. (o, yo) at the border and in the corner of the field also reach conbtardon-
siderably smaller values dt< a. This can be explained by the fact that when the size of the fiel
increases, the surface-to-volume ratio of the square fietdedises, meaning that the contribution
of the hosts close to the field border®y steadily decreases.

All the curves in FigrAlL behave in the same way at small figdds(i. e. whenl < a): they
increase quadratically with the field sizeaccording to

ﬁiK d2.
2ma®

(A.10)

ROasympt -

Thus, the approximate expression for the basic reprodaiotimber Eq[{A}4) holds well in the two
limiting cases: at small field sizes (i. e. wh&r« a) and at large field sizes (i. e. whern> a).
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Figure A.1: Basic reproductive numbéd, as a function of the field sizé of the square two-
dimensional field measured in units of the dispersal radushie Gaussian dispersal
kernel [Eq.[[A.6)]. Solid curve shows thB, computed by solving the eigenvalue
problem in Eq.[(A.B). Dotted curves represent the approtenia,. (o, yo), according
to Eq.[A.B) with the initial inoculum located at the field ¢en(zy = yo = d/2,
upper curve), at the field border( = d/2, yo = 0, middle curve) and in the corner
of the field ¢, = 0, yo = 0, lower curve). The dashed curve shows the average

(Roc(0, Y0)) 0,4 OVer the field, according to E@.(A.8). Model parametefs= 4,
K=1,u=2.
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A.3. Estimation of the basic reproductive number as a functi on of
the field size and shape

The basic reproductive numbét, can be determined as the dominant eigenvalue of the Fredholm
equation Eq[(AIB) We compute it as a function of the dimemsity andd,, of a rectangular field,
which characterize its size and shape. To do this, we obtaimenical estimates for the dispersal
kernelx(r) (Sec[A3.] and Sec. A.3.2) and the parameter combingatiofy: (Sec[A.3.B), which

as we will show corresponds to the limit & atd,, d, — oc.

A.3.1. Fitting disease gradients

Disease gradients were measured in terms of both averageenwhlesions per leaf and disease
severity in a large-scale experiment over three consexstasons (Sackett and Murdt, 2605
l. 5). The datasets corresponding ot thegeerumbers of lesions per leaf in
rimary disease gradients were fitted using several differedel functions (Sackett and Mundit,
[@). Here, we also fitted the disease severity measurementssponding to primary disease
gradients (Fid. A.R) for the two largest datasets (Hermig002 and Madras 2002) of the experi-
ments [(Sackett and Mundt, 20§ owger et al, 2005).
The following model functions are often used to fit the digegsadient data. Lambert kernel
l. 0)

yL(r) = yoexp[—(r/a)"], (A.11)
which includes the special cases of the exponential (ordcagh) kernel at. = 1 and the Gaussian
kernel atn = 2. Power-law kernel (Gregary, 1968)

ypr(r) = yor ™" (A.12)

is used to describe disease gradients of pathogens withréorge dispersal. However, the function
approaches infinity at the focus= 0, which is unrealistic. For this reason a modified power-law
kernel was introduced (Mundt and Leonard, 1985)

ypri(r) = yo(ro +7) 7" (A.13)

It exhibits the same behavior as the power-law kernel in[&Ed.3) at larger, but the divergence is
“softened” such that the function has a finite value at 0. In this study, we used a different form
of the modified power-law kernel

b/ (A.14)

ypL2(T) = Yo (7’(2) + 7’2)
that is very similar to Eq[(A.13), but is more suitable fotensive numerical computations re-
quired for the solution of the eigenvalue problem in Eg. (4).

FigurdA.2 shows the primary disease gradients in terms efdibease severity for the two
largest datasets obtained tE(f:IZd)_O_S;_S_aQKdJMnd]t,LZD_Oﬁ): Hermiston 2002
(left panel) and Madras 2002 (right panel). Both of the dateasvere fitted using the exponential
kernel [Eq.[[AI1) withn = 1], Lambert kernel [Eq[(A.T1)], modified power law 1 [EQ.(B)]
and modified power law 2 [Ed. (A.14)]. The two modified powewdaprovided best fits with the
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pow. law. 2, R* =0.99
----- pow. law. 1, R? =0.98 |]
+ Lambert, R? =0.95

== exp., R? =0.81

pow. law. 2, R? =0.94
----- pow. law. 1, R? =0.93 |]
+  Lambert, R’ =0.89

== exp., R* =0.59
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Figure A.2: Disease gradient data (circles) from Hermist2®02 downwind [left panel
(a)] and Madras 2002 downwind [right panel (b)] experimentsducted by
Sackett and Mundt (20@5; [Cowger et al.|(2005). Natural logarithm of disease sever-
ity is shown versus the distance from focus. The data wagl fityefour functions:
exponential [Eq[{AT1) withh = 1], Lambert [Eq.[[A.I1)], modified power law 1

[Eq. (A.13)] and modified power law 2 [Eq.(A4)].

modified power law 2 being slightly better. It is our kernekbbice, since it also allows for faster
numerical solutions of the eigenvalue problem in Eb. (4).

The fit of the modified power-law function in EQ.(Al14) to thisehse gradient data shown in
Fig.[A.2 yielded the following estimates for the parametdues:

Hermiston 2002 downwind rq = 2.2255 m, b = 3.0365, yo = 6.4424; (A.15)

Madras 2002 downwind o = 0.4486 m, b = 2.2345, yo = 0.085127. (A.16)

A.3.2. Definition and normalization of the dispersal kernel

We defined the dispersal kernelz, y,u,v) as a probability density function for an infectious
spore to land at a distanedrom its source dL,_2ﬂ)12). A spore should evdlytlzand
somewhere is reflected in the condition to normalize theeiisad kernel:

2T e
/ d@/ drri(r,6) = 1.
0 0

Here, we transformed the dispersal kernel to polar cooteénasing the relationships= r cos 6,
y = rsinf. In the case of isotropic dispersalr,d) = x(r), i.e. the dispersal kernel does not
depend on the angle of dispergallhen the normalization condition reads

(A.17)

27T/0 drrr(r) = 1. (A.18)
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Next, we provide the normalization condition for the modifipower-law functionYpy(r)
[Eq. (A.14)] and for the Lambert function [Eq._(AJ11)].
The dispersal kernel(r) is assumed to be proportional to the disease gragien{see Se¢. 312).
Therefore, the dispersal kernel should be given by the sanaibn as the disease gradient
KpL2(T) = KopL2 (7“3 + 7“2)_b/2 , (A.19)
but with the different proportionality constarg, which is obtained by substituting the Hqg. (Al.19)
into the normalization condition EQ.{AL8):

ropra = (b — 2)rg 2/ (2m). (A.20)

This expression is valid only if the integral in EQ.(Al18)werges, which is the caselat- 2. In
both datasets used here (Hermiston 2002 and Madras 2002naesrthis condition is fulfilled
for the values ob, corresponding to the best fit.

Similarly, the Lambert dispersal kernel has the form:

k(1) = KoL exp|—(r/a)"], (A.21)
where
b
ol (5)
is determined from the normalization condition Eq. (A.18).

We use the numerical values for the best-fit parameterd EfGjfand Eq[(A.16) to obtain
estimates fok, using Eq.[A.20D):

(A.22)

RoL =

Hermiston 2002 downwind : kg = 0.3780, (A.23)

Madras 2002 downwind : ko = 0.03092. (A.24)

Thus, our estimates for the dispersal kernéls are given by the Eq_(A.19) with the parameter
values from Eq[{A.I5) and Ed.(A.P3) for Hermiston 2002 daxind; and from Eq[(A.16) and

Eq. (A29).
A.3.3. Estimation of the R, in the limit of a large field size

First, we consider the host population to be initially fuslysceptible and have the leaf area index
of Ky. Then, we introduce a localized unit of infected hosts (8@t a positiorn, v

H(Z’,y,t = O) = K7 ](l’, yvt = O) = ]totO(s(x - xO)a(y - yO) (A25)

We are interested here only in the primary infections oewudue!/(z,y,t = 0), because the
amount of disease due to the primary infection (or the pynthsease gradient) is often mea-
sured in experiment (for exampl kett and Mundt, 2))0%Hence, we derive the amount of
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infection produced after a single time stap from Eq. [2):
I(z,y,t =At) — I(z,y,t =0)] /At = (A.26)

5/ du/ dvk(z,y,u,v)(u,v,t =0)H(z,y,t =0) — pul(z,y,t =0) (A.27)

By substituting Eq[(A.25) in Eq._(A.26) we obtain
A](ZL’, Y, = At) = ItotOAt KAtﬁK'(xv Y, Xo, yO)v (A28)

where
Al(x,y,t = At) = I(z,y,t = At) — I(z,y,t =0) (A.29)

represents the primary disease gradient from a localizétt-pke source. Further, we assume
dispersal to be isotropic and set the coordinate of the foocu=ero, i.e. xro = 0. Then, the
amount if infected host in the next time step and the disp&reation depend only on the distance
r = /x? + y? from the focus, i.el(z,y,t = At) = I(r,t = At), k(z,y, zo,yo) = k(r). We can
then re-write the Eq[{A.28):

AI(T,t = At) = ItOtOAt KAt/BK,(T), (ASO)

Next, we conneci\/(x,y,t = At) with the whole-plant disease severity).

The quantity/ (r, t) in our model that represents the spatial density of the fatebost tissue. In
the case of wheat stripe rust it is the infected leaf area petand area (in analogy with the “leaf
area index” (LAI), we will call it the “infected leaf area ied” (ILAI)). We express the disease
severity as a ratig(r) = Z(r)/Ka:, WhereZ(r) is the total infected leaf area at a locatioand
Ka: is the total leaf area at a location. By dividing both the ntat@ and the denominator of
this expression by the unit land aréda, we obtainy(r) = AI(r)/Ka.;, WhereAI(r) is given by
Eq.(A.29), andK s, is the total leaf area index. Therefore,

AI(r,t) = At) = Kay(r). (A.31)
On the other hand, from Ed.(A.B0)

AI(r,t = At) = BK a;AtLigor(r). (A.32)
By equating Eq[(A.31) and Ed.(A.B2) we obtain the relatiops
B 1 yr)

M B Tioto ’1(7").

(A.33)

Here we assumed¢ = 1/, which implies that the consecutive pathogen generatienaad
overlap (see the discussion in SecJA.1). We multiply badlesiof the Eq[{A.33) by the leaf area
index K 5, at timet = At and obtain the expression &%, = SKa:/p

Ka Yo

Lioto Ko

ROoo -

(A.34)
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Here we used the fact thafr) is proportional toY’ () and, therefore, their ratio equals to the ratio
Yb//io.

Now, we determine the intensity of the initial inoculuf;, [Eq. (A.23)] from experimental
parameters. Thé-functions in Eq.[(A.Zb) represent an infinitely narrow peslka unit height.
This is an idealized mathematical entity that can, howeseiquite useful. It describes the actual
situation well if the spatial scale of interest is much lartfean the size of the focus. This was
the case in the studies (Sackett and Mundt, 20@®wger et al., 2005), where the focus (the area
inoculated initially) was a square with the sider; = 1.52m, while the spatial scale over which
the epidemic developed in the next generation was 50-80 théarvo largest datasets (Hermiston
2002 and Madras 2002 downwind).

Axy Axy Axy Axy
/ dx/ dyLioiod (x — 20)0(y — Yo) = Loto = / dx/ dyly = yOKOAx?. (A.35)
0 0 0 0

Here,y, is the disease severity at the focus caused by artificiadigutated spores (first generation)
and K is the leaf area index at the time of inoculation (“zerothhggrtion). The EqL(A.35) says
what the intensity of the initial inoculum should be if it wesncentrated in a very small area such
that the total amount of disease is the same as in the exp#rime

Lioro = yoKoﬁxfr- (A.36)
After substituting Eq[(A.36) into Eq.(A.B4) we obtain:

Kae 1Y

R = 22 0
KO yoAZE% )

(A.37)

The expression in E4.(A.B7) now consists of the parametatsare known from a typical disease
gradient experiment.

We use the estimates we obtained above for the paramétéies). (A.15) and Eq[(A.16)] and
ko [Eq. (A23) and Eq[{A24)], also use the area of the fatu$ = 1.52m x 1.52m = 2.31 m* for
both datasets and the values for the initial disease sgvgrit 0.227 (Hermiston 2002) ang, =
0.062 (Madras 2002) (Cowger etlal., 2005). We also assume thaé#fi@tea index at the time of
inoculation K, was two times smaller than its value at the time of diseasgigmameasurement,
when the plants almost reached their maximum size A g.= 2K,. By substituting these values
into Eq. [A.3T) we obtain the estimates .. :

Hermiston 2002 downwind Ry, = 65.0; (A.38)

Madras 2002 downwind Ry, = 38.0. (A.39)

Having obtained the numerical values for the paramBter = S K/ and the function(r),
we solved the eigenvalue problem in HQq. (A.3) numericallydifferent values of/, andd, and
determined the basic reproductive numBgras a function of the field size and shape. The results
of this computation are shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4.
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A.4. Susceptible-infected model with spatial spore disper sal

In this section we consider the model that takes into accspote dynamics explicitly. Our goal
here is to describe the approximation that was used to ofstaisimplified model Eqd.{1)4(2) that
do not explicitly include spore dynamics. For the sake ofityave consider the model in one-
dimensional space, but it is straightforward to extend theseration to two dimensions. The
model of host-pathogen population dynamics reads

oY) ra(K — H(z,t) = f' /d k(|s — z|)U(s,t)ds H(x,t), (A.40)
ot .
ol (x d
I(a{ 2 5,/0 w(|s = 2)U(s, t)ds H{(x, 1) — pl (1), (A.41)
aUé? D =ttt - WU ), (A.42)

whereH (z,t), I(z,t) represent the areas covered by susceptible and infectédisse, corre-
spondingly, per unit area of the field; abidx, t) represents the number of spores per unit area of
the field. Susceptible hostg(z, t) grow with the rate-;;. Their growth is limited by the “carrying
capacity” K, implying limited space or nutrients. Furthermore, susibéphostsH (z, ) may be
infected by the pathogen and transformed into infectedshiaghe compartment(z, ¢) with the
transmission ratg’. The corresponding terms in Eds. (Al.4D)-(A.41) are prapodl to the amount

of the available susceptible tisséE x, t) and to the amount of the infectious spotés:, t) at the
locationz. Infectious spores are produced at the satand lost at the ratg’.

Here,x(|s — z|) is the dispersal kernel that characterizes the probaloifign infectious spore,
produced at the locationto land at the location. The integration is performed over all possible
sources of spores within the field, i. e. over the whole extensf the field from 0 tal, whered is
the size of the field. We assume that the dispersal kernehdespmnly on the distande — z|. The
fact that the spore should land somewhere allows to norm#iizs function such that the integral
of it over the whole space is unity:

/000 k(r)J(r)dr =1, (A.43)

where J(r) = 1 for the one-dimensional case considered here, .And = r for the two-
dimensional case (in this case additional integration tvwepolar angle is required).

We assume that the characteristic time scale of spore galgermuch shorter than the charac-
teristic time scales associated with other stages of tHeogan life cycle. Then, the equation for
spores is assumed to quickly assume the equilibrium statietine left-hand side equal to zero
andU(xz,t) = (v/u')I(x,t). This means that the density of spores is proportional timsitleof
the infectious host tissue. By substituting this exprasaio Eqs.[(A.40){(A.4P), we reduce the
model to just two Eqs[{1]-[2), where the transmission mBedompound parametet:= v/3' /1.
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A.5. The relationship between the basic reproductive numbe r and
the epidemic velocity

For the susceptible-infected epidemiological model whaeetransmission of disease through
space is described using the diffusion term (proportionahé Laplacian of (z, y, t)), the wave
speed of the epidemic, is proportional to,/ R, — 1 (Keeling and Rohahi, 2008). This relationship
holds in the case of very local dispersal: the diffusion tean be obtained from a more general
formulation in terms of a system of integro-differentiab@tjons by performing the Taylor series
expansions under the assumption that the dispersal isisafficlocal. In addition, this requires
that the average dispersal distance is finite, and henceagpeedal kernel must decay faster than
r3.

In our case the dispersal is nonlocal and is governed by @alirdetermined dispersal kernels
that exhibit power-law behavior. In this case, it is not igfinéforward to determine the analytical
relationship between the basic reproductive number andglteemic velocity. A numerical inves-
tigation can be performed by solving the system of Hds[Z) americally with the parameters
corresponding to different values &f and determining the epidemic velocity.

However, we can still use the relationshipx /Ry, — 1 as a rough lower estimate for the
epidemic velocity in this case. Then, the ratio between fhéemic velocities:; andc, in plots
with different sizes and geometries reads:

1 Ry —1
— = A.44
o \/ - (A.44)

whereR,; and R, are the basic reproductive numbers in these two differenspWe obtained the
following estimates for the basic reproductive numbers toarespond to the two plot sizes and
eomteries (plot 161 m x 61 m; plot 2: 6.1 m x 61 m) used in the experimenig (Sackett and Mundit,
) (these are marked as white and gray circles i Fig. 4)

Hermiston 2002 : Ry, = 57.75, Rgs = 34.91; (A.45)

Madras 2002 : R01 = 2283, R02 = 1541, (A46)

Substituting these values in EQ.(Al44) leads to the follmpapproximate ratios of the epidemic
velocities:

Hermiston 2002 : <& = 1.286: (A.47)
(&)
Madras 2002 : <& = 1.217. (A.48)
C2

Thus, we predict a moderate difference in epidemic velegit these two plots, while the empir-
ical study (Sackett and Mundit, 2009) reported no detectdiffierence. We suggest two possible
explantaions for this discrepancy. First, our model asslis@tropic dispersal and neglected the
influence of the prevailing wind direction, while in the exipeental setting of (Sackett and Muhdt,
), there was a strong anisotropy in dispersal due to.wstebngly directional wind may be
capable of masking the effect of plot size and geometrygm@and epidemic velocity. This is be-
cause the smaller or narrower plots decrease pathogersfidnedo the edge effect, i. e. due to the
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pathogen spores that were lost outside the plot. In the pcesef a strong wind, in an elongated
plot, the spores that would have been lost outside the plgtwed remain inside and contribute to
the development of the epidemic. This effect is expectecktstibngest when the prevailing wind
direction coincides with the longer axis of the plot, as was ¢ase in the experimental setting
L_ZQbQ). On the contrary, we expect trecedf the plot size and geomtry to
be magnified by wind, when the wind direction is perpendictdathe longer axis of the plot. A
second possible factor that may contribute to the disci®pigrihe experimental resolution: it may
be challenging to be able to detect differences in epidermoities of 20-30 % that we predict in

(A.47), (A.48).
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