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Abstract

The increasing frequency and intensity of wildfires underscore the need for
accurate predictive models to enhance wildfire management. Traditional mod-
els, such as Rothermel and FARSITE, provide foundational insights but often
oversimplify the complex dynamics of wildfire spread. Advanced methods, em-
ploying sophisticated mathematical techniques, offer more precise modeling by
accounting for real-world complexities and dynamic environmental factors.

This paper focuses on wildfire propagation over inclined terrains and com-
bines the Rothermel model, Huygens’ principle, and advanced mathematical
techniques to provide a more precise model of propagation. Environmental
parameters and vegetation factors are directly incorporated into formulas and
equations to improve the reliability and effectiveness of wildfire management
strategies. The practical application of these results is demonstrated through
MATLAB simulations, specifically examining wildfire spread under wind con-
ditions that do not impede upwind fire advancement. The findings of this work
contribute to both wildfire research and the development of more effective man-
agement strategies.

Keywords: Slope metric; wildfire propagation; fire front; fire ray; Huygens’s
principle; Rothermel model.

1 Introduction

Due to global warming, the frequency and intensity of wildfires increase annually.
Wildfires threaten wildlife, forests, grasslands, and agricultural lands. Developing
methods to study and predict fire behavior more accurately and reliably is crucial
for effective wildfire management, as these methods can help mitigate the damage
caused by fires.

The Rothermel model is a mathematical model, widely utilized in wildfire man-
agement and research, developed in 1972 by Richard Rothermel to predict the spread
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rate of wildfires [1]. This model considers several factors, including vegetation char-
acteristics, terrain slope, and wind speed. In the Rothermel model, vegetation is
treated as a uniform and continuous fuel layer, simplifying the spatial heterogeneity
found in real-world landscapes. Wind speed is assumed to be constant and its effect
is incorporated through an empirical relationship that enhances the spread rate in
the direction of the wind. For each specific area, the fire spread is often represented
by an elliptical shape, where the major axis aligns with the wind direction, indi-
cating faster spread rates in that direction. This simplification allows the model to
predict fire spread more easily. Still, it may not fully capture the complexities of
inhomogeneous fuel distributions and varying wind conditions observed in wildfires.

Another approach to modeling wildfire propagation involves using simulators,
including Phoenix, IGNITE, Bushfire, FireMaster, FARSITE, and Prometheus [2].
FARSITE (Fire Area Simulator) is one of the most commonly used wildfire simula-
tors [3]. FARSITE integrates the Rothermel model as a fundamental component to
simulate fire behavior and employs Huygens’ principle for modeling fire spread. FAR-
SITE assumes static fuel, weather, and topography conditions for each calculation,
which may not fully capture the dynamic nature of real-world fire environments.

The Finsler geometry is a powerful tool to analyze real-world phenomena, in
particular, wildfire propagations [4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. Applying Finsler geometry to study
wildfire propagation allows for analyzing and modeling more complex, real-world
scenarios. Exploring wildfire propagation from the perspective of Finsler geometry
is still in its nascent stages. First, Markvorsen showed the validity of Huygens’
principle for Finsler spaces of dimension 2 and used the elliptical frames to model the
wildfire propagation [4]. Then, he used the so-called frozen metric, a time-dependent
metric, to verify the wildfire propagation under a time-dependent wind [5]. The
authors in [6] verified the wildfire propagation with a strong wind by using the cone
structure and then generalized the mode for the propagation on slope [9]. Dehkordi
in [7] studied wildfire propagations in flat terrains under wind influence and provided
wave equations to model the propagation. In [8], the concept of strategic paths was
explored, demonstrating its application in wildfire management strategies to protect
transmission lines against fire. Although many researchers have investigated the
theoretical foundations of this problem, there exists a significant need for research
that bridges the gap between traditional methods (e.g., the Rothermel model) and
sophisticated mathematical techniques.

One novel contribution of this work is the combination of Finsler geometry tech-
niques, the Rothermel model, and Huygens’ principle to develop a more precise
model of fire propagation on inclined terrain. The impact of slope on wildfire propa-
gation, particularly in wildland areas, and the nonlinear relationship between slope
and fire spread rates, as explored in [10], underscores the need for further investiga-
tion. We model propagation by directly incorporating environmental and vegetation
properties into formulas and equations. For the following four different scenarios
which would happen in reality, more details are provided in Section 3:
Model 1: No wind, homogeneous environmental and vegetation properties.
Model 2: Wind present, homogeneous vegetation properties.
Model 3: No wind, inhomogeneous vegetation properties.
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Model 4: Wind present, inhomogeneous vegetation properties.
Windless models are more suitable for laboratory and experimental settings, while
models with homogeneous vegetation distribution represent scenarios where a spe-
cific vegetation type dominates an area. All models provide equations for fire lo-
cation, spherical wave propagation, and fire spread paths. The latter is crucial for
identifying strategic locations for firebreaks, and addressing the blocking problem
(see Bressan [11] and references therein). Additionally, spherical wave equations
enable the application of Huygens’ principle to determine fire front propagation.
This work paves the way for interdisciplinary collaborations between mathematics,
engineering, natural sciences, and risk management.

Three principal factors for a wildfire to spread are radiation, conduction, and
convection [12]. Radiation is the heat transfer to the nearby fuel, convection is the
movement of hot air upwards, and conduction is the heat transfer through direct
contact between vegetation. Radiation and convection are the primary heat transfer
mechanisms in wildfire propagation, while conduction plays a secondary role and is
often simplified in wildfire propagation models [13]. The Rothermel model primarily
incorporates the radiation mechanism to describe the heat transfer process. This
model does not explicitly model convection and conduction to the same depth as
radiation. Convection is considered indirectly, mainly through its effect on preheat-
ing fuels and influencing the spread rate. We study wildfire propagation on slope by
analyzing radiation and convection. The fundamental idea is to use a Matsumoto-
type Finsler metric [14]. We show that, without wind, the propagation wave from a
point is the sum of two circles. With wind, it is the sum of an ellipse and a circle.
In the literature, an elliptical frame is often used to model propagation even when
the terrain is inclined; see, for instance, [1, 15]. In all the cases, a Matsumoto or a
modified Matsumoto metric corresponds to the problem.

Wind is important in wildfire propagation because it increases the spread rate
by supplying oxygen to the fire. Additionally, wind can change the direction of the
propagation, making it progress downwind. In certain scenarios, especially when the
wind direction opposes the fire’s path, strong winds can potentially slow down or
hinder the spread of the fire; however, in most cases, wind speeds are generally not
strong enough to prevent the fire from advancing upwind. Due to the high potential
of application, this paper focuses on wildfire spreading under mild wind conditions,
where the wind does not obstruct the fire from spreading upwind. When the wind
impedes the fire from propagating upwind, the center of the frame is not located
inside of it. Therefore, a conic metric and more complex mathematics (see [9]) are
required to verify these cases. Since these scenarios are infrequent, they are not
addressed in this work.

In practical scenarios, wind speed and direction can vary over time. In highly
dynamic or turbulent conditions, such as near obstacles or during storm events,
wind direction may change rapidly, on the order of seconds to minutes. Conversely,
in more stable conditions, influenced by large-scale pressure systems or consistent
weather patterns, wind direction and speed typically remain relatively stable for
longer periods, ranging from minutes to hours, before undergoing transition. For
detailed analyses of these phenomena, see for example [16], [17], and [18]. Assum-
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ing constant wind speed and direction over specific periods in wildfire modeling is
practical and beneficial. This assumption aligns with real-world scenarios and simpli-
fies the associated metrics and mathematical tools, making them time-independent.
Consequently, this assumption reduces computational complexity and minimizes er-
rors. This work assumes that the wind remains time-independent within a time
interval and transitions to a new time-independent wind in the subsequent interval.
When wind conditions change, the problem shifts to a new propagation scenario,
which is analyzed by considering the perimeter of the burnt area as the initial wave
of the new propagation problem.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In the next section, we present
some preliminary concepts. Section 3 states the main results through two subsec-
tions, which verify the homogeneous and nonhomogeneous distribution of vegetation
characteristics. To present the models, section 3 considers two cases of propagation
in the absence of wind (Models 1 and 2) and two cases in the presence of wind
(Models 3 and 4). The wind may be either space-dependent or space-independent.
Section 4 includes two flowcharts that illustrate the process of modeling propagation
and deriving the equations for fire fronts and paths, facilitating the application of the
results. Section 5 presents some examples that demonstrate the results’ applications.
Finally, Section 6 is dedicated to the conclusion and final remarks.

2 Preliminaries

A Finsler metric on the plane M : z = d1x+d2y+d, is a function F : TM → [0,∞),
where TM is the set of all points p = (x, y) of M and tangent vectors at p, TpM .
The metric F must be positive homogeneous, meaning that for any vector v ∈ TpM
and any scalar λ > 0, F (p, λv) = λF (p, v). Furthermore, F must be smooth on the
tangent bundle TM , excluding the zero section. Additionally, F must be positively
definite, implying its fundamental form,

gij =
1

2

∂2F 2

∂vi∂vj
, i, j = 1, 2, (2.1)

is positive definite. The Finsler metric F assigns a length to each tangent vector
v = (v1, v2) in a way that depends smoothly on both the base point p and the vector
v. Let γ : [a, b] → M be a piecewise smooth curve in M . The Finsler functional L
associated with this curve is defined as:

L[γ] =
∫ b

a
F (γ(t), γ̇(t)) dt.

The curve γ(t) is a geodesic if it locally minimizes the Finsler length functional. One
shows that the geodesics are the solutions to the following system of second-order
differential equations:

d2xi

dt2
+ 2Gi

(
x,

dx

dt

)
= 0, i = 1, 2, (2.2)
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where

Gi(x, v) =
1

4
gil

(
2
∂gjl
∂xk

vjvk −
∂gjk
∂xl

vjvk
)
,

where gij is the fundamental form, given in Eq. (2.1), and gij is its inverse.
By a fire front at time t, we mean the perimeter of the burnt area at t, and fire

rays are the paths along which the fire advances. The fire front is spherical if the
fire starts from a single point. For each wildfire propagation problem, we define a
frame as the perimeter of the area burned by the fire, which starts from an ignition
point and spreads across the terrain. At the same time, the wind and vegetation
characteristics are assumed to be consistent with those at the ignition point. We
use this frame to determine the Finsler metric.

The following theorem forms the basis for finding the propagation models in this
work. In this theorem, A represents the subset of M whose perimeter constitutes
the fire front, and U denotes the area affected by the fire during the time of study.

Theorem 2.1. [19] Assume (M,F ) is a Finsler space across which a wildfire spreads
and A is a compact subset of M . We define ρ : M → R by ρ(p) = dF (A, p) and
assume ρ−1([s, r]) = U and there is no cut locus in ρ−1(s, r). If ρ−1(s) is the fire
front at time 0, then, ρ−1(t) is the fire front at time t − s, t ∈ [s, r], and Huygens’
principle is satisfied by the fire fronts {ρ−1(t)}t∈[s,r]. Moreover, each fire ray is a
geodesic orthogonal to each fire front ρ−1(t) at time t− s.

Theorem 2.1 asserts that if a Finsler metric is identified such that the perimeter
of the Finsler distance function coincides with the fire front, then this distance
function models the fire propagation. Furthermore, the level sets of this distance
function satisfy Huygens’ principle. This principle is named for the 17th century
Dutch mathematician Christian Huygens who proposed it for describing the travel
of light waves. We state Huygens’ principle as follows:

Theorem 2.2. [20] Let ϕp(t) be the spherical wavefront of the point p after time t.
For every point q ∈ ϕp(t), consider the spherical wave front after time s, i.e. ϕq(s).
Then, the spherical wavefront of point p after s+ t will be the envelope of spherical
wavefronts ϕq(s).

In the next section, we verify Models 1-4 mentioned in the Introduction section,
validate them, and provide the fire fronts and rays equations.

3 Propagation on an Inclined Plane

This section models wildfire propagation on an inclined plane under two situa-
tions: homogeneous and nonhomogeneous distribution of vegetation characteristics.
Throughout this section, ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the standard Euclidean inner product.

It is noteworthy that in reality, the total area affected by a wildfire consists of
subareas where the vegetation can be considered homogeneous, and the wind might
remain constant during a time interval. Therefore, one can apply the simpler models,
including Models 1 and 2, for subareas with homogeneous vegetation characteristics,
and use Models 3 and 4 for more complex vegetation characteristics. By doing so,
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we avoid errors that arise from complex computations and provide a more reliable
model by studying each subarea’s characteristics as the fire reaches it.

3.1 Homogeneous Distribution of Vegetation Characteristics

Each specific geographic area may contain subregions with homogeneous vegeta-
tion characteristics—such as type, density, and moisture content. The agricultural
lands are special cases; for instance, reference [21]. This homogeneity in vegetation
properties facilitates the development of simplified mathematical models for wildfire
propagation. The homogeneous condition assumption aligns with many real-world
scenarios where detailed or dynamic data may be unavailable or unnecessary for cer-
tain analyses. Any variation in conditions introduces a new propagation problem.

Model 1. We assume that a wildfire propagates on the inclined planeM , with no
wind, the vegetation characteristic distribution being homogeneous, and the initial
fire front being A. Then, the fire rays are line segments γ(t) = p + tv, where p are
points of A and v are vectors such that

||v||2 −R0(||v||+ ϕsv1) = 0 (3.1)

and

⟨v, u⟩ −R0

(
⟨v, u⟩
||v||

+ ϕsu1

)
= 0, (3.2)

where u = (u1, u2) is any vector tangent to A, ϕs is the slope factor and R0(1 + ϕs)
is the spread velocity towards the uphill. The parameters ϕs and R0 are determined
using data and tables 1 and 2 of Appendix 6 and we must have ϕs <

1
2 to apply the

model.
Furthermore, the fire front at each time T is obtained using any of the following
methods.

(i) Finding the set {γ(T ) | γ(t) are fire rays from A}.

(ii) Applying Huygens’ principle to A, where the spherical fire fronts are given by
Eq. (3.3) below:

r = R0(1 + ϕs cos θ). (3.3)

Validation of Model 1: To validate the model, we apply the same idea of Mat-
sumoto for the walker on a slope. When a fire starts, radiation and convection are
the principal factors that contribute to wildfire spread. Radiation plays the primary
role in the absence of wind, causing the fire to spread in a circular shape with a
radius R0 from the ignition point. The value of R0 is calculated using Appendix 6,
tables 1 and 2, and the information on the vegetation characteristics, considering
both zero slope and zero wind.

On a slope, both convection and radiation influence fire propagation. Convec-
tion currents still move upward but have a greater impact uphill than downhill.
Therefore, the vector c⃗ cos θ, where θ is the angle relative to the upslope and c⃗ is the

6



projection of the hot air current vector on the slope toward the uphill, influences fire
propagation on the slope. Consequently, the fire front forms the following curve:

r = R0 + c cos θ,

where R0 + c is the velocity of fire in the upslope direction. According to the
Rothermel model [12] (see pages 87-88), the velocity of fire in the upslope direction
is R0(1 + ϕs) and, therefore, we have

r = R0(1 + ϕs cos θ), (3.4)

where ϕs is determined by Appendix 6.
We first find the Finsler metric associated with the problem to provide the propa-

gation waves. This metric satisfies F (v) = 1, where v = (v1, v2) are vectors such that
||v|| = r satisfies Eq. (3.4), with ||.|| being the standard Euclidean norm. We replace
||v|| = r in Eq. (3.4) and apply Okubo’s technique [22], which involves substituting
v 7→ v

F (v) and finding F (v), and obtain

F (v) =
||v||

R0(1 + ϕs cos θ)
, (3.5)

where θ is the direction of v relative to the uphill. One can verify that the inner
product associated with the metric is positive definite if ϕs <

1
2 .

Next, we consider the Finsler distance function ρ : M −→ R; ρ(p) = dF (A, p).
Therefore, we have ρ−1(0) = A and apply Theorem 2.1. According to Theorem 2.1,
the geodesics of the Finsler metric F , Eq. (3.5), provide the fire rays and fire front
equations. Since the metric Eq. (3.5) has no dependency on (x, y), the geodesic
equation 2.2 becomes

(
d2x

dt2
,
d2y

dt2
) = (0, 0), (3.6)

implying that the geodesics are straight lines. Therefore, by Theorem 2.1, given
each point p of A, the fire ray originating from p is γ(t) = p+ tv where v = (v1, v2)
is a unit vector orthogonal to A. It is straightforward to see that the vector v being
unitary is equivalent to

||v||2 = R0(||v||+ ϕsv1)

and being orthogonal to A is equivalent to

< v, u >= R0

(
< v, u >

||v||
+ ϕsu1

)
,

where u = (u1, u2) is any vector tangent to A at p.
To find the fire fronts, by Theorem 2.1, ρ−1(T ) is the fire front at each time

T . Moreover, the fire rays originating from A, {γ(t)}, are unitary geodesics and
orthogonal to A; therefore, they simultaneously reach ρ−1(T ). This implies that the
set {γ(T )} provides the fire front at T , confirming assertion (i) in the model.

To show assertion (ii), according to Theorem 2.1, Huygens’ principle is satisfied
by the fire front provided by the set {ρ−1(t)}. Furthermore, the fire front given by
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Eq. (3.4) is the Finsler geometric sphere as it coincides with {v | F (v) = 1} and the
tangent space coincides with the plane M . This concludes item (ii) and completes
the validation.

The next model studies the case in which the vegetation characteristics are ho-
mogeneous across the space and constant wind blows.

Model 2. We assume that a wildfire propagates on the inclined space M , the
vegetation characteristic distribution is homogeneous, the initial fire front is A, and
the wind blows. Then, the fire rays are γ(t) = p+ tv, where p ∈ A and v are vectors
that satisfy the following conditions:

||v||2 = ab||v||2√
(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >

2 +b2||v||2
+ c < v,vθ̂ >, (3.7)

(1− ab) < v, u >

||v||2
+

(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >< u,vθ̂ > +b2 < v, u >

ab
√
(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >

2 +b2||v||2
+

c < u,vθ̂ >

ab
= 0,

(3.8)
where vθ̂ = (cos θ̂, sin θ̂) and θ̂ is the wind direction concerning upslope, a =
(1+0.25U)
2(RB+RH) , b = 1

2(RB + RH), c = 1
2(RH − RB), and u = (u1, u2) is any vector

tangent to A at p. Here U is the speed of the wind in mid-flame, RH is the down-
wind rate of spread, and RB is the upwind rate of spread, all determined by data
and tables 1 and 2 of Appendix 6 and we must have R2

H < 9
8(1 + 0.25U) to be able

to apply the model.
Furthermore, the fire front at each time T can be obtained using any of the

following methods.

(i) Finding the set {γ(T ) | γ(t) are the fire rays from A}.

(ii) Applying Huygens’ principle in which the spherical fire front is

r =
ab√

a2 cos2(θ − θ̂) + b2 sin2(θ − θ̂)
+ c cos(θ − θ̂). (3.9)

Validation of Model 2: When the wind blows on an inclined plane and the veg-
etation distribution is homogeneous, in the initial stages the fire shape is primarily
influenced by wind, the projection of the heat vector on the slope, and fuel con-
ditions. Therefore, a closed curve including a translated ellipse, egg shape, oval,
and tear shape can approximate the fire shape (see the figures in [23, 24]). To
approximate the fire shape in polar coordinates, we use the following equation:

r =
ab√

a2 cos2(θ − θ̂) + b2 sin2(θ − θ̂)
+ c cos(θ − θ̂), (3.10)

8



where b + c is the fire speed downwind, b − c is the fire speed upwind, a is the the
the flanking fire speed, and θ̂ is the wind direction concerning upslope. Here, we
consider the direction of the fastest speed toward the wind direction, see figures in
[25]. By Rothermel model, pages 87-88 of [12], we approximate b = 1

2(RH + RB),
c = 1

2(RH − RB), and a = 1+0.25U
2(RH+RB) , all determined by data and tables 1 and 2 of

Appendix 6. It is not difficult to see that Eq. 3.10 is convex if 2c < b < a+ c and it
can yield a variety of shapes, including ellipse, egg shape, and limaçon. One verifies
that 2c < b < a+ c if RH

RB
< 3 and R2

H < 9
8(1+ 0.25U). The first condition is always

satisfied and we must check the later.
We follow the same process as that of Model 1 to find the Finsler metric, fire

rays, and fire fronts. We consider the vectors v = (v1, v2) such that ||v|| = r and
write the equation 3.10 as

||v|| = ab√
(a2 − b2) cos2(θ − θ̂) + b2

+ c cos(θ − θ̂). (3.11)

By substituting v 7→ v
F (v) into Eq. (3.11), we find the metric F (v) as

F (v) =
||v||

ab√
(a2−b2) cos2(θ−θ̂)+b2

+ c cos(θ − θ̂)
, (3.12)

where θ is the direction of v with the uphill.
To obtain the fire rays, we first verify the conditions equivalent to being unitary

and orthogonal. By some straightforward calculations, the vector v being unitary is
equivalent to

||v||2 = ab||v||2√
(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >

2 +b2||v||2
+ c < v,vθ̂ >, (3.13)

where vθ̂ = (cos θ̂, sin θ̂) and being orthogonal to A is equivalent to

(1− ab) < v, u >

||v||2
+

(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >< u,vθ̂ > +b2 < v, u >

ab
√
(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >

2 +b2||v||2
+

c < u,vθ̂ >

ab
= 0,

(3.14)
where u = (u1, u2) is every vector tangent to A at p.

By the same reasoning as in Model 1, the wave rays are straight line segments
γ(t) = p+tv, where p ∈ A and v are vectors that satisfy the conditions of Eqs. (3.13)
and (3.14). Additionally, the fire front at each time T is {γ(T )}. Applying Huygens’
principle to the fire front A, one can determine the subsequent fire fronts, with the
spherical fire front given by Eq. (3.10).

Remark 3.1. In Models 1 and 2, if A is a point, then the fire ray originating from A
is γ(t) = tv, where v satisfies Eq. (3.1) and Eq. (3.7), respectively.
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3.2 Nonhomogeneous distribution of vegetation characteristics

In this section, we address cases where the vegetation characteristics are not ho-
mogeneous and vary smoothly across the space. For scenarios involving conditions
with a finite number of non-smoothness or areas with accumulated non-smoothness
conditions, we can approximate the model, employing Models 3 and 4 given below
that respectively discuss the no wind and with wind scenarios. These models cover
more general propagation cases and the fire rays are typically not straight lines.

Model 3. We assume that a wildfire propagates on the inclined plane M , with
no wind, the vegetation characteristic distribution varying smoothly, and the initial
fire front being A. Then, the fire rays are solutions γ(t) = (x(t), y(t)) of the system
of equations (2.2) with the metric given by Eq. (3.17), such that γ(0) = p ∈ A and
γ′(0) = v are vectors satisfying

||v||2 −R0(p)(||v||+ ϕs(p)v1) = 0 (3.15)

and

⟨v, u⟩ −R0(p)

(
⟨v, u⟩
||v||

+ ϕs(p)u1

)
= 0, (3.16)

where u = (u1, u2) is any vector tangent to A, and at each point p, ϕs(p) and
R0(p)(1+ϕs(p)) are slope factor and the spread velocity towards the uphill, respec-
tively, and determined using data and tables 1 and 2 of Appendix 6. The model is
valid if ϕs <

1
2 .

Furthermore, one finds the fire front at each time T using each of the methods below.

(i) Finding the set {γ(T ) | γ(t) are fire rays from A}.

(ii) Applying Huygens’ principle to A, where at each point p ∈ A, the spherical
fire front is {γ(1)} such that γ(0) = p and ||v|| = R0(p)(1 + ϕs(p) cos θ).

Validation of Model 3: Given any point p onM , we assume that the tangent space
TpM shares the same characteristic vegetation properties as p. This assumption
allows us to apply Model 1 and analyze propagation within TpM , determining the
values of R0 and ϕs, and the associated metric. Since vegetation characteristics vary
smoothly across M , we can define smooth functions R0 and ϕs over M such that at
each point p, these functions align with the local values of R0 and ϕs specific to that
point. Consequently, the Finsler metric on M resembles the Eq. (3.5), with R0 and
ϕs as smooth functions, leading to the conclusion that the Finsler metric associated
with the propagation is

F (p, v) =
||v||

R0(p)(1 + ϕs(p) cos θ)
, (3.17)

where θ is the direction of v relative to the uphill. The inner product associated
with the metric 3.17 is positive definite if ϕs(p) <

1
2 .
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We provide a similar approach as in Model 1 to validate the model. We define
the Finsler distance function ρ : M → R by ρ(p) = dF (A, p) and apply Theorem 2.1
to model the propagation. The unitary Finsler geodesics γ(t) that are orthogonal
to A represent the fire rays. This involves analyzing the geodesic system (2.2)
with initial conditions γ(0) ∈ A, F (γ′(0)) = 1, and γ′(0) being F -orthogonal to A.
Through some calculations, we show that these unit and orthogonality conditions
are equivalent to Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16). One verifies Assertions (i) and (ii) using
similar arguments as in Model 1.

If the vegetation characteristics vary smoothly across the space and wind is
present, we can establish the following model.

Model 4. We assume that a wildfire propagates on the inclined plane M , the
wind blows, the vegetation characteristic distribution varies smoothly, and the initial
fire front is A. Then, the fire rays γ(t) = (x(t), y(t)) are solutions of equations system
(2.2), such that γ(0) = p ∈ A and γ′(0) = v are vectors satisfying

||v||2 = (
ab||v||2√

(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >
2 +b2||v||2

+ c < v,vθ̂ >)(p), (3.18)

where vθ̂(p) = (cos θ̂(p), sin θ̂(p)), with θ̂(p) being the wind direction with upslope at
p, and

(
(ab− a2b2) < v, u >

||v||2
+
(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >< u,vθ̂ > +b2 < v, u >√

(a2 − b2) < v,vθ̂ >
2 +b2||v||2

+c < u,vθ̂ >)(p) = 0,

(3.19)
where u = (u1, u2) is every vector tangent to A at p, b(p) = 1

2(RH + RB)(p),

c(p) = 1
2(RH − RB)(p), and a(p) = 1+0.25U

2(RH+RB)(p), and θ̂(p) is the wind direction

with the upslope. Here, U(p) is the speed of the wind in mid-flame, RH(p) is the
downwind propagation speed, and RB(p) is the upwind propagation speed and all
are determined by the data and tables 1 and 2 of Appendix 6. The model is valid if
R2

H(p) < 9
8(1 + 0.25U)(p).

Moreover, one finds the fire front at each time T using each of the methods
below.

(i) Finding the set {γ(T ) | γ(t) are fire rays from A}.

(ii) Applying Huygens’ principle to A, where at each point p ∈ A, the spherical
fire front is {γ(1)}, where γ(t)’s are solutions of equations system (2.2) such
that γ(0) = p and γ′(0) = v satisfies the equation 3.18.

Validation of Model 4: Using some arguments analogous to those in Models 2
and 3 one finds the Finsler metric that models the propagation as follows

F (v) =
||v||

a(p)b(p)√
(a2(p)−b2(p)) cos2(θ−θ̂(p))+b2(p)

+ c(p) cos(θ − θ̂(p))
, (3.20)
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where θ is the direction of v with the uphill. By the same discussions as Models 2
and 3, one finds the rays and waves.

Remark 3.2. According to Models 1-4, to determine the fire front, we can either
trace the fire rays or obtain spherical fire fronts and apply Huygens’ principle. In
both approaches, finding the Finsler geodesics is essential. For the fire rays, we focus
on geodesics aligned with the propagation direction, while for spherical fire fronts,
geodesics in all directions are needed. Both methods yield the same propagation
model in simple cases, such as homogeneous fuel distribution or the absence of wind.
However, when conditions vary significantly across space, the problem becomes more
complex. In these cases, geodesics in the direction of propagation may no longer
serve as a minimizer over long time intervals. To address this, it is advisable to avoid
modeling fire fronts over extended periods. Instead, we should calculate spherical
fire fronts for shorter intervals and apply Huygens’ principle gradually.

3.3 Flowcharts

We provide two flowcharts detailing the step-by-step process of finding the model
to facilitate using Models 1-4. Flowchart 3.3.1 models the propagation in space
with homogeneous vegetation and environmental characteristics and Flowchart 3.3.2
models the propagation in space with homogeneous and environmental vegetation
characteristics.
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3.3.1 Flowchart for finding fire fronts for homogeneous vegetation char-
acteristics

Start:Given fire front A wind blows?

Calculate R0 and
ϕs by Appendix

6 and data

Calculate
R0, U, ϕw, ϕs, θ̂, RB

by Appendix
6 and data

Need fire rays? Need fire rays?

From each
p ∈ A, fire ray is
p+ tv : v satisfies
(3.7) and (3.8)

At each p ∈ A,
spherical fire
front of radius
T is p + Tv : v
satisfies (3.7)

At each p ∈ A,
spherical fire
front of radius
T is p + Tv : v
satisfies (3.1)

From each
p ∈ A, fire ray is
p+ tv : v satisfies
(3.1) and (3.2)

Fire front after
T unit time is

{p+ Tv : p ∈ A}
Apply Huygens’
principle on A to
find the fire front
after T time unit

Need to continue?

Substitute A with the updated fire front. If conditions have
altered, return to the beginning; otherwise, backtrack four steps

Stop

yes

no
no

no

no

yes

yes

yes
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3.3.2 Flowchart for Determining Propagation in Nonhomogeneous Veg-
etation Characteristics

Start:Given fire front A
Choose a number
of points q of

terrain around A

wind blows?

At each point
q, calculate R0

and ϕs using
Appendix 6 and
the given data

Develop func-
tions R0 and ϕs

that estimate the
corresponding
values of R0

and ϕs at each
point q. Then,
determine the
metric F using
equation (3.17)

At each point
q, calculate

R0, U, ϕw, ϕs, θ̂, RB

by Appendix
6 and data

Develop
functions

R0, U, ϕw, ϕs, θ̂, RB

that estimate
the correspond-
ing values of

R0, U, ϕw, ϕs, θ̂, RB

at each point
q. Then,

determine the
metric F using
equation (3.20)

Need fire rays?

Need fire rays?

At each p ∈ A,
find vectors
v satisfying

(3.18) and (3.19)

Fire ray from
p ∈ A is

solution of (2.2):
γ(t) = (x(t), y(t))
with γ(0) = p
and γ′(0) = v

At each p ∈ A,
find spherical fire
front as {γ(1)}:
γ(t) = (x(t), y(t))

is solution
of (2.2) with
γ(0) = p and
γ′(0) = v

satisfying (3.18)

At each p ∈ A,
find spherical fire
front as {γ(1)}:
γ(t) = (x(t), y(t))

is solution
of (2.2) with
γ(0) = p and
γ′(0) = v

satisfying (3.15)

At each p ∈ A,
find vectors
v satisfying

(3.15) and (3.16)

Fire ray from
p ∈ A is

solution of (2.2):
γ(t) = (x(t), y(t))
with γ(0) = p
and γ′(0) = v

Fire front
after T unit of
time is {γ(T )}

Apply Huygens’
principle on A to
find the fire front
after T time unit

Need to continue?

Substitute A with the updated fire front. If conditions have
altered, return to the beginning; otherwise, backtrack four steps

Stop

no yes

no

yes

no

no

yes

yes
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4 Examples

In Examples 4.1 and 4.2, we simulate wildfire propagation scenarios on sloped terrain
with smoothly distributed vegetation properties. Two distinct atmospheric config-
urations are considered: one without wind and one with wind. This dual approach
enables a more precise analysis of fire behavior by assigning specific metrics to each
vegetation type, thereby simplifying the analysis compared to applying a uniform
metric across the entire terrain.

Example 4.1. This example demonstrates how small changes in conditions can
lead to different propagation models. Figures 1a-1c illustrate these models, empha-
sizing the impact of subtle variations in vegetation or atmospheric characteristics.
In Fig. 1a, the data are R0 = 1.8 − 0.6 cos(x + y) and ϕs = 0.45. As observed,
the model demonstrates that the fire exhibits a more rapid propagation pattern
toward the northeast direction, indicated by the elongated shape in this direction.
Additionally, in certain regions of the figure, particularly where several wavefronts
intersect, the behavior suggests complex interactions, likely due to variations in
vegetation characteristics. These intersections may represent areas where differing
propagation rates cause overlapping wavefronts, highlighting the model’s sensitivity
to heterogeneous conditions.

In Figs. 1b, the data are ϕs = 0.3 and R0 = 3.5 + cos2 y. Unlike the previous
model, there are no intersections between wavefronts. This supports the idea that
the propagation is steady and does not involve complex interactions or variations in
the medium.

In Fig. 1c, the fire spreads consistently during the first 10 hours with R0 =
1.8 − cos(x + y) and ϕs = 0.3. During the next 20 hours, the wind blows toward
the northwest at a velocity of U = 7, km/h, with R0 = 3.3, ϕs = 0.5, and ϕw = 0.5.
As expected, the figure shows that the propagation speed is higher in the downwind
direction, accompanied by lower fire intensity. The innermost contours are oval-
shaped, further confirming the anisotropic influence of the source. This suggests
that conditions near the ignition point already vary in their effect on propagation.

Figs. 1a-1c particularly emphasize high-risk areas for rapid fire growth and po-
tential fire trap formation.

Example 4.2. This example illustrates two methods proposed in this work for
modeling propagation. This example applies Huygens’ principle (Fig. 2a) and fire
rays (Fig. 2b) methods to model propagation with wind and varying vegetation
conditions across two stages. In the first stage, there is no wind and vegetation varies
across the space; and the rate of spread and slope factor is R0 = 2.8− 1.6 cos(x+ y)
and ϕs = 0.182, respectively. In the second stage, the wind blows upslope at 7 km/h
and vegetation is uniformly distributed; and the rate of spread, slope factor, and
wind factor are R0 = 4.3, ϕs = 0.6, and ϕw = 0.3, respectively.

While finding fire rays offers a more precise propagation model, in complex sce-
narios, the long geodesics may not be minimizer for a long time period. In such
cases, Huygens’ principle is applied, as it identifies short geodesics. However, the
provided model by applying Huygens’s principle may not provide information about
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(a) R0 = 1.8− 0.6 cos(x+ y), ϕs = 0.45 (b) R0 = 3.5 + cos2(y), ϕs = 0.3

(c) R0 = 1.8 − cos(x + y), ϕs = 0.3 for
the first 10 hours of propagation and U =
7km/h,R0 = 3.3, ϕs = 0.45, ϕw = 0.5, for the
next 20 hours of propagation.

Figure 1: Modeling the propagation with smooth distribution of vegetation and
uniform environmental conditions.

fire paths, fire intensity, or trap formation.
It is recommended that both methods be applied whenever possible to create

a more reliable model. According to Fig. 2, the two methods yield similar results
during the initial fire propagation stage. However, as the fire spreads southwest,
the models diverge. It is considered the more reliable model since Fig. 2b shows no
disruption in rays directed southwest. Fig. 2b also indicates that the rays toward the
north are more dispersed, suggesting a less intense fire, while the northeast shows
more concentrated rays, implying higher fire intensity. These interpretations serve
as preliminary insights into the applications of this work, and further verification
using real-world cases is necessary. In contrast, areas with fewer dots indicate lower
fire intensity. Fig. 2b further demonstrates variability in fire spread, illustrating
random fire paths that provide additional insights into the complexity of wildfire
behavior on sloped terrain.
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(a) Fire model applying Huygens’ princi-
ple. (b) Fire model by finding the fire rays.

Figure 2: Comparing the methods of modeling using Huygens’ principle and rays
with ∆t = 2 hours.

5 Conclusion and Final Remarks

This work combined the Rothermel model and Huygens’ principle with advanced
geometric techniques to develop a systematic framework for understanding and pre-
dicting wildfire behavior in complex environments. We modeled wildfire propagation
on an inclined plane, considering both scenarios windless and windy conditions, and
provided equations of fire fronts and rays. By directly incorporating vegetation
characteristics into these equations, our models offer a more accurate and practical
representation of wildfire propagation.

We derived spherical fire front equations to apply Huygens’ principle and ap-
proximate fire fronts, enabling simulators to model propagation based on geometric
techniques.

For a more specific verification, we addressed propagations with both homo-
geneous and non-homogeneous vegetation characteristic distributions. Cases with
homogeneous vegetation characteristics involve less complex calculations, reducing
potential errors. These cases are particularly useful for laboratory studies and for
analyzing real-world scenarios where vegetation characteristics can be considered ho-
mogeneous across the entire space or within specific subspaces, such as agricultural
lands. We addressed these cases in Models 1 and 2. Models 3 and 4 investigated
cases with non-homogeneous vegetation characteristic distributions. these cases are
suitable for more detailed fire behavior modeling, where variations in fuel properties
and environmental conditions across the space require a more accurate prediction
of fire spread patterns. These scenarios are ideal for testing the sensitivity of fire
propagation to small variations in terrain, wind, and vegetation, enabling a nuanced
understanding of how wind or vegetation properties influence fire dynamics. Ad-
ditionally, they are useful for validating models that simulate fire behavior under
complex, real-world conditions. Some examples are simulated to demonstrate the
practical applications of these results.
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Inserting the vegetation properties directly into the formulas, simplifying input
requirements, and providing explicit formulas and relations make our approach a
valuable asset for advancing research in fire science and enhancing disaster manage-
ment strategies.

By applying the results of this work, one can identify the locations of fire fronts
and fire paths. These insights offer several benefits, including:

1. Better emergency response planning through the better allocation of resources.

2. Risk assessment and management by taking preventative measures, such as
creating firebreaks or clearing vegetation.

3. Urban and regional planning by incorporating safety zones and buffer areas to
protect critical assets.

4. Scientific research by improving fire behavior models and developing new fire
management techniques, especially when applying simulators such as FAR-
SITE.
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6 Appendix: The formulas to calculate the frame

Table 1: Equations for the frame fire spread model [12]

Element Equation

Backing fire spread rate RB = RH(1−e
1+e)

e =
√
z2−1
z

z = 1 + 0.25U
Spread rate in maximum spread direction (ft/min) RH = R0(1 + ϕw + ϕs)
No-wind, no-slope propagating flux (Btu/ft2/min) Ro = IRξ
Reaction intensity (Btu/ft2-min) IR = Γ′wnhηMηS

Optimum reaction velocity (min) Γ′ = Γ′
max

(
β
βop

)A
exp

[
A
(
1− β

βop

)]
A = 133σ−0.7913

Maximum reaction velocity (min) Γ′
max = σ1.5(495 + 0.0594σ1.5)−1

Wind factor ϕw = CUB
(

β
βop

)−E

Slope factor ϕs = 5.275β−0.3(tanϕ)2

Optimum packing ratio βop = 3.348σ−0.8189

Packing ratio β = ρb/ρp
Oven-dry bulk density (lb/ft3) ρb = wo/δ
Net fuel load (lb/ft2) wn = wo(1− ST )
Moisture damping coefficient ηM = 1− 2.59rM + 5.11(rM )2 − 3.52(rM )3

rM = Mf/Mx (max = 1.0)
Mineral damping coefficient ηs = 0.174S−0.19

e (max = 1.0)

Propagating flux ratio ξ = exp[(0.792+0.681σ0.5)(β+0.1)]
192+0.2595σ

C = 7.47exp(−0.133σ0.55)
B = 0.02526β0.54

E = 0.715 exp
[
−3.59× 10−4δ

]
Effective heating number ϵ = exp(−138/δ)
Heat of preignition (Btu/lb) Qig = 250 + 1116Mx
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Table 2: Parameter Definitions and Notes [12]

Element Equation

Symbol Parameter Notes
h Low heat content (Btu/lb) Often 8,000 Btu/lb
ST Total mineral content (fraction) Generally 0.0555
Se Effective mineral content (fraction) Generally 0.010
ρp Oven-dry particle density (lb/ft3) Generally 32 lb/ft3

σ Surface-area-to-volume ratio (ft2/ft3)
w0 Oven-dry fuel load (lb/ft2) Mean fuel array value
δ Fuel bed depth (ft)
Mx Dead fuel moisture of extinction (fraction)
Mf Moisture content (fraction) Dry weight basis
U Wind velocity at midflame height (ft/min)
tanϕ Slope steepness
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