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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

_ Root diseases are pervasive throughout most of the
forested lands of western North America. Smith (1984)
estimated that root diseases cause an annual average timber
loss in the western United States of almost 240 million
board feet. 1In British Columbia alone, estimates of losses
of Douglas fir to one root disease species - Phellinus
weirii - exceed 1 million cubic meters annually (Wallis,
:1976).. Problems with root diseases occur throughout the
province, with coastal stands being primarily attacked by
Phellinus; while interior stands may be subject to Phel-

linus, Armillaria, blackstain, or tomentosus root diseases.

In response to the effects of root diseases, the U.LS.
- Forest Service and ESSA Ltd. recently completed development
of a simulation model of root disease impacts to be used in
-silvicultural planning. This model simulates the spread of

‘Armillaria-and Phellinus root diseases, and calculates their

impacts on stand growth, yield and mortality. The model was
developed through cooperation between root disease and stand
growth research scientists, silviculturalists, and forest
pest managers.  Members of the development team included
‘staff from the B.C. Ministry of Forests and Lands, and the
Canadian Forest Service. The model development effort also
included model sensitivity analysis, development of model
user guides, improved root disease inventory procedures, and
é model communication package. The resulting model
represents the best current understanding . of root disease
dynamics in western North America. It is now being used by
silvicultural planners in the USFS on a pilot project basis.

1.2 Project Obijectives

Discussions between BCMFL staff members and ESSA Ltd.
indicated substantial interest in using this model for

“exploring alternative management regimes in B.C. stands.



~Interest was expressed in using the model initially as a
technology transfer tool, to help make forest and pest
managers more aware of the effects of different management
activities on root disease. Through a preliminary explora-
tory application of the model, the BCMFL wanted to assess
how useful the model was to managers, and to develop a stra-

tegy for model implementation in the BCMFL, based on the
need for such a modeling tool.

Therefore, the objectives of this project were to:

1. develop and simulate a number of root disease con-
trol and management scenarios for some example
B.C. stands;

2. present the results of these scenarios, along with
a description of the root disease model to groups
of forest and pest managers in workshop sessions;
and

3. assess the utility of the root disease model for

: B.C. ' based .on the results of these workshops, and
develop recommendations for implementation of a
root disease model in the BCMFL.

1.3 Description of this Report

' The remainder of this report consists of three main
sections. Section 2 gives a detailed description of the
structure and operation of the root disease model. Section
3 presents the scenario results and discusses the implica-
tions of the results for root disease management in the B.C.
Interior. Section 4 summarizes the discussions held during
the workshops on the utility of the model Ffor forest
‘managers in B.C., and outlines a process for an implementa-
tion of the root disease model into the BCMFL system.



2,0 DESCRIPTION OF THE ROOT DISEASE MODEL

2.1 Overview of the Model

The root disease model (McNamee et al. 1986) simulates

the dynamics of infection and spread of Armillaria spp. and

Phellinus weirii root disease from tree to tree inside

centers or patches of infection. The model uses the spatial
relationships between location of inoculum patches, and the
distribution, species, ahd sizes of trees in the stand (as
well as other factors) to predict the spread of infection.
Persistence of infection between stand rotations is also
- simulated.

The major relationships captured in the model are: the
relative susceptibilities of trees to infection and death
resulting from root disease attaék, disease related growth
reductions, decay of infected root systems, and lifespan of
root disease pathogens. Physical or biological events that
weaken or Kkilil trees (including windthrow, and attack by

» i.pine-beetles.or bark. beetles).can optionally be included in

the simulation.

Major Model Components

The system of models that collectively comprise the
root disease model are shown in Figure 2.1. The stand growth
model to which the root disease submodels are attached is
responsible for simulating stand growth and mortality dynam-
“ics,tandﬁfor implementing stand management actions (such as
‘harvesting, thinning, regeneration, etc.). A brief descrip-
tion of the PROGNOSIS stand model (to which the root disease
model is currently attached) is provided in section 2.2
below.

The root disease model itself is divided into the fol-
lowing three major submodels:

1. Stand Interface. This model computes the sum
' effects of root disease and other agent impacts on
the stand growth and yield indicators;
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Figure 2.1. Primary components of the root disease model.
The major root disease components are enclosed
by elipses; the major stand. growth components
are shaded. Also shown are the types of infor-

" mation that pass between model components.



2. Root Disease. This submodel computes the spread
- of root disease and its impact on the .stand, given
the. nature of the host stand and management
actions taken in the stand. It can simulate the
dynamics of either Armillaria spp. or Phellinus
weirii; and

3. Other Agents. This submodel computes the impact
of other major sources of timber mortality in the
~stand which may influence root disease dynamics.

Figure 2.2 shows the order of calculations in the combined
" root ‘disease/stand growth model. Tt delineates those major
calculations which already exist in stand growth simulators
(such as PROGNOSIS), and those which were developed as part
of the root disease modeling project.

‘The major root disease submodels are described in more
detail in sections 2.3 - 2.5 below.

. Management Actions and Indicators

There are two major classes of management actions in
the model (Table 2.1): actions that influence the nature of
the forest and actions that directly influence the spread
and. impact of root diseases. Most of these management
actions are under the control of the stand growth model
itself. The root disease model implements only one manage-
ment action specifically used for control of root disease -
~that of "pushing” or removal of infected stumps and their
‘root systems. This option can be requested in specific
years and with a factor specifying the efficiency with which

roots are removed.

Management indicators are those variables which are
used to evaluate the consequences of management actions on
the stand and on root disease. Thére are two classes of
indicators in the model (Table 2.2): indicators of the bio-
logical status of the timber resource, and indicators per-

taining to the progression and impact of the root disease
itself. '



"READ INVENTORY, GET INITIAL CONDITIONS
ESTABLISH DEAD TREE/STUMP LIST
FOR FACH GROWTH CYCLE
APPLY STAND MANAGEMENT
UPDATE DEAD TREE/STUMP LIST
_ESTIMATE NORMAIH%ROWTH AND MORTALITY
COMPUTE RADIAL EXTENT OF ROOTS
UPDATE DEAérTREE/STUMP LIST
CALL OTHEP!' AGENT SUBMODEL
CALL ROOT é&SEASE SUBMODEL
SPREAD MODEL
WITHIN CENTER MODEL
CARRYOVER MODEL

CALCULATE ACTUAL TREE MORTALITY
CALCULATE REAL%EED TREE GROWTH
' UPDATE DEAD TREE/STUMP LIST
.CALL ESTABLISHMENT MODEL
UPDATE STAND ATTRIBUTES

DISPLAY INDICATORS

END GROWTH CYCLE LOOP

y

END
‘Figure 2.2. Order of calculations in the root dlsease/stand
model. Italicized steps are contalned in

Progn051s



-Table 2.1. Management actions for the stand and for
root disease.

A. Species Manipulations
- shelterwood
- clearcut, plant species
- clearcut without planting
- selective thinning
-~ understory fire
- seed source selection
- fire management
- sanitation cutting
- diseased trees
- Site Preparation
- burning
- fertilization

—~ scarification

2:w BeoDirect Root Disease Treatment

- stump removal




Table -2.2.

A. Stand

Management indicators for the modeled stand
as a whole and for root diseased areas.

sample tree attributes

- growth rate

- mortality rate

- height

- diameter

- volume

stand attributes

- periodic annual increment
- volume

~ species composition

- diameter distribution
- basal area

~- tree height

= stand density

B. Root Disease

area infected

$ infected stumps/unit area, by
diameter class and species
spread rate

number of trees killed

volume of wood killed

number of root disease centers

basal area inside root diseased area
wood volume inside root diseased area
density of infected and uninfected
trees inside root diseased areas



Spatial Resolution of the Model

The model provides a detailed representation of timber
and root disease dynamics within a single stand. This is
an area ranging in size from 5 to hundreds of acres, and can
be considered homogeneous in terms of physical characteris-
tics such as slope. This level of spatial resolution is
most useful for silvicultural planning, and at the same time

preserves the essential spatial dynamics of root diseases.

Within the modeled stand, the model maintains essen-
tially two separate areas: those areas not currently
infected with root disease (areas ‘"outside" root disease
centers}, and those areas "inside" root disease infection
centers. The infected portion is further disaggregated into
separate circular infection centers, each characterized by
the location of their centers and their radii. This spatial
" resolution ~allows :expanding-infection ‘centers to be modeled
as unique entities with expansion rates which can be calcu-
lated . according to certain rules (see section 2.4.3 below).

..In addition, the residual distribution of inoculum in the

stand (e.g. after a clearcut) can be considered, and the
probability of new infection centers being initiated at
various locations can be estimated.

This structure can be used to represent a wide contin-
uum of root disease situations:

1. 'a stand with a series of discrete ‘infection
centers which may or may not overlap;

2. a stand with scattered mortality throughout and no
discrete centers. This can be considered as one
large infection =zone with a certain level of
infected and wuninfected trees, and infected dead
trees and stumps; and

3. . a young stand with a large amount of inoculum from
- 'disease centers in the previous stand which will

'give rise to a number of new infection centers in
the region of previous infection. :



" Time Scale of the Model

The time horizon of the model is from 80 to 300 years.
Within these time frames, users can examine the effects of
different management actions over one or several stand rota-
tions.

The root disease model runs on the same time step as
the stand model to which it is attached (in the case of
-PROGNOSIS a- typical time step is 10 years). If root disease
carryover from one rotation to the next is simulated (see
section 2. ), the user must run the model in shorter time
steps (e.g. 5 year steps) in order to effectively character-
ize disease in the new, developing stand. Particular root
disease processes, such as spread rate, are simulated on an
annual basis and extrapolated for the length of the model

time step.

" 2.2'The ‘Stand Growth Model

Underlying the root disease model 1is a stand growth
simulation model that simulates the growth, yield, and
regeneration of the stand, and implements the various
management actions selected by the user. After the root
disease model cbmputes the impacts of root disease 1in
infected areas of the stand for a given growth cycle, it
‘passes:-measures of tree growth and mortality back to the
stand model such that the state of the stand as a whole can
be updated.

The root disease model is designed to be linked with
any stand model that supports descriptors of trees or tree
classes (including species, density, DBH, height, etc.) and
which can operate on the spatial and temporal scales
'required by the root disease model. Currently, the root
- disease model is 1linked to the PROGNOSIS (version 5.1 )

stand growth model (Stage 1973; Wykoff et. al. 1982; Fergu-
son and Crookston 1984}).



The PROGNOSIS model is designed to project the develop-
ment of mixed species, even and uneven aged stands. The
model .is initialized with a list of sample trees which col=-
lectively represent what the results of .an inventory of that
stand would be at various points through time. Information
about sample trees is used in conjunction with a description
of the inventory sampling design to estimate stand statis-
‘tics such as volume per unit area. Other information about
sample trees, (e.g. total height, crown ratio, past growth
increment), and about the site of the stand (e.g. slope,
aspect, elevation, and habitat type) may dptionally be pro-
vided by the user. PROGNOSIS produces stand yield estimates
that are weighted average effects of the various factors
that influence stand growth. One or more "extensions" to
PROGNOSIS can be used to explicitly include interactions

- between the stand and events such as establishment of regen-—

“erating stands, pest outbreaks, and understory development.

1In addition, the results of PROGNOSIS runs can be evaluated

by a separate economic analysis program. For further infor-
~mation about PROGNOSIS, see Wykoff et al. 1982 and refer-
ences cited therein.

2.3 Stand Interface Submodel

The stand interface submodel integrates the effects of
. root- disease ‘impacts, other agent impacts, and root disease
management on the growth, and yield of the stand and its

root systems. In particular, this submodel:
1. sets up initial stand and root disease ' conditions
inside root disease centers.

2. maintains a dead tree/stump list as sources of
inoculum for root disease transmission;

3. predicts radial extent of tree roots;
4. reconciles mortality predicted by the stand model

with that predicted by the root disease and other
agents submodels; and



5. simulates growth losses due to root disease.

Dead Tree/Stump List

PROGNOSIS describes the stand as a list of tree records
representing the current state of a separate tree class
tabulated at the time of inventory. Each entry in the 1list
is characterized by a series of attributes such as DBH,
height, density, and live crown ratio. Trees from these

- .tree records become dead  trees and stumps = in the root
disease model.

Two assumptions in the root disease submodel dictate
the " nature of the dead tree/stump list. First, a dead tree
or stump becomes an inoculum center only if its root system
was colonized by root disease before its death.  Second, the
» dynamics of root disease spread through a dead root system
- are independent of how the infected tree died. Therefore,
"“the'dead tree/stump list is formed strictly from infected

trees inside the root disease areas which die from any
cause. Trees which die outside the root diseased areas or

“-uninfected. trees which die. inside the root disease centers

cannot become inoculum centers.

The attributes of each element maintained in the dead
- tree/stump list are the:

1. number of dead trees/stumps in the element;
2. type {(e.g. heartwood or non-heartwood):;

3. DBH;

4. root radius; and

5. year in which the tree was killed.

~Root Extent

Root extent equations in the model are linear functions
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of DBH for trees greater than 8.9 cm DBH. Tree height and
stand basal area are used as the predictors for trees less
than this DBH: ' ' |

R=e (-62 log(Ht) + .04 log(BA) - .81)
where,
R — root radius:

Ht - height; and
BA - stand basal area.

The equations for root extent in the model predict
extent of roots 0.5 cm or more in diameter. This diameter
is assumed to be near the lower limit of substrate suitabil-

ity for root disease spread.

- Reconciliation of Mortality

The PROGNOSIS stand model calculates an expected proba?
bility of mortality for each tree record in its tree list at
the beginning of each growth cycle. These mortality func--
tions were developed from inventory data which accounts for
all mortality sources (including root diseases and  other
pests). Mertality from all these sources may be thought of
as the "natural" mortality projected by PROGNOSIS. In order
“that the total- .mortality .applied at the end of the growth
cycle does not exceed the number of trees represented by the
tree record, mortality from the three sources: "natural",
explicit root disease mortality, or explicit other agent
mortality, must be reconciled. Also, the proper mortality
sources must be applied to each 'type' of tree in the stand.
That is; infected trees within the root disease centers must
receive mortality from all three of the above mortality
sources, while wuninfected trees inside the root disease

centers, and trees outside the root disease centers must

receive mortality only from causes other than root disease.



Realirzed Tree Growth

Root disease affects both diameter and height increment

—of infected trees and these effects are modeled as a func-

tion of the proportion of the tree's root system that is -

colonized (Figure 2.3). These relationships are applied
only to infected trees. The actual growth increments for
the +tree records are calculated as tree density weighted
averages of infected trees, uninfected trees inside the root
disease centers, and trees outside the root disease centers.

2.4 Root Disease Submodel

The root disease submodel provides a dynamic represen-

tation of the spatial epidemiology of Armillaria or Phel-

linus weirii within the stand. Figure 2.4 shows a diagram-

- matic example of root disease infection and spread through
‘trees in a disease center, (as well as subsequent tree mor-
tality) as it would be simulated by the model. The model is
vpresently parameterized to reflect the best current under-
: standing of Armillaria and Phellinus weirii epidemioclogy in
‘rthE'InlandFEmpire' region ‘of - the Western United States.

These parameters can be easily adjusted to more accurately

*~ reflect particular pathogenicities and stand conditions.

The model is based on the concept that the distribution
of root disease in a stand can be characterized as a number
of spreading root disease centers, each of which contains
both infected and uninfected trees and other inoculum
sources. The ‘disease patches are defined by their Ilocations
in the stand (spatial coordinates) and their size (radii).
This structure can be used to represent the different situa-
tions and spatial characteristics of root disease:

1. a stand with a series of discrete centers of
infection which may or may not overlap;

2, a stand with scattered mortality throughout and no
. well-defined root disease centers. This can be
considered as one large infection zone with a cer-
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Figure 2.4,

Diagrammatic representation of root disease
infection and spread through trees in disease
centers., Top panel shows 4 trees infected
(light shading); bottom panel (several years:’
later) shows 11 infected trees, and 3 trees
killed (dark shading). Different tree species
are shown with different shapes. Not illus~
trated here are the growth reductions caused
by root disease. '
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tain 1level of infected and uninfected trees and
dead trees and stumps; and

~3..  a young -stand with a large amount of inoculum from
disease centers in the previous stand. This will
give rise to a number of new disease centers in
the regions of previous infection.

Figure 2.5 shows the order of calculations in the root
disease submodel. There are three main sections which arise
from the structure described above:

1. calculation of the - expansion rate of spreading
centers and modeling that spread;

2. simulating the dynamics of infection and inoculum
inside root disease centers; and

3. . handling the "carry over" from one stand through a
clearcut to a new stand with new infection
centers.

All three of these components are complex functions of
mtheuﬁsfzesﬁwdistributionsiwand:specdes,of"theftrees, and. the
sizes, distributions and species of the inoculum sources,
all of which vary through time. In view of this complexity,
the approach taken in the model is to simulate small por-
tions of the stand in explicit detail, noting the exact
position of a number of trees and the spatial relationships
of their roots. The results from these small scale detailed

simulations are then expanded to represent their effects on
.the stand as a. whole.

2.,4.1 Initial Conditions for Root Disease

_ In order to initialize the model for root disease,.four
points must be considered: the number, location, and size
of disease centers; the numbér of live, uninfected trees in
infection centers; the number of live, infected trees in
infection centers and their degree of infection; and the
number of dead infected root systems (and their size and

species) inside infection centers.



ESTIMATE SPREADING
RATE OF INFECTION
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| | SPREADING
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Figure 2.5, Order of calculations in the root disease submodel.

These calculations take place once each growth cycle.



~ Specification of Centers

The root disease centers in the model are each speci-
fied by three parameters: the X and Y coordinates of the
center, and the radius of the center. The model assumes
that the stand is square with the specified area. In prac-
tice, the model user may specify either all three parameters
for each center, or the total area in root disease centers
and the number of centers. In the latter case, the model
assumes all centers are the same size and are randomly dis-
»tributed- across the stand.

2.4.2 Progress of Infection Through Root Systems

- Figure 2.6 shows the basic relationship which describes
the way 1in which live root systems become infected, trees
are killed, and the way the infection spreads in dead,
infected roots. In the model the gquantity of inoculum is

measured in aerial extent since this is assumed to be

midirectly reliateds to the probability of-overlap and infection

{see below).

A major assumption of the model is that the pathogenic
strains of Aymillaria and Phellinus which are modeled will

not attack and colonize totally uninfected dead root sys-—
tems. They will only attack live root systems, and in the
case of Armillaria, will completely colonize the remaining

portions of the infected root system after death. Phellinus

is assumed to be a relatively poor saprophyte and is unable
to compete and colonize the dead root system,

The relationship shown in Figure 2.7 for the progress-
of infection and decay after death specifically relates to
Armillaria; there are two major differences for Phellinus.

First, the maximum proportion of the root system which
becomes infected is that which has occurs at the time of
death. Second, the minimum length of time for which active
inoculum lasts 1s 20 years. The shape of the various por-

tions of this relationship is a function of the size,
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Figure 2.7

DBH When infected (in)

Time from infection to death

for Douglas-fir on Douglas-

fir habitat with Armillaria.

This relationship is modified

for different habitats, tree
species, and root disease pathogen.
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" species, and origin of the tree in question. These rela-

tionships are described in more detail below.

‘Number 'of Years to Kill

The number of years it takes for Armillaria to kill a

Douglas Fir on Douglas Fir habitat in the interior region of
the western United States is defined in the model by the
relationship shown in Figure 2.7. This relationship is then
modified for other species of trees, root diseases and habi-
tats., The rationale for this is that all trees react to
infection in a fundamentally similar way until they are
larger than 10 cm. Table 2.3 shows the factors used for
various tree species, pathogen species, and habitat types.
For Phellinus infecting cedar, it 1is assumed that trees
older than 50 years will not be killed and will reach a max-
imum level of infection of 10%.

Proportion of Root System Infected at Death

The average'proportion of the root system which must be
~infected at the time of. death caused by the pathogen is a
function of the pathogen and the tree species as shown in
Table 2.3.

'Time for Total Root Colonization

Following death, the progress of the disease depends on

- the species of the pathogen; for Armillaria the fungus

rapidly colonizes the complete root system within a period

of 1less than 5 years. For Phellinus the proportion of
infected roots at the time of death (for any reason) does
not increase, due largely to competition with saprophytic
fungi. For both species of pathogen the inoculum then

reduces fairly rapidly from its maximum extent.

Lifespan of Effective Inoculum

The maximum lifespan of effective inoculum is a func-—
tion of the stump size and the species of the tree as shown

in Figure 2.8. The tree species are grouped into heartwood
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types and non-heartwood types. The heartwood species are
bouglas Fir, all pines, western red cedar, and western
larch. The non-heartwood species are true firs, hemlocks,

and spruce.

The inoculum is assumed to decay such that after one
third of the total lifespan only 25% are left, with the rest
decaying over the remaining time. For Phellinus the minimum
lifespan of inoculum is 20 years.

2.4.3 Spread of Infection Centers

The simulation of spread falls into two main com-
ponents: the estimation of the average rate of spread of the
diseased centers:; and the translation of that rate into an
area of new stand encompassed, and the number of new trees
infected.

Estimation of Spread Rate

_+owoto.Spread. rate .is. estimated: by simulating a small portion
of the stand explicitly for a number of years and determin-
ing the length of time it takes for the infection to spread
across the simulated portion. 1In order to control the exe-
cution time of the code which implements this algorithm, the
number of trees in a simulation remains fixed and the area
which is simulated is adjusted to maintain this number; the
total number of stems per acre in the tree list is calcu-
lated by the stand interface model.

Selection of Trees in the Simulation

The entire tree list is scanned in order to select
trees for the simulation. For each tree class where there.
is more than one tree on the area being simulated, that
number of trees is placed in the simulation. In each simula-
tion, if there is a fractional number of trees left after
assigning the integral number of trees per class (or in the
case where there is less than one tree on average in = that

area), a random number is drawn to determine whether or not
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to include another tree of that class. The probability of a
given tree being included in this way is directly related to
the number per area; if there are on average 0.25 per simu-

lated area, the chance of inclusion is 25%.

Distribution Pattern of Stems

The model allows one of two different distribution pat-
terns of stems in the stand:

a) completely random distribution in the simulated
area; or
b) uniform distribution on a grid with a certain

level of "fuzz" on each point in the grid.

In general, the random pattern is most useful here as
grid patterns of planted trees are never perfect, especially
when there is some natural regeneration. However, this
flexibility allows users to investigate the effects of dif-
‘ferent-distribution. patterns: on spread rates of root disease
through the stand.

Probability of Infection

The root systems of trees are assumed to be circular
for the purposes of estimating the probability of disease
transmission. Given the known radius of an inoculum source
and the root radius at an uninfected tree from the stand
‘model, it can be determined whether there is root overlap.
If there is root ovérlap then there is a certain probability
of transmission in each year. In the current model this
probability is set +to 75% for.all tree and root disease

species for a 10 year period; this can, however, be made
species specific.

Simulation of Spread

Each tree in the simulation is represented by five
characters:
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a) the X coordinate of the tree;
b) the Y coordinate of the tree;
c) the radius of the root system;

d) the radius of the infected portion of the root
system; and

e) . the tree species.

The model is initialized with all trees whose roots
contact the baseline (the bottom of the simulated area)
being infected in 1% of their root systems. The model is
then run for twenty, 5 year time steps or until the infec-
tion has reached the opposite side of the simulated area. In
either case, the rate of movement across the simulated area
is used as the estimate of the rate of spread of the root
disease in the stand.

voo: o Spread sig simulated simply by increasing ' the area of
infection of each infected root system appropriately and
then checking to see which other uninfected root systems are
contacted by this. In this model, the probability of patho-
gen transmission is assumed to be 100% if the root systems
overlap.

In order to make the simulation as rapid as possible,
the tree locations are first scanned and the five nearest
neighbors to each stem are noted. Then, in searching for
contacts between the root systems of trees, it is only
- necessary to check the five nearest  neighbors rather than
all other stems.

Spread into Uninfected Areas of the Stand

The spread rate is converted to an increase in the
radius of each disease center for the time step of the main
model. These increased radii are then converted into an

increase in area wusing the area estimation algorithm



described below, taking account of overlaps between root
systems.

Given the increased area inside infection =zones, the
tree list 1is processed and the number of new trees of each
class now inside the centers is estimated. The model assumes
that a certain proportion of all new trees encompassed by
the spreading center are infected directly as the center
expands, ' this 1is the same as the probability of infection
described above (75%).

2.4.4 Dynamics of Root Disease Inside Infection Centers

The purpose of this section of the model is to simulate
the transmission of the pathogen to uninfected root systems
inside infection centers. The transmission process is han-
dled by simulating a small area in explicit detail in a
- similar fashion to that used in the estimation of spread

rates.

The simulated plot is set up with representative inocu-
lum selected from the dead tree/stump list in the same way

‘that live trees are selected in the spread rate simulation

described above. Each piece of inocculum is represented by -

‘its X and Y coordinates and its radius.

Following the construction of the inoculum test plot,
the tree list is processed to estimate the probability that
trees of each class will contact the inoculum. A total of
13,500 stems distributed eqgually among the tree classes are
positioned randomly on the test plot. The proportion of
those which touch an inoculum source is taken to be the pro-
portion of the uninfected trees inside centers which will
become infected in this time step. As before, the probabil-
ity of pathogen transmission is taken to be 75% if the root

systems overlap for a period of 10 years.

2.4.5 Infection Center Expansion on Cutting

At the time of a clearcut it is assumed that there is a
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ring of root systems around the outside of each infection
center that represent those ‘trees which have just been

infected, For Armillaria this means that there is a whole

ring of trees through which the root disease will spread
very rapidly when they are killed. This will effectively
cause the infection center to jump out when the stand is
clearcut. This 1is handled in the model by estimating the
Tean diameter of all root systems in the uninfected stand at
the time of the cut and using this as the distance by which
the radii of infection centers increase.

It 'is possible that the rapid spread of Armillaria
through dead and dying root systems after a clearcut may
temporarily continue so that more than a single 'ring' (i.e.

roots of the trees immediately adjacent to a patch) of root
systems is spread through. This is simulated in the model by
allowing the user to specify how many rings of root systems

will be infected by spread; the current default is one.

. 2+4.6: Root, Disease Carryover Between Rotations .

The way in which root disease centers are affected by
clearcutting and the regeneration of a new stand is
currently not well understood. The model can simulate three

different scenarios:

a) Scenario 1 - the root disease patches from the old
stand cease to exist after a clearcut and the
disease in the new stand arises in a small number
of centers located inside the previously infected
area;

b) Scenario 2 - root disease patches from the old.

' stand retain their integrity, and as the new stand
grows up, the patches spread out again starting at
the old boundaries; and

c) Scenario 3 - after a «c¢learcut and regeneration,
the root disease patches form around inoculum
throughout the o0ld areas of disease and gradually
expand until they coalesce.
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These three scenarios are in pact part of a continuum
-which depends upon the density of inoculum and the probabil-
ity of a piece of inoculum initiating a new spreading
center. If the inoculum is very dense and the probability of
initiating a center is high, then it is wunlikely that the
old center will entirely lose its integrity (scenario 1) and

one of the other two scenarios is highly likely. 1If, on the

other hand, inoculum (stumps) is actively removed following - -

a clearcut, then it is unlikely that the centers will remain
effectively wunaltered (scenarioc 2) and one of the other two
scenarios is likely depending on how successful inoculum
removal was, and on the density of the regenerating stand

and the resistance of the new trees to root disease infec-
tion.

The current version of the root disease model addresses
this complex problem by simulating the processes of infec-
tion from an infected stump at the time of cut in some
detail in a separate model (the carryover model). The basic
~structure is.that the root disease model takes a snapshot of
“the stand at the time of cut and then keeps track of estab-
lishment and mortality in the developing stand until the
time of root «closure and the initiation (in the model) of
new infection centers. At this point the entire time since
the cut is recapitulated within the carryover model with an
emphasis being placed on the events surrounding each type of
infected stump.

The wunderlying question which the carryover model
attempts to address is:

What is the probability of each type of inoculum
present at the time of cut initiating a new
spreading infection center at the time of root

closure?

The model attempts to answer this by considering each type
of inoculum (classified by stump size and type) and estimat-

~ing the probability of infection still being present in some
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form at the time of vroot closure and initiation of new
.centers. Given this probability and the quantity of inocu-
lum present at the time of cut, the number of new spreading
centers can be estimated. As in the root disease model, the
carryover model assumes that infection may arise from con-
tact between the root systems of regenerating trees and
either the infected stumps from the previous stand, or
.infected trees and stumps from the new stand.

In the model the weighted mean probability of center
initiation is used as the measure determining the outcome at
- 'root closure. Depending on this mean probability each of
the three scenarios described above and all the gradations

between can be simulated:

a) If the mean probability is low then only a small
number of new infection centers will be initiated
within the area of the 0ld root disease patches

and the disease will spread from these new
patches.

‘b) Tf the mean. probability is - somewhat higher then
many new ‘root disease centers (up to 100 in the
model) may = be initiated. These eventually
coalesce.

¢) . If the mean probability is close to one then  a
large number of infection centers are initiated,
as for (b) above, but the sum of the area of these
hew centers is close to the sum of the areas of
the old centers prior to the clearcut.

The Carryover Model

In many ways the carryover model resembles the entire
root disease model in that it must simulate the processes of
infection, death and decomposition due to root disease; the
relationships used to represent these processes are identi-
‘cal to those used in the main model. There are two critical

differences between the carryover model and the main model:

1) while the main model considers a stand potentially
containing many stumps, the carryover model fol-
lows the gradual decomposition and subsequent
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infection of other nearby trees for one stump of
each class from the time of cut; and

2) the carryover model estimates the probabilities of

- infections. occurring and the probability of

infection persisting at a particular stump rather

than estimating an actual number of infections.

That is, the carryover model produces an estimate

of the number of new infection centers through

probabilistic calculations rather than through the

more explicitly spatial simulation used in the
main root disease model. '

Since the the number of infected stumps in a cut stand may
be guite high it is important to estimate the probability of
carryover for each type even though this may be quite small;
 the probability of infection persisting may be only 1 per-
cent but if there are 1000 infected stumps then this would
result in approximately 10 new infection.centers.

The carryover model loops over finer time .steps than
the, main root disease/stand growth model and simulates the

period from the clearcut to root closure. The time step used

~may be defined by the user; the current default value is 5

years. The basic structure of the carryover model is shown
in. the form of a flowchart in Figure 2.9. In general, the
model loops over each stump type and estimates the probabil-
ity of infection persisting for the period of the simulation
for that type. '

The model first reconstructs the pattern of root
growth, establishment, and mortality for the period to be
simulated, based on information supplied by the stand model.

It then simulates forward separately for each stump type.

_ In each time step of the simulation, for each stump
type, the model estimates the probability of infection of
each element in the tree list given that it has not been
infected in previous time steps. The probability of root
overlap between an uninfected tree and an element of inocu-
lum is estimated by assuming that the trees are randomly
distributed so that the distribution of the probability of
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~contact at different densities can be derived; this proba-
bility distribution was estimated using monte carlo simula-
tions outside of the main model.

The inoculum that is available to infect uninfected
elements of the tree 1list is summarized in the form of a
table of the expected number of sources of inoculum of each
of eight size classes; the midpoints of the sizes in each of
these classes is (in meters): .30, .60, .91, 1.52, 2.44,
4,57, 6.10, 9.14. The probability of infection of an element

<Of the tree 'list in a given year is thus the sum of the pro-
babilities of infection by each of these classes. Note that
sources of inoculum can be the original stumps, infected

trees or stumps from infected trees killed in the new stand.

The probability of infection in each time step for each
element of the tree list is stored and the subsequent his-
tory of that element, infected at that time, is simulated in
terms.of root'grqwth,,the,progress.of-infection, and mortal-
ity. (To facilitate the calculations the number actually
stored by the model is the probability that the element is
NOT infected - one minus the probability that it is
infected).

Location of New Centers in the Stand

The assumption made in locating new disease centers
~within the  stand is that they have an equal probability of
occurring anywhere there was root disease 1in the previous

stand, and a zero probability of occurring elsewhere.

The stand is divided up into 400 equally sized cells.
Each of these cells contains inoculum if its center is
within a previously existing épreading center. The probabil-
ity of any one of these cells containing a new spreading
center is estimated from the number of new centers forming
in the stand (from one of the methods discussed above)
divided by the number of cells containing root disease ino-

culum. Thus, if there are 20 cells containing inoculum and
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approximately 10 new infection centers are expected, then
there is a 50% probability of each cell containing a spread-
ing center.

The model allows more than one center per cell up to a
maximum number of venters in the stand of 100. The location
of centers within each cell is delimited using uniform ran-
dom numbers.

Invoking the Carryover Model

It is most important to invoke the carryover model when
~root closure-suddenly disappears as a result of cutting and
the remaining trees (if any) are unable to exhibit a suffi-
cient growth response to achieve root closure again. Under
other conditions, the rest of the root disease model,
including the spread and within center dynamics are able to
simulate root disease dynamics. Therefore, the carryover
model should be invoked after a clearcut, but should not be
invoked after a pre-commercial thin. The spread rate (which
is . closely related to'root closure) immediately after the
cut. is used to determine whether the carrycover model should
be called. The carryover model 1is called only if this

spread rate is less than 0.3 cm per vyear.

2.5 Other Agents Submodels

The collection of submodels which make up the other
agents component of the root disease model are used to simu-
‘late the influence of a variety of physical and biological
agents on root disease and stand dynamics. Some agents
{such as bark beetles, or windthrow events) may act to pro-
mote the spread of root disease by weakening or killing
trees and thus providing a food source for the fungi. Con-—
versely, agents such as other root diseases may act to limit

disease spread through competition.

The other agents submodels compute mortality to one or
nmore of the following tree lists:
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- the infected trees inside disease centers;
- the uninfected trees inside disease centers; and

- the trees outside disease centers.

The mortalities are used by the stand interface submodel to

calculate the actual mortality of root disease to infected -

and uninfected trees.

Although there are many potential agents which could
interact with root disease, simulation models of the dynam-
ics of Windthrow and three functional types of bark “beetle
interactions are the only ones that have been developed as
part of the current version of the root disease model.
These models are outlined below. For a more complete
description of these and other possible models, see McNamee
et al. 1985.

‘~4g2%5fl2Windthrow-Submodel.

The windthrow model simulates major blowdown eventg in
the stand, using three parameters to determine the magnitude
of an event:

1. the size criterion for stem dominance;

2. the proportion of dominant/codominant stems to
windthrow; and

3. a minimum event criterion (i.e. the minimum number
of stems to windthrow).

The user specifies the magnitude of a windthrow event in the
model; computations then allocate the effects among the
various three classes within the stand. This allocation is
first performed between species according to their relative
susceptibility to windthrow, and then among the - individuals

of a species.

The windthrow model operates on all stems which are

defined by the user as being dominant or codominant within
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the stand. Stems represented by a record in the tree list
are defined as dominant or codominant if the basal area per-
~centile for that record equals or exceeds a user-defined
criterion for dominance within a stand (usually 80% - 100%).
The total number of susceptible stems of a given species and
of all species in the stand can be computed by summing the
number of trees 1in the tree 1list which meet this
dominance/codominance criterion. The total number of trees
to windthrow is then calculated as a user-defined proportion
of the total stems susceptible to windthrow. If this number
is less than a user-specified minimum, then no further
action is taken. The model will be called once each time
step until either the criterion is met or the end of the
simulation occurs. If the magnitude of the event exceeds
the criterion, windthrow occurs, and the model allocates the
effects among the various susceptible tree classes by con-
sidering such factors as the relative susceptibility of the
.species to windthrow,  the crown length/height relationship,
and the proportion of the root system infected by root
disease.

For windthrown trees, the model also determines ~the:
number that tip over as opposed to snapping off in order to
- estimate the number of windthrown trees which become disease:
centers. Windthrown trees which tip over are assumed to
remove the major portion of their root system from the soil
and ' therefore not contribute to the spread of root disease.
Infected windthrown stems which snap off become infected
stumps which c¢an then act as inoculum sources. In the
model, the probability of a stem being uprooted is equal to
the proportion of its root system that is infected.

2.5.2 Bark Beetle Submodels

Three functicnal types of bark beetles are simulated:

l. Type I - dependent only on the density of suscep-
tible stems; :
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2. Type 1II - dependent ‘upon windfallen stems as
refugia for the beetle population; and

3. Type III - dependent upon stems infected by root
disease.

In general, criteria for susceptibility are a function of
species and tree size (DBH), and the criterion for permit-
ting an outbreak to occur is simply a user-specified minimum
density of susceptible trees. The combinations of beetle-
tree interactions simulated, their functional types, suscep-
- tibility: criteria, and ~mortality rates are summarized in
Table 2.4,

To use the bark beetle models, the user specifies the
growth cycle during which the beetles are at epidemic lev-
els. Additional criteria are evaluated to determine whether
an outbreak should occur for Type II and III beetles. If

the criteria are met, the extent of stem mortality 1is com-

~. puted :tand applied. to: the stand. No further action is taken

if the criterion are not met. 1In this case, the model 1is
invoked in subsequent growth cycles until the criteria are
..met or the simulation terminates.

Type 1 Beetles

Mountain pine beetle targeted on lodgepole pine stands
is wused as the prototype Type I beetle interaction. Moun-
tain pine beetle and western pine beetle targeted on Pon-

derosa pine are also modeled as Type I interactions.

The number of trees in the target species which are
susceptible to attack is computed as the sum of the trees
greater than or equal to a user-specified minimum DBH cri-
terion., Tree mortality is computed only if this sum is
greater than a user specified minimum tree density. Tree
mortality is applied only to susceptible tree list entries
by multiplying the stem density in that class by a mortality
rate for the epidemic period (Table 2.4). '



fable 2.4.

beetle

Bark beetle-tree species interactionsin the
other agents submodel.

BEETLE TREE FUNCTIONAL MORTALITY MINIMUM & ROOT
SPECIES SPECIES TYPE RATE DBH INFECTION
Mountain Lodgepole I 0.85 8 n/a
pine pine

beetle

Mountain  Ponderosa 1 0.85 8 n/a
pine pine

beetle

Douglas- Douglas-fir 1II 0.88 10 n/a
fir

beetle

Mountain White 111 0.04 8 0.75
pine pine

beetle

Scolytus Grand III 0.4 0 0.75
- ventralis fir

Western ‘Ponderosa I 0.9 20 n/a
pine pine
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Type I] Beetles

Douglas-fir beetle targeted on Douglas fir is wused as
the prototype Type 11 beetle interaction. Outbreaks of this
beetle are precipitated by a windfall event, (implying that
the windthrow model must be invoked when this model is
invoked). A minimum size (DBH) criterion is applied to both
the windthrown trees which provide refugia for the beetle
population, and to standing stems subject to subsequent mor-
tality.  If the number of windthrown trees of suitable size
exceeds the criterion, an outbreak of the beetle is assumed
to occur and the number of live trees killed in each of the
three succeeding years is calculated depending on the number
of windthrown stems and the number of live trees meeting the

minimum size criterion.

Type III Beetles

w-8colytus ventralis on Grand -fir  is used as the - proto-

tYpe Type 1II beetle interaction. For S. ventralis, the
model simply kills 40% of the stems which have more than 75%
of their root systems colonized by root disease. The same
functional relation is used for mountain pine beetle attack-
ing white pine except that this mortality is further res-
tricted to trees with a DBH greater than 20 cm.

. Because the pattern of action for Type III beetles is
determined by the presence of sufficiently infected trees,
the model remains active at all times during a scenario

unless otherwise desired by the user.

2.6 Using the Root Disease Model

Model Inputs

To run the current version of the root disease model,
users must first describe the stand inventory to the PROG-
NOSIS model through the wuse of a keyword system (fully
described in Wykoff et al. 1982),. Secondly, users must pro-

vide a root disease inventory for the stand such that the
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- model can build an internal representation of diseased areas
in the stand (see below). This inventory is also provided to
the model in the form of keywords. Finally, users can con-
trol the operation of the root disease model, and modify
various parameter values through a number of keywords. The
specific details of the keywords needed for operating the

root disease model are described in detail in Sutherland and
McNamee (1987).

Root Disease Inventory

To make projections for stands with root disease, the
root disease model requires 4 types of inventory of root

~disease infections and extent to characterize a scenario:

1. root disease type (Armillaria or Phellinus);

2. number and location (X and Y coordinates) of root
diseased patches {(centers), as well as the radius
of each center;

3. density of 1live -infected and uninfected trees
(trees/ha) inside root disease patches (as well as
the extent of infection in infected trees): and

4. . characteristics of -dead infected trees and. stumps -

in root disease centers:
- stump type (heartwood-non-heartwood)
- DBH for the stump class

- number of stumps represented by the stump
class.

In practice, the requirements for item 2 above (number and
location of centers) can be considerably relaxed. The user
may specify all three parameters for each center (X coordi-
nate, Y coordinate, and radius), or simply the total area in
root disease and the number of centers. In the latter case,
the model assumes all centers are the same size and are ran-
domly distributed across the stand.



Model Output

Currently, output from the root disease model displays
output in tabular form summarizing conditions in the stand
during the period covered by the simulation. The outputs
specific to the root disease model are: a keyword summary
echoing the keywords in effect for the simulation, a summary

 table displaying the effects of root disease inside disease
centers, and a detailed table describing species-specific
consequences of root disease infection on growth and mortal- -
ity.

The summary output from the -goot disease model is
designed to illustrate a number of important indicators of
root disease effects in the diseased areas of the stand:

i. measures of the extent of root disease infection,
including the number of inoculum centers, the
annual spread rate, and the total area of the
stand with root disease.

2, - the number of infected stumps, and the basal area
of those stumps.

3.  the density of trees killed by root disease in the
current growth cycle and the timber volume loss
represented by those trees. Note that the number
of trees killed by other agents (if called) are
not included here; those losses will be reflected
in the stand averages summarized by PROGNOSIS.

4, the density of uninfected trees inside the disease
patches.
5. -the number of infected trees in the patches and

the average percentage of their root systems which
are infected.

6. indicators of the volume, and total basal area of
live trees in diseased areas.

All the root disease summary outputs are aggregated across
the tree species 1in the root diseased areas. An example

summary table from the Yoot @isease model is shown in Table
2.5. |



43

e03S $EISZiDS "IS TR L"CS 6T "7 *991[ *ge *ge *eE 19* GE*eZ 06 00T 4ioe

$03S ¥0JSZ1BS "9 *1:02 995 i3 "Ze “CTw» 5T R *ic L~ 49% 52 06 03 49 02
¥03S 40052105 *5¢ *eyay 0% 81 "Zc *BLS 0z Ze "l bL* BETET 06 03 05192
¥03S 400SZ1BS *3I¢ *596 £°v9 i 1 "ok *535 =8e iz g 95+ TETLY d&6  0iL 4y 02
#0235 ¥02SZ.10S *0v *096 *TL9 e b 1 ] 4] ‘6 b 8 T g 65" L9=51 e 22 HEOZ
4035 #02SZ DS *i¢ =ckl 669 “5T "L “Llvd 1L “§Z 1L e5" LA ¢ 0e Q3 HZ T
4035 #0ISZ 105 T "ol £°0S A "Lo0I *cal LT "£Y "15 30 g¢"21 0 O vICS
®0J5 ¥0I5Z10S *I5 *115 LA 1+ *9f "LeT *9¢l "ge *1r LS (X' vYe"TT |1 PR T £T02
$0035 ¥02ISZ10S "3+ “S5Z 0°Ls *1c "ed1 “eZ1 "1 *9 bR 3 £g” Le*1T PR a0 02
Y80S $02SZ10S v e 91 859 he'13 =37Z 5 b A b *51 &I* 12" 1t 16 52 €002
¥0IS ¥LISZLDS 3¢ 95 6Bl "6 T4 03 i ¥ X he *1 La- HI*0T - t& G2 HA AL
¥03S v03I52165 "3 1 g - o= *a *D¥9 4y *Cr Ay *Le ga* 6L L cor i £6 61
¥0JS w0OSZ 105 =2 ha ') o* ] "ZH9 0 a *€s *Es i 97 4L 00T Gl nB 6l
YRI2S ¥0352105 D 0t a* ' " *0 0 °GS§ 1Y oo~ 9Lt L Lot 501 86l
$03S bOJSZLES *5CT *0Bos - 8 *15 =95 *v61 "5¢ L1 b4 Foag SLLy not ooOT HL 6l
¥EIS ¥0IS5Z185 *341 he'1 0 8 £79¢ T L9 ‘11 *42 *9 *v 5" 21* v 101 &3 TL6l
¥0JS »535Z1BS "IST ~eres a*nx "L0T *69 o =0 g *1 oo "R a0 Y 0s B96T
O 1W9W a1 a¥v1s L J4B8S 383¥4 QILD3ANY FH2V/ IMIV/S 3daw/ Q311N 140% Iy vy di/Ld S3¥3vy  TIN3ID 39w ¥y 3k

T e m———— 143v 14 NI S1COWX S33dL $33y1) 14 n3 S33dt 342v ¥ LlGL EFL] Yiuy 40

SYITJNEN3OX rve HJ4 324 ELY 40 on 430N $35501 40 ON P Al a¥3yds 3dAswuiglq N

IRNT0A
TWHIAO {ETREELY | ANINN
3S¥3SIO #9944 S3ISSOT SIHNLS
SIIASIHILOWHYHI 33¥1 3AIN SOT1STHILDVHYHT 33HL av3g : SITLSILVLS 35%3SIq

SVY3uVY 35¢3S1T 1004 ¥0d SOILSILgLS AHYWWAS
L L I R R I I I N L I R R R R N I N I
0"Y NoiISH3AN 300w 3s¢ISIU Looy

iit'.tl‘ﬁlﬂ.‘.‘i“d“l'l.ti.i#!‘.ﬂ'l."'.ﬂ"kli‘i“!iiili.’ﬂ‘idiﬁ.fcO't

_ *seanbTy 3ndino syl uT UMOUS FBUJ WoxJ Sieslk
0T P93ITUS uesq svY (] TOD) IJaqunu Jesd 8yl ° (g UOTIODS 298)
puels }soI)D ziaend 8yl JO p OTIRUDOS JI0F oFgel Indino syl ST
umoys  * (DTx3dw Jou) s3zTtun jeriadwl ouT ©IB S3ITUN BUJF JeU} 9I0N
"Topow 3seSSTP 3001 oYyl woii oTqed indino Aiewums sydwexs uy G'7 TRl




- 44 -

'The detailed output table displays some measures of the.
‘effects of root disease for on the attributes of each tree
species in diseased areas. At stand inventory, and at the
end of each cycle, the numbers of trees killed during that
cycle, and the numbers of alive uninfected, and alive
infected trees are displayed. 1In addition, the 5 percentile
classes for tree DBH are presented, along with the size of
the largest tree in the class, for both the trees killed and
live trees. This is intended to illustrate species specific

. growth effects in the root diseased areas of the stand.
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3.0 SCENARIO DESCRIPTIONS AND RESULTS

3.1:Background

In the Nelson Forest Region, Armillaria may be the most
important pest in most stands, accounting for up to 40 -50%
yield decreases in many sites. For stands infected with
root disease many possible silvicultural and harvesting

options exist depending on the management phase of the stand
(e.g. planting, spacing, commercial thinning, harvesting),
the desired goals for root disease control (e.g. spread
reduction, tree mortality reduction, site rehabilitation)

and the expected cost/benefit relationships for the various
options.

Some of the options currently in use in the Region, or .

under preliminary assessment are:

- stump removal after harvest. This is highly
effective in reducing inoculum remaining after a
.cut. However, it may be quite expensive (particu-

- wlarly in sites with diffuse centers) and may cause
damage to the site in steeply sloping areas with
relatively thin soils, or when done on wet ground.

- . chemical treatment of stumps. This is also very
expensive, 1is not always effective, and reguires
eXxtensive monitoring for possible soil, and
groundwater contamination.

- plant a less susceptible species. Such species as
Ponderosa pine, or western larch are among the
least .susceptible. coniferous species to root
disease and may result not only in acceptable
yields in heavily infected stands, but also act to
reduce root disease spread. However, they are not
completely resistant to root disease and mortality
may still be significant in young stands.

- reduce stocking density. Thinly planted stands
A{e.g. at 1/2 or less of normal stocking density)
may reduce the probability of inoculum contact
with the young trees, and may allow the inoculum
to decline before root closure occurs. This is a
relatively cheap option, but its effectiveness is
as yet unknown.
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- regeneration delay. A delay of several years
before allowing regeneration may allow the inocu-
lum sources to decay and disappear. However, it is
not c¢lear what the optimum delay period is, and
there may be significant costs associated with
maintaining a clean site.

- plant an alternative rotation of hardwoods. A
short (e.g. 40 year) rotation of a less suscepti-
ble species such as birch may also allow inoculum
to disappear, and may satisfy other management
considerations such as providing suitable habitats

. for game, recreation, etc. However, not all hard-
woods are resistant to root disease, and at the
end of the rotation, other operations such as
stumping may have to be carried out anyway.

- clearcutting. Clearcutting is an attractive har-
vesting strategy for infected stands; root systems
of clearcut stumps die relatively quickly, and
other control measures, such as stump removal and
root raking can be done. However, in many stands
there may be other management concerns  (e.g. needs
for visual management, potentials for soil erosion
or other impacts), which may reduce the advantages
of clearcutting for disease control.

.=, spacing or selective logging. Spacing in heavily
+ infected stands “is wusually not recommended (see
Morrison 1981): spread of Armillaria may only be
temporarily delayed, and many of the remaining

trees will eventually die before harvesting age in.

any case. Similarly, diameter 1imit cutting may

. leave many small, infected trees, spreads inoculum. '

through the the root systems of infected harvested
trees and leaves gquantities of inoculum in the
soil.

Other techniques, such as fertilization of regenerating
stands and pushover logging in suitable stand types are in’

experimental phases of assessment.

3.2 Example Scenarios

Because current access to the model is 1limited (the
model is run through submission of keyword 1lists to
researchers at the USFS Computing Center in Fort Collins,
Colo.), the possible number of model runs for this project

was. restricted to 20 or less. .Therefore, out of the many
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possible scenarios suggested by the above list, the project
-team chose 6 management scenarios, and 3 "control" scenarios
as examples (Table 3.1). Bach scenario was run on two exam-
ple stands {see below) for 110 years (1968 to 2078). These
scenarios represent some of the most common management
options for the region. If a version of the model becomes
implemented in the BCMFL (see section 4.2), many more
scenarios, and combinations of scenarios could be run both
for exploratory analysis, and for more specific training and

stand management planning purposes.

Natural regeneration is simulated with the Regeneration
Establishment Extension to the PROGNOSIS model (Ferguson and
Crookston 1984). This model stocks new trees in the stand
at user~-defined 1intervals based on the current stand

description (including habitat . type), and silvicultural
prescription; - such stocking can be scheduled several times.
For these model runs, regeneration was called only once: 5
years after the «clearcut or other management disturbance.
This reduces “the confounding effects of different densities
resulting from the different treatments. However, it likely
underestimates expected tree densities in the new stand. As
"well, the regeneration model (like PROGNOSIS) is calibrated
for the Inland Empire region of the U.S. Thus the species
mix of regenerating trees may only approximate the actual
mix that would occur in the example stands.

. 3.3 Example Stands

Two stands, the Quartz Creek and Beaverfoot stands,
representative of diseased stands in the Golden B.C. area,
were used as examples. Both stands were cut approximately
10 vyears ago, and currently show signs of active Armillaria

infection. Root disease and stand inventory information
(Table 3.2a and b) were provided to the ESSA staff by BCMFL
personnel. Other parameters required by the PROGNOSIS stand
growth model, including site index and the most appropriate
habitat type were also estimated and provided to ESSA by



Table 3.1.

Scenario descriptions for the example runs
of the root disease model. -Scenario numbers

in this table match the numbers used in the
text, and in the output graphs in Appendix A.

Management Scenario

Control Scenario

clearcutting in 1978 3.
regeneration with

planted Douglas fir at
1500 stems/ha in 1979
natural regeneration

root disease

clearcutting in 1978 5+

regeneration with
planted Douglas fir at
1500 stems/ha in 1979
natural regeneration
pre—-commercial thin
from below to

750 stems/ha in 1998

‘root .disease

clearcutting in 1978
regeneration with
planted Douglas fir at
1500 stems/ha in 1979
natural regeneration
removal of infected
stumps in 1979

root disease

clearcutting in 1978
regeneration with western

Jlarch-at 1500-stems/ha

in 1979
natural regeneration
root disease

clearcutting in 1978
establish plantation of
Douglas fir at 750
stenms/ha in 1979

root disease

overstdry removal in
1978 down to 33 cm DBH
natural regeneration

root disease

simulation of inventory
conditions
no management

same management as 2.
no root disease

same management as 4.
no root disease

compare with scenario 3

no non-root disease control
compare with the other
management scenarios

no non-root disease contrel ..

compare with scenarios 2, 4

no non~root disease control
compare with the other
management scenarios
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Table 3.2a. Stand inventory descriptions for the Quartz Creek

and Beaverfoot stands.

Attribute Quartz Creek Beaverfoot
Inventory Year 1968 1968
Stand Age 100 190
Elevation 1100 m 3500 m
Slope 15% 35%
Aspect NW SwW
Area 57 ha 12.6 ha
Site Index (100 years) 27 m 33 m
Habitat Type (U.S.) T. heterophylla/ A. lasiocarpa/

L. uniflora L. borealis

Basal Area 34 sq m/ha 50 sq m/ha
Stand Density 435 trees/ha 980 trees/ha

on Infected Trees

,mTable 3 2b..Root.disease .inventory descriptions for the Quartz Creek
; : and Beaverfoot stands. Note that stumps are considered
only as trees infected with root disease at the time of
death.

Attribute Quartz Creek Beaverfoot
Primary Root Disease Armillaria Armillaria
Stand Area Infected 17.6 ha (31%) 2.5 ha (20%)
Initial Centers 10 /ha 5 /ha
Average Center Size .176 ha .5 ha
% Trees Infected in 43% 33%

Centers
Stump Density in 1 /ha 1 /ha

Centers
Stump Basal Area .16 sgq m /ha .1 sg m /ha
Average Root Infection 10% 10% '




- 50 -

BCMFL staff. In the absence of systematic pre-harvest
inventory data for these -stands, . estimates -of the stand
inventory 10 years 'prior to harvest were constructed from
stand inventories and other data taken from representative
“and nearby stands. Assumed size and species compositions of
the stands at this time are shown in Figure 3.1.

Much of the root disease information was not available
in inventory form and had to be estimated using current
stand conditions. This likely underestimates disease levels

both in the pre-~harvest stand, and in the current stand
because:

1. without knowledge of the density or sizes of
infected stumps in the pre-harvest stand (i.e.
those trees killed by root disease before the
stand was cut), a possibly very significant source
of inoculum.in the new stand may be difficult to
estimate;

2, the number or sizes of disease centers appearing
: ~. .around - stumps .of the .previous rotation may not
““become delineated until 15 or 20 years after  the
cut. Thus estimates made for stands as young as
these may be low in relation to the "true" levels

of inoculum.

3. the average percentage of roots systems of

: infected trees containing fungi is very difficult
to estimate, especially as trees may not show
obvious symptoms of infection until a considerable
proportion of their roots are infected.

».'Thus *the -disease levels- used in  .these model runs (Table
3.2b) should be considered as conservative estimates of
actual conditions.

3.4 Model Results

Output from the model runs were translated from the
summary tables (see Table 2.5) into graphs of the most
important indicators of stand growth,' yield, and root
disease infection (refer to Appendix A for the complete set

of output .graphs). Note that for some indicators (stand
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basal area, merchantable volume, mean piece size and stand
- density), there are 3 results per indicator: "outside" root
disease centers, average for the stand (calculated directly
by PROGNOSIS), and "inside" root disease centers (calculated
directly by the root disease model). The estimates for the
stand outside root disease centers is obtained by a weighted
difference between these latter two values. Because PROG-
NOSIS makes no spatial distinctions in the stand, this tech-
~nigque wmay overestimate conditions outside disease centers.
For example, mortality due to root disease causes PROGNOSIS
to respond as 1f the stand as a whole was thinned (rather
‘than only a part of the stand) with a possible overestimate
of growth in the remaining trees.

Overall, management options 2, 6, and 9 yielded roughly
equivalent stand .volumes in Quartz Creek (Figure 3.2); the
‘Beaverfoot stand responded similarly but at 1lower volumes
than expected compared with no management (scenario 1).
Scenario-9 (overstory removal) was particularly successful
vin ““the ‘Beaverfoot - stand :~ indicating release of the dense
population of small inventory trees. In terms of controlling
~root disease in the stand, scenarioc 9 was the least, and
scenario 6 (stump removal) was the most successful option.
With stump vremoval, root disease completely disappeared
within 15 years of the treatment (Figures Q1, Q%9 and Bl, B9
in Appendix A). For these runs, the default option used in
stump removal was that 99% of the infected root systems were
removed. 'In reality, this effectiveness rate should perhaps
be somewhat lower (e.g. 75 - 90%).

Trends in stand growth (MAI) and mortality for both
stands are similar to those described: above " for stand
volumes (Table 3.3). Note that while growth rates are
highest for scenario 9 in both stands, mortality due to root
disease is also high; particularly near the end of the
scenario when root has spread through more than 50 % of each
stand.



Final Stand Yolumes: Quartz Ck

Final Stand Volumes: Beaveripot

MERCHANTABLE VOLUME (CU M/HA) -

Scenario Number i

T2 ovhite B sverpe P77 e

Figure 3.2.Final merchantable timber volumes per ha (volume
at the year 2068) remaining in each stand for all
9 scenarios. Volumes are reported for those por-
tions of the stands "outside" root disease centers
only, the stand average, and for those portions of the
“stand "inside" root disease centers.
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Table 3.3. Stand growth and mortality in the Quartz Creek
. and Beaverfoot stands for the 9 model scenarios.
Note that total mortality can exceed 100% due to
mortality of regenerating trees.

Quartz Creek Beaverfoot

Total Root Rot Total Root Rot

Mortality Mortality Mortality Mortality
Scen MAT As % MAT As % MAT MAT - As % MAT As % MAT
1 4.6 115.3 41.9 5.2 106.3 38.2
2 6.5 35.3 i5.9 3.4 40.3 30.9
3 6.7 34.7 0 3.7 30.6 _ 0
4 5.6 34.7 22.0 3.4 36.1 35.9
5 5.8 29.9 0 3.5 28.5 0
6 6.6 35.1 4.1 3.6 34.4 11.1
7 3.8 43.6 4.3 3.1 37.8 12.4
8 3.1 35.4 15.7 2.0 44.0 26.3
9 4.9 34.6 29.9 5.9 51.5 _ 38.4

.N+B.Mean annual increment'is .reported in cu m/ha. per year. All
‘values are 'yearly averages over the entire scenario (110
years).
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For both stands, planting a less susceptible species
- (western larch - scenario 7) was guite. successful in reduc-
ing root disease induced mortality (Table 3.3.} and in con-
trolling root disease in the stand (Figures Q1, Q9 and Bl,
B9 in Appendix A). However, projected growth of this
species was unexpectedly poor in both stands, resulting in
relatively low final volumes (Figure 3.2). This slow growth
may indicate an underestimate of growth for this species in
B.C. sites by the PROGNOSIS model. Planting Douglas fir at
a reduced stocking level (scenario 8) resulted in undesir-
able final volumes (Figure 3.2) and had 1little effect in

controlling root disease spread (Figures Q1 and Bl in Appen-
dix A).

Three indicators of stand yield in Quartz Creek (Fig-
ures 3.3, 3.4, and 3.5) are shown for management scenarios .
2, 4, and 6 along with their respective ‘"control®™ or non-
root disease scénarios. In each scenario there is a reduc-

tion (from 2 - 5%) of average stand volume for scenarios

"t with: root disease ‘compared to the same scenario without root

disease., MAI resulting from a pre-commercially thin of a
stand with root disease (Figure 3.4) is significantly lower
than if the stand had no root disease.. This suggests that
this type of thinning is a poor management strategy; signi-
ficant mortality will ‘occur to the remaining small trees
(Table 3.3) as well as disease-related growth reductions.
This is also suggested by comparison with Figure 3.3; there
is only a slight reduction in MAI attributable to the
disease in that scenario. Interestingly, the effect of root
disease-induced mortality early in the stand on both MAI and
final yield is suggested by Figure 3.5. While root disease
has been wiped out by 1993 in scenario 6, the reduced (5%
lower) average stand volume and slightly greater MAI in the
maturing stand in scenario 6 is indicative of the thinning

effects of root disease in the very young stand.
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SCENARIO 2 SCENARIO 3

" MERCHANTABLE VOLUME IN M?/HA

700

500 -
300 | |
Q +— - .

MEAN ANNUAL INCREMENT IN M2/HA

PIECE SIZE IN M3

6

N

N | |
(;ﬂéa\.- . ~1¢fffff “AF\\ v y '“f”#rldd
58 78 98 28 63 58 78 98 28 63

Figure 3.3. Stand yield indicators for scenarios 2 and 3 for the

' Quartz Creek stand. Merchantable volume and piece
size show results for "outside", stand average, -and
"inside" (see text [or details).
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SCENARIO 4 SCENARIO 5

MERCHANTABLE VOLUME (CU M/HA)
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500 ¥
300 - . f"\\ J‘{,/////////
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A LS
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OA\ e :’\ e

\d .
Ty

58 78 98 - 28 68 58 78 98 28 68

Figure 3.4. Stand yield indicators for scenarios 4 and 5 for the
' Quartz Creek stand. Merchantable volume and piece
size show results for "outside", stand average, and
"inside" (see text for details). ' '
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_‘SCENARIO 6 SCENARIO 3

MERCHANTABLE VQLUMES IN CU M/HA
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Flgure 3.5. Stand yield indicators for scenariocs 6 and 3 for the
Quartz Creek stand. Merchantable volume and piece
size show results for "outside", stand average, and
*inside" (see text for details). )
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As discussed above in section 3.3, the initial inven--
tories of root disease in these stands was conservative,
particularly in the initial densities of infected stumps.
“To examine how the stand yields would respond to higher ini-
tial disease levels, we resubmitted scenarios 4 and 9 for
the Quartz Creek stand with a 5 X increase in density of
initial infected stumps (i.e. at 5 stumps /ha). The results
of these runs are shown in Table 3.4. Higher initial stump
density results in lower average stand volumes for Dboth
management scenarios (and even lower stand volumes inside
‘root disease centers), as well as on MAI. Effects on stand
density were not as clear cut, although areas inside root
disease centers were significantly thinner at the higher
stump density for both scenarios. There was no clear effect
of higher initial stump density on the spread of root
disease through the stand.
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Table 3.4. Comparison of stand yield and root disease infection

at 2 densities (low = l/ha; high = 5/ha) of initial
infected stumps. Shown are management scenarios 4
and 9 for the Quartz Creek stand. All indicators
are from the final growth cycle of the simulation.
"Outside", average, and "inside" are defined in

the text.

% Stand

Scenario Location Merch Vol Stand Density MAI
(cu m /ha) (stems /ha) (cu m/ha) Infected
4 - low Outside 500 400
Average 421 382 3.1 21.0
Inside 180 100
Outside 487 460
4 -~ high Average 413 384 2.9 20.0
Inside 100 64
Outside 660 1000
9 - low Average 460 650 4.0 72.0
Inside 401 600
Outside 618 1037 :
-9 - high Average 428 614 3.6 73.0

Inside 347 434




4.0 MODEL EVALUATION AND IMPLEMENTATION

A description of the meodel, and model results using the
stands and scenarios described in section 3 was presented
and discussed at two separate 1 day workshops held in Cran-
brook (March 16, 1988) and Nelson (March 18, 1988). Parti-
cipants at these workshops included regional pathologists,
silviculturalists, district managers and licencees (see
Table 4.1 for a list of workshop participants). Two issues

formed the basis of these discussions:
1. What wutility does the model have to forest
managers and planners in the BCMFL; and

2. If the model is useful, what are the requirements
for model implementation in the Ministry?

Results of the discussions are summarized in the following
‘sections.

.o 4.1 Utility of the Model to Forest Managers in B.C.

" The root disease model was seen by workshop partici-
pants as being able to play a necessary and important role
-for the MFL in:meeting at least three:needs: a) as a tool
for gaming with alternative stand management options; b) as
a tool for educating forest managers, licencees, and con-
tractors on the problems and management of root disease
(including techniques for root disease inventory); and c)
with further development, as a component in the timber sup-
ply planning process. The consensus at both workshops was
that the model should be made widely available to Ministry
offices at both the regional aﬁd district levels, and to
industry. Ministry staff members at all levels, as well as

licencees should be trained in its use.

Specific suggestions for improving the utility of the
model in achieving these goals are outlined in the sections
below.
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Table 4.1. Project Participants.

Jan., 15/88 Mar. 16/88 Mar. 18/88
Participant Scoping Workshop Workshop Workshop
Vancouver Cranbrook Nelson

‘Rick Baker
BCMFL X
Cranbrook

Jeff Beale
BCFML . X
Vancouver

Bill Beard
SBCMFL X
Revelstoke

Emile Begin

BCMFL X

Invermere-

Dave Beserahsa
-Canadian Forest Industries X
Cranbrook

Steve Byford
BCMFIL, X
Cranbrook

Reg Davis
BCMFIL, X
Kootenay Lake

‘Paul Diggle

.BCMFL X

Victoria

Ted Evans

" BCMFL X
Castlegar

Bruce Fraser
BCMFL X
Nelson

Bob Gay
BCMFL . X
Cranbrook '

David Kilshaw
BCMPL X
Grand Forks

Mark Mack
Western Timber Ltd. : X
Nakusp

-Wayne Martin
‘BCMFL ' X
Smithers




o Jan. 15/88 Mar. 16/88 Mar. 18/88
Participant Scoping Workshop Workshop Workshop
Vancouver Cranbrook Nelson

Peter McNamee
ESSA Ltd. X
Toronto, Ont.

Hadrian Merler
BCMFL X
Kamloops

bDarcy Monchak
- BCMFL X
. Golden

John Muir
BCMFL X X X
Victoria :

Don Norris :
BCMFL X X X
Nelson

Dave Powers
BCMFL X
Golden

Allen Pollard
“4BCMEL : X
Golden

Larry Price
BCMFL X
Golden

John Przeczek
BCMFL X
Cranbrook

Dan Reiben
BCMFL X
Castlegar

Maureen Schulting
BCMFL X
Prince George

Glenn Sutherland
ESSA Ltd. X X X
Vancouver

‘Bob Taylor
Evans Products Ltd. X
- Golden

John Viszlai
BCMFL X X
Victoria

~Ken Weaver
BCMFL X

Grand Forks




..~ 4,1,1 Enhancements to the Root Disease ‘Model

Revisions to Model Dynamics

The dynamics of root disease as captured by the model
are oriented towards representing diseased stands in the
Inland Empire region of the western United States. While
the basic model relationships governing tree susceptibility,
disease transmission, mortality, and growth effects are also
applicable in B.C., recent research and experience with root
-disease in some .stands suggests that some modifications and
additions to the model should be made:

- Disease pathogens may be spread not only by con-
tact between infected and uninfected root systems,
but also by the fungal rhizomorphs themselves and
to . an unknown extent by spores. Rhizomorph spread
-may be quite dimportant in Phellinus infected
stands, particularly near the coast. For both
Armillaria and Phellinus, pieces of active rhizo-

+ morphs . remaining after such events as selective

-+ logging may: ‘be disseminated through the infection
.zones and transmit disease to susceptible trees
(particularly in dense stands of lodgepole pine
and hemlock).

- ~In the current model, infected stumps are the sole :-

source of inoculum for a regenerating stand after
a clearcut. However, in some B.C. stands, several
species of shrubs also appear to act as inoculum
sources; the pathogen appears to persist in, and
be spread to regenerating trees by these shrubs as

well as by contact with stumps from the previous
stand,

- Many B.C. stands show mixed infections - Phellinus

and Armillaria may in fact coexist in a stand. The

- current version of the model. simulates the impact

of only one of these pathogens at a time, not both

together. Very often pathologists will detect the

presence of Armillaria in Phellinus infected

stands after such events as clearcutting. It is

not yet clear what the dynamics of this sort of
coexistence are.

- Selective logging (for example to remove trees
infected with such pests as mistletoe, mountain
pine beetle, etc.) may cause "flushing" of Armil-
laria spread and mortality in the remaining trees.
That is, significant numbers of the remaining
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trees may be killed by root disease within 3-5
years of the selective cut. Among possible reasons
for this rapid mortality are that these trees

" already - -have low levels of disease infection, and
that they temporarily become much more susceptible
to the disease through shock (i.e. so0il compac-
tion, microclimate <changes) associated with the
cut. The current model can simulate some of this
behaviour through through "jumping out" of the
disease into uninfected root systems after a cut,
and by modifying the probability of transmission
at the time of the cut. However, there is as vyet

.ho simple facility to temporarily adjust the sus-
ceptibility of tree species for a short 3-5 vyear
period.

- Industry has noted that root disease infection may
reduce the market value of harvested timber. While
the current model simulates growth reductions and
mortality due to root disease infection, it does
not deal with this consequence of the disease.
This type of factor becomes especially important
when considering the economic impacts of disease
infection (see below).

In addition to the:.above, a necessary adjunct to a model
~revision process would .be further sensitivity analysis to
.identify those root - disease - parameters currently in the
model which will need adjustment to better capture the
. behaviour of the diseases in B.C. stands.

‘Modifications to the Model's User Interface

As described in section 2.6, model results are
presented in tabular form. While ‘suitable for silvicultural
planning and analysis purposes, graphical output provides
the most accessible way to communicate model results to peo-
ple in model gaming and training contexts. In addition,
ways to translate some of the model outputs into economic
indicators of stand vield and health would be desirable. |

Specific suggestions for improvements to the user

interface to the model were:

- . . development of an interactive (non-batch oriented)
version of the model, preferably on IBM-compatible
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PCs. A PC version allows users unlimited access
to the model, allows easy development of graphics
(see below), and makes it transportable for train-
ing sessions and for public demonstrations. A
more central, networked version of the model would
also satisfy some of these needs, but may not be

-as flexible.

replacement of the current keyword input system
with a simpler, screen-editor oriented system. Not
only would a screen-based system be easier to

. demonstrate to inexperienced users, it also facil-

itates gaming sessions where only one or two
inputs are changed between scenarios.

development of a graphical output system for the
model, where one or several model indicators are
plotted on the screen as the simulation proceeds
(in colour if the hardware permits). This type of

output enhances the ability to compare results

between runs and can be highly customized to meet

. the needs of various user groups (pest research-
-ers, managers, licencees, public demonstrations,

etc.}. The existing tabular output system would
remain as a wuser-selectable option for output,
such that further analysis could be done with the.
data.

development of a spatial representation of root
disease spread (e.g. similar to that shown in Fig-
ure 2.4). This system would facilitate discussion
about management options and their impact on

disease dynamics in training sessions. o

including additional outputs from the model for
nore precise estimation of disease impact. For
example, volume, density and growth measures by
individual species (not directly accessible in the
current outputs) would be important in stand plan-
ning for mixed stands containing disease.

ability to attach model outputs to an economic
analysis program would be important not only for

.-demonstration purposes, but also for timber supply ..
analysis. = The.current version of the model (with.

PROGNOSIS) can be run along with an economic
analysis package through the CHEAPO option of
PROGNOSIS (see Wykoff et al. 1982 for details).
Clearly such a system would have to be calibrated
for the B.C. situation.

Many of the current user-interface features of the

disease model are consequences of its linkage to



- PROGNOSIS (keyword 'input system, tabular output, inputs
and outputs in imperial ‘units vrather than metric
units). Depending on how the root disease model was
implemented in B.C. (see below) the modifications sug-
gested above could be made to the combined root
disease/PROGNOSIS system, or to the root disease model

and whichever stand model was selected for it in B.C.

4.1.2 Selection of a Stand Model

Choosing an appropriate stand model to use along
with the root disease model in B.C. is not a trivial
decision, PROGNOSIS offers many advantages as a stand
model: it can simulate a wide variety of single and
mixed species stands and stand ages, it provides essen-
tially all the management options used in B.C., there
is considerable experience in parameterizing it for

different forest  regions, it has many extensions for

o 8imulating common forest pests, stand regeneration and

understory dynamics, and it is easily portable among
different computers. However, it would reguire some
effort to calibrate the model for B.C., particularly in
terms of the growth and mortality parameters for each
tree species, and in incorporating the ecosystem clas-~
sification system into the current habitat type system
used by PROGNOSIS.

Because of the perceived utility of the root
disease model to the BCMFL, and because it can be
linked to other stand models, participants felt that
the process of implementing the root disease model.
should not be made dependent on the choice of stand
-model to use. For example, the root disease model
could be profitably used with even a very simple stand
model for the purposes of interactive gaming and train-
ing. In these cases, the objective is to examine rela-
tive differences in stand performance under alternative

management regimes, and not necessarily ‘to compare
absolute indices of stand yield.



-4.23ArProcesstor'Model Implementation

Based upon the workshop discussions and recommen-

dations, below are outlined a a general set of elements

"which, 1if undertaken, would produce a working root
disease model adapted for British Columbia conditions.
The process for model implementation described below
can proceed independently of the stand model which is
.. selected for British Columbia. We envision the imple-
mentation process being a two year effort. Naturally,
the full details of an implementation process would
require careful specification, but there are essen-
tially éix major elements in the model implementation
process: '

1. identification of user needs;
2. model refinement:

“3. model sensitivity analysis for British Colum-
bia situations;

4, development of user interface;
5. model and system documentation;
6. training in model use.

Each element will be described in greater detail below.

Of critical importance to the implementation pro-
cess would be a ‘“core group" of MFL and ({(perhaps).
industry personnel who would bear the responsibility
for successful implementation of the model. We suggest
that this group be composed of MFL and industry
research scientists, inventory specialists, patholo-

gists, silviculturalists, and timber planners.



-4.2,]1 Identification of User Needs

This project has begun to identify some of the
user needs for the root disease model, for example, the -
type of computing system on which the model should
reside and some of the model refinements needed to make
the model more accurately reflect the British Columbia
situation. These needs will have to be more formally
defined in order that the root disease system that is
developed will operate in the way that the users of the

system would find realistic and informative.

4.2.2 Model Refinements

This element would consist of making the necessary
changes to the model structure and dynamics to make it
more representative of the disease behaviours in Brit—
ish - Columbia stands. Some of the important refinements
such: as multiple root diseases in a single stand, root
disease spread by spores, an economics submodel, and
stand~age dependent susceptibility to root disease,
~have already been identified in the workshops and would.
be obvious first candidates for model refinements. In
addition, all model parameters would have to be
reviewed and modified if necessary for British Colum~
bia. At the end cof this component of the implementa-
tion process, the MFL would have a root disease model
which could be called Version 1.0.

4.2.3 Model Sensgitivity Analysis

The root disease model is a very complex model and
its behavior is not yet well understood. It is likely
that the model refinements described above would make
the model even more complicated. This element of the
implementation ‘process would need to be done so that

model users could clearly understand why the model was



giving particular behaviors and how precise various
model parameters, such as the root disease inventory,
needed to be,

4.2.4 Development Of User Interface

In this element of the implementation process,
Version 1.0 of the root disease model would be embedded
in a software environment that could make it easily
‘used.by all appropriate staff within the MFL and indus-
try. This software would involve giving the model user
flexibility and choice in model input and output.

4.2,5 Model and System Documentation

In this element of the implementation process,

extensive - documentation of the root disease model and

- the system would. be prepared ‘as‘reference material for

model users.

4.2.6 Training In Model Use

The final element of the implementation process
would be training in MFL and industry staff in the use

of the system. This should involve selection of a

number  of trainers within the MFL, development of a

training package likely centered around workshops and
extensive hands on gaming, and conduct of those
workshops to interested participants. throughout . the
province. Such demonstration/training ‘workshops would
include: model description, the simulation and. analysis
of alternative scenarios representative of the particu-
lar locality, a field trip to the example stand(s) with
the results of these runs in hand, discussion of impli-
.cations, and training in :disease .identification and

appropriate inventory procedures.
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APPENDIX A

Detailed Output Figures for the Model Runs
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