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ABSTRACT

Models of root systems are essential tools to understand how crops access and use soil resources during
their development. However, scaling up such models to field scale remains a great challenge.

In this paper, we detail a new approach to compute the growth of root systems based on density
distribution functions. Growth was modelled as the dynamics of root apical meristems, using Partial
Differential Equations. Trajectories of root apical meristems were used to deform root domains, the bounded
support of root density functions, and update density distributions at each time increment of the simulation.

Our results demonstrate that it is possible to predict the growth of root domains, by including
developmentally meaningful parameters such as root elongation rate, gravitropic rate and branching rate.
Models of this type are computationally more efficient than state-of-the-art finite volume methods. At a
given prediction accuracy, computational time is over 10 times quicker; it allowed deformable models to be
used to simulate ensembles of interacting plants. Application to root competition in crop-weed systems is

Barley
demonstrated.

The models presented in this study indicate that similar approaches could be developed to model shoot
or whole plant processes with potential applications in crop and ecological modelling.

© 2012 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Plant architectures are involved in key biological and environ-
mental processes (Fourcaud et al., 2008). Root architectures in
particular are optimised to capture and assimilate large amounts
of water and mineral elements from the soil, thereby contributing to
crop yield and effective food production (Lynch, 2007). Root
architectures also protect soils against erosion and other forms of
land degradation (Stokes et al., 2009). Due to their inherent multi-
functional nature, root architectures are difficult to understand
intuitively. Thus, models are of utmost importance to analyse the
complexity of root architectures and their functions.

Root architectures result from the organised expansion of a
multitude of apical meristems (root tips), which develop in a series
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of elongation and initiation events. Current models use computer
simulations to mimic these processes. The geometry of roots and
their arrangement within the root system are assembled iteratively
from a set of virtual apical meristems, whose activities are simulated
independently from each other (Pages et al., 2004; Wu et al., 2007,
Lucas et al., 2011). Root architectural models can, in turn, be used to
make predictions on water and nutrient uptake by coupling growth
to physical models (Ge et al., 2000; Doussan et al., 2006; Zhang et al.,
2007; Wiegers et al., 2009).

Unfortunately, for root architectural models it has proved to be
difficult to define their parameters and assign them values
(Tsegaye et al., 1995). They also require sophisticated algorithms,
in order to be coupled to soil models (Draye et al., 2010; Leitner
et al., 2010). Simplified approaches, such as root density models,
could be used to overcome these shortcomings. Density-based
models aggregate root properties into root distribution functions.
Changes with time of density distribution functions can then be
modelled empirically, for example using sliding exponential
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profiles (Gerwitz and Page, 1974; King et al., 2003) or mechan-
istically using partial differential (Acock and Pachepsky, 1996;
Bastian et al., 2008). In the latter case, analytical methods can
provide simple growth functions (de Willigen et al., 2002;
Schnepf et al., 2008). Approximated numerical solutions can also
be obtained to analyse more complex systems (Reddy and
Pachepsky, 2001). However, density-based models were seldom
used to model ensembles of interacting plants. One remaining
challenge is to limit the number of unknowns in numerical
simulations, so that solutions can be obtained by standard desk-
top computers.

This paper presents a density-based approach to model
ensembles of root systems in the field. The root system is defined
as a deformable domain and density distribution functions are
used to model the distribution of roots within this domain. We
expanded the system of differential equations introduced in a
previous work (Dupuy et al., 2010), which proposed an Eulerian
solver, and developed a Lagrangian approach to solve equations
on 3D deformable grids. The performance of our solver was
compared to results obtained in a two-dimensional setting, where
the conservation equation could be solved analytically. Finally, a
simple case of crop-weed competition was studied to illustrate
applications to field-based crop processes.
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2. Materials and methods
2.1. A density-based framework to model root systems dynamics

In this paper, the dynamic structure of the root system is
represented as a combination of density distribution functions,
following the principles proposed in a previous work (Dupuy
et al, 2010). First, root tip density (p,) indicates regions where
growth occurs. Secondly, root length density (p,) is defined as the
total root length per unit soil volume. Root length density is
required, for example, to predict water and nutrient uptake from
the soil (King et al., 2003). Finally, branching density (p,), defined as
the number of connections per unit soil volume, models the
topology of root connections. Root density distribution functions
are defined on domains that include both: (i) spatial coordinates
(x,y,2) of roots in soil (Fig. 1A) and (ii) their direction of growth
(Fig. 1B), which is defined in a local spherical coordinate system,
more specifically gravitropic angle o and plagiotropic angle f (see
Fig. 1). A root and its growth direction are therefore characterised by
a point m in a 5-dimensional space m=(x,y,z,o,f) eE, Ec R’
(Fig. 1C). In this setting, a root density distribution function is a
mapping p : E—R such that [, [,pdV dQ represents the total
quantity of roots contained in volume V and whose growth direction
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Fig. 1. Describing root systems with density distribution functions. (A) Root systems are characterised locally at point M = (x,y,z), by root densities (e.g. number of root tips
or total length of root per unit volume, here depicted by brown cylinders). (B) Root coordinates can also be expressed in a spherical coordinate system, so that the position
of roots M is defined by a radius and azimuth and zenith angles: M = (r,0,¢). (C) Root orientation must complement root position, so that the expansion of the root system
can be predicted. The coordinate system is therefore expanded to record the direction of roots. Root direction in the spherical coordinate system is defined by inclination
and azimuth angles («,f). (D) A spherical coordinate system defines a local basis (ur,uy,u,), and hence allows the modelling of deformations of the root domain. (E) In a
Lagrangian setting, material coordinates of a reference state is defined at t =0, so that M= (,0,¢,2,f). The deformed state, which results from the growth of the root
system, is then expressed as a function of the reference state M = (R(r),0,®,A(®),B(f5)). (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the reader is

referred to the web version of this article.)
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is enclosed in the solid angle Q2. The growth of the root system is
then expressed through the activity of its apical meristems, and the
following conservation equation is obtained:

P,
ot
where V =(0/0x,0/0y,0/0z,0/00,0/0f) is the gradient operator
defined on E. v = (e cos f sin a,e sin f§ sin o,e cos a,g,h) is the advec-
tion velocity field, where e is the root elongation rate (cm day ')
and e cos [ sin ¢, e sin f§ sin o and e cos « are the projections of the
velocity vector on the x, y and z axes, respectively. g is the
gravitropic rate (day~') and h is the plagiotropic rate (day~'). b is
a source term which accounts for the initiation of new roots through
branching (cm~3day~'). Eq. (1) is an advection equation on the
generalised space E. It links the changes in root meristem density to
root growth parameters, e.g. elongation rate e, gravitropic rate g and

branching rate b.
In this study, we used the following initial density distribution
functions:

+V . (vpy)=Db, 1

pa(mvo) = pa(m)v (2)
p(m,0)=0, 3)
p,(m,0) =0, “)

It is difficult to define initial conditions accurately because
density distributions are less suitable to model plants at the seed
stage. However, it is possible to limit the difference between
modelled initial conditions and real root distribution at seedling
stage. Here p, is a non-negative bounded function of m for which
we choose a small bounded support, which localises initial
growth activity near the seed. If solutions to Eq. (1) are available,
root length density (p;) and root branching density (p,) follow by
integrating root tip density and volumetric branching rate with
time: p,= [ep,dt and p, = [bdt.

2.2. Deformable domains for modelling the growth of root systems

In most cases, it is not possible to derive exact solutions to Eq.
(1). Numerical techniques are needed to obtain approximate
predictions. Finite volume methods, for example, decompose the
distribution function on a discrete grid of the physical space. On
such grids, unknowns are the average values of the distribution
function in control volumes of the grid, which are termed cells.
Because the set of cells in the grid is finite, it is possible to
compute fluxes of root tips, which enter and leave each cell of the
grid at a given stage of the simulation. This allows an approximate
solution to be constructed incrementally from a set of initial
conditions. As the number of cells in the grid increases, the error
of discretisation diminishes and the accuracy of the solution is
improved. The convergence rate of a method is the speed at which
the numerical approximation approaches the exact solution.

Fixed grids, used to compute fluxes of matter between adja-
cent cells, are generally referred to as Eulerian. Eulerian descrip-
tions are widely used in many areas of physical sciences including
fluid mechanics and were applied to root models by Bastian et al.
(2008). Alternatively, deformable grids can be used to assign
physical quantities to a given material cell of the grid. Such
methods are termed Lagrangian, and are widely used in solid
mechanics (Zienkiewicz and Taylor, 1998). Lagrangian descrip-
tions are well adapted to plant models, because plants have solid
tissues and their growth is slow and tractable. We will term such
models Continuous Deformable Plant Models (CDPMs).

In a Lagrangian setting, coordinates M of a material point are
no longer considered as constant and vary as a function of time
and initial conditions m such that M =M(m,t). We use capital

letters to indicate coordinates of material point. In order to be
able to compute deformation of the root domain, we made the
three following hypotheses:

e H1 plant coordinate system: positions in the root system are
expressed in a local spherical coordinate system (Fig. 1B)
centred on the seed of each plant. Each point in the three-
dimensional space is defined by the distance from the seed r,
its azimuth angle 0 and its zenith angle ¢, and it defines an
associated local basis (ur,up,u,) (Fig. 1D). In order to simplify
computations, we further assume that there is no flux along the
tangential direction uy. Therefore, the direction of root elonga-
tion is prescribed by a gravitropic angle «, a root plagiotropic
rate set to zero and the plagiotropic angle is centripetal (p, =0
if §+#0). Eq. (1) is therefore transformed into

e sin(—¢) sin(@)p, , 98Pa _
- +—=4=>b.
rsin ¢ op oo

op, , 1ecos(a—p)rip, 1
ot ' r? or

(5)
Although there is no flux in the tangential direction, different
growth properties of the root system can be defined as a
function of the azimuth. This equation is therefore defined for
any 0e[0,2n[. Generalisation to a full 3D model can be
obtained by adding fluxes in the tangential plane to comple-
ment Egs. (9)-(11).

e H2 semi-Lagrangian description: in order to facilitate the
computation of overlapping plant domains, we apply an
Eulerian description of root tip movement to azimuth and
zenith angles, so that, although the domain expands radially, 0
and ¢ remain constant during simulation. The position M of a
material point in such a system is therefore defined as (Fig. 1E)

M= (R(rvt)-()v(p'A(avt)vB(ﬁvt))' (6)

e H3 reduction of dimensionality: the angle « and the radial
distance r are assumed to be independent variables. The root
tip density at a given time can therefore be expressed as the
product of two functions f and g such that

Pa=fR.0,0) x g(0,0,%), @

fdescribes the root tip density at a given position in space and
constitutes the primary description of the root system, while g
defines the probability distribution of root inclination angle.

The spatial domain of a root system is decomposed into a grid
of cells with a fixed number of subdivisions in each of the
dimensions of the coordinate system. We therefore define ng, ny
and n, as the number of cells along the coordinate lines of the
mesh, respectively, radial, azimuth, and zenith angle coordinates.
The size of a cell is defined by fixed angular increments A0,Aq
and a variable length in the radial direction AR. The spatial
coordinates of a cell in the grid can therefore be based on three
indices (i,j,k) such that the coordinates (Rjy,0;k, ;) define the
spatial position of the cell Cyy in the grid. For example, the zenith
angle of the cell Gy is ¢ Since the grid has cells of constant
zenith angle increments ¢y, is calculated as kAp. We also define
the quantity Q= ‘];/ifkf dV, which is a close approximation of the
number of roots in the cell Cy. In this cell, roots have a
distribution of root inclination angle A;; with associated fraction
in the cell Gy = fvmg dV.In order to simplify notations, we present
inferences for a single root inclination angle, ie. g=1, and
generalisation is achieved by repeating the calculus for other
angles. A single index will also be used to denote the coordinates
of each cell: coordinates of the ith cell C; will be denoted
M; = (R;,0;,¢;,A). Cell positions and root quantities are defined
at time t = tAt, so that Q; indicates the average number of root
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Fig. 2. Geometrical representation of the algorithm for the computation of the growth of root systems. A grid at time step 7 consists of a finite set of cells, here three
adjacent cells which coordinates at time step t are M;,M;,M;. Calculation of the deformed mesh and corresponding root density follows in three main steps: (1) deform:
trajectories of root tips are used to determine the displacement of the nodes of the grid (dashed grey lines) and result in a deformed state denoted M;. (2) Cut: root
quantities in the deformed grid are decomposed into three components; Qﬁ" the distribution of root tips staying in the current angular domain ¢; and expanding in the
radial direction; Q;” the distribution of root tips entering the angular domain ¢; from the top; and Q?"W" the distribution of root tips entering the angular domain. In the
example depicted on the figure, Q; (in red) results from the deformation of upward cell Q}, while Qf"""" is equal to 0. (3) Merge: components with matching angular
coordinates are assembled into the root apical meristem density distribution at time step 7+ 1. (3.1) A collection of non-matching density distributions are obtained from
the cutting step. (3.2) Expanded, upward and downward flows are decomposed into smaller matching radial bins. (3.3) The distribution of root tips at the next time step is
then determined by merging the bins into a new radial distribution with the required number of bins. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption,

the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

tips at time step 7 in cell i. At each time step, the root domain is
deformed in the radial direction, and root density values are
updated according to fluxes through tangential planes of the cell
(see Fig. 2). Both deformation of the grid in the radial direction
and the fluxes between the control volumes are based on the
characteristics of Eq. (1), which encodes trajectories of root tips
through time (Mattheij et al., 2005). Each time step of the
simulation is therefore decomposed into three steps

1. The characteristic equation is used to compute the deforma-
tion of the grid. Quantities defined on the deformed grid will
be denoted with a star. For example, M; defines the coordi-
nates of the cells of the grid (Fig. 2.1). A deformed grid, with
apical meristem distribution Q}, is obtained using a finite
difference time integration of the characteristic equation, here
a forward Euler scheme

M = M} + V7 At, ®)

where V7 is the root apical meristem velocity expressed in
the spherical coordinate system at position M;: V| =eg cos
(Ai—ppur+-eo Sin(Ai—@;)uy +-gu,.

2. At this stage, the angular coordinates of the deformed grid M;
are not uniformly distributed anymore. The displacement of
the nodes in the angular coordinates ¢ must be transformed
into fluxes entering and leaving cells in the tangential direc-
tions (Fig. 2.2). This is achieved by decomposing Q; into three
new distinct distributions Q}"d, d e {in,up,down} with matching
angular coordinates. More precisely, if cells C; and Cj are

perpendicular to a plane of constant zenith angle (Fig. 2.2).
if Vi -u, >0:

. V. u Vi -u
sin _ gt q_ i {d #p _ )T ! 4
Q; Q] (1 At R'Ag ) +Atb and Q} Q; At RAp '
9)
if Vi -u, <0:
#in _ T v;‘c . ulp) sdown _ _ AT vir Uy
Q1" =@ (1AL, +A and Q= QTArLE
(10)

. The distribution of root quantities on the mesh, at time step

T+1, is determined as the sum of the number of roots that
stay in cell C; and the number of roots that enter cell C;
(Fig. 2.3)

Qir+1 _ Z Q;kd ) an
d e {in,up,down}

Since the quantity of root tips entering and leaving a cell Q}“d
originate from cells in distinct deformed state, they will not have
matching radial distribution (Fig. 2.3.1). Cells are therefore
subdivided in the radial direction, in order to obtain matching
radial distribution. Root quantities are then summed (Fig. 2.3.2)
and merged into a new distribution with an appropriate number
of cells in the radial direction (see Fig. 2.3.3).

Steps 1-3 are repeated until At reaches the required duration

adjacent and, respectively, above and underneath C; (see
Fig. 2.1), Q?"" represents the number of roots that expand
but stay in the interval [¢;~A@/2,¢;+Aq/2], Q*"" repre-
sents the number of roots that are displaced upwards in the
interval [p;—3A@/2,¢;—A@/2] and Q};*” represents the num-
ber of roots that are displaced downwards in the interval
[p;+A@/2,0;+3A¢p/2]. These quantities are calculated using
the projection of the velocity of root tips on the unit vector

of growth. The root length density is, in turn, determined on a
distinct regular grid in the spherical coordinate with matching
angular increments using a trapezoidal quadrature.

2.3. Modelling interactions with the neighbouring environment

In this section, we describe the case where s plants are
growing in a 3D soil volume. The grid of the pth plant is centred
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on the location of its seed at position (xP,y?,0). Each plant defines
a root length density distribution function P such that
P(m)= [p,do is the root length density of plant p at position
m = (1,¢,0) in the plant local coordinate system. In order to model
interactions between plants, overlapping cells must be identified
efficiently. This is achieved by expressing global positions in soil
(x,y,2) in each plant local coordinate system

r= \/(x—xp)2+(y—yp)2+zz, (12)
@ = arccos(z/r), (13)
0 = arctan((y—yP)/(x—xP)). (14)

Functions PP are then obtained by trilinear interpolation using root
length density of neighbouring cells noted lg.k obtained using the
following formula:

e (1] 4 01, K

=1 (QNJH)N,QMJ +]>A0,<{A¢J+I<>A(p>, (15)
with (i,j,k) € {0,1}> (eight combinations are possible) and |x] is
the floor function (its value is the largest integer inferior or equal
to x).

For each point in the soil domain, it is therefore possible to
define a vector of size s, the pth component of which contains the
root length density of the corresponding plant. This vector is
called the mixture vector 1, and is defined at all points of the soil
volume. 1 is calculated using the formula:

1x.y.2) = ( >

(ij.k) € (0,15

lﬁkéi(ir)@(é"e)(sk(%)) ) (16)

1<p<s

where 6;(x)=x if i=1 and 6;(x) =1-x if i=0; ({..{4.{,) are the
relative position in the tetrahedron, e.g. {, =r/Ar—|r/Ar]. Com-
puting Eq. (16) has complexity O(s). The root length density
mixture vector is a key to define interaction processes, and an
example of its application is provided in the last part of the
method section.

2.4. Comparing CDPM predictions with analytical solutions

It is important to ensure that the solutions obtained with the
CDPM approach are satisfactory approximations of the true
solutions of Eq. (1). In this section, we derive an analytical
solution to Eq. (1) in a simplified two-dimensional case, so that
we will be able to evaluate the accuracy of the approximate
solutions that are produced by traditional algorithms and the new
approach we propose. Coefficients describing root elongation rate,
gravitropic rate and branching rate are defined as

e =€,
g=—8o%
b=b0pg, (17)

where ey =2 cmday!, go=0 or 03 day™' and by=0.3 cm3
day!.
In this setting, Eq. (1) writes

opg NG opa  ogo2pd _
ot +eo S 7 +eocos(@) 7t - =7 = =0,
P4 P4 opa  08o%Pd 0
_ = . 1
ot +eq sin(a) o +eg cos(a) 2 o0 bop, (18)

Solutions of Eq. (18) were obtained using the method of
characteristics (Mattheij et al., 2005) in a two stage process. First,
trajectories of material points on the domain (here root tips) were
derived by solving the characteristic equation, defined as a set of

ordinary differential equations (ODE)

§/(t) ep sin &
M@t)=| z @) |=|ecosa |. 19)
& ’(t) —8o &

The third ODE of the system of Eqgs. (19) describes the
evolution of root angle with time. It is independent from the
two former equations and was solved independently. Next,
the first two ODEs in (19) were solved by replacing & in the first
two ODEs by the solution that was just obtained from the third
ODE of (19). Then sine and cosine functions were decomposed
using a Taylor series expansion. Along the trajectories defined by
the characteristic equation, the solution of the conservation law is
expressed as an integrated ODE

0
4PaBOD _ gopocero) 0)
Combining these two equations the final solution was expressed
as

02(x,2,0,,t) = (X +X0(t),Z4Zo(t),0e 80" )eSot, [“2))

where Xxg(t) and zo(t) define the deformation of the initial
distribution p, with time
(_])ka2k+leo

H=y — -~ 0

Xo(t) ,;Jgo(zkﬂ)(zkﬂ)!

(_1)ka2keo

2gok(2k)!

(1 _e(2k+ 1)g0t),

zo(t)=—eot+» (1—e?kgoty, (22)

k>1
The same principle can be applied to first order lateral roots.
Since the elongation and branching rates are the same, root tips
have the same characteristic equation, and along characteristic
curves, the solution of the conservation law is expressed as an
integrated ODE

dpa(M(®),t)
dt
The final solution for lateral roots is then obtained as

=gop(M(), 1)+ bop). 23)

pL(x,2,0,t) = botp o (X +Xo(t),z+Zo(t), 0e 80" )eSot, (24)

The error introduced by numerical approximations was charac-
terised by the Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) computed for this
grid, as a distance measure between the two distributions

" 1/2
RMSE = <Z(l)a(xi'zivaivTAt)_QDz) . (25)

i=1

2.5. Accuracy and convergence of CDPMs

Simulations of CPMs were performed in order to analyse the
accuracy of CDPMs. For these simulations, the grid defining the
root domain consisted of a fixed number of subdivisions along
the R, ¢ and A coordinate lines of the mesh and only one cell along
the 0 azimuth coordinate line. Simulations were carried out with the
following number of subdivisions 8, 16, 32, 64 and 128 cells. We
then assessed convergence towards the exact solution. The choice of
the time increment is set according to the Courant number (relation
between time increment and cell size to maintain convergence of
numerical scheme) in order to allow displacement of root meristems
of velocity ey to be resolved in the direction u,: At=0.5 min
(RiA®;)/ep. During the course of the simulation, cells deform and the
time increment varied accordingly.

We applied two standard finite volume methods, upwind
and upwind with minmod flux limiter schemes (Leveque, 2002),
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to obtain solutions to Eq. (18) and compare the results with those
obtained using the deformable domain approach. The “upwind
scheme” is a first order method which uses the direction of the
propagation of the wave to compute the net flow in each cell of
the grid. The “minmod scheme” is a second order method that
increases the accuracy of the solution for discontinuous problems
(e.g. uniform distributions) by introducing gradient limiters. We
considered a range of grids to analyse the convergence of the two
finite volume methods. The initial grid had eight cells in the x
direction and 12 cells in the z direction. The time increment for a
given grid was set to At=0.5Ax/ey, based on the Courant
number. The number of cells in the angle dimension is deter-
mined Ao =gyAt/0.5. Thinner grids were obtained by dividing
cell dimensions by two, until the number of cells reached 64 cells
in the x dimension and 96 cells in the z dimension.

Analytical models, finite volume methods and CDPM simula-
tions were initiated using root apical meristem distributions
consisting of a circular envelope with a median radius of 2 cm
and a thickness of 3 cm. The radial distribution was either
uniformly distributed or normally distributed with mean 2 cm
and standard deviation 0.5 cm. The distribution of root angles on
this domain varied in the interval [—m/5,0] for root tips at the
surface and in the interval [-7/2,—7/2+7m/5] on the vertical
plane. The interval for root angle for the remaining positions
was linearly interpolated as a function of the zenith angle
defining their position on the hemisphere. Models using no
gravitropic rate (g, =0) or high gravitropic rate (g, =0.3) were
simulated. Simulation time used for validation corresponds to
3 days of growth. Total soil volume was assumed to be 10 cm by
15 cm by n/2.

Simulation results were used to build spatial maps of the root
apical meristem density distribution and maps of the root length
density distribution. Next, root densities from CDPMs and analy-
tical models were mapped onto the same regular grid as that used
by finite volume methods and compared using Eq. (25). Mapping
of CDPMs used Eq. (12). Errors between numerical methods
(CDPM and both finite volume methods) and analytical solutions
were recorded for each combination of grid size, gravitropic rate
and initial conditions. Error and computation time were plotted
as a function of grid size. Variations, induced by changes in initial
conditions and gravitropic rate, were plotted as intervals around
mean error curves for a given grid size (see Fig. 5).

A
- =&
o
=&
0 u,
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2.6. A simple case of crop-weed competition

CDPMs can be applied to predict the behaviour of ensembles of
plants in a patch of soil. In order to illustrate the use of CDPMs for
such applications, we used the model presented in Section 2.2 to
analyse spatio-temporal patterns of root competition intensity in
a simple crop—-weed system (Fig. 3A). In a system where two plant
types coexist, we can define a partition (I,I,) of the set of plants,
so that IcUl, ={1,...,s}. Using the root length density mixture
vector of Eq. (16), we derived the root length density of crop
plants lc=37, E,Clp. The root length density of weed plants
followed: L, =3, ., I. The fraction of soil ¢ accessed by roots
in a unit volume of soil is a non-decreasing function of root length
density and tends towards a maximum value of 1. The increase slows
down gradually as roots occupy a larger volume of soil. In order to
understand the definition of proportional resource capture, it is
useful to consider the region of soil accessed by a portion of root
as a cylinder of radius r. of length dl. If the fraction of soil accessible
to roots is ¢, then the probability of the new portion of root to enter
a new region of soil is (1—¢@)nr2. The increase of the fraction of
soil accessible per unit added root length density can therefore be
expressed using the following equation:

d¢ _ 2
a= (1-g)mre.

(26)
The solution to this equation is ¢ =1—e-™¢. This modelling
concept is termed the principle of proportional resource capture.
In real conditions, the domain of soil available is unknown, but
similar relations between root length density and soil fraction
accessible are observed (King et al., 2003). Application of the principle
of proportional resource capture to crop—-weed mixtures is therefore
expressed as

¢ =1—e *letbo), 27

where x (cm?) is the resource capture coefficient and ¢ is the fraction
of soil accessible to plant roots. The fraction of soil ¢. accessed by
crop plants only is then proportional to the fraction of crop roots in
soil

(/)c = lc(/’/(lc +lw)~

The intensity of competition is then quantified as the fraction of crop
roots that becomes redundant due to competition and is termed Root

(28)

Pe

Soil Fraction accessed by roots 0

Crop i Weed|

Root Length Density

Fig. 3. (A) A simple case of crop-weed underground competition. Crop and weed plants were placed in two parallel rows. Position of the weeds included a random
deviation in the x-axis. (B) The competition intensity is quantified using the principle of proportional resource capture (King et al., 2003): ¢, the fraction of soil volume
accessed by roots (y-axis), increases as a function of root length density (x-axis) towards a maximum value 1. This increase slows down gradually as the probability that a
crop root enters a fraction of soil free of roots is reduced. In the case of a mixture, the fraction of soil available to a crop (¢, ) is proportional to the crop vs. weed root length
density ratio (respectively, green and red bars on the x-axis). However, the same fraction of soil, in the absence of competition, could be obtained with fewer roots (green
bar labelled ‘effective’). The remaining fraction of produced crop root remains unused (red bar labelled 'redundant’). The intensity of competition can be quantified as the
ratio of redundant root length density over total root length density, and is termed the Root Redundancy Index (Eq. (29)). (For interpretation of the references to color in

this figure caption, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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Redundancy Index (RRI) (see Fig. 3B)

_ log(1-¢,)
RRI=1— = (29

The growth model used to represent the crop plants was derived
from a previous work on Barley (Hordeum vulgare L. cv. Optic) with
growth rate numerical values equal to those fixed after Egs. (17).
The model was calibrated from minirhizotron data at establishment
stage, and showed good correlation with measurement data (Dupuy
et al, 2010). Crop plants were virtually sown along a row in the
y-direction every 4 cm. The model for weed plants was based on
data collected on common lambsquarters (Chenopodium album) and
velvetleaf (Abutilon theophrasti Medicus) weeds by Seibert and
Pearce (1993). Elongation rate and branching rate were obtained
by fitting a simple analytical model linking elongation rate and
branching rate to total root length: [I(t) dV = bgeg exp(bot) (eo =
1.5cmday”! and by =0.3 day™") (8o =0). We neglected the grav-
itropic rate of weeds because data was not available. Also common
lambsquarters and velvetleaf, like most dicotyledon plants, have
their root system constituted mostly of weakly gravitropic second-
ary lateral roots. Weeds were placed randomly around an average
line parallel to the row of crops. Simulations ran for 12 days of
growth after emergence. 3D plant domains used grids subdivided

Upwind

Analytical

L/

I 0.8
0.6
0.5
0.3
0.2

-0.0

Length Density Meristem Density @ Length Density Meristem Density

0.0

into 10 sub-domains along the ¢ coordinate lines (zenith angle) and
5 in the R (radial) and o (root angle) coordinate lines.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Accuracy and convergence of CDPMs

Solutions to Eq. (1) form propagating waves of apical meristem
density where velocity is given by Xy and z, in Eqgs. (22). The plot
of solutions obtained with Taylor series illustrates this result
(Fig. 4A and B, leftmost column). A plant root system, defined as
the footprint of this wave (time integration of the apical meristem
density), forms a growing domain of non-zero root length density.
Results obtained by the different numerical methods (upwind,
minmod and CDPMs in Fig. 4, respectively, second, third and
fourth columns) reproduced the same mechanisms. The upwind
scheme was the least accurate numerical scheme; solutions were
significantly smoothed in comparison to the analytical solution.
Minmod approach improved considerably this problem and the
solution obtained was qualitatively similar to CDPMs.

In Fig. 5, we compared the accuracy of numerical methods
using plots of error and computation time as a function of the
number of elements per mesh. Results showed that both upwind

Minmod

Fig. 4. Comparison of CDPMs with analytical solutions and two standard finite volume methods (upwind and upwind with minmod flux limiter). The first column shows
the analytical solution in Eq. (21). The second column shows results of the upwind scheme, which is a first order method suitable to simulate wave propagation
mechanisms. The third column shows the results from the upwind scheme with minmod scheme, which is a second order method. The fourth column presents the CDPM
results. Solutions are presented for root tips and root length density distributions for two different initial conditions and gravitropic rate values. Results shown are for the
highest resolution grids tested in our simulations. Colours scale from blue for low densities to red for high densities. (A) Gravitropic rate of 0.3 s~' and uniform initial
distribution. (B) Gravitropic rate of 0 s~! and Gaussian initial distribution. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the reader is referred to the

web version of this article.)
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Fig. 5. Root length density prediction error (plain solid line) and computational
time (dotted line) of CDPM (circle), upwind (triangle) and minmod (square) finite
volume methods as a function of the number of cells in the grid. Plain lines
represent the mean error and the corresponding shades represent lower and
higher bounds of the error. Although the CDPM is converging linearly (log-log
scale) towards the exact solution, the number of cells required for a good
approximation to be obtained is lower than classical finite volume methods.
Computational time per cell in the grid is higher for the CDPM but overall, in the
range of computational time allowed by a desktop PC (with a 2.2 GHz processor
and 2 GB memory), accuracy levels obtained by the CDPM were better than those
obtained by finite volume methods.

and CDPM methods, described in Section 2 converged linearly (in
log-log scale) towards the correct solution whereas the minmod
method had a quadratic convergence, which is consistent with
second order method behaviour. Amongst the methods presented
to numerically solve Eq. (1), CDPMs outperformed finite volume
methods of first (upwind) and second (minmod) order in terms of
absolute prediction error and computation time: best mean
prediction error with CDPMs was 0.0002 compared to 0.0007
for the minmod method and 0.0015 for the upwind method. At an
error of 0.002, computation time is 0.15 s with CDPMs and required,
respectively, 5 s and 15 s for minmod and upwind methods. Trends
in the log-log scale indicate that the minmod method could perform
better than CDPMs for grids of higher resolution than those tested.
However, simulations for grids of this type would require computa-
tion times several orders of magnitude longer and not attainable in
most realistic scenarios.

Several factors made CDPMs more accurate than finite volume
methods. First, CDPMs use grids that correspond to the volume
occupied by plants only. Finite volume methods, on the opposite, are
forced to use fixed grids that either cover large regions of the
generalised space E and can involve intractable computations.
Because generalised spaces have increased dimensions, the gain
obtained by CDPM:s is significant. Secondly, fixed grids are sensitive
to initial conditions (Meister and Struckmeier, 2002). In general
plant models are initiated at seeds which occupy a vanishing
fraction of the soil domain. As a consequence, initial conditions are
usually ill-defined using such meshes. Although fixed grid methods
can be suitable to model root systems at later stage of development,
their accuracy is hindered by highly inconsistent definition of initial
conditions. In contrast, CDPM grids adapt to the actual size of the
root domain. CDPMs can therefore be initiated with fine mesh
concentrated on the seed, and an expansion can occur during the
growth of the root system. This property allows CDPMs to perform
simulations over longer growth periods. Finally, the computation of
fluxes to update root densities in fixed grids is prone to numerical
diffusion (Chock, 1991). In CDPM:s, apical trajectories were used to
deform the grid, and diffusion was only introduced in the tangential
direction due to fluxes through side faces (see Fig. 2). However,

results showed that the root density computation time per cell in
CDPMs was higher than that of finite volume methods. It indicates
that algorithms for the computation of fluxes between deformed
side faces (Fig. 2B) could be enhanced. Future work must now
address this issue.

Accuracy and convergence of numerical simulations are impor-
tant properties to examine, when constructing predictive models.
However, there are numerous other factors that contribute to the
making of a useful modelling tools. In biological applications in
particular, numerical errors are rarely the main source of loss of
accuracy. Other sources of error include inadequacy of the mathe-
matical model to represent the nature of the biological system. In
many cases, this is due to the lack of mechanistic understanding of
the processes under scrutiny or the difficulty to collect suitable data.
Many root architectural parameters are difficult to estimate in situ
(De Smet et al., 2012). For these reasons, models with minimal
parameter sets, that can be applied to field data e.g. obtained by soil
coring or minirhizotron, are now receiving greater attention from
the community. In our model, there is a direct relation between root
growth parameters, e.g branching angle, gravitropic rate and
branching rate, and spatial mappings of root length density. This
property will be essential in the future to parametrise model on field
data. The improved calculation time provided by CDPMs will allow
setting parameter through non-linear optimisation algorithm, with
the advantage over classic exponential models (Page and Gerwitz,
1974; King et al., 2003), that parameters can be obtained on two or
three dimensional mappings of root length density.

3.2. Modelling plant populations and competition using density
based models

Because CDPMs drastically improved global computation effi-
ciency, it was possible to use them in a simple case of crop-weed
competition. Using the principle of proportional resource capture,
we derived a measure of the competition intensity between crops
and weeds: the Root Redundancy Index (RRI see Eq. (29) and
Fig. 3B). The RRI is the fraction of roots that is produced but does
not have access to resources due to competition. When no weed is
present, the RRI is constant for any value of the crop root length,
and is equal to 0. When weed root length density increases,
competition gets more intense for higher values of crop root
length density; the RRI increases with crop root length density as
a sigmoid-shaped function (Fig. 6A). At a constant weed root
length density, the resource capture coefficient has limited
impact on the RRI vs. crop root length relationship. The relation-
ship is approximately linear, and the increase in resource capture
coefficient induces a shift in the RRI (Fig. 6B). This phenomenon
expresses the expected increase in the probability that a crop root
is in the zone of influence of weed roots when crop root zone of
influence is increased.

The RRI was used to visualise the spatial distribution of the
competition intensity in the field. We observed that two contrasting
root systems induced localised and intensive zones of competition
(Fig. 7). In our simulations, significant competition occurred at levels
close to the surface and between the two rows, where, respectively,
a root type and its competitor were sown. Fig. 7 illustrates this
pattern of competition: at 5 cm depth, there was a large overlap
between the two root types (Fig. 7A), which involved a nearly
twofold increase in root length density and subsequent changes in
RRI. However, this overlap rapidly decreased with depth (Fig. 7B).
This effect, albeit diminishing with depth, was still observed in the
entire region where weed roots had developed, not only at the
imaginary boundary between the two plants.

This study case showed that more effective density-based
models can be constructed and used when the number of plants
in a system (s) is large (Fig. 8). Finite volume simulations of such
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Fig. 7. (A) Variation of the total root length density along an axis perpendicular to
the row of crops at 5cm depth. The bold line represents the total root length
density of the mixture. The dashed line represents the crop root length density
and the dotted line represents the root length density of weeds. (B) Root
Redundancy Index (RRI) along an axis perpendicular to the row of crops and
taken at 2 cm depth intervals from 5 cm (green) to 19 cm (brown) depth. (For
interpretation of the references to color in this figure caption, the reader is
referred to the web version of this article.)

scenarios would require the number of variables defined at each
cell to increase linearly as a function of s. When the number of
plants increases, the grid size is also required to grow propor-
tionally to s. The complexity of computations would therefore
expand proportionally to s square i.e. O(s?). In the case of CDPMs
however, the number of cells in the grid increases as a linear
function of the number of plants in the simulation but each cell of
a model defines the root density of a unique plant. Therefore,
computations with CDPMs have complexity O(s).

The implementation of root-root interactions is also greatly
facilitated with the CDPM approach. Single plants are identified as
independent physical entities, and only plants in contact with
each other are allowed to interact during the simulation. For
example, it is possible to determine interacting domains using
Delaunay triangulation or K-nearest neighbours methods (Moeur,
1993). This reduces the number of candidate neighbours to test
for spatial interactions, and complexity is reduced to O(s). A fully
connected network of interaction would have complexity O(s?).

3.3. New opportunities for modelling plant-environment
interactions

Plants grow complex architectures in order to explore space
and acquire resources efficiently. Models provide essential infor-
mation to understand the complex functions of plant architec-
tures. Early models in the 1970s introduced density-based
approaches to study root and shoot growth (Charles-Edwards
and Thornley, 1973; Gerwitz and Page, 1974; Lang and Shell,
1975). However, density models lacked suitable descriptions of
plant geometry, and showed limitations in the study of spatial
processes. With the advent of more powerful computers, archi-
tectural models have come to dominate the field (Prusinkiewicz,
2004; Barczi et al., 2008). For example, architectural models have
been essential to understand the role of canopy structure on light
interception (Pearcy and Yang, 1996; Rey et al., 2008), or to
identify regions of soil with high root uptake (Lynch and Brown,
2002; Dunbabin et al., 2004; Doussan et al., 2006).

Nevertheless, architectural models are not adapted to cases where
ensembles of plants are interacting and competing for resources in a
field. To study processes at this scale, a new generation of simplified,
but still accurate plant models must be developed. In some cases, a
representation of space is simply not required at all. For example, in
the case of phosphate uptake by root system, it was shown that
mobility through convection and diffusion can be neglected and total
root length alone is sufficient to predict phosphate acquisition
(Leitner et al., 2010). In many other cases however, the architectural
properties must be incorporated into models. Experience from other
fields of research have demonstrated that, in this case, Partial
Differential Equations provide a powerful framework to derive
simplified models. Models for tip growth in a fungal network were
successfully used in the past (Edelstein-Keshet and Ermentrout,
1989; Nopharatana et al, 1998). More recent approaches now
integrate growth and resource uptake from soil (Schnepf and
Roose, 2006; Schnepf et al., 2008). In biomedical sciences, similar
approaches have been developed to understand and predict the
growth of angiogenesis and tumors (Anderson and Chaplain, 1998).
The use of oriented distribution function in PDE is also common in
models of blood flow (Vankan et al., 1996) and theoretical chemistry
(Solc and Stockmayer, 1970).

Simplifications can also be achieved through a better under-
standing of how space is explored by the plant architecture. It could
be generically described as the plant’s zone of influence (ZOI). The
concept of ZOI is not a new concept in ecology (Cescatti, 1997) and
agronomy (Hammer et al., 2009) and has been used to formalise
plant-environment interfaces. However, plants’ ZOIs are generally
dynamic and complex traits. They expand throughout a plant life
cycle but such expansion is constrained by biological and physical
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factors e.g. mechanical (Niklas and Spatz, 2004) and hydraulic
(Sperry et al., 2008). Previous studies lacked theoretical foundations
to mechanistically model ZOIs (Weiner and Damgaard, 2006;
Pachepsky et al., 2001).

Our results showed that plants ZOIs can be predicted based on
plants elementary developmental processes. We also showed that
the ZOI is more than a geometrical trait. It must include a descrip-
tion of how plant organs are distributed across the plant domain.
This can be obtained as the solution of growth equations in terms of
density functions. Although we focused on root system modelling,
the method we presented could be modified to describe shoot
development. Necessary modifications include replacement of
length density by leaf area density with elongation rate being
expressed in area per second. The gravitropic coefficient would also
need be replaced by more complex functions to account for bending
of branches due to weight and phototropism.

4. Conclusion

This study developed a first generation algorithm for the
simulation of the growth of root systems. It was possible to
describe root density distributions within domains that grow as a
result of root elongation and branching processes. We were also
able to provide more accurate and faster predictions, than
classical numerical methods. Numerous applications are antici-
pated, particularly when ensembles of plants are competing in a
field. Challenges remain to optimise simulation algorithms, both
for the discretisation and approximation of solutions on such
domains. Fortunately, the abundant literature on numerical
methods for solving differential equations indicates potential
clues for improvements.

List of symbols

Coordinate systems

m= (x-yvz)
t (day)
r (cm)

0,0

o

B
M= (R,0,0.A)

Uy, Uy, Uz
ur-u()yu(p

Root quantities

Pq (cm™?)

py (cm™?)

pp (cm™3)

b (cm~3day 1)
e (cmday 1)

g (day )

h (day~1)

¢

K
Discretisation

n
N

spatial coordinates

time

radial coordinate in the spherical coordinate
system

azimuth and zenith angles in spherical
coordinate system

angle of root inclination (gravitropic angle)
angle of root azimuth (plagiotropic angle)
semi-Lagrangian root coordinates in
generalised space

basis in Cartesian coordinate system

basis in spherical coordinate system

distribution of apical meristem density
distribution of root length density
distribution of branching density
volumetric root branching rate

root expansion rate

root tropic rate

root plagiotropic rate

proportional resource capture
resource capture coefficient

number of cells in the grid of a plant
number of plants
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ik subscript indices indicate cell position in the
grid

P superscript indices indicate whole plant
attribute

C; ith cell of a grid

Q; number of root apical meristem in the ith cell

M; = (Ri,0;,¢;,A;) position of the ith cell of the grid
t,At,T time, time increment and time step
AO,Ap,AR,AA size a grid cells

Crop-weed interactions

Ie,Iw indices for crop/weed in an ensemble of
plants
1 root length density mixture vector
I, Ly total crop/weed root length in a cell
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