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Comparative study of the formulas for calculating of outbreak control multi-cycle

plant disease
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Abstract ; In this study, after comparing of three formulas that they are Abbott formula, Henderson-Tilton formula and Yang
xindong formula for calculating of outbreak control multi-cycle plant disease, there is the result; Yang xindong formula is
the optimization. In Abbott formula, the more the radio of the initial epidemic situation in treatment and control is, the
greater error is; The smaller the values of the initial epidemic situation in treatment and control are, the greater error is.
The greater the values of final epidemic situation in treatment and control are, the greater error is obviously. In Henderson-
Tilton formula, the smaller the radio of the initial epidemic situation in treatment and control is, the greater error is. The
greater the values of the initial epidemic situation in treatment and control are, the greater error is. The greater the values
of final epidemic situation in treatment and control are, the greater error is obviously. When the initial epidemic situations
in treatment and in control are great disparity, or the final epidemic situations in treatment and in control are greater than
0.5 even, the control effect can’ t be evaluate with Abbott formula and Henderson-Tilton formula but Yang xindong

formula.
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TERPEIRREE AT, B T SE 0 E A LA 4 B, B R , BUR BB R A R
A CRBEHRSER = GHRXRE - KRR ) /A BXRE) , AT TE SR — B T8 L, EZEH
WERBIR S, B TEIEREZRMERE SR, BEE RO E R B TR F R EER IR ITE AR,
MRAAKI, AR AXPHESEREERREA, MINHESEREERZREL, ETEMERL, CE&FH
FopF LR A R EE SR TEARKIENE L, ZEE SN, FF R KA JE Abbott 24 3K Al
Henderson-Tilton 233%™ X WiV AREE HWARIEZ MRS . BER%ED I RIETR 5 K rE 2
KA FYRIEE A R A KR 2, IR 7E 1999 4E8-H THEAR AR, WIS L yFRT LK BRI 100 16 A [5] T
KM AR . 2002 4EF0 5 gm0 i 21 8 Hk PR B2 SRR R T x—2aR1 .

BRBEARFIRUE T $& 0 AT LB BRI i 1B A R M R M BT a 1R 22, (H AR 5 E AN 2 H
ffg Abbott /43X il Henderson-Tilton A3 ( RERMATR) TR T &8 K22 5 KEE AT R8I, =
SRE RGEMF . A SO B NIMEZIE R B A0S T T340 EL 5T

LRI E R, BEE AR R ERSCRITE AKX/ W IL:

Abbott 350 EF =1-(T-T,)/(CK - CK,) (1)
Henderson-Tilton /A7 EF =1 - (TxCK,)/(CKxT,) (2)
wlERARE EF =1 - ((T-T,)CK,(1-CK)])/[(CK- CK))Ty(1-T)) (3)
P — S MRS FhR AT AR SR 15 T AR -

EF =1 - ((T-T,)/T,)/[(CK - CK,)/CK,) (4)

HAAE Ty \CK BB/ AT LI N ik : B (T - T,) =T, (CK - CK,)) =~ CK, #f T AR B r (T
-Ty) A CK AR EXH M (CK - CK,) , Rtk ARRE EF = 1 - (TxCK,)/(CKxT,) , R} Henderson-
Tilton 3, 7] W% F1 Henderson-Tilton A AR T, A SOR B4 X2 R #1T €TI0

(1)—(4) K

EF JpR &R (% ) , Ty RIBiia XA GGWE , T JBiia X415 ; CK, 9B X (X BRIX) 47 46 9
1%, CK R /NP X LTS . 1B 248 ZRHhar i B A/ Rk B .

1 BEFLAXNRAREESER

WlEARETER R BEZ8IE T Abbott /3 Al Henderson-Tilton /A 2 AR A< i B 15 R A R BI K
PA

(1) Joit2 Abbott A ik J& Henderson-Tilton /43, , H B B ER & AT R IRHRIE A R kiR E , F
A CK N Ty BUEAH 2B R AR A R o

W fe A AL R HERR TR/ DX R S A A R BT A 1R 2. BIXANARRE CK, 1 Ty i
EHAE

(2) FCits& Abbott A A2 Henderson-Tilion A3, i+ H 25 KA e M2, B EF 1 CK K/NE 2% (IGHET, H
PISNFE R BT AXHR 22 K/NE AT, BRI & 7 & R BB 3% [ B, 31 3 1156 H 89 CK
1H) o XFFRE—FhBHR 7 REHEHE , U TR/ X AP &5 15 50 [, 1046852 8 o i B VA 85— AT A 22
RK,

BERARX T —MERER EF 5 CK BIR/AINIER, WIS B3, [FIRR R0 5 AT 3 2R A He e ( i
FAZRTER SR FZKCEBUME S Al B2 AR5 ) MR R 35 56 ( CK fEANIR]) firis EF {E R 2ME— i, AT (5 A [F]
YA 6] 1 B A BB R EE AT Lo

WEARARMEAEE SRR : BREREFTIATHME T BRI FEARR, Y CK, # T, i, # T %
BTSRRI T BR L e , (B 6 ORI X R X X PR SR 0 B AT R RN, U B TR X AR R X ) B
H—3, H CK =0 8T 0, Z 5 BRI HEMAR RS EF 5, ERFE“ B 1A XA X M3 GRS —
B R G ST R, B T IE BRI 1R 1B RN IR T R B T A 1R 2% WIE R B PR E AR A RIERR TR 7%
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TEAFTH R A RZE , R E T E AR AT LAERTES Abbott 243 Fl Henderson-Tilton 24 1% 25 K/NK)
HIARIE
2 Abbott 433X .Henderson-Tilton 223X fYiR 2 K/NFa % £ R

AT Hra , IR E AP IZ B A Abbott 24301 Henderson-Tilton 23 ZX 5% 25 K /N & HE A 1
HylalE ., B

O#fsE > 3% Abbott /33X, . Henderson-Tilton /A 207 7= A= iR 22 K /NG T B 5

QA3 Abbott 245K \Henderson-Tilton /A3 JT 7= IR ZTEM A T , AREE I R AR s H B
S TE B RT3 o

AR AR PLUTGIRER) BE AR AR bR, 115 Abbott /231 Henderson-Tilton /33 7E 45 Ff
KT HRZE MG

kAT Bk BAR BBESE, 7€ Windows XP R4t b, R VBA IEERE BT, 2 T, (1 -T) .CK, . (1 -
CK)4 &, BUH LU E 4 N8 576 MRRIAE KT, AR (1) L (2) FiRZE R/ E SR, I 22 LA
LTI, BB TSR
2.1 Abbott A=A IR Z AL

Abbott A HIIRE /M EZSRINE 1,

#z 1 Abbott ARERFFHTREX/NMILLE

Table 1 Comparison of the size of error on different conditions on Abbott formula

ﬁg?ﬁlﬁiﬁgu Simulﬁii{iﬁlitions B UR22 Error

conditions Simulation T Bl FoME

category K T Ko Ty times Average Maximum Minimum

CKy = T, 0.2—0.9 0.1-0.8 0.01 0.01 36 0.308 0.310 0.550
0.02 0.02 36 0.306 0.343 0.580
0.03 0.03 36 0.210 0.513 0.046

CKy > T, 0.2—0.9 0.1-0.8 0.03 0.02 36 0.149 0.417 0
0.02 0.01 36 0.197 0.545 0

CKy < T, 0.2—0.9 0.1-0.8 0.01 0.02 36 0.343 0.657 0.085
0.02 0.03 36 0.293 0.592 0.074

SrHTER 1 MR, T T b CK I HERRR IR ZBK . iR s, 78 CK.T —E Wi T, T, > CK,
TEAHZE RSB K, MR ZE K

i CK{HH 0.2.0.3.---252h%] 0.9, T {EHH 0.1.0.2.---355h%] 0. 8 &4, CK, =0.01.T, =0. 02 if,
Ty/CK, =2, 53 1 ¥ To/CK, WBER K 5%, R 22 F-3HE R 0. 343, 23K 3 HiRZEEKWIENR .

CK, =0.02.T, =0.01 B} ,T,/CK, =1/2, 3 3 b T,/ CK, lL{ER/ NS IR EFHE R 0. 197 . 2FE 1
HiRZE E R/ DR

SrHTER 1 BRI F — I B T, CK MEB/D  iREB K, IR R, & CK.T —EWHT#R T, T,
= CK, =0.01 BiRZEF-H{E N 0. 308,T, = CK, =0. 02 iR K 0. 306,T, = CK, =0. 03 iRz F1y
{E5 0.210,

Jyitk— 5T Abbott A=A IRZE MK/, IHE THE CK, =T, =0. 01 Bf, ;1 F CK. T {ERR[F, K151
Abbott N HEARARITESE R ER, kK 2,

HER2 AUEL M EFEEMNNE: S CK.T {ERZEEHHE K, Abbott A HTHHEIRZE I BI K, n,
CK=0.9.T=0.7 B}, Abbott AN HIRZE R 15 0. 518 252,
2.2 Henderson-Tilton A3 ;= A 1R 2 ) HL AR

Henderson-Tilton A3 AR 25 K/NWTHE SRR 3. 400K 3 BEEE, 7T I —B AL : CK X L T E
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ERR, IRZEMAR . R PTR 1 CK.T —E KRR T, CK, > ToEAZ A BOR , MR ZEBK

4 CK{H/ 0.2.0.3,---25h%] 0.9, T{HH 0. 1,
0.2.---35zh % 0. 8 &M ,CK, =0.02.T, =0. 01 A}
i, CKy/Ty =2, 3% 3 H CK/T, IW{E R KM 514, 1R
ZPBIMER 0. 444, L RR 3 PIREERKRIIELR

CK, =0.01.T, =0. 02 i}, CK,/T, =1/2, %333 H
CK,/T, BB/ NS5 R 22BN 0. 119, 2R
3 riREER/PNIEN

IrHTER 3 WEEE, R T, . CK, FEBK , 1R 228
Ko mFRP iR, £ CK . T—EWHERT,T, = CK,
=0. 01 BiR2E K 0. 228, T, = CK, =0. 02 K}i%
ZFBMER 0.232,T, = CK, =0. 03 RHRZFHE N
0.238,

N 3E—2E 75T Henderson-Tilton AR =4 1R Z 1)
KN, B TTE CK, =T, =0.01 B, i F CK. T {HIA
], 3545 ) Henderson-Tilton A3\ #15 AR A IHH L
RIZER, MK 4,

H#E4 FFERTLUE M EE WA & CK.T1E
)2 i35 K , Henderson-Tilton A3 TR 1R 25 2RI
Ko M,CK=0.9.T=0.7 if,iRZE A% 0.519 2 £,
3 %} Abbott 233 . Henderson-Tilton 233X FJ1EH

Abbott /A F; .Henderson-Tilton A F/F7E iR 2= H
MNTARTAE T B RIRZ . LARTE % A, Abbott 23
3 \Henderson-Tilton A= AER |, inFF & AT 5544
Ty F1 CK B3/, BB RAR IR , iR 22 B AT L) Z 0%
{H BRAE i) BF 35 iF B : Abbott /> = . Henderson-Tilton /2y
NAEN H _EnFF & LAT 4544 : T, 1 CK, 39388/, B2
HAHER , R AR ME LA AW

SR 1 BEHE, B A Abbott A, 7E T, =
CK, =0.01 By iR 2 F-¥{EH 0. 308,T, = CK, =0. 02
WfiRZEFHME R 0.306,T, = CK, =0. 03 HfiRZ 1
E 0. 210, X Fh 4514 B0 Y KRARFE & T, F CK, Y35
AN, BEUE R HE , (HiR 2 ¥{E 2k 0. 210—0. 308,
W& CK.T{H 1) 8l K, Abbon N THHE 1R 2=
B, ,CK=0.9.T=0.7 B}, Abbott A HiRE
A3k 0.518 2% -

%2 Abbott AR CK, =T, =0. 01 KR E
Table 2 Error of Abbott formula When CK, =T, =0. 01 conditions

Y NN Abbott 235X
R 7T N N
CK T  Computing result  Computing result
of the Yang of the error of the
xindong formula Abbott formula Abbott formula
0.2 0.1 0.557 0.502 0.055
0.3 0.1 0.742 0.668 0.073
0.2 0.417 0.334 0.083
0.4 0.1 0.834 0.751 0.082
0.2 0.625 0.501 0.124
0.3 0.357 0.250 0.107
0.5 0.1 0.889 0.801 0.088
0.2 0.750 0.601 0.149
0.3 0.572 0.400 0.171
0.4 0.333 0.200 0.133
0.6 0.1 0.926 0.834 0.091
0.2 0.833 0.667 0.166
0.3 0.714 0.500 0.213
0.4 0.555 0.333 0.222
0.5 0.333 0.166 0.166
0.7 0.1 0.952 0.858 0.094
0.2 0.893 0.715 0.177
0.3 0.816 0.572 0.244
0.4 0.714 0.429 0.285
0.5 0.571 0.286 0.285
0.6 0.357 0.143 0.214
0.8 0.1 0.972 0.876 0.096
0.2 0.937 0.750 0.186
0.3 0.893 0.625 0.267
0.4 0.833 0.500 0.332
0.5 0.750 0.375 0.374
0.6 0.625 0.250 0.374
0.7 0.416 0.125 0.291
0.9 0.1 0.987 0.889 0.097
0.2 0.972 0.778 0.193
0.3 0.952 0.667 0.285
0.4 0.926 0.556 0.369
0.5 0.888 0.444 0.444
0.6 0.833 0.333 0.499
0.7 0.740 0.222 0.518
0.8 0.555 0.111 0.444

SR 3 B9EE , b F Henderson-Tilton A3, T, = CK, =0. 01 B2 E 0. 228, T, = CK, =0. 02 i}

REFHEN 0.232,7, =

K, =0. 03 B R ZFH{E 0 0. 238 o X AP A& AF BB S PEA N KIRFF & T CK 3

BN, HEUEBHGE  (HiR 2 FH{E R 0. 228—0. 238, FEE CK.T{EIZEHHE K , Henderson-Tilton A 115
IRERH P, 1,CK=0.9.T=0.7 B}, Henderson-Tilton A HIRZER] 35 0.519 2%,
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% 3 Henderson-Tilton XX ER F &G TIREK/PMRILLE

Table 3 Comparison of the size of error on different conditions on Henderson-Tilton formula

y V%S N
ﬁ:?ﬁlﬁiﬁgu Simuli%i:l{iﬁlitions B -2 Error
conditions Sim.ulation A R /M
CK T CK, T, times ! s
category Average Maximum Minimum
CKy = T, 0.2—0.9 0.1-0.8 0.01 0.01 36 0.228 0.519 0.079
0.02 0.02 36 0.232 0.520 0.101
0.03 0.03 36 0.238 0.521 0.102
CKy,> T, 0.2—0.9 0.1-0.8 0.03 0.02 36 0.335 0.776 0.123
0.02 0.01 36 0.444 1.033 0.111
CKy < T, 0.2—0.9 0.1-0.8 0.01 0.02 36 0.119 0.262 0.051
0.02 0.03 36 0.162 0.129 0.068

EZ, Abbott 23 3 ; Henderson-Tilton 2% 2 7E 4L 2 %4 Henderson-Tilton A 7E CK, =T, =0. 01 KR E
] - o =49 =0 THY
X 5%t B X )4 4R e 18 AH 2= Bk sl b 3 X 5 % B X Table 4 Error of Henderson-Tilton formula When CK, = T, =
MARERT 0.5 HEEZHAM T, EBITHER ) o1 conditions

ZZHA WK, N BB W PEH A T SCHE R e Y e RAR Henderson-Tilton Henderson-Tilton
AL, TR ARIEER  ARHRRE
CK T Computing result ~ Computing result  Error of the

%ﬂ: Abbott /L\\J_:t \Henderson-Tilton /L\\iﬁﬁﬁ_‘:%m of the Yang of the Henderson- Henderson-Tilton
AR 2 LR RO BTGB OR R ’“"f“’(;‘gsg;““"la Tﬂ“;" ;‘(’;"“1“ f;“;“:;
BEARAREF =1 - ((T-T,)CK, (1 -CK))/ o3 o1 0.740 0. 660 0.076
CK - CK)T,(1-T)). 0.2 0.850 0.830 0.022
((C . o) To( )] 0.4 0.1 0.830 0.750 0.085
4 g 0.2 0.910 0.900 0.015
o o e T 0.3 0.110 0 0.111
4.1 BEAAXFEAPEEENME: BEHRAK 05 o1 0. 880 0.800 0. 090
FOPE s R HERR T 356 /N X 477 46 9 1 A [R] 1 7 F B 3 0.2 0.750 0. 600 0.151
, s 0.3 0.780 0.750 0.035
IRGE R AT E M , (R e B 308 45 SR ) R R BR ) 0.4 0.820 0.800 0.029
WRESN, B REH TR ERKEX —HFHE, BE 0.6 g-; ‘g‘zgg ‘g‘ zgg g':gg
AP ZEB RS AT LA SR A B A DX s 2 1 0.3 0.710 0.500 0.215
K 2 g st (B VS B Y, 3 36 2R A T e () B, D) e S A g': g‘gzg g‘ %g g'gig
B SRMIBIERCR B . FHI, A TEARKIRE 0.7 o1 ~0.790 -1 0.204
R B AR ELIE B AT O, SR TR X o2 e P "
2 AT #E AT BB R K A 2 — B . e 5] # 0.4 0.710 0.420 0.286
» . . - e 0.5 0.650 0. 600 0.055
W, BEARAXFHMEZRRE . B#E T H 0.6 _1.250 _1.500 0.244
1R B ] 4 0.8 0.1 ~0.110 ~0.250 0.133
0.2 0.260 0.160 0.096
4.2 EN¥EGERERABRENITE TS, 7 0.3 0.890 0.620 0.268
) < vk 22 B AR A SO 18] 0.4 0.830 0.500 0.334
H DA K 3 R ) AR A T BB IR RUR A os 075 o 770 P
Y(% )= (1 -rp/rg) x100 0.6 0.870 0.830 0.039
S T S 2 . ; 0.7 0.910 0. 889 0.027
AH,Y (% ) RBHIERCR , rp i AL 3 X 95 R 0.9 0.1 0.930 0.910 0.021
AR B, o AR BE DO E R K s, gk 0.2 0.950 0.930 0.017
s oy 0.3 0.480 0.333 0.150
WHR T E&HAR, 0.4 0.740 0. 660 0.078
W Y(% ) = (1-r,/rg) x 100 35 7] B35 2 45 0.5 0.880 0.440 0.445
L. 0.6 0.830 0.330 0.500
IR N 0.7 0.740 0.220 0.519
Y(% ) = 1-{In(T/(1-T)) -In(T,/(1-T,) 0.8 0.220 0 0.222

)1/ {In(CK/(1 = CK)) =In(CK,/(1 = CK,)) |
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AR, BERETHR SR, A RXHRIE RN IR , TR WA T3 R/ NI RIROR o

4.3

AR SCHFGE RI45 SR 1 AT SEAF T A 25 R LA AU, TR R S B A A 00 K i R KRR AT 6 S Bl 4, IR

WOAE T8 550 BN 068 25 A M R A R A 22 R ORI, R R R (5 AR A 3K
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