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Fig. 2. Image acquisition system for top projected
leaf area
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Fig. 3. The relationship between dry weight and top
projected leaf area.
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Fig. 4. The relationship between dry weight and canopy
coverage. Dry weight was measured from the lettuce
which image was taken,
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Fig. 5. The relationship between dry weight and canopy
coverage. Dry weight was measured from the lettuce
which image was not taken.
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