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Growth Analysis of Potato Plug Seedlings
Using Visual Image
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the computer vision Fig. 2. Color image processing program using LabVIEW.
system for monitoring the growth of potato
transplants.
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Fig. 3. Original image(A) and segmantation mask(B) and segmented image(C) changed by color
image processing program.
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Fig. 4. Accumulation of r] of potato transplants grown under PPF of 50(A), 150(B) and 250(C) umol'-m-2s’! as
affected by the days after experiment and electric conductivity(EC).
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