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Fig.1 Comparison of LAI estimates from LAI-2000 and Accupar instruments for diffuse AM and diffuse PM conditions.
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Fig.2 Comparison of LAI estimates from LAI-2000 and Accupar instruments for direct AM and direct PM conditions.
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Fig.3 Comparison of LAI estimates from LAI-2000 and Accupar instruments for diffuse (AM and PM) and direct (AM and PM) conditions.
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Fig. 4 Relationship between FPAR and LAI estimates obtained from LAI-2000 instrument and LAI estimates obtained from Accupar instrument.
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Fig. 5 Distribution of LAI and FPAR estimates by crop type (1 = alfalfa, 2 = corn, 3 = soy, 4 = sorghum).

