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Development of a Low-Cost Chlorophyll Meter Using a Multispectral Sensor
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Fig. 1 Low-Cost Chlorophyll Meter
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Lamaire et al. (2008): Diagnosis tool for plant and crop N status in vegetative stage. Theory and practices for crop

N management.

70

ZX A DI

2] SPAD fii & PLSR &5 /L2 L 5 FHll SPAD fED i 2779, R?1% 0.922,

(a)NRI 7 /L, (b)PLSR E7 /L
Fig. 2 Measured SPAD Value vs Predicted SPAD Value for
Strawberry Leaves (a)NRI model, (b)PLSR model
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Fig. 3 Measured SPAD Value vs Predicted SPAD Value for
Kiwi Leaves (a)NRI model, (b)PLSR model
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