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Evaluating greenness using RGB images

and multispectral images 1n turf
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ABSTRACT

Zoysiagrass (Zoysia spp.) is the most widely used warm-season
turfgrass in Korea due to its durability and resistance to environmental
stresses, which has a big problem to lose 1its greenness as the
temperature gets down. To develop new longer—-period greenness
cultivars, it is essential to screen and monitor germplasm which maintains
greenness as the temperature lowers. Conventional methods to visually
evaluate the greenness of turf is too time-consuming and laborious and
subjective because of the different results by raters. Therefore, in this
study, we demonstrate an objective and efficient method to screen
maintaining longer greenness germplasm using RGB images and
multispectral images. From August to December, time—series data were
acquired and calculated green cover percentage (GCP) and NDVI
(normalized difference vegetation index) values of germplasm from RGB
images and multispectral images by applying a vegetation index,
respectively ExG (excess green) and NDVI. The result showed significant
differences in GCP and NDVI among germplasm (p<0.05). The GCP, which
evaluated the quantity of greenness by counting pixels of the green area
from RGB 1images, exhibited maintenance of greenness over 90% for
August and September but, sharply decrease from October. As time went
by, the NDVI values, which showed the quality of greenness, was also
declined, but not sharply. In san208, it was observed to show over 90%
GCP and high NDVI values. In san9dangugdae, it showed the highest GCP
until October, although the lowest NDVI values simultaneously. Significant
correlation coefficients (r) were observed in only November (r=0.78).

Consequently, the results of this study suggest that the complementary



use of two indicators, GCP and NDVI, could be an efficient method for
objectively assessing the greenness of turf both quantitatively and

qualitatively.
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Table 1. Twenty turf germplasm used in this study.

No. Germplasm Species No Germplasm Species

1 aewolbudu - 11 san2daejogu -

2  san4dl Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin. 12 san568 Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin.
3  san303 Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin. 13  san86 Zoysia japonica Steud.
4  sand5 Zoysia japonica Steud. 14  suncheon -

5  san351 Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin. 15  san9dangugdae -

6 san208 Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin. 16  sanl1&4 Zoysia japonica Steud.
7  sanl77 Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin. 17  sanl180 Zoysia japonica Steud.
8  san254 Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin. 18  sanl135 Zoysia japonica Steud.
9  sanl28 Zoysia japonica Steud. 19 san218 Zoysia japonica Steud.
10 san398 Zoysia tenuifolia Willd. ex Trin. 20 sanl87 Zoysia japonica Steud.

- . not sure what species 1is.

_’|2_



S80008000
888008000
888008000
88808000

Fig. 1. Two germplasm that were different each other planted In one pot.
A\ I one germplasm.

V @ the other germplasm that is different A.

¥ : no germplasm, it is empty.



Fig. 2. Temperature near the turf greenhouse from where the automatic weather system in Sancheondan provided.

e mean temperature = cecees maximum temperature  ceecer minimum temperature
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4th Aug 2021 —

1st Mowing
Aug 13th Aug 2021
19th Aug 2021 ‘ 1st Image acquisition
2nd Mowing !
Sep
10th Sep 2021
(<
2nd Image acquisition
30th Sep 2021
> —
3rd Mowing Oct
15th Oct 2021
%
3rd Image acquisition
Nov
12th Nov 2021
«
4th Image acquisition
Dec
10th Dec 2021
&
5th Image acquisition

Fig. 3. The schedule of mowing and data acquisition in this study.
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144 JdgE didez 20219 84FH 1297H4] 57043 vie S84 13

o, 9¢ 10¥, 10€¥ 15¢, 11¥ 12¢, 12€¢€ 10¥)ol 3Hx oS Wssti).
Alglo] 2ol #Ho HAu|E F2ldy7]el Phantom 4 Multispectral (WM336,

DIDH-2HE 67012 1/2.97 CMOS AlAE o] &3atglom (Fig. 4), 72 AlAe] 374
FAt] AR Table 29 Zth & #FoJo] oA o] Qo] g 2lEo] ol
oA Al sk7] flskel Rz AA} mAlE e o7& hele Fe] mE
e = At

29 W2 DIMIA Alesk= o]5<l DII GO pros A3AZ 5, 7hve}
Ao [SOHS 400, stolEMf s A5 08 BhEa1 13A]7H Al#bste] of
o Zsldlt. ol I FYS A8 vE AFE A& 1T Sl Al

=9 Fol Y&t AATE FHOE 2m "ol oA 1A

H AL §A35 dHolEHrt E5HEE 39t (Fig. 5A). T3 7|18 27
AYE #F9E vt A HA 7] H(Type 822 Woven polyester target
fabric, Group 8 Technology, United states)® #o| o]&A|H EE o]u| X9
WAR BA 7]E o] Holw=E it (Fig. 5B). oW A= AlAle] we} 5t 3

Aol T2 A AA=EYE=Y RGB 9G4S JPEG A=, thid 9dA+e TIFF &
Aarw Ao A7) AT 2ol glo] 1600x1300 3tA4= =9

sHA Aol ol R Al F 58kl HA 2857 (1819 5779 AALARL Hl
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Fig. 4. RGB camera sensor and multispectral sensor mounted Phantom 4

Multispectral.

Table 2. Sensor information of Phantom 4 Multispectral.

Band Central wavelength (nm)  Wavelength width (nm)
blue 450 32
green 560 32
red 650 32
red edge 730 32
near—infrared 840 32
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°® 400 2000 -07 Auto Normal 214 @

Fig. 5. Customized vehicle for turf image acquisition (A) and captured DJI
GS pro application image (B) where radiometric calibration target was

located in.
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3. olm| A AA e

X AAe #Ael k.
9 ggs ww shedrt

oju x| Al ¢t HgHom Farojof I Yl
§—jl [eRNeIE=1

A WA= 9= ®BA (distortion correction)C &,
E5oA ol FEHE ALY ool Hojlgo] ElEn (Fig. 6A). &

1
Z7] ZEAY AYE o] 7t A= o= BAS AAeH (Fig. 6B).

off

J

=
Asl7] 98t AZE o] PixdD Mapper (Pix4D SA, Switzerland)& ©] 83l

[}

Undistorted image

Distorted image

Fig. 6. Distortion correction (A) distorted image (B) undistorted image.
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L ool w9 o] depA e As 7 F dvh ¥ 2318 ddstetr] 9
&l da3dt 3go] WAL BA (radiometric calibration) &2, o] dAte] t]jAd
ZA gk HhAbgo] WMEkA] ¢Fal A S A Alole] FAMA wHEHE 2 FH
Ao WAAS 7HAAL WY BE UAY ARSI =AY 59 vhAbE
2 W3l Ao wn AF 7pssltd (Tu, Phinn, Johansen, and Robson,
2018). & AFollA= HALEo] g EAo AEA WA AL VE B
o] 83l 2™, Group 8 Technology AZF 3]AolA] WAL BATS] T HALE

(2015)9] AFtellM AAG A& olgstaion, o|FA 42 AHEs 7HAaL 7

DILNIPG

DILO0I0IPG DILEO0.PG DILOIOPG

DILISIPG 0IL0260.PG

CHLOTIOIPG

OILO2E0.PG 010290496

Fig. 7. Various illumination of image in days.
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Fig. 8. Image pre-processing in RGB images (original image, radiometric

calibrated, histogram equalized image).
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Fig. 9. Image alignment of Red image into NIR image (A) before, (B) after.
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NIR image RGB image

Excess Green

Otsu
Threshold

Qtsu Threshold

Fig. 10. Applying Otsu threshold in NIR images and RGB images.
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Fig. 11. Region of interest (ROI) in NIR images for extracting turf canopy

area.
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Fig. 12. Region of interest(ROI) in NDVI images.
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Table 3. Kruskal-Wallis test results for GCP and NDVI data.

GCP NDVI
df X2 P value df X2 P value
Aug 19 42.241 < 0.01 19 69.054 < 0.001
Sep 19 44.776 < 0.001 19 63.959 < 0.001
Oct 19 51.79 < 0.001 19 58.244 < 0.001
Nov 19 54.285 < 0.001 19 58.21 < 0.001
Dec 19 68.687 < 0.001 19 70.277 < 0.001
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Table 4. Average differences of GCP among germplasm for August to December.

Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Germplasm Measured value Germplasm Measured value Germplasm Measured value Germplasm Measured value Germplasm Measured value
san9dangugdae 100£0.00 *a san9dangugdae 100+0.00 a san303 98+3.11 a san208 94+4.16 a san208 92+2.05 a
san568 100£0.00 a san180 100£0.00 a san351 98+1.66 ab san351 93+5.34 a aewolbudu 51+5.52 ab
sanl84 100+0.00 a sanb68 99+0.21 ab san9dangugdae 98%1.37 ab aewolbudu 76£17.12 ab sanl87 36+£10.28 abc
san351 99+0.27 ab sanl84 98+2.75 abc sanl87 94+10.26 ab san218 75+14.27 ab san218 26+5.77 bed
sanl35 97+4.49 ab san351 99+0.37 abcd san208 96+1.78 abc sanb68 61£12.82 abc san45 26+9.08 bcd
suncheon 98+0.72 abc san2daejogu 99+0.50 abcd san41 93+3.58 abcd san180 57+14.81 bed san351 23%+6.13 cde
san41 98+0.69 abc san2b4 99+0.73 abcd san254 90£9.07 abcde san4l 53%32.54 bcde san41 21£13.01 def
sanl28 97+£2.72 abc san398 99+0.87 abcd sanl77 89£5.01 abcde san254 47+20.11 bcede san86 18+10.57 def
san218 97+5.04 abc san303 98+1.96 abcd sanl84 89+13.46 abcde san86 54+7.07 bcde sanl84 15£8.08 efg
san180 96+4.74 abc sanl28 98+2.92 abcd sanl28 84+13.80 bedef suncheon 51+3.86 bcde san9dangugdae 12%1.74 efgh
san254 97+0.96 bc sanl35 96+4.18 abcde san398 84+8.06 cdefg sanl84 50%£10.21 bcde san303 12+£1.47 fgh
san398 97+1.76 bc sanl87 91+13.01 abcdef aewolbudu 82+9.80 cdefg sanl87 53+17.65 bcde suncheon 9+6.74 ghi
san208 97+1.58 bc san41 98+0.85 bcdef san4b 79£9.38 defgh san303 43+£31.57 cdef san180 7£4.16 ghi
san4b 97+0.50 bc suncheon 98+0.92 bcdef sanZ2daejogu 82+12.33 defgh san4b 39+8.41 cdefg sanl28 7+4.64 hi
san303 96£1.66 bc san208 97x1.75 bedef san86 81t4.67 defgh sanl28 37x£27.65 cdefg  san398 4+2.04 ij
san2daejogu 96+4.30 bc san45 98+0.30 cdef san218 80£14.10 defgh sanl77 32+17.71 defg san2daejogu 3+£2.40 ij
sanl87 95+3.55 bc san86 97+0.80 cdef suncheon 76+£11.66 efgh san398 31+£12.28 efg sanl77 4+3.99 ijk
san&6 96+0.54 ¢ sanl77 95+2.69 def san180 67+£10.53 fgh san9dangugdae 2013.82 fg sanb68 3£1.53 jk
aewolbudu 95+2.14 ¢ san218 86+9.86 ef sanb68 60+10.93 gh sanl35 17£8.31 fg san254 2+1.53 jk
sanl77 95+3.30 ¢ aewolbudu 87+5.99 f sanl35 54+16.74 h san2daejogu 14+£7.39 g sanl35 1+£0.51 k

* Means of * standard deviation followed by different letters within columns are significantly different by Dunn test with

Benjamini—Hochberg (BH) adjustment. Non-parametric rank data were used for statistical analysis; however, untransformed

data are presented.
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Table 5. Average differences of NDVI among germplasm for August to December.

Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
Germplasm Measured value Germplasm Measured value Germplasm Measured value Germplasm Measured value Germplasm  Measured value

sanb68 0.85+0.01 =*a san351 0.76£0.02 a san208 0.65%+0.06 a san208 0.37£0.05 a san218 0.32+0.03 a
san4b 0.73£0.01 ab san208 0.69£0.03 a san351 0.58+0.02 ab sanb68 0.32+0.02 ab san208 0.28+0.03 ab
san351 0.75£0.02 ab san254 0.74£0.02 ab san254 0.58+0.07 abc aewolbudu 0.31£0.05 abc sanb568 0.23+0.03 abc
san254 0.73£0.01 bc sanb68 0.73£0.02 ab san41 0.51£0.09 abcd san351 0.31£0.01 abc sanl87 0.22£0.00 abc
san2daejogu 0.72£0.07 bed sanl77 0.60£0.04 abc sanl35 0.52%+0.05 abcd sanl87 0.30£0.02 abc aewolbudu 0.22£0.03 bc
sanl84 0.73£0.03 bcd sanZ2daejogu 0.65%+0.03 bed sanl87 0.50%£0.01 bcde san180 0.25£0.04 bed sanl84 0.21£0.02 cd
san208 0.70£0.03 cde san45 0.77£0.02 cde san45 0.49£0.05 bcdef san4 1 0.27£0.09 bcde san180 0.20£0.01 cde
san398 0.68+0.06 def sanl28 0.64£0.06 cde aewolbudu 0.47£0.07 cdefg san218 0.24£0.02 bcdef sanl35 0.1940.01 de
aewolbudu 0.66£0.04 ef san303 0.64£0.08 cdef sanb568 0.45+0.02 defgh san254 0.24£0.04 cdef san351 0.18+0.01 ef
san41 0.67£0.05 ef san398 0.59£0.07 def sanl84 0.45+0.08 defgh san398 0.21£0.04 defg san86 0.17£0.02 ef
san303 0.66x£0.05 ef sanl184 0.59£0.09 def sanl180 0.43%+0.05 defgh san2daejogu 0.21£0.02 defg suncheon 0.18£0.01 ef
sanl28 0.64£0.03 f san180 0.59£0.08 def san303 0.42+0.14 defghi suncheon 0.22£0.04 defg san4l 0.15+£0.07 fg
suncheon 0.65£0.04 f sanl35 0.59£0.03 def sanl77 0.40%£0.10 efghi sanl35 0.20£0.02 defg san398 0.15£0.03 fg
sanl77 0.63+0.04 fg aewolbudu 0.57£0.03 ef sanl28 0.40%£0.13 efghi san45 0.20£0.02 efgh san2daejogu  0.15%0.01 fg
sanl35 0.58+0.03 gh san41 0.62%£0.04 ef san2daejogu 0.40%£0.04 fghi san303 0.20%£0.08 fgh san254 0.14£0.01 gh
san218 0.52%+0.01 gh suncheon 0.57%£0.06 ef san218 0.37£0.04 ghij san86 0.194£0.02 fgh san4b 0.13+0.01 ghi
sanl180 0.57£0.04 h sanl187 0.56+0.04 fg suncheon 0.35%x0.06 hij sanl84 0.194£0.04 fgh san9dangugdae 0.12+0.00 hij
san86 0.49£0.01 hi san86 0.42£0.02 gh san398 0.31£0.07 15 sanl77 0.16£0.03 gh san303 0.10£0.03 ij
sanl87 0.52%+0.03 hi san218 0.42%+0.05 gh san86 0.26x0.04 j sanl28 0.13+0.04 h sanl77 0.09£0.01 j
san9dangugdae 0.45%+0.04 i san9dangugdae 0.36+0.06 h san9dangugdae 0.22£0.03 j san9dangugdae 0.14£0.01 h sanl28 0.08+0.02 j

* Means of * standard deviation followed by different letters within columns are significantly different by Dunn test with

Benjamini—Hochberg (BH) adjustment. Non-parametric rank data were used for statistical analysis; however, untransformed

data are presented.
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Fig. 13. Comparison different variance of GCP and NDVI per month.
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Fig. 14. Decline in monthly GCP of twenty turf germplasm.
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Germplasm

aewolbudu
sanizs
5an135
samlv7
san180
san1g4
san187
5anz08
san218
san254
sanZdaejagu
5an303
s5an3st
5an398
sand
sands
sans68
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sanf9dangugdae
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Table 6. RGB, GCP and NDVI images of twenty turf germplasm.

RGB

1 aewolbudu {88

2 san4l

3 san303

4

5 san3hl
6 san208
7 sanl77
8

9 sanl28
10 san3ys8
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11

san2daejogu

12 san568

13 san86

14 suncheon
15 sanYdangugdaeg

16 sanl81
17 sanl80
18 sanl35
19 san218
20  sanl87
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Germplasm
—*= aewolbudu
sanlz2a
san13s
san177
sant1gn
sanig4
s5ani1s7
san20g
san2i1a
san254

0.8-

0.6-

NDVI

sanZdaejogu
5an303
5an3s
5an3gs

0.4-

sand1
san4ds
0.2- sans6a
5angh

sanfdangugdae

IR EE N N N A

suncheon
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Fig. 15. Decline in monthly NDVI of twenty turf germplasm.
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Addendum 1. Dataset of GCP and NDVI of germplasm.

germplasm rep! month gcp? ndvi®
aewolbudu 1 8 95 0.61
aewolbudu 2 8 97 0.67
aewolbudu 3 8 98 0.70
aewolbudu 4 8 93 0.65
san41l 1 8 98 0.62
san41l 2 8 98 0.63
san41 3 8 99 0.70
san4l 4 8 99 0.71
san303 1 8 95 0.61
san303 2 8 99 0.63
san303 3 8 98 0.67
san303 4 8 97 0.72
san4b 1 8 97 0.74
san4b 2 8 97 0.75
san4b 3 8 98 0.73
san4b 4 8 98 0.78
san351 1 8 99 0.74
san3b1 2 8 100 0.75
san351 3 8 100 0.73
san351 4 8 99 0.78
san208 1 8 99 0.73
san208 2 8 99 0.72
san208 3 8 97 0.70
san208 4 8 95 0.67
sanl77 1 8 91 0.57
sanl77 2 8 96 0.66
sanl77 3 8 98 0.65
sanl77 4 8 97 0.65
san254 1 8 97 0.73
san254 2 8 97 0.73
san254 3 8 99 0.72
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san254 4 8 99 0.75
sanl28 1 8 94 0.61
sanl28 2 8 98 0.63
sanl28 3 8 99 0.66
sanl?28 4 8 99 0.67
san398 1 8 96 0.61
san398 2 8 97 0.66
san398 3 8 100 0.71
san398 4 8 97 0.74
sanZ2daejogu 1 8 90 0.63
sanZdaejogu 2 8 99 0.70
sanZdaejogu 3 8 99 0.76
sanZdaejogu 4 8 97 0.78
sanb68 1 8 100 0.85
sanb68 2 8 100 0.86
sanb68 3 8 100 0.84
sanb68 4 8 100 0.83
san86 1 8 98 0.49
san86 2 8 96 0.50
san86 3 8 96 0.50
san86 4 8 97 0.47
suncheon 1 8 99 0.68
suncheon 2 8 99 0.61
suncheon 3 8 98 0.62
suncheon 4 8 99 0.70
san9dangugdae | 1 8 100 0.43
san9dangugdae | 2 8 100 0.50
san9dangugdae | 3 8 100 0.46
san9dangugdae | 4 8 100 0.40
sanl84 1 8 100 0.77
san184 2 8 100 0.72
sanl84 3 8 100 0.71
sanl84 4 8 100 0.73
san180 1 8 100 0.52
san180 2 8 100 0.57
san180 3 8 98 0.58
san180 4 8 90 0.60
sanl35 1 8 100 0.61
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sanl35 2 8 100 0.56
sanl35 3 8 100 0.59
sanl35 4 8 91 0.55
san218 1 8 100 0.61
san218 2 8 100 0.56
san218 3 8 100 0.59
san218 4 8 90 0.55
sanl87 1 8 91 0.48
sanl87 2 8 97 0.52
sanl187 3 8 99 0.54
sanl87 4 8 98 0.53
aewolbudu 1 9 81 0.53
aewolbudu 2 9 90 0.58
aewolbudu 3 9 94 0.60
aewolbudu 4 9 84 0.59
san4l 1 9 98 0.53
san4l 2 9 97 0.58
san41 3 9 98 0.60
san41l 4 9 100 0.59
san303 1 9 96 0.61
san303 2 9 100 0.58
san303 3 9 100 0.63
san303 4 9 100 0.68
san4b 1 9 98 0.58
san45 2 9 98 0.58
san4b 3 9 98 0.66
san4b 4 9 98 0.75
san351 1 9 100 0.77
san351 2 9 100 0.79
san351 3 9 100 0.77
san351 4 9 99 0.75
san208 1 9 96 0.76
san208 2 9 100 0.75
san208 3 9 99 0.74
san208 4 9 97 0.79
sanl77 1 9 92 0.67
sanl77 2 9 96 0.73
sanl77 3 9 99 0.71

_54_




sanl77 4 9 97 0.67
san2b4 1 9 99 0.72
san2b4 2 9 99 0.73
san254 3 9 100 0.75
san2b54 4 9 100 0.75
sanl28 1 9 94 0.56
sanl28 2 9 99 0.62
sanl28 3 9 100 0.67
sanl28 4 9 100 0.70
san398 1 9 99 0.50
san398 2 9 100 0.58
san398 3 9 100 0.59
san398 4 9 98 0.68
sanZdaejogu 1 9 99 0.61
sanZ2daejogu 2 9 100 0.66
sanZdaejogu 3 9 100 0.68
sanZ2daejogu 4 9 100 0.66
sanb68 1 9 100 0.75
sanb68 2 9 100 0.73
sanb68 3 9 100 0.74
sanb68 4 9 100 0.70
san86 1 9 96 0.40
san86 2 9 97 0.40
san86 3 9 97 0.43
san86 4 9 98 0.43
suncheon 1 9 99 0.63
suncheon 2 9 98 0.51
suncheon 3 9 97 0.52
suncheon 4 9 99 0.61
san9dangugdae | 1 9 100 0.31
san9dangugdae | 2 9 100 0.44
san9dangugdae | 3 9 100 0.38
san9dangugdae | 4 9 100 0.32
san184 1 9 100 0.69
sanl84 2 9 100 0.62
sanl84 3 9 100 0.56
sanl84 4 9 94 0.49
sanl180 1 9 100 0.47
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san180 2 9 100 0.60
san180 3 9 100 0.63
sanl180 4 9 100 0.65
sanl35 1 9 100 0.61
sanl35 2 9 100 0.62
sanl35 3 9 92 0.56
sanl35 4 9 95 0.56
san218 1 9 74 0.38
san218 2 9 89 0.48
san218 3 9 34 0.38
san218 4 9 98 0.46
sanl87 1 9 100 0.60
sanl87 2 9 100 0.57
sanl187 3 9 92 0.54
sanl87 4 9 72 0.51
aewolbudu 1 10 70 0.38
aewolbudu 2 10 80 0.46
aewolbudu 3 10 92 0.53
aewolbudu 4 10 89 0.51
san41l 1 10 90 0.48
san41 2 10 91 0.43
san41 3 10 95 0.52
san4l 4 10 98 0.63
san303 1 10 94 0.31
san303 2 10 100 0.32
san303 3 10 100 0.43
san303 4 10 100 0.61
san4b 1 10 80 0.48
san4b 2 10 89 0.56
san4b 3 10 82 0.48
san4b 4 10 67 0.45
san351 1 10 99 0.61
san351 2 10 100 0.56
san351 3 10 96 0.58
san351 4 10 98 0.58
san208 1 10 95 0.68
san208 2 10 98 0.71
san208 3 10 99 0.65
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san208 4 10 95 0.58
sanl77 1 10 84 0.30
sanl77 2 10 388 0.38
sanl77 3 10 92 0.39
sanl77 4 10 96 0.54
san254 1 10 79 0.51
san254 2 10 87 0.54
san254 3 10 97 0.62
san2b4 4 10 98 0.67
sanl?28 1 10 68 0.28
sanl?28 2 10 79 0.32
sanl28 3 10 91 0.42
sanl28 4 10 100 0.57
san398 1 10 38 0.28
san398 2 10 87 0.31
san398 3 10 72 0.25
san398 4 10 89 0.41
sanZdaejogu 1 10 66 0.36
sanZdaejogu 2 10 88 0.41
sanZdaejogu 3 10 95 0.44
sanZ2daejogu 4 10 81 0.38
sanb68 1 10 46 0.47
sanb68 2 10 67 0.44
sanb68 3 10 71 0.45
sanb68 4 10 59 0.42
san86 1 10 75 0.23
san86 2 10 81 0.22
san86 3 10 84 0.28
san86 4 10 86 0.29
suncheon 1 10 80 0.39
suncheon 2 10 61 0.28
suncheon 3 10 77 0.31
suncheon 4 10 89 0.42
san9dangugdae | 1 10 97 0.19
san9dangugdae | 2 10 97 0.26
san9dangugdae | 3 10 100 0.20
san9dangugdae | 4 10 98 0.21
sanl84 1 10 100 0.56
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sanl84 2 10 100 0.47
sanl84 3 10 84 0.38
sanl84 4 10 72 0.39
sanl180 1 10 65 0.37
sanl180 2 10 53 0.41
san180 3 10 75 0.44
san180 4 10 76 0.50
sanl35 1 10 65 0.55
sanl35 2 10 68 0.56
sanl35 3 10 53 0.52
sanl35 4 10 31 0.44
san218 1 10 64 0.33
san218 2 10 96 0.43
san218 3 10 74 0.34
san218 4 10 87 0.37
sanl87 1 10 100 0.51
sanl87 2 10 100 0.50
sanl187 3 10 100 0.48
sanl87 4 10 79 0.50
aewolbudu 1 11 53 0.24
aewolbudu 2 11 74 0.29
aewolbudu 3 11 92 0.35
aewolbudu 4 11 86 0.35
san41 1 11 49 0.24
san41 2 11 16 0.18
san41 3 11 52 0.26
san41 4 11 95 0.40
san303 1 11 27 0.14
san303 2 11 19 0.14
san303 3 11 38 0.19
san303 4 11 89 0.31
san4b 1 11 33 0.18
san4b 2 11 50 0.22
san4b 3 11 40 0.19
san4b 4 11 32 0.19
san351 1 11 99 0.31
san351 2 11 86 0.30
san351 3 11 92 0.31
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san351 4 11 94 0.31
san208 1 11 96 0.38
san208 2 11 96 0.42
san208 3 11 96 0.38
san208 4 11 88 0.30
sanl77 1 11 13 0.13
sanl77 2 11 27 0.14
sanl77 3 11 35 0.15
sanl77 4 11 55 0.19
san254 1 11 25 0.20
san2b54 2 11 36 0.22
san254 3 11 61 0.25
san254 4 11 68 0.29
sanl28 1 11 5 0.09
sanl28 2 11 24 0.10
sanl28 3 11 52 0.14
sanl?28 4 11 67 0.19
san398 1 11 23 0.19
san398 2 11 40 0.22
san398 3 11 17 0.16
san398 4 11 41 0.27
sanZ2daejogu 1 11 6 0.19
sanZdaejogu 2 11 18 0.21
sanZdaejogu 3 11 22 0.24
sanZdaejogu 4 11 10 0.19
sanb68 1 11 44 0.34
sanb68 2 11 60 0.30
sanb68 3 11 72 0.31
sanb68 4 11 69 0.32
san86 1 11 46 0.18
san86 2 11 51 0.17
san86 3 11 54 0.19
san86 4 11 63 0.22
suncheon 1 11 50 0.25
suncheon 2 11 46 0.18
suncheon 3 11 56 0.19
suncheon 4 11 50 0.24
san9dangugdae | 1 11 26 0.14
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san9dangugdae | 2 11 18 0.16
san9dangugdae | 3 11 19 0.13
san9dangugdae | 4 11 19 0.15
sanl84 1 11 63 0.25
sanl84 2 11 53 0.18
san184 3 11 43 0.17
sanl84 4 11 41 0.17
sanl180 1 11 46 0.21
sanl180 2 11 48 0.25
san180 3 11 57 0.26
sanl180 4 11 78 0.31
sanl35 1 11 6 0.17
sanl35 2 11 23 0.22
sanl35 3 11 24 0.21
sanl35 4 11 16 0.20
san218 1 11 94 0.25
san218 2 11 77 0.26
san218 3 11 60 0.21
san218 4 11 69 0.24
sanl87 1 11 73 0.28
sanl87 2 11 59 0.28
sanl187 3 11 47 0.30
sanl87 4 11 32 0.33
aewolbudu 1 12 44 0.20
aewolbudu 2 12 55 0.20
aewolbudu 3 12 56 0.24
aewolbudu 4 12 51 0.26
san41 1 12 20 0.12
san41l 2 12 13 0.10
san41l 3 12 12 0.14
san41 4 12 40 0.25
san303 1 12 12 0.09
san303 2 12 15 0.08
san303 3 12 12 0.08
san303 4 12 11 0.14
san4b 1 12 24 0.12
san45 2 12 40 0.14
san4b 3 12 22 0.13
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san4b 4 12 21 0.13
san351 1 12 19 0.17
san351 2 12 29 0.17
san351 3 12 29 0.19
san351 4 12 17 0.18
san208 1 12 93 0.28
san208 2 12 95 0.32
san208 3 12 94 0.28
san208 4 12 90 0.24
sanl77 1 12 4 0.08
sanl77 2 12 2 0.09
sanl77 3 12 10 0.09
sanl77 4 12 0 0.11
san2b4 1 12 0 0.13
san2b4 2 12 4 0.14
san254 3 12 1 0.14
san2b4 4 12 1 0.14
sanl28 1 12 2 0.06
sanl28 2 12 6 0.07
sanl28 3 12 13 0.09
sanl28 4 12 7 0.10
san398 1 12 4 0.13
san398 2 12 6 0.17
san398 3 12 6 0.12
san398 4 12 1 0.18
sanZ2daejogu 1 12 2 0.15
sanZ2daejogu 2 12 4 0.15
sanZ2daejogu 3 12 7 0.16
sanZdaejogu 4 12 3 0.15
sanb68 1 12 0 0.27
sanb68 2 12 3 0.21
sanb68 3 12 2 0.21
sanb68 4 12 4 0.23
san86 1 12 12 0.15
san86 2 12 26 0.18
san86 3 12 30 0.19
san86 4 12 8 0.18
suncheon 1 12 4 0.18
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suncheon 2 12 19 0.17
suncheon 3 12 9 0.16
suncheon 4 12 5 0.19
san9dangugdae | 1 12 10 0.13
san9dangugdae | 2 12 12 0.13
san9dangugdae | 3 12 13 0.12
san9dangugdae | 4 12 13 0.12
sanl84 1 12 6 0.20
sanl184 2 12 22 0.22
sanl84 3 12 21 0.22
sanl184 4 12 12 0.19
sanl180 1 12 13 0.19
san180 2 12 4 0.19
sanl180 3 12 5 0.21
sanl180 4 12 7 0.21
sanl35 1 12 1 0.17
sanl35 2 12 0 0.20
sanl35 3 12 0 0.18
sanl35 4 12 1 0.20
san218 1 12 34 0.35
san218 2 12 21 0.30
san218 3 12 27 0.31
san218 4 12 24 0.30
sanl87 1 12 40 0.22
sanl187 2 12 49 0.22
sanl87 3 12 26 0.23
sanl87 4 12 32 0.22

rep' = replication

gcp? = green cover percentage (%)

ndvi® =
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normalized difference vegetation index




Addendum 2. Raw data of Canopy area, Green portion area, and Green cover percentage of germplasm.

month 8 Canopy area Green portion area Green cover percentage (%)
no germplasm Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4
1 aewolbudu 6229 6227 6363 6210 5893 6041 6217 5780 94.61 97.01 97.71 93.08
2 sandl 6233 6238 6303 6252 6087 6132 6253 6186 97.66 98.30 99.21 98.94
3 san303 6194 6088 6292 6238 5868 6000 6152 6023 94.74 98.55 97.77 96.55
4 sand5 6257 6384 6267 6264 6046 6190 6122 6110 96.63 96.96 97.69 97.54
5 san351 6259 6259 6370 6260 6225 6240 6353 6206 99.46 99.70 99.73 99.14
6 san208 6261 6378 6260 6250 6169 6298 6094 5956 98.53 98.75 97.35 95.30
7 sanl77 6212 6226 6359 6210 5636 5986 6242 6026 90.73 96.15 98.16 97.04
8 san254 6267 6382 6260 6260 6089 6179 6180 6168 97.16 96.82 98.72 98.53
9 sanl28 6204 6190 6322 6132 5801 6087 6285 6062 93.50 98.34 99.41 98.86
10 san398 6102 6221 6295 6325 5844 6056 6327 6150 95.77 97.35 100.51 97.23
11 san2daejogu 6183 6231 6324 6309 5573 6170 6279 6142 90.13 99.02 99.29 97.35
12 san568 6231 6216 6221 6162 6355 6261 6247 6250 101.99 100.72 100.42 101.43
13 san86 6203 6299 6261 6311 6054 6076 6041 6099 97.60 96.46 96.49 96.64
14 suncheon 6262 6334 6333 6275 6229 6244 6190 6207 99.47 98.58 97.74 98.92
15 san9dangugdae 5835 5819 5825 5807 6135 6220 6143 5836 105.14 106.89 105.46 100.50
16 sanl84 6118 6117 6066 6084 6209 6293 6156 6191 101.49 102.88 101.48 101.76
17 sanl80 4921 5681 5640 5698 5236 5781 5523 5130 106.40 10176 97.93 90.03
18 sanl35 5975 5741 5988 5735 6126 5948 6086 5220 102.53 103.61 101.64 91.02
19 san218 5978 5680 5665 5920 5983 5779 5643 5316 100.08 101.74 99.61 89.80
20 sanl87 5991 5989 5928 5894 6170 6074 5613 4399 90.80 96.66 98.63 97.86
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month 9 Canopy area Green portion area Green cover percentage (%)
no germplasm Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4
1 aewolbudu 6242 6257 6389 6240 5027 5632 5998 5235 80.54 90.01 93.88 83.89
2 sandl 6258 6260 6392 6262 6152 6101 6294 6232 98.31 97.46 98.47 99.52
3 san303 6209 6150 6313 6201 5963 6140 6326 6211 96.04 99.84 100.21 100.16
4 san4b 6266 6396 6266 6268 6128 6292 6170 6152 97.80 98.37 98.47 98.15
5 san35l 6258 6250 6335 6249 6257 6223 6341 6201 99.98 99.57 100.09 99.23
6 san203 6263 6396 6268 6259 5992 6367 6198 6079 95.67 99.55 98.88 97.12
7 sanl77 6246 6224 6371 6226 5757 6004 6276 6021 92.17 96.47 98.51 96.71
8 san2b4 6263 6375 6244 6268 6178 6297 6244 6264 98.64 98.78 100.00 99.94
9 sanlz3 6209 6225 6355 6183 5829 6154 6367 6247 93.88 98.86 100.19 101.04
10 san393 6214 6197 6260 6261 6134 6191 6307 6151 98.71 99.90 100.75 98.24
11 sanZdaejogu 6260 6244 6396 6254 6191 6248 6389 6238 98.90 100.06 99.89 99.74
12 san563 6323 6179 6232 6179 6296 6182 6247 6203 99.57 100.05 100.24 100.39
13 san3d6 6221 6345 6235 6243 5996 6164 6060 6139 96.338 97.15 97.19 98.33
14 suncheon 6274 6328 6274 6340 6236 6206 6100 6258 99.39 98.07 97.23 98.71
15 san9dangugdae 6183 6140 5987 5705 6192 6259 6293 6165 100.15 101.94 105.11 108.06
16 sanl84 6164 6078 5914 6102 6233 6275 6038 5766 101.12 103.24 102.10 94.49
17 sanl80 4992 5887 5922 6017 5622 6080 6082 6185 112.62 103.28 102.70 102.79
18 sanl35 6050 5994 6033 6087 6254 6018 5522 5764 103.37 100.40 91.53 94.69
19 san218 5018 5628 5680 5783 3707 4996 4783 5642 73.87 88.77 84.21 97.56
20 sanl87 6056 6046 6099 6074 6170 6074 5613 4399 101.88 100.46 92.03 72.42
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month 10 Canopy area Green portion area Green cover percentage (%)
no germplasm Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4
1 aewolbudu 6157 6226 6281 6221 4330 4991 5780 5548 70.33 80.16 92.02 89.18
2 sandl 6239 6234 6316 6330 5643 5670 6002 6204 90.45 90.95 95.03 98.01
3 san303 6092 5976 6075 6148 5709 6039 6062 6151 93.71 101.05 99.79 100.05
4 san4b 6250 6326 6333 6264 4982 5636 5206 4176 79.71 89.09 82.20 66.67
5 san35l 6240 6199 6348 6220 6205 6212 6116 6083 99.44 100.21 96.35 97.80
6 san203 6377 6226 6251 6244 6083 6114 6163 5948 95.39 98.20 98.59 95.26
7 sanl77 6158 6202 6286 6196 5177 5468 5758 5939 34.07 88.17 91.60 95.85
8 sanZb4 6382 6246 6182 6259 5037 5414 5979 6150 78.93 86.68 96.72 98.26
9 sanl2z3 6071 6090 6208 6083 4154 4789 5629 6115 68.42 78.64 90.67 100.53
10 san393 6042 6061 6183 6206 5314 5287 4464 5551 87.95 87.23 72.20 89.45
11 sanZdaejogu 6221 6216 6374 6243 4085 5440 6026 5036 65.66 87.52 94.54 80.67
12 san563 6296 6105 6131 6121 2920 4092 4369 3625 46.38 67.03 71.26 59.22
13 san3d6 6148 6206 6140 6194 4604 5038 5127 5309 74.89 81.13 83.50 85.71
14 suncheon 5900 5567 5082 5087 4292 3967 3944 3502 72.75 71.26 77.61 68.84
15 san9dangugdae 6244 6350 6252 6243 4989 3869 4796 5551 79.90 60.93 76.71 88.92
16 sanl84 5561 5942 5763 5262 5413 5757 5875 5157 97.34 96.89 101.94 98.00
17 sanl80 5124 5357 5578 5708 6075 5874 4710 4123 118.56 109.65 84.44 72.23
18 sanl35 4975 5698 5681 5939 3219 3043 4233 4530 64.70 53.40 74.51 76.28
19 san218 5956 5986 6129 6025 3884 4050 3231 1870 65.21 67.66 52.72 31.04
20 sanl87 5020 4797 5458 5719 5988 5915 5510 4545 119.28 123.31 100.95 79.47
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month 11 Canopy area Green portion area Green cover percentage (%)

no germplasm Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4
1 aewolbudu 6169 6224 6364 6175 3256 4602 5832 5284 52.78 73.94 91.64 85.57
2 sandl 6139 6126 6277 6224 3036 984 3240 5938 49.45 16.06 51.62 95.40
3 san303 5899 5743 5866 6045 1576 1103 2224 5391 26.72 19.21 37.91 89.18
4 san4b 6223 6347 6232 6258 2030 3173 2494 1998 32.62 49.99 40.02 31.93
5 san35l 6165 6105 6239 6118 6074 5237 5716 5774 98.52 85.78 91.62 94.38
6 san203 6244 6339 6253 6209 6009 6080 6029 5456 96.24 95.91 96.42 87.87
7 sanl77 6077 6129 6265 6151 779 1649 2171 3398 12.82 26.90 34.65 55.24
8 san2b4 6290 6117 6093 6237 1571 2190 3687 4210 24.98 35.80 60.51 67.50
9 sanl28 5796 5905 5957 5933 294 1427 3122 3947 5.07 24.17 52.41 66.53
10 san393 6044 6030 6190 6205 1394 2434 1060 2575 23.06 40.36 17.12 41.50
11 sanZdaejogu 6202 6215 6388 6232 403 1140 1429 603 6.50 18.34 22.37 9.68
12 san563 6206 6111 6161 6219 2702 3652 4428 4308 43.54 59.76 71.87 69.27
13 san3d6 6105 6206 6206 6168 2834 3161 3327 3895 46.42 50.93 53.61 63.15
14 suncheon 6209 6324 6248 6252 3130 2940 3490 3134 50.41 46.49 55.86 50.13
15 san9dangugdae 5406 5654 5517 5151 1405 994 1046 969 25.99 17.58 18.96 18.81
16 sanl84 5958 5703 5687 6039 3742 3045 2422 2472 62.81 53.39 42.59 40.93
17 sanl80 4200 5507 5623 5742 1927 2660 3202 4503 45.88 48.30 56.94 78.42
18 sanl35 6108 5805 5937 5589 370 1323 1443 897 6.06 22.79 24.31 16.05
19 san218 4411 5235 5476 5490 4140 4017 3299 3795 93.86 76.73 60.24 69.13
20 sanl87 5647 5397 5534 5956 4135 3202 2580 1900 73.22 59.33 46.62 31.90
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month 12 Canopy area Green portion area Green cover percentage (%)

no germplasm Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep?2 Rep3 Rep4
1 aewolbudu 6227 6145 6375 6226 2740 3395 3576 3177 44.00 55.25 56.09 51.03
2 sandl 6124 6087 6346 6204 1229 793 761 2484 20.07 13.03 11.99 40.04
3 san303 6081 5899 6085 6191 727 868 757 702 11.96 14.71 12.44 11.34
4 san4b 6186 6387 6212 6242 1459 2581 1383 1323 23.59 40.41 22.26 21.20
5 san35l 6241 6197 6325 6227 1175 1773 1820 1085 18.83 28.61 28.77 17.42
6 san203 6259 6374 6253 6235 5830 6048 5848 5613 93.15 94.89 93.52 90.02
7 sanl77 6118 6189 6213 6032 243 152 592 9 3.97 2.46 9.53 0.15
8 sanZb4 6250 6353 6226 6259 31 250 89 63 0.50 3.94 1.43 1.01
9 sanl2z3 6128 6162 6240 6018 125 352 823 442 2.04 5.71 13.19 7.34
10 san398 6017 6064 6181 6207 215 345 349 87 3.57 5.69 5.65 1.40
11 sanZdaejogu 6217 6236 6389 6245 114 231 471 183 1.83 3.70 7.37 2.93
12 san563 6320 6116 6160 6089 31 158 139 257 0.49 2.58 2.26 4.22
13 san3d6 6126 6234 6176 6183 728 1625 1836 499 11.83 26.07 29.73 8.07
14 suncheon 6246 6351 6262 6260 242 1189 576 317 3.87 18.72 9.20 5.06
15 san9dangugdae 5863 5755 5906 5851 566 696 7892 786 9.65 12.09 13.24 13.43
16 sanl84 6108 6055 5761 6082 339 1355 1231 703 5.55 22.38 21.37 11.56
17 sanl80 4701 5597 5680 5810 624 246 260 390 13.27 4.40 4.58 6.71
18 sanl35 6197 5812 6033 5681 34 0 0 60 0.55 0.00 0.00 1.06
19 san218 4827 5354 5592 5743 1663 1127 1536 1378 34.45 21.05 27.47 23.99
20 sanl87 5608 5369 5540 5720 4135 3202 2580 1900 73.22 59.33 46.62 31.90
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Addendum 3. Raw data of NDVI of germplasm from August to December.

Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
no germplasm Repl Rep2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep2 Rep3 Rep4 Repl Rep2 Rep3 Repd Repl Rep2 Rep3 Rep4
1 aewolbudu 0.61 0.67 0.70 0.65 0.53 0.58 0.60 0.59 0.38 0.46 0.53 0.51 0.24 0.29 0.35 0.35 0.20 0.20 0.24 0.26
2 san4l 0.62 063 0.70 071 061 058 0.63 068 048 043 052 063 024 0.18 026 040 0.12 0.10 0.14 0.25
3 san303 0.61 0.63 0.67 0.72 0.58 0.58 0.66 0.75 0.31 0.32 0.43 0.61 0.14 0.14 0.19 0.31 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.14
4 san4b 0.71 0.73 0.74 0.74 0.77 0.79 0.77 0.75 0.48 0.56 0.48 0.45 0.18 0.22 0.19 0.19 0.12 0.14 0.13 0.13
5 san351 0.74 075 0.73 078 0.76 075 0.74 079 061 056 058 058 031 030 031 031 0.17 0.17 0.19 0.18
6 san208 0.73 0.72 0.70 0.67 0.67 0.73 0.71 0.67 0.68 0.71 0.65 0.58 0.38 042 0.38 0.30 0.28 0.32 0.28 0.24
7 sanl77 0.57 0.66 0.65 0.65 0.55 0.62 0.60 0.64 0.30 0.38 0.39 0.54 0.13 0.14 0.15 0.19 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.11
8 san2b54 0.73 0.73 0.72 0.75 0.72 0.73 0.75 0.75 0.51 0.54 0.62 0.67 0.20 0.22 0.25 0.29 0.13 0.14 0.14 0.14
9 sanl28 0.61 0.63 0.66 0.67 0.56 0.62 0.67 0.70 0.28 0.32 0.42 0.57 0.09 0.10 0.14 0.19 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.10
10 san398 0.61 0.66 0.71 0.74 0.50 0.58 0.59 0.68 0.28 0.31 0.25 041 0.19 0.22 0.16 0.27 0.13 0.17 0.12 0.18
11 san2daejogu 0.63 0.70 0.76 0.78 0.61 0.66 0.68 0.66 0.36 0.41 0.44 0.38 0.19 0.21 0.24 0.19 0.15 0.15 0.16 0.15
12 sanb568 0.85 0.86 0.84 0.83 0.75 0.73 0.74 0.70 0.47 044 0.45 0.42 0.34 0.30 0.31 0.32 0.27 0.21 0.21 0.23
13 san86 0.49 0.50 0.50 0.47 0.40 040 0.43 0.43 0.23 0.22 0.28 0.29 0.18 0.17 0.19 0.22 0.15 0.18 0.19 0.18
14 suncheon 0.68 0.61 0.62 0.70 0.63 0.51 0.52 0.61 0.39 0.28 0.31 0.42 0.25 0.18 0.19 0.24 0.18 0.17 0.16 0.19
15 san9dangugdae 0.43 0.50 0.46 040 0.31 0.44 0.38 0.32 0.19 0.26 0.20 0.21 0.14 0.16 0.13 0.15 0.13 0.13 0.12 0.12
16 san184 0.77 0.72 0.71 0.73 0.69 0.62 0.56 049 0.56 047 0.38 0.39 0.25 0.18 0.17 0.17 0.20 0.22 0.22 0.19
17 san180 0.52 0.57 058 0.60 047 0.60 0.63 0.65 0.37 041 0.44 0.50 0.21 0.25 0.26 0.31 0.19 0.19 0.21 0.21
18 sanl35 0.61 056 0.59 055 061 062 056 056 055 056 052 044 0.17 0.22 0.21 020 0.17 0.20 0.18 0.20
19 san218 0.52 053 050 052 038 048 0.38 046 033 043 0.34 037 025 0.26 0.21 024 035 030 0.31 0.30
20 sanl187 0.48 0.52 0.54 0.53 0.60 0.57 0.54 0.51 0.51 0.50 0.48 0.50 0.28 0.28 0.30 0.33 0.22 0.22 0.23 0.22

_68_



A}

A}

t]o] A
=
E?:}l/]q_’
| A A &

=28
- o] %7]_0
U= H](H

=

ay o
| ]Eﬂ
e ox )
7ﬂmr7UTuL
B * w E e
N uzT = o)) oy A T 3
e wﬂEMEMOﬂMQﬂ
o ]kﬂo R auuﬁLW |
A xW@qu@ﬂrMﬂ%% |
,IL. . :
T o _u.umﬁgé mﬁu b_ﬂr ) of M
< Lorﬂi ﬂﬂ@é 5 5 ) S d 38
N 3 ) T M o P { N H R N A o _E
e wgg%gqamhﬂ%w - > L T T
ujp M Pﬂmm m W_n & o) w % ,ﬂu M_m J N - S X % 73 ﬁ 8
_uz_ 1l ~— BV o oE.v.
e gazmﬂ? %wﬂw% S 1Mmegﬁ
! N = P o i o ) 3 o RN uﬂ X T )
o= mEiH%AToE%kuA% Lo &%Hmﬂ_g
’ Eul = 5 a El A ]oﬁo aaﬂun_m‘_ T 3 ) T o & o oy
§ qqﬁu i E_ﬂ.ﬁ1 1H_g;ﬂo ..&%@
NE _%x%@qwri} o ﬂ%ur ﬁﬁ&]
\,lrﬂlll £_7A OMMJ.IOU_W — oF Mwlill_/o,.mﬁ
of il _xmuJ.o]d.l.L%v ﬂulmmo;_ ﬁJh}auﬂ
o »émﬂw%f émmo 4&%@%1%__%%
el u.u.oﬂoxMEmMﬂ J.Of }Uv Jlr_ho
5 S 5o 2 A}%c@ %ﬂgoﬁ
&) Arw%wﬂoﬁ%x}ua e wL¢ o lja_
e EmPumnmmLmeruu%ﬂﬂ_i drEéMEwwﬂw\zw
- ;oﬂ & .
ofn ﬁ@%ﬂm&%ﬂ%&?%ﬂ EMWHH1%Q#E
IH do < T = % o = o Nk i X S 57 o _ nos,
- ﬂo.oﬂAQﬂdruuﬁMumﬁ; _ﬂMﬂo# ﬂEEHmUva
o ﬂr@}d.. }au??uoﬂo _— koL Wwﬁr@ﬂ
N NUviA A_axﬂﬂﬂﬂv EEE%&@IH1UI =
- ﬂaamjuwwléﬂ Wéxﬂlr %1%3%%%@&1
i %&ﬂ%%z%%% 2 g Auaﬂ,_&@ﬁm,gvm
i ﬂﬂuumcga%wmﬂzm gvv,11ggyﬂ
S W uo__HToy_} T quqq < M M
]EAT%]ﬁ — s T o= _su]Na HR mﬂq
; x5ﬂ1uﬁmo@EqH @q@ﬁﬁﬂ%@ﬂ%
> Qﬂoﬂmﬂ%%@ﬂﬂf%k Qwéﬂw%ﬂﬂﬂ.ﬂo
A ﬂgumwﬁ%&z%ﬂﬁw Eoy.gofumnwmqg
ﬂHATENLLlﬂ/ﬂW HTﬂAI] Hﬂrﬂeﬂbufumﬂ 1JWW7
ﬂi?hiz%ﬁio Wuvandnulgot_/xmf
f:g.m il 5333 Pe o
7uoﬁud|7owr1_1;a_l x_;11L|o‘U|1;L1LF1UrL]JI
T CaC I @Mﬁoﬁﬁﬁ} = =
O_Lwﬂﬁ __yo,ﬂa wagq
wram ﬂ%ﬂﬂrormféﬁﬂ,&
oT]ﬁ i_ﬁ,l%
moci_ ,LUIX
%l;:h&% T
x%.awi@@ﬁu
ﬂth.ﬂ&oﬂ
1,7m_%L
by
X

- 69 -



!

<

HoF

S

)

2w weeh o

]

A

FAH

°©

A Fd

S

AY A%

mevha @ weksk A4 avh

Ly
a

A

i IM - Mv mm T O~ T o N o —_
AT AR TR -
I~ o N ol Wr.._u ™ = ﬂnH J— T
= H OE s pifzed T I v
B o= < M " I N X o
Ao W o T oo T a N O M
I - zr &m 3 G ° W gy oy T ° Y
= urL i al8 T up ~ N T = o
T 3] i o W OE n < - o =
it a Az o W og o3 T = -

1 HH — ,ﬂl ﬂAH_ Mu_,_ xX 7L — UH LN_ 7
cR I T A S B X = oo g
noe owm K Fyxuug s W
Ao E EY R oo o X ol =
S EEE FETisavaAa o <% =
0o %wuﬂur%@yi v
J w | X o NN o= " & T A
w0 - = - o o) < - T h = R —_ - ~
T = X T o o nwo R i
%_m 0 — o = o B o w] o u] oy iy ol mm i
oo O N Ao iy
NE 3R —_ B W T ' o= B
—_ zo g = T 5 &g B {Jz ~
Mu e — o Y Moooup o - E N 2p o =
. W X o 1 B W T do W ER o) e W o ”% =
XN M_ zT iy —_ JI : — ﬂA_! ‘A w_.t Mo _ 1__/l r -
w < B B T IR S R
T 2 oy o o X R R o
_i LL < o_.u X g E: 0 LT o7 X o= M
= W N = B ow ® T B o N T o
-5 U : = = o 4 R T O Mz o e ®
TR d = vLﬂ%ﬁTEHBEAgv]wRu%
fe SH ) 3 3 2 M o L _ 5 = N
Mg o %o AR S R e
[0
W 2 W T M oo B i WMol 2 TRt T R
B oS T T x O~ %~ N B I Y o= oo
o) o o AN = BT X & = — X
O < = g M g B o == T 5o - BT
< g U.._ E _ﬂ_ 10 ,ﬂl N ‘m.mﬂ o \HU i ,MVI
iy - - z.L _:_H ~0 T L:A ﬂl E.E ~ s B
B o2 B e H A= 7 R o woAR g N
o = ol o = o - T o TR om ° oo
of o Fom o ow M o w Th o= W
oo o v 93 o w N WMo TE o T E
" T T T or T T o s H o o o T - - -
Bo ) s Ho B
& A . X ®
=R T T E

] Aol A

=

=

202241 69 ©]

- 70 -

H

ek

alxjEto 7 o 7]
== "y A



	Ⅰ. 서      론
	Ⅱ. 연  구  사
	1. 한국잔디
	1. 잔디에서 내환경성 연구
	2.1. 기존 방법
	2.2. 화상 기반 연구
	2.3. 내한성과 관련된 화상 기반 연구


	Ⅲ. 재료 및 방법
	1. 잔디 재배
	1. 이미지 획득
	3. 이미지 전처리
	4. 이미지 분석
	4.1. RGB영상 기반의 녹기율 산출
	4.2. 다분광영상 기반의 NDVI 산출

	5. 통계분석

	Ⅳ. 결       과
	Ⅴ. 고       찰
	Ⅵ. 인 용 문 헌
	Ⅶ. 실험 데이터


<startpage>8
Ⅰ. 서      론 3
Ⅱ. 연  구  사 6
 1. 한국잔디 6
 1. 잔디에서 내환경성 연구 7
  2.1. 기존 방법 7
  2.2. 화상 기반 연구 8
  2.3. 내한성과 관련된 화상 기반 연구 9
Ⅲ. 재료 및 방법 11
 1. 잔디 재배 11
 1. 이미지 획득 16
 3. 이미지 전처리 19
 4. 이미지 분석 22
  4.1. RGB영상 기반의 녹기율 산출 22
  4.2. 다분광영상 기반의 NDVI 산출 25
 5. 통계분석 27
Ⅳ. 결       과 28
Ⅴ. 고       찰 39
Ⅵ. 인 용 문 헌 43
Ⅶ. 실험 데이터 52
</body>

