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CpaBHHUTE/IHA OlIEHKA HA METOIHU 3a onpe/easiHe HA JJUCTHA
IUIOI HA AoMaTeHu pacTteHusi (Solanum lycopersicum Mill.)
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Pe3iome

JlucTHaTa Myoml € U3KIIOYUTETHO BakHa MOp(dosIoruuHa xapakTepuctuka. OT Hest MOXe Ja ce
HOJIY4YH pa3HOpOJHAa MH(OpPMAIIMS 32 OHTOI€HEe3Hca Ha PACTEHUATA B 3aBUCHMOCT OT YCJIOBHUATA
Ha cpenara U BUAOBHUTE OCOOCHOCTH, U3MOJI3BAHETO HA XPAHUTEIHHU BEIIECTBA U BOJA, PACTEXK,
NOTEHIIMAJIECH JOOUB, KOHKYPEHIIHSI MEXy TSAX U T.H.

B nacrosimmara pabora e u3MepeHa JIMCTHATA IUIOIL Ha Ch/I0BO OTIVIC)KJAHU IOMAaTEHU PACTEHHS B
nBe (a3 OT Pa3BUTUETO UM C JIBa METO/IA 32 aHAJIU3 — IPAaBUMETPHUEH U Upe3 JUruTaiHa 00paboTka
Ha M300paxeHHs cbe cnenuanusupan copryep Image J. [Tlonyuenute pesyararu ca cCblOCTaBEHH, KaTo
¢ yCTaHOBEHA 3HAYMTETHA Kopenalus Mexay Tsx (R*=0,9986). JlaHHUTE MOKA3BAaT, Y€ ONPEICIISIHETO
Ha JIMCTHA IJIOII Ha CJIOKHU 10 (hopMa JINCTA, KAKBUTO ca JJIOMAaTeHUTE, Upe3 00padoTKa Ha AUTUTAITHU
u300paxkeHus nocpencTBoMm copryep Image J e akyparen metos, ¢ To4HOCT HaJ 98%.

KuarouoBu nymu: nomar, Image J, 06paboTka Ha n300paxeHus, FpaBUMETPUUECH METO/I, U3MEpBaHe
Ha IJIOIITA Ha JIMCTAaTa, CIOKEH JIUCT

Evaluation of Gravimetric method and Digital image analysis
method for estimating leaf area of tomato plants (Solanum ly-
copersicum Mill.)

Veselina Vasileva

ISSAPP ,,N. Poushkarov”, Sofia
Corresponding author: vasileva.v.h@gmail.com

Citation: Vasileva, V. (2021). Evaluation of Gravimetric method and Digital image analysis method
for estimating leaf area of tomato plants (Solanum lycopersicum Mill.) Bulgaria Journal of Soil Sci-
ence, Agrochemistry and Ecology, 55(3-4), 22-28.

Abstract

22



Leaf area is an important plant morphological trait. It is essential to understand the plant-soil-water
relations, crop growth, potential yield, plant competition, respiration, light reflectance etc.

The methods described in this paper was used to estimate leaf area of pot experiment tomato plant
in two development stage (Flowering and Fruit Formation Stage). Digital image analysis software
Image J is an alternative for standard Gravimetric method for tomato leaf area measurement. The
estimates by using Image J had significant linear relationships with the estimates obtained by using
Gravimetric method (R?=0.9986). The Digital image analysis with software Image J can estimate

leaf area of tomato plants highly accurate (98%).

Key words: tomato, Image J, image processing, gravimetric method, leaf area measurement,
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BonBenenue

JlucTtHaTa TIIONI € €Ha OT HAaW-BaXKHUTE
MOP(OJIOTHYHY XapAKTEPUCTUKU HA PACTCHHSATA.
Ts naBa uH(GOpPMAIHSI 32 KOHKYPEHIIMSTA MEXK LY
OTJICJTHH PACTCHHS, MEPKUTE 32 PACTUTEITHA 3aIIUTA,
XPaHEHETO, B3aUMOJICHCTBHETO: PACTCHUE-TI0YBA-
BO/Ia, ACHMIUIAIUATA HA BBIJICPOJI, BOMHHAT H
eHeprueH Oananc B pacrenusira (Harper, 1977,
Ackerly et al., 2002; Blanco & Folegatti, 2005;
Lechov et al., 2013). Upes Hes ce onpenens
peKMMa Ha CTbHYEBATA paUaIlysl U MPEeHOoca Ha
TOTUTMHA, & OT TaM U IIPOIECUTE HA PECIIHPAIUS
u porocunTesa (Guo & Sun, 2001; Jo & Shin,
2020). Criopen Smart (1974) u Williams (1987)
TS € TIOKa3aTell 3a W3MOJI3BAaHeTO Ha BoJa U
XPaHUTEITHA BEIICCTBA OT PACTCHHSITA, PacTeka
Ha KYJITYPHUTE U MMOTCHI[HATHUS UM J00MB.

M3mepBaHeTO Ha JIMCTHA IJIONI HA pACTEHUATA
e 00ekT Ha peauna uicieaBanusi. OCHOBHO ce
M3II0JI3BAT HIKOJIKO METO/Ia — U3MEpPBATEITHU
ypenu (€NeKTPOHHH, Ta3ePHH ) — OT MOPTATUBHHU 10
TOJIEMH, TIO3UIIMOHUPAHH B JIAOOPATOPHHU yCIIOBUS
(Blanke, 1995; Ebert, 1995; Beverly & van Lersel,
1998; Ogoke et. al., 2004; Igathinathane et al.,
2006); nIaHUMETPUYHH U TPABUMETPUYHU METOIU
(Sestak et al., 1971; Daughtry, 1990; Jonckheere et
al., 2003). [llupoxo M3Mon3BaHu B IPAaKTHKATa Ca
JMHCHHHUTE YPAaBHEHUS M MATEMaTHUCCKH MOJICITH,
pa3paboTeHH 3a Pa3INIHH KYJITYpH — [IapeBUIIA
(Stewart & Dwyer, 1999), cpruorien (Rouphael
etal., 2007), cos (Stoykov & Mitova, 2007), dacysn
(Bhatt & Chanda, 2003), 3axapHo 1sexio (Tsialtas
& Maslaris, 2005; Tsialtas & Maslaris, 2008).

[TomoOHM ypaBHEHHUS ca pa3pabOTEHH U 32 peauLa
3eNIEHYYIH U IJI0710Be — penuukH (Salerno et al.,
2005), uymku (De Swart et al., 2004; Cemek et
al., 2011), nyk (Corcoles et al., 2015), TuKkBUUKH
(Rouphael et al., 2006), matmamxkan (Rivera et
al., 2007; Hinnah et al., 2014), nomar (Garg &
Mandahar, 1972), kpactaBuia (Robbins & Pharr,
1987; Blanco & Folegatti, 2003), 6poxomnu (Stop-
pani et al., 2003; Olfati et al., 2010), 3ene (Olfati
etal., 2010), nuns (Rouphael et al., 2010), sirona
(Mandal et al., 2002; Demirsoy et al., 2005).
ABtopu kato Bignami & Rossini (1996); Nyak-
wende et al., (1997); Heuvelink (1998); O’neal et
al. (2002), oTuuTaT OrpaHUYEHUS U HEAOCTATHIH
B U30pOCHUTE METOAM U 3a MOAXOISIIA TSIXHA
aJTepHATUBA Ce SIBSIBAT METOJH, Oa3upaHu Ha
JUTUTATHHA U300pasKeHHs K KOMITFOTHPHH POTpaMu
3a ananu3 (Hagerup et al., 1990; Chaohui et al.,
2010; Sanjay & Bodhe, 2011; Chaudhary et al.,
2012).

['onsiMa "acT oT pacTeHusTa Ce XapaKTepu3upaT
ChC cioxkeH (110 (hopma) JIUCT U TOBA AOMBIHUTEITHO
3aTpy/AHSBA OMPEICIITHETO Ha IMCTHATA MM ILJIOI]
M0 KJIACUYECKHUTE METOJU, UMEHHO TaKbB € U
ciayyasT ¢ pomarure. Jluctara um ca pasaenHo
TEKOTIEPECTH, TUCTHUTE JISUIOBE Ca MO-TTUTKO UITU
JHOIIOKO HApsI3aHU Mo nepudepusara ¢ MEKIMHHI
auctyeta Mexay Tax (Shaban et al., 2014). Ot
Jpyra cTpaHa IleHaTa Ha CIeIUuaATIN3UPAHUTE
M3MepBaTeITHU ypear 3a TUCTHA TUIOII € BUCOKA.
Llenta Ha HacTosmara paboTta Geriie ga BaTuaupa
U3I0JI3BAHETO HA HACTOJICH CKEHEP M Open-source
coryep Image J 3a onpenensiHe Ha TUCTHA MO
Ha JIOMaTy 4pe3 ChIOCTABSHE HA MOJYUYCHUTE
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JaHHHU C KIIACUYCCKUSA I'PaBUMCTPHUYCH MCTOU.
MaTepHa.Jm H METOAH

[Ipy KOHTpOJIMPAHU YCIOBUS € U3BEICH
cboB onuT ¢ 10 xubpuaa u TMHUHM TOMATH
(IeTepMUHAHTHU, YCTOWYHMBHU U BUCOKO IOOMBHH,
HOAXOSAIIN U 32 PAHHO MOJICKO MPOU3BOJICTBO),
mob6e3Ho npenoctaBeHu oT EnzaZaden, Bul-
garia. BpB (haza 2-4 CHIMHCKHU JIUCT TOMATUTE 32
3acajJieHd B ChJIOBE ¢ BMecTuMocT 2,5 kg mousa
- 110 4 pacTeHus Ha CbJ1 B 12 IOBTOpPEHNUS HA COPT.
B nBe (hazu ot pazBuTHETO HA TOMATUTE (HAYAI0
Ha Ub(TEX U IJI0J0JaBAHE) € MPEMaXBaHO 10
1 pacTtenue Ha CbJl 3a ONpENEISHE Ha JIUCTHATA
IO,

CpaBHeHH ca JBa IECTPYKTUBHU METOAa —
rpaBuMeTpuueH (Ross & Ross, 1995) u upe3 ananus
Ha IUTUTAITHA U300paKeHHs ChC CIICIUANTN3UPAH
codryep Image J (Ferreira & Rasband, 2012). [Tpu
M3MEpPBAHETO Ha JINCTHATA IJIOI HA JOMATUTE TI0
IpaBUMETPUYHUS METO/] JIUCTATA Ca OTCTPAHEHU
OT pacTeHHETO M KOITMPHHU BbPXY CTaHAapTHA Osiia
xaptus (80 gm?). Konrero e u3psi3aHo U TEIIOTO
My IIpeMepeHO Ha eJIeKTpoHHa Be3Ha. [Tomyuenoro
TEIVIO € CPAaBHEHO C TENIOTO KBAJPaT C pa3Mepu
10x10 cm ot cbiara xaptus (u3mepeno 0,702 g).
JIucTHara IO € U34YKciaeHa no ¢popmyrnara:

LA(cm?)=100*0,702(teroro Ha kBajapar 10x10
cm)/X(TeXJIOTO Ha XapTUEHOTO KOIIHE)

Image J e codryep 3a 00paboTKa Ha H300pAKEHUS
C OTBOPEH KO/, KOMTO € IpeIHa3Ha4YeH 32 HAy4YH!
MHOTOM3MepHH n300paxenus. [Ipu To3u meronq
JMCTaTa ca OTCTPAHEHH OT PACTEHUETO M CKAHUPAHU
ype3 CanoScan 200 BbB BUCOKA PE30IOLHUS
BBPXY OSJI JIHCT, C PEABAPUTEITHO MOATOTBEHA
M3BECTHA ILJI01I (OKPBKHOCT C AUAMETHP 2 ¢m)
3a KanuOpupane Ha nporpamara. M3o6paxenusra
ca CerMEHTUPAHM I10 IBAT — (POH U JOMATEH JIHCT,
KaTo Cca 3aITbJIHEHH €BEHTYaJIHU HapaHSIBaHUsI 10
JMCTATA, 32 MO-MIPELU3HO U3MEPBAHE HA TUIOITa
(caumMka 1). JIucTHaTa oy ce u34ucisiBa,
KaTo 32 OTIpaBHA TOUKa CE M3II0JI3BA IIOIITA Ha
W3BECTHUS OOCKT.
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JlanauTe ca 00pabOTeHU CTAaTUCTHYCCKU -
Multi-factor ANOVA u Duncan Multiple Range
Test (DMRT) npu 5% HUBO Ha JOCTOBEPHOCT
gpe3 Statgraphics Centurion.

Pe3yararu u o6cbikaane

Wzuncnena e nuctHara mont Ha 120 gomarenu
pacteHust — 1mo 12 or BCUYKH, BKIIOUYEHU B
n3clIeIBaHeTO copTa. JlaHHUTE ca OCpeaHEeHHU
3a aBeTe a3y Ha OTUUTAHE U Ca MPEACTaBEHU
B Tabmuma 1. [To-BrcOKH CTOHHOCTH HA JINCTHA
ILIONI ca TOJIyYeHU MPU U3IOJI3BAHETO Ha
rpaBUMETPUYHUS METOJI, KaTO TOBA ce HaOIIoaBa
U TIpU JIBETE€ U3MEPBaHUSI Ha BCUUYKU COPTOBE.
ITpu oTunTaneTo B HauanoTO Ha asa ,,LIbhTex
Pa3IMKHUTE B OTy4YeHAaTa JUCTHA ILIOLT BApHPAT OT
0,83-1,97 (0,29-0,76%). IIpu BTOpOTO OTUUTAHE
(magayio Ha ¢aza ,,IlnogomaBane ) pa3nuKuTe
ca B MaJIKO MO-1upoku rpanunu 1,06-5,82, Ho
OTHOBO IIPOLIEHTHOTO UM OTpakeHue € nox 1,2%
(0,20-1,17%) (Tabnuua 1).

CpaBHEHHETO Ha JAHHUTE, IMOIYYEHHU Upe3
JIBaTa METO/1a IOKa3Ba, Y€ OTUYETCHUTE PA3IIHKHU Ca
B PaMKHUTE Ha CTaTUCTUYECKaTa rpeika. Jlnctaure
ILUTOIIHY, MOJyYEeHHU Ype3 IPaBUMETPUUHUSI-
KJIacHueCcKH MeTo ¥ coryep Image J, monagar B
eIHa XOMOT€HHA I'PyTIa, T.€. PA3IUKUTE MEXKIY TSIX
HE ca 3HAYUMU CTAaTUCTUYECKH (Tabmuma 2).

3a 1a ce ChIIOCTABAT JIBaTa METO/IA JINCTHATA
IUIOMI, M3MepeHa B JiBeTe a3y ca 00CTUHEHU U
npezcTaBenu rpadpuuno Ha ¢urypa 1. Bucokara
kopenanus 1 noinydeHusT R2=0,9986 Bogst no
3aKJIIOYEHUETO, Y€ JIBaTa METOJIA 3a OTIPE/ICIITHE
Ha JINCTHA IUIOII CA CHIIOCTABUMHU U PE3YITATHTE
OT aHaJIn3a Ha U300pAKECHUATA Ca aKypaTHH.
[MonoOuu mannu ca onucanu ot Chaudhary et
al., (2012). B uscnenBaHeTo cu Te U3MepBaT
nucTHaTA oI Ha 70 JHcTa OT pa3nyHu BHI0BE
Ype3 AUTUTAIHHA U300paKeHUSI U CHIIOCTABSIT
pe3yaTaTuTe C JIUCTHATA IJIONI, ONpeaeseHa
IUTAHUMETPUYHO BBPXY MUJIMMETPOBA XapTHSl.
Joxnazasar 3a 99% tounoct Ha meTona. Pandey &
Singh (2011) ycraHoBsIBaT 3HaYMTEIHA KOPETALHS
(R? B rpanunure 0,933-0,998) Ha nucTHA TUIO0LI]
u3mepena upe3 SYSTRONICS, Leaf Area Meter-
211 n muianumeTpuuHo. Te n3cienBar miomra
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a) RGB image of tomato leaf b) Segmented image

Cunmka 1. Jlomaren nuct B RBG u cermenTHpano n3o0paxkeHne
Image 1. Tomato leaf in RBG and Segmented image
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®ur. 1. Bpb3ka Mex1y IUIOIITa Ha JIMCTaTa Ha JoMaTu (cm? pacteHue '), u3MepeHa upes copryep 3a
uuQpoB aHaIN3 Ha n300paxkeHueTo Image J 1 oleHeHa O TPaBUMETPUYEH METO

Fig. 1. Relationship between tomato leaf area (cm? plant') measured by Digital image analysis software
Image J and estimated by Gravimetric method
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Ta6auna 1. [Tnowr ot nucra Ha gomaru (cm? pactenue'), namepena upe3 codryep 3a udpoB aHaIU3 Ha

n3o0paxkeHueTo Image J u rpaBuUMeTprUUEH METON

Table 1. Tomato leaf area (cm? plant!) measured by Digital image analysis software Image J and Gravi-

metric method

Tenorun/ Eran na usdrex/Flowering Stage Etan na popmupane na miaonose/Fruit Formation Stage
Genotypes I'paBume- Image J Ab6comotHr  I'pemxn/ I'paBume- Image J AGcomotHr  I'perkn/

TPHYCH rpemkn/ Errors TpUYCH rpemku/ Errors

Mmerox/ Absolute Mmerox/ Absolute

Gravimetric Errors Gravimetric Errors

method method

cm? cm? % cm? cm? %
Bersola F1 318,04 316,49 1,55 0,49 731,03 729,63 1,40 0,19
Atak 259,00 257,03 1,97 0,76 682,61 680,10 2,51 0,37
Sadeen F1 335,05 333,38 1,68 0,50 720,36 716,48 3,87 0,54
E26.33342 262,93 261,85 1,08 0,41 747,42 745,02 2,40 0,32
E27.32927 227,14 226,31 0,83 0,37 539,18 538,12 1,06 0,20
Sheena F1 184,85 183,93 0,92 0,50 498,09 492,26 5,82 1,17
3830 234,58 233,65 0,94 0,40 436,67 435,34 1,33 0,30
3093 215,96 215,07 0,89 0,41 548,21 546,81 1,41 0,26
Miliana-VF 280,42 279,38 1,04 0,37 524,00 522,35 1,64 0,31
Nikolina F1 311,36 310,46 0,90 0,29 484,24 481,61 2,63 0,54

Taoauna 2. CpaBHeHHEe Ha U3MEPBAHETO HA IUIONITA HA JIUCTaTa

Table 2. Comparison of leaf area measurement

ITmort Ha momarenuTe sucta/Tomato Leaf Area (cm? plant™)

Etam Ha usdTex/Flowering

Etan Ha ¢opmupane Ha monoBe

Stage /Fruit Formation Stage
Gravimetric method 262,93 a 591,18 a
Digital image analysis Image J 261,76 a 588,77 a
Average 262,34 589,98
Stnd. deviation 106,644 166,207
Stnd. error 9,755 15,204
LSD>95% 27,179 42,358

Ha OTJICJIHU JUCTa OT 33 pa3iuyHU JbPBECHU
Buja (borannyueckara rpajiHa KbM YHUBEPCUTET
Banaras (BHU), Bapanacu Uaaust). O’neal et al.
(2002) cpaBusBat aucTHa ol Ha cost (Glycine
max L.), mamepena ¢ LI-COR 3000, Leaf area
meter ¥ 4pe3 AUTUTaTHU n3o0paxenus. [lomyyena
¢ 3HauMTeTHa Kopenamus R*=0,99.

3akJroueHue

JIuctHara mon € 00eKT Ha peiia U3CIeIBaHMS,
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HO Hal-IIMPOKO M3MOJI3BAHUTE METOAU 3a
OTIPEIEIISTHETO U Ca TPYJAOSMKH H OTHEMAT MHOTO
BpeMe, 0COOEHO aKo ce U3MepBa JIMCTHATA IO Ha
CIIOKEH JIUCT WM ToJisiM Opoit iucta. OOpaboTkarta
Ha TUTUTAITHU n300paxenus B Image J mpemaxsa
HSKOU OT OCHOBHHTE OTPaHIMICHNS HA KITACHYECKHUTE
TUTAHUMETPUYCH M TPaBUMETPUICH METO/I.
ExcrieppMeHTanHNTE pe3yaTaTH oKa3Bar, ue
METOIIBT € aKypaTeH, KaTo CpeIHaTa TOYHOCT € HaJ|
98%. ToBa ce MOTBBPK/1aBa U Upe3 CPABHSABAHETO
Ha TIOJIyYEHUTE PE3YNITATH C TE3H, TOIyIEeHH OT



rpaBUMCTPUYHHA MCTOA U OTUCTCHATA SHAYUTCIIHA
kopenarust (R?=0,9986).

[Tonyyenute B HacTosimara padora pe3yinTaru
BOJISIT JI0 3aKJIFOYCHHUETO, Y€ J[BaTa M3IMUTBAHU
MeTo/a 3a OIpezeisiHe Ha JINCTHA IUION] ca
cbrioctaBuMH. OTpeIeassHETO Ha JIUCTHA
IJIOII Ha CIIOKHH 1O (popma JincTa, KaKBUTO
ca JOMaTeHHTe, Ype3 00paboTKa Ha AUTHTAITHH
n300pakeHus mocpeacTBoM copryepsT Image J
€ TOYEH METO]I.

BiiarogapHocTH aBTOPHT M3Ka3Ba CIICIIUATHU
0J1aroIapHOCTH 3a MOJKpeIaTa U KPUTUIHHUTE
Oenexku Ha nipod. a-p MIBanka MurtoBa u
npod. ncH Huxonait {lunes, UTTA3P ,,Hukomna
[Tymkapos*, Codus.
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