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Fig. 1. Hlustration of leaf color chart (LCC).
’H’ /J.;‘i’ = é’; The numbers (LCC; n = {2, 3, 4, 5}) Indicate

! different color-state of each color panel.
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Fig. 2. Screeplots for the RGB-based (a), SR-based (b), and ND-based (c) PCR and PLSR principal components.
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Fig. 3. Validation of the RGB-based PCR (a), SR-based PCR (b), ND-based PCR (c), RGB-based PLSR (d), SR-based PLSR (e), and ND-based PLSR (f) models.
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