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reflectance)
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taken from approximately 1.5 m height. Excess green index (EGI, Woebbecke CFAPAR Fig. 9. Seasonal variation of LAI at the six-year REFERENCES 4
et al., 1995) was used to distinguish green plant and other materials (Fig. 5). L e . -
’ ) 8 8 P (Fig.5) PAR_ observed in this study does not consider PAR absorption by mosses. Rocha and Shaver, 2009. Agric. For. Meteorol. 149, 1560-1563.
EGI =2G - (R + B) o : : Steinberg et al., 2006. [EEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens. 44, 1818-1828.
R, G, and B are RGB digital number (0-255). Hence, PAR,_was compared to vegetation cover excluding moss cover,
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