Estimating tomato LAl from daily

minimum soil temperature data.
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BACKGROUND:
Existing LAl determination methods are often time-
consuming, expensive, destructive or have low temporal

data.

resolution hence the need for new approaches.

METHODS
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As LAl increases, the daily minimum soil temperature

difference is reduced.

g A faster, low cost, non -
destructive way to determine LAl

from readily available soil sensor
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The red arrow points to a drastic change in the soil temperature pattern immediately following
harvest of above ground biomass done on the 110t" day after planting (DAP). The diagram on the
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