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Convenient Estimation for Leaves Area of Sweet-potato
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Abstract: Methods of leaf area calculation were investigated for sweet-potato leaves,based on the measurement

of length-width multiplication method. The results showed that the precision of formula calculating method

which average relative error was 7. 2% ,was higher significantly (P<C0. 05). Than that of the leaf area meter

method which average relative error was 2. 8% ,but it also satisfy the precision demand for the mensurationset

of sweet-potato leaves. Furthermore, the formula calculating method was a good measurement because of its

simple manipulation,cheap cost and better practicability.
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