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Output of leaf wetness sensor and relative humidity.
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Output of leaf wetness sensor and precipitation.

Fig. 4 &iHIC
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Output of leaf wetness sensor and precipitation during no rainfall days (9/7/2008 — 9/11/2008).
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Output of leaf wetness sensor and relative humidity during no rainfall days (9/7/2008 — 9/11/2008).
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Table 1  r OHAL

Fig. 11 &3

(7R
Skwa & a; DB,
Relationship between Sy, and ] .

(1)
Swa & ai pYEEIE
Relationship between Sy, and aL.



