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Measuring Canopies - Why Introduction to CCP < FPC Model
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Fitting the Clumping Ratio Model Measurlng CIumpmg (Q)
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Improved Omega (Q2) < Clumping Model LAI < Basal Area

@Same Relationship but improved confidence © @Theoretical models — more leaf = more BA
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Leaf Angle Corrected LAI <> Basal Area FPC < LAI Final Relationship

@Slightly different estimator @We have estimated G and Q
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