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Prediction of Leaf Wetness based on the Hourly Meteorological Data
Dept. of Agronomy, Kyung Hee University K.H. Hwang, J.I. Yun
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Table 1. Comparison of wetness duration between observed and predicted value
at Pyongchang.

. Difference Krause's Difference
Date OWD (Time) PWD (Time)

(Time) Value (Time)
" July 3 3.95 : 8 + 4,05 10 + 6.05
4 4.184 8 + 3.816 10 + 5.816
5 5.234 8 + 2.766 11 + 5,766
Aug. 17 5.316 2 - 3.316 8 + 2,684
18 7.95 9 +1.05 13 + 5.05
Sept. 2 11.15 11 -0.15 20 + 8.85
3 0 10 +10 16 +16
13 12.7 10 - 2.7 15 + 2.3
19 0 0 0 0 0
28 9.9 7 -2.9 10 + 0.1

% Abbreviations : OWD (Observed Wetness Duration),
PWD (Predicted Wetness Duration)
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Fig. 1. Graphical display of the wetness duration estimation procedure
for the good(A) and bad(B) fitted days.
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