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s Inbetween Terresfrio|, marine and freshwater ecosystems, estu-

arine wetlands are shaped by strong environmental constraints,

including tidal cycles, varying salt concentrations, and erosion/

sedimentation dynamics (Perillo et al, 2019).

» Vegetation community composition is sTrong|y driven by the
salinity and inundation gradients (Silvestri et al, 2005), which
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allocation of estuarine wetland p|on’rs respond to them?
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for different responses of
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the same individuals.

P RO O F O F » Various applications: vegetation cover estima-

oeriment, we found an important synergy of the effects of inunda- C O N C E P T tion, N content estimation, phenological

ono|yses, biomass estimation.

+ With approx. 5000 photographs taken over the course of the ex-

tion and so|inify on p|onJr survival and growfh performomce.

- Given the linear increase of leaf overlap, the photographic data » The custom algorithm calcu-

can be corrected to estimate total leaf area. © A prehmmory experiment with 4 different p|chr lates leaf area in few

Pixel to surface conversion

species was used to develop the photoanalysis algo- seconds, simplifying

rithm and test its use case under benign growth conditions. batch analyses.

PHOTOGRAPHED LEAF AREA OVER THE COURSE OF THE EXPERIMENT

(not adjusted for leaf overiap) » The average leaf area values from 4 photographs per individu-
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