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2 German Plant Variety Office
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2 stem elongation

3 booting stage

4 Inflorescence emergence

3 flowering

6 Development of fruit

7 tec5-Technology for Spectroscopy (tec5 AG, Oberursel, Germany)
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! Normalized Difference Vegetation Index

2 Green Normalized Difference Vegetation Index
3 Simple ratio

4 Normalized Difference Red Edge

5 Ratio Difference Vegetation Index

¢ Red Edge Inflection Point

7 Soil Adjusted Vegetation Index

8 Optimized Soil Adjusted Vegetation Index
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! Forward Stepwise Regression
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