NOTAS CIENTIFICAS
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ABSTRACT - A digitized image method was compared with a stan-
dard washing technique for measuring citrus roots in the field. Video
pictures of roots were taken in a soil profile. The profile area analyzed
was defined by iron rings, which were also used to remove the roots to
determine their dry weight. The roots presented in the pictures were
guantified using SIARCS software developed by Embrapa. The root
length and area determined by digital images provided a good estimate
of root quantity present in the profile.

COMPARAGAO DE METODOS DE AVALIAGAO DO ENRAIZAMENTO
DE CITROS POR MEIO DE IMAGENS EM PERFIL
DE SOLO E DO PESO DAS RAIZES

RESUMO - Com o objetivo de comparar métodos de estudo do siste-
ma radicular em citros, foram tomadas, em video, imagens de raizes
situadas em um perfil de solo, e as mesmas raizes foram coletadas e
pesadas. As raizes presentes nas imagens foram quantificadas (com-
primento e &rea) por meio do programa SIARCS, desenvolvido pela
Embrapa. A érea do perfil analisada foi delimitada por anéis de ferro,
que também foram utilizados pararetirar as raizes para a determinagéo
do peso seco. O comprimento e a area de raizes, determinados por
imagens digitalizadas, forneceram uma boa estimativa da quantidade
de raizes presentes no perfil.

Quantity and distribution knowledge of plant root systems helps in
understanding the factors which influence agricultural production. This
informationisuseful in studieson water and nutrient uptake, fertilization, soil
management and irrigation. The importance of this knowledge has been
recognized for a long time. But, historically, most plant research has
concentrated on shoot growth, development and function. Much remains to
belearned about the rel ationships between roots and shoots (Kl epper, 1991).
Thereason for thisisthework involved in measuring plant root satisfactorily.
Thusthereisonly avague notion of whichisthe best root system configuration
for different speciesand environments (Hamblin, 1985).
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One of the main methods used in root study isthetrench-profile method. A
trench is dug beside the plants under study and the plant roots are exposedin
thetrench walls. The roots are counted with the help of aframe divided into
squares or the length is estimated visually by counting the number of 5 mm
lengths of root in each grid area(B6hm, 1979).

A system to analyse digitized images was developed for making root
quantification easier inthe trench-profile method. 1mages of the profiledivided
into squares are obtained by video or photo. Theseimagesare analyzed using
the program SIARCS, which providesthe areaand length of the roots present
ineach square (Crestanaet a., 1994; Jorgeet al., 1996).

In this work this system was assessed in the quantification of citrus root
system using video images taken from rootsin asoil profile. The same roots
were collected to determine dry weight. The study was carried out in anine-
year-old orchard of ‘Ponc& (Citrus reticulata Blanco) tangerine grafted on
‘Rangpur’ limetrees (Citrus limonia Osbeck) in ahaplorthox soil (“Latossolo
Rox0"), onthe Universidade Estadual de LondrinaCampus. A trenchwasdug
perpendicular tothetreerow, witha 1.0 m depth and a3.25 mlength, fromthe
tree’ srow to the middle of theinter-row, and 0.30 m from thetrunk. Theroots
were exposed using awooden roller with 0.015 m long nailsand stained with
white synthetic enamel spray paint. After the paint was dry, the profile was
carefully cleaned with the point of aknifeto removethefinelayer of soil which
had been impregnated with enamel (Cintra& Neves, 1996). Regions of the
profile were selected at four rooting levels to take the images, based on the
number of visible roots (1 to 3, 4to 7, 8 to 12 and more than 12 roots). Six
replicationswere made at each leve, resulting 24 observations. Thesizeimage
wasdefined using 0.1016 m diameter, 0.10 mlongiron rings. The analysis of
the roots present in the images was carried out using a digital board for
IBM-PC, witha512 x 512 spatial resolution. Therootswere quantified using
the SIARCS software (Jorge et a., 1996). The same rings used to define the
images were used to remove the filmed roots together with the adjacent soil.
The soil was separated by washing and the roots were taken to the drying
chamber to determine the dry weight. The root dry weight data and the root
areaand length data obtained by image processing were analyzed statistically
by regression.

The results (Fig. 1) show that the root length obtained by the digitized
image method provides agood estimate of the quantity of roots present inthe
0.10 m soil layer localized behind the analyzed image, with a correlation
coefficient of 0.65 (p<0.01). Similarly, the correlation coefficient between the
root dry weight anditsarea(Fig. 2), determined by images, was0.61 (p<0.01).

The similarity between the two coefficients may be attributed to the fact
that al roots analyzed were about 1.5 mm in diameter, so the measurement of
the image areaimage filled by roots or their length was not very influential.
Fante Janior et al. (1996) also established acorrelation in maize between roots
guantified by images and by dry weight. These authors found a coefficient
correlation of 0.9987, obtained from four sets of data.

Similarly, agood correlation among the roots observed in the profile and
their real length was obtained by Képke (1981). This author analyzed oat
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FIG.1. Relationship between the citrus root length determined by images
and dry weight of the roots.
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FIG.2. Relationship between the citrus root area determined by images and
dry weight of the roots.

roots using monolith, auger, profile-trench and mini-rhizotron methods and
compared the methods for accuracy, repeatability and time taken to perform.
In the profile-trench method the roots were counted and their length was
estimated. Monolith was considered to be the most precise method, and was
used as a reference to assess the others, because it considers al the roots
present in adetermined volume of soil. However, it was the method which was
the most time-consuming. The profile-trench method gave a correlation
coefficient of 0.88 compared with the monolith method, for 200 sets of data.
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Thisresult isbetter than obtained in the present study with citrusroot images,
but with the digitized image system it is not hecessary to count roots in the
field. Bohmet a. (1977) compared the monalith, auger, mini-rhizotron, trench-
profile and soil water depletion methodsin soybean roots. The water depletion
method provided agood estimate of the depth of the roots but was not efficient
in estimating theroot density by soil volume. Furthermore, therewere problems
in very wet or very dry periods with this method. The monolith method was
considered precise but very time-consuming. The auger method provided a
good idea of the root distribution when carried out with a great number of
replications. This method was considered time-consuming in separation of
live roots from debris. The trench-profile method provided semiquantitative
estimates of rooting density with depth and distance from the row.

All these results confirm the validity of the trench wall profile method,
which, besides being less troublesome than others, such asthe monolith and
theauger methods (Bohmet al., 1977) givesaclearer ideaof the extension and
distribution of the root system. It was observed from the results obtained
here, that images are avery useful tool, asthey make root quantificationin the
trench wall profile method easier.

The length and area of the roots determined by SIARCS through digital
images provided a good estimate of the quantity of citrus roots present in
the profile.
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