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Table 1. Values of model inputs.
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Fig. 1. Observed and predicted value of phenology (A) and leaf number (B).
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Table 2. Day and thermal time from sowing, emergence and vernalization to harvest for every developing

period of wheat.
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Fig. 2. Observed leaf number via thermal time and day after emergence, TLG: Thermal time at: leaf

growth ending (°C).
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Fig. 3. Observed phyllochron via predicted data at optimum condition by model.
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Fig. 4. Predicted leaf number via thermal time at two level: normal (A) and medium stress (B), TLG: Thermal

time at: leaf growth ending (°C).
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Fig. 6. Observed leaf area via observed leaf number in plant using three non-linear model.
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