Figure S1. Image of a plot processed with Digimizer to measure the weed coverage.
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Figure S2. Correlation between weed coverage assessment methods (Digital image analysis software

vs visual score).

Weed coverage % (Visual assesment)

Weed coverage % (Digimizer software)

Weed coverage % (Digimizer software)

v
s
H
ki
2
£

Weed coverage %

Weed coverage % (Digimizer software)

100

80

60

40

20

80

60

40

20

80

UPV (0 WAT)

R?=0,7802

20 40 60 80 100

Weed coverage % (Visual assesment)

UPV (1 WAT)
.
R?=0,9256
20 40 60 80 100
Weed coverage % (Visual assesment)

UPV (2 WAT)

20 40 60 80 100

Weed coverage % (Visual assesment)

UPV (4 WAT)

20 40 60 80 100
Weed coverage % (Visual assesment)



