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Primary Results of Clonal Selection of Two Major Non-irrigated

Grapevine Cultivars Grown in Kurdistan
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Table 1. Mean yield and yield components of 17 clones of Khoshnav grape cultivar over 3 years

adgh sl iy 4l a5k et )l R L B L I I R

OIS sld Sl Sy as My R o Sl S 300

Clone No. Yield Bunch No Bunch Berries per Berry  Productivity Brix Total acid Length of Width of Size of

per vine weight bunch weight  coefficient berry berry berry
(k) ®) 6) (g1t m)  (em)  (em)

Kh 12 255 77 330 126 28 0.72 223 39 2.7 1.8 1.6 2.9
Kh 13 220 62 353 118 3.0 0.61 232 3.6 2.9 1.9 1.6 3.0
Kh 29 203 68 313 107 28 0.68 222 4.0 2.7 1.8 1.5 2.7
Kh 16 202 52 379 138 27 0.55 227 3.0 28 18 1.5 27
Kh 49* 17.0 59 288 141 27 0.55 24.8 4.5 2.5 18 1.6 29
Kh 27 16.2 52 395 130 3.0 0.47 237 4.1 33 1.8 1.6 29
Kh 22% 15.8 41 386 123 3.0 0.40 235 39 31 1.9 1.6 3.0
Kh 23 15.7 30 316 121 2.5 0.38 24.0 38 29 1.7 15 2.6
Kh 62* 15.5 53 300 131 27 0.62 24.5 39 2.6 1.7 1.5 2.6
Kh 9 13.8 56 268 129 2.4 0.37 242 37 27 1.7 1.5 2.6
Kh 8 132 45 285 128 2.6 .56 232 4.0 33 1.8 1.5 27
Kh 30 113 35 296 121 3.0 034 235 4.2 3.1 1.9 1.6 3.0
Kh 15 113 34 249 162 24 0.34 22.5 4.4 27 17 1.5 2.6
Kh 10 103 34 342 141 24 0.41 255 44 29 1.7 1.4 2.4
Kh 26 9.7 32 303 109 31 0.53 23.0 4.4 27 1.9 1.7 32
Kh 14 6.8 28 249 99 2.6 0.17 245 38 3.0 1.8 1.5 27
Kh 17* 6.3 42 149 88 2.6 0.45 25.0 4.0 29 1.6 1.4 22

*Average of two seasons (1998 and 1999).
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Table 2. Mean yicld and yield components of 17 clones of Siavah grape cultivar over 3 years

Ml a0l pas ol gy —re w3 Sl epepH e db e S as il
NE e e T PL - Ay A sk N o 30
Clone No, Yield Bunch No Bunch Bemres per Berry  Praductivity Brix Total acid Length of Width of Size of
per vine weight bunch weight  coefficient berry berry berry
(k) 6) ® ) (em)  (em) (em?)
SI3t 19.0 76 343 185 2.6 0.50 193 37 32 1.7 1.3 2.6
SI15 19.0 48 391 158 24 0.44 205 39 33 1.7 1.4 24
SI21 18.5 64 282 124 2.5 0.74 19.5 4.8 33 1.7 1.5 2.6
5122 16.7 65 273 132 2.4 0.63 19.5 43 32 1.6 1.5 2.4
Si16 16.2 52 314 133 24 0.50 18.6 4 33 1.8 1.5 27
5123 15.2 62 241 130 2.6 0.59 21.0 51 2.9 1.8 1.3 2.7
SI120 145 60 211 147 235 0.75 19.5 4.1 34 1.7 1.5 26
SI77* 14 56 266 137 22 0.50 21.0 4.1 2.8 1.6 1.4 22
SI72* 14 49 294 116 26 0.40 21.0 37 28 1.7 1.5 2.6
SI132 13.8 81 171 112 19 0.62 210 3.8 25 16 1.4 22
5124 123 43 289 139 24 037 210 4.1 3.1 1.7 1.5 26
8123 12.2 44 281 127 27 0.49 21.0 4.4 29 1.7 1.6 27
SI9 10.9 31 338 126 28 045 220 36 29 1.7 1.6 27
SI8 10.4 22 471 156 2.7 0.24 208 37 29 1.8 1.6 2.9
SI10* 835 26 317 97 28 .39 20.5 ER] 24 1.8 1.6 29
SI7* 8.3 27 297 101 26 0.33 213 3.7 27 18 1.6 29
SIe* 6.5 22 297 93 29 023 21.3 44 2.7 2 1.7 34

* Average of two seasons (1998 and 1999).
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Table 3. Characteristics of final selected clones of grape cultivar Khoshnav

ol Al a0 o 3l am 203 abs e
gm0 L s
535 0 ke 3 Slee Bunch No Bunch Berries No Berry Productivity
Clone No Yield per vine weight per bunch weight coefficient
(Kg) (8) (8
Kh12 25.5 77 330 126 2.8 0.72
Khi3 22.0 62 353 118 3.0 0.601
Kh29 203 68 313 107 28 0.68
Khle 20.2 52 379 138 2.7 0.55
Kh49 17.0 59 288 141 27 0.55
Kh27 16.2 52 395 130 30 047
Khe2 15.5 53 300 131 2.7 0.62
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Table 4. Characteristics of final selected clones of grape cultivar Siavah

ol Al a0y oo kS a0l erasbcu e
Sy pod et aB B
045 0 sled 5 Shas Bunch No Bunch Berries No Berry Productivity
Clone No Yield per vine weight per bunch weight coefficient
(Kg) (&) (8)
5131 19.0 76 343 185 2.6 0.50
SI15 19.0 48 391 158 24 0.44
siz1 185 64 282 124 25 0.74
slzz l6.7 63 273 132 2.4 0.62
slle 16.2 52 314 133 24 0.50
5120 14.5 66 211 147 25 0,75

Fry



VPV L P oyl AT e T R

}hﬁfré))ﬁl)ao@d&w&uwwﬁwﬁ\fb_b Jade
Table 5. Correlation coetficients between different factors in

grape cultivar Khoshnav

3 Sl St e R # ot el
Parameter e Yield nBrix pH Fruit acid
Yield 3 Slas 1
qBrix oS s LO399F 1
pH 8 pon Al ha) 0.1398 -0.0279 1
Fruit acid 2 gan Lo -0.4738 0.1491 -0.2299 i

** Significant at 1% probaility level. Yl C]"" 23 13 g **
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Table 6. Correlation coetficients between different factors

cultivar in grape Siavah

> et e NPRESE o g0 4l o g ol
Parameter e Yield 'Brix pH Fruit acid
Yield s Sdas 1
“Brix Sy 051167 1
pH 8 gon Ay bt 0.3578 (10550 1
Fruit acid it 00962 0.1791 -0.0898 1

** Significant at 1% probability level.

adiy danl 8 03 g Ol by o e
s b K3 5l S5 anlllae 50 sl S
cpiima (¥ 3V ba JKE) Cd s i ugls
o b iy sty a7 whes 5 slgaty Caliiee
WP S JOREIC O PIY STy
o g g S (s ga b 4N S8 2
55 51 Ky b o n Bl Vo s
(Kliewer et al, 1971) cu o yon p 5

PYY

BN Jlamd i 53 5l e *

45"l g 0 9IS 2 Sl pr A Lo s
MLLOJ,-!O})LFCJ_‘DLS'J_?JCE.)Z{_’-}GJJ
Gl b Ss ys i Sl Toutonn 03 Slas
i, K N5 oy Aalin s peecd i K
3 e do b A Campe 0 2ok
3L sl oo b 5 258isn B g paS 43,
1 0 gee okes b 3 00ls 38IT]) 6 gae 5 sluda

ol o2 (Bravdo et al., 1985) > jiuil ca ﬁ:'-T: 4



E.J)J:d)lfffudh-\mc;ld

25
\
24 v
23 1 Id
i
. M
yoo227
&2
3
21 1
20 1
19 - Rsq=(4413
0 10 20 30

Yield ajil.w
Sl 08, 5550 s 3Nt 3y 1Sy s O RN &

Fig. 1. Relationship between Brix and yield per plant of grape cultivar Khoshav
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Fig. 2. Relationship between Brix and yield per plant of grap cultivar Siavah
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