"y "
IPAY Sl o £ 83lads 14 Al

Slegas S 9 953936 DI p UL S oo g dilga Slowi JT g
udes 410 3 8 90 Ogme
Effects of Bud Number and Cane Length on Bud Fertility and some

Characteristics of Grapevine cv. Bidaneh Sefid

HAP ek mlic 9 (Si9l Oladod ¥
ATINIY 1odb o Fu sl

R

r
AR T T L A RVt EXTATE TN JpUIe. SREAE N PP PH ERRT I YRR /S Y PRI
Lov-gy

Al § T A gy el dlocr 3 AlSRe folas 80 30 LS 4510 Job § Gg9 O (S dilgar Sl
e 32 Aliadr )9 09ad ksl 9 O ;Mo g DIal 033k (SrALY o ) dile HUD e e 3O i g
ST 500 Wb .and o0 B Wl Cxi 1y eyt (51 PIY Ol S0oke § 090 2 bt S 3 ¢ D5l
A yolr Guind 30 AL g0 Dglae S BT PB 5T 5O 6 DD 4Ll uIO (g9 Lilide (Sladiles A5
O JOlti (551 5B 3 § i 4D 2 B  GBI0900 s Y 031030 (5 gk DRI 03397 Cuwd & satiie
Wbl gliae 9 (S Joams ddei 4 300 &7 LS lgi (2B bGP Sader Sbml 9 (al) 9 Be9) Al
WS90 = LaoT Bl o dlsnr ALald Job & ol 4L of yo (slailaar YT 9 LA Sl sled ST
dw b I0Lai Jobu (ST gl ol G0 50 fora B falo3T 3T olatul b dudw 418 g 995l (Sladi g
Glgar Slond (AL 45 Jobo  mal 1 45 310 Gl guli A gy (o7 Gg3 O olo3T olg o) o G
300D (B3 o 2 § 050 SBASLY Sloni g Moad 1 gan Ll P o go ST Plite J19 &g
Sladlgr 50 ytw S290L 2929 @l 05 Dole 4 .3500 ddas 039 9 Jab (59 A FT Gl
Pl (2t by i g0 A 1y (Aikedd (a9 Buoe &) 9l difgr Hlgar § &5 4 Cums 413 g pB 1 g lgsi!
ol g0 p3Y 5 (539 50 0 KMok 9 5305k Ll P e & difo g AT 50 iy L

(sBOb o 32 (528b B (dilgr Ao (b 395l IS (Slve ilg

SR S Sy O IPINF LU TR g WP VEVARYE o jlh Jliiond g b sl el e taT Cea gl ol allie

tay



PEAY Sl £ agbed 34 e 5 5 U " Sl 4

Sy ol o 6 gy b (s
33 Sl 348N L) sl VY O s 4
amt (I 035 g0 sy 230k 52 (G g
devz s dads] g gu},wu,safmf
Sy g 3, Nhes 5 4l g alidad conyl gladsLs
Sladl e VY O pam asdd wya slads p
b Tdisk a5 Sl it DY i
A S 2 S35 Gl (il 92955 5 4o §
33 S A s 6 g o sl ¥ S
OJJJTL_‘JLaé-ﬂ_ZUJ{JSL;Lleﬁ-JJLQ-:"
Balasubrahmanyan and Khanduja,) A&
Al sman om0 e 5> (19872
S g 55 slail e VY -1 LSS sladsls
o (S 5 5 b1 V) Sl 5,
AU Coe baadl o OAd o ez y3 457 LS
Sy 4 5 15 LS el Oy
st Ojy el sl do)s o Ses
Ry T e
Gt ol 53 Sl 4Bl ol LSS a L
93 8w 10 LSS slaas Ll e gDl
534S A g S AT g A s gl
23,55 o s 6 g JS dil g Sl et
Balasubrahmanyan and Khanduja,)
o by (lela o5y 55 (1987b
Y- (Yl ki, 7 Y0 spde Uade) fils
g 43S ol WO - £/ 5 Al
odem g o el ALl slaas s
PP SPINELL PRV PR CT) (BN S
2yt 3Nt EALS o g T ens

f0A

ki
31 ey Ot Gblie ST 55 4o sy

i OT (slmesy 3 g 5551 45 (6,50 &
LT 1S a Lyl 5 g7 3leail 53 1) sag
Ay s S ) el p b3 5l 5848
JJ—‘:‘YV-G—‘&I’L;")-’.'J)ij sLlao, sl 3
Sz Glidnd anlllas g ) p bl on
Gl 0 g Sl S e g kb
L) Ly 4 80 Al o ()9 e als
SLEYO U5 Cal K a5 b Lo g0
oS ail ails (&l Vo) (Gl g T LSS
il gl et Likay 3 w2 Oy g0
Jgmrs  oabed Jais 5 Al Al 4 5008
dlga oder 53 3L 5 e Sl Cde w4 g 0
gy i 50 gn CahS LS glde
L ENINE NP VPG TS RUNETRT 2
305 g 001y 3 Sas AalS dha b gl
LSS s Slop gas- (WYY ¢ Lak)
st 5 B 55 0T (5, 6l ol e
$9) cadidee slaa Sl 3L QU a5
Ciglize 0 15,8 oLl s LS L
Shadl g el A5La oL )1 oms 53 Canl
(LS ald odels 4y 5050 ) tuly
P S S R e YL J—‘ Y pans
ooan 3 ol CHHLS G0yl S
Sl 53 LSS ol a2y 93555055
IS (5568 5 S st Soaly
dly o Sl LB b o 3 i r
53 (Winkler et al., 1974) > y—% o5l a2l



wrriaea JGIFJU.»'_;“_’.—)J:_

Jsb 5 &l 3lins 30 5 Lk ails o A5
S s ok sk LS sl

A it OT (A4S 5 oS

b 93 9 a0

(YYR 3 AYVA) Jlwgs Sde dy gy 0 opl
DA o] ga (5045 g1 0 SIS
¢t sd g FL ol 5o ad et 2T fslend
S0 2 ad b 93093, 55 D) g g adls g
V¥ Jol b b 08 (B0 S 53 (gl
lacale b ool (oll diledd Coldas 2
36V 0 58 b g len 5 BT 8
M0 5y e G5 ol
ﬂju.z_l.hﬁxﬁuwrhg_g'l_A)Lo.;dLaﬁl B
o g g oI ¢ i S OL S
Gt ae 5 i € sy sl S
VY5 EA Glaas g Juld (o a la e il
it Job 4 LSS slaasils bol jan (glal o
,Ja,-é)ﬁm(rm Sl [S2) &l ALy
G233 7T 53 ol e s Sl
T CUNY NP PRS- SO -4
VY S g 69y ot A e gl
il (GBS Ol ged s (gl g EA
JS sl il 53 48 L )4

...Ll:ajil dowlona 45 o
Jeetag g 555 5 ol jab 4 lajles
Lol ol @ S 595 oS A S
oS i3T5t gy gl b (sl okl
bl Jal S claeS ol b IS s

111

5 e s skie 4 (Clingeleffer, 1984)
34t o 1 dS g () 0 pme Snd g
by gr adiiun 05,10 wo e DT ol 4
@L:JLAJJ;UJJ_,&@’I&JI}?‘\— VY Sy sl
3 o281 Sas Pl i 5 48 ks L
Gl 1 JLS el slae § s
3 4m 8 feS A A (S5l pmn  sbay
ot i 18 (Winkler et al,1974) ot
oSBT o s Uy (a5 il o 225l 45
A e S i 33,1 el S
St ey 5 4y 33,8 oo o 3k
S5 6588, o 0T e 5L
s 8505 aalllas 55 (May, 1986) An ga
-L2) halime o ph alin b gl o35 535
LT 45" plaas y 5 (Sl 1Y 571 LS
A gme A dls g0l e VY JLSS (glaasLs
30 o gle g0 jles 93 50 a3,k a5 Ldd
S ymaS S5y IV0 G or Lk 59y 5 Iy
S 23V yp 05 53 QLSS 4L 4 S
r_cjj_,uL.a..,T > .(May et al, 1983)
o S s s wlge AV b lake
.(Shanmugavelu, 1989) . 4% .
(=) Cp A s p) dlau.grj_)ﬁ'u_-del
DBl S gy o () 5587 (5 95 05U
ol o3hs olamsid 3 45 ag |y o 955 aikain
SIS, L2 Csllaal e n 5 4 s
3 et kS 53 Slas (ghhs 45 (oS
s 4y g gt el o gllaal A2, s

T b ooyl ptu SoleMblay o s



APAY it o f oyl Ve * 0 5 I 7 Dl w a5

L&yUﬁQJJhwﬂj&fd)bbj jh&f}}dﬁj\dﬂ{.&ﬂ)b‘)\ﬁmh
38 S0l gl Lidd (5, S ilhl 5 s Shdond o jon (Sladil g2 dus )3 LG g (53
J__a“).h_p'l_,J_)l J_IGJJJ_,_ACJLMMBU uhajhuﬁjéja:)p{_ghtﬁ-uw)bs&;f-

thd ealdnd GLSP-QJ)L_APLonAU.LrﬂJ‘)le

Gy 33 edd e (Sl &l g Sldad
43_”)3‘4;}#(5&45‘}’.'“)3: XYoo
<y sl Ll S Sl

03l (glaast Ll sldas
43_,._:).)5.3)[{‘_;[.&45—[:-'4—9))= X Yoo

ok o (Sla al g ltas

TR TT W -PLog NPy

el s 4.&‘,5-.>|.1A5.]a.~-,2.-= XY
(23k @) 0l o il gz 8 odd juw (Sta &l g S

Clbous 53 il GBS I ol i Solmslons 3 ST il S5 a5

..L:.ajii.vb it 3 aa Sl ot g b Ll adll o
Jab 5055w g2n deslonn (g1 5 pand 53 s s ol s JULSS slawst Lt )
b Sy (Al 5 o 09 3 4t 5 Sl ot g bl daail g g s e S

A N o Sl a3 el SacSinm L ol en 161 Sl LSS Sl Cani e — Y S
Fig. 1. Position of four-bud canes with two-bud substitution spurs after pruning
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haosls 55 e 05T il (it l S b 4T g e LS Al
Ls?l.:wTﬂ,s;_iJ?Q)yahTCan:brb- *.:.._-alaul_hJ‘,;‘fu ua_\.h_w)‘.'.a}.i..;o-l_ﬁ-

aﬁu);ca)).pqouhT@aqgshoal:«f A_LJquL.?di_le.,i,_;__.deJ.bJa..L.la;



VAT it foapled 4 da Y d g Jlg " Dolidod 4k

50 T 4 gl VY L poad e oL
St L S ol a1 e s J b
Sy ol pas 4ty Jpb g 058 53 sl ne
sla i il Yol S () Joas)
u)&hlj-\_‘n:ﬁ).} )l.hd....i_,"-d.“_w
059 GAl¥ g Lme g ddy pdi (o9
sldas er_'o.‘_}" O:’.ljl-“"\:"*—*’J Py . LAQT
.)J.Aloﬁ)_}.g_aw)uVYud._ﬂ?
Rtk
ISy LS oo T

g i ol ol staat 3 S
St o 5o (02, 40l U ) 500k )8
Ol on 0T ol p a8 5y JSS als o
2y90 035 00 Al b ol sS e ym 4 5l g e
3 i 35 LSS atls Uk i (Y Jguter)
il gl S gh5ul 00 e el
Ly o225k e @ 300,k glaast i Ay i
AU s ulaga ol jl 855 30 Cov
L?‘-:M-&jrwu;h‘-ﬂﬁmﬁxgsﬁ-’@v
S s (SlBAS 5 sl 45 (5 sk 4 03,108
At LS Lghd.:i—L_..ﬁ)zjid_; Soylea
Slaas i 5l ds s A0 S gl g
u,."_:bs'l LAY —YA) RELY )JJL.:@-\_.; J'L,J.r.ill
Pl o o g (Gladiler £ S
Dt (515 mme Ml S 5 LKt i3
JESNG I y-N W W @l__'.;u.'..._i.:i:-)a sl

£y

Slamosts (g laml 0340 Jla i aesls SLE)
A e b gLl 65 A s
T SUBRI £ PIS G gUSP TSN
Loy by il ly 4 52 (slad g
b ke Al S il 1)) okl
s lr 5 Ske) Lot Loty o
RIETSPNDS | R EW UYP N ERPY gPY CN e
S3edd Jds gesls (55, 5l Sl (slamels
51 el R g
H ols 4mslin g1 s MSTATC i jile
> 1 3 o SSs (glaals W 0 g T

- oslizwl QPRO jhjat e 5 51 ahs gas

e 9 b
&gy Hla SN~
sl 30 () Jgbar) s el o
s SR L 53 o8 ,S U iy al g
2L o o g0k glaaslh sy el

TEPRE PR ER R VPO PYRCNCNE

BVR PR Y FEA TR Py 3PS IRCIPRE e pre -

Sl g 4l 2 Sai 3 (gyls ae il B
g 385 2 (a4 oa)ly slassL
J—i:li:;@‘——ﬂ\-:*t—f-l-pjfdb-wﬁt_:x
sldass 534 3540 s (Clingeleffer, 1984)
Sokd malS 3 sl Y-V Ol 4 ladd -
s s ity i g 305 (5 1650 o p
sV A 5,7 A0 Bds) jd s s
gmﬂrsjjg(putﬁalwé,l@

G\ML)MJN}J{WJJJJ'IJQE{&A




wveeeee il Sl Ny

S35 0wl S 36 o Ske anlia - Y Jyd
Table 1. Comparison of means of bud number per vine effects
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Year Bud Bunch  Rachis Cluster Cluster  Fertility % Fruiting % Bud
number number weight length  weight  coefficient shoots break
(8 (cm) (8)
72-Bud et vt 37.002 844 21.80 157.12 0.87 75.59 59.00
8 2 48Bud gwimta  27.00b 7,79 21.40 145.75 0.92 76.21 62.34
o izt ol ** ns ns ns ns ns ns
72-Bud gl v 52.41a 6.34a 19.08a 135.20a 1.11 79.43 65.38
b -
S 1 48-Bud swiea  3493b 5495 17.19%  [0L.0Tb 1.05 74.92 68.05
o N ** *x d ** ns ns ns
z - 72-Bud  glele vy 45.00a 7.38 20.08a 146.16a 0.99 77.51 62.19a
g 3
g E 48-Bud sty ¢4 31.00b 6.64 19.11b 123.41 0.98 75.56 65.20b
=
it « N IO *% ns * ** ns ns *

“ns: Non signiﬁéam.

*and **: Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.
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Table 2. Comparison of means of shoot length effects

J- LS gk w0 Jsb 03 S A3 lakl s
ad gt Leges [y b o33L (glaas L ol jew
Year shoot Rachis Cluster  Cluster Fertility % Fruiting % Bud
length weight length weight  coefficient shoots break
{2) (cm) (g)
4-Bud il ¢ 8.40 20.74 153.30 0.727b 63.66b 63.32a
% 3 6-Bud il 7.74 21.04 148.40 0.98%a 82.13a 57.25b
© T g Bud gl A 8.19 21.04 152.50 0.966a 81.91a 60.26b
a Jazonl prban ns ns ns b *E *
4-Bud slalge ¢ 6.15 18.43 130.00a 0.989b 73.69 68.63
§ i 6-Bud slatye 5.66 17.46 106.70b 1.106ab 76.33 635.00
S 7 8-Bud sl A 592 18.51 111.70ab 1.143a 81.31 66.51
o i e ns ns * * ns ns
= - 4-Bud gl g § 7.28 19.58 141.68 0.858b 68.47b 66.47a
8 § 6-Bud ety 1 6.05 19.25 127.55 1.047a 79.22a 61.13b
8 F 8-Bud gl A 6.05 1996  135.13 10542 81.62a 63.48ab
= a Jlazam e ns ns ns o ** .
ns: Non significant. A gl3 e 1S

*and **: Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively.
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Table 3. Comparison of means of bud number and shoot length interaction

Jlo b s il slies sz O34 Jeb O o Aoy S g 53
ax=l peges ad g g Ak o3,3L glaasll IRV
Year Bud no. /shoot Rachis Cluster  Cluster Fertility % Fruiting % Bud
length weight Length weight  coefficient shoots break
(8 (em) (9 )
72-4 8.85 21.07 171.6 0.744bc 67.17bc 61.27ab
72-6 823 21.35 153.5 0.921ab 78.68ab 58.95ab
_ 72-8 8.23 20.83 146.3 0.900ab 80.91a 56.79b
g 48-4 7.96 2040 1351 0.679¢ 60.12¢ 67.36a
48-6 7.27 20.74 143.7 1.057a 85.59a 53.55b
48-8 8.16 21.98 158.7 1.032a 8291a 64.12ab
0 izl e ns ns ns * * *
72-4 6.76a 19.38ab 155.5a 1.006ab 74.72 65.27b
72-6 5.74ab 17.9labc  117.9b 1.122ab 78.90 65.43b
o 72-8 6.39ab 19.94a 132.2ab 1.206a 84.66 65.43b
§ 3 48-4 5.53b 17.48bc 104.6b 0.972b 72.66 71.99a
48-6 5.47b 17.00c 65.44b 1.08%ab 74.10 64.58b
48-8 5.46b 17.08¢c 103.2b 1.080ab 77.99 67.59ab
o dL‘.'.'.‘.-1 ch“ * * * * ns *
72-4 7.80 20.23 163.5a 0.890ab 70.94bc 63.27bc
72-6 7.03 19.63 135.7ab 1.022a 78.79ab 62.19bc
% 3 72-8 7.30 20.39 139.3ab 1.053a §2.79a 61.11bc
5 ‘:,: 48-4 6.75 18.94 119.8b 0.826b 66.40c 69.67a
g7 48-6 6.37 1878 119.4b 1.073a 79.84a 60.06¢
48-8 6.81 ©19.53 131.0b 1.056a 80.45a 95.86ab
O Jlzmh pelae ns ns * * * *
ns: Non significant. Wi l3giaa NS
*and **: Significant at 5% and 1% levels, respectively. B Y L WY ¥,
ek e 5 5SS e o 5 ol
d‘d‘ﬂ1)345w&)l§ﬂjbu4{a}ﬁ o.:_,T_wL-é)wJ;g__ALngT_jldl:_,»}b_J{
338 o IRk gy 3l e g el i s IS
References oozl 3380 &b

s Y10 518 o Db yLazt SO0 AT g o Sl

£




[N }A\Jlﬁ-ﬁiﬁ;h’«)‘ﬁ

Balasubrahmanyan, V. R., and Khanduja, S. D, 1987a. Effect of varying cane length
on the fruiting potential of Sultana vine. Indian Journal of Horticulture 34:113 - 116.

Balasubrahmanyan, V. R., and Khanduja, S. D. 1987b. Effect of varying cane length
on the fruiting potential of Sultana vine. Indian Journal of Horticulture 34: 225-228.

Clingeleffer, P. R. 1984. Production and growth of minimal pruned Sultana vines.Vitis
23:42-54,

Fisher, D. V., Trussell, F, M., and Meheriuk, M. 1971. Location of fruit on grapvines
in relation to cluster size and chemical composition. Journal of American Society of
Horticultural Science 96: 741-744.

May, P. 1986. The effect of direction of shoot growth on fruitfulness and yield of
Sultana vine. Australian Journal of Agricultural Research 17: 479- 490.

May, P., Clingeleffer, P. R., and Beien, C. J. 1983. Pruning of Sultana vines to long
spors. Horttcultural Abstracts 53; 3217.

May, P., Clingeleffer, P. R., and Beien, C. J. 1976. Sultana (Vitis vinifera) canes and
their exposure to light. Vitis 14:278-288.

May, P., Shaulis, N. J., and Antcliff, A. J. 1989. The effect of controlled defolation in
the Sultana vine. American Journal of Enol. Viticulture 20: 237-250.

Shanmugavelu, K. G. 1989.Viticulture in India. McMillan Press LTD. 157 pPp-

Winkler, A. J., Cook, J. A., Kliewer, W. M., and Linder, L. A. 1974, General
Viticulture. University. of California Press. 243 pp.

1008 )83 g o7
s""i\;‘\t’—'\\-.ﬁ‘\Ls‘:_....;T Gadle ‘Q—:Jjj(f‘::J’GLJ‘JLS').)JL‘:S@LE:'E"; ;J.- L)%}d@%)cﬂ&l@@ﬁ e O e e

Y

&y






