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Effect of Planting Date and Cutting Type on Grape Establishment
Under Maryvan Dryland Conditions
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Table 1. Temperature and rainfall during the months of April
1999 to June 2000 in Maryvan
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for treatmenis
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Error s 15 39.816
CV(%) 13.56%

**Significant at 1% probability level
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Table 3. Comparison of mean cffects of planting methods on budbreak percent
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Methods of planting il s is,  Budbreak percentage
S ey 4 il iE e Ul 53 ety sladels o2 7326 a
Planting of rootings in autumn with covering of buds by s0il
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