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No. Bunch

 

Yield

   
df. 

   S. O. V.  

289.681ns  24.542  1.447  2  Replication  

19423.389**  1603.042**  52.651**  2   Horizontal 
Factor A  

333.472  75.583  2.894  4  a Error (A)  
80808.476**  1660.173**  664.072**  7   Vertical Factor B  

993.220  154.923  11.052  14  b  Error (B)  
2635.643**  292.423**  40.645**  14  ×AB  

470.440  46.798  3.231  28  Error (C)  

      71   Total  
7.24%  11.44%  9.94%    C. V. 

*, ns **            5 % 1%     ns, Not significant, * and ** significant at 

5% and 1 % levels, respectively   
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 Effects of different training systems on yield and quality of major grape cvs. In Fars 
province  
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Abstract: 
Various grape cultivars show different response against spur pruning and cane pruning, for 
this reason using the same method pruning for all grape cultivars is not correct. Therefore, in 
order to choice the best training system (head spur-pruned, head cane-pruned and cordon) for 
eight major Fars grape cultivars under the titles of Askari, Siah, Khalili, Rish Baba, Bidaneh 
Sefeed, Yaghooti, Bidaneh Ghermez and Rotabi, this trial was carried out in 2002-2005 at the 
Zarghan Experimental Station. A split block design was used with three replications. Early 
four years of experiment were establishment years of vineyard. Measurements began in 2006. 
Results of analysis of variance showed that effects of training systems, cultivars and 
interaction of training systems and cultivars at 1% probability level were significant. Finally, 
it was revealed that the cordon system was the best training system for Askari, Rish Baba and 
Siah. The head cane-pruned was the best training system for Rotabi, Bidaneh Ghermez and 
Khalili. Also both head cane-pruned and cordon were suitable for Bidaneh Sefeed.  
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