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Effects of Foliar Application of Nutrient Elements on Fruit Set and
Quantitative and Qualitative Traits of Keshmeshi Grape Cultivar

Y A
Sk gdee 5 4L Jas el

gl e g8 Olml )3T (b b 5 (55 5LS Dl S j0 ¢ 5 5bokl 5 =Y )

WWAYIINY s s gl VWAVAITA il 38 gu b

oS>

. ow

30 9 J@ (F1334 domo . 2eiS Kl iS5 oS Slsgast g ogee W5 oM Ll S uds SITYAM P S a9z b H98
AR RRT I £ 4

9 o Slogas (Fp 9o S we)d 3 (695 9 09 (I polis (LA Jglme FI (s sotiie 4
1A Sl 30 Solas ol (Slaes sl 4l b J g8 & yb B 30 ialo)T i oieds™ 59l ins”
(3138 331+ 90 ¢) gl cdald dw Jolds B3l 3T (Sl slod . Pl 4wng sl Bl bl GBGLLSE 35 1FAY 3
IS diad &0 Olo) 30 47 Widg (LI 53 1/0 g +) B9y Dlgw § gl SBSY I CLaké 95 9
b Shogas 3 ogm JuKET w0 aledT 0383 38 b Bl Jglome Baoge JWCET B S ol o3k
T 30 ogm KU w038 (AL Jolome Sy slesd ST AT 810 Ol gl a6 03Il g (A 9
AL )0 Ao 3D ¢ S 9 (89 pais (Sl S slow 1O oga LT Ao 3D (o gl 893 10 e 1) Jles>!
W . Nog Ay T 4 b 30 b 9l 0391 b yg yolie BOT Ho &7 Cild 3929 2B Hlowi 9
20 Sy yaie CBle Gl el (A Jshom (595 S Slsled 0O 4T B0 Ol @ (T 4T
23 BOT slaie p cateio Olne (1390 Wb 39 8 0395 S Jake bl ud Al o (2 W 6 s
£33 Jlo 38 bof Wbl ogun i S asly p GW6 Jof Jlo 30 yobe 5b Jgbxe .cadls bbes p
(Egom0 33 D dhgS ()9 Bl Sl (I H30 o) b w0 b g led 4 B9y (b elxe
1/091/0 @ SCBlE b i 5 4 (595 9 392 (03954 5ol b M (ndS” (85 5901 Sladigy (b Jghone

D9 yolie 4 1 il (89 ptie &) § SIS 0guo AT o yd g (S Wl ool 50

Oga0 i (Sl Jokomo (859 ¢392 (059 5 395 1SS (Selg

ah_dolati@yaho0.com :J s etiws 5

V¥



WA Jle ) o)led OYO-Y " 5 9 g8 (81534 dlxa”

B 4 Ol g o 0 g SIS 9 5 g (S5
3,5 el ol jule 5y des
OLis 0 g L 55 y3 0l (aled\ Oolaass
s b gld e ole Ol s S osls
S 1 5T ot (555 0 0505
I 53 olie (ml a5 5 d)1s 6 e
JSis o o aile oS (S50 08 Jo e
3l (Morshedi, 2001) Coul (55,0 0 sue
Slalles s (Brar et al., 1992) of,Lon
edel (Perlette) o,y o5, 555 (535 355
:%ﬁauﬁ‘;lﬁ-;}f&avﬁﬂlfd.fuﬁ:;
Jelsl 53 059 25 35S 5l aa g clas S ol
032 HLS a0 L La0 TS oo o) Ol
oL i ge 3 05l dooys V /Y slac il
S s S ealie Laoyw |25 555 K
a9 s sl v 55 055 5 sl
LBl s alm 3l g0 Olje 55 2 520
Loys /A Y s ;Jw&t}wduﬁ B
W el 4 Cod OT 31 e 055 20
ox\ 1) (il d ploen b o gue OT iy ol Ol e
Al HLa 53 0T o meS 5 Lol zalS
ol (gl a8 il Ol T i aba>Sl
B30 25008 Ol 5 o gn LS 5 J e
plod (850 53 097 (A slee L 05 5
5 dlpsn a5 il o ge JS5 m 53 5
S5 (Beniwal et al., 1992) ol,Lea
oy9l Ao )3 /0 §V/0 5L sdoee 45T ASsls
O)s dbmass o1l (5l 58l o 50 50 (S5

L oldslome 5 4 5 5500 J s 5 el o

\

o

4o

on e 3 <SS (Vitis vinifera) 55!

= Ol 3T Ol 5 01yl (Bl DY e
OYAF Il (65,5 HLT bl o
Y S 5L o8 Olemb5T Ol
Obl ol 533,05 5528 53 \)(.,,;%Cuﬁ),in
=055 5 F N T 5805 Slae o
3 508U Sl 48T Eoul LS s 5 VA
el (65588 gy Sler sles Sles
S0 lSE 31 plm 534S Conl Jl> s
5V b Slas (Il 5 adate ) Ol
(Anonymous, 2004) c—ul el i, 5 5
S s o Nes 03 5l BV 5 S
Sols gLy 555 dolate 5 e pide clao gos
C il Laa 5y Oglbal 54 dss - Kos
> (Aslani and Haghighat Afshar, 1990)
5 SSES Jlse L g0 g S5 5lie s
25N U1 ) s 358 o e S
23S o fdS o pe ) Oliale 8 2ty
o gt JSET A3 pLB )l lm 53 S
ogs ao La |5 51 oS sy 5l by
S o i a5 Kb e hS
Sl e 5 okt il sla S Jols 55
LS s ol dis e ol S S
ool sz A e by 25N 53 0 g S5
Jobam by o filos s Sl G50l
Sy Sladles ;8 0y 53 U b (S adni as
5303, 8 Al as;y g laes 8 sl



e e polie S wdis

Sl o5 23S s A 53 LT oS
O g oL e 457 sl Ol glake
SUS S i oK s ey Y chle L)
A %,.Jf(.us Obej 53 5 b 8 s
Ol jn e g5 035 dlaad 5 31 co e JSCE5
OHLSen 5 Ldgls a3 T.S.S. 5 J svas
S 4558 pdlsl(Daulta et al ., 1985)
Gl 530) 95 Sl g b 5801 (54 s
Sl e e 5 L ) o ia o s
(Agev, 1985) ;8T .cul oli laao sl
g0 e olie LaLJ o 457 515 Ol
g s 030 A3 Ol 5 J gpazee O e 2al 31
S 5,5 5,18 (Morshedi, 2001) i
L a5 Ol s 5 6805 51 ol o3l 52587 L
23 osn bSKis Ole a3 0 C Ll
S35 S slaslas 5 al i30Sl
O e 5= Sl slasles L ans e o
Oyl 53 Bl oo gn 1y 0 5n JSKi5 sy
gl 5l 55! el 53 (s 5
Gl o i 8 gi S Ca lidea
¢<Hajamiri and Sanei Shariatpanahi, 1997)
3 6l L(Karami, 2009 ¢Nejatian, 2006
Ol a5 51 (SIS () el oS
soed S Lyl5 0500 i) 5 CodS gz
O plaals s dns 4 by e SN ol
9 Audi i . Cenl Lol ST6 s Ol s
Olpl 35 Y guams 3l (ol 53 e olie
¢Mirabdulbaghi, 1997) c—wleuis aallas
55550 5550 53 Js (Motamed, 2005, 2006

Vo

o

Laad s oo cladd 5 05 o35 1/0 05
Sl il ols il 51 1 baas i
s (il slous &S das 0 OLLS 0 plon]
0033 dyb 53l b I8 sl p3Y s slde ¢
03,5 Lga o 2 5 WS anu 5 Sl om
Sodiituy e ly03,S wls Ay 5 Skl
S e e 15 g L sl s
e sl 35 S S 5 2 sl
Col dte L] g Sl Sl
syl acE e Hldie g9y SN LS6 Js

1{;.);\ ?-J' .,;}

JEN IS

l_.:.zJT)d;Liﬁ“ P A5 "

- (%3

L (Meshcheryakov and Alkhina., 1977)
5 A Usb 53 5 s 058 53 oSS L sk
o=l ST s ST pOel ae e gl dlo- e )3
VA Ol an Jpamen (21530 o 5o Hlas
33 -V s dsl Jlw dsb jo do)ys
ot D (s e e g Jle b
s Rl o sn i) Al o e
54 o3l 5 055 b st c g a5 A
O SKen 5 (Sl ol soy w3
4SS Wisls olas (Yamdagni et al., 1979a)
s Al L 5SS slaad e (3L plons
5 Lao g JSCi5 51 S atda S5 s 515 0 Y
S ge 457 b o o Lbo sn LSS 850 55 30
Ol e 5 A2l 31 Lo e U5 9 J gloee ol
Sy 5ol el el 4 e
5 Sl 08 plowl 5355 axia &S bae ge
5> (Yamdagni et al., 1979b) ol L e



WA Jle ) o)led OYO-Y " 5 9 g8 (81534 dlxa”

o3ly 5 VP Lol oSl a5 5,55 e
Sl e Sole Sl glajles Ll

30 ¢ o8l Sy 4 (N) 05525 O s
Olya e

5) ko) S50 41 (B) L5t 9 e
Ola 53 V70

S35 S g S50 4 (2N) G55 O e
Ol Ve 50)

S e asia oSG 0l ) sihd sl
3 osn JSES e 52 5 L JS Jls 0
A Lol ey 65 b (555 i 0558
) S LN W S| P W S Y | ]
e 5 A planil 05 pLGn (B e
4 Ol g Olgs & S g gl oy +/0
dali s s Lol olds glad slous
S 03101 (6l 3 g g 5 OT Jglons
S glowe 51 S 555 &S wo g 1SS O 1
gyl S p Sl bk s dsl Sy
poler A 53 LSS L 5 (slas Il L, S
55 SLaaS L5 S Cadle el
S s e I8 0 5L Sl de s ekl
S35 3 55 ELranS (LacSadS” Jls
SLacSadS sldia 5 i asls  lads 4=
s poled SBs 4 eSS 515 53 5 o g0
s ke gy sl S e Ol e
Soolemb sl J:Q:.J slaa s sy ew
153 3o gem JSE5 Oljen 5 5 8

o= as sl x Vo o/ S8 slaws

.M@Woﬁm

Vo

9

Qj;bfa—»r—fj—&t"j“—iwuu“—{
2 4GSl 5l o Sl 0 (6 S
) S50 5 08 0S8R e A B
3 Laa iy LS g ST Ao
PP P L g
SR L Ol dbws b B 5 b ieiS
5O I S S L B
Olams )3T Ol LapleSTE slacs bl
Slosas o s il 3l 50 s Sl o8
Sl g 93 (o Cosn S 5 oS

95 9 Slge
)bt\_’@jbcﬁjﬁw‘rb‘-ﬂé‘ﬁ
Job aids Ve g4z )oF0) ae sl (5 J50 adlate
4S (gldl e 0,0 4adsYD g ax 5TV
DL Sl QL’I_MJJ_::-J‘}KJ‘ LS‘—A&J}J—"
Jal Jle 53 s Sl VWAY 5V YAL sladLa
O S (Olicny 11 W yles Jles! 1 |3
Calitee Blas! 31 ST S e (6l s gas
LaoT Slad 5 (oK 58 Slo a5 5 ol
J}\j\)ssﬂl_g-ongbﬁﬁsa»;
‘J:@qub;ﬁgob@b;.uct?a\om)
L iy b s sladi g () il 1
DS Sy 4 LOT o a5 Sl LSS
L dobas Jol8 slacS b al b Jo)sSTl

))Uﬁ})&\ﬁ&lﬁijbﬁj)W\“



e e polie S wdis

. =
Af‘ IJde > a&“ D b

w55 ($9)

(&3

it o le3T 45 54> 5o (Emami, 1997)
Ol b 3 S 0Ol 58S L Ol ddss
e s Ol )3T b b 5 (555588
J=1 0 5 Jmol laesls adS™ as 5
ubj)‘ aaul_w‘bé_:ix’ﬁ‘u_.hm
Jlos 9 4 2 5, 4 Excell s MSTATC
o 4...«4..\.5.»3 w;)‘} Ls}bj:ob‘bj ‘SJLAT
A 0a3T hy 3l el L 55 b Sibe

A el STl (glasels

o g @b
Vdsdr 75 4 bl Calises slales
5 S Sl gpa s ¥ dydar 53 dsy
Jome SLEL I (SG b e ST e
5550 OLuS G STl .ol 0l 03,51 iolajT
S Cbl s g (65 Cudgdoes LB L
=B A Ol e 5 (25 Ol STE (ela s
) S S ol
S0 Ao 3 5 ((J—?ﬁ-lzsﬁpfgrlr‘\/)
oSS s s
s S o3l S LS 3 0 8 s /AP

Joe Slak St g LT gT 4 o @Lﬁ

Sl 0k 0303 OLES ¥ U 53 o lejT
Ogee iz law p 4085 9 Jlo plgy
S olods Hls"l

Sl S o Wl mls
sl Jlasl Jlw g3 43 ol (6,8 051l
313 Olas &S5 o lecds 0w STE 3 oL glows

VoV

56803 5 e Lot 4
olie ol Ol (8L slome la)les
(S sl asue 00) 5 s lad g
S35 4 35 SlaeS 1 Slola s Jyl i
Jie oK lajT 4 o3l g Lpal
LOT ) 5 op WO3g /8 pole Oljm 5 Lids
oS Sl b Sl s e 5 (S 0310
ol T mie SHdle 55 52 50 LT ST
LOT 4S5 Sls s 5 (515 54 gas OLSE
S Sliw ¢, eIl gl s 6,5 oIl
ssb s ke o Sles gl el
5Ol 45 (ke glacad I dslas
G S o0l gl m il e oK le3T 4
iy a5l am 00 sldel o g S e 5 sk
L LT o e 5 dsb s ol dolas b
it S 0 e o e S

5 4 baad s 055 b 68 oIl
035 S o301 s plowil 5315 5 e ST
Ly ity o 5las Ve s bbas &5
AT s 4y 6,8 S

Ol ¢ 2 PH &3 Ly 6 4o ST pH
e =) Lo 9ol O gl 25 6
Ao 53 5 O gl 5 gy Ly (S L6, b
Slesliwl U Jy does dals 3,
La s s Kol jas ST 5, ol s
(Babalar and Doulati Baneh, 1998)
B s 05555 Jold o e polie Ol
e b 3l s (IS o&ans 53 O gl 25

Sl 5 e gy Sl o s ol Ol e



WA Jle ) o)led OYO-Y " 5 9 g8 (81534 dlxa”

ol T s ealizul 5y g0 b yles Sluaseine =) Jgud
Table 1. Different treatments used in the experiment

Sles @i role Sed e ok
Treatment Nutrient elements Treatment Nutrient elements

T, N Bo Z, (control) T Ns B1s Zo

T, No Bo Z15 Ts Ns Bi5Z15

T3 No B1s Zo To N1o Bo Zo

T, No B1sZ1.5 Tio Nio Bo Z15

Ts Ns Bg Zo Tu N1o B1s Zo

Te Ns Bo Z15 Ti Nio B1s5Z15

N: Nitrogen; B: Boron; Zn: Zinc

ialeiT Joee LaOkaSTE oS 4 o s Yt
Table 2. Soil analysis results of vineyards used as the experiment sites

TSI G Calda ol ol e ST S e e oSl il
_ S oS’ . .
Exp. site Depth EC pH TNV ocC Sqnd S.I|t C!ay Soil texture
dsm 0 (AR A N V)
Vokst  0-30 0.82 7.7 15.8 090 29 46 25 Loam
: 30-60 0.82 7.8 16.3 066 29 43 28 Clayloam
Vineyard 1 65 99 0.58 7.9 145 047 23 42 35 Clayloam
Yokst  0-30 1.00 7.4 16.0 054 46 34 20 Loam
. 30-60 0.71 7.6 15,5 034 42 36 22 Loam
Vineyard 25 g9 0.59 7.7 12.8 054 47 33 20 Loam
oleT 2550 GLORLSE (LT OT 452 ol —F sl
Table 3. Analysis of water used for irrigation of vineyards
Slda e ol S S 2 e o2
S So Mg
6 -1 4
Ec x 10 pH meq| 1 1 Na Boron
Year Ju meq| meq| meql™ mgkg™
2001 \FA- 394 7.8 35 _ _ _ 0.4
2002 YA 304 7.9 3.2 0.3 1.9 0.2 1
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Table 4. Mean comparison of fruit traits in vineyard no.1

sles a>Jdsb S5 s Bl a=Jsb S5 s
o5 o g
Treatment Berry length Fruitsetop ~ 1reatment Berry length  Fruit set %
(mm) (mm)
T, 1.33b 20.57c T7 1.31b 25.23bc
T, 1.25b 27.98ab Ts 1.34b 32.17a
Ts 1.34b 26.63b To 1.32b 25.17bc
Ts 1.29b 25.7bc Tao 1.33b 29.45ab
Ts 1.26b 25.23bc Tu 1.36ab 25.58bc
Ts 1.47a 31.93a T 1.35b 32.22a

L I3 gme (M| W86 O g a5 S xhe o b LSSl
Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
For treatment details see Table 1.

53 05led OLuSTE 53 abd showe Jlo 33 55 00 Slio :Kle fs lin -0 g
Table 5. Mean comparison of fruit traits in vineyard no.2

Sl - Jsb Jlous ol 3l5n gm0 JS5 Ao Sl aJob Jolous ol 3l5n gm0 JS5 Ao

Treatment Berry length TSS Fruit set % Treatment  Berry length TSS Fruit set %
(mm) (mm)

T, 1.31ab 17.50bc 26.76bcd T, 1.26abc 19.11abc 24.39d

T, 1.25abc 17.24c 28.37bc Tg 1.30ab 17.24c 32.78a

Ts 1.23abc 17.56bc 25.11cd Ty 1.28ab 17.55bc 23.94d

Ty 1.19bc 18.44abc 27.48bcd T1o 1.23bc 19.56a 29.35b

Ts 1.24abc 17.34c 25.76bcd Ty 1.61c 19.44ab 25.40cd

Ts 1.35a 18.27abc 27.45bcd Tio 1.99bc 18.64abc 27.36bcd

it s me (Nt ] A6 O g a5 S e o U a o Kolee
Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
For treatment details see Table 1.

Caleien Sl slod )3 0 goe K55 Ao 33 0 80ke Ayl J gk
Table 6. Mean comparison of fruit set in different treatments

B o gee S5 Loy B o gee JS5 Loy
Treatment Fruit set % Treatment Fruit set %

T, 24.0d T, 24.1d

T, 27.7bc Ts 32.3a

T3 25.5bcd T 24.0d

T, 26.0bcd Tio 299D

Ts 25.2bcd Tu 25.5 bed

T 28.0bc T, 305b

it s e (oMt ] A6 O g a3 S e o U a o Kole

Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
For treatment details see Table 1.
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Table 7. Combined analysis of variance for fruit and leaf elements

MS e S
a3 Leaf <, Fruit o,
@1 Ol 8 S 0395 o S
SOV, adge g1 N B Zn N B Zn
Location (L) o 1 2.430™ 22879.0C 552500 59000 25870.0° 47720
Error Ls 4 0.062 54.4 378.0 0.01 225.0 81.1"
Year (Y) Ju 1 0.012" 158.5™ 0.0 0.27" 29™ 3453
YxL oaxd 1 0.001"™ 70.4™  318.0 0.15" 1.7™  364.0
Error Ls 4 0.024 168.2 324.0 0.21 134.4 124.5™
Nutrition (N) wiw 11 0.047" 61.7" 4822  0.011™ 396.0" 5.2
LxN wiox o 11 0.021™ 97.3"  106.4 0.001"™ 161.7™ 8.4
YxN wlixJ. 11 0.026™ 102.5"™ 323 0.005 " 64.3" 474
LxYxN wioxJlxo&e 11 0.017™ 57.0™ 91.7 0.005™  109.2" 3.85
Error Ls 88 0017 129.8 88.0 0.005 126.7 4.11
Cv% ek g 15.5 135 173 123 16.6 17.9
TN 5T o 53 s gme Ol fme b 5 4 ** y*ns
ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1%, respectively.
M‘SLQ)L«:S‘)JOxﬁjgﬁfﬂtﬁj‘@‘)"iﬂtﬂwuﬁ—Ad)u\q—
Table 8. Mean comparison of leaf and fruit elements in different treatments
BIo% RIS EE ESBIET o5y oMas Sl Ol fd deys ISR o5y oMas
£, &£, ) &, &,
Treatment Nitrogen Leaf Zn E(;ﬁ;tei Treatment Leaf Leaf Zn Fruit B
content % content (ppm) nitrogen content content
(ppm) pp content % (ppm) (ppm)
T, 0.84b 45.2¢ 69.28abcd T, 0.86b 48.6de 76.50a
T, 0.77b 53.5bcde 62.88bcd Ts 0.83b 68.1a 72.33ab
Ts 0.81b 52.8bcde 64.05bcd T, 0.78b 50.0cde 61.19cd
T, 0.77b 52.0bcde 66.93abcd Tio 0.78b 55.7bcd 69.94abc
Ts 0.77b 46.6e 59.04d Ty 0.99a 51.0bcde 70.17abc
Te 0.79b 58.7bc 64.17bcd T 0.88b 59.5b 76.85a

Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.

For treatment details see Table 1.
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