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ABSTRACT

The evaluation of wild grapes for breeding programs and introducing cultivars for special climatic conditions is very
important. The aim of this study was to better understand the characteristics of wild grape genotypes in order to use
in breeding programs. Twenty genotypes were collected in Sardasht and Piranshhar regions of the West Azerbaijan
province and various attributes such as bunch, bunchlet, berry, seed and total antioxidant were measured. There is
high variation in some traits, including length and width of bunch, bunch weight, length of peduncle and number of
bunchlet. The flesh, peel and seed antioxidant capacity of the studied genotypes ranged from 15.53 to 71.53, 7.36 to
84.96 and 8.71 to 64 %, respectively. The bunch traits, including length and width of bunch significantly correlated
with fruit traits such as length and width of berry, weight and size of the fruit. The eleven main factors were
explained approximately 79.97% of the total variance. According to cluster analysis, genotypes were divided into
three main groups. Genotypes in the first group had the highest flesh weight, skin thickness, TA, pH of juice, Hue and
chroma values. The berry length and width, length of peduncle, number of seed, L* and a* had a significant role in
separation of the second group. Genotypes in third group had a higher average number of bunchlet and length of
bunchlet. The results obtained might be useful for breeding programs and introducing of new grape varieties.

Keywords: Cluster analysis, coefficient of variation, correlation, factor analysis.
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Table 1. The geographical location of the studied
genotypes of wild grape in west Azerbaijan province

Genotype Longitude Latitude Collected site

P1 050 28'386"  40°36"989"

P2 05-28"389"  40°36"991"

P3 050 28'399"  40°36'991"

P4 05-28"395"  40°36" 825"

P5 05-28'638" 40036’ 829" Piranshahar
P6 05028 530" | 40° 36" 822"

P7 05028' 595" 40° 36" 772"

P8 05227 701" 40° 36’ 883"

P9 05028"293". 40°36'979"

P10 05027' 772" 40° 37" 118"

S1 050 53"580"  40- 17" 095"

S2 05043"759" 400 21" 495"

S3 050 50"258"  40-21'076"

S4 05°45'032"  41-16"432"

S5 05045'124" 40~ 13" 398" Sardasht
S6 05°40'240" 40~ 03’ 888"

S7 05°46' 885"  40° 04' 867"

S8 050 59" 155" 400 06' 527"

S9 05028 841" 40° 47" 666"

S10 05250"232"  40- 47" 092"
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Table 2. The evaluated attributes and its unit of measurement in studied genotypes

Number Attribute Abbreviation Unit of measurement
1 Bunch length BL (cm)
2 Bunch width BW (cm)
3 Bunch.length/Bunch width BL/BW (cm)
4 Peduncle length PL (cm)
5 Bunchlet number BN -

6 Berry number BeN -

7 Bunchlet length BUL (cm)
8 Bunchlet width BUW (cm)
9 Bunchlet length/Bunchlet width BUL/BUW (cm)
10 Berry length BeL (mm)
11 Berry width BeW (mm)
12 Berry length/ Berry width BelL/BeW (mm)
13 pedicle length PeL (mm)
14 Bunch weight BuWe (9)
15 Berry weight BeWe (9)
16 Flesh weight FWe (9)
17 Peel weight PeWe (9)
18 Peel thickness PT (mm)
19 Seed number SN -
20 Seed weight SWe (9)
21 Seed length SL (mm)
22 Seed width SwW (mm)
23 Seed length/Seed width SL/SW (mm)
24 Total soluble solids TSS (%)
25 Titrable acidity TA (mg/100 ml)
26 TSSITA TSSITA -
27 pH pH -
28 L L -
29 a a -
30 b” b -
31 Hue Hu -
32 Chroma Ch -
33 Flesh antioxidant capacity FAC (%)
34 Seed antioxidant capacity SAC (%)
35 Peel antioxidant capacity PAC (%)
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of measured attributes in studied wild grape genotypes

Traits Range Minimum Maximum Mean Standard deviation Coefficient of variation
BL 12.21 14.99 27.20 18.82 291 15,51
BW 9.40 2.70 12.10 5.46 1.87 34.32

BL/BW 4.82 151 6.33 3.68 0.87 23.73
PL 2.80 1.90 4.70 3.02 0.68 22.71
BN 10.00 4.00 14.00 8.4 1.83 21.83
BeN 75.00 18.00 93.00 5261 20.36 38.71
BUL 6.40 2.10 8.50 472 1.62 34.50

BUW 2.60 1.80 4.40 3.09 0.64 20.69

BUL/BUW 1.80 0.65 245 153 0.43 28.37

BeL 14.78 1.56 16.34 13.15 251 19.10

Bew 8.53 9.09 17.62 13.24 2.39 18.09
BelL/BeW 1.05 0.16 121 0.99 0.14 14.63
PeL 6.56 2.90 9.46 5.75 151 26.24

BuWe 135.81 10.01 145.82 78.97 22.99 29.11

BeWe 4.05 1.18 5.23 2.62 0.81 31.11
Few 412 0.77 4.89 2.14 0.83 38.85

PeWe 0.39 0.22 0.60 0.37 0.07 21.32
PT 0.51 0.13 0.64 0.28 0.11 39.28
SN 2.00 2.00 4.00 2.78 0.80 28.77
SWe 0.61 0.03 0.64 0.10 0.15 139.13
SL 3.22 5.11 8.33 7.08 0.70 10.01
Sw 2.37 291 5.28 4.14 0.52 12.70

SL/SW 1.26 127 2.53 1.73 0.28 16.31
TSS 12.50 7.50 20.00 12.17 2.53 20.82
TA 0.28 0.34 0.62 0.50 0.60 120

TSSITA 44.64 22.06 32.25 24.34 421 17.29
pH 1.20 3.10 4.30 3.73 0.34 9.20
L 19.24 19.88 39.12 26.17 2.79 10.67
A 16.25 -8.02 8.23 4.63 3.05 65.85
B 7.03 -2.53 450 0.86 1.42 164.60
Hu 115.63 -73.65 41.98 2.81 23.36 829.74
Ch 7.86 1.10 8.96 5.39 2.06 38.22

FAC 56.00 15.53 71.53 35.55 11.34 31.90
SAC 55.29 8.71 64.00 32.49 11.01 33.90
PAC 77.6 7.36 84.96 42.53 16.73 39.35

(Du et al., 2009) ol oy s 530 baimo )l YU oo s S

Jsloee aalz olge (e (2P OLLE Hebay (oalplo
S Aol g el ogee CodST 4 atuly S
e O Hekaieds GO e lp (sete
ol ezmer el 9o oge Clloy g

Slge i g95 (n YL ¥ Jga mli 4 axg L
S g Ve plp WS p a0 Lb p Jole dal>
a5 Cl soge (SHy Sy 0g VIO QT Ol o
Al B Sl 09 g0 00IS B pas LA o


WWW.SID.IR
WWW.SID.IR

Vo VWAF Ll oY 5Les A 5,90 10l Sl psle

6ol CelS et mie Sl Jele 51 S5, egls
Doulati Baneh 4" w,pn ;0 0l oo jleds 45 0500
5o slapd, obj)l g plelil jslaieds (2010) et al.
Wi, ol wisls all oye bl dT bl d=e
oy gy 53 st Jom Slio 5 K0 K
PR e & bl bS5, Jls &S Cen

ol 3058 g ok 2T 1y 508 «(5 S

2 g Cwgy idgS (SwimSToly cud b
SasShl e, Sbsl o lCawads =
ol s b b lis cge bt slaeend
Cd )b g E9 Olime rtde Sl Sy (Saras]
S92y 33 1) 95 Ol (S )i (Sanaslol
b b Ll s g S (awgy G ol 0l
e 5 Sy Sl swasplas Sanslol
3 el oS 5l Gw) cSle o )58 alex
booS 5 (nl o 5 colo o5 CiF (g oe &8l
Gk slge ol gline Gl gl s
55 oanld Aedl o olE saS il
WSl s 4 ogee Sy g Sied 9D je> Bad
Slge wylo JIE b Jale ol ol o pediass jaboas
S STy e it SoimSTolig L3
Es5 ao,0 YL (Drogoudi et al., 2005)
C S A N g Sy SdgS (Saaashl cud)b
5 59 SBols o S AFRE AVVOY L il
NOOY L plpieas i 4y geid ao,o ol (S
Onizman b sdalie PLooSals o AIVY VXS
3% g Sy o dgS (SanShl cud b (.Sl
e el aeddamyn By g0 slap Bl
AD S50y oy YYFA 5 FYOY YO0
cdlé v, L (2013) Mousazadeh et al.
Sy & e slaed) Sl (B Bilas (Saaaslol
o8 alox 5l g0 50,8 slaed, a5 wis,S (L. DPPH
4 o (SISl (lime i Heliss JUs
5 AgeS LAile 0> Al lac o aed, Ko
5 VY/OY oo sy SonSloly cod,b A,
5 Oz 5o S Slopd; )0l 4 ey AT

g el Jud

BB laowl @l las ¥ Jgaz 5l sowlcasoa
e owyp 3550 SLOBSIS o e (i bee
ol 45 WS e (Sl e Eob plSin anaul oy,
oS S Jslome sl Slse ek & apms oS
oS ol ogen pab Slis TSSITA Cons ol
o oS pas hpdy Wil JYL Cund (nl 4z e
S onl 5eSles (gy 2 cnl 53 090 walsS iy
VIV ol coss 0l g9 aoy0 9 0g YYIVY
dand, byl 5o (1995) Shiraishi .oi coslis
Sl Glie e (chg sladiss 5 Lol daS g0
Veoy a8 YIVA B VY togioe o 1) ogee
oS 195 5 LBy o a5 3,5 (3,155 eseacl 2 e
W5 Gl (Jgdg iy sladisS 5 laaly 5l S
5 2>y Gl Gl min S 500 5 el Sene
odulicwsdy bl yisren Lol ouls ()55 laayly
Sgos] TSS g PH e ol lis e ol
@Bl (o5 £ omyn )90 slaplNlE
@l ,Las (2010) Doulati Baneh et al. sl v, 5
2 Oty Oley 5o ogae Jsle dalz Slge s
RVEIR-H PR ONA SN SR JUIRWS N A g R PRC O
PH ol it S92 (e 655 03, sl V017 b
Blaie ol (525565 g 508 0555 o8, 4 by pe Sgracs]
Ot et 03 VIA 5 0 i & dgdm o
Ol 4 591y SIS 0, 4 bgrpe abonl Gl
2 oS g egrecl T de Ve o 08 VYA
Pk Ve 308 /R Gl 4 a3 0) 5 08

A odslive 050!

s Ky s sl
O YL Cewgy Ky G pirte) ¥ Jgdo 4 az s b
osalive P2 ool ;o YANY L ol (L7 g9 )lje
S9 5510 loy,Eolsi g yeiie AIYY =AY
G558 A gy ) 558 SlaglSol & o
A aside S5 (eelS g sep digl) (o) p b og
o & Sep olOlE i 55 s gl Oliee oS
Sy Ky eglS g5 wo)s oYL S g
9 g S alh 9o opl el caws 4 AAE Ll


WWW.SID.IR
WWW.SID.IR

w3l P SISl g olarisSo b Slo Sy (w2 Hnom> 9 42 e Sel e

SIS o Gl as w88 A Gl cnlnle
oge] PH L oenl s BB dnal cas
Olpls ol s s e (Ko (1=4/0Y)
9 )Ju.s).;.w 0gu0 p..:.la u.\.wl.a i 09,3.9\7)1 pH4>).(b
lal; 392 dalg> 555 0gee pab ieS PH 4z 52
a* el 5 90 o doy0 \ mhaw jo I Jxe
5 Pl «S)pe8 laoge I )ls g2y B
sdalcawsas mls Wiyl 55 6,V K, ol
dayl, J& 5 s SanuSlol o b wls olis
9 SdeS iy e Ojy > (g bl
eyl g b s Ay sren 0l walg>
S, L7 asls g pH TSS 5 cangy  SanSlol
Iy Ol ol Slas o YU (Ko o)l 352
S Se 2 sxSeslal ofy Sl plsn B asS e el

Qf@‘n5ow,am54.:ul.mo

Yvs

P e Sy Slho o (Sees &5 mlo
99 Oy M w).a NG PR 43‘) I\ J9~.\>
QL&j\)CA.é..ojooTwsla}:\Jagl)QA&‘m
c;\.!aa.l) )l ] ).M -\ 9 +\ Eosm ) ‘Jmoso
oslainl ol oo (Mol slaasly o Slho
ol olas o YU s (Forde, 1975) o5
4SS, g ySeslaloly 5L wS oo sl 1) 1Sl
ol bl 0ad 00y o ped Cde Curog
P9 Job e B g Job Gl plas
2R B g Job el oie g Jsb adys
Vo Jkisl maw o g 5t (SKen
2,10 3529 oy
O )lo e g Site (Shared 3929 (rizred
aralss g abs> e b SdeS 09 5 4> ()
lazdies o badss aix o ol ol boimsslis
cuals dles o YL sleas ig il e
4> )9 du> Ceoles O ks)bcs.‘“’ 9 e 3.]4.31)
2,18 0529 sy Vel mlaw o ClsS (39 9

90 Lsm}j dLbuL?\)‘).a ).) a3y .))940 Slow O oolw M ¥ J5A>
Table 4. Correlation between studied traits in wild grape genotypes

Traits BL BW BN BUL BUW BelL BeW PeL BuWe BeWe Few PeWe PT SWe
BL 1
BW 0.54™ 1
BN 029" 0.27 1
BUL 0.38™ 0437 013 1
BUW 015 025 022 053" 1
BeL 036 033" -006 029" 036" 1
BeW 006 022 -015 000 023 078" 1
PeL 015 007 . -019 014 027" 038" 0.20 1
BuWe 013 016 -002 019 -004 016 011 007 1
BeWe 000 033" 026" 018 026" 020 026" -008 0.2 1
Few -0.02 034" 027" 022 026 016 018 -008 012 097" 1
PeWe 009 001 002 -0.04 020 026 037" 005 -002 -002 -016 1
PT -0.02 030" 009 0407 029° 013 005 008 021 048" 045" 0.12 1
SWe 006 -0.08 -0.08 -0.20 -0.13 0.08 022 000 0.00 004 -015 023 004 1
SL 035" 0.04 002 027" 0447 0417 039" 022 014 009 001 038" 021 024
SW 006 -011 -006 -0.14 -010 -0.17 -0.03 -0.24 -0.08 002 -002 001 -0.12 0.20
TSS 036~ 011 029" 032° 016 005 -025° 009 -0.10 -0.30" -0.27° -0.04 -0.01 -0.14
TA 007 -009 020 000 010 014 007 025 -0.09 -0.13 -0.12 001 -0.06 -0.08
TSSITA 041 019 016 029" 0.09 -003 -0.30° -0.04 -006 -020 -0.18 -0.06 0.02 -0.07
pH 010 -019 005 -0.06 -0.29° -0.31" -041" -0.33" 0.00 -0.10 -0.08 0.03 -0.22 -0.11
L* 004 -002 -005 -017 014 -0.00 007 001 012 017 018 -010 -0.04 0.1
a* 023 -001 -002 -014 -012 -0.08 002 016 017 004 003 -0.05 -0.03 0.08
b* -042™ -022 -032° -015 -0.04 000 013 012 005 014 012 005 014 0.08
Hu 043" 033" -0.26° -021 -013 -0.11 000 009 -0.04 -0.08 -010 -0.03 0.05 0.13
Ch -046™ -020 -037" -026" -0.16 -0.01 019 012 024 018 018 -015 013 0.5
FAC 008 -021 -019 010 006 -0.12 -0.29° 0.06 -0.08 -0.32° -0.31" -0.30" -0.18 0.09
SAC 001 022 013 050" 047" 000 -015 -0.07 006 0427 047" -014 036" -0.23
PAC -0.16 -0.33" 0.0 -0.44™ -0.31" -0.45" -0.33™ -0.40" -0.03 005 005 0.08 -0.18 -0.04
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Continued table 4. Correlation between studied traits in wild grape genotypes
Traits SL SW TSS TA TSS/TA pH L a b Hu Ch FAC SAC PAC
SL 1
SW 0.14 1
TSS 020 -032" 1
TA 027" 009 0.28 1
TSSITA 001 -0.39" 0.797 -0.33™ 1
pH -0.45" -0.10 -0.12 -057" 0.23 1
L* 003 018 -019 -006 -0.16 -0.06 1
a* 011 000 -024 009 -028° -024 -015 1
b* 002 012 -0.31" 000 -0.30 -0.31" 0.09 040" 1
Hu -0.08 -0.04 -014 -0.06 -0.10 -0.24 -0.03 049™ 0767 1
Ch -0.07 017 -0.52" 0.2 -059" -0.36" 0.27° 0.49™ 0.73” 0547 1
FAC 001 -003 018 -019 031" 024 011 -0.01 -0.13 010 -013 1
SAC -0.04 -0.30" 010 -0.21 024 005 -0.11 000 014 003 -003 005 1
PAC 020 030" 031" -0.07 -026" 042™ 027" 010 0.08 -0.05 021 -0.08 -0.16 1
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** * ns: significantly differenct at 1 and 5% probability levels and non-significant, respectively.
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Table 5. Loading values and cumulative variance for 11 factors resulted from factor analysis

Traits 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
BL -048 -006 026 006 003 025 022 -006 033 033 023
BW -023 024 028 014 022 076 -006 000 001 020 0.08
BL/BW 008 -029 -0.02 -006 -011 082 014 -003 014 -018 0.12
PL -026 027 -001 0.0 -017 009 -003 015 001 0.77 -0.04
BN -0.18 0.12 063 /034 008 016 003 -011 -0.03 0.02 -0.11
BeN -0.11 0.10 041 017 -0.14 050 -0.08 -008 -0.30 0.21 0.18
BUL -0.18 036 079 007 022 004 017 012 001 -0.02 0.03
BUW -013 057 <012 014 038 -001 015 024 016 000 -0.37
BUL/BUW -0.14 -0.03 083 -006 000 003 013 -001 -010 -0.07 0.34
BeL -011 013 010 008 084 011 -017 007 020 -0.06 0.09
BeW 0.00. /012 -0.17 001 058 024 -046 007 030 -0.27 0.03
BeL/BeW -0.14 000 034 009 052 -0.18 040 000 -0.12 0.29 0.09
PeL 0200 -0.09 000 019 066 002 011 023 -0.03 -0.02 0.03
BuWe 007 011 012 006 011 005 -001 -0.04 0.00 -0.01 0.80
BeWe 003 08 -009 -010 003 022 -016 -0.07 0.02 011 0.12
Fwe 001 08 -006 -009 002 021 -011 -0.04 -016 0.10 0.13
PeWe -0.07 000 000 013 014 -018 -055 -010 048 006 -0.14
PT 0.13 058 035 016 -008 009 -011 013 017 -010 0.16
SN 0.18 010 -0.06 -0.09 -0.13 068 -0.01 -0.04 0.16 -0.30 0.24
SWe 0.6 -014 -015 -011 000 011 0.02 -0.10 0.70 0.01 0.02
SL -0.13 018 006 009 026 -013 -0.02 047 068 -0.08 0.01
SW -0.03 -0.02 -003 -087 -019 -0.01 005 016 027 -0.04 -0.06
SL/SW -004 016 011 083 030 -009 -007 016 019 -0.01 0.08
TSS -029 -021 029 054 -007 001 034 038 006 025 -011
TA 0.00 -0.14 -002 -008 016 -019 -016 083 -013 025 -0.02
TSSITA -0.27 -012 029 059 -016 016 045 -015 013 011 -0.10
pH -0.30 -0.08 006 -001 -021 -033 0.08 -079 -013 0.12 -0.06
L -0.16 030 -057 -016 003 001 033 008 003 -025 0.22
a 076 -008 -0.05 -0.10 0.08 012 -006 0.00 -0.02 034 0.12
b* 080 0.18 -0.06 -0.07 0.00 -0.07 -0.06 006 0.09 -021 0.00
Hu 086 -0.07 -004 012 -008 -005 011 000 0.06 -0.13 -0.07
Ch 069 016 -026 -0.27 005 -004 -009 015 -010 -026 031
FAC 001 -018 002 001 008 -018 0.76 -018 0.08 -011 -0.13
SAC 014 066 035 026 -004 002 018 -0.14 -018 0.04 -0.20
PAC 000 008 -0.38 -032 -041 -040 058 -023 0.00 025 0.20
Eigen value 345 345 330 278 274 252 232 217 205 171 150
% of variance 985 972 944 79 78 720 6.64 620 587 489 430
% Cumulative variance 9.85 1958 29.03 37.00 44.85 52.05 58.69 6490 70.77 75.66 79.97
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Figure 1. Dendrogram of wild grape genotypes based on Ward’s method
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