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Effect of Pruning Severity and Cane Length on Yield and Quality of Grape cv.
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Tablel. Mean comparison for effect of pruning severity on yield and quality of grape
cv. Siah-e -Samarghandi
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Table 2. Mean comparison for the effect of cane length on yield and quality of grape
cv. Siah-e -Samarghandi
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Table 3. Mean comparison of pruning severity x bud number per cane interactions on yield and quality of grape cv. Siah-e —Samarghandi
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