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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 050 28'389"  40-36'991"

P3 050 28'399"  40°36'991"

P4 050 28'395"  40-36' 825"

P5 05028 638"  40-36' 829" Piranshahar
P6 05028 530"  40- 36' 822"

P7 05028 595" 40-36' 772"

P8 05227'701"  40° 36’ 883"

P9 050 28'293"  40°36'979"

P10 050 27" 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 52.61 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
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Table 4. Correlation between studied traits in wild grape genotypes

Traits BL BW BN BUL BUW BeL BeW PeL BuWe BeWe Few PeWe PT SWe
BL 1
BW 0.54™ 1
BN 029" 0.27 1
BUL 0.38" 043" 013 1
BUW 015 025 022 053" 1
BeL 036 0.33" -006 029" 036" 1
BeW 006 022 -015 000 023 078" 1
PeL 015 007 -019 014 0277 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 -001 010 -017 009 -003 015 001 0.77 -0.04
BN -0.18 012 063 034 008 016 003 -011 -0.03 0.02 -0.11
BeN -0.11 010 041 017 -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 -003 083 -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 -017 001 058 024 -046 007 030 -027 0.03
BeL/BeW -0.14 000 034 009 052 -0.18 040 000 -0.12 0.29 0.09
PeL 020 -009 000 019 066 002 011 023 -003 -0.02 0.03
BuWe 007 011 o012 006 011 005 -001 -0.04 0.00 -0.01 0.80
BeWe 003 08 -009 -010 003 022 -016 -0.07r 0.02 011 0.12
Fwe 001 08 -006 -009 002 021 -011 -004 -016 010 0.13
PeWe -0.07# 000 000 013 014 -018 -055 -010 048 006 -0.14
PT 013 058 035 016 -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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