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Effect of water stress on grape fruit growth
under delayed cultivation

ZHANG Rui', CHENG Ziyong' , WANG Wangtian',
WU Yuxia', LUO Yongzhong', NIU Lili', ZHANG Youfu®
(1 College of Engineering, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China;
2 College of Agriculture and Biotechnology, Hexi University, Zhangye 734000, China)

Abstract ; [ Objective ] To provide a basis for the precise control of grape, Vitis vinifera, fruit development
under delayed cultivation. [ Method] A main local grape cultivar Red Globe was planted in local ordinary
sunlight greenhouse. Grape growth was divided into different stages including budding, grapevine exten-
sion, flowering, berry expansion, grape coloring and maturing stages. There were mild and moderate wa-
ter stress at each growth stage, with control of sufficient water supply during the whole growth period. The
effects of different treatments on the expansion rates of fruit longitudinal and transverse diameter were
studied, and the correlation between fruit growth and leaf nitrogen content or chlorophyll content under
different treatments was analyzed. [ Result and conclusion] There were two distinct peak expansion peri-
ods of grape fruit enlargement and the enlargement rate in the first peak was far higher than that in the
second one. The enlargement rate of fruit longitudinal and transverse diameter respectively in the early 24
days and early 16 days of berry expansion stage determined the final fruit size. The moderate water stress

from the late grapevine extension to the early berry expansion stage followed with sufficient water supply
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resulted in distinct water compensation effects on fruit expansion rate during the early expansion stage and

the rate reduced again in the mid and late berry expansion stages. Leaf nitrogen and chlorophyll contents

had significantly positive effects on initial grape fruit enlargement rate from the late grapevine extension

stage to the early berry expansion stage.

Key words: water stress; grape; prolongation cultivation; berry expansion; leaf nitrogen content; leaf

chlorophyll content; water consumption intensity

W% Vitis vinifera JEJ5 ARG RAEHN HIEER
it DR T H ' il 2 0 4 7 47 4 Rl A 2Ry
TR, DLEIR SR AU H Y, SR S oo B
FHEV WML, 3R AT i — Rk T R
Xof S BLF ]  2 4 AE A A A Y B S L B
NATATE K00 H 25 52 5, T 2% 28 ) 4 2 S5 K SR 1)
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A3 JEE K 53 38 2 A AR R 1 IR ARG BRI
R A A B T SR S A R R Y R R A 1 Y
P A B AR 43 B B, AT B AR ) 0 22 05
MY Cuevas %5 BIFFEAS AR I 2F A ST K
e (A A B2 i 2 AT A6 1, 7 EL X 18 BT i I A 5%
). 6 SR SR R 70 2 K RE (R IR S A KR B
HAR P, IS BE Y K 4y T B2 R R S
JoR AR A 2 T A AT 4R e R T A SR
B A AR e e RS K Tk
SRR o R N AN, R SR S
K Z 1 B 5 7K A2 B )2 e ] A3 3 SR 52 1 K 1)
SR G PR A K AR B R Rb, {45 B I T o A 3
IO SR N < = o SN L (R 7/ = E:11 P &
T S KA ) A K R,

b IR W A 3 A VR i O s A A SR S A
PR HH AT 0 AE S5 R B R AR R T R S
N A R 5 7K 43 R A 1 e iy G R T D, oK 4
¥ - FEYE TR - RS AT 1 R R R o iy
PMFEAVE L R AT 2. S, R SGHE o I AN R A
B K A3 30 55 4 A 2 R S AR A I R e e
A E G R i SORE K5 B 2 (8] i oG R
5, TR B A AR S A K K R YE L, SR it

http://xuebao.scau.edu.cn

S I 3R 15 4 2 10 O e 7 B K 43 (A B 2 A B L
R
1 #RtERE

B0 T 2013 4F 4—12 75 Hlt 4 sk i K 55
Je ) R FE R R rp O R AT S0 v b A A
1 100°26'E 38°56' N, W45 1 482.7 m, ZAF -1 %
JKEE 125 mm, 2478 K& 2 047.9 mm. fit +
BRI L, pH 7.8, L E T HE 147
g - em” HERFKER (0,)22. 8% , F A 3 B R 5
fi/Z(0 ~40 em) HIEFH YR 13.7 g - kg ™',k
fif 4 32. 04 mg - kg ™', AL 27.8 mg - kg™, L
Bl 137.4 mg - kg '

1.1 ##

BEXEY 6 4 AR A 4, 18 P > M 32 % A Fh £
HER , FAE AR EIFE 0. 8 m A7 [H]FE 2. 0 m. %k 5 %
TR FH 24 Hb 5 0 R A G B &, EE B B
8 mx 80 m.

1.2 #Fi%

12,1 Rt B2 o s A 4 AR o
25 H6 H—5 H29 H) & (5 30 H—
6 H18 H) JHEW(6 H19 H—6 JJ129 H) KR
K6 H30 H—9 H9 H) fE @RI (9 H 10
H—I12 J 17 H) . RS E R SRR, 104
BIABER A EE 2 S /K 53 e KR (3 S KR
TR HIA 6, 1 65% 55% ) , Lh 4 A B W 7 4k
(TIEEIKETIR N 75% 6,) Rt BR(CK) , S A1k A
EPIR R I B R OIS, 31 1 ARk K
(T EEIKET IR A 85% 6,) , 3 12 AR sr s ik
LR PEE 3 I E K, 3 36 AN /NX, BRI
e 1R/ NVE R HEE , 148 1 AT, K
Ptk AR E A (R TR AR 10,20 .40 .60
80,100 em ) L3230 i 4355 /K &, 2/ X S0 +
B KR 7 K A 43 Heak B g B 1% B
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Tab.1 Experimental design

AP B AR TRGY 6 {9 a0 %0 /%

. i 239 B FFAE NI & ORI
B 2 AR B K 43 ki 65 75 75 75 75
Tl AR B K 43 i 75 65 75 75 75
FHACI R BE K 53 i 75 75 65 75 75
RSN IR B K S e 75 75 75 65 75
A AR K Ay i aa 75 75 75 75 65
W 2F 1 B K o3 kit 55 75 75 75 75
i1 £ 10 v B K A3 e 75 55 75 75 75
FEAEWI R BE K S5 Wk 75 75 55 75 75
SRS b K Ay fean 75 75 75 55 75
& OB P K A3 e 75 75 75 75 55
RSNG KIA w7K 53 7K 75 75 75 85 75
FEAHIK (KT HR) 75 75 75 75 75

1.2.2 RAWABZRGNZ FFHEER R RO 8%
FORYN AR AT 5. /N X E S B, AR L
BB R OR 3 KRR IS, TE R 7 ~ 10 d.
1.2.3 "PHRREEtaZ e RHA
W LFE A A PR 2 m) 25 77 (1) TYS-3N RUKE )5 5%
D SE A , B/ NI % 3 MR 4G 9 B it Jr e ik
I, AR 7 ~ 10 d, SR B R E
1.3 HiRE4bE

A2 W R TR A =X

v=(D,-D,)/T,

v A IGHER (mm - d71) 5D, Ry BAIY
B (mm) ; D, B BOR AR BHEAR (mm) 5 T Ny
fE] (d).

FEAKHRE AR N

e, =E/T,,

e, MHIAE @ BB FEKIREE (mm - d7') S E,
B KR (mm) 5 T, 58 @ BRI T] (d)

B¥E-RFH Excel 2003 Fl Spass13. 0 1 74EAL B

2 HERE5HMm

2.1 KRB AAIEX BIE RER R E RN
AR F S R B 4 RS R R T 6 H

30 H, M2 ATLIE 1, 4 R m SRR I 1)
W CRg R AT 16 d) g RAR Bk, % 0.711 ~ 0.795
mm - d ™" B 5 K SRR R A R AR 30 K
JEBRAEE 1T AR, H KR 0. 050 ~0.093
mm - d 7' 25 R E R RN, 45 d Z247 (8 A
12 H—8 H 20 H )ik HI55 2 A g, g R R 12 T
0. 148 ~0.248 mm - d ™' ; 22 J5 MOBWFEMK,70 d 22
W AR AR 0. 048 ~0. 134 mm - d .

TESS 1K W3] v i A Ak R ) 2 2R 52 2
KRBT B 35 Ve 25 5%, 10 Bl s s B A6 9 v
JBEIK S bt g K R d K, 35 0. 370 mm - d 7', 5 CK
] 22 5 iR B B /K F- (P <0.05) , HApAb 5 CK 22
SR 3 AT RE S T AL WK 4 W38 22 05 i K R
IKAMER P51 RY. 8 H 20 H—8 27 H (HP5E 2
AR e 5 S5 1 IRPE) | il 30 v B2 K 4 2
PR K2(0.218 mm - d ™) H CK 425 65 % , HFH
H2EFIRBN B E K- (P <0.05) , HAR N B A 45 2R
SEREAR N R 2 S AN 3 B g R R S A )
SRR A 0. 199 ~0.223 mm - d ', b P (A 2=
SN (R 2) Hah w4 R L AR, Tk
W B K A raB AL HL K 23,67 mm, g 3 TR
TR K 537KV R A2 B2 7K 53 1 38 Ak 2.
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Tab.2 Grape diameter enlargement rates of different water stress treatments at different growth stages »/(mm - d™")

Hl CK CM CS EA EM ES M FS GM GS M VS
0708—0715  0.751a 0.775a 0.718a 0.756a  0.715a 0.756a 0.711a 0.769a 0.795a 0.776a 0.716a 0.730a
0715—0723  0.293cd  0.222e 0.291cd  0.305bed  0.262de  0.35labe  0.291cd  0.370a 0.260de  0.296cd  0.278de  0.298bed
0723—0730  0.179a 0.183a 0.177a 0.181a  0.205a 0.188a 0.185a 0.206a 0.176a 0.199a 0.179a 0.223a
0730—0807  0.076a 0.080a 0.071a 0.058a  0.050a 0.078a 0.088a 0.059a 0.082a 0.079a 0.051a 0.093a
0807—0812  0.147a 0.128a 0.197a 0.093a  0.151a 0.128a 0.173a 0.107a 0.116a 0.101a 0.170a 0.089a
0812—0820  0.211a 0.223a 0. 166a 0.183a  0.248a 0.228a 0.241a 0.201a 0.177a 0.148a 0.195a 0.148a
0820—0827 0.132b  0.140b  0.153b  0.15%9ab  0.156b  0.160ab ~ 0.131b  0.193ab  0.132b  0.154b  0.153b 0.218a
0827—0905  0.082a 0.085a 0.090a 0.069a  0.081a 0.082a 0.104a 0.078a 0.082a 0.083a 0.078a 0.068a
0905—0914  0.103a 0.056a 0.070a 0.048a  0.052a 0.072a 0.056a 0.084a 0.070a 0.134a 0.052a 0.099a

Bl 0.213a 0.203a 0.205a 0.199a  0.205a 0.221a 0.212a 0.223a 0.203a 0.214a 0.199a 0.213a

D) RAT# BB AR — MR N B FHH AT E2F R RF(P>0.05,L8D %) ; CK: 5 &, CM.CS 45 & 7 & & i B
JE P K kit EA EM L ES 530 A R R EH KB & R 4K 8B E Ky M Fe P B R e FMLUFS 55 & & T 6 40 22
B P B R A GM GS A R T8 F AR P E K A VM VS o Rl & w i E I8 E P R o A,

2.2 KOMBLEXMNEHREIMNZERKNZMN I, B RHIES 30 RIGRE 25 1 ML, I R #4L
WL 5 AR B A A R PRI KA (K 3) 5k 9 0.027 ~0.091 mm - d ™5 2 J % K R TRk,
FRABL, FAAE 2 AR R e ], 565 1 R R i K 50 d 2245 (8 A 20 H—8 H 27 H) 3 2 4>y,
AR S Te] SRR 58 S ) B A2 1 MR KR S OUEFEE] 0.095 ~0. 175 mm - d ™' 22 J5 SGEHFFIK,
W A 5k 0. 886 ~1.026 mm - d ' Bl f5HGEE 70 d AT EEAR S, {R0.040 ~0. 113 mm - d .

x3 AEKSHENEHETRINEZH R EE"

Tab.3 Grape longitudinal enlargement rates of different water stress treatments at different growth stages v/(mm -+ d™")

HH CK CM CS EA EM ES M FS GM GS VM VS
0708—0715 0.972ab ~ 0.935ab  0.955ab  0.946ab  0.946ab  1.026a  0.886b ~ 0.992ab ~ 0.976ab ~ 1.019a  0.896h  0.961ab
0715—0723 0.328b  0.324b  0.332b  0.413a 0.331b 0.362ab  0.321b  0.428a 0.287b 0.352ab  0.316b  0.356ab
0723—0730  0.202ab ~ 0.191b  0.228ab  0.200ab ~ 0.201ab ~ 0.216ab  0.213ab  0.247a 0.201ab ~ 0.207ab  0.205ab  0.246a
0730—0807 0.063abc  0.057bc ~ 0.068ab ~ 0.053bc ~ 0.046bc ~ 0.064abc  0.040bc  0.038bc  0.036bc  0.073ab ~ 0.027¢  0.091a
0807—0812  0.100a 0.072ab  0.092a 0.077ab ~ 0.064ab ~ 0.095a  0.09a  0.074ab ~ 0.086ab  0.052ab  0.104a  0.026b
0812—0820  0.109a 0.111a 0.076a 0.097a 0.152a 0.113a  0.120a  0.141a 0.097a 0.077a  0.111a  0.060a
0820—0827 0.106bc ~ 0.165ab  0.123abc  0.148abc  0.145abc  0.136abc  0.167ab  0.095¢ 0.112abe  0.113abec  0.122abe  0.175a
0827—0905  0.051a 0.064a 0.071a 0.068a 0.052a 0.069a  0.064a  0.077a 0.082a 0.077a  0.060a  0.079a
0905—0914  0.109a 0.040a 0.092a 0.056a 0.072a 0.097a  0.063a  0.080a 0.060a 0.113a  0.060a  0.08%

B 0.219ab  0.210ab ~ 0.219ab  0.222ab  0.217ab  0.234a 0.211ab  0.235a 0.207a 0.226ab  0.203b  0.226ab

D) AAF#RAEBE LA —ARRNEFHEETEF AR EE(P>0.05,L8D %) ;CK: #F B ,CM.CS 5 5 & = & &R # &2
JER S i EA EM ES 5% & 7 R E 1 KM &K 9 KT 82 RS Wit o b Ko Mhih  FM O FS 4 7] & = L 41 42
FEK S it ;GM (GS A & R 8 3 B8 B P B K5 A VM VS 53 & = ah S 42 B b B R o ik

SRR RAE AR L, 7255 1 NI K g Sl b Bk A i A BRAE S 1.2 B B gE R o g
9, 0 I T B2 7K A Jh A8 RN 28 B e B b AE AR R R A A b 5 3 5 4 B B I G AR IR A
IR YL 1 mm - d™, SR K AL EE S 2 AR 1, X AT At 5K 0 b i 0 2 K khEsk
THEAR & A e R E W22 R (P <0.05) (HY  WAXFESHEREB H7H--8H12H.8H
CK M 225 A 3 (3R 3) . BEJG T BOTAE IR EEK 43 12 H—8 H 20 H ) rfrdily & 1 vp B2 /K 43 Jilk 3 1 Ji% ok
IR K R AR K, Ky 0.428 mm - d 7', 5 CK 122 SRgE/N, 58 7 BB A6 0 o R K 40 T 3 K R
S E (P <0.05). 55 3 BB (7 H 23 H—7 H 30 &/, BT B ACKMESS UG 1) BN 72 5 2Lt
H ) FEAEI o BEAK 43 Jiipe Ab BRI K ORI B KAE, B A AR R G 38 25 S A W 35 R A i R 00 i 4
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Pl H % 0. 203 ~0.235 mm - d 7, FFAE W
JETK 43 38 I K B 3 B K, S5l 0] i 2RI R K
Pl iE A B 2 5 B (P < 0. 05) 5 DA SR S e 4
AR5 Hr , T AR vp B2 K 43 38 Ak 2R S9N AR 35 5
K, R 25,77 mm, 3w T R R K A3 A
Qb F.
2.3 HEMHZZESENSENHIRIEEE X
=oAL
P2 R SR AR i K R S R RS R A G
SIFTERMI(FR4), HEE LB (7T H 8 H—T J1 15
H) R REFES 6 1 Hit i N &5 i 2% 1EAH
K(P<0.01), SETAHAR Beit B N & WA reE—
FEIEAHRCR. 55 2 BBl KR 56 H 8 H .6
H 30 Hit 5 N &l FIEAHC (P <0.01) , 57 A

10 Hit g N & i B IEAR S (P <0.05). 57 3 i Bif
MR HEREITHI(6 A 30 H—7 H 24 H) B2
KERLE T H 31 HM R N B — & IEAH R
A HEAN R B BE(7 A 25 H—7 A 30 H)
A NS IR AR R 3 AR (P < 0.01) , A 3
I B 2 R R R, B A ) 3R M AR 2,
AN SRR R MR 5 6 B (8 A 12 H—8 H
20 ) BRI KRS T A 24 Hik i N &% Ik
FHI (P <0.05) ; BEJ5 B Be iR AR R A0 73 1) 5
6 H30 H.7 410 HH A N &R EFIEMK(P <
0. 05 ) AR 2 IEAHSC (P <0.01) . i L Hral 1, 4
BRI K F S 2Z 07 15 ~50 d A N & &
AEVIIEM KRR, S A A N & h TR
SR FETIFAEAR , ELRZE A GH AR, R 2.

4 FERIHEERAEZSMHRANEASEMHEENEEIH

Tab.4 Correlation analyses between grape diameter enlargement rate and leaf nitrogen content or leaf chlorophyll concent

INGLEEEY {5 ANES

fihn REH

0708—0715  0715—0723  0723—0730  0730—0807  0807—0812  0812—0820  0820—0827  (0827—0905

Ao 0601 0.47" -0.01 -0.20 -0.04 -0.12 0.07 -0.10 0.11
0608 0.08 0.45" 0.12 0.13 -0.25 -0.26 0.29 -0.04

0623 0.19 0.07 -0.13 -0.17 0.07 -0.05 0.14 -0.02

0630 0.06 0.48™ 0.25 0.13 -0.26 -0.15 0.38" 0.11

0710 0.31 0.35" 0.17 0.13 -0.15 0.05 0.43 0.23

0717 -0.11 -0.03 0.12 0.08 0.19 0.13 0.07 0.04

0724 0.26 -0.28 0.03 -0.11 0.20 0.33" -0.16 0.0

0731 0.15 -0.12 043" -0.24 0.08 -0.02 0.03 -0.29

1015 -0.13 0.09 0.01 -0.07 0.19 0.12 -0.05 0.09

O 0601 0.12 0.16 0.10 0.13 0.03 0.23 0.12 0.25
0608 0.01 0.49™ 0.09 0.12 -0.14 -0.21 0.39* -0.10

0623 -0.09 0.03 -0.18 -0.09 0.13 0.03 0.18 -0.13

0630 -0.03 0.45" 0.23 0.13 -0.21 -0.11 0.31 0.09

0710 0.28 0.38" 0.17 0.13 -0.17 0.02 0.45™ 0.22

0717 0.10 0.08 -0.03 -0.14 0.08 0.20 0.20 0.05

0724 0.13 -0.18 -0.08 -0.11 0.06 0.21 -0.12 -0.07

0731 0.10 0.30 -0.01 0.04 -0.09 -0.11 0.31 ~0.05

1015 -0.09 0.17 0.12 0.04 0.20 0.17 0.03 0.18

1) " A% sex " A &R 0.05 A2 0.01 2 ZKF(HEMNE).

TR I AR A I 2 2K A A0 A
HW(FK4) H20EB(T H 15 H—7 A 23 H) #i%)
AR R R 55 6 H 8 H .6 A 30 Hit ) itak
KRG EMEFIEMK(P<0.01),557 A 10 Hitsg
AR E LA (P<0.05);8 422 H—8 A 27
HRARg R ARG 6 A 8 Hit fr 4R &3 ¥ 1E
XK (P <0.05),57 A 10 H M2 & R 8% IE

FHE(P <0.01) ; FoAd i Bet e g Koo 55 i i
RomLAAR(F4).

MRCEE .6 8 H—7 /110 H (&5 =
JESLE KA ) i i N B R SR 2 F i N R A
BEAR I KA 25 ), 7R I B4 s it e N
S 2R T 10T 4 1 2 SR S ) K R B
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2.4 MAMEESEN AEXHEARINER
R )

HEHIEZ ARG 5 AR S BRIk
WI(5), fas L B(7 A8 H—7 A 15 H)H
i REAES6 1 H.6 130 H.7 /10 HiF AN
FREE LM (P <0.05) ;56 A8 HitH N &
W IEASR (P <0.01) 517 H 17 H—10 A 15 H
MR N AR S A 1IN B 4 AR I R R 17
FE,7 A 31 H Bk B 3 5 K (P <
0.05) , LRI A N A9 B 00 4 4 00 U1 R R H A
BURARE I, i K i B K R 2 G BUR WM A N
g N CNER A Bill) PN C Y 7 ) W R Y
Z. THISH—T H23H.7H23 H—7 H30 H 2
A BRI KA AR50 5 6 A 30 H.7 H 10 H
M N i A 2 el 25 TR AR OG5 B i Be A I
KRG 6 A 30 HitA N & B & EMAK(P <
0.05),MM5 7 H 31 HitF N & B TAAMR(P <
0.05), ATAEJENZE 7 H 30 H—8 A 7 H#& 12l

x5

KA (3 ), AR AR IR NS TR
A5 NI AE R, ELIZ R A AR X R, i N 5 i
Sz R R IR(8 A7 HZJE) , H
PR RER G N SRR AAE, 147 8
H2T H—9 HS HHYRWRERS T A 10 Hit 5
N 2B HEAX (P <0.05).

REYPIRI K R 5 2k Z A Mk W] (%
5) FERT AP FH(T A8 H—8 A7 H), g1z
R EA 556 A8 H.6 430 H.7H 10 Hf4
ENER e (RTE JUNISTE NN PSSR Y VNG
JEI,ER8 427 H—9 A S HARRIERERYE T A
10 H M2 38 &5 B IEAR S (P <0.05) , Hifth
I B AARNE AT 4 5 - 2 R 5 H o R AN

Zibortrel .6 A8 H—7 10 H (fil& f5
RS R M NS5 2 2K R
PRI R R T B, (L% N Bl m A 8 97 X ok
AR SLP R RA L

AARSYERAERSHF AR EMHERLAXIT

Tab.5 Correlation analyses between grape longitudinal enlargement rate and leaf nitrogen content or leaf chlorophyll con-

cent

INGLEEENE pNIES

L RFEH

0708—0715  0715—0723  0723—0730 07300807  0807—0812 08120820  0820—0827  0827—0%05
AeR 0601 0.33° -0.14 -0.05 -0.20 0.08 0.01 -0.19 0.03

0608 0.52" 0.31 0.19 0.33 -0.20 -0. 14 -0.19 0.05
0623 0.25 0.17 -0.09 0.1 0.06 -0.05 -0.12 0.22
0630 0.37° 0.49™ 0.33 0.3 -0.24 -0.13 0.17 0.25
0710 0.38" 0.36 0.22 0.30 0.04 -0.06 0.1 0.39"
0717 -0.18 0.23 0.21 0.15 0.02 0.00 0.32 0.11
0724 -0.19 -0.02 -0.24 -0.15 0.14 0.25 0.29 -0.01
0731 -0.34" -0.21 -0.09 -0.38" 0.04 -0.04 -0.08 0.01
1015 -0.16 0.00 0.21 -0.18 0.20 0.09 0.21 0.16

R E AR 0601 0.30 0.17 0.19 0.07 0.14 0.25 0.3 0.20
0608 0.437 0.3 0.17 0.377  -0.09 -0.12 -0.09 0.12
0623 -0.09 0.10 0.07 -0.06 0.09 0.10 0.01 0.10
0630 0.32 0.46 ™ 0.33° 0.29 -0.19 -0.06 0.17 0.18
0710 0.40° 0.36° 0.26 0.31 0.03 -0.09 0.17 0.41"
0717 -0.18 0.16 0.06 -0.15 0.00 0.09 0.31 0.13
0724 -0.31 -0.10 -0.09 -0.27 0.02 0.11 0.23 -0.16
0731 0.16 0.25 0.21 0.01 -0.03 -0.01 0.07 0.28
1015 -0.05 0.13 0.19 -0.04 0.25 0.17 0.25 0.3

1) % 7 fa® x5 51 KR 0.05 42 0. 01 2FAF(FHRME).
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