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Table 1 Phenology of clone of Chardonnay from France(2002)

WA A) FAE(A-R) 4 30 Kol PeAS

i Initial bud break (M - d) Blooming stage(M-d) (A-B) (A-B) (A-H)
Varieties FriG o S FFiG B S Color changing  Harvesting Defoliating

Initial Middle End Initial Middle End (M-d) (M-d) (M-d)

98—CcH—548 3.27 3.29 3.31 5.18 5.20 5.22 7.23 8.24 10.07

98—CcH—549 3.27 3.29 3.31 5.18 5.20 5.22 7.23 8.24 10.07

98—CH—277 3.27 3.29 3.31 5.18 5.20 5.22 7.23 8.24 10.07

98—CH—132 3.27 3.29 3.31 5.18 5.20 5.22 7.23 8.24 10.07

98—CH—76 3.27 3.29 3.31 5.18 5.20 5.22 7.23 8.24 10.07

LMW (CK) 3.27 3.29 3.31 5.17 5.19 5.21 7.23 8.24 10.07

2.2 HEpEHR

AR SR, GE T g B g B, RO
W EANL BB BAW 10 5. 4
o, B ha R, F kAR 10.93~12.51 em 2 Ja], I
T J& . 5 24 B2 FFak. BE VB SRR U
Iy AR A LB FEHEE , BBV B U T MR AT
s, K 9.48~10.97 em

P (R TEAED IR B2 R AN Al
WAy RN R R —E ZE 5. 98- CH-548
A FE K E S, 10.93 em; 98-CH-132 F kK,

H12.51 em; 98-CH-549 M4 f i, 4 9. 76 om ; 98-
CH-277 MK % 10.97 em .

2.3 RIHR

2.3.1 REMApEHR  MMEER(E 2)EKH, R
AR N B IR, P E & 140. 18 g, 98 —CH — 549
K. 173.90 ¢, 98 —CH—548 /1. 120. 70 g. # %
FE e, FR Y i RE. R w6, P HEE
1.51 g. 98 —CH—548 fg k. 1. 70 . 98— CH —549
B/ 1,40 g BT 273 i,
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Table 2 The record of bunch of fruit and single fruit (2002)

SRR Bunch of fruit SRR Single fruit
ih i w b EE O mEER g w AN ER o RER O RTH
Varieties Slr: Length ~ Weight Tight  Length of S}: Length ~ Weight (?1 Length of ~ Number
ape (em) (g) degree petiole(mm) ape (cm) (g) ~olot petiole(mm)  of seed
98—CH—548 BEAETE 9.80 120.70 28] 2.44 plin[5152 1.36 1.70 Wi 5.50 3
98—CH—549 AL TE 11.16 173.90 i 2.40 plin[5152 1.32 1.40 Wi 5.50 3
98—CH—277 [BAE T 11.45 147.90 dr 2.24 plin[5152 1.19 1.45 Wi 6.50 2
98—CcH—132 [BAE T 10.38 134.60 T 1.96 plin[5152 1.30 1.45 i35 6.60 3
98—CH— 76 [BEAETE 11.11 128.75 i 2.46 Pl l5152 1.37 1.65 i35 7.00 3
£ (CK) AL T 10. 81 135.20 T 1.97 P[54 1.30 1.40 35 5.40 2

2.3.2 RFMAHK  F 3 TLFH, FPHY
ErbEE 187.50 g/L, 98—CH—76 f1 98—CH—277
B B RS 1551 193. 33 /L A 189. 17 o/L. B
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Table 3 Record of the character of grape(2002)

iR Sugar cotent

R S — L e ok
Voo ﬂ(ﬁﬁﬂ%@ R ﬂﬁ% ol Acid content Ratio of sugar Aroma
Soluble solids Residual sugar (g/ L) and acid
(%) (g/L)
98—CH—548 19.0 183.33 10.99 16.68 ik
98—CH—9549 21.0 188.33 10.81 17.42 ik
98—CH—277 19.1 189.17 9.34 20.25 ik
98—CcH—132 19.0 184.17 10. 26 17.95 ik
98—CH—76 21.0 193.33 10.08 19.18 ik
B £ (CK) 19.1 186.67 10. 44 17.88 ik
®4 BERRFFEECZ F)
Table 4 Record of Coniathyrium diplodiella ( Speg-) Sac(2002)
RIRFIHA(2002—06—28) &I (2002—07—18)
Initial stage of disease Severity stage of disease
=
B Kook AR B Keisk PR Ci
Ration of disease  Average degree Index of Ration of disease  Average degree Index of
( %) of disease contagiousness (%) of disease contagiousness
98—CH—548 3.39 0.07 0.62 32.50 1.38 12.27
98—CH—549 0.00 0.00 0.00 41.67 1.25 11.36
98—CH—277 8.77 0.63 2.87 31.58 1.30 11.80
98—CcH—132 10.73 0.51 4.63 39.22 1.57 14.26
98—CH—T76 7.27 0.33 2.98 27.27 1.13 10.25
£ (CK) 17.50 0.78 7.05 47.50 2.08 18.86
®O EERRFAE2002 §)
Table 5 Record of Plasmopara Viticola (2002)
BRI (2002—06—24) (200209 20)
Initial stage of disease Severity stage of disease
o
B S PR A Rk PR R
Ration of disease Average degree Index of Ration of disease Average degree Index of
(%) of disease contagiousness (%) of disease contagiousness
98—CH—548 12.00 0.19 6.40 32.26 6.13 61.35
98—CH—549 13.33 0.23 3.20 49.19 6.93 69.35
98—CH—277 12.77 0.32 4.51 50.93 7.75 77.41
98—CH—132 16.31 6.62 6.62 54.03 7.76 77.62
98—CH— 76 18.73 0.39 7.30 39.29 6.19 61.92
£ (CK) 27.27 0.67 13.39 48.88 7.04 69. 84
2.5 MERG 1 BRRERUNT 2.0 /L BB ZIET 0.7 g/L,
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Table 6 Record of the character of wine (2002)

BE(R) A PR é‘ﬁﬁ% $"TT B }?F?iﬁﬁ KSR

varieties Residual sugar cotent  Acid content Tannin Total phenol Volatile acids Alcohol
(g/L) (g/L) (g/L) (g/L) (g/L) (v/v)

98—CH—548 1.9 3.33 0.43 0.21 0.76 12.3
98—CH—549 1.1 3.07 0.48 0.28 0.61 12.1
98—CH—277 0.4 3.76 0.43 0.23 0.64 12.6
98—CH—132 0.8 3.84 0.29 0.14 0.61 12.1
98—CH—76 1.0 3.50 0.45 0.23 0.68 11.9
B Z W (CK) 1.1 4.10 0.36 0.18 0.53 12.8
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Table 7 Analysis of the white wine of Chardonnay(zo()z)

g hitif 5t . iiE
Varieties 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Comment
FAE A, B S, AP T Ok
98— —132 3 1 1 3 1.5 1 2 2.5 15.0
cH B [T OV
, L R BEE. AR, B
98— —277 2 2 2 1 1.5 3 1 4 16.
cH L IR YA,
, L R BEE. G Bk
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CH Y R B,
i , , AT # 0, 55 W, AR B
98— —548 6 3 4 4 6 4 4 2.5 33.5
CH™? e [T BV,
o i i FAF o (0, VN T B ORRE O
98—CH—549 5 5 6 5 4 6 6 5.5 42.5 @quﬁflfﬂﬁ}lﬁ]
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H 18 NEE RS R AR S

Note: 18 is the number of people to tasting; “R” is the total score of every sample of white wine from every people of tasting-
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Study on vegetative clones of chardonnay from france

YIN Chunli. HUI Zhumei, CAO Jian-hong: WU Luyang, ZhANG Zhenwen
( College of Enology, Northwest A & F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: The paper describes the characters of botany, phenology, fruits, disease resistance and the quali-

ties of clones of Chardonnay introduced from France- Furthermore, the qualities of different clones are evaluated

through wine'making experiment. The results showed that the clones of Chardonnay introduced from France

have no difference in the characters of botany- They have some difference in characters of disease resistance,

fruit and the qualities of wine-

Keywords: grapevine; clone; cultivar; chardonnay



