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Table 1. ANOVA of different measured morphological traits of rootstock and grapevine cultivars in response

to drought stress.
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Fig. 2. Mean comparison of the cultivars on the A) Leaf number, B) Average leaf area, C) Root fresh
weight, D) Root dry weight, E) Fresh weight crown, F) Crown dry weight and G) interaction effect of drought
stress x cultivar on the main branch length in the rootstock and grapevine cultivars. (The same letters in each
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Table 2. ANOVA of different measured physiological traits of rootstock and grapevine cultivars in response to

drought stress.
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Table 3. The average of measured indices in the experiment for better introduction of grape varieties under

drought stress.
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Cha]zte Rootstonc;( Rzz;i ng};L;ti Sa:argadi Cultivars and rootstock Varieties~ ;:dfro)otstocks
Traits Sles
-6.79 -8.05 -7.22 -7.69 -9.38 Average leaf area S o Lo gt
7.77 6.83 7.61 6.33 8.63 Leaf number S sl
6.47 6.50 6.05 7.65 6.60 Main branch length ol el Jb
6.06 6.34 7.59 6.35 5.73 Sub branch length o ela Jsb
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6.68 8.04 5.88 6.18 6.98 Root dry weight iy SES 035
8.34 7.88 8.11 8.29 7.93 Crown dry weight zt SES 05
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8.52 0.86 7.76 7.41 7.85 Phenol J
8.71 8.48 7.64 591 6.98 Soluble sugars Jsloee a3
78.99 64.99 73.21 66.85 71.85 Total S 5 ke Dlis ¢ peme
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* Gray traits that have negative coefficients due to their negative role in stress tolerance.
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