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BERT FooEYEER L EENZBEESH D,
DWW TS, REONERLHEIE HEELRIZT
ZEBFHISNTWAS (Buttrose, 1968). TE T K
OFIFEW R SHEFRICETHREFFORRYHES
7o, EMEEROEEELE 25 EHEEIIRITT
BEORXEIIOVT, HFHEE POICHEMITD
hTw? (Alleweldt et al., 1982). Berry and
Bjorkman (1980) AWM EE IIRIZTIREDR
B3, FA—HEOMPIIBNTHREERIZL D EVIS
LEHELTWEY, 7FYIIBVWTIDL) A
WORLZFEONEEE L IRE L OBRIZET S
TIFRYG S .
£ THEBIE T, TS RE S T EEGTE,
mfEthaiE, AARGELMRAL, BREICNT 068K
R, REGEE, SJILEBURERE, KA ELE, M
BB A BRIk RREOER R VEDOTE L DRI
DWTHERTo 7.

R R O
BRI WM ENT, BRI ‘Chasselas rose’,
‘v, ‘Rizamat’, ‘34 - XAH v}, ‘O
&, ‘Italia’ @ 6 &, FRKMFME ‘Portland’, ‘Ca-

tawba’, ‘Scarlet’, ‘Isabella’, ‘Dattier’, ‘Nia-
gara’, ‘DK-151" @ 8 f, € TSz O BHE 3

F£DHOR19854E 3 AENMEN 7 AREZIZAN, Ei
MR EETITo 7. R4 6 A4 Ei#E SPB-Z &
KeBlEEEEL B, XEBE4OkIx T, FMLENIER
15T, 20C, 25T, 30T, 3B5CICBIT 2 ATk
BRGRE, AECEE, SILEBEER, MEERRC
BRACIR IR R UOKFIAEIR AL/,

HEEERUVEMEILEETHE L. fRILERUEA
ILEEOWMEILBZFETITo 7. EREEROWUEL,
Holden (1965) oAl o7z, Blh, MET L7
FoREE2GEN L S PICHBEEE & P HERET 572
DIZMATERORBEA N I A EE SIZBRL, B
MM OFEIEL 2 BT TAF LTI -V 2R H
WLz Bonililis #BMICHRL, S60E
g (H32124%) % FHvy, 665nm & U650nm (2 BT
LR RE Lz, HEfEit Holden (1965) DEF
B R R, HEUEERL ) OFGRIERICHRE
L7-.

% *

B S & OBRRMEFE O LA R E I RIZTEED
I OWTOERIUTOELBY Th b,

ETOMMARBEE, RICARERELTCTRADNL
EREERR L (Table 1). BAXAHAEEDMHE
& At - RAA Y b ©16.9mgCO2/dm?/hr 235
KT, o ZFETE10~14mgCO»/dm?/hr DR TH -
2. BEEOBRKLEHREEERXI0E L, FhETHh
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Table 1. Effect of temperature on leaf apparent photosynthesis (mgCOz2/dm®/hr), transpiration
(gH20/dm*/hr) and stomata conductance (cm/sec) in Vitis cultivars.

Cultivars Leaf apparent photosynthesis Transpiration Stomata conductance
(Chamber temp.T) 15 20 25 30 35 15 20 25 30 35 15 20 25 30 35
(A) = V. vinifera
Chasselas rose 1095 1265 1290 951 7.12 0.41 0.90 0.85 0.88 0.80 0.36 0.55 0.26 0.17 0.10
Nyunai 913 947 1024 823 6.30 0.36 1.03 0.69 0.71 0.79 0.27 0.73 0.19 0.12 0.09
Rizamat 6.21 9.86 10.68 10.10 8.18 0.24 0.47 059 0.77 0.80 0.14 0.20 0.15 0.13 0.09
Neo Muscat 7.89 1315 16.90 1649 14.18 0.37 0.52 085 0.85 1.23 0.36 0.27 0.29 0.28 0.21
Megumi 7.96 1021 1204 1150 8.46 0.31 0.43 0.67 0.88 0.90 0.24 0.20 0.21 0.16 0.11
Italia 8.30 1243 1396 13.03 10.86 0.41 0.64 085 1.19 1.30 0.34 0.35 0.29 0.27 0.20
(B): American hybrid
Portland 13.00 1501 1597 1290 10.51 061 1.05 1.11 1.08 1.18 0.71 0.77 0.40 0.24 0.18
Catawba 13.38 1591 17.06 1463 11.80 0.68 1.07 091 1.06 1.28 0.50 0.93 0.33 0.23 0.20
Delaware 1139 1609 16.29 1462 1259 064 136 112 139 1.62 0.48 1.04 035 0.32 0.25
Scarlet 1354 1509 14.83 1425 1239 050 1.04 117 140 1.68 0.42 136 041 0.32 0.28
Isabella 12.07 1460 16.20 1202 6.07 0.34 0.65 0.71 0.70 0.54 0.28 0.42 0.21 0.13 0.06
Dattier 10.76 15.69 18.90 19.32 16.02 0.36 0.64 105 154 1.83 0.33 0.35 0.38 0.39 0.30
Niagara 11.80 13.74 1420 1335 6.76 0.45 056 0.75 0.86 0.72 0.33 0.26 0.22 0.17 0.09
DK-151 743 9.23 1008 9.60 8.52 0.39 0.55 0.54 0.89 0.99 0.44 0.29 0.16 0.19 0.15
100 ~ 100 ~
~
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Fig. 1. Diffferences in the relative values Fig. 2. Differences in the relative values
of apparent photosynthesis in of apparent photosynthesis in
Vitis vinifera cultivars. American hybrid cultivars.
DOXEBREOHES Fig, 1IZRmL72. 15CE&EHF DOHEBEE MR L7,

TiZBWT, ‘Chasselas rose’ BLU ‘i ik
BANABRBEMODES% & HEFFTE /245, 25CTEHZ
B ERAREE IO BTEI L RBBUET LA
¥, ‘Rizamat’, ‘&% - <FAH v b, ‘©lH B
LU ‘Ttalia’ TIHIBCEBETICBIT D AR EED
B 5728, 30CHEMET T LR BRRMEDHIS%

PR O 8 Wi D5 L ‘Portland’, ‘Catawba’
& ‘Delaware’ OXEILEEED 3 BfE L, 26CT
BANEREEMELRL, F/-203 &ML DI
Ak wRAAy M ERMLOBMNERESEORK
HABEEM L ) B ELR L7 (Table 1), A
LHIHER ) AR EEOKTHEIE ‘Portland’ 2F
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Table 2. Effect of temperature on water-use efficiency (mgCQ02/gH,0) and intercellular CO: con-
centration (ppm) in Vitis cultivars.

Cultivar Water-use efficiency Intercellular CO:2 concentration
(Chamber temp.T) 15 20 25 30 35 15 20 25 30 35
(A) . V.vinifera

Chasselas rose 26.90 1400 1512  10.78 8.91 2821 293.3 2494 2385 2177
Nyunai 25.65 9.19 14.76 11.66 7.98 275.1 309.3 241.8 215.8 216.2
Rizamat 25.93 21.16 17.98 13.15 10.30 260.9 250.2 212.4 205.9 183.6
Neo Muscat 21.43 25.16 19.88 13.41 9.97 294.4 250.6 236.5 236.6 222.1
Megumi 25.87 24.02 17.92 13.00 9.36 2775 248.7 239.7 212.6 203.9
Italia 20.16 19.49 16.43 10.93 8.37 291.3 273.5 251.9 253.5 242.6
(B): American hybrid

Portland 21.34 14.25 14.42 11.95 8.95 300.6 298.9 266.1 243.1 233.7
Catawba 19.62 14.94 18.76 13.76 9.21 231.0 302.6 247.8 230.2 2334
Delaware 17.78 11.80 14.52 10.53 7.76 291.7 305.1 256.5 255.6 250.3
Scarlet 27.13 14.55 12.67 10.20 7.39 287.7 312.3 271.9 258.3 258.3
Isabella 35.33 22.39 22.95 17.29 11.34 261.9 274.5 208.8 184.3 175.8
Dattier 29.94 24.59 18.05 12.53 8.77 277.4 257.5 251.0 250.5 2455
Niagara 26.40 24.39 18.91 13.18 9.37 275.2 243.7 22.87 201.3 208.8
DK-151 19.30 16.87 18.56 10.83 8.92 302.7 279.3 229.4 249.2 235.7

Table 3. Leaf morphological characteristics of Vitis cultivars.

Leaf Special Dry Chlorophyll Stomata Length of
Cultivars thickness leaf weight weight content density stomata
(X107%m) (X0 7'mg/em) (%) (mg/dm?®) (1 mm?®) (p#m)
(A) : V. vinifera
Chasselas rose ' 148 3.29 22.25 4.45 182.1 265
Nyunai 1.29 2.59 20.09 4.09 183.3 27.8
Rizamat 1.27 2.38 18.79 4.08 193.8 27.0
Neo Muscat 1.56 3.67 23.49 4.42 165.9 26.5
Megumi 1.56 3.61 23.05 4,73 187.7 27.5
Italia 1.54 3.34 21.67 421 194.4 26.8
(B): American hybrid
Portland 1.53 3.36 21.92 4.38 176.5 21.9
Catawba 1.24 2.42 19.57 4,76 184.3 25.2
Delaware 1.36 341 25.13 4.28 234.5 25.2
Scarlet 1.36 3.37 24.75 5.14 210.3 26.4
Isabella 1.37 2.90 21.23 4,12 214.4 24.0
Dattier 1.49 3.28 22.11 4.30 167.2 26.4
Niagara 1.41 3.62 25.61 5.08 158.5 22.0
DK-151 1.47 3.20 21.77 3.46 165.9 25.7
BLRT, RWT ‘Catawba’, ‘Delaware” ONET % % HEFE L 72, ‘Dattier’ TIZ30CTHRAMISEL,
Hoi. BCIBIT A REBEEDET OF AL, ‘Scarlet’
TREAECRME D ‘Isabella’, ‘Niagara’ R U BIU ‘DK-151" LIZIZEHETH o7,
‘DK-151" 325 CTRANLABEE 2R L7z, ‘Scar- R HECEE L 7RI BT 2 LA RER

let' TIF20TEMR 5 LR LH I - THEHE W% Fig. 2158 L7 BONERSEOS T, Hh
EAE A IERT LAY, 30CIZBV TR BRREDIS SitdsE, Hik#BTOEE IR TV AT 1 L HME
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Fig. 3. Differences in the relative values of Fig. 4. Characteristics of temperature

apparent photosynthesis in hybrids
{ Vitis viniferaX V. labrusca).

‘Chasselas rose’ B X UHEHLEBIZ BT 28I fE
v OFRBIZPREIBRE TH o 25, Lok
MIEBMIE O BRI KEEFE O REL ILET 5 &,
W SABRBTH o 7o,

ZEHRECRMERE O Tld ‘Scarlet’ B LU ‘Niag-
ara’ ONEBERBUIIR L, HiZ ‘Isabella’
TIEIFR D72, T/, ‘Isabella’ 2BV THD
RO MR IREALE O 3 M L 1) & Z OBk SR
iz o7,

£ OEESEIIBVTRE LR ICON THEE
ML, FE{EHRNIEREIDTC TRAMISEL D
(Table 1), “4#%\y B LU ‘Chasselas rose’ T
1Z20C T, ‘Isabella’ Tid25C T, ‘Niagara’ Tid
NCTHRAMIEL. F0%, BEFEBLRBIID
NTEFGEE IR RET L.

R EZEEIZ OV TIE, EEBREKERED
‘Dattier’ OADI0CTHRAMELRL7: (Table 1).
BOFETIZVTNS16~20COM CRAMIZEL /-
%, RELBICONTET Lz, £TOMEDKFA
HEFIS~20CTHRANETH Y, BELAIMEST
KF L7 (Table 2). MBRHEBRA ZBELKZERE D
FRRIZ1I5~20CHOM TR AMEE R L7 (Table 2).

Table 3 IR & 512, BRMEEMED Fiv’
BL U ‘Rizamat’ Tid, EOE X, BENEmMEY
Y OEYE, EMELLUVERZEREOVTIOM
ORI FERERRE & D KA o 72, KELEO 3 A

range showing more than 95%
photosynthesis ability of the
maximum in 14 grape cultivars.

1.0 20T

0.6 |

0.4 -

Stomatal conductance, cm/sec

0.2 -

0.0 Ly
0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6
Transpiration rate. gH0/dm?/hr

Fig. 5. Relationship between transpira-
tion and stomata conductance in
grape cultivrs at 15°C to 35°C.

DHT ‘Catawba’ Tid, EDE X, B EERKEY
120 OFMER L UEYEILE b IEro 208, B
FEBIYIAMO _EERRKHEE DO P T ‘Isabella’
DHAFEEEL - ) ORWE, EWERMMEFRREL o
7o, FILEEIREKMNED A4 - < AA vy b, T
Rk D ‘DK-151" B & U ‘Dattier’ ?166/
mm?® 25K EJLE O ‘Delaware’ ?230mm® O
T, ®ILEiZ ‘Portland’ & ‘Niagara’ ®22xm
P R O28pm OEITH o7z, BRNERRE
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Fig. 6. Relationship between stomata conduc-
tance and intercellular CO: concentration
in grape cultivars ; V. vinifera (0 ),
American hybrid (@) and Species hybrid

(&),

SRR L ) R RVEILEEZ AL T
EORBIIOWTIEAEIZ L ) ZREPR SN0 /055,
SRHEHMICIIEE L ERED N7, 2,
BRGERE, EHGEE, JILVEEEE, MMBR=
B LRERES L UORAAME L EORELOBTO
HEMEROED SN ah ol Fig, 3IZELALD
(2, FEERGERE & BRGEE L ofiziE, 25T LoR
ETIE 1 %OFEENSS ) MFEROME X ILREHIS
WIREREL o/, L LRSS, 15TH L U20T

SEHETIBVTEEEOHMILEL o 7.

SE R & R ILIL B & o b Rk,
BCULOBELEHETTRI%OEEENH - 12
(Fig. 4). MIREROEEE, 3OORERE HITIT
T 7225, BiRIEEMPRROEIBZ &8
B bz, HECERE L KILIEBIRER & OBICiE,
WTNOBRERIZBWTH 1% LNV THELRENGE
woh, EOHEERAL, AREEROBELSZEED L
RO TS A EBMH -7 (Fig. 5). KL
VRS & MR B T B (L IR R & OBILRIL,
Fig. 6 2 RT LA ICWThOBRERIZBVWTH, 1
% LV THERENROSNIEOHBEN S - 72,

£ 5%

FHRIHERA L ETORBIIBNT, HEREE
BIRED FFIZHE->TEET ), 20~30TOHTHRIHA
EREETR LBRBCET S 2ESRON, £

Tz, TR OEYEEEL20~0TCTOMTRELRSL S
Ers, T RFYORERERIIATER L A EER
BhbEEZOLNS.,

% DB OBE, BEBRKEIIBIT 5 RERE,
REBLIUREBRFEEIZFNSOBEEBOREERE
FWORBT 2 LA SN TS (Berry and
Bjorkman, 1980 ; Fitter and Hay, 1981). 7' F
TEEEMEOR T, R EER LT Y T HEE, #h
BINEHEE LR & B s UCRE L RN
Tid, KERBOFEAEL POIIER SN R EMEE
BnfEL DB, BAJEN. IGENC B AIREEX
BlIEWVWEELR TS, KR TLREMIC, $LD
FRIHFE B S FE OO & BBIRI K E MR BE & b SRS
o foH, B CEMNERE SRR T b i 2 #igi 2
BansGflotaRcERBERPERERI IS S &
WEBHOLNT, ZOZ ki, 50 REES RN
b2 NBIICERIRS MR, BEIRoRES
BicETHREOERELFOMMEIC L -/ 2 2R
LTwbbntEZLN, BELANVIIBNTHHE
Bk EORBEEREICEL R Y OEVSEL TS
DEBbNS.

TR IC BT, EORESERINRIZL Y
‘Dattier’ OFABERBEI» 2V BEMATHY, XK
EEEBEOTEN BV Isabella’ IRREREEICH -
728, KESTOMETIIEORE L KEFRERIIL O
MIcEENLRBERIROA o7, ThEDZ LI,
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TR BRIGHIIEEDNANT OL 2o TVEI L E

MRLTCwAbDEEbN, GHHEEORMEY TR
BE, BEORESHREIEERATET 2 2 & 4T
BLTnW5,

ARG EICEE#ASES L OHREROIRREOE S
LB SN OHNE A, B L - T, BRkos
B OBELREIEVSELLI ENMOENTVE (HE
1B, 1981).

TR OEBEH CIXRENI RS EELHIREFT
&5H (Alleweldt and Rihl, 1982), TH#&KE
WELDEBEOESERBICRIITEELRZ2LLE
HI T2 (Beran, 1982). AR TIL@E Y 2 EK
o C, THEKEFFIEWIKEBICHEFLALEY
frof:, ZOHE, HEOBRUREOEEEEIIR
LRI T8 T >/, Beran (1982) i34k
BT DR EIIATCEE L IRE E ORIZIEO %
WHbHEDMEE L TWDE, KR TL RIKELE RN
Bons., %, BCTEBREHTTIE -HoREDR
BOREIZ 2R R T T 20D S - 7247, ZHidiigo
FHIZEDROEKFEHIEL KT LD, o0
BRI > THRILFEFET LI LIZEB0D
Bbhbhsb,

—H#%i, BEERCES AR EEoEML ) L&
HEEOMMOEI & S, -72, THISREMGTIE
ERFIABEMMEL L0 BEETHLEELLNS.
RILLERE, BE, BEEBLIUOTEBLREFEENT
Bize LR TH B 2 LA E 5N TV A (Sheriff,
1979). BE LI > TRILOMEIREL 25 2 &
MRS TvwA (Dowes, 1970). Sheriff (1979)
BB, SEEFHTICBITARAOMAEL, SILHE
W42 bR FEOERBLUKRA PN LAD T £ —
Foxow s HEREIZ L D IIRIGICE &2 s b E#idy
Tw5. Schulze et al. (1975) (3EHIEA AN
HEEWNKAMLRALEE Y, Z0KERILEAEIK
TTLERMELTHE, b s, EilsMt
2B 57 Py OTILILEREEOIRT L, D&
HEDORER L CHIMRA B LR FREEOKT &
FBERELEENSHLEEZLNS,

CREREE R T, EMEAENERESCLU EoRE
THAHEE & BHEES L ORI EE 2 &0
M1 % LAV TIEOHBEY S - 7. KILILEUZERE
&R B L ORI BN B LR R IR E & ORIz
1, WTFhOBRELHETICBVLWTLEWEDOHBE AR
LNz, BRI, BIRICRBIZEARGERE & FILIEE
REELOMIIBELZEREIS . F—iREENE

ZBWT, [ILEHUEEEI R EVHETRAED S
EDOWRH~OZBLRFOILE D K& WO T, MM
MAZELKRBEENE 2L00LEbRA,. fto
T, TIERUREEA K E VL, ASVWREL D
LHEEBIERICEAN L &G L2 bDLEZLND,

L Lads, HiR T CRIEERERE S EV mE
T, REBREE & b ICEHHEEDE Lo 7.
BIRAMET CREMRTELNLKFOWA L OIS
Mizdhbd (A, 1983), ZHEELFBVVEB LV
SRHEIEE, AFLVABKEBIWBL A EELLN
A, BES (1983) 3B L WKSBREBIZBONIES,
AEEE B L USRILILEREE VN S W IEIZ &, R
PIAKRGIRFEE R ST 5 ICI3AEMTH L L HE L T 5,
TR BNTYH, AREEIREOMEMSEICHEL
TWBEEbLRLTWS (2X7, 1969).

S5, BiRFHET CRLEREE, BHERBLY
RIBUZEE SR S VT, KRB REGL
AR T T EmD D7, T2, O RRE
DA BB L L S BWIRENIH D LIXRS o
. IO ERE, T RYOMBEORIGIE, &
BEMFTIZBIT D HERMEEDOKNDHY SHHBT 5
ZLIRERTH L, BEEE, RILLBEEEBS LD
KRAEOED ED THRETALENHL LED
na,

—H#I, EREFTEIEEOSENS{, HNER
Y7 O E £ 723 ENE EMEIVNE W,
FLRREIEVEIEEEREREIEVEEbR TS
(Sasahara, 1984 ; Gosiewski et al., 1982 ; fiH,
1984). AR TIE 7 FoyofE, REIZLYEORE,
FENDP R Y ERTHALAIENRDONT, Ll
KEREES BT ZEFPIEREOPRT, ‘At <X
o b TREOCES, BUEMREL)OEYED
EHITKRED oS, ‘Catawba’ TIRREOES, H
MEMBEL ) ORYEZYEOMEINS L, EkE
SENECENTH 7. 72, ‘Dattier’ TiEI R
SO¥OE, HENFHOME R L. —F, ¥E
BOEESRNRED S B, v R ‘Rizamat’
TRECES, BUEEBEL)OEYE, EYER
UEEZZEEEMDSVEEPR SN2, ‘DK-1617
TREZEEBOARD D2 /S WEEZRL. Alb,
HEREEIIRITTEORE, RE~NOEEIZOVT
XHE, MEMIZ - EOMEIA R - 7. Sasahara
(1984) i3, ¥ A XOBAABMIER L A Y
720 ORI EREIRE L, oM EREYS:
DOEBRFLRIERESEI L2 VEEREFRER
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BORBEELIZ25THIENTELERELTNA.
ZOIERS, HBOXREBEEIIRITTEORED
B, BAGEEEROMASEIIL»TREZLEE
Abha, T, HEEE, FILGHEEE, MK
[P B L F i R UKRIRIR R & B FRRER
LOBIZHAEENZBRIBEO L NE N o7, IO
ELFAIBIIEORECHATIIL - THEEFrELL T
EEBRLTWA,

7y B OEILE, FOEMIOHIGMHL T
% (During, 1980) &E SN TV DA, KFRD
HECLREECH -7, “ERERTREIILVT,
FILFEEIZ140~300/ mm®, FALEIF22~28um D
THhoi:.

ARFFIZBWT, 7RV RIBYOMMED & S ILE
BOERLLEHEOBICIEENZBREIZEO LN
otz [ALOKRNROERE L, HERE B9,
BHEEOSTMIZL > TEAT DI EFMOEN TS,
DT ERE, REEALE OERIZBWTA,
BT RREEL V& LARBEIINT 2 R0%
BRISOIEHIHNEETHL L EbNL.

14 %

BRGE A 2R EMLENIRE IR REIC L - T
B 55, 131320~30CHMTH -7z, L DK,
F B IRE L T TORABGEE IEE I ERT L
Fo. 13 AL ORHEOEGEREILIRE LA IS TE
¢ % n30~35CHIMTRAMEE R L. KALIHIEE
BE, HIRTRER N BRI RORIE L ORI AR R, 15
~0CTHRKRBEIELZ®, BREEAIESTETL
7.

R AE DR SR O F A BOBIRIBIE, Wi M
$HEEX NS ‘Chasselas rose’ B “Fhv’ #k
X, TAYHEERGELIVEGERA LS. 0L
TEERBOEE S0 U TERL TELHER, [
LHBEEE L ONETHREEREIILECSELD
P EERRIELTCD, —F, LT A AEER
B SO BOERBI R Th - 7258, FLFEN
BEBCTIE ‘4 - <wAH vy M KU ‘ltalia’ %
B BN E O B L ) REBREOHESRTH o/
Bn T, BEEMHT CREHEEI BV REOLEHK
FREALTLOBRMTH S LIRS 2V,

¥OE R, BEREY)OZWE, LY, ¥
BEER, SAERUTRILEEOEIIMEIZL ) S
Thot. AR, BEHE, [ILLHmEEE,
M EBA B LR ZRERORMBRE, N5

EOWAE L OMIIXHRLIERD bRz ok,
p's FiX
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Summary

The temperature at which the highest photosynthetic rate of grapevine varieties was
obtained was at a range of 20-30TC, though the optimun temperature varied depending on
the varieties. The photosynthetic rate obviously declined at lower or higher temperature
than that.

The evapotranspiration (ET) rates of the varieties generally increased as temperature
increased, and the rate was the highest between 30-35°C. Stomatal conductivity, CO: con-
centration inside cell spaces and water-use efficiency reached the maximum at 15-20C.
Thereafter, they decreased as temperature increased.

The photosynthetically optimum temperature zone of the European cultivars, except
for ‘Chasselas rose’ and ‘Nyunai’ which are cultivated in cool regions, was of higher
one than that of the American cultivars. That might be the result of the selection con-
ducted for the cultivars under the temperature conditions in the cultivated areas. There-
fore, it is possible that the varieties having the same family relationship have different
temperature requirements. On the other hand, the photosynthetically optimum tempera-
ture zone of many American cultivars was of low one. At 35C, their photosynthetic
rate was higher than that of the European cultivars except for ‘Neo Muscat’ and ‘ltalia’.
Therefore, the photosynthetically optimum temperature zone of the varieties that have
high photosynthetic rate at high temperature was not always of high one.



