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Irrigation systems are increasingly being used in Galician vineyards. However, a lack of information about irrigation management
can cause a bad use of these systems and, consequently, reductions in berry quality and loss of water resources. In this context,
experiences with Galician cultivars may provide useful information.

To assess the effects of irrigation on soil attributes, grapevine performance and berry
composition of Vitis vinifera (L.) cv. ‘Godello’ in Galicia (NW Spain).
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Plant material: Commercial ‘Godello’ (Vitis vinifera L.) vineyard (Fig. 1). Plants were 15 years old and vertically shoot positioned, grafted on 30 6
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Soil: 46.2% sand, 31% silt and 22.8% clay, pH (H,0) 4.94 and 2.16% organic matter. Soil depth was 1.2 m £ o
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Climate: From April to October 2012, 16,3 °C average temperature and 354 mm total rainfall. From April to October 2013, 16,8 °C average £ 20 43
temperature and 316 mm total rainfall (Fig. 2) s =
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. . . . . .. . Date — - -
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Table 2. Yield components and pruning weight for the different 2012 (a) and 2013 (b) growing seasons 4) over the 2013 growing season
treatments (2012-13) '
SDI plants yielded more than those R due to both a greater number of These results may be helpful for a sustainable management of irrigation in Galician vineyards.
clusters and to heavier clusters. Pruning weight was significantly
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