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Annex 1 Common loading weights associated with the two first dimensions in the sugar rate model (the dashed 

arrow corresponds to the quality criterion studied). 
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Annex 2 Common loading weights associated with the two first dimensions in the total acidity model (the dashed 

arrow corresponds to the quality criterion studied). 
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Annex 3 Score plot of the individuals for the two first dimensions in the sugar rate model. 
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Annex 4 Score plot of the individuals for the two first dimensions in the total acidity model. 
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Grape health.  

 
Annex 5 Common loading weights associated with the two first dimensions in the pH model (the dashed arrow 

corresponds to the quality criterion studied). 
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Annex 6 Score plot of the individuals for the two first dimensions in the pH model. 
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Balance of acids. 

 
Annex 7 Common loadings weights associated with the two first dimensions in the malic acidity model (the 

dashed arrow corresponds to the quality criterion studied). 
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Annex 8 Score plot of the individuals for the two first dimensions in the malic acidity model. 
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