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Effect of Bagging with Different Brand Plastic Bags on Fruit Quality of Fuji Apple
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Abstract
with different brand plastic bags on fruit quality of Fuji apple. [ Method ] The effect of bagging with different brand plastic bags on fruit quality of

[ Objective ] To promote the development of the apple saving labor production, meanwhile,understand the effect of low cost bagging

Fuji apple was studied by using the method of field experiment. [ Result] The smoothness index and coloring index of apples with plastic bags
were better than without bag, and worse than paper bag. Coloring index of apples with the Changfeng brand bag was the highest, followed by the
Liiguolin and Huigiang bags. The smoothness index with the Xinhuiyang bag was lowest, followed by the Huiqiang and Liiguolin bags. In the inner
qualities, single fruit weight of the apple was the biggest with plastic bags, followed by the unbagged, the last was the paper bag, meanwhile, a-
mong these plastic bags, it was the highest with the Liiguolin bag, followed by the Changfeng and Chenyang bags. About the fruit hardness, the
highest was the apple with Guoran bag, followed by the Changfeng and Chenyang bags. The soluble solids content of the unbagged apple was high-
er, the plastic bag and paper bag had no significant differences. Among the plastic bags, the soluble solids content of the apple with Liiguolin bag
was the highest, followed by the Xinhuiyang and Guoran bags. The sugar acid of apple was the highest with Liiguolin bag, followed by the Xinhuiy-
ang and Changfeng bags. [ Conclusion | Xinhuiyang bag has the best effect,followed by Liiguolin bag and Changfeng bag.
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Table 1 Effect of bagging with different brand plastic bags on the fruit appearance quality of Fuji apple

{t,2% Colour difference

e BEAH R R NRE R
Treatment ) Coloring Smoothness L ) b Fruit cracking _let Fru.lt shape
index // % index // % a rate // % weight /g index
@ 75.00 66.00 48.06 20.18 14.19 0 218.5 0.848
@ 84.00 66.00 47.32 23.95 14.82 4.3 204.7 0.856
® 87.00 61.75 52.18 16.56 18.88 8.7 223.4 0.840
@ 82.00 68.00 48.38 20.45 15.70 20.0 250.4 0.855
® 85.75 83.25 43.19 17.67 14.61 33.3 195.8 0.821
© 86.00 88.00 47.02 21.83 14.39 16.0 191.3 0. 806
@ 97.00 90. 00 43.34 32.04 12.58 0 177.7 0.842
81.00 62.00 45.51 21.80 14.35 24.0 192.8 0.862
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Table 2 Effect of bagging with different brand plastic bags on the fruit inner quality of Fuji apple

st SIS YR R Rt Rt 1
Treatment Fruit flrm?ess Soluble solids Total sugar Total acid bugar ar}d
kg/cm” content // % content // % content // % acid ratio
@ 8.08 14.0 10.48 0.21 49.90
(@) 9.16 15.0 11.48 0.27 42.52
) 8.41 14.2 11.78 0.25 47.12
@ 8.08 15.4 12.00 0.24 50.00
® 6.99 14.3 11.51 0.24 47.96
©® 7.69 15.2 11.66 0.24 48.58
@ 8.19 15.4 11.51 0.26 44.27
8.39 15.9 12.79 0.30 42.63
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