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NO b 3R] A RO A B 3 B 3 0 5, 8 T 2 44
AMAE 2~3 d., R S SRR AR A 45 5 IR
Ao S LR AL R 1 ], LA S
W1 0.5 wl/L 1-MCP 4b B o] 2 £5 3R J5 & 3% 55 47
B3 5 i B A A bE | BRI R B 1-MCP 4545
V% 5 A B VT IE 2 S T A MR RE 1 R A LR A R O
R T RE D2 R J5 2

IK¥ R (salicylic acid,SA ) 2 HE P11 N (1) —Fh
NG TR, W R —FET A AR P R R
W L T, IS 5MPIENGE S IR E
A A AR K E AT R B L SA AT DL
FEZR IR 5 T SR BT AR, i AR AR S bW
PE SSRGS = SIS S I SA BT LA
2 I 2R 5 Ok T A AR AL SEZ% | %
BEGE TR T E oS5 £ SA il DR
FEVUET ORGSO 4 KT AR RE T, I A B
FERW SA LA R T AE & A AERY i B0 ph5E
IR SR, 7K A TR X i 34 f4 A4 A7 i R AL
WA .

ARG DL BT — 5 7 e 3 e AR R
FHARTRI M B (0.2,0.4 mmol/L F1 0.6 mmol/L)SA &
WAL TR BRI X B SR S T R e AR Ak e I
s , DA Ay i R 5 (R R R ke S L 2
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1 MRlEHE®
1.1 #R5iHF

i 3% SR A% T W0 V8 AN VS LIRS RS Ll A AR
#ELRJE 2h Wis ISR E PRk KN — W]
AU 15 /s A 1) e S A Ry 6 A R

KA L IR R | 2Bk BR AR H R AR Y
oy AT AR L IR A R A BR A FD 5 R
oy Mgl R 24 4 A b 2R A IR A 5 AU
sk 43 AT 2l R0 PG Bl Bl 2 Ay A B A 7 5 W R
TN BEIR A A R VB R T A PR BN
AR CBE A =W O G AR S
oy Al b B AR A FR A R 3,5
TS KA IR R AT AR, A T AR TR A
B RN R ER Eh R A B gl e T AL T
A PR A BRI B S8 2R W 35 R 43 A 2l
i AR A BRA ]
12 NB{5EH

CR-400 FHa 24, HAME RERIEL
Al ; Cintrad04 24N 0GR K FE GBC 2
AUV 9000 5481 WAt BE T, i ool
A FRZE] ;. LB20T FHebipeit, J M
TR A R A 5 Bifugo stratos 1 3 2 ¥k 25 AL,
% [E Thermo A &) ; XMTD-8222 /K 4%, | ks %
SIHS U %A BR S W ;s MRC-250B % fig N T4
T AR R A PR A ]
1.3 REHZE

DL 7K 3290 R X BB (CK) |, 4 50K 6 3532 A
0.2,0.4,0.6 mmol/L. 3 ™k B 1) K PRI W | 12
3 min, BRI KRR RE 5256 T PE fREFLS
I8 (2041 °C) , RF4% 6 A EE 3 RS Ab P E &
3R A R A 2 d BURE 1R BURE R 10 d, B IR
BRI 22 3 s B0k | PRI ORI, BRI
Gr GET R GEIN I VIBEE T Wik 4 2~3 mm J5
A T E T, T -80 CCAFE L, F 58 I &2
FHOCFE PR .
1.4 FRIBRNE
141 @ZEMNE Hepshtzibe,
K HARE AR I, Hoh L7 Fon B Ja” il b™ 3%
TN B SIS AN T 43 3 AR B A A I
1K, HUREA fif 32 v (] B ) 2% 3 7 3% 4 k47 )
SE B AL FRE 6 A5 BOE- S (E

142 WFURSREERIE S 2% B R ARSI Ty ik
JEMEA s, B 10.0 mL 0.4 mol/L. NaOH it A K%
B 1 U1 R 117 R R e T
A 6 AN B35 B 0.5 h S5 BCH 3% 3R L 4 66
TR =, A 5.0 mL 41 Fi1 BaCl, ¥ & Al
2 B EREE 28 ), 0.2 mol/L B PR I Wi 2 ,
[ 7 VAR 28 R A
1.43 WM E 2% Sun 5P 7 291 0%
AHEN, FREL 1.0 g & FHE, ITA 5 mL 0.1 mol/L
W R 2% M (pH 6.8) 21 2% ,4 °C .10 000 r/min 5 0>
20 min, B W T 410 nm 4000 & WG, 5
WA =10 X A 410mm
144 TFAEMEEIED AN E  FRE 1.0 g 3% T FE
at, A 1 ml ZE 4K BHES 2 A ok 08 UE W T 4
°C,4 000 r/min 254 F B0 15 min, FT45 L3 @A
TP R T ORI
1.4.5 FIEPEREOOIE SR 2R M — i R 15 I
ATAVERE  FREL 0.5 ¢ SRR, A 5 mL 2518
K, WKW 30 min, BEGISE, KIERFER S
100 mL 28 B0 rh R i g A, s
mL ZE 1K, 4k 2 & W $EH 10 min, i 08 JEWR A
I, EFE 100 mL, B ol A PERER BUR . 76 25 mL Z1
FEAE I 0.5 mL $2 IO , RIKINA 1.5 mL 78
187K, 1 mL 90 /L R W, ¥ 57 , B A 5.0 mL
WRRLIR , 3 BRI 78 70 4k % , = IR T 7 30 min, &
IR T K 485 nm Ak AW OGAE
1.4.6 EJEHEMIE R 3,5- R K IR
P SE I SRS PRI 0.5 g 3 TRES I AZE B K
FEZ 25 mL, T 80 CE IR R 30 min, HUH &
H LD UEE 100 mL 2 G 2R A8 K R b kR
#2100 mlL, RVA JFORFHRIOR . T 25 mL ZI
WA IA 2 mL A S BGEAT 1.5 mL 3,5- i
TR BRI TR 2D, WKW 5 min, B HIG , FHZ%
TRAKCE 25 208 I VLT 540 nm Ak i 0 % i
{H o
147 VEBRSEMWE R HB-JE R L6k
JEVEM i, FREX 1.0 g 3 TR S TR, 50
mL k53 3~5 YRS Uk, U H 50 mL 80%
WSy 3~5 ARS8, BBk i /R AR
oA i FE AR K BB K 30 min, £ 2100
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mL 2 E 2, 55 78 660 nm A8 E O AE
1.4.8 G &AM SR A PR I ik 0 A
T MR 1.0 g BEFFES A 5 mL 60% & B
W, 7E 25 CA&AF T HGRR 2 h, T 10 000 r/min |
4 CHM T B 20 min, T 25 mL HLEEE A
2 mL FVEWOFN3 mL A8 AR B KR, RS R E S
min, il A 6 mL 7.5%7%k B2 81 %5 WX, FH 75 1R K E 45
25mL,25 CTRIE RN 2h, TIK 760 nm &b &
FLW R

149 WIEESEMNE N (MDA) & &K
T 2R FHBRLAR B B2 R B (3 L BRI 1.0 g 3 FHE
i, A S ml 10% =& LR, T 4 °C .12 000
r/min 54 B0 20 min WA FiEWR . 2 mL |
THW L, A 2 mL 6.7 o/L Bt B b2 FR ¥ WL, 1R 2
J& W K 20 min, ¥ E S 4300 450,532
600 nm AW EE .

€=0.45x(0Ds3—0Dg) —0.56X0D 450,

CxV
V.xm

K. C—— W R A5 W MDA ¥ FE | mmol/
Ly V—FF i SR OB SR TR mL; V —— 2 B
URE AR OB A, mLy m——FE i B g,
1.4.10 POD f& R & B (POD)TE
PRI E 2 7% SN EE A P7 0T i A ek 3l PRI 1.0
g T T 10 mL .08 52BN 5 mL 0.1 mol/L #%
MR 2% M (pH 6.8), F 12 000 r/min 4 C5&M4 R &
L 25 min, B TE W, RV UK . VKR 0.3
mL [ % +0.3 mL 6 mmol/L. &5 ] K W +2.4 mlL. 5
mmol/L H,0,, VA Z& 1 K AE A XF B I 22 1R A W
W15 s JG7E 470 nm Ab 3 min N IO R (B A8 4k
1.4.11 PPO &PEMMIZE £ B AILEE (PPO)IE
J1%E 2 7% Zauberman 520 7 1k FFFEAEE M, 3
mL W AR & .0.2 mL B +2.8 mL 10 mmol/L 4
IR, DAZE TR AKAE SRk B e VR A MR 15 s
J& € 420 nm 4k 3 min P ARG R AR 1R
1.4.12  CAT i PERy I E  FRI 1.0 g 37 T 10
mL 304, SERTI 5 mL 0.1 mol/L W2 2% wh ik
(pH 7.5, % 5 mmol/L DTT Hl 5% PVP), T
12 000 r/min 4 “CZ /4T B0 25 min, W EIH W,
BV P2 B . 3 mL AR R :2.9 mL 20 mmol/L
H,0,+100 pL B 42 Bk, LLZE R K AR S % BR300

MDA % & (mmol/g)=

RN 15 s JG 48 240 nm &b 3 min N 116
JEEAR AL
1.4.13  SOD i&PERYIME R A M ot 2 LA 7 1Y
SOD 3 51 & 5 | 38 5 T 56, K SOD 41 ] e 4
HITE 45%~50% 2 [4] , 8K ) #ie BRI & i W P AR ik
T AT 2200 2 4 RO BRAE TR TS, 37 CCHE R K
7 40 min, il A @), % B CE 10 min, T 550
nm A0 I A
1.5 HELIE

BT A B 7 3 W, SR Excel 2010 #144 i
8 43t , Origin Pro 2017 #1447 808 16 3¢
Hil7E, RH SPSS 24.0 K {4 () Duncan’s %174k
it I 35 22 740 1 (P<0.05) .

2 ZHRS5HW
21 SAREMEERETFEENZMN

W 1w, L a" b 5 AR R % 1 J s T
S E TN AR AR 31| - O g = A I i (€ S
Xof BRI A R, Y 1] 3 3% 1Y " 48 %0 2%
MR, 5 0d A L, IR 0 45 A B4 53 50 T 1%
T 46.77% (CK),45.57% (0.2 mmol/L),28.51%
(0.4 mmol/L),50.12% (0.6 mmol/L) ,0.4 mmol/L 4t
HAHSHEMABMHAZHAED EEER (P<
0.05), SEEER) L' (AR TR, fErEeR T, L
{5 B3 B AE 41.74~43.44 2 [i) | 4% b BR 2 ) G i 3%
PE2E S BEEM b (E B WAL, RIUEZE R0
] B AR TEI AR 10 d,0.4 mmol/L &b BE 41
5 %F B4 (CK) .0.2 mmol/L Ab ¥ 41 25 5 i % (P<
0.05), % T kA8 fb 5 3 3% 19 A8t $ 28
I, FEN AW SA Ab LS CK /) L7 E )6 i
FE2E SV 2~10 d,0.4 mmol/L Ab B Y o
5 CK A BA B #EVE 2 57 (P<0.05) ; 755 A5t 1)
] ,0.4 mmol/L AbFRZH b* (5 5 Hp Ab P4 A B 3%
75 (P<0.05),
2.2 SA &b e ¥ 35 FE IR 3R 9 BN

W 1R, S T R SR IS T
#H CK A1 0.2 mmol/L SA b B4 2 6 K B [ £
A, b5 s T i 0.4 mmol/L A1 0.6 mmol/L
AR MRS 4 RIEBIRAL, K5 BT fEEA I
FEIU ], 0.4 mmol/L. SA Ak B 20 ) I W& 5 5 8 35 1%
T CK 41(P<0.05),
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Table 1 Effect of SA treatment on the color of fresh lotus
P :
2k 22 20 B 1A /d
ck 0.2 mmol/L 0.4 mmol/L 0.6 mmol/L
EEL 0 46.46 + 1.5° 46.46 + 1.56 46.46 + 1.56 46.46 + 1.56
2 47.97 + 1.25° 48.14 £ 0.81* 48.64 +3.23* 48.64 +2.37*
4 46.05 + 1.54° 45.01 £0.49" 4741 + 1.45° 45.56 +2.03"
6 45.29 + 0.68" 4514 £ 0.84" 4537 + 1.71* 44.50 + 1.00*
8 43.37 £ 1.37° 41.95 £ 0.63" 43.72 £ 0.41° 43.11 £2.10°
10 41.74 + 1.38" 41.12 £0.76" 43.44 + 0.30* 4276 +2.14*
Z#d 0 -11.45 +£0.62 -11.45 +0.62 -11.45+0.62 -11.45+£0.62
2 -10.80 + 1.53¢ -10.81 £ 0.74* -11.41 £ 0.59° -10.75 £ 0.32¢
4 -9.11 = 1.54° -9.71 £ 0.35° -9.9 + 0.68° -9.17 £ 0.74°
6 -9.54 +0.5" -8.90 + 0.75* -9.753 £ 0.38" -8.71 £ 0.53*
8 -7.38 £ 0.45° -7.86 = 0.54° -8.71 £ 0.37" -7.66 = 0.76"
10 -6.10 + 0.35* -6.23 +0.88" -8.19+0.32" -5.713 £ 0.35*
EEDH 0 20.15 £ 0.87 20.15 £ 0.87 20.15 £ 0.87 20.15 £ 0.87
2 20.24 + 0.40 20.28 £ 0.57" 21.46 +0.72° 20.45 £ 0.87"
4 23.57 £ 0.95° 22.73 +0.51° 23.99 + 0.95* 23.08 £ 0.57*
6 22.51 +0.82¢ 22.26 £ 0.77" 22.67 +0.86" 23.06 + 0.61*
8 21.92 + 0.88* 20.47 £ 0.99° 22.13 £ 0.84* 21.50 + 0.85*
10 20.16 + 0.89" 19.72 £ 0.93 21.23 +0.55° 20.28 + 0.81*
EFL 0 69.85 +2.29 69.85 +2.29 69.85 +2.29 69.85 +2.29
2 65.66 + 1.92° 64.15 +£2.22° 62.51 + 1.32¢ 62.23 +2.16°
4 60.29 + 1.77* 5831 +2.21° 56.61 + 1.90 57.40 + 1.15
6 58.58 +2.90" 57.65 + 1.58* 57.93 +2.04 58.01 +2.25°
8 60.40 + 1.96* 60.61 + 2.40° 62.11 £ 3.05* 62.55 £ 1.27*
10 54.35 £3.77" 61.51 +2.35° 59.49 + 1.71* 58.60 + 1.65°
ZF d 0 -12.00 + 1.78 -12.00 + 1.76 -12.00 £ 1.76 -12.00 £ 1.76
2 -14.79 £ 0.91° -14.05 £ 1.77¢ -15.70 + 0.44* -15.02 £ 0.97*
4 -12.39 £ 0.78" -12.82 £ 0.78% -13.27 + 0.70° -13.04 £0.78"
6 -12.39 £ 0.91° -13.26 £ 0.74* -13.38 £ 1.19° -12.13 £2.37*
8 -7.81 +4.3¢ -12.40 + 1.07° -13.22 + 1.05° -9.86 +2.00"
10 -5.59 +3.48¢ -7.81 +£3.06" -9.65 +2.59° -7.01 = 4.09"
EF b 0 29.21 £ 1.62 29.21 + 1.62 29.21 £+ 1.62 29.21 £ 1.62
2 29.41 + 1.96 27.79 + 1.84" 28.40 + 1.56 3742 +1.17°
4 30.80 + 1.76* 30.16 £ 2.70° 29.49 +2.04* 29.64 + 0.95°
6 30.66 + 2.40° 30.96 + 1.80° 30.28 + 1.92¢ 30.34 + 2.05°
8 31.48 £2.09° 32.51 £2.26° 32.63 £2.34* 33.00 £ 0.97*
10 28.58 £ 2.56" 31.85 +2.16° 31.03 £ 1.50" 30.32 + 1.41°

TE AN [R) /N7 B 3RS S ] Ak ] 22 7 2 25 (P<0.05) .

2.3 SA SEXETFBEEHNRIT

HT P 2 T, AN TG A 0] 5% 1 1 e A i 5
BT AE 0~4 d, 3E T A S AR AR AL/ I
4 d i CK 0.2 mmol/L 4b 3 £H & 75 B2 JF 4 M B |-
Ft, 1M 0.4 mmol/L A1 0.6 mmol/L Ab PR 2215 |- FF

% 10 R CK.0.2 mmol/L 1 0.6 mmol/L Ak ¥ 2H

¥ 7% BE 4y WG 0.4 mmol/L 4k B 2H B 46.23%
24.68% ,27.27% , H 0.4 mmol/L 4k 35 40 75 3& 4~ I~
JECH [B) 0 2R R AR, BB LT e AL

(P<0.05) .
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- CK
- 0.2 mmol/L
-+ 0.4 mmol/L

w
=3
o

1
1
]

=
TbD
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o =x= 0.6 mmol/L
# E 200
X B . “Be-eec
& = . R
.S 100 I... '\I"
g ‘,’.'
o
&
~ 0 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10
I i i 1]

Storage time/d
1 kA% B Ab B 3 B 32 I G 3R 2R B R I
Fig.1 Effect of SA treatment on respiration rate

of lotus pods

2.4 SA RIBITEFRIBMEE Y (SSC) B
AL M R W 02 6 R S 8 SR AR A 25
GRW RAW RS SR EENREZ —, WE 3
B, Bl A T s ] f) 2B S, 3 -1 SSC & it &2 58
R Ja THA R 3, FEIE I 0~4 d 4% Ab B 8] JC B AR
b s 7E5 4 K CK 41 b Fh, i SA 4b BR 40 A8
e R eg e, HAEN G 4~10 d ,0.4 mmol/L 4bFH
ZH SSC & & 47 AR P, B AL T X5 B (P<
0.05),
2.5 SA 4bIE Xt ¥ FiF 5 HE A0 R A AR B R

FH P 4a BT, 736 1) 1) 5 340 DB % o A
MR e T R 208 LT R, Hop CK A
0.2 mmol/L Ab B 20 78 £ 2 K 43 5| K& A 80.47% Fl
72.58% ,0.4 mmol/L. 1 0.6 mmol/L &b PR 4 i J57 1k
Wl i WITESS 4 K51 AR 68.24%F1 72.58% "
fi 10 d,CK 0.2 mmol/L 1 0.6 mmol/L &b FE2H £ &
4351 e 0.4 mmol/L 4b BE 40 B 46.75% ,31.17% i1
13.85%, H. CK 4% & B E(KF 0.4 mmol/L &b B
24 (P<0.05)

W 4b Jros , AT PR AR e A 5 IR R
WAL AL, BB T RIS LT Ra3 fE5 4
KB FAL, WA, CK 4L v] % P 2 oA )
LRTE Y 88.06% , i 3 & T SA ZbH4H (P<0.05),0.4
mmol/L 4b Ff 2 f) AT 5 R M i AR T e A
P (P<0.05) , AW IR (E B 42.54% , B AT 0L,
0.4 mmol/L. SA &b P AT 1 il 3 Al s MEBE I LR |
2.6 SA REXETFIEMRIEIE

TEM R IR N AR RN FEIERZ —,
WE S Fis, &1 E N & i 7E R ) Sk 2

- CK

-8- 0.2 mmol/L
-4+ 0.4 mmol/L
-x- 0.6 mmol/L

7.r
b
Browning degree/10A 41,

0 2 4 6 8 10
I K 15 (1]
Storage time/d

B2 KGBLENEFHREERNZN
Fig.2 Effect of SA treatment on browning degree

of lotus seeds

® - CK
i = -8- 0.2 mmol/L
s }E’ 6 --a- 0.4 mmol/L
ESE] 0.6 mmol/L s
2, --%
=
#H 2| CERETREELT e
2,0
EE 2 )
o)
0 ] 1 1 1 ]
0 2 4 6 8 10

I i)
Storage time/d
B 3 ki IENEF SSC S BRI
Fig.3 Effect of SA treatment on SSC content

of lotus seeds

Jo LG R R EE R 0~6 d,SA AbFH 4 3%+
TER AL R SR 6 RIER & T 46 N R, Wi CK
YETIEM S RIES 8 KT, W 4~10d,0.4
mmol/L &b ¥R 20 (1) 3 + 3 45 % it s T CKL0.2
mmol/L At # 4 (P<0.05), % B 0.4 mmol/L. SA 4t
FHA] A O 5 5 - N TR TE R 1 T AR
2.7 SA RIEITETFEEMMEIG

Wy 25 o2 5 R A Y & B AR ) R,
F IR R 22 1 R Ak A 1k T 2 ) IO e R R 2K
HETIE B A ) T, QN IE 6 T B b A
B) PR 2 K, R TR AR, IV ), 0.4
mmol/L AbFE L B % 1 8 3% = T CK 41(P<0.05),
1% 5= T 0.2 mmol/L Al 0.6 mmol/L AbFHZH , 227N
W%, WK CK,0.2,0.4,0.6 mmol/L A4bFR 4 4>
) 45 ) W AR 40.91% ,35.51% ,33.98% ,38.44% |,
PR 25 R 0.4 mmol/L SA Ab BT 4 435 38 T 4%
) S AT B AE A .
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- CK
-8- 0.2 mmol/L
1.5 --a- 0.4 mmol/L
o -x- 0.6 mmol/L

M JEORE A
Reducing sugar content/%

0.0 1 1 L ul ]
0 2 4 6 8 10
[s¢ gL

Storage time/d
(a)
4

6
Q\‘Q - CK
= -8- 0.2 mmol/L
o
g = 7 -4+ 0.4 mmol/L
% S -x- 0.6 mmol/L §
= 5 iR
w7 | i U
E"% 2 Mg Aoet, SLELTN R
=
=
0 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10

O S 1]

Storage time/d

(b)

KGERALIE ST & FIE R ¥E (a) AT A 4R (D) & EH R

Fig.4 Effect of SA treatment on reducing sugar (a) and soluble sugar (b) content of lotus seeds

4—
g
i 5
g
-:SS <
-
E
3
e 7 i 1]
Storage time/d
E5 KPGBAEINEFEMNSENTI

Fig.5 Effect of SA treatment on starch content

of lotus seeds

2.8 SAREWNETA_ENFIE

N W (MDA ) 2 SR 6 g 2ok b i 32 27
Z — 3 H R S e An i B A i AL RR L anfEl 7
B, AN E] MDA & &8 T s Ik, B
CK 211 MDA & it % /& T SA 2L 4 (P<0.05) .
A (10 d)SA 4bBEZH MDA & =43 5% CK
1) 25.24% (0.2 mmol/L) ,23.42% (0.4 mmol/L),
28.12% (0.6 mmol/L) , H £ &b B 2H ] 2% 5 b & (P<
0.05), RILEF LI SA Kb BR AT A R0 i ff 3%
MDA F & W38, B AR A0 i 04 5 i o ok 4k i
.
2.9 SA &HEx$EF PPO.POD KIS

H1 & 8a FI RN, T3 [R] 34 POD I MK
RS, CK & B, T SA AbFE
() A8 Ak R A R - 2%, ZE IV 4~10 d B 0.4 mmol/
L AbFRZH Y POD 1% IR T H B4 FEAH (P<0.05).
i & 8b Rl FEF PPO 1% 7 K 2 THE Y

N
n

CK

-8- 0.2 mmol/L
-4+ 0.4 mmol/L
-x- 0.6 mmol/L

201\

Total phenolic content/mg-g™

0 2 4 6 8 10
S ]
Storage time/d

B 6 KGBALENEFIBESNZN

Fig.6 Effect of SA treatment on total phenol content

of lotus seeds

0.5
- CK

0.4 -8- 0.2 mmol/L
-4+ 0.4 mmol/L

T
b
E
3
.

S 03 0.6 mmol/L

e

’Z < 02
I _--8
= 00 N - _&=m-T_.- z
5 0.1 - L. T
< STkl L
N

0 2 4 6 8 10

I S R ]
Storage time/d
B 7 KiGELEIEZETF MDA & ERFIE
Fig.7 Effect of SA treatment on MDA content

of lotus seeds

e, CK 41 0.2 mmol/L F1 0.6 mmol/L &b 4 7t~
AT 22 F AN B3, 1 0.4 mmol/L 4bHEZH ) PPO
W R4 E LT H e AP (P<0.05), ik
B ,0.4 mmol/L. SA Ak B ] 45 %040 il It i 344 1] 3% 1
POD PPO i, DA T HE 28 fif 32 R J 4 78 55 5 % E
LKL
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Abstract In this experiment, fresh lotus were selected as the test material, control (CK) was treated with water. Then,
the effect of different concentrations (0.2, 0.4, 0.6 mmol/L.) of SA treatments on the storage quality and antioxidant en-
zyme activity of fresh lotus, were investigated during storage at (20+1) °C. The results showed that compared with the
control, SA treatments significantly maintained the sensory quality, inhibited the respiration rate, and delayed the nutri-
ents decline of the lotus seeds. Among of them, 0.4 mmol/l. SA treatment were the best, which could effectively delay
the increase of lotus seeds browning, soluble solids and malondialdehyde, and inhibit the decreases of reducing sugar,
soluble sugar, starch and total phenol content in lotus seeds. Moreover, 0.4 mmol/l. SA treatment also could maintain
higher superoxide dismutase, catalase, and peroxidase activities of lotus seeds, as well as significantly inhibit polyphenol
oxidase activity, thereby delaying the senescence of fresh lotus during storage, and maintaining better quality.

Keywords fresh lotus pods; salicylic acid; quality; antioxidant enzyme



