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FRIR SR A BE KIS PR B2 | bR 2~10 A~ 20 56 10 4 M
W B-1,4 BEF AR % T AR, B A R
AN KT VESRF I ER . COS Wl G #E T R fie, ]
V5 FAHY - PO . SRR —Fh R AR T 5
AP IR EE R, AEA AT RS R R R i % &
KHEZMEM ., COS X mtEY H Sk, w1k
F 25 ik BR A ELK B 1N

RS RAT P S BRENEME, N
B 7 A e R A RN o R 4 s A A IR
JER A im At [ BT LA 0 M O 4 2L B IR
PP . 70 SR 0E A0 B T 3 B AR SR B2 b SOD
APX POD .PPO CAT i& 1M, % /N5 S0 5% % PR
FO RO TR B AL B, 7T 4EHF CAT SOD A5 144 il
B A TG T | BR T SC ORI 5T S B A A B A
HA AT IO B POD L CAT SOD %5 B 4 fify
TEPEA T e Lin 8055 % 3R 0.5% 4 1Y)
FoIEREAL RS | 75 AL S0 5 T RE S S A 4y, HL
W T AR EN LA,

A 15 2H R BA AT 9 K B, COS Ab BiER J5 5L e
BT SR A 5 U TR I R v SR e 4 A i R
{14 HE B, 8 77 Xt A AL B g AN A L AR5 R
R T e B8 A 5 S5 i s R Ak P S e B R S G T SR



5224 4 W

ARG o FAEL R 2

AR HABE AR 277

B P AR AR S A, DI PRSI AR
AT COS i 2R B 1 22 Y LA

1 MRE5RFE
1.1 R 5iEH

I B R A SR T b e AR AR R R
WL P 3 B JRC R — B, RN — T, 3R R T A
ARSI A DR 4
R AR, o7 BIE RS 2 5 Tl R 22 BB I
5 RS =

) B dh ST SRR (P X0y TR 1 500~
2 000, B L WEEE 95%) , 15 &5 LI A AR A IR
Al =W O AL wm A A ek
My, RO R b AR SRR A A R A
w5 VB TGOK ZRE | R R I B R B 30%
H,O, UK B R WA TR , [ 245 4 [T A 2 3R AT BR 2
Al e T R Y S ot Al

7 53 e ) 5 R 2 B 0.25% ,0.5% F1 1% 1)
COS /KW, ¥ fF A R 2w T Eik
WP 2 5 min, BUR KR @K, &
a3 55 T 0 CREET I, & 6 #1585
B Ry — AL B R 32 RS, A O IROR S H]
KB ML 5 min, B AR 3 NEE AT 0,
10,20,30,40 d B4 5B 16 A FEDN e R 9268
JE SR P b oRT P T R AT R E R Y i, R
IR A R R S R N B G AR A BT
IR R G T R, [ B E SRR £ i 4 AL
(Polyxidase oxidase, PPO) JE% &M (Lipoxyge-
nase, LOX).id %A 1t & [ (Catalase, CAT) . PrIf
ML PR 33 A AL W 1§ (Ascorbate peroxidase, APX)
EALYEALEE  (Superoxide dismutase, SOD) 7R
N 2 2 fi% % 1 (Phenylalanineammonialyase , PAL)
s PE . N 0,10,20,30,40 d 4414351 5
SRICHE 16 D RIERURIIE TR (25 °C) F 3d,
BB AR IR0, GE T SR A8 78 A 1 L R A2
R
12 UF|/H5EE

GY-1 B3 WG AL &8 A IR A 7] s Pock-
et refractometer PAL-1 FFFPEE 11, H AR ATA-
GO;V-1100D BUAT WLApSEYERET, b SE 3 ik X
A PR F) 52006-11 fEIR K 5, U A IR

N R TR E O L (Allegra 64R) , KB A
B2 7 5 7 U R (GDO101 ) , 8 T B 47 52l
AR A O B B I e A PR A H]
1.3 REH*
1.3.1 5B 78 R 0 58 S e 78 8 500 T o

1) SRR = GRS R S8 A
S x 100%

2) A AL IR e 2 A AR TE AR 4r ol 5 )
Bl 0 G F e F M IO CLBE AT 5 1 G RIR T
B A5 RN AR S B R 10%52 2.4 0
B o TH RO SR S S R AR 109%0~20% 53 D% . 1
0 B T AR R R S B SR T AR Y 20%~40% 54 2
g €030 A T R SR S B R AR 40% LA b SR
W AR T8 B =3 (28 G x 1 ) SR S8 )/ (Rl SR 5K
I = W AR ) x 100%
1.3.2 SRSCRERE | nT M DT A0 R IR A I
G A GY-1 BRI (8 mm #43k ) M i 2 52 i
JE 7 AR B SR R 4 A %o AR B 2 R R Sk
5 T PR L) T e A A R R 0 R PR R PR
137K kgfem?,

B 2 10 e S S b R s R DR i
W I 5 Ao B 1 A SR B S R A T VR AR
PAL-1 FHEBE T b 2 OO Ui 5% B
H%

TR S S i YT a1 ) e SR S T i R
FrEN EFRE 10.0 g BER IO A 25,
FEREFA 100 mL 25 50T, A ZR K E 2
W R S VS T FE A HR S T CE 30 min, i3 UE L L 1%
1y K4 7 7] B 20 mL B8V A B AR, B AR
JE I B S E AR BN WO 2 DS R IFE R 3 IR,
1.3.3  ZW NN ZEES e AR AR %
D SR e v Sy B 8 BRI 2 g B oef AU R R A
f, A 10 mL 70% N, 2938 J5 ke G HEEL 2 h,4
°C,10 000xg 50> 15 min, B . 5 7556 B 10 45
M5 0.1 mL FBORIR A, # & 5 min, 5 1
ml 5T 5 7058 6% Na,COs % WIR & 75 C/KIE 10
min, . VK H1 2 %0 (20 °C) . IR E FRRAIE
bR HETERE SR A, B melg .

BT g i SR R i A B A L L 22 1 vk
ER TR RS RS, N AR = 6.45%
(A 53200 600m) =0.56XA 450, AL A umol/L,
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1.3.4 BRI Mot A S amie A
ARV 8 1350 I R B2 R B R IR 1) 1 R
1g AL IMAEFEN 5 mL, ¥ JE A 20 mmol/L
pH = 2.1 BYBEMR 22 4P WK (& 1 mmol/L EDTA ) Bff
JESIH )G 4 °C,10 000xg 250> 15 min, #EBORS —
T BRORE A% 421 M RFR LA 2 o/ L B 5 et
RAT, & 2 h, BEAPUIR MR R, o 0.22 wm
(K 2 BE K5 | 9517 HPLC-DAD i 5& | 6 i &
k280 nm., HRAEHL AL LR B o AR R 15 T K €63
el i T RS S R P TR I R %

Rz o AL S S S E IR L 4.0 g

REFSS 3 mL R WAEFESRK, 4 C
10 000xg #§-.0> 10 min L 3%, 1 mL 3§ S 5%
1) B PR R S ik 20 /K TR 23, 10 000xg 50> 15 min Ji5
ZBR I 0 AR R A IS DLTE 78 W R TR K
410 nm Zb I 5E W OGAE , AR HE 45 R RIVEPR D £ |
IHER P S AR & i,
1.3.5  LOX S¥HtE bk RAOCHEE ER I 2 A
B2 g UL FER S 4°C 5 mL BERRZZ vP . (pH=
7.8, %4 0.1 mol/L. PMSF,0.5 mmol/L. Z —_f# W4 2
12 , 5% % £ 4 MW e R AT 1 mmol/L i 75 B )
IR 210 4 °C, 10 000xg 50> 30 min, B % 5
% ,-80 CLRAF4 Y,

1) LOX WEMEMIE R Todd %P1 75 vk I
€ LOX 15 P B 5 20 B OGAE BT 0.01 5 Xk 1
ANBENG P (U) 45 R L U/mg TN,

2) SOD 7P E 50 mmol/L B 2 2% vh ik
(pH = 7.8 % 130 mmol/L. & & % ,0.75 mmol/L &
Ak Al 5L DU & 8 3 A 0.1 mmol/L & W% DU 2 iR —
) 5 i BORR A, i — 22 & 0.02 mmol/L % %
FIRA IR 5 min, P 6N SN A ROGAE
W 5 SR R B B A3 B A ] 509 S Ak il 5
WG I R R AE R 1 A4 SOD TG Pk B (U) , &5
£H Umg £IR .

3) CAT i PEM &M Fg4eE k5 pH 7.0,50
mmol/L )85 fR 2 sh A 3% id FAL RIR G . LA
B33 B N WG A 0.1 0 14> CAT 3% M 2 s
(U), ¥4k Ulmg,

4) APX {2 iE iR S pH
7.0 9 3 mL R (50 mmol/L B2 28 wh i , 15
mmol/L L3R L2 K 15 mmol/L i AL A . LIy

BRI EAR 1R 0.01 1Bk 1 ASEE TG S (U), 5
H Ulmg F/RP,

5) PPO WEMEME 2% Kumar S 77 %k,
5 Bz m PPO BTG PR, LU 15 s B % K 420 nm
AW AR AR AR A, BERR 1 min Jd 5% 1R, WOBE
BN 0.01 Ky 1 Sl BAAL, 507 LA U/mg 3R o
1.3.6  PAL FIGPEIE PR 1.0 g REZFEG AR
i Assis SEIR Ty 300 2 5L e AR B2 PAL g 1)
TPE o DUV RFEDE K 290 nm &b A /N % i
E3E 0 0.01 Fra& W &R 14> PAL I& PR
1.4 HEZITHH

FH SPSS 17.0 44 3 56 B 4 16 47 48 1 Je o3
Br, KM Origin 9.0 FAAER,P<0.05 Kx 2R
B,

2 ZBR55H
21 COSAEMHEBRREBEN~4%

A1 AT, 5 BRAE A E , COS Ah #2256
AL ST A T ) () 2R e e A8 o 1 0 34 57 B 2
(P < 0.05) , K2 COS kb F 2H Bz #8575 % %
TEI R 40 d B3 93%, K IRTREL) 40% . 1
COS b FHZH | 0.5%COS 4k Bi 21 %K 5 3R Fl & i 35
B A e AR 7K - 5 1% COS 4 1 0.5%COS 4 %} %
P I A AR TE 2 R, B AR B AL
M T 0.5%C0S 41,1%C0S 4 1Y % 5k 45 K e
0.5%COS 11 2 1504 b, L g5 Rui ] ,0.25%
COS Ah 3 %5 5% 68 AL L B 48 A8 (19 410 i) 25 SR A 55
COS 1Y Ji 43 BUAE 0.5% ) % 5 Je 48 748 7% 9 1% I
PO B, SR COS B i 2o vy B 23 0k 55 %o 2% s 15
B0 R X SR S R AN TR R BE Y COS
AIRES R RN ARG S&E, RAEE
1Y 5C SR BE A BE 5 5 IR Sh AR W) O B iR A e
SEWEVER FE o w0, T RE 230 5 A W0 B | 3 e
TEWE VA W B A 7 R SR Y BUBUR R, SR
M) SR S ) 1E AR
22 COSHENEBAERIFAAMERED . AT
7 7€ B8 0 A8 BT B 520

WA 2a s, A ] b B 2H 1) b 5L et AL R S i
A TR & B AR R, SR 2 MR, 7E
TF AT, T BECZH SR S %) AT i [ 4 A s
ek, RTE COS AbFEALAH L AE /L A 2%, COS
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Aob 3BT L 5 A SR S T n] P DR & BT R
AIHIER

W 2b fzR, COS Ab BT S 52 v n] i 2 R 7
YN REMEIEN (P<0.05), 7 40 d
ff,0.25% ,0.5% K% 1.0%COS 4b B4 TA & & 43 5
H1.41%,1.711%5 1.60% , 11 % B ZH AN 1.2% ; H
L 0.5%COS Ab PR X AT i o2 R 2 4 1 R R A ]
MR, 740 d BF,0.5%COS 2H 3 52 H ] i E
TR 1 & R X FEAL Y 1.4 4% ;COS Ab F X B2 v
ATV A8 R B R BRI — E A E R (P >
0.05) . ARSI i ] R 2 LA HLRR B =
PR, SRS i A BRI B AR A RS, 3 2 AT A2
PR & it RN FEZ R A B AT AT, COS Ab BT L
I 1 ) R S A T AR S 4 I I

L B B S T T N R = T S A 3
2c AT DL 0 40 a) SR S0 A 5 2 T R Y
R, COS Ab P X 4E 27 JE S0 0 FE 1 T R34 —
WA, SR T T 980 A 19 45 2 ) Bl A 25 A K

ZENE

WoEA0 K+ TER M3 K

0.25% COS

W40 KSR NI K

0.5% COS

YURA0 KT RN X

1% COS

W40 K+ T4 I3 K

EERELENEBRRIBELRE (a)fIRFEH (b))
Effects of COS treatment inhibits the peel browning incidence (a) and index (b) of Huangguan pear

23 COS #ExREH PPO BEMHMEBH S
EH R0

FH & 3a AT AT, A R rp SRR vk R 4R
0.25%COS 4 1) PPO i3 1 52 5% b F+ IS TR
AR 20 d B PPO % 1 35 B % 75 ;0.5%CO0S
A 10%COS 411 PPO fiff 7if P 52 L2212 1 T+ 11
EF SR AE R AN T rh 91X BRZH A 0.25%COS
20 PPO 415 7 i 3 (P < 0.05) 5 T 0.5%CO0S
Hl 19%COS 41, 7EIE7 5 20 d i, % FB 41 PPO il I 1
J& 0.5%C0S 41y 1.3 f5,

ME 3b 0 LLE S R S A AN
bR Y A N (O T R SR D G R |
0.25%COS #h PR i 22 W3 5 1 F B o 3
1M 0.5%COS 1 19%COS AT LA g b 310 i) 5 7w A
i R R, AEI 40 d i ,0.5%C0S 4l &
1y 5 o FE U BB AL 3 Y 20% , A A5 3 B, AR T 3
T v SRR vy 2 B KO R B R PPO il
TG 1 W 3 5 e L EE A SR S5 B A AR 1 R
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—= R4 5o A e ok R b S AR 2 A, 1 0.5%
s COS AbFHI 19%COS AbFAT LW i (P < 0.05 ) 41 1
< ~- 1%€0S LOX B 1% PRy b7t 7R R 2] 40 d I, X B2 Y
=i LOX i 1 H 0.59%COS Ab 325 th 20 16% . i [l
Beu 3 T A Ak B2 )6 T A R )
=l B SE TR B SRTTT 0.5%COS 431 241 Fi
=z | 19%COS b 3R 9 5 12 b o — I o ik K A T
% 0.25%COS 4L HRLL | 7619 A 3 ,0.5%COS Ab

e HEE A TT E A t HO B 2 43 40%
Storage time/d RS AT, % F BT & (A5 3
ST I A MU LA AR D FFEC. LOX T B AL
o iggg%%g% M P BN, TR IR SV F R AR M 6 2
. T 19C0S R B AR AR, 7 X M A P
Hia BB SRR, IR P 0t T LA S W40 X 4
5 WS S, 5 MO 2 S0 T R 7
= R I B R U, AHTSEE I L COS
£z S T 1) 5400 (RO 2 S AL o LOX
E A 1 TH RIS R Sk F R, RO 0.5%COS

s e Qb PREG SR A5 B
(R 25 COS 4h#% R CAT BaiE 1 APX i
) WA S SRR A B

- Xf R
—=0.25%COS
161 2= 0.5%COS
= 1%COS
IS S
£
<
o 2
=512t
B g
]
g
= 10}
Py \ . . \
0 10 20 30 40
IS (]

Storage time/d
(c)
B2 ZEBRLENMEBRREIFTBEERY (a).
AEERSE (b)FEE (c) s
Fig.2 Effects of COS treatment on soluble solids
content (a), titratable acid content (b)

and firmness (c¢) of Huangguan pear

PRI ABIFSE & B, 0.5%COS Ak B ] LU LT 1) 41 ]
RS Z W BT FEA PPO BB R LT
24 COS & EXREH LOX BgiF A — B2
SENHN

M 3e ATLAE i, R ECH LOX I 17 2

Hi &l 4a AIHT, SRBZ T CAT TG PR IR 2 5%
FTHE TR 22 51 ,0.5%CO0S 4k B
1 19%COS ZbFL 5 Bz rfr CAT il (14 76 14 B 2 /& 1
0.25%COS kb BLFNXT R L], 50 58 I 4f i AR L
0.25%COS AbF2H () CAT BTG 1 JH T 33%, &
U 40 d B X HEZH CAT BEIG PR 1.47 £%5, A
4b AT, X HRZH A 0.25%COS Ab L R iz rp e 4R
& R RO R E Tk, B
(P <0.05) & F RN 0.5%F1 1%COS 4P
COS b B35 0] LA i) S fz v i S A A i B R 7
TE 5 40 d B, o BEZH R R i AL AL A R
0.5%COS b FLLH AT 3 1%,

APX [iff g A AL BUIR 1M 2 5 3 A0 A SR N, -
X B i S SR AU, A 4 EPT
PIE W, XTHRLLA 0.25%COS b 4] e 5 1 7
H APX BTG P S 5 R R R R A FE I 20
d B IR 5 RAE, SR IX I 2 APX g 19 3% 4 2% 5
AR, 0.5%M 1%COS 4bFLH F 7 H APX i i
PELEI R 20 d B o 52 B0 B i 2 B 4 B T
[ a3 FEE 30 d J5 b T B3 2% |, 7RIV 40
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Fig.3 Effects of COS treatment on PPO activity (a), total phenolic content (b), LOX activity (c)

and malonaldehyde content (d) of Huangguan pear

d B ,0.5%COS 4bFL4H Y APX il 7 J2 X Al 4 1)
1.6 i, [ B 0.5%COS 253 52 v APX i i 1k i 3%
(P<0.05)f T 19%COS 4bBRAL , H I 4d nT %, 3
F BRI R S A A IR S 28 N B
O COS Ab B AT 5 Rz v TR o R R R
TEI 40 d B ,0.5%COS AbHE L () T 3R 10 R 75
3 (P < 0.05) f TXHRGL, 1T 0.25%F1 1%COS
b BRZH DL Kt BEZH SR e v IR o R 7 e i 2
H(P>0.05),
2.6 COS & xR Bz & SOD & iF 4 PAL B
i T B 2

A1 &l 5a 0T, SOD fiff 1 76 PRk 5 T e
TR SR S 4% b P A L2, 0.5% F1 1%
COS Kb FRZH AELE T S 2 b SOD BTG A9 T 1%, 78
IF 5 40 d B ,0.5% F1 1% COS 4b B 20 37 iz H SOD

it f 3% P 2 6] 399 0.25% COS Ab B 41 F1 %) 18 26 1
1.8~2 f% . R Jz v PAL il 14 735 14 76 I i 399 ¢ 30Ky
AR TS, B OE TR R W (F 5h), COS
A FRAR = T PAL B9 1S PE,0.5%F1 19%COS 4b 2R
AR (P<0.05), 1 0.5%F1 1%COS AbHE4]
(9 PAL 15 1 22 5o AN 8 35 O AR 2% 10, 0.5%C0S
Ah PR PAL BTG PR X BRAL 1.3 £%, 11 0.25%
COS Ab 321 1y PAL B Pk 5 % FZH AH L 22 % AN
BEP>005),

HE 4 20 20 v 3 v SRR Y Bl 2 22 SOD
CAT . PPO .LOX Fl APX %%, BN S5HEY M5 2
AR G SOD 1 P 0K 8 A BT B B i Sk fk
9 0, il Hy0,, B )5 POD .CAT I APX %5 i 2 4L 7]
B H,0, B8R Hy0 F1 O, 1T 8055 5% e 48 3
2 B i 1
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Fig4 Effects of COS treatment on CAT activity (a),

the content of hydrogen peroxide (b),

and the content of ascorbic acid (d) of Huangguan pear

KL COS AbFRAT 755 CAT 5B 7= A, i/ 5t

AR E K B COS Ab B fig B 3 PR AIL 2
JEC Y [B) SR K2 rh 1,0, 5 i,
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Fig.5 Effects of COS treatment on SOD (a) and PAL (b) activity of Huangguan

pear
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BURM, PAL AN B2 AU B IR A, (1] 2 5
W24 S WA, SRS IR, S 1
5 SECOA S PPO 2 fi 9y 24 4 A DAy it 2 7 A A A 78
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Study on Chitosan Oligosaccharides Treatment Alleviating Peel Browning of Huanggaun Pear

Zhao Handong', Qin Chang', Guo Fengjun’, Fan Xinguang’, Fu Maorun", Chen Qingmin*
("Qilu University of Technology (Shandong Academy of Science), Jinan 250353
’National Engineering Research Center for Agricultural Products Logistics, Jinan 250103
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Abstract Low temperature storage generally induced the symptom of peel browning in Huangguan pear. To solve this
problem , this research used different mass fractions of chitosan oligosaccharide (COS) aqueous solution, including
0.25%, 0.5% and 1%, for treating the postharvest Huangguan pear before the low temperature (0 °C) storage, and in-
vestigated the effect of COS on peel browning, reactive oxygen metabolism as well as fruit quality. The results showed
that COS treatment could remarkably inhibited the peel browning incidence, especially 0.5% COS. 0.5% COS treatment
decreased the incidence and index of peel browning by 89% and 32%, respectively. Due to the increased activities of
polyphenoloxidase and lipoxidase, the activities of catalase, ascorbate peroxidase, superoxide dismutase and phenylalnine
ammonialyase maintained the higher levels in 0.5% COS-treated fruit peel. Compared to other treatments, 0.5% COS en-
hanced the higher values of total phenolic and ascorbic acid, while the 0.5% COS reduced the accumulation of hydrogen
peroxide and malonaldehyde. Although the COS treatment could improve the levels of soluble solid, titratable acid and
firmness, there were not significant. In conclusion, 0.5% COS treatment could reduce the incidence of peel browning and
improve fruit quality of Huangguan pear, significantly before the cold storage.

Keywords Huangguan pear; chitosan oligosaccharide; peel browning; chilling injury



