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£ 4.9758~19.9898 mg/h-kg 76 B sk 3, Fp 4] M Lx 2 49 oF B3R E (P<0.05), % 30 R B PG &M 4 &+ L4 £ 70.72 ugh-g
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B~y & W = B = e T S L T R
Ui 45 74 e it DX PR B R AT 1 K 43
TR0 B 7R R B AR RO A2 T B
A TR TR 5~8 H % AORER N2 B 4L
25 kg O I 3R A R KR AR B A RE B R S DR R
PRJE 2, U2 SR A A1), ™ o o] 249 JfE 21 2% Y T 0
B o MR MR DR 212 R 5 DR e ) 8T, B2 55 WE 4125 1Y
ER I IE R

Ca?VE G515 5 8, 70 G-+ L 52 o by R
PrsE AR R R B B, g RSk
) B M SRS SR i A e 1R Ak B AT e R A
HAN I Ca? % 2, Ca? 5 L i 1R ke JE 52 15 M i 24
YO RE K A ) 54, R AIR T 2T R R . RIKCR
Mty B P FUVHIE BRI B—F- LW 1 T 111 SR i 22 fi ity
S50 S 0 1) i T DT e 410 2R S 0 B 32
50 22 M S Tl | 2o S Ak U | S A B A B S BT
SAALBE RIS PEST . O E YGRS T -2
RN BE-1-FR2 PR AL B (1-Aminocyclopropane—1-
carboxylic acid oxidase, ACO) ¥ Z ¥ 5 &4 i

R AR 2023-02-10

E£TH: WIARHE I E SR 5TH (2021YFN0099)
E—1EE: TR G ML AR

WBEMEE. W E-mail; 709825879@qq.com

DOI: 10.16429/j.1009-7848.2024.02.021

1-FHEANIE-1-R R (1-Aminocyclopropane—1-
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PVA 73 T8t e e R AL, HA Rk
PE CEYARZSPEN, 2003 4E5E 61 YR S s Rl &
VPR G R AR ZH A G
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Xt B 0 B AT 2 A PEPEAR U B 20 Ik 5 1
A FRALE ] T AL N SR8 7 ah e, TR AR
PR RUE P SBEPE R | by 5 B MR R 1) FE
S TR I T 12 it O i % BF b | EL B GA 21 B
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iy (EFE ) 15 P 2k 52 0 1k 295 1) A= 1 45 P 38 m] 41
il £ 24 3R Tl R I TR T 45 1) 356 R ek 2% 2 1 Ak
W, BB ORI AL B 2 1 R A LR
M 38Rl A K S BUR SR PTAM IR A 0 2 1 Y
{25, AT AR AR 2% 1 B9 JB 2 3 S D i 7 i
ABIETEET X R 2 1 Y SN EREE R AR AL, 2210k
RAGL UR PR R i T NS A, BAERR I —Fh
1o R ME L2 R I R 8 07 58, AR TR A
A REEI AR I R RS

1 MBEH®
1.1 MRS
LL1 JEMRE DI E 2= it , Sk a )i
AR EL PRk /R KNBIa S S) To IR G
BUBEAG 13 11 SR S A T 50
112 U ROMEEE, DU SRR A 25 4R
v E AR EY SR i AR R 2,6
SHE M R M ML BERR | 2 5 P 20ORE R R | 4 b
R AL, L& AR A R A A
il X-100, L5 BALE R ARG R AR £k
TERY AL R 2 R 6000 0t AL A 3,5
3K IR | CTREN HETR BN R , BUAR B} P Ak
A BR 2 F] LA R o b el gt
1.2 UE5EE

GQ-300 S IAPREERT ) M bR A 2 1% & A R
5w sN5000PLUS %2 5h—0] W43 66 T, LA
BB F A R A A TG16 s B 0L, s
WALES O LA A FR A W) 5 JJ-2B 4 2R L, 4
IR XS AT H SC AL AS ) 305 1H S % I W i
AL, WG = R PHEE B A R A F YH-
100001 L F K, H FE M85 R 2 A XA-XT
PLUS JEi#4 43 #7 4%, % [E Stable Micro System 7
Al s DZKW—4 e IR 7K I 5, b st i 24l i
AR A BR A ) s LB8OT Ml B2 1, )7 JM 3y it R4
HIRAF .,
1.3 HmE
1.3.1 AL A FE AR w00 25 AR ik
PR BOR 2% 11 SEALES 7 WOR 1 20 min £E R
IEOKF . Z75 T A AFON 7 1 ER PRI 20 ¢
FALES THEA e i BT 50 B 2% 10 AR A i
7 1000 mL, # A HRA (1 kg) BB 2T 22 A

SRS VW IR M 20 min S5 U BRI T BEA
4 CHASEI K
1.3.2  URIEW B S 2 iR A B AR 44 Ptk
S EE R, WREEC TR 1% PVA 1.5% 5 KIEHR: |
0.03% 4/ i 7 % (Natamycin, NATA) 9 B ) /F
MALFRAKF . B Cano SRV 5 5, IR Akt
HERGFREL PVA 10 g, EKIEHR 15 ¢ LA 1 000
ml ZEIHK T 7E 85 CF i1 H B . Fris e
HEWFIRG,MA 015 ¢ IMER , FHIMA 5 g |
WAER I, BEFE 5] A H G E A E 1000 mL,
& FRUR BRIV ) 2w TR I 0 e 21 2R
705 300 U B Ak B g 201 i 0 2 A R T R R i
30 s JEHFHE Tl XA 1 h, HRK TR A 4C
IRBEIHH
1.3.3 25+ M0 P fef A B 28 7™ O 2 1Y)
i 2122 SE A 2% SR A0S 12 20 min, BUH SR X
TG, B LR 3 20 s 52 A v IR P I2 3 30
s, TR PR AL B o BB 2H B 21 2= | Tl A Z% 1K
HR I 20 min, H AR KT G, [A) L3 kb B 20 i 21 2=
BEN 4 CIRBEINR
1.4 MRATHEEENIERNE 7 X
1.4.1  IFUE 58 (Respiration rate) 2 2% K
5 S T SR AR R A SR B I U i
JE I A A AT 5, 45 R DA g /IS g T v SR SR
TR A B i R B cmg/h ke, R
MAE 3K,
1.42 RN 27 BRI SRR ik B E
W72 % TAXT Plus BRI AL, I 5E 24 TPA 15
2, 2R FH P/36R 43k VA R 52 7% 3 A5 FE B 0 5 3 K
M E S50, TUEEZR 2 mm/s, FEEZE 1 mm/s, JE
J& 1Bl 3R 2 mm/s, M FHE B 5 em, fill & F1{H 0.1
N, IKFESZ AR I 5 mm,, R T RAAE i 2675 31 2 1E
SRS AP S8, B R R N, R 3K
143 wEVMEE Y (Soluble solid content,
SSC) & B 52 SSC 52 2 % X B 45 P9
2, R H B LBSOT il , 842 3 Ik,
1.4.4 AR (Titratable acid, TA) &&= E TA
W 2 2 AR AE IR D7 v, R NaOH i 22 75
SR DI, R 3K,
1.4.5 N[ (malondialdehyde, MDA ) & il &
5 7% R A AR PO 7 T R DA el i | SR 40
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JETT VLI, B35 W53 5000 ZE A s A s320m A g0
AW o 25 5 DURE 50 R SC A i (i 5 Th Y MDA
FREFR, PAL nmol/g FW,EHE 3 1K,
1.4.6 2 FFFUME EE R i (Plygalacturonase, PG)
PR E S A I Ty O i DA ek
PG 1 M DL R /N e g o S S22 SURE i (B ) 7 37
CHEA 22 5 ZUM T R A= i F LW 5 1% 114 ot it 3%
7N, A pg/heg FW,
1.4.7 8 ALY) B (Peroxidase, POD)¥E M i &
2% Bi S IR LA kctt  R AR K vk
W 5E POD 35 1, A& 1 min W50 POD 7£ 3% K 470
nm Zb WG EE R, A ER I 5 min, 15
2 6 HBHE, TR 3K, 45 F LG vE SRS RE A (8
) ARG R 1R Sk — TG B
(U),POD &M AL . Ulg FW,
1.4.8 ZWE LE (Polyphenol oxidase, PPO)if%
PEE ORISR AR By ik PPO W, MR 1
min Y5 PPO 7E % 1< 420 nm &b WK S B 08 18 in & |
TAAEFRLL I 5 min, 755 6 A5G, EE 3 K, 25
SR AR pE SR S (B ) g B O B R I 1 i)
h— A B A (U) , PPO J5 1 2007 . Ulg FW,
1.5 HESZITS5HH

FIH SPSS 25 B A X F 4l 47 40 B, R
Duncan’s 2 1 H 3 47 22 5% 8. 28 PE 0 B (P<0.05)
1 Pearson #H5& R BOIEATAH M 4007, 45 SR 38 LA
P b5 w22 7R o 38 ] Origin 2021 # 47
7l
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I

Breathing intensity/mg-h™-kg™
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5 i [1]
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T A /NG R R OR 92 5 B 3 (P<0.05), R I
B 1 FREFREESETIRIEFREENTN
Fig.I Changes in respiratory intensity of plum fruit

under different preservation treatments

2 HERERH
2.1 AS[E) 4R 5 Ak BB Xt ifE 21 2= P A 58 B Y 22 i

W 1 s, X REZE A e 21 2= 07 1 58 13 A8 1k
S HNUE DS B B KA 5 12 K 21 2% () I ik
J 3 R B 2 6.7723 mg/h -kg I I B AR A
FEMW O 26 18 R EIAIE(E N 30.1274 mg/h - ke,
Z S Xk R 1 e 1 2 P R iR T R R, RS A
M L0257 30 d B T30 r 0 W2 i 2 1 25 A 3
50T HR A AR, A6 5 12 TR I I 5 ) e AR B A
J 3.4578 mg/h -kg H.5 18 Kt iy i {8 @ % I+
Xf BRAL (P<0.05) , 550 FEATAH HE , ¥ B4 A i 21 2=
I K% 56 7 A5 A e 38 T IX ), 76 I 301 A9 28 0~12
K, VR L 1 e 0 2 P R it R 32 T R A A A
3.7543 mg/h-kg, 5 6 KB I1Z 40 Hi £1 2% 09 W o 5 75
FIH] (P<0.05) . 15255+ FE2H 114 e £1. 2% I 12 5 Jig
AR Ak B SRS AUARL, 7E5 6 KT A /N -
Fb, 12 RNBERERARE, 5 18 RikBEH N
19.9898 mg/h -kg, Z )i & Wi B = 4.9758 mg/h -
kg, Z0ach o fief Ak T G 41 2 I I v I 24 45 B AT Ak
Wl (P<0.05)
2.2 FEREE 4 IE X i 4T 250 B Y 25 0

W 2 [, o BE 20 e 21 2= 0 3 ot 25 3
(] 9 A AT REALG, 7RI A AT 6 d TR REAIR T
30.5 N i85 20 i 21 2% A F Ar N s N L 52
R FA A AR RT 18 K PN = 45 21 174 Jfe 21 2= i i 1 3%
1o T B (P<0.05) o T 5 4 e 21 2 1% i 2 75 Ak
A T B R B, S B S PR AR, IS 28 18

60 -

(3053

Hardness/N

)
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T
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2 AS[E) R & A 28 X BE 4T 220 B AU BT
Fig.2 The effects of different preservation treatments

on the hardness of plum fruit
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REAR A R 5 IR0+ U0 2 W 1 2 i) B 2 R i 12
d AR IR i v T BB 4 (P<0.05) , EES 12 Kt
TR0+ U S 2 ) i 2T 2 A O 38.09 N, T X HE 2.
M RELT 220 2 - 19.81 N,
23 AERHBLAEXNBEIFTATAIEEEIESE
skl
g 3 e, o B ZH i 20 25 0l s v DB )
P ik A T ] ) S R G, 2 TR
EEAMAZEM AT EERIEY S R0
#OH 6 RN & T HEHM ML 2 (P<0.05),
M7E 6~12 d Z AL 0 0.1 °Brix, Z J5 %12 T},
FESS 24 KRBT LN RIS B8 18 RIK T
0.5 °Brix, ZJEZ WM E 19.83 °Brix, RELLH
Magr2s, FE55 12 R uF Al [E R ) & 1 1 m )
i, 353 17.13 °Brix, Z J5 12 FE L 2 14.7 °Brix,

25 —=— X

Ay P DR P Fr b
Soluble solids content/°Brix

0 6 12 18 24 30
I e 1]
Storage time/d

3 FEREENETIELESSC EENEK
Fig.3 Varies of the SSC content of plum fruit

under freshness preservation

25 AERBLEXNFEIZH _EESEMNZME

WE S fr s,k BEEH i 2025 9 % (MDA ) 1)
O ok it 5 YA A [ ) B R T T n LA A
XA A W TR A B (P<
0.05), TE55 30 KAf, XFREALA T B & ik
60.9 nmol/g FW J& ¥ 55 4b FLAH ME 21245 1 1.36 fi5 .
T2 A e 1 2 Y TR R A B R A [ £ O A
KW FR, (AFEHEA T PN IR 45 A B 17 G 21
2SN TR R TR R4 (P<0.05) , T4
W4T ZE T S B S B LT R A, B
SRAE T J 3U) P9 Uk 20 1 T R e A o PR LI
AR AR A PR 5 AT+ IR 2 i 21 25 —

24 d JEPEEE A 2 18.73 °Brix, i 5+ 15 4 e 41
221 0~18 d NiZ #i b T+ 2 16.4 °Brix, 18~24 d N
LT B 24 d J5 TP IR BT, 30 KA 2
13.8 °Brix.,
24 AEFRELEXNROIFTLEBRSEMNH
WA 4 I, KRR IS 21 25 RO 7 & T [%
Wi ,30d AN 1.18%FF AN % 0.58% , =45 2 a4l
2 RR T AENT 18 d 2 TR fEL 18~24 K
W TR 2 5 TR 0.71%., Tk 4L
Z178 RAR & it T R B S X IR AR, HAS
() L TR B i 25 BE R K IR 5+ IR AL 2T 2256 6 KX

B ER SR E 1.19%, 5 6~24 K AR & 8%
WiREAR , LR R B W i 2% ,24 d J5 , 5IR 54

AR AL, BRI E 0.71%,

Lar —=— X

0.4

Total acid content/%

0.2

0.0

0 6 12 18 24 30
T 1]
Storage time/d

4 TERELBETHRIEFTTASENETN
Fig.4 Varies of the TA content of plum fruit

under freshness preservation

P it AR b, IR T T 12~24 d A
TS REVS EM A, 24 d 5 0 R 25k F)
44.5 nmol/g FW

26 AERSHLEMNBITSREFIERRE
ERER:pA )

WK 6 Fros, X REZH MG 2128 (1 22 5 o UM I
PRI 1, SIS b Tk B 5 R R A2 L
PO 24 TR FIE(E 198.63 pe/h-g FW, 1245
2 ME 2125 11 22 2 2 S0 I 1R I 0% 1k AE 5 12 KA
957 we/h-g FW, 355 6 KA /MREFEL, 7 12~
24 d B Wi I ,24 d Bk B 71.34 pg/h-g
FW , J5 s AN 29.00 weth-g FW I 15 4H MG 4T
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BN 2 R U R B TR PR R . egkg
B, 12 d e R, 55 18 KiFikF] 173.94
peth-g FW G 4E 5170 XA K- — Be i [a] 24 d 1f
IKF|IEMH 175.24 weth-g FW, ZJR %R T, 18

-
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Malondialdehyde content/nmol-g™ FW
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E° 5 IS [

Storage time/d
B 5 AREREESEIAELIZ MDA & 2RI
Fig.5 Effects of different preservation treatments

on MDA content of plum fruit

27 AERHLEXNEIFTE ALY EEEN
=AU

WE 7 B, kIR ZH I 21 2% 9 3 S Ak P i T
PGS AL R 7 0~12 d i AL T T
48 3k B 5.64 Ulg FW,12~18 d N F &,
18~24 d WA /Mg FTF, ZJEHhd FRE=E 3.81 Ulg
FW, B &+ 1.36 Ulg FW IR GG {E . 1255411
212 i A AL W S M TE 0~12 d IR | T F I
i 5.64 Ulg FW, %f 12~24 K N % #i K = 3.07
Ulg FW,24~30 K i 8L E a3 30 d B ik )
3.61 Ulg FW, URBEALIELT 2= 78 454 ik i Sk
it 195 P B R T BB 2 (P<0.05) ¥ 85+ TRk IR 40 1Y)
Jif £1. 2% ik 48 Ak 0 T 0 M R Ak B R 0] R Ak
L, BFESS 18 K H B IE VERE AR R K 2 1.84
Ulg FW,
28 AEARHLEWNBITSHMALBEEEN
=AU

W 8 Frow, X HE L I 21 2% 1 2 1 4 Ak i 1
PR B s A a3 TESS 6 KBk IE(H 0.58 Ulg
FW,6~12d Wil TR, 12 d J5 2218 B AR, =245
B VR IR Y ME £ 4% 2 Wy SR A I P 1 AR A i
1E 0~24 d N5 x5 BT AH L, 7256 18 KNS 24 K

0~18 d 75 [l P 356 4+ U4k 201 1) Jf 21 2 22 3R~ L b
T2 T il 1% P A, 3 S 1 I S B AR 1 A A, 5 % R
ZH A e 3 AIG (P<0.05) , 7E 24~30 d 4 P
G, EH 30 KA 2IKIE(H 70.72 pg/h-g FW,

FW

1
1N}
S
S

@
S

22 5% 2N LI I R I 0%

Polygalacturonidase activity/pg-h™-g

o
S
T

o

el
0 6 12 18 24 30
E" e I ]
Storage time/d

6 AREREMEXAELZE PG EEHNRIT

Fig.6 Effects of different preservation treatments

on the activity of plum fruit PG

PR T % MR 41 19 2 W S8 0 i 3 4 (P<0.05) , £ 24
dJE I BZE S LT RASAR IR ML 2 0~24 d
W 22 S i I A Ab R A A 5 0 IR 2L, (R
FE 12 d J5 454 s 3000 A5 1 22 1 AR A I S v
fRF X IR (P<0.05) , BL7E 24 d J5 52854 TR
S BCAAL, HBL T R
29 RAEEVHEAHELIERNEXES
W% 1 s, R ) SPSS B iy 725 /3 i o7
6 WE 2125 Z2 A A B A AR AR bR E AT A S 1 A BT
SR FHSUAU G 565 4 53R DG A8 1) i 25 M . R AR OGPk
SRR LA, AR EREY SRS
WA RER & M PPO I M 5 B 3 A Al
KRR (P<0.01), 5N M ZF POD 36 2 B
IEAH M (P<0.05) . SRESCHY B & /5 R Schli |
PPO {1 3 i 52 0 0 25 PR IE AR G OC R (P<0.01),
5N & 5 PG POD {1 P 2 B 3 5 DG 6 R
(P<0.05) , 5288 5 PG POD i E 7 & &
5 PR G B B7AH DG (P<0.01) , 5 PPO 1 T &
PR 2 1E R 6 56 £ (P<0.05) . Hivh i 20 25 I i
RPN S EA S PG POD G P2 IR
IEAEIG G R (P<0.05), 5 PPO I M 5 4% 1 2 1
IR F (P<0.01),



524 4 2 M

SALE IR LRI TS A A e H R 223

T R

e =i

= 6| B
= I i

#H W5k

B2 ER

g‘; 4 ad

Q__g?é 3 abb bb bc E

w® g 3 %

2 ; .|| e
g 2_aaaa ? ’
8 |

% %

1 4 %
" N

g L % 7
0 6 12 18 24 30

TR 1]
Storage time/d
B 7 ATEFEELEIELIZE POD iE HH %00
Fig.7 Effects of different preservation treatments

on the activity of plum fruit POD
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Polyphenol oxidase activity/U-g” FW
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0.0

24 30

12‘ 18
IR 15 [
Storage time/d
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Fig.8 Effects of different preservation treatments

on PPO activity of plum fruit

F 1 RAEEIEAHELIEREEXED

Table 1 Correlation analysis of physicochemical indexes in different storage periods of crisp red plum

FRRE THEEELH by R MDA PG POD PPO

o oB 3R 1.000

TS B Y 0.099 1.000

BB -0.097 -0.807%* 1.000

R -0.074 -0.709%* 0.938% 1.000

MDA 0.099 0.825%%* -0.965%*  -0.916%* 1.000

PG 0.206 0.299 -0.567**  -0.551** 0.546%* 1.000

POD -0.152 0.408* -0.473%  -0.528%* 0.499* 0.259 1.000

PPO 0.060 -0.584%* 0.600%* 0.475% -0.520%* -0.322 -0.175 1.000

T RIR 25 T WL (P<0.05) , 7 R 2% 5l i 3 (P<0.01)

3 itig

2B IR BRAR R KR e S i AR
Hh o 7 A R e U R 2 SR R W] A5 o (R ff 4k
I AN BESIE Ji P i i g 14 21000 i 5 %) IR AR 1L, 22
i B Al TP 25 I R iy A ) TP P e J3€ 45 38 400 i
(P<0.05) . P30 14 i 90 G 0 2 22 SV g B8R A% i)
MO0, LB RS Bi SRR T 0 A5 00 2 2R 52 4
FEEE R — B AEE 6 K BURF ISR B2 B, AT
DT RRIR B2 TR I5EA5 R fi Ak PG Mg 212 7™ A= 1%
it W30 e ok B A B I, AR AL AR A A
e A S EOR R R R B BT AR
T, 22 5 S B TR Ak B i WE 214 WP i i 2 B
BZFME 12 d R E N 4 CRIGR 2
S5, WE 212 PN B A B AR AL B WA LA S, A5 12 d
IR A SR 0 T U T Ak P sk /2 1 S5 I

IR B 1) SRS 4, AT R0 A P 3% IR R S
4T B AR 2 2 S S 3 2 AT A28 K D s [
KSR AT P TR 0 (SSC ) L4 1T %5 A O
1 A HLIR A5, S B 422 B W7k S 2 B A TR
R E S AR 3 A A B A Y 300 A T v [
TR A I B TR T Rt SR 45|
AR IR S5 IR A 7 285 SR AH — B, 2RIV AT 18 d Y,
i 21454k F 5 BB B, WIS TR EDE W & b
B Fof [ 1) ST T, W MG AT A A
By B, i, BT A S AR R AR AR
SR BES AT WLER S AR T RE IR AR Y 1
Bl o 25 G B A I Je SR SR R R f A0
B M LSS A5 45 R i i R SR T M A R
Wi S 3 SSC & - THaRE,  F I AT IR A A £
ek b B BE AT 0 ] P [ B R T AR AE
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GEMELTZE R G BN BUE AR B

SR & H (TA) S M A5 25 F 1 & S
W S0 A HLIR B 5 5 A AR AR O
A LR G BB KT B A o B B TA &t 2 BT
Iz TA i T RSO TP 0 Bl I A
FH 2 38 1 o, R 1 A AL TR 4 I A T AR, 2 e SRS
(18 8 S e S R R m ) R S P AT I v B K
SYEERE MG R BEEN, S ECRER & R REAT
RIGLE , W27 PRI B & & 5 R S 1 P i
B OKG&E TEERIEY S RARIIXR, &
ok 95 Ak 3 2 - R B e AR AR FE A5 LA
WL, Sk M AERI R A RS, B
GV AL B B E LR T AT AR A LR AL (P<
0.05) , ZEFF 50 1) FL 55 it Jo

Bt 5 MG 2T 2 MU BRI, 2 B AL A
P 2 1t (PG ) 1 Ry 2 B2 i SR e 1 Tty , 0% P 3% o7 I
T AR b R SR8 FEREAR . 5 Lin SR BFSE 4518
FARE , 22 58 20 ZLWH I 198 2 41 i B 20 0 17 5 B2 1 4
PG WK fif 22 P FUBEE R 19 1, 4—a—D—F: LB AT
T, WEIRAH MO RESE AL A R AT BUR 525K
b, TR I 25 3R o L0 2 1 il 7% 1k 5 G 0 2 1) 1 3
A BBV F WA 2895 05 b 1A i 21 4%
BN A 20 O, 5 Gao SR FE 45 A
— 3, HAE ATHLBR I AP PR 45 A BR3E hn M  AS A
B 25 20 M BE S5 R IR RN SE R dE R T T
MRERE . VAR 18 KIS, 25 b B2 1y 2= 71l JiF 1
BN PG G PR P T TR R AL HE AL T2
T PG G PRV (0 530 TG PR (E 4R AT R4S
Ab 3] AR ME 2125 PG T 1 G (E {H AN R 4E 2% W ()
NI P HsF [) 95 605+ 3% I 174 A FER RO AR AR T WL, o
HE L% T A AF R I A B ] 45 SR R B i 21 2% 1
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Effects of Calcium Chloride Combined with Polyvinyl Alcohol Composite Coating
on the Physiology and Biochemistry of Cuihong Plum

Li Dong, Hao Wang, Lei Yu', Li Jingya, Zhang Shiqi, Li Tian
(School of Biological Engineering, Sichuan University of Science and Engineering, Yibin 643002, Sichuan)

Abstract In order to reduce the postharvest decay rate of Prunus crispiflora, slow down the ripening and senescence of
fruits, and prolong the shelf life, three kinds of preservation treatments, including 2% calcium chloride soaking,
polyvinyl alcohol coating, 2% calcium chloride soaking + polyvinyl alcohol coating, and 2% calcium chloride soaking +
polyvinyl alcohol coating film, were compared with the activities of titratable acid (TA), soluble solids (SSC), respirato-
ry intensity, hardness, malondialdehyde content (MDA), polygalacturonidase (PG), peroxidase (POD), and polyphenol
oxidase (PPO) activities of Prunus crispi red plum in 4 °C storage environment. Effect of biochemical indicators. The re-
sults showed that the composite preservation method of 2% calcium chloride soaking + polyvinyl alcohol coating film ef-
fectively delayed the decrease of TA content and maintained it at more than 0.8%, slowed down the increase of SSC
content (P<0.05), kept it at about 16 °Brix, kept the fruit hardness above 14.11 N, and maintained the flavor and taste
of crisp red plum well, and maintained the respiratory intensity at 4.9758~19.9898 mg/h-kg. The respiration intensity of
P. crispiflora was inhibited (P<0.05), and the PG activity gradually increased to 70.72 pgth-g FW on the 30" day, sig-
nificantly inhibited the PG activity (P<0.05), decreased the accumulation of MDA, and significantly inhibited the PPO
activity  (P<0.05) from 0.2 U/g FW to 0.058 U/g FW in 12~24 days, delaying the ripening and senescence of the fruit.
After harvest, the crispy red plum treated with 2% calcium chloride combined with polyvinyl alcohol coating film had the
best preservation effect under the condition of 4 °C refrigeration, which could effectively delay the aging and deterioration
of crispy red plum.

Keywords crisp red plum; calcium immersion treatment: polyvinyl alcohol coating film; preservation; physiological and

biochemical



