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Table 1 Effect of different removal time of

double paper bags on fruit character

EN:203; VAP B & A BRE
Hardness of removing  Soluble solid ~ (JEZ%# %K) Single fruit
the peel/kg + cm—2 content/ % Color on weight/g

b3

Treatment

L3RRl 7 d 4%
Un-bag 7 days 4.91 10. 88 4. 60A 233.12

before harvest

2 el 5 d fhig
Un-bag 5 days 3.72 10. 78 4.12AB 238. 35
before harvest

3 RHT 3 d JhigE
Un-bag 3 days 4.40 11. 27 3. 64B 223. 60
before harvest

CK(RJBi4®)

5.41 10. 39 1.00C 238. 89
CK(With bag)

BEHE
Significance

— — * % —

EARFERXFERRERBE. « REF2BFMHEKT P<0.05; » x fRER
FHAKF P<0.0L; —RELBFES . TR,
Note; Different letters mean significant difference, * mean significant at 0. 05 level;

* % mean significant at 0. 01 level. —mean no significant difference. The same below.
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Table 2 Effect of different removal time of

single white paper bags on fruit character

& PR AR SR £ HRE
Hardness of removing ~ Soluble solid ~ (JEZ:EK %) Single fruit
the peel/kg + cm—2 content/ % Color on weight/ g

Ab 3

Treatment

13RAT 7 d g%
Un-bag 7 days 6. 28 11. 80 3. 75ab 221.63
before harvest

2 KA 5 d JhigE
Un-bag 5 days 5.91 11. 54 3. 38ab 213. 86

before harvest

3 KA 3 d B4R
Un-bag 3 days 5. 37 10. 86 4.25b 221. 50

before harvest

CKCR B4

4. 67 10. 76 3. 22a 230. 11
CK(With bag)

BEME
Significance
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Table 3 Effect of different removal time of

single yellow paper bags on fruit character

R TV B & ) BRE
Hardness of removing ~ Soluble solid ~ (FEZEH LK) Single fruit
the peel/kg ¢ cm—2 content/ % Color on weight/g

1 3RAG 7 dige
Un-bag 7 days 5.71a 10. 22 4.00 267.11
before harvest

2 KA 5 d B4R
Un-bag 5 days 3.15b 10. 84 3.78 276.78
before harvest

3 SRAl 3 d d¥
Un-bag 3 days 2.49b 10. 19 2. 67 260. 22
before harvest

B EM

Significance
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Table 4 Effect of different paper bag and
removal time on fruit character
phsm ERWE TIEHEEE S & e BRE
Hardness of removing ~ Soluble solid  (JEZE 4% Single fruit
Treatment .
the peel/kg * cm™—2 content/ % Color on weight/ g
AR #ED
A 4. 45b 10. 91 233.59 3.34
(Double yellow bag)
BOEEH4D
B 5.47ab 11. 22 222. 97 3. 65
(Single white bag)
CURRHED
C 3.78b 10. 42 238. 04 3.48
(Single yellow bag)
S iia 6. 69a 10. 96 226. 33 1.83
CK(No bag)
YRAR AT B
EREEH ) B B B
Significance between
bag type
B4t )
ERBEN

Significance between
removal bag

RS ARABREAHLERLER R

Table 5 Effect of un-removal of fruit bag on fruit character

;20353 EEEY SR A6 HRE

AR Hardness of removing ~ Soluble solid ~ (JEZ%#4 %) Single fruit

Fruit bag type

the peel/kg + cm™2 content/ % Color on weight/g
B 5.41Aa 10. 39 1. 00c 238. 89
Double yellow bag
§$EE‘{§ 4. 57ABa 10. 78 3.22b 231. 60
Single white bag
Emﬁ% 1. 51Bb 9.94 2. 50ab 243. 30
Plastic bag
CK
e 6.69Aa 10. 96 1. 89%a 226. 33
CK(No-bag)
BEHE N _ —
Significance
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Effect of Different Type of Fruit Bags and Fruit Bag Removal Times on
Fruit Character of ‘Hinkawa Nagasima’Peach

SUI Jing' , YANG He' ,MAO Ji-lei' ,XUE Yu-ping' , TIAN Xiao-wei' , WANG Zhi-qiang®
(1. Weihai Academy of Agricultural Science, Weihai, Shandong 264200;2. Yantai Fushan District of Plant Protection Station, Yantai, Shandong

265500)

Abstract ; Taking ‘ Hinkawa Nagasima’peach as test material, effect of different type of fruit bags and fruit bag removal

times on single fruit weight,fruit coloring and soluble solid content and hardness were studied. The results showed that,

paper bag was better than plastic film bag,there’s no significant difference of soluble solid and fruit hardness between

paper bag and no-bag, time of removal bag was better at 5~7 days before harvest; Soluble solid content changed little

between picking with fruit bag and no-bag,had no influence on sweetness and mowthfeel etc. .

Key words: fruit bag type;removal bag time; ‘ Hinkawa Nagasima’peach;fruit character
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