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% A% XA, KA 0.1 mmol/L MEJA *%36/6 T 0 °C 4 B 100d. 2R &%, SMR#Hw F#E MEJA £
FRETHEEFHORBESAS T, 5-ia (CK) 48k, B K4 MEJA 432 48 69 7F o8 3% & FE 4K 10.3%, T
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Abstract: To investigate the effects of methyl jasmonate (MEJA) electrostatic atomization treatment on the postharvest
storage quality of prune fruits, 'French' prunes (Prunus domestica L.) from Xinjiang were treated with 0.1 mmol/L MEJA
and stored at 0 “C for 100 days. The results demonstrated that exogenous methyl jasmonate (MEJA) applied via electrostatic
atomization significantly delayed postharvest quality deterioration in prune fruits. Compared with the control group (CK),
the MEJA-treated group showed a 10.3% reduction in respiration rate, a 20-day delay in ethylene production peak, a
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60.89% decrease in decay incidence, and a 15.10% increase in firmness at the end of storage period. Ultrastructural obser-

vations revealed that MEJA treatment effectively inhibited the depolymerization of cell wall components in prune fruits,

thereby maintaining cellular structural integrity. Further investigation indicated that MEJA treatment significantly sup-

pressed the activities of key enzymes in the ethanol metabolic pathway, including pyruvate carboxylase (PDC) and alcohol

dehydrogenase (ADH), resulting in 17.4% and 18.4% reductions in ethanol and acetaldehyde accumulation, respectively. A

total of 94 volatile aroma compounds were identified using headspace solid-phase microextraction coupled with gas chro-

matography-mass spectrometry, with significant differences observed in the major aroma components between different

storage periods and between treatment groups, MEJA treatment was found to promote the release and maintenance of fruit

aroma components. Correlation analysis revealed significant relationships (P<0.05) between physicochemical quality

parameters and enzymatic activities, while principal component analysis demonstrated distinct storage quality characteris-

tics between groups, with the MEJA-treated samples exhibiting superior preservation effects. In conclusion, MEJA electro-

static atomization treatment effectively maintains fruit quality during storage, representing a promising postharvest preser-

vation method for prune fruits.
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P ( Prunus domestica L.) )5 7= F KN 125 [E P
P ER, TEFR FE F= 27 XA A . i, H =
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Horfmm EFpAE E AR R T 55 T, HeE
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SREFIMR G (Methyl jasmonate, MEJA ) J&= R ARFE
PR L BRRS VAT AR KR T, SR T I
FFAE M SRS R EAEED] . KT oY 32 BH, MEJA AT
SPEARIO BT B | SRR AR B W I pY CR A
RS, FLAE FHBLH 2L R ATl mP s A | Pl v P 42T
7 A K A i se st 2y il SRR AE
TR WA BEE 7T, MEJA 1] i S RS A Rl
OGP AR IR, I B SR SRR U S AR
S ZZAmitis AR AT AR s 25 I SR SR 1T
FHSER, AR ER AR G iy FH v R i g 2 e A
LSS it R AN E Sy — R B 25 77 =X, AEHE
FATREF=AE RS/, BRI 5]/ INGE T, HH
THARAER IR, H 5 R0 A — 4R a, i 2s
AEFARE TN H T B . AR Z5mE S .
SR, HETET MEJA AbFRX PHAER 5 i J53 52 T )
BEFEAT R BR T A e iE v sl Myl Jr =X, iR L e 55
1t MEJA AZbFRIAFHSCHRIE

A FERHH HK e 25 (b B4 R 5 MEJA
AEPRAREE A, DA SR 92 24 P PU A S iaUkr, LT RTHH
T I 45 5, SR 0.1 mmol/L MEJA #4714k
H, ST a. MEJA i HL 55 A A0 BGH P Afg SR 512k

JE AP (PP SREE | M R0 R T ik ot (e B | g
J222) SR b X S B R PR E G e X 2
B QI R B G R S . JE S 2 AR o dT (FH
SEHESIATRN WS35 ) R GEfAAT A TR FRIBI N TR
R, BFEM MEJA #3550 A B AT 22 PO MR S S
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PEAEFR AR AR AR 4%
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1.1 MRS5EE

PEZTVEUEHE 2024 4F 9 F SRAE AR T
T 143 PG MR b, SR —30, @5 R/
— . MM . JOR L E (R AE 15 N, nl P
W) 20% ZiA7) o SRIGHUE TIRFEEN, Sr Vs
A BRLEBEAR P N TS BT AR EEZE; PE ffLAR fet
4% HAE 350 mmx450 mm. JEE 0.01 mm, DT
IRIFAR AL AT PR 5 2B I S e B DS R e 52
fiff (Pyruvate decarboxylase, PDC)if{Ff)& . LB E
fifi(Alcohol dehydrogenase, ADH)iRF & w7 CERYD
SR AT BR AN W PUIR IR (brifi ) . B (6
jibat) | T EECERELl)  RETTEGE kA R
ONEL 2,6- A BEY AN VIR AR A BR
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iR, B BINEE STl

o s Ak PR s mE AL '’ 1, B S
Z71.202223384873.6, VU M5 & 571 i v, 55 Ab me it 45 1)
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Bl LT A R B R ER A BR AN 7] X3R &
VRS .LHL 2 ETEER R R H]; UV-
2600 54T WA EEETE B EA R F]; EL-
3002 AUHL 7RV Mg AR -FE R 2 AR BR A W
TC-ZGYO02 BIFHL BRI BN A R A A fE
HEAAURTHTAN RIPFEE ARG R A R F
ES-100 &JFE4r 81X KR FCE 23 A5 S-3400N 45
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Fig.1 Structure diagram (A) and prototype (B) of electrostatic
atomization preservative spraying machine
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1.2 EWHE

1.2.1 SReahdE CFSRUIRPIPEMET 0+£0.5 C 554
PO A 24 he WA SRR S BENLS A 2 4H R4
RIS ARL 20 15, 3 ke/fE) B TS VAR AR BF )22
P (0£0.5 °C . FHXTHRE A 85%~90% ), AbHE 1 A% HE
ZH(CK); 23 2 &7 0.1 mmol/L MEJA {557 # Ha, 55
At it (MEJA-P) , Wit J& %) P8 A 55 8 BH ok 1 8%
B ks it 1. 25 28K ik fL 2 R
BE 3.0°, #2 T HLEL BE 250 r/min. iy 3% B, AL
220 r/min. W{ZE TG EE 26 cm, WiskFLAE 1.2 mm, 254
HIEET] 0.8 MPa, PRI R A PE flFLAIRff
4% FRMEALRE, ¥ JS7E 0£0.5 °C. X K
85%~90% M Z5F T3 W9 EHH 100 d, BURE)H
#120d,

1.2.2 F5bRillE

1.2.2.1 JE8E% BEYLHREL 30 4~ HIEpriiE LA
R R RFREAS | R B AR, S
2R (%) =JE s SR A PR MR 92850 100 .
1.2.2.2 R BEYLHE 30 A9, UMK T Ri—
JEBHPEAERE R 20% MISRITCAERCR, SR (%) =K
SRAS /A PG AR S < 100

1.2.2.3 (a2 BEYLPkE 5 RS, R IIRIE miY
SR 3 AN T RE, ISR« b7 LYHE, IFREE T
KT A2E(AE) .

AE = \/(L* — L)’ +(a*—a,)* + (b — b,)’

T Ly agy. by 57 BB R PEHEIN T 0 d AYPAREE .
LIL%H . B E
1.2.2.4 RS R TC-ZGY02 I FRHg4X, i@
i TPA B SHT, M2 544 8k P/0.5 . I Hip Bl 2
30 mm/s. P 30 mm/s. 3R [AEEE 30 mm/s. filt
K71 0.5 N, JEAAASTEFEEE 20%, W52 145 H Vo Afghe i
FINAMBAHY,
1.2.2.5 WPURSREE ¥ 500 g VUM E T3 A48 9,
FEPHAE 3 AN S AR ST, MG B R
REJGFFEGTTEL, 60 min JGidsk CO, e, MG i

f37: mg CO,-(kg-h) ' THHELAZANT:
(C,—Cy)x V x 44

mxXxt

FH, C, A E LSBT Y CO, HE (%) ; Cy M
M RE FFLEET BT CO, M E (%) V A= A A A T as {4
FRA(L); 44 REE/R T (mg-mmol ™) ; m e i i &
(kg)s t MlERfEl(h) o
1.2.2.6 ZIGREHGEZR B 500 g PUGE T 2%
TR, B AT 132 A ES 100 ZAF 53 BT, 24438
By RSB T P AETTEL, 60 min JHid sk LT E,
ZIGFREGHER A : pL- (kg-h) ™o IHRAATT:
(C,—Cy)xV

mxt

FH, C, iR 25 SR Y 208 e BE (uL-L 1) 5
Co R e FFUEIT I AR BE (L1 5 V B 145
ZR IS AR (L) s m AR S BT 5 (mg) 5 t A0 B[]
(h).
1.2.2.7 diffim e HITFLAR I E 2 8 mm
[RITEIR RAES A h, JHZEIR/KIEYE 3 IRIGHIIAZE
7K 20 mL, ¥R =R IRY 1 h FER SR A,
A O AA R S LA PR OK I 20 min, BE R TR
JEISE HL TR ALY AR LR (%) =A | /A,*x100,
1.2.2.8 TIHEHERIEY (SSC) &= FEYLEL 10 g 7§
Mg T )5 b pB O, FHPTCAGHA TN, A7 Yoo
1.2.2.9 ZPEEMZEESE  DARCHEFILES 1% 4
I . PR WCHIVERR M R, SRS P v £ D R an
T:Y,=13.3275X,—0.0332, R?>=0.9997; Y ,=5.1696 X ,+
0.0065, R>=0.9999, H:rf, Y, iy ZWERIIE IR, X, hy
IR E (mg-mL™"); Y, S SEEIETET R, X, S LEE
W)E (mg-mL™") . FREL 3 g S 2 70 53 WH I i) SR 1Y)
BIRT 10 mL B0, A 4 mL #F0 NaCl #HIRA],
W HL 3 mL Z 0255 ZEHURUS, 60 °C /KR 1 h 5
PATERAS TS AR RS (GO . A3 454 1 mL
TSR, 501 33 ke, $#EFE T 180 °C, R DB-624
A i5FE(30 mx0.25 mmx 1.4 um), #ii# A 1.0 mL/min;
A 40 °C AREE S min, #R)5 20 °C/min F+Z2 180 C,
KUl #% FID 250 °C, & <. 30 mL/min, M2 (N,)
25 mL/min, 257X, 300 mL/min, 18 3 HR4E il 461155
L= ST RN X a1 JE S s = /N2 (1 R
CxV

m

WP SR (mg CO, - (kg-h)™") =

LIEREOE R (UL - (kg-h)™") =

LI (L) & H(mg-kg) ' =

K, C R LR 4B B )E (mg-mL™) 5
V RRESHEBORAATA (mL ) s m SRR S BT (kg) o
1.2.2.10 Z BRI SCHEERF R >R PDC Elisa il
il &A1 ADH Elisa 171 &0 P8 Hg 2 B i Skt
Wk
1.2.2.11 METALERY K VA A B2 RS P 2H 21 D)
1 em® BISE TS, 78 2.5%(v/iv) I I s W b
4 °C [EE 5 h, SR J5 FBEIR 22 i B — Uk, ERyisd
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WG H 1% 1) OsO, W [EAE 2 h, FEFHBERZE ik
B0, FAES B 1Y BRI (30%~95% 5 Pl BE)
FAEPN R AR 7K 20 min, AL 55 P9 R TR A W Ab B
FESLIFAE 70 °C AN 9 h, BESL A IS 535 FH B R
BN IR AT R B UL 8, 5~10 min, PR FHFAH
EE?E%?&%(SEM)&éﬁa‘%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁ(TEM)xmﬁ%“”
1.2.2.12 FAWEARET SRS 2 B AHM A
B -SAH 3 RS B H B R (HS-SPME-GC-MS) il &
VUM S A " . BB SR AN : FREL 10 g
VAR SRR N, FT3 5 10000 r/min ES.C> 10 min, HX
8 mL 5 # T 20 mL T5 2 R b, ) T0 2 P o A
2.5 g NaCl ##$¥ 3 min J5 55 EAFL5 . KA Thermo
Triplus RSH [ 2l 4258 B 1E 47 [ AH T A% B 3R R
BRAE, ZEEL SR A SPME(DVB/CAR/PDMS, fii J5L
50/30 um; Supelco Inc., JEE), 7E 40 °C T 25 ZEHL
40 min J5## A GC-MS RGAGM ., 3% 554F: HP-IN-
NOWAX {4,341 (30 m<0.25 mmx0.25 um); F2/5 7+
#i: 40 °C £AEE 2 min, F-LL 3 °C/min F+Z 160 C, 4%
#FLL 10 °C/min FF& 210 °C IFAR-EF 2 min; &k
B 250 °C, #SCN He, Jii# 4 1.0 mL/min, A543
SRS S5 A FETEFT 280 °C, SR F & F IR, B F IR
200 °C, U FE B bk (m/z) 2l 45~450,
1.3 HIEAIE

ST =k E A, R SPSSPRO TEL A
(https://www.spsspro.com/) X B g 347 B0 N 2] 5 22
ST (ANOVA), P<0.05 FrRn2ZF B2, ISR,
BAAE R L) = E B P EEAREDR 22 (SE) R,
K Origin 2024 RA4FHE B/ E A T AH S E S04 -
2 BERE5HH
2.1 MEJA I AEER. RRENF

S AR AR G AR A e S S it o AT AR 1)
BB AR . WIE 2A R, POMESSZREI A A Y
A JEL SR IAE IR T FF, MEJA-P ZbFRZH 1 PG A )22
T EENE, 5 CK 4255 835 (P<0.05) . TEI”
TERHA 45 B (58 100 d) B, CK 4 I B 12 % BT+ 2=
5.83%, Ifif MEJA-P AR BRLH (1 F25 F+ = 2.28%,
Lt CK 201k 60.89%. 48RRI, MEJA-P AL ¥R e
AN PE AR SR ST A A2 e M S ek o

& 2B s, PUAE AR ST AT A Ta] i) S 3R
SEIBWT F T, P 40~60 d B, MEJA-P ZbFRZH [
VMG AL % T e, 5 CK 4125 5 & (P<
0.05) . TENPEHIZE R (55 100 d) ), CK SRR %
ETFZE 8.73%, 1ili MEJA-P A FRAH (4R R FT =
4.56%, tt CK £A1K 47.77%. 45531, MEJA-P 4t
HRREA ANl PUAMER S5 SR SE 0 AL . HE SRS BT
2.2 MEJA RMIEXSFafg =200

SRR 1A €033 T LB U I DR SR S 114 ol 20 R
JoT, X VU AR 5, 5% R e v =R B W A BT R A
i 3A PR, W R] PE AR SR J2 1 B (o i 2 58
(B 2T 580 PRI R SR (0, HIE I Wi, 52 5 & it

A Tr
—=—CK *
6l C
5 L
2 4t
K
& 2f
1 L
0 L
_1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100
ISR TR (d)
B 10
gl ——MEJA-P
S 6F
:‘tﬁ»
2 -
O L

T IR SE;

(P<0.05);

& 3
Fig.3

100

0 20 40 60 80
I8 1) (d)
K12 MEJA AbBEXTPEHEIE L2 (A) | HORE(B) BRI
Fig.2 Effect of MEJA treatment on the rot rate (A)
and soft fruit rate (B) of prune
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Effect of MEJA treatment on the appearance (A)

and color difference (B) of prune
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B (R LE N 33.52 451 24.94), AR SH
WIEA GBI ZI B, WK 3B Fras, PHHg RSkl
I 3% T 6] ) 3E K AE 52 BLZ i b T #a 3, 40~60 d
AE I B, AR AR 22 SRR, MEJA-
P AR A] ST L5 PE AR SRS A S (L ARk, AR RS SR )
R CK HES A D .
2.3 MEJA MIEX P8 BRAasI s

JEAE AT AT DLSE A PR PE AR SR S Y 1 ER . Tihh,
R e e MELES) . 3R 1 AT AR Y, PO AR C il
T 5% F ] ) S i 8 AT NEL NP 2 3R T 1 [, MIEJA-
P AbFRZH (Y PUAR IR S N R RS, 5 CK 4227
#F(P<0.05) . FEWFHIAZEE (5 100 d) B, CK 419
AR R 8.08 N, MHIEH4 %A 35.26 mlJ, 1 ME-
JA-P ZbBRZH (AR B2 R B & 9.30 N, HH B M T RE =
40.57 mJ, 53 BB CK 2055 15.10%. 15.06%. 4%
2B, MEJA-P 4b ¥R GEAT R0 1 PG Hg SR J5 S 52 10 5K
b HERER SR, SRR —3. mPuAEAgnE
MR PR B TG R | R SR PRI, SR R 2R R
FE NN Z5F4, MEJA-P AT 0 P4 AR SR 51 A4 s 28t
F2, DT L 5t R g 20210
24 MEJA B FEIEMEIREE . JHERUIRER
20

VU S AR ) o7 A R AR HRU SR S AF ST # BH P
R J VA P I 54 88 e s ] ¥4 S 1 B S T g i o
R (K 4A) . IF79E 40 d J5, CK 41 F1 MEJA-
P A FHL ) P AR SR S BRI e, 3 35.75 mg-
CO,-(kg-h) ™' Fl1 34.76 mg CO,-(kg-h) ' 5 CK 4
FH G, A ITRE] MEJA-P Ab B PG g 5% 552 4 R 147 5
FEEE/INT CK ZH PP 8 B E, ARAFFE AR .
M4 T (45 100 d), MEJA-P 405 7 A 51 52 1 i
W5 SR 19.32 mg CO,- (kg-h) ™', BT CK 41
(P<0.05),

VMRS 20 T8 Aot S5 B I B T] g B e, 2
6 FFHE T REDEF(E 4B), K 60 d Ji5, CK ZH74
Mg B S 208 B R B i g, 5 CKOAH L,
MEJA-P ZbPRPEHEIR S I EIR T 20 d, H CK /Y
I MEJA-P AbH) 1.06 %, 34N MEJA-
P ALb 3 PG ARSI Y 2065 R GH SR AR R AR ALK o
e 25 TR (28 100 d), MEJA-P A B PEHE RS20 24
SR %M 12.0 pL- (kg h) !, 28] MEJA-P 4b3H
BEAELE PO MRS 2 BB GHE R

—a—CK
—e—MEJA-P
361 *

32r
28
24 + «
20

IR 35 B (mg CO,-(kg-h)™)

16t . . , . . .
0 20 40 60 80 100
TSR] (d)

[ e CK *
—e— MEJA-P

IR (uL-(kgeh) )

0 20 40 60 80 100
I ] (d)
K14 MEJA AbBEXSPUAEIFIGRE (A) . LHRREHGE R (B) Y
Al
Fig.4 Effect of MEJA treatment on the respiratory intensity (A)
and ethylene release rate (B) of prune

2.5 MEJA 2B A 4EAERIE . SSC R ERIFNT

M S R BN ARG R B S b . ANIEl SA
JIas, B Tt B (] a9 35 0, CK 26 MEJA-P 43
ZH P MR TR R BT P 80 d B, CK
LHPEHE RS HL Rl 54.37%, S MEJA-P ZbFfY
1.33 1%, 252 T MEJA-P &b 3 P51 B S5 (P<
0.05), 4552 #K 0 MEJA-P 4bPHAE ol 25 18 425 P Mg SR 52
PR A5 1, F R B A A o A BB ASE 42 457, 4B
ZEVGMERI AR AL

SSC S PR VU A SR SRR T Y EE 2R EE
Fro ANl 5B Fiizs, UM SSC S i A NI e iy 42
e IS Ry, CK 2 40 d BFAFIE(E 23.73%,
MEJA-P 4bF4H 60 d AFiAEIE(E 25.51%, J& CK 4H
i) 1.08 f%. WK 60 d J&, MEJA-P 4b¥fZH SSC &
M2 BT T CK 4H(P<0.05), H MEJA-P AR FRZH
HELET SSC Ry H B, 4553 MEJA-P Ab 311
PEAGIL S, HOR S5 P 3 5 i 25 BRAIG, Uai/b T B
AT AR IR T FE, SFTTRESE T S50 5 B 45 A8,
e T AR e R

221 MEJA Ab PR PO ARGEAGE N 1A 11 5 )

Table 1 Effect of MEJA treatment on the hardness and chewiness of prune
. T FECR T (d)
Bzt JLsL]
0 20 40 60 80 100

R (N) CK 13.81+1.75 12.02+1.85 10.79+1.44 9.86=1.25 9.17+0.86 8.08+0.76

- MEJA-P 13.79+1.96 12.95+2.03" 12.23+1.78" 11.43£1.13" 10.52£1.07" 9.30+0.92"

UL (m)) CK 68.52+2.08 63.43+£2.16 57.06+1.87 50.62+1.90 41.38+1.61 35.26+1.72

. m MEJA-P 68.31+£2.17 64.05+2.09 59.66+1.85" 53.19£2.07" 45.24+1.58" 40.57+1.66"

TE: 7 FORAL I 5 CRA AR L 2 57 145 (P<0.05)
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Fig.5 Effect of MEJA treatment on membrane permeability
(A) and SSC content (B) of prune

2.6 MEJA MBI FEEZE. JBESEMHN
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Table 2 Effect of MEJA treatment on the aroma of prune during storage

) W Bt 40 dFAXT B (%) 60 dFXT &= (%) 80 AR &= (%)
eS| B4R (%)
CK40 MEJA40 CK60 MEJA60 CK80 MEJAS0
AR 12.06 - - 171 0.96 - -
g 0.21 - - - - - -
B 15.15 0.89 2.38 222 2.83 3.42 4.65
1B 1.01 1.87 1.14 1.48 0.83 0.50 0.93
- 0.32 0.00 0.42 0.13 0.50 0.51 0.48
R -2-C -1 - 0.40 0.77 2.98 2.68 0.85 5.84 226
[(E2S 3-C M- 1B 0.58 0.78 0.65 0.56 0.27 0.69 0.69
2- TR 0.30 0.13 0.05 0.05 0.07 - -
iy I\ 0.04 0.05 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.05 0.04
2-CLE - 5.43 - - - - -
[ - - - 0.11 0.04 - -
(Z)-2-T-H-1-B 0.97 1.24 - - - 0.47
/Nt 31.04 11.16 7.63 8.98 6.40 11.48 9.05
T 0.28 2.34 1.30 22.86 17.52 28.35 21.09
L 19.11 20.74 23.62 15.49 16.70 12.62 16.17
TEERE 0.21 0.23 2.24 1.48 1.02 0.74 0.93
2L - - 0.41 0.91 0.53 0.38 0.36
PR 0.02 0.04 1.04 0.92 1.22 0.71 1.09
JEL a3 - - 0.14 0.06 0.06 - 2.01
i3 0.18 0.23 1.15 0.97 0.75 0.39 0.06
A H S SR R 5.44 15.21 5.49 6.33 5.26 1.20 1.12
S 2,4-T- Il - - - 0.53 0.46 1.15 0.48
3-CHR I - - - 0.09 0.03 - -
2,4-BE AT - - - - 0.24 - 0.17
2-TIfmE - - - 0.19 0.16 0.28 0.27
R -2- A7 - - - - - - 0.22
R -2-C I 20.28 20.14 24.49 18.94 19.98 1527 16.07
- TRE - - - - - 0.37 0.68
AT 0.07 0.18 0.30 - - - -
/Nt 45.59 59.12 60.18 68.76 63.92 61.46 60.72
K- 1.78 2.09 2.54 2.02 2.45 1.94 2.03
2,3-T i - - - 1.91 0.85 - -
ST 4 0.02 0.08 0.09 0.13 0.16 0.21 0.27
R - - - 0.80 0.24 - -
2-¢ 0.25 0.07 0.14 0.19 0.23 - -
2-FHE- 1281k IR -3 (2H) - - - - - - 0.29 0.40
B 4-FAILIR LR - - - - - 0.23 -
B I SE N R 0.26 - - - - - 0.10
2-HFEBR AR - - 1.04 - - - -
1- 130053 - 0.43 1.59 2.08 0.74 1.24 - 0.21
FREEN - 0.25 0.45 - - - -
TR 0.42 0.26 - - - - -
/it 3.16 434 6.33 5.78 5.16 2.68 3.00
KRR £ Tk 0.54 0.78 1.51 0.99 1.65 2.72 434
KPR TR - - - 1.26 0.76 - -
AR R 1.25 0.37 0.49 0.22 0.96 1.34 0.76
R R H e 471 5.42 5.57 247 9.81 10.65 11.79
&S AR R g - - - 0.34 0.17 0.97 0.20
AR - - - 0.05 0.31 - 0.15
TR 25 R H T - - - 0.13 0.60 0.18 0.15
FIR TR 1.18 0.47 0.70 0.08 1.16 0.43 0.57

TR R 0.07 0.87 0.53 0.07 0.70 0.72 0.93
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k2
S o }mﬁﬁwg% 40 dHHXT & E (%) 60 dFHXTErEE(%) 80 dAHXT & (%)
%) CK40 MEJA40 CK60 MEJA60 CK80 MEJAS80
KRR 0.45 0.37 0.41 0.56 0.59 0.24 0.12
2-HEE TR CHBR - - - 0.03 0.27 - -
PRVEER 1 N TR - - - 1.60 1.26 0.28 -
T - 0.07 - 0.09 0.35 0.25 0.55
ZETR HI TR - - - 0.59 0.20 0.40 0.26
BECR TR - 0.85 0.63 0.76 1.44 - -
THRRC MR 0.07 0.23 0.35 0.02 0.15 0.09 -
CHRC IR 0.43 0.41 0.19 - - - -
ER LT 0.55 0.47 0.28 0.47 0.20 0.45 0.23
TR - - - - - 0.34 0.22
SR -4-5H TR TR 0.26 0.18 0.42 0.20 0.35 0.19 0.24
AR W 5 TR - - - 0.43 - - -
2-HEE TR TR 0.08 0.10 0.19 0.11 0.24 0.13 0.21
[(iES S R - B - 0.05 0.24 0.18 0.15 - 0.16
CRH iR 0.18 0.47 0.74 0.07 0.30 - 0.54
PR 2 R TR - 0.08 0.25 0.06 0.12 0.16 -
A5 — H R — A g 0.15 0.25 0.37 0.14 0.08 - -
JKAR T i - 0.46 - 0.68 0.33 - 1.24
w2 e - 0.19 0.15 0.07 0.12 0.24 0.33
-V R P i 1.41 1.02 0.32 0.06 0.04 0.10 0.08
IR R - - - - - - 0.47
1,2-T9 —FE . 2 R - - - 0.72 - - -
C R B 0.37 1.11 0.96 - - - -
RS TR - - 0.42 - - - -
AR AR - - 2.18 - - - -
(Z)-NIR-3-CL IR 0.11 0.30 0.38 - - - -
N2 11.82 14.53 17.30 12.45 2230 19.86 23.54
2,4-ZRUT E W 0.18 0.23 0.20 0.19 0.17 - -
A- s - 2- T FE Ay - 0.26 0.19 0.40 - - -
e 4-F N FE-3-F LR - - - - - - 0.10
- ST & - 0.42 0.38 - - - 0.14
THEM - - - - - - 0.13
/it 0.18 0.91 0.77 0.59 0.17 0.00 0.37
o 0.03 0.08 - 0.09 - - -
A - - - - - 0.53 -
d-FrE 0.06 0.48 1.24 0.02 - 0.12 0.20
Kk M -3- 5 45 - - - - - - 0.39
- KK - 0.64 0.59 - - - -
B 225 243 - - - - -
i A 0.34 - - - - - -
/N 2.68 3.63 1.83 0.11 0.00 0.65 0.59
A R 0.40 0.33 - - - 0.48
2-HH R 0.19 - - - - 0.39
RFERR - - - - - 0.37
[ivES DL-N AR 0.19 0.15 0.52 - - - -
2-HETR - 0.43 - - - - -
BRI 0.12 0.55 0.69 - - - -
/it 0.90 1.46 121 0.00 0.00 0.87 0.37
37 2- LI G 1.24 1.39 1.78
Bt (%) 96.61 96.54 97.04 96.67 97.95 96.99 97.65
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Fig.10 Pearson correlation analysis of physical and chemical
indicators during the storage period of prune treated with MEJA
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