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Effects of Calcium Nutrition Agent on Fruit Cracking Control and Quality of Jujube
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Abstract

Jujube as the experimental objects, calcium nutrition agent was transported into the tree by suspended bottle. Field investigation and indoor ju-
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[ Objective ] To research the effects of calcium nutrition agent on fruit cracking control and quality of jujube. [ Method] With wood
jube soaking were combined together. The fruit cracking rate, fruit size, fruit weight and V. content were detected and analyzed. [ Result ]

Calcium nutrition solution in proper concentration reduced the fruit cracking rate, enhanced the fruit transverse and longitudinal diameters, and
single fruit weight, and enhanced the fruit V, content. [ Conclusion] 0.024 —0.032 g/mL calcium nutrition solution has better treatment

effects.
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Fig.1 Comparison of natural fruit cracking rates of wood ju-
jube in different treatments
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Fig.2 Tendency of fruit cracking rate of wood jujube in laboratory after soaking for 72 h
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Fig.3 Average fruit cracking rate of wood jujube in laboratory
after soaking for 72 h
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Fig.4 Comparison of transverse diameters of wood jujube in
different treatments
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Fig.5 Comparison of longitudinal diameters of wood jujube in

different treatments
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Fig.6 Comparison of single fruit weight of wood jujube in dif-
ferent treatments
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Fig.7 Comparison of 100-fruit weight of wood jujube in differ-
ent treatments

A Ve E 22 R ARIA R B KK HR e — s W
FELN AR SRS RS Ve, S TR IRAY Ve St UEUTE AL
WP 25 B B RO A — E R B RS RS A i o
3 ZFr5itie

TERFAN AARZCAF T AR — A2l R 3 B Y
S22V, 55 22 0y TR B 56 T A £ R 0 0 2
GBS T BIME N R R R AT 2 ) 2 A 2R
FEIFN . RS W G R 5 B8k
o B R R, T RERRB B, ERCR AR AR LK
RS A 5 S WSR3, SRR RE AN, 7 A —Fh S i 1
FECR S AN K i A0 RE B R R B

700
600 A a4 &
500
400
300
200
100

V4% V. content // mg/100 g

432 Treatment

E8 AELETAEV. FEHE
Fig.8 Comparison of V. content of wood jujube in different
treatments
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