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Abstract

The present study aimed to evaluate pruning time and refrigerated storage influence in ‘BRS Kampai’ peach
cultivar. Fruits coming from plants that were pruned during winter (WP), summer (SP) and winter plus summer
(WSP), which were stored in a refrigerated chamber for 0, 10, 20 and 30 days at 1 °C + 0,5 °C and 90% * 5%
RH. Pruning only in the summer provided higher SS/TA ratio, higher firmness and red intensity in the fruit
evaluated. At the end of 30 days, acidity reduction reached 20% compared to the initial value. In the same
period, fruits showed 50% of the initial firmness. Matter loss during the storage period was described by a
positive linear equation, with 12.0% loss at day 30, after removal from the chamber, and 17% loss after two
days at room temperature. Under the conditions in which the experiment was conducted, it was concluded that
summer pruning alone provides high SS/TA ratio, as well as increased red color in fruits. In addition, storage
period increase causes chemical and physical changes in ‘BRS Kampai’ cultivar fruits. During the storage
period, fruits kept acceptable firmness levels, even after 30 days of storage.

Additional keywords: cold storage; conservation; firmness; maturation; Prunus persica.

Resumo

O presente estudo teve por objetivo avaliar a influencia da época de poda e do armazenamento refrigerado de
frutos de pessegueiro da cultivar ‘BRS Kampai'. Utilizou-se frutos oriundos de plantas submetidas a poda de
inverno (PI), verdo (PV) e inverno mais verdo (PIV), sendo os mesmos armazenados em camara refrigerada
por 0, 10, 20 e 30 dias a 1 °C £ 0,5 °C e 90% + 5% UR. A poda somente no verdo proporcionou maior relagao
SS/AT, maior firmeza de polpa e intensidade de vermelho nos frutos avaliados. Ao final dos 30 dias a reducéo
da acidez chegou a 20% em relagcdo ao valor inicial, neste mesmo periodo os frutos apresentaram 50% da
firmeza inicial. A perda de massa durante o periodo de armazenamento foi descrita por uma equacao linear
positiva, sendo a perda aos 30 dias de 12% na saida da camara e de 17% ap6s dois dias de temperatura am-
biente. Nas condicdes que o experimento foi conduzido foi possivel concluir que o uso da poda de verao isola-
damente proporciona elevada relacdo SS/AT, assim como maior coloracdo vermelha nos frutos, j& o aumento
do periodo de armazenamento proporciona alteragcdes quimicas e fisicas em frutos de ‘BRS Kampai'. No
decorrer do periodo do armazenamento os frutos mantiveram niveis aceitaveis de firmeza, podendo os
mesmos serem armazenados por até 30 dias.

Palavras-chave adicionais: armazenamento refrigerado; conservacao; firmeza; maturacéo; Prunus persica.

Introduction in the country, 160,000 tons grown in 16,000

hectares (AGRIANUAL, 2012). Therefore, peach
Peach [Prunus persica (L) Batsch] is the tree cultivation has significant socioeconomic

most cultivated stone fruit in Brazil's Southeast and  importance in the region.
South regions (Fachinello et al., 2011.), where In general, Brazil's peach production has
approximately 19,000 hectares are cultivated and increased in recent years. The main contributor to this
216,000 tons are produced annually (AGRIANUAL, scenario has been the increasing production of fruit
2012). The South region has the largest production directed towards fresh consumption. Consequently,
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producers have increased the demand for fruit culti-
vars with low acidity (Raseira et al., 2010).

The release of new cultivars with early ma-
turing that can adapt to different climatic conditions in
Brazil has been the strategy adopted by breeding
programs. Thus, the peach supply period in the do-
mestic market increased without the needing to com-
pete with peach from other producing regions in the
Southern hemisphere. In this context, in 2009, the
BRS Kampai cultivar was released, which was the
first peach cultivar to obtain a protection certificate
under the Cultivar Protection Act (Scaranari et al.,
2009). The cultivar aforementioned is the same
obtained by crossing ‘Chimarrita’ and ‘Flordaprince’
cultivars. ‘BRS Kampai’ has early maturation cycle
and low chilling (200 hours <7.2 °C). Low-chill allows
for normal germination and flowering in subtropical
regions of the states of SP, MG and ES, Brazil. ‘BRS
Kampai' fruit have soluble solid contents from 9 to
13 °Brix and low acidity (Raseira et al., 2010).

Peach is a highly perishable climacteric fruit,
and refrigeration is the primary way to increase stor-
age period (Cunha Junior et al., 2010; Pinto et al.,
2012), since the use of low temperatures slows res-
piratory metabolism speed (Chitarra & Chitarra,
2005). Refrigerated storage helps to keep fruit firm-
ness and matter, which are inversely proportional to
respiratory activity. On the other hand, studies that
relate fruit post-harvest quality maintenance and
management techniques employed in the orchard,
such as pruning, are needed.

Given that the peach tree has distinct
responses to different pruning types, research has
been conducted regarding plant manipulation, which is
aimed at farming mechanization, (Barbosa et al.,
2000), harvest anticipation (Chalfun et al., 2002),
improvements in fruit development and quality
(Trevisan et al.,, 2008; Rodrigues et al., 2009;
Gongcalves et al., 2014) and pest control (Grechi et al.,
2010). Pruning carried out in different periods may
change cultivar plant and production balance. Peach
trees that are only subjected to winter pruning have lower
light incidence inside the plant canopy. Summer pruning
controls plant vigor, reducing labor in winter pruning
(Raseira, 1992). In addition, plants pruned only in the
summer have higher yields (Gongalves et al., 2014b).

In this context, the present study aimed to
evaluate pruning time and refrigerated storage influ-
ence in ‘BRS Kampai’ peach cultivar.

Material and methods

The experiment was conducted at Embrapa
Temperate Agriculture, Pelotas, RS (31°40° South
latitude and 52°26' West longitude, 60 m elevation).
Peach fruit of cv. BRS Kampai were used and grafted
on 'Capdeboscq' rootstock derived from plants sub-
mitted to different pruning times. The orchard used
was planted in 2006 and conducted in the double Y-
shaped system. Spacing used was of 1.5x5.0m

(1.5 m between plants in the row and 5.0 m between
cultivation rows). Climate is “Cfa” according to
Kbéppen classification, i.e., humid temperate with
warm summers. The soil where the experiment was
installed belongs to the Camaqua mapping unit and is
moderately deep, with medium texture in the A
horizon and clay texture in the B horizon, classified as
Red-Yellow Argisol (Embrapa, 2006).

The experimental design was completely
randomized in a 3x4 factorial (three pruning times and
four storage periods), totaling 12 treatments. For each
pruning period in the field, 15 plants were used. In the
laboratory, each treatment was repeated three times,
with 20 fruits in each repetition, totaling 36 plots.

Pruning Application - Pruning was applied in
two different times: only in winter (WP) and only in the
summer (SP), besides the combination of winter and
summer pruning (WSP). Summer pruning was per-
formed immediately after collection of the previous
harvest, and winter pruning was conducted in the rest
period (dormancy), about 15 days before flowering.
Both pruning were carried out with the aim of balancing
plants, without cutting shoot tips and only selecting
shoot of interest.

Refrigerated storage - Fruits were collected
on November 24, 2011, in commercial maturity, and
background color was used to determine harvest
point. Harvest was conducted manually and fruit were
packed in plastic boxes, sanitized beforehand. Imme-
diately after harvest, fruit were transported to the
Embrapa Temperate Agriculture post-harvest physi-
ology laboratory, where selection was carried out,
discarding fruit with mechanical damage and discrep-
ancies regarding maturation point, in order to obtain
uniformity in experimental plot.

After this step, fruits were distributed in poly-
ethylene trays and stored in a refrigerating room at
1°C +£0.5°C and 90% + 5% relative humidity (RH),
where they were kept for 0, 10, 20 and 30 days. After
each period, marketing simulation was conducted,
keeping fruits in a controlled temperature environment
(x20 °C) for 24 hours, and fruit physicochemical
guality was assessed.

Fruit Characterization - At the time of entry
and at each storage period in the cold chamber, fruits
were assessed regarding soluble solids (SS) content,
using the ATAGO-PAL1 refractometer (0-30 °Brix
range), and regarding titratable acidity (TA), which
was determined from 10 mL of peach juice diluted
with 90 mL of distilled water. The solution was titrated
with 0.IN NaOH by potentiometric method until
reaching the pH of 8.1, and results were expressed
as citric acid %. Analyses were performed according
to Adolfo Lutz Institute standards (Pregnolatto &
Pregnolatto, 1985). SS/TA ratio was obtained by the
ratio between total soluble solids and value obtained
for titratable acidity.

Peach skin color was assessed with the help
of Minolta CR 300 colorimeter, which allowed for
determining brightness (L) and Hue angle (H°)
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(MINOLTA CORP, 1994). For pulp firmness (PF), the
Effe-Gi mod.FT-011 manual penetrometer, 8-mm
diameter ferrule, was used, measuring two opposite
points in the equatorial region of each fruit. Weight loss
was determined by the difference between chamber
entry and exit values, as well as matter values two
days after removal from the chamber in each storage
period.

Statistical analysis Treatment effect
verification was carried out by the data analysis of
variance (F test). When significant, means were
compared by Tukey’s test at 5% error probability.
When necessary, polynomial regression analysis was
performed using Winstat 2.0 statistical software.

Results and discussions

There was no significant interaction (p<0.05)
between studied factors, pruning times and storage
period on variables studied. However, the main effect
of each factor was found.

Pruning influence on ‘BRS Kampai’ fruit
physicochemical variables - Pruning times caused
little variation in fruit SS content, with higher values
for plants that were only subjected to SP and WP. In
addition, SP statistically differed from the WSP
treatment (Table 1). According to Hossain et al.
(2006), summer pruning in peach trees promotes SS
content increase in apricots, as described by
Demirtas et al. (2010).

Table 1 - Physicochemical characteristics of ‘BRS Kampai’ peaches at harvest, obtained from plants submitted
to different pruning times. Embrapa Temperate Climate, Pelotas, RS, Brazil, 2010.

Epidermis color

Pruning Times SS (°Brix) SS/TA  Firmness (N) 3 He
Winter 12.32 ab 34.11b 35.71ab 55.08 b 55.64 ab
Winter + Summer 12.26 b 34.26 b 36.38 a 5752 a 58.29 a
Summer 12.68 a 37.46 a 3251b 54.60 b 51.81b
CV (%) 3.13 7.47 10.11 3.91 8.25

Means followed by different lowercase letters in the same column differ at 5% error probability by Tukey’s test.
Legend: Soluble solids (SS); titratable acidity (TA); SS/TA ratio; luminosity (L); Hue angle (H°) - (O ° = red, 90 ° =yellow,

green =180 °, 360 ° =blue).

SS/TA ratio indicates fruit flavor, as it is
related to the balance between sugars and acids
(Klugue et al., 2002). Therefore, SS/TA ratio is related
to palatability, an important factor for fresh consump-
tion (Mayer et al., 2008). Fruits coming from plants
pruned only in summer (SP) had higher SS/TA ratios
than the other treatments (Table 1). Higher soluble
solids content compared to acidity content is favora-
ble for peaches, since consumers have preference for
sweet fruit (Trevisan et al., 2006).

Plants treated with the WSP combination
showed more firmly fruits, differing from fruits of
plants in which only SP was conducted (Table 1).
Pulp firmness is represented by pectic substances
that form cell walls (Kluge et al., 2002). Cell wall deg-
radation can promote SS increase and pulp firmness
decrease (Pinto et al., 2012), which was observed in
this study for plants subjected to SP.

In general, SP treatment fruits showed lower
L and H° parameter values (Table 1). According to
Amarante et al. (2007), anthocyanin accumulation
causes reduction in the values of these parameters,
what is reflected in fruit skin color, changing from
green to red. These authors found that the 'Fuji' apple
side exposed to the sun has lower L and H° values
compared with the shaded side. Therefore, in this
study, the reddest fruits were observed in plants in
which only SP was held, providing less growth vigor
and more light into the tree canopy. According to
Raseira (1992), SP controls peach tree vigor, reduc-
ing labor in WP. Plant vigor reduction favors light
penetration into the canopy, providing the production
of more colorful peaches (Gullo et al.,, 2014). To-

gether, red epidermis color predominance and sweet
flavor are among the key quality attributes taken into
account by the consumer at the time of fresh peach
purchasing (Trevisan et al., 2006).

BRS Kampai’ fruit behavior during cold
storage — SS content dynamics during the storage
period was described by a positive linear equation
(Figure 1A), with initial and final values of 11.5 and
13.2 °Brix, respectively. Seibert et al. (2008) observed
similar behavior in ‘Chimarrita’ peaches under
refrigeration at 0 °C and 90% RH. SS concentration
increases during cold storage due to fruit weight loss
by transpiration (Pinto et al., 2012).

From ten days after cold room storage, there
was marked TA reduction (Figure 1B). At the end of
30 days, TA content reduction reached 20% com-
pared to the initial value. Similar behavior was
observed by Seibert et al. (2008). According to
Chitarra & Chitarra (2005), TA reduces ripening evo-
lution. This dynamics occurs due to acid consumption
as respiratory substrate (Kasat et al., 2007).

SS/TA ratio increased during storage (Figure
1C), indicating that fruits had maturation evolution
during the storage period due to TA reduction and SS
content increase (Figures 1A and 1B). The behavior
aforementioned was also observed in peaches stored
at 0.5 °C and 93% RH (Cano et al., 2012).

Pulp firmness (PF) decreased over the stor-
age period (Figure 1D), and the highest loss occurred
within the first 10 days of storage (33%), which was
probably caused by the high degradation rate of the
pectic substance that forms cell walls (Klug et al.,
2002). Similar dynamics was observed by Seibert et
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al. (2007), where, after 10 days under refrigeration (Figure 1D). Taking into account that 20N is usually
(0.5°C and 90% RH), ‘Chimarrita’ peaches had a PF  considered the value that corresponds to crispy and
loss between 25 and 30%. At the end of the refriger-  juicy fruits, it can be inferred that, in this study, ‘BRS
ated storage period (30 days), ‘BRS Kampai’ fruits = Kampai’ peaches showed proper firmness for mar-
had 24.5N firmness, which is 50% of initial firmness keting purposes after 30 days under refrigeration.
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Figure 1 - Physicochemical characteristics of “BRS Kampai” peaches during cold storage at 1£0.5°C and
90+5% RH. Embrapa Temperate Climate, Pelotas, RS, Brazil, 2010.

Legend: A - Soluble solids (SS); B - titratable acidity (TA); C - SS/TA ratio; D — pulp mean firmness; E — weight loss after
removal from the chamber; and F - weight loss two days after removal from the chamber.
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The weght loss percentage recorded was
described by a positive linear equation throughout the
refrigeration period (Figures 1E and 1F). After 30
days in the refrigeration chamber, weight losses were
of 12% after removal from refrigeration (Figure 1E),
and of 17% after two days at room temperature
(Figure 1F). Therefore, values were high if compared
to those obtained by Seibert et al. (2008), 5.5 and
8.1%, respectively (0 °C and 90% RH), as well as by
Seibert et al. (2007), who obtained 3.5 and 10.3%,
respectively (0.5 °C and 90% RH). Thus, the results
obtained in this study are probably related to storage
temperature (1 °C + 0.5 °C). Weight loss is a conse-
guence of fruit perspiration through structures such as
stomata, lenticels and cuticles. Weight loss is also
influenced by environmental factors that are intrinsic
to the genotype, and temperature and relative humid-
ity the most important (Grierson & Wardowsky, 1978).

It is noteworthy that ‘BRS Kampai' fruits
showed weight losses higher than 10% after refriger-
ated storage for 20 and 30 days. According to Kluge
et al. (2002), peach fruit with weight losses higher
than 5% show wither and consistency loss signals.
However, these characteristics were not detected in
the present study.

Conclusion

Under the conditions in which the experiment
was conducted, it was concluded that summer pruning
alone provides high SS/TA ratio, as well as increased
red color in fruits. In addition, storage period increase
causes chemical and physical changes in “BRS
Kampai” cultivar fruits.

Acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge the financial support
received from the Coordenacdo de Aperfeicoamento
de Pessoal de Nivel Superior (CAPES) and from the
Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cientifico e
Tecnoldgico (CNPq).

References

AGRIANUAL (2012) Anuario da agricultura brasileira.
FNP: Informa economics. S&o Paulo, p.401-407.

Amarante CVT, Steffens CA, Mota CS, Santos HP
(2007) Radiacéao, fotossintese, rendimento e qualidade
de frutos em macieiras “Royal Gala” cobertas com
telas antigranizo. Pesquisa Agropecuéria Brasileira
42(1):925-931. doi: 10.1590/S0100-
204X2007000700003.

Barbosa W, Campo-Dallorto FA, Ojima M, Soares
Novo MCS, Carelli MLC, Azevedo Filho JA (2000) O
pessegueiro em pomar compacto: X. Comportamento
de cultivares e sele¢cdes sob poda de encurtamento
dos ramos pds-colheita. Bragantia 59(2):197-203. doi:
10.1590/S0006-87052000000200011.

Cano J, Lopes L, Echeverria G (2012) Changes in the
chemical composition of several peach cultivars
(Prunus persica L.) during cold storage. Acta
Horticulturae 934(1):1061-1066.

Chalfun NNJ, Hoffmann A, Antunes LEC (2002) Efeito
da irrigacdo e da poda hibernal na antecipacédo da

colheita do péssego ‘Diamante’. Ciéncia Agrotécnica
26(1):204-210.

Chitarra MIF, Chitarra AB (2005) P6s-colheita de frutos
e hortalicas: fisiologia e manuseio. 2.ed. rev. e ampl.
Lavras/UFLA. 785p.

Cunha Junior LC, Durigan MFB, Mattiuz B (2010)
Conservacao de péssegos ‘Aurora-1’ armazenados
sob refrigeracdo. Revista Brasileira de Fruticultura
32(2):386-396. doi: 10.1590/S0100-
29452010005000041.

Demirtas MN, Bolat I, Ercisli S, lkinci A, Olmes HA,
Sahin M, Altindag M, Celik B (2010) The effects of
different pruning treatments on the growth, fruit quality
and vyield of ‘Hacihaliloglu’ apricot. Acta Scientiarum
Polonorum 9(4):183-192.

Embrapa (2006) Centro Nacional de Pesquisa de
Solos (Rio de Janeiro, RJ). Sistema Brasileiro de
classificacdo de solos. 2. ed. — Rio de Janeiro:
EMBRAPA-SPI. 306p.

Fachinello JC, Pasa MDS, Schmitz JD, Betemps DL
(2011) Situacao e perspectivas da fruticultura de clima
temperado no Brasil. Revista Brasileira de Fruticultura
33(1):109-120. doi: 10.1590/S0100-
29452011000500014.

Goncgalves MA, Cocco C, Vignolo GK, Picolotto L
(2014a) Efeito da intensidade de poda na producéo e
gualidade de frutos de pessegueiro. Revista Brasileira
de Fruticultura 36(3):742-747. doi: 10.1590/0100-2945-
225/13.

Goncalves MA, Picolotto L, Azevedo FQ, Cocco C,
Antunes LEC (2014b) Qualidade de fruto e produtivi-
dade de pessegueiros submetidos a diferentes épocas
de poda. Ciéncia Rural 44(8): 1334-1340. doi:
10.1590/0103-8478cr20120617.

Grechi |, Hilgert N, Sauphanor B, Senoussi R,
Lescourret F (2010) Modelling coupled peach tree-
aphid population dynamics and their control by winter
pruning and nitrogen fertilization. Ecological Modelling
221(19):363-373. doi:
10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2010.06.015.

Grierson W, Wardowsky WF (1978) Relative humidity
effects on the post-harvest life of fruit and vegetables.
Hortscience 13(5):570-574.

55




Cientifica, Jaboticabal, v.45, n.1, p.51-56, 2017

ISSN: 1984-5529

Gullo G, Matisi A, Zappia R, Dattola A, Diamanti J,
Mezzetti B (2014) Rootstock and fruit canopy position
affect peach [Prunus persica (L.) Batsch] (cv. Rich
May) plant productivity and fruit sensorial and nutri-
tional quality. Food chemistry 153(1):234-42. doi:
10.1016/j.foodchem.2013.12.056.

Hossain ABMSH, Izutani FM, Nguso JMO, Hereif ARE,
Rutto KLR (2006) Effect of Summer Pruning on Shoot
Growth and Fruit Quality in Peach Trees Trained as
Slender Spindle Bush Type. Bulletin of the Faculty of
Agriculture, Ehime University 51(1):9-13.

Kasat GF, Mattiuz BH, Ogassavara FO, Bianco MS,
Morgado CMA, Cunha Junior LC (2007) Injurias me-
canicas e seus efeitos em péssegos 'Aurora-1'. Re-
vista Brasileira de Fruticultura 29(2):318-322. doi:
10.1590/S0100-29452007000200025.

Kluge RA, Nachtigal J, Fachinello JC, Bilhalva
AB (2002) Fisiologia e manejo poés-colheita de frutas
de clima temperado. 2ed. Campinas: Rural 214p.

Kluge RA, Jacomino AP (2002) Shelf life of peaches
treated with 1-Methylcyclopropene. Scientia Agricola
59(1):69-72. doi: 10.1590/S0103-
90162002000100010.

Mayer NA, Mattiuz B, Pereira FM (2008) Qualidade
pés-colheita de péssegos de cultivares e selegdes
produzidas na microrregido de Jaboticabal. Revista
Brasileira de Fruticultura 30(3):616-621. doi:
10.1590/S0100-29452008000300009.

MINOLTA CORP (1994) Precise color communication:
color control from feeling to instrumentation. Ramsey:
Minolta Corporation Instrument Systems Division. 49p.

Pinto JAV, Brackmann A, Schorr MRW, Venturini TL,
Thewes FR (2012) Inducdo de perda de massa na
qualidade pos-colheita de péssegos ‘Eragill em
armazenamento refrigerado. Ciéncia Rural 42(6):962-
-968. doi: 10.1590/S0103-84782012000600002.

Pregnolatto W, Pregnolatto NP (1985) Normas anali-
ticas do Instituto Adolfo Lutz: métodos quimicos e
fisicos para andlise de alimentos. Sdo Paulo/Instituto
Adolfo Lutz. 553p.

Raseira A (1992) Influéncia da poda mecénica de
verdo, orientacdo da linha e espacamento de plantas
no rendimento de péssego. Pesquisa Agropecuaria
Brasileira 27(3):493-498.

Raseira MCB, Nakasu BH, Ueno B, Scaranari C
(2010) Pessegueiro: cultivar BRS Kampai. Revista
Brasileira de Fruticultura 32(4):1275-1278. doi:
10.1590/S0100-29452011005000009.

Rodrigues A, Araujo JPC, Girardi EA, Scarpare Filho
JA (2009) Desenvolvimento do pessegueiro ‘Florda-

prince’ sob duas intensidades de poda verde.
Bragantia  68(3):673-679. doi:  10.1590/S0006-
87052009000300014.

Scaranari C, Raseira MCB, Feldberg NP, Barbosa W,
Martins FP (2009) Catalogo de cultivares de péssego
e nectarina. Pelotas, Embrapa Clima Temperado
136.p

Seibert E, Casali ME, Ledo ML, Pezzi E, Brandelli A,
Bender RJ (2007) Efeito do hidrorresfriamento na
qualidade de péssegos ‘Chimarrita’ e ‘Chiripa’. Revista
Brasileira de Fruticultura 29(2):333-338.  doi:
10.1590/S0100-29452007000200028.

Seibert E, Casali ME, Ledo ML, Pezzi E, Brandelli A,
Bender RJ (2008) Danos de frio e alteragBes qualita-
tivas durante armazenagem refrigerada de péssegos
colhidos em dois estadios de maturacdo. Bragantia
67(4):1021-1029. doi: 10.1590/S0006-
87052008000400026.

Trevisan R, Goncalves ED, Gongalves RS, Antunes
LEC, Herter FG (2008) Influéncia do Plastico Branco,
Poda Verde e Amino Quelant®-k na Qualidade de
Péssegos ‘Santa Aurea’. Bragantia 67(1):243-247. doi:
10.1590/S0006-87052008000100029.

Trevisan R, Treptow RDO, Gongalves ED, Antunes
LEC, Herter FG (2006) Atributos de qualidade consi-
derados pelo consumidor de Pelotas/RS, na compra
de péssego in natura. Revista Brasileira de
Agrociéncia 12 (3):371-374.

56




