applied
sciences
Article

Influence of Two Different Coating Application Methods on the
Maintenance of the Nutritional Quality of Fresh-Cut Melon
during Storage
Cinzia Mannozzi 1 , Virginia Glicerina 2, *, Urszula Tylewicz 2,3, * , Juan Manuel Castagnini 2,4 , Giada Canali 2 ,
Marco Dalla Rosa 2,3 and Santina Romani 2,3
1

2

3

4

*



Department of Agricultural, Food and Environmental Sciences, Università Politecnica delle Marche,
Via Brecce Bianche 10, 60131 Ancona, Italy; c.mannozzi@staff.univpm.it
Interdepartmental Centre for Agri-Food Industrial Research, Alma Mater Studiorum, University of Bologna,
Via Quinto Bucci 336, 47521 Cesena, Italy; jmcastagnini@gmail.com (J.M.C.); giada.canali7@gmail.com (G.C.);
marco.dallarosa@unibo.it (M.D.R.); santina.romani2@unibo.it (S.R.)
Department of Agricultural and Food Sciences, Alma Mater Studiorum, University of Bologna,
Piazza Goidanich 60, 47521 Cesena, Italy
Instituto de Ciencia y Tecnología de los Alimentos de Entre Ríos, Consejo Nacional de Investigaciones
Científicas y Técnicas—Universidad Nacional de Entre Ríos, Pte. Perón 64, Gualeguaychú 2820, Argentina
Correspondence: virginia.glicerina2@unibo.it (V.G.); urszula.tylewicz@unibo.it (U.T.);
Tel.: +39-0547-338-120 (V.G.); +39-0547-338-103 (U.T.)

app11188510

Abstract: This study aimed at evaluating the effects of two coating application methods, spraying and
dipping, on the quality of fresh-cut melons. An alginate-based coating containing both ascorbic and
citric acid was applied at two concentrations (5% and 10%) with both methods on fresh-cut melon. The
nutritional quality of the products was investigated during 11 days of storage at 10 ◦ C. The suitability
and adaptability of the applied coatings on the fruit were evaluated based on rheological and
microstructural properties. Moisture, carotenoids, total polyphenols and ascorbic acid content were
analyzed on melon samples during storage. Results showed that the coating solution applied by the
dipping method and at the highest concentration (10%), allowed to better maintain some quality
characteristics of fresh-cut melon, thanks also to the better coating homogeneity and higher thickness
observed through microstructural analysis.
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1. Introduction
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Melon, particularly Cucumis melo var. reticulatus, is highly appreciated for its aroma
and nutritional value, being a source of carotenoids, polyphenols, and ascorbic acid; however, the amount of these compounds is lost quickly during post-harvest storage [1], as well
as after minimal processing operations. The cutting inevitably increases respiration and
water losses, leading to wilting and softening of fruit tissues, thus limiting the shelf-life.
The decrease in carotenoids may be triggered by their degradation since the wounding provokes oxygen exposure and consequently cellular disruption, which promotes the contact
between these compounds and lipoxygenase [1–3]. Ascorbic acid (AA) and polyphenol
losses could be attributed to cellular surface damages, which afterwards promote greater
interaction between them and oxidative enzymes (i.e., peroxidase and polyphenol oxidase) [4,5]. Particularly, an increase in the amount of the polyphenols after cutting was
observed by different authors in many fruit and vegetables, including lettuce [6], lemon [7],
carrot [8], potato [9] and melon [10], as a consequence of a defense mechanism caused by
the wounding and other stresses. Moreover, the initial increase in phenolic compounds is
normally followed by their decrease because of their interaction with oxidative enzymes
promoted by the oxygen presence [11]. Several technologies have been developed and
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can be applied to maintain the quality of fresh-cut fruit and vegetables during storage,
such as modified atmosphere, cold plasma treatments, ultraviolet radiations, pressurized
gases and the employment of edible coatings [12–15]. In particular, edible coatings have a
high potential to carry active ingredients such as anti-browning agents, colorants, flavors,
nutrients, spices, etc., able to extend product shelf-life, reducing the risk of pathogen
growth and improving the general quality of products also from a nutritional point of
view [16–18]. As known by literature [19], the coating of fresh-cut products can be obtained
by using different techniques such as dipping, brushing, fluidized-bed coating, electrostatic coating, vacuum impregnation, spraying, electrospraying, panning, etc. All these
techniques exhibit several advantages and disadvantages, (e.g., the vacuum impregnation
technique gives rise to a more thick coating, in comparison to dipping, but harms the
quality of fruit in terms of texture and color; spraying methods are suitable for multilayer
coating applications because they create very thin coatings, but are not recommended for
high viscous liquids; fluidized bed coating and panning produce uniform coatings, but are
expensive and need a high amount of coating solutions) and the selection of an appropriate
method depends on the characteristics of food product to be covered as well as its surface
features, and on the managing cost [14,20,21]. However, the most widely and commonly
used methods to cover fresh-cut fruit are dipping and spraying due to their low costs
and user-friendliness [11,14,20–23]. Unfortunately, only a few studies have compared the
performances of these two different coating methods applied to the same food product.
Zhong et al. [22] evaluated the effects of chitosan-, sodium alginate- and soy protein-based
coatings, applied by both dipping and spraying on texture, color and mass losses of a
mozzarella cheese.
Moreover, despite some works concerned with the use of enriched coatings realized
with ascorbic acid and other ingredients on some intact and fresh-cut fruits, there is limited
research focused on the application of enriched coatings on fresh-cut melon [18,24–28].
Therefore, to the best of our knowledge, there are no studies concerning the influence of
different coating application methods on the microstructural and nutritional properties of
fresh-cut melon. As a result, this work aimed at evaluating the influence of two different
application methods (spraying and dipping) of enriched coatings on the moisture content
and nutritional properties of fresh-cut melon during storage. The coatings have been
developed with ascorbic and citric acids at two different concentrations.
2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Raw Material and Coating
Fresh muskmelons (Cucumis melo var. reticolatus “Raptor”) were purchased from
a local market. The soluble solid content and pH were respectively 9.7 ± 0.2 Brix and
6.5 ± 0.3, expressed in an average of 10 fruits. The basic coating formulation was composed
of distilled water (50 g/100 g), sodium alginate (10 g/100 g), ascorbic acid (20 g/100 g),
citric acid (10 g/100 g) and emulsifier Tween 80 (10 g/100 g). Before applying the coating
solution on the fruit samples, it was diluted to 5 and 10% w/w with distilled water, to
facilitate its application.
2.2. Fruit Processing and Coating Application
Whole melons were washed and scrubbed with a sponge to remove impurities and
then were immersed in a 200 mg/L sodium hypochlorite solution for 2 min, to sanitize the
peel and decrease the initial microbial load. Afterwards, the fruits were dried with a tissue
paper and halved; skin and internal seeds were removed. Slices of about 2 cm were obtained
by using a sharp knife and each slice was cored in 4 cylindrical pieces with a diameter of
2 cm (each weighing about 10 g). Specifically half of the samples were dipped and half
were sprayed with the coating solution at 5% and 10% (w/w), according to the studies of
Atieno et al. [29], with some modification concerning the treatment and the drying times.
Both dipping and spraying were performed for 30 s at room temperature (23 ± 1 ◦ C) and
then the samples were left in a fridge for 30 min at 4 ◦ C to allow the air drying of the
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samples. The different coated and uncoated (controls) samples were packed separately
into rectangular polyethylene (PET) trays and covered with a transparent polypropylene
PP film having a medium barrier to oxygen. The PET tray had a thickness of 3 mm, an
oxygen transmission rate (OTR) of 60 cm3 m−2 day−1 and a water transmission rate (WTR)
of 27 g3 m−2 day−1 , while PP film presented a thickness of 30 µm, an oxygen and water
transmission rate respectively of 860 cm3 m−2 day−1 and 19 g3 m−2 day−1 [30].
Samples were stored at 10 ◦ C, to simulate thermal abuse conditions, for up to 11 d.
Each tray contained twelve pieces, samples of three trays per treatment and per storage
time were analyzed at 0 (T0), 2 (T2), 4 (T4), 7 (T7), 9 (T9) and 11 (T11) days. A total
of 216 melon pieces were obtained. Moisture content was analyzed on fresh samples,
while the other analytical determinations were performed on the freeze-dried materials
(LI0-2000P, Cinquepascal s.r.l., Milan, Italy; 0.25 h Pa, −30 ◦ C) at each sampling time and
subsequently stored at −18 ◦ C until analyses.
In Table 1 all the obtained melon samples are reported.
Table 1. Melon samples and their description.
Samples

Description

C
D5
D10
S5
S10

Fresh-cut melon without coating (control)
Fresh-cut melon dipped in coating solution at 5% concentration
Fresh-cut melon dipped in coating solution at 10% concentration
Fresh-cut melon sprayed with coating solution at 5% concentration
Fresh-cut melon sprayed with coating solution at 10% concentration

2.3. Rheological Analysis on Coating Solutions
Rheological measurements were carried out on coating solutions at both concentrations (5% and 10%), to characterize them in terms of viscosity. Measurements were performed at 10 ◦ C by using a controlled stress–strain rheometer (MCR 300, Physica/Anton
Paar, Ostfildern, Germany) equipped with a system of coaxial cylinders (CC27). The
rheological behavior of the differently concentrated coating solutions was analyzed in
steady-state conditions. After a pre-shearing of 500 s at 5 s−1 , viscosity was measured increasing shear rate from 2 to 50 s−1 within 180 s, taking 18 point measurements (ICA 2000).
Obtained flow curves were fitted according to the Ostwald model commonly referred to as
the Power Law model (Equation (1)) [31].
.n

σ=Kγ

(1)
.

where σ is the shear stress (Pa), K is consistency index (Pa·sn ), γ is the shear rate (s−1 ) and
n is the dimensionless flow behavior index.
2.4. Microscopic Examination of Coated Samples
Microscopic observations were carried out on coated fresh-cut melon samples to
evaluate the thickness and homogeneity of the coating during storage. From each piece,
a transversal cut using a stainless-steel blade was made to obtain slices of about 1 mm
of thickness.
The coating thickness was evaluated by using an inverted light microscope (Eclipse
Ti-U, Nikon Co, Tokyo, Japan) equipped with a Nikon digital video camera (digital sight
DS-Qi1Mc, Nikon Co, Tokyo, Japan) at a magnification of 4×. Ten melon pieces were
analyzed for each different sample (uncoated and differently coated) at 0, 4 and 11 days
of storage and for each sample of ten, four different measurements of film thickness were
performed [32].
2.5. Moisture Content
Moisture content was determined gravimetrically in triplicate by the difference in
mass before (fresh mass) and after drying (dry mass) at 70 ◦ C to constant mass [33].

Appl. Sci. 2021, 11, 8510

4 of 12

2.6. Carotenoids Contents
For the determination of carotenoids contents, approx. 100 mg of freeze-dried sample
were mixed with 1 mL of distilled water in a centrifuge tube; after 1 min of vortexing,
2.5 mL of 80% (v/v) acetone was added and the mixture was centrifugated for 5 min at
10 ◦ C and 4500 rpm (Beckman Coulter, mod. Allegra 2IR, Indianapolis, IN, USA). The
supernatant was measured by spectrophotometer (Shimadzu UV-1601, Kyoto, Japan) [34]
at three different wavelengths (470, 633 and 645 nm). The total carotenoids contents were
calculated by the following formulas:
Ca = 12.75 × A663 − 2.81 × A645

(2)

Cb = 20.13 × A645 − 5.03 × A663

(3)

Cx + c = ((1000 × A470 ) − (3.27 × Ca) − (104 × Cb))

(4)

where Ca is “Chlorophyll a” concentration (mg L−1 ); Cb is “Chlorophyll b” concentration
(mg L−1 ); Cx + c is carotenoids concentration (mg L−1 ); A663 = Absorbance at 663 nm;
A645 = Absorbance at 645 nm; A470 = Absorbance at 470 nm. The mass-based concentrations were calculated based on the dry mass of freeze-dried samples as µg/kg. The
measurements were performed in three repetitions for each sample.
2.7. Total Polyphenols Content (TPC)
The freeze-dried melon samples (0.2 g) were dissolved in a methanol/water mixture
80:20 v/v (5 mL) and the total polyphenols content (TPC) was measured according to the
Folin-Ciocalteau method described in Tylewicz et al. [35]. Gallic acid (Sigma-Aldrich,
Milan, Italy) was used as a standard (0–800 mg/L). The obtained results were expressed
as mg of gallic acid equivalents (GAE)/100 g of dry matter. The measurements were
performed in three repetitions for each sample.
2.8. Ascorbic Acid Content
Ascorbic acid content was measured according to the method proposed by Laur and
Tian [36] with some modifications. The freeze-dried melon samples (0.1 g) were dissolved
in 1.9 mL of 6% (w/v) metaphosphoric acid (Sigma Aldrich, Milan, Italy). The mixture was
centrifuged for 10 min at 1000 g and 4 ◦ C and the supernatant was filtered under vacuum
through a Whatman filter paper n◦ 4 and then diluted in metaphosphoric acid (1:5 w/v).
These solutions were filtered again through a 0.45 µm nylon membrane (Thermo Scientific,
Shanghai, China) and transferred in vials for HPLC measurement. Ascorbic acid content
was measured by HPLC LC-1500 (Jasco, Carpi, MO, Italy) equipped with thermostatted
autosampler and diode array detector (DAD).
The chromatographic conditions were chosen according to the method proposed
by Odriozola-Serrano et al. [37]. The measurements were performed in triplicate for
each sample.
2.9. Statistical Analysis
Using Statistica for Windows, version 10.0 (Statsoft Inc., Tulsa, UK), one-way analysis
of variance (ANOVA) was carried out and Tukey’s test (HSD) was used to evaluate the
significance (p < 0.05) between means.
3. Results
3.1. Rheological Analysis on Coatings
In Figure 1, the flow curves of the coating solutions at two different concentrations
(5% and 10%) obtained, reveal increasing shear rates from 2 to 50 s− 1 , as reported. A higher
initial value of apparent viscosity (around 48,000 Pa·sn ) was observed in coating solution
at 10% if compared to the sample at a lower concentration, which showed viscosity values
around 30,000 Pa·sn .
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Moisture content of all the samples showed a general decrease during storage (Figure 3).
The lowest decrease of moisture was observed in the D10 sample. The D5 and S10 samples
had a similar trend to D10 samples until the seventh day of storage, decreasing more
markedly hereafter. A higher decrease in moisture content during storage was observed
in the S5 sample, probably due to both the irregular and inhomogeneous distribution of
coating on its surface and its lowest thickness. In general, the uncoated C sample presented
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the highest moisture decrease during storage, thus promoting the greatest dehydration like
the S5 sample starting from the seventh day of storage.
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Figure 2. Micrographs of sections of coated fresh-cut melon samples (C = control, S5 = Sprayed with
Figure 2. Micrographs of sections of coated fresh-cut melon samples (C = control, S5 = Sprayed with
5% coating; S10 = Sprayed with 10% coating; D5 = Dipped with 5% coating; D10 = Dipped with 10%
5% coating; S10 = Sprayed with 10% coating; D5 = Dipped with 5% coating; D10 = Dipped with 10%
coating) at 0, 4 and 11 days of refrigerated storage.
coating) at 0, 4 and 11 days of refrigerated storage.
Table 3. Coating thickness (µm) obtained from the microscopic examination of the cross-linking
Table
3. of
Coating
thickness
(μm) obtained
from
microscopic
section
fresh-cut
melon samples
during 0,
4, 11the
days
of storage.examination of the cross-linking
section of fresh-cut melon samples during 0, 4, 11 days of storage.
Storage Time (Days)
Samples
StorageT4
Time (days)
T0
T11
Samples
D5
D5
D10
D10
S5
S10
S5
a,b
a,b

T0

110.20 ± 6.15 a
a
110.20
± 6.15
a
112.79
± 4.36
b
112.79
± 4.36 a
65.36
± 18.00
a,b b
95.8865.36
± 15.83
± 18.00

T4

109.03 ± 7.21 a
109.03
7.21
a a
114.77
±±
7.84
b
114.77
± 7.84 a
64.42
± 28.14
a,b b
96.40
± 17.74
64.42
± 28.14

T11

115.23 ± 7.10 a
115.23
± 6.29
7.10aa
113.22 ±
113.22
6.29ba
64.42 ±±30.66
94.89
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Values in the same column followed by different letters differ significantly at p < 0.05 level.

3.3. Moisture Content
Moisture content of all the samples showed a general decrease during storage (Figure
3). The lowest decrease of moisture was observed in the D10 sample. The D5 and S10
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Figure 4. Carotenoids content of fresh-cut melon samples (C, D5, D10, S5 and S10) during storage. a–c Different letters in the same column indicate significant differences (p < 0.05) between all
considered samples at each storage time.

3.5. Total Polyphenol Content (TPC)
Figure 5 reports the amount of TPC in uncoated and differently coated fresh-cut melon
samples during the storage. The highest TPC was observed in the D10 sample during the
entire shelf-life period, while the lowest content was observed in the uncoated sample (C)
from the seventh d of storage. Concerning the application method, in general, a higher
TPC was observed in melon samples treated by dipping.

3.5. Total Polyphenol Content (TPC)
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As expected, the uncoated C sample showed significantly lower ascorbic acid content
values compared to the others starting from the first day of storage, showing a decrease
in AA amount equal to 46% at the end of storage. All coated samples presented a higher
AA amount than the control. Moreover, some differences between coated samples were
observed already on the first day of storage, in fact, samples D10, D5 and S10, presented
higher AA content compared to S5. In particular, dipped fresh-cut melons (both at 5% and
10%) were those with higher AA content at the end of the storage, showing an ascorbic
acid degradation compared to the initial value, of respectively 42% and 51%. Both sprayed
samples presented, instead, a decrease in the ascorbic acid amount of about 55%. The
differences between the coating concentrations were more highlighted in the sprayed
samples, showing a significantly lower AA content in S5 if compared with S10 during the
almost entire storage duration.
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of the solutions at two different concentrations (5% and 10%) were analyzed to
higher AA content compared to S5. In particular, dipped fresh-cut melons (both at 5% and
understand their applicability as an edible coating. In both samples, apparent viscosity
10%) were those with higher AA content at the end of the storage, showing an ascorbic
decreased as the shear rate increased, underling the presence of a pseudoplastic behavior
acid degradation compared to the initial value, of respectively 42% and 51%. Both sprayed
(shear thinning) [40]. Both samples had n values < 1, that is typical for shear thinning
samples presented, instead, a decrease in the ascorbic acid amount of about 55%. The
behavior, as previously demonstrated by Glicerina et al. [41]. The K parameter, which is
differences between the coating concentrations were more highlighted in the sprayed
an index of the consistency of the product [42] was higher for the coating at 10% compared
to the one at 5%. This result, according to the literature [43,44], could be explained
considering the linear relationship existing between viscosity and soluble solid
concentration. In fact, in the present work, higher soluble solid content of alginate solution
led to higher viscosity of the coating solution. However, as known by the literature, [22]
the obtained viscosity values of both solutions can be considered appropriate for their use
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samples, showing a significantly lower AA content in S5 if compared with S10 during the
almost entire storage duration.
4. Discussion
An appropriate viscosity of the coating solutions is very important to ensure good
adhesiveness to the fruit surface. Therefore, in the present study, the rheological behavior
of the solutions at two different concentrations (5% and 10%) were analyzed to understand
their applicability as an edible coating. In both samples, apparent viscosity decreased
as the shear rate increased, underling the presence of a pseudoplastic behavior (shear
thinning) [40]. Both samples had n values < 1, that is typical for shear thinning behavior, as
previously demonstrated by Glicerina et al. [41]. The K parameter, which is an index of
the consistency of the product [42] was higher for the coating at 10% compared to the one
at 5%. This result, according to the literature [43,44], could be explained considering the
linear relationship existing between viscosity and soluble solid concentration. In fact, in the
present work, higher soluble solid content of alginate solution led to higher viscosity of the
coating solution. However, as known by the literature, [22] the obtained viscosity values of
both solutions can be considered appropriate for their use as edible coating, promoting an
appropriate adhesiveness to the fruit surface.
The application of an edible coating on the fruit and vegetable surface can modify
the atmosphere surrounding the fruit, by acting as a semipermeable barrier that allows
controlling the gas exchange (between fruits and environment) and water loss. As a consequence, it maintains tissue firmness guaranteeing, in addition, the inhibition of microbial
spoilage [16,45]. Polysaccharide-based coatings, realized with sodium alginate, modulate
the internal tissue atmosphere, once they represent an obstacle to moisture, O2 , CO2 and
volatiles exchange, slowing down the metabolism and delaying fruit senescence [14]. In
the present study, sodium alginate-based coatings applied to fruit, in particular by the
dipping method, contributed to give a barrier effect limiting water loss and controlling
fruit dehydration, as already observed by Mannozzi et al. [46].
Melon, particularly Cucumis melo var. reticulatus, is highly appreciated due to its
nutritional value, and indeed is a source of carotenoids characterized by high antioxidant
activity [47]. The decrease in carotenoids during shelf-life may be attributed to their degradation because of the oxygen exposure, and cellular disruption due to wounding that
exposes the carotenoids to lipoxygenase action [1]. As also demonstrated by moisture results (Figure 2), up to seventh d of storage, coatings applied on fresh-cut melon by dipping
at the highest concentration had a barrier effect reducing the water loss and the oxygen exposure, thus contributing to a reduction of carotenoids degradation. Moreover, the coating
applied at a concentration of 10% preserved better carotenoid’s content than the one at 5%,
probably because of its higher ascorbic acid content, which exerted antioxidant activity.
The observed increase in TPC in all melon samples during storage could probably
be related to the wounding mechanism response of fruits [6–10]. It is known that the
coating contributes to reducing the interaction between polyphenols and oxidative enzymes, by oxygen restriction, maintaining high polyphenols levels [11]. Altunkaya, A.,
& Gökmen [48], in a study conducted on minimally processed lettuce, highlighted the
presence of synergism between ascorbic acid (AA) and phenols, causing an increase of the
latter in a higher presence of AA. Concerning the application method, in general, a higher
TPC was observed in melon samples treated by dipping, in agreement with the study of
Tahler et al. [49] that observed an immersion of fresh fruits in the edible coating by dipping
was correlated with an increase in the polyphenols content. Moreover, the homogenous distribution of coating solution by dipping contributes to the TPC maintenance, avoiding their
oxidative degradation as also reported by Bico et al., Zam et al. and Suhag et al. [21,50,51].
Concerning the AA content, all coated samples presented a higher AA amount than the
control one, thanks to the addition of this compound in the coating formulation and to the
oxygen barrier of the coating itself, which likely helped to reduce the deteriorative oxidation
of ascorbic acid [52]. Yousuf et al. [28] observed even an increase of vitamin C in melon

Appl. Sci. 2021, 11, 8510

10 of 12

samples following the application of an edible coating based on lemon extract and soy
protein isolate during storage. Moreover, the differences observed between coated samples
at time zero could probably be related to the presence of soluble solids concentration and
the application method. The differences in AA content between the coating concentrations
were more highlighted in the sprayed samples in comparison to dipped ones. In fact,
the dipping method showed a higher coating thickness and determined a better and
homogeneous coverage of fruit pieces than spraying, due to the possible local liquid
entrainment during dip-coating procedure [39,53].
5. Conclusions
The obtained results showed that the coating application method has a greater influence on the maintenance of the quality of fresh-cut melon during storage. The dipping
method showed a positive effect on maintaining both high moisture levels and higher
carotenoids and ascorbic acid contents during the considered storage period. In particular,
the application of the enriched coating by dipping treatment at higher concentration (10%)
was the best solution to obtain fresh-cut melon with enhanced nutritional quality, that was
best maintained during storage, thanks also to the better coating homogeneity and higher
thickness observed through microstructural analysis.
However, further studies are necessary to deeply understand the effect of the coating
type and application method on other important fresh-cut melon quality characteristics,
such as physical, sensorial and microbiological ones.
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