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Comparison of economic benefits between spraying “apple facial mask”
and bagging of apple fruit
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Abstract In order to reduce the labor input of fruit bagging and improve economic benefit of apple orchard, taking fruit
bagging (paper bag) as the control, the fruit quality, labor input and economic benefits of apple orchard were investigated by
spraying facial mask (humic acid liquid film) on fruit in the hilly—gully region of northern Shaanxi Province for 3 consecutive
years. The results showed that compared with the control, spraying facial mask improved the appearance commodity quality,
storage and transportation performance of fruit, and the average apple output value increased by 261,080 yuan/hm’; reduce
fruit bagging and debagging labor input of 24,190 yuan/hm’, reduce material cost of 10,500 yuan/hm’; the economic benefits
of apple orchard increased by 295,770 yuan/hm’.
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