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Table 1 The amount of light transmitted through the bagging material (Lux) at different times of the day.

Treatment Light impermeable (Lux)
8.00 am 10.00 am 12.00 am 2.00 pm 4.00 pm
Unbagged 1,902.00° 2,785.80° 4,553.80° 2,803.00° 2,458.50°
Satin transparent bag 1,292.30° 2,638.50° 2,851.70" 1,849.25" 1,613.50°
White paper bag 1,390.40° 2,660.10° 2,902.80° 1,616.83° 1,361.80°
Brown carbon bag 0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 0.00°
Synthetic fiber bag 1,317.00° 2,018.20° 1,953.80° 1,148.33° 1,332.70°
Ftest *x *x *x *x *x
vV % 24.37 16.66 12.37 7.93 18.73
** Means there was a highly significant difference. There was no significant difference between identical letters in the same column

(p < 0.01).
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Table 2 Effect of bagging materials on L* and a* value of Black Jack fig

Treatment L* a*

L* (before) L* (after) AL a* (before) a* (after) Na*
Unbagged 48.47 42.65° -5.86° 9.12 14.02° 23.14°
Satin transparent bag 50.19 46.96° -3.22° 9.34 13.71° 23.05°
White paper bag 49.87 44.95° -4.93° 9.43 14.45° 23.88°
Brown carbon bag 50.16 72.62° 22.47° 953 1.98° 11.51°
Synthetic fiber bag 49.10 43.18° -5.92° -9.30 12.66° 21.96°
F-test ns ** ** ns ** **
Qv % 3.91 11.04 10.29 29.18 20.81 10.84

ns means no significant difference (p > 0.05)

** Means there was a highly significant difference. There was no significant difference between identical letters in the same column (p < 0.01)

Table 3 Effect of bagging materials on b*, chroma and hue angle value of Black Jack fig

Treatment b*color Chroma (c*) Hue angle (h°)
b* b* Ab* c* c he he
(before) (after) (before) (after) (before) (after)
Unbagged 34.96 25.60° 9.37° 36.12 29.52° -75.37 60.30°
Satin transparent bag 37.50 27.87° 9.63° 38.65 31.27° -76.01 63.08"
White paper bag 37.15 26.38" -10.77° 38.33 30.54° -75.76 59.89"
Brown carbon bag 36.98 50.85° 13.87° 38.19 50.91° -75.53 87.74°
Synthetic fiber bag 35.80 22.71° -13.09° 36.99 26.09° -75.36 60.41°
F-test ns ** ** ns *x ns **
v % 5.89 17.12 15.46 5.56 11.62 29.60 12.49

ns means no significant difference (p > 0.05)

** Means there was a highly significant difference. There was no significant difference between identical letters in the same column (p < 0.01)

Table 4 Effect of bagging materials on fruit size of Black Jack fig

Treatment Fruit size before bagging (mm) Fruit size after harvest (mm)
Fruit width Fruit length Fruit width Fruit length

Unbagged 27.35 28.20 36.15 35.13
Satin transparent bag 28.29 27.90 37.02 35.96
White paper bag 28.59 27.68 34.63 33.40
Brown carbon bag 28.47 28.01 34.80 33.00
Synthetic fiber bag 28.27 27.69 34.73 34.21
F-test ns ns ns ns

CV % 393 4.50 7.06 6.91

ns means no significant difference (p > 0.05)

Table 5 Effect of bagging materials on fruit quality of Black Jack fig

Treatment Weight per fruit (g) Total soluble solids (°Brix)
Unbagged 24.19° 11.50

Satin transparent bag 23.18% 11.50

White paper bag 21.18"° 11.38

Brown carbon bag 18.69° 9.00

Synthetic fiber bag 19.31™ 11.50

F-test o ns

CV % 7.99 15.11

ns means no significant difference (p > 0.05)

* Means there was a significant difference. There was no significant difference between identical letters in the same column (p < 0.05)

** Means there was a highly significant difference. There was no significant difference between identical letters in the same column (p < 0.01)
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The study was aimed to visualize the types of bagging on the fruit quality of fig of the Black
Jack species. The four (4) types of fruit bagging materials were selected, namely satin transparent
bags, white paper bag, brown carbon bag and synthetic fabric bag, which are then compared to
experimenting with un-bagged. It is found that the brown carbon bag was the only material that is
impermeable to light. As a result, the fig has a colour value of L*, a*, b* colour values, Chroma

K'eyword (c*), Hue angle (ho), different from the other materials. The L* colour value increased after fruit

glg . bagged, while the a* colour value became the lowest after bagging, b* colour value got the highest

Fag§ lgg lity value, c* and ho was higher in value than the other bagging materials. As for fruit weight, unbagged
ruit Quali

fruit was weight per fruit than brown carbon bag and synthetic fiber bag. Total soluble solids
content was not significantly different.
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