
Post-Harvest Crop Protection: From Fungicides to 
Integrated Preservation Systems 

Introduction: redefining post-harvest protection 
Post-harvest pesticides, more accurately described as post-harvest crop protection solutions, are applied 
after harvest to protect produce during washing, grading, packing, storage, transport, and retail handling. The 
category is broader than fungicides alone. In practice, it includes post-harvest fungicides, commodity 
fumigants, sanitizers and disinfectants for water and equipment, sprout suppressants, ripening regulators, 
anti-scald tools, and a rapidly expanding set of coating and packaging-based preservation technologies. 

For decades, the commercial logic of the sector was straightforward: control decay, protect visual quality, 
reduce losses, and extend marketable shelf life. That logic still holds, but the technology mix is changing. 
What used to be a relatively narrow fungicide-driven segment is becoming a broader preservation platform in 
which chemistry, biology, materials science, and digital storage management increasingly intersect. 

This matters strategically. Fresh-produce value chains are under pressure from residue scrutiny, fungicide 
resistance, retailer quality expectations, sustainability targets, and the economics of longer and more 
complex logistics. As a result, the future of post-harvest crop protection will likely be defined less by the 
discovery of many new conventional active ingredients and more by the integration of multiple preservation 
tools into scalable systems. 

The established commercial core today 
The mature commercial core remains relatively concentrated, especially in fruit decay control. Widely used 
post-harvest fungicide actives still include thiabendazole, imazalil, fludioxonil, pyrimethanil, and, in certain 
programs, azoxystrobin in mixtures or resistance-management rotations. These materials remain 
foundational because they are familiar to packinghouses, supported by long experience, and integrated into 
operational protocols for citrus, apples, pears, stone fruit, and other fresh commodities. 

Beyond fungicides, the agrochemical toolkit expands into crop physiology and storage management. One of 
the most important active ingredients globally is 1-methylcyclopropene (1-MCP), used to suppress ethylene 
responses and slow ripening, softening, and senescence. In potatoes, 1,4-dimethylnaphthalene (1,4-DMN) 
has become a key sprout suppressor, while essential-oil-based tools such as spearmint oil and orange oil 
have gained practical importance as markets moved away from older standards such as chlorpropham in 
some regions. 

The commercial picture also includes fumigation and sanitation. Sulfuryl fluoride remains highly relevant in 
stored-commodity disinfestation, while peroxyacetic acid and hydrogen peroxide systems are critical for wash 
water and packing-line sanitation. These products are sometimes treated as operational aids rather than crop 
protection tools, but commercially they are integral to post-harvest risk control. 

In addition, anti-scald and quality-management products continue to matter in pome fruit storage. 
Diphenylamine (where still allowed), dynamic controlled atmosphere strategies, and 1-MCP-based storage 
programs show that post-harvest protection is not only about stopping pathogens; it is also about controlling 
physiological disorders and maintaining market quality. 



What the real pipeline looks like 
The most important conclusion from recent literature and patent activity is that the pipeline is not mainly a 
wave of brand-new conventional fungicide active ingredients. Instead, innovation is flowing into adjacent and 
overlapping domains that together redefine what a post-harvest product can be. 

• Biological and fermentation-derived fungicides 
• Edible and semi-edible coatings with antimicrobial or physiological function 
• Microbial biocontrol systems based on yeasts, Bacillus, and mixed consortia 
• GRAS salts, essential oils, natural volatiles, and nanoemulsions 
• Active, smart, and biodegradable packaging systems 
• Improved 1-MCP delivery, stabilization, or combination technologies 
• Induced-resistance, RNAi, and microbiome-informed approaches 
In other words, the sector is shifting from active-ingredient innovation to systems innovation. That shift is 
strategically significant because it changes how value is created, how products are differentiated, and how 
companies position themselves commercially. The winning solution in the next decade may not be a new 
fungicide in the traditional sense; it may be a coating, package, gas-delivery platform, or hybrid biological-
chemical program that reduces loss more effectively under commercial conditions. 

Natamycin and the search for credible near-commercial innovation 
Among the more concrete innovation signals, natamycin stands out. It is not a brand-new discovery, but in 
post-harvest fruit protection it has gained renewed relevance because it addresses a market need: effective 
disease control with a differentiated mode of action and lower residue appeal. Commercial positioning 
around products such as CeraFruta suggests that natamycin-based systems are being taken seriously as part 
of resistance-management and sustainability-driven programs. 

This is important because natamycin illustrates a broader pattern in the post-harvest sector. Commercial 
progress often comes not from discovering a completely novel molecule, but from repurposing, reformulating, 
or re-delivering known actives in ways that improve fit with current market pressures. In this case, the relevant 
pressures include fungicide resistance in citrus and pome fruit programs, retailer scrutiny, and demand for 
low-residue options compatible with integrated programs. 

Microbial biocontrol: strong science, slower commercialization 
Post-harvest biological control has been researched for more than three decades, and the literature is now 
extensive. Yeasts, Bacillus species, Pseudomonas, Aureobasidium, Metschnikowia, and other antagonists 
have shown consistent promise against major post-harvest pathogens such as Penicillium spp., Botrytis 
cinerea, Monilinia spp., and Colletotrichum spp. Yet the number of biological products that have achieved 
broad, stable commercial adoption remains modest relative to the research volume. 

That gap exists for practical reasons. Biological systems often face challenges in formulation stability, shelf 
life, consistency across packinghouse conditions, compatibility with commercial throughput, and regulatory 
fit across regions. The current trend, however, is encouraging. Research is moving beyond single-strain 
antagonists toward mixed consortia, coatings enriched with biocontrol agents, microbiome-informed 
selection, and combination strategies that unite microbial antagonists with GRAS salts or natural compounds. 

Recent patents and publications around Candida oleophila plus sodium bicarbonate systems, Bacillus-based 
compositions, and coatings carrying biocontrol organisms indicate that money and attention are continuing to 



flow into this lane. The commercial opportunity is real, but adoption will depend on packaging the biology into 
formulations and use protocols that fit real-world post-harvest operations. 

Edible coatings: from passive waxes to active delivery platforms 
A large share of the true pipeline now sits within coating technology. Historically, coatings and waxes were 
used mainly to reduce water loss, improve shine, and moderate gas exchange. The new generation goes much 
further. Current reviews and patents show coatings being engineered to carry antimicrobials, essential oils, 
natamycin, antioxidants, microbial antagonists, anti-ripening agents, and functional nanoparticles. 

This is not a minor evolution. It changes the commercial meaning of a post-harvest product. Coatings can now 
function as delivery systems rather than passive barriers. That means a solution may be sold and valued not 
as a fungicide alone, but as a coating-plus-active platform that delivers multiple benefits at once: shelf-life 
extension, decay suppression, moisture control, gloss retention, and even branding around sustainability or 
residue reduction. 

From a strategic perspective, coatings may become one of the most crowded and competitive patent spaces 
in post-harvest protection. They sit at the intersection of crop protection, food preservation, and materials 
science, which means they are attractive not only to traditional agrochemical players but also to food-tech, 
packaging, and specialty-material companies. 

Essential oils, GRAS salts, and volatile bioactives 
One of the strongest R&D signals in the last five years has been the continued expansion of natural 
compounds in post-harvest preservation research. Chitosan, sodium bicarbonate, potassium salts, essential 
oils, plant extracts, and nanoemulsified natural compounds appear repeatedly in recent reviews and patent 
applications. Their main attraction is not that they completely replace conventional fungicides across all uses 
today, but that they can serve as flexible building blocks in integrated programs. 

The most commercially promising direction is controlled delivery. Free essential oils can suffer from volatility, 
phytotoxicity, odor issues, or limited persistence. When formulated into emulsions, nanoemulsions, coatings, 
or packaging materials, they become much more viable as post-harvest tools. This principle applies not only 
to disease management, but also to sprout suppression, odor management, and shelf-life extension. 

Potato storage illustrates the point clearly. Essential oils already have real use as sprout suppressants, and 
current research is exploring additional oils and combinations as rescue tools or complementary treatments. 
The same logic is now being extended to fresh produce, where natural compounds are increasingly viewed as 
formulation partners rather than standalone replacements. 

Active packaging and smart preservation systems 
Another major frontier is active packaging. This includes films, liners, sachets, and container systems that can 
scavenge ethylene, release antimicrobials, regulate moisture, slow oxidation, or signal freshness conditions. 
What used to be considered packaging is increasingly functioning as a protection technology. 

Recent reviews suggest active packaging is no longer an academic niche. It is becoming part of the practical 
preservation stack for fresh produce, especially where long-distance logistics, fresh-cut produce, and 
premium quality requirements justify added system cost. Biopolymer-based antimicrobial packaging, natural-
extract packaging, and smart packaging that responds to environmental changes are especially active areas. 



This development also reshapes competition. Traditional post-harvest fungicide suppliers may increasingly 
find themselves competing or collaborating with packaging innovators, food-material firms, and digital-
monitoring companies. As a result, the market definition itself is broadening. 

1-MCP and physiology-management platforms 
The role of 1-MCP continues to expand beyond its original positioning as a ripening inhibitor. The commercial 
core remains strong, but innovation is now visible in stabilized compositions, alternative delivery formats, 
tank-mix or combination concepts, and integration with digital storage strategies. Pre-harvest and post-
harvest 1-MCP programs are increasingly being considered together as part of a broader ripening-
management system rather than as isolated interventions. 

This matters because physiology management has become central to post-harvest value creation. Many 
losses are not caused only by pathogens; they are caused by over-ripening, superficial scald, softening, 
senescence, or variability in storage performance. In that sense, the boundary between crop protection and 
quality management is collapsing, and 1-MCP remains one of the clearest examples of that convergence. 

RNAi, induced resistance, and longer-horizon innovation 
More futuristic technologies are clearly emerging, even if they are not yet the commercial core. RNA 
interference and spray-induced gene silencing are attracting attention for their potential to suppress pathogen 
development or delay post-harvest deterioration through targeted molecular pathways. Induced-resistance 
approaches aim to trigger the commodity's own defense mechanisms, while microbiome engineering seeks to 
shape post-harvest microbial ecology rather than simply eliminate pathogens. 

These approaches remain earlier-stage and, in many cases, far from broad commercial deployment. Still, their 
presence in recent reviews and innovation discussions is important because it signals where the frontier of 
research is moving. Over a ten-year horizon, these technologies may contribute to a new generation of highly 
targeted, lower-residue post-harvest solutions. 

Where patent activity is concentrated 
Patent-visible activity over the last five years appears especially concentrated in the following areas: 

• Edible coatings and preservative biofilms for fruits, vegetables, flowers, and seeds 
• Coating systems that incorporate natamycin, essential oils, antioxidants, or microbial agents 
• Freshness-preservation formulations that reduce ripening, water loss, and spoilage 
• Biocontrol compositions based on Bacillus, yeasts, or microbial metabolites 
• Stable or alternative-delivery 1-MCP systems 
• Active packaging that releases antimicrobials or scavenges ethylene 
• Controlled-release systems and hybrid preservation platforms 
This mix reinforces the central thesis of the market: innovation is concentrating in multifunctional systems 
rather than in a long list of brand-new single-site synthetic fungicides. Companies appear to be searching for 
performance, compatibility, and differentiation through delivery, formulation, and combination effects. 

Resistance pressure and the commercial logic of integrated programs 
Resistance remains one of the strongest structural forces shaping the post-harvest sector. In citrus and other 
fruit categories, the need to manage resistant populations of key pathogens continues to sustain interest in 



mixtures, rotation programs, and nontraditional modes of action. That is one reason why fludioxonil plus 
azoxystrobin combinations, natamycin-based approaches, and biological add-ons are drawing attention. 

The implication is clear: future commercial programs will increasingly be judged not only by their efficacy in 
isolation, but by how well they fit into resistance-management frameworks, residue programs, and 
operational workflows. The market is rewarding compatibility, not just potency. 

Other applications beyond decay control 
Post-harvest crop protection now extends well beyond classic fruit decay control. Important adjacent 
applications include ripening delay and firmness retention, superficial-scald management, potato sprout 
suppression, stored-product insect disinfestation, wash-water sanitation, fresh-cut produce preservation, 
dehydration control, and appearance management. The more one studies the category, the clearer it 
becomes that the sector is evolving from 'pesticides after harvest' into a broader 'value protection after 
harvest' industry. 

This broader definition is commercially important because it expands the addressable market. Companies 
that understand only fungicides may miss growth pockets in packaging, physiology management, anti-scald 
technologies, and post-harvest digital systems. 

Strategic outlook: what the next decade may favor 
The post-harvest sector is moving from a fungicide-only mindset to an integrated performance-platform 
mindset. The likely winners over the next five to ten years will be solutions that combine selective chemistry 
where needed, low-residue biologicals where possible, coatings as delivery vehicles, storage intelligence, and 
packaging-level preservation. 

From a market-intelligence perspective, the opportunity set can be grouped into four broad pockets. 

• Established core: thiabendazole, imazalil, fludioxonil, pyrimethanil, azoxystrobin mixtures, sulfuryl 
fluoride, peroxyacetic acid systems, 1-MCP, and 1,4-DMN. 

• Most credible commercial growth pocket: natamycin-based systems, advanced 1-MCP delivery, and 
integrated biological programs. 

• Most crowded R&D and patent pocket: edible coatings, essential-oil and nanoemulsion systems, 
microbial biocontrol, active packaging, and multifunctional preservation platforms. 

• Longer-horizon pocket: RNAi, microbiome-designed consortia, induced resistance systems, volatile 
biofumigation, and smart packaging-linked actives. 

The critical commercial question is therefore no longer 'Which new fungicide is next?' It is 'Which integrated 
system will deliver reliable efficacy, quality retention, residue acceptability, operational fit, and defensible 
differentiation?' Companies that answer that question well will define the future structure of the post-harvest 
market. 

Conclusion 
Post-harvest crop protection is no longer a narrow pesticide segment. It is becoming a multidisciplinary 
technology ecosystem where chemistry, biology, materials science, and digital solutions converge to protect 
value after harvest. The sector still depends on a concentrated core of proven chemistries, but the visible 
growth engine has shifted toward coatings, biologicals, packaging, physiology management, and hybrid 
preservation systems. 



For companies, investors, and market-intelligence platforms, that means the category should be tracked as a 
broader post-harvest innovation landscape rather than as a short list of fungicides. The future of this market 
will be written not only in active-ingredient registries, but also in patent filings, coating technologies, 
packaging materials, microbial platforms, and storage-management systems. 

Selected recent evidence and innovation signals 
• 1. Annual Review of Phytopathology (2025): Biological Control of Postharvest Diseases: The Evolution of 

New Concepts and Perspectives. 
• 2. Ceradis product information for CeraFruta, a post-harvest biological fungicide. 
• 3. AgroFresh SmartFresh information on 1-MCP as a post-harvest ripening management platform. 
• 4. Recent 2025 reviews on edible coatings, oil-based coatings, and active/smart packaging for post-

harvest fruits. 
• 5. Patent applications and publications covering edible preservative coatings, freshness-preservation 

formulations, biocontrol compositions, and stabilized 1-MCP systems. 


