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Effect of Different Preservatives on Fresh Preservation
of Cut Carnation Flower

HUANG Wen jiang, LUO Qi and ZHOU Shou biao

(Co]]ege of Life Scienece, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu Anhui 241000, China)

Abstract: Effect of five types preservatives on fresh preservation of cut carnation flower was studied.
The results showed that the other treatments except the fourth type (Distilled water + 25 g/L Suc +
200 mg /L 8 HQS+ 20 mg/L SA+10 mg/L 6 BA +50 mg/LAL2(SO04)3+ 250 mg /L Citrate + 10
mg /mLCaCl2) could change the activities of superoxide simulate (SOD), peroxidase (POD), and cat
alase (CAT), prolong the vase holding time. A mong the five types of pretreatments, the third type.
(25 g/Lsucroset 200 mg /1.8 HQS+ 20 mg/Lsalicylicacid+ 10 mg/L 6 BA +50 mg/L Al 2(SO+)3+
250 mg/Lcitraral) was the best.
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Fig.1 Effect of different preservatives on three

enzyme activities of cut camation flower
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