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Optimization of Antistaling Agent for Fresh Cut-Flower

MENG Jun, HUANG Shou-bing FU Jun-jie DUAN Xiao-yan LIU Ziryang REN Panpan
(Life Science Department of Luoyang Normal University, Henan Luoyang 471022, China)

Abstract; Anltistaling agent with high effidency and low toxidty is the key to develop market of cut-flower. On the basis

of selection of reagents which have important physiological effects and low toxicity, using gladiolus, African chrysanthe-

mum, carnation and rose as materials, by the way of rotated quadratic regression experiments, efforts were made to

search an optimized redpe for antistaling agent. And then another experiment was made to test the result. It showed

that, the optimized recipe for antistaling agent was effective to prolong the life time of cut{flower in the vase. Compared

with the similar product in the market, this recipe was more competitive because of lower cost and high efficiency.
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