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Effect of Exogenous 6-BA on Preservation of Chrysanthemum ° Guohuabaiyueshan’
Fresh-cut Flower

MI Yinrfa WANG Jirtao, LIU Wei ZHU Kun ZHANG Miao-xia
(College of Forestry, Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang, Henan 471003)

Abstract; Taking the chrysanthemum ‘ Guohuabaiyueshan’ as fresh-cut flower and compared with distilled water control
in vase, this experiment studied different consiste ney of extraneous source 6-BA’ s influnence on the effects of fresh-cut
flower as well as antioxidase protective system. The results showed that after adding different densities of extraneous
source 6-BA, the blooming time of chrysanthemum’ s biggest flower diameter could be put off in different degrees and its
withering time was postponed obviously; each dealment could improve the water situation of flower-cut and its amount of
water loss effectually, whose amount changed ranges from 15.75 to 29.31%; the chrysanthemum ornamental time was
delayed 3 ~16 days visibly. MDA contents were less than CK distinctly, and its decreasing amplitude was between 6%
and 33%; POD’ s, SOD’ s and CAT’ s activity coefficients enhance, their amplitude respectively was 134%) ~289%,
0.94% ~2.47% and 35. 11 % ~114.89%. From the analysis of this experiment above, the conclusion could be made that
the measured consistency of extraneous source 6-BA managed to prolong obviously the blooming time of chrysanthemum
fresh-cut flower, improved its water condition and meliorate the ornamental quality. It was 5% ucrose+8-HQ (50 mg/ L)
+Citric acid(150 mg/ L)+6-BA (10 mg/ L) whose effect was the best among all the formulations.
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