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BKATIA 15 em, BRI, BB K BKZHEBENTE
Bk, WE P2 BT 2 R 2 IR AR P R L
PRI Z —. FMEBS = UEAEN T H
BRI TF U6 22 0R) P W08 22 4 SR 486 26 A1 ), R it
R FRYIAE £ 6 v SR 32 o W 0k 2= U0 A6 09 o B S R o A
EY U EEZRPERERGESGAAFEERLR
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36 Ao %o A A 2 e U] A 1) 0 Ak 3 VA [ v BE AR
iEE YR P 2L B X, T 5 % 58 YRR B 0 22 1) 26 LA
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B A AE O » LA 175 2 H A Y PR B SR E 07, DA T 42
TR WA 22 LB EL, B TE S R 22 U IE R SR S AL PR 5
WRTERES%,
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fief 51 B AR B4 - A BRAR AU BR 4 R AR R AR (STS)
HEME 8-SR L R BR 2 (8-HQS) , ¥ R 4r b4l , M B I
g E 2L B 2R A R AR,

TE IO 2= R A R, G 5, 35 100 N5, R4
J& B I 2= EA BRI T K A AR R R T A = B )
MK A S ZEFFIRHER 1 em U) BG4} 45°, DLE RS R AEAE
S AR, AR AR A BB 3 A SO TR
B FRRSY . TEBY U] 2 b 3l 4R T ek o 1 ok A i 4
Wk, YR RIAER K 2 50 cm, BT 58 545 7 B4 A
BL LT F FUAL S W
L2 HEk
L2.1 PHEBESTOES KB 6 Fhvk R
L ) T AL B (STS) S1~S6, ¥ 543 3 F 6 BE 0. 25.0. 5.
1.0.1.5.2.0.2. 5 mmol/L Fit#l (£ 1.

xR1 6 WREMILE STS FiAIE & HIEHI

Table 1 The preparation of six concentrations of STS pretreaments

STS ¥ /mmol « L1 AgNOsE Rt /g NazSz 03 « 5H2O F /g

S1(0. 25) 0.17 1.0
S2(0.5) 0. 34 2.0
S3(1.0) 0.68 4.0
(1.5 1.02 6.0
S5(2.0) 1.36 8.0

S6(2.5) 170 1.0

1.2.2 RIEITACPE R e BE o fef V) AR AR fef (B2 i 43531
WL E T 6 Fl STS M 47T P BIA 5 , 4 BY VI 47
HI7E S I B B0 22 1) 70 3k 90 A MR B A KB X B F 26
500 mL STS I HRFEH  FFi0 SR a] , £ AL BEEUM
15 R 22 Y18 (G4 5 KL, 3 IKEED  EAEH AR EY
5 cm, 3 1 FARE AR S, 151 Ik LA VAT o] 75 A 28 g %of
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(CK),CK 2y 10 £, 3 100 & Ui 4L, FrA AEBAEARR
W EE STS MFIACEE 1.5 h, REIGRFRAE TR B W10 22
EHIIRES IR ETE 23~29°C ,JBETE 50%~85%, IR
FEAHETE 15 000 1x, KA RATH3E XI5 .

1L2.3 PREERAEH 2 FIE, B A
YR 500 mL A EREEE H 4 FAb R i CK XF R4 2
4 ,CK1 e SR AT AL 3, CK2 B F 288K, 3
ATPreet LR . UITEAREER RS WK 2 B o

x2 R 85 R B B
Table 2 The preparation of preservations
AT BURBE
HERE(SUG) 2%
AgNOs 25 mg/L

8-FFEMETAT R 2L (8-HQS)

L3 THWE

VItett AL R B UG Z H B E N 1, AR
BRIRE YA S T, BOF¥E OF# 2R S 2
D), Z S50 7 d W i A0 A fef B 55 ) o 5 B R L, B
e T AR AL R B =24 H W15 e B/ R B0 46 e A s EE T
STS WX WIE 22 YIAESE 1 ZR A0 18 i isf ] < 3056 19 ) 48 2R
WAL F UL RTE AR, i A 45 AL e ™ FE R K 25
BEREMEMME M, TR0 1 AL G E D, 2
5 AL BN R R R . AL B (SOD) i
PRI E R A NBT 36 J5 3k, il 28R & & i I 2 Sk A 2
IKAGERE I ES
2 BR5HW
2.1 UR[A) STS ¥+ Y0 Ak FH X 0 0l > 7] 2 P R
BN

YIRS G, B FHATHE EARFESR
YR A RS IHFERUK R R RS, 5 S B Th i
FA TR, A )G PR 56 0 FE B R o , £ F
FIUB/D IR VI AE T B 0 AR E . 3R 3 WAL &1
Aab P F B 22 7)1 1% 6 47 B (] £ R 24 F X% R CK1
5 CK2 4b38 . 3 6 B U0 78 64T — 22 B[] (14 T Ak 38
A B 38 S A 2 P

FHFR 3 ATAT, PORIESE 3 K, CK1 Ab 3 fif 5 52 3
W T RS, T STS (14 6 /N Ab 3L v g 08¢ 2= 1) 7 ff B
¥y 10, CK1 A ff B AR fb R B 3 d i T T R 3
0. 90, AL A 5 CK2 FEMIE IR M 3 4, W& i
ThE T I3k B R v A, CK2 (R /K b 38 14 i 552 /1N, S5
(2. 0 mmol/ L) Kb 3R K e e K, Y1) A8 ff B AR b R H0A B R
E 1. 26, iBF A 3 dMREYRNA RS B
TR R vy 04 01/ 5 B LA ISF i) ) B G, 4% A B T
BT 4%, CK2 78 10 d i i f6f 5 28 1k R 50T 3
0. 93, AL BRZH (I YIAETE 24 d B S1.S2 20 fof T FF 4R T

200 mg/L

AL A EEER 43R 0. 90 5 0. 95, 33X Bt it B I 7570 4 1
[T K A PR BEFE 2R MR TR . T S3~S6 BA i LR 2 /K
523 d B EAFRICTRGEE. 7 49 d &,
CKl 5 CK2 s AL REE TREZE 0.19 5 0. 29,34
FREMBEME., MALEEL HxT B FE S B K W] 3k 20 d,
e T AR TR IR T , 22 1k B /K (P<<0. 05)

F* 3 TAALIE AT A XM 2 V)RR S RO

Table 3 The effects of pretreatment time on

vase fresh weight in Phalaenopsis

AR [B]
1d 3d 10d 17d 24d 31d 43d  49d

S1 1. 00 1.15 1. 06 1. 00 0. 90 0. 85 0.73 0.56
1. 00 1.16 1.07 1.02 0. 95 0. 83 0.70 0.57

1. 00 1. 20 1.10 1. 05 Lol 0. 88 0.80 0.62

S2

S3

S 1. 00 1.22 112 1. 04 1.03 0. 90 0.83 0.72

S5 1. 00 1.26 115 1.08 1.05 0. 95 0.88 0.76

S6 1. 00 1.15 1.10 1. 05 Lol 0. 85 0.80 0.70
CK1 1. 00 0.90 0.74 0.5 0. 31 0. 28 0.20 0.19

CK2 1.00 1.02 0.93 0.75 0.52 0. 34 0. 30 0. 29

1R 1 3B AT, AN ) T4k B R 10 e 7700 A R B
FARML, L S5(2. 0 mmol/ L) ¥ BE AL BRARHF W 5E = ) T ¢
BRI, TE 49 d B S5 R B AL R B R E
0. 76, FREVEBEAL g 2406, BN T3 n #) POk 5 b
B S5>84>S56>S3>82>S1>CK2>CKI1,

BORA UL T 283 Bisk B1UE A6 24 B 4 e
HET VALK 20 B WS By 17K 2 BOR R B T — %E 9 1E
P AT e T AR A3 8 52, SE LR 32, A 4 T B AU
AR T i A JE A A B SE G2 V)R TT 1]

2.2 N[F) STS Wk BEXS SR 22 UIAEEE 1 B8 Uitk [i]
HIRZ MR

MR 4.5 AT A, YN LM B8 B4 S5 o T IR A L X
ALY TEFE SR B R I8 AU R B R E T
K, i Bt >R fE DB 2 . B IR 25 CRIE O
L FALBRAT LASE R 2 1 e AR 4R 36 i i (], 5 % i CK1
FE LG » R (6] AT HELE 15. 75~26. 75 d, 55 CK2 AL, 4
RN AT LR 8. 75~19. 75 d, 444 T % J [|] 22 5 249 3K

R4 6THBLEBEXRE 1 KALFHBG A E

Table 4 Six kinds of pretreatments and the fade time of first flower

st HR SRR /A 5 CKL 2&5/d 5 CK2 25/d
S1 25.75 15.75 8.75
S2 25.75 15.75 8.75
S3 29.25 19.25 12.25
S 34.00 24. 00 17.00
S5 36.75 26.75 19.75
S6 30.75 20.75 13.75
CK1 10. 00 0. 00 —7.00
CK2 17.00 7.00 0.00
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e fB & K (P<<0.01), HAp WA K S5 KEN
2.0 mmol/L, ZbBREFE] F7 1. 5 h IG5 SR B , E 9 1
A5 26.75 . HIFR 4 ATH, WA IE -+ R ELACFE S 1Y
B 22 47 8 G W B 5 L X IR CKI1 ZE K Al 3k 20 d A
&, EFIKBEKFE.,

x5 CHHLEBEXRE 1 KA E « WK

Table 5 T-test among six kinds of pretreatments and
the fade time of first flower
BEKFE
hb3 tfH

0.05 0.01
6 b5 CK1 11.26% #

2.571 4,032
6 MAbF Y CK2 7.39% %

R RRAHATE 0. 01 K E 5 RERRBE.
Notes : Values followed by * * are significantly different from the control at 0. 01

level.

2.3 VR BT BRI 1 PR EE BT B 8K 2= Y048 SOD 1%
PR

A 1 AT, W 22 AR S AR P IR S5
Ab 3 b CK2 i) SOD HI 2 5t EFHE TR &S
LR E AR, CK1 9 SOD {8 & 8 F [, CK2 i SOD
TR IR/, A8 3 K B AR m iR 5 M2 F R, i
S5 AN HAESE 10 Kk Bl i w8, VI LR N B E e
BB R K, AR TR B AR B+ 3 .
TEBAMAR ], S5 AL FRAY SOD {E R4 E T CK2 5
CK1, 25 5355 i 2K F (P<<0.05), AbFEZH S5 1 SOD 3%
PETEJG B T PR 18 , R B P Y AgT B3 T BT
FIPREEVEF .

SOD # # 1A P9 7 2113 Bk 1 M 48 R 3 40 i B 7 4
A HiE KNS E YR U EbE STEESE X,
IR FE B , WK 2 T 4 B + AR 42 AR 43 B K SOD
TEPE 1 0 76 M 22V R B R R R T, X 5 AR
e B E R F RS .
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R RS

B 1 S5 FabEil R e T Eiik =417 SOD E R n
Fig. 1 The effect of S5 pretreatment preservations on
activity of SOD in Phalaenopsis
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2.4 BrfEuR B TIAL B + AR BB I R R S B ALY
2]

I 2 AT, S5 b PRFNZE 1B K X #R CK1,CK2 Y]
eI & B A LS R AR —B0, AR IE 9 1A 408 %
15 , B & A I ] AU FE 4 , CK2 AR & 85 10 KF
FELG I N ;{2 S5 b P 4 Bl A BR A B R A, HL T
BRI A . RS 2% WK, 58 24 XJ5,S5
SR # CK2,CK1 # L, %% 2 If & B & & ik 4 000,
5000 pg/g, 251k B 3 K (P<<0. 05) , 7 B AR & % 1)
TR REAR T 905 22 U040 P B I R Y & B BB U
ZIHWF K5I R

I S R 4 S 3B 3 VA 5 H B U IR 28
R AR R A S IR 8B T, LA B 1k K
AYTRAR ;s HLIA e B M58 28 1 K A 1 F T dE, DA 4%
FriRgs et JLPRTA WEAEA Yl , R Rk o
e, e v A R N IR E R S B R, Wik
JR R 7 B AE BB I WA ) T 32K 4y e i R AR B,
IR PR A VR A B A 0 22 D) AR B R R A BN IR
15 » VR HA EL K 2 il O BE e 0of R
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41
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GRS
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THIF M
Fig. 2 The effect of S5 pretreatment—preservations on

proline contents in Phalaenopsis
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T R R UIEB B A 2 )5, h T Z IE
WARFRAE 0 L3Rk 3 1, HAEREE — & & N AMESR
IR , WK 3R AR W3 R RS L SUE IR L L0
FRHE BT BR A BLAE (e RN DL AR B Ab B 2 T B
DIER T e e B AL Rt BALE BA, AT e
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JZ B LI B A A TSR TE VIR R N R B
BT, HAHA TN RE L Agh 5 70 %, 6Bk BI4EE T, H
SGEFE ATEAE AN R STS x5 2 ¢ 47 7%
HEATTUAL B, WA RO ] YD AE AR N 20 A R A R
Wi 5 i R B0 RE A £ (LB U 5 BB R AR A > AgNO,
T 24777 A2, 8- T R BR AE 1R 7K 205 A B » DA T Ik
BUNMESEHL IR TE , B Z TN B+ PR A WA 53 %oF
B 2 YD AE TR S W -5 A R A el e 6 0 o EL A A
B ARAP RN, T SE A T LA ) P8 ORI 4

PRI i LR R AL BRI STS ¥ B2 -+ IR & 3
Xof B E 2 L) A6 A fiof AR AL AR VB 1 e AR R A ek L A PR
RN S5 7 TH IR E , LIAL 2R S5 ¥R BE D 2. 0 mmol/ L+f#
i AL PR A5 2 JERUAFR T i B A0 T S5 T BB SE QB 1
AL I ] , i BT AR AU R /)y, I HL AT SEZR SOD 15 1
R R DB P PR 5 BB PO T R X B 8% O S R T AR 5E
HZWBRE 5 Sacher™ H3E i I A AUV He AR — 3L,

&% 30k
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Research on Preservatives of Cut Phalaenopsis Flower and
Related Physiological Influence

KONG Fang, LING Hong-long,XUE Zheng-lian, YANG Chao-ying
(College of Biological and Chemical Engineering, Anhui Polytechnic University , Wuhu, Anhui 241000)

Abstract; Taking Phalaenopsis amabilis Dtps. Ben Yu Star‘Red Dragon’ as test materials,the physiological influences of
different pretreatment solution and preservatives combinations on the vast life of cut flowers of Phalaenopsis amabilis
were studied. The results showed that the effects on the fresh weight and vase life of cut flower after pretreated by STS
and put at preservation were improved. The optimal treatments were 2. 0 mmol/L STS 1.5 h+preservatives(2% sucrose
200 mg/L 8-HQS+25 mg/L AgNO,). It was extremely significantly different from that of CK in the whole vase period.
The preservatives combination could prolonged the vase life,decreased the fresh weight of cut flower and SOD content,
slowed down the increase of amino acids contents. In comparison with control,the preservation could extend vase life of
cut flowers by 26. 75 d.

Key words: Phalaenopsis amabilis ;cut flower ;preservation
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