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Effect of on the Preservation of Cut Flowering Peach
XIA Jing-hui
(School College of Life Science and Technology of Chongging University of Arts and Sciences, Chongqing 402160)

Abstract: To explore the physiological characteristics of cutting flower Prunus persica , {resh weight, water balance val-

ue, flowering rate, sugar content, protein content, malondialdehyde content were examined. The results showed that
the treatment A;B,C, D, (150 mg/L. CA+600 mg/l. VC+68 mg/L. STS+100 g/ sugar)had significant effect on dela-

ying senility of the flowers of Prunus persica. Comparing the poor treatment, the sugar content, fresh weight, protein

content were increasing 30%,22%,63% . respectively; And the malondialdehyde content was reducing 47%. Preach

branches had good absorbing water capacity and high flowering rate after treating with A;B,C,D;.

Key words: Prunus persica ;post-harvest ;senescence physiology

202



