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Research on Anti-aging of Cut Flowers

LIU Xiao-hui, YANG Ming, YANG Quan-—nv, LU Yue-ming

(Foshan University, Foshan, Guangdong 528000)

Abstract; In this study,with using four kinds of fresh liquid ratio, POD, SOD, CAT activity of three main agents of
protective enzymes and rate of fresh weight of lily carnation petals cut flower were measured and analyzed. The results

showed that POD in lily petals was more than carnations, SOD was similar between the two,CAT lily petals was more

than carnations. Four kinds of preservation solution on the ratio between the cut of the strong anti-sexual than CK,

which was the best ratio for treatment 4. Two kinds of cut flowers fresh weight ratio, water retention was the best

with treatment 4, study had shown that anti-cut fresh was decided by fruit internal than outside, the most critical

factor was the activity of the enzyme.
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