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Fig. 1 Effect of different preservatives on
vase-life of cutting rose
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Fig. 2 Effect of different preservatives on

fresh weight change rate of cutting rose
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Fig. 4 Effect of different preservatives on

diameter of cutting rose
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Effect of Different Preservatives on Rosa Chinensis

TAN Ping"? ,HUANG Zhao-yu’ ,ZHOU Xing-wen’ , LI Feng-qiong’ ,ZHU Yu-lin’
(1. Agricutural College of Guangxi University, Nanning, Guangxi 530004 ; 2. College of Life
Science and Technology, Yulin Normal University, Yulin, Guangxi 537000)

Abstract: In order to study the effect of different preservatives on cutting rose and screen suitable formula for
cutting rose. The preservation effect of five different preservatives on cutting rose were studied, the vase-life,
the rate of weight change of fresh flowers,water balance values and flower diameter of cutting rose were deter-
mined. The results showed that each treatment could extend the vase-life of cutting flower. The vase-life of the
cutting rose in different preservatives was 7~ 14 days, which delay 1~ 8 days than CK. Its maximum fresh
weight change rate was 108. 56 % ~131. 64% ,the treatment E 2% sugar,200 mg +L '8-HQ,100 mg+L ! cit-
ric acid,20 mg *L'6-BA and 0. 5% Ca(NQ;), was the most obvious in fresh weight increasing. The water bal-
ance of cutting down to negative values were the fifth which was more obvious,it’s the latest treatment arri-
ving to negative,and the absolute value of the negative was minimum. The best preservative effect was 2% sug-
ar,200 mg <L '8-HQ,100 mg-L "citric acid,20 mg *L16-BA and 0.5% Ca(NO,),.

Keywords: rose; preservative; preservative effect
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