SAFY A §A 2 38 HAE A4 71T ANA R
X3 44 A

ZRANT AR 2987
"RgYetE APy ? A4S L LGN ETHR
1. H&

1990 ol E9] A FAEF 37 EZSIL F5%HFAN EF EESS Edvt
FA4H Jta Yo 53 FFAERETTAE H2 AR A ©maE 2000d o
A FHAA FEEHE IR IS A9 100%0] °18 FEE FHF ALAAAE
of Zte= XA U A4 FEo] B3 FohAIL UES WD Aok 2H Y A
Fol TR AgHE WHe ‘2879 £F3A 288 F de FEF FLS I%E
Ao distd XA Qe AIFE RIATE & XF AE” Yele $HF
Hdel HEHA Fu Ao
2 AFdAME JEG AEFRAAGFSE)E & % ZAsd IRE S9A 4R
olR oy £¥XFE EF LA AAF22EAN /T R AF #AFE AXNe Hsg
Fo WAE WA 2R BH /I 4B T3 FEANE AR Yk
Z, B 23 R FFo #9ste vAE R T ojgty T8 FFHE 2H
A FozA T BFEH JMAE BAsR, ¥ OJE T3 XA 1FII7HA
ZFed 7143 & e 714 EAA AL Bd dFE FHsATlEH Az
ATt

2. 48 2 ¥y
2.1 GFSE A& F2E&9 x4

=4 A8 (grapefruit) & TS 1 AEEE AASDL 2R FAEL FAs
22 ANY g, A9 FAS FAH UL 60-70T AZUAAN 30-60% F
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G AxAAY. Axd AF FTAE 5Cde 2&E7 fAHE A24d4A S
milling system© 2 80-320 mesh Z7|2 E43le Azxd ELF2 80% F+&£v)
glycerin 20%9) FJH &2 EFI F 4N A& FEHATYT F52 Q8 FEY
AA AGFEAFEES T Aol =AHE FAAAAN 54 2%, 49, Az
59 2AUsNA FZHE B dF HAIE AAEA AT FH A Fo] HES
st ed, 715 EF LAY HMAle 7] ¥ 40%, lactic acid 5%, citric acid 5%,
CaCOs(M EH/IES) 50% 24U &2 ZAF ELAEL dF4o2 A&y

2.2 GFSE®] #3 3 g &9 £

GFSE 2%4 &3 144 £8o2 &8sz, 4 £8E& =ob Enterobacter
pyrinusdl g AF A A7} E UV spectroscopyd T3 FAMstderd, 53] 3
gAo] 2 B 8& GC-Mass (Hewlett-Packard 5390B)2 A3t

23 g XFAAY Ax

EF AA Azd AHgE BEZE U DAMA AzE 895 nEYIHZE HEY
1, 894 FE= Valley beater ©]838td % 350 ml CSF7AA aafistgnt. 24
7] WollM el & AA F<Ad GFSEE BRFAI7] 98 X x589 FIF tsld
0.03%9] <%ol24 polyacrylamide(Ca-PAM)S Al43ch & 2 A: fHEo=2
A48 GFSE ¥2e 8% g9 F%d dstd 0, 2, 6, 10, 14 2 18%E A3 %
o WP 200 g/m’ol HES XNE FGAL I F CaC0:d 2LIH2 Azd
GFSE¢} Ca-PAME A3z vl gol wet ¥ ¢ 302 5 EE aWr|diA ddst
A EFAY F AHzs2R 7164 TAPPI T 2200 A8ty X8t

24 ¥ 949 F44 2 AsF9g A= A HAA
GFSEZ7l Aalg EAAxlo) i3 F7iy HAFL FATFEAM Gram AT
Staphylococcus epidermidis®}  Bacillus cereus, Gram S4¥ Staphylococcus

epidermis® Pseudomonas aeruginosa, =%°| Fusarium sp. ¥ &5 Candida
albicans® ©) &3} disk plate methodE AF&3t] ZHALe e}

-121-



3.4% ¥ u%
3.2 GFSE £%9 g% #x 2 g%

CaCOsol &8 GFSE® & A& 27l 9 1245 mo)Y R, A8 22 GFSEZ}
&5l dE CaCOs= 10-65 um Alold] F2 BXHol glx, 10 umolsts < 35%
=g A A

3.2 HPLCA 9% §F &9 3 2 53

Cig-reverse phase column chromatography$ ©]&3% GFSEQ 2zt 2827 GF,, GFy
GFs, GFy, GFs¢] 5 £802 FddAY. & £8& 358z %389 E pyrinus
o AR Aug dFE HAEE 2ASAEY GFel 0" 37 42 A
A aR7 gE3dE AE & F AN GFSEY &7 4R S o Aoz
A47] 9)8te) GFs #8L GC-MassZ 2Asgon 1 Zd3 o 6717 o]Ate] 23
o] EFH UASE ¢ & AU Gas chromatography= EA & A, o] 2 peak
o g mass/charge®] ¥l$} A¥MEY JFHom B @, 94FoJAe peakE
l—chlorb-Z—methyl—benzene (o-toluene)®] 4z AX&Hch 10.0%) e peaks)
7d$-9l= N, N-dimethyl-benzenemethaneamine®] %43 Ax&5.o9, 30629 peak
t 1-[2-(2-ethylethoxy)ethoxyl-4-(1,1,3,3-tetramethyl)~benzene® 2 FAto] Ax& ¢
o ool2id EMEL EA9 AAolY o= Hol GF.9 T ARoz QA=
oJ# vt 1 99 peakE mass/charge H|¢} AMEH FAlozE= 3 230l F3Q
A AFAs7] olgRen 6 AU EHo] 2 7HY

33 GFSE7I 719 X3 949 A=fAY

GFSE7F A2d 3 9A7 e A Fve gy HERAFE Hrer] 969
TOAZ7R 4R AT A2 BAF FaE AE S0 dag AAF 93
AL Fig. 19] Yyehd viet 23, GFSE 271 2%9} 6% & AJstne 488 X
& ZE AT 2AAM 50% o2 BAF B2 e&e AT F, GFSE My B3 A
AT Faede 74 de FVBAE 2717 oY ed, clRL T3 A9 98
d HE A7t 44 -OHZIE ®el 7H1 glo] A3yl AYz e 89 F4&

£2A717] WEeolch, @ekA GFSE A7t 9o ¥xe 2438 e %}Xl god Ao
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Fig. 1. Weight loss rate of cut roses packed by the non-sized GFSE-treated paper.

Fig. 2& GFSE Add ¥ 99| Alkyl Ketene Dimer(AKD)Z Aleld A&
< u Jebd Hste] AF FAEL WEE B9 FEC. GFSE A 5o @Al A
o]ZA7t ANFAJUSATE FE #FiE AL TAAATL, FE F2d FEIF 4T
3 a8 AL A% 4 YU Fig. 13 vlzs) Bgg o des] L M ¥
2 A E GFSEW Mad TF X o) ws) Aol &8 BHf & oF 45-50% 3
= AR Aoz Yepkth

I Y T T T T T T v T

~—a-— GFSE 0% + AKD 1%
~ =& — GFSE 2% + AKD 1%
- o

50

40 =0~ GFSE 14% + AKD 1%
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Fig. 2. Weight loss rate of cut flowers packed by the sized GFSE-treated paper.
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3.4 GFSE A¥d ¥3 949 a9

GFSE7} Alg X3 ¥4X9 8789 HAhe 237} Fig. 39 JEh . Fig. 3¢
(A)¢}.(B)x Gram S4#, (O (D)= Gram ¥ di§ ¢ 34 RAFE
A}Rlolt}, Fig. 3914 verd £AEL GFSEQ #H71%S velyn JedH, GFSEZL
6% ol M7td XF AX(2-6) FHLE FF AL e &o] FAHHA de
AE B2E 5 Yxn, ¥F 4L GFSES #71Fo] 371845 dS AR AL 4
A2 5 AAd.

(a) Escherichia coli (b) Pseudomonas aeruginosa

(¢) Staphylococcus epidermidis (d) Bacillus cereus
Fig. 3. Inhibitory effect of GFSE-treated packaging paper on microbes: 1. GFSE
0%, 2. GFSE 2%, 3. GFSE 6%, 4. GFSE 10%, 5. GFSE 14%, and 6. GFSE 18%.
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4. 32 8

29 FE 1497 ASHA s Ao ohJe}t 7139 Aok el - Ak
ZF= Wid HEn glow Fa9 FFol EFIY wie 717 WEo] AN wA
A SHFE AvARA FH7ld HEb fXE A FFEH7] A e AERA R
WA & 7154 A7l MeEst dgEoof jith o9k Fe HAL :Eo] B
TFoME gHlFe £8 F HEEAEY o € AFE AAT + QA= BHI H
AdgdAloln HEAYA AEFFAFEZE(GFSE)S £ gxd Aagdozn A% 2 &
T FU Astie H#Hs 9wxXE J1%E /MY & Utk GFSEY ¥}F AERe
Cis—reverse phase column chromatography’} ZZ@ HPLCY ¢s) &g &dqx:,
GFSE7t A8ld X% X< d3Fe ¥ 5& Fod 389 &, %o 2 A=
dat] 2HE FZFHE LHATE EF GFSEZE XY EF 9X o) AKDE Ato]A
AYE SRS W EFE MR FE &4& dAFgoEN AzFe HAEE gL 2
A FAE 4 AAT
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