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Effects of Disinfectant Agents on Microorganisms in Fresh—Cut Coriander

ZHANG Li', LIU Lu*, ZHANG Wentao’, CHEN Zhouyao*, WANG Mian*, LIU Yanyi*, JIANG Li*
(1. College of Education and Humanity, Suzhou Vocational University , Suzhou 215104, China; 2. College of
Food Science and Technology, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095 China;3. Fruit and Vegetable
Horticulture Station, Wuzhong District, Suzhou 215107, China)

Abstract. The sterilizing effect of individual sodium hypochlorite (NaClO), chlorine dioxide (ClO,)
and peracetic acid (PA) on fresh-cut coriander were investigated. The results showed that the most
effective disinfectant agent for fresh-cut coriander was ClO, with the aerobic plate count in the range
of (2.08~2.79) 1g(CFU/g). NaClO took second place with the range of (1.43~2.29) 1g(CFU/g), and
peracetic acid (PA) was the weakest disinfectant agent. The results based on single-factor and
orthogonal experiments indicated that the optimum conditions for treating fresh-cut coriander with
chlorine dioxide were concentration of 60 mg/L, time of 10 min and solution to fresh-cut product
ratio of 8 mL : 1 g. Based on 16S rDNA high-throughput sequencing technology, seven bacterial
species were isolated and identified from fresh-cut coriander, which were Erwinia, Pseudomonas,
Aeromonas, Acinetobacter, Rahnella, Rhizobium and Enterobacter. ClO, could effectively reduce

three bacterial species, which were Rhizobium, A cinetobacter, and Aeromonas.
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T e , 18 S LY 5 R BT SRIAE S o

i S LR T AR A B BB AR B R 0 R
FFB Al o 2R S S5 Gl W, BAEARIE 5 A 2, HoR
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B, T S BRI AET S 2R KA AN
C L E AR A S TR BT . BT IR
ficf 25 A T AE 414U (WHO) B — EL S5 Al
Gz A On RN, R E T R e i TR AR
SR T 7R T R R S R0
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SEOTRALFREEY) SE 2, 0 R I8 A T 8 U 56 32 19 e
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DISeZRMAMEFE, 70 EEBUN 5 BUS AR
DASYY S A 200 M 4R T S ) 58 527 il PR 22 b

1 wrl5HE

L1 e d A
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1.2 FERAFRLE

121 £&XA KA AL LEHIR
FACEN R R TR A BN CFLRE
WL — S IR A A A AR IR R IR N | KR AR L
JRER ARG R AR R OB A RE R
PR 5 s R B IR IR AL A AT
SK1201-UNIQ-10 #¥ = 4t 7 5 Kl 2H DNA Hift 44 12 5]
8%,

122 &ME DJ300 K% FRY. b3z
FIHTAL RS R G A B A 77 s YXQ-SG41-280 F-4&
KRN ZERK AR . iR A AR A
H) 77l s SW=CJ-1FD 35 TAE &« 70 4 42 A 05 M 42
TS SRS B A 77 i GRP-9160 74 g 7k 5K 5
TR FRAE . AR AR S U A BR 2 | 77 i s X W -
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KW, F . R EVRE 8 b 5T 3 69 R AR

it 33730 MF 434X . 38 EABT 23 W) 7 il s Ho-1 fill
RYR VKA . VA o5 A DL B S ) S A8 T 5 B
% 4% 22 45 . Gene Genius 2 &) F5 i o
1.3 KA *
131 HeeZm A A e g Phisdoenrt TP
1 TJoHe B B AR —BUW AR b BE ) S, &
MR KGR M T 2 J0KE, R
YR EN (5.2 mg/L) BiL il B 2 4k ok 0,50,
100,150,200 .250 mg/L [ %W, W5 pH 4351 A
6.32.10.33 .11.37.,11.70,11.90 .12.07
TAALS (8 mg/L) T BT R 0,20,

40.60.80,100 mg/L & H,
3.16.2.87.2.73.2.56 2.41,

R R (15.7 mg/L) , i A VR (VKRS R AR 1R )
B W (G A AL S LUA TR L 10:8 45 1000 mg/L
VR, BN 24 h JERBEL 0,50,100.,150,200.250 mg/L,
M5E pH 43914 6. 93 4.79 .4.03.3.78 .3.60.3.52,,
132 3 AP RE A A LA 3 U IE AR e Ak

Lféaﬁz%mﬁwﬂz%ﬁu ARG Ak v B 5 A B 2
B, 3 Pl )AL B R A DL AR 1L A AL AR S TR R
AT B A 3 K,

M 5E pH 53514 5.90

1 IMEEFLES#YTENRBR

Table 1 Table of the tests of three different sterilization methods for fresh—cut coriander

Ji 4 W 5/ (mg/LL) 2 Y@ 5} [B] /min

0.50.100,150 200,250
(10 min, 8 ml:1 g)

. 0.20.40.60.80,100
e (10 min, 8 mL;1 g)
A 0.50.,100,150,200,250
SO WA

(10 min, 8 mL;:1 g)
133 —RACHFER A R L(3Y) IER R, X
Qb H R (20,40 .60 mg/L) Ak BEEFE] (25,10 min) |
KFEERBTRR L (4 mli] g 8 mLil g 12 mLil g) =
PR R AT 1 22 1, X B 2H g 3 7K e T B2 T K e S
FFHIBIRE S, IESCIER R LA 2,
2 ZEUSLETEMNETRER
Table 2 Orthogonal table of the tests of treating coriander

with chlorine dioxide

Y] 4 5
S JB £ Wk 3/ (mg/LL) A5 1] /min

1 20 2 4:1
2 20 5 8:1
3 20 10 12:1
4 40 2 8:1
5 40 5 12:1
6 40 10 4:1
7 60 2 12:1
8 60 5 4:1
9 60 10 8:1
10 T 7K BE i X I 4

11 ERISTAERIN |

14 WEEFRSTE
141 ®WH% &4 ZM GB/T 4789. 2—2016,

K S AR i 4 L/ (mLeg)

2.5.10.15 4:1.8:1.12:1
(150 mg/L., 8 mL:1 g) (150 mg/L., 10 min)

2.5.10.15 4:1.8:1.,12:1
(60 mg/LL, 8 mL:1 g) (60 mg/L., 10 min)

2.5.10.15 4:1.8:1.12:1

(150 mg/L, 8 mL:1 g)

142 XmA#H ZM GBIT 4789.3—2016,
1.5 HAEMNSB4LERE

TCWAEE T FRE 25 g fif U) 50 32 B A 225 mL
T AE B K AR, B T HE IR 80 r/min, 3
20 min, 7 BRERE SRR BE 2 1107, 1x10%,1x107
SANEREL 1 mL AR A TR L B
Wi BEFE A 2 A5, [RIE 23 0 W 1 mIL o A= 2
ERACMA 2 TR LN AEZS X B &aﬂ%ﬁpm
B AR R B 2% 0 - L, 9 % 3 1 Lol LR 5 44
5], F(36£1) CHEH 57 (48+2) h, ﬁﬂﬁﬁi
3 WK MRS A TR ) A A 0 S TR 1Y) 6 RTRR AR, O
TE UL S T Pk B TR 7, R P AR R0 4Rk T4 AR
AR SR A il . T (36£1) CHE & fH iR 57
(48+2) h, #Z4lifk 5 1%,

PeHaifb s 5 AN PR F T AR EE A
JRAHE , T (36+1) CHAIE fH R I% (24+2) h, &ET
4 CYKF H R
1.6 HAEHESMNE
1.6.1 H%EH AL ML 5 R F I E
RN HVRIE A (TR I B | TR T 3R AR IE O
5% THRS5E 2HMNE EGEW  ZEEERN
DI NGNS A,

162 F=2KFEéE S GB/T 4789.28—2013,

(150 mg/L., 2 min)
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17 16S rDNA FIIMA MR ERELZ BEREL
1.7.1 DNA 428  Z M Lifg A4 T SK1201-UNIQ-
10 AN B IE 4 DNA Fh 4238570 & a B B 84
1.7.2 PCR ¥ ¥ %@ 4 16S rDNA 57

DBIYFH B 5 27 F.5'-AGAGTTTGA
TCCTGGCTCAG-3"; [ a1 51 %) 1492R (1510) :5'-GG
TTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3',

2)PCR J Mif& R E# 1 (50 pl) B DNA
10 pmol, E¥i#5149) 1 wL, FUE514 1 pL,dNTP Mix
1 plL,10xTaq reaction Buffer 5 wlL, & ff 5 R 5
(5 U/pL) 0.25 wL, T 4K b 2 2 50 pl,

3)PCR FF#E 98 CHIA M 5 min;95 CAE
£ 35,55 Ci k 35 5,72 CHEfH 90 s,35 MG,
SEAH 8 min,
1.8 MELTE

¥ PCR 7™ #p3% 2100 7 23 /) 3647 0 5 4 ) 58
B 16S tDNA J¥ 8 7€ GenBank (NCBI) H #f 17
BLAST &, F-#AHUF 51 9 T 46, MEGA # 4
TR R GE K B W AP E
1.9 #HiEsE

Bl e 3k E E A, R Excel SPSS
18.0 , 1F 3¢ ¥ T Bl T 55 40 4 X E5 s 2R 47 73 #r

| 2 s sdhin

2.1 3 FUR B A E R AR XY SEE R R AR M SN
211 REABMER FZAENEZERBAARGY
o B1— 3 5300 R R R AN AN R BT v (K
ARG 8 mL:1 g 10 min) | A [A] 4b B B 1]
(J5t 4 W BE 150 me/L K SRAA BB i 1 8 mL:1 g) Al
NIRRT & . (R E 150 mg/L, 10 min)
XiF 56 57 T A TR B BB SR L T KRR 55
ST A Y SVECHR 2 IR TS K VR T (P<0.05) , 5 %)
B (35 7K B J5 ) A L, 0 mg/L &b B HE B0 A4 % 1 |- T 5
T8 Uk B 23 A0 42 bsF () 398 00 A G, A% 4 B BT 95 B
Y5 FEAR (P<0.05) . & 1 2 B B b BR v B T8 B
HERBBERTRE LAE FRMBEHER, Hp
150 mg/L &b ¥ 41 B 7% S B0 AIK, 200 mg/L 119 4b 2R
Sl e S AU, B PG %, 250 me/L 4b
BT PR R AR G AR W B (LU B o 2 51 A 4 21
P B 5 kA AR R, R ER 150 me/L kb Bk
JE &2 RN 3 3 B i b 3 A () A2E RN K R
VA BB e TR LA, 2o 10 min 2b 3

WFE] 5 8 mL:l g ASRARFR B & be sl i AR fe AL, 15
min A PRI (] <, 51 56 22 2H U0, 34 9

00
WEOKBERT KR O 50 100 150 200 250
B R &/ (mg/L)

1 XREBRWARRERE (10 min,8 mL:1 g) T EH
RS Al
Fig. 1 Effects of different concentrations on aerobic plate

treated  with
hypochlorite (10 min,8 mL:1 g)

0
TH/KBERT F?kﬁtF 2
Lﬁﬁltﬂ/mm

count in coriander sodium

6.00 -
5.00 -
4.00 r
3.00
2.00 -
1.00 +

[ 7% 4/ 1g(CFU/g)

B2 RS NAE AL E A E (150 mg/L.8 mL:1 g)Xf T3
EE2=% 40k
Fig. 2 Effects of different processing time on aerobic plate
count in coriander treated with sodium hypochl -
orite (150 mg/L,8 mL:1 g)

Fﬂq%f: 4:1
AR R EL /(mL: g)

6.00 a
5.00 |
4.00 |
3.00
2.00
1.00 +

ik S 4L/1g(CFU/g)

0.00

TH/KBERT

B3 XESRMHLERABAZERKRELLE (150 mg/L.
10 min) Xf 5 Z H % S H 0 E
Fig. 3 Effects of different ratio of solution to vegetable on
aerobic plate count in coriander treated with
sodium hypochlorite (150 mg/L,10 min)

F 3K 5 7R AR A R B (UK
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RO, E R R A AT B b SR 0 R AR

HRRL

SRFUF R 8 mL:1 g 10 min) A [] 4b B A} (5]
(BT 3V B2 150 mg/L K SEARFRBT i [E 8 mli1 ) il
ANFEIKCERB T & L (B W 150 mg/L .10 min)
X 6 32 2 T K B R DRI A AOR . e SRR KRR
R T AR AR 1~2 DR 2, 5 IR (WK
VeI ) A B, A5 A PR M TR 3 R B2 1 A4 KR
B H B 2E 4 518 150 mg/L 250 mg/L(#3),
2 min(F 4) M 4 mL:1 g .8 mL:1 g( 5), 5RH# K
LA A FRZE AR Fe 90T R A 22 R K, T UK SRR A
A —E L L B AR R (HASCR I A I

®3 REBWAERERE (10 min,8 mL:1 g) W EEX

B 1 B B0 2 1
Table 3 Effects of different concentrations on enumeration

of coliform in coriander treated with sodium

hypochlorite (10 min, 8§ mL:1 g)

b B B KR SRR 4
Joi 1 W/ (mg/LL)
T8 7K Ve 2 583.33
HRVE G 25.56
0 63.89
50 25.56
100 8.33
150 <8.33
200 10.00
250 <8.33

® 4 REE W E LA E (150 mg/L.8 mL:1 g) 4 3%
PR A

Table 4 Effects of different processing time on enumeration

of coliform in coriander treated with sodium
hypochlorite (150 mg/L, 8 mL:1 g)

Ak B D TR R YR SRR R Ko TR R 5
Ab FHL R ] /min (MPN/g)
15 K R 127 777.78
KR 6 666.67
2 119.44
5 666.67
10 416.67
15 258.33

RS REBWLEMARAFERREL (150 mg/L,
10 min ) X% 52 22 X B7 B 8 89 5 1
Table 5 Effects of different ratio of solution to vegetable
on enumeration of coliform in coriander treated
with sodium hypochlorite (150 mg/L,10 min)

Kb B35 R KK SRAR BRI B b/ K G A B L
(mL:g) (MPN/g)

TH 7K YE R 2 555.56

K UEE 255.56
4:1 <8.33
8:1 <8.33
12:1 25.56

212 —AKA LA EFAETEERBALRGY
W & 4— 6 4B AL ECR R TR (K
SEARFUR 8 mLi1 g 10 min) AN R 2 BRAS a] (5
W 60 mg/L ACERBUT & H 8 mLil g) FIAS[F] /K 5
IR H (B8R W 60 mg/L 10 min) X 56 22 1
PR 7 BB A AR K VRS A 56 2 3 T TR R
KR 2 % T 1 K VE AT (P<0.05) , 5 % BR (3% 7K Bk
JE R LE B 74 BB O mg/L Ak 38 5 0] BRA Y | HA
Ab PR B FRAR (P<0.05) . 18] 4 R BT Bl AL 21V 2 T
5, VR BRSBTS TR 3 80 me/L b3
N KU 41,100 mg/L &b B 5| 6 58 32 41 4L 47
B A YiE Y, 5 R TR AT 80 mg/L AbHH
SR Ay e 0k i I AR E IS, 60 me/L AbFH A
A4 ) R A S BCEE AR K S | S B IO B R R
J iR JE 60 me/L, &l 5-6 3 B B b B[R] 4E KA
KRR, W& SBEE ETHE TR, %
JE TR AR S A B ) K B B R S8 0 AR R
AV, NG s G KRS, 0 10 min &b A
OB, AKSERBURR 12 mLi1 g Wl SOR I T
Ha24,

6.00 -
5.00 +
4.00 -
3.00 -
2.00+

7% S 50/1g(CFU/g)

1.00

0.00
HKBERT iEKBESE O 20 40 60 80 100
JoU R i /(mg/L)

B4 ZSEUESFTEABEE=RE (10 min,8 mL:1 g) X TEH
EBREHZ N0
Fig. 4 Effects of different concentrations on aerobic plate
count in coriander treated with chlorine dioxide
(10 min,8 mL:1 g)
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6.00
5.00
4.00
3.00
2.00 |
1.00
0.00

/lg(CFU/g)

T B

/KPR (ﬁﬂwﬂi}: 2
LEEHIEﬂ/mm

5 ZREASAELLERE (60 mg/L.8 mL:1 g)XfxE
& B HH R0
Fig. 5 Effects of different processing time on aerobic plate
count in coriander treated with chlorine dioxide
(60 mg/L,8 mL:1 g)

/R PERT FﬂqjtF 41
TRE AR B bb/(mL: g)

Be —ESEHUSAENARKEERRE=E (60 mg/L.
10 min) M= ZEHE S BT

Fig. 6 Effects of different ratio of solution to vegetable on

6.00 -
5.00 -
4.00
3.00 -
2.00 -
1.00 +
0.00

7% M 8/1g(CFU/g)

aerobic plate count in coriander treated with
chlorine dioxide (60 mg/L,10 min)

#* 6—% 8 7l “EHAAA R BEEE (K
SERFUR AL 8 mLi1 g 10 min) AR BRAS [A] (5
e 60 mg/L KRR LE 8 mLsl g) FIAS [l 7K S
PRARFR R e (W 60 mg/L 10 min) X 56 2% K 1
R TR RRE DR AT S8R, 56 2 220 K e I R TR R
e AR 1~2 SRR, 50 IR (KU R ) A
AN B R B (R 6) SRl K SRR B BT & L (3R 8)2
A 3 2H 240 TR M R AR RS A R EOK P AN [R] Ak
HRUS[R] (3% 7) Ak R i T B0 i T HE O 55 i AR
RE 4% ] 75 R B F (BT AT PR 7 BLAROK R 25 1
I id, AR S RT A A T 56 S 2 TR M T RO
A2 AR F-

213 SRCHRIRNFRAESLERAZARAY
v T 9 o3 it A O MR [ R (K
SRR A 8 mIi1 g 10 min) AS[] b PRET ] (5T &
WEE 150 mg/L KSEARFRT R LG 8 mLs1 o) FIAS[A] K2
PR L LG (BT R B2 150 mg/L, 2 min) X 56 22 K 1

x6 ZHLUEARERERKE (10 min, 8 mL:1 g) X EE KX
g0k )
Table 6 Effects of different concentrations on enumeration
of coliform in coriander treated with chlorine
dioxide (10 min,8 mL:1 g)

Kb 3 A T S — AR A ST R Ry TR 5 13
W/ (mg/LL) (MPN/g)
T8 7K BE T 2 055.56
THKBEE <83.33
0 <8.33
20 <8.33
40 <8.33
60 <8.33
80 <8.33
100 <8.33

£7 “SHEFEAENE(60 mgL.8 mL:1 g) 33
PN R Al

Table 7 Effects of different processing time on enumera—

tion of coliform in coriander treated with
chlorine dioxide (60 mg/L.,8 mL:1 g)

Kb B AE T e — 4R Ak G Ak B K T R % B

Fsf 18] /min (QUIR\VEY)
i 7K BE R 4 166.67
WK kS 583.33

2 38.89

5 25.56

10 119.44

15 10.00

®8 —HUSAERARKFEREREL (60 mg/L.
10 min) X} 55 ¥ X }7 E B M
Table 8 Effects of different ratio of solution to vegetable

on enumeration in coliform of coriander treated
with chlorine dioxide (60 mg/L,10 min)

Kb PR B K 7K SRR R A LG/

K T T o

(mL:g) (MPN/g)
TH 7K BEHT 2 555.56
WK ke 255.56

4:1 <8.33
8:1 <8.33
12:1 <8.33

TR 74 S B TR SO L T K RIS B T S R I A TR A
BUER 5 A% T8 K YERT (P<0.05) . &l 7 2 B Fifi 4k 3
WETE, WEABREL LT E TR LT
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RO, E R R A AT B b SR 0 R AR

B3

i

ot

#4150 mg/L AL FREH Ay e SR A, 50 IR (T 7K Tk
J7) MIH,0.50 mg/L F1100 mg/L 4 FF£H B 7% KR
X B 22 BAR v B 4 4 £ R %o 56 7 2 THI Ul 1 G
B0, ST PR A A A0 R B 0 5 | A Bl A s e v VR
U =Wl Al S A i R R (N RIS (= 1
TR, RE A KRG RS, R E ST
150 mg/L Ji5 Uk B AR B i T B, TRl 8 3 B i Ak BB
] HE K | B VA B S TS T R 3,2 min &b
A N B KRB 2, AT o 55 2 R 1 1 e
B9 FHIRAFH/KEIM, FEVE SBE T E S K
SERBUT R 4 mLs ] g Uk s R e A

6.00
5.00 t
4.00
3.00 r
2.00

Wik B4/ 1g(CFU/g)

1.00

0.00

EKPERT EkBEE O 50 100 150 200 250
T ik B /(mg/L)

E7 SEZBARKRERE (10 min,8 mL:1 g) XM xEH
ERHRREN
Fig. 7 Effects of different concentrations on aerobic plate
count in coriander treated with peracetic acid
(10 min,8 mL:1 g)

7% 5 80/1g(CFU/g)
w
(=)
(=}

b
e C cd d
2.00 -
1.00
0.00 s \ ) ‘ ‘
HKDERT HAUERE 2 5 10 15

AL PR [7]/min

B 8 FEZEAEALERE (150 mg/L.8 mL:1 g) Xt #
EREISS EAl

Fig. 8 Effects of different processing time on aerobic plate
count in coriander treated with peracetic acid

(150 mg/L,8 mL:1 g)
# 9—3& 11 705 Jy i 8 S TR AN ) Jo vk J3E (K
SEARFUF R HE 8 mL:1 g .10 min) . A [f] &b 3 A (7]
(J5T f v B 150 me/L, ZKSEARFR Tt L 8 mL:1 g) il

AN TR KRR T B L (B YR E 150 mg/L .2 min) X}
67 % TR PR AE U PR R AR L SE S AWK kR K
¥ VR 0 3 AR AR 1~2 S BB 2, 5 0 R (I K ok
Je ) H L, BR 250 mg/L(3 9) 4b B 2K A iy 14 A K
il 76 35 I 7K ST, 3 AU He A4 Ak B K R 1
U R A 2 ok AR TR VR R 1 R K i R R 1Y)
R RO R GT 5 R BB FR AL, 2 min (3R 10)
A4 mLil (£ 11) b F AL 5 31 R 3k vk i e K s
41, AT O3t 4R 2 T 1 Ak R s pe K L U

SR
b c
I | . I
| | | 8:1 | 12:1

EkdEE 41
IREABUR B H/(mLig)

6.00 -
5.00 L
4.00 -
3.00 -

2.00

7% S 5/1g(CFU/g)

1.00 +

0.00

(K VLR

B9 STHRZEBRAERNARKEERR=L (150 mg/L,
2 min) X SEEE F S HH MW
Fig. 9 Effects of different ratio of solution to vegetable on
aerobic plate count in coriander treated with
peracetic acid (150 mg/L,2 min)
9 STREZBARRERE (10 min,8 mL:1 g)XEE X
F7 & B¥ B9 2 )
Table 9 Effects of different concentrations on enumeration
of coliform in coriander treated with peracetic
acid (10 min, 8 mL:1 g)

b 5845 % B3 R 2
J5i it ¥R 3/ (mg/L) (MPN/g)
15 K R 2 555.56
WKk R <83.33
0 >3 055.56
50 >3 055.56
100 58.33
150 38.89
200 20.56
250 <833

214 3 APREA A AT ER A AR 3Fp
U AT 71 Ak B BE A A8k 2D S S 2 T Y TR B, (H
YEMRORAAAE 22 57 . IRATREN . A LA L O
A 3 B KU PR 20 437 150 mg/L .8 mL:1 g b3
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R£10 TRZEHEARELIEFE (150 mg/L.8 mL:1 g)Xf 5%
EXGHEBENEN
Table 10 Effects of different processing time on enumera—
tion of coliform in coriander treated with
peracetic acid (150 mg/L,8 mL:1 g)

b B AT K i R 2 R Ak B KT T B

Hsf 18] /min (QUIR\VEY)
T8 7K BE AT 2 555.56
K BEJE <83.33

2 25.56

5 63.89

10 258.33

15 41.67

11 TEHZBLERFAEAKEZEERFEEE (150 mg/L,
2 min) 3 322 X B E B RS

Table 11 Effects of different ratio of solution to vegetable

on enumeration of coliform in coriander treated

with peracetic acid (150 mg/L,2 min)

Kb T R K SR AR R T R b/ K T %
(mL:g) (MPN/g)
B K UERT 305 555.56
THRBES 12 777.78
4:1 666.67
8:1 >3 055.56
12:1 805.56

10 min (KRB & 1), 80 mg/L.8 ml:1 g ZbFf
10 min (AP T HE W EE ), 150 mg/L 8 mL:1 g 4b 3
10 min( b BE 5T & ok ) 5 & K B R o
M 2.29 1g(CFU/g) .2.79 lg (CFU/g) .0.99 lg (CFU/g) .,
AR SRR RO i IRE RN IR Z i R O
e 55 ELUSU A AR 25 0 3 ol sl 1A 7R Ak 3 X S 2 R T T
THF 1) 42 1 S0 SR 5 TRT 8 RBBORE AR, D IR A 2 555
WRUCh : A A AR R R

SR AR 7 N 2R A 2 R TR R | VR ) A
A R K B | 2 4 1 AR g R e A e R
(8 B A A 2 AR B DA S 0 U TR RO S A o
$E S SR S DT R R AT IE A2 3 5 DA i R L Ak
P B e B Ak B ) A0 K S AR R R L G A A
J5, A8 R S R S 5 A B e R AT
AN T T 0 B2 X6F 56 522 T 390 T Al A 400 19 52 i a3
22 ZEHSEXRHENTERERIRMMAML

AR FH = R =K IE 5, LAt ¥
3 THT T V% S RN i T AR BOHE S 7 08 T ORI

& FE bR, LA AT S5 00 0 08 B R0 i O vk . 1EBC
IR 12,

F UL A4 A 45 SR AT a1, = AN PR e ¥ 3K i
BRI 74 S B0OR R M BB 51 S I Sy Kb PR B A
JE > b B[R] > K SEAARFR 5E L B A S BOR K e
BRI U B R R A, AR 12 mT A B
AL ST R T B3 R S0 =2 R T T VR S ECR K
B TR AT 28 T U /L i Ak B TR] A A K T K R
e BT TR, KR RFECE B T, 4 AR
J B Rl 60 me/L, AbFREE] R 10 min B, B V% S
BRI K Ji VAT AR RSO L0 IR IR . — AR A U U
TG VA VRPN S U R A P ) A IR R R R
T b /L T S T I TR A A SO R W T R 5
Aab JHRRY P T B | S 2 e R Y A B TR ), R
PRI BT, KSR L 8 mlil g AL B TR
SVEORN R B TR BB R B R A, R E T b
FHAA W] S5 2t (9 56 32, K SEARFR BT 8 18 4 mL:1 g FIK
/D P HOGE S AN AR 5 DA R 7T o ek, K SR AR U
HH12 mLil g K Z RN T AL &l N R
UR 0 B B, — e B L 0S5 T U8R ) ) D A
R

g5 ik I IE 22 IR e T A FRA A 9 41,
RUZH5 AsBsCy NI o S5 G 5632 2R 11 1 e V&
BORR o AR IR 0 R A SR B R 2
O TR 60 mg/L AL B E] 10 min , 7K SR
AT I 8 mLi1 g,
23 HEESUARLER

WD) 5657 v 4 88 7 FRAS TR TR AR 430
5O 1.2.3.C11.Y4 C1.12, Z3 B ARAF A9 7 Bl bk
MR IE S A EVE LS LE 13 fE 10, #4955
BEARAT 7 FER B 04 DA AR A 8 R R TE R S
PRI R0 . B R 4 o S IO B, 2 Rk
A WEFE 7 R R TRE] W BR Y4 bk
A, HARE POARBEE, R EDEHRIE , 85
G A B, Y4 TR R B R AE R ot A B ok TR 4k St
FER B AR
2.4 407 16S rDNA FIlMA T ELEEER

A PG AR R R B AR ) 16S tDNA F BE, 4
JEHILEXT, H MEGA R4 2 0 40 T8 3R 48 K 8 3 &
J7 B I 8 UL VD 11— 17, DT A S 200 B o i, DB
YISt o s sl b A5 200 7 BRAN B, o] 0 FEN BUB
R B0 B S, A T1— 17 AR S R R
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KW, F . R EVRE 8 b 5T 3 69 R AR
R12 ZEASEXLHENTERERROIM
Table 12 Effects of orthogonal treatments by chlorine dioxide on aerobic plate count and enumeration of coliform in
coriander
C s
A B : T 7 SR R T 4
=) . K d}i /D\ ﬁ% E=2 //
i TRV P (mg/L) fif i1l /min e 2 i B IR e lg(CFU/g) (MPN/g)
(mlig)
1 1 1 1 4.02 3 055.56
2 1 2 2 3.70 1277.78
3 1 3 3 3.38 666.67
4 2 1 2 3.13 416.67
5 2 2 3 3.78 1277.78
6 2 3 1 245 119.44
3 1 3 2.03 119.44
8 3 2 1 2.27 63.89
9 3 3 2 1.81 25.56
10 T 7K BE Hif 4.44 305 555.56
11 K BER 391 30 555.56
K, 3.700 3.060 2913
o K, 3.120 3.250 2.880
bl K, 2.037 2.547 3.063
R 1.663 0.703 0.183
K, 1 667.670 1 197.223 1 079.630
. K, 604.630 873.150 573.337
e K; 69.630 270.557 687.963
R 1 597.040 926.666 506.293
R4 4 ABC/ABL,
ER/405g RA >RB>RC/RA >RB > RC

Cl11

Y4

cl

12

R13 SBERBTHRENEERSSEERSHE

Table 13 Description of 7 isolated strains’ colonial morphology and cell morphology

WKIEA L% PR (A 25 R
IS R TR LTS
gl [ JE ANigs G, Rl I R AL G LERUN
SR [ 1~2 RIS O, A0 BB TR0 A T HL ) G LIRUN
B A 5 1~2 ANiE G, Rl I R NN G ST AR
SR 5] T 2~3 AN, )0 A W Hu) G FEATAR
EREN & )& 1~2 b IR U1 D ok AL G BRAR
M [ JE 2~3 G REEI 7 A i B R i RTINS 2 N % = T2 | (& TR
pigl [ JE 1~2 R AN O, AF LB G G T AN G TR
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Hitk12

10 PBEREHNTHRENEEES
Fig. 10 Colonial morphology of 7 isolated strains

KF465954. 1 Rhizobium sp . G2Ec] 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KF465962.1Rhizobium sp . X3Bcl1 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KY486809. 1Rhizobium sp . nepotum  strain EN14ZS7 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KF465965.1Rhizobium sp . G3Ec4 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KF465958.1Rhizobium sp . G3Ec] 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

EU841540.1 Rhizobium sp . 119 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KT997454.1Rhizobium sp . nepotum strain MLS4-7 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KF465957.1Rhizobium sp . G3Bc2 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

1

NR117203.1Rhizobium sp . nepotum  strain 39/7 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

B 11 E-FHE# C11 16S rDNA FIHENRZELEN
Fig. 11 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of C11

NR 114078.1Erwiniapersicina strain NBRC 102418 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
JN900058.1 Erwiniapersicina strain Cp2 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KU696290. 1 Erwiniasp. strain sh18 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KF60096.1Erwiniarhapontici strain DQ-03 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

95 KF465965.1Erwiniapersicinus 168 rRNAgene strain LMG 2691

2 JX067682.1 Enterobacteriaceae bacterium SAP770.1 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KU199735.1Erwiniasp. IMCC2560216S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
NR104724.1 Erwinia aphidicola strain X 001 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
ABA480772.1Enterobacteriaceae bacterium Acj208 gene for 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
EU029105.1 Enterobacteriaceae bacterium Bfo-1 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

12 EFH# Y4 16S rDNA FIHMENRZZL T W
Fig. 12 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of Y4
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KF817794.1Rahnella aquatilis strain AB-191 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KF817809.1Rahnella aquatilis strain AB-208 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KF817729.1Rahnella aquatilis strain AT-117 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

AY842148.1Endophyte bacterium SS10 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KT767687.1Rahnella sp. W2Feb38A 16S 16S ribosomal RNAgene partial sequence

IN106430.1 Rahnella aquatilis strain CZBHGO00616S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KT765843.1Rahnella aquatilis strain TB-143 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KF817754.1Rahnella aquatilis strain TB-143 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KU497675.1Rahnella sp. WP5(2016) 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

JX515575.1 Rahnella sp. DG2 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

B 13 ETHE#H C116S rDNA FIHMBMNRSZELEH
Fig. 13 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of C1

FJ544395.1 Acinetobacter jumii strain tul3 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
FI544392.1 Acinetobacter junii strain tu7-2 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KP747659.1Acinetobacter sp. CC 141104 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KJ573528.1 Acinetobacter junii strain 16-6 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KP747663.1 :181427 Acinetobacter sp. CC 141109168 ribosomal RNAgene partial sequence
KP747657.1 Acinetobacter sp. CC 141103 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
JF901932.1 Acinetobacter sp. HS-B116S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

C11 TSS20161017-D25-0589.seq. Contigl

14 ETHE# 12 16S rDNA FIMENREL B R
Fig. 14 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of 12

KC899076.1Enterobacter cloacae 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KI767368.1Enterobacter ludwigii strain IHB B 13554168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KCA456581.1Enterobacter ludwigii strain ALK51216S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KF747684.1Enterobacter ludwigii strain CL2 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KC853293.1Enterobacter cloacae strain IM11 16S ribosomal RNAgene partial sequence

Y4 TSS20161017-025-0589.seq. Contigl

E 15 EFE# Y4 16S rDNA FIHMERNRZRHZEZE R/
Fig. 15 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of Y4

KT757522.14eromonas caviae strain MD1 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KY087979.14eromonas caviae strain STM1 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

AB472981.1A4eromonas sp. KC4 gene for 16S rRNApartial sequence

LN624797.2 Aeromonas caviae partial 16S rRNAgene strain HE§

KP716698.1A4eromonas caviae strain S5-5 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KT446404.14eromonas sp. JFZ -11 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KI806357.14eromonas hydrophila strain A-B15A16S ribosomal RNAgene partial sequence
HM587254.1 Aeromonas sp. FD41 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

1Q040107.1 Aeromonas  hydrophila strain B31 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

C1 TSS20161017-025-0589.seq. Contigl

16 EFHE# C1 16S rDNA FIHMENREL B R
Fig. 16 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of C1

AR5t R AZIL 2021 EE 405548

101



RESEARCH ARTICLE

ZHANG Li,et al: Effects of Disinfectant Agents on Microorganisms in

Fresh—Cut Coriander

SCI I BRSO E A ST R

PR R R AR s A AT s

25 “EHSABENSEYTERREBEMENZIG
AR L FE A 3 o Dol o 790 6F S U] 5 S22 Dl R AL

AR AR A, AL A R R E 60 mg/L Ak B

12

BfE 10 min, KRR R 8 mL:1 g &1 T,
VR TR R B g, DAL R R AR SR A 5 X e DT S
SR E RIS AN [R]ABE Ty ) 56
AR 8 RIS IR 14, SEm R U], A b & b2 nT
WD MR TR B AN BT R SRR

JF911369.1 Pseudomonas nitroreducens strain MD1 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
JX845726.1 Pseudomonas pseudoaligenes 168 ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KF171340.1Pseudomonas pseudoaligenes strain 3 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KU243698.1Pseudomonas pseudoaligenes 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KT380566.1Pseudomonas mendocina strain W20 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KT380568.1Pseudomonas mendocina strain W22 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KT380572.1Pseudomonas mendocina strain W26 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
HQ285878.1 Pseudomonas pseudoaligenes strain 2-3 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

KU986688.1Pseudomonas sp. strain SZ086 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence
KU986688.1Pseudomonas sp. strain SZ084 16S ribosomal RNA gene partial sequence

17 EFHE# 12 89 16S rDNA FIHMEN RS X T W
Fig. 17 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rDNA sequences of 12

R14 AELEFETHYTERERNME

Table 14 Bacteria species of fresh—cut coriander treated by chlorine dioxide

S BRI (60 mg/L, 10 min. ?Qﬁ% He 8 mi1 )
H 95 B (Rhizobium ) WK S K B & (Erwinia) $r B [T 8 (Rahnella)
WK IR 1 i (Erwinia) $7 12 [ & (Rahnella) Wi SC I 1A & (Erwinia)
$r B 8 (Rahnella) A BN & (A cinetobacter) 1B P B4 I8 (Pseudomonas )
ANENFTFH JE (A cinetobacter) % KT )& (Enterobacter) % KT )& (Enterobacter)
W FF 5 & (Enterobacter) ST JE (A eromonas)
S 5 & (A eromonas ) 1B i B4 J8 (Pseudomonas )
B 5 6 & (Pseudomonas )

|3 it

BB ST 7 28 SR K R PR S TR VR A B B
IS F 15 K VAl 1Y 58 32, K VB B 1R A e 1 S L 2
(1.30~2.07) 1g(CFU/g) , PR, frf b2 3Y
2 BEAR T o0 32 3R A AR P B (P<0.05) . RifiAb
BT B RG34 S TR AR R )
R RN R T R LT R, R A
BETHE LA, dROmRER LT TR L
Tt 3 B B rf B A7 A — B b A B R VR B RN, TR
TR T B L TR AR AR, 2R B A RO B R AR A
eI A AR BE Ol ViR B R TR AR R A X
5 T A 5T = SR I A5 A vk R i
B SR SE S W A LS5 M ARG 22 A B HR P g

71,0 A AR B AVE Y i, dE O
PR R AT A K R R AR R AL S R, 3 FPOR A
TR P A AR Y A T 2R R 5 0T B A BB A I
AL, AR AR A E SR 3 RO
1) V8 A 9 L 43 531 oA (1.43~2.29) 1g (CFU/g) . (2.08~
2.79) lg(CFU/g) . (0.64~0.99) 1g(CFU/g) , i K Ui &
AR 55.08% .82.69% 31.88% , & F A i o
BERIE  ZHAE AR RO, R
A U TR B VS, 6T R AR T R BRSO W 5
SRR Bl T I 2 R IR A B (RACR T R
G, N M TR 4 o AR AN B B e AR 2 TR Y R
SRR BT, K& D HR RO B 22 IRk
JE 1) 3 4R 2 TR R R R RO K TR R 34 TG A AR
B o A G510 5 A OC T S U0 5% S8R ) ik AR
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RO, E R R A AT B b SR 0 R AR

FF A3 18 T B 75 mg/L U SR B Ak B 9 5%
10 min A1 15 min /&, PE7& SRR 14 1g(CFU/g)
1.8 1g(CFU/g) s A WRUIH 0.2 of L 1Y U R 44 ik
PR FS 3 min J5, FEAKE 7% 8% 0.6 1g(CFU/g) 5
Allende SEMH 200 mg/LL ¥ S BR B4 ¥ WA 56 22 i TH
B 1 min A8 7% SOBCT FE (1~1.3) 1g(CFU/g) ; 11
AN 51 ] 50 .75 mg/L Al 100 mg/L 4 — % Ak
AL FEVE 2= 46 15 min, & BB 0 AR
2.00 1g(CFU/g) .2.52 1g(CFU/g) #i1 2.97 1g(CFU/g);
Silveira ¢ BT 2 Wk 2 68 mg/L 1Y 3 4 £ TR i W Ak
PRAE D) EII B8RRI V% B 5L 2 1g(CFU/g) ; £
B PHEF 200 mg/L B AR 10 me/L /Y — A LS
A1 80 me/L (it S L R AL PR AR, BRI 74 B0 BB
fi 2.4 13(CFU/g) \2.6 1g(CFU/g) #l 2.7 1g(CFU/g) .

TR SR E ST IR B0 | S5 KR A 2 Sy SOk
60 mg/L K SEARFTT it 8 mL:1 g ZbHE 10 min, Ji
B R 2.10 1g (CFU/g) , i B B A - B R 38 S 56
AR R B E SRR R AL PRA . — AL SN T8 22 I AR TR
K5 ZHGE ML, Chen FEUIH 100 mg/L. — %4k
FUKBE WAL FREE Y] S 6 KRIT , UF A  FLIR A | 5%
BER AN RS B 3 48 bR o0 AR T 3.60 1g(CFU/g) |
1.20 lg(CFU/g) 1 1.40 1g(CFU/g) .

AR/ INHF I 5 AN [ Joi dt ik 32 5 Ak 3 B ] 7 T
iR i — R Ak SR I 4 2 T X A 20 TR T R
RO S5 UG R S X 28 D8R R ) B 5, T
AP T R T R T R 351<1.00 1g(CFU g )
o S TR RN AR AR RO T ZU0A R A Y 43 ik
(1.68~2.22) lg(CFU/g) #1(0.99~2.85) 1g(CFU/g) . 5
ARG X 56 37 U R RICR A B, U R B R S S
08 R RO 22 S BOR RTRE R T R B S AR W 4
AN TR] A6 75 Y SRR 40 X6 56 32 119 i 11 208 AR 4 1 %
R DB R AR 22 5 3 AR 2 R o B 08 TR Y LA B
F W3 S TR 1 30 TR g 1 AN TR, Ok A 2801 DR TR AR
R F o6 IR oM & AN RGeS A %
5 AR W T S v TSR T AR SR
FLA 0 A2 0 1 A AR D i ke B R A R
TET 110 ok 2 0 A/ L AS B S o st 3 — R AR S 56 7
55 7% 28 0 DA e 7 AH 2 ELRRCR 1 3 ] AR
T TR T A

L UERNE, WRERZ 2 MY
AR e AR B 56 32 4y B Al A1
SN0 7 MR AT R BB . BUR R 5

XA S G R i AR P T TR R S P R BB R
T B IS B 2 B A W A SO Y T ST 2 R
BEAR BN L AT o X IS T A B4 ] 5|k g
Fi I BLBE L B IR AR RO, R EURT 2 4
TR (=1 (3 5 B (O W AN D | =
AR IR T AR, S 1 ) 56 2 A I I
R A B4 A A RS N R R AN ST R R 2
BURTE , AT 51 AR TE 5 2 MR, Al A TR
i T TR AN Sl AT BT A S 1) 56 22 7 el R 28 R
Pom g N R A R PRI R AR
NENEIN7E S DR VRS €F 81 IR N R PP R
W, H A AT R AR T NS i i L
B4 FLAL G K — BN BUR B 25 1F B
B EEAE LR S S REAIR T I, 2 5 e A ikt
I, A 4 BB B ORI TR IR R g 4
ol Al — P T A R, T AR AT T R
KEEYI5E 2 (1 52 A -39 08 2 (19 22 2

| 4z =

AT AR AR SR X
S6 2 YA B35 (P<0.05) 1A U6k 18 501 , 6 K T A
B, IR N X 56 7 19 Fal U 4% 180 T
HIRE 150 mg/L ANBEEFE] 10 min KRR & Lt
8 mL:1 g, W V& B R IR (1.43~2.29) 1g(CFU/g), K
o TR R BRI 2 1 A 28 20 5 — A Ak S0 56 22 1Y) il
VPR 2% R ON BT MR 60 mg/L | A BT [A] 10 min |
KRR B 12 mLi1 g, B 7% R % AIG (2.08~
2.79) lg(CFU/g) , K W BEREAR 1~2 D ER 9 i 41
TR 56 7 W B 3 D DA 4% 1 Sy o i R BB 150 mg/LL
AE PRI E] 2 min K SRR & 4 mL:] g, V& S
BRI (0.64~0.99) 1g(CFU/g) , K i T BEREAR /N T 1
ANECRE G, LR HAE 3 R B R A R AR, R
e G A R R B b e 0 # i3 A LR X 56 3
LEESTEEN

VB M E Y 56 32 b 2 B a4k 15 20 Y 7 BR 40 B
30 R BRSC LG B BB T R R T R AN Bh
FRoaJm P IR AR o S M AT s . Ak
SAAL 3T DL/ AR DR AN Bl T TR AR
I

25 LRTIR A A 5e S U0 N TR e R T vk R
FALETHRE 60 mg/L, KSAAFUF R 8 mlil g 4b
H 10 min,
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