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WEALZLFATEIRPHRAEDGEAREAAN LS
AR 2 AR R & A 6 AR B AT A 2 B AR M, SE A
I6SRNA Fikst 2 F P 2 A HETER. BRAN,
PGB F PR AN EEH 5.8X107 CFU/ g, i & 4 o4 #
2 E £ H £ F M KB (Klebsiella), & 3 H H
(Acinetobacter ) . ¥ #F # ( Enterobacter ) #= 18 ¥ Jo # /&
(Pseudomonas) %, & #% & %k & 1 000 ~3 000 mg/L #
NaClO #:#2 3 3% 30 min, § % & & 45 5 B £ 1.2 X 10" ~
1.0X10° CFU/ g, B 4 4 22 % B33 5 69 BER 3 SR 20 1) F 3
2 2.3X10*~1.0X 10" CFU/mL, 25 mg/L AgNO; 7 4
A% EHMEZE 38XI10°CFU/g, i A RFIH £ THA R
W, PHCTEREARL> T FREAAREDTHE AL
STIL A I, R RRACT L 1A AT K A a2 A

KBEWR FL A AN AN EZT; HEN AW

Abstract; The distribution of microbes in the process of green bean
sprouts, and the treatment and effect of the two different types disin-
fectants were studied. The results showed that the total amount of
microorganisms in the mung beans sprouts was 5.8 X 107 CFU/g,
and the microbial species were mainly Klebsiella, Acinetobacter,
Enterobacter and Pseudomonas. The total amount of microorganisms
in the mung bean sprouts was decreased to 1.0 X 10° CFU/g when
the effective chlorine concentration was 1 000~3 000 mg/L NaClO,
while the model control group decreased to 1.0 X 10° CFU/g. The
effect of Ag = was worse than NaClO, but it also showed a similar
law. Using the scanning electron microscopy (SEM) to observe the
sprouts, the surface of microbes formed a visible biofilm, which sig-

nificantly enhanced the tolerance of bacteria to disinfectants.
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b & e MAE D X R 4 O B B i o Tl A B A
PR T R H P 50~100 t (UEER T, (A B, E
B REE A B TR A Y A 3 38 AN B Bk
A B T A TS g 5 e L A A S B 20 06 ~ 30 00 Y 45
FER T BB TR S SR T B T = KR ] A
O AT 2 R MK AR (20~25 C) K2 X A =it
T AR S B BT 8 bR 2R 3 B TR AR S AR R, ™ Y
Wi 25 3 SR 5 @ SRR EE IR IR A 1~
2 d, AR A Pt R 3~5 d, P E A4 T 2 %7
REFEE B L M K T a2 FREXM L &
PR T . 2000 AF L SRR T R VDT TG S YL 0 4t
BRG] & B BB R T 2011 AL EEE L T b
PERIGAT TG Y 3 EME R 30 ASET:N . T EMEA
RAR AT A7 o B R AT R R K A2 7 R 36 4~
7 d, AR Bl G 32 B L B S BOH O L 3X 8 A
PERR AR A K R B AN T R A&, AT LT, 2F
SR 7 R v A 1) R T A SR A AL A R R
WO A, R A B S S A T R AR I A K
43 A T B ok i B R AT VA A i e R 3 B AR )
Y H Al

FLALFR ST I FH BL A 0 i A R DR K R B 1Y
BRI (H o B 00 45 5 80BN RU R 2k, HLH. Jin 50
WFE T ClO, AR AL A T M 7 s R K g B i
1 I PR R 7 A T SR L T R AR B S 2 S b ) AR B
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oo fFL 3 5 A 2E 300 B A B, ML L. Bari 2 0R AN R
B A5 A TR P I S 00 P DA 2 B ) R v R T R R AR
A X Ye SEUO P T A A SR P T TR A A K
Je M.L.Bari 25 5 T FEAR IR 45 14F T 32 FH 4 B4R 56 00 O ik
FARGEFRPEREE, LR ERA —CNIMEZOR .|
AMRAE FINVRFERS A Z R,

NaClO Jg& fif YIS 35 A B KK 5 7 b A i o 7 70000 %
T W AR I 0 A8 RO W A LT 28 A U
Mo i Ag R —Fh LIS R AT T KR 4
B, 7EEE i E A A R e — R R eI R, R
HUHR Ag' SUZEY RSB 2E 4 i SO A 2R 00 L DA I 35 3 5%
BB B Y BRI R KRG Ag” ORI ok L R i
BT AR T . MR 36 [ FDA 21 CFR 172.167 & HLE R
AgNO; 7 B K A i I 75 S Ht 1 55008 B 1k K T i ZE i
TE s U U R AT AgNO, BFFE T X 5 FT B N 4 2 (0 3
ZJER VA M BT BV T AL S T — 2 B AR .

A FT T I 2 2 R 2 AR b 0 i A A O D
F AT AR 2 Bl WL A0 T4 23 0 6 2E 3% 0 7 R T A9 K
I IF AT ZEZE P i A W LA R BRI DR B AE R AR
ORI R 7 A R I B T
1 BRI
1.1 e 5EE

g

SR HOE 5 B B 3R R (PCA) VB 37 N W 45 1 37 ik
I AR A R A B A A

AR S 4 DNA $2BOR M & RARE R A RAH .

B K OF HR-120 7, F RS #4038 s

H PG R B 9% 46 - FIN-403 589, 1 7 9% 74 (X 2% AL 5 A7 BR
ACIE

M TG SW-CJ-1BU B, M R =LA E R
NG

FEVR K H B YQX-SG46-280S 1, | ¥ 1 i 52k A R
NI

PCRAY . VERITI 2.0 &, & [H AB A # s

LUK AX - HE99 B, 2 [ i A A 5

BEE AR R 48 - BOX EF B, 56 (= I PRV FRA 7 5

L :DYJ-AOL &L, dr il @ HL A% )

Hifi 7 B 5 (SEM) : TM3030 B, H 4 H 37 A |
AH
1.2 REH*E
L2.1 SR R i I SR I S BRI G B A1 1
HIER T 60 g, JCTE /K M e B . B 23 3R TH K42 W2 . R 2R AL
FAUARAR S50 75 Y0 BT RS DR RAEAE N TH B 3 b JE JC R K Uk
Ho BOIIATEN KT MR 8 h B LIE K, WRAEAR
K ZEI RV ORE  He GB 4789.2—2010 Il & B 7% S 50,
1.2.2 REFPHHSESEE

(D) B8 UL E R M 4 0 20 g, LA AWk E
43 000 mg/L ) NaClO ¥ 12 1 . fh 30 min, B f5 76
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WK UE 3~5 WIR &%, & 2F 4 d J5 F PCA Vg #% 35 3L ik
TTUc BERRBERE 3% . 6 TP 7% T2 25 K TR B ¥ 2 57 395 AR L o 3
R B Y 10 ol R 0 AT BB 2 Ak B 5% L 2lik 10 WL 15 BT
Bl 4y 45 M1~MI1o0,

(2) DNA $21: 5k F§ DNA 42 B 57 & 43 5142 B 10 Fh
i DNA,

(3) 16S rRNA [ PCR 434 « K¢ £ B 11 3 PR 21 /E S B AR
PEAT PCR Y EU IR R LR 1. P 1519 8@ H 51 ¥ 27F
M1495R, ¥ 88 44 K. 95 C WAS P 5 min. 95 °C 45 f:
1 min,55 ‘C & 45 5,72 ‘C #E{fi 2 min, 30 P63, & )5
72 “CHEf# 10 min,

&1 PCRyEEZR

Table 1 Composition of PCR system
A A/ L ) i AE/ L
Buffer 5.00 TG 2.00
MgCl, 3.00 Taq DNA R & [ifi 0.25
dNTP 4.00 DNA #i i 2.00
LUEEI 2.00 EHTK 31.75

(4) PCR HL kR : M2 B 4 w1 PCR 24 5 1 uL DNA
Loading Buffer {57, % 1 %0 3508 B 58 e b s B, 100V HL K
45 min™" , S5 UG EB Yt FH IR AR R Gt AT g .

RENAE LAY TBRAAWFE, Wirai R s
NCBI ) GenBank % ¥ ¢ . 55 E 5177 51 #E 17 Blast Fo%5 . % H
Neighbour-joining : [l Mega 7.0 31347 R G K B 4047 .
e SRBEEREL L RRITNME.

1.2.3 K [6) T B 500 0 Ak TR i 2 KL 28

(1) Jc i A %S BE 2 1 000, 2 000,3 000 mg/L H)
NaClO % FREC 3 3 20 g 1Y 4% 228 43 SR AAS IR e B2 1Y
NaClO B H . &= 30 min, A & W& LI GB 19106—
2013 il A E . O 2 8 FKUE i H 2 NaClO A~ 15
o DU A A B IR IR T IR T

(2) B 5,15,25 mg/L 1 AgNO; %K, 73 I 3
i 20 g TR A MR BE A AgNO; % ), =it 30 min,
FAEHEEB FRESRE AgNOL TR B S H . A EHE S
B I ATRCE TR

PRI 23T 3 OPAT  BORBIME . S m B A

FHTC B AR T B2 WEE AT AR IR 20 SR g AL 1,
12,4 ARENHFEAAMA G GEPHAE R 10 mL &
DEZAVEAERA G 10 mL, KE G5 EM B
4aifb 4 1y M1~ MI10 B Fh, 37 C 85 5% W K ik B
10" CFU/mL ZE47 . W g4 A . JF 0 4 B % S5

TEREA T TR B0 T 4 S A NaClO il AgNO; , fiff
WerE S 1.2.3 fHIA] . Sl F PR4E 30 min, B0 8 P T VE
B, VENBIRI IR
1.2.5 WEWE RUFREIPEMARMELE 2, $kik 10 7
TEM B, e GB 195472004 (1 5k X 4 & 3 #F 47 & E
AN
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Table 2 The standard of sensory evaluation of
mungbean sprouts
RN PSR
Tgif B RO~ RE M (10~14) 3k i#% 6 (16~20)
o WRE TG R (2~8) G, A (10~14) ,
Uil 251 o
AOEHEE, F A (16~20)
) SR AE T R S UK (2~ 8) A IR (10~ 14),
R A -
HHER(16~20)
B (S B0 (2~6) IR LL (B (8~12) . 4L 2 (14~16) . i
LR i,
2146,(18~20)
H SR 2~8) . TBF I IR (10~14) . T2 W5 &
RS
R (16~20)

1.2.6  F#iH F & %55 (Scanning Electron Microscope, SEM)
MR G R RENES  BUT 2EEUR  ZE AU 5 2. 50 /0%
TR R 2 ho P B R 22 R VB 30 mins (R A4 HL 50 %,
70%,80 %% .90 o ¥k B B BE 1) £ BE 45 T Uk 10 min, JEIK £ B I
YE 30 min, [SFR 5 GBSV BE 30 min, IS 5 Tk TR L RE S
P ELE B R R R A SR B LR T
2 RS0
21 REAFEBRPEAFSHERNE

&1 AT O TR K VRV S R SR AR B 4.2 X
10°CFU/g(3.62 g CFU/g); #t Fek K & % 12 h J5 . B V& &
B 3 5.2X10°CFU/g(5.72 1g CFU/g) ;24 h J5 B a5k
P K T 3.0 X 107 CFU/g(7.48 Ig CFU/L) ;36 h J5 40
MBI A 96 h 5 FER I B VE BB 5.8 X
10" CFU/g(7.76 lg CFU/L) , it WA 2F 3¢ & 2 1 72 b, mi1 39 40
PR B A B R S BUR AR X R . IR P A
DB R o o R 2RI A AR B AR A Ok TR KRR

= 9.00
o0
= 800 -
ﬁ\_:p 7.00
w5 600
s o500
=
£ 4.00
£
é 300 1 1 1 1 1 |
0 12 24 36 48 72 96
R} i)
Time/h
Bl ZfeX IRl EHTHNE
Figure 1 Growth curve of bacterial in mungbean

sprouts

22 REFPESIBEEE

2.2.1 PCRALJKAIMZTR  Ms 1.2.2 1454 DNA J5,
SO AT WL M PCR =97 . Nl 2 PR, PCR %4
WAL TR —HZ AT Marker 4 %8 1 000~2 000 bp,
ATHEITZ 10 BRI PCR 795y 5 5292 1 400 bp, 52 H
HTEE 7 4y #— JO AR o

M %5 F{ M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 M10

M. DL2 000 DNA Marker
=4

M1~ M10. 10 F i DNA £ PCR J5 )

B 2 PCR ¥ 35 %k & ik B
Figure 2 The result of gel electrophoresis after PCR

2.2.2 BREIFPREFMESA K M1I~MI0 42 5 DNA
J¥ J& #£ NCBI ) Genbank ¥4 & b #E 1T Blast Ho¢ . 45 5 W,
%3, W M2 M7 . M9 J& T 55 1A K E 8 (Klebsiella) , 1
e 5 o B A PG TR N N B0 1 A 2 T Y S 4 B0 TR
PEEPE Y B 2 — . AR M5.M10 J& T IR 4 K18 8 (Esche-
richia) M1 M4 J& F A 3 & J& (Acinetobacter) . M3 J& T
B2 L B ( Pseudomonas) » M6 J& T J T 1 )& (Enterobacter )
M8 J& T & 8 W ( Pseudacidovorax) ., H A ili % 78 8 1A K
W SR TR A IR A 5 7 A W AW R i
MOAZEETT R A& A AR AP 09 % T
AT LA T YRR DY BUAE W R A

S3 L ECE M1~MI10 10 F i #H L0 JLFD #E4T L XS, 4%
ARARLEE &5 i JL RN T 5158 3 MEGA7.0 # 47 [5) I8 ¥ 43 7 IF 44
BRERFTR ., M1I~MI10 10 FE I & B4 LA 3.

x3 FREFHMEVMELSH
Table 3 Distribution of microbial species in

mungbean sprouts

TR AL/ 7 S8 CRAR R B GenBank %55
Ml 99 Acinetobacter calcoaceticus strain B9 JQ579640.1

M2 99 Klebsiella pneumoniae strain HS11286 NC016845.1
M3 99 Pseudomonas otitidis strain M61 KU551193.1
M4 99 Acinetobacter junii strain 65 NZ_CP019041.1
M5 99 Escherichia colistrain: V266 L.C056477.1

M6 98 Enterobactersp. VITNC1 JQ398852.1

M7 99 Klebsiella pneumoniae strain JPR9 KMO083804.1
M8 99 Pseudacidovorax sp. ptl-2 FJ581042.3

M9 97 Klebsiella sp. ZS1.4 KM272270.1
Mi10 98 Escherichiasp. P14 GUI113084.1

2.3 HEFENLEREF

Hi &l 4.5 AT, B L ZE Ry R R B TR B 5.8 X
10" CFU/g (7.77 1g CFU/g) , /K 30 min J& , & ¥ B 508 2D
% 4.8X107 CFU/g(7.69 lg CFU/g), ARBIER T 1 000,
2 000,3 000 mg/L [ NaClO & & % 30 min, 43 J1¥ &5 2
PR VE MO D E 1.2X107,2.9 X 10°,1 X 10° CFU/g,
{H 4% 5 28 v 95 B3k B 1< 10° CFU/g (5 1g CFU/g) L it
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Klebsiella sp. CCFM8378
Klebsiella sp. MLB25
Klebsiella sp. CCFM8379
99 Klebsiella sp. CCFM8381
Klebsiella pneumoniae strain HS11286
92 Klebsiella sp. VITC1
Klebsiella pneumoniae strain JPR9
Klebsiella pneumoniae strain BYK-9
s 100 Klebsiella sp. ZS1.4
98 —Enterobacter hormaechei strain E11
Enterobacter coli sp.V266

03 72— Escherichia sp. P14
Escherichia hermannii strain MH2
100 W‘:El%dwrichia hermannii strain MHT
72 Pseudacidovorax intermedius strain CC-21
Enterobacter sp. SJZ-2
67/ Enterobacter sp. ST 4-11
Enterobacter sp. S]JZ-6
Enterobacter sp. CCM6B
08 Enterobacter ludwigii sirain LHC8
Enterobacter sp. VET-T
30 Enterobacter ludwigii strain K170
) 79 Enterobacter sp. VITNC1
64 Enterobacter cloacae strain RCB980
Enterobacter cloacae strain RCB973
Enterobacter ludwigii sirain AR-165
Pseudomonas otitidis strain C12
Pseudomonas otitidis strain RD AZPRC 07
Pseudomonas otitidis strain D63
100 ———Pseudomonas otitidis strain R6-356
Pseudomonas otitidis strain R6-410
Pseudomonas otitidis 81f
Pseudomonas otitidis sirain M61
r—Acinetobacter calcoaceticus strain B9
100 —Acinetobacter sp. TRS9
Acinetobacter calcoaceticus sirain LCR100
r—Acinetobacter calcoaceticus strain SY-1
—Acinetobacter calcoaceticus strain 122
r—Acinetobacter junit strain 65
r—Acinetobacter sp. KNDSW-28
r—Acinetobacter junii strain VITSS]
100 Acinetobacter junii isolate OTU-c17
—Acinetobacter junii isolate 0TU-a6
r—Pseudomonas otitidis sirain R6-356
—Acinetobacter junit MTCC 11364
Pseudacidovorax sp. NH-1
—Pseudacidovorax sp. ptl-2
100| [ —Pseudacidovorax intermedius strain PP=03
70 —Pseudacidovorax intermedius HM4
—Acidovorax avenae strain ICB-TAB83

B3 MI~MIO 10 ##EM A2%LFH
Figure 3 Phylogenetic trees of M1-M10
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ZTEHBEREPTEER. £BEFEM,3 000 mg/L #)
NaClO b J8 2% 57 2F 23 15 J 0 35 1 A0 27 PR A0 400, 0 25 A8 3 8
BRI R WL SR AR R A A

R P TR 9% BE 19 AgNO; 1 W00 U 2828 25 SR 8 W] 5 mg/ L
I AgNO, I BULFBA I 2 /E T - 15 mg/L B AgNO; i iR
T LUK R SRR 1.0~ 1.2 1g CFU/ g, X B IH 3 3OR

71000 e 95
s m— T A AT
B2 800 —e WEits 190
< L
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e < S
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= o3
= 200-
£
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B 4 AREAKES NaClO s 2 F i KR
Figure 4 The disinfection effect of NaClO with effective

chlorine on mungbean sprouts
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Figure 5 The disinfection effect of AgNO; on

mungbean sprouts

B, WM AgNO; #k JE F 25 mg/L, o] ¥ H % S5 =
3.8X10° CFU/g(5.5 lg CFU/g), 5%t MAH LR T 2.0~
2.2 1g CFU/g. R Ag™ BAT — 2 T # 00 - (H R K
T NaClO, 25 mg/L AgNO; & B X & A — & 1Y
W) 2 {7 27 23 T 8 0 e AR A1
2.4 HEFEEQRLEBEZEFHAELRITMN

th & 6 T AL, 2 Bl w6 AR T B ROCR B R
NaClO 174 3 20 5 %t F AgNO;, 3 000 mg/mL NaClO
VAT A B T A TR I D (4.5~5.5 1g CFU/mL) , 5% )5 2950
1X10° CFU/mL (3 lg CFU/mL), $:5I12 % M4 Acinetobacter
Junni B R B R B RAKRE RN 2.9 Ig CFU/mL,
25 mg/mL AgNO, ¥ IRALHE, 75 B N F% 3 1g CFU/mL. #]
Eb A TR O 2 AL B e A 5 2E L RO F IR A T 2~
3 1g CFU/g. BLHALETE T 5 2 v 1 40 1 b B0k 3 5% (1 455 A
o HECA fy [) 2 400 TR SR R K

B3 DA T
=11 000 mg/L. NaC10 3 000 mg/L NaClO

"o z'gg' 5mgLANO,  FH25 mg/L AgNO,
= - m o M ] ¥l o ] 2] n ]
= 7.00]
= = 6.00 | - -
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Bacteria species
B6 FARABEHAALZIFEHALKELHVA

The results of different disinfectant on

bacterium M1~ M10

M1 M

Figure 6

2.5 AMBRE(SEM)URER

TORT R AR R . RS R
PR Z ] B 15 20 30 40 M =2 ) 22 B 5 220008 4%, 22 R o A
T7Z R DX I 22 PR T e SRR o T MR 3 T AT K B Y 22
ARBORBOR Y B 5 8. [ 8 O BT Rl M SR T AR
WYyor A 4 BUCE 2 T 1A . 18] 8 9 Sk I AR A J2 ik
A BRI A TR R B A S 2 S AN TR
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B7 %a¥ Tty SEME
Figure 7 The observed result about cotyledons with SEM

L LA

B8 %2 T Ad SEMILEHR
Figure 8 The observed result about hypocotyls with SEM
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