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Effect of different inhibitory methods on the
antimicrobial activity of preservative

Zeng Weicai, Tan Min, Zhang Jiaqi

(The Key Laboratory of Food Science and Technology of Sichuan Province,
Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China)

Abstract ; To investigate the effect of different inhibitory methods on the determination of antimicrobial activi-
ty of preservative, different experimental methods such as embedding, spreading, burrow, filter paper and
Oxford cup were used. The obvious differences were observed. From all the results in the experiments, the
inhibitory methods of embedding and Oxford cup were suitable for bacteria, spreading and burrow were better
for fungi.

Key words: inhibitory method ; preservative; antimicrobial activity

B A 95 T8 700 2 — i L 9 4 A
A JFREA OB L i A W 5 R Y R T A
JF K PR i B S AR Sl S

1 3]

T

BiE—MEAREKDYLEEEFRNY
B FEREHE M AE B AR S R, ]
MmAEZ MK B R ER R FE KB
S B KR S BRI R
P B S B AU W T e 4
B TS T REY

BR  HE TR, M 51 S 22 BT ik B BC A , B AR BT
FRREAT Ot M & A P R I AR K, B3 BB
IRE SR . A, B R BB B TR
HEMHERAME T . R,y —FEEN
BARASIR , B B R R R A P T
BLH o

# E g WA B AP S (31071489) 5 VU1 RAABIHT L 7R 32 #7350 H (2010 -460)



B3

B e 26 AN TRV B J A A B B JE SR AR A D7 T 1 R 113

DURBE ST 2 PN & & B B SRR 9 — TR
FLAER , AN (R B0 B S50 77 vk SN R A 9 R
B BB HIEN A BN . R, A5 SC LU R LY
B BT L AR AT B R R AR L B ST
N IR0 BB S 56 77 ¥ 0T i 77 TG RS8R AR B R
M, SR HCRCR Y B PR AT SR it — R AL LB B

2 MEERE

2.1 #lE ¥k
KG ¥ & ( Escherichia coli ATCC25922) , 78
FEAF T ( Proteus vulgaris ATCC49132) , ¥P | TR
(Salmonella typhimurium ATCC14028) , 4 3% (6%
ZBKRHE ( Staphylococcus aureus ATCC25923 ) , A B
ZEHIAT I (Bacillus subtilis ATCC21216) , BER ZF
TFF T ( Bacillus cereus ATCC10231) , il 7 2 14T
i ( Bacillus laterosporus Laubach ATCC64 ) , ¥ il
% (Aspergillus flavus ATCC204304 ) , 22 il 5 ( As-
pergillus niger ATCC16404 ) , #R5 ( Rhizopus oryzae
ATCC9363 ), HF &
ATCC14994 ) , M8y fi% £ ( Saccharomyces cerevisiae
ATCCI763) B Fh il 101 K2 & i Bl HEOR
VUi s SR E AR
2.2 EFE
4 WEERE PRI, XA A K -
TR, SR B AR A K
2.3 HAFENH
0.5% INBLFRBRVE WL :0. 5 g ILBLR WA T
100 mL 47K , 3£ 1 mol/L HCl &35 % &% pH
{84.50,0.22 yum AU AL IR IR 46 1.
0.5% KRNI :0.5 g RHRWE T
100 mL 47K , 3£ 1 mol/L HCl &35 % &% pH
1B 3.50,0.22 pum ZATH IS AL UEBR T2
BT R, BRI, R K R, L
e ERIE S
2.4 XBHE
2.4.1 ATHEEE AT OB HR Al 45
ek & B AN R IR R AT IR, R R
PRI & F T B K AT AR R, BC R A ECh
10°/mL 245 R, T 30°C, 200 r/min f{4E

(' Pencicillium  citrinum

RIRG IR 30 min, fFHUEHERL, HEFHRSE
JE (4 PIRF B RIS 9256 £ 121°C,20 min; + 5%
FrFE:115°C,30 min ) 2K B 1) 3% 57 B 16 B B 2 50
~60CHT K il & 47 O o BB A BE R = (F
B R AR 1:10), REEH
A7, il B A T RS, e H I o
2.4.2  WRATEE T RSGET- B ] £

A eSS S TR R KR 2. 4. 1,0
TR MR R R TR B 8 R B RS B B SR
R HG , W O 2 4 B TR A 200 pl 3
AR, AN IR R 3 51 i A T HE R 3R
AT, il SR A 7 B AU o
2.4.3 ITLEME LR

H% 6 mm IEFRIEITILE RICHEKE
%o BUH & S WA, TR ITES
PRI 3T AL B8 18 M b s £ B AT FL. FLTEA
0.5% LA FRBF I W (2K 0. 5% 2K F BR AW 7 W)
200 pL,#RJE A £ TR FhE B IR B T R 5% (4
BT 37 CH3:24 h, BET 37 CHF 72 h,
BT 37 CHEFE 24 h) , WAL A 0 o8 B8l LA
KN B 4 A, B BERBCEE
2.4.4 PRAH Y BOEME LR

IEACHITILA HI/E R ER R 6 mm 1 [HITE
KR RICHEKEE THREH. TlFELT
YEG WK SUZ IR A i B T B DUl e,
WZEL 0. 5% LLAL R BF ¥ W (8% 0. 5% 2K F RN
Wi)200 WL 180 TUB4E A b, ke B R B 4%
FR 52405, B E AR 2. 4.3 Bk, iR 3%
FERGFE WA TFAR I TR B AR K/
2.4.5 AEAREIMESLR

HE 6 mm 4 EHHIH B RK 4K, T
KZEEFVE, 121CH E KW E THR&H. TH
HTAES K B8 20 A 4 AR B B T 7 TR LB
SEAR R, WEL 0. 5% ILALERAT VAR (B8 0. 5% K
FHER BNV W) 200 pL i A4 EMR AN, #%
2. 4. 3FrRSLIG BAE AT RE 37, MR B E AR
BlEER/AN,
2.4.6 GiitEath

FH S 2 BRAE =K, ffH SPSS12. 0 X
LI IR IITGIT 2T, BEMER p <0.05,
SLIGEE SRR P E + s ERTE R F R
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PR FIRSR S A « A EEbRE > 3TFLIE > IB4R
Frik (AW s 3Tl > IR4KR 36 > F ML (B
WRERE) o R 2 AWM ESMT , AR E T
TEXF L BRI Bl JE5 28R B 5 W, 3 55 T 0 -
EANE > JRAR A > AT Lk (R 5 T Lk
>URARA > A EME (E R R BERE) . WAL,
FEAIANTRAT PP IR T T, A EARE AT AL
TR BB SV L B RR B Xk 2 TR L T e T R ) 400 1)
ORI B AL , F T H B AR AR TR A o

3.2
A0

N IR0 T S 36 T vk 0 24 R 77 T SR Y
TR 3 Rk d, hR3 TN, EREEEMG
T, AN TRV ER 77 5 %o 4 B R Gk 4 S8R i P 56
SENRE - A EEARIE > URAR A3k > $TFLk (A
W) s ITALEE > U4 ik > A E Ak (W
B’) o R4 B R CRARAERER T, AR
D7 AN GCR B3R S5 WUF - 2 HEAR ik > IR 4R T
> AT () ; 37Tk > IR 4R ik > F i
ik (LB R BERE) o

N[5 e T 7 X AR T 35 0 R P 0 A G
WRBEAR . R, Mk AR i
RS 7E 3G SR EE NI I 0 A0, T8k AR A 1 T A
W RN T 22 R SR TR I, RERAF A i
HHE MR ER

SITFLEMIRAC T A L, 4 AR AT 6 B AR
Y3 ) BB BB R, A B T A
5 75 J 750 b RS A AT B 410 R 1B S E AL
WU, {88 5040 6 00, 1) %o 9 5 8RB R
P o
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F1 0.5% LIRBRMABRSIEEFNEELIRER
Table 1 Antimicrobial activity of potassium sorbate (0.5% ) determined by embedding method

(Tk:ibrS
LR bR

LBk it BREY RS

i

H2 RIS
KIHFF B 21.07 + 0.46 17.40 + 0.22 23.07 + 0.69
BATE 20.43 + 0.74 17.27 + 0.39 22.67 + 0.52
WITERE 20.23 + 0.27 16.47 + 0.27 22.70 + 0.50
22 RS

SEOHERRE 21.27 + 0.49 17.33 + 0.21 24.17 + 0.58
Wi BRI 19.70 + 0.49 17.03 + 0.58 21.03 + 0.58
R HIFF 20.33 + 0.74 17.00 + 0.62 21.70 + 0.75
MH ZE AR 19.83 + 0.65 17.27 + 0.62 21.37 + 0.69

HE
i 8.87 + 0.49 8.17 + 0.12 6.93 + 0.45
B 8.80 + 0.75 7.40 + 0.37 6.80 + 0.33
M 8.60 + 0.24 8.00 + 0.16 6.83 + 0.34
HE 8.93 + 0.33 7.63 + 0.29 6.90 + 0.45

38
R e £ 8.77 + 0.33 7.70 + 0.41 7.07 + 0.48
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Table 2 Antimicrobial activity of potassium sorbate (0.5% ) determined by coating method

®2 0.5%LURBAFRABHENEELREER

BB R
AE{RZS i P Re AR
i)
H2 RIS
K 13.33 + 0.31 16.63 + 0.25 18.17 + 0.26
BIFE 13.37 + 0.45 16.40 + 0.37 17.70 + 0.43
WITRE 12.70 + 0.41 15.97 +0.33 17.87 + 0.73
22 [CPEMEE
SEAHERE 13.03 + 0.42 16.13 + 0.52 18.23 + 0.21
B AR 12.87 + 0.58 15.87 + 0.45 18.27 + 0.41
IR ZEAHLFF B 12.80 + 0.29 15.73 + 0.33 17.90 + 0.16
D7 AU B 13.17 + 0.50 16.13 + 0.68 18.37 + 0.45
HE
#HihE 8.87 + 0.46 8.13 + 0.33 6.73 + 0.31
B 9.00 + 0.59 7.27 + 0.25 6.87 + 0.39
MG 8.77 + 0.21 8.03 + 0.45 7.20 + 0.51
HE 9.10 + 0.24 7.57 +0.25 6.77 + 0.33
253
M e 9.73 + 0.34 8.27 + 0.25 6.77 + 0.21

Table 3 Antimicrobial activity of sodium benzoate (0.5% ) determined by embedding method

R3 0S%ERBRNERSIEBEZNHAEZRER

[TRLIR7S
BBk
EIE{R7S WA AR
il
H2 RIS
KIGHFH 19.90 + 0.49 16.90 + 0.33 20.87 + 0.21
BIFFE 19.40 + 0.14 16.90 + 0.43 21.03 + 0.45
WITRE 19.80 + 0.57 17.00 + 0.59 20.77 + 0.21
2 RPEEE
SEOHERRE 19.67 + 0.12 17.07 + 0.34 21.13 + 0.41
B R 19.50 + 0.36 16.77 + 0.21 21.00 + 0.33
PR ZE AU 19.73 + 0.45 17.07 + 0.29 21.13 + 0.21
D7 AU B 19.67 + 0.29 16.97 + 0.41 20.90 + 0.24
HE
#HihE 8.17 + 0.29 8.40 + 0.36 6.70 + 0.24
B 8.21 + 0.41 7.83 + 0.21 6.67 + 0.24
MR 8.35 + 0.29 7.60 + 0.29 6.60 + 0.29
HE 8.27 + 0.62 7.73 + 0.25 7.07 + 0.33
253
N % B 8.70 + 0.16 7.70 + 0.29 7.07 + 0.29
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F4 0.5%XRABRNABRKBENEEIRER
Table 4 Antimicrobial activity of sodium benzoate (0.5% ) determined by coating method

WAk
PR R
EAE{RZS B4 B RN
]
2 RS
KIGHFE 13.40 + 0.41 14.93 + 0.34 17.90 + 0.57
A 12.50 + 0.37 15.53 + 0.33 17.97 + 0.52
VWITEKHE 13.07 + 0.27 15.10 + 0.67 17.89 + 0.50
H2 [RFEEE
S EOEEHRE 12.47 + 0.33 15.10 + 0.65 18.03 + 0.21
MR ZFERTE 12.87 + 0.52 15.27 + 0.29 17.47 + 0.24
R ZFERATE 12.70 + 0.37 15.13 + 0.65 18.17 + 0.49
7 ZE AT E 12.73 + 0.50 15.03 + 0.52 17.77 + 0.33
HE
HE 8.97 + 0.21 7.37 + 0.41 6.70 + 0.33
BihE 8.50 + 0.16 7.17 + 0.37 6.70 + 0.57
picyind 8.70 + 0.49 7.33 +0.25 6.93 + 0.54
H5E 8.80 + 0.33 7.23 + 0.31 6.63 + 0.17
352
TGP e ) 9.47 + 0.21 6.77 + 0.41 6.43 + 0.21
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