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Comparative study on counting results of Bacillus cereus by 2 new methods
and national standard method
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ABSTRACT: Objective To explore a simple and accurate method for counting Bacillus cereus. Methods Three
different methods, national standard method, Bacillus cereus chromogenic medium method and BACARA (Bacillus
cereus culture media) method, were used to quantitatively detect the quality control samples of Bacillus cereus in the
milk powder and the bacterial suspension of the standard strain. The paired ¢ test was used to compare the consistency

of counting results of chromotropic medium method, BACARA method and national standard method for detecting

Bacillus cereus. Results

There was no significant statistical difference between 2 new methods and the national

standard method (P>0.05). Conclusion BACARA method has the advantages of rapidity and simplicity.
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WaliAE, S 2 Bl sk 5 AR LA I AR 25 MOAT TRl R HU 5 2027

hh ) PO LR & P A A A B . W IRE
B 85 P A 1 PR A 35 s, T AR 2 AT T 5 A BR
TR, WA 2 MR R Y 2 B AR R A A
MEAE S, B ER L e e T B LI & &
FA) A 0 B S s s v 24 0 B A 28 IROAT TR S AR, AT R A
PR ILE B Z 4.

ARG ST ST O ¢ K00k LA 3 Fh A ZE A P
G, I GB 4789.14—2014 £ 2 4 F bR ife
ERHMAEYHEE BEFRTFELER) M8E — %
MYP(mannitol yolk poly)3htiig P-4 145 | FREIL I BERE 251
T R S 0 355 3 i o AT B IR %) M A 2 IO TR e PR ik B R
(Bacillus cereus culture media, BACARA), AR ZF MifT
I B AR IR I . BACARA V543 51 5 EIARYE s FE 28 I
WEH R RS AAREMNZES, UYL LE Ty & 5 i
FE 2R MOAT RS Y 1 DUER 228 TR .

1 HR57®

L1 # &

FLA b A 25 R 1R A2 it 40 BT AR A i (QC-FD-021,
Hh R I A RS BRI o0s) o —15 °CRAF ¥ i
{5, HPEME R 2700 (CFU/mL)/(MPN/mL), R AH X i) H
570~13000 (CFU/mL)/(MPN/mL).

PR bk IR ZE AT B [CMCC(B)63303, | AA &
a2 A TR A R BIRSE OF bt ]y EOIR 2E AT A
(CICC 21473), #h =4 FHFFR(CICC 22945)(th E Tk %
A= R A R 0
1.2 S

T WG 2 2 R B 55 95 A (mannitol yolk poly,
MYP) K B £ 0] | WAE 28 MOFT 1 5 68 15 9 B () AR IR EILL
YR R F]); BACARA HEFEME 035 35 5 K i 45
TR (A Pt HL 5 o A PR D)

Premix Taq DNA R4 iff(TaKaRa) . £ b 3k K 41 $E BGR
G (Omega) . 40 5E R 240 $R U £ (Omega) . RAA
It (M A A L B | L B RRET (1
WA TR TR R D).

AC2-6S1 A= 4% A (34 [E ESCO /A A]); Easymix il
=45 2% (2 [ INTERSCIENCE /A 7); GHP-9270 [ 7k 2.1
TR IR (i — TR R A PR |, XSZ-H A9 i
BR(EPOEHL A F]); 3-30K R R B OHL(GEE Sigma 28
F]); Nanodrop 2000 fi $4MF6 1T . QuantStudio 7
Flex %¢)% PCR (3 [E Thermo /A ]).

13 R
1.3.1 EAEL

HL—PbR HE T PR T 5 SR BB RHAT, 30 °C+1 °CH

7% 24 h+2 h #EF7E b, VERIG L A .

132 Asara

JEAZARE O A ET AL R 79 0 Fe R AR B E B AR A
FHULRHERME, ZFEMCARES 1o BRI AH 4 ¥ 1.3.1 3%
b5 PIFRE TR AR R T B 3R A, 30 °C+1 °CHEFE 24 ht
2 ho FHZEER AR N T RO, AN 10~
10 CFU/mL HE I, MFEM 11,
133 Bk

SR GB 4789.14—20141 4 H s — ke b R 2 A 14
SEATFBE X 2 AR S R 10 ROFATARIN o KA
w1 ORIRE SR T 0 BIHIEL 1107 ) RIRE SR 200, #1410
5B R BIRE S ST, E8E 1072, 107 F1 107% 3 AN
BRE . BARBAELL 0.3, 0.3, 0.4 mL 3R 4> 514 A
T MYP 5UIEFAH, 30 °C+1 °CHEF7 48 h, W #L 7 jv% i
TT%5E
134 #HFRATEH R ERZALE

X2 ASFES A BIHEAT 10 YWOPATRLIN, FE5 TAAES 1T
SrHIHISL 1:10 FIRESR AT, H145 10 EFR R RN AUAE AL
W, PEFE 1072107 1074 3 MRS, S MBEEELL 0.3
0.3, 0.4 mL 470 &2 JIR AT T 05 FE 25 M A R 67,
30 °C1 °CH; 5% 48 h, MUY T4 E .
1.3.5 BACARA it 41 2 &3 R E %

FEPIREFHRDTIE 95 *CKIBTHRML, RIFAHE
47 °C, In] R1 3EFHMRH TR 4 mL R2 #A0571F0 0.5 mL
R3 IR GEFRIE B IR AW, /OB R S5 3 in i
FNRA), BERGIASIHL XF 2 DFER A BIPEAT 10 AT
1, BACARA ARl 1.3.3, 4% 1072, 107 11074 34
TR, WEL 1 mL MARESRIA, A 15~20 mL i
BACARA FJlg, 30 °C+1 °CH53%F 24 h+2 h, WHHEZEMUAT B B
5 00 T A T R A1 K oy 20 (/4 4 1 R T v, ) Pl 3
HARBHIPDEE . S RESUS T 150 P T8, I
Xof LR P TE IEA T 58 o
1.3.6 2 A% sALF AT 7 ik

(1) B ZRATRE 7 7 25 7 W P 2 AT 1

PRI A TR %, A T E FR B AR, 30 °C+1 °C
Big% 24 h+2 h, #EAT R EAL AR . B0 0l | AN
R FRE . WE OO A R . op
B V-P ORI AR ORI T
g . ARRAERIRE . iR R R T R S R
WA ZF IR B A AR R AE O T 88 BOR 7 R L HRRZE Kt
B RAME  B A R A I B, LA AR b 4
BHAEU TR Bk AR ZE R N9 = A 2T R AR R
[EREORIEN

() FE L F A T A IR AR 575 5 2 W 25 AT 1

iz 18 R 4H WA 5 S5 IR A% R ™ 1 15 (recombinase  aided
amplification, RAAYKMR T G106 I A TH0E . WA &
A 50 uL, AR HIA 45.5 pL A ZZ R R 2.5 pL 9 B
SZUP, TR 2.0 uL FRRIAZ IR | B X BE B
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B, 2B LR, RS 5~6 K, REE.L 10 s,

P RN B W, 39 °C40 s, —ANMER; P,
39 °C/30 s, 30 MEH .

1.3.7 #HEF*%

O ¢ R0 7 EL A 3 R R R Ay v I R 2 LA
TSI #e PRI TR, BRI R 10 YA,
IZ FH] SPSS AR ¢ A U 25 Bt b ar#r, BRI 2
e 2 L,

2 HR55%

2.1 EEMESFREATE 2 MEERIALLB S
AU E TGS I RAA Tk, IF G GE bR K 57 15
TNUAB AT I 255 o R R B, 2 Fh 5 vk i S e A 2R

—8, E PR, EEESR-BUORTIRT, Xt 2 f
YEF LT, RAA iRt alse, & RS T
Mg, AR H R 3, 2t B PP B4,
RS 46 it 0 07 AT LA R (AR R B4 A6 Rk A e A 1 5 ) 12
ICIEFE
22 EfRES 2 MEFA ARG 1 NS RELE
V2K

FEbRe: . BB IR BACARA YEAGIIAL S, T rpi
FEZEMAT RS RN 2 FioR . SRR IR 4 SRk T RO X ¢
I, KSR 2 OPATSER A R HE, Bakk
FRIEF BACARA YA RN 25 5 40 501l 5 E R L EE EA T RO XS,
&1 SPSS HAFARYEECXS ¢ K HEAT 0T, I K E
a=0.05, B srHraE RNk 3 Mk 4 s,

F1 2 MEEFEMLR

Table 1 Comparison of 2 identification methods

g bRk A SRR Y B AR
Rl i FE AN E Ry 1
K st 1] 6d 6~8 h
BAE PR 2 BRI A BRI, REEWERN; /LA R
HEm1E s NTHE 5 s oy IR R
b RiEne| 26 2 A S FE A B RGN
LA EAR T, RO . BREE A . TRl A RRAE, R R, BRAER B, RER, FFR1ER,

ANIE T IR A I

B, 8T B AR

R2 IMTERNEES | FERFRTEITRER
Table 2 Count results of Bacillus cereus in sample I were
detected by 3 methods

G bRk AREIRR BACARA 7%
1 2300 2200 2000
2 2500 2000 2400
3 2100 2200 2200
4 2200 2100 2100
5 2200 2500 2300
6 2400 2400 2200
7 2000 2100 2100
8 2500 2000 2400
9 2400 2200 2100
10 2100 2600 2300

3 ATLUVEH, Bk, MR B e Rt
A BACARA JE5HREM: T A INSS A8 73 B R 2270,
2230 Al 2210; FEHMHSEHEEXESA 570~
13000 (CFU/mL)/(MPN/mL), %5854, b2 &
176.69811, 205.75066 Fl 137.03203, FrifEzE K/ N:

=3 HmIRNEREAHRGITE

Table 3 Basic descriptive statistics of sample I test results

. o L (ENED]

Jr ik ¥ N brifE 2= e

FRifEIR

[ i 2270.0000 10 176.69811 55.87685

WRHESE MU B 2230.0000 10 205.75066 65.06407
(EREE 1 SR ' ' '

BACARA #: 2210.0000 10 137.03203 43.33333

BACARA JE<[E Rk <SS 2 MOAT I 0 (B 85 32 550k, U
BACARA 5N &5 R sh A4/, 5% B LA K E A
B, AR TFEE R A E B LGS B T 906 2 B e Y
et

3 4 TLVE N, ER S SRR i stk
BIHZ A2 40, ZEMARMEZEN 31692972, ¢ {H N
-0.399, HEHEEN 9, BEM: P4 0.699(>0.05), Ui EIRES
IR ZE AT R B O AN R R AR % . EinkS
BACARA ¥ EHZ MM 2ZE N 60, Z{H MR 2R
177.63883, t{6011.068, B HEEN9, BEM: P} 0.313(>0.05),
VLI EIFRTE S BACARA AR ZE R 22 R A B2
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2.3 EfRES 2 M AR AN RAI LR
vaK iy

AR . SRR 2 I 1 B 15 SR IA T BACARA 5
DA i T A A 2 AT B T AR SR N2 5 R o G E8:
SEILIEATHONT ¢ A5, RSS2 O SLER s R
ME . EFREKINZE R 55 BACARA B 2 dE I
ATECXF, 12 SPSS FHAARYERCAT ¢ Ko Bk A7 /04, I
K a=0.05, BRI HTEE IR ANER 6 FIFR 7 s,

% 6 ITLUEH, AR SRR 2E M B B st g dt
THI BACARA VAR b 11K I 45 5 04 5 (5435124 20000,
21000 1 20700; FRUE2E5HIJE 2538.59104 , 2828.42712 Fl
2311.80545 FrifEZE BACARA Bi<[E bRk <USFE 2 MUAT 12 2

R, YOITE 2 FORR S LT, BACARA 4G
55 S BhE AR TN

H3 7 AT LAE Y, BRI 2 AT A R s R 3t
LI Z A A ZEE A -1000, ZE{EAIFRIEEE N 2943.92029, ¢
HA-1.074, AHEER9, BEMEP N 0.311(>0.05), PLHE
PR R ZE AT A (5 R IR A 245 R 2 IR A 22
B2 . BRI 5 BACARA ILIEZ (Al 22 {6 9—700, 2E{H
HIATAE S 3465.70499, ¢ {H 7-0.639, A HEH9, B¢k
P 4 0.539(>0.05), UiHEPRILS BACARA LKMILE R
6] ()22 SN R o 5 AR AR ZE AT B B (B SR ek
HHEL, BACARA JEZEPRVET LT, BRI 4%, HiE o &
B, REE AT TS 24 TR 1 T, O R R 2251 .

R4 HE ARG ARSI S

Table 4 Comparison of statistical analysis results of sample I by pairwise method

FEAMY 95% T 151X [
AR
Mg Rz IERBRELR TRR F- B t AN HE)  Sig(h )
Ebrik-BERFRE 40,0000 31692972 100.22198 —186.7179  266.71786  0.399 9 0.699
E4R%:-BACARA 75 60.0000 177.63883 56.17433 —67.07517 187.07517 1.068 9 0.313
#*5 3IMAERNAESR I PEEFRITEITHER
Table 5 The count results of Bacillus cereus in sample II were detected by 3 methods
£ ARk R ZF MR 1] B G B SR kT BACARA 3%
1 19000 22000 22000
2 21000 25000 20000
3 18000 23000 18000
4 17000 18000 21000
5 20000 19000 19000
6 21000 21000 17000
7 23000 18000 24000
8 16000 17000 23000
9 24000 23000 20000
10 21000 24000 23000
F6 tEMIENERERERGITE
Table 6 Basic descriptive statistics of sample II test results
Ik ¥E N b2 WERIbR DR
ESE7N7S 20000.0000 10 2538.59104 802.77297
W 25 MOAT 1]t B B SRk 21000.0000 10 2828.42712 894.42719
BACARA 20700.0000 10 2311.80545 731.05707
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Table 7 Comparison of statistical analysis results of sample II by pairwise method

239 95% B A5 X ]

R
¥IfH bRfE2E AR FRER TR R t AfA M) Sig(h 25X
FEIbRIR-WEAE2E MUY 1000.0000 2943.92029  930.94934  —3105.95371 1105.95371 —1.074 9 031
LRGN P S 87 R s ' ) e ’ o '
E#Ri- BACARA % —700.0000 3465.70499 109595215  —3179.2160 17792160 —0.639 9 0.539
3 gﬁi’e'—ﬁ id-i'e quantification of viable Bacillus cereus group species in milk by

propidiummonoazide quantitative real-time PCR [J]. J Dairy Sci, 2016,
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FLUF BACARA 1430 5 AR I 300 45 2R T b 3% 22 5+,
R 25 TR — Bt et . AR IR TS AR 2R AT R B g R
DA KRR YA 5 TSR, VT &8 V5 7 (5 Bk Uik
e, Bl SPARGERIETK A 2 sk A A A e
FIE A RAE K S E, T4 o BACARA 5
R st (), ELRER PO, HRERIAE, SR 2oR,;
B I TEVE AR AR IRIL T, A5 PRI e iR,
T ARG AR 88 5 o TESCI E T ERES . AR 1 I0IE LA
RSB0 (B) Bt B, RTAR S AR v e 3 06 115 A 7 4 B 36,
PRI A AR . FIRTHE T RAA ik e ik
ZEMFF R A AT AT R e, SRR e RS S
PRIEAHELES, RAA ERINSCRE R, 36 TR K= )i
BBE7 L7 ST L il 8
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