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NAUBUANEYI NIADUNTY LIASAAUITUINITNITIND
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Staphylococcus aureus nludonnzivornassy

Effect of uv-light, organic acids and ultrasound on

Staphylococcus aureus of cherry tomatoes

yuns noglu”

Bussagon Thongbai'’

unAnga: mmwuﬁﬂmmm@mmm ﬂamumﬂ LL@Wmummmqmmm Sta,ohy/ococcus aureus
wﬂmﬂﬂuuwmmﬁmm ‘Emﬂmu.,,mmmﬁmmwmmmmwﬂumﬂumﬁmm S. aureus 5161 5.68 log CFU/g
Wuz@emeand S. aureus ﬂmﬂ@ummqmﬂmmuﬂmmbnfa (SDW) lutaatuAn anawased (UV)
NIALAARN (2 % vAv) (L) NIANIAN (2 % wiv) (M) ﬂﬁummaqq 4Q kHz (US) @jmmqgﬁmuﬁwmmmmﬁn
(Uv L) AUAEIMNFIENIANIAN (UV M) nsauaRFNIaNALARUIREIANLTGS (L+US) NIANIANTINAL
AAUAENAIINDEY (M+US) R18UaEARNAENIALAARNIINALARUAENAINTQS [UV-(L+US)] uay
fmﬂLmemumﬂﬂmmﬂﬂifmnumumm\mfmmm [UV-(M+US)] iunan 54 ‘W‘umﬂ%mm S. aureus
%ﬂmﬂ@uuwmﬂmmwu@mmma@ 4.57, 3.95,”3.90, 3.27,4.46, 3.40, 3.34, 3.92, 3.39, 3.84 ILlax 3.24
log CFU/g muaTeL (P < 0.05) HANTINAABITLLE A AN UV-(M+US), M, UV-M, M+US uaz UV-L
Lﬂwmwm@@uwuﬂivwﬁmw“lummmﬁmm S, aureus Tihuileuns silamAdlligelaaanls
244,241, 2.34,2.29 uay 2.28 log CFU/g mmanaLl (P > 0.05) Ineinsasnan (2 % wiv) Lﬂmﬁwmmmm
uaeAnamwds AR einaitean Bunns S. aureus wﬂmﬂfaumvmummﬂ@@mﬁmuﬁgmmqmm
mqwmammwumim

ANRIATY: NTANIAN, mummmmam WA, NETRMATTH

ABSTRACT: The aim of this research was to evaluate the effect of ultraviolet light, organic acids and
ultrasound on Staphylococcus aureus of cherry tomatoes. The initial S. aureus of tomato fruit was 5.68
log CFU/g. Inoculated cherry tomato fruits were washed with sterile distilled water (SDW) as control,
UV-light (UV), 2.0% lactic acid (L), 2.0% malic acid (M), 40 kHz ultrasound (US), combination of
UV and lactic acid (UV-L), combination of UV and malic acid (UV-M), combination of lactic acid
and US (L+US), combination of malic acid and US (M+US), combination of lactic acid and US
(L+US), combination of malic acid and US (M+US), combination of UV and lactic acid with US
[UV-(L+US)] and combination of UV and malic acid with US [UV-(M+US)] for 5 min. The results
showed that S. aureus population of cherry tomatoes were decreased to 4.57, 3.95, 3.90, 3.27, 4.46,
3.40, 3.34, 3.92, 3.39, 3.84 and 3.24 log CFU/g, respectively, (P < 0.05). In addition, UV-(M+US),
M, UV-M, M+US and UV-L were effective treatments in reducing S. aureus count of cherry tomatoes
by 2.44, 2.41, 2.34, 2.29 and 2.28 log CFU/g, respectively (P > 0.05). The appropriate treatment
of 2.0% malic acid has a potential as washing treatment for reducing S. aureus and enchancing the
microbiological safety of fresh cherry tomatoes.

Keywords: Malic acid, Ultrasound, UV-light, Cherry tomato
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UNU\

Nz\lWAITH (cherry tomato) Wlunzide
wmandeni3inaasidunalivaziFuiunig
U?IﬂmLﬁmﬁu‘imﬂL@Wﬂ”iun@iuﬁﬁimﬁ%ﬂ
AN Lummﬂmmmmmeﬂm’lwml,ml,mv
sindlnaannlzafiinannnnsiinaeiuisfilaia
saqun I iy luNaNTARnAgANANEANI Mg
#iasine) ARUszlemifaganin iy Snndiuie
Anfind Tunaden veaneia uwnilden le
2117 uazlalatlu (lycopene) aiflugnséinu
BUYABATY (antioxidant) 95U sEnLNLIe
wARstaeliinszinnzamsuazanl&nianulés
°n'fmmﬁmgmm%u’l,ﬁﬁuawﬁmmaqmﬂ Lazaael
ansmIdereanisiinlsanasniaanvialalas
nziierangnusnnlfiandag (nsninoyal, 2553)
wAnnFULlsE AN AeNATUAA1ALREN
mm?”meumﬁﬂmnf«mumﬂmﬂumﬂumnu
NANTAD N A mfawmmm@ﬂmﬂfauvlmslmymw
nezuauNawIzlgn mslAuien uazduneu
N13UUES Immaumwmmmqmmvsqumq
mﬂmnﬂ'}imimmﬂm@"l,umimLmﬂqua@umﬂ
nalsalua1ys (foodborne pathogens) L
Escherichia coli, Salmonella g Sta,ohy/ococcus
aureus WAL m'm'awuﬂw,ﬂfau‘lumu e
anls m%mmnaumﬂummeml‘imfmmagﬂu
i il EInAMIL Az ue s insuElew
@@umﬂn@uumiﬂwummsﬂqmwm Aauld
lAnK feaudy visennlKideTim L ‘Emﬂmiﬂ
NMsAgHANY meﬂmhfmmmwmmm
ﬂi”ﬂmmm‘m@mﬁmm%umwﬂmﬂ@ﬂm
Weantion 1u°umm’l,lﬂa‘wmﬂmm‘wﬂi@ummi
uw‘lﬂmﬁmimqmnm"tmwmmﬁmmwaumﬂ
mﬂmﬂ@umﬂmﬂﬂjmMumm@mu
(chlorinated water) LWiﬁzLﬂuQﬁV}NﬂimV}ﬁmwm
TunsantFunuaunstduazan iane ldunedanis
Wik LLMMﬂ%UﬂﬂNﬂWWﬂW@mﬂm@ﬂumm
mnmmnmimnmwmmm@mumnmﬂﬁu
ATt USRI TnenToymdndny
nnanganstnsanladinu (trihalomethanes) GR
Wuansnenzide (carcinogen) ﬁl,ﬂufa"ummwi@
qunnwaasiiizinanenaanAngludnualinedu
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miz’q’ﬁ\iﬁwmmmwmﬁu (¥adn1 way Weg
#3, 2550) mmmmum‘lmmwmﬂ Tuiaquiu
m‘l,ummmuhﬁnmmmmmﬂmimmw
ﬁivmmﬁmwiummml“a*mmmumwﬂum@u
Tuinwaldlfinuas mm”l,ummmnﬂwmfamw
mﬁnLﬂu@ummﬂﬂymmiwmmazm ilel%
Wudsnnsiaanluinlasasiasiegisinalunig
W lunszuqunisdnednualdnaununisinedios
a1sAaeIu iy Anwnisldnsaduvisdatinsing
ganfuNsl3ENN9sne] Wedaeinlss@nanm
TunsdnedinualiiliiamnsnantFunniqauvise
wﬂul,ﬂ@uimwau‘ﬁmﬂiuumimnmqm@mm
anaiadlmfludunmeialiluamns Tnanizane
wased (UV-light) Deludsniaaanilafuaaia
awlauaz drnnfnwdsz@nsnanlunisan
LﬁmmwaumwﬂuLﬂ@ummmi He9anua
mLﬂu@mmim@iwmmmnﬂmuuﬂ@mmmw
‘wwmﬂmwLL@vmmmwimmmmmmmi
memuﬂimwﬁmw“luﬂwmmﬁmmmumw
Revnslif ArenueaTesBEnLA iU
waed (20.4 kJ/m?) st 10 Wil wuduaen
mm?a@mﬁmmE coli kag Sal. Typhimurium
Ahuideuluinuacels 2.88 uay 3.06 log
CFU/g AN&"AL (Cheon et al., 2015) luaneh
nsABWYaEl (organic acids) MifugnImiaaan
1m@ummuﬂﬂuma‘mmhmemﬂ‘é‘mm
@@umwﬂmﬂ@ummil,wumnmu ezl
mwmqmﬁummumﬂ (antimicrobial activity)
IiRuazdsluineliifndunsasagizinaudazd
mimﬂmwmﬂimfauwm‘iummanrmu T9n9A
Awindnnan ¥ 1Eun nsauedan NIAWNTIN N9A
63N n3auanin waznaaunan udu wanain
umi’lfnmummmmmm (ultrasound) Uy W
il findwdeefis: mumwamumm
sz iifianazLaung  cavitation Faufly

NITUIUARNNTET19MAZAA A IN B9 NA
TUAGNAMINNNEENITIRTY Heavinliqauyiad
N mmnmmmﬂmm@"lul,ﬂmﬂ'm‘mmﬂ@n”l,ﬂim
(Sdo José et al., 2014) Tagl Sap José and
Vanetti (2012) $1eM1UHAT89NNT AR AN
44 (45 kHz) danfunIAeTLaTRN (40 NN./HA.)
Whunan 101 ansnsnantBanns Sal. Typhimurium
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ATTC 14028 fuzEemenesdls 3.90 log CFU/g
muq%umﬂﬂmmmﬂmmm nIBuYTY Uz
mummmmmmmmmml?*mm S. aureus
ﬂuLﬂfauwmfammwu Immm‘wmm@wmmv
zﬁﬂummmaﬁmm@@um‘mﬂmﬂ@uu e
mmummiﬂmﬂmﬁmqm@nmmﬂmmqmmm
an (fresh produces) WAZLNNANNNLABAABANT
(food safety) lunsi3lnAnz@ewmasdtanls

A8N15ANEN

mﬁ‘Lﬁl‘éﬂNﬁjStaphylococcus aureus

el S. aureus TISTR 030 41N Tryptic
soy agar (TSA) slant @ﬂummﬂﬁmﬁ@ Tryptic
soy broth (TSB) waziaignwnil 37 agriaaldea
e 14-16 Falas Taevinnnaidesida S. aureus
Tuamaidesia TSB 2 AT innnsuffauiiay
ANYUIDITARUITUADELRY S. aureus LA

AUANGULEY 0.5 McFarland IO IETRINITAR

wauaesENAW 10° CFU/MI ((Faudasannia
289 Luo and Oh, 2016) LATNINNTIARANIA1 LA
/310U S. aureus Limu 10° CFU/mI vi32 6 log
CFU/MI Ul ludumenassanimluiion
S. aureus Tunzl@amATisall

msasamMwluwitlaw S. aureus Tunzidiawna
517U 3
=l o '8 ada A £

Nz@amARufTlandaaniinaunalag
TURIWTANUNZ1IAIN APLADNHANSIAANAINTT
aa v a o a =3 1
nrwanalndiAeaiy Roslsuaslifinnaung
mmmamﬁmﬂi”ﬂﬂmmu'ﬂivmm 3 W
Wernsndsanilaniianfineenly waziinluugly
ansazanelmfenlalinanlsd (NaOCH) Aau
v v = o Y v
diadin 1% (viv) et 3 Wil antiudnada
ﬁﬁﬂﬁuﬂ@@mﬁ@ (sterile distilled water, SDW)
WANE7 ATIALA pH AatihdnawiaiL 7 iedne
NaOCl @@ﬂlwmLﬂum@m@maumiwﬂmﬂ@u
NANZARWARN AR (backgroynd microflora)
PnansemANigsegn ndwien  (artificial
contamination) A& I TARLUIUAREUES S,
aureus (6 log CFU/mI) 1huan 15 54Tia Nanumnil
20 aaFmaLiad Welimasued S. aureus AA
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LLﬂuﬁN@NWﬁ‘ﬂmﬂ?’ﬁﬁ mmfum\mummm
ﬂ@@msﬁﬂlumﬂmmLMLWﬂﬂ@mfmmmmm
mmmm@wm@mmfmuwmw@mwﬂmﬂ@u
mf;l Sy. aureus WRINNIAINZILTNNUL S, aureus
PhuilauEusy (inital contamination) 3181w
log CFU/g (Amutlasanndaees Aimasoud et al,
2015)

ANHNRIDINAET NTABUVIZE WATARULAES
mwnmm@msamﬂ?mm S.
uzilawnAsITn .
shuanzamandindunisaieanin
tuileuding S. aureus udanmagaLlngnnafing
FneinAtalasnimia (SDW) (IAAILIAN) R1EUAEN
(UV) NIAUAARN (2% Vv/v) (L) NTANIAN (2% W/V)
(M) PAWIRENAINDZI40 kHz (US) 2N8uaseana
foensaLamsn (UV-L) fa’]mtmgﬁmuﬁqmm
H1AN (UV-M) nspuapmndaniuaaudennuiigs
(L+US) nsmunandanriunaifeenangs (M+US)
ALUANELARNINAIINTAUAARNTINALARUIALY
ANDGY [UV-(L+US)] waraeuadsimusoe
nNeALNANINALARWIRENAADEY [UV-(M+US)]
Tnenanz@emandiazndlunantaendeuas
218uadEA 2 A1 az 5 wii donlugamaseui
winspduvduazadudeenaungaiinisut
Wiunan 5 u’m ANTUR"9AE SDW e 10
AU @ p%a) \WadanInBuizenanaanan
HANTARNATUMNA ANUUINN1IAIATATIEE
FaneL S. aureus NI8ATIR LWL RN AT

aureus °lu

nsAATIERUTNNMAAUYEE

FaEIHANZTBWNATIEN 25 NFN TN ANAN
fiuaNTazany peptone water (0.1%) 1an1ms
225 WA, A2ELATEY stomacher WA 3 U
WaTiARaNd (serial dilution) fRetiNNzITamA
sy AR Tivanzan waziinns
spread plate f8ENNLIIDNAIREANLILAMNS
LINEE Baird-Parker medium (BPM) IR egyg
yolk tellurite L 35 - 37 asAnaaidea {uia
48 T8 Teuzane S. aureus Ll log CFU/G
(Yune LazAnde 2560)
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NN9AATIEUNED A

TNARHUNITNARRILLLY Completely
Randomized Design (CRD) TaeilasneyiAnAnu
w1391 (ANOVA) wazulFeuiiausiaasing
'T‘ﬁ Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (DMRT)
NrzduAuTeiy 95 % Heallsunsndizagy
NNADH

NANISANHILATIANSTN

HANTANHINATBUANET NIABUNTE Uay
mummmﬁmmm@ S. aureus wﬂum'aumu 2in
WATTT (Table 1) ‘ymm@uvmfammwwmu
nsaseannluilension S. aureus Waldtw
Lmumiﬂmﬂﬂumuﬁﬁummmﬁmm S. aureus
ﬂmﬂ@ummummu 568 + 0.17 log CFU/g
LL@AN@%’]N@HVL‘Q@LVIﬂﬁ"]?HLMZﬁ’]ﬁN’]V}m@@U
Tremsdnsdnatinatalasnidia (SDW) (IaALAN)
28UAdE (UV) NIAUARRN (2% v/v) (L) NIAN

N (2% wh) (M) ARWAENAYINDAY (US) @78
wasgudapNFEnIALaRRn (UV-L) anauase)
ﬁLLﬁqmuﬁqammmﬁﬂ (UV-M) N3nLammng
NUARURENAYINTQS (L+US) naaNnandauriL
AAUAENAIINDEY (M+US) aeuassAnInaae
nsAuAARNIINALAALALNAINTGY (UV-(L+US)
AUUANIANAIUNIANIANIINALARULAS
ANNDGY (UV-(M+US) WodHaNzZamaAsTil
3100w S. aureus Ywilewwindy 4.57, 3.95,
3.90, 3.27, 4.46, 3.40, 3.34, 3.92, 3.39,|3.84
UaY 3.24 log CFU/g MNANSL (P < 0.05) T4
Table 1 waneliiLiiuan SDW, UV, L, M, US, UV-
L, UV-M, L+US, M+US, UV-(L+US) laz UV-
(M+US) Rulsv@nsnmnlunisamiBunns S. aureus
Tunanzidamasdilgsneie lnoanld 1.1,
1.73, 1.78, 2.41, 1.22, 2.28, 2.34, 1.76, 2.29,
1. 84 WAy 2.44 log CFU/g ANNANAL (P < 0. 05)
Lumﬁﬂumﬂmuﬁmm S. aureus hwifay
naNzdomAEnBuEY  Sesiulddn Uv-
(M+US)I, M, UV-M, M+US ay UV-L Lﬂuﬂm
nageUNNLsr@nsnwlunnsaniianns S. aureus
Tunanz@amarIRlFAumnsaesns lutd Ay
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(P > 0.05) Tneinn9&19iae SDW Rulsv@nsninly
neaniEnnng S. aureus TunanzAamATTULS
FN7igA (P < 0.05) AnuAMINARatuans 1w
nafneNzAamMATILAE UV-(M+US), M, UV-M,
M+US uaz UV-L iudanishifldsg@vananiu
nsaniFnnmuaes S. aureus wﬂmﬂaumwma
WMATTULR mum@Lﬂmwmmmmquﬂu
mmumq@umﬁmLngqmma‘ammmm
heddnnelusadues S. aureus M liildanunsn
NANTZLIUNTANARIALBI1R9 DNA 16 Laze
4p999N19%197UT89 DNA Uar RNA 289 S.
aureus MU auNRanzidamAsTiansae asil
NAlAIARIRY S. aureus LUNAIUANELAZLING
AVUEARNANITUALAL (Guerrero-BQItran and
Barbosa-Canovas, 2004) Iumm:ﬁﬂimmaﬂ
u,mu,@ﬂﬁﬂLﬂummﬁuvﬁ‘ﬁmgmmsm@j@u ER
nsuAnsarensnaziinsuansaf e il
dqureansnaunadn tdunndatiaiudng
nalumaduesuuaizeiiliadreauuaiize
nansilasuutlaslnseaieaaanslamadnnli
wagnANILIAELuazAeld - daunisvineu
w@qmummmqmmuu WU TIARLLALN
AINDgenneuaziinalirainanlusns
(ultrasonic bgth) NANBIRINIATLIALANAWIL
wnuaziagn Audundssu shock wave da
nalfilmasues S, aureus MNNZAATINALBNA
wz@ewAndtinanimgeeanidls anuanis
naaeslu Table 1 uansliifiudn UV-(M+US),
M, UV-M, M+US uaz Uv-L {uA3snd
dszAninnlunisdrenanzilamaiilas
anunsnambBunnmes S aureus thuilauna
uzd@awalininndt 2 log CFU/g (2.4, 2.41,
2.34,2.29 uaz 2.28 log CFU/g ANAAL) 9012
1Hduiudannshslisz@naningandinisdneid
ma‘hm?mm@mq T imanzfisneenudnansein
mfamiﬂmmm@mﬁmmwumwﬂmﬂau
@’1‘1)11?1mryﬁm’1 2 log reduction (Jiang et al., 2017)
anusz@nanmlunisanisann S. aureus gy
289 UV-(M+US), M, UV-M, M+US uaz UV-L 3
anailunaznsineiidugvaiaemanetad
(LAER NIANTAN NIAUAARN UAZAALRENAND
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m) mmmmmnwanmi hurdle technology
ﬁmLﬂummmﬂ?mm%umwﬂmﬂ@ummﬁ
fanisluanes Aadanriu TneA3n1s A 1% 9o
wiantiuassiaslinali Nppu@amesenunIw
MBI Uszanndula wazaniAmnainins
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98497979154 T9IUNINARRAT WLIHANZITD
aaa aal dsj =

WA R BN UANEeL W aUAnae NaNzaamA

ITEIAIANNAANUNFLILIIENUANNEIINTR AT

fiautaanitansdinugaTainenlunianiiing

m‘wmwu

Table 1 Decontamination efficacy of UV-light, organic acids and ultrasound on S. aureus of cherry

tomatoes
Treatments Populations (log CFU/g)

Viable cells log reduction

SDW 4.57+0.10° 1.11+0.06°
uv 3.95+0.07° 1.73+0.24"

L 3.90+0.09° 1.78+0.60"

M 3.27+0.16° 2.41+0.31°

us 4.46+0.09° 1.22+0.09°
UV-L 3.40+0.13° 2.28+0.20%
UV-M 3.34+0.13° 2.34+0.24°
L+US 3.92+0.08° 1.76+0.16"
M+US 3.39+0.02° 2.29+0.17%
UV-(L+US) 3.84+0.06° 1.84+0.18°
UV-(M+US) 3.24+0.21° 2.4440.23°

*9means in the column followed by different letters are significantly different (P < 0.05)
Initial S. aureus of cherry tomatoes : 5.68 + 0.17 log CFU/g

SDW : sterile distilled water (control), UV : UV-light, L : lactic acid (2% v/v),

M : malic acid (2% w/v), US : ultrasound, UV-L: combination of UV-light and lactic acid,

UV-M : combination of UV-light and malic acid,
L+US : combination of lactic acid and ultrasound,
M+US : combination of malic acid and ultrasound,

UV-(L+US) : combination of UV-light and lactic acid with ultrasound,
UV-(M+US) : combination of UV-light and malic acid with ultrasound

dq1

FannsdnaiteamBunn S. aureus Tuile
NAAWNAINTUAEAT UV- (M+US) M, UV-M,
M+US uaz UV-L ifhinan 5307 Lﬂmﬁwuﬂi‘vmﬁmw
gelunsanlunnd S. aureus wﬂuLﬂ@u ‘EmMﬁ
Mnune mu‘lummmﬁmm%umwﬂum@u
NANY mfammwumfamuqmmhmmiqu
QﬁﬂﬂaﬁmumuiummﬂLmuﬂimmﬁquﬂu
msan Fannuqawistliun Fnsinsdaansanan

2 %wiw) Beudansimanzandwinlisea
wrdewmAndtianuazia e et uaensit
Aruqadadnen lunistsinanz@emastand

ANUDLIAM
°ufm_|ﬂmmmmLﬂﬂ‘lﬁu‘i@ﬂmmﬂmi‘ﬂmummms

ﬂva]ﬂIuI@EJ NMWQV]EJ’W@ENW]@’W?F’Y\N wvlmmuumuu
memwafaﬂmmmm LL@yﬁﬂ’]uV]ZWWi‘LIﬂ’Wﬁ‘VIN’m

a8l
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