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U3uau Escherichia coli uagRMNMYaILATansinuse lneAnwdvianasinvesaniizlumsdn (@nisund
(A) wazganzunsnduneldania (V) kagsyeeinain1sa (5, 10, 15 uag 20 u1l) mensadesn n1s
5Nﬁamwl,l,mﬂ%mqﬁgzym'm Wunan 15 (V15) uaz 20 w1il (V20) fluananisanaswes £ coli (5 log CFU/g)
gufian (p<0.05) usiliAnnsiasuulasesnummnuasenideifisuiunguarugy fe A1 pH UTinunsn
Alvinsals uagArruuds luvnefinisdrefianiizund nan 15 il (A15) wagn1sdnsitaniznisunsndu
melagayeyinie a1 5wl (V5) dnasanisanasued £ coli Ussua 3 log CFU/g lnelifinasionis
Wasuuaswesauninuazen (1 pH Usnansndilnmsald uazenaruude) sauishsandvdaruem
YBWATON WONIMNTIUTEIIIMSAUSIY WU mMsdsftannzunsnduneldgyania (vs) duaviili
E. coli mgRnuuiuasengnuzdnseenldinnniuaziviina £ coli doonimsdsiiannzund (A15)
(p > 0.05) ﬁqfuﬂﬂiﬁ’lﬁé’aaﬂﬁm%m%ﬂﬁam’;sLmiﬂ%um&flé’fzjiyimﬂ’m 1381 5 W (V5) vilaaguau £, coli
"LﬁmﬂsiyuuazmqmmwsuaaLmsamﬁmwiq
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Abstract

This study aimed to evaluate the efficacy of combining citric acid and vacuum impregnation
applied to the washing process to reduce Escherichia coli on the fresh-cut carrot. Additionally, the
effect of combination treatment on carrot quality was determined. The interaction effect of washing
conditions (atmospheric pressure (A) and vacuum impregnation (V)) and treatment time (5, 10, 15,
and 20 min) in citric acid solution was studied. The maximum reduction of E. coli was 5 log CFU/g
observed after washing with citric acid combined with vacuum impregnation for 15 and 20 min
(p<0.05). However, fresh-cut carrots’ quality (pH, titratable acidity, and hardness) changed compared
to unwashed controls. The washing with citric acid in atmospheric pressure for 15 min (A15) and
citric acid combined with vacuum impregnation for 5 min (V5) accomplished a 3 log CFU/g reduction
of E. coli on the fresh-cut carrot without causing adverse quality changes (pH, titratable acidity, and
hardness), and also decreased the whiteness index. Scanning electron photomicrographs showed
that most E. coli on carrot surface were washed out with citric acid combined with vacuum impreg-
nation (V5), which was more than washing in atmospheric (A15). The number of E. coli on fresh-cut
carrots subjected to vacuum impregnation washing treatment was lower in all storage (p > 0.05).
Using citric acid in combination with vacuum impregnation for 5 min could reduce the growth of

E. coli and maintain the quality of fresh-cut carrots.

Keywords: Citric acid; Vacuum impregnation; Escherichia coli; Carrot

1. uni (lignin formation) [3] uaﬂmﬂﬁmiﬁiﬂﬂﬁmaawa

Hagtunsuilaadnuaznalidaudmion  lfandaussorndeswienslisusuneaingdunid
Fuusgmuidnduiidesnisvesduiloauniy relsamspnsiivuiousniuinghuainiu e i
diesnnanusavilaalduivilvagainauts  warannzenAnuuaLzUgnuasudanisiiv
wazUszndana Simawloudnuasnaliandausds  Aea Escherichia coli WuuwuafiFetannsawuls
vilalaenisdne msde uaz msvuneuussy ud  Tueaiszvesdniidenguuasuyyd \uqdunien
usnwilugamgliviiiy wasendausdluguuuy I%Lﬂuwuumsnmmaﬂwmwuaﬂmmsuaum [4, 5]
dudusuuinifdenlunsuslaauuudnaauas fafunisansiuau £ coli mndnuaskalifausiee
Uszneuamsludiuenns lsiemnsuarluehidey  twananuidsdunsidsudedelsanisemsls
1] Jgwmdnivhlfergninfivinvivesasen  swianmsansiuaugdunidludinuasnalsidausdd
dous faveznarduiesnnaindun white  dwelunsinengmsifivinvives dnuasnalsl
discoloration) fiU3nnfaunsov uazgduvdsiviily  diauss Taevhlulusedugaanvnssuiinislinaeiu
pwnsihide (2] msiisdunfivinafiuasendma  lunsdednuassaliifiordngdurigivudeuin
Tinsvonsuresuilonanas madeunvasiiAn  esandiduvuiuariinasionisanqauviddlsvans
'mﬂmsq@yLﬁaﬁ’]‘uuﬁaLLﬂsawﬁaLﬁmﬂ’ﬁa%ﬁaSﬂﬁu ¥l uinsldrassulivedndn Ao Uszansainlu
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nsrdaqBunidiuagiua pH gamndl wavany
nsensesii [6] ndurasIuiinnddluinaaldide
Jundulifisuszasddmiviuilan uagiiseny
SunsrefiAnainnisandisvesaisnasduludn
walsl Ao a1slmseladmu (trihalomethanes) &3
L"f]umidamLénﬁma]mﬁ’magjlﬁ (7]
nsndunigdaduansilasuniseeuduain
aadmsewsielan (WHO) Tildiduansiilisunsne
souyud TuvdinuaTRlunsiudaunidnelsn
neemsuateviin nslansadunsglunisaneen
andfausiaiiusravsnmlunmssudsgaunidoglurag
gamginiaarlilaiunansgnuainanunseing
vohdududesiindmiunisidnasiu (8] nsm
Frsniunsndunasmintunusssuspluinuas
walfisaiuasendae [9-10) MsAnwves Piscopo
wagAuMy (2019) $1891UINTANLATONLUUN DU
A58A18NIATASN ANUINTY Soaz 1.5 Fean
Asiiruuivesuasendausdldinniuiieiiou

9 oA

funguianeieinuseln [11] dnsuszendldnen

q

3Nty NNSANNENAARALASIAINITOANTIUIU
dunsdnalsanisanmsiavianesile [12-14] A1g

PO

=

Anw1ved Chen uazAmg (2016) 31891471 AT
Saoudadnusdieansazanensa@ssn Aty
Tu Sowaz 0.5 1Wunan 5 Wil aunsaangduvsd
ﬁgwmiéf USu 1.5 log CFU/g [15] wagn1sne
994 Tantratian WagAnlg (2021) S189UINITUY
waungudnudsluansavatunsadnin Ay
U Seuay 0.625 Wunan 2 Wit aunsaaniuu
ﬁﬁuvﬁé laun E. coli, Salmonella Typhimurium
ey Staphylococcus aureus J3unew 2.66, 2.00
waz 0.7 log CFU/g mudsiu [16] msAnundiniu
winsUszendlinsndnsnlunsandnuiugaunse
lunansinunaldvanesiinuandsnsiidedin Ao an
a;ﬁuw%‘aﬂlﬁmaahuwhifuLﬁaamnmmiimwaﬂum

NI YTUTLUAL TRINAUUUNURITINTIUT I
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Bn1sunsndunieldgyyinie (vacuum
impregnation) WWuwmaiafiilalnensudduings
uasadlUANTAZANBLAIINITANANAUDINIARIIU
iiAnanzanuiugaanalunvuyle vili
ﬁwﬁa@iuﬁmdwiwdwL%aéﬁﬂgﬂamaaﬂmw%fau
flun13AAeINA ﬂwnﬁwqmﬂwﬂé’j’aqu@mwmﬂ
ilasazansunsidnunludesinsseninugad
Taodanunuiifeigngasenlulnenisunssiiug
uLan (capillary action) wagiluwaann n1s
WasuwamuiuusIEne (pressure gradients)
ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ’]ia%a’]&lLL'Vlﬁﬂ%iJL%IWIUMWQJEWEHLﬁaL?j@B:I’ﬂIﬁ
T [17-19] M3An®IUD4 Kang LazAglg (2017)
laAnwnsldisnsunsndunmeldayyinmasiuniu
msldnsmnaniunsansuaude S. Typhimurium,
E. coli O157:HT wag Listeria monocytogenes Tu
TEnandALAT fip %3N WATEN WRLITUIAL WWin
WaEIIEOY WUTMRININNSANYIMENGeIRanssatl
BLANAIOULUUEDINTIANIENEIINAITITNTS
wsnduruneligayaniasiniunsaundn Aw
Wudufosay 2 aw15nann1snzAnvedunsd
fUTnasesuTsULiYeImn UATEY Lazldou
Innnimsadduaniizund [20] wenaninig
ANw1Ue9 Zhao uazAnz (2022) T1E9IUIINITAN
S SadauseieansaranensaueanasOnluaniie
wnsndunieldguiniatigannisiinuiisend
dhanaldunnninmsgisluanzdnd osenns
asluanzunsnduneldayyiniavilidn ns
wanABUVDIAITAYAIENIALEAADSINUINTHY
WranTudesinsseninueadinoduunufifsd
gngeoenldly snsuvestusudivlduinnding
Fsluannzunifisvernainisdravinduiiliieag
fudsnaiaufisendimaidesnneuladifun
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u [21] Mnmsdnwidiuannatsnuifeas
winlansldnsndunidluaniensdrsunfivae
anqAuviuudouuuidausdldunsdin ude
Uszenaldisnisunsnduneligeyayiniasiueieg
sweifinlsyavsamlunmsiaiioangduviddian
DEUTIIUFNTU RIVTVTE TOUUANYTOTOIVGUYDIRN
AnussuarUTuunnmnnaudvesinua liidauwss
16 agalsinunisfineinarenisdnsinensadng
nfuIsnisunsndunieldagyyiniAdennnin
wesandausiedelifoyadiin fedumateidienls
ﬁﬂ‘mmasuaaﬂ'ﬁLmaﬂ%umaié’qzyimmﬂiu%umau
nsdaiieansiuiu £ coli waznisiasuniag
U £, coli VUUATONAALAISTHINNMSAUTNY

i’mﬁﬁﬂmammwmmLmiawﬁmwiwé’qmm’ﬁéﬁq

2. A5N15ALUUNNSIVY
2.1 MSASHURAUYSY
Qauvdilivaaouluided o Esche-
richia coli TISTR 074 (1n@a1UuAWINeFNans
wazinaluladusalseinelne) ¥ £ coli ﬁa&ﬂu
gﬂmuﬁqLLUUmitﬁaﬂLLsﬁw‘f’mmwngawummi
Lgml,%a Tryptic soy broth Uuﬁqmwﬂ”ﬁ 37 83
wadea Junan 24 Falus ndewntuiluuenla
Tathfeuasifivsuuluemsideade Tryptic soy
agar ntuwIsuduansuuasslngldansazany
wuleu (peptone) 5o8ag 0.1 WazUSuANITNTY
vouteBudulilanuiidesnisluudarnisnass
Aunisediumsisedeii 2.2 wisunudutures
L%@US%&J’]N 8-9 log CFU/ml uaglunisaiilunig
F¥edeil 2.3 wisumnududuveatoUstana 4-5
log CFU/mU) [20]
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2.2 NMSNAFBUNAYDIENZUAZIIATTUNNTASAD
N13aAAUU E. coli KazANNTNUDILATINAALAY

2.2.1 M58 E. coli asuusasansause

ynsdenidenuasenuasiuuasenly
Wuwduvun 0.5 wudums dresnetendneiniile
Ju msanUBnanduEdifemiuuasen iins
azifinth 9ntuudauasendnussosndy 9 nau
NSNAABY IfﬂEJ“EIIJNE’]WL:I’T]LLﬂSEWH?fG]LLGiﬁUQQUaE]ﬂ
Wenguaw 25 N3y usazngunsnAneniIasIaes
msuudeude £ coli $rensutluansuvivasy
o E. coli timmunduduuszanas 8-9 log CFU/mL
V31193 100 fiadans Wunan 3 wdl 91ntutan
Mavuszunssluguasaide Wuna 4 Faluadiely
maéaﬁuﬁ&mzamuuumawLLazﬁﬂlﬂwmaauiu%y’u
pousely [20]

2.2.2 N1SNAFBUTANIIENITAN6199)

Yuasondaursitiunsmizide £ coli
Frtunou 2.2.1 (1w E. coli Thnsiauuunson
Uszuna 7 log CFU/g) wnvinnisnadeunisansly
ansazanensadnsnanudutudesay 1 Tnadmiin
faUsuns Usung 300 daddns vinsnagaunis
drafianiznisdneneiy (@nnvdnfnavaniiy
unsn@uneldayainia 150 Jaduns) waziian
e (5, 10, 15 war 20 uiil) Weuiunguaiuny
(laksiunsdne) sy 9 ngumsneaes Weasy
MUUANINIAIAT YINSENTaLAaNIATRS N8N
’muummmﬂué’ﬂaamL%@Lﬁaamﬁmﬁﬂ Wunan 10
Wit dhiedunsendausdluinsziluduneu
foly

2.2.3 115053951ATILHTIU E. coli inaa
590 [ULATINANU

YIUATONFALAITHIUNITE1 IR I8EA I

#197 waznguaruAuiliiunsds dhuin 25 3
7NN1513891958819UATEN 25 NSU MYdITazane
wulau Zepas 0.1 Tnethudnsdeusuins udnh
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Tinzioluewnsidssdeuds Eosin methylene
blue agar (EMB) ¢newmnadia pour plate Uud
onumgdl 37 ssmwaidua 1uan 48 dalus vihns
asatusiulalatuasiunnSinadelumiae
CFU/g [22]

2.2.4 M5 UATILVIAQUNINYDIUATONAAUA

WINTINAIE VB ILATONFALAIRIBLAT O
color reader §u CR-10 (Minolta, Japan) PIGEAET
fetheay 3 91 Teuealusyuu CIE L*, a* way
b* WarAIUIMAIRTNAIINYIY (whiteness index;
W) Agaung [3]

WI = 100 - [(100 - L*f + a** + b*]”*

ynsiadn pH wardSimnsadilninge
19 9nMsnSeNMBE1LATENAALAT 10 N5U LHY
vndudasnide 50 dadans Juwauliduile
Wiy 9ntunsesdiensEawnses Whatman
wos 1 [23] thinegns dufinsadlduyihnsTaem
pH Feieded pH meter dmun1slnTIziU3I
neailmnsald A1uABinssuves AOAC (2000)
Auanvsuansallufesazlugunindain
A5 Ria0g19as 3 91 MnsTaleduiaves
LAsoNdnuAifIBATeq Texture Analyzer u
TA- XT plus ( Surry, England) Tgwainluiingna
59 HDP/BSK tHuszezna 20 Sadluns fonsis
2 fadwns/Aud mstasuseiadadu nsia
Ausafivhlisegeinandy sreaumduaiuss
fingeandetsuandaninuuds (hardness) 3ias1es
Froghaag 3 91 (23]
2.3 NMSNAEBUUSZANSATNNNTANIABNTATASN [
anazsnsiusienisilisunuasasU3unn £ coli
sEnIensiiunen

Wnsdadenaniizuazinanlunisansil
WUNTAUADAMAINYDILATONAAKAILALNITAR
USunau £ coli (@nniznisansluussernmaund 1u
w81 15 wiil wavanzunsndunieldayainie
Junan 5 wifl) thumeaeuiieuiiunguaiunu
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(laleinun15819) vinsvnaaulnguUILATENGALAY
sonilu 3 ngunvAaes ¥msuneide £, coli ag
vuLATIVEALAT WuRefufutuneud 2.2.1 udld
ansuIuayie £, coli Aanududulsyana 4-5
log CFU/ml (Sruaude E. coli mzinluwasen
finlsiaUszan 3 log CFU/S) Yhamaseunnsas
3 nay MSNARBIANLANITLAE AT A 91Nt
Thiegrauasendaussiilang 3 naun1snaaeall
RPN E. coli Timdosonlunnsandauss
SENINNSAUTAY LagnAdaUuNISINILRnYeY £,
coli UULATONUSINITANS

MINTIIATIERS NI E. coli Tiwdesen
TukAsandnusaseninansiiusnel dndegng
wAsoVFALASTLEIINT 3 NANNIINARBY ¥1INT3
ussadtunalnulialndalesu vuim 9.5 x 15.9
X 2 WURWAS Laviin1svevumeLHunaiasnla
sianahdanaslss vnisifiusnundl a1 s
wadva thundessisiuay £ coli iwdesenly
LATENAALAITENINNSAUSAW 0, 2, 4 uay 6 Tu
¥nsasaatiusiua E. coli padumeudedt 2.2.3

AINAFDUNISINERAV E. coli UULATEN
VEIN5819 YhnseSousetndaensihtusasen
WA LEILIN 2 X 2 x 0.1 wuRwAs BudeyinIg
wiFuuasenasluasaratongmsanled (glutar-
aldehyde) anuutu Sevay 2.5 lngUsuinsne
U3 Wunan 2 $3lus ﬁqmwgﬁ 4 parnwalged
wazynsassetndulasaie 3 Ase aniu
Wliusie feansazaneemusaiivhulsssiuay
Wuduiuauetadugidu (Zewaz 20, 40, 60, 80
way 100) finnududuar 10 Wil iusheealily
ﬂéaaﬁwmaaﬂmiﬁﬁaﬂmaLﬁaLfJumsammm%u
sananiegs tisegafilinsuuuivaunuaai
Aaghemunnaiueu thlundeusenmes 9antu
WlUdewne ndesganssmididnaseuwuudeinsin
(JEOL, Japan) [24]
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2.4 ANSIATIEANI9EDR
%’agammmimamﬁi’wmu 3 41 YN
TTianuulsUTILYedayan1aiel (one way

ANOVA) seluswnsy SPSS version 16.0 wW3Sgu

Wigutayannuwaninsvasriafene s Duncan’s

New Multiple’s Rage Test fisgdiuainandesiu

Soway 95

Part 1 Effects of washing conditions and time on reduction of £. coli and quality of fresh-cut carrot

Carrots inoculated with E. coli
(7 log CFU/g)

i

Washed with 1% citric acid solution |

in different treatments

'

Drained for 10 min

in the biosafety cabinet

'

Quality analysis of

fresh-cut carrot

l

Optimal treatments (A15 and V5)

were selected for study in part 2

Control

Atmospheric pressure; 5 min (A5), 10 min (A10),
15 min (A15), and 20 min (A20)

Vacuum impregnation; 5 min (V5), 10 min (V10),

15 min (V15), and 20 min (V20)

Microbiological analysis; reduction of E. coli

Physical analysis; hardness, and color (L*, a¥, b*, and

whiteness index)

Chemical analysis; pH, and titratable acidity

Figure 1 Flow diagram of methods
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Part 2 Efficacy of washing conditions on E. coli on fresh-cut carrot during storage

(3 log CFU/g)

Carrots inoculated with E. coli

!

Control

Washed with 1% citric acid solution

in different treatments

Atmospheric pressure; 15 min (A15)

!

Vacuum impregnation; 5 min (V5)

Drained for 10 min

in the biosafety cabinet

l

v

'

Study on attachment of E. coli

on carrot surfaces by scanning

Packaged in polystyrene trays and
sealed with polyvinylchloride

electron microscope

'

enumeration of E. coli on days 0, 2, 4 and 6

Stored at 4%1 °C and

Figure 1 Flow diagram of methods (continued)

3. NAN15298UAZINTAINAN1IVY
3.1 WavesdanIzuazIanlunisdnefanisan
U E. coli WAZAMNINUBILATINANLA
3.1.1 N15aNaYYa99144 E. coli
NIANYIBNENATINVBIANITAITANAIY
NIATM3N (@n1gUnd wazan1gunsndunigla
Foyey1ne) wagseezatunsas (5, 10, 15 w3
20 W) AeN15aNTIUIU E coli Tuuasendnnn
weis (Woduduiinedauuiuasen Ussunas 7 log
CFU/g) (Table 1) Wui1 1BVEWATMIZTWINANIY
Msdrauazsrevandiidlunisase msansuau
@o E. coli (p<0.05) Msanaswossuaude E. coli
VULATENTENUANSET 2 @nneiiuunltiudisann
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?TummzngL’Jmmiéjwﬁmwﬁuashaﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁ’mmq
adf (p<0.05) lofinnsanszezinarlunisdiayi
fu nud wasendiriunisddluanizunsndunie
Iogauaniasinisanasues3una £ coli gandinig
Fralugnnrund (p<0.05) Fanrsansluanzund
Wunan 15 udl wagnsansluanmzunsnduniels
qayeynia Wunan 5wl dnasenisanaves
$uie £ coli vuunsevliiunndnstunisadd
(p=0.05) Faflduoanassvana 3.28-3.33 log
CFU/e wansliduindlofisudszansnmlunisan
MU E. coli VULATENAALAWYINAY n15aIgiu
amazLLmﬂ%mmgiﬁqmyzmﬂ’misi’fnaﬂumié'wéu’u
ninsansluanzuni
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Table 1 Effect of washing conditions and treatment times in citric acid solution on Log (CFU/g)
reduction level of Escherichia coli on the fresh-cut carrot.
Conditions Treatment time (min) Log (CFU/g) reduction
Atmospheric pressure 5 1.09+0.06F
10 2.23+0.04°
15 3.28+0.05°
20 3.25+0.07°
Vacuum impregnation 5 3.33+0.02°
10 3.89+0.05°
15 5.12+0.02%
20 5.14+0.03"

°Mean values + standard deviations from three replications. ““Means with the different uppercase letter in

the same column are significantly different (p<0.05).

Ingalngmeluwadydunsdiian pH iy
nansdaiu pH Avangdmsumeuedda (metab-
olism) Im&m?nm?jaﬁmLsuaéﬁuawauw%‘é%lﬂaau
1 H* waz OH Wudhesnudaziinalndy He oon
ueniwad oogfluanmiziiien pH gavesninei
duvEdiaiyldung astluenafideviueadas
gnvihane ilvinalnnisdniien ansenudin-eenwad
voudoruwadiduly JaufnnsTurumes H uas
OH wWhdwadls vilvneluwadqduniddaniie
anudunsauntunazdesnisndanuainily
nsfu H" genan Tk H' fignuanUdeseonin
aglusuniunsdunseiansiugnssudmaliead
aunsduniunazaels [12] Tudnuazualdsa
UAIEHTO9INTENINAA LAz IT0950891NA6R
Lwiqﬁfgauw%'émmmL%ﬂlﬂmwam%qﬂﬂﬂmﬁ;auﬁé
MnnsedunIslE nsdnsluaanzuniduansazany
nsnduvidinsindouiivesansidrunanelugesing
symnwadnnuazialdeg e uan1sansluaniig
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o
o

Ejiyzgwmﬂuuﬁ"wﬁa&ﬂmim’miwdwLeuaéﬁml,az
HaldazgnaneenunaNiuNITnneINIA \dlevign
nsldanILgINIFENTaYaeNIABUNIE ABUNS
it ludesineserinasadinoduunuiiing
ﬁgﬂ@@@@ﬂlﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ’]iazawﬂiméuﬁéumﬂ%
dnlluwadinuavnaliflganndy safunisdnslu
annzunsnBunigligainirlsaunsaaninuiu
L%aagauw%'ﬁlﬁmﬂﬂdwmia”wﬂuam’;zﬂﬂa [17, 20]

a o

namsidelundirenndestunuiseves Kang uaz
Ay (2017) TvhnsanuUssansainnisadnesae
nsnundntuanzunsnduneligeaniaiieuiu
annzundlunisanduiu Salmonella Typhimuri-
um, E. coli O157:H7 wag Listeria monocytogenes
Tudnuazualiiinues Ao Win LATEN uaTLUADU WU
1 mM3dsluanzunsnduneligyainialinase
nsanduIugiuvsdluinuaznalidausiaunnndn

Asansbuanzund [20]
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3.1.2 A4

Tneluuaseniitunisdausadniindn
Avsnaiveunsendsilinsseusuvesiuilna
anas Fatumsidenianisdefitasannisiindun
vufauaToy ileUfuInuNMvRILATENAALS
[3] 9nNan1sAaed Table 2 wui1 d8vsnasu
FEMINENMIENTANAILATATASN WagTreELIan
alunnsdesieand L*, a*, b* uay Adaidaiu
YNVDILATINFAALAY (p<0.05) LALATONARALGAY
friun1sdeis 2 anme Te1d L* desnd nau
Ay (ldr1un15ane) edrsiideddgynieais
(p<0.05) flefiasanszeiatlunisdiavinfu
nudn nsasluaniizunsnduniglagyayini
Alnavinliand L* vssuaseniaitosniinisanslu
annzunfegalitudAgynisada (p<0.05) ANd L*
yosuasaniianasuanslidiuinfinnuaindosas
Yonaniunsendiiiunsdneie 2 anneiiind a*
wag b* 1nnInquAluAtegslitedAgyneaia
(p<0.05) nMsdsluanmzuniiduszezannniu
Lifinaronsiudsunlaend a* uaz b* vosuATen
(p>0.05) uAnAsantunsd1luanzunsnd
meldauaniadusseziog 15 uaz 20 wifl T
& a* uag b* dnninsaradunan 5 way 10 Wi
(p<0.05) And a* uaw b* ves wAseNTLRLTULERTlH
Wiuinfiendunsuasivdownniy dnsusiaai
YNV IATENTIHUNTE T 2 @ana SlFtiesnd
nauAIUAN (p<0.05) WiaiUFaumsdnas 2 anne
nwuin msansluanzunsnduneldayyinaiing
yilrAaaianuv1IveLATaNtaeniIN1sa1sly
an1eund (p<0.05) yenINiAY ALYV
LAsENTRIUNTETE 2 anmeiuunltianasmy
iwmmmséﬁqﬁmuﬁu (p<0.05)
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nsfaussuasenvilfAaUnuNaiidode
NAnn1sisani1svinaureseuledidasanfiy
uosludelatod (phenylalanine ammonia-lyase)
vhlszduresnsUssnouftueaiiiutu savnsedu
msvhauveneulesl mesoendina (peroxidase) 84
woulasia 2 viletiiinnuniedosiunsatdniui
vlRAndYUUTILAToM SensadnindinaiandRlu
msudinsyinauveseuleidangn (251 91nua
msiselundsiiuandiifiuinnisansdiensadnsnd
NavlANd L* LarAnadainuuiveiuasenanad
dowtsurunguiilaiinuniséns iesanmaindum
fiiveunsevanassiiananlatuaenndoiu
fAd a* uay b* Mfuty venaninisddluanioy
wisnBunelageyaniaiinavinliiasenidnisiing
smanaavdanlatuiiofisuiunsaduaniog
Un@ [Figure 2] Wuldladn dnsunsnfusiuves
nsndmsndlUluilodenasdorinsswinamadues
wasovlduniuenatinarinldduds nsvinauwes
wulnifietestunsasdniuidanisnosadu
Aynuuiuasen sruamsarsluannzunsndy
meldqyamaianisuaniudguvesaisazane
AIATAIAWNTHULINN TUTD 9IS EnINwadlag
Wit ‘1'71'@ﬂ@maaﬂiﬂiugmwaﬁmmsam
dwaliusnaniefevesiiafidduiinisinmwes
wasiiduileienfusnny MlAANSRATULES
Aty Seazstoududnnuainafianas [26]
uelsiuoes (carotenoid) Wussaimgitly dduily
wasen nsanslugnnzaggnadunisidaiie
undusenluangnuveseidefivlinavhliiin
Ufseneendiaturasualsiuesntiogasdavinly
L.Lﬂiawﬁﬁé'uLLmﬁmﬂﬂdﬂLﬁaLﬁaUﬁUﬂduﬁé’ﬂﬂu
an1zun@ [27]
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Table 2 Effect of washing condition and treatment time in citric acid solution on color parameters

of the fresh-cut carrot.

Conditions Treatment time Quality values?
(min) L* a* b* Whiteness index
Control - 46.53x0.70" 20.53:0.30° 15.66+0.25° 40.62+0.50"
Atmospheric pressure 5 38.56+0.50° 25.53+0.25°  18.56+0.32° 30.93+0.30°%¢
10 38.80+0.43% 2550+0.26° 18.66+0.15° 31.12+0.418
15 38.40£0.26° 25.90£0.20°  18.70+0.10° 30.61+0.195¢
20 38.10£0.79° 25.83:0.25° 18.60£0.10° 30.3920.67°
Vacuum impregnation 5 35.33+0.25° 28.16+0.35° 21.46+0.25° 26.27+0.32°
10 34.96+0.15° 28.43+0.30° 21.33x0.15° 25.88+0.24°
15 33.16£0.35°  30.56+0.32*  23.53x0.25" 22.83%0.35F
20 33.13:t0.20°  30.53%0.15* 23.51x0.15" 22.81+0.23F

°Mean values + standard deviations from three replications. “"Means with the different uppercase letter in

the same column are significantly different (p<0.05).

Control

P

Control

Figure 2  Effects of different washing methods in citric acid solution on visual appearance of the fresh-cut
carrot. Control: untreated sample, A5: atmospheric pressure for 5 min, A10: atmospheric pressure
for 10 min, A15: atmospheric pressure for 15 min, A20: atmospheric pressure for 20 min, V5:
vacuum impregnation for 5 min, V10: vacuum impregnation for 10 min, V15: vacuum impregnation

for 15 min, and V20: vacuum impregnation for 20 min.

117



Thai Science and Technology Journal

Vol. 30 No. 5 September-October 2022

3.1.3 @1 pH Uswansadlmnsals uas
iilodusia

fn pH Usnasnsadilnmsals wazifoduda
Dumsfinefiinadenunimussuasendaus
mMswasunase pH warUsinansaiilnvse
Iiinasiosani drumsiasuudasenieduda
Frunuude fnaennuveuduiiedudaves
HuslaA Fofumsidenisnsdneiiinasiilien pH
Uinansndilamseld uaz iledusfalndidostunds
AUALLNNTIN MNHaNIMAaes Table 3 wui &
BYBNATINITWINANMTNITANGNE NIATAHIN LAz
svavnafiidlunisdnssien pH Usunansadilnmse
16 wagAmanuudeuasonsinuss (p<0.05) lag
uaseniriiunsdnsluannzunivnszezinainis
dauaruaseniiunsandluaniizunsnduane
Togauanie Wunan 5 wiil 81 pH wazU3un
nsndilnnsalaliunndneiy (p=0.05) dun1dns
Tuanzuwnsnduneligyania Wuna 10, 15
way 20 U9l WU AN pH YBIuATENILLILENARAS
warUSinansaibnnseldiunltnintunusyes
naMsEsRiuLTY (p<0.05) nsLABuLUaIYaIAn
pH iesnannisunsves H luansavanensaniu
deevesity Fan1sdrdluanizund nmsunsves
H asfintuoeedng winsdsluanizgaanie
tufreiogludesiseniasadinuasnalias
ANAABBNNINIBUAUNIINABINA Lﬁ'awqmmﬂ‘%’
anTeay A H luansasalonsnasunsiiugi
wlugesieszninawadlnedsnunuiifnefignga
senluiliunsndudluluwedfivlduni [17]
AOnAADINUIIUINEUY Derossi hazAme (2010)
seeinsuinindiluasazarensauaning
annzunsnTuneldgayainia (300 Taduns Du
a1 20 W) Anaviilinisanaswesan pH wnnan
nsugluannzunf [28)
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Apnuudvesuaseniiinunsdsluante
Unfinnszeznaln1sanalazuAseniiIun1sans
Tuanmzunsndumelsgyainia Wunar 5 wii
fA1ldunni1931nnNEuAIUAY (p=0.05) d@IUNT3
asluannzunsnBuaeldgaainia Wuna 10,
15 uay 20 U1 nu Amenuudvesuaseniluun
Tuanasmuszezinainisasfiuiuiu (p<0.05)
\flesanmisutluanizagginmilflassaing
meluwadiivgnduda yudias uarntagadiaig
W gngu (porosity) iilednsluannizannie
Dunannntudduailidedudaunseniamy
uistioeas [19, 28] mmﬁnmﬂ%’mmﬁuqmmmﬁ
finavilAnnsuaniUdsuesansaranensndain
LLWi'I:JWL%’lmLmuﬁmmﬂﬁgﬂamaanlﬂwﬁuaéﬁ%
Idunnu ﬂﬁiL‘Ufﬂ‘lEJ‘uLLUaﬁﬁﬁNaﬁiaﬂ’lﬁmﬁMUﬂiﬂj‘Uad
nisgaduazauduisnglugaaievinlia
Bangunazmnuudusvoswadiivanas [29] us
INNISANWTEIULV Kang wazmay (2017)
s1e0ui1n1sduasenluaisaratensaundnd
anmzunsnTuneldgayainia (213 Jadus 1Wu
e 20 wih) laifiaste nswEsuwaaileduiaves
wasevislawisufunguitliiriiunisdng [20] o1audu
Iﬂlﬁdﬂmﬂﬂ'1iﬁmenﬂ%ﬂﬁwﬂawmﬁuqmmﬂﬂ']ﬂﬁ 150

FIHNNINNNSANININETT LIBYINISANaLY

s

dagung
aquzgzgwmﬂLi‘JunawmnGﬁuﬁddwaﬁia AIAINN
weflanasvauasen wWudertuiunisfnwves
Rongkom uagamuy (2013) fisenuimsutuuay
mqﬂLLaz:LLaﬂLﬁaﬁmLLﬁqiuawsazawaﬂ@Iﬂﬁﬁ?‘iamaz
uwnsnduneldginiefianudy 100 aduisd
mavi’ﬂﬁmmwmuiulﬁammLmquULLazLLaULﬁa
Foausadirntosauilodiouiunsufian1izunsndu
meldayanniafinnudugsndi (500 faduns) [30]

dlofiansmnainnisanasves £ coli way
Qmm‘wmammawGT@Lwimé’ﬂmsé’wﬁﬁmwl,l,amm

AEANANAUNUIN A5t UaNIIENITATUA8TH
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gy Wunan 15 waz 20 wiit fn1sanasves
E. coli gqﬁqm IUTunaanasuszunad 5 log CFU/g
(Fosufuimefnuuiouason sz 7 log
CFU/g) s89a9u Ao n1sansluanizunsndunig
Togauanie Wunan 10 wiil (anasUszana 3.8
log CFU/g) uregnslsRnuLAToNAHIUNNSE 9T
3 NAUMIMARBIRINETY (NFandluan1izunIndy
neldiaeyeyinie Wunan 10, 15 uay 20 ui) fina
viliAe Madsunasuesnuniwvesuaseniile
wisuunguauam duA @1 pH Uhinansadilminsn
18 waganmuuda fdudaRnsanngumavaaesd
anduan £ coli liluuiinaidisesasn (anas 3.28-
3.33 log CFU/g) A nisanslugnzunsndungla
gauainie unan 5 wdi nsdnsluan1izund W
nan 15 uag 20 Wit FeUSina £ coli flanasly
LATONTETINMSENTH 3 naun1TAAesiliuan

ANNUNEDA (p=0.05) UBNANHUATENTINIY M3
Srava 3 ﬂajumimmaa&‘ﬁ”laiﬁﬂﬁLﬂ?iauwaaﬁuaqﬁw
pH UStnansadilnmsals uazArnnuuds saui
Frufulssnunminudliiendvianuunianaade
disufunguaiuay lumsvasedludunousioluay
MnsfneUIeuiisuussansnmnisanauagnis
Wasuulasea3una £ coli sswianisifivinw
TesuATEVinLAsiRIUN1SE e 2 a1y (@n1ae
Unf wazanzunsndunieldamyainie) Sathuda
Hannsdn 2 nqunisveaed fe nsansluanioe
wnsnduneldaeyania 1Wunar 5 widl uwas n1s
asluan1izund 1Wunan 15 widl (dnanlunisdng
touningunismaassidnsluannzuni 20 und
UALATENARLAIIAMNINAIUE A1 pH USunaune
Plnnsald wazarnuuds ldusnerafuneada)

Table 3 Effect of washing condition and treatment time in citric acid solution on hardness, titratable

acidity, and pH of the fresh-cut carrot.

Quality values®

Conditions Treatment time (min)

pH Titratable acidity (%) Hardness (g.force)

Control - 6.23+0.01* 0.11+0.01¢ 9,431.58+81.79*
Atmospheric pressure 5 6.22+0.02" 0.11£0.01° 9,392.67+90.55"
10 6.23+0.01% 0.11£0.01° 9,378.61£50.92*

15 6.22+0.01% 0.12+0.01° 9,291.44+66.69*

20 6.22+0.02" 0.1240.01° 9,352.54+84.87*

Vacuum impregnation 5 6.23+0.01* 0.12+0.01° 9,369.81+94.67*
10 5.91£0.01% 0.17£0.02° 9,028.77+£32.97°

15 5.80+0.02° 0.21£0.01* 8,845.74+93.81°

20 5.75+0.05° 0.22+0.02* 7,762.09+98.49°

°Mean values + standard deviations from three replications. “"Means with the different uppercase letter in

the same column are significantly different (p<0.05).
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3.2 UszaNSNIN5aN19A8NIATAIN IUEN122A9
fusianisiUasunlasvasU3una E coli 53wing
nsuShEn
NIANEIUTZENSAINNITANABNTATATA
Tneuvadu 3 nqunsveaes fie nuauAu (ki
n15819) nsarsluanizund Wunan 15 i
waznsdstuannzunsndunieldagaainie (Ju

nan 5 Wil sensildsunlasvesUsuna £ coli

sywimsfiusne (Feduduiiinisiauuiiouasen
Uszana 3 log CFU/g) (Table @) wudn Tufud 0
(V&IN5 uATENTIRIUNNTANSlUT 2 dnme
§I51u9u £ coli tounin 1 log CFU/g (Sni1sezeiy
Ansaiesesils) eiudnunitgamgiiuniBuiu
a1 2, 4 bay 6 YU WU Lmiamﬂejuﬁé'ﬁluam’az
Un@dlsuau £, coli MuwnTdudfisfunuszoznan
nafusnunfiuiutiu (p<0.05) Wudetufungy
AIUAY uswAseniHunsEdluan s UNINTuAY
Teaeyeyinia fuau £ coli deandn 1 log CFU/g
maoansAushLdune 6 Tu Wethunsevnds
NMSENTI 2 @nTag WaYNEUATUANNIANYINTY
Iiindeganssaudiannsou wuudoInsIn LanINa
§19 Figure 3 WUI1 N1SLNNEAAYOS E. coli UULATaN

Table 4 Effects of different washing methods

Adalailanunisdsaziinisinig@n MusHMRITN

madLmiawﬁy’qﬁmmﬁﬁﬁuﬂaL%'&JULLazﬁ'aqﬁuq%szﬁag
vuRauasen diodesnensa@adnluannzuniding
wumMsmeRaves £ coli sguinaiiiusesguse
YDINIMATONUIIEIY UANITALUANIEUNINTL
meldagyainia lununisiniginues £ coli uu
wasen lunnuazkaldfnusaasiivasinesyninaead
uazisessey f\nﬂmiéfmLLmﬁ@auﬁémmmvﬁﬂﬂ
meinnazanunsauntesqaunidainnsnduniela
nsénsluannzUnituansazanonsadunidinis
wwdsuiivasasdunmelutesinsssuiawadin
waznaldldognstng winisdsluaniizaaainie
fufwiieglutesiessrhasadinuassaliazgn
ANBBNNMIBUIUNMINABINA Lﬁ'awqmm{lﬁamw
AyyINIA @NsasanensABUVSERUNSHIUINN Y
Forhsszrnamadlneisumuiiineiigngasenty
mlansazangnsadundgunsndululuwaacin
waznaldldinnty PEunisinsinogivsnutos
Tawaduazsewaulidulaiuansazanensndunsd
IFanndy é'fqﬁ?u?qumﬁmamf\i’m’;ut,%uaqauw%'éiﬁ
11nnIN1sansluaniizund [17, 20]

in citric acid solution on the number of Escherichia

coli on fresh-cut carrot during storage.

Storage (days)

0 2 4 6
Control 3.02+0.10% 3.49+0.13%° 3.8420.06"° 4.08+0.08"
Atmospheric pressure 15 min <18¢ 1.30+0.06%° 2.22+0.11%° 2.33+0.06"°
Vacuum impregnation 5 min <1Ba <1¢a <1Ca <1Ca

‘Mean values + standard deviations from three replications.
*"Means with the different uppercase letter in the same column are significantly different (p<0.05).

“IMeans with the different lowercase letter in the same row are significantly different (p<0.05).
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Control

A15

V5

Figure 3  SEM images (Magnification: 4,000x) of fresh-cut carrot treated with simple washing (atmospheric

pressure) and vacuum impregnation treatment in citric acid solution. Control: untreated sample,

A15: atmospheric pressure for 15 min, and V5: vacuum impregnation for 5 min. Arrows indicate

microbes attached to surfaces.

4. #3UNaN133Y
NTANLATONAILAITAZA1INIATATA LU
ANNITUNINBUFYYINATIHAREN1TaNTIUI £,
coli tannnin nsdsluanmzundfiszezinainis
Ay uinisdndluansunsndugaanimdu
a1 10, 15 waz 20 W1f dnavinliiasenilan pH
anas Usinansedilnmsaldiiiadu uasAnnuud
anaufloisuiunguiilisinunisds flesainnis
ansluanmesunsnBugaaniadunaiuiuunndd
5 uniifinavhlviAnnisuaniUdeuresansazatensa
Frdnunsruisunuiionafigngresnluluwad
folsnniusasrileuudsussesdagadiivan
audloieutunsérsluannsundailiaanis
\WasuuUawesen pH USH1UNTA WazAIAIINLDS
YoIUATENAALAY 8E19l5ANILNITAIENTATAS
nihe 2 anmiz daelumsuulsnmndnuaiog
Rlend L* anas fnd a* way b* Wiindu saavaen
fiauranaduindnunsUnnguesasenia
danlaty msasluanmzdnd Hunen 15 widl uay
nsdnsluannzunsndumeldgaainia Wuna
5 whiliinasionisanaswe £ coli funniian (@nas
Uszanau 3 log CFU/g) Tneliidanansenusionmunim

121

yosunsendinudiofisuiunguaiuay uonanil
Tusgwine mafushwidunan 2-6 Tu wuii nns
Winduuwes £ coli Tuwaseniianduanzund
nan 15 Wi wnaninnmsansluanngunsndungle
aryana e 5 und esninnisindluaniag
uwnsnfuneldginiatisansiuiu £ coli 7
N ANUSINSOIMRUULRILATENLANINATINITAN
Tuanmzunf

5. inAnssudszne
YoroUANAUIYTIMEAEn Skamalulad
NMI0IMNT WarAUSIMENMEANT UM INEIRBI1Y
Uruaudadmszeniliauoyinsigsinagly
sunsaluazidesiielunside
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