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A MerckAte] 2 3(St-1 agar), §-2FE(MRS agar), Enterobacteriaceae(DHL agar), &%
o} FFol(MAL agar), Clostridium spp.(SPS agar)9t StaphylococcustMAN agar)el] o]t
n g WEE s B 13 dsS7 7‘1"“‘13?01]’\14 Salmonella spp. & ‘871
A AFEFY &4 FFE FAHE 299 A AFE Y w2 o @
B A (Oxoid) & AHE3te S, F 2 gl Agsieich B dge bz 39
Hdth @A oY oF, Fvle AP diste] 7244 53 AFYPLE 2L
o714 ol 5Al ‘A ¢k, 130] ‘vi¢ AHshE HrEUAR oA FEELS 5
of 'uig Fr¥, 17o] ‘wig Ymy R HFrE Y.

rE o
I RICN

=

o

A% F vAESF W3

oM B wel Zo] A 2FFE FHEo] 3.06 log CFU/goI oy 103 25T

of A4stALe W HA zhzh 4607 4.69 log CFU/gE A4z F7kete A4S Jehuigich

FAVES Staphylococcus ssp. 48l WHIE @4 fAbEA JEidd. 2 9] En-
terobacteriaceae, Pseudomonas, Clostridium® &%0°] ¥ &2 AL rlusidch

AR AFol FQ A= FEEHE/ 0.940, 282 pH7F 57302 W& ¥ oh

2 AF g0 5.11%% ol dwdoz nAEe] Fyo] AAHUGn dddot. gebA

o WAlo] QlE AR Staphyococcus TETO] FE 4R AL & F 9

s Zigi Ridaan=y

p_..t
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Table 1. Changes in microbial counts of raw ham during storage at 10 and 25T
(unit : log CFU/g)

Micro- Total Lactic Enterobac~ Pseudo- 'y Yeast Staphylo-
. . Clostridium
org. aerobes acid bact. feriaceae monas & mold coccus
T

day 10 25 10 25 10 25 10 26 10 25 10 25 10 25

1 3.06 3.06 2.28 228 <2 <2 2 <2 <2 K2 242 242 252 252
10 3.01 290 200 210 <2 <2 2 <2 <2 K2 247 237 321303
20 3.80 399 253 296 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 216 210 3.30 3860
30 361 368 235 251 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 235 200 250305
45  3.79 403 296 3.03 <2 <2 2 <2 <2 <2 200 200 3.12 354
60 371 4.27 275 257 <2 <2 2 <2 <2 <2 268 237 268 250
75  3.45 467 276 2.76 <2 <2 2 <2 <2 <2 251 2.54 3.07 445
90 460 469 3.35 349 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 200 215 337 454
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A% 3 ey un
= 489 105 25C 4% F
=

=5

Pl 1 1 O

golth, #5387 st A 3.08 AEALL dE 71E F4E APl W A¥Y A% 7
B 103 25CoA 2+ 759 459 AEE uvEhth A% #eHE A% £8E 2A
e F gqlow FuiAe Zw A WA AL 3R fAe 3, 23 A=Y A
A% zAZY B3 5L E ¢ dok Fuzk G971 A AR F7] AY ARdNE 28
=49 2e Frg =2 5 Ak ol A W @udd Aty 2E AY Aoz F
2"t AH 7 BAYE AL F2 §473 Staphylococcusd) WA o] 7191k
kY

Table 2. Sensory evaluation scores of raw ham during storage at 10 and 25T

Parameter Appearance Off-odor Flavor Texture

Days 10 25 10 25 10 25 10 25
1 5.00 5.00 5.00 500 5.00 5.00 5.00 500
10 4.71 454 4,72 4.52 465 4 54 4.63 4.59
20 4.16 4.08 400 3.95 3.98 3.93 4.06 3.96
30 3.92 3.60 3.63 3.46 3.57 3.48 3.55 3.42
45 3.52 309 3.35 310 3.36 3.00 3.36 3.09
60 337 2.89 3.24 2.91 3.28 2.94 3.16 2.98
75 3.17 272 3.11 2.67 3.09 2.61 3.00 2.64
90 2.97 2.59 2.93 2.57 2.92 2.57 291 2.51

A S5 AFAY BIA HFT5a I
dass AE ATy A% 7|1 F 51114} 28 FE 71502 WAH Salmonella spp.

£ u|Eg 674 HYA 7o AE AR E gobslgtHTable 3). 10T AR Al2= 2
B 90, zElx 25T AAE ANFE 21, 429 629 z+z} A FHgo fFd i3t
of ZAEIoU 25TAA 2147 C pezfrmgens"}ol AzE9n & A2 EFA 6
7HA AEEdol AEHA &9

olg]gt At AP ANE EHY W FREAMTY pH 5 o8 huddle 20 £
02 FEFoaA AF5EFY 4FL AdAlste Ayt e AARY B Add apgd
AE F7F 350 g AdY Aok 7% Aoz 8. duv skE 2AME 6714 A F

o & Staphylococcus aureusSt Clostridium perfringens= 2153 7 Z W7

X
Qslo] glol 4259 Yud wet ABE 22T As4el 87 WEold HaAA o
2 43 357 09 $I9 A% 4352 43S 58 A% F A2 99 5

[ R QF

l
et & F718 Ago] o]FofAo & Aog Alggr)
YEA AR W3t YA 71FYL E coli 1009}8] o|8t, Staphylococcus aureus
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1,000v}2] ©)&}, Salmonella &30, w2 =" Saimonella, Staphylococcus auresus
enterotoxin, £ coli 0157:H7 o tjste] &A40l8, L. monocytogenes®] Z$o= 2719
25g AE Fo 4oz #se . a2z 5LCVNME Samonels 24, L.

moncytogenes 1000kg) w|wt 383 Staphylococcus aureus = 1,0008+8] o8tz e
Ha ook oled FES uelstd v7tE AEd O vyYE NES F FELE 43
s AFgsg B YoM EAVE fley olg Fio dAstn g9 SAES A
¢ 4 dE Jlve] 249 4 e Aoz Budn,
Table 3. Detection of pathogenes in raw ham
Samol Salmonella L. mono— St V.parahae- E. coli  C.perfrin—
ample
P Spp. cytogenes aureus molyticus 0157:H7 gens
Raw material - - - - - -
21 d at 25C - - - - - +
42 d at 25T - - - - - -
Product 62 d at 25T - - - - - _
28 d at 10C - - - - - -
90 d at 10T - - - - - -
+ positive, - negative
[e] OF
= -1
B a3E wy] £48 A%y AF55d 09 Vg 93 € H42 A F oNE L #
sotd 4 s AR 959 %‘*1-“4‘2}‘:} Agol z=7] FFE 3.06 log CFU/gol
doen AR @A #F £ Frhe vvisdd. & FEL AT Staphylococcus o
7

Arh 103 25T A% 2L B4 59 459 AEZ JAE A
2 Agoa A8 g8 9@ A F gx 25TAA 219 AFH A8AA C perfringens

7 AENAT GE A=dAE vAESAEY 94 7R B8 644 4FFFL
g 2 AFY A S0 4FE 04

A
71 of®3 A= 7]Ed Hste] UF gAst2R A4 7]
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