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Low-moisture foods contaminated with Salmonella spp. have been implicated in
several foodborne illness outbreaks in the United States. The food industry has to
incorporate preventive control in their process and validate thermal processes to
assure food safety. The thermal destruction of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459
and Salmonella spp. was determined at 3 water activity levels (0.11, 0.18 and
0.33) at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C. Aerobic plates counts petrifilms were used as non-
selective medium for both bacteria, Enterobacteriaceae petrifilms were used as
selective medium for Salmonella spp., and peptone water modified with sodium
azide as a selective medium for Enterococcus faecium. Significant differences
were observed for both organisms between the two media with higher D-values
on the non-selective medium (p <0.05). Lower D-values were observed for both
organisms at higher water activities (p <0.05). The D-values of Salmonella spp.
were 112.87 min, 61.01 min and 32.36 min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively
in wheat flour at water activity of 0.11. At water activity of 0.18, the D-values of
Salmonella spp. were 59.05 min, 30.90 min and 18.78 min at 80°C, 85°C and

90°C, respectively. The D-values of Salmonella spp. were 25.10 min, 13.25 min



and 6.22 min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively at aw 0.33. Higher D-values
were observed for Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 compared to Salmonella
spp., at all the conditions of the study, with no significant differences (p>0.05),
except at the water activity of 0.18 at 85°C (p<0.05). The D-values of
Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 were 117.97 min, 64.31 min and 38.24 min at
80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively in wheat flour at water activity of 0.11. At
water activity of 0.18, the D-values of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 were
65.26 min, 50.49 min and 19.17 min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively. The D-
values of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 were 29.01 min, 15.09 min and 9.71
min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively at water activity of 0.33. The z-values
were determined at each water activity, and there were no significant differences
between the three (3) water activities (p>0.05). Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus
faecium had approximately the same z-values. The z-values of Salmonella spp.
ranged from 16.53 to 18.50°C, while the z-values of Enterococcus faecium ranged
from 18.80 to 21.61°C. These results suggest that Enterococcus faecium ATTC
8459 can be used as a surrogate for Salmonella spp. in wheat flour at the three

levels of water activity used in the study.
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Chapter 1



INTRODUCTION

Foodborne illness is an important public health issue in the United States and in
the world. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (Centers for Diseases Control
and Prevention, 2011) estimated that approximately 48 million illnesses, 128,000
hospitalizations and 3,000 deaths occur from foodborne illnesses (Centers for Diseases
Control and Prevention, 2011). Of the bacterial causes of foodborne illnesses, Salmonella
is estimated to cause 1,632 foodborne outbreaks, 29,112 illnesses, 1,750 hospitalizations,
and 68 deaths (Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention, 2014). Salmonella non-
thyphoidal is the second of the five top pathogens, after Norovirus, causing the most
domestically acquired foodborne illnesses with 1,027,561 cases. It is the first of the five
top pathogens causing the most domestically acquired foodborne illnesses resulting in
hospitalization with 19,336 cases require hospitalization, and also the first of the five top
pathogens causing the most domestically acquired foodborne illnesses resulting in death

with 378 cases (Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention, 2011).

Although growth of Salmonella is inhibited in food product with low water
activity, cells can remain viable in flour and other low water activity food products.
Recent investigations have implicated these products as potential sources of foodborne
illnesses. In 2008, homemade play dough, raw cake and batter mixes prepared from
unheated wheat flour were implicated in a Salmonella spp. in New Zealand (Eglezos,
2010). In 2009, flour used to produce ready-to-bake cookie dough was responsible for an
Escherichia coli O157:H7 outbreak in which 77 consumers were ill, 35 of them were
hospitalized and 10 developed hemolytic-uremic syndrome (Neil et. al., 2011).

Subsequent to these outbreaks, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention published



a report demanding that “foods containing raw flour should be considered as possible
vehicles of infection of future outbreaks of STEC (Shiga toxin-producing E. coli) or
Salmonella infections...” (Neil et. al., 2011). Therefore, flour should undergo heat
treatment before being used in the confectionery of ready-to-bake cookie dough and raw

cake.

Recent Salmonella outbreaks (Neil et al., 2009) have forced the food industry to
evaluate the safety of wheat flour and wheat flour-based food products (Neil et al., 2009).
To avoid the introduction of pathogenic bacteria in the areas of food production, it is
recommended that food processors use a surrogate microorganism to determine the
conditions to destroy pathogens in raw food products. Surrogate organisms are typically
non-pathogenic organisms, having similar characteristics as the target. Researchers have
used Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 as a surrogate for Salmonella spp. in thermal
destruction, and others have used this microorganism as surrogate for pathogens in
different liquid products (Bianchini et al., 2013). The objective of this study was to
determine the D-value of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium in wheat flour, and
the potential use of Enterococcus faecium as a surrogate for Salmonella spp. in wheat

flour for thermal processing.



Chapter 2



LITTERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Salmonella spp.

2.1.1 General characteristic

Salmonella spp. are Gram negative, rod-shaped bacteria and belonging to the family of
Enterobacteriaceae. They are non-spore forming, facultative anaerobes capable of
metabolizing nutrients by both oxidative and fermentative pathways. Most Salmonella
serotypes are motile via peritrichous flagella, while others are non-motile with
dysfunctional flagella. They utilize a wide range of organic substrates: they produce acid
and gas from D-glucose and other carbohydrates; produce hydrogen sulfide,
decarboxylate lysine, reduce nitrate to nitrite and do not hydrolyze urea. They are oxidase
negative and catalase negative and utilize citrate as the sole source of carbon (Montville
and Matthews, 2005).

The genus Salmonella consists of two species: Salmonella enterica, the type species,
which is divided into six subspecies, and Salmonella bongori. Each one of these species

is subdivided into multiple serovars presented in Table 2.1.1.

Table 2.1.1 Salmonella spp. classification according to Kauffmann-White scheme

Genus Species Subspecies Number of serovars
enterica (1) 1,454
salamae (I1) 489
enterica arizonae (l11a) 94
Salmonella diarizonae (l11b) 324
houtenae (1V) 70
indica (VI) 12
bongori V) 20
Total 2463

Popoff, et al. (2000)



The names of the serovars of the subspecies S. enterica subsp. enterica are based on the
associated diseases, their geographic origins, or their usual habitats, while the names of
the serovars of the other subspecies as well as those of Salmonella bongori itself are
based on their antigenic formulae determined according to the Kauffmann-White scheme
(Patrick & Francois, 2007).

Salmonella spp. can survive and adapt to extreme environmental conditions such as, lack
or low levels of nutrients, and a wide spectrum of temperatures and pH values (D'Aoust,
2001). They grow in a wide range of temperature with an optimal growth at 37°C. Some
strains are able to grow at elevated temperatures (54°C), and other strains have
psychrotrophic characteristics enabling them to survive for extended periods in
refrigerated foods at 2 to 4°C (Montville and Matthews, 2005). The heat resistance of
Salmonella spp. can be affected by many factors such as water activity of the food
matriX, the types of solutes used to reduce the water activity, the nutritional composition
of the media, the growth phase, exposure to sublethal temperatures, high fat content
(Larry, 2009). Salmonella spp. can grow in a broad pH range of 4.5 to 9.5 with an
optimum for growth of 6.5 to 7.5. Many factors such as temperature, presence of salt and
nitrite, and the type of acids, determine the minimum pH at which Salmonella spp. can
survive. Organic acids such as lactic, citric and acetic acids have less bactericidal effect
on Salmonella spp. than volatile fatty acids (Bell and Kyriakides, 2002). Certain
serotypes can develop acid resistance after exposure to mild acid environment of pH 5.5
to 6.0 followed by exposure to a pH <4.5 (Montville and Matthews, 2005). Water
activity can exert a significant effect on Salmonella spp. growth with the optimum growth

at 0.99 and the lower limit at 0.93. However, some studies showed that Salmonella spp.



can survive for extended periods in low-moisture food products such as peanut butter,
infant formula, chocolate, cereal products, and dried milk (Podolak et al., 2010).

Salmonella spp. are distributed worldwide and are associated with a wide range of animal
sources including livestock, wildlife, poultry, and companion animals. Water and foods
of animal origin are known for disseminating Salmonella spp. in the environment. Fresh
products exposed to contaminated water, farm equipment, fecal contamination from
livestock, wild animals, and human carriers can represent an important source of

propagation of these bacteria to human populations (Gorski et al., 2010).

2.1.2 Salmonella outbreaks

Salmonella outbreaks are mostly associated with the consumption of poultry, beef, pork,
eggs, milk, seafood and fresh produce (Gomez et al., 1997). However other low moisture
food products such as peanut butter, almond, chocolate, potato chips and snack foods are
implicated in the transmission of the bacteria in recent outbreaks (Beuchat et al., 2013).
Among the serotypes of Salmonella causing most foodborne outbreaks from 2006 to
2013, the top serotypes detected were: Enteritidis, 1,237 (19%); Typhimurium, 917
(14%); and Newport, 674 (10%) (Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention, 2014).
One of the largest outbreaks of foodborne salmonellosis in the US occurred in 1974
where the consumption of egg-containing potato salad stored for up to 16 h at improper
temperatures resulted in an estimated 3,400 human cases of S. enterica serovar Newport
infection (Horwitz et al., 1977). In 1977, the consumption of mayonnaise-containing
dressing salad was linked to an outbreak of serovar Enteritidis phage type 4 in a school
cafeteria in Sweden (Smittle, 1977). In 1984, the consumption of Cheddar cheese

resulting in more than 2,700 confirmed cases involving the serovar Typhimurium was



known as the largest salmonellosis outbreak in Canada (D’Aoust et al., 1984). In 1985,
the United States knew another large salmonellosis outbreak involving 16,284 confirmed
cases of illness where cross-contamination of pasteurized milk was suspected, and the
serovar Typhimurium was the etiological agent (Ryan et al., 1987). The largest
salmonellosis outbreak in the US occurred in 1994 causing about 224,000 cases of
illness. It was attributed to ice cream produced from milk transported in tanker trucks that
had previously carried liquid egg (Jay et al., 2005). Table 1.2 presents some recent

salmonellosis outbreaks in the United States.

Table 2.1.2 Examples of recent salmonellosis outbreaks in the United States from
2010 to 2014

Year Vehicles Strains No. of cases/Locations

Alfalfa Sprouts S. serotype | 4, [5], 12:i:- 140 cases in 26 states
Shell Eggs S. Enteritidis 1939 cases in 29 states

2010 Cheesy Chicken Rice Frozen  S. Chester 44 cases in 18 states
Entrée
Frozen Rodents S. serotype | 4, [5], 12:i:- 34 cases in 17 states
Red and Black Pepper/ltalian- S. Montevideo 272 cases in 44 states +
Style Meats DC
Kosher Broiled Chicken S. Heidelberg 190 cases in 6 states
Livers

2011 Turkish Pine Nuts S. Enteritidis 43 cases in 5 states
Ground Turkey S. Heidelberg 136 cases in 34 states
Whole Fresh Papayas S. Agora 106 cases in 25 states
African Dwarf Frogs S. Typhimurium 241 cases in 42 states
Peanut butter S. Bredeney 42 cases in 20 states
Mangoes S. Braenderup 127 cases in 15 states

2012 Cantaloupe S. Typhimurium, S. 261 cases in 24 states

Newport



Gound beef
Raw Scraped Ground Tuna

S. Enteritidis
S. Bareilly, S. Nchanga

46 cases in 9 states

425 cases in 28 states

Foster Farm Chicken S. Heidelberg 634 cases in 29 states +
Puerto Rico
2013 Tahiti Sesame Paste S. Montevideo, S. 16 cases in 9 stated
Mbandaka
Cucumbers S. Saintpaul 84 cases in 18 states
Ground Beef S.Typhimurium 22 cases in 6 states
Live poultry S. Typhimurium 356 cases in 39 states
Bean sprouts S. Enteritidis 115 cases in 12 states
Nut butter S. Braenderup 6 cases in 5 states
2014 Organic sprouted Chia S. Newport, S. Harford, 31 cases in 16 stated
powder S. Oranienburg
Live poultry S.infantis, S. Newport, 363 cases in 43 states
S.Hadar
Raw cashew cheese S. Stanley 17 cases in 3 states

Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention (2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014)

2.1.3 Salmonella pathogenesis

Among the two species of Salmonella, the strains belonging to the subspecies Salmonella
enterica subsp. enterica are mostly responsible for diseases in humans and warm-blooded
animals, causing up to 99% of the infections (McClelland et al., 2001), and some of those
strains are also known for plant contamination (Pezzoli et al., 2007). Based on the host
species, Salmonella species can be classified in three groups of serotypes; first, host
restricted serotypes (HR) that exclusively affect one particular host species, for example
Salmonella Typhi which causes septicemic typhoid syndrome in humans, and Salmonella

Gallinarum which causes typhoid in birds; second, host adapted serotypes (HA) that are
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prevalent in one particular host species, but can also cause diseases in other species, for
example Salmonella Dublin in cattle, but can also rarely infect human and sheep, and
Salmonella Choleraesuis in pigs which can also cause disease in human; third,
unrestricted serotypes (UR) that are ubiquitous serotypes able of causing diseases in a
wide range of host species, for example Salmonella Typhimurium and Salmonella
Enteritidis that cause enterocolitis in humans and cattle, and intestinal infection in poultry
(Uzzau et al., 2000).

Salmonellosis is normally initiated by ingestion of contaminated food or water, and
sometimes after contact with another person with the infection. After ingestion, the
bacteria enter the intestine from the stomach, and adhere to the cells lining the intestinal
epithelium. Salmonella enterica can cause three main different clinical conditions: enteric
fever, gastroenteritis, and bacteremia. Enteric fever is caused by the typhoidal serotypes 7
to 72 h of after ingestion of the bacteria, and is characterized by fever, headache,
abdominal, diarrhea (mostly in children), and constipation (mostly in the adults).
Complications can lead to myocarditis, urinary tract infection, and metastatic lesions in
bone, joints, liver, and meninges, and haemorrhage (Public Health Agency of Canada,
2010). Supportive therapy and/or the use of proper antimicrobials such as
chloramphenicol, ampicilin, or trimethoprim-sufamethoxazole are the best way to
eliminate the infection. Gastroenteritis, also called food poisoning, is more commonly
caused by the non typhoidal serotype Typhimurium. The disease occurs 8 to 72 h after
ingestion of the pathogen, and is characterized by nausea, vomiting, abdominal cramps,
diarrhea, and headache. Complications can lead to systemic infections and various

chronic conditions (Montville and Matthews, 2005). Bacteremia occurs mostly in
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immunosuppressed individuals and patients with comorbid medical conditions such as
HIV-AIDS, diabetes, sickle cell disease. Bacteremia can cause septic shock; endocarditis,
infection of the aorta, urinary tract infection, pneumonia; pulmonary abscess ((Public
Health Agency of Canada, 2010).

The infectious dose depends on the serotype, the health condition of the patients, and the
level of acidity in the patient’s stomach; approximately 10° cells are necessary for non
typhoidal serotypes to cause illnesses, while 10° cells can cause diseases in the case of
typhoidal serotypes. However, a lower dose of these serotypes can cause infection in
patients suffering from achlorhydria (characterized by an absence of hydrochloric acid in
gastric secretion), compromised immunity, newborns, infants, and elderly (Public Health
Agency of Canada, 2010; Montville and Matthews, 2005). A lower dose can also cause
disease depending on the chemical composition of the food, which can play an important
role in protecting the bacteria. For example, food with high fat content can form
hydrophobic lipid micelles that entrap the bacteria and protect them against the

bactericidal effect of the gastric acidity (Montville and Matthews, 2005).

2.1.4 Salmonella in low-moisture foods

Many vegetative pathogens, including Salmonella spp. do not grow in foods with low
water activity. Although they do not support the growth of Salmonella spp., low-water-
activity food products such as powdered milk, chocolate, peanut butter, infant foods,
cereal, and bakery products (Beuchat et al., 2013), have been implicated in salmonellosis
outbreaks. Food powders are not a cause of foodborne illness when used as additives in
products that undergo heat treatment. However, when they are added to ready-to-eat

foods, they can be implicated in outbreaks if contaminated with pathogens.
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Some studies have shown that, although Salmonella spp. cannot proliferate when the
substrate water activity is below 0.94, it can survive extended period of time in low-
moisture environments (Hiramatsu et al., 2005; Podolak et al., 2010). Janning et al.
(1994) who tested 18 bacterial strains, of which Salmonella spp. to study their survival in
low water activity environment, observed that 248 to 1351 days were necessary to
achieve 1 log reduction of Salmonella strains, and that Salmonella spp. was more

resistant to desiccation than the other bacteria used in the study (Janning, et al., 1994).

Burnett et al. (2000) investigated the reduction of Salmonella spp. in peanut butter and
peanut butter spreads during 24 weeks, and found out that the populations only decreased
2.86 to 4.82 logs at 5°C. Similarly, Park et al. (2008) observed a reduction of Salmonella

spp. from 0.34 to 1.29 log in five commercial peanut butters incubated forl4 days at

22°C.

Table 2.1.4 Selected Salmonella outbreaks associated with low-moisture products

Year Product implicated Etiologic Agent Country Reference
1970 Chocolate S. Durham Sweden Gastrin et al.,
1972
1972 Fishmeal S. Agona us Clark et al.,1973
1973 Milk powder S. Derby Trinidad D’Aoust and
Maurer, 2007
1982-83  Chocolate S. Napoli UK Greenwood and
Hooper, 1983
1985-86  Chocolate S. Nima Canada, US Hockin et al.,
1989
1987 Chocolate S. Typhimurium Norway, Kapperud et al.,
Finland 1990
1993 Paprika-seasoned S. Saintpaul, S. Germany Lehmacher et al.,
potato chips Javiana, S. Rubislaw 1995
1993 Powdered infant S. Tennessee Canada, US CDC, 1993
formula
1995 Infant cereals S. Senftenberg UK Rushdy et al.,
1998
1996 Peanut butter S. Mbandaka Australia Ng et al., 1996
1996 Peanut-flavored maize S. Agona Multiple Killalea et al.,
snack countries 1996; Shohat et



1998
2000-01
2001

2001

2002

2003-04
2006
2006-07
2007

2008
2008

2008-09

2009
2011
2012
2012
2013

Toasted oats cereals

Raw almonds
Peanuts

Chocolate

Tahini and Halva

Raw almonds
Chocolate
Peanut butter
Children’s snack

Puffed cereals
Powdered infant
formula

Peanut butter, peanut

buttercontaining
products

Red and black pepper

Turkish pine nuts
Dry dog food
Peanut butter
Tahini past

. Agona
. Enteritidis
. Stanley, S. Newport

w w;mw;m

S. Oranienburg

S. Montevideo

S. Enteritidis

S. Montevideo

S. Tennessee

S. Wandsworth, S.
Typhimurium

S. Agona

S. Give

S. Typhimurium

S. Montevideo

S. Enteritidis

S. infantis

S. Bredeney

S.
Montevideo/Mbandaka

us

US, Canada
Multiple
countries
Multiple
countries

Australia

US, Canada
UK
us
us

us
France

UsS, Canada

us
us
us
us
us

13

al., 1996

CDC, 1998
CDC, 2004
Little, 2001

Werber et al.,
2002; Ethelberg,
2002; Fisher et
al., 2002; Gill et
al., 2008

Tauxe et al.,
2008

CDC, 2004
FSA, 2006
CDC, 2007
CDC, 2007

CDC, 2008a
Jourdan et al.,
2008

CDC, 2009

Julian et al., 2010
CDC, 2011
CDC, 2012
CDC, 2012
CDC, 2013

The Association of Food, Beverage and Consumer Product Companies (2009); Sarah et

al. (2013)

2.1.5 Mechanisms for Salmonella survival in low-moisture foods

When Salmonella and other non-sporulating bacteria are in a hostile environment, they

develop several survival strategies. They may enter in a dormant state called viable but

nonculturable state (VBNC) that enables the bacteria to remain viable in unfavorable

conditions, and start growing when the conditions become favorable. In this state, the

bacteria cannot grow using traditional laboratory techniques. (Gupte et al., 2003; Oliver,

2010). While some research studies have confirmed that some pathogenic bacteria, such
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as E. coli, Vibrio vulnificus, and Edwardsiella tarda retain their pathogenicity in VBNC
state (Du et al., 2007; Olive and Bockian, 1995; Pommepuy et al., 1996), it is difficult to
know whether Salmonella maintains its virulent characteristics in such a condition (Lesne
et al., 2000). Recent investigations advance the possibility that pathogens cannot initiate
disease in the VBNC state, but remain virulent, and can cause infection upon
resuscitation to the actively metabolizing state (Oliver, 2000).

Filament formation is another strategy Salmonella spp. uses to face inimical conditions
such as lower water activity, high or low temperatures, and high or low pH values
(Mattick et al., 2003). A study carried out by De Rezende et al. (2001) showed extensive
formation of filaments by Salmonella Typhimurium DT104 cells after exposure to low
water activity (De Rezende et al., 2001). Similarly, Mattick et al. (2000) hypothesized
that filamentation may improve survival after observing the presence of Salmonella
filaments after 144 h of incubation in a broth medium with an approximate water activity
of 0.95 supplemented with 8% NaCl (Mattick, et al., 2000). This hypothesis is
corroborated by Kieboom et al. (2006) who found that Salmonella Enteritidis cells
exposed at aw of 0.94 to 0.95 at 25°C for 6 days, elongated, and formed filaments
(Kieboom et al., 2006).

Osmoregulation is another important mechanism used by Salmonella to limit the loss of
water. This survival strategy enables the bacteria to equilibrate its internal cell
composition to that of the external environment when exposed to low-moisture
conditions. It can be explained by the accumulation of osmoprotectants, such as proline,
glycine-betaine, and ectoine. Osmoprotectant can be defined as electrically neutral, low

molecular weight compatible solutes used by the cell to limit water loss. Trehalose is also
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an important compatible solute in the osmoadaptation of Salmonella (Csonka and

Hanson, 1991).

Table 2.1.5 Examples of Salmonella survival in foods with low water activity

Food Salmonella Inoculum Aw/ Length of Reference
serotype(s) (log CFU/g) moisture  survival
content
Dried milk  Contaminated <10 mo Ray, B., et
products naturally al., 1971
with three
serotypes
Pasta Infantis, 12% <12mo Rayman, M.
Typhimurium moisture K., etal.,
1979
Milk Eastbourne 8.0 0.41 > 9 mo at Tamminga,
chocolate 20°C S.K,etal,
5.0 0.38 <9 mo at 1976
20°C
Bitter Eastbourne 7.0 0.51 <9 mo at Tamminga,
chocolate 20°C S. K, etal.,
1976
Halva Enteritidis 7.0 0.18 > 8 mo at Kotzekidou,
refrigeration ~ P., 1998
temp
Peanut A composite 5.7 0.20-0.33 <24 wkheld Burnett,S.
butter of Agona, at5or 21°C L., etal.,
Enteritidis, 1.5 0.20-0.33 <24 wkheld 2000
Michigan, at5°C
Montevideo,
Typhimurium
Paprika Multiple <8 mo Lehmacher,
powder serotypes A, etal.,
1995

Podolak et al., 2010

2.1.6 Phenotypes associated with Salmonella survival in low-moisture environments

Low infectious dose, increased thermal resistance, and cross-tolerance to other stressors

are among the most important phenotypes associated with Salmonella isolated from low-

moisture environments.
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2.1.6.1 Low infectious dose

Contrary to other food contaminated with Salmonella in which more than 10° CFU are
necessary to cause infection (Todd et al., 2008), a dose as low as 10-100 CFU of
Salmonella is sufficient to cause an infection from the ingestion of a low-water activity
food. One of the possible explanations of this observation is that the low-water activity
product may provide protective properties which allow the bacteria to transit safely
through the gastro-intestinal tract (D’ Aoust, 1977; Todd et al., 2008). For instance, Aviles
et al. (2013) were able to prove that high fat and low-aw combined in peanut butter
matrix provided protection to Salmonella Tennessee transiting through a simulated Gl
tract (Aviles et al., 2013). Another explanation is provided by Stackhouse et al. (2012)
who proposed that filament formation in low-moisture environments as a response to
hostile conditions that may allow the bacteria to achieve high bacterial loads in very short
time upon rehydration. The true population of the bacteria may be underestimated since
filamentous cells cannot be detected with precision (Stackhouse et al., 2012). This same
study advanced that filamentous cells have the ability to survive at low pH and in the
presence of 10% bile salts after a 24-h period of exposure, which may give the bacteria
an advantage during the transit in the gastrointestinal tract. Another possible explanation
is that the entry in the viable but non culturable (VBNC) state allows the detection of a
low number of cells, and more importantly some bacteria in this state can conserve their
pathogenicity, and cause infection when exposed to favorable conditions (Oliver, 2010;

Lesne et al., 2000).
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2.1.6.2 Thermal resistance

Thermal resistance is one of the most important phenotypes associated with Salmonella
survival in low-moisture environments. Previously exposed to moderately low water
activity conditions, Salmonella has shown increased thermal resistance in subsequent
heat treatment (Mattick et al., 2000). The enhanced thermal resistance is dependent upon
the food matrices, and also on the humectants used to reduce the water activity. Results
from diverse investigations of Salmonella heat resistance in low moisture environments
suggested that heat resistance augmented in low and intermediate moisture foods, and
that was also a function of the intrinsic and extrinsic properties of the food (Sarah et al.,
2013). Therefore, it is extremely important that food processors determine the heat
resistance of Salmonella in their specific food products instead of directly applying D-
values and z-values from the literature, since those results may not be applicable to the
products being tested (Podolak et al., 2010). Those results also showed non-linear
survival curves, often showing a concave-upward curvature, which can be explained by a
rapid decline in numbers of survivors during the first few minutes due possibly to the
death of cells injured during the heat process (Goepfert and Biggie, 1968).

A study conducted by Sumner et al. (1991) to compare the effect of different aw on
thermal resistance of Salmonella and Listeria monocytogenes in sucrose at 65.6°C
showed that the D-value at water activity of 0.98 was 0.29 min, while it was 40.2 min at
an water activity of 0.83 (Sumner et al., 1991). Similarly, heat resistance of Salmonella is
increased in milk powder at low moisture level. For example, a 2-h heat treatment at 85°C
was not adequate to destroy Salmonella in 4 and 7% moisture powders, while 30 min was

sufficient at the 25% moisture level (McDonough and Hargrove, 1968).
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Archer et al. (1998) studied the heat resistance of Salmonella Weltevreden inoculated

into flour heated in hot air at an initial water activity range of 0.20 to 0.60 prior to

heating. They reported that the Deo-s22c Was 875 min at an initial aw of 0.4, and the Des-65c

was 29 min at an initial aw of 0.5. These observations suggested that reducing the water

activity of a sample prior to heat treatment caused an increase of the thermal resistance of

the bacteria, and that the initial aw value before heating had a more significant effect on

the heat resistance of Salmonella Weltevreden in flour than the water activity value

during heating of the inoculated product (Archer et al., 1998).

Table 2.1.6 Thermal resistance of Salmonella in food matrices as influenced by

water activity

Salmonella  Food Aw Temp D-value  z-value Reference
serotype matrice (°C) (min) (°C)
Anatum Milk Not 90 11 24.2 Barrile and
chocolate  reported Cone, 1970
Enteritidis Almonds  Not 121 0.85 27 Harris, 2008
PT 30 (oil- reported
roasted)
70 816 Goepfert and
Typhimurium  Milk Not 80 222 19 Biggie, 1968
chocolate  reported  gg 75
69-71 80 30.3
0.50-0.60 72-74 45
75-77 40-45
69-71 55 53.9
0.45-0.50 72-74 55
1577 40-45
69-71 55 19.6
0.40-0.45 72-74
75-77
0.35-0.40 69-71 15.2
72-74 75
Weltevreden  Wheat 75-77 80 Archer, J., et
flour 0.30-0.35 69-71 345 29.2 al.,1998.
7274
75-77 85
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0.25-0.30 69-71 165 34.7
72-74 240
75717 150

0.4 60-62 875 15.2
63-65, 80-100
6668

0.5 63-65 29 53.9

Source: Chen et al. (2009)

2.1.6.3 Cross-tolerance to other stressors

Bacteria isolated from low-moisture food products have been shown to display a higher
resistance to lethal conditions. It has been verified that some pathogenic bacteria, of
which Salmonella spp. and Escherichia coli, become more resistant to disinfectants
usually used in food production facilities (Kieboom et al., 2006; Stackhouse et al., 2012).
Stackhouse et al. (2012) also found that filamentous cells presented an enhanced
resistance when exposed to pH as low as 2.0 between 5 and 10 min. Gruzdev et al.
(2011) studied the effects of desiccation on the tolerance of Salmonella enterica serotype
Typhimurium to multiple stresses. The results showed that the desiccated cells became
more resistant than non-desiccated cells to many stressors, such as ethanol, sodium
hypochlorite, didecyl dimethyl ammonium chloride, hydrogen peroxide, NacCl, bile salts,
dry heat, and UV irradiation. These results indicate the limitations of the use of these
chemicals and treatments to control the spread of Salmonella in low-moisture food

production environments.
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2.1.7 Sources and risk factors for contamination by Salmonella in low-moisture
products

Epidemiological and environmental investigations on outbreaks involving Salmonella in
low-water-activity food products determined that cross-contamination is the major cause
of these issues (Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention, 1993, 1998, 2007). Cross-
contamination becomes a more crucial food safety issue when it occurs in ready-to-eat
(RTE) foods, where there is no further lethal steps to inactivate the pathogenic bacteria.
The results of an investigation led by the World Health Organization indicated that a
great percentage of foodborne outbreaks in Europe were linked to cross-contamination.
The main contributing factors were identified as insufficient hygiene (1.6%), cross-
contamination (3.6%), processing or storage in inadequate rooms (4.2%), contaminated
equipment (5.7%), and contamination by personnel (9.2%) (Reij et al., 2004). Therefore,
the best way to minimize Salmonella occurrences in low-moisture foods is to control the
risk factors that lead to cross-contamination.

The following risk factors associated with cross-contamination have been identified as
the most frequent causes during outbreak investigations: poor sanitation practices,
substandard facility and equipment design, improper maintenance, poor operational
practices and good manufacturing practices (GMPs), inadequate ingredient control
(Podolak et al., 2010).

Salmonella can persist in dry conditions on surfaces for long periods of time, which
enhances the ability of the bacteria to be transferred to food during poor sanitation
practices (Podolak et al., 2010). Kusumaningrum et al. (2003) suggested that Salmonella

Enteritidis can survive for extended period of time on dry stainless steel surfaces, and
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remain a threat for a long time. The author found that Salmonella Enteritidis could be
transferred from dry stainless steel surfaces to foods, with transfer rates of 20 to 100%
(Kusumaningrum et al., 2003). In 1998, Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention
investigated an outbreak of Salmonella Agona linked to toasted oat cereal, which led to
the conclusion that the unsanitary condition of the equipment, poor employee practices,
and poor control of the vitamin spray mixing, and holding process were the most
important risk factors associated with that outbreak (Breuer, 1999). Several other studies
suggested that dust is an important environmental vector contributing to the spread of
Salmonella in food production facilities (Craven et al., 1975; Morita et al., 2006).
Cross-contamination in low-moisture food production facilities can also be caused by
poor sanitary design, and improper equipment installation and maintenance. An
international outbreak of Salmonella Eastbourne, where 200 people were affected by
contaminated chocolates produced at a Canadian factory, was partly caused by
inadequate separation between clean and unclean zones (Craven et al., 1975). Among
other flaws in production facility design, flooring materials (rough concrete), leaking
pipe, leaky roof, faulty sprinklers were pointed out as causative risk factor for Salmonella
propagation (Craven et al., 1975; Morita et al., 2006).

Poor choice and control of raw materials and ingredients constitute an important hazard
for food contamination, since food ingredients that do not undergo killing steps can carry
significant load of pathogens to the finished products. For instance, paprika-powdered
potato chips confectioned with paprika powder contaminated with multiple serovars of
Salmonella was reported to cause an estimated 1,000 cases of salmonellosis (Lehmacher

et al., 1995). The report of an investigation led by FDA in 2007 following a Salmonella
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Wandsworth outbreak identified the seasoning mix used in the snack as the possible
culprit. As a result, FDA issued a report where it recommended consumers not to
consume any snack food that contained that seasoning mix (U.S. Food and Drug

Administration, 2007).

2.1.8 Control of Salmonella in low-moisture food production
Salmonella has been implicated in many outbreaks linked to low-moisture food products.
Therefore it is crucial that the food industry develop strategies to cope with this issue.
Contamination of food with low water activity occurs more often when there is not a
killing step in the production process, or when contamination happens after the
inactivation step. To mitigate the risks of Salmonella contamination in low-moisture food
production plants, the Grocery Manufacturers Association (GMA) has developed
guidance with seven elements to control the propagation of Salmonella:

- Preventing ingress or spread of Salmonella in the facility

- Controlling raw materials and ingredients

- Adhering to stringent hygiene practices in the Primary Salmonella Control Area

- Following hygienic design principles

- Preventing growth in the facility by control of moisture

- Validate control measures to inactivate Salmonella

- Establish procedures for verification of Salmonella controls and corrective

actions.

The prevention of Salmonella entry and spread in the food facility relies primarily on a
good facility maintenance, hygiene and pest control. Good facility maintenance can be

achieved by ensuring the integrity and design, such as the absence of leak from roof,
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crevices in machinery, walls and flooring, adequate separation of pre- and post-
processing areas. Salmonella propagation can also be avoided by providing the personnel
with training in good manufacturing process (GMP), and also making them aware of the
negative consequences that a non-adherence to the established guidelines can have on the
public health (Beuchat et al., 2013). Another efficient approach to limit Salmonella
spread is to apply further kill step to control the microbiological quality of the ingredients
(for example, spices, raw cocoa beans, raw nuts, raw peanuts, flour and cereal grains)
used in the manufacture of the products. For instance, Sperber et al. (2007) reported that
the incidence of Salmonella in wheat flour ranged from 0.14% to 1.32%; Pafumi (1986)
found Salmonella in 1.5% to 8.2% of untreated spice samples; Sagoo et al. (2009)
reported the presence of Salmonella in 1.5% of production samples and 1.1% of retail

samples of dried spices and herbs in the UK.

2.2 Wheat flour

2.2.1 Microbiological safety of wheat flour

Wheat flour is generally considered a microbiologically safe product because of its low
water activity (ICMSF, 1998). However, recent outbreaks implicating wheat flour have
forced the food industry to take another look at the safety of this food product. As wheat
is an agricultural product, it is exposed to diverse microbiological threats, including
pathogens. Those pathogens can pass through the whole production chain, from the wheat
harvest to the milling process, and finally end up being in the flour-based products, if the
flour is not properly treated. Wheat contains a very diverse microflora coming from

different sources such as dust, water, plants, insects, soil, fertilizers, and animal feces.
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That microflora is mainly consisted of bacteria from the families of Micrococcaceae,
Pseudomonadaceae, Enterobacteriaceae,Lactobacillaceae and Bacillaceae; yeasts, and
molds from the genera of Alternaria, Cladosporium, Fusarium, Helminthosporium,
Aspergillus, Penicillium, and Eurotium (Lacab et al.,, 2006). The pathogenic
microorganisms mostly encountered in wheat grains can be Bacillus cereus, Clostridium
botulinum, Clostridium perfringens, Escherichia coli, Salmonella, Staphylococcus
aureus; mycotoxin-producing molds (Berghofer, 2003; Eyles, 1989; Richter et al., 1993).
Though low-water-activity environments are unfavorable to pathogens, they can remain
in a latent state under such conditions for extended periods of times, and emerge from
dormancy when the conditions become favorable to their growth, such as in batter or
mixes, and thus cause diseases (Eglezos, 2010). Species of enteric bacteria that normally
live on dead organic matter may also be present in grain and milled products, and

subsequently in wheat flour, which can be a sign of unhygienic processing or handling.

2.2.2 Foodborne illness outbreaks involving flour

One of the causes of foodborne illness outbreaks involving wheat flour is the fact that
many consumers do not follow the directions to bake and cook flour-based products, and
some of them even eat those products (refrigerated cookie or biscuit dough, frozen pizzas
or pies) without completely cooking them (ConAgra Mills, 2001). In 2008, flour from
retail shelf in New Zealand was suspected in an outbreak of Salmonella causing sixty-six
(66) cases of illness. Although there was no conclusive evidence of the implication of
flour in that outbreak, result of the investigation suggested that the victims of the
outbreak seemed to have eaten uncooked flour in homemade play dough, and raw cake.

In 2009, an investigation of a multistate outbreak of E. coli O157 infections identified



25

ready-to-bake commercial prepackaged cookie dough as a novel vehicle for foodborne
transmission of STEC to humans. This outbreak highlighted the health risks associated
with the consumption of unbaked products, and the FDA recommended that cookie
dough manufacturers use heat-treated flour in the production of such products (Neil et al.,
2009). Following a Salmonella outbreak involving raw flour, McCallum et al. (2013)
investigated the association between Salmonella Typhimurium phage type 42 (STM42)
and the consumption of raw flour. Salmonella Typhimurium phage type 42 was
recovered from flour taken from unopened packs purchased from retail stores and packs
from three batches of recalled product (McCallum et al., 2013). A US study using 4,796
flour samples from various wheat types found E.coli in 12.8% and Salmonella in 1.32%
of the samples (Richter et al., 1993).

Other pathogenic bacteria can be found in wheat flour, and cause diseases. Frequent flour
contamination by Bacillus cereus can occur during or after processing. Laurence et al.
(2011) conducted an investigation about two outbreaks involving Bacillus cereus emetic
strains, and found out cereulide production and growth in penne pasta at 4, 8 and 25°C
during seven day storage (Laurence et al., 2011). Another lethal intoxication case
involving Bacillus cereus occurred in Brussels after consumption of leftovers of spaghetti
with tomato sauce. Laboratory analysis of the meal indicated that the bacteria was present
in the pasta, and was absent in the tomato sauce (Maria et al., 2011).

The safety of wheat flour can be affected not only by pathogenic bacteria, but also by
fungi producing mycotoxin which not only have detrimental effects on the quality of
flour products, but also can cause illnesses in humans (Hussein and Brasel, 2001). The

most significant mycotoxins in wheat grains are deoxynivalenol (DON) produced pre-
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harvest by Fusarium graminearum, zearalenone (ZEA) produced post-harvest by
Fusarium culmorum, and ochratoxin (OTA) produced post-harvest by Penicillium
verrucosum and Aspergillus ochraceus (Magan et al., 2010). Research has shown that
those mycotoxins have detrimental effects on human and animal health. Zearalenone has
immunotoxic effect characterized by inhibition of T and B lymphocyte proliferation, and
the apoptosis of immune cells in different organs, while deoxynivalenol, also called
vomitoxin, possesses gastrointestinal toxicity characterized by vomiting, acute temporary
nausea, diarrhea, abdominal pain, headache, dizziness, and fever (Ren et al., 2014;
Kazemi et al., 2015).

The US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) has recommended that deoxynivalenol
levels in wheat-based foods and feeds should not be higher than 1,000 pg/kg in finished
human foods, 10,000 pg/kg in poultry and ruminant feed, and 5,000 pg/kg in other
animal feeds (http://www.cfsan.fda.gov/_dms/ graingui.html). Ochratoxin A (OTA) is a
potent nephrotoxic mycotoxin linked to kidney problems in both livestock and human
populations. A study carried out in Spain confirmed the potential presence of OTA
produced by Penicillium verrucosum in retail wheat flours from the Spanish market

(Cabafias et al., 2008).

2.3. Enterococcus faecium

2.3.1 General characteristics
Enterococcus faecium is a Gram-positive bacterium belonging to the genus of
Enterococcus. Enterococci are members of the lactic acid bacteria (LAB), and are

catalase negative, and produce lactic acid from the fermentation of carbohydrates. They
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are spherical cells that can occur in pairs or chains, and the colonies they form are 1-2
mm in length and appear wet (Health Protection Agency, 2007). Enterococcus faecium is
a commensal organism that normally lives in mammalian gastrointestinal tract, but can
also be found in the oral cavity and vaginal tract (Huycke et al., 1998). The bacterium can
live for extended period of time in various environments such as soil, sewage, and inside
hospitals on a variety of surface (Van Wamel et al., 2007). Enterococcus faecium is a
facultative anaerobic bacterium capable of cellular respiration in both oxygen-rich and
oxygen-poor environments (Hancock et al., 2000). It can survive in different harsh
environments such extreme temperature (10-45°C), pH (4.5-10.0) and high sodium

chloride concentrations (Fisher and Phillips, 2009).

2.3.2 Safety of Enterococcus faecium

Although certain strains of Enterococcus faecium are important in the food industry, such
as in the production of fermented food products, including cheese and sausages, and are
shown to be beneficial to animal and human health (Franz et al., 2011), some strains have
been implicated in nosocomial infections (Arias and Murray, 2012). Among the
infections caused by Enterococcus faecium are urinary infections, bacteremia, bacterial
endocarditis, diverticulitis, and meningitis (Fisher and Phillips, 2009). These infections
mostly occur in elderly patients with underlying disease, and immunocompromised
patients treated with invasive devices, such as urethral or intravascular catheters (Teixeira
et al., 2007). One of the most important concerns about this organism is its high level of
antibiotic resistance in medical environments. Some strains are intrinsically resistant to -
lactams, aminoglycosides and vancomycin, and some others carry genetic elements

responsible for resistance to chloramphenicol, tetracyclines, macrolides, lincosamides,
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quinolones, and streptogramins (Teixeira, et al., 2007). The major concern is the
emergence of vancomycin-resistant enterococci (VRE). Because of their importance,
many discussions have focused on whether these strains can cause foodborne diseases or
not. Some researchers believe that VRE originate from the hospital environment, and
spread in the community, while others believe they can originate from farm animals that
constitute a reservoir, and be transmitted to hospital environments via contaminated meat
(Devriese et al., 1996). An investigation conducted by Chadwick et al. (1996) reported
that VRE were isolated from chicken, pork and beef samples from retail markets in the
UK, and concluded that the gene responsible for vancomycin resistance could be
transmitted to the community via the food chain (Chadwick et al., 1996). However, Klein
et al. (1998) found that VRE isolates from minced beef and pork were different from

clinical isolates (Klein et al., 1998).

2.3.3 Use of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 as a surrogate in the food industry

A surrogate is defined as a non-pathogenic organism, or innocuous particle or substance
used to study the fate of a pathogen in a specific environment. The two major reasons to
use a surrogate are to ensure safety of the products and the workers, and the ability to
easily cultivate the surrogate organism (Sinclair et al., 2012). Surrogate organisms can be
used to predict inactivation characteristics of target pathogens, and to verify thermal
process critical control points in the hazard analysis critical control point plan (Erdogan
and Derrick, 2014). It is recommended that an organism used as a surrogate in food
processing and plant facilities should be a non-pathogenic organism that behaves
similarly to the target pathogen under the same conditions or reduction treatment (Liu

and Schaffner, 2007).
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Although some strains of Enterococcus faecium are associated with nosocomial
infections and antibiotic resistance, Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 has been shown to
lack antibiotic resistance genes, and be sensitive to antibiotics. Comparison with the
clinical strains showed that this strain is more resistant to low pH (2.4), high temperatures
(60°C) and high alcohol concentration (8% ethanol) (Kopit et al., 2014). Previously
designated Micrococcus freudenreichii ATCC 8459 (Bergan et al., 1970), Pediococcus
sp. NRRL B-2354, E. faecium NRRL B-2354, Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 has
been used in the food industry as a test organism for many decades. A study conducted
by the Almond Board of California in which the genomic and characteristics of
Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 was examined showed that this organism was safe and
appropriate to be used in process validation (Kopit et al., 2014).

Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 has been widely used as a surrogate organism in the
validation of thermal treatments because pathogens cannot be used in food production
facilities. For instance, researchers have demonstrated the possibility of using
Enterococcus faecium ATTCB8459 as a surrogate for Salmonella Enteritidis PT 30 to test
the efficacy of pasteurization of almonds using infrared and hot air heating (Yang et al.,
2010). In another research study, Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459 was used as a
substitute for Escherichia coli in apple cider during high-temperature, short-time
pasteurization (Piyasena et al., 2003). Similarly, Borowski et al. (2009) found that this
organism was a suitable substitute for five strains of Salmonella in beef jerky (Borowski
et al., 2009). Jeong et al. (2011) found that Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459 could be
used as an acceptable surrogate for Salmonella Enteritidis PT30 during moist-air heating

of almonds (Jeong et al., 2010). Smith et al. (2014) also used Enterococcus faecium as a
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surrogate for Salmonella to test the efficacy of oven, microwave, and combination of
both on peanuts at 163 to 204°C, and the results showed a minimum of 3 log reduction of
the surrogate (Smith et al., 2014).

Bianchini et al. (2013) studied the possibility of using Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459
as a surrogate for Salmonella enterica during extrusion of a balanced carbohydrate-
protein meal. Results from this study revealed that the minimum temperature necessary to
achieve a 5-log reduction of Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459 was higher than that
needed for a 5-log reduction of Salmonella, 73.7°C and 60.6°C respectively (Bianchini et
al., 2013). Ma et al. (2007) developed thermal surrogate microorganisms in ground beef
for in-plant critical control point validation studies. They compared the rates of thermal
inactivation of three bacteria, of which Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459, to those of
Listeria monocytogenes or Salmonella Senftenberg 775W at four different temperatures,
58, 62, 65, and 68°C. They found that Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459 had a decimal
reduction 4.4 to 17.7 times greater than that of L. monocytogenes, and 3.6 to 14.6 times
greater than that of Salmonella Senftenberg 775W (Ma et al., 2007). Enache et al (2015)
compared the thermal resistance of Salmonella Tennessee and Enterococcus faecium at
85°C inoculated onto talc powder with an adjusted water activity. The result of this study
suggested that Enterococcus faecium had a greater heat resistance than Salmonella
Tennessee. Very recently, Elizabeth et al. (2015) conducted some work on the validation
of baking to control Salmonella serovars in hamburger bun manufacturing. They
compared the thermal resistance of 3 Salmonella serotypes (Typhimurium, Newport, and
Senftenberg), Enterococcus faecium ATCC 8459, and Saccharomyces cerevisiae for 9,

11, and 13 min at 280°C oven temperature. They found that all the organisms had more
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than 6 log reduction, and that Enterococcus faecium ATCC 8459 showed a greater
thermal resistance than Salmonella and Saccharomyces cerevisiae, which makes
Enterococcus faecium a suitable surrogate for Salmonella for validation of commercial

baking operations (Elizabeth et al., 2015).



32

2.4- References

Archer, J., E. T. Jervis, J. Bird, and J. E. Gaze. 1998. Heat resistance of Salmonella Weltevreden
in low-moisture environments. J. FoodProt. 61:969-973.

Avrias, C.A., B.E. Murray. 2012. The rise of the Enterococcus: beyond vancomycin resistance.
Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 10:266-278.

Aviles, B., C. Klotz, T. Smith, R. Williams, and M. Ponder. 2013. Survival of Salmonella
enterica serotype Tennessee during simulated gastric passage is improved by low water
activity and high fat content. J. FoodProt. 76: 333-337.

Bergan, T., K. Bovre, B., Hovig. 1970. Present status of the species Micrococcus freudenreichii.
Int. J. Syst. Bacteriol. 20:249-254.

Berghofer, L.K., A.D. Hocking, D. Miskelly, and E. Jansson. 2003. Microbiology of wheat and
flour milling in Australia. Int. J. Food Microbiology. 85:137-149.

Beuchat, L.R., E. Komitopoulou, H. Beckers, R.P. Betts, F. Bourdichon, S. Fanning. 2013. Low
water activity foods: increased concern as vehicles of foodborne pathogens. J. FoodProt.
76, 150-172.

Bianchini, A., J. Stratton, S. Weier, T. Hartter, B. Plattner, G. Rokey, G. Hertzel, L. Gompa,
B. Martinez, and K. M. Eskridge. 2013. Use of Enterococcus faecium as a surrogate for
Salmonella enterica during extrusion of a balanced carbohydrate-protein meal.
J. FoodProt. 77(1):75-82.

Borowski, A. G., S. C. Ingham, and B. H. Ingham. 2009. Lethality of home-style dehydrator
processes against Escherichia coli O157:H7 and Salmonella serovars in the manufacture
of ground-and-formed beef jerky and the potential for using a pathogen surrogate in
process validation. J. Food Prot. 72:2056—-2064.

Breuer, T. 1999. Centers for Diseases Control and Prevention, investigations: the May 1998
outbreak of Salmonella Agona linked to cereal. Cereal Foods World 44:185-186.

Cabafias, R., M.R. Bragulat, M.L. Abarca, G. Castella, F.J. Cabafies. 2008. Occurrence of
Penicillium verrucosum in retail wheat flours from the Spanish market. Food
Microbiology 25: 642647

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 1993. Salmonella serotype Tennessee in
powdered milk products and infant formula-Canada and United States, 1993. Morb.
Mortal. WKly. Rep. 42:516

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 1998. Multistate outbreak of Salmonella serotype
Agona infections linked to toasted oats cereal—United States, April-May 1998. Morb.
Mortal. WKly. Rep. 47:462-464.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2007. Multistate outbreak of Salmonella serotype
Tennessee infections associated with peanut butter—United States, 2006-2007. Morb.
Mortal. WKly. Rep. 56:521-524.



http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/07400020
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/07400020
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/07400020/25/5

33

Chadwick, P.R., N. Woodford, E.B. Kaczmarski, S. Gray, R.A. Barrell, B.A Oppenheim. 1996
Glycopeptide-resistant enterococci isolated from uncooked meat. J. Antimicrob.
Chemother. 38, 908-909.

Clark, C., J. Cunningham, R. Ahmed, D. Woodward, K. Fonseca, S. Isaacs, A. Ellis, C.
Anand, K. Ziebell, A. Muckle, P. Sockett, and F. Rodgers, 2001. Characterization of
Salmonella associated with pig ear dog treats in Canada. J. Clin. Microbiol. 39:3962—
3968.

ConAgra Mills, 2001. The raw truth about consumer eating habits. Published online at
www.conagramills.com/media/Food/Habits of American Consumers. ConAgra Mills
Consumer Insights, Omaha, NE.

Craven, P. C., D. C. Mackel, W. B. Baine, W. H. Barker, and E. J. Gangarosa. 1975.
International outbreak of Salmonella Eastbourne infection traced to contaminated
chocolate. Lancet 1:788-792.

Csonka, L.N., and A.D. Hanson, 1991.Prokaryotic osmoregulation: genetics and physiology.
Annu. Rev. Microbiol. 45, 569-606.

De Rezende, C. L. E., E. T. Mallinson, A. Gupta, and S. W. Joseph. 2001. Salmonella
spp. are affected by different levels of water activity in closed microcosms. J. Ind.
Microbiol. Biotechnol. 26: 222-225.

Delbrassinne L., M. Andjelkovic , A. Rajkovic, N. Bottledoorn, J. Mahillon, J. Van Loco.
2011. Follow-up of the Bacillus cereus emetic toxin production in penne pasta under
household conditions using liquid chromatography coupled with mass spectrometry.
Food Microbiol. 28(5):1105-11009.

Devriese, L.A., M. leven, H. Goossens, P. VanDamme, B. Pot, J. Hommez, F. Haesebrouck.
1996. Presence of vancomycin- resistant enterococci in farm and pet animals. Antimicrob.
Agents Chemother. 40, 2285-2287.

Doyle, M.P. and J. L. Schoeni. 1984. Survival and growth characteristics of Escherichia coli
associated with hemorrhagic colitis. Appl. Environ. Micrbiol. 4 8(4):855-856.

Du, M., J. Chen, X. Zhang, A. Li, Y. Li, and Y. Wang. 2007. Retention of virulence in a viable
but nonculturable Edwardsiella tarda isolate. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 73:1349-1354.

Eglezos, S. 2010. Microbiological Quality of Wheat Grain and Flour from Two Mills in
Queensland, Australia. J. Food Prot. 73:1533-1536.

Enache E., A. Kataoka, D.G. Black, C.D. Napier, R. Podolak, and M.M. Hayman. 2014.
Development of a dry inoculation method for thermal challenge studies in low-moisture
foods by using talc as a carrier for Salmonella and a surrogate (Enterococcus faecium). J.
Food Prot. 78(6):1106-12.

Eyles, M.J., R. Moss, A.D. Hocking. 1989. The microbiological status of Australian
flour and the effects of milling procedures on the microflora of wheat and flour.
Food Australia 41: 704-708.



http://www.conagramills.com/media/Food
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Delbrassinne%20L%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21569959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Andjelkovic%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21569959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Rajkovic%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21569959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Bottledoorn%20N%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21569959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mahillon%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21569959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Van%20Loco%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21569959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21569959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26038899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26038899

34

Fisher K., C. Phillips. 2009. The ecology, epidemiology and virulence of Enterococcus.
Microbiology 155 (Pt 6): 1749-57.

Franz C.M., M. Huch, H. Abriouel, W. Holzapfel, A. Galvez. 2011. Enterococci as
probiotics and their implications in food safety. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 151:125-140.

Goepfert, J. M., and R. A. Biggie. 1968. Heat resistance of Salmonella Typhimurium and
Salmonella Senftenberg 775W in milk chocolate. Appl. Microbiol. 16:1939-1940.

Gorski L., C.T. Parker, A. Liang, M.B. Cooley, M.T. Jay-Russell, A.G. Gordus,
E.R. Atwill and R.E. Mandrell, 2011. Prevalence, Distribution, and Diversity of
Salmonella enterica in a Major Produce Region of California. Appl. Environ.
Microbiol. 77( 8) 2734-2748.

Grocery Manufacturers Association, 2009. Resistance of Salmonella in Low-Moisture
Foods. J.Food Prot. 73 (10):1919-1936

Gruzdev, N., R. Pinto, and S. Sela, 2011. Effect of desiccation on tolerance of Salmonella
enterica to multiple stresses. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 77, 1667—1673.

Gupte, A. R,, C. L. E. De Rezende, and S. W. Joseph. 2003. Induction and resuscitation
of viable but nonculturable Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium DT104. Appl.
Environ. Microbiol. 69:6669-6675.

Hancock, L. E., and M. S. Gilmore, 2000. Pathogenicity of enterococci, p. 251-258. In V. A.
Fischetti, R. P. Novick, J. J. Ferretti, D. A. Portnoy, and J. I. Rood (ed.), Gram-positive
pathogens. ASM Press, Washington, D.C.

Holmgren E., C. Lakshmikantha., M. Minto, S. Nicholas, M. Donka, S. Carla, P. Randall,
T. Harshavardhan, M. George. 2015. Validation of baking to control Salmonella serovars
in hamburger bun manufacturing and evaluation of Saccharomyces cerevisiae and
Enterococcus faecium ATCC 8459 as nonpathogenic surrogate indicators for process
verification. IAFP, 2015, https://iafp.confex.com/iafp/2015/webprogram/Paper9852.html

Horwitz M.A., R.A. Pollard, M.H. Merson, and S.M. Martin. 1977. A large outbreak of
foodborne salmonellosis on the Navajo Nation Indian Reservation, epidemiology and
secondary transmission. Am J. Public Health 67(11): 1071-1076.

Hussein H.S., J.M. Brasel. 2001. Toxicity, metabolism, and impact of mycotoxins on humans and
animals. Toxicology 167(2):101-34.

Huycke M.M., D.F. Sahm, and M.S. Gilmore. 1998. Multiple-drug resistant enterococci: The
nature of the problem and an agenda for the future. Emerg Infect Dis. 4(2):239-49.

Janning, B., P. H. in’t Veld, S. Notermans, and J. Kramer. 1994. Resistance of bacterial strains to
dry conditions: use of anhydrous silica gel in a desiccation model sy stem. J. Appl.
Bacteriol. 77:319-324.

Jeong S., B.P. Marks , E.T. Ryser. 2010. Quantifying the Performance of Pediococcus sp.


http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Lisa+Gorski&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Craig+T.+Parker&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Anita+Liang&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Michael+B.+Cooley&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Michele+T.+Jay-Russell&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Andrew+G.+Gordus&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=E.+Robert+Atwill&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Robert+E.+Mandrell&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
https://iafp.confex.com/iafp/2015/webprogram/Paper9852.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Martin%20SM%5Bauth%5D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11567776
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9621194
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Jeong%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21477474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Marks%20BP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21477474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ryser%20ET%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21477474

35

(NRRL B-2354: Enterococcus faecium) as a Nonpathogenic Surrogate for Salmonella
Enteritidis PT30 during Moist-Air Convection Heating of Almonds. J. Food
Prot. 74(4):603-9

Kazemi D.R., K. Issazadeh, A.M. Azizollahi, M.D. Chakoosari. 2015. Occurrence of
deoxynivalenol (DON) in wheat flours in Guilan province, Northern Iran. Ann Agric
Environ Med. 22(1):35-7.

Kieboom, J., K. D. Harshi, M. H. Tempelaars, W. C. Hazeleger, T. Abee, and R. R.
Beumer 2006. Survival, elongation, and elevated tolerance of Salmonella enterica
serovar Enteritidis at reduced water activity. J. Food Prot. 69:2681-2686.

Kirk, M. D., C. L. Little, M. Lem, M. Fyre, D. Genobile, A. Tan, J. Threlfall, A. Paccagnella, D.
Lightfoot, H. Lyi, L. Mclintyre, L. Ward, D. J. Brown, S. Surnam, and I.S. Fisher. 2004.
An outbreak due to peanuts in their shell caused by Salmonella enterica serotypes Stanley
and Newport—sharing molecular information to solve international outbreaks.
Epidemiol. Infect. 132:571-577

Klein, G., A. Pack, G. Reuter, 1998. Antibiotic resistance patterns of enterococci and occurrence
of vancomycin-resistant enterococci in raw minced beef and pork in Germany. Appl.
Environ. Microbiol. 64, 1825-1830.

Kopit L.M. , E.B. Kim, R.J. Siezen, L.J. Harris, and M.L. Marco, 2014. Safety of the
surrogate Enterococcus faecium NRRL B-2354 for use in thermal process validation.
Appl Environ Microbiol. 80(6): 1899-1909

Kusumaningrum, H. D., G. Riboldi, W. C. Hazeleger, and R. R. Beumer. 2003. Survival of
foodborne pathogens on stainless steel surfaces and cross-contamination to foods. Int. J.
Food Microbiol. 85:227-236.

Lacab, A., Z. Mousiaa, M. Diazb, C. Webba, S. S. Pandiella. 2006. Distribution of microbial
contamination within cereal grains. J. FoodEng., 72:332—-338.

Lehmacher, A., J. Bockemuhl, and S. Aleksic.1995. Nationwide outbreak of human salmonellosis
in Germany due to contaminated paprika and paprika-powdered potato chips. Epidemiol.
Infect. 115:501-511.

Lesne, J., S. Berthet, S. Binard, A. Rouxel, and F. Humbert. 2000. Changes in culturability and
virulence of Salmonella Typhimurium during long-term starvation under desiccating
conditions. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 60:195-203.

Ma L., J.L. Kornacki , G. Zhang, C.M. Lin, M.P. Doyle. 2007. Development of thermal
surrogate microorganisms in ground beef for in-plant critical control point validation
studies. J. Food Prot. 70(4):952-7.

Magan N., D. Aldred, K. Mylona and R. J. Lambert. 2010. Limiting mycotoxins in stored
wheat. Food Additives and Contaminants. 27(5):644-50.



http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21477474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21477474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Kazemi%20Darsanaki%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25780825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Issazadeh%20K%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25780825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Azizollahi%20Aliabadi%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25780825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mohammad%20Doost%20Chakoosari%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25780825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25780825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25780825
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Lauren+M.+Kopit&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Eun+Bae+Kim&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Roland+J.+Siezen&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Linda+J.+Harris&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://aem.asm.org/search?author1=Maria+L.+Marco&sortspec=date&submit=Submit
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0260877405000154
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/02608774
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/02608774/72/4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ma%20L%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17477266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Kornacki%20JL%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17477266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zhang%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17477266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Lin%20CM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17477266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Doyle%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17477266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17477266

36

Mattick, K. L., F. Jgrgensen, J. D. Legan, M. B. Cole, J. Porter, H. M. Lappin-Scott, and
T. J. Humphrey. 2000. Survival and filamentation of Salmonella enterica serovar
Enteritidis PT4 andSalmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium DT104 at low water
activity. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 66:1274-1279.

Mattick, K. L., R. J. Rowbury, and T. J. Humphrey. 2003. Morphological changes to
Escherichia coli 0157:H7, commensal E.coli and Salmonella spp. in response to
marginal growth conditions, with special reference to mildly stressing temperatures. Sci.
Prog. 86:1031-13.

Mattick, K.L., F. Jgrgensen, J. Legan, H. Lappin-Scott, and T. Humphrey. 2000.
Habituation of Salmonella spp.at reduced water activity and its effect on heat tolerance.
Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 66, 4921-4925.

McCallum L., S. Paine, K. Sexton, M. Dufour, K. Dyet, M. Wilson, D. Campbell,
D. Bandaranayake, and V. Hope. 2013. An Outbreak of Salmonella Typhimurium Phage
Type 42 Associated with the Consumption of Raw Flour. Foodborne Pathogens and
Disease 10(2): 159-164

McDonough, F. E., and R. E. Hargrove. 1968. Heat resistance of Salmonella in dried milk.
J. Dairy Sci. 51:1587-1591.

Minnesota Department of Health Consumer Fact Sheet. 2007. Prevent cross-contamination.
Available at: http://www.health.state. mn.us/ foodsafety/ clean/xcontamination.pdf.

Mitscherlich E., E.H. Marth. 1984. Microbial Survival in the Environment Bacteria and
Rickettsiae Important in Human and Animal Health. J. B. Microbiol. 25(10):674

Morita, T., H. Kitazawa, T. lida, and S. Kamata. 2006. Prevention of Salmonella cross-
contamination in an oil meal manufacturing plant. J. Appl. Microbiol. 101:464—
473.

Neil K.P., G. Biggerstaff, J.K. MacDonald, E. Trees, C. Medus, K.A. Musser, S.G. Stroika, D.
Zink, and M.J. Sotir. 2009. A novel vehicle for transmission of Escherichia coli O157:H7
to humans: Multistate outbreak of E. coli O157:H7 infections associated with
consumption of ready-to-bake commercial prepackaged cookie dough-United States. Clin
Infect Dis. 54(4):511-8.

Oliver, J. D., and R. Bockian. 1995. In vivo resuscitation, and virulence towards mice, of viable
but nonculturable cells of Vibrio vulnificus. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 61:2620-2623.

Oliver, J. D. 2010. Recent findings on the viable but nonculturable state in pathogenic bacteria.
FEMS Microbiol Rev. 34(4):415-25.

Pafumi, J. 1986. Assessment of the microbiological quality of spices and herbs.
J. FoodProt. 49:958-963.

Patrick A.D.G. and F.X. Weill. 2007. Antigenic formulae of the Salmonella serovars.
https://www.pasteur.fr/ip/portal/action/ WebdriveActionEvent/oid/01s-000036-089.

Podolak, R., E. Enache, W. Stone, D.G. Black and P.H. Elliott. 2010. Sources and risk factors for


http://www.health.state/
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jobm.v25:10/issuetoc
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22157169
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22157169
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20059548

37

contamination, survival, persistence, and heat resistance of Salmonella in low-moisture
foods. Journal of Food Protection, 73(10), 1919-1936.

Popoff M.Y, J. Bockemuhl, F.W Brenner. 2000. Supplement 1998 (no. 42) to the Kauffmann-
White scheme. Res Microbiol. 151:63-65.

Pommepuy, M., M. Butin, A. Derrien, M. Gourmelon, R. R. Colwell, and M. Cormier. 1996.
Retention of enteropathogenicity by viable but nonculturable Escherichia coli exposed to
seawater and sunlight. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 62:4621-4626.

Ray, B., J. J. Jezeski, and F. F. Busta. 1971. Isolation of Salmonellae from naturally
contaminated dried milk products. 1I. Influence of storage time on the isolation of
Salmonellae. J. Milk Food Technol. 34:423-427.

Rayman, M. K., J.-Y. D’Aoust, B. Aris, C. Maishment, and R. Wasik. 1979. Survival of
microorganisms in stored pasta. J. Food Prot. 42:330-334.

Reij, M. W., E. D. Den Aantrekker, and ILSI Europe Risk Analysis in Microbiology Task
Force. 2004. Recontamination as a source of pathogens in processed foods. Int. J. Food
Microbiol. 91:1-11.

Ren Z.H., R. Zhou, J.L. Deng, Z.C. Zuo, X. Peng, Y.C. Wang, Y. Wang, H.M. Cui , and J. Fang.
2014. Effects of the Fusarium toxin zearalenone (ZEA) and/ or deoxynivalenol (DON)
on the serum IgA, 1gG and IgM levels in mice. Food and Agricultural Immunology, 25:4,
600-606.

Richter, K.S., E. Dorneanu, K.M. Eskridge, C. Ra0.1993. Microbiological Quality of Flours
Cereal Foods World. 38:367-369.

Sagoo, S.K., C. L. Little, M. Greenwood, V. Mithani, K. A. Grant, J. McLauchlin, E. de Pinna,
and E. J. Threlfall. 2009. Assessment of the microbiological safety of dried spices and
herbs from production and retail premises in the United Kingdom. Food
Microbiol.26:39-43.

Smittle, R. B. 1977. Microbiology of mayonnaise and salad dressing: A review.
J. Food Prot.40:415-422.

Sperber, W.H. and North American Millers Association. 2007. Role of Microbiological
Guidelines in the Production and Commerical Use of Milled Cereal Grains: A Practical
Approach for the 21st Century. J. Food Prot. 70:1041-1053.

Stackhouse, R.R., N.G. Faith, C.W. Kaspar, C.J. Czuprynski, and A.C.L. Wong. 2012.
Survival and virulence of Salmonella enterica serovar Enteritidis filaments induced by
reduced water activity. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 78, 2213-2220.

Sumner, S., T.M. Sandros, M.C. Harmon, V.N. Scott, and D.T. Bernard. 199. Heat resistance of
Salmonella typhimurium and Listeria monocytogenes in sucrose solutions of various
water activities. J. Food Sci. 6:1741-1743.

Teixeira L. M., M. G. S. Carvalho, R. R. Facklam. 2007. Enterococcus. In P. R. Murray
(Ed.), Manual of Clinical Microbiology. 9: 430-442




38

Todd, E.C.D., J.D. Greig, C.A. Bartleson, and B.S. Michaels. 2008. Outbreaks where food
workers have been implicated in the spread of foodborne disease. Part 4. Infective doses
and pathogen carriage. J. Food Prot. 71, 2339-2373.

U.S. Food and Drug Administration, Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition. 1993.
Guidance for Industry and FDA: Letter to State Agricultural Directors; State Feed
Control Officials, and Food, Feed and Grain Trade Organizations.
http://www.cfsan.fda.gov/_dms/ graingui.html (access: 2006.04.26).

U.S. Food and Drug Administration. 2007. Update on tainted veggie booty snack food.
Available at:
http://www.fda.gov/NewsEvents/Newsroom/PressAnnouncements/2007/ucm108948.htm.

Uzzau S., D.J. Brown, T. Wallis, S. Rubino, G. Leori, S. Bernard, J. Casadesus, D. J. Platt, J.E.
Olsen. 2000. Host adapted serotypes of Salmonella enterica. Epidemiol. Infect, 125, 229—
255.

Van Wamel W.J., A.P. Hendrickx, J. M. Bonten, G. Posthuma. 2007. Growth condition-
dependent Esp expression by Enterococcus faecium affects initial adherence and biofilm
formation. Infect Immun. 75(2):924-31.

Yang, J., Z. Pan, Brandl M. T., T.H. McHugh, G. Bingol, H. Wang, and D. A. Olson. 2010.
Infrared heating for improved safety and processing efficiency of dry-roasted almonds.
Journal of Food Engineering. 101:273-280



http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Posthuma%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=17118984
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17118984

Chapter 3

39



40

3- Comparative study of the D-values of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium
in wheat flour

3.1 Abstract
Low-moisture foods contaminated with Salmonella spp. have been implicated in
several foodborne illness outbreaks in the United States. The food industry has to
incorporate preventive control in their process and validate thermal processes to
assure food safety. The thermal destruction of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459
and Salmonella spp. was determined at 3 water activity levels (0.11, 0.18 and
0.33) at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C. Aerobic plates counts petrifilms were used as non-
selective medium for both bacteria, Enterobacteriaceae petrifilms were used as
selective medium for Salmonella spp., and peptone water modified with sodium
azide as a selective medium for Enterococcus faecium. Significant differences
were observed for both organisms between the two media with higher D-values
on the non-selective medium (p <0.05). Lower D-values were observed for both
organisms at higher water activities (p <0.05). The D-values of Salmonella spp.
were 112.87 min, 61.01 min and 32.36 min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively
in wheat flour at water activity of 0.11. At water activity of 0.18, the D-values of
Salmonella spp. were 59.05 min, 30.90 min and 18.78 min at 80°C, 85°C and
90°C, respectively. The D-values of Salmonella spp. were 25.10 min, 13.25 min
and 6.22 min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively at aw 0.33. Higher D-values
were observed for Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 compared to Salmonella
spp., at all the conditions of the study, with no significant differences (p>0.05),
except at the water activity of 0.18 at 85°C (p<0.05). The D-values of

Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 were 117.97 min, 64.31 min and 38.24 min at



41

80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively in wheat flour at water activity of 0.11. At
water activity of 0.18, the D-values of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 were
65.26 min, 50.49 min and 19.17 min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively. The D-
values of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 were 29.01 min, 15.09 min and 9.71
min at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C, respectively at water activity of 0.33. The z-values
were determined at each water activity, and there were no significant differences
between the three (3) water activities (p>0.05). Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus
faecium had approximately the same z-values. The z-values of Salmonella spp.
ranged from 16.53 to 18.50°C, while the z-values of Enterococcus faecium ranged
from 18.80 to 21.61°C. These results suggest that Enterococcus faecium ATTC
8459 can be used as a surrogate for Salmonella spp. in wheat flour at the three

levels of water activity used in the study.
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3.2 Introduction

Salmonella spp. has been well recognized as a foodborne pathogen for its
implication in many foodborne illness outbreaks. According to the U.S. Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, Salmonella spp. is one of the five top pathogens mostly
involved in domestically acquired foodborne illnesses causing 19,336 cases of
hospitalization and 378 deaths (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2011).
Salmonella spp. outbreaks are mostly associated with high water activity food products
(0.94). However, many other food products with low water activity level have been
implicated in various Salmonella outbreaks. While Salmonella spp. do not grow in low
moisture environments, the organism can survive in such environments for prolonged
periods because of its ability to adapt to extremely dried conditions (Janning et al., 1994;

Hiramatsu 2005; Piyasena 2003).

Wheat flour has been considered a microbiologically safe product because of its
low water activity. However, recent Salmonella outbreaks (McCallum et al., 2001; Neil et
al., 2009) have forced the food industry to evaluate the safety of wheat flour and wheat
flour-based food products (Neil et al., 2009). Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 has been
used as a surrogate organism for Salmonella spp. for validation of thermal treatments
(Kopit et al., 2014). For instance, Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 has been used as a
surrogate for Salmonella Enteritidis PT 30 to test the efficacy of pasteurization of
almonds using infrared and hot air heating (YYang et al., 2009). Borowski et al. (2009)
stated that Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 was a surrogate for five strains of
Salmonella in beef jerky (Borowski et al., 2009). Liu et al. (2015) also demonstrated that

Enterococcus faecium NRRL B2354 was a valid surrogate for Salmonella spp. for
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thermal treatment of wheat flour at different water activity levels (Liu et al., 2015). The
objective of this study is to determine thermal destruction parameters of Enterococcus
faecium ATTC 8459 and Salmonella spp. in wheat flour at different water activity levels

(0.11, 0.18 and 0.33).

3.3. Materials and methods

Wheat flour

Soft wheat flour from was obtained from ConAgra Mills (ConAgra Mills, Safeguard,
ready-to-eat flour), and was stored under refrigeration. Microbiological testing was
conducted to determine the initial Salmonella population in the flour before use in the
experiment. Five (5) grams of flours were taken from each lot, diluted in 25 mL of
peptone water 0.1%, and plated Enterobacteriaceae petrifilms. The plates were then

incubated for 24 h at 37°C. The results showed no presence of Salmonella in the samples.

Bacterial strains and inoculation

Five Salmonella spp. serotypes/strains obtained from low-water activity products were
used in the study: Salmonella Schwarzengrund, #479818 from extruded dry pet food;
Salmonella Senftenberg, #447237 from soybean meal; Salmonella Agona, #442967 from
puffed rice cereal; Salmonella Derby, #S260 from rice flour; and Salmonella
Typhimurium, S544. The cultures were maintained as glycerol stocks at -80°C.

The frozen stock culture of 5 different strains of Salmonella were streaked onto tryptic
soy agar for isolation, and then incubated at 37°C for 24 h. One colony was then streaked
onto xylose lysine deoxycholate agar (XLD agar) for confirmation and incubated for 24

h. The bacteria were then transferred into TSB tubes and incubated for 24 h. One hundred



44

(100) pL from the TSB tubes was spread onto TSA plates to create lawns. The cells were
harvested by adding 1.5 mL of 0.1% peptone water to each plate and loosening the lawn
with a sterile spreader. The suspensions from each strain were combined in equal volume
and vortexed for 30 s to ensure uniform distribution of the cells. The same procedures
were followed to harvest Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459 cells with the exception that
a single colony was streaked onto m-Enterococcus agar for confirmation.

Wheat flour (300 g) was spread on an aluminum foil inside a biosafety cabinet, and 30
mL of the inoculum was sprayed onto the flour. A food grade dye from
McCORNICK&CO.,INC. was also used to color the inoculum in order to ensure that it
was evenly sprayed on the flour. The inoculated sample was dried in the hood for 1 h,
and then mixed in a blender (Waring Commercial, Serial N.5011S) for 10 min to ensure

an even distribution of the inoculum in the flour and also to break the chumps.

Sample preparation

The flour was placed overnight in an air-tight oven (BINDER, Serial N.09-14813)
containing a desiccant at 38°C to lower the water activity. The samples were then
transferred to plastic bags, sealed, placed in Ziploc bags to maintain the low water
activity, and then stored in a refrigerator. The water activity was adjusted to the target
level 15-16 h prior to submitting the samples to the thermal treatment, and the inoculated
samples were always used within one week. The water activity of the samples was
measured using a water activity meter (Aqualab, Model Series 3 TE, Serial #
09048826B). When the water activity was lower than the target level, the sample flour
was placed in the hood, and the water activity was measured until it reached the target

level. The corresponding moisture contents (%) measured through hot air oven method at
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105°C for 24 h were 6.03£0.09, 7.18+0.15 and 10.22+0.09 for water activity of 0.11, 0.18

and 0.33, respectively.

Determination of the D-values

The samples were treated at three different temperatures for each water activity, 80°C,
85°C, and 90°C. Prior to processing the samples, the water activity was measured, and
samples with water activity £ 0.005 from the target were used for the experiment. Three
(3) g of inoculated samples were place inside thermal-death-time (TDT) obtained from
Millard Manufacturing Corp. The disks were then immersed in water baths (Model: A&C
Series) at the different temperatures of the study. Come-up times were determined using
3 grams of non-inoculated flour sample inside a disk with a K-type thermocouple fixed at
the center of the sample in the disk. The come-up times to reach the target temperatures
were used as the time zero (60 seconds at 80°C, 40 seconds at 85°C, and 30 seconds at
90°C). Samples with water activity of 0.11 were treated for 840 min at 80°C; 480 min
85°C and 300 min at 90°C; samples with water activity of 0.18 for 440 min at 80°C, 330
minutes at 85°C, and 130 min at 90°C; and samples with water activity of 0.33 for 200
min at 80°C, 100 min at 85°C, and 60 min at 90°C. 10 disks were used for each
temperature, and were removed from the water baths at equally spaced time intervals, and

immediately immersed in cold water bath to stop the thermal treatment.

Recovery and enumeration

Wheat flour samples inoculated with Salmonella were placed in sterile stomacher filter
bags with 10 mL of peptone water 0.1%, and homogenized for 1 min in a stomacher. 1
mL was then transferred to dilution test tubes to make serial dilutions. 1 mL from the

dilution tubes was plated in duplicate on aerobic count plate petrifilm (3M™ Petrifilm™
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Aerobic Count Plates), and on Enterobacteriaceae count plates (3M™ Petrifilm™
Enterobacteriaceae Count Plates). The petrifilm plates were then incubated for 24 h at
37°C.

Wheat flour samples inoculated with Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459 were placed in
sterile stomacher filter bags with 10 mL of peptone water 0.1%, and homogenized for 1
min in a stomacher. 1 mL of the suspension was transferred to two set of tubes: one set of
tubes containing modified peptone water prepared by adding 0.4 g of sodium azide, and 4
g of dipotassium phosphate per liter of peptone water, and the other set containing regular
peptone water (0.1%). Sodium azide is the selective agent to suppress the growth of
Gram-negative organisms, and dipotassium phosphate acts as a buffer for the medium. 1
mL from the dilution tubes was plated in duplicate on aerobic count plate petrifilm
(3M™ Petrifilm™ Aerobic Count Plates). The petrifilm plates were incubated for 48 h at
37°C. The colonies of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium ATTC8459 were

reported as log CFU/qg.

Statistical design and analysis

The experimental design was a split-split-split plot design with:
1- Organisms as the plot factor in a completely randomized design,
2- Water activity as the split plot factor,
3- Temperatures as split split plot factor, and
4- Media as the split split split plot factor which was nested in organisms

Analysis of variance, with 5% level of significance, was used to test the effects of
organisms, water activity, temperatures and media interaction on the D-values. Multiple

comparisons were used to separate means when effects were significant.
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Analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to determine the effects of media, water
activity and heat treatment on the D-values of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium.
Multiple comparisons allowed evaluating the significance of the differences between the
two organisms at the 3 water activity levels and the 3 temperatures on the non-selective
medium APC. Statistical analysis was carried out using SAS 9.2, and all tests were

conducted at the 5% level of significance.

3.4. Results and discussion

Effect of plating media on D-values. Both Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium
had higher D-values on the non-selective medium than on the selective media (Fig.3.1).
This result was expected since the injured cells cannot grow on the selective media, while
the non-selective medium allows not only the recovery of the injured cells, but also the
growth of other bacteria present in the flour that might survive the heat treatment. There
was a significant difference between the selective medium and the non-selective for
Enterococcus faecium (p<0.05), while the difference was not significant for Salmonella
spp. (p>0.05). When the enriched peptone water was used to prepare the serial dilutions
for Enterococcus faecium, it was not possible to see the presence of the colonies on the
petrifilm at the dilution zero, which made it difficult to determine the real D-values of the
bacterium. Therefore, only the non-selective medium was used to compare the D-values

of the two organisms.
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Aw and D-values: The mean water activity levels were 0.11+£0.005, 0.18+0.005 and
0.33£0.005. The D-values (min) for the water activity level of 0.11 at 80°C ranged from
112.87 to 117.97, from 61.01 to 64.31, and from 32.36 to 38.24 at, 85°C and 90°C
respectively (Table 3.1). Enterococcus faecium showed higher D-values than Salmonella

spp. at all three temperatures with no significant differences (p>0.05) (Fig. 3.2).

The D-values (min) for water activity 0.18 ranged from 59.05 to 65.26, from 30.90 to
50.49, and from 18.78 to 19.17 at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C respectively (Table 3.1). There
were no significant differences between Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium at
80°C and 90°C (p>0.05), and Salmonella spp. had a lower D-value than Enterococcus

faecium at 85°C (p<0.05).

At the water activity of 0.33, the D-values (min) ranged from 25.10 to 29.01, from 13.25
to 15.09, and from 6.22 to 9.71 at 80°C, 85°C and 90°C respectively (Table 3.1).
Enterococcus faecium had a higher D-value than the Salmonella cocktail at 80°C
(p<0.05), whereas there were no significant differences between the two organisms at
85°C and 90°C (p>0.05). The D-values found in this study for Salmonella spp. for the
water activity of 0.33 at 80°C and 85°C were much higher than those found by Smith
(2014) at water activity of 0.31 at the same temperatures (Table 3.2). She reported that
Salmonella Enteritidis PT30 had D-values 10.27 and 5.05 min at 80°C and 85°C
respectively (Smith, 2014). Some laboratory testing was conducted in order to determine
whether the differences were due to the strains used in the two studies. Results showed no
difference between the single strain Salmonella Enteritidis PT30 and the cocktail at water
activity of 0.33 at 80°C and 85°C (Table 3.2). These differences may be due to the

methods used to adjust the water activities in the two studies.
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Previous studies found that there were significant differences when comparing the heat
resistance of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium in several food matrices, with
the latter showing higher heat resistance (Bianchini et al, 2013; Borowski et al., 2009;
Jeong et al., 2010; Smith et al., 2015). In this present study, in most of the cases, there
were not significant differences between the D-values of the two organisms, although
Enterococcus faecium always displayed higher D-values. Other studies have also found
no significant differences between the two organisms. For instance, Rachon and Gibbs
(2015) found in paprika powder (with a water activity of 0.45) that Salmonella Enteritidis
PT30 had a D-value of 2.82 min at 80°C, while Enterococcus faecium showed a D-value
of 2.67 min. They also compared the D-value of the two organisms in rice flour (aw of
0.2) at 80°C, and the results showed a D-value of 11.35 min for Salmonella Enteritidis
PT30, and 11.79 min for Enterococcus faecium. Liu et al. (2015) also observed no
significant differences between the D-values of Salmonella Enteritidis PT30 and
Enterococcus faecium in wheat flour at water activity of 0.44 treated at 85°C (2.11 min

and 2.26 min, respectively).

Smith et al. (2015) determined the thermal resistance of Salmonella Enteritidis PT30 and
Enterococcus faecium B2354 in wheat flour at different water activity levels and
temperatures. Some of the results indicated minor differences between the D-values of
the two organisms for the water activity of 0.44. The D-values (min) of Enterococcus
faecium B2354 were 7.29 and 2.26 at 80°C and 85°C, respectively, while the D-values
(min) of Salmonella Enteritidis PT30 were 5.51 and 2.11. The z-values ranged from
10.2°C to 14.83°C at the water activity of 0.44, while they ranged from 16.53°C to 21.6°C

in this present study.
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When comparing the D-values of both Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium at the
three water activity levels, the D-values were higher at lower water activities (p<0.05).
The D-values (min) ranged from 32.36 to 117.97, 18.78 to 65.26 and 6.22 to 29.01 for the
water activity 0.11, 0.18 and 0.33, respectively. These results are in accordance with
previous research studies that suggested that heat resistance of microorganisms
augmented in low and intermediate moisture foods (Mattick et al., 2000; Sumner et al.,
1991; McDonough, F. E., and R. E. Hargrove, 1968; Archer, J., et al., 1998; Chick,

2011).

Z-values. The D-values of each organism was converted into log in order to determine
the z-values at each water activity level. The z-value indicates that an increase of the
temperature will cause 1 log change of the D-value. There was not a significant
difference between the z-values at the three (3) water activity levels for both organisms
(p>0.05). The mean z-values (°C) for Salmonella spp. ranged from 16.53 to 18.50,
whereas the z-values for Enterococcus faecium ranged from 18.80 to 21.61°C (Table 3.3).
Enterococcus faecium had higher z-values than Salmonella spp. although the differences
were not significant (p>0.05)), except at the water activity of 0.33 (p<0.05). Liu et al.
(2015) observed higher z-values for Salmonella EPT30 than Enterococcus faecium in
wheat flour at water activity of 0.44, 14.83°C and 10.12°C, respectively. However, a
study conducted by Rachon and Gibbs (2015) have found no significant differences
between the z-values of the two organisms in rice flour at water activity of 0.55: 11.80°C

for Salmonella SPT30 and 12.80°C for Enterococcus faecium.
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3.5 Conclusion

Though low water activity environments are unfavorable to most pathogens, they can
remain in a latent state under such conditions for extended periods of times, and emerge
from dormancy when the conditions become favorable to their growth, such as in batter
or mixes, and thus cause diseases (Eglezos, 2010).. Thermal resistance is one of the most
important phenotypes associated with Salmonella survival in low-moisture environments.
Previously exposed to moderately low-aw conditions, Salmonella has shown increased
thermal resistance in subsequent heat treatment (Mattick et al., 2000). This study
examined the potential use of Enterococcus faecium as a surrogate for Salmonella spp. by
comparing their D-values in wheat flour at the water activity levels. Several studies have
used Enterococcus faecium as a surrogate for pathogens in different liquid food products
(Annous and Kozempel, 1998; Piyasena et al., 2003). Enterococcus faecium has also
been used as a surrogate for Salmonella in low moisture food products (Almond Board of
California, 2007; Borowski et al., 2009; Jeong et al., 2011), and in cereal flours such as
rice flour, wheat (Rachon and Gibbs, 2015; Smith et al., 2015). In this study,
Enterococcus faecium displayed higher D-values than Salmonella spp. at all the water
activities tested, which corroborated the findings from the aforementioned studies that

stated Enterococcus faecium was a suitable surrogate for Salmonella spp. in wheat flour.
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media
Aw Temp (°C) Organisms Repl Rep2 rep3 Average Stdv
0.11 ol E.Taecium 106.70 1ls.04 1s5loe  117.97 12.04
Salmonella spp. 105.26 109.89 123.46 112.87 9.46
85 E. faecium 62.50 60.98 69.44 64.31 451
Salmonellaspp. 56.18 60.61 66.23 61.01 5.04
90 E. faecium 35.71 36.1 4292 38.24 4.05
Salmonella spp.  30.21 346 32.26 32.36 2.20
0.18 80 E. faecium 63.69 64.52 67.57 65.26 2.04
Salmonellaspp. 55.87 59.17 62.11 59.05 3.12
85 E. faecium 49.75 4854 53.19 50.49 2.41
Salmonella spp.  28.74 30.3 33.67 30.90 2.52
90 E. faecium 18.66  19.61 19.23 19.17 0.48
Salmonellaspp. 18.05 19.05 19.23 18.78 0.64
0.33 80 E. faecium 25.19 30.58 31.25 29.01 3.32
Salmonellaspp. 2227  25.77 27.25 25.10 2.56
85 E. faecium 1471 1493 15.63 15.09 0.48
Salmonella spp. 13.7 13.00 13.05 13.25 0.39
90 E.faecium 10.52 99 871 9.71 0.92
Salmonella spp. 5.62 6.49 6.56 6.22 0.52
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Table 3.2: D-values of the cocktail of 5 Salmonella strains compared to the D-values of
the single strain used by Smith D. (2014) and in this study

Strains Water activities Temp. (°C) D-values
Cocktail of 5 Salmonella 0.33 80 25.10 +2.56
strains

85 13.25 +0.39
Salmonella Enteritidis 0.31 80 10.27 £0.65
PT30 (Smith D., 2014)

85 5.05+0.18
Salmonella Enteritidis 0.33 80 19.31+0.81
PT30 (This study)

85 12.94+ 1.04

Table 3.3 z-values of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium on the non-selective

media
Aw Rep 1 Rep 2 Rep 3 Average  Stdv
Enterococcus faecium
0.11 20.7 20.08  20.53 20.44 0.32
0.18 18.76 19.34 18.32 18.81 0.51
0.33 26.39 20.41 18.03 21.61 4.31
Salmonella spp.
011 18.45 19.92 17.15 18.51 1.39
0.18 17.86 18.87 19.61 19.24 0.52
0.33 16.72 16.69 16.18 16.53 0.30
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Figure 3.1 Effects of media (EB: selective medium for Salmonella spp., APC+: selective
medium for Enterococcus faecium, and APC: non-selective medium



140

a Figure 3.2 Multiple comparisons between the D-values of Salmonella spp.

and Enterococcus faecium
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Recommendations for future research

This study evaluated the potential use of Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459 as a

surrogate for Salmonella spp. in wheat flour using small disks and water baths. Future

research should be conducted to clarify some important aspects of this study:

1-

In this study, small disks containing 3g of sample wheat flour were used to study
the D-values of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium ATTC 8459. It would
be very important to study these D-values with higher volume of samples using

radio frequency as the heat treatment method.

There are conflicting data regarding the relationship between z-value and water
activity. In this study, there were no significant differences between the three
water activity levels. In another study comparing the z-values of Salmonella spp.
and Enterococcus faecium in wheat flour at water activity of 0.25, 0.44 and 0.65,
the authors found the lowest z-values at the water activity of 0.44. Future research
should be conducted to elucidate the relationship between water activity and z-

value.

The D-values obtained for Salmonella spp. at the water activity of 0.33 were
much higher than those found in the study conducted by Smith et al. (2014) at the
water activity of 0.31. These differences were not due to the strains used in the
two studies since the D-values obtained for both the cocktail of Salmonella spp.
and the single strain of Salmonella EPT30 were approximately the same,

following the same procedures used in this study to adjust the water activity.
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Therefore, it would be important to study the effect of different methods to adjust

the water activity on the heat resistance of Salmonella.
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A.1. D-values of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium on the selective media

63

Aw Temp (°C) Organisms Repl Rep2 rep3 Average Stdv
0.11 80 E. faecium 96.15 104.17 108.70  103.01 6.35
Salmonellaspp. 105.26  109.89  114.94  110.03 4.84

85 E. faecium 52.63  49.02 60.24  53.96 5.73
Salmonellaspp.  55:56  58.82 58.82  57.73 1.89

90 E.faecium 22.62 24.88  25.13 2421 1.38

Salmonella spp. ~ 28.82 31.95 31.25  30.67 1.64

0.18 80 E. faecium 49.02 51.02 56.5  52.18 3.87
Salmonellaspp.  54.64  54.35 56.5  55.16 1.17

85 E.faecium 33.67 32.26  34.48  33.47 1.12

Salmonella spp.  27-03 29.5 33.56  30.03 3.30

90 E. faecium 16.21 15.38 16.29  15.96 0.50

Salmonella spp.  16.98 18.18 17.86  17.67 0.62

0.33 80 E.faecium 25 19.08  23.15 2241 3.03
Salmonella spp. ~ 21.05 232 23.81  22.69 1.45

85 E. faecium 11.11 10.53 11.24  10.96 0.38

Salmonella spp. 1299 12.56 12.5  12.68 0.27

90 E.faecium 6.9 6.29 6.49 6.56 0.31

5.56 6.02 6.06 5.88 0.28

Salmonella spp.




A.2. z-values of Salmonella spp. and Enterococcus faecium

Aw Rep 1 Rep 2 Rep 3 Average  Stdv
Enterococcus faecium
0.11 20.7 20.08  20.53 20.44 0.32
0.18 18.76 19.34 18.32 18.81 0.51
0.33 26.39 20.41 18.03 21.61 4.31
Salmonella spp.
0.11 18.45 19.92 17.15 18.51 1.39
0.18 17.86 18.87 19.61 19.24 0.52
0.33 16.72 16.69 16.18 16.53 0.30

64
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A.4 Effects of temperatures

A.4: SAS Program

A.4.1 D-values codes

data D-values;
TITLE1 'Thermal treatment;
TITLE2 'Thermal treatment Pathogen-Surrogate Comparison’;

input REP MED$ AWS$ TEMPERATURES$ ORG$ DVALUES;
cards;

1

PR RRPRPRRPRPRRERRRRE

mMENT 0.11
mENT 0.11
MENT 0.11
EntAPC
EntAPC
EntAPC
SalEB 0.11
SalEB 0.11
SalEB 0.11

80C
85C
90C
0.11
0.11
0.11
80C
85C
90C

ENT 96.15

ENT 52.63

ENT 22.62

80C ENT 108.70
85C ENT 62.50
90C ENT35.71
SAL 105.26

SAL 52.56

SAL 28.82

SalAPC 0.11 80C SAL 105.26

SalAPC 0.11 85C SAL 56.18

SalAPC 0.11 90C SAL 30.21
mMENT 0.18 80C ENT 49.02
MENT 0.18 85C ENT 33.67

35.05

Salmonella

85

19.11

Salmonella

S0

66



mENT 0.18
EntAPC
EntAPC
EntAPC
SalEB 0.18
SalEB 0.18
SalEB 0.18

mMENT 0.33
MENT 0.33
mMENT 0.33
EntAPC
EntAPC
EntAPC
SalEB 0.33
SalEB 0.33
SalEB 0.33

mENT 0.11
mENT 0.11
mENT 0.11
EntAPC
EntAPC
EntAPC
SalEB 0.11
SalEB 0.11
SalEB 0.11

mENT 0.18
mMENT 0.18
mENT 0.18
EntAPC
EntAPC
EntAPC
SalEB 0.18
SalEB 0.18
SalEB 0.18

NMRPRPRNNORDNNRONRNONNONRONRNONNONRNRNONNMNNOPNNNNMNNNNNNNRRRPRRRPRRERRPRPREPRREPRPREPRREPRPRERREPRERRER

90C
0.18
0.18
0.18
80C
85C
90C

80C
85C
90C
0.33
0.33
0.33
80C
85C
90C

80C
85C
90C
0.11
0.11
0.11
80C
85C
90C

80C
85C
90C
0.18
0.18
0.18
80C
85C
90C

ENT 16.21
80C ENT 63.69
85C ENT 49.75
90C ENT 18.66
SAL 54.64
SAL 27.03
SAL 16.98

SalAPC 0.18 80C SAL 55.87
SalAPC 0.18 85C SAL 28.74
SalAPC 0.18 90C SAL 18.05

ENT 25

ENT 11.11

ENT 6.9

80C ENT 25.19
85C ENT14.71
90C ENT 10.52
SAL 21.05

SAL 12.99

SAL 5.56

SalAPC 0.33 80C SAL 22.27
SalAPC 0.33 85C SAL 13.7
SalAPC 0.33 90C SAL 5.62

ENT 104.17

ENT 49.02

ENT 24.88

80C ENT 113.64
85C ENT 60.98
90C ENT 36.01
SAL 109.89

SAL 58.82

SAL 31.95

SalAPC 0.11 80C SAL 109.89
SalAPC 0.11 85C SAL 60.61
SalAPC 0.11 90C SAL 34.6

ENT 51.02

ENT 32.26

ENT 15.38

80C ENT 64.52
85C ENT 48.54
90C ENT 19.61
SAL 54.35

SAL 29.5

SAL 18.18

2 SalAPC 0.18 80C SAL 59.17
2 SalAPC 0.18 85C SAL 30.3
2 SalAPC 0.18 90C SAL 19.05
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MENT 0.33 80C ENT 19.08
mENT 0.33 85C ENT 10.53
mMENT 0.33 90C ENT 6.29
EntAPC 0.33 80C ENT 30.58
EntAPC 0.33 85C ENT 14.93
EntAPC 0.33 90C ENT9.9
SalEB 0.33 80C SAL 23.2
SalEB 0.33 85C SAL 12.56
SalEB 0.33 90C SAL 6.02
SalAPC 0.33 80C SAL 25.77
SalAPC 0.33 85C SAL 13
SalAPC 0.33 90C SAL 6.49
mENT 0.11 80C ENT 108.7
mENT 0.11 85C ENT 60.24
MENT 0.11 90C ENT 25.13
EntAPC 0.11 80C ENT 131.58
EntAPC 0.11 85C ENT 69.44
EntAPC 0.11 90C ENT 42.92
SalEB 0.11 80C SAL 114.94
SalEB 0.11 85C SAL 58.82
SalEB 0.11 90C SAL 31.25
SalAPC 0.11 80C SAL 123.46
SalAPC 0.11 85C SAL 66.23
SalAPC 0.11 90C SAL 32.26
mMENT 0.18 80C ENT 56.5
mMENT 0.18 85C ENT 34.48
MENT 0.18 90C ENT 16.29
EntAPC 0.18 80C ENT 67.57
EntAPC 0.18 85C ENT 53.19
EntAPC 0.18 90C ENT 19.23
SalEB 0.18 80C SAL 56.5
SalEB 0.18 85C SAL 33.56
SalEB 0.18 90C SAL 17.86
SalAPC 0.18 80C SAL 62.11
SalAPC 0.18 85C SAL 33.67
SalAPC 0.18 90C SAL 19.23
MENT 0.33 80C ENT 23.15
mMENT 0.33 85C ENT 11.24
MENT 0.33 90C ENT 6.49
EntAPC 0.33 80C ENT31.25
EntAPC 0.33 85C ENT 15.63
EntAPC 0.33 90C ENTS8.71
SalEB 0.33 80C SAL 23.81
SalEB 0.33 85C SAL 125
SalEB 0.33 90C SAL 6.06
SalAPC 0.33 80C SAL 27.25



3 SalAPC 0.33 85C SAL 13.05
3 SalAPC 0.33 90C SAL 6.56

proc gim;

classes REP MED AW TEMPERATURE ORG;

model DVALUES = ORG|MED(ORG)|AW|TEMPERATURE rep(org) aw*rep(org)
temperature*rep(org aw);

random rep(org) aw*rep(org) temperature*rep(org aw) /test;

Ismeans ORG|MED(ORG)|AW|TEMPERATURE /;

means ORG|MED(ORG)|AW|TEMPERATURE /;

run;

A.4.2 z-value codes

data Didierl;

TITLEL 'Thermal treatment’;

TITLE2 'Thermal treatment Pathogen-Surrogate Comparison’;
input REP $ AW$ ORG$ ZVALUES;

cards;

1 0.11 ENT 20.7

1 0.11 SAL 18.45
1 0.18 ENT 18.76
1 0.18 SAL 17.86
1 0.33 ENT 26.39
1 0.33 SAL 16.72
2 0.11 ENT 20.08
2 0.11 SAL 19.92
2 0.18 ENT 19.34
2 0.18 SAL 18.87
2 0.33 ENT 20.41
2 0.33 SAL 16.69
3 0.11 ENT 20.53
3 0.11 SAL 17.15
3 0.18 ENT 18.32
3 0.18 SAL 19.61
3 0.33 ENT 18.03
3 0.33 SAL 16.18
proc gim;

classes ORG AW TEMPERATURE ;
model ZVALUES = AW|ORG rep(org);
random rep(org) /test;

Ismeans AW|ORG /;

means A|ORG /;

run;



proc mixed;

classes ORG AW rep ;

model ZVALUES = AW|ORG;
random rep(org);

Ismeans AW*ORG / diff;
*means A|ORG /;

run;
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