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STUDY OF THE RADIATION STERILIZATION FOR COLON
BACILLUS AND GOLDEN STAPHYLOCOCCUS
ON THE RMB

Zhao Bingxi Jiang Yi Bai yuhua Wang Fehgyin
‘ (Univesity of Sciencn and Technology of China)
Yu You Jang Suying

(Sanitary Epidemic Prevention of Anhui)

ABSTRACT This paper introduced the D,, value of colon bacillus and golden
staphylococcous on RMB and Calculated their SD (Dose sterilization). This paper
also introduced the effect of RMB’S property by y-ray irradiation The D,, value of
Colon bacillus is 2.33 x 10°Gy and the D,, value of golden staphylococcus is 2,02 X
102Gy, It’s Dq is 1.03 x 10*Gy. The SD of RMB is 7.0 x 102Gy, and maximum dose
is 5x10°Gy, when the multiple of loss vigour is 10%. Since, when the RMB is irra-
diated on the dose of SD value 7.0 x 102Gy, the RMB’s good effect of sterilization
may be arrived by irradiation and the radiation have not produced the Clear wreck
of RMB. So that the time of RMB usage will have not been influenced

KEY WORDS Radiation sterilization; loss dose of ten multiple; Dose steriliza-
tion; Multiple of loss Vigour; Tensile strength; Withstand knead action; Withstand
fold: Degree of white; Intransparency.



