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Abstract

Objective: To compare the current methods and standards of Candida albicans in different testing
fields at home and abroad, and to provide reference for the revision and improvement of the
standards of cosmetics related microorganisms in China. Methods: The differences of detection
methods of Candida albicans in cosmetics and export food were compared between Chinese
pharmacopoeia and Chinese entry-exit inspection and quarantine industry standards, including
sample pretreatment, bacteria enhancement, isolation and identification. Results and Conclusion:

SCEGIF: PR, R, R, MERSE ARG R R b O OSBRI AR LA AT D). 29BN, 2024,
13(3): 253-260. DOI: 10.12677/pi.2024.133030


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/pi
https://doi.org/10.12677/pi.2024.133030
https://doi.org/10.12677/pi.2024.133030
https://www.hanspub.org/

Bhae R %

Although the medium system is different, the characteristics of the same microorganism are the
same, and there is a possibility of reference in the identification. It is suggested to learn from each
other’s strengths and weaknesses, and put forward a feasible reference scheme from the aspects
of the specific operation of the experiment and the expansion of the experimental ideas, so as to
provide a reference for the revision of the Candida albicans inspection method in the Technical
Specification for Cosmetic Safety, improve the level of microbial control of cosmetics in China, and
ensure the safety of the people.
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1. 53|

F 2 Bk iR (Candida albicans) XK B2 W RN, & S BRGH JE h i i LA — Rk AR B0 I, 2%
AAE NI . DR WPIRTE « i A A s PR AR AL [ 1] B S BR B AE IR MR 2 To 35 1,
EBEE TG 1 RN RER) T B LIA IR BT AL, AR IR AR BT i, 51E B G Bk w72
WETE, SEUE ERORGE. IEHR, KEREEIF. ARSI AAE AT SN, S EE R
PEAME] o A OSBRI AR TR 1A, PBIRHR A S BRI B AL TN 68.9%
[2], HHABHER . PREREG ARG 2 B A O SRR EG[3]. B, ImK LKA GSHRER YT
RT3 L RN E 2. B A O BR R RS DUBCR ™ H 4], AR A eI s, HAhil
AW S SN P S BR GAR E T5 VAR H TEA.

Table 1. Comparison of detection methods for Candida albicans in different products

# 1 TRFETARRRERE AL

TR AAHESSE BRINIH R8I HIE
s Wk e bRl ;é ;;J ggﬁzozo SERRVYFIEM 1106 HEJCHR 7= b i A P R A 7 < -
£ ITlbkrdE PRI (SN/T 3970-2014 HY £ b (1 € @ BR B A I 5 1) Tk

et IlprdE BRI (SN/T 2206.8-2013 ok M A= MR 46 /7 156 8 0. HEEERE) Hik=
M Eprbrdl eI (1SO 18416-2015 Detection of Candida albicans) 7750

AT, A OBk ER A 7 IATE AP 57 AT 7 — bR 777k, 1% S hRifE 77 AR SNIT
3970-2014 H M & &b A (A B S ER A 77K [5] (fRIFR SN/T 3970-2014);  (HHEIZG4L) 2020 4 VU 355 38 U
1106 AFFopel 7~ it i B VI BR FE R . 2 1) B G A< 6] (i K ChP2020 U i Ui 1106); SN/T 2206.8-2013 1k
N S AE IR G TR 8 iRy AR ERE[7] (MIFR SN/T 2206.8-2013); 1SO 18416-2015 Detection of
Candida albicans [8] ({&# 1SO 18416-2015(E)), 1 W& 1. HEIRJUFMFRHETT VLS JE A R KR Ie ds, BT
TR RAE, AR —MRED R AL, EEEFESHEEERN R, ASCE I WA E s
R ER T RS A AR AR ME RS T T 22 57, IRVT 5 AR UE R R IORE s, N4 5 BB IF HUT JE Aot
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BERIN T AR, I (ot 22 AR MIE) IIEIT IR IS
2. FREFRIFRRE

B M, TN, ROtRERE. BIR. SOFAEMIES. A AR i, AR T
B 69T WK, A H RN A BN LRE L E A & MR B T iR . AN &)
Yo, AR, A AREYHISE0]. B (A NAERR) 5 “TREZBZLEY, BERINY
Yo7, St 25t RV A SEAR . At 4R DLTREE . WU BRI A SRS, B T N AR T A o L (B
By BAR. HBHS DJESE), DUABNER. MERARAR. S0k SRARUEM R H AL Tk 5 [10].
fhh A bR, R BRI R IR T AR HE R E bR dE . 1T = SR YEAN ], b
RREMAR, BAEKENR M. Rl LR, ZFHAEZMHPLL, FLE, =ZFFABMXG .

2.1. RIEHERE S

EIR VYRR I8 T E AR N T ORBET RN BOREAR I ™ % 4, R4 A (R, R R E s
WAL NS HL OB VAL PR IR EDR, BEATAREAC AR SR . ANRR AR, ISR
Mok, KIS ZARWAE A O SRE, 2K EBRZAR R, MRS % . 18
BigR. M BRI, E DU SRR LR R TT .

22. RIEHNARR

k@M T, T HRREA BB T EREACSKE, BT EME. 28Rk
XA il R R AL PR TT VR A VEAR TR, 24 ot 0 40 5 o v DU 245 o s 14 38 AL N 7 V5 rh A 3k, 245 it i
PRSI AR T 25 S DY B I [11] . Jrik =G TRl A DA e R A S ERE, R TAT
AebritEe TRk =d M TAr, g ATk JrkPE A T, R T E AR X PSR
LA ST AL IR, i R O A Ok . H E ORI U R 1 R
Fev MEEEIR HOE. RMERERR. 45 Rk AR T .

3. WIS

B 25 A SRRV S A I N R F T A W 2 ANF, BT A S Bk AL R R AR AR 2 A R Y
0 R AR IR P o B R H AR AT I B B R, R D e IR B 4 B R IR H AR B BT 4
BREIE, BJE A B E BT SRR, DU ASEIG I R BN D IR A O S BR A B T VA AT ELER,
FENE 2,

3.1 RESHHE

FERE RAE T ARG B i FEM PR AL L. ISR RUEY R F R R S5 U T R 2ok
W R, EMAEEMIRIR . FAEDS A AN MER A, FERFERERDEIERENLE . AR 5
[12]; Ak Al RO oo BRI AR 75 B TC AR ERR Y, Bk — VIl BeBIARTG Gy X s Bk DY AR 7
TERIFERIER . AR Gk — %08 (R EZ58) 2020 4R PO 5@ N K BER,  BENLIMECA D T 2 AN
AR, IBE, BRBEMES, —MKEL10 g 5L 10 mL BE5, A& B 7m0 % 1:10 AR, B
FAT 1 g 801 mL B 0 AR (KT P T A 1) 3 A T VR A R SRR E S 3 [6]: J7vk 3% HEAH
A i 2 AR UERS IO T I E — AN 25 g BR 25 mL FIRE SR [12]: 7V =040 i A AN s BT DL
FEfh R ALEL 10 g B 10 mL [13] (RNTF 1 g 1 mL); kDS 1 g 1 mL FEfh. MW7 2 B &
XPECRT R, X PYFP R O E IR R R R S, HAR MR R AT E] 1 g 51 mL FE .
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3.2. HilAbIE

T3 U2 BRI [ 24 8 )2020 47 i DY 305388 T 1105 s A= v iR 3 B A VA [14],
il e BB NS B AR R (22 07 108 I 16 0 72 ) O R o 5 2 — ORE i T BN I BV 7 ik
SHRTFEMRIRE S N AR =28 1) AR S T B IS B b 2) AR7Kis R e N — € &8
VA FFLAC T BORE it J5 A DN T A AR R A0 TR B) AT I At , S8 FH FLARAN KT 0.45 pm HUE L UE
K Ja IR NI B
Table 2. Comparison of the standard methods of Candida albicans examination
2. BIVERBR/KERESF AR
ChP2020 VU 37 38 U SN/T 3970-2014 SN/T 2206.8-2013 I1SO 18416-2015 (E)
1106 (J7iE—) HiED) (HiE=) (75 :10)
EUFE A4 T 1g i 1mL 10 g 5 10 ml
B RS (RRZT 1 g B 1 mL)FE
SCDLP Wifk¥: 3 5£8E Eugon  Eugon LT100 B0 1A K E

W 0 PR B AA WAV IR FRIE LT100 Wi s K EERE A B8R A AL B RS B )

T H

25 g B 25 mL k¢ Z/b 1 g 51 mL B

e Br bk 32.5°C+25C, 48h+2h fL¥Es R LB R letheen A7 letheen A% 5 GPLP8O A7 5L
" 30~35C, 3~5d (LM IEKZE 72h) = GPLP80 K5 DIE H 1P D/E Al A% 2 SCDLP80 A1)
30°C +1°C, 20h~72h 325°C £25C, 20h~72h

DsRE ] o e A g e . ) e s
TTCWRBIRETR o) e s ge . W AT AT 2 B e 2 2

=Y S 37 A/W; T i 224 % . s - ) S oA S y
S AR o T sk e S i (R BRI R

#5538 5L 30~35°C, 24~48h 48h+2h R A A N D e s 7R 2 REFFREL)
(L TRIEK % 72 h) 30°C +1°C, 24~48h 325C +25°C, 24~48h

ARk SR I, N N N
Mﬁ?ﬁﬁéigﬁ L R LA LA

%5 % 72 SR AL 2. T AR 2. T RS 2. T ARG
e SRR AT 3 E A TR 3 E AT
EHE RS

PRt 2Bk CMCC . A& EkE ATCC10231. #ir A& EkE ATCC10231

[Lsg7S (F) 98001 SR ATCCT750 BE5 25 % bk TSR A

4

i lgaklmL 25 g 5% 25 mL 10 g 5% 10 mL lgak1mL

K2

3.3. HWERIERE

T3 B A VD T B B AR R 7R A R B, o T B IR R E L e, RESTHEH
PERIGREAT I 52 5 ik e ] 225 mL A 7D B 77 36 A 18 1 v, LI s AR 5 5 (R EURE B AH 9% 5
TP = R SCOLP AR IR E NI B, RN HERE 1 ARG R, 4379022 Eugon LT100 P94
WK G B I s 72 5 . 2R letheen PRIz VN INORHE AR — k3R 80 11478 27 4 A1 2R (1 R 35 77 25 (GPLP80
W) DIE Rz J7:DUHE 16 F Eugon LT100 Rz A B, [RINHERE 7 HA I &, 45l
WK E R ARG 9755 . 2R letheen A13% . GPLP80 3%+ DIE FF A% SCDLP80 Ai; J7ik
AN VEDY A AR B VR A PR R FRRE Y E AR AR S A R B, 1Y VR B B AR B = S
B B A AR % 1:9 B ELIER I

[FIRE R R I7 R BRE,  DURPhRAE PRSI 77 72 B FH O3 R 5 AN A R), JLVEGERC 7 VE L% 3. Ak
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3 AL, At A 6 A 2R P T VR o U 24 A 6 AR AR A1 TR YD R AL B TR BT R A B A
AR NIE BRIV REFFREE R R AT 2 o R Ot 2 B 2 Mo A1) B AL S k= dh, - dh
B P R DT BRI R R A A I AR, SO RS 56 A R B R N T AR
(YRR, AT ARAE A it o BT 5 (1 1 T8 R 5 0 L R AR R I R D R DU BB B AP B 28 1 AR Y
BB T AR DL R A 3 B R R R b e R s 31 (8]
3.4. WEBEFFRN

WA 2 AT, Tri s TRk NI R DY R SR VS #R A AR 30~35°C, T U5 A = I B SR I Y
FEAE 29~31°C o FERFFRIN AL L, JHE =AU ERAD T 20 h, (HANE 72 h; Tk “HUEHIF 48 h
+2h, WERSEACE 72 h;y J7iE— KB SR A E 3~5 do X EEDU RT3, T 90— A4 T VT 77 HE G T
B, BRI TRIBOR s Ui I RGO R, EIOREEROR, BRI RO VA R T ik
SORTTVE VY B T R RSN T R, G T R SR A

3.5. HEEFEERE

Table 3. Comparison of the formula of bacteria-enhancing solution in each standard method
= 3. BIREF AP IEEIRAL L

WIREAFE WY K SCDLP W4k Eugon LT100 WA KGREEEE  BXE letheen GPLP80 D/E H A

MR R R B WA b o b
AL
EOMAR e mmam RECTELY BEORSLY BEORELY  Eak  BECEN
WRIBEEEIE T 00T 70 15{ 17 { s . 509 L4150
SRR A g >4 -4 -4 ~9 ~9 >
100g
WEN WA WA WE W , WEE WA
20.0g 4049 25¢g 55¢g 25¢g 2009 1009
7K 1000 mL 1%2)??11 7K 1000 mL 7K 1000 mL 7K 1000 mL 7K 1000 mL 7K 1000 mL 7K 1000 mL
, L RSEANE KTEAREE KA PR AR / /
30g w4 5.09 1641 3.0 g #7200 g
/ / Stk 5.09 HALEI 409 Sk 5.09 1k 5.09 / /
/ I SIS 10g  SUREIE 1.0g / IR 0.7 g W%%LOgﬁ%%?%
/ / n-y5 80 n-y& 80 / -5 80 -5 80 nt-y5 80
709 509 5009 709 509
, T , R , =L C
259 259 1049
— TR TR
/ / / TR 0.2 g / o1 / 35
EREEE9 N . FLKERACHR
/ / / Tog / P 509 BB g e
e —_ WERRAE  RERHREEW
/ / / L-t2 2 0.7 g / #EHEE 209 204 254
Sk 2R
/ / / / / / / H1.0g
L
/ / / / / / / 0.02g
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Jrid— BUE D IR AT A BRI 15 IR AR 70 G 92 Tk D€ R ] TTC ¥ KRB IR 4t
AR 2 (B TR I 7 B G IR Jk s T ik = R b ERH 4 Wl S 2R B I 5 R 2k B B T €0 B SR A
NOYESREIRAE, FINHERE VS DU RN DR B A A B IE T IR 2k ik DU R E v EC A 2 W e B 2 Bl
FRIEAE R B E IR, FINHERE TS PUER I SR F W AR IR, BB B O IRES, KL
T B R FRAL BV VEANIC T v WA 40 AR 4 W1, TTC W IRBUIRES FRELAIN T & =KW (TTC). ¥
P ) B A B R BRI G R AN S PUE R I SR F AR BRI R 0N T /AR, #REN T XA
IBURE S 4l T BR H Fe i A S BRI T

Table 4. Comparison of isolated medium formulations in each standard method

4. BIER AP OBEFBEGHEER

b AT BB 0 TCDRHR  wrmaman e RN SR
Hi&FE 400 g HI&RE 40 g HiZ&FE 40.0 g Hi%HE 20.0 g
¥iflg 15.0 ¢ Bifl§ 20 g Bifig 15.0 g Biflg 150 ¢
7K 1000 mL Z£1#7K 1000 mL 7K 1000 mL 7K 1000 mL

0.5% TTC VAW A 00509 HHEK0.05¢

3.6. ¥EIAW

Table 5. Comparison of identification tests among standard methods

5. BIREREPEERIEHELR

ChP2010 [ 353 SN/T 3970-2014 SN/T 2206.8-2013 ISO 18416-2015(E)
1106(F5i%—) (HiED) (=) (J7i%00)
ST 4
s I I, BRI K, SRR K, LA,
SIORG BRI T B, R, A T 4 L4

T H

AT 0.5 mL~1.0 mL JR4 BF4F 0.5 mL~1.0 mL G4

BART 05 mL-LOML © ) e m ek, 36°C & TS M, 37C +

PR T,

e 5 T [ . oL IO N
H:Et};;ﬁk 35~37C, 1~3h, & 37°C i%ml{fgjh~3 oh 1C/K# 15h~2h 5 36°C + 1°C/KiF 1.5h~2 h 8, 37°C +
A s W 5 _E',Aﬁ(’%ﬁﬂﬂg S ICHFER TR 3N, B ICHRIEA TR 3N, B
NTA =~

EXUES EXUES

BRT 1% 80
BT EKREFRAERE,
K& 30~35C, 24~48h,
A I %

BERDT 1% 80 ToKkis BERh T 1% 80 T K5 9% Mt T 1% iR 80 LK is 7%
FiHFRM, 25°C, 24h~48 RFH, 30°C +1°CHFHE  HEM, 325C +25CH
h, EMEimeE 3d, 24h JFRMEIME 7% 3d, 24h 5 ERMEIE

Jrid— R« BEADLTA 1R A BR B R (R IR TR AR R T v SRR SO, R E— D BEAT 0 LA A
SERK, B SONAEEERE" RO SRR B IR AR A R VR RIS, R
B AR E S BRIE6]7 o UL AIAD, SERE RO FREAE TR PAME N B R R, AR
NP EEER T B WA T A5 = 70 A R E B (7 B B IR 1

Db 6] 245 S A 3 ) R R D00 b B0 7 VR AR ARG T R AT WA v, SR SR ST 2 R AR A
Ko (hEZ) 2015 FRCRFFHUE BARRSEUE MR ER T . XA SNA . EHNEESRS
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T, RIS E R SR AT IR B AP R A, I BUBR DL TR PRI B 45 1 S 1 B AACIR L
FOE TR CE Qg . BRI JERINF . hE A7 T S5 W BEAATE BN, HY LS U BABLAT i
(AR KRG R =T M) HE[15]

JRE— AT (R E 2 ARAETIE, BRI ROBE R A RUETE, E (P EZ ) 2010 4R
F €0 7 B T A AR SE LB O IE B8 5 R = M DA e AR SRR N 7 ik, B E R
Rt ZRE R RS A T ulie S D IR, e H AT I &R A e hn it I URIRAE T IR 1 205
T R0 A A 18 o Y (R R 7R 2k — B, (EAERE R IR S RN (8] B A 20, PR 5. 5
ETHIMR B IS 7 A SERE A KERES S, U T ERATE, EXRROENZER.

3.7. FREEN

D5 HEAT O YRR, {8 FH CMCC(F)98001 1E g BAPE T IR bk 73 — R BEAT J7 i
I VRIS RS HE B AR s ik =R AT 7 E ARG, (TR 2R A TR AR I R e A A R
ATCC10231 1k Ay B %of B B AR A A A 2R T ATCCT750 1E g B It FE B ik s 53 DU 5 1o FH 1 €0 B
ATCC10231 #4775 i F 1 1A

3.8. ERRE
DU Fh 5V 1 2 SR o SRR S 5 AR S R A ) ERRIE 45 SR o B 5 R B o B
4. BB

S 2 S B S ERE R A T A R N BB T S BRI 2 A E IR AR
HAERAVE . TP s, AR T s ik QU MR SR B AT, (eI EOR R e, B
BERESG BMEUEY Sk R g A R IR Y, AR TSR AbR e L, A KR
B AxEg=ERNERNUMERIENZESR, HSARM & A OSRER AR, &
VO ELICIRAME, - A S8 BAR SR AR AN S0 JB B 0 FE 55 5 T B2 Y FTA ELS B AT E N F, RO SEIR R AR o
MIAE T, fg PR SRR AR 5 5E 3, N (b R EEORINE) A S ER R AR
BATIRME S, AR E AR ISR, ORI RN R 1 M 22 42 .

E&WE

IR R AR AR AR 4 0 H (20211128331164)
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