Downloaded from zjrms.ir at 16:11 +0430 on Wednesday June 12th 2019

fY

>

2JRNS

wlaal) Ll by wale ol

2w SIS 9 g i 93lrg 5219 15' 63 Ayl

S0 035 GBS TL 39 I S IS g § pavh D1y gl g 3919 W56 il Ao

T 50935 "o S gy Glilalis sans 'caalio yay las

/Y lin 5Ly 56

AL AL IR

S Sl s olile FAC O ool oplply 35,5 o by sl
- YL, NaDCC i8S s Son 5 (blim bbb el 53 05, 5e
Sl 1y J e PH) sl (g lwt NADCC J gloee O 52 OT s 05de .5
el OAE w0 bl b5 Jep Gb W (A
S 03 3 sy cal 15348 Lol Jele 8T (HOCD) s IS 5
PH (215 & e oo o 58 e 51 oIS 58 glad e o
o OC) @y I 5 05 W5 S 55 ESTls am 53 5 b

RIS

HOCI « OCl -~ + H *

NaDCC VL 48w So )l Blod 1 o opl 3l Jools ol
gars b Tl Glsea K5 SWles glaasl L NaOCH & oo
5 T 21554855 NaDCC i eslizul o 255wt Ol 0 b
Sl o 2l g0 5 03 5550 NAOCH & s MGG
bos obsy Gble ojse GhalsT OT 213548 S oy A5

[EF 20 4b3a) ¥ I 50 & O p A5l oS Comer b Slolez|

References

1. APHA, AWWA and WPCF. Standard method for the
examination of water and wastewater. 21" ed.
Washington DC: American Public Health Association
Press; 2005.

2. Clasen T, Edmondson P. Sodium dichloroisocyanurate
(NaDCC) tablets as an alternative to sodium
hypochlorite for the routine treatment of drinking water
at the household level. J Hyg Environ Health 2006;
209(13): 173-181.

3. Nascimento MS, Silva N, Catanozi M and Silva KC.
Effects of different disinfection treatments on the natural
micro biota of lettuce. J Food Prot 2003; 66: 1697-1700.

oliile S (S ke oKl (adlw Slidins S 5o i Sty slsbal )
il 0S5 colzile S (S, pgle o5 dame Cbltgy skl Y
Sl oaSils coliile 87 (S e o8l e blgy bt IS Y
bl 0dSails coliile 87 (S ke oSsils claoma Cblgy (o0 F

53 (NAOC) iy IS gm0 Kl Ol ey 87 IS S5 51 S
e gl s IS (63 waph oo oslizul MBS 5 OT adeas
Sylee 3 S5 55 ol oS dd Cdlab awslie i o (NaDCC)
5O 1 ik e o6 5 ST wias 3 WOT 5,8 s I8 5T
e 08 LS G 2 S s ol AU alie e ol
6 s ol Bl e 155uE Chle 5 e Ol 5 ST s el

Al g b= o 5 aallan
GIF e oY e/ gkl ds3uaS ol G ol s
Jl abisd ¢ wlad Ol slgz 55 sMG/ N 5 Y G /A /8 G /F /N /oA
L S Ol el g 23,5 15 i 390 4253 10 5V
aabisel g ol 5551 28 o b iy Bsled s S ke 0 5
L1538 53 51y a 53 48 b abie Gdod S 4 x5 L s 8
ol 5 be il l 15548 ous dajuS clle 5 eles Olej il
Ol sy 3l ol s a)ls Cllas oS 5 05l 056 L § 50
MO/ /0N 5 /oY o/o¥ /o8 G/oA /Y o) glacble s oS sls
ol ol ya) E Mo/l chle s 5 s ((eled Ol Llex o 52)
NaOCl 4 =oui NaDCC 28 s Seo Sy o aiss 5 Jgl abas)
Sl bty (ules Oboj 5 chle bals ple s bl Asb e b
may doy3 Vo bl s OLSS 558 gs a ol e p S (slais ST
- Sl JYLNADCC 28Oy S 0y8 oS (63,050 53 o] S
free ) Lojiws J6 55T S aen (NaOCI o857 wisl s s Lig
S e300 394> 3 &S 1, 5 4= (available chlorine, FAC
NaDCC « Ji= 55 &S o 33T oles Iyl sladamd Oloa 55 i
2 Al gr o )3 PY 35 53 4 5 o s BB ST IS 51 o T
SIS Oy sl il oy semts OT ile 5 ST o lay wled Jl (slaalase]
FAC s (5 as os 33T aJsl FAC JS' &8 sa 35 a0,

Please cite this article as: Pirsaheb M, Soltanian M, Karimi P, Sharafi K. Comparing the effects of Sodium
Dichloroisocyanate (NaDCC) and Sodium Hypochlorite (NaOCL) on gram negative bacteria. Zahedan J Res Med

Sci (ZJRMS) 2012; 13(suppl 1): 43.

email: kio.sharafi@gmail.com

Cabiligy 0uSils olilo )5 (S 3y pgle olRS1S 1 ghumno ouiuwns g5 (o 3O T


http://zjrms.ir/article-1-1092-en.html

