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Tablbs 1, Comparison of virus E‘gmuy ralc smong 3
eonpentration methods
mmrw % E BRARFLUE  FHEER(N) %R
FE 3 2520 100 +0,3973
E M & 3 1230 48,85 +0.035
2 + 3 1248 49,57 ) + 40,3078
ANCOH) i 3E 2 1230 48,86
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Table 2, Eiffect of differont soncentrations of NaCl on the roeovery
rete hefore filtration with millipsrons membrane

NaCl JRPE - FHNENE FIHEARC®)
PR REE 2 2524,5 100
0 2 1230 48,72
0.87 1 1259 49,87
1 2 2518 99,88
3% 1 1288 51,02
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ABHER, NELEOHERE. BREEERERNDHBHTINM, SRERS,
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Table 3, Concentration of virus inm Tiver water and aswags water

samples by NaCl-AlCl; precipitation

- , % 8 TN W Bl %)
R MR K% 1 + 12020 100
Polio V7MW E3 IR GWN 1 11480 95.55
Palio YV, AR KBNE 2 0 0
Polio ¥ K LWk M5 2 0 o
Pelio ¥ o ACHT ik 2 R 7K 2 11350 04,44
Pelio ¥ F5KREMRIBEH 2 o 0
Palie ¥V, #5Kin L WAEMRIR & 2 o o
Polio V57K st v 2 11080 92,23
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Comparison of 3 Methods of Concentration of Poliovirus in

Water Samples and Establishment of an Improved Method
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This paper described the quantative comprisen of 3 methods con.con!nting
poliovirus type 1 artificinlly added into the water samples, The preliminary *
results showed that the recovery rate of the virus in the water ssmples was
similar { 47—45% ) among the 3 methede, It was discovered that the addition
of 1% NaCl into virus contaminied distilled water sample inecressed significant-
iy the virus-recovery rate with milliporous membrane filtrating method and
we established an improved process of virus concentration of river water zand
sewage water samples sartificially contaminated by poliovirus, that is, the
addition of 1% NaCl and AIlCI, ( D,0005mol/L for river water, o,oﬁ:lmo;l/L
for sewage water ) hefore cenmirifugstion, It wae surprising to find that in zll
artificially samples virus recovery rate imcressed doubly(92—999% ) with this
improved concentration method
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