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Effect of Caesalpinia sappan L. extract and Silver ions on inhibition
mastitis-causing bacteria pathogens in dairy cows
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et ﬂﬁﬂﬂmuu’maﬂﬁwawnwaﬂﬁwmuﬂiwawﬁmwmaaaﬁaﬂmamﬂwmwLLa anedlessu lumsfududouuniiSenelsa
Lmumamaﬂuiﬂum mmﬁmimammmmwmumaaaqulwsmmamaLfaaﬂaaau‘wuasmqm (Minimum Inhibitory
Concentratin : MIC) lumsfudadenuaiidenalsaiuusniaululaun Tnedaududuesayulnshaviity 20, 10, 5,
2.5,1.25, 0.62, 0.31, 0.07, 0.04 Lag 0.02 UN./UA. MUY LALILAUAMUIUTUVDITALIBS LODDUVNNU 2, 1 uay 0.5 Ua
1/48. AERY wudtayulnseadial MIC asﬂumﬁwmw 0.04 - 2.5 un./ua. Ineidfo Enterococcus faecalis A1 MIC
uaammﬂa 0.04 un./ua. laz Streptococcus uberis 71 2.5 un./ua. saafl,ﬂmsuanaﬂaaauwmmmﬂuaLLUﬂwLiaﬂaIimmum
Snwauilhunageu a1 MIC gl 0.5 way./ua. mﬂwamimamaqﬂlmwmagﬂww\haLLaniaLaaﬂaaaummmausJmja
wuaiiSonelsainuusnaulsegnadivssdniam Swsdulslovflunmailvlddmnddas lUle
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ABSTRACT: Most cases of mastitis in dairy cows are caused by bacterial infections. Irrational use of antibiotics leads
to antibiotic residue and increases the incidence of drug resistance of bacteria. The use of herbs or other substances
is therefore an alternative to the use of antibiotics. Caesalpinia sappan L. is an herb that has the effect of inhibiting
bacteria. Additionally, silver ions have the effect of killing bacteria, viruses, and fungi. The objective of this study was
to evaluate the efficacy of Caesalpinia sappan L. extracts and silver ions to inhibit mastitis causing bacteria
pathogens in dairy cows. The minimum inhibitory concentration method (MIC), uses Caesalpinia sappan L. and silver
ions, was tested for inhibition of mastitis-causing bacteria pathogens in dairy cows. The concentrations of Caesalpinia
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sappan L. extract evaluated were 20, 10, 5, 2.5, 1.25, 0.62, 0.31, 0.15, 0.7, 0.04, 0.02 and 0.02 mg/ml, and the
concentration of the silver ion evaluated were 2, 1, and 0.5 mM/mL. The MIC value of Caesalpinia sappan L. was
between 0.04 and 2.5 mg/mL. The lowest MIC value of Caesalpinia sappan L. extract was 0.04 mg/mL for
Enterococcus faecalis. The highest MIC value of Caesalpinia sappan L. extract was 2.5 mg/mL for Streptococcus
uberis. In addition, The MIC value of silver ions was 0.5 mM/mL for all mastitis-causing bacteria. It was concluded
that Caesalpinia sappan L. and silver ions can be applied in commercial production processes.

Keywords: Caesalpinia sappan L.; Silver ions; mastitis-causing bacteria pathogens; dairy cows
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Ygylsaiunsniaululau é‘fﬂmtﬂw‘jzy‘mﬁwﬁzyﬁdﬂmaﬂswwiamimamﬁmuLLazqﬂumwmaﬂﬂum swludedsna
nsynusaiasughauduegnds wuitlulauufosas 31 1ulsaundniaudeiouiulsadug MAslulauy (Hagner et al.,
2024) ﬂ'eﬂ,ﬁlﬁﬂmmL?%aasiaai’aamwﬁmil,azmmﬁﬂﬁuiui:azanmaaqmammiuuu (Chinmayee et al., 2024) n1stinlsa
whssniaunienissnavseadusilulativarsanvg dulvgiinandewuafize wseendu 2 ndu 1dud 1. Weuuaite
amﬁiamﬂiﬂéiﬂ (contagious bacteria) 1 Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus agalactiae W @ ¢ Corynebacterium
bovis (Makovec and Ruegg, 2003) LfgaLwﬂﬁL%EJﬂ&juﬁmmsaLLwiﬂszmdUgﬂﬂﬁaﬁuq NIUNTZUIUNITIAUL HoAUIAUL
Fdasiug wargunanidauy Wuku 2. WeuuaiiFefianandauandeu (environmental bacteria) 1ty Streptococcus
uberis Escherichia coli Klebsiella spp. Wag Pseudomonas spp. (Makovec and Ruegg, 2003; Sampimon et al., 2004)
Fowvafidonquiidudedinuldluiwnndennislumisy Wy ewns yala Aesesuou uwasiufu ilusu (Vissers and
Driehuis, 2009) &sldanunsamdneaniiainduwindeunialunisulévan (Smith and Hosan, 1993) Tula3aunluussing
nefiflenuluanefuitimugiimsainnanlsaiuusnauiifiigs wu sunowdos farinveuudu wuii 40 % vas
vhsulauuigrisunsniau (Kampa et al., 2010) uaﬂmmfé’]’wﬁ’ﬂLﬁ?jaﬂmuasé’mu wuudladulsainuusnaunuy
laiuanaenissesay 28.86 (59 1ms wazaAuy, 2548) W‘Uﬁ'?ui‘my:Lﬁﬂﬂ’]ﬂL%@LLUﬂﬁL%ﬂIUﬂ&iu Staphylococcus spp.,
Streptococcus spp. wWaz Bacillus spp. (Todtong et al., 2021) uaﬂmﬂﬁL%@LLUﬂﬁL’%aﬂ'aiiﬂmdﬂﬁé’qwuqﬂ’ﬁmﬁzﬁﬁamﬁ
vty esndinalnnisesnfivarnuans dasnnaziedesndumuitau woufitedu) sxillulnaleled uazinsdondu
(Tiwari et al, 2013) mMsfnyvesanasntiarane (2550) IdvhmsfnyinishosdugadnveadeuuaiiGeiduiusfu
uudniavlunlledausluwadmindedml nuindowuaiiGouansmundonisiedes e lusdesfigauazuansan
ynron1shedewenfidadunazanilendumnitan viilvinindenldeuiurlunissudadewuaiiieonaldling Saues
wasatinnsssud neliiAnnathafesisenineufiusdelidunaiiu (Cheesman et al., 2017; Gupta and Birdi,
2017)

113 (Caesalpinia sappan L) Wuldnurwiadnisuuinnats dnvauzesddu na aon wazwnulie wWaenlifid
Yrmaeuyn Asgeuailonvudingna (Orwa et al, 2019) Lﬂuﬁmagulwﬂwaﬁﬁmasmm’;mu fosAusznaumaalinane
fn Wla1liueea (flavonoids) nsail ueadn (phenolic acids) kaglkouns1AIluy (anthraquinones) waghnuidu (Tannin)
(Vij et al, 2023) n1sAnwveswlsy waz ATy (2562) wudrarsusznauiiuedngiu (TPC) vasunus1ailen 699.68 + 34.02
un. fUnamailauesdsin (TFO) Wiy 170.21 + 14.20 uau. ilsuwinaedfudeniuasarin nsAnwishaligniniandy
e 917 1y quBFiueyyadass (Antioxidant) vesknussiafnsaetovueaiia 3.69 + 0.17 wen./ua. (Hwang and
Shim, 2018) qwéé’mvﬁmmﬂﬁﬁa (Antibacterial) (Puttipan et al., 2017) ¥av319n158iAUZNSE1 oxidative phosphorylation
uaziudimsaaeulesiuenadueuaiise muludsudutowuaiise TnefnnendilunsannsBangremuniiiou
#ufn anansadudansduaseimdue (DNA) waglusiuveswuaiiSeld (Xu and Lee, 2004) qméé’wumaé’mau (Anti-

inflammation) (Jung et al., 2015)
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Favosloeau (Silver ions; Ag) Wulangsniuiiindulessuuinudsangydedidnaseuduuen salidvuna
wiriufurunesneullseall 11U 0.126 wu. Fanieslessulinuautisnuewunilise 1254 wavi¥es (Moteriya and
Chanda, 2020) nann1sviauvesdaiiesiessufevliiinanuduiivdelusiuresuuiusy FoiliiAanisvgareinves
AVNANYsalveuNIUTY Msndsasiugadndiiufinsivdsadey fuszsdnsam dumusedeuuaiienslsald wuazun

nunassssumAnfogududmunendn sensuaunaiussnindanesloosunazyadaing) viliaunsaasisansin

kY

) a = a a '

adwaiialnlld nefidaneslooouiildinmageuudriannsadugadniifssavsuadouuaiise Tha wasioniioon
q‘méi@’fﬁ (Hamad et al., 2020)

Fathu assnguvesayulnshauardaneslessuannsodudaudouvadienolsavnuusnauld  TngUsvasiues
nsfnwluadedl ienaaeunsdududenelsaduudniavaniivayulnsiisuardaneslooou wowmudseyndld

gaamnssundndarilesiulsavhussniaululaungnszuiuns@ndudseold

WBMsAne
Wmswseuasaiaayulnsing

vhilwayulwsshafivgnausssuend thunudsndauendsanusn §revianuazenn suuisiionmai 60 saen
waBea faefouausou (Hot Air Oven) Wuaan 48 Falus vhnsvtuuasusliasBen sinduthinadndeemueaddai
Wty 70 % dnudasansuing (2562) Ineldsmsdrushesietonuea 70% windu 1 sio 10 Usiliigamgil 37 ssrnwaldoa
Junan 24 - 48 Falua 910Ut uINseeR8nTEAYNTENUDT 1 UALSEIMERIYNazateRI8LAS e Vacuum rotary
evaporator flafaensszine (evaporation) auldifuasaianenu (crude extract) aniiuhansaringilduiluniuusia (Spray
dry) luanngluniswuuis vungiadaniu 0.7 uu. finnuduenia 40 mbar N15VMUYBLAS B9 Spray Dryer 13497N
pIMmzgnaRkuiansasiazsudlauteu antduiadrgiesauuiis (drying chamber) dausegsuaunan (feed) 7
thanda msidnvasmad werliduinn mniuveananazgngelasduriugunsaifivilfiAnazensesfie atomizer ngly
#esay earpssduiatueiniasouassilfiAanissemevesinognernds uazarldnsvesnindasinnasgduaies
drying chamber nav1sduiingnasnantuemaazgauenlasld cyclone Jeazsandndundninsisnluiian Usslovives
Mswuuiafiovhansafmliduns iedhedemsldon nmaiuinu uazagminlumsudssuidundnsasiseld
wnsnseuTarieslooau (Agh)

ihfanoslunmibuasisilunsdanseiBanosloosu 110039 0158lo uhuawnu (RCI Labscan) thawa

v
o o

Audusiaannlesau (Deionized water) Usunad 0.3397 nsu iAnududuwindu 2 waw. waulmdfudunan 30 -45 Wil
foamgiliiiu 37 ssmwaBea (AawUasann Al et al, 2016) answarililuansfiazanelidevhuifidudsiddanesiu

a acaa aAv o o« o8 v a a I a ° ]
wanwasiinUisensandu fnavinliiudeuaindaneshuasadueynadaneslossu ihumaaausely
WmsnadeugnsiureIaTtnvesvasasainayulnsisuazdaiasleasu (Ag") 1agds Broth microdilution

a & £ ) ° a a v K A & v Y] v 1 X

wlsudanalsamuudnEy 31w 15 wlia dnnguenlaanndiuuvesaunndulsadiuusniau laun 1o
Escherichia coli ATCC25945, Staphylococcus aureus ATCC6573, Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus uberis,
Escherichia coli, Bacillus cerues, Enterococcus durans, Enterococcus faecalis, Klebsiella pneumoniae, Klebsiella
pneumoniae ssp pneumoniae, Pseudomonas luteola, Rhodococcus spp., Serratia plymuthica, Staphylococcus sciuri
way Streptococcous agalactiae Miulilugaumgd -70 esmwai@ea tnmizidsddueimsidsadis Nutrient agar (NA)
%o Himedia Uuly 24 ¥7lus Migaumndl 37 ssendoaea anuuiilaladnliunmisidedusmisiiesde Muller Hinton
broth (MHB) 8% Himedia Ul 24 F3lua 37 asmilaidea MnuuihmMssuanuguvesteuuaiiselvitinnuueg 0.5

McFarland standard CFU/mL andudnd e lauivinluaiunaunizid e (microtiter plate 96-well) mu3fn1svas
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Golus et al. (2016) fiflomsid8a8e Muller Hinton Agar (MHA) 8% Himedia 50 lulasans uazdanududuvosiiy
auulwsrhadldvinnsaialiudafisedu 20, 10, 5, 2.5, 1.25, 0.62, 0.31, 0.15, 0.07, 0.04 kaz 0.02 1n /4. AMUSFU VT
50 lulasans wazanududuresdaneslossu (Agh) fiduasmeziandanesluasauds Asesiuanududy 2, 1 uay 0.5 ua
/1. sudrdu nildidefiusumunaiiu 0.5 McFarland standard CFU/mL wél§Tiumgaideusuna 2 wen. adluusay
nauudan dewhlutmmzfiguund 37 ssmneadea Wunan 24 Falus TesudasideuvadiiZoagyinionun 3 6
(Replication) uazshnsmaasuLeniuszrinsanulngds fudaneslossy srumamududusaelunissudatouuaiized
Iouazduiintoya
N15IATILNNSEDA

adfdanssauesuisainnuduturesarsadadisuazdalneslosoui tesdan (minimum inhibitory
concentration: MIC) lunssududeuuaiiefidelsaduudniay faunsovenaarnududuresasianmnsasudude
wuafideld MannsadudatouuafiGefianududusiila aunsalivsznounsiasanlunsliluvinadomzay Tae

ATIATIEVIANVRY MIC TneAaaeLsuiatin (Geometric mean)

WNaN1ISANEN

Han1sVAgeUMmIAIlNTuveansainayulnsiandesign MIC (Minimum inhibitory concentration) 1un1s

v oy v
o A

Fugadanuaiisenalsawinuudniay wudnden MIC egluyaesening 0.04 - 2.5 un./ua. lagide Enterococcus faecalis &

A1 MIC ﬂasﬁﬁj@ﬁa 0.04 un./ua. Streptococcus uberis 7i 2.5 un./ua. (Table 1)

Table 1 Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) of Caesalpinia sappan L. on Mastitis-causing bacteria pathogens

Bacteria MIC (mg/mL)
Escherichia coli ATCC25945 1.25
Staphylococcus aureus ATCC6573 1.25
Escherichia coli 0.31
Enterococcus durans 0.15
Enterococcus faecalis 0.04
Klebsiella pneumoniae 0.07
Klebsiella pneumoniae spp pneumonia 0.50
Pseudomonas luteola 1.25
Rhodococcus spp. 0.07
Serratia plymuthica 0.15
Staphylococcus sciuri 0.62
Staphylococcus agalactiae 1.25
Streptococcus uberis 2.5
Bacillus cereus 1.25

Staphylococcus aureus 1
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HAN1INARUMANITNTUYRITAIBslonauU (Ag") Neefiga (minimum inhibitory concentration : MIC) Tun1s
gudaveuuailienelsawinuudniau nuindaneslessuaunsadudwnenuaiiisenalsawiuusniauitiuimaasuiian

MIC 88?1 0.5 uau./ua. Fadumarududusuiuredaneslessulunmaiumageulunsmeailuasail (Table 2)

Table 2 Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) of Silver ions (Ag*) on Mastitis-causing bacteria pathogens

Bacteria MIC (mM/mL)
Escherichia coli ATCC25945 0.5
Staphylococcus aureus ATCC6573 0.5
Escherichia coli 0.5
Enterococcus durans 0.5
Enterococcus faecalis 0.5
Klebsiella pneumoniae 0.5
Klebsiella pneumoniae spp pneumonia 0.5
Pseudomonas luteola 0.5
Rhodococcus spp. 0.5
Serratia plymuthica 0.5
Staphylococcus sciuri 0.5
Staphylococcus agalactiae 0.5
Streptococcus uberis 0.5
Bacillus cereus 0.5
Staphylococcus aureus 0.5
ERRETY]

nansageUmMANLiuvesasatnayulnstheiitosiign (minimum inhibitory concentration : MIC) Tunns
FududouuaiFonolsaruusniay wutdd MIC aglutnasswing 0.04 - 2.5 un/ua. Tnewde Klebsiella pneumoniae i
A1 MIC ﬁaﬂﬁqmﬁa 0.04 1n./14. Streptococcus uberis 71 2.5 1n./ua. donndaifiunsAnyves Xu and Lee (2004) #ilé
ymsnaaeugqusiudouuafifeanarsadadianuiamnsodudade Kiebsiella pneumoniae ATCC 13883 pelfl 256
uen./ua. Streptococcus agalactiae (Group B Strep) A909 aau'ﬁ" 8 won./ua. wax Escherichia coli ATCC 25922 71 256
uan./ua.

ANSAN®IVDY Pielta (2000) @i AN19A J8LD5 U8 70 % ESHQJWiﬂEJUUEJ&IQﬂﬁiLfﬁiyLGTUIWUBQL“ﬁya Shigella,
Staphylococcus aureus, Vibrio cholerae Wag Vibrio parahaemolyticus Aaududu 5 un/ua. waransanadiadag

1051188 95 % §3aN5AdUTINITLATYVONTe Shicella dysenteriae way Escherichia coli tag TafianuNtu 100 1n./

v
P '

ua. (Nirmal et al., 2015) Tngianzusdauiqrsdudadenuaiiise Saureus aneiuginesosuijiuzngu [B-lactams 16
(Kim et al,, 2004) N15@nwIve4 Safitri et al. (2020) NAFBUANT A1UAT NV #BLl 8 Haemophilus influenza Tu
Mo URN1T WU MIC NseRuanududu 103 uag 105 CFU/mL s 16 ppm wagA1 MBC WU 32 ppm ALyt

Yosansaian1afl 16 ppm way 32 ppm ansadudaide Haemophillus infleunza I8 98.64 % way 100 % Tun1si3eans
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10 uag 10~ MU M3fnyIves Juwitaningsin et al. (2021) mamarududuiimiigalumstiudadouuaidevass
fafndeerdlau wudrfla1 MIC 312 - 5000 wen./ua. wag MBC 625 - 5000 lulasniu/fadans arsatnozdlauvesi
pongns SUS Wi 8 S, aureus ATCC 25923 #a8 MIC 312 lulasnsu/adans n13Anw1ve3 Hemthanon and
Ungcharoenwiwat (2022) niadeugrisinuiouuaiisevewisluiwiuume wuidlgrssudade s. aureus fr MIC aaﬂiﬁ 1.95,
1.95 wag 0.98 un./ua. luraediAn MBC Windu 62.5, 3.91 uay 31.25 un./ua. @3 S. aureus, Bacillus cereus uag
Vibrio parahaemolyticus anuadu nsfinwwes Xia et al. (2017) nMsadaradaesansilednildveunaslessiinyiuiu

lasunlnnsifivesnaivssansameuudoundu nuiasaiaveavaileseiniignsdudewuaiiise S. aureus ua S.
aureus AnusDIUATAY (A1 MIC Y09uKue 37.5 un./ua.), B-Lactamases @319 S. aureus (A1 MIC 11U 18.8 un./ua.)

usldansadudadenuaiitie £ coli, Extended Spectrum B-Lactamases E. coli wag P. aeruginosa WisiUTauiisuriu

ana '

asadavesailossiln nuiasainwsuealg s uBLUATIiERD S. aureus Waz S. aureus NINUABLLTATAY (A1 MIC

Y93eAU 75.0 un./ua.), B-Lactamase 71d@319 S, aureus (A1 MIC vedunuen 150.0 1n./ua.) wuinasanmesdigndislu
lusuanadvesdoilionuosysd (HMFs) wazlianududuniiantunisdug adowunaiiise (MIC) dafiadindaiumniueas
MRSA Ao 312.5 n./ua. wae 312.5-156.25 n./ua. Mua1iu nuinsiinduwes MRSA anasegraiulddniungurisiians

v =

Meluvnueaiu3una 20-80 n/ua. Wewssuisuiunguaiuay wandbiiuindgrasugadniianududusifigalunis

v
LY |

gugaudanuaitsy (MIC) ‘UENEJTLJQ%WS ,B—Lactam M8 MRSA (Kima et al., 2004) S.aureus, methicillin (MRSA), enterococci
fivusio vancomycin (VRE) way Burkholderia cepacia finesteesiansuuu nefiensdudusinfigalunstudadenuatize
(MIC) 2g/5319 4 D19 32 wan./ua. (Pattananandecha et al., 2022) qnaFuNT8NIAY (Anti-inflammation) a15u138u
(10 un./nn. tntinga) Auenldandrs Pranmssnauresornisuaniddaidniaudsundulunynanes CA finaaey
e 21 3u (ung et al, 2015) sappanchalcone 124 1n. 9nkAushe BremuauseiuvedlalalatiineliiAanssniay
WU TNF-Q, IL-1B uae IL-6 Tuvyvaaeswes CIA, Sappanchalcone Sqssumssniaulunyiilionsaanaulnsaunsily
TnlerlugsuiviliiAnnssniaunazanmsgademanszgn wiudhadiannsalfifumsiunissniavuasdeatunsegnlu
msnwlsatesniauguinoes (Hikino et al, 1977) Msfnwwes Mickymaray (2019) wuinanseengysynadinmyessis

L4

16iuA Flavonoids wag Tannin Wiavhanusiudundiasiinuaudflunisdudwuaiieiiduiivdelaas dudinisdunse

v v
o

WE3U N1391999 DNA vendeqdunid dudimsasentused nsedunsnanoondaunaznmsdounduresnishesnduga
Inuaznalasugns fuvesefiiuy arswaluesdanunsoviiufazoriulusAunasioulesiiogusnandeiumadues
wuafise dwaliidorfueadgnyinans (Gill and Holley, 2006) inuFAsenfudesiueadveslslaneusisveauundise dq
LﬂumLm%ﬂmqa%'wlfuaél,wﬂﬁﬁaLﬂﬁauLLUaﬂiﬂ wonanimnuanunsalunslianssusudsuuladluane (Tiwari et al,
2009) wenaniians Tannin fnuluasulnsfigrslumstudadeuunaiize TnefinaaudilunsannisBanizvesuuaiigeun
i Tnv19MstinUfisen oxidative phosphorylation wardudinsaiaeluivonsaduesunaiise suilufunmiiull
grslunssudadeuvedide TnedinuautilunisannisBainzresuuafiFouuiuia vandduiiauauifinisdiuie
wuaiiise Tnvannsodudansdaunszvimdue (DNA) wavlusiuvesuuaiideld (Xu and Lee, 2004) ansunuiiuluayulng
reanusadiufadenuniiise Methicilin Resistant Staphylococcus Aureus (MRSA) Tuenldanideuuaiideieamanadn
1§ U sunuveshailansundau (braziin) fgrdlunmsdudinmaaiyiulmesuaiiGedelsaiomnansuniaudan
ansnsolunssudsmdueuaznsduneilusiuluwadueauuniiss (Das and Goswami, 2019)
nansvadsUANITuTuesdaneslooou (Ag)) Afasfign (minimum inhibitory concentration : MIC) Tun1s
fudadeuvafiionelsarinuusnay wuindowuafidonelsauusniaufituvaaeuiidn MIC 98t 0.5 uau /ua.

#anARBINUNIANYIVBY Swathy et al. (2014) lavinnmaaeuin@aniesionsu (Ag®) 50 d@uluiuduaiu (ppb) (0.05 un./
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an3) nuinBanesleseu fanddudenuniiSe £ coli uag S. aureus ynnirdanesuilu (AgNPs) ds1eauauuAne1g
furesoymadanesuiluwiiadnuasdaneslossiindedamdu (Cys) lufumsvaaeuarudufivsiowde Phanerochaete
chrysosporium wud'lmifam%u%aLaaﬂaaauﬁmmamaaaﬂﬂaﬁﬁﬂﬁ’lﬁw NAINANBAmNBUUTI 5 89 50 way. Tuunenay
fasusedaosleosy 1 uay. way 10 uay. SasaINsENdng 1 Cys: 5 Ag Susslemivatsedne wu Iafalsaneuiu

[ =]

unnsesvasuywd (HIV) Lifadusniaud We Staphylococcus aureus finasaeasdau (MRSA) lafalsagliAuiuunnses

q
¥

VoUW HIV-1 wazilo £.coli finerosuouiaau

n1sAne e Radzig et al. (2010) nageugvsfudeuuniisevesdaeilessudomsiaiaiivlnvouuniidoun
suaukazn1sasisiidy wuirAnadsanududulunissudadusi (MICs) vesdaiietlossu Aeidouuaiiiiounsuau
Escherichia coli K12, Serratia proteamaculans 94 Wwag Serratia liquefaciens MG1 ag'ﬁ 0.075-0.3 wan./ua. LLﬁSL%@
wuALSe Pseudomonas aeruginosa PAOL wa P. chlororaphis 449 i1 MIC agluy39 0.15-0.3 wan./ua. n3asailay
“UENL‘?;EJ Escherichia coli AB1157 uag S. proteamaculans 94 Qﬂé’uéj"yaima%anaﬂaaauﬁizﬁu 0.3 wuan./ua. LLaSL%a
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