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The Preliminary Study on Antibacterial Efficacy of 4 Organic Acids
on Mastitis Pathogens in Dairy Cattle
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nsfnwiiingusrasdifiofnuisvssavsamlunissidevasnsavosin nsauaniin naandn waznindnin
seiderelsaiunsnaululau %wﬁaﬁﬁ’]ﬁm laun Klebsiella spp, Escherichia coli, Streptococcus dysealactiae,
Streptococcus uberis Wag Staphylococcus aureus NMeRIUfURNM AL INAFEULLAIERT TneUseiliuainAny
udushaniannsnsnitenuailiis (Minimum bactericidal concentration; MBC) wagnsanasuasituutofiu
mendanmsldansazarsnsadanann wui nsarlesiinduseansamlunissndenslsalddfian Tasdien MBC iy
0.191% v/v sieyniderielsn sesasmildun nsakaniin 10.625% nIAanan 12.37% uaznsndedn 12.43% audiu e
thansazaeiivsumueudutuinedu Mvushdedivuslawdsmdulssninmandinavesdenslsaiianas
wut nandein 12.43% fszAvsnmiian fo anunsnanioadld 1.15 loglo CFU/mL (P<0.05) Wuieatunsauaniin
famnsoandold 1.69 loglo CFU/mL (P=0.32) Tuvaizdinsavesiin uaznsnunanldansnsoantsmameaienelseald
fndnguaauey nantsAnwtiuandidiuingednin uagnsauanindUszAvinmmngadlunsindeiineliiialse
wiuusniaululala
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Abstract

The aim of this study was to evaluate the antimicrobial efficacies of formic acid, lactic acid, malic acid
and citric acid against mastitis-caused pathogens. Pathogens used in this study were Klebsiella spp, Escherichia
coli, Streptococcus dysgalactiae, Streptococcus uberis and Staphylococcus aureus. Minimum bactericidal
concentration (MBC) and reduction of total bacterial count were examined. The results revealed that the
minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) of formic acid against all tested pathogens was 0.191%v/v indicating
the best bactericidal performance. In comparison, the following orders were 10.625% lactic acid, 12.37% malic
acid and 12.43% citric acid, respectively. These acids at their best solutions were then used to test their
antimicrobial efficacies on teats of dairy cattle. It was found that 12.43% citric acid, as well as 10.625% lactic
acid, showed the best performance due to the reduction rate at 1.15 logl0CFU/mL.(P<0.05) and 1.69 logl0
CFU/mL (P=0.32), respectively. On the contrary, formic acid and malic acid were significantly unable to reduce
the total bacteria compared with the control group. In conclusion, the results in this study revealed that citric
acid and lactic acid have potential antimicrobial effects against mastitis-caused pathogens in dairy cattle.
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wnsmsdRglunismuauiazdestulsavussniauluriulaunivonsuiulutiogdu Ae nsgusuude
asfifgvssdedunisufoRiiussdnsnmaianlunisannisiatolmidngiium Tnsamsidenelsawinuusnau i
ogfludawanden (Environmental pathogens) Wagnsgusiauuiufinnevdamsiaunduisnisyansnmgslugsnisan
nmshndoriinneunies (Contagious pathogens) Insnuin nmsvhmuazeInseivseasavaefiddunauves
answifunniiussansamiiaesnin ﬂﬁﬁjuﬁwué’aamiﬁﬁqw%‘@hL"ﬁ”a (Pavicic et al., 2008; Miseikiene et al., 2015)
ansaiiiuuzihuarseusulildtudnlng duaseiuvidfifesdndosfiduansdundd wavansfiuuzililddlng
A NIALANGAN %aﬁﬁﬁ'@;ﬂaﬁuamﬂﬁﬁu’hmmu,aﬂaﬂﬁﬂixaw%mwslurmﬁ’ml.l,azé’us?qmﬁm%yaiiﬂLé\'mué“mamﬁﬁwgiw’h
uuléﬂ&iﬁ'aEJﬂdﬂmimﬁﬂduﬁLﬂumﬁaﬁuw%‘é (Boddie & Nickerson, 1988; Ruegg & Dohoo, 1997; Miseikiene et al.,
2015) damsldnsnuaniniiyariudnusznianis fo ludesinadomimndsesasedlutium iesnnsauanin
\uansiediilflugnavnssuorns Taslamedesldiduasiidosiunsyaidslugnannssumnanuuniendia ua
nandasiuUsguisnanualuraiinnududud q weziflensaaeuteyaiiisrdostunsnduniddu q Alilu
onamnssuuUszUeIMsdnuniztiioatu wuin nsndasn nseunan waznsavesin Insldnuiiogauszasdluns
dostfunisyauimessdndasiuusguaniuduiotu lnenmsiundedudamaaiguoadegdunis s
muaLazdasfunsinidenievuloureadennuandnnisinums wazUAdndduilnalagdamanssnudeauninves
Huslaa (Panyapinyopol et al., 2005; Rodrigues et al., 2007) nWaNARFENalnMsAsuLUasTEfUTD pH aelu
\wadvesdunisilensaldtiiud evfuiwadudninnisunnddmadenisnrugunszuIuATaIRaEe o leun ATP
synthesis, RNA and protein synthe5|s DNA replication LLa“a\‘mamamimim‘uawaumﬂ (Vargas, 2017) wuLfeniiu
nsauanAn sy nsmdunsdmaniidmnundululdiesdqnslunsendeiidelsmduudnauldiduiy uasasaslad
miﬂﬂ’mﬂmaammmﬂa’l’m‘uL%ﬂfﬂ‘iﬂLmumaﬂLauwmmﬂuﬂizmﬂlmﬂmﬂ Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus
uberis, Streptococcus dysegalactiae, Coliform bacteria (Boonyayatra & Chaisri, 2004; Kampa et al,, 2010;
Jarassaeng et al., 2012; Eardmusic & Yodmingkwan, 2016) n13fnw13slinguseasd Aa n1snadouniAnuduty
samfianansasniFouuniie (Vinimum Bactericidal Concentration, MBO) felsauiuusniaudanan wagn1smadoy
fesravsnmmuesnmsanUSunandenelsaiivhunvedeiideduanmnindeaiduhfuneasns

ad =
ADNIIANEN

ASLATHUNTADUNIY

3HNNTABUNSENS 4 wiln TduA nsanesin nsauanAn nIaNNAEn uaznsadnsnlRlddunnaududy 25%,
12.5%, 6.25%, 3.13%, 1.56%, 0.78%, 0.39%, 0.195% Way 0.097% ua1nu lnen1siiearensalilaanududuanas
adsas 2 Wihitovzihluldmeaeum MBC soly

nawssudenalsadussniauitarinimasou

Forelsaiuusnaviifudovians Ausnldaniuslafivisdulsavuusna Inevesufiinimis
2% INeIAGINVRlTINEIVIATRT UMANFENUATAIANT NUDIN AUSTNIUNNYAIENS UNINGIRELNYATAIANT
8uride Klebsiella spp, Escherichia coli, Streptococcus dysgalactiae, Streptococcus uberis Wag Staphylococcus
aureus Weimaniiazgnimzidiedlu tryptic soy broth i 37 asmigaidea iuan 4-5 Halus ndhudideiiniaudaly
Usunuguwend olwld No. 0.5 Mcfarland Standard i efiusuaanuguudan 100 lulasansuausunsa 100
lulnsans unaoananos welidriuwdsfigamgll 37 ssaeaidoa iunan 24 $2lus Tnedidenaudviingdu
Uaonideilunaanemunu
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nsvagaumANUtNduANgaaNIagiawuAiiy (Minimum Bactericidal Concentration, MBC) #inlUasann
Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (2017)

N1981UKANIITNAADINITVIAIAI T U UM A AT89a5T a1un3adud wd o (minimum bactericidal
concentration; MIC) sfanmanaunielavesemaidsadeiinaunsnfinnududusng q fuvaenniugu arandudu
fitionfigaesomsdsadofinaunsafilifiniaasyrente wiaduhomnsdsadolalvisuiinnanimaaeadud MIC
nnilindeanraeniissyindussdu MIC uluimeidisaely blood agar Tael#ideusum 10 lulasansiigaungd
37 parnieaiiva w1y 24 $alas srukalnsgaduuianilinuniasiyvesdeonielivsing hillalaTlsufinnat
Hud MBC vhmsmnaesdn 2 ass

nsageun1endinfelszAninmuasnsanUBunandeiiviuuvasta

Fadentadu 18 ManvhdulauuwimilsludminssyEfiinndswvudesdaslulsaiou lnefvos
uauuaziiYanysaswes Ao nae Tasmelsidulsavuusniaunieaglusswinnssnwlsitosndn 2 dUami Taasgn
wiadu 2 nau 9 av 9 M lnenquusnazldnaasauszdninmuesnsanesiinuasnsauanin uaznqundsazlinaaes
UsyAvEnmunansadniniansaunan nanv 4 slinazgnindeniinnududures MBC mndulluusiasnguagldiums
wuiuvei ULz fensauaziin diuiunues 2 Wmdsazgnwuse sterile water uazfioddu
nquaavAu Wiudadfvnandedanaenmusriuiwasdatefiualsiiingt 20 adateuuazudanisniudae
ansazanunsauaziiefislNduszuziian 30 3unt (The National Mastitis Council, 2016) Iudamaaﬁauuﬁlﬂumju
mueulsididunauieafuuinuie sterile water wiuansavaiensn Juiegnsiudidaduemnaidsatoman 7
AUANgANAIN 0-4 sariwaliaaneunsnsIaTuRAUNISUMIEIU (standard plate count, SPC ) fa89az YNl
159919878 Maximum recovery diluent (MRD) lusnsdau 1:10 a1ntuazidoans auldanududuvead oy
107 - 10° udameaasuuws 3M Petrifilm : Aeribic Count plate vl ansusiualaladvenide auruuziives
WA adazdndunsiduiudn 2 ads mstusuuleladliiulaladitududuasiomue novwe Ty
Aandenanududuilidiuaulaladszning 25-250 Talail thanldlagunluguiy Dilution factor Iidu Colony
forming unit/ml (CFU/ml)

NFAATIZANINEDR

wamsmaaummmLéﬂ’wﬁ'um"’wqmﬁmmam’wL%‘ymwﬂﬁﬁa (Minimum Bactericidal Concentration; MBC)
dnauameatAadanssaunlugdiuumse wagn1smaaeunendindassdvsninvenisanvese log §1u 10 USuia
defthuuvedlaneunazndimslinsnseniunduvaaowuaznduaiuay fensiesgdeuulssg 2 ma (2 ways
ANOVA) iflesnnUBinandenounaaeddnsaduultuhasfuiudsauny flondmwaefuusnusimontondsnis
lensnImaaaunie Analysis of Covariance (ANCOVA) Apun1sitas1gianuulsusiu
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NaN1SANYILAZIAT

ANULTUINgANANTasiWBUATLSY (Minimum Bactericidal Concentration; MBC) ¥8insadun3en 4
siialulauslu Table 1

Table 1 the Minimum Bactericidal Concentration (MBC) of 4 organic acid types on five important field strain

mastitis pathogens.

Minimum Bactericidal

Type of organic acid Species of pathogen
Concentration; MBC (%v/v)
Formic acid 1. Klebsiella spp. 0.191
2. Escherichia coli 0.191
3. Streptococcus dysgalactiae 0.191
4. Streptococcus uberis 0.191
5. Staphylococcus aureus 0.191
Lactic acid 1. Klebsiella spp. 2.650
2. Escherichia coli 10.625
3. Streptococcus dysgalactiae 1.320
4. Streptococcus uberis 0.660
5. Staphylococcus aureus 2.650
Malic acid 1. Klebsiella spp. 3.090
2. Escherichia coli 12.370
3. Streptococcus dysgalactiae 1.540
4. Streptococcus uberis 1.540
5. Staphylococcus aureus 3.090
Citric acid 1. Klebsiella spp 6.210
2. Escherichia coli 12.430
3. Streptococcus dysgalactiae 1.550
4. Streptococcus uberis 1.550
5. Staphylococcus aureus 12.430

271 Table 1 Wofinrsanaindr MBC aziiuldinsavesiinduszansnmiiianiunsenidenslsaildlunis
NAaa U NUln wiiilefiansandszansamsoniseide Kiebsiella spp. Way Escherichia coli WU31 NIALANAN NFA
AN LAENIATAIN ﬁqw%‘miﬂzhLf?iyadaiiﬂmﬂmmiuﬁfaammﬁwﬁu wazUszansamsenisende Streptococcus
dysgalactiae Wag Streptococcus uberis WU NIALANANTUTEANTAINEY TR9AUIAB NTANEN waznInTA3niia
Usvansamlndidsstu aavheussansnimdenisite Staphylococcus aureus Mnmnnlutes Tdun nsauanfin nsn
AN LATNIATAIN MINEIAU
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Table 2 comparison of Log10 bacterial count between difference study group at pre and post disinfection when

4 types of acid solution were applied.

Log10 bacterial count (CFU/ml) Log10

Type of organic acid group p-value reduction
Pre dipping Post dipping

(CFU/ml)
0.191% Formic acid control 4.47+0.68a 3.53+0.57b 0.24 0.90+0.54
treatment 4.62+1.06a 4.01+1.04b 0.60+0.50
10.625% Lactic acid control 4.45+0.71a 3.55+0.59b 0.32 0.90+0.53
treatment 4.54+0.98a 2.85+0.83b 1.69+1.17
12.37% Malic acid control 4.48+0.69a 3.53+0.58b 0.03 0.64+0.70
treatment 3.67+0.44a 3.22+0.53b 0.45+0.45
12.43% Citric acid control 4.46+0.71a 3.55+0.59b 0.00 0.64+0.70
treatment 3.64+0.45a 2.49+0.16b 1.16+0.51

a,b letter represent the statistical significantly differed between Mean+SD of Log10 bacterial count.

delfinsafindeunuarududuiifemisluneaeutssansamnmssnidefivaunlasnisiuieudiisuan
uansisresiud edeunasndniswudaensasiadu q laswsuifeussninngumnassuasnguniuauldnads
Table 2 nuddnudediuudeuivhuuriounswudonsn uay sterile water aglunasigudlofiouiunanisfing
294 Suriyasathaporn & Chupia (2011) %Lﬁulﬁiﬁwmul,%adaimmwé’ﬂmiv\iué’wﬂimnﬂmﬁmﬁﬁi’wmuammaﬂwﬁ
Toddameadn (P<0.05) uilunguifldnsadnsniiussamsnmlunissniderielsniganiinduaiuauestedifoddymig
@t (P<0.05) LLa%nmsaamaﬂ’wmw?}ladaimiuﬂa;wmaauaﬂé’ 1.16 log10 CFU/mLIuﬂumxﬁﬂa;uﬂuUﬂmﬁ?uamﬁmu
Wonolsald 0.64 loglo CFU/ml uandliiiuinansazaransadniniiuszansamlunisandefivunladifniile
Wisuifeufuansazanensanlesiinfiansuaudefivaunld 0.60 loglo CFU/mL desninguaruauiians uaudeld
0.90 log10 CFU/ml waznsnanan ftanstuuidedivaulé 0.45 loglo CFU/mL %aﬂaEJﬂdﬂﬂduﬂquqmﬁamﬁwuauL%alé’
0.64 log10 CFU/ml wanslififudwsyans amnsendefideaidiedmageuussavs nniusdns steiilofinnsanii
Usvanamlumsansiauwdeiivaeiun nsauanfnfeldindussaninmlussduidstunsadainfaudiinaglaly
wANFIAINNGUAIUANDE 1T T A Ay wsgannInandaudeatld 1.69 loglo CFU/mULiesinnindninuagnse
uanfnfianauifduiidAguenaingninissnidenslsa Tiun famaudilunsianuavenn annsuuieuvesds
anUsniiiuianiig 9 166 wagnsmednd s euilueiiunidans (Soccol et al, 2006; Cha et al,, 2016; Vargas,
2017) Ssdsrafiauszannmlunissiidodivaun luvnefinsanlesindanautafimnglunsldmunutogduradiu
onsdnlasnsnausniuluonsdu viafenuauinaudedelsalunafiuemsdafnnninisldideniuay
$raudeludunnden uanideinnsundssansnmuesnsainniishninsndunagininguaauauoiadusan
MnnsfiessusznavvanInily pH figenirdsdemasioussanininniseanguiante wasUssAninmuasnaniss
ﬁuﬁué‘lul,%aauﬁ’wﬁmmLf’?ﬁuwﬁﬂﬁﬂul,ﬁauaguuﬁauu‘lml,awwaem?hmﬂL%aﬁmﬁu acid-adapted E. coli O157:H7
(Seo et al., 2021)
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ayunansAnen

MAnsAnwissiuiasavatensadninilenudutu 12.43% fuszansawlunisend oldily
WosUFURn1s uazannsoansuudenelsaadldinnnia 30% wWudsatunsauaninfiauidudu 10.625% Sadu
‘vmLaaﬂwuwmaﬂﬂumﬂﬂwmmmamalwmLmﬂummuiimmuuamawnmmmamwaﬂs FNUADAUNINTDY
N‘U‘iiﬂﬂEJ‘IJL“LJuNaiJ’H]WﬂmﬂSUﬁ'IiLﬂMG]QLG]MIUﬂ’ISﬂ’JUmﬂiﬂ Wy asiafinguaasTu Aflsenufedsmndamioansi
paBofidsasiaguam 1wy a1sngulaseladisu (trihalomethanes) uagnsnelaadin siedinmsldnsauaniniduanssi
olaensgureumsdauuildegthdluussina egrslsfinunisfnuidlmiuiassansamusnsadninlunissnido
rolsaussnauismsezldinsfnwideidoniievszundlum s lldenldsely
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