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Effects of Medicinal Plant Extracts as Pre-milking Teat Dip to Reduce Teat-end Bacterial

Load in Lactating Dairy Cow
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Abstract: The aim of this experiment was study the effects of medicinal plant extracts as pre-milking
teat dip to reduce teat-end bacterial load in lactating dairy cow. The experimental design was a
Completely Randomized Design (CRD) of 6 treatments follow as types of medicinal plant extracts
such as Curcuma longa L., Nymphaea lotus L. (flower pollen), Nymphaea lotus L. (flower petals),
Garcinia mangostana L., Durio zibethinus L. and Psidium guajava. L. The medicinal plant extraction
by maceration method using 70 % methanol and drying by Freeze Dryer. Antibacterial activity testing
of medicinal plant extracts by MIC and MBC. The efficacy testing of pre-milking teat dip solution in
lactating dairy cows by comparing the total bacterial count on teat end before and after dipping the
solution. The results of the study found that flower pollen of Nymphaea lotus L. (38.40 %) was
highest % yield. The results of antibacterial activity testing found that Psidium guajava. L. extract
was the most effective in inhibiting bacteria. The MIC and MBC values were against S. aureus (0.25
and 1 mg/ml) and E. coli (0.5 and 2 mg/ml). And the results of the efficacy of pre-milking teat dip
solution found that the extraction of Curcuma longa L., Nymphaea lotus L. (flower pollen),
Nymphaea lotus L. (flower petals), Durio zibethinus L. and Psidium guajava. L. was a statistically
significant difference in reducing the total bacterial count of teat end (P<0.05). In conclusion, extracts
from Curcuma longa L., Nymphaea lotus L. (flower pollen), Nymphaea lotus L. (flower petals), Durio
zibethinus L. and Psidium guajava. L. can be applied as a pre-milking teat dip to reduce the teat

end bacterial load in lactating dairy cows.
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2003) \Wauvafizonduiiannsoundnszargluglad
319 dunszuIumMsIaun feaudauu dadnu
wazgunaniiaun (Judu 2) Weuvedi3efiunain
diuandou (environmental bacteria) L% u
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spp. kg Pseudomonas spp. (Makovec and Ruegg,
2003; Sampimon et al., 2004) L%@Lwﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂajuﬁ
Duideiinulsluduwandounsluisy Wy emns
wale Assequau wagiufu iJudu (Vissers and
Driehuis, 2009) @elsiaru1saf1dasenluain
dawandeunelursulavun (Smith and Hogan,
1993) FolvnuidouuafiBefiusnauaeiuues
1A3AUL 91nN15ANYIUBY (Monsallier et al., 2012)
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nsielsaduusniauldduiiontu lnedoanse
U lughuurumsgiun wasdliAnnisinide
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aven uaniauuuieinauiuasazaenaeiu
anududu whiu lulasniusediadans wawin 200
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LUUANYS al Completely Randomized Design
(CRD) Ineuuadu 6 naunmuydavesansannayulng
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nsnsEuasanaayulng
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svey ntuannsesenninayulnseandaed
917019 thalaludumias (centrifuged) 1,500
soumewdl Wuan 15 w1 wonewizdlalui
N13AZ1MYLOLUNIUDABENAILIATES Evaporator
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256,000 lailasnSusiefiadans 9ntduthuinsesae
filter membrane w1 0.45 lupsou AeudInlly
nadeUEBlUMIE U TauUATSe
nsasesdouvniliSssmiunagey

THdeuuniide 2 ¥ila léud 5. aureus wax
E. coli (lasumnueuiasziinnguéinemansuay
wmaluladiftonsidouariaunviesdiu wningde
s1fnenssd) tiesadeuuaiionumizdes
UuE]’]M’]iLgﬁNL%JE] 5% Bovine Blood Agar‘u'm’?i
oaungdl 37 asnieaibea unan 24 Falas nidu
Benlalatveadeiuenidulaladifien q s1uau 3
4 5 1aladl aslu NSS Usuins 3 faans Usuaau
YulvlanuuInggiu 0.5 McFarland Standard 1
Feiwdeulduideansiae NsS ludnsau 1:100
a¢ldansazatsuuafieddanududy Ussunn
1x10° CFU/ml
n1suageunIAIAITuTusIgaluntsdudinis
t95gvaaidouuaiiise (minimal inhibitory
concentration; MIC)

#2875 broth microdilution test Taela
microtiter plate YU 96 QU NININAZDU 3 sgﬁ
Tneifin MHB U303 50 lalasans adluvauil 1 fs
maud 11 mnduiiu arsafnagulnsaududy
Wwindu 256,000 lulasnSuseiadans Usuias 50
lulasans adlunquil 1 wdniearsuuy 2-fold
serial dilution srauAnguil 1 luaudenguil 10
PnthuiindewundSefwdonliudy (1X105cfu/ml)
U3u1ns 50 lulasdng asluvaudl 1 evgud 11
(positive control) ﬁlwwquﬁl 12 (negative control)
9z MHB a9l 100 lulasdns Yanwaziiluuud
gaumndl 37 esmwaidoa unan 18-24 Falus 81y
waven MIC Tnedananguanvineilifinisaigyves
wuafiSeviieomaiasatolunquilligu s1uennu

uduvesansadnayulnsveaquiilud MIC

n1snageunIAIndrduTui1galunasai e
uuanLse (minimal bactericidal concentration;
MBC)

1ng101a1582a1831NNTNAFRY MIC 1N
mquitidnuarla (ldnunisalyvendouuailize)
NaUAIUANUINLAEMAUAIUANAU USUIAT 10
lslasans uidl (streak) vuaMIEBaTo Mueller-
Hinton Agar (MHA) Usflgaumgfl 37 ssaiwaldea
Juaan 18-24 dalus asragnisiaiyrende
LuailFouu MHA dufinnasl MBC vesansild
nagouIINAPBITLTUgavesansaraneiliiny
mm‘%wﬂ@wﬁa
n1snagaulsEansnwvasdenguiiuanauialy
dndnaaas
msseaierguiauunaua

Tngldansatnayulnais 6 viin fdomdy
arsazangsauliundeansdethndudiinunisai
Fouda Tldanududunaud MIC vesansada
anulnsusiazvia duiulfiedonduhenguiu
feuin USiasilivaasude 1 sauu winfu 30
ladans
msmaauﬂszﬁm%mwwaaﬁﬁmﬁuﬁauuu,axms
iudeghadeuuaiiGeiivaneiou

yhn1sTauseAnsninvasienduiualula
Inua lnemafuienadeuuafiisaintaieiu
roukazndIMInaaeuteuu mafuiegn
LS'?jyaLwﬂﬁL’%sdaums@uﬁwm'«jmﬁauu (pre-dip) 9%
Auuiindsnmawdsusiumaiafuda uaens
Ausegnatevdanisguinen (post-dip) asvdagy
iheuagidatnenfuiunnonainUaieiuuud,
30 3unil Fansifiudresradonuafiisannuais
WiuuveslaTauunnassUssgnnniuisved
Kummee et al. (2015) Ingn1stheifufiegnaie

LUATILSE (swab contact method) ﬁ]'lméfmmq'wﬁd
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Tagthmasaiiudegaiiiudnulifigamgi
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399670819 U lUTiATEsimsiuiudeuuadise
Wanua (total bacterial count; TBC) laginmiagns
Fouuaiii3e Usinas 1 fadans ideandu 0.1 %
peptone water U319 9 Hadans 1neAsn191990
1981AUEIU 10 v (10-fold serial dilution)
ntudenanududud 10-2, 10-3 uag 10-4 1
MIN19NAdeUAI875 Pour Plate technique Tagla
Frognesnns 1 faaans Tdaduaumedorini
miezhl,%ml,é’a f\ﬂﬂﬁ?ﬂWlEﬂW]iLgENL%E] Standard
Plate Count Agar Uszaneu 15-20 fiadans asluanu
wnzideudmyuanlsou q Wifedauazeimis
Aoaderdhiu sfelildemsidsadeudeineu
iludulugoumisifefigumadl 37 ssmiwaldoa
uan 48 Falus shunalaetusuulaladveaie
wuAfiZermunfituuauzde isulelade
51114 25-350 laladl srerunaidulalaide
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lafluannin 350 laladl sneerunatdu too
numerous to count (TNTC)
NFAATIEVdaYaNI9ER
foyaiiliannnismaaes 19U Sevazuosans
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foyasrurunuaiiiefmuaiivaisfunieunay
n&s3usetieduiiunieuinaggndauUasdoya
TeglusUretasn139iusssuvif (Ln) Aoudiun
WATILINEda lagnisiiasigideyaniaia
Jesfuaginismaaeunianszareiavedeyaly
JURUUUBINTIN histogram nduthudiesgsiv
A1AIULUTUTIUYRITayanI8 ANOVA 1ngld
Generalized linear model MUWUULNUNITNARDI
wuuguauysal (Completely Randomized Design,
CRD) 1W3suifisuauuandIaresUIumle
wuafiSevimuaiiuaneunneuLasndsutnendu
TuNAeudn M3 Tukey Test fiszrunudosiy

71 95% (P<0.05) IngllUsunsy SPSS version 20.0

NANIINARDILALITD]
nsafaayulng
wantsataayulngis 6 via ldun aiudu
wastiuas naudIkag Waendage Whsniseu
warlud$s fadadioiuniuea adudu 70

§ @ s '

Wosidus nudrasainayulnsiid1fovavvesans

v
° 7

ainADUINT ALY (% yield) tvinAU 11.04%,
38.40%, 36.40%, 33.64%, 31.44% Lay 11.76%
AUAIAY
nuansainayulnsnuIfitegeayulng
whaztalaUSUIUE1TE1TENANAIDINTLL RIS
W luvsmafiuandnadu WeluSeudieu % yield
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unaftarnsemuea 1 % yield gefign (38.40 %)
5998911 Aa nautwee Waendsan Whsnyseu
Tur$s wazaiiudy Faanmsanwedeinuinge
ayulnsludiuvesnen uaziudenvenalduiadn
Argun1ueazliial % Yield gandndiuveunin
warlu fawanslupnsned 1
Naﬂﬁi%ﬂﬁBUq%‘ﬁ{ﬁ’IUL%aLLUﬂﬁL%EI’UENﬁ’]‘JﬁﬁJﬂ
ayulng
mamwmaaquéﬁmv‘%LLUﬂﬁﬁwaqmi
afnayulng wuiwiudu inasta nduth wWien
ffapn WasNFeu wazlunds fid1 MIC uag MBC
feauUATiSe S. aureus WAL (1 uay 4 me/ml),
(1 wag 4 mg/ml), (4 wag 16 mg/ml), (0.25 way 1
mg/ml), (4 uag 16 mg/ml) wag (0.25 wag 1
mg/ml) AIUa1AU LagdA1 MIC way MBC RoLto
wWUANLSE £ coli winAu (1uag 4 mg/ml), (0.5 wag
2 mg/ml), (8 wag 32 mg/ml), (1 wag 4 mg/ml), (8
way 32 mg/ml) tag (0.5 waz 2 mg/ml) Auaau
mﬂmaﬂﬁwﬂaaquéé}’mvﬁyaLwﬂﬂﬁmaq

ansafnayulnens 6 ¥ia wunasanayulnsyn

a o < v

¥l Agndsuenuaisens 2 sia launnaneiu
ol ulNgugMBA UL BLUATILI8YBIANTANn

ayulnsainnisAnwiasalinudtasadalusl Sl

UszAnsnmgeaalunisdududeuvadie Tasiia
MIC wag MBC driigalunisdudsuuaiide s
aureus (0.25 wag 1 mg/ml) wag E. coli (0.5 wag 2
me/ml) Fedenndesfuni1sAneaes Kummee et
al. (2015) inpapugrsiuTouuaiisevesasarin
neunludSmuanansadud adonuniiaeiidu
anvndrdgvesnisifinlsawnuudnauls lagans
affanenuainluddeiian MIC sevie £ coli (1
mg/ml), S. aureus (<0.125 mg/ml) wag S
agalactiae (0.125 mg/ml) WazAITANBIVD
Morais-Braga et al. (2016b) wuiansafnanluss
annsiudadeuuniide Wy S. aureus, E. coli waz
P. aeruginosa 1§ Feansafmainlunaduds s
aureus 154‘3‘17{@3@ A1 MIC WAu 0.256 me/ml tag
Seddiek et al. (2020) liAnwgrsiudenuaiise
uazquisiueyyadasranivayulnsnuiTlun e
anadefwaraewninea fanseengnilungy
Alkaloids, Saponin, Anthraquinone, Tannins,
Terpenes, Flavonoids tag Coumarins %ﬂﬁqwélu
miéjuéz?d L%E]Lwﬂﬁﬁﬂ Bacillus subtilis, S. aureus,
E. coli Uag Salmonella typhi fid1 MIC 8gj5gning

5.5-11 mg/mL

M15197 1 AauaniRvesansainayulng ihndnuiineulasndadnmewniuea 70 Wosldus waziovay

YpsansanARBUNNENLIA (% yield)

Medicinal plant (Scientific name) Parts used Dry weight Extract dry weight Yield

(9 (9 (%)
aiiudu (Curcuma longa L) rhizomes 50 5.52 11.04 %
UaLas (Nymphaea lotus L.) Flower pollen 50 19.20 38.40 %
Jume (Nymphaea lotus L.) Flower petals 50 18.20 36.40 %
13An (Garcinia mangostana L.) fruit peels 50 16.82 33.64 %
38U (Durio zibethinus L.) fruit peels 50 15.72 31.44 %
{53 (Psidium guajava. L.) Leaves 50 5.88 11.76 %
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v

annannluelsanan ansanmaaandenn gelia1 MIC

uaw MBC shgalunsdudautewundie S aureus
(0.25 uaz 1 mg/ml) Lazgansananasiiiasda MIC
uaz MBC dgalunisdudade £ coli (0.5 uay 2
me/ml) Wuieafiuansatalunsa faandlunsad 2
n1snadeulsednsninvesgerguiauuneusaluy
dninnaa
mamwmaauﬂizﬁw%mwmaqﬁwmﬁjmﬁaum
Aowsnanansainayulng 6 ¥ia san1sanusuin
Jouuafi3ofmuniivarsiuululaiauy wuiy
viiutu inastaung ndutuns Wiendga wWien
mIvu uazludds denadsusuiadeuundise
ﬁwmﬁammwé’qajmﬁﬂm Wi (10.55£1.13 uag
8.64+0.54),(11.35+1.97 wag 9.05+0.86),
(10.61+1.09 wae 8.82+0.54),(10.85+1.19 uae
9.95+1.45),(11.15+£1.12 wag 8.81+0.32) way
(10.52+1.39 @ 9.16+0.79) mUaIHU
dowFeuiisuuszansamesienguiuy
Aevdnfimieuainansadnayulng 99nnsfnwady

Unudviudu nastiwae naudaues LUGenseu

a

LagluRSY @a11150anUSU1LYaLUATILS8vIanLA
Yaneirunlaunndisegeddeod1Agnieai

(P<0.05) §9@89AARBINUNITANYIVBY Kummee et

M15199 2 A1 MIC waz MBC vasansannayulnssiaiowuniiiss Staphylococcus aureus wag Escherichia coli

A o [

al. (2015) ‘mnmesaﬂwm‘umﬂim\l%"ﬂmﬂizqﬂ
T duhenquiuurieuialulaiaunnuiiasarn
ne1uanludsansnsnanUunandounaiie
Wanun (Total bacterial count; TBC) LagluAyilsey
ngu (Staphylococcal count; STA) fvaneuule
wANFN9eEg19lNsd 1 AYN19anA (P<0.05) d1uans
affuFentonn ietnanldiiuienquiuudouin
nurannsoanUiinaideuuaiiferuniivany

v
' o

guinenlal

Q

Huuladntsy USunadionaunasnds
WANANNAUNIEDR (P>0.05) AILAAIIUAITIN 3
Faualun1sanUSuandoluailiseNnuaneiiuy

v o =

vodasannayulnssenItenauLarnasTauun

wansaiuy Funaiesnanaiseongnid e
wuluayulnsiivinuiuendei annsineues
Mickymaray (2019) Wudﬂmiaaﬂqwémﬂ%amw
Tawn Flavonoids, Alkaloids, Terpenes Lﬁaﬁwm
saufuudrezdgnslunisdudewuaiise Tned
anautRlunsfuduuafiGefiduivdelsad duds

o

N19d9LATN

[ o

LUNTIINU §UTIN1591a09 DNA 984

UVYINTATNHNUINGAA

a

dy a 6 U :‘J’ b
bYBYAUNIY gugansasslu

q

lafldn nszAuNISHENBNTIAY Lagn1sdoundu

UYDINIIABYIATULATN AL NALATUYNTAUYDIEN

v

UiTue 1Hudu

medicinal plant

Bacterial type

extracts Staphylococcus aureus Escherichia coli
MIC (mg/ml) MBC (mg/ml) MIC (mg/ml) MBC (mg/ml)
viiutu 1 a 1 a
WNATUILAY 1 4 0.5 2
NAUTILAS 4 16 8 32
wWienisna 0.25 1 1 4
wWaennseu 4 16 8 32
Turlss 0.25 1 0.5 2
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A1519% 3 WSeuiguUSunawuaisenanun (Total bacterial count: TBC) MUSIaiUangiiuslasaus

Aouuarnaaeduiunieusanasainauulng

Pre-milking teat dip N Total bacterial count; TBC (P-value)
Pre dip (meanzsd) Post dip (meanzsd)
i 6 10.55+1.13 8.64+0.54 0.026
nasin 6 11.35+1.97 9.05+0.86 0.034
naudn 6 10.61=1.09 8.82+0.54 0.002
wWaeniisan 6 10.85+1.19 9.95+1.45 0.142
wWheniiSeu 6 11.1521.12 8.81+0.32 0.002
Tuslsa 6 10.52+1.39 9.16+0.79 0.011

uananiians Tannin Anuluayulnsignsly
nstudadeuuaiize Tnedanauiflunisannisin
i1 etLUATISBUNTURN IAUIIMISANULATEN
oxidative phosphorylation wag&u é'?ﬂ AREGERK
oulesiuenigadvesuuaiiie Jeaenndasfiu
N19AN¥19949 Das and Goswami (2019) WU31@3
Tannin lulud$earursadudadenuniiie
Methicilin  Resistant  Staphylococcus  Aureus
(MRSA) TiuenldanifenuaiiSenesmanainld

Tudiuvesarsadnayulnssiudu
(Oghenejobo et al., 2017) U71A (Mabona et al.,
2013; Yisa, 2009) W38 (Sah et al,, 2014) uazes
(Seddiek et al., 2020; Moris- braga et al., 2016b;
Soliman et al.,, 2016; Dhiman et al.,, 2011) Wuans
ffignilunisirudenuafiSendroadeiu Wy
Tannin, Flavonoids, Alkaloids, Terpenes, Saponin
uaz Phenol SwhlfaunsoanuSinandouuniiied
Yanesunlulasauulaiuszansnmaiuheaiy
duasataidensisnn aznuanseengnsanlg
\Ju Xanthones 21nN15@NWIVD9 Manimekalai et
al. (2016) wudflmsaaﬂqmé Xanthones %ﬁqwé
Aoulunenvidinueyyadasy(antioxidant) qusu

12159 (antitumor) gVBEUNIUA (antiallergic) §1d

A1uN158nLau (anti-inflammatory) gnsdesiu

[
=1

3¥UUUTEaIM (anti-neuroprotective) qw’ééﬁuma
17 (antifungal) gnddula¥a (antiviral) wazgqnian
U187 (Anti-Acne) (Sundaram et al.,1983;
Mehan et al., 2014) ﬁaqué‘lumaéﬁmﬁaLwﬁﬁﬁa
sz dugridlunissududouuaiiediinldands wu
Propionibacterium acnes (Soliman et al., 2016)
Faumnersanansafnasyulnsviinduiiaesignidu
L%@LwﬂﬁL%ﬂdauIMfgLﬂuL%aLLUﬂﬁﬁﬂ S. aureus,
MRSA | E. coli, B. subtilis wag P. aeruginosa 67%&
HudeuuaiiSedfinelsaduusnaululau
fawansafaFendenadldibudrendy
Funreusatuarldlidgvdlaemsdunisanusunes
HowuafiSedivarevu udansatadentined
Qm%‘s[,umﬁﬂmmmma (healing of the wound) N5
\iANUBY (suppuration) LLazmiLﬁmmawqm%a%“a
(chronic ulcer) 1@ (Chen et al ., 2018) Fomndoms
thienansafnanidensianmnuszgndldiduien
Juhuuneuiamafiuarududuresmsatndasy
Tfenududuinnduvdeldsuivansataayulng

A A4 A gyva a a &
%uﬂauLW@i%Lﬂﬁﬂﬁga‘WﬁﬂqwmqﬂsUu

agunan1Inaaauazdatauauue
nuantsainayulngaiiedsnisuy

(maceration method) agldumuea 70 Wasidus
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LLazﬁﬁLLﬁﬂﬁ?&JLﬂ%ad Freezr Dryer (Telstar, Lioalfa
6-50) wudrasananastiuasdl % yield gadtan
(38.40 %) 090911 Aw naudILAg WHendina
Waonmidou Turs wasaiiudu gy
nanIMAdeUgNER LT euUATIS BT A
afnayulns nuiransafelunsdussavsamgegn
Tumsdudadeuuniize Tnefie1 MIC uag MBC i
flanlunsdudauuniide s. aureus wag £ coli iilo
wenausiisveatouvadiousnanarsataainly

o

W¥audr ansafadontiann Saflen MIC way MBC
daelunisdudadouuaiile . aureus uay @13
affunastaunsiien MIC uag MBC sgalun1sduds
o £ coli uferfuansariluss
dowFeuiisuuszansamesienguiu
reusafiaiouainaisataayulng 91An15ANWY
wuiafiudy inastauns nduthua Wienndoy

a

wagludds anansnanUiinadeuuaiiFevionundi
Yaneirunlaunndisegedideod1Agnieais
(P<0.05) druansadadonsfann lothanl4dy
‘151sJﬂijuﬁ’su:uﬁau%‘mwudﬂmmmam%mzul,%ya
wuaitieianuaiivanevunldidntes Usinaude
rouLasudsuenlaiuanAneiunada (P>0.05)
Mnmsfnmediinuinannsaiietansadn
asulnsviiuiy inastuns ndutuns WaenySeu
waglunds auszgndldidutnenguiuuneuiely
msanUiinaideuuaiideimuaiiuareiuiionn
vionaununsldarsaiild sadnisiienaisade
ayulnsnUszandldusnangrslunisduduazan
Usinandenuafiielduditu dudesdinismaaau
qusnsseasifeauaznisnaaeuadufivi
wingaunouthuldate ieldliAnsunseded

1o uazn1sUuiouasduusluseninamisiauy
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