
 
 

 

 African Journal of 

Microbiology Research 

  Volume 8 Number 49, 3 December, 2014 

ISSN  1996-0808 



 

ABOUT AJMR 
 

The African Journal of Microbiology Research (AJMR) (ISSN 1996-0808) is published Weekly (one volume per 
year) by Academic Journals. 

 
African Journal of Microbiology Research (AJMR) provides rapid publication (weekly) of articles in all areas of 
Microbiology such as: Environmental Microbiology, Clinical Microbiology, Immunology, Virology, Bacteriology, 
Phycology, Mycology and Parasitology, Protozoology, Microbial Ecology, Probiotics and Prebiotics, Molecular 
Microbiology, Biotechnology, Food Microbiology, Industrial Microbiology, Cell Physiology, Environmental 
Biotechnology, Genetics, Enzymology, Molecular and Cellular Biology, Plant Pathology, Entomology, Biomedical 
Sciences, Botany and Plant Sciences, Soil and Environmental Sciences, Zoology, Endocrinology, Toxicology. The 
Journal welcomes the submission of manuscripts that meet the general criteria of significance and scientific 
excellence. Papers will be published shortly after acceptance. All articles are peer-reviewed. 

 

Submission of Manuscript 
 

Please read the Instructions for Authors before submitting your manuscript. The manuscript files should be given 
the last name of the first author 
 
Click here to Submit manuscripts online 
  
If you have any difficulty using the online submission system, kindly submit via this email 
ajmr@academicjournals.org. 
  
With questions or concerns, please contact the Editorial Office at ajmr@academicjournals.org. 

http://ms.academicjournals.org/


 

Editors 
 
Prof. Dr. Stefan Schmidt, 
Applied and Environmental Microbiology 
School of Biochemistry, Genetics and Microbiology 
University of KwaZulu-Natal 
Private Bag X01 
Scottsville, Pietermaritzburg 3209 
South Africa. 
 
Prof. Fukai Bao 
Department of Microbiology and Immunology 
Kunming Medical University 
Kunming 650031,  
China 
 
Dr. Jianfeng Wu 
Dept. of Environmental Health Sciences, 
School of Public Health, 
University of Michigan  
USA 
 
Dr. Ahmet Yilmaz Coban 
OMU Medical School,  
Department of Medical Microbiology,  
Samsun,  
Turkey 
 
Dr. Seyed Davar Siadat 
Pasteur Institute of Iran,  
Pasteur Square, Pasteur Avenue,  
Tehran, 
Iran. 
 
Dr. J. Stefan Rokem 
The Hebrew University of Jerusalem 
Department of Microbiology and Molecular Genetics,  
P.O.B. 12272, IL-91120 Jerusalem,  
Israel 
 
Prof. Long-Liu Lin 
National Chiayi University 
300 Syuefu Road,  
Chiayi,  
Taiwan 
 
N. John Tonukari, Ph.D 
Department of Biochemistry 
Delta State University 
PMB 1 
Abraka, Nigeria 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Dr. Thaddeus Ezeji 
Assistant Professor 
Fermentation and Biotechnology Unit 
Department of Animal Sciences 
The Ohio State University 
1680 Madison Avenue 
USA. 
 

Associate Editors 
 
Dr. Mamadou Gueye 
MIRCEN/ Laboratoire commun de microbiologie  
IRD-ISRA-UCAD, BP 1386,  
DAKAR, Senegal. 
 
Dr. Caroline Mary Knox 
Department of Biochemistry, Microbiology and 
Biotechnology 
Rhodes University 
Grahamstown 6140 
South Africa. 
 
Dr. Hesham Elsayed Mostafa 
Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology Research 
Institute (GEBRI) 
Mubarak City For Scientific Research,  
Research Area, New Borg El-Arab City, 
Post Code 21934, Alexandria, Egypt. 
 
Dr. Wael Abbas El-Naggar 
Head of Microbiology Department,  
Faculty of Pharmacy,  
Mansoura University,  
Mansoura 35516, Egypt. 
 
Dr. Abdel Nasser A. El-Moghazy 
Microbiology, Molecular Biology, Genetics Engineering 
and Biotechnology 
Dept of Microbiology and Immunology  
Faculty of Pharmacy 
Al-Azhar University  
Nasr city,  
Cairo, Egypt 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
Dr. Barakat S.M. Mahmoud 
Food Safety/Microbiology 
Experimental Seafood Processing Laboratory 
Costal Research and Extension Center 
Mississippi State University 
3411 Frederic Street 
Pascagoula, MS 39567 
USA 
 
Prof. Mohamed Mahrous Amer 
Poultry Disease (Viral Diseases of poultry) 
Faculty of Veterinary Medicine,  
Department of Poultry Diseases 
Cairo university 
Giza, Egypt 
 
Dr. Xiaohui Zhou 
Molecular Microbiology, Industrial Microbiology, 
Environmental Microbiology, Pathogenesis, Antibiotic 
resistance, Microbial Ecology 
Washington State University 
Bustad Hall 402 Department of Veterinary 
Microbiology and Pathology, Pullman,  
USA 
 
Dr. R. Balaji Raja 
Department of Biotechnology, 
School of Bioengineering, 
SRM University, 
Chennai 
India 
 
Dr. Aly E Abo-Amer 
Division of Microbiology, Botany Department, Faculty 
of Science, Sohag University. 
Egypt. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Editorial Board 

 
Dr. Haoyu Mao 
Department of Molecular Genetics and Microbiology 
College of Medicine 
University of Florida 
Florida, Gainesville 
USA. 
 
Dr. Rachna Chandra 
Environmental Impact Assessment Division 
Environmental Sciences 
Sálim Ali Center for Ornithology and Natural History 
(SACON), 
Anaikatty (PO), Coimbatore-641108, India 
 
Dr. Yongxu Sun 
Department of Medicinal Chemistry and 
Biomacromolecules  
Qiqihar Medical University, Qiqihar 161006  
Heilongjiang Province  
P.R. China 
 
Dr. Ramesh Chand Kasana 
Institute of Himalayan Bioresource Technology 
Palampur, Distt. Kangra (HP),  
India 
 
Dr. S. Meena Kumari 
Department of Biosciences 
Faculty of Science 
University of Mauritius 
Reduit 
 
Dr. T. Ramesh 
Assistant Professor 
Marine Microbiology 
CAS in Marine Biology 
Faculty of Marine Sciences 
Annamalai University 
Parangipettai - 608 502 
Cuddalore Dist. Tamilnadu,  
India 
 
Dr. Pagano Marcela Claudia 
Post doctoral fellowship at Department of Biology,  
Federal University of Ceará - UFC,  
Brazil. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Dr. EL-Sayed E. Habib 
Associate Professor,  
Dept. of Microbiology,  
Faculty of Pharmacy,  
Mansoura University,  
Egypt. 
 
Dr. Pongsak Rattanachaikunsopon 
Department of Biological Science, 
Faculty of Science, 
Ubon Ratchathani University, 
Warin Chamrap, Ubon Ratchathani 34190, 
Thailand 
 
Dr. Gokul Shankar Sabesan 
Microbiology Unit, Faculty of Medicine,  
AIMST University 
Jalan Bedong, Semeling 08100,  
Kedah,  
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Kwang Young Song 
Department of Biological Engineering,  
School of Biological and Chemical Engineering,  
Yanbian Universityof Science and Technology,  
Yanji,  
China. 
 
Dr. Kamel Belhamel 
Faculty of Technology,  
University of Bejaia 
Algeria 
 
Dr. Sladjana Jevremovic 
Institute for Biological Research  
Sinisa Stankovic,  
Belgrade, 
Serbia 
 
Dr. Tamer Edirne 
Dept. of Family Medicine, Univ. of Pamukkale 
Turkey 
 
Dr. R. Balaji Raja M.Tech (Ph.D) 
Assistant Professor, 
Department of Biotechnology, 
School of Bioengineering, 
SRM University, 
Chennai. 
India 
 
Dr. Minglei Wang 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign,USA 
 
 

 
 
Dr. Mohd Fuat ABD Razak 
Institute for Medical Research 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Davide Pacifico 
Istituto di Virologia Vegetale – CNR 
Italy 
 
Prof. Dr. Akrum Hamdy 
Faculty of Agriculture, Minia University, Egypt 
Egypt 
 
Dr. Ntobeko A. B. Ntusi 
Cardiac Clinic, Department of Medicine,  
University of Cape Town and  
Department of Cardiovascular Medicine,  
University of Oxford 
South Africa and  
United Kingdom 
 
Prof. N. S. Alzoreky 
Food Science & Nutrition Department,  
College of Agricultural Sciences & Food,  
King Faisal University, 
Saudi Arabia 
 
Dr. Chen Ding 
College of Material Science and Engineering,  
Hunan University, 
China 
 
Dr Svetlana Nikolić 
Faculty of Technology and Metallurgy,  
University of Belgrade, 
Serbia 
 
Dr. Sivakumar Swaminathan 
Department of Agronomy,  
College of Agriculture and Life Sciences,  
Iowa State University,  
Ames, Iowa 50011    
USA 
 
Dr. Alfredo J. Anceno 
School of Environment, Resources and Development 
(SERD),  
Asian Institute of Technology, 
Thailand 
 
Dr. Iqbal Ahmad 
Aligarh Muslim University,  
Aligrah 
India 
 
 



 
 
Dr. Josephine Nketsia-Tabiri 
Ghana Atomic Energy Commission 
Ghana 
 
Dr. Juliane Elisa Welke 
UFRGS – Universidade Federal do Rio  
Grande do Sul 
Brazil 
 
Dr. Mohammad Nazrul Islam 
NIMR; IPH-Bangalore & NIUM 
Bangladesh 
 
Dr. Okonko, Iheanyi Omezuruike 
Department of Virology,  
Faculty of Basic Medical Sciences,  
College of Medicine,  
University of Ibadan,  
University College Hospital,  
Ibadan, 
Nigeria 
 
Dr. Giuliana Noratto 
Texas A&M University 
USA 
 
Dr. Phanikanth Venkata Turlapati 
Washington State University 
USA 
 
Dr. Khaleel I. Z. Jawasreh 
National Centre for Agricultural Research and 
Extension, NCARE 
Jordan 
 
Dr. Babak Mostafazadeh, MD 
Shaheed Beheshty University of Medical Sciences 
Iran 
 
Dr. S. Meena Kumari 
Department of Biosciences 
Faculty of Science 
University of Mauritius 
Reduit 
Mauritius 
 
Dr. S. Anju 
Department of Biotechnology,  
SRM University, Chennai-603203 
India 
 
Dr. Mustafa Maroufpor 
Iran 
 
 

 
 
Prof. Dong Zhichun 
Professor, Department of Animal Sciences and 
Veterinary Medicine,  
Yunnan Agriculture University,  
China 
 
Dr. Mehdi Azami 
Parasitology & Mycology Dept,  
Baghaeei Lab.,  
Shams Abadi St.  
Isfahan 
Iran 
 
Dr. Anderson de Souza Sant’Ana 
University of São Paulo. 
Brazil. 
 
Dr. Juliane Elisa Welke 
UFRGS – Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul 
Brazil 
 
Dr. Paul Shapshak 
USF Health,  
Depts. Medicine (Div. Infect. Disease & Internat Med) 
and Psychiatry & Beh Med. 
USA 
 
Dr. Jorge Reinheimer 
Universidad Nacional del Litoral (Santa Fe) 
Argentina 
 
Dr. Qin Liu 
East China University of Science  
and Technology 
China 
 
Dr. Xiao-Qing Hu 
State Key Lab of Food Science and Technology 
Jiangnan University 
P. R. China 
 
Prof. Branislava Kocic 
Specaialist of Microbiology and Parasitology  
University of Nis, School of Medicine Institute  
for Public Health Nis, Bul. Z. Djindjica 50, 18000 Nis  
Serbia 
 
Dr. Rafel Socias 
CITA de Aragón,  
Spain 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Prof. Kamal I. Mohamed 
State University of New York at Oswego 
USA 
 
Dr. Adriano Cruz 
Faculty of Food Engineering-FEA 
University of Campinas (UNICAMP)  
Brazil 
 
Dr. Mike Agenbag (Michael Hermanus Albertus) 
Manager Municipal Health Services,  
Joe Gqabi District Municipality 
South Africa 
 
Dr. D. V. L. Sarada 
Department of Biotechnology, 
SRM University, Chennai-603203 
India. 
 
Dr. Samuel K Ameyaw 
Civista Medical Center 
United States of America 
 
Prof. Huaizhi Wang 
Institute of Hepatopancreatobiliary  
Surgery of PLA Southwest Hospital,  
Third Military Medical University 
Chongqing400038  
P. R. China 
 
Prof. Bakhiet AO 
College of Veterinary Medicine, Sudan  
University of Science and Technology 
Sudan 
 
Dr. Saba F. Hussain 
Community, Orthodontics and Peadiatric Dentistry 
Department 
Faculty of Dentistry 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
40450 Shah Alam, Selangor 
Malaysia 
 
Prof. Dr. Zohair I.F.Rahemo 
State Key Lab of Food Science and Technology 
Jiangnan University 
P. R. China 
 
Dr. Afework Kassu 
University of Gondar 
Ethiopia 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Prof. Isidro A. T. Savillo 
ISCOF 
Philippines 
 
Dr. How-Yee Lai 
Taylor’s University College 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Nidheesh Dadheech 
MS. University of Baroda, Vadodara, Gujarat, India. 
India 
 
Dr. Omitoyin Siyanbola 
Bowen University,  
Iwo 
Nigeria 
 
Dr. Franco Mutinelli 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale delle Venezie 
Italy 
 
Dr. Chanpen Chanchao 
Department of Biology,  
Faculty of Science,  
Chulalongkorn University 
Thailand 
 
Dr. Tsuyoshi Kasama 
Division of Rheumatology,  
Showa University 
Japan 
 
Dr. Kuender D. Yang, MD. 
Chang Gung Memorial Hospital 
Taiwan 
 
Dr. Liane Raluca Stan 
University Politehnica of Bucharest,  
Department of Organic Chemistry “C.Nenitzescu” 
Romania 
 
Dr. Muhamed Osman 
Senior Lecturer of Pathology & Consultant 
Immunopathologist 
Department of Pathology, 
Faculty of Medicine, 
Universiti Teknologi MARA, 
40450 Shah Alam, Selangor 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Mohammad Feizabadi 
Tehran University of medical Sciences 
Iran 
 
 



 
 
Prof. Ahmed H Mitwalli 
State Key Lab of Food Science and Technology 
Jiangnan University 
P. R. China 
 
Dr. Mazyar Yazdani 
Department of Biology, 
University of Oslo,  
Blindern,  
Oslo, 
Norway 
 
Dr. Ms. Jemimah Gesare Onsare 
Ministry of Higher, Education  
Science and Technology 
Kenya 
 
Dr. Babak Khalili Hadad 
Department of Biological Sciences,  
Roudehen Branch,  
Islamic Azad University,  
Roudehen 
Iran 
 
Dr. Ehsan Sari 
Department of Plan Pathology,  
Iranian Research Institute of Plant Protection,  
Tehran, 
Iran. 
 
Dr. Snjezana Zidovec Lepej 
University Hospital for Infectious Diseases  
Zagreb, 
Croatia 
 
Dr. Dilshad Ahmad 
King Saud University 
Saudi Arabia 
 
Dr. Adriano Gomes da Cruz 
University of Campinas (UNICAMP) 
Brazil 
 
Dr. Hsin-Mei Ku 
Agronomy Dept. NCHU 250 Kuo  
Kuang Rd, Taichung, 
Taiwan 
 
Dr. Fereshteh Naderi 
Physical chemist,  
Islamic Azad University,  
Shahre Ghods Branch 
Iran 
 
 

 
 
Dr. Adibe Maxwell Ogochukwu 
Department of Clinical Pharmacy and Pharmacy 
Management,  
University of Nigeria,  
Nsukka. 
Nigeria 
 
Dr. William M. Shafer 
Emory University School of Medicine 
USA 
 
Dr. Michelle Bull 
CSIRO Food and Nutritional Sciences 
Australia 
 
Prof. Dr. Márcio Garcia Ribeiro (DVM, PhD) 
School of Veterinary Medicine and Animal Science- 
UNESP, 
Dept. Veterinary Hygiene and Public Health,  
State of Sao Paulo 
Brazil 
 
Prof. Dr. Sheila Nathan 
National University of Malaysia (UKM) 
Malaysia 
 
Prof. Ebiamadon Andi Brisibe 
University of Calabar,  
Calabar, 
Nigeria 
 
Dr. Julie Wang 
Burnet Institute 
Australia 
 
Dr. Jean-Marc Chobert 
INRA- BIA, FIPL 
France 
 
Dr. Zhilong Yang, PhD 
Laboratory of Viral Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases,  
National Institutes of Health 
 
Dr. Dele Raheem 
University of Helsinki 
Finland 
 
Dr. Li Sun 
PLA Centre for the treatment of infectious diseases,  
Tangdu Hospital,  
Fourth Military Medical University 
China 
 
 



 
 
Dr. Biljana Miljkovic-Selimovic 
School of Medicine,  
University in Nis,  
Serbia; Referent laboratory for Campylobacter and 
Helicobacter,  
Center for Microbiology,  
Institute for Public Health, Nis 
Serbia 
 
Dr. Xinan Jiao 
Yangzhou University 
China 
 
Dr. Endang Sri Lestari, MD. 
Department of Clinical Microbiology,  
Medical Faculty,  
Diponegoro University/Dr. Kariadi Teaching Hospital,  
Semarang 
Indonesia 
 
Dr. Hojin Shin 
Pusan National University Hospital 
South Korea 
 
Dr. Yi Wang 
Center for Vector Biology, 180 Jones Avenue 
Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ 08901-8536 
USA 
 
Dr. Heping Zhang 
The Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology and 
Engineering,  
Ministry of Education,  
Inner Mongolia Agricultural University. 
China 
 
Prof. Natasha Potgieter 
University of Venda 
South Africa 
 
Dr. Alemzadeh 
Sharif University 
Iran 
 
Dr. Sonia Arriaga 
Instituto Potosino de Investigación Científicay 
Tecnológica/División de Ciencias Ambientales 
Mexico 
 
Dr. Armando Gonzalez-Sanchez 
Universidad Autonoma Metropolitana Cuajimalpa 
Mexico 
 
 
 

 
 
Dr. Pradeep Parihar 
Lovely Professional University, Phagwara, Punjab. 
India 
 
Dr. William H Roldán 
Department of Medical Microbiology,  
Faculty of Medicine, 
Peru 
 
Dr. Kanzaki, L I B 
Laboratory of Bioprospection. University of Brasilia 
Brazil 
 
Prof. Philippe Dorchies 
Laboratory of Bioprospection. University of Brasilia 
Brazil 
 
Dr. C. Ganesh Kumar 
Indian Institute of Chemical Technology,  
Hyderabad 
India 
 
Dr. Farid Che Ghazali 
Universiti Sains Malaysia (USM) 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Samira Bouhdid 
Abdelmalek Essaadi University,  
Tetouan, 
Morocco 
 
Dr. Zainab Z. Ismail 
Department of Environmental Engineering, University 
of Baghdad. 
Iraq 
 
Dr. Ary Fernandes Junior 
Universidade Estadual Paulista (UNESP) 
Brasil 
 
Dr. Papaevangelou Vassiliki 
Athens University Medical School 
Greece 
 
Dr. Fangyou Yu 
The first Affiliated Hospital of Wenzhou Medical 
College 
China 
 
Dr. Galba Maria de Campos Takaki 
Catholic University of Pernambuco 
Brazil 
 
 
 



 
 
Dr. Kwabena Ofori-Kwakye 
Department of Pharmaceutics, 
Kwame Nkrumah University of Science & Technology, 
KUMASI 
Ghana 
 
Prof. Dr. Liesel Brenda Gende 
Arthropods Laboratory, School of Natural and Exact 
Sciences, National University of Mar del Plata 
Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. 
 
Dr. Adeshina Gbonjubola 
Ahmadu Bello University, 
Zaria. 
Nigeria 
 
Prof. Dr. Stylianos Chatzipanagiotou 
University of Athens – Medical School 
Greec 
 
Dr. Dongqing BAI 
Department of Fishery Science, 
Tianjin Agricultural College, 
Tianjin 300384 
P. R. China 
 
Dr. Dingqiang Lu 
Nanjing University of Technology 
P.R. China 
 
Dr. L. B. Sukla 
Scientist –G & Head, Biominerals Department, 
IMMT, Bhubaneswar 
India 
 
Dr. Hakan Parlakpinar 
MD. Inonu University, Medical Faculty, Department 
of Pharmacology, Malatya 
Turkey 
 
Dr Pak-Lam Yu 
Massey University 
New Zealand 
 
Dr Percy Chimwamurombe 
University of Namibia 
Namibia 
 
Dr. Euclésio Simionatto 
State University of Mato Grosso do Sul-UEMS 
Brazil 
 
 
 

 
 
Dr. Hans-Jürg Monstein 
Clinical Microbiology, Molecular Biology Laboratory, 
University Hospital, Faculty of Health Sciences, S-581 
85 Linköping 
Sweden 
 
Dr. Ajith, T. A 
Associate Professor Biochemistry, Amala Institute of 
Medical Sciences, Amala Nagar, Thrissur, Kerala-680 
555 
India 
 
Dr. Feng-Chia Hsieh 
Biopesticides Division, Taiwan Agricultural Chemicals 
and Toxic Substances Research Institute, Council of 
Agriculture 
Taiwan 
 
Prof. Dra. Suzan Pantaroto de Vasconcellos 
Universidade Federal de São Paulo 
Rua Prof. Artur Riedel, 275 Jd. Eldorado, Diadema, SP 
CEP 09972-270 
Brasil 
 
Dr. Maria Leonor Ribeiro Casimiro Lopes Assad 
Universidade Federal de São Carlos - Centro de 
Ciências Agrárias - CCA/UFSCar 
Departamento de Recursos Naturais e Proteção 
Ambiental 
Rodovia Anhanguera, km 174 - SP-330 
Araras - São Paulo 
Brasil 
 
Dr. Pierangeli G. Vital 
Institute of Biology, College of Science, University of 
the Philippines 
Philippines 
 
Prof. Roland Ndip 
University of Fort Hare, Alice 
South Africa 
 
Dr. Shawn Carraher  
University of Fort Hare, Alice 
South Africa 
 
Dr. José Eduardo Marques Pessanha 
Observatório de Saúde Urbana de Belo 
Horizonte/Faculdade de Medicina da Universidade 
Federal de Minas Gerais 
Brasil 
 
 
 
 



Dr. Yuanshu Qian 
Department of Pharmacology, Shantou University 
Medical College 
China 
 
Dr. Helen Treichel 
URI-Campus de Erechim 
Brazil 
 
Dr. Xiao-Qing Hu 
State Key Lab of Food Science and Technology 
Jiangnan University 
P. R. China 
 
Dr. Olli H. Tuovinen 
Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio 
USA 
 
Prof. Stoyan Groudev 
University of Mining and Geology “Saint Ivan Rilski” 
Sofia 
Bulgaria 
 
Dr. G. Thirumurugan 
Research lab, GIET School of Pharmacy, NH-5, 
Chaitanya nagar, Rajahmundry-533294. 
India 
 
Dr. Charu Gomber 
Thapar University 
India 
 
Dr. Jan Kuever 
Bremen Institute for Materials Testing, 
Department of Microbiology, 
Paul-Feller-Str. 1, 28199 Bremen 
Germany 
 
Dr. Nicola S. Flanagan 
Universidad Javeriana, Cali 
Colombia 
 
Dr. André Luiz C. M. de A. Santiago 
Universidade Federal Rural de Pernambuco 
Brazil 
 
Dr. Dhruva Kumar Jha 
Microbial Ecology Laboratory, 
Department of Botany, 
Gauhati University, 
Guwahati 781 014, Assam 
India 
 
 
 
 
 

Dr. N Saleem Basha 
M. Pharm (Pharmaceutical Biotechnology) 
Eritrea (North East Africa) 
  
Prof. Dr. João Lúcio de Azevedo 
Dept. Genetics-University of São Paulo-Faculty of 
Agriculture- Piracicaba, 13400-970 
Brasil 
  
Dr. Julia Inés Fariña 
PROIMI-CONICET 
Argentina 
  
Dr. Yutaka Ito 
Kyoto University 
Japan 
  
Dr. Cheruiyot K. Ronald 
Biomedical Laboratory Technologist 
Kenya 
  
Prof. Dr. Ata Akcil 
S. D. University 
Turkey 
  
Dr. Adhar Manna 
The University of South Dakota 
USA 
  
Dr. Cícero Flávio Soares Aragão 
Federal University of Rio Grande do Norte 
Brazil 
  
Dr. Gunnar Dahlen 
Institute of odontology, Sahlgrenska Academy at 
University of Gothenburg 
Sweden 
  
Dr. Pankaj Kumar Mishra 
Vivekananda Institute of Hill Agriculture, (I.C.A.R.), 
ALMORA-263601, Uttarakhand 
India 
 
Dr. Benjamas W. Thanomsub 
Srinakharinwirot University 
Thailand 
 
Dr. Maria José Borrego 
National Institute of Health – Department of Infectious 
Diseases 
Portugal 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Dr. Catherine Carrillo 
Health Canada, Bureau of Microbial Hazards 
Canada 
 
Dr. Marcotty Tanguy 
Institute of Tropical Medicine 
Belgium 
  
Dr. Han-Bo Zhang 
Laboratory of Conservation and Utilization for Bio-
resources 
Key Laboratory for Microbial Resources of the 
Ministry of Education, 
Yunnan University, Kunming 650091. 
School of Life Science, 
Yunnan University, Kunming, 
Yunnan Province 650091. 
China 
 
Dr. Ali Mohammed Somily 
King Saud University 
Saudi Arabia 
  
Dr. Nicole Wolter 
National Institute for Communicable Diseases and 
University of the Witwatersrand, 
Johannesburg 
South Africa 
  
Dr. Marco Antonio Nogueira 
Universidade Estadual de Londrina 
CCB/Depto. De microbiologia 
Laboratório de Microbiologia Ambiental 
Caixa Postal 6001 
86051-980 Londrina. 
Brazil 
  
Dr. Bruno Pavoni 
Department of Environmental Sciences University of 
Venice 
Italy 
  
Dr. Shih-Chieh Lee 
Da-Yeh University 
Taiwan 
  
Dr. Satoru Shimizu 
Horonobe Research Institute for the Subsurface 
Environment, 
Northern Advancement Center for Science & 
Technology 
Japan 
 
 
 
 
 

Dr. Tang Ming 
College of Forestry, Northwest A&F University, 
Yangling 
China 
 
Dr. Olga Gortzi 
Department of Food Technology, T.E.I. of Larissa 
Greece 
  
Dr. Mark Tarnopolsky 
Mcmaster University 
Canada 
  
Dr. Sami A. Zabin 
Al Baha University 
Saudi Arabia 
  
Dr. Julia W. Pridgeon 
Aquatic Animal Health Research Unit, USDA, ARS 
USA 
  
Dr. Lim Yau Yan 
Monash University Sunway Campus 
Malaysia 
 
Prof. Rosemeire C. L. R. Pietro 
Faculdade de Ciências Farmacêuticas de Araraquara, 
Univ Estadual Paulista, UNESP 
Brazil 
  
Dr. Nazime Mercan Dogan 
PAU Faculty of Arts and Science, Denizli 
Turkey 
  
Dr Ian Edwin Cock 
Biomolecular and Physical Sciences 
Griffith University 
Australia 
  
Prof. N K Dubey 
Banaras Hindu University 
India 
  
Dr. S. Hemalatha 
Department of Pharmaceutics, Institute of 
Technology, 
Banaras Hindu University, Varanasi. 221005 
India 
 
Dr. J. Santos Garcia A. 
Universidad A. de Nuevo Leon 
Mexico India 
 
 
 
 
 



Dr. Somboon Tanasupawat 
Department of Biochemistry and Microbiology, 
Faculty of Pharmaceutical Sciences, 
Chulalongkorn University, 
Bangkok 10330 
Thailand 
 
Dr. Vivekananda Mandal 
Post Graduate Department of Botany, 
Darjeeling Government College, 
Darjeeling – 734101. 
India 
  
Dr. Shihua Wang 
College of Life Sciences, 
Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University 
China 
  
Dr. Victor Manuel Fernandes Galhano 
CITAB-Centre for Research and Technology of Agro-
Environment and Biological Sciences, Integrative 
Biology and Quality Research Group, 
University of Trás-os-Montes and Alto Douro, 
Apartado 1013, 5001-801 Vila Real 
Portugal 
  
Dr. Maria Cristina Maldonado 
Instituto de Biotecnologia. Universidad Nacional de 
Tucuman 
Argentina 
  
Dr. Alex Soltermann 
Institute for Surgical Pathology, 
University Hospital Zürich 
Switzerland 
  
Dr. Dagmara Sirova 
Department of Ecosystem Biology, Faculty Of Science, 
University of South Bohemia, 
Branisovska 37, Ceske Budejovice, 37001 
Czech Republic 
 
Dr. E. O Igbinosa 
Department of Microbiology, 
Ambrose Alli University, 
Ekpoma, Edo State, 
Nigeria. 
  
Dr. Hodaka Suzuki 
National Institute of Health Sciences 
Japan 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Dr. Mick Bosilevac 
US Meat Animal Research Center 
USA 
 
Dr. Nora Lía Padola 
Imunoquímica y Biotecnología- Fac Cs Vet-UNCPBA 
Argentina 
  
Dr. Maria Madalena Vieira-Pinto 
Universidade de Trás-os-Montes e Alto Douro 
Portugal 
  
Dr. Stefano Morandi 
CNR-Istituto di Scienze delle Produzioni Alimentari 
(ISPA), Sez. Milano 
Italy 
  
Dr Line Thorsen 
Copenhagen University, Faculty of Life Sciences 
Denmark 
  
Dr. Ana Lucia Falavigna-Guilherme 
Universidade Estadual de Maringá 
Brazil 
  
Dr. Baoqiang Liao 
Dept. of Chem. Eng., Lakehead University, 955 Oliver 
Road, Thunder Bay, Ontario 
Canada 
  
Dr. Ouyang Jinping 
Patho-Physiology department, 
Faculty of Medicine of Wuhan University 
China 
  
Dr. John Sorensen 
University of Manitoba 
Canada 
  
Dr. Andrew Williams 
University of Oxford 
United Kingdom 
  
Dr. Chi-Chiang Yang 
Chung Shan Medical University 
Taiwan, R.O.C. 
 
Dr. Quanming Zou 
Department of Clinical Microbiology and Immunology, 
College of Medical Laboratory, 
Third Military Medical University 
China 
 
 
 
 
 



Prof. Ashok Kumar 
School of Biotechnology, 
Banaras Hindu University, Varanasi 
India 
 
Dr. Chung-Ming Chen 
Department of Pediatrics, Taipei Medical University 
Hospital, Taipei 
Taiwan 
  
Dr. Jennifer Furin 
Harvard Medical School 
USA 
  
Dr. Julia W. Pridgeon 
Aquatic Animal Health Research Unit, USDA, ARS 
USA 
  
Dr Alireza Seidavi 
Islamic Azad University, Rasht Branch 
Iran 
  
Dr. Thore Rohwerder 
Helmholtz Centre for Environmental Research UFZ 
Germany 
  
Dr. Daniela Billi 
University of Rome Tor Vergat 
Italy 
  
Dr. Ivana Karabegovic 
Faculty of Technology, Leskovac, University of Nis 
Serbia 
  
Dr. Flaviana Andrade Faria 
IBILCE/UNESP 
Brazil 
  
Prof. Margareth Linde Athayde 
Federal University of Santa Maria 
Brazil 
 
Dr. Guadalupe Virginia Nevarez Moorillon 
Universidad Autonoma de Chihuahua 
Mexico 
  
Dr. Tatiana de Sousa Fiuza 
Federal University of Goias 
Brazil 
 
Dr. Indrani B. Das Sarma 
Jhulelal Institute of Technology, Nagpur 
India 
 
 
 
 

Dr. Guanghua Wang 
Northeast Institute of Geography and Agroecology, 
Chinese Academy of Sciences 
China 
 
Dr. Renata Vadkertiova 
Institute of Chemistry, Slovak Academy of Science 
Slovakia 
  
Dr. Charles Hocart 
The Australian National University 
Australia 
  
Dr. Guoqiang Zhu 
University of Yangzhou College of Veterinary Medicine 
China 
  
Dr. Guilherme Augusto Marietto Gonçalves 
São Paulo State University 
Brazil 
  
Dr. Mohammad Ali Faramarzi 
Tehran University of Medical Sciences 
Iran 
  
Dr. Suppasil Maneerat 
Department of Industrial Biotechnology, Faculty of 
Agro-Industry, Prince of Songkla University, Hat Yai 
90112 
Thailand 
  
Dr. Francisco Javier Las heras Vazquez 
Almeria University 
Spain 
 
Dr. Cheng-Hsun Chiu 
Chang Gung memorial Hospital, Chang Gung 
University 
Taiwan 
  
Dr. Ajay Singh 
DDU Gorakhpur University, Gorakhpur-273009 (U.P.) 
India 
  
Dr. Karabo Shale 
Central University of Technology, Free State 
South Africa 
 
Dr. Lourdes Zélia Zanoni 
Department of Pediatrics, School of Medicine, Federal 
University of Mato Grosso do Sul, Campo Grande, 
Mato Grosso do Sul 
Brazil 
 
 
 
 



Dr. Tulin Askun 
Balikesir University 
Turkey 
 
Dr. Marija Stankovic 
Institute of Molecular Genetics and Genetic 
Engineering 
Republic of Serbia 
  
Dr. Scott Weese 
University of Guelph 
Dept of Pathobiology, Ontario Veterinary College,  
University of Guelph,  
Guelph, Ontario, N1G2W1,  
Canada 
  
Dr. Sabiha Essack 
School of Health Sciences 
South African Committee of Health Sciences  
University of KwaZulu-Natal 
Private Bag X54001 
Durban 4000 
South Africa 
 
Dr. Hare Krishna 
Central Institute for Arid Horticulture,  
Beechwal, Bikaner-334 006, Rajasthan,  
India 
 
Dr. Anna Mensuali 
Dept. of Life Science,  
Scuola Superiore  
Sant’Anna 
 
Dr. Ghada Sameh Hafez Hassan 
Pharmaceutical Chemistry Department, 
Faculty of Pharmacy, Mansoura University,  
Egypt 
 
Dr. Kátia Flávia Fernandes 
Biochemistry and Molecular Biology 
Universidade Federal de Goiás 
Brasil 
 
Dr. Abdel-Hady El-Gilany 
Public Health & Community Medicine 
Faculty of Medicine,  
Mansoura University 
Egypt 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Dr. Hongxiong Guo 
STD and HIV/AIDS Control and Prevention,  
Jiangsu provincial CDC, 
China 
 
Dr. Konstantina Tsaousi 
Life and Health Sciences,  
School of Biomedical Sciences, 
University of Ulster 
 
Dr. Bhavnaben Gowan Gordhan 
DST/NRF Centre of Excellence for Biomedical TB 
Research 
University of the Witwatersrand and National Health 
Laboratory Service 
P.O. Box 1038, Johannesburg 2000,  
South Africa 
 
Dr. Ernest Kuchar 
Pediatric Infectious Diseases,  
Wroclaw Medical University,  
Wroclaw Teaching Hospital, 
Poland 
 
Dr. Hongxiong Guo 
STD and HIV/AIDS Control and Prevention,  
Jiangsu provincial CDC, 
China 
 
Dr. Mar Rodriguez Jovita 
Food Hygiene and Safety, Faculty of Veterinary 
Science.  
University of Extremadura, 
Spain 
 
Dr. Jes Gitz Holler 
Hospital Pharmacy,  
Aalesund. Central Norway Pharmaceutical Trust 
Professor Brochs gt. 6. 7030 Trondheim,  
Norway 
 
Prof. Chengxiang FANG 
College of Life Sciences,  
Wuhan University 
Wuhan 430072, P.R.China 
 
Dr. Anchalee Tungtrongchitr 
Siriraj Dust Mite Center for Services and Research 
Department of Parasitology,  
Faculty of Medicine Siriraj Hospital,  
Mahidol University 
2 Prannok Road, Bangkok Noi,  
Bangkok, 10700, Thailand



 

Instructions for Author 
 
 

Electronic submission of manuscripts is strongly 
encouraged, provided that the text, tables, and figures are 
included in a single Microsoft Word file (preferably in Arial 
font). 

 
The cover letter should include the corresponding author's 
full address and telephone/fax numbers and should be in 
an e-mail message sent to the Editor, with the file, whose 
name should begin with the first author's surname, as an 
attachment. 

 
Article Types 
Three types of manuscripts may be submitted: 

 
Regular articles: These should describe new and carefully 
confirmed findings, and experimental procedures should 
be given in sufficient detail for others to verify the work. 
The length of a full paper should be the minimum required 
to describe and interpret the work clearly. 
Short Communications: A Short Communication is suitable 
for recording the results of complete small investigations 
or giving details of new models or hypotheses, innovative 
methods, techniques or apparatus. The style of main 
sections need not conform to that of full-length papers. 
Short communications are 2 to 4 printed pages (about 6 to 
12 manuscript pages) in length. 

 
Reviews: Submissions of reviews and perspectives covering 
topics of current interest are welcome and encouraged. 
Reviews should be concise and no longer than 4-6 printed 
pages (about 12 to 18 manuscript pages). Reviews are also 
peer-reviewed. 

 
Review Process 

 
All manuscripts are reviewed by an editor and members of 
the Editorial Board or qualified outside reviewers. Authors 
cannot nominate reviewers. Only reviewers randomly 
selected from our database with specialization in the 
subject area will be contacted to evaluate the manuscripts. 
The process will be blind review. 
Decisions will be made as rapidly as possible, and the 
Journal strives to return reviewers’ comments to authors as 
fast as possible. The editorial board will re-review 
manuscripts that are accepted pending revision. It is the 
goal of the AJMR to publish manuscripts within weeks 
after submission. 

Regular articles 

 
All portions of the manuscript must be typed double- 
spaced and all pages numbered starting from the title 
page. 

 
The Title should be a brief phrase describing the contents 
of the paper. The Title Page should include the authors' 
full names and affiliations, the name of the corresponding 
author along with phone, fax and E-mail information. 
Present addresses of authors should appear as a footnote. 

 
The Abstract should be informative and completely self- 
explanatory, briefly present the topic, state the scope of 
the experiments, indicate significant data, and point out 
major findings and conclusions. The Abstract should be 
100 to 200 words in length.. Complete sentences, active 
verbs, and the third person should be used, and the 
abstract should be written in the past tense. Standard 
nomenclature should be used and abbreviations should 
be avoided. No literature should be cited. 
Following the abstract, about 3 to 10 key words that will 
provide indexing references should be listed. 

 
A list of non-standard Abbreviations should be added. In 
general, non-standard abbreviations should be used only 
when the full term is very long and used often. Each 
abbreviation should be spelled out and introduced in 
parentheses the first time it is used in the text. Only 
recommended SI units should be used. Authors should 
use the solidus presentation (mg/ml). Standard 
abbreviations (such as ATP and DNA) need not be defined. 

 
The Introduction should provide a clear statement of the 
problem, the relevant literature on the subject, and the 
proposed approach or solution. It should be 
understandable to colleagues from a broad range of 
scientific disciplines. 

 
Materials and methods should be complete enough to 
allow experiments to be reproduced. However, only truly 
new procedures should be described in detail; previously 
published procedures should be cited, and important 
modifications of published procedures should be 
mentioned briefly. Capitalize trade names and include the 
manufacturer's name and address. Subheadings should be 
used. Methods in general use need not be described in 
detail. 



 

Results should be presented with clarity and precision. 
The results should be written in the past tense when 
describing findings in the authors' experiments. 
Previously published findings should be written in the 
present tense. Results should be explained, but largely 
without referring to the literature.  Discussion, 
speculation and detailed interpretation of data should 
not be included in the Results but should be put into the 
Discussion section. 

 
The Discussion should interpret the findings in view of 
the results obtained in this and in past studies on this 
topic. State the conclusions in a few sentences at the end 
of the paper. The Results and Discussion sections can 
include subheadings, and when appropriate, both 
sections can be combined. 

 
The Acknowledgments of people, grants, funds, etc 
should be brief. 

 
Tables should be kept to a minimum and be designed to 
be as simple as possible. Tables are to be typed double- 
spaced throughout, including headings and footnotes. 
Each table should be on a separate page, numbered 
consecutively in Arabic numerals and supplied with a 
heading and a legend. Tables should be self-explanatory 
without reference to the text. The details of the methods 
used in the experiments should preferably be described 
in the legend instead of in the text. The same data should 
not be presented in both table and graph form or 
repeated in the text. 

 
Figure legends should be typed in numerical order on a 
separate sheet. Graphics should be prepared using 
applications capable of generating high resolution GIF, 
TIFF, JPEG or Powerpoint before pasting in the Microsoft 
Word manuscript file. Tables should be prepared in 
Microsoft Word. Use Arabic numerals to designate 
figures and upper case letters for their parts (Figure 1). 
Begin each legend with a title and include sufficient 
description so that the figure is understandable without 
reading the text of the manuscript. Information given in 
legends should not be repeated in the text. 

 
References: In the text, a reference identified by means 
of an author‘s name should be followed by the date of 
the reference in parentheses. When there are more than 
two authors, only the first author‘s name should be 
mentioned, followed by ’et al‘. In the event that an 
author cited has had two or more works published during 
the same year, the reference, both in the text and in the 
reference list, should be identified by a lower case letter 
like ’a‘ and ’b‘ after the date to distinguish the works. 

 
Examples: 

 
Abayomi (2000), Agindotan et al. (2003), (Kelebeni, 
1983), (Usman and Smith, 1992), (Chege, 1998; 

1987a,b; Tijani, 1993,1995), (Kumasi et al., 2001) 
References should be listed at the end of the paper in 
alphabetical order.  Articles in preparation or  articles 
submitted  for  publication,  unpublished  observations, 
personal communications, etc. should not be included 
in the reference list but should only be mentioned in 
the article text (e.g., A. Kingori, University of Nairobi, 
Kenya,  personal  communication).  Journal  names  are 
abbreviated according to Chemical Abstracts. Authors 
are fully responsible for the accuracy of the references. 

 
Examples: 

 
Chikere CB, Omoni VT and Chikere BO (2008). 
Distribution of potential nosocomial pathogens in a 
hospital environment. Afr. J. Biotechnol. 7: 3535-3539. 

 
Moran GJ, Amii RN, Abrahamian FM, Talan DA (2005). 
Methicillinresistant Staphylococcus aureus in 
community-acquired skin infections. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 
11: 928-930. 

 
Pitout JDD, Church DL, Gregson DB, Chow BL, 
McCracken M, Mulvey M, Laupland KB (2007). 
Molecular epidemiology of CTXM-producing 
Escherichia coli in the Calgary Health Region: 
emergence of  CTX-M-15-producing isolates. 
Antimicrob. Agents Chemother. 51: 1281-1286. 

 
Pelczar JR, Harley  JP, Klein DA (1993). Microbiology: 
Concepts and Applications. McGraw-Hill Inc., New York, 
pp. 591-603. 

 

 
Short Communications 

 
Short Communications are limited to a maximum of 
two figures and one table. They should present a 
complete study that is more limited in scope than is 
found in full-length papers. The items of manuscript 
preparation listed above apply to Short 
Communications with the following differences: (1) 
Abstracts are limited to 100 words; (2) instead of a 
separate Materials and Methods section, experimental 
procedures may be incorporated into Figure Legends 
and Table footnotes; (3) Results and Discussion should 
be combined into a single section. 
Proofs and Reprints: Electronic proofs will be sent (e- 
mail attachment) to the corresponding author as a PDF 
file. Page proofs are considered to be the final version 
of the manuscript. With the exception of typographical 
or minor clerical errors, no changes will be made in the 
manuscript at the proof stage. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fees and Charges: Authors are required to pay a $550 handling fee. Publication of an article in the African Journal of 
Microbiology  Research is not contingent upon the author's ability to pay the charges. Neither is acceptance to pay 
the handling fee a guarantee that the paper will be accepted for publication. Authors may still request (in 
advance) that the editorial office waive some of the handling fee under special circumstances 

 
Copyright: © 2014, Academic Journals. 
All rights Reserved. In accessing this journal, you agree that you will access the contents for your own personal use 
but not for any commercial use. Any use and or copies of this Journal in whole or in part must include the customary 
bibliographic citation, including author attribution, date and article title. 

 
Submission of a manuscript implies: that the work described has not been published before (except in the form of an 
abstract or as part of a published lecture, or thesis) that it is not under consideration for publication elsewhere; that if 
and when the manuscript is accepted for publication, the authors agree to automatic transfer of the copyright to the 
publisher. 

 
Disclaimer of Warranties 

 
In no event shall Academic Journals be liable for any special, incidental, indirect, or consequential damages of any 
kind arising out of or in connection with the use of the articles or other material derived from the AJMR, whether 
or not advised of the possibility of damage, and on any theory of liability. 
This publication is provided "as is" without warranty of any kind, either expressed or implied, including, but not 
limited to, the implied warranties of merchantability, fitness for a particular purpose, or non-infringement. 
Descriptions of, or references to, products or publications does not imply endorsement of that product or publication. 
While every effort is made by Academic Journals to see that no inaccurate or misleading data, opinion or statements 
appear in this publication, they wish to make it clear that the data and opinions appearing in the articles and 
advertisements herein are the responsibility of the contributor or advertiser concerned. Academic Journals makes no 
warranty of any kind, either express or implied, regarding the quality, accuracy, availability, or validity of the data or 
information in this publication or of any other publication to which it may be linked. 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

International Journal of Medicine and Medical Sciences 

 

                         African Journal of Microbiology Research 
 
 

 
Table of Content: Volume 8 Number 49, 3 December, 2014 

 
 

                                                                                                                                   ARTICLES 
 
 

Chemical composition and antifungal activity of leaf powders and extracts of  
Byrsonima crassifolia (L.) Kunth, Ocimum basilicum L., Persea americana Miller.,  
Psidium guajava L. and Spondias purpurea L. from Morelos, México                                                                                                                       
Claudia Garduño Pizaña, Laura Barrera Necha, Silvia Bautista Baños, Ma. Yolanda  
Ríos Gómez and Laura García Barrera 
 
Eradication of biofilms formed by bacteria isolated from diabetic foot infections by  
potential antibiofilm agents alone and in combination with ciprofloxacin 
Hisham A. Abbas and Amany I. Gad 
 
Immobilization of dextranase by Aspergillus penicillioides NRC 39 and its properties 
Aliaa R. El-Shamy and Sherien M. M. Atalla 
 
In silico identification of 44 species and subspecies of staphylococci by restriction  
analysis of the gap gene polymorphism using HpyCH4V enzyme                                                                                                                                                                                     
Jolanta Karakulska and Karol Fijałkowski 



 
Vol. 8(49), pp. 3875-3881, 3 December, 2014  

DOI: 10.5897/AJMR2013.6416 

Article Number: 4ED5E2949312 

ISSN 1996-0808  

Copyright © 2014 

Author(s) retain the copyright of this article 
http://www.academicjournals.org/AJMR 

African Journal of Microbiology Research 

 
 
 
 

Full Length Research Paper 
 

Chemical composition and antifungal activity of leaf 
powders and extracts of Byrsonima crassifolia (L.) 

Kunth, Ocimum basilicum L., Persea americana Miller., 
Psidium guajava L. and Spondias purpurea L. from 

Morelos, México 
 

Claudia Garduño Pizaña1, Laura Barrera Necha1*, Silvia Bautista Baños1, Ma. Yolanda Ríos 
Gómez2 and Laura García Barrera3 

 
1
Centro de Desarrollo de Productos Bióticos, Instituto Politécnico Nacional. Carr. Yautepec-Jojutla Km. 6, Calle 

CEPROBI No. 8  San Isidro, Yautepec, Morelos, México CP 62731. 
2
Centro de Investigaciones Químicas, Universidad Autónoma del Estado de Morelos. Av. Universidad 1001 Cuernavaca 

Morelos 62210, México. 
3
Centro de Investigación en Biotecnología Aplicada. Carretera Estatal Santa Inés TecuexcomacTepetitla Km 1.5 

Tepetitla, Tlaxcala, México CP 90700. 
 

Received 3 October, 2013; Accepted 14 November, 2014 
 

Natural products from plants have great potential as novel fungicide sources for controlling pathogenic 
fungi. The aims of this study were to examine the chemical composition of the leave powders and 
extract (Hexane, methanol and water) of Mexican plants and to test in vitro, their efficacy as antifungal 
potential against Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. gladioli. All the species showed antifungal activity in the 
methanol extract. Chemical analysis of leave powders and extracts of Byrsonima crassifolia, Ocimum 
basilicum, Persea americana, Psidium guajava and Spondias purpurea by gas chromatography and 
spectrometry of masses (CG-MS) analysis showed that 89 volatile compounds were present. Leave 
powders and extracts contained the following: sesquiterpenes (46.06%), fatty acids (23.6%), diterpenes 
(14.6%), phenolic compound (11.23%) and monoterpenes (4.7%). Sesquiterpenes were not detected in B. 
crassifolia. The powders and leaf of extract, at 5% (hexane and methanol) revealed remarkable 
antifungal effect in the growth inhibition of Fusarium oxysporum f.sp. gladioli with a range of 15 to 67%. 
The high chemical diversity of the analyzed plant species results in different effects on the development 
of the fungus. 
 
Key words: Gladiolus, botanic extracts, pathogenic fungi, growth inhibition. 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
It has been proven that medicinal plants exhibit antifungal 
and antibacterial activities. Byrsonima crassifolia, Ocimum 
basilicum, Persea americana and Psidium guajavaare are 
widely used in Mexico to treat gastrointestinal and 

respiratory disturbances and are used as anti-inflammatory 
medicines (Aguilar et al., 1996). Plant diseases caused 
by plant pathogenic fungi are among the most important 
factors that limit plant ornamental production in México. 
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The continuous application of fungicide chemicals will 
lead to the destruction of the ecosystem and may result 
in the outbreaks of disease from new strains of fungi that 
are difficult to control. To minimize the side effects of 
chemical application, the antifungal activity of plant 
extracts have been utilized. Several studies showed the 
importance of natural chemicals as a possible source of 
non-phytotoxic, systemic and easily biodegradable 
alternatives (Al-Mughrabi et al., 2001; Bautista-Baños et 
al., 2002; Garduño-Pizaña et al., 2010) 

Gladiolus producers in México are faced with several 
phytosanitary problems, both in the plant and in the 
corms. Standing out among the major diseases is fusarium 
disease, the causal agent which is Fusarium oxysporum 
f. sp. gladioli. It is considered the most destructive and 
widely distributed disease in most gladiolus-producing 

countries in the world. F. oxysporum f. sp. gladioli is an 
important pathogen that can reduce the production of 
gladiolus corms and flowers, inflicting severe economic 
losses on producers. The specific objectives of the present 
work were to determine the in vitro antifungal activity of 5 
Mexican plant species on mycelial growth of F. oxysporum 
f. sp. gladioli and to identify the volatile compounds. 
 
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 

Plant material  
 
This study was carried out in the Biotic Products Development 
Center in Yautepec, State of Morelos, México in January-
December, 2010. Fifty different plant species corresponding to 
various plant families and including the species below which are 
shown to have high fungistatic or antiparasitic activity over human 
diseases (Aguilar et al., 1996) were evaluated for their antifungal 
activity: Byrsonima crassifolia (L.) Kunth, Ocimum basilicum L., 

Persea americana Miller., Psidium guajava L., Spondias purpurea 

L. Except for Ocimum basilicum, mature leaves were harvested 
from trees ten years old grown at Amacuzac, Tetecala and 
Yautepec within the state of Morelos, in these sampling sites, the 
climate is either tempered, wet warm or wet tropical with annual 
precipitancy of 754.6 to 1187 mm. Once harvested, leaves were 
sorted, discarding damaged or diseased material. Plant material 
was dipped in 1% sodium hypochlorite, rinsed with distilled water, 
air-dried, macerated with the aid of a blender and a grinder and 

stored in amber bottles until further use. 
 
 

Test microorganism 
 

Fusarium oxysporum f.sp. gladioli were isolated from gladiolus corm 
rots at Cuautla, Morelos, México and previously was morphologically 
and molecularly characterized. The isolates were maintained on 
Potato Dextrose-Agar (PDA) in Petri plates at temperature of 26°C. 

To maintain pathogenicity of the fungus, periodic inoculations and 
reisolations from infected corms were carried out. 
 
 

Preparation of powders and extracts 
 

To evaluate leave powders, 20 mg ml
-1

 (w/v) of the macerated 

 
 
 
 
material was added to plates containing PDA. Dry powders of 
leaves (50 g) were mixed with hexane, methanol and water (500 ml) 
one after the other, for 24 h in each solvent system at room 
temperature according to Reyes-Chilpa et al. (1998). After each 
extraction step, the leave extracts were filtered and concentrated in 
a rotary evaporator (Buchi R-114, LabortechnikFlawil, Switzerland) 
and then stored at 4°C in amber bottles until use. Plant powders 
and aqueous extracts were added to PDA, autoclaved (15 lb/cm

2
, 

15 min) and poured into Petri plates (100 x 15 mm) (Bautista-Baños 
et al., 2000). The hexane and methanol extracts were added to 
PDA after sterilization media and poured into Petri plates (60 x 15 
mm). A five mm agar disc of a 9 days old colony of the pathogen 
was placed at the center of each plate and incubated at 25°C for 8 

to 14 days in the dark. The colony diameter was recorded for each 
treatment until fungal colonies in the control treatment reached the 
edge of the plate. The percentage of inhibition was  I(%) = [(C-T) 
/C] x 100 where C represents the growth in the non-amended 
control and T in the treatment. There were six replicates for each 
treatment. Control Petri plates contained only PDA and solvent with 
PDA. Control of PDA was used for comparisons with treated plates. 
The experiment was repeated twice.  
 

 
Gas chromatography and spectrometry of masses (CG-MS) 

 
In Center of Chemical Investigations of the Autonomous University 
of the State of Morelos (C.I.Q. - U.A.E.M), GC-MS analyses were 
performed using an Agilent 6890 series GC systems (Agilent 
Technologies, Santa Clara, CA) coupled to a quadrupole mass 
spectrometer (model 5973) equipped with an HP5-MS with 
stationary phase of 5% phenyl methyl siloxane capillary column (25 

m x 0.20 mm x 0.33 µm film thickness). For GC-MS, detection 
electron ionisation with ionisation energy of 70 Ev was used a scan 
range of 30-550 atomic mass units. Helium was the carrier gas, at a 
flow rate of 1 ml/min with a temperature program starting at 40°C 
for two minutes followed by an increase of 10°C/min until the 
temperature of 260°C and was maintained for 20 min. For the case 
of the extracts, a solution of 5 mg in 0.5 ml of respective extract was 
prepared. In the case of vegetal powders, before injecting itself to 

the chromatograph, they were entered to the headspace with a 
temperature of 100°C, later to the loop to 120°C and then 130°C 
was maintained. The components were identified by matching their 
recorded mass spectra with the data bank mass spectra (NIST-MS 
Version 1.7a) and by comparing their retention indices relative with 
literature values.  
 
 
Statistical analysis 

 
The treatments using powders and botanic extracts were arranged 
in a completely randomized design with six repetitions. Standard 
analysis of variance (ANOVA) were used to determine the effects of 
plant extracts on mycelial growth. Treatment means were compared 
using the least significant difference (LSD) multiple range test (p = 
0.05). All the analyses were made in Stat Sigma version 3.5 
(SystatSoftwereErkrath, Germany). 
 

 

RESULTS  
 

Antifungal activity 
 

The leave powders of B. crassifolia, P. guajava, S. 
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Table 1. Effect of powders and extracts of five Mexican plant on mycelial growth (mm) of F. oxysporum f.sp. gladioli. 
 

Plant species Powders Aqueous extract Methanol extract Hexane extract 

Control 85 ±2.2 (0.0) a 85±0 (0.0) a 50.0±0(0.0)a 49±0.9 (0.0)a 

Solvent   47.8±1.8(4.3)ab
ns

 49±0.5 (6.2) 

Byrsonima crassifolia 62.7±2.6(26.1)c*** 62.5±6.8 (26.5) bcd** 26.2±2.9(47.7) e*** 50±1.1 (0.0) 

Ocimumbasilicum 85±4.7 (0.0) 59.0±15.4 (30.6) cd*** 28.7±3.2(42.7) cd*** 29.1±4.4 (39.2)cd*** 

Persea americana 85±0 (0.0) 74.7±8.4 (12.1) ab
ns

 28.3±3.2(43.3) de*** 29.8±5.6 (40.6)d*** 

Psidiumguajava 73.6±1.5(13.2)b*** 75.4±2.7 (11.3) ab
ns

 21.4±4.3(57.2) f*** 41.7±1.4 (15.0)b
***

 

Spondias purpurea 77.4±5.8(8.7) b** 80.5±6.9 (5.3) a
ns

 16.5± 1.4(67.0) g*** 30±0.9 (38.8)c*** 

ANOVA  F:23.66 gl:3,20 F:9.50 gl:6,64 F:118.88 gl:7, 84 F:266.42 gl:5,28 
 

Means followed by different letter(s) in each column are significantly different by LSD test at P≤ 0.05. Values in parenthesis indicate 

mycelial inhibition (%).
 ***

 P 0.001 ** P 0.05  
ns 

Not significantly. Means without letter were not compared with the control and the 

rest of the treatments because was same that control. 

 
 
 
purpure resulted in the highest mycelial growth (62.7-77.4 
mm) when compared with methanol and hexane extracts. 
The aqueous extracts of B. crassifolia and O. basilicum 
displayed similar mycelial growth (59.0-62.5 mm). Methanol 
extracts of all the botanic species displayed lowest 
mycelia growth of 16.5 to 28.7 mm. Hexane extracts of O. 
basilicum, P. americana, P. guajava and S. purpurea 
showed minor mycelial growth when compared with the 
control (29.8-41.7 mm). The different powders and 
extracts inhibited significantly (p≤0.001) the mycelial 
growth. Mycelial inhibition was of 26.5 to 30.6% with leaf 
aqueous extracts. The methanol extracts inhibited the 
mycelial growth of this fungus more than 40%. The 
highest mycelial inhibition was obtained with methanol 
extracts of S. purpurea and P. guajava (57.2 and 67% 
respectively) (Table 1). 
 
 
Chemical composition  
 
Eighty nine compounds were identified in powders and 
extracts by chromatographic analysis, that belong to 4 
groups of compounds which include sesquiterpenes 

(46.06%), fatty acids (23.6%), diterpenes (14.6%), phenolic 
compound (11.23 %) and monoterpenes ( 4.7%). Most of 
the identified compounds were soluble in methanol and 
hexane. The detected volatile compounds had mol.wt. 
between 126 to 416 MW. The sesquiterpenes, diterpenes 
and fatty acids were present in most of the species. The 
major constituents in the methanol extract of B. 
crassifolia were nonacosane (28.14%), gallic acid (20.90%), 
palmitic acid (12.0%), linoleic acid (10.18%) and γ-
sitosterol (8.38%). In aqueous extract, quinic acid (32.45%) 
and oleic acid (67.55%) and 10 minors constituents were 
found. The sesquiterpenes were not detected in B. 
crassifolia. On the contrary, the monoterpenes and 
sesquiterpenes were the main compounds detected in 
the species of O. basilicum, where the major constituents 
in hexane extract were linalool (22.3%), methyl chavicol 
(8.1%), T-cadinol (6.06%), Fi 1,6 diene (7.81%) and in 

the aqueous extract γ-sitosterol (46.59%) and α-amyrin 
(23.09%) and 27other minor constituents . In methanol 
extract of P. Americana were found a mixture of the 
following major constituents: γ-sitosterol (35.97%), methyl 
chavicol (26.99%), quinic acid (9.10%) and in hexane 
extract 3-pentadecil phenol (34.0%) and palmitone (27.0%) 
and 13 other minors constituents. In powders and 
methanol extract of P. guajava were detected a mix-ture 
of 3 major compounds β-caryophyllene (27.51-17.16%), 
β-bisabolene (23.28%) and α-curcumene (15.86-6.8%) 
and 25 other minor constituents. Powders of S. purpurea 
contained a mixture of 3 major com-pounds: α-copaene 
(30.4%), β-cadinene (52.0%) and β-cadinol (17.6%), and 
in hexane extract estragol (33.85%) and methanol extract 
heptadecenilphenol (35.62%) and 25 other minor consti-
tuents were seen (Table 2). 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The fungistatic effects of powders, and methanol and 
aqueous extracts of B. crassifolia was observed on F. 
oxysporum f. sp. gladioli. In the methanol extracts, the 
major compound was linoleic acid, this fatty acid has 
been reported to have antimicrobial properties (Santoyo 
et al., 2006). Powders, methanol and hexane extract of P. 
guajava significantly reduced Fusarium mycelial growth. 
The methanol extracts contained greater number of 
compounds mainly sesquiterpenes and fatty acids, 
groups considered to have antifungal activity (Chang et 
al., 2008; Liu et al., 2008). Methanol extract and powders 
of S. purpurea inhibited mycelial growth of F. oxysporum 
f. sp. gladioli. These extracts are characterized by the 
presence of several terpenes, fatty acids and phenolic 
compounds which has antimicrobial activity (Deans et al., 
1995). With extracts of leaf of this species, Bautista-
Baños et al. (2000a) reported inhibition in the germination 
of Rhizopus stolonifer. Hexane and methanol extract of 
O. basilicum inhibited the mycelial growth with 40.6 
and42.7%, respectively as compared to the control, and it  
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Table 2. Percentage composition of volatile compounds of hexane, methanol, aqueous extracts and powders of five Mexican plants.  
 

Compounds T (min) MW Methanol (%) Hexane (%) Aqueous (%) Powders (%) 

Gallicacid - 126 20.9 B.c.  - - 

β-Pinene 8.32 136  0.46 S.p.   

Estragol (Methylchavicol) - 148 
26.99 P.a. 

3.7 O.b. 

33.85 S.p. 

8.10 O.b. 
  

4 Vinil guayacol - 150   1.38 O.b.  

Methyleugenol - 178  1.10 S.p.   

Quinicacid - 190 
5.44 B.c. 

9.18 P.a. 
 32.45 B.c.  

Eucalyptol 9.30 154 0.2 O.b. 1.12 O.b. 
 

2.21 P.g. 

Linalool 10.61 154 9.2 O.b. 22.3 O.b. 
 

 

α-Zingiberene 14.22 204    1.17 P.g. 

β-Himachalene 14.50 204    4.13 P.g. 

α-Copaene 14.66 204 1.83 P.g. 1.69 S.p.  
30.4 S.p. 

4.61 P.g. 

-Elemene 14.92 204 1.2 O.b. 0.70 O.b. 
 

 

α-Acoradiene 15.10 204    2.57 P.g. 

α-Longipinene 15.15 204 1.14 P.g.    

-Cariofilene 15.37 204 

0.2 O.b. 

5.82 P.a. 

17.16 P.g. 

11.0 S.p. 
 

27.51 P.g. 

α-Himachalene 15.50 204    1.99 P.g. 

-Guaiene 15.52 204 0.3 O.b. 
  

 

β-Bisabolene 15.60 204    23.28 P.g. 

Aromandrene 15.63 204 4.57 P.g. 
2.18 S.p. 

 
 5.90 P.g. 

-Humulene 15.78 204 
1.1 O.b. 

2.02 P.g. 

1.40 O.b. 

1.09 S.p.  
3.33 P.g 

β-Sesquifelandrene 15.80 204    7.44 P.g. 

α-Curcumene 16.00 202 6.08 P.g.   15.86 P.g. 

- Cubenene 16.12 204 2.8 O.b. 2.78 O.b. 
 

 

β-Eudesma (β-selinene) 16.28 204 5.72 P.g.    

-Elemene 16.37 204 0.7 O.b. 
  

 

- Bulnesene 16.44 204 0.5 O.b. 0.84 O.b. 
 

 

-Muurolene 16.53 204 
 

1.86 O.b. 

0.4 P.a.  
 

β-Cadinene 16.58 204 0.21 S.p. 
0.4 P.a. 

6.47 S.p. 
 52.0 S.p. 

β-Cadinol 16.59 204    17.6 S.p. 

-Cadinol 16.59 222 1.9 O.b. 
  

 

Farnesol 17.06 220  6.71 S.p.   

Nerolidol 17.08 222 
3.90 P.a. 

1.82 P.g. 
   

Trans-β-caryophyllene oxide 17.50 220 
5.70 P.g. 

3.15 P.a. 
2.26 S.p.   

Espatulenol 17.52 220 0.5 O.b. 2.20 O.b. 
 

 

Cadine-1(10)- ene (Cubenol) 17.90 >220 0.5 O.b. 
  

 

T-Cadinol 18.17 204 2.3 O.b. 6.06 O.b. 
 

 

Ledol (Viridiflorol) 18.47 222 7.89 P.g.    

α-bisabolol 18.66 204 2.23 P.g.    

3-O-methyl-D-glucose 19.20 194 
  

18.09 O.b.  
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Myristicacid 
(tetradecanoicacid) 

19.50 228 0.63 B.c.    

Fit 1,6 diene 20.08 <300 

2.6 O.b. 

3.29 B.c. 

2.34 P.a. 

7.79 P.g. 

2.60 S.p. 

7.81 O.b. 

2.10 P.a. 

1.39 S.p. 
 

 

Fit 2, 6 diene 20.54 <300 
0.8 O.b. 

0.76 B.c. 
3.55 O.b. 

 
 

Methylesterpalmíticacid 20.98 270 
0.9 O.b. 

4.41 S.p. 
   

Hexadecanoicacid 
(palmíticacid) 

21.59 256 

17.5 O.b. 

10.16 S.p. 

6.96 P.a. 

12.00 B.c. 

6.00 O.b. 

5.20 S.p. 

7.4 P.a. 

3.93 O.b.  

Linoleicacidester 22.77 292 1.13 S.p.    

Isophyitol 22.91 296 

5.7 O.b. 

3.55 B.c. 

1.25 P.a. 

1.11 P.g. 

5.21 S.P. 

3.6 P.a. 

2.98 S.p.  
 

Linoleicacid 23.31 280 

8.89 S.p. 

17.30 P.g. 

4.53 P.a. 

10.10 B.c. 

4.90 O.b. 

10.79 S.p.  
 

Oleicacid 23.33 282 
  

6.90 O.b. 

67.55 B.c. 
 

9,12,15-octadecatrienoic 
acid, methylester 

23.33 292 1.5 O.b. 
 

10.3 P.a.  

Methylester-linoleicacid 23.36 292 
33.9 O.b. 

3.20 S.p.  
  

Estearicacid 23.49 284 
2.71 B.c. 

1.04 S.p. 
   

Phytol 23.81 296 1.6 O.b.    

Estearilamide 25.52 - 2.44 P.g.    

Eicocenamide 25.52 281 4.6 O.b.    

Palmitone 25.69 450  27.00 P.a.   

Fenol 3-pentadecil 27.16 304  
34.00 P.a. 

3.60 S.p. 
  

Heptacosane 30.21 380 
 

1.12 O.b. 
 

 

Heptadecadienilphenol 30.63 204 8.88 S.p.    

Heptadecenilphenol 30.90 330 35.62 S.p.    

Condrilaesterol 32.46 412  12.84 S.p.   

-Sitosterol 32.85 414 
8.38 B.c. 

35.97 P.a. 
 46.59 O.b.  

Erucilamide 
(Dococenamide) 

32.90 337 

3.7 O.b. 

3.72 P.g. 

2.87 S.p. 
  

 

Escualene 33.75 410 

1.9 O.b. 

4.04 B.c. 

3.64 P.g. 

1.55 S.p. 

2.35 O.b. 

2.30 P.a.  
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Nonacosane 36.08 408 28.14 B.c. 2.78 O.b. 
 

 

δ-tocoferol 38.98 402 9.51 S.p. 9.30 P.a.   

- amyrin 39.18 426 
  

23.09 O.b.  

β-tocoferol 43.90 416 1.12 S.p. 3.00 P.a.   

Hentriacontane 45.05 - 
 

10.0 O.b. 
 

 

B.c. = Byrsonima crassifolia 

O.b.=  Ocimum basilicum 

P.a. = Persea Americana 

P.g. = Psidium guajava 

S.p. = Spondias purpurea 

      

 
 
 
was found that the compound linalool was present at a 
percentage of 22, 26 and 9.2% respectively, Shatar et al. 
(2007) and Raseetha et al. (2009) reported fungicidal 
activity for this compound. Barrera et al. (2009) reported 
that linalool inhibited the mycelial growth of F. oxysporum 
f. sp. gladioli. The activity obtained from O. basilicum in 
this work, differs from the report of Adigüzel et al. (2005) 
who did not obtain fungicidal activity with methanol, 
hexane and ethanolic extracts of basil on the studied 
fungi, including F. oxysporum.  

In most of the extracts and powders, we identified 
different compounds active on different fungi and 
Fusarium. These compounds are β-caryophyllene (present 
in O. basilicum, P. american, P. guajava and S. purpurea), 
T-cadinol (O. basilicum) and β-pinene (S. purpurea) which 
have a strong activity against F. oxysporum (Cakir et al., 
2004; Chang et al., 2008). Perez et al. (1999) and Costa 
et al. (2000) reported activity of β-caryophyllene against 
Bacillus sp., Candida albicans, Escherichia coli, 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Staphylococcus aureus. 
On the other hand, Chang et al. (2008) reported that β-
pinene inhibited the mycelial growth of C. gloeosporioides 
at a concentration of 200 µg/ml. This compound was in 
the hexane extract of S. purpurea (0.46%). Oxenham et 
al. (2005) also reported inhibition of Botrytis fabae by 
eucalyptol, estragol and β-caryophyllene. Eucalyptol was 
identified in the extracts of O. basilicum and P. guajava 
and estragol in the extracts of O. basilicum and P. 
american. Randrianarivelo et al. (2009) evaluated the 
effect of eucalyptol and observed that the growth inhi-
biting concentration of F. oxysporum is high (2.93 mg/ml). 
Cakir et al. (2004) reported that β-caryophyllene, caryo-
phyllene, T-muurolol and γ-cadinol, have activity against 
R. solani and F. oxysporum. This is consistent with the 
observations of Chang et al. (2008), who report that the 
T-muurolol and γ-cadinol inhibited the mycelial growth of 
F. oxysporum, without majority compounds, whereas β-
pinene has a smaller activity against this fungus. On 
other hand, Hazzit et al. (2009) consider that β-cadinol 
and γ-cadinene both are responsible for the activity 
against Helicobacter pylori, since these are the major 
compounds in essential oils of thyme. In the hexane 

extracts of O. basilicum (1.86%) and of P. Americana 
(0.9%) inhibition was at a low percentage, whereas β-
cadinol, was found in the powders of S. purpurea (17.6%) 
and in the methanol extract of O. basilicum (1.9%). 
Although the percentage of β-cadinol in powders of S. 
purpurea was high, the effect on the development of F. 
oxysporum f. sp. gladioli was minor in comparison with 
the one of P. americana or O. basilicum, which indicates 
that the effect of this compoundis not related to the 
percentage in the extracts. Matasyoh et al. (2007) 
reported bactericidal and fungicidal activity of caryo-
phyllene oxide, that was in the methanolic extracts of P. 
americana (3.15%), P. guajava (5.70%) and in the 
hexane extract of S. purpurea (2.26%). Most of these 
compounds belong to the family of the terpenes, which 
are abundant in essential oils of different species. These 
compounds appeared in lower concentrations in the 
different powders and extracts evaluated in the present 
work. Although, these compounds are not majority in the 
vegetal extracts, this does not exclude the fact that they 
are responsible for the observed activity, since as 
reported by Zheljazkov et al. (2008), the biological activity 
is not always dependent on the compounds present at 
the highest concentration, so the activity can be  by some 
of compounds present at low concentrations or by a 
synergistic effect between them (Burt, 2004). The 
antifungal activity of the powders and extracts seems 
likely to be due to the synergistic effects of major and 
minor components of the powders and extracts. 
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This study was performed to investigate the resistance of biofilm forming bacteria isolated from diabetic 
foot infection to different antibiotics and the eradicating activity of some potential antibiofilm agents 
alone and in combination with ciprofloxacin. Imipenem was the most active against biofilms formed by 
all tested strains, while tetracycline was the least active. For biofilms of Gram-positive bacteria, 
azithromycin and imipenem were the most potent, while tetracycline and vancomycin showed the lowest 
activity. Similarly, imipenem showed the highest activity against biofilms of Gram-negative bacteria, 
while ciprofloxacin, tetracycline and cefoperazone were the least active. Potential antibiofilm agents 
exerted antibacterial and biofilm eradicating activities. Apple and grape vinegars showed the highest 
activities, followed by estradiol, ambroxol and piroxicam. Dexamethasone, manuka and citrus honeys 
were less active. Ambroxol showed the highest synergistic activity with ciprofloxacin, followed by 
dexamethasone, manuka honey, piroxicam, estradiol and grape vinegar, while apple vinegar and citrus 
honey showed intermediate activity. In conclusion, this study recommends the use of antibiofilm agents 
in combination with antibiotics to combat the resistance of biofilms to antibiotics. 
 
Key words: Diabetic foot infections, biofilm eradication, antibiofilm agents, ciprofloxacin, synergy. 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Diabetic foot infection (DFI) is a major problem in patients 
with diabetes. Reasons of this infection are peripheral 
neuropathy, reduced peripheral blood supply and lowered 
immunity. DFIs bear high risk for patients with diabetes 
because they may lead to gangrene and amputation 
(Abbott et al., 2002; CDC, 2005; Lauterbach et al., 2010). 
The microbial etiology of DFIs is complex. Resistance of 
bacteria causing DFIs to antibiotics is common and 

formation of biofilms complicates the problem 
(Roghmann et al., 2001). Biofilm is a community of 
sessile microbial cells attached to a surface and housed 
within a matrix of polysaccharides, proteins and nucleic 
acids (Hoiby et al., 2010).

 

Biofilms are remarkably resistant to antimicrobial 
agents. The mechanisms of biofilm resistance may 
include slow growth and metabolic rates, inactivation of 
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Table 1. Bacterial strains used in this study. 
 

Bacterial strains Number 

Proteus mirabilis 

Proteus vulgaris 

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 

Pseudomonas mendocina 

E. coli 

Klebsiella ozaenae 

Acinetobacter baumanii 

Staphylococcus aureus 

Staphylococcus epidermids 

Entrococcus faecalis 

6 

1 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

 
 
 

antimicrobial agents by the extracellular matrix and the 
presence of an oxygen gradient that prevents the action 
of some antibiotics (Lynch and Robertson 2008; Hall-
Stoodley and Stoodley, 2009).

 
In addition, the biofilm 

matrix represents a diffusion barrier to antibiotics
 
(Lynch 

and Robertson, 2008). Moreover, biofilms contain a large 
subpopulation of persister cells which are dormant cells 
that survive antimicrobial treatment (Lewis, 2010). 

For these reasons, agents that can remove biofilms 
and act in synergism with antibiotics are urgently needed. 
This study investigated the in vitro activities of some 
potential antibiofilm agents alone and in combination with 
ciprofloxacin on the eradication of biofilms formed by 
bacterial isolates from diabetic foot infections. 
 
 
MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 
Media and chemicals 
 

Tryptone soya broth, Tryptone soya agar and Mueller Hinton broth 
were the products of Oxoid (Hampshire, UK). Ambroxol 
hydrochloride, imipenem and Dimethyl sulphoxide (DMSO) were 
obtained from Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, USA). Antibiotics and 
chemicals used in this study were ciprofloxacin, amoxicillin-
clavulinic acid and gentamicin (Egyptian Pharmaceutical Industries 
Company (EIPICO), 10

th
 of Ramadan City, Egypt), Chloramphenicol 

(Alexandria Pharmaceutical and Chemical Industries Company, 
Alexandria, Egypt), tetracycline (Nile Pharmaceutical and Chemical 
Industries Company, Cairo, Egypt), cefoperazone, azithromycin and 
piroxicam (Pfizer, Cairo, Egypt), Manuka honey (Manuka health 
New Zealand Ltd., Te Awamutu, New Zealand), citrus honey (Isis 
Company, Egypt), estradiol and glutaraldehyde (El Nasr 
Pharmaceutical Chemicals Company, Cairo, Egypt), 
dexamethasone and cephalexin (Glaxo Smithkline, Cairo, Egypt), 
and vancomycin (Sigma Pharmaceutical Industries Company, 
Menoufia, Egypt). Apple and grape vinegar were purchased from 
the local market, Zagazig, Egypt. Other chemicals were of 
pharmaceutical grade. 
 
 
Bacterial strains 
 

Twenty isolates obtained from patients with diabetic foot infections 
admitted to the Surgery Department, Zagazig University Hospital 
were  obtained from  the  stock  culture collection  of Department  of 
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Microbiology and Immunology, Faculty of Pharmacy, Zagazig 
University as shown in Table 1. 
 
 
Quantitative assessment of biofilm by spectrophotometric 
method 
 
The ability of tested strains to form biofilm was investigated 
according to Stepanovic et al. (2007). Overnight cultures of tested 
strains in Tryptone soya broth (TSB) were diluted with fresh TSB to 
a final inoculum of 1 × 10

6 
CFU/ml. To the wells of 96-well sterile 

microtiter plates with rounded bottom, aliquots of 200 μl of the 
prepared suspensions were added and the plates were incubated 
for 24 h at 37°C. The contents of the microtiter plates were gently 
removed and the wells were washed 3 times with sterile phosphate 
buffered saline (PBS, pH 7.2). To fix adherent bacteria, aliquots of 
200 μl of 99% methanol were added to the wells for 20 min. The 
wells were stained with 200 μl crystal violet (1%) for 20 min and the 
unbound dye was washed by distilled water. After air drying of the 
plates, the bound dye was eluted by aliquots of 160 μl of 95% 
ethanol. The optical densities of the stained adherent films were 
measured with a spectrofluorimeter (Biotek, USA) at 490 nm. 
Measurements were performed in triplicate and repeated 3 times. 
The cut-off optical density (ODc) was calculated as three times 
standard deviations above the mean OD of the negative control. 
The tested strains were classified according to the criteria of 
Stepanovic et al. (2007) into non-biofilm producer (OD ≤ ODc), 
weak biofilm producer (OD > ODc, but ≤ 2x ODc), moderate biofilm 
producer (OD>2x ODc, but ≤ 4x ODc), and strong biofilm producer 
(OD> 4x ODc). 
 
 
Determination of minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) 
 
The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) of tested antibiotics 
and potential antibiofilm agents was determined by the broth 
microdilution method according to Clinical Laboratory and 
Standards Institute Guidelines (CLSI, 2012).Standardized bacterial 
suspensions with a turbidity equivalent to that of 0.5 McFarland 
standard were prepared from overnight cultures in tryptone soya 
broth. The standardized bacterial suspensions were diluted to a cell 
density of 10

6
 CFU/ml. Aliquots of 50 μl of the adjusted bacterial 

suspensions in Mueller-Hinton broth were added to the wells of a 
microtiter plate that contain aliquots of 50 μl of double the required 
dilutions of the tested agents in Mueller-Hinton broth. The plates 
were incubated at 37ºC for 20 h and the MIC was calculated as the 
lowest concentration of the tested agents that inhibited the visible 
growth in the wells.  
 
 
Determination of minimum biofilm eradication concentration 
(MBEC) 
 
The minimum biofilm eradication concentration was determined 
according to Ceri et al. (1999) with some modifications. 
Suspensions of the tested strains with a cell density of 1x10

8 

CFU/ml were prepared in Tryptone soya broth (TSB) and diluted in 
TSB to a cell density of 5x10

6 
CFU/ml. For biofilm formation, 

aliquots of 100 μl were inoculated into the wells of 96-well 
polystyrene microtiter plates and the plates were incubated for 24 h 
at 37ºC. The non-adherent cells were gently aspirated and the wells 
were washed three times with phosphate buffered saline (PBS). 
Aliquots of 100 μl of different dilutions of tested agents were 
transferred to the wells and the plates were again incubated for 24 
h at 37ºC. The contents of the wells were removed and the wells 
were washed again. To resuspend the biofilms in the wells, aliquots 
of 100 μl of sterile phosphate buffered saline were added and the 
sides of the wells with a pipette tip were scrapped. To calculate
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Table 2. Quantitative assessment of biofilm formation by bacterial isolates. 
 

Isolate number Optical density at 490 nm Biofilm formation capacity 

PM1 0.384 Strong 

PM2 0.263 Strong 

PM3 0.344 Strong 

PM4 0.283 Strong 

PM5 0.325 Strong 

PM6  0.289 Strong 

PV 0.289 Strong 

PA1 0.281 Strong 

PA2 0.346 Strong 

K. ozaenae 0.308 Strong 

SA1 0.333 Strong 

SA2 0.351 Strong 

SA3 0.338 Strong 

SE 0.334 Strong 

E. faecalis 0.316 Strong 

AB 0.444 Strong 

EC1 0.282 Strong 

EC2 0.321 Strong 

EC3 0.259 Strong 

P. mendocina 0.346 Strong 
 

PM, Proteus mirabilis; PV, Proteus vulgaris; PA, Pseudomonas aeruginosa; K. 
ozaenae, Klebsiella ozaenae; SA, Staphylococcus aureus; SE, Staphylococcus 
epidermidis; E. faecalis, Enterococcus faecalis; AB, Acinetobacter baumanii; EC, E. 
coli; P. mendocina, Pseudomonas mendocina 

 
 
 

MBEC, 10 μl from each well was transferred onto Tryptone soya 
gar plates (TSA), incubated at 37°C for 24 h and MBECs were 
defined as the least concentrations that showed no growth on TSA.  
 
 
Testing for synergy between potential antibiofilm agents and 
ciprofloxacin  
 
For determination of the synergism of potential tested antibiofilm 
agents with ciprofloxacin, the same method of Ceri et al. (1999) was 
used, but instead of adding 100 μl of tested agent, aliquots of 50 μl 
of 1/2 MIC of antibiofilm agents were added to 50 μl aliquots of 
different dilutions of ciprofloxacin. 
 
 

RESULTS 
 
Assessment of biofilm formation 
 
All tested strains were found to be strong biofilm forming 
(Table 2). The ODc was calculated as 0.064. According 
to the criteria of Stepanovic et al. (2007), the bacterial 
isolate is considered a strong biofilm-forming if the optical 
density is greater than 0.256. 
 
 

Susceptibility of planktonic and biofilm cells to 
antimicrobial agents 
 

Biofilm  cells demonstrated  higher resistance than plank- 

tonic cells to different antibiotics as demonstrated by the 
ratios of MBEC to MIC of antibiotics in Table 3. This ratio 
was lowest for imipenem (2-16) folds, followed by 
amoxicillin-clavulinic acid (2-32) folds, gentamicin (16-
32), ciprofloxacin (8-64) folds, and was highest for 
tetracycline (4-256) folds. Considering biofilms formed by 
Gram-positive bacteria, highest resistance was found 
with vancomycin (1024) folds and tetracycline (32-256) 
folds, while low resistance was observed with 
azithromycin (4-8) folds and imipenem (4-16) folds, 
amoxicillin-clavulinic acid and cephalexin (8-32) folds 
each, gentamicin and ciprofloxacin (32 folds each), 
chloramphenicol (16-64) folds. Biofilm cells of Gram-
negative bacteria were highly resistant to cefoperazone 
(4-512) folds and tetracycline (4-256) folds. Lower 
resistance was obtained with gentamicin (16-64) folds, 
ciprofloxacin (8-64) folds, chloramphenicol (16-32) folds, 
amoxicillin-clavulinic acid (2-32) folds, while imipenem 
showed the highest antibiofilm activity (2-8) folds. 
 
 
Susceptibility of bacterial isolates to potential 
antibiofilm agents 
 
Antibacterial and antibiofilm activities were found against 
planktonic bacteria (Table 4).Both apple and grape 
vinegars showed the highest activities, followed by
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Table 3. Antimicrobial susceptibility of planktonic and biofilm cells. 
  

Isolate 
number 

Gentamicin Ciprofloxacin Chloramphenicol Tetracycline Amoxicillin/clavulinic acid 

MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC 

PM1 

PM2 

PM3 

PM4 

PM5 

PM6  

PV 

PA1 

PA2 

K. ozaenae 

SA1 

SA2 

SA3 

SE 

E. faecalis 

AB 

EC1 

EC2 

EC3 

P. mendocina 

0.5 

1 

16 

16 

4 

1 

4 

16 

8 

32 

0.25 

0.5 

0.5 

256 

256 

256 

16 

1 

128 

1 

16 

32 

512 

512 

128 

32 

128 

1024 

256 

1024 

8 

16 

16 

8192 

8192 

8192 

1024 

32 

2048 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

64 

32 

16 

32 

0.125 

0.25 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

32 

64 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

128 

32 

1 

128 

1 

8 

16 

128 

128 

128 

128 

32 

128 

256 

1024 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

2048 

512 

32 

4096 

32 

64 

64 

64 

64 

64 

64 

32 

64 

8 

16 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

16 

16 

32 

32 

32 

32 

64 

64 

64 

8 

2 

64 

256 

256 

256 

8 

4 

8 

64 

4 

128 

8 

2 

2 

4 

512 

1024 

1024 

2048 

256 

32 

1024 

4096 

4096 

4096 

256 

128 

256 

1024 

256 

2048 

256 

32 

32 

128 

16 

16 

16 

16 

32 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

32 

32 

32 

16 

64 

16 

32 

16 

16 

32 

64 

64 

64 

64 

256 

1 

16 

32 

64 

256 

1 

2 

2 

32 

32 

128 

256 

256 

256 

64 

2048 

1024 

2048 

2048 

4096 

256 

2048 

1024 

2048 

4096 

256 

512 

512 

1024 

1024 

2048 

4096 

4096 

2048 

256 

32 

16 

32 

32 

16 

256 

128 

32 

32 

16 

256 

256 

256 

32 

32 

16 

16 

16 

8 

4 

1 

64 

32 

512 

8 

1 

64 

1024 

1024 

32 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

32 

1024 

32 

32 

128 

16 

32 

128 

256 

2048 

64 

32 

128 

8192 

8192 

256 

16 

16 

16 

16 

256 

8192 

256 

256 

1024 

128 

32 

2 

8 

4 

8 

32 

2 

8 

8 

8 

32 

32 

32 

32 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 
 

PM, Proteus mirabilis; PV, Proteus vulgaris; PA, Pseudomonas aeruginosa; K. ozaenae, Klebsiella ozaenae; SA, Staphylococcus aureus; SE, Staphylococcus epidermidis; E. faecalis, 
Enterococcus faecalis; AB, Acinetobacter baumanii; EC, E. coli; P. mendocina, Pseudomonas mendocina. 

 
 
 
oestradiol, ambroxol and piroxicam. 
Dexamethasone, manuka and citrus honeys were 
less active.  
 
 
Synergy between ciprofloxacin and antibiofilm 
agents 
 
Synergy was found between ciprofloxacin and 
different potential antibiofilm agents (Table 5). 
Ambroxol reduced MBEC of ciprofloxacin by 4-

128 folds, grape vinegar by 2-64 folds, piroxicam 
by 2-32 folds, dexamethasone by 4-16 folds and 
apple vinegar and estradiol by 2-16 folds each. 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
In this study, the resistance of biofilm cells to 
antibiotics was higher than that of planktonic cells. 
The magnitude of biofilm resistance to individual 
antibiotics was measured by the ratio of 

MBEC/MIC expressed by ≥ 90% of the tested 
isolates. The resistance of biofilms formed by all 
tested strains was the least against imipenem (8 
folds), followed by amoxicillin-clavulinic acid, 
gentamicin and chloramphenicol (32 folds each) 
and ciprofloxacin (64 folds). Resistance to 
tetracycline was the highest (256 folds) as shown 
in Figure 1. On the other hand the resistance of 
biofilms formed by Gram-positive strains was low 
against azithromycin (8 folds) and imipenem (16 
folds) as shown in Figure 2. Intermediate resistance
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Table 3. Contd. 
 

Isolate  

number 

Cefoperazone Vancomycin Imipenem Azithromycin Cephalexin 

MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC MIC MBEC MBEC/MIC 

PM1 

PM2 

PM3 

PM4 

PM5 

PM6  

PV 

PA1 

PA2 

K. ozaenae 

SA1 

SA2 

SA3 

SE 

E. faecalis 

AB 

EC1 

EC2 

EC3 

P. mendocina 

0.5 

256 

64 

32 

16 

64 

2 

8 

256 

256 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

256 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

8 

16 

1024 

1024 

1024 

32 

1024 

1024 

512 

512 

4096 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

1024 

16 

16 

16 

512 

32 

4 

16 

32 

2 

16 

512 

64 

2 

16 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

4 

32 

32 

32 

64 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

2 

1 

1 

1 

0.5 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

2048 

1024 

1024 

1024 

512 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

1024 

1024 

1024 

1024 

1024 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

2 

4 

2 

4 

4 

4 

2 

0.5 

64 

1 

0.5 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

2 

256 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

2 

2 

2 

2 

4 

2 

4 

2 

2 

2 

4 

4 

4 

8 

16 

8 

8 

4 

8 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

2 

2 

512 

256 

1024 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

16 

16 

2048 

1024 

8192 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

8 

8 

4 

4 

4 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

4 

32 

4 

64 

256 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

8 

512 

128 

1024 

2048 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

32 

16 

32 

16 

8 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

NT 

 
 
 
Table 4. Antimicrobial and antibiofilm activities of potential antibiofilm agents. 
 

Isolate number 

Ambroxol 
(mg/ml) 

Dexamethasone 
(mg/ml) 

Piroxicam 
(mg/ml) 

Estradiol 
(mg/ml) 

Manuka honey 
(%) 

Citrus honey 
(%) 

Apple vinegar 
(%) 

Grape vinegar 
(%) 

MIC MBEC MIC MBEC MIC MBEC MIC MBEC MIC MBEC MIC MBEC MIC MBEC MIC MBEC 

M1 0.47 0.94 4 2 1.25 0.625 0.25 0.25 25 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.078 0.156 

M2 0.47 0.94 4 2 1.25 0.625 0.5 1 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.039 0.156 

M3 0.47 0.94 4 2 1.25 0.625 0.5 1 12.5 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.039 0.156 

M4 0.47 0.94 4 2 1.25 0.625 0.5 1 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.078 0.156 

M5 0.47 0.94 4 2 1.25 1.25 0.25 0.5 12.5 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.078 0.156 

M6  0.47 0.94 4 2 1.25 1.25 0.5 0.5 12.5 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.078 0.156 

PV 0.47 0.94 4 2 0.625 1.25 0.5 1 12.5 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.039 0.156 
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Table 4.Contd. 
 

PA1 0.47 0.94 4 2 1.25 0.625 0.25 0.25 12.5 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.078 0.156 0.039 0.156 

PA2 0.47 0.47 4 2 1.25 0.625 0.25 0.5 12.5 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.625 0.31 0.039 0.156 

K. .ozaenae 0.47 0.47 4 2 1.25 0.625 0.25 0.25 25 9.375 25 18.75 0.195 0.31 0.078 0.156 

SA1 0.47 0.47 1 2 0.625 1.25 0.125 0.25 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.039 0.156 

SA2 0.47 0.47 1 2 0.625 0.625 0.25 0.25 12.5 9.375 12.5 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.078 0.156 

SA3 0.47 0.47 1 2 0.625 0.625 0.125 0.25 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.078 0.156 

SE 0.94 0.47 1 2 0.625 0.625 0.125 0.25 25 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.156 0.078 0.156 

E. faecalis 0.94 0.47 1 2 0.625 0.625 0.5 0.25 25 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.156 0.078 0.156 

AB 0.94 0.47 4 2 0.625 1.25 0.125 0.25 12.5 9.375 25 37.5 0.078 0.156 0.039 0.31 

EC1 0.94 0.94 4 2 1.25 1.25 0.5 1 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.078 0.156 

EC2 0.94 0.94 4 2 1.25 1.25 0.5 1 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.156 0.078 0.156 

EC3 0.47 0.47 4 2 0.625 0.625 0.25 1 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.156 0.078 0.156 

P. mendocina 0.47 0.94 4 2 0.625 0.625 0.25 0.5 12.5 9.375 25 18.75 0.078 0.31 0.0195 0.156 
 

PM, Proteus mirabilis; PV, Proteus vulgaris; PA, Pseudomonas aeruginosa; K. ozaenae, Klebsiella ozaenae; SA, Staphylococcus aureus; SE, Staphylococcus epidermidis; E. faecalis, Enterococcus 
faecalis; AB, Acinetobacter baumanii; EC, E. coli; P. mendocina, Pseudomonas mendocina. 

 
 
 

Table 5. Effect of potential antibiofilm agents on biofilm eradication by ciprofloxacin. 
 

Isolate number 

MBEC (µg/ml) 

CIP 
Apple vinegar 

/CIP 

Grape vinegar 

/CIP 

Citrus honey 

/CIP 

Manuka honey 

/ CIP 

Ambroxol 

/ CIP 

Piroxicam 

/ CIP 

Dexamethasone 

/ CIP 
Estradiol/CIP 

PM1 64 32 32 32 4 8 16 4 32 

P. mendocina 256 128 16 128 128 8 64 32 32 

SA2 256 32 16 128 64 16 128 64 32 

AB 2048 128 32 64 64 16 64 32 128 

EC2 512 128 16 128 64 32 64 128 32 

K. ozaenae 1024 128 32 128 64 16 64 64 64 

SE 32 32 16 8 4 8 16 4 8 

E. faecalis 64 32 16 32 4 8 16 8 32 
 

PM, Proteus mirabilis;K. ozaenae, Klebsiella ozaenae; SA, Staphylococcus aureus; SE, Staphylococcus epidermidis; E. faecalis, Enterococcus faecalis; AB, Acinetobacter 
baumanii; EC, E. coli; P. mendocina, Pseudomonas mendocina; CIP, ciprofloxacin. 

 
 
 
was observed against cephalexin, amoxicillin-
clavulinic acid, ciprofloxacin and gentamicin (32 

folds each), while it was high against tetracycline 
(256 folds) and vancomycin (1024 folds). 

Imipenem was the least affected by biofilms 
formed by Gram-negative bacteria (4 folds) as
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Figure 1. Biofilm eradicating activity of antibiotics against Gram-negative and Gram-positive bacteria IPM, 
imipenem; AMC, amoxicillin-clavulinic acid; C, chloramphenicol; CN, gentamicin; CIP, ciprofloxacin; TE, 
tetracycline 

 
 
 

 
 
Figure 2. Biofilm eradicating activity of antibiotics against Gram-positive bacteria. AZM, azithromycin; IPM, 
imipenem; CL, cephalexin; AMC, amoxicillin-clavulinic acid; CN, gentamicin; CIP, ciprofloxacin; C, 
chloramphenicol; TE, tetracycline; VA, vancomycin. 

 
 
 
shown in Figure 3. The biofilm resistance against 
chloramphenicol (16 folds), amoxicillin-clavulinic acid and 
gentamicin (32 folds each) was found to be intermediate, 
while the least active antibiotics against biofilm cells were 
ciprofloxacin and tetracycline (64 folds each) and 
cefoperazone (128 folds).  

High resistance of biofilms to antimicrobial agents was 
reported by other studies. Thus Černohorská and Votava 
(2004) found that the susceptibility of biofilms formed by 
E. coli, P. aeruginosa and Klebsiella pneumoniae to 
cefoperazone and ciprofloxacin was much lower than that 
of planktonic cells. La Plante and Mermel (2009) reported 
that vancomycin was not effective for eradicating biofilms 

formed by S. aureus and Enterococcus faecalis as shown 
by MBEC/MIC ratios of ≥256 folds. Ceri et al. (1999) also 
reported high resistance of biofilms of E. coli to 
ciprofloxacin (MBEC/MIC >2048 folds), P. aeruginosa to 
ciprofloxacin (16 folds), gentamicin (64 folds) and 
imipenem (> 1024 folds), S. aureus to ciprofloxacin (1024 
folds) and vancomycin (> 1024 folds). 

As a result of the high resistance of biofilm cells to 
antibiotics, agents that can remove biofilms are 
necessary. A number of potential agents were tested. 
These agents include ambroxol, dexamethasone, 
piroxicam, manuka and citrus honeys, apple and grape 
vinegars and estradiol.  
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Figure 3. Biofilm eradicating activity of antibiotics against Gram-negative bacteria. IPM, imipenem; C, chloramphenicol; 
AMC, amoxicillin-clavulinic acid; CN, gentamicin; CIP, ciprofloxacin; TE, tetracycline; CEP, cefoperazone 

 
 
 

Ambroxol was found to be a strong antiadhesion agent 
(Hafez et al., 2009). In addition to its antiahesive effects, 
ambroxol interferes with biofilm formation by interference 
with quorum sensing and decreasing the matrix 
production in P. aeruginosa biofilms (Li et al., 2008; Lu et 
al., 2010). Abbas (2013) also reported the ability of 
ambroxol to inhibit and eradicate biofilms formed by 
Proteus mirabilis isolated from diabetic foot infections. At 
0.9 mg/ml, ambroxol caused 90.25-100% inhibition and 
78.38-83.77% eradication of biofilm. 

In this study, the MICs and MBECs of ambroxol against 
tested isolates were found to be 0.47-0.94 mg/ml. Lu et 
al. (2010) reported that at 1.875 and 3.75 mg/ml, 
ambroxol could inhibit quorum sensing, biofilm maturation 
and viability. Furthermore, Li et al. (2008) found that 
ambroxol at 3.75 mg/ml could disrupt the biofilms.  

Honey has both a broad spectrum antibacterial and 
wound healing activities (Lusby et al., 2005). The 
antibacterial activity may be due to low water content, 
high osmolarity and low pH, hydrogen peroxide and non-
peroxide phytochemical components of honey (Rhoads et 
al., 2008). Moreover, honey was reported to have 
antibiofilm activity (Saraf et al., 2009) that may be due to 
its quorum sensing inhibiting activity (Wang et al., 2012).  

In this study, two types of honey were used; Manuka 
honey and citrus honey. Both showed comparable activity 
against planktonic growth, while Manuka honey was 
more active in biofilm eradication. Manuka honey is a 
broad spectrum antibacterial agent (Blair et al., 2009). In 
addition, it could detach established biofilms (Merckoll et 
al., 2009). On the other hand, citrus honey (20.3%) had a 
strong growth inhibiting activity against S. aureus, and 
intermediate activity against each of P. aeruginosa, 
Klebsiella pneumoniae and E. coli (Hegazy, 2011). 

Vinegar is a sour liquid prepared by the fermentation of 
many fruits such as apples and grapes. Acetic acid is the 
main constituent of vinegar. Vinegar has bacteriostatic 
and bactericidal effect on microorganism (Entani et al., 
1998; Nascimento et al., 2003). Its mechanism of action 
depends on penetration and disruption of the bacterial 
cell membrane (Parish et al., 2003; Yousef and Juneja 
2003; Marriott and Gravani 2006). The high content of 
polyphenols contributes to the antimicrobial activity of 
apple and grape vinegars (Jafari et al., 2012). Vinegar 
could eradicate biofilm formed by Candida albicans on 
acrylic resin plates (Alberto et al., 2006). This may be due 
to polyphenols that were reported to inhibit streptococcal 
biofilm formation through inhibition of enzymes that 
produce exopolymers; a major component in biofilm 
(Sendamangalam, 2010).  

In our study, grape vinegar produced slightly higher 
antibacterial and biofilm eradicating activities than apple 
vinegar. Apple vinegar could inhibit the planktonic growth 
at 0.078% except for Klebsiella ozaenae (0.195%) and 
one P. aeruginosa strain (0.625%), while grape vinegar 
produced similar effect at 0.039-0.078% except for P. 
mendocina (0.195%). Moreover, grape vinegar could 
eradicate biofilms of all tested strains at 0.156% except 
for Acinetobacter baumanii (0.31%), while apple vinegar 
MBECs ranged between 0.156-0.31%.  

In this study, the non-steroidal anti-inflammatory agent 
piroxicam exerted slightly stronger antibacterial and 
antibiofilm effects than dexamethasone. The MICs of 
piroxicam and dexamethasone were 0.625-1.25 and 1-4 
mg/ml, respectively. The biofilm eradication was achieved 
at 0.625-1.25 and 2 mg/ml for piroxicam and 
dexamethasone, respectively.  

Non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) have
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Figure 4. Effect of antibiofilm agents on biofilm eradication by ciprofloxacin. 
 
 
 
good antimicrobial activities. This antimicrobial activity 
may be attributed to inhibition of bacterial DNA synthesis 
(Annadurai et al., 1998; Dastidar et al., 2000). Abbas et 
al. (2012a) found that piroxicam exerted antibiofilm 
activity against P.aeruginosa biofilms. Possible mecha-
nisms of biofilm inhibition by NSAIDs are inhibition of 
bacterial adhesion, reduction of extracellular polysaccha-
ride, modification of the surface properties of the bacterial 
cell (Farber and Wolff, 1992; Muller et al., 1998). Another 
possible mechanism is the inhibition of quorum sensing 
system. Piroxicam may inhibit biofilm formation by P. 
aeruginosa by decreasing the production of quorum 
sensing-dependent virulence factors (Ulusoy and 
Bosgelmez-Tinaz, 2013) 

In our study, the steroidal hormone estradiol inhibited 
growth of free-living cells at 0.125-0.5 mg/ml and 
removed established biofilms at 0.25-1mg/ml. In a 
previous study, topical corticosteroids (fluticasone at 400 
μg/200 μl, mometasone at 300 μg, 400 μg/200 μl and 
budesonide at 750 μg, 1,000 μg, and 2,000 μg/200 μl) 
were found to significantly reduce biofilms formed in vitro 
by Staphylococcus aureus isolated from chronic 
rhinosinusitis patients (Goggin et al., 2014).This activity 
may be due to the quorum sensing inhibiting activity of 
estradiol that was reported against P. aeruginosa (Beury-
Cirou et al. 2013). 

The synergistic effect of potential antibiofilm agents 
with ciprofloxacin was investigated. Ambroxol showed the 
highest synergistic activity (Figure 4).  Ambroxol and 
dexamethasone showed synergistic effect against 
biofilms in all tested strains, but the magnitude of 
reduction in MBEC was higher in case of ambroxol. The 
synergistic effect was observed in 87.5% of tested strains 
with manuka honey, in 75% of isolates with each of 
piroxicam, estradiol and grape vinegar, but the magnitude 
of potentiation was greater with grape vinegar. Each of 
apple vinegar and citrus honey potentiated the biofilm 
eradicating activity of ciprofloxacin in 50% of isolates.  

The biofilms formed by different strains were differently 
affected by antibiofilm agents-ciprofloxacin combinations. 
The most affected was Acinetobacter baumanii (all 
combinations showed synergism), followed by Klebsiella 
ozaenae and E.coli (all combinations showed synergism 
but with lower magnitude of MBEC decrease). Poten-
tiation of the biofilm removal activity of ciprofloxacin was 
obtained by 6 combinations against Staphylococcus 
aureus biofilm, with 5 combinations against biofilms of 
each of Pseudomonas mendocina, Enterococcus faecalis 
and Staphylococcus epidermidis, but the magnitude of 
MBEC reduction was higher in Pseudomonas mendocina 
biofilm. The least affected was Proteus mirabilis biofilm; 
only 4 combinations showed synergism. 



 
 
 
 

In accordance with our study, Li et al. (2008) found that 
ambroxol can increase the activity of ciprofloxacin against 
P. aeruginosa biofilms by increasing the permeability of 
ciprofloxacin. Abbas et al. (2012b) reported the 
potentiation of ciprofloxacin against established biofilms 
formed by 5 P. aeruginosa isolates by ambroxol. 
Synergistic activity of piroxicam with ciprofloxacin against 
pre-formed P. aeruginosa biofilms was also observed by 
Abbas et al. (2012c). 

In summary, this study suggests that use of antibiofilm 
agents in combination with ciprofloxacin may be useful to 
overcome the high biofilm resistance to antibiotics, but 
further clinical trials should be done to test the clinical 
efficacy of such combinations. 
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Dextranase from Aspergillus penicillioides NRC 39 was immobilized using different carriers by various 
techniques including physical adsorption, covalent binding, ionic binding and entrapment. Immobilization 
of dextranase by covalent binding using 2% glutaraldehyde on prawn shell as carrier produced a high 
immobilization yield 87.4%. Comparison between the free and immobilized enzyme showed that 
immobilized enzyme on prawn shell produce highest immobilization yield at pH 6.0 and 40°C after 30 
min of the reaction. Immobilized enzyme loses its activity when heated at 70°C for 40 min. The Km of 
free and immobilized enzyme was 15.8 and 17.4 mg/ml, respectively while V max of the free and 
immobilized enzyme was 28.5 and 23.8 U/mg protein, respectively. 
 
Key words: Dextranase, immobilization, Aspergillus penicillioides. 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Dextran is a long chain carbohydrate polymer (1,6-
glucosidic linkages), synthesized from glucose by the 
enzyme dextransucrase (EC 2.4.1.5). Various bacteria, 
fungi and other organisms are capable of producing 
dextran as an exopolysaccharide (Khalikova et al., 2005).  

Dextranases [(1-6) X-D-glucan-6-glucanohydrolases; 
EC 3.2.1.11] are a group of hydrolytic enzymes that 
specifically hydrolyze the (1 - 6) linkages in dextrans 
(Abdel-Naby et al., 1999). Differences in molecular 
weight of dextran are of significant commercial interest in 
drug formulations, vaccines, cryoprotectants and stabi-
lizers in the food industries, cosmetic products and as 
separating gels in research studies (Khalikova et al., 
2005). Specific molecular weight fractions of dextran 
generated by dextranase are used to restore blood 
volume in patients suffering from shock as a result of  
severe blood loss (Mehvar, 2000). 

Dextran is involved in dental plaque formation, so  

dextranases are used in the manufacture of dentifrices as 
an additive for presentation of dental carries (Kuboki et 
al., 1985) Dextranases also have other important industrial 
applications since these enzymes can depolymerise various 

troublesome microbial dextran deposits and reduce 

viscosity in sugar process. Dextran can be modified by 
dextranases to be used in many biotechnological 
applications. 

Immobilized enzymes find broad application in industry, 
biotechnology, biomedicine and analytical chemistry 
(Yagiz et al., 2007 and Camacho et al., 2007). Generally, 
immobilized enzymes show better thermal and pH stabi-
lities and are easier to separate, can be reused and their 
effect appears to be more suitable for practical appli-
cations (Ye et al., 2007). 

Various techniques have been developed for enzyme 
immobilization, including adsorption to insoluble materials, 
entrapment in polymeric gels, encapsulation in membranes, 
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cross linking with bifunctional reagent, or covalent linking to 
an insoluble carrier (Gomez et al., 2008; Hector et al., 2013).  

Dextranase from Penicillium funiculosum 258 was immo-
bilized on chitosan using glutaraldehyde for covalent binding. 
Comparison with the free and immobilized dextranase, 
the immobilized enzyme exhibited a higher pH optimum, 
optimal reaction temperature and thermal stability (Abdel-
Naby et al., 1998). 

Tanash et al. (2011) illustrated that Aspergillus 

subolivaceus dextranase could be immobilized on several 
carriers by entrapment and covalent binding with cross-
linking. Dextranase immobilized on BSA with a cross-
linking agent showed the highest activity .The optimum 
pH, temperature of the reaction and thermal stability were 
significantly improved by the immobilization process. 

In the present study, Aspergillus penicillioides NRC 39 
was immobilized on different carriers using different 

methods of immobilization including, physical adsorption, 
covalent binding, ionic binding and entrapment. The proper-
ties of both free and immobilized enzyme were compared. 

 
 
MATERIALS AND METHODS  

 
Microorganism 
 
Aspergillus penicillioides NRC 39 was obtained from the culture 
collection of the Chemistry of Natural and Microbial Products 
Department at the National Research Centre, Dokki, Cairo, Egypt. 
 
 

Culture medium and cultivation 
 

The culture medium for enzyme production was prepared (Abdel-
Nabyet al., 1998) as follows: (g/l) dextran with molecular weight 
(70000) (10.0), yeast extract (2.0), NaNO3 (10.0), K2HPO4 (4.0), 
MgSO4. 7 H2 O(0.2), KCl (0.2) and FeSO4.7H2O (0.01) 
(Pleszczynska et al., 1997). 

Two discs (6 mm in diameter) from 7 days old cultures were 
transferred to 250 ml Erlenmeyer conical flasks each containing 50 
ml fermentation medium. The inoculated flasks were incubated on a 
rotary incubator shaker at 180 rpm for 7 days at 28-30°C. At the 
end of incubation period, cultures were centrifuged at 8000 rpm. 
The cell free supernatant was used as a crude enzyme for further 
determinations. 
 
 

Assay of dextranase activity  
 

Dextranase activity was determined according to Miller (1959). The 
standard dextranase assay mixture contained 1 ml of 2% dextran in 
0.1 M acetate buffer (pH 5.0) and 0.5 ml of suitably diluted enzyme 
solution. After 30 min incubation at 50°C the reducing sugars 
formed were analyzed by DNS method. One unit of enzyme activity 
was defined as the amount of enzyme that converts one micromole 
of isomaltose per minute reaction under the described condition.  
 
 

Immobilization method 
 
Physical adsorption 
 
One gram of the carriers was inoculated 1 ml of enzyme from A. 
penicillioides NRC 39 (Abdel- Naby et al., 1998). 

 
 
 
 
Covalent binding 
 
One gram of the carriers was treated with 2 ml of 2.5% (v/v) 
glutaraldehyde for 2 h at 30°C. Washed with distilled water to 
remove the excess glutaraldehyde. The wet weight of carriers were 
mixed with 1 ml of enzyme solution and incubated overnight at 4°C. 
The unbounded enzyme was washed with distilled water (Abdel-
Naby et al., 1998). 
 
 
Ionic binding 
 
One gram of cation was exchanged with acetate buffer (pH 5.0) or 
anion exchanger with phosphate buffer (pH 7.0). The carriers were 
incubated with 1 ml of enzyme solution at 4°C for 12 h (Abdel- Naby 
et al., 1998). 

 
 
Entrapment immobilization 

 
In agar and agarose 

 
Ten milliliters of different concentrations of agar and agarose 
solutions (2.0, 2.5, 3.0 and 4.0 %) were mixed with 1.0 ml enzyme 
solution. The mixture was quickly solidified at 40°C, cut into small 
fragments and washed with 0.2 M acetate buffer (pH 5.0) to remove 
the unbounded enzyme (Wood Ward, 1985). 
 
 
In calcium alginate 
 
Ten milliliters of different concentration of calcium alginate (2.0, 2.5, 
3.0 and 4.0%) were mixed with enzyme solution. One milliliter 
enzyme solution was added to 10 ml alginate, enzyme mixture was 
made into beads by dropping sodium alginate solution into 0.15 M 
of calcium chloride, the beads (0.5-1.0 mm diameter) were left for 2 
h before collecting and washed with 0.1 M acetate buffer (pH 5.0), 
the unbounded enzyme was removed by washing with distilled 
water (Bicherstaff, 1997). 

 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
Immobilization of dextranase obtained from A. 
penicillioides NRC 39  
 
The culture filtrate from the optimized medium with the 
fungus was partially purified with ammonium sulphate which 

produced 1.1 fold of purification and specific activity, 8.2 
U/mg protein while 70% acetone produced specific 
activity, 14.2 U/mg protein and 2.8 fold of purification. 
 
 
Immobilization by physical adsorption 
 
Immobilization of dextranase from A. penicillioides NRC 
39 by physical adsorption was employed on different 
carriers including alumina, foam, chitin, loafacylinderica, 
prawn shell, pumice, sawdust, natural sponge and 
synthetic sponge. Results in Figure 1 show that prawn 
shell produced the highest immobilization yield (81.9%) 
with immobilization activity (113.3 U/g carrier) while 
alumina produced the lowest immobilization yield
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Figure 1. Immobilization of dextranase from A. penicillioides NRC 39 by physical adsorption. 

 
 
 

 
 

Figure 2. Immobilization of dextranase from A. penicillioides NRC 39 by covalent binding. 

 
 
 
(14.7%), other carriers produced moderate to low immo-
bilization yields. Abdel-Nabyet al. (1998) proved that the 
immobilized enzymes prepared by physical adsorption 
had the highest activity. 
 
 
Immobilization by covalent binding 
 
Results in Figure 2 showed that enzyme immobilization 
by covalent binding at prawn shell produce high immobi-

lization yield (87.4%) with immobilization activity (124.2 
U/g carrier). This high loading efficiency for the immo-
bilization by covalent binding could be due to the 
formation of stable cross linking between the carrier and 
the enzyme through a spacer group which increased the 
local surface area of the carrier and reduced the steric 
hindrance around the active site of the enzyme molecule 
(Siso et al., 1990). These results were similar to those of 
Abdel-Naby et al. (1998) who reported that immobilization 
of P. funiculosum dextranase produced good immobilization
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Figure 3. Immobilization of dextranase by ionic binding.  
 
 
 

yield by covalent binding. Immobilizing enzymes by covalent 
binding result in an increase of the enzyme rigidity, which 
is commonly reflected by increase in the stability toward 

denaturation (Gottschalk and Jaenicke, 1991). 
The presence of chitin, together with other polysac-

charides, form fibrils of different lengths, depending on the 
species and the cellular location. In this work, a homo-
polymer was used with a broad spectrum of distribu-tion in 

the biosphere, being formed in the shells of crustaceans, 
such as crab, shrimp and lobster (Prasad et al., 2005). 
 
 

Immobilization by ionic binding 
 
The data illustrated in Figure 3 indicated that the highest 
enzyme yield (46.3%) was obtained using Dowex. On the 
other hand, the lowest immobilization yield (19.9%) was 
obtained by immobilizing the enzyme on sephadex, this 
inhibition may be due to the involvement of the fixation 
process to the active site of the enzyme (Galvez-Marisal 
and Lopez-Munguia, 1991). 
 
 
Immobilization by entrapment 
 
Immobilization of dextranase using different concentrations 
of agar, agarose and sodium alginate were examined. The 
results in Figure 4 show that 2% agarose produce the 

highest immobilization yield and immobilization decreased 
with increasing concentration of the carriers. These results 
agreed with those of Siso et al. (1990) who illustrated that 
decrease in yield with increase in carrier concentration 
might be due to the decrease in porosity of the gelmatrix 
which caused diffusion limitation for the substrate.  

 
 
Properties of free and immobilized enzyme 
 
pH of the reaction 
 
The effect of different pH values of the reaction for free 

and immobilized enzyme on production of extracellular 
dextranase were investigated at the pH range of 4.0 to 
7.0. Results in Table 1 show that the immobilized dextra-
nase retain maximum activity at pH 6.0 while pH 5.0 was 
the optimal for the free enzyme. These results were the 
same as those of Galvez-Mariscal and Lopez-Munguia 
(1991) who found that the enzyme productivity of 
Paecilomyces lilacinus ranged from pH 5.4 to 7.0. Tanash 
et al. (2011) found that the optimum pH for activity of the 
immobilized enzyme of A. subolivaceus was shifted to pH 
6.0 as compared to the free enzyme (pH 5.5). Shao-ying 
et al. (2013) found that the highest free dextranase acti-
vity was observed under the optimal reaction conditions 
of pH 5.5. These effects may be dependent on the ionic 
environment around the active site of the enzyme. Yakup 
and Aziz (2007) reported that the immobilization efficiency 
of dextranase was very high at pH 5.3. 
 
 
Temperature of the reaction 
 
Activity of free and immobilized dextranase was deter-
mined by incubation at different temperatures ranging 
from 20 to 80°C. Results in Table 2 show that the maxi-
mum dextranase activity was achieved at 40°C for immo-
bilized enzymes, and at 50°C for free enzymes, increasing 
temperature above this range adversely affected the 
enzyme activity which lost 40% of activity at 80°C. The 
loss of enzyme activity might be due to low multiplication 
rate of the fungus biomass which ultimately decrease the 
enzyme production (Subasioglu and Cansunar, 2010). 

Abdel Naby et al. (1999a) on the other hand reported 
that the optimal reaction temperature of dextranase from 
Penicillium funiculosum 258 was shifted from 60 for free 
to 80°C for the immobilized enzyme. Tanash et al. (2011) 
found that the optimal temperature of the reaction of 
dextranase from A. subolivaceus resulted at 60°C for 
both free and immobilized enzyme. This higher value of 
the optimal reaction temperature for the immobilized 
enzyme indicated that the applied immobilization 
procedure (covalent binding) contributed to greater
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Figure 4. Immobilization of dextranase by entrapment. 
 
 
 

Table 1. Effect of different pH values. 
 

pH value  
Relative activity (%) 

Free enzyme Immobilized enzyme 

4 92.3 98.4 

4.6 98.6 98.8 

5.0 (control) 100 100 

5.5 93.7 110.4 

6 81.8 115.3 

6.5 79 99.7 

7 70 95.8 
 
 
 

Table 2. Effect of different temperatures on the enzyme activity. 
 

Temperature (°C) 
Relative activity (%) 

Free enzyme Immobilized enzyme 

20 34.1 87.2 

30 63.9 103.2 

40 84.3 112.1 

50(control) 100 100 

60 88.2 102.8 

70 78.1 98.5 

80 57.7 79.4 
 
 
 

stability. Shao-ying et al. (2013) found that optimum tem-
perature for free enzyme was 60°C. 
 
 

Time of the reaction 
 

The activities of the free and immobilized dextranase 

were assayed after incubation at various incubation times 
(15-90 min). As indicated in Figure 5 both the free and 
immobilized enzyme had maximum activity after 30 min. 
Increasing incubation time led to reduction in enzyme 
activity. Multiple fixation of the enzyme to matrix would 
also lead to a decrease in the activity due to the decrease 
in the catalytic activity (BicKerstaff, 1997).  

 
 
Thermal stability 

 
This experiment was designed to determine the effect of 
temperature on the activity of free and immobilized 
dextranases. Thermal stability of free and immobilized 
dextranases were investigated when incubated in the 
absence of substrate, at different temperatures ranging 
from 30 to 60°C, each for 10 to 60 min. The results illu-
strated in Figures 6 and 7 indicated that, immobilized 
enzymes was more stable than the free enzyme when 
heated at 30°C, the immobilization process protected the 
enzyme against heat inactivation. Immobilized enzyme lose 
its activity when heated at 70°C for 40 min. Whereas, the 
free enzyme was inactivated at a temperature of 60°C 
when heated for 40 min. Yakup and Aziz (2007) showed 
that Penicillium lilacinum dextranase thermal activity was 
enhanced by immobilization, soluble enzyme lost about 6 
and 16% of its activity at 55 and 60°C, whereas immo-
bilized enzyme retained 99 and 94% of its full activity at 
same temperature. In general, an immobilized enzyme is 
more stable than the free enzyme (Abdel-Naby et al., 
1999a). This may be due to mass transfer resis-tance of 
the substrate into the carrier which particularly shows 
with a high molecular weight substrate like dextran. 
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Figure 5. Effect of time of the reaction. 

 
 
 

 
 

Figure 6. Thermal stability of free dextranase by Aspergillus penicilliodies NRC 39. 

 
 
 

 
 

Figure 7. Thermal stability of immobilized dextranase by Aspergillus penicillioides NRC 39. 
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Table 3. Effect of metal salts on the activity of free and 
immobilized dextranase. 

 

Different metal salts 
Relative activity (%) 

Free Immobilized 

Magnesium chloride 78.1 181.2 

Zinc sulphate 85.3 80.2 

EDTA 160.8 185.5 

Cysteine Hcl 104.8 148.4 

Copper sulphate 73.4 97.2 

Cobalt chloride 97.2 90.6 

 
 
 

Metal ions 
 
Results in Table 3 indicated that relative activity of free 
enzyme increased in the presence of EDTA, while other 
metal ions decreased dextranase activity. On the other 
hand, EDTA, magnesium chloride and cysteine HCl 
increased relative activity of immobilized dextranase, other 
metal ions showed low activity. The results suggested 
that immobilization protected the enzyme against the 
inhibitory effects of some metal ions and inhibitors. These 
results are in agreement with those reported for other 
enzymes (Abdel-Naby et al., 1999a). The latter authors 
reported that the glycosylation of the enzyme formed a 
stable covalent bond that led to achievement of resis-
tance against chemicals. The significant low activity of 
free enzyme may be attributed to direct contact between 
metal ions and the active site of enzyme. However, in 
immobilized enzyme, the fibrous porous structure play a 
role in protection due to the time required for these metal 
ions (Cu

2+
, Hg

2+
 and Fe

3+
) to diffuse to the carrier surface 

to reach the active site of enzymes (Abdel-Naby et al., 
1999b). These results indicate the partial protection of the 
enzyme by immobilization is in agreement with those 
reported for other immobilized enzymes (Kimura et al., 
1989).  

 
 
Determination of Km and V max 

 
Linweaver-Burk plots of the free and immobilized enzyme 
gave Km of 15.8 and 17.4 mg/ml, respectively. The V max 
of the free and immobilized enzyme were 28.5 and 23.8 
U/mg protein, respectively. 

The increase of the Km value after the immobilization 
may be due to mass transfer resistance of the substance 
into the immobilization matrix and to low substrate 
accessibility to the enzyme active site. Increasing the Km 
value of other enzymes after the immobilization has been 
reported by Abdel-Naby et al. (1999a). On the other 
hand, fixation of the enzyme on the immobilization matrix 
would lead to decrease in the flexibility of the enzyme 
molecule, which is commonly reflected by a decrease in 
the catalytic activity as reported by Erarslan et al. (1996).  
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Consequently, the maximum reaction rate of the immo-
bilized enzyme was lower than that of the free enzyme. 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
Prawn shell was a suitable carrier for immobilized dextra-
nase from A. penicillioides NRC 39 by covalent binding 
using 2% glutaraldehyde resulting in the highest immo-
bilization yield (87.4%). Immobilized enzyme exhibited a 
higher activity at optimum pH, temperature and time of 
reaction. Dextranase thermal activity was enhanced by 
immobilization. Protection of enzyme against inhibitory 
effects of some metal ions and inhibitors was indicated by 
immobilization. Km and V max of free and immobilized 
enzyme was determined.  
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The aim of this study was to detect and analyze in silico species/subspecies polymorphisms in the 
sequences of staphylococcal gap gene using HpyCH4V restriction enzyme. We analyzed 64 deposited in 
the GenBank sequences of the gap gene, derived from 41 staphylococcal species and 23 
staphylococcal subspecies. We also attempted to develop and describe specific RFLP profiles of the 
gap gene for each of the analyzed staphylococcal species and subspecies. Investigation by the present 
study revealed that HpyCH4V restriction enzyme obtained 44 distinctive restriction profiles of the gap 
gene for 36 staphylococcal species, and moreover 8 subspecies represent further 4 species. This is the 
first report concerning the possibility to use a single restriction enzyme to distinguish and identify 44 
species and subspecies of staphylococci. 
 
Key words: gap gene, HpyCH4V, in silico, RFLP, staphylococci. 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Currently, the genus Staphylococcus is divided into 48 
species and 23 subspecies (Al Masalma et al., 2010; 
Hauschild et al., 2010; Nováková et al., 2010; Riesen and 
Perreten, 2010; Supré et al., 2010; Bergeron et al., 2011; 
De Bel et al., 2013; Pantůček et al., 2013). Both 
coagulase-positive and coagulase-negative staphylococci 
display wide inter- and also intra-species phenotypic 
diversity (Yugueros et al., 2000; Layer et al., 2007; 
Bergeron et al., 2011). Recently, numerous reports have 
implicated a wide range of staphylococcal species as 
etiological agents associated with infectious processes. 
The increasing clinical significance of staphylococci, 

make their accurate identification very important. 
However, despite increased recognition of the 
significance of infections attributed to staphylococci, 
many species cannot be identified using currently 
available methods. 

Among the phenotypic methods for identification of 
staphylococci, there are biochemical profile analysis 
(Schwarzkopf et al., 1993; Lange et al., 1999) or phage 
typing (Schwarzkopf et al., 1993). Because of the 
variable expression of the phenotypic characters, these 
methods have frequently failed to make a reliable 
distinction between the different species of 
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Staphylococcus (Martineau et al., 2001; Becker et al., 
2004; Layer et al., 2007; Al Masalma et al., 2010; Bal et 
al., 2010). Instead or in addition to phenotypic methods, 
different test based on the bacterial genome analysis can 
be used. The advantage of genotypic methods over 
phenotypic tests was demonstrated in numerous studies 
(Martineau et al., 2001; Heikens et al., 2005; Layer et al., 
2006). The most frequently genotypic methods used for 
identification of staphylococcal species are: PCR, RAPD-
PCR (Vandenesch et al., 1995), PCR-RFLP (Yugueros et 
al., 2000; Layer et al., 2007), PCR amplicon-sequencing 
(Bergeron et al., 2011), ribotyping (Regnault et al., 1997) 
and DNA-DNA hybridization (Švec et al., 2004).  

The gap gene has been widely considered a specific 
molecular marker for the Staphylococcus genus and 
analysis of the polymorphism of this gene as an effective 
method for the differentiation of closely related 
staphylococcal species (Yugueros et al., 2000, 2001; 
Layer et al., 2007; Ghebremedhin et al., 2008; Bergeron 
et al., 2011). The gap gene was firstly identified as a part 
of the glycolytic operon in S. aureus, however currently it 
is well known, that this gene also occurs in other 
staphylococcal species (Modun et al., 1994; Modun and 
Williams, 1999; Yugueros et al., 2000). The gap gene 
encodes a 42 kDa transferrin binding protein (Tpn) 
belonging to the family of multifunctional cell wall-
associated glycerahdehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenases, 
which catalyzes the conversion of glyceraldehyde-3-
phosphate to 1,3-diphosphoglycerate (Modun et al., 
1994; Modun and Williams, 1999; Yugueros et al., 2000).  

One of the most commonly used method to evaluate 
the polymorphism within the gap gene is PCR-RFLP. 
However, interpretation of the gap gene restriction 
patterns obtained for analyzed microorganisms requires 
comparison with the specific profiles derived from the 
reference strains or obtained on the basis of in silico 
analysis. Therefore, the aim of this study was to detect 
and analyze in silico species/subspecies polymorphisms 
of staphylococcal gap gene sequences available in 
GenBank using HpyCH4V restriction enzyme. 

Furthermore, we also attempted to develop and 
precisely describe characteristic restriction profiles of gap 
gene for each of the analyzed staphylococcal species/-
subspecies. To our knowledge, this is the first report 
showing discriminatory potential of HpyCH4V restriction 
enzyme in identification of staphylococcal species.  
 
 
MATERIALS AND METHODS 

 
Nucleotide sequences of the gap gene  

 
The sequences of the gap gene were selected among all 
staphylococcal sequences published in GenBank database 
(accessed 25.04.2014). The selection of the sequences was based 
on the origin of strains for which the sequence was available (firstly 
sequences for reference strains were chosen) and the length of 
deposited sequences (longer sequences were preferred). In total, 
64  sequences of the gap gene  for  41 staphylococcal  species and 

 
 
 
 
23 subspecies were selected (Table 1).  
 
 
Designing of primers and restriction analysis  

 
In order to determine the most polymorphic regions in the 
sequences of gap gene of staphylococcal species and subspecies, 
the multiple sequence alignment using ClustalW software (Larkin et 
al., 2007) was performed. The primers with a length of 23 
nucleotides (F: 5’ ggtagaattggtcgtttagcatt 3’, R: 5’ 
gacatttcgttatcataccaagc 3’) were designed for S. aureus gap gene 
sequence (GenBank, acc. no. AJ938182, 1011 bp) using Primer3 
software.  

The primers were aligned in the position of 31-53 nt and 934-956 
nt of S. aureus AJ938182 gap gene sequence, and the length of 
amplified DNA product was 926 bp (Figure 1). Complementarity of 
the designed primers with the sequences of gap gene of other 
staphylococcal species or subspecies was analyzed using BioEdit 
software (Hall, 2007). In the case of sequences of staphylococcal 
species and subspecies shorter than 926 bp, the alignment with the 
sequence of the gap gene from S. aureus AJ938182 or 
counterparts species limited by primers was performed. 

In silico restriction analysis was performed using NEBcutter V2.0 
(Vincze et al., 2003) and HpyCH4V enzyme.  
 
 
RESULTS 
 
The lengths of the analyzed gap gene sequences together with 
designed primers for analyzed staphylococcal species or 
subspecies were 923, 925 or 926 bp (Table 2). Based on the 

comparative analysis (ClustalW), the differences in the lengths of 
these fragments resulted from the presence of mutation caused by 
insertion or deletion of one or three nucleotides.  

In silico restriction analysis showed, that HpyCH4V enzyme 
allowed to obtain 44 distinctive RFLP patterns of the gap gene for 
36 species and for 8 subspecies of staphylococci belonging to 
another 4 species: Staphylococcus capitis, Staphylococcus cohnii, 
Staphylococcus saprophyticus and Staphylococcus schleiferi (Table 

2 and Figure 2).  
However, it was found that this restriction enzyme did not allow 

for the differentiation between Staphylococcus jettensis and 
Staphylococcus petrasii and also for intraspecies differentiation 
within 7 species: Staphylococcus aureus, Staphylococcus 

carnosus, Staphylococcus equorum, Staphylococcus hominis, 
Staphylococcus petrasii, Staphylococcus sciuri and Staphylococcus 

succinus. In this case, performed in silico restriction analysis of the 
gap gene sequences for 15 subspecies belonging to those species 
resulted in only species specific RFLP patterns (Table 2 and Figure 
2).  
 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

Due to low discriminatory power, the phenotypic methods 
are often considered insufficiently reliable tool for the 
identification of staphylococci. For this reason, different 
genetic methods are increasingly used for their 
differentiation (Layer et al., 2006; Kim et al., 2008). 
Yugueros et al. (2000) first recommended the gap gene 
as a molecular marker for detection of Staphylococcus 
genus. The PCR primers sequences for amplification of 
this gene designed by those authors were also later used 
by e.g. Layer et al. (2007), Ghebremedhin et al. (2008), 
Bal et al. (2010) and Bergeron et al. (2011). However,
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Table 1. The source and the length of analyzed gap gene sequences of Staphylococcus species and subspecies. 

 

Species / subspecies  
GenBank accession 

number 
Length of  

sequence (bp) 
Species / subspecies 

GenBank 
accession number 

Length of  
sequence (bp) 

1 S. arlettae   DQ321674 931 33 S. jettensis JN092103 907 

2 S. aureus  AJ938182 1011 34 S. kloosii  DQ321691 931 

3 S. aureus subsp. anaerobius HM352968 883 35 S. lentus  DQ321692 931 

4 S. aureus subsp. aureus CP000255 1011 36 S. lugdunensis  DQ321693 934 

5 S. auricularis  DQ321675 931 37 S. lutrae  HM352978 880 

6 S. capitis  DQ321676 934 38 S. muscae  DQ321694 931 

7 S. capitis subsp. capitis EU659902 814 39 S. nepalensis  EU659922 811 

8 S. capitis subsp. urealyticus HM352966 883 40 S. pasteuri  HM352972 880 

9 S. caprae  DQ321677 934 41 S. petrasii subsp. croceilyticus JX139896 880 

10 S. carnosus  DQ321678 931 42 S. petrasii subsp. petrasii JX139895 880 

11 S. carnosus subsp. carnosus EU659917 811 43 S. pettenkoferi  HM352976 880 

12 S. carnosus subsp. utilis EU659904 811 44 S. piscifermentans  AF495484 931 

13 S. chromogenes  DQ321680 931 45 S. pseudintermedius  HM352982 880 

14 S. cohnii  DQ321681 931 46 S. saccharolyticus  HM352969 883 

15 S. cohnii subsp. cohnii EU659921 811 47 S. saprophyticus  DQ321695 931 

16 S. cohnii subsp. urealyticus HM352971 880 48 S. saprophyticus subsp. bovis HM352975 880 

17 S. condimenti  EU659918 811 49 S. saprophyticus subsp. saprophyticus EU659911 811 

18 S. delphini  DQ321682 931 50 S. schleiferi  DQ321696 931 

19 S. devriesei JX174278 880 51 S. schleiferi subsp. coagulans HM352980 880 

20 S. epidermidis  DQ321683 934 52 S. schleiferi subsp. schleiferi EU659913 811 

21 S. equorum  DQ321684 931 53 S. sciuri  DQ321697 931 

22 S. equorum subsp. equorum EU659907 811 54 S. sciuri subsp. carnaticus FJ578001 931 

23 S. equorum subsp. linens HM352977 880 55 S. sciuri subsp. rodentium HM352984 880 

24 S. felis  DQ321685 933 56 S. sciuri subsp. sciuri FJ578000 931 

25 S. fleurettii  EU659898 811 57 S. simiae  HM352970 883 

26 S. gallinarum  DQ321686 931 58 S. simulans  DQ321698 931 

27 S. haemolyticus  DQ321687 931 59 S. succinus  FJ578003 931 

28 S. hominis  DQ321688 931 60 S. succinus subsp. casei HM352981 880 

29 S. hominis subsp. hominis EU659908 811 61 S. succinus subsp. succinus HM352974 880 

30 S. hominis subsp. novobiosepticus HM352973 880 62 S. vitulinus  EU659916 811 

31 S. hyicus  DQ321689 931 63 S. warneri  DQ321699 931 

32 S. intermedius  DQ321690 931 64 S. xylosus  DQ321700 931 
 
 
 

due to the problems with amplification of the gap 
gene reported by several authors (Bal et al., 2010; 

Bergeron et al., 2011), in this work we decided to 
designed the new pair of primers  on the basis of 

an in silico analysis of the64 sequences of gap 
gene available in the GenBank database 
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Figure 1. Primer annealing sites for the fragment of S. aureus gap gene sequence (GenBank Acc. No AJ938182). 

 
 
 

Table 2. Restriction profiles of the gap gene of analyzed staphylococcal species and subspecies obtained after digestion 
with HpyCH4V restriction enzyme (NEBcutter V2.0). 

 

Species/subspecies 
Molecular weight of the restriction fragments 

of the gap gene (bp) 
Length of amplified 

product (bp) 

S. arlettae 451, 180, 172, 120 923 

S. aureus 

S. aureus subsp. anaerobius 

S. aureus subsp. aureus  

363, 237, 120, 93, 88, 25 926 

S. auricularis 211, 204, 135, 120, 99, 54, 39, 30, 25, 6 923 

S. capitis 

S. capitis subsp. capitis 
267, 219, 111, 96, 88, 61, 59, 25 926 

S. capitis subsp. urealyticus 330, 144, 123, 120, 96, 88, 25 926 

S. caprae 267, 186, 120, 96, 93, 88, 76 926 

S. carnosus 

S. carnosus subsp. carnosus 

S. carnosus subsp. utilis 

267, 165, 120, 96, 88, 76, 75, 36 923 

S. chromogenes 234, 211, 174, 94, 84, 76, 26, 12, 6, 6 923 

S. cohnii 

S. cohnii subsp. cohnii 
304, 267, 111, 84, 81, 76 923 

S. cohnii subsp. urealyticus 304, 261, 111, 84, 81, 76, 6 923 

S. condimenti 267, 240, 120, 96, 88, 51, 36, 25 923 

S. delphini 237, 234, 123, 117, 94, 93, 25 923 

S. devriesei 184, 147, 144, 93, 87, 66, 61, 59, 57, 25 923 

S. epidermidis 330, 184, 144, 117, 61, 59, 25, 6 926 
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Table 2. Contd. 
 

S. equorum 

S. equorum subsp. equorum 

S. equorum subsp. linens 

331, 276, 234, 76, 6 923 

S. felis 225, 210, 118, 99, 70, 69, 57, 26, 24, 21, 6 925 

S. fleurettii 304, 294, 111, 99, 51, 39, 25 923 

S. gallinarum 267, 184, 180, 120, 96, 51, 25 923 

S. haemolyticus 288, 150, 96, 88, 84, 61, 59, 39, 27, 25, 6 923 

S. hominis 

S. hominis subsp. hominis 

S. hominis subsp. novobiosepticus 

261, 240, 96, 88, 76, 61, 59, 36, 6 923 

S. hyicus 445, 141, 94, 72, 63, 39, 26, 25, 12, 6 923 

S. intermedius 240, 237, 234, 94, 93, 25 923 

S. jettensis * 240, 147, 120, 96, 88, 87, 57, 36, 27, 25 923 

S. kloosii 267, 216, 184, 120, 72, 39, 25 923 

S. lentus 415, 291, 156, 36, 25 923 

S. lugdunensis 273, 201, 184, 120, 66, 51, 25, 6 926 

S. lutrae 331, 105, 84, 81, 76, 72, 63, 36, 33, 25, 11, 6 923 

S. muscae 295, 153, 117, 94, 76, 72, 39, 33, 26, 12, 6 923 

S. nepalensis 331, 234, 135, 111, 81, 25, 6 923 

S. pasteuri 366, 165, 120, 88, 54, 51, 36, 25, 18 923 

S. petrasii subsp. croceilyticus * 

S. petrasii subsp. petrasii * 
240, 147, 120, 96, 88, 87, 57, 36, 27, 25 923 

S. pettenkoferi 451, 276, 61, 59, 51, 25 923 

S. piscifermentans 357, 216, 120, 111, 88, 25, 6 923 

S. pseudintermedius 327, 240, 237, 94, 25 923 

S. saccharolyticus 330, 144, 123, 96, 88, 61, 59, 25 926 

S. saprophyticus 

S. saprophyticus subsp. saprophyticus 
231, 184, 120, 111, 96, 76, 69, 36 923 

S. saprophyticus subsp. bovis 204, 184, 120, 111, 96, 76, 69, 36, 27 923 

S. schleiferi 

S. schleiferi subsp. schleiferi 
295, 153, 94, 87, 72, 57, 51, 33, 26, 25, 18, 12 923 

S. schleiferi subsp. coagulans 295, 153, 117, 94, 57, 51, 42, 33, 26, 25, 18, 12 923 

S. sciuri 

S. sciuri subsp. carnaticus 

S. sciuri subsp. rodentium 

S. sciuri subsp. sciuri 

415, 177, 156, 99, 51, 25 923 

S. simiae 330, 156, 120, 111, 96, 88, 25 926 

S. simulans 276, 234, 123, 120, 88, 51, 25, 6 923 

S. succinus 

S. succinus subsp. casei 

S. succinus subsp. succinus 

261, 184, 165, 120, 111, 76, 6 923 

S. vitulinus 543, 304, 51, 25 923 

S. warneri 207, 165, 159, 90, 88, 76, 61, 59, 18 923 

S. xylosus 267, 184, 180, 120, 96, 76 923 
 

*Species/subspecies which were not distinguished. 

 
 
 
(accessed 25.04.2014). It should be noted, that 
amplification of the gap gene allows only for classification 
of bacteria to the genus Staphylococcus. However, as it 
was demonstrated by several authors, further analysis 

based on the polymorphism within this gene can be used 
as a useful tool for the differentiation of particular 
staphylococcal species (Yugueros et al., 2000, 2001; 
Layer et al., 2007; Ghebremedhin et al., 2008; Bergeron
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Figure 2. In silico generated RFLP patterns of the gap gene of analyzed staphylococcal species and subspecies obtained after digestion with HpyCH4V restriction enzyme (NEBcutter V2.0). 

 
 
 
et al., 2011).  

The most widely studied and used restriction 
enzyme in the gap gene polymorphism analysis is 
AluI. The PCR-RFLP of gap gene using AluI for 
interspecies differentiation of staphylococci was 
firstly recommended by Yugueros et al. (2000). In 
their two studies, Yugueros et al. (2000, 2001), 
using AluI enzyme were able to identify 
respectively 12 and 24 species of staphylococci. 
Expanding knowledge in this field, Bal et al. 
(2010) using gap gene compared discriminatory 
power of 3 endonuclease: AluI, MseI and RsaI in 
the differentiation of coagulase-negative 
staphylococcal species. They showed that the 
AluI enzyme has the highest discriminatory power 
to identify the 9 analyzed species of 
staphylococci. Furthermore, Layer et al. (2007) 
suggested terminal-restriction fragment length 
polymorphism of the gap gene using DdeI, BspHI 

and TaqI restriction enzymes, as a sensitive and 
reliable method that allows for the identification of 
28 species of staphylococci.   

Our in silico study demonstrate, that HpyCH4V 
enzyme, as compared to other so far studied 
restriction enzymes used for the analysis of gap 
gene polymorphism is characterized by the very 
high discriminatory potential allowing for 
differentiation between 44 staphylococcal species 
and subspecies. According to thorough review of 
the available literature, the research concerning 
the application of HpyCH4V restriction enzyme in 
detection of polymorphism of the gap gene and 
identification of staphylococcal species have not 
yet been performed. However it should be 
emphasized that our study was performed in silico 
and in the next step, in order to confirm the 
obtained results, the analogous laboratory 
analysis should be performed.  
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