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The Antibacterial Activity of 2 Compositae Extracts and Compound in the Yellow River Delta

JIANG Cui-feng, WANG Shu-ping”~ , ZHAO Yong et al  (Department of Life Science, Binzhou University, Binzhou, Shandong 256603 )
Abstract [ Objective ] The aim was to determine the antibacterial activity of 2 Compositae plants. [ Method ] With maror, annua as test materi-
als, Escherichia coli, Bacillus subtilis and Staphylococcus aureus as tested bacterias, using filter paper method, the antibacterial activity of maror
and annua and their composite liquids were analyzed by observing the size of inhibition zone. [ Result] The results showed that: when the concen-
tration was 0.1 g/mL, the intermixtures and composite liquids of both plants inhabited three bacterias above, and the inhibitory rate of each
plant’ s concentration was more than 70% at least, the rate of annua inhibiting Staphylococcus aureus was more than 80% , the rate of maror in-
hibiting Escherichia coli was more than 85% , the compound liquid of maror, annua can inhabit Escherichia coli thoroughly, which means the in-

hibitory rate was 100% . [ Conclusion] Maror and annua have good antibacterial activity, which can be further studied and developed.
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Table 1 The bacteriostatic effect of different processing methods for preparation of sowthistle liquor mm
NIk KIGHF R REAF R G ORI
Processing method Escherichia coli Bacillus subitilis Staphylococcus aureus
HAEE Annua 7.483 9.354 10.833
T Dry marror 9.498 6.667 8.978
EHECHEHUGK Compound extract 9.752 9.990 10. 000
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