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ABSTRACT 
 

Pomegranate fruit is a rich source of antimicrobial agents. Herein, the antibacterial  potencies of four pomegranate 

cultivar peel extracts; Wonderful, H116, Manfalouty and Black, against five pathogenic bacteria Staphylococcus aureus, Bacillus 

cereus, Salmonella typhimurium, Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Escherichia coli have been evaluated with routine disc diffusion 
susceptibility testing. The gross effects of peel extracts on bacterial DNA have been assessed with the rep-PCR DNA 

fingerprinting technique. The results indicated that all cultivar peel extracts showed enhanced antibacterial activities against the 

tested strains compared to controls. The polymorphic DNA banding patterns of E. coli O157:H7, as a reference strain, treated 

with different cultivar peel extracts were used as a reference test to detect the mutagenic effect of peel extracts. The study 

indicated that pomegranate peel is a promising source as antibacterial agents or bacterial mutagens. 
Keywords: Antibacterial potencies; rep-PCR; Pomegranate; peel extract 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 

Pomegranate, Punica granatum L., is an important 

fruit crop of tropical and subtropical regions of the world 

(Meerts et al., 2009). The leaves, barks, peels and fruits of 

pomegranate have various medicinal properties. Therefore, 

the pomegranate has  many therapeutic applications as 

antibacterial-, antifungal-, antiviral-, antioxidant-, 

antidiabetic-, anticarcinogenic-, antiparasitic- agent 

(Jurenka, 2008 ;Viuda-Martos et al., 2010; Howell and 

D’Souza, 2013). 

Pomegranate extracts , especially the peels, have a 

wide spectrum of activities on a number of important 

pathogenic as well as drug-resistant bacterial strains such 

as Staphylococcus aureus (Machado et al., 2003), 

Salmonella typhimurium (Tayel et al., 2012), Escherichia 

coli O157:H7 (Voravuthikunchai et al., 2004), 

Pseudomonas aeruginosa (Hayouni et al., 2011), Listeria 

monocytogenes and Yersinia enterocolitica (Al-Zoreky, 

2009). Furthermore, it would be used as food 

preservation by preventing the actions of food spoilage 

bacteria (Howell and D’Souza, 2013). 

The seeds and juice of pomegranate fruit only 

represent about 3 and 30 % of the fruit weight, 

respectively. The rest is peels, containing an interior 

network of membranes (Lansky and Newman, 2007). 

Among these parts, pomegranate peel extract has  the 

highest antibacterial activity more than other fruit extracts 

(Howell and D’Souza, 2013).    

Numerous chemical components have been detected 

in different parts of the pomegranate, hydrolyzable tannins 

(punicalins and punicalagins), punic acid, flavonols and 

anthocyanins that have the responsibility for 

pharmacological benefits of pomegranate. Among these 

components, the peel has high content of polyphenols which 

provide higher activity as antioxidant. The peel extract 

constituents would vary according to the tested cultivar of 

pomegranate (Duman et al., 2009). 

Rep-PCR DNA finger-printing has been recognized 

as a general method that utilizes primers matching with short 

intergenic repeated sequences that have been found in 

bacterial genomes (Versalovic et al., 1991). These sequences 

called ―Rep‖ sequence (repetitive extragenic palindromic 

sequence), highly conserved inverted repeats sequences and  

multiple copies (Versalovic et al., 1994). Rep-PCR 

technique is a widely applied for yield DNA fingerprints of 

different sources and generate very characteristic patterns. 

The rep-PCR is a high discriminatory power, reproducible, 

low cost, rapid and suitable for Gram-negative (G
−
) and 

Gram-positive (G
+
) bacteria (Versalovic et al., 1994; 

Dombek et al., 2000). Thus, rep-PCR method may be useful 

to fingerprint bacterial genomes. 

This study was aimed to evaluate the antibacterial 

activities of four pomegranate (Punica granatum L.) 

cultivars against different pathogenic bacteria to determine 

the most important cultivar which has the highest 

antimicrobial potency. In addition, rep-PCR technique was 

used to investigate the possible mutagenic effect of peel 

extracts on bacterial DNA. 
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 

 

Bacterial strains 

Five different G+ and G− strains were used in the 

disc sensitivity assays; the G+ Staphylococcus aureus 

(ATCC 25923); Bacillus cereus (ATCC 33018) and the 

G− Salmonella typhimurium (ATCC 14028), 

Pseudomonas aeruginosa (ATCC 9027) and Escherichia 

coli (O157:H7). These strains were kindly provided by 

Microbiology Department, Cairo University, Egypt. 

Cultures were maintained on LB agar slants kept at 4°C 

viable for routine use. 

Plant materials 

The pomegranate fruits (Wonderful; W, H116; H, 

Manfalouty; M, and Black; B cultivars) were collected from 

the field station of Horticultural Research Institute, ARC, 

Giza, Egypt. Fruits were washed well with running water, 

dried on filter papers, aseptically washed and manually 

peeled. The collected peels were cut into small pieces, dried 

in oven at 40 °C for 48h, then grinded in liquid nitrogen and 

kept in at −20°C. For extraction, 25 grams of each peel 

sample were soaked in 100 ml of 2.5 % dimethyl sulfoxide 

(DMSO) and 80 % methanol kept in shaking water bath for 

24 h at room temperature. Extracts were filtered, 

concentrated by continuous heating at 40°C and stored at 

4°C until use. 

Antibacterial bioassay of peel extracts 

Antibacterial activities of the peel extracts were 

evaluated with agar well diffusion method (NCCLS, 

2009). One hundred ml of Mueller-Hinton broth 
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(Laboratorios Conda SA, Madrid, Spain) were inoculated 

and incubated with each bacterial strain at 37 °C for 

overnight. All strain cultures were suspended and diluted to 

10
6
 CFU/ml (0.5 McFarland). Two hundreds μl of the 

culture suspension of each test strain were added to 20 ml 

of Mueller-Hinton solidified medium, cooled at 40°C, 

mixed well and poured into Petri plates. Wells of 9 mm 

diameter were cut in agar. Wells were filled with 15 mg/ml 

of different peel extracts. DMSO (2.5%) or methanol 

(80%) was used as a negative control. Streptomycin (1.2 

μg/ml) was used as a positive control to detect the 

sensitivity of each bacterial strain and to compare the 

relative percent of antibacterial activity (Gaber et al., 

2015). The plates were incubated at 37°C for 24 h and the 

diameters of inhibition zones (IZ) of tested strains were 

measured in mm to evaluate the antibacterial activities. 

rep-PCR DNA fingerprinting 

rep-PCR DNA fingerprinting method was utilized 

to evaluate the destined mutagenic effects of peels on 

bacterial genetic materials . The effect of peel extracts on 

bacterial genetic material was determined by comparing 

DNA profiles of E. coli (as a reference) treated with H116 

peel extract with untreated naïve controls. Genomic DNA 

from E. coli pure culture was extracted using genomic 

DNA purification kit® (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) 

according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Rep-PCR 

fingerprinting was performed as described by Kon et al. 

(2009). Ten oligonucleotide primers were used to amplify 

multi-size amplicons of bacterial genomic DNA. The 

primer sequences (Macrogen, S. Korea) are listed in Table 

1. The rep-PCR amplification program was adapted from 

Gaber et al. (2015). 
 
 

Table 1. The sequences of rep-PCR primers 
Primer Name Sequence Annealing temp. (°C) References 

Rep-2A 5'-AACGACTTATCAGGCCTAC-3' 

52 

Çepni and Gürel (2012) 
Rep-2C 5'-GGCGGCTTATCGGGCCTAC-3' Çepni and Gürel (2012) 

Rep-2D 5'-CCCGCCTTATCCGGCCTAC-3' Çepni and Gürel (2012) 

Rep 12 5'-AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGC-3' Gaber et al. (2015) 

Rep 18 5'-ACACACACACACACACG-3' Gaber et al. (2015) 

Rep 19 5'-AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGTT-3' Gaber et al. (2015) 
BOX A1R 5'-CTACGGCAAGGCGACGCTGACG-3' Çepni and Gürel (2012) 

BOX B1 5'-TTCGTCAGTTCTATCTACAACC-3' Genersch and Otten (2003) 

BOX C1 5'-TGCGGCTAGCTTCCTAGTTTGC-3' Genersch and Otten (2003) 

(GTG)5 5'-GTGGTGGTGGTGGTG-3' Gevers et al. (2001) 
 

Statistical analyses 

All experiments were carried out in triplicates 

(n=3). All statistical analyses were performed using 

SPSS 13.0 software (IBM SPSS Statistics for 

Windows—IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). 
 

RESULTS 
 

Antibacterial bioassay of peel extracts  

The potency of peel extracts against the tested 

pathogenic bacteria was assessed according to clear 

inhibition zone. The increasing of IZ by comparing 

positive and negative control reflected a high peel 

extract antibacterial activity and vice versa. Eight 

extracts, four DMSO- and four methanol-based, of four 

pomegranate cultivar peels were used against five 

bacterial strains.  

Table 2 shows the antibacterial activity of 2.5% 

DMSO extracts. DMSO extract of W peel showed the 

maximal inhibitory activity against the G
+
 S. typhimurium; 

Likewise, H showed a maximal activity on G
−
 P. 

aeruginosa and E. coli. However, it displayed the least 

inhibitory effect on B. cereus. Extract of W and M showed 

low inhibitory effect for P. aeruginosa (Fig. 1). 
 

 
 

Figure 1. Inhibition zone of four pomegranate cultivar 

peel DMSO and methanol extracts against 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa strain. 1: Positive 

control; 2: Negative control; 3: Wonderful; 4: 

H116; 5: Black; 6: Manfalouty; A: DMSO 

extracts; B: methanol extracts. 
 

 

Table 2. Antibacterial activity
±
 of four pomegranate cultivar peel DMSO extracts  against the tested bacterial 

strains 

  

Organisms 

Positive control 

(Streptomycin) 
+W H M B 

Negative control 

(2.5% DMSO ) 

G+  

strains 

S. aureus ATCC 25923 27.6±1.20 40.6±0.88*** 39.0±0.57** 40.6±0.84*** 33.0±1.15* 9.6±0.33 

B. cereus ATCC 33018 34.3±0.82 33.6±0.33† 22.3±0.88† 31.3±0.33† 24.0±1.15† 9.0±0.00 

 

G-  
strains 

S. typhimurium ATCC 14028 29.3±0.88 41.0±0.57*** 29.6±1.20* 34.3±0.81** 34.6±0.75** 9.0±0.00 

P. aeruginosa ATCC9027  30.0±0.57 30.6±0.77† 41.3±0.85*** 29.6±0.81† 33.6±0.66** 9.6±0.33 

E. coli O157:H7 13.3±0.25 34.6±0.33** 39.3±0.79*** 33.0±1.51** 36.6±1.20*** 9.6±0.31 
±
Measured as inhibition zone in mm diameter, taking the full-length diameter of zones. 

+
Different pomegranate cultivars W: Wonderful; H: H116; M: Manfalouty; B: Black.  

Each value is the mean±S.E. of 3 different experiments. †P>0.05; *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001. 
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The antibacterial activities of peel methanolic 

extracts are shown in Table 3. The extracts of W, H and 

M had inhibited the growth of S. aureus, while, H and B 

extracts were more effective to inhibit B. cereus. On the 

other hand, M extracts showed the maximal inhibitory 

values against E. coli, P. aeruginosa, S. typhimurium. 

On contrast, B and H extracts displayed the minimal 

inhibition activity against P. aeruginosa. 

rep-PCR DNA fingerprinting 

The possible mutagenic effects of pomegranate 

peel extracts on bacterial genetic materials were 

evaluated by using rep-PCR DNA fingerprinting 

technique (Fig. 2). E. coli gDNA profiles were used as a 

marker of mutagenicity, post-treatment with H116 peel 

extracts (DMSO and methanolic fractions) and those 

untreated. 

 
 

Figure 2. rep-PCR DNA fingerprinting of treated and 

untreated E. coli strains with Rep2A and 

BoxA1R primers. M: 100 bp DNA ladder, C 
(control): untreated E. coli, Meth: treated E. coli 

by 2 mg/ml of peel methanol extract, DMS: 
treated E. coli by 2 mg/ml of peel DMSO extract. 

 

Table 3. Antibacterial activity
±
 of four pomegranate cultivar peel methanolic extracts against the tested 

bacterial strains 
  

Organism 
Positive control 
(Streptomycin) 

+W H M B 
Negative control 
(80% methanol) 

G+  
strains 

S. aureus ATCC 25923 31.0±0.57 39.3±0.88*** 39.6±0.33*** 39.6±0.60*** 33.6±0.33** 9.6±0.29 
 B. cereus ATCC 33018 34.6±0.27 31.3±1.45† 34.3±0.71* 29.3±0.66† 34.6±0.21* 10.3±0.33 

 
G− 
strains 

S. typhimurium ATCC 14028 29.6±0.32 39.6±0.33*** 34.6±0.83** 39.3±0.61*** 40.3±0.30*** 9.0±0.09 
P. aeruginosa ATCC 9027  30.6±0.66 38.3±0.57*** 24.6±0.49† 42.6±0.16*** 24.3±0.73† 9.6±0.32 
E. coli O157:H7 11.3±0.88 34.0±0.57*** 39.3±0.22*** 40.0±0.57*** 31.0±0.57*** 9.3±0.30 

±
Measured as inhibition zone in mm diameter, taking the full-length diameter of zones. 

+
Different pomegranate cultivars W: Wonderful; H: H116; M: Manfalouty; B: Black.  

  Each value is the mean±S.E. of 3 different experiments. †P>0.05; *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001. 
 

Table 4 displays the polymorphism between DNA 

profiles of E. coli, treated and untreated, using a ten primer 

set. By the comparison between the DNA profiles of 

untreated E. coli (control) with DNA profile of methanol-

treated E. coli and DMSO-treated E. coli, the total number 

of bands was 85 bands; while the polymorphic numbers of 

bands was 43 and 12 bands, respectively.  

The total percentage of polymorphism of all primers 

represented 46.07 and 11.9%. The polymorphism 

percentages ranged between 80% for Rep-19 primer to 

20% for Box-B1 primer and 30.7% for Box-C1 primer to 

0% for Rep-2D or Box-B1or (GTG)5 primers, respectively. 

DNA profile of E. coli treated with DMSO extract yielded 

the highest number of bands compared to E. coli that 

treated by methanol extract in all rep-PCR profiles.  

Moreover, DNA profiles of methanol-treated E. 

coli are distantly-related to the untreated E. coli 

(control), and DNA profiles of DMSO-treated. On 

contrary, DNA profiles of DMSO-treated E. coli are 

closely similar to DNA profile of untreated E. coli 

(control), i.e. no significant differences between them. 

Accordingly, it was clear that the methanol extract is 

more effective than the DMSO extract.  

 

Table 4. The polymorphism between DNA profiles of E. coli (treated and untreated) using ten primers of rep-PCR. 

Primer Name 
DNA profiles of untreated E. coli (control) comparison 
 with DNA profile of methanol-treated E. coli 

DNA profiles of untreated E. coli (control) comparison  
with DNA profile  of DMSO -treated E. coli 

Total bands Polymorphic bands Polymorphism (%) Total bands Polymorphic bands Polymorphism (%) 
Rep-2A 11 5 45.4 11 1 9.09 
Rep-2C 10 6 60 10 1 10 
Rep-2D 6 2 33.3 6 0 0 
Rep 12   8 4 50 8 1 12.5 
Rep 18 6 2 33.3 6 1 16.6 
Rep 19 10 8 80 10 3 30 
BOX A1R 9 3 33.3 9 1 11.1 
BOX B1 5 1 20 5 0 0 
BOX C1 13 10 76.9 13 4 30.7 
(GTG)5   7 2 28.5 7 0 0 
Total 85 43 --- 85 12 --- 
Average 8.5 4.3 46.07 8.5 1.2 11.9 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

The various in vitro pharmacological properties of 

pomegranate natural phytochemicals were reported by 

Howell and D’Souza (2013). In this study, peel extracts  of 

different cultivars showed enhanced antibacterial potencies 

as measured by the standard disc diffusion methods, taking 

into context the high resistance of G− strains over G+ ones. 

This ability to inhibit the growth of a wide-spectrum of 

bacterial strains was reported in various works (Al-Zoreky, 

2009; Gaber et al., 2015). However, the mechanisms 

underlying the antimicrobial potential are not fully 

understood (Viuda-Martos et al., 2010). The peel forms 

about 50% of the fruit gross weight and represent a rich 

source of polyphenols, tannins (including ellagitannins and 



Abdelhadi, A. A. and M. S. M. Mohamed 

 300 

tannic acid (TA), and flavonoids (Machado et al., 2002). 

These phytochemicals are in part responsible for 

antimicrobial potencies of pomegranate. Adsorption of 

polyphenols on bacterial membranes cause membrane 

disintegration and disruption and flocculation of different 

cellular contents and consequently, interfere with 

membrane transport and enzymatic activities  (Nychas et 

al., 2003; Tiwari et al., 2009). Also, tannins have 

bactericidal potential resulted from its ability to form stable 

complexes with proteins or metal ions, like Cu and Fe, or 

sugars leading to inhibition of enzymatic activities of the 

cell and disruption of cell wall permeability (Chung et al., 

1998; Aguilera-Carbo et al., 2005). Worth mentioning, the 

high level of vitamin C on fruit peel fractions showed 

enhanced antibacterial activity against pathogenic bacteria 

(Opara et al., 2009). It was suggested that antibacterial 

efficacy of pomegranate is dependent on cultivar types and 

geospatial factors. Hence, it was suggested that the 

difference in values of susceptibility testing may result 

from the differences in phytochemical constituents of the 

tested cultivars as reported by Duman et al. (2009).   

In this study, rep-PCR technique was used to 

investigate the effect of peel extracts on bacterial gDNA. 

The rep-PCR technique could differentiate between the 

closely related bacterial strains. In general, the primers of 

rep-PCR displayed polymorphism between DNA profiles 

of E. coli, treated and untreated. The effect of 

phytochemicals of pomegranate peel extracts on bacterial 

DNA was studied scarcely. Maxwell (1993) referred to the 

antibacterial drugs applied to target the DNA gyrase and 

DNA topoisomerase by binding to B subunit of these 

enzymes; subsequently, ATP hydrolysis inhibition that 

required for ATP-dependent DNA supercoiling. Also, 

ellagitannins have the ability to inhibit DNA gyrase that 

affect DNA replication (Weidner-Wells et al., 1998). In 

addition, the transcriptional and translational steps are 

putatively affected by these tannins (Sakagami et al., 

2001). Lim et al. (2013) concluded that TA widely affects 

expression profiles of many homeostases-regulatory genes 

of Pseudomonas protegens Pf-5 total transcriptome. 

Furthermore, phenolics affect the expression of antibiotic 

biosynthesis genes of P. protegens (de Werra et al. 2011).  

The study has been proposed that the polymorphic 

banding patterns of tested bacterial strains are due to the 

effect of phytochemicals in pomegranate extracts  in 

agreement with Gaber et al. (2015). Phytochemicals may 

play a role as bacterial mutagens which induce frame shift 

mutations. These mutations are resulted from deletion of at 

least one nucleotide, causing disappearance of some 

genetic material and hence, resulted in changing the primer 

matching sites. The deletion or frame shift mutations cause 

interruption in DNA and protein synthesis and affect gene 

over all expression. 
 

CONCLUSION 
 

The four tested pomegranate cultivar peels showed 

enhanced antibacterial activities against the tested 

pathogenic strains. The phytochemicals of peel extract are 

largely responsible for the antibacterial activity of 

pomegranate. Also, this phytochemicals may have effects 

on bacterial gDNA. Therefore, extraction, purification and 

production of phytochemicals of pomegranate are a must 

to develop different therapeutic purposes, the subject of 

future work.  

Conflict of interest: 

Authors have no conflict of interest. 
 

REFERENCES 
 

Aguilera-Carbó, A.; C. A. García-Agustince; R. E. 

Belmares and C. N. Aguilar (2005) Inhibitory 

effect of ellagic acid from pomegranate husk 

(Punica granatum) and (Larrea tridentata) on 

different food-borne pathogens. Proc Int Cong 

Food Saf Monterrey, NL, México, 1: 1-5. 

Al-Zoreky, N. S. (2009). Antimicrobial activity of 

pomegranate (Punica granatum L.) fruit peels. 

Int. J. Food Microbiol., 134:244-248. 

Çepni, E. and F. Gürel (2012). Variation in extragenic 

repetitive DNA sequences in Pseudomonas 

syringae and potential use of modified REP primers 

in the identification of closely related isolates . 

Genet. Mol. Biol., 35(3):650-656. 

Chung, K.T.; T. Y. Wong; C. I. Wei; Y. W. Huang and Y. 

Lin (1998). Tannins and human health: a review. 

Crit. Rev. Food Sci. Nutr., 38(6):421-464. 

de Werra, P.; A. Huser; R. Tabacchi; C. Keel and M. 

Maurhofer (2011). Plant-and microbe-derived 

compounds affect the expression of genes encoding 

antifungal compounds in a pseudomonad with 

biocontrol activity. Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 

77(8):2807-2812. 

Dombek, P.E.; L.K. Johnson; S. T. Zimmerley and M. J. 

Sadowsky (2000). Use of repetitive DNA sequences 

and the PCR to differentiate Escherichia coli 

isolates from human and animal sources. Appl. 

Environ. Microbiol., 66(6): 2572-2577. 

Duman, A. D.; M. Ozgen; K. S. Dayisoylu; N. Erbil and C. 

Durgac (2009). Antimicrobial activity of six 

pomegranate (Punica granatum L.) varieties and 

their relation to some of their pomological and 

phytonutrient characteristics. Molecules 14 (5) : 

1808 - 1817. 

Gaber, A.; M. M. Hassan; E. S. El-Desoky and A. O. 

Attia (2015). In vitro antimicrobial comparison of 

Taif and Egyptian pomegranate peels and seeds 

extracts. J. App. Biol. Biotech. 3(02):012-017. 

Genersch, E. and C. Otten (2003). The use of repetitive 

element PCR fingerprinting (rep-PCR) for genetic 

subtyping of German field isolates of Paenibacillus 

larvae subsp. larvae. Apidologie 34(3):195–206. 

Gevers, D.; G. Huys and J. Swings (2001). Applicability of 

rep-PCR fingerprinting for identification of 

Lactobacillus species. FEMS Microbiology Letters 

205(1):31-36. 

Hayouni, E.A.; K. Miled; S. Boubaker; Z. Bellasfar; M. 

Abedrabba; H. Iwaski; H. Oku; T. Matsui; F. 

Limam and M. Hamdi (2011). Hydroalcoholic 

extract based-ointment from Punica granatum L. 

peels with enhanced in vivo healing potential on 

dermal wounds. Phytomedicine, 18(11):976-984.  

Howell, A.B. and D. H. D’Souza (2013). The pomegranate: 

effects on bacteria and viruses that influence human 

health. Evid. Based Complement. Alternat. Med., 

Article ID 606212, 11 pages. 



J.Agric.Chem.and Biotechn., Mansoura Univ.Vol. 7(12), December, 2016  

 301 

Jurenka, J. S. (2008). Therapeutic applications of 

pomegranate (Punica granatum L.): a review. Altern. 

Med. Rev., 13(2):128-144. 

Kon, T.; S. C. Weir; E. T. Howell; H. Lee and T. Trevors 

(2009). Repetitive element (REP)-polymerase chain 

reaction (PCR) analysis of Escherichia coli isolates 

from recreational waters of southeastern Lake Huron. 

Can. J. Microbiol., 55:269-276. 

Lansky, E.P. and R. A. Newman (2007). Punica granatum 

(pomegranate) and its potential for prevention and 

treatment of inflammation and cancer. J. 

Ethnopharmacol., 109(2):177-206.  

Lim, C. K.; A. Penesyan; K. A. Hassan; J. E. Loper and I. 

T. Paulsena (2013). Effect of tannic acid on the 

transcriptome of the soil bacterium Pseudomonas 

protegens Pf-5. Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 

79(9):3141-3145. 

Machado, T. B.; I. C. R. Leal; A. C. F. Amaral; K. R. N. dos 

Santos; M. G. da Silva and R. M. Kuster (2002). 

Antimicrobial ellagitannin of Punica granatum fruits. 

J. Braz. Chem. Soc., 13(5): 606-610. 

Machado, T. B.; A. V. Pinto; M. C. Pinto; I. C. Leal; M. G. 

Silva; A. C. Amaral; R. M. Kuster and K. R. Netto-

dosSantos (2003). In vitro activity of Brazilian 

medicinal plants, naturally occurring naphthoquinones 

and their analogues, against methicillin-resistant 

Staphylococcus aureus. Int. J. Antimicrob. Agents, 

21(3):279-284. 

Maxwell, A. (1993). The interaction between coumarin 

drugs and DNA gyrase. Mol. Microbiol., 9:681-686. 

Meerts, I. A.; C. M. Verspeek-Rip; C. A. F. Buskens; H. G. 

Keizer; J. Bassaganya-Riera; Z. E. Jouni; A. H. B. M. 

van Huygevoort; F. M. van Otterdijk and E. J. van de 

Waart (2009). Toxicological evaluation of 

pomegranate seed oil. Food Chem. Toxicol., 47(6): 

1085–1092. 

NCCLS (2009). Methods for dilution antimicrobial 

susceptibility tests for bacteria that grow aerobically; 

Approved Standard Eighth Edition. NCCLS document 

M07-A8, Vol. 29 (2). NCCLS: Wayne, PA, USA. 

Nychas, G. J. E.; P. N. Skandamis and C. C. Tassou (2003). 

Antimicrobials from herbs and spices. In: Roller, S. 

(ed) Natural Antimicrobials  for the Minimal 

Processing of Foods. CRC Press, Washington DC, 

177-199. 

Opara, L.U.; M. R. Al-Ani and Y. S. Al-Shuaibi (2009). 

Physico-chemical properties, vitamin C content, and 

antimicrobial properties of pomegranate fruit (Punica 

granatum L.). Food Bioprocess Technol., 2:315-321. 

Sakagami, Y.; H. Murata; T. Nakanishi; Y. Inatomi; K. 

Watabe; M. Iinuma; T. Tanaka; J. Murata and F. A. 

Long (2001). Inhibitory effect of plant extracts on 

production of verotoxin by enterohemorrhagic 

Escherichia coli O157:H7. J. Health Sci., 47:473-

477. 

Tayel, A.; W. El-Tras; S. Moussa and S. El-Sabbagh 

(2012). Surface decontamination and quality 

enhancement inmeat steaks using plant extracts as 

natural biopreservatives. Foodborne Pathog. Dis., 

9(8):755-761. 

Tiwari, B.K.; V. P. Valdramidi; C. P. O'Donnell; K. 

Muthukumarappan; P. Bourke and P. J. Cullen 

(2009). Application of natural antimicrobials for food 

preservation. J. Agric. Food Chem., 57(14):5987-

6000. 

Versalovic, J.; T. Koeuth and J. R. Lupski (1991). 

Distribution of repetitive DNA sequences in 

eubacteria and application to fingerprinting of 

bacterial genomes. Nucleic Acids Res ., 19(24):6823-

6831. 

Versalovic, J.; M. Schneider; F. J. de Brulin and J. R. Lupski 

(1994). Genomic fingerprinting of bacteria using 

repetitive sequence based polymerase chain reaction. 

Methods Mol. Cell Biol., 5(1):25-40.  

Viuda-Martos, M.; J. Fern´andez-L´opez and J. A. P´erez-

´Alvarez (2010). Pomegranate and its many 

functional components as related to human health: A 

Review. Comprehensive Reviews in Food Science 

and Food Safety, 9(6):635-654. 

Voravuthikunchai, S.; A. Lortheeranuwat; W. Jeeju; T. 

Sririrak; S. Phongpaichit and T. Supawita (2004). 

Effective medicinal plants against 

enterohaemorrhagic Escherichia coli O157:H7. 

Journal of Ethnopharmacology, 94(1):49-54.  

Weidner-Wells, M.A.; J. Altom; J. Fernandez; S. A. Fraga-

Spano; J. Hilliard; K. Ohemeng and J. F. Barrett 

(1998). DNA gyrase inhibitory activity of ellagic acid 

derivatives. Bioorg. Med. Chem. Lett., 8(1):97-100. 

 

 rep-PCRفحص كفاءة أصناف هختلفت هي الرهاى كوضاداث وهطفراث للبكتريا بإستخذام 

 2هحوىد صالح هحوىد هحوذ و  1عبذالهادي عبذالله عبذالهادي

1
 جاهعت القاهرة –كليت الزراعت  –قسن الىراثت  
2

 جاهعت القاهرة –كليت العلىم  –قسن النباث والويكروبيىلىجً  
  

تر  ت يري  اءر مل التييرر    Disc diffusionب رعولار  لرضار  ل ريضيو ابر   ف اهره اردى لر  لإرت ابمإرتي ل    ي رت  ير   غو ل  عتبر  لر ار م ارر  ي  

 Staphylococcus(  اعولار  اار  ل ريبوت ير  لرضض ورت ااره Wonderful , H116, Manfalouty, Black ار م  ارن لرأصرو    تلر ش  ان أ بعر

aureus, Bacillus cereus, Salmonella typhimurium, Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Escherichia coli   اادرك ت  ت يري  لرتريري .

 الرلرت ا ععيرت( عرن   يرخ لفاتلهر   لرو لريرت  Escherichia coliلرو تج عن لرضع ايت بضلتيير   لر ش  اتيري  ا طء  عيه لرضر  ل لرو لريرت ربوت ير  

. اقر  أاور ا لروترر نج أم ار  التييرر   قشر  لر ارر م إرولم التييرر   لررر  rep-PCR DNA fingerprinting techniqueلرتره تورتج بمإرتي ل  

Methanol   أا التييررر   لرررDMSO   ه رر  ترر   عيرره ع هررر أارر  اااءرر مل ورر  لرلررلك  لربوتي يررت لرضلررتي ات ا   هررت برر رووت ا .     أظهرر   هشرر

هره لرضر  ل لرو لريرت ريلرلرت  rep-PCRلرتره أظه ار  توويرك لرر   polymorphismعرن   يرخ هلربت لرر   لرتيري  لرضطء  رضلتيير   لر شر لفإت ك  عيي 

عيره لرضرر  ل لرو لريرت ف ابردرك هررمم  DMSOأاثرر  تريري ل  ارن الررتييا لرر  ار م  Methanolأم الررتييا لرر   تبرينض ع ايررت ثير  لرلرض ع ايرت ا   هرت برير  

 طء  ريض  ل لرو لريت هه لربوت ي يضون تطوي ى اضا  ل  ريبوت ي  اا   ل  عي  ل    اريع  لر  لإت تشي  إره أم قش  لر ا م 


