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AL FHEART ZHE HAEFE HEER MOoE HIEE KEE
(L gAML R B RL 72 B2 IR B 010018
2 BRI K BB IR 01018,
3. WSRO K B H R B S 3k 014109)

W OE AR PEH S A F A FR R XM (Escherichia coli O, \E. coli O, \E. coli Og \E. coli O 4=
E.coli O) WS A AR B3 F AR EMNETES SR BRIXMAAOTABALZ. BI M ST HE L TR
S R R E (MIO) e AR A B R E(MBO) , &R AW . DA FEN E coli O Kb TH R R4,
WH B ALZES A A 29.35 F2 37.71 mm, kT 3 E. coli Oy Hsh I E A RRF I E B L2 % 28,97 mm, 2)4& 4
A E 3 E. coli O #9 MIC 4% 4 0.016 #= 0. 008 g/mL, ZvkF 2 E. coli Og #5 MIC % 0.008 g/mlL, 47 # 2 &
BAF, D RMMASIME AR R L AAEMN B E B MIC fo MBC, R R 7444 . & Ak T2 5 Ak
FRAXMHAGITAB AR KT 15 mm BB MBI  FOE B R HF o R R XA AR
MHE, FRRIAEEL & TEL M EokF A L K WA & 47 8 2R 54F.

KB P EB R R AW AR KL TARF W R RN i

hESFES  S853.74 X EHS 1007-4333(2017)08-0037-06 XHEEARERS A

Antibacterial effects of Chinese herbal medicines on
bovine pathogenic Escherichia coli in vitro

Agima', Aorigele'", WANG Chunjie?, Simujide', CHANG Wangdong',
Aricha', GUO Xuemei', CHEN Yujie®
(1. College of Animal Science, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018, China;
2. College of Veterinary. Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018, China;

3. Vocational and Technical College of Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Baotou 014109, China)

Abstract The aim of this study was to study the antibacterial effects of 16 Chinese herbal medicines on 5 different
serotypes of pathogenic Escherichia coli (O;,0O,.Og. O and Og ) in vitro. The diameter of inhibition zone was
determined by Oxford cup method. Micro dilution and plate method were determined by minimal inhibitory concentration
(MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) . 1) Lonicera japonica and Coptis chinensis had the best inhibitory
effects on E. coli O;,and the inhibition zones were 29.35 and 37.71 mm respectively. Schisandra chinensis had the
best inhibitory effect on E. coli Og the inhibition zone was 28.97 mm. 2) The MIC of L. japonica and C. chinensis on
E. coli O, were 0.016 and 0.008 g/mL respectively. The MIC of S. chinensis on E. coli O was 0.008 g/mL. All herbs
displayed better inhibitory effects. 3) Polygonum cuspidatum had the worst inhibitory effects, inhibition zone, MIC and
MBC were not detected. The inhibition zone of L. japonica, C. chinensis and S. chinensis on 5 different serotypes were
above 15 mm and reached significantly sensitive, Radix sanguisorbae, Andrographic, P. cuspidatum, R. bupleuri,
golden cypress and Pomegranate husk were not sensitive. L. japonica , C. chinensis , P. multiflorum , R. sanguisorbae ,
S. chinensis and Cortex fraxini displayed better inhibitory effects on 5 different serotypes.

Keywords Chinese herbs; pathogenic Escherichia coli; MIC ; MBC; antibacterial in vitro
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R FF R S 48 Hh B0 P K0 FF 3 T S 3 2
Fob B 1 A [R) 52 9 9 B8 A« = B2 A0 95 Bl 0 1 4 B el
SRy R R A B SRR R R A R IS I I A T
IMLAE 55 R BUE A AR B 2 %A T 4 k% 3)
Yy 25 FRFE M 3E BT T E AR O o IR R R TR
FFAE T IS A My T8 o o 452 2 1A M 1 B a5 U
WU BB BT AR B S T R DL B T
7 AT 25 T LS 2 B IR AL T A A
AR IE B AR P 2 A2 2500 - AT 3 0K 9 19 1R 75
s R AE A B A = 55 RO A L BF SR B AR R AR
st X (8 T SR FE M B K JEE AR B N R A B AT o3
1 R 9 R SORIRE B

Hh B 24 R T R A 24 B 5 S R 7
Y AR BB D T2 P A R AL B 2T VB TR
e A R AF Tk, 0 i B [ N A A 0 B AR
A BTSRRI 52 2 0 Bl v K
FFBA A [R5 B 40 T 28R i A 2 iR 5¢ 24 X
5 i 3 A PR EBOW 1R O AT OR B iR
BN A AR [ AR DR ST R L 2 EUR
SRAE IS IO w] LA R 4 %0 99 A 1Y) R KA
Be A7 ATk 25 o R P R 250 S KR 250 4
RO L K A1 1 BIF 50 41 18 852 /0 A BT 5 b
B /I BB R 73 3003 585 ol M 37 28 R Mg AT T T R
Je s FEUNRBET S B 5 Al 7 ALK B AT R A AR
(O PE TP A 336 7 25 6 3l 4 )™ A2 Tinf 25 1 701 i
BRI . NI AR BFSTIN 16 B b F 2y
HR S B 1 X 5 Rl L i Y E A R A S 4 T R B
B L O R 2 B LN U N R DL B S A 2
P B AR SR A5 00 R R e 2 52 0 14 s v 4 1 B e
WRIEZ% .

1 RS

1.1 G4

Z AT - A IR B0 P R W FF T (Escherichia coli
O,.E. coli O,.E. coli Og3.E. coli O, Fl E. coli
Oss) s 438 HINSE N HIR XY 4 W2 B i 350
srEsaifl.,

16 Fhrp BL 24 . 448 46 Lonicera japonica (7= h
W ZR) . #5% Coptis chinensis Franch(F=#uiBidt) L fi]
B Y Radix polygoni multi flori (== ) . Hi i
Sanguisorba of ficinalis (7= #s 1 It ). H B T
Schisandra chinesis (7= #i 1L 7)., Z& & Fraxinus
Hance (= M i 7).

rhynchophylla %o %

Andrographis paniculate (7= #i 7 ). H E
Glycyrrhiza uralensis Fisch (7= # H ) . 3 A 2%
Taraxacum mongolicum ( PR N Rl ) L B A B
Prunella vulgaris (7= 7 ) . £ AL Polygonum
cuspidatum (FEHLI L) (5880 Radix bupleuri (F=Hh,
BeVG) .8 AH Cortex Phellodendri (55375 #K) 35 S
Sophora flarescens (FEHE L) A M B2 Polygonum
cuspidatum (FEHL TR M E MR Tsatis indigotica
Fort G H H 7 1 T 4 5¢ 7t mti K25 55

HRRE 2 K RO ) 4 - R R OF B AR B A
FLZGE 50 g o3 SR HOR A I 25 4% L K 500 mLL,
= 30 min J5 . /NKE B 30 min, i 38250 FF 25
BN — B, UE W K 250 mL, /K& W
30 min, ARJF LB . HIOF 2 REGIR . /DK 2
50 mL, il B A= 25 & & 1 g/mL 1y 25 K B
121 °C mEKE 4 CRAER S .

Wi SR UG B IR R N S T R BRI
WEEM R A PR w34
1.2 EEUH

ARG FE A (5l JC-SPJ-480) , B 1 K ik 52
B AR A R A s AL TAE & T8 B BT S U
AR 4 A 3 7 Uh AR ) 28 070K T & i
IR AT R B B Y7 B4 ) 5 B 120 i R (B
Oy CP224C) , i B A A5 A7 BR 22 Bl s i 2
i HUP AR ERAR AN 96 FLAR L TR A A
L3 W|HAHE
1.3.1 HixH&

¥R TE R E. coli Oy, E. coli O,,
E. coli Og.E. coli O Fl E. coli Oy 3EFh T8 5 35
g b A 37 CCHE SR 24 b B3R 58 B 2 AR B
FREE A 3 mL K R BEER UK SRR VR A BR 4
HZ T R WA LT T A0 B8 O A L
WA JE IR TR . AR5 8 10 A5 M B 5 U, £ ODygy
P T OD i, # 4% OD {2l 0. 08~0. 10 KJ
W SEI A 1X10° efu/mlL,
1.3.2 FEFEFARE

W E A W R 0. 08~0. 10 BYE W 100 pL
T IRR P b R A A% 8 BUIR L A TR IR £ 2
SRR AR S A S TE R R . S RS
B A= AR A AT A T ZE AL S R 200 pl AR 2l
W AR, 37 CHE R 24 h, BRgR ot MR bR
R RGN S 400 B P AR B AN R B 3 AT 4
RBCF
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1.3.3  mA W E R E(MIC) & ZAK A B & B
(MBO) # i) &

K AR B 16 R s 25K BRI A
MR AT 2 A5 B, 23 A B 11 A B8 AR A
96 fLAR Y 11 AfL. BALINA 100 pL, SR )5 AL
A 1X10° cfu/mL (B W 100 pL, CH A2 335 K 8
1X10%, 25 X AR5 12 LA 100 L iz Fl
100 pL 2R WK . 37 ‘CHigf 18~24 h, WA LR,
T AW T AE S IR R B bR AR AL S g/ L Y
TTCCHEA = IR M, 37 20 g/ L B 3% AR B
AR KL S TTC A% . ®H:TTC 0. 01 g, 3%
MRS 0. 04 g,0. 9% AEFRER K 2 mL)5~10 pl,
35 °C 3% 1~3 ho W45 R . InA TTC A B TifE

B i AT MIC A 4L R s 20 e i), B Sk o
21 MIC, 78 K W40 W A K 1 4 L, 43 51 B
100 pL 35F0 T3 B e 3 #2237 CHE SR 24 h,
AERKWEEBUNT 5 48 MBC,
1.4 HESEIT

N Excel #4407 B85 3547 4k 38R 43 4y
PN g /T A G G 70/ < PT

2 HRE5SMH

2.1 HEBMNESER

B2 1 AT, Oy 38 78 3500 1 K W FF 18 % 4 4R
6 B R R A 5 ) 2 R R A o s X ]
B 11 MR 2SR, O, I T R EOm 7k K AT

Rl ICHAEHN S HOFEBREXREHENGMEER

Table 1 Diameters of the inhibition zone of 16 Chinese herbs against 5 serotypes of
pathogenic Escherichia coli in vitro mm
rh 24 24 Bk My Serotype
Chinese
herbs 1D O 0. O Os Oss
SR AE 29.35+0.23 22.01%+0.18 24.4040. 07 23.6340.05 24.7740.08
% 37.71+0.10 27.9140. 31 18.7340.25 28.2740.05 24.19+0. 24
il B — 10.45+0. 16 — 14.9540. 11 -
Ho# - - - - -
HBRF 27.31%0. 46 28.05+0.08 28.97+0.07 25.09%0.19 24.9140. 10
B35 12.7340.08 13.6640.17 12.4940.08 11.8140.08 11.08=+0. 26
Fuk - - - - -
i — 8.09-£0. 08 - - —
e — 11,7740, 19 - - 14. 60+0. 09
A 12994032 12.28+0. 11 9.4340.31  11.31+0.31  12.67+0.20
ekt - - - - -
sy - - - - -
ek - - - - -
W — 11.49+0.19 - - -
il - - - - -
B AR — 9.9540.13 - - -

WA B H A R=15 mm A8 10 mm<CR<T15 mm A & ;8 mm<{R<(10 mm AL ; R<{8 mm J RHUK, “—”

AR LM

Note: Inhibition zone R==15 mm is significantly sensitive; 10 mm=CR<C15 mm is highly sensitive; 8 mm<CR<C10 mm is

low sensitive and R<C8 mm is dull. —represents no inhibition zone.



40 RIS N O S

2017 4 55 22 &

DA 4 B AR R T R R R A s X AT BT Y R R i
DN L B R S AR X M A S 8 b R 2 IR A
BUARNEURE . O IV Y SO0 P KM FF 30T 4 B 4K L B
T 0 TR T A0 X 28 v B X AT B 5 4 12 Fhop
AR AR N U . O 1L T 789 O M K g 1 5 Xt
AR AR BT RN LR A s AT 5 2R R A
e B W MR S5 10 Fob A B2 OR BB Oy 1l 7 Y
O K AT T X 4 B AE L OE TR IR X R
B T 0 IR v s X B A 10 A2l
AU Horh, SR AR B T TR R 5 R I i A
RO BT HAT 3 — 2D R R A
2.2 MIC #1 MBC N EE & R

16 Fofr vp B2 24 X6 SO M K A TR A S5 I 1 R Ik
& (MIC) Fl iz /N A8 B e B (MBO) 380 56 45 S L 3% 2,
t 2 2 [ E. coli O, LT B B0 P K A1 1 30

PR B G 1 v 5 24 28 1 3% L MIC 2 0. 008 g/mlLs
WK Ry 4 4R A6 A AR - MIC 0. 016 g/mlL,
MBC /7 0.016~0. 063 g/mL, X} E. coli O, Ifil }{f %Y
B0 P K AT TR 0 TR A T e i 1 o B2 Dy R
H MIC k0. 016 g/mL,MBC 4 0. 125 g/mL; %}
E. coli Oy IfiL 7 I BOW Pk KB #F 3 10 3 VE & 0
B 25 S T, MIC 3 0. 008 g/mL, MBC %
0. 016g/mL; H:YK Jhy o % Al b A . MIC 24 0. 031 g/mlL,
MBC % 0.125 g/mL, % E. coli O Ifil ¥ 5 B0 1
KN FT B 40 TR A B i 1 vh R 24 5 TR -, H MIC
7 0.016 g/mL,MBC } 0. 063 g/mL. %I Og Il 1%
RS0 P K FT B8 30 B AR e i i vh R 2 O R A
A LT, MIC 25 0. 016 g/mL, MBC ¥ 0. 016
M 0.063 g/mL, Hor, &4RAE B & M Ak T HA
B R AN B RO - v AR I e % k.

F2 HEZX S #MEREREXEFES MIC f1 MBC

Table 2 MIC and MBC of Chinese herbs against 5 serotypes of pathogenic Escherichia coli g/mL
1fiL 375 Y Serotype

12 4 B
Chinese (O} O, Oy O Ogs
herb 1D

MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC
SRR 0.016 0.063 0.031 0.125 . 063 0.125 0.031 0.063 0.016 0.016
[ iges 0.008 0.016 0.031 0. 250 . 031 0.125 0.063 0.125 0.031 0.031
an==n 0. 250 1. 000 0.063 0. 250 . 250 1. 000 0.125 1. 000 0.063 0. 250
Hb A 0.031 0.125 0.031  0.250 .031  0.125 0.031 0.125 0.031 0.125

TR T 0.016 0.016 0.016 0.125

= 0.125 1.000 0.250  1.000
R d 0. 250 — 0.125  1.000
Hr 1. 000 — 1. 000 —

1.000 0. 250 1. 000

AL - — — -
E! 0. 500 — 1. 000 —
#H 0.250  0.500  0.250 —
S 0.500 — 1. 000 —
Vg 34 0.125 0.250 0.250  0.500

M AR 0. 500 — 0.250  1.000

.008 0.016 0.016 0.063 0.016 0.063

. 250 1. 000 0.125 0.500 0. 250 0. 050

. 250 1.000  0.250 1.000  0.250 1. 000

.500  0.500  0.500 1.000  0.500 -

— — 0.500 — 1. 000 -
500 - 0. 250 0. 250 0. 500 -
000 - 1. 000 — 0. 500 -

. 500 0.500 0. 250 1. 000 0. 250 0. 250

. 500 - 0.500 - 0. 250 1. 000
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1) AN TR) H 24 7K 550 % 240 17 04 300 B 36 MR TR R
22 B 24 K ISR 6T 40 BR RN B AE AR — AR H .
ARBFFTLE T, pR bk X 5 ol A ] i 35 8K i T
FT VR0 RGN HS 0 R P AR AT MIILC R 56 BH 35 AT A A
TR ROR AN 3 5 R g g R R WL R AL XS
WITIRE A — & B ARG B MIC F1 MBC B
15,60 mg/mL, 5AMF GGG R A AR, 45RM
AN T) AT A 2 R A IR 56 e v 2 R K R AR A
A 2O £ T B W 4 R T BB AT AR
WA 2 D BB B SO A . A i B A BT R
B SR 2 s 5« WA H B4 X 5 b il T 75K i AT T
P EAR YN 20 mm DLk B L 5 ARG P 4
ERAE VHEE R T OT 45 R — 2 B B B
BRI . ARME S B 9T B, TR X I SR B Y
TRAN DT B A% R 20. 24 mm 3K B0 6. 5 A W5
WF5E 45 B — B0, Wk 7% 5 Fh i 35 59 K W 4F B A
PRAMI RO BB B Bk B A, BRAE AR i
— R R HR F 25 pH 2. 983 B 41 1A 1
BHARHA 20. 24 mm, MR pH 88 % 6. 996
BF 400 A B EL AR ANy 11 24 oo, A D5 PR 0T O A
Sk R I R B T A B G A K R B R R
BT P TR . AR RS B STAR L AR
R S 0 R £ O AT DL 3 RS s rh R
J K VR B8 A R T FLR AT A Y HE 8 B Ok
P B AT W0 M 1B A TR AR AT A A B Y
fEH

D)W GEEE T A R R, A A S
SN TCFLEEER T B MIC 43 51k 16. 50,62, 50 il
250. 00 mg/mL, ¥ FA KK Hhoxt 5 i 78 %K
FE TR 0 PR AP0 B RO 25 5 0 AS TR AT BB 2 il 1 82 4k
ZER R R 2GR B . S B R A SO AT R
Z T S BN L A AT RE R T AN AR TR S B B
A KW FE T B S M 2k B A e R K . RN
LRI 2 B EORG RE & B AT ER B Y MIC
1,95 mg/mL, A5 b B AL E X 5 Rl K AT
() MIC 3 0. 250 ~0. 500 g/mL, 5 A BF 5% 45 % &~
7] 25 5 i AN TR) AT R 5 5 O 1A G AR IR P ok
PR 2 7K BT 3 o AR SRe Y A 2 R 75 U 2 AR L
BT BA RO S  E  ER A AR
AN B T A SRR R VR

3) 7% [ 0E 46 BE 5 & B, U 1] IR R Y

MIC 2} 0. 008 g/mL, 55 i 8 % X E. coli O,
AISE R — 0 UL AR M T AT IR KT . SR/
TR A I 5 3 B 3 X R S T T A 10 T R AR A
22.76 mm kBB 5 ARG TR E X 5 AR
T 1) 4100 T P 445 2R e AR — B, 100 B BT X b R A0 T
HA ARG VR S ORI A R
SRR AR/ &7/ UK R KEEN - IN 7R SR
VR AT TR N 2 I BR T X B ARSI 0 R AR L 430
0.054,0.054.,0. 054 1 0. 108 g/ml #B W] 7 & I e
JEAGIN Y MIC, 5 A 3 50 25 R s A7 A [, A i 56 o
T A HEXF 5 B R AT B I MIC 2 0. 125g/mL, &5 5%
A9 AN [R) AT BE 2 4 W5 325 1 A TR) AT ml 68 S AN [) 1A
TR 245 49y 1) SR AN ) il 5 B

ARG SR T 2R HEA I A G TR RS R BF 5T
16 A e B 25 %6 5 Ff i v 8L B0 P K R R Y 1A A
MBEROR R T B R 2 R e R T T SR
SELUBE 4 AR WY, SE S 2 W Sl At 2 ROy AR B
RS RIEA —F SRR LR . 75l
Kb e B 25 W0 TN AF AR S B AR — B ] i AT L
B B I 0400 T P {E S B A Y R I TR Y A L T
Pl A AR /DN B 2 9 O o (EL R T A A R 3 A
HAW R ROR B . S P AT BE R T A A AR A
LA B A I T ROR S B A B 7R IR 0 2K 40 T Y
A R E AR S B B AT R o RO R
JEAE 96 FLAR UM EREE b L 259 5 4l 3 T L) 58 0 1R
B PRI IR 7 20 T -5 24 0 4 s 4 2 i AR S B0 T
BAM R B 20 AR E A EOR SR S S B
WA B MIC, 51 3% A 408 Bl B 22 09 5 A J5t A
AR TiE— L0 . ERZRE T, AL
TR R 3 R 22 [ T A 3 b 2 G BH
X IR B AT T ISR ROR

H AT o T50 A 3R A I A3 W 25 0 e e
R 2l T BB ) . 2 A T AR B AR R ORIB YT
S BT AR 0 AN A R T — 2B T
A5 I 53 v B 24 06 A4 5 S0 M K AT B A S 4
T RACR O HL 0 2t B A G R S 40 B 4 Y rh BT
2y, A 2R /I Bl AR PR AT TR SR A A g A A TR B
U AR I R A AR R T IR O s S AR
BSCR T B A T Tk — BRIk .
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