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O r i g i n a l  a r t i c l e

Summary

The threat of infections caused by drug resistant microorganisms is a global problem, so it is
essential to carry out research on alternative antimicrobial drugs. Burn wound is an ideal envi-
ronment for the development of drug resistant microorganisms. Walnut (Juglans regia L.) and
pine (Pinus halepensis Mill.) leaves are ancient plants with phytochemical biological compounds.
The aims of this study were to evaluate the antibacterial effects of walnut and pine leaves al-
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Introduction

The threat of infections caused by drug resistant mi-
croorganisms is a global problem,1-3 so it is essential
to carry out research on alternative antimicrobial
drugs.4,5 Burn wound is an ideal environment for the
development of drug resistant microorganisms.6-8 In
recent decades, the incidence of drug resistance mi-
croorganisms has increased in burn wound infections.
Therefore, the study of antibacterial properties of
plant extracts is taken into consideration.9 Walnut
leaves are used in traditional medicine due to having
various medicinal properties such as anti-diarrhea,
antifungal and anti-diabetic effects.10 Pharmacological
effects of walnut leaves have been mentioned anciently
and research on walnut leaves is increasing due to its
medicinal use.11 The walnut leaf extract has antimicrobial
effect. In addition, it has been shown that walnut
leaves help to strengthen the skin, heal the scars and

prevent itching and scarring and also, many research
have been investigated about wound healing.12-15 In
ancient Iranian medical texts, various parts of pine
tree species, especially gums, were used to treat old
wounds.16 In japanese traditional medicine, pine cones
are used as anti-tumor agent for treatment of gastric
cancer as an immune system stimulant in people
with leukemia. Also, some pine species cones had
been used for treatment of some conditions including
asthma, bronchitis, and cough in Chinese traditional
medicine for many years.17 The aims of this study
were to evaluate the antibacterial effect of walnut
and pine leaves alcoholic extracts on pathogenic bac-
teria including Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Staphylococcus
aureus, Proteus vulgaris, Acinetobacter baumannii, Esch-
erichia coli, Staphylococcus epidermidis, and Staphylo-
coccus saprophyticus isolated from burn wound in-
fections, and compare their effects with the selected
antibiotics. 
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coholic extracts against bacteria isolated from burn wounds infections, and compare them
with selected antibiotics. Accordingly, the ethanolic extracts of walnut and pine leaves were
prepared, analyzed using Agilent 7890B gas chromatography, and main phytochemicals com-
pounds of them were identified. The antibacterial activities of alcoholic extracts against clinical
isolates (n=6 isolates for each bacteria) and standard strains of Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
Staphylococcus aureus, Proteus vulgaris, Acinetobacter baumannii, Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus
epidermidis and Staphylococcus saprophyticuswere determined by agar diffusion, minimum in-
hibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) methods. The re-
sult of this study showed that the walnut and pine leaves extract had antimicrobial activity
against all above clinical isolates. In conclusion, the findings of this study showed that the wal-
nut leaves extract had more antibacterial activities than pine leaves extract, but generally, both
extracts were able to compete with the selected antibiotics of this study.



Materials and Methods

Extraction
Walnut and pine leaves were prepared. Pharmaco-
gnosy department authenticated the samples. leaves
were air-dried at room temperature, and were ground
into powder by a hammer mill and were passed thro-
ugh mesh with 80 sizes. To prepare the extract, 200 g
of each powder was soaked in 70% ethanol solution
(1:10 ratio) in a closed container and was shacked for
24 hours at dark room.18 The extracts were filtered th-
rough Whatman No 41 filter paper and concentrated
under vacuum at 40°C using a rotary machine, and the
resulted powder was stored at −80°C until used.19 The
ethanolic extracts of walnut and pine leaves were ana-
lyzed using Agilent 7890B gas chromatography cou-
pled to a 5977A series mass spectrometer equipped
with a split/splitless injection system and an electron
bombardment ionization model, and had MS library
for NIST and WIleY.20 Samples were injected into the
GC-MS on a 30 m silica capillary column with internal
diameter and film thickness of 0.25 mm and 0.25 μm,
respectively. The GC temperature was set to increase
from 60°C to 290°C at a rate of 15°C/min and finally
held isothermal for 1 min (Split ratio 1:100).20

Isolation and identification of bacteria
The assayed microorganisms used in this study were
as followed: 1) local clinical isolates: Pseudomonas ae-
ruginosa (n=6), Staphylococcus aureus (n=6), Proteus
vulgaris (n=6), Acinetobacter baumannii (n=6), Esche-
richia coli (n=6), Staphylococcus epidermidis (n=6) and
Staphylococcus saprophyticus (n=6). The strains were
identified by the use of Biochemical profiles according
to the recommendations of the manual of clinical mi-
crobiology.21,22 2) reference strains: P. aeruginosa PTCC
1430, S. aureus PTCC 1112, P. vulgaris, A. baumannii
PTCC1855, E. coli PTCC1270, S. epidermidis PTCC 1114
and S. saprophyticus PTCC1440. The clinical isolates
and standard strains obtained from hospital of Tabriz
and Microbiology department of Tabriz Islamic Azad
university, respectively. 

Assay for antibacterial activity
The antibacterial activities of extracts were evaluated
using agar disk-diffusion23 micro broth dilution.24 The
minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and mini-
mum bactericidal concentration (MBC) were determi-
ned. Bacterial suspensions equivalent to a 0.5 McFar-
land turbidity were prepared in sterile normal saline
solution from clinical and reference isolates.23-27 A ste-
rile swab dipped into the inoculum tube containing
bacterial suspensions and then was cultured on the
Müller-hinton agar (Merck®, Germany). Sterile filter

paper disc (6 mm in diameter) were impregnated with
walnut and pine leaves extracts (25, 50, 75 mg ml–1)
for 10–15 min and allowed to dry completely for 20–
25 min, then evenly placed on the surface of previ-
ously inoculated cultures.23,24 Gentamicin, co-trimo-
xazole, tetracycline, ciprofloxacin, ceftriaxone and
amoxicillin antibiotic discs (Merck®, Germany) were
used as positive control and sterile diluent (0.1% pe-
ptone water) was negative control for comparison of
inhibition zone with sample.23,24 Plates were incubated
at 37°C for 24h, until visible growth of bacteria was
evident in control plates. Clearly visible inhibition zo-
nes around discs were measured in three directions
and averaged. The antibacterial activity was expressed
as the diameter of inhibition zone produced by extract
against test bacteria.23,24,28,29

Determination of MIC and MBC
The broth micro dilution method was performed to
determine the MIC and MBC of extracts revealed by
the agar diffusion assay.24 Briefly, MIC and MBC was
assayed in the microplate reader, using sterile 96 wells
trays. each well was filled with a total volume of 100
µl containing Müller-hinton broth (MhB). different
concentrations of the each extract were prepared by
serial dilution (dilution by one-half ) in MhB. 100 µl of
inoculums contains approximately 5×105 CFu/ml of
test bacteria was added to each well. Negative con-
trols contained non-inoculated medium with extract
samples and positive controls wells were prepared
with inoculated culture medium with no extracts.24

resazurin powder (Sigma-Aldrich) was diluted in di-
stilled water to a final concentration of 1 mg/ml and
10 µl was added to all wells.24 Microplates were incu-
bated at 37°C for 24 h. The MIC was determined by ob-
serving the lowest concentration of extract which
would inhibit visible growth of bacteria.30 For deter-
mination of minimum bactericidal concentrations
(MBC), 20 µl of the suspension of well before MIC of
the extract were cultured on BhI agar using the
spread plate technique. After 24 hours of incubation
at 37°C, the MBC were evaluated by count the number
of bacterial colonies.24

Statistical analysis
each test was repeated in triplicate and all parameters
were measured in duplicate. The mean and standard
deviation (Sd) of the growth inhibition zone diameter
in agar disk-diffusion method as well as the MIC and
MBC of the extracts, Gentamicin, cotrimoxazole, tetra-
cycline, ciprofloxacin, saftrixone and amoxicillin were
determined.31 data were analyzed using Statistical
Package for Social Sciences for Windows, version 19.0
(SPSS Inc.). 
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Results

According to GC-MS chromatogram finding of the ex-
tracts compounds, walnut leaves contain the major
ingredients of Geranyl acetate (30.59%), (e) - 3, 7-di-
methyl, 2, 6-octadienal (3.63%), Geraniol (3.49%), and
the pine leaves contains mainly styrene (32.59%), cy-
clohexanone (3.65%) and decane (3.49%). details are
shown in Tables 1 and Figure 1.

The results of the MICs and MBCs tests showed that
walnut leaf extract had the highest effect against cli-
nical isolate of S. saprophyticus (MIC: 4.68 ± 2.21 mg
ml–1 and MBC: 6.25 ± 0.0 mg ml-1). The lowest effect
was against clinical isolate of A. baumannii (MIC:
18.75±6.84 mg ml-1 and MBC: 27.08 ± 12.28 mg ml–1). 

Pine leaf extract had the highest effect against cli-
nical isolate of S. saprophyticus (MIC: 6.25 ± 0.0 mg
ml–1 and a MBC: 9.37 ± 4.41 mg ml–1). The low effect
was against clinical isolate of A. baumannii (MIC &
MBC: 20.83 ± 6.45 mg ml–1) and P. vulgaris (MIC: 16.66
± 6.45 mg ml–1 and MBC: 22.91 ± 5.10 mg ml–1). details
are shown in Tables 2.

The results of disk diffusion test showed that the
antibiotic disks of amoxicillin had no effect against P.
aeruginosa and did not cause the diameter of the inh-
ibition zone. While the of walnut and pine leaves ex-
tracts exhibited zone of inhibition diameter of 15.50
± 0.54 mm and 17 ± 2.8 mm, respectively, both at con-
centration of 75 mg ml–1. The lowest diameter of the
inhibition zone were due to co-trimoxazole (8.66 ±
0.51 mm) and ciprofloxacin (8.83 ± 0.98 mm) against
A. baumannii, while the diameter of the inhibition
zone caused by the extracts were greater than that of
these antibiotics. More details are shown in Tables 3.

Discussion

Burn wound infection is one of the most important
accidents related to human health.6,7 Many classes of
antimicrobials were used to prevent this type of infec-
tions, but unfortunately, but the treatment drug-resi-
stant microorganisms remain as a major unsolved
problem.1,2 The various medicinal plants compounds
have been considered as alternative therapies against
infections in traditional medicines.32 The result of this
study showed that the walnut and pine leaves ex-
tracts had antimicrobial activity against P. aeruginosa,
S. aureus, P. vulgaris, A. baumannii, E. coli, S. epidermidis
and S. saprophyticus isolated from burn wound infec-
tion. According to these results, the antibacterial ef-
fect of walnut leaves extract were more than pine leaf,
but generally, both extracts have the ability to com-
pete with the antibiotics of this study. There are very

little or incomplete reports regarding that antibacte-
rial activity of walnut and pine leave extract on isola-
ted bacterial burn wound infections. Previous studies
have suggested that extracts with more flavones and
tannins have more antibacterial effects than other
compounds of the extract (34,35) It seems that the an-
timicrobial activity of the extracts examined in this
study are related to the flavonoids, diethyl phthalate
(in walnut leaves) and styrene (in pine leaves).33

In studies conducted by Ajaiyeoba et al., the anti-
microbial potential of various extracts including chlo-
roform, hexane, ethyl acetate and methanol extracts
of walnut leaf was investigated on p. aesogenase, E.
coli, S. aureus and B. subtilis, and these results sugge-
sted that walnut leaf extracts are effective on these
four microorganisms.34 A study by akan et al. have
shown that A. baumannii has been resistant to co-tri-
moxazole, ceftazidime and piperacillin.35 In the pre-
sent study, co-trimoxazole and ciprofloxacin
produced the lowest diameter of the inhibition zone
for A. baumannii than the other antibiotics. In current
study, the MIC and MBC values showed antimicrobial
activity of walnut leaf extract that against P. aerugi-
nosa, S. aureus, P. vulgaris, A. baumannii, E. coli, S. epi-
dermidis and S. saprophyticus. jamehdor et al., found
that the aqueous extract of walnut leaves had an ef-
fect on the growth of P. aeruginosa.36 rafieian et al. re-
ported that ethanolic extract of walnut leaves has an
inhibitory effect on Propionibacterium acnes. The
above research concluded that ethanolic extract of
walnut leaves has antimicrobial activity against Sal-
monella typhimurium, Shigella Dysenteria and Listeria
monocytogenes.18 olivera et al. found that walnut lea-
ves have both antioxidant and antimicrobial proper-
ties and also walnut peel extract is effective against S.
aureus.37 one important factor affecting the MIC is the
difference in the composition of extracts. The compo-
sition of extract is influenced by the geographical lo-
cation of the plant, season of harvesting, age of plant,
growth stage, method of drying, and extraction tech-
nique.24 Prior research has shown that phenolic com-
pounds are found in walnut leaves and are identified
as anti-microbial agents.38 Phenolic compounds exist
in many plants, and their microbial effects depend on
the location and number of hydroxyl groups on the
phenolic ring, and it is claimed that there is a direct
relationship between the number of hydroxyl groups
and their toxicity on microorganisms.39 It has also
been argued that the potential mechanism for these
compounds is to inhibit the enzyme by reacting with
sulfidryl groups or a non-specific reaction to the mi-
crobial protein.40 Flavones, flavonoids and flavonols
also have a phenolic structure and have antimicrobial
activity. Their antimicrobial activity are probably due
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Figure 1 GC-MS Chromatogram of ethanolic extract of the Walnut (A) and Pine (B) leaf.

No         Compound name                                            Formula            Retention time             Percent
Walnut leaf

1            Geranyl acetate                                                C12H20O2                   17.58                       30.59
2            Diethyl Phthalate                                             C12H14O4                   19.53                         2.78
3            Geraniol                                                            C10H18O                    15.57                         3.49
4            (E)-3,7-dimethyl, 2,6-Octadienal                     C10H16O                    15.87                         3.63
5            Citral                                                                 C10H16O                    15.44                         2.66
6            Neric acid                                                         C10H16O2                   16.53                         0.63
7            Linalool                                                            C10H18O                    13.99                         0.30
8            Epoxy-linalooloxide                                        C10H18O3                   16.13                         1.1
9            Furanoid                                                           C10H18O2                   12.86                         0.93
10          5-Hydroxymethylfurfural                                  C6H6O3                    15.14                         1.61
11          Geranic acid                                                     C10H16O2                   17.05                         3.10
12          2,7-Octadiene-1,6-diol, 2,6-dimethyl              C10H18O2                   19.87                         2.37

pine leaf
13          Styrene                                                                C8H8                       18.56                       32.59
14          Cyclohexanone                                                  C6H10O                    19.63                         3.65
15          Decane                                                               C10H22                     17.56                         3.49
16          Hexanone                                                           C10H14                     17.65                         3.25
17          Dodecanone                                                       C12H26                     16.44                         2.01
18          Tetradecane                                                        C14H28                     18.56                         0.25
19          Hexadecane                                                        C14H34                     14.20                         1.8
20          Tetradecanoiceacid                                            C14H25                     17.5                           1.23
21          Octadecane                                                        C18H36                     14.52                         0.68
22          Hexadecanoiceacid                                          C10H20O2                   17.12                         1.3

Main phytochemicals identified in the ethanolic extracts of the Walnut and Pine leafTable 1



to the combination of extracellular proteins or the for-
mation of a complex with the cell wall or membrane
disruption of the microorganisms.33 Tannins are also a
group of phenolic compounds that are found in wal-
nut leaves, their antimicrobial effect is related to inh-
ibiting germicidal adhesion and also inhibiting
enzymatic activity and transfusion protein.41 Kim et al.
has compared the antibacterial effects of pine needles
extract on human skin pathogens. It has been conclu-
ded that they have an antibacterial effect on E. coli,
S.aureus and P. acnes.42 hawford et al., found that pine
coniferous material had a inhibitory effect on S. au-
reus.43 Batisa et al., have also confirmed the inhibitory
effect of pinewood gum on S. aureus and a number of
gram-negative bacteria.44 Antibacterial properties of
pine leaf are due to the presence of monoterpene and
dipropenoid,45 as well as chemical compounds in the
pine leaf include limonene, tannin, flavonoids, resins,

most and terpenoves.46 The findings of this study sh-
owed that the walnut leaves extract had more anti-
bacterial activities than pine leaves against the
bacteria studied in this study. however, this antibac-
terial activity on pathogenic bacteria has only been
tested in vitro, and further research is required to con-
firm these antibacterial activities in vivo.
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Bacteria

                                      Walnut leaf                                               Pine leaf
                                       MIC (mg ml-1)       MBC (mg ml–1)        MIC (mg ml–1)        MBC (mg ml–1)
P. aeruginosaS                6.25±0.0                   6.25±0.0                    3.12±0.0                   3.12±0.0
P. aeruginosaC                11.45±2.55               16.66±6.45                7.29±2.55                 7.29±2.55
A. baumanniiS                 12.50±0.0                 25.00±0.0                  12.50±0.0                 12.50±0.0
A. baumanniiC                18.75±6.84               27.08±12.28              20.83±6.45               20.83±6.45
E. coliS                            6.25±0.0                   6.25±0.0                    12.50±0.0                 12.50±0.0
E. coliC                           10.41±3.22               16.66±6.45                16.66±6.45               20.83±6.45
P. vulgarisS                     6.25±0.0                   6.25±0.0                    12.50±0.0                 12.50±0.0
P. vulgarisC                     9.37±3.42                 14.58±5.10                16.66±6.45               22.91±5.10
S. aureusS                       3.12±0.0                   4.68±2.21                  6.25±0.0                   6.25±0.0
S. aureusC                       5.72±1.27                 9.37±3.42                  9.37±3.42                 11.45±2.55
S. epidermidisS               3.12±0.0                   4.68±2.21                  6.25±0.0                   9.37±4.41
S. epidermidisC               5.72±1.20                 8.33±3.22                  9.37±4.42                 14.58±5.10
S. saprophyticusS            6.25±5.01                 9.37±3.40                  8.33±3.22                 12.50±0.0
S. saprophyticusC            4.68±2.21                 6.25±0.0                    6.25±0.0                   9.37±4.41
S: standard isolate, C: clinical isolate

MICs and MBCs of Walnut and Pine leaf extract against standard and clinically isolated
bacteria (mean±SD)Table 2
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Bacteria                                       Walnut leaf extract                                   Pine leaf extract

                                 25 mg ml–1          50 mg ml–1        75 mg ml–1      25 mg ml–1       50 mg ml–1        75 mg ml–1

P.aeruginosaS               13±0.0                 16±0.0           19.50±0.70         15±0.0            18±0.70              22±1.4

P.aeruginosaC           10.50±0.54          13.50±0.54        15.50±0.54       11.50±2.1        14.16±2.48           17±2.8

A.baumanniiS            10.50±0.70          14.50±0.70           18±0.0            11±1.41             14±0.0           16.50±0.70

A.baumanniiC            9.16±0.75           11.66±1.03        14.16±0.72         9±0.89          11.66±1.50        15.50±1.64

E.coliS                          13±0.0                 17±0.0               21±0.0          13.5±0.70       16.50±0.70        19.50±0.70

E.coliC                        9.83±0.75           12.16±1.16        15.16±1.94      10.83±0.98      14.16±0.75        15.66±0.51

P.vulgarisS                13.50±0.70          17.50±0.70           23±0.0             13±0.0             16±1.4               19±0.0

P. vulgarisC                 10±0.89            12.50±1.22          17±0.63        12.50±0.70         14±0.89          15.50±0.83

S. aureusS                     16±0.0                 19±0.0               23±0.0         12.50±0.70          15±0.0               18±0.0

S. aureusC                 11.83±1.47            14±2.58              17±0.0          9.83±0.75       12.33±0.51          16±0.63

S.epidermidisS             15±1.41                18±0.0              20±0.70        13.50±0.70      15.50±0.70           19±0.0

S.epidermidisC             12±0.89            13.83±0.98        16.50±2.12        10±0.63         12.33±0.51          16±0.63

S. saprophyticusS      16.50±0.70             20±0.0           23.50±0.70         13±0.0             16±0.0           18.50±0.70

S. saprophyticusC      12.33±0.51          14.16±0.98          17±0.63        10.16±0.75      12.16±0.70        15.83±0.75

Antibiotic disks
Bacteria                    Tetracycline         Amoxicillin    Co-trimoxazole  Gentamicin    Ciprofloxacin      Ceftriaxone

P.aeruginosaS               15±0.0                0.0±0.0           11.50±0.70         14±0.0          20.50±2.12        17.50±0.70

P.aeruginosaC           10.66±1.21             0.0±0.0              9±0.89         10.16±1.83      16.50±2.94        13.50±3.20

A.baumanniiS               16±1.4              14.50±2.1            11±0.0         15.50±0.70         11±1.41              18±0.0

A.baumanniiC           12.16±2.78           9.66±0.51          8.66±0.51       11.33±1.36        8.83±0.98         13.16±1.94

E.coliS                          18±0.0                 17±0.0               27±0.0             17±1.4          21.50±0.70        16.50±2.12

E.coliC                       12.50±2.73          10.66±1.36        22.16±3.18        12±1.89         18.83±1.60          13±2.28

P.vulgarisS                18.50±2.12           14.50±2.1         13.50±2.12        16±1.41         15.50±2.22          17±1.41

P. vulgarisC               12.83±2.04           10.33±1.2         10.16±1.16      12.83±1.72      12.50±2.25        12.16±2.40

S. aureusS                     20±0.0             22.50±2.12          15±1.41        18.50±0.70      25.50±0.70          23±1.41

S. aureusC                 13.83±1.32            16±1.41           9.32±0.81       13.66±2.42      18.83±4.16        15.66±3.50

S.epidermidisS          19.50±0.70            22±1.41          15.50±.070         15±0.0           22.50±3.5            21±0.0

S.epidermidisC          11.83±2.04          16.83±1.47        11.83±0.98         12±0.0          18.16±2.13        16.33±2.58

S.saprophyticusS           19±0.0                 23±0.0               16±0.0             18±0.0            23±1.41          19.50±0.70

S.saprophyticusC       13.16±0.75          15.66±2.65        11.33±1.86        15±0.63         21.16±0.70        15.83±1.60

Diameter of inhibition zone (mm) of pine and walnut leaves and antibiotic disks extracts tested against
standard and clinically isolated bacteriaTable 3



54

vol. 64 • ISSue 2, April-june 2019

Y. Nozohour, r. GolMohAMMAdI, r. MIrNejAd, M.M. MoGhAddAM, M. FArTAShvANd

Περίληψη

Τίτλος

Yaser Nozohour1, Reza Golmohammadi1, Reza Mirnejad1, Mehrdad Moosazadeh Moghaddam2,
Majid Fartashvand3

1Molecular Biology Research Center, Systems Biology and Poisonings Institute, Baqiyatallah University of Med-
ical Sciences, Tehran, Iran.
2Applied Biotechnology Research Center, Baqiyatallah University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran.
3Department of Clinical Sciences, Faculty of Veterinary Medicine, Tabriz Branch, Islamic Azad University, Tabriz,
Iran.

???????????

Λέξεις κλειδιά
??????????



55

CoMPArISoN oF ANTIBACTerIAl ACTIvITIeS oF WAlNuT (JUGLANS REGIA L.) ANd PINe (PINUS HALEPENSIS MILL.)
leAveS AlCoholIC exTrACTS AGAINST BACTerIA ISolATed FroM BurN WouNd INFeCTIoNS

ΤΟΜΟΣ 64 • ΤΕΥΧΟΣ 2, Απρίλιος-Ιούνιος 2019

1. Hosseini MJ, Kiasari M, Golmohammadi R,
Sadripour R. Antibiotic Resistance Pattern of Bacteria
Isolated from Nosocomial Infection in Internal Sur-
gery and Neurosurgery Intensive Care Unit (NICU) at
a Tertiary Care Hospital in Tehran, Iran. Biosciences
Biotechnology Research Asia 2017; 14:1095-102.

2. Kiyan B, Mirnejad R, Mirkalantari S, Golmohammadi
R. Molecular Genotyping of Acinetobacter baumannii
Species Isolated from Patients in Tehran, Iran, by
Repetitive Element PCR Fingerprinting. Iranian Jour-
nal of Pathology 2018; 13:144-50.

3. Ranjbar R, Tolon SS, Sami M, Golmohammadi R. De-
tection of Plasmid-Mediated qnr Genes Among the
Clinical Quinolone-Resistant Escherichia coli Strains
Isolated in Tehran, Iran. The open microbiology jour-
nal 2018; 12:248.

4. Azad ZM, Moravej H, Fasihi-Ramandi M, Masjedian
F, Nazari R, Mirnejad R, et al. In vitro synergistic ef-
fects of a short cationic peptide and clinically used an-
tibiotics against drug-resistant isolates of Brucella
melitensis. Journal of medical microbiology 2017;
66:919-26.

5. Moghaddam MM, Aghamollaei H, Kooshki H, Barjini
KA, Mirnejad R, Choopani A. The development of an-
timicrobial peptides as an approach to prevention of
antibiotic resistance. Reviews in Medical Microbiol-
ogy 2015; 26:98-110.

6. Moghaddam MM, Eftekhary M, Erfanimanesh S,
Hashemi A, Omrani VF, Farhadihosseinabadi B, et al.
Comparison of the antibacterial effects of a short
cationic peptide and 1% silver bioactive glass against
extensively drug-resistant bacteria, Pseudomonas
aeruginosa and Acinetobacter baumannii, isolated
from burn patients. Amino acids 2018; 50:1617-28.

7. Choopani A, Golmohmmadi R, Rafati H, AA IF.
Prevalence of Staphylococcus aureus strains isolated
from wound infection and drug sensitivity pattern,
Tehran-Iran (2006-07). Journal of Gorgan University
of Medical Sciences 2012; 14:135-40.

8. Babavalian H, Latifi AM, Shokrgozar MA, Bonakdar
S, Mohammadi S, Moghaddam MM. Analysis of heal-
ing effect of alginate sulfate hydrogel dressing con-
taining antimicrobial peptide on wound infection
caused by methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus.
Jundishapur journal of microbiology 2015; 8.

9. Jaloob AAA. Antibacterial activity of an aqueous ex-
tracts of Alkanna tinctoria roots against drug resistant
aerobic pathogenic bacteria isolated from patients with
burns infections. Russian Open Medical Journal 2018;
7.

10. Cheniany M, Ebrahimzadeh H, Vahdati K, Preece JE,
Masoudinejad A, Mirmasoumi M. Content of different

groups of phenolic compounds in microshoots of
Juglans regia cultivars and studies on antioxidant ac-
tivity. Acta physiologiae plantarum 2013; 35:443-50.

11. Saimbi C, Shubh N, Kapoor K, Kaushal S. Clinical ef-
fect of Juglans regia on developing dental plaque.
Journal of the International Clinical Dental Research
Organization 2009; 1:1.

12. Noumi E, Snoussi M, Hajlaoui H, Valentin E,
Bakhrouf A. Antifungal properties of Salvadora per-
sica and Juglans regia L. extracts against oral Candida
strains. European journal of clinical microbiology &
infectious diseases 2010; 29:81.

13. Babavalian H, Latifi AM, Shokrgozar MA, Bonakdar
S, Tebyanian H, Shakeri F. Cloning and expression of
recombinant human platelet-derived growth factor-BB
in Pichia Pink. Cell Mol Biol (Noisy-le-grand) 2016;
62:45-51.

14. Karami A, Tebyanian H, Barkhordari A, Motavallian
E, Soufdoost RS, Nourani MR. Healing effects of
ointment drug on full-thickness wound. C R Acad
Bulg Sci 2019; 72:123-9.

15. Shakeri F, Tebyanian H, Karami A, Babavalian H,
Tahmasbi MH. Effect of Topical Phenytoin on Wound
Healing. Trauma Mon 2017; 22:e35488.

16. Feng S, Zeng W, Luo F, Zhao J, Yang Z, Sun Q. Anti-
bacterial activity of organic acids in aqueous extracts
from pine needles (Pinus massoniana Lamb.). Food
Science and Biotechnology 2010; 19:35-41.

17. Sakagami H, Kawazoe Y, Oh-hara T, Kitajima K,
Inoue Y, Tanuma Si, et al. Stimulation of human pe-
ripheral blood polymorphonuclear cell iodination by
lignin-related substances. Journal of leukocyte biol-
ogy 1991; 49:277-82.

18. Rafieian M. Antibacterial effects of ethanolic extract
of walnut leaves (Juglans regia) on propionibacterium
acnes. ZUMS Journal 2010; 18:42-9.

19. Gavanji S, Larki B, Bakhtari A. The effect of extract
of Punica granatum var. pleniflora for treatment of
minor recurrent aphthous stomatitis. Integrative med-
icine research 2014; 3:83-90.

20. Dehjurian A, Lari J, Motavalizadehkakhky A. Anti-
Bacterial Activity of Extract and the Chemical Com-
position of Essential Oils in Cirsium arvense from
Iran. Journal of Essential Oil Bearing Plants 2017;
20:1162-6.

21. Jorgensen JH, Turnidge JD. Susceptibility test meth-
ods: dilution and disk diffusion methods.  Manual of
Clinical Microbiology, Eleventh Edition: American
Society of Microbiology; 2015. p. 1253-73.

22. Tebyanian H, Mirhosseiny SH, Kheirkhah B, Hassan-
shahian M. Isolation and Identification of My-
coplasma synoviae From Suspected Ostriches by

references



56

vol. 64 • ISSue 2, April-june 2019

Y. Nozohour, r. GolMohAMMAdI, r. MIrNejAd, M.M. MoGhAddAM, M. FArTAShvANd

Polymerase Chain Reaction, in Kerman Province,
Iran. Jundishapur J Microbiol 2014; 7:e19262.

23. Devatkal SK, Jaiswal P, Jha SN, Bharadwaj R, Viswas
K. Antibacterial activity of aqueous extract of pome-
granate peel against Pseudomonas stutzeri isolated
from poultry meat. Journal of food science and tech-
nology 2013; 50:555-60.

24. Hajifattahi F, Moravej-Salehi E, Taheri M, Mahboubi
A, Kamalinejad M. Antibacterial Effect of hydroalco-
holic extract of punica granatum Linn. Petal on com-
mon oral microorganisms. International journal of
biomaterials 2016; 2016.

25. Heidari MF, Arab SS, Noroozi-Aghideh A, Tebyanian
H, Latifi AM. Evaluation of the substitutions in 212,
342 and 215 amino acid positions in binding site of
organophosphorus acid anhydrolase using the molec-
ular docking and laboratory analysis. Bratisl Lek Listy
2019; 120:139-43.

26. Taherian A, Fazilati M, Moghadam AT, Tebyanian H.
Optimization of purification procedure for horse
F(ab´)2 antivenom against Androctonus crassicauda
(Scorpion) venom. Trop J Pharm Res 2018; 17:409-
14.

27. Seifi Kafshgari H, Yazdanian, M., Ranjbar, R., Tah-
masebi, E., Mirsaeed, S., Tebyanian, H.,
Ebrahimzadeh, M. A., & Goli, H. R. (2019). . The ef-
fect of Citrullus colocynthis extracts on Streptococcus
mutans, Candida albicans, normal gingival fibroblast
and breast cancer cells. Journal of Biological Re-
search - Bollettino Della Società Italiana Di Biologia
Sperimentale 2019; 92.

28. Moghaddam MM, Barjini KA, Ramandi MF, Amani
J. Investigation of the antibacterial activity of a short
cationic peptide against multidrug-resistant Klebsiella
pneumoniae and Salmonella typhimurium strains and
its cytotoxicity on eukaryotic cells. World Journal of
Microbiology and Biotechnology 2014; 30:1533-40.

29. Khomarlou N, Aberoomand-Azar P, Lashgari AP,
Tebyanian H, Hakakian A, Ranjbar R, et al. Essential
oil composition and in vitro antibacterial activity of
Chenopodium album subsp. striatum. Acta Biologica
Hungarica 2018; 69:144-55.

30. Andrews JM. Determination of minimum inhibitory
concentrations. Journal of antimicrobial Chemother-
apy 2001; 48:5-16.

31. Attarpour YM, Kamalinejad M, Falvaei KN. Compar-
ison of antimicrobial effects of Cucuma Longa extract
and selective antibiotics against bacteria isolated from
infected burn wounds.  2010.

32. Sharifi-Rad J, Mnayer D, Roointan A, Shahri F, Aya-
tollahi S, Sharifi-Rad M, et al. Antibacterial activities
of essential oils from Iranian medicinal plants on ex-
tended-spectrum β-lactamase-producing Escherichia
coli. Cellular and molecular biology 2016; 62:75-82.

33. Tsuchiya H, Sato M, Miyazaki T, Fujiwara S, Tanigaki
S, Ohyama M, et al. Comparative study on the anti-
bacterial activity of phytochemical flavanones against
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Journal
of ethnopharmacology 1996; 50:27-34.

34. Ajaiyeoba E, Fadare D. Antimicrobial potential of ex-
tracts and fractions of the African walnut–Tetracarpid-
ium conophorum. African Journal of Biotechnology
2006; 5.

35. Akan O. Antibiotic resistance of Acinetobacter bau-
mannii isolates: data from Ibni Sina Hospital for the
year 2002. Mikrobiyoloji bulteni 2003; 37:241-6.

36. Jamehdor S, Zarabi M, Mehrnejad F. In vitro Evalua-
tion of antibacterial efficacy of aqueous extracts of
Iranian Native Plants on the Standard Strains of
Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Iranian Journal of Medical
Microbiology 2014; 8:51-4.

37. Oliveira I, Sousa A, Ferreira IC, Bento A, Estevinho
L, Pereira JA. Total phenols, antioxidant potential and
antimicrobial activity of walnut (Juglans regia L.)
green husks. Food and chemical toxicology 2008;
46:2326-31.

38. Cushnie TT, Lamb AJ. Antimicrobial activity of
flavonoids. International journal of antimicrobial
agents 2005; 26:343-56.

39. Geissman T. Flavoniod compounds, tannins, lignins
and related compounds. Pigments, Isoprenoid Com-
pounds and Phenolic Plant Constituents 1963; 9:265.

40. Urs N, Dunleavy J. Enhancement of the bactericidal
activity of a peroxidase system by phenolic com-
pounds [Xanthomonas phaseoli sojensis, soybeans,
bacterial diseases]. Phytopathology 1975.

41. Scalbert A. Antimicrobial properties of tannins. Phy-
tochemistry 1991; 30:3875-83.

42. Kim C. A comparison study of antibacterial effects of
pine needle extractson human skin pathogens. Kor J
Aesthet Cosmetol 2012; 10:25-30.

43. Hufford CD, Jia Y, Croom Jr EM, Muhammed I, Oku-
nade AL, Clark AM, et al. Antimicrobial compounds
from Petalostemum purpureum. journal of Natural
products 1993; 56:1878-89.

44. Batista O, Duarte A, Nascimento J, Simões MF, de la
Torre MC, Rodríguez B. Structure and antimicrobial
activity of diterpenes from the roots of Plectranthus
hereroensis. Journal of natural products 1994;
57:858-61.

45. Nahar M, Zakaria Z, Hashim U, Bari MF. Green syn-
thesis of silver nanoparticles using Momordica cha-
rantia fruit extracts. Advanced Materials Research
2015; 1109:35.

46. Wiley J, Sons L. Current awareness in flavour and
fragrance. Flavour and Fragrance Journal 2005;
20:347-54.


