2011/ 58 116-107,0 Lsas 1642 (iodt) 81 alt de1) 31 e

Plantago dlseall 13T &b 3155y § oSl JUI el p3
i ) Ll C\}‘ﬂ Al 2SI g150 Jam # 3 lanceolata
***‘:gw‘%’.._b\_? **g;“:a‘wé"-éﬁ *Hquw
el

dd gt Ut (Blo)) 2 T o1 1 e @ g 20 0 o0 5131 Sl o Bl pll aida e
S @ S e § Akt Oldiand Gl o gl cply LYY 5 S e 03] s 420 Can o
€3N i 3o i 203 555 sl yulll S i W5 o8 el £y Sledll Cniast Bl 1y ¢ SN
g1 STEscherichia coli usSs of jasad pis & bl .%648.33 s iy or f g S
S sl ad %054.68 i il o i 51 ALl 2 puball 2 41 o o g el
— 55 Proteus mirabilis \— x5 Lgi (9018.23 i ig Ay Klebsiella pneumoniae
Staphylococcus bS5 wstr g & (J1 3 Je %09.36 11.33 i Enterobacter cloacae
% 6.4 5 i 8L aureus
25 1ALy Aol 0131 O 81y sY J sl S pmalsiad) e SO it ol dat ys ¢
o ¢Vl myly S, AUreUS o ol daead i A1 S 0 d>g ¢ 5 G Juleile 2005 100 (50
—4bi a3 K. pneumonia, P. mirabilis, E. cloacae, E. coli 3 al & el L1 L S
paleadi 015 K. pneumoniae b sSG s Led & pSI1 ¢ 1591 a0l andlad J oS3l S alound)
k) Y e g1 1Y) s 3150 oS f Jalitle 25 58 Aol 01T s B8 W
E. cloacae ; E. coli Ly o JS & 150 35 A1 i e LS pabiand gl { o &
. K. pneumoniae \ s ) il
doudll
i o Sl o & UL ST 0 AT 3) 3 ST B U & ) MLl 2 BT a5
Y s LN S pR— ; ruiﬂx@agmwﬁﬁ\owuﬂ_g,@p oW
Klebsiella spp.; Proteus spp; Enterobacter spp. 3 «(26) Escherichia coli

Wy Lol s £ Wyl 3 g5 A i ) ML) 2 L ALY 41 ST 015 .(27) Staphylococcus spp.

ol 35S ads JUL gy s glie YN y5gb Ul 23 B L Slalasd) ) gdall Jema¥t ) 3 (6 5m
Sy A5l @ Ll clabeall pliseal 2 oY) 6 o a1 L (27) i ) Ll 2 U 2 Sl tsliall
Plantago et 0151 ol & JU1 il )t b ud | LileS” bt &y oY) alusanl o6 Db 1y
sla—s il Gl a2V Ol s 325 Plantaginaceae 45l W JI ey lanceolata

oY Eo Ll 01y 585 Ay bl o5 g
LBl iy — iy ezl dasld —p glalt LIS *
L Sy sy By K
LBV Sy — 3y dreler —dual) BAST FFE
2009/J sl 1eomdt ghos gy
2010/ Teond J 58

107



..... w\omgu@\)ﬂé},&h)gm et i

4 s el Gw‘ﬂ adlas o8 Sab Anti-inflammatoryoulg dslas s Antibacterial 4 S0
(20) oy sy ity Sl SOISI Lo Bladll LS 1 o el o L 1 (s 5225 ((17)

oo JS U Ry W Ll Y L LSO asisy Jp WU Al Cdua
LS ¢ @ (Plantago lanceolata) Plantain deeall 137 s 31,8 § oSty JW cpalsuand)
(e ol Ak 1S 5 e 5 i ) ML) 2 U e @l

Eod 35\}!9) :\}U

a\_-.,d\c_z:

a2 slbl 3 0 egarids § 9 il ML) UM 0 O gl (2 0 o0 153 ds 420 oz
ds) ¢ Wy dedne B o W 1 ool g (3 Sy Blo JI glr ) Sty Byl Ak Oldtams 09
(Al o 4 Bl J ey B e ey @) e 1)) p3 Y e
S Nl sy d 5
S e

agar &l (S bl Jo gdall culdl BU aliseinly bbsed) 44 by ) psY Oles Cs
JsW It o iy asl 24 84 0 37 51 o dx y3 3 BLLYI o>y Blood agar s MacConkey
O3y Sty o s 31 TS ) o Lo i g Bk 5 B B pations o |y S
Al Ay ) Baed) gl I e W (S oy o 8 g b § gl By O pensd
W G sl & gme s G (16) Kass ca
4 e 5maeS) O sl Y1 Jlasinly S Y Y 25

= ATy ) JSY by o puSI O A Gt ooy iy s 40 ST) Oyl Y1y
e I & o 50 SN Sl poedl) il 3 ¢ ool oS O S il 24 pomy A1 B L) Lo
.(6) Finegold; Baron g s, U Gy 4 xS

‘api 20 E kite jasedal) 34 alusualy al # daad WL 4 S0 jaseis

3 N jaseiT Bhes e uSTW B30 a1 @PI20 E Kit ja—seidl) Bus csdsianl
(15) wstz 5 HOIt & 555 U g &35 U g 308"yt 20 i) e 235 Species g I s
:api Staph yaseiad) dus alusuwly 45 sl Oy S | oS ol

19 jasi i dus pa sy s il Oy S jaseid § a0 ApI Staph eseid! dus Cadsua)

[(15) wetz s HOIt & 555 U g &b g b g a1yl
AL olalsiuldl el
S | WO | LIRS | o=

(e 9-8isll) z3kdl a2 ps v ¢ Plantago lanceolata dbsea! 0131 obs a2 ¢
e WY Ol Gl § Slas ) B e SULD) s Gl p3Unt 3 S daslr BlA o0
sUly Asealt 13T s 31y 5l draiard) E3LI) Al S (31kiy Bralr < ghall ST (L1 o ke o /6 g0 S0

108



asldy b e (e

(B354) Al o) Y1 Camb y sl 851 - o ys s L Uidd i ¢ g o dlpYeker (S
et - Clade g (L S L ey
Tl Olaliildl jad

33 G ksl
Sl By S jabundl pad ¢ (12) Ameh 5 EI-Mahmood S5 g &4 it st
J—1000 wa—w &)33 & o gy L) duald BUH 83U G prams 0 @100 d 13V 5 sl 01T
by W il 24 80 237 5)) - dor s 83 2 ol § Gysll &5y il sl e Jo 400 &) Cinoly
gy £ 8 S UL st T A1y G pladl e dald e 608 (58) b 5 ped plsinly U absend)
15 su L iads /6,53 2500 858 s 8 M Al it )1 2 2 (Whattman No.1 ges 5 81y 5 Jleazaly
& J—od) baall o£ Rotary  evaporatore y sl sedl jlgr plisuly il JI 385 ¢ baday ddds
ot p A0 8y 7 A ps OB G OBl b 3 sl gy S o pabis o Jpardl 0 408y > a2y
WJlemas ¥ - il g (%2 £7) &l § 3 50l a3 50l 5 Blir s J |
S b e
¢ e ) 0BT old § ) jaliudl pad § (8) asia s Boskabady s ysl g1 dd il st
oAl i s § el ¢ Thumble olzis 3 Gd! 3 pend) s 2 50 03
ool § 2 slgl da s (Y096 38 MY IS 0 Jo 500 BLoy Soxhlet apparatus s
Al (e J gl fslsd) laaalt gt gl e alisil codll 5 ¢ o0 pd Z3sedt 5
boirya 405y > iy wie LS O bl g el Lol o) Bhos o 2y S 0
Jlema¥l o Aidas g8 § (%62 £7) dxO) & 5 500
LW jabal) Dladl asnlsl jan o8 (&3 oS 2SN
s SIS e 2SN
1Y (1) aelery Jouid) iy (3 G o) Const
s ¢ )l kil Benedicts reagent Sy (sl e o 2 41 g1 absudl e o 1 ag
A0 b I e (e SIS 3 5) Jammdll Aol o Juaal 5 (383 53 iy Sl pl> )
Fly gl e xS
:a¥57 5 (14) Harborn 83 g a4 il st
gl o0 Y04 Jlam b jaadt il sl o o 50 adf il il Slalbiud) oo o8 10 45
GBS e O b ) il Bl By § b Y ey § S g A 30 By ey STy )
) s dlS (e 1B B oy o S LW Bl o QU ey 055 ey By kel
DSl S gy ) g el sl 50 )
RPN AN
:a¥575 (25) Shihata . 83 g1 ik it cast

109



..... w\omgu@\)ﬂé},&h)gm et i

8y @l Jf iy e sl Jo 50§ dovalt 0131 S 31y 5 DU G pendi 0 02 10 Jo ¢
s a0 D oy 5 OV YL ST 2 ol I o I3 s joll il (o UL B 65 0
e I3 By Y O gb 5 001 Shiptd-l Wy oIS A el A ) ¢ ) Ll (LS S gy e

Lol Sery
Loy gl o ad S

:a¥575 (25) Shihata b 83 g1 ik falt cast
5 I3 F0s Bl Wil 482UV 3 8 I 5l g sl Byl G Bukie WL Al G end JUI J gl 1
248 e UL W alsenll e oD ) Sk sy ST J 5 e Jo 3-1 BLo) ¢ Lol plall 3y
gl 3 gy (o Jds el
Sl SN e eSS
o— Jo 5§ UL G s 0 (210 a3Y (1) Jsh# pad ey (3) kS a3 501 ALy ol Cas!
iy gl p gz Cox 30 Y050 1S 0 0 gl gl S g pter J b2 0 J010 31 %050 ;5 2 L3V J S0
LS N 3 g e a0 g Juy (o Bk OIS e
(In gl Gt el g Bl ol oo @bl b S ol Gl jaloieacd) ol il L)
Vitro)
e I Olaksianel) ) S pad
b o s Je S 3y SW doealt 03T O By sl pabsend o) J g1 ST 5 O e
o o= B il sy Juleals 200 15 0 (IN Vitro) zlr ) @ 4yl L Sh ol ol Logan IS
el pad W (9) Dimethysulfoxide (DM SO) %10 Jske s o 40 & Labd! G s
(S el pad we is sl o 405 § S
i ) ML) T Y e gl LS 6 G AL clabseall pib
el e o ot bl J) ddll Y lay Jo ol (B (6 ST g 5y A1 0 8 et B
(B S WY b J S Al 31 e oYY § Ao 3,81 Bl y e K 7 ) o ekendl
/3 jarinal) 1 S0 34> 5 10°x 1.5
S g gLl Slabsundl e i (Agar well diffusion) 85y a1 i b codsu
<8 cdes s Muller Hinton agar o g g 81 dawy Jo (s S Gl o o 0.1 i .45 5900
S bkl o Je 0.05 5 i (S 4} cioiol olo 56 o al) (il LU alusianly £ 1 Jaw 1 3
Js2 o 1o 0.05 W Uil 3 IS by 3, Jus J) BLis)  Jufptls 2005 100¢ 50: 25 ;571 A
iz g CONrol 8 e i ot & el g A oSl AL Slaabsand) 413§ adsandt DM SO %10
J ol lilase Ll Loy & o1y S Sy @l oy 2l el 24 80 0 37 51 > dx s e BLBY!
(18) i3 §5
phise—als b3y oald A. NOVA (Analysis of Variance) gl @y il Jold &

[(2) (SPSS) U1 Jlari gl pll

110



asldy b e (e

Azl g il

it L) 2 Y et S sy 3

(IS & M A 2 Y4476 s S5 @15 s 188 0] gl Jomesnnd) iladl oy
LY SV ¢ ot s Y048.33 i S5 2y o J S g B g0 ds 208 oS Led
Orret sury U il domdl ods Sslr g (1 Jgur) &t Ll 2 BT o) 51 0 0 il o1 ol
D049 2 (7 S g5 i g B asl @1 )31 Do) A ) 0wl © BT B ((22)
T asl (gl )13y Sl By ) ) O Vgkor y o)) (24) #6125 SANLOS our y b ao il ¥ 25
2SS O ) e 29 3 g WU Bl pll il O gbl LS 016 o o S ¢ L
MLl 2 B o1 81 0 O gl o) pedY Dlo) e 0 906,91 g IS5 31 (P>0.05) (s sone
A !

Sy SUYI s BLoY! Cond g A g gl 13y Sl sl 11 Jgder

ErSF e e | oS g g ol e Y e
Sy g Sy e
% Sdalt % Sdall % Sdalt % Sdalt
7.53 21 58.06 162 34.41 96 66.43 279 &)
5.67 8 29.08 41 65.25 92 33.57 141 353
6.91 29 48.33 203 44,76 188 100 420 ¢ sol

el A E. COli Lo 5K 0 BflaS 1 g &y 1 O jlas Y1 sl ) sy SN e il & bl
i Ll 2 B Sl G 0 Y054.68 s iy Y1 85 41 et & ) ML) 2 Y e )
JIs Je 905.91 5 %048.77 Ot CUSs 3] 5 S o b ST 8ds Sblall SUYH dd ol A3
e G E. €Ol LK 83k J) oyl @0 ol 0 30 puiled ) g0 domnd) 0 31 g (2 Jgobr)
slasdll mdall ol o LA ST 41 L mSI) 008 Lol s § U y1 o S 39 (20 (7) B gt MLt 2 Y
i Lo e 31 Jogll oo g g g o201 J g Lo il 3 83 U1 L oSO 0 fuas Lok adt gt 3)
= Glycosphingolipid ¢ 5 o dels hdis 375 o2 b (10) &y Jok T;,w Sl
.(13) P-fimbriae &b ;& E. coli 40 U ks 5 & o1 50 29a)) L1 b

T SIS U adt Sli>] § W A5 M e w8 Klebsiella pneumoniae b sSG ) aedl b
P. s e b ((26) aslary Sonavane ke Ja> &) &l &jde 25 (2 Jgir) %018.23
LS .(19) stz Kiffer lede Joam @) piledl ao 31 g Ma g madt i) § W1 45 0 mirabilis
b g 4B o dmd) 0da sl 5 (909.36 il & 1 45 ) Enterobacter cloacae b & e
S & Hd) 2 L Lol s @ sl i3 M1 et A8 S, aUreus S5 L L(5) Adtal sur
.(26) a1z 5 Sonavane ali oo 5 b as ddise mild) sda sl 5 906,40 <k

111



..... w“"ﬂaué‘)ﬂg}’&h)gm et i

i g MLt 2 L culall o A1 e @5 el & oSO Y pall By gl el 31112 Jgur

Py auy BYp 1 20
00 sual 00 sual 00 sual

54.68 111 48.77 99 5.91 12 Escherichia coli
18.23 37 16.26 33 197 4 Klebsiella pneumoniae
11.33 23 4.43 9 6.9 14 Proteus mirabilis
9.36 19 6.40 13 2.96 6 Enterobacter cloacae
6.40 13 3.94 8 2.46 5 Staphylococcus aureus
100 203 79.80 162 20.2 41 S g sad

iseal) 01T s 31 y5Y Bladlt LS A jawy oo £ 530 Sl
G b U alis by Aol OI5T Sl G ysf § Bladll SIS A1 jam o8 o 5 Sl s o
S s dus e Aol 03T Sl B1ysY G el sl gt (3 J i) oS A sda e CasSU
(4) L o 5 U A8Lowe gl ada sl 5 (DLW 5 Sl SIS 5 Sl laall y o1y ) 25 Wlad
[EPCRCHINE )1V [PRCHIPR E PRCINWNPLS, [N PRCh o PRCH NV [ ERE =N R P LR
ey Y1 L OL gl 3G p 311 odin 05T I3 (g ja g LS A am ada 3 gy JUI bl iy
g oizal 31 41 LS jod) el fnpdall Ao Uiy ol ¢ 5 e o azmy Y oSzt O] 3] I B2

(12)
el 015 s 815 2SIty U bl § 45k S) eo$1 13 Jgur
IRV IFY Sl Ot SIS | S gl Yl | Sty is s
_ + + + _ + S aksad)
+ + + _ + + Gt ekt

Tilseall O13T Ol By 5N Adanad) Lladl

isea N 03T Ol 31558 sty JU alsed) oo SO 01 ((4) g § v ) Byl guilss o
de Aseall 0BT s By Y U ekl gl @b i 5l &y ST ¢ 1 981 CASY Alas Abass A0
5L ol oils 5O 18 1 i ol eyl A et By S S 46 ot 3136 ol itle 25 55 5
S. aureus 3 P. mirabilis oY j—s skt banis 3 (P<0.05) iy sine 33 5 o y Jlam 1 folond)
Sparg by v bty (N Jo Wlo 10.53 (9.17 Lot sblio jUadl iy aid Y a1 Bl
= <y .E. cloacae, K. pneumoniae, E. coli LG <Y ot bois 3 & me By
J2.77 ytadi w¥aasy (P<0.05) &yl £ 1591 o oot 3 " gine 71 30 Jof oo 100 185 ol
E. cloacae E. coli P. mirabilis :S. aureus — —SU L 0.05,10.39 (10.47 .12.08
L yne TJ} idolall ity @ ygbl ud Jofeaks 200 38 5 Jef s Wi L1 Je K. pneumoniae ;
bl bl Bl cuas 31331y A gl Ll 2 Y ll & S 61581 46 L @ (P<0.05)
B Je ke 0.0514.10 (13.03 (15.43 (17.84 <8 ;5" J1 834 3

112



asldy b e (e

P. S 0 S 5 G (P<0.05) dusms By 5 5 o) OIST 3155Y J sl el b LS
we bl (4 Jgir) Joloihe 25 ;5 5w oo 9.305 8.08 s jlal wYuag S, aureus; mirabilis
K. pneumoniae LS us b iyl ¢ 1531 gt O e | il jabsicad) gbl Lofgals 50 55 5
s\l &¥uagy (P<0.05) E. cloacae; E. coli cp g 3 dr ¥ b b T b g | 30
e b5 3 Uyims B Jufptle 100 35 2 dotal) gt & jgbly 118 e odo 9.005 9.07 b
bl e¥aas E. coli y E. cloacae b o bt & e 8 U oS f o oy oSl 151
15.30 ;i w¥uas P. mirabiliss S. aureus s s s (I s Jo oo 12.005 11.84 Lo
Ul Y 31y L (ol gie 200 1) Y g5 3571 1 8315 s 5 (P<0.05) JI sl o os 15.08
20.00. 21.53 -G E. coli ; E. cloacae; P. mirabilis ; S. aureus 4y so—s b
LS gl G ligme Gy b 3pr g Jl 3l U e ol 17.46,517.78
Dyl S @ At 1T O Gyl Slalsuns 0 (ohe) el Lol gblia jUabl SYums 14 J gt
Ak 1S i Al B e

(bt Uadt + Juall) Lol b yUadl SYulne

S E. P K E. A »
aureus cloacae mirabilis pneumoniae coli Wil
A,a A,a A,a A,a A,a 8 )
0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0 o
A,a A,a A,a A,a A,a
0.0+0.0|  00+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 25
o.siilo.53 o.gig.o o.7?+’g.17 o.g’g.o o.gig.o 50 | A
Cc Ba C.c Ab Ba
1.00+12.77 | 061+1047 | 066+12.08 0.0+0.0 11141093 | 100
D,a (_:,c [_),c A_,b (E,a
0.68+17.84 | 087+14.10 | 098+15.34 0.0+0.0 076+1303 | 200
A,; ,&,a ,&,a A_,a ,&,a 8 )
0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 0 DMSO
B_,c A_,a B_,b A_,a A_,a
0.75+9.30 0.0+0.0 0.94+8.08 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 25
Cd B.,a C,c Ab B.,a .
0.66+11.53 0.8149.00 0.78+10.60 0.040.0 0.74+9.07 50 e
b ca bc Ab ca g
0.85+1530 | 093+11.84 | 0.99+15.08 0.0+0.0 083+1200 | 100
E,c [_),a E,c A_,b [_),a
05142153 | 097+17.78 0.95+20.0 0.0+0.0 o7m+17.46 | 200

D il Gy el (P<0.05) ssme 3 5y o Akl § S0 OB 41 ¥
BkesY1 o Byl (P<0.05) 50 G 3 5 5 (o5 Rikd) § piall B oY1 *

Oy S SN Jums @‘\;.MJ:E*

Mg?;j_adgﬁgy/w 25 38 p Ul 13T O B1ysY JU alsend) O giled) oo ey

S R gt [P INEC A RN [RP ESI -V JUPSIE RE R PRROSRUF AL I W U SPEC [P ]
< gbl Jo/eike 50 ;5 A1 we Wi LK. pneumoniae b &5 ) #Le) E. cloacae 5 E. coli y S o0

113



..... w\omgu@\)ﬂé},&h)gm et i

M L gl 31 P Mirabilis by iste G absamal) Lgze slis o1, dana) BILI Loy )
oAl ) 1 L & bl B S, AUrEUS b S Aol a1 3 i ardd r b1 4 SI1 L el
LGSyl o 2T 3 gold adls 055 3] o) 8 ) B g1 L xSV i dadal I3 ey OF S5
L 2S5 o ST il dnnsl 53 O gl b ((3) ASA! autor g U d8LEw domsd) o Sislr 5 L(23) ol # danad
Ulis pb mildl ol Cslr WS el 0BT Ol SyY SU jabsewell Proteus sp.s S. aureus
Jly S el du K. pneumoniae bS5 56 pis pdldl o Eo ((4) ols sy b o
S pabseaald S o o gl g1 (3) ASA sy Lo pn B g Mg it 0131 s By 5Y
o —gbi 48 (18) Hassawi s Kharam su—y U "Ly dsliw donadl oda g el 015T LS @10y
b idsea 11 0157 Sl 81 y5Y ) el ol K. pneumoniae Ly zS5 i jlis Lagaal 53
d—s el Ul 3 zwle S, aureus, E. coli, Enterobacter sp. i pS ¢ 15— @ bl
Ak ol K. pneumoniae b zS5 i slis iyl s il <y . ol wike 2005 100 50 5571 41
B3l Ol Sl e gl gt 31 A gl s 6y By el OIBT Ol B1y5Y Jsd15 S
334 Olegdy 00 (10) Lipopolysaccharide (L PS) dwadl dsaadt oy Sty Polysaccharide
sl (6 531 g oS 1 531 0 pgbl Lod Lt 3 83 g b1 Dladlt U S ot Jndl) (0 o)
@i Aucubin —s dladl OLS U1 e ddall o L1 By i sl g L) comad! (63 M8 5 aborinnel]

(17) 5S35 Slhaally SIS o il ol o8 Siab o S B3Lme Alab sllsg

)}\«d\

il sl S (1993) (S old e g J-:Ur\ s e JUd ¢ Glindl ds des c‘;lég—u\ -1
Ay piiand| ol (o glall ST ¢ ond)
¢ phs . SPSS Jla>Yl mali pll plasiaat (1998) . alidl jplu daty iy ¢ Lo (a2
Asllall Cay padt 13 sl
=B Olabunll oy dl asls 50 duys (2002) L s O g SUke (S -3
Ay pazad) daslrl o kel ST prenrle Wy LG9 1 Sl b S
Thuja orientalis adall 3l 31y5Y & 21y L) Slalsedl 156 .(2008) .asy wj (obe -4
Doy W 7 5 7 LY Adt S 2n Je Plantago lanceolata L. alseal) 01575 L.
Ay gzl dnald-lcp el A7 ¢ e
5- Astal, Z.E. (2005). Increasing ciprofloxacin resistance among prevalent
urinary tract bacterial isolates in gaza strip, Palegine. Journal of
Biomedicine and Biotechnology, 3: 238-241.
6- Baron, E.J. and S.M. Finegold (1990). Bailey and Scotts. Diagnostic
Microbiology, 8" Ed., Mosby Co., U.K.
7- Bashir, M. F.; J. 1. Qazi; N .A. Ahmad and S. Riaz (2008). Diversity of
urinary tract pathogensand drug resistant isolates of Escherichia coli

at different age and gender groups of Pakistanis. Tropical Journal
Pharmaceutical Resear ch, 7(3): 1025-1035.

114



8-

O-

10-

11-

12-

13-

14-

15-

16-

17-

18-

19-

20-

21-

22

asldy b e (e

Boskabady, M.H.; H. Rakhshandah; M. Afiat; Z. Adami and S. Amiri
(2002). Ant tissue effect of Plantago lanceolatain guinea pigs. Iranian
Journal Medicine Science, 31(3): 143-146.

Ciraj, AM.; J. Sulaim; B. Mamatha; B.K. Gopulkrishna and P.G.
Shivananda (2001). Antibacterial activity of black tea (Camdlia
snensis) extract against Salmonella serotypes causing enteric fever.
Indian Journal Medicine Science, 55: 376-381.

Cortes, G.; N. Borrell; B.D. Astorza; C. Comez; J. Sauleda and S.
Alberti (2002). Molecular analysis of contribution of the capsular
polysaccharide and the lipopolysaccharide O side chain to the
virulence of Klebsiella pneumoniae in murine model of pneumonia.
Infection and Immunity, 70 (5): 2583-2590.

Cowan, M. M. (1999). Plant products as antimicrobial agents. Clinical
Microbiology Reviews, 12(4): 564-582.

El-Mahmood, A.M. and J.M. Ameh (2007). In vitro antibacterial activity
of Parkia biglobosa (Jacq.) root bark extract against some
microorganisms associated with urinary tract infections. African
Journal of Biotechnology, 6(11): 1272-1275.

Franz, M. and W.H. Horl (1999). Common errors in diagnosis and
management of urinary tract infection. |: Pathophysiology and
diagnostic techniques. Nephrology Dialyss Transplantation, 14: 2746
-2753.

Harborn, J.B. (1973). Phytochemical Methods. A Guide to Modern
Techniques of Plant Analysis. Chapmen and Hall Ltd., London, New
York.

Holt, J.G.; N.R.Krieg; R.H. Sneath; J.T. Staley and S.T. Williams(1994).
Berge's Manual of Determinative Bacteriology, 9" Ed., Williams and
Wilkins, U.SA.

Kass, E.H. (1957). Bacteria and diagnosis of the urinary tract infection.
ArchivesInternal Medicine, 100: 709-713.

Khare, C.P. (2007). Indian Medicinal plants. Spring Science Business
Media, LL.C.

Kharma, A. and D.S. Hassawi (2006). The genetic relationship and
antimicrobial activity of Plantago species against pathogenic bacteria.
World Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 2(3): 311-318.

Kiffer,C.R.; C. Mendes, C.P. Oplustil and J.L. Sampaio (2007).
Antibiotic resistance and trend urinary pathogens in general
outpatients fro major urban city. Official Journal of the Brazilian
Society of Urology, 33(1): 42-49.

Kothari, A. and V. Sagar (2008). Antibiotic resistance in pathogens
causing community— acquired urinary tract infections in India: A
multicenter study. The Journal of Infection Developing Countries,
2(5): 354-358.

Newall, C.A.; L.A. Andrson and J.D. Phillipson (1996). Herbal
Medicines. A. guide for Health Care Professonal. London. The
Pharmaceutical Press.

Orrett, F. A. (2001). Urinary tract infection in general practicein rural
community in south Trinidad. Saudi Medical Journal, 22(6): 537-540.

115



Iraqi J. Agric. Res. Vol.16 No.1 pp.107-116 July./2011

23- Rashedmarandi, F.; M. Rahnamayefarzami; M. Saremi and R. Sabouri
(2008). A Survey on urinary pathogens and their antimicrobial
susceptibility among patients with dgnificant bacteria. Iranian
Journal of Pathology, 3(4): 191-196.

24- Santos, J.C.; L.P. Weber and L.R. Perez (2007). Evaluation of urinalysis
parameters to predict urinary tract infections. The Brazilian Journal
of Infection Diseases, 11(5): 479-481.

25- Shihata, I.M. (1951). A pharmacological study of Anagallisarvensis. M.D.
Vet., Thess, Cairo University.

26- Sonavane, A.; M. Mathur; D. Turbadkar and V. Baradkar (2008).
Antimicrobial susceptibility pattern in urinary bacterial isolates.
Bombay Hospital Journal, 50(2): 240-244.

27- Tilgner, S. (2000). Urinary tract health. Herbal Transitions, 4(1): 1-12.

FFECT OF AQUEOUSAND ALCOHOLIC EXTRACTSOF
Plantago lanceolata LEAVES AGAINST SOME ISOLATED
BACTERIA FROM URINATY TRACT INFECTION

S.T.Hashim* M.T. Al-Kaisey** J.M. Al-Akidi***
ABSTRACT

Samples of urine were collected from patients who had symptoms of urinary
tract infections in which 420 urine samples were collected from females and
males from different hospitals in Baghdad city. The samples were cultured and
the results were positive in 203 samples (48.33%). The result showed that
Escherichia coli wasthe most common and prominent bacteria among patients of
urinary tract infections (54.68%) while Klebsella pneumoniae was in the second
rank (18.23%), followed by Proteus mirabilis, Enterobacter cloacae and
Staphylococcus aureus 11.33, 9.36 and 6.4%, respectively. Theinhibitory effect of
the aqueous and alcoholic extracts of the Plantago lanceolata (leaves) was sudied
by using four concentrations (25, 50, 100 and 200mg /ml) with onetype of gram
positive bacteria (S. aureus) and four species of gram negative bacteria (E. coli,
K. pneumoniae, E. cloacae and P. mirabilis). The aqueous, alcoholic extracts of
leaves of P. lanceolata, showed no remarkable effect on K. peneumoniae, but they
were active on the other bacterial species. The aqueous extract of leaves of P.
lanceolata at a concentration of 25 mg/ml showed no inhibitory activity against
all tested bacteria. Meanwhile, the alcoholic extract at the same concentration
was showed no inhibitory activity against E. coli, E. cloacae and K. pneumoniae
bacteria.
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