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gugin1siaseyAulaves Escherichia coli Wag Staphylococcus aureus 7835 Agar disc diffusion
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087 1.167 uar 0.936 %W/W udu wazliifiauunnsrstusgsiioddymsada Wethans
afndildumaaouussansnmlunisduduuaiie wuiasataandonduleveaosaeiugi
mududy 40 fiadndu/Aedans aunsadufinsasadulnvesuaiiienaeswinldliunndng
fu levnaniamn dundn Sustayuamanasatnand denduleiugunidsanududu 40
fiodn¥w/dadans nuihidssaniamlunsdudsnmansyivinvesuuadiGelddnitaymaiilsl
waansatadondulongaiitdfyniedda p < 0.05 uanviwansauTTRmuTuEUsE s AW
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The Antimicrobial Efficiency of Liquid Soap Mixed Pomelo Peel Extracts

Planting in Nakhon-pathom Province
Tawiwan Sareebot*, Wachiraporn Choopan*, Yaowaluk Wongprom*

Abstract

This research aimed to study the yield and physical properties of pomelo peel
extracts from hydro-distillation method of Thong-dee and Khao-nahm-peung varieties.
Then, the antimicrobial activity of the extracts were tested against Escherichia coli and
Staphylococcus aureus by agar disc diffusion method. Moreover, liquid soap mixed pomelo
peel extracts was developed to reduce the chemical agents in antimicrobial activity
product.

Results indicated that the pomelo peel extracts of Thong-dee and Khao-nahm-
peung varieties by hydro-distillation method showed the similar physical properties.
However, the extracted yield of Khao-nahm-peung varieties was higher than Thong-dee
varieties equal to 1.167 and 0.936 %W/W respectively and no significant difference. The
results of antimicrobial activity showed no difference between the both varieties of pomelo
peels extracts at concentration of 40 mg/ml against both bacteria species. Furthermore, the
antimicrobial activity of liquid soap mixed pomelo peel extracts of Khao-nahm-peung
varieties at concentration of 40 mg/ml was significantly more effective than liquid soap
without extracts (p<0.05). Thus, this developed product can inhibit the growth of bacteria.

Keywords : Liquid soap, Pomelo peel extracts, Antimicrobial activity
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TutagtuuuafiiSonelsaanansanulivill uywdilemadudawuaiiZonelsnogis
vandsdlalld ervdwmaliiinlsafadeld uidlsnorasuusaistudedin uummanistestunuies
MnuuAfidenelsafiniemis Ao msdsdleliazendeayimaniianansoduduuafide wstne
anMsAzaNTaILUATIZY wazaneuiAsnlsARndeanng 1 aymafidwinelaeviludinisiy
asiaflifignidiunuaiise 1w laslaawiu (Triclosan) Sa19usyiusves Diphenyl ether (Bis-
phenyl) ﬁqmim\imﬁ R 5-Chloro-2-(2,4-dichlorophenoxy) phenol qmﬂmaqa Ao CoHClLO,
AUTENANTENTNES1TUEY Foe fvuningiudefiendliiudunailunisudneieadions
W.A. 2561 spyUINARdugIININayIal 8@ wan KanduviANEERARIT DU IRl
Tanslaslaamuduastudeluanududuliiu 0.3% Usznansensnanssuag Fes fun
fngrudsfionalfiludrunaulunndniaiosdions wa. 2561, 2561) uyudillenialssulasiaa
gusnunslindndeifislaslaslaasnudussdusznou waziinnsavanauaiunsonsanulng
Tragulutuy 1den wazdaanyld (Wang & Tian, 2015) usnanidasnsanulaslaagiuly
Aawandeu 1wy fu wlth d1eaes dunsthszdawdnfusiasioszunedt varenuidenuinles
laagnuaNnTndwrasiaszuunilnuiy (Weatherly & Gosse, 2017) seuugailuu (Witorsch, 2014)
Snitdsnaredanden (Yueh & Tukey, 2016) 9619l5ANUBIANITOIMITUAZ B IVBIENSFOLUTN
(FOA) léusznavinuldanslasteasulunde fusaydeduuafiie fuadeduldduifou
fugreu w.d. 2559 Wuaulu (McNamara & Levy, 2016) vﬁ“ﬂﬁ?uﬂﬁ&[,%ayjmmé’ml,%aLwﬂﬁﬁaﬁ
Ifnanansatasssurnadadumadoniiraulafionaununsldasaiduased :rnnsin
sﬁauawudﬂﬁ‘mmEJmu'if{’fsJﬁlé’ﬁﬂmmiaﬁ’mmﬂLﬂﬁaﬂsuaqﬁsumvﬂaﬁu’jﬂﬁmiﬁwﬁ’miuﬂém
Polyphenotlc compounds L% Catechins, Epicatechin, Procyanidins, Flavone Vlmmuamum
a’lu’liaﬁmmm'ﬁlﬁ]imLMUIWU@GL%@%umEﬂﬂ (Dosoky & Setzer, 2018; Bora, Kamle, Mahato,
Tiwari & Kumar, 2020) Tulaendulausenauniganssiagng qiuﬂimmmmﬂmaﬂuaaﬂlﬂ Sir,
Elagib & Hassan (2018) s1guinddenvesiivnseaduuszneumeasiunquiluednnaieyiin
Taeane Ferulic, Sinapic, Coumaric, Caffeic acid '3’;3117?& Hesperidine Wag Naringin WD

duloidunalifdosdgnegrsunsvanelusminuasugy annanisdsaveansudaeasa
M3nEAs nsEnTIsnYRsLazavnsal Tu e, 2559 nuirdminuasusuduumasmzugndaled
ddndudui 5 veaszmalng sesndminaymsasasiy Samianing Ymiausiugd uwas
FINTATLI518 AURIFU ﬁﬁuﬁmwﬂqﬂé’mia U 4,811 15 (NSUAUFSUNITAYAT NTENTI
nunswazannsal, 2560) dulefideinenmansin Citrus maxima Merr. we Citrus grandis Linn.
fideaniy3n Pomelo 1o Shaddock duleunsdues (Nakonchaisri pomelo) wanedia duloniug
yesfuariugutiia Seugnlusinouasiend sunoaumsuLarsLnewrsHLNavesiInTn
uATUY Hulounstorsifunalifinsuninddumataygrtunsidoudy "?aﬁﬁmag:ﬁmam%
(Geographical indication, GI)' wasdswinuasUsy AnMsasiuTigusUTessLNDA LML T9TR
unsUsy wuiendnmdnvesrndulugurudiilugUsenevoriwiaiuduledesmineiily
UssinAuazsnsUszna lassmhouuuiiignuazuuueniudenniousudsevnu duleunsdenis
savuomUIe liflsavnuagsadt Seldfuanudeuediann dwmaldiiudondulomdefiady
Frurumnluwsiasd anaddeiAsidesnuinudonduleanunsaiiuyadldfenisinanara
Lﬂuﬁﬂﬁwamzmaﬁﬁﬂmauﬁ’aé’ugﬂL%@Lwﬂﬁﬁ&ﬂ@{ (Abirami, Nagarani & Siddhuraju, 2013) 210
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Wuayimaazdamadiseduindounaununisldasialinfignidudadowuadiseiinadesnanie
uardananden nszansataaniudenduloiduansataainsssund nenuiteditagusvasdi
winsfnulsyAns nvesaymaanauansafaainiudendulelunisduds staphylococcus
aureus uay Escherichia coli Fauuafiesia 2 wiail \Huideuszsiaiu (Normal flora) fianunsn
wulalusanenywdlag Staphylococcus aureus wuldmuiIntiawazFadn a1unsaviliannig
Anudeiifmindofiauinuna vievuwdouluewmsviliAnewnadufivld da Escherichia coli
wulgluszuunmaduenns anseviliAnmsdadolussuumaduliaanns wasusaeiugils
Aeamnsluiiy ga9sesle (Jaduns Sdnaseu Wes Aumnsaugina ues Saen Sunsivenydn,
2559) iteLfunuamsluniniluldannisuninszansveadelsaine 4 nvladadnsantiinames
TnensthweavdefisnnmenunsanyilliAnysslevidesury aunsodosendundnfosigumy
dielvmaudannndinfintuls

TQUIZAIANISINY

1. 1ilofnunandnuazaadnuurnenisnmuesansainainudenduleowusnesiuay
tusuIA

2. ednwiAranudududigafiannsosudinisiaiguende (Minimum inhibitory
concentration: MIC) Tasansannainidenduleiusnesiuagiugunthils

3. ilefnuszAnBnaesaymamaasatnandendulelunistudinmasiyveade
Staphylococcus aureus Wag Escherichia coli

ABANUUNTIVY
mMsAneil 1 : nsAnEINANARLATANANEMEIMINNBN Y saRnaINIUFandula
WugneshuaziuguIiie
1.1 mawssadenduladmsuiinluadia
dnidonidendulonusnesiuasiusvniiisivgnlufmiauasusy Favdotisain
Susng q lnadonivdendulefiiimvanuarindilndiiesiu niudrefeiazerauarldiln
aonidandunn (Albedo) pon Hlanziudeniiien (Flavedo) ifosaniduduiifidentniu
wnniuUdendun danshilifutugn 4 weeiuldnsusussgifihnadniddidudiotnu
mwannowdlUldlunsanda
1.2 nmsafpansnaendule
afnuntuaniudenduledeisnisnausaetn (Hydro-distillation) neldaausiui
1.5 kg/cm® (~22 psi) gaungdl 125 °C 1iaan 8-12 $alas Juegfuuiuanldenduloaniiinly
nau
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nsfneii 2 : nsnediaududuigaiianansadudinseigesaide (Minimum
inhibitory concentration: MIC) vasansafinaniufendulewugnesiuasiugurthie
2.1 mawssuuaiEelunmageuy
vhuueiiiBe 2 aneriug Ae Escherichia coli aduuuaiiGeunsuay uay Staphylococcus
aureus Fudunvaiiiounsuvan Aldanguiiivinvinazusindoyagdunid anduide
Inenmaniuazneluladuissanelng (1) MdewemMsdste Tryptic soy broth (TSB)
lug Incubator shaker figamgdl 35 + 2 °C AnuiEasou 150 pm Wuszesna 24 dalus ndu
thainuuanudutureadoqdunidlald 1.5 x 10° CFU/ml Tavinisiieuidfieufvansazany
1179374 McFarland standard No. 0.5
2.2 msfnwAautudumaaiisusasugenisiaiyveade (Minimum inhibitory
concentration: MIC) vasasafinaniudandule
dhuvefideundeliviuuiontivesemsiaeade Mueller - hinton agar LLé’aﬁgﬂﬁﬂH
Wusees 1281 30 w1l L‘WE)I‘ViL“UE)ﬂﬂ@@%UE)EJU‘u@’]MﬁLaENLﬁUB 1 Paper disc 9110 6 adlungi
siunseiBondt Mavuenasade tasatadonduler 2 areus Mdeandlildannu
Windurasanswiniu 10 20 30 40 uar 50 Tadn3u/daddns Usuns 5 lulasdns venasuy Paper
disc iy dluvaluguudefionmgi 35 + 2 °C Wuszeriian 18 $lus asr9aounans
naaoulnevinsinmwaduiugudnansloududs mireduiadums shmsvanesdi 4 ads Tng
fansavanglnslraeiu aradudy 3 Sedndu/dadans Wusmuauiuanmauin uarliindu
Wumeuguiluannaay arsatnandendulefifiuszansama azgmiluldlumsiwamndy
aywanauasananilfendulesely
nsAnEdl 3 : n1sAnwIUsEAVSAMvesEyWatKaNssatnaInAanduTelunns
ﬁugenqsta%@,%aaL%a Staphylococcus aureus wag Escherichia coli
3.1 msesgussararedmsuinaymadnauansainaniuaendule
11 Sodium lauryl ether sulfate 1 Alan$u Lauryl glucoside 150 n$u Cocamido-
propyl betaine 150 N3y Fameu 25 n3u Glycerine 60 n$a uaz Bronidox | 3 N31 NALWE
muldfudeonsu andudes 9 Wuthaven 1,480 ndu asly Tnsvazmindesassniu
ansazansluse udisinsauzun 4 n3u ansifiuauviin (Aminol C-025) 68 N3y uazasar
flFndendulefifigilunstudimaniyreatouvefiGenauasilutuneuaeiing
3.2 miﬁnmﬂszam%mwmié’u&‘ngmim%q;Lauimam,%aq%w?é (Antimicrobial
activity) vasaywmaInaNasainanUaendulalagds Agar disc diffusion
thaywaanavasatnnudendulefimundunvaasunmsiudmeauuniizelng
3% Agar disc diffusion lneflasazanglasiaasuanuidutu 3 Jadnsu/dagans Lﬁwﬁhmmmﬁ
wananauIn waglaymarililduavansadiniudendsle Lﬂummmmmmmaau lgvin1sin
vaduruguinandlsusuds mheduiiediuns vhmsvases 4 asa
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n153AsTIzvitaya

1. feyananisatnasonudondulouazauaduriugusnanddsusuds nsevidoain
\Benssainn Yevas Anede wavdruidoauunnsgiu

2. Wisuiteudszansamwesansafaddendulafinanududusae 4 lunissudenis
WwigLiulavoauailse Anszvadlaglyd Analysis of variance (ANOVA) waziUSuulfisuainy
uwansnarnadelagld Duncan’s new multiple range test fiszfuaruAURANAIINIEAR RoEAT
HydAgy (p<0.05)

3 1W3suifisuuseanianuesaymainanarsataainiudendulelunissudanis
Widulavesuuaiie Weudvaymailllfnauasaiaandendule uazasazaelaslnaeu
Fms1ziadilagld Analysis of variance (ANOVA) waziU3suiiiauaituwnnaieanaislnyld

Duncan’s new multiple range test N152AUAINAIILLANANINSENRDENTEEATY (p<0.05)

NAN338
mMsAneil 1 : n1sAnEINANAALATANANEMEIMINNBN Y saRnaINIUFandula
WugnesRuaziuguIiie
mnmstdendaleiusnesiuasitusumiisiudefisaniudanatadeisnnsndu
Faer nudilduiunmansata 0.936 uay 1.167 %W/W sy dlifianuunndieiuegned
Toddymeadn Fuandunisned 1

M1319% 1 wan1sainansaniaenduleiugnesiuasiugyidiidlagisnsnaumei

- . Ur9in 1A NANEAH ¥ o ANUAUILUY o
iwWaangy “ o o ¥ L % UINU o ANWUY
. . wWasndula n15nau WYY (nsy/
Todewus .. . B . (W/W) . AgUBN
o (Alandy) (@2we)  (Radans) fiadans)
NOIA 7.10 8.00 80.05 0.936 0.83 syl
Avd0990U
YU 9.60 11.50 135.00 1.167 0.83 Ydula
#vd0990uU
p-value - - - 0.317 - -

nsAnedl 2 : msfnwsanududumgaiisusasudinisaiyvaates (Minimum
inhibitory concentration: MIC) wasasafaainidandulowusnasiuaziusuiatiis

thansafuFondulers 2 aeiiug aiderslildaududuresansviiu 10 20 30 40
uay 50 fadn¥u/dadans uaznadeun1sdudamaaiyvenielayis Agar disc diffusion Nty
mmiamﬁummaumuﬂummﬂsﬁuwm mhoduiaduns ¥in1sveaesdn 4 afs nudransaria
Lﬂaaﬂazﬂlam 2 mawuqmmaaaummimmm Staphylococcus aureus 199737 Escherichia
coli TagAn MIC vesansafaiudendulowusnosilunisdudenisadyiivinvesde
Staphylococcus aureus wag Escherichia coli ogffl 10 uay 20 fadniu/Aadans mud 1wy waz
A1 MIC summiaffmLUﬁaﬂﬁmiaﬁuémﬂafﬂﬁqsluﬂﬂié’uE?J'jamm%fglﬁuimaqL%ya Staphylococcus
aureus ua Escherichia coli 9 20 wag 30 fadnsu/fiadans muadu fuandlumsned 2
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A13197 2 uanwindurugudnasleududs mheduliaduns vesasadaddonduleiugnes
AuagiuguIUIReiAdNTusig o Tunsdudanisasaulnuesiie Escherichia coli wag

Staphylococcus aureus

ansanaiUaan P AMULduTuvBsEsanadandula (un./ua.)
Fula [Wanlinadou
50 40 30 20 10
WUSNDIA 11.63 + 9.00 + 8.75 + 7.13 +
! Escherichia coli -
0.62 0.73 0.58 0.34
Staphylococcus 1181+ 1119+ 744+ 725+ 6.56 +
aureus 0.83 0.83 0.51 0.45 0.63
WUSVIUIHS 981+ 956+  7.06+
! Escherichia coli . .
0.83 0.63 0.77
Staphylococcus 9.56 £ 931+ 6.88 £ 6.88 +
aureus 0.63 0.48 0.89 0.62
B9 - e laliAnlaududs

MnxanImaaesui mnududuresansatniudendulofusnesiuagiusunaiiied
aunsadudansiasyiivinvends Escherichia coli waz Staphylococcus aureus ldurinu
audnarsloududa auin 9 Taduwnstuld vieeglussdudiuds (Obi, 2014) Fafiamdudu iy
40 fadn3u/dading (4% W) Tnsvisaesiusladauuandatu Snieainnisasiuiiluien
SunouAsieA woy sunoanuns1u wuiwTinumesddendulawdenisiusuntdiisiuinniy
ftusnesd fideTadenldansatnaindendulewuguraiiia Sarundudu wiriu 40 fiadnfi

adans (4% W/V) unimwiduaymalnnansaiadenduleiugununaiioannisldasinii

v oy
v v A

QUSSUELTBLUATILTE
n13An¥N 3 : nMsAneUsEANSAMNvRsEaINaNasainanFendulalunisduds

b R )

mﬁm‘%mﬂaaﬁ?a Staphylococcus aureus Was Escherichia coli

ihansafnanidendulewusunniis anududu 40 fadnsu/dadans @% WA) 11
smunduaymaanasadadondulougunathismugastieiu anduiameaeunissuds
Yosuuaiselaeds Agar disc diffusion lnefiansazanslaslaamunnnududu 0.3% Wusiauny
fuanssauin wazldaymanilsilinanansatnidendule iusemuuinanmaau Tnesihmsin
vunduiugudnansleududs mheduiaduns vhnisveaesdi 4 ads Liasevadalagld
Analysis of variance (ANOVA) wan1snaaasliuansliluasteil 3 wud1 aywainauansatnain
Wasndulofiwauruiiiuszansamlunsdudnisiasadvinues Escherichia coli was
Staphylococcus aureus ié’aﬂ'jwagmaaﬁ'hjmaumﬁaﬁ’mﬂﬁaﬂﬁuia AAULANF1 UD YT
HedAyn1eads p < 0.05
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M13197 3 Han1sANwIUsTEATAMNMSTugInsRsyiulnveteqdunIdueayainauansan
naendulenusviiidlunsduginsiasayiulaveie Escherichia coli wag Staphylococcus
aureus 10e35 Agar disc diffusion

vuaduruaudnatslaudugs (Mean + SD; mm)

P symadinauans e
o lanagaau d1sazanglnslagny RV duanlainauans
dnaaendule Y e
(0.3%) anaaandule
(4% W/V)
Escherichia coli 20.63 + 1.20° 12.38 + 1.78° 6.50 + 0.73°
Staphylococcus aureus 20.63 + 1.20° 13.50 + 1.41° 6.44 + 0.63¢

R

RUNBLNG |

a A TanuuandsiuegrelitudAgneada p < 0.05 seriansazanglaslraguivayvaiinauansainain
wWaendula

b e dauuana1aiuegelidedfAgviealii p < 0.05 seninaywaiinauarsainanwdenduleduayivai
lunanansannanidendile

c fin fanuuansaiuegedidudAynieada p < 0.05 seninasazanglasirasuivaywaifilinavansadin
ndendule

N158AUIUHANTTIY

1. MsANwIHaNAALazAMENYUENIINIEANYRIETaIRIINIUARNdulaRUaRLAS
Wug i

MnransAnunudn wWaendulewugnesiuaziugudfeiiiiunisndudie

(Hydro-distillation) l¥ansafnanidendulefiidnwazmenienin wu Wudila dmdesseu
fannuvuiuiiu 0.83 ndu/dadans wioufy uddendulewuguihisliuandnvesansadn
uinninddondulewuinesiogh 1.167 uaz 0.936 %WW aud1fu fams1adi 1 %qﬂ%mm
narBnvassaiadendToflalndiseturmAdnes Phat, Tuyen, Huynh & Truc (2020) iy
Waendule (Citrus grandis L.) ‘mﬂaﬂiuﬂi snATEnULIRIUNNS a8t (Hydro-distillation)
nuhnananvasasatadendulonglurag 1.0-1.9% Tusgfuruiavestuddondule dndiuve
ihdeidendule gamniuaznanildlumandu

2. msfnwdanudududigaiiansadudiniaaigueade (Minimum inhibitory
concentration: MIC) asasafinaniudandulanusnashiuagiuguaiiie

Mnuansnanemud ansatndulonuvesinarduleviuguraihilsiiunisndude

‘1:1’}’1 awmaaé’ug’qmim%fymau%a Staphylococcus aureus Way Escherichia coli @onaaosniu
ATBreUTYY nuazUsEAnE uay weling Ta0ni39m (2552) AldAnmgrEFiudevesans
aftnndulaseqadunidang 4 wuih ansafedulefusnesiuazdulonusunideiiueiostusn
(Roller pressed) ﬁGUﬂﬂjﬂguéj’jaﬁﬂ (Hydro-distillation) ﬁqwéﬁwm%a Staphylococcus aureus
ATCC 6538, Escherichia coli ATCC 25922, Salmonella typhimurium, Listeria monocytogenes Wag
Saccharomyces cerevisiae WonanEINNIsNARBINLT asadtaUFendulewusnesinazdule
ﬂ’uﬁﬁunﬁwﬁzﬁmumiﬁuﬁa&Jf’] aunsadudanisiadwes Staphylococcus aureus 1inan
Escherichia coli Tavan MIC vasansadadendulewugnesilunistudsnaaiyivinvenie
Staphylococcus aureus Wag Escherichia coli agﬁ% 10 wag 20 HadnTU/UaAaNT AUAIAU LAy
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A1 MIC Gummiaﬁ’mLﬂﬁaﬂé’miaﬁuémaﬁﬁﬂumié’u5&ﬂ']iw%zgtﬁuimau%ya Staphylococcus
aureus wag Escherichia coli agfil 20 uag 30 fiadn3u/dadans muddu aeandesiunuiseves
Hongpattarakere, Chanthachum & Chanthaphon (2008) Wui1a1 MIC 9esansanallaenduleoniu
m'ﬁﬂébuﬁ’mﬁﬂ Iumﬁé’UéijiLﬁfylﬁuimau%a Staphylococcus aureus Wag Escherichia coli
oeffl > 2.25 HaAndu/fiadans wazauIdevas Shan, Cai, Brooks & Corke (2007) fissdodains
TuvaiSownsmwndanuhdeasataaulnsnnniuwuafiounsuay Weswnanlassadands
wadTuansneiu nsuuaiiSeunsuauiiBeduuen wavarslalnmodusanlsd Taudussdusznoud
Fretudesfunsiuniuresaissms q 167 lusasiuvuaiiSounsuuinldiasadromani Seiils
ansatnayulnsaunsneanguisrenuaiidsunsuuanldfniuvaiieunsuau eg1dlsfinuain
uamsITednedy finsed 2 wud asadnuendulewusnesiuasiusuiisidanududy
40 Haansu/Aadans (4% W/V) mmiaETUE"jgaﬂﬁLﬁﬁgLauiwau%a Escherichia coli ha¥
Staphylococcus aureus TidusnuguSnandlsususs unn 9 fadwastuly viooglussdududs
Tnwansataiudendalovisaomiugissavs nmlsiunndiedu §ifedadenldasataandondule
fugunathisfiamundudu 40 fadn3u/fadang @% W) sianduaymamaasadadon
dlewuguminisely iesanuiinuveaddendulemieisiuguriisinnnitiusnesd

3. MafnuUsEAnsnmvasaywaansussaiaandendulalumsiudnsisiyves
L%a Staphylococcus aureus was Escherichia coli

wansAnwIRInneed 3 Weaisatnainidendulewuguinindsannududu 40
fiadnsu/fiadans 4% wW/V) wimwnduaymainauarsadnanddendule wuianansnduds
1513 8yues Escherichia coli wae Staphylococcus aureus MaaBaTu Tﬁﬁummiszjué’ug’ua?iaagjﬁ
12.38 + 1.78 uaz 1350 + 1.41 Jadwns muasu dedenndesiuauisevesivsnsal SR9ALen,
ia1dnual 2983uan werddng Suanad (2559) Tihansadnanusradeunianduaydude
wuafide wuhaynauarsataanusrudenaslivuaduinugudnandeududiniendansad
nuzanailon wislu Escherichia coli uay Staphylococcus aureus WM ansafiidudiunas
vosayvioaymmidanauiFlunisdufnianaiyremunaiie Suheaiugrdasataaind il
fiusvavsnmlunsdudimaasyivlnvesuuniieldnsty
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