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Study on antibacterial activity of wolfberry leaching solution against clinical resistant strains” SHI Zhi-yun, L1
Gang , ZHAO Zhi-jun , JIA Wei, WEI Jun (Clinical Laboratory Center , The Af filiated Hospital of Ningzia
Medical University ,Yinchuan 750004 ,China)

[Abstract] Objective
strains( Staphylococcus aureus, Escherichia coli, Enterococcus faecalis, Klebsiella pneumoniae, Candida albicansil).
Methods

(MIC) and minimal bactericidal concentration (MBC) of wolfberry leaching solution were tested by dilution method.

To study the antibacterial activity of wolfberry leaching solution against clinical resistant

We prepared different concentrations of wolfberry leaching solution, the minimal inhibitory concentration

Results The results showed that the different concentrations of wolfberry leaching solution had different antibacteri-
al activities as different degree. It showed that they had a strong inhibitory effort on Staphylococcus aureus, Esche-
richia coli, Enterococcus faecalis, but compared to Klebsiella pneumoniae, Candida albicansil, they had a weak inhibito-
ry effect. Conclusion The wolfberry leaching solution with different concentrations has good antibacterial activity in

vitro. It is profitable for the further study and use of wolfberry.
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