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Table 1. Dry matter contents of samples per paper disk

Code Content Dry matter (mg/disk)
A2 % % (MeOH) 1.43+0.06
A3 f& - (MeOH) 1.3710.06
A4 3 ’}'ﬁ (MeOH) 1.40+0.00
A5 5% A& M-02 (MeOH) 1.40+0.10
A6 st A& M-28 (MeOH) 1.27+0.12
A9 f& - (H,0) 1.87+0.06
A10 3 ’}'ﬁ (H20) 1.33+0.06
Al1 A~ M-02 (H,0) 1.33+0.06
A12 5%+ M-28 (H,0) 1.37+0.12
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Table 2. Susceptibility of four fungi in water and ethanol extracts of indigenous

vegetables

ey = Frd| LS (mm)

CA CN TR AF
A2 % % (MeOH) — — — 3.0
A3 f& - (MeOH) 1.0 1.5 — 13.0
A4 3 %ﬁ (MeOH) 2.0 2.0-2.5 1.0-2.0 10.0
A5 A~ M-02 (MeOH) 1.0 1.5 — 7.0-8.0
A6 kA M-28 (MeOH) — — — 7.0-9.0
A9 fe i (H20) — — — —
A10 3 Tﬁ (H20) =t — — —
Al1 A~ M-02 (H,0) — — 8.0-10.0 —
A12 5%+ M-28 (H,0) — 3 8 8.0-11.0 —

CA: Cadida albican; CN: Cryptococcus neoformans; TR: Trichophyton rubrum; AF:

Aspergillus fumigates.
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Table 3. The minimum inhibitory concentrations (MICs) of water and ethanol

extracts of indigenous vegetables in fungi

B iFrFk &R (MIC) (mg/ml)

S a4

CA CN TR AF
A2 4 % (MeOH)
A23 fic (MeOH)  2.75:0.25 2.7510.25 1.3840.13
A4 4 15 (MeOH) 35040 35040  3.5040

A5 $k+ M-02 (MeOH) 3.50+0.25 3.50+0.25
A6 3k A M-28 (MeOH)

A1l sk~ M-02 (H,0) 6.65+0.3

CA: Cadida albican; CN: Cryptococcus neoformans; TR: Trichophyton rubrum; AF:

Aspergillus fumigates.



2 RABEF R -"BEINSAFRELFTIFE B3 Ak (1x10’ cfu/plate )

<

I R E TP
Table 4. Susceptibility of bacteria in 1x10” cfu/plate in water and ethanol extracts of

indigenous vegetables

el L2 (mm)

B kU

SA EC Sal BT
A2 % % (MeOH) — — — —
A3 e - (MeOH) - - - -
A4 4 15 (MeOH) - - - -
A5 .~ M-02 (MeOH) - - - -
A6 .~ M-28 (MeOH) — — — —
A9 e B (H,0) - - - 1.0
A10 A1 (H0) - — — —
A1l .+ M-02 (H,0) - — - 5.0
A12 .+ M-28 (H,0) - — - 3.0

SA: Staphylococcus aureus; EC: Escherichia coli; Sal: Salmonella enterocilitica; BT:

Bacillus thuringiensis.
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Table 5. Susceptibility of bacteria in 1x10* cfu/plate in water and ethanol extracts of

indigenous vegetables

el L2 (mm)

B kU

SA EC Sal BT
A2 % % (MeOH) — — — —
A3 i - (MeOH) 0.5 - 2.0 2.0
A4 4 1 (MeOH) 1.5 - - 2.0
A5 .~ M-02 (MeOH) - - - 1.0
A6 .~ M-28 (MeOH) - - - 1.5
A9 e (H,0) — - 2.0 1.5
A10 A1 (H0) — — — —
A1l .+ M-02 (H,0) 6.0 - - 7.0
A12 .+ M-28 (H,0) 3.0 - — 6.0

SA: Staphylococcus aureus; EC: Escherichia coli; Sal: Salmonella enterocilitica; BT:

Bacillus thuringiensis.
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Table 6. The minimum inhibitory concentrations (MICs) of water and ethanol

extracts of indigenous vegetables in susceptible bacteria

B i FrEk R (MIC) (mg/ml)

B kU
SA Sal BT

A3 i - (MeOH) 1.3740.1 1.3740.1 1.3740.1
A4 4 15 (MeOH) 0.44+0 0.22+0
A5 .+ M-02 (MeOH) 1.75+0.12
A6 .~ M-28 (MeOH) 1.59+0.14
A9 Fe i (H,0) 3.4610.05 1.73+0.03
A1l s+ M-02 (H,0) 0.83+0.04 0.83+0.04
A12 .+ M-28 (H,0) 1.7140.14 1.71#0.14

SA: Staphylococcus aureus; Sal: Salmonella enterocilitica; BT: Bacillus thuringiensis.



