oy yyao Jl.w ‘LSQ‘ ‘sb)w c’a)l{% .J.l? “éw}dbt; 90 (o) )LQA

Pectobacterium carotovorum subsp. carotovorum & g5 b 4de 83 o obS b 3 buo Cuwols
(S P Ty Jole
T ool gl ! ooz Olowke | 9oy Loy
Ol ctilin ¢ oDl 13T oKl cailoo ol 5 O30 5 Ol g O Kn g3 oKl -
Ol OV e300 s 5 G5 seT (Dl Olejlo ¢ 528 (S 530l S Dlidons s 3o Y

s.jamshidi @ m-iau.ac.ir 1655 5 S S (glibnnr Slodkes 1 LIS J stne

O/ B/ by gl £ () or—s¢ AR SES TSNS

e ol 355 o olE 8 Calies (sla Jidu a 55 S 5 sl (gl ( 5T goslae (S ilsil Sl anlas oyl s
Pectobacterium carotovorum subsp.  juejcww odé ¢/ ;.\,_,,.,j, ol Jole 6,50 5wl 5 J) eyl
AR LST Ll 5 55 5 S slaoslas A5Gy bl S 1 rmen A5 oy 2 8T 3 25 sy carotovorum
L gleslae Waibe I sy ol SUds SLS 5 ol 555 o oS &5 latiu el W3S 15 byl 3y
add sl oslas bl 53 oo ,350S Glaoslae (256 S 5 ol STL 51 ses slml 1 (6 i s (S,1550
SN S 53 i (S slaland b Slaallls 3y 5 6 STl (555 05 (S5 bl S s Sl
AU slge s 3L olE (sal 15 55 0T 5,50 YO oS s gl A 38 SIS 5l S sy ba) e oS ALE sl
5 dmoaY-Jsba) 5 055, 5 ) (ds s (Coigmsn J51 S aoea Y el S ST (ol Sl O g
Ol5 & a5 L dzbls sy b ST sl ge Olsiow 355 o ol &5y Calins (glaiand 3 ol LS 5y 865 05 )
e s b S eSSk S e ln 05 o0 s Canls al 355 e ol 5 Gl jlae oL STLas
sls 13
3 ol il L (25 6 BSTL e and J 1S5 £ IT Sl (Slaolg

-

UV [P RPN NPy S Jik SN pA gy N oo

3l eslewl .(Azadvar er al., 2007; Hooker, 1981)
o« ALE Lo les sles ol olad OLS 5
GLa ST & Canglin 5 5 dases Co ) sl S5 4T
Aol ) = Cedlw g oban sl se (s Sl (gl
S 03 (e DS 5 00 LS s ol ol S s
Sl bl 2alS gla Kol 51 K aLS clagsles

(Afzal et al., 1997) Ll oo Co

Spn ol 0 FUF I sl pn 2315 L e S

e ct_;,, s e S e CMA} lanalis (g
slye 55 el e 51 (S Ol 5 5 355000 sladbay
i Sl S L Al e b S aro (o la
WS 25 le_a(..l)_ﬁ A_J g L Pectobacterium
RIS NS FES W S K g ¢ Sl S dm sy
s S\ .(Permbelon et al, 1979) oS s sl

Pectobacterium carotovorum subsp. carotovorum



e ES L A 35 o 0l (b TS Cuo b 1, ed 5 (LS

34

355 e oS Jslaa 5 JSUT T laojlas ol SUs
slga g odis ol s Escherichia coli g ;Sb sl sw ol
Trshad et al., ) Wlods 3,15 W o 5 530 Ol it 5 oS
oS sty SLacS 1 s it (651 3l pe ez L2011
! = asdllas -l (Salar & Suchitra 2009) Ceul 5, e
Slaoslas SaiS 5 slal 5L S5l 5 5y
Lspj e ol &l 555 85 Caliin ol i Sl o a8
P. carotovorum subsp. (s ;SL ade Calides sladd-

A3 8 pls LT ks LS 5 s 54 5 carotovorum

by ey 9 3lg0
P. carotovorum subsp. (¢ ;SU ¢l3s)lon (sl
A lde) (s S (O ;,\_wy_ J—e carotovorum
S (= e 3l odd U VFFR ST L s syl
S35 3 0dh Bl p3 5508 (S50l Slidond (G g0
«(NA  (Nutrient Agar)) d—xs ;L 8T o285 Lo >
a3 F glas b s 5 coslizal Ol b 5 (g5l ol
s el el 54t Sl ey 3 8 OGS e
O3 7 G353 p 53 5 0 kd il IS &S5 s S
s 2l L aglin 255 b (6 8TL O gl s S Jo
S s o (6 ST J gl VXN Bl s Bes
S Laoen (695 6L O gl g 51 s Sn Vo
Miiller Hinton agar (Merck, ) )l_fT Osud J g odd dania
odh 4y (2 53 0 8 ) QLT &5 0 st L (Germany)
Yo Sl gl g ded e OT (65 O sl Sam b s
oyt oS el 28 Loa U 23 8 15 358 5 4B
oo g s 53 0dd SBls 555 o oS (55 (slad g
o leT 4 5 ags 5,31 Ol s &l slgar 8750 51114
IV S 5ot i laie OT L S il Jas!
latex) 4l b gl il §1 s dys 8 (o S s
Gt oot g 31355 o ol Ol a8,

Colu YF Sdady 45 5w Sy so 4 S 5 ok ols

3 s S sl S (b il LS

by walgr))ijj\JM@:kéqu\rS\dﬁT
5 03lial 3y 5e ot 4 a3 g g5 Sl ge agd 35 5 T
535 o o5 (Hartwell, 1982)u_5,85
Ll sols— x5 2LS (Aloe vera (L) Burm. F.)
Ol g 0,5 31T 5 (228 a8 L Sas o p5lis
ool 3) ga g gt Sloys Sldal L = sles!l 51 a8 Cl
5d300dle DS 55 50U Gl ) 2 5 035 i
dfj_g .(Mehrabian et al., 2012) 5l oT dfﬁ o Cad
on 48T ol o gme B LS 5 1 355 e oS
Al sl b 658 o5 Sl |l e Ol seas
Al .(Ammayappam & Jeyakodi Moses, 2009)
Syls 48T ol 355 e olS 53 6 K5 S 5 oSl
.(Salar & Suchitra, 2009) Cul oYU ¢ SLds ol
oSl 3 A 5 il (U e SLS 5 e
{(Arunkumar & Muthuselavam, 2009) &l ol C‘ | sl
Cideies SUS 5 £ 05 Y0 51 i 13 3,55 e oS U5
5hsles 8 G g Ladg o 5T oy )L fols
5 Ol 5 Al o Foona 3l gn 5 e (slad
05 i Semded 1 omeas Lol = e (6 8 0eST 5T
5 Ste 0,8 L5 ol ke e 3550 oS s
b .(Lawarence et al., 2009) Cwl ol i j,tf i
L 655 S g ool o5 Sads Sl S s
SIS IS Seslas 4 s Sl T3 la glsest
3 SsUl slrolae 51 (Agarry et al., 2005) Cowl ol
05 5 tep S Slas ST lee 53355 o olS U5 ke
Sl S el 55 JLS 5 5 o Olie S i e
Lawarence ) sl s dés Jlasenl 0T 3 ¢SSlur 5 ¢S ) Sl
ool Goslas | 55 S sl sobas et al., 2009
ol Ol ge A. flavus s Aspergillus nigerade J ke 5 J st
C—Jls (Arunkumar & Muthuselavam, 2009) &l



00

yyao Jl.w ‘LSQ‘ ‘sb)w c’a)l{% .J.l? “éw}dbt; 90 (o) )LQA

S s el g me e # 0y e SCws a lawl BT
Sedd S5 bl 4 oslas 5l s Sa V0 b b sl
o et 4y 5 o 22T 3,5 o oS IS S8 5 5 o
Ol 1)yl g 2l 1 i pad (3l saESuss
Vo O dn it dald Ol e 25 Dl g Cote dals
Jso one Jool 03 s 5 Ll 08 350 5 4
33 CiS lasa 65y a6 L 53 o0 pls &S
a5 YV sles 5o LacSais . is osls 1,3 LSS aw
Sonhe e by e e b 5 (G e o
s 5,803l el YF 51w
Saled 5 baeslas ol S Sl e sl
A gl S LBl Bl e
s, L (Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC))
Ao gl S8 Lame (gl G 5 glad I L BT s s,
(GEA (aJ_fY\)(Miiller Hinton broth) &l o s
33 i 03T b Laoyluas 4yl slaclale s oslizl
Lo ) eV ol LilesT ) & 51t ag 8T
Gl e ald Ol e e badl o) 5 S s enlizal CiS
53 o5lmd) (65U Jslw 10XV Cble plea L 6 ST,
2 (A oyles) it dals Ol gea 25 Pl 55l 5
sl g laosluas Sl ,ad (e oSG s 4B 5 L
S i 5 ol wu ) ) osled glad ) s S
oylas eV ) ojles A s csl 5K Y
ol JUist =T G Y oyled &Y oyleas 55 Y oyled 4y
VoV osls I s us HL SV oyles ddJ U S ol s
wlils poslas 5 mle IS Laes 05 5en s I 2 s
5 Cela Y S Laad Juss § e Oy 4 5 odd
5 o reS s L M o g (S 53 YA sles
i odalie 6 SL 51 gd,y OT 5o cdals b awglis j3 oS
A5 oS s e diS Cailes ChlE JBlus Ol so g
ok iS o ble Bl > w54 B S

3 ot (S el ed LA 15 s sy S
OT 31 md e o/ 5AS e e G S g el o)l
LS gl e ftas 2 P e ) L
Mehrabian ) L& _.S™ 5 (dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO))
68 L Il fe) 65 o odels S et al., 2012
G OT s 5 S8 8K o eyl i 5 (4550
i onls JUaz s o, @K Jot1s (leaf gel) J5 5 A ools
YE Oy o g 4 5300 05T 3355 0 oLS U5
s 5o an s Osla Sl eslizal by i oSt sl
B 68 5 5 55l ole 6305 e oS 5
V.:_WZJLSJ_:AG:SLM:Y LY s slal 4y glaad 4 J5 slyls
2 G ol D o8l 5T Jsmans gl 53 5 At
Sodedy (g3 00 (Slos L 05T 5 5 ok &S lgp 5 oo
oS b sl jleslial U Colg 53 5 23,8 515 el YF
Yo olbde 5 il eV 535 0 5l e S0 Hlie Ad sy
= 3 e Ve o le—i}dj&ﬁ”\iéfjjaﬁj‘(;
(Merck Co., Germany) O gl c(aj_éjjlf «J$bled gle I
S35 Seb (555 53 33 Sdews g0l by JL 5> O
Yo Sdod e g Ldols 5l 8 ad3s j3 595 V) e b
Hetich 22 R, ) 55 Slu 4ids 55 595 ¥ v e Coo b 4ids
Llss 5o,lae 5l I 03 S i (sl 5.5 S (Germany
Heidolph, ) st ey of e (5, 55 0w 10T
odal Cwsas b le g0l .di oslizwl (Germany
gk a3 F gLes U Jlosbe s (S (g0 ,las)
Soslas j Calisee slac ble g ol s 5SS
Lle sosluas 5l e, 8 e /¥ Y0V e (ST
&S 53555 e oS U5 5 5050 S S S
Agarry et al., ) i > L LS 5d g Jo s > 2 s
LS slao,lae ¢les .(2005; Mehrabian ef al., 2012
YY ls 6K  leslizal U sy5 o olE Sl odeT Consay

33 i gy A el O30T (Gl A O 05 SKen



e ES L A 35 o 0l (b TS Cuo b 1, ed 5 (LS

o1

SLadda Lol g slaeslas Jold Calies glajlas
Al 5 58 ety it ( JulS 5 1 i
om 4S5l Ol e 5 ke sladali 53,5 o ol S,
33013 3525 Sl e VTN Jlaz] a5 bajlas
P. carotovorum g ;SL Liy 5l Coxles blsd S ales
L uls s=as Ol CiS” Las j3subsp. carotovorum
(o P 2T oS Jold e dals il o
o ol 4873 S skl 355 ol bl (glonti Il (s1s 55 pn
5l Cmiles B Sl oslizul 3550 I 0390 1 g oS AT
.34 P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum s ;S i,
e sl U € e 5l 55 3 AT ol e
—0l5 I3k g Bl 3l e s 11/5F L3 Sl b o
b glasles (s oml U s g eslital 5 50 Sl o 5
S 7 Sloslas oS (oS & Sk 5o )las cal
5 Gl s Jsbe oslas 5 DDl o Lodd 2 sl
] USRS P | P PR { N e S - Y =1 P B
LS ol a3l il B Talb 510K (s ST
Slaa 3 63l e il 5 (5 8 05l ) p oslizal 35 50
AL s3T 1, 8 L s eiylal
Sosbas Sasla5l 5 ol SUls § kil e
3oy 03l 3 0 I 695 oy LB oS ey
»Jdsbl s dslas gladdhs 3y ol il
3 g Jus p 3 IS 5 O gl 31 53 g 5 51 S 0 slae
als L d5 Ul s e s IS 5 Sgml slae s 5
93 vy oo PRI mman I OLES (615 gae oDl
L lesbas L5 or Jle L ¢ JulS 5 51 5,8 05 las
P.c.subsp. ¢S ol a5 L SuuS Camiles o bls
E 15 I L slas lae .l A 5 carotovorum
53 sl Ol (513 sme oDl als L Ji_g‘.ﬁ b Jol§

0513 3b 5 ga 51 (6 e sl &8 i)l idu oyluas

31 «Minimum Bactericidal Concentration (MBC))
s S 10 0350 ealive B LOT 3 gui,y oS sladl )
Asrdalr 028 Lo 695 6L S5l mle AST Lo
YV glos 5o el YF odads 5 ol Joime HL8T O gzin
S a8 mBle o nS s (IS b (S4 5
Sl Ol e ary ais oualine L;;fgjléu,@ﬁ Jas!
(Irshad et al., 2011) 1 4z § L, Sarss bl
Jol A 315 533 g0 gl DS gl 6l
Hewlett- 31 8 5lay S 58 ows 53,5 oo oLS
Jsbas eslaial 5y 0 O g .43 oslazwl Packard 6890, USA
e 65 (R IV Gl e Jue /YO s s 5 ze ¥
Cav &S 54 (Polydimethylsiloxaan (PDMS)) oluS” sl
OT &S oeze 6 .uils 13y 0 mSIV funilzy CoDlest
s e ) e LAY/ ol Lpsils SE
S YA pie Sl m 5 YO0 iS55 5 D)l S4 s
iz Yo LY 5H0sT Ol ammj3 350w geds
i3 93 RISl g (G550 o Uy gk
e i) D smoan 4kE> 4 Sl dn S (5, sba b (655l
9 ‘_;Laséﬁ:;7 Ay o gk (G4 53 YA+ 4 (isoterm)
S5 olalid 5y g baslailiml 1530 Ol alul  51se
b e e La0T (it 15 el bl 5 28 8
SLlS b g5 31 a0 sasT ol 3 ealial 3,50 55bT £ b
SPSS ver. 16,(55le 5 L guls 5352 5,55 4w b Sl
V ezl el 3 Laosls uilosls 4 5 b s 5 4 25
23 5893 0 93T 3l aslial b la o Soln deylin 5 gy 70 5

A5 il 10 ez o

Fad’s
P. carotovorum & gS'b 9 833 o obS S hyl850
subsp. carotovorum

5y 0l il e s Sl il sls 54 520

Jlasl 51 53 P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum



ov

yyao Jl.w ‘LSQ‘ ‘sb)w c’a)l{% .J.l? “éw}dbt; 90 (o) )LQA

A3 5 Il seslas i U5 osluas Sauis
RYRC SR P ISP PV S
olF™ ALF Slgo 3l o g yinl o bowd SluS” 5
335 o

L sy5 e ALS 3lsn 5l slard o3l ¥ ¢ JS7 5
6a,w.uCt;aw\dj@gtfju);jbjmum
i L OS5 ol sy ea ¥ el S S
(tetradecanoic acid = myristic acid) dewl ¢ S8 5
3 U (Gl slas,Lae jsosls ol Cils 5 s
bl i s IS sleslas sl oS oS, Jsike
oLE 4l b 55 Gtias o3la ol 4 oy o laiay i 3L
Gosleas )3 S 5 ol bl Bl el 5,5 o
o3 p 3113 Ol gio 4l o g 5 JolS S5 pa s IS
3153 Il s Jsloe 0 sul sdM 1 als . Cils | sl
YO sldas . Ulasls ik ab g e glaoslas 53 OT (35, o
(53l ga o B et 3 et pLals DS 5 Sl s
Sl O35 Jite (g s ol (S 5oa =Y O
s i 53 J gty 5 g s e ¢ M Sl
s3esle ol Cdsmg ol (S oY S 5 sl
5 Sy a5 o e (Sl L et 5
& S aland ol 035 6 S UAS Jol g 51 S T oo
Y 0 35T 55 p 8 IS s il 3 ) e oS
Ui oS S Gl slas 53 Cuign s o) oS 5ok
72 053 e o500 Jos op b 5l 538 5e I 5 ety
FERS WS WLt RPN | I GEFRUINGE- J R I
Ol dowl ESaliow (Suls 5 gud (059087 (Glao las
3 SISt DS o S et Sl S
b L OLalS 535y g0 Sl e L S8 5T
5 LSS (o Bs als g5 Seels Clab ms
slao,las sl s aS (Sova, 2012) Sl gwy 5 94

oS 5 ) B 3 gyl b s Lol s Sl U5 s S

gl Al Job 4y HSTa el b g STl opl ads ol
() Jgder) Sils (6,86 iy Sl Cmiles (6 i Sl g en g
SFTL 2 305 po ol (FULS 5 Ll S50

P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum
AN il 5 JalS 5y 0 5 JS s slas g
bl S I P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum
E o 35 oslas I b 4 Kos Solew Bl wils
38 1 ol 3l eds £ el slaeslas ol ¢ falS
st L 3l 5 adde plas b JolST 8, 5 U5
1 5 05 o p IS Slaeslas g3 ¢ opiman L ALEL 23l
P. carotovorum subsp. (S o dn il gS |l
b (6 S 3 gma o 5 5 5e LAl 0 S carotovorum
Sladdl Sleslinul b odd | gl J5 Glaoslae 4 b gy 0
AL 030l 655 4 La0T (e 45 005 Caliies
bl S'U I P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum
olas s 55 JolS 1 lreslae imen il
Hloml s daals Sl SU 1 eIul e 4 by IS
PSS gl ed 5 8 S laoslae 11 i
S s il S 1 B Sl as
5L o lae P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum
M Lo b ods ag (8 loeslas 3 & sl
el g glaejlas Lo g bl STL al b so 51 4
OS5 o oS O sl 5 Jb1 d ke D L I
A5 S Soslas g 3,5 e oS Sl e ags
J&Lz)jlo)L..a.oJj;lrf.:lxbw&ffbaljam
Glroylas 35 68 Ly Jslue goslas ( S auiS
55 LLls OLE ) o5 odidST 315 51 dey 55 JulS S,
Sl edosT Cwsas glas,lae oyl Cble 05,5 L,
05 el Cowsas LAQT;MSQ.EJ#M.J,,ZJKJ.{ Cw g
Sl p e disl st e el 6l oS J-

GC}_«.?w);.(Y J)J})J}_&%Mb‘_}_ﬂ\fdf}_;



e ES L A 35 o 0l (b TS Cuo b 1, ed 5 (LS

oA

G PN SN

8 54l b 45 2ty «(Lakshmi & Rajalakshmi, 2011)

o % assLi S J))' B

;1&_1@4,;;>T,~\6j;1u_53‘¢_;u,}_.4}_;_ﬁt§
03 i odal s o 25L i 3w 5 I (Lo, laas
35 el SIS 5 S63 052 Y5) K5 0 St
4l ) - ;b aS” (Lakshmi & Pa Rajalakshmi, 2011)
A 3L e B IS oslas 4y JalS S slae e
S 3y djheslas 4 b se e atls DLS 5 S
slaoylas 53 ol Cib S 5 SIeS SIF LY s

et S g 8113 S S Olsiean J5 3 05 se
Sl Slslp a5 s S pslheslas S s 55 S
033015 5 g iy o o3le (LI 3 gy a4l 1ob 55 Lol e
Sy ool a3 Ll B gl U5 53 Jsy )
b CSLE 5 C el g g5 93 .55 5 g 3L HMae &
gua,wcupjﬁéuﬁcu,mwms
Slaoslas 53 C sy o8 Il 53 ol ol el i
5 Il Glreslas 5 gl 5 LA ) gl kil i3
At b wl s s s S S 5 U5 S

osle &S OlpsasaS Jus - Y-dslza) eslas

4$?J5 slaoylae Jlesl U o Jw s  P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum a:fﬁ oyl dls o3 u:i’\:" =\ Jgd>
J))Malfém.xﬁ)&géfj4gj
Table 1. Inhibition zone diameter (mm) of P. carotovorum subsp. carotovorum colony affected by the various

extracts of leaf, gel, whole leaf and latex of Aloe vera.

Solvent whole leaf gel rind latex Streptomycin”~ control”
Methanol 11.00° 9.30*¢ 9.66"*

Ethanol 6.66% 8.66™° 8.66"° abe 2 e
Acetone 8.33%¢ 7.66°% 8.66"° 10.60 11.66 6.00
Chloroform 8.00"° 8.00"° 10.00™

LAES ealanw! }J‘jﬁ CJ‘.‘ 3 U:)M" Cy &= sese NL.I:LGA Y2 c]a.w X )l:‘_;bu oMl usle LS):.‘:\A QJ.:- shls LglAJ:SJL:A *
*Means followed by same letter have no significant difference in 5% probability level. **No solvent was used in these cases.

L;))J))'HAL;‘Q‘HH)J_Agéfﬂjdjcg‘fﬂwﬁdua)ngaw) o.,\_s)|>)'L3¢_E.le.§|J_>—Y d)v\_>
.P. carotovorum Subsp. carotovorum

Table 2. Minimal inhibitory (MIC) and bactericidal (MBC) concentrations of the various extracts of rind, gel, and

whole leaf and latex of Aloe vera.

Plant materials solvent MIC (mg/ml) MBC (mg/ml) MBC/MIC
methanol 0.87 3.5 4
ethanol 0.87 3.5 4
Whole leaf acetone 0.87 3.5 4
chloroform . e -
methanol 0.03 0.3 10
Gel ethanol 0.03 0.3 10
acetone 0.03 0.3 10
chloroform 0.03 - -
methanol 10 20 2
. ethanol 5 10 2
Rind acetone 5 10 2
chloroform 5 10 2
Latex - 5 10 2

g&fsffbadhwcicﬁ&bﬁ“_g;badhwcicw
* no bacteriostatic potential, ~* no bactiocidal potential
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Table 3. Identified chemical compounds of the various extracts of Aloe vera leaf by gas chromatography.

Rind Gel ‘Whole leaf
c . Fetentlon § ~ E ~ E ~
ompoun ime S = g o g = g P < 3 2 o
(min) g g £ g g E £ £ & & £ %

= = g 8 = = g S = = g 8 £

S 59 £ S S 153 £ & S 153 £ S =
Para-xylene 3.10 6.1 57 41 33 - - - - 39 11 08 06 09
éihep‘adw“"" 3.86 33 52 28 25 - . . . 25 09 12 10 18
Benzyl aldehyde  4.35 . . . . . . . 28 20 09 29 57
Undecan 5.40 - - - - - - - - - 1.7 1.1 - 4.1
Iheptanol, = 2- 5 1 - - - - - - .- 49 15 24 17 52
propyl
Tricyclene 7.86 18 11 08 10 26 21 23 24 28 11 09 15 1.1
Tridecane 8.33 32 46 29 21 - . . . 43 25 12 09 57
Zhydroxy eyl -y 46 47 14 23 25 54 68 64 60 46 14 16 13 -
propionate
Hexadecane 12.05 . . . . 24 20 23 27 27 09 20 10 33
omethyl 595 18 12 10 18 - - - - 19 13 11 18 21
octahydrocumarin
Tetradecanoic 1406 . .. e e T
acid
Hexadecanoic acid
ety 16.56 33 40 49 97 101 79 95 128 25 44 55 88 16
1,2-benzen
dicaronglic acid 1740 . . . . . . . . - L1 09 14 21
;‘;lilgxadeca“‘”c 18.65 50 93 60 40 36 71 53 48 28 67 44 33 1S
11,14-
eicosadienoic acid 19.26 3.9 0.8 0.9 1.2 - - - - 39 1.0 1.6 2.2 5.1
methyl ester
7-tetradecan 19.92 67 10 07 14 - . . . 53 08 11 16 40
Methy! furan 20.43 42 31 16 18 21 29 20 22 29 21 13 21 -
Pyrocatechol 21.15 46 14 12 14 112 114 92 137 36 26 20 38 35
Oleic acide 21.96 27 91 142 83 84 83 128 76 42 97 126 70 86
Cinamic acid 2278 65 22 27 24 126 129 171 107 82 49 68 412 -
9,12,15-
Ocatdecatrienoic 5 ¢ 18 33 36 52 - - - - 33 63 71 109 108
acid methyl
ester
Ejir;'cummc 24.82 32 51 25 37 228 213 182 196 45 114 66 80 43
Oxalic acid allyl ¢ g - - - - - - - - 25 14 - 19 21
hexadecyl ester
Didodecyl
phethlate 28.19 . . . . . . . . 09 19 18 15 23
Squalene 31.67 43 48 69 83 64 42 40 74 18 32 41 62 -
Ascorbic acid 55 36 - - - - 48 61 - - 17 21 - 30
(vitamin C)
Octadecan, — 2- 43 5 68 81 58 92 42 40 28 48 45 69 44 15 17
methyl ester
Vitamin E 35.82 1.1 07 09 10 17 17 16 23 22 16 13 16 20
Carvone 36.78 75 23 26 33 - . . . 42 08 15 21 1.1
Sitosterol 39.20 69 183 212 165 - . . . 36 108 151 82 -

Lupeol 40.62 4.1 65 7.1 62 - - - - 25 38 42 32 -
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Abstract

In this study, the growth inhibiion potential of methanol, ethanol, acetone, and chloroform extracts of rind, gel,
latex and whole leaf of Aloe vera was evaluated using agar diffusion disc method. The bacteriostatic and bactericidal
activity were also tested by minimal inhibitive and bactericidal concentration methods. Results showed that all leaf
parts of A. vera had antibacterial potential. Methanol could release more growth inhibitory substances than other
solvents studied in disc diffusion method. Results also showed that chloroform released the lowest amount of
bacteriostatic and bactericidal substances. Leaf gel showed more bacteriostatic and bactericidal activities than other
leaf parts of the plant. In total, 31 chemicals were identified using gas chromatography, of which 25 were found in
latex. Some antibacterial substances such as cinnamic acid, tetradecanoid acid, 2-hydroxy propionate, sitosterol,
carvone, lupeol, 1-heptanol, 2-propyle, 1, 2-banzan di-carboxylic acid were found in different parts of A. vera leaf.
Based on the overall results, the antibacterial activity of A. vera against the pathogenic bacteria can be considered as
a biocontrol potential in the future.
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