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Abstract

Diabetic foot is a general health problem for diabetics, and the
identification of the causative bacteria has important role to know the
appropriate antibiotics for treatment. The injury occurs as a result of many
complications such as nerve damage and weakness of blood flowing. This
study was conducted on 40 diabetes patients with diabetes mellitus visiting
the outpatient clinic Misurata Central. The visitors were 70% male and 30%
female, aged between 30 and 82 years. Thirty two gram negative bacteria
(51%) and Thirty one gram positive (49%) were isolated with a total of 63
isolates. Gram positive bacteria were identifying as Staphylococcus aureus
(30%), Staphylococcus epidermidis (17%) and Gamma Streptococci (2%).
Gram negative bacteria were Pseudomonas aeruginosa (17%), Klebsiella spp
and Proteus spp (8% each), Enterobacter spp (5%), Serratia spp (6%),
Providencia stuartii (5%), Morganella morganii (2%). The percentage of
patients with unilateral microbial infection was 52%, while the proportion of
multiple infections was 48%. Methicillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus
(30%) and a beta-lactamase inhibitor (Pseudomonas aeruginosa 3% of
Gram-negative bacteria) were identified. Several antibiotics were used,
which had a mixed effect on gram positive and gram-negative bacteria.
Amikacin was one of the most common antimicrobial agent on the Gram-
negative bacteria, while Ciprofloxacin had the best effect on gram positive
species. Honey was used in several concentrations (25%, 50%, 75%, 100%)
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for its effect on bacterial species isolated from diabetic foot. The highest
effect on the gram-positive bacteria reached to 35 mm in diameter, and 35

mm for gram negative bacteria.
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Aaall lae ) oeSll e il 6 4 gall clilizadd) el aly deadiiuall cilalizadl)
Proteus mirabilis <E.coli g!s¥) e il 4 S s Ampicilin - sl

.(El-Tahawy,2000 )klebsiella pneumoniae
4 gaal) cilalizaall 4o gliall Ly piSl) o jand) S 381 5 aladind 4,2

A0 g oIS dalide halie (e Jusndl (e ) 58l dued Cdagid &l ) (8 Al ja Cy o]

sl bl daglie 4G A e ] o gaball Jue o Gl 5 L) Jue e g5l
Pseudomonas aeruginosa sl g1V ey calall Cla jii5 7 5 all e Sl e
Juall (e ddlide 30 5 cweadiul 3 MRSA ¢ Staphylococcus aureus¢ E.coli
Gaa ¢ il haall o)) Juall 3 5331 WS aal Al jall el s ¢(%100¢%75¢%50)
O Al yall G gf 5 Al g Jrall 4 ,0S) £ Y1 e Laa il 8 jaudls ) selad) Qe (5 sk
16) &Y saill o cul & puSdl o) 51 e (%100) <aidall ) Jusell layiil) 5,080
¢« E.coli le ale (14-10 ) < _lEie Laa il Ly Staphylococcus aureus e als (20
Dash et ) Celewinell da glaall L il Je ola (24-10 )5 Pseudomonas aeruginosa

(al., 2016

OSSN Qs (19490¢%75¢%50¢%25) 381 5 bae Lad Caaadind Lud & Al o < yelal

Cloisom <Amikacin 4 spall Glabcadd) (e paell da slaall Ly )il adan (500 48 jadl
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Enreroccus faecalis <E. coli LsS Je Gentamycine Amoxycilline Sulphate
3 Wl a5l 4l all sl Acinetobacter spp¢ Klebsiella pnemoniae« S.aureus
Enterococcus  LsSll audill yladll <9490 38 i e 5 aadfl) il of § Juall 3 5
S. aureus (= JS e ale 31 Wi K. pnemoniae e ok 29 5 «xle 27 faecalis

.(Maraia,2016) Acinetobacter spp = ~k20 s E.coli

A (5 oK) slaal) Ll 48 el Alj etal .,(2016) Caalll Glall b Gl 2 <y sl
g5l o L yat gy fSI Jue s ool Jue 5 gkl Juall a5 B al)l Juall (e g )il
<%10) 35 s 35all (e Ay 3aall (MRSA) Staphylococcus Heamolysis (s Sl
ok S5 AV g1V AL e Adlad ST o) Jue o Ld s (%100 <% 75 «%50
¢ale 12 )8l Juad il Hhadll 188 Jlae V) 48 Wl ¢ 94100 38 55 die ala 19 ayiil)
ale 8 ol Juall

Ll 48 j»al Hamaza etal., (2015) Sasall dusnll o Glagadl & 4 )2 Cy ol
Bacillus « Proteus mirabilis <P. aeruginosa &Sl gl 51 Lo (g Sl sladll
vie oLl S8 ¢ (%100 %75 %50 «%25) ddise 3S)hs S, aureus «cereus

sl e k33 ¢ alad3 ¢ ale32 ¢ s 29 %1008 5

Juall (e e g5 il (520 o al (2012) ¢ patl ol Caalill L 3 5 AT 4

E. coli <Staphylococcus aureus — LogSll e Lall BlSYI5 olal Jue L
Disk diffusion a& )k Jleaiuly e il SIS1(%75¢%50¢%25%15) 58S Al Craadinl
el 5 L i€l Bdayyiil) Adladll <ol 3 Juadl 35S 53 0 3 LalS a3l Al all caaa ol s method

24 S. aureus haill kil S Eua (0475 355 die QY Jue o Juaidl ol Ll
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E. coli «ale 18 S. aureus L i e JiSY) Jue 5 O a8 oL 28 E. coli <ale

21
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S il
Sadl 53 ka5 3 ga



Jaadl @il kg A1 ge .3
dua yall YW 1.3

saal) o cpan yially oSl adilly Llae Ly e 40 Ao duall by al
dsanllanys ¢ 22016 5o 5 (M b 1 e 58l JA (538 jall ) juan (Adiusay 4 la])
lgaazd dla¥) 3 i Wi Mg ¢ aia gall (po Cilaise 380 &5 ia jall J8 (e 4880 5al) e
§ siay aall s iallS &y pull e glaall Ciran g dhadans S A (sl g Aee il
(8 Sl
daaiial) 3 gall 2.3

Al bl gY) 1.2.3

sale 5 dagall Aal) Gl gail Ao O Ailaall paliall (e () Fie Joglia of dapd) o

Slo il el ddlia) ae b jlad s 3ala 5S35 ¢ saill 4y 5 g uall U Sl pren o (5 5ia3 L

(1 sl ) xiadl 38,80 Cana

dadiiieall Al e b gY) 1 Jgaal)

aiall 4,4 ) 3ad) Jalea g
Oxoid Blood agar
Oxoid Mueller Hinton agar
Oxoid Macconkey agar
Oxoid Nutrient agar

Scharlau Nutrient broth
Oxoid Mannitol slat agar
Himedia Baird parker agar
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Al Al B dasiiiall 4 gaall Cilaliaall 2.2.3

G A pall Glabzaall iy b il el Jan® o g8 e Jead AlaS S

(2 Jsaall) ddliss 580 5 dadia al B JSG Lo aialy ol 5 Cle gana

dandiial) 4 gaald) cilalizaal) 2 J gaad)

BYS\( Sl | adall dS i ag gaall cufaliaal)
SXT 2519 Oxoid Bactrim
IMP 10ug Oxoid Imipenem
AMC 30ug Oxoid Augmentin
Fox 30ug Oxoid Cefoxitin.
VAN 30ug Oxoid Vancomycin
Ak 30ug Oxoid Amikacin
E 30ug | Bioanalyse Erytromycin
FA 30ng | Bioanalyse Fusidic acid
CRO 30ug Oxoid Ceftriaxone
AM 10pg | Bioanalyse Ampicllin
CN 10ug Oxoid Gentamycin
CIP 5ug Oxoid Ciprofloxacin
MTZ 5ug Oxoid Metronidazol
CAZ 30ug Oxoid Ceftrazidime
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odl Jus 32,3

(1 Sl sis sed A Juall pen

Eu.ub.\.“ (,sé eM‘ o) S 11 g

JM‘ Sus <l gSa M1323

O alainly & jiae AWl L2V e LB Ky 8 duell Qs

. uadl U S imny LY Refcrometer
Juall and 2.3.2.3

Mueller Hinton daws Ao Juall (10 Ao Jadadty Laalaa) (i ylay Juiall (and o3

Gowall Llee 2y (5 seaall Gandll (5 AYIs LSl g1 5V e o sla (e SEL agar
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Juatll aiini 3.3.2.3

(2 ISl e S0e 0.2 0k i e aladinly sl aiad o

Juanl) aias 12 Jil

A Al oda A dasdicial) 5 3¢aY) 3.3

dariioeall 3 3gaY1 3 Jsaad)

all BBy 948 )l )
Rotofix 32A —Germany Centrifuge Sl 3kl jlea
Micros- Austria Microscope el
Memment- Germany Incubator izl
Cluss- China Sterilization device asxill jlea
Yongfeng- China Sensitive Balance osbuall o) jsall
KRUSS —Germany Refcrotometer Juall Jilas Slea
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Jadl 3 )k 4.3
oSl adill (e LS Je 1.4.3

AT calne oale Jolaay il g alea Gludiay 5 Sl adill oy pal Balaall Cae 3

Gian o = gall Gee e Abal) GSa e W o35 Glld g dalne dpidad Claie ddan) g Slisall
LY e e s delw 18 33 337 5,0 4a 0 e Nutrient broth s
(bl ) 4L=YL Chocolate agar <« MaCconkey agar<Blood agar 4l

.Staphylococcus spp o= 48 4l Mannitol salt agar « Baird parker agarc.2: &)
A g jrall b ) Ly 25 2.4.3
plal dina 1.2.4.3

CalS 1) Lo yandd sl Jelidl) Gl s 4K clivall sl ol al) dia Cuaddil
el oal Al aa ) sl ) oall dus sa anadiad) (5l ¢ Al ) A A g ol Aullis Ly Sl
Sl s 2.2.4.3

Streptococcus spp <Staphylococcus spp o IS cr esill HLEAY) 13 aasinl
il daala l Asy pal Caaia 3 (963 :558) GinsonY) Sl (358 (e 3 okd Ciaia g
Clelidll ) seda s a5 50 Y) 2ST (558 U slae pe Can 3o 5 A 48 5 yanivns il AL B 5 0
LR dalag) e Sy axy

3_Adall ,Lid13.2.4.3

sle (o Ol Caaia s Cus ¢ Staphylococcus spp o Gl JLEAY) aasil
S el e el 4 400K 3 perine Ji5 AKHELOL 3 50 aladiuly Giiala ) (diag 3 e it
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& Adiae LB e 0.5 hnal g cplea ()5S Gty il e 3 g sall Hhaidd) elally Con e
G ey o(LES) La Bl (50 oAV Aag il O 5 imn i) aaY o s mle ala]

DY) dlay) e Sila e 33U 85 day g oSl Gl ae T L 3D
API20E 8314243

sty by AP 20E Ll b (e Jaypd JS e (4 el clall (e Jo5 o

& Lagie S pags ¢ JAY) 13 (e Jay i JS elhae i a3 ¢panil) o dpuliall 4 5l )
Caide (3lee dlac) & Cheadiuly S de Hie IS e Je 0.1 3T &5 Al dauall
Aaidall (5 Sl Blaall cans <99 0.85 plall o ol suadll mlall Jslaa (e Jo5 () ailaly
3340 237 Aa 3 o a8 ¢ (Sl Slaadly Jay 53l il ke dabas (a3 ) Adand
JRall) sl Leall iy AV Leiled ) il i) (an o alall e Aol 18-24

(3

API20E S48k LSyl papdldd 13 Jodl)
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LSyl Bis 5.3

Oy play g ) Y all Calaia

el 24 33d 2 37 da e s g slant agar (e Gail b oSl il o3 Y1 48 )
AR cpa A Ta 48 ) ja A ja die Gulaia g

< (Eppendorf tube) & sus canlil 8 Clais 5 (9620) Jsmadall aladinly 4G 48 )Ll

(4 JSal) 220- 5 a4 0

L) Jada 3 b 14 g

AlARILY) daild 4 gaad) colabiaall 4y i) e ol a6 .3

daule daud 2 (V/W 0.5) Mcfarland Jslsey 43 lSe adasia a5 (5 5 Glae Jae
ol Al Cania s ccaad (3383 10 524l Gkl & 55 Mueller Hinton agar Geb Jaka 4yl
(Bauer et al.,1966; (5 JS&ll) delu 24 324l 237 da j0 (A Chicas 5 & gall Cilaliadl)

.(CLSI ,2013;Mcfarland, Joseph ,1907
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dandiual) 4 gaal) cilaliaal) o5 JS)

gl gl 3aliSY Ui Al ¥ o) 1) pand 7.3

Gy ol o Wi e Ajed Aexdiud) ALl 3aSd o el cnsl

Ceftriaxone «Ceftrazidime 30pg ombiae ddasl 5 Jald Hlialy ccipdall sl 5 50dliSY
(o Aghadll Aauld) alaaiuls Mueller Hinton agar b e haiads Jee 385 30ug
bl (uld &5 385 (v/w 0.5) Mcfarland Jstsar &5 )lia L )\Se Jasia oy 4,550 culilal)
Augmentin30pg  <lbadll  dhaul s sl LYl cgsall slaall )
=B IS (e ale 20 Alis & 5 ae (33l IS Ceftrazidime30pug « Ceftriaxone30pg

(6 Jsa) (Patel et al.,2014) 337 3, s die delu 24 33l (3LLY) Cicas

4S5 Jalal) JLAANL il gl g JpaliSY Uiy o Gl 16 JSil)
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Osbualinall Staphylococcus spp <Y s daglia jLsdl 8.3

Cefoxitin sl dbaall aladinly (MRSA) Cpbibiaall LuSall 4 glia i<

Glrall (e dyiladl) daslal) aladinly Mueller Hinton agar dawss (e Jadads Jexy 30pg
3 da ) die Ciias (V/W 0.5) Mcfarland J s 45 5l L jl&e Jasa aay (5 iS4l

(Swenson et al.,2005) gl cadll Jawfll hasll 8 &35 cdelu 24 324 237

(705

Crlaalfiall da glial) L piSal) o Cads sl 27 Jsdl)
4 gaad) cilabizaa (pa aaall daglilal) LSl o jaud) Jue 380 5 00 sl 9.3

daule Al v (V/W 0.5) Mcfarland  Jslsas 43 Se adasia ai g (5 550 (laa Jae

s Jee caadl (318 10 32 gkl & 5 Mueller Hinton agar (il (i bl dyilad
(%100:%75¢%50:%25) I 38 51 (a5 Saa 80 JE (ale8 ) pine il ool Al 5y
24 5ad 237 (A @LbY) Civaa saa o B jia IS jies Sae 0.2 0k el e Aol 5 alne
(Hussain et al., 2015; S5 ISl Se 35306 cilae o L il ap i) Hadl) ol de L

.(Snowdon,1999; Snowdon & Cliver,1996
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(hasy) Jal 10.3

etle Jonnial il Aguliall JISEY1 5 Jhand) Jond JuSY1 el ye 5 cbil ans
Lol e dariivedll i gall cilibiadly Jueall o ki ) Jebea Ll

Ay gl Calaliaall (e uaall Al g jadl)
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w1 Jeadl
|
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E il Al .4
dua pal) e 1.4

O3 siall 5 Sl adilly Cpbiadl 5 Sl i je SV e Ly 3o 40 Al Ll cilads

%30 SLYls %70 LsSA duws Crbis g S all &l jan Adue da )il Babd) e
SIS (69-50) dupeall Al ) L gl din 82-30 e palesl Can gl iy (8 IS
sy (70-82) (30-49) Ay _eal) Lial) 8 Cumdil 5 %047 Ay (5 Saall 2381 Aliadll jlac )

o) adle 370-65 (o ped pdll S Jie g5 o(4) dsaall i e (%25:9628)

by
Female
30%
&y U'“ sSAll L.JJ.AS\ a..\uﬂ\ :8 JSl
LY 9 U 9SA o Ay pard) LB 255 4 J g2l
A gial) dpuadl) dad)
) e 4 yand) cilidl)
(s pallaand &) sSa
%28 11 5 6 49-30
%47 19 6 13 69-50
%25 10 1 9 82-70
%100 40 12 28 g sanall
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(5 oSeal) adl) (ha A g jrall L piSil) 2.4
| gai o edal 5 chaliae 4lae alusl Ao (g Sl adill i e e 33 salall Cilasdll e 5

(9 JSall) 458G A e 63 Lese il e A Sl Gl pantiunall T liia

bl Ao 4 i) c penional) ¢ sty JSd g Aaddiioeal) 401380) Jalu g 19 Jid)

Sl a3l aia yal Badeie g ySie e Al Ay g ySaall (5 saedl O Al jall Cania
(Monomicrobial) 3~ 5«5 S e dealill Glbay) by 948 <l (Polymicrobial)

Y jall o3l & sl 5 uind) pantl LAY (e de sane Sy jad 5 (10JSE) 2452 <l

Monomicrobial
52%

Polymicrobial
48%

A g Sall (55l 110 JSE
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A gl L isl) iy 25 3.4

Al e A el LSl g gy Gain A8 el Laslll @l LAY e paell Caendiil
oyl Lﬁ)S.uJ‘
ol Al dia L5 (1.3.4

ol al) Lisal Al o ol A g A5 el L€l Caiatl ol jal) Aia Crediinl
Ol W ) sedas Lal s <9049 Lt ilS 5 ol sall dan ge Ll Ao Qs (55500 ol e ) gelad

(11 388 %51 (e Ay calS g dall L) e Jalad jaaY)

4 N\

‘

Al ) A sl L Sl 4 il Anadll 111 JSA)

Jalulel) jLasl 2.3.4

LS (e Gdll Alld g ¢ ol jall dapal dm 50 480 Al e 31 e SN LA (g al

2 5 Adla) ) 8 400 g8 Cile @ ) e day Streptococcus spp s Staphylococcus spp
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e 5 %97 e s (Staphylococcus spp ) i) dutanl e dals 138 5 a5 500

(12840 943 clia 5 (Streptococcus spp) DY) dnlu e Jas culeldl) ) gela

Y Sl laa) s12dsdd)

8Adall jLadl 3.3.4

gl O Gl ploall Al dnse 40 Aje 30 e sia) sl gl
Ladd () 55 10 2 LEIL e jlaey @lldg L 330 Jia5 5 aaad &saad ¢ Staphylococcus spp
Staphylococcus 4 xS Al e 19 (e adulag) HLiaY) zilis < jelal 5 ¢ JLaay) dulay) Jia

(1344 (%63) aureus

5 Al LAl 113 JSd)

Ay AL 418 Bla sY) 4.3.4

4Ll Staphylococcus spp o= G280 Mannitol slat agar & &l Jaw gl aassial)

oJ giiladl Sl 3 jeda Ll Ao iy ey sl ) das gl e 6 sl HLaAY dua gall
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Ol oatin b ) 618 5 (%63) Staphylococcus aureus Sl g sill aibad (e A
oin e GOAY gl i b Jaiilall Sl ede e Ll Gle U
Barid parker agar & &l Jau sl aladia) ) 2dLaYL ¢(%37) Staphylococcus spp
el le Jids 5 penionall Jsn 28as Al sedd oyl ol us ol pamivaal) agle < jeda (53!
Staphylococcus epidermidistel e Juls Alell sl a2 5 Staphylococcus aureus

(10 JSally Jass 0 138 e 5055y Staphylococcus spp o= AV celia¥) of o b
API 20E J&8a) 5.3.4

Cad) Sl ALl s pandll b loal) dasal Al 4,88 e 32 e JUERY) (5

« (%33) Pseudomonas aeruginosa e 3 e sas) Je ol o35 (14 JSAl)
Proteus mirabilis <Klebsiella oxytoca <Serratia marscens ¢« JSI &y je &3l
Enterobacter <Klebsiella pnemoniae ¢« S il 3= 5 (%10) Providencia stuarii
Enterobacter <Morganella morganii JS ¢ saaly Ajelain ¢ (%6) cloace
(%3) Proteus vulgaris¢ Proteus penneri « Serritia orderifera <sakazaki

L (15 Jsaly

i) g<l) AdLaf 3 AP 20E JLSA) 11408
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K. oxytoca
10%

K. pnemoniae
6%

_

E. sakazaki
3%

E. cloace
6%

P. aeruginosa
33%

S. orderifera
3%

S. marscens
10%

P. mirabilis
10%

P. stuartii
10%

P. penneri
3%

M. morganii
3%

P. vulgaris
3%

Sl 2l (e Al g Jaall al el ddual Adlud) 4 sl £ 953U 4 glal) dpudl) 115 JSAY

AlAAY) dadild 4 gaad) culalidaall 4 pisal) < ad) dpules 4.4

ey Ao JAL Glalially (s yiall e jell aladiu) da8ld 4 gl Glabizaall & yidl)
Tanes a3l (Sl pail (e Ay Jall Al 1591 Sle (2 Jsnall) (s Sal) &l an
O Aol 24 55 0 2y & gall Clabiaal) o3gd anill Hhadll s Mueller Hinton agar

(16 JSall) 237 sie Lgias
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Cra adl 4o glial) Ly il ¢ aladian) dadld Ay gaal) colabiaall by gl e ol b 116 JSA)

4 gaad) Cilabiaall dbual) U i€l ()¢ Ay gaadl il aliaal)

4 gad) cilabaall o) o) diual Adlaad) 4y i) e ol dpulua, 1.4.4

A3l Cye A g sl ol yald) sl Aalladl Lyl e ol il Ll IS &y sea) clabiadl)
e 96100 Loy 43 S ¢ 51 anaad el 535 Amikacin s sl sbadl jekals g Sl
K. oxytoca LisSs (e iubs (il de 5 ¢« (%81) P.aeruginosa Lt (e &Y e and
sl sladll (%33) P. sturaii « (%50) K. pnemoniae ¢x J32a) 54 e 5 ¢ (%66)
Proteus vulgaris «<Proteus penneri oo JS %100 dawss o 35 IS Augmentin
¢ (%66) p. mirrabilis e dS1 Gl je e o 80 L KL pnemoniae <E. sakazaki
o O 2 (%33) P. sturaii <K. oxytoca o« JSI3asl 5 4 e 5 ¢(%18) P. aeruginosa
o) 1296100 o550 Bactrim sl dbzaall s AV 4 55 o) 6 e 5l ol ek
«(%66) S.marcescens (s JS (il e Leie s a0 @Y e 5 Enterobacter spp s sSall
¢« p. stuarii  «(%50) K. pnemoniae ¢ JS Ajes «(%18) P. aeruginosa
I e %100 L A € Ceftriaxone sl bl (%33) P. mirabilis

LS e &Y e @By Serratia spp ¢ Proteus spp <Enterobacterspp
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onll Saall (LAY A gl Y e il Al oS W) 5 (%27) P.aeruginosa

Serratia spp <Enterobacter spp o< JS %100 £l 4 S Imipenem
G Lgie AN 4K @Y e oo il Glis s 4 Kopnemoniae <M.morganii
P. sturaii LS e IS (%66) Gilie 5 (%54) P. aeruginosa LS e &Y e
Al A K 15 (%33) P. mirabilis LosSe (e dulua L 4 e ) 48LaYL K. oxytoca
Sl %100 o586 L cly Gentamycin sl sladd) gAY Al 1891 e
Gilie s ¢« (%72) P. aeruginosa LiSs e Y e Al s Al jaal) 4 58000 g1 53 alan
LSS (e 3aalg A e ALaYL (%66) K. oxytoca s Proteus mirabilis  J<
LSl e (%100) it 4l < Ciprofloxacin sl sladl ((%33) p.sturaii
P. penneri« P. vulgaris<serratia spp <Enterobacter spp <K.pnemoniae 4 j=all
(%66) P. stuarii ¢l e 5 (%81)P. aeruginosa LS (e &Y je s ) 4l
s e il o) A oSl i «(%33) P. mirabilis s K. oxytoca ¢ JSIdssé 4l e
il Led (%5 o) Metronidazol < Ampicillin ghbcaell Wiy s a1 4y 506K ) 5Y)
el (%9) P. aeruginosa  LosiSs (e sasly Ae lae Ay el 4 uSll g1 e

. (5531 Ampicillin sbaall daulea
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4 gaal) cilaliaall al o) Adlad) 4y <) e Jal) Ll (5)J g3

(Yo) gl Culaliaal) (-) ve

CIP |[CN|AM| CRO | MTZ | IMP | SXT | AMC | AK

81 72 | 9 27 0 54 18 18 81 | P.aeruginosa
33 66 | O 0 0 66 0 33 66 K.oxytoca
100 100 O 0 0 100 | 50 100 | 50 | K.pnemoniae
33 66 | O 100 0 33 33 66 | 100 | P.mirabilis
100 | 100| O 100 0 0 0 100 | 100 | P.penneri
100 100 O 100 0 0 0 100 | 100 | P.vulgaris
100 | 100| O 100 0 100 | 66 0 100 | S.marcescens
100 | 100| O 100 0 100 | O 0 100 | S.ordorifera

0 100 O 0 0 100 | O 0 100 | M.morganii
100 | 100| O 100 0 100 | 100 0 100 | E.cloacae
100 | 100| O 100 0 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | E.sakazakii
66 33 0 0 0 66 33 33 33 P.stuartii

4 gaal) cilabiaall o) o) dal Ao ga LSl duilas 12,44

a3} (ya &g sall Al el Ainal dua sall L i€l e gliia 5 Ld IS 3y aa) cilabiadl)

e 3 yphe ued i€ Cua ¢ Saureus e b yili el cilaleadl ¢ elal (s Sl
(Imipenem gpabcaall dulua W je 3 3de ajls ¢ (%78 ) Ciprofloxacin sbcaell dulua
e saa) 5 ¢ (%63) Gentamycin asll dulua 4 je 5 yde Wil 5« (%73) Bactrim
& ¢ (%52) Augmentin dules @Y e e 5 ¢ (%57) Cefoxitin  dwbus 4l )
(%31) Vancomycin 4ulus &V je Gusg ¢ (%36) Ceftriaxone  4ubus &Y e
4dd 0K ol Wiy (%10) Erythromycine  Fusdic acid gsbadl dulia Jasé ol e
sl slaall Hils lef das S, epidermidis LosSss . 5l i 6 AY) 4 gall cilaliadl)

«Gentamycin Ol lgimbaa <Y S @ell %100 Ciprofloxacin
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Augmentin ¢« Cefoxitin <l dulua OV je s (%72) Ceftriaxone
Al oS als ¢ (%45) Imipenem  alaall dulua &Y je gued 5 ¢ (%63) Bactrim
lislus S Gamma streptococci LosiSdls LosSill oda e il colaliadll
«Erythromycin <Vancomycin <Imipenem ¢« Augmentin 4 sall Glaladdl
Leale 580 (g) A el labiadd) 4 (5 15 %100 4w Ciprofloxacin «Gentamycin

(6 Jsaall)

Ay saal) chaibiaall al ) A e LS Y 2 Ll (6) Jsaad

(%) ag gaal) cilalizaal) (+) ve

CIP|CN|AM | CRO |MTZ| E | VAN | FA | IMP | SXT | AMC | FOX

78 | 63 | O 36 0 10 | 31 10| 73 | 73 52 57 S.aureus

100 72 | O 72 0 0 0 0 | 45 63 63 63 | S.epidermidis

100 | 100 | O 0 0 |[100] 100 | O | 100 | O 100 0 Gamma

sterptococci

Cighal) gl 3 538 Uil Allaad) ¥ 32l 1) pand 5.4

ks andl) i ((W3e32) alal) Dal Dlle L0 ¢ ) 6Y) e LAY (5 sl

LSSl 48yl A g ) Ly piSall g ganl) sbiaall ol sl aid s (sSUl 5 JalSl) Lss¥)
& Jaltl LAY il IS ey (17 JS8) bl gl 5 50aUSY Ll 53 ) e 553 sl
W A Sall Y jall s LA gl dullaial A 3o 13 5 Ltnlag) dalldial A je 19 aaas
«(%42) P. aeuroginos LS &Y je Al Ul sl e il Lginlagl dllaial) & jlal
K. Pnemoniae « K. oxytoca L_siSall (e IS Wl e 5 ¢ (%16) P. sturaii <Y e &306
S. marcescens « P. mirabilis «S. orderifera g% JS ki sas) s 4 5e 5 «(%11)

« M. morganii<E. sakazkii %8Sl ¢18Y) Goell ga 8 (%5) E. cloacae
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Caslall a5 50aliSY Ui Al llaial Al all 28 8 Al 3=all P, valgaris ¢« P.penneri

(18 by

At ()¢ ol (1) ) gaal g 55aliSY Uil 53 pkall L G0 35 0 Jalikl) JfidY) :170850

45%
40%
35%
30%
25%
20%
15%

E
5%
0 " 5%

(%)

O O W R 3 ) ) O 3 [
& © & 0& 1,&“ g "Se" & «°
\(\ \Q -(o Q;(\ ‘Q \0 *0 (9 ‘\ ) &0

RN O S T L i S AL
&Y & o o LY [ R
*.Q

G Sl ad8) Cya Ad g jall o) ol Al Ly sl

bl a9 3aaliSY Uil 35 jdall LSl 3 ga g Jaldd) (anill 4 glal) candl) 31 8JSAY
S0k Adan e 2imd ¢ Cagdall a5 32aUSY Lind 3 ) jdall <Y jadl apaail gasslill Hlas¥) o al
Lol 4 05K 151 s el s ¢(19 JSAl) andll Alag) e @l Jy bl oy
DLl A g il (%3)  P.aeuroginosa LSy (e saals el sVl 13

(20055)

49



Ala) ()¢ Asden (1 )¢ dall el g 2aliSY Ll 35 phall Ly Sl) 3 g gt (g Sl LAY £ 1908

o & ¢ & &
.{80 o (Y 0\)
'\ > &g &&" z‘°° 9.& Qf"

Qoq, Q Q R @. < % ‘,S(\ ‘,9 *QQ +

oSl ad8l) (ya Ad g Jall a) ol Al Ly iyl

3.5

2.5

15

0.5

(%)

sl a5 5aaliSY Uil 35 ) Ly il 3 g0 g1 (sl (aadll 4 siall cacadl) 120 JS)

Crlsalinall Staphylococcus spp Liuiss daglia LSS 6.4

Gl A il Y sl e cpalialicall daglaadl A Sl e oY) daadl LAY j
: 2 e e Ol 5] 2o Fl ) aaal jo SR

il kil ud g «Cefoxitin dbaall aladinly (A1e30) Staphylococcus spp oxisd

Staphylococcus LsiSs (e ¥ e g aae Ciyelaly (21 JSEN) Guaall ay dliaall

50



«(%34) MSSA (rlilipall Al ¥ eyl 5 (%30) MRSA (slinlinall 4a 30 gureus

Olealinall daglia Lgie Y e )l cailSé Staphylococcus epidermidis LSy Ll

(22 JSall) (%23) MSSE Cablisall i &Y e a5 (%13) MRSE

Loabas () JLAY) Aulag) (1) Obslinall Staphylococcus spp <Y s daglia JLgal ;21 JSa&l)

MSSE

MRSE
13%

MSSA
34%

HMSSE EMRSE MMSSA EMRSA

Crlsatiuall Staphylococcus spp 4 stial 4 siall quudl) 122 JSil)

51



Al all gé pddiall o) Jus cligSa Julad 7.4

S Gum el Sl el sl Al ) sda b aadiuad) aud) Jue Jalad il & el
el 9%16.9 elalls (%34.9 558 Al «%39.8 5585kl 9610.3 s Sall) %85 L
e il Calys due la 1000/ Ges S Jo 15 %S A seall %129 IS

%0.01 skl 3 il
paReaall Jall g Saall panill1,7.4

J\,@.E.E;)jj cMHA.Lu‘A\‘;Q:Lw\JJ\ oh‘;ew\ JM\MUAZ\.QQ e )
O alyal) daa aladiuly U jeae Lpasd die 5 dadane je ol sliay 3,5 Ol jenion

(23088l el dspal da g ¢ JSEN 4 paae L S

(")
Asalil) ) pamtiall (5 gaall aaidll () « MHA B s o jandl Juad o 880 Gaadl) (1) 23 Jsill

52



4 gaal) coliliaall e yaall daglial) oSSl o o) Jus 38 5 il i 2.7.4

Gilaliaal) (el daglia SISV 40 ) 6V (e 4 8 A e 23 e JUiaY) g al

ploal) dasal dun e LS o bty i pall GV Taii Y Sall 4 5 a1 g gaal)
«(30 «29) S. epidermidis 5 (10 <2 <1) S. aureus 4 sall Clalaall (e Al 4a 5lia
i daglia (25) S. epidermidis 5 (27 <6) S. aureus 4ss Glbliae dawd s lia
Clalcas 45D 4a lie (38 <36 ¢33) S. epidermidis 5 (37) S. aureus s lalcas
Al daglia Y 3o aljall dasal ALl L aill s | (35) Gamma streptococci 4 s
«(26) K. pnemoniae <labas dplall dasliay «(26) P. aeruginosa 4xss <lbias
Clalias diul daslias ¢(5) P, stuaris (34 «24) P. aeruginosa <lhbiae dad daslia
xs Y daslia g ¢(40) P. mirabilis 4sall clalias dedl da ey ¢ (2) P. aeruginosa
Claliae DU 4k lia 5 (29) S. marcescens « (37) M. morganii 4 sl Glabcadl) o

(24 Ja) (32) E. cloacae sl

120%
100%
80%@
<
60%
40%
I I 20%
0%
PR R R L R R R RN
R R EREE R R R EEEEEE R EREE:
- n u
Sss858££d8383 S SS33S3sSsSsYIFeeos
2 583 S e3ES£23 38888883 FT5S5s5 3
" S§ 2R E2 S o5 S8 EEEEEES SRS TG
Q £ G §E & 35 S ¥ L L L 8 8 8w .4 08 5 N0
€3 §yEf g ¥5 £33 29 99 99 Y w v u
$E i:?gggEEEEEEE
; S a % 8 £
“ S 3ETTTSSR
Ewmwwmm
g
S
(V)

L gual) clalizaal) (pa pandl da glial) Ly €4l

4y gaad) culabiaal) (pa dpaadl da glBal) L ui€all 4 giall Gaudl) 124 JSA)

53



A g jral) 4,88 £ 53 o alinal) i g alinall jacd) Jus 38) 5 80 1.2.7.4
skl Gad sl 6 g e amy s clagin A3 Hla ol jaY adeall e g alzall Jusll aladil
(25 JSall) A sl calalizaall da glaall 4 5 o) 630 Juanll ayiil

Ay gaal) il aliaall e el A glial) LSl o alnall g abnall Jus 381 i il (2508)

o)) dial La ga LS o alaall 8 g aleal) Juadl 38 5 506,1.1.2.7.4
Lol o o)l ataall e Juoally )60 adeal) Juaall apiil) il il < ekl
S. aureus LSl e pili 6 ataa sl el Juall (K5 Al (ol ) dasal A sl
hll Ll 4ld 94100 3855 he (27 ¢10) ) (e Ay aall Calialibiall A gladll
plrall Juall (S5 ol g bl 40 gl8all - S, epidermidis LSy (Nl e ala] 511
i€y ale (11611) i shiy 30025 <Y el %100 5S35 xieY) 58l (ol alea il
Eia (37) S. aureus  Culeabiinall duluall LSy (e saal5 Aje e il Juall 30 5
piaall e Juall 58 5l sl g cale 29 (M) %50 S 55 die alaall Juall Jaydill jladll Jua
e olaall je 5 abaall Juall Japfil) pladl) (g slad s (A cale 22 () anfill ladl) (dd)
S jal) Ay Wi ¢ ale35 ands ylady 94100 S 5 die 5 ale 3] asds jhaiy 9475 35
o pina yidl g dinall Junll il Sl iy ale] ] LegalS o aill kil &l (662)

54



ke 21 ) %25 3855 xe S, epidermidis  Cplialinall duliall LS e 33 4 el
25 pisall Juall ol phadl) ads <9450 38 55 ie Laiw arall jue Jusall ale 25 jadll adi )
27 N %75 585 xie il Hhadll g gluis cale 26 5SSl Gudly adzall jie Jusell 5 cale
Y %25 38 sie Japil) hall il 38 A jall e afeall Jusall 580 5 5l Wl ¢ LagalSl ol
bl &l 9450 5 5 die 5 cabaall pe Juall e 13 ) hal) (mdds) cps 8 ok 2]
pinall Juall (apll Hladll g ala 25 () (ddi) plaall e Juall 5 ale 33 plaall Juall afil
bl Jhadll (IS s A cairall e Juall ale 26 N iddl 5 ke 40 ) daas %75 xie
Gamma streptococei LS sle il atadl Juall (K5 ol ale 31 %100 S 5 ie Juall
Juall ol pladll alig ¢ ala 20 Jrasd plnall ye Juall (pa (8 9425 S 55 aie (35)
bl Skl s 23 () alea yird) Junll 38 5l Gl die ol )5 ale 21 %50 385 ie aleal)
S5 2 ol 45 V) adeall sl ale 25 () (addils ¢ alaD6 aleall Jusll 9475 3 5 xie

(Tdsaal) k35 ) Jea 58 %100

55



ol ) dial Ao gal) LS o alina jall g aleall Jual) 5081 5 80 1 (7)d g2

plaal) & Juall S plaall Juad) 5 5 ol el da gliall Ly )

%100 | %75 | %50 | %25 | %75| %50 | %25 C 4 gad) izl (e
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 MRSA
15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 MRSA
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27 MRSA
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 MSSA
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 MSSA
35 31 22 0 31 29 0 0 37 MSSA
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 MRSE
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 MRSE
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 MRSE
30 27 26 25 27 25 21 0 33 MSSE
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 MSSE
31 26 25 13 40 33 21 0 38 MSSE
35 25 23 20 26 21 0 0 35 Gamma

streptococci

ol Al ddpal Allaall L Sy o alna yillg alaall Jeaad) 5081 5 50 2.1.2.7.4

e %75%50¢%25 S 5 die alea il g abrall Qusll 530 axe Al jall @il < kil

«(32) E. cloacaes (24¢2) P. aeruginosa al sl daual bl 4y i<l &y jall alasa
YAl o cadd i A Aul ol celaly

Uk adadll Juall 9475 3 5 2ie (26) K. pnemoniae «(26) P. aeruginos 4 <l

(5) P. stuarii «(40) P. mirabilis

Lo o i il 4l S 9425 58S 55 die aeall Jusll | Legia S0 ake 12 s

Cps Bl e ale 24 28 aai jhad (29) S. marsencenss (34) P.aeruginosa

adra ) Jusall aladial ie 4 )liie bl culS 5 (37) M. morganii e sl sl 4 oSy Al

P. aeruginosa 4:_ Sl < sl e ale 26625 () el sl Joa s Eun 38 i) iy

56




«(34) P. aeruginosa e %50 aedl Jusll 3l &l s e S marsencens
oadl Juall )y Al e ala (20626¢30) (37) M. morganii<(29) S.marsencens
2S5 s e ale (26629427) Y i oda e Al eyl hadl) iy 58 Al by ades
i ke (21629631) ) dems Cum ¥ 5ol 03g) el asdi jlad jela) %475 abaal) Juusl
Caid il 4l (IS %100 D858 die Juall sl e ale (29¢30630) @l e ysl) Jusal
«(26) K. pnemoniae«(26) P. aeruginosa «(32) E. cloacae 4 iSill &Y sall e
Go Al il pldl a8 ) Led Nl Je(14¢12¢12¢11),k8 (2) P.aeruginosa
«(29) S. marsecens« (40)P. mirabilis «(34) P.aeruginosa«(5) P. stuarii <Y 3=l
e ol gl oS Al g 8 Js) e ale (35¢31631631423) M (37) M. morganii

(8 Jsxl) (24) P.aeruginosa & 3!

57



pl Al dipal Adlu LSy o alna il g alaal) Jualdl 3080 5 806 1 (8)d gl

plaall g Jual) plaall Jual) 2l | el da glial) U sy
A gal) cilalzaal) e
%100 | %75 %350 %25 %75 %350 %25 C

14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 P.aeruginosa
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 P.aeruginosa
12 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 26 P.aeruginosa
31 30 27 25 31 30 28 0 34 P.aeruginosa
12 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 26 K. pnemoniae
11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32 E. cloacae
31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 40 P. mirabilis
31 30 29 26 29 26 24 0 29 S. marrscenes
23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 P .sturaii
35 29 26 0 21 20 0 0 37 M. morganii

58




LualAll Joadl
RN



Asdl 5

Gl Gaaad Cua oSl i ye gl e gl SY) clicliad) (e g Sl a8l

s AN cilaslaal) Gali gl dpmaall je i jleall At dfee gl dadan 5<E 8 dala
OV 33l 55 Adysha 3 il aall 8 pSiall G Jasia aae GlIS 5 ¢(paanilly agiliie | 488 5 ¢ ua
o3 5 Apuliall 42 e el £l axe ) ALYl @il i s )l bl o
Clalizaall alasivl 5 Al Y Al 4l s CuilSh o) s Ay 18K (5530 3 ga sl A je () 55 CililglY!
am o) aild e sl ) SEs dasliall VS Hseda ) (sam dliall e 4l

.(Panda etal., 2017) il ) sl Cal )Ly

Can ¢ oSl il dadlee 8 ol ol Joa e ) ) Aaal) Ll jall cagas)

LSl e aaldl s 5l Jas )5 2 oall e salacaS adill die aia ge 2 20eS Jusd) paiial
LDjlie zoal il o ol les uanlly draiie Cililaa aladinly il )y 3ac <y jal S
i (5 AT Glal s ) ALYl ¢ (20134553 5 Imran etal., 2015) il salaall
(Makhdoom et al., 2009; (s yall s} sl Jama (8 1S (alias) & sl 38 Jual) ¢
cg Sl 28Il ubiaall (Sl pm e DAl Al jall ciesi s «Surahio etal.,2014)
e OS5 S pall D) pan Al doa Al Glalall Jeo oa il Y e & sl
«((Miyan etal., 2017) Wl sl il dulall alie a5 Ubl WS LY e ST <3
Aaliall g oW Ang il Jd e alaia¥) piega GUY) Ge S A gl ) Al
edighl 8 Fual 5l Agliie Al ol o34 & Adagiusall 4y el D) CilS LS ¢ Ml b agallaiil
Al 3 plae S cpa  ((Saraswathy etal., 2017) sead) (B LS Vs Gled Cus

303 A cdl gy ((Ranjan etal., 2017) 1 e sial amye Glo Cyail (oAl

60



b i g Alighe 55 Leded B (oSl G e s 555 o ) jenl) i g L)

(&Sl aailly Ll A jo ST ellly ()5S g adll Gl 8 Tl Canaid ¢Sl

LosSall (e Tasm g ST CuilS ol jall Laal ALl Lol of Ada) dlall ey

Kavitha ) Lein (e Slal jo 3aal 4lie 138 5 ¢ g Sl 38l ia e ] a)jall dasal daa gal)
L (o sl 0 Band i Liayl 138 5 aa) 5 g ySaal cilS Lale | 5 gaadl ) LS «(etal., 2017
by g Saar sl ALY Al aa s «(Ibrahim, 2017) Olasadl (& Al o
35 sl Blaga adil) CulS LLay) 5yl 3 138 dlay) b Jsh ) cls Saal) e apaedly
(el 4l 3l 5 (g pall alaia) ade g dpaall dle H o g Alla 8 Lala g g Sae (e S

o all AlaY) 530 (e A 3l UL JUA (pe Allall Dl jall (e i) 3 L 13

Proteus spp e LosiSs ciled Zlall duh,al) & Taga s JSY) 500 GiaY) )

& Al alie a5 Pseudomonas spp «Klebsiella spp «Staphylococcus spp
A gal) bl da glaall 4,000 g Y e il &35 (El-Tahawy, 2000) 4 sxu
Clabiaall (e el Caall a5 50aliSY Uil 5 jaall Ly i€l ol Galilinall da liall culsi o) gu
Glia 55 Le oo J85 Al 238 5 9430 Adladl 4u jall 8 MRSA LSl A Galyg o gl
all claagile Jlely 978 cualy Cua ol il & Anvarinejad et al., (2015) 4wl s 44
clay cus Hatipoglu etal.,( 2016)s Son etal (2017) ¢ JS W)l Al 4 )l
<6kl Elakkiya et al., (2016) Wl sl 4wl s Wi « sl e %1.85 %13 ) e
%34 dasis MSSA 22l 58 ddlall Al jall @ jedal LS Calunfipall 4 slaal) L 53S0 a5 aae
% 3¢<%12 Son etal., (2017) dul_all 4l cilea i Laa Jeb a5 9%13 MRSE LS s

sl e

61



i sy i cadal) aud g 50aliSY Ui 5 ) jaall L aCll oSl Jalall SLaa¥l o)

sl Lt o padll o Ayl e 15 %3 4wy PLaeruginosa LodSs (8 cliad saal g
Proteus spp {%32) E.COli (45 4 sliia oty a 5391 13618 55 L s (e (s AT (i
(%22) Klebsiella spp <«(%S5) Citrobacter spp «(%6) Enterobacter spp «(%8)
Uil 3 8all L Sl (e 220 Ciaa gl (s AT Al o ) 43l «(Elakkiya etal., 2016)
Klebsiella «(%16) Enterobacter spp a5 4islie cauiyy alall a5 5lSY
Providencia «(%50) Citrobacter spp « (%36) Proteus spp¢ (%31)spp
(%25)Morganella  morganiic  (%54) Escherichia coli  «(%33)stuartii
s b J e Gl (8 Al )3 ae Adladl Al )all sl 5 « (Balasinghsamul etal., 2017)
Shen etal., ) 4l dulHall xe 45 a5 %4 Lehws <ilS s P, aeruginosa oSl g il
Uiad 55 80 ol Cplufinall Lo gliall o) gas dasliall LSl 2gny 8 cull ax ns (2007
¥l ol el Aol g 4y sl Clalbicadll Graad) alaaial) ) caghall aul s 5ualiSY
b Sle 055 ey ponll bl (e Badwie e jal g sal) (i jei s clgingls 3 A 3

Al le (gl Ao laall Ly il ghal

daa sall Lol e o s ) Al ) 8 Ciprofloxcin ¢ssesll sbaaall oIS s

o i ya®l Lain (Gamma streptococci <S. epidermidis ) %100 4wy ol 2l dapal
K. pnemoniae <Enterobacter spp <Serratia spp « P. penneri «P. vulgaris =
iul il Wl (Elakkiya etal., 2016) Wl sl 3l du) jal Lealiie 13 5 ¢ ol yall dapal 2L
Ao gall L Sl e aladl) 13gd s 6f el oS5 2l Joseph etal (2017) ial U
Sl o) ) e @ liia 530 Gentamycin @ seall sbadll jedaly al sall danal 41

ST Gy S Y Sl aliacad Fallad) Zyall 8 &g Sl al el Faal Al g G sall

62



sodae dagill CulS s ¢ (Elakkiya etal., 2016) sl 2 Gl 1385 94100
LSS e slaall a6 (gf dlaall (& ol Cus EI-Tahawy, (2000) sl il dul al
Ampicillin - sl sboaall 8 axe dulall oda 3 Jas gl ol all dapal Ll 5 4o gall
Joseph Wisal il 4wl jall 3 ,0ae a5 ol adl Leaal Al dasadl LouSll e
Al s dam gall LSl e o8l Ampicillin sbadl o) csasl S5 etal.,(2017)
4l Al o s s . Entetrobacter sppeKlebsiella spp oslia¥) e dala s ol jall dxpal
L) L) e Ampicillin sbcasll il Led sl El-Tahawy, (2000) ks
Al e 4l 4l s & (E. coli «Klebsilla spp  <Proteus spp) #loall dxpal
&b Ceftriaxone sl sladll ol jall daal dos gall LSl e 6,0 axe 8 4l
Sle %100 ool Al as B Al Al 8 972 A S, epidermidis e s il
4l clag Wl 5 ke 45 Serratia sppe Enterobcter spp<Proteus spp oslial
dwiy S, aureus le Ceftriaxone_sli a8 Hefni etal., (2013) lal sl dul
e Ceftriaxone Jbcadl )3l il s Saraswathy etal., (2017) Wloal 4ul Al 9490
@mall alaadl jelal  (Proteus sppe<P. aeruginosa ) sl deaal adldl G el
lae Al yall 038 8 A5 jmall ol o) dxual daa gall 35,500 e s L8022 Erythromycin
oSall e 5 «El-Tahawy, (2000) 4d) Jua 5 Ll 4gilia a5 Gamma Streptococci
Cun ¢ alall Ll dan sl LS e Saraswathy etal., (2017) sl 4l ja & @l
al Vancomycin sl slaall %63 Erythromycin sl sbaall i s cal,
oda 5 Adlall Al Al 8 Gamma streptococei i daa sall LSl e ils A oS
Ao Lggd tla g Ally s A Al ol 3 e (Joseph etal., 2017 ) Al yall Aglia Al
e il o ol Fusidic acid sl Suadl Hefni etal., (2013) %100 ) o il
& o El-Tahawy, (2000) 4 deasi W 5 e (a5 ol yal) dasal daa sall 1,0l

63



A A 5 o) al) Baal AL g s sl L el e 35 6 Metronidazol s ssall sbcadll
4l (< Augmentin ¢ sl Slaall Panda etal., (2017) 4wl s 4l cilia ¢ Wl 5 pilaa
s xly Cus Gamma streptococci ki s al jall Gaual dua sall Lol e il
Sle ol patl 2i (Joseph etal., 2017) dul_a 4ilie 1385 sl dul ) 8 %63
%100 4l E.sakazaki ¢« K. pnemoniae «Proteus spp al_all el adludl by <yl
A pall o il elal Imipenem sl sladll (Hefni etal., 2013) 4l 4dlia 13a
ki s Proteus spp 1ae %100 dawis ol sl daal Ll 4 el o) ) e e 4la)
sle oLl ) ALY ((El-Tahawy, 2000 ) 4w 3l ae Proteus spp wle ol axe
lyanar etal, Wil Al au s (Hefni etal.,2013) lebie 138 5 dun sall L oSl
Aaniy ol ) dapal AL 4y 58S ¢ 6Y) ases e 53l Imipenem sbad G (2017)
sl LI 4L #1689 el e oL8h Amikacin gl dlad) el %100
sbadl ((Hefni etal., 2013) 4wl 4lia 138 5 Postuartii 12 %100 4wsis o) 2l
Gamma e sall daal dagd) LosSd e s ilijell Bactrim s sl
Enterobacter spp e o il il ol jall dascal L L i e L ¢streptococci
oS ol Ibrahim etal., (2017) Wloal siae dul s Laiy sl 4 il (3 %100 A
Ayl A el ) depal Al da sl Lo e 3l ol Bactrim g sallalcaall
138 5 ol all dasal dua e LSl e 9463 Cefoxitin sl sbcadl 53l dus caly 40
dshia (e (5 gl dliadll Ll GDAN aa s . (Saraswathy etal., 2017 ) Al )l 4)lie
ad )l el pae g ouia jall Ji e z3lall Jlea) g 4 gaad) Cilaliaall A glall alasin3 gAY
asi M (s gl Sliaall Uy il e i ¢y 5S tanlial) 5l YA 3 gl Clibimally el

Agslhadl 3 sally diega

64



A Al & a5 (%100 %75 %50 «%25) dilide 38 5 jaull Jue aadinl
o i (520 48 2l ¢ (Trivedi etal., 2014) 4 sl Claliaall (e daell da sladl) L 5l e
aizall e g aleall Jundl Jesialy ¢ oSl adill e Ay el 350S40 ) 61 Gany o
3y LalS aal A0l Al all @ jedal ¢ Lagin (8558 (sl e ald (pity Hhall (A5 jl8e cy al
Juall & 63 COOA) aa Gl jo aad 4gliia 134y L iSOl agdil) pladl) o ) Jusall 38 3
vie Juall 530 el S5 (2012 e ;Hamza et al., 2015) dwl Al i aodiol
3 die Jual) 580 ddlaia) g s daliall okl dadad e (Saii ol g2l %100 S5
agliie 138 5 Al g pmall Lol e Ll 8 cnele ) Jusad) 8 LSl agag )5S 5l
vie Jueall i i el Juay 4l all o215 . (Aween etal., 2012) Wl al du) )l
(19 il Lkl e Jil 58 54l 15 I (MRSA) S.aureus LSl e %100 3853
<= (Dash et al., (2016) 5 Ali etal.,(2016 ) ¢ JS 4l 0 4] Jasi A ale 24
S sl Aul a8 PLaeruginosa le xSl Gty Jusdl 580 IS s 0 o gl
&5 . (k14 ) Dash et al., (2016 ) 4ul 2 ) a5 Al At (e Aef a5 cala3 ]
Lol &5 )le alopal) dxpal Al Lol e el il Juall Jas o 200 2l
Chau jla o (g siad Al A sall L Sl g Al jlaadl Gl a5 38 5 6l ad) dral 4o 5all
Juaall 0 ol ST A gl LSl Jasng 138 5 (338 5 plas Al Ly
Lol )Y Jalas alasiad aie diall Zjall Ll cila g 3l AibaaYl ball e (U
Laa gls dyoall lalimall i3 ae %100 385 die Jual) LU w3k ABDle d5a 5 (i
Ceftriaxone <Ampicllin 4 sall Clibcad) 596100 38 5 die Jual) G g 8 bl 35a
AsY) chbadly duall (e 38 (udly Lagie Ll s g A ¢ Fusidic acid

Augmentin  <labadll Wi <Bactrime <Amikacin «Cefoxctin <Vancomycin

65



L)) i W oulé Imipenem < Metronidazol « Erythromycin « Ciprofloxacin
¢ s Ay saal) labiaall T glate 1,80 Bl 3V jedal LS ¢ Jusmll (oo 3 5l (s Jusal) aa
il g gl udi 8 dlcae e ST aladiuly ol san gl (s dlias 3 a8 il
0sSs  Erythromycin «Ciprofloxacin 4dull cialcadl asf ae Ceftriaxone sbcadl)
Ll V) Jalae & (s sinall Gl o jelal Lo laa s oan e dliae IS Jlaxiad (o Juzabl o il
Claliaal) ae dlad ST Jaa o) Bactrim sl colabiaall 4l Wl ¢ (0.05) oo 8l dasiy
aaf ae Fusdic acid sl sbaall Jaxinl 135 Amikacine Cefoxitin <Imipenem
48L=YL Imipenem « Augmentin « CefoxitincAmikacin <Vancomycin <tz
«Cefoxitin <Augmentin sl Clibiaal) sl ae 4sladinl s & ddmipenem
Aaall Jany LSl e Cama 5l @ld 4y gal) Glaliadll o &5 EuaiVancomycin
axe Al 8 A el VD e adpdas Jaisng 138 5 Jg¥) alaal) (k) ,ilisaly ) Je &Y

_(6@@\)3*;@;.44:1..&&)&5@:);)

66



Gll'\'.'w‘i\

S %100 S5 die Aaldy Yad 1l Juall i Alall dulall Dl
bl ge Alleninl de Lald; Jlad JSG dangs ¢ oSl a8l e A g el Ly <l
Ay saall laliaal) (any Gl o Aglianyl Ul (e Adlall A jall Ciig g ¢ Auuliall 4y gall

gl et AT (6 s e e Lgwladiind ie Juadl Ll grda ) S

67



Sla ¢l

YL s ol (e ) il 5 Loy Al ) 02 JBAA (e

& Gas cddbal) (i ) a5z all W) O (oua pall daljall cilile dajic o
A i

a8 yral Ly il AN 5 Adadiall 380 51 Al a5 2 3lall eay JB Ao H el Jilai 6l a5 @
(Sl a3l e Al 5 Jaall 4y Sl o) U

Canll 5 A g Jrall L€l e 1,50 ¢ ) 61 ST 48 jaad Jusal) (o Baxe &) il aladial o
A S e Adailaall Jusall Zulia agied 34l (e

SAY L ) Y e W il (g0 4 jad Juall e LS 3o o

Gl Jalk 5 el g aall LSl e Gy gl cilabiaall (e o il (5,30 Jail) 4l 2 @

| Alladl) (50 3 yaad 5 el A guad) il alimal) e abaall il sdnal)

68



gl al

69



i all

sd o) g yall

Jaalaall zailiy Juaall U1 & Jaill de g ga (2007) . ¢ 2ene Al (g il
Al eae 4 seen A Sy Gl sliac

LosS am lall QY Jue s Sl Jue L6 (2012) &S s <ol
- dadall ola¥) 8 Liieale Al <Escherichiacoli<Staphylococcus aureus
(S
— asily il Aalal o, dY) Axadall, Jaill Ay 5 de g ge (2003) Ldeal ¢ sligl
OV e

el g0y el Juall dai Hladia (2009) .o lea ecniall s mn )l de (5 30 dibe gl
Al pandy ) ggen, il 5 Sle D gy,
— 5all - Cajleall Jlac (V) Aadalle adlatiie ) Jusad) o (1969) (b denac il
Anall paedy ) sean
O Ayl ¢ (@ Sladl s o ghal ) Al s A 8 Jadll Jue (1985) (lead)
Ol g

Jac Al daglalle Gl 6 g0y IS o1 Jaill Jue (2010) .zl . eaiiia o5 sbiall
Al paedy ) seen— Ay Syl — Aaall Ca el

4 ) sean 5alll ay jsilly il oDl o, Juelly cluds mlle:(2002) .ol ¢ immanl)
Ol g om — sbanll dnall Jlae J ¥ daglalle aaill g A jall e

DY Angdalle ppaill g Gynall Quball (3 Jadl) Jue (1999) [l dens ¢ Jineal

SOl - G — el Al



Ol S m, I Aia g Hla, cadall Jaill Juany #30211:(2006) lae | Glas ¢ jiaa
Zaalall dgida gl iU )y canliil iy 5 45 Juall Ui (1999) e Graall cania
(S b ¢ Y
il g debhall Cawgll Hlac Jg¥) dadalle Jaill 4y 55 Ao susa (2005) Cpone Jay
Ol — G om— a5l
LiSac(Jadll) sl gla 3 Gl Slael (2007) sl 2o Ja el 2
Al pae 4y ) s — A Sl — Apaall el
L, s, Gl ga )l Hlac dpdall Laxil 68 5 Leilatia g Juall da3 (2009) .25 ¢ Sall 2e
dhalle allaiiag dadll alle [(1974) agane deal) daidlly (pbe dase el 2
oAl ey seen — Syl - sl Gle bl lac Y
A seen — a8 — (Al (553 AN dalall ((g) Ll s}l il (2008) LGmns ¢Jiie
A o) )
Al clibeall Guls 53 (2013) eae osuadl ale Gam QST o) o
O Arals A Al 5 (V) Aa ) e &y Sl Gl i Sl e Jusll Cilalaia
Lsue ¢(3) 23211 (35) s cdgalall Sl Hall 5 & ganl

Ol — g m — sl plae daill Jumy (g 51l (1986) priall ee Jiaid

71



sAaiay) aa) sal)

Afroz¢ R.c Tanvirc E.« Zhenge W.¢ & Littlec P. (2016). Molecular
pharmacology of honey. Clin Exp Pharmacol¢ 6(212)¢ 2161-
1459.1000212.

Alandejani< T.c Marsan¢ J.« Ferrisc W.¢ Slinger< R.« & Chan¢ F. (2009).
Effectiveness of honey on Staphylococcus aureus and Pseudomonas
aeruginosa biofilms. Otolaryngology—Head and Neck Surgery:s
141(1)¢ 114-118.

Alic M. A. A.« Kidem« S. M.« Fadhilc A. A.« & Saddam¢« N. K. (2016). In
Vitro Antibacterial Activity of Some Natural and Trade Iragi Honey
against MRSA Staphylococcus Heamolyticus Isolated from Some
Burned Patients in Misan City. American Journal of Microbiological
Research« 4(5)¢ 159-163.

Algarnic A. S.« Owayss¢ A. A.« Mahmoud« A. A.« & Hannan«< M. A. (2014).
Mineral content and physical properties of local and imported honeys
in Saudi Arabia. Journal of Saudi Chemical Society« 18(5)« 618-625.

Alsaimary« I. E. A. (2010). Bacterial wound infections in diabetic patients
and their therapeutic implications. Medical Practice and Reviews:
1(2)« 12-15.

Alvarez-Suarez¢ J. M.« Giampieri¢ F.« Gonzélez-Paramas« A. M.« Damiani«

E.< Astolfic P.« Martinez-Sanchez¢ G.« Battino« M. (2012). Phenolics

72



from monofloral honeys protect human erythrocyte membranes against
oxidative damage. Food and Chemical Toxicology« 50(5)¢« 1508-1516.

Armstrong¢ D. G.< Boulton« A. J.« & Bus« S. A. (2017). Diabetic Foot Ulcers
and Their Recurrence. New England Journal of Medicine« 376(24):
2367-2375.

Armstrong« D. G.« Lavery« L. A.« & Harkless¢ L. B. (1998). Validation of a
diabetic wound classification system: the contribution of depth:«
infection« and ischemia to risk of amputation. Diabetes care« 21(5)¢
855-859.

Association< A. D. (2000). Type 2 diabetes in children and adolescents.
American Diabetes Association. Diabetes care« 23(3)« 381-389.
Atkinson< M. A.« & Eisenbarthc G. S. (2001). Type 1 diabetes: new
perspectives on disease pathogenesis and treatment. The lancet:

358(9277)¢« 221-229.

Avwioro¢ G.« Bankole« J.¢ lyiola< S.« Avwioro« T.« & Akinola« G. (2010).
One of the properties of honey in wound healing is prevention of
autolysis. Der Pharmacia Lettre« 2(3)« 321-325.

Aween, M. M., Hassan, Z., Mubhialdin, B. J., Eljamel, Y. A., Al-Mabrok, A.
S. W., & Lani, M. N. (2012). Antibacterial Activity of Lactobacillus
acidophilus Strains Isolated from Honey Marketed in Malaysia against
Selected Multiple Antibiotic Resistant (MAR) Gram-Positive Bacteria.

Journal of food science, 77.(7)

73



Bauer< A.¢ Kirby¢ W.¢ Sherris¢ J. C.« & Turcke M. (1966). Antibiotic
susceptibility testing by a standardized single disk method. American
journal of clinical pathology« 45(4)« 493.

Balasinghsamual, J. A. (2017). Microbiological profile of pathogenic
bacteria in diabetic foot infections in a tertiary care hospital in Tamil
Nadu. University Journal of Pre and Paraclinical Sciences, 2(7).

Bhatia¢ J.« Pandey¢ K.< Rodrigues¢ C.c Mehtac A.c & Joshic V. (2003).
Postoperative wound infection in patients undergoing coronary artery
bypass graft surgery: a prospective study with evaluation of risk
factors. Indian journal of medical microbiology« 21(4)« 246.

Bogdanov: S. (2009). Honey composition. The honey book.

Bonté« F.« & Desmouliere« A. (2013). Le miel: origine et composition.
Actualités pharmaceutiques« 52(531)¢« 18-21.

Castro-Vazquez« L.« Diaz-Maroto« M.« & Pérez-Coello« M. (2007). Aroma
composition and new chemical markers of Spanish citrus honeys.
Food Chemistry« 103(2)« 601-606.

Chammas¢ N.¢ Hillc R.« & Edmonds¢ M. (2016). Increased mortality in
diabetic foot ulcer patients: the significance of ulcer type. Journal of
diabetes research« 2016.

Chaudhary¢« U.c & Aggarwalc R. (2004). Extended spectrum-lactamases
(ESBL)-An emerging threat to clinical therapeutics. Indian journal of

medical microbiology« 22(2)« 75.

74



CLSI 2013. Performance standards for Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing.
CLSI approved standard M100-S23. Clinical and Laboratory standards
Institute, Wayne, PA

Dash¢ N.¢< Panigrahi< D.« & Al-Zarouni< M. (2016). Antimicrobial Effect of
Honey from the Arabian Gulf Region against Bacterial Isolates from
Pus and Wound Swabs. Advances in Microbiology« 6(10)¢« 745-752.

Definition« W. (1999). diagnosis and classification of diabetes mellitus and
its complications. Part 1. diagnosis and classification of diabetes
mellitus.  World  Health  Organizationc  Department  of
Noncommunicable Disease Surveillance. Geneva.

Dudley« M. N.« Ambrose« P. G.« Bhavnani« S. M.« Craig« W. A.« Ferraro« M.
J.« Jones¢ R. N.¢ Institute« L. S. (2013). Background and rationale for
revised Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute interpretive criteria
(breakpoints) for Enterobacteriaceae and Pseudomonas aeruginosa: I.
Cephalosporins and aztreonam. Clinical infectious diseases¢ 56(9)«
1301-13009.

El-Tahawy« A. T. (2000). Bacteriology of diabetic foot infections. Saudi
medical journal« 21(4)« 344-347.

Elakkiya< K.c Suresh¢ R.¢ Priyanka< G.« Uma« C.¢ Sivagurunathan< P.c &
Bhuvaneswari< M. (2016). International Journal of Current Research

in Medical Sciences. 2(1)¢ 29-34.

75



Escuredo« O.« Miguez« M.« Fernandez-Gonzalez« M.« & Seijo< M. C. (2013).
Nutritional value and antioxidant activity of honeys produced in a
European Atlantic area. Food Chemistry« 138(2)« 851-856.

Gambaro« A.c Ares¢ G.c Gimenez¢ A.c & Pahor¢ S. (2007). Preference
mapping of color of Uruguayan honeys. Journal of Sensory Studies:
22(5)« 507-519.

Hamzac A. S.c Aliyu¢ A.« & Ilbrahim¢ F. M. (2015). Evaluation of
Antibacterial Activity of Sudanese Bee honey Against Four Species of
Bacteria. American Journal of Research Communication« 3(4)¢ 132-
142.

Hansen« D. S.¢ Schumacher< H.c Hansen«< F.c Stegger< M.< Hertz¢ F. B.¢
Schgnning« K.« Group« D. S. (2012). Extended-spectrum [-lactamase
(ESBL) in Danish clinical isolates of Escherichia coli and Klebsiella
pneumoniae: Prevalence« B-lactamase distribution< phylogroups¢ and
co-resistance. Scandinavian journal of infectious diseases« 44(3)« 174-
181.

Hatipoglu, M., Mutluoglu, M., Turhan, V., Uzun, G., Lipsky, B. A., Sevim,
E., & Ay, H. (2016). Causative pathogens and antibiotic resistance in
diabetic foot infections: A prospective multi-center study. Journal of
Diabetes and its Complications, 30(5), 910-916.

Hefnic A. A.-H.< Ibrahim¢ A.-M. R.¢< Attiac K. M.« Moawad« M. M.« El-

ramah¢ A. F.c Shahinc M. M.« Al-Satar¢ L. A. (2013). Bacteriological

76



study of diabetic foot infection in Egypt. Journal of the Arab Society
for Medical Research« 8(1)« 26-32.

Hussain< M. B.« Hannan« A.« Akhtar< N.« Fayyaz< G. Q.« Imran< M.« Saleem:
S.« & Qureshi« I. A. (2015). Evaluation of the antibacterial activity of
selected Pakistani honeys against multi-drug resistant Salmonella
typhi. BMC complementary and alternative medicine« 15(1)¢ 32.

Ibrahime S. A. (2017). Frequency Rate of Microbial Wound Infections
among Sudanese Diabetic Foot Patients. African Journal of Medical
Sciences« 2(2).

Imran< M.« Hussain< M. B.« & Baig« M. (2015). A randomized: controlled
clinical trial of honey-impregnated dressing for treating diabetic foot
ulcer. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak« 25(10)« 721-725.

Ismail< Z. B.« Alshehabat< M. A.« Hananeh« W.« Daradka« M.« Ali¢ J. f. H.c
& El-Najjar« E. K. (2015). Recent advances in topical wound healing
products with special reference to honey: A review. Research
Opinions in Animal & Veterinary Sciences« 5(2).

Jacoby« G. A. (1997). Extended-spectrum B-lactamases and other enzymes
providing resistance to oxyimino-B-lactams. Infectious disease clinics
of North America« 11(4)« 875-887.

Jones¢ A. K.¢ Raymond-Delpech¢ V.« Thany¢< S. H.c Gauthierc M.« &

Sattellec D. B. (2006). The nicotinic acetylcholine receptor gene

77



family of the honey bee< Apis mellifera. Genome research¢ 16(11)¢
1422-1430.

Joseph« K.« George« A. T.«< Divya« M.« & Ameena« K. (2017). Diabetic Foot
Infections: Characterization and Antibiotic Resistance Pattern of
Aerobic Bacterial Isolates in a Tertiary Care Hospital of North Kerala.
Int. J. Curr. Microbiol. App. Sci¢ 6(9)¢ 3493-3499.

Kacaniova« M.« Fatrcova-Sramkova¢ K.« Nozkova¢ J.« Melich¢ M.« Kadasi-
Horakova« M.« Knazovicka« V.« Mariassyova« M. (2010). Antiradical
activity of natural honeys and antifungal effect against Penicillium
genera. Journal of Environmental Science and Health Part B¢« 46(1)¢
92-96.

Kamalc M. A.« & Klein«< P. (2011). Determination of sugars in honey by
liquid chromatography. Saudi journal of biological sciences¢ 18(1)¢
17-21.

Karabagiasc |. K.c Badeka¢ A.< Kontakos¢ S.¢ Karabourniotic S.¢ &
Kontominasc M. G. (2014). Characterisation and classification of
Greek pine honeys according to their geographical origin based on
volatiles¢ physicochemical parameters and chemometrics. Food
Chemistry« 146« 548-557.

Kavitha¢ Y.« Mohan« S.« & Moinuddin« S. K. (2017). Bacteriological profile

of diabetic foot infection with special reference to ESBL and MRSA in

78



a coastal tertiary care teaching hospital. Indian Journal of
Microbiology Research« 4(1)« 68-73.

Knothe« H.< Shah¢ P.« Krcmery« V.« Antalc M.« & Mitsuhashi¢ S. (1983).
Transferable resistance to cefotaxime« cefoxitin< cefamandole and
cefuroxime in clinical isolates of Klebsiella pneumoniae and Serratia
marcescens. Infection« 11(6)¢« 315-317.

Kumar« K. S.« Bhowmik¢ D.« & Chandirac M. (2010). Medicinal uses and
health benefits of honey: an overview. Journal of Chemical and
Pharmaceutical Research« 2(1)¢« 385-395.

Lavery¢ L. A.c Higgins¢ K. R.c Lanctotc D. R.< Constantinidesc G. P.
Zamorano¢« R. G.¢ Athanasiou¢ K. A.c Agrawal< C. M. (2007).
Preventing diabetic foot ulcer recurrence in high-risk patients.
Diabetes care« 30(1)« 14-20.

lyanar, K., Premavathy, R. K., Cecilia, S., Jayalakshmi, M., Priyadarsini, S.,
& Shantha, S. (2017). Isolation and antibiotic susceptibility of bacteria
from foot infections in the patients with diabetes mellitus type | and
type Il in the district of Kancheepuram, Tamil Nadu,
India. International Journal of Research in Medical Sciences, 2(2),
457-461.

Machado De-Melo« A. A.< Almeida-Muradian« L. B. d.c Sancho« M. T.« &
Pascual-Maté« A. (2017). Composition and properties of Apis

mellifera honey: A review. Journal of Apicultural Research« 1-33.

79



Makhdoom:« A.« Khan« M. S.« Lagaharic M. A.« Rahopoto« M. Q.« Tahir« S.
M.« & Siddiqui« K. A. (2009). Management of diabetic foot by natural
honey. J Ayub Med Coll Abbottabad« 21(1)« 103-105.

Mandalc M. D.c & Mandal< S. (2011). Honey: its medicinal property and
antibacterial activity. Asian Pacific Journal of Tropical Biomedicine«
1(2)« 154-160.

Manyi-Loh, C. E., Clarke, A. M., Munzhelele, T., Green, E., Mkwetshana,
N. F., & Ndip, R. N. (2010). Selected South African honeys and their
extracts possess in vitro anti-Helicobacter pylori activity. Archives of
medical research, 41(5), 324-331.

Maraia< F. (2016). Antibacterial Activity of Eucalyptus Honey Of Libyan
Against Multidrug Resistant Bacteria (MDR). EC Bacteriol-ogy and
Virology Research« 2¢ 115-120.

Markakis¢< K.« Bowling« F.« & Boulton« A. (2016). The diabetic foot in 2015:
an overview. Diabetes/metabolism research and reviews« 32(S1)¢ 169-
178.

Mato« I.« Huidobro« J. F.« Simal-Lozano« J.« & Sancho« M. T. (2006). Rapid
determination of nonaromatic organic acids in honey by capillary zone
electrophoresis with direct ultraviolet detection. Journal of agricultural

and food chemistry« 54(5)¢ 1541-1550.

80



McFarland J. Nephelometer: an instrument for media used for estimating the
number of bacteria in suspensions used for calculating the opsonic
index and for vaccines. J Am Med Assoc 1907; 14:1176-8.

McMahon« M. M.« & Bistrian< B. R. (1995). Host defenses and susceptibility
to infection in patients with diabetes mellitus. Infectious disease
clinics of North America¢ 9(1)« 1-9.

Meenakshisundaram« C.«< Rani« J. U.« Rao« U. A.« Mohan« V.« & Vasudevan:«
R. (2016). Microbial Profiles of Diabetic Foot Ulcers: A Random
Comparison within India. Int. J. Curr. Microbiol. App. Sci¢ 5(12)«
835-847.

Miyan¢< Z.« Fawwad« A.¢ Sabirc R.« & Basitc A. (2017). Microbiological
pattern of diabetic foot infections at a tertiary care center in a
developing country. Age (years)« 53¢ 10.20.

Mohamed:« N. A.« Rasidi< N. I. I. B. M.« Bain< M. A. a.« & Ramli« S. (2014).
Honey in The Management of Diabetic Foot: A Review of The
Literature. ‘Ulam Islamiyyah Journal« 13¢ 145-153.

Molan< P. C. (2009). Honey: antimicrobial actions and role in disease
management.

Molan« P. C.« & Rhodes« T. (2015). Honey: a biologic wound dressing.

Nilforoushzadeh M. A.< Jaffaryc F.« Moradic S.c Derakhshan< R.c &
Haftbaradaran«< E. (2007). Effect of topical honey application along

with intralesional injection of glucantime in the treatment of cutaneous

81



leishmaniasis. BMC complementary and alternative medicine« 7(1)¢
13.

Patel< J.« Cockerill¢ F.< Alder« J.« Bradford« P.< Eliopoulos¢ G.« & Hardy:« D.
(2014). Performance standards for antimicrobial susceptibility testing;
twenty-fourth  informational supplement. CLSI standards for
antimicrobial susceptibility testing« 34(1)« 1-226.

Rahman< M. M.« Hag¢ J. A.« Hossainc M. A.¢ Sultana¢c R.¢ Islam¢ F.c &
Islam¢ A. S. (2004). Prevalence of extended-spectrum B-lactamase-
producing Escherichia coli and Klebsiella pneumoniae in an urban
hospital in Dhaka« Bangladesh. International journal of antimicrobial
agents« 24(5)« 508-510.

Ranjan¢< K.« Ranjan¢< N.« & Gandhi« S. (2017). Surgical site infections with
special reference to methicillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus:
experience from a tertiary care referral hospital in North India.
International Journal of Research in Medical Sciences« 1(2)« 108-111.

Rastogi« A.« Sukumar« S.< Hajela« A.« Mukherjee« S.< Dutta¢ P.« Bhadada:« S.
K.« & Bhansalic A. (2017). The microbiology of diabetic foot
infections in patients recently treated with antibiotic therapy: a
prospective study from India. Journal of diabetes and its

complications« 31(2)« 407-412.

82



Panda, B. K., Chandorkar, S. S., & Bafna, N. (2017). Current status of
antimicrobial prescribing pattern for diabetic foot in India tertiary care
teaching hospital . BIOPHARM JOURNAL, 2(3), 98-107.

Rosenbloom¢« A. L.¢ Joe¢ J. R.« Young¢ R. S.« & Winter« W. E. (1999).
Emerging epidemic of type 2 diabetes in youth. Diabetes care« 22(2)«
345-354.

Rupp¢ M. E.« & Fey« P. D. (2003). Extended spectrum B-lactamase (ESBL)-
producing Enterobacteriaceae. Drugs« 63(4)« 353-365.

Sabatinic A. G. (2007). Il miele origine composizione e proprieta.

Séenz Lain<c C.c & GOmez Ferrerasc C. (2000). Mieles espafiolas:
caracteristicas e identificacion mediante el analisis del polen.

Saraswathy« K. M.« Pramodhini« S.< Babu« C. G.« Umadevi« S.« & Seetha« K.
(2017). Bacteriological Profile and their Antibiotic Susceptibility
Pattern in Diabetic Foot Ulcers in a Tertiary Care Hospital:
Puducherry:« India. Int. J. Curr. Microbiol. App. Sci¢ 6(3)¢ 1560-1566.

Shaikh¢ A. R.c Alic S. A.¢c Tahir¢ S. M.« Memon¢ R.« & Memon« A. S.
(2016). Role of Honey in Wounds Infected By MRSA in a Teaching
Hospital. Ann. Pak. Inst. Med. Sci« 12(4)« 267-270.

Shen, C. F., JIN, W. J., DAI, L. C,, HE, J. F., ZHANG, X. X., MAO, H. Y.,
& YU, Y. S. (2007). Drug-Resistance of Multi-resistant Pseudomonas

aeruginosa [J]. Chinese Journal of Nosocomiology, 6, 004.

83



Sikotara« D.¢ & Patelc K. J. (2017). A Clinical Study in Surgical
Management of Diabetic Foot. International Journal of Contemporary
Surgery« 5(2)« 106-110.

Snowdon:« J. A. (1999). The microbiology of honey meeting your buyers
specifications (why they do what they do). American bee journal¢
139(1)« 51-60.

Snowdon¢ J. A« & Cliverc D. O. (1996). Microorganisms in honey.
International journal of food microbiology« 31(1-3)¢ 1-26.

Son¢ S. T.« Han¢ S.-K.« Lee« T. Y.« Namgoong« S.c & Dhong- E.-S. (2017).
The Microbiology of Diabetic Foot Infections in Korea. Journal of
Wound Management and Research« 13(1)« 8-12.

Sugandhi« P.« & Prasanth¢ D. (2014). Bacteriological profile of diabetic foot
infections. Nature« 3(7)¢« 1107-1111.

Surahio« A. R.« Khan< A. A.« Faroog« M. U.« & Fatima« I. (2014). Role of
honey in wound dressing in diabetic foot ulcer. Journal of Ayub
Medical College Abbottabad« 26(3)« 304-306.

Swenson« J. M.« Tenover« F. C.« & Group« C. D. S. (2005). Results of disk
diffusion testing with cefoxitin correlate with presence of mecA in
Staphylococcus spp. Journal of clinical Microbiology« 43(8)¢ 3818-
3823.

Trivedi, U., Parameswaran, S., Armstrong, A., Burgueno-Vega, D.,

Griswold, J., Dissanaike, S., & Rumbaugh, K. P. (2014). Prevalence of

84



multiple antibiotic resistant infections in diabetic versus nondiabetic
wounds. Journal of pathogens, 2014.

Tiwari¢ S.¢ Pratyush¢ D. D.« Dwivedi¢« A.« Gupta« S. K.« Rai« M.« & Singh¢ S.
K. (2012). Microbiological and clinical characteristics of diabetic foot
infections in northern India. The Journal of Infection in Developing
Countries« 6(04)¢« 329-332.

Wang:« J.« & Li¢ Q. X. (2011). Chemical composition« characterization« and
differentiation of honey botanical and geographical origins. Advances
in food and nutrition research« 62« 89-137.

Wang« X.« Gheldof< N.« & Engeseth< N. (2004). Effect of processing and
storage on antioxidant capacity of honey. Journal of Food Science:«
69(2).

Yaghoobi« R.« & Kazerouni¢ A. (2013). Evidence for clinical use of honey in
wound healing as an anti-bacterial« anti-inflammatory anti-oxidant and
anti-viral agent: A review. Jundishapur journal of natural
pharmaceutical products« 8(3)¢« 100.

Yicel¢ Y.« & Sultanog« P. (2013). Characterization of honeys from Hatay
Region by their physicochemical properties combined with
chemometrics. Food Bioscience« 1¢ 16-25.

Zamora« M. C.« & Chirife« J. (2006). Determination of water activity change
due to crystallization in honeys from Argentina. Food control« 17(1):

59-64.

85



Zamora« M. C.¢ Chirifec J.« & Roldan< D. (2006). On the nature of the
relationship between water activity and% moisture in honey. Food

control« 17(8)« 642-647.

86



Caalall



400

350

300

N
(%4
o

=
v
o

eé.“ gé JSuS\ déa.A
S
1S3

10

o

5

o

0

1234567 8 910111213141516171819202122232425262728293031323334353637383940

eyl e

pdll A Sl Jana (1 Ggalall)

il)

4 giall &

(%)

40
35
30
25
20
15
10

v

M.morgani

P.stuatii

E.cloacae
|
—
I
||

P.penneri
E.sakazakii
S.ordorifera
S.marcens
p-marrbilas
K.oxytoca
p.vulgaris
K.pnemonia
p.aerognosa
Antibiotics

Bacteria

Al i) e 4 gaad) cilabiaall il (2 Galall)

ocips
CICN10
AM10
CICRO30
OMTZ5
IMP10
CISXT25
OAMC30
O AK30

88




M S.aureus

M S.epidermadas

= Gamma strepto cocci

CIP CN AM CROMTZ E VAN FA IMP SXT AMC FOX
L gl cilalizaal)

120%

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

(Wi

-

(%) %5

L gall LSyl e 4y gaal) cilabiaall il (3 3adall)

89




40
35
30 —
25 fj
20
15
10 1
I | | ;
0
P TS
0 ‘\ \ s s N\ o" %‘) 0‘) \)" \)"\, @0‘,
& F g \6\6\&\6@&&&&&
AU e L I PGP °
"‘QQ é\b é\é Q'\e> Q‘\6 Q Q\6 S < &
& 6% 6% 6 o o of
&

LS

B NF100% M NF75% ®NF50% MBNF25% MBF75% MF50% B F25%

4 gaad) Clalaal) (pa yaadl da glial) dup gal) Ly il e jad) Jue 3815 il (4 Galall)

40
35
30
25 }j
20 ;
15 :i
10
5
0
(,;\ 2 Q N
\)
& &&o ‘&s W <.°° ‘-\\& o"° ,o"° ‘0,,0 ‘os
© B & O o W © N &
\ . N O V) O O
& ? & O & &
@ .((\ Q Q(\ 00 S 00 Q
K + R R
Lasal)

B NF100% M NF75% M NF50% M NF25% MF75% MF50% MF25%

4 gl Claliaall (e el da glaall AdLull LSl e addl Jue 38055 530 (5 @alal))

90



2100 28 ) Juus 35S 5 g Ay gaad) cilalizaal) G Jabi ¥ J g2 (6 @alall)

Correlations

NOF100| CIP5 CN10 AM10 CRO30 MTZ5 E30
NOF100 Pearson
) 1 .201 .201 .051 .044 2 .241
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .359 .358 .819 .842 .269
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
CIP5 Pearson
) .201 1 .683" .106 469" 2 .036
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .359 .000 402 .000 773
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
CN10 Pearson
) .201 .683" 1 -.024 331" 2 .068
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .358 .000 .849 .007 .590
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
AM10 Pearson
) .051 .106 -.024 1 173 2 .287"
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .819 402 .849 .169 .020
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
CRO30 Pearson
) .044 .469™ 331" 173 1 2 -.290"
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .842 .000 .007 .169 .019
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
MTZ5 Pearson
a a _a a a .a _a
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
E30 Pearson . .
) .241 .036 .068 .287 -.290 2 1
Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed) .269 773 .590 .020 .019
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23

a. Cannot be computed because at least one of the variables is constant.
**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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Correlations

NOF100| FA30 IMP10 SXT25 | AMC30 | FOX30 | AK30 VAN30
NOF100 Pearson Correlation 1 .047 .196 -.147 .390 -.140 .073 .138
Sig. (2-tailed) .832 .370 .503 .066 525 741 .529
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
FA30 Pearson Correlation| .047 1 397" .238 402™ .406™ - 474" 754"
Sig. (2-tailed) .832 .001 .056 .001 .001 .000 .000
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
IMP10 Pearson Correlation | .196 397" 1 .266" 410™ .269" -.078 293"
Sig. (2-tailed) .370 .001 .032 .001 .031 .535 .018
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
SXT25 Pearson Correlation | -.147 .238 .266" 1 .204 291" -.259" 120
Sig. (2-tailed) .503 .056 .032 .103 .019 .037 341
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
AMC30 Pearson Correlation | .390 402" 410™ .204 1 .383" -.468" .400™
Sig. (2-tailed) .066 .001 .001 .103 .002 .000 .001
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
FOX30 Pearson Correlation | -.140 .406™ .269" 291" .383" 1 - 749" 279"
Sig. (2-tailed) .525 .001 .031 .019 .002 .000 .025
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
AK30 Pearson Correlation | .073 - 474" -.078 -.259" -468™ | -.749" 1 -.432™
Sig. (2-tailed) 741 .000 .535 .037 .000 .000 .000
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23
VAN30 Pearson Correlation .138 754" 293" .120 400" 279" -.432" 1
Sig. (2-tailed) .529 .000 .018 341 .001 .025 .000
N 23 23 23 23 23 23 23 23

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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