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1. Introduction

The exacerbated and inappropriate use of antibiotics 
has contributed to the increase in resistance to these 
drugs in recent decades, and consequently has increased 
health care costs, in addition to cases of morbidity and 
mortality (Gupta and Birdi, 2017; Kheirollahi et al., 2019). 
In 2021, the World Health Organization (WHO, 2021), 
documented that the leading cause of death in the 

world is associated with increasing antibiotic resistance. 
The indiscriminate and inappropriate use of antibiotics 
has caused worrying increases in resistance rates in some 
gram-positive bacteria such as Staphylococcus aureus 
and gram-negative bacteria such as Escherichia coli, 
Klebsiella pneumoniae, and Salmonella spp. mainly in 
developing countries (Santos et al., 2022).
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Resumo
Este trabalho teve como objetivo avaliar a composição química, as atividades antioxidantes e antimicrobianas 
do extrato bruto e frações de folhas de Eugenia uniflora Linn. O extrato bruto foi obtido por turbólise e suas 
frações por partição. Foram realizadas análises cromatográficas e a capacidade antioxidante foi verificada 
por dois métodos (DPPH• e ABTS•+). A Concentração Inibitória/Bactericida Mínima foi realizada contra vinte e 
duas bactérias, selecionando cinco cepas suscetíveis a extração/frações e resistentes aos antibióticos testados. 
Ampicilina, azitromicina, ciprofloxacina e gentamicina foram associados à Fração Acetato de Etila (FAE) contra 
cepas multirresistentes em testes modulatórios e de checkboard. Os dados cromatográficos mostraram ácido gálico, 
ácido elágico e miricitrina em extrato bruto, com enriquecimento na FAE. A atividade de transferência de elétrons 
demonstrada nos testes antioxidantes está relacionada com a presença de flavonoides. As cepas de Gram-positivas 
foram mais suscetíveis à FAE, e seus espectros de ação foram melhorados por associação, compreendendo bacilos 
Gram-negativos. Foram observados sinergismos de ciprofloxacina e gentamicina contra Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
resistente à colistina. Os resultados demonstram que o extrato e a fração enriquecida obtida das folhas de E. uniflora 
atuam como uma alternativa natural promissora contra bactérias multirresistentes.
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The aqueous residue was partitioned with ethyl acetate 
(1:1, v/v). The residues were concentrated, frozen, and 
lyophilized to obtain the hexane (HF), ethyl acetate (EAF), 
and aqueous (AqF) fractions (Ramos et al., 2017).

2.3. Fingerprint by thin-layer chromatography

Silica gel plate 60-F254 (10-12 µm, Macherey-Nagel®) was 
used with semi-automated equipment (Linomat V, Camag®) 
controlled by WinCats® software (Camag®). 30 µL of 
methanolic solutions of crude extract and fractions 
(3 mg/mL) and 15 µL of the standard solution (1 mg/mL) were 
applied in bands of 5 mm width and 5 mm space between 
them. The standard solution (1 mg/mL) was composed of 
gallic acid, ellagic acid, and myricitrin (Sigma-Aldrich®). 
The chromatograms were developed in a twin trough vertical 
glass chamber (10 cm x 10 cm, Camag®) after saturation 
(30 min) with the mobile phase ethyl acetate: methanol: 
water (50:6.75:5, v/v/v).

2.4. Fingerprint and quantification by High-Performance 
Liquid Chromatography (HPLC)

The analysis was conducted in an HPLC Ultimate 3000, 
equipped with a diode array detector, a binary pump, a degasser, 
and an autosampler with a 20 µL loop (ThermoFisher Scientific®). 
The chromatographic separation was performed using a C18 
column (250 mm × 4.6 mm, 5 μm, Dionex®) equipped with a 
pre-column (4 mm x 3.9 μm, Phenomenex®) at a temperature 
of 23 ± 2 °C. Ultrapure water (A) and methanol HPLC grade 
(B), both acidified with trifluoroacetic acid (0.05%), were 
used as the mobile phase by elution gradient as follows: 
10–25% B (10 min), 25-40% B (5 min), 40-75% B (10 min), 
75% B (5 min) and 75-10% B (1 min) with flow 0.8 mL/min 
(Bezerra et al., 2018). Wavelengths of 254, 270, and 340 nm 
were used for detection, according to the maximum absorption 
measured by the detector. Myricitrin, gallic acid, and ellagic 
acid (Sigma-Aldrich®) were used as standards. The software 
Chromeleon (ThermoFisher Scientific®) was used for data 
analysis and processing.

2.5. Total flavonoid content by spectrophotometric analysis

The total flavonoid content, by direct dilution and acid 
hydrolysis, was performed following the methodology 
described by (Ramos et al., 2017) and was expressed as 
g% of rutin or quercetin.

2.6. Antioxidant activity

The in vitro evaluation of the antioxidant activity of 
crude extract and fractions to scavenging the free radical 
DPPH• (2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl, Sigma-Aldrich®) was 
performed by (Mensor et al., 2001) method, with adaptations. 
The percentage of antioxidant activity (AA) was calculated 
by the equation: AA (%) = 100 – (A sample x 100)/A control). 
The concentration providing 50% inhibition of DPPH• 
absorbance (IC50) was calculated graphically using a 
calibration curve in the linear range by exponential regression 
of the plotted points of the extract concentration versus the 
corresponding scavenging effect. The reducing capacity of 
the ABTS•+ (2,2-azino-bis(3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulfonic 
acid) was performed as described by (Re et al., 1999). 

Moreover, oxidative stress is also related to the 
development of several chronic diseases, associated with 
inflammatory processes in the elderly population. In this 
sense, antioxidant therapy, with the use of polyphenols 
can contribute to the reduction of damage caused by 
oxidative stress (Forman and Zhang, 2021).

The secondary metabolites, present in plant species, 
present structural and chemical diversity that reflects in 
the numerous biological activities reported for medicinal 
plants. For some time, the use of medicinal plants has been 
an alternative to alleviate symptoms and treat various 
diseases, based on the evaluation of the pharmacological 
potential associated with the safety of use of some species 
(Abdelghani et al., 2021; Dahmer et al., 2019).

Among the species considered promising is Eugenia 
uniflora Linn (Myrtaceae), popularly known as “pitangueira”, 
whose studies about its chemical composition have 
demonstrated the presence of phenolic compounds 
(Bezerra et al., 2018; Melo Candeia et al., 2022; Ramos et al., 
2017; Sobeh et al., 2019), proving the need to increase 
investigations on the structure and biological activities 
related to these metabolites. Polyphenols, especially 
flavonoids and tannins, are considered the group of 
secondary metabolisms whose activities reported in the 
literature are significant (Kumar et al., 2017; Yamaguchi, 
2022). Such metabolites have received special attention, 
based on the numerous reports of their antioxidant, 
and antimicrobial properties, including against 
multidrug-resistant Gram-positive and Gram-negative 
bacteria (Khadraoui  et  al., 2022; Yamaguchi, 2022; 
Yuan et al., 2021).

In this context, the present study aimed to evaluate 
the chemical composition, and in vitro antioxidant, 
antimicrobial and modulatory activities of crude extract 
and fractions of E. uniflora leaves.

2. Material and Methods

2.1. Herbal material

The herbal material of E. uniflora (leaves) was 
collected at 8:00 am, in Recife, Pernambuco, Brazil 
(7°59’45.9 “S 34°54’33.3” W). A voucher was deposited 
in the Dárdano de Andrade Lima Herbarium (Agronomic 
Institute of Pernambuco-IPA) after identification of material 
by Dra. Rita de Cássia Pereira, under number 91672. 
The access to the species was registered in the Sistema 
Nacional de Gestão do Patrimônio Genético e Conhecimento 
Tradicional Associado (SisGen) at the number AFF07B4. 
The leaves were dried (7 days, 40 °C), in circulating air 
oven (Luca-82-480, Lucadema®) and then ground in knife 
mill (Willye-type, TE-680, Tecnal®).

2.2. Crude extract and fractions

The liquid extract was obtained by turbo extraction 
[20 min; 10% (w/v); acetone: water (7:3, v/v)] and was 
concentrated under reduced pressure (RV10 Basic, IKA®), 
frozen, and lyophilized (L101, Liotop®), to obtain the 
crude extract (CE). The CE was reconstituted in distilled 
water (1:10, w/v) and partitioned with hexane (1:1, v/v). 
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The results were expressed as Trolox Equivalent Antioxidant 
Capacity (TEAC) values, which is µmol trolox/g of CE or 
enriched fractions.

2.7. Antimicrobial activity

The antibacterial activity of crude extract and fractions 
was performed against twenty-two microorganisms, 
available by the Military Hospital of Recife (MHR) and 
Antibiotic Department Collection (UFPEDA, Federal 
University of Pernambuco) including American Type 
Culture Collection (ATCC) and multidrug-resistant (MDR) 
strains. The protocols were registered at the Ethics 
Committee of the Federal University of Pernambuco, 
Brazil (number 99925418.8.0000.5208) and approved 
(number 3.012.185). The suppliers previously described 
and granted the biochemical identification and resistance 
phenotype. The strains were cultivated in Mueller-Hinton 
agar (MHA) (Merck®) overnight at 37 °C. The inoculums 
were calibrated by suspension of colonies in 0.9% 
(v/v) saline solution, adjusting in a spectrophotometer 
(AJX-1900, Micronal®) at 600 nm.

2.7.1. Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) and 
Minimum Bactericidal Concentration (MBC)

The susceptibility assay was determined by broth 
microdilution, according to the Clinical and Laboratory 
Standards Institute (CLSI, 2012), with some adaptations 
for natural products. The samples were solubilized 
in dimethylsulfoxide: water (1:9, v/v) to a 2 mg/mL 
concentration. The calibrated inoculum was diluted in 0.9% 
saline (1:50) and Mueller-Hinton broth (Merck®) (1:20) 
(final concentration = 105 CFU/mL). The minimal inhibitory 
concentration (MIC) was determined on 96-well culture 
plates. In wells of line A, 100 μL of the crude extract or 
fractions was added; serial dilutions were performed from 
line A to line H to obtain concentrations ranging between 
1000-7.8 μg/mL. In the end, the inoculum (100 μL) was 
added to all wells. The sterility control, negative control, 
and standards used were the culture medium, the inoculum, 
and aqueous solutions (2 mg/mL) of azithromycin, 
ampicillin, ciprofloxacin, and gentamicin (Pfizer® Inc.), 
respectively. The plates were incubated at 37 °C (24 h), 
and the presence or absence of growth was observed. 
The MIC was considered the smallest concentration of 
the crude extract or fractions capable of visibly reducing 
the bacterial growth by 100%, compared to the positive 
control. To determine MBC, aliquots of 5 μL of each well 
of the MIC experiment were transposed into Petri plates 
with MH agar and incubated for 24 h at 37 °C. The MBC 
corresponded to the lowest concentration of the crude 
extract or fractions capable of preventing the visible 
growth of the strains.

2.8. Modulatory assay

The strains considered resistant to the antibiotics tested 
and simultaneously susceptible to the EAF were selected. 
The previous protocol established the MIC values used 
in this experiment. EAF solution (2 mg/mL) prepared in 
DMSO-water (1:9, v/v) and aqueous solutions (2 mg/mL) 
of antibiotics azithromycin, ampicillin, ciprofloxacin, and 

gentamicin (Pfizer® Inc.) were used. The inoculum was 
diluted in Mueller-Hinton broth (Merck®) until a final 
concentration of 105 CFU/mL per well. In Eppendorf, 
an aliquot of 1.5 mL of the inoculum and a volume 
corresponding to 1/4 of the MIC of EAF were added to 
reach 1/8 of the EAF MIC per well. An aliquot of 100 μL of 
this mixture was added horizontally into wells. At well 
number 1 was added 100 μL of the antibiotic solution 
and serial dilutions were performed until the 12th well to 
obtain concentrations between 1000-0.5 μg/mL. As sterility 
and negative control, respectively, culture medium and 
inoculum were used. The plates were incubated at 37 °C 
for 24 h, and 0.02% aqueous resazurin solution (20 μL) 
was added to each well, incubating for 3 hours at 35 °C to 
verify the presence or absence of growth. The modulatory 
effect was interpreted as antagonistic, synergistic, or inert.

2.9. Checkerboard microdilution assay

The synergic associations obtained by the modulatory 
test were evaluated by the checkerboard test. The EAF 
solution (2 mg/mL) was associated with the same 
antibiotics and strains previously used. The solutions were 
prepared in Mueller-Hinton broth to obtain subinhibitory 
concentrations between 1/2-1/64 for the MIC value of the 
EAF and between 1/2-1/512 for the MIC of the synthetic 
antibiotic. A 50 µL aliquot of EAF solution was added in 
vertical orientation and 50 μL of the antibiotic solution in 
a horizontal orientation in a 96-well microplate. After that, 
100 μL of the standard inoculum at 106 CFU/mL was added 
to each well and the microplate was incubated for 24 h at 
35 °C. Subsequently, 20 μL of 0.02% aqueous resazurin was 
added to the microplates and incubated for 3 h at 35 °C to 
check for the presence or absence of growth. To evaluate 
the combinations, the Fraction Inhibitory Concentration 
Index (FICI) was calculated and the results were interpreted 
as FICI ≤ 0.5 synergism; 0.5 < FICI < 4 no interaction; and 
FICI > 4 antagonism (Wei et al., 2011).

2.10. Statistical analysis

The assays were performed in triplicate and as independent 
experiments. The experimental results were expressed 
as mean ± standard deviation and were processed using 
Software Excel (Microsoft® Office 365, 14.0 version, 2016).

3. Results

The results of yield, total flavonoid content by UV-Vis, 
and the markers by HPLC-DAD are summarized in Table 1. 
The ethyl acetate partitioning increased the flavonoid 
content observed in the spectrophotometric analysis 
(CE = 10.88 ± 0.004 g%; EAF = 28.00 ± 0.005 g%), which was 
evidenced by the TLC and confirmed by HPLC analyses 
(CE = 0.88 ± 0.001; EAF = 4.58 ± 0.02, as myricitrin) (Figure 1). 
According to the TLC analysis of E. uniflora derivatives, was 
observed the presence of gallic acid (deep blue band; Rf = 0.72); 
ellagic acid (greenish band; Rf = 0.33); and myricitrin 
(yellow/orange band; Rf = 0.50). Concerning the HPLC analysis, 
some components were identified: gallic acid (tR = 8.25 min), 
myricitrin (tR = 24.52 min) and ellagic acid (tR = 24.52 min).
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Figure  2 shows a DPPH• radical scavenging activity 
by crude extracts and fractions from leaves of E. uniflora. 
The lowest IC50 value, corresponding to the highest 
scavenging activity of DPPH• radical, was obtained for 
E. uniflora EAF (1.46 μg/mL, R2 = 0.9908).

The results of the ABTS test were 76.74 ± 0.003, 
65.05 ± 0.001, 78.45 ± 0.001, and 64.06 ± 0.004, respectively, 
for CE, HF, EAF, and AqF expressed in TEAC. The equation of 
the Trolox calibration curve was y = 0.0003x – 0.6403, with 
good correlation coefficient (R2 = 0.9993). In concordance 
with the DPPH• results, E. uniflora EAF exhibited the highest 
(78.45 µM TE/g extract) TEAC values.

The antibacterial activity of the crude extract of 
E. uniflora (acetone: water, 7:3) and its fractions was 
evaluated against twenty-two multidrug-resistant 
pathogenic bacteria, distributed in ten genders, including 
nosocomial species. Values of MIC/MBC are described in 
Table  2 (Gram-positive) and Table  3 (Gram-negative), 
as well as the bacterial resistance phenotype.

Gram-positive strains showed to be more sensitive to 
E. uniflora extract and fractions. Among the Gram-negative 
E. coli, K. pneumoniae and P. aeruginosa showed low 
activity for most of the extracts and fractions evaluated 
(MIC ≥ 1000 µg/mL). The smallest MIC values in this study 
(7.81 µg/mL) were obtained for E. uniflora EAF against 
S. agalactiae and S. epidermidis.

The strains E. coli MHR 044UC, K. pneumoniae 
MHR 098UC, P. aeruginosa MHR 169AT, S. enteritidis 
UFPEDA414, and S. epidermidis MHR 073HC were selected 
for the modulatory assay, utilizing EAF concentrations 
equivalent to 1/8 of each MIC value. The strains’ selection 
was based on their susceptibility to EAF and resistance to 
these antibiotics and the results are described in Table 4.

In this evaluation using subinhibitory concentrations for 
the EAF, five out of ten combinations were synergistic, three 
antagonists and two inerts with conventional antibiotics 
and different profiles. Among the drugs tested, ciprofloxacin 
was the most potentiated, followed by gentamicin and 
ampicillin. Azithromycin stands out as the antibiotic with 
the negative modulation against the Gram-positive cocci. 
Regarding the colistin-resistant phenotype of P. aeruginosa 
MHR169TA, the EAF did not show appreciable antibacterial 
activity (MIC/MBC = 500/1000 µg/mL). However, when 
the EAF was incorporated into the growth medium, a 
reduction in the MIC for ciprofloxacin was observed. 

Figure 1. TLC and HPLC profiles obtained for crude extracts and 
fractions from leaves of E. uniflora. CE, Crude Extract; CE-AH, 
Crude Extract After Hydrolysis; EAF, Ethyl Acetate Fraction; 
EAF-AH, Ethyl Acetate Fraction After Hydrolysis; AqF, Aqueous 
Fraction; HF, Hexanic Fraction; GA, Gallic Acid; EA, Ellagic Acid; 
MYR, Myricitrin.

Figure 2. DPPH scavenging (%) by E. uniflora crude extracts and 
fractions. CE, Crude Extract; CE-AH, Crude Extract After Hydrolysis; 
EAF, Ethyl Acetate Fraction; EAF-AH, Ethyl Acetate Fraction 
After Hydrolysis; AqF, Aqueous Fraction; HF, Hexanic Fraction; 
BHT: butylated hydroxytoluene

Table 1. Yields, total flavonoid and markers content by HPLC of crude extract and fractions from leaves of E. uniflora.

Samples Yield (%, w/w)

TFC (UV-Vis) (%; w/w) HPLC

DD AH
Ellagic acid Gallic acid Myricitrin

Q R Q

CE 21.80 ± 1.52 4.71 ± 0.004 10.88 ± 0.004 3.021 ± 0.02 0.26 ± 0.002 0.80 ± 0.01 0.88 ± 0.001

EAF 13.83 ± 0.07 12.13 ± 0.01 28.00 ± 0.005 11.93 ± 0.007 0.63 ± 0.02 1.59 ± 0.01 4.58 ± 0.02

HF 24.45 ± 0.08 5.11 ± 0.03 11.81 ± 0.01 4.78 ± 0.02 0.27 ± 0.001 0.19 ± 0.02 1.12 ± 0.001

AqF 80.59 ± 0.51 2.63 ± 0.01 6.07 ± 0.004 1.77 ± 0.01 0.12 ± 0.002 ND 0.24 ± 0.003 

All results were expressed as mean ± standard deviation. Total Flavonoid Content (TFC) were expressed in % of Rutin (R) or Quercetin (Q). 
CE: Crude extract; EAF: Ethyl acetate fraction; HF: Hexanic fraction; AqF: Aqueous fraction; DD: Direct dilution; AH: Acid hydrolysis; ND: Non detected.
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Table 2. Minimal Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) and Minimal Bactericidal Concentration (MBC) of E. uniflora crude extract, fractions 
and antimicrobial agents against Gram-positive strains.

Strains Origin
MIC/ MBC (µg/mL) Resistance 

PhenotypeCE HF EAF AqF AMP AZI CIP GEN

Bacillus 
megaterium 
UFPEDA462

ND 1000/ >1000 */ ND 500/ 1000 1000/ >1000 128/ 256 32/ 64 64/ 128 16/ 32 AMP; ERI; CIP; 
GEN; TET; CAZ; 
OXA; CXM, CTX

Enterococcus 
faecalis 

UFPEDA620

Hemoculture 125/ 250 250/ 500 15.62/ 31.25 125/ 250 256/ 512 128/ 256 256/ 512 128/ 256 AMP; CAZ; CIP; 
CTX; CXM; TET

Streptococcus 
agalactiae 

MHR059VS

Vaginal 
secretion

125/ 250 250/ 500 7.81/ 15.62 62.5/ 125 0.12/ 0.24 0.12/ 0.24 0.12/ 0.24 0.12/ 0.24 None antibiotic

S. pyogenes 
UFPEDA1023 B

ATCC 16642 250/ 500 250/ 500 125/ 250 250/ 500 3.12/ 6.24 3.12/ 6.24 3.12/ 6.24 3.12/ 6.24 Control Strain

Staphylococcus 
aureus 

UFPEDA02 A

ATCC 25293 125/ 250 250/ 500 62.5/ 125 125/ 250 3.12/ 6.24 0.39/ 0.78 3.12/ 6.24 0.39/ 0.78 Control Strain

S. epidermidis 
MHR073HC B

Hemoculture 500/ 1000 1000/ >1000 7.81/ 15.62 250/ 500 512/ 1024 128/ 256 128/ 256 64/ 128 AMP; AZI; ERI; 
PEN; PTZ

S. saprophyticus 
UFPEDA833

Uroculture 500/ 1000 1000/ >1000 125/ 250 500/ 1000 32/ 64 0.39/ 0.78 16/ 32 16/ 32 AMP; TET

ATCC: American Type Culture Collection; CE: crude extract; HF: Hexanic fraction; EAF: Ethyl acetate fraction; AqF: Aqueous fraction.AMP: ampicillin; 
AZI: azithromycin; CAZ: ceftazidime; CIP: ciprofloxacin; CTX: cefotaxime; CXM: cefuroxime; ERI: erythromycin; OXA: oxacillin; PEN: penicillin; 
PTZ: piperacillin tazobactam; TET: tetracycline; ND: not determined. *no inhibition. A MSSA: methicillin sensitive S. aureus. B multidrug-resistant.

Strains Origin
MIC/ MBC (µg/mL) Resistance 

PhenotypeCE HF EAF AqF AMP CIP GEN

Enterobacter 
aerogenes 

MHR062UC

Uroculture 62.5/ 125 250/ 500 62.5/ 125 125/ 250 64/ 128 32/ 64 32/ 64 AMC; AMP; 
CEF; CIP; LEV; 

NIT; SXT

Escherichia coli 
MHR001UC

Uroculture 1000/ >1000 */ ND 125/ 250 1000/ >1000 32/ 64 32/ 64 32/ 64 AMP; CEF, CIP, 
LEV, SXT

E. coli 
MHR044UC C

Uroculture 250/ 500 500/ 1000 125/ 250 500/ 1000 > 1024/ ND 256/ 128 128/ 64 AMC; AMP; 
CAZ; CEF; CIP; 
FEP; LEV; SXT

E. coli 
UFPEDA224

ATCC 25922 125/ 250 500/ 1000 15.62/ 31.25 62.5/ 125 0.39/ 0.78 0.39/ 0.78 0.39/ 0.78 Control 
Strain

Klebsiella 
pneumoniae 
MHR180PC D

Catheter tip 1000/ >1000 */ ND 500/ 1000 */ ND 1024/ >1024 512/ 256 512/ 256 AMC; AMP; 
CAZ; CEF; CFO; 
CIP; CRO; CST; 

CXM; ERT; 
FEP; GEN; IMI; 
LEV; NIT; PTZ; 

SXT

K. pneumoniae 
MHR098UC D

Uroculture 1000/ >1000 1000/ >1000 125/ 250 250/ 500 512/ 256 256/ 512 256/ 512 AMC; AMP; 
CAZ; CEF; 

CFO; CIP; CRO; 
CXM; ERT; 

GEN; LEV; NIT; 
PTZ; SXT

ATCC: American Type Culture Collection; CE: crude extract; HF: Hexanic fraction; EAF: Ethyl acetate fraction; AqF: Aqueous fraction; 
AMC: amoxicillin-clavulanate, AMI: amikacin; AMP: ampicillin; AZT: aztreonam; CAZ: ceftazidime; CEF: cefalotin; CFO: cefoxitin; CIP: ciprofloxacin; 
CRO: ceftriaxone; CTX: cefotaxime; CST: colistin; CXM: cefuroxime; ERI: erythromycin; ERT: ertapenem; FEP: cefepime; GEN: gentamicin; IMI: imipenem; 
LEV: levofloxacin; NIT: nitrofurantoin; PTZ: piperacillin tazobactam; SXT: trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole; TET: tetracycline; ND: not determined. 
* no inhibition. - not tested. B multidrug-resistant. C extended-spectrum β-lactamase-producer (ESBL). D carbapenemase-producer (KPC).

Table 3. Minimal Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) and Minimal Bactericidal Concentration (MFC) of E. uniflora crude extract, 
fractions and antimicrobial agents against Gram-negative strains.
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Table 4. Minimal Inhibitory Concentration of antibiotics against multidrug-resistant strains, in the absence and presence of E. uniflora 
ethyl acetate fraction at subinhibitory concentrations (1/8 MIC).

Strain Individual MIC (µg/mL) Combined MIC associated (µg/mL) % MIC reduced Outcome

S. epidermidis MHR073HC AMP 512 125 75.6 synergism

AZI 128 * - antagonism

E. coli MHR044UC CIP 256 250 0 inert

GEN 128 * - antagonism

K. pneumoniae MHR098UC CIP 256 62.5 75.6 synergism

GEN 256 250 0 inert

P. aeruginosa MHR169TA CIP >1024 31.2 >100 synergism

GEN >1024 500 51.2 synergism

S. enteritidis UFPEDA414 AMP 64 * - antagonism

GEN 64 31.2 51.3 synergism

MIC: minimal inhibitory concentration; AMP: ampicillin; AZI: azithromycin; CIP: ciprofloxacin; GEN: gentamicin. * no inhibition. - no calculated.

Strains Origin
MIC/ MBC (µg/mL) Resistance 

PhenotypeCE HF EAF AqF AMP CIP GEN

K. pneumoniae 
MHR180UC D

Uroculture 1000/ >1000 */ ND 250/ 500 */ ND 1024/ >1024 512/ 256 512/ 256 AMC; AMP; 
CAZ; CEF; CFO; 
CIP; CRO; CST; 

CXM; ERT; 
FEP; GEN; IMI; 
LEV; NIT; PTZ; 

SXT

K. pneumoniae 
UFPEDA396

ND 1000/ >1000 */ ND 500/ 1000 */ ND 128/ 256 32/ 64 32/ 64 AMP; CAZ 
CEF; CIP; CTX; 

CXM, TET

Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa 
MHR173SN

Nasal 
secretion

500/ 1000 1000/ >1000 250/ 500 250/ 500 - 0.39/ 0.78 0.39/ 0.78 None 
antibiotic

P. aeruginosa 
MHR169TA B

Tracheal 
Aspirated

500/ 1000 */ ND 500/ 1000 1000/ >1000 - >1024/ ND >1024/ ND AMI; AZT; 
CAZ; CIP; FEP; 
GEN; LEV; PTZ

P. aeruginosa 
MHR001UC B

Uroculture 500/ 1000 500/ 1000 250/ 500 250/ 500 - 512/ 256 512/ 256 AMI; AZT; FEP; 
CAZ; CIP; LEV; 

PTZ

P. aeruginosa 
UFPEDA416

ATCC 27853 500/ 1000 1000/ >1000 250/ 500 250/ 500 - 0.39/ 0.78 0.39/ 0.78 Control 
Strain

Salmonella 
enteritidis 

UFPEDA414

Skin ulcer 1000/ >1000 */ ND 500/ 1000 */ ND 64/ 128 64/ 128 64/ 128 AMP; CAZ, 
CEF; CIP; CTX; 

CXM

Serratia 
marcescens 
MHR172TA

Tracheal 
Aspirated

31.25/ 62.5 62.5/ 125 15.62/ 31.25 31.25/ 62.5 128/ 256 64/ 128 64/ 128 AMC; AMI; 
AMP; CAZ; 

CEF; CFO; CIP; 
CRO; CXM; 

FEP; LEV; NIT; 
PTZ; SXT

S. marcescens 
UFPEDA352

ND 31.25/ 62.5 31.25/ 62.5 7.81/ 7.81 15.62/ 31.25 32/ 64 16/ 32 16/ 32 AMP; CIP; CEF; 
CTX; CXM; 
ERI; GEN

ATCC: American Type Culture Collection; CE: crude extract; HF: Hexanic fraction; EAF: Ethyl acetate fraction; AqF: Aqueous fraction; 
AMC: amoxicillin-clavulanate, AMI: amikacin; AMP: ampicillin; AZT: aztreonam; CAZ: ceftazidime; CEF: cefalotin; CFO: cefoxitin; CIP: ciprofloxacin; 
CRO: ceftriaxone; CTX: cefotaxime; CST: colistin; CXM: cefuroxime; ERI: erythromycin; ERT: ertapenem; FEP: cefepime; GEN: gentamicin; IMI: imipenem; 
LEV: levofloxacin; NIT: nitrofurantoin; PTZ: piperacillin tazobactam; SXT: trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole; TET: tetracycline; ND: not determined. 
* no inhibition. - not tested. B multidrug-resistant. C extended-spectrum β-lactamase-producer (ESBL). D carbapenemase-producer (KPC).

Table 3. Continued...
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Despite the non-modulation for the combination of 
EAF-gentamicin for K. pneumoniae carbapenemase-producer 
(KPC), the EAF reduced the fluoroquinolone MIC.

The synergistic associations considered promising were 
tested to a Checkerboard model. The Fractional Inhibitory 
Concentration Index (FICI) was calculated (Table 5) to verify 
the EAF behavior through subinhibitory concentration, once 
this interpretation is not possible in the modulation assay. 
The subinhibitory concentrations of E. uniflora (FICI ≤ 0.5) 
enhanced the antimicrobial activity of the agents, as well 
as reduced the EAF individual MIC. Thus, for the bacterial 
strains tested, the combination of EAF and antibiotics, 
demonstrated a synergistic effect.

4. Discussion

The extraction of bioactive compounds from the plant 
matrix depends on factors such as the chemical structure 
of the compounds and the solvents that will be used 
(Chaves et al., 2020; Lefebvre et al., 2021). Considering the 
chemical composition of E. uniflora leaves, polyphenols are 
the metabolites of interest. The extraction of polyphenols 
is favored by the solubility of these compounds in polar 
organic solvents, such as ethanol, methanol, acetone and, 
and the use of these solvents mixed with water increased 
the extraction of tannins and flavonoids (Zuorro et al., 2019), 
results also successfully demonstrated by our group for 
the species (Bezerra et al., 2018, 2020; Ramos et al., 2017). 
Therefore, obtaining the acetone: water (7:3) extract from 
E. uniflora leaves favored the extraction of polyphenols. 
Additionally, the partition process evidenced, promoted 
the removal of apolar compounds with the use of hexane, 
and the enrichment of the ethyl acetate fraction in phenolic 
compounds (Chaves et al., 2020; Lefebvre et al., 2021).

Regarding the partition process, the enrichment of EAF 
stands out, whose chromatographic band of myricitrin was 
more intense (Lefebvre et al., 2021). The acid hydrolysis 
process was also performed successfully, evidenced by the 
absence of yellow-orange bands (TLC) and peaks (HPLC) 
in the CE-AH (corresponding to flavonoids), whereas the 
AqF was free of myricitrin. Enrichment of gallic acid and 
ellagic acid was also evidenced, mainly by HPLC. The data 
are corroborated by previous results of TLC and HPLC 
analysis (Bezerra et al., 2018; Melo Candeia et al., 2022).

Flavonoids have structural diversity associated with their 
C-ring, yet the double bonds of the aromatic rings allow 
these compounds to absorb UV light. Therefore, spectra 
observed by UV-Vis spectrophotometry are associated with 
the corresponding class of flavonoid (flavone, flavanone, 
flavonol, etc.) (Desmet et al., 2021; Sisa et al., 2010). When 
substitution of some groups occurs, different spectra are 
originated, which, when adding the reagent aluminum 
chloride, can result in bathochromic shifts or hypsochromic 
shifts (considering the number of radical hydroxyl, methoxyl, 
methyl, or sugars in the molecule) (Petry  et  al., 2001; 
Ramos et al., 2017). Therefore, UV/Vis spectrophotometric 
analysis indicates that flavonoids of the O-glycosylated 
flavone type and their respective aglycone are present in 
the extract, and fractions of E. uniflora (evidenced by the 
bathochromic shift by direct dilution, and hypsochromic 
shift after acid hydrolysis) (Ramos et al., 2017).

The crude extract and ethyl acetate fraction provided 
significant amounts of flavonoids and other polyphenols, 
which were enriched by the partitioning process to 
improve the antioxidant and antibacterial properties. 
The antioxidant assay was conducted to investigate the 
biological potential of crude extract and fractions rich 
in polyphenols, which occurs mainly due to their redox 
property, which allows them to act as scavengers of reactive 
oxygen species (ROS). For evaluation, several assays can 
be performed, among the most sensitive, fast, and with 
higher radical stability are DPPH and ABTS. The assays 
present different mechanisms and the reactivity of phenolic 
compounds against radicals is dependent on the chemical 
structure of the molecule (Munteanu and Apetrei, 2021).

The DPPH neutralization assay is based on the presence 
of hydrogen or electron-donating compounds, such as 
flavonoids, that can neutralize the DPPH• radical, making 
it a stable molecule (Munteanu and Apetrei, 2021). The 
evaluation of antioxidant activity by the DPPH• method 
showed variation between extract and fractions, which 
may be associated with differences in the profile of 
phenolic compounds. A two-step supercritical ethanolic 
extraction found a slightly higher IC50 value of 5.0 μg/mL 
for E. uniflora (Martinez-Correa et al., 2011). Furthermore, 
the IC50 for E. uniflora EAF was upper than that found 
by (da Cunha et al., 2016), where the ethanolic extract 
from leaves presented only 20% of DPPH• removal 

Table 5. Checkboard test of E. uniflora ethtyl acetate fraction with antimicrobial agents against multidrug-resistant strains.

Strain
ATB MIC 
(µg/mL)

EAF MIC 
(µg/mL)

Combined MIC - ATB/EAF 
(µg/mL)

Individual FICI ATB/EAF
FICI 

(ATB + EAF)

S. epidermidis MHR073HC AMP 512 7.81 0.98/ 0.98 0.002/ 0.125 0.127

K. pneumoniae MHR098UC CIP 256 125 15.62/ 7.81 0.061/ 0.063 0.124

P. aeruginosa MHR169TA CIP > 
1024

500 15.62/ 7.81 0.015/ 0.016 0.031

GEN > 
1024

500 31.25/ 15.62 0.031/ 0.031 0.062

S. enteritidis UFPEDA414 GEN 64 500 15.62/ 31.25 0.244/ 0.063 0.307

ATB: antibiotic; EAF: ethyl acetate fraction; MIC: minimal inhibitory concentration; FICI: Fraction Inhibitory Concentration Index; AMP: ampicillin;  
CIP: ciprofloxacin; GEN: gentamicin.
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at a concentration of 240 μg/mL. Highlights, the IC50 
of EAF was fourteen times lower than the BHT value 
(20.51 μg/mL, R2 = 0.9955). The hexanic fraction showed IC50 
values highest than the corresponding CE. These results are 
in concordance with the enrichment promoted by partition.

Generally, the structural configuration of flavonoids 
shows good antioxidant activity, and the results obtained 
suggest that an electron transfer mechanism occurs, since 
the samples react immediately even at low concentrations 
(Marchi et al., 2022). The DPPH radical reacts less strongly 
with phenolic acids and sugars. To clarify some of these 
possible effects, the antioxidant activity of the crude 
extract and ethyl acetate fraction after acid hydrolysis was 
also evaluated. Even after the hydrolysis process, the IC50 
values remain low, inferring the presence of free aglycone 
and O-glycosylated derivatives in CE-AH and EAF-AH 
(Platzer et al., 2021). Furthermore, the number of OH groups 
on the aromatic ring, present in structures such as gallic acid 
and ellagic acid present in CE and EAF, also exerts an influence 
on the antioxidant activity of E. uniflora (Platzer et al., 2021).

The crude extract, hexane fraction, and ethyl acetate 
fraction showed a smaller decline in ABTS between the 
concentrations of 100-250 μg/mL, with a more pronounced 
reaction between 500-1000 μg/mL, indicating that 
an electron transfer mechanism occurs and that the 
polyphenols may have bulky side groups or multiple rings 
that are preventing diffusion and orientation toward ABTS+. 
ABTS is oxidized by oxidants to its cation radical ABTS+, 
so the extract and the analyzed fractions may also act 
partially by slower transfer of the hydrogen atom to this 
radical. Considering the majority presence of flavonoids in 
the CE and EAF of E. uniflora, the most plausible reaction 
mechanism for flavonoids may be the hydrogen atom 
transfer pathway (Messaadia et al., 2020). Additionally, the 
presence of low molecular weight phenolic compounds 
provides fast initial rates and shows a linear increase at 
lower concentrations (Platzer et al., 2021).

The lowest MIC values in this study (7.81 µg/mL) were 
obtained for EAF against the Gram-positive clinical isolates 
S. agalactiae and S. epidermidis. Regarding the E. faecalis 
strain, the MIC found for EAF 15-times was lower than the 
MIC for ciprofloxacin, confirming the inhibition potential of 
the compounds present in the fraction. When we observed 
low MBC values not so much higher than the MIC values, 
still the plant sample presents an interesting antibacterial 
activity (Siddeeqh et al., 2016). At lower concentrations, the 
extract and fractions are considered bacteriostatic, while 
at higher concentrations they are bactericidal. For the 
samples that showed MIC values higher than 1000 μg/mL 
(total bacterial growth), the MBC was not determined.

Extracts from E. uniflora leaves have already been 
evaluated against yeasts, including non-Candida albicans 
Candida (Souza  et  al., 2018) and Candida albicans 
(Sardi et al., 2017). Some studies attribute the E. uniflora 
antimicrobial activities to their essential oils rather than 
their polyphenols (Santos et al., 2018; Falcao et al., 2018; 
Figueiredo et al., 2019; Pereira et al., 2017). The MIC values 
of E. uniflora evaluated in this study presented values 
between 125-1000 µg/mL for CE and 7.81-500 µg/mL for 
EAF, showing that the antibacterial activity may be mediated 
via phenolic compounds.

Considering the structure/activity relationship, compounds 
such as flavonols damage the bacterial cytoplasmic membrane 
by generating hydrogen peroxide (Kanner, 2020); and 
hydrolyzable tannins are related to the inhibition of nucleic 
acid synthesis through inhibition of dihydrofolate reductase 
and/or topoisomerase (Makarewicz et al., 2021). Flavones 
also can inhibit energy metabolism, through the inhibition 
of bacterial ATP synthase (Neupane et al., 2019).

Supported by the susceptibility profile obtained from 
the ethyl acetate fraction, the evaluation of the interference 
of this fraction on resistance to conventional antibiotics 
was performed. The antibiotics were selected considering 
the different spectrums and mechanisms of action, and 
the emergence and spread of very virulent strains, which 
increase susceptibility to infections. Thus, the modulation 
assay with ciprofloxacin is important because infections 
caused by K. pneumoniae, which have several antibiotic 
resistance genes and several associated virulence factors, are 
increasingly reported in hospitalized patients worldwide 
(Lam et al., 2021; Nakamura-Silva et al., 2022), ciprofloxacin 
(fluoroquinolone) and ampicillin (beta-lactam) resistance 
are evidenced in this strain (Nakamura-Silva et al., 2022).

An unfavorable effect was verified to S. enteritidis MDR, 
where the EAF did not decrease the ampicillin MIC and 
presented antagonism, it is because Salmonella enteritidis 
MDR is resistant to traditional first-line antibiotics such as 
ampicillin and also already has resistance to fluoroquinolones 
and broad-spectrum cephalosporins (La et al., 2021). This may 
occur due to the presence of the enzyme β-lactamase, which 
breaks the amide bond and deactivates ampicillin, which can 
block bacterial cell wall synthesis since it covalently binds 
to the binding proteins, involved in the terminal steps of 
peptidoglycan synthesis, the main component of the bacteria 
cell wall (Rosa et al., 2021).

Flavonoids, the major components of EAF from E. uniflora, 
have received great interest because they can deprive 
substrate and rupture membranes of bacterial strains. The 
Gram-negative strain P. aeruginosa has a difference in the 
content of cell wall peptidoglycans, leading to a unique 
composition, which makes its intrinsic resistance to most 
antibiotics (Tao et al., 2022). These results suggest that EAF 
associated with treatment with ciprofloxacin or gentamicin 
may damage the cell membrane of P. aeruginosa. This occurs 
due to the low permeability of the outer membrane of the 
bacterial strain. Thus, the association of EAF and antibiotics 
increased the cell membrane sensitivity of bacteria resistant 
to these drugs, thus increasing the inhibitory effect of the 
antibiotics. In addition, some evidence suggests that flavonoids 
and tannins inhibit the growth of P. aeruginosa through 
interaction with efflux pumps (Villanueva et al., 2023).

The checkboard method evaluates the synergism between 
two or more drug combinations, reflecting the inhibition of 
bacterial growth based on the obtained MIC results, using an 
equation to calculate the fractional inhibitory concentration 
index (FICI). The resulting FICI value is interpreted as 
synergism (≤ 0.5), additive (> 0.5-1.0), indifference (> 1 - ≤ 4), 
or antagonism (> 4) (Fadwa et al., 2021; Omokhua et al., 2019).

Combinations of conventional antibiotics with extracts/
enriched fractions/isolated compounds have been reported 
as biological/pharmacological intensifiers, simultaneously 
minimizing the toxic side effects of synthetic drugs 
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(Caesar and Cech, 2019; Wagner and Ulrich-Merzenich, 
2009). The checkboard method demonstrated that the EAF 
E. uniflora-antibiotic combination allowed us to observe 
an even greater reduction of the MIC of ciprofloxacin and 
gentamicin for multidrug-resistant P. aeruginosa, now 
involving micrograms instead of milligrams, suggesting 
acting synergistic action by several mechanisms, highlighting 
the FICI obtained for these two antibiotics. In this sense, 
the antibiotic potentiation promoted by EAF can be inferred 
in the destabilization of the bacterial membrane structure, 
consequently altering its permeability, facilitating the 
penetration of the different classes of drugs into the cell 
wall, as mentioned previously.

Currently, the high consumption of antimicrobials 
has occasioned selection and spread of resistance 
mechanisms, including specific amino acid substitutions 
in quinolone-targets (DNA gyrase and topoisomerase IV), 
alterations in the outer membrane proteins or efflux pumps 
overexpression (Chu et al., 2019; Martínez-Trejo et al., 2022). 
Concerning the aminoglycosides, the RNA plays a key role 
in the binding ribosome-drug (Ying et al., 2019). Regarding 
the gentamicin side effects, such as permanent hearing loss 
(Hodiamont et al., 2022; Nguyen and Jeyakumar, 2019) and 
the less favorable outcomes of monotherapy (Phe et al., 2019). 
Considering the above, synergistic combinations would 
represent an alternative, which may reduce the effective 
dosage of conventional antibiotics and other limitations.

5. Conclusions

The ethyl acetate fraction showed better in vitro 
performance compared to the crude extract and other 
fractions (AqF and HF). In addition, it contributed to the 
increased phenolic content observed in all characterization 
analyses. The identification and quantification of the main 
bioactive compounds provided an important correlation 
with the antioxidant activity. Considering the antibacterial 
activity, the efficacy was improved after partitioning and 
the increased concentrations of flavonoids in the EAF 
played a key role against the bacterial strains. Moreover, the 
combination of EAF and conventional antibiotics provided a 
synergistic effect, increasing the antibacterial spectrum and 
including Gram-negative strains. The additive effect was most 
pronounced combined with ciprofloxacin and gentamicin 
against P. aeruginosa. Several mechanisms could be explaining 
the observed synergistic effect, such as flavonoid-membrane 
interaction and/or inhibition of gene expression, which 
enhance the cellular uptake of antimicrobials to reach their 
intracellular targets. However, further studies are needed to 
clarify the mechanism of the promising synergistic activity 
observed between the fraction and conventional antibiotics.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank the Conselho Nacional 
de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq) for 
research grant and financial support (M.R.A. Ferreira, 
380696/2020-7; L.A.L. Soares, 405297/2018-1, 304234/2021-4 
and 408863/2022-6). They are also grateful to the Coordenação 
de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior.

References

ABDELGHANI, Z., HOURANI, N., ZAIDAN, Z., DBAIBO, G., MRAD, M. 
and HAGE-SLEIMAN, R., 2021. Therapeutic applications and 
biological activities of bacterial bioactive extracts. Archives 
of Microbiology, vol. 203, no. 8, pp. 4755-4776. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1007/s00203-021-02505-1. PMid:34370077.

BEZERRA, I.C.F., RAMOS, R.T.D.M., FERREIRA, M.R.A. and SOARES, 
L.A.L., 2018. Chromatographic profiles of extractives from leaves 
of Eugenia uniflora. Revista Brasileira de Farmacognosia, vol. 28, 
no. 1, pp. 92-101. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bjp.2017.11.002.

BEZERRA, I.C.F., RAMOS, R.T.D.M., FERREIRA, M.R.A. and SOARES, 
L.A.L., 2020. Optimization strategy for extraction of active 
polyphenols from leaves of Eugenia uniflora Linn. Food Analytical 
Methods, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 735-750. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
s12161-019-01691-5.

CAESAR, L.K. and CECH, N.B., 2019. Synergy and antagonism in 
natural product extracts: when 1 + 1 does not equal 2. Natural 
Product Reports, vol. 36, no. 6, pp. 869-888. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1039/C9NP00011A. PMid:31187844.

CHAVES, J.O., DE SOUZA, M.C., DA SILVA, L.C., LACHOS-PEREZ, D., 
TORRES-MAYANGA, P.C., MACHADO, A.P.D.F., FORSTER-CARNEIRO, T., 
VÁZQUEZ-ESPINOSA, M., GONZÁLEZ-DE-PEREDO, A.V., BARBERO, 
G.F. and ROSTAGNO, M.A., 2020. Extraction of flavonoids from 
natural sources using modern techniques. Food Chemistry, vol. 8, 
pp. 507887. PMid:33102442.

CHU, X., WANG, C., LIU, W., LIANG, L.-L., GONG, K., ZHAO, C.-Y. 
and SUN, K., 2019. Quinoline and quinolone dimers and their 
biological activities: an overview. European Journal of Medicinal 
Chemistry, vol. 161, pp. 101-117. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
ejmech.2018.10.035 PMid:30343191.

CLINICAL AND LABORATORY STANDARDS INSTITUTE – CLSI 2012. 
Performance Standards for Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing: 
document M02-A12, M07-A10, M11-A8. Wayne: CLSI.

CUNHA, F.A.B., WACZUK, E.P., DUARTE, A.E., BARROS, L.M., 
ELEKOFEHINTI, O.O., MATIAS, E.F.F., COSTA, J.G.M., SANMI, 
A.A., BOLIGON, A.A., ROCHA, J.B.T., SOUZA, D.O., POSSER, T., 
COUTINHO, H.D.M., FRANCO, J.L. and KAMDEM, J.P., 2016. 
Cytotoxic and antioxidative potentials of ethanolic extract 
of Eugenia uniflora L. (Myrtaceae) leaves on human blood 
cells. Biomedicine and Pharmacotherapy, vol. 84, pp. 614-621. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2016.09.089 PMid:27694006.

DAHMER, J., CARMO, G., MOSTARDEIRO, M.A., NETO, A.T., SILVA, 
U.F., DALCOL, I.I. and MOREL, A.F., 2019. Antibacterial activity 
of Discaria americana Gillies ex Hook (Rhamnaceae). Journal 
of Ethnopharmacology, vol. 239, pp. 111635. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.jep.2018.12.009 PMid:30543915.

DESMET, S., MORREEL, K. and DAUWE, R., 2021. Origin and function 
of structural diversity in the plant specialized metabolome. 
Plants, vol. 10, no. 11, pp. 2393. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/
plants10112393. PMid:34834756.

FADWA, A.O., ALBARAG, A.M., ALKOBLAN, D.K. and MATEEN, A., 
2021. Determination of synergistic effects of antibiotics and 
Zno NPs against isolated E. Coli and A. Baumannii bacterial 
strains from clinical samples. Saudi Journal of Biological Sciences, 
vol. 28, no. 9, pp. 5332-5337. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
sjbs.2021.05.057. PMid:34466112.

FALCAO, T.R., ARAUJO, A.A., SOARES, L.A.L., MORAES RAMOS, R.T., 
BEZERRA, I.C.F., FERREIRA, M.R.A., SOUZA NETO, M.A., MELO, 
M.C.N., ARAUJO JÚNIOR, R.F., GUERRA, A.C.V.A., MEDEIROS, 
J.S. and GUERRA, G.C.B., 2018. Crude extract and fractions 
from Eugenia uniflora Linn leaves showed anti-inflammatory, 
antioxidant, and antibacterial activities. BMC Complementary 
and Alternative Medicine, vol. 18, no. 1, pp. 84. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1186/s12906-018-2144-6. PMid:29523111.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-021-02505-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-021-02505-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34370077&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bjp.2017.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12161-019-01691-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12161-019-01691-5
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9NP00011A
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9NP00011A
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31187844&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33102442&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2018.10.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2018.10.035
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30343191&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2016.09.089
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27694006&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2018.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2018.12.009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30543915&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants10112393
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants10112393
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34834756&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2021.05.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2021.05.057
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34466112&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12906-018-2144-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12906-018-2144-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29523111&dopt=Abstract


Brazilian Journal of Biology, 2023, vol. 83, e27408410/11

Ferreira, M.R.A. et al.

FIGUEIREDO, P.L.B., PINTO, L.C., COSTA, J.S., SILVA, A.R.C., MOURÃO, 
R.H.V., MONTENEGRO, R.C., SILVA, J.K.R. and MAIA, J.G.S., 2019. 
Composition, antioxidant capacity and cytotoxic activity of 
Eugenia uniflora L. chemotype-oils from the Amazon. Journal 
of Ethnopharmacology, vol. 232, pp. 30-38. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.jep.2018.12.011 PMid:30543916.

FORMAN, H.J. and ZHANG, H., 2021. Targeting oxidative stress in 
disease: promise and limitations of antioxidant therapy. Nature 
Reviews. Drug Discovery, vol. 20, no. 9, pp. 689-709. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1038/s41573-021-00233-1. PMid:34194012.

GUPTA, P.D. and BIRDI, T.J., 2017. Development of botanicals to 
combat antibiotic resistance. Journal of Ayurveda and Integrative 
Medicine, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 266-275. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
jaim.2017.05.004. PMid:28869082.

HODIAMONT, C.J., VAN DEN BROEK, A.K., VROOM, S.L., PRINS, 
J.M., MATHÔT, R.A.A. and VAN HEST, R.M., 2022. Clinical 
pharmacokinetics of gentamicin in various patient populations 
and consequences for optimal dosing for gram-negative 
infections: an updated review. Clinical Pharmacokinetics, vol. 61, 
no. 8, pp. 1075-1094. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40262-022-
01143-0 PMid:35754071.

KANNER, J., 2020. Polyphenols by Generating H(2)O(2), affect 
cell redox signaling, inhibit PTPs and activate Nrf2 axis for 
adaptation and cell surviving: in vitro, in vivo and human health. 
Antioxidants, vol. 9, no. 9, pp. 797. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/
antiox9090797. PMid:32867057.

KHADRAOUI, N., ESSID, R., JALLOULI, S., DAMERGI, B., BEN TAKFA, I., 
ABID, G., JEDIDI, I., BACHALI, A., AYED, A., LIMAM, F. and 
TABBENE, O., 2022. Antibacterial and antibiofilm activity of 
Peganum harmala seed extract against multidrug-resistant 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa pathogenic isolates and molecular 
mechanism of action. Archives of Microbiology, vol. 204, 
no. 2, pp. 133. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00203-021-02747-z. 
PMid:34999965.

KHEIROLLAHI, A., HASANVAND, A., ABBASZADEH, S., SAFARABADI, 
A.M. and MOGHADASI, M., 2019. Pathophysiology and urinary 
system cancer: an overview of the most important herbal plants 
and natural antioxidants on kidney and bladder disorders. 
Res J Pharm Technol, vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 972-980. http://dx.doi.
org/10.5958/0974-360X.2019.00161.6.

KUMAR, V., SHARMA, N., SOURIRAJAN, A., KHOSLA, P.K. and DEV, K., 
2017. Comparative evaluation of antimicrobial and antioxidant 
potential of ethanolic extract and its fractions of bark and leaves of 
Terminalia arjuna from north-western Himalayas, India. Journal of 
Traditional and Complementary Medicine, vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 100-106. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jtcme.2017.04.002. PMid:29321996.

LA, T.M., KIM, T., LEE, H.J., LEE, J.B., PARK, S.Y., CHOI, I.S. and LEE, 
S.W., 2021. Whole-genome analysis of multidrug-resistant 
salmonella enteritidis strains isolated from poultry sources in 
Korea. Pathogens (Basel, Switzerland), vol. 10, no. 12, pp. 1615. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/pathogens10121615. PMid:34959570.

LAM, M.M.C., WICK, R.R., WATTS, S.C., CERDEIRA, L.T., WYRES, 
K.L. and HOLT, K.E., 2021. A genomic surveillance framework 
and genotyping tool for Klebsiella pneumoniae and its related 
species complex. Nature Communications, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 4188. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24448-3. PMid:34234121.

LEFEBVRE, T., DESTANDAU, E. and LESELLIER, E., 2021. Selective 
extraction of bioactive compounds from plants using recent 
extraction techniques: a review. Journal of Chromatography. 
A, vol. 1635, pp. 461770. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
chroma.2020.461770 PMid:33310280.

MAKAREWICZ, M., DROŻDŻ, I., TARKO, T. and DUDA-CHODAK, A., 
2021. The interactions between polyphenols and microorganisms, 
especially gut microbiota. Antioxidants, vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 188. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/antiox10020188. PMid:33525629.

MARCHI, R.C., CAMPOS, I.A.S., SANTANA, V.T. and CARLOS, R.M., 
2022. Chemical implications and considerations on techniques 
used to assess the in vitro antioxidant activity of coordination 
compounds. Coordination Chemistry Reviews, vol. 451, pp. 214275. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2021.214275.

MARTINEZ-CORREA, H.A., MAGALHÃES, P.M., QUEIROGA, C.L., 
PEIXOTO, C.A., OLIVEIRA, A.L. and CABRAL, F.A., 2011. Extracts 
from pitanga (Eugenia uniflora L.) leaves: influence of extraction 
process on antioxidant properties and yield of phenolic 
compounds. The Journal of Supercritical Fluids, vol. 55, no. 3, 
pp. 998-1006. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.supflu.2010.09.001.

MARTÍNEZ-TREJO, A., RUIZ-RUIZ, J.M., GONZALEZ-AVILA, L.U., 
SALDAÑA-PADILLA, A., HERNÁNDEZ-CORTEZ, C., LOYOLA-CRUZ, 
M.A., BELLO-LÓPEZ, J.M. and CASTRO-ESCARPULLI, G., 2022. 
Evasion of antimicrobial activity in acinetobacter baumannii 
by target site modifications: an effective resistance mechanism. 
International Journal of Molecular Sciences, vol. 23, no. 12, pp. 6582. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms23126582. PMid:35743027.

MELO CANDEIA, G.L.O., COSTA, W.K., OLIVEIRA, A.M., NAPOLEÃO, T.H., 
GUEDES PAIVA, P.M., FERREIRA, M.R.A. and LIRA SOARES, L.A., 2022. 
Anti-inflammatory, antinociceptive effects and involvement of 
opioid receptors in the antinociceptive activity of Eugenia uniflora 
leaves obtained with water, ethanol, and propylene glycol mixture. 
Journal of Ethnopharmacology, vol. 296, pp. 115508. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.jep.2022.115508 PMid:35779820.

MENSOR, L.L., MENEZES, F.S., LEITAO, G.G., REIS, A.S., SANTOS, T.C., 
COUBE, C.S. and LEITAO, S.G., 2001. Screening of Brazilian plant 
extracts for antioxidant activity by the use of DPPH free radical 
method. Phytotherapy Research, vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 127-130. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ptr.687. PMid:11268111.

MESSAADIA, L., BEKKAR, Y., BENAMIRA, M. and LAHMAR, H., 2020. 
Predicting the antioxidant activity of some flavonoids of Arbutus 
plant: A theoretical approach. Chemical Physics Impact, vol. 1, 
pp. 100007. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chphi.2020.100007.

MUNTEANU, I.G. and APETREI, C., 2021. Analytical methods used 
in determining antioxidant activity: a review. International 
Journal of Molecular Sciences, vol. 22, no. 7, pp. 3380. http://
dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms22073380. PMid:33806141.

NAKAMURA-SILVA, R., CERDEIRA, L., OLIVEIRA-SILVA, M., COSTA, 
K.R.C., SANO, E., FUGA, B., MOURA, Q., ESPOSITO, F., LINCOPAN, 
N., WYRES, K. and PITONDO-SILVA, A., 2022. Multidrug-resistant 
Klebsiella pneumoniae: a retrospective study in Manaus, Brazil. 
Archives of Microbiology, vol. 204, no. 4, pp. 202. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1007/s00203-022-02813-0. PMid:35244778.

NEUPANE, P., BHUJU, S., THAPA, N. and BHATTARAI, H.K., 2019. ATP 
Synthase: structure, function and inhibition. J Biomolecular Concepts, 
vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 1-10. http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/bmc-2019-0001. 
PMid:30888962.

NGUYEN, T. and JEYAKUMAR, A., 2019. Genetic susceptibility to 
aminoglycoside ototoxicity. International Journal of Pediatric 
Otorhinolaryngology, vol. 120, pp. 15-19. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2019.02.002 PMid:30743189.

OMOKHUA, A.G., ONDUA, M., VAN STADEN, J. and MCGAW, L.J., 
2019. Synergistic activity of extracts of three South African alien 
invasive weeds combined with conventional antibiotics against 
selected opportunistic pathogens. South African Journal of Botany, 
vol. 124, pp. 251-257. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2019.05.023.

PEREIRA, N.L.F., AQUINO, P.E.A., JUNIOR, J.G.A.S., CRISTO, J.S., VIEIRA 
FILHO, M.A., MOURA, F.F., FERREIRA, N.M.N., SILVA, M.K.N., 
NASCIMENTO, E.M., CORREIA, F.M.A., CUNHA, F.A.B., BOLIGON, 
A.A., COUTINHO, H.D.M., MATIAS, E.F.F. and GUEDES, M.I.F., 2017. 
In vitro evaluation of the antibacterial potential and modification of 
antibiotic activity of the Eugenia uniflora L. essential oil in association 
with led lights. Microbial Pathogenesis, vol. 110, pp. 512-518. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2017.07.048 PMid:28760453.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2018.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2018.12.011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30543916&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41573-021-00233-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41573-021-00233-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34194012&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaim.2017.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaim.2017.05.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28869082&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40262-022-01143-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40262-022-01143-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35754071&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox9090797
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox9090797
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32867057&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-021-02747-z
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34999965&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34999965&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.5958/0974-360X.2019.00161.6
https://doi.org/10.5958/0974-360X.2019.00161.6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtcme.2017.04.002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29321996&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/pathogens10121615
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34959570&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24448-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34234121&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2020.461770
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2020.461770
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33310280&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox10020188
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33525629&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2021.214275
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.supflu.2010.09.001
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23126582
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35743027&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2022.115508
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2022.115508
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35779820&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/ptr.687
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11268111&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chphi.2020.100007
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22073380
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22073380
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33806141&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-022-02813-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-022-02813-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35244778&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1515/bmc-2019-0001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30888962&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30888962&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2019.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2019.02.002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30743189&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2019.05.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2017.07.048
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28760453&dopt=Abstract


Brazilian Journal of Biology, 2023, vol. 83, e274084 11/11

Eugenia uniflora as natural alternative

PETRY, R.D., ORTEGA, G.G. and SILVA, W.B., 2001. Flavonoid content 
assay: influence of the reagent concentration and reaction 
time on the spectrophotometric behavior of the aluminium 
chloride--flavonoid complex. Die Pharmazie, vol. 56, no. 6, 
pp. 465-470. PMid:11446166.

PHE, K., BOWERS, D.R., BABIC, J.T. and TAM, V.H., 2019. Outcomes 
of empiric aminoglycoside monotherapy for Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa bacteremia. Diagnostic Microbiology and Infectious 
Disease, vol. 93, no. 4, pp. 346-348. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
diagmicrobio.2018.10.019. PMid:30522794.

PLATZER, M., KIESE, S., HERFELLNER, T., SCHWEIGGERT-WEISZ, 
U., MIESBAUER, O. and EISNER, P., 2021. Common trends 
and differences in antioxidant activity analysis of phenolic 
substances using single electron transfer based assays. Molecules 
(Basel, Switzerland), vol. 26, no. 5, pp. 1244. http://dx.doi.
org/10.3390/molecules26051244. PMid:33669139.

RAMOS, R.T.M., BEZERRA, I.C.F., FERREIRA, M.R.A. and SOARES, L.A.L., 
2017. Spectrophotometric quantification of flavonoids in herbal 
material, crude extract, and fractions from leaves of Eugenia 
uniflora linn. Pharmacognosy Reviews, vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 253-260. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/pr.pr_143_16. PMid:28827966.

RE, R., PELLEGRINI, N., PROTEGGENTE, A., PANNALA, A., YANG, 
M. and RICE-EVANS, C., 1999. Antioxidant activity applying 
an improved ABTS radical cation decolorization assay. Free 
Radical Biology & Medicine, vol. 26, no. 9-10, pp. 1231-1237. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0891-5849(98)00315-3. 
PMid:10381194.

ROSA, M., VERDINO, A., SORIENTE, A. and MARABOTTI, A., 2021. 
The Odd Couple(s): an overview of beta-lactam antibiotics 
bearing more than one pharmacophoric group. International 
Journal of Molecular Sciences, vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 617. http://dx.doi.
org/10.3390/ijms22020617. PMid:33435500.

SANTOS, J.F.S., ROCHA, J.E., BEZERRA, C.F., NASCIMENTO SILVA, 
M.K., MATOS, Y.M.L.S., FREITAS, T.S., SANTOS, A.T.L., CRUZ, R.P., 
MACHADO, A.J.T., RODRIGUES, T.H.S., BRITO, E.S., SALES, D.L., 
OLIVEIRA ALMEIDA, W., COSTA, J.G.M., COUTINHO, H.D.M. 
and MORAIS-BRAGA, M.F.B., 2018. Chemical composition, 
antifungal activity and potential anti-virulence evaluation 
of the Eugenia uniflora essential oil against Candida spp. Food 
Chemistry, vol. 261, pp. 233-239. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
foodchem.2018.04.015 PMid:29739588.

SANTOS, J.V.D.O., COSTA JÚNIOR, S.D., MEDEIROS, S.M.F.R.S., 
CAVALCANTI, I.D.L., SOUZA, J.B., CORIOLANO, D.L., SILVA, 
W.R.C., ALVES, M. and CAVALCANTI, I.M.F., 2022. Panorama of 
bacterial infections caused by epidemic resistant strains. Current 
Microbiology, vol. 79, no. 6, pp. 175. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
s00284-022-02875-9. PMid:35488983.

SARDI, J.C., FREIRES, I.A., LAZARINI, J.G., INFANTE, J., ALENCAR, S.M. 
and ROSALEN, P.L., 2017. Unexplored endemic fruit species 
from Brazil: antibiofilm properties, insights into mode of 
action, and systemic toxicity of four Eugenia spp. Microbial 
Pathogenesis, vol. 105, pp. 280-287. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
micpath.2017.02.044 PMid:28259673.

SIDDEEQH, S., PARIDA, A., JOSE, M. and PAI, V., 2016. Estimation 
of antimicrobial properties of aqueous and alcoholic extracts 
of Salvadora Persica (Miswak) on oral microbial pathogens - 
an invitro study. Journal of Clinical and Diagnostic Research: 
JCDR, vol. 10, no. 9, pp. FC13-FC16. http://dx.doi.org/10.7860/
JCDR/2016/22213.8524. PMid:27790459.

SISA, M., BONNET, S.L., FERREIRA, D. and VAN DER WESTHUIZEN, 
J.H., 2010. Photochemistry of flavonoids. Molecules 
(Basel, Switzerland), vol. 15, no. 8, pp. 5196-5245. http://dx.doi.
org/10.3390/molecules15085196. PMid:20714295.

SOBEH, M., EL-RAEY, M., REZQ, S., ABDELFATTAH, M.A.O., 
PETRUK, G., OSMAN, S., EL-SHAZLY, A.M., EL-BESHBISHY, H.A., 
MAHMOUD, M.F. and WINK, M., 2019. Chemical profiling of 
secondary metabolites of Eugenia uniflora and their antioxidant, 
anti-inflammatory, pain killing and anti-diabetic activities: 
A comprehensive approach. Journal of Ethnopharmacology, 
vol. 240, pp. 111939. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2019.111939 
PMid:31095981.

SOUZA, L.B.F.C., SILVA-ROCHA, W.P., FERREIRA, M.R.A., SOARES, L.A.L., 
SVIDZINSKI, T.I.E., MILAN, E.P., PIRES, R.H., FUSCO ALMEIDA, 
A.M., MENDES-GIANNINI, M.J.S. and MARANHAO CHAVES, 
G., 2018. Influence of Eugenia uniflora extract on adhesion to 
human buccal epithelial cells, biofilm formation, and cell surface 
hydrophobicity of Candida spp. from the oral cavity of kidney 
transplant recipients. Molecules (Basel, Switzerland), vol. 23, 
no. 10, pp. 2418. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules23102418. 
PMid:30241381.

TAO, J., YAN, S., WANG, H., ZHAO, L., ZHU, H. and WEN, Z., 2022. 
Antimicrobial and antibiofilm effects of total flavonoids from 
Potentilla kleiniana Wight et Arn on Pseudomonas aeruginosa 
and its potential application to stainless steel surfaces. LWT, 
vol. 154, pp. 112631. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2021.112631.

VILLANUEVA, X., ZHEN, L., NUNEZ ARES, J., VACKIER, T., LANGE, H., 
CRESTINI, C. and STEENACKERS, H., 2023. Effect of chemical 
modifications of tannins on their antimicrobial and antibiofilm 
effect against Gram-negative and Gram-positive bacteria. 
Frontiers in Microbiology, vol. 13, pp. 987164. http://dx.doi.
org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.987164 PMid:36687646.

WAGNER, H. and ULRICH-MERZENICH, G., 2009. Synergy research: 
approaching a new generation of phytopharmaceuticals. 
Phytomedicine, vol. 16, no. 2-3, pp. 97-110. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.phymed.2008.12.018. PMid:19211237.

WEI, G.X., XU, X. and WU, C.D., 2011. In vitro synergism between 
berberine and miconazole against planktonic and biofilm Candida 
cultures. Archives of Oral Biology, vol. 56, no. 6, pp. 565-572. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.archoralbio.2010.11.021. PMid:21272859.

WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION – WHO, 2021 [viewed 12 December 2022]. 
Antimicrobial resistance. Available from: https://www.who.int/
news-room/fact-sheets/detail/antimicrobial-resistance

YAMAGUCHI, T., 2022. Antibacterial effect of the combination of 
terpenoids. Archives of Microbiology, vol. 204, no. 8, pp. 520. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00203-022-03142-y. PMid:35877010.

YING, L., ZHU, H., SHOJI, S. and FREDRICK, K., 2019. Roles of specific 
aminoglycoside-ribosome interactions in the inhibition of 
translation. RNA (New York, N.Y.), vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 247-254. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1261/rna.068460.118. PMid:30413565.

YUAN, G., GUAN, Y., YI, H., LAI, S., SUN, Y. and CAO, S., 2021. 
Antibacterial activity and mechanism of plant flavonoids to 
gram-positive bacteria predicted from their lipophilicities. 
Scientific Reports, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 10471. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1038/s41598-021-90035-7. PMid:34006930.

ZUORRO, A., IANNONE, A. and LAVECCHIA, R., 2019. Water–organic 
solvent extraction of phenolic antioxidants from brewers’ 
spent grain. Processes (Basel, Switzerland), vol. 7, no. 3, pp. 126. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/pr7030126.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11446166&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.diagmicrobio.2018.10.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.diagmicrobio.2018.10.019
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30522794&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26051244
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26051244
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33669139&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.4103/pr.pr_143_16
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28827966&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0891-5849(98)00315-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10381194&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10381194&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22020617
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22020617
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33435500&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2018.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2018.04.015
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29739588&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-022-02875-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-022-02875-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35488983&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2017.02.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.micpath.2017.02.044
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28259673&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7860/JCDR/2016/22213.8524
https://doi.org/10.7860/JCDR/2016/22213.8524
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27790459&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules15085196
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules15085196
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20714295&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2019.111939
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31095981&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31095981&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules23102418
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30241381&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30241381&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2021.112631
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.987164
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2022.987164
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=36687646&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phymed.2008.12.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.phymed.2008.12.018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19211237&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.archoralbio.2010.11.021
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21272859&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00203-022-03142-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35877010&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1261/rna.068460.118
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30413565&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-90035-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-90035-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34006930&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/pr7030126

