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ALRRY 1Z N1a7iande 2.45 = 0.42 1y, A1 MIC vasansaiavenuaniaesaneiugianameemueatayinauial
7.81 un./ua. luvgnasadanldienuiial MIC 1gend1 (A. indica a8l 31.25 Un./4a. uag A. excelsa ogil

15.63 un./ua.) agslsinuansainreruantuazianisdesaneiug liinavatamedviazaela awnsadudnis
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ABSTRACT

The widespread use of antibiotics in the livestock industry, particularly in dairy goats, has led to a
severe problem of Antimicrobial Resistance (AMR), causing massive economic losses. This global health crisis
underscores the urgent need for effective and sustainable natural alternatives. This research aimed to:
1) compare the efficacy of different solvents in extracting active compounds against Staphylococcus aureus
from Indian neem (Azadirachta indica) \eaves and Siamese neem (Azadirachta excelsa) \eaves, and
2) determine the Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) and Minimum Bactericidal Concentration (MBC)
against pathogenic S. aureus isolates from dairy goats. Crude leaf extracts from both plant species were
prepared using three different solvents: ethanol (C,HsOH), hexane(C¢H,,), and distilled water (H,0). The anti-
S. aureus activity against isolates from goats with mastitis was evaluated using the Agar Well Diffusion
technique to measure the Inhibition Zones (1), and the Broth Microdilution technique to determine the
MICs and MBCs. The results demonstrated that the crude leaf extract of A. excelsa extracted with ethanol
exhibited the best antibacterial activity, yielding the widest average 1Z of 2.45 + pm 0.42 mm. The MIC values
for crude extracts from both species prepared with ethanol and distilled water were 7.81 mg/ml, while the
hexane extracts showed higher MICs (A. indica at 31.25 mg/ml and A. excelsa at 15.63 mg/ml). Nonetheless,
crude leaf extracts from both neem species, regardless of the solvent used, significantly inhibited the growth
of S. aureus. Statistical analysis confirmed a significant difference (P< 0.05) in MIC and MBC values between
the neem species and the type of solvent employed. This study confirms the concentration-dependent
efficacy of crude leaf extracts from both neem species against S. aureus. The findings indicate that these
natural compounds have the potential to be developed as alternatives to antibiotics for controlling
pathogenic bacterial infections in livestock, particularly mastitis in dairy goats.

Keywords: Azadirachta indica, Azadirachta excelsa, Antibacterials, Goat mastitis
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\Fouuafide Staphylococcus aureus (5. aureus) li§unsseusuindunildudelsarolsaiidn Soyfian
Tunadedn Tngamyogneddluvinaisadm vy wu Tauuuagunyuy (Romano et al, 2020) M3faLLe
s. aureus WdwimanifuamamdnveansiAalsauusniay (mastitis) failugnisgydenansygiaiiouss
RegMAIVINTIUNTLNYATIALAN \losnnandniunanas Qmmwﬁmmﬁamm LLﬁz@iﬂ%’aﬁ&J“lumﬁﬂmﬁqqsﬁu
(De Lima et al., 2020) WaNWHBAINNITATNANUFENIENIAATUFAIR e S. aureus é’ql,fluﬁﬁl@ﬂmuﬁﬁwﬁ Y2k
gunmuesUsevu (Public Health Threat) ImaLfJuL%aﬁawuﬁmﬂul,ﬁauéfmmauLLa:mamﬁm%umLLasﬁﬁw Aty Mg
ansaNanansiuriiag1g 9 ponunUudeuluems (Romano et al., 2020) nalnmaneSanwweaie S. aureus
fududou Tnglifissmiduaiveeddsaduusniauluunsuiuazdniduriniy widilauansolunisudn
a1sienanuvin LU TSST-1 (Toxic Shock Syndrome Toxin-1), exfoliative toxins way leukocidins ansiwivant
dawalaemswionisiaissruugiduiuvesdnififndeuardnaiulidefimafiusuinedsmnt: meludey
Yruy ¥ 19n15¥nw181n893u (Rainard et al, 2018: Aslantas et al., 2020) wHT0 S aureus TN1TWAIUN

Auaunsalunishenas1ufdaug (Antimicrobial Resistance: AMR) 1n8idie S. aureus WuannndAgyvadlsn
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fuvusies T uget1wiowilos (De Lima et al, 2020) Yadeddgiiduasuliinnisusuiil laun nsdanis
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WsuivInguenansimazeay waznsldenujTrusedainugt o WWuszeznaiu feahlnaansdadenaieiug

AUFIINYIRNAIN AU IUeIUTruglaviindu (Park and Foster, 2021) NSiNAUYBIAEWUGTAIUNIUEN
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U§jTug (Antibiotic-Resistant Strains) a1 Juussiiuiiuninasge8s ins1ze1admansznumoguawIasuyue

PINLYDADYILNTNTEINYRNIUN NGB IMTNTON1SHUNALABMSI (Park and Foster, 2021) wana1nin155nw198e1

UfFnerdundyivguassadiAgainnisiae S. aureus aunsoasaaaninumAmy (persisted cells) luillolge
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YednInfndeld lwadmailaunsaseniuainnisinwssenufiaus il inliiAnanuvmeegiwnniunis
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infection) 1é8nasuilongnnisnun (Peyrusson et al, 2020) 31nAABITRINITABNUFT U IiRngeTu
amynsaaeadamuTente uareudswiensuuioudasisngy fmududuiisdesumermadenty
nstiasnuluel q Ailsyansninuasdsdu iileannisiensUfTugndnlunauadend nglan rogradanisld
ansafmanfiviidnenmiiugadngs flanunsnthunvszgndldifiedesfunazaiuaunisuninszaisvenie
s. aureus luwsuunzuseg1siuszaniaw dsasdunisanlonialunisiianisindonuuliuaniainis
(subclinical infection) %aﬁiwmummLgaﬂqﬂﬁﬁaaaz 50 Tugraaainiswantiuy (Michael et al, 2023) uaz
Jafodu 1 1wy mausngnusniinnnudluvaeiidsdinisasiahuntion warranisdntafudesiulse (Michael et
al., 2023)
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Taglanyasnais avindude (Azadirachta indica) uazagianiiien (Azadirachta excelsa) \ufivayulnsifiqns
n1s1n1ngs Tnslanizanseangniiidrdyludiulufieaisngu Limonoids 19 Nimbolide uag Gedunin §4il
enunsinwegineneindauaudilumsiutogadn Tasamzdedounsuuin wu . aureus Fsuandng
91n@15 Azadirachtin fifnwuanududugdluwda nislédnluiadumadeniivasnsouaziiridlding mside
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sruuilomdhasanefvnzauiian fesfsansesngvidlilduszansningaan eilaziandude (A indica) 163y
mwauleegnagiluiAdoilesndasussnounsiinmiiiussavsnmuasigvmandsineniivanvany
mamuRuNpg Meiudouuaiife metudoliawarnisinunisniay (sfaa uwasaae, 2555) fewmniiasa
Jaingnuunuunuindu “Fulsisinassd” (Miracle Tree) lumandwinen iiesanesduszneumaniifidudounas
Uselovifivannvane %"aam’1iﬂﬁﬂlﬂ%ﬂ'ﬁﬂ%ﬁlﬁ@&mmﬂumu%’awﬂmﬂwmuasﬂqﬁmi (Chen et al,, 2018;
Kharwar et al., 2020) ansafaneunduazniansifiuianuanifsugadniidussansnmlunsdediuie
Tsavaneuiia TudsuaiiGounsuay wefiSeunsuuinuastedtlauueiisondiduaguesialse (Srvastava
et al., 2020; Wright et al., 2022) miﬁmsnLawwmzmwudwmiaﬁ’wm‘umﬁl‘uasmuamqmééﬁuﬁmmﬂﬁL%'m?‘i
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Juanstuyanusssumfiioniuaunisiindeved

Waesidudnisasyiulnveutenuaiiiseasednsliiuddny (Del Serrone et al, 2015) uananiddinsnaaeugns
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AULTe Pseudomonas aeruginosa Faduienelsanes1uiTiusnatsaiin lngnuinarsainainaziniaunse
Banedalang 60% nelu 1 $lue wagvianeanuanieglu 8 42lug (Del Serrone et al,, 2015) Use@Nsn1nwes
Tuazionlunsunmduwarnisusinadunaunain asusenauna@innvatesila (Hashim et al, 2021) a15Usenau
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ToA nimbolide, gedunin, azadiradione, nimbin, nimbidin, salannin, nimbolinin, nimbolinin A and B awma’wﬁ
drulugiluarsoangninisdaniniidauant@du antimicrobial (Alzohairy, 2016; Rajendran et al., 2024)
asatailanduiigaluluagiano nimbolide FsgnAnwifuunlundvosqnifiunzifasiudoqdunis
(Alzohairy, 2016; Rajendran et al., 2024) Imﬂﬁaiﬂ@mauﬁ’amaﬁaﬂsLuéwﬁiﬂLﬂuﬁumiwaﬁiaﬁnﬁ%% dleldluysunm
fsriauaedimsfinymuiildfamndusunneussanuidssiednidssgnisunluanne in vivo Alé¥uansarin

“y1UANALLAT (Chen et al., 2018)
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msfnwdagudsatiluiinmumuasinlugiusanssue asidndnsiivwazansaunulsaduiuiiy
iuuﬁ’ugmauﬁawmﬂﬁmmmLmﬁﬁqméﬁué‘jy’qmsm'%zylﬁuimmaaﬁ‘u (Chassagne et al., 2021) Hilanseengnsnis
Fanmdildanity (natural products: NPs) anunsawvsmuuszannldidu 4 Uszinm 1oun sanasss (alkaloids),
auusiuadn (phenolic derivatives) iasiiuean (terpenoids) wagasunualad (metabolites) (Chassagne et

L, 2021) way mﬂW5Wﬁmm’mmmaqmm’maamw (antimicrobial) 1‘1«!1/114’3%1]1«!2‘1'1iVI?J’WW'iE]‘\HﬂWﬂ’]SLﬁ]iEULG]UIG]‘UEN

14 w“‘ § Galdun uwuafide 1Wes Usin uarlaia videlddhasiudenuafiFenienufioue lnsnmudoadue
faansfenviesudinianiyiivlavesuaiids msfnwgvsduuuaiiGeinaziiuiiranududulunssuddus
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Forinamsmnd Tasmaisuifisvlssanmlunsadnaisesngqrisanluasiaisaesaetusmedwhazaiei
fianudtaineiu ieadesanudiugulunsian asadavervanluasinilundadusimadionansssumni
dmsumuauuazdnnislsanuudniauluwnesoly

[ (3 U

Asaneluastlinguseasanan 1) wellSeuisulssansninvessvinazanennswiia (Bn1uea

q
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e wazdnay) Tunisadnanseengnddiuie S. aureus Mnluaziaduifsazluasiafisuiiuenlaainungus
wag 2) LilenAIAutuiagana1u1saduds (MIC) wuagsiniaia (Minimum Bactericidal Concentration, MBC)

fiolsA S. aureus MeasafaeUNNUTEANSAMANER

aUnTalLazIsNs

1) Msuenidenelsaanunee: Usediuenmsdednuaemamennueaduuunsiifiuiuyg dunaune
maﬁasﬂw&'gﬂﬁﬁmm LLazLLﬂLszViLﬁamﬂQﬂLLax‘Lﬁﬂfwumquwz mﬂﬁ?uﬂé’ﬁaaﬁamuqaﬁama MNTARLEALILNE
FaiifinuRinUnfvesdiuy Wy wanteInIsenauresiuuidaiau Tnsasnuinflonnisuans enfiduusnauiu
160 WhunSounaruauas Wusiuse Wusuiuiuiinguine fteudeudsliariaue viedinsiifsnuusiin
Tannthunund LﬁawuLLé’qﬁwmiﬁﬂLﬁamwﬂﬁwé’auﬁwé’agé’ﬂmﬁ (FALUAIIINIOVBIDTLIN WATALLY, 2564) 1L
unsidausnliuazudunsfiasdeinfidnsasiduusnay wilduanseinisiidiy uvinisnaaeusietien
California Mastitis Test (CMT) Wit fnienfutiug asifnanuniindsazannuiodesiueg fuuiua
TosnAnwadlutiug Fergnusnnlusisidulsaduusniay (Dohoo and Meek, 1982) oy nwalialunegsian
flnauindenamnaeueiien CMT wasifuiegnahuuanusiunengudangn

2) shieghaiuiiulddhsacuuiiiniheetomsidendouds Mannitol salt agar (MSA) kag9111s
Baird-Parker agar 91ntiuthlUtuAssfiguvnd 37 sseneaidoauiu 24 dalusdmidenlaladl Addnuwazade

Staphylococcus aureus AnLapNTONRANWAE typical colony Waeanuug atypical colony wnaslueImsiaesite
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%¥iln nutrient agar ievhnsdondunsuuasnaaeunsduadl liun Coasulase test waw Catalase test Au3Fves
AnfdnA uaranun (2550) Iewde S. aureus auauliARndunsuuingUinauuaslinauandensnaaoudae’s
Coagulase test oy Catalase test Imﬂ%ﬁgammgm Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923 ﬁiﬁ%amﬂiwﬁmﬂ
WoeUUAN159aT7INe Angdneansiazmalulagnisinuns in1Ine1aeAauing Ieunasaunamnysy3
duidoauaudmiunamedeudngn ieBuduandausnidenelsrnnihuuilldanudungidudusnay
\iothumeaeuifuansatnneiuainluasnn

3) ihluanmudeuasluasniionsndaimuazern nduiluimiliivnadnas tluialiuis
IuaszﬁﬁﬂﬁLLﬁqLLT&%Qﬂﬁwmaﬁmﬁwﬁuﬁﬁa:ma 3 9iin Ao LBN1Ua (Semi-polar/Polar) tl@ntyu (Non-polar)
wazthndu (Polan) Tnglld dndu 1:10 (TmgAu 100 n¥u dafavhazane 1,000 faddns) iuan 7 Tulasartedn 3
ady thansafanenuwghueiosudn Wunan 7 fu ndndutharsadaverunsesaefivnuisasnsyaiy
n389 (Whatman™ No. 1) ansafinfildazihlusiliuissieindesndusziveasuuunyy (Rotary evaporator) Lay
AnanUesifusinanan (% Yield) Aeuhunassuduaisazarsidudu (Stock Solution)

4) msvedevnvsEToLUATiSe YhnsadeugridiuwuaiSesaeds Broth Microdilution Method
fﬁ%ﬁumwmmmgwmm Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) Ingiin159auUasaini1uiseuss
Nanasombat et al. (2009) wiian1A1 MIC uaz MBC vevansadaneu lun1snaaesiilaldide . aureus ATCC
25923 LfJuL‘?yljam‘U@u (Positive Control) kaglga1U]¥Iug Gentamicin L’fJumimUﬂu (Reference Antibiotic)
miaﬁ’wmumﬂazLmﬁy’qaaamaﬁuﬁ%’ﬁszﬁummL%’wﬁu 1000, 500, 250, 125, 62.50, 31.25, 15.63 way 7.81
mg/ml AUAIAU

5) MsnadeuIAn MIC ansataveruainazinn Ingld3s Broth dilution vhlaeidsadouuaiideluoims
Nutrient broth tlutufigamgii 37 ssaneadea unan 24 dalus danuivanuenugureadelifiarugu
WINUAINYUTBIETATANENINTIU McFarland No. 0.5 (1.5 x10° 1wad/diadans) i tigesn 20 lulasdns
naNasannneIUaINazan 60 tulasang Usuusunsluila 120 lulasanssisenuns Nutrient Broth Taluaiuvaass
96 wau Ineaududugarinevesansatiavenuainazanvziniu 0.78 - 50 fadnsuseliadans Inefiyanunuiy
oMslABTe L%aagéum%'éﬁﬂﬁﬂmnmsaﬁwmu wafYnaraeveESANANLUALIAN mmfuﬁwquulﬂﬂuﬁ
gl 37 sareaidea 1Wuian 24 lus ﬁwlﬂa'mﬂ"]mi@mmﬁuuaﬂﬂﬂ%’m%ﬂ Microplate reader i OD,s,
Ainsnesian MIC nanududumgavesansatavevasinildsuanisganduuasldivhiusamuauiiduems
Aoadeiliiliaunid dwsumen MBC landodotuadluurazvauvomunqunadeundthidesmeasuy
9115 Nutrient agar thlUunfl gamndl 37 ssrwaidea 1Juan 24 $alus Fnsmeanueiyivlnveade
m’mLﬁﬁwﬁ’uﬂummsaﬁwmuazmﬁl@iﬁﬁam?m@dm sufurn MBC yhnsnaaowiavan 3 91 dusunsinse
Yoyamaadin I deyatliuiingizinnuuususIumuunun1smaass Analysis of variance (ANOVA) #1833

Tukey’s test AiszAuANUTDLIUSDEaY 95 METUTLATIAATIEINNEDR R

aw
WEaN13738

Nan15Maaes nudn arsatanenuanluasaduie (A indica) Svdduie S. aureus Awsnanituy

unzlpgnanIsnagaau A1 1Z 735 Agar well diffusion vesansanavetuaInluazinIfedmviazats 3 in laun

levuea mNLdLTY 95% Lenieu waziinay Wudwﬁqwéé’mmiLf«]’%zyl,auimsuaﬂL?ga Staphylococcus aureus

mﬂﬁqm Tngidurnaudnaaresan inhibition zone 11U 2.45+0.42, 1.26+0.23,1.63%1.32 mm AuE1AY
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wazilawIeuLiisuainnguatuny wudtasadanevastadudeildieviueadudinasanelinadfanlunis

guBaLTe Staphylococcus aureus 30 Table 1

Table 1 Zone of inhibition of Medicinal Azadirachta indica Extracts against Staphylococcus aureus of

treatment
Solvent P-value %CV
Treatment Ethanol 95% Hexane Distilled Water

1000 mg/ml 2.45+0.42 1.26+0.23 1.63+1.32 0.26™ 45.70
500 meg/ml 1.71°+0.56 0.78°+0.15 0.58°+0.07 0.01° 33.21
250 mg/ml 1.69°+0.34 1.85°+0.37 0.63°+0.00 <0.005" 21.09
125 mg/ml 0.84+0.25 0.81+0.44 0.38+0.00 0.17™ 43.22
62.50 mg/ml 0.46+0.14 0.40+0.22 0.31+0.05 0.53"™ 39.73
31.25 mg/ml 0.58+0.07 0.28°+0.09 0.28"+0.09 <0.05" 23.11
15.63 mg/ml 0.42+0.06 0.47+0.17 0.31+0.10 0.37™ 31.49
7.81 mg/ml 0.31+0.05 0.40+0.22 0.34+0.05 0.74"™ 38.44
Gentamicin 2.26+0.00 2.17+0.15 2.08+0.15 0.29" 5.63

®" Different superscript letters in the same row indicate statistically significant differences at P < 0.05

NNANTITNAFBY Table 2 N5 USIUTEUUTEANTNINVBIESANANYIUINLUALLANDURENANARIEAIV

a¥aNy LoN1Uea AIILTY 95% Lanteu wudifisysu 1000 meg/ml Winananian diutndulvinasiniinguaiuay

wanean ansatanevasiaduRefilduinaudusviazanelifignslunisdudude S. aureus Werlioudiouiu

'
o o

YdAAEIN19EDR (P<0.05)

o

nauAIUAN Juansraiuee1adl

Table 2 Zone of inhibition of Medicinal Azadirachta excelsa Extracts against Staphylococcus aureus of

treatment diets

Solvent P-value %CV
Treatment Ethanol 95% Hexane Distilled Water

1000 Mg/ml 2.99°+0.55 2.18"+0.39 0.96°+0.31 0.00" 21.13
500 Mg/ml 2.54°+0.28 1.85°+0.37 0.58°+0.07 <0.005" 16.54
250 Mg/ml 1.69°+0.34 1.85°+0.37 0.637+0.00 <0.005" 21.09
125 Mg/ml 1.07°+0.27 0.58°+0.07 0.58°+0.07 0.01" 22.61
62.50Mg/ml 0.50+0.07 0.42+0.06 0.46+0.69 0.06™ 14.57
31.25Mg/ml 0.38+0.11 0.76+0.37 0.31+0.05 0.10™ 46.79
15.63Mg/ml 0.28°+0.09 1.32°+0.20 0.34°+0.50 <0.005" 20.26
7.81 Mg/ml 0.31+0.05 0.43+0.18 0.31+0.05 0.40™ 38.44
Gentamicin 2.18+0.31 2.18+0.31 2.17+0.15 0.99"™ 12.34

> Different superscript letters in the same row indicate statistically significant differences at P<0.05
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1NNANITNAABY Table 3 ANULTNTUATIgATIaNTaduduTaLUATISY S. aureus LaATignAoanTain
neruneuluazianduiouasluasimniisunldivinazaailuieniuea 95% laeiia MIC iriude 7.81 mg/ml
drunsanaemetnndu A1 MIC Yasaz1dulie 41 7.81 mg/ml uansisanaznienildn1sisn1sineany uedl

A1 MIC 15.63 mg/ml

Table 3 Minimal inhibitory concentration (MIC) of Azadirachta indica and Azadirachta excelsa leaves

extracted against pathogenic bacteria isolated from the goat

Plant Extract Part used MIC (mg/ml)
Ethanol 95% Hexane Distilled Water
Azadirachta indica Leaves 7.81 31.25 7.81
Azadirachta excelsa Leaves 7.81 15.63 15.63

a a

INWANTNARB Table 4 Arandudugeaniianfiansadudiazanyauuailise S. aureus 95% Laniwu
warthndu wuhansataveunluasaduneildsinazaraduenueanazindu A MBC winiu Ae 31.25
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