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ABSTRACT

Experiments were conducted in the laboratory to evaluate the
influence of six Yemeni honeys (Sallam, Sidr Wessabi, Sidr Dwani, Flowers,
Dwani pasture and Soomur) and another commercial honey (Australian), with
five concentration (0.5, 1, 5, 10 and 20%) against pathogenic bacteria
(Salmonella, Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus aureus, Pseudomonas
aeruginosa and Proteus). Our results indicated that the honeys Sallam,
Flowers and Dwani pasture were the most effects against pathogenic
bacteria followed by Sidr Wessabi and the third honeys group were Sidr
Dwani and Soomur. Meanwhile, commercial honey was less effective against
pathogenic bacteria. All tested honeys were more effective at 20 and 10 %
than at 0.5, 1 and 5% against pathogenic bacteria. Dwani pasture honey
exhibit good activities against growth of E. coli and Pseudomonas
aeruginosa at all concentration. Also, minimal inhibition was appeared
against Staphylococcus aureus at 5, 10 and 20% for its. However, Sidr
Dwani honey was appeared highly effects against all pathogenic bacteria
under study with highly significant at 20% followed by Sallam honey at the
same concentration. No antibacterial activity was seen at honey
concentration 0.5, 1 and 5% for the majority honeys.

Keywords: Honey, antibacterial, pathogenic bacteria and Yemen.
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