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Abstract

:

To combat the threat of antimicrobial resistance, it is important to discover innovative and effective alternative antibacterial agents. Garlic has been recommended as a medicinal plant with antibacterial qualities. Hence, we conducted this study to evaluate the antibacterial activity of ultrasonicated garlic extract against Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus aureus sub. aureus, Streptococcus mutans, and Poryphyromonas gingivalis. Aqueous ultrasonicated garlic extract was tested against these strains, and their antibacterial activity quantified using both agar disk diffusion and agar well diffusion methods; the plate count technique was used to estimate the total viable count. Moreover, Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR), transmission electron microscopy (TEM), and microplate spectrophotometry were used to characterize garlic nanoparticles. The results confirmed that all tested bacteria were sensitive to both sonicated and non-sonicated garlic extracts. Streptococcus mutans was the most susceptible bacteria; on the other hand, Escherichia coli was the most resistant bacteria. Furthermore, characterization of the prepared garlic nanoparticles, showed the presence of organosulfur and phenolic compounds, carboxyl groups, and protein particles. Based on the obtained results, ultrasonicated garlic extract is a potent antibacterial agent. It can come in handy while developing novel antibiotics against bacteria that have developed resistance.
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1. Introduction


The increasing mortality rate of infectious diseases is one the most challenging public health problems faced by different countries worldwide. This compromises and poses a threat to human health. Numerous synthetic antibiotic agents have always been used for the management of infectious diseases. Looking at the figures from 2000 to 2015, the statistics confirm that global antibiotics consumption levels have reached 65%, including the use of strong antibiotic agents like colistin and carbapenem [1]. Unfortunately, the wide use of antibiotics has increased the development of bacterial resistant strains to antibiotics [2], which has resulted in a reduction in the effectiveness of some of the antibacterial agents, leading to high mortality rates. Antibiotic resistance is considered one of the world’s most urgent public health problems [3,4].



A literature review has provided guidelines to minimize the increase of antibiotic resistance in the management of infections. Antibiotic resistance can be reduced by making an appropriate, timely diagnosis before doing any treatment planning; proper prescription and use of antibiotics by physicians as well as patients; effective implementation of strategies to prevent the transmission of infectious diseases; and discovering new antibacterial agents might help to control microbial drug resistance [5]. Of these, invention of new antimicrobial agents has been given more attention compared to other strategies [6].



Medicinal plants have been used for many years in the treatment of a vast number of human diseases by the community, specifically in traditional medicine. They are considered the main source of new, natural, and safe drugs to be utilized in managing diseases as an effective and harmless alternative medicine [7,8], because they are not expensive and pose minimum side effects to humans. According to a report published in 2002 by the World Health Organization (WHO) in Geneva, medicinal plants have significant value and could be considered as the best source of complementary and alternative natural medicines [9].



Garlic, scientifically known as Allium sativum, is one of the oldest plants used as a spice in food and also used as a medicine because of its many benefits to human health and wellbeing [10,11]. Findings have shown that garlic can be used in the management of various diseases such as cardiovascular disease and hyperglycemia. Additionallygarlic has been approved to reduce the risk of cancer, boosting the immune system and protecting against inflammation as well as infectious diseases [12,13,14].



Results from different studies have shown that garlic extracts have the capacity to inhibit the growth of some pathogenic microorganisms [15,16]. Their antimicrobial activity has been linked to the presence of sulphur compounds [17], specifically, allicin which is the compound produced by the alliin lyase enzyme, after crushing or bruising a garlic bulb [12]. Many medical bacteria, including gram-positive and gram-negative strains, are sensitive to garlic extracts [18,19], indicating that that garlic has a reliable broad-spectrum of activity related to its chemical composition [20]. However, the amounts and types of antimicrobial substances extracted depend on diverse extraction methods. Ultrasound-assisted extraction is considered as one of the best green extraction methods for extracting bioactive compounds from various spices, including garlic. The advantages include low-temperature extraction, easy operation, less cost, time, and energy requirement, and reduced use of toxic chemicals [21,22]. Several studies have conducted ultrasonic-assisted extraction of bioactive antimicrobial substances from garlic such as allicin, essential oil, flavonoids, polyphenols, and sulfur compounds [23,24,25,26,27]. However, despite numerous studies done on garlic extract particles against bacteria, the antibacterial activity of probe ultrasonicated garlic extract against Staphylococcus aureus sub. aureus, Streptococcus mutans, Escherichia coli, and Poryphyromonas gingivalis are still not certain. This present study evaluates the antibacterial activity of probe ultrasonicated garlic extract against the four listed bacteria so that the results of this study can be utilized for the future development of novel antibacterial agents for replacing the existing antibacterial agents, against which the tested bacteria have developed resistance.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Source of Bacteria Strains


The tested microorganisms, Streptococcus mutans 11823 (ATCC 25175), Escherichia coli (ATCC 11234), Staphylococcus aureus sub. aureus (KCT 1928), and Poryphyromonas gingivalis (KCT 5352) were purchased from the Korean Culture Center for Microorganisms.




2.2. Culture Preparation


All tested bacteria were activated by re-culturing them on their specific agar growth media, E. coli was re-cultured on trypticase soy agar (TSA), S. mutans, P. gingivalis, and S. aureus sub. aureus were re-cultured on brain heart infusion (BHI) agar, and the agar plates were incubated for 24 h at 37 degrees Celsius in an inverted position. After 24 h, bacteria were picked from each agar plate as single colonies and then sub-cultured into their specific broth media. Using the spectrophotometer (Optizen 2120UV plus), the turbidity of the broth culture was standardized at an optical density (OD) of 0.05 at 600 nm, before being tested against a garlic extract.




2.3. Preparation of Ultrasonicated Aqueous Garlic Extract


Fresh bulbs of garlic (Allium sativum, obtained from a local market, Gwangjin-gu, Seoul, Korea) were washed using tap water, peeled, cut into small pieces, and then dried in the oven at 55 degrees Celsius for seven days. The dried garlic was grounded using an electric blender, and 20 g of powder was measured and mixed with 100 mL of distilled water (DW) in a conical flask by the stirring machine. Four samples of 10 mL each were taken from the aqueous garlic mix, placed in a plastic tube, sonicated (Sonopuls HD 2200 probe ultrasonicator, Bandelin GmbH and Co. KG, Berlin, Germany) at 20 kHz frequency for 10 min at 100 power (W), and placed in a shaking incubator for 24 h at 300 rpm. After incubation, all sample solutions were separated from impurities by centrifugation at 10,000× g for 5 min, the supernatants were collected, and the pellets were discarded (ultrasonicated supernatant extract). Different concentrations of 100, 80, 60, 40, 20, 10, and 5 mg/mL were prepared from the ultrasonicated extract by dilution with distilled water (DW) and then tested against all four tested bacteria. Two more samples of 40 mg/mL were prepared from the sonicated aqueous garlic mix. The ultrasonicated samples were either filtrated by using Whatman No. 1 paper filter (ultrasonicated extract without centrifugation) or centrifuged (ultrasonicated supernatant). Another sample of the same concentration was prepared without sonication (extract without sonication or unsonicated extract).




2.4. Antibacterial Activity by Agar Disc Diffusion


The agar disk diffusion method [28] was used to determine the antibacterial effect of garlic extract against E. coli, S. mutans, P. gingivalis, and S. aureus sub. aureus. Prepared agar plates of different nutrient agar media were inoculated with 0.1 mL of a broth culture of tested bacteria. Using a sterile L-shape spreader; the inoculums were spread over the agar surface of the plates and kept aside. Sterile paper disks of 10 mm of diameter were saturated with 0.1 mL of different concentrations (100,80,60,40,20,10, and 5 mg/mL) of ultrasonicated garlic extract or 40 mg/mL of garlic extract sonicated without centrifugation, sonicated supernatant, or without sonication to be laid onto the seeded plates. Another disk was impregnated with 25 mg/mL of streptomycin (standard) and used as a positive control. Petri dishes with disks (saturated with garlic extract and control) were incubated overnight at 37 degrees Celsius in an inverted position. After incubation, the diameters of the zone of inhibition for each respective bacteria for every prepared concentration was measured around each disk using a ruler in millimeters [29]. Each assay was repeated in triplicate.




2.5. Antibacterial Activity by Agar Well Diffusion Method


The Agar well diffusion method is a well known method that is used frequently to determine the antibacterial effect of plant extracts. Using this method, prepared sterile agar plates were seeded with 0.1 mL of standardized bacterial inoculum on agar surfaces by an L-shaped spreader, and a sterile 9 mm cork borer was used to create eight uniform wells (holes) into the agar. Using the micropipette 100 µL of each concentration (100, 80, 60, 40, 20, 10, and 5 mg/mL) of ultrasonicated garlic extract or 40 mg/mL of garlic extract sonicated without centrifugation, sonicated supernatant, or without sonication were introduced into different wells. Moreover, well number eight or four was used as a positive control, and was inoculated with streptomycin (25 mg/mL). Plates were kept on a clean bench for 1 h to facilitate full penetration of garlic extracts in seeded agar petri dishes, then all plates were incubated for 24 h at 37 degrees Celsius and then the diameter of the inhibition zone around each well was measured in millimeter [29]. Each assay was repeated in triplicate, and the mean inhibition zone was calculated and recorded as the final inhibition zone for each set.




2.6. Post Interaction Antibacterial Activity


The antibacterial effect of garlic extract was determined by using the plate count technique [18], which indicates the number of bacteria that survived (total viable count) after overnight interaction between the garlic extract and tested bacteria. Total viable count (TVC) was calculated by mixing 5 mL of the selected serially diluted bacterial broth with 150 µL of each concentration of garlic extract in a test tube. Then, the tubes were incubated for 24 h in a shaking incubator at 37 degrees Celsius at 120 rpm. After incubation,100 µL of each interacted sample was poured out of the tubes and seeded on agar plates for overnight incubation at 37 degrees Celsius. Then, the total viable count was calculated on each plate and represented as colony-forming units per milliliter (CFU/mL) [30]. Each assay was done in triplicate to minimize errors.




2.7. Characterization of Garlic Nanoparticles


Characterization of garlic nanoparticles was done using different methods. First the garlic extract was characterized using a microplate spectrophotometer (SPECTRAmax PLUS 384). Briefly, four samples of 10 mL each were taken from the mother solution and placed in a plastic tube, then sonicated using variable frequencies for differing amounts of time and at different power as indicated below: sample 1 was sonicated at 20 kHz for 5 min at 100 power (W) ultrasonic, sample 2 was sonicated at 20 kHz for 5 min at 200 power (W), sample 3 was sonicated at 20 kHz for 10 min at 100 Power (W), sample 4 at 20 kHz for 10 min at 200 power (W), and then all the samples were placed in shaking incubator for 24 h at 300 rpm. After incubation, all sample solutions were separated from impurities by centrifugation at 10,000× g for 5 min, and the supernatants were collected, and their absorbance was scanned from 200 nm to 700 nm wavelength. Three replicates for each analysis were used, and the mean value of absorbance was obtained and recorded for graphic representation.



The obtained garlic extract nanoparticles were characterized using the Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) method. Four prepared samples of ultrasonicated garlic extract were dried in the oven for seven days, and then the precipitated pellets were analyzed using FTIR, and the results were recorded on an FTIR spectrometer in the range 4000–500 cm−1. An additional sample without sonication was used as a garlic control.



Furthermore, the size and morphology of the ultrasonicated garlic extract particles were characterized by utilizing transmission electron microscopy (TEM), where all four prepared samples were diluted from 1/100, 1/1000 to 1/1000 dilution factors, 2 µL of each sample were placed on the carbon-coated copper grid for overnight incubation, and then all prepared copper grids were analyzed using TEM.




2.8. Statistical Analysis


All treatments were repeated two times. Data were analyzed using a SAS program, Release 9.2. The significance of differences among the means was determined using analysis of variance and Duncan’s multiple range test (p ≤ 0.05).





3. Results and Discussion


3.1. Inhibition of Nanoparticles of Garlic Extract on the Different Bacteria


The antibacterial activity of the nanoparticles of the ultrasonicated extract was assessed against two strains of gram-positive bacteria (S. mutans and S. aureus sub. aureus) and two strains of gram-negative bacteria (E. coli and P. gingivalis) by using both the agar disk diffusion and agar well diffusion methods. The diameters of the inhibition zones were determined, and the results are illustrated in Figure 1 and Table 1, Table 2, Table 3 and Table 4. Garlic extracts have also been reported to be effective against both gram-positive and -negative bacteria such as Bacillus cereus, Escherichia coli, Enterobacter cloacae, Klebsiella pneumoniae, Micrococcus flavus, Proteus mirabilis, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Salmonella typhi, Salmonella typhimurium, and Staphylococcus aureus [31,32,33,34].



The results show that different bacteria species exhibited different sensitivities against the ultrasonicated garlic extract at different concentrations of 5, 10, 20, 40, 80, and 100 mg/mL. The highest inhibition was observed against S. mutans at concentrations of 100 mg/mL of garlic nanoparticles and showed the zone of inhibition of 26.2 ± 0.8 mm by agar disk diffusion (Table 1) and 28.7 ± 0.9 mm by agar well diffusion method (Table 2), which is the greatest inhibition among all tested strains. P. gingivalis was ranked as the second most susceptible, followed by S. aureus sub. Aureus, and then E.coli was the bacteria to be least inhibited by nanoparticles from garlic extract in both the well and disk diffusion methods. Several studies have shown that garlic extracts possess an intense antibacterial activity against S. mutans [35]. The antibacterial activity of garlic is due to its phytochemicals such as allicin, flavonoids, polyphenols, and sulfur compounds [23,24,25,26,27].



Escherichia coli was the least susceptible and showed the minimum sensibility when tested against 40 mg/mL with a corresponding inhibition zone of 14.2 ± 0.8 mm and 16.3 ± 0.7 mm using the agar disk diffusion and agar well diffusion methods, respectively. The positive control result (streptomycin) confirmed that the bacteria were susceptible to streptomycin, the bacteria had various diameters of inhibition zones of 33.0, 31.9, 26.3, and 24.1 mm around the disk for S. mutans, P. gingivalis, S. aureus sub. Aureus, and E. coli, respectively, when tested by using agar disk diffusion (Table 1). Similarly, the antibacterial activity of garlic extracts was also found to be less effective against E. coli and S. aureus [36,37,38].



On the other hand, the present study proved that all tested bacteria were resistant to 5 mg/mL and 10 mg/mL. Moreover, both E. coli and S. aureus sub. aureus were resistant specifically to 20 mg/mL. These results are in agreement with Khashan [32], who assessed the antibacterial activity of garlic extract against S. aureus and found that concentrations of garlic extract ranging from 10 to 20 mg/mL were unable to inhibit the growth of S. aureus. Moderate growth inhibition was observed at concentrations of garlic extract ranging from 40 to 60 mg/mL, while the concentrations of 80 to 100 mg/mL showed the strongest inhibition activity against S. aureus [32]. Contrary to E. coli and S. aureus sub. aureus, during our study S. mutans and P. gingivalis were sensitive to 20 mg/mL (Table 1 and Table 2).



In general, all four bacteria tested, whether gram-negative or gram-positive, were sensitive to nanoparticles of garlic extract, regardless of the concentration tested in this study. However, the growth inhibition depended on the bacterial species. These findings are consistent with previous research that looked at the antibacterial activity of south Indian spices [39], Greek garlic genotypes [33], and Chinese and Desi varieties [40] against Aeromonas hydrophila, B. cereus, E. coli, E. cloacae, Enterococcus faecalis, K. pneumonia, Listeria monocytogenes, M. flavus, P. mirabilis, P. aeruginosa, and Salmonella species.



The obtained results also show that all tested bacteria had higher inhibition zones when tested using the agar well diffusion method than when tested using the disk diffusion method. This could be due to the high absorption of garlic extract when introduced into the wells, whereas in the disk diffusion method, the disk is pressed on the agar surface and does not allow for the complete diffusion of garlic extract on the agar surface. Another supporting point is that when utilizing the disk diffusion approach, some extract’s active components may be held within the disk’s pores and limiting their ability to reach the inoculation media, preventing the extract from performing to its full potential [41].



In the present study, the diameter of the inhibition zone increased with the concentration of garlic extract; the more the concentration increased, the more the zone of inhibition increased (Table 1 and Table 2). The results of this study are in line with the findings of the research done by Fatemeh et al. [42], who investigated the antibacterial effect of garlic and Eucalyptus extracts on oral cariogenic bacteria, and reported that both Streptococcus mutans and Lactobacillus acidophilus were sensitive to garlic extract and the association between concentration of garlic extract and the inhibition zone was proved. As the concentration increased, the diameter of the inhibition zone gradually increased [42].



The results presented in Table 3 and Table 4 indicate the inhibition zones of the garlic extract on the four tested bacteria at a 40 mg/mL concentration under three different extraction conditions. The sonicated garlic extract treatment without centrifugation was the second strongest extract to inhibit the growth of all tested bacteria. Garlic extract without sonication showed the minimum inhibition zone compared to other extracts (Table 3). By using the agar well diffusion method, 40 mg/mL of the sonicated supernatant extract treatment showed high inhibition zones when compared with other types of garlic extracts. The inhibition zones of all tested bacteria were 21.9 ± 0.3, 17.2 ± 0.4, 16.4 ± 0.6, and 20.4 ± 0.7 mm on S. mutans, S. aureus sub. aureus, E. coli, and P. gingivalis respectively. The results were better than that of Garba et al. [43] and Liaqat et al. [44]. Inhibition zones of 24 mm and 23 mm were obtained against E. coli and S. aureus, respectively, when methanolic extract of garlic was used at 200 mg/mL [43]. On the other hand, methanolic garlic extract (200 mg/mL) exhibited higher activity against S. aureus (25.33 mm) followed by E. coli (22.33 mm) [44].




3.2. Antibacterial Activity of Nanoparticles of Garlic Extract on Tested Bacteria by Plate Count Method


Results showing the total viable counts of all tested bacteria in colony-forming units per millimeter (CFU/mL) post interaction with the garlic extract and bacteria broth culture are illustrated in Figure 2. The results proved that all tested bacteria were challenged by the garlic extract during overnight incubation and led to a high reduction in cell number of S. mutans at 100 mg/mL. S. mutans decreased from 1.77 × 104 CFU/mL (control) up to 0 CFU/mL, P. gingivalis showed a decline from 2.01 × 104 to 0 CFU/mL, S. aureus sub. aureus reduced from 2.05 × 105 CFU/mL to 0 CFU/mL, and the most resistant bacteria E. coli, decreased to 0 CFU/mL when tested with 100 mg/mL concentrations, compared to the control (2.03 × 105 CFU/mL).



In general, there was a reduction in total viable counts of all tested bacteria when bacteria interacted with the different concentrations of garlic extract from the lowest concentration of 5 mg/mL to the highest concentration of 100 mg/mL compared with the control bacteria cultures. In this study, it was discovered that increasing the concentration of garlic extract reduces the number of bacteria that survive in CFU/mL; these findings are consistent with those of Alwazni et al. [45], who compared the antibacterial effects of garlic and onion on E. coli, Salmonella typhi, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, and Klebsiella pneumonia.




3.3. Role of Sonication on Antibacterial Activity of Garlic Extract


The current findings show that 40 mg/mL of the sonicated supernatant garlic extract had the greatest inhibition on S. mutans. The counts reduced from 1.77 × 104 CFU/mL (control) to 0.58 × 104 CFU/mL, whereas 40 mg/mL the sonicated garlic extract without centrifugation reduced S. mutans colonies to 0.64 × 104 CFU/mL, and garlic extract without sonication did not show significant inhibition in the sonicated extracts. It reduced the bacterial counts to 0.88 × 104 CFU/mL. The second bacteria to be challenged with 40 mg/mL of the sonicated garlic extract were P. gingivalis; a decline from 2.01 × 104 CFU/mL to 0.64 × 104 CFU/mL was observed. The sonicated samples without centrifugation were effective against P. gingivalis up to 0.7 × 104 and the unsonicated garlic extract inhibited P. gingivalis up to 1.0 × 104 CFU/mL, Staphylococcus aureus followed, showing maximum effectivity at 40 mg/mL of the sonicated supernatant sample, bringing about a reduction in the bacterial count from 2.05 × 105 CFU/mL to 0.67 × 105 CFU/mL compared to 1.2 × 105 CFU/mL of the unsonicated sample (Figure 3).



The least susceptible bacteria (E. coli) when treated at concentrations of 40 mg/mL showed a reduction in counts from 2.30 × 105 CFU/mL to 0.78 × 105 CFU/mL against the sonicated supernatant garlic extracts. The unsonicated garlic extracts without centrifugation decreased E. coli to 0.84 × 105 CFU/mL. The sample that showed the least bacterial inhibition on E. coli was garlic extract without sonication (1.4 × 105 CFU/mL). The above findings indicate the positive influence of sonication on increasing the capacity of garlic extract to inhibit the growth of all tested bacteria through increasing extraction of active compounds, mostly allicin, the biological compound of garlic that is responsible for many biological benefits of garlic extract, including its antibacterial property [46]. This is in accordance with another investigations based on the influence of ultrasound, microwaves, and other factors on synthetic allicin and showed that allicin production during ultrasonication extraction increases with sonication, through cavitation effects caused by ultrasound on the cell material by disrupting the cell wall structure, increasing the speed of diffusion, causing cell lysis, and ultimately releasing the cell contents as well, which indicates the high release of allicin during ultrasonication of garlic during extraction [47]. Effective extraction of garlic active compounds during sonication could be explained by the mechanism of the high solubility of garlic in water when ultrasonicated [21], leading to the breaking of garlic into nanoparticles that easily interact with biological systems.



Briefly, the effect of sonication on the antibacterial capacity of the garlic extract in the reduction of total viable counts when bacteria were tested against 40 mg/mL treated in different conditions was reported in Figure 3 and indicated that the sonicated supernatant garlic extract significantly reduced the total viable bacteria counts compared to other types of garlic extracts.




3.4. Characterization of Nanoparticles of Garlic Extract by Microplate Spectrophotometer


The UV-Vis spectrophotometric characterization was carried out using a microplate spectrophotometer, and the absorbance was scanned in the wavelength range from 200 nm to 750 nm. The spectrophotometer results showed that the maximum absorbance of nanoparticles of garlic extract was in the visible wavelength range of around 240–300 nm, which is typically the range of allicin [48], which is an organosulfur compound found in garlic and plays the vital role in the antibacterial property of garlic extract.



During this study, it was observed that the sonicated samples showed high absorbance compared to the unsonicated sample (control); however, no significant differences in the peak location or absorbance was observed among the four sonicated samples, prepared at various times and at different sonication power (Figure 4).



A slight difference was observed in sonication time which indicated that as sonication time increased, the absorbance of the four sonicated samples slightly increased. The marginal differences might be due to high extraction efficiency when the sonication time increased; however, the power (Watt) did not show an impact on the peak location or absorbance.




3.5. Characterization of Nanoparticle of Garlic Extract by FTIR


FTIR spectroscopy was used to discover the successful extraction of garlic nanoparticles, and spectra were obtained in the wavenumber range of 500–3500 cm−1. The results of the FTIR spectrum of the ultra-sonicated garlic extract showed visible peaks at around 3345.8, 2934.1, 2360.5, 1635.6, 1417.5, 1130.7, 1025, 930.61, 815.4, and 591.5 cm−1 wavenumbers (Figure 5).



The wide peak at 3345.8 cm−1 can be assigned to the presence of the O–H stretching vibration in the hydroxyl group. These results also indicated that there is asymmetric stretching in the C–H bonds at 2934.1 cm−1, at 1635 cm−1 FTIR revealed the presence of carbonyl or carboxylic (C=O) stretching bands, the same results confirm the presence of the –O–H bend in carboxylic at 1417 cm−1, at 1130.7 cm−1 the results revealed the presence of an S=O bond, the presence of C–N stretching vibrations in primary amines was observed at 1025 cm−1, at 930.6 cm−1 FTIR showed the presence of a γ-C–H deformation in =CH2, at 815 cm−1 we observed the presence of an S–C bond which might indicate the absorption of allicin, an organosulfur compound present in the garlic extract [49], and finally these results recorded the presence of a C–H bend in the alkynes at 530 cm−1.



The current ultrasonicated garlic extract FTIR spectrum matches previous research on the presence of functional groups in aqueous garlic extracts [50,51]. Based on the spectrum mentioned above, we would say that phenolic, organosulfur compounds, amino acids, carboxylic groups, and proteins are the active groups that play a key part in the antibacterial activity of ultrasonicated garlic extract. This conclusion is supported by findings of several investigations that found the same major phytochemicals in garlic extract [52,53].




3.6. Characterization of Nanoparticles of Garlic Extract by TEM


In order to confirm the nature of the nanoparticles from the ultrasonicated garlic extract, TEM was used and it revealed that the garlic nanoparticles consisted of random sized particles, a few rods, and a few spherical particles (Figure 6), which were randomly dispersed, and had small sizes (less than 50 nm). The antibacterial property of garlic extract could be attributed to its bioactive particles’ small size and morphology since particle size and surface area influence the interaction between chemical compounds and biological systems. Reduction in the size of bioactive particles leads to an increased surface area coming in contact with microorganisms, enhancing their interaction and leading to antibacterial activities [54], this is in line with other studies that have been done on the antibacterial properties of nanoparticles and have indicated that small and formless particles are the most effective particles to inhibit the growth of bacteria [55,56]. Various writings have documented how nanoparticles act and highlighted that they inhibit bacterial growth by anchoring to and penetrating the bacterial cell wall. When the reach the inside of the bacteria, they start modulating cellular signaling by dephosphorylating putative key peptide substrates on tyrosine residues leading to the inhibition of bacteria growth [57].





4. Conclusions


In general, the results of this present study demonstrated that the ultrasonicated garlic extracts showed the antibacterial capacity to inhibit the growth of S. mutans, S. aureus sub. aureus, P. gingivalis, and E. coli bacteria. The efficiency of garlic against bacteria might be related to its phenolic, organosulfur compounds, amino acids, carboxylic groups, and protein contents. Furthermore, we strongly recommend further studies to evaluate the antibacterial activity of ultrasonicated garlic extract against viruses and fungi.
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Figure 1. Antibacterial activity of different concentrations of nanoparticles (supernatant) of garlic extract against S. mutans (A), P. gingivalis (B), S. aureus sub. aureus (C), and E. coli (D) by agar disk diffusion method. (E) represents the antibacterial effect of 40 mg/mL garlic extract treated in different conditions against P. gingivalis by the agar well diffusion method. 
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Figure 2. Graphical presentation of antibacterial activity of nanoparticles (supernatant) of garlic extract in terms of total viable counts (CFU/mL) on tested bacteria. Values are means of determinations of three replicates, and bars represent standard deviations (S.Ds.) of the means. S.Ds. followed by different letters are significantly different at p ≤ 0.05 level by Duncan’s multiple range test. 
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Figure 3. Graphical presentation of the total viable count of 40 mg/mL of garlic extract treated in different conditions on tested bacteria. Values are means of determinations of three replicates, and bars represent standard deviations (S.Ds.) of the means. S.Ds. followed by different letters, are significantly different at p ≤ 0.05 level by Duncan’s multiple range test. 
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Figure 4. Microplate spectrophotometer absorption of nanoparticles of the garlic extract prepared using various sonication time and power (Sample 1, 2, 3, 4: sonicated samples, control: unsonicated sample). 
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Figure 5. FTIR spectrum of nanoparticles from garlic extract. 
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Figure 6. Transmission electron microscope image of garlic nanoparticles. 
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Table 1. Antibacterial activity of nanoparticles (supernatant) of garlic extract against S. mutans, S. aureus sub. aureus, E. coli, and P. gingivalis by agar disk diffusion method.
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Garlic Extract (mg/mL)

	
Inhibition Zone (mm)




	
S. mutans

	
S. aureus sub. aureus

	
E. coli

	
P. gingivalis






	
5

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g

	
0.0 ± 0.0 d

	
0.0 ± 0.0 f

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g




	
10

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g

	
0.0 ± 0.0 d

	
0.0 ± 0.0 f

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g




	
20

	
12.1 ± 0.7 f

	
0.0 ± 0.0 d

	
0.0 ± 0.0 f

	
11.2 ± f




	
40

	
20.2 ± 0.6 e

	
15.7 ± 0.6 c

	
14.2 ± 0.8 e

	
19.3 ± e




	
60

	
22.2 ± 1.0 d

	
16.0 ± 1.0 c

	
15.3 ± 0.6 d

	
21.5 ± d




	
80

	
24.2 ± 0.7 c

	
18.1 ± 0.9 b

	
16.4 ± 0.5 c

	
23.2 ± c




	
100

	
26.2 ± 0.8 b

	
19.1 ± 1.0 b

	
17.4 ± 0.5 b

	
25.3 ± b




	
Standard

	
33.0 ± 0.0 a

	
26.3 ± 0.0 a

	
24.1 ± 0.0 a

	
31.9 ± 0.0 a




	
R-Square

	
0.9982

	
0.9922

	
0.9985

	
0.9989




	
Coeff Var

	
3.41

	
8.84

	
3.91

	
2.71




	
Root MSE

	
0.59

	
1.05

	
0.43

	
0.45








Values are the mean ± standard deviation (S.D.) of three replicates. According to Duncan’s multiple range test, S.D. within a column followed by different letters are significantly different at p ≤ 0.05 level. Coeff Var: oefficient of variation; Root MSE: Root-mean-square deviation.
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Table 2. Antibacterial activity of nanoparticles (supernatant) of garlic extract against S. mutans, S. aureus sub. Aureus, E. coli, and P. gingivalis by agar well diffusion method.






Table 2. Antibacterial activity of nanoparticles (supernatant) of garlic extract against S. mutans, S. aureus sub. Aureus, E. coli, and P. gingivalis by agar well diffusion method.





	
Garlic Extract (mg/mL)

	
Inhibition Zone (mm)




	
S. mutans

	
S. aureus sub. aureus

	
E. coli

	
P. gingivalis






	
5

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g

	
0.0 ± 0.0 e

	
0.0 ± 0.0 e

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g




	
10

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g

	
0.0 ± 0.0 e

	
0.0 ± 0.0 e

	
0.0 ± 0.0 g




	
20

	
15.6 ± 0.6 f

	
0.0 ± 0.0 e

	
0.0 ± 0.0 e

	
14.6 ± 0.7 f




	
40

	
22.2 ± 0.4 e

	
17.3 ± 0.8 d

	
16.2 ± 0.7 d

	
21.1 ± 0.4 e




	
60

	
24.5 ± 0.9 d

	
18.9 ± 1.5 c

	
17.4 ± 0.4 c

	
23.6 ± 0.5 d




	
80

	
26.8 ± 0.6 c

	
20.0 ± 1.1 c

	
18.1 ± 0.4 c

	
25.2 ± 0.9 c




	
100

	
28.7 ± 0.9 b

	
21.4 ± 0.5 b

	
19.3 ± 0.6 b

	
27.1 ± 0.7 b




	
Standard

	
34.1 ± 0.0 a

	
27.2 ± 0.0 a

	
25.5 ± 0.0 a

	
35.4 ± 0.0 a




	
R-Square

	
0.9985

	
0.9967

	
0.9990

	
0.9987




	
Coeff Var

	
2.94

	
5.60

	
3.05

	
2.82




	
Root MSE

	
0.56

	
0.73

	
0.37

	
0.52








Values are the mean ± standard deviation (S.D.) of three replicates. According to Duncan’s multiple range test, S.D. within a column followed by different letters are significantly different at p ≤ 0.05 level. Coeff Var: coefficient of variation; Root MSE: Root-mean-square deviation.
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Table 3. Antibacterial activity of 40 mg/mL garlic extracts treated in different conditions by agar disk diffusion method.
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Garlic Extract

(40 mg/mL)

	
Inhibition Zone (mm)




	
S. mutans

	
S. aureus sub. aureus

	
E. coli

	
P. gingivalis






	
Extract without sonication

	
16.4 ± 0.5 d

	
12.7 ± 0.3 d

	
11.7 ± 0.4 d

	
15.1 ± 0.3 d




	
Sonicated without centrifugation

	
18.6 ± 0.5 c

	
14.7 ± 0.4 c

	
13.5 ± 0.3 c

	
17.5 ± 0.6 c




	
Sonicated supernatant

	
19.5 ± 0.5 b

	
15.5 ± 0.4 b

	
14.5 ± 0.5 b

	
18.7 ± 0.9 b




	
Standard

	
33.0 ± 0.0 a

	
26.3 ± 0.0 a

	
24.1 ± 0.0 a

	
34.2 ± 0.0 a




	
R-Square

	
0.9973

	
0.9976

	
0.9967

	
0.9960




	
Coeff Var

	
1.88

	
1.84

	
2.12

	
2.73




	
Root MSE

	
0.41

	
0.32

	
0.34

	
0.59








Values are the mean ± standard deviation (S.D.) of three replicates. According to Duncan’s multiple range test, S.D. within a column followed by different letters are significantly different at p ≤ 0.05 level. Coeff Var: coefficient of variation; Root MSE: Root-mean-square deviation.
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Table 4. Antibacterial activity of 40 mg/mL garlic extracts treated in different conditions by agar well diffusion method.
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Garlic Extract

(40 mg/mL)

	
Inhibition Zone (mm)




	
S. mutans

	
S. aureus sub. aureus

	
E. coli

	
P. gingivalis






	
Extract without sonication

	
18.3 ± 0.3 d

	
14.3 ± 0.5 d

	
13.2 ± 0.3 d

	
17.6 ± 0.5 d




	
Sonicated without centrifugation

	
20.2 ± 0.5 c

	
16.2 ± 0.3 c

	
14.3 ± 0.4 c

	
19.3 ± 0.6 c




	
Sonicated supernatant

	
21.9 ± 0.3 b

	
17.2 ± 0.4 b

	
16.4 ± 0.6 b

	
20.4 ± 0.7 b




	
Standard

	
34.1 ± 0.0 a

	
27.2 ± 0.0 a

	
25.5 ± 0.0 a

	
35.4 ± 0.0 a




	
R-Square

	
0.9983

	
0.9971

	
0.9958

	
0.9961




	
Coeff Var

	
1.32

	
1.75

	
2.21

	
2.36




	
Root MSE

	
0.31

	
0.32

	
0.38

	
0.55








Values are the mean ± standard deviation (S.D.) of three replicates. According to Duncan’s multiple range test, S.D. within a column followed by different letters are significantly different at p ≤ 0.05 level. Coeff Var: coefficient of variation; Root MSE: Root-mean-square deviation.
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