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GV Baegiad) Gaba) (e LIS Ml OS] Digaad) clalall ol s .(Mordi& Erah, 2006) ol daa e
(il Al 3 gl skl (pe Tanly Glld ging (Oselally JudlS) Olsanlly Glasl) (e IS ABE Gl 8 il
Ji) dié ((CDDEP, 2020; Smith and Lewin, 1993) aljie JS& Hhall (i Jalsall oda dillad Gld @l aag
B85 5313 e LW s afhall c S IS Bugal) clabaall Loglae oyl neall Galel) £3le (8 digal) clalal
Lgall clalall lgiaglae dcayeall adhall e il ciysh 3 ((CDDEP, 2020; Bag et al .,1998) alaiany)
Staphylococcus aureus afix> ) e Clal (Mordi & Erah, 2006; Amita et al., 2003) sile ddseasall
Santajit & ) Cbadiwall (geaal duwwdl L)l Al (Enterobacter spp.s Pseudomonas aeruginosa s
Lo Yy cdomndall cilaminall jaat cdoaall AKENN Jal Baa dbay (@iha Galas) Gl L, (Indrawattana, 2016
Baglia) Buasiall AL sir e bl o 5l el &bl Gl o Jpandl 8 el sy L sl
saliny) (K cafhall aia dilida g lay Gl @lblall @ysla (el g 43) ) < (Suffredini ef al., 2004)cul)
sl (ladghgid (ilagl) calall 8 ddadill LSl alaee Gliia LAsagindl GLENY) aia dllad GlSHaS g
& Leelasial Sy @iy ((AL-Saghir, 2009; ) e pailad (gsuShil dhaie Glie cluySle (liigla
PRI Slgall (adlatil b Ll Ay Ll g ) Dl A4S Jaly L glad¥) daa o Ty pm JB1 ogd ¢ gulil) )
Ca2¢S Lgen aladall Aalall o€l o3 pladi) Koy JUIL o(Esther ef al,2021) duss¥) delia b Jas 1) Lgwe

-(Giweli et al., 2013; Lai et al., 2012) ailal) clalias saaal) 4Ll oIl aaal
Cblal) 038 Caed ¢3lpal) 53ganally Zpalill Gl Lausilly Jaal) gy clogat iLaa) (g0 @il ST B g ) 2e3
CsSall il gpe e Aghud) aihall aal (g (ldlly el Y aee gl dahally Glerall e dasl
dasiadl Ll @)yKdlly o(Badri, 2014; Singh et al., 2014) Staphylococcus aureus — 3uadll dasaall
sl (goaal legud L) aal * s «(Conlan , 2012; Tsai et al., 2007) Streptococcus pyogenes
Bs) 534 sl ¢ iilly aliall lgilly sl a5l i Ley slendl cpaally Alaa) SRR cha iy sl el
Singh er al., 2014; ) sbal) 3¢5 U (alel) ) damdad) daidl) (goacs ,0aall alal) cilaha (e daagiiall )y o<ally
Lals 930 Pseudomonas aeruginosa i i WS ((Badri, 2014; Conlan, 2012; Harris et al., 2002;
sale dpalall bl o) dsalladl Z8bsl ylal) Cyelal 234 134 «(Singh et al., 2015; Nicholas ef al., 2018) &l
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Sl e S LU Gl s G adde sl cdaliall Ladall el 3A3Y @y g ouls el mpaall Jalal
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Chuashy «caiady ALl jadal) ) cilly couli) Joll oo ulbiS) 3 @llig 22021 ale Chaa (o o e b g UV
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(AT Os0 Slaliiual 8 dhall Gl e dailaall Jeadl) dahl) sole a3 W Caadaill dashal) sda
o 535 Cings caels (Bpmune o Jpeanll 46056S Aigallay cuinda 3 cAalall Cliall Casiatl (Al (35 43ylie wlld,
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Staph, API Analytical Profile Index (API) Jisill (el degane cdogal) bl iyl lasig (Sreaall
(Bosi,, 2016; Masoud et al., 2011; ; Garrity et al. , 2005; Rabello et oam didy Je alae¥ly, API 20

al.,2005; ; Garrity et al. , 2004; Cappuccino et al. 1996; Cowan, 1974)
:Bidal) dajaall adial) olas P. spinosa <l dyganl) cilaliiual) 4led jLadi-4
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Staph. epidermidis s Jxes .(Xiaojuan et al., 2016) saiiwdl J) 82))5l) ducajydll VAN & ¢ ailly GBlaaddl
Caioferndo et al., 2014; Zuly go duhll o3a il cailg 8y (dala Ul 0 APL Staph chlaay les Jads
L oAbl oda il csdlgy g (AP <lylaay L sy S, pyogenes gsill Jxe5 -(Conlan et al.,2012)
(sl ) 835l dadayal) VAT b alal) s Vs alane B dagial) sda liml cila ) 2007 ¢pals Tsai
e cilgs g APT c)lasy s Lddy P. aeruginosa g5l Jie LS
sl ¥ gl Al by sl sl 3 agiall o3 am e 35 ) (2015) Guals Singh g
DB e Jsll e asiid ilslally kil Qillaey cduliall b bt 3y clgngiy maall wilgilly
s o=l il Bgal aladiu) yie s, dilial)
:Bidall ddayaal) adiial) olad P. spinosa Ll dganl) cilaliical) 4led jLAS) mili -2

Cas ,(20SaY) Aalite Gasty B8l aflal) aes 8 Wi Ll P spinosa <l Sl Ity palited) s
gl daliad ol il 235,20 mm dais ki P.oaeruginosa gsd) dslasd oY) il il das
Strep. pyogenes g5l dslad aiml) S OIS Ly dyse e 19 Ll jld oIS Cua Staph. epidermids
ANOVA (52 o) st it e e ) e Tie e (15 ,14) dasis sl Staph. aureus gsi) dalass
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55 2025 w55V Jo¥) Cusdi 64-51 2(5) 12 Lol il Eganlt Ly gedd) sl — 19 8T 5 A
24 s P. spinosa S Asby) palaiedl 53l 8 alal e Al jeall i jedl) aflal) el o Lisina By dllia
paaily ¢ Ml e P =.002 < 0.05 5P =.000 < 0.05 iVall Jlaia) dad & Cum opianll (10 delu 48
(1 Jsaal) V) 385 Gl (g dele 485 24 2oy Aaedl @ljleall LSD lid) phasiad @ (sl o2 jolias

LSl e (2d5) 5

Granl) (e Aol 24 n alal) (e Algjrall Aeapaall aifad) £ 153 co RN YA LSD Jalat il (1) Jgaad)

s (1-J) gAY (Desid g5
b D Aad ol | b S Aaid
540 2.20 .001 3.800* Staph.aureus Staph.epidermids
6.80 3.60 .000 5.200* Strep.pyogenes
.80 -2.40- 282 -.800- P. aeruginosa
-2.20- -5.40- .001 -3.800-* Staph.epidermids | Staph.aureus
3.00 -.20- 078 1.400 Strep.pyogenes
-3.00- -6.20- .000 -4.600-* P. aeruginosa
-3.60- -6.80- .000 -5.200-* Staph.epidermids | Strep.pyogenes
20 -3.00- 078 -1.400- Staph.aureus
-4.40- -7.60- .000 -6.000-* Strep.pyogenes
2.40 -.80- 282 .800 Staph.epidermids | P. aeruginosa
6.20 3.00 .000 4.600* Staph.aureus
7.60 4.40 .000 6.000* Strep.pyogenes

o) e Aelu 48 s Aal (e Agjrall Liajaal) adifal) 15 e GA AV LSD Julas il 1(2) Jssal)

(Dpsid g5 (sl g 55
LLi M A of | Ll S ded B

6.56 1.44 .007 4.000* Staph.aureus Staph.epidermids
7.56 2.44 .002 5.000* Strep.pyogenes
1.56 -3.56- 395 -1.000- P. aeruginosa

-1.44- -6.56- .007 -4.000-* Staph.epidermids | Staph.aureus
3.56 -1.56- 395 1.000 Strep.pyogenes

-2.44- -7.56- .002 -5.000-* P. aeruginosa

-2.44- -7.56- .002 -5.000-* Staph.epidermids | Strep.pyogenes
1.56 -3.56- .395 -1.000- Staph.aureus

-3.44- -8.56- .001 -6.000-* Strep.pyogenes
3.56 -1.56- 395 1.000 Staph.epidermids | P. aeruginosa
7.56 2.44 .002 5.000* Staph.aureus
8.56 3.44 .001 6.000* Strep.pyogenes

Aldali et al —Syrian Journal of Agriculture Research- SJAR 12(5): 51-64 October 2025



56 2025 ws58Y Jo¥) cusdi 64-51 :(5) 12 L3l &pall Ly pead) Anall — G5 305 AL

Staph.epidermids

P. aeruginosa

Bidal) didajaal) aijal) A P. spinosa Jlall Agilly) Galiial) Ul (2) Jea
el 0a ISy Staph. epidermids g5l o ddlas] ANS 13 Wi dla &) sl piage b LS il iy

Lilan) ANS g3 38 ang Lead .Staph. epidermids goill Asliadl 3yl V2ay Strep. pyogenes & Staph. aureus
P, gqll Aslad 3yl \ay Strep. pyogenes & Staph. aureus (nesll o Sy P. aeruginosa gsi) om
& (2015) cpals Gegiu 5 (2020) ouals Luigia e JS duhs m55 ae dabal) sda mils cidlss .aeruginosa
g Clg LS ot Aulads e aihall 3 LS e Sl 2l il Jpiy) Galtind) e e s
L) a8l Go paall 2 dillad el P, spinosa <lal Jgby) paliidl o) Je (2008) Sacedi s Morteza
o @i Al (2011) ¢ aly Kumar duys e cidlsis . Strep. pyogenes s Staph. aureus  Jiw bl
P. aeruginosa Ji ahe dnls afhall alias &lad 3 Pospinosa <la il Jgly) paliica

B IS oS ¢ (3L LBaal aflall mues o Lot 1,85 Pospinosa il HLAl Jay) eDa palitiue saf LS
SV il E e Gus g adl clall Ll Jely) palitiedl e 58 ddayed) aflall e TG
Cus Strep. pyogenes gsll dslad auill Sl o T e 15 bains ey Staph. epidermids g5 daladl
b P.aeruginosa g5y Staph. aureus g5l dalad oyl S8l IS Laa T he 14 Lol Hlad <
LSl e T e (10,8) Jais

il 8 A e Al heall Anyedll adlall gl o Aigine G958 a5 ANOVA ala¥) oulall Jibas gzl i
P =.000 < AVl Jlaa) daid &) Cua (uandl (e dele 48 5 24 2x P. spinosa Hladl Jiy) A Jaldie.
524 20 Load) Gl LSD las) plasid 55 ol s jleas auaily Jl e P =.000 < 0.05 5 0.05
LSl e (4 Jsaal) 5 (3 Jsanll) I 3y pmall (e Aol 48

Stre. pyogenes Staph. epidermids
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Staph. aureus

P. aeruginosa
Bidall Aayeal) adlall & P. spinosa JWil AgBY) palaiuall il (3) Jeal)

Ol (o Asla 24 say dlal) (e Algjrall dcasaal) adiad) £ leil o @A AN LSD Jalad il 1(3) Jsaad)

95% A&l (5 gica Lginall | (1-J) @AY (D g5 (D g4

b S Aad o] | b S0 Aad B
8.07 6.46 .000 7.267* Staph.aureus Staph.epidermids
2.14 53 .005 1.333* Strep.pyogenes
6.11 4.49 .000 5.300* P. aeruginosa
-6.46- -8.07- .000 -7.267-* | Staph.epidermids | Staph.aureus
-5.13- -6.74- .000 -5.933-* | Strep.pyogenes
-1.16- -2.77- .001 -1.967-* | P. aeruginosa
-.53- -2.14- .005 -1.333-* | Staph.epidermids | Strep.pyogenes
6.74 5.13 .000 5.933* Staph.aureus
4.77 3.16 .000 3.967* Strep.pyogenes
-4.49- -6.11- .000 -5.300-* | Staph.epidermids | P. aeruginosa
2.77 1.16 .001 1.967* Staph.aureus
-3.16- -4.77- .000 -3.967-* | Strep.pyogenes

opaal) wmu 48 s s wuw\ uﬂn adial) 519.5 On A w.ﬁ LSD d.da.v@l.u :(4) djm\

8.47 5.53 .000 7.000* Staph.aureus Staph.epidermids
2.47 -47- 155 1.000 Strep.pyogenes
6.47 3.53 .000 5.000* P. aeruginosa
-5.53- -8.47- .000 -7.000-* | Staph.epidermids | Staph.aureus
-4.53- -7.47- .000 -6.000-* | Strep.pyogenes
-.53- -3.47- 014 -2.000-* | P. aeruginosa
47 -2.47- 155 -1.000- | Staph.epidermids | Strep.pyogenes
7.47 4.53 .000 6.000* Staph.aureus
5.47 2.53 .000 4.000%* Strep.pyogenes
-3.53- -6.47- .000 -5.000-* | Staph.epidermids | P. aeruginosa
3.47 53 014 2.000* Staph.aureus
-2.53- -5.47- .000 -4.000-* | Strep.pyogenes
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O USs Staph. epidermids gsi) ox &ilas] AN 13 B8 lia ¢ Gl lganl) b miage g0 LS il cuy
Lead .Staph .epidermids goill Aaliadl 34l 138y P. aeruginosa & Strep. pyogenes & Staph. aureus t\jf}“
Gl Vg P. aeruginosa & Staph. aureus cre s e Sy Strep. pyogenes gsill Gm ddlas] AN o3 (3 llia
Staph. aureus g8 s P. aeruginosa g5l o &ilas) ANy 13 38 lag « Strep. pyogenes ¢l dsliad
Wisind P. spinosa kel Jsily) Galitwall el 50l 368 e 8 P aeruginosa gsi) dsladl Gl 1,
Nisar ef al., ) 55ael Aall (e dgjadl Limsadl afall sor hais 3 Gawll LSl TS Vgl e Il
Uit e B P spinosa <l Ll day) eBA paldiad Jadll bl of gkl e (2019 ,4L) (2015
5(5 Jsaall) 3 daampall ttest JLas) il i 3 calal e Ay jeall Byasall dmpaddl adhall b JsiY) Galiiel)
Ly Pospinosa ) Jady) DA paliiuey JgbY) paliied) G ddlas) AN 63 G a5 (6 Jsxa))
2 JoY) paliiidl dabiadd Gl 134 « P. aeruginosa & Staph. aureus & Staph. epidermids o8l
Jay) CDA Galitiey Iy Galiiedl G ddlas] AV 51 G 1aadl ol Ly cguaall (e Aol (48) 5 (24)
(24) 2= (1.00) dasilly (0.210) cualy a1 ANV Jlaia) dad Gus Strep. pyogenes gsill il P. spinosa Ll
deadl te Y1 O L G B (0.05) AN (gginn 0 ST Ly JE e gmall (e delu (48)5
4] e Les (A OIS Lk e el Aulily Sady 548 PLspinosa S e Slg Sl Baliadl ciliSal) z )Y
e Aiae LS ) aat Jlliy |, Jeadl IS i ily g gUally Adsidll (aganll Jia duladl) LSl Ja ai€a
(Kumar et al., 2011; Jasmina et al., 2014; Velickovi¢ et al., 2014; Pinacho et al., 2015 Azl LS54l
)

(pan dslu (24) 2 P.spinosa L Jid) <Dag A5y paliiuall dadagll clelaay) :(5) Jgaad)

& siaall Uadd) sl A A | A siadd) gl g gil)
643 1.114 19.00 3 S paldiud) | Staph.epidermids
.529 917 15.00 3 J) COA Lalitien
1.069 1.852 15.00 3 SEN paliiwd) | Staph.aureus
.608 1.054 8.00 3 JEY) COA (el
577 1.000 14.00 3 SN paldiwa) | Stre.pyogenes
306 .529 14.00 3 J) SO Lalitien
764 1.323 20.00 3 S paldiuwdl | P, geruginosa
265 458 10.00 | 3 JEY) A paldiva
(an dslu (48) 2 Puspinosa LAl Jial) <My AREY) Oaalilianal G @A t-test JLIA) @il :(6) Jgaad)

(Sig. (2-tailed df t | .Sig F gl g il
.009 4 | 4804 | 749 | .118 SENY paldiudl | Staph.epidermids
.005 4 5.690 | .265 | 1.681 JEN) DA paldius | Staph.aureus
1.000 4 000 | 492 | 571 S paldiudl | Strep.pyogenes
.000 4 | 12372 | .100 | 4.545 Y SR palida | P. aeruginosa

1Bpidall dajaall adilall olad P. spinosa Ghs¥ dgan)) claliiua) ddlad jLad) gl -3

Aldali et al —Syrian Journal of Agriculture Research- SJAR 12(5): 51-64 October 2025




59

2025 w558 J9Y) Cw i 64-51 :(5) 12 el il Epanl! Ly pud) Unall — (g 305 A

ALY Galiival) gl Loy 6584l dapedl ahall b P.ospinosa s BhsY Jay) DA paliies fig ol

Strep. pyogenes gsil dalad Y1 i) 80 daw s (4 JSA) Aibiie Gauy lpans 3 Ll 1yals
e e 13 Jadill Ll (IS Cus Staph. epidermids g5 dalad oyl 80 D5 e e 14 Lads b
By . P.aeruginosa gsll 4 Sig ol Ly e e 12 lain Jlads Staph.aureus gl aafil) Sl IS
5EB 8 Al e Al dedl dimpedl ) plail c Ausiee B9 8 b 5T ANOVA (92 Gl il il o
P =.001 < iVl Jlaal dad ) Cum oopiaall (e dele 485 24 3 P. spinosa GhsY JetY) paliiudl)
24 3x Ll Gl LSD L) alatind 5 Gasdll a3 olas sy ¢ Ml e P =.002 < 0.05 5 0.05
Sl e(8 Jsaall) 5 (7 dsaall) ) 3hy (punall (1o Aol 48 5

Staphy.epidermids

Staph.aureus

Bpidall Liajeal) adlall b Pspinosa LY Jiy) cdlag AGEY) paldical e JS il (4) Jead

4 giaal)

(1-3) GoAY

Owaal) (5 dola 24 a Alal) e Ugjrall ddapaal) adiial) 15 Ga G0 AN LSD Julas il £(7) Jgaadl
95 % A& (5 gisa

J) sl g5

(D) osiall g o

B A ol | Bl U A B
1.91 49 .006 1.200* Staph.aureus Staph.epidermids
-.29- -1.71- .014 -1.000-* Strep.pyogenes
-.49- -1.91- .006 -1.200-* Staph.epidermids | Staph.aureus
-1.49- -2.91- .000 -2.200-* Strep.pyogenes
1.71 .29 .014 1.000* Staph.epidermids | Strep.pyogenes
2.91 1.49 .000 2.200* Staph.aureus
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Oaal) (s Ao la 48 2y alad) (e Agjaal) ddapaal) adiadl sl o L0 AV LSD Julas il (8) Jgand

sl

-0 GA  (J) easind gsd

(1) osid g sl

P i W
179 21 021 1.000* Staph.aureus Staph.epidermids
-21- -1.79- 021 -1.000-* Strep.pyogenes
-21- -1.79- 021 -1.000-* Staph.epidermids | Staph.aureus
-1.21- -2.79- .001 -2.000-* | Strep.pyogenes
1.79 21 021 1.000* Staph.epidermids | Strep.pyogenes
2.79 1.21 .001 2.000* Staph.aureus

gsilly Staph. epidermids g5l cp dflas] AN 13 @ dla G bl Gdsaall 3 miage 58 LS bl

Strep. g5 cm Aflas) AN 53 B dlla Lad .Staph. epidermids gsil) dalad 34\ sy «Staph. aureus

Mg .Strep.pyogenes g5l dsladl 3l 138y «Staph. epidermids & Staph. aureus (el s ISy pyogenes
e P.spinosa s 3s¥ Jdsiby) paliswal of Lo (2010) uals Kizkova dus ge daball s il il

oo s dhadll GlSall gande jaadS ol 2ol @l Blsls Dl e o e 4l 13S0 calhall saline dilled

AV gl 401K

ralaliviay)

LAl e A jral) 5yl A yadll afhal) slas ol Wi 1,56 Pospinosa il il Jaby) jaliiudl saf o
U g ax 19 = 4 Dt (9102

Staph. aureus gs3) & b Ll diie Ll (20) Lt Ala ki P. aeruginosa gsi) b il Wil S5
g e (14)

aiball b Aty palisadl b e i Lhis bl P.ospinosa s Sl Ja) cdla paliies o
«Staph. epidermids g5 dalad Tie Jhe (15) Lasis dlla ,lad ST 1Sy calall e Ay jad) 880 dinydl
Jyia e (8) davits dlla ks P. aeruginosa il daliad ol

OS5yl Lyl alall (ge Al el adhall alas Lauis 1,35 P, spinosa <l 3hs¥ JsibY) palited) saf
ahey Jay) eda paliiin e e i e (14) Luis Ala iy Strep. pyogenes g5l il L g
Sl aflall e ol 8 hil (of am Al A G el Ll

Silua gil)

0l sl bes Pspinosa Ssall #sall il danad) oha¥ly Ghsly Jld & bl dsall 385 duly
el ead Ty o bl g 55 Adbiaal) ddrall adlgall)

s e il 2y P.ospinosa (Ssd) sl Sl Ghdly Sl e Aladl Aibesl) GLSW Gan Jie

A yeall il

palal)

Prunus gxl) Ssall 53l a8 Laglon Al clSially 4ilasll cilydisall Gians duly (2019) b cdey,
-0 232l 35 aladll= Zue i) aglall Bhed daals Alase Lalil) daykhll daiaal) adlatiag dx)all spinosa
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Abstract

The anti-efficacy of Prunus spinosa leaves and fruits extracts against of
some dermatopathogens bacteria, Staphylococcus aureus, Staphylococcus
epidermidis, Streptococcus pyogenes, and Pseudomonas aeruginosa, was
studied, obtained from diseases admitted to the hospital, was studied on
some biochemical tests on them, using the staphylococcal diagnostic
profiling unit, API 20 API Staph. A sample of the prickly peach plant was
collected after complete terrain from the countryside of Aleppo
Governorate, the Turkmen nurses from a middle-altitude area, in the month
of August of the summer of 2021. More drilling rigs (wells) on central
Miiller-Hinton agar. The results showed the effect of the ethanolic extract of
the fruits of P. spinosa on all the tested bacteria, and the record of the
largest circumferential diameter (20) mm was for P. aeruginosa, and the
lowest was for Staph. p.spinosa, with less influence on the name, inherited
the name Staph. And below, and below for the bacterium P. aeruginosa,
with a diameter of the inhibition ring (8) mm. Extract extracted from the
leaves of the plant P. aeruginosa.

Keywords: Prunus spinosa plant, Skin pathogens, Staphylococcus,
Streptococcus, Pseudomonas aeruginosa.
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