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Aulladll 3 el (el b Afgeall (35 Cilasall Adlab o ) Al sa o
Akl Adgasl) ludal alasiuls Hyssopus officinalis g3l <l el (e dug Sudl)
Dueall 30a3 (i = (S5 praaly ondlil) AlaY) el dngia Al 13g) Lasily
i) Y JoaSl S5y (3882 305 205 10) QAN (a) (o (DA hid
S dgeagll Cargy (555 405 25)C° p=dlainy) B dayag (%805 655 50 :elo/JsasS
lysSall LSy Escherichia coli ATCC25922 11 LSy (e S 3aliaal) (gguaill dalladl]
DLyl danyhay Wuld 5 Al Staphylococcus aureus ATCC25923 duadll 4,35kl
s P e Ua - (dmm) Tl 5l (aly gl Galitie dasiall (al#Y) ddauls:
b Zaddl eladl solad) Adldll i e oadanuy) Ligya il
Al (e (ualy) zagaty Iaaitll Hlad e il Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923
B days die (et o o 2 3saill 138 DA (a5 %96.95 laljaze R2 G ae 45)
LiSH sai e dullad el dany (slo/U5aS) %743 ude pladialis 3285 21.5 334 C°42.9
Loyl o xie Ll ki S Gus Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923 )
2la U saliaal) Adladl) o (adlana¥) Jagyd il il Julaty Lead &4 LS ,mm19.92
2L z gy Japfill i e uedll Escherichia coli ATCC25922J LiS, aa 4280
i) bag il o b z3sall) 13 DA (gag %97.54 oy R2 dad ae &) dapl) o
%70.33 S5 oSl cudally 428y 22.7 520l C742.6 s 4y die (& (DAt
.mm14.65 saglag,dll sda aic Jains Adlad el ael Cum (slo/JsaS)

AaE)) eladl saliadll Adladll Agguall (358 & )sa¥) (aDlATY] (g3l sAalidall ekl
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& e 3l ) bl s Cua Dla dasal) sl ST e i) dygeal) clabiadll 43831 elal) daglae 23
il GLESRY daglall 1) 5asall dieal ) Les caaaiall AugodU daslie Vs (ssal) e Aaalill cilisl e aes
Aaal) Gl ais dodanin dulladg dadle (ailad dlid GlSHal abadS 4kl

A Bl ¢ el Gl 3 Qish s i ) Audall blall sl e Hyssopus officinalis s3) s e
s» Uy3lly (Moghaddam & Mehdizadeh, 2023; Radu ef al., 2022) Jaal) 132 8 dala dllad 45LeS @lShe
Oo (Paasll aiha g5 ) lall 3¢ &30l daidl) s9a35 (Lamiaceae) sl dhadl ) ab jere pde Sl
asas (Rosmarinic acid) clileys Vl Gaes Jie ddgudll GaleaYly culavisisidally 2 gial) Glally 5Lkl sl
5] laliaeS lyall s3a Jesis (Pinocamphone) ¢seelSind) Jie clinsilly ,(Chlorogenic acid) clissg sl
(Grigore sliall ulisigyully Jali ¥y Lug Kodl) cilaiiy) Jibaas e 13y A e A2l olaS 5alins sag Lo
et al., 2020)

Bl 5 Les cpadaial) diylag ddaall dhiall o S S0 g3l Glaalaiind  Shasl uSHll G cplal) adiag
Gyl B3l Guin 3 Ll daialY) LSl pads WS ((Sharifi-Rad ef al., 2022) (aliiwall bl 5,58 e
(Khoshbakht ez 1 du))s 431 L sa5 «(Sharifi-Rad ef al., 2022) =iy @k ddiull Jalgall Ao 3Ly 5508
caliind) 538 o il IS8 5 Lee coadlanal) Al uany clall e (Sl GDR) o cajelil al., 2024)
sl gl il bkl Sl of ) (Vase ef al., 2014) Wil WS 238l olal) Jadiig 3all joiall =S e
Algndll GLSHall 585 (8 55 ) dilall aad bl el claleal) Lo Yy ddaaliadl Cag)lally ddul) dalsalls
sla¥l) s aa Aol Aledlly 50O sliaall Lalidl) e Ulagl GeSinty Le sg elig3l) il laliions 3 A5l slly
Llgidl) LS pally 0y lalian e el 5855 (Ll3Y1) Ba3all dlsell eha¥l e sadiaall ilialiiod) ellic 4zl
.(Boroja et al., 2018) saall 4)lae

&l @ll JiaS (Ultrasound- Assisted Extraction - UAE) diiseall (353 Cilasall saclieay padasin) duss <)
S (535 38 sk Lay Gpriedy ludd) (e ST S llgis 1 (Picot-Allain et al., 2021) il iy
Aadl) LSl (adliind 25050 (peead ) aags (Green Technology) shyas 456 a3 a5 cAuluall LSl (jan
Ball) 43y Clgad GlanY (g5 ) Afseal) ilagall 38l o Al o3 aaiais ((Ozkahraman ef al., 2023) Lss
(Chemat YsaS 5l Tele IS elgus ccdall ) Aulsiadl) LS sal 2558 Jgmsr Lo Al Aaed) 3 (Cavitation —aeil
Aaodieal) (adAnwy) seliSy duw e gmuj J<a clalitiid) oda Adlad adias .ef al., 2017; Khan et al., 2023)
Auasial) oSl Lyas VLl 038 3l ey cdiapaall Sl YO Jnds e g canglonl) Lgillad aass b
Sy cdojleally dalall ilbla¥) (o 2ally Jasif alall daage dumjen LIS a9 «Staphylococcus aureus dua il
cliblaaly Joll Sleall (s3e o oV Jghesall aa3 caball Al dayan LS a5 <Escherichia coli auslsall 4. )&y
o (2022) G5 als Zubair Gu 8 caxdiad) culal deuh Ao Galiiuall dagloul)l Llldl) adias WS, caagl) Sleal)
sl g Le A gadll bl (0 Cam clig3l) (e Aealiondl) el Bae s 8 Lala 190 anll Cudall 2l
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5ol (e jym Al lpdd) e Ageall (358 Cilasall med of (Al-Dhabi et a., 2021) S5 WS A yhall cAS)dl)
idn A (Vlase et al., 2019) eansle 585 ,0le IS4 Lamiaceae e & 3kl LibeSl) LSl [adland
DA Cigph aladid vie cgiaded) e Walgine 3 g3l (358 Brekaa ¢ alially g3l i pealiions (o 4315
Aadl

(LK) (0 le g8 12 2 (Broad-spectrum) cihal) iy didands lles H. officinalis cilal gl (aliiol jebl
Jeasll of ) elly &g «(Yesil-Celiktas et al., 2007) daulus sy AStaphylococcus aureus LS, Sy
(Hosseinzadeh et al., 2020; 1 4wy cin LyaSll oSl sliall bt deje) e dead Al cilingill paliiog
i) Al Al Lyall Jands 3 B e 86MS BT (355 38 5300 A5l)) wlealsiondl of Fraternale et al., 2021)
cpipall (gganl) Taliaall cld L allg Al guadl) Syl il e elall 88 (aleas) ) Ay (539 «(Escherichia coli
OB Xy Candida albicans Jie il gl (any Galall clphdl am dbale 4dld jln g,
Sl bt (ailiad dllia LadS o angy cdidgaslly dsld)l claliioall 4dleé o (Hosseinzadeh ef al., 2020)
o eyl Al 8 (Wang et al., 2024) Laad oS3 Lo sa5, %05 Saal) LA s Glis) b 5:US ST culS 4d5as))
IS e aliin Jeiliy) o ) e cdogand) Claliaall daglaal) Lyl s 405N 15 Aslall clialitiid) 4l
Al )38 g W3l Jgilindl Galitd) 8 5ldall cogil) of claball ey ey Aa<) DAY Lsel e 1,86
-(Fraternale et al., 2021; Boroja et al., 2018) ghdlly LyaSill (10 aaly Jlas 2ia 4198

isigaall (358 )9y alaiials g3l (adlasul Jea clahall o Y1 gl s Joa luball e usal) 39a G a2l o
Claliiieall ddayinll Llledl) il Gasid) 138 Coagy A Gagane ) Lo 228N cladl saliadl) Adladll e ally b,
S. aureus (ATCC 25923) dawlidl) &Yl aa UAE ddigall (348 G\y&\ dawy H. officinalis <\l 45l 4 <]
o)) Aledll Jgamsll (adanS i) Lagydll sasis E. coli (ATCC 25922) 5

: gially Jlgal
rolld) gas ]

Craill Pl Gl s lall Slajly Gow ek Cus ughayl ddiilae (3 Fodl) dihie e lig3l) UL aes
sy shid) eladl clus g Gaall o LY Ciliad & Calpdlly Ll lgie @ilisly 2026 ole e Gl gl e V)
S b Gl Gynaddl gmgs (KENWOOD, 400W) &uliia isalla aladiuls cuinla lasey colf &4 52 (LI

ol sl 3 DA al 4°C Bl dap v DI deae ol s

dpall (G4 rlpadl pdEiY) 2

g3l Ghsmces (30 bt 10 Lla & Gunm sl e g (Al-Dhabi ef al., 2021) oS3 Lo @iy g3l (adaind 5
b Slaally codal) e giad il e ) Cuagy padland £33 S JoaSl udall e Ja 200 pe Tl sl
s 335 Sy <ol Bl Tt b oS3 oLy 3550 (Elmasonic, S60H) Apeall (i clasal dans il s
Bhall da)d e lisics By (A2 405 25 ¢10) Adbise duie) Dligice IO die (DAY &5 s Fsl< 37
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g »Ankall L) AY dasadyi w9 AUl Q) Juad & 3282 30 52al A28 6 553 4000 dejen Clalitonall (550
gea il 2 Aol 48 500 40°C Bal) day die haguias fojiill cand Cikad (O b laliioad) Cagiad Gl aey
g Sl adladl) ladl cdy s -18°C B days xie DMSO ) e Je2 3 500mg S5 Lela 2as cliall

&ALl cladl) soliaad) Llledl) Luas .3
Gaagiyndl DL yee jslaty o) deadl dics 37°C Bl days die (3l aalll Gye A Asagiyad) Cipaxicnd) dpais Yl
ela 24
35 45°C Bhall da)3 vic 3mMMm Gess dabae 22030 (g Gkl B ASu 5 (s L€ Ggia s Ly il
S Gl ddnsal) didiall (5Sim Can Shill Galiiad) Ga il S 50 2 e lad) s Lol Gl iy o3 bl
clacgiall o 380 aa Cilpe GO Aue IS IS A cldde Ylab paliiudl oIS Jla b adlall o
da ) e delu 24) Gacanil) 5538 dilg vie elldg mm/SOpl 3 saalss dapaall Sylaceally Jasdiill HUadl (ulids il s o
.(37°C syl
t Alasy) Jalal
DR G A LAY aadiiy G (S5 (s ey Alail) haes Jilat Dangie alatial DAt dag yd aaat
golin platiuly sl eladll sliadll alaally ((JsaSl) cudall 5555 Hhall dajay ail) dabidal) GaMaTY) dag i
.0=0.05 5 %95 didgise s5ins 2ic MINITAB 17
sl
Staphylococcus aureus L3S (a JS 1a dada) el saliadll lladl oo daalil) ol Ul o (1) Jgaad) oo
& Al el dghian saasall (dasY) dag i aie Escherichia coli ATCC25922) uysSis ATCC 25923
i 15 g Llai¥) mhac dangie 3 lgle Jouanl)

Joaiil) U] Ao AAlial) (adAIAN) dagyd 5l 1(1) Jgaad)

E. coli B S, qureuse | JsaS uidl 385 | 5 Al A0 S P
d (mm) 2 5k | d (mm) B | (%) ke sle/ ¢C) (min) &34 | ey
10.15 16.55 80 25 20 1
11.25 13.33 65 55 10 2
11.35 14.33 65 25 30 3
7.30 13.00 50 25 20 4
10.45 16.27 80 40 10 5
14.75 19.75 65 40 20 6
9.25 13.63 50 40 30 7
12.75 17.55 80 40 30 8
9.00 13.05 50 55 20 9
12.10 18.55 80 55 20 10
8.45 11.73 50 40 10 11
14.35 18.95 65 40 20 12
13.95 18.45 65 40 20 13
9.05 12.45 65 25 10 14
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14.05 23.65 (dmm) Linezolid plaink b k3
10.00 14.05 (dmm) Cefepime plsainy b ki

tlsine dalgll e b8l dleial ge Aflas) P ad DA (e (adlainl) Lagyal alell gsinad) il (2) dsand) s
Jaadl) Uad] e dalidal) (adAiay) dag pil Alany) Jaladl) gilis 1(2) Jgaad)

Escherichia coli | Staphilococcus aureus el DaNALNI L 4
P-value P-value

0.00 0.01 X °Csy yallda
0.00 0.00 X A8 LAty ()
0.00 0.00 X3 slo/dsaS caudall S i
0.021 0.00 X2 2(°C ) allda )
0.00 0.02 X,? 2(4ady LadaiuY) (e ))
0.00 0.00 X32 2(elo/J a8 cndall 3 1)
>(.05 0.04 X3*X1 | (sLe/dsaS cuddll 38 5)*(°Cs) all 4 )))
0.031 >0.05 Xo*X1 (Aads padAswY) =) *(°C Byl yall 2;)3)
0.03 >().05 X3* Xy | (sWe/d S cadall S ) *(Ladainl) (e ))
0.933 0.986 7 salll pe ) paiall D pae
97.54 %96.95 R’

Staphilococcus aureus LySd salad) ddld) e adana) Jagyd il 4al) da)all (e dbee o Jpaall 2
b LS Lsina 53540l 52 3gaall slasi) 3 ATCC 25923

Lol ki (d mm) =-42.29 + 0.7317 X;+ 1.2296 X» + 0.867 X3- 0.010511 X% - 0.02857 X»?

-0.006211 X532+ 0.002167 X;*X3

Staphilococcus Lyl sabiadl) dlladl) e dabiaall (adlasiu) dag i il ala) 205 Sl Jaall (1) IS8 Gang
Bhall days o LyaSll sdgd Jandn ylai S gean Al Bl Jagyal) of (2) JS& e WS aureus ATCC 25923
D8 e Ulias Tlae Jagyall 038 Gaki sicg cele/UsnS :%74.2 635 JoaS cude pladials 3283 21.3 534 42.9°C
19.98mm s Asbeall s Lo Jsaanll 3 ) &bl Lagfil) 1ad Ao we )liie Zadl) 530519.50mm Lasis

effect of different parameters(Temperature, time, and v/w) Versus d mm

Hold Values
time 20
temperature 40

v/iw 65

v/w

N
temperature

Staphilococcus aureus LyiSd salaall 4dladl) Ao 4408 (adAIWY) kg yd Lol sl O k) Jaal) (1) i
ATCC 25923
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1 e T et W
i High =00 55O 8O0
e S E12131] [42 E7EE] [FAZ72T]
EBredict  Low 10.0 250 500
o mm \ \
P i rr
y = 198827
d = 1.00m

Staphilococcus aureus ATCC 25923 L,aS lanfs b BRI A all Jag il 1(2) J<id
fok LS ilS Lt Aalgll e 8l Cada dasg A8 (aMARY) Tyl AN . coli LyiSs Jasiss 5l Alolea Lol
Lol s (dmm)=-64.74+ 0.8252 X; + 0.5915 Xz + 1.5922 X3- 0.009011 X;2 - 0.01447 X5?
-0.011900 X3? - 0.002500 X;*X> + 0.002500 Xo* X3
Escherichia Lyl sl ddledl) o dabhad) padana) dag s 5l alay) D8 L) Jaal (3) J<al cpuns
42.6°C Bl dayd & LSl odgd i [l H<H aas Al i) gyl of (4) JS&) G WS coli ATCC25922
14.5mm Jagil) Hhad oIS Llee Log 50l o3a (ke vie g cela/J5nS :%70.33 S5  JsaS Cude pladiuls 4283 22.73 524
mm14.18 a5 Asledll s lggle Jsaantl @3 1 Lyl Jagfil) 1ad Ao e 4)liie Lol 005

time, temperature, and v/w versus dmm

Hold Values

time 20
temperature 40
v/iw 65

14
dmm12

30

40
temperature 50

Escherichia coli LyiSs 5aliaal) 4dladl) o Aalaa) (DALY Jag yé Lol sl 5 Al Sl 1(3) Jead

ATCC25922
N i teRETat Wi
High £ ) 5.0 B0
R Cur 227273 [425758] M33303]
Predict Low TiT1] 5.0 ST

x

3w
ol i
¥ = MTISD
d = 059538

Escherichia coli ATCC25922 LSl b i b S (gaas i ol Jagad) :(4) Jeid
Escherichia s Staphylococcus aureus ATCC25923 3 LsS (a0 JS asin jUaaY Slany) dalaill w8 s
L ss iDLl Gila sai s Alledll b€yl a3 (b Aigeal) (58 zlsaVl (DALY Adled coli ATCC25922
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Gl lly Al CUSHal) 55a0 (e 0 Adigeall (35 z15a¥) ol (Picot-Allain ef al., 2021) 553 L ge Lad il
Jyandl & cpAll) Gaadsaill (8 dplasl) adl) ma g LS, cudall ) L) dagess  Jillg bl (golal) jland) LS Bl (e
Sl el & alladll LSyl Dhail (e 2 Al dapn gl of s Lol 5l e 05 Blall das 8l o Legle
Albs (adlana¥) 2935e 80y (o el Las daliiid) GlSHall pe cndall i dag ) (e praidn LS Lpadlanl
Jua) Adled e 15 A Joal) Cudall 585 8al3) Aually 5aY) QIS Ll gy Afiaciall 2dall laS saliaal) £lledl
dalaioal) Aledl) SLSall g bl 520 Lol 2y ) Gadlanal] sadd dawilly Loads caudal dads ) Alladl) LSl
Lgdll il an DS ey $A1 den Gag Jaadil) [ Bl o GSat (@A) LAt 3930 835 MLy cudalls
I Llad G i) L e clpuaiall sda il b iy uadgaill S 8 ALl Ban il il adlaniud ddbiaall
I s 2y padlanadd Bl Cagphll s ) sgaall ) dugsnall @haadl 2Lyl Jail) pld alay Cus Bl
| dsS) %743 cwia aladiulig dads 21.5 524l 42.9°C 8)la days xie Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923
§ha dayn xie Escherichia coli ATCC25922 11 LKy ,19.92mm dag,all oda vie Janfiill Hlad o€ Cus (ela
spgdag il a2 wie Lauii Adled el el Cum (slofd5aS) %70.33 S5 JoaSl qudally dada 22.7 3341 42.6°C
o cdlyy) ol s Laail) i ek Gus Aadal) eladU saliadll Ldledll miin dagpdll sda yut diey 14.65mm
5aal S sylall dajal Lajaall il o) 1) IS 3505 (Al-Dhabi ef al., 2021) 2S5 L ae Gilsi L sag il
Wla e A5G el 508 il Ao Aladll SLGA Ay (B AT ) gk il 35 gl padlana)
LS bgdle Jgeanll 8 0l cpalbill Gaadsailly Lbeal) cplaill PIA (0 Ll duagill & Al Ghaasad) o8 3 O3lgll
U LSt gaad) Sy e 8 Escherichia coli ATCC25922 LySd Ldall jhd of mitull DA e Lead Laadly
ol laall 4y 3 ) Ob el Sy Gua (i) dagyd Lt xie Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923
lagas Jaadiis lgad il by LKl (golall oliad) 3lial o Alledl) ilSyall 5558 e dlas 53 phad) Al L<ll
.(Hosseinzadeh et al., 2020)

ralaliviay)

Bacluas paliiondl | (Hyssopus officinalis) lis3) <l Sla¥ Sl palaiuall dllall gl dlladl) dabal) iy
Staphylococcus aureus 3 LS Escherichia coli ATCC25922 LiSs (e JS s laniis A ddiguall (358 G\y&\
oD el Cag ylall ana A8 50US Aolaia) dans dungie 33g Ailuan ) dudyall 23l il 5elals ATCC 25923
o 0Ked) 5 Lgn Aledll Ll (g Blal pant b (lall/ sl Cudal) 355 GadlaTul (ads Bha Aayd (e
Adagiad) LS o i g )Seall il Hhad 2L

Ll Jguashl @ Al tall Lagyall (385 (Hyssopus officinalis) sy <l Jlay¥ JeaSll (adanul) aladiul s
A5ally AR il 3 Alaal) ALdlall Slgall (hel S paiiey anb Galitis e Jpaanl] bl o (DA 0
Jals 22 Lebee Ally paldieall S 3 A2 Tgan Alladl) SLS Chanasiy Jial e ST g el (oags S
g Saall LAY
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Abstract

This study aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of ultrasound in extracting
compounds with microbial activity from the flowers of Hyssopus officinalis
using aqueous alcoholic solvents. For this purpose, we used the response
surface methodology and the Box-Bennkin design to determine the optimal
extraction parameters: extraction time (10, 20, and 30 minutes), ethyl alcohol
concentration (alcohol/water ratio: 50, 65, and 80%), and extraction
temperature (25, 40, and 55) °C to achieve maximum antibacterial activity
against both Escherichia coli ATCC25922 and Staphylococcus aureus
ATCC25923, which was measured by the diffusion method using discs
impregnated with hyssop extract and by measuring the diameter of inhibition
(dmm). By analyzing the effect of extraction conditions on the antimicrobial
activity against Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923, we were able to express
the inhibition diameter using a second-order mathematical model with an R?
value of 96.95%. This model showed that extraction at 42.9°C for 21.5
minutes using a 74.3% solvent (alcohol/water) yielded the highest activity
against the growth of Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923, with an inhibition
diameter of 19.92 mm. Similarly, by analyzing the effect of extraction
conditions on the antimicrobial activity against Escherichia coli ATCC
25922, we were able to express the inhibition diameter using a second-order
mathematical model with an R? value of 97.54%. This model showed that the
optimal extraction conditions were 42.6°C for 22.7 minutes with a 70.33%
alcohol solvent. (Alcohol/Water) where it gave the highest inhibition efficacy
under these conditions, which is 14.65mm.

Keywords: Hyssopus, extraction, ultrasound, antimicrobial activity,
inhibition diameter.
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