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Abstract

This research aim to study antibacterial activity of vinegar only and
a mixture of vinegar and honey against some pathogenic bacteria. The
results showed that mixture of vinegar and honey was more active than
the vinegar only, and it was found that there were differences in
sensitivity of studied bacteria towards that different lightening.
Staphylococcus epidermidis was the most sensitive to both concentrated
50/50, 25/75 it was shown the superiority of that mixture of vinegar and
honey activity upon some of those antibiotics according to the type of
studied bacteria, which may indicate the capability of using this mixture
of vinegar and honey to control pathogens which are sensitive to it.
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CFM Cefixime
RA Rifampicin
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S Streptomycin

CL Cephalexin
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CRP >21 | 1620 | <15 (S)39 (S)35
TE >19 | 15-18 | <14 (S)28 (R)14
S >19 | 17-18 | <16 (S)19 (S)19
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