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DMSO VS ETHANOL (A) Inhibition of S. aureus biofilm formation. Double dilutions were tested with the 2xMIC highest concentration tested (C1). (B) Degradation of the already formed S. aureus biofilm.
Double dilutions were tested with the 4xMIC highest concentration tested (C1). (C) Inhibition of P. aeruginosa PAO1 biofilm formation. Double dilutions were tested with the highest
e |nhibition of biofilm formation of defensive secretions (A) PHU and concentration tested (C1) for MUN: 0.5 mg/ml, PHU and CBO: 1 mg/ml, DMSO: 1,25 % and streptomycin: 0,013 mg/ml. (D) Degradation of the already formed P. aeruginosa PAO1

) i biofilm. Double dilutions were tested with the highest concentration tested (C1) for MUN: 1 mg/ml, PHU and CBO: 2 mg/ml, DMSO: 2,5 % and streptomycin: 0,025 mg/ml.
(B) MUN and degradation of the already formed P. aeruginosa

PAO1 biofilm of (C) PHU and (D) MUN; both ethanol (E) and DMSO
(D) extracts.

The antibiofilm effect was observed in all tested defense secretions and was more pronounced against S. aureus than

* DMSO extracts showed a stronger antibiofilm effect except in case against P. aeruginosa PAO1.

B, where ethanolic MUN extract showed a stronger effect in biofilm

inhibition. * The strongest biofilm inhibition of S. aureus was at the highest tested concentrations (2 x MIC) while degradation of

- - already formed biofilm was shown at lower tested concentrations (MIC/4)
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investigations of their use as antimicrobial agents, especially against S. aureus.
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