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Comparison between propolis extracts and antibiotics used against urinary 

apparatus bacteria 

����

Summary: This work dialed with comparison of the effect of propolis extracts and some antibiotics 

that are used to fighting bacteria of the urinary apparatus, to verify witch one is the most active. 

ECBU is the mean to confirm the existence of urinary infection that can be cause by many bacteria 

such as: Escherichia coli, Enterbacter sp, Porteus sp, Providancia sp, and Staphylococcus aureus. 

The propolis is used after extraction to three extracts E1, E2, E3 and E4, the least one is considered 

as waste. The used means are: the propolis, bacteria growth environment, and chemical solvents. 

The bacteria show a résistance too many types of antibiotics, while for the propolis, the bacteria is 

resistant to only one extracts. Sow we have founded that propolis extracts is more active than the 

antibiotics. 

Key words: Propolis, Urinary infection, Pathogeneous bacteria, Antibiotic. 
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Amoxiline AMO��20µg Spiramycine SPI lOOµg 

Oxacilline OXA 05µ.g Imipnem IMI 20 ug 

Penicilline PEN 30µg 

 

Colistine COL 50µg 

Céfotaxime 

 

CEF��30µg  Triméthoprime 

 

TRI 05µg 

Gentamycine 

 

GEN 1Oµg Vancamycine VAN��15 ug 

Amikacine 

 

AMI 30µg Furanes 

 

FUR 300µg 

Chloramphénicol 

 

CHO 30µg Acide 

Nalidixique 

ANA 30µg 

Tetracycline 

 

TET 30µg Cefalixine CFA 20µg 

Erythromycine 

 

ERY 15 µg Rifamicine 

 

RIF 30µg 

Cefazoline 

 

CEZ 15 µg Augmentine AUG 15 µg 
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