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Abstract

Streptococcus agalactiae is a contagious mastitis pathogen commonly found in dairies in northern Thailand.
During infection, S. agalactiae may form biofilms which is known to be associated with increased antimicrobial
resistance of bacteria. We aimed to investigate changes in antimicrobial resistance of biofilm producing S. agalactiae
associated with bovine mastitis. We measured biofilm formation, Minimum Inhibitory Concentrations (MIC) and
Minimal Bactericidal Concentrations (MBC), and Minimum Biofilm Eradication Concentration (MBEC) of 56 archived
isolates from bovine milk in Chiang Mai, Thailand. Quantitative biofilm evaluation found no (0%) strong, 21 (37%)
moderate, and 30 (54%) weak biofilm producers, as well as 5 (9%) non-biofilm producers. Qualitative biofilm assay
found only 11 isolates (20%) to be biofilm producers; these were further investigated for resistance to ampicillin,
cloxacillin, cephalexin, gentamicin and tetracycline. All 11 isolates showed higher MBECs compared to MICs and
MBCs. Some S. agalactiae strains from cows with clinical or subclinical mastitis can produce biofilms in vitro, and
these appear more resistant to common antibiotics. Such resistance can be an obstacle in the eradication of S.
agalactiae from infected herds. Determination of biofilm formation by S. agalactiae cultured from milk may be useful
for creating an effective treatment plan and prognosis of bovine mastitis.
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Introduction

Streptococcus agalactiae is a pathogen causing subclinical and
mild-to-moderate clinical mastitis in dairy cows, which causes
significant economic losses to dairy farmers [1]. This microorganism
poorly survives in the environment, but can persist indefinitely within
the mammary gland. It is therefore the only mastitis pathogen that
can be eliminated from a herd using blanket therapy with penicillin
or its derivatives [2]. However, eradication from a herd may not be
achieved if S. agalactiae becomes resistant to the antibiotic used, either
by genetic mutation or by production of a coating to shield cells from
the antibiotic.

A biofilm is a structured and self-produced exopolysaccharide with
multiple layers of cells adhering to a surface [3], which contributes
to the resistance to antibiotics and innate host defense mechanisms
[4,5]. Biofilm production is an important virulence factor for several
human infectious pathogens, such as Escherichia coli causing biliary
tract infection, Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Burkholderia cepacia
causing cystic fibrosis pneumonia, and other bacteria causing
nosocomial infections [3]. Bacteria causing bovine mastitis that can
produce biofilms include Staphylococcus aureus [6-9], Staphylococcus
epidermidis [8,10], and Streptococcus uberis [11].

S. agalactiae is a very common pathogen in dairy farms in Chiang
Mai --a major dairy-producing province of the northern Thailand
region -- and moderately resistant to most of the commonly used
antibiotics for mastitis [12]. Previously, we investigated the biofilm-
producing ability of Staphylococci and Streptococci strains isolated
from bovine mastitis in Chiang Mai, and found that most S. agalactiae
isolates produce biofilms in vitro [13]. The objective of the present
study was to investigate changes in antimicrobial resistance of biofilm
producing S. agalactiae associated with bovine mastitis. We evaluated
biofilm formation and compared antimicrobial resistance between
planktonic and biofilm-forming phases of S. agalactiae isolated from
bovine cases of subclinical and clinical mastitis.

Materials and Methods
Bacterial isolates

We selected fifty-six S. agalactiae frozen isolates which had been
derived from sampled milk from cows with both subclinical and clinical
mastitis in Chiang Mai, Thailand. Subclinical mastitis cases were
determined using California Mastitis Test performed either by farmers
or veterinarians. Clinical mastitis cases were determined when clinical
signs including abnormal milk, increased firmness and warmness of
udders were examined by veterinarians. The 56 isolates were among a
collection of 377 bacterial genera from cows sampled from July 2012
to February 2013 [14]. The selected isolates came from 35 cows on 8
farms. Only 4 isolates were from clinically-infected udders, while 52
were from sub clinically-infected udders. The isolates were re-grown
in Brain Heart Infusion (BHI) broth and 5% bovine blood agar (BA).
Species identification was performed by standard tests, including
Gram’s stain, catalase reaction, Christie-Atkins-Munch-Petersen
(CAMP) test, hydrolysis of esculin and hippurate, fermentation of
inulin, raffinose, salicin and Mannitol [15].

Quantitative evaluation of biofilm formation

One colony of each isolate that grew on BA was cultured in Todd-
Hewitt broth with 1% yeast extract (THY broth) and incubated at
37°C for 18-24 h. The inoculated THY broths were then adjusted for
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turbidity to be approximately 0.5 McFarland. Biofilm formation was
induced using the Tissue-Culture-Plate (TCP) biofilm assay, adapted
from methods described previously [16]. Briefly, 5 uL of cell suspension
from each isolate was transferred into each well of a “U-bottom”
polystyrene tissue culture plate containing 195 uL of THY with 0.25%
(w/v) glucose. The plates were then incubated at 37°C for 18 h. The
wells were washed 3 times with phosphate buffered saline (PBS, pH
7.0), dried at room temperature for 2 h, and then stained with 0.1%
(w/v) crystal violet. After washing with PBS and drying, 200 pL of 95%
(v/v) ethanol was added to dissolve the biofilm formed in each well.
The absorbance or optical density (OD) at 570 nm was then measured
using a microplate reader. Wells with uninoculated culture media were
used as blanks. The biofilm assays were performed in triplicate for
each isolate and repeated three times. The cut-off OD value (ODc) was
defined as the averaged OD of the blanks plus 3 times their standard
deviation. The ability to produce biofilm of each S. agalactiae isolate
was classified according to the following criteria [17]:

OD < ODc=Not a biofilm producer

ODc<OD < 2x ODc=Weak biofilm producer

2x ODc<OD < 4x ODc=Moderate biofilm producer

4x ODc<OD=Strong biofilm producer
Qualitative evaluation of biofilm formation

For qualitative evaluation of biofilm formation, the modified TCP
assay was again used. However, in contrast to the quantitative method
above, the biofilm formed in each well of the tissue culture plates was
stained with 0.25% (w/v) crystal violet for 1 min, and washed with PBS
until a clear PBS rinse was observed. Wells were dried 1 h before the
absorbance was measured at OD570 nm using a microplate reader.
Wells with uninoculated culture media were used as blanks. Isolates
with blank-corrected means >0.1 were considered biofilm producers
[9]. The biofilm assay was performed in triplicate for each isolate and
repeated three times. The positive and negative controls used were S.
aureus DMST 4745 (ATCC 29123) and S. epidermidis DMST 15505
(ATCC 12228; Department of Medical Science, Ministry of Public
Health, Thailand), respectively.

Minimum inhibitory and bactericidal concentrations

The MIC and MBC were determined using micro dilutions of
ampicillin, cephalexin, cloxacillin, gentamicin and tetracycline by the
standard methods of the National Committee on Clinical Laboratory
Standards [18]. Different ranges of micro dilutions of each antibiotic
were selected according to MICs previously described (Table 1). The
MICs were defined as the lowest concentration of antibiotics which
inhibited visible growth after 24 h of incubation. The MBCs were
determined by inoculating 10 pL from all broth with no visible growth
onto BA and incubated at 37°C for 24 h. The MBC was the lowest
concentration of antibiotics that inhibited growth on BA.

Antibiotics = MIC (ug/mL) Range of concentrations studied (ug/mL)
Ampicillin <0.25[23] 0.125-64

Cloxacillin <2[21] 0.125-64

Tetracycline <2[24] 0.25-128

Cephalexin <4[25] 0.25-128

Gentamicin <16 [26] 0.5-256

Table 1: Previously reported minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) of
Streptococcus agalactiae and ranges of antibiotic solutions performed in the study.

Minimum biofilm eradication concentrations

To determine MBEC, S. agalactiae isolates were induced for
biofilm formation using the same TCP assay described above,
followed by methods adapted from Chamdit and Siripermpool [19].
Briefly, 200 pL of serial dilutions of antibiotics were added into
each well, with antibiotic-free wells and biofilm-free wells included
as positive and negative controls, respectively. The plates were
incubated at 37°C for 24 h. After removing the antibiotic solutions,
the remaining bacteria were cultured on BA and incubated at
37°C for another 24 h. MBECs were determined from the lowest
concentration of antibiotics that inhibited growth on BA.

Results

Biofilm formation

All 56 studied S. agalactiae frozen isolates were viable when re-
grown on BA. Most S. agalactiae isolates were weak biofilm producers
(30/56, 54%) followed by moderate biofilm producers (21, 37%) (Figure
1). Only 5 (9%) S. agalactiae isolates were non-biofilm producers. No
strong biofilm producers were identified. Upon qualitative assay, 11
(20%) S. agalactiae isolates were biofilm producers (Figure 2). These
biofilm-producing isolates were from only 3 of the 8 farms represented
among the samples.

MIC, MBC and MBEC

The observed MICs of the 11 biofilm-producing S. agalactiae
ranged from 4-64 pg/mL for ampicillin, 16-32 pg/mL for cloxacillin,
8-16 ug/mL for cephalexin, 32-128 pg/mL for gentamicin, and 32-512
pg/mL for tetracycline (Table 2). Most isolates demonstrated greater
or equal MBCs compared to MICs. Similarly, MBECs of tested isolates
tended to be at higher concentrations compared to MICs and MBCs.

Discussion

The present study reaffirmed the ability of S. agalactiae to produce
biofilms on abiotic surfaces previously reported [13,20]. It was
interesting that all biofilm-producing isolates were from only 3 of
the 8 farms. This suggested localized spread of biofilm-producing S.
agalactiae within affected farms. We found a much lower fraction of
biofilm-producing S. agalactiae (20%) by qualitative assay, compared
to 76.5% of human isolates found by Kaur et al. [20], and 73.3% of
bovine isolates reported by Boonyayatra and Jupia [13]. This difference
may have been due to different amounts of initial inoculum of bacteria
and/or different strains of S. agalactiae.

Biofilm formation can be detected and quantified directly or
indirectly by many methods [17]. The qualitative and quantitative
biofilm assays we performed measured surface-attached bacterial cells
by crystal violet staining. The different rates of biofilm production we
found between the two assays may be because the qualitative assay of
Christensen et al. [16] measures cells attached to the bottoms of the
wells, whereas the quantitative assay of Stepanovi¢ et al. [17] allows cells
attached to the bottoms and the walls of the wells to be measured. We
determined MICs, MBCs and MBECs only with 11 biofilm producers
as categorized by the qualitative assay because the method has been
more widely used compared to the quantitative assay.

Similar to other microorganisms, biofilm-producing S. agalactiae
showed increased antibiotic resistance (MBECs) measured on sessile
cells in well surfaces, compared to those of the planktonic phase of
cells measured by MIC and MBC assays [4,21]. The drug-resistance
mechanisms for biofilm formation have been hypothesized to (1)
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Figure 1: Classification of Streptococcus agalactiae isolates based on the quantitative biofilm assay. Isolates with averaged OD570 < 0.2180, 0.2180<OD570 < 0.4359,
and 0.4359<0D570 < 0.8718 were classified as non, weak and moderate biofilm producers respectively.

Numbers of isolates inhibited at concentrations (ug/mL)

Antibiotics Assay
0.125 0.25 0.5 1 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 512 1024 >1024
MIC 2 6 2 1
Ampicillin MBC 2 2 3 1
MBEC 1 1 4 3 2
MIC 2 9
Cloxacillin MBC 1 6 1 2
MBEC 1 2 3 4
MIC 2 9
Cephalexin MBC 1 7 3
MBEC 4 2 2 2
MIC 6 4 1
Gentamicin MBC 4 5 1 4
MBEC 1 6 4
MIC 8 1 1 1
Tetracycline MBC 1 1 3 2 1 2 1
MBEC 1 2 3 4 2

Table 2: Number of isolates among 11 biofilm-producing Streptococcus agalactiae by minimum inhibitory concentrations (MIC), minimum bactericidal concentrations
(MBC), and minimum biofilm eradication concentrations (MBEC) for five antibiotics.
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Figure 2: Classification of Streptococcus agalactiae isolates based on the qualitative biofilm assay. Isolates with blank corrected mean of OD570 nm >0.1 were

classified as biofilm producers.

reduce the penetration of antibiotics through the biofilm, (2) reduce
the growth rate of biofilm cells in rendering them less affected by
antibiotics, and (3) generate “persister” biofilm cells genetically mutated
to be highly antibiotic-resistant [4,22]. Findings of the current study
could not confirm any of these hypotheses. However, regarding to the
short induction time (18 hours) of biofilm formation performed in the
laboratory, the increased antibiotic resistance of biofilm-producing S.
agalactiae observed in this study might be mainly due to the reduction
of accessibility of antibiotics through the biofilm structure [23,24]. The
increased antibiotic resistance of biofilm-producing S. agalactiae
suggests that treatment can fail if infected cows are treated with
drug doses based on routine antibiotic sensitivity tests. However,
as biofilm evaluation was based only on in vitro methods, in vivo
studies should be pursued.

In conclusion, this study indicates that some strains of S. agalactiae
were biofilm producers which may spread within dairy farms. Biofilm-
producing strains of S. agalactiae were associated with increased
antimicrobial resistance as determined in vitro. We recommend that
determination of biofilm formation by S. agalactiae cultured from milk
may be useful for creating an effective treatment plan and prognosis of
bovine mastitis [25,26].

Acknowledgments

The study was funded by a grant from Chiang Mai University. We thank Miss
Saowaratcharee Rin-ut, a scientist in the Central Laboratory, Faculty of Veterinary
Medicine, Chiang Mai University, for her technical support.

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests to be concerned.

References

. Keefe GP (1997) Streptococcus agalactiae mastitis: a review. Can Vet J 38:

429-437.

Boonyayatra S (2012) Treatment of bovine mastitis during lactating period.
Chiang Mai Vet J 10: 89-109.

Costerton JW, Stewart PS, Greenberg EP (1999) Bacterial biofilms: a common
cause of persistent infections. Science 284: 1318-1322.

Melchior MB, Vaarkamp H, Fink-Gremmels J (2006) Biofilms: a role in recurrent
mastitis infections? Vet J 171: 398-407.

Raza A, Muhammad G, Sharif S, Atta A (2013) Biofilm producing Staphylococcus
aureus and bovine mastitis: a review. Mol Microbiol Res 3: 1-8.

Fox LK, Zadoks RN, Gaskins CT (2005) Biofilm production by Staphylococcus
aureus associated with intramammary infection. Vet Microbiol 107: 295-299.

Melchior MB, van Osch MH, Graat RM, van Duijkeren E, Mevius DJ, et al.
(2009) Biofilm formation and genotyping of Staphylococcus aureus bovine
mastitis isolates: evidence for lack of penicillin-resistance in Agr-type Il strains.
Vet Microbiol 137: 83-89.

Oliveira M, Bexiga R, Nunes SF, Carneiro C, Cavaco LM, et al. (2006)
Biofilm-forming ability profiling of Staphylococcus aureus and Staphylococcus
epidermidis mastitis isolates. Vet Microbiol 118: 133-140.

Vasudevan P, Nair MK, Annamalai T, Venkitanarayanan KS (2003) Phenotypic
and genotypic characterization of bovine mastitis isolates of Staphylococcus
aureus for biofilm formation. Vet Microbiol 92: 179-185.

. Simojoki H, Hyvonen P, Plumed FC, Taponen S, Pyorala S (2012) Is the biofilm

formation and slime producing ability of coagulase-negative staphylococci
associated with the persistence and severity of intramammary infection? Vet
Microbiol 158: 344-352.

. Varhimo E, Varmanen P, Fallarero A, Skogman M, Pyorala S, et al. (2011)

Alpha- and B-casein components of host milk induce biofilm formation in the

J Vet Sci Technol, an open access journal
ISSN: 2157-7579

Volume 7 « Issue 5 + 1000374


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1576741/pdf/canvetj00092-0031.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1576741/pdf/canvetj00092-0031.pdf
http://www.vet.cmu.ac.th/cmvj/document/journal/2555_2_5e.pdf
http://www.vet.cmu.ac.th/cmvj/document/journal/2555_2_5e.pdf
http://science.sciencemag.org/content/284/5418/1318.short
http://science.sciencemag.org/content/284/5418/1318.short
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1090023305000316
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1090023305000316
http://biopublisher.ca/index.php/mmr/article/html/630/
http://biopublisher.ca/index.php/mmr/article/html/630/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113505000738
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113505000738
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113508005658
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113508005658
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113508005658
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113508005658
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037811350600263X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037811350600263X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037811350600263X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113502003607
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113502003607
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113502003607
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113512001411
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113512001411
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113512001411
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113512001411
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113510005237
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113510005237

Citation: Boonyayatra S, Pata P, Nakharuthai P, Chaisri W (2016) Antimicrobial Resistance of Biofilm-Forming Streptococcus agalactiae Isolated
from Bovine Mastitis. J Vet Sci Technol 7: 374. doi: 10.4172/2157-7579.1000374

Page 5 of 5

mastitis bacterium Streptococcus uberis. Vet Microbiol 149: 381-389.

12. Boonyayatra S, Thaboonpeng J, Kreausukon K, Suriyasathaporn W (2007)
Antimicrobial resistance of mastitis-associated bacteria in lactating dairy cows
in Chiang Mai province. Chiang Mai Vet J 5: 135-145.

13. Boonyayatra S, Jupia W (2013) Biofilm formation of staphylococci and
streptococci isolated from bovine mastitis in Chiang Mai, Thailand. Chiang Mai
Vet J 11: 133-141.

14. Boonyayatra S, Rin-ut S (2014) Association of intramammary infection caused
by biofilm-producing pathogens with chronic mastitis in dairy cows. Int J Dairy
Sci 9: 89-95.

15. Facklam RR, Washington JA (1991) Streptococcus and related catalase-
negative gram-positive cocci. In: Manual of Clinical Microbiology. 5th edn.
American Society of Microbiology, Washington, DC, USA.

16. Christensen GD, SimpsonWA, YoungerJJ, Baddour LM, Barrett FF, et al.
(1985) Adherence of coagulase-negative staphylococci to plastic tissue culture
plates: a quantitative model for the adherence of staphylococci to medical
devices. J Clin Microbiol 22: 996-1006.

17. Stepanovic S, Vukovic D, Hola V, Di Bonaventura G, Djukic S, et al. (2007)
Quantification of biofilm in microtiter plates: overview of testing conditions
and practice recommendations for assessment of biofilm production by
staphylococci. Acta Path Micro Im B 115: 891-899.

18. Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) (2006) Method for dilution
antimicrobial susceptibility tests for bacteria that grow aerobically; approved
standard. 7th edn. Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute document M7-
A7, Wayne, Pennsylvania, USA.

20.

2

e

22.

2

w

24.

25.

26.

. Chamdit S, Siripermpool P (2012) Antimicrobial effect of clove and lemongrass

oils against plannktonic cells and biofilms of Staphylococcus aureus. MUJPS
39: 28-36.

Kaur H, Kumar P, Ray P, Kaur J, Chakraborti A (2009) Biofilm formation in
clinical isolates of group B streptococci from north India. Microb Pathogenesis
46: 321-327.

.Olson ME, Ceri H, Morck DW, Buret AG, Read RR (2002) Biofilm bacteria:

formation and comparative susceptibility to antibiotics. Can J Vet Res 66: 86-92.

Mah TC, O'Toole GA (2001) Mechanisms of biofilm resistance to antimicrobial
agents. Trends Microbiol 9: 34-39.

. Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) (2011) Performance

standards for antimicrobial susceptibility testing; 21st Informational Supplement
M100S21. Wayne, Pennsylvania, USA.

Bengtsson B, Unnerstad HE, Ekman T, Artursson K, Nilssondst M, et al. (2009)
Antimicrobial susceptibility of udder pathogens from cases of acute clinical
mastitis in dairy cows. Vet Microbiol 136: 142-149.

Guérin-Faublée V, Tardy F, Bouveron C, Carret G (2002) Antimicrobial
susceptibility of Streptococcus species isolated from clinical mastitis in dairy
cows. Int J Antimicrob Agents 19: 219-226.

European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing (EUCAST) (2012)
Breakpoint tables for interpretation of MICs and zone diameters, Version 2.0.
EUCAST, Vaxjo, Sweden.

J Vet Sci Technol, an open access journal
ISSN: 2157-7579

Volume 7 « Issue 5 + 1000374


http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113510005237
http://www.vet.cmu.ac.th/cmvj/document/journal/4_2550_2_e.pdf
http://www.vet.cmu.ac.th/cmvj/document/journal/4_2550_2_e.pdf
http://www.vet.cmu.ac.th/cmvj/document/journal/4_2550_2_e.pdf
http://docsdrive.com/pdfs/academicjournals/ijds/0000/64109-64109.pdf
http://docsdrive.com/pdfs/academicjournals/ijds/0000/64109-64109.pdf
http://docsdrive.com/pdfs/academicjournals/ijds/0000/64109-64109.pdf
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=2SNrAAAAMAAJ&q=Manual+of+clinical+microbiology+1991&dq=Manual+of+clinical+microbiology+1991&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwj7-uGBjLHOAhULsI8KHULRCioQ6AEIGzAA
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=2SNrAAAAMAAJ&q=Manual+of+clinical+microbiology+1991&dq=Manual+of+clinical+microbiology+1991&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwj7-uGBjLHOAhULsI8KHULRCioQ6AEIGzAA
https://books.google.co.in/books?id=2SNrAAAAMAAJ&q=Manual+of+clinical+microbiology+1991&dq=Manual+of+clinical+microbiology+1991&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwj7-uGBjLHOAhULsI8KHULRCioQ6AEIGzAA
http://jcm.asm.org/content/22/6/996.short
http://jcm.asm.org/content/22/6/996.short
http://jcm.asm.org/content/22/6/996.short
http://jcm.asm.org/content/22/6/996.short
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1600-0463.2007.apm_630.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1600-0463.2007.apm_630.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1600-0463.2007.apm_630.x/full
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1600-0463.2007.apm_630.x/full
http://www.pharmacy.mahidol.ac.th/mujournal/_files/2012-39-2_28-36.pdf
http://www.pharmacy.mahidol.ac.th/mujournal/_files/2012-39-2_28-36.pdf
http://www.pharmacy.mahidol.ac.th/mujournal/_files/2012-39-2_28-36.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0882401009000515
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0882401009000515
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0882401009000515
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC226988/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC226988/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0966842X00019132
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0966842X00019132
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiu-fralrHOAhXKo48KHSkNACUQFggbMAA&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.researchgate.net%2Ffile.PostFileLoader.html%3Fid%3D50f0395de39d5e8368000022%26assetKey%3DAS%253A272179910905873%25401441904155623&usg=AFQjCNEszdGMjEYwb6L57k8plvN9uqvpaQ&bvm=bv.129391328,d.c2I&cad=rja
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiu-fralrHOAhXKo48KHSkNACUQFggbMAA&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.researchgate.net%2Ffile.PostFileLoader.html%3Fid%3D50f0395de39d5e8368000022%26assetKey%3DAS%253A272179910905873%25401441904155623&usg=AFQjCNEszdGMjEYwb6L57k8plvN9uqvpaQ&bvm=bv.129391328,d.c2I&cad=rja
https://www.google.co.in/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&ved=0ahUKEwiu-fralrHOAhXKo48KHSkNACUQFggbMAA&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.researchgate.net%2Ffile.PostFileLoader.html%3Fid%3D50f0395de39d5e8368000022%26assetKey%3DAS%253A272179910905873%25401441904155623&usg=AFQjCNEszdGMjEYwb6L57k8plvN9uqvpaQ&bvm=bv.129391328,d.c2I&cad=rja
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113508005014
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113508005014
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378113508005014
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S092485790100485X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S092485790100485X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S092485790100485X

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods 
	Bacterial isolates 
	Quantitative evaluation of biofilm formation  
	Qualitative evaluation of biofilm formation  
	Minimum inhibitory and bactericidal concentrations 
	Minimum biofilm eradication concentrations 

	Results
	Biofilm formation  
	MIC, MBC and MBEC  

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Conflict of Interest 
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	References

