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Abstract
The antimicrobial activity of ginseng extract was investigated in-vitro against 24 clinical isolates of Porphyromonas gingivalis and 

Prevotella intermedia. To our knowledge, there is a lack of researches on the evaluation of the antimicrobial effectiveness of ginseng 
extract on periodontopathic bacteria. We also compared the in-vitro antibacterial action of ginseng extract to that of propolis extract 
by agar diffusion method. The MIC values of ginseng extract against Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia were 512 
and 1024 µg/ml, respectively. While the MIC obtained for propolis extract were 256 and 512 µg/ml against Porphyromonas gingivalis 
and Prevotella intermedia, respectively. Moreover, the statistical analysis for the effect of ginseng and propolis extracts on Porphy-
romonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia using student paired t-test revealed a significant difference between the two groups (p 
< 0.001). However, the anti-Porphyromonas gingivalis and anti-Prevotella intermedia mean activities of ginseng extract were lower 
than that of propolis extract by 1.32 and 0.17 AU, respectively. The results of the current study support the usage of ginseng extract 
as an adjuvant to periodontal therapy after proper in-vivo studies are performed.
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Introduction
Periodontal diseases are complex infections initiated by sub-

ginigival plaque biofilm harbouring Gram-negative, anaerobic 
or microaerophilic bacteria. Periodontal damage results mainly 
from the immune response induced by virulent types of periodon-
tal pathogens [1]. Strong evidence showed that black pigmented 
Gram-negative anaerobes such as Porphyromonas gingivalis, Pre-
votella intermedia, and Tannerella forsythia are considered as viru-
lent periodotopathogens, which intensely contribute to chronic 
periodontitis pathogenesis [2]. Antibiotics have been prescribed 
with conventional mechanical debridement for periodontitis treat-
ment [3]. However, the emergence of antibiotic resistant patho-

genic bacteria has become a serious threat to public health [4]. 
Besides, most of the prescribed antibiotics exhibit a wide range of 
side-effects such as nausea, vomiting, diarrhoea, and gastrointesti-
nal problems [5]. 

In recent years, special attention has been paid to the use of 
natural materials for periodontal treatment with minimal adverse 
effects. Propolis, a resinous substance produced by honey bees 
(Apis melifera), has been investigated for its antibacterial activities 
against oral pathogens [6,7]. The chemical composition of propo-
lis varies according to the season of collection by the bees and the 
regional vegetation [8]. Furthermore, The antimicrobial activity 
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exerted by propolis is dependent on the synergism between fla-
vonoids, phenolic acids and their esters but not a single propolis 
compound [6,9].

Panax ginseng has been used in traditional medicine for years. 
The biological properties of ginseng include antibacterial [10-
12], antifungal [13], antitumor [14], and antioxidative activities 
[10]. Moreover, ginseng exhibited a potential antibacterial activity 
against the crucial etiologic agent of dental caries, Streptococcus 
mutans [15]. Ginseng has been reported to have several bioactive 
compounds including flavonoids, phenolics, alkaloids, triterpenes, 
vitamins, polyacetylenes, and minerals [16]. The major active com-
ponents of ginseng are kaempferols and ginsenosides [16].

To our knowledge there are no reports on the susceptibility of 
Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia isolated from 
patients with periodontitis to ginseng. The objectives of this re-
search were to evaluate the susceptibility profile of Porphyromonas 
gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia to ginseng and to compare its 
activity with propolis. 

Materials and Methods
Media and chemicals

Bacteriological media used throughout this work were prepared 
according to the instructions of the manufacturer before autoclav-
ing at 121°C for 15 min. The following media were used throughout 
the present work: VMGA III transport medium [17], Brucella blood 
agar with hemin and vitamin K1 (BBAHV, Becton Dickinson GmbH, 
Germany) [18], tryptone soya broth (TSB, Biolife, Italy), and Mül-
ler-Hinton agar (MHA, Biolife, Italy). All chemicals used in the cur-
rent study were of analytical grade (HiMedia Laboratories, India).

Preparation of propolis extract and ginseng extract

Propolis was purchased from Hanse Honig INH. Philipp Von 
Rath, Germany and ginseng roots were purchased from the local 
market. One g of propolis or ginseng was dispersed in 100 ml abso-
lute ethyl alcohol at 37°C for 18 hours in a rotary evaporator. The 
obtained solution was filtered through Whatman No. 1 filter paper 
and centrifuged for 10 minutes at 10,000 rpm. The clear superna-
tant was diluted with distilled water to give 40% ethanol concen-
tration.

Sample collection and isolation of Porphyromonas gingivalis 
and Prevotella intermedia

The research protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee 
of the Faculty of Dentistry at Pharos University in Alexandria, Alex-

andria, Egypt. Thirty patients diagnosed with moderate to severe 
chronic periodontitis were enrolled from the patients attending the 
Clinic of Faculty of Dentistry, Pharos University in Alexandria after 
obtaining informed consents. All selected patients had at least 3 
non-adjacent pockets with minimum 3 mm clinical attachment loss 
and had no history of periodontal treatment or antibiotic therapy 
during the previous 1 month. After supragingival plaque had been 
removed from the teeth, subgingival plaque samples were obtained 
from multiple pockets per patient (pool samples) after isolation 
using cotton rolls. Paper points were inserted to the depth of the 
periodontal pocket until resistance was felt and were kept in site 
for 10 seconds (Figure 1) [19]. The paper points were immediately 
transferred to 10 ml autoclaved screw capped test tubes containing 
5 ml of VMGA III transport medium [17]. Each tube was vortexed 
vigorously and an aliquot of 1 ml was inoculated on sterile BBAHV 
agar medium, a selective medium for the isolation of Porphyromo-
nas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia [18]. After anaerobic incu-
bation using the Oxoid Gas-Pak system (Oxoid Ltd, UK) at 37°C for 
5 days, the bacteria grown were purified by streaking on BBAHV 
agar medium. Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia 
were distinguished from other black-pigmented, anaerobic, Gram-
negative rods by UV fluorescence [20].

Figure 1: Paper points inserted into the depth of periodontal 
pocket.

Identification of the obtained bacterial isolates

The obtained Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella interme-
dia isolates were identified by matrix-assisted laser desorption/
ionization time-of-flight mass spectrometry (MALDI-TOF MS). The 
spectrum produced by MALDI-TOF MS was compared against the 
reference spectra using Bruker MALDI-TOF Biotyper software to 
achieve a confidence score for the most related species [21]. 
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Determination of propolis and ginseng extracts MIC and anti-
bacterial activities against Porphyromonas gingivalis and Pre-
votella intermedia

The agar diffusion method [22] was adopted to examine the 
antibacterial activity of propolis and ginseng extracts. A loopful of 
either Porphyromonas gingivalis or Prevotella intermedia pure cul-
ture was inoculated in TSB and incubated overnight anaerobically 
at 37°C. A seed culture of either Porphyromonas gingivalis or Pre-
votella intermedia (105 cfu/ml) was inoculated and spread on the 
surface of MHA medium. By using a sterile cork borer, one well of 
6 mm diameter was punched in each plate. An aliquot of 10 µl of 
propolis or ginseng extract was placed at the center of each well. 
After incubation at 37°C for 24h, the diameters of inhibition zones 
were measured by Vernier calliper. The experiment was carried 
out in triplicate and the average absolute unit (AU) of inhibition 
zones was calculated according to Lotfy., et al. [4]. The MIC values 
of propolis extract and ginseng extract against Porphyromonas gin-
givalis and Prevotella intermedia were determined as reported in 
Matar and Lotfy [23].

Statistical analysis

Statistical analysis was performed using paired t-test and P-val-
ues ≤ 0.001 were considered statistically significant.

Results
Characterization and identification of Porphyromonas gingi-
valis and Prevotella intermedia isolates 

Samples were collected and cultured as described previously 
under the Materials and Methods section. After the incubation pe-
riod on BBAHV, 24 Gram-negative black pigmented colonies were 
presumptively identified as Porphyromonas gingivalis or Prevotella 
intermedia. Presence of UV fluorescence [20] was used as a rapid 
taxonomic test to confirm the identification of Porphyromonas gin-
givalis and Prevotella intermedia. MALDI-TOF MS proteomic iden-
tification was used to compare the cellular protein profiles of the 
isolated bacteria to reference spectra. According to the results ob-
tained from this analysis (Table 1), the 24 isolates recorded high 
score values ranged from 2.41 to 2.82 which indicated a highly 
probable identification of Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella 

intermedia (Table 1). 

Determination of propolis and ginseng extracts MIC against 
Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia

The MIC results for propolis extract and ginseng extract are 
listed in Table 2. The 12 isolates of Porphyromonas gingivalis had 
greater sensitivity to propolis extract and ginseng extract than the 
12 isolates of Prevotella intermedia. Propolis extract showed the 
lowest MICs, 256 and 512 µg/ml against Porphyromonas gingiva-
lis and Prevotella intermedia, respectively. On the other hand, all 
the isolates of Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia 

were susceptible to ginseng extract with MICs of 512 and 1024 µg/
ml, respectively.

Bacterial 
isolate Best match Score value*

1 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.75
2 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.45
3 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.69
4 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.81
5 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.44
6 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.51
7 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.41
8 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.59
9 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.53
10 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.77
11 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.59
12 Porphyromonas gingivalis 2.81
13 Prevotella intermedia 2.49
14 Prevotella intermedia 2.58
15 Prevotella intermedia 2.68
16 Prevotella intermedia 2.74
17 Prevotella intermedia 2.82
18 Prevotella intermedia 2.56
19 Prevotella intermedia 2.49
20 Prevotella intermedia 2.50
21 Prevotella intermedia 2.61
22 Prevotella intermedia 2.58
23 Prevotella intermedia 2.74
24 Prevotella intermedia 2.69

Table 1: MALDI - TOF MS analysis of the isolated bacteria.

*2.300 - 3.000, highly probable species identification; 2.000 - 
2.299, probable species identification; 1.700 - 1.999, probable ge-
nus identification; and 0.000 - 1.699, not reliable identification.

Extract Microorganism MIC (µg/ml)
Propolis extract Porphyromonas gingivalis 256

Prevotella intermedia 512
Ginseng extract Porphyromonas gingivalis 512

Prevotella intermedia 1024

Table 2: Susceptibility of 24 isolates of Porphyromonas gingivalis 
and Prevotella intermedia to propolis extract and ginseng extract.

Comparison between the antibacterial activities of propolis 
and ginseng extracts against Porphyromonas gingivalis and 
Prevotella intermedia

The data illustrated graphically in Figures 2 and 3 showed a 
comparison between the antibacterial activity (AU) of ginseng ex-
tract versus propolis extract against Porphyromonas gingivalis and 
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Prevotella intermedia. The anti- Porphyromonas gingivalis activities 
of propolis extract ranged from 15.73 to 24.67 AU whereas, ginseng 
extract showed activities ranged from 14.2 to 23.16 AU. On the oth-
er hand, the anti-Prevotella intermedia activities of propolis extract 
ranged from 12.51 to 13.67 AU whereas, ginseng extract showed 
activities ranged from 12.35 to 13.48 AU. Furthermore, the mean 
activity of ginseng extract was lower than that of propolis extract 
by 1.32 and 0.17 AU with respect to Porphyromonas gingivalis and 
Prevotella intermedia, respectively (Table 3). 

Figure 1: The antimicrobial efficacy of propolis extract compared 
with ginseng extract on Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella 

intermedia.
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Figure 3: Inhibition zone of propolis extract against Porphyromo-
nas gingivalis (A) and Prevotella intermedia (B) versus inhibition 
zone of ginseng extract against Porphyromonas gingivalis (C) and 

Prevotella intermedia (D).

Statistical  
parameter

Anti-

Porphyromonas gingivalis 
activity of propolis extract 

(AU)

Anti-

Porphyromonas 
gingivalis activity of 
ginseng extract (AU)

Anti-

Prevotella intermedia 
activity of propolis 

extract (AU)

Anti-

Prevotella intermedia 
activity of ginseng 

extract (AU)

Mean 18.67658356 17.35196759 13.07039931 12.89931134
Variance 5.288952622 5.484136945 0.137399378 0.146843949
Observations 12 12 12 12
Pearson Correlation 0.980835415 -- 0.984789248 --
Hypothesized Mean 
Difference 0 -- 0 --

df 11 -- 11 --
t Stat 10.05643886 -- 8.856503496 --
P(T<=t) one-tail 3.49425×10-7 -- 1.22622×10-6 --
t Critical one-tail 4.024701038 -- 4.024701038 --
P(T<=t) two-tail 6.98849×10-7 -- 2.45245×10-6 --
t Critical two-tail 4.436979338 -- 4.436979338 --

Table 3: Statistical analysis using paired t-test for the effects of propolis and ginseng extracts on Porphyromonas gingivalis and  
Prevotella intermedia.



As shown in table 3, the statistical analysis using paired t-test 
for the effects of propolis and ginseng extracts on Porphyromonas 
gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia revealed a significant differ-
ence between the sample means of the two groups as the p-value 
is lower than 0.001.

Discussion and Conclusion
Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia are regard-

ed as major etiologic agents for periodontitis [2,24]. The current 
study was undertaken to evaluate the antimicrobial action of the 
ethanolic extract of ginseng against the periodontopathic bacteria 
Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia and to com-
pare its activity to propolis extract. To the best of our knowledge, 
no single report has been reported on the susceptibility of Por-
phyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia isolated from pa-
tients with periodontitis to ginseng extract. As an orientation step, 
24 Gram-negative black pigmented bacteria were isolated from 30 
patients with moderate to severe chronic periodontitis. The identi-
fication of these isolates was confirmed by MALDI-TOF MS as Por-
phyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia. 

The antimicrobial activities of propolis extract against Porphy-
romonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia were demonstrated 
in this study to be compared to that of ginseng extract. These re-
sults confirmed other studies on propolis extract [6,7]. Propolis 
extract showed MICs of 256 and 512 µg/ml against Porphyromonas 
gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia, respectively. Our results are 
in good agreement with that reported by Yoshimasu., et al. [9] but 
higher than the findings of Santos., et al. [6]. This difference could 
be explained by the diverse composition of propolis [8], and differ-
ent methodologies in the preparation of propolis extracts. The an-
timicrobial action of propolis is complex and depends on the syn-
ergistic mechanism between different propolis constituents [6,9]. 
The compounds in propolis known to have antimicrobial action are 
mainly flavonoids, phenolic acids and their esters [6,9].

Susceptibility of Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella inter-
media to ginseng extract was comparable to propolis extract with 
MICs of 512 and 1024 µg/ml, respectively. However, the MIC values 
obtained for propolis extract were lower than ginseng extract. Our 
results are relatively close to the results reported by Son., et al. [15] 
on the MIC of ginseng extract against the oral cariogenic Strepto-
coccus mutans. The major bioactive compounds of ginseng are gin-
senosides and kaempferols [16]. Moreover, Lee., et al. [25] reported 
that a high uronic acid containing polysaccharide isolated from the 
root of ginseng inhibited the ability of Porphyromonas gingivalis to 
agglutinate erythrocytes.

Our results showed that both propolis and ginseng extracts pre-
sented in-vitro antimicrobial activities against all of the 24 isolates 
of Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia. The mean 
antimicrobial activity of propolis extract was 1.08 and 1.01 fold 
that of ginseng extract with respect to Porphyromonas gingivalis 
and Prevotella intermedia, respectively. Consequently, the antimi-
crobial activity observed for the ginseng extract suggests its usage 
as an adjuvant to periodontal therapy. However, it is important 
to clarify that in-vitro tests do not simulate the real environment 
found in the periodontal pockets as they do not consider biofilm 
formation. Therefore, in-vivo tests should be carried out to verify 
its efficacy within the subgingival environment.

Conflict of Interest
The authors have declared no conflict of interest.

Bibliography

1. Hernandez M., et al. “Host-pathogen interactions in progres-
sive chronic periodontitis”. Journal of Dental Research 90.10 
(2011): 1164-1170.

2. Zambon JJ. “Periodontal diseases: microbial factors”. Annals of 
Periodontology 1.1 (1996): 879-925.

3. Slots J. “Systemic antibiotics in periodontics”. Journal of Peri-
odontology 67 (1996): 831-838.

4. Lotfy WA., et al. “Production of di- (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate by 
Bacillus subtilis AD35: Isolation, purification, characterization 
and biological activities”. Microbial Pathogenesis 124 (2018): 
89-100.

5. Heta S and I Robo. “The side effects of the most commonly 
used group of antibiotics in periodontal treatments”. Medical 
Sciences 6.1 (2018): 6.

6. Santos FA., et al. “Susceptibility of Prevotella intermedia/Pre-
votella nigrescens (and Porphyromonas gingivalis) to propo-
lis (bee glue) and other antimicrobial agents”. Anaerobe 8.1 
(2002): 9-15.

7. Sforcin JM. “Biological properties and therapeutic applications 
of propolis”. Phytotherapy Research 30.6 (2016): 894-905.

8. Bankova VS., et al. “Propolis: recent advances in chemistry and 
plant origin”. Apidologie 31.1 (2000): 3-15.

9. Yoshimasu Y., et al. “Rapid bactericidal action of propolis 
against Porphyromonas gingivalis”. Journal of Dental Research 
97.8 (2018): 928-936.

86

A Comparison between the Antibacterial Activity of Propolis and Ginseng Extracts on Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia 
Isolated from Patients with Chronic Periodontitis

Citation: Heba A Shawky and Walid A Lotfy. “A Comparison between the Antibacterial Activity of Propolis and Ginseng Extracts on Porphyromonas  
gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia Isolated from Patients with Chronic Periodontitis”. Acta Scientific Dental Sciences 5.3 (2021): 82-87.

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21471325/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21471325/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21471325/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9118283/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9118283/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15633334/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15633334/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0882401018303814
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0882401018303814
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0882401018303814
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0882401018303814
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5872163/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5872163/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5872163/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16887668/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16887668/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16887668/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16887668/
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ptr.5605
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ptr.5605
https://www.apidologie.org/articles/apido/abs/2000/01/M0105/M0105.html
https://www.apidologie.org/articles/apido/abs/2000/01/M0105/M0105.html
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29494308/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29494308/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29494308/


10. Choi YH., et al. “Antibacterial and antioxidative activity of 
roasted coffee and red ginseng mixture extracts”. Journal of 
the Korean Society of Food Science and Nutrition 41.3 (2012): 
320-326.

11. Eom, S.J., et al. “Antibacterial effects against various foodborne 
pathogens and sensory properties of yogurt supplemented 
with panax ginseng marc extract”. Korean Journal for Food Sci-
ence of Animal Resources 37.5 (2017): 787.

12. Lee KA., et al. “Antibacterial activity of Ginseng (Panax ginseng 
CA Meyer) stems–leaves extract produced by subcritical water 
extraction”. International Journal of Food Science and Technol-
ogy 48.5 (2013): 947-953.

13. Singariya P., et al. “Evolution of Indian ginseng against differ-
ent bacteria and fungi”. Asian Journal of Pharmaceutical and 
Clinical Research 5 (2012): 145-148.

14. Xu LL., et al. “Comparative research of chemical constituents, 
antifungal and antitumor properties of ether extracts of Panax 
ginseng and its endophytic fungus”. Phytomedicine 16 (2009): 
609-616.

15. Son HJ., et al. “Antibacterial Activities of Et-OH Extract from 
Extruded White Ginseng on Tooth Decay Bacteria”. Journal of 
the Korean Society of Food Science and Nutrition 38.7 (2009): 
951-957.

16. Sun S., et al. “Effects of steaming the root of Panax notogin-
seng on chemical composition and anticancer activities”. Food 
Chemistry 118.2 (2010): 307-314.

17. Doan N., et al. “Proficiencies of three anaerobic culture sys-
tems for recovering periodontal pathogenic bacteria”. Journal 
of Clinical Microbiology 37.1 (1999): 171-174.

18. MacFaddin J. “Media for Isolation-Cultivation-Identification-
Maintenance of Medical Bacteria”. Williams and Wilkins, Bal-
timore Disclaimer: User must ensure suitability of the product 
(s) in their application prior to use. 1 (1985).

19. Jandik KA., et al. “Invasive differences among Porphyromonas 
gingivalis strains from healthy and diseased periodontal sites”. 
Journal of Periodontal Research 43.5 (2008): 524-530.

20. Slots J and H Reynolds. “Long-wave UV light fluorescence for 
identification of black-pigmented Bacteroides spp”. Journal of 
Clinical Microbiology 16.6 (1982): 1148-1151.

21. Randall LP., et al. “Evaluation of MALDI-ToF as a method for the 
identification of bacteria in the veterinary diagnostic labora-
tory”. Research in Veterinary Science 101 (2015): 42-49.

22. Atlas RM. Principles of microbiology/by Ronald M. Atlas. 
(1997).

23. Matar MA and WA Lotfy. “A Comparative Study of the Anti-
microbial Activity of Cinnamomum zeylanicum and Thymus 
vulgaris Essential Oils with Chlorhexidine on Salivary Strepto-
coccus mutans and Candida albicans”. Research and Reviews: A 
Journal of Dentistry 10.1 (2019): 1-7.

24. Herrero ER., et al. “Dysbiosis by neutralizing commensal me-
diated inhibition of pathobionts”. Scientific Reports 6 (2016): 
38179.

25. Lee JH., et al. “In vitro anti-adhesive activity of an acidic poly-
saccharide from Panax ginseng on Porphyromonas gingivalis 
binding to erythrocytes”. Planta Medica 70 (2004): 566-569.

• Prompt Acknowledgement after receiving the article
• Thorough Double blinded peer review
• Rapid Publication 
• Issue of Publication Certificate
• High visibility of your Published work

Assets from publication with us

Website: www.actascientific.com/
Submit Article: www.actascientific.com/submission.php 
Email us: editor@actascientific.com
Contact us: +91 9182824667 

87

A Comparison between the Antibacterial Activity of Propolis and Ginseng Extracts on Porphyromonas gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia 
Isolated from Patients with Chronic Periodontitis

Citation: Heba A Shawky and Walid A Lotfy. “A Comparison between the Antibacterial Activity of Propolis and Ginseng Extracts on Porphyromonas  
gingivalis and Prevotella intermedia Isolated from Patients with Chronic Periodontitis”. Acta Scientific Dental Sciences 5.3 (2021): 82-87.

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/273986508_Antibacterial_and_Antioxidative_Activity_of_Roasted_Coffee_and_Red_Ginseng_Mixture_Extracts
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/273986508_Antibacterial_and_Antioxidative_Activity_of_Roasted_Coffee_and_Red_Ginseng_Mixture_Extracts
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/273986508_Antibacterial_and_Antioxidative_Activity_of_Roasted_Coffee_and_Red_Ginseng_Mixture_Extracts
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/273986508_Antibacterial_and_Antioxidative_Activity_of_Roasted_Coffee_and_Red_Ginseng_Mixture_Extracts
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29147103/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29147103/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29147103/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29147103/
https://ifst.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/ijfs.12046
https://ifst.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/ijfs.12046
https://ifst.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/ijfs.12046
https://ifst.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/ijfs.12046
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/289464518_Evolution_of_Indian_ginseng_against_different_bacteria_and_fungi
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/289464518_Evolution_of_Indian_ginseng_against_different_bacteria_and_fungi
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/289464518_Evolution_of_Indian_ginseng_against_different_bacteria_and_fungi
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19403293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19403293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19403293/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19403293/
https://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=KR2010002088
https://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=KR2010002088
https://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=KR2010002088
https://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=KR2010002088
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0308814609005986
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0308814609005986
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0308814609005986
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9854085/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9854085/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9854085/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18544120/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18544120/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18544120/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC272555/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC272555/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC272555/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034528815001630
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034528815001630
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0034528815001630
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27897256/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27897256/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27897256/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15241894/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15241894/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15241894/

