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Abstract.�
Rhodiola�rosea

Acinetobacter�baumannii,
Pseudomonas�aeruginosa,�Bacillus�cereus� �Staphylococcus�aureus.�
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2�Materials�and�Methods��

Rhodiola�rosea

–

– – –
–

Acinetobacter�
baumannii,� Pseudomonas� aeruginosa,� Klebsiella� pneumoniae,� Serracia� marcescens,�
Escherichia�coli,�Morganella�morganii,�Hafnia�alvei,�Bacillus�cereus.�

Staphylococcus� aureus,� Staphylococcus� epidermidis,�
Enterococcus�faecium Candida Candida�non�albicans�

Bifidobacterium� dentium� No84,� No88 ,� Bifidobacterium� breve�
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Bifidobacterium�bifidum� Bifidobacterium�adolescentis�
�

) for 24 hours at a temperature of 37 °C. Next, a suspension of 

ю

sterile pipette. All microorganisms were incubated at 37 ° C for 24 ho
– –

– no growth (the antibacterial effect is pronounced); "±" –

3�Results�and�Discussion�
Rhodiola� rosea

.�

Table�1. Rhodiola�rosea�

Acinetobacter�
baumannii�

+ ± ± ± ±

Pseudomonas�
aeruginosa�

+ + + + +

Klebsiella�
pneumoniae

+ ± - - -

Serracia�
marcescens�

+ - ± - -

Escherichia coli 
lac+�

+ ± - + -

Morganella 
morganii�

+ - - + -
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–
– effect is pronounced); " ± " 

–

�
Table�2. 

�
Rhodiola�rosea�

Staphylococcus�aureus� +� +� +� +� +�
Enterococcus�faecalis��
�

+� –� –� –� –�

Enterococcus�faecium� –� –� –� –� –�
Candida

�
Candida�non­albicans�№ 130 – – – – –
Candida�non­albicans�№ 131 –� –� –� –� –�
Candida�non­albicans�№ 136 – – – –

–� – –� –� –�
–� –� –� –� –�

Candida�non­albicans�№ 144 –� –� –� –� –�
Notes: “–” – test culture growth (no antifungal effect); “+” –
pronounced); “±” – �
�

�
Table�3. Rhodiola�rosea�

Rhodiola�rosea

Bifidobacterium 
dentium (№88) – ± – – –

Bifidobacterium�
dentium� №84) – – – – –
Bifidobacterium 

Candida�non­albicans�№
Candida�non­albicans�№

Hafnia�alvei��
�

+ - - - -
Bacillus�cereus��

�

+ + + + +
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breve (№58) – – – – –
Bifidobacterium 
breve (№21) – – – – –
Bifidobacterium 
breve (№87) – – – – –
Bifidobacterium 
bifidum (№68) – – – – –
Bifidobacterium 
bifidum (№20) – – – – –
Bifidobacterium 
bifidum 
(пробиотический)

– – – – –

Bifidobacterium 
adolescentis (№85) – – – – –
Bifidobacterium 
adolescentis (№88) – – – – –

–
– no growth (the antibacterial effect is pronounced); " ± " 

4�Conclusion�

Acinetobacter� baumannii, Pseudomonas� aeruginosa,� Bacillus� cereus� � Staphylococcus�
aureus.��
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