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ABSTRACT
Objective: This study aimed to extract, purify, characterize, and assess the antibacterial 
efficacy of the biopolymer extracted from Pseudomonas aeruginosa. 
Methods: The ice-cold 96% ethanol and isopropanol were used for biopolymer extraction. 
For protein precipitation, 60% ammonium sulfate was utilized. The solubility, chemical 
color reactions, fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR), ultraviolet (UV)-visible 
spectroscopy and high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) techniques were used for 
the characterization of the biopolymer. The antibacterial efficacy of the biopolymer against the 
pathogens isolated from bacterial vaginosis was evaluated using the broth microdilution method. 
Results: The extraction of biopolymer produced by P. aeruginosa with ice-cold 96% ethanol 
and isopropanol yielded 9.22 and 0.2 g/L, respectively, and could be successfully purified 
using 60% ammonium sulfate. The purified biopolymer exhibited solubility in distilled 
water. The color chemical reagents methods indicated the presence of monosaccharides, 
disaccharides, polysaccharides, and amino acids in the composition of the biopolymer. 
The carbohydrate average concentration of sugars in the samples was 1083.33 µg/mL. The 
UV-vis spectra of the produced biopolymer showed an absorbance peak at 285 nm. FTIR 
spectra revealed the main functional groups of the examined biopolymer. The FTIR spectra 
of the biopolymer exhibited main absorption bands at 3257.48, 2924.42, 2858.63, 1743.60, 
1616.00, 1417.07, and 817.00 cm−1. HPLC findings showed one clear peak indicating the 
purity of the produced biopolymer, with a peak absorbance of 145.930 mAU. Biopolymer 
showed the highest percentage of inhibition (98.3%) recorded against Bacillus cereus, 
followed by Staphylococcus haemolyticus (96.8%) at a concentration of 250 µg /mL. 
Conclusions: This work concluded that P. aeruginosa is a potential biopolymer-
accumulating bacteria and could be used for low-cost biopolymer production to combat 
bacteria that have developed antibiotic resistance.
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-SA 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.
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INTRODUCTION
Biopolymers are biomolecule polymers derived from natural 
sources, either chemically or from biological material.1,2 

These molecules have properties that are suitable for a wide 
range of medicinal applications and serve various biological 
functions.3,4 Based on the structure of the repeating unit, 
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were activated on nutrient agar medium (Oxoid, U.K), 
re-identified by conventional bacteriological methods, and 
then stored on glycerol agar at -20°C until use. To screen 
for biopolymer production activity, 5 mL of overnight broth 
culture of each isolate was added to 250 mL Erlenmeyer flask 
containing 100 mL of sterilized biopolymer-producing media as 
described earlier25 with some modifications. Then, the culture 
media was supplemented with 50 mL date juice, 0.5 g NaNO3, 
1.0 g yeast extract, 0.5 g KH2PO4, 0.25 g MgSO4.7H2O, pH 
7.0. Further, 1-mL stock solution: FeCl3.6H2O (0.08 g/L), 
CuSO4.5H2O (0.075 g/L), H3BO3 (0.15 g/L) were added to the 
media and incubated at 35°C on a shaker at 180 rpm for 72 h. 
The cultures were centrifuged at 6,000 rpm for 30 minutes, 
and the cell-free supernatant was used to extract biopolymer.

Detection of biopolymers accumulation by Sudan 
black test
P. aeruginosa isolates were qualitatively analyzed for 
biopolymer production using slide,26 plate.27, 28 Black Stain 
methods. In the slide black stain method, the observation of 
blue-black droplets with pink color cytoplasm of the examined 
bacterial strain indicates accumulation of biopolymer granules, 
while in the plate method, the formation of black colony 
indicates biopolymer production. The positive isolates were 
subjected to biopolymer extraction and purification.

Extraction and partial purification of bacterial 
biopolymers by organic solvents
The produced bacterial biopolymers were extracted using two 
organic solvents, ice-cold 96% ethanol,29 and isopropanol.30 
The bacterial cells were collected from the broth cultures by 
centrifugation at 6000 rpm for 20 min. The ice-cold ethanol 
96% was added at a ratio of (1:3) v/v, while isopropanol was 
added at a ratio of (1:2) v/v to the supernatant and kept at 4˚C 
for 24 h to precipitate the biopolymer. The precipitates were 
centrifuged at 6000 rpm for 20 minutes at 4˚C, then collected, 
dried, and weighed. The purification was performed according 
to an author31 with some modifications; the biopolymer was 
extracted from the supernatant after centrifugation of the isolate 
culture at 6000 rpm for 20 minutes, and then precipitated with 
ammonium sulfate salt at a concentration of 60% w/v (saturation 
ratios). Salt is added gradually, with constant stirring, and after 
complete dissolution, the solution is left for one hour at 4°C.

Characterization of biopolymer 

Solubility test
The solubility of the extracted biopolymers was examined 
in water, acetone, ethanol, and dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO). 
The findings were reported as soluble, partially soluble, and 
insoluble.

Color chemical reagents
To determine the chemical composition of the created 
biopolymer, various compounds were utilized,32 including the 
Molisch test, to explore the presence of carbohydrates in the 

biopolymers can be categorized into three groups: proteins, 
polysaccharides, and nucleic acids.5 Bacteria are regarded as 
the primary cell factories because they can produce a variety of 
extracellular and intracellular biopolymers, such as polyamides, 
polysaccharides, polyphosphates, polyesters, proteinaceous 
substances, and extracellular DNA, from nitrogen and carbon 
sources.6,7 Maji8 states polysaccharides are biopolymers 
consisting of 20 and 60,000 monosaccharides linked through 
O-glycosidic bonds in a linear or branched manner to form 
polysaccharides. Based on cellular location, microbial 
polysaccharides are either Intracellular or extracellular.9 Some 
microbes, including Pseudomonas aeruginosa, retain these 
compounds at high concentrations, enabling them to withstand 
unfavorable circumstances .10 Scientists have been exhaustively 
trying to understand the processes involved in biopolymer 
production by microbial cell factories.11 Exopolysaccharides 
(EPS) are produced by diverse microorganisms, including 
yeasts, fungi, and bacteria, using various raw materials.12 
The composition and generation of EPS directly relate to the 
supply of carbon.13 With a range of biochemical structures, 
biopolymers produced by microbes vary greatly, leading to a 
wide range of chemical and physical properties; while some 
are polycationic, others are polyanionic.14 The non-toxicity 
and biodegradability of biopolymers contribute to preserving 
a safe and secure environment. 15 Microbial biopolymers are 
promising targets for producing newly discovered antibacterial 
medications.16, 17 EPSs may contain many functional groups, 
including carbonyl, phosphate, and hydroxyl groups, that are 
assumed to be essential for EPS’s antibacterial and antioxidant 
functions.18 These polymers may inhibit Gram-positive and 
Gram-negative microbes either in vitro or in vivo.19  Antibiotic 
resistance (ABR) is increasingly recognized as a key health 
issue and is a developing global public health concern.21,22 
Bacterial vaginosis (BV) is the most prevalent cause of vaginal 
discharge on a worldwide scale, with prevalence rates varying 
between 23 and 29% in different areas of the world.20 The 
antibiotics’ effectiveness is diminished With the development 
and spread of bacterial resistance. Antibiotic resistance creates 
a challenge for developing new alternatives to overcome 
infections.23 According to O’Neill,24 if we don’t come up with 
proactive solutions to this issue by 2050, 10 million lives per 
year and a total of 100 trillion USD in economic output will 
be in danger due to the increase of drug-resistant illnesses. 
Therefore, this study aimed to extract, purify, and characterize 
biopolymer produced by Pseudomonas aeruginosa strains and 
study its medical application as an antimicrobial agent.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Bacterial isolates and Screening for biopolymer 
Production
The present study used environmental P. aeruginosa isolates 
(P1, P2, and P3) obtained from the Laboratory of Applied 
Microbiology, Department of Biology, College of Sciences, 
Basrah University, for biopolymer production. These strains 
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obtained bacterial biopolymers, 1-mL of α- naphthol solution 
was added to 1-mL of the prepared bacterial biopolymer then 
the mixture was shaken well, then drops of concentrated sulfuric 
acid were added. The appearance of a violet ring indicates a 
positive reaction. In the iodine test, 1-mL of iodine reagent 
and 1-mL of biopolymer were mixed and thoroughly shaken 
for the detection of polysaccharides. The appearance of violet, 
dark blue, or red color indicates a positive reaction. To detect 
the reducing sugar, Benedict’s test, 1-mL of Benedict’s reagent 
was added to 1-mL of the prepared bacterial biopolymer, shaken 
well, and heated for 5 minutes in a water bath at 100°C. The 
formation of an orange precipitate indicates a positive reaction. 
Barfoed’s test, for demonstration of mono-reducing sugar, 1-mL 
of Barfoed’s reagent was mixed with 1-mL of the prepared 
biopolymer, then shook well and heated for 10 minutes in a water 
bath at 100 \°C; the formation of a red precipitate indicates a 
positive reaction. Ninhydrin test, for detection of amino acids, 
1-mL of ninhydrin reagent was mixed with 1-mL of the prepared 
biopolymer, shaken well, and heated for 10 min in a water bath at 
100°C. The appearance of blue or violet color indicates a positive 
reaction. Biuret test, test was used to discover the presence of 
proteins by adding 1-mL of NaOH (10%), CuSO₄ (1%) mixture 
to 1-mL of the prepared biopolymer and then shaking well. 
The appearance of a violet color indicates a positive reaction.

Estimation of the Carbohydrate Concentration
The carbohydrate concentration of the biopolymer was 
measured using the phenol–sulfuric acid method by preparation 
of a glucose standard curve.33 

Ultraviolet-visible spectrum 
This test was conducted at the University of Tehran, Iran. 
UV-vis spectra in the 200–800 nm range were used to determine 
the optical characteristics of the bacterial biopolymer. Distilled 
water was used as a blank reagent.34

Fourier transforms infrared Spectra
FTIR was conducted at the University of Tehran, Iran, to identify 
the functional groups of the purified P. aeruginosa biopolymer. 
FTIR spectra were collected at a spatial resolution of 4 cm-1 
in the transmission mode, in the range of 400 to 3900 cm-1.35

High-performance liquid chromatography
HPLC analysis was conducted using the HPLC device at the 
College of Pharmacy, Clinical Laboratory Sciences Branch, 
University of Basrah, Iraq. The solution was prepared from 
biopolymer-produced juice dates by dissolving 5 mg of each 
sample in 350 µL of distilled water, the sample distance 
traveled by the solvent 500 µL of acetonitrile and 20 µL of 
DMSO, and the metaphase consisted of 25:75 v/v of distilled 
water and acetonitrile respectively.36

The Bacterial isolates
The bacterial strains were isolated from Iraqi females who 
suffered from vaginosis. The isolates were genetically 
identified in a previous study by the authors.37 The following 
bacterial strains were identified in samples (Table 1).

The antibacterial efficacy of the bacterial 
biopolymer
Before experiments, bacterial isolates from the stocks were 
cultured on blood agar media. The susceptibility of these 
bacteria to biopolymer was examined by broth microdilution 
method in 96-well microtiter plates.38 Two-fold serial 
dilution of the examined biopolymer at concentrations 250, 
125, 62.5, and 31.25 μg/mL was done using a nutrient broth 
medium. From each bacterial isolate, 100 µL of inoculum at a 
concentration of 1.5 × 106 CFU/mL (matched to 0.5 McFarland 
turbidity standards) was inoculated to each well. The positive 
control was inoculated with bacterial suspension only, while 
the negative well was left blank without inoculation. The 
plates were sealed using a perforated plate seal and incubated 
at 37°C for 24 hours.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Screening of P. aeruginosa isolates for biopolymer 
production.
The increased demand for natural biopolymers for diverse 
industrial applications in the last few years has led to a renewed 
interest in EPS production by microorganisms.39 Sudan black 
slide and plate stain methods were used to demonstrate the 
biopolymer production by P. aeruginosa isolates (P1, P2, and 
P3). All isolates showed the ability to store the biopolymer 
intracellular (Figures 1a and b). The obtained results agreed 
with those reported earlier.40, 41 Aljuraifani et al.,42 used the 
Sudan Black B (SBB) dye method for staining P. aeruginosa 
to detect PHA granules production. Abdelrhman et al.,43 used 
the same stain for screening the biopolymer produced by some 
marine bacterial species. They reported that Screening of P. 
aeruginosa isolates for biopolymer production showed the 
ability to store the biopolymer intracellular.

Extraction and purification of biopolymer 
The biopolymer produced by P. aeruginosa (P3) was extracted 
with ice-cold 96% ethanol and isopropanol yielded 9.22 
and 0.2 g/L, respectively (Figure 2 a). The extraction with 

Table1: Pathogenic bacteria isolated from vaginal samples.

Bacterial species Isolation code Isolates Number

Staphylococcus 
haemolyticus

M1,M3,M11,M37,M12 5

Bacillus  cereus M5 1

Staphylococcus hominis M6,M16 2

Escherichia coli M15,M27,M33,M34,M22 5

Staphylococcus 
epidermidis

M17,M18 2

Staphylococcus aureus M24 1

Klebsiella pneumonia M26,M35,M36,M23 4

Enterococcus faecalis M13,M28 2

Macrococcus caseolyticus M31 1

Streptococcus agalactiae M39 1
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ice-cold ethanol exhibited a better biopolymer yield (Figure 
2b). Sivakumar et al.,44 used ice-cold ethanol to extract 
Pseudomonas biopolymer and found that the maximum 
biopolymer produced among isolates was 3.17g/L. Also, 
the same technique was carried out in previous studies 
for extraction of biopolymer from Bacillus licheniformis 
strain CC91, Bacillus thuringiensis strain LU3, and Bacillus 
paramycoides SKA2.2 biopolymers.45 Optimization of the 
separation processes is critical to the economics of biopolymer 
synthesis.46 For protein precipitation, 60% ammonium sulfate 
was used. Baker et al.,47 purified protein polymers using 
ammonium sulfate precipitation; they noticed that protein-
polymer conjugates may find several new uses when protein 
solubility is increased in salt solutions through polymer 
conjugation. Ammonium sulfate is one of the best salts for 
precipitating proteins without producing denaturation.48

Characterization of biopolymer
The purified biopolymer was characterized by the determination 
of solubility, chemical color reaction, FTIR, UV-visible 
spectroscopy, and HPLC technique. The solubility test proved 
that the partially purified biopolymer was soluble in distilled 

water, and insoluble in dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO), acetone, 
and 96% ethanol. The physical nature and the biopolymer’s 
chemical structures determined the biopolymer’s solubility 
in solvents and vice-versa. Binma et al.,49 characterized the 
biopolymers isolated from palm oil; the obtained biopolymers 
were soluble in water and had two sizes (large and small) of 
molecular weight. Biopolymers with enough electronegative 
atoms and/or functional groups that can form hydrogen bonds 
with water tend to dissolve in water and are called water-soluble 
polymers and have a wide range of medical and industrial 
applications.50 Using the color chemical reagents methods, 
the Molisch test showed the appearance of a purple ring, 
indicating the presence of carbohydrates in the composition of 
the polymer (Figure 3a). The Molisch test is easy to perform, 
and each biopolymer can be distinguished based on its color 
findings because it produces unique reaction products.51,52 The 
iodine test proved that P. aeruginosa (P3) biopolymer contains 
oligosaccharides (Figure 3b). Parwani et al.,53 recorded a 
similar finding who they characterized Moringa oleifera seed 
biopolymer-PVA composite hydrogel. Benedict’s test exhibited 
an orange precipitate, indicating the presence of reducing 
disaccharides (Figure 3c). The same results were shown for 
reducing sugars like maltose, fructose, and lactose based on 
the qualitative method of Benedict.54 Barfoed’s test confirmed 
the presence of reducing monosaccharides (Figure 3d). The 
Biuret test indicated the absence of proteins in the composition 
of the tested product (Figure 3e), as it is a colorimetric method 
designed specifically for the detection of proteins and peptides 
is the Biuret method.55 The ninhydrin test proved the presence 
of amino acids in the product’s composition (Figure 3f). This 
result agreed with those of56 who applied the ninhydrin reaction 
to analyze amino acids, peptides, and proteins in agricultural 
and biomedical sciences.

Determination of the carbohydrate concentration 
The Dubies standard curve showed that the carbohydrate 
content of the biopolymer average concentrations of sugars 
in the samples were 1083.33 µg/mL-1. Quero-Jiménez et al.,57 
evaluated the concentration of carbohydrates in the product of 
microbial origin. They found that the average concentrations 
of sugars in the samples were 10732.26 µg/mL-1. The standard 
method for quick determination of the total carbohydrate 
content of bacterial and plant polysaccharides is still the 
phenol-sulfuric acid method.58, 59

Figure 1(a): Sudan black slide stain method, P. aeruginosa isolates (P1, P2, 
and P3). (A). Dark-stained granules, (B). Bacterial cell stained red. 

(b): Sudan black slide plate stain method P. aeruginosa (P1, P2, and P3) 
colony stained black.

Figure 2(a): Extraction of biopolymer with through the ice-cold 96% 
ethanol.

(b): The yield obtained by the two extraction methods (ice-cold 96% ethanol 
and isopropanol) of biopolymer produced by P. aeruginosa)

Figure 3: Color of chemical reagents for detection of the biopolymer, 
(a) Molisch test +ve (purple ring), (b) Iodine text +ve (yellow color), (c) 

Benedict test +ve (orange precipitate), (d) Barfoed test +ve (red precipitate), 
(e) Biuret test -ve (blue color), (f) (Ninhydrin test +ve (dark purple).
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UV-visible spectrophotometer analysis of 
biopolymer 
The UV-vis spectra of the produced biopolymer by P. 
aeruginosa showed an absorbance peak centered at around 285 
nm (Figure 4). This result was consistent with those reported 
by60 who analyzed PCL/PMMA biopolymer blend films 
using a UV-visible spectrophotometer. They indicated that an 
absorption band was centered around 280 nm. Abdelrazek et 
al.,34 studied the properties of the PCL/PMMA biopolymer 
blend using a UV visible spectrophotometer. They proved that 
no absorption peaks at wavelength >280 nm. 

Fourier Transform-infrared analysis of the 
extracted biopolymer
The chemical characterization of the isolated biopolymer was 
carried out using FTIR. The FTIR spectra revealed the main 
functional groups of the examined biopolymer, Table 2 and 
Figure 5. Similar findings were reported.61 The FTIR spectra of 
the P. aeruginosa (P3) biopolymer exhibited main absorption 
bands at 3257.48, 2924.42, 2858.63, 1743.60, 1616.00, 1417.07, 
and 817.00 cm−1. The broad bands observed at 3257.48 cm−1 in 
the spectra correspond to the N-H stretching of amines. The 
two bands detected at 2924.42 and 2858.63cm−1 represent the 
stretching of the C-H alkane compound. Absorption bands 
revealed the presence of strong ketones C-O stretch groups 
at 1743.60 cm−1. The bands that appeared at 1616.00, 1417.07, 
and 817.00 cm−1 correspond to the C=C stretch, C-H bend, 

and C-H bend vibration, suggesting the presence of aromatic 
compounds. Previous studies have reported absorption bands 
at 2986.44, 2858.50, and 1637.56 cm−1 for biopolymers.42 
FTIR spectra of the pure PHA of P. aeruginosa and standard 
PHB showed two intense absorption bands at 1,740 and 1220 
cm-1 that correspond with C-O stretching groups and ester 
carbonyl C = O group, respectively. The peaks recorded at 
2,922 and 3,340 cm−1 represent bands of C-H stretching and 
O-H bonding, respectively.62 Mahgoub et al.,63  reported the 
same functional groups.

High-performance liquid chromatography analysis 
of the biopolymer
The HPLC analysis showed one clear peak, indicating 
the purity of the produced biopolymer, and the detention 
time for the apparent peak was 2.130 minutes, with a peak 
absorbance of 145.930 mAU, Figure 6. These results were 
nearly similar to those obtained by an author.64 Owlia et al.,65 
applied a novel HPLC technique for determining alginate 
in P. aeruginosa, and they concluded that the proposed 
approach was a simple and valid method for bacterial alginate 
testing. HPLC for biopolymers represents a significant 
step forward in the bioanalytical properties, such as the 
materials’ nature (monomer versus aggregate).66 The HPLC 
assay method is simple, specific, exact, accurate, robust, and 
stability-indicating, and it may be successfully employed 
for routine sodium alginate analysis in bulk medication and 
pharmaceutical dosage form.67, 68 

The antibacterial activity of biopolymer
The antibacterial activity of the biopolymer against 24 
isolates was tested by the broth microdilution method. The 
results showed that antibacterial efficacy increased with 

Figure 4: The spectrum of UV-vis absorption of biopolymer, absorbance 
peak centered at around 285 nm

Table 2: Functional groups detected in the biopolymer produced by 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (P3) by FTIR spectrum analysis

Functional class Functional 
group

Appearance Transmission 
(cmˉ¹)

Amines N-H stretch Board, Medium 3257.48

Alkane C-H stretch Medium, strong 2924.42

Alkane C-H stretch Medium, strong 2858.63

Ketones C-O stretch Strong 1743.60

Alkenes C=C stretch Conjugated 1616.00

Aromatic 
Compounds

C=C stretch Medium, weak 1417.07

Aromatic 
Compounds

C-H bend Strong 817.00

Aromatic 
Compounds

C-H bend Strong 774.31

Figure 5: FTIR spectra of the purified biopolymer extracted from 
P. aeruginosa

Figure 6: HPLC analysis of biopolymer extracted from P. aeruginosa
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increased biopolymer concentration against gram-positive 
and gram-negative bacteria, Table 3. The highest percentage 
of inhibition (98.3%) was recorded against Bacillus cereus 
strain Gvt-Sh-12 at a concentration of 250 µg/mL, followed 
by Staphylococcus haemolyticus strain EE103-B1 (96.8%). 
The minimum percentage of inhibition (7.3%) was recorded 
towards Enterococcus faecalis strain ABC3 at the same 
concentration, while there was no effect toward S. epidermidis 
at all concentrations. On the other hand, some isolates showed 
a non-gradient inhibition according to the concentrations. The 
present study’s findings revealed the difference in the inhibition 
rates among the isolates. These variances may be due to EPS 
interactions with various cell walls of gram-positive and gram-
negative bacteria, which may cause variances in susceptibility. 
Additionally, S. epidermidis did not experience any effects, 
these indicate that the biopolymer produced in the present 
study had a mode of action that may involve more complicated 
processes than merely interacting with bacterial cell walls. This 
was consistent with.69 Lacto bacillus  EPSs contain a variety of 
functional groups, such as carbonyl, phosphate, and hydroxyl 
groups, which are thought to be crucial to the antibacterial 
action,18, 70 where functional groups in the structure of EPS 
probably interact with bacterial cell walls in some way to 
produce antimicrobial effects.71 Salachna et al.,72 reported that 
EPS might promote the accumulation of secondary metabolites 
in the growth media, which may harm gram-positive and 
Gram-negative bacteria. A few studies demonstrated the 

potent antimicrobial action of EPS from microbes against 
several pathogens in vitro. They identified several potential 
antibacterial mechanisms of EPS, which include preventing cell 
division, rupturing the cell wall and cytoplasmic membrane, 
and degrading DNA.73, 74 According to research74, EPS 
produced by Bifidobacterium longum inhibited the growth of 
Vibrio parahaemolyticus, Salmonella typhimurium, S. aureus, 
and B. cereus. Many studies evaluated the antimicrobial 
activities of bacterial biopolymers against different 
pathogens and recorded the different antimicrobial activity 
of the biopolymers against different bacterial species.75-77 
Elmi, et al.,78 evaluated the antibacterial activities of EPS 
from Enterococcus strains and noted that the most susceptible 
microbes were S. aureus and E. faecalis.

CONCLUSION
This work proved that P. aeruginosa is a potential biopolymer 
accumulating bacteria and could be used for low-cost 
biopolymer production to combat bacteria that have developed 
resistance to antibiotics. Up to date, the main obstacle facing 
biopolymer production from pathogenic microorganisms is 
how to obtain the final safe product.
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5 S. haemolyticus EE103-B1 96.8 59.3 71.3 51.8 0.599
6 S. hominis R14 89.9 15.8 1.04 - 0.276
7 E. coli EC87E 84.3 58.4 50.7 30 0.559
8 E. coli 01P2R2D2E5 73.6 38.2 38.7 23.8 0.405
9 E. coli IAUK 8735 54.4 54.6 40.5 21.8 0.559
10 E. coli 152-a blue 78 64.5 48.2 31.3 0.509
11 S. hominis subsp. 

novobiosepticus
61.3 3.46 - 33.5 0.375

12 Macrococcus caseolyticus 
ZY02

38.8 - - - 0.049

13 K. pneumoniae NK 2.bp-1 86.9 61.9 21.4 19.5 0.611
14 E. faecalis ABC3 80.8 50.7 - - 0.661
15 K. pneumoniae M1 90.6 51.6 31.1 20.1 0.438
16 S. agalactiae 149 34.8 35.7 - - 0.115
17 B. cereus H6 98.3 - - - 0.300
18 S. epidermidis Y19 57 55.1 - - 0.414
19 S. epidermidis BP11 - - - - 0.319
20 S. haemolyticus OB058 55.6 43.1 8.88 - 0.383
21 E. faecalis UFVCC1180 20.3 - 13.6 10.2 0.177
22 E. faecalis ABC3 7.39 - - - 0.203
23 E. coli EC87E 63.7 55.4 44.3 - 0.942
24 E. coli 06P2R2D2E3 70.6 61.7 44 39.8 0.698



Characterization and Antibacterial Activity of the Natural Biopolymer Extracted from Pseudomonas aeruginosa

Sci. J. Med. Res. Vol. 7, Issue 27, pp 1-8, 2023	 7.

May 2015; 26 (6):496. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2015.00496. PMID: 26074894; 
PMCID: PMC4443731.

10.	Priyadharshini R, Janakiraman A, and Subramanian N.  Awareness 
usage of e-Resources among users at Agricultural College and Research 
Institute, Madurai: A case study. European Academic Research. 2015; 
2(11): 14816-14823.

11.	Moradali, M F. and Rehm B H A. Bacterial biopolymers: from 
pathogenesis to advanced materials. Nature Reviews Microbiology. 
2020; 18(4): 195–210. doi: 10.1038/s41579-019-0313-3.

12.	Angelin J. and Kavitha M. Exopolysaccharides from probiotic bacteria 
and their health potential. Int J Biol Macromol. Nov 2020 1; 162:853-865.  
doi: 10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.06.190. Epub 2020 Jun 22. PMID: 32585269; 
PMCID: PMC7308007.

13.	Zhang H, Zhang F, and Yuan R. Applications of natural polymer-based 
hydrogels in the food industry. Hydrogels Based on Natural Polymers. 
2020; 357– 410. doi:10.1016/b978-0-12-816421-1.00015-x. 

14.	Sutherland I W. The biofilm matrix – an immobilized but dynamic 
microbial environment. Trends in Microbiology. 2001; 9(5): 222–227. 
doi: 10.1016/S0966-842X(01)02012-1.

15.	Das A, Ringu T, Ghosh S, and Pramanik N. A comprehensive review 
on recent advances in preparation, physicochemical characterization, 
and bioengineering applications of biopolymers. Polym. Bull.2023; 80: 
7247–7312. doi: 10.1007/s00289-022-04443-4

16.	Li L, Eyckmans J, and Chen C S. Designer biomaterials for 
mechanobiology. Nature materials. 2017; 16(12): 1164-1168. doi:10.1038/
nmat5049

17.	 Gao M, Li J, Bao Z. et al. A natural in situ fabrication method of 
functional bacterial cellulose using a microorganism. Nat Commun. 
2019; 10, 437. doi: 10.1038/s41467-018-07879-3

18.	Rajoka MSR, Wu Y, Mehwish HM, Bansal M, and Zhao L. LactoBacillus    
exopolysaccharides: New perspectives on engineering strategies, 
physiochemical functions, and immunomodulatory effects on host health. 
Trends in Food Science & Technology. 2020; 103: 36–48. doi:10.1016/j.
tifs.2020.06.003

19.	Al Kassaa I, Hober D, Hamze M, Chihib NE, and Drider D. Antiviral 
potential of lactic acid bacteria and their bacteriocins. Probiotics and 
antimicrobial proteins. 2014; 6: 177-185. .doi: 10.1007/s12602-014-9162-6 ‏

20.	Peebles K, Velloza J, Balkus J E, McClelland R S, and Barnabas RV. High 
Global Burden and Costs of Bacterial Vaginosis. Sexually Transmitted 
Diseases. 2019; 46(5), 304–311. doi:10.1097/olq.0000000000000972

21.	Munita JM, and Arias CA. Mechanisms of Antibiotic Resistance. 
Microbiol Spectr. Apr 2016; 4(2): doi: 10.1128/microbiolspec.VMBF-
0016-2015. PMID: 27227291; PMCID: PMC4888801.

22.	Aslam B, Khurshid M, Arshad MI, Muzammil S, Rasool M, Yasmeen N, 
Shah T, Chaudhry TH, Rasool MH, Shahid A, Xueshan X, and Baloch Z. 
Antibiotic Resistance: One Health One World Outlook. Front Cell Infect 
Microbiol. Nov 2021; 25(11):771510. doi: 10.3389/fcimb.2021.771510. 
PMID: 34900756; PMCID: PMC8656695.

23.	Silva WF Jr, Cecílio SG, Magalhães CL, Ferreira JM, Tótola AH, and 
de Magalhaes JC. Combination of extracts from Aristolochia cymbifera 
with streptomycin as a potential antibacterial drug. Springerplus. Sep 
2013; 3(2):430. doi: 10.1186/2193-1801-2-430. PMID: 24040585; PMCID: 
PMC3771021.

24.	O’Neill J. Tackling Drug-Resistant Infections Globally: Final Report 
and Recommendations. Review on antimicrobial resistance. Welcome 
Trust and HM Government. 2016. 

25.	She YH, Zhang F, Xiang TS, Liu BB, Zhao LP, Zhou L G, and Shu FC. 
Microbial diversity in petroleum reservoirs analyzed by PCR-DGGE. 
Acta Ecologica Sinica. 2005; 25(2): 237-242.

26.	Nisha V, Sindhu SS, Sunita S, and Sneh G. Influence of nutritional and 
environmental conditions on production of poly-β-hydroxybutyrate by 
Bacillus  sp. Research Journal of Microbiology. 2011; 6(12): 873-883. 

27.	Mehta V, Patel E, Vaghela K, Marjadi D, D and haraiya N. Production of 
biopolymerfrom dairywaste: an approach to alternate synthetic plastic. 
Int. J. Res.Biosci. 2017; 6(4): 1-8.

28.	Hamzah A. and Al-Tamimi W. Screening of extracellular polymeric 
substance producing bacteria isolated from environmental sources and 
testing their ability to seal fractures zones of oil reservoir rocks. In 
Proceedings of 2nd International Multi-Disciplinary Conference Theme: 

Integrated Sciences and Technologies, IMDC-IST 2021, 7-9 September 
2021, Sakarya, Turkey. January 2022.

29.	Salah RB, Chaari K, Besbes S, Ktari N, Blecker C, Deroanne C,  and 
Attia H. Optimisation of xanthan gum production by palm date (Phoenix 
dactylifera L.) juice by-products using response surface methodology. 
Food Chemistry. 2010; 121(2): 627-633.

30.	Rottava I, Batesini G, Silva M F, Lerin L, de Oliveira D, Padilha F F,  
and Treichel H. Xanthan gum production and rheological behavior using 
different strains of Xanthomonas  sp. Carbohydrate Polymers.2009; 
77(1): 65-71. ‏

31.	Taguchi S, Suzuki M, Kojima S, Miura K, and Momose H. Streptomyces 
serine protease (SAM-P20): recombinant production, characterization, 
and interaction with endogenous protease inhibitor. Journal of 
Bacteriology. 1995; 177(22): 6638–6643. doi:10.1128/jb.177.22.6638-
6643.1995.

32.	Vasudevan DM, and Das SK. Practical Textbook of Biochemistry: For 
Medical Students. Jaypee Brothers Medical Publishers (P) Ltd. pp 147.  
2013.

33.	DuBois M, Gilles KA, Hamilton JK. Rebers PT, and Smith F. 
Colorimetric method for determination of sugars and related substances. 
Analytical chemistry.1956; 28(3): 350-356. ‏

34.	Abdelrazek EM, Hezma AM, El-khodary A, and Elzayat AM. 
Spectroscopic studies and thermal properties of PCL/PMMA biopolymer 
blend, Egyptian Journal of Basic and Applied Sciences.2016; 3(1): 10-15, 
doi: 10.1016/j.ejbas.2015.06.001

35.	Kansiz M, Jacobe H B, and Mc Naughton D. Quantitative determination 
of the biodegradable polymer poly (β‐hydroxybutyrate) in a recombinant 
Escherichia coli Strain by use of mid‐infrared spectros‐copy and 
multivariative statistics. Applied Environmental Microbiology.2000; 
66: 3415–3420.

36.	Mudoi P, Bharali P, and Konwar BK. Study the Effect of pH,Temperature 
and Aeration on the Cellular Growth and Xanthan Production by 
Xanthomonas campestris Using Waste Residual Molasses. J Bioprocess 
Biotech. 2013; 3: 135 doi: 10.4172/2155-9821.1000135

37.	AL-Zaidi MHH, AL-Tamimi WH, and Saleh AAA, Molecular 
determination of the microbial diversity associated with vaginitis 
and test ing their sensit ivity to selected antimicrobials. J of 
Biodiversitas.2023;24(7):4253–4261.doi:10.13057/biodiv/d240706.

38.	Jiang Z, Vasil A I, Hale J D, Hancock R E, Vasil M L, and Hodges R S. 
Effects of net charge and the number of positively charged residues on 
the biological activity of amphipathic α‐helical cationic antimicrobial 
peptides. Peptide Science. 2008; 90(3): 369-383.doi:10.1002/bip.20911.

39.	Miri M, Bergayou H, Belmouden A, Moukrim A, Baazizi H, and 
Boum’handi N. Medium optimization for exopolysaccharides production 
by Bacillus  Zhangzhouensis BZ 16 strain isolated from Khnifiss Lagoon. 
In E3S Web of Conferences (Vol. 234, p. 00099). EDP Sciences.   .2021 ‏
doi:10.1051/e3sconf/202123400099.

40.	Yasin AR, and Al-Mayaly IK. Isolation and identif ication of 
polyhydroxyalkanoates producing bacteria from biopolymers waste in 
soil. IOP Conf. Ser.: Mater. Sci. Eng. 2020; 928 062014. doi 10.1088/1757-
899X/928/6/062014 

41.	Hamzah A F, Al-Mossawy M I, Al-Tamimi W H, Al-Najm F M, and 
Hameed Z M. Enhancing the spontaneous imbibition process using 
biosurfactants produced from bacteria isolated from Al-Rafidiya oil 
field for improved oil recovery. Journal of Petroleum Exploration and 
Production Technology. 2020; 10(8): 3767–3777. doi: 10.1007/s13202-
020-00874-9

42.	Aljuraifani A A, Berekaa M M, and Ghazwani A A. Bacterial biopolymer 
(polyhydroxyalkanoate) production from low-cost sustainable sources. 
Microbiology Open. 2018; 8(6), e00755. doi:10.1002/mbo3.755.

43.	Abdelrhman S, Barakat O, and Elsayed T. Biopolymer production by 
some marine bacterial strains isolated from Egypt. Egypt. J. Chem. 2021; 
65 (7): 513 – 523. doi: 10.21608/EJCHEM.2021.105848.4875

44.	Sivakumar N, Al-Bahry S, and Al-Battashi H S. Screening of biopolymer 
producing bacteria isolated from some brassica plants. APCBEE 
procedia. 2013; 5: 333-338. doi:10.1016/j.apcbee.2013.05.057

45.	Hamzah AF, and Al-Tamimi WH. Enhanced oil recovery by sand packed 
column supplemented with biosurfactants produced by local oil fields 
bacteria. MARSH BULLETIN. September2021; 16(2): 135–143



Massooma H. H. Al-Zaidi et al.

Sci. J. Med. Res. Vol. 7, Issue 27, pp 1-8, 2023	 8.

46.	Kreyenschulte D, Krull R, and Margaritis A. Recent advances in 
microbial biopolymer production and purification. Critical reviews in 
biotechnology. 2014; 34(1): 1-15. doi:10.3109/07388551.2012.743501.

47.	Baker S L, Munasinghe A, Kaupbayeva B, Rebecca Kang N, Certiat M, 
Murata H, and Russell A J. Transforming protein-polymer conjugate 
purification by tuning protein solubility. Nature Communications. 2019; 
10(1), 4718. .doi: 10.1038/s41467-019-12612-9 ‏

48.	Zhang L, Wang L, Kao YT, Qiu W, Yang Y, Okobiah O,  and Zhong D. 
Mapping hydration dynamics around a protein surface. Proceedings of 
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America. 2007; 
104(47): 18461–18466. doi:10.1073/pnas.0707647104.

49.	Binma-ae H, Prasertsan P,  and Choorit W. Preparation and Characterization 
of Biopolymers Recovered from Palm Oil Mill Effluent and Their 
Complex Hydrogels Compared to Commercial Xylan. Waste and Biomass 
Valorization. 2020; 11: 5109-5121. doi:10.1007/s12649-019-0 50.

50.	Kadajji V G,  Betageri G V. Water soluble polymers for pharmaceutical 
applications. Polymers. 2011; 3(4): 1972-2009. doi:10.3390/polym3041972

51.	Rémillard F. “Identification of Plastics and Elastomers. Miniaturized 
tests”. Access in Centre de Conservation du Conservation du Québec.2007.

52.	García Fernández-Villa S, Chércoles Asensio R, and San Andrés Moya 
M. Effectiveness Evaluation of Molisch’s Test for the identification of 
Historical Cellulose Plastics.  Docta.ucm.es. Ludus. 2020. 

53.	Parwani L, Bhatnagar M, Bhatnagar A, Sharma V, and Sharma V. 
Evaluation of Moringa oleifera seed biopolymer-PVA composite hydrogel 
in wound healing dressing. Iranian Polymer Journal. 2016; 25(11): 
919–931. doi: 10.1007/s13726-016-0479-8.

54.	Hernández-López A, Sánchez Félix D A, Zuñiga Sierra Z, García Bravo 
I, Dinkova T D,  and Avila-Alejandre A X. Quantification of Reducing 
Sugars Based on the Qualitative Technique of Benedict. ACS Omega. 
2020; 5(50): 32403–32410. doi:10.1021/acsomega.0c04467

55.	Bianchi-Bosisio A. PROTEINS Physiological Samples. In Encyclopedia 
of Analytical Science (Paul Worsfold, Alan Townshend, Colin Poole, 
Encyclopedia of Analytical Science (Second Edition), Elsevier. 2005. 
Issue 9780123693976, pp. 357–375). doi:10.1016/b0-12-369397-7/00494-5.

56.	Friedman M. Applications of the Ninhydrin Reaction for Analysis of 
Amino Acids, Peptides, and Proteins to Agricultural and Biomedical 
Sciences. Journal of Agricultural and Food Chemistry. 2004; 52(3): 
385–406. doi: 10.1021/jf030490p

57.	Quero-Jiménez P C, Montenegro O N, Sosa R, Pérez D L, Rodríguez A 
S, Méndez R R, Alonso A C, Corrales A J, Torre J B, de la Acosta J V,  
and Hernández N B. Total carbohydrates concentration evaluation in 
products of microbial origin. Afinidad. Journal of Chemical Engineering 
Theoretical and Applied Chemistry. September 2019; 76(587):83-90. 

58.	Ortega‐Morales B O, Santiago‐García J L, Chan‐Bacab M J, Moppert X, 
Miranda‐Tello E, Fardeau M L,  and Guezennec J. Characterization of 
extracellular polymers synthesized by tropical intertidal biofilm bacteria. 
Journal of applied microbiology. 2007; 102(1), 254-264. ‏

59.	Xu R, Ma S, Wang Y, Liu L, and Li P. Screening, identification 
and statistic optimization of a novel exopolysaccharide producing 
Lactobacillus   paracasei HCT. Afr. J. Microbiol. Res. 2010; 4(9): 783-795.

60.	De Campos A, Franchetti SMM. Biotreatment effect in films and blend 
of PVC/PCL previously treated with heat. Brazilian Archives of Biology 
and Technology. 2005; 48(2): 235-243.

61.	Eraqi W A, Yassin A S, Ali A E, and Amin M A. Utilization 
of crude glycerol as a substrate for rhamnolipid production by 
Pseudomonas  aeruginosa. Biotechnology Research International, 2016.  ‏
doi:10.1155/2016/3464509.

62.	Phukon P, Phukan M M, Phukan S, and Konwar B. K. Polyhydroxyalkanoate 
production by indigenously isolated Pseudomonas  aeruginosa using 
glycerol by-product of KCDL biodiesel as an inexpensive carbon 
source. Annals of Microbiology. 2014; 64(4): 1567–1574. doi: 10.1007/
s13213-014-0800-8.

63.	Mahgoub M Y, Gad A N, El-Naggar A M, and Dardeer, HM. Synthesis 
and Characterization of Promising Economic Biopolymer Composite as a 

Clarifying Agent for Sugar Industry. Sugar Tech. 2023: 1-14.doi:10.1007/
s12355-022-01238-9.

64.	Grubelnik A, Wiessli L, Furrer P, Rentsch D, Hany R, and Meyer VR. 
A simple HPLC-MS method for the quantitative determination of the 
composition of bacterial medium chain- length polyhydroxyalkonates. 
J.Sep.Sci.2008; 31: 1739-1744.

65.	Owlia P, Rasooli I, Saderi H. Antistreptococcal and antioxidant activity 
of essential oil from Matricaria chamomilla L. Research Journal of 
Biological Sciences. 2007; 2(2):155-160.

66.	Mhatre R, Krull I S, and Stuting H H. Determination of biopolymer 
(protein) molecular weights by gradient elution, reversed-phase high-
performance liquid chromatography with low-angle laser light scattering 
detection. Journal of Chromatography A. 1990; 502: 21-46.doi:10.1016/
s0021-9673 (01)89561-3

67.	Awad H, and Aboul-Enein HY. Method for the determination of sodium 
alginate in pharmaceutical formulation. Journal of Chromatographic 
Science. March 2013; 51(3): 208-214. doi:10.1093/chromsci/bms129 
Advance Access publication July 31, 2012.

68.	Valentine ME, Kirby BD, Withers TR, Johnson SL, Long TE, Hao Y, 
Lam JS, Niles RM, and Yu HD. Generation of a highly attenuated strain 
of Pseudomonas aeruginosa for commercial production of alginate. 
Microb Biotechnol. Jan 2020; 13(1):162-175. doi: 10.1111/1751-7915.13411. 
Epub 2019 Apr 21. PMID: 31006977; PMCID: PMC6922527.

69.	Aullybux A A, Puchooa D, Bahorun T, and Jeewon R. Phylogenetics 
and antibacterial properties of exopolysaccharides from marine bacteria 
isolated from Mauritius seawater. Annals of Microbiology. 2019; 69(9): 
957–972. doi: 10.1007/s13213-019-01487-2.

70.	Abdalla A K, Ayyash M M, Olaimat A N, Osaili T M, Al-Nabulsi A A, 
Shah N P, and Holley R. Exopolysaccharides as Antimicrobial Agents: 
Mechanism and Spectrum of Activity. Frontiers in Microbiology. 2021; 
12, 664395. doi:10.3389/fmicb.2021.664395

71.	Zhou Y, Cui Y, and Qu X. A review: exopolysaccharides of lactic acid 
bacteria: Structure, bioactivity and associations. Carbohydrate Polymers. 
2019); 207: 317–332. doi:10.1016/j.carbpol.2018.11.093

72.	Salachna P, Mizielińska M, and Soból M. Exopolysaccharide gellan 
gum and derived oligo-gellan enhance growth and antimicrobial 
activity in Eucomis plants. Polymers. Feb 2018; 10(3), 242. doi:10.3390/
polym10030242.

73.	Wu M H, Pan TM, Wu YJ, Chang SJ, Chang MS, and Hu C Y. 
Exopolysaccharide activities from Probiotic Bif idobacterium: 
Immunomodulatory effects (on J774A.1 macrophages) and antimicrobial 
properties. International Journal of Food Microbiology. 2010; 144(1): 
104–110. doi:10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2010.09.003.

74.	Li S, Huang R, Shah N P, Tao X, Xiong Y, and Wei H. Antioxidant and 
antibacterial activities of exopolysaccharides from Bifidobacterium 
bifidum WBIN03 and LactoBacillus    plantarum R315. Journal of Dairy 
Science. 2014; 97(12): 7334-7343.

75.	Li S, and Shah N P. Antioxidant and antibacterial activities of sulphated 
polysaccharides from Pleurotus eryngii and Streptococcus thermophilus 
ASCC 1275. Food Chemistry. 2014; 165: 262–270. doi:10.1016/j.
foodchem.2014.05.110

76.	Jeong H, Hwang J, Lee H, Hammond P T, Choi J, and Hon, J. In vitro 
blood cell viability profiling of polymers used in molecular assembly. 
Scientific Reports. 2017b. 7(1), 9481. doi: 10.1038/s41598-017-10169-5

77.	Trabelsi I, Ktari N, Ben Slima S, Triki M, Bardaa S, Mnif H, and Ben 
Salah R. Evaluation of dermal wound healing activity and in vitro 
antibacterial and antioxidant activities of a new exopolysaccharide 
produced by LactoBacillus    sp.Ca 6. International Journal of Biological 
Macromolecules. 2017; 103: 194–201. doi:10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2017.05.017.

78.	Elmi A, Spina R, Risler A, Philippot S, Mérito A, Duval R E, Abdoul-
latif F M, and Laurain-Mattar D. Evaluation of Antioxidant and 
Antibacterial Activities, Cytotoxicity of Acacia seyal Del Bark Extracts 
and Isolated Compounds. Molecules. 2020; 25(10), 2392. doi: 10.3390/
molecules25102392.


	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Materials
	Methods


