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AAY g dFt s (Laminariajaponica) B4 (A F AR TR LI B A R o f L w
Adak (BC) 22882 4 %55‘3@’# At o A%k M wmESaE 2 & F Komagataeibacter hansenii
58 fpeds Xk A (Bacillussubtilis) 33 % > @2t £ A9 4w B 7 4o 10%¢¥7 25%;% ¥ 3 B~4» (BC-
10-BC-25) » miF3* Fixi24 BC A & f“fﬁ& 4 FoE e eng **‘3 o BEMT o AT FBP T R
FRF MR B R ok P e dp p LRI O BC-2B i ERBRAD we
EEFAG AN R ARV - S G o R E AR kT BCAR SRS E; » SEM k7 &
THRARINIERRCEA{wmeFE A 3 0 1% B.subtilis bt’ K. hansenii + 35 % » J eia B B&a‘n )
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A % it & %% (Nano bacterial cellulose, NBC)ipic 2 438 # 2 & fF SIE L~ 4% F~ 2 £FXE
% enfiy fk 1% 7] (Acetobacteraceae) » i fird 4= 4 b iz ob 5 R fL 5 NBC o fig pet® 7] § 14 7 ¥
FEP R e & Glucose » - @ 8 ehiR#E R 5 UDP-glucose £ 5 d Cellulose synthase & = NBC
(Jonas and Farah,1998). fiy fk1% f7] § #- & = 5 NBC 5o 48 % & ficd* iff (Terminal complex subunits)
A s FERCAR A RAN O LA AP VAR 3D 2 B T4 R kb
2 8 NBC § 24 & 2 -k (Hu et al, 2014) - Komagataeibacter /§ > 12 % f %
Gluconacetobacter » #7124 # W NBC#£3n 3 4 &8 ¥ ¥ s 8 &1 iﬂl‘ bedp i@ ® 5 3% T K. hanseii,
K. oboediens, K. rhaeticus, K. pomaceti 32 = 4 i 47 % 233% > GRAS (Generally recognized as safe) gtk -
2019 # g 8 % > h (European Food Safety Authority, EFSA)#- Komagataeibacter sucrofermentans 4~
B~ FR S &E AR X 207 i £ QPS (Qualified presumption of safety)ii- ¥ # ((European Food
Safety Authority, 2019) > & 5% F’“ :fz; { Komagataelbacter o1& NBC dg * £ wm 2 ® F44C » Dourado
etal. (2017)% ¥ Komagataeibacter 4 #7 A NBC # v PR 50 g NBC/kg of diet #| & ~ #& 4 22 & J& - Dydak
et al. (2022))« #% ¥ Komagataeibacter %7 2 NBC £2 /] B ‘% ‘mi & i&ﬁ% FMFER -
7B A RS RURGAP R AT 3 40T > Nobregaetal. (2019) #-E % & 2 g P A% AxR - FRiE 2
24 mzm]}“:]‘géc AE2EHBEL AT AR Y REKREN TRAEW: SRnw > EEY i *)5
Bhu BATA B EABAE o Hon k2 kBB v,fl@’* #4 o Uzyoland Sagan (2017) 1 | %3k E P~ &
TERTLoRfadoRh BEHELSGET ~F#L L2 BB B AZFRBEELS S
Vil A S o BRI F R LR AT ERR 0 FlF 2 U R FEL kG ITH A2 g
ARk L ARPB R Z Y a0 fI* SEM £ FTIR A 45 d g & 53“53?%%@1,« i FE R 0 B
H SR AAp 000 R AR RV fﬂ‘ﬁ;?}fﬂ od WA SRR MR RS LT T e
WE S GBS % d R KRR TR BR T4 B4R - Beliahetal. (2020)55‘ BT H R RBN 1%
Frpp e o3t 121°C 7}\ﬁ¢ 4 | pE o A ErIS R AT ¢ e T g 3 ﬁitﬁ&ﬁ/ﬁﬁx AT EMERE T S R Y
NS aEnE o5 SEM-FTIR & XRD A 4787 » 1 7 BT 5 & 554 2 dhim Bk
Folgfgarr FIMeaFLiL ARy T RY KT TR Jxﬁ’*;a’ﬁ!},? r i N R o
Eh - EFHRY A AFERERSRG PRER wRSAZDEE 0 LTI ns‘imfgﬁ‘ g
WK 4 R S R F A Ak (B0 B F R AR E & ) o - TR 0 A KB
FEMFhmAREE L XA R EE AREZ B Y RSB OE c RS %
#. > BC-25 fgﬁ Wi kB RAR ey E o X iRaee G ¢ EApbende AR ¥ 72 6 ERw
EAME c FINF S ETLERSNTHRAANF O APFE AP EBERE L RIRD wAR R
AR LR AP REE T E A AR AP EERBRB S 22 - o 21 R
FEETERAFPAAFU e A Ao NF T RE2LF I 0T SR F S
THEHNE RSP FREEEH Fads 23 5% (Goers et al., 2014) - A Oh (2006) % 3 %
Salinispora arenicola & Emericella parvathecia % a5 %< R ) » 2 P4 4 Emericellamide A ~ B (-
BIFAEEY AT T 100 B & Maetal. 2011)° % 32 % Ketogulonicigenium vulgare 2 Bacillus
megaterium % R 7 0 F LAY B. megaterium n*s B fA 1 faxd iovkoed 2 F 5 24 K vulgare 2 &
& & 2-keto-gulonicacid (‘&2 % C # %4 1) o f" B A ARATIB A F BRSNS R4
;@Fh BrAavi g EFERIATRT URIPUTPR - A2 EH -

n‘?;
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® FiAE I P4 4F & BC H(BC-10 f- BC-25 & )\j_ FRhY -
® THAMBEARIRIEE  HARREFPPA L BCHAF L L -
® B LEE /}Eﬂﬁ'f | \ja‘t—il‘,«f%g;% =R ‘mﬁfl‘}‘pﬂi

HH g2

-~ AR KA
Komagataeibacter hansenii(LMG 23726)fE-% >t 8 R 1 ¥ 772 H T hEF 2 A7 ¢ <

(Bioresource collection and research center , BCRC)

o~ dhEE A AN 2 R E
# % L. japonica 17 1:40 (w/v) &t (DD -k)® 3275 > 4 121CT 4 £ X B 30 min » f {5 R
&2 12,000 x g#g< 15min > BH FF iR o T i AFHR? GERIR - AESIPRERT AL
BB PR R Raf > MREZ RN DD K -
Table BC, BC-10, BC-25 2 BC-40 ¥ % f & &

BC! BC-10 BC-25 BC-40
L. japonica extract (mL) 0 15 37.5 60
[contained% in medium]| [0%] [10%] [25%] [40%)]
Glucose (g) 3 3 3 3
Yeast (g) 0.750 0.750 0.750 0.750
Peptone (g) 0.750 0.750 0.750 0.750
Na,HPO:4 (g) 0.405 0.405 0.405 0.405
Citric acid (g) 0.172 0.172 0.172 0.172
DD water (mL) 150 135 112.5 90

! Hestrin and Schramm (HS) medium base

=~ & e % 9(BC membrane)ik idT 2 F T3
B~ 0.1 M NaOH #-m 4% S0 F 7 20 min » FloF@f AW gs d § 7 R 5P kLT AH
W2 AR M R b oo e AR R D R Z SR e s T ;%i’é‘fva_f'l ‘m [F] 4 &9 pH =

50 Rl BChgc g o BAEFA R ECE 0 RisesaicE (Wd) e BCOHEmg ™ 2503
: ® glucose (E £ (g) °

wd
Yield (%) = (T) x 100

5



I~ E 2 E e Gk E R (Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy, FTIR) 4 7
B3+ ’L’E’{_l% * FTIR-MIDAC 2000 % ®:& 72 » @ FTIR P A& 25°C ™ 3t 500 - 3500 nm %ﬂ
] R \!'-"@T

- ~BC membrane % & 2 p 3RH &2 = & 45

#BC,BC-10 2 BC-25 w4k a2 4 M = 4 ¢ s (Trifluoroacetic acid, TFA)4 %|i& {7 1 h %
2hpokfd  #9 Thigid 2 ki 5 pEal - P DR SE G4 ATnd MTFA 27 £ - /] P e
KfF s 2 ORFERN IR BERE o KRS H B Y [-F A-3-7 A -5-vtedepkfip (1-phenyl-3-methyl-5-
pyrazolone, PMP ) & 70°C #r £ 50 min i& (7 4724 i* o 12 B »ic i 49 & 7 & (High performance liquid
chromatography, HPLC):& 7 4 e = o 47 > & * = fiia k¥ L2 H4& © 4 &4 (Mannose) ~ & 3 #%
(Rhamnose) ~ # % #& (Glucose) ~ £ 5 #& (Galactose) ~ »~ #& (Xylose) £ & &4 (Fucose) 1T 5 &
S R TR AR R H A o

= ~BC 2 K &ML T
= TREwmESREE (BC) weawkF (WHC) 27 kF (WRC) » B4k &Lind 325 k&

TR TR 24 L PE s UFERE R 2ok o WS R Y sl d S ks 0 TRIERE (Ww)
FFEHRSALO0C THGZILEEFIRL R edice (W)
Sk F (WHC) ¢ 2 -k (WRC) i ™ o583+ 5

e WHC (%) = (Ww-Wd)/Wd(Ww —Wd) / Wd(Ww-Wd)/Wd x 100

e WRC (%) =(Ww-Wd)/Ww(Ww —Wd)/ Ww(Ww-Wd)/Ww x 100
¢ Ww % ;8E (wetweight) > Wd % iz # (dry weight)

A~ BC IR iR A 44
® FTIR (%= Fixsh R38): Wirlwe il A%1 -
® SEM (#FH#hi\7 F S ) BB DR AA, TR o
® XRD (X kist): M7 8 HASL o &5 & 1 Segal » 345 o
® R AR CERAOEORE S URGF R R PR G BB S o
A~ BC o2 8504 247

SR BEmESEEE (BC) Wl Ru R o MRS A2 2RERE T RALN R - R SR
TAEA 0 <495 10mmx50mm o & % 424 4% (Shimadzu EZTest) %7 500N & & it
FRlEE o W i FW 5 10mm/min s RlEAT R R (25°C) TEE(T o RIS 7 L W R
B (Tensilestrength » ¥ =5 MPa) :© 5 Hilatd $55 #1i K€ chd + o4 - 22 B % (Elongation at
break » %) : & 7 k& AP U AR KL B o

1~ BC W52 % Bh S o

#-wmpAd et (BC) & 7 Laminariajaponica ¥ P~4i4f &% (BC/LJE) ## T 5 1x1 o4 <
Jooter 24 3 End o DR HARBE 1 FREATE BT ] RAR AW ET 1
x10* BlmrecnBp R B NE G > T A 37°C~5%CO: enigit T A 1 X 024 ]} PF{S > & H
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PR Brip (PBS) it fi s 4k ARk ehime - AT 4% §RT AL 15 A
% DAPI %¢ wmretr » B e & F R Hhd 6 0 T % % ¥ RN E ARSI AT o

L ~BCHCHLEH v & 2 Fd F A RA T

w1 445 BC & BC/LJE 44 Pz 3845 o 'g?f?i AP B B0 e 55 - NIH3T3 Jm e A
6 3‘*&«3%3: PRz - P Aoy ()5 IxD a8 ) Fh 37°C~5%C0O: g &

B g 24 ] o > #imie 1 RIPA R AR £ e » v fEdrdl A IR PR T o2 7 BCA
v T EEBE P T LR %R v B 587 SDS-PAGE A #t> %444 T PVDF %o L
& B - iRl iE 7Y o g Ui 444 B-actin ~ FAK ~ p-FAK ~ ERK ~ p-ERK - VEGF -~
VEGFR2 £ HIF-la ¥ P 39 £ # % HRP #hicehz BFufliad? > &4 ECL it § 3 k28
FARAETL o Bois @ BA T AR o ©00 Image] HMH R AEBEAL R E A o

S-SR RREEERRES UG AR

BeihF BT N2 T 0 A R S pEIEHE & 7 AL K hansenii F) 1 * 0 SR

O  HEEITw - 10% (W/V)iB R S oKk 20R0% 0 3 121°CT e A 20 A dd o

® FiokfRi i #-10% (W/v)is 2 INHCL 203 7% » > 121°CT 4e 84 20 4 48 > /4 #7145 17 NaOH #-f¢
% B0 f;;fi 6~7 °

® i * f¥% ¥ ! Celluclast® Novozymes (;% i > *7 i+ 1,4-B-D-glucosidic linkages) ™4 /% &5z & 3% (v/w)
Téc o #-10% (W/V)z"‘* Bz KR EBREFE,180rpm T ok fE 8 hr

® AL E Ff¥E & B Paradendryphiella arenaria #4485 K. hansenii = 35 % o

® 4% ;;:]ﬁ,_ - B~ Bacillus subtilis ##5£? K. hansenii F] EEE o

o M EBBEGYR Y B osubtilis 8 K. hansenii 2 A w Rk
1. B. subtilis FPRF 1* &2 3
B3 30-80°C 4 ik B ¢ B. subtilis FiR R 0 @ *F AR RHAZE LT LB AER R A
M3TCHEE 10~12 ) FF 5% FHEBEALFEL L2 3mm =+ > § 5 Bsubtilis ¥ - 7
FRAB 150mL 2 LB s 47 » 12 37C ~ 100 tpm 32 % 10 ~ 16 | p5 » g+ 5 = 75 » #e sk i@
OD600 = 0.9 pF » B~R AL 1 % J]?]'u’? 80%4 & 12 1:1(v/v)+t b8 & > Eppendorf p # %75 3+-80°C /4 i
B PO F E:]’H\ °

2. AF A AU

¥-5g §c%k A ¥ (L japonica) ! p koKt o ¥EF 2 BA o Uz SoRERE 24 )P RE
5 & ] B 3425g~;’a%;¥1%@ TR TAIAE 125mL - Zok B SRR
FAGFLPN M ABHAFT T 0 A 121°C ~ 20 min iE 2 = [;—‘]19 TLAFTEEAL -
o~ A & gk pe

KR VA Glucose Yeast Peptone | Na;HPOs Citric acid e A (2)
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
SW 2 0.5 0.5 0.27 0.115 25
SW-1 1 0.5 0.5 0.27 0.115 25




3. B. subtilis ¥2 K. hansenii 1p % 1533 5%
(DT 7 HRNF %

3o R A EFE BT 04295 Maetal. (2019) 2 & 4e i3 45> & HS F i3 & 782 Plate
FodtEA42RAFIEL A N2ET FRMEGeT LB { Fikg s % K hansenii {v B. subtilis
2. OD60o=0.5 Fik » "E#BHREHF IR > FathoF2 RE R P o BB W A 58 B 74T
A7 0 dpRIEE T X ahd KRR o
Qurit=B A7 =

® & K. hansenii {= B. subtilis 2. ODeoo=0.5 Fi% » £ B~ 500 uL Figi2 &£ =  1mL > &8 & FiR
v E R Eka AR D 100 B 2 107 & 0 B 100 pL ARk B HSAGERAAL T LA g
By o damekrT A LR

4. F % v

W1 it K. hansenii 82 B. subtilis & i 2. A4 150 mLHS R iz A A2 150 mL # F 2 % A4
PoRHSRAERARAER AL LS Mono e CHS Rt A A2 24425 Coer At it Asn
B rs Co-SW B F Rt AER%2 6 L5 Co-SW-1 2> BT & v b3 K. hansenii &2 B.
subtilis 22 ODeoo=0.9 Fie » H 32 & 2@ 7= 0 kAF LA 74 B. subtilis 2. %% > % 1 X 1 % 3 X %
180 rpm AT A 1P KE 4 A BAE R A 25 X £ 4SS o
A HEBAZ LR EME

kR Mono Co Co-SW Co-SW-1
K. hansenii (mL) 7.5 7.5 7.5 7.5
B. subtilis(mL) 0 7.5 7.5 7.5
& F)= & -k(mL) 7.5 0 0 0
28 (mL) 165 165 165 165
5. & 473 P

(1) #"BEEF: kL
(2) #45 ;% T F B #cs (Scanning electron microscope, SEM):
(3) X-ray diffraction (XRD) spectra: ¢t
(4) Bk F: Rt
(5) kit

1995 Wanetal. (2020)3 j# » #-BC W ic 2 B & & =% T @ H 50 &€ > #f 4o 16 BC g »
Z ok 24 ) RS R TR HRE > GORIRHOE ka4 o BRe 2 S0k 24 ) RIS 2 BC R
ENRET UM TEET 2% 024268101224 ) pF2REMTF » DN HF o
E e A A

BEM-iE

Fokih) = [ S



% 23
1. 2 22 # % (Production and Yield )

4@ 1A from o A EREE 14 X i IS IR I Sl A m]}‘]% wE o T R R A4
hBdl e = &Y o4 BC iw d o mﬂl‘évﬁ% % P~% (L. japonica extract, LJE) 7 BC-10 ¥
BC-25 PR ik § & o M d R F ke LIE ¢ ehR R4 FAREE &5 Lglf"«’rﬂ%’rv R

AR FZ Y o M W HE e ok £ € 4 % 5 1BC(8.38+£1.12g/m2) ~BC-10(8.55
+1.02g/m?) = BC-25 (8.28 £1.14g/m2) - ﬁrﬂ 1B #7717 e Bt e i RS2 2 B a4
B (p>0.05) » &P i e x» 10% 2 25% 7 LIE - 4. ml}‘]f« BEDRATAF PR L 2R
%AW pdp ddp 0 Beliah ¥ 4 (2020) ¢ % 7 EoRjRR TS AURPS > FIRELETIE AN F
%o AR l“*%‘rﬁ “rer koo Le%/ P ARFEY AP WA RT T R e E R D
HE IR P o Keshk (2014) 43 94 5 0 ¢ e il & 2 7 0 S8 50 F B85 B AT
£ ﬁ'ﬁ’\%ﬁ‘m&mp W o R E Ol FAE ST g iTF o F o AP T REET LE S8R 2
FEAL G VEP R P T A ATHEY R AL FHERE 3R CHATE S
FHEL L FRBEE B PFORE it B R G B E B E - HIF LIE o0
b N 3R o

2. it B AL A7

BCV mfise » Kip L5 pE (v ez ~ -9 RMBEA - R B£FF &gl pHpm
GREEF oA Rt T M RBREFATY > SRR B - BC ABEFT v £ 14
RAELYE AP HPFRBEFAAGTES - FL IPERE» FRFMAT SRR T RN E
g RO HRESERRY - R EFNREZF R e AT TEY B2 0 RBFH(FTIR)
B H e A A7 0 a4 (Laminaria japonica) ¥ B4 22 BC M+ 12 & FA2r H2 3 (8% o

FTIR ¥ 2474k &® chp ac A o HBHAGE 7355 (g2 ) > 100% % Z i - B 2A %
7+ BC~BC-10 #2 BC-25 # &% 1w B 4 & =g © 3,550-3,100cm™' (O-H & CHs:-OH) ~2,393
em!' (C-H) ~1,656cm™ (C=0) 2 1,083cm™ (C-O-C) - gk Z mFlta oz cd | F o d »
AF S PEY 73 REAA 0 1273 em ! i S=O BofnE s e BC A S G4 LR EET AT
Frfmd o ¥ BC-10 &2 BC-25 th&¢ - BC £d D-F 3458 [-14 dsza & PR
£ HE4FH ~ L cellobiose (= FFHE) Apr- 2T 4Rk 5 pERIL (1>3) fr (1>4)-a-L-# &
W LB f-4EFE T#i‘l?f% A g a-gERIA o L3R AS B4 BC-10 2 BC-25 ¢ i
B A L [P 2 [ pEKEEE R FEPEA Y o L ) B RRGE e A BAUE a-14 4
KizEdwm FpE ;2 Bé?iwl—ﬁ]iﬁg VB Bl T EABAR I BT AF E B R
77 4B (1554 &) ~ B EME (3672 &) ~ Ll ABEF 5 (3079 &) o kG ff LR
o BC e 1 /] pi-Rkfzp? AN HpE> & BC-10 & BC-25 2 iiplkif &7 QAT H &4
gL (B 2B) BT A ¥ S pENE S BC W G oo - b MOSIE 2 ) PRS0 BC &
%4 RS H 54 BC-10 &2 BC-25 R 14 B4 %%#%5?55#%(}?1 2C) - #+¢ »BC ¥ b
4 &7 i kp Kohansenii (5ud 1978 & F) “r4weave t 5 g (EPS) vgk;}ﬂk.”mﬁ: b
EE TR Ad 7 H EAE EPS o 14 /%’?—1‘/*- P 4a %7 piﬁ%“??ﬁ"q‘%ﬁ%?ﬁko FEm® 2A-2C mA}#‘r
BEFo ad 35 B"*”fl‘f—"zix BC 4w P’Jv'?ﬁ‘bﬁ‘)‘ BC & 2 F'&m:..l’)%“ P L) I 1
(Bl 2D) - igfds #5505 2420 BC #lensd ac (245 B & e B4 o



3 kEFHE

- HF BC Woehik-kaFi > S % 40B 2“7 0 Bor a3 (Laminaria japonica) % B4 ¥
At "léi’«"’m“‘g')%% BC "ifﬁt‘ »i¢ BC-10 & BC-25 gr keI dejtrd BC 5 %77 b o G v
%9:'}'7%-5' AR FAF 4 RAEEMNR RS EHEEVES %%“T BOEROR o F]Pt o AN g

RS RS ok R g LR g ALY 0 TRk S  hREY kA ERRR
ﬁmp eto— i BC i 80-90% 3 B4t m ’-’E%ﬁ’l;’i’,ﬁf_:%‘iﬁ 4 o FE R Fﬁfﬂ" £ o3 i p1E BCH
BC-10 ¥ BC-25 ez -k & w5 89.5% ~91.3% ~ 92.8% » g /% 7 ; ]ﬁ Pt 2 (@ 3A) o
Q;‘H’F%“‘ KB PERF BC ok Fenidk - ko guokd T E o E Rk R0 B
%3";}? B4kt o A BC-25 awx-k ¥ (1,806.4%) 2% 330 % BC (1,481L.7%) » “§% F 7
#ALAHF (B 3B) » &7 Hwo kit 4 {38 ¥ - 25 o -k (syneresis) i & WA R4 & 7Y
BoRkentie @R 7 A ' EUR T M o - 4 BC gk 43 20-40% A3 ¢ » BC~BC-10~
BC-25 ~ 4] i 36.2%~34.9%+21.1% 2 ¢ BC-25 2 %3 i< (B 3C) » &g H KA H 2 it 4 f&if o
PRET RGN SO M TEARATH MRS A 2t XRD A 454y A H
..=aga)§i‘f"§ P F BRI TR AR TR I ET TS BI TR R LR L R kAT
R T o A Lin AFME T RPEE & BC 46 S BH o F o 4rdlk A r o APl b
VB SpER & BC P A MM R BT FH RS SORE o g ¢ SEM § *%»X%F
7 BC-25 A { % » # 2B §Xf§< W 94%5;}&4 u fe% o FEAEA 2 0 BC-25 B EE o
?*ﬁ‘&ﬁﬁﬁ%%*ﬁ’ﬁgﬁ : ﬁ% & BB ﬁgﬁkﬁm@4o

\\r

=;gum>£{-6’
A e R

3.4 Bz ﬁ%’i%'ﬁ

APy B T S Ais (SEM) &2 R+ 4 Bilest (AFM) & 47 0 353103 % 38244 BC -
BB o SEM B AT 0 ¥ BC anghadiofe B IR E RN rﬁ,;’ré\:,q:r‘;, P4 o BC-10 &
BC-25 sk afiiim > 25X ] P B enit ik (B 4A) 2 ¥ enTiogad oA w s 028022013
um> Taztep s 221+1.79+0.66 um (B 4B ~4C) o BC-25 ek MET3liF & < ‘% AF ¥ | 304
BC- gt ¢t » BC-10 & BC-25 s 'l DMKk F (B 4A cBlie) > 7 vk p 53 524 8 5
B NIEE o S OLE A e A R T A HeRRS o H R A kR B BC AT Y £ A
BRI B BT AL AR ERPE O REY R L2 PiE - AFM B R AT 0 ® BC
0 fekkR 5 348nm- @ BC-10 &2 BC-25 4 w5 261 & 12.3nm> &6 { 4 Tf o i FE A
FRPMELRELG c LM 2-3 4 %% 0 AR EPP kg otk BC k&K
tho f PERE 1L syneresis o AW AT Adg o e SRV R AAF E ALK B ks B E S o

XRD A4 4787 o i F 5 P4 ¢ 5 ik i 8 B 0 BCBC-10~BC-25 ik 5 37 1A % 5 58.3%
48.4% ~ 445% (B 5A) - & &HAE T FERA R X 3,3 BC>BC-10>BC-25 #4g4% (B 5B) -
TN btw;l;u 25 B NS MO R e Bl R o MR A o S0P R IRAp F A% 0 & BC-25>BC-
10> BC (W 5C) - &7 /a & 5243 7 BC Weeih|fh o 27 i fF 710 H At a2y & ke g
W PHREF AL TRET R RAT BRI e o v e 2 aF0RR  dp 0 5 pE - BC
WA RS AR AS T M BBk BT ERFT A BC ‘%ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ’ 7 ek
fRer ok 4 2 B E R R S B R A B R e iR o B¢ BC-25 B R R i
EHEAHFS BCL0 BIEZHM > P L ARG RELE S F ol g o

10



35BC & gha* m 2 § v :}g» & 2 BT

G R B%ﬁ&+’ BC“Mﬂam*w*Kop% BC-10 ¥ BC-25 £ % i+ i
F iR hwre AR VB 0 - HIEFA A B A o F Ru NIH3T3 & 5 8wz e 17 I 24219
e E PR MBS @ BC - &}NE5BO%Eﬂ4#w5M(r]NMGB)Oﬁ%@ﬁ’bT

FREHEEEEP T WVPE e AR T ARt d e A0 2 BC kI
Wi;’"“'»@ﬁ“”?? iR S o Bk BC W GE NIH3T3 # 2 endf - o ¥ 4 7m0 § 30 0%
b EER (B 6C6D) o gz XAt Jh L i e B3t BC~BC-10 & BC-25 ¥ it
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Fig. 1. Membrane appearance (A) and yield (B) from BC, BC-10, and BC-25 media harvested after 14 days.
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Fig. 3. Water content (A), water absorption (B), and syneresis (C) of the BC, BC-10, and BC-25 membranes.

* indicates a significant difference from BC at p < 0.05 in comparison.
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Fig. 4. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images (A), fiber diameter distribution (B), pore size distribution
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Fig. 5. X-ray diffraction (XRD) spectra (A), hardness (B), and Young’s modulus (C) of the BC, BC-10, and
BC-25 membranes. * indicates a significant difference from BC at p < 0.05 in comparison.
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Fig. 6. Representative morphological pictures (A) and cell viability (B) of NIH3T3 cells cultured with filter
paper, BC, BC-10, and BC-25 extract for 24 h under the cell toxicity test. The cell viability (C) and cytoskeletal
status (D) for 1, 2, and 3 days under the adhesion test.
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Fig. 10. Compatibility test of B. subtilis and K. hansenii by cross-streak assay
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Fig. 11. Compatibility test of B. subtilis and K. hansenii in liquid co-culture medium
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Fig. 13. Morphological appearance of bacterial cellulose in Mono, Co, Co-SW, and Co-SW-1 groups

24




(100) (010) T, (110)
147 169" 187C  22.7°

» N N N

\*\«__

Intensity (a.u.)

5 10 15 20 25

2 Theta {degret;)

—Mono

Fig. 15. X-ray diffraction (XRD) spectra of Mono, Co, Co-SW, and Co-SW-1 groups

25

Co Co-SW —Co-SW-1

30

s

40

Mono

Co



900

: S
| 1 | I

w1 1

400

300

Water absorption(%)

200

100

Mono Co Co-SW Co-SW-1

Fig. 16. Water absorption of Mono, Co, Co-SW, and Co-SW-1 groups

100

80

G0

Water retention (%)

Fig. 17. Water retention of Mono, Co, Co-SW, and Co-SW-1 groups

26



=

- R ¥ & S

Pai-An Hwang*, Yu-Ching Lu & Fu-Yin Hsu. (2025, May) Enhancement of the mechanical and hydration

properties of biomedical-grade bacterial cellulose using Laminaria japonica extract. International Journal of
Biological Macromolecules 308: 142688. (SCI IF: 7.7; Discipline: POLYMER SCIENCE; Ranking: 5/95

=95.26%) (First author; Corresponding author)

BEBEAKZ ML

MAFFEARFFLFARR PERABRwEARAEE: (BC) BAP ¥ ¥ B HARAF F B
Foph FIFREJTPEERIZSAAAITE o BF SR APBETR AEPHAS &
SEHELAEY FHRAE > Fa ot L BCAARY B FRABRD LT §

% kv (B. subtilis 2 K. hansenii ) > ¥ {7 i&if JL Flezsg enan g ™ > p R
GV 0 4 L SE R R R T

BCARG R  Peud s pfmad BALRA - 1% i
Fo DRENHIT ARG L AT BREFD & MRPES T2 5l it o
HHRBCRT AP EfEa L pAp gt VY N FRION B AEE 2 FHAL FoHE

AH ik o o F RIETR SRS A TR B > AR

27



34

Authority, E. F. S. (2019). The European Union one health 2018 zoonoses report. EFSA Journal, 17(12),
€05926.

Beliah, M., Ibrahim, H., M Farag, A., El-Ahwany, A., & Sabry, S. (2020). Utilization of marine algae as a
carbon source for bacterial cellulose production by Gluconacetobacter xylinus. Egyptian Journal of
Aquatic Biology and Fisheries, 24(6), 497-518.

Dourado, F., Gama, M., & Rodrigues, A. C. (2017). A review on the toxicology and dietetic role of bacterial
cellulose. Toxicology reports, 4, 543-553.

Dydak, K., Junka, A., Nowacki, G., Paleczny, J., Szymczyk-Ziotkowska, P., Gérzynska, A., ... & Bartoszewicz,
M. (2022). In vitro cytotoxicity, colonisation by fibroblasts and antimicrobial properties of surgical
meshes coated with bacterial cellulose. International journal of molecular sciences, 23(9), 4835.

Goers, L., Freemont, P., & Polizzi, K. M. (2014). Co-culture systems and technologies: taking synthetic
biology to the next level. Journal of the Royal Society Interface, 11(96).

Hu, W., Chen, S., Yang, J., Li, Z., & Wang, H. (2014). Functionalized bacterial cellulose derivatives and
nanocomposites. Carbohydrate polymers, 101, 1043-1060.

Jonas, R., & Farah, L. F. (1998). Production and application of microbial cellulose. Polymer degradation and
stability, 59(1-3), 101-106.

Ma, Q., Zhou, J., Zhang, W. W., Meng, X. X., Sun, J. W., & Yuan, Y. J. (2011). Integrated Proteomic and
Metabolomic Analysis of an Artificial Microbial Community for Two-Step Production of Vitamin C.
Plos One, 6(10).

Noébrega, V., Faria, M., Quintana, A., Kaufmann, M., Ferreira, A., & Cordeiro, N. (2019). From a basic
microalga and an acetic acid bacterium cellulose producer to a living symbiotic biofilm. Materials, 12(14),
2275.

Oh, D. C. (2006). New secondary metabolites from the marine actinomycete, Salinispora, and microbial co-
cultures. University of California, San Diego.

Uzyol, H. K., & Sacan, M. T. (2017). Bacterial cellulose production by Komagataeibacter hansenii using

algae-based glucose. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 24, 11154-11162.

28



