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Effects of perfluorobutanesulfonic acid on the extracellular polymeric substances of PFBS—resistant strains

YU Guo, SUN Lina", TANG Rui, HAN Yue

(Key Laboratory of Regional Environment and Eco—Remediation, Shenyang University, Shenyang 110044, China)

Abstract: To determine the characterization of the component changes in extracellular polymers (EPS) of two tolerant strains under
perfluorobutane sulfonic acid (PFBS) stress, two PFBS—tolerant strains were isolated from fluorochemical wastewater treatment plant
sludge in Fuxin. Through growth optical density (ODgo) and electron transport system activity (ETSA) determination, tree analysis, total
organic carbon determination, PFBS removal rate determination, three—dimensional fluorescence spectroscopy and infrared spectroscopy
analysis, we studied their growth and metabolic activity, EPS production, compositional characteristics, changes in functional groups and
removal of PFBS under 100 g« L™ PFBS stress. The study showed that two identified strains, Pseudomonas sp. and Serratia sp., were able
to grow under 100 pg- L™ PFBS stress, and were effective in removing PFBS, with the removal rates of 33.18% and 19.95% respectively.
When the PFBS concentration is 100 g« L™, EPS concentration, protein content, and polysaccharide content of the two strains decreased,
and the protein/polysaccharide ratio increased. The protein peaks (tryptophan and tyrosine) and humic acid and fulvic acid intensity of EPS
decreased, and the intensity of functional groups such as C—0, O—H and N—H decreased. The above results indicate that 100 wg- L™
PFBS inhibited the EPS components of the two resistant strains.

Keywords: perfluorobutanesulfonic acid; extracellular polymeric substances; three—dimensional fluorescence spectrum; infrared

spectroscopy; high performance liquid chromatography—tandem mass spectrometry
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2 AL A ¥ (Perfluorinated compounds, PFCs) f&
T b AL EE b g U4 i Bl eUs - U — 28N
B T B A A AT LTS B, h 42 SR R 26 (Per-
fluoroalkyl sulfonic acids, PFSAs) 114 5 2 iR 25 (Per-
fluoroalkyl carboxylic acids, PFCAs) ) & - % 4= 5 fk
AW (Perfluoroalkyl acids, PFAAs) FlFE 2 1 2 5 {k
AW (Non—ionic PFCs) %", KK , Kb 2k
GV CEA TA L B2 LSRR Y PFCAs Al 6 L) E
AP B 1 PFSAs) 8 )12 i I 97 4L ARl Uk
H B A IR K KGR B st B AR AP 500 A5 0 9% it 1)
Az ik FRP, 4 R bt T R (PFOS) il 4 91 - TR
(PFOA) B Ry R85 v 32 2 H 1 42 Ak & s
o T BA PR AN R aE e A e RS )
2 5545 11, PFOA Fl PFOS 4351 7 2017 4£ 1 2009 4 4
SN CHFE RS RBE A2y ) X AR P Rl FH AT 142
BRBI ™ A

4 5T %E i B2 (Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid,
PFBS) 25k S5t T-400 4 9 —FhELEE PFCs , 5B 514X
9 811 PFOS HA HIAY G ZR 4Ll Sy 2 #g (181 1)),
PFBS JC U A W B R, 76 A M B 2 e 1
L, 7E 2009 4 PFOS B AT AR W g 51 A [ bt 785
IREES I 57 T, PEBS B VZ /2 PFOS AR i
TR H ], 30 PFBS 76 by S H I 51 R /K7 ]
KR T BTG 7K s e A S AR R rh g 2
Rl 2], PFBS X A i I #5112, et i 2t A
B N R B FR G5 BT B FEAE R R PFBS Y
KM (42 - L) 32 5 F PFOS(591 mg- L), 44
195 PR ANE AR S R HAT HE PROS BT Ry ) 4

F S//O
F O// on

F F F F F F F
PFOS[CF;(CF,),SO;H]

E F F

: /
! F F o// \OH

PFBS[CF,(CF,),SO,H]

1 PFOS#1 PFBS £5# X
Figure 1 The structure of PFOS and PFBS

BRI5Y W 1M, 2020 48 1 7 16 H PFBS K H 2R EX
BRI E 5 BE S 5T (SVHC) e 16 49y o o, TR s
PFBS [ FR5E 75 3¢ [ @ E AT FAT 1 T

W5 P E B 5 LU G484 AR PR 5
KUF R T 52 2N RO TEF R KT . AN
(Extracellular polymeric substances, EPS) & 1E ¥ E 4k
KT tAE Y 23 W T B 46 A0 40 i T i) T )
ZRAEY), FERE T 20 IR AN 5T R
TY AN . EPS TR Yy ik = 5 3R I BRI A] A 2
R B A D SR P A A sh AR A s o]
DL BT WA D AN ROEREE , 2 i S AR W) 0 A 2
IRBE I 52 PE 15 B W A AE AT LS i A
A 22 1 EPS SRARA SN A RLERSERY, EPS X BRI TS
YWy 2 B BA B 24 P {H PRCs X UE 7 A2
EPS 52 M HA R R U E T . Weathers SFIBFSY
J B PRCs 22175 AU ) 73 16 BE 22 1 EPS, DA I K40
A B BT AN, DR BRE AR ) 10 2R R R A i
Chen SEIRIFFE 2 B PROS YR I 23 52 EPS Fh 2R 11
JBT RIS JE A IR P A 2 I8 25 I 5 SRR S I e I
U PFOS A1 PROA 23 I 75 U8 EPS Hh (4 & 2 1) 1%
fito Yan SEPHSY A B EPS H (8 28 2 N 24 B2 PR b 2
A3 WU BE 5 VRN PROA MR B S 1A 56 . H TR 6
5% 3= B P e K A% PRCs XF EPS 520 L, 1 i
PFCs Xt EPS B M 58 #50 S I .

FET I, A SRR AL T I5 K AL B 59
735 RN PRBS T 52 T bk L 18 1 52 36 A = 4E 90l
1% (Three—dimensional fluorescence spectrum,3D-EEM)
Y HT BESE T 100 e« L7 PEBS k8 T W3 ik 9 2E
K5 ACHE PE R EPS 7 5 4UBURRIE & FEXT PFBS
1) L BRVER , 912 F 8 5Lt 2050 5% 3% (Fourier trans-
form infrared spectroscopy , FTIR) #f—# 43081 T EPS B
R 751k , LA PFBS 15 YL i AR 4 EPS BRI
PRI LR A IAIR

1 #MREFE

1.1 SEIG#r#t
111 T A2 R 28 i FH 75 70

18 AR BT R 75 U8R 307748 B T etk 1
TSKALIR A T8 RAERT ] 20204F9 J1 28 H .
1.1.2 SEB A A 32 23]

HITACHI F-4600 %¢ )% i i1 . Thermo NICOLET
380 fiff HL 21 /N 1% 4Y | Elementar Liqui TOC &L A5 #L
%43 H1 L .SUPELCO Visiprep™ SPE H.%5 [i] #H %€ U5

WWW.QEs.0r9.CN
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# . Thermo TSQ ENDUR = # PO # #T 5 3% 1% | Dionex
UltiMate 3000 1= 20V #H 4,38 % . PFBS (2 000 ng -
mL™", >99% ) 5 4 5 (MPFAC-MXA , 2000 ng - mL™",
>99%) ¥J lj H Wellington Laboratories 2 w , B [i%
(HPLC) F1 £ 12 %% (HPLC) W4 B | 1 22335 52 10 R H 28
), WAX-SPE [ A7 A BUE G [ Supleo A A o AR I
K e B 55 3 NH,NO; 5 g+ L' NaCl 2 g- L',
KH-PO, 1 g- L' . K;HPO, 1 g+ L™ .\ MgSO.+7H,0 0.5 g
L' CaCl,-2H,0 0.05 g- L™ BEEEHY 1 g+ L7, 23 B A
10.20.30.40 mg- L' f150 mg- L' PFBS,pH 7.0, G
HLER 5% 77 3L . NHU,NO; 5 g+ L' \NaCl 2 g- L' [KH,PO, 1
g+ L K.HPO, 1 g- L' \MgS0,-7H,0 0.5 g- L™ CaCl, -
2H,0 0.05 g-L™',pH 7.0, LBE:FRAE . B AR 10 g L',
NaCl 10 g- L' B EERY 5 o- L7, 38715 pH 2 7.0, [ 44 B
FRILPAT pH G FINAS g« L BilE s o
1.2 REFHE
1.2.1 PRI ST B Fatifl,

10 g V5 P 2 Al T 200 mL & SE B 37 3 p 16
30 CHI130 r-min™ AIHR Y 5500 T HEFR. BT 44
5% (1) 35 % W e H2 B0 1 | AR dE R b B T
PFBS ¥ & % 50 mg- L', YL &5 9 . K5 10 mL Y4k
Jo B 55 FE W £ %) 90 mL LA 50 mg- L™ PFBS Jy Mk —ffk
TR ICHLER R R I rh S I8 4 L T s B2
it . 1 mL e 235 IR IR BE BERRRESS L 5301
WA T2 50 mg- L7 PFBS I EASF- M L, A 30 CH;
FEAEH RS AT B B B VR B, PRk AR O E
AU I DA VR A TR ZR Al Ak B — TR (JLalifb 4 1)),
4AL S B ERELE-20 “CHY 15% H i RAE=",
1.2.2 HRKiE

HF FAPR TR 4% 2% FE AN S AP B R 5 100 g - L
PFBS [ 50 mL JCHL R 35 % He b, 7 30 C &4 T LA
130 remin PR FE, 45 1 R HIFE0.4 8 h Al 12 h 4%
HUORE 1UR, NS 2 RIF IR B R BUFE 1R, e % (A
FEECREET ] )7 d 25 R 5 3% . LR E CK X B4
(PFBSV R 0 wg- L A CHLER HE 95 38 & 3 4117
(L35 CK4) , % 2 mL F @G MU 1.5 mL B 587, LA
ZRNR AR R %t BRI 52 A K (OD oo )Y
1.2.3 RS PE(ETSA)

B 0.5 mL 55359 55 1 mL 0.2% Y INT (58 4k Tt i
FE VU UM ) Y RO A RS SN 20 min J5 BITA 50 L
IS 2% 11 52 %, 1 000 remin™ 5.0 5 min, & Fif. 7T
TEM 1 mL 96% (1) F B ek VRSl 2 58 2. 1000
remin” B0 5 min, R BRE R ROEE AT E

1% WHART]

495 nm &b W YEAE , A 7 mL 96% FF LA 2 mL 0.2%
INT{ER2s {12
ETSA(A, pg-g'-d™", L O3 ) ITTHEA R

Ab 321
T R R

A S HFE SRR s S N TE] 5 AL B sV
R F ke F A 0 HR B AR R 32/2 R i 5 15.9 A EEJR
W

1.2.4 BHfp%E

B alifl 5 i T AR L 2 3] LB B 5 56 vh, 30 CH 3R
2d, WERIEEE, FERAL4AE TAEY TR ) B0y
A PR A AT 16S rDNA %3¢ o il 1 NCBI [ 2 rp
(http ://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih. gov/Blast ) Blast £ %1 F& ¥ %)
16S rDNA £ 41 5 16S rDNA il J¢ 45 5 JE 47 [8) V6 1 1
A, 3 BURE U A v 19 ) 81, R CLUSTAL-X R
W BE U 17 91 5 TR R 3 81 204 T 22 9 8 X, % 55 r
5, B F A8 27 (Neighbor—joining ) il i MEGA7 %k
P R G R B,

1.2.5 EPSHRES 47

AR K BRI TR R BE 329, 8 000 1+ min™ 2§
>4 min, B2 BIE G #M7E TR 7K 2R T, B8 000
remin” B0 4 min, bR 2 FIE W, #h70aE H 0 R K
PR R o K IR BRI 60 CRZK AR 4
30 min, RSG5 AEAE T 12 000 r+min™ 8.0 5 min, FIEHK
22374 0.45 pm YENE LRI , 19 2 10 0 €0 37 BRI W ED A
EPS ™,

FA AT MURR 2 AL %E EPS " AT HLAR (TOC) ¢
B R ERZE TR EPS R TOC R EPS 77
Az i TOC YR BEAE N B AL F8 b, SR B IR — 245 8 v 0
RE ZME B BE SR R Y Lowry U %E EPS H 2
Jo R R

B AR B EPS TR A T = 42 e 2 o 9t
FETFS B0 R ST (E.,)250~650 nm, &
PP (E.)200~550 nm , 38 & Tl % 568 5% 55 5y 5
nm , F3HE FE R 12 000 nm - mL™, 1 1 B8] SR [ 305
3, BFHOEIE I TES A SR ER,

PR EUT ) EPS 2 B8 T8 (-60 °C,24 h)  HUE
1K R F NICOLET 380 {if BL 021 4 S 15 47
W, R 4 em™, FAHEREL32 UK - min™, I 22§ FH
4 000~500 cm™',

1.2.6 PFBS#ZH5 437

V5 B TR i 2% H2 Fh i 32 R FI] PRBS Y B R 100

pg L4 30 mL AR TCHLER K5 52 3 76 30 CA-MF T




R IR T RN L B ISR A U RO R

PL130 remin ' YR E R 4 d e BURE 0 My o 5 AR 46
TP 22 25 F [ AH AE BCRE B L 40 ) 4 2 mL o it 4y
H 0.1% 19 2 K/H FEVS W, 2 mL B BV W, 2 mL
Milli-Q K47 % 1k o

2 mL A0 B 9 FH 250 W p=20 ng-mL ™" f{) PFCs
MR (n=5 ng) BT WAX-SPE ¥, Jii s #2 fil 724 1
s TR ihE i WAX-SPE &, IA 4 mL p=
25 mmol - L™ B PR B 8 i A TPk 2% . Z 5 FH 2 mL H
B ORI 2 mL 3 20 BI0CA 0.1% A 207K/ H B i it
TFUEME, BEMR I T 15 mLEET B0 N . Ve
F 40 COR I R T 2 PR R R A L
JNEETR AR 22 0.5 mL, FEAIA 0.5 mL FH I, 28 25
%1 mL, $2BORE T 0.22 wm JERE S T 2 mLAZEE
HEREHL N , 4 CHEFE . JH Thermo TSQ ENDUR 7 4
A {233 — J5 3% Bk A A (UPLC -MS-MS) fill %2 PFBS ¥
JEPI, UPLC R4 015 5544 R i AE 1L 10 pl; T 0.3
mL-min™'; Ji3AH : 5 mmol - L' 95% H -2, R %% (A)
5 mmol - L' Z 2% (B) 5 6 BE PR 454 : 0 min, 20% B;
1.5 min, 40% B;1.5~9 min, 95% B;9~12 min, 80% B,
PR 3 ming TS S5 - SRM F i X s i35 e
JE 3 000 V; &S AR K F1 50 Arb; 4 Bh SR 77 10
Arb; 55 A4 I 3 350 °C 5 B 1% 38 A IR B 350 “C.
Q1 43 #E % 0.7; Q3 4> ¥ % 0.7; CID #il & A& & 2.0
mTorr, [A1 S 2RI Bl hy 92.2~94.41% , # H BR My 1.12
ng L7 E RN 3.74 ng- L7,
1.3 HiEabiE

SU0 R 45 R DUV B e 25 R o il
Excel 2021 1 Origin pro 2020 X} 5 i b i M A .

2 RS

2.1 PFBSTHZEHHITFESEE
2.1.1 PFBS i} 37 B bk i i 1k

(1) BBk R FRERE

HET5 Ve i 6 B TR T IR AR R SR IR
ATV e AN ) e B A 2 U A 6 5 PFBS 8 JC AL [ 1A b5
IR b B3R 48 hE  FHEE R APk B K 34 R AT 1 TR VK
AT PRBCRA YR, R RSB ARG, B
Rk T V& TE 25— B EL LA PFBS hy M — B YL 114 T 52 T4
(F2), 54 HI B A B2 B . H1 7R R 1
IR SRR R EI R ) 3 B R
WA s B2 RS R0 F R 2L, 2 G R
Btz AN O v | D Y

Q) HHRM AR &

(a) Hikk H1
2 HHRBIES
Figure 2 Morphology of the strain

(b) 1k B2

HI1 B B2 B 1Y ODeoo FHZE WA 3 71, O Do FIEL
AR R R R AR K . NI 3 AT LA Y HI R 7E
0~8 h AL FHRs K307, 1 dJE kAR EE K., 5
H1 XS H, B2 TRASHAPR A KA B K (0~2 d) ifif BLAE
BORERBEBRIERNEWHE T, BEE L. 5
CK X} EE , 481 100 g L™ PFBS B AR WA el 1 b i
(4 A A TR AL o 1 2 R A AN [ R )
L HLE R T 19.97%, B2 H i T 7.94%, %
B PFBS Xf H1 [ A9 02 E 4 P B B o &5 2R 5 A7 ik
FFE () 25 SR TR < Li SE9F 58 T 45 0 PFOS 24 5. 10
mg L7 H1 20 mg+ L™ I X5 Aily B0 2 A6 17 A 1 A 520
45 B R WG NN PROS J& ODeoo {8 F K& , PFOS %5 il X A
B IR AR R A AR AT AR 5 Zheng SEP A IR AL
FH,PFOS 24 10,20 mg- L™ H1 40 mg- L™ I} X Al 25 2§
LT P () A A IR PR A B ZE AT B Y ODeoo fE B
PROS & B B 38 0 i B AR o X AT R 5 S 56 Hh 8 in 19
PROS ¥ i 25 S A KA 06, sl S5 AR [ 56, it 7 ik
— S IOE .

(3) BRI AR IS

H1 1 B2 B 19 ETSA fi 2k an /8 4 fir /i, ETSA (18
A LAFE R AR A IS e . R 4 T %0, H 5 Y ET-
SA B AL A IEA 5 ODgow—FL, ETSA 7E 0~8 h [l
B 7E 8 hib B KAE S G R %, 2 5 e .
5 CK AL FEXF L, 76 100 pg- L7 PFBS 38 K H1 18 (Y
PRI 1 27 31 B B A AR P 38942 5 T 59.69% . 1H
5 H1 A ([ 4b) , PFBS A% 230l B2 B A9 AR
WA PE , HEETSA H CK AR FEE YRR T 4.71%.

2.1.2 WKL E

ZACA TAY) TR (R ) Bt A R w430 %
H1 A1 B2 HEFT 168 rDNA MY | -85 B 500 45 51
5 NCBI 2 [H J# 0 (http : //blast.nchi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast )
FEHNHEAT FEXT, BEREAR LA /N T 98% 1) 541, 1
MEGAT7 #4) ## % 48 & & 1 (Neighbor—Joining %% ) , 4%
WA S firR . AR HT BYB8EXTS 500 1429 bp, bR

WWW.Qes.019.CN
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0507 () . HICK 0501 (1) -8 B2-CK.
045} — HI1-100 ug-L' PFBS 045 | - B2-100 pg-L" PFBS
0.40 0.40 +
0351 035+
g 0301 s 0301
2 L Y i
o) 0.25 8 0.25
0.20 0.20
0.151 0.15
0.10 0.10 1
0'05 i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.05 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1% 5% 0 8] Incubation time/d 1% 3%} [] Incubation time/d
B3 HIEB2EEKE #L%
Figure 3 The growth curves of H1 and B2 strain
~ S0p @ -8~ HI-CK ~ 01 ) -8 B2-CK
o5l - HI1-100 ug-L' PFBS S 45t & B2-100 pg-L"' PFBS
= oa0f T oa0f
20 =0
m 3 3s) m 3 35)
72 30} 72 30t
"’ E 20 E2y E 201
= 15} = 15¢
5 5
S 10 < 10f
ko <
C e 2 5 S S S S S
-1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1% 7% 0 8] Incubation time/d 1% 3% 8] Incubation time/d
B4 H1BEFA B2 & 1155 M ih &

Figure 4 Metabolic activity curves of H1 and B2 strain

B2 OB AL XN 1364 bp., Wit R G & T W4T L(KT001067) ) 16S rDNA &£ [K 55145 99.93% F A )
AL, H TR 5 B T R 28R L 5 Pseudomonas PE 5 H o Serratia (V0 75 [CH & ) , £ 4 Serratia
aeruginosa NCTC 13628 (ON359917) 1) 16S rDNA & [A] nematodiphila(FE£E VD E R ),

JP 04T 100% (AR , 2078 R Pseudomonas (5. 2.2 PFBS B8 T Z B #k EPS P2 R E 3T PFBS M2
TR JE ) , e R Pseudomonas aeruginosa (Hi 25 5L B 1E R

W) B2 I 5V R R R R, 5 Serratia sp. BZ- M 6 7] L H, i A PFBS J5 H1 7 1 B2 i Ay

Pseudomonas aeruginosa NCTC 13628(ON359917)
68| H1
99|| Pseudomonas aeruginosa JCM 5962(BAMA01000316)
Pseudomonas aeruginosa WatG(AB117953)
100 Pseudomonas aeruginosa HS-D38(DQ149582)
Pseudomonas sp. BaP3(MT539110)
wi Pseudomonas sp. S-2(KC207087)
Pseudomonas sp. OK-5(EF157292)
5 Serratia marcescens JCM 8536(LC505493)
Serratia marcescens HokM(AB117954)
Uncultured Serratia sp. clone HUWU3B(KC583444)
100 | Serratia nematodiphila XM7(MT023384)
Serratia sp. BZ-L(KT001067)
651R2

Methanobacterium alcaliphilum (AB496639)
0.05

5 ARG EBER

Figure 5 Phylogenetic tree of strains

1% WHART]
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~ Ock O100 pg-L™* PFBS

4 160

= 0 - J:[%% Removal Rate

& 35r

5 50
23 30t E
c Nj |
£ E 25t 40 %.:
H:2 s
o= 20F 130 g
B2 sl &
e e {20 &
»\ﬂ@ 107 %
=1 |
E—’g sk 10

2

o 0 0

8 Hl [# 1k Strain B2

Bo6 HIEFMB2EMEPSFEEREBRE

Figure 6 EPS production and removal rate of H1 and B2 strain

EPS 7 itd /b, 5 CKAIAH L, HT &M 21.13 mg- L' f#
ik M 14.76 mg - L (N % T 30.17%) , B2 B M 35.29
mg - L' A8 4 28.44 mg- L' (N[ T 19.41%) , £ W 1
100 pg- L' PFBS Jifri8 T 3 PRI R 4306 EPS 32 24
H1 1 B2 T AE AR 2% 1F , 4 dJ5 % 100 g« L
PFBS 1 2 BR 253 W] Ky 33.18% #119.95% , 5 B2 B Xf
Fb, HTBR 9 25 BRACR B4, X mT B HIT A R 4
B LA K 100 pg- L7 PFBS Zb FEXF H1 5 A K A
TR A R B B A G Y SR A L B
WA= M A3 R 4 B B ) Pseudomonas parafulva
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Figure 7 Contents of EPS components of H1 and B2 strain

T 511 9.58, B2 14 19 LLAE i 2.19 7= 51 2.85, 43 5l 7t
fF 1 28.07% F130.14% . X W] g2 K0 EPS & 41 it
W= AR BRI Z IS 6L O T R
Bl U W 2 TR AT AR AE EPS v i 2 5T 20 0 il 2
1, i EPS rf 8 0T R e 5 SO 1 2
() AR R, {H Lu 9 iF 5% 2 BH |, 78 PROS ¥
H 10 g LB, 2 BT FE T i, 2 R B R AR, 1T
TE PFOS & JE M 1 000 g LB, EPS FR 2R 1 5 ) o B
X B2 R AIR T 35.34% , Z IR BE 4R 1 T 18.29%
AL AT DL, PRCs Y & 25 %6 EPS A8 26 B 77 A A1 B2 1)
S

2.4 HEHEEPS S4TSR

& 8 Sk H1 B F B2 W [ EPS = 4E56 565618 .
8 AL, B3k rh F 2 4 UL Peak A fi T Ex/Em=
225 nm/330~340 nm, PeakB 3 T Ex/Em=275~280 nm/
330~340 nm, N HE ) T, Hrh Peak A N % 24 1R
YT, PeakB N (4,2 FR W) Jit 5 PeakC i T* Ex/Em=385~
405 nm/465 nm, LR Y5 ; Peak D {3 F Ex/Em=
240~270 nm/445~455 nm, N F HERY) TR,

M= e B et ik s (2 DAl LIE H, 5 CK 4b
FEXF G, WA 100 g+ L7 PFBS {5 5 i 14 14 25 2 1 0
(i 22 T PN £ 240 1R ) 5o 38 2 B S 1 I, 5 S 36 7 1
EPS HEE 1R BE R AR A 25 R AH — B, Foh HT R Y
Peak A 5 & M\ 129.10 a.u F f# 2] 75.81 a.u (FEAX T
41.28%) , PeakB 5 &£ M\ 96.48 a.u I [% %) 65.98 a.u([%#
KT 31.61%) ; B2 i) Peak A 5 3 M 161.70 a.u K [F3
126.60 a.u ([ T 21.71%) , PeakB 5 & M 157.40 a.u
TREF] 101.40 a.u(FEAE T 35.58%) , 3% 517 A BIHH
WEFELE R Lu I8 25 LR B, % im 1 000
pg - L PFOS J& , EPS 1 i % 2 iR Al 8 22 R 43 0l Eb

WWW.QEs.0r9.CN




VRETS Rt Y F 2B FE 5 H

m@g 1038

CK AbFRFEAE T 10.90% F119.38% ; {0, %8 1R ¢ 16 588 i
R AIG A  PRCs 5 EPS H 8 50 R & A= i K AE FH T
SE, SR I Z R 1 258 AR TR I ) b 2
4549, PFCs "h ) C—F 45 BB S 5 EPS & it Hh I 5 &
LI Wi K AE BRI Z5 4 e Az AR AP, I T
3 Peak A Fl Peak B 1 9¢ G0 EE T % .

L 8a FHIE 8b B /s , 78 H1 B % it I Fh b 4
MF] T PeakC (RJFFEAR ) Fll PeakD (28 & LR ) , Ui B
EH1 B EPS AUA SR 1 BT, b A AT, 5 CK
ANBRST EL (] 8a) , S PFBS { H1 1 Y EPS 28 i 4

i U A 288 B R 0 0 5t A T T B, Peak C (S A
R ) 5% B2 N 112,70 a.u F B 2 18.58 a.u (&AL T
83.51%) , PeakD (2 & HLR ) 58 & M 115.80 a.u |~ B )
46.31 a.u, (FEK T 60.00%) , 0] RE 5 & 5 Jit 5 B 95 7
FL A FI PFCs H Y C-F 8T8 % s /K VR A 6, T
BT AT B 22 ) 5 A TR AT o, JBS LI % i 3 e
TE—E R L BHIE PROS #E A ZIAE, 265t C Y5
JEE 5 5 BRI 45+ v A R B A O™ TR G AE T PeakC
(GEIEHERR ) PeakD (2K & HLIR ) 2GR T FERY
Ji R ] i L P 9 05 A S PR AR I 5 PFBS & A

F£1 HIEMB2EMEPS 4G HIESITER

Table 1 Three—dimensional fluorescence spectrum analysis results of H1 and B2 strain EPS
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Figure 8 Three—dimensional fluorescence spectra of H1 and B2 strain EPS
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Figure 9 EPS infrared spectra of H1 and B2 strain
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