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EPS #AT M R AL L h k45 0 Ao A 185 R4 B & BR4E - JLAJLER B P 05 b — 45 /& EPS 89 B h—— K BE A4S
RILATHE 197 (Lzmoszlactobaczllusfermentum 197) . @ E R EZELBMHALE KB R LE K, 5K DEAE-52 4=
CL-6B 4 Z 473t EPS #4749 Hshib, 132 22445 EPS1, ARG 2ot Erirsbbilh, BB % G SR ERSF
H AT EPS1 89 45 M) 3 47T R4, #iﬁt% LRSS AN At AR F i, R A, ZAARNEEERL (X545
5KeFAKHA40gL) F EPS =&k 3 1699.83+34.31 mg/L, HREZERG 5. LB EH EPSI S5 H
15.07%, #F 2% 2.11x10°Da, T2 E KA T4, Miafabe, ¥, HABRAEEBAR, 28 o AN
B, B&EZMIFREH, MAEZARSIAHME, HRIFRAR AN, EPS] £ 10 mg/mL K& T3t ABTST A &4,
DPPH g ® Az ik g cbf&é’a FIRES A 57.07% 46.54% F= 49.68%, I a-ipyBeagipdl £ H 51.46%. AFLR
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Abstract: This study aimed to screen lactic acid bacteria (LAB) with high exopolysaccharide (EPS)-producing capacity
from traditional yak yogurt in Western Sichuan, and to characterize the structure and functional properties of the EPS.
Among 185 LAB strains isolated, Limosilactobacillus fermentum 197 was identified as a high EPS producer. The
fermentation medium was optimized through single-factor experiments, and the EPS was purified using DEAE-52 and CL-
6B column chromatography. The purified fraction EPS1 was structurally characterized by Fourier-transform infrared

spectroscopy, gel permeation chromatography, and nuclear magnetic resonance, and its bioactivities were evaluated in vitro.
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The results showed that the optimal carbon and nitrogen sources for EPS production were maltose and soybean peptone,
both at 40 g/L. After optimization, the EPS yield reached 1699.83+34.31 mg/L, representing a 5-fold increase compared to

the original yield. The purified EPS1, with a yield of 15.07%, had a molecular weight of 2.11x10° Da and was composed of

rhamnose, arabinose, galactose, glucose, and mannose. It contained both a- and S-glycosidic bonds, exhibited a triple-helix

structure, and displayed a flaky porous morphology under microscopy. /n vitro assays demonstrated that EPS1 at 10 mg/mL
exhibited scavenging rates against ABTS", DPPH, and hydroxyl radicals of 57.07%, 46.54%, and 49.68%, respectively, and
an o-amylase inhibition rate of 51.46%. This study reveals the relationship between the structure of EPS1 and its

antioxidant and hypoglycemic activities, providing a theoretical basis for developing functional dairy products using LAB-

derived EPS and offering new insights into the utilization of lactic acid bacteria resources from plateau pastoral areas.
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FLER B4 (Lactic Acid Bacteria, LAB), FEf& H/Y
NI LR Z AR DI REDEE, AR AT
Mo FLRREEAEAR WA AR P a] P A HLER . /Ny
TR, Mash RS R AR R N, A ST
e P FL IR T 1Y AR BEE MR S AR 7 W i A = R
( Exopolysaccharides, EPS) %% Y] #H ¢, N4t & b1
PEE G e PR AR R LIRS MRS RN AR TR
PR G, NS s e

ARG A IR L AT o e S R A PRI« APRAC
RSN ARG IR T BT A SRR P X R
PR PR ) K B AN 1 T iR R KSR AT, &
R eI AR T R LA R AR A B AR AR S ek
PREEIE N RE I AR AN . Hoh, LAB AR 4E
RPRFL A P DCEA B U, TR RIS N e E
A, RGBT S T N A S P
X AR A AR 3 B 22 B P38 F R b R ER R S5
IR B 2 M BE 2H S35 S RE X SRR AN 2, X Lk
LAB 2x W 47 EPS Y5 aliht . X248 EPS 7 {4
R ATE AR P B EE B2, X AEFRF A e B PR | 1R
THG S R H e E " K, ARG B REL AT
A —A20 5 HRe LR s B IR AR 228, T
2R A R h AR v R 3 R AR Y L B w7
EPS W& 100k . X ISAE S B IREE R ) RS
Ay T EPS FLER A, I EPS My43-F4hita . ik
JoT KR I PR A= B A T BB dk 2 X1 i R B A U
AOBERR, BN s pIFsE fs o . By, S
MR AT RS . BRYWY . JFHEIR | Wik S5 =
RWFE S e 2 A E ™ EPS LR 1, JF
XA R T T 25T, (B T ARERRIERFL
W2 B BT EPS TELS A FIDRE T ARAE W35 22 =07,
I, SHEGEAEATRFL &5 EPS FLER I T 22 Mk
ATAEANES HI AT S TR EAE BRIE R DAY, 5 BAT
HORFFEM A S B

AWEFE LA S5 2 B 53 28 iAL Se e A IR F LI L
PR XS5, IT e - ia b 2208 (EPS) IR A i 28 1.
YE. dE I B PRI ER S R s IR L2 S EA T Ak,
LI#EH EPS j i . FEUCIEEAN I, £ salifb g m9
T 53 EPS1, RGIT R LA FAAE oAb 2 2H 45
H7, IR T LA AT 45 R ARG MyT A S % R

WEPE . WFET B A M) P i X A4 (o A W O R Y &
FI S ALERARYE, [RIA S )1 P4 e A= P g I i
B RS T
1 #MR5RE%
1.1 #RISEE

185 BRFLIRES  MJIPE & 5t AR R R W v 43
B A T VU RO RAF 5080 5 R AR PR, JHesR
FIIR . SRR . B U . a- 200 (75 U/mg) |
o-JERIHEF(60 U/mg) (LL_E >k BR) . CL-6B E5ifigbiEe
. G4 DEAE-52 bt ZBSERAYRH A RA
w5 A APE . FUBE . 22 ZE0E . R CEFLEECLL o
BR) . B ZE W G-250, bRk | EEEZhE (DL LA
AR) Vg iR B AT BR A A iR A
H . SRR R S AR, BRERTT R o
AR A

Centrifuge 5810R S AR E UL FEE LA
TRy 4N 7l 3 ALPHA 1-4 LSC ¥ T HR AL 15 E
Martin Christ 2\ F]; Spectrum 3T/ B - AR 2T /[5G
Y ZEE PerkinElmer 23 H]; ICS5000 &1 i &
4t. U3000 BEi il FEBR K IHIREBHE A A Bruker
AV I -600 MHz #Z #5 PR 4374 FEE Bruker 2%
H]; ZEISS sigmaS00 54 T B i  1EEE 4
41; DAWN HELEOS I #5GHUET KM 25 . Optilab
T-rEX /RZERG MRS 55 EMHERERE AR AN
1.2 SKWHE
1.2.1 Sy-asb 2 PEE R E MRS 5538 5L H#
PREGE M MG 10 g, #4506 20 g, 2R REH 8 g, BHER
5 g, BERFR R 4 g, BEIRE TH 2 g AT A
B 2 g TRIREE 0.2 g, HiliRifh 0.04 g, n1-7#-80 1 g, %
H AT MT 1000 mL EB-F/KH /578 pH £ 6.0,
121 °C KB4 15 mine
1.2.1.1 HuSMH BRI S 2=0E0 ik,
185 BRFLIR A WAL IS, TEFEFREL I 3% (B A
L) BAFG RS RS, T 37 C 5538 48 ho 4%
FEWEER EESOEEL TE 4 °C 51 F LA 10000 r/min &
L 10 min, WL FIE WO FEBRBEARDITE . 1] LIS
AN 80% A LRI, IRA1G T 4 °C R kit
R R H DA, A LRSI 3 AR
95% BRI, 7F 4 °C FEE FULIE R . FRHRE L
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WARDTUE, R BT /R GG, M AR 4+
A 8000~14000 Da M iET4E, B F Hi /K H BT
72 ho WREESENTS BRI T R TR AL R, Prfg ™
Y TERAA Mg .
1.2.1.2 MHBREENE % ToiE" ik, L
TP AR UE S, -, FE ST SR HH
k. 1SEIMARMEL TR N y=9.2550x—0.0541(R*=
0.9970), Hod y Fl x 435 R~ W GAE K BT ke &
I TS TR A IR P 1 BB 5

B 1 mL B 2530 550 (25~50 %) 19 & BRI,
- R TR I R WO GAEL, FHARPE R ME il £ 345 T
Bk EPS Feig .
1.2.2 EreishbEetRiE s sc it SRR
IS R R SR AL, A MRS B3R 34 S St Ee
7, 1 I R IR UG B 43 R S 86 : DL MRS 15383
JE AT BRI A 28 b A SRR IR, SR e ER A 2 T R
FRER R BEER H R REEE, UL EPS F=244r
Tiff R B AR U, P LA 428 HH B e A SR R B A U,
RIS A AT . FLBE . RERE . LR 2220, LA
EPS 7= i xE Fe Bl ARImA0 400 B A A 20
Y5, BETT 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 g/L 5 PHREERLEE, B E
£ A W EGE MR, FFRILEFSE .
1.2.3 FLER T MLIN ZHE s s alifh DLEF 4k 3R
DEAE-52 F1 CL-6B Byt JE Bl &E I 4 S FT A KL, Xk
EPS #7478, & 5%, HEVEFREEHI 10 mg/mL
I 0.22 pm K R, 7 DEAE-52 B +138
ke h AT 125 43 B, MR LA L B F 7K L 0.1, 0.3,
0.5. 0.7 mol/L 1 NaCl ¥ N sl #H, LA 2 mL/min
AL 2 min WEE—4, B EREIRER 60 4, SRR
P73 -t P 25 PR R A I e i i 26 . R T, B
NEWHEERS CL-6B dE—alifh, LAZE T K MR shAd,
IR 5 mL, 2lifbBT 2P S E A 1.2.1.2 H Y
PRI - AR VA A T R I , AL L ih £ (B A7
BRIV, A ia R aifb 20, fv 45 S EPSI
FHARE. JRIER(D) B A b R,

LR (%) = % % 100 % (D

ZH: M aifE R RS R, mg; M- 4l T
J5 Z WA E, mg.
1.2.4 ZLERRE S22 5o
1.2.4.1 Ab2FRsrMaE  BOBE S S0 LA 2 vE R
T, SR PRI - IR 125 EA 15 BRI 2 Fo Al LA
LT R M bR vHE S T, 38 ek H e A S L R 32 1200 i
R, 1 E B EE PR AR HE T £ y=11.965%x-0.012, R*=
0.9926; 25 A& 54T LA A LTS 25 FH R ARTE S, 28
O EE P S, SRR AR RN y=
4.938x+0.0189, R*=0.9948; fit it AR i W] LA i iR 471

B IRARARERTZ N y=0.2466x+0.001, R?=0.9982,

1.2.4.2 FAMAEKAN HEENEE TR
Sl R sl Z2BEBC I A 0.1 mg/mL AR . LIEE
TR AR ZS (X IR, (i K SR A oot BT
TE 190~400 nm ZbXf T 7 K 3T

1.2.5 FLERHEIMSNZHELSS 5T

1.2.5.1 £4MGIE4 M FRESifb 2 HE 45 2 mg, X
A LT NGS5 T ATR B4 L 3EF 741405
o 13 P BTE Bl - 500~4000 cm ', F1  16] B -
4cm’',

1.2.52 M ZWisrFREMNE B SIS fAE
0.1 mol/L NaNO; /K # (& 0.02% NaN;, w/w) H,
ZHRE N 1 mg/mL, B FLIE R 0.45 um O 7E
FRLL VRS AU . SR FHEE I HEBH 2 1% 4% (Ohpak
SB-805 HQ(300x8 mm) , Ohpak SB-804 HQ( 300x
8 mm) Al Ohpak SB-803 HQ(300x8 mm) H31¢; AE1d
45 °C, 4 100 pL, JishifH A S H,O, ishitH B i
0.1 mol/L NaOH, % 848 C 25 0.1 mol/L NaOH }
0.2 mol/L NaAc, i 0.4 mL/min,

1.2.5.3 EPS (YR FREGE = Z2HRE 5, A
1 mL 2 mol/L TFA FR¥FWE, 121 C ik 2 he #A
2, T A 99.99% FHEEHTBE, FWRT, B I iE
TEUE 2~3 Ko SN A TCER K i, e A O35 1F
. R Dionex™ CarboPac™ PA20(150%3.0 mm,
10 pm) AR L3S AL AR 5 pl; AE7E 30 °C; i
0.5 mL/min; JR 3 AH: W3 #H A(H,0), /34 B
(0.1 mol/L NaOH) , #i s /1 C(0.1 mol/L NaOH,
0.2 mol/L NaAc), VEMERREaNZE 1 s,

R PR RS

Table 1 Monosaccharide composition elution gradients
S T (i) Al
DR min WAMA  WAHB  AHIC
0 95 5 0
26 85 5 10
42 85 5 10
42.1 60 0 40
52 60 40 0
52.1 95 5 0
60 95 5 0

1.2.5.4 NMR 5081 43 5IFREL 50.0 mg 19 2lifb 2k
FELLAET, LA 0.6 mL 574t DMSO FE4HE AR,
B 5 TR T, 1F Bruker BREILIR T
FfdiFH 600 MHz 453 22 EPS1 19'H. PC #£ K.
1.2.5.5 —RISELEHI I E 2% Chen 51 11
Jride, VRIS, B 1.5 mL 28 & alifh Z Ak
(1 mg/mL) 5 1.5 mL WIIZRELLE# (100 pmol/L) #2455
RF L BIIR &, M 0. 0.16. 0.33, 0.75., 1.28,
2.3 mL 4 1 mol/L NaOH &%, 1515 MM FE AR YR )]
4% 0.0.05. 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 mol/L, £ 400~
700 nm P B N FEA T EE AN, D E AR R 1Y
BRI I . SR B DA 25 88 TR B i ui
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RS X RRZH, (RIS DAEAT — R E S5 4 (A EE I 24
VR BHPEXT BE

1.2.5.6 Msb B Bas T R
i 88,1 #4485 (Scanning Electron Microscope, SEM)
WEE, B 5 mg EPS, # H & F O A FHKWEES &
b, BAS B N2 BN (4) )5, SR SEM 7E
10 kV BJHE USSR I L5H4

1.2.6 FLER RIS HHAS MU ALRE T 78

1.2.6.1 ABTS'HHIIEREEIAYIME  ARYE Hwang
SER B 5 9B R, B 20 pL EPS % (0~10 mg/
mL )5 180 pL ABTS ¥#IRAE 96 FLiR iR G, 5L
BogH s F2 B8 Tk A AS X BRAH ; pH7.4 MR IR 2% i
SHRE ST SO RRA; SRR RN Ve IS ABTS B
TRA, W BAPEXTREZH LA PUZH TR -G B il 58 i
J& s BCABEARY T, 37 °C PR HE5I N 6 min =, M
FE ODy34 pme ABTS' I HHZEIEERAEE S50 A0

ABTS' 1 LI B B 13 (%) = (1 . %) % 100

X ()

o Ag: 25 PR BRLH RO A2 S22
{H; Ay: FEELTT SR ROGIE.
1.2.6.2 DPPH H HAHERAEIAINME =% Yong
S (ORI B, 7E 96 FLAR P I A SEARFRAGASIH]
HJE EPS % # (0~10 mg/mL) LA K DPPH-Z. B4
VRS 2H , SEARFR 25 B oK s LA, ToK Sl
FE G0 T F BREH OB SRR BE Y Ve IS DPPH-Z&
WES IR A, B FAPEXT AL . KA PUZH TG Ab I
S 0.5 h J5I%E ODs, 5 pme DPPH I HI LT BREE S14K
/DN /N g =

s A -A
DPPH H H3Ei5 %68 71(%) = (1 - f) x 100
0

X 3

o Ay 25 FIXTRELH ROGAE; A SEERZH S
B Ay FESLET SHOGIE
1.2.63 ¥ HMAZFZECONBEREE MM E =%
Wang 5520 [ 5 -2, 78 96 FLAR P A SFEAR R
(50 pL) BYAS[RTHR B2 1) 257 (0~10 mg/mL) . /K45
P ST DA e FeSO, I, K HLFE AR ST e it A
SRR H,0, W W, TEBEFR AL T 37 °C $£%% 30 min
JEIEW S RIRHE L Ve BTG A
PR W) 2 FA T BB DA S 45 BE AR il ) S S0t B O
T H,0,) MIWOGE, ¥2 H i SRS BRAE S LU T A
i+%:!

2 1 FH LTI E (%) = (1 - AA;A)X 100
X @)
o Ay 28 FIXTREZHOGAE; A,: SEESZH ST
B Ay PRSI GE S
1.2.6.4 HMEFETF (O, VEKEIMNE S%

Wang 2509 (1) )7 Ik I & B, BUAS R 1Y EPS ¥
(0~10 mg/mL), $#ZAFILL 1:3 55 Tris-HCl ZZ R AE
96 FLH IR, T 30 °C I%F 20 min, fHIERRMKE
BEIRG, A 120 pL SRR =AW, R IRG IR
E5), IR T Y 3 min, BEJSE AN 10 mol/L
HCl WA E 25, Zeabk I i f . 7 320 nm %
KA 5 A5 FLW G RE (OD B« BEE4EAEZE C(V0)
VEABAPERT B, [RIBHEAST AN SRR s MR i 2s (1 %) Bl
LA TG AS S 4B = 1 AR A T o2, AP SERCIE R
WP b, 8 AU B - SR RE ) d B A A A T
i+%::

0;-%%5%%(%#(1—%)“00 2 (5
e Ay 25 AR RE AL W YGARL; A SEBS A WG
B A, BT SgH B8 .
1.2.7 NSRS IMERE S0 5
1.2.7.1 1 a-#Z9HEEBERE T nudl e = B8 SCHk

[6] M7 IEITAE L, W o- T 260 W 1 PR TR S5 06 S T TR
TE 96 FLHRFAIRAI)S, T 37 °C 454 F W & 4 21, i
JE MK AiE FE 28 -B-D- L e 78] 29 B 1 (pNPG) IR )%
W, MREEAE 37 °C FEm b A TR R I o T 5% i,
J& , A Na,CO5 ¥R ZE 1N, LB = I8 Sk BH A4
X IR, 7E 405 nm AR 2 AR 3R W SGAEL, o 25 6
FrHEE I A A R

L

HI1 25 (%) = (1 _AA £ (6)

AO
b Ay BESL/BEPEXT FEZH OD {8 A : FEAH T
52l OD fH; Ay: 25 F14H OD fH.
1.2.7.2 WH o-FE B EERE ST 0T 2 2 BE A7 e 1E
SR IR, FE 2 mL RS TR PBL a-TE
BB MR A RIR A G T 25 °C /KIS I s, 1
INAS N JERITERSHE 25 °C I, BeJa i DNS #E
AT S, LABA-RIEHE A7 BHAXT IR, ME ODsyg ymo
a-TERY BN ZI AT

HIIE (%) = (1 _AacA

)xlOO

A x (D

b Ay FES/BHPEXT FEZH OD fH; A ARG TY
Hu2l OD fH; Ay 25 FH4H OD fH.
1.3 HiEAE

AR I 35 R XA E 52—k, B V- R v
2EZRIRN, LRI R J7 2253 BRI SPSS26.0 FAF 34T,
P<0.05 MRS BA W25 5, FIF Origin 2021 #47
2
2 HBRE5Sh
2.1 SIS TEEKRTFIE RIS EMRL
211 F AN R R e A A X S5 = A
W53 B0 185 BRFLIER TR (4 ML AT Z W 7 B R4 143 BT,
PR 1 3% 2 500 il 0, AR 2L Bl M 41 22 0k

)XIOO
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P AN ], M4 288 77 52 7E 104.97~310.41 mg/L
YE N, Hi R BEZLATF B 197( Limosilactobacillus
Sfermentum 197, TR YRS 125) a4 £ b5 = 5 nl ik
310.41£1.22 mg/L., Liu 2% % Bl 5 BR VG T IE R
RLUR L EPS AH 4 FLAT B8 7 ML AT 2068 Y8 [
100~125 mg/L, F AR ZLFF A GSLP-7 F=HE i,
SN 125.2 mg/L, WK T Eikk 197 00r=&; MrEfEpE(E
AR NS G Y — R w7 M A ZZ BEFLRR TR L.
plantarum PC715, H: EPS F= i ¢ =~ 870 mg/L, =
THIRR 197, PULHnE L EFLAFIE 197 EPS = &AE
GO, WTE NS ST BRREEAE

2.1.2 e MAb PR R IR I AR L
A W AR A A S S AN AT BB Y SR 5T, S S

Fig.1

0.54% 5.949%

100~200 mg/L

200~250 mg/L
I 250~300 mg/L
I >300 mg/L

56.22%

Bl 1185 pRFLB A IS 2™ o A

Distribution of the production of exopolysaccharides

by 185 lactic acid bacteria strains

*2 BRI SR

Table 2 Exopolysaccharide yields of different experimental strains

Wtkdis MM (mg/l)  WHRGS AR (mgL)  WWGES EAMEHT R (mg/L)  ERRGS HISNEHE i (mg/L)
1 186.99+6.91 48 260.27+3.08 95 255.08+5.51 142 236.93+2.12
2 188.72+10.71 49 228.58+5.20 96 268.05+1.22 143 180.46+5.01
3 210.11+8.52 50 266.90+3.89 97 260.85+9.18 144 229.15+1.22
4 202.33+3.82 51 293.41+4.70 98 299.74+4.14 145 197.17+1.87
5 224.81+6.81 52 283.32+4.14 99 226.56+4.94 146 223.96+7.44
6 202.33+3.82 53 210.71+£2.94 100 234.33+10.18 147 232.61+1.87
7 205.79+2.14 54 261.99+3.93 101 225.12+6.00 148 230.02+4.94
8 216.16+22.32 55 220.22+4.48 102 272.66+4.14 149 196.88+0.81
9 198.88+8.47 56 143.86+2.67 103 278.71+3.34 150 259.12+6.17
10 218.33+7.71 57 104.97+2.04 104 280.15+4.94 151 225.11+£2.48
11 219.84+15.60 58 239.24+5.75 105 291.10+1.78 152 245.29+3.26
12 249.01+0.65 59 244.71+3.08 106 244.99+1.08 153 247.59+8.36
13 238.64+0.53 60 234.05+7.81 107 253.64+10.78 154 251.05+14.69
14 263.71+£2.92 61 231.75+4.23 108 230.59+4.14 155 255.37+2.85
15 242.149.29 62 234.34+4.94 109 257.39+4.70 156 224.83+2.54
16 245.12+2.95 63 251.91+4.14 110 211.86+3.23 157 225.69+6.81
17 249.66+7.90 64 253.93+6.96 111 265.46+2.54 158 246.44+2.12
18 256.39+16.02 65 280.15+2.12 112 232.90+2.48 159 248.17+6.81
19 228.48+10.93 66 247.88+4.70 113 272.08+1.63 160 212.15+2.67

20 231.72+4.04 67 230.59+2.48 114 242.41+4.14 161 215.03+9.58
21 230.856+31.21 68 259.69+4.25 115 234.91+2.67 162 260.84+0.41
22 230.64+7.75 69 261.13+£3.73 116 255.66+6.08 163 201.20+4.70
23 232.37+10.24 70 251.62+2.54 117 211.86+1.87 164 237.22+3.26
24 237.34+5.97 71 270.07+7.74 118 243.56+2.94 165 241.25+7.44
25 216.60+6.92 72 264.59+9.26 119 233.76+9.10 166 275.54+2.67
26 234.75+4.61 73 258.83+4.59 120 254.22+4.94 167 225.69+4.94
27 223.73+5.37 74 252.20+8.94 121 265.74+6.40 168 213.30+4.70
28 242.11+1.87 75 249.61+3.89 122 270.35+7.81 169 213.30+4.70
29 168.62+0.53 76 251.05+4.96 123 238.37+1.47 170 227.13+4.07
30 225.67+3.47 77 231.17+8.42 124 274.68+3.34 171 257.68+2.54
31 233.02+8.41 78 253.64+3.48 125 310.41+1.22 172 253.07+5.20
32 287.48+4.79 79 253.35+19.42 126 232.03£2.16 173 258.54+4.63
33 243.82+8.01 80 239.81+7.87 127 251.63+1.22 174 215.89+4.31
34 223.08+13.75 81 258.54+5.51 128 270.64+2.54 175 241.83+4.14
35 229.56+1.59 82 259.10+6.85 129 237.22+4.70 176 259.69+0.81
36 244.47+3.71 83 238.08+3.89 130 241.25+2.12 177 255.37+8.15
37 233.67+2.72 84 234.33+11.62 131 282.17+4.25 178 237.51+£2.94
38 158.25+1.94 85 259.98+4.01 132 295.99+4.70 179 253.93+1.47
39 216.6+3.24 86 219.06+1.63 133 236.35+5.70 180 220.51+3.08
40 231.51+£7.90 87 226.27+6.85 134 256.24+1.47 181 222.81x11.17
41 223.97+4.89 88 282.74+8.56 135 269.49+10.71 182 223.97+6.47
42 231.17+2.85 89 281.88+1.87 136 256.24+1.08 183 234.34+8.82
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gaR2
WS NS RE(mgL)  EERES AR RE(mgL)  BHRGS KSR RE(ngL)  WHERHS SN R (mg/L)

43 233.47+6.11 90 249.034+6.95 137 257.684+8.56 184 228.57+1.08
44 274.68+3.48 91 270.07+0.81 138 255.08+3.23 185 221.08+3.62
45 266.61+5.66 92 238.08+0.81 139 237.7942.44
46 205.81+0.71 93 283.03+13.34 140 255.37+£10.94
47 212.44+1.63 94 240.684+4.59 141 239.81+5.88

EPS AHICEFHITE P, SRE20 EPS A7 5P, i )i 600 -

SRR A K T (9 T I ROHIR, RS R ;

7ot LR BT 24 22 B - R B AT T 352 3oLl

WC. 2 R, KR KRR S IR, EPS 7 g

R T AR (P<0.05), ELRRIE A A AR, il

EPS 7 it £ )< 02K IR EE D 40 g/L I i 31 6 {1, N

A 1238.3 mg/L, BRMALET G 24 2.43 £, SR,

YR FERS 2 50 @/L I, EPS 7 kA S 5, 5 T i oL

SR U T R AR KR EPS 4. 7ERR fiim iy

Y I, 42 25 2 9 A S AR, SBT3 - S

EPS rF@&ik 542.49+1.43 mg/L, H1E AL A IR M % i a

IE AL, EPS 77 BEEAZ PRV 40 /L Ik E A - T I

5, M 1699.83 mg/L, # ARV K /D 1.72 %, E i )

WRETHEE 50 /L B}, EPS 77k 3% F & (P<0.05), 3% 2 1000 | =<

] Al ph T B U 235 A T B &

1 KA EPS A R 500 -

400 - 10 20 30 40 50
L (g/L)

Z B (mg/L)
S 3
(=) (=)
1 1
i

(=
(=]
1

0 1
A R BRI RO RO B R
1500 -
-
=
% 1000 | b
£
3@ C
2 500 b2
® H
0 1 1 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 50
KR R EE (g/L)

K2 RIS R Kok B i vk
Fig.2 Screening for optimal type and concentration
of nitrogen source

W RF/NE FRRRZ 5 5 #H (P<0.05); B 3, A 13~
& 18 [Al,

23 I, T R B AR IR AR U5 43 31 SRy R 2 1A R
FIAZZPHE, Wi Bl W B2 40 g/L, SOCAERTAH L
FERHEE T 5%, &= 1699.83 mg/L,

B3 Bl Pl Sk JE i ik
Fig.3 Screening for optimal type and concentration
of carbon source

22 FLEEEAINSHER D BAL R UFE RS R
2.2.1 FRESr P Esaift SRALE R
B 95 L% g% A BEFLAT T 197, 15 2 iy &b 2 kL 5
EPS. A 4A Frs, ¥l EPS £2 DEAE-52 274 L
SRS PUASZH 4T, Sl 44 o EPS1(15.07%) . EPS2
(3.46%) . EPS3(4.3%) %1 EPS4(2.49%)., HT EPS2.
EPS3. EPS4 75 RERMELLE 45, NIk JH EPSI1
At Ry e 20l h

14 EPS1 £33 BB BEEE I CL-6B Vi it I 22 4l
Hpe Al £, g5 Han &l 4B, Hpe £ o pp—ids H.
AT FR, BLBH EPS1 414 2h—4H 43, HiAS =
15.64%, K2t )5 i 5170 T, 1528l f .
T EPS1 JEH BT /KBE T 5, BRIz AN
FaL R
2.2.2 FLERW IS R A EEE X
EPS K H:aifb4H 5 EPS1 AL 2A2H il it S 0,
AR TR AT RS, R R Al
A R 2 LH Sy B B AR S A R

e 3. B 5 Al AL M2 EPS KRR R K,
H BB & 1 49.44%42.96%, FE SRR E, N
9.57%+1.38%, M 4lifk )5 Z B EPS1 I 204k,
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A 30f 0.8 TR 2 L4510 6.01%+1.05% F1 7.57%+1.52%, 4l
25 los ~ AT, BERETR & & ETHE 6.97%+0.56%, R &
a0l = AR 4.81%+1.63%, MUARAR /K V- 125 fL AT g 55 4l
s fos £ AR P 5 T WAL S LEL S 7 553 S8 A
i_é ¥ o X BT A A3 I A — MR AE P FLAEAT B NM18 it
-0 13 PRI S B BB, 57 2 A ST G &
05 L ﬂ ]\ o 1o HTE 1% LUFE, B — P40 mBRAR & 5Tk 6.3%,

0 s A T AN [R] Z2 08 DA R [R]—Z2 W B AS [RI 41 4322 18] AR BAL B
PR e R hE RO, P, SEILIR 415 EPST (2.

5 10 SEBE . BR H SORRRAR B AR, R Al
AEAEBR R T HR . (3 SR iR L 20, MifT

0.8 P T 2 b gl FZE 2ok

< 06 223 AR RIS
g IR P R AR AR A LA BAZ RS 4% 0 . K2k
=04 EPS MZifb2H 4} EPS1 fI4ESMATIZSE SN 6 iR,
0.2 T AT HMLZ2BE7E 280 nm Ak H 30 B i g W ke e, iy

o alifb ZBE EPS1 7E 280 nm AhJG A S O Neide, 5d I HH

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 ZHEE S a thalifb /5 288 EPST £, [RIEHAE
EEC( LW EPS 54ii{k 285 EPS1 7E 260 nm 4b ¥R H ¥

E4 4z DEAE-SZ(;?EZZ?EE*%@@&: CL-6B(B) B S 14 W AL e L 36 B R 3 R S A R, UL 4 R
Fig.4 Elution curve of cel{fffose DEAE-52 (A) and agarose gel 222 MERMEAE. S ERCIRE, R4ER
CL-6B (B) DEAE-52 FIBUIEHEEEI CL-6B 4ifb)5 iy Z il

TE: A: 274 % DEAE-52 Ve 26, B: SIS EBEIE CL-6B i
Jit £k
F 3 SN EHE EPS F1 EPST AYHERILME T
Table 3 Physicochemical properties of EPS and EPS1

HiH EPS EPSI1
LUBE SIS R EIN
Bifa, kB M
SRS R (%) 49.44+2 96 73.66+3.47
EAEE%) 9.57+1.38 1.2140.16
BHEETR (%) 6.01+1.05 6.97+0.56
BRARAR (%) 7.57+1.52 4.81+1.63

A

K5 HlEPS MZBiisHsEI Al b5 13216 EPSI
Fig.5 Crude EPS product and fractions of EPS1 purified
by agarose gel

TE: A: Bl EPS, B: Bl pHEERL 2010515 2/ EPS1.

H RS FTFE 73.66%£3.47%, HH SRR
1.21%+0.16%, 7K H Z&02 W58 DU RRAE 20 ZLAT B 5k
R R, HAR o e Y7E 1% 644, 54
ZEHAERL, ULk alifb s MLA 2 1 o A
B, S EERE . A, K20 EPS PRI RR AR

200 250 306 350 460
Wk (nm)
E6 o KERE

Fig.6 UV full-wavelength scan
2.3 FLEGEARSNSHE EPS1 SR
2.3.1 EPS1 £I4MGIELE R8T SR E AR AT
HMETREXT EPS1 iAo B GE R 7042 5007, 45
BAnE 7, EPS1 7E 3300 cm™' &b HY F 04 W K g4 2
100
90 |
80}

70F

BRI (%)

60

S0F

40 A i A i i A
4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000
WL (em™)

K7 EPSI WLroMGigE

Fig.7 Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy of EPS1
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H A F NAFAE O-H 4, B4 T A7 TE R AR 3
1021 em™" &b H B0 %) 5 IR K42 e T C-O-H FTBE4E
iy C-O-CRAEMaEIRsh 5| &1, H 1200~
1000 cm™' Ay ML IREHEEA (R REAE I IS0RY , 156 BH EPS1 4y
T A7 I C-O-C i #4 Y K < 5 By itk g 4 34 B4
2925 cm™' YR IIESRIRILAFF NAAFE C-H 3R 3);
1318 cm ' #1 1385 cm ' &by I & =+ O-H &
AR PR B C-O K A= i 4 28 AL i FE2 B A, D3d A
EPS1 47 F N Al REAF X AP ik 224, LU BB h =
BHZEW) BTAE LA G T A RRIE R A4 . [R]EsF, EPS1
TE 1254 cm™' AMFHE O=S=0 BYLLHMEFNEN IR, K]
W R PAHEWr EPS1 AR EG R FL A £ 1724 cm™!
Kb HER A IR 2 BH EPST Hh A AR B S AL A B
TSR LERA, T 1413 em™" A FA IRz WA I X R R TES 1 38 3k
X FRIP PR3, —HTE A BAAE; 1552 cm™ 7B
A WA AR VTR T N-H 3k (BRI S5 14 iR sh 4%
T, BB EPS1 W AT BEAEAE /D s R T, DL g
SHTWIXT EPS1 1k 2% 1l 53 W 22 2% SR AH AT ; EPS1 7E
1647 cm™' A0 A7 AE W W g, JHE 3R 7R 19 J2 JE X FR 119
C=0 s g (fFEF LWk 3L ), i EPS1 H 77
TEL BRI . WA EPS1 7F 924 cm ™' 11 819 cm ™ 4b
T 7 1% 55 1 W WA g, WT LA HE T EPST Hh 6] B A7 7E
a P,

2.3.2 ESP14rFH4rHT  EPSI By 43T & & un
&l 8 Jir7, LS #5822 M B B Gy el RS 5, H
B YR BE S R o RST AR EAESESE
F; RIVE R 220555, Hoa N AG S5 24 )5 R
P AR by sEna, SR | IR R Mo E
SENFEIYASE . HE 8 A, EPS1 NI —43A iy Bh.
—ZBE, SEISBIEERE CL-6B 45 54H 5 ENSIF, [R]A M
o 1545 Y EPS1 E M4 F i (Mw) 2 2.11x
10° Da, H¥ 44371 (Mn) 24 6.79%x10* Da, H:3
FX(PDI, Mw/Mn) K 3.11, HAWFoc0, reigssk
B IMAU20756 [ EPSla [ PDI {H & 2.902, 57A5L
I EE AR MRIEO, (0 5 2 A0 EbAS ST EPST 4340 Af

L

30 35 40 45 50 55
1] (min)
K18 EPSI Y531 E 5]
Fig.8 Molecular sizing diagram of EPS1

2.3.3 EPS1 HUBFLH 5 Mr  EPS1 A4 SR 2H A% an
Kl 9 M3k 4 P, EPS1 Ly 7 Bl ali s 5 25

A 140
120

—_
[=
(=]

M B {E (nC)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
8] (min)

v}

140
120
100

M WAE (nC)
i o

6
34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42
F1i] (min)

4 i

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
] (min)

K9 iRFRK EPSI Bk
Fig.9 Mixed label and EPS1 ion chromatogram
I: A: IR#R, B: EPS1,

Z% 4 EPS1 FOBEA % (BER LK)

Table 4 Monosaccharide composition of EPS1 (molar ratio)

R EEIR H
3 (Fue) 0.15
FRZ=H%(Rha) 11.22
Fafhrff 1Ak (Ara) 6.06
L7 BE(Gal) 14.65
HIZHE(Gle) 13.73
H#h (Man) 8.39
B (Rib) 0.95
P FLBERERR (Gal-UA) 0.88
MR RR (Gle-UA) 0.37
H B (Man-UA) 1.10

#FE(Fue) . BRZEME (Rha) . BIHAME (Ara) | 22 ZU0E
(Gal) . #iZHE(Gle) . H#bE(Man) . 28 (Rib), H
5 HATHIH 0.25%. 18.42%. 9.1%. 26.39%. 24.73%.
15.12%. 1.43%, UL AT LLEHE H EPS1 S —Fhde £
WEET, R BZERE . BRI . 2 FURE . B A
H R B, R R 2 I S BB 95.46%, 5
Liu &P8 JRH H B4 L. plantaurum EPS BB 2H i &
{1, A] DL EPS1 My B 284549 nl EJZ i HFPopi 2
A, R 5 I AT BB 43 4E EPS1 Ryleg
Hh o [RIES R A2 SO S, IR H 2 Y 2l UM T 1R
(Gal-UA) | 2R (Gle-UA) DU K H #2012
(Gal-UA), ELEb #4351 1.70%. 0.72% 1 2.13%,
X5 2.2.2 MxE EPS1 H &7 HHIEE R AH B EIE

2.3.4 NMR Z5 55081 EPS1 MR 3 dik &35 an
%l 10A FF7x, Hip §2.55 ppm F1 §3.3 ppm [ T 144
5 I FIAIGE S35 SR ST DMSO I Ak g, R8T
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2026 4F 5 A

{8 DMSO 119 5 Sl S eI T E R, % EPS1 'H
NMR #EE #7508, EPS1 7E{K3%1X. 4.3~5.9 ppm
LA AL FE A W S A5, o b2 i e

T 5 ppm {55 (54.86 F11 4.82 ppm Z5) )& T a-H
FrA BB ER ) T3k &, 04.67 F11 4.52 ppm V)& T p-
GiE e VAR BT NS R b S WA 12 074 W =B 77 Rl REE Y 23

WiAs 576 51.11, 1.23, 1.32 DA M 1.35 ppm AL FFTE,
A LAHE T A Y R S 3R 4 15 5 0, AR i Sk

VTS, BT AL 5353 U 1 e A i PP R R Rl R R I

iy Ho
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10 EPS1 Bt dLiRit &l
Fig.10 NMR spectrum of EPS1
T A: EPS1 #ZREILYRH 3% 7], B: EPS1 #Z#EILIRPC 5 E .

EPS1 B9 '*C NMR [E Un& 10B fi7~ . EPSI1 7E
98.31. 100.14. 101.67. 103.53 Fi1 108.38 ppm ALELAH
15, UL EPS1 Z5t &4 5 FOREIZERIAONE T4,
Horp =44 a #47%4(98.31, 100.14 F11 101.67 ppm),
PIA~A B A79(103.53 F11 108.38 ppm) ., EPS1 7E 82~
84 ppm Fll 60~80 ppm Z [A] A 15 5 H B, %iHH EPS1
23ty A ) s JELA PR R R 25 4410, 5 5 Bpulpiaf]
AP A BT R &5 RAEF . ERE X 15~
20 ppm fh2E 0 FE G FEl N A5 5, AR SR 5 A i
RAEWT R B2 Co 15

Z7 I, A IDNMR 'H i F1°C 33 &3 X Ha] LA
A R A g g, S A SRS AT LR T
EPS1 T [RIBAELE a F1 B AALIZH 55, H EH-EANFE]
W B ) BAHLH 53 R

2.3.5 RIS ST BFIR R, IFE HA SR
WETELH AL 1) Z2 B HLAG AS [R) A R 2 Ab, 45T |« fe
PEVET AP A ALTEPERY, bt EPS1 B HA =A%
WEFELE MY HEATATSE . & 11 ke S iR -5 Xk IR 2H %%
WRAEAS R EE NaOH V5 HH 585 M R IR K A8 1k
B A AT, HAE I R E 4% A4 1) 58 IS 22 b
EPS1 iE W AEA[EHEE Y NaOH ¥ 7 7 e R Wi
KA LT R, Bt NaOH ¥ B3 i gkaiit A, Himok
WIS 2R3 T Bt e B TR, R s FLZH NI
SRATHF W RIS 1 . B AT SRR AT ST
SRET 00 A 2o = B e 45+ 1 BAAERUE, (HAFIT
FEHH, 24 NaOH ¥ NZET, KIS S M 04 fa7 s
BARRAERIIRLL I Ao SR, ZEAK NaOH He &
Ty Ay SVEIEETIN, 3X FRBHTR 2R BE Y NaOH SRIE
SN SRAT 5 = e 26 = [a] 52 540, Numata
SFBI IR T p-(1—53)-D-Hij RME NI SR W E A
YT N2 s pH(NaOH), BRI EPS1 ] BEAETE
=SSR, (EIA T Zoad Hofth T BRI A TI6IE
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Fig.11 Three-dimensional spiral structure of EPS1
2.3.6 FHHRBILIR T Bl 12 24 EPS1 Y SEM
P A, ZEARAE £ (1000<) R AT LI Y EPST 2Bl 8
AL IRG Y, LB LI T s
FEF B HOk, (LA WL, G /K B RE T 1 5 (0
HA R ARy R R PN 2B B 4k 2 i R (50008,
20000 ) s, AT LA IR 48 A8 2 T HAT R SR
ik FI R A48, X A A HEELA AR Sy T e i 1 B I O A

A,

& 12 EPSI s lA
Fig.12 SEM of EPS1
H: AL B. C: 1000%; D: 5000%; E. F: 20000%
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2.4 FLEREREINSHE EPS1 RIMNEIRIEME 1R

2.4.1 REMNTAEATRHEITSY

2.4.1.1 ABTS'H HFEIEEREEST  ABTS il E B AE

RIS PEAL G . BRI S TR R IZ

V2R IS Wil 10 B ST A e s R i AL R R S R S = SR N

rh T E AR EE S RE T o F IR 13 AT LB I AESE S
JEHIN, ABTS™H H LIS R3S 0 B S EAH G,

SUSETE 0~10 mg/mL B, VBRI 90T 10 BN
B AR T, MRS 10 mg/mL B, HEFRRR AT
LB E 57.07%, FHIRIHREE T Ve B9 ABTS' H AL
BRBE J1 M 99.53%. £id 1C,, Calculator 1Y i1 5%,
EPS1 HUiH R ABTS H LR IC,, (> 7.91 mg/mL,
5 Xu S AFSRAR—E

_ 100 a a a a
&S
R 80
2
ﬁ
iz 60 b 4
s [¢
£ 40
Ry d

20 c
5 ——EPSI
<

0 1 L L L

0 2 4 6 8 10
HeFE (mg/mL)

[ 13 EPSI ) ABTS"H Hi3&5 bRk /1
Fig.13 ABTS" radical scavenging activity of EPS1

2.4.1.2 DPPH F HAEERAES) DPPH H i AEEFER
BE IRV RS MR A IE PE R bR, R ke
R R AL SR FEl R LA R T e SRR T . 2R
Y DPPH [ FH 97 SR P 5 U DA b 4y v i 4
PRI R A JFPEBE A, RT3 S R L 21k A
3RS S, E 14 ATRAE S, DPPH H H3E19
R3S EPS1 BRI SRRV CHR, M EEIAF
10 mg/mL B, HERRR N 46.54%, /NTFHHIEIHE R
V¢ iHkR DPPH H I BEAYRE 1 (99.66%), iX S Inanan
SEBI R 45 2L, 89 1C,, Calculator FY 1143,
EPS1 [47&kR DPPH H H3EM IC,, {64 10.6 mg/mL,
IZEER S ABTS MISESS R S IEAHSG, 53CHR [46] i
TESER—H

—_

(=3

(=}
1

2
1

o
o
K

DPPH [ 755 6E 11 (%)

d
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[l 14 EPSI f{y DPPH H HiJLiEFRAE
Fig.14 DPPH radical scavenging activity of EPS1

2.4.1.3 FAEHBEIFREE -OH JZTH A 8 1)
—Fh H L, TSR ARET . BT DNA S kdif,
HIGBRAE SRV A b A TR PR 28 AR .
15 7] AR AR SCGTE BN, 52 A B iE RR S
ZWEMR S B EARSE, H 2SR FE] 10 mg/mL A, H:
T BRFA 49.68%, (H/NTAHIFIMRIE T Ve 52 H 3k
HTEBREE 1(99.94%) . &80 ICs, Calculator BT,
EPS1 5 B ¥ A 3L 19 1C,, fH°~ 10.19 mg/mL.
JRAE EPST & BRRCHRAR T A4H [5] vk B2 1% BHPE X A
VEBRHR 99.94%), H 535543 C AR 0 A= 2 i sk
ZHEAH LEATS BAT — 2 P S i 17, g Rk,
EPS1 HAT—E/-OH W5ERAE 1, MM RIRPTAIL
FHE— 2D, (HHBECRB G T AN AT 2200

‘OH A H1

0- 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10

HeE (mg/mL)

Kl 15 EPSI AL A i SL BRI 1k
Fig.15 Hydroxyl radical scavenging activity of EPS1

2.4.1.4 HENET(0, )IERAES HAEITE T

AR N — 2 EE BRI PR A H L, A SRR,

AR SRR BN, HIE s BRI PP A b 4e U e

PR E FHFEARUS . Bl 16 AT LG H 78 5256 V5 [

M, 24 EPS1 W JELE 2~4 mg/mL X AR}, O, -AITHE R
SR B H i b T B B ARSI N, W RS K

HaZE . AEB LR EE T, HXE O, - 1 TE By

11.41%, SAHE MR E T Ve B9 O, 15K %(99.89%)
AHEE, HXF O, - ITEBREE 18855, iX AT HEYH R T EPS1

SR VE M, I AT B HLJCHE L R . 258

SO ffF g 2 IELIR FER B C6 AT O, - 1Y
TG BRI, TR A T 20%, 5 SCIGESs
SAEPL .

100

e}
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S
S

L THBREETT (%)
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P (mg/mL)
16 EPS1 W#BE AT H 2SR

Fig.16  Superoxide anion radical scavenging activity of EPS1
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2.4.2 RIS IMBENEERTSE

2.4.2.1 EPS1 %] o] 25 % 15 Bl 04 410 41 B8 Yi
FAELE H 7K P9 BT 09 v 2 — 2 3] o774
BETFEEIETE o o 7R 28 W T Fil 38 L A2 A A/ N vl ke
IKARA W 7K AR R 2R AN ARSI 35 B AR il
Bl 17 7T LR B AEAS S B0 MR E YE RS (0~10 mg/mL) PY,
fa st ZZHE EPS X o8] 25003 11 Tt 147 22 B0 H 4100 1 S8R
L A0 ) %2 i 22 OB v B 0 O W R R o 7E 0~
2 mg/mL 7 B PR T s B WS I — 2
BN, PR AT PR AR T R, [ i 2R T R
2%, MY IAF] 10 mg/mL B}, HHIR N 26.25%.
ZHEIY) T o812 B I A PR E AT RS HGE
of Az (A H . SRS KAV E - S RGP O A5 A, B
THERY-BAH EAE A P, EPST ikl 58 ) B 35
BT AR RTHE T B9 B X B BT Db, 1ELms vy T [R]45
e B 1 Lactobacillus sakei Probio 65 I r= 4 bk
AR SR 25 5360, EPS1 HAE—ER a-1i%
PEH B T, FED e E RN A T Rl BE R T A
MoAE, (A5 o — 20 a5 A DL Ak sl 2H G FH DL 32

BUHE

393
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100 a a a a a
g
W 80 |-
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£ 60} _
—o— Pl Bl
Fannd ——EPSI1
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Fig.17 a-Glucosidase inhibition rate of positive control
and each concentration gradient of EPS1 at different
concentration gradients

2.4.2.2 EPS1 X] o-JEREFAIINHIGE o-VER B
il R PP [ BRI R ) BB A, M BE 1k
iR, 22 AR R KA G P TE AR A v gk .
B 18 Jiras, 76 0~10 mg/mL PN, BAH: X B Ba] - i b
X} a-TE A3 T A A 1) S B e B T S T Ea E
U R F] 10 mg/mL BF, HAMHR =L 99.71%, 1E
IR BE 254 T, ARWFFE TS IS Z % EPS X a-3E
Ay Tt 22 IR M — S 0 000 T 2L, 00 iR R e v AT GA
51.46%, UL H ARSI MBI HE . ZH2E) o
XF o-GE R I P IR FH T B8-S G o SV BiKAE
FHSESERE O G, BRI Eefla o, S
R UPHEAH L, EPS MOHDHIRE ST RE55 . 1RSS5S
EVA 5T H Z SR 2RI AT AH—2%), 26
H B A2 P AR E, B4 KSR = H
H—E W TIREE ST A E .

2026 4 5 A
100 | a 3 : E
| a
S sof
E b a E E
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=40
:Ug 3
s 20F —— PR R
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Fig.18 a-Amylase inhibition rate of positive control and each
concentration gradient of EPS1 at different
concentration gradients
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