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sifying and surface activities are known as 
biosurfactant (Singh et al., 2007). Surfactants 
could be synthesized from cells growing on 
water-immiscible hydrocarbons as well as on 
water-soluble compounds (Mukherjee et al., 
2006). Pseudomonas (Gram-negative) and 
Bacillus (Gram-positive), amidst the bacterial 
genera, have received the interest on account 
of their ability to synthesize effective biosur-
factants that are efficacious in pharmaceuti-

ABSTRACT 
Biosurfactants are one of the microbial bioproducts that are naturally synthesized and are applicable 
for many industrial purposes. In this study, antibacterial, stability and antibiotic susceptibility of biosur-
factant was evaluated. Biosurfactants produced from different substrates (groundnut cake, cassava 
flour waste, pome, cooking oil, engine oil, cassava waste water, molasses, cassava peel, potato) by 
Pseudomonas taenensis were evaluated for antibacterial activity using agar well diffusion method. 
Antibiotics susceptibility of Pseudomonas taenensis was carried out using different antibiotics 
(augmentin, ofloxacin, tetracyclin and ciprofloxacin, cotrimoxazole, pefloxacin, amoxylin, ceftriazone, 
nitrofuranton and gentamycin). The stability of the biosurfactant was evaluated by adjusting the biosur-
factant to: pH (2, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 12) using 1M NaOH and 1M HCl, temperature (4, 30, 37, 55, 75 and 
100 °C) and NaCl (0, 5, 10, 15, 20 and 25 %). Results showed that only biosurfactant produced using 
cassava waste water as substrate was sensitive to Escherichia coli while biosurfactant produced using 
cassava flour waste, pome and molasses were sensitive to Staphylococcus aureus. Biosurfactant-
producing isolate (Pseudomonas taenensis) was sensitive to four antibiotics (augmentin, ofloxacin, 
tetracyclin and ciprofloxacin) and resistant to six antibiotics (cotrimoxazole, pefloxacin, amoxylin, ceftri-
azone, nitrofuranton and gentamycin). Biosurfactant was stable over all the wide ranges of pH, tem-
perature and sodium chloride concentrations investigated. This study therefore revealed that biosur-
factant have good stability, thus, could survive environmental stress; Not all biosurfactant and biosur-
factant producers have antimicrobial and antibiotic property. 
 
Keywords: Emulsification Index, Antibiotics, Well diffusion, Escherichia coli, Klebsiella pneumonia 
and Staphylococcus aureus. 

INTRODUCTION   
The independent growth of microrganisms 
under several conditions could lead to the 
production of huge quantities of beneficial 
products rapidly from cheap and renewable 
materials in large quantities known as mi-
crobial bioproducts which are biodegrada-
ble and possessed low toxicity (Khire, 2010; 
Asuti et al., 2019). Microorganisms that syn-
thesize amphiphilic compounds with emul-
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cal, agriculture, chemical and food indus-
tries (Roongsawang et al., 2011). 
 
Over the synthetic counterparts (i.e. chemi-
cal), merits of biosurfactants include: stabil-
ity at different physical and chemical condi-
tions, good biocompatibility, synthesis un-
der user-friendly conditions, higher biodeg-
radability and lower toxicity (Zhang et 
al., 2004; Ruggeri et al., 2009).  Emulsifica-
tion, wetting, foaming, cleansing, phase sep-
aration, surface activity and reduction in 
viscosity of crude oil are diverse functional 
properties exhibited by biosurfactants 
which makes them amenable for the appli-
cation in diverse niche areas such as agricul-
ture, food industries, oil recovery, pharma-
ceuticals, cosmetics and environmental re-
mediation (Mulligan 2005; Campos et 
al., 2013; Sachdev and Cameotra, 2013; 
Gudina et al., 2016; Foukia et al., 2016).  
Das et al. (2008) documented that the first 
antimicrobial marine biosurfactant was re-
ported from Bacillus circulans isolated from 
the Andaman and Nicobar Islands, India, 
which exhibited antimicrobial potential 
against several multidrug resistant human 
pathogens with non-hemolytic property.  
 
Moreso, high cost of production of biosur-
factant is a major challenge but could be 
solved through improvement in the fermen-
tation technology, optimization of environ-
mental conditions, screening for overpro-
ducing strain to attain the maximize 
productivity strain, use of cheaper and re-
newable substrates (Helmy et al., 2011; 
Marchant and Banat, 2012; Marchant et al., 
2014). 
 
A variety of carbon (water soluble and wa-
ter insoluble) and nitrogen sources includ-

ing some unusual carbon sources such as 
ethanol, blended gasoline, hydrocarbons like 
heptadecane, hexadecane have been em-
ployed for biosurfactants production de-
pending upon the substrate composition 
(Cunha et al., 2004). Makkar et al. (2011) and 
Banat et al. (2014) reported on the produc-
tion of biosurfactant involving the use of 
cheaper, renewable substrates such as: mo-
lasses, plant oils, oil wastes, lactic whey, dis-
tillery wastes, animal fat, soybean, potato, 
sweet sorghum, canola meal, coconut cake, 
peanut cake and soybean cake by several re-
searchers.  
 
Products such as bran, straw of wheat, straw 
of rice, hull of soy, corn, rice, sugar cane mo-
lasses, beet molasses, bagasse of sugarcane, 
cassava flour and its wastewater are good 
substrates of agro-industrial waste which 
contain high amount of carbohydrates, lipids 
and hence, can be used as a rich carbon 
source for microbial growth (Benincasa, 
2007; Thavasi et al., 2014). Corn steep liquor 
and ground-nut oil refinery residue were also 
stated as low cost nutrients for the produc-
tion of biosurfactant from Candida sphaeri-
ca strain UCP 0995 (Luna et al., 2012).  
However, evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the biosurfactants produced from cheap and 
readily available substrates of agricultural and 
industrial wastes is necessary for their appli-
cation in a wide range of environmental and 
industrial processes. Currently, there is lim-
ited research on determination of biosurfac-
tant properties produced by Pseudomonas tae-
nensis. Therefore, this study investigates the 
antibacterial and stability properties of the 
biosurfactant as well as the antibiotic suscep-
tibility pattern of the biosurfactant-
producing microorganism.  

MATERIALS AND METHODS  
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Production of biosurfactant using  
different substrates 
The fermentation medium contains (g/L): 
1.0 K2HPO4, 0.2MgSO4.7H2O, 0.05 
F e S O 4 7 H 2 O ,  0 . 1 C a C l 2 .  2 H 2 O , 
0.01Na2MoO4.2H2O, 30 NaCI and 5g each 
of the solid waste (cassava flour waste, po-
tato waste, peanut cake, molasses and cassa-
va waste peel or 2% liquid waste (cassava 
waste water, palm oil mill effluent, waste 
lubricant oil and waste cooking oil) as car-
bon source was autoclaved at 120○C for 15 
mins. The pH was maintained at 7. The 
sterilized medium was inoculated with 5mL 
of culture broth and the content was mixed 
properly and incubated at 35ᴼCin an orbital 
rotary shaker set at 120rpm for 7 days 
(Govidammal and Parthasarathi, 2013; 
Tambekar and Gadakh, 2013). 
 
Bacterial Isolates 
Bacillus subtilis, Staphyloccoccus aureus, Escherich-
ia coli and Klebsiella pneumonia used for the 
antibacterial study was obtained from the 
College of Veterinary Medicine, Federal 
University of Agriculture, Abeokuta. Nige-
ria.  
 
Antibacterial Analysis of Biosurfactant 
on Bacterial Isolates 
Antibacterial activity of biosurfactant pro-
duced from different liquid and solid wastes 
by Pseudomonas taenensis was carried out on 
Bacillus subtilis, Staphyloccoccus aureus, Escherich-
ia coli and Klebsiella pneumonia. Biosurfactant 
was tested for antibacterial activity using 
agar well diffusion method. Twenty millili-
ters of sterile Mueller-Hinton agar plates 
were swabbed with each of the isolates. 
Wells were made using a sterile cork-borer 
(6 mm) on the swabbed plates, biosurfac-
tant solution in methanol and methanol 
(control) were inoculated into the wells and 
incubated at 37°C for 24 hrs, the diameter 

of inhibition zones was measured (Khopade 
et al., 2012). 
 
Antibiotic Susceptibility of Biosurfactant
-Producing Isolates  
Prepared sterile Mueller Hinton Agar plate 
was swabbed with Pseudomonas taenensis. Mul-
tiple Gram negative antibiotics disc contain-
ing; augmentin, ofloxacin, tetracyclin and 
ciprofloxacin, ceftriazone, nitrofuranton, 
gentamycin, amoxylin, cotrimoxazole and 
pefloxacin were placed aseptically on the 
sterile swabbed plates each and plates were 
incubated at 37 °C for 24 hrs. After incuba-
tion, plates were checked for the appearance 
of zone of inhibition, then the diameter of 
the zone was recorded (Chakrabarti, 2012). 
 
Stability of Biosurfactant 
The stability of biosurfactant was performed 
according to the method of Foukia et al. 
(2016). Stability of the surface-active com-
pound was determined by using crude bio-
surfactant produced from the substrate with 
the highest antibacterial potential. The bio-
surfactant was adjusted to:  pH (2, 4, 6, 8, 10 
and 12) using 1M NaOH and 1M HCl, tem-
perature (4, 30, 37, 55, 75 and 100°C) and 
NaCl (0, 5, 10, 15, 20 and 25 %) for 30 mins. 
Emulsification index (E.I) was used to inves-
tigate the stability activity of the biosurfac-
tant by adding 2mls of the biosurfactant that 
had been subjected to the different condi-
tions of pH, temperature and sodium chlo-
ride to 2mls of kerosene, vortexed for 2 
minutes and allowed to stabilize for 24 hrs. 
Emulsification Index was determined by 
measuring height of emulsified layer against 
its total height multiplied by 100.  
 

RESULTS 
Production of Biosurfactant  
The production of biosurfactant by Pseudomo-
nas taenensis using the different solid and liq-
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uid substrates had been reported in the pre-
vious study of Akintokun et al. (2017). 
 
Activities of Different Biosurfactants on 
Bacterial Isolates 
The biosurfactant demonstrated slight anti-
bacterial activities against the test patho-
gens. Zones of inhibition indicated a quanti-
tative measurement for the antibacterial 
property against the pathogens. Resistance 
observed by the test isolates (Bacillus subtilis, 
Staphyloccoccus aureus, Escherichia coli and 
Klebsiella pneumonia) to the biosurfactant was 
an indication of the inability of the biosur-

factant to prevent the growth of the test iso-
lates thereby remaining very viable, whereas, 
the appearance of clear zone after 24 hrs in-
dicated the potential of those biosurfactants 
on the test pathogens. Antibacterial analysis 
revealed that Escherichia coli only was sensitive 
to biosurfactant produced from cassava 
waste water while Staphylococcus aureus only 
was sensitive to biosurfactant produced from 
pome, cassava flour waste and molasses sub-
strates. Bacillus subtilis and Klebsiella pneumonia 
were resistant to all the biosurfactant pro-
duced from all the substrates (Table 1). 
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Different wastes as substrates 
for biosurfactant production 

           Zones of inhibition (mm) 
Bacillus sub-

tilis 
Staphyloccoccus 

aureus 
Escherichia 

coli 
Klebsiella  
pneumonia 

Groundnut cake Biosurfactant Resistance Resistance Resistance Resistance 
Cassava flour waste Biosurfac-

tant 
Resistance 7.0 ± 0.5 Resistance Resistance 

Pome Biosurfactant Resistance 4.5 ± 1.0 Resistance Resistance 
Cooking oil Biosurfactant Resistance Resistance Resistance Resistance 
Engine oil Biosurfactant Resistance Resistance Resistance Resistance 

Cassava water Biosurfactant Resistance Resistance 2.1± 0.4 Resistance 
Molasses Biosurfactant Resistance 1.1± 0.1 Resistance Resistance 

Cassava peel waste Biosurfac-
tant 

Resistance Resistance Resistance Resistance 

Potato waste Biosurfactant Resistance Resistance Resistance Resistance 

Table 1: Antibacterial Analysis of Biosurfactant on Bacterial Isolates 

Values are Mean ± Standard Error of Means 

Antibiotic Activity of Biosurfactant-
producing Organism 
The antibiotic assay showed that the biosur-
factant producing isolate was sensitive to 
only few antibiotics in the multiple antibiot-
ics disc. Pseudomonas taeanensis was sensitive 
to augmentin, ofloxacin, tetracyclin and 
ciprofloxacin and resistant to Cotrimoxa-

zole, Pefloxacin, Amoxylin, Ceftriazone, Ni-
trofuranton and Gentamycin suggesting the 
inactivity of Pseudomonas taeanensis to the anti-
biotics with zone of inhibition, thus, the anti-
biotics could prevent their growth while re-
sistance of Pseudomonas taeanensis to certain 
antibiotics showed the inefficiency of the 
antibiotics on Pseudomonas taeanensis (Table 2).  
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Stability of Biosurfactant Produced by 
Pseudomonas taenensis Using Cassava 
flour waste 
The biosurfactant produced from the sub-
strate with the highest antibacterial potential 
(cassava flour waste) was analysed. The re-
sult showed that the biosurfactants are sta-
ble over wide pH, temperature and sodium 
chloride concentration.  
 
An increase in pH from 2 to 12 significantly 
showed that the biosurfactant are stable. pH 
lower than 6 showed decrease in stability 

and the best pH was 8 (Figure 1).  Results 
showed that the biosurfactant are stable 
from temperature of 4°C to 100°C but in-
crease in temperature from 55°C to 100°C 
reduces the stability of the biosurfactant 
(Figure 2). 
 
In addition, effect on sodium chloride con-
centration on biosurfactant showed that bio-
surfactant are more stable at NaCl concen-
tration of 0 to 20 while the stability of bio-
surfactant reduces at a concentration higher 
than 20 (Figure 3).  
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Antibiotics Diameter of zone of inhibition (mm) 
Augmentin 10.2± 1.76 
Ofloxacin 10.0± 2.03 

Ceftriazone Resistance 
Nitrofuranton Resistance 
Gentamycin Resistance 
Amoxylin Resistance 
Tetracyclin 9.0± 1.02 

Cotrimoxazole Resistance 
Ciprofloxacin 6.0± 1.22 

Pefloxacin Resistance 

Table 2: Susceptibility Pattern of Pseudomonas taeanensis to Antibiotics 

Values are Mean ± Standard Error of Means 
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Figure 1: Effect of pH on cassava waste biosurfactant produced by Pseudomonas 
taenensis 
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Figure 2: Effect of Temperature on cassava waste biosurfactant produced by  

Pseudomonas taenensis 
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Figure 3: Effect of NaCl on cassava waste biosurfactant produced by Pseudomonas 
taenensis 
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DISCUSSION 
Suitability of surfactants produced by mi-
croorganisms for application in several in-
dustrial areas depends on its stability against 
extreme or varying conditions of tempera-
ture, pH and salinity (Araujo et al., 2019). 
Singh and Cameotra, (2004) reported that 
biosurfacant that possessed antibacterial 
activity could be used as anti-adhesives on 
solid surfaces for the prevention of patho-
genic bacterial strains. The antibacterial ac-
tivities of the biosurfactant in this study re-
vealed that certain biosurfactants were sen-
sitive to few pathogens, although, several 
studies have highlighted the antimicrobial 
properties of different biosurfactant pro-
duced from different substrates. 
 
The findings in this study disagree with 
those published by Mouafo et al. (2018) who 
affirmed the antimicrobial activity of bio-
surfactants synthesized by lactobacilli 
against Gram-positive and Gram-negative 
bacteria. Gudina et al. (2010) showed that 
biosurfactants produced by Lactobacillus par-
acasei were active against E. coli, P. aeruginosa, 
S. aureus, S. epidermidis, Streptococcus agalactiae 
and Streptococcus pyogenes and Naughton et al. 
(2019) reported the use of biosurfactants as 
antimicrobial molecules in medicine for ap-
plications against pathogenic microorgan-
isms for infections and diseases.  
 
Variation or inefficiency of few biosurfac-
tants to inhibit the growth of the test patho-
gens compared to the findings of some re-
searchers, could be attributed to the fact 
that different isolates were used for the bio-
surfactant production. The antimicrobial 
activities of the biosurfactant recorded 
showed that not all biosurfactants could be 
used as an alternative antimicrobial agents 
because most of the pathogenic microbes 
are resistant to the biosurfactant except bio-

surfactant produced from pome, cassava 
flour waste and molasses.  
 
The antimicrobial property of biosurfactants 
rely on different mechanisms to destroy tar-
get organisms as compared to conventional 
antibiotics (Banat et al., 2010) and they pri-
marily destroy bacterial cells by directly dis-
rupting the integrity of the plasma mem-
brane or cell wall (Sang and Blecha 2008; 
Yount and Yeaman 2013). Cameotra and 
Makkar (2004) suggested that the ability of 
the biosurfactants with antimicrobial activi-
ties could be due to the interaction with the 
cytoplasmic membrane of the pathogenic 
isolates by binding to the phospholipid sur-
face through electrostatic forces that are then 
absorbed in the hydrophobic core of the 
membrane perturbing the packing of the li-
pids that in turn leads to the dissolution of 
the proton motive force and leakage of es-
sential molecules. The antimicrobial activities 
observed could also be an outcome of the 
adhesion property of these surface-active 
agents to the cell membrane, leading to sub-
sequent collapse of the nutrition cycle (Ines 
and Dhouha, 2015).  
 
Biosurfactant produced from cassava flour 
waste had the highest antibacterial activity 
suggesting the use of the substrate in indus-
trial scale. The antibiotic test showed that the 
biosurfactant-producing isolate was resistant 
to some antibiotics thus their handling 
should be under caution and necessary 
awareness should be promoted. The applica-
bility of biosurfactants in several fields de-
pends on their stability at different tempera-
tures, pH values and salt concentrations. 
Physiological factors were considered to be 
the most critical environmental parameter in 
many industries before the biomolecules 
could be applied (Al-Sulaimani et al., 2011). 
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The stability of the biosurfactant corrobo-
rates with the findings of Singh and Came-
otra (2004) where biosurfactant produced 
by Arthrobacter protophormiae was found to be 
both thermostable (30-100°C) and stable at 
pH (2 to 12). The stability of biosurfactants 
at pH (2 to 12) indicates that biosurfactants 
have activity in both acidic and alkaline con-
dition. In the same vein, El-Sersy (2012) 
indicated that biosurfactant from B. subtilis 
was found to have high surface activity pre-
dominantly in the  alkaline  condition. 
Meanwhile, Techaoei et al., (2011) docu-
mented that the effects of lower biosurfac-
tant activity in acidic condition to be due to 
its negatively charged molecules. Similar 
results had been reported for biosurfactant 
production from other microorganisms 
such as P. aeruginosa which was stable at a 
wide range of pH and sodium chloride con-
centrations (Yin et al., 2009; Vijayakumar 
and Saravanan, 2011; Techaoei et al., 2011; 
Khopade et al., 2012).  
 
Resistance to low and extreme temperature 
shows the thermal stability of the biomole-
cule; the ability to preserve a moderate sa-
linity environment indicates that the biosur-
factant is halophilic (Chandankere et 
al. 2013) and the moderately strong ionic 
tolerance suggests its suitability for microbi-
al enhanced oil recovery under high-salinity 
conditions (Shavandi et al., 2011). However, 
this study contradicts the findings of 
Sarubbo et al. (2007) who reported loss of 
biosurfactant thermal stability after heating 
for 1 hr at 70 °C. 
 
The stability of the biosurfactants suggest 
their ability to withstand harsh or unfavour-
able conditions which are promising for the 
industrial application because most of the 
biosurfactants are resistant towards envi-

ronmental factors such as NaCl, temperature 
and pH.  
 

CONCLUSION 
The unique tolerance of the stability of bio-
surfactant produced by Pseudomonas taenensis 
makes this bacterium a good candidate for 
different industrial applications. Other bio-
surfactant from different substrate by vari-
ous isolates should also be investigated for 
high antimicrobial activity. This study re-
vealed the possible application of the biosur-
factant in the industrial biotechnological area 
but not as an antibacterial agents. 
 

REFERENCES 
Akintokun, A.K., Adebajo, S.O. and Ba-
logun, S.A.  2017. Production of biosurfac-
tant by Pseudomonas taenensis using solid and 
liquid waste as energy sources. International 
Journal of Current Research, 9(5): 49724-49728. 
 
Al-Sulaimani, H., Al-Wahaibi, Y., Al-
Bahry, S., Elshafie, A., Al-Bermani, A., 
Joshi, S. and Zargari, S. 2011. Optimiza-
tion and partial characterization of biosurfac-
tants produced by bacillus species and their 
potential for ex-situ enhanced oil recovery. 
SPE J, 16(3): 672–682. 
 
Araujo, H.W., Andrade, R.F., Montero-
Rodriguez, D., Rubio-Ribeaux, D., Alves 
da Silva, C.A. and Campos-Takaki, G.M. 
2019.  Sustainable biosurfactant produced by 
Serratia marcescens UCP 1549 and its suitability 
for agricultural and marine bioremediation 
applications. Microbial Cell Factories, 18(2):1-
13. 
 
Astuti, D.I., Purwasena, I.A. and Putri, 
R.E. 2019. Screening and characterisation of 
biosurfactant produced by Pseudoxanthomonas 
sp. G3 and its applicability for enhanced oil 
recovery. Journal of Petroleum Exploration and 

 162 J. Nat. Sci. Engr. & Tech. 2019, 18(1&2): 155-165 



 STABILITY OF BIOSURFACTANT PRODUCED BY PSEUDOMONAS TAENENSIS 

Production Technology, 9: 2279–2289. 
 
Banat, I.M, Franzetti, A. and Gandolfi, 
I. 2010. Microbial biosurfactants produc-
tion, applications and future potential. Ap-
plied Microbiology and Biotechnology, 87: 427-
444. 
 
Banat, I.M., Satpute, S.K.,  Cameotra, 
S.S.,  Patil, R. and  Nyayanit, N.V. 2014. 
Cost effective technologies and renewable 
substrates for biosurfactants’ production. 
Frontiers in Microbiology, 5(697): 1-19.   
 
Benincasa, M. 2007. Rhamnolipid pro-
duced from agro industrial wastes enhances 
hydrocarbon biodegradation in contaminat-
ed soil. Current Microbiology, 54: 445–449. 
 
Cameotra, S.S. and Makkar, R.S. 2004. 
Recent applications of biosurfactants as bi-
ological and immunological molecules. Cur-
rent Opinion Microbiology, 7: 262-266. 
 
Campos, J.M, Stamford, T.M., Sarubbo, 
L.A., Luna, J.M., Rufino, R.D. and Ban-
at, I.M. 2013. Microbial biosurfactants as 
additives for food industries. Biotechnology 
Progress, 29: 1097-1108.  
 
Chakrabarti, and Sneha, 2012. Bacterial 
Biosurfactant: Characterization, Antimicro-
bial and Metal Remediation Properties. M. 
Sc.Thesis, Department of Life sciences. Na-
tional Institute of Technology, Rourkela, 
Odisha. pp 62. 
 
Chandankere, R., Jun, Y., Choi, M.M., 
Masakorala, K. and Chan, Y. 2013. An 
efficient biosurfactant-producing and crude-
oil emulsifying bacterium Bacillus methylotro-
phi- cus USTBa isolated from petroleum res-
ervoir. Biochemical Engineering Journal, 

74:46:53. 
Cunha, C.D., Rosario, M., Rosado, A.S. 
and Leite, G.F. 2004. Serratia sp. SVGG16: 
a promising biosurfactant producer isolated 
from tropical soil during growth with etha-
nol-blended gasoline. Process Biochemistry, 39: 
2277–2282. 
 
Das, P., Mukherjee, S. and Sen, R. 2008. 
Antimicrobial potential of a lipopeptide bio-
surfactant derived from a marine Bacillus cir-
culans. Journal of Applied Microbiology, 104:1675
–1684.  
 
El-Sersy, N.A. 2012. Plackett-Burman de-
sign to optimize biosurfactant production by 
marine Bacillus subtilis N10. Romanian Biotech-
nological Letter, 17(2): 7049 – 7064. 
 
Foukia E.M., Mostafa, M.A. and Maysa, 
E.M. 2016. Optimization of biosurfactant 
production by Bacillus brevis using response 
surface methodology. Biotechnology Reports, 9: 
31–37. 
 
Govindammal, M. and Parthasarathi, R. 
2013. Investigation on antimicrobial activity 
of biosurfactant produced by Pseudomonas 
fluorescens isolated from mangroove ecosys-
tem. International Research Journal of Pharmacy, 4
(1): 230- 232. 
 
Gudina, E.J., Rocha, V., Teixeira, J.A. 
and Rodrigues, L.R. 2010. Antimicrobial 
and antiadhesive properties of a biosurfac-
tant isolated from Lactobacillus paracasei ssp. 
paracasei A20. Letters in Applied Microbiology, 50
(4): 419–424. 
 
Gudina, E.J., Teixeira, J.A. and Ro-
drigues, L.R. 2016. Biosurfactants pro-
duced by marine microorganisms with thera-
peutic applications. Mar Drugs, 14(2): 38-46. 

 163 J. Nat. Sci. Engr. & Tech. 2019, 18(1&2): 155-165 



 S.O. ADEBAJO, A. K. AKINTOKUN, A. E. OJO AND C.A. AKINREMI 

Helmy, Q., Kardena, E., Funamizu, N. 
and Wisjnuprapto. 2011. Strategies toward 
commercial scale of biosurfactant produc-
tion as potential substitute for its chemically 
counterparts. International Journal of Biotechnol-
ogy, 12: 66–86. 
  
Ines, M. and Dhouha, G. 2015. Lipopep-
tide surfactants: Production, recovery and 
pore forming capacity. Peptides, 71:100–112. 
  
Khire, J.M. 2010. Bacterial biosurfactants, 
and their role in microbial enhanced oil re-
covery (MEOR). In: Ramkrishna S (ed) Bio-
surfactants. Landes Bioscience and Springer 
Science, Business Media, New York. pp. 
146–157. 
 
Khopade, A., Biao, R., Lin, X., Ma-
hadik, K., Zhang, I. and Kokare, C. 
2012.   Production and Stability Studies of 
Biosurfactant Isolated From Marine Nocar-
diospris sp. B4. Desalination, 285: 198-204. 
 
Luna, J.M., Rufino, R.D., Campos-
Takaki, G.M. and Sarubbo, L.A. 2012. 
Properties of the biosurfactant produced by 
Candida sphaerica cultivated in lowcost 
substrates. Chemical Engineering Transactions, 
27: 67–72.  
 
Makkar, R.S., Cameotra, S.S. and Banat, 
I.M. 2011. Advances in utilization of re-
newable substrates for biosurfactant pro-
duction. Applied Microbiology and Biotechnology 
Express, 1:1–19. 
 
Marchant, R. and Banat, I.M. 2012. Mi-
crobial biosurfactants: challenges and op-
portunities for future exploitation. Trends in 
Biotechnology, 30: 558–565. 

Marchant, R., Funston, S., Uzoigwe, C., 
Rahman, P.K. and Banat, I.M. 2014. Pro-
duction of biosurfactants from nonpatho-
genic bacteria. Biosurfactants: Production and 
Utilization, Processes, Technologies and Economics, 
Chap. 5, New York, eds N. (Boca Raton: 
CRC Press), pp. 73–82. 
  
Mouafo, T.H., Mbawala, A. and 
Ndjouenkeu, R.  2018. Effect of different 
carbon sources on biosurfactants production 
by three strains of Lactobacillus spp. Biomed 
Research Journal, 18: 1-15. 
  
Mukherjee, S., Das, P. and Sen, R. 2006. 
Towards commercial production of microbi-
al surfactants. Trends in Biotechnology, 24: 509-
515. 
 
Mulligan, C.N. 2005. Environmental appli-
cations for biosurfactants. Environmental Pol-
lution, 133:183–198. 
  
Naughton, P.J., Marchant, R., Naugh-
ton, V. and Banat, I.M. 2019. Microbial 
biosurfactants: current trends and applica-
tions in agricultural and biomedical indus-
tries. Journal of Applied Microbiology, 127: 12-
28. 
 
Roongsawang, N., Washio, K. and Mori-
kawa, M. 2011. Diversity of Nonribosomal 
Peptide Synthetases Involved in the Biosyn-
thesis of Lipopeptide Biosurfactants. Interna-
tional Journal of Molecular Sciences, 12: 141-172. 
 
Ruggeri, C., Franzetti, A., Bestetti, G., 
Caredda, P., Colla, P.L., Pintus, M., Ser-
gi, S. and Tamburini, E. 2009. Isolation 
and characterization of surface active com-
pound producing bacteria from hydrocarbon

 164 J. Nat. Sci. Engr. & Tech. 2019, 18(1&2): 155-165 



 STABILITY OF BIOSURFACTANT PRODUCED BY PSEUDOMONAS TAENENSIS 

-contaminated environments. International 
Journal of Biodeterioration and Biodegradation, 
63:936–942.  
 
Sabate, D.C., Carrillo, L. and Audisio, 
M.C. 2009. Inhibition of paenibacillus lar-
vae and ascosphaera apis by Bacillus subtilis 
isolated from honey bee gut and honey 
samples. Research in Microbiology, 160: 193–
199. 
 
Sachdev, D.P. and Cameotra, S.S. 2013. 
Biosurfactants in agriculture. Applied Micro-
biology and Biotechnology, 97:1005–1016. 
  
Sang, Y. and Blecha, F. 2008. Antimicro-
bial peptides and bacteriocins: alternatives 
to traditional antibiotics. Animal Health Re-
search Review, 9: 227–235. 
 
Sarubbo, L.A., Farias, C.B. and Campos
-Takaki, G.M. 2007. Co-Utilization of can-
ola oil and glucose on the production of a 
surfactant by Candida lipolytica. Current Micro-
biology, 54: 68-73. 
 
Shavandi, M., Mohebali, G., Haddadi, 
A., Shakarami, H. and Nuhi, A. 2011. 
Emulsification potential of a newly isolated 
b i o s u r f a c t a n t - p r o d u c i n g  b a c t e -
rium, Rhodococcus sp. strain TA6. Colloids Sur-
face B Biointerfaces, 82:477–482. 
 
Singh, P. and Cameotra, S.S. 2004. Po-
tential applications of microbial surfactants 
in biomedical sciences. Trends in Biotechnology, 
22: 142-146. 
 
Tambekar, D.H. and Gadakh, P.V. 2013. 
Biochemical and molecular dectection of 

Biosurfactant producing bacteria from soil. 
International Journal of Life Science, Biotechnology 
and Pharma Research, 2(1): 204- 211. 
 
Techaoei, S., Lumyong, S., Prathumpai, 
W., Santiarwarn, D. and Leelapornpisid, 
P. 2011. Screening characterization and sta-
bility of biosurfactant produced 
by Pseudomonas aeruginosa SCMU106 isolated 
from soil in Northern Thailand. Asian Journal 
of Biological Sciences, 4: 340-351. 
 
Thavasi, R., Marchant, R., and Banat, 
I.M. 2014. Biosurfactant applications in 
agriculture, Biosurfactants: Production and Utili-
zation-Processes, Technologies and Eco-nomics, 
Chap. 15, New York, CRC Press, pp 313–326. 
  
Vijayakumar, S. and Saravanan, V. 2015. 
Biosurfactants-types, sources and applica-
tions. Research Journal of Microbiology, 10(5): 
181-192. 
 
Yin, H., Qiang, J., Jia, Y., Ye, J. and 
Peng, H. 2009. Characteristics of biosurfac-
tant produced by Pseudomonas aeruginosa S6 
isolated from oil-containing wastewater. Pro-
cess Biochemistry, 44: 302-308. 
 
Yount, N.Y. and Yeaman, M.R. 2013. 
Peptide antimicrobials: cell wall as a bacterial 
target. Ann Academic Science, 1277:127–138. 
 
Zhang, L., Somasundaran, P., Singh, 
S.K., Felse, A.P. and Gross, R.A. 2004. 
Synthesis and interfacial properties of 
sophorolipid derivatives. Colloids Surfactants: 
A Physicochemical and Engineering Aspect, 240: 
75–82.  
 

 165 

(Manuscript received: 9th March, 2019; accepted: 25th June, 2020).  

J. Nat. Sci. Engr. & Tech. 2019, 18(1&2): 155-165 


