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Table 1. EPS production of Enterococcus faecium strains Table 4. Hydrophobicity of E. faecium strains

MICROBIAL ADHERENCE TO DIFFERENT
_ HYDROCARBON %
Strains

Strains Chloroform Xylene Toluen Ethyl
Acetate

E. faecium RT 81 59.72+0.12 41.20+0.23 22.59+0.23  55.48+0.00

E. faecium RT 81 4.69 129+1.0 E faecium RI 41 64.55+0.12  17.60+0.12 38.68+0.23  61.24+0.12

. Tol Ethyl Acetat Ethyl Acetat
E. faecium RI 41 4.83 185+0.0 - 84.9240.36  28.59+0.12 49.67+0.23  80.17+0.23 e PARER 1 FIVRERE
E. faecium RI 56 . . |
EPS mg/L MICROBIAL ADHERENCE TO DIFFERENT HYDROCARBON %

3 . . 4_ 64 15610_ 6 E. faecium RT 81 E. faecium RI 41 E. faecium RI 56

Table 2. Autoaggregation ability of E. faecium strains

No Strains Autoaggregation Autoaggregation %
%
E. faecium RT 81 43.3540.21

. E. faecium RI 41 53.50+0.14
2

S E. faecium RI 56 38.80£0.14

Table 3. Coaggregation ability of E. faecium strains

Coaggregation with Escherichia coli ATCC 11230
Strains E.coli

Coaggregation %

E. faecium RT 81 35.25+0.21
E. faecium RI 41 33.55+0.07
E. faecium RI 56 18.55+0.07




