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ABSTRACT

The ban on subtherapeutic use of antibiotics as growth promoter in chicken diets for
improvement in growth rate and disease prevention. Consequently, probiotics are
increasingly used as alternative substance in animal diets to improve health and productivity.
Unfortunately, the most probiotics used in broiler industry of Thailand are imported from
abroad, which in general, these microbial should isolate and screen from the animals that
receive the diets and raise under certain environmental conditions in Thailand. Therefore,
this study aimed to isolate and investicate the properties of Lactobacillus and
Bifidobacterium strains from chicken gastrointestinal tract for use as probiotics. The healthy
chickens were selected, anesthetized and sacrificed, the microorganism subsequent
collected from the distal small intestine and cecum. Then the samples were isolated and
screen after gram’s staining for primary probiotic properties. The microbial that possessed
the probiotic properties were then subjected to 16S rRNA sequencing using specific primers
to Bifidobacterium and Lactobacillus. Subsequently, the microbial species were tested on
tolerance bile salt and acidic conditions, and adhesion capacity to the intestinal cell wall.
The results showed that 110 isolates can be separated into 5 strains namely Lactobacillus
salivarius ATCC 11741(T), Lactobacillus reuteri JCM 1112 (T), Lactobacillus acidophilus CIP
76.13 (T), Lactobacillus ingluviei DSM 15946 (T) and Lactobacillus saerimneri DSM 16049 (T).
It was found that Lactobacillus acidophilus CIP 76.13 (T) and Lactobacillus ingluviei DSM
15946 (T) possessed the high efficiency tolerance to acidic and bile salt conditions and high

adhesive capacity to intestinal Caco-2 cell wall.
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1.1 anuddnuaziisnvasdymniside

Mnasnsendnnsldefusaiiluemnsiaide Wenssdumatiydulauasauau
l3a Falddnmsfnwinagnaaovarsuarsudad eldnaunueufdaug wWu emsiaiudoue
(prebiotics) N3MBUN3E (organic acids) ayulng (herbs) waziaulgduinging q sudeansiaSuduy

(probiotics) selnslule@nniludnmadenuilsnuraulalumsihunldaduluoimsinie Wewn

Inslulefadinuautilunisdudinsiiiudiuiuvesgdunidnidulny Tnen1suganiniznioues
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a1msnsevilianinwindeuldwanzay 1unsyieanasien eqdun3divaiundniu
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a a 6

nasoulidi dualunisvitansarsivlueimisniendeqdunid i ulnundndu soudd

auanansnlumnsefunisainegidunuresderidae faiadunislundu Lactobacillus way
Bifidobacterium \Jugdunidaiuszloninaznuluszvumafivemisvesdnidn uonainaxidl
unuwludestumsiadelumaduewns nszdunsiasaivlauddedanuamnsalunisnsedu
msaseiAuiu Inewuindunid L. acidophilus, L. reuteri wag L. salivarius @13N3aLALANS
LanIeanYel interleukin (IL)-14 Twwaddny wagdauaunsalunisnsedu T helper (Th)-1 type
cytokine expression IﬂaﬂaiﬂmiﬁamsﬁuLij}al,?fmfwma’ﬂaﬂu%ﬂéfﬁaqﬁwlﬁ (gut-associated
lymphocyte tissue, GALT) tian1sasisanstdasiunaznseiunisainiagiauiuvedsianie (Brisbin
et al., 2010) woNINHSINUIINITLESH Lactobacillus TuewsanusaanUinuasiaainesoaly
donlnla (Panda et al., 2006, Ramasamy et al. 2010) ag19lsAnUlATN15IN89UINNITHER
Ldunidiftothulfidulnslulofinmsvhnsdaueninainnaiueimisuesdnd Tnsanizeg1ads

mnansaAaLenanensaueImsazihuldludaiifeanuls sztwantyniiosanuidinig
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a o

1129958NIAIFRThagan e ug R unsgndnanldlauinnda (Morelli, 2000) &dlunseuiunis
AMERNIAUNIEAIINMAAUITERT TUadeRinrsiasanvatedsemsTiniy loua usuivinns
Anwen suludenuantindAyvedinslulofnndoinis wWu AnununIuseanIzwIndouly

Y] a

MAAUDIMNT APNEINITIUNITTANIENTINILANDINIT ANUEINITalunNIsEudsdenalsa
nM3nszAuiANiY nsannelaanesen LUusu
S Y v = av A a da & o
31n7Na1UT198 U N1snwinazideiienlnsluledaf dusslovilunisiiunldly
gaannssunisidedliilieunazaiusanidymanunasnisendnnisldenufdoueg egalsinig
Insluledenldlugnaivnssunisndndnilavadulugdnd1ansrsdsene delnslulednidl
UszdnSnnaislaangdunididauenunaindainifedudaindeuiazaimsnindifesiu fanu
windsenalnednsndainsluledatuldiodld Urniduustlevisenisidesiniievesusume
=3 3 Qsi’d a v ¢ v a va .
N1TANEIATIUIIN IR UszasAn oAnlenlazUTstdun alanuan ey Lactobacillus e

Bifidobacterium flsannviemaduesvadiaiietanladulnsluledalulaile Ineusyiiuain
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ANNaNsalunIsanAoLadInTeR

1.2 InqUIzaAYaINITIY
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1. \ednuwanydunsd Lactobacillus spp. wag Bifidobacterium spp. Aflaaaudfidulnslulofa

PNTeAuIMSTeLbniile
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2. Wwefinwanautalun1snsedugiduiuwarauaudilun1sanAsLaainoI0aveIaunse

Lactobacillus spp. wag Bifidobacterium spp. Anauunltaainmaausimsvesiaiie

1.3 YBULYAYBINTIVY

mﬁ%m’fajqLﬁuﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁaﬂauﬁé Lactobacillus spp. waz Bifidobacterium spp. fifauenlaan
ldvosdlmnldlugurednslulofaiiaaiiluomnslide neussiiuanauausivednslulofn 1w
aruansalunisiasymeldansdunsasazindennd auauisalunisdaniyfuniuad
auanunsalunisdudainisasgrendenelse auliresiujdaug wasanuausolunisan
powaaimasea lnsmanteinaruiildnnnsinuiseiagannsnluszgndldlugramnssunisuae
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QAuvEdTsdmasioTanedningneide Taenstisusulsaunavesqaunsdludnld (Fuller, 1989)
9auvsE Lactobacillus wag Bifidobacterium Lﬂmaumﬂusuwmqmummsmwmmﬂiiwu
Ao31INEvesnT Inen1susuaunaydunsdlussuumaiues waviasuassguainaldvesdn’

Feanusaosurelalaenalnsail

2.1 unumvasinsiulefalunisiasuadreguainanle

Inslulefiranunsausulssaunalszmnsgauvsdlumaivemsvesdnilinainwaienaln

W @rmnsadanznisald Tnenisugsiundainig (competitive inhibition) UStuntsalduns

a o6 . . o aa ! = X By wa | H
Fauv3dnelsa (pathogenic bacteria) lneUadeiiiinasianisinniziusdivamuaudfniuliveuin

q

YoIN1Lwad (cell surface hydrophobicity) maaaéuw’%ﬁwﬂﬂaaﬂ LAYAITNIBNIZLIIZIITEUIN
lUsAuvuntsgadvesgdunsdiuayiiaanld wenainilualrqdunidlnslulefndianuisonin
v & a a6 1 v ' a a . . a o a a o '
assiad U eydunsdnalsale 1Yy arsuuamesledu (bacteriocin) dnveaduniglungy
Lactobacillus wag Bifidobacterium dAn1suannsaLania (lactic acid) kagnsaluduansdu 1w
n3neLdiin (acetate acid) nsalwsilolin (propionate acid) wagnsndafisn (butyrate acid) 1usu

nanluiuaedumarasgnaeduludubouwad (epithelial cells) vasdnld vinl pH ludldidndau

v oy

Moanas Fe5zaU pH AnnazliunzaudensiasyAulaventonslsn laganizeg19dinsndiise
aunsadesiunisidndnanizuas MR ugIuYentelsn FIuanlanan1sRaLe LasanAIINTULTS

a dglj Y a 5 t% 5 1 ‘:gl/w 1 o a a6 . a v
294N15AALT B LA am/mﬂimimumsaumammmaammmmaww Enterobacteriaceae Tug
(caecum) uazifiuauannavesyduvisidvssleniluliiie (Fooks et al.,2002; Olnood et al.,
2015)

2.2 unumvasanslulafalunisasreniaunulsa

u 9
(%

aunidinslulefia arunsansedunisasegiauiuludndls Massuugiiquiulagiuie

9 9

(innate immunity) wagszuuIANAUTNNIE (adaptive immunity) (N1 2.1) lagn1sdeansiu

Luawammaaﬂu%ﬂmL&Jaumvl,a (gut- associated lymphocyte tissue, GALT) Gmﬁ]aum Jagduiu

o

#25U toll-like receptors (TLRs) UFiawadLd oyuidsald ag DCs waduiiimualdayd

ANNANIALUNNINTEAY naive T uag helper T-cell Tunsaiuau Thl w3e Th2 lagnisneuaues

P%
Y v = 1

AiiAuil Th1 Fuegiuanuaunsaves DCs Tun1suan interleukin (L) -12 %4 interferon (IFN) Y

Y

wag IL-2 MilmAngiAuduluy cell-mediated @i Th2 AgaunsansedunIsnag IL-4, IL-5, IL-6,
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4 Y v

IL-13 uagnszduniauiuiuy humoral n1swntleaives TR1 Th3 1was regulatory T cells 98

THANNIINAY IL-10 %38 transforming growth factor (TGF)- 3 (Ashraf and Shah, 2014)

/"_’\\ﬁ Payer's

M cells } pateh DC

Intestinal
antige

Cell - mediated
immunity

Mysentric

lymphnode DCs DCs

-2
R IL-13 Hummoral
immunity
»IL-4

Pz < IL-5
/ \,

tranzepithelial | Regulatory S IL-6 J

dendrites }

Enteropathogenic T calls

& commensal « <<
bacteria as an ) Lamina propria u\: 3 1 Oral tolerance
antigen DCs in intestinal . = 1L-10 & TeF-pL

luman derygenas [

(‘<L l:)

.

—————
IFN-a ]FA Immunosuppression
Y o

AT 2.1 UNUIMITeN gut-associated lymphoid tissues (GALT) Iuizuuqﬁ@m U
fiu: Ashraf and Shah (2014)
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2.3 unumvadnslulefnlunisannalagdinasea
Qmamﬁ’@ﬁféhﬁ’zyﬁmJﬁzmwﬁwaﬂwﬂuiaﬁﬂﬁammmmsmlumsamﬂaLaamasaa R
aunsnanAsladnasealanaieisnis 35n1suileRe Tnen1suan bile salt hydrolase Tnetoulasl
Fananazdluges slycin 1158 taurin-conjugated bile salts Iiunsaexfilunaziidasy (free
bile salts) Faazilmnuanunsnlunisazats wazdszansnmlunsganduidngriadildidnsinii
lusU conjugated bile salt ﬁqmalﬁﬁmﬁuﬁwmfﬁaaﬂlﬂﬁugmﬁw‘ﬁu Faunns deconjugation
voshilaglnslulefia denalifusinunetaamosealudenanas esnnsifiuusunaniny
FoansaetaanosoalunszuIunsduAs1Eiig (De novo synthesis) Lﬁammuﬂfﬁﬁaﬂﬁu%’m
a0l (Miremadi et al.,2014) uaﬂmﬂ‘ﬁLLé’aé’qwudwauﬁﬁwﬂukaﬂé’qmmiaﬁu{]’maLaamaiaa
Tnonsgadadngiwad (cholesterol assimilation) Witel#lunszurumsiuunueddy uaggauniduns
yindlnuanunsalunisdanizastadmaseauurtugas (incorporated into cell wall) (Kimoto
et al,, 2002) 91nnalnfindnund1siumuansalunisaneoladnesoassurasdundnlunis

Anvaananventaieldrnaaninslulafaiatrunlglus1misdniUn

2.4 ANMARAINUANEVDIRAUNIIIUTLUUNIUAUDINTS
duvsluszuumafuemsvedlafidiauuszana 900 4034 Fsuenanagaslunisdes

21115ud7 FallunumdrdglunisusuussaussausNsasyulakazduasuagunindnd ssuy

mMafuemnsvestintseanidu 2 d1u druduusznaunienssinigin (crop) NTELNIEUA

(proventriculus) kaznszzun (gizzard) Inglunsumginasidugsidudiumilaveasnaimis
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[ a aa LY Y & 4 Y a (Y] 6 (% % [ a . . ] a
Juusnaninmmdnladndes uaglandndusivdsnisudndunsauanin (lactic acid) duusiiu
Y Y ¢ a A = = A a
nszizwiaziimadeulasivazninlalasaaeiniiedeslusiu wasiinsuaiusiannseinizun
= \ v I = I a a & a A« .
Feludrwvaanseimzintuliannzdunsnannsawanin Fgnuandulagydaunse Lactobacillus

i lAusnunssnziinaunsatdestudianalsals Tudiuvesalddnduduusnauninisdesuasy

a Y

ANTUaN581%13 tneusnadldidndrududuuinaiivdweuleduazing i lidvsuiawes

=

qaunsdegosun ludwvesaldiandiunans & Lactobacillus way Streptococcus F1UIUNIN

1 1 =3 1 o Y < 1 [ a a .
waegnslsnanuludiuresarldiandiulaty Wuushufnuanuwainateues Lactobacillus 110

[ a

ign dlveidurdunsdnguinaansndnnin (butyrate producing bacteria) fedlmudfglunis

o q

[y

duasunsaaduuaznisldusslevilavednvuy wavaussaugnisasqyiuln dmsuludiuvesdiy

)}

Juunamanuddylunsganduin nmsvdngesigele wasuils nunshfiugiuvesqdunion

Aunainvae Laganizlunguadun3dq ldeondiaudniae (obligate anaerobe) 13u

¥
oA

Bifidobacterium, Clostridium #a¢ Bacteroidetes (Deusch et al., 2015) ﬁ;ﬁum‘%{lmamﬁmwﬁﬂ
gavomnsuariinsndnnindunidlasmmensaluiufiseneld Wy nsauania oxdfa Insilede
wardafisn Jagawan pH vldanmundenlivnzaudmiunisvenesiveadenslsa 91nA
yannviatgvesanmwIndeuuaz duvislussuumaiuomvedlad vindesfiarsaidendauen

auvsduaninuddauas iilanuaiiseudioldilulnslulofa amsdnuanainunaueailddiuiing

= a

Henuinatiduuinaninisgadueims mswingesdely wazuds yaunidluusinauidag

UNUMARAYAN WAz aLaseyiiulavasiidniuinninusiiudy

2.5 nmsAnidengaunsdiielfidulnsluleda

(%

nstuledmdrulvgdnAawenlaarnszuun 1A UBINISVRIdN I T 99zl nsu LU 5

o

'
P

UsgansamnndiewlSeudisuiulnslulefanfnuenlaaindsinaeudu q egrslsinunsiaisan

AnLdangdunsdanmaiuetmsinduiesiiddsladenaiseds Juiunuantfnddyves

nstulafa N9lUAIUNISNUNIUADENIITWINA DU TUNIAUDINIT AUAINITAIUNISTALNE

'
a =

NaEnld waranuauisalunisfududenelsa n1sdadengdunidierlulddulnsluledaly

o < e =

219115477 399 TUILADITNANNNSAMLEDN AT

1) nsuszfivauasnsalunMImunsauasinfauAvaaunsdlumaiuems

AnuansalunIsnunsaiinasenaaniinudulnslulefia eswwinmsihqdunsdgll

a

Tadulnslulefia 28UNSHLARINTINTOANIUNIILAUDIMITAIUAULAZVHNUTIUIUUTEVINTT

q

[%
o

MUAUDMITEINYNY AIuiUnTEasdaslinuauisalun1sunsalunssmizeIms (pH 2-3)
waznusaindoiidneludldidn (pH = 5-7) 91nn1s5UTINenaTNUI Yaunidaulngaunse
f133nsanlu pH Midunsald lnegdunidivenlaainuinunssmizinuazalddiuined

AuasatumMInuseansuIndenlunAue mslags (Taheri et al,,2009; Ehrmann et al.,
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1 a

2002; Heravi et al., 2011) wsiog19lsAnugdun3gnniussuunafuemsduduulaazs o
ansafsdugIuUIIa ddunela
2) AMUAINITAIUNITEANIZHUINILAUDINNS

AMuAILIsalunIstanzaifad ldvadnsiulafadunalniidntanalsa Ineni1swes

a 61

Hundan1gduvsdnelsausinmdsanld Faladeninasenisdaniztuegivamatiaulivey
Uvenaradveigdunsdlnsluledna (cell surface hydrophobicity) 31nN1553U3BNANTNUT

Auvsddwlngindavasiinuandilivoud dwmalvanuannsalunsdainiziundedldgeiy

a [

mulume Tnedunidnfanenatnuindiuiannuaiuisalunisdanisnisdldgaiian (Taheri
et al,, 2009; Ehrmann et al., 2002; Heravi et al., 2011)

N & 1

3) aAnuaIsalun1sdudinisiasyvaregaunidnaln

[ ]

Woneolsalusyuunaiiueiwisveslnfidfay 1w Clostridium spp. E. coli wag

o

a d'

Salmonella spp. Wawmaimniivsuiungs wvilvaldiinnnzideauna lnlad uassunsy

UsgANSA1NNI1519019961 waziie1n1sviawdssess wolsawaldinalnyitlialdinnissyene

A o

Waakazdnaulneunistanelniinalnnisfnndsansiiendnaolsa wilknavinlrusunuvesvadly

o

¥ ‘d’( a ! o Y dill a (2% < ) dy IS A
ﬁWVLﬁQQGUU LARNTTOTYLYIRT mﬂmaqgsawumz Lﬂﬂﬂ']sULL@lIIlIL‘UEJIUIiQLi@u%ﬁﬂ‘ﬂu UNATEAULADY

AolounuarszuumMsiumela ansindaunsndaudy q laie wasUSinaisweuludengs

v

o1alwiliwseanten viliaugnaunmanas uenaniliansesiunduuay duduunas

(%

wngitugitelsn naontuinmaimeiaveasiu Sudunmeuniidolsaiiddnlunn fubodn
feduanuanansalunissudadenalsaludntadenieiiddyfimsdosdlugdunidinlulefia 21
ASTIUTIENANTNUT L. salivarus Auenldainuinunsswigin dauanansalunissudans
W3ueaie E.coli way Salmonella léigaan Tnsanmnsndnldainuiiaa radius of inhibition zone

!
=

Faduusnanlifimsasaveadenslsa (Heravi et al. , 2011) agralsinuauaiuisalunsiuds
n3asdunIddiaunsaialaainauannsalunissiiuenslse Wunalnes bacteriocin
Auenalsalunisannawanslsa Gewuin L. salivarius TMW 1.992 wag L. reuteri TMW 1.974 1af

nartun1snduelsa £ coli wag Salmonella enteritis o8N A UNTIA218 UT 1UanaD

ANMUAILNTALUNSTUSNTNalsAleRNIN

2.6 nsiasulnslulafalusnisdenswandndiUn
navadlwslulafasoaussauznisasyaule
navosmsiasuinslulefnseaussauznisisaiulnvesdmideuandslumsad 2.1 Tne Jin
et al. (1998) 189131N 54834 Lactobacillus spp. wa Bifidobacterium spp. Tuemslivid ofi
5¥AU 0.05-0.1% mmamﬁ'uﬁmﬂ’ﬂﬁaLLaz‘d%’Uﬂqwizﬁm%mwmﬂ%’mmi Panda et al. (2006)
WUIIN5LE3Y Lactobacillus sporogenes Tuemnsliidedisziu 100 mg/kg ansafiavng

warUszansninnislde1ms wenanilnsld Lactobacillus spp. wauluddpulnfnuitlinane



.
aussouzn s dulaldfuienty Jeaenndestunanisfinuiaes Mountzouris et al. (2007)
ﬁv‘hmiﬁmsnmasuaqmna%miwsluiaﬁﬂﬁﬂizﬂauﬁaaqéuw%ﬂlumjm Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium,
Enterococcus, wa Pediococcus Tuihauuarenmns wuindhmiindnazussansnmnisldonns
Tunguitvinisiasulnsluledaliunndiaannguiaiuerujdugluevis deaenndoady
Mountzouris et al. (2010) waz Kim et al. (2012) finuinisiadulnslulefiafissiu 107-10° cfu/kg
fuannsndianimdniussUssansamnisldomsiddowiouiieutunguemunuay wayliued
liuanneanlanguitld sue1Ufdauglue1mis wagaonadoaiu Song et al. (2014) Lay
Shokryazdan et al. (2017) iwugrnsiasulnslulefnlueimsy uanunsad udmiindauay
Uszansnmmsldemsleniewseuifisudunguaiuau usetnslsfiniu Olnood et al. (2015)
wuimaasulnslulefalifnadedminduasussansamnsldemadewisufisutungs
muauarnauiilisufuluomshitennfumszaeiusiiunldhnmamaaeuiailiuad

TARANAI9INITUDU

dl a ! a a U dil
f1919N 2.1 Nasuaﬂ‘wil‘UIamﬂmaammuzmsmazymuimmlﬂLua

Age
BW (g) FI (g) FCR References

(day)
Control a2 1,398° - 2.27%  Panda et al.
100 mg probiotic/kg diet 1,508° - 1.97°  (2006)
200 mg probiotic/kg diet 1,497° - 2.07%®
Control 42 2,215.5¢  4,012.3 1.81* Mountzouris
Probiotic in feed and water 2275.9% 40312 177 etal (2007)
Probiotic in feed 2,197.6° 39295 1.79%
Antibiotic 2,314.0°  4,001.4  1.73°
Control 42 2,195.1° - 1.96° Ramasamy
Lactobacillus cultures (LC) 2,295.4° - 1.78° et al. (2010)
Control 42 2,215° 4,093 1.897  Mountzouris
107 cfu of probiotic/kg diet 2,343° 4,114  1.80° etal (2010)
108 cfu probiotic/kg diet 2,213P 4,036  1.87°
10°cfu probiotic/kg diet 2,217° 4,161  1.92°
Antibiotic (2.5 mg avilamycin/kg) 2,280° 4,022 1.80°

ab:¢ Means within columns with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05)
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A1519% 2.1 wavedlnslulefadeaussauznisiasaiulavesiniile (se)

Age
BW (¢) FI () FCR  References

(day)
Control 35 1,641 2,948° 18" Kimetal
Antibiotic (20 mg avilamycin/kg diet) 1,801° 3,090° 1.72¢  (2012)
10’ cfu probiotic/kg diet /kg 1,721°  3,045°  1.77°
108 cfu probiotic/kg diet 1,777° 3,075° 1.73¢
10°cfu/kgProbiotic 1,7817  3,087°  1.73°
Control 21-42 3,040 2.11°  Song et al.
1.5 ¢ probiotic/kg diet 3,080  2.02° (2014)
Control 35 2,334 4,038 1.73  Olnood et al.
Positive control 2,412 4,125 1.71  (2015)
Unidentified Lactobacillus 2,357 4,007 1.70
L. salivarius 2,375 4,061 1.71
L. cristapus 2,389 4,109 1.72
L. jonhsonnii 2,358 4,079 1.73
Control 42 2,017.3° 38189 1.96% Shokryazdan
L. salivarius 0.5 g/kg 21643 36541 172° etal(2017)
L. salivarius 1 g/kg 2,2745% 37056 1.67°

25 ¢ Means within columns with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05)

Havadlwslulafnradnuiulszvnsaauniduasnsaludussvela
navasnsesuinslulefalulniliasediuiuysevinsgdunidhu@ny (15199 2.2) nuiins

a6

wsulnsluledmanansausudseuseinsadunidlumaiueimisia lngaiunsaanduiugdunsd

q q

S eal

relsauaztiindiuirugdunigfdusslovd ann13@nwives Mountzouris et al. (2010) fanans
Tunmil 2.2 wuinguifinaadulnslulefalusediu 101%fu/ke anunsaifivduaugdunislungs
Lactobacillus ua Bifidobacterium uazandnuau coliform ludfuldfleifisuiulingailsiuen
U¥ue (avilamycin 2.5 mg/kg) Feaenadaatun1sfnuwives Mountzouris et al. (2007) fawans
Tunwd 2.4 Fanuinguiifinisiasulnsluleda awnsoiusiuuadunislungu Lactobacillus
Bifidobacterium wazuuafieunsuuanguinanludfildidensssuiisuiulinguaun uazngu
AlF$ueUfTue Taaonadeadiu Shokryazdan et al. (2017) (nwidl 2.3) inuiinsiasalnslule
franansndisusuUssussrnsdunislumaiuomnsld Tnsansiuaudelunau £ coli uawiiia

[ a

IIUINRAUNTE Lactobacillus wag Bifidobacterium WalUSeusisuiunguaiuau Miatiiiesaning
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luledialungu Lactobacillus wa Bifidobacterium asidlUugsdui ufl Arvesuiladnldvilv
RaurEdlungunelsalianunsndanizuagiindmauld Sniagaunidinsuannsauania (lactic
acid) waznselusfuanedy Wy nsnevdin (acetate acid) nsalwsilatin (propionate acid) waznIn
430 (butyrate acid) Jusiu nanlutumedumariazgnandulududoywad (epithelial cells)
Y2INuAueSYI pH luanldanas dwaligdunidlunqunalsmaiafiulale (Mountzouris
et al., 2007; Shokryazdan et al., 2017)



M15197 2.2 navedlnslulofnsiaduiudssynsgaumsd

Age Total anaerobic
(dav) b Lactobacillus spp.  Bifidobacterium spp. Clostridium spp. Coliforms References
ay. acteria
Control 9.96 - 8.81 7.82° 1.8°
Antibiotic (20 mg
9.88 - 8.8 7.28° 1.72¢
Avilamycin/kg)
10 cfu probiotic/kg 21 9.94 - 8.9 7.51° 1.77°
10° cfu probiotic/kg 9.93 - 9.89 7.45% 1.73°
10°cfu probiotic/kg 9.94 - 8.83 7.51% 1.73¢
Kim et al. (2012)
Control 10.18 - 8.84 7.19¢ 7.36°
Antibiotic (20 mg
10.09 - 8.91 7.93° 7.96°
Avilamycin/kg)
107 cfu probiotic/kg 3 10.14 - 8.94 7.56° 7.65°
108 cfu probiotic/kg 10.18 - 8.89 7.48° 7.52"
10°cfu probiotic/kg 10.21 . 8.92 7.44° 7.53
Control - 7.26° 6.51° 6.39° 5.38
21-42 Song et al. (2014)
1.5 g probiotic/kg - 8.04° 7.00° 5.58° 4.92

a5.¢ Means within columns with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05)
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Cecal microflora composition of 14-day-old broilers

Cecal microflora composition of 28-day-old broilers

Cecal microflora composition of 42-day-old broilers
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navaslnslulofnsasziunatadinasoauazlnsnaalsnluidon

dMTuNaTeY Lactobacillus spp. Aan1TanABLadnesea (113197 2.3) NU3IN1SLEsY
Lactobacillus Tuemn57i5efu 0.05-0.2% a@u150anUsuIuADIaaLA50a (Jin et al., 1998) way
total cholesterol, LDL, VLDL k@ ¢ triglycerides (Panda et al., 2006; Ramasamy et al. 2010;
Shokryazdan et al., 2017) lwvdealald 1ie3a1n Lactobacillus @a1u15andmeowulesl bile salt
hydrolase 1innaiUasutidliegluguues deconjugation bile salt vinlsAlugunuudsnand
auannsalunsazans fn1sgandu (reabsorbe) ignilsdldidnduatesiniiiidlugy
conjugated bile salt ﬁﬂaﬁﬂﬂmﬁmﬁ%ﬁaw%’auﬁ’mﬁga danaliisanedeinisreiaanesealiio
F1A3189¥17 (De novo synthesis) tudy nwavnidase (free bile acid) fuszansamlunis
azmmazﬂm%ﬂmﬁu’tumﬂLﬁummwﬁaq Jedamaliusunay LDL, VLDL way triglycerides Tuidon
ansinad 1199970 LDL uag VLDL shwihilvudsaeinanosealudon uenaniuddmuingdunid
Insluledadsanunsavinnetaamesea lnen1sgaduiindiwadveqauvsdseninmsasyiulnves

38uN3E (cholesterol assimilation) kazAIU@INITATUNITNZVOIADLAALADTDAVUNTULAE

(incorporated into cell wall) (Kimoto et al.,, 2002; Miremadi et al., 2014)

AN5199 2.3 navadnslulefndenaladmaseavazlnsndwelsaluden

Total
Age HDL LDL Triglycerides
Cholesterol References
(day) (mg/dl)  (mg/dl) (mg/dl)
(mg/dl)
Control 126.70° 74.27 39.46° 64.89°
100 mg
o ‘ 1 119.08" 7224 3502° 59.14° Panda et al.
probiotic/ke diet (2006)
200 mg
119.49° 72.20 35.49° 59.10°
probiotic/kg diet
Control 143.10° 80.01 47.66° 77.19°
Ramasamy
Lactobacillus 42
132.52° 87.19 3373 58.03° etal. (2010)
cultures (LQC)
Control 133.58° 66.78 56.97° 52.64°
0.5 L. Salivarius Shokryazdan
. a2 b b b
g/ke diet 109.30 68.05 41.79 40.64 et al (2017)
1 L. salivarius
g/kg diet 107.06" 70.62 42.97° 39.73°

25 Means within columns with different letters are significantly different (p<0.05)
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UNN 3

AT HUNISIVY

nsAndenedunsglungy Lactobacillus spp. wag Bifidobacterium spp. 3MN&TL b

wWaldidulnslulefia leenuseanduiunausal

3.1 MsuA28E19@8 (Sample collection)
[ ! A & M Y aa a o Y [J ! = [
msdudeninilieuazlnlunienisiifiavnng (3w 20 /) insaauiazen ey
Megrudegaunsdaindiuresaldidndiutats uazdrvediu lnaiudegeliluvinvasniie
(¥u1n 50 Aadans) 7isl phosphate-buffered saline (PBS, pH 7.4) 30 fadans waztAuliludend

Wdaussgey waziuihlulnseiluiesdjuiRnssely

3.2 mawndagdunidiiarinnisdauen

Mmsgasadeandiegedldveda dauUasmuisnisues Kim et al, (2007); Taheri
et al. (2009): Herravi et al. (2011) Inevinisiseansiaegneiisyausng 9 MIuAILNzEN eyl
phosphate-buffered saline (PBS, pH 7.8) waziilUidssuuomsidsadoviingis 5 Usznaunae
Man Rogosa Sharps (MRS) wag Man Rogosa Sharps (MRS) it L-cysteine hydrochloride 0.05%
ndsniuiiluvufigungd 37 °C e 48 $alus luannglieandiau mntuilunsiaaey
Auuiavsilesiu laenstoudunsufe wisualadfiaifieideideuanlaundda Adiurudids
¥hunvi heat fix nend crystal violet Tiviausesaifies feliuiu 1 uiit §19deenseuiUszdn
INYuTEAE Gram’s iodine wazmen Gram’s iodine 1¥viausesailed waziisliuiu 1 ud

W Gram’s iodine 719 uaza19618 decolorizer WWuan 20 undl waaansdviuil taeTiiwiuuig

1%
o o

INUYUNLARILE safranin Liviiuseedles Aaliuiu 1 U Wwane an9nleun Fuususesadies

[

Mendliuie desginuazuasnsindvesgadsiendeanssal lngldaudingindeee 100 wi

a A

NNANENTRvNY awuATIS e daudndunsuuln uasisusimoun ddnwarliuduou wu

Lactobacillus spp. anwazwuailieldndesqanssaiaziidnvauziluuuis @ Bifidobacterium

= [~ QI ¥ 1 3 [y} [~4 1 = 1 a [~4 %
spp. eUFUINTUNINIUEAIVT WA 1NIZAUTUNAN BIaueeIseInssUatsdunseiuizaaie

A A I Ly dy d'dsu [ 1 ) c’l’ d{' ) =3 [ dy
NITUDINIDNUTUIUAT Y Waniidnuwazainanazinludedusnisval Wisyinn1siusnenlie

Tusandluansazanendiwesea 20% feamnil -80 °C sl WeuuaiBeidnnautil esduii iy
q ) Y] 9

a v oAa i

Jaunidinslulefinaziuingiadinssvaiduiinndlalnalugiuves 165 rONA Adelnsiuese
3

WWIZABLTD Bifidobacterium wag Lactobacillus

ee
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3.3 MsnagauAEdRnsalunuMReNsARazTNG

Jewundi3e Bifidobacterium spp. waw Lactobacillus spp. fidauenldazinndnwnis
nusean AL dunsalussuumMaivemng laeusu pH fisedusa o il pH 2, 2.5, 3 uag 3.5
Fansiasaiivlnond slasnisyulaladuueinisuds i e Bifidobacterium spp. wax
Lactobacillus spp. MiFAng1uusnnnii log 2 cfu/ml ilawFeuiiisuiugaaiuau (pH 6) agiily
Anwilunimaasssioly

asavanentewuaiiSefinioulddnaduasinnudluemsas MRS vy pH lddunse
wazdunans luanmeitldiivasiindemafinaududusng q fu wdhumegeunismsiasyves
wadwuaTiise Bifidobacterium spp. wag Lactobacillus spp. AT3aaadng 4 laswSeuisusu

=

YaAIUANTTLTinGaUng

3.4 nMmagauANamITalun1sEanzanld
BnmeseuauandAlunisdainizvesuaiiFefdauenldfumadifeyuiadlduin
Caco-2 AnLUaIn1uIsn15999 Pennacchia et al. (2006) wag Maragkoudakis et al. (2006) 1ng
LWWzLaQyENLszaa‘ Caco-2 Tu®1115 Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s minimal essential medium
(DMEM) 711 heat-inactivated fetal bovine serum 10% (v/v) 10 mM non-essential amino acid
solution 1% wag penicillin uag streptomycin (5000 1U/lulasans waz 5000 lulasnsu/dadans
amd1iu) 1% Tu 6 well plate TngldiwadiFuduysyana 1.2 x 10° wad/fadans Unfionnnd
37 °C luanmgiifeefueulaoonlad (CO,) 5% wazvinsiwasuemmnsmn o 48 Falus auwad
Tnuagdanigifiuiivesanueims anduvinnsdisieansagats PBS i pH 7.4 91uau 2 Ass
Fuewnsidsseaduiia Non-supplemented DMEM aslunquaz 2 faddns vuilgumgdl 37 °C Tu
anmedilifng CO, 5% unan 1 9alus mndumeidsadslueing MRS broth 7 37 °C Wuiaa
24 2139 v lUnsusiesd 4,000 rpm flgamadl 4 °C Wunan 5 Wil Salazazatonzneulwadly
PBS 7l pH 7.2 $7uU 2 50U wazaraswasiiemeamns Non-supplermnented DMEM TWiiuSunas
voudouuafiFoiiudussana 10° CFU/Andans ileunmad Caco-2 Asu 1 92l Tagaormsiin
oon uaziAnasavansuuaiiFeiienlitaduadly 12 well plate nquay 1 fiadns Unilgamnd
37 °C luanefiiifing CO, 5% 1Hunan 90 Wil easunardifimun gaevnsluvauesn wazdns
waduuafi3eiiliBainnedy Caco-2 fwansazans PBS $1uam 3 ASa iy 0.05% Trion X-100 as
Tuwsiagvau vidunan 10 it fagiliarsasarsiwaduazuuaiifenanoonainnsdanigiu

UDIMIT UNA158La8N AL D1IMAINA BUUDINITHTS MRS YN 37 °C 1urian 48 97lue Tu

' [
a a a a =

an1zlildeandau a1unalaen1suuILIUlAla v UATIS8MAATU WaLATWIADRIINISEALNY
L3 a a ¢ & 6 =
1w Caco-2 vaswuaiseluglvaalesidudvasnisdnanie

Sovazn130aLN1z (% adhesion capacity) = 1UUTOLUATLBTIINZAUWAR X 100

FUIULYDLUATILSULTUAU
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3.5 manadauAaEnsalumsraduagaunidialn
nsAnwAuansalunssududenelsaanunsavinldlaeds agar-well diffusion assay
Tnedorelsailélunsnaaesiusyneulude E coli, Clostridium perfringens, Salmonella spp.

MNNIASIVEIUANNANNTAlUNSEUSWTBNBLSAlRe IRTUIAYBIUS A la AN T

3.6 MsnagaualfagU)daus

AnwahresuiTusreatouuaiiFeiidauentdlnes arudutusagavesenufiiue
Aanunsadudadeuvaiiseld (MICO) EJwﬂg‘jﬁ%uzmsﬂuﬂ13wﬂaaaﬁyﬂisﬂauiﬂﬁaEJ ampicillin,
tetracycline, chloramphenicol wag erythromycin ImaazmUaﬂﬂﬁ%uﬂuﬁﬂﬁmmLﬁfhﬁﬂju 1-512
lulasnsu/diadans TaeuiTiususazanududuadlu 96 well plate vauaw 20 lulasdng 91ndu
Tdid o faanisvaaeu 180 lulasans (esidsadeimsoalva 160 lulnsans wazide 20
Lulasdng) Umﬁaﬁqmmﬁ 37 °C \funan 24 Falus nuthanieianuaansalunisaiyes
o TnginFinispandunasil 620 nm tufinuauazuannuvane laedidefinnulsosnufiiug
sxUudinlugUues Sensitive (S) fanulaieeufiugurunarsduiindu Intermediate (1) and uaz
Lailadown
3.7 M3INANEINTOTUNITANADIAGLADTOAVDIRAUNIE

W3 BUABLAALRBIDA (stock solution of cholesterol) Taaly water soluble cholesterol
(polyoxyethanyl-cholesterol sebacate) (Sigma) 97uau 30 dadnsu azalrelu milli Q water
10 fiaddns nsedlagld filter-sterilized vunn 0.45 TulAsiuns WseNeMITABUTE MRS broth 73l
bile salt oxgall (sigma) 0.30% wag stock solution of cholesterol 100 lulpsans/iaddns e
l activated udldluomsidsadofindouly vuil 37 °C WWunan 24 $2lus Tnesogrsazgnuiivi
6, 12 way 24 $3lus Mntushegeilalutumies 4000xg ﬁqmmﬁ 4 °C \Junan 20 uil ddu
yesmelaaLnnIaaiifeInsinazegluuinavesdiula (supematant) TneTiundalann 1 faddns
HANAU KOH (30% w/v) 1 fiaddans uazloniuea 96% 2 fadans 1u1lu vortex tJuaan 1 undl
i luded 37 °C bunan 15 wit AdilnBuitonmgivies ifin milli Q water 2 findans uay
hexane 3 fiadans trldien (vortex) iunan 1 undl ssdanaviunsuenduvesansoendu 2 Fu
Lﬁudausla%yuuuqm dnluviliunsasuialulasiau thu o-phthalaldehyde reagent (OPA 50
faanSuazanglu glacial acetic acid100 Aadans; Sigma) thlvwegndunan 1w Wunsedaiasn
0.5 fiaddns 1sliigumgdiviendunat 10 wift nduiluiadinisgnauuasil 550 unluiuns
Igle UV-spectrophotometer Auiudiununudndusesnstadnasoatudingnglalaenisly
standard curve ANAIINANNNTIUNITAATUABLAALADTOAYBIRAUNT TaUNTaAIUIULAIING AT
(Miremadi et al., 2014)

% of cholesterol removed = (100-residue cholesterol )/100 x 100
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UNN 4

NALAZITAINANITNAADY

o = a a 1 a o 1 a 1 g" o o

nnsAndenuwuaiiiselunguuanlauddaanienasiuemsiniiesiy 42 Ju 31uiu
10 67 wazldlyang 38 dUa1vi d1uau 10 s legvinnisaauwaza Wienumeg 1 egaunsgain
Aldandrulatden wardIuveITTUIINITINIZIA 9 A UUIMITLAENTD MRS 71 37 °C 1Wutian
24 9334 Ingdaunsidanianvuglalatnandnaee Wweaenu1a 1wy 10 lalalneniaaus1ung
¥ X . v » L o o N .
Weate nuanansasentanmun 200 taladl antdudiunaaeunsindunsukazan vz U
nelandesganssad nuidienidndunsuuinuazidnuasivadiduguurianinievisiiueins
TNl a97u7u 50 Talad warannyieni1waue sk bua1uiy 60 1alad andudsdnluaeely
gImsad Wevhnsnusnwieliusansluasazatendiwesea 20% Ngaugil -80 °C oty
ATIVIATIEREIAUTIPALDINALUAIUTDY 16S rDNA A28 lwsiasNnanmng 21NN IASIZRNUI1RIN

s 110 Teladuenldidu 5 a¥dd sl
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AN 4.1 SnuazUTIIYRUATSLNTIUINT ULy 1000 Win

4.1 arwanansalunimunsauazindatig
MnMRdeUANAINsolunTenTinTeneqdunididausnldfuandlunaed 4.1

wuINe9aun3d L. acidophilus CIP 76.13 (T) fanumumiusieanisuindeniidunsalddng

ﬁgauw%ﬂuﬂdmau AuA8 L. ineluviei, L. reuteri, L. salivarius wag L. saerimneri MNaAU Lay

WeulunaaauainuaiusalunIsnuseufwuan L. acidophilus, L. ingluviei Wag L. reuteri
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anmnsosyldfdeunlundotnd (i 4.2) alanuausalunismunsniinanenuauifn

Julnsluleda esanmsihedunidluldiiendndulnsluleda 9dunidasdesiiTinsonniiu

ylomaiuomsdiuiy wagveesiuaulureniaiuemisdiuineld fuugdunidasdesd

muanIsalunIunsalunsEnze s (oH 2-3) wasnusendotnaneludl@an (pH = 5-7)
a  agde a

31nn1snadevisanunsaidudidinldingdunidiiandenliuiazaiunsaruannglunszmig

9113 Sldduglentiy wazluiinaddlddiuelea

a ¢ ¢ ANaa a N6 o I v A &
M19190 4.1 L‘U@ﬁlﬂju@ﬂ'ﬁllslﬂ9’]5@@%@\‘1@au‘VliEJV]aﬂ‘U']ﬂ'U@Jﬂ']Eﬂ@]ﬁﬂ']'ngL‘U‘Uﬂiﬂ

GRS pH 2 pH 2.5 pH 3 pH 3.5
L. salivarius 18.00 16.04 21.20 39.20
L. reuteri 22.56 33.75 57.14 67.70
L. acidophilus 45.50 59.00 78.40 89.45
L. ingluviei 34.00 45.70 68.50 78.54
L. saerimneri 0.25 5.78 17.09 30.45

1%
o a

M1319% 4.2 §n31N1350ATINVDIAUVSENEINULAElANGRNA

AeWug 0.30% bile salt 1% bile salt
L. salivarius 44 +
L. reuteri +++ ++
L. acidophilus +++ ++
L. ingluviei +++ ++
L. saerimneri + +

UG +++ MU889 1SalaR, ++ e wiglauiunans, + vanedia a3gylaes

4.2 MMsnedauANaINNsalun1sEanIzald

'
a LY

ANNITNAADUANNEILTOIUNITEALNZALE NWUIAUNSINARALENLATAIUANNNTDLUNNS

q

[y o

= 14 . .. =2 LY g ¢ . .
gawnziuald lae L. ingluviei mmmmmmiumﬁammzﬂuL%aagqqm AUAIY L. acidophilus,

. . . . . :J, dy = a a [~ wva
L. salivarius, L. reuteri, Wag L. saerimneri NIUNITYALALLY aqiuw’mmummi L‘Uuﬂmau‘um

[d a a

Uesruniianuddgydusgrunnden1sasyiulauasiiud uiuvedgdunsd nngaunidvianie

o

wva a

unnsaslupuaudAsiunisiainie dunidviafiaiunsanelsalaasidiunisunuiivazannis

a 6

WwigAulavesdunidviiad Fenalnnisdainizveiuailisensauaniin a1uisaindulanawuy
1N (receptor-specific blind) wuuldusenainedtad (Val der Waals force) wuuldusey

(charge) wagnsduiuvaaadiumsulaensiiujduiusiuuligeuin (hydroprobic interaction)

Falneialundswadassuuaviisvazdanuwaly cell surface hydrophobicity duavinliiiaieaa lal
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extracellular matrix molecules LU collagen, fibronectin wag vitronectin laglusaunaiilazn

inmeiuaonuuntdsaldle (aigwand nvauysal, 2554)

a s I = a a ¢ a 2
M1919N 4.3 LU@iL‘EjUWﬂ'IiEJ@ILﬂ'ISGU@Qanu'VﬁEJ‘U‘UWJL"Uaa Caco-2

maﬁus: % adhesion capacity
L. salivarius ar.rr
L. reuteri 36.00
L. acidophilus 48.78
L. ingluviei 56.80
L. saerimneri 34.55

4.3 anulasiaeudaue

a6

31NN15NAEEUAN LR US TN VAT RRAUNTEN IAINARKEN FITAIINAIAIULTUTY

'
o

ANdnveI U TIueNausadug wiienuaiisula (Minimal Inhibitory Concentration: MIC) ¥4

9

AunsdNneuauaauUfTIULA1e 9 Inedan1uen breakpoint ¥ad Eucast F9ANAINLLTLANGA
dunalaandeliaiydienosnunial fdauandtunsnd 4.4 nuingdunidndawentavnuiinag
Aulree1 chloramphenicol wag @wnsa@aue) ampicillin, erythromycin wagdiaulinoen
UfTue tetracycline Y1unans FansAnwineumntinud Lactobacillus findiasiaen ampicillin &9
v & & = & A a 1Y a Vi 1l ! a & & <
fweRswaiinsReeinandadennelukaraunsafigaladlidnsaenengunosiu A
v a Y @ a v vy & S a o ! vy o &
fravanusafiarsanldidulnsluledals widihestwinaindadenieuen wu nslasudiune o1
W393TYMINo81dY o wazawsaaenealanasliaunsadnuafisamaiduunlddulnsluleda
[ ] & X | o a A SN
W10 TUA N VBINITHNINSEEWRRREduUATIS B lndulasan sl UATiSEnolsA

'
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Strain Ampicillin Erythromycin Tetracycline Chloramphenicol
L. saerimneri R R I S
L. salivarius R R I S
L. reuteri R R I S
L. ingluviei R R I S
L. acidophilus R R I S

Sensitive (S) vunafialinaulasios U Tug; Intermediate (1) nunefsdaulsaeudsuzuiu

na1%; way Resistant (R) vungfislallsioenuiiue
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4.4 aruanansalunisdusadagdunidialn
3InnsvadeuAuansaldulfdndseuuaiiiienelsalneds Agar well diffusion U3
Pdunidfdausnld nuindordunidfdauenldnnvinanunsadudenisiaiayves £ Coli uas
Salmonella spp. fWigs L. saerimneri wag L. reuteri miimmiﬂéjuﬁgﬂﬂﬁw%zyfum Clostridium

perfringens 161

A15197 4.5 Usgdnsnmlunsduduuanisenslsalaedd Agar well diffusion

Strain E. Coli Clostridium perfringens  Salmonella spp.
L. saerimneri + - +
L. salivarius + + +
L. reuteri + - +
L. ingluviei + + +
L. acidophilus + + +

-, no inhibition ; +, inhibition

4.5 AUAINIALUNITANADLATLADTOAVDIYAUNIE
nsMAdeUANAINIAvNE 89 Aunidlunisanaaiadneson vldlasnisinizd o
Qaunidlue s adeill oxgall 0.3% uayineuaunsalunsgndueoiaanesen duuandly
AT 4.4 nudnnsgadunsiadinesonsyluy9szning 15-20%, 33-44% way 45-63% lu
syugMINSUNT 6 , 12 uay 24 Flus mwadu Taewuin L. acidophilus Sermanansalunisge
FuRDIRANDIOAGIAN T0sasAa L. reuteri WAy L. ingluviel nad1dy Tallsefunoiaanasoas
Juiugsunsiasyvesuuainie AewdlsuuafiSoifusiuuanniussfuneiadinosoaazanas
o dumnedunidvidansageiunaianinesenulfifuuvdmdanu uenanieonamesen

¥

L NNFUAUILRITEIYadRAUN3E UM peptidoglycan Fsduilussnaumensnosiilufiauise

v v

ufiumaiaamaseals (Lye et al, 2010) FuluanmaiiviTiiUsuiuneiaanesoaanas
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cholesteral removal (%)
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AN 4.2 ANUANNNTAIUNNTANARLAALADTOAYRIRAUYSY

(%
a v 1

nluslulefnfnuenladneiu Insnguilasuniseensulildduasiaiuluemsdniany
W3ETUU Y AAIUANAMNINGINISANT W.A. 2558 LU Lactobacillus reuteri JCM 1112 (T) way
Lactobacillus acidophilus CIP 76.13 (T) saudsnquingalalasuniseeusulildmudanivunves

UszinalneuaninisoygnlildudqluuisUsesma wu Lactobacillus salivarius ATCC 11741(T)

=

Fenowhluussgndldluomnsdnisnludesdinisfnwannzlunsveneduiurente Snsnisd
Fin30aLloNIUNTTUIUNTNEND MR TLALTENIINSTALAUeIMISdRT Lazn1soangnd lu
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A3UNan153Y

MnMsAaLenuarUssiiunaaudAves Lactobacillus uag Bifidobacterium Alfainyio
maduemsvedd Wewrlddulnsiuledaluliie annsinsedinuiianioma 110 Talad
wenleniu 5 adFded

1. Lactobacillus salivarius ATCC 11741(T)
2. Lactobacillus reuteri JCM 1112 (T)

3. Lactobacillus acidophilus CIP 76.13 (T)
4. Lactobacillus ingluviei DSM 15946 (T)
5. Lactobacillus saerimneri DSM 16049 (T)

TnwAnldanainANaILIsalun1snusean1zluvion1uaue1Is ANLEINITALUNISEN
Mgrteald anuanusalunisanmsiaanesen Lnewuinaunse Lactobacillus acidophilus
CIP 76.13 (T) waz Lactobacillus ingluviei DSM 15946 (T) fuUszdns nmasanisludunuse

anzidunsanaznieldndsund Medaaunsadanizdunsdldlansnaie uanannddanua

Lactobacillus ingluviei finulsosufuausluszauiiunans
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