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Survival of acid shocked and Nata De Pina immobilized probiotic bacteria
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Tree Vatakit!, Borwonsak Leenanon? and Sanan Chanhom!

undntia: MAduERiRgUsrasAleAnmnsviesenvesuuaBainslulefnlunansneiihdullysndanaa
msfendaennuassiaaad @alnsluleAnivnunAnuldun Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344,
Lactobacillus acidophilus TISTR 1338 LALITRHANSATIEI 1:1 NNINAREST 1 AnEAnTINANEELTA WL
L. lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344 Wwa¥ L. acidophilus TISTR 1338 ﬁmﬂ@?ﬁmﬁ’]dﬁﬂuwamﬁ TAeiaIUIY
mma 8.5-9.0 logCFU/ml ldszaizinanluni9iin 21 o, miwm@mw 2 W41 L. lactis subsp. cremor/s TISTR 1344
feiunisdandaense (PH 4.5) Hdusuwidesangegawinfil 5.72 logCFU/ml namaaesi 3 Fim:f’]']ﬁﬂ']ﬁ‘ﬁlﬁ\‘i
Lm@ﬁuuLLtJuiuLsn@QI@mmmmimmn Acetobacter xylinum TISTR 893 Tng/ldvnduizse fuduainsm ‘wmnu‘wm
anensziududugn (fake) v‘iﬂﬁl,%@‘i‘wﬂu‘ll@aﬂﬁﬁwmumﬁm'amqwgmwﬁﬁu 7.29 logCFU/mI daunnsnaaasdi
4 Anmnawdesenvesuueiizalnslulefinguuushe woingasiiiunedaadaansasauifunissiasadion
wagladRdnuauaesengeqawinil 7.77 logCFU/MI Tnandafnaiindudzseiaiutnslulendaeiasnaad
pruuupuTeLlatIRALIYINTY 7.92

AdnAty: nsluledin, nnsdendaanan, Lﬁmﬁﬁgnm‘%\i, f’g’uﬁLﬁmmnmwﬁﬂﬁ”wﬁﬂﬁuﬂxm

ABSTRACT: The aim of this research was to study the survival of probiotic bacteria in pineapple juice after acid
shocked and immobilized cell application. The probiotics consisted of Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR
1344, Lactobacillus acidophilus TISTR 1338 and mixed cultures at a ratio of 1:1. For experiment 1, the bacterial
growth curves of those probiotics were investigated. It was found that Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR
1344 and Lactobacillus acidophilus TISTR 1338 exhibited the stationary phase of growth with cell numbers of
8.5-9.0 logCFU/ml after incubated for 21 h. For experiment 2, it was found that acid shocked (pH 4.5) L. lactis
subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344 cells had the highest number as 5.72 logCFU/ml. Then, for experiment 3, the selected
probiotic cells were immobilized on bacterial cellulose produced by Acetobacter xylinum TISTR 893 using pineapple
juice as substrate. It was revealed that the flake ones had the highest survival numbers of probiotic cells as 7.29
logCFU/ml. Furthermore, for experiment 4, the survivals of probiotic cells with different treatments in pineapple
juice were determined. The results showed that the acid shocked plus bacterial cellulose immobilized cells had the
highest numbers as 7.77 logCFU/ml. In addition, the pineapple juice supplemented with the above treatment had the
average overall liking score of 7.92.
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mmﬁmmm‘iu‘ﬂﬂﬁmmi mmnm:rmanm:mmiu‘lﬁ@ﬁ UWINERLUATNUN 2. UATWLL 48000

Program in Food Technology, Faculty of Agriculture and Technology, Nakhon Phanom University,
Nakhon Phanom 48000

meamalulagiews anzmalulad uynAngndaeaunny /. 281w 40002

Associate Professor, Department of Food Technology, Faculty of Technology, Khon Kaen University,
Khon Kaen 40002

* Corresponding author: treevatakit@npu.ac.th



626
unun

wupiiainslulesn (probiotic bacteria) 1l
a al rallal ol ] dll a 7
qaursilsclenisasenie Tnaiet3lnadnl
TUUTN AN NN ZATTIMAILANANAATBY
qauratluanld (Fuller, 1992) aauvadatinsig
namluinglulednlewn Lactobacillus acidophi-
lus, L. casei, L. immunitus, L. plantarum, L. lactis,
Bifidobacterium lactis Was B. longum usiu Tne
P o ANaa X . ~
ALARIEIAIANNNTAR (viability) LAZAINNTON
Aangsu (activity)l§ nstlsvenalduuanGaingly
lapnlunansuaiasesnnlnsaniztinna sl (fruit
juices) BNAUNLMANNINTIUIURA AR N TINE
41NN (Mattila-Sandholm et al., 2002) TINNY
ANfUNINAYNE INTSENEATUANANINABUL LA
AN (U, 2541) Hneanuddsineadedlunng
Uszgnaldqaurisdinglulasndaniuninaldaiia
A9 Wi L. salivarius, B. lactis, L. casei, L.
rhamnosus W8z L. paracasei Mstin&u, tinduilzsm
LaYINLATUILSS WAL (Sheehan et al., 2007;
Ding and Shah, 2008) wanannil @218i uaz
Dimitris (2556) 1#3718911497 WIRNTINBIMNNTURY
a G a 1 dlﬂl ] | d‘

qauvistinslulesnlunaataatintuniuATes
A A a o o A A o y
AuRNaRaNEa lduazsyiT Telldannazuandaui
weiranigastyresqaunatinglulefnuinndiux
nin wsneieA1AnmunsaLazanslsznay
Wusaat/luseaugs Tnavinliinualddesmlsznay
Wunsedunadlaun nsndmsnuas nsANIANLATH

AN pH Bgj7211919 2.6-3.9 (Saarela et al., 2006) L

¥ a

FilnafianuaanissaLFunaaaunadinglulesn

)

A

a. m e ed o
nnaeeylundniusinsyldluaainaiunaii
inviua setinnansnsndseenslddulzen Sadu
naldiiasegiatestsemalneniinanan s
1N Tadnu W u T una AT LATaAN YN
AuilzsnasnuuanzeinsluleRniavdasivuyaen
naRA Al ineuilanFeunadetaaiinnauuain
wangrenaniuaidulrsautsgldunngsauan

INULNERAT 45 (4) : 625-632 (2560).

v 1 [~3 dl Yar '8 aa
st aginglafmy nasialasulsylamiannuuaiize
Tnslutefinidu Auaumenuaf Fenidineglu
NARAUITNLTINARTHATUIUeENeTias 6 logCFU/
< oA e o aa 0
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(minimum therapeutic dose) (Lee and Salminen,
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dampaansa (acid shock) (Foster and Hall, 1990)
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1. Aneniaasyiauinseadelnslulesin
18uA L. lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344 ag
L. acidophilus TISTR 1338 Iaglaaanaidiasae
peptone water (Himedia, India) ka2 4 MRS broth
(Himedia, India) TuszAUANIABANGATINY AN
i liiungungd 37 °a ww 24 gu. Tneazgu
AIVAADUNN 1 TH. INAATIANLIAUIUTRAILTBIN
iwansae MRS agar Iagiinignini 37°1 Wi 48
T3, anuinRnww@entiuls (log CFU/MI) way

o e Y
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2. AnmNareIn1iensianIAfanIImae
samaasinsluledn LéuA L. lactis subsp. cremoris
TISTR 1344 Wae L. acidophilus TISTR 1338 wae
¥ . d oA - . o
ITanaNenIgaw 1:1 Maseyiiulalugeanand
(stationary phase) TagnstsuAtAuLlunsnsg
AaenNImTFEan (citric acid) THWNAL 4.5 Tu MRS
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broth Taatinlultnfigumni 37 *0 win 7 fu uda
nradauanwauLLAFalnan siLuwNaRndag
87913 MRS agar W3auiiaunisiasseniy
FBENAILAN

3. ANMINATRINTATIAR AQYLLATLTE
waglaasianisiwaesanaeslnslulafininuilaq
ANV WENUNGI (2543) Tpetininduilzani
H1uN13NIasARednT1aueNn U LT NN e u g
AL 10° Brix Aaenirmnaglasa waziin
wunfid@endamn 0.05 % nraslfazannsaatinang
UMW mﬂﬁuﬁﬂﬂlﬁmm?@u%mmﬁ 90 °ff WU
15 it sl Fdwiuiignmgfl 10-14 °1 udaidia
lwialaanaaas 2 % Uiuaraanuilunsa-aAnedog
nanaEAN AT 4.5 Fundide A, xylinum
§1191 10 % annvumldasluniTuzaunuiag
Uaenide Tagaeinanaunsazenn Mﬁnifﬁ‘ﬁ'qmmﬁ
#a9 (Uszunnd 32%1) wnu 10-14 Ju A
Lmqiamﬁiﬁuﬁmum?z’iﬁﬂﬁmmm WAALSNEN
fgnmnd 421 °1 el furuaglagudaasiily
wiaeie 1 lunsriasaduundiGeinslulennly
stluuusing Tdun 1) gnuaafauim 0.5 93,
2) Qﬂmﬂﬁ‘nmm 1.0 11 wax 3) ﬂumiuvmzﬂm
Enseiaaaily (blender) 111 10 W9 Whluthidu
Lan (flakes) @ﬂﬂﬁul,m?ﬂumul,mumwm
Tnsluledn@sinunisdodenudaluy MRS broth
UFNm9 500 N4 ‘lummw’w’qgﬂmmjﬂ@ﬂmﬁzﬂ AU
1 803 IANIAQIAALARZYITANUAANWIN 200 NFN
mn&uﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂu@mmﬁ 37 %1 WU 24 TN, A9TIA
AALNTIARIDATBITARALERTININANALE MRS
agar karaenulugl logCFU/mI

4 ANEIHATRIN1ITAAAIENTALAZFATILTAS

sanfudansuaesantasingluladnluindiilyas
Tatnnavnitiediilysn liugaeriasunaznaos
Faeifnanatng Ui Bunaumeaudsriazane L1514
10° Brix tilUsiniTefiguannd 72°1 win 15 3und
Ensneaaannaiaelsd (FT 43 pasteurizer) ANt
‘].Iii'ﬂ@"’ll'm polyethylene terephthalate (PET)
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. L A 9 o eva o aa
2177 500 NA. ANWNIR TR LA il Huiung
UNAN 10-14 °1 wAAAUTNHNGUNYR 421 °

o

annsuANInglulefn 10 % ANYIALNUA A9

a a

1) agALAN 2) lwasnuunsL3udaensadsan

3) Lémﬁﬁmumm?\iﬁqmmgim WA 4) [Aan
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i?”ﬂm‘ﬁ'qmmﬁ 441 °q HUFNHIUIU 21 FU P9IR
anuAsine) Lun ST aTIMAeTan (log CFU/
ml), ﬂ?mmm@\uﬁjqﬁmmﬂﬁ, ArAuLungA-
Aing, FaeazANLilunge (NTATFEIN) (AOAC, 1999)
AT &A1 TR LT d LA A LAY
Usziliugnuninniadszamdndalaemaaauaau
gaudnuinuzlang, &, ieduda, ndw, Au
Wien, Anamenn wazmugenlagsan Tneld
npaeuisindusiuau 30 AL naaauFaEIa
9-point hedonic scale (Meilgaard et al, 1999)
TNBHUNIINARBILLLGNANYT] (Completely
Randomized Design: CRD) AM5UHNaN19ILATIEH
ANINYNAL anduNTsssudnulssamdnda
TINRHUNITNARBILLUG NAaNY TRl b uudan
(Randomized Complete Block De3|gn RCBD)
qmfmmmmLLﬂiﬂmummmmmvmummm@
ffufeeaz 95 (p<0.05) WRHUHLANULANANY
903A119881n8A3 Duncan’s New Multiple Range
Test
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0-3 wardAnuIWITARagLlszNns 2.30 logCFU/mI
LL@“’L?NL“XJ’]@WN@@MW’& (log phase) stm‘Emm 4
wazudeanndalued 19 ’Q“’Lﬂl’mm‘NLW@ﬂ\W]
(stationary phase) ﬁn\uﬂui:ﬂxmmqmuumma‘ﬂ
zgaﬁzgmmzmﬁ' TaedlAn1gzanne 9.00 log CFU/mI
@uﬁﬂ%ﬂmﬁl 48 '&'fml%'ﬂ L. lactis subsp. cremoris

TISTR 1344 azidingdaawaninaludalui 0-6 Tas
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LATNAIANNT2 NN 21 azidngddnananed Tadlu

Aao a a :1' A A
?Zﬁlzmﬂqqu')uLLUﬂ‘V]L?El@\‘]V]'Zﬁ@ILL@ZﬂQV] ABN
= o

1321104 8.50 logCFU/mI aunedalued 48 nns

10.00 4

le—log phase—ple——

INULNERAT 45 (4) : 625-632 (2560).

- A Y 4 X
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wuanBalnslulamniaaesriialudaluei 21 e
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ml (Figure 1)
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Figure 1 Bacterial growth curves of L. acidophilus TISTR 1338 and L. lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344

WHANANTUINIIHNIUANITa AR 8NTIANLG N
suunnuansanvadlnslulamnneunisian
v a o A 1 dy dl 1 Y o
FR8NTANANUIMUARIAANINNG TN LN A HNY
nsuAT adeldad1Aun19adA (p<0.05) T4
ARAAARANLINENIULBY Foster and Hall (1990) ﬁ
afUNetenareenIsliudasieaninznsailigennn
1IN TIRLAHAFDAITNNUNIVIBILTAS LANINT T
4 A e S . o
WeTaueunuiaaan by ba dun1sUFusa
atalafinn luiugainaaesniafiuiinm (7 5u)
wudnInslulemnfsnunisfansaansamia 3 ismm e
P - ' o o PP P
HANUIUNARIDANINNINTEAUAGATNHL s Teimnd
AaT19N18 (6 log CFU/mI) (Lee and Salminen,
1995) 1mel L. lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344
HauwmaesenANINAgn Wiy 5.72 logCFU/mI
2RAAINNABLTRNANTENING L. acidophilus TISTR

1338 waz L. lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344
SR 5.39 WaY 5.37 logCFU/MI
(Table 1) ANHATAL FeannAReaiLNNUATE Y04
Helge et al. (1991); Jesus kaz Rufino (2013) el
1H91897%97 1HRAINHATRINITIATTY L LU 9T
inaneiu (Antagonistic) 19U LIATEUNGNLAARN
LaTNT LA L%@N@mwd%‘i Lactobacillus plantarum
NC8C way Enterococcus faecium 6T1a azilua
Wn1suaRansLuAmasiadu (Bacteriocin) anas
ag1aTdadAyn19ada (p<0.05) wanann
£9WUIN L. lactis subsp. cremoris @NN1INHARANT
wUAMeIlaTuAe Lactococcin A (LCN-A) Taisae
ﬁﬁﬁfuédﬁma’aﬂ L. lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR
1344 Prinuntsfendaansalldlunimaans
dausiell
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Table 1 Cell survival of probiotic after acid shocked (pH 4.5) (log CFU/mlI)

Treatments
Probiotics
Control Acid shocked cells
L. acidophilus 4.94 +0.08° 5.37 £ 0.03"
L. lactis subsp. cremoris 521+0.16" 572+0.18°
L. acidophilus + L. lactis subsp. cremoris 5.51+0.01° 539+0.11°

25 Different letters in both rows and columns indicated significant differences (p<0.05)

UFIANNIAITAFLYTR L. Jactis subsp.
cremoris TISTR 1344 asuuknuiraglaaiil
ANHOUZUANFNNAY 3 VIFALUUE LW MRS broth WAy
ﬁu”lfﬁ]'amﬁqﬁ 37 °q 1TWaAN 24 T, WU WEL
mmﬂammuﬂuﬂuéulﬁﬂ (flakes) il Bunnude
waasenunfigalaaddiuswnaiy 7.29
logCFU/g (Table 2) #abimsneinuiifinduda
1NN YRRINLTEL sesasnldun uumaglag
anuAfawa 1.0 93° way 0.5 93° TaedifFunn
FennAasa AL 6.45 LAY 6.37 logCFU/g Ay
§16u TeaenafesTuauiseaes Karol et al.
(2016) 1819114791 mﬂ%’vﬁ@zﬁmﬁmamiﬁfﬂﬁﬂ

L%‘ﬂ Gluconacetobacter xylinus Tunsmsaaad
Lactobacillus spp. hugiluuy (form) FUANANIA
AnasaanuIuNTaesana e it AN eans
(p<0.05) u‘ﬂﬂmﬂ‘ﬂ Hornung et al. (2006); Yao
etal. (2011) 1485018197 iasannTasesiefidpanu
1lugweu (porous structure) m@\‘im@ﬂ@mgmﬁu
AT NI AT LAY N TUNFEN LB SEN TS
TN EN AT AYAN L LR R LTI a
Tumsiasryaeasad fal LLt:JuLsmgT@aﬁm?\i AR
nslulefnuacdsuausadiviasansnniign fe
Lm'ulfm@ui@mLLumﬁ'ﬂuLﬂuéuLﬁﬂ (lakes) Seazih
T lunnmaaesdusield

Table 2 The survival of L. lactis subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344 after immobilized on cellulose with different

formations

Formations

Total cell counts (logCFU/g)

T1: Cube 0.5cm’
T2: Cube 1.0 cm®
T3: Flakes

6.37 £0.02°
6.45 +0.05°
7.29+0.08°

a,b,c

q1n Table 3 N9WRRIAALB L. lactis subsp.
cremoris TISTR 1344 Neinun1sfemsaensasaniy
- . ¥ v
nssnaaaunaagiadlwihdulrsnsaedasne
Teun 1) viammusinruan 2) nsdandaansa 3) n1s
praaasmnaaglan uaz 4) nsfensiansauay
= & v :: o |3 o dl
pragasmoagagiaa antduinliifiuineia
AOUUNH 4°0 W1l 21 FU UAIRTIRARLUNIST
wWasuwdadludiusne 1dud BunnuzeuunanGs
(log CFU/mI), AnAauidunsa-ang, AnFaaazmanu

Different letters in the same column indicated significant differences (p<0.05)

Lﬂuﬂm (n2AEFEN) LAz Bannaecuiaiazaneld
Favun Tagd uaaagBudy fawindu 8.12
logCFU/mI (F47 0) AINNIINARBINLIFN N
VIANUFHAUILTARAA LA LN 1T
(Tud 21) Tnaupnseiuad e ddadAyn1eaiia
(p<0.05) T9RDAARBIALNNUINE LD ATAN LAY
ALY (2548) I9nean1dn aruaulnslulednimas
9nl vl £ ‘ﬂl =3 o

samlutinna liiuinltiuanad Wanainiaiusnem
o ox ¥ - -

NI Nsanasaassunnaalnslulefnanamia
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anlasea¥ralalasiaa-wmsnd (hydrogel-matrix)
1991891848 %uﬂui@@‘ﬁwaLuﬂa‘fﬂ‘?{mﬂuﬁ?ml,ﬁmﬂﬁ?
Lgfﬂmamﬂﬁ (biodegradable polymeric material)
Aannailasunias (Corcoran et al, 2005)
iHlnsannAaulunga-ang (pH) Anlasuutag
Tuszudnaniafiudnen Mnlsiiuse p-1,4 glycosidic
ﬁﬁfami@ﬁmwdwiwﬁLma?'*u@\‘u,snmﬂ@mj@ml,@m
danarianNL i Ntedlnsaigaglag Fave
Tnslulednldifuumaslunistinnnzitedaslunns
Wwiyiulm (food matrix) fuannlgunoude
Tnslulemniiausfiaesenanas wananii nns
dFusasanga (acid adaptation) m@déﬂ L. lactis
subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344 firunisTendnansn
uﬂnmn‘ﬂ Corcoran et al. (2005) IAasune97ng
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\WABIBATRINLANZENGN lactobacilli iRANKNA
1padn1aviiilunsaaz oA Ng N0l
AN tAnand NaNn M A lunszuaunig
WAZLAAAN (metabolizable sugar) Wadaalunis
vinaueilulisnau (proton pump) L3ALERTN
nilamas (cell membrane) THNINTW wazdae
tlaeiunng anAnasaasAImINlunga-Ang (pH)
1snnnelureasasd (intracellular cell) agngls
ARINNULIN NTTRARIENTALAZATILTAR B8l

a o A zﬂl = o
vinglaaianuumaesangegaLieL Faumeauiy
- I 4
VITRLNUAR TINANMNTY 7.77 logCFU/mI B9l
Anunasgendnszaungamiulsclaaise
$949N1¢8 (Lee and Salmen, 1995; Dave and
Shah,1996).

Table 3 The Characteristics of probiotic pineapple juice with different treatments

Total cell
Treatments count pH TA (%) TSS (°Brix)
(log CFU/ml)
T1: Control 6.25+0.49° 3.78+0.02° 0.72+0.03™ 10.94+0.41°
T2: Acid shocked cells 7.27+0.48°  3.78+0.03° 0.72+0.03™ 10.91+0.39"
T3: Cellulose immobilized cells 7.22+0.54° 3.83+0.04* 0.73+0.03™ 10.13%0.24°
T4: Acid shocked + Cellulose immobilized cells 7.77+0.55%  3.83+0.04° 0.73+0.04™ 9.91+0.41°

ab,.c

Different letters in the same column indicated significant differences (p<0.05)

"not significant difference (p>0.05)
4 . o JX _ 4o =
LHATZYZIAINITINUINBIANAY (3UN 21) (amino group; -NH2) nnpannisasllsmaiaan
Arpnulunsa-Anereindudzsainsluledn  arnwenludluudesn (-NH’,) a7 zwitterion GR
Huualduininzwandes (Jun 0 windu 3.67)  vinlidszqgniiduay (pH>pl) AsinldenAaw

aeielafimn Araonudunga-FneliinTueanin - 1unge-Ane (pH) AAnANauluseudnenisiy

annszuquniseaslilsmy (proteolysis) Tae
uladlusiiay (bromelain) ﬁwumﬂiuﬁq
duilzam (Moore and Caygill, 1979) ilnglataans
FuhAlelnaue (peptidoglycan) Fahinaiwes
saatnmaLaznInosiluiingldunnuFnum
AR UATN e LNTNUan azldnanTusidunse
ariiludasy (free amino acid) waruyerily

511 TagenAEeILNNLARE9s Tran et al, (2009)
Taseenudn eulsflusiiay aunsafanansss
veneulmdlERen pH agszudng 3.5 B 3.8 udldy
@mmﬁ@mﬂ'u@;qﬁq 70%0 N1SLAANANTTNYRY
woulmsTEanaAetulaeAntszanns 80 % uanann
Snudnannsimnzauressfinfanssseylal
Tusiiau Ae pH Winfy 7.1 wazguuni 55 %



KHON KAEN AGR. J. 45 (4) : 625-632 (2017).

(14.9 TU/mI) dauAnFagazanmidlunsa (Nsadman)
PAINTELNUHNNNITNAT LN wAns 19T e 198
U AATYN19ana (0>0.05) nsldimaainmLaznig
Fapfunsn denalinssstadsanitaglaauay
n1sdannansasauiUNIIRTIA AL Taglad
siatFunnuenTeTiavang |l Aaan wLdwAnFng
Auat el dadAynieata (p<0.05) F9r3un00
sasudsiiazareldlutiinald@oulugasi
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asdilsznauzestinng T ﬁnm@iﬂﬂm 3nlng
waznglaa Faiiluwirdulzanianissiamaddag
Lm@ﬁ@zﬁ'\iﬁ‘imN@?ﬂqmﬂw,l,uu”l,a‘imﬂmLm?ﬂbﬁr
(hydrogel matrix) WALANNLANFNNIBIAINNAY
aagalumAn (osmotic pressure) N lHaTazANY
fmmmLﬂ?ﬂlﬂul,%’ﬁ@."imm%qﬁ\m@'m NINN91
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Table 4 Sensorial characteristics of probiotic supplemented pineapple juice

Treatments
Sensorial characteristics T1: Control T2: Acid shocked + cellulose
immobilized cells
Appearance 6.23+1.27° 6.82+0.99°
Color 6.82+1.04° 6.40£1.15°
Texture 6.52+1.89" 7.63+1.35°
Odor 6.82+1.26™ 6.90+1.19™
Sourness 6.42+1.52"™ 6.63+1.57™
Sweetness 6.62+1.26™ 6.43+1.56"™
Overall liking 6.88+1.55° 7.92+1.13°

ab,c

"not significant difference (p>0.05)

Lﬁammmuqmmwwwﬂizmmﬁuﬁmm
LRRS AUl seaeiuTnsluledn (Table 4)
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H AN AZLLANNTEL DA lusudnwzlsng,
a, Fwnusileduda uazaouTenlagsLANANg
AUNNATR AMnvFAmusiAIuAN (control) Taadien
pzuuuAnteLnEINiigandn fe HAnwiniy
7.92 LAY 6.88 ANNAIAL (p<0.05)

agu
a a o a
wupiiainsluleiniunizanlunisnam
nandnsindllzsadduinslulesn Ae L. lactis
subsp. cremoris TISTR 1344 T9Tgdaaindngiascy

Difference letters in the same row indicated significant differences (p<0.05)

& o =
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@ aaa = -
(flakes) \Iudsnmnnzanlunaadunaviaesen
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LIARLAD IR AFIGAWINGL 7.77 logCFU/mI ety
130 21 Ju Ngouunil 4+1°1 TnadaArAzuuuay
naUlALTINAIQAWINIL 7.92 AT NARSTLATEN
dll !a/ a 2 a a a KX o
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