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Prebiotics and antimicrobial fish pathogen properties of coffee silver skin
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UNANYD: msﬁﬂwmmauﬁ’ﬁiumﬂ%lﬁuw’%luiaaﬂéLLaumﬁaaﬂqméﬁuégaL%m514‘1/1?siﬂ'aiiﬂlué'miﬂfﬂmﬂﬁwaiaaiﬂLLévﬂmliﬁﬁ
Ignidevumdnmumiuuss (CSSp) LLauLL‘IJ‘Uﬁﬂﬂﬁ’ﬁaaﬂquﬁ (Csse) Maqmiwmmaulqm waguae Cellusoft® L Ultra conc uae
Cellusoft® CR conc Tsiansusenauituedn Uinanimariaoiun thanadnag LLaw‘U‘lmqu’la(ﬂUEJLVIﬂuﬂIﬂSJﬂIVIﬂ'ﬁWLLUU
WU (TLO) swdsmsneaeunasauURnnudunslulefing annsnszdumsiwiayuewauidlusiulefing sasmstudanis
Lﬂ%mmmaauﬁéﬁﬂﬁﬂ wuindlovhnsunderusdenuiseeule] \wagiaa Cellusoft® L Ultra conc I inanimnanamn
wnnfian Tutasnamssil 2 a3 (0.202 ¢/ml) mms‘vﬂ,ﬂmaammammmmmuwﬂiﬁ,amﬂa ANUNIONTLA UNTAT YTDT
Iﬂﬂuiamﬂa Bacillus subtilis 1ummi‘1/|memiaumammawammammLLWLme (CSSp) LLaBEJUENﬂ”I‘iL‘\]'iﬁUGUEN‘\]auVI‘iEJﬂE)IiﬂsLu
Foiin L;Jawmaa‘ummﬁms Agar well diffusion Wu31a1s metabolite il aniusiuleding 8 subtils Tuewns CSSp: L Ultra
conc 4 qmﬂumiﬂ 'UEJ QL‘U anelsA Aeromonas hydrophila wag Streptococcus agalactiae ?N‘VI an CREVEERE ’I‘EJ"IUJ;]SU Uy
Amo><|C| in (10 ug) (P < 0.05) wami‘mmaa‘ummmmmumammwﬂmLiaﬂaimiuﬂmumaaau Wmﬂﬂmuaiwmmsmaaq
fdsadsomaasy B. subtilis 5 x 10" CFU/g uae ovudamun 5% 1Junan 1 1o fenudumusiaide A hydrophila
uag S. agalactiae gsiign Tneftiasifusidnsnssenme 9333 uaw 100,00 % (P < 0.05)

AdNALY: LﬁaﬁuLmﬁmﬂﬂLLw; nslulefnd: qwéé’wuqéum‘%éda‘bﬂ

ABSTRACT: The study of prebiotics and active-antimicrobial-pathogen substances in aquatic animals from oligosaccharides,
obtained from coffee silver skin powder (CSSp), and active ingredient extraction (CSSe) after fermented by cellulase enzymes
Cellusoft® L Ultra conc and Cellusoft® CR conc was carried out. The phenolic compounds, total sugar, reducing sugar and
types of sugar were analyzed by using thin layer chromatography (TLC) technique; the prebiotic properties of sugars from
silver skin coffee were investigated as well. The growth of probiotics and inhibition of pathogenic microorganisms were
examined. The coffee silver skin was fermented with cellulase enzyme, Cellusoft® L Ultra conc. It was obtained the highest
total sugar content after 24-hour fermentation (0.202 ¢/ml). The probiotic Bacillus subtilis provided optimal growth in the
CSSp: L Ultra conc sugar-added diet and inhibited the growth of pathogenic microorganisms (P < 0.05). The efficacy of silver
skin coffee in growth inhibition to fish pathogens by Agar well diffusion method showed that probiotics B. subtilis cultured in
CSSp: L Ultra conc was shown to inhibit fish pathogens, A. hydrophila and S. agalactiae, but it produced less inhibition than
the antibiotic Amoxicillin (10 ug) (P < 0.05) . The effect in term of prebiotics to inhibit pathogens in Nile tilapia fry showed
that tilapia cultured with B. subtilis 5 x 10" CFU/g and 5 % silver skin coffee supplement (8. subtilis + CSS5%) for a month
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were resistant to A. hydrophila and S. agalactiae in fry Nile tilapia. They had the highest survival rate (93.33 and 100.00 %)
(P < 0.05).
Keywords: coffee silver skin; prebiotics; antipathogen activity
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ﬁaqﬂ’umLLWLﬁum%qﬁmﬁﬁwﬁuﬁuum Uszanslanazuslaaniuniuas 1,000 drudloidusdraioeile
Wisufuiuinieshurindu (usinumsmans uninedoidodnl, 2537) mandamuihlifiaumdeisduaunn s
nanastlgudndifiadulunsruiunisAaudaniundsninnunfilduds (Coffee spent grounds) wazidovuudaniu
(Coffee silver skin) iloiinn1snswinde a]sa'amaslﬁl,ﬁmﬂzym?qLL’méJauﬁL‘f]uﬁwﬁiaﬁﬁuuagﬁ;auﬁéﬁmﬁﬂa&ﬂuau (Jiménez-
Zamora et al,, 2015) Tussnumsisonuiislevidequamdmivgiiviiaanun sudunaidesnangnisueyya
5a5¥ (Antioxidant activity) vesansindfusadi fluduusynauveniun (Butt and Sultan, 2011; Vignoli et al,, 2011)
deovuudanugaulufedulouaruTinandigs SnsduTunnuismuisingaldun nuvadeon 5 %, winiiden 2 %
wazuaalleu 0.5 % (Costa et al., 2018) Tosidudlusfugs wazlasfusn (Borrelli et al, 2004; Pourfarzad et al,, 2013)
uenanidevumdnnundssenouludsinawaglaa 18 % uaziediwaglaa 13 % (fun lolaa 4.7 %, svdlua
2.0 %, nanlag 3.8 % wazwuulua 2.6 %) (Costa et al., 2014; Narita and Inouye, 2012) Waz@15UTZNOUNINTININ
fiddydu q ifegludevuiudaniu 1éud nsnnaslsdin (1 - 6 %) FeflsedunnBusylurag 0.8 - 1.4 % Tuegify
wrasillanagiimanslunisugnniun (Bessada et al., 2018)

nsgvumandnderuiudanium Tasies Aspersillus japonicus ansnsandntmanznlsledlnudnailsd (FOS)
Tngmsianuveseuledninlanslulewa (Fructofuranosidase) neldinisusinuuu Solid-state (Mussatto and Teixeira,
2010) uenanigedidnenluniadundlulefndarsdueyyadasy Borrell et al, 2004) uazansosngvissusateqduns
(Rufian-Henares and de la Cueva, 2009) n3lulefindlduansemsitlsignaeduviedosaanslslussuumaiiuens usaz
gndeuldlagedunidnivsslonineludldnieqaunidluslulednd damilulefndazvionszdu maaiyvesgdunie
Tuslulednd (wennsal, 2560) Sailitinms@nunsinideruvesudaniu lumshluldduniluledndlaenszuiunismiin
Ferouleisagiaa (Cellulase) Sanandniildannisvhaumesouleifetmalodlnusnanlsd annsauiludssgndldly
megaannnsauld uenndssdinisthanlfifuansiviudmiueulsinduiidesiwaglaauaiefivaglaa inansusioonun
dudenawiasng 4 danawardaunsadlvfidumsdsiulugnamnssuld Wy geamnssumdsnu gaamnssuoims
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aunazdnd W (vensal, 2560) msldnslulefnddaeasnaglauiuludndd drwasrgliumuludniild 2 demia

q

Aetrensedualiduiuwuulidnmelaense nenslulefindagyitufiseniu Protein receptors uuniagadasagiAuiues
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Wauntdsanld dadanalviinisnsedunisasiagiiduiuiiagu (Chesson, 1993; Savage et al, 1997) wagtiuiuiuvedgad

q
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Goblet Fafluwadatradaiiion (mucns) vt ldidntnetesiudldannisinde (Savage et al., 1997) 8ngaenng
nils wilulefndvreifinysinamuaiidofivasaiugiumuiludildinniu fmdlulefndannsansedunisaiauasms
yurenaunisluslulefing Snilsanunsnduiniziuileqdunidielsa (Pathogenic bacteria) ¥inlidoqaunidnelsa
lniawmsaﬁmmsﬁ’uLﬁaumﬁaéwlﬁlﬁ (Aniansson et al., 1990; laduaiyy wazdadnn, 2548) wusieaunsianslule@nd
Fructooligosaccharide (FOS) agaevhliuwuaiiiiedi duselovily &R uuauiuld (Losada and Olleros., 2002)
maasinslulefndadluenmsidesdaihausatieasuaudunidlse aanisldeuifudunmamnsdodaituas s
szi'saﬂizé’juﬂﬁw'%z:ylﬁuimeuaaﬁmiﬁﬂé’%ﬂé’w (Li and Gatlin, 2005)

o
LYY o

fatuuITel

o

noUsrasdionageugmuanUinudunslulefndanideiuwaaniuaneriugesdn ndanis

windeeulasigagiaa n15ieserimansusenauiluedin Ysuiainanaun Ysuiau1niaiaig (Reducing sugar)
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Wslulefind waznegeunisdudinisiaiyvesqdunsdnelse dadunwimislunmsannsldeorufiuglunismnzifesdnii

waztasuANUAIUNIUlsAludn S ladnee

ABnsAne
nMsAnszsiesdusznauveadariuudanium

ihdegadevumdanunaeiuies i indinseimesdusznounislasuinis auisnisues (AOAC, 1990)
AATERINETHUDANMETT Folin-ciocalteu’s assay laganuuasain (Noridayu et al., 2011) AnsgiUTinasnasan
1a8738 Phenol-sulfuric acid method faLUadann (DuBois et al, 1956) warTLAs W US U1 1n1as A9 1n3s
3,5-dinitrosalicylic acid method (DNS method) Aiauiasann (Miller, 1959) 91N s‘ﬁaa’wL@Iamfmuﬁmﬂmmwum
(Coffee silver skin powder; CSSp) wazd aﬁ:muﬁ auuvaiaL (Coffee silver skin extract; CSSe) Aa3sN15UDIUGUAALANE (2562)
wvusdeleulziiigagiaa Cellusoft® L Ultra conc hay Cellusoft® CR conc 8951d74 1 : 100 (V/V) (AakUasan
Apiraksakomn et al., 2008) WWiug1UfTug Ampicillin TAdaTNTY 1 ug/ml Wiedudaasauemuaiiseuuitou vulily
1304 Incubator shakers figamadl 37 “C 1uiian 24 Falus 1fufegsiign 0, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 18 uag 24 Falus
Tnsusiazass siin1sifiudiognaay 1 ml luvaeanaaesauin 1.5 ml hiegtafulifigamgd -80 °C ilevluiiasizsim
#1357 upanA1835 Folin-ciocalteu’s assay SipseimUsinaninatsmalagis Phenolsulfuric acid method 31AS19
USinamasandlagds 3, 5-dinitrosalicylic acid method (DNS method) wagienvivnaintmalagismalasuninngil-
LUUBKUUNY (TLC) antiasann (Harwood and Moody, 1989)
nasauNsaaERNMaTSyresAulusluleAnduazngunolsnludadih

ynaeuqauvElUslulefnd Tumnzideduens Basal medium uasifuuvasasuou 19 Aupndrsiuldud (1) 9a
mavau (LiAuwnasasuaw), (P2) FOS, (P3) Hayn (Glucomannan), (P4) L?J'aﬁ:mmﬁmmuwqumﬁaﬁ’mﬁ;ﬁ (CSSe: L Ultra
conc) uax(P5) WBovudanunuURg (CSSp: L Ultra conc) antunirqauvdsTusluleind Bacillus subtilis uazidorielsn
Streptococcus agalactiae W8y Aeromonas hydrophila ‘Vldl’LJ?mmL%ya 1 x 10° CFU/ml U%mmﬁya 1 ml LadyEJﬂummi
4 5 g3 vuitgamgfl 37 °Cifunan 24 Halus ldfinslfernademeiaaenide amadeutinugdurievdamstude
mii’mﬂ'ﬂma@mﬂﬁuuaﬁﬁmmmmﬁu 600 nm SATis¥EEa1 0, 3, 6, 9, 12, 15, 18, 21 way 24 T2l Anasuulaladl
(CFU/mD) e bnasgIufiasnssewineemaganduuasil 600 nm wars uaueadfiivin (CFU/mD AnsesiuFinahma
HaIALAZINMaSATAsEELIan 0,3, 6, 9, 12, 15, 18, 21 way 24 Falus MmunaSunatnansuauaziinias e
NINNINTFIY
nagauUszansnmlunistiududanalsa Streptococcus agalactiae waz Aeromonas hydrophila

noaeugmsnsiududenelsa Tasans metabolite luewnsidsadodiflduusznounslulefndusaz i vhnis
wneidelusluTefndluownsidisade Basal medium wasifuunasaivey 1% fuandnaty weamsvaaondu 11 yans
yaaos ldud (T1) gnmuau (Usluledndluemadsndeiifuuvamsven), (12) Welulefndluemadsadeiifu
FOS, (T3) I‘U{LUT,aané’Luammé‘ymL%aﬁLammﬂ (Glucomannan), (T4) I‘U{Liﬂ,aaﬂa”[,ummil,ﬁyml,%aﬁ@mL?jaﬁmuﬁmmuw
wuuansafmirfikiunsusdeeule way (15) Tslulefndluemsidsadofifuderumdanunuuuns fiunsuude
wulesl wWisuifsuifugeillidundelusiulefnduazenufiaue (T6-T11) (T6) ewnsidsadiofifiu FOS 19%, (T7) awnsides
defiumnsyn 1%, (T8) ewnadesdofifiuansatminnboruudamuniuuiikiunsusseeules, (19) emnsidsaie
Wanderuudanuiiuunsiidumsuuieeuled, (T10) ownsdsadeiiivarsatathanidefuudanuuuuiilinounis
vnsgleuleyl wag (T11) mﬂfﬁauz Amoxicillin 10 ug A18735 Agar well diffusion aAnwUasain (Schillinger and Lucke,
1989)
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yeaeunarasnIsliaunisTuslulefind srufuieviuiudaniunluuung (CSSp: L Ultra conc) lun1seangnddud
orelsaludaniia shnsiasuaduemnsdmiudsignaiiatogeusuin 05 + 0.1 ¢ $1uan 30 & (IdSuayganisld
dninans) Tugnaansuun 30 x 65 x 40 cm Hua 1 ey uvsnsvnasadu 5 ganismaaes q ay 3 91 18ud (F1) 99
AUAY, (F2) gan1snaaesiiiady B. subtilis 5 x 107 CFU/g, (F3) ganisnaassiitadudevumdnniuniuuusaudoteuled
wagtad Cellusoft® L Ultar conc 5 %, (F4) ﬁqfﬂmiwmamﬁm%u B. subtilis 5 x 10" CFU/g LLazLﬁ@ﬁjﬂmﬁmmuﬂuwmﬂu
sheteulesilwagiaa Cellusoft® L Ultar conc 5% ua (F5) yanisviaaasillads B. subtilis 5 x 107 CFU/g wagwgnlaledln
waamilsd 1% ndndediemmsneasiasy 1 Weu dnderelse S. asalactiae wa A hydrophila A1uWNUU 1 x 10°
CFU/ml @aidviasitos 0.1 ml Funndnuazornsuaznginssuvesarfandsinnsdadonniu Wuszesina 7 3u
(Uaudnid, 2552)
N1FAATIZANINERR

AnT1eiteyaneatinlagn1TiATzriauulsUTIumaie (ANOVA) LagilSguliigupnuuans1audasyanis
Vnaed fedEn13ves Duncan’s multiple range test fiszsutudfyn19adn (p < 0.05) seninanadslaglilusunsy

d1593U SPSS ety 16.0 Teyavimuagniiaueidudede + SD (@dssuunnsgi)

Nan15ANYN
nansAnwIvsAUszneUNlaYUINIsveRdeiimaanuNnuITd eiuudanUsznaulusielusiu 19.4 %

Tusfu 1.8 % AL 6.8 % i1 7.3 % uazanslulaiasn 64.8 % (Table 1)

Table 1 Coffee sliver skin nutritional composition (¢/100 g) (mean+SD)

Component Coffee silver skin

This study A* B* c* D* E*
Protein 194+ 2.1 18.6 + 0.6 18.6 + 0.3 15.4 £ 0.2 18.8 £ 0.3 173+ 1.8
Fat 1.8 +0.1 22 +0.1 22+05 4.6 0.0 24 +0.1 21+£04
Moisture 6.8+ 1.1 73+04 71+0.2 54+02 48 +0.1 N.A.
Mineral (Ash) 73+02 7.0+04 7.0+02 7.6+0.0 83+00 54+09
Carbohydrate 64.8 + 0.7 621+ 16 65.1+12 66.9 + 0.4 N.A. 62.7+59
Total dietary fiber N.A. 62.4 + 0.6 62.4 +0.5 N.A. 56.4 + 0.7 61.6 + 5.2

* From Borrelli et al. (2004) (A), Pourfarzad et al. (2013) (B), Ates and Elmadi (2018) (O), Costa et al. (2018) (D) and JiménezZamora et al. (2015) (E).

HaNTIATITIMUTIEsTueAnTwdeuwdaniun wudn C1 SasTiuednvindu 169.3 + 1.0 mg GAE/g dil
ANgEn nuANULAneg1aiideddnyn1eaia (p < 0.05) WewIeuiiguiu C2, C3, C4 uag C5 USUunanaun uay
USuuianaiaglu C2 wirdu 0.202 + 0.005 uag 0.025 = 0.001 ¢/ml MUEIRU FallAEIgA NUANWANAISDE1E

o o

WedAgyvneada (p < 0.05) WallSeufisuiuioruudnniuinounismin (Table 2)
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Table 2 Phenolic compounds (mg GAE/g), Total sugar (¢/ml) and reducing sugar (g/ml) of Coffee silver skin (mean + SD)

Phenolic compounds (mg GAE/g)  Total sugar (mg/ml)  Reducing sugar (mg/ml)

C1 169.3 + 0.15 ° 0.028 + 0.005 ° 0.004 + 0.001 °
c2 14.73 £0.10 ° 0.202 + 0.006 ° 0.025 + 0.001 ¢
c3 18.61 + 010 0.065 + 0.001 © 0.017 + 0.001 ©
ca 10.57 £ 0.11° 0.056 + 0.001 ° 0.009 + 0.001 °
c5 18.61 +0.12 € 0.053 + 0.003 ° 0.017 + 0.001 ©
P-value 0.00 0.00 0.00

* C1: Coffee silver skin before, C2: Coffee silver skin powder (L Ultra conc), C3: Coffee silver skin extract (L Ultra conc), C4: Coffee
silver skin powder (CR conc) and C5: Coffee silver skin extract (CR conc).
* Values represent means + S.D. Different superscript letters within a column indicate significant (p < 0.05) differences as evaluated

by Duncan’s multiple range test.

wadla TLC Tdlun1simsgisdnvasiiniadiinainnisuinideiudaniundisaisa satoouleliagiad
Cellusoft® L Ultar conc wag Cellusoft® CR conc wud1 CSSe: L Utlra conc wuiananglag (Glucose) waziinangs

luanavwnlrgfisveziign 2 fs 24 Mlushmanglaaddiuiuanasdunanuaudnduuuusu TLC (Figure 1) lu CSSp: L

= d'

Utlra conc fumnanglaa uazthmanguluanavinalvgiszesiaat 2 s 24 Falus sunaueiinduuasiiszeviian 8 fia

24 Tl wurwangelea (Fructose), Umiaglaa (Sucrose) waztmatalng (Nystose) Wiiawu (Figure 1) Tuvaueiyanis

nAaBs CSSe: CR conc Wag CSSp: CR conc wutangiimaluanavuinvguasnululSinadsedunnanuavanduuy
Wiy TLC

Glucose g . - . L % % 2% ¥% ¥ Glucose
Fructose 9 @ Fructose
Sucrose Sucrose
1-Kestose ‘ . 1-Kestose
Nystose . Nystose
Fructofuranosylnystose ' ' Fructofuranosylnystose

Standard 0 2 4 6 8 10 1218 24 02 4 6 8 10 121824 Standard
c2 c3

Figure 1 The types of sugar analyzed by TLC technique of CSSp: L Ultra conc, CSSe: L Ultra conc.

CSSp: coffee silver skin powder, CSSe: active ingredient extraction

maseyiulsmestierdwidlusiuledind (8. subtils) Twewns P2, P3, P4 wae P5 HUSinanawBdviamawiniu 2.50 x 10°,

oA

1.09 x 10°, 250 x 10° uag 1.67 x 10° CFU/ml snuddiu FedlUSinanaunitdganindlanSeuiieuiuUsinanausdnmadedy

U
o v
a

871115 P1 Fewuliies 3.90 x 10° CFU/ml (Figure 3) TuvausNUsinamdinan svuauasUs o enas i sdvasnnmisifiesqdu

o,

B. subtilis $USHauanaia 5 gamsnaassdlamieuiuBusudiving 1 nsu dieldes 24 FiludivSinanimanmusluyanisvages

P2, P3, P4 ua P5 11y 311.00, 71.00, 71.00 kaz 7.00 mg/ml muaay Tummzﬁqmm‘misqquuﬁﬂ%um’%uéfmﬁEN 11.00
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mg/ml Lﬁaqmﬂ‘qmmuqﬂﬁﬁmsLﬁmfwmaiummaﬂ%mmﬁwma%ﬁw"lummimmaaaﬁmﬁuﬂuaq‘qmmiwmaaa P2, P3, P4 Liay P5
Wity 3.00, 23.00, 11.00 uaz 18.00 mg/ml mudeiu Wedes 24 §2lus SUsinanihmaiandamaaviiu 0.00, 2,00, 4.00 uay 18.00
mg/ml sty Tuvasfigermunsiitinaususuiies 3.00 mg/ml anaswide 2.00 mg/ml

M3eStyuendenelsa A hydrophila wee S. agalactiae luevnsiine P ﬁﬂ%umﬁ'ﬁ”aﬁaaﬁqm WULINEN 7.19 x 10° Uy
3.16 x 10° CFU/ml snudneiu wudsinaudeteosnindlenBeuiiouiuvsunandenimadeduemmssu o (Table 3) luvasiiviing
dhmanemeluosaasmd @nmnza 8a9auvsdnalsn A hydrophila Wae S. agalactiae wudluewnsTinas P5 daviafiu
21800 waw 202.00 mg/ml FefiUFsnasnnningesennsdu « egrsiiduddameadia (P < 0.05) TuvaediBinanimasandluowms

a SO

Mdedunignalsn A hydrophila Wae S. agalactiae wuinhuemng P5 fUSunauinnna3fiagiwiniy 1.00 uag 9.00 me/ml &l

v o o

USINaBNNNINENTYNTOU 9 g wiltsdAgmedn (P < 0.05)

Y

Table 3 Probiotics (B. subtilis) and bacterial fish pathogens (A. hydrophila and S. agalactiae) growth in five cultured formulas.

(24-hr period)
B. subtilis (CFU/m) A. hydrophila (CFU/ml) S. agalactiae (CFU/m)

P1 0.004 % 0.000 ° 0.008 + 0.001 ° 0.025 % 0.000 °
P2 0.026 + 0.001 ° 0.002 % 0.000 ° 0.094 % 0.002 °
P3 1395+ 0.267 ° 125234 0.231 ° 0.753 £ 0.028
P4 2452 % 0.049 ¢ 0.058 + 0.003 * 0.048  0.002 °
P> 1653+ 0.033 0.001 % 0.000 * 0031 % 0.001 °
P-value 0.000 0.000 0.000

*P1: Basal medium, P2: FOS 1%, P3: Glucomannan 1%, P4: CSSe L Ultar conc and P5: CSSp L Ultar conc.
FOS: Fructooligosaccharide, CSSp: coffee silver skin powder, CSSe: active ingredient extraction

* Values represent means + S.D. Different superscript letters within a column indicate significant (p < 0.05) differences as evaluated

by Duncan’s multiple range test.

¥
44 |

grisMsfudadenalsa lng metabolite lupmnsidsaenlidiusznovvamslulefndusazviin (Table 4) wuin
13 metabolite lugansvaass T5 (emsideudenidluslulefnduasifinideiuudnniunuuun ilnunisuusieoule)
a £ o & & ~ v & . 3 s u Y ¢ v &
fgvslunsdudarenalsauiniian awnsaduds A hydrophila wae S. agalactiae FeinwdurugudnallauveINIsdues
(Inhibition zone) 11U 1.10 + 0.30 k&g 1.20 + 0.10 cm Fo9aLALA YA T2, T10, T3 Uag T4 aua16u (P > 0.05) u
13 metabolite Tugnn1snaasstanuiignslunisduguigenalsatieandign T11 (@1Uf¥ue Amoxicillin 10 ug) FailA1n1s
gUgUNIAU 1.70 + 0.10 waz 0.90 + 0.10 cm auaIau (P < 0.05) Tuvaziynnisvaaed T1 (B. subtilis) luaimsideated
LaAnunasnisuau) T6-T9 (e1m154d sd el iianiesansusznaunstulefndusazvin) luawnsadudaudenalsa

A. hydrophila waz S. agalactiae 19 (Table 4)
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Table 4 Fish pathogenic inhibition activity of metabolite in each prebiotic-containing culture medium

A. hydrophila (cm) S. agalactiae (cm)

m 00£00° 00%00°
T2 09+02° 1.0£01“
T3 0.7+0.1° 0.8+ 01"
T4 07%02° 07%01°
T5 1.1+£03° 12+0.1¢
Té 00£00° 00%0.0°
L 00£00° 00%0.0°
T8 00£00° 00%0.0°
T 00£00° 00%+0.0°
T10 08+0.1° 0.9+0.1"
i1 17£01° 19+01°¢
P-value 0.00 0.00

*T1: Control (Probiotics), T2: Pro+FOS, T3: Pro+Glucomannan, T4: Pro+CSSe, T5: : Pro+CSSp, T6: FOS, T7: Glucomannan, T8: CSSe, T9:
CSSp, T10:: CSS and T11: Amoxicillin 10 ug.
Pro: probiotics, CSS: coffee silver skin, CSSp: coffee silver skin powder, CSSe: active ingredient extraction
* Values represent means * S.D. Different superscript letters within a column indicate significant (p < 0.05) differences as evaluated

by Duncan’s multiple range test.

nsNAEeUANURUMUR LT euuATiSBralsA ﬁwauﬂﬂmﬁamﬁm%adaim A. hydrophila e S. agalactiae
AUSInand e 1x10° CFU/mL nuanmudtuniuselie A hydrophila lulalaiegau yan1snaass F3, F4 uay F5
flesidudsnsnissennie Wiy 93.33 £ 6.67 % wuaruwanaafueeelitudfyneada (P < 0.05) WewSsuidisuiu
yamUAY ANUEIuuseilawuafiienelsa S, agalactioe luvanfiatudeuvosyanisneaesdiia bedase i siasy

a o [

B. subtilis + CSS5% fiwasidudsnsnnissenmeuiniiand 100% (lifinsaie) wuaruuaneisiued1siveddynnsada

o

(p < 0.05) iaiFsuiisuiuyamuay (Table 5)
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Table 5 Fry Nile tilapia survival rate against pathogenic bacteria (A. hydrophila and S. agalactiae).

A. hydrophila (%) S. agalactiae (%)
F1 46.67 + 6.67° 3331 6.67°
F2 86.67 + 6.67° 7333+ 6.67°
F3 9333+ 6.67° 86.67 £ 6.67
Fa 9333+ 6.67° 100.00 % 0.00 °
F5 9333+ 6.67° 86.67 £ 6.67
P-value 0.00 0.00

*F1: Control, F2: B. subtilis, F3: CSS 5%, F4: CSS 5% + B. subtilis and F5: FOS 1% + B. subtilis.

FOS: Fructooligosaccharide, CSS: coffee silver skin

* Values represent means % S.D. Different superscript letters within a column indicate significant (p < 0.05) differences as evaluated

by Duncan’s multiple range test.

A0l

nansAnwIesdUszneunslavnmsvendevudaniurinuinludevumdanuaeiusesdiuszneuluse
TUsiu 19.4 + 2.1 % | 1.8 + 0.1 % A1uTu 6.8 + 1.1 % 161 7.3 = 0.2 % wazasluleinsn 64.8 = 0.7 % TediuTun
TnaLAeeanuaIuITeved Borrelli et al. (2004); Pourfarzad et al. (2013); Ates and Elmaci (2018); Costa et al. (2018) way
Jiménez-Zamora et al. (2015) ldnaniludorumaanundszneuluelsiueglutag 15.4 - 18.8 % lususgluga 2.1
- 4.6 % AruBueglutag 4.8 - 7.6 % anslulawmaneglurng 62.1 - 66.9 % wasiduloermaiaumeglug 524 - 62.4 %
@wsznouseodilsazatsih 7.1 - 8.8 % uandulleiiliavateh 49.1- 54.2 %)

HaNTIASEFMUSINah AT AT AaS R (Reducing sugar) ‘wmfmé’wmﬁuL?jaﬁumﬁmml,l,w&fwLau"Lﬁziﬁ
\wagiaa Cellusoft® L Ultra conc uan 24 #alug WU’i’nJ'%mmﬁ’/ﬂmaﬁmqasﬁummLammiﬁmﬁmﬂsﬁu Tuvauzdinnsuy
deleulesiwagiad Cellusoft® CR conc Usinmuihmasmundiangadufisndntios (Table 1) 9innsdesdasioules]
L Ultra conc nudUinaininiadiadldud nglaa sinlna glasa waedalaaifiugedu danaifdiiAnainnisdud
AaaudATian e A uiaiaadld diniaiaadinuundae ldun nalea wynlea uazniuaalna lusuves
Tluudnanlsd uarlna uazuealva Tuguvaslaudnanlsd (Pratt and Comely, 2013; Scully et al,, 2016) wnldioulasivin
Su 9 Tunsvy Wy eulsiuuuniug nandntmadildforsssiivdaiiunnmetusenlusuisevesensel (2560) ¥hns
yadoUNMSUININMUNFIBLLLLLLEIN Bacillus sp. GA2(1) wuinnnalelnusnarlsdiinulundninsiannnisgesnin
nuUsznaudie dmausnlua wulululea wlulnsloa wasusnlumunsloa Geuhmangnlndlnudnadlsd ua
wgnlaysiluloina AlFannsunidesiumdnniun (Mussatto and Teixeira, 2010) fdnsamlunsidunilulednd arsdiu
pULadasy (Borrelli et al., 2004) LLazm‘iaaﬂq%gﬂ%&?ﬁﬁaqﬁuw?&f (Antimicrobial) (Rufian-Henares and de la Cueva,
2009) I fuoened 9neuAderes Costa et al. (2018) wuindevuudaniuiiansusenoufiuedauasnaluoesdidgnslu
nsdnueyyadaselnsausadudanisadna DPPH (DPPHY inhibition) waw Ferric-reducing antioxidant power uagdswun
ansaftmanderuudnniun (020 - 25 ¢/) aansndudin1afin Hemolysis agnslsfimumnldansatnaniderusdaniu
Tuvnadtinniiuly (50 uag 100 /) Arwannsolumsiueyyadaszazmely venniudinuinansadaainideviu

waanmuasnsadosiumadannisuinidivanufisereondindu
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autFlunaduasnilulefndanniBeruudanun nuiwiauazuinuinaiinseildannms vndeoule
1wagad L Ultra conc fldnnniignluganisvnasaderumdnniuriuuuns (CSsp) ddlunadevumdnniuniarsuszney
Melanoidins &3 17-23 % wosanseengnadanmyiemun (Bioactive compounds) fidignisudadenelsaluemisuaz
EERBL RN 9 (Costa et al., 2018; Oliveira and Fransca, 2014; Iriondo-DeHond et al., 2019; Iriondo-DeHond et al.,
2020) \Boruiudamuniidulseing (Dietary fiber) g4 (50 - 60 %) Usgnaudaiduloamsfiazatetild 15 % uazidule
pmsfilaiazansth 85 % (Narita and Inouye, 2014) uenanidfidulsznavvesdniutszana 30 % Twviindudnan
Lsaising 9 leiun nguaw 17.8 %, lowau 4.7 %, 91510UWUY 2 %, NMUAALAY 3.8 % WATLLUWI 2.6 % Jiménez-Zamora et al.
(2015) euinderudanuannsaiinumalusiulednd wu Lactobacillus spp. way Bifidobacterium spp. 014l
dodAey (P < 0.05) SmlifinUSinauuaiidenelse wWu Bacteroides spp. wag Clostridium spp. NaNsnADdenAdas
fuTBauTes Borrelli et al. (2004) finumsifinduvesseduluslulofing Bifidobacteria waznsanaswasiiie Clostridium
spp. Iummsﬁl,%amju Lactobacillus spp. anusasasaiuldetnesiia (U3anailsigawiniv Bifidobacteria) Wan1svagaun1s
Juanswslulefndnnibeviuiudanunild danuedieadstumuitedinuiiasesnquianie duwdaniuannsn
duasunsatyueadelusluleindludnith (8 subtilis) Tnevilsi 8. subtilis HisuFinagedu Tuvsfiannsnniuquns
Lﬁ]%imli]%%@ﬁ@liﬂ (A. hydrophila wag S. agalactiae) 9@ (Figure 3)

KamsAnwINMsTesduaiumasyaunisTuslulefind 8. subtilis thaalelnuenailsdain CSSe: L Ultra uaz
CSSp: L Ultra annsataenseduninaiyiivlaveadeqdunieiivsslenils wudeafunisfinuaes Pan et al. (2009)
Ananyinsisledlnuenailsd 4 via Ao vignlaledlnusnanlsd lelaledlnusnanlsd lalaledlnusnanlsd uazuuululod-
Tnusnanlse daasunisiasaues L. plantarum NIT202 ua L. acidophilus NIT200 swuinlealnuanatlssina 4 ?Jﬁﬂ‘ﬁgﬂ
T uundsmiveulunisiaiguosdunidna 2 aewusldd wianmmesssusululedlnuenailsdazduaiunis
wWidulalaliRvinfunlgnialedlnusnanlsiuieldlaledlnuenailss uwiidleSeudisusvemnsiildfinndumiana wui
wuululedTnusnanlsdisduasunisaiygdvinvesgdunidldunniiegrasiulddalusmeiigns sudadonelsn
A. hydrophila Wa¥ S. agalactiae ¥o3 CSSp: L Ultra amwmhaé’uésmﬁl,ﬁzwaaLs??afqﬁw%éﬁﬂ'aimlﬁ Taeidoruiudn
nusfigauauilunsnssdumassyiivlngdunisidusdlesivedludoruudanudihmalodlnuenalsd Suduthma
luanalueg Wwdgaiuns@nwivesseinsal (2560) senunmsieiadvinvesdenalsa B. cereus Qﬂé’ugﬂﬁmmwﬂﬁﬁg
NARNIALAARN L. casei Way L. plantarum 17{Lé‘ym‘l,ummiﬁﬁmsLs’?:uiaainLLﬁaﬂvaiﬁuaﬂmﬂﬁﬁawudwaWiaaﬂqméﬁiﬁQWﬂ
MsnBEEe L casei waz L. plantarum Thaedlueims MRS fiimsidledlnusnanlsaanansadudsnsiasaivinves
WWorelsa Salmonella paratyphi Idiguieriuuasandasiloalnuenanlsdannnnnuntaedaesy L plantarum lunns
dudsnsiaiyues Escherichia coli W¢RiuAnfunuiseves Jimenez-Zamora et al. (2015) fisssuindeviuiudaniu
annsadudiade Staphylococcus aureus was E. coli \iitsuminfuasazansendiiuzeendinnselendu 2.3 uag 0.9
me/l LAY waranauATeres Rufian-Henares and de la Cueva (2009) findminanswaiuesiufiinainnssuiunis
FusdanuniiguaudisudatonelsalnsasuauesiuaglufuaniiBeusennnuturadvondenolsa uagludufuiman

o

liwadvesdenolsaduaunauazmelufian 91n93Tese 9 uaasiduinbeiudanuniinaauifidunslulefndd

= a Y a

fUsgavznmatinaudilunsnszdunsasyiulngdunidnivselorilunmaiue sy liqdunidniivselosiiuun

3

v
=

Tuuazuganisldansermavondonolse mufinaudsdundsdldfudonolsnfietostuuarannisdn avvosdild
uenntussienszdulviszuugiiduiilunmaiuonmsliaiiseiin T-cell uay B-cell wazidaqdurientusylovidas
asifledudatonelsaldfstu (Borrelli et al, 2004)

NANSANWINNSWRY B. subtilis 5 x 107 CFU/g waw3luledndaniBesfumdaniun 5 % luswnsgnuaniaiusey

Juszezan 1 ey aunsafiuaudiuniunaidenslsalaniign (P < 0.05) nasanvagaufienisante A. hydrophila
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uag S. agalactiae gnUanilsnsINIssonny 93.33 = 6.67 waz 100.00 + 0.00 % Wieifsuiuyariuauiliiadugdunid
Tuslulednd uaswiluleding (P < 0.05) Feiluszansamiiouwiniuidoves Lee et al. (2018) finuin Uanfiidssieons
W33 B. subtilis 1x10" CFU/g waguuuuuuledlnuaaailsn 0.5 % (MOS) naaoutluiian 60 Tu nadsa1nnaaaunlign1san
e A hydrophila wuiefiduddnsinsneazausmnitganiuandliadugdunidiusiulefingd wudertunuideves
Mohammadian et al. (2019) wu1n Uanfidsadaeemsiasa 1 % B-glucan kag MOS wau Lactobacillus casei 5 x 10”
CFU/kg ! naaeuiduiian 60 Tu danalidaniiinge A hydrophila ﬁé”mwmsmas?wﬂdWﬂqﬂﬂWimmaaﬁSu 9 LAZAINUITY
294 Hasan et al. (2018) wua1 msiasudululefngd (Bacillus sp. SJ-10 1 x 10° CFU/g wag R-glucooligosaccharides 1 %)
wFan158ad o Streptococcus iniae 1 x 10° CFU/ml denaliensinissennioaaslan Olive flounder (Paralichthys

olivaceus) ganiyanruauilidiasugaunidlusiulednd

G

Fortuwdanundgrdlumadunluleind Werumsvuseeuludivagiaa L Ultra conc wutiaanignlaa
(Fructose) gllasa (Sucrose) uagtiaadalaa (Nystose) Samdstnamaiiadluusinaiifingstu dswalunszduniagdyes
W oluslulednd B subtilis ﬁ]’]ﬂﬂﬂi%fﬂﬁ@Uq%ﬁ(gU&}ﬁL%@ﬁ@Iiﬂ A. hydrophila wag S. agalactiae La@nsli LA uINaNs
metabolite findnanideluslulefnduazieruudanuuuunsiidunstadeeulsd aunsadudutonelsaludn il
fftgn wazdlegnuanialssuilownsiedulusiulefind (8 subtils 5 x 107 CFU/Q) S afunsluledndannid eviusidaniun 5 % $au
ﬁ’uw?iuiaﬁnémnLﬁaﬁMLuémﬂWLLw a'amaiﬁgﬂﬂmﬁmmﬁmmu@iaLﬁ?‘ﬁyariaisﬂ A. hydrophila Waz S. agalactiae 18»351113
59AMNBLWINAY 93.33 + 6.67 LAy 100.00 = 0.00 % Feaguldinisldidoruudanuviderinunsvuseeuluivagias

U a

L Ultra conc didnanmwlunsilunslulefing wazfiuwldulunisiildiesunionaununisldonuffuslunisduiqaunid

q

v
°

AalsAludn it

AYBUAN

a

YavaUANATNNUMTIToWYR (3%.) dnidouwardauaSudnnsnisinunsumaewdly dnsuyueanyunis

av o v a ¢ o o o

FFUsEantaussann 2563 uagnuAvdnung UsedndnisAnw 2562 auglIdeveveuamuI¥ndadaendinadiniu

3

Woruwdnniun Anzmalulagnisussuasnine NI warAnyIneImansunIve deudly Neyasisianuiuag

aunsaivnegfililunsinidelunisifiunsideliadeduauysoiduegad
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