Content List Available at Thailo Lmumum?ﬁ

JOURNAL ¢

KAJ?

Khon Kaen Agriculture Journal

%F:XTT}’S Journal Home Page : https://li01.tci-thaijo.org/index.php/agkasetkaj

navasnstasunsaladuaanangluennns AeausIanINAITHER ﬂzumwma LA
ﬂswmnsaaumﬁu‘lmwaa‘lﬂLua

Effect of medium-chain fatty acids supplementation in diet on productive
performance, meat quality and cecal microbial population of broiler
chickens
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ABSTRACT: This research aimed to investigate the effects of medium-chain fatty acids supplementation in the diet
on broiler chickens' performance, meat quality, and cecal microorganisms. A total of 210 one-day-old male ROSS
308 broiler chicks were used. The study was divided into 3 experimental groups: the control group (Control), the
medium-chain fatty acids supplementation group (MCFAs), and the short-chain fatty acid supplementation group
(SCFA). The experiment was conducted for 36 days. The results showed that the MCFAs group had a better feed
conversion ratio during 25-36 day old (P<0.05) and 1-36 day old (P<0.01) compared to the control and the SCFA
group in broilers. The meat quality of MCFAs group showed better hardness, gumminess, and chewiness than the
control group (P<0.01). It was also found that the meat redness value after 24 hours in the MCFAs group was
significantly better than the control group (P<0.05). Microbial population in cecum revealed that MCFAs group had
more Lactobacillus spp. than the SCFA group. However, total bacteria and Escherichia coli were not different from
the control group. It can be concluded that dietary MCFAs had a positive effect on the feed conversion ratio, meat
quality, and cecal microbial population of broiler chickens.
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gnawnssunsrandaitnlusunalne Sunliumadvlafivtueiwionios ssnssdadieuslnanelulseina
uaznssAniienisdieen Memuanssnnwmakanieidutafevilifdedimualadeiuussansnwnawaslis
flan windsnussmang EU Ussmanisialdenufiusuasasunssfumassgivialuemsénifusd a.a. 2006
\ipanninadeanisaesvisluaunasdas (Gallegos et al., 2019) v'l’ﬂﬁ;:iwam"dqé’m’iwmmummuﬁaﬂﬁummmmumﬂ‘if
81UfTauz 1w @1siasulungu prebiotic, probiotic, antibacterial peptide wag yeasts Wusiu saudnsaluduaisnans
(medium-chain fatty acids; MCFAs) Faduansdnvfianileiilésuauaila

nsalusfuanenans wusnnlu s uazinuUndy Baltic et al, 2017) Tnssadsusznauseanslalnsaiueu 6-
12 azon ngmemesuniadunguaisuendan (COOH) gnslagiiluiie R-COOH nsnlusfumenansuszneuluse nsn
A151UBA (caproic acid; C6) nsaA1SLUSAR (caprylic acid; C8) nsnA15U3A (capric acid; C10) uaznsnaosa (lauric acid;
C12) tnssadslasfuiiunndneiu Suadenszuiunsininaisy (metabolic pathway) uanaei AULANAISENIN9NTA
lagiuanenans uagnsalusiuaisem fo nanluduasnandiaeavouiidund vilidniamsodesuargatunsaluduld
An11 (Cera et al., 1989; Straarup et al., 2006) %*'qa”mimmaaQmﬁﬁﬂéﬁmamm’m portal circulation dslusaduiiie
AndfAseneendiaduldie vilFdnflasundanuegnenmia (Odle, 1997) nszvaunsamnsafatulévlulidouas
ans dsadsasdn iiludugunin AHANNIOLUNTERTINTNATUDMNT UATANTTANINNITHER uananfinsalutuans
nang Saflys uansduidogadin (antimicrobial) fudenuafise (antibacterial) (Batovska et al., 2009) uazuideliva
(antiviral) (Du et al., 2017) Ingvhaneniiaead phospholipid vesuuaiiids uayl¥afifiudentiu (lipid bilayer enveloped
virus) wnsnidgutasaduesdenelsn ilviAsanudsmevemiineaduarasdusznoumeluad dwalisadnelsngn

v

v1a18lud 4 a (Wang and Johnson, 1992; Thormar et al,, 1987) wagd sl uandalunisnszen ugde uiu
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(immunomodulatory activity) (Martinez et al., 2016) uanani luudvesnmun nvedilefiguslaaliniud1dy n1s@nw
284 Begum et al. (2015) wuinmsiasunsaluiuaisnanslusmsinaneadunseaioontudniUnme
satiunsfnwilupsallinguszasdiiefnyinavaansiasunsalusivaianandluems deaussnnInnIsuan Aunmn

o uazUseansaduvsdluldfsvedliiile wednauedeyansidulviudidesdndennsantdinsaluduamenarsuldiiie
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Snsdnwlunumaassediiihunsiansanlasane nssunisasseussaaznassunnasaznslidaiie
AUMIIMGIEARS AzinER L AMedeinensmans (avil ACKU6A-AGR-012) THlAidemegaeiiug ROSS 308 S1umu
210 ¢ idsselilsaFeussuumuaugamniifenissumetuarssuisenauuuglisdas (evaporative cooling house
system) [davezarlumaides 36 Ju lsaglulsadouldnenvanesuunn 12 nsa. Hurounisldunaudutansosiiumu
5 9. S1u7u 15 Aennaaes duutsliiesanidu 3 ndu nduas 5 91 udassldlivnaess iy 14 daslenen muuELNI
VnaBILUUdNaNYTal (Completely randomize design; CRD) tavnaalasuingulesiulsaiiimaida (Newcastle Disease)
uazndulsemaanaudniau (Infectious Bronchitis) iongusnifinuaziiay 10 Ju
21N MARADY

o1 snnaesfildduinalarurlugaseimsnumuuziiivesansiug ROSS 308 (Aviagen, 2019) WUdgnso1ms

sonilu 3 szuy liun szezidn (starter) 1-10 Ju sraziasq@iuln (grower) 11-24 $u wagszezgaving (finisher) 25-36 T
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Inaudsammseanitu 3 ngunismeaesliun naudl 1 81mnsiiugIu (Control) nquil 2 ermsiiugiuasunsaluduananans
(MCFAs) 156U 0.12%, 0.12% uag 0.07% lupmsusiasseagauadiu nquil 3 emsiiugnuasunsaludiuanedu (SCFA)

fszau 0.10%, 0.10%, 0.05% Tua1MskAaLSTazMUATINU faLandty Table 1 wag Table 2

Table 1 Ingredients and calculated nutrient composition of experimental diets

Ingredients (kg) Starter Grower Finisher
Corn 49.87 52.68 57.52
Soybean meal 48% 40.60 37.17 32.11
Rice bran oil 4.70 5.74 6.40
Monocalcium phosphate 22% 1.54 1.36 1.22
Limestone 1.43 1.30 1.19
Salt 0.58 0.48 0.29
Sodium bicarbonate - 0.15 0.30
DL-Methionine 0.34 0.28 0.25
L-Lysine 0.19 0.12 0.12
L-Threonine 0.10 0.07 0.04
Vitamin & Mineral Premix 0.24 0.24 0.24
Choline chloride 60% 0.08 0.08 0.08
Antioxidant & Toxin binder 0.16 0.16 0.16
Anticoccidial 0.05 0.05 -
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00

Calculated nutrient composition

Crude protein (%) 23.00 21.50 19.50
Crude fiber (%) 3.58 3.44 3.25
Crude fat (%) 7.09 8.18 8.93
Methionine (%) 0.68 0.61 0.56
Methionine + Cystine (%) 1.08 0.99 0.91
Lysine (%) 1.44 1.29 1.16
Calcium (%) 0.96 0.87 0.79
Total phosphorus (%) 0.72 0.67 0.62
Sodium (%) 0.23 0.23 0.20

Metabolizable energy (Kcal/kg) 3,000 3,100 3,200
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Table 2 The levels of MCFAs and SCFA supplementation in experimental diets

Treatment Starter Grower Finisher
Control 0 0 0
MCFAs 0.12% 0.12% 0.07%
SCFA 0.10% 0.10% 0.05%

nsnlusiuarenans (medium-chain fatty acids; MCFAs) Alfiasulusmmsnaassiiugiusgluguuuunsalusuans
nanedase (free medium-chain fatty acids) Usgnausiensalaiu 3 wila As nsnA1slusdn nsna1sUsa uagnsnaosa uay
nselusiuaneda (short-chain fatty acid; SCFA) Usenaume nsadniisn (butyric acid; C4) lugduuuleideadaiism (sodium
butyrate) Inednsnadmiidentd iudnsidruimeuiominanansiatunusah
mafusIuswdoya

Sufindoyaaussnnmmananuuau 4 szey Idun Tiideeny 1 - 10 %u 11 - 24 Yu 25 - 36 Fu waw 1 - 36 Tu
gy Tngvimsdadminldennd uasemsveaeduusasaniiotlUinsgimaussanmwmsnanvesliidousias
seoy leduganamnaesiiliidenny 36 fu dulddeluusazaonsiuau 3 @ emewnaifunaun 6 $lus deunisvhns
nsnugenn ethideonin@nwnadiuamuamie laglinsieieinnudunsar (pH) waslinszidveade Téun Aiaa
4379 (lightness; L*) A&un4 (redness; a*) waz Aaas (vellowness; b*) ndeaindiiaan 45 wadl waz 24 5. Taan
mmmmaalumﬁa’q’uﬁwaqL‘fa (water holding capacity; WHC) laua mmiqayﬁaﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬂm (drip loss; DL) A1n13
qzyl,ﬁmfwmﬂﬂﬁazawﬁwﬁa (thawing loss; TL) v"hmigjjz:yLﬁaﬁwmﬂmiﬂﬁzﬂaummi (cooking loss; CL) Ainwiile
duila (texture profile analysis; TPA) lagUszliiuna ALSFAEULET D (shear force) A1AMLLT S (hardness) A1A19LANE
39167 (cohesiveness) A1A15AUAT (springiness) A1AMLATIEY (gumminess) AmuRen1sAea (chewiness) (Syeyrnsad,
2550) wonnil \iufegsdsdennieluldis Wenmeinusinugdund Idun Usinauuaii3esa (total bacteria)
Usuaudle Lactobacillus spp. Usunande Escherichia coli was Salmonella spp. Tun153nsneidsunagiuniguenis
nnaownSaifldFE Realtime polymerase chain reaction (real-time PCR) &siin1sl4 primer fidufududldsunizianzaniie

a

Wisuileugdunidlunsasngunisnaaes (Vanhoutte et al,, 2004; Wang et al., 2007; Malorny et al., 2003)

q

nsAssideya
1oy ai lAa1NN15NAaeeuIATIERAULYTUTIU (Analysis of variance) AMHLNUN1TNARBILUUENaNYT0]
(Completely Randomized Design; CRD) waziU3autiisunnuLana19uesa1taae a1e35 Duncan’s multiple range test 7

sERUALLTRITY 95% Ingldlusunsupaufinmesdniagy SAS® OnDemand for academic (SAS Institute Inc. 2014)

Nan1sAneN
AUTTANINNTHER

wan1sAnwInsiasunsalefuamenasdeanssanwmsdanuin Inidedldsuemsnaassis 3 nay Ao nay
muAN nauilasunsaluiuaisnai LLazﬂa;uﬁLa%uﬂmlﬁuﬁumagu fhwindatadediiadu (body weight gain; BWG)
dminaeasfifiuiudesu (average daily gain; ADG) uazU3uaie1swadeiiiu (feed intake; FI) lalunnsnafumnsadaly
Yins2zU89N15MARDY (P>0.05) pgdlsfinuilefintsanaternsmadsuemsdudming (feed conversion ratio;
FCR) nuh Tuszenidn (e1y 1-10 $u) languitldfuemaiaiunsalutuamenansduultiniliinisdsuewnadudhmin

MAnIINguAIuAY waznauildsunsaluduaedu (P=0.09) Wuieifiunan1snaaesszeranying (81 25-36 Ju) nuddns



KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 51 (5): 819-829 (2023)./d0i:10.14456/kaj.2023.61. 823

nswasuemsduhwindslulninquiidsunsaluduaisnaisiuems fAnlanguasuauuaznquilasunsaluduasdu

ataiiddAgmeai (P=0.02) Tngdidwiniu 1.52 uaziilefiansanranaenn1snaaesisusieny 1-36 Ju nsiasunsaludy

Y

anenanvililnilefdnsniswdeuswnsludwindmavian Tnedidwiiu 1.29 Fainilinguaiuauuaznguiaunse

o

luffuanedu eisaenguilaniniu 1.34 sgeditdudAnydmeaia (P<0.01) Awansluy Table 3

Table 3 Effect of MCFAs and SCFA supplementation on productive performance of broiler chickens

ltems Control MCFAs SCFA SEM P-value
Initial weight (g/bird) 42.87 42.79 42.83 0.10 0.57
Final weight (¢/bird) 2,746.71 2,793.40 2,770.54 130.27 0.87
1-10 days
Body weight gain (g/bird) 286.67 290.74 291.44 8.90 0.69
Average daily gain (g/bird) 28.67 29.07 29.14 0.89 0.69
Feed intake (g/bird) 278.71 271.76 276.91 8.38 0.43
Feed conversion ratio 0.97 0.94 0.96 0.03 0.09
11-24 days
Body weight gain (g/bird) 1,224.00 1,220.21 1,235.70 38.90 0.83
Average daily gain (g/bird) 87.43 87.16 88.26 2.78 0.83
Feed intake (g/bird) 1,422.27 1,397.87 1,437.27 50.36 0.49
Feed conversion ratio 1.16 1.15 1.16 0.02 0.25
25-36 days
Body weight gain (g/bird) 1,193.17 1,239.65 1,200.58 105.69 0.78
Average daily gain (¢/bird) 99.43 103.30 100.05 8.81 0.78
Feed intake (g/bird) 1,923.43 1,878.90 1,946.83 144.51 0.78
Feed conversion ratio 1.61° 1.52° 1.62° 0.07 0.02
1-36 day
Body weight gain (g¢/bird) 2,703.84 2,750.60 2,727.72 130.26 0.87
Average daily gain (g/bird) 75.11 76.41 75.77 3.62 0.87
Feed intake (g/bird) 3,624.41 3,548.52 3,661.02 185.43 0.65
Feed conversion ratio 1.34° 1.29" 1.34° 0.03 <0.01
Survival rate (%) 100 99.87 99.87 0.04 0.35

® Means within a row with different letters indicate a significant difference (P<0.05)

8 Means within a row with different letters indicate a significant difference (P<0.01)

aunwiiauarUSinaqaunsdluldns

KamTiassigunimitle wuth daradunsedisveadennd 45 wifl was 24 Halus Amnuanselunsduth
voudle Amsgaydedluntnfvinu mmsgydetionmsazansiude uazdmsgapdetiainusgneueims vaslinn
naumsnaaadlifauuandsesnsiidodfameada (P>0.05) WuiRsrtunatinssidvenie T arwaiiuazad

Wide9wailloan?l 45 uniiwaz 24 97114 Alunuauwanea1aiu (P>0.05) a819bsAnu NadlATITRAELAIvaLlantinan?
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24 s Tulingundnisiasunsalufiuaenansdidwindu 3.57 Ssgeninlinduaiuauisiawiniu 2.51 egredideddgnig

A06 (P=0.02) NUIT ATLSIAAKNIULLD AINITINNLIIUGAT LAEAINITAUR 5UEJ&vLﬂ"Vlﬂﬂfiuﬂ’lﬁ/lﬂaaﬁiﬂﬁﬂ’nmmﬂﬁhd@fjﬂﬁﬁ

v

WedAyn19adid (P>0.05) wenaniilinguiilasuemnsidtunsaluduaenansuasnanladiuaeduinliaileduda laun Al

AuLds Arauwien wazaAmuiensihgiveiieandniilinguatunuedediduddaydmiead (P<0.01) daansly
Table 4

Table 4 Effect of MCFAs and SCFA supplementation on meat quality of broiler chickens at 36 days of age

[tems Control MCFAs SCFA SEM P-value
pH
pH 45 min 6.83 6.93 6.83 0.22 0.38
pH 24 h 5.94 6.01 6.07 0.21 0.25
Meat Color 45 min
Lightness (L¥) 49.87 49.45 50.23 2.93 0.78
Redness (a*) 6.04 11.27 5.06 9.43 0.16
Yellowness (b*) 6.72 9.24 7.55 3.69 0.17
Meat Color 24 h
Lightness (L*) 53.01 53.42 53.65 2.33 0.76
Redness (a*) 2.51° 3.57° 3.08° 1.06 0.02
Yellowness (b¥) 8.48 8.42 8.50 1.41 0.99

Water Holding Capacity (%)

Drip loss (%) 2.82 3.02 3.10 0.88 0.70
Thawing loss (%) 5.40 6.54 6.51 2.15 0.27
Cooking loss (%) 22.26 21.80 21.22 2.58 0.56

Textural profile analysis

Shear force (g) 12.67 10.48 12.09 4.26 0.36
Hardness (N) 26.96" 22.54° 20.68" 5.14 <0.01
Springiness (ratio) 0.59 0.58 0.59 0.04 0.69
Cohesiveness (ratio) 0.57 0.55 0.53 0.04 0.10
Gumminess (g) 15.38" 12.37° 11.15° 3.43 <0.01
Chewiness (g mm) 9.19" 7.24° 6.61° 2.23 <0.01

2 b Indicated the difference within a row was statistically significant (P<0.05)

*® Indicated the difference within a row was statistically significant (P<0.01)

Han1TIAszviUsernsydunsdluldfamudn linquatuauiivualdy (P=0.07) nuuSunaudouuaiiisesiu uag
wuatSenay Escherichia coli gandlnnguinldsunsiasunsaluduaenanswasninlusiumeduluens wasnudilingud
Iisunsiasunsaluduanenansluenmsiivuilidu (P=0.08) viliuSunandeuuaiisengy Lactobacillus spp. Windu og1dls

fimy ldnuiweuuaise Salmonella spp. luynngunisnaaesiauandly Table 5
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Table 5 Effect of MCFAs and SCFA supplementation on cecal bacteria counts of broiler chickens

ltems Control MCFAs SCFA SEM P-value
Lactobacillus spp. (Log CFU/g) 11.25 11.46 11.01 0.32 0.08
Escherichia coli (Log CFU/g) 12.57 12.32 11.96 0.44 0.08
Total Bacteria (Log CFU/g) 13.26 13.13 12.92 0.24 0.07
Salmonella spp. (Log CFU/¢) ND ND ND - -

ND = Not detected

0l

aussoammananiodutladenilifiddiemualdlugramnssundne wnsdnitn semnefwailsifides
Alesu undsasnulgymueswuafiiFeusduuniuemsuasaninuinaey dwwaldensUsz@nsnwnndnuesindnd dnis
nsnuldenuiiusuarasasunsedunisasayiulaluamsdailn silidemmadennaunuy 31nkan1sAneIN1sEsy
nsalatugonansluemssoaussanmmsiasadulalulaiie wui nsalusumenansdnalunsifivaussanimnissan Tu
wivesthwiindundefifiutuldfininduauauuasnduiiasunsalusuaeduludinsdesszesie uazaaontianaides
Tnsamgshlisnsnsidsuomadudmindivesinidoszes anie 11301y 25-36 Tu Aduedaiiduddgmnaads
(P<0.05) Lﬁzj'ulﬁsnﬁ’ué”mi’mmﬂ?{smmm‘uf]mfmﬁfﬂﬁ’maﬂdLﬁamaami’mmwmamﬁmq 1-36 Yu fA1dnsmsaey
onsifudmiindlunguiliedunsalufumenats ol 1.29 (P<0.01) uenaniliilefignsanadnsnisivdsuenmsiiy
fwmﬁmﬁmamdmmuau WieufiuAunsgnangiugnui ﬂ'wé’mwm'ﬁmﬁaummﬂﬂufwwﬁﬂﬁmmmq 1-10 9y, 11-24 Ju
WAz 25-36 U ANTNIRTEINTRsEIENUGUTEINM 10%, 17% Wag 10% MINA1GU 919AA1N ﬂﬁl,gmiﬁmaaql,ﬁalﬁuﬁaga

Ya o A

13Ty {ITeiinsmvauladedie viinansenudeiidnivesanndlusiulseTauuazanmwindoy dninnassanuise

Y

dhilsemswasiildegnudiud uazliingAundnlugnsemailudninauaznindaindes dedldnisgeslias drtanusald
Uszlonilan Fwihlilnaunsasansdnaninmeiugnssulusunisadyivialdegiadui lnnaassddivsz@ndainnis
WwigiivlawaznsldemnsanindeilSeuiisuiuansgiuaenug aannaeiun1sAnwives Hejdysz et al. (2012) wag

o

Khosravinia (2015) AnuInmstasunsabusiuangnatslue1vmnsindlotig il aussannnsaannauwitinniindwnas iy

Y
o Aa=s vy =

wazdmmnsdsuemaduiwiingfifauie warnisfinuives Sucheera et al. (2009) fiwuinisiedunsaluiiuaenans
“Lummﬂmﬁamq 1-42 Yu ﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁuqmﬁ’m uarsaTnNITUAsuomadutming ANNquAIUANaL ity Ary
il ilesmnnsalusfusmenansignslumsiuiouuaiiBeuariada lunszimzomsuazalddn Tnenselufuaunsaunsn
Fuihgnavadueauuaieluguuuuidsliunng vilintueadiiniduresing ileddivadvesuuniisoudiaziin ns
wandivesUszauInuazUseauneluead (Timbermont, 2011) Usgauinazansl pH neluwaduuniiise vilauga
melugaduBouutadly wuaiiBsannsvihouluigadas (Kabara et al,, 1972) Uszqaududanszuiunsaine DNA nely
g (Van et al,, 2004) dsnaviliigadneluiign ilranmuwedeslunafuemsauna wasduguinevesd lditu
a'amaﬁm'aizwmisjaaLLaziwumi@Jﬂ%ummsﬁﬁﬁu (Deschepper et al., 2003) Snvanselusuanenans anansaiduuvas
n&sues enterocyte Iilnenss hlifinmnuaysaivesialauasiiodeludld (Guillot et al, 1993) dwasian1sgads
pwnsfiuseAnBnw shlviaussnnnnsuanvessade s sy

QmmwmmLﬁaé’mﬂﬁ%’uwaﬂiwumﬂwmaﬁﬁa liregfuaeiug ewns nsdans lngenstedulladoniled
ﬁmmféhﬁ’zy”lumiﬂ%’uﬂqqﬂmmwsmLﬁa (Mir et al,, 2017) M3Anw Liu et al. (2021) wui1 M3y nsalusiuangnansly

o o (% o =

gmsannsatIBiuAunnenlaeglituddny aenndesiun1sAnyIves Valentini et al. (2020) Ainuimsiasunguves
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nsalusiuanenandluamisanunsafsunuatesdusenevluiie Fedlinadonunmuasiles ankansAnwINSIETUNSA by

1Y

manmﬂummwiaﬂmmwLﬂf@ﬂ%}dﬁwud’l AIALEINS ANELAILATANEUE DY MaIn1Tan 45 uil lafianuunnaneniy
uenanilinguiasunsalufuaenansiidndunsvonideonndeind 24 d2lus genitnguatuauedafidedidymsads
(P<0.05) aivno1ailosunain myoglobin fdulusAuwiands Faflunumddysedveaiolnoianziuns denndesiu
AM3AnYIwes Begum et al. (2015) Anuinnisiasunsaluduaionans demaseridunswonisenludnidndusu Tne
myoslobin i itheandiauend luldlunszuunsumueaduvesnduiie wasvmihidusdiseseendiauliiu
\wadndanie Tasasswes myoglobin Usznaudae @aulusiiu (protein portion) wardauiililylusiiu (non-protein
porphyrin ring) Feflormenveisinmanegnsanany azmamaams}méﬂﬁwmwﬁ"ﬁﬂﬁ’agﬁuaamiLﬁﬂﬁmauﬁdmmumsma
il uaznduiieusarsiinarivsunm myoglobin f1sfusenly dufivhauminuazdeandeulmnasn asdidonuas
pondaunnasunn nduiiefszunnindunieiififanssuiios (Bodwell and McClain, 1971) wenainileraiiiasedu
duqiiduadonmnmdideldun o1y wa anaaden Wudu venindlunisAnwldhnmsleseiandeduda fadums
nadouilaidBuLUuNTALoNYEE wuhimussiarwide AmaneTnd wasdnsius vedlinndunismaaedld
ATULANGNS WazuTn Areauds AAamilen wagamudennie Tunguiisunsaluiumenasuasnsalufuaedu

v A

sndnguaaupwegsiiuddnyBeneadin (P<0.01) Fdiitiouniivsuenis ioduiadfiaruy s uazAmuse
nsiReIAnIngufanun Sryannsl, 2550 Tnewlednidluiuduosduszney Seilavswasedodnivdlunisana i
durfa mnusjunazaatudiveaie (Amaral et al, 2018) ofifinrunfsnnniasivinameaiaboistusuar sz
lusfuunsngendy (Yomusad, 2529) n1s@ny1ves Rubén et al. (2019) wui Iwuiuses Tiutsnnuevesnsaludy fina
fonszuIuNTg oxidation SsinaroninAsuuasnmuanvenie fufuiadullid nnluduaenasiaduluemsiia
sonaun Mo loduria

nswWasuLUamalnvur e sdn aunsaUsuenusznauresgaun3dluanldle (Sonnenburg and Backhed,
2016) Fameluszuumaiuemslifuiieguesgauniduinnin 100 &udus Fonlagsiadn microbiota FsUsznauly
she wuaiitse fldle Wsleda Tada TesuuadiSedunumsenisyhauvesdld dregese1vns faunduyu uazdslubes

guanweadld (Zmora et al., 2019) gaunsdluald fdwsuwlunsvhwihndusundesdldiieiligunmuesdldiau

'
a U v A

sdunidludldpuniesdsfinundudldlaoniineinfuniadeyiveseumelsladuazannisiinduauvesnuaiiGe
fiolsA (Yesani and Korver, 2008) wuailiSedidudsslewiludnld téun Lactobacillus spp. (Yan et al., 2017) wagwun
wuatiselunagu Escherichia coli finnuduiusidsausonisiaiysAulauazUse@niainvesiadnd (Rubio et al., 2015)
n13@nwuas Borsoi et al. (2011) uaz Marounek et al. (2003) wuih nsalusfuanenans aunsavhaeienuaiiGelungs
Salmonella spp. waw Escherichia coli I denadaifiunisfinuves Hanczakowska et al. (2011) finuinnsiaSunsalusiu
anenanailisedu Escherichia coli anasegsiifsdrdaudeiisuiunguaiugy MnuansAnwAdell lanquaduaud
wulthmuideuuniiGesiu uasuuniiBendu Escherichia coli luldRsganilanguildsumaiaiunsnlusiuaenaniuaznsn
lgiuaneduluonms wegmaaSunselusiumenanwilideuuaiiSondu Lactobacillus spp. TUSinagsiian aonadesiv
N13AN¥1U83 Nguyen et al. (2018) finuinsasunsaletuanenanssauiunsaluiuaedu dwasdonisiiusiuaiues
Lactobacillus spp. uazansiuauves Escherichia coli Insmssanguisvesnsaluduasnasuazansdusouuaiizeludn
Un vimhiiidu antimicrobial sengviingisaduuaiie lindasaduuafiFeiinaudene safisfudanszuaunis
metabolism nelulwad wazidsuudasan pH aneluwad dssavinliuundiFonelsaliaunsadssdinegsiold dwadise

]

wn3dnfivsele uenantiilleduvsdnelsranas dndanunsalduselovianndnuiasarsomnslaiivsednsnimuin
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