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Optimization of Mannan-oligosaccharide production from palm kernel cake and its

prebiotic property
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MAST AN AR AR N e (Mannan-oligosaccharide: MOS) anmnibelahay (palm kemnel cake: PKC)
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Angel HPLC wudn S3 ‘lﬁmﬁﬁlqm amiuAnE A ugaaeulmlunnsata (10, 15 Az 20 yHAABNARAAS) wudnaududui 15
yinsefiadans (S3-2) mmmmﬁzﬂ alne ¥ lalnglaEm i Bunns MOS favius 3.48 nfuseans dsznaudrauntulules wnlulnslas
uszwnlmnszles naaaunuanTinslundlulefndueslalnsla@nann PKC saemmegeunisdadiunisasyresuunfiGauaniin
Enterococcus faecalis SHI-1 fiausnldangiaaneiugenmainilou a1y 11 wudilalaslaianiparudadu 125 uaz 250ppm
dugsunaiastyresuuaiiGauaninlaand wgnialedtnudnanlss (FOS) LLa:fT\mwfi@mi?J@ﬂﬁqﬂﬁﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂm:mw:mmizﬂﬁm Weinuay
wulmiFavhezluaaldte 98.86 uaz 99.19 wleafifus muddL snuamsinenanansaagdlddnmsldiewlel Bio-ase Anaslulszmelne
hamsTianunsonanlalasiasmain PKC fifgaulsyneuans MOS 8lnsanan Tuneuuasmsldanseiilumsu@n uaasdsinanm
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Abstract

This study examined techniques for extracting mannan oligosaccharides (MOS) from palm kernel cake (PKC) and assessed
their prebiotic characteristics. Three extraction procedures were evaluated: 1) 2%(w/v) sodium hydroxide extract (S1), 2) 10%(v/v) ethanol
extract (S2), and 3) Bio-ase enzyme at 10unit/milliliter (S3). Analysis of hydrolysates by HPLC revealed that S3 provided the most
effective extraction. The effect of enzyme concentration (10, 15, and 20unit/milliliter) was examined, and 15unit/milliliter (S3-2) was
identified as the optimal concentration, yielding a hydrolysate containing a total MOS content of 3.48gram/liter, including mannobiose,
mannotriose, and mannotetraose. The prebiotic characteristics of the PKC hydrolysate were assessed by determining their ability
to stimulate the growth of Lactic Acid Bacteria Enterococcus faecalis SHI-1 isolated from a 1-year-old Pomeranian dog. At 125 and
250ppm concentrations, the hydrolysate outperformed fructo-oligosaccharides (FOS) in terms of probiotic growth. Furthermore, it
demonstrated high resistant to digestion by simulated gastric juice and alpha-amylase, with resistant rates of 98.86 and 99.19% respectively.
In conclusion, using the Bio-ase enzyme, which is made in Thailand, proved to be an efficient approach for generating MOS-rich
hydrolysate from PKC. This approach minimizes processing time, procedural complexity, and chemical usage, indicating its
potential for further application in the pet food industry.
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NI

wluleAnd (prebiotics) \ugn 0913 adnT "Lstmmm'mLL@:@@%NH’%?:LWWzmmumz
al&1an udazgneealnaqdunsdllslulasinluan vl wazdoadaadunisiasouarnssfunisiiau
we9qaunsellslulasin (Strompfova et al., 2004) ﬁq@mwmmimjuﬁ wiw WnTnteatnudnanlse (fructo-
oligosaccharide: FOS) nuaalaledtnudinanlss (galacto-oligosaccharide: GOS) wazBuyaU Tneminlu v lulefing
WUlUUIRIRIMNI6 ) 1 STyde Swma sandles LaLiaIMand (Bello et al., 2018) T R T
Tunnibelutdu (palm kernel cake: PKC) %'\1Lﬂumawmﬂiﬁmﬂfqmmummﬁﬁﬁuﬂm’u PKC Usynauldsae
LNULUY (linear mannan) ﬂ@TﬂLLNuLLuu (glucomannan) NLAA DA LN UL (galactomannan) LmeLL@ﬂTmn@—
TALNULUY (galactoglucomannan) Tagunuuuusaduneduinanlsdaneeauaziuesdtlsznauuanlunisaia
wruwuuledlnuinanlss (Mannan-oligosaccharide: MOS) ifn ouaniBLdun luTafndussinmladinudnanlsst
ATNNIOAUATNNN9ATEY LN Lactobacillus plantarum 8RNI FOS uaz GOS uarduasnszuuniAniy ludiuaes
And\a mwmmuwimummmm MOS uﬂ?mm@m‘iwvlfﬂmwmumamamun@ummu (Perini et al., 2023)
annsRansanlassaiieres PKC Gl MOS uesrilsznandadty mmﬂﬂ“lmLﬂuimqﬁuuﬁn“lumﬁ%ﬂm“\m
38n1541m MOS ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%’mnﬁmﬁmﬁ% laun anmsasanrazaralonanlansenlomdudy 2 wefidusing
viinsetsunmns 18nanan 8.73+0.40 wafifud (Bello et al., 2018) NsdnAALANTATAILENILAANDY 10
Wafiduslaasunms lad3unnuat@an 6.29+0.03 wasidusl (Jahromi et al., 2016) wazn13aninine ldiewlamsl-
WHBUILUARNULATIEY Bacillus sp. ANxLdNdY 10 giinseiadans wudnatunsnuasunulua (mannose),
unulululas (mannobiose), wnnlulmsles (mannotriose), wHwluAnszlaa (mannotetraose) wazirulumumzlas

A o '

(mannopentaose) (Zhang et al., 2021) s liAn1stuTuINTEN9 0 lduaRngaHeWTaLIRs LA LAWY WLAY
F2AZINAINITHAR 41U HRIH IR szaAiNaAn 3N TN zanlunnsain MOS a1 PKC uaztlsziiiv
AuantRn adunslulesind iwansdszgnsldlunisn@nenmnsgriaiasune lutafndndunaldunnsaene o

wazlFFUANNDENNINTL

A8N19ANE
1.n3annlalnglaanann PKC
PKC (lAsunsatiuayuaInussm qmmummﬁwﬁuﬂm’u A1m) Qm'aumuml,lmammﬁ 600 LT LAz
Usuanninenisninanladueen Anullasandanisees Zhang et al., (2021) vlagud PKC 10 niu Tuansazans
Tnaanlansenlod 1 wefifuslnevinmiindeisums, 125 Daaans v luilssinged 121 asamaides Anusy
15 tlaws 20 117t a1 PKC 1ndnaau pH unans AULTHT 60 BANTAITEA Lﬁm”ﬂmﬁmﬂwﬁqmuqﬁﬁm
ierhunaiadagiasng q fil
1.1 nsanalalaslaianann PKC saalnpanlansanlbs
sauilasanndsaed Bello et al., (2018) 141 PKC 10 nfu wiluansazanalanenlansanlas

2 nlafidudlaatinviindaizuang, 100 Haaand liAusaun 80 asAmadas 1 T2lue nsasmasnana1ng

a

ausnAzNauLazdIula IRUSNEFAate -20 adATmalEaa NTNN1FATATINNA 3 67



RMUTSB Acad. J. 13(2) : 253-266 (2025)

1.2 nsanalalaslal@anain PKC Aaglan1uea
fnwladannasues Jahromi et al., (2016) 11 PKC 10 3N wilugnsazanseniuaa 10 wasidus
TnafFunms, 50 Haaans Unlime i LANgUNRT 60 a9AEaITaa 1 9119 A1N1UNIBIAILNITANENTEY
was 1 ieuennznaukazdiuld WBusnefaesned -20 A maidied $n13annviauNs 3 9
1.3 nsanalalaslaianain PKC maeienlsl Bio-ase
fnwlasa1ndsaes Zhang et al., (2021) 11 PKC 10 nin wiluneamntinines pH 6.5 uazisazan
& . = s a o & 0 o = s o [ a
wwulmad Bio-ase (10i@8 anng waulda aas anm, Usenalne) dadueuldnan dnnldaulngiaisonann
AfanssdieulmluNuuIuaLa A RELTR FNUNN 1EuaTa 10 giladeladans nan PKC futewulssl
mezenld dnsndou PKC : waulssd windu 1:5 il weuuupiuangungiin 60 asaiaidaa 10 Golue anniii
TTuneil 12,860xg, 4 asAnta@iad 15 i iauanaznauuazdiula Liusnufaee19n -20 asAgadesd
NNNTENANIINA 3 N
2. maiamziBuiuneduinanlsflulalnglaianain PKC
2.1 n3aAzilTunnedndnan lesianum
a cY  aca o aa X . o aal
TPzinaensuaa-TaW 95N (phenol-sulfuric acid method) AALLUAIAINIEN9284 Bello et al., (2018)
. . o 4 LY L . . o .
AAINITAANALLAIT 490 wiluwiums indwdusinetneacuan drAIN1gANABLAINI AW AT ULTN M
wedudnarlssianalaeinauiunsmansazaraninsgunglag deanddndu 0-200 lulrsniusedadans
2.2 MTAAMZFLBIN N ANAIAYT
AATTHAR8ATALEULEE (dinitrosalicylic acid method: DNS) Amuiadaann Bello et al., (2018)

o

TnA1n199AnauLAn 540 wiluwwas Ifunduiudaetisaauan diAnisganautasniAuanalulFun

al Q
v
°

wmashadlneiauiunsmansazaaninsgiunglag deansidndu 0-1 Nadniudedadans
3. Anviinanafifuesmlszneylulalaslalanann PKC daemainlasuninnsiluuueian
ANTT0ULG (high performance liquid chromatography: HPLC)
eageLTlauaz Fuenmalilalnslalanainnisaini 3 33 daeiasas HPLC Taadnutlag
A1N38N157284 Zhang et al., (2021) ¥1nN13ansaatinatinuaaanyl Aminex HPX-42C (bio-rad) Faunedutilszim
jon exclusion HAnsastTRlunsuanlaalnuinenlssaznaluuinanlsd 167 M svagadumawiend fme

] a a

dmsnnslua 0.40 Hadanssiaw? gouunil 75 asanaaiioa Iifansaadaaissaanisiniueuas (Rl detector)
WisuwanlamnlnuwnsugesnsitesaiuatsaraeN nsgIu 6 1in Ae uuulua (mannose: M1) wnulululea
(mannobiose: M2) wiululnslas (mannotriose: M3) wiuluinmszlag (mannotetraose: M4) wiuluinunzlos
(mannopentaose: M5) wazkNuluanaslaa (mannohexaose: M6) @Wﬂ&maﬂﬂagmi‘ﬁ NNZANANNNANITIATIZI
Tvufeunuudifionuds Tneissaumacng 40 Haaans wazyinlUinusied -90 asATaIdaa AL 0.100
faaung lunan 25 Falus Lﬁm*m:m&Tfmmﬂu‘lﬁm@mmw%u
4. nmamagauANaNiTaaaslalaslaanann PKC TunsdausiunisiasaeauuafiFauanin
Apulasa1nazaas Azmiet al., (2012) lnavinnsnagauNsd9ETNNNTIATYIRILLAN TELAARN

saelalnslaanianaliann PKC Wiauiieuiu FOS (fructo-oligosaccharides from chicory, sigma) Tneszeam

AUMN9UAT De man Rogosa and sharpe (MRS) 3 1AN1INAADY patl 1) MRS (GamuAN) 2) MRS+FOS 125 Hay 250ppm
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3) MRS+lalaslaian 125 uaz 250ppm Wra1wingia 3 ga lilflssingad 121 asanstades Wuman 15 Wil @enaaa
duuuafiGauansinlelaan SHI-1 AdRueanldaIngaaszaesgiaaeiugilonmemntou ang 1 1 lnadinaasy
waznuloulasevialafilue1nisude MRS TefiumaidenAFuauadndy 1 wefidfusd waslinanisdanunsy

Wuwan wadidunsanan auunganugsamaia 165 rRNA sequencing lagin13anim DNA anitasuuAiiFe

]

'
a

AlFRInN1TnzLasa Tuenn31ad MRS 1 37 adAmarded 1unan 48 921u4 11 DNA AleliuFunniv
Foeiiusuvisayinmsaes 168 rRNA #agl primer 27F (5'- AGA GTT TGA TCM TGG CTC AG-3') hag 1492R
(5'- TAC GGY TAC CTT GTT ACG ACT T- 3" LL@SM’]ZS’]L';I/‘L@‘LA At primer 785F (5'-GGA TTA GAT ACC CTG GTA-3")

a co

uaz 907R (5'-CCG TCA ATT CMT TTR AGT TT- 3') Biag1eansitl DNA fildiiaannsvin nucleotide BLAST lugiu

fgnssHees NCBI nannsdiasziléddns DNA fiflaanuea 1,481 fapalelng Geilaanamilewiu Enterococcus
faccalis, strain: JOM 8726 7 99.72 wasiiusf Tae Enterococcus Wuanavesuuanizauaninlulway firmicutes
(Panthee et al., 2021) E. faecalis nul#lutsinndn1dlunjresqiauasfinanismaaeufiuansienmuauiifinng
fuldslulesiniia (Strompfova et al., 2004) N1INAALNN AU Feasaluemisiman MRS 71 37 047
\waiTua 24 92l Ainasluemsivas MRS Al 3 70 Tne I dedudulunsmnzagaini
1x10" CFU sefindans Luf 37 asAnisaided (iufetnamnmmininan 0, 24, 48 waz 72 Flua Lﬁ@ffmmilﬂ?m
GumL%@oﬁ”wmiﬁﬂﬂimﬂ'ﬁm?@mﬂﬁuumﬁmwmmﬁlu 600 unTuiuns Idamsinas MRS filsAanide
dusdaegnapauan lusuneaesiinemaaes 3 91
5. mssziunnantiinadunslulefndaaslalaslaianann PKC
5.1 mMsmageLNIMURRYteENsTINTaNIgULTien
FnuilasanAannsues Bello et al., (2018) Tnawsisnindengiifien Uszneudan Mnifunnaelss

2 nsusaans, wulndilldu 3.2 nfuseans wazninlalnsaaasnidudi 1 wasia, 24 Jaaans (Okamoto et al., 2001)

'
= ¥ v &

15uAn pH {lu 2 srensalalnsaaesnidudu 5 Tuans antusslalnslaaniuingesfinnudadu 1 wafdus
Tneninindetsanms ind 37 seniaaiFua unan 6 92l WALAaRE 199N 1 Falua ierinanAnszisanm
weawinanlasiamaauaztinanaTAa T uaTALI AN Lﬂﬂﬁs‘ﬁum’m@ﬂﬂﬂﬁwﬁw’mmumzmmmﬁmLﬁﬁm
(%hydrolysis) AYANNIT (1) ANt A e fiuinnstesnF M A e i musenstis daavintae
muww:mmiqﬂfmﬁw (%resistance hydrolysis) AY&NNT (2)

5.2 nNIegaLN1Iusanistasseauloidaniasluag

£ '
] a

fawlasa1ndanisred Bello et al., (2018) N19uAFeNdNTa MSUNAgey wiiadlu 2 dau fall douid 1)
wre kg nnagnTWinasidudu 20 Aaalnans pH 7.4 Gadluganiavaanudunsasien inapeaiuan t€ian

AULUIBIQUIININTEA (Jana & Kango, 2020) naniulalaslaaniiannudndu 1 Wadiduslaatminsafuns

& Y v

doun 2) wisanansazanelnpanaanlemdudu 6.7 Hadluans naniueuloddantesluea anudndu 2 giinse

' ' '
= = Y v

Aaaan7 ANsgaun 2 pandudauin 1 NaNdndy 5 Wefiduslaatiunns dnldusi 37 esAmaidas 1w
a1 4 9alus iusaeenmn 1 4ol ethudiesiiunumedudnanlsfianauazinmasat uazAIun
Andesfidusinnsdesmeeulafaaniazluiag (%hydrolysis) Aeanns (1) anndusinAidefidusdnistasnn

AnnAde fiduinnmusenisteaseaultidannez luiag (%resistance hydrolysis) Asgunng (2)
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BuUiNANaTANT 4 ANTIiLsasNa

%hydrolysis = X 100 (1)

'
Fa v

unaumneaudnanladianuaBusuy — 1UBu1innas st fu

%resistance hydrolysis = 100% — %hydrolysis 2)

6. NINARALNIATA
%Haﬁiﬁmnmmmmﬁwﬁmmw‘imﬂﬁﬂﬂmm Microsoft excel Lia11A"LaAE) (mean) LAz
m’mﬁmmummgm (standard deviation: SD) 184uAAzTATDYA Lﬁl'ﬂLL@ﬁ]\‘iLLuQIﬁNLL@ZﬂW?ﬂﬁ‘x@ﬂﬂﬂJﬂﬂ“ﬁ"ﬂH@
luusiazngusaeene Inadnanelugtuunaesnisuaznsilsznay 31Aseinan1MAABRA283 53 LAT T

ANNKLTLIIUNGAEA (one-way ANOVA) LaznAdaLAINNLANATNA287E Tukey's HSD NseAlANNiTasi 95

afidus

NANTSANEILAZANUFIENA
1. nnsanmlalaslai@nann PKC

1.1 ANFaeN PKC
141 PKC N1FUHIUAZINTIANHND 600 W liNan1anLAslsl LAsiu wasiAent Nlviduinainnig

¥ '

Tudnunaiu wudfaetng PKC HFNNMaedueeuwazieazidanagi 50.69 waz 49.31 iwafifius nuaisu

=2 KR A = =2 = = = 1 ' o o 1
TunnsAnenilagiaan PKC meazi@anun g lunisdnen Wasaindanuazianiazdnasanisliuaninsaagi g

uazneeiag A3 (Figure 1)

Figure 1 Palm kernel cake (PKC).

PKC MEN1n19U5Uan1nwae HAnsauzwialaziunndnnaulfuanin uazsumuiudauaunluguingue
X a o o ' o = e o o o o a =
el iAnannisdfuaninsietnesatnanlansanlasd Mvinliaaglagaaiasa wazdngauiaanuiiugngu

v

17NT4 (Premchit & Premchit, 2016) Tsazdsuasailss@nininaesnistesludunaudaly fa (Figure 2)
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Figure 2 PKC before (left) and after (right) pretreatment.

o

1.2 nnsanmlalasla@nann PKC AaeRsainnuanmen 3 33

a o

PKC gnafindaedanuansneiu 3 35 il 1) ansazanalapanlansanlas 2 wefifusdlagiimin
pa1lfunmg 2) lan1uea 10 wesiduslngifung uaz 3) taulasl Bio-ase 10 giiasaiiadans wusnisainsae

'
1

Tnmew lansanlad i Sununedudnanlasisunnuazinnnasnadgangaaty 616.03+61.820° waz 19.37+0.002°

U
1

NSNFADARNT MNANAL %aﬁmmLmnﬁmﬂﬂ'wﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁymmﬁﬁ (p<0.05) WawFauauiunisainnleLanILes
waziaulasl Bio-ase #4 (Table 1) Lﬁmmﬂ‘l}nLﬁﬂﬂam@ﬂ”lsmrmmiaL%’W”Lﬂﬁﬂmﬁ‘ﬂmmé’ﬁm\ﬁnﬁuﬁﬂﬁ’lﬁmgim
waziaiizag laanenaananiu gea Wi mmifjﬂﬁiﬁﬁ%u (Yu etal., 2015) AN AT AR BT UR NN AL
nsaia lesiuuazanstsznauWuedn (phenolic compounds) Mnnnannsinun Mananeduinanlssasan naanunls
Tu3u1nuiieel (Rabemanolontsoa & Saka, 2016) a1 usunisldianlasd Bio-ase wudnaunsasiasinsagianaa-

%

udnanlesnadonls upa N NTuana ldiiaanaasnalinnsainRlsz@nsninandinis Mlaae lansanlas
:// a’lj a I a [~3 r:)/ gol aa ¢ 1 a a a d’j £ o 1 aal
FAUNITLATIZIA U N AU N AN IIATIUNALAZUNANAFANT Toe It N UL AN NN A9F AN TAT ALFAAZA D
wazAANIRiA AN lunIRAR laTas lan IR daunaneas MOS 1 Tneiatsaunannisuiaunedndnanlas

anun dqlfiusaddnidessuaasniswy MOS Tulalnglaian

Table 1 Total polysaccharide and reducing sugar contents in the supernatant and precipitate of PKC

hydrolysates obtained by the three extraction methods.

total polysaccharide (gram/liter) reducing sugar (gram/liter)
treatments

supernatant precipitate supernatant precipitate
2%(w/v) NaOH 616.03+61.820° 620.95+12.767° 19.37+0.002° 0.87+0.003°
10%(v/v) ethanol 15.56+0.718" 54.92+3.094" 0.80+0.001° 0.10+0.002°
Bio-ase 10unit/milliliter 96.01+6.264" 9.76+1.576" 2.61+0.003" 0.13+0.002°

means with small letters superscript among solvent extract down the column are significantly different from

each other (p<0.05)
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1.3 AsATsitinmaniduesrtsznevasdlalngladnann PKC aaamaialasuninnsWuuuaesuan
ANTI0UEA (high performance liquid chromatography: HPLC)
Awnmzvasmlsznaululalaslal@nain PKC a1naanisaiagia 3 38 soematia HPLC wiaauiiisy

AuansazanaN1ngg1u 6 1in P5unm MOS Tulalaslaianann PKC As (Table 2)

Table 2 MOS content in PKC hydrolysates analyzed by HPLC.

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 total MOS"
treatment
(gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter) (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)
s1? ND? ND ND ND ND ND 0.000
s2¥ ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.000
537 <0.016 ND 0.109 ND ND ND 0.109
s4” ND ND <0.021 ND ND ND 0.021
s5” ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.000
s6” ND <0.021 <0.021 <0.012 ND ND 0.054

" total MOS = M2+M3+M4+M5+M6
?ND = not detected

Y49 supernatant of hydrolysate from PKC extracted with 2%(w/v) NaOH, 10%(v/v) ethanol and Bio-ase enzyme
at a concentration of 10unit/milliliter, respectively.

6/ 7/ 8/

solution obtained from the dissolved precipitate of hydrolysate from PKC extracted with 2%(w/v) NaOH,

10%(v/v) ethanol and Bio-ase enzyme at a concentration of 10unit/milliliter, respectively.

a1 (Table 2) n33pseilalnglawan anunsany MOS Tusiaating S3, S4 way S6 Tns S3 Hunululnsles
@@:17; 0.109 NSNFADANT %qﬁﬂ?mmqqmﬂLﬁ'mﬁﬁuﬁumiﬁnwwm Ayimbila & Keawsompong (2022) fiadn
wnlilnsleaannreavitemeniansnsléifies 0.013 nfsedns lugtuuuseavas 10iR S4 uaz S6 Hunm
MOS Harnd llalfiauty s3 ilaRarsnndupanuduanluniuin fedadensetn 83 et linasas
Sumeudalyl samsesiaanadestUnANE 189 Zhang et al., (2021) Aldoulmaiusmuniugsenladatiugy
LAz PKC wudnafinaes MOS lulalnslaiandildannmistios PKC Usznevlddae unulululea wululnstea uaz
uuulummsylaa

duiusaetg S1 LLﬁdﬁdﬁﬁ?\Iu@@-Gﬁ@?\lq‘%‘ﬂ@:wuﬁmmw‘aaLLG’ﬁanLim‘%\mm@,\iﬁzgm uAiilensadeydan
whila HPLC nduluiny MOS lussdilsznan il anafarmariannsaaaiusyinaladsnlulaseaing MOS
mﬂiﬁmmq:mqg‘mmLmuﬂ?;ﬂmﬂuuﬂiuuéﬁﬂm”l,?m’ (Yu et al., 2015) st weaugnArlasmnuly S1 a1y
4TAR1 UANAINE Chen et al., (2015) Idansanulddnnnsaiadas ndaalansenlasiaamanssunEdriaau

T1s5u antiu vraanslsznaunuaan aanuiaqe dearsmaninilininan1sduiaululalnslaandanaly

liaunsamsany MOS lusaating S1 18
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2. nanabalasladnann PKC aaeewlmd Bio-ase NAanudnds 3 semu

2.1 nsAnANNTuaadeulny Bio-ase Miunnzanlunisannlalnglaianain PKC

anuanIAzminvasnaniuasrlsznaululalnglaianain PKC wudnnisaiasas

=2 o

vaulasl Bio-ase |indu 10 gilnsialadans HacnumnnzanuInign Asndsnistlundnsselaanisnsauiay

Q

o

ANNT el Aan Na1N1901NN9aR A MOS arANdNTuRImNizan N8t R A4 (Table 3)

Table 3 MOS content in PKC hydrolysates extracted using three different enzyme concentrations.

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 total MOS"
treatment
(gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)
53-1% 0.07 0.09 0.15 0.14 ND? ND 0.38
53-2 0.12 0.15 0.15 0.12 ND ND 0.42
$3-37 0.12 0.17 0.16 0.12 ND ND 0.45

" total MOS = M2+M3+M4+M5+M6
“'ND = not detected
3/ 4/ 5/

hydrolysate from PKC extracted using Bio-ase enzyme at a concentration of 10, 15 and 20unit/milliliter,

respectively.

]1n (Table 3) Wu31UTu108 MOS Fanum 289598809 S3-1 B4 83-3 1iinTwileifuAudutues
rawlnl efansaunesdlsznauaesladinuinanlssusazain (M2-M6) WU sfinAN I u e eules
Bio-ase 210 10 gfinsafadans 1lu 15 yiasefiadans vnldunululules (M2) finain 0.09 nfusedns
s 0.15 nfusiedns Anifly 66.67 1Wefidus uazilFunns MOS fevuafinduilu 0.42 nfusedns anify
0.38 NuFaART LAAIEIANNAINNTaluNTdesTaseulniTuNnT Y usilelfinAa e ate e
20 ginfedadang nauliuanan M2 uazisunn MOS Fravam sl 13.33 wedius uaz 0.03 niusedns
AuAAL uanslfifiuinnnfinanududure el monfinysy@nannlunnsties PKC uaztan MOS atinsd]
vss@vBnm aghelsfimuFunaneulmmunntuenadnlibos MOS awlAsuuneluudnanlss dunmlgdan
NP R TR TR IRIY (M1) dailuneluuinanlas aanndastuAnE1199 Murillo-Franco etal., (2024) fiwgn

3 v

nsldieulainuidudugeinliFunnuledlnudnanlsfanasuaz i Funuse uudnan laflundnsnsigading

Q

a

asagdlddmndndureseulsni 15 glinsdedianans uanududuimunzasign wenanileuld Bio-ase
dsenausng azluiaa (amylase) l1aniua (xylanase) luAINgAILUE (B-glucanase) lawla (lipase) lagiag (cellulase)
LHUUNLUA (mannanase) Ilima (phytase) UWALINNALUE (pectinase) Faeulmimansaiiadoutias lnsaginanieuan
‘dl o £ 1 dl £ ] a ] % a = a a

dufauaey PKC neuiunuuiuaazidnandesunuunuluiaiimaglas danalinisuas MOS Hilss@nsnan
snnaia i uNuWIUWALTgNENeNeEN9REN A8nARRITLNNIANEIYEY Chen et al., (2015) Ina1afiansldiewlasl
HANNNARAN Aspergillus terreus Ttlsznauimng laulangA1LUa (endoglucanase) LNUWIILA (Mannanase) LAY
Taaniua (xylanase) Inetaulanganuauazlaaiiuaazeanlnsaa¥iadau NSP (non-starch polysaccharides)

189 PKC Tipanasaanyinliunsuuniuaandnsanianulsasnailss@nsninannai
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2.2 nsemzfnanaiiueertsznaulusaetnalalngla@nann PKC Annuieuuuwditianuda

11598819 S3-2 ud9a NI LTEanLde llazaadineuimszisnsg HPLC lauanamn

v
o

MOS 7i9unn 3.48 NSuAART LA Fa U e LAUANNENTUAN WU Te MOS Windwfind 8.29 111 A4 (Table 4)
dl a 1 o o v 1 = 5 A o
wWanarsaunlasuninunsuaedlalnslaiannauiasndaniuie wudniedAdssnaueed M2-M6 Ll auiu
wanlifiindrlasaaireuaresdlsznauaes MOS lulalaslaanligninanessudnanszuaunig atelsfinin
A = 1 o v a % o o 1 & U 1 o
n19ReANLNeN 3 Win vinlfifiannsdewriuiuaeslasuninunsudana lilia nnsousnasdtsenay laagnedniay
sz ienN1gReaailu 15 win e nnsauenesAdseneau ladaianieln fa (Figure 3) asgnunsananalaan

o o A = 1 6 U =8 -d!’ U o
N7UiusEALNTRRa Nl NA InEATIAaANNAINNTY NN TueNeIAL s NaLsag HPLC Nan1sAnEidanmaadniy
$189714984 Maisl et al., (2023) NNA1991 AFNIBFILLU LT LE DN LT84 10190511 TATIEF19LAT AN AT

k3

20981979 Tanalan esannidunszuaunialdgumniuazatNauei 393aAnN198a8FI189ANIEIATYFNN 7

q al
¥ |

vin Tedinudnanlss wazansngmallla nenaintiuandmeinldaannszusunisdalanwaengy i ldainien

avanglAAuazianasnINn1vnuienaenisliAanNFen (Krakowska-Sieprawska et al., 2022)

Table 4 Comparison of MOS content in sample S3-2 before and after freeze-drying.

1/

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 total MOS

treatment
(gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)  (gram/liter)

S3-2 before

0.12 0.15 0.15 0.12 ND ND 0.42
freeze-drying
S3-2 after

0.49 0.84 2.14 0.50 ND ND 3.48

freeze-drying

" total MOS = M2+M3+M4+M5+M6

3. maneasupmantmnadunslulesng
3.1 NINAGALNITANLATNNNIAIYIRILLATITILAARN
o o a . ~ @ 2 o
ANWUEN AU IUINY1184 E. faecalis SHI-1 wulsulaseulalaiilueinisuia MRS 39l
= s ¥ ¥ ] 3 = ¥ L o . A a
waatenafuawadudy 1 wasidusl uazlinanisdonunsaiiuuon wadiduginay 73 (Figure 4) laiarsun
maBeuauauaunsnaeslalaslaeniaianlaain PKC fu FOS Tunsdasduniniasnyaes E. faecalis SHI-1
TnedAAINIIRANAUUAITIANNENIAAY 600 W TWNAT a1 0, 24, 48 uaz 72 G9Tus A3 (Figure 5) wudnlalaslawam
AN PKC NiszAuaanuidudy 125 uar 250ppm dAnisiasgyaaslelaian SHI-1 gandinguasuAuLas FOS
Tugaaiaan 24-72 dalue uansliiiudnlalaslaianan PKC Hdnaningalunatunglulefing wdasldluFunon
ot nan19AnNlannARaINLNWIARAR Perini et al., (2023) N31841131 MOS Hilsz@Ansanlunisnszsiu

NNLA3YBAN Lactobacillus plantarum lugrialanngn FOS waz GOS Sedainmlfainnisivaauaesanuouqauvse

[ 2
Y o v a a

MiutlszTamiuaznnsnetauasn 9 RANIUIDg R ANT W

Q
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Figure 3 Chromatograms of oligosaccharides in sample S3-2 before and after freeze-drying, analyzed using a

Biorad HPX-42C column and compared with standard solutions M1-M6.

Figure 4 Morphological characteristics of E. faecalis SHI-1 from a 1-year-old Pomeranian dog observed

at 100X magnification.
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Figure 5 Comparison of the growth-promoting effects of PKC hydrolysate and FOS on E. faecalis SHI-1.

3.2 mi‘wmmummuﬁi@iﬁﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂa?:mﬁzmmiqﬁmLﬁﬂu
wudnlalnsla@nann PKC anunsanusianistesnaeiauloditliduluaniazannuidunsalana
98.86 iwlefifus winnstesasifsduanszazionn 6 falis %'\1Lﬂmm*ﬁ'm::quzmmmﬁﬂﬂumm‘@ﬂmmi
wazgndssialldaan ldidndausiu A (Figure 6) FaganadaeTUNNIANENY04 Bello et al., (2018) it MOS u?zgmé
u’mmmum'1umm@asl,uma‘wuﬁifaﬁm’ﬂﬂﬂazmwmmawmﬁmmﬁ pH 2 Wud1 MOS @usanusaniseas

soenanladuazaniozanuiiunsals 98.62 wlafidus
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o 9975
[
=
S 99,50
©
>
<
o 99.25
(&)
C
©
@ 99.00
3 ——————— —— —
X 9875

98.50

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

hydrolysis time (h)
Figure 6 Percentage of resistance hydrolysis of PKC hydrolysate by pepsin under acidic conditions.

3.3 nmmadaunInusanistasmaeulildanasluea
wudnlalaslaianain PKC arunsonusanisdaslageis 99.19 wafidus tnaszaunistian
g uae 3 dalueusnuaziiuu iieiiludaluedt 4 FaivdtenuaniRrewidlulefnddenishigndesluszuy
NNLALANUNTEIURU A4 (Figure 7) felndAserunnsfnEnmusienistendamenloidantes luiaaaes MOS

UFgnsnaNnsonulane 98.32 wlasifust (Bello et al., 2018)
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Figure 7 Percentage of resistance hydrolysis of PKC hydrolysate by a-amylase.

4. pnwsnreantsuanlalnslai@nann PKC aneewlasd Bio-ase

msuanlalaslaanan PKC daaeulasd Bio-ase dndu 15 glinsialadans Usznausan 4 dusauman
#4 (Figure 8) vazlalalaslaanlugluuunetFunos 1 wefidus wia 0.266 n3u viseAndunandn 2.66 N5y
lalaslaansaniansy PKC wanannidumnaunisnandaldszazinaniiies 34 49709 T98111508A9UMaLNNTHAR
Imilaweuiunis@nenaes Bello et al., (2018) 1M1n13dia MOS a1n PKC Taaldlamenlansenlosaailnis
Alasupnuiien TneNdunaun1sean 10 Ut was erazna nanne 72 Talue waasliiudednannnisuan
lalaslaanann PKC filesAdsznauiily MOS 1asa8n32uq1n1s R4 81908 ATUADUBALIZ L IIATNITHAR
warda1u17 1 aula Bio-ase Nuanlutszwalnatas PKC laatneilsz@ninan aniagaiunisannisld

a a o v & a Qr 1 U 1 a a £ o

anaailunsuan adnnsonaununisindeunlaiusgnaandisdszmalaiiuednem dagsuliaiunsowmun
Tlgnauin 14 lugeaunssuanusdadiaeslesie bl vallas@nusia lusunisiuduneuntsnds e Suno

a a4 & Y = o &
HANAANANTULACANATFBNITHNARNINENUU

.—>4>.4> e 4».

PKC 100gram PKC fine powder 49.31gram PKC powder 19.72gram

i

' <« freeze-drying <+ < enzymatic extraction

PKC hydrolysate powder 0.266gram
PKC hydrolysate 26.62milliliter

Figure 8 Overview of the PKC hydrolysate production.
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a9l

PKC Fsldangranvnssumsnaminsiuhei ansnsniianaralalaslaamifidanutlsznetzes MOS ¥ dae

wulasl Bio-ase Anndindu 15 yiinsiafiadans nelinanan MOS v 3.48 nfuseans Uszneuda uliluten
wlilpslea wazundumnszlea Wennaeupman?lunsdadsumssioewuad Sauanin wudtlalaslaim
A n PKC Riszdumanuidindns 125 uae 250ppm AuNInALATINNTIAIYTRN E. faecalis SHI-1 laandn FOS Taaldifin
miﬂ”u&\m’mﬂ??ag mmmwuﬁi@miﬂ'@mmﬁ’m’@ﬁmzm’mmmmﬁmLﬁ?;mLLaszau"Lsnurﬁ@Wﬁ@xvlmL@Mﬁ’fﬁ\i 98.86 L4z
99.19 wefifiusf musdu wenanniimsudslalaslaemann PKC lumsinmilfianansnanduneuazszaziann
nsudald arnuanisineannnsaasLlidinnisuanlalasiaanain PKC filuimgauindeisaingaamnsss
shiuhdudanieull Bio-ase inamlulszmAlnaiduiansnaniivsnzan awnsnaansldannaiilunssn
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