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GRAPHICAL ABSTRACT ABSTRACT
Plant-based probiotic beverage Plant-based probiotic products are a type of functional food.
i s Probiotic properties The objectives of this study were to screen lactic acid bacteria (LAB) and

evaluate their probiotic properties for use as starter cultures in producing
plant-based fermented beverages. Isolates LFUO5a and LFU12b were

- Dy selected for further study based on their high antimicrobial activity against
1 the tested bacterial pathogens, survival after exposure to simulated

e b B gastrointestinal tract conditions (67.54-73.83%), good adhesion ability,

= .me”’u:d\s absence of hemolytic activity, antibiotic susceptibility, and antioxidant

activity (64.23-83.26%). LFUO5a and LFU12b were identified as
Lacticaseibacillus casei and Lactiplantibacillus pentosus, respectively.

For prebiotic selection, modified rice starch (MS) demonstrated a prebiotic
effect by enhancing the growth of L. casei LFUO5a and L. pentosus LFU12b. Furthermore, plant-based fermented beverages made from rice
supplemented with 10% of pea protein isolate (PPI) and 1% of MS exhibited high probiotic viability (8.45 log CFU/mL). The results indicated
that L. casei LFUO5a and L. pentosus LFU12b are effective starter cultures for the production of plant-based probiotic beverages.
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\ATesRANLRgUN; wwaudluan  lelwian LFUOSa uaw LFU12b gniftenlufinwderliesaniiussdviamlunisdudauunaiiise
41, delsanagauldas awsasentindenngeunigldanniesiaeswemuiiue s (Sevaz 67.54-73.83)
U faaaudilunsinzid lddesaanedadonuns danulhiresujiusuazifonssudueyyadass (Govas
Keywords 64.23-83.26) lolawan LFUOSa waz LFU12b gndtuuniinssiuide Lacticaseibacillus casei wag
Lactiplantibacillus pentosus swaeu dmsunisandennslulofndnuiudsdndaulaiiaudilunsdu
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Lactic acid bacteria; nslulefnddmsunisdaasunisniyvedlnslulefindateiiug LFUOSa waz LFU12b viatliaSoshundn
Prebiotics; unauduasandLasulysiuainandiduniiosas 10 wasudsindaulasiosas 1 Swelnslulednd
Functional beverage; USuauge (8.45 log CFU/mU) mansnaansiisdidn L. casei LFUOSa uae L. pentosus LFU12b tfuiaiiie
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1. uni
wuafiGonsaudndndunidlugdunidvdn
Tumswanemsndnuagldidulnsluledndlunis
Waundn Ausiiieguain Taglanizegieds
wuAiseda Bifidobacterium sp., Lactobacillus
sp., Lacticaseibacillus sp., Lactococcus sp.,
Leuconostoc sp., Pediococcus sp.,
Propionibacterium sp., Enterococcus sp.,
Streptococcus sp. wag Bacillus sp. [1] 1ae
TnsluleAndfoqaunisiiidindeneliiAnysslov
m'aqsumwLﬁ'alé’%’ﬂuﬂ%mmﬁmmzau [2, 3]
wnarddililunsdmdeninslulefndusynau
feauansatunssentindlonnasuluantie
YOWNUAUSTNT MINUFBINFOTNA AILEINTE
Tunsinmgndudeyfinvesdld fanuvasads
Snadondudeiiliferosuitoug lindnasiv
wazldiifanssunisdevaansiinidenuny [4, 5]
sudadinuandinisilandudssnouimefanssy
AuoyyadaTe N1THAAIMIAY WaENISHARNIU
WJusu msiilnsluledndazanunsauaninmanta
sine q IdAdulissnuideddsuemsfivnyan
tudeansusznoungunilulefnd (Prebiotics) [6]
a15Usznaviidsteuindunilulefndlaun
duydu (nulin) Wzalaledlnuaaaislsd (Fructo-
oligosaccharide, FOS) wagniudnlaladln
wwAAN3LsA (Galacto-oligosaccharide, GOS) Taud
nauutiasinudas Inefisnsnunsldutainuuaniu
wilulefndlunisduasunisigueduslulefngd
u,azﬁmmmamﬁ’m%ammﬁaqmmw [7, 8] Fansld
Tnslulefndsmdunslulefndisanindululednd
(Synbiotics) afisgeuiindnfusiluguuuy
Fululefndfregunmmaieyusenis
onnsTidulszneuvesaurEdinslulednd
Isigndaldusmsiiltequam (Functional foods)
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Instulednd wuleiise wazuulSen wanadd

iwamu’iﬂmiﬁiﬂmfmmwdamaLﬁwiaﬂumaﬂqm
Tnglanizegnedanisuiinanaudnlnaluuy [9]
sudegusuunmaidenuslaaludaqiu wu nau
Hesanariuny Sdluunldufiniosruanfiavie
uauAUAR B AL s AT LR S
LﬁaLﬁumwaLﬁaﬂmaaﬁuﬁm Fansetuseanunans
d19vrudeInsuRanfusidmsunguilsaish
LLaEf‘JLLﬂUWU’j’ILﬁM%UV]ﬂ?J [10] uAveAD8UBY
in3osauunausUadTuAeTlUsAusnI LR
[11] 35 dudenasulindnfueidinmunudul
Vinalusiiufisunihfueiesmuaniuien
AuABAUANAINIIATUINITEINS

1 (Oryza sativa) Wufiwivgnunnlunas
Uszmaveuafosudaussindlng Suomnsiily
wisugesuiosnanesddsznoundndeuts
uaﬂmﬂf‘jﬁmi:ﬂa‘uﬁwiﬂiauua:LLiﬁwaiauﬁq
iy [12] Feflanumunzaufivztanfnuiie
WanASoshumsinunausiuas Hainwsnuiaiild
Sumnudeufedadua (Pisum sativum Linn)
Tuguredlusiufiatnunandidue Sahwndnwm
eresulusiuliundesiuiiaunay (esan
Frdunillusiudeslaiisesay 66-91 snvisly
Heguldsiuadaaindrduanldsuanudongs
Famurzanlunsiidulusiuasuliuninioy
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2. aUnsaluazisns

2.1 MIfauenuUAiiBensaLanAinaINewnssinaas
Fretsevnsmindiiuannainanluitud

NJNNUNIUAT Yunidennsasndiay 10 wih (10-
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Fold dilution) sa8 Normal saline solution (0.85%
NaCl, NSS) ﬂl’e]uLLEJﬂL‘?gll’e]G?]J’JEJ Spread plate technique
UUD1115 De man rogosa and sharpe agar
(BioMérieux, France) e CaCo, Souay 0.5 (MRS-
CaCo,) Unitgamadl 35°C Wunan 48 Falus way
denlelailiumnglevlaseu ¢ lalail asaseuides
AUMIBNIIAN BTN YU AALAZNITHAFLNTUYD
waanelanaasganssai (CX22, Olympus, Tokyo,
Japan) waziiulundimeseaiovay 20 (w/v) ﬁéw&i
uisgaumgd -80°C iterhlulilunsinwely
2.2 nmsanenpuantAnsdulnsiulefnd

2.2.1 n19NAdauUNINTIUAIUBUATLSE
nalsa

asransfudiuaiiienelsaniuizves
Meidong et al. [14] wupfiSerelsaildlunisveaeu
1aun Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium
DMST 8023, Pseudomonas aeruginosa DMST
4739, Escherichia coli DMST 4212, Staphylococcus
aureus DMST 562 uag Bacillus cereus DMST 5040
\Basluenns Mueller hinton (MH) broth (BD Difco,
USA) uagusuanuguiiguin McFarland no 0.5
N9U Swab UW MH agar LLaSLmWEjuﬁaEJ Cork borer
wazutgn Neutralized cell-free supernatant (NCFS)
adlunguitanzly outluduil 35°C (Hunan 18
Falus asranalaefavuinvedleulanisduds
(Inhibition zone)

2.2.2 nsnadaunissantanluaniae
91899YIN 1A 14T

AINAROUYIIMILIDVDY Huang and Adams
[15] TnewaduuIuaneuaaluAisensALanaAn
(1x108 CFU/ml) naaeoulu Simulated gastric fluid
(SGF) (1% Pepsin, pH 2.5) a1 3 Halue
gaunni 37°C feunsINsTaATinueade Nl
vhdnegefieglu SGF lufumisaiuwadiiield
nadouAsluAUNIINURRANITIaasluaLdlnY
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naaeauAle Simulated intestinal fluid (SIF) (1%
Pancreatin, 0.3% Bile salt, pH 8.0) 1533115594
Fiavdmagouidunan 6 3lus #2833 Drop plate
technique #3891M15 MRS-CaCO, Pt
nsseTanlu SGF wag SIF fiedl %Survival = (log |
nnuwadndmegdeuiinansieg / log,  $ruauwad
Fudiu) x 100

2.2.3 n3NnaauAINE 1150 lun 15t

Auto-aggregation assay NINIUITUD
Meidong et al. [14] Wisaduviuassitiinnugui
oD, fifn 1.0 %’mﬁ‘]umﬂmuﬁuﬁuﬁu (oD 9nta
Unitgaumgiivieadunan 5 $lus Tnglifinnswe
waziduAuULTsITadwYINasslUInAuYY
YLD (GD,) f8 UV-Vis Spectrophotometer
(C7_,» Peak instruments Inc., USA) TR
% Auto-aggregation (AAg%) Fall: 1- (OD,/0D)
x100

Hydrophobicity assay MAdaUAILIZUDY
Meidong et al. [14] TngUFuAuyuaLUATise
nsaLanAnlu PBS (Phosphate buffer saline, pH
7.2) IneU$ulsitiannauil opb_ wihiu0.5(0D_ )
ThwadurLansveatoUsing 3 ml neuiulyay
(Xylene) Y3u1as 1 ml nntuthluwen (Vortex)
Tinauiudunan 60 Juil felSaunsetafnnsuen
Fudune 30 uiil Yiaduruaesluduvesily
A7193AAINYU (ODafter) Ingldf PBS iluansavane
Fr0819uuad (Blank) thnadilaluauin
%Hydrophobicity = [(ODbefore-oDaﬂer)/ODbefore]
x 100

Mucin binding assay Mag@auUAINUAIUITH
YOUATIIEABNSINEAUTRY (Mucin type III,
Sigma-aldrich, USA) m1335989 Tallon et al. [16]
Tneldansusyneviaduadoud Microtiter 96
Microwell™ plates LLaszﬁnmﬁﬁ’;%ﬂmmg
pwa1Tazas Bovine serum albumin (BSA; Sigma-
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aldrich, USA) flaufiesifiuwaduuiuaosves
wuAilFenagaU (1x 10° CFU/mU) Usuas 0.1 ml
adlUluustazyiqu nifutuiwadiinmefuidude
wAfla Spread plate f188M5 MRS-CaCO, uaz
mieuazn1singin (% Adhesion = (S1UILAAN
\nesienay / S1uruwadiFudusievqu) x 100]
Tunsnnassiusazlelanazyinisnaass 4 61
Tagld Lactiplantibacillus plantarum 299v
\Duaneiugenads
2.2.4 nmsnadaunIulasnse
nagauAu b U Tusrenuaisy
NSALANANNAADUANAT Kirby-bauer agar disk
diffusion method floSunelilusuwes Selvin et
al. [17] wupfiSelddudedddunsmaaeuiine
E. coli ATCC 25922 waz S. aureus ATCC 25923 1
Uﬁ%auzﬁiﬁtﬂumiﬁﬂmiﬁm Penicillin G (10U),
Vancomycin (30 pg), Tetracycline (30 pg),
Gentamycin (10 wg), Erythromycin (15 pg),
Chloramphenicol (30 pg) wag Streptomycin (10
ug) arlelalunissudutovessfTourusias
wiinilUifigunanu Clinical laboratory standards
institute (CLSI) Guidelines uas1eaulumenuss
ms@'ﬁyasiamﬂﬁ%uz (Resistant; R) wazlisae
UfTue (Susceptible; S)
NAADUABUNITIDBEANELIALADALAS
(Hemolytic activity) asvaeulngiduniiEense
udnAnaauuems Blood agar (BioMérieux, France)
Toemsaranandsnsud 35°C Wunan 24 Flus
2.2.5 M3ATI9a0UNINTIUA MDY YADATY
7% DPPH Free radical scavenging ability
NIM1u3sUe9 Jang et al. [18] 14 Cell-free
supernatant (CFS) Usu1as 0.05 ml 983uuniiize
NIALANANNINAADU (A D Auda1sazane
2,2-diphenyl-1- picrylhydrazyl (DPPH; Sigma-
Aldrich, USA) (0.2 mM azanslu 95% Ethanol)
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50

U31nns 0.15 ml ralidhiuudadelsluiisadu
na1 30 wifl ey A blank) wédihluiadiga
nAuweedl 517 nm Tunsvaaeuifld MRS Broth 1Ju
naonAuAY (A control) waunluaAIuINAn
Scalvenging effect (%) =[1- (A e /A )x100]
I591@03Ae Reducing power 1135984 Safronova et
al. [19] Tng/ld CFS wanfvaisavaty 1 M PBS (pH
6.6) LaLLAL 1% Potassium ferricyanide Wrluus
fomngd 37 °C unan 1 dalus Wesunanfisly
audu wavlAnansazane 10% Trichloroacetic acid
(TCA) Aalilstmnnznew thansazanslUnesiu 0.1%
Ferric chloride waziludumisaivdwlunouin
ANN15RANALLAT 700 nm UHauIAIUIAAT
! [1- (/—\sample / Aconw) x 100]
2.3 mssuunideuuaiiBensaudnin

Reducing power (%) =

FILUNMEFNYUENTUFIVINEITIUAY
anwazndell waznageunsiiasiulamsnaila
AN 9 eyanaaey APl 50 CHL (BioMérieux,
France) mﬂﬁ?uﬁué’uﬁw 16S rRNA gene sequencing
TAeLfingIuIuU3I 165 rRNA gene #1833
Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) seteulssl Tag
DNA Polymerase sauiulwsiues 20F (5°-GAG TTT
GAT CCT GGC TCA G-3’) iz 1500R (5’-GTT ACC
TTG TTA CGA CTT-3") U1a19u 165 rRNA gene U84
wiazlelmantildinuieuiiouiuiouuniiGense
wdnfnanesugeing q Aligrudeyalu GenBank
databases wag Ezbiocloud databases @314
Phylogenetic tree selungu MEGA ver. 11 [20]
2.4 msAatdanwslulafng

Anwnavesarsusznounslule@ndsons
Wwigyveslwslulefndanenug Lacticaseibacillus
casei LFUOb5a ﬁLLEJﬂmf\]’mMﬁ’] way Lactica-
seibacillus paracasei LFU12b fiLenu19n
windin tngawnsiliveaeude Basal medium
(lu 1 L Usznause NH4CL, 2.5 ¢; Yeast extract,
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0.01 g MgSO,.7H.0, 0.04 g; MnSO_4H 0, 0.02 ¢;
NaCl, 0.02 g; FeSO,_.7H O, 0.02 g W pH 7.0)
wnasA1susunaasulsznauniy nalaa,
utsdnulas (Modified rice starch; MS [8]),
Wynlaledlnuaanilsn uavdydu (Sigma-aldrich,
USA) #i¥egas 1.0 USuidonsdeuiiaBuduil 1x105
CFU/ml mmfuﬁﬂ"l,ﬂﬂml,uwushﬁé 150 rpm, 35°C
nsransasyvedinslulefndluemisgasdg 9
p1e75 Drop plate technique 91881115 MRS-
CaCo, e 0, 24 uaz 48 Falus

2.5 msAnwnsiasashunsindululefndain
Frasulusiuaninaindadunn

s

WISEUENTETAFEN1TUAATENWUS

q

@)
Tudnsrdi 3:10 WJunan 30 Wil udazgnsves

o

Y1nenuyd 105 Wrunananleudiseu (80

w3oshuiiAnuldlusfiudrduanarin [Pea protein
isolate (PPI), Nuzest pea protein, Australia] e
Wuduwandeiuluudazges lavdiuusznaulu
\30mIU3AS 100 Ml Uszneude thana (1 %)
AR (0.05 %) wilulednd MS (1 %) thdmarin
(100 m) Tnegms#t 1 laisl PPI (ynAruRy, RPPI_0)
ansil 2 PP 5% (RPPI_5) gnsil 3 PPI 10% (RPPI_10)
gn3?l 4 PPT 15% (RPPI_15) luusiazgnsilenanls
gt luende (95°C, 30 W) Ydewlidy
rowdudolnslulofnduvuidonauansius L.
casei LFUO5a Wag L. pentosus LFU12b (10° CFU/
mU) ﬂuﬁqmmﬁ 35°C Ineinan 0, 12 way 24 luq
Fmsnseinssiiesesumin §eil 1) asaem
Usunadlnslulefndsmeds Plate count technique
8 MRS-CaCO, 2) 539 pH e pH Meter
(Mettler toledo, Switzerland) 3) FwasneiuSunu
nsnudndntueieshiudienias HPLC Taeld C18
Reversed phase column (Alltech, Prevail™
Organic Acid, 5um, 150 x 4.6 mm) miasma‘m‘fl’
\Ju Mobile phase fie 25 mM KH PO, (pH 2.5; 3M
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51

Phosphoric acid)‘ﬁﬁmﬂmﬂwa 1 mU/min Lagasia
Imansaae UV-Vis detector (Waters 2489, Waters
Corp., USA) 71 220 nm Uunasfianfie 10 ul wax
AMNANUILTUTBINIADUNI O lntUSsulTiguiu
NIALATgIULSRZYLn Uas 4) Lﬂ%iaq?immazqmﬁw
TUAAT1E%E@1991MI5UUU Proximate analysis
Usgnaumieaisiulainse TUsAu Tasiu wazin
Ium%aﬁmlﬁiazqm [21]
2.6 M3AATEdayaneadin
TMUHUNITNABBIRUUENDE1aN Ul
(Completely randomized design: CRD) %1113
NAABY 3 81 LaLTIATITAILULUSUSIULUUNaFEn
(One way analysis of variance: ANOVA) dloanu
WANFNISEIRARAEIEFE Duncan new multiple
range test (DMRT) fiaundesudesay 95

3. HAN1539Y
3.1 wan1sAaLenLUAfiSensALAnAnLAZNANTS
fudsqaunidialan
wgnuuAfiisensauanfnlasiuiu 70 leluan
INAIDYIDIUITUANADITIUIU 24 @29819
Usgnoume Al wnuadan wauuvy vieldnes
b Uned funauned Aned uwnuliin Yaidu
1&nsondaiu nesaonazunultile wuafisy
nsAuEnAnamisnasIedeuUsEavsamlunis
Fudaionolsasaes Agar well diffusion assay lag
lelmanidufadouvaiiSonelsailldnaaouss 5
aneiuglaasuaninanisageulily Table 1 uag
WulelwaniignihluldlunisAnwisiely annwanis
Anwmuilelsian LFUOSa Suds Salmonella
Typhimurium (20.33 mm) Wag P. aeruginosa
(21.33 mm) iﬁqqﬁqm wuriiSunsananinleluian
Jun ﬁé’uﬁ%@rﬁaﬁmmmaaﬂﬁqﬁa LFU23d §ufs
E. coli (21.33 mm), LFU22b §udfs 5. aureus (19.50
mm), kag LFU12b Fuis B. cereus (17.66 mm)
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Table 1 Antimicrobial activity of LABs against bacterial pathogen tested strains.

Bacterial pathogen

Inhibition zone (mm)

tested LFUO5a LFU12b LFU16c LFU22b LFU23d

Salmonella typhimurium — 20.33+0.47°  17.66+1.24° 19.66+0.37° 19.68+0.56° 17.33+0.65°
P. aeruginosa 21.33+0.57% 1533+0.43° 18.66+0.55° 12.66+0.68" 15.66+0.63"
E. coli 18.33+0.36" 19.68+0.56° 20.67+0.49° 15.66+0.75° 21.33+1.54°
S. aureus 17.33+0.54° 16.50+0.86" 15.83+0.28° 19.50+0.5° 17.33+0.52"
B. cereus 17.33+0.57°  17.66+0.56" 13.67+0.64° 16.83+0.28° 15.33+0.54"

Means in the same row with different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05).

3.2 namsnsadouAanUAnIslulnslulafingd

HANISNAZDUNISNURDENIILTNABY
TumaAue1msveuAiSensaLanAnndwIan
3 $lus veansvageuluanizsiaeslunssing
pnsoiisentingsan 3 Sufuusnie LFU22b,
LFUl6c waz LFU12b Tasil¥ovasnissontind
£988y 95.97, 92.22 uay 88.74 MINAINU B9
Tolwian LFU22b, LFUl6c taz LFUO5a $16m3
msseadindlonuannizlugldSuna 6 $alusdl
Sovay 88.19, 83.46 uay 76.54 muanau (Table 2)

NANISNAABUAINITINIEVBILUATILS E
nsauanfnuandly Table 2 TnsiBua1nA1 Auto-
ageregation WuinouuATiunsaLEninia 5
lolaianilAn Auto-aggregation oagszninefouay
36.98 D4 82.65 A1 Hydrophobicity U9WUAILe
nanudnfinita 5 lelwaniienagsswinsiosas 19.91
714 69.96 luwauzfin1svaaau Mucin binding Usuan
feAnisinisuansusenauinduiindsdldves
wupfiSensaudninia 5 leluan delunisAnenil
Jleufuieseda L. plantarum 299v fidienmsine
fuihdufisesas 80.38 luvaziiuuaiiZunsaudnin
w1 5 lolaan ddnaneififuegsswinedosas
18.35 914 65.20
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N1INAEDUAIINUADANEUBILUATILTY
nsAudnAn wuaiiensaudninie 5 lelean lifl
AanssunsgesaanewinlionLAamAdoUMENTS
Bedluenns Blood agar Wunan 24 s Fadieh
fiauvaoadeludesdu Snfinanisnaaeu
anulsesUitug 7 wiin dadusnilinmandia
Usznoume Penicillin G (10U), Vancomycin (30 pig),
Tetracycline (30 pg), Gentamycin (10 ug),
Erythromycin (15 pg), Chloramphenicol (30 pg) tkag
Streptomycin (10 pig) Wudwiaiszjt,amﬁ?iyasiamﬂﬁ%auz
Tetracycline éiuA LFUOSa uaz LFU23d lelaand
#Aesoen Penicillin G o LFU16c lolmantinasiosn
Erythromycin, Chloramphenicol iag Streptomycin
f® LFU23d, LFU22b Wag LFU12b snaasiu

HAN1INAADUAINTTUAIUDYLADATEVDI
wuATiBensaudnania 5 lolsian nanisnagouLEns
Tu Table 2 \ilonsr9d0usieds DPPH Free radical
scavenging WUIHa 5 TolgianlAfanssusiueyya
daszegsyvinedenas 58.65 fis 83.26 loluianiid
Afanssufueyyadaszine s DPPH gefignfe
lolwan LFU12b 7iSeuaz 83.26 wavlensivaeu
#2633 Reducing power WU 5 loloanilenay
seine¥oray 48.31 f1 65.26 Ingleluandiden
Reducing power q&ﬁqmﬁa LFU12b (50va 65.26)
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Table 2 Gastrointestinal tract tolerance, antioxidant, auto-aggregation, hydrophobicity, and mucin

binding activity of LAB strains.

Probiotic properties (%) LFUO5a LFU12b LFU16c LFU22b LFU23d

3 h after exposure in SGF 82.67+0.75°  88.74+1.38  92.22+0.71°  9597+0.76°  85.34+4.12"
6 h after exposure in SIF -~ 76.54+4.17°  73.38+0.88"°  83.46+3.86°  88.19+1.14°  69.67+3.86°
DPPH assay 64.28+3.15"  83.26+4.57°  75.19+4.02°  58.65+5.85"  68.16+2.32"
Reducing assay 57.96+2.66  65.26+3.26° 56.28+545"  48.31+9.31°  59.33+8.68"
Auto-aggregation 64.13+3.05°  44.54+4.08°  36.98+6.02°  74.21+4.17°  82.65+5.49°
Hydrophobicity 42.40+3.29°  34.82+4.61°  19.91+2.06°  56.54+4.16°  69.96+2.21°
Mucin binding 37.68+1.54°  25.68+4.26°  18.35+2.51°  50.63+3.03°  65.20+4.15°

Means in the same row with different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05).

3.3 HANMSIUNLUATISENSALANAN
wupfiBensaudnfndifidnenindmiuiily
Ainwse & 2 lolwian lawn LFUO5a way LFU12b
gnINITLUNMIAN YUEN NFNgIWINGT Tuall
uazauilnalelvavedu 165 rONA wullelsian
LFUO5a 91531 Lacticaseibacillus casei (99.98%)
wagleluan LFU12b assiu Lactiplantibacillus
pentosus (99.76%) 1ae Phylogenetic tree 3
wunfiGensaudninitsansaneiusuandlu Figure 1
3.4 wan1sAadanwilulafinddannsiasgyvas
Twslulefing
navesasUsEnounslulefndneanisiaiy
yaalnslulefnduanslu Figure 2 Waidaudiounis
\W3aves L. casei LFUO5a Tuwviaseniuausia 4 viln
ndumedsaiunm 48 dalus wuliainldgen
aghafidedndny Wodedlu MS (9.14 log CFU/MD)
uazdyau (9.01 log CFU/mL) wuedl L. pentosus
LFU12b finsasnygeanegnsiifoddouiloidody
w3lulefind FOS Tnefiunouientfi 8.7 log CFU/
mlstagamuinanansawsyldnnuieiuiodss
T MS (8.32 log CFU/mU) uagByau (8.29 log CFU/
ml) DnHanIMARBsTNUT MS anautAvesmily

TedndlunisduasunisiasyuuaiiGelnsiulednd
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ansaeuglafifeuvindlulofindnianisénds
wangfazilulflunsinusioly
3.5 nisudniaTesfuunaudiuadaindrauay
Wshuafnandduin
nMylATEiiAToshuLandy Table 3 wu
’J"]ﬂ’liLﬁ]%iyﬂJadL%@ LABs Lﬁugmé’qﬂu 12 4l
(6.78-6.97 log CFU/m) uaziasaygsammeaniin 24
#1114 (7.45-8.58 log CFU/mV) Tneignsiil PPl 7i5ee
az 5-15 fin1swsgyvednsluledndligenitgns
muANegEtud Ay wilidanuwandieiuegned
tlodiajlugnsfisl PPl anadiudusing 4 Tneen pH
TuiedesuiiAogsening 4.432-4.912 Taegns
RPPI 5, RPPI_10 Wag RPPI_15 fiAn pH fininges
AR (RPPI_0) etnafitfdndiny lenmasouyiina
nsnudniinluedosiumuitluedosiuninia 4 gns
fIUSunausEwINg 346.35-362.66 mo/L TneAeiy
RPPI_10 uaz RPPI_15 fiUSunaunsauanfinginingns
RPPI_ 0 wag RPPI_5 agnsiidedngy Tusulatunnis
vouAsANvongnsiialiuandaiy Tagdln
AnutuogsEminaesay 91.58-93.76 Wiudouay
0.33-13.94 aslulainsniosay 7.68-12.01 luiiu
Jowag 0.073-0.13 on¥euar 0.033-0.035 way
WA 0.83-3.35 Kcal/100 g
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Figure 1 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA

gene sequences of LAB strains.
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Figure 2 The growth of L. casei LFUO5a and L.
pentosus LFU12b in various sources of
prebiotics. Means at the same strain with
different letters are significantly different
(p < 0.05).

Table 1 Antimicrobial activity of LABs against bacterial pathogen tested strains.

Beverage analysis

LABs growth in beverage (log CFU/ml)

RPPI_0 RPPI_5 RPPI_10 RPPI_15
0h 5.20+0.11° 5.19+.08° 5.21+0.01° 5.07+0.06
12 h 6.78+0.17° 6.87+0.28% 6.90+0.46™ 6.97+0.64°
24 h 7.45+0.15° 8.34+0.57" 8.45+0.52" 8.58+0.85"
DPPH assay in beverage (48 h) ~ 57.96+2.66™  65.26+3.26°  56.28+5.45"  48.31+9.31°
pH 4.912+0.12°  4.461+0.42°  4.443+036°  4.432+0.28
Lactic acids (mg/L) 346.35+16.16° 347.67+18.33" 358.67+8.32° 362.66+17.47°

Means in the same row with different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05).

4. F130INANINIAADA
Inslulefindlunguuuaiisensaunanind
Fenuausasenliannguemsuinaes oy
anzesasninamiin uassdnsasienmaviin
(vsh wuaile wuuvy uagdnees) lusiui
Tnslulefndaneius L. casei LFUOSa wenldannvsin
ua L. pentosus LFU12b ugnunannuvuaniin 3l
autAveslnslulefindUsznaumenisifanssusnu
Werelsn fenuamnsonuseannylunssmnzuas
ld mamngluBoydld 4] fimmnaendelfuninig
liferesufTiuzuaridosameidndonuns [22]
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wazAantanalsitumeiifanssusueyyadase
(5] Imﬁy’qammaﬂ’uﬁ:é’ﬂﬁﬁ&mudwﬁm’mﬂaamﬁa
Tunslddulnslulefndassienislu European
food safety authority (EFSA) [23]
AavanURlun1siugdunidnelsadadu
inawidfglunsandeniuaiielnslulednd ns
fuvafidelnslulefndanunsaduduuniiSenelsn
I¢duiilesunannnisndnlelnsiaueseenled
(HO) nsnduniduaglneianizogaBenIsanuun
weiledu Inslulefndveansanewusudn
arsdsznounguuuaneileduiianuisaduds
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wuASanalsalaNaLnSUUINWarWASNAU (Broad

s

spectrum) FsuvaiiFensaudnfnuaioaneiug
annsodfudadonelseld degratu Pediococcus
acidilactici F32 [24] Wag L. paracasei [25] Wil
msdmdeninslulefnddeadumetugiisontin
dorussuumaiuemnsld Tnsaneitusiidaidon
uil flenaaevedaiiiodluangsiassues
nszizkaraldnuiniidninsentingininfevas
60 dstiotndunssentiniigs fanmeaouveado
&y Lactobacillus sp. wag Bifidobacterium sp.
$1uru 30 aeus sendiavdmaaeuluanioy
SGF wae SIF [4] ludupaaniBaunisinzdndu
anauTAndeiidAnlumsdaidentnslulofind Tu
suilnsaeulusedu in vitro vestnslulefind L.
casei LFUO5a Wag L. pentosus LFU12b 21n@"
Auto-aggregation ﬁLﬂummmmsmaaﬁﬁuw%‘éﬁ
Juiulaey U aseniuansanee vuRwadves
aunsdatenudifentu [5] dau1nsiaaauan
Hydrophobicity Fudunisaiilduszifiuainy
aunsalunisinizulAelIfu vin1snageuiu
Xylene \unsnsivaeudnvasuuingadiiliveu
i (Hydrophobic cell) wagnsiaa@aum Mucin
binding ability finaaeusvasUsyneuiiaduiinu
TuBoyresdléidn vnauauive 3 danusaus
UeneLaBNINvesRaNIElunsINL A 22, 26]

authvedinslulofndfiddnyseufedu
Auvasnde laensiadeunistosaatsiliaion
unsdadunasidunudasafoegnamiseuun
fdelnslulefnd nmafigduviddesisindonunsy
\oswnniinsnandluladu Aearsfiuiiviiane
wUswreITanndonuns vliwadidindenuwaa
win wardnaaautRrenuhesUTiue Inenuy
1 L. casei LFUO5a Aerosansilsndu wae L.
pentosus LFU12b #esesnufuzawmsilatedu
uiliterufTaue 6 wilnfiveaey wnnnisdnuil
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wansliliiudn L. casei LFUOSa way L. pentosus
LFU12b fiemnuaensteludosduannsailuldlu
uywduaydndld [1, 21 nuilnuauifvesuuniie
Tnsluledndfifinuddey uarldnsieaeulunded
Ao Aonssunssnueyyadass Fsliseanuiinisudn
aseyyadastlusameiinnifuluazduaivamils
ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁwaégﬂﬁwma 127) Tngluninuiuuaiice
NIAWANAN L. casei LFUO5a wag L. pentosus
LFU12b fRanssunsinueyyadasy Jeaenades
AuITev0e Jang et al. [18] la@nwRanssuau
auyadaszvasaneug L. plantarum Lnl 6775
DPPH assay dlfianssusinueuyadaszuinnitfevas
24.16 wazluanuves Safronova et al. [19] 518914
11 CFS vaslnslulefnddian Reducing power asﬂiﬁ
Sovay 78.8
TunisAadenarsusznaunslulefndls
ihmsnegeuiuwladauyas (MS) dudu uag FOS
wuideriaesaeiuganansaiy iy Ms ey
wirunslulefindnmanisdn Sediseaunisldud
srudasioutlmudosndnwinuaudilunisdu
wilule@nd Mmedramu udsiauvasandusisluy
NI5ALETUNITRTYVON Bifidobacterium sp. [28]
wlanugesannurduanasensaaasunisaiyves
L. acidophilus waz B. animalis [29] wilanutoy
NNAIBHBNTAIYVDI Lactobacillus sp. [30] waz
utlirnulasandnsenissgues L. plantarum
31] lumsitmunedesiundidldlddndaduumas
pwnsndniidnsmzugnanalulnesndne lngms
niinedesiudululefndunaudivaiaindinasy
PPl wuinAS e fivasu PPI fiSesay 5-15 SuUSunm
Inslulefind wazUsuunsaudnfin aandigns
awau Tngia3esduminainlnsluledindaasd
Unaudle 6-7 log CFU/100 m [32] Tusuiinuin
ﬁﬂ%mmﬁa‘iwﬂdaaﬂégmd’l 8 log CFU/ml 3s0i®

sl

MnsluledndaneiuinFndsnaiusalsduiiee

]
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Tumsudniaiesdiy iesnnaiylugnsiedosdiud
fwutulduasdusualnslulofndduluanm
UsenmnssnmsanssaauideSesiinadons
Tinnaenszeznatnesltpenii 6 log CFU/g uay
amewugithinAnwoglunedodsuuuineussne
Snvadamuinlnslulefndannsonannsaudnings
Tugnsiiadu PRI leifisuifugnsmuny way U3
Tusivluadeshuifnmeilatusuuinuiihuag
TWluusazgns gasimnzauiasiluiauisiefe
RPPI_10 fsinsananuianadnslulefind nswudn
NINBUNIE wAZAMAINNLATUINIT

5. #3UNaN1539Y
wuafiFensaudnAniiuonamnermsviinees
eunaneiiug L. casei LFUO5Sa uag L. pentosus
LFU12b gndmdenifulnslulefndfivanzaude
anuautATiddyUszneuse Qmauﬂ’mumié’m‘?ﬂ
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