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The Effect of Native Glucomannan on Growth Activity and

Acid Production of Lactic Acid Bacteria
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#un L. pentosus uaw L. acidophilus MNRANIANINUIINGTAKLLLLUR RTINS 1IN
i minlaanadu 2 ndu Ao nglausuuuuifvndnluanage (1.9x10° anau) uas
nglausuuuimiinluianasi 1.4x10° madu $ovar 58.08 wag 41.92 AuEIRU wazdia
ﬁﬁjﬁﬂ’]iﬂizmaﬁaﬁuaqﬁmﬁﬂimLaqa (polydispersity index: PDI) WU 1.6 wag 1.2 Auasu
mﬂmsﬁﬂmamﬁamiL’f]uw‘%iuiaﬁﬂﬁuaaﬂqiﬂLLmuLLuuﬁdﬂLa‘%umm%aﬂaqL%uaiwﬂuiaaﬂ
wudnssgivuldulndiAesiuwazianisaandunas (optical density: OD) gedn winiu
0.83+0.03 0.70+0.01 0.66+0.01 Way 0.60+0.03 &5 L. lactis AT L. pentosus L. acidophilus
wazydu mudrdy daud e L lactis A7 718 se3rufunglausuuuy Faduasadn
nalausnuuuianansavhlide L. lactis A7 WnldAningrseunu (Byaw Tnedararudu
nan-Assnaaidaluedl 24 Wiy 5.7540.02 uenanddmuirdedsinindunsluledn
(prebiotic index: PI) gegm Wiy 1.23 0.74 wag 0.63 &3 L. lactis A7 L. pentosus Lay
L. acidophilus sn3a1ay
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Abstract

This work aimed to study the effects of native glucomannan on the growth and
acid production of the bacterium Lactococcus lactis AT in comparison with two commercial
probiotic strains, L. pentosus and L. Acidophilus.From the results, it was found that the
native glucomannan was found to be composed of two molecular weight fractions: high
molecular weight glucomannan (1.9x10° Da) and low molecular weight glucomannan
(1.4x10° Da), accounting for 58.08% and 41.92%, respectively, with polydispersity index
(PDI) values of 1.6 and 1.2. Evaluation of its prebiotic properties in promoting probiotic
growth revealed comparable growth trends, with the highest optical density (OD) values
observed at 0.83+0.03, 0.70+0.01, 0.66+0.01, and 0.60+0.03 for L. lactis A7, L. pentosus,
L. acidophilus, and inulin (control), respectively. Notably, L. lactis A7 cultured with native
glucomannan exhibited enhanced growth compared to the inulin control, with the
lowest pH recorded at 24 hours (5.75+0.02). Additionally, the highest prebiotic index (PI)
values were observed at 1.23, 0.74, and 0.63 for L. lactis A7, L. pentosus, and L. acidophilus,

respectively.
Keywords: Glucomannan, Prebiotic, Probiotic
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Tutlagtu faufienuaulafiazquaguninanntu TnslewgluiFesnisauauoims
nstudne msmuauseiuimaluden esnluiligtuilisas 4 dWumntu e i
Tsaumnu Aetaaimesoags Jeldvunldnsluledndaduemsvelnslulefin finaluns
HI8nzAUNIsIsyresRaunidlunquinslulofnuazieduaiuauaimaoadivu (host)
wilulefndaut® Ao anmnsnqaduinasnosialdd iungdmivlunguilmuguemis
wonmndannsathlUldiusslevidunsunms 01@ dugpamnssuen Inelfiemunuszdy
ihmauarszduasinawmosoaluien anensviesun Viouds faldsanusaldidudiuna
vosgsin luisaglunsusuanauestesies Feannsntdieuidamieinafuguam
adi lenaludedu wilulednaunsanuldlufisnansvia Idun sfaveu mislifnss
nsxlen dandes ndney vallufeyn s aufsuiiuluiewas Snsldynfudunay
Tuomnsgunimeganiisuns fandnSusiasuemsuasiaiosy

Un (Konjac) g Surilandls Lﬁuﬁ%é’maﬂﬁwumﬂwﬂmmmﬂs”wmlm anuly
Uselgvin1enue 1 seg1en e I@aLawwvmummu&mmmwiiﬂmuLu’]q LLa‘“LL‘Uii‘U
Dundndasiomnsiadunaiesile L‘uaﬂmﬂuLﬂ‘LfLEJﬂﬂLLa”ﬂJﬁiiWﬂmWNEﬂ%mSmu uenINil
luynusznaurmenglawiuiuu (glucomannan) Lﬂmaulaasawmmmumunimaqaqq (high
molecular-weight) iuansuszinnanslulewnsn Usznousne nglaauazisinilua anglausiuy
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aunsatansziuialudenls Wewndanumdesiiedudimagedueanglaaain
MAUFUDINNT

nglawinuulunedudinalsa (polysaccharide) (Chyba and Sagan, 1997) filasaing
Usznoudsimaluanaiies 2 viin fe dinnangleauasiiniausulua Weudedudy
dunsadneussdamiisassninedafisiumia B-1,4-slycosidic Yodurazluana Tneiluudn
ﬂqiﬂLLuuLLuuﬁﬁmﬁﬂImaqaé’j&um' 200 §4 2,000 Alamadu (Khanna, 2003) %nagimmuuuu
fautRduduloamns (dietary fiber) annsngaduiinldfun fanumiinuniigalungs
duloanms Wuansiviliifea (selling agent) anunsaviliiAnaaiinsianennudeuls
(thermoirreversible gel) Ineiinsuszandldnglansuiuuvatesu laud adawazgniiunld
Tungugpanunssue s wisldiludiiadluens (emulsifiers) ansifiumnumiln (thickener)
saiiduansiesuilflumadunslulefn fsnsusznevmnnedudnalsdiduaiivlanse
filianansadesuagligngaduluszuumaiuomsdusunazannsnndouiinuluguiiom
anldlnaylaluanwanysal Inednadienseiunmsasguesnguadusdnslulefntualdlng
wazd e UgunMYeid1Uiu (Gibson and Roberfroid, 1995) ansiladunsluloRngosiiaua
nusan1sEesveINIAluNTTINIze1Ms lignaadulunseimizemsuazaldidn wavaiunse
m?{auﬁiﬂauﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁlmﬂéﬁﬁalaiﬁmﬁt,ﬂ?{ammm (Harman et al., 2004; Kolida et al., 2002;
Ellegard et al., 1997) anansafiazsianisniinludldng lneuvaiiSefidiusslomd wu Sils
wumilt3y (bifidobacteria) Wag Lactobacillus sp. LLazmmiamﬁmﬂﬂlugﬂﬁuaﬂﬁm‘vm Fad
authddy e aunsopaduthuasnesildd liaunsavinufisentunsauszaraiotgen
Tusenedaligngadailusienie

fromnilumideifdmualafiazdnwnaveanglauuuudufudefanss
N5ASEUAENMIHEANIAvRLUATIS BNEANIALAARN TAEdINgLALLLKLTINITATLUATIATR
13mﬁfﬂ1maqaﬁwmﬂﬁﬂ gel permeation chromatography (GPC) AtAszilassasimisall
vosnglanuuuuy Anwiandinsidunilulefin FsUszneuse Anwinmsdauaunisaiyves
nsluleRnuaznisanaswesatnuiunsn-ang (growth curve and pH reduction) tazAnu
ariinslunsluledn (prebiotic index: PI)

F/ANaUNITIVY
1. AipszviauvRvainglanuulu
1.1 Sothmiinlaanasemedanamesiodulaslnani

nsdinsiminlnanavesasaratenglausuuuulagldiaios gel
permeation chromatography (GPC) §%a Waters U Waters 600 W383@156208 19N 8UN13
Ainseiilagihansazanefiegaiumsiut ot fonuds mntuthaisiegasly
3miwﬁ1§mﬁfﬂimLaqaiﬂaiﬁii’ﬂaé’mﬁ ultra hydrogel linear | uagAINTIATUABTRNLALES
(refractive index: RI) figaumindl 30 esriwaidoa daitrgaedil ultra hydrogel linear | Tned
ansaraneluisunaslsdrnududu 0.1 Tuand Wudmiansdedaadoudiiunedu
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1%

namsneiazgniluiflsuduansazatenasgiugaguan (pullulans) Aflmidnlaana
agluas 5,900 s 708,000 ANadiu
1.2 dolassadnmsaiimemedayisesnsudnesudunsusaanlingalny
mMnelasaisaeiivesansazanenglausuuuulagliiados Fourer
transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) 836 PerkinElmer Model SPOTLIGHT 200i (Gias1¢44
finudial eadlonans uminedsumansany Samdasmatsa) lagldasiauuy ATR
(attenuated total reflectance) #281A3 84 PIKE Gladi ATR Aloun1siiasgsiatsdiegnaas
gninldyhuisuuuugionuds wazthlUhasesinadnsaunasa 4,000-000 ANLaLLE YD
\AURAY 1 AoleuRlng
2. MsnagauUszansanvsnglaununuuainyndensiduniluledin
2.1 MasFeudonanos
L“'ﬁy’e] wuavitiselwsluledn laun Lactococcus lactis AT L. pentosus Lay
L. acidophilus imzdssinslulefnuuaiideluemmsidsaids de Man, Rogosa and Sharpe
(MRS) broth Usilgaungil 37 sseniwaidva iunan 18 Falus
dsuderolsanaaoufild Idun Escherichia coli wnzidesluaimsivian
nutrient broth Usflgaumail 37 esmwaidea WWunan 24 alug
2.2 Mafinyinsaaasunisasyednslulefnuasnisanasvesriauiu
N3A-A
nMsfnwnsasasunseiyveadelnslulefin daudasisan Synytsya
et al. (2009) Ingiw3eup1msidsata MRS broth gnsdauadineifunglauuuuuiosas
0.25 wiuthnanglaa lugnsiugrulfemnaifionde MRS broth grsiauuadlngfndyau
Huyamuay Wsdelnslulefiniis 3 anewus Unandeesas 2.00 (UsinmsroUsung)
Unitgamadl 37 ssmwaidea iunan 24 §alus idudiegnadalusd 03 6 9 12 18 uag 24
iy anaiansiaiamenuaiise lasmsnAimsganduuasiianuenindy 600 wiluins
uaz InnsanasresmmLiunn-sg ¥imsvnaes 3 61
2.3 annaminisdunslulefin
mveaeusvinisdunslulefndunmsfinwmanuaunsaveanglauuuuiuy
sensduasunsiaiyrendelnslulofnuuaiiSeuazdud adenolse duiaulamuisnis
V99 Huebner et al. (2008)
nsfnwnsasyesdelnsiulefiniia 3 aeus viawde 2.2) dwsy
Farelsafild Ao £ coli vnmsmeapauieuiunsanasumsiasguoandalnslulodn
Tnendedluormsie nutrient broth fiiugnsdautas ldun T¥evnaiman nutrient broth
ansflugurannglauuwuuSosay 0.25) uagldommsman nutrient broth gasiiugiusas
Sydudoar 0.25 1ugnmuny Tarnganduasalud 0 uay 24 Ynadildnuinendvl
msunslulefineuauns (1)
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v a I al a A C
gutinmsiunsluledn = ? - F (1)

a‘ . a a Y L&A da
e A=A log f‘l’ﬁ@]ﬂﬂGULLﬁQGUE]\‘iIWﬂUIEW]ﬂVlLaEJ\?SLUE)WM’]iLaENLGUEWI [{2BY

Y
a A

wiluleAindl 24 F3lus - A1 log mMIgandunaswesinslulefnidsdusmaisadern iy
w3lulefindt 0 Falas

B = A1 log n13gandunawadinslulefnfideduomadsadefifa
nglaadt 24 dalus - A log Maganduuasesinslulefnideduewnadesdofifunglaadi
0 #lag

C = A1 log MaganduuasesuuaiiGeUszsduluddvesauiidsdy
pwnsdsadef Wamdlulefindt 24 4alus - A1 log MIgandunasesiuaiiisysEsauly
Sldvespuiidesduennadsadeiiiumilulefnd o dalus

D = A1 log N3gandunamesiuai3sUszdduluddvesauiidedy
mmn?ﬁymﬁﬁyaﬁ@am@ﬁﬂaﬁ 24 3143 - A1 log mi@mﬂﬁuumﬁuaqLLUﬂﬁL’%aUszﬁwﬁuiué’wlﬁ
vesruiideduemadisadofiiunglaai 0 Falus

4. Mm3Aasginanmaaaslaglivanain
N153AT1IER AN IITNAaelasldndnal @ LnuUN1TNAABILUVE Hauy Tol

(completely randomized design: CRD) 31A512%ALLUTUTIUNIUAYY (one way analysis
of variance) waglU3suLisuauuANg 193 LaA Bd835 Duncan’s multiple range test
(DMRT) fiszsiumnuniesiudesay 95 lagldlusunsudnfagy SPSS nestu 22.0

NANSIRY
1. wan1sinevidmiinluananglauuunuy

fmﬂmsmwi’mfﬂwﬂ’ﬂimLaqamﬁaimmfmﬁfﬂ (weight-averaged molecular
weight) vasansazaenglaksLuuuiemaiia GPC wuinglauuuuuuddminlnana 2 92
lauA ﬂqiﬂLLmuLLuuﬁmﬁﬂIMLaqaqa (high molecular weight glucomannan) ﬁﬁmﬂfﬂimaqa
oglut29 1.0x10° - 1.0x10° Aadu wagnglauuuuuutiiminluianast (low molecular
weight) fthmiinlananasiini’ 1.0x10* madu uenantusmanunglausuuumdnluena
Budu 19x10° Madu waznmanunglausuuuudwiinlianast 1.4x10° aadu Tnedia
Frtinnsnszanesvesiiinliana ( (polydispersity index: PDI) 11U 1.6 waw 1.2 anueei

mmsvumiﬂiwmammaaumuﬂimLaﬂaLUuW'ﬁmLma'ﬁnmﬂmmmmsaaﬁma
ATIN9M3IN1INT¥ BT ITaTUINDUAA Faa1ausHuRaud 0 F 1 dredudinng
nsvaehvesihmiinluanatiosndt 0.1 uansilndwesfimsnszneimeniminluanatios
videfdumiinlnanalndiAeety Tumsmssiuduiradrinisnszaesvesimiinlianadin
110031 0.1 wansirdinisnssnedmeseyunafifiimdnlanaunnsiun iWefiansan
HATDIAITUTUYBIETATA1ENg lALN UL DT pEATNalAYBINg lALNLLIY A15AzATY
nglausuuuuiinsanudmiinluena 1.9x10° aadu nsranufesasualdivinty 58.08 uay
nalAusLuuutwmdnluenam 1.4x10° anasu nsranufesasualdivinty 41.92 fmn91eft 1
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A13197 1 KavesmiinluianavesnglakuLuY

19819 thwiinTanana AYin1INTEREAD Souazwald
vosthwiinlanana
nalaLIuLUY 1.9x10° 1.6 58.08
1.4x10° 1.2 41.92

v

e - dhntinluanafiiieuiAesiuasunnsgunaguau

2. HAMTAATIZALATIATINILATVRING ALY

MnmeTeilassaiamaniivesnglasmuuusiemain FTIR iilensiadou
mﬂ'ﬂqﬁ%’uuaxLLamé’ﬂwszmqa%’mmqLﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁ’ﬁy WUIRAT U 3,388 dowufiuns
\esanmsdunuua (stretching) veavlansenda (O-H) (Li et al., 2021) uazfiadisumis
2,935 uag 1,410 siawwuiiuns dsaeandostumsdunuuislumiueaiau (CH) (L et al., 2021)
Fefisuvus 1,725 dowufuns dewinnsdusuuiaiidoussninsenivouuazoondiau
(C=0) uenanuuRATis U 1,637 Aelwufiuns 3aonndosiuiuselelasiaudiiintu
melulaiana (intramolecular hydrogen bonding) (Zheng et al., 2019) YA ATR L
1,000 AowwuRiuns Snsdusuudalaedeulosseninemniveuuazeandiau (C-0) donades
Fufiafisums 886 way 804 alwufuns wansislasiadwosimausulua (Zheng et al.,
2019) fanndi 1

wusglalasiaunmeluliena  wuulua
1 1l
O-H C-H c=o! cH col!
I 11
I I . by
1 1 L, 1 1 "
I I I I
—~ |
3 ! ! bl L
3 + + 1 + 1
I
= I I by -
< I I | |
o7 ¥ 3 3 1 3 [] |
@ I T 1 1 T T
© 1 | I, 1 1 I
P 1 | 1 1 1
& : | i 1
5 | |
N I I by -
g [ I (I 1
o e — e —— TN N r
1
! | 1 ga7 | Vsséﬁ\\
, 3,388 2,935 , 1,745 1,410 1,000 ,
4000 3,600 3200 2800 2400 2000 1600 1,200 800 400
4 -1
ANg1IAaU (cm™)

A 1 dnwaizlassaiiamaaiivesansazatenglaniuuuy

WICHCHA JOURNAL Vol. 44 No. 1 January - June 2025




NFANTIVYY UNINYIFEIAUATATETINTY T

3. nan1saaaIuNIssyvadlnslulefnuaznisanasvasaanulunsa-ag

PnmsAnsnsesyventenuaiidelnslulefin L. (actis A7 wazifemenisdn
1&url L. pentosus uax L. acidophilus thanidsstunglansuuuulasiouiiieusudyau
nudravesnglakILLULADMIAT et L. actis AT wasidevnenisAuinng ALy
adluemmaidsate MRS broth ielduundsmiveudisuiteutudyduduganuau Ty
yaFoUANLANINTn Tt SAAluNsANaS ST aeadelnslulefin wasnfumegeiine
0369 12 18 waw 24 F3la ieuninnsiasayvednsiuledn

3.1 wansdaasunsiaseednsluledn

AnmsAnmnaaigente L lactis A7 luensidsadle MRS broth #if

nsidunglautuLuLazyiinsIAUR 98197981 036 9 12 18 uay 24 Falu Wy
L. lactis AT fiFnn1sganduua (optical density: OD) gegadalail 24 Ingagszning 0.60-0.83
Fanglaunuuuuiidnisganduuasgsga Wity 0.83 mudeide L pentosus Wiy 0.70
o L. acidophilus WiniU 0.66 Wagduau Winiu 0.60 oﬁ'ﬂﬂgmqimmuuuuﬁ et L lactis
AT WHumsatangleusuuuuiianansoviliide L. lactis A7 WinldAntgnsmunu Ao Sydu
Winifu 0.60 Faamil 2

—&—/_ lactis A7 =—MB—[.pentosus =d—I. acidophilus =—@=7BYauU

1.0

0.8

0.6

&9 600 W TULUAST

0.4

=

AINIINANAULL
o
)
1

0.0 T T T T T T
0 3 6 9 12 18 24

181 (2l349)

AN 2 AUFURUSTENINAINITAANGULET 600 WiluRIAUIAIveNTe L. lactis AT
L. pentosus Wag L. acidophilus lngiuseuliiguiudyiu
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3.2 wansanaswasAnudunsn-aa

nmsAnsmsanawesianudunsa-meesdelnslulefin léun L. lactis
A7 L. pentosus waw L. acidophilus thand satunglensunuulasiieuiisuiudyau
KansAnwINUINED L. lactis A7 Tumnansaradiuuiliiilunisanasmesenaudunsa-ns
Tndifiesiu Fudunavesiemuidunsa-mafinsianusswinisnadey wanvinde L. (actis
AT annsauialdluomnadoads MRS broth fdnasatanglauuuiuy nedamimidy
nsa-Anasngadalueil 24 Tngogszming 5.75-5.97 33 L. lactis A7 Winfu 5.75 anudedyau
Wity 5.82 1o L. acidophilus Wiy 5.92 wauide L. pentosus Wiy 5.97 §anwdi 3

—&—|. lactis A7 =—M—[.pentosus =d—L. acidophilus == BYdu
6.6

6.4

-A14

6.2

Junsn

6.0

ATAITUL

58 A

56 T T T T T T
0 3 6 9 12 18 24

1281 (F2lu9)

A9 3 ANduRUssEnInsAnAIdunsa-AaiuaIue e L. lactis A7 L. pentosus
wae L. acidophilus newSeuiieuivdyau

4. Nan1sNAgaUANNAINITaVRINSEIUNI luTafn

nsnsgiauamsavesnsidunsluleAnvesaisadanglasuuiuy lag
Wisuifisuiudyduiiannsanssdunisaiyvontelnslulefin #1838 prebiotic activity
assay FaauUasmaisn1sves Huebner et al. (2008)

fatdnisidunslulefnuansdsruduius dadsuiisuseninamsiasgues
wupfiSediiuselend wu OilawuafiSe waz Lactobacillus sp. wazwuafiSedinelmanlse
WU E. coli (Plongbunjong et al., 2017) TnensildsundasesssannsuuadiSefiuansda
aedng lulofni@euin anmsnegeuranisiuTsuisuauaisasesnsiiunsluledn
suaaﬂqiﬂLLmuLLuuﬁwmwau’[,ummngmL%a anslulefndananiinnuannsalunisdaasu
naaiyvendelnslulefnveanglanuuuuy nuitlunsidssimdvansatnnglauuuuy
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dwmanrensasyvende L. lactis A7 Wulddaay Sedeinansatniildduiiniuaunsaly
madundlulefiniia uwidmiudyduiiehansatailddulienuannsalunadunilulefns
i dlenssuiisudanuannsavesnsfunslulefindenisinsauende L. lactis A7 uas
omen1sin wuindyduiimanuansadenisifunilulefindewde L acidophilus g9an
WU 0.65 50938 L. pentosus WU 0.52 wa L. lactis A7 wirifu 0.50 AU
souidlennasuiunglaniuwuy Samnuansadensidunlulefindede L lactis A7
gean Wity 1.23 509890 L. pentosus WU 0.74 Lanido L. acidophilus WinAu 0.63
AAU Faans1edi 2

A15197 2 Aertinsidunslulednaesde L. lactis A7 L. pentosus wag L. acidophilus

p1aABale \Woedunid Ardaiin1slunsluladin
U L. pentosus 0.52
L. acidophilus 0.65
L. lactis A7 0.50
gAY L. pentosus 0.74
L. acidophilus 0.63
L. lactis A7 1.23
N1359AUT18NANT5IAY

nglawnuuiaufidudulsemns aunsageduinlddunn fanundaanniigely
naudloeng WumsiviliiAnma anansevinliiAnmainasenasouls Tnegminnly
Tundugaaunssuewng ieiidumstwiuildlumadundluledn fadumnnglausmuuu
FuALaTaLAENsInU L. lactis AT \fiedaasunsasyuazanaswasanaandunsa-ang
sudsfrinadunslulefnldfuansinglawsunuuduiarwannsalunsdundlulefin
Feaenndoatuauidevas Daeschel (1989) Liosnnslulofniudianuausalunsasie
nsndwmaliAesdunsn-rnsanas dslinarenssudsnmsniovesdeduniduingu lay
wanldanuuafisensandnuandngnihunldlunismindiosnwinunmmadazuinisves
913N 1 fquFuadwndnfinssyhlneuuaii3endansauanin e MIndnnsauanin
waznsanasvesraulunin-nne nslulefnuuaiiednaseguainludld nszdulv
wuaiidemaniasals Tnewmevildnsindeludldanasienalnnansetesuiisnsan
Araudunsa-araluald Geensudnnse) wuazn1sduejTruzausssueid (Gibson,
2005) wenaniidsannsandnlalasiaudeseantas (H,0,) uantulasuanfnuueiise dovd
fugadn Inglelasiauesonnles enaidunannufiseneentinduveamydalansadiviili
Aensidsanmveseulesisumils warannufteesoondinduresluiuludoruead
Feasshlvinsfuriuesdeviueadifintu (Kong and Davison, 1980) lelasiauiaseanias
Frorfumsieiudmiumananeyyadassiisndeuuaide Wy guedeenled (0,) uay
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suyalansonda (OH) agshlhAngSafntuvadvoavaduuaiiSortivany Jsanunsavinane
Aduele (Byczkowski and Gessner, 1988) wagn1sAnwues Boonkla et al. (2024) 518471437
wafiFerAnnsananRnansINanansFnueyyadastidenafnogunwle

oglsfimulumslivsslovinnudlulefnvesuuaii3ondnnsnuanfiniy azduius
fudenguinslulefniifinnuaizaddunisdes TasAeuausalunadunilulefndy
wansliufanmnuanansalunissnaasy (metabolic capacity) vesaunIdusazaneiug 39
Mnnmsnaaesfinaandsusandiifiuinnglausmuuuiinnuannsalunsdunslulefin
gaiByau aenadesfunmsinwinownthiives Arestanti et al. (2019) lgvinsineuieadu
Aanssunslulefinvesynnglauuuiuy (porang glucomannan: PGM) Wainuszansnnly
msxanynlealnnglauiuuuy uasnansevusedursdludld wuiimeudalodlnnglausmuuwn
(Konjac oligo-glucomannan: KOG) %LL?{GNﬁﬂEJJ’]’]W%ENW%‘IUIE]@ﬂmﬂﬂ’i’laklauﬁﬁ“uwﬂbﬂﬂ
Janamsfnyiuandiifuemuaunsovesndasifiiunssuiunssesynledlnnglauuuy
(Porang oligo-glucomannan: POG) uazaaudaladlnnalauuuwuu Tunisduaiun1sasayves
IlauuaiiiSe uazaennaoanyu Anggela et al. (2022) lovihnsAnwinisilunslulefnves
wisledlnnglaununuulngldnswsingansefuyadl e lu@nwinavesnsidunslulefin
wununledlnnglawuuwuy reudaladlnnglaiuuwuy wazunnglauuuLuulA1avingg
Hunslulefin Wiy 1029 853 ua 4.25 mudiy wenanunlealnnglakuuuunduang
Thdhuindunslulefnfifussans amannninansaaduau o lnenseRunIsasyrasuailse
ffiselowd Tnsanizeeed dudeiilauueilSonarlurnsiieatuaunsadudnseiy
voswuATiGefivinlviAnlseld

d3Unan1539Y

e inndnlanaedsveanglauuuiuy wurswssiwiinluiana 2 9
1A nglawsmuuuimdnlnanags Shindnluanaeglutag 1.0x10° - 1.0x10° aadfu uay
nglauuuuuuiwinluanash fdwinlinanasindt 1.0x10° aafu nalAkLLLLUATIANY
thunluanadudu 1.9x10° madu uagasianunglawsuaniwiinbuana 14x10° mas
Tnefiadainnsnszareivosiminlianamiifu 1.6 uag 1.2 sudiiu asanudosay
58.08 Wag 41.92 i MnnsAnwandAannduniluledniianiizsng 9 eduady
nsasguesiwsluledn L. lactis AT Iﬂ‘EJLallﬂﬁﬂﬂLL&JULL‘UUIUE)’MW?L%’ENL%@ MRS broth d@ulu
AI9E19AIUANANEYAY nuddnTmsasyivwilislndiAsaiy udnglawuukuudainig
AANAUTBIUAIGIGA AUNIAAUATINISIIIYRN L. lactis AT WU 0.8320.03 nudaeide
L. pentosus Wiy 0.700.01 e L. acidophilus i1y 0.660.01 uagdydu wirfy
0.600.03 vt ﬂqimmuuuuﬁlﬁwimﬁu L. lactis A7 \Buansaranglausmiuuiiananss
ylside L. lactis A7 w3ldAningaseunu Ao By 0.60+0.02 uonaniudmuinge
Tnslulefin L. lactis A7 fAsssmiunglautumuuiiinaumbunsn-asigaiidalui 24 Tog
fianenudunsa-nraniafu 5.75+0.02 wiginI1698 19AUANDYAUIYINAY 5.82+0.05 uaz
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o L. acidophilus fiAnA3Lunsa-A9i1AU 5.92+0.02 waside L. pentosus Wiy
5.970.01 wazdledimszianuaninsavesnmadunilulefin nuiradadnisdunsluledn
aan Ao nglauuuuuuinanuansadeniadundlulefnsowde L. (actis A7 gagn Wity
1.23 mudaeide L. pentosus WAy 0.74 wavide L. acidophilus Wiy 0.63

AnAnssuUIENA
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A lAAnANaNy saluaz i
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