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Abstract

2o AELAIQ1 AN Bt SANE £ Lactobacillus pentosus AGT™ L. plantarum
subsp. plantarum C22] WAMY, W54 A4 WIAIES Boff ZEH|QEA S &
QIste] 754 mEHO|REA AYEA Q] B8 TS AESIU A2 7] A9 AHA
A3 7PN AAE -5t £ coli O HE I8l 7MY 43 B AT C2E
ngHlo] Qg A A Byl FFE AASI] 16S rRNA G7IAES 243 Ay, Z47 L
pentosus ATCC 8041 (SAM 100%), L. plantarum subsp. plantarum ATCC 14917(5-AH3
100%)2 7F% AT pH 2.5 QA3HWoNA L. pentosus A67T2 F 98.35%, L.
plantarum C2= 9F 95.62%2] AZE&S HHOH, 0.3% Bile salt’JollA L. pentosus AGT7Z
9F 94.56%, L. plantarum C2+ °F 88.81%% MEE&S BT}y L. pentosus AGTT L.
plantarum C2+ quinolone, aminoglycoside, macrolide, glycopeptide, tetracycline,
cephalosporin, penicillin A|g°| sjgsl= FYACNA BEstTt. ozt A= v|Fo] &
. . pentosus A673} L. plantarum C2= 72 &9 dFET} <3t Y5 2 WIS s
< 7 mE2Ho|QE AR HotEm EIL theket AFS YA sty 4% WS 7H
ZgHo|QgAR HrtE
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Z2Ho] QA= 8] 5] A Sof F2 ALt 2det o= Fofd A, U vidE 1 A
< Zosto] ARl YY oVIeR S50l IS o]oE Fofshe doldle mER EEIA St
(Saarela 5, 2000). Z2H[O]QEATE QIAIAM 2R 9 ThefRt A=) /442 U35 9t $2
T 22 bt E50] Ak oM ABEF0] #olok s, i Au Ao tis] &2 F2ks
2 THRRL, ol A 5 Sle Foed AieS 2o Il E9A AKGarcia 5,
2014). EQt ZZHO| A= FAMo] oyt 50| glofof i, HFE/dolH, violeAY
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ol 5 22 ffEd Aol e B4 T4 7hs/d0] Rolok
St & WIEA] QPdAdo] gH Ejojok Sl Gueimonded} salminen,
2000). o2t BlEo], ZEHlo|QE FANFS YA AlE, o
uE Sk RMgAIS, AAA diab Asfel isted Wi ZRAoF
Sk, Zdo] =om AR 4= Qikal U A UtHAnn, 2011).
olzfgt WA, WesAdat A g 52 Z33t Z=Hlo|QF
20 EAEZ nE9] 7ol et 1 Zrrt o2 v,
22 Fol &3 nEY] Aol o7t e o= LA A
tHGueimonde®} salminen, 2006; Tulumoglu 5, 2013).
b 2 Aollas e AEA190 Ao 2elgt fAkt
% lactobacillus pentosus A67Z+ L. plantarum subsp.
plantarum C22] WAMY, WeE/d¥ A WdAdS 83l &
EHPO|QEA B3 ZRIsle] 7|54 ZEHO| QYA AREAC]
&8 71s48S HESISITh

2 AR Mgt 7] A9 APt 7P3 oA HAE 4
3}o] Bromocresol purple (BCP; Difco, USA) EHHIR|Z o]&
Stof, fANFO R WHEl= FFE 12 B8 F, Lactobacilli de
Man, Rogosa and Sharpe (MRS; Difco, USA) SE8z|o]A] =
woto] 2 Aol ARESISITE w2 5= 16S rRNA gene
sequence +A41% AAISI oM, 0] ABotska, ABE]eks A
< 93l API 50CHL kit (bioMérieux, France)E ©]83t g o8
A BX3F APT ZYM kit (bioMérieux, France)& 083t 4%
A BAg AYsttHFrancoise 5, 2005).

LA 318 PAIS= BARE colonyS FAH9 R Adslo], sk
HiR|SAPES Bof E/dS ERIR A, £ coli o HiE St
o] 7HF §<5 Heldt AG7H C28 Z2HPo|QEA &4 1
7b A2 Aol A A5 A7 C29] 16S rRNA 971
MG ABAL Z¥2) 1. pentosus ATCC 8041 (FAMS 100%), L.
plantarum subsp. plantarum ATCC 14917(F-AF3 100%)2F
7P SARICE. APL 50CHL kit o]-8sto] T o8/ wAeH
A}, 35291 gol84 o|Qlof| L. pentosus A6 L. pentosus
ATCC 80415t} inulin, melezitose, @-methyl-D-mannoside,
D-turanose, D-arabitol®] ©]8AL F7l2 HYou, [
pentosus ATCC 80417} ©ol-&8t glycerol, L-arabinose,
D-xylose, galactose= O &5FA] 5ottt . plantarum C2&=
L. plantarum ATCC 149173} 8|8t o glycerol, lactose,
rafinose, e-methyl-D-mannoside, D-arabitol9] o84
7k EQith APl ZYM kit o]8slo] aagdS BA% 43,
ZEAO] &KX o|of| . pentosus AGTS L. pentosus ATCC
8041Xtt alkaline phosphatase, esterase (C4), esterase
lipase (C8), lipase (C14), e-galactosidase, B-glucuronidase
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a4 S 12 BP0, L plantarum C2+= L. plantarum
ATCC 14917XHt}h alkaline phosphatase, esterase (C4),
esterase lipase (C8), lipase (Cl4), ae-galactosidase, S
-glucuronidase, trypsin, @-chymotrypsin 4 A4S 712
Baoy, w&bA L pentosus THK-aA6G73} L. plantarum
THK-C2¥ Z+Zr . pentosus ATCC 8041, L. plantarum
ATCC 149173} 16S rRNA G714 G4 SARIY, & ol8AlT &
4 Z/Jo]| QlolA] AlolE Holu=E HEdoh= A, Agslet
Hog o EA4S HY Aozt wekHch
FARto] Aol B0 R FoE|QE wf Adlly} FojH Y
AZHE =2 A 7, A0l [t =

Hlo| QE|A R E8517] flolo] ZEHPO|QEA EAS HESISL
o} BE AoA BEEE PEEHW LR Aoy, BE I
2 33] WS AIEEU fARFY] WA, e AE 2

Al WAAAIEL Tulumoglu 5{(2013)2] A4S -S-8519ict
ARES] URbg Al9 19l E(pH 2.5 248, 10°
CFU/mL 2202 Fslo] Isloitt. s Alg2 s
Z4 27(0.3% Bile salts)& 2431, 10° CFU/mL $&22
AEsto] TSIt fARFe] YA WSAIEZ 10779 AlgE
TRAE &3l 7 A sE (12.5 mg/mL)oAEE 96
well plate Ao &342og 2wl 345k, SAES 10°
CFU/mLE HES & A9 A% ofig Esioi
WA A9 d3KFig. 1), pH 2.5 AFHIAoNA 30874 L.
pentosus A6TZ 9F 98.35%2] BEEE BN, L. plantarum
C2+= 9F 95.62%2] A& Hr}. 0|9k 22 Z3E= Tulumoglu
5(2013)9] Ao} v wotHE W, L. pentosus A67°] Witgo]
9428t L. pentosus T139] AEE 95%ET} 3.35% T &2 A=
& B39, [ plantarum C2= WAMAC] 43¢ [ plantarum
T159] AYE& 92%ET} 3.02% U =2 BEE&Z Btk gukye
2 fANFO Ui Bl Y 5F (glycolytic flux)9] #ig},
AlZ W pH 24 593 A|ZEHe] ATPase?t AP 9lom, A&
9] ol ofs A2 FefsHAl Sl AR Hilgo] ot
(Radulovic 5 2017). WA L. pentosus AGT} L. plantarum
C2+= A= Y pH 2459 <o, A|2Bt] ATPase A-8-50
olsf it thsto] =2 Ade Hol= Ao wrEch
WA A8 A3 (Fig. 2), 0.3% Bile salt’IolA L. pentosus
AGT2 30ETNA] &F 94.56%2] MEES BRI, L. plantarum
C2= 60274 2F 88.81%2] E&Z Ht. olet Z2 2=
Tulumoglu $(2013)9] A7} v|WstHS W], L. pentosus AGT
3t . plantarum C2= 27t Wes4dol <=2t L. penrosus
T13(RZ&& 96%) 1} L. plantarum T15RFZE 93%)53} H| w5}
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Fig. 1. Acid resistance of Lactobacillus pentosus A67 and L. plantarum C2.
(A) The cell number of L. pentosus A67 survived from artificial gastric juice of pH 2.5 until 60 minutes. (B) The cell number of L. plantarum
C2 survived from HCI of pH 2.5 until 60 minutes. Each bar shows the mean + SD of the three independent experiments repeated in triplicate.
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Fig. 2. Bile acid resistance of L. penfosus A67 and L. plantarum C2.
(A) The cell number of L. pentosus A67 survived from bile salt of 0.3% until 60 minutes. (B) The cell number of L. plantarum C2 survived
from bile salt of 0.3% until 60 minutes. Each bar shows the mean + SD of the three independent experiments repeated in triplicate.
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C20] dietd 27 0.98 mg/mL, 1.95 mg/mL ¥°oH, L
plantarum C27} L. pentosus AG7ET} streptomycin sulfate
9} ampicillinOllA A& OZ 0.98 mg/mLE B &2 5=l
M AEsIAT. Y Lactobacillus 42 2AZ 07 SFHIASH
A st APAES Hols Aew d#A J&H|, vanco-
mycin°l| et AL B2 HAFEC 2441 EdoH,
chloramphenicol, erythromycin % tetracycline©] tigt A
A2 o wet theFolttal By Ee] QltKSaarela 5, 2000).
Casado 5{(2016)9] A<} vk A W=
7WA L. pentosus MP-102 L. pentosus A67EE]' vancomycin-
HClolA 103.00 mg/mLEtE ] %2 A4 srolA BEE B
AL L pentosus AG7O] L. pentosus MP-10ET} streptomycin

0 AF
A

sulfate, erythromycin, tetracycline, ampicillinollA Z¥z}
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Table 1. Antibiotic resistance activity of L. pentosus A67 and L. plantarum C2

Category Antibiotics L. pentosus AG7 (mg/mL) L. plantarum C2 (mg/mL)
Quinolone Ciprofloxacin 781.26 781.26
Quinolone Norfloxacin 390.62 390.62
Aminoglycoside Streptomycin-sulfate 195.31 390.62
Macrolide Erythromycin 31.25 31.25
Glycopeptide Vancomycin-HCl 25 25
Tetracycline Tetracycline 12.20 12.20
Cephalosporin Cefaclor 7.81 7.81
Penicillin Ampicillin 0.98 1.95
Imidazole Miconazole 12,500 12,500
Polyene Amphotericin B 12,500 12,500

This result means MIC of antibiotics on L. pentosus THK-aA67 and L. pentosus MP-10 as control strain. The inoculation concentration of
L. pentosus THK-aA67 was CFU/mL and it was cultured at 30C for 1 day. Three independent experiments repeated in triplicate.

45.31 mg/mL, 31.24 mg/mL, 4.20 mg/mL, 0.78 mg/mLeE
B =2 A SrolM FEFFOEH B W AG] FAYAelA
BhA R Aot A WS ERltks A gRlslyith E3t
Georgieva 5{(2015)9] A<} HlwoHS

=8t A W3S 7 L plantarum 24-21°| L. plan-
tarum C2ETt vancomycin-HCI# tetracyclineol|Al 22 o
2 5o AN BESH WS BAARL, L. plantarum
C2+ streptomycin sulfate, erythromycin, ampicillin®A] Z.
plantarum 24-2LET} 366.62 mg/mL, 30.50 mg/mL, 1.57
mg/mLitE B =& A w0l Ao =N o B AR
o] AN Ades et PIA WS EA 59|
Georgieva 5(2015)9] dtol| W= 7. plantarum, L. casei,
L. salivarius, L. leichmannii, L. acidohilus 6= D-alanine
ligase-related enzymes= 7}A]1l OB Z Ao gt A3}H]
o] & Aoz HIEo] it} wbA L pentosus AGTI L.
plantarum C2% D-alanine ligase- related enzymes®l 2]}
A izt WS E]l Ao AlmHch

olyst A¥=E u|Fo] B W, /. pentosus AGTZ . plantarum
C2& Aiggo] AEsH] Aela 22 F9 HFH 948
UWiHds 2 We58s= 7K TEro|egAs mawy, ook
St AL] Al et Lt Ude 7 ZEHo| e "AR W
aE}. w2kA, L. pentosus A67H L. plantarum C2+= ThFSH
AL} Hasto] A 4= A, AolM FBEES Y &
om, FAUT FO| AFEHT 9% A WS ERokal 9l
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