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ZejHpo] QB (prebiotics)= “&a=0) A7kl ol AnEE w#ES) EAQ WdkE U 4 Qe
A& oef] dejy o= o] ol AR 02 AoHr} (Gibson and Roberfroid, 1995), At 2 W F<t 2]
Hpo] QB 2of thgk ¥h4o] golX|al Qlow | folRh sejuio] @ Bl e ool st Sl A Sl
FH0 7 sto] A7|5& FAE = St olF &8ad (Oligosaccharide) glycoside Aol ¢
Mo oz FdE taEzQl Zejufol e g ari folgt AojHeA|R QA E FUnAE S £Esh=
Q3 9&E & 4 Ut} (Fuller and Gibson, 1998). FAA &2]aig Zejuio] Q8 Ae Fo= 9 3ok2] 4]0
w2} isomalto—oligosaccharides, manno—oligosaccharides, pectic—oligosaccharides, xylo—oligosaccharides,
fructo—oligosaccharides (FOS), 12|11 galacto—oligosaccharides (GOS) S22 HF4E 4 9t} (Macfarlane
et al., 2008; Macfarlane et al., 2006).

0% GOSE W] topeh o] Fuel TRHO R SA| tite] B3] clX|ookst Hofo] Hgo] Zhsar A
o2 H1E3 Qth (Intanon et al,, 2014), G0 £A5H= GOS= Ao}, G =9 Jolo] 4317|3 (Gastro—
Intestinal tract; GI tract)ol] EA5t= u|AYE & F=of 23 98HS 3t} (Gopal et al., 2001), GOSE= o
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B, A5t B= Alatol ofsf A== p-galactosidasesol| &fsl FEE /= m, thRl glycoside 2
= F=t} (Gobinath and Prapulla, 2014), ©|5-2 Bifidobacterium ¥ Lactobacillus
Ws SAANE 4= Qe ZRHO| X vy E0 S Aoz H Zejuio|e8iar 7|53
1; Davis et al., 2011; Garrido et al., 2013), E3F, GOS= YAto] #gtAlo]

o, A 2ol A 7P Hofadol EofuA] th=rth W AYA Aol thekRt Bifidobacterium
Lactobacillus 757} GOSE 0|83 4= 9= Aoz H1EIth (Gopal et al., 2001; Yanahira et al., 1995).
gHo]l R Bl 2 Al GOSE] ARGl thet whilol e EFskar, WAy 5¢F L2 Ho] QB0 O3t o] 59] 1§
AUZS 7 oA o], GOSel ZRblo] SElL §-8uAE 7he) Ablo|oEA AE FEoR e 4
= TR 714l Q1A e A oF Bis] QATEA ghelth e, elulol ol ABANZA S5 §
GOS¢| 7HsAdoll tieh A= ob4] ml &t Aol

urebA 2 979 542 B-galactosidaseo] sl 7T TEel et AdE = GOS e EA (GOS-
enriched skim milk; GSM) A1%2] 2|43} @ YAHL GOSS| ZajuloloEA B4 Ash=g) g}, E3t
Lactobacillus w59} Aluto] Q €l A A8 =3l 117]54) 9] fermented GSM (FGSM) 7i@talaz#} 51ich,
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GSMe| 24 &t
2 AtoMe 54 3 FHes F
3 A9 GOS A4 24 53] ¥ A7t
o] GOS AAtell mA= FFS ZA8] 9
3 EAA Y sEE 0.1%(w/w)et ¥hs 2=
37CE 1uAste] S 3ttt
a9 12 Hg GOS B&of =g mf o
© HPAEC-PAD B&t3tE Z238 1k
Wiz Qlek, 870 products®] EA7F 23l

o 93 1, 2, 5& Z+Z} galactose,
00 50 100 150 200 %0 300 30
glucose, 181 lactose® EQ1%ich, E3H OH OH on OH OH_on

chromatogramol| 4] 6—galactobiose (peak %ﬁ ~ % &/

3, p~D—Gal-(1—6)—D—Gal), allolactose

OH OH
OH "OH OH "OH

(peak 4, p—D—-Gal-(1—6)-D-Glc), (3) 6-Galactobiose (4) Allolactose (6) 4-Galactobiose
6—galactosyllactose (peak 7, D—Galp— o

(1—6)—D—Lac) % transgalactosylation &O% é@g%

& 53 371 GOS7F ATt oo %

3t 4—galactobiose (peak 6, B—D—Gal—
(1—4)-D—-Gal)@} 3—galactosylglucose

(7) 3-Galactosylglucose (8) 6-Galactosyllactose
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(peak 8, B—D—Gal—(1—3)—-D—Glc) &= ol=ict, ulebs Zull H3LE transgalactosylation HHg-o] p1—3, B
1—4, B1—63 -2 thekgt linkagesE 7H GOSE A= A& A9ty Aikd GOS+ 2 pl—6749
linkagesE 741l Q1= A o2 HWAE QI

19 29} 3 12 WA B0 7 9 GOSY ke WA A2 39 A5 54Xt Hﬂookﬁ}% &9t 4,35
+ 0.02914 0.00 g/100 g& 2 Wr2A| A3t v £ 1Azl 39 2 98.16% Hagem, GOS
FE&L Y (16.32%) 0.2 =it ofnf GOS -2 0.71 + 0.01 g/100 g2 & A g3hE ek
14.67%= AFA3FATE, GSMQ GOSE= F= 6—galactosyllactose (0.23 = 0.004 g/100 g)& F+A= %L, 1 tf2
6—galactobiose (0,18 + 0.001 g/100 g)&} allolactose(0.17 + 0.003 g/100 g) <=0 & UEGTE vjoFAZE 7
AA 284, GOS &%, 4+9F 5 324 133892 1 skim milkE 147 59 0. 1%(w/w) 42
A gfsto] GSMe AAkst= Zlo] 24zl Ao ® wetE it
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Bifidobacterium =3 H{ 0| [I}E GSMOIA{ GOS

5 - 08
—8—Lactose L o7
o —mTotal GOS |
- 06
5 g
= 05 -
-3
0.4 ;-
ga’ T 0
2 2 03 @
5 3
- 02
1 -
- 0.1
0 —@—@ 0
Oh 1h 2h 3h 4h 5h
Reaction time
H 1. Carbohydrate profiles of GOS—enriched skim milk (GSM)
Reaction time
'Carbohydrate (g/100g)
Oh 1h 2h 3h 4h 5h
Galactose N.D. 186 = 0.034° 1.96 + 0.021° 1.94 + 0.065° 1.96 + 0.008" 1.89 + 0.028™
Glucose N.D. 2.19 £ 0.042° 219 + 0.026° 2.18 + 0.063° 2.17 + 0.009® 2.12 + 0,020°
Lactose 435 + 0016 008 + 0.001° 0.03 + 0.0002° 0.03 + 0.0003° N.D. N.D.
6—Galactobiose N.D. 0.18 = 0.001° 0.08 + 0.002° 0.04 = 0.0003° 0.03 % 0.001° 0.03 + 0,001
Allolactose N.D. 0.17 = 0.003* 0.06 = 0.0004° 0.04 = 0.001° 0.04 + 0.004° 0.05 = 0.002°
4—Galactobiose N.D. 0.08 + 0.001° 0.05 + 0.001° 0.04 + 0.001° 0.04 % 0.001° 0.04 + 0.0005°
6—Galactosyllactose N.D. 0.23 + 0004° 0.11 +0001° 005 + 0002° 0.04 + 00004° 0.03 + 0.001°
3—Galactosylglucose N.D. 0.04 + 0.001° 0,03 = 0.0002° 0.03 = 0.0003° 0.03 * 0.001¢ 0.03 + 0.0004
Sub—total (GOS) N.D. 0.71 £ 0.010* 034 + 0.000° 0.20 = 0.002° 0.19 + 0.006" 0.18 + 0.004°
Total carbohydrates 435 + 0016° 484 + 0086° 452 + 0.047° 435+ 0.125° 432 + 0.023° 420 + 0049°

The results are indicated as the mean + SD (n = 3). Different letters represent significant differences among each groups, statistically (p<0.05).
'Carbohydrate: GOS = galacto—oligosaccharides
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g5 24 - dE=E
2|t A2 W=W Bifidobacterium spp.7F B2 429 BRREE-S AN 4= Qe AOE HIED le

(O'Connell Motherway et al., 2013), Bifidobacterium spp.°ll & ME&A == 502 0]/‘04 Bl 2 3}
A Ba1Eal Qi) (Van Broek et al., 2008). GOSE thAkslz] sl Al central metabolic pathwaysol| Al £74
glycosyl hydrolasesa w72 thAFE 4= 9t} (Garrido et al., 2013). In vitro A@ A3}, Bifidobacterium< 3¢
Sb ohFst AjujEo] GOSE o] &8 4= Q= Aoz FEEon, GOS| HARS F3ll fecal Bifidobacterium
2|71 EolH o g Z7st=e Aol HiE7| % sttt (Alander et al,, 2001).
B Ao A= MerE 5%9| Bifidobacterium w35 AHESEo] 24A17F vl & GSMoA19] GOS gheF
S 13 30 EASFY oM, 6—galactobiose, allolactose, 4—galactobiose, 6—galactosyllactose, 1&]il
3—galactosylglucose’} 2 LIt 24A17F &+ 5R08, 5R10, 3B13, 1R09, BB129| <jaf Hjor%
GSM9] 6—galactobiose?d 3vtaFe 7+
ZF 0,1840.01, 0,17+0.01, 0,18+
0.00, 0.174+0.00 g/100 g =03
t}. 6—QGalactobiosed] THFS GSM =
7] %ol H|al 17.92% (5R10)U 748l
Bifidobacterium w57} 6—galactobiose
£ o 8= & o AUSAH. GSMefA
5R08, 5R10, 1R09= ujok=l allolactose
o] & GSME| 7] ol vl =LA 2 o eRos GR10 3810 1R09 B2
23R gkoy 3B133% BB129}F & 0 o
o e GSMolAl 242} 16.642F 34.17%
Fasiglitr, 53] Favdy & GSMof
A 4—galactobiose &2 A=
o], £3] 5R089] AL 27| GSM 4%
B 67.77% $20.2 ZHASYTh 244 o aR0n 510 3513 1808 361z
7t 3 GSM9| 6-—galactosyllactose <
2 GSMel 27] 227 fAHL,
33134 BB129] A$S Alosius 2
Zpol7b ek & ], BB12%} A Hj
ol=l GSM9] 6—galactosyllactose &HaF
S GSM9| %7] 6—galactosyllactose ot S LT EE
ol Hlsl S7kskleh. E3F 2447 $of -
o 5R08, 5R10, 3B13, 1R09, BB12
9] 3—galactosylglucose &S 22.67,
3.38, 52.65, 13.23, 18] 64.95 %
T, BB12 w571 7t EdstA
o
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o2 E QL AFAHo R GSM ¥ GOS g Autd 5%9| Bifidobacterium w52] QAT FoA 1
= A0 & Yepytt 53] 3B133} BB12 & i ol 7 W2 GOSE o] &dl= Ao & Ty
k. ol¥ A AikE Fall GOS7F ZRujo] Qe Ao ofsf T8 42 913 E]Iskal, GOSS| ZejHlo] Qg AR

FGSMOJIA{ Z2HIO|REIA M4 =X

GSME] HaE4dE SAsH] Yol QAR Z&Euto] QEA 23] Lactobacillus rhamnosus 4B15¢f| €]
£V 5 Aot pH WSS 4ot dAPE A8 GOS7E Sl SM RN (FSM)S) Aast
244171 3 8.24 + 0.02 log CFU/mLE Z4E%ith, FSM] pHi MAZZAHIH Ot Fol=t 212 1)
ATk, AR GOS7F 23 FGSME] - A4=7F 9.11 + 0.01 log CFU/mLEXN FSMET} 52 A
sl on pH ES 3a F2 AFoA 3,852 s AL BRISHITHE 2).
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FGSMe] ErahE Br 2a

24A7F FQF AB15R WA H GSMO| ghpdhE o2 3 30 8ofsk3int. & 3AA EQld= Jl5o] WA 244

H 2. Viability of probiotic bacteria in fermented GOS—enriched skim milk (FGSM)

'SM ’GSM
Fermentation time Oh 24 h Oh 24 h
Viable cell counts (log CFU/mL)
34B15 7.52 + 0,08 824 + 0.02° 7.60 = 0.03° 9.11 = 0.01°
pH
%4B15 6.61 582 6.57 3.85

The results are indicated as the mean + SD (n = 3). Different letters represent significant differences among each groups, statistically (p<0.05).
'SM = skim milk; “GSM = galacto—oligosaccharides enriched skim milk; *4B15 = Lactobacillus rhamnosus 4B15.

¥ 3. Analysis of carbohydrate contents in fermented GOS—enriched skim milk (FGSM)

Reaction time
Carbohydrate (g/100g)

0Oh 24 h
(A)
Galactose 2.08 + 0.04° 1.84 + 0.01°
Glucose 2.36 + 0.02° 1.15 = 0.00°
Lactose 0.13 + 0.01° 0.11 + 0.01°
B)
6—Galactobiose 0.22 + 0.00° 0.20 + 0.00°
Allolactose 0.24 + 0.01° 0.22 + 0,00°
4—Galactobiose 0.09 + 0.00° 0.08 = 0.00°
6—Galactosyllactose 0.28 =+ 0.00° 0.26 + 0.00'
3—Galactosylglucose 0.05 + 0.00° 0.05 + 0.00°
Total carbohydrates 0.61 = 0.01 0.55 + 0.01

The results are indicated as the mean + SD (n = 3). Different letters represent significant differences among each groups, statistically (p<0.05).
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7+ % galactose®?} glucose TS Zhz vidtg GSMQ i7] *—?—Oﬂ H]3H 12%2} 52% 7‘5\_3} E‘r 4B
oA glucoses 7 Bol A& Jhd,

B5to] 24417t Sot WA s 53¢ FGSM —4 GOS g2 & 3B9P 7‘3} 4B15& O]QOM ‘:‘*E@P‘i‘iv% ELH 07
24A17F FGSM 9] 6—galactobiose -2 Z2H2F 0.22+0.002F 0.20+0.00 g/100 g & ¥a %= 6—galactobiose”}
9.09% a5t FGSMol &A3}= allolactose = 0.24 + 0,01 g/100 go| AFEE|¢lo, vta 24A17F & AL
E= 182 8.33%0 E5FItE. 4—Galactobiose@t 3—galactosylglucoser W 24417k Zo|| e o] 2 M3}
7} 1tt. 6—Galactosyllactose $FFS w|dtd GSMo| H|8 7.14% 7435}9aL, FGSM2] & GOS f‘ﬂ'o R TA= ks
s o Im Y FollA 9.83%RE o]-8H A& g iR GOS7t FGSMell &7 5}% & 1‘91&} =
Aoz AeetglS o YAFEA NN E o] GOSE thAEA] i Zhsh= A
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2 AFoA= GOSY 7|54 5 T4 &4 SXE8IE DPPH, ABTS, FRAPS o]8sto] 78ttt SM,
GSM, FSM ¥ FGSMe] DPPH #td AA%L 13 4A0] HAEIYTH FGSMo] 714 =& 24 aA%
(53.17%)°] A=, FSM (41.00%), SM (14.78%), GSM (8.69%) &=o= &AJo| Tzt ahAlsl 2+

ol

o & o2 v 371 918 ABTS 2t 2 27%-3 B7H0E = FGSMe S $4:3 ehid 27
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24A17F 3 SMa} GSMO] ABTS 2| 2752 271 8ol vlsh 22+ 104%, 169% S7Fsk3ith, FRAP A} &
g ABTS®} DPPH A3 Z23tel f-ARH Fej9] etr)d Argo] Wt (19 40).

FGSM2 HMGR %Al 2943} (18 4D) GSM, GSM, GSM, FSMt H]ast32 wf FGSMoflA 3,594 &2
Al so] #E At 3—Hydroxy—3—methylutaryl-CoA reductaser A A HMG—CoAS Y AHER
Z2HA7]+= mevalonate pathway®| 34l Q1xtz= A& Qleh, 53] GSMS HMGR A& SMEH 108] &2
Ao R WAE =, o= GOS7H HMGR YAl5oll AHgslth= 202 o==lct, ®3, FSMat FGSM2 SM}
GSM2] Z7] Hl&of HI8] HMGR Ale= S7HFH o™ (22 6.59%, 19.83%), FGSMQ] 7% 7174+ HMGR
A4 5 (0A17F GSME Tt 3,654 g4 o] = qlet,

FGSMe] 54221 geto|& A2 700—3,500 Da®] m/z H¢lolA MALDI-TOF/MS/MS< ©]-&-8t0f AAE|%]
o}, FGSMY #eto|= Z2ubde)-g 95t 31 49} 7o|, 39712] HEfo|= xZbo] FGSMoflA ElE] Qe tfjEe
HElo] == b—caseing X351 o, —casein, a,—casein, k—casein®A| 7|8lsk= Z1 02 o ZE ¢}, p—Casein
oA TAHE F 31749 HEfo|=7F EolE o FGSMof|A+= C—terminal B—casein fragment(f199—209,
£197-209, £195-209, f194-209, £193-209)7} &1=3ltt, ESF B—casein 2 HEO|E f112-119, f173—
182, f176—187, £78-93, £104—119, 18]3 f101-119%= FGSMo ARt el =9t} o ,—caseino| A= 5719 =
elo] =7} #2HE|Qltt, N—terminal o —casein fragment (f1-8, f1-9, f1-17)1} 3 MEA 4% HEo|=
fragment (f179—192)% &= AT}, o,—casein®] 7% 1702] HEFO|= fragment (F101-114)7F ElE ATt =
3t x—casein freollA+= 2709] FEpo]=rt WRE Y=, olF 3l k—casein FEFOIE {54-60-2> FGSMOf A
g A= A



H 4, Peptide profiling of fermented GOS—enriched skim milk (FGSM)

m/z

ag—Casein
1012
1140
1219
1505
1991
ag—Casein
1650
B—Casein
826
976
1001
1057
1100
1126
1151
1151
1157
1265
1282
1351
1364
1382
1393
1414
1431
1452
1469
1481
1513
1556
1718
1782
1851
1874
1881
1971
1982
2042
2244
k—Casein
1329
1458

2 UZ2 (Ahet=SiA]

Position

1-8
1-9
25-35
179 - 192
1-17

101 - 114

199 — 206
112 -119
60 — 68
85— 93
59 — 68
173 —182
145 - 154
199 — 209
132 — 141
198 — 209
144 — 154
109 — 119
197 — 209
145 — 156
194 — 206
176 — 187
132 — 143
81 —-93
143 - 154
108 — 119
144 — 156
193 — 206
194 — 209
78 — 93
145 — 160
105 - 119
193 — 209
104 =119
144 — 160
103 - 119
101 =119

75585
54 - 65

otz MR "FMAF
(

Sequence

RPKHPIKH

RPKHPIKHQ
VAPFPEVFGKE
FSDIPNPIGSENSE
RPKHPIKHQGLPQEVLN

QGPIVLNPWDQVKR

GPVRGPFP
PKYPVEPF
YPFPGPIPN
PPFLQPEVM
VYPFPGPIPN
VPQKAVPYPQ
HQPHQPLPPT
GPVRGPFPIV
NLHLPLPLLQ
LGPVRGPFPIV
MHQPHQPLPPT
MPFPKYPVEPF
VLGPVRGPFPIV
HQPHQPLPPTVM
QEPVLGPVRGPFP
KAVPYPQRDMPI
NLHLPLPLLQSW
PVVVPPFLQPEVM
WMHQPHQPLPPT
EMPFPKYPVEPF
MHQPHQPLPPTVM
YQEPVLGPVRGPFP
QEPVLGPVRGPFPIV
TQTPVVVPPFLQPEVM
HQPHQPLPPTVMFPPQ
KHKEMPFPKYPVEPF
YQEPVLGPVRGPFPIV
PKHKEMPFPKYPVEPF
MHQPHQPLPPTVMFPPQ
APKHKEMPFPKYPVEPF
AMAPKHKEMPFPKYPVEPF

ARHPHPHLSFM
QFLPYPYYAKPA
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