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Rl g s 2 @ Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55

K P re LR B B R RS Y
YIRS AYE (Epinephelus coioides) jkik Z 5%

. ,_,':'

Mg
ek AR PTkEEHAE

[T

AWSeEESt Bacillus licheniformis FRT MY-55 ¥4 B FEEL IR it ZHTE - WERseE a bt
(Epinephelus coioides) 4rAIEAEE (1) BHERH ~ (2) ¥shn B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g)+ #.5
P8 (0.15%) MBS R (3) ¥ B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + 5LE%# (0.15%) HYREEENR
ERE 10 38 - ERAERE - ISeEEREE R BB 22 - §5REUR » B. licheniformisFRIMY-
55 AILAfSZ pH 2.5 J¢ 1.0% HEE - BAFApHea e (1) B - (2) ¥ B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55+ ASMERVES B R (3) ¥R B. licheniformis FRIMY-55 + SUEBERYES Eik Rk} - FBsi At

AN B RO B R S B R o B  FERS T IR AR (p > 0.05) - SRl B
%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ@%Zﬁﬁﬂ%@% (Feed conversion ratio, FCR) 7Effia F/MEEEEZZSE (p > 0.05) (Ll
AT - GBS fa G R S S RIS < T R E A B (p < 0.05) » Tk BeE 1 B
TR 725 (p > 0.05) - s A B E Pl B IS IR R o DLEASSREUR » 384

B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 ¢ HoFfrE AL AU LGB R A T SEA  EIE TG M 2 s -

RASEEE « BEEEEBI ~ Bacillus licheniformis FRIMY-55 ~ 3,2 4E ~ RE¥E

[
GHERUETAIEIE: « DROBEE - RO -

BRPRF R AT E = S R - T S E By
EHIHfafH,2 — (Heemstra and Randall, 1993) - [
A B AR e v B B BR R N T RE AR 1 HL PR
E [RGB AR R T A B T
G o

#/EB (probiotics) HH E R LR HE £
R RRATE FIOYBSAEDY) » /KRR A B M LS T 2L
SEEKERTAAY) (Nayak, 2010) - 7K EE_EFrE RS
A TR R Bl Ryl o T AR R 2 A
H2E (Bacillusspp.) ~ ZLBEEE (lactic acid bacteria) Jz
BRI (yeast) Z& (Kesarcodi-Watson et al., 2008) »
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BIEBEXR - EelEs

JREERIRRA R HDIRERLE NI /KA ~ 1Y
& R OGEETERE LI ~ e HEYI e EaE
o I B e T A T R R B B SRR RS - IRIEAE
RERE EREASARETLL (1) deEREERE
(Garriques and Arevalo, 1995; Gatesoupe, 1999) ; (2)
BEZREAY I E (Tucker and Kennedy, 2001;
Wang et al., 2008) 5 (3) KT VIR < B84
(Kesarcodi-Watson et al., 2008; Wang et al., 2008) -
(4) EINPLIKRAEE ] (Nayak, 2010; Swapna et al.,
2015) 5 (5) JIEIELCR (Gobi et al., 2016; Gobi et
al., 2018) & (6) kA HiAERNEA (Promnuan
and Kiriratnikom, 2018; Qin et al., 2020 ) -

t42F (prebiotics) BEFERBIEHLIERIR
PolsORt o JEREORE AT SRR R TS P 2t A Y
AR M IEERE TR AR T ERIRNL
TERIRBRKALEY) - EFEEERE S B HEE (Gibson and
Roberfroid, 1995) - iftFe &6 H » LA BRI Ry
BRI I ] A SO S SRR Y R e TR RE



;
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770 400 - BB (fructo-oligosaccharides) (He et al.,
2003) ~ HE & (mannan-oligosaccharides) (Genc
et al.,, 2007) ~ %% HE (B-glucan) (Yano et al.,
1989; Matsuyama €t al., 1992; Jeney and Anderson,
1993; Itami et al., 1994; Robertson et al., 1994) ~ FLEX
$# (levan) (Gupta et al., 2008) K HijZ&EHE (gluco-
oligosaccharides) (Hasan et al., 2018) & » F[HE5mfH
4 (Cyprinus carpio) ~ &FH H & (Sxioa
quinqueradiata) ~ 7% (Oncorhynchusmykiss) ~ #7%
(Labeorohita)~BEEME (Marsupenaeusjaponicus) k%
i (Paralichthys olivaceus) Z87kE 4 Yk b ¥t
ESIER LSS ENE AR

—M G 3R (synbiotic) Rl e i I 2t 4 B e
AR - HPE AT K E A YR B PR
HORPT 2 8 Sl 3 B RS S
e BRI B & AL -G ERE
(Enterococcus faecalis) » mJ ARG L fid sl Rl AL
RIE A (Rodriguez-Estrada et al., 2009) - 1 i8]
ERETNE (HERENE - EHE) Mai/El (Bacillus
clausii) fapfg - B FHEREERPUE I
PR (Yeetal.,2011) - BPRIHARIIRELHE K B.
subtilis “~ HEEFF A (Larimichthys crocea) iy
R RIS - tifgmpamikii)) (Aietal,
2011) - [ gapF RSB R T 380 ke B. subtilis AR
> BAEEEEFEE (Rachycentron canadum) 45 K
BRIURBEIRAUIARES) (Gengetal.,2011) - ERHATN
RASERY & A ] R I RN ~ 151K~ ISR
H R A - WHEFRTHEIREER (Mehrabi et al,
2012) - FfiF R | & 1 Bacillus spp. + B-gluco-
oligosaccharides fif} - ¥ ER KA UH T 1A TnsEry
A (Hasanetal.,2018) - fEfAEREHRIN B. subtilis
+B-glucan G} - AR EERE ~ IBEHHE
{EBEEIE M ~ fa B PR Py B B IR H 26 TE 8
51 (Cao etal., 2019) -

B BHELS 11555 e FH R B 2 o R B A B 2k
I Hrp SRR ISUR A R T K S E T A s
[A] > bR TR SR E A ZUEAE (lactulose)
MG RSN - HARSEE 2 R T
HU1S (Nakakuki, 2005) » 2208 /518 - A& S £
S LR e R S5 G AR P R o B A B
ZEUHAL (Robertsen etal., 1994); it A28
SRR AL AP B USR5

Rt ERE = MEAE R BRI AR VI R S Y
YR BRI R Ry - [RILLHERE AN 5 -

B & (2017) SERTRAFEHE S E i £ 15 58 i
#EH Leuconostoc mesenteroides B4 » 2% B £F Fp vkl
FAMRIE T~ A SRR AT - L. mesenteroides
B4 J H & B EYA BRI B i
(Litopenaeus vannamel) {5 ~ BT BER < SN B
B BT RIERIE - PUBRIME  (Vibrio
parahaemolyticus) JE&H S 112 = I MRAE 5 28 SN BRI
B 753X (Huang e al., 2017, 2018) - =%
(2018) f8H - B 43T (Epinephelus coioides) £
BAYRIN L. mesenteroides B4 Je HAj M EYIRYET
B BREIAARAEENKE - X 0 L
mesenteroides B4 e HAEHE L VA B BE A
PEIGE < INE B ~ $RTT 905 S B AR e A B AR
AERANE (V. harveyl) BT A TER (W,
2019) - LM - F (2019) JTHATELRHEfa AT BR R
0 BRI 1% 238425 L. mesenteroides B4k
HAPRZPEEYIER R RE A 2 HH - AEIRET A
ERR SR RIETE - MR R 18 A - AR
R A Bk U -

FLE5M (lactosucrose) (4G-B-D-lactosylfructoside,
galactosylsucrose) J&—T#H 3 FEAYELNE - HHREZENE
SEER e D RNRVSIEEE 25 G/ BT VNV
W REREREES (levansucrase) {FEFIRERE K 7L
P AEEZLARE (Han, 1990) © FAfEL ~ M 52 i f2
15 19 B AT 8 e L SRR E A SR e B R B Y I
(Kihara et al., 1995 ; Kihara and Sakata, 2001, 2002) °
FLAE Rt A A0 — 71 A~ 0~ SR EER R AL
REREEFEEMBEAREFH-ALARERE
(Lactobacillus spp.) K 5425 (bifidobacteria)
TP 3 B - SR TS IR 2 AR B (Clostridium
perfringens) (Silverio et al., 2015) -

REREE— MR R EY) (fructan) - TR
A TG A o] DL s SR Z R e bR BE 1 F
BT EEERENE (Han, 1990) - FEEBEEAATUER
(¥ %F » 2010 ; Calazans et al., 1997; Yoon €t al.,
2004) ~ H2$ 43R ThRE (Dal Bello et al., 2001;
Korakli et al., 2002; Semjonovs and Zikmanis,
2007; Huang et al., 2013) K & FF 2 IZ HE JI
(Calazans et al., 2000; Liu et al., 2010; Yoo et al.,
2004) FELREEDIRY -
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TE/KEEBTEAE [ SUBE SR e R By g
MEFEL A SRR ETRCR - S AT e T H B R
Aeromonas hydrophila Z #1687 (Rairakhwada
et al., 2007; Gupta et al., 2008, 2014, 2018) - Gupta
et al. (2010) jRFSRFBREA MR BEFE Lo G R HER &
% FEENEYRTIEHE 70 (heat shock protein
70) EEBAEERIN - T HAE PR SR (35°0)
B it 2 REJIBHEAE S - Kt » Gupta et al.
(2011) Fhy - BUAEVIFTE R EPEKERE L2
TR AR SIS ) - BL4) > Huang etal. (2015) #5
H o BRI B AR RSN B. licheniformisFRIMY -
55 FrEEREREER o R RIS SO R
P IR AR T (p < 0.05) » BRI ENE
REA DA U570 R A Sk 2 TR B R I B B A
SR G R (p<0.05) » BE4h - MIE9s%TE
YO LURIETE V. harveyi WEIGTERIFR - I LIERER
BRI e - HG B IRE
HHEEAZSE (p<0.05) -

B (2011) JeRifFgerd s BRIk S g g
TEM P ERE R B E A RS L RAER B
licheniformisFRIMY-55 » HABEA AN - BEkEe
M3z 7.0% E&43 5 Huang etal. (2015) 5 @ Gl
TSI 2.5% SREEHE AT DUA St E R B AR K
PR TRES - B B. licheniformis %7k &4
VIlGE RIRGE R — (Rameshetal., 2015) - HEA
BN 2 TEE R B < IIEE (Cladera-Olivera et al.,
2004; Nakayama et al., 2009; Wang et al., 2010;
Andriani et al., 2017) » [t » B. licheniformis H45
WOR AR A B Rr Bl - T H SR LR E Y B
TER AR Rl - R GaX B S H b B
VIR G i R AR /K B BT R R B R TE T
N HAETSUR LR H G 1 2 H SRR E
EHEAFERIER > RIBLAWFEAR N B. licheniformis
FRI MY-55 J¢ HF SR PEEL B RE A YIRS B
Pkt PR H A AR R - B EH SR
KNG BRI 2% » Ai#R5E B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55 5z B SIS - DUE Rk E
BHER 2% -

FOREL 7 5

— ~ t A AR

EN SRS IPVERE SIS S E Sy v e o=y
Z(2011) H ¥ 7k B 20 Fr R T ot P AR R MY B
licheniformis FRI MY-55 Ttk o

T AR R T B ME R < AR

Pepsin JAW&SELL 0.22 um JEIESHERE - 43 B0
A pH1.0-2.0~ 25 K 3.0 ZE{LEHARDEZE
& (tryptic soy broth, TSB, {#H Difco) & IR
By 1,000 units/mL - EFRRICAE 28°C E28E 24 hr»
RIREEL (4,000 X g, 10 min, 4°C) - jREIEHCER R
FIRZA IR E SR A REE/K (0.85%NaCl) » #2
fE 10° CFU/mL fA L3t [FE pH &z TSB» K&
A 28°C 5 # 3 hr 0 R EH 0.15% B-
glycerophosphate (Sigma) MJBLEH K G EE
E (tryptic soy agar, TSA, H#H Difco) TSA il
AT (Ohetal.,2000) - EEERISZ R EEH]
2% (Chung et al., 1999; Oh et al., 2000) {REFEHR
TSB » 25°C K23 24 hr » BE(s (4,000 X g, 10 min,
4°C) » WA AR RN A B R BBk (0.85%
NaCl) s SR EFENEH 0220407 K 1.0% i
% (oxgall, Difco) j TSB th » FHfA 28°C £
24 hr %A TSA “PARHEF8 -

= A~ AR R RN B

(—) BEERIRNE R

FLOAE SR BNE < B /2% Park ¢ al.
(2001) 51 0 #54EH B. licheniformisFRIMY-55
P DAZE A FLAE Je R L B B 2 B = E
(2011) o B RN & 10% FLFER 10% Ji
PRSI 28°C AL E 48hr WILUIGEISH
AR+ FLAPERYET IR BEE  10° CFU/mL LA
b BERSAR B+ FLARERY B BIR A Ry Bl 2 AR
BN + FLASRE RIS

LA HPLC ZptrfERTEA RS & & e an
A B B LR RS ERHHIEC, (9,000 > g 30 min) -
FLL 0.22 pm #EFEEE (nylon syringe filters,
13 mm; Millipore, Millipore Corporation, Billerica,
MA, USA) #jf1% - Nk et pe it e
43Mi% (high performance liquid chromatography,
HPLC; Waters, 1515 isocratic HPLC pump) #5358l
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ERHPHIAFINERE (Euzenat et al., 1997) - AGAEE
{5 F = SR VROAH (1 g o T S 5 i HPLC A5 A%
Sugar-Pak™ 1 (6.5 x 300 mm column) SEfT54T
A HHTETET [refractive index (RI) detector; Waters,
2414] FoMpHlZssAaFERE ~ FRjAghE ~ FORE S
£ o VAT’ B 50 mg/L EDTA (ethylenediamine
tetraacetic acid) » i3 By 0.5 mL/min » &5 S HE
FFAE 90°C o 43 #7 1% Z Bl 5% L Breeze HK i
(Waters) Z155E H ¥ £ HRr P 359 JFE 2% 8 28 i AT HE iy
MR SRCRERE ~ HEIRE  SRPE S RS

2.
(D) REERRBRNE 5

R NS 20% REMEC BSEER 28°C
R Bhr AIDISRIESERER + REEN
BEEYR  WEGE 10°CFU/ML DL E » s B+
TR B B UR A Ry Pt 2t 2R B+ SRR TR 0
AR -

DUEE#E P (s S /R GeA L R b = R
REFEIREE O - A 3 (SRR L2 (99%) @ A
4°C EFEEE » i 4°C, 10,000 x g # s 30 min
DI E SR » FELAZR /RIS S LI L
BoRGEABESE 3 2R 15EIRA L SEBHE - TR
§EEZ0% (EYELA Freeze Dryer FDU-2200; Tokyo
Rikakikai Co., Ltd, Tokyo, Japan) $£f@E - DUEE
HEpEFE R (Shih et al., 2005) ©

9~ BRI AR R

A B. licheniformis FRI MY-55+ 5825 2
ER B S ERHIR - M DS AV BE LR B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 Bl SLEpEAG 5053 B -
AR ES RTS8 - B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55+ A58 K B. licheniformis FRI MY-55+
SRR & RE R R B R B P R ARl 2 B -

BEERHLE 380 s alk (1) BEEH S (2)
s B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g)+ #,
KB (0.15%) Wy R B & 3) W™ B
licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + 5 2
(0.15%) FYRSEWR -

FAHE R R E T (1) B RLAR
PR < BRI E R IR B S BT 5 (2) TR

1 B. licheniformis FRT MY-55 -+ Z S pEI 52 381K
FHAIDI= (—) Arddfs&4E B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55 + FLAHEZ B BRI R Bk 5 (3) Wi
B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 -+ S B0 (4 157 5 W 4
HIDI= (=) P&l &4 B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55+ SREENEZ B BIRIN IR f et - BT 2%
WAL Ry 1 kg BRIARDD 30 ml 55
(B) - DABEFEINEAEZIR (45°C, 48 hr) -

s Bt SRR () IR B A & B
(TEFM IS B R RDERAF G 2i8) i
B S DUREII B2 R ET R 2R - PRI 5%
VAR BRI - DO i B ER - B
Bl OME A AR~ SERE B A Y K
P BEPRHY 4°C 2k 1 8 H > S ERH
ZETRE (552 ke 3 ) EREEUEE RellETE A AR
AWBEFR A e ®I0 R 107CFU/g HIR
PIZERELA D SETEN Y -

FEEUE & &t A W< B - I AGHE &A= 8
REKERER - DIIBETI7EaW  EERmEER
BHRNBALEA KRG EE#EE (tryptic soy agar,
TSA, [ H Difco) i > A 28 £2 °CE5E 48 hr
#% » Zt¥ B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 B % 8
(Hoseinifar et al., 2011) -

1o~ ZRPER ~ FURPE R RUERR S e
GRS

(—) ERIY

EERFT L 300 RET BT H RIFEEY
HEN/KERERFTA 4 (EfEER FRP (500 L) fiiid
2 3 KIRAERFE 28+ 17TC -

(O 2EE  ARBREPBHRRKERE
RAR

HhEAE 34 BHeEBUAVING 34 g [ 180
EHEATEER L 20 FEfR 3 B FERBETRE
AHRCERY 9 K& 82 L BUBEEIL - REEH B 9 B
KONF 5 BRI ERETRL RARE T R ERY 2.0%
2 HERFAERSE AR R - R
B 30 min 2% - AR MR R EVREREHE - FHECRATE
B HRERETIRR - ERIIRE/KEIESIE 28 +
1°C > FH#UK =0 — - HBRErT 10 35 -
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(=) R

PR ERIES 2 EEHREEE—X - H
HE RN TEREME - /P ER (percent weight
gain, PWG) KB}k (feed conversion ratio,
FCR) -

PWG (%) =[(Ix{&H2E) — (&YIEEEH) / (V]
HEE)] X 100%

FCR=#EERHE IR/ [ (AR ieE) — (R
H) ]

N~ BRI IIAR A B ~ FLARE R R
BN HOEH LR R

AERR 3 AR 10 H#1% - SHERE
1 B IR 3 EAEIEE - 2T
{LBERIETEIIAT - SRERATFAEZE R 48 hr » FEERER
FRSELL T FED IR SERR % - FERE I
TRHFL - SRR A ELL 75% RS ETTR M
W 0 DR R R 59 30BN ES - Bl &S
B SEFHUTGE - FFERIT RN - TIAE
EMEIAEHREK (0.85% NaCl) #ikfk > DL
YJE 1% (T18 basic Ultra Turrax®, IKA® Works
Inc., Wilimington, NC, USA) & E B E 298
JJ (S18N-10 G Dispersing Tool, IKA® Works Inc.)
FFTRE - WA 2 f5ZRE87K > A 4°C T » LA
10,000 x g L 10 min % - UGB Rk BE R
FHEIOR » fHEERER T -

(—) BWIEE

Wk BRI HIE HHE  Shan et al. (2009) HYJ5
% DUBRY R BB KRR Tris-HCl RR1ER
(50 mM, pH 6.7) » HUE S BEA RV I A IR
28°C K 30 min o ¥R 06K B8 8% B2 DNS
(dinitrosalicylic acid) EU#]- 2 100°C JpZ4 15 min»
R IIAZKEE/KHEE - ¥ O.D. 550 nm JHIEROE
1B DA < AR SRR PR e 2
BER LA BN L pg glucose/min/mg 35 B FR -

(D) PHEERITESES

Hrop: /g MR R S By I E R IE Alvarez-

Gonzalez et al. (2006) J53% » DIBSEE F R AE - K
PSR A Tris-HCl K (pH 7.5/ pH 9.0) » HY
E R BERHEIOR AR 28°C FE 30 min- [
20% TCA (trichloroacetic acid) EFEIEFE » FRLA
0.45 um JEBGEES > A O.D. 280 nm JHIEHE
fH > DA tyrosine Z REHERRHR » AR S tyrosine
G o BERELIETE ALl pg tyrosine/min/mg 25
HFEIR ©

(=) BItEBE

BE VBB B AU E K98 Alvarez-Gonzalez
et al. (2006) J73% » DAMAL R R BE - G IMALE
WY glycine-HCl #ZERK (pH 2.0) » HUE Sk B
HHER AR 28°C JE 20 min > DL 20%
TCA VWA IEIHE > L 0.45 um JEIREJE
#% > HI%E 0.D.280nm ZWSEIHE » LA tyrosine 2
FEHEMAR - RSP tyrosine & & o BESALLTE
M EA7 DL g tyrosine/min/mg & B RRER ©

(9) REALES

Jig 15 B (4 38 € & #% Pinsirodon and Parkin
(2001) J5i% » HUE EMHEBEERHBOR A & P-
nitrophenol laurate 2 Tris-HCl #ZE# (pH 7.2)
#% > A 28°C KJE 15 min > DIESESHK K HE » A
0.D.410 nm JHI5EWRSEIE » LL P-nitrophenol 7 fE#E
i - BB P-nitrophenol & & - BERALETE
BEA7DL pg P-nitrophenol/min/mg FEHBEFIR °

€~ FERPAIIER A ~ FLRRE R
BRaEhEhRAERE B
licheniformisFRIMY-55 ~ 5\ & #0057l
L ivd 7

R 3 MHAFEETR 10 3 - fEIEERE 2
Rk FHUBIRE 3 SR ERNRETHRA
RSN AR BT - R EELLT
AR PR I e L - D
PREHET TR - DURE R <59 T3P f R
HS  BC B IR 12 L S T HUH IEE - FEEE AR BT RN
B o IAGE B4 M R /KRR DU E T84T
W SEERERRIERNEH 2.5% &t
RALE R EES AL (tryptic soy agar, TSA, f§H
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Difco) e bt A e - Mt R - s - e i e o
2 JFL (thiosulfate-citrate-bile salts-sucrose agar,
TCBS, [ Difco) [jA > & 28+2°C K%# 48hr
AT BETE R - DAor A H RO A TR B E RO B
= ARLEEAARTEERE L RE B
licheniformis FRI MY-55 T2 5 2k £ 5 3% i 8k
& o SRR ERRE R 2.5% @At
MRS 5% £ (de Man, Rogosa, Sharpe » [ H
Difco) » fABESA KL (anaerobic jar, Oxoid Limited,
Hampshire, UK) NEZEBREEEL (generating packet,
AnaeroPack-Anaero, Mitsubishi Gas Chemical Co.,
Inc., Tokyo, Japan) A 28 +2°C E5# 96 hr %2t
WA DETBEBE R SR (Hoseinifar et al.,
2011) «

J\ -~ WfET AT TR

FilBaAs R L. SAS EHEKEE (Version 14.0)
47 %8 L B (one way analysis of variance,
ANOVA) #f5t453#7 > W LA Duncan’s test IG5
HHME G HEE 2R - Prasat sk
B p<0.05-

i S B 5y

JL
%

— ~ B AN R e ME R

EEREF DA INEA R Y i A2 BRI - 2 AR R 22
EVE R P E R TIRE - Rt R R &
KRB AW ZIHE pH KIEEIEES] (Kim
and Austin, 2008) - B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 2
M 5 M & B (pH 1.0 - 3.0) ¥R B R > B
licheniformis FRI MY-55 7 pH 2.0 DL F{GEFERIE
f 20% > pH 2.5 DL E3E 80% LI EJEfFR (Fig.
1) Kimetal. (2005) fgH » B. licheniformis {4 pH
2.0 UNAZE » pH 3.0 - 7.0 BAAM M - %
[ o  (fermented congee) W 4> Hf By B.
licheniformis 7] DUfif 3% pH 2.5 AYEREE » EZEE AT LA
W EREEE - S EREERES] 90% LA
£ (Wang et al., 2010) - H 58 > B RS B.
licheniformis: 7 pH 2.0 FYERE B G » 517
R3#E 80% (Ramesh et al., 2015) » Andriani et al.

(2017) #p3E > B. licheniformis o] DAfitsZ pH 2.0 1
BREE -

100 - L J
80 A
S
o 60 -
o©
S 40 -
s
=}
w
20 A 1
0 | |
1.0 2.0 2.5 3.0
pH

Fig. 1 Survival rates of Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-
55 after 3 hr of exposure to stimulated gastric fluid.

52 B. licheniformisFRIMY-55 7 pH 2.0 15
R - GBS EL Kim etal. (2005) FESRAHT -
{HEH Ramesh et al. (2015) Jz Andriani et al. (2017)
#73E > B. licheniformis £ pH 2.0 fyERES ELA M2 M
AN[E 5 7 B. licheniformisFRIMY-55 £ pH 2.5 RS
T JEFERE 80% LI > B Wangetal. (2010) 43
it E 2R B. licheniformis AT » B%ZE w] L&
B RIEE - I EEERTEEER  KIEHEH B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 #ifa SR A% » RS
MIFERZ T LAY B - iR B R T EE -

B. licheniformisFRI MY-55 ;Zfi} f&z Bkt
1.0% MEEERIECE T - 117K Fy 80.0 - 92.0% (Fig.
2) » SR 52 1 2 A A R A N B AR e SIS R
&4~ (Axelsson, 2004) - B. licheniformis 2 25% Ji&
REERIE BN 3Z T (Kimetal., 2005) - 5
S3HfERG B. licheniformis FILAISZ 0.6% [EEsAYER
5 ] LGEE BRI E - EREE AR
(Wang et al., 2010) - [ i £ JI5 38 53 B H 7Y B.
licheniformis » 7£ 2.5 - 10.0%/&EEE RS AT
PE VR 72 - 56% ARG ERITEFREE] 75%
Pl FE(Rameshetal.,2015) - Andriani etal. (2017) £
i > B. licheniformis 1] DLifsZ 0.3 K 0.5% [¥JEEsE
Bk -
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A2 B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 @] DLjiif 5%
1.0% JiE i B b - G s O B o B 3 B Ol
(Wang et al., 2010) Jz Andriani et al. (2017) #E
iy B. licheniformis ififsZ EEERHE SR (0.3 - 0.6%)
FESE o 2 AR R AT DA 2 SRR - B A R e
o] LIAERGE R S AT

A2 B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 7] DAt a2
pH 2.5 F 1.0% [ 30 B. licheniformisFRIMY -
55 W EREER - R ERRNERL A LAY 2 B R

B e > sl E R EEHE

100 - {‘

A N
S
£ 60 -
=
2
2 40 -

20 -

0 T T T

0.2 0.4 0.7 1.0

Bile salt concentration (%)

Fig. 2 Survival rates of Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-
55 after 24 hr of exposure to stimulated intestinal fluid.

&% E B. licheniformisFRIMY-55 ~
FLIHE B SR B0 2 Bt B fig

1 B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 HEEFEA S E b
FABE BRI RE > SRS A R4 R IR
PR AW EECE 10°CFU/mL DL | Rk
# HPLC s REUR - BB EAN 50
mg/mL F.5EHE (Fig. 3) - Mk B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55 $SREA SR SRR RE - §E2H
AR R BB A REBGE 10
CFU/mL DL F - REHHER RS B (1% B ZIED0
Wbkt - SEIMALZ FEPER) 50 mg/mL -

BEEeEREEE 3 8 0 a0k (1) B - )
7 B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g)+ %,

RBE (0.15%) MR ZK & G &M B
licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + B & ¥#
(0.15%) BYRSERUR - Pl Bk 4°C 12 1
&l H - S Ei aiR 2 & 3 #H) FEIEE -
RGP R A R B - SRR St 2R B
ZEARHR 4C 2k 1 E A% EEIEEHERE 107
CFU/g » Fi&THER R &2 A2 B 107 CFU/g HAR
HE - [KICENYIEAER AR - PrBlERY 4°C 1Lk 1
TEHABEA -

= B OB BRI AL R~ FLARPE
K SRR B R L5

v anmfasrigtie (1) HEME - Q) B
licheniformisFRI MY-55 + Z SEpEAUELEK B2 (3) B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 + S B b B 21K < Bt

0 5 » BT HIREEE 34.87-3535 g 41

BREHITE, 79.39g ~ 85.74 ¢ 7 84.07 (Table 1) » &S
FHIAX B A S AR  (H B IR PR - ERR
At EHEEREZEL (p > 0.05) o B P ER
ks 124.60% ($Ef1#H) ~ 142.75% (B. licheniformis
FRI MY-55 + ZL B MY B2 B 9%) ~ 141.11% (B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 + SRERFEAYEZEIR) » S0ES
FHASEI Y B SR A m Y B » (H B e b
FERfET EIEREEESE (p > 0.05) o [EPRHEHTERT;
> 53Rk 1.06 ($2E41#H) ~ 1.06 (B. licheniformisFRI
MY-55+ F RIS ER) Se 1.08 (B. licheniformis
FRIMY-55 + SLEBRERIRSER) » St B S eakH R
IRIEHHERAZSE (Table 1) -

WKERE KU (Macrobrachium rosenbergii)4)
B AR & ¥ IEAH 5z & B. licheniformis (1.0X10° -
1.0X10° CFU/g) HYEAR} - aBaH A SRR T
R E ARSI (p < 0.05) o Gk
{RHEHGHE (p < 0.05) (Kumar et al., 2013) - JEFESR:
Fh#a (Oreochromis niloticus) 53l AR A ¥ HHH ke &
B. licheniformis (4.0 X 10° - 2.0 X 107 CFU/g) HY&aH}
#% » B A R R R E SO E RIS A
W (p<0.05) > pEAh - EABEH A B ERIRETRCE
FHH5E% (Han et al., 2015) o iR AIER R B RE
522 B.licheniformis(10° CFU/g) MR} » ZEaRHEE
B RAS I RS B I E R S R (p <
0.01) (Swapna et al., 2015) JE W iz A
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Table 1 Growth performance of orange-spotted grouper (Epinephelus coioides) specimens fed with a control diet, a

diet supplemented with Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + lactosucrose (0.15%) culture medium, and a
diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (10" CFU/g) + levan (0.15%) culture medium for 10 weeks

Dietary

B. licheniformis FRI MY-55+
lactosucrose culture medium

Control

B. licheniformis FRI MY-55+
levan culture medium

Initial weight (g) 35.35 + 8.54°

Final weight (g) 79.39 £ 23.72°

85.74 + 25.07°

35.32 £ 6.93° 34.87 + 8.55°

84.07 +29.16%

PWG (%) 124.6% + 26.92° 142.75% + 28.70° 141.11% = 25.71°
FCR 1.06 = 0.09° 1.06 £ 0.12% 1.08 = 0.09°
PWG: percent weight gain.
FCR: Feed conversion rate.
Rows with different superscript letters differ significantly (p < 0.05).
100.01 H
80.0
Lactosucrose
60.0
>
S
40.04
20.04
0.0 \ J
2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0 12.0 14.0

Fig. 3 Chromatogram of lactosucrose produced by B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 after 48 hr of incubation (28°C) in a

medium supplemented with sucrose and lactose. Column, Sugar-Pak™ 1; temperature, 90°C; eluent, 50 mg/L EDTA;

flow rate, 0.5 mL/min; injection, 20 pL; refractometric detection.

(Pangasianodon hypophthalmus) 43 7|8 & S HERH
K& B. licheniformis (10° Bd 107 CFU/g) mygaE
#% > & B.licheniformis 10° CFU/g X EsHH A Y
B HG E SO R R B A (p < 0.05)
(Gobi etal.,2016) - L5[f4 (Oreochromisspp.) 43
AR A B I K& B. licheniformis (103 i 107
CFU/g) Wkt - ABaH A B Ry A P EHE EE
190 B SRS A BT IERSEL (p<0.05) > BRI A
¥ (p<0.05) (Gobi etal., 2018) » HEAIHL 15k
Zi (0. mossambicus X O. niloticus) 43 7IER £ %

WE#H k2 & B. licheniformis(10° - 108 CFU/g) HYEAF
#% » BRE 10° CFU/g 3ABaH A SR RSB EE
1 B R S R B B AH ( < 0.05) (Promnuan and
Kiriratnikom, 2018) - ¥.f4 (Ctenopharyngodonidella)
Sy RER RSB &2 & B. licheniformis (10° - 10°
CFU/g) HyEkH% - B R R RSP
WEERETRNBI (0<0.05) > BLoh - EEEHI R E
I ENHEECARER - BURIGES I MRE L
FrfE#goR (Qin et al., 2020) »

FLeBFE A OHER B. licheniformis JEfl
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WAERNR/KERY) - Al HIER R H IR K& B.
licheniformis (10® CFU/g) + B.subtilis (10* CFU/g)
(oAt  EABERH iR SR RS I RE E ~ B R A
RN (p<0.05) (Madanietal., 2018) -
BUEEH (Sparus aurata) 73 BIERREIRAH & B
licheniformis+ B. subtilis+ B. pumilus Ay & % » 35
Bl f B R B P G B R B SR Y IR
(p < 0.05) » GEERH A BRI S B HERA AL R 2
FELERE R (Avellaetal., 2010) - EIREHIEHE
(Fenneropenaeus indicus) 7 BIEEE¥IEHE K& B.
licheniformis 4+ B. subtilis + B. polymyxa + B.
laterosporus+B. circulans Y&} #% o REETH IS &
() i A% P 8 B S B B R S B IR (p <
0.05) » EABERR IR B R TE A== R BRI IR £
(p<o0. 05) (Ziaei-Nejad et al., 2006) -

MLy BB R B R & B
Iichenlform|s(4 0X10* CFU/g)+ B.subtilis (4.0 10*
CFU/g) mugapkH - GBS A B ny i PR B
B E IS SR o ERRE I AR A R (p >
0.05) (Raida et al., 2003) ©

B. licheniformis ettt A AN AE L
IR > apafi (Pristis microdon) Z3 a2 f% ¥
IWEHH Btk s B. licheniformis (10° CFU/mL)
+B. amyloliquefaciens(10° CFU/mL) EXEsfH - 358
AR AREN I (p<0.05) » RGEERL
W2 (30min) £ - FHERHAEIEFEREERE
HE#H (p<0.05) (Tarnecki et al., 2019) -

ARG ) R B R B TR I LR (1.5%)
Bt} - GBERH S SR A VP RE EE ~ Y B R B
HORETEA SR (p<0.05) (Chuetal., 2013) - &
i - EEE R (Psetta maxima) 53 HIERETEIRRH K 78
IIFLAHRE (2.0%) Gapkii% - ABEH A S R TR
O E R RH RS R (p > 0.05)
(Mahious et al., 2006) - FZfid (Pagrusmajor) 43 51ER
B IEURE SN INZLARNE (0.25%) fapeti - 3Bt A
ARG S E R A - (H - 3B
AR REYE S = (p < 0.05) (Kihara et al.,
2007) © 5T I EREAE HEHH SR INZLIRRE (0.24%)
BapR% > GBS B VP RS B R Y E SR ELAT I
FHMERAEA=HL (p> 0.05) (Kihara et al., 2008) -

Gupta et al. (2015) fff9eaH: - Brietesassjl
ER A B IO R A ISR s Bt - BB f BRI Rk

RBAEFREN TG (0<0.05) > FERRERE A
RER] DUM IS M st AR R 2351 - 2B

106 ERGEEE - iR RIS 28 KLY
s B RHECR K B FIHSE - Guptaetal. (2013)
WFFesis - A GRS IR - ] DT e
IR (p<0.05) > HAEZFREAINREEL
AL - Huang et al. (2015) 5 - B3
AHEEEL RN 2.5% B. licheniformis FRT MY-55
e SRR L - B A i B S E Ry
T G BA RSN (p < 0.05) -

Liand Kim (2013) #fF5eaH - B 0% C&t
) ~ 0.05 - 0.2% SREBREREPRIHPERRFEE - 3
BatH e S H B E R S IR (p<0.05) -
Zhao et al. (2013a) #PE - FEr AR S 0% AT
fH) ~ 1.0% J2 2.0% FEEBEEDREIL - SEEHHAE SRy
A RRB LM E R EEHE RS (p <
0.05) - Zhang and Kim (2014) #f5eigH - 50 BILL%E
W SIS 0.1% SR FEEPRIER R 54 5 - SBahH A
SIS R S B (p<0.05) 0 H > 35
HHIEE P RYIIHLEE ) JECE IR - Zhao et al.
(2013b) e - o HER S 0% CAIIREH) ~ 0.25%
K2 0.50% FEEPEERR - GBEHHEER A KRR
ik A B H AT B = (P < 0.05) ©

i & bl SRR R - # R iR i B
licheniformis BRI A /KRB AR ~ Sesifi B
i~ FENAR A R SRR B SR (Kumar et al.,
2013; Han etal.,2015; Swapna et al., 2015; Gobi et al.,
2016; Gobi €t al., 2018; Promnuan and Kiriratnikom,
2018; Qin etal., 2020) - VRHIFLFHEEDRL - L
mnFE AR (Chu et al., 2013) » MERHIFRE
PERER R R B 8 - e~ AT~ FEE K
FEERIEZR (Gupta et al., 2013; Li and Kim,
2013; Zhao et al., 2013a,b; Zhang and Kim, 2014;
Huang et al.,2015; Guptaetal.,2015) - ZREEE 5>
R4t B. licheniformisFRI MY-55 + L SR A B 3%
Wi 5z B. licheniformisFRI MY-55 + BLER MY B2 2808
JERIFAF B - EABERH b B SR B (H
B IORH LR - fEHGE T RS 2252 (p>0.05) »
B 3l SR B. licheniformis ~ 2L ke FBREH B
JRERTH /K BE A VIR L B BAIRE AT -
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Table 2 Specific protease activities (U/mg protein) in the intestines and livers of orange-spotted grouper (Epinephelus

coioides) specimens fed with a control diet, a diet supplemented with Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) +

lactosucrose (0.15%) culture medium, and a diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + levan

(0.15%) culture medium for 10 weeks

Treatment Neutral protease

Alkaline protease Acid protease

Intestine Liver

Intestine Liver Intestine Liver

Control

B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 +
lactosucrose culture medium

B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 +
levan culture medium

7.37 £0.25* 3.66 £0.23*  9.06 £0.15* 5.38 +0.09°

7.89 £0.02° 4.14+0.31*  9.37+£0.19* 5.76 + 0.09°

10.69 + 0.10° 4.54 £ 0.14"  10.81 £ 0.36"5.58 + 0.13*

8.83 £0.12° 5.02 +0.24°

9.67 +0.20° 5.58 +0.20°

10.32 £ 0.09° 6.73 +1.84"

Values in the same row with different superscript letters differ significantly (p < 0.05).

VY ~ BRI AR TR ~ LS BRI
B B8 T T AL R TG T L

B
2

o B e 5 TH - B Doy BERE (1) 3
FA%H ~ (2) B. licheniformisFRI MY-55 + | 5By 5%
#W K. (3) B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + SELER B
B EaRE 10 58 - BAHIGE I F S S
By 7.37~7.89 J¢ 10.69 - aAEmRH IR Y B HGHH -
et BRI AR 225 (p<0.05) (Table 2)
BAE O BIERET (1) #HH ~ (2) B. licheniformis
FRIMY-55+ Z SR ESE0E % (3) B. licheniformis
FRIMY-55 + FEBHER B ERH AR} - 25 2R
H g Ak 9.06 ~ 937 K 10.81 - (3) B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 + SLE RS ZR R AH A
ERE A AT REE AR AR (p <
0.05) (Table 2) - (1) %HEHH ~ (2) B. licheniformisFRI
MY-55+ A B BERESE W & (3) B. licheniformis
FRI MY-55 + SRR Y 55 2800 RH Bl R 2t B 1 2R
HEG ARy 8.83 ~9.67 ke 10.32 » FAEEHHAA# =
JABTRRE - MiEt FELE AR AR (p<0.05)
(Table 2) °

P e o 1k 2 B A AT 0 B A D S0 ) R AR
(1) ¥HEHH ~ (2) B. licheniformisFRIMY-55+ #. 5%
BEMES 2K K2 (3) B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 +
REBREOIRE B B R, - 2T b 1 2 S A3
Ak 3.66~4.14 K 4.54 > (3) B. licheniformisFRI
MY-55+ SLEERERIES B RH A B S R B IR -

it LELSIRGHHA B 225 (p < 0.05) (Table 2) -
APt BIERER (1) EHHE - (2) B. licheniformis

FRI MY-55 + ZL R WA 85 W & (3) B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 -+ 5% B b (1 5% 28 Wi 4
K SAHR I g5 ARy 5.38 - 5.76 J 5.58
(2)B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + Z 5L lEAYEZ 20
PR R EIRGE (p< 0.05) (Table 3) - (1)¥HEHH
(2) B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + 2 BLpl 1 k5280
& (3) B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + SR B8 g1 k7%
TR A AH IR M R B ARy 5.02 ~ 5.58 J 6.73 >
A ET b A B A B IR R 2 22 52 (p > 0.05)
(Table 2) -

A 1 i T R T o2 B I 0 A g B
R BEEE AR HIERA S B. licheniformisFRIMY -
55+ L ARPE RS R H A B E AP - BRI E
P B B Mgl T 2 B T MRS R R S IR (p
< 0.05) (Table 2) - 1fif B. licheniformisFRI MY-55+
REPERRS BWHA SIS BN ~ B g E
BB 11 B B P It 1 B T B M > B IR
& (p <0.05) - #EH] B. licheniformis FRI MY-55+
LIRS L, B. licheniformisFRIMY-55 + 5
EREE RN B A B EIH{LRE I
T B -

W ERE GG T - B A bt laReE (1) %
IE%H ~ (2) B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + L S b1z
EW K (3) B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + SLE4 1
BrreukrHE R - IR E Ry 243 ~ 3.05
3.14 > FHEEHIHREE N ERE - HET FEE A
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Table 3 Specific lipase and amylase activities (U/mg protein) in the intestines and livers of orange-spotted grouper

(Epinephelus coioides) specimens fed with a control diet, a diet supplemented with Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55
(107 CFU/g) + lactosucrose (0.15%) culture medium, and a diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107

CFU/g) + levan (0.15%) culture medium for 10 weeks

Treatment Lipase Amylase
Intestine Liver Intestine Liver
Control 2.43 + 0.03 2.12 + 0.022 9.25 + 0.60° 10.45 £ 0.98°
B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + A R
lactosucrose culture medium 3.05 £ 0.04° 2.14£0.03° 9:52+0.58 11.67=1.01
B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + 313 + 0.04" 993 002" 9.34 + 0.90° 10.89 = 0.69°

levan culture medium

Values in the same row with different superscript letters differ significantly (p < 0.05).

g 725 (p<0.05) (Table 3) - FHHEAEE 5T - B
B A EREE (1) HHRH - (2) B. licheniformis
FRIMY-55+ Z. S MEIVESEWR S (3) B. licheniformis
FRI MY-55 + SRR FERY ES 2t ERDR} - B AHNENGEE
SRRy 212 ~ 214 Kz 2.23 » (3)B. licheniformisFRI
MY-55 + SR BERH BB B R - BET B
AL 225 (p<0.05) (Table 3) -

e eIk BB 5T B A B AR AR (1) SR
#H ~ (2)B. licheniformisFRIMY-55 + FL B pE1E#
¥ 52(3)B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + BLESp#ERE
HIRAHER - R AHBE R BE >R Ry 925~ 9.52 J%
9.34 - fiEt FEAEEAH B E IR AH MR = R (p>
0.05) (Table 3) - AT Hk) BE /718 - B A B 53 HIAR
fa(1)¥EHHESE ~ (2)B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + #,
H R 552 98 J (3)B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 +
RO R B IR A AR 2 A B B8 53 1 Ry
10.45~11.67 ¢ 10.89 - #fizt aAEmtH A BHHIR
EEAE S (p> 0.05) (Table 3) -

R £ S 1 R T I 2 g B B8 3 T B
o B A IE RIEEA 2 B. licheniformisFRIMY -
55+ FLERAHEAYEE 22U B2 B. licheniformis FRI MY-
55 +REBHENEERE - HABHAEEEANRE
1t o T T R v A IR (p < 0.05) - T B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 -+ 52 B0 (1 B 2 fH £
EFIgIE DI EE /RS AP (p < 0.05) (Table 3) -
HE B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + JL S 5 B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 -+ SR B b4 5% 28 0 B BL 7
APt TRIHHLRE AT ZBER - Mk EE T

TEJTTH -+ BB A RN 1B S o Wk B v 1 Bl
e ) RH M B 3 2 5L (Table 3) » #E ] B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 + #. 2 ¥ 5 B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 -+ SRS b 5 28 i B B
OB B HLRE ST IR THZ R -

I EE B ¥ iR 43 A B8R R ¥ R &k & B
licheniformis + B. subtilis + B. polymyxa + B.
laterosporus+B. circulans Ay g% » SlEati TR
FRYHALEER-NE IS ~ 3 B R ok IS M
2006) °

Guptaetal. (2015) BFEHEH - BPEHEL IR
FAIHH s oA AR BE AR - s B E
{LBEREUR - RN A E LB ~ Wk ki
Wil #E m R ¥ G (p < 0.05) © Gupta et al.
(2015) Ry - SR AT RE AT ANSHIIG 2t A4 R
FAHA BRI S -

BN AR IR TR - AIREKH
2t B BRI RS R LB R TG (Suzer et al.,
2008) - ffiH Les A= B AT DA A NE LRSS - B
Bh 7Y 8 & B9 B B (Skrodenyte-ArbacTiauskiene,
2007) - H ¥ #8158 5t H Ay B. licheniformis» B )
SR e K B S (Ramesh etal., 2015) - Kumar
et al. (2013) fgH » ZFAUEE (Bacillusspp.) BEH
AN ERAE ~ T2 ST LSRR o3 b B g I gt
EERIIRMCEFI ] - 4 SR AR BRI SH  AEAR R
TRAIHCRER - At B - Wk B R R e
1B SE RN A VA R B R SR VB - Wk SR
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Table 4 Counts of cultivable bacteria, Vibrio spp., Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55, and lactic acid bacteria in the

intestines of orange-spotted grouper (Epinephelus coioides) specimens fed with a control diet, a diet supplemented
with B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + lactosucrose (0.15%), and a diet supplemented with B. licheniformis

FRI MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + levan (0.15%) culture for 10 weeks

Total bacteria

B. licheniformis FRI

Treatment (CFU/g) Vibrio spp. (CFU/g) MY-55 (CFU/g) LAB (CFU/g)
Control 7.35x 10° 1.75 x 10° <10 <10
B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + 3.94 x 10° 1.75 x 10° 3.49 x 10° <10
lactosucrose culture medium
B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + 3.68 x 106 1.49 % 10° 350 x 10° <10'

levan culture medium

WHEIEAL -t EaE RS Y E L AR &K
> KRR (Tovar etal., 2002) -

AREBERTREUR - 2051&6F B. licheniformis
FRI MY-55+ A5 8# K B. licheniformis FRI MY-
55+ RN RRERN G - AEEETE
P 56 K B B3 o 35 1 B e S S e - BRLERE RS
HiER R o H S R R R S R R
BERYERHR - SR IEE TR iR e SRR e T T
I = Y RGH AT A SR — 2 (Ziaei-Nejad et al,,
2006; Gupta et al., 2015) = [fij ey B 1 B Ak
R RS RAE L8 2 BoURA R
(Ziaei-Nejad et al., 2006; Gupta et al., 2015) - [E[[H »
HEH] B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 Je ELAmEE #5008
B R A R B B I A R iR A B A LR
MR B R IERGEE IS T - IR f R s =Y
B I URIBIIRER - B -

T~ BRI R ~ FURBE R RENE
HAERERAEE - IEB A

MR

B o E AR 1038 - B EEARR
BE (1) HiEHH ~ (2) B. licheniformisFRIMY-55+#,
EE B B, (3) B. licheniformis FRI MY-55+ 5
BRI BT ERGHATR 3Ry 7.35X10° ~ 3.94X10°
J¢ 3.68X10° CFU /g » 3 FHAHEA B B0 AR R 72
- JIEEAE (1) ¥EEHH ~ (2) B. licheniformisFRI
MY-55+ A BV 23R K (3) B. licheniformis
FRIMY-55 + 5L BERY RS BH ST B Ry 1.75X10°

1.75X10% 5z 1.49X10*CFU /g » ZRESHH A5 B Bl
HIRGHRMERY 1 ([HE8E - A ERERE
349 - 3.50x10° CFU/g # f2 2 % 4 B.
licheniformis FRI MY-55 - ¥} k2 EaH fa tE 5
ERA MRS B5 i ALEE#1% - PR Alng 3L
PRI, » 2t 2R S EHE P ERE A=Y
B =0T DI IR (Table 4) -

1 W 43 ] e 2 A 3 URE Btk FR R B
licheniformis (105 CFU/mL) Bl - StBEkHt Ak
oI B B B B B I N ek (p < 0.05) (Li et a&l.,
2007) © B Fa 53 il B 2 A IR stk s B.
licheniformis (1.0 X 10® CFU/m®) iEs#H » IHiE+ s
AT - AR R EURIR EEGE BT (p < 0.05) -
X B K REZ ~ AAEIE R IR R
(Liang et al., 2015) -

Nakayama et al. (2009) fg5H: » B. licheniformis
BRI URAY 3 A HImIG HE O R A R e
T RIS HE SO BRI IEE ST - hErisana
AN BRI - Cladera-Olivera et al. (2004) $g5H
B. licheniformis €& 4= 281l bacteriocin FYHLEY)
B o ZYE R DS RS EETR E (Listeria
monocytogenes) K $i R (Streptococcus spp.)
FEORE - H BB EERY B. licheniformis \J
DI 2 s RS S R R E
(Staphylococcus aureus) ~ ZEHFEFE ~ i
(Snigella flexneri) ~ & £ % ¥ '] K
(Salmonella typhimurium) k2 K5 E  (Escherichia
coli) (Wang et al., 2010) - Andriani et al. (2017)
H > B. licheniformis T] DU <t e 0 5 2 BRI K
KIGH -



RN B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 5 7L SR B AU RORE ARV ETRAAT 0 B R 238 63

WFeaH - FEfEE N B P R L A A A SR e
K EsEE (Kihara et al., 1995) - S5 AT ]
Rl SNE A A SR B BRI - LR DA TR
& (Kihara and Sakata, 2001) - £ 5 R E AT
Rl SN AR A SR B B - RS N
& e T IR RS RBORTSINZLAR RS (Kihara
and Sakata, 2002) - #7& FUUSERER » BHR -~ HE
S AR RGN B ] LS I 2L SR - 52
AEREAE IO S N IIZLRE (0.24%) EapkeHi% - Gl
HH B NG E A T SRR IR 2 S S I Y
0 (p<0.001) - FABaH f 0 B R0y B SRR
HHIEFH (p<0.05) (Kiharaetal.,2008) - Vazquezetal.
(2005) 5 H » 47 B 5 &F FL (pressed cured) 1Y L.
mesenter oi des i & & FLI% S i1 2 s i I BT A
EZFEEK mIEPIEZE (bacteriocin) - Tran et al.
(2020) #5i - FREREROHEIRNGER (RS - IR
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The Effect of the Probiotic, Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55 and
Its Lactosucrose and Levan Products on Growth Performance of
Orange-spotted Grouper (Epinephelus coioides)

Mei-Ying Huang, Huei-Jen Ju®, Liang-Wei Tseng and Fu-Seng Tseng

Aquaculture Division, Fisheries Research Institute

ABSTRACT

The sensitivity of the probiotic Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55 to low pH levels and high bile
concentrations was tested, as were the effects of the probiotic and its lactosucrose and levan products on the growth
performance, digestive enzymes, and viable bacterial counts in the intestines of orange-spotted grouper
(Epinephelus coioides). Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55 was able to survive in pH 2.5 and 1.0% bile salt.
Orange-spotted grouper specimens were fed (1) a control diet, (2) a diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + lactosucrose (0.15%) culture medium, or (3) a diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55 (107 CFU/g) + levan (0.15%) culture medium for up to 10 weeks. The final weights and percent weight
gains of the spotted grouper specimens fed the diet supplemented with B. licheniformisFRI MY-55 + lactosucrose
culture medium and those of the specimens fed the diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + levan
culture medium were higher than those of the control group specimens, but the differences with the control group
were not statistically significant (p> 0.05). There were also no statistically significant differences in the feed
conversion rate (FCR) between the experimental groups and the control group (p> 0.05). However, the protease
and lipase activities in the digestive tracts of the fish fed the diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI MY-55
+ lactosucrose culture medium and those fed the diet supplemented with B. licheniformis FRI MY-55 + levan
culture medium were significantly increased over those in the digestive tracts of the control group fish (p< 0.05).
In contrast, the amylase activities in the digestive tracts of the experimental feed groups were not significantly
increased over those in the digestive tracts of the control group fish (p> 0.05). The Vibrio spp. counts in the
intestines of the groupers in both experimental groups were significantly decreased compared to those in the
digestive tracts of the control group fish. Overall, the results of this study indicate that dietary B. licheniformis FRI
MY-55 and its lactosucrose and levan products could provide an effective means for enhancing the activities of

the digestive enzymes of orange-spotted grouper.

Key words: orange-spotted grouper Epinephelus coioides, Bacillus licheniformis FRI MY-55, lactosucrose,

levan, digestive enzyme, viable bacterial count of intestine
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