PN BRNRSAR S
SSELF A & R B2 B D R 4 4ERnY
A T RE AT

EEE, ARk, RS, ANNE, EHE, =%, hEx
g K2 &Rk 5 TRE2A B, 107 B 121000)

P

1

B E. AR A—T B-F) B MEF B ILAF A FB20 A B30 F b id 3 BOR IS IE R 4 4 (soluble dietary fiber,
SDF) A R 5 P AER 4F 4 (insoluble dietary fiber, IDF), £ A T n o fe st & & JF 5 1 X IR L %At ag sl b 38
it kA €k 25 T R4 (scanning electron microscope , SEM ) % # A &£ 4F 4t 45 M AT 947, B i ) B AR 3
AR A RS IR E U RIS A B e A DB AR R RS B AR AR A T
8RR ATIRN, BRI T, R AR P B L, 7 AR A LM B — 2 £ 5] £
By @, AP RE R A Y3 LA *T AL M SLHLAF ) FB13 .42 SULAF ) FB18 Av A B MEILEAATH GG #9 £ RALHAE A, B
IDF 404842 T SDF 4030 R B 4L ; AL BLH AR 7 = 3 RAHE L RSN E X e B~ SDF 284848 T & & 284= IDF
W —RARE LT A B R A 0T, AR AR BRI A AR N RAAFEMARRN,, TR TR,
TEA KB F AR BRNSENER S,

KGR BE A AF Y 5 T IR A B A4 IS R I TE T AR

Prebiotic Properties of Carrot-Derived Dietary Fibers by Lactobacillus gallinarum Fermentation
Assisted Extraction
TAN Xigian, ZHOU Zhenyu, SONG Menghao, YOU Lijun, CUI Fangchao, LI Xuepeng, LI Jianrong”
(College of Food Science and Engineering, Bohai University, Jinzhou 121000, Liaoning, China)

Abstract: This study employed Lactobacillus gallinarum FB20, a B-glucosidase-producing strain, to ferment
carrot pomace for the extraction of soluble dietary fiber (SDF) and insoluble dietary fiber (IDF). The safety of
both fiber types was confirmed through cell-based assays and zebrafish embryo toxicity tests. Structural and
prebiotic properties were characterized by analyzing monosaccharide composition and scanning electron mi-
croscopy , alongside evaluations of probiotic growth promotion, in vitro simulated digestion, and changes in mi-
crobial composition and short-chain fatty acid (SCFA) profiles after in vitro fermentation. The results indicated
that both types of dietary fibers are safe for consumption. Structural analyses revealed distinct monosaccharide
compositions and microstructural features between SDF and IDF. Both fibers enhanced the growth of Lactiplan-
tibacillus plantarum ¥B13, Bifidobactertum breve ¥B18, and Lactobacillus rhamnosus GG, with IDF demon-
strating superior performance compared to SDF. During in wvitro simulated digestion, neither fiber was de-
graded in the oral or gastric phases. In vitro fermentation results showed that, compared to the control and IDF
groups, the SDF group promoted a more balanced gut microbiota composition, notably increasing the relative
abundances of the benefit bacteria in the phylum of Bacteroides and Firmicutes, etc. Additionally, the concen-
trations of SCFAs—including butyric, acetic, hexanoic, and pentanoic acids—were significantly higher in the
SDF group.

Key words: dietary fiber; prebiotics; in vitro fermentation; short-chain fatty acids; gut microbiota
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B AT AR AR L OE IR R AR HOR k23 vl
VR £ 2T AE MU TR PRI B 2T e, A TSR, i
A B B 2T A AT LT O ML A B AT TR IR
R 14 A0, T A 2o 984 M T AL
e E KA QI Bbe B 445 3l 1E A BE S RE 1 T A
LA B B0 75 -4, PRk 5 3 A o 2 — A 4 A
JePl, R AT 4R AR SRR AR W £ IF B al A
TE—EREEE FRAma HINRE . e £ 2 T LAY 55 1l
AWy e v IANSE A £ LR H A RSO 4
M T RRAFRIBENR IR B AL . WF SR B S8 ] v 1
i T A v T e N P A i R B
B0 T R BRI R AT TR = R s i el A 2
NSl P I £ 27 2 T LA 0 fie i i b SUAT L UL
IR 857 7 24 5ok VR A 094 B, 400 T 07 T ) 2R A, R TS
) 28 I B AR AL AP 59 1 Y R 22 AN P
ZF Zf -t ] L 2o e R T T A R R R
e PRIR IMLAE)

W NESREE, ARSI R SR, SR
SRR RAFARTR . AR B ER BT 1 X £ £ 2 (Y 454
FIRE 27" A —RE WY REI {9 A0 75 R 3 ] £12
7 BRI B AT 4 0 T AR O s AR T RE T
AE A2 5 (2 PEVE FRFLAT B AR W) FLAERT B O 14 A0
O i AR B R U] ] A SR T D R 2T 4
AR K AR [T B A RE 100, T AR 22 16 1 ) A S JOT
R, FE T i A R Y R IR B AR B O R — R R T
P70 W A B IBORIT SO D5 125, 2 20 T R B AN U
By T AR 1 0 AR BORAS ik mT A3 5 412 U 2
AEN-1, MW £ A B AT R BT ™ B4 e
G AT SR G A5 2T 4 3R it — D IR AN B i (1
PRI RE, RIS AT LR 2R PR B (9 A= WAk, 3 s
HA R

MR N I — A 2 5 e
R rf, M B I R BE A B 58 20 ) T i 5 25 FEs-16]
WEAWEFE LIFE a2 I i D TSRk, T AT 0 7
— R B W A LR PEXS FUAT I FB20 AR TT
TR0 G A B AT AN R R A R AT AR AT IR R A
LA R N7 | DG S R B B S T B S R
SN A AR SN e T, 500k HA O 4 22 TT A BE
BEATERY , U O 22 T 3L B A I B AR U I £
LY L) SR R —E Bie 2%

1 #R5F*
1.1 ARSI

WD T COK-8 I & . i3 = KA
ARABRA T 458 I B R A FRA 7 IR R
Wi BRER AR | 12K -3 F -5 -nik At B ] ( 1-phenyl-3-
methyl-5-pyrazolone, PMP)  H B 2R 3,5-fH 3k
IK AR S B G T R s o 5 (4 B >98% ) « g BT T
A AR B0 A7 BRZA Wl 5 4-F 3 R I e R - 1 i
TE AR A BR A ] s Na,HPO, - Hy0 \NaH,PO, NaCl |
KCI. CaCl,-2H,0 . MgCl,- 6H,0 . B R 4 « Kt K% 1k
2R MRS R RE 95 0k  75 5 i HAE B R A FR
Oyl FUIR S A B A B TR A AT FR
75 F) 5 AxyPrep DNA 5 e 42 BURA ] & : L Axygen 24
)3 TIANamp Z54H DNA 35 & : KARE LR (b))
HBRAT . AR AR R b4

XS FLFFE FB20 HE FLAEAT B FB13 J8 BUEE AT B
FB18: 43 B H BILAEME (R T R EE M ERS
AT AL S FF IR GG . Caco-2 41l \HK-2
YA . b PR AR AR A BR A B AR AB i R
ot EAE RSB A IR T
1.2 AR5

BT EAL(YTLG-10A) : i 4n R A R A
) 3 A R B O AL (Multifuge X1R) BEFR1YL (PE Vie-
tor X3) : 2 E H1 4 B R BB 20 Al 5 240 O i
(UV-2550) : HAX Shimadzu 23] ;pH 11 (PHS-25) : 11
TR AT BR 2 7] 5 A Ak 5 7548 (LRH-250A) « bk —
TE R 22 A B A 5 = RO AH 3% 42 (Agilent 1260
Infinity 11) : ZHERF (P ED A BRA R S H 7
B2 (SUB010) : H 7 F B RN .
1.3 ik
1.3.1 JEELF4EngHE

B L XS F AT B FB20 L 6% (1x10° CFU/mL)
(R R 2 b 29% WEIRFLRY \1.5% HZHEFT 200 mLL
HAE N AR Y T A RS 3R R, 37 °C U160 r/min PR35
BEFH 24 h J5 90 “C/KIE K# 20 min, FFRH EF R G
FE 5 000%g 4 °CZ&F T B0 30 min, K UUTE FHZE 18K
VR 2 W B R T4, DA & S I 1k IR 2 21 2 (in-
soluble dietary fiber, IDF) , ¥ ic 4 FB20-IDF; [ 35
5 3RS 24 h JE I TEK CEEIRA T 4 CREUL
24 h JGTE 5 000xg A5 1F T B0 30 min, YL DITE , ¥
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R4 DL 28 ] 35 7 i £ 21 4E (soluble dietary fiber,
SDF) , ¥ fhic A FB20-SDF!7),
132 REELFYe e et
1.3.2.1 4y pE s

BOGBUE K I Caco-2 ZHI I HK-2 4Hfi1, L) 45fL
5x10° 40 25 HE FH 100 pl B SRR 2 96 fLAR, I
BEREE 24 h, B 53 BIMA 0.2.0.5.1.0,2.0,5.0 mg/mL
FESh M E 48 h J5 LB FR L BALIMA 110 uL &
10% CCK-8 M35 FRFLI W, 7E 5% CO, 1 54,37 °C
I H 20 min, T 450 nm A E R GEE . RPN R AL
T LAETE R (V, % )18,

A, - A,
V= 1A x 100 (1)
A A, AR AW 5 As R X BTG BE 5 A,

Jas OB
1.3.2.2 B fa iR

B £ AR B 20 A —4l L Bl R 4 BIA 0.2
0.5.1.0.2.0.5.0 mg/mL 5, TEH FIFE 4d,5 24 h
TOLF e 20 £ PSR AEIE G . FB20-1IDF F1
FB20-SDF %7 P # 45 2 UL ik 7 (median lethal con-
centration, LCso) HEATPEAL , LCso fH>1 mg/mL A AHXT TG
F,0.1~1 mg/mL R LFRIHE,0.01~0.1 mg/mL N EE
7£,0.001~0.01 mg/mL 24 H1#4E, 0.000 1~0.001 mg/mL
JIIEE ,<0.000 1 mg/mL B TR,
133 JEELFYELhi
1.3.3.1  HUBELH A

A5 S mL =R AR (2 mol/L) FF 120 °CF 7K fit
20 mg FB20-SDF #il FB20-IDF, 8K Ji5 JH 1 i 2 [ =9 &
FRIF ATV R T, TS M E S 4 4E 7R T 5 mL 2819
AR, 43 W B 22 B PMP B S VA (0.5 mol/LL)
Al NaOH ¥ ¥ (0.3 mol/L) %% 400 wL I 2 h, J2
N 58425 400 wl HCL (0.3 mol/L) HEATHR AL, i
FH OB 3% 20 B BB A, C18 A% A (2.1 mmx
50 mm, 5 wm),HE A 35°C, LAMGI K A 250 nm,
Wit 8 AH i 50 mmol/L Z, R % FI 100% 2R , it 3 A
0.4 mL/min'?,
1.3.32  fOUZE IR

A T BB X FB20-SDF A1 FB20-IDF (1
THORZERIIEA TR o K TR T o DL s [ o 7
£ WAL EE T 5 KV B (1500 £5 IS ITHHAE
1.34 ARV
1.34.1 fEmEwERKRR

Be i JCHR IR MRS P35 353, 43 BN 2% 1Y
FB20-SDF F1 FB20-1DF FE AU , AN N3Gt 14) 58] g A
R P XTI A5 et P A A9 RVER SR S g B %o R, I
i MRS R 35 32 55 0 25 FIRT IR R A ) FL AR AT A
FB13 5 AU AT B FB18 AR ZEMEZLAT B GG LA 2% 5

P4 Fh 2 FR KSR, 3 7E 4.8.12.24.48 h T
OD 00 o M 5E BRARIZ S EE , F pH THIE 55 57K pH B
1.3.4.2 X 25 A R O 2 B g

FHHEYFURAT B FB13 EAUEFF B FB18 1 E A
AFHE GC W E G T 4 CTF 8000xg #.0> 10 min
BT AR, 0.1 mmol/L [ B iR £h 2% npifk (phosphate
buffer saline , PBS) BEI& HAAK 2 G T ODeoo un X8 PBS
PA B A 1.0+0.2 AR AT FH o I 2 mL R
5 2 mL FB20-SDF (10 g/L) 3 FB20-IDF (10 g/L)¥&%>],
FIRUURE , 7091 T 20.40.60 .80 min Hf T i 24 7 W Y
3 mL AR T 540 nm AbI WG EER, FE B R (A, %)
F R (2) 5.

A= (l _a- b

c

)x 100 (2)

R a B YT FI FB20-SDF 5 FB20-IDF %1%
JCRE ;b AL E FB20-SDF 5% FB20-IDF B GHE s¢ A
A A RO

4 T B 26 >70% S B R 3 AN T RN B R AR
40%~70% 2 [H] kA5 B B3, 40 1A 266 B 2 <40% R IK
IR
1.3.5  BEHUH
1.3.5.1 AR TH AL

WEW 5 AFIRTE 24~25 2 (3B 2 4,40 3 %))
BIEF R BOR R IEE A MIEL R G ik 34
H AR IR ATA 2, R 20 2 MRF 25 A8 oA sl 25 A B b 72
F, AEEFHHEBE TR 30 s JEUCEMER . FER
T 4 000xg.4 ‘CEME T B0 15 min, W TG T05 28
K5 . FB20-SDF F1 FB20-IDF il 4 i, 8 mg/mL ()
VW, DA s 1 R R L o) B M 5 6 1 21 ARV T I VR
SRR MK SRE A4 m . il &
F 37 °C 120 t/min % F 10 min, T 0 min £ 10 min %
SERES , b AW K. 1 3, 5- K R A
S FL P I JEUBE a8 vk DU E P SR
W KM (H, %) F s (3)

H=—C" %100 (3)

C, - C,

P Co Ry BB S mg/mL; C, WA I JERE
i, mg/mL; C, 7 B A IS % i, mg/mL.
1.3.5.2 FAE WIHL

FIF Na,HPO,-H,0.NaH,P0O,.NaCl . KCl.CaCl,-2H,0
H1 MgCl,-6H,0 FCHil AU W, H] 1 mol/L HC1 ¥ 15
pH {EZ 3. BfiJ5# 100 mg FB20-IDF, FB20-SDF i# T
EREHIEAY 1 LR, 37 CFE 3he BT 0h
13 h BRI 2 18 BrOH R R 2 B LA 30K g 124
1.3.6  {RIMNE AL

FEE AT K 5 AR E A AL
0.85% A FRER KK 45 FEMEAE AR BE 10 1%, IR A1 e i
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B 15 min. SRS 5 Y EER B SFARIES 153
HITRA Y U2 JC DA 1L 08 15 8] 10% HYZEMERE
HF a2k .

FREL 500 mg & B £F 4 AL 5 T 5 AMT F RS 2 h
DL R LAY, B 7 B 60 mL TG B BURE AR
W ARG I 40 mL JE IR A A A 10 mL 10% FE(E
FEMRI SN . 37 CIRAIE T, IR R INE £ 27 4y
28 A (CK) , YR EERT A 5% 0.6.12.24 h 5 8 000%g
4 “CEL> 20 min, YTTE PRAE T IO TR B0 T 1 B
GyMTe LIEWOH pH AHE pH (E, JHFLER & sl &
MEFLRR & i, IFHL 800 WL 451> B i) i JBURE B 5.0
VS 200 L 50 mmol/L 4-F KL FR 5% Imi iR
IV T ] 1) VR A5 L, W IE X 50 I T -80 "CARAEIT:
PTG A5
1.3.7  FHBENG IR & &5 Hr

4 FRFE 2 30 min J5 15 000Xg 2.0 10 min,
W W . B4 pL BVEBREASHEIE RS, %
SRS RS DVR R B, B Rl 0 B AR A A
I S ARG T A B . LA B B 7 R (short-chain
fatty acids, SCFAs)FRIEM A AMEARAE , X LR N ER AN
T RS SCFAs AT/ o HT o A H AR 8 X 71
o i 118 TR 97 43 90000 2 2 TR B TE T8 0.6.12.24 h
I SCFAs & a2k
1.3.8 4N FEE b

{# FH] TIANamp 258 DNA 25 & 52 HUR BERE 5 10
FEIRZH DNA, % FH B A1l 55 =0 5 W (polymerase chain
reaction, PCR) ¥ M40 A 16S rRNA H:[H V3~V4 X5,
51902k 338F 1 806R . fifi H 19% AR 56 e FiL vk Az
PCR =¥, ffiF DNA SR $2 BORF &t fraife . d
4 LS 1Y PCR F=WI7E 1 lluminaMiseq “F & _E 47
X FRIPEBY BE RN 97%. DL SILVA 5% Bk I
X REAE P 51 3647 43 28 FBR v J5 R QIIMER XA R
BAF BT B B 18 4E 29 28 5T (operational taxo-
nomic units, OTUs ) -
1.4 BEabFEFISEtbr

FEAMRIG BRI TR E 3 U, E5 R L b

:l 0 mg/mL
V0.2 mg/mL
A 120r Y 0.5 mg/mlL
1.0 mg/mL
100 F ab a_ a .{ cC E 2.0 mg/mL
= %X m 5.0 mg/mL
M | d
v 80
fled
=2 60
F
T 40t
S
&)
20

FB20-SDF

FB20-IDF

WEZEFR o BURR FE S A B 3 T o M R A T
3BT, % SPSS (IBM SPSS Statistics 22) 43 By &
() Tukey K36 BEATF-IME AL . 24 P<0.05 I, A W%
REAREEES

2 HER545H
2.1 JEELYEZ VAN

i B LT e 2 RN S5 R 1 TR .

I 1A R, 24 FB20-SDF ¥ FEAE 0.2~0.5 mg/mL
i Al FB20-IDF ¥ FE 7E 0.2 ~1.0 mg/mL B, Xf Caco-2
g2 0 e T T O (S e 2 7 2 1 B |
1.0 mg/mL F1 2.0 mg/mL I , Caco-2 21 il P4 52 21| 41 1
JF 3 T M. Q& 1B iR, I FB20-SDF il FB20-
IDF % HK-2 21 A i 35 78 25 31 5 25 R bV E T, L
FB20-SDF #1 FB20-IDF (i & 2 1E M OC . BELh fa iR i
FEIREF M, 1.0 mg/mL (1) FB20-SDF 7£ 96 h i} 278
— B LG & E (K 1C) . FB20-IDF Xf &5
G A A B 52 (K] 1D) .

22 JEELYERLER T
22,1 FRBEL AT

PR I B 2 4 0 OB A Lo BT an sl 2 s

A&l 2 AHT, FB20-SDF Hi fZERE BTHiffbs Ehie e
FEATAIE SEFLE AR LB BR AL, S
4 7.393.24.809.1.827.118.826.28.370.88.867 wg/mg,
W Y H R 0.030:0.111:0.006:0.442:0.105:0.306.
FB20-IDF W RA=0E BTRLAA M UM R AR |
HEE AL ZUME BSR4 AL, & 20 Ik 7.877.25.071,
91.257.39.811.,4.033.3.083.36.140 wg/mg, ¥ Ay 5 L
90.041:0.142:0.432:0.188:0.023:0.015:0.159,,

— B, B B AT 4 0 AR T S OB A R
PR A R, BRI, — LRk 2 H,
P an>ZLIE . B0 BT A 4 3 e A R B R
TG 26271 b i S L A v LA R b R R
B DR SR PIFERE S5 AR AT LA 2 T TR 9 26 i, B2
B R e (F2 28 s s A 2L AL 0 vT AR TR
PR (4 A G, SR (32 8 o B T R /0 > LR 4L 1) T A

10 mg/ml.
B 140 . 0.2 mg/mL
a 0.5 mg/mL
120 B 1.0 mg/mL
S d ed E=2.0 mg/mL
g 100 e 7§ EHH 5.0 mg/mL
5 L €]
& 80r
=
= 60f
[N
w  40r
jus
201

FB20-IDF

FB20-SDF
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5.0 mg/mL(0 h)

q.gjng/mL(u h) 1.0 mg/ml.(24 h) 2.0 mg/mL.(24 h) 5.0 mg/mL.(24 h)

-

E=

o,
)

s
0 mg/mL(36 h 0.2 mg/mL(36 h)
0 m

1.(96 h)

D g ugmlom

0 mg/mL(24 h) 0.2 mg/mL(24 h) 0.5 mg/mL(24 h)

1O mg/ml(24 1)
O .3

0.2 mg/mL(36 h) 1.0 mg/mL.(36 h) 2.0 mg/mL(36 h) |+

x Jﬁ"’r;-q‘.
(96 h)

1.0 mg/mL(96 h) 2.0 mg/mL(96 h)

AL TEELF RS Caco-2 Al LAFIE A4 SEM 5 B. I Er 2T Ao HK-2 Z0AE A5 22 0520 5 C. mT AP 21 41 0f e T £ R IR A7305 A A 5200 5 D. Rk
R £ 200 BXE D A8 IR A 15 S S . S [N 5 B2 (R RIRE F 21 4 AN [l vk 1 22 [A] 520 1k 3% (P<0.05)

B 1 BERFHEHREEITN
Fig.1 Safety evaluation of dietary fibers

0 mg/mL(96 h) 0.2 mg/mL(96 h) 0.5 mg/mL(96 h)

(A) 180 (B) 180
160 160 F
140 F 1401
= 120} HERE AR = 120
£ 100 £ 100
g ol TR g %0
E 40 E 60 P FUpE R
40 40 I
20 20
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
[} ] /min [} [E] /min

(A)FB20-SDF; (B)FB20-IDF.
B2 BREFENBEASIN

Fig.2 Monosaccharide composition analysis of dietary fiber
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222 HORESHHT al I%ﬁitg*ﬁ
i £ £ YR IO S A Z A an K] 3 BTz o Lok v FB20-SDF
: + FB20-IDF
. 08f + TR
Cof 0.6f
04 —
02t
ok
(A)FB20-SDF; (B)FB20-IDF, 0 10 20 30 40 50
R[] /h

B3 PAHBETFREHMEER
Fig.3 SEM image
&1 3 I, FB20-SDF fHOULES #4 S i b 1) F R 45
F4 3R] RE SR B AR = P X 4 4 Z R BE AT T R,

FECLROWZS 28 4 | 2R 1A B ey, FB20-1DF 1)
KBRS 2 AL W IR EE R X R S R B T 5 i
f A 0 4 e AL [ B (0 HE R R o 2 v S
R e AT i 25 A T O e b 7 B A R T
2.3 JEELFYER ARSI
2.3.1 EELER 5 A W AR K AR

PR A iR b 35 A AR KA fiE i 4
FE7R o

(A) 1.2

- 45K
o IR
Lof - T
v FB20-SDF
0.8} <+ FB20-IDF
< LR
£
S 06f
=
e}
0.4F
0.2f
0 -
0 10 20 30 40 50
i) /h
(B) 12¢ .
o IR LB
1.0+ A A
¥ FB20-SDF
0.8 < FB20-IDF
<+ TohRIR
s 06F
=
e}
04Ff
02Ff
0

10 20 30 40 50
15} 8] /h

T
o+

(A)FEYIFUENT R FB13; (B)EDUUBIH T FB18; (C) BZHIFLIF R GG,

B4 BEEAENZEREROZN
Fig.4 Effects of dietary fibers on probiotic growth

1l 4 AT X TR Y FLAE AT I FB13, 24 FB20-
IDF FEM IR MR T2 0y R0 A4 . FB20-
SDF F TG w] LUAIE 2 P i B Db e A G500 . 2
255 A5 TR SR SR A1 A B URL A, 7R A ) FLAE AT 18 FBI13
) U0 A T I T o DA R S VR I ) LR
FFEE FB13 A% IR SR I R 5 0, AR T LR 2 0
G52 S B%  FB20-1DF 1 FB20-SDF 1E B Y5 23 % P Hb
HEA BT T LA FB20-SDF VE 6 I s, A8 4 FL AT
FFPE FBI13 SHEJG ok ARET-WIRTIH] . 2850k E 5 Pk
P FAE Y FLAEFE B FB13 AR AE KA FH A /INITUF AR
YN BESFB20-IDF>{IE 3R 5L 5> FB20-SDF> 45 #5> T
73/

X WU AT B FB18, 78 4 1% il FB20-1DF 1
IR URAE FLAE R & A B B R B T By v AR R AR
Fo o FB20-1DF 1 SR fisc I ] DL JE K B i 14 %o 0=
K], BREA R FB20-IDF 24k, 458 A FAR R R
BEAT FB20-SDF W] DL 5 XU AT B FB18 B stk A
XFECA KU I T b TR AR 170 4 2 A FH -, v JHL Al s Y5
X AR AR HEVE T, FB20-SDF 4B S il W5t o] AAE — o2
R b AE 2% DU AT FBIS HEA T, 245K
F, 5 FhERIENT TS AT A FB18 A A A Fk Ik
9 46 % 5 >FB20-IDF> 35 4 >FB20-SDF> {1 3 S > TG
BRI

T RAEMERLAF B GG, B HEIE R n] LA
FZEREFLAT B GG 76 & B BUAR R B0 A ) A1 AR
F o HWRJE FB20-1DF 7E kI8 . 4 FB20-SDF 1E N
TR, FHAE T2 by KSR SR AR TR U5 A Ay i s ] LA
X} FRAR MR ZLAT PR AR R I B IR i VE . 25
G S FiiRIEXTF R GG e A K AEH
MR UK K 45 % >FB20-IDF>FB20-SDF> 55 45 > 1% 5 St >

i 2B R AE AR K I e ST R R 20 v ) A A e L
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FH R SR WE EFUBE ACHE BT R A TR 2 LA A
AR B B2 e ) 2 L A% S 9 25 AE JTRE 12,
2.3.2 NIRRT 5 A TR PR A 5 i)

5 A TR R FHAS TR) Bl Y e 2ot A vp 22 TR pHL 1Y
AN 5 FiR

N S =0h
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| I oq | | |
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Fig.5 pH changing during fermentation of the probiotics using

different carbon sources

FH & 5 AT, S Rk 5 6 AR 4 LA AT I FB13 A
pH (B34 AN [R5 () 52 M), R (R e 34 Ay B 5 7 ] 71
FER T T B Forb, A A REE e R B pH {E T B R
R XA FLAE AT FB13, L FB20-IDF A
5 MR N B YR A AT FB20-SDF 146 ¥ 1 Ty e 5,
H pH E T [y (g 5 X XUE AP FB1S, LA 2

WA FB20-IDF /A fcili et , e pH {8 B A 4 5 XF
T RZEEZLIT A GG, #i%3 4 . FB20-1DF 1 FB20-SDF
(TS I BT B A b A2 0 % TRV pHL (B FRAIR . PSR 45 2
FA T 508 35 AR B A ARG DUARAT , R 1 21 4
TE—E AR L T35 0] DAy M (e 1 25 25 TR P I
233 EELFLENT 35 A LI RE

FB20-IDF £ FB20-SDF X FL A AT i FB13
XU FF B FB18 FlERZEWEZLAT I GG LR e 1 an&l 6
FTR

(A) 100

1 FB20-SDF
[ FB20-IDF A
80 | i
Ba
Ca BCa
s 60f
g Ab Ab
= 40} B Bb
20
0
20 40 60 80
[} ] /min
(B) 100 — ppog.spr
[ FB20-IDF
80 Aa Aa Aa
Ba Bb Ab
g 6of Ch
& 40f
20+
0
20 40 60 80
[} [E] /min
(€) 1001 —ppog.spF
[ FB20-IDF
80t A o
Ba Aa 2
Ab
T 60 Bb
¥ Ch Bb
=
& 40h
20+
0
20 40 60 80
FF 8] /min

(A)FEYIFUAEATER FB13; (B)EINUEH T FB18; (C) U HEFLIFE GG
ANRIRE AR ) 2R A RIS ] 22 8] 22 57 . 25 (P<0.05) 5
ARVING FAREARFAR R ]S R i B 2T 4 22 [R] 22 53 1.3 (P<0.05)
6 BERFAHENAEZEFNFMEESN
Fig.6 Adhesion capacity of probiotics to dietary fiber
i/l 6 A1, FB20-IDF Al FB20-SDF X A8 4 FL At
FFE FB13 BOBUBCFT B FB18 Rl ELZEHEZLAT I GG 11



ERFFR

RRtASHR

2026 49 A
BATHESFITH

75 B RE 7 357 B S 7 ISF (R] A9 A K T G A . HoH FB20-
IDF A% T FB20-SDF X 9 ZLHAT & FB13 45 XU,
FFTR FB18 A ERZEHME LA IR GG B T 8 35 1 2 FF
REJT . PARRXTIRE B 2R 4E A R R o0 ke S P A e Sk
WiRh e, R ZE R R A0 TR 2 T 4 E T A Y
VEPEEZE A, HoAZ s 0T pHL BRI BE A5 I A8/ T
Ap e S P 45 A T A7 I3 DR B i s A, A e S P 2 A
2 PR T 4 TR R R RS T 2 RS AR AR S T R AR
HEANCVS KR O RE I R ek iR . A il S5 s S 4F 4k
B 280 B R 20 I T AR S I Al B
2.3.4 B ALEE S W

FB20-SDF 1 FB20-IDF 7 #5540 e i A1 B Y TH AL il
Je WK R B & 7 BN o

101
T B FB20-SDF 1416 i
sk B ‘x FB20-SDF JH 1L
: FB20-IDF 341k
e ol FH FB20-1DF JH 1L
£
B
¥ 4f
27
2 L

AL T 1L [Ep—
E7 BEFeEiisL
Fig.7 In vitro simulated digestion of dietary fibers

i1 & 7 A1, FB20-SDF Fl1 FB20-IDF 7 A5 $L Ie 1i
A WOH AL TS K R T B 25 5, 6B FB20-SDF
F1 FB20-IDF A] LA A 56 5 M A1 A W38, 4 il v B9k
YRR B , 7 ARt T AR A
2.4 EEERINKEEG ™ SCFAs 115 B

FB20-SDF 5 FB20-IDF 7E{RA & Wefe pH A AIFL
PR & AR LA El 8 i .

(A) 100
9.5F

9.0

851
& ['B20-SDF

- ['B20-IDF
—A- CK

8.0F

pH {8

7.5F

7.0

6.5

6.0

5 .5 1 1 1 1
HsF [ /h

& ['B20-SDF
& FB20-IDF
—-A- CK

0.8

/(mmol/L)

b= 0.6

4
g o04f
po— |

B

021

Sl

O 1 1 1 1
0 6 12 24

] /h
(A)pH {H; (B)ARRE . ARVNG R 122 578 3 (P<0.05)
B8 BERFHEKPLZETESR pH EEZHN~ZERER

Fig.8 Analysis of pH values and lactic acid after in

vitro fermentation of dietary fibers
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Fig.9 Microbial community analysis after in vitro fermentation of dietary fibers
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