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WE:[BW) M E b LA E (Lactobacillus crispatus) CCFM 1298 5 #& K 3L 4T ¥ (Lactobacillus gasseri)
CCFMI1201 £ £33 R R P o9 ZAE R, AT R 5 Wt 35 £ T 41 F R A4 48 [ 3R |8 ot s bt &
BAE MRERAREZP2RZAAFTANN TN AT RERBM2RELANHEERA[ER]FERL
BEEBLE A 1600 mOsmol/kg, Ab 9% KM EIERARR P 2M B LW A L & BRI L AT 048
Bl 4 A, 2 MRS iR AR 3E Sk AP iR &3k /5 , 48 KILATH CCFMI201 & R %@, R B 24 KHLATH
CCFM1201 89 X B+ 2 F D T A LATHE CCFM1298 (P<0.01) . VAT X B4 B AR, R NAKE E BB A A5
BoOMBAERAZHOTRESEES BLEARRFHAL[(ER]|ZALH I BT T 2RELERAZINGAE
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XBRIE:ZAMREAET R T RERL LR N AR . BRESEZS

Selective Counting Medium Design and Co-culture of Lactobacillus crispatus and

Lactobacillus gasseri

WANG Yuxin MAO Bingyong TANG Xin ZHAO Jianxin ZHANG Qiuxiang' CUI Shumao

(School of Food Science and Technology, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: [Objective] This study aims to elucidate the interactions between Lactobacillus crispatus CCFM1298
and Lactobacillus gasseri CCFM1201 in a co-culture system, thereby providing a theoretical basis for the
development of multi-strain probiotic preparations. [Method] By the design of selective counting medium, the
viable cell counts of the two probiotic strains in the co-culture system were monitored, and the interactions of the
two strains were elucidated based on the results. [Result] Adjusting the osmotic pressure of the medium to 1 600
mOsmol/kg enabled effective isolation and accurate counting of the two probiotic strains in the co-culture system.
Regardless of the initial inoculation ratio, after co-culture in the MRS broth, Lactobacillus gasseri CCFM1201
always emerged as the dominant strain, which was attributed to its shorter generation time than that of
Lactobacillus crispatus CCFM 1298 (P<0.01). The experiment aiming to balance the generation time showed that
fructooligosaccharides effectively alleviated the competition for nutrient niches between the two strains, thereby
preventing imbalanced growth. [Conclusion] The study preliminarily reveals the interaction between the two
probiotic strains and the method to effectively mitigate the imbalanced growth. The findings provide new
strategies for the rational design and functional optimization of subsequent multi-strain probiotic preparations.
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i AR R — 2R A B LA R AR AL TR
RN B % T B BRI 2 B R B 0 R s i
¥ 55 B4 4% 4 4iE Cirritable bowel syndrome, IBS)™', i
B BRI I U 18R R ) 96T, % fk 24 v v B 3 %
5Bk MBI R T A T R I

it A T 77 23 A B PR DR AN 22 B Rk R
5 BB bk AR BRI AN R 2 TR AR R AR T R R
BN [ J 1) 22 P B bR S I R . B LR B, 3
RN R i Bl IR e o N B S S G
il 4, Frech S5 7Pl 7 & 5 USR8 FUAT B4 2
R Z MR AE W DI Re, KA B3 8
IBS f& b5 , 4 B B IK , 7F 203 1BS B3 i 16 o 7
FO2H % 5 %2 1 AR 25 A5 B VSL#3 | 8 A B bk 4k, A2
— PR BE (4 500 423 T /48D 8 A2 1 R 36 [ &%
e [E B IR T 18 B VSL#3 VE N 18 M 48 & B i
B e 4% 96 52 R ik #E

SR, 2 B PR AR B 9T AR 22 Bl B bk TRD 1 1R ER
TR A, IX B8 TR Ak B] W] B A 7E 38 A AR H, e AR
PLEY RSB miE N E R KR AL
20l W, Diep UM% IH & b AT
DPPMAI174. J% ¥ v Bk B 2XA3 5 ¥ 3L #+
DC400 HL K 7% , IH 4 (L #L#F 5 DPPMA174 5 % b
BB 2XA3 M AEKZ RN A BHH . XA REH T
JEB% 7% I RE W 7L AT B DC400 & I 15 B & PInA
oK SF R B AL, B o IH 4 A
DPPMA 174 5 [ F# F BR 18 2XA3 & B 17 et
DRI, A7 00 LA 9 B PR 1) AR AR T, DA 2 2 78
Pk 2 A T 11 370 AR AS R B R 0 R R A A

P 3 B A5 R 8020 Wi A A fi R £ 1k B TE g
% ) 1 kK i 7L AT B CCFM 1298 & 1 Bk % K 3L A
B CCFM 1201, 2 4 0 56 38 B 31X 2 % 18 Be 8% 43 Jill
B R AN M B E AT R & Bk B M B
Je U T W B T O R A TR AR A
W FERTWE2REMAAHEAEN, T HE
PR B) A B AR A BA B I 2R T Kk % B8 fk a6 A B ) 7
PRAL IR 25 AR .

1 ME5J)k
1.1 #HE5R5
1.1.1 H4

M FUFFE CCFM 1298 Al IGALFF B CCFM 1201

oy B i RE Lt B OB S WA s AR B PR T T LT

FEME: SHAFBSHERAFEEFETBEFENRTRBERAR

(Lactobacillus casei) ATCC334: 3 [E it &Y 1 Ff
PR O o TR AR I 38 DR GBL T VL R DK 2 8 2 B AR
VB ARG o O TR P EE

1.12 XA

MRS 55 7% 3 fr 75 55 L S0 AL bE L D-%
W DY 0 22 2R H R b - [ 254 B T
FRAF IR K ER MR ER MR ER A
Ha: DIBAETAY TRERAARAG AT A
BRI RS LEDR S IRA A KRR
P RER LA . BT &P R EM AR 2 A K
BAWE ACEE TWE R U KR o
B s bR A W RHH BR A 7\ s ISO-SENSITEST
BROTH(OXOID): FifF i ZERHEARA A .

1.13 4%

IDMRS AR B; #5258 B H R 10.0 g/L, F AE
10.0 g/L, B RE 4 B4 5.0 g/L, % %5 B 20.0 g/L, &
KGR 2.0 g/L, /K EIREA 8 2.6 g/L, 7 &
RE 8 2.0 g/L, — /KA BLIRE 0.25 g/L, LKA
Wil 85 0.5 g/L, 36 -80 1 mL, ¥ pH i & 6.2~6.4,
115 °C K B 20 min.

2)MRS [i] 4 35 77 5k < 75 C 1) 4 Y MR S ¥ 4 35 77
FInA 15~20 g/L BB G , 115 °C2K T 20 mins

3)LSM 55 77 %5 - 4% 109 [ 4R B HEK MRS 1A
1% 9% 3 5 ISO-SENSITEST BROTH £ 72 £ & .

4)MRS-N # 7% 55 £ MRS ¥ A 85 9% %k o i
T NaClif 538 3& K , & 100 mL 7% 44 K% 77 3 7%
0.3 g NaCl, 3% & 7 ¥ 3% K 100 mOsmol/kg CR
B I I 0T ) IO PR IR IR B R TR IB T D o
12 UHESRE

NG S OB O ML s S424R AL, fH [
Eppendorf A m] s i i TAE & : SW-CJ-1CV &Y, Jr M
R BARA WA A &I & K B #: MLS-
3750 B, H A SANYO 2 w5 B& 7K 2048 i 15 77 4% -
GPR-9160 A, | fR 15 LI A 4 A B A Al 5 58 4b
e ETUV2450 8, H AR B EEA A s TR
P MR R R Z A C RO F R A A
1.3 REAHE
1.3.1 & BA) R A e

DRI IE R R GA AR R ARG H W% FMD,
AR A 1 FU A B 5 A% T FL A B 00 B s R R
WA 2 5 BIUR  FLE RN H R E
TRE KR TR R
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2D 5 7% K5 MRS YA B 77 2k v (1% 267 22 %
ARG R, KE & . SRKEREW
D5, DN 52 2 Wk 28 A B AE IR 6 FloRE A i AR K DL .
132 WAFMN2HRAELEWHGRDIPEKEM

% 2% [H BrAr #E 1SO 10932:2010°7, 4 F A3 7%
BV 5E 5 Fh i A 2 X0 4 i 2L A CCFM 1298 /¢
1 IRFLM B CCFM 1201 Y 85 /N B ¥R B (minimum
inhibitory concentration, MIC) . K F %586 & #
TS [F] 5T SR FE R B AR W AR . £E TG B 96
FUAR H e HEAI 0 B3 5 3 o R iR P P2k R
PN EE 2 FLAR R in & 55 11 fL, & L I 100
uLo BATER 1 FL v EBE R 200 R 56 12 LA It
EFERENAEK . BTG E R (10°~10°
CFU/ML) ¥ N4 25 2 2 25 12 4L, & L 100 uL, &
FUFFE ATCC334E M= Witk . %3 E T 37 °C
PE Y B FE A 48 h, PYHRE W BN 3 A) LA KB Y
AR R E R Y MIC. [/ —HiA4 & &
WM 3 AP AT, 3 M ST B A R 6, B & E 5 Rl
Pr A FNF 2 Pk a5 A2 TR B MICAE -
133 BEARBHGLELRERERE

FFHE CCFM1201 #% 5 FR & 4k &) =2

et 1) 5 AN [ J 8 9k FE 40 %5 %2 (0,0.128.0.256
0.512.1.024.2.048 pg/mL) ff] MRS [& 4 55 7% 3t , 1
% i FLFF B CCFM1298 T 1 ik 15 37 5 A idk 47 °F R
WA ITHE, B T 37 CERE FRM M E 48 h, i 2
HA RO ERRERE.

MEABERMEKREG, BKEKALHE
CCFM 1201 %3 %l & T MRS [& 4 55 77 & & £ PR 1
K 77 B b AT P AR VR V30, 37 oCHE IR s IR AR
i & 48 h, #% (D THE M KA B CCFM1201 1)
S B ] i 2

B A K AL

A
R:A—‘xloo% (D

2

v

R—SERR B 2, %

A— % ICFLFF B CCFM 1201 7£ % 8 P 11 3¢
B IR A S B 4L, CFU/mL

A,— ¥ K FLFF B CCFM1201 7£ MRS 15 77
B 5 B2, CFU/mL.

EYSCEiE b

Z IRk = I g vk

1.3.4
SE Th AT 2. MRS

BEE 30081 2025 F 3 A | ERE5EYEARFER

& 1 77 B ) 46 ¥ & 9 300 mOsmol/kg. 7
MRS ¥ A4 55 7% FE o 8 I NaC S ¥ 46 12 38 & 43
791 400.1 500.1 6001 7001 8001 900.2 000
mOsmol/kg, 75 pH & 6.2~6.4,115 °C K 20 min.
PL 2% M 4 F1 20 B0% 3 )5 19 B i LA B
CCFM 1298 5 #% [K 7L A B CCFM 1201 43 il #2 Fh 2
AN[FEE 3 I () MRS WA 15 97 5,37 °c'rﬁiu'?1iﬁ?%
P E 24 h, W2 AWM AEKSEL. F—
3% JE A 3 AN AT, 3 Wk o B AR R R
1.3.5 #%i# A% 1600 mOsmol/kg it 35 7 A a9 £ 5%
B A R ALAFHA CCFM 1201 89 52 FR B M) 2

e MR S [EA 55745 121759 1 600 mOsmol/kg
ff) MRS [ f4 15 7% 55, 4 4 it LA B CCFM 1298 1%
[CFLFF B CCFM1201 23 ) T b 3 15 77 K= v idk 47 °F
BBV B0, BT 37 °CE IR 1 9 A I E 96 h,
SE VB IE B N 1 600 mOsmol/kg I 15 77 JE i1 3% % 1k
DL R 4% S FL AT B CCFM1201 f 52 B 1] g %, 52 bR
[l e 4% DT .
1.3.6 #FHITHIBHRARIE

¥ 5 FL A B CCFMI1298. % K FL AT
CCFM1201 43 %l & T MRS [&] 4 £ 7% 5 3 17 7 1R
B VR T 10 SRV UA B . K 2 PR R B T T DA AR
BUHE 1D 1R &, B T MRS [ 74 55 7% 56 DL e ik 8 1
THORE 77 5 43 00 T B, 8 I T B 2 bR A8 A T AR
2, U0 VIE A B R R SR AR I A AT AT . K
HeRiE ()5

D:&XIOO"/ (2
X 0

2

vl
D—H &, %:;
RA R R % ICFLFF B CCFM 1201 1)
G %, CFU/mL;
TR A AT M B FLAF B CCFM1201 H 35 B
¥ ,CFU/mL.
1.3.7 #& KILAFH CCFM 1201 4L & X 38
25 il FLFF B CCFM1298 T & 7 4% IK L FF 56
CCFM 1201 1) JC 40 B b 375 0 S b 2 i ) 4% < % 2 Bk
an AE B OE A 3 AT B RO K s IR
CCFM 1201 1 & F 4 °C 15 000 g & -0 1 min, B
I, 4 0.22 pm P8 I 98 A5 2 J0 40 I .
MR M PUHE IR, 2% Ozeam 5" 1 7
FEAE e o A A G il FLAT B CCFM1298 1 XL
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JZ B B X % G L AT B CCFMI1201 1) 76 40 i | 75 T
T TR AT P AR I E .
1.3.8 2% % £ B F MRS A= MRS-1& B F 48 ik 4k 32
F A VURE ) 232 4

2 I8 Weiss 5O AIE FE L IR R IS o S AL
2 AR JE B9 45 B AL AT B CCFMI1298 5 4% X 7L AT
CCFM1201 43 7 AR AR LE 121,901 1:9 R &
MRS i A K5 7% F SL 55 9%, 0 8 2 #k 26 2K 1 1 WD 46
B0 ). W BT AT 72 h 1 A8 AR B AR K
SE B 24 b e kR IR b 2 BR B 0SB R
L% IR AR R 43 B 2% 43 Bl 2 37 5 1) MRS 14
B A gk R R

¥ MRS R 55 7% 3 b () i & b S B B A
ISR FHE, DL MRS K 77 52 90 B, R 5 v b
1.3.9 ARRE &k T RN e

W05 Ak )5 16 4 i FLAF B CCFM 1298 5 4% IR L
T B CCFM 1201 LA R 73 # 2% 42 M 22 MRS ) &
B 77 HE DL RAS [ B R ARG 5 SR B AR SRR B IR 2K
H 7R W R DU RS AR R 2 LB B A b
J& B MRS R 3 772 v, A — i — X =43, & 2 h
B3 40 F il 5E ODigoo fH -

22 13 AR O i DLAR K I TR) A R A
1b (ODeoo 18 ) 19 B AAFE , 43 1) 2 1] 2 Bk 2 A2 B 7E A
5] B VR T 1 AR Kl 2R, IR AR i AR A it 2 0 2
AR K AR KR RE S B AR =
1) O Do 1B 1 R AZ £, MR 4 20 (3D 1F B A K ACHT

t

“bo.-bo, 3
A
G—ARHS ,h;
t—— A KW, b

O, — 1 A5 HUH IS ) O Do 1H 5

O,——t I Z 1] OD oo 1H -
1.4 HESH

BT 47 #U ¥ 46 F SPSS Statistics 26.0 3k 17 #
% ) % 5 Ht Cone-way ANOVA) , DL 37 FEAS ¢ K6 56
AT HOHE 22 S B3 1 i, 45 R DL S 4E s 1 22
KR,P<O05IMNNAFAEEMEER, R
GraphPad Prism 8.0 X} 245 1 17 7] ¥4k

2 #RSR
2.1 BN BUE R MR
JEHE IR 4K R o Bl A 2 1A AT B AR E B R AR

FEME: SHAFBSHERAFEEFETBEFENRTRBERAR

W TP G i AU S AH AR A, 0] 3k 8% 7R Ak
AP MAEMBE AR ARG A E
CCFM 1298 5 #% [K 7 AT B CCFM 1201 7E 14 4 3 #5
FE I A ELAE R, 06 200 BA A 3L 15 R AR R b 2 pk i AR
R 3

A 1 MRS 35 77 524N e % 43 21 3L 35 72 1
e, ik X 5 4 i LA B CCFM 1298 5 4% IS LT B
CCFM 1201, K b6 00 25 v 3t £ 1 v B i 7 2k . ik
FEPE RO R ol R R U AE YRR E R R
SR BT S e A, 2 A 3R] 2R M I U ) 8 R
B B2 R PUE R AL R IE BRI A
J AP A 3 AR A B IR R B 7 P AR E T A2 M
B3 i B 52 PR ) 2 R W T IR R v B R A,
NIRRT 2R Z M A EAE iRt e & T A.

2.1.1 SR ik

WRIECEAN R R G H 5 F M), 3844 i 2
FF B CCFM 1298 5 % K FL AT B CCFM 1201 7E fi% 7K
1 R RE 77 7 THAEAE 22 53 B B o ke U ) Al
VEALFE LR RS CH BN R TR
P . B2 bR A AR AR EIRBRIE AR KGO,
g R B OR 5 i LA B CCFM 1298 5 4% (K AL A
CCFM 1201 ¥ A7 LA 6 A b 98, 8 b JE v 38 3 2
AR YR X 4 2 R 2 AR T
212 WAEFMHE

BT 2 Bk AR B E A IR B VR AR K G 22
S AE R e AT PR R S 1 E R R
Xr. WP, A EE— R s ms &
RE PRI BUR, P a4 E R H 5 R,
SRR B DU FR 3R DL A R B SR P AR R (i
R MER KKEZO)HE T &G A A H
Fesd R g E R W E S AP AE R (B IR K&
R NRESER GRS R AEZULLER
X2k E AP MICH, FHREFEHFEE N IUAE
FOE R BRI .

SR WML VR, B AR R 20 A E
MIC & AH [\ &h 5 Fo 42 4 Bl A2 22565 2 0k 8 AR 1
MICHIA % 7. H A BRER PR R # i Bk 45 21 A
T B BT B 26T 2 b 2 2R B I MIC B 39 M0 22 7 4%
R RMAMZE 12765 . B, & LA CCFM 1298
s I CCFM 1201 4 41 55 2 1 i 52 72 2%
T EUR, R AL R R RT A O 1 40 ) A8 il AT
B CCFM 1298 [ AR, 1E T X 73 2 A & AR 1R -
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F1 SHMERM 2HRAER MICIE

Table I MIC values of five antibiotics against two strains of
probiotics
PAL: pg/mL
MIC {8
Bk WRRIR  TRFRBE  BRERH ABE UBE
AR ELER
% ith FLAF
12.8 40 81.92 8 0.064
CCFM1298
% R FLAT 3
1.6 5 10.24 8 8.192
CCFM1201
213 ARREKRAALFERMN 24 G LH G EFR

71 B K SLAF M CCEFM1201 8% 55 FR =k &

N R 56 A 4 5 il 7L AT I CCFM1298 4B K
M) 21 %5 2 B W R, B A 8 R 10 A6 M AT B
CCFM 1298 45 7l F BE 107 £5 L 10° % L 10* £5 L 10° £i% <
10°f , ¥ AT T & 7 [F) 07 B9 i 41 55 35 11 MRS [ 14
5573k, DL5E 4 T0 B W AR KON bR fE HE AT ) BT, MRS
[ A 55 75 AR A B EST IR . R 2 FoR , A H &= 1
R B WK E N 0.512 ng/mL M LL B, 3 AL AT
CCFM 1298 1£ It A i B FE 35 R ot , B 3X 3 Fh it
BIREAGEREFERERE.

7E MRS [i] 14 35 75 B o0 23 5048 0 0.512.1.024
2.048 pg/mL 20 % 7 , M 7€ £ 1% b A 3 AN 6] ot &
B R B AL AT B CCFMI1201 1 52 Bk [\ i 2, DL A
W b B FLAF B B R . S R 1 TR,
0.512.1.024.2.048 pg/mL 41 5 & XF k% IR AL AT 1H
CCFM 1201 11 S B [51 W 2 73 73 24 84.97% . 76.40%
71.27% , 5 Z ¥ KT 10% , 8 H P85 9% 1 201 1E
Wk R, bR B 2R R 0 S IR A IR
1 CCFM 1201 () e i1 % .
214 HFERGTHiL

BT R NPT A R OR S I UE AR B A R
T O O B IR R S O T S IR A B TR 2 bk A
AW RER TS, W2k EHEARRBEE
THAERKRS, FHRAHEZ R BIEE, LLMRS
WAREE FRRAE XTI, 5 R K 3R, BBEIE
791 600 mOsmol/kg I, % Ml L AF B CCFM 1298 4=
KR B2 2 8 8 A H, g R IR R
CCFM 1201 [ KR 32 2 210 .
2.1.5 ##JEH 1600 mOsmol/kg i 3 % K 69 & 4%

MR AE K FLATH CCFM1201 & 5= FR = gk &
¥ 85 7R B 0% K N 1 600 mOsmol/kg, 5

BE 30081 2025 F 3 A | RREEYRAFR

%2 FRRERENIBELEENONE

Table 2 Selectivity of different mass concentrations of

erythromycin
T Ilﬁﬁ%ﬁ{%ﬁT%%%ﬁCCFMIZQSE‘J
(pg/mL) — - ’I{t‘fﬁ“/ﬂ" » -
10° 4% 10°f%  10*f%F  10°f%  10°f%
0 (+) (+) (+) (+) (+)
0.128 (+) (+) (+) (+) (+)
0.256 (+) (+) (+) (+) (+)
0.512 (GD) () [GD) (=) (=)
1.024 (- =) =) (- -)
2.048 (&) (=) (GD) () (=)

GO RIRBIE ()7 RoR B

100

e}
(=}

[ R /%

SR
S
S

I ICFLATF R CCFM1201 1
S2p

0512 1.024 2.048
Z1487 7 VR B /(pg/mL)
B1 KRR RERESLFERFMAETHRILATE CCFM1201
# 5 Rk R
Fig. 1 Actual recovery of Lactobacillus gasseri CCFM1201

by different mass concentrations of erythromycin

R3 2HBEEESEEMBTZENE

Table 3 Salt stress tolerance of two strains of probiotics

LS ES S
A il AT I 1% EQFLAT B
CCFM1298 CCFM1201

BIEE
(mOsmol/kg)

300 + +
1400 +
1500 +
1600 -
1700 -
1800 -
1900 -
2000 -

W oH o+ o+

A RIOREROR N 27 ROR B R T RORE R R
) WY A .

i FL AT B CCFM 1298 # B8 10° £ L 10° £ . 10* fi5 L 10°
B 1005 I ¥ R A, Rz B R A A B
R . W E A% IR FLAT B CCFM1201 7 1% 1 7%
T B S BR R DUV Al 12 55 77 5 10 T S0 A
gE R 2 fros , M IR FLFF B CCFMI1201 (1) 5E b
[ 98.37% , 1% 22 /N T 10%, J& T ~F A 18 V& i
B IR R %
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100

g 75
g &
o= sof
wE
[Eg
% 25
300 1600
1£i% JE/(mOsmol/kg)

B2 %% JEH 1600 mOsmolkg 49 35 5k & &+ 4 K JLAT &
CCFM 1201 #) 5[5 =0k &
Fig. 2 Actual recovery of Lactobacillus gasseri CCFM1201 in the

medium with the osmotic pressure of 1 600 mOsmol/kg

2.1.6 HEBFMERIE

R B8 AIE 3 B M T BORE IR A A R0 K AT AT
P, A8 MRS [F] 4 55 77 5 43 i I 5 2 bk o 2E 1 1Y)
WU T H, [F IS MRS [ A4 B 9% Lk B
K 75y I TE TR AR R PR B & 2 R A
AR TR VS B AR B T B 2 bR AR AR B RS 2R )
7 32 9 M T B IR R B A K T AT .

S5 R WK 4PN AR W R BO R B AR R
% it LA B CCFM 1298 Fil#% K L AT B CCFM 1201
(195 T8 205 46 R0 2L B BOME I RRAE
R 22 BITE 10% LA, J8 T F B iR v TH B0 I R
72, U WZ L B VE T BO% TR B AR A A B 2 R A
A= T HL BB % S0 HE R T2

25 L RTIR o MRS M4 B 77 B 1018 0 K o R
% 1 600 mOsmol/kg fE % =2 B & M 7 AT #
CCFM 1298 5 #% [K 7L A B CCFM 1201 1 H 25 &
FAER T E . G, J5 SR 5K DA 0% B M T 5
B IR HAE Ry e B T HE BRIT 2 bR 28 AR TR L B R I
FHEAEH

R4 EBEMUHBEFERIES
Table 4 Validation results of selective counting medium

146 B H I 2/

K /%
lg (CFU/mL) lg (CFU/mL)

% fih FUAT ,

8.29+0.01 8.27+0.02" 99.73+0.25
CCFM1298
e RFLFF

7.62+0.03 7.63+0.03 100.00+0.31
CCFM1201
M (MRS) 8.38+0.01 8.36+0.01 99.80+0.17

Ta N iE S L R R (MRS [T &8 B RO E KL
CCFM1201 {0 & B 5043 21

FEME: SHAFBSHERAFEEFETBEFENRTRBERAR

2.2 EMFLATE CCFMI298 5% K FL#F & CCFM1201

i

TE VR &5 40 T g 52 B 46 0 R = B 1K 5 i
e K 5 il L AT 1 CCEM1298 Al #% K 7L AT B
CCFM 1201 $& A [7] Lb 451] 3k 55 % F , P9 35 (19 40 X 3=
. SR WK 3R, s il AR
CCFM 1298 5 #% [CFL A B CCFM 1201 411 4f 2 F 44
PN 11,9138 2 1:9, 898 72 h 5 , IR & 1A
AR B A IRFL AT B CCFM 1201, 38 B #%
[CFLFF B CCFM1201 78 3L K7 978 4k R B 58 440
P, LEFRERPUAED Z W SEETHTS,
X RE ELA P AE B0 W B R 0 2E R DA K 4 R R
wEEP KRB AL A YA R TE T S
Py E A AP, Ozcam R B E LA H P
K FL AT B R2Ie 72 42 PKs CRBH & ) # &
AhRCH B Z MO, & T 8E Er-E P E Ik,
0061 B A7 G FLAT B 100-23 (2B K. R, 4 00 A%
IR B CCFM 1201 1T g 38 3 7= A= IR g AR W 4 41
1 % i FLAT B CCFM 1298 A= K
23 MREIFFE CCFMI1201 Xt & FLFFE CCFM 1298

MEE R BN E

N TG K FLFF B CCFM 1201 /2 75 3 i 43 il
P B W 51 g FL R 5 AR #, 2 il DU E AR EFL AT
B CCFM 1201 3 1 % 7 40 i b 33 0t 5 il 2L AF 1
CCFM 1298 (4 & 1 A -

g WL A% IRFLFF B CCFM 1201 7% 16 6
4 M 35 WA AR 0 45 il LA B CCFM1298 77 A= 411
H4E R A ICFLFF 3 CCFM1201 B % 5% 4+ 11
AIRAER N = A BT P

AR 8 56 S AH OC P AR UL B S AR AR B OG R B
YA O] Be BT E B 0 A A AL A 5 S A
JFTe AT TE I o E R R B DR 20 A R /N 1Y)
WK A& P Cln 22 28 Bl 32 5F = FE VA pE
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different volume ratios
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Fig. 5 Effect of fructooligosaccharides on the community composition of Lactobacillus crispatus CCFM1298 and Lactobacillus

gasseri CCFM 1201 co-cultured in different volume ratios
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