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Abstract

The study aimed to introduce spirulina algae, which is characterized by its nutritional and
therapeutic properties, in fortifying functional apple beverages and to know its chemical,
physical, microbial and sensory effects during the 45-day cold storage period. Functional
beverages were prepared from green apples and inulin sugar was added in proportions of 0.1%
and spirulina algae. At rates of (0, 0.5, 1)%, all of them were inoculated with the probiotic
bacteria Lactobacillus acidophilus at a rate of (1%) and preserved by refrigeration at 4°C. Tests
were conducted on it during storage periods of (0, 15, 30, 45) days. The results showed that
the fortification of functional beverages was It has a positive effect on the vitality of probiotic
bacteria, as it was observed that their numbers increased in the beverages, while the
logarithm of the number decreased significantly after the end of storage to 6.54 colony
formation units/ml. The results showed that the acid value of the beverages decreased at the
end of the storage period, reaching 3.968. The specific density, percentage of dissolved solids,
and refractive index decreased at the end of the storage period to 1.0932, 11.167 °Brix, and
1.3372, respectively, while it was noted that the concentration of ascorbic acid decreased after
the end of the storage period to 7.37 mg/ 100 ml. A significant increase in leachate acidity was
observed. (based on lactic and malic acid) during the storage period to 0.4223 and 0.5652,
respectively. It was observed that a significant decrease in the concentration of phenolic
compounds and antioxidant activity occurred with the continuation of storage, as it decreased
to 4.07 mg gallic acid/ml and 41.61%, respectively, after the end of the storage period. The
results of the analysis of the chemical content of functional beverages during storage showed
that fortification with spirulina reduced the moisture percentage while the rest of the

components increased, in addition to a significant increase in humidity during storage to
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88.135% storage. while the component protein, fat, ash, and carbohydrates decreased to
0.594%, 1.442%, 0.18%, and 9.614%, respectively, after the end of the storage period. The
texture and color decreased the aroma increasing during storage.
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+ Lactobacillus acidophilus W 51 %1+ Ugdg s %1 + 9 i)l 16

Lactobacillus LA slast of White and Hekmat (2018) 44! Jwog b ao gl caidlgs
3t Lolel § (Sgine (2lasl Jga> po Cuiall uac ae d)lie Zladdl juac 3 Jel 38 rhamnosus
LASS Dge> 3 polassil Jgua> La>Y (sdINatt and Katyal (2022) e g8t caddlgly 09230 ued dupdll
Hossain et HLal LS .doall 033l (30 pos 60 s 4S19dll sac (3 Lactobacillus acidophilus Sg=d! 3320))
glably LSl Blasil ae el suas (3 SI31 48 Lactobacillus planetariumuiSs slast of I al.(2020)
Lactobacillus casi LSW! slasl ey Ol9 capall O3l ope P92 21dm Loy 5 (aisly elﬂ 7 d dbgexdl
e b 033l IS p92 35 s Ja /8 yeatune ¢psSS BU>9 8.53 ] 8.63 (e il 92 8L i)l juac §
48 S Wly Garmdl H3mall LiSs gad oo 36 Lidg ) 38L5) O Ll (e La>g) LS .(Pereira et al.,2013) ¢4
Byl diued! (olasY dummysdl Badaiad] U ,Sudl lging Sbdiell ¢pe bdal) bz duas dad Lid g ! 95 3920
332l LS Qgyae jamee g9 B (polid liniieg O3laally wliveliedlly (isly cniilgulelly g9l (olax>Ylg
«(Mocanu et al.,2013; Celekli et al.,2019) a3 a8l %1 duwsy Jelall d8Ls] cdach o (o9 (Sgemd)
White and ae 3a% o) Mg Godl Jimall LS Diga e obml 430 4 O oVl S d8Lp) O dgg
8L wis caally JEnly 2l s 3 UASH! Digem (§ Digine (58 3979 pis 12> 3] Hekmat (2018)
e sl psad oY)
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O3 Bk ST dudls gl g inall 3 (39550l Sgieall § pdill -2

B9, 3979 pie Jaxglg ZLadll (g i § Aiadsuie OF I LASII sluel 0 (2) Jgdnll § gl coyglsl
LA slaeT ety ol (3 (Sgine oozl gl ygbly latdl g e o LASH ST suall (3 (P<0.05) dgine
CpsSS Bu>3 7.890 I Lgiae slaeYl conasil 3] cpg 45 Bued bl 033l Ul dado gl bg uall (3 S
oo a>g) S cJo/Bpanivne (psSS B9 9.367 sasall By (§ OB 3 das 0331 (e 050 45 U Jo /B yenians
45 G do b 0331 Bue <31 099l LASS (oo A 8 piaall &l o)l g all E193T e O (2) gund)
Saall ey @ Wagrg Lasdly o) 3] dadb gl g edl § OlasYly Blesdl slusl qiyle ) (2) Jgaandl o WS s
Bu>9 3.569 U] Lt g e § Lolael lauwgio aiiiyly apell 0331 oo p2 30 oy Cyglog by el gae §
Labgll Dby el (§ LA S sl (2lassl s S92 w89 (0331 (30 pg2 45 Ay Jo/braniins (19S5
Pl 9ol gm0 48 > (3 Bylyadl Aoy gaill gl DTy dnaalodl AW (olasil ) 0331 sUdT dacual)
Lactobacillus Sg>dl j3aedl LASS 503 o Leud dnaalod] Al 08 (olassil ) sl 394w 3 olasYl
60 dx yilesddly Olaed $las)l Jgua> ¢y LS Natt and Katyal (2022) 6,53 b ae 4o 331539 cacidophilus
0yl ly § g o o (§ aSIsall yland apell G331 e 52

331 Buke 231 dudalboll ilig uadl (§ (39ySedl Sgimall § sl 1(2) Jgu>

B sUS1 Y&M 0lasYlg plasdione | cUl O glglll LAS) olus! o3)leg)
. o Total count LASA Sl ouall @5Heg) | g duedl g6
(ps2) 03 (ps2) O35 ke -
byl
45 30 15 0 45 30 15 0 45 30 15 0
3.276 Nil Nil Nil ND ND ND ND 7.05 8.20 8.45 9.15 Al
3.49 Nil Nil Nil ND ND ND ND 7.12 8.23 8.49 9.18 A2
3.66 Nil Nil Nil ND ND ND ND 7.16 8.25 8.50 9.22 A3
3.595 Nil Nil Nil ND ND ND ND 7.07 8.21 8.47 9.16 A4 43‘;
).
3.68 4.55 Nil Nil ND ND ND ND 7.18 8.30 8.64 9.35 AS 3
3.71 Nil Nil Nil ND ND ND ND 7.23 8.42 8.85 9.69 A6 v
3.569 0.00 7.135 | 8.268 | 8.567 | 9.292 | Jawgis
0.758 | 0.00 * * * *
Buad!
0.4954 = *= .
0.1096 = &L ol Buiadl illawgin s d3ylial) LSD
0.007508 = *= ]
0.01642 = 5501 )l 20 it g e J5) LSD

+ 1aid Og duodl 11 Bagge pf deudll: * (oilacly ySles- u>g5 YNIl: <ND: Not Detected
«+ Lactobacillus acidophilus b g e % 0.5 + @9 <l :2 cLactobacillus acidophilus

+ (Wedl %1 + Og uell 14 o+ Lactobacillus acidophilus U s s %1 + Og el i3
«+ Lactobacillus acidophilusc 3.5-'5 %1 +Ud g % 0.5 + Q9 ! 35 cLactobacillus acidophilus
+ Lactobacillus acidophilus oW 51 %1+ Ud g s %1 + W9 <ie)! 16
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O3 Be sLdT duials ol ibg iadl § JlasSII CuS AN § vl -3

asdall duids gl by el § Dslol) bigrall dewddl § Juolowdl sl (3 ) dsndl (§ dineall glisd] L]
9 § Al doaddl 39 A gl Dby nall o Dgboyll A (§ (P<0.05) Dgins B9,8 399 poks Jamg U2
iy 3 AT Clelandl § O syl e 0lg 0331 ¢yo po2 45 dar % 88.135 ) 0yl ke sUsl cenithyl 31 -Lat)
% 88.9

Lardsgll Wby el 3 nig Ml giedl el § Juolod! sl J] ( 3) Jodad! § Aol gl eoplinl LS
A 389 duadbgll ©bg bl o (9! dewd (§ (P<0.05) digime 3958 3929 pie Jaxg) 3 cdacdall
o Aol Dbg Aual) (69 ) dxud (§ Digine 39,8 3929 pde LN o g WS (il g s (§ Auadsein
45 a=3 %0.594 ) 0331 U1 &naids oIl b el aaazd g ) dnad (oLl Jgaa> Jag) A 40551 sl
%0.513 il 3] AL clelaall § OF polassl el olg 0331 e a5

Ladsll byl § 09l Dgiall Al § ool paddl ] (3) Jondl (§ Al glidd) eyl
Lo g) S cduiulbll cibig uall e o) &giall deaddl (§ (P<0.05) digins (3958 S5 pds Jamg) Uad cdastall
(033l o pop 45 da %1.442 ] 0331 sUST dads ol bg el muead ol dewd § GrpsS (Blass] Jgua>
@ duoll sl I (3) Jguad! § bl copglsl o 3 -% 1.2 ey 3] Alcdlolaall (§ 08 polasil el 0l
Dgiall dewdd] (§ (P<0.05) Dgine 39,8 S99 pus Jamg) 4ad cdasdall draads gl g uall (§ dloyl dgiall st
) 0331 L8l duads oll by el guacd slayll ded (§ (oSl dgmas Ay S cduadsgll g il sloyl)
J9dll (3 Ll Cuws % 0.098 il 3 Ad clalandl (3 OF (olasil el 0y 0331 0 p52 45 dar %0.18
B9, 29 pas Jaxg) uab (dasuall daubogll by iall (§ Ol g0, Digiall deddl § Juoldl il ] (3)
Ohdae), Sl (§ digins 39,8 3979 gLl (po g WS el ol Wbg el o Chda g0, 81 (§ (P<0.05) dgins
18l dads gl obig dall ae) Ol 99,SI1 (§ pplassil Jgpuas Ja o) 4ad A5l suedl w dxd gl by iel)
% 9.19 cuidy 3 A2 Sdlalaall § 08 polassil el 0ly 033l (10 pg2 45 dar %9.614 ] cundsil 3] 033l
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03391 Bk 31 Axiads 1 g eall 3 GleasSIl oSN § a1 (3 ) Jour

(ps2) 0331 B <1 Slaydl % (p92) O35l Bue 53T oyt 92,SU1% (ps2) 03591 Bue <31 a1 % (ps2) 351 Bk <3 cnig W1 % (ps2) 331 Bk <3 daglo )l % s
45 30 15 [} 45 30 15 0 a5 30 15 0 as 30 15 0 45 30 15 0 gl g el
0.12 0.12 018 | 024 9.26 9.48 10.62 13.34 1.20 1.30 1.43 1.43 0.51 0.52 0.52 0.52 88.90 88.56 87.24 84.46 Al
0.17 0.17 022 | 028 9.19 9.72 11.21 13.43 1.48 1.49 1.48 1.5 0.62 0.62 0.63 0.63 88.53 87.98 86.46 84.14 A2
0.20 0.23 039 | 029 9.62 9.77 11.63 14.21 1.57 1.53 1.60 1.64 0.64 0.65 0.66 0.67 87.95 87.81 85.70 83.18 A3
0.09 0.10 017 | 013 9.47 9.78 10.72 13.69 1.35 1.19 1.20 1.20 0.51 0.52 0.52 0.53 88.56 88.40 87.38 84.44 A4
0.18 0.20 028 | 021 975 | 1031 | 11.22 14.43 1.50 1.60 1.72 1.72 0.62 0.63 0.64 0.65 87.93 87.25 86.13 82.98 A5 l
0.30 0.32 037 | 034 | 1037 | 1064 | 11.70 14.54 1.52 1.62 1.93 1.93 0.65 0.65 0.67 0.67 87.14 86.75 85.32 82.50 A6 _3
pwros )
0.180 | 0.193 | 0.268 | 0.253 | 9.614 | 9.956 | 11.187 | 13.942 | 1.442 | 1457 | 1.560 | 1.573 | 0594 | 0.602 | 0.611 | 0.616 | 88.135 | 87.792 | 86.373 | 83.617 s
0.03787 = 0.2370 = 0.07783= 0.05155 = 0.35276 = g uall Bukedl cillawgio o 45yliel LSD
0.003717 = 0.004993 = 0.006868= 0.001642 = 0.01607 = &x555ul kel g Z Wil Q9 e JS-Iu) LSD

+ Lactobacillus Uy amw % 0.5 + 9 <inall 12 ¢+ Lactobacillus acidophilusiaid g &mel! 11
+ (Wesl %1 + Og 4l 14 o+ Lactobacillus acidophilus s %1 + ©9 )l 13 cacidophilus
«+ Lactobacillus acidophilusd 3&1 %1 +Uud g aaw % 0.5 + L9 <dl :5 cLactobacillus acidophilus
+ Lactobacillus acidophilus w51 %1+ Ugdg s %1 + 9 el 16

s @ oAl (gl e OF lgds ol Rydzak et al.(2020) 44! Joss b ao dlie milidl <383
Bendaali od=>9 L) dadlgie mslidl 58 ¢n> (3 ¢%(11-10.2) oo Z9lA Ol 52,801 cn> (3 %0.5 o0 JST a)
o 100/0£(175 0.29 <0.5) 6 aall il juas § @hawnsa,Sls opailly sl 4 of et al.(2022)
il Zladll yuac (§ Whadsr, Sl & OF Rai and Bai (2015) 0,55 Ll dylie gslill <585 (Jlgd! e pmac
& &80 0L Sl ool J) Vignesh et al.(2019) Jwoss WS ¢ Jlsil e 02100/ 14.55 911.30 i 3]
b ) dgrall deuddl (i J) 551 Undg ) 23Ls] o) gL o (5 S .o g2 45 Buke) 0331 LSl aSlgall uac
claglol (509 iy (e Coelis 39225)5 alSJl9 A1 Al Sl gall e il J] U3 3gma3 daid gl oy el
Lactobacillus s> j3aall LSk pedall Zladdl juac QS Lgb I glasyl Hossain et al.(2020) aa>Y L liag
28T 451001 4801 ddyall ol gedl dwd (olassl eld (3819 %1y Lactobacillus fermentum 9 plantarum
092 21 B 35!

Zdl as) (gl dnud (3 JB (olasil Jpua> La>Y (A1 Hossain et al.(2020) ae gsbsdl caabdlgss
S99 daads o)l by el (3 s 93,SI1 £ a1 O LS a2 21840d il 0351 day (Souddl 330l LS ekl
aoal polassl sga 89 .(Seyidoglu et al.,2017) Shuudgs,SIl e %13.6 (e Udg ! elgist J] €l
slgall (2eyall p2lasdl e uad o33l B £Ldl g al) dygloy)l dad glakyl ] ha 32,S15 sleylly ol
& 5ol e 534801 1g) 1 ¥l Ll § LASH S8 (50 LS Mgl oy Sl cslisia lg S0 bl
.(Hossain et al.,2020) dosdn ddio 3lge ddls| (9l ymanll

O35l Bke £ US] duils ol g el (§ duseamenndl A gazelly dnaclodll DI § pddl -4

033 Be ol dacuall A gll g duel) Aaslond] DI 0 (3 il ) (4) ool § o) s
L gl Wby el (o el DI G (P<0.05) Lgine (9,8 3929 goldl wiyglly .34 B)ly> Az (§ donilly
& 0Pssl a3 3l Ul domomadl] Abgasedl Uiyl e dusalod| DIl 0 (3 s polassl Jgmag
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31 A6 Clelaall § OF deasloddl DI 03 (3 (olasl el Oy 033l (o p2 45 dar 3.968 I Ll g e
szl Gy oSl uas) awly wsTran et al(2020) ao ddate WLl odd wsl> 3.6 caid
@Uﬂ o o3 cUST dnolod] D11 doud g w25l Jgwa> BifidobacteriumsLactobacillus LS
d1(2021) Oliss 4l o5 Lo s gliadl il LS e S gumd! 330l LiSs Uid oy daadaadl B8 diaall (olasYl
e Soumdl 330l LASS A J) 3 G 39a09 033l sl o gl g il diaalod! Al dod ol
W asl> ZLilg S MWI ,Suw pass

doys Je b Bpsall A gll Wlg al) dovoeudll Libgemdl JI (5) Jgdad! @ @bl el WS
& (P<0.05) Lgine 39,8 299 Ja>g) uid cchdlall (anlog SN Gasl> ulul (g 05 45 Bualy 04 5>
3 Syiae gUB) Jgwa> Ja>g) udy cduiddgll gl i (S pasls ol (o) diomonud)] dbgal]
o)l A2 pg 45 AW (331 Bke £UST dxaas ol g inald (LS sl bl (o) i)l A5 gad)
Jgpa> il cin kS.0.546 Cuds SAT dlelaodl § OF gLyl el Olg 0331 0 g2 45 da 0.5652 J) o]
day 0.4223 ] 0331 B sl sl g i § (LW pasls ol ) dpomumnandd] b god] (§ (Sgins £La3))
Ao gazdl gLyl ) Lialys g3l5 cylal LS «0.434 iy 3] AB Aslanl) 8 dad el Oy iyl oo pss 45
Sl 3aall LiSe S3aall et Qg s § (LW pasl>) ge &5yl (LS pasl> polid (o) deouond]
Dimitrovski EaSMI jasl> J dg=ig Saidl g 090,50 dezr HuasS AWl jasl> SMgiwl o585 2l
by Aual) 3301 ke el Tomy s duanlond] DI Gaasily G801 Azgand! s o o9 «(et al.,2015)
.(Hossain et al.,2020)

O3 ke LS duils oIl ibig il § dsaalonll DI § pid)l o 4) Jgor

(P92) 0331 Buke £U3T pH dusaolox! AN
as 30 15 (] e
S gl Qg Al
4.25 4.40 4.50 4.561 Al
4.05 4.15 4.19 4.29 A2
3.65 3.75 4.00 4.05 A3
4.23 4.30 4.35 4.481 A4
4.03 4.10 4.15 4.285 A5
3.60 3.63 3.95 4.022 A6
3.968 4.055 4.190 4.282 Buell Jawgie
0.1621= b i) kel llawgio ey &5yliell LSD
0.3354 = &35 el ae el g e J31u LSD

+ Lactobacillus Uy % 0.5 + @9 <inall 12 ¢+ Lactobacillus acidophilusiaid g <imel! 1
+ 39? %1 + Q9 ! :4 <+ Lactobacillus acidophilus U9 s %1 + S9 <d! i3 cacidophilus
«+ Lactobacillus acidophilus:w ¢:51 %1 +Ud g e % 0.5 + W9 <l :5 cLactobacillus acidophilus
+ Lactobacillus acidophilus ;W 51 %1+ Ud g s %1 + W9 <ie)! 16
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O35l Buke s3] dudls ol by el (§ duseasennd) dub goazell (§ il (5) Jour

(ps2) 0351 Bue £UST % dnomazeunlll duds gax)

45 ‘ 30 ‘ 15 ‘ 0 ‘ Fb gl Qg uall 55

S el ol Js

0.546 0.530 0.493 0.486 Al
0.570 0.540 0.520 0.504 A2
0.576 0.544 0.535 0.522 A3
0.548 0.540 0.508 0.504 A4
0.572 0.542 0.524 0.511 A5
0.578 0.546 0.539 0.530 A6
0.56523 0.54033 0.5198 0.5099 Bukall Jawgio

AWl jasl> olal e

0.409 0.376 0.364 0.361 Al

0.421 0.381 0.378 0.375 A2

0.428 0.393 0.388 0.388 A3

0.415 0.380 0.379 0.378 A4

0.425 0.385 0.380 0.380 A5

0.434 0.395 0.390 0.389 A6

0.4223 0.3853 0.3802 0.3788 8ol Jaugio
0.001936= (ehdlall) 4351 Bukall £l 2Ll g e S5-I LSD 0.006850 = (CSHWI) b okl Bukall cillaw gio oy 43yliek) LSD
0.004742 = (hdloll) 4351 Bl zo il g e J-14U LSD 0.0008331 = (chaSIWI) &35! Bukall ao k! Qg e J&I3J LSD

+ Lactobacillus Udgpms % 0.5 + ©9_<uall 2 ¢+ Lactobacillus acidophilusdadd &g <uel! i1
+ (Wl %1 + ©g <l :4 o+ Lactobacillus acidophilus U g ww %1 + @9 <adl i3 cacidophilus
<+ Lactobacillus acidophilusc 3.5.'3 %1 +Ud g w % 0.5 + Q9 <l 35 cLactobacillus acidophilus
+ Lactobacillus acidophilus ;W g5 %1+ Ud g s %1 + W9 <)l 16

Tl pas 3 duaeld! DI (B3] cuw OF on ) Wajda et al.(2020) 0,53 b g gslill caaily
02leaY Zlly oS asl LA gad 1305 S Ohaas 0,80l azlgs J) apell 03391 £L8 Uiy paadb @kl
Hossain et Juegi cn> @ «onedl 0331 b3l Wl sl ol e &1 dubgasd) $LS)1 03 o9 Ligaaall
el gl uac gy sl AaSWI pasls wlal o dovoadl Apgexdl gl U] al.(2020)
o g U39 0yl e pgr 210 0.442 | aall pg (3 0.316 ¢ Lactobacillus plantariumbSe
pael LiSH 8508 ] 0331 £UdT duads ol g il duomumnandl] b gosnd! §Lihylg daalon] DIl 03 (§ p2lass)
4o gaodl G 18y e ODlemy )l elidsdly oS asl> Jio dgaanll jaslg=ddl ZUST e dLaodl claSHUI
(2020¢bl dxnlly Smdl) 3501 U3 Loyl Dby nel) duaelondl AN 2k Byazeell LAY (§ duompomadl]
503 gontd (I OhaudgsSIl e Sgios (@) digumdd] lpamall (o a3 (I Ui el 23Lo) 0l Wl (e Sliad
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o gazdl 8ol duaeldl AWl (ass Caud & 009 dgsaa]l (ol Clb)g RTVESIISSEINT l“in: bladg
.(Cai et a/.,2022 ; Natt and Katyal,2022) d.owewd!

035 Buke U3l il ol g nedl (§ (€ (olind) ka9l ol #5353 Al -5

Laddsgll Oby el § ShoysSdl pasl> 155§ drelod! sl (6) gl (3 dusell bl o]
duds gl g el Sy oSl (sl 1533 (3 (P<0.05) dginn 39,9 3929 pae bl (o Jaxgd 3] cdac o]l
331 0 P92 45 das J0100/eike 7.370 ) 0331 sUs Lgino (a3l ub il (g s (3 0S5 O Jag) i
Rydzak et 4 sl> W &ylie mwiludl <389 ¢ Jo100/pike 6.03 iy 31 AL edlolaall (§ OF (olasil el oy
Jssa> J| Vignesh et al.(2019),Ts ¢piks 6.5 3Lall Ll suac 3 C cnolisd 4uS Ol 4w § al.(2020)
Sgue 1oy LS cpgy 45 Bued (331 day sailally )3adly LULII 481 span) choysSudl jasl> 5855 (3 (olasl
Natt and ¢ o> (3 ¢p2 60 Bued p5 3pell 33l e 290 suac (3 ehay oSl pasl> 3855 (plassl (2020)
Lactobacillus LS 53l 48192l 456 pac (§ elaygSudl jasl> 3155 § polasil Jpa> Katyal (2022)
I 033 £l oy oSl sl 51535 (olasul s 392 W89 camlel 8 Buka) Wyl 33l LT acidophilus
Byl dmyd Jio O3l Byl e Tolasel O35l cldl din (el 4 BlaisYl e 48l juac 4G aue
LS9 Ldg sl 88L5) O liadl oy (5 S (202060928 sitiuwn A8 Spo 35S Sliay &Y £ gsally cnmauSoYlg
Ul 33155 o (> (§ cdrbgll g ual) @l oSl aale 1553 805 ) Sl (98Il Sawg (S5uma)l J320)]
L) day fradadly (55U HUSS (§ padss) Sy sSudl sl 1555 O uzg ) Bahlol et al.(2018) dwhs o
96(10 ¢5 ¢0) dueudiy Uisdg poand)

O3 Be LS duials ol ibig el (§ ASII & gl LS yadl 58559 BuwS U Baliaedl ddllaill § pict)l -6

8BS Bolaell ddladlly &SI A gipdll SUSyell (§ ool sl ) ((6) Jgoiand! (§ dasall bl L]
@92 45 Bued b 0331 Bue £U8 Lidg el (919 (Sl S3mall LSk dasaall &uadogll g uell (3
Jpa> Ja>gl 3] cdibgll Wby il (&gl DSl 585 (§ (P<0.05) Lgine G9yd 3929 ta>g) abd
Buke day Jo/ I (sl eide 4.60 Ul paasil 3] 0331 lyetul ao dd gindll OLSyall 5835 § Sgrnn polasel
Jl ) clal S . Jo/ I pasl> @ade 2.4 el 3] AT cdblaall § OF (olasil el Oy pg 450551
Dgixe 39,9 3979 Jazg) LS cduiaogll g uall (r 84S 8aliaall Adladll (3 (P<0.05) digine Byd 3929
2zl el Olg 0331 (30 pg2 45 e day % 41.61 | sl 3] 433l sl oy BuwSI Baliaell &dlaall 3
% 37.72 caby 3] &dlelaall § OF

&1 8BS Babaall LS el 3leasSIl S5 MY duads o)l ibig el (x dWladdl L3NS 3903 U39
alsdl dlgall dus g5 S 3gm (S Mlg Lgad Bodaiall & il LS )l 7S5 Mg 8yl gl Jandl 8543 (e )
Blo| ol Bl oo sy «(Rydzak et al.,2020) sl giualy pedsuind ddnyby ddly geill gyl
1918 3 3gasg daadsoll g el (3 BuS I Baliaell ddladlly & gisall LSyell 1835 83035 I 5o Lid g sl
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BLadl § S Sy caanlio @ly &g 39l SUSyall oo b Al SlSyall oo daall e lidg el
Gabr et) JIFsYly 8auSYI jallas Cuw Al ddle Byl Hodad) Olaiide Wylash 8uwsSS slaall
S9! 320l LASS Of ug 3] Nguyen et al.(2019) xe g5bidl caddlgiy (al.,2020 ; Hidayati et al.,2020
s § 84S Balias dlad L) (@ly wasdly elyignd! pasls 098Ul Jie degite duasl Cilanite gutis

. Lactobacillus planetariumsBifidobacterium g Lactobacillus acidophilus LS yesxell (sGUYI
g rall gad 8BS Bliaall ddlaslly & giall LSyl 51555 § (olassl Jgua gl e darg LS
OlSyally 5uwSW 8slaall 4dlaill £las)l Pereira et al.(2013) Jx9 3] cps2 45 AWl 331 B s LS dauls ol
s Byesall & Oliall ao &ylie Lactobacillus casi biSe Syl 3281 o zladl juas ©lye (3 4 giudll
sbadl bladl § (sl Jsa> Natt and Katyal (2022) o cn> (3 ¢ps2 42 8ad dpall 0331 £UST cunasil

-l 8 8 b 0331 <UST Lactobacillus acidophilus LS 332l 4319221 451 juac § BIwSW

@ 84S Baliaall ddladlly hyygSudll yanl>g dd gindll CLSyall 3835 (§ sl 1(6) Jgir

O35l 8o £U31 dundd 9l big inall

(%) B BLianll ddlaill was Ja100 /piks choygSudl s> | (asl> pide 4 gl LS pallS5 o
(p52) 031 3o 5181 DPPH (52) 03501 e sl (p52) O3 ko 58T o/ 1 "”f‘“f} e
a5 30 15 0 a5 | 30 15 0 a5 | 30 | 15 0 febs!
3772 | 42.74 | 46.76 | 50.27 | 603 | 6.05 | 1505 | 1565 | 2.40 | 2.84 | 653 | 1453 | AL
4009 | 45.69 | 50.83 | 53.26 | 7.05 | 7.55 | 1655 | 17.35 | 4.04 | 469 | 11.07 | 1669 | A2
4496 | 4958 | 5250 | 5833 | 855 | 895 | 16.65 | 17.55 | 5.02 | 5.15 | 13.15 | 17.30 | A3
3839 | 42.76 | 4843 | 5029 | 6.09 | 655 | 1545 | 1586 | 2.89 | 3.00 | 7.38 | 1853 | A4 3,»
4173 | 4641 | 51.73 | 5536 | 755 | 805 | 17.02 | 17.85 | 4.66 | 492 | 11.76 | 2092 | As %
4677 | 50.82 | 60.29 | 6361 | 895 | 9.05 | 17.55 | 1855 | 543 | 6.07 | 13.46 | 2215 | A6 | M
g
4161 | 4633 | 5177 | 55.19 [ 7370 | 7.700 | 16378 | 17.135 | 407 | 445 | 1056 | 1835 |
4773 = 0.7565= | 2.512 = Sby,dell 5l Slkasogio o ApEalLSD
0.01642 = 0.01642= |  0.02596 = &35l Butall go il o9 e J1u3) LSD

+ Lactobacillus U9 % 0.5 + O <inall 12 ¢+ Lactobacillus acidophilusiaid &g Limel! 11
+ 355 %1 + Q9! :4 <+ Lactobacillus acidophilus U9 s %1 + ©9 <ad! i3 cacidophilus
«+ Lactobacillus acidophilus: _9-:31 %1 +Uad g aw % 0.5 + L9 <dl :5 cLactobacillus acidophilus
+ Lactobacillus acidophilus i 51 %1+ Udg s %1 + 9 L)l 16
O35l ke LS duials ol ibig el § ASLNAI Olaall § sl -7

& A1 s Ug peaad] Cdixbg S50 3amally el Spmall LS sl A5G (7) ool sy
Az 93019 HLuSIYI Jalao 5 A1 dubsall Slgally due il ABLSII oy (3 Ao Il obig inal] ALl olasall

o Bly> Gomy e Ayl 5ol bl gl g ol Al WSV e a5 (7) ool o9
b oll byl oy duegil) BBLSII (3 (P<0.05) igims (39,3 929 pute gliad) opo o>l 3] cpgy 45 Bkl
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331 (30 45 P2 dr 1.0932 J) 0331 el by all G gill BBUSII (3 Sgimae pb polass] Jgua> Jasg) aad
:1.089 ik 3] A1 wdlbelaall (3 OF (lasil el Oy

0l diseall dudgll b eall 48101 debial) slgall dwd e pueasll 80 (7) dgur (§ ) coplady
Lab gl g Ll o A3IU1 ddsall Slgell deud (3 (P<0.05) digiao (B9yd S99 pis Lag) Udb cpgy 45 e
o0 92 45 A OBrix 11.167 J] cunass] 3] O35l e £UST 43101 ddsall slgall daud (olasl Jgua> Jaxg) S
9.5 °Brix <k 3] AL cdlelandl (3 08 polassl el ol o3l

Bad el dsseall &b gl g el HLuSEY! Jolas dod e @uedid] G (7) Jgiand! § bl eyl
Sy p2lasl Jgua> Lax ol LS GLuSSY! Jolas @8 ¢y (P<0.05) digiae B9,0 3929 pike Jamgl Udd ¢pgs 45
iy 3 AL OMelaall (3 OF (olassl el ol 0331 (30 p g2 45 day 1.3372 J] 0331 sLST LSSV Jolas 028 3
.1.3365

45 8ua) do il B35eally duindogll by all dzg3) o wueaid] A6 (7) dguzr (§ dinall L ol
Syae pé 2lassl Jpas taxg) LS by el ¢ dg3ll (3 (P<0.05) igias 39,9 3929 pe ool 3 g
iy 3] 019 G19AT lalaall § OF (olasil el Oy pg2 45 8 (3 jp92 (2w 0.965 J] 03l Ul drg3lll 3
8303 ) 631 gl j3aedl LASY oguod! AiSlg (99 ,Sung Uil el A3L] O Jamglg - 3299 (3w 0.918
Lol (> (§ duibgll by al) HLuSIY! Jolaog due gidl 28Uy dr g3l gl @3 (yag &III Akl Slgall
a9 gl Bahlol et a/.(2018) pe daxcid] 0dd caidlgig cdsIil dduall sl gall drud (olassl ] dga O3l £l
W 5uST Lo 14y (ASI01 ddsall slgall dud 28y I 531 %(10 ¢5 <0) Ay U9 b Fradadl 5SS @pe s O
90 (3 Aduall Slgadl dead £ a3l ] (531 %10 dundy Ui g ppeud) 33L5] 01 I o (19 Aljobair et al. (2021)
il Qg e § 3okl Sgizmall (plasdil e ad jesll

351 Buke £US1 &dals oIl g Aiedl § AU Oilisall § sl 1(7) Jgir

] O35l e U3 (cp) dag3! ] 8k sU3°Brix % T.5.5 43101 duall Slgall
(pg2) O3 Buke £lidT HLWSSYI Jolao (pg2) O30l Buke £liSl des gadl ASLSU) Qg el g5
(ps2) (ps2) 0351 -
bl
45 30 15 0 45 30 15 0 a5 30 15 0 a5 30 15 0
1.3365 1.3370 1.3374 1.3380 | 0.918 | 0.934 | 0.962 | 1.044 | 1.089 1.095 1.096 | 1.096 9.50 9.75 1020 | 11.11 Al
1.3373 1.3374 1.3380 1.3385 | 0.957 | 0.964 | 1.064 | 1.105 | 1.092 1.097 1.097 | 1.102 9.80 9.95 1035 | 11.12 A2
1.3377 1.3378 1.3383 1.3387 | 1.012 | 1.047 | 1107 | 1.113 | 1.095 1.098 1.099 | 1.104 | 10.34 10.40 | 11.39 | 12.16 A3
1.3369 1.3371 1.3375 1.3381 | 0.918 | 0.946 | 0.978 | 1.090 | 1.092 1.095 1.097 | 1.098 | 11.86 12.00 | 1240 | 13.30 A4
1.3375 1.3377 1.3381 1.3386 | 0.970 | 0.986 | 1.114 | 1.129 | 1.093 1.100 1102 | 1102 | 12.70 13.02 | 13.40 | 14.30 A5 3’,
J.
1.3378 1.3379 1.3384 1.3388 | 1.014 | 1.053 | 1.138 | 1.239 | 1.095 1.100 1105 | 1.108 | 12.80 13.05 | 13.60 | 14.50 A6 3
hm,}'w ]
1.337283 | 1.337483 | 1.337950 | 1.338450 | 0.965 | 0.822 | 1.061 | 1.121 | 1.0932 | 1.0979 | 1.0997 | 1.102 | 11.167 | 11.362 | 11.89 | 12.748 »
EXW]
0.0001871= 0.2179 = 0.007640= 0.5686 = by ueld Sall Sllawgio o &3ldell LSD
0.0001642= 0.00013845 = 0.00007634= 0.01642 = 3351 ukedl a ZUadl 19 e 514 LSD

+ Lactobacillus U9 % 0.5 + ©9_<inall 12 ¢+ Lactobacillus acidophilusiadd ©g il 11

+ o 510'1 %1 + Q9 ! :4 <+ Lactobacillus acidophilus U9 s %1 + S9 <d! i3 cacidophilus
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«+ Lactobacillus acidophilus:y 951 %1 +Uud g mw % 0.5 + 9 <)l :5 cLactobacillus acidophilus
+ Lactobacillus acidophilus ;W g5 %1+ Ud g s %1 + W9 <o)l 16

g Dgxmdl wlzaall BLs] J) 0yl U3l § g el 4311 ddsall sl gall dewd (BlasS] Caw 3920 U39
Al A2 O eySIl Dlgiuwl AaSWI (ael> LA 0585 3] 389 gaill (oy3) A8l b Sl ellgiud
Lasgll paslasdl e dodall il e Joad pesidl didos OF 3] &uadls gl bg el (3 8,8 201 Prebiotic eaagld
oplassl Of uzs 3] «Natt and Katyal (2022)4d) Juogs Lo 1oy (2020l dually 3lizll) bg duall el
3 LAS U e b,Sdl Ilgiad ) 39as Souad! j3aedl LS pedall dSlgall puac (3 45101 ddsall 3lgel]
Faroqui et a/.(2009) 44! o3 las (el 8Ll 389 .05 60 Bk ol G330 s G by Sl il
o> & ¢1.026 <S8 Cdaodl zadl as) i (3 1.044 36 adall lawll as) dae il 23UST1 O Isag 3]
ooy ¢1.054 paxsell piuo laslly 1.043 3 Ul juas) &4l 23LSU1 6i0koye and Ibeto (2009) A9
LS1.040 3By dg inell aSlgall Slaa) ducqdl d3SICharrondiere et al.(2012) dshyily Liedl dalaie
:1.03 <6 ol > (3 Jlsil (Ae1.07 9 1.05 colly U] pas) dae il A3USII O €3)S3

dola)l duslidll dasolgally Kenya standard (2016) 4S1gall ol i desldll Lol goll po gl cddlgls
16 aiall suacs (10-11.5) °Brix zUd! smas) 43101 dduall slgall duud Of e ais a1 4S15all 5SSy puas]
ddsall slgall (olasil 19 3Hossain et al.(2020) 4d!19)Lal b ae gkl cidlgs S °Brix (BMS,11:2017)
o0 92 21 = Lactobacillus fermentum s Lactobacillus plantarium LSS jyaa)l Zladl as) 451301
Ll <589 ¢(2019cdiclazg 31,3d1) Ll juac oo el Condl pas) L8101 dduall slgall O g9 3l 0351
dozr93) 019°Brix 12.0 3Syall sl spas (§ &SIV ddall Slgall dud Of Constenla et al. (1989)0,S3 La) &yl
ol JI Rydzak et al.(2020) )Laly Byl dzys 8ob) an (asdy &8I dduall slgall 8L me Lemyds ola3s
8l (o (2.15-1.74) e cusanll 7ladl juas (n> (36 .J8wL (o (1.60 -1.56) $Lall zlad! pac dx93)
.

O3 Be sUdT duials ol ibig el § Al iliall § aidl-8

e 033l By Udg el Sl saally gl Syaall LASH 8 (8) Ul § dineall il oylas]
Jgsa> Ul o dzmg L8 pladl Judillg plgdlly dilllg eadally Osll Jadidg driads ol g uall drusd! ilisall
o> @ AL dae glan)l me Oyl sUST duaudb gl Wby el gueznd Oslls plsdll dae (3 (Syiae st ol
Jel e Alzladl Qg e Juamg .pg0 45 A1 (351 Be sUsT g ual] pladl Juilly palall Ao Candyl
pladl Juiilly doillg ealall dasal Ggine §laS)l Jouas Lag) Uad A4 dudy deuwsd)l Olasall praz) s Ay
02t 3 033L plgdlly Ooll Al Sgime p& 2lasl Jguax Ja>o) (n> (3 73.52 9 18.48 517.47 Jl o3b
(33 0 p52 45 day gl e 18.78 5 18.25 ] onid)] Jawgio

el G gledl Blially cllgiaual) Cldadly el Oall ] Zlaidl g e @l daryd §LA5)) w3923 U39
A4S OS50y iguanll (olesYl gy Goumd! S3aedl LA Wpess (@l Ohuudg)SIl e olgize glabyly @
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Bujna et al. 0,53 b liag ¢ b gl g ial) drudl lisall p3a3 e gl 80 L @l Lands 83550l
Dguanll (2lasYl ] 392 kS yasl> LASH saseall Giaduall by ) dewaddl Olisall glis)) of (2018)
LS el Glasall e olbul 6 ) @l chinsldly edlally ebiully chaSWly cldsl jaol> 29
Lactobacillus LA Jad Wl 48Ul ©lSyes dguaall (olaYl OiNguyen et al.(2019) ds
Ol J! White and Hekmat (2018) oy WS . posxall (wbUYI juaa) dux b cacl Bifidobacterium_s
pladl Juidly pelaedl Ao Cadiyl (n> § JEA spas y23 § )iy 8)9Se Hggla) dnd yelanll A olassl
! uasl

JLal Lo 1oy ccloeall mslgll alally g pinel) 43V 0glll Jasd 4 Uigls speud) A8Lb] O bl cns S
Aljobair ;S5 LS . (ex>/39) %1 0550 OF o lig el (3 ldgamadl 3855 O I Wajda et al.(2020) 441
O9lly pledll &ass glis) Bahlol et al.(2018) 1> i (3 %10 (» Uddgnead) & Juadl o et al. (2021)
pladl Jatidly dolllg dgS)l Ao cunasdl (na (§ «5 S LS %109 %7.5 dandy Udg ) 8L5) day

4dall LASL decuall Zladl as @by e G Al Olaall OlHossain et al.(2020) Jd>9 LS
I bdg pead) o diadsindl HSIAN (3wl Oligall §lad)) G Sg0 W858yl dipe po A5)lie Juiadl 58
] 3 @3 g0 uSall e p § ezsinall skt Al ilisall jia3 als ABlLasdl Ldsell lgell (slasl
.(Aljobair et al.,2021) U g ud! yo dadiyall

Sl J3aedl LA 903 e J3e &dudsgll Wbg el ) ldgmend! A8Ls] of dwhll oo giud
Fub o)l Ul Cg e 08y b gl g el duonally dogdanll desdll (e yw9 Lactobacillus acidophilus
WS el ALl (y0 Adg D9 diactd] &AWl (e dangyall g iadl A &ylae by nall Juadl (S gimall AB
e Lo g LS (6l S Uy sl (el dasis dpiaidsg @by s L (9093

www.minarjournal.com
427


http://www.ijherjournal.com/

MINAR International Journal of Applied Sciences and Technology

Oyl Buke 531 (100) pladt Judid! Ao

(ea2) (ps2) 03591 B £U3H (25) plgdll dase (p92) O35l Buke 53T (25) Al Ao (ps2) 03591 Bka £U3T (25) palall ddio (p32) 0331 B <L (25) gl Ao Bl gl 5
45 |30 15 | o |5 30 |15 0 45 30 15 0 45 | 30 15 0 Jas 30 15 0
80.75 | 84 87 78 20 21 | 22 21 20.18 20 22 19 2009 | 20 21 18 20.45 22 22 22 A1
n|n 84 75 18.27 19 | 20 19 18.27 17 20 17 17.09 | 20 21 18 17.36 17 20 20 A2
6845 | 68 80 70 18.36 19 | 21 19 16.63 16 20 16 1636 | 16 20 17 17.09 16 20 18 A3
79.09 | 82 86 73 2072 | 20 | 23 20 19.09 20 20 18 1863 | 20 21 18 20.63 21 22 21 A4 g e
7154 | 67 80 68 18 17 | 20 18 18.63 16 20 17 14.9 16 20 16 17 17 20 18 A5 i
70.27 | 66 79 67 17.36 18 | 20 18 18.09 16 20 15 17.72_| 16 19 16 17 16 20 19 A6
7352 | 73 | 8267 | 71.83 | 18785 | 19 | 21 | 19.167 | 1848 | 17.50 2033 | 17 17.47 | 18 | 2033 17.17 1825 | 1817 | 20.67 | 19.67 "::j"“
3.359 = 0.8500 = 1.078= 1.008 = 1.179 = g el el cllawgio o A35ielLSD
1.461= 1.499 = 1.422= 1422 = 1.499 = 435501 el o il g s JSAULSD

O35l Buke £l &l ol g el (§ dusell Olisall (§ pitl 1(8) Jgr

+ Lactobacillus Lo % 0.5 + Qgiall 12 o+ Lactobacillus acidophiluskid <9 el 11

+ Wedl %1 + gl 14 o+ Lactobacillus acidophilus Uwamw %1 + 9l i3 cacidophilus

Q9 ~uall :6 ¢+ Lactobacillus acidophilusi 951 %1 +Uud s % 0.5 + W9 <l :5 cLactobacillus acidophilus
Refrence youasl+ Lactobacillus acidophil i 951 %1+ Ul g o %1 +
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oyl yolaol!
gl pand 48LaSIly &sbndll laall pass dul)s (2020) ek Ole cdllially e s (Ul

A <Gl Jsllly olt)] alel] saifall Aol lisanll Jlaniawl doxtiall i)l a6 ddids gl

:326-311 (occu,SS danls cdelyyll

Je 9 Uk 9 )l G (poglBy A cdbig) gl arliel 9 dezme Jrdes cugall 9 dee ZUA die Gy
sl caghall Aome Aol by ally Jbasll o Glise Slgims yany pddi .(2019) Hgmaie
49-44, 0 (g

Luslydg Ainanll ezl Coxd AL 2ol sas mdual ez Hlasly guiaaly eamad L(2020) e pdle cogue
02132 B pad) dasls cdel3) A8 i lo iy 435 16S

GG dwlsg Dol Wlhiaell LS pede by Ghd Qe mass (2021) Obde (iasme le
ks cAsly3)l A8 c0)y95D dog ol Ay pisnall 013,201 § A UL Gamy e &) g
-0° 187 8 padl
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