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Probiotics: The Advantage in Livestock

Anquis Aanane’
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Abstract

Application of probiotic into the livestock enchances in the growth of animals and reduces the use
of medicine in animal production. Various types of probiotics are accepted for their efficiency improvement
and the disease prevention of the animals. Mechanism of probiotic could reduce the spread of diseases
in intestine in both non-ruminant and ruminant. Probiotics are bacteria, fungus and yeast which are
different in capabilities. Probiotics affects the performance and health of animals. Probiotics also keep the
natural balance of microorganisms, control the pathogenic bacteria in animals’ intestines, increase the
effectiveness in food digestion, absorption, and decrease the use of antibiotics. Probiotic microorganism
could control caused disease in animal’s intestine, increase in efficiency of digesting and absorbing
food, increase in production and decrease in antibiotics use. At present, the current trends indicate that
developing countries pay great attention and importance to animal production, especially the safety and
the awareness of the effectiveness of probiotics. Consequently, academic institutes should have the roles
to concern on research about the effectiveness of probiotics and also control the usage of probiotics to
the full potentials as well as strengthen and commercially utilize it. Those trends aforementioned will help

promote academic institutes to produce probiotics, set the rules and regulations about making use
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of probiotics so as to prevent people from health effects which might occur from animal produce

consumption and also analyze the risks from using probiotics with livestock.

Keywords: microorganism, probiotics, livestock, non-ruminant, ruminant
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mm?m;lﬁuimwmmegﬁ@‘ﬁ'mmsjﬁf;LﬁmﬁuﬁﬁiﬁﬁmQﬁuﬁﬂqnﬁiu?inmwamﬁm%@ﬂﬂﬁmﬁﬁuﬁumu
LLﬂé’fm?Nmmﬁ@ﬂmmaﬂﬂﬁm’ﬁﬁmLﬁuﬂ?mmﬂwmammamﬁwﬁmqﬂ@zﬁ’mimummE’T@\amﬂmé’ﬁ‘ﬂm
ﬁﬂﬁmfrﬂ@ﬁmﬁﬂumﬁﬂumimwmﬁLfﬁtyLﬁu‘llmﬂ'wmm% (Bruinsma, 2003) %ﬁﬁm?ﬂ@zﬁ”m{ﬁm%qmi
FeedinuazALTuAIE RN TR sz ansYialan mmamﬂﬂmemmmﬁqﬂﬂm"lﬁﬂm%@Lwaﬁqmw
Li‘flumemﬂVLﬁzﬁﬁﬁa&n%\i'luﬂﬁ:mﬁ5@ﬂﬁwmLLa:ﬂazmﬁﬁﬁﬁqﬁmm (Randolph et al., 2007) winsuaARdR T
iuTunzRoszlemlathanniaa wifitedenasteiloymganinesdszanauwainnisidenjasuslueimns
Andietdondadsumaasnio nludes mmmmmqﬂﬂwﬂmmﬂgmummﬂg@mmmm’m Tuvanatlszmea
imﬁa‘mum@”Lﬁnmﬂ{]muwmﬂammwmmmm wiuTaesdng (FAC, 2016) mmnmﬂmmﬂgﬂmumamu
Anlanludndanaazdana m'amgizmﬂ@”mmmmm'amLm.vmimvmwmLﬂjfaﬂ@‘iiﬂmnmmn@ priguymtia Te
Salmonella, 13A campylobacteriosis LaLNIAATe Escherichia coli ﬁﬂﬁﬁuﬁﬂﬂLﬂ'ﬂfﬁ/ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@mﬁmm’m
mfmmmnum@m”‘wum@mmwummum@nawmmmmmmﬂm\nmmmmuumim (Skinner et al. 2010)
mquuavuumm@mfammmmuumm‘wmmmiummﬂﬁmmm‘immnw nasinqaunsenglulesnunld
ﬂn‘lﬁmumLﬂuwuwmnmuumlﬂumqL@fanuuq’lw,wrawmLmumﬂmmﬂgmm frnUszasAidndniign
a?qm*un"uﬂs’ﬁwaVLuT'aﬁn”Lumm@zﬁ"mfiLﬁfaﬁﬂfm%ﬂmLL@:ﬂ%ﬂﬁ;ﬂﬂizaw‘ﬁmwﬁqmmamm:mm‘?mﬁuimm
ﬁmd‘mmmum@ﬂmﬁuummu@uL%fﬂfi@‘imluﬁﬁ”lﬁ %qﬁ@fﬁﬁumﬁmﬁmﬁwﬂuiﬂﬁﬂﬁmiﬁwmLL@:ﬁwﬂfiﬁ
TugsdasluBunndiunniu (FAO, 2016)
1. ANMINERAZNNTAANNIAugaAunsalng luTasn

Inslulafn (probiotics) RanAWNNaNNANENTA “INg” (pro) uae “luTenea” (biotos) Fanungi
“z%w%u%'f?m” (for life) vida daddnd@in” A1 “Inslulemn” nﬂﬁwﬂ%ﬁm%\uwﬂim Lilley and Stillwell (1965)
ANt Parker (1974) ) TeenuingluTamngtly “mmﬁﬂmmamwuﬂﬂammmummm%um‘ﬂumi@” A
ATIAN TN AT RAT AT TR Fuller (1989) Tensitnsluledndn “undninsiiainemneainaduvise
faAmtailssloniredndidniig (host) Tnanislfuilgsnuannarasqduviadluan 4 Vanbelle et al. (1990)
a3 “qawidnsluleRndlusuaf Befiendee luszuumaduens defudsenuluSunnmonng
auazlinnulsyloniie i IeadwidinsluleAnazluaneiuailussuumafiuenns ks
mmmmu@m”ﬂmmmqmu@@ﬁ'L%”@rfi@ﬂfmu_iqﬁqLﬁwﬁmquﬂauﬁﬁﬂizﬁfiu (normal flora) luszuuNIg
PILUVRE mnﬁ%ma“ﬁ%qLﬂuﬂ@”l.ﬂﬁmﬁumaﬁmLmanml,%@ﬁﬂ‘ﬂmﬁ'ujvlﬁ" ‘waﬂmﬂﬁ@ﬁuw?‘ﬁﬂmnwiwa‘iuiﬂ

a

mnmummmuum“lumimwmwmm@%ﬂummwmﬁmmu W a9 aafluu Z\i@’]EILLﬁ‘ﬁ"IIﬂ LL£°'W]

o

Zﬁ’]ﬂﬂ.l'ﬂ@ﬂﬁ@ uumwmniumsmwmmm (microbial enzymes) SL‘Lm‘j‘y‘]_I']LLﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂllﬂ@quﬁ‘ sml,ﬂumimmwu
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Ananinlunisldenmslunyeduasd mn,wa‘lwﬂa‘mwﬁmwmm BIANIIDIMNTRASIN HATUUIANL T T R
(FAO) uazasAnizaunsialan (WHO) (FAO/WHO, 2001) lalimnnumanaws lulafinunnefe “qduvisenaaas
=<

Tl lafululBununmasaesiindselamddaguninaasdniiig wanainid Suskovic et al. (2010)
nanadtnslulasndunumlunisldine daasn@eldnn lidgan s
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2. meandszinnqaunsanldiflulnsluladnuazadunidinsluladn?ldlunianisan
qauviseldiduinslulaaunsnaruuntssinnadunzanldiduinglulasin liun nsluledindszinm
wuadize slulemnuszinnauaztias uazqduradinglulasinildlunianisdn (Table 1)

Table 1 Probiotics microorganisms classification and probiotics microorganisms used in commercial products.

Classification Species Species used in commercial References
products
1. Bacteria
Lactobacillus Lactobacillus thermophiles  Lactobacillus thermophiles Pedroso et al., 2013

Lactobacillus acidophilus Lactobacillus acidophilus Rahman et al., 2013

Lactobacillus bulgaricus Lactobacillus bulgaricus Daskiran et al., 2012
Lactobacillus casei Lactobacillus casei Landy and Kavyani, 2013
Lactobacillus lactis Lactobacillus lactis Fajardo et al., 2012
Bacillus Bacillus coagulans - Zhou et al., 2010
Bacillus licheniformis Bacillus licheniformis Rahman et al., 2013
Bacillus megaterium Bacillus megaterium Rahman et al., 2013
Bacillus mesentricus Bacillus mesentricus Rahman et al., 2013
Bacillus polymyxa Bacillus polymyxa Rahman et al., 2013
Bacillus subtilis Bacillus subtilis Davis et al., 2008
Bifidobacterium  Bifidobacterium animalis Bifidobacterium animalis Wideman et al., 2012
Enterococcus Enterococcus faecium Enterococcus faecium Landy and Kavyani, 2013
Propionibacterium Propionibacterium shermanii - Seo et al., 2010
Streptococcus Streptococcus faecalis - Haghighi et al., 2008
Streptococcus faecium Streptococcus faecium Rahman et al., 2013

Streptococcus thermophiles  Streptococcus thermophiles Daskiran et al., 2012

Streptococcus bovis - Seo et al., 2010
2. Fungi
Aspergillus Aspergillus oryzae - Daskiran et al., 2012
Aspritgillus niger - Seo et al., 2010
Candida Candida pintolopesii Candida pintolopesii Daskiran et al., 2012

Saccharomyces  Saccharomyces bourlardii ~ Saccharomyces bourlardii ~ Rahman et al., 2013

Saccharomyces cerevisiae ~ Saccharomyces cerevisiae Bai et al., 2013

3. mavihauaadinslulasn

FAO/WHO (2001) fianunisineusedinglulasin dniludneaznisinenuaesqausdinglulasin
Tnensiuqawidiadsslonfluszuumaduesvesdedi@inin i arusugazesinuauuueiiGe
lugnlduazinnaisioqunin safunalnfifeliindsleniesinslulefnaaiefuaaunidindss tam
lusruumaiuevns detnslutefinaztae lumsilesiuuazruaniterielslusruumaiuensuazdsutlys
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Usz@an3nnnnsinenludnd doefindsransnmnisnanuaziinaculasndelunszuosunisuandns
Hunalnsing saiinalnnsinanduerfuaaiugaauidingluleAnfiuansney (Fajardo et al, 2012;
Lodemann, 2010) aauuafizatnslulefniindnuanlngnisaisatlasluanldaasdnd (Tam e al., 2006)
TnsluleAniinnsinaudeil

msulaauuilasduiuqdunsdludld (6Im) nsluleAnanunsnliuanusunassdnaqduie
AfhulseTamiuas mmmmumﬂmﬂﬂmﬂmiiﬂ mmmum@waumwm‘l,umvlmvmm‘lumiﬂ@ﬂmmﬂm
ﬁmmﬂi”mfnﬁm‘wmmmmvmmvuumﬂmu”l,u@m'ﬂumumsl ueﬂmﬂummmmmmmmu%umwn@
Mm‘twﬂumimmwmmmmmmmmmLﬁéﬂmmmimm@mmimuamw (bacteriocins) unnsdudauyndi s
ginauuazAnuaansalumstiannzaenawidinglulefniuidieyidn A aansouteiufuqawidine
Iﬁﬁmiiﬂmu%\ﬁmmmm:ﬁﬂﬁﬁmzunqﬁﬁmﬁuhﬁmi(Mountzouris et al., 2010)

MTEREAIUITUALNITANTNAITRINNS neldaauwnidinslulefndaaifiutsz@nannlunstes
aNsUazNIgATNANTRINsTR R ANANNTY anmsAnewudluliife e lduemefiauqaurEd
L. bu/gar/cus”Lﬁﬁﬂivaw‘ﬁmwslumisi@ﬂLL@”msmm%uma*mmil,ﬁu%ummﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁm fanasn e miin g
1m‘wmu(Apata 2008; Zhang and Kim, 2014)@ﬂmﬂ\mmimanmwﬁﬂmwmum (Chawla et al., 2013)
Futlsransamnisdegldannnimineuresewlslusn &7 ATy f1891udn Lactobacillus
mmamLﬂ@ﬂuuﬂmmﬂﬁmmL@uisnmmmmﬂmfi@umeﬂumimummﬂﬂLL@zqumm@u"lfnmmme
nsluleRnludn ldfingduardaefinituiifalunsgaduansemsin WRn1sg afue s ludm ity
6 (Afsharmanesh and Sadaghi, 2014)

NSRARURIRITAIUARTN (Antimicrobial substances) Tnslulafinuisatinaunsanananssiu
ﬂ-g@%wmmwummmmLm‘uimmﬂ@umm@‘imlumizﬂm Tmﬂmmﬂ‘wLawmﬂmﬂwuﬁmmmmm@mmi
ﬁﬂmmw 2% WuATIFuNIALAARN (Flynn et al., 2002), Bifidobacteria (Wideman et al., 2012) Bacillus
(Le Marrec et al., 2000) Iwﬂu‘&ar;mmu"ufmm@mmimmmwiwmﬂﬂumw‘llmamsmmmwuﬁmmmum
fianunsanuaanuten quﬁaummimmmmLﬂ@ﬂ@Timmm@mmﬁuu‘l,mm (Rea et al., 2007).

iuuuguquﬂualumvlﬂ Immunomodulation GIT) nwmmumm‘ﬂwﬂu‘ﬁ@mnmmmmquﬁfjuﬁu
Wiumnanm s lunisdiusaniainlsaludnld (Pagnini et al., 2010) ﬁqﬂiwﬂuiﬂﬁwmmmﬁuq’
ANAFDR IR AUYITE UTTULNIALENINT u@ﬂmnﬁiwﬂu‘iﬂﬁﬂﬁaLﬁm:ﬁuﬁmﬂum%ﬁ wiv Inslulesin
a8iug L.acidophilus, B. subtilis waz C.butyricum ANuN DR NI AT ST IgA way IgM luld
(Zhang and Kim, 2014) e B. subtilis luawng 1A nudie RN sneLue e UALEALALNN 74
adiinAen Ty (Afsharmanesh and Sadaghi, 2014) TngluteRndasliiinnraiueuivesiiesedu
lanfiapnaidauazlsavaenaudniauludadinfifiadu (Landy and Kavyani 2013) lugngnsnuan
TW?VLUT@aﬂmEIWuﬁ:L. fermentum, P. acidilactici Wz S. cerevisiae subsp. boulardii T8Iz ULNHANAWY
ananslaanisiasuainavisag (T-cell) LanNIVA IgA QT ONT (T INE (Lessard et al., 2009)

4. msdszanaldinslulasnludadnd

nslulaanludndiln luniawandmndin WufjﬂwﬂuiﬂﬁﬂmmmmﬂLﬁuﬁmmmm?mﬁuimm
e (Afsharmanesh and Sadaghi, 2014; Lei et al., 2015.) Lmzmimuam%@ﬁﬂim iy nnstlasiude
Salmonella (Tellez et al., 2012) Tiﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬂmmm“ﬁﬂmﬂ (necrotic enteritis) (Jayaraman et al., 2013) Was
Tsadinluln (Dalloul et al., 2003).
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angInsiasaaulanuadnitln mﬂﬂwﬂuhﬁﬂuﬁmrﬁﬂmﬂLﬁuﬂﬁzaw%mwm?@ ATNANTRIMNS
gaslrifinty (Mookiah et al., 2014) Tnslulafnfseilsz@niniwniaasayiduln AN NENEN 7D LN T8 Y
aunadaszuazAmINNieTasliiile (Bai et al, 2017)

wawammwﬂmmwmnamﬂn BJZ\]‘H@QTWﬂUI@Mﬂ‘ﬁId RLANARLATALNNTIN IWERTTIN WuddRe

a

N@[ﬂ@uLL“V]u?.lﬂ\‘I"ﬁ’]ﬂ@m'JﬂﬂLWN"ﬂu m@@mm\‘]LWN'ﬂm@'}ﬂ’]?mifQL UTWLL@Vﬂﬁ‘zam?ﬁﬂqv\mqﬁ‘lﬁﬂ’]ﬂ’]?ﬁm’iﬁﬁﬂ’]iﬁ
PR {

Asa (Abdel-Rahman et al., 2013) wananaludn gt UnnasssaaTnslulafinarawug B. coagulans
mmmﬁﬁ’lﬁtﬁﬂvlmgu’%u (Zhou et al., 2010)

memuanviansilasiudanalsalusnld PNRBei g esdsinaanaduriEtiine
T3 ludmn Fludndtln 1y Salmonella uaz Campylobacter inlWin1suandnitinludszinAsesWmunuazlszing
ﬁﬁﬁqﬁmmﬁmﬂ‘ﬁmﬂﬁ%uﬂmzmmmﬁmzﬁ"mrj'ﬁ”l,aimmmm’wamzwu&i@zﬂmwéﬁim uenanniilsn
&ldveadndiin Wy Tansldsniauuuuienns LL@zImﬁmﬁ@WLﬁmmqm?ﬁ'wwmqLﬂmﬁﬁ@mﬂ%u
(Skinner et al., 2010) mﬂmmwmeé’@ﬂuﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬂmmmmﬁi'a'agauw?ﬁ'ﬁ‘v‘iﬁslﬁL%@rifaImfafmT@m@ﬁ%mFT?J
ag/luan14 (Flint and Garner,2009) ﬁqﬁuiwﬂuiﬂam:ﬂmﬁw‘?@mu@mmmﬁﬁaﬁ@‘ﬂmﬁmm nslulasn
m@%lﬂum\iLﬁ@ﬂ‘ﬁ'ﬁﬁﬂﬂmw@mmi’lﬁmﬂﬁ%quﬂumﬁmmil,%@‘iiﬂ’l,uz‘h”lﬁﬁmrﬂn ANHNIDAILANAAUTIFE
finelsnludnl&uaznisunsnszanalspanndndgansed

nsuanlavazannwle Inslulesinazinasiedsz@nininnisldamnsdniuaznmuninaasla
anmsAnEuanslEFudite i nglulafinluawng lnfnnsuanld ity (Gallazzi et al., 2009) N34
TwsluTefnanesiug Bacillus (Kurtoglu et al., 2004) uaz8iast (Yousefi and Karkoodi, 2007) wugnamsnwla
fuanlatiBunneeseenamesealuliunsanas

Tnslulamnlugns

ansmsiasaiulauazilss@nsninmsldanmslugns annisanenuddnsnisasyEn s
LL@vﬂ?q,’&‘VlﬁﬂTWﬂ’?ﬂ‘ﬂ@’]ﬁﬁﬂu@ﬂﬂﬁ@\ﬂlu LN@‘L%TW?"LuIﬂmmmwuﬁB subtilis wax B. licheniformis &3
luamnsgnave U ufaﬂmnumwuﬁ B. subtilis flifinlszAnannlunisldarmsetnedifodfy
ﬂiw'mnﬁmwmﬂmmmmmmmNmmmiyumuwuqmua@uwaﬂ“ﬁws”l,ui@mnmu’]inmmummwmuim
ABIQNT (Bohmer et al., 2006)

gunwgns nadsninslulefinanesiug B. licheniformis uaz B. subtilis T1a1113gnIne LN WU
Jflamsnsldeus nsiduilaaanaq fﬁ'fmﬂ%uﬂqqﬂi:ﬁm%mwﬁmwﬁfm‘lﬁgﬂzgniﬁmmiﬁmLfgﬁLL@:mi
ANE83gNIANAdat NHTHAATY (Le Bon et al., 2010) IugﬂzgﬂwﬂmuLﬁ'mm?uiwﬂui@ﬁﬂmmﬁuﬁ
S. boulardii W&z P. acidilactici W8z E. faecium a4luamnsgnaazdaemiLANlsngaa sy inanavenulLay
@mﬁmmmim’mL"fimmnmaﬁm%a E. coli ndsandavifiazeantsld (Zeyner and Boldt, 2006)

Inslulednludndideadas Inslulednaneiusiineainan diuludndidenaes gy
wLANFULARRN T4F S. cerevisiae (Chaucheyras-Durand et al., 2008) %m’qN@ﬁi@ﬁﬁmu@ﬁuﬁﬁlummww
quulnegaeifindszanininnisinauaasuu i efidlss lenllunsruauntsminlunszimnzgiuy
(Weinberg et al., 2004)

msiasqiulaaasdndireades nelulefnanewus L. reuteri, E. faecium uaz B. bifidium
mmmLﬁuﬁwﬁﬂﬁqmmzﬁ”mﬂ%méﬂq L1 IuLszwudwﬁﬂuﬁnﬁquﬂLﬂﬁmmuwuﬁﬁu (Apas et al., 2010)
aanndasiunisldinsluledinanaug S. cerevisiae Foinlignnisasyinineslaunananiy
(Ghazanfar et al., 2015) @21 B. amyloliquefaciens Lﬁ@lﬁlu@ﬁuﬂ?LgﬂqQﬂfqum WUINERIINNTIATTYLAL TR
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uazilsanBnwnns e vnafinty
nseanaIg ”Luzﬁ’mﬂﬁyml,%@\nﬁ@L@?M‘Ewﬂuiﬂﬁﬂmﬂﬁuﬁf L. acidophilus ua¥ P. freudenreichii
doenfiniler@nanmnistiesenvstessinnllsiuluus Ay linnsuaninuuiingy Tagldidesiiunsg
UFInAdmR U (dry matter intake: DMI) meﬂiqaLﬁ'uﬂixaw%mwmmzgmmwzﬁ“m'ﬁﬁl,v‘ﬁqLLaﬁuﬁqm (Boyd, West
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