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UNANED

nsinwadtiitessuiisulassadassansuuaiioandegaiuslafiuansneiy 2 ngu Ao nauUsunm
Lwadlean@ngn (Low somatic cell; LSC) waznguUIHngadlonfngs (High somatic cell; HSC) Feitmnzidsaualyl
9fINISINNZIAEY SruruEadlaanfAnn 529TUR 833 California mastitis test (CMT) wavtadestiuleas Fossomatic 5000
Ingduunanunainuaneveswuafiielaslddoyaansiugnssusumus V3 9838y 165 rRNA smawmaiin DGGE iusiiegns
nwfalaug wAnendeinga o.0mgeeu 2.9Ma9 UsinmuuadiSesiaaaune s PCA 9niassngalanuaaia
wananseenefitud1fny (p<0.05) SenI1a20819 HSC wag LSC $ruaunuafieiade (Log CFU/mU) winfu 4.750.9,
4.29+0.87 Lay 3.81+1.32 lumi0819 CMTO CMT+2 wag CMT+3 a1udiau nukuadise 4 law laun Firmicutes
Proteobacteria Actinobacteria W8y Bacteroidetes am%%'mwm?ﬁyw,%ya 13%a Staphylococcus wag Bacillus Wuwuaiiise
LU way Corynebacterium spp. ﬁm’mﬁiuﬁaa&mﬂfju HSC gand1 LSC Tuwaued Sphingobacterium spp. nuam1zlu
egnengu HSC lanulu LSC Tuvariisllonfomsimzidsate wulndu Firmicutes Proteobacteria Actinobacteria ua

Uncultured bacteria 831@ Streptococcus spp. Lactobacillus spp. wag Bacillus spp. WuuueiliSeau

ABSTRACT

This study is aimed to compare the bacterial population structure of two different raw milk sample groups,
low somatic cell (LSC) and high somatic cell (HSC) samples, using culture-dependent and culture-independent
methods. The somatic cell count was estimated by California Mastitis Test (CMT) and Fossomatic 5000. Based on
difference of V3 sequences of 165 rRNA gene using Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis (DGGE), bacterial
diversity was identified. The bovine raw milk samples were collected from dairy farm of Thaksin University, Pha-
prayom district, Patthalung province. The total bacterial counts in both samples were grown on Plate Count Agar
(PCA) that showed no significant difference (p<0.05) between HSC and LSC which were 4.75+0.9, 4.29+0.87 and
3.81+1.32 Log CFU/ ml of CMTO, CMT+2 and CMT+ 3, respectively. There are four bacterial phyla from culture-
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dependent methods including Firmicutes Proteobacteria Actinobacteria and Bacteroidetes. This method showed
that the genera of Staphylococcus and Bacillus were dominant bacteria and Corynebacterium spp. were frequency
detected from HSC samples higher than LSC samples. Moreover, Sphingobacterium spp. were presented in HSC
but not in LSC. While culture- dependent methods showed three phyla including Firmicutes Proteobacteria

Actinobacteria as well as uncultured bacteria. Streptococcus spp. Lactobacillus spp. and Bacillus spp. were

detected as dominant bacteria.

AdAy: tasaaseusenng wuaise Wile leudnead inas

Keywords: Bacterial population structure, Bacteria, Bovine milk, Somatic cell, Patthalung

unun

Tsaanuudniaululauy (Bovine mastitis) 1u
ﬁiyﬁ’]ﬁﬂﬁiy‘umLﬂﬁ:}miﬂiﬁglﬁﬁmiﬂum ilviAnnsaidenms
\ATEFND 51uumﬂiﬂuuﬁLﬂuiiﬂ%ﬁﬁmmuazﬂmmw
anas Tauuifulsatiudmuenmstddu 2 nay Ao nqu
TsAwuusnauluuLant@1n1s (Clinical mastitis) kagnay
Tsadnuudniaunuuliuaniainis (Subclinical mastitis)
nsUssiuausuusswedlsalunguliuane1nsldisnis
Usaidiuwwadluaninlutiuad 638 CMT (California mastitis
test) Falaunfiinnisdniavvendunazdsiuiugadly
wdnluihunannitaund wadleudnmadduged
dndonuniignastufionsvauswionisindeludu
LLasLﬂuuﬂaéﬁaLﬁaﬁwqmaaﬂﬁummﬂﬁiauﬁ’mu (Secretory
tissue) LﬁaiﬂumLLaﬂﬂaﬂﬂWiquLLiw%aL“ﬂuiiﬂLLUUL'%@%’@
(Lee et al., 1980)

lsawuagnaudanvnunainwuaiisevaleyile
wadunguaunnudfinuld 2 ndu Ao wuafiFonguvan
(Major mastitis pathogenic bacteria) 19U WUATILTE
Streptococcus spp. (Str. agalactiae Str. dysgalactiae Str.
uberis Str. bovis) (Picard et al., 2004; Rasolofo et al.,
2010 ) wag Staphylococcus aureus (Renee et al,, 2001,
Kalorey et al., 2007; Kuang et al., 2009; Rasolofo et al.,
2010; Kuehn et al, 2013) 1Jusiu wazuwuafiiSangusas
(Minor mastitis pathogenic bacteria) 1w Escherichia coli
Enterobacter spp. Bacillus spp. Klepsiella spp. W@
Corynebacterium spp. (Kuehn et al.,, 2013; Braem et al,,

2012) dlngdunuaiiieendeludwinden uonainiu

@ =

aluuafiisedu q Nds1euiisadntes 1wy Pseudo-

monas spp. Mycoplasma spp. Sphigomonas spp. Wag
Lactobacillus spp. (Lafarge et al., 2004; Oikonomou et
al, 2012) WJudu 33u1msgIuveInITATILUATILSY AD
ANSNIZLABIUUDINTLAD LT 8 (Culture-dependent
method) W& uunviingesnsadeunsdund dudes
Taruiunagldaiuisansivaevwuaiiselaynngu
\ieanandesifnvessinomnsidsntenazaniasily
Ao ﬁqﬁmiﬁwmLwﬂﬁﬂmsmni:wﬁmaqL%@‘wamm
Tngliifosondenisiniziasads (Culture-independent)
Wudsnisasiamansiugnssuveswuaiiselaensalu
Freg19uunilnaneds 19 fluorescence in situ
hybridization ( FISH)  ( Intrasungkha et al , 2009)
denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) (Kuang
et al., 2009) restriction fragment length polymorphism
(RFLP) (Frey et al., 2006)

e g High- throughput

sequencing (Zhang et al,, 2014) 1Judu

Fay uiTelsedeensiisuiioulaseadig
Usgansuuafieludegneaiuy 2 GGHIGR Freg19id
Usinaneadlusniings (HSC) uazfedreiifiiwadlaanfind
(LSC) $2e38mnziasauuniiouus1msiasadonas
ATIRARUANTUENTSUYRILUATISELag ¥ Uayaansiugn T Ty
ALY V3 098U 165 rRNA wazinalia DGGE AURIAIY
uanesveUATiSEI N o ansnduisoraduag
goslsmuusnay wWeldidunuafiSaniewanedmsu

o

dhszTamsszuinvastsainuusniauluslauy
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aunsaluardsn1side

\Rudegaiuufivainlauy
AuiogauuAvanrhflauwe N de

S 0.0 mzeou 1.9M9e anun 20 Fre89 deufi

feg191iANazaaLAuLlAR2E 0.02% Bioten (Alkyl

benzyl methyl ammonium chloride) LLazﬁUﬁ;’mm%&LLiﬂ

&

79 NTUASINVARLTUIANA28TT CMT a2 lgLn el

s D

A1 CMT wusngudaeg1ndu 2 ngu naquusnieganden
\wadlean@ing (Low somatic cell: LSC) CMT whitu 0 uas
ngusegaiiiiawadleandngs (High somatic cell: HSO)
CMT Winfu +2 uas +3 urazfegafuiiuud3uns
100 ml $nwgamgd 4°C sufiaviosUfuinig uvsinmdy
3 @ U3ums 20 30 way 50 ml @1nsuania gDNA ¥4
wuaiSelaense nsr9nIUsuIangaslaufindaoindes
Fossomatic 5000 Aud3deuazwaurdniunndainle
0.91984 2.UATASEIITY uazaTatuT AT euuaiiGe
Ve ALY
n1sasaatulsunanenuaiisenaiunde3s spread
plate (AOAC, 2005)

\3e919d0e19tunUSHIRs 25 ml Ty Butter-
field’s Phosphate Buffer (BPB) U3u1ms 225 ml k&30
Jeiios (Serial dilution) auldannudeadlusedv 10°
YUampg19liarA1uL38319Usums 0.1 ml laluauy
981%19 Plate count agar (PCA) (Himedia, India) Yuil
37 °C uru 24 $7lus wdsnesratunuaiiSoudaldda
Uaenidonaa (Swap) Weuwauosasluaisazans TE
buffer U311m35 3 ml RANFIELATEY vortex mixture U1Y
1 w19 gadiula 2 ml Wi duimdeel 12,000 rpm wau
5 Wil Wfungnouwadfigamgd -20 °C dwmiudunouadn
Fudandue
nsanadluliaftdule (genomic DNA; gDNA) uuaiiise

nMassgadLuaiiisIndegeihuungy LSC
uaz HSC nauag 4 fegnedafimuuansinanesuTinmide
wuaLTelann HTSU-01 HTSU-02 HTSU-05 HTSU-06
MTSU-11 MTSU-13 MTSU-19 wag MTSU-20 U311815 1 ml
Juwilesit 12,000 rprm w1 5 wnd iiuagneuwadiild wax

ATNOULLAAT IAAINAITINZLALITI9AU 1N1E7R gDNA 89

wuAfLTuAuynana Purelink Genomic DNA kits
(Invitrogen, USA) 3&p1udnuziivesussn antuin
U310 gDNA flafinléisnenisindganduuasdl 260 nm
way 1.5% agarose gel electrophoresis Tua1sazany TAE
buffer nszualuiin 100 11as (10 v/cm) Wi 45 uit fou
A28 SyBr gold (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) W@y
nsasunanigldnassansililetan (UV) arenineie Gel
Doc XR™ System (Bio-Rad)
AMSIRUUSUEY 165 rRNA waz V3 (variable region)
Yauuaiiisy A1835 nested PCR

n1snUsuIaBu 165 rRNVA daelnsiued 27F
(AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG) wag 15251 (AAGGAGG
TGATCCAGCQ) (Lane et al, 1991) USu1as574 50 pl
Usgnaunag 5X Phusion HF buffer (Thermo Scientific,
EU) 7 mM MgCl, 200 uM dNTP 25 uM primer set 1U
High- Fidelity DNA polymerase (Thermo Scientific, U. K)
waz 10 ng e gDNA Tdiadeumasuslainans Ju T100
thermal cycler (Bio-Rad, USA) Usznounle 30 58U 999
95 °C 1 w1l 54 °C 45 U7 wag 72 °C 45 U9l W
‘U%ijémawﬁm PCR 28 PureLink PCR product purification
(Invitrogen, USA) anai3n157iussmuusiin wdufinu3unn
AU V3 aaelnsiues 357f-GC (CCTACGGGAGGCA
GCAG; GC-clamp: cecccgrcecgcecgsgcegecggegcegegscace
gggg) hay 518r (ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG) (Muyzer et al.,
1993) V31105 50 pl fdruuszneumiiousumsifinuiune
81 165 rRNA 1190 WAldnandn PCR 999 81 165 rANA
HuiiBueduuuy uarligamgiissd 30 soU va1 95 °C 45
AUl 55 °C 30 Fu1dl way 72 °C 30 AU asadeUnIY
1.5% agarose gel electrophoresis Waagauna8d SyBr gold
NMFIATIZHAIULANAIIVDS V3 #2875 DGGE

NAKA® PCR 09 V3 UIN1LENANLANAIIUY 8%
Polyacrylamide gel 7ifl Urea wae Formamide Amuidudu
LUUSIRUdILS s 40-60% denszualnii 70 Taad uu
16 s Tigaumgil 60 °C Fouuaufiduteuuaaded Syr
Gold siawuudiaulauazualu TE buffer USunns 20 ul vl
4 °C $ruiu wd A Judunvuiindsunadiu v 8nads

(Re-amplification) faglnsiueseiiuusilaifidiu GC clamp
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vudaninandn PCR uazdwndifuiuadies Sanger’s
sequencing (Macrogen, Korea) fqulﬂﬂ’lisﬁﬁmuaﬁ’giﬂﬂﬂmiu
BioEdit waziUSeuLiisuiugudeyavesdu 165 rANA 3710
GenBank #2835 BLAST 1donldn191dmesailusunsy

mMuuali (Default parameter)

NAN15IY
Usunangadlourfindreiniastiuiwaduuudaludd
Fossomatic 5000

nausegshuifansadluandne (LSC) CMT
Wy 0 1¢uA HTSU-01-HTSU-10 wagngasiiegneumiia
Angadleunfings (HSO) wundu 2 sedu Ao CMT+2 s
MTSU-11 MTSU-12 MTSU-13 MTSU-18 MTSU-19 MTSU-
20 uay CMT +3 S%d MTSU-14 MTSU-15 MTSU-16 MTSU-
17 Wanue 20 Faeg1e wuiUsunangadlenndinilanads

\Ju Log SCC (cel/ml) 1infiu 5.12+0.41 6.38+0.21 Waz

6.82+0.08 9MNA20819 CMTO CMT+2 thag CMT+3 Aaiu
(»151971 1) YSunanadlanninaindiegnengu LSC wag
HSC dauumnsinanuogNiltedfny (p<0.05) hazUsuiu
\waslgaNAnaInn1535 CMT waziedesiulad Fossomatic
5000 l¥Anfiaenndaatiu Andu 70% (14/20) Tneldinoe
994 National Mastitis Council (1999)
nMsasatulSinandewuaiiSenaiun
wuaiidemuslusegaiuudssuues PCA
figaumad 37 °C 1Wuiian 24 Falug CMTO Wirdy 4.75:0.9
CMT+2 AU 4.29+0.87 Log CFU/ml wag CMT+3 1Ay
3.81+1.32 Log CFU/ml (151971 1) Wudnngudaeens LSC
fUsuauuaiiiFelndeiniu 4.75:0.9 Log CFU/ml ngu
F19819 HSC WU 4.10+1.05 Fslalunnsnegnaiifeddey
dlelUToulilouseninangy CMTO uazngy CMT+2 lal

N o

unne9eg19lded 1Aty wingu CMTO way CMT+3 dA1

o

o

upneeENItEdRLY (p<0.05)

msefl 1 AedsUinandeuuafiSetounuarUsinaadleuin
CMT Llevel Average of total bacteria (Log. CFU/mU) Average of SCC x 1000 (celVmU)
CMTO (n=10) 4.75+0.9 (n=9)* 181.27+113.07 (n=8)°
CMT+2 (n=6) 4.29+0.87 (n=6)*° 2653.34+1165.95 (n=6)°
CMT+3 (n=4) 3.81+1.32 (n=2)° 6786.00+1139.06 (n=4)°

Tassadsuszannsuuaiiteluthundae™s DGGE
Trssadrsuszansuuaiidelusiesiuuings
Freimnziasuue s asuteuarldenfunisiniziaes
FenuiuuafiBsaniamsiasuuenms PCA deuiiau
uansneianun 24 15lulnd (Uil 14) Wunuafidelulvidy

(Phylum) Firmicutes (54.17%) mmﬁqm \Judta Staphylo-

coccus (61.53%) waz Bacillus (38.47%) 5998311 tWa
Proteobacteria (16.67%) 1@ Acinetobacter (49.80%)
Neisseria (25.19% ) Escherichia (25.01%) 14 &u
Actinobacteria (16.67%) 3@ Corynebacterium (25.19%)
uazlnau Bacteroidetes (25.19%) 1@ Sphingobacterium
(49.62%) (U 18)
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Corynebacterium spp.
= . ! 1 Staphyloc
Staphylocoscus sp. == N ‘ | i
Sphingobacterium sp. —\ b %' :
i 1 1- o
\ | i /— Staphylococcus sp.
Acinetobacter sp. \ 1l
\\— y . g
e -
il B ! — Staphylococcus sp.
— 5 1 Bacillus sp.
2 o B — Staphylococcus sp.
p Neissetia sp.
Bacillus sp. .
{

Culture-dependent method

= Firmicutes = Actinobacteria = Bacteroidetes
= Proteobacteria = Unknown
B

31]17'i 1 mnuuAnsawesUATiEEaInIinsmnzidsaie (A) weda DGGE (B) mnuavesuuaiiSousaslngy 1: MTSU-11;
2: MTSU-13; 3: MTSU-20; 4: MTSU-19; 5: HTSU-01; 6: HTSU-02; 7: HTSU-05; 8: HTSU-06

drdslilondonisimisidondednnuuandis
siavua 14 T5Tulnd (Ul 24) wuaiiFedinuldun Indy
Firmicutes (57.15%) \Judda Streptococcus (37.50%)
Lactobacillus (37.50%) Bacillus (25%) s83aunfalngy

CMT +2

+3 CMTO

Proteobacteria (14.29%) 1Juia Sphingomonas (100%)
way INdy Actinobacteria (7.14%) \Hudila Micrococcus
(100%) wonanigimu Uncultured bacteria (21.43%) (§U

71 2B) FeldinuludSnzideaie

Culuture-independent method

Uncultured Lactobacillus sp.
Uncultured Lactobacillus sp.
Bactenum ennchment cultwre
Lactobacillss sp. Uncultured bacternn
Streptococcus sp. Bacillus sp.
Streptococcus sp.
Uncultured Sphingomonas sp
Splungomonas sp.
Uncultured bactermum

Streptococcus sp.
Bacillus sp

® Unculture bacteria
Uncultured Micrococeus sp.

M Firmicutes

[ Proteobacteria M Actinobacteria

A B

JUN 2 AuLAnd1aveuAliieaInIsliendunisinizidesdie (A) walla DGGE (B) Audvewuaisuwsay by

1: MTSU-11; 2: MTSU-13; 3: MTSU-20; 4: MTSU-19; 5: HTSU-01; 6: HTSU-02; 7: HTSU-05; 8: HTSU-06



20 KKU Science Journal Volume 47 Number 1

Research

A15197 2

ANuBardnsIaukuaEludIeg1engy LSC wag HSC medsmatmizidssuazliondunsinizideute

Average of frequencies (%)

Phylum Culture-dependent method Culture-independent method
LSC HSC Ratio (HSC/LSC) LSC HSC Ratio (HSC/LSC)
Firmicutes 18.75 26.04 1.39 26.79 32.14 1.20
Actinobacteria 3.13 7.29 2.33 3.58 535 1.50
Proteobacteria 4.17 3.13 0.75 10.73 10.73 1.00
Bacteroidetes 0.00 2.08 IC - - -
Uncultured bacteria - - - 8.93 8.93 1.00

LSC: Low somatic cell HSC: High somatic cell

31019199 2 Taseadresusennsuuaiisely
A39819n88 HSC wazngu LSC fauunnsieiu 35e1de
n1TnziAeade (U7 3) wuuuaiidelulwdy
Actinobacteria Aia Corynebacterium spp. uag Firmicutes
A Staphylococcus spp. ﬁmmﬁiuﬂfcjuﬁaasm HSC g4

NN LSC dn91d7U58nI9919 2 nau (HSC/LSC) iy

100%
80%
60%

40%

ABUNDENT

20%

0%

IC: Incalculable -: Not detected

2.33 uay 1.39 aruadu assduduwuaiielulidy
Proteobacteria wulungusdiagie LSC asniingy HSC
WU 0.75 i1 LagnuwuALSBlanIzNENfiIee19 LSC Ao
Escherichia coli (2 @#a9813) Neisseria flavescens
(1 f70819) wazuwuAfTelaNIENaUAIE1e HSC Aalwdy

Bacteroidetes A9 Sphingobacterium spp. (2 A19814)

CULTURE-DEPENDENT METHOD

HTSU-01 HTSU-02 HTSU-05 HTSU-06 MTSU-11 MTSU-13 MTSU-16 MTSU-20

Bacillus spp.
Sphingobacterium sp.
M Escherichai coli

Corynebacterium spp.
m Acinetobacter spp.
m Unknown

SAMPLES

Staphylococcus spp.
Neisseria flavescens
I Not detected

JUN 3 anudveswuaiiBeudazyialuiteg1aiiuungy LSC uag HSC nTBnisimzifeaide

drulassairelszensainisnisliendunis
Wnzided (JUN 4) anuadeadeiuluiieg e 2 ngunu
wuadtTelulway Actinobacteria #i® Micrococcus spp.

wazhuaselulWdu Firmicutes Ao Streptococcus spp.

Lactobacillus spp. wag Bacillus spp. ﬁﬂ’muﬁliuﬂﬁju
A19819 HSC gan3ngu LSC 8ns1du (HSC/LSC) 1winAu
1.50 waz 1.20 muaiaudiulWdy Proteobacteria Lhag

Uncultured bacteria SA31uflunswuwiniu
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CULTURE-INDEPENDENT METHOD

100%
80%
60%
40%

ABUNDENT

20%
0%

HTSU-01 HTSU-02 HTSU-05 HTSU-06 MTSU-11 MTSU-13 MTSU-16 MTSU-20

Unculture bacteria Streptococcus spp.

Lactobacillus spp. Micrococcus sp.

SAMPLES

Bacillus spp. Sphingomonas spp.

1 Not detected

JUN 4 anwdvenuaiBewsazilaluiiegauungs LSC wag HSC n3sliendunisimneifeie

350lNaN1539Y
YSunauaaaloundn
Usinauwadlsunanlushegrsiuilaainnisasia
§183% CMT waznisifudieiaiestuigadsnludf
Fossomatic 5000 Iaglda1unaueiunnsgiun1suuingussiu
A1UTULTITBILIALAIUNENLAUYDY National Mastitis
Council (1999) fpruaanadaadu 70% JalndiAasiu
$7897U¥04 Prathumanee (2005) USeuiisuysinansad
Twanfnlutualavesitudl 0. damgseu 1. wnge 1oiua
donAdDITaw @BV 64.1% nsigadleunfiniunn
Juinanmsneuaussvessruugiduiuvedeauieiin
ﬂ’ﬁﬁm%al,%'ﬂgilﬁﬁuu (Intramammary Infection; IMI) 1ag
nsgdulviinisasragaduualania (Macrophage) gy
etudanisinide (Harmon, 1994) wagziin159nu1ead
Windenv1d 1w dalnilad (Neutrophils) wavaulnles
(Lymphocytes) 1n8ausnafinideuazsilfiinnssnau
13U (Harmon, 1994) dewaliAnnisaenugavesiead
odeseuthu (Secretory tissue) (Lee et al.,, 1980) w#
wuheneaslanfnanianisligonadoduuisiets
WiilenainanaLAniwesnsuwlswalagds CMT 91d
N15UsEIHUAIUNIAYBIa THUFNTTUIINLYAALUIFAN
NaINN ALY AUANFIN19E1TALNDILAUIN (Detergent)
wazkUsNARIEAINTIUIYVBInTIdndula A STy
CMT Svnausiotavium 4 86U Ao CMTO CMT+1 CMT+2 uay

CMT+3 ANUANUNTANATIDLA WHANITATINIULATDINGID

Wudnlugdh Fossomatic 5000 anfen1sdauansiugnssaly

\wadmedngeaisaLud (Fluorescent) WdIHLAIDE90E
flow cell silmrgadfinaunisdondldfundasiuain
wastudandsnuntgluaioainnisuanUdesndu
sefuguinliiadesanunsafituwadusiazivadlalnenss
(Foss electric manual, Denmark; 1997) FatuAILAAIn
\AADUTBINTITATINTAS BRI INFIoE LRI Tua1 Tl
AligenAded
UsunauuaiiSedwiun
UnamuafiSerommavosinegiengy HSC way
LSC launneasogefidoddn (p<0.05) lasdusuiu
LUATHS oV anuALRAoLAN AU 4.7540.9 4.29+0.87 uag
3.8121.32 Log CFU/ml 31nd78e14ngu CMTO CMT+2 Uay
CMT+3 AIUa1AU UaUNI151891UV08 Intrasungkha et al.
(2009) A529UsINAUUATIS BT IMLAa T ATy
Sethuusuluansunetmzeon Sminings Fe35nng
wneiAsaie wuUiiauwuaiideuneglutag 5.64-6.67
Log CFU/ml tagluinwuanudunusseninslsunuiead
TounfnuasUSunauuaildetmuaguideaiussnues
Prathumanee (2005) ﬁu’ﬁﬁmﬁlL‘T;Jul,wmzmﬂﬂ’lsﬁﬂwm%aﬁ
Tomnsideaidio PCA (Plate count agan) dafiuifunsgu
drm3unsnsretiuiunauuaiiGevimnlundedueion
Y1 (AOAC, 2005; Wehr and Frank, 2004) iilesoegnaiiien
weLiloaann PCA L"f]uaWﬁﬁug'mUizﬂaué’w Casein

enzymic hydrolysate Dextrose Yeast extract a g Agar
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(Himedia, India) AMnsa-Lua wirdu 7.0 enatdudadia
dm¥uuuaiiieunseiadilianunsansaliuueims PCA
\u a Lactobacillus spp. HOIN1TDIMITINNIE AD MRS
(de Man Rogosa and Sharpe) Fafansemsunninems
PCA wazAmudunsa-Luainiu 6.2-6.5 #390134393 U
a3 PCA 18in31 Log 2 CFU/ml @atfesninen detection
limit 99938 DGGE (Chahrom and Prakitchai- wattana,
2018) Fsluianusansranula
uanninuinauuaiiFenndegiengy
CMTO g4nd1 CMT+3 Mtforainannsrerveinisinde
ngu aMT0 WusseziFuduilaléfudodigiduauay
wuafiFedinaiindiuuegrerinia uwingu cmT+3 1y
svuzdisnesnieveddauliiunevauesenisinielnenis
aSrawadiindenrnisiuuiniieninaneomant
FofudlothuuaiiSennnzdssilivsnauuaiiSedinu
lu CMTO J9g9nI1 CMT+3
TAsea319UszrnsuuAiiie
Tassaseuszensuuaiiiseludiogs HSC way
LSC §re3mnziiosunemsidoniouarliendenis
wzides nulassadsssmnsuuailisennsegieisaes
ﬂEj;JLLMﬂGi'Nﬁ’uLﬁaI%%'LW’wL?TEN uAlATaas19Us291nS
wuniidendrendaiuileldisliondenisinzides il
s 3smaeanmsiulunsEuIuMswI ey DNA Fukuy
ﬁm%"umiLﬁuﬂ%mmﬁnﬁuqmmﬁqLmu'q V3 Mstngiaes
deorahliuuafideiidsnauteslusegnegnidens uay
Tlausasyuuomsasadold wdeflusunadosie
detection limit ¥9933 DGGE dedeaiiusurandelinini
Log 2 CFU/ml (Chahrom and Prakitchaiwattana, 2018)
W300194AN91NN15ENEIUVEY gDNA Tiafaldainves
wupfiSefiasyldflusuniunsifiuusuady 165 mNvA T
Fupaun1s1 PCR vasuunfiaefifisiuiuties (Coenye and
Vandamme, 2003; Frey et al., 2006) u@3dlia1denns
iz aduisnsnsen cDNA Tnense (Direct extraction)
iblau3unas gDNA vasuuaiiiennulinlndifeeiy Flaid
NaRonsLiUT NN T
Forensmziasadenulasadweuuniide

v
o

7anum 4 IWay lewn Firmicutes Proteobacteria Actino-

bacteria way Bacteroidetes Smnuainiu 54.17% 16.7%

=

16.7% way 4.2% audsu (SU7 1B) druisliendonis

U

iwgtaganulasaasiavesnuaiselway Firmicutes

Proteobacteria e Actinobacteria ﬁmmﬁwhﬁu 57.15%

14.29% way 7.14% f1ua1eu ﬁLﬂé‘@LﬂuLLUﬂﬁL%ﬂd
uncultured bacteria 1¥i1fu 21.42% (3U# 2B) 79@0435

U
i
Audveswuaiiselnay Firmicutes Proteobacteria wag
Actinobacteria In@lAg9iU @9nARDINUTIBIIUVOL Braem
et al,, (2012) Tdwafin DGGE Anwilassas1ewauuaiise
U3nagnuuveslauy wukuafiFers 4 Indy danufves
Firmicutes Actinobacteria Proteobacteria i & ¢
Bacteroidetes tv1111U 42% 32% 25% Way 1% A1ua1au
dlewSeuiiisuaiinvesuuaiiseludegs HSC wag LSC
MNBzAsudonuLuaSeWgy Actinobacteria 317
Corynebacterium way Firmicutes 31a Staphylococcus
wag Bacillus ﬁmmﬁiuﬁaaﬁmﬂfju HSC @andingu LSC
gM3187U (HSC/LSC) 111U 2.33 wag 1.39 A1ua16u
gonAdesiusIsudounth dnuwuaTiSoaan dtaain
dreguinnunuuredtaunguamiuaziiulsaiiuy
JnLaU (Braem et al., 2012) USLIEURINIY (Verdier-Metz
et al, 2012) uaviua (Kuehn et al, 2013) uuafi3edda
Staphylococcus Imduannaunanveslsmiuugnaulu
TAUM (Major pathogenic mastitis) IﬂEJLaW’meJ‘WUSZ
S. aureus (Kuang et al., 2009; Kuehn et al., 2013;
Oikonomou et al., 2012; Braem et al.,, 2012; Rasolofo et
al., 2010) @uAla Corynebacterium i C. bovis 1inA519
wuiuizasﬁmL%yaLLazé’maUﬁuauﬁmu (Gill et al., 2006;
Braem et al., 2012) ssadudrudvwuaiSeluluay
Proteobacteria fiaaudlungudiegns LSC ganiingy
§19879 HSC (HSC/LSC) windu 0.75 LLUﬂﬁL?EJﬁIWUSLuﬂEjMﬁ
1auA E. coli N. flavescens waz Acinetobacter spp. ﬁgmm
Huidouszhiuvedauuoiduegluuiaeig 4 wu Aamily
W Yot (Gill et al, 2006) wagiiseaunuluiegng
ﬁmm (Kuang et al., 2009; Oikonomou et al., 2012) @3¢
Wuiy drunuailidefinuanizlufiegis HSC Ao Fa
Sphingobacterium dnaglulndy Bacteroidetes fiaanud

WInAU 4.12% TnatAeenua1uideves Oikonomou et al.
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(2012) fldmaiia Metagenomics Wa g Pyrosequencing
AnwAnumannnansvesuuaiideludegiaiunanlau
fuansainisuaslduansernisveslsadiuudniay wu
wuANLSuAta Sphingobacterium Tughograuudiiien
L%aaiﬁuwaﬂqnﬁﬂaﬂuﬁLviwﬁu 4% uenaniiginsdauen
maﬁuﬂwmawﬁa S. lactis sp. nov. wag S. alimentarium
Sp. Nov. I¢andegneiiuy Tngldermns PCA LAY 1%
skimmed milk (Schmidt et al., 2012)
38llendenisimnviasudenunuaiselndy
Actinobacteria waz Firmicutes faa1udlusiiagna HSC
gand1de819 LSC 8ms1dau HSC/LSC 1nAv 1.50 uasg
1.20 laun 3Wa Micrococcus (Actinobacteria) wa3ud
Streptococcus Lactobacillus wag Bacillus (Firmicutes)
d1ulay Proteobacteria way Uncultured bacteria
feudldunnsnstuaindiegisasingy wuafi3edia
Micrococcus §151891UN150 529U UAD819RINTIUT I
LAY 9nUL (Teat) (Woodward et al., 1987) wavviotu
(Teat canal) (Gill et al., 2006) @1u3ua Streptococcus
Bacillus way Lactobacillus Wuwuaihiauszsrdunudi
Rusaslauy LLas‘ljfmu (Samarzija et al., 2012; Oikono-
mou et al,, 2012; Kuang et al., 2009; Fortina et al., 2004,
Callon et al, 2004) Insian1zogn9893i7a Streptococcus
(. uberis) $dueannandnvodisawinuudniay (Major
pathogenic mastitis) (Zadoks et al.,, 2011) 31a Sphingo-
monas wuannsanelagliedensnegiasasuieafy
31891UU89 Kuehn et al (2013) wag Oikonomou et al.
(2012) WU Sphingomonas spp. tungudiegnslamdy

15AATULBNLEULUULEAIIN15A870 Metagenomics
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wuANLse 4 lndy AeFirmicutes Proteobacteria Actino-

bacteria wa Bacteroidetes \ioSsuifisuauinisnsa
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Firmicutes finafigaluiiegsngu HSC TnslanizItla
Corynebacterium spp. s8sasudu Staphylococcus spp.
way Bacillus spp. WUANLTULNEY Bacteroidetes Aodila
Sphingobacterium wutanizludagangu HSC Wintu
dudTllondensimzidisateny 3 ildu fe Firmicutes
Proteobacteria Wag Actinobacteria A uaansadsnuly
Fre8199 2 Naw uasnuLUATIIETuANAIINIBINZIAD
Ao wuailiseluldy Actinobacteria Ain Micrococcus spp.
wag Firmicutes A Streptococcus spp. Wag Lactobacillus
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ihualueiuifminimasdedsliisemunountiiu
Foyafifaud1fyionisnsuniiiseds famiu was

Y
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