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wuaiidslumsdesamevulilasiuuaiiGefiuenldnfuvesmudaidnludmiaivaland
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Abstract

In each year, Thailand has a large amount of feather left from the process of
chicken meat production. Burning or land filling of those feathers can cause the air
pollution. However, feather wastes can be potential used as substrates for digestible
protein production by feather degrading microorganisms. This study, therefore, aimed
to investigate the ability in feather degradation of 18 bacteria isolated (PSRU 1 -
PSRU 18) from soil in Pathum poultry farm, Phitsanulok Province, which produced clear
zone in skim milk agar plate. It was found that all bacteria were grown on raw feathers
minimal medium and could degrade chicken feather in different levels. Further, gram
strain, morphological studies and biochemical assays were used to identify the isolated
feather degrading bacteria. The results showed 18 strains including, 9 isolates of
Staphylococcus sp., 7 isolates of Bacillus sp., and 2 isolates of Corynebacterium sp..
The first three of high efficiency bacteria were selected to study the effects of
temperature (30, 37, 40, 50 and 60°C) and pH values (4.5, 6.0, 7.5, 9.0, and 10.5) on
degradation ability. The isolate PSRU 11 possessed 73.60% of degradation at 37°C and
pH 7.5. Based on molecular identification, isolates PSRU 8, PSRU 11 and PSRU 12 were
closely related to Bacillus cereus, B. subtilis and B. siamensis, respectively. The results
from this study are likely to be applied for reducing feather wastes and could be a

potential application in the production of protein source for animal feed.
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onsdniuazelaeiamzesnsbslugnaimnssueimsdnininmgs wazdesldunadlusiu
naunuiieandununisndn udiosnnvulnliaunsagndesaanelddeeuluieslusily
nsziedaidadnisldnssuiunsmand uazniennlunszuiumswdssuaulmismani wu
suulideganswanvesluiendaliifuweanesed [Wudu uazidvnsnienin Tngwvulnun
H1unszuIumsldnnuseugeszanas 130 89 150 ssrmwaided uazldanusugs 30 fs 50
Uaudsan 5138 10uiaan 30 fa 150 w1t FisailhiuAsiAudesimdsruuasfunuly
mMandn wagidgdnhanensnesiluvarsvislasiomensnesdluidniu ilkaunmues
Tusunnuuldanas fefufafimataunsliiimatanmiasnsldiouleinngdunde wu
Bacillus licheniformis, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Streptomyces sp, Aspergillus sp. 1Jusu
Tunsgesaasinduilesannduidlildannzsuuss uazdsldviarensaozdluluyula
nsne FsanunsnthlusAuanvulinldusslovdlagean Inoleulesifidesaaoinniu fe
ulusiiasidiua dadueulesilungulusiea toulesiiasfuaausandnldangdunidly
annzfidvamsniinsduduesdusznoulasazgnaiiaazdusenusnisadvosgdunid
wulvdiasAiuaasynaneiuselagalag (-S-S-, disulfide bond) vesduaLnsy LasHu (Bockle
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etal, 1995) ﬁmuvlﬁﬁiuamazﬁﬁﬂLaﬁuﬁluﬂmwuﬁquLLazﬁqzumuﬁﬁgmi 30 £14 80 DI YALT LI
(Gupta & Ramnani, 2006) in1sueulasiinsfualUldusyloviluiiueng q wu nswdade
E;ma’mmimﬂ%‘awﬁq Qmmﬂiﬁum%ﬂv\laﬂ NINaRA1YTINW (Macedo et al, 2005; Balint
et al, 2005) \Jusu %aﬁ]sLﬁulé’iwﬁmiﬂ%aulsaﬂmiﬁLualﬂisﬁﬂidwﬂuqmm‘wﬂisuasm
v lumsdnidentduridansssumafiausondneulesiinfiuay¥38nmsdaden
Joswhilasordonavesinssuvoneulsflungulusiiealnelidoqdunisfusnldniuasy
vuewnaudsifidunauresmaddanamainuinulaseu 1 laladuesaundd uonanilss
ﬁiwmudwaw?éﬁLL&mmﬂﬁu W Bacillus licheniformis KUB-K0006 B. pumilus KUB-K0082
e Pseudomonas aerugmosa KTDW9 @nansagevaansuulnle (Wanchaftanavvong et al,, 2000;
Eksittikul & Kudan, 2012) @Guuslud’lu%mummaﬁﬂﬁmluﬂiﬂLaE]ﬂlfUBLLUﬂWLiEJV]lJﬂ’J’mﬁ’]@J’]ﬁm
SLumimamLauvl,szjmmmLuamﬂfﬂwuawxhiuamﬂﬂiummmww@aﬂuummuamLézja skim milk
agar plate wazthuuafiSefidnaneaevlunsasrndauldlunissevaasuls wazdnden
LL‘UﬂﬁL%'aﬁﬁﬂisﬁwﬁmwQaﬁiﬁmmaauwammqmwgfj wazAILeY siouszansnnlunisees
aanevuld AUinalusiu daduunaeiuguesuuniiefianusadesaatsvulilagldisnng
goudunsu dnwagndugIVIngT MinageunBIAlilavinalaiTine1seauliiana

ad o

BANIUNTITY
1. nmsudeEnefu

dushegneduiingldlunmsuenmuuaiidefiannsandneuledinsfmaainiisy
Fninluiuifmiafivalon Ussnalne T93maiusedsduionsndouuafiGefiansn
nantoulwdiATIAlLEn1NAS YRS Prasad et al. (2010) IaeAudnegsiuludilndiuiu 3 i
wiazd LSS vk UUdNmIEUNLE Y 5 99

2. msueniPouunfiGenaalusioailosdu

miLL&mmL%aqéuw%'émﬁmLauieuﬁmiﬂal,ua Tudostuagldnmsdndonuuaiiie
wamauleingulusiioa Iethiu 1 nfunazanslutindevaeaitoUsinns 9 Tadans aniu
nanliidniu  wazinordwlaldidesdeszfuanududu 10° uazgadrnlaysung 100
lulasdns wazyiin1g spread plate vuemMsLAsute skim milk agar plate (peptone 5 N34,
yeast extract 2.5 N3y, skim milk powder 1 n3u, nglaa 1 N3y, agar 15 N3 waztn 1,000
fiadans) Usulsefiey 1Ju 7.5 muauddeves Eksittikul & Kudan (2012) 91ntutiluvail
gumadl 37 ssrwaldea LilogAanssunisdeslusiuainnisiinaslaseulaladuueims
Lgml,%a skim milk agar plate aﬂﬂﬁuﬁ’lL‘?}Iamvmﬁauﬁﬂﬂ%’j\‘mummitgmL"?}I’ej skim milk agar
plate 7iUSuIaueng 9 Aunazdenld skim milk powder U3nas 3.0 n¥u Aadu 3 Winangns
i) Fetnelanansadunadivadalddnaudedu anduinuunvendla wazsunvedalad
thideivildiinaslaseulaladiun streak plate UwomMs nutrient agar Liladauanialaiiien
(single colony) wawfvuasalu PSRU no.XX LLazLﬁ‘u%JﬂmLwﬂﬁﬁ&ﬂummﬁmﬁwﬁ 4
ssmwaidea eldlunmsvaassioly
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3. nsnadaulszansnmnisdasaansauln

Tunsnaaeulseansamnisdesaarsvuliazlduuaiiselolsiandilislavy
9113 skim milk agar plate Aue3devs Eksittikul & Kudan (2012) Tnsimzidsauuaiise
wiazleloavluenmnsidsadovdaman nutrient broth Uufl 37 semwaded Wuan 24
Flue wdredeuuaiiSeiasyluomisidendeusuns 1 fadans aduemssiind
Usgnaunie NaCl 0.5 nsu MgCl,.6H,0 0.1 n$u CaCl, 0.06 n51 KH,PO, 0.7 n5u uay K,HPO,
1.4 n¥u YSums 100 faddns (e 7.5) wazflvulauszana 0.5 nfu (uiindnidni
wtuew) weiiauda 150 seuseundi ﬁqmmﬁ 37 sarnwaidoa WJunan 24 $alus 91niy
theangUruyiiinismaaeuinaaluiendondanseswsnvulifivdeainnisdosves
wuafide &rednetndy Wlvevuiaiiomiminfiuiuey fuahudnvessulafinely
Lﬁwﬁ’wqmmuquLﬁamﬂisﬁw%mwmi&iawuiri 1NENT

SevazvaINISUBYEANY = [(WO-W1)/W0] x 100
) W) = Jtnauliisudu
w1 = Wmtinvuligayine

4. mMsfnwdninavesaaumgiuazAniteyrauszansnwnstasaatevuln
\FouvafiFeiiiuszansnmlunsdesamevuligeiigaazgnideniiievnulily
nsAnwdvinavesgauniuarAiitevseussaniannisdesaateuli
4.1 Msfinwdnswavesgumnniideussaniannsgesaatevulavilalagnisli
wafiSedesaansvuliaiafluemsirinidaulrieg (Arfiter 7.5) dhluwegfinnuda 150
seusioudl figaumgisneiu Tiud 30, 37, 40, 50 wag 60 ssmuwaLdea (Juian 24 Falua ud
fruaniwiinveslifimeluifieutugaauruiiienussavsamnsgesaul
4.2 FvBwavesriiey deussAvinmmistesaansvulivldlagnisliwuaiise
govanvuliaigluemsdiaidvulieguazimunaefites wiriu 4.5, 6.0, 7.5, 9.0 uay
10.5 Yrluiginnmiga 150 seusioundt Undigamgifimanzay (Idande 4.1) 1Hunan 24
Falus wdadnmanbwiinvesilifmeluifleutuganiuauiiionusyavsammsgesaln
5. nsUsInalusiu
msmUsnalusauiiiiniuainnisdesaulivewwunaiidel®™s Kieldahl method
Tngthanssnegnadszuna 0.5 fis 1.0 n3u wrunszvIuNsEosianmgll 420 samivafua
Hunan 1 9909 Tnefl CuSO.5H,0 5 n$a waz K,S0, 6.5 n3u Wusseuizen Dawadewin
Julensm mﬂﬁuﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ’mEJ"N@J’]Bh‘uﬂi%‘u’mmiﬂé}uiﬂEJIUIG]iLR]Uﬁ@EﬂUiU‘U@Q (NH,),S0, 9%
vinfiisendiu NaOH iy NH, Fsazgndulag Boric acid wdaiarilnnsagas 0.1 M HCL
wmwmwmmumuuau way 'vnm3mmmﬂmﬂsummadiﬂﬁmﬂumﬁmamﬂuiﬂmm
lulasiau feil

%N = 14.01 x (V1-V2) x Conc. of HCl (mol/L) / Weight of Sample (g) x 10
We VI = dinmsvesnsalalasmaedniiluinse sample
V2 = dsuesvesnsalalasraeiniiluinse blank
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mﬂﬁjuﬁ']ﬁhLU@%Ls‘fjuﬁluImwumqmﬁ’u conversion  factor (6.25) LileynU3ane
Tus#u g conversion factor dmsunsmlusauainvulaviiiy 6.25 ilesanvulidney
Tunguemswiindu 9 flaldnguuestn M uuwazeanfu Wusdy
6. VWUNAIBNUTVDILUATIZY
nMsdnsuunaeiusTesuafisedosaaneuliusznaudie 2 duneu fail
6.1 uuaiSennlelsandlidlauuomns skim milk agar azgnihudndiuun
aeiugluszaundlagldnisdendunsy (gam  stain)  n1sfnwidnvaenIsdugIuine,
(morphological studies) WagnsnaaeudLall (biochemical assays) (Sneath et al., 1986)
6.2 msdnduunaneiudvosnuaiieniussansawaedian 3 dfuusnlunis
gosaarsvulimewmaliaiinerseduluana

6.2.1 nsanafALOuLe aﬁ'maLﬁuLaﬂJaaanﬁL?HU%@W%ﬁLﬁmiuamﬁ
nutrient broth (Difco®, USA) Uuﬁﬁgmmﬁ 37 pemalded wefiausa 125 seudeund
Huaan 24 Falus mnifuthemnsidsateluiumisdinrugs 11,000 seuseuniidunan 15
il dradethnduiiinunisendouda 2 ads uasfivwadueuuaiideuldlunsatnidue
Ingldynafinfiduednsazy (Favorgen, Taiwan)

6.2.2 nasiniinafiduemeujisegnlanedmesa thdduedlsan
U9 6.2.1 mLﬁ'uﬂ%mmaLSuLaé’aﬁ%Uﬁﬁ%maﬂMwaaL;J@Liﬁimal% universal primer 27F @
1525R (Brosius et al., 1978; Lane et al., 1985) ImaﬂmwuﬂimmmLauLEﬂuLﬂiaa PCR (Applied
Biosystem, USA) ‘U\‘iﬂﬁuﬂaum%umaumﬁ 9 il pre-denaturation 7i 95 s nvaITua
(5 WI#) 1 59U AUA2Y denaturation i 95 sarnwaLTea (1 u1%) annealing 55 asFLwaLTya
(1117 ua extension i 72 aarniwaldea (1 117l) 30 50U uaw final extension 7 72 asmiwaidea
(10 w1l 1 soumntumsIvEpUNaRART NSNS N weuY 1 Weddus evnlsavadid
wideslusludmeliuasy uazindavdaidueillngld NudeoSpin® Gel uaz PCR clean-
up kit (Macherey-Nagel, Germany)

6.2.3 mvimszianuiandlelve dmandn PCR - d@sitasizimiaisu
fandlolnafiusem 17 Base (Kembangan, Malaysia) wvdduianalelvadilamuseuiiou
AuaumAateadsresarduiiondlelng lugiudeya GenBank lneldlusunsy BLAST
(http://blast.ddbj.nig.ac.jp/top-e.html) vsUssuiisuasuiedlelniveiuuaiieusay
aeuglagldlusunsy Log-Expectation (Muscle) waginsizanuduiusyniadinwinisiag
N1383519WNUNTHARIAIUFURUTN193TAUINTT (phylogenetic  tree) @835 Maximum
likelihood (1,000 bootstrap) Inglalusinsu MEGA 6.0

NAN133Y
nmsiuiiegisiufieusnmuuafiefiaunsondneulediasfiuaainisy
Useu dnnowiies Jmdnfivalan Useinalny 1nsli9319a715ava18610819AULE U1
spread plate unewNIldunALvDIUINT BT uE warAnidonwuaTiGeiiiRanssunisdes
Tsiumnmsiinadlaseulalad wuth wuaiidermun 18 leloian Sasnsnduwosnisiinag
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a

Tauavaunnveslalabunnanefudaus 1.95 89 2.92 ImmmﬂﬁSwﬁmé’mwéauﬁdﬂdnz_jqﬁqm
3 Susuusn Ao lelwian PSRU 14, PSRU 17 uas PSRU 8 wievuunadi3era 18 Telotanun
naaeulszansmnlunistesaarsvulanuinnuaiisounazlelganiivsydnsanlunisees
danaulniumnsneiusening 10.67 89 -73.60 wWosidus Jawuailelelotan PSRU 11 §
UszAnSamlunisdesaansvuliasan (o < 0.05) sesawwn e wuaiiiselelgian PSRU 8
(61.53 Wesidus) uar wuafidelolatan PSRU 12 (38.93 Wesidus) fwma1519dl 1 (Table 1)
Foazdiulgiadnsduveinisiindlawazvunvedaladfulszansnmlunistesaasv
InfigAunidlfifumasansveuarlulpsnuiuliduiustuiiidosannininidauemis
wisiifldunanvesumissiuuniAnanfanssuveseulullundulushioaldianuaud nnseos
aanpuulituinldannianssuveseuludinsfiuayint

Table 1 Screening of keratinase producing bacteria on skim milk agar plate (1") and

on raw feathers minimal medium (2™)

Protease producing bacteria Feather degradable ability

Isolated Bacteria
Ratio (diameter of clear zone (cm)/

(PSRU no.) ) Percent of degradation
diameter of colony (cm))
1 1.78+0.18 17.32+2.52ijk
2 1.55+0.16 23.07+2.44fg
3 1.79+0.19 15.11+1.82kl
a4 1.89+0.13 15.50+1.57jkl
5 2.05+0.19 33.87+3.32d
6 2.05+0.16 12.66+2.49\m
7 1.80+0.05 19.18+1.63hij
8 2.33+0.12 61.53+2.97b
9 2.00+0.09 18.65+0.79hijk
10 2.29+0.09 28.88+3.01e
11 2.11+£0.11 73.60+2.16a
12 1.98+0.26 38.93+1.72c
13 1.73+0.11 30.32+2.25e
14 2.92+0.07 24.13+1.69f
15 2.00+0.08 10.67+£1.67m
16 1.65+0.03 20.33+1.10ghi
17 2.39+0.22 21.37+0.67fgh
18 2.31+0.08 35.00+0.92d

Remark Average + standard deviation from three replicates.
The different letters in the same column are considered significantly different according to

Duncan’s multiple comparison test (p < 0.05).
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]

SLumiﬁ‘hLLuﬂmaﬁua:maaLwﬂﬁﬁaﬁmmm&iaaamamuldﬁu’q 18 lolmiamosdu
Tagl#Bmsdenduny dnvngmedugiuine) wagmmaaeuduadl nuiuaiiFeiviiliiae
vinalaseulalaidfifdiunanvesuunseaiuiusuazaiusndesvulilaynloloany
wuafiSsunsuuanivilfiaveswdaiienaaeuiulalasiawmneseanles (H,0,) Fauansds
awasnsalunsaaeulesinzaziaa uasileAnwfagusisveslaladl (form) wuiuuaiiise
ynlelwianiizusraveslaladifuuuuifgusidliuuueu (regulan  usfianuyuvadlaladl
(elevation)  fishaitu leun Talaififdowuuilidunduildmioiuiisndniios (undulate)
visodunduiiuiadunn (obate) wenaniidmuiuuaiiSeunlelmananusaasns endospore
18 yindeyadunamdsenusadnduwunuuaiidelidu 3 nqu Ussneulusae Staphylococcus sp.
9 lolwaw Bacillus sp. 7 lolwan wag Corynebacterium sp. 2 lolaian (Table 2) T
wuaiisulelglan PSRU 8 PSRU 11 uag PSRU 12 ﬁﬁmmmmaﬂumiﬂa&Jaawwlrimﬂﬁqm
3 gusuwsnaglunguves Bacillus sp.

Table 2 Morphological studies, gram strain and biochemical assays of isolated

proteinase producing bacteria

Isolated Bacteria Colony morphology Shape Endospore Identification
(PSRU no.) Elevation Margin structure

1 Raised Undulate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
2 Flat Undulate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
3 Raised Undulate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
4 Convex Undulate Rod + Bacillus sp.

5 Convex Undulate Rod + Bacillus sp.

6 Raised Undulate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
7 Raised Lobate Rod - Corynebacterium sp.
8 Convex Undulate Rod + Bacillus sp.

9 Flat Undulate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
10 Raised Lobate Rod - Corynebacterium sp.
11 Convex Undulate Rod + Bacillus sp.

12 Convex Undulate Rod + Bacillus sp.

13 Raised Lobate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
14 Convex Undulate Rod + Bacillus sp.

15 Raised Lobate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
16 Raised Lobate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.
17 Convex Undulate Rod + Bacillus sp.

18 Raised Undulate Coccus NT Staphylococcus sp.

Remark NT = not test, + = positive, - = negative
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Tumsmeumginazarfitovimunzaslunssesaasuulaldidondnulunuaiie
lolaan PSRU 8, PSRU 11 wag PSRU 12 %ﬂﬁﬂizﬁ%’%mwiumie}aaamwulriqﬂqmﬁ’amswﬁ
1 (Table 1) Imaﬁmz«nmmmmamauwwﬁﬁaium%iaaaaw‘uulfiﬁqmmﬁ 30, 37, 40, 50
uay 60 earwaldea nuheumgliizausenstesamsvuliveauaiiielelsian PSRU
8, PSRU 11 way PSRU 12 e 40, 37 wag 37 seALgaldod AUy uasiiiefnyinases
Afilovdl 4.5, 6.0, 7.5, 9.0 waz 10.5 AeUszansnmlunisdesaasvulilaeldgumngii
wngauvesuaisounaglelaian wui wuaiiiselelyian PSRU 8 aunsagesaatsvulnlag
fandiendiiow 7.5 (57.60 Wedldud) wueiiFelelaian PSRU 11 devaansvulnliffigniian
filey 7.5 (73.60 1Wosiiud) uazuuadiGeleluian PSRU 12 dovaaevulilddiiandidiiow
9.0 (63.02 Wesidus) uenanilaiinisnageunvsunalusiufitiniuainnisiasade
wuaiideluemsdrfafidvulanuysalusiulugae 0.126 510329 nduse 100 fiaddns
(Wosiduimimindeusinns) TnsuvafiGelelsian PSRU 11 fU3alusiugeiian sesawunie
wuaidgleleian PSRU 8 (0.225 Wesifusdihuinsdeusuins) uasuuaiiselolatan PSRU 12
(0.126 Weosumimtinseusuns) audu

dlevimstasuunvinvesuaiiselelean PSRU 8, PSRU 11 wag PSRU 12 lng
Fnsmduinealeludues 165 rDNA Fawan1siasizddisuauduiusnedauinig
nuwuaiiseloleian PSRU 8 fimnulndiAuaiy Bacillus cereus neilasidudanumilou
100 wWasidus wuafiisglelaian PSRU 12 danulnaiAesiu Bacillus siamensis lnaiiUasidun
Ao 100 Wasidud wazuuafiselalaan 11 SanulndiAeeiu Bacillus subtilis Taed

wWesiduraumiiou 98 wWesidus danwd 1 (Figure 1)

MF767849 Basillus subtilis
9g| MG937689 Basillus subtilis
KY983582 Basillus subtilis

KY962351 Basillus siamensis
KY962338 Basillus siamensis
MG722818 Basillus siamensis
B12

NRO042338 Basillus aerius
KY034371 Basillus sonorensis
KX785171 Basillus licheniformis
KX694465 Basillus licheniformis
NR112637 Basillus pumilus
KY174336 Basillus safensis
NR148787 Basillus australimaris
JX680098 Basillus australimaris

B8

100 MG937670 Basillus cereus
MG839269 Basillus cereus
KY085977 Basillus cereus

— AB089859 Alicyclobacillus acidocaldarius
L NR041470 Alicyclobacillus acidocaldarius

100

0.01

Figure 1 Phylogenetic tree based on 16SrDNA sequence of the B8 (PSRU 8), B11
(PSRU 11) and B12 (PSRU 12) and selected Bacillus cereus, B. subtilis
and B. siamensis strains, respectively, from the database.
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anusena

nmsiadenuuafisonaneuleiinsfwalesuuuemsuddiddiunanves
uimsesfulelasdanamsiindlaseulalal dudunaanfonssuveseuluingulusiiea
WlwanusatiedndenuuaiiSeiindneuludnsduadiausagesaatsvulals Tngannis
neassasansnuuafiSegesaatsvulalasiuny 18 lolotan wazilothundnwuszansamn
lunsdevaansvulnud nulwuaiselaleian PSRU 8, PSRU 11 wag PSRU 12 1Hunuaiiise
fiuszansnngaiianlunsgosaansuuld uazdednsuunvinvewuaiiFers 3 lelaay
laglaanuiiandlalnaves 16s rDNA wuin wuaiiiselalgian PSRU 8 PSRU 11 wag PSRU 12
fanulndiAeanu Bacillus cereus, B. subtilis wag B. siamensis MUaRU Tneidio B cereus
fidnvazveslaladiiusienan (dreulan veulaladiiou (entie) vausd B subtilis uae
B. siamensis anwagveslalailiisusslaiuiueu (regulan) wasiidnuwuzveuveslalaiiinies
ntios (undulate) uenniiledesdunsumowuuaiiGens 3 aneiugasinding Wuuueaiide
uATHUIN JUYEY @313 endospore waranssaadtoulusiazaziaald Jafiuuniiseauis
msuaneuluiiasiualnedo B cereus uag B. subtilis (Laskhmi et al, 2013; Sivakumar
et al, 2013) agrslsinudalinusieauin B. siamensis anansandnouladinsidiuala
uenantanmsvmAgamgiarfevfisandenissesaasulivesuafiForanud,
wuiannivnzaslunisdesaatsuld Ao Mgumgiivng 37-40 esmwadoa wazdian
e 7.5-9.0 lnanaainnisgesaarsaulnlusimsiinvewuaiiisesinlilaansazarelussiu
Fananisneassiiaonndesfuiudseiiiuuifinuiuuaiiiseanauiitiaiuaiuisaly
miEJ'aaaawuulddaummﬁul,mﬂﬂL'%Eﬂ,uﬂq'u Bacillus sp. (Lin et al,, 1995; Kim et al., 2001)
Tne Wanchaitanawong et al. (2000) I seaudimswaneulsdieniueiaede 8. licheniformis
KUB-K0006 waz B. pumilus KUB-K0082 wufienfiusiuideves Prasad et al. (2010) fils
FadonuuafidsainfufiensiamianssuveseulainsfuawasnuiwuafiSefiuenldde
Bacillus sp. wardingamginarfievfiuzaufio 30 ssansadoa uasafios 7.0 uenanil
Laskhmi et al. (2013) $18971U71 B. subtilis waz B. cereus LﬂuLLUﬂﬂL%‘ﬂﬁﬁmmmmmqﬂu
nstevameulilneiigumgifivnzalutis 45-55 ssrwaidoa uazuazaiites 8.5 Bdly
31t Eksittikul & Kudan (2012) 15518d1u’jwmuwﬂLL%V‘]’WU%@W%L@ﬂ%ﬁLMﬁLuammiaLﬁu
Uszansamlumstesaansuuln feiudadiuldinsideuleinsfudaunsagosaatsuuln
LLaxﬁﬂﬁLﬁmIﬂiauﬁuﬁdL‘f;lumiLﬁugaf-ﬁﬂﬁﬁwu%mﬁaﬁqLLazmmmﬁﬂUWUixIaﬁuﬁ K
T dudrunasluemsdninelule

#3UNan1339Y
msfadonuuafiiendmeouledinsfuaseemsudsifldunauvesuumnsoaiuue
waznsageunsdosaansvulilusmsiinannsoenideuuaiiseld 18 lolaian sauun
Inglddnwazduguineuaznismagoumsnadladu 4 ngu loun Staphylococcus sp.,
Bacillus sp., Corynebacterium sp. wa Veillonella sp. tnewupit3e 3 lelowan fiduszansam

Anaatunistosaasvulndunuaiiiselunguuss Bacillus sp. oA B. cereus (PSRU  8),
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B. subtilis (PSRU 11) wa B. siamensis (PSRU 12) Tneilannsiimunzaslunistesaarsuuln
fio flgamgdlutag 37-00 ssrniwaidoa uasfienfiioy 7.5-9.0 uenaniinisdesaasuilives
wuaiSeviliinlsfiudennsailUliusslenilunsndneomsdnidadusumsunisannis
ﬁw%’mmuiriﬁma%dqwaﬂizmm?qu’mﬁammzL“‘f;luﬂ’lit,ﬁmgaﬂ'ﬂﬁﬁ’umaalﬁEJ
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