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Abstract

In this study, L. paracaseisubsp. paracasei BMSE-K23 isolated from kimchi was evaluated for its
biochemical characteristics, safety, antioxidant activity, and antibacterial and antibiofilm effects against
multidrug-resistant (MDR) P. aeruginosa. The strain BMSE-K23 was identified by 16S rRNA gene
sequencing, typical enzymatic activities and carbohydrate utilization profiles of L. paracasei. The strain
BMSE-K23 showed no resistance to clinically important antibiotics based on international guidelines,
confirming its safety as a probiotic candidate. The cell-free supernatant of strain BMSE-K23
demonstrated significant antioxidant activities in DPPH, ABTS, and SOD-like assays. Moreover, the
strain BMSE-K23 exhibited inhibitory effects on the growth of MDR P. aeruginosa and suppressed
biofilm formation by more than 90% in a concentration-dependent manner. These results indicate that
L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23 is a promising food-derived probiotic strain with antioxidant
properties and strong antibiofilm activity against MDR P. aeruginosa, suggesting its potential
application as a complementary strategy to control biofilm-associated infections.
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.M 2

A FgE AR} @ F-g0 & Ql5f T (multidrug-resistant, MDR) Al9] &do] 71
ShEI Qlom, o= A A4 FFEA0 Hzet PR QIAEI Qltk(Ventola, 2015; World
Health Organization, 2014). £3] Pseudomonas aeruginosar= =< WAZR FAA AT 4L 53
A el 7|, B BN T 4R 9 Az o] SR Yelow wsy
Qlth(Lister et al., 2009; Moradali et al., 2017).

P. aeruginosa®] {R/32 BH F2 T FAu= AAEbiofilm)Tt BHSHA Awrelo] lom
B A S AT 45 W WS SmiFo A ARel AR A4 gEL FAg

=)

=
osterton et al., ; Flemming ef al., . A = . Aeruginosa~— -
C l., 1999; Fl ing L, 2016). AA|Z =T AME9] P g =BG Al
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(planktonic state)o]l BIsf| Y] tisf o) 44 Hf o}f2] Y/dE Yehls 2e& HiEth
(Mah and O’Toole, 2001). o|2f3t SHAIE FE517| I3t tieto R, FAkd(lactic acid bacteria, LAB)
2 o A 87 oS W 9 BT PAo| FBL IUckCoter ef al, 2013; Lebeer
et al., 2008).

AR F714L HEE 4L THleas B opeiet AEAL thabibES A/dste] A Al
AR RELE PALS AR5 Ao R I A Ut Ouwehand and Vesterlund, 2004; Zacharof and
Lovitt, 2012). 3] Lacticaseibacillus paracasei= 7Y 2 T FAZ G TZ2HO|QE FF2A4,
79, W 2 AT} ToIT YA A0 AT o 58S B4 A0 Te] ATl
B EQIt) o]9} I Lactobacillus L Lacticaseibacillus & w559°] P. aeruginosa®] =49t
/3% quorum sensing AAES AT 4 9ol ASH v Sl

SHE, AX =t AN HA AR dEA glom, A f faktE WA, Wakd
9 735t 3k SAS AY SES AEd EAS B85k Qtklung ef al., 2011; Park ef al., 2014).
B Aol 7] 89 SAkto] AZET U WY T2k 24Tl o) B % BB I
= Uehd & 2s Halel, 7154 vAE ARCEA Y &8 7RsAdo] AAE Qiok ey
AR AR oA B8 Lacticaseibacillus paracasei subsp. paracasei] TFAIWA] P. aeruginosadl|
gt et 2 BET SE AARLE HIIgE Ate AlRHAR] Aot (Moradi er al., 2020).

wEta B o AR 52 L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K239] THAIUA] P.
aeruginosa®l| T3t Ft H FPYE A RIS KL o Bl A FH vFES &8
M2 FET Alof A 7hs/dZ AXlstaAt gk

Ol

II. THE 2 ditd

1. Ag 2=

Aol ABEH Pseudomonas aeruginosa CCARM 0223, Pseudomonas aeruginosa CCARM 0224
A= YA I FF-29Y(Culture Collection of Antimicrobial Resistant Microbes, CCARM)JJA] £
% ol Al

2. Nz Z4|

£ #FE Wi HGAS 10,000 rpmolA 2027 ARSI AdSdE F3 0.2 pm
membrane filter(Hyundai micro Co.)Z2 oji}slo] 3|AE =718 0|83l 38 5=t & 0.1M
NaOHE pHE 7.008 4% AL A2 A3}t

3. 4X| R R4 22| ¥ SH

A AlEE Lactobacilli MRS broth(Difco Co., Sparks, MD, USA) 5 mLo] 10% (v/v)& FZ3t
T 30ColA 2441t St BiFSIATE. O] MRS broth 5 mLof| 10% (viv)&2 A FE]T T 30CA
24A|17¢ B ujoFelgict. viF & A4kt 78 uliR]9l Bromo Cresol Purple(BCP) plate count agar
(EIKEN chemical, Tokyo, Japan)o] ¥t =gt & 30ToA 48417 viFslSlal, AR A3/dstod]
w2 S BHT colony o) 44 Hefsech Helgt #e] gkt SA4S Bl
3 API ZYM kit2} API 50 CHL kit(BioMérieux, Craponne, France)E 0]-8510] A=A 2|3
we wa 4 W TSle WA ofRE WESIIOH, ofF 165 RNA 7] AR HAlsle]
2% ZABIYTHBIOFACT Co., Dagjeon, Korea). B7|AYD BAS Jafl ARSE pirmer= 27F (5
-AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG-3") ¥ 1492R (5-TACGGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3")o|H, HA5}t
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G7]M G EZBioCloud website(www.ezbiocloud.net)2] 16S database tool& 7|HHO 2 HFE w59
F7IMGRL Hlwsto] B2 435 790kt ARS<r(phylogenetic tree)i= MEGAIl 2199
neighbor-joining B'H-S ARg5}lo] ZHAJSI9ILY.

4. PN WY Bt

2] o0 PIA U B4 Tefst] flel REARRPAH(EFSA)S] Zho|Eaklof we,
E-test strip(Kisan Bio Co., Seoul, Korea)& ARg-510] MIC 4FS HESIQIL) o] 245 MIC 7+
EFSA 7lolEzkel9] cut-off value@} H| Wl

5. DPPH Radical 245 &4

DPPH radical 27'5-S Gang 5(2021)] HPHS 2 viggslo] 41t PTEZO 2L 0.5%
ascorbic acidE ARESIH.OH, 100% ek AR89 0.2 mM DPPH (1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl)
solution (ODsy=1)& ZAI5}3tt. DPPH solution 180 pL9} Alg W PP ZAE ZH2F 20 ulX) &gts}
of PAoIA 30427t HEGAIX] T 253 SFLeA|(BioTek, USAYE °l8510] 520 nmojlA| FF=E 575t
AL, Tho] ArtAle E3l DPPH radical 2755 ARtSIA

DPPH radical scavenging activity (%) = [1 = (ODgampie/ODcontro)] % 100

6. ABTS Radical 275 &%

ABTS radical 2452 7 mM ABTS2} 5 mM potassium persulfateS S35}l A-20)| 4 *|5go}o]
16X17F 57t §EGAIX] 3 ABTS' radical-& B/gAI M, g0l AR&Z ABTS solution 100% gt
2= O8] 734 nmoJlA FBE=T} 0.70] HEE 2510 ARSI FAUNETCEE 0.5%
ascorbic acidS AR5} O™ ABTS solution 100 pLo} AlE U FANZAS 212 100 uLA 23516}
o] 37C oA 1087 WAl & 734 nmolA FFEE SASIALL, tF9] AXtAE 5
ABTS radical 2745 AXFo}GTH(Shahidi and Zhong, 2015).

ABTS radical scavenging activity (%) = [1 = (ODganpie/ODcontrot)] % 100

7. Superoxide Dismutase (SOD) QA X

SOD $AH4 279 Markiund 9F Marklund (19740] 312 0% Wigslol Ssiict. )
ZAO 2= 0.5% ascorbic acidE ARESIFCH 0.5 M Tris-HCIZ Bw4~§ &35} bufferE XAISH
3 buffer 130 pL, A|Z 10 pL 2 7.2 mM Pyrogallol (Sigma-Aldrich, Co., St. Louis, MO, USA)
solution 10 pLE RIS FAloA 1027 HESAIZ]AL | M HCL 50 pLE gof B2 S84
F 420 ol SUES Zelglon] heo] AN 59 SOD SRS ARSI,

SOD-like activity (%) = [1 _(ODsa.mple/ ODcontrol)] x 100

8. EAXoHsT(Minimum Inhibitory Concentration, MIC) & EAARESE(Minimum
Bactericidal Concentration, MBC) £l°I
Wiegand 5(2008)2] broth dilution methodS 0]-85}0] A2 359It tHAUA P. aeruginosa
+ Tryptic Soy broth (TSB, Difco Co., Sparks, MD, USA) 5 mLO|| 2% (v/v)& &Zolo] 37ColA
247k HioFRE &, EHE ARESte] ¢ 10° CFU/MLE 24sto] Aglo] ARgat3itt. 96-well
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microplate(cell culture plate, SPL life sciences Co., Ltd, Korea)o]] TSB broth®} Al2E Z}2} 125 pL A
Z715to] 2-fold serial dilutiongh & <=5 273 THAWA FAS 50 pL HEoto] 37ColA 24A1E
HjFsRATt. o] % HifHS TSB agar plateo] ZAEEGIo] 37CAA 24A17F vt & et A4
o2 SIsiglct. M2 Aol ASIEE BEE HARSEMIC), ek A4o] SIS o
S HLREEMBORE A5

9. Congo Red X|A|A4S &5t W=t HY M

e B4 oA aE gRIsk] A HAIWA P aeruginosa®] BT B4 oRE ERIsH]
Ql5lod Congo red A|A|2kS ARg5}o] 23S 485193t Microtubeo] Congo red Z|A|2kS 715t
2% glucose TSB broth 1 mLO]| o= BiFH 200 L& HFsto] 37C oA 48417 viFstoiTt. Bk
T 600 nmoJA FBE=E S7FSIUTHCho ef al., 2022).

10. =29} 3y Ad =ut

CHAYS P. acruginosa?} AR A4 ato] chet o] E3ke Blsp] 918 Drumond $(2023)
o) We A% Wgsle] 4Usch TN P aenginosa® RS A8t FHE 10
CFU/mLE 243t 7S Ago] ARE5F3AT). 96-well microplate]] 2% glucoseS 713t TSB broth
o NRE 242 125 pLA A71sto] 2-fold serial dilutiondt & 50 uLe] wHS HEslo] 37CoA
48071 OBIGITE WI%F B 7 wellS B 33] A|Aslo] AZSISLON, 0.1% crysal viole
(Sigma-Aldrich Inc, Seoul, Korea) solutionS 7[5}0] 3057F GMsty 4= 33] A&5t & AR
SHTE Z2E wello]l 33% acetic acidE 715t G B=EE S8IA] & 595 nmoA F3=

g 2459t

1. SHEN

E ASoA A 27} 3He] BAISH 42 Graphpad Prism 8(GraphPad Software, San Diego,
CA, USA)E ARE5lo] i mean) ¥ HFH A (standard deviation, SD)Z ¥7|5Ftt &S + 15
2] SAA Aol Student’s ¢ testE ARG B7FIAOH p<0.05 oA SAA Folde wet
st

n. Zap o oz
1. ZX| R R4 Y Y dslelH £ &4
E A3lof|A EJgt # BMSE-K239] 16S tRNA 2%} 71X A 23} L paracasei subsp.
paracasei’ 2} 99.79%2] SAPIE Lo} BMSE-K23 w525 L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23 0 2
U5 (Fig. 1). BMSE-K23-2 API ZYM -4]0f|A] phosphatase, esterase, arylamidase 2 glucosidase #|&
a4 S YERNQITHTable 1). BMSE-K230]}4] alkaline phosphatase 2! acid phosphatase 2430 5-A]
of TEH M2 Wt IRIE tiAket wE Aa AlAgo] EEE0] S-S A, ol fAREY]
=2 9l oby A9} vk S40= HuwE vl Qlk ESt esterase B esterase, lipase Z/0] HEE
Ak Fhkto] A g2 R Tdt 718 FEA0E Joid 4 S= vlshy, o= R
A 9 A 230k 7157 A1 BeIElo] =OJ=| QIHK(Chen ef al, 2021). BMSE-K239i4 8
-glucuronidase B/go] AEEA| 92 A2 LEHO|QE FH 5= HlofAf b SN 344
AHE R, o] fAkE Al Aol SR 710l AEE AL It (Gueimonde et al.,
2004; Monteagudo-Mera et al., 2019). API 50 CHL £4 Zi}Table 2), BMSE-K23-2 glucose,
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Lacticaseibacillus chiayiensis NCYUAST
92 Lacticaseibacillus casei ATCC 3937

95 ‘ Lacticaseibacillus zeae ATCC 158207
100 ‘ [ Lacticaseibacillus paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23
100! Lacticaseibacillus paracasei subsp. paracasei ATCC 253027
Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus JCM 11367
| ‘ Lacticaseibacillus mingshui is117-17

1 () " . z
100L | acticaseibacillus yichunensis 33-17
1

ibacillus parakribbi YH-lacS6'
100! TN - .
Lacticascibacillus kribbianus Y H-lac21
Lacticaseibacillus zhaodongensis 1206-17
99| I Lacticaseibacillus brantac DSM 239271
97! p— S,
7 Lacticascibacillus saniviri DSM 243017
Lacticaseibacillus porcinae LMG 267677

Lacticascibacillus suilingensis ZW1527

5| Lacticaseibacillus jixianensis 159-47
93 Lacticascibacillus camelliae DSM 226977
96 | L scticaseibaciiius hegangensis 7347
—
0.01

Fig. 1. Neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree of BMSE-K23. Bootstrap values (expressed as a
percentage of 1,000 replications) >65% are shown at the branch points. Bar, 0.01 substitutions per
nucleotide position.

Table 1. Enzyme activity of BMSE-K23 using API ZYM kit

Enzymes L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23
Alkaline phosphatase +
Esterase (C4) w?
Esterase lipase (C8) +
Lipase (C14) +
Leucine arylamidase =
Valine arylamidase +
Crystine arylamidase +
Trypsin w
a-Chymotrypsin -
Acid phosphatase +
Naphthol-AS-BI-phosphohydrolase +
a-Galactosidase -
4-Glucuronidase -
-Glucosidase -
a-Glucosidase +
-Glucosidase +

N-Acetyl-4-glucosaminidase -
a-Mannosidase -

a-Fucosidase -

Y +; positive, ? —; negative, * w; weak positive.

Resour Sci Res, Vol. 8, No. 1 | 17
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Table 2. Carbohydrate utilization activity of BMSE-K23 using API 50 CHL kit

L. paracasei subsp. L. paracasei subsp. L. paracasei subsp.

Substrate paracasei BMSE-K23 Substrate paracasei BMSE-K23 Substrate paracasei BMSE-K23
Glycerol -b Mannitol + Melezitose +
Erythritol - Sorbitol - Raffinose -
D-Arabinose - a-Methyl-D-mannoside - Starch -
L-Arabinose +) a-Methyl-D-glucoside - Glycogen -
D-Ribose - N-Acethyl-glucosamine + Xylitol -
D-Xylose - Amygdalin - Gentiobiose -
L-Xylose - Arbutin - D-Turanose +
D-Adonitol - Esculin + D-Lyxose -
Methyl-S-xylopyranosicle + Salicin + D-Tagatose +
D-Galactose + Cellobiose + D-Fucose -
D-Glucose + Maltose - L-Fucose -
D-Fructose + Lactose + D-Arabitol -
D-Mannose - Melibiose - L-Arabitol -
L-Sorbose - Sucrose + Gluconate w)
Rhamnose - Trehalose + 2-Keto-gluconate -
Dulcitol - Inulin + 5-Keto-gluconate -
Inositol -

3)

D — negative, ? +; positive, ® w; weak positive.

fructose, galactose, lactose, sucrose & trehaloseS E3ISF TIFSH o}l 53 0] 88 4= QI]lom, o=
L paracasei7} % 0184 ST B2 TR HIIHL ZH £ Holl Ao WS By}
(Hammes and Hertel, 2009). £3] inulin % N-acetyl-glucosamine ©-8/3-2 ZzJdjo| €] 714 27 sio]
A 220) Ak ot Y 5300 7107 4 Sl BHOE sheislnd, olefat 712 0|84 vl
98 7154 BN F93 A4 Ao} Siek. W ribose, mannose W AR O[FFE 0|83
2| B35t BIR= L paracasei Z WM T #5 7F E531= thA} A 20 Xfo|7F 2R A|AL5hH,
olgfet H#HEFH thPIS AE Fel AARFolA WIHSHA EaEthZheng et al., 2020). SHHORE
BMSEK239] 4 4 W ¥eSIE 0} Zeuldle SRAE 7 L paracasel #52)
ol thAHE B33 SSHEAE AR F Sold B4 WA vehfol, 7154 e Aelo A
9] &§ 7S T

2. A LY =0l

FAikto] A Ui ke ZEHlo] QEIA0] Q1| A8 QPR Ui A Ho] 92 Hl
Ael7] Y8 LAY, L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23-2 ampicillin, erythromycin,
clindamycin ¥ tetracycline®] t3l] MIC gto] H5F 4| 7fo|=2keloflA] AA|SE cut-off 7|5 |3}t
2 Ukt A Al She(Table 3, Fig 22 HIZ 4 UUTHFAOWHO, 2002; EFSA,
2012). SANF FAIA WA H7loA AR CE £ Q3% macrolide 2 lincosamide AFof| ot

18 | Resour Sci Res, Vol. 8, No. 1
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Table 3. Antibiotic susceptibility values for L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23 obtained by

MIC test
Antibiotics" AMP GEN ERY CLI TET
MIC cut-off value (mg/mL) 4 32 1 1 4
Detection value (mg/mL) 2 32 0.75 0.5 1.5

D AMP; ampicillin, GEN; gentamycin, ERY; erythromycin, CLI; clindamycin, TET; tetracycline.

Ampicillin Gentamicin Erythromycin Clindamycin Tetracycline

Fig. 2. Comparison of MIC test of L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMISE-K23 using various antibiotic.

AL Es] 5951 18Ew=d], BMSE-K23-2 erythromycin@} clindamycin®]] T3] @& MIC
%S UeRfo] Mol K5 WY SHAE BRI %2 7RsHol rhy WEECHERSA,
2012; Sanders et al, 2010). ESt gentamicino| THet =& MIC X Lactobacillus 2
Lacticaseibacillus %014 36808 B%l= W& (intrinsic) E4C=, A U3 ESot
£ AR Aol FHst dAo® A%t Danielsen and Wind, 2003; Sanders et al.,
2010).

oA fARFS] A U Bk b B #d 84olm, BMSE-K23Z WAA
E45 AlYsl ddHos Fa% AN dish e HERHA ot kg ZEHlolQ
YA ZH JF7 759 5 QICHFAO/WHO, 2002; EFSA, 2012).

3. gist gy "ot

FANFS gRitst 24 Bt BARE AAE B 71 JAEE Hrlcke S AR,
L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K232] 8% Al5-90-2 DPPH radical A4 S-40]A4] 76.07%2]
A7 = Hol 2 &3 A FASHA|Q] ascorbic acid(93.15%)2} H]wsto . §-0]u|$t radical A|7
/S Ui Ick(Fig. 3). ABTS radical 275 #4104 BMSE-K23-2 84.55%9] & &7 /<
Ho] AR 0.5% ascorbic acid(94.3%)0] =3t £ UERNRITKFig. 4). DPPH % ABTS
FAoA] TR Ak S Al QR RH|E fEfols, fUAF 9 SRl AEAL tiAKEE]
osf vz 4= 9lom, ojHgt HIAUSS ERARE o ANES o= 3 ] AF Ao
A= B1% v} Itk Xing et al., 2015).

SOD A+ &4 H71ollA BMSE-K239] BlQF AFSHL- 40.05%2] EAJS LJEF O] 0.5% ascorbic
acid(89.22%) TH] Tha W2 0]l O UFig. 5), ol PIE Rl Ik} At Al =
ATUIBHE Q012 A SS 2o MRS o) HRHoR WA S IS Mk Az
49 4= QUthLiu et al, 2015; Zhang et al., 2020). SARF 82 SOD GAF ZAL <5 Y] Als}
AEYA A3to] 7HHAHOR 70T & Y= BAHLE BUIEM, 53] UhE radical 2745

Resour Sci Res, Vol. 8, No. 1 | 19
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Fig. 3. DPPH radical scavenging activity of L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23.
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Fig. 4. ABTS radical scavenging activity of L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23.
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Fig. 5. SOD-like activity of L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23.
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e 35 A} o] AlA Adto] tigt 7]of 7Rs/do] ARSI JIHK(Xing er al., 2015). & A5+
oA T2 BMSE-K23 53 S49] At &2 439l 7|53 B4 A7 H, HAWA
P, qeruginosa®) AZa 92 31 R RS Aofdleis 2 70 22 B3} oslo] s
2 Uk Absl AE | A(reactive oxygen species, ROS) & TRIEY] redox 332 AET9] Wd--F4]
9 FAEHA FH53 AAE 9 3910F HUEW, quorum sensing(QS) FA| Ak} AEH AL
AoARgotiA e g4 2 He I B1dFo| YIS A 4 JrHGarcia-Contreras ef dl.,
2015). TESH L AFollA= FAESIA|(N-acetylcysteine 5)7} P. aeruginosa AJ=9}F 3H7304 Q] Y
Al Bk e WA #E @0 9% £ o 5ol EarE B Qlof, & 5o sl Avke
BMSEK23 ) B40] vapA] 7]uke] chrlsa) Aol Moz B8 7ksHe HaHoE S
Uoke ZAZ AAIE & SIth(Higazy et al., 2024).

&

4. MIC ¥ MBC =k &l

CHAIUS P. aeruginosa= 71& YA A= A AR7E BIEIste] tid] ot H2ke] B Aol
A&H o7 A7|Eal =Y, L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23-2 THAWA] P. aeruginosa
CCARM 0223 & CCARM 0224 #o] sl Z2F >15.42 mg/mL E >7.71 mg/mL2] MIC &S
Uejtlol SA S 20| o1 HUES] APE BRHOR T S AL S BofRYL) A
29 9 T 570l ol pH Aol o F31 F71, ARA B AMEE A4 5 Behee)
71730]| osf == Ao ARA o, ofet 714 THZ gl P. aeruginosa©l WA=
A% A a3 YERE 4= 9l8o] RE 3l QItKAlakomi ef al., 2000). £3] CCARM 0224 +520]|
A1 1542 mgmLe] MBC gto] E<1%E ¥HH, CCARM 02230]4= MBC7t TAEA] OFe H2 Bt
o] E/Jof wet Aolet It W2 R & s HERACE 2 A5RolA ER1E MIC 3 MBC
P mgml FFO R, YVHAQl ARAL FAFA] MIC 9 (ugmL)et A5 Hlwslrlofl= A7t
ALt o= Aol ARGRE AlETF T A ShekEo] ofd, Akt B e 2 Eet thARt
= EEolRks Aol 71905h 71€ AFSolME Ak el Fat 289 MIC g2 mg/mL 9
& HIEE 397 Uk webA o=’ 23z & o], BMSE-K23> THAIW/] P. aeruginosa©] thsf
ofu] A= AR A Bxfel REARQI Aut A3E UEhlo], fikt 3 24 83 HIAAl
719t et A 71573 sk 2E siAd 4 QrkTable 4). BMSE-K23 3 &4
CHAIWAE P aeruginosa <470l Hish 20 Q= 447 oAl axkE Wefdlo], fikt F2 It =20l
71E P W £AE BES 4 Qe A Higke] 2 & S-S AR ey & 3t
A AR o 55 dCE T in vitro A9 A Z[HISHAL Qlow, o] whet At
AINMBC)7F LA WA oMtk HollA, sig 229 Fat 2Hgo] HHZQl At avphnt
© 7 4% Al ° 2A 710 71/ HiAIE 4= Qi mEbA 2 A3k BMSE-K230] T
AR SR A A-80] 7hseE s |Eths, o 54 Al B 71E A A HE
St HIPEA 719 HEH o A9] RS AlAlsks 712 ARE A= oo gtk

Table 4. Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC)
of L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K23 against multidrug-resistant P. aeruginosa

Multidrug-resistant P. aeruginosa

BMSE-K23
P. aeruginosa CCARM 0223 P. aeruginosa CCARM 0224
MIC (mg/mL) 21542 2771
MBC (mg/mL) - 15.42
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5. Congo Red BrothE S5t 429 &4 o}t

Congo red A|A|2kZ 0|83t e BAZ e 8 74 A& Ax 9 184 &
(extracellular polymeric substances, EPS)T} G& 719] 2% EAS 7|8t g2 BEUF JA AFS A4
Aoz 7k WHolth Congo red= f-A%= 7 thdF H ofg=o|=/d Tl S0} %15}
AL 7= Sol2A dng, BETS FASH Aol AJAlsk= exopolysaccharides, amyloid-like
fibers 91 T A 5ol ARt mi A 2} oFe] HolE RIeitt ARk or BEdr gAo]
A oE W2 739 Congo redol] 2Jsf ©f gt A4 E= S Hzto] P = 20 Hiw
AUtk ol2fgt ¥zof w2t Congo red HIAIE o] 443 3Rt Ay}, HiA|RE 2ok T4
2] 23 vl wotRS W THAWA P. aeruginosa CCARM 2 CCARM 0224 w55 &3t
ZAA AF oz 75t A A2t Agko| TEE|Qik(Fig. 6) St CCARM 0224 5= CCARM
02230] B3} B XIgt A W3} S Ho| o 7F AR A 5ol A7t EAIE 7 g A4
sl chek & BAS B4 W7} ol aelo, o 2k et 99 RS PRoR
H| WSl | Hotks P4 Bde FH R Ak eollA siAlste 2ol Adsith
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6. W20t HA OfFs &0l

S i

TS P. aeruginosa®] =T @442 A A= Aufjo] 8 1oz A=A Ql=d, L
paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE- K23_4 HiF AFSA(CFS CCARM 0223 w04 1542 2 7.71
mg/mL 2] A] FAE] tiz2 ofe] BET B3 90% oVde] fozt =T IA| adks e
QJtiFig. 7A). CCARM 0224 50| 4 %= BMSE-K239] CFS& HE A2 FofA A2 gz
o] foJ2Ql BEd Al a¥E H{tKFig. 7B). Drumond -5{(2023) oF 5~20 mg/mL 1]
BjoF AFSHS HBIS W) P. aeruginosa®] AVEEF FAJo] QoMo 4TS HyEHIoM,
¥ 7o) Azt AT} ulse AS IR

Akt el E 492 WU quorum sensing W, A 9] thdS M Ao E W
33} of3)] 5 B3] 740] oje] WelEE Aoz YA glow, B o)A BT B ofed
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Fig. 6. Bacterial biofilm formation in Congo red broth. C; untreated control (2% glucose TSB
broth).
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Fig. 7. Inhibitory activity of L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMISE-K23 against multidrug-resistant
P. aeruginosa biofilm formation. (A) P. aeruginosa CCARM 0223, (B) P. aeruginosa CCARM
0224. Statistical analysis was performed using Student’s #-test; ~~ p<0.001 vs. the untreated control.
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V. 2 %

E AJFoA= ZAR|oA E-|St L. paracasei subsp. paracasei BMSE-K239] AJsstal E4, 914
4, A B4 9 AW P. aeruginosadl] Higt et X AR DS SHH LR BRI
BMSE-K23-2 16S tRNA 4R} B2 B3| L. paracasei subsp. paracaseiz SE|AOH API
ZYM 9 API 50 CHL £4 A3} &aA1% e L paracasei 75-2] A2 54 T4 Y BpsE
o[- 84 TS UEo] 754 mIEEAY AEd AHdS RISk ERF BMSE-K232>
=4 7holEEiRl 7|@olA A Com Fa%H Al disl e HERHA] ghot e do] gl
905, A5k T /1ol BUSEK239] Bjo K54S DPPH, ABTS % SOD §4F 24 24
Zutoll A aapARl Fitel GRS Ko, ascorbic acid®} H| oIS Wl BESHAoR oJn] Ql=
U} 7K S TS BN B8] BMSER2S SIS P. acruginasa] oo 5912
7 A azer FEAQl At akE YEigleH, siY tAIUA @7t ThEoiulE e
Sk & o= Hf 90% ol AL ¢ Sle A2 RIS o]’ B¥k= L paracasei subsp.
paracasei BMSE-K23 57} A8} 715593 tiEo] TAU P. aeruginosa] Thet 3t 2 8=
o S SAlO] BReh {0t A fE B 34 dAl 49U A, E5] Y S04
TAIREE P. aeruginosa®] B2 F/4S Aoto 2 A Yor Qe A= HAE Kkt
T U= B2 YR Ao] M E= I A8 AR &8 7Isde ARt
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