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ABSTRACT

Objectives: This study aimed to evaluate the inhibitory effects of probiotics containing Lactobacillus
reuteri on Streptococcus mutans and Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans. In addition, the
degree of biofilm formation, initial acidity, buffering ability, and acid production performance were
measured to confirm the dental caries-inducing ability. Methods: S. mutans (KCTC3065) and A.
actinomycetemcomitans (KCTC2581) were used as experimental strains. The number of viable cells,
degree of biofilm formation, initial pH, buffering capacity, and production performance were measured
for comparing L. reuteri-containing probiotics and Bulgaris. Results: The viability of S. mutans in the
groups was reduced in the following order: Bulgaris, probiotics, control. The degree of biofilm formation
was significantly higher at 0% and gradually reduced at different concentrations (p<0.01). At 2.5%, the
absorbance of the probiotics and Bulgaris groups differed significantly (p<0.01). The acid formation
ability differed significantly based on the performance of S. mutans in each product (p<0.05). The
absorbance of the probiotics group was significantly lower than that of the Bulgaris group (p<0.01).
Conclusions: This study suggests that the use of L. reuteri-containing probiotics as an adjuvant for the
prevention and decreasing of oral diseases may reduce their incidence, which can be considered one of
the benefits of using probiotics.

Key Words: Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans, biofilm, Lactobacillus reuteri, Probiotics, Streptococcus
mutans
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2001)"2 2= 491 2[6], 1% thEA] 0 2 4851 Probiotics 0.2 Lactobacillus?} Bifidobacterium
o] ATH7]. AAN7HA] - Probiotics®] 2F-87 172 Blel|e] A5 B 25 O EE Bl JY e Ak8o] 9
S Ul 282 2dslo] B et B2 9l SALS Aol Adete] ol 752 detste] et vy
E9] #2151 2 biofilm B/d< Aslfsto] 7 FE= 7171 Zlolth8]. tee] A utoll A
A2 AP oA 22 A, del=7] Bl A%t 5ol Probiotics”} f-aeto] SH=UATHO,10].
Probiotics®] 717 2-&0fl thgh wiAUZ-2 koA Ay o] UA| LAY dtolA 2-8sh= mAUS
TFARMA 0 R O aeS AR Zlo s Holrhl]].

x| 2}A|of| A = Probiotics &5l et A =7} 27111 Qlow, 5] Lactobacillus 252 717 Al
of|A] FQ5k A2 FFstal 7L A2k oflol] FRl/go] ATtal Hare]u1 Joi12]. 5L73o| izt Probiotics
55 oF2 -9 AollM L. fermentum, L. salivarius, L. reuteriZ} 2|0 F-A1 21} x2S of4}5kctar
BE|QJ31[13-15], 1.5 L. reuteri=reuterin®|2t-E8 = g AT E S 5215 AAs1o|[16] S. mutans,
Candida albicans & T-3"*9/d Al I5 Fda ot 2 5/dw2] 5412 AAIRICH17]. =54, L. reuteri
R HAIE AFHE 789 Bt Ul S. mutans (Streptococcus mutans)@] 420 37H 02 Zhasiti Bl
=) ATH15]. 0|2} Z¥o] L. reuteri $-3- Probioticsoll et 3= S. mutans 24 4 biofilm /82 =1
Sto] ot JRFS Aol B A= ne|g A7 oo} Et, X|5detol Sk A Aol tiFE
mli7§4~(GL, PI, BOP, PPD, CAL 5) Z7gcllR 30| Sk A A7} o] o)A gttt

olo] 1 oA L. reuteris 73t Probiotics”} S. mutans®t A. actinomycetemcomitans
(Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitanslell gt oJA| &atol] vlxl= FFS Hrlelalat gt &5k
biofilm @, 27| AHe, &% 58 R A5 S75t0] X|oh 4] a2 ERIstarA 513

rf
ol
0%
rE

Algol] AR 8oL [, reuteri $7 ProbioticsZ drop FEl (Prodentis, BioGaia AB, Sweden, 2 X 108
CFU/mI)2} 5% 2 -3HBulgaris, § 73, 3, 1 X 10° CFU/ml) S ARE3}3ITt. ool A¥# 12 L. reuteri
31 Probiotics #|2}, A3 2= 55 Haf A2, vt v HiA] A2] 2oz yiro] Ada %
YIACE AR AZ0] 529 A/ E-2 <Table 1>l 212 HAISIQILE ti2E 0 2+ S, mutans T2 BIYF
Slo] TSR] 2 ARS8 BHI HA[HIR] (Bacto™ brain heart infusion, Difco, USA)2} Columbia HA]|HA]
(Columbia broth, MB cell, =)= A2AR] HHAL el whet Z-54et E3tsto] wykstal, 121°CollA] 15
1 97| S AlRYsieich
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2. FLUME B
%|ok9-4) 23} P2l 94 F2 . mutans (KCTC 30651= B4 A LAIEIoIA B} 37°C, 5714k

EffollA] BHI AulA]ol] vie} & Addol] ARSI, w4 S22 $loto] BHI LAHiA| (Bactd™ brain
heartinfusion agar, Difco, USA) S AF&5H9IL. B9k 2|52 83 #5+= A. actinomycetemcomitans (KCTC
2581)& 37°C, 5% CO, 27|/ ElellA] Columbia AulR| o wljeksto] E/datA |1 & Aol %1885, 5%
Sheep blood (Sheep blood, AlLi=]e]=Ho] A, gH=)E % 7FsF Columbia TA4HA] (Columbia broth agar,
MB cell, &) & 0|85}t

Table 1. Composition of research materials
Product name  Probiotics contained in the product Composition

Bulgaris Lactobacillus paracasei Korean cow’s milk (79.7%),
(Namyang) Streptococcus thermophilus Skim milk, Apple concentrated juice (6%),
Bifidobacterium Isomalt oligosaccharide, Crystalline glucose
Lactobacillus acidophilus
Prodentis L. reuteri ATCC PTA 5289 Sunflower oil, medium chain triglyceride
(BioGaia AB) I reuteri DSM 17938 oil (palm kernel)
A X
3- OE‘T = %l

S. mutans@} A. actinomycetemcomitansi= 96 well plate©l] 5 a7 9} L. reuteri Probiotics & Z¥2t
0%, 2.5%, 5%, 10%7} =) == BHI HA[HIR] 2 5] A5} 0.1 mI¥ 55131 22752501 ml (1 X 10° CFU/
ml}& FE3I3Tt. S mutansi= HAERR|0IA] 24417} vl S BHI Ao 7“350}04 37°CollA 24A13F

i Yet~(CFU)E £7451%1 1, A. actinomycetemcomitanse A A| ol A 24A17F8HF 359 Sheep
bloodE %7}t Columbia TAHA] ol ZE-510] 37°CollA] 48X 1%l At4~(CFU)E S7d5H3ith

4, Biofilm & Alsd

S. mutans "7 78-S 5l BIGE 96 well platecliA] HiFHL H2] 11 J74= 0.2 ml= 23] A3t
T2 plateS AXRAIZIT. 015 0.1% Crystal violet 0.05 mlE FUsto] 1587+ Al 20l|A FAlskal 3740.2
ml2 23] A5 5 999 kS 0.2 mlZ 5oiA T35 =77]7](Multiskan™ FC Microplate Photometer,
Thermo Scientific”, USA)E- 0|83l 595 nmol|A S84S5t

5. X7| Az 3 AES HAb

5% 2a®, L. reuteri Probiotics (374 1:1 &8 -£<t) 27} 10 mlZ Falconel] @0t 7] AH=Z pH-
meter (Cond 7110 meter, WTW inoLab®, Germany) 2 3%] 274 & Ha4+S F3Iict d&5-2 784
S pH 77HA] Hgk 7]t E 23 IM NaOH2| %40 2 7Jolst, 10 ml -&24of] IM NaOHE 7510 &
-89lo] pH 72 o] 2=t tj7}A] U NaOH2| K35 Z74J5t3ict.
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6. N

55 48, L. reuteri Probiotics 10% -8-2H0f] 1M NaOHE- 37}s}o] &3 -82lo] pH 70| H =5 Fafst
& 5ml¥ B30 S mutans 7 0.5 ml (1X10° CFU/ml)}S 71519101 227+ wHkslict. o] 892 37°C
oll A 8A17F Hiekslglom, 2417k} 7uio] #iael pHE pH-meter (Cond 7110 meter, WIW inoLab®,
Germany)= 33| Z7Jsto] HatghS Tollch

1. 842N
IBM SPSS (Statistical Package for Social Science 24.0, Chicago, I, USA) SA/ =2 1215 0]-85}0] 2A]
I, FolrE(a)2 0052 51K 78S AAIBISITE CFU 37, biofilm 3 Ak tlztat 2+ 15
9] 5= 2loli= one-way ANOVAS: AJR5I1 O M, = AF 7] Zlol= ttestS AAIGIATE 27] AT
3! §3-5 A2 oneway ANOVAS 53l Tukey ARS8 01831tk 3t AlRtol| 2 Y5 A
Bk two-way ANOVAS A[35H1 21 Scheffe= AR g5

r=

Ag'l

OIF

rf
-
b}
B

1. S. mutans M#4 &A1}

L. reuteri Probiotics, %% 2a-&, ol S. mutansE 53 {2 & A4S 245 A} =
= 8X10° CFU/ml, L. reuteri Probiotics 318 X 10° CFU/ml, T+t 342 X 10° CFU/mIZ S =] Ak A
4= S70lA tiw v A] 52 HE-follA -§2ju|gt S. mutanse] A7 AAlok= ol = qInh
HHH, o=k H]wl A] L. reuteri Probiotics®] S. mutans Allet 94| &k T 2] gtom, & A9l 7+
H|1L A| 55 2537} L. reuteri Probioticsell BIsH -R-2lufsiA| S. mutans Al 237 A4 E3+8 HYS
15} ACHp<0.05)<Fig. 1>.

o
o
ol

—
o

()

Viable Cell of S. mutans (Log
CFU/ml)
~ o

N

Bulgaris (10%) L. reuteri Probiotics( 10% Control group

Fig. 1. (A) Comparison of viable cell count of S. mutans with all groups such as Bularis, L. reuteri
Probiotics, and control. (B) Representative photograph for culture dishes for all group @ Bulgaris @ L.
reuteri Probiotics 3 control (p<0.05; Bulgaris vs control, *p<0.05: Bulgaris vs L. reuteri Probiotics)
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2. A. actinomycetemcomitans S2= £¥Z 1}

L. reuteri Probiotics, &% 2&-7-2] 5E 1 A. actinomycetemcomitans £°3= £ 243, 55 2a-fo
7395 ZAo M 57 Heob A2 52858 (opticaldensity) S LERH 0] A.actinomycetemcomitans
Aol feulstAl S7tohe o] =]l SEASE L. reuteri Probiotics®] S8 =+ 5¢ Haf9] &
F=HHAAS] YA LR, L. reuteri Probioticsell 2181 A. actinomycetemcomitans 48701 JA1E-E
BI5I K p<0.01)<Fig. 2>.

2.5 W Bulgaris L. reuteri Probiotics
tt
2
*k
it
w15 Kk
o
wn
5
1 *h
*
0.5 2 N .
o Ll
0% 2.5% 5% 10%

Fig. 2. (A) Absorbance on the number of viable cells of A. actinomycetemcomitans and all groups

such as Bularis, L. reuteri Probiotics and control. (B) Representative photograph of culture dishes

for all group @ Bulgaris @ L. reuteri Probiotics 3 control (p<0.05, “p<0.01: 0% vs each % groups,
"7 p<0.01: Bulgaris vs L. reuteri Probiotics)

3. Biofilm ¥ &1l 21}

L. reuteri Probiotics, % & &80l S. mutansE 371t 2 biofilm B4 H =& vlul 5753+ At <Fig,
3>, L. reuteri Probiotics, &% 2 & 0%°1X =2 S4=5 UERIAL, 0%} H] w5t &= biofilm 214
ol -geolgt 2to] 7} AATHP<0.01). 2.5% “5-E0lA, L. reuteri Probiotics B 55 Ta-fo] 4=+ folst
207} AATHp<0.01).

2.5 W Bulgaris L. reuteri Probiotics
: I
Tt
wn 15
@
fa) % *x% K%
o K% E
*% 1
0.5 1
0
0% 2.5% 5% 10%

Fig. 3. Inhibitory effect of L. reuteri Probiotics and Bulgaris on biofilm formation on S. mutans. ('p<0.01: 0%
vs each % groups, *p<0.01: Bulgaris vs L. reuteri Probiotics)
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4, ;t7|JL|-E|:|| Q= % -IM.

L. reuteri Probiotics, 5% BHa-§, thz70] 27] A 9 ok ZAALS 243t A Table 2>0+ Z9)tt.
27 A 5% Haf7t ool sl 7 Wtal(p<0.01), L. reuteri Probiotics = Ttk -Fo] 5k 2t
ol2 BGItip<00L). pH 7714 0|2t W3 IM NaOH %2 olsh= 9552tz 0 ml, L.
reuteri Probiotics 0.07 ml, 5% 2&-87}0.73 ml2 =4 Uehtom, [, reuteri Probiotics?} 55 2Ha-§
o] golgt 2tol 5 HATHp<0.05).

Table 2. Initial pH and buffering capacity of Bulgaris, L. reuteri Probiotics, and control groups

Bulgaris L. reuteri Probiotics Control groups
Initial pH 4.24+0.01" 5.94+0.13" 7.24+0.04
Buffer capacity 0.73+0.15" 0.07+£0.02 0.00+0.00

(IM NaOH ml)
"p<0.05, “p<0.01: control vs group

5. 4Hlids At

L. reuteri Probiotics, &5 2&-f 8ol IM NaOHE 7151 pH 72 221 5 S. mutanset 2
Sto] 2|2 A 0 2 AL S Z5IRIT 641 At A] 55 BEG AT pH 55 05k ZH4gie
), A7 A7} & I reuteri ProblotJCS 10%= pH 6.6, 272 pH 7.02.2 94 =itk S. mutans®] AHY
Asoll ofet pH Wstollis Fe 7ke] o]t 2jo] 7} QIATHFig. 4>.

It

e

2 - —+Bulgaris 10%  -e-L. reuteri Probiotics 10%  -#Control groups

0 2 4 6 8 hr

Fig. 4. Changes of pH in Bulgars, L. reuteri Problotlcs and control groups after incubation with
S. mutans. (p<0.05, "p<0.01: control vs group, "p<0.05, *p<0.01: Bulgaris vs L. reuteri Probiotics;
two-way ANOVA followed by Scheffe’s post-hoc comparison)
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Probiotics= in vitro == in vivoel| A 44 Alet2] A
g nAEe] A FPAE ARA 0= o], AUl MR E= A ol e/ mAdEe] F2 A, A
JuiA| ol 2 AA|, Ft-EEe] it 52 B 1S SIettkar B QIcH11]. 7173 U Probiotics
9] 0]-§-2 Aoj & A Mlwt-E2t A A 0 2 A-85to] 117 n| et HefRkgo ke nxl= Ao e B
ofr, 77} 717 2 AR ool =32 & 4 UL &, W H
AlF, 2|7 5 TR oplet 34 AdHe oAl ARl |ho & ol siol G, Al st 5 A
AlAge] ol 9l 2] o= 325k 23k 3trH18]. ofo]] 2 ALol|A= AltEl= L. reuteri 315 Probiotics
7F77 a8 E2] A 9 biofilm B/ A 2482 sh=A] 7 Fskalt sieict.

2 AT 2|0} A1SS U 07 )= S. mutans AFE Gfol|A 55 HR[-7} L. reuteri Probiotics?} tE
ol H]510] =2 S, mutans AFE 7H5- B itk Nikawa 5{1412] 720lA S. mutans 1 L. reuteri 32 3]
A A S. mutanso] 90% o) AFEE 4= Qltkal B rsto] 12 A rAatel xfo| g Btk of= L. reuteri
Probiotics®}t S. mutans 34 B-&0] W-2H|A 7]15K= 710 & L. reuteri Probiotics7} S. mutans 24| &3+
£ UER7 ol 323 4ol 26HA] ZRke A 0= A7, ARESE 57 AlEoll @ dat iR
21251912 710 & et [shihara S{131 L. reuteriet T 0] AL L. fermentum?} in vitroei| A
S. mutansel| thgt A AA E3HE 7HA| 31 9l8-& B 161, Nikawa S{1412 in vitroel|A] L. reuteri S
8o w2 S, mutans®) ZH4S BASIQITE 5t Caglar{15] 52 L. reuteri ATCC 55730 %47 Vs ) AL
£ 2 GAE 357 5851908 wf Bl W] S. mutans 47+ A oM, QL2 Eo] [, reuteris- 47151 2
F1H 585k AgollAM L. reuteri $H- 872 E F-80] Bl U S, mutans 55 ZAA|A 2|04 98-S
Zol= 344 aTtE Hel Ardutel xfol & YEhNSITH4]. o]+ in vitroel|A L. reuteri Probiotics7}
S. mutans AA| E1HE e |0l F28t 745 o FA| X317 ] whZo |2t Ak

Biofilm %/3ol|A] L. reuteri Probioticsi= & &=(2.5%)0l41 & biofilm ¥/do] AA== S BAS
U, 5% dafe] AeoiE w2 555, 10%)014 f2jnlsHA] biofilm /o] AlEl= s Ho
Probioticsel] 2&H 2] F-Fol| we} o] 2fol= QJA|%t biofilm /43S AAlehs a3t Yehh= A
02 Wolt}. o= Soderling 52012 ALollA] L. reuteri PTA 52891] 2]gt biofilm /8 Al &xts Helct
+ ATl fARRS Bl 2 A-datol|A dixt} vl ulsto] 5= biofilm 74| o] 7} Le}
tol-3-= el o 2 T8 % Hydroxyapatitesoll Probiotics”} 281510 S, mutans®] B2 7R 7] &
A Ao Atz ETH21].

+ Aol AR& L. reuteri Probiotics 27| AH=E- Z4J3+ A, L. reuteri Probiotics®] pHE 5.94% A}
&1, o]= Stephan © 20| 2J5HH pH 5.0 ©]5+] &-of|A] x|obrie] ©3]7F ojd 4= ITh= Stephan
TXo]] oJ5k LAY 715 #Fo]| S| 2] ¢kom, Sissons S22l XAl W S, mutans®] pH 5=
7}5.5015k= oA X|op7t -4l 4= QL35 HEAIslth. Bfolo] 45 37 tol ek A7 | = 4t Hato]|
Agehe 58S 5ol Aelslal, & Aol A L. reuteri Probiotics] &H&-50] #A| THaE]o] 27 W
pH 72 F8}=|7] 4185 Hof X|oke-Ale] o wert B3-2 71 0 = AY7FEch Katz {2312 Bl 255 &
Thope} AlE 215 2ha-5 TSk Ul Bl Bl S Aol AFE £ 4 ATHL 5131, o] 5241 1L
F pH7FSAd0l 7P AL AlEe] 1 $H5-50] = O™ AlE AR U At S S 4= Qlo] €31 E
ofet 4= Qlokal Harsto] 2 ATk A|R[FH ESh 2 tollx] 7+ -8-llo)l S, mutansE HE $ 84
ZHiefstol AP s 7ket Al 6AIR 42t Al 5% af+= pH 5.5 oloks e 23]dAdE

o
ilo
12
>
=)
=
g
o,
illg

[¢]

N
s
o
N
)
rlo
rg
19
olN
2
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S
5o izt

reuteri Probiotics= pH 6.52 530l 7F7k- 4215 Eo g4to] A3/d=] o] pH §isk7H 2

L. reuteri Probiotics®ll 2 Probioticsel|A] 2] £5l7} o] 20| 2] 2] kol AHg/g
|51 AactinomycetemcomitansIAFE7 = E3FS AT, reuteriProbiotics” FA.actinomycetemecomitans
F5olM FF2 A2 EAjoilA 4]

2FEERES
H1sjo] 2 A4S 2]kt Twetman §{27k L revteri ATOC 57304
[Z+5<1FBOP (bleeding on probing) 7141

oA, L.
afetege
7HA2 20 & AZFEITh25].
25
THasi= opike K1) o Krasse SP612 L reuteri A
S AL ELAS
s R =Rk

A
ATCCPTASS7FR 8138 2% 59112 1032
242 HOICK 2o} RAIS BT oA L reuter”} 9 A0 2 U1 S mutans?| 9f2t X/efd
AL Q'—] o]
82 Hofzchm A
w71k invitro Q72 57 7
kS

7 A L 2|58 REARI A, actinomycetemcomitans 8/3-S
50] Y5 Probiotics”F -4 A& ook BH 02 H8H 4 0SS
2 Ao e © 2= L. reuteri 37 Probiotics®] £ AlE-Z e
7.0 2 A7V}, o|o]] o= A 2o W)= Cleket A I
reuteri &3 Probiotics S AHg31o] Sak1 P4 W 7173 FEHAHo] tiek L. reuteri Probiotics®] &+ H] i
Beszlor Yzhdrk weh 2
Sl = AR

=
A2 TIAE L)
2 GCF (gingjval crevicular fluid) 2] -2jn|gt 24 g wls 1 1s|ic) Vivekananda S{28F- SRP (scaling oot
planing) 2|52} &A| 2% 52t L reuteri Probiotics A £-8 5 A. actinomycetemcomitans 0% © V3] APFE &
Aieh 374 GRS EoH, Al

Sgke

ol g ol gt vart
AR ARE ol 3 TSR M =] Aol & Aok TAIAR] At
ALA TN A S. mutans 74 G317} QIE ©]-8-= L. reuteri Probiotics®} S. mutans 3141 H]-&0| W]
Al 71R18H 210 2 [, reuteri Probiotics”} S. mutans <A E3+&- LFERY7]of]
3 5
0] x]=A] %A% Probioticse} 7 type & 0=
olo]] T3t 714 Q1 A7} i X1ggE]ojoF gt
2

L =Hd

KRN

g Ao A, o] AMGT B Ao B9 T4 AT 28I Ao WEkElc olo]
JYeie

o2
He 5 2R

FE
=
=L AL X

J
Probioticsoll $Hf- 215k w-50] 42 geollM
Zoll o f2)/do] A=A] HEe] BRI 702 Azt
710 2 Atz ) o]2fgh A ARkl = B35kl B A= I, reuteri 3Ff- Probiotics7} x| 728k Gt
+ FF R et g5, AME S
1.3 915+ H2A| 241 9] [ reuteri 33 Probiotics -8 thsh 7] %

She HHI8ES] S4] o]y biofilm &/gel PIX]

seWRte s Ao E FX
ARE AT P S Z 02 Y7,
Z2E

Altel= 5% a2} L reuteri $-7- Probiotics 5 Aot 7730 8E2] F-4]o|Lt biofilm &/gel| 1]

g7YolkaL, Z+-gHe] Aot o435, 452 SAdolo] thah 22 A =]l

Yot Z7dot A} 55 9-a-§ 8 X 10° CFU/m, L. reuteri Probiotics 318 X 10° CFU/ml,
% , %5 HHg Qoj|A] th 231} L. reuteri Probioticsell Blsj 8-2] ]}
=&
WS Hl
2 FFEES el A,
U

S
tans®] A<t
342X10° CFU/ml2 #=| 3l o
Al S. mutans A G2+ B ACHp<0.05).
2.5 A. actinomycetemcomitans 58 = 57484, 5% Fa[| 3¢ =7t 5715
4= (optical density) S LteRHo] A. actinomycetemcomitans 7] f-2]u|siA| Z715k= %

SroA 5% Hafel Hlal Al fonlsH|
21, L. reuteri Probiotics?t &% a-foll A w2t Hlwslo] W2 54 =5
HAHp<0.01). 53] 25%92] L. reuteri Probiotics W

™, L. reuteri Probiotics®] 73-%- 2} 5
actinomyceterncomitans A§730] AA1E-& TAHATHp<0.01).
3. Biofilm 3/J A&
Etio] biofilm %/do] -FowlstA| A== e EA
% WERECH M biofilm 3/do] AAES BESIATHp<0.01).

SO =
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4. 27 A= =5 99 8(4.2440.01)7F 7P @koH, L. reuteri Probiotics (5.94+0.13), T
(7.2440.04) &0 2 Qolu|gt xfo| & Eoﬂ‘:]'(pd) 01).
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