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Abstract: The effect of putative probiotic fermented milk (FM) with buriti pulp (FMB) or passion
fruit pulp (FMPF) or without fruit pulp (FMC) on the microbiota of healthy humans was evaluated.
FM formulations were administered into a simulator of the human intestinal microbial ecosystem
(SHIME®) to evaluate the viability of lactic acid bacteria (LAB), microbiota composition, presence
of short-chain fatty acids (SCFA), and ammonium ions. The probiotic LAB viability in FM was
affected by the addition of the fruit pulp. Phocaeicola was dominant in the FMPF and FMB samples;
Bifidobacterium was related to FM formulations, while Alistipes was associated with FMPF and FMB,
and Lactobacillus and Lacticaseibacillus were predominant in FMC. Trabulsiella was the central element
in the FMC, while Mediterraneibacter was the central one in the FMPF and FMB networks. The FM
formulations increased the acetic acid, and a remarkably high amount of propionic and butyric acids
were detected in the FMB treatment. All FM formulations decreased the ammonium ions compared to
the control; FMPF samples stood out for having lower amounts of ammonia. The probiotic FM with
fruit pulp boosted the beneficial effects on the intestinal microbiota of healthy humans in addition to
increasing SCFA in SHIME® and decreasing ammonium ions, which could be related to the presence
of bioactive compounds.

Keywords: functional food; intestinal health; microbial interaction; food-gut axis

1. Introduction

The functional food properties are associated with the metabolic or physiological
role that the nutrient or non-nutrient has on the growth, development, maintenance, and
other normal functions of the human organism [1]. For the development of functional
foods, milk and dairy products are the mainly used matrices, since they are consumed
regularly, have high nutritional value, and exhibit several health benefits. They provide
high quality proteins, bioactive peptides, and essential amino acids; are rich in calcium,
which can prevent osteoporosis, and lipids rich in essential fatty acids, and are also sources
of vitamins, among other nutrients [2].
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Among functional dairy products, fermented products are relevant since the use of
probiotic bacteria for carrying out fermentation is strategic when meeting the consumers’
demand for healthy yet appealing food products. Moreover, probiotic fermented milk (FM)
can also modulate the gut microbiota, increasing the presence of beneficial microorganisms
and an arsenal of essential metabolites [3,4].

Another trend in the development of functional dairy products is to supplement them
with fruit pulp, which can improve sensory properties, such as taste, aroma, texture, and
color, diversifying the products available on the market [5,6]. Tropical fruit pulp, especially
from unconventional fruits—those that are not widely known or consumed by most of the
population—contribute to the healthy appeal at the same time as increasing the nutritional
value of the product given the bioactive compounds naturally found in them. Many of
these bioactive compounds have antioxidant properties, which can contribute to increasing
the shelf-life of the products and are related to a lower incidence of certain diseases [7,8]
through the modulation of the intestinal microbiota.

Initially, studies focused on the effect of bio-compounds on pathogenic bacteria present
in the microbiota; however, in recent years, research has focused on evaluating the effect of
polyphenols (PP)—including fruits rich in bioactive compounds—on the modulation of the
intestinal microbiota [9-11]. The balance that these bio-compounds provide when stimu-
lating beneficial bacteria and decreasing pathogenic ones on the Firmicutes/Bacteroidetes
ratio was the main object of study [12-14]. Probiotics are also known for having a modulat-
ing effect on the intestinal microbiota [15,16]; it is also known that dairy products, mainly
probiotic FM, can function as coadjutants to improve the function of the gastrointestinal
(GI) barrier and as immunomodulators to promote GI health [17,18]. However, research
to evaluate the modulating effect of probiotic FM on the intestinal microbiota has gained
prominence in recent years [4,17,19], although studies aimed at better understanding the
modulation are still necessary, especially for FM supplemented with fruit pulp.

Therefore, the aim of this study was to evaluate the effect of fermented milk with and
without fruit pulp on LAB viability, intestinal microbiota composition (richness, diversity,
differential abundance, structure of the microbial communities), and production of short-
chain fatty acids and ammonium ions by means of an in vitro test using the Simulator of
Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem (SHIME®).

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Lactic Acid Bacteria (LAB) Cultures

Lacticaseibacillus casei SJRP38 isolated from water buffalo mozzarella cheese and Lacti-
plantibacillus plantarum ST8Sh isolated from Bulgarian salami, both identified by 16S rRNA
gene sequencing and characterized as potentially probiotic strains [20,21], were used. The
strains were stored at —80 °C, in the presence of 20% sterile glycerol (v/v) as a cryoprotector.
For revitalization, the isolated strains were inoculated (2%, v/v) in 10 mL MRS broth (Difco
Laboratories, Detroit, MI, USA) at 37 °C for 18 h. Subsequently, the activated cultures were
centrifuged (5000 g, 5 °C, 5 min) and washed twice with 0.85% saline solution before being
inoculated in milk. The freeze-dried Streptococcus thermophilus TA 080 (Sacco, Cadorago,
CO, Italy) was used as a starter culture directly in the product. These proportions yielded
initial counts of approximately log 7 CFU/mL after milk inoculation.

2.2. Passion Fruit and Buriti Pulps Preparation

Passion fruits (Passiflora edulis f. Flavicarpa Deg.), originating from Bahia state, were
purchased in Sao José do Rio Preto-SP, Brazil. The fruits were washed and sanitized in
running water and submerged for 10 min in 10% (w/v) sodium hypochlorite (NaClO)
solution (Synth, Diadema, SP, Brazil). Subsequently, the pulp was manually separated
from the seed using a sieve. The pulp was then stored in polyethylene plastic bags in the
absence of light and frozen (—80 °C). Buriti fruits (Mauritia flexuosa) were harvested and
processed in Teresina-PI, Brazil, the typical region for buriti production. The fruits were
washed and sanitized, as previously described, manually pulped using a stainless-steel
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knife, and stored at 4 °C, as described by Moura Filho [22]. Subsequently, the pulp was
sent to Sao José do Rio Preto-SP, Brazil. Upon arrival, the pulp was frozen (—80 °C).

2.3. Preparation of the Cultures and Fermented Milk

To evaluate the effect of the fruit pulp on the gut microbiota, three different formu-
lations were prepared: FM without pulp (control—FMC), FM with 1% (w/v) passion
fruit pulp (FMPEF), and FM with 1% (w/v) buriti pulp (FMB). The reconstituted milk (10%
skim powder milk (Molico, Nestle, SP, Brazil) in sterile water) with or without fruit pulp,
according to the experiment, was heated to 90 °C for 10 min using a food processor (Ther-
momixer TM 31, Cloyes-sur-le-Loir, France), cooled to inoculation temperature (37 °C), and
distributed into sterilized bottles.

The activated cultures of Lb. casei SJRP38 and Lb. plantarum ST8Sh, prepared as
described previously, were inoculated in the proportions of 2% and 0.1% for freeze-dried
Str. thermophilus TA 080. For the fermentation process, the bottles were incubated in a
water bath (EVLAB, Londrina, PR, Brazil) at 42 °C until reaching a pH of 4.6. After the
fermentation was completed, the product was cooled and the curd was manually broken in
a standardized way for all formulations; finally, it was cooled to 4 °C and then stored, as
described by Borgonovi et al. [6].

2.4. Lactic Acid Bacteria Viability in Fermented Milk

For the analysis of LAB viability in FM, a 100 uL aliquot of all FM samples was
withdrawn; serial dilutions up to 10~8 were prepared with 0.85% saline solution and plated
to appropriate solid growth media on Petri dishes, according to Solieri et al. [23] with
modifications: Streptococcus spp. were counted using M17 agar (Difco) under aerobic
conditions at 50 °C, Lb. casei SJRP38 was counted in MRS agar (Difco) at 45 °C, and Lb.
plantarum ST8Sh was counted in MRS agar (Difco) at 15 °C, both under anaerobic conditions,
all after incubation for 48 h. The incubation temperature of Lb. casei and Lb. plantarum were
defined after preliminary trials in which different incubation temperatures (15 °C, 25 °C,
30 °C, 37 °C, 45 °C, 50 °C, 55 °C) were assessed aiming to count both evaluated strains
separately.

2.5. Simulator of Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem (SHIME®)

The SHIME® model was used to simulate the human digestion process. It is a
computer-controlled system in which volumetric capacity, pH, temperature (37 °C), and
retention time (24 h) were controlled. A schematic description of the SHIME® system [24]
is presented in Figure 1. This SHIME® model consists of five compartments representing
the stomach, small intestine, and ascending colon, anaerobically controlled by the addition
of nitrogen and the pH value adjusted by using hydrochloric acid or sodium hydroxide,
accordingly, in each reactor.

SHIME® was adapted for this specific study, in such a way that the transverse and
descending colon were replaced by the triplicate of the ascending colon, according to
Salgaco et al. [25].
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Figure 1. The Simulator of the Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem (SHIME®) is a computer-
controlled reactor connected through peristaltic pumps and operated completely anaerobically by
the addition of nitrogen. It consists of closed compartments representing the stomach (R1—pH
2.0-2.5 and pepsin digestion), small intestine (R2—pH 4.3-4.8, bile salts, artificial pancreatic juice,
and absorption), and three reactors miming the ascending colon (R3.1, R3.2, and R3.3—pH 5.6-5.9).

2.5.1. Composition of the SHIME® Feed Medium

The feed medium used in SHIME® was prepared with distilled water, supplemented
with 3 g/L starch (Maizena®, Unilever Brazil, SP, Brazil), 2 g/L pectin (Sigma-Aldrich,
Burlington, MA, USA), 4 g/L gastric mucin type II swine (Sigma-Aldrich), 1 g/L xylan
(Megazyme, Bray, Ireland), 1 g/L peptone (Kasvi, Sdo José do Pinhais, PR, Brazil), 1 g/L
arabinogalactan (Sigma-Aldrich), 0.4 g/L glucose (Synth, Sao Paulo, SP, Brazil), 3 g/L yeast
extract (Kasvi), and 0.5 g/L L-cysteine (Sigma-Aldrich) [26].

Stomach conditions were simulated in reactor 1 (R1) and the pH value was adjusted by
adding HCI, along with the carbohydrate-based medium. In order to reach the duodenum
conditions, in the second reactor (R2), an artificial pancreatic juice was added, composed
of 12.5 g/L sodium bicarbonate (LS Chemicals, Maharashtra, India), 6 g/L ox-bile (Sigma-
Aldrich), and 0.9 g/L pancreatin (Sigma-Aldrich) [26]. This carbohydrate-based medium
plays an important role in the environmental adaptation and inoculum growth with the
formation of a stable and representative community [24].

2.5.2. Microbiota Colonization

The SHIME® reactors were colonized with a pool of feces donated by three healthy
male volunteers, aged 18-22 years old. The following criteria were met: donors had not
taken antibiotics within a period of six months prior to the study; had not consumed
probiotic products over the past 3 to 6 months; and did not have any food allergies or
intolerance to dairy products. The stool inoculum was prepared according to the procedures
described by Duque et al. [27]. The samples (40 g) were collected on 3 different days,
homogenized, diluted in 200 mL phosphate buffer (pH 6.5), which was composed of
7.08 g/L monosodium phosphate (Synth), 5.98 g/L disodium phosphate (Synth), and 1 g/L
sodium thioglycolate (Merck, Darmstadt, HE, Germany). This mixture was homogenized
in the stomacher and centrifuged at 3000x g for 15 min. The supernatant was collected,
and 10 mL was added to the three compartments that simulated the ascending colon (R3.1,
R3.2, and R3.3, Figure 1) along with 500 mL of sterile feed medium. For stabilization of the
SHIME® system, the feed medium (240 mL) and the pancreatic juice (60 mL) were placed
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into the three compartments for 14 days before the experiments, according to Possemiers
et al. [26] and Van de Wiele et al. [28].

2.5.3. Experimental Protocol

After 14 days of stabilization of the human microbiota, the FM formulations (FMC,
FMPF or FMBP) were administered for 5 days, followed by 5 days washout, as described
by Duque et al. [27]. The treatments consisted of 80 g FM and 240 mL feed medium.
During the washout period, only the feed medium (240 mL) and the pancreatic juice
(60 mL) were added. After the treatments and washout of FMC, the other formulations
(FMPF and FMB) were added separately under the same conditions. The volumetric
capacity, pH, temperature (37 °C), and retention time (24 h) were controlled in the last
three compartments [26] and stirred with a magnetic stirrer throughout the entire process.
The anaerobiosis of the system was achieved with the addition of nitrogen and the pH
corrected in each vessel with hydrochloric acid or sodium hydroxide, reaching the pH
range of 5.6-5.9 [26]. Samples were collected in triplicate from the ascending colon (last 3
reactors) on two different days. During the stabilization period, samples were collected on
the 13th and 14th days, whereas during treatment administration (FMC, FMPF and FMB)
and washout periods, samples were collected on the 4th and 5th days.

2.6. Evaluation of Metabolites Production in SHIME®

The short-chain fatty acid (SCFA) levels and ammonium ions were determined from
samples collected from reactors representing the ascending colon and frozen at —20 °C. This
analysis was performed according to Espirito Santo et al. [29] and Adorno et al. [30]. Briefly,
the fatty acids were extracted with diethyl ether and analyzed in a gas chromatograph
equipped with a flame ionization detector. For ammonium ions (NH? ), after the digestion
process in the SHIME® simulator, the samples were collected and quantified using a specific
ion meter (Model 710A, Orion, Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) coupled to a
selective ammonia ion electrode (Model 95-12, Orion), according to Bianchi et al. [31].

2.7. Microbial 16S rRNA Gene-Based Sequencing and Bioinformatic Analysis

The determination of the composition of the intestinal microbiota collected from the
SHIME® was performed using next-generation sequencing by Neoprospecta Microbiome
Technologies (Florianopolis, SC, Brazil). The V3-V4 hypervariable region of the 165 rRNA
gene was amplified using specific primers. The data were organized by microbiota phyla,
families, genera, and species, according to Casarotti et al. [4].

Initially, the DNA was extracted from 2 mL of samples collected (as described in item
2.4.3) from the reactors that represent the ascending colon in duplicate (total of 42 samples),
using the QIAamp DNA Stool Mini Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany), according to the
manufacturer’s protocol, and visualized by agarose gel electrophoresis 1% stained with
SYBR® Safe (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA). Next, the DNA quantification was conducted
(Qubit® 3.0 Fluorometer-Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA) based on the ratio 260/280;
the quality of the DNA was verified by using the Nanodrop ND-1000 spectrophotometer
(Nanodrop Technologies, Wilmington, DE, USA). The libraries were sequenced using the
equipment MiSeq Sequencing System (Illumina Inc., San Diego, CA, USA).

After sequencing, the FastQC software was used for the initial assessment of the
quality of the sequenced data. Additionally, the libraries were analyzed [32] to detect the
presence of residual bases and amplification primers, which were then removed [33]. The
final portion of the sequences was removed to ensure better quality [34]. Bases with a
window consisting of 3 consecutive bases with a Phred (Q) quality value <20 and complete
readings with a total mean <Q20 were removed.

Superior quality reads were submitted to the DADA2 pipeline [35] using the R software
(v.4.1.2; R Core Team). Initially, the reads were filtered and truncated, considering an
expected error of 2 and a minimum size of 283 bp. Then, the error probabilities in bases
were estimated, and the sequences were corrected based on the model obtained. Thus,
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amplicon sequencing variants (ASVs) present in each sample were designated, which were
then investigated and filtered for the presence of possible chimeric sequences. The ASVs
were annotated against the RDP reference sequence database v. 18 [36] and the taxonomies
were assigned to each ASV. The ASVs prevalent in only a single sample were disregarded.

The rarefaction curves were obtained to evaluate the effectiveness of the sampling
depth [37]. Relative abundance was analyzed for phyla, families, and genera. Alpha
diversity was estimated by investigating the richness and diversity measures (Shannon
and Gini-Simpson index) [38].

2.8. Statistical Analysis

The bacteria viability analyses in the FM, as well as ammonium, SCFA, and viability
of bacteria in the reactors representing the ascending colon in SHIME®, were all carried out
by analysis of variance (ANOVA) followed by a Tukey test, which was used to compare the
formulations. A significance level of 5% probability and Minitab 16 software were adopted.

The Kruskal-Wallis test (p < 0.05) was used to compare differences in richness and
a-diversity among FM formulations. In case of significance, the Fisher’s LSD post-hoc test
was used for pairwise comparison and grouping of means (p< 0.05). Both analyses were
conducted using the R software [39].

The beta diversity analysis was performed by calculating Bray—Curtis dissimilarities
between samples taken from the FM formulations using the R software. For each cluster, a
PERMANOVA analysis [40] was performed to assess whether there was a difference among
formulations (p < 0.05). In the event of a difference, a post-hoc analysis was performed [41]
to assess which formulations differed from each other. To reduce the multidimensionality
of the distances, a principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) was performed.

DESeq2 was used for the evaluation of differentially abundant taxa [42] by comparing
the means based on a negative-binomial model using the Wald test (adjusted p< 0.05).
The analyses were graphically represented with the R software [43]. For this analysis, two
sets of comparison were considered: (1) only FM formulations and (2) serialization of
formulations according to the previous control (FM) washout.

The structural characteristics of microbial communities from the samples of FM for-
mulations were evaluated based on co-occurrence networks considering the taxonomic
level of the genus. Those whose relative abundance was lower than 0.1% were filtered
out. The nets were obtained independently for each treatment (only fermented milk prepa-
rations were considered for this analysis). After calculating Pearson’s coefficients [44], a
minimum threshold of Pearson’s coefficient of +0.75 was considered among the significant
correlations (p < 0.05) in order to restrict the scope of networks only to strongly positive or
negative relationships. The construction of the networks and the topological information
were obtained through the R software v.1.3.4 [45].

Correlations between the microbiota and the levels of SCFAs and ammonia were
obtained considering the taxonomic level of family. Pearson’s coefficients were calculated
using the R software [44], and for significant correlations (p < 0.1), linear regression graphs
were obtained.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. LAB Viability in Fermented Milk

The fruit pulp did not interfere in LAB viability in FM. The population of Lb. casei
in the FM with pulp fruits was lower than that in FMC (Table 1). A similar result was
previously observed by Borgonovi et al. [6], in which a synergistic relationship between
fruit pulp and the LAB in FM with pulp fruit was not observed. This type of interaction
between LAB and fruit may vary according to the strain and/or type of fruit. However,
Espirito-Santo et al. [29] showed a positive effect resulting from mixing probiotic strains
(Lactobacillus acidophilus 110, Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis BI04, and Bifidobacterium
longum BI05) and agai pulp. The beneficial effect of fruit pulps on the viability of LAB was
ascribed to the presence of bioactive compounds, such as phenolic compounds, carotenoids,
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and organic acids, in addition to fibers, such as fructooligosaccharides (FOS) found in fruits,
some of them described as prebiotics [5,46].

Table 1. Viability of lactic acid bacteria (Log CFU/mL) of FM assessed in SHIME®.

Log CFU/mL L. casei L. plantarum S. thermophilus
FMC 9.95 £ 0.00 A 9.87 £0.04 A 345+ 021 A
FMPF 9.59 £+ 0.02 B 9.43 £+ 0.09 B 3.74 £ 0.06 A
FMB 8.69 £0.01C 9.56 + 0.03 B 3.78 £0.00 A

FMC—Fermented milk control, without pulp; FMPF—Fermented milk with passion fruit pulp; FMB—Fermented
milk with buriti pulp. Different capital letters in the same column denote a significant difference (p < 0.05) among
fermented milk samples.

The viability of Lb. plantarum ST8Sh in FM was similar between the type of fruit
and the difference was small compared to the control (Table 1). Moreover, the viability
of Str. thermophilus TA080 was not affected by the addition of fruit pulp to the FM. These
differences in the growth of Lb. plantarum ST8Sh and Str. thermophilus TA080 in FM can
be explained by the compounds present in the milk base, which may stimulate or inhibit
the viability of these strains. Additionally, the total solids present in the FM can alter the
viability of the LAB strains.

Despite the lower viability of LAB in FMPF and FMB, the total probiotic count in all
FM formulations meets the minimum required value of >6 log CFU/mL for consump-
tion [5]. The fruit pulp present in probiotic fermented foods is considered to be a beneficial
ingredient, since it may protect the probiotics from adverse conditions found in the human
GI tract environment. It can also have a potential prebiotic effect, a relevant factor in bac-
terial growth and proliferation, acting in synergy with probiotics in the human intestines
after their ingestion [47].

3.2. Microbiota Composition Evaluation by Gene Sequencing
3.2.1. Data Processing

A total of 4,626,432 reads were generated after the sequencing of 42 samples. After
quality control, processing, and filtering of ASVs, the reads were sufficient to cover the
diversity of the studied conditions since there was a stabilization in the rarefaction curves
(Supplementary Figure S1). In total, 481 ASVs were identified. Regarding classifying
capacity, 92.3% of the usable sequences could be classified up to the genus level, and we
found 4 phyla, 11 classes, 19 orders, 33 families, and 70 genera.

3.2.2. Taxonomic Profile and Ecology

The phylum Bacteroidetes showed greater abundance in the microbial communities
associated with the FM formulations, with mean values of 25.13%, 63.15%, and 65.31%
in FMC, FMPEF, and FMB samples, respectively (Figure 2A). Firmicutes were also highly
abundant; this phylum was predominant in FMC samples (average of 49.26%) and the
second most prevalent in FMPF and FMB samples (averages of 31.51% and 25.30%, respec-
tively). The phyla Proteobacteria and Actinobacteria were especially abundant in the FMC
samples, with averages of 17.37% and 8%, respectively. For FMPF samples, the average of
these genera represents less than 5% of the microbiota, while for FMB, this value is slightly
higher than 9%.
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Figure 2. Taxonomic profiles of communities associated with fermented milk without the addition of
fruit pulp (FM_1 to FM_6) and with the addition of passion fruit pulp (FMPF_1 to FMPF_6) or buriti
pulp (FMB_1 to FMB_6). Relative abundance of phyla (A) and 20 most frequent bacterial genera (B).
Less abundant genera were grouped under category “Others”.

The Firmicutes phylum includes many genera, such as Bacillus, Streptococcus, Leu-
conostoc, Listeria, Roseburia, Lactobacillus, Veilonella, Clostridium, Oscillospira, Lach-
nospira, Leuconostoc, and Enterococcus, among others. This phylum includes bacteria
with Gram-positive cell wall structure and low G+C in the DNA [3,4]. The Bacteroidetes
phylum is the second most populous in the human gut, with the predominance of the
Bacteroides and Prevotella genera. Bacteria species form metabolites or low molecular
weight compounds, such as SCFAs produced from the fermentation of dietary fibers. The
decreased ratio of Firmicutes and Bacteroidetes in microbiota is associated with a healthier
composition [12,13].



Foods 2022, 11, 4113

9 of 26

FMPF and FMB formulations increased Firmicutes and Bacteroidetes, and all formu-
lations increased the Actinobacteria and decreased the Proteobacteria phyla compared to
their respective washout-control treatments (Supplementary Figure S2). The increase in the
Firmicutes phylum observed for FMPF and FMB compared to their washout counterparts
may be due to the presence of fibers in the fruit pulp [48].

The increase in the Actinobacteria phylum is another positive outcome observed
during the administration of the FM. This phylum is related to a healthy microbiota, since
it harbors the main bacteria that play a protective role in maintaining intestinal barrier
homeostasis [49], such as acetate producing Bifidobacteria [50]. On the other hand, the
decrease in the Proteobacteria phylum is desirable, since this phylum, which includes the
genera Clostridium and Bacillus, is related to the incidence of inflammatory diseases [51] and
is known for its proteolytic activity [52]. In the present study, the decrease in Proteobacteria
may be related to the lower availability of amino acids, which may have been metabolized
by LAB with proteolytic activity during the fermentation process of the FM. Oddi et al. [53]
also reported modulation of the intestinal microbiota with the reduction of Proteobacteria,
mainly those from the family Enterobacteriaceae and from the genera Escherichia, Shigella,
and Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1, when probiotic strains of Lb. plantarum 73a alone or in
combination with B. animalis subsp. lactis INL1 were administered in SHIME®.

Considering that the increase in the Firmicutes and Actinobacteria phyla and decrease
in the Proteobacteria phylum may be related to eubiotic microbiota, we suppose that this
microbiota remained in homeostasis during the administration of the FM. In addition, the
initial microbiota (control) was composed of Firmicutes (average of 55.37%), Proteobacteria
(average of 28.06%), and a minimal proportion of Actinobacteria (average of 2.15%), when
it is desirable that Firmicutes and Bacteroidetes compose 85-90% of the total microbiota
and, less abundantly, Actinobacteria, Proteobacteria, and Verrucomicrobia [54], differently
from the microbiota observed during and after the administration of FMPF and FMBP, in
particular.

Regarding the taxonomic profiles, there was a similarity between the samples of FM
supplemented with fruit pulp (FMPF and FMB) when compared to samples of FM without
any fruit pulp (FMC), both at the phylum (Figure 2A) and the genus levels (Figure 2B). It is
also noteworthy that the FMC treatment showed a more diffuse relative abundance among
the most prevalent genera, while the FMPF and FMB samples showed more homogeneous
profiles and were dominated by the most prevalent genera (Figure 2B).

It was observed that Phocaeicola presented the highest general abundance, with av-
erages of 24.49%, 61.91%, and 64.61% in FMC, FMPF, and FMB samples, respectively
(Figure 2B); however, the species identity distribution in the samples was not identified.
Although a large number of bacteria, archaea, viruses, and unicellular eukaryotes reside
in the human GI tract, only some bacterial genera dominate the human gut, including
Bacteroides, Clostridium, Bifidobacterium, and Faecalibacterium [55,56] The Phocaeicola genus
comprises Gram-negative, strictly anaerobic bacteria, generally associated with human
fecal samples [57,58]. Bacteroides and Phocaeicola represent 30% of the commensal intestinal
microbiota, playing an essential role in the gut ecosystem [59,60]. Moreover, Phocaeicola
species present glycosyl hydrolases enzymatic activities, which degrade mucin glycans
and many plant-derived heteropolysaccharides [61-63], generating important metabolites
such as succinate and propionate [64,65]. There is robust evidence that these gut-associated
microbes are involved in the prebiotic metabolisms and bioactive compounds synthesis,
which are frequently associated with human and animal health benefits [59,66]. More
precisely, from the aforementioned Phocaeicola, a bacterial species of special interest is P.
vulgatus, the most abundant microbe within the Bacteroidaceae family normally found in the
colon, constituting up to 10'° cells per gram of stool [59].

In the FMC samples, the Faecalibacterium genus was more abundant (average of
28.63%), although this was relatively heterogeneous among the samples of this treatment
(Figure 2B). The Faecalibacterium genus encompasses the Clostridium leptum cluster and
represents the second most dominant group in the human gut [67,68]. Faecalibacterium
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prausnitzii represents approximately 5% of the total fecal microbiota in healthy adults and
produces metabolites from glucose/prebiotic fermentation, such as formate, D-lactate,
acetate, and high levels of butyrate [55,69,70]. In addition, F. prausnitzii is well adapted to
the gut ecosystem, where it is possibly cross-fed by other microorganisms from the gut
microbiota [69,71].

The values of richness and alpha diversity are shown in Table 2. The comparison
between the alpha diversity measures is in accordance with that observed in the taxonomic
profiles (Figure 2), since the FMPF and FMB formulations had lower bacterial diversity
(Gini-Simpson) in relation to the FMC treatment (Figure 3), reflecting the clear dominance
observed in the samples under these conditions. However, the species richness and Shan-
non diversity obtained for these formulations were not significantly affected by the addition
of the fruit pulp.

Table 2. Topological characteristics and centrality measures of the co-occurrence networks of the
genera present in fermented milk.

Attribute FM FMPF FMB
N. of nodes 21 15 16
32 38 33
N. of edges (+/-) (30/2) 21/17) (24/9)
. 3 3 2
N. of modules (sizes) (12,7,2) (11,2, 2) (11, 5)
Modularity 0.42 0.101 0.298
Clustering coefficient 0.809 0.848 0.75
Mean degree 3.048 5.067 4.125
Max. degree 6 o 8
- des (ID: 91) (IDs: 13, 40) (ID: 40)
Mean betweenness 6.095 1.333 2.625
30 12 13.7
Max. betweenness (IDs: 37, 63) (ID: 13) (ID: 40)
Main hubs ID: 63 IDs: 40 1ID: 40
Richness Shannon Gini-Simpson
a
3.5
1.0
' 3.0
| " B
- 08 )
J 25 e 1 ; | FMPF
e [ = E3 e
201 o ’
0.6 ;
15 ‘ ‘
FMPF  FMB FM  FMPF  FMB FM  FMPF  FMB

Figure 3. Richness and alpha-diversity (Shannon and Gini-Simpson). Comparisons of milk averages
were made. Distinct letters indicate significant differences between conditions.

There are scarce studies evaluating the impact of fermented milk with fruit pulp on
alpha diversity indices (richness and evenness) for in vitro simulation models. However,
we expected that the alpha diversity indices would increase in FMPF and FMB, since the
increases in these indices are related to intestinal health [72]. A previous study, using
an in vitro simulator of the GI tract (TIM-2 system), showed increased microbiota alpha
diversity when treated with orange bagasse and passion fruit peels [73].

The beta-diversity analysis evaluated the presence of differences among the microbiota
composition resulting from FM formulations (Figure 4). According to the PERMANOVA
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test, a difference was observed in the composition of the microbiota among the various
FM formulations. The post-hoc test revealed a significant difference between the FMC and
FMPF formulations (p = 0.0197), as well as between the FMC and FMB (p = 0.0228). Among
the formulations with fruit pulp, there are no significant differences (p > 0.05). Furthermore,
the reduction in dimensionality obtained by PCoA resulted in an explanation of 76% of the
variability found in the samples.

PERMANOVA - R: 0.384; p-value: 0.0047

®
@
01= @
Y
o~
(-
g 004 Pairwise comparisons SumsOfSqs F.Model R2 p.value sig
™ f
e |® ® FM FM vs FMPF 0.710 5343 0348 0.0197
o014 o @ ® FMPF
< ® FM vs FMB 0.683 5181 0.341 0.0228 ~
[e) FMB
847;2- FMPF vs FMB 0.042 1.003 0.091 0.3764 ns
9
@

PCoA 1 (62.51%)

T T

0.00 0.25

Figure 4. Principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) of Bray—Curtis dissimilarities distances. The aggre-
gated table (right) shows which sample groups differed according to the significance observed by the
PERMANOVA post-hoc test. * p < 0.05.

Since there were differences in the beta diversity between FM and those with added
fruit pulp, we may suggest that the FMPF and FMB were able to modulate the microbiota
in vitro. Our research group already showed in vitro microbiota modulation by fermented
goat milk with passion fruit [4].

Fruits are a source of carbohydrates, fibers, amino acids, acids, minerals, polyphe-
nols, vitamin C, B-complex vitamins, provitamin A, carotenoids, phytosterols, aromatic
compounds, and other bioactive compounds that are beneficial to human health [74-76].
The impact of these bioactive compounds on the intestinal microbiota and the metabolites
generated need to be considered to better understand the role of these components and the
addition of fruit pulp in microbiota modulation [77-79]. A balanced microbiota (eubiosis)
confers benefits to the human health, and alterations in microbiota diversity and function
(dysbiosis) are associated with the development of some diseases, including metabolic,
cardiovascular, chronic inflammatory, and neurodegenerative diseases [80-83].

3.2.3. Differential Abundance

To detect differences between taxa, two different comparisons were used: (1) com-
parison between fermented milk formulations (FMC vs. FMPF, FMC vs. FMB, and FMPF
vs. FMB—Figure 5), and (2) each fermented milk against its respective control (CTRL vs.
FMC, WEM vs. FMPF, and washout of FMPF-WFMPF) vs. FMB—Supplementary Figure
S3). In comparison 1, 41 differentially abundant taxa (DA) were identified. In comparison
2 (FM vs. respective control), 102 DA taxa were identified, respectively, 36, 36, and 30
for samples related to FMC, FMPF, and FMB formulations. In the comparison between
FM formulations, the most significant differences noted were regarding the Clostridiaceae
(Group 1) and Rikenellaceae families, in addition to the Alistipes genus, which were higher
in milk with fruit pulp (FMPF and FMB). On the other hand, the Lactobacillaceae family,
as well as its associated genera Lacticaseibacillus and Lactobacillus, were depleted in these
same formulations when compared to FMC (Figure 5). Members of LAB were expected
to be greater in fermented milk alone. We can suggest that the addition of fruit pulp may
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modulate the microbiota in vitro and contribute to the expansion of other gut ecosystem
microbes, such as the Clostridiaceae and Rikenellaceae families, in addition to the Alistipes
genus.

The Clostridiaceae family comprises spore-forming microorganisms with approximately
100 species. The Clostridium species are found ubiquitously in the environment, soil, water,
and in the human gut as part of the commensal microbiota [84]. Special characteristics from
the Clostridium species include co-fermentation of pentose and hexose sugars, high ethanol
yield, and cellulolytic activity [85]. In our analyses, we detected unclassified Clostridium
species but also Clostridium sensu stricto, obligate anaerobes that dissimilate glucose into
acetate, butyrate, lactate, ethanol, Hy, and CO;. In a study by Kong et al. [86], decreased
microbiota diversity and beneficial butyric acid-producing microbes were reported in obese
mice treated with a high-calorie diet, including Clostridium sensu stricto, suggesting their
importance in providing energy for colonocytes and protection of the epithelial barrier.

The Rikenellaceae family presents Gram-negative rods, non-motile, non-spore forming
bacteria with anaerobic metabolism, and bile resistance. The Alistipes species are part of this
family found in the GI tract of a number of different animals [87,88]. This bacterium can
hydrolyze tryptophan to indole and the main fatty acid produced is 13-metyltetradecanoic
acid [89].

The Lactobacillaceae family, generically called “lactobacilli” until 2020, includes rod-
shaped or coccobacilli Gram-positive, non-motile, non-spore forming, facultatively anaer-
obic bacteria. Based on their ability to hydrolyze carbohydrates, they are classified into
homofermentative or heterofermentative species, which convert carbohydrates into lactic
and acetic acids, ethanol, and CO; [90,91]. The members of this family are found in oral, GI,
and urogenital commensal microbiota, as well as in water, soil, and food, including dairy
products, fruit, grain, meat and fish products, beer, wine, and pickled vegetables [90].

Although in this study, the Lactobacillus species were not identified, the Lactobacillus
genus comprises 25 phylogenetic groups, at the phenotypic, ecological, and genotypic
levels [92]. Similarly, even though Lacticaseibacillus was unclassified in our samples, it
represents one of the largest genera among the LAB from the Lactobacillaceae family [92,93].
The impacts of fermented dairy products on human health can be wide-ranging depending
on the species and fermentation processes involved. LAB, especially Lactobacillus, have
been used in milk fermentation due to their ability to convert carbohydrates into organic
acids and improve product quality. The benefits of fermented foods for human health
involve the food—gut axis through interactions of ingested live microorganisms with the
host, the probiotic effect, or indirectly, as a result of the ingestion of microbial metabolites
synthesized during fermentation as a biogenic effect [91,94].

In the comparison between each FM and its control (Supplementary Figure S3), the
consistent enrichment of the Bifidobacterium genus and its related higher taxonomic levels
(Family: Bifidobacteriaceae; Order: Bifidobacteriales; and Class: Actinobacteria) stands
out. In addition to being enriched in the three types of FM, this taxon is among the
most prevalent genera in these samples (Figure 2B), which can be related to the ability of
the Bifidobacteria to metabolize carbohydrates, such as the galactooligosaccharides (GOS)
produced from lactose through the transgalactosylation activity of the 3-galactosidase
enzyme. GOS degradation occurs more effectively if associated with probiotic cultures,
forming a synergistic combination with some species of Bifidobacteria and Lactobacillus [95].
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Figure 5. Differential abundant (DA) taxa among fermented milk treatments. The dot plots represent
the mean intensity of the difference (fold-change) complemented by the standard error. The taxa are
preceded by letters that represent the taxonomic level, namely, phylum (p), class (c), order (o), family
(f), genus (g) and species (s). Comparison between FMC vs. FMPF (A), FMC vs. FMB (B) and FMPF
vs. FMB (C).

3.2.4. Structure of the Microbial Communities

Finally, the structuring of the microbiomes of the different types of fermented milk was
evaluated by obtaining co-occurrence networks. It was observed that the type of fermented
milk exerted changes in the relationships between the identified bacterial genera (Figure 6;
Table 2). It is possible to identify a certain similarity between the networks of the FMPF
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and FMB formulations, while the FMC treatment presents a different configuration from
the others. In this sense, the presence of larger modules with an incidence of negative
relationships in the FMPF and FMB formulations is noted, while the FMC treatment has
fragile modules with a high prevalence of seven points of articulation and a lower average
of connections (average: 3048) compared to the other formulations. This characteristic is
reinforced by a greater tendency towards modularity and average interconnectivity (“Mean
betweenness”; Table 2) in the FMC treatment.

FMPF FMB

® ® 0 @ _®

N 36
® “w B
,/
26/
37
Genus

(1) Phocaeicola (20) Anaerotignum (36) Caproiciproducens  (63) Trabulsiella
(5) Veillonella (22) Parabacteroides (37) Lachnospira (64) Salmonella
(7) Streptococcus (23) Enterocloster (40) Mediterraneibacter  (65) Acinetobacter
(8) Lactobacillus {25) Collinsella (44) Alistipes (70) Slackia
(13) Enterococcus (26) Flintibacter (45) Lacticaseibacillus
(16) Bifidobacterium (81) Gemmiger (57) Pseudomonas
(18) Enterobacter (35) Faecalibacterium (59) Ruminococcus

Figure 6. Co-occurrence networks of the genera identified by type of fermented milk treatment.
Pearson’s correlation coefficients (r = +0.75) were used at 95% confidence (p < 0.05). Positive and
negative relationships are represented by links in gray and red, respectively. The filling color of the
nodes represents the phylum to which the genus belongs. Articulation points (nodes whose absence
would break the continuity of the modules) are highlighted with an external line.

Furthermore, there is a change in the genera considered central in the networks
(Figure 6; Table 3). The genus Trabulsiella (ID 63) was the central element of the FMC
without significant co-occurrences in the FMPF and FMB formulations. The networks
of FMPF and FMBP formulations show the same central genus: Mediterraneibacter (ID
40). In addition, the genus Mediterraneibacter has a series of conserved and consistent
relationships in both networks arising from FM supplemented with fruit pulps, namely:
positive relationships with the Lachnospira (ID 37) and Faecalibacterium (ID 35) genera and
negative relationships with the Alistipes (ID 44), Parabacteroides (ID 22), Flintibacter (ID 26),
and Enterocloster (ID 23) genera. Another notable feature is the positive association between
the Salmonella (ID 64) and Enterobacter (ID 18) genera, which was consistent across the three
networks.
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Table 3. Short-chain fatty acid levels and ammonium ion (mmol/L) in the vessels corresponding to
the ascending colon during the experimental period.

Periods Acetic Acid Propionic Acid Butyric Acid NH%
Control 2235 +226P 321+0248 14.03 + 1.66 B 557.22 +9.74 A
EMC 110.67 + 16.44 A 174 +0.798B 2456 + 0.00 A 49211 +34.36 B
Washout FMC 47.05 4+ 3.31 P 1.01 +£ 0308 11.24 +0.81 BC 506.56 + 29.43 AB
FMPF 125.66 + 10.07 & 1.15+0.008 15.96 + 0.16 B 284.89 + 6.04 D
Washout FMPFE 52.65 + 2.79 €D 3.79 +1.338 7.72 +0.08 € 496.57 + 7.98 B
FMB 108.90 + 5.06 AB 18.47 +3.324 25.80 +1.87 A 378.67 + 6.15€
Washout FMB 71.04 4+ 2.37 BC 3.13 +£0.98B 16.97 +0.79 B 47211+ 6.27 B

FMC—Fermented milk control without pulp, FMPF—Fermented milk with passion fruit pulp, FMB—Fermented
milk with buriti pulp. Different capital letters in the same column denote a significant difference (p < 0.05) during
the experimental periods.

The knowledge on the metabolic interspecies interactions and their functional roles is
crucial for improving our understanding and predicting functioning and stability of the
human intestinal microbiome in health and disease. However, we are still just beginning to
understand how those bacterial species interact; knowing which potential interventions
can help make us healthier remains a challenge. These interactions are highly dynamic and
can result in competition for resources and/or cross-feeding for cooperative action [96,97].

The bacterial species representing the genus Trabulsiella, which were detected in FMC,
are Gram-negative microorganisms from the Enterobacteriaceae family and Proteobacteria
phylum [98]. Similar to the effect of FMC, probiotics and synbiotics supplementation
increased the abundance of Trabulsiella and other genera, showing their role in maintaining
gut health by lowering luminal pH and digestion of complex polysaccharides in chick-
ens [98]. In addition, Trabulsiella representatives were detected in skin microbiome structure
between healthy individuals from different races and ethnicity, especially on arms and
hands [99]. It was also detected in unfermented and fermented rice washing water [100].

FMPF and FMBP formulations, nevertheless, showed a different microbial interaction.
In a previous study, it was shown that buriti and passion fruit pulps are rich in bioactive
compounds, such as phenolic compounds and carotenoids, in addition to fibers. The
buriti pulp contains higher amounts of flavonoids compared to the passion fruit pulp; it is
also rich in quercetin, while the major compounds of the passion fruit pulp are orientin,
followed by vitexin. The fruit pulps are rich in carotenoids, and (3-carotene is the major
carotenoid in both pulps [6]. These compounds are known to modulate positively the
intestinal microbiota.

Mediterranneibacter was the central genus in FMPF and FMB formulations. Repre-
sentatives of this genus are Gram-positive, coccoid, or coccobacilli, non-motile obligate
anaerobes belonging to the Lachnospiraceae family from the Firmicutes phylum. All type
species were discovered in the human gut and the major metabolic products from carbohy-
drates were acetic, formic, and lactic acids [101]. In a cooperative action, Mediterranneibacter,
Faecalibacterium prausnitzii, and Lachnospira sp. preferentially use these organic acids as a
carbon source for butyrate production. An increase in the abundance of the Mediterran-
neibacter genus as characterized by the FMPF and FMB formulations was also reported
by Ruiz-Rico et al. [102] when the impact of different modes of presentation of chitosan
were assessed. Additionally, the abundance of Mediterranneibacter faecis is considered a
biomarker for improving health due to its capacity to produce several short-chain fatty
acids.

F. prausnitzii has specialized enzymatic machinery to secrete enzymes that break
down the fiber polymers into fructose, glucose, and other monosaccharides, which are
available as a carbon and energy source for the human colonic epithelium or other bacteria
in the community, thereby cross-feeding them and improving gut health. Moreover, F.
prausnitzii can produce large amounts of SCFAs, especially butyrate, which is secreted
into the intestinal lumen [103]. Bacteria from the Lachnospiraceae family were observed to
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maintain the integrity of the intestinal barrier in mice, and their abundance was negatively
correlated with chronic kidney disease [104].

Regarding the negative relationship of Mediterraneibacter, we hypothesize that the bac-
teria from this genus may competitively interact with Alistipes, Flintibacter, Parabacteroides,
and Enterocloster. Mediterraneibacter and Flintibacter use the same substrates to produce
SCFA, such as butyrate, while Parabacteroides utilizes polysaccharides and produces SCFAs
via the metabolic pathway of fatty acid biosynthesis [105]. These interactions contribute to
the modulation of the gut microbiota and improve the metabolic outcomes.

Alistipes is a member of the Bacteroidetes phylum, Rickenellaceae family, known
to be an SCFA producer; its low abundance is associated to patients with non-alcoholic
fat liver disease and liver fibrosis. However, it may be pathogenic in anxiety disorders,
chronic fatigue syndrome, and depression, although it exerts a protective role in the
health phenotype [104]. The Flintibacter genus is characterized by rod-shaped, Gram-
negative bacteria from the Ruminococcaceae family. The type species for this genus is
Flintibacter butyricus. It is able to produce butyrate and acetate not only from sugars but
also from the amino acids glutamine and glutamate and is considered part of the beneficial
microbiota [106,107]. Mediterraneibacter glycyrrhizinilyticus and Enterocloster were linked to
secondary bile acid metabolism. Bile acids are potent antimicrobials and play a key role in
the innate immune defense within the intestines [108].

A positive interaction between bacteria from the Salmonella and Enterobacter genera was
observed in the SHIME® system. Considering that bacteria from the Enterobacteriaceae
family are the major groups present in the gut and have similar metabolic traits, it is
possible that these bacteria use the same antibacterial antagonistic mechanisms, such as
colicins, microcins, T6SS specialized protein secretion systems, and contact-dependent
growth inhibition to counteract Salmonella in the gut. These bacterial interactions take place
in a highly complex chemical environment, composed of chemical substances [109,110].
Additionally, the characterization of the interactions between the gut microbiota and host
plasma metabolites could provide crucial insights into the effects of the gut microbiota on
human health.

3.3. Short-Chain Fatty Acids and Ammonium Ions

There was a significant increase in acetic acid during the treatment periods in all types
of FM and a decrease in its levels during washout (Table 3). A significant and remarkably
high amount of propionate was produced with the addition of FMB. The highest amount
of butyric acid was produced when FMC or FMB was added into SHIME® (Table 3). Feng
et al. [111] reported that the main genera of acetate-producing bacteria are Bifidobacterium
spp., Prevotella spp., Akkermansia ssp., Blautia hidrogenotrophica, Lactobacillus spp., and
Bacteroides spp. This explains the high production of acetate in all FM formulations, as there
was an increase in Bifidobacterium, which produce acetate in these formulations, compared
to their controls (Supplementary Figure S3). The increase in SCFA as a result of fermented
milk administration was previously reported [112,113].

Regarding ammonia, FMPF and FMBP formulations had lower levels compared to
FMC; FMPF samples had the lowest amounts of ammonia (Table 4). The lower ammonia
production during the administration of FM containing fruit pulps observed in the present
study is considered beneficial, since when present in high concentrations, in addition to
being toxic to the organism and altering the cellular morphology of colonocytes, ammonia
is related to carcinogenesis in the intestinal tissue, which increases the probability of cancer
development [114,115]. When in the bloodstream, it can be linked to hepatic encephalopa-
thy, as well as to neurotoxic effects [116]. The production of ammonia ions is related to the
hydrolysis of urea and deamination of amino acids by the bacteria present in the intestines,
correlating the increased production of ammonia with diets rich in protein [117,118].
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Table 4. Short chain fatty acid levels and ammonium ion (mmol/L) in the vessels corresponding to
the ascending colon during the experimental period.

Periods Acetic Acid Propionic Acid Butyric Acid NH%
Control 2235 +226P 321+0248 14.03 + 1.66 B 557.22 +9.74 A
EMC 110.67 + 16.44 A 174 +0.798B 2456 + 0.00 A 49211 +34.36 B
Washout FMC 47.05 4+ 3.31 P 1.01 +£ 0308 11.24 +0.81 BC 506.56 + 29.43 AB
FMPF 125.66 + 10.07 & 1.15+0.008 15.96 + 0.16 B 284.89 + 6.04 D
Washout FMPFE 52.65 + 2.79 €D 3.79 +1.338 7.72 +0.08 € 496.57 + 7.98 B
FMB 108.90 + 5.06 AB 18.47 +3.324 25.80 +1.87 A 378.67 + 6.15€
Washout FMB 71.04 4+ 2.37 BC 3.13 +£0.98B 16.97 +0.79 B 47211+ 6.27 B

FMC—Fermented milk control, without pulp, FMPF—Fermented milk with passion fruit pulp, FMB—Fermented
milk with buriti pulp. Different capital letters in the same column denote a significant difference (p < 0.05) during
the experimental periods.

Factors such as the type and amount of protein found in the matrix [52], as well
as the use of probiotic strains in the fermentation of fermented products, may have had
an important effect on preventing ammonia production. Moreover, the presence of phe-
nolic compounds in fruit pulps can also contribute to the reduction of colonic protein
fermentation [119].

Equivalent results for metabolites production after administering fermented milk
were reported by Freire et al. [120]. These authors observed that fermented goat milk,
with or without grape pomace extract, had a positive effect on the metabolism of the
intestinal microbiota, increasing the production of SCFA and decreasing the concentration
of ammonium. Rodrigues et al. [116] reported an increase in SCFA in SHIME® by using
healthy human microbiota after administering ice cream containing Lb. acidophilus and B.
animalis, in addition to a decrease in ammonia after administering a dietary supplement
containing Lb. acidophilus and B. animalis (both after 7 days of treatment).

The correlation analysis between the microbiota at the taxonomic level of the family
and the concentrations of SCFA (Figure 7A) was performed. As for acetic acid, contrary
trends were observed for the Enterobacteriaceae and Veillonellaceae families; while the for-
mer has its abundance reduced in samples with higher concentrations of this acid, the latter
showed a positive correlation in turn. The negative correlation between Enterobacteriaceae
and acetate could be explained by the adverse effect of acetate towards bacteria from this
family [121]. Higher SCFA and lower abundance of Escherichia-Shigella and Klebsiella were
found after fermented milk containing probiotic strains (Lb. paracasei CNCM 1-1518, Lb.
paracasei CNCM 1-3689, and Lb. rhamnosus CNCM 1-3690) was administered for 28 days to
patients under Helicobacter pylori eradication therapy [122].

Microorganisms from the Veillonella genus, belonging to the Veillonellaceae family, are
unable to break down carbohydrates and use lactate for growth [123]; a higher abundance
of the Veillonellaceae family in the gut microbiota of infants was associated with the
administration of lactose [124] Therefore, Veillonella might have used lactate formed by
microorganisms during milk fermentation or by microorganisms from the gut microbiota
to produce acetate. Moreover, bacteria from the Veillonellaceae family are known for their
ability to use intermediate or end products from the bacterial digestion of polysaccharides
to produce acetate [125,126]. In our study, this family may probably have used substances
from the breakdown of polysaccharides in the fruit pulp to produce acetate.
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Figure 7. Correlation analysis between bacterial families and levels of ammonia and fatty acids.
The heatmap (A) illustrates the values of the correlations in intensity and direction (positive or
negative). The significance of the correlation is indicated by * (p < 0.1), ** (p < 0.05), *** (p < 0.001). For
families significantly correlated with the parameters evaluated, a linear regression (B) was obtained,
demonstrating their relative abundances along the concentration gradient.

Butyric and propionic acids were correlated with two and one families, respectively.
For butyric acid, Xanthomonadaceae and Sphingobacteriaceae presented a negative cor-
relation with this SCFA. The correlation between these two families and butyrate has not
been previously observed. At this point, it is unclear whether this significant correlation is
influenced by other variables and is, therefore, causal. The reduction in Xanthomonadaceae
and Sphingobacteriaceae may have been caused by other factors, such as competition for
attachment sites and for nutrients, and/or production of antimicrobial substances. Nev-
ertheless, the increase in butyric acid may also have been the result of the metabolism of
other bacteria present in the microbiota.

Clostridiaceae showed a positive correlation with propionic acid. It is known that
some species from the Clostridiaceae family, such as Clostridium propionicum, can produce
propionic acid from lactate fermentation [127]. This same species ferments alanine, leading
to the production of propionate via the pyruvate, lactate, and acrylate pathway [128].
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Considering that milk has alanine in its aminoacidic profile, we hypothesize that Clostridium
may have produced propionate through this route.

The correlation analysis between the microbiota at the taxonomic level of the family
and the concentrations of ammonia pointed to a correlation with the abundance observed
in nine families (Figure 7A), and the vast majority showed a positive relationship with the
increase in its concentration. Three families with the highest general relative abundance
in the studied microbiota (Supplementary Figure S4), Bacteroidaceae, Ruminococcaceae,
and Enterobacteriaceae, were significantly correlated with ammonia. In this sense, there is
a correlation between the decline in the abundance of Bacteroidaceae and the increase in
ammonia concentrations. The inverse is true for the Ruminococcaceae and Enterobacteri-
aceae families, whose abundances positively follow the increase in ammonia concentration
(Figure 7B). In addition, other less abundant families (Actinomycetaceae, Atopobiaceae,
Caulobacteraceae, Enterococcaceae, Moraxellaceae, and Rhizobiaceae) showed positive
correlations with ammonia.

There was a negative correlation between Bacteriodaceae and ammonia. Bacteroidetes
belonging to the Bacteriodaceae family are considered the main bacteria that maintain
a healthy state and homeostasis in the intestinal microbiota [129], although the species
belonging to this family are known for their ability to metabolize amino acids [130], which
are one of the precursors of ammonia. Ammonia has an inhibitory effect on Bacteroidetes, so
the higher the concentration of ammonia in the environment, the smaller the population of
Bacteroidaceae [131].

On the other hand, there was a positive correlation between Ruminococcaceae and
Enterobacteriaceae and ammonia. Ruminococcaceae and Enterobacteriaceae, as well as
Lachnospiraceae and Clostridiaceae, are commensal microorganisms with a significant role
in the digestion of amino acids and proteins, thus, justifying their positive correlation with
ammonia production [131-133].

Enterobacteriaceae, in addition to being indicators of intestinal dysbiosis, are also
known to cause disease to the host when present in inadequate proportions [134]. The
common cause of disease development is the compromise, erosion of the villi and damage
to intestinal cells, leading to inflammatory responses and cytokine release in the intestinal
tissue, thus, reducing its potential for nutrient absorption [133].

Among the SCFA, the number of families correlated with acetic, butyric, and propionic
acid were five, two, and one, respectively (Figure 7A). As for acetic acid, contrary trends
are observed for the Enterobacteriaceae and Veillonellaceae families; the former has its
abundance reduced in samples with higher concentrations of this acid, while the latter has
a positive correlation.

Administration of functional products containing probiotics and prebiotics, resulting
in increased SCFA and decreased ammonia, has been demonstrated in the literature over
the years [120,135,136]. It is known that dairy products can influence SCFA and ammonia
production through microbiota modulation [4]. In some cases, some proteins can bind
to other nutrients, such as sugar, making them less digestible, undermining the bacteria
present in the intestinal microbiota that use proteolytic pathways [137]. These proteins
can even be used due to the proteolysis process conducted by starter LAB, such as Str.
thermophilus, directly influencing the availability of types of substrates in fermented prod-
ucts, such as peptides, which can influence microbial abundance and, consequently, the
production of SCFA and ammonia [138].

Freire et al. [120] showed that fermented goat milk, with or without grape pomace
extract, had a positive effect on the metabolism of the intestinal microbiota, increasing
the production of SCFA and decreasing the concentration of ammonium. Rodrigues
et al. [116] reported an increase in SCFA in SHIME® using healthy human microbiota
after administering ice cream containing Lb. acidophilus and B. animalis and a decrease
in ammonia after administering a dietary supplement containing Lb. acidophilus and B.
animalis (both after 7 days of treatment).
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4. Conclusions

The viability of probiotic LAB in FM was >6 log CFU/mL and was affected by
the addition of the fruit pulp. The Bacteroidetes phylum had greater abundance in the
microbial communities associated with FM formulations, followed by Firmicutes. The
Phocaeicola genus was dominant in the samples from the formulations with fruit pulp,
which resulted in a lower bacterial diversity (Gini-Simpson) if compared to the FMC. The
Bifidobacterium genus was related to all FM formulations, while the Alistipes genus was
related to FMPF and FMBP formulations, and the Lactobacillus and Lacticaseibacillus genera
were related to FMC. Furthermore, the FM with added fruit pulp showed conservation of
the central taxon and its relationships in the genera co-occurrence networks. Regarding
metabolites, there was a correlation between ammonia and the three most abundant families
of the microbiota. All results showed that the administration of probiotic fermented milk
with fruit pulp, especially FMB, boosted the beneficial effects observed in the intestinal
microbiota of healthy humans, as well as increased the production of SCFA in SHIME® and
decreased ammonium ions, which could be related to the presence of bioactive compounds.
Therefore, producing FM with fruit pulp can be considered a promising strategy for
supplying probiotic FM with functional characteristics, even though additional studies
should be carried out focusing on evaluating the sensory characteristics of the product, as
well as the required shelf-life time to guarantee the desired beneficial effect to consumers.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/foods11244113/s1, Figure S1. Observation of ASVs in relation to
the number of sampled sequences. The stabilization of the curves indicates the decrease in finding
new sequence variants. CTRL: control; FM: fermented milk without fruit pulp; WFM: washout of
fermented milk without fruit pulp; FMPF: fermented milk with passion fruit pulp; WFMPF: washout
of fermented milk with passion fruit pulp; FMB: fermented milk with buriti pulp; WFEMB: washout of
fermented milk with buriti pulp; Figure S2. Relative abundance of communities at the phyla level
associated with fermented milk without the addition of fruit pulp (A) and with passion fruit pulp (B)
or buriti pulp (C) addition. CTRL: control; FM: fermented milk without fruit pulp; WFM: washout of
fermented milk without fruit pulp; FMPF: fermented milk with passion fruit pulp; WFMPF: washout
of fermented milk with passion fruit pulp; FMB: fermented milk with buriti pulp; WFEMB: washout of
fermented milk with buriti pulp; Figure S3. Differential abundant (DA) taxa among FM formulations
against their control, as follows: control period vs. FMC (A), washout of FMC vs. FMPF (B) and
washout of FMPF vs. FMB (C). The dotplots represent the mean intensity of the difference (fold-
change) complemented by the standard error. The taxa are preceded by letters, that which represent
the taxonomic level, namely, Phylum (p), Class (c), Order (o), Family (f), Genus (g), and Species (s);
Figure S4. Relative abundance of communities at the family level associated with fermented milk
without the addition of fruit pulp (A) and with passion fruit pulp (B) or buriti pulp (C) addition.
CTRL: control; FM: fermented milk without fruit pulp; WFM: washout of fermented milk without
fruit pulp; FMPF: fermented milk with passion fruit pulp; WEMPF: washout of fermented milk with
passion fruit pulp; FMB: fermented milk with buriti pulp; WEMB: washout of fermented milk with
buriti pulp.

Author Contributions: T.EB.: conducted all experimental work and wrote the first draft of the
manuscript, as well as evaluated corrections suggested by collaborators. M.K.S. and K.S.: assisted
in conducting and training Tais to use the Simulator of Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem-
SHIME® during the experiment. L.A.L.d.C. and D.G.P: executed the bioinformatics analysis and data
interpretation after the genetic sequencing of the samples obtained from SHIME. S.N.C.: participated
in supervision and assisted in writing and data analysis. G.L.V.d.O. and S.D.T.: assisted in writing
and data analysis and revised the whole manuscript. A.L.B.P.: was the main supervisor of the whole
project. She obtained the grant, designed the experiment, and corrected and revised the whole
manuscript. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Sao Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP, grant number
2018/11140-1) and The Brazilian National Council for Scientific and Technological Development
(CNPg—Project 313909 /2020-2).

Data Availability Statement: All data generated by the current project are available upon request.


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/foods11244113/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/foods11244113/s1

Foods 2022, 11,4113 21 of 26

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the FAPESP and CNPq agencies for their financial support.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Banwo, K.; Olojede, A.O.; Adesulu-Dahunsi, T.; Verma, D.K.; Thakur, M.; Tripathy, S.; Singh, S.; Patel, A.R.; Gupta, A.K.; Aguilar,
C.N; et al. Functional importance of bioactive compounds of foods with potential health benefits: A review on recent trends.
Food Biosci. 2021, 43, 101320. [CrossRef]

Teixeira, J.L.P; Baptista, D.P; Orlando, E.A.; Gigante, M.L.; Pallone, ]J.A.L. Effect of processing on the bioaccessibility of essential
minerals in goat and cow milk and dairy products assessed by different static in vitro digestion models. Food Chem. 2022, 374,
131739. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cha, K.H,; Lee, E.H.; Yoon, H.S.; Lee, ].H.; Kim, J.Y.; Kang, K.; Soo, PJ.; Jin, ].B.; Ko, G.; Pan, C.H. Effects of fermented milk
treatment on microbial population and metabolomic outcomes in a three-stage semi-continuous culture system. Food Chem. 2018,
263,216-224. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Casarotti, S.N.; Borgonovi, T.E,; Tieghi, T.M.; Sivieri, K.; Penna, A.L.B. Probiotic low-fat fermented goat milk with passion fruit
by-product: In vitro effect on obese individuals’ microbiota and on metabolites production. Food Res. Int. 2020, 136, 109453.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Barat, A.; Ozcan, T. Growth of probiotic bacteria and characteristics of fermented milk containing fruit matrices. Int. J. Dairy
Technol. 2018, 71, 120-129. [CrossRef]

Borgonovi, T.F,; Casarotti, S.N.; Penna, A.L.B. Lacticaseibacillus casei SJRP38 and buriti pulp increased bioactive compounds and
probiotic potential of fermented milk. LWT Food Sci. Technol. 2021, 143, 111124. [CrossRef]

Magsood, S.; Adiamoa, O.; Ahmada, M.; Mudgil, P. Bioactive compounds from date fruit and seed as potential nutraceutical and
functional food ingredients. Food Chem. 2020, 308, 125522. [CrossRef]

Coman, V.; Teleky, B.E.; Mitrea, L.; Martau, G.A.; Szabo, K.; Célinoiu, L.F,; Vodnar, D.C. Bioactive potential of fruit and vegetable
wastes. Adv. Food Nutr. Res. 2019, 91, 157-225. [CrossRef]

Tabashsum, Z.; Peng, M.; Kahan, E.; Rahaman, S.0.; Biswas, D. Effect of conjugated linoleic acid overproducing Lactobacillus with
berry pomace phenolic extracts on Campylobacter jejuni pathogenesis. Food Funct. 2019, 10, 296-303. [CrossRef]

Ahmad, I; Khalique, A.; Junaid, M.; Shahid, M.Q.; Imran, M.; Rashid, A.A. Effect of polyphenol from apple peel extract on the
survival of probiotics in yoghurt ice cream. Food Sci. Technol. Int. 2020, 55, 2580-2588. [CrossRef]

Zhang, S.; Xu, M,; Sun, X,; Liu, X.; Choueiry, F; Xu, R.; Shi, H.; Zhu, ]J. Black raspberry extract shifted gut microbe diversity and
their metabolic landscape in a human colonic model. J. Chromatogr. B 2022, 1188, 123027. [CrossRef]

Cheng, Y.; Wu, T,; Chu, X;; Tang, S.; Cao, W,; Liang, E; Fang, Y.; Pan, S.; Xu, X. Fermented blueberry pomace with antioxidant
properties improves fecal microbiota community structure and short chain fatty acids production in an in vitro mode. LWT Food
Sci. Technol. 2020, 125, 109260. [CrossRef]

Espin, J.C.; Gonzalez-Sarrias, A.; Tomas-Barberan, F.A. The gut microbiota: A key factor in the therapeutic effects of (poly)phenols.
Biochem. Pharmacol. 2017, 139, 82-93. [CrossRef]

Piekarska-Radzik, L.; Klewicka, E. Mutual influence of polyphenols and Lactobacillus spp. bacteria in food: A review. Eur. Food
Res. Technol. 2021, 247, 9-24. [CrossRef]

Alkushi, A.G.; Abdelfattah-Hassan, A.; Eldoumani, H.; Elazab, S.T.; Mohamed, S.A.M.; Metwally, A.S.; El-Shetry, E.S.; Saleh,
A.A.; Elsawy, N.A.; Ibrahim, D. Probiotics-loaded nanoparticles attenuated colon inflammation, oxidative stress, and apoptosis in
colitis. Sci. Rep. 2022, 12, 5116. [CrossRef]

Gebrayel, P,; Nicco, C.; Khodor, S.A.; Bilinski, J.; Caselli, E.; Comelli, E.M.; Egert, M.; Giaroni, C.; Karpinski, T.M.; Loniewski, L;
et al. Microbiota medicine: Towards clinical revolution. . Transl. Med. 2022, 20, 111. [CrossRef]

Ho, S\W.; El-Nezami, H.; Corke, H.; Ho, C.S.; Shah, N.P. L-citrulline enriched fermented milk with Lactobacillus helveticus
attenuates dextran sulfate sodium (DSS) induced colitis in mice. J. Nutr. Biochem. 2022, 99, 108858. [CrossRef]

Ren, S.; Chen, A; Tian, Y.; Bai, Z.; Wang, C. Lactobacillus paracasei from koumiss ameliorates diarrhea in mice via tight junctions
modulation. Nutrition 2022, 98, 111584. [CrossRef]

Le Roy, C.I; Kurilshikov, A.; Leeming, E.R.; Visconti, A.; Bowyer, R.C.E.; Menni, C.; Falchi, M.; Koutnikova, H.; Veiga, P;
Zhernakova, A; et al. Yoghurt consumption is associated with changes in the composition of the human gut microbiome and
metabolome. BMC Microbiol. 2022, 22, 39. [CrossRef]

Salotti-Souza, B.M.; Borgonovi, T.F.; Casarotti, S.N.; Todorov, S.D.; Penna, A.L.B. Lactobacillus casei and Lactobacillus fermen-
tum strains isolated from mozzarella cheese: Probiotic potential, safety, acidifying kinetic parameters and viability under
gastrointestinal tract conditions. Probiotics Antimicrob. Proteins 2019, 11, 382-396. [CrossRef]

Todorov, S.D.; Perin, L.M.; Carneiro, B.M.; Rahal, P.; Holzapfel, W.; Nero, L.A. Safety of Lactobacillus plantarum ST8Sh and its
bacteriocin. Probiotics Antimicrob. Proteins 2017, 9, 334-344. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Moura-Filho, ]. M. Buriti (Mauritia flexuosa L.) Preparation: Production, Characterization and Application in Fermented Milk.
Ph.D. Thesis, University of Sao Paulo, Sao Paulo, Brazil, 29 May 2017. Available online: https://repositorio.unesp.br/handle/11
449/151139 (accessed on 5 September 2022).


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbio.2021.101320
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2021.131739
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34875438
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2018.04.095
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29784310
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2020.109453
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32846548
http://doi.org/10.1111/1471-0307.12391
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2021.111124
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2019.125522
http://doi.org/10.1016/bs.afnr.2019.07.001
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8FO01863D
http://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.14511
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jchromb.2021.123027
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2020.109260
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcp.2017.04.033
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00217-020-03603-y
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-08915-5
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-022-03296-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnutbio.2021.108858
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nut.2021.111584
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12866-021-02364-2
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12602-018-9406-y
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12602-017-9260-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28233282
https://repositorio.unesp.br/handle/11449/151139
https://repositorio.unesp.br/handle/11449/151139

Foods 2022, 11,4113 22 of 26

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.
33.

34.
35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

Solieri, L.; Bianchi, A.; Mottolese, G.; Lemmetti, F.; Giudici, P. Tailoring the probiotic potential of non-starter Lactobacillus strains
from ripened Parmigiano Reggiano cheese by in vitro screening and principal component analysis. Food Microbiol. 2014, 38,
240-249. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Molly, K.; Woestyne, M.V.; Smet, I; Verstraete, W. Validation of the simulator of the human intestinal microbial ecosystem
(SHIME®) reactor using microorganism associated activities. Microb. Ecol. Health Dis. 1994, 7, 191-200. [CrossRef]

Salgago, M.K; Perina, N.P.; Tomé, T.M.; Mosquera, E.M.B.; Lazarini, T.; Sartoratto, A.; Sivieri, K. Probiotic infant cereal improves
children’s gut microbiota: Insights using the Simulator of Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem (SHIME®). Food Res. Int. 2021,
143,110292. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Possemiers, S.; Verthé, K.; Uyttendaele, S.; Verstraete, W. PCR-DGGE-based quantification of stability of the microbial community
in a simulator of the human intestinal microbial ecosystem. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 2004, 49, 495-507. [CrossRef]

Duque, A.L.R.F; Monteiro, M.; Adorno, M.A.T.; Sakamoto, I.K,; Sivieri, K. An exploratory study on the influence of orange juice
on gut microbiota using a dynamic colonic model. Food Res. Int. 2016, 84, 160-169. [CrossRef]

Van De Wiele, T.; Boon, N.; Possemiers, S.; Jacobs, H.; Verstraete, W. Prebiotic effects of chicory inulin in the simulator of the
human intestinal microbial ecosystem. FEMS Microbiol. Ecol. 2004, 51, 143-153. [CrossRef]

Espirito Santo, A.P.; Cartolano, N.S.; Silva, T.F,; Soares, F.A.; Gioielli, L.A.; Perego, P.; Converti, A.; Oliveira, M.N. Fibers from
fruit by-products enhance probiotic viability and fatty acid profile and increase CLA content in yoghurts. Int. J. Food Microbiol.
2012, 154, 135-144. [CrossRef]

Adorno, M.A.T,; Hirasawa, J.S.; Varesche, M.B.A. Development and validation of two methods to quantify volatile acids (C2-C6)
by GC/FID: Headspace (automatic and manual) and liquid-liquid extraction (LLE). Am. ]. Anal. Chem. 2014, 5, 406-414.
[CrossRef]

Bianchi, F; Rossi, E.A.; Sakamoto, I.K.; Adorno, M.A.T.; Van De Wiele, T.; Sivieri, K. Beneficial effects of fermented vegetal
beverages on human gastrointestinal microbial ecosystem in a simulator. Food Res. Int. 2014, 64, 43-52. [CrossRef]

Edgar, R.C. Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster than BLAST. Bioinformatics 2010, 26, 2460-2461. [CrossRef]
Didion, J.P.; Martin, M.; Collins, E.S. Atropos: Specific, sensitive, and speedy trimming of sequencing reads. Peer] 2017, 5, €3720.
[CrossRef]

Chen, S.; Zhou, Y.; Chen, Y.; Gu, J. Fastp: An ultra-fast all-in-one FASTQ preprocessor. Bioinformatics 2018, 34, i884-i890. [CrossRef]
Callahan, B.J.; Mcmurdie, PJ.; Rosen, M.].; Han, A.W.; Johnson, A.J.A.; Holmes, S.P. DADA?2: High-resolution sample inference
from Illumina amplicon data. Nat. Methods 2016, 13, 581. [CrossRef]

Cole, ].R. The Ribosomal Database Project (RDP-II): Sequences and tools for high-throughput rRNA analysis. Nucleic Acids Res.
2004, 33, D294-D296. [CrossRef]

Andersen, K.S.; Kirkegaard, R.H.; Karst, S.M.; Albertsen, M. Ampvis2: An R package to analyse and visualise 165 rRNA amplicon
data. BioRxiv 2018. [CrossRef]

Lahti, L.; Shetty, S. Microbiome R Package, 2012. (Introduction to the microbiome R package [Internet]). Available online:
https:/ /microbiome.github.io/tutorials/ (accessed on 10 November 2022).

Mendiburu, F. Agricolae: Statistical Procedures for Agricultural Research. Version 1.3-5. 2021. Available online: https:/ /CRAN.
R-project.org/package=agricolae (accessed on 8 October 2022).

Oksanen, J.; Blanchet, EG.; Friendly, M.; Kindt, R.; Legendre, P.; Mcglinn, D.; Minchin, PR.; O’hara, R.B.; Simpson, G.L.; Solymos,
P; et al. Vegan: Community Ecology Package. Version 2.6-4. 2022. Available online: https:/ /CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan
(accessed on 20 October 2022).

Arbizu, PM. PairwiseAdonis: Pairwise Multilevel Comparison Using Adonis. 2019. Available online: https:/ /rdrr.io/github/
gauravsk/ranacapa/man/pairwise_adonis.html (accessed on 12 August 2022).

Love, M.I.; Huber, W.; Anders, S. Moderated estimation of fold change and dispersion for RNA-seq data with DESeq2. Genome
Biol. 2014, 15, 550. [CrossRef]

Kassambara, A. ggpubr: “ggplot2” Based Publication Ready Plots. Version 0.4.0. 2020. Available online: https://CRAN.R-project.
org/package=ggpubr (accessed on 12 August 2022).

Revelle, W. Psych: Procedures for Psychological, Psychometric, and Personality Research; Version 2.2.9; Northwestern University:
Evanston, IL, USA, 2022; Available online: https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=psych (accessed on 12 August 2022).

Csardi, G.; Nepusz, T. The igraph software package for complex network research. Complex Systems. Inter J. 2006, 1695, 1-9.
Available online: https://www.bibsonomy.org/bibtex/bb49a4a77b42229a427fec316e9fe515 (accessed on 15 August 2022).
Ozcan, T.; Yilmaz-Ersan, L.; Akpinar-Bayizit, A.; Delikanli, B.; Balati, A. Survival of Lactobacillus spp. in fruit based fermented
dairy beverages. Int. ]. Food Eng. 2015, 1, 44-49. [CrossRef]

Casarotti, S.N.; Borgonovi, T.F.; Batista, C.L.EM.; Penna, A.L.B. Guava, orange and passion fruit by-products: Characterization
and its impacts on kinetics of acidification and properties of probiotic fermented products. LWT Food Sci. Technol. 2018, 98, 69-76.
[CrossRef]

Beisner, J.; Gonzalez-Granda, A.; Basrai, M.; Damms-Machado, A.; Bischoff, S.C. Fructose-induced intestinal microbiota shift
following two types of short term high-fructose dietary phases. Nutrients 2020, 12, 3444. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Purchiaroni, F; Tortora, A.; Gabrielli, M.; Bertucci, E; Gigante, G.; laniro, G.; Ojetti, V.; Scarpellini, E.; Gasbarrini, A. The
role of intestinal microbiota and the immune system. Eur. Rev. Med. Pharmacol. Sci. 2013, 17, 323-333. Available online:
https:/ /www.europeanreview.org/wp/wp-content/uploads/323-333.pdf (accessed on 25 October 2022). [PubMed]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2013.10.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24290648
http://doi.org/10.3109/08910609409141354
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2021.110292
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33992391
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.femsec.2004.05.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2016.03.028
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.femsec.2004.07.014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2011.12.025
http://doi.org/10.4236/ajac.2014.57049
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2014.05.072
http://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btq461
http://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.3720
http://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty560
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.3869
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki038
http://doi.org/10.1101/299537
https://microbiome.github.io/tutorials/
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=agricolae
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=agricolae
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan
https://rdrr.io/github/gauravsk/ranacapa/man/pairwise_adonis.html
https://rdrr.io/github/gauravsk/ranacapa/man/pairwise_adonis.html
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13059-014-0550-8
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=ggpubr
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=ggpubr
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=psych
https://www.bibsonomy.org/bibtex/bb49a4a77b42229a427fec316e9fe515
http://doi.org/10.18178/ijfe.1.1.44-49
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2018.08.010
http://doi.org/10.3390/nu12113444
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33182700
https://www.europeanreview.org/wp/wp-content/uploads/323-333.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23426535

Foods 2022, 11,4113 23 of 26

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

Binda, C.; Lopetuso, L.R.; Rizzatti, G.; Gibiino, G.; Cennamo, V.; Gasbarrini, A. Actinobacteria: A relevant minority for the
maintenance of gut homeostasis. Dig. Liver Dis. 2018, 50, 421-428. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Azimirad, M.; Jo, Y.; Kim, M.S; Jeong, M.; Shahrokh, S.; Aghdaei, H.A.; Zali, M.R,; Lee, S.; Yadegar, A.; Shin, J.H. Alterations and
prediction of functional profiles of gut microbiota after fecal microbiota transplantation for Iranian recurrent Clostridioides difficile
infection with underlying inflammatory bowel disease: A pilot study. J. Inflamm. Res. 2022, 15, 105-116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Rettedal, E.A.; Altermann, E.; Roy, N.C.; Dalziel, J.E. The effects of unfermented and fermented cow and sheep milk on the gut
microbiota. Front. Microbiol. 2019, 10, 458. [CrossRef]

Oddi, S.; Huber, P; Duque, A.L.R.E,; Vinderola, G.; Sivieri, K. Breast-milk derived potential probiotics as strategy for the
management of childhood obesity. Food Res. Int. 2020, 137, 109673. [CrossRef]

Cani, PD.; Moens De Hase, E.; Van Hul, M. Gut microbiota and host metabolism: From proof of concept to therapeutic
intervention. Microorganisms 2021, 9, 1302. [CrossRef]

Martin, R.; Miquel, S.; Benevides, L.; Bridonneau, C.; Robert, V.; Hudault, S.; Florian, C.; Berteau, O.; Azevedo, V.; Chatel, ].M.;
et al. Functional characterization of novel Faecalibacterium prausnitzii strains isolated from healthy volunteers: A step forward in
the use of F. Prausnitzii as a next-generation probiotic. Front. Microbiol. 2017, 8, 1226. [CrossRef]

Schmidt, C. The startup bugs. Nat. Biotechnol. 2013, 31, 279-281. [CrossRef]

Cobo, F.; Pérez-Carrasco, V.; Rodriguez-Guerrero, E.; Sampedro, A.; Rodriguez-Granger, J.; Garcia-Salcedo, J.A.; Navarro-Mari,
J.M. Misidentification of Phocaeicola (Bacteroides) dorei in two patients with bacteremia. Anaerobe 2022, 75, 102544. [CrossRef]
Wang, C.; Li, S.; Zhang, Z; Yu, Z.; Yu, L.; Tian, F.; Chen, W.; Zhai, Q. Phocaeicola faecalis sp. nov., a strictly anaerobic bacterial strain
adapted to the human gut ecosystem. Antonie Van Leeuwenhoek 2021, 114, 1225-1235. [CrossRef]

Liick, R.; Deppenmeier, U. Genetic tools for the redirection of the central carbon flow towards the production of lactate in the
human gut bacterium Phocaeicola (Bacteroides) vulgatus. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2022, 106, 1211-1225. [CrossRef]

Wexler, A.G.; Goodman, A.L. An insider’s perspective: Bacteroides as a window into the microbiome. Nat. Microbiol. 2017, 25,
17026. [CrossRef]

Flint, H.J.; Bayer, E.A.; Rincon, M.T.; Lamed, R.; White, B.A. Polysaccharide utilization by gut bacteria: Potential for new insights
from genomic analysis. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2008, 6, 121-131. [CrossRef]

Glover, ].S,; Ticer, T.D.; Engevik, M.A. Characterizing the mucin-degrading capacity of the human gut microbiota. Sci. Rep. 2022,
19, 8456. [CrossRef]

Makki, K.; Deehan, E.; Walter, J.; Backhed, F. The impact of dietary fiber on gut microbiota in host health and disease. Cell Host
Microbe 2018, 13, 705-715. [CrossRef]

Flint, H.].; Scott, K.P.; Duncan, S.H.; Louis, P.; Forano, E. Microbial degradation of complex carbohydrates in the gut. Gut Microbes
2012, 3, 289-306. [CrossRef]

Rios-Covian, D.; Ruas-Madiedo, P.; Margolles, A.; Gueimonde, M.; Reyes-Gavilan, C.G.; Salazar, N. Intestinal short chain fatty
acids and their link with diet and human health. Front. Microbiol. 2016, 7, 185. [CrossRef]

Russell, W.R.; Duncan, S.H.; Scobbie, L.; Duncan, G.; Cantlay, L.; Calder, A.G.; Anderson, S.E.; Flint, H. Major phenylpropanoid-
derived metabolites in the human gut can arise from microbial fermentation of protein. Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 2013, 57, 523-535.
[CrossRef]

Benevides, L.; Burman, S.; Martin, R.; Robert, V.; Thomas, M.; Miquel, S.; Chain, F.; Sokol, H.; Bermudez-Humaran, L.G.; Morrison,
M.; et al. New insights into the diversity of the genus Faecalibacterium. Front. Microbiol. 2017, 8, 1790. [CrossRef]

Walker, A.W.; Ince, J.; Duncan, S.H.; Webster, L.M.; Holtrop, G.; Ze, X.; Brown, D.; Stares, M.D.; Scott, P.; Bergerat, A.; et al.
Dominant and diet-responsive groups of bacteria within the human colonic microbiota. ISME J. 2011, 5, 220-230. [CrossRef]
Duncan, S.H.; Louis, P; Flint, H.J. Lactate-utilizing bacteria, isolated from human feces, that produce butyrate as a major
fermentation product. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2004, 70, 5810-5817. [CrossRef]

Miquel, S.; Martin, R.; Rossi, O.; Bermudez-Humaran, L.G.; Chatel, ].M.; Sokol, H.; Thomas, M.; Wells, ].M.; Langella, P.
Faecalibacterium prausnitzii and human intestinal health. Curr. Opin. Microbiol. 2013, 16, 255-261. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Ferreira-Halder, C.V.; Faria, A.V.; Andrade, S.S. Action and function of Faecalibacterium prausnitzii in health and disease. Best Pract.
Res. Clin. Gastroenterol. 2017, 31, 643-648. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zouiouich, S.; Loftfield, E.; Huybrechts, I.; Viallon, V.; Louca, P.; Vogtmann, E.; Wells, PM.; Steves, C.J.; Herzig, K.H.; Menni, C.;
et al. Markers of metabolic health and gut microbiome diversity: Findings from two population-based cohort studies. Diabetologia
2021, 64, 1749-1759. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Souza, C.B.; Jonathan, M.; Saad, S.M.1.; Schols, H.A.; Venema, K. Degradation of fibres from fruit by-products allows selective
modulation of the gut bacteria in an in vitro model of the proximal colon. J. Funct. Foods 2019, 1, 275-285. [CrossRef]
Borgonovi, T.F; Virgolin, L.B.; Janzantti, N.S.; Casarotti, S.N.; Penna, A.L.B. Fruit bioactive compounds: Effect on lactic acid
bacteria and on intestinal microbiota. Food Res. Int. 2022, 161, 111809. [CrossRef]

Rodriguez, L.G.R.; Gasga, VM.Z.; Pescuma, M.; Nieuwenhove, C.V.; Mozzi, F; Burgos, ].A.S. Fruits and fruit by-products as
sources of bioactive compounds. Benefits and trends of lactic acid fermentation in the development of novel fruit-based functional
beverages. Food Res. Int. 2021, 140, 109854. [CrossRef]

Septembre-Malaterre, A.; Remize, E; Poucheret, P. Fruits and vegetables, as a source of nutritional compounds and phytochemicals:
Changes in bioactive compounds during lactic fermentation. Food Res. Int. 2018, 104, 86-99. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dld.2018.02.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29567414
http://doi.org/10.2147/JIR.S338212
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35023946
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.00458
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2020.109673
http://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms9061302
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.01226
http://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.2544
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.anaerobe.2022.102544
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10482-021-01595-7
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-022-11777-6
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmicrobiol.2017.26
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro1817
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-11819-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2018.05.012
http://doi.org/10.4161/gmic.19897
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.00185
http://doi.org/10.1002/mnfr.201200594
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.01790
http://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2010.118
http://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.70.10.5810-5817.2004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2013.06.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23831042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpg.2017.09.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29566907
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00125-021-05464-w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34110438
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2019.04.026
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2022.111809
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2020.109854
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2017.09.031

Foods 2022, 11,4113 24 of 26

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

Dou, Z.; Chen, C.; Fu, X. Bioaccessibility, antioxidant activity and modulation effect on gut microbiota of bioactive compounds
from Moringa oleifera Lam. leaves during digestion and fermentation in vitro. Food Funct. 2019, 1, 5070-5079. [CrossRef]

Luca, S.V.; Macovei, L; Bujor, A.; Miron, A.; Skalicka-Wozniak, K.; Aprotosoaie, A.C.; Trifan, A. Bioactivity of dietary polyphenols:
The role of metabolites. Crit. Rev. Food Sci. Nutr. 2020, 60, 626—659. [CrossRef]

Molinari, R.; Merendino, N.; Costantini, L. Polyphenols as modulators of pre-established gut microbiota dysbiosis: State-of-the-art.
Biofactors 2022, 48, 255-273. [CrossRef]

Belizario, J.E.; Faintuch, J.; Garay-Malpartida, M. Gut Microbiome Dysbiosis and Immunometabolism: New Frontiers for
Treatment of Metabolic Diseases. Mediat. Inflamm. 2018, 2018, 2037838. [CrossRef]

Chidambaram, S.B.; Essa, M.M.; Rathipriya, A.G.; Bishir, M.; Ray, B.; Mahalakshmi, A.M.; Tousif, A.H.; Sakharkar, M.K.; Kashyap,
R.S.; Friedland, R.P; et al. Gut dysbiosis, defective autophagy and altered immune responses in neurodegenerative diseases:
Tales of a vicious cycle. Pharmacol. Ther. 2022, 231, 107988. [CrossRef]

Gomes, A.C.; Hoffmann, C.; Mota, ].F. The human gut microbiota: Metabolism and perspective in obesity. LWT Food Sci. Technol.
2018, 4, 308-325. [CrossRef]

Tang, W.H.W.; Kitai, T.; Hazen, S.L. Gut Microbiota in Cardiovascular Health and Disease. Circ. Res. 2017, 31, 1183-1196.
[CrossRef]

Wiegel, J.; Tanner, R.; Rainey, FA. An introduction to the family Clostridiaceae. In The Prokaryotes; Dworkin, M., Falkow, S.,
Rosenberg, E., Schleifer, K.H., Stackebrandt, E., Eds.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2006; Volume 4, pp. 654-678. [CrossRef]
Jessen, J.E.; Orlygsson, J. Production of ethanol from sugars and lignocellulosic biomass by Thermoanaerobacter J1 isolated from a
hot spring in Iceland. J. Biomed. Biotechnol. 2012, 2012, 186982. [CrossRef]

Kong, C.; Gao, R.; Yan, X.; Huang, L.; Qin, H. Probiotics improve gut microbiota dysbiosis in obese mice fed a high-fat or
high-sucrose diet. Nutrition 2019, 60, 175-184. [CrossRef]

Graf, J. The Family Rikenellaceae. In The Prokaryotes; Rosenberg, E., DeLong, E.F,, Lory, S., Stackebrandt, E., Thompson, F., Eds.;
Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2014; pp. 857-859. [CrossRef]

Shkoporov, A.N.; Chaplin, A.V.; Khokhlova, E.V.; Shcherbakova, V.A.; Motuzova, O.V.; Bozhenko, V.K,; Kafarskaia, L.L.; Efimov,
B.A. Alistipes inops sp. nov. and Coprobacter secundus sp. nov., isolated from human faeces. Int. |. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 2015, 65,
4580-4588. [CrossRef]

Parker, B.J.; Wearsch, P.A.; Veloo, A.C.M.; Rodriguez-Palacios, A. The Genus Alistipes: Gut bacteria with emerging implications to
inflammation, cancer, and mental health. Front. Immunol. 2020, 11, 906. [CrossRef]

Felis, G.E.; Pot, B. The family Lactobacillaceae. In Lactic Acid Bacteria; Holzapfel, W.H., Wood, B.].B., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.:
Chichester, UK, 2014; pp. 245-247. Available online: https:/ /onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/9781118655252.part4
(accessed on 15 September 2022).

Widyastuti, Y.; Febrisiantosa, A.; Tidona, F. Health-promoting properties of lactobacilli in fermented dairy products. Front.
Microbiol. 2021, 21, 673890. [CrossRef]

Zheng, |J.; Wittouck, S.; Salvetti, E.; Franz, CM.A.P,; Harris, H.M.B.; Mattarelli, P.; O’toole, PW.,; Pot, B.; Vandamme, P.; Walter, J.;
et al. A taxonomic note on the genus Lactobacillus: Description of 23 novel genera, emended description of the genus Lactobacillus
Beijerinck 1901, and union of Lactobacillaceae and Leuconostocaceae. Int. J. Syst. Evol. Microbiol. 2020, 70, 2782-2858. [CrossRef]
Pimentel, T.C.; Branddo, L.R.; Oliveira, M.P,; Costa, WK .A.; Magnani, M. Health benefits and technological effects of Lacticas-
etbacillus casei-01: An overview of the scientific literature. Trends Food Sci. Technol. 2021, 1, 722-737. [CrossRef]

De Filippis, F.; Pasolli, E.; Ercolini, D. The food-gut axis: Lactic acid bacteria and their link to food, the gut microbiome and
human health. FEMS Microbiol. Rev. 2020, 1, 454—489. [CrossRef]

Martins, A.R.; Burkert, C.A.V. Galactooligosaccharides (GOS) and their prebiotic and bifidogenic effects. Braz. |. Food Technol.
2009, 12, 230-240. [CrossRef]

Diener, C.; Gibbons, S.M.; Resendis-Antonio, O. MICOM: Metagenome-scale modeling to infer metabolic interactions in the gut
microbiota. mSystems 2020, 5, €00606-19. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Shetty, S.A.; Kuipers, B.; Atashgahi, S.; Aalvink, S.; Smidt, H.; De Vos, W.M. Inter-species metabolic interactions in an in-vitro
minimal human gut microbiome of core bacteria. NP] Biofilms Microbiomes 2022, 8, 21. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Khan, S.; Chousalkar, K.K. Short-term feeding of probiotics and synbiotics modulates caecal microbiota during Salmonella
Typhimurium infection but does not reduce shedding and invasion in chickens. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2020, 104, 319-334.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gupta, VK,; Paul, S.; Dutta, C. Geography, ethnicity or subsistence-specific variations in human microbiome composition and
diversity. Front. Microbiol. 2017, 8, 1162. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Chen, Y.; Chen, H.; Zhong, C.; Yun, Y.H.; Chen, W.; Chen, W. Determination of microbial diversity and community composition in
unfermented and fermented washing rice water by high-throughput sequencing. Curr. Microbiol. 2021, 78, 1730-1740. [CrossRef]
Wongkuna, S.; Ghimire, S.; Chankhamhaengdecha, S.; Janvilisri, T.; Scaria, ]J. Mediterraneibacter catenae SW178 sp. nov., an
intestinal bacterium of feral chicken. Peer] 2021, 9, €11050. [CrossRef]

Ruiz-Rico, M.; Renwick, S.; Vancuren, S.J.; Robinson, A.V.; Gianetto-Hill, C.; Allen-Vercoe, E.; Barat, ].M. Influence of free and
immobilized chitosan on a defined human gut microbial ecosystem. Food Res. Int. 2022, 161, 111890. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1039/C9FO00793H
http://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2018.1546669
http://doi.org/10.1002/biof.1772
http://doi.org/10.1155/2018/2037838
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pharmthera.2021.107988
http://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2018.1465157
http://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCRESAHA.117.309715
http://doi.org/10.1007/0-387-30744-3_20
http://doi.org/10.1155/2012/186982
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nut.2018.10.002
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-38954-2_134
http://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.000617
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2020.00906
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/9781118655252.part4
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2021.673890
http://doi.org/10.1099/ijsem.0.004107
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2021.06.030
http://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fuaa015
http://doi.org/10.4260/BJFT2009800900017
http://doi.org/10.1128/mSystems.00606-19
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31964767
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41522-022-00275-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35395818
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-019-10220-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31758235
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2017.01162
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28690602
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-021-02400-4
http://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.11050
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2022.111890

Foods 2022, 11,4113 25 of 26

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.
109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.

123.

124.

125.

Fagundes, R.R.; Bourgonje, A.R.; Saeed, A ; Vila, A.V.; Plomp, N.; Blokzijl, T.; Sadabad, M.S.; von Martels, ].Z.H.; van Leeuwen,
S.S.; Weersma, R.K; et al. Inulin-grown Faecalibacterium prausnitzii cross-feeds fructose to the human intestinal epithelium. Gut
Microbes 2021, 13, 1993582. [CrossRef]

Wan, M.; Li, Q.; Lei, Q.; Zhou, D.; Wang, S. Polyphenols and polysaccharides from morus alba 1. fruit attenuate high-fat
diet-induced metabolic syndrome modifying the gut microbiota and metabolite profile. Foods 2022, 11, 1818. [CrossRef]

Li, J.; Pang, B.; Yan, X.; Shang, X.; Hu, X.; Shi, ]J. Prebiotic properties of different polysaccharide fractions from Artemisia
sphaerocephala Krasch seeds evaluated by simulated digestion and in vitro fermentation by human fecal microbiota. Int. J. Biol.
Macromol. 2020, 162, 414-424. [CrossRef]

Lagkouvardos, I.; Pukall, R.; Abt, B.; Foesel, B.U.; Meier-Kolthoff, ].P.; Kumar, N.; Bresciani, A.; Martines, L.; Just, S.; Ziegler,
C.; et al. The Mouse Intestinal Bacterial Collection (miBC) provides host-specific insight into cultured diversity and functional
potential of the gut microbiota. Nat. Microbiol. 2016, 1, 16131. [CrossRef]

Jang, J.; Kim, Y.; Lee, C.; Kwon, B.; Noh, |.; Jee, ].].; Yoon, S.S.; Koh, H.; Sowon, P. The effect of formula-based nutritional treatment
on colitis in a murine model. J. Korean Med. Sci. 2021, 27, e342. [CrossRef]

Guzior, D.V.; Quinn, R.A. Review: Microbial transformations of human bile acids. Microbiome 2021, 9, 140. [CrossRef]

Baquero, M.R.; Del Campo, R.; Bravo-Vazquez, D.A. Microcins in Enterobacteriaceae: Peptide antimicrobials in the eco-active
intestinal chemosphere. Front. Microbiol. 2019, 10, 2261. [CrossRef]

Sibinelli-Sousa, S.; Aratjo-Silva, A.L.; Hespanhol, ].T.; Bayer-Santos, E. Revisiting the steps of Salmonella gut infection with a
focus on antagonistic interbacterial interactions. FEBS J. 2022, 289, 4192-4211. [CrossRef]

Feng, W.; Ao, H.; Peng, C. Gut microbiota, short-chain fatty acids, and herbal medicines. Front. Pharmacol. 2018, 9, 1354.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ban, Q.; Cheng, J.; Sun, X,; Jiang, Y.; Zhao, S.; Song, X.; Guo, M. Effects of a synbiotic yogurt using monk fruit extract as sweetener
on glucose regulation and gut microbiota in rats with type 2 diabetes mellitus. J. Dairy Sci. 2020, 103, 2956-2968. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Khuropakhonphong, R.; Whanmek, K.; Purttiponthanee, S.; Chathiran, W.; Srichamnong, W.; Santivarangkna, C.; Trachootham,
D. Bulgarian yogurt relieved symptoms and distress and increased fecal short-chain fatty acids in healthy constipated women: A
randomized, blinded crossover-controlled trial. NFS J. 2021, 22, 20-31. [CrossRef]

He, X.; Parenti, M.; Grip, T.; Lonnerdal, B.; Timby, N.; Domellof, M.; Hernell, O.; Slupsky, C. Fecal microbiome and metabolome
of infants fed bovine MFGM supplemented formula or standard formula with breast-fed infants as reference: A randomized
controlled trial. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 11589. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Davila, A.M.; Blachier, F.; Gotteland, M.; Andriamihaja, M.; Benetti, PH.; Sanz, Y.; Tomé, D. Intestinal luminal nitrogen metabolism:
Role of the gut microbiota and consequences for the host. Pharmacol. Res. 2013, 68, 95-107. [CrossRef]

Rodrigues, V.C.C.; Duque, A.L.R.F; Fino, L.C.; Simabuco, EM.; Sartoratto, A.; Cabral, L.; Noronha, M.E,; Sivieri, K.; Antunes,
A.E.C. Modulation of the intestinal microbiota and the metabolites produced by the administration of ice cream and a dietary
supplement containing the same probiotics. Br. J. Nutr. 2020, 12, 57-68. [CrossRef]

Bianchi, F; Larsen, N.; De Mello Tieghi, T.; Adorno, M.A.T.; Kot, W.; Saad, S.M.L; Jespersen, L.; Sivieri, K. Modulation of gut
microbiota from obese individuals by in vitro fermentation of citrus pectin in combination with Bifidobacterium longum BB-46.
Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2018, 102, 8827-8840. [CrossRef]

Medeiros, V.P.B.; Salgaco, M.K.; Pimentel, T.C.; Silva, T.C.R.; Sartoratto, A.; Lima, M.S.; Sassi, C.EC.; Mesa, V.; Magnani, M.;
Sivieri, K. Spirulina platensis biomass enhances the proliferation rate of Lactobacillus acidophilus 5 (La-5) and combined with La-5
impact the gut microbiota of medium-age healthy individuals through an in vitro gut microbiome model. Food Res. Int. 2022, 154,
110880. [CrossRef]

Gil-Sanchez, I.; Cueva, C.; Tamargo, A.; Quintela, J.C.; de la Fuente, E.; Walker, A.W.; Moreno-Arribas, M.V.; Bartolomé,
B. Application of the dynamic gastrointestinal simulator (simgi®) to assess the impact of probiotic supplementation in the
metabolism of grape polyphenols. Food Res. Int. 2020, 129, 108790. [CrossRef]

Freire, EC.; Adorno, M.A.T.; Sakamoto, I.K.; Antoniassi, R.; Chaves, A.C.S.D.; Santos, KM.O; Sivieri, K. Impact of multi-functional
fermented goat milk beverage on gut microbiota in a dynamic colon model. Food Res. Int. 2017, 99, 315-327. [CrossRef]

Van der Wielen, PW.J.].; Biesterveld, S.; Notermans, S.; Hofstra, H.; Urlings, B.A.P.; van Knapen, F. Role of volatile fatty acids in
development of the cecal microflora in broiler chickens during growth. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2000, 66, 2536—2540. [CrossRef]
Guillemard, E.; Poirel, M.; Schafer, F.; Quinquis, L.; Rossoni, C.; Keicher, C.; Wagner, F.; Szajewska, H.; Barbut, F.; Derrien, M.;
etal. A Randomised, controlled trial: Effect of a multi-strain fermented milk on the gut microbiota recovery after Helicobacter
pylori therapy. Nutrients 2021, 13, 3171. [CrossRef]

Valles, Y.; Artacho, A.; Pascual-Garcia, A.; Ferrus, M.L.; Gosalbes, M.].; Abellan, J.J.; Francino, M.P. Microbial succession in the
gut: Directional trends of taxonomic and functional change in a birth cohort of Spanish infants. PLoS Genet. 2014, 10, e1004406.
[CrossRef]

Van Den Abbeele, P.; Sprenger, N.; Ghyselinck, J.; Marsaux, B.; Marzorati, M.; Rochat, F. A Comparison of the in vitro effects of
2’fucosyllactose and lactose on the composition and activity of gut microbiota from infants and toddlers. Nutrients 2021, 13, 726.
[CrossRef]

Wang, M,; Li, M.; Wu, S,; Lebrilla, C.B.; Chapkin, R.S.; Ivanov, I.; Donovan, S.M. Fecal microbiota composition of breast-fed
infants is correlated with human milk oligosaccharides consumed. J. Pediatr. Gastroenterol. Nutr. 2015, 60, 825-833. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2021.1993582
http://doi.org/10.3390/foods11121818
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.06.174
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmicrobiol.2016.131
http://doi.org/10.3346/jkms.2021.36.e342
http://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-021-01101-1
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02261
http://doi.org/10.1111/febs.16211
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2018.01354
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30532706
http://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-17700
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32089310
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nfs.2020.12.005
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47953-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31406230
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.phrs.2012.11.005
http://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114520000896
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-018-9234-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2021.110880
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2019.108790
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2017.05.028
http://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.66.6.2536-2540.2000
http://doi.org/10.3390/nu13093171
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1004406
http://doi.org/10.3390/nu13030726
http://doi.org/10.1097/MPG.0000000000000752

Foods 2022, 11,4113 26 of 26

126.

127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

132.

133.

134.

135.

136.

137.

138.

Gamage, HK.A.H,; Tetu, S.G.; Chong, RW.W.; Ashton, ]J.; Packer, N.H.; Paulsen, I.T. Cereal products derived from wheat,
sorghum, rice and oats alter the infant gut microbiota in vitro. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 14312. [CrossRef]

Liu, K,; Atiyeh, HK,; Stevenson, B.S; Tanner, R.S.; Wilkins, M.R.; Huhnke, R.L. Mixed culture syngas fermentation and conversion
of carboxylic acids into alcohols. Bioresour. Technol. 2014, 152, 337-346. [CrossRef]

Buckel, W. Unusual enzymes involved in five pathways of glutamate fermentation. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2001, 57, 263-273.
[CrossRef]

Catto, C.; Garuglieri, E.; Borruso, L.; Erba, D.; Casiraghi, M.C.; Cappitelli, F; Villa, F; Zecchin, S.; Zanchi, R. Impacts of dietary
silver nanoparticles and probiotic administration on the microbiota of an in-vitro gut model. Environ. Pollut. 2019, 245, 754-763.
[CrossRef]

Chaikham, P; Apichartsrangkoon, A.; Worametrachanon, S.; van de Wiele, T. Impact of encapsulated Lactobacillus casei 01 along
with pasteurized purple-rice drinks on modulating colon microbiome using a digestive model. Int. . Food Engineer. 2016, 12,
637-646. [CrossRef]

Li, Y;; Zhang, R; Li, X;; Li, J.; Ji, W.; Zeng, X.; Bao, J. Exposure to the environmental pollutant ammonia causes changes in gut
microbiota and inflammatory markers in fattening pigs. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2021, 208, 111564. [CrossRef]

Mansilla, EI.; Ficoseco, C.A.; Miranda, M.H.; Puglisi, E.; Nader-Macias, M.E.E,; Vignolo, G.M.; Fontana, C.A. Administration of
probiotic lactic acid bacteria to modulate fecal microbiome in feedlot cattle. Nature 2022, 12, 12957. [CrossRef]

Han, X.; Zhou, Q.; Gao, Z; Lin, X.; Zhou, K.; Cheng, X.; Chitrakar, B.; Chen, H.; Zhao, W. In vitro digestion and fecal fermentation
behaviors of polysaccharides from Ziziphus Jujuba cv. Pozao and its interaction with human gut microbiota. Food Res. Int. 2022,
162, 112022. [CrossRef]

Fang, C.; Chen, G.; Kan, J. Characterization and in vitro simulated gastrointestinal digestion and fermentation of Mentha haplocalyx
polysaccharide. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2022, 222, 360-372. [CrossRef]

Terpend, K.; Possemiers, S.; Daguet, D.; Marzorati, M. Arabinogalactan and fructo-oligosaccharides have a different fermentation
profile in the Simulator of the Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem (SHIME®). Environ. Microbiol. Rep. 2013, 5, 595-603.
[CrossRef]

Wang, Y.; Liu, Y,; Polic, I.L; Matheyambath, A.C.; Lepointe, G. Modulation of human gut microbiota composition and metabolites
by arabinogalactan and Bifidobacterium longum subsp. longum BB536 in the Simulator of the Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem
(SHIME®). . Funct. Foods 2021, 87, 104820. [CrossRef]

Swiatecka, D.; Dominika, §.; Narbad, A.; Arjan, N.; Ridgway, K.P.; Karyn, R.P. The study on the impact of glycated pea proteins
on human intestinal bacteria. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 2011, 31, 267-272. [CrossRef]

Raveschot, C.; Cudennec, B.; Coutte, F; Flahaut, C.; Fremont, M.; Drider, D.; Dhulster, P. Production of bioactive peptides by
Lactobacillus species: From gene to application. Front. Microbiol. 2018, 9, 2354. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-14707-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2013.11.015
http://doi.org/10.1007/s002530100773
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.11.019
http://doi.org/10.1515/ijfe-2016-0008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2020.111564
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-16786-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2022.112022
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2022.09.168
http://doi.org/10.1111/1758-2229.12056
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2021.104820
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2011.01.002
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.02354
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30386307

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Lactic Acid Bacteria (LAB) Cultures 
	Passion Fruit and Buriti Pulps Preparation 
	Preparation of the Cultures and Fermented Milk 
	Lactic Acid Bacteria Viability in Fermented Milk 
	Simulator of Human Intestinal Microbial Ecosystem (SHIME®) 
	Composition of the SHIME® Feed Medium 
	Microbiota Colonization 
	Experimental Protocol 

	Evaluation of Metabolites Production in SHIME® 
	Microbial 16S rRNA Gene-Based Sequencing and Bioinformatic Analysis 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	LAB Viability in Fermented Milk 
	Microbiota Composition Evaluation by Gene Sequencing 
	Data Processing 
	Taxonomic Profile and Ecology 
	Differential Abundance 
	Structure of the Microbial Communities 

	Short-Chain Fatty Acids and Ammonium Ions 

	Conclusions 
	References

