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Research on the Effect of Probiotics on the Quality of Fermented Milk
DAI Yijia', ZHAO Liang"*"

(1.College of Food Science and Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China;
2.Probiotics Research Center, China Agricultural University, Department of Nutrition and Health, China Agricultural
University, Beijing 100190, China)

Abstract: Fermented milk is an important application form of probiotics in the food industry, which is rich in nutrition and
unique in flavor, and has rapid market development. Compared with Streptococcus thermophilus and Lactobacillus
delbrueckii subsp. bulgaricus and other fermentation strains, probiotics have a lower participation in the main fermentation
process, but they have a certain effect on the texture, flavor and post-acidification of fermented milk through synergistic
fermentation, affecting the quality of fermented milk. This paper reviews the effects of probiotics on the texture, flavor
quality and post-acidification process of fermented milk, and analyzes the mechanisms of probiotics maintaining the texture
of fermented milk by metabolism and producing EPS, improving the flavor quality of fermented milk by producing flavor
compounds, and affecting the post-acidification process by affecting the growth of commercial starter cultures, and
summarizes the relevant technologies to improve the stability of probiotics in fermented milk, in order to provide reference
for the development and quality improvement of functional fermented milk.
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il A, AR AT R IELE T ukSsun, A RILT
i Lb et 1/371,

B R TR R A BRI X s B AR A s EH
VS Y . BT Z AR s A o 2 dEEL
T 88 J& (Lactobacilllus) . XX T B J& ( Bifidobac-
terium) o T A7 AR S VR A A 32 0 g TE AR 4 A
B Rzak e b s 1E FAEERED, B MR ERME TS .
LRI IE ARNE . VAT WU YAE | BRI D IR
VAT M AEFI MU, S U ASTI 25 25 2R T RE

o B e N SYVA S DL W = S R N g S e o
N EZIE, G2 R MELNY 78.4%P,
AR A IR T BB e mt, BAT
FE T AT 5o BN 2 A B AT BE 52 M &2 B L Y ot
Fa . DRUACSE L 5T, MEARIO e R Rl BN T TS 3L
& AT Bl CICC-20280( Lacticaseibacillus casei) , INY
B R IEZLARG ., IS R R P ARS | MRSAF &
TR R ST, 3T T R EEFLA ST,
ST [T oR 3R BHAE R B L AP S N 2 A TR T I L AT
B Zhang FI/s%ZLAUSAFT B VO BEME S HTA R4
T e Ae e s 59— 7 1, RIEEFLILE 53 W1
S T RS A5 AR TR P A T PR R T TR AR AR AR T
BE, UNN A7 HH 18] 14 75 TR 5 2R 58 2 ) TR Ak A A7 3t i o
i, {9 PR ESOHE LA IS B AR

H T E NS T 2548 W R B FL AT F 24
TEVPHT PAR G T B 4 5 HH SR s Bl a5 AR B R
FEAE T, 8 DRI e 25 28 TN FH T R BERL, ST O
o 2 L o R RS BRI SRR AR 0 S e . SR
AT 2 AR R = B Lt B M LA B AR S, AL
ATIANIE 2 5 Az = ol B2 b ann] 2E 85530 1 TRTRP Az 4227
I A WA DA AERR 25 AR B A IS 57 i
FAAERERRIMEN O, ASSCLRIR T 354 v sz i & L
JOTRE) . RUBR LI, S gl T 2 AR B R LT . XL
R i BT RS s B S AT R LD BRI A B B AE L pHLL
IRESMREZE, Sl T 32 B TR K
MIERTFBE, B A 2a A va R L & RN FHER
AR
1 #HEEX A& B @R
1.1 I EN AR ARSI

R WP L ) JoT A AR I B 1 A S RS, BRI 4
Fa) 2 K W Bt v R T ZLAR TR IR pH IR 22 1% 25
PSSR, T AR 1 SR AR T B = 4 R 3 7K &
1o BEREEETA TR E F 2 SEERTE sl J124 . IR
B 5 1 HES . 285 K ig T . R AU S
S RAEA . AN, pH AR AE IR R th 4l
T2 AR IR AR A BAVE A A S LIS SR
2R . JURE PR T 1Y Zeta HEL AN 52 M) &8 58 45 44 1A e
P

FH T IRBERS RS 25 5 5 30Uk B LK X ZLis BT
HA U, 8 B RIREE T K, DI 7 i I ZH S LA F
I AR U S TR B RS TR E, Tolk AE yR R

A 5T ARSI T T 28 B Re | v
Ay SRR E I 5B A WL 1 2 S A s Bl SRR
AEFAH LY, 2R L P SRR 25 2 R UL RE R 2 4ERF
FLE I BERASE MERIRCR o

2o A PR B A QRN o3 EPS!TT 520 & L
HIBERC LS4, DFFE R, TE R L h BRI & e AT T
( Limosilactobacillus fermentum) F1 A8 %) ZL AE T B
(Lactiplantibacillus plantarum), A] 7K fi# Flb & B2 5
AR BT, 7 AT 22/ N IR LU s LA 1
LREEA ISR AR, F 52k A B AN B E LIRS AT
W ( Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus) . T & %L B&% ¥ B8
(Lacticaseibacillus casei) . FHYIF AT . BUE AT B
(Bifidobacterium) . FLILFLIRAEFLIBNTIW AN (Lacto-
coccus lactis subsp. cremoris) ;= /4= Y E5 7 2O g 4
ZBE(EPS) UL n] L SIEH 18R, #2519 A EF LA K
AT R FB R AR A LY, AT — R R SR
AR T AL A

ta AR B 7 EPS X R W5 i iy R e vk B B e o
Bk, WS RNSE PR iR . EPS dld S5a8E H
A EAE IR GRS 53 SR 14, DT s A L
F%) 558 e i B FFTORE B2 LA R oK M o Costa 55123 FE It
ReLh 4y 5z Rpr= EPS MIFLIGFLER B Lactococcus
cremoris DPC6532 FIAT=A: EPS 11 [F 2 E A5 Fh, 45
HRERUI ™ EPS BRI A M A L BE BE 8, d5
KPR R RIS AEZLIE AR T Y EPS X
F BT R B HE AR, I B O ity 1% 4 1 2R A4,
{58 A 58 W 2 18 in . Ruas-Madiedo 4504 X kb T
FRRFLEEFLERTE I F= EPS RUZh 4, 4% S S HH BE /R it
BR, EEEEKZE o-1,4 PEEEE . MIEEES [A]ALRH K1Y
EPS A K (>1.5 m* kg ), I $m A lERLAgBEERE
SR . Gentes 557 R B EPS 11443 &L 153 3 B
SR MEZUAGRE | SR S IEARSE, H EPS 45yt
frr AT S PEAR SR AR P SRR AR Z [A]TE iiAr Ike 2 v 1
e S | kAT L e SN (B ¥ i S s P L R E RN E A
BHEUNTERY . TR H 3525 85 1 BT 28 B L,
DLBOEDE MR 1 28 F LR A 7K 45, 3L A
FOZHEER, FH IR EEHE, EPS X & i L 58 s 5 B 4 U
TYE FEEHGI T EPS E5H (U T & | 43 32 .
e fr ) DA S AT TS HAbA B i AR B, Hoh o1
R A BEEN\E T L T 1Y EPS FI MY SR EE RS TR
P& KWL ARG B | B R LA S oK 0 PTS A R
EPS AL TZLIR TR Y (A BB |, TEBTRL |2
Y ELR EPS P im BANEAE , BRARTER A MR BT R )
IO T 25 528 EPS YA =GB /17, HASIA] Bk
FAEPSHRE JI A B K 25 53 (M EEAE 0.1~100 mg/L i
) U222, R EPS Mo ghts) . A2 5= R )1 K y- e
PEEA W2 MRS ER O, X R L BRSSP S R
ZFE R, HATXF EPS 20 & MRl i sl . 14
RO FAIA AW . R T ik BPS p-infase Hah
FIFFE BOR AV BERR I T T R LA 7, nl R R B



-390 - £ Tl B4

2024 4 4 A

CL N1 1 22k R BB A SCIBE, B B BT o e 3L R 20
IR B 8 BLAARHLI Can sl s o i HES) 7 2CF1 EPS
7R TEREALHED AR S 4 B
1.2 mHEENAZEEFLXK GRS

R R S BT 5 R RIS L i T2 R
BERLAR M LA T ds Rl . s SR 2 2 PP R A 2,
R IR A UK 5T ZLIR s A2k, Btk &
BT R R e M R 2R . R IR L XUBR A i 22
EAFEEHZS . BE2S . BRIS | MRS, LR v i o H TR A
B AR T S AV A AL ZLIR A 2 A R M AL
TG, PR T R BEFLARRR XA . Aol
fi %) B2 v [a] P P PR R R AT AR A3 A0 R AL 2 e RN
CABIA, W T 2 LIS 9 0 T A I B TR A PRI R
YA R = AN 1 . PRt R mE L T 0 ek
RBR B G1o BRI A, BEZEK Ay A A 25 Nig TR
FLI R o S IR I A A B 2 b S 2
XF R EFEZL AR A5 ™, 3R 1 5 T R EEFL
FEIRRYIBT, SR00, ITAEITE R SRR
FEEAYEVE R X, HA R B o BB R A Bk ek
Ao W E NN T & BEZL AR XU (19 22 A2
FLIR . L. WM. 2- TEHEE, i sefb 5900 &
TEE KT, R IFEFLA XSRS AT, lan &k mezlih 2
P Y B AR FE A 14~20 mg/kg 22 [A], filET 8.0 mg/kg
B IR TE 838 5 T il d 1Y) L 2 Uk WL 1 BRI,
PR RIRET

Shy T e PR L o IXUBAR B o 1 e RS YR R, T
AP AE P B AT AR & 950 5 2k A PR e R 3 SR ekt
RIEZLAY USRS BB, HORAE D3RS iyt s 3R W]
WEPEEEKR B 5 T BEFLESHT P8 Zhang & He R A AT
PEmkmEELD 2,3- T ZARFC R0 & &, (R 2E XY
JRITE . Xu ZEDK pURp R DL 25 4= TR S 5t &
T 501) e W) 2 e, R B B LG PN TR FT B i O B
( Propionibacterium fieudenreichii subsp. Shermanii)
B INBENE R A BEZL P 2,3-T HAY &, A
FO R R BEFLIABR . BR T HE A XU S B
i, e A PRI AT AR B AS R XK AVEF, 2B 5
BN A . Liu S804 Y6 & BRAZEREL B AE ) ZUAE AT

B LP56, WF5T 3 B AT e i TR 28 2R 1% | i IR 2 g
iR &R H S 280”7 B SRS S
BEALG, BT T AP R BEZLAY ST
1.3 mHEENAZEI AR AR

KWL AETET R | 3o i AN B L A2 v it B2 vk 1
FLIRTA R T p->P 2LV BRI (0~5 COIKIH{RFs
B NG PER ™, K AR SR FFRI A U - iR o A2 1%
FLpH TFEZE 4.0 LI, S8UE A5 Z B A SR Fi
FEAH B AE RN, ARBERES (CCP) /. BRHEM
LR EAGP, T R LK A ZLIS AT H . XU S5 1k
RIS FR R R T e e fh o

R LIV R A (8] )5 TR A A R i B i = BRI T
R R AR FCRLAT IR LR IR AR, 25 A= 8
LI A S M) R TR PR P 04 A S i S R AL R, 520
5 HATCHR ISR HA 18] 19 AR K BB A8 50, (A E RIRRAT
SRR TR FLAT R . AU AT S35 A A K &
2 F| R R T e A A AL A R, S
PEDR A B AN ) Z LA AT PR A5, S8 TR A AS B %
AW VE A, (BT HA U R Hh A = A i PR A
(Reactive Oxygen Species, ROS) . G A (H,0,).
HAAHES T A L0, ) U BG4 Ak A i FEaES [ehg
s BT M DNA S50 45i403, 1 T R B A 2 e
T 2R P 7K i e i 1) 2 A PR A0 W8 1R LAY BT 45 ) Sl i
IKfRFLAE 53 W 2 IR . IRSEE SR AT, fefdi e
B AR EE b A= <, fRBE IR, InEUs i1k,
BRI EPS B354 BRIRR AT i sa 5 A1 FH ZUbE
EFer=4= EPS MmAEFLAR, I TissE & 3L )s i fe e
B2, iR R IEFLIBERC S AP, 25 A T SR 2EE
TR M) 2 R B A 00 AR R i S R AL E AR, S AR
55 AR e (A i A= BB T A 56, AR TR R AR
SRR
2 AEAPEEREREN

HRPE FAO/WHO #1Y, &P FL™ B H 28 A T
I PEA RN AMKT 10° CFU/g™, k32 Sz H AR S5 [
DL A F] 107 CFU/g DA Lo AR A Bk #]—
REHCEA R IEH A A TIRE, N A TRTE & Bzl
MR E MR O EME AR . I R R 25 2R B

£ REEUDEERRLAY AL

Table 1 Description of the main flavor compounds and aroma in fermented milk?** "]
25 RERAL AW AR Il (mgkg ") LR FEALERE
LM CARIA, 2,3-0 /1 Bk, U5k 0.001~0.020
2-pe ZE 81070832 [AHEFLBEFTIA . I BRI OO FERERO b
e P LR . b 8x10°~0.832 ?LM}L}*%% ﬁm’mﬁ({bﬁj\ #T%ﬁ&1tl§f
PR KRE 8x107°~0.832
) O, B FAT 0.0004~0.0390 B TEmA
: IR LT | e bR 5 BRESL N
R WKL B EE o000 LT RS PR A At
HR. 5 TR, IR PR 0.05~1.84
R FIR SR RIR IR 0.1~2.0 JANsE ] ER BRI | LT S HMPi&AE | AR
oz ARk . FLEEIR 0.05~1.84
WX MZE ZWTH RE LR 00013300  OERGERKE TUmSLRm L 1SRRI IEICL R,
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FREPEM R 2R A AR R I AR 5. &
L A I B by, S W) B AR ) A e S A sl s A .
I FEDTVE A TRRR 325 A Al A 3R Y 52
HAb R BRI A AFRE 7, B H A A I E R
WFFER, SE 4T il ARV (QS) IR AR A 448
A S il (I I FUABAT B 2R TR R G
WAE, TS L RMAEIFS U E . SR ZUAEATIE L.
plantarum DC400 FL 55 30t , [H 4 IWFLAT A Losan-
franciscensis DPPMA174 ekl v BRE P pentosa-
ceus 2XA3 AR EZBNME], 54 A R —3EFEAH
bE, FET B 2R AR R R It Ak, IR . pH W
SESZ TS RERR e PRI OGN 3R o B T s 2k B YRk
B AE 30~40 C Z 0], H R Z 85 4E g
Y, AR Bl pH 7E 5~9 22 a3, B b A LI
I R] (IR RE AR AL | FREE L T2 S BRI R T
55, S0 B AR A A2 DOBE Y A1 WF SR, B
FLOYIE T 4. —10. —20 °C IR NIV, 7% BB
TERERZESR: . 4 C WHsRIE T, ai b RS A= 1K, £
WG M—10 5-20 °C &4 S8R 3L L4
UREE, DT PRMAS N 7K 5302 T4 i, B, 3l
FETWI R AR, B I R R 2 LR TR
RAFBHH IR, TG AR ETE RN, AR MEFLIR
BERSEIN, 43 AR B A0 AR K [RIRESZ 2, 25 55 BT
el WU BRI . BN LTS EL
P AT B . AR FUAEAT B . FREPEZLEEAT ERISE 13 PR
DL LR B A E TE XS 52, WE ST R 3 o HL iR M 1 5
mal, 25, BlAE IR P B R ARG 0, FLIR RIS
PHEAZ BIAS [RIRREE g4, Horp > pH A 1~3 1, 13 Bk
FLER A MM HIAE 90% LA o AR BE iRk
A1) 2o A TR ANBUBZ AR BT, 16 M4 ROS RT3 3508 5T
FRATE MR | DNA #i4) FliRBT ot 46, s
PREOCR IR B bR . BRIt Tl 2B P A AR B — e
AR T B i WL o AR B IORSUE R, DI 4ES <5 A2 15
FLAOR R
2.1 REAEAPEERFRRE MR
2.1.1 $EEEbRABSZEE S Tl AR, a5k
AR IR AF] T A FREE A B0 sk gl f b
o R EARE, Y EEIE AR 8] 2 1 SZ AR
JUREFNPRIRE o A AR R v A i A S
H 30, ) i F A (H,0,) FiEe H 3 (-OH) 4%
WM EFE T 2 H R . DNA HIIEZEAE KA+, &AL

0 2 FIBET, BRI IE R FEFTE TR0
A, Kt AR P R R A B A AT AR TS
BRS SEEIAM NI pH T RE, MRS PR iR
ORI U6, T B i BRIt . R, ilad
AR RN BGOSR R T B pe X A Ak
BriE . BRI AN BB BOA BB LT RE JT TR AR
ST A A EARRUE PR S
2.1.1.1 WAERM BRI EA A R A T
SZPEAIG . FRoE MEAIREEE S, MELLWE 2 Tk fb ik 55
AR E o o i B AR W iR AL R A v 25 25 TR A T
SZHETT, IR ES, Tl SR TR Tolk rh iy B ZE F s
2P, W AR E AT LA iR 1k
2RI GTE . IRas A WAL E T, BT 2R
TUFF) 3 FE PR, B AE R T A8 T U
YIS R AL RIMNLISL | a. y FTLIBEAE, H
B ML AP E G ROV HA B R S L AT LB
B SERA AT E SRR, £ —3Rk, 3
B 568 22 WF 98 2R T W 1 28 1 5% 25 1~ 14° ( Atmospheric
Room Temperature Plasma, ARTP) . B & T 4% 5
(Heavy Ion Beam Irradiation, HIB ) £5:57 7 4 B 55 A8
AR, AR B L Hak TEE, 5935
AEAHEEAHRT 0 . S T RIS AR A, Gl H R M
Fha L AR R Rt el Se fE VR, T i 2s
AR G AP T I 51578 . W E M e AR
BT YRR 2 s,
2.1.1.2 BEMPEREME  FIHEERE TAEE RS
FEGEY)  BE B AR, S50 AN R M HGTEE J1 2
HATE S A ARSI TR S 22—, (HFR E A
IR, BEE T AEMGERMRAGEH T8 . B gER
1&H A (genetically modified microorganisms ) 235 #%
BANNL B PSR R, I E I EAA 3
FPOE RHEAIR B T R BB Tl A 7 B ) -
H B SE R TR Sk O i sy — FR P I T 2R o 19 15t
1Li%G RGE, Has T30 | T E S B hh g, 778
EEE MY AERR I SpREC . B R
EACHCHLA, Fe BN R & 25 A4 e Ptk s ARy
BRI G, el TR X R A R TR
Jie

FENEAL SR FH AR A 4 24 B R e SRk 4344l
E56 TR R RN FNY ZLAF R CAUHL (PRI 52 f2
R 22 BRIV 743 B 5508, I — 2D R R 3R

2 OFAEMEARLE LR T

Table 2 Application of mutagenesis breeding technology in probiotics

A G YIEN PR S5 30Hk
R RFF 4SS 18-50 Fezs s 5 FAREEA LB aﬁfﬁ%gf};ﬁﬁzﬂ%&ﬁ% it b A R R 8% . 9%, [55]
BRSSO ARTPIFAE FEpH2.5. 0.3%HER A T AT 52 M5 [56]
FLAR T BRALLS E N7 EPSF= i $215132.1%, FLiERYE . M iHEhvEHsa [57]
JESUEAT I L AOSUBAT B HE iR L R i 7AE B-FFURTT RS B [58]
FLEBERRIHFGM SEOMR RN NI A7 2E ST LT ) R Ml S AR R R PR AR 19194.99% [59]
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IR SIS XT HHE T D) R I Ik, S5 R FEEH Ldb0677 FEPT
BRI S PR B S EEE R . A2t it iE
TNEPIZUAEFT B CAUH2 B4 AbIRE N AL, 1548
Fo stk Bl 3 122 2RIKE ABC $%ia R4t
PR BRI mdxF A TIER 2848, lhimik s 25
SEAIE N SRR A B SR R, AT = PRI AR ET
FARE M EE ) . SRR ACUHTE T AEML N pH Y
v RS AR, R ORPRE A PR BEFAIR &
TifF (ASS) FIAH 2 E 5% FH AR 24/ s (ASL) 7EFLIR 2Lk
B Lactococcus lactis NZ9000 EE2H Kk, M5 |2
R TR B A I, 45 R I I EE 20 PR AR AE IR Iraa 45
P AR MR Mg S22 e X R, BT 7S
A PR AT 2 3 PRl s i v L TR A R AN
BRI R T ReE SRS E M.

2.1.2 ANEGRTERIBT  BR T RS ERR A S SZEE T,
TEREZL RIS INZHE . 405 2R 7 NIR e M) A 2
A A KW EE R iR AR E AR e . 2R oT Rl
b I) 25 2E PR AR I, A 18 PN A 25 BRI A
THEAG L WL, P T I i a5 AR B i AR S BE i BT
TSy, B e as A TV E R, IR
B2 . 2 25 W s Aol . X551
N B R T AIRER A . IR SR M PR ER = 22 2P 0
3 Fhai Ak eXd LRl T BRESERL B AT B v T g s,
S5 R FRW 3 Fh 2k A T AT AL BB LIS AT TR A=
K, $2 5 a5 A B ) vE R, LA IRER 22 2R AR B
I SRIEE LR IEZL AN T AR SR AP FIILER 5=
2 P OIR G, 45 SR W] GRS 4E AR ) FLAEAT T
ZDY2013 76 R BEFL i ik B2, 312 55 45 A T R e
PEo XIFFEEECT WAT S T 2RI 458 IR 25 A4
PRIV PR R 2 I FESCR, (AN R AR SR
Xof A e FL R BE M PR LA AN RO . BRI AESEBR
N RS ISR RS 3t — 200k, oA s iRk
M EEEFLT R . B, 2T AN &
SAEHEAE R B W T VE S T REPHE G IR R FH T & 19
FL4E 77 . Bifidocin A J2& H 3 ¥ XUEFTF B BB04 1
UG G — BRI B 40 T 3, BRI A U0 K Al T R
bifidocin A BRINF A BEZLH, KINAELEREIE B 1R A1)
BIE T, Fk 01 R MERW & W e, A7
RIS AT iE R A E IR ESE Rk s AL I &L, (H AT T
e L S e ARG i i 2 — 2

2.1.3 TAIRFERAR A R RE R AR R dE i
PERIA YA ZS PR A S A 5 A2 TR, 153 H AR
FRAL S5 A TSR B — AR 2N LR A iRV E FH Y
AR, OB 2 25 BR EEATEY LI
te2E 0 B b2 Tk 3 KRIE, HurEESATIL
g T R ARA AR FUREE . BiZE T
MR L RUR TR SRR TAORe vh BE AL S SE LR A
(LR A A e S e X S L (B ST, % el o s L LT 173
JEREHEREM SN FEAE S —Fh iy BH5E B AT AR =5 1 A B X
AN RIEZBTHE T, AR s A BRI AN e AR A0

H IEARIE (F L B /DG AR, P SL
fir e e I LI R HA [R) 25 A PRITE PRLERC B B . B IR ATt
MMEER . R, S8 R 2 i AR R AT D 2
A W ER e M

ST R AR A T A A IR, TR R A S R
o ANRIBEMFETRBITE . IE . RSB EAE
T HICRANR] . VB BETREN . 7 IRBE RN SR A5 R AR =
ST IR AE N 2 A AT B2 BE RS . Prasanna 8517
JHGBERREAXT SN AU Bb-12 $#HA TR A T
KL, a5 SRR U AT B Bb-12 B4 2R
g, Haetgdmidl R EFLE iRk . Wu U4
K BRI HAAAS SRVE RN S R E5 i AE B AVE PG 58 T 1%
JRERELFRE A, e T AL i AT s Y
faEt.

BSR RIS O R IR FE RO T LU R & & 1
FLrb AR W R E M, IR N M E— g Bl
Bao  EHTE N &8 A IR ZR R oy 2 4L v T
BRI, XA [F B FR F LR ORI 8 /b, FURTAY
ALBERA 19 N FH IR TR AT L PPN T, AR
PR, Z5A B PR B 2 e Lkl ol R B T s
I RE S o QAR 8 55 TR A ) A TR B g i AR
1, T R AR R A I SR A I N SR i e
P, ELXT 2 L 4 O b JRUAR 23 ol — R 5 i)
A, A MU R T 2B A 4, AT ReRG Ny
JNAS PRI, ZER R BER AR AR5 3t — A fb A
7RI, FEBR e A AR P Y IR R & B L g e
EL
2.1.4 HAEAR  BR_EREARSN, AR —
BT A ARSI TR AR WA TS Lzl
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