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Abstract 

 

Background and Objective: Prebiotics are food ingredients that induce the growth or 

activity of beneficial bacteria (Bifidobacteria and Lactobacilli). Galactooligosaccharide and 

tagatose are two main prebiotic compounds which are used in the food industry. Chocolate 

is widely consumed all over the world and could be used as an excellent vehicle for delivery 

of prebiotics. Furthermore, the incorporation of probiotics into chocolate, allows broadening 

the health claims of chocolate. The aim of the current study was to investigate the effect of 

tagatose and galactooligosaccharide on the physicochemical and sensory properties of milk 

chocolate and the survivability of Lactobacillus paracasei in the optimized formulation. 

Material and Methods: Probiotic milk chocolate containing Lactobacillus paracasei were 

formulated by replacing a portion of the sucrose with the galactooligosaccharide powder and 

tagatose. For this purpose, various concentrations of galactooligosaccharide and tagatose 

(2.5, 5 and 7.5% w w-1) along with stevia were used in chocolate formulation. Nine 

formulations were examined to determine some physicochemical, mechanical and sensory 

properties in order to find the optimum concentrations of these components. The lyophilized 

Lactobacillus paracasei were incorporated in the optimal formulation of prebiotic milk 

chocolate. The viability of probiotic bacteria in milk chocolate was carried out during 

storage at 22C for up to 6 months. 

Results and Conclusion: In general, chocolate formulations with high levels of galactooli-

gosaccharide, achieved the highest plastic viscosity and yield stress. The lowest viscosity 

and yield stress were observed for the samples containing high concentrations of tagatose 

and in control. In addition, galactooligosaccharide at higher ratios induced the least desirable 

sensorial effects, whereas tagatose improved the overall acceptability. It can be concluded 

that the overall acceptability of milk chocolate samples were with (7.5), tagatose: 

galactooligosaccharide ratios of 2.5%-2.5%, presenting the optimal applicable range as 

prebiotic compounds. Numbers of live Lactobacillus paracasei cells remained above 8.0 log 

CFU g-1 until 6 months under ambient conditions. Milk chocolate was shown to be an 

excellent vehicle for the delivery of Lactobacillus paracasei, and the prebiotic ingredients 

galactooligosaccharide and tagatose did not interfere in its viability. 

Conflict of interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.  

 
 

Article Information 
 

Article history: 

Received 21 Jan 2018 

Revised 03 Feb 2018 

Accepted 14 Feb 2018 

 

Keywords: 

▪ Chocolate 

▪ Galactooligosaccharide 

▪ Prebiotic 

▪ Probiotic 

▪ Tagatose 

 

 

*Corresponding authors: 

  

Aslan Azizi 

Agricultural Engineering 

Research Institute, Agricultural 

Research, Training and 

Extension Organization, Karaj, 

Iran. 

E-mail: 

aslan_azizi@yahoo.com 

 

Haniyeh Rasouli Pirouzian  

Department of Food Science 

and Technology, Faculty of 

Nutrition and Food Sciences, 

Tabriz University of Medical 

Sciences, Tabriz, Iran. 

Tel: +98-41-33357581 

Fax: +98-41-33340634 

E-mail: rasuly_h@tabrizu.ac.ir 

1. Introduction 

In recent decades, the beneficial effects of particular 

dietary ingredients to human health have been stated by 

many studies. These ingredients have been known as 

functional components and the foods containing these 

compounds are known as functional foods [1,2]. Prebiotics 

are known as non-digestible compounds that improve 

human health by stimulating the growth or activity of 

specific bacteria such as bifidobacteria and lactobacilli due 
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to resistance to digestion in the human small intestine and 

are fermented by the gut microflora [3-5]. In addition, 

beneficial microbiota along with prebiotics improve the 

immune system by transforming the particular nutrients 

and beneficial phytochemicals into usable compounds. 

They regulate cholesterol levels and lower inflammation 

therefore lowering risk markers of cardiovascular diseases 

[6,7]. Prebiotics include starches, dietary fibers, other non-

absorbable sugars, alcohol sugars and oligosaccharides [8]. 

Moreover, prebiotics are the dominant source of probiotic 

bacteria in the food [5,9-11]. Probiotics have been 

proposed as live microorganisms that are used as food 

supplements with clinical benefits on host health [12-15].  

Galactooligosaccharide (GOS) and tagatose as 

prebiotics, due to their chemical structure are indigestible 

in the small intestine and also are fermented by the 

anaerobic bacteria in the colon [16-18]. GOS contains a 

chain of galactose units with galactose or glucose at the 

reducing end [19]. Natural food sources of GOS include 

banana, garlic, onion, artichoke, milk and honey. GOS is 

not used by the oral microorganisms due to its resistant to 

salivary degradation and intestinal enzymes.  

Tagatose as a functional sweetener is a hexoketose 

which is present in only small quantities in various foods 

such as hot cocoa and a variety of processed dairy products 

such as milk, cheese and yogurts. It naturally occurs in 

Sterculia (S.) setigera gum and is very similar in sweetness 

to sucrose (92% as sweet) [20]. Tagatose is manufactured 

from galactose by the chemical or enzymatic procedures. 

In the first stage, lactose is hydrolyzed to a mixture of 

glucose and galactose. Then the galactose is isomerized 

under alkaline conditions to D-tagatose in the presence of 

calcium hydroxide and calcium chloride acts as a catalyst. 

The end mixture is purified and crystallization results in 

the pure tagatose [21].  

Lactobacilli and Bifidobacteria species are the most 

dominant species studied in probiotic formulations. Several 

attempts were made to develop probiotic chocolate 

products so far, with the use of prebiotics [22-24]. In 

addition, Kemsawasd et al. confirmed that milk and dark 

chocolates were great carriers for protecting immobilized 

probiotics from the GI injuries [25]. Beards et al. 

investigated the effects of maltitol, polydextrose and 

resistant starch addition to chocolate [26]. The obtained 

results indicated that consumption of samples containing 

polydextrose-maltitol blend increased the level of 

Lactobacilli and Bifidobacteria in faces after 6 weeks. Also 

the increase in the levels of short chain fatty acids such as 

propionate and butyrate were observed.  

During the past two decades, prebiotics have been 

increasingly used in different types of food products, 

especially in chocolates. Suter produced a dark chocolate 

by replacing a portion of the sucrose with the GOS powder 

[27]. The results indicated that yield stress and apparent 

viscosity behaviors were increased upon addition of GOS. 

The sensory evaluation confirmed no differences between 

the chocolate samples containing GOS and control. A 

successful prebiotic chocolate bar was formulated that met 

commercial quality for taste and texture. Shourideh et al. 

studied the effect of D-tagatose and inulin on some 

physicochemical, rheological and sensory properties of 

dark chocolate [28]. The result indicated that overall 

acceptability of the chocolate samples increased by rising 

of the D-tagatose levels.  

Taking into account the beneficial characteristics of the 

aforementioned ingredients, the objectives of the current 

study were to investigate the possibility of producing 

synbiotic milk chocolate by a combination of GOS, 

tagatose and Lactobacillus (L.) paracasei; to determine the 

viability of added strains during storage for 6 months at 

22°C; and to evaluate some physicochemical, mechanical 

and sensory properties of the prebiotic chocolates. 

2. Materials and Methods 

2.1. Materials 

For the preparation of synbiotic milk chocolate, cocoa 

mass (Delfi, Malaysia), cocoa butter (Cargill, Malaysia), 

sucrose (Iran sugar Co., Tabriz, Iran), stevia SU200 

(Steviol Glycoside, Stevia-pack, Singapore), milk powder 

(Zarrin-shad, Esfahan, Iran), D-tagatose (Damhert, 

Belgium), GOS Purimune™ (Galactooligosaccharides, 

long chain, GO-P 90, 90.5% GOS Dry Basis, highly 

soluble, stable to high heat and low pH, Product ID 

113001-156, Lot 15271, GTC Nutrition, Colorado, Korea), 

soy lecithin (Cargill, Netherlands), vanillin (Polar Bear, 

Shang Hal China) and lyophilized concentrated of 

probiotic bacteria of L. paracasei (CHR-Hansen Denmark) 

were used.  

2.2. Preparation of milk Chocolate 

The chocolate mass was made in the laboratory ball 

mill with a capacity of 5 Kg. The diameter of the balls in 

the mill were 8 mm. Homogenization of chocolate mass 

was carried out at 50°C at an agitator shaft speed of 40 

rpm, recycling the mass through the balls at a medium 

speed of 10 Kg h-1 of the recycling pump, for 5 h. All the 

ingredients were added to the ball mill at the beginning of 

the production time [29]. The lyophilized bacteria were 

added at 40°C in the proportion of 3.33 g 100 g-1 which 

provided the functional level of at least 107-108 CFU g-1 

[30]. At the final stage, a three-stage tempering process 

(33-35, 24-25 and 25-26°C) was implemented (temper 

index value measured by a temper meter [Chocometer, 

Aasted Farum, Denmark]: 5.50-6.00). The moulding and 

vibration process was conducted at 27-30°C [31]. The 

chocolate samples were cooled at 5°C for 30 min, removed 

from the moulds, wrapped in aluminum foil and stored at 

22°C. Table 1 presents the formulation used in chocolate 

production. 
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Table 1. Formulations used for the chocolate samples 

Ingredients 
Control Sample 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

Sucrose (g) 34 31.5 29 26.5 31.5 29 26.5 31.5 29 26.5 

D-Tagatose(g) 0 0 0 0 2.5 5 7.5 1.25 2.5 3.75 

GOS  (g) 0 2.5 5 7.5 0 0 0 1.25 2.5 3.75 

Stevia (ppm) 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 0.5 1 1.5 

Cocoa butter (g) 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 

Cocoa mass (g) 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 

Milk powder (g) 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 

Soy lecithin (g) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 

Vanillin (g) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 

 
2.3. Moisture  

The moisture content of chocolate samples was 

measured by an official standard gravimetric method [32]. 

2.4. Rheological measurements 

Rheological properties of milk chocolate samples were 

measured using a shear-rate⁄shear stress controlled 

rheometer (Anton Paar, MCR301, Austria). The samples 

were melted prior to measurement by incubation at 50°C 

for 75 min and pre sheared (15 min, shear rate=5 s–1) at 

40°C before measurement cycles started. Afterwards, shear 

stress was measured as a function of shear rate over a wide 

range of 5 to 50 s–1 [33]. Collected data were fitted with 

mathematical models including Power law, Bingham, 

Herschel-Bulkley and Casson [34]. Two statistical indexes 

of Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) and coefficient of 

determination (r2) were calculated to select the best model 

describing the steady rheological properties of the samples 

[35]. Furthermore, the rheological parameters including 

plastic viscosity and yield stress values of the selected 

models were evaluated. 

2.5. Mechanical properties 

The hardness of chocolate samples was evaluated using 

Texture Analyzer (TA.XTplus) with a penetration probe 

(needle P/2) and a 50 Kg load cell. Hardness was reported 

as the maximum penetrating force (N) required for the 

needle to penetrate through a sample (100 × 20 mm, depth 

10 mm) at 20°C, over a distance of 5 mm at a constant 

speed of 2 mm s-1. Mean values from 3 replicate 

measurements and standard deviations were calculated 

[36]. 

2.6. Sensory evaluation 

Sensory attributes of milk chocolates including odor, 

flavor, sweetness, mouth feeling and melting in the mouth 

were evaluated using a hedonic scale test (5-point eating 

test, 1= Extremely dislike, 2= dislike, 3= tolerable quality, 

4= desired quality, 5= extremely desired quality). Samples 

were identified with a different three-digit code. 15 trained 

panelists consumed water and crackers between 

evaluations [37,38]. 

 

2.7. Viability of probiotic bacteria 

Live cells of probiotic bacteria were enumerated as 

colony forming units per gram (CFU g-1). The amount of 

10 g of all analyzed samples of milk chocolates with 

probiotic strain was added to 90 ml of physiological saline 

solution and homogenized in a Stomacher apparatus (Lab 

Blender Stomacher 400, Seward, UK) and a decimal 

dilution series was prepared. The serial dilutions were 

plated on the appropriate selective media (MRS Agar) and 

incubated at 37°C for 48 h. The viability of probiotic 

bacteria in chocolates performed after 1, 7, 14, 21, 28, 60, 

90, 120, 150 and 180 days of storage at 22°C [39]. 

2.8. Statistical analysis 

Quantitative data was expressed as mean±SD values of 

3 replicates. Statistical analysis was performed using one-

way ANOVA with SPSS ver. 17 and the level of 

significance was at p≤0.05. The significant differences 

were analyzed using the Tukey’s test. Sensory evaluation 

results were analyzed by Kruskal-Wallis test. Comparisons 

were considered significantly different if p≤0.05. 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1. Moisture content 

The effect of various combinations of GOS and 

tagatose on the mean values of moisture content is shown 

in Table 2. As it can be seen, there are significant 

differences (p≤0.05) between the moisture content of 

prebiotic chocolates and controls, but the lowest value 

belonged to formulations containing high levels of 

tagatose. Chocolate formulations containing high ratios of 

tagatose were not different from the control in terms of 

moisture content. In contrast, the highest moisture content 

was observed in samples containing high mass fractions of 

GOS. Generally, the high moisture content of formulations 

can be ascribed to high and low hygroscopicity of GOS 

and tagatose, respectively. The moisture content for the 

samples ranged from 0.87 to 1.18% which was within the 

acceptable limit (≤1.5% ww-1). This explains why some 

prebiotics are popular for replacing some parts of sucrose 

in chocolate formulations.  
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Table 2. Physico-chemical analysis of chocolate samples 

prepared with prebiotics Tagatose and GOS 

Samples 
Moisture 

(%) 

Casson 
Viscosity 

(Pa.S) 

Casson 

Yield (Pa) 

Hardness 

(N) 

1 1.05c 3.04c 6.90c 28a 

2 1.15a 3.88b 7.77b 28a 

3 1.18a 4.51a 8.66a 27a 

4 0.97d 2.20d 6.24d 29a 

5 0.89e 2.16d 6.13d 29a 

6 0.87e 2.00d 6.17d 27a 

7 0.98d 2.39d 6.21d 28a 

8 1.04c 2.99c 6.87c 28a 

9 1.09b 3.70b 7.69b 28a 

10 0.90e 2.23d 6.18d 29a 

Means in same columns shown with different letters are significantly 

different (p≤0.05). 

1: sample containing 2.5% GOS, 2: sample containing 5% GOS,  

3: sample containing 7.5% GOS, 4: sample containing 2.5% tagatose,  

5: sample containing 5% tagatose, 6: sample containing 7.5% tagatose,  

7: sample containing 1.25% GOS and 1.25% tagatose, 8: sample 

containing 2.5% GOS and 2.5% tagatose, 9: sample containing 3.75% 

GOS and 3.75% tagatose, 10: control  

 

In a previous study, chocolate formulations possessing 

high proportions of tagatose (100%) had the lowest 

moisture content [28]. D-tagatose had fewer tendencies for 

absorbing and preserving the moisture. Therefore, the 

findings revealed the lower hygroscopicity of the above 

ingredient. Furthermore, Gaio reported that moisture 

content of the dark chocolate samples produced with D-

tagatose were lower than the controls containing sucrosev 

[40]. 

A general trend emerged that, increases in GOS 

concentration leads to increases in moisture content. The 

latter could be due to high hygroscopicity of GOS. GOS 

possesses numerous hydroxyl groups on its chemical 

formula which is the cause of the increasing and preserving 

of the moisture. It may absorb some moisture when 

released from the ingredients, such as milk powder during 

conching. Torres et al reported that the GOS ingredient is a 

highly hygroscopic white powder [41]. Therefore due to 

the high moisture retaining capacity of GOS, the 

formulations with high proportions of GOS showed high 

moisture content. 

3.2. Rheological analysis of chocolate samples 

In order to explain the influences of various 

concentrations of GOS and tagatose on the rheological 

behavior of milk chocolates, their shear stress vs. shear rate 

data were fitted with some reported mathematical models 

including; Power law (Eq. 1), Bingham (Eq. 2), Herschel-

Bulkley (Eq. 3) and Casson (Eq. 4). 
 

n   Eq. 1  

0)(   pl
 Eq. 2 

0  n  Eq. 3 

5.0

0

5.05.0

1

5.0 )()()()(    Eq. 4 

 

Where σ is shear stress (Pa); κ is consistency 

coefficient (Pa.S)n; γ is shear rate (s-1); µpl is plastic 

viscosity (Pa.S); σ 0 is yield stress (Pa); κ1 is Casson plastic 

viscosity (Pa.S); n is flow behavior index (dimensionless). 

A flow model can be considered to be a mathematical 

equation because it can characterize rheological data, such 

as shear rate versus shear stress, in a main shear diagram. It 

prepares an appropriate and brief manner of describing the 

data. For some food products, for describing the rheol-

ogical data, more than one equation may be necessary. In 

addition, various factors such as temperature, the structure 

and the composition of foods affect the value of model 

parameters. Therefore, it is necessary to establish widely 

applicable relationships that may be called functional 

models. 

The fitting of experimental data with models was 

assessed on the basis of the r2 and RMSE. Statistical 

evaluation of the models indicated that the Casson model 

was the best at describing the rheological behavior of milk 

chocolate samples (Table 3). Proper models were chosen 

based on the highest r2 value and the lowest RMSE value 

[35]. Results illustrated that using GOS and tagatose in 

milk chocolate formulations in spite of influencing the 

rheological properties had no effect on the mathematical 

model fitting and the same model was used to determine 

the flow behavior of all the samples. 

5.0

1

2

exp )(
1
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




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 

n

predxx
n

RMSE
 

       Eq. 5 

Where, n is the number of experimental data, xexp, is the 

value obtained from experiment, xpred is the predicted value 

by the corresponding model. 

Casson model is widely used and offered by 

International Office of Cocoa, Chocolate and 

Confectionary to describe flow behavior and rheological 

characteristics of chocolate [42,43]. The Casson viscosity 

and Casson yield stress were assessed using 5.0 and 
5.0

curves, where square of the slope and the intercept belong 

to Casson viscosity and Casson yield value, respectively.  

3.2.1. Casson plastic viscosity 

The results illustrated that there were significant 

differences (p≤0.05) between the Casson viscosity of 

prebiotic chocolates and controls (Table 2). In the present 

study, chocolate with GOS exhibited higher viscosity than 

the control. But the plastic viscosity of chocolate 

containing high concentrations of tagatose was lower than 

the control (Table 2). Casson viscosity values ranged 

between 2 and 4.51 Pa.S (Table 2), which is in agreement 

with the data reported by Aeschlimann and Beckett for 

milk chocolate (2.2-5.5 Pa.S) [44].  
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Table 3. Effects of prebiotics on fitting of experimental data with mathematical models based on coefficient of determination and Root 

Mean Square Error parameters 

Sample no Mathematical model R2 RMSE Sample no. Mathematical model r2 RMSE 

1 Power law 0.992 0.572 6 Power law 0.989 0.478 
 Bingham 0.995 4.587  Bingham 0.995 9.127 
 Herschel-Bulkley 0.987 1.207  Herschel-Bulkley 0.987 0.407 
 Casson 0.998 0.245  Casson 0.998 0.266 

2 Power law 0.989 0.867 7 Power law 0.992 0.999 
 Bingham 0.995 5.648  Bingham 0.998 7.659 
 Herschel-Bulkley 0.985 1.448  Herschel-Bulkley 0.979 0.786 
 Casson 0.999 0.189  Casson 0.999 0.280 

3 Power law 0.990 0.657 8 Power law 0.995 0.875 
 Bingham 0.992 7.325  Bingham 0.998 8.248 
 Herschel-Bulkley 0.991 0.872  Herschel-Bulkley 0.982 0.852 
 Casson 0.998 0.301  Casson 0.998 0.268 

4 Power law 0.993 0.966 9 Power law 0.997 0.292 
 Bingham 0.997 6.982  Bingham 0.995 4.237 
 Herschel-Bulkley 0.992 0.359  Herschel-Bulkley 0.987 0.357 
 Casson 0.999 0.274  Casson 0.997 0.253 

5 Power law 0.995 0.555 10 Power law 0.990 0.521 

 Bingham 0.997 4.273  Bingham 0.997 8.654 

 Herschel-Bulkley 0.994 0.465  Herschel-Bulkley 0.991 0.616 

 Casson 0.997 0.213  Casson 0.998 0.299 
r2= Coefficient of determination, RMSE: Root Mean Square Error 

 

It means that these prebiotic compounds can be easily 

used for milk chocolate production. There was a significant 

increase in the Casson viscosity upon addition of GOS to 

chocolate formulation. Higher plastic viscosity caused by 

GOS may be associated with its molecular structure and 

physical characteristics such as hygroscopicity and 

crystallinity. Chocolate containing 7.5% GOS exhibited 

the highest moisture content and had the highest Casson 

viscosity. Conversely, 7.5% tagatose with relatively low 

moisture content exhibited the lowest Casson viscosity. 

GOS is very hygroscopic, which can absorb moisture from 

the environment (moisture released from milk powder) 

[45]. Saputro et al. reported that free moisture within the 

matrix of chocolate leads to the sugar particles dissolving 

and sticking together, accordingly increasing the viscosity. 

Moreover, the differences in the structures of GOS 

(oligosaccharide) with D-tagatose (monosaccharide) are 

one of the factors for the interaction between the particles 

in chocolate making and their flow resistance [46].  

Shourideh et al. reported that plastic viscosity values of 

dark chocolate samples containing 25% inulin-75% D-

tagatose and 100% D-tagatose had no difference with a 

control (p≤0.05). The Casson viscosity of the control 

sample was 1.32 Pa.S [28]. 

3.2.2. Casson yield stress 

Casson yield values ranged between 6.13 and 8.66 Pa.S 

(Table 2). Casson yield stress for milk chocolate has been 

reported to be between 2-18 Pa [44]. The highest Casson 

yield was achieved using 7.5% GOS. In contrast, milk 

chocolate formulations with 5% tagatose resulted in the 

lowest Casson yield. Samples containing the highest 

tagatose were found to be close to the controls in tested 

Casson yield value (Table 2). 

Particle-particle interaction, the amount of specific 

surface area, emulsifiers and moisture are the factors that 

determine the yield stress value. Low yield values in the 

formulations containing high concentration of tagatose 

illustrates that interaction forces between tagatose particles 

were weak, thus, less force is needed for the flow of the 

formulated chocolates. 

On the other hand, the high yield value for samples 

containing 7.5% GOS can be attributed to high molecular 

mass of the ingredient [45]. High molecular weight of 

GOS increases the intermolecular (non-polar) interactions 

in chocolate mass. Therefore, mass becomes rigid and 

agglomerates and as a result more energy is required to 

start the flow. Therefore, higher yield value of chocolate 

with GOS could be associated with the high molecular 

mass of GOS (504.438) vs. tagatose (180.16). In a similar 

research, Suter reported that there was a significant 

increase in the yield stress upon addition of GOS to the 

chocolate system [27]. 

3.3. Hardness 

According to the statistical analysis, no significant 

differences were generally observed between hardness of 

the samples (p>0.05). The hardness values were found to 

be between 27 N to 29 N (Table 2). Coarseness and 

textural properties of solid tempered chocolate correlated 

with the largest particle size [47]. Afoakwa et al., reported 

that the hardness of chocolate is dependent on the type of 
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fat and its content, particle size distribution, sugar type and 

also the tempering process [36]. 

Although there have not been any particle size 

measurements in this study, such similarity can be 

attributed to the same particle size of prebiotics in 

comparison to the sugar used in the control formulation. 

Shourideh et al. [28] reported that the hardness value of 

formulation with 100% D- tagatose was similar to the 

control (100% sucrose). Gaio also stated that the hardness 

of the chocolate samples containing sucrose or tagatose 

was the same [40]. 

3.4. Sensory acceptability of formulated chocolates 

The odor and sweetness scores of all samples in this 

study ranged from 7.1 to 7.8 and 7.2 to 7.8 respectively 

with no significant (p>0.05) differences between samples. 

The use of prebiotics had no significant effects (p>0.05) on 

chocolate flavor (Table 4). Among the chocolates 

produced in this research, the control chocolate was scored 

the best in terms of total acceptance (Table 4). 

Mouthfeel is another sensory property and appears as 

one of the most important characteristics. The control 

sample perceived as the most liked (7.9) followed by 

samples containing 5% tagatose (7.7). Mouth-feel 

properties of samples exhibited more significant (p≤0.05) 

differences depending on concentration of GOS used. 

However, there were no statistical difference for overall 

acceptance between the control sample and low 

concentrations of GOS samples. Melting in mouth of 

chocolate made of 2.5% tagatose was the most similar to 

the control chocolate.  

Jackson stated that different component proportions, 

cocoa types, differences in processing techniques and 

particle size distribution will result in different sensory 

properties [48]. Also the rheology of chocolate has been 

shown to impact sensory characteristics [49]. Suter 

reported that there were no remarkable differences in 

overall acceptance between the control sample and the 

3.75% GOS sample [27]. Shourideh et al, claimed that by 

increasing the tagatose concentrations, the overall 

acceptability of the chocolate treatments increased [28]. In 

the study of Gaio the use of D-tagatose with a 0.2-1%, 

dosage, improved the flavor profile of soft drinks [40].  

Generally, it can be observed that conventional 

chocolate was preferred by the panelists over all chocolate 

samples regarding their total acceptance. Chocolate 

containing 5% tagatose and control were identified as 

having the highest overall acceptance, and chocolate made 

of 7.5% GOS, exhibited the lowest acceptability. 

When tagatose and a low concentration of GOS are 

added to chocolate, the sensory quality of the product will 

not be affected strongly due to their limited effects on 

viscosity. The results of this study indicate the potential 

use of prebiotics to partially replace sucrose and achieve 

the desired sensory properties. 

3.5. Selecting the optimum formulation 

Taking all quality properties into account (Casson 

viscosity, Casson yield, moisture content and prebiotic 

properties), formulation one, consisting of 2.5% GOS and 

2.5% tagatose was selected as having the maximum 

desirability. The simultaneous use of several prebiotics 

leads to high health benefits as well as stimulating the 

growth of different indigenous gut bacteria. High potential 

is attributed to synergistic effects of prebiotics. On the 

other hand, GOS has been broadly used to stimulate the 

growth of useful bacteria in human intestine. These 

findings indicate that the formulations containing high 

concentrations of GOS did not demonstrate desirable 

rheological properties due to their high moisture content. It 

can be finalized that GOS and tagatose can be used in the 

recommended range for improving the flow and sensory 

properties. Therefore, the milk chocolate consisting of 

tagatose: galactooligosaccharide ratios of 2.5%:2.5% were 

chosen as the optimum formulation. The overall 

acceptability and viscosity properties of the mentioned 

formulation were in the acceptable limit. 

 

Table 4. Sensory evaluation of milk chocolate samples prepared using prebiotics 

Samples Mouthfeel Sweetness Melting in mouth Odor Flavor Total acceptance 

1 6.9b 7.4a 7.0b 7.1a 7.6a 7.1b 

2 6c 7.3a 6.1c 7.2a 7.4a 6.2c 

3 4.9d 7.2a 5.3d 7.5a 7.3a 5.5d 

4 7.6a 7.4a 7.8a 7.6a 7.7a 7.6a 

5 7.7a 7.6a 7.9a 7.7a 7.8a 7.7a 

6 7.5a 7.8a 7.7a 7.8a 7.4a 7.6a 

7 7.4a 7.3a 7.6a 7.5a 7.5a 7.5a 

8 6.8b 7.5a 6.8b 7.5a 7.3a 7.5a 

9 6.1c 7.6a 6.2c 7.7a 7.8a 6.2c 

10 7.9a 7.5a 7.8a 7.6a 7.9a 7.8a 

Means in same columns shown with different letters are significantly different (p≤0.05). 

1: sample containing 2.5% GOS, 2: sample containing 5% GOS, 3: sample containing 7.5% GOS, 4: sample containing 2.5% tagatose, 5: sample containing 

5% tagatose, 6: sample containing 7.5% tagatose, 7: sample containing 1.25% GOS and 1.25% tagatose, 8: sample containing 2.5% GOS and 2.5% tagatose, 
9: sample containing 3.75% GOS and 3.75% tagatose, 10: control 
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3.6. Viability of probiotic bacteria 

The obtained results in this study indicated that the 

survival of probiotic strain L. paracasei in milk chocolate 

was generally very good. Results of statistical analysis 

using the Tukey’s test (Table 5) showed that during 

storage at 22°C, there was no statistically significant 

difference in the number of viable cells of probiotic in 

milk chocolate. Total number of live cells was maintained 

at the functional level. This means that the probiotic used 

exhibited high viability at 22°C which indicates that 

chocolate can preserve its functionality during storage at 

the mentioned temperature. In fact, the probiotic after an 

early decrease of about 1.0 log CFU g-1, showed a 

substantially constant trend during the remaining period 

of storage, with final loads of about 8 log CFU g-1 (Table 

5). 

 

Table 5. Survival of L. paracasei in prebiotic chocolate at 22°C 

during 6 months storage. 

Sample Storage time (day) 

L. paracasei 

1 7 14 21 28 60 90 
12

0 

15

0 

18

0 

9
.3

3
±

0
.5

8
A
 

8
.6

7
±

0
.5

8
 A

 

8
.3

3
±

0
.5

8
 A

 

8
.3

3
±

0
.5

8
 A

 

8
.3

3
±

0
.5

8
 A

 

8
.0

0
±

1
.0

0
 A

 

8
.3

3
±

0
.5

8
 A

 

8
.0

0
±

1
.0

0
 A

 

8
.0

0
±

1
.0

0
 A

 

9
.0

0
±

1
.0

0
 A

 

*Different capital letters in each row indicate significant differences at 

α≤0.05. 

It can be concluded that tagatose and GOS as prebiotic 

ingredients promoted the survival of probiotics. Gibson et 

al, reported that using inulin in human diet, increased the 

number of probiotic bifidobacteria [50]. 

Different stresses such as oxygen exposure, sugar 

concentration, osmotic effects and mechanical shearing all 

influence the number of probiotic live cells and can cause 

a decrease in their viability, both during the production 

and storage period [9,51-52]. These factors absolutely 

contribute to the gradual reduction of live cells used in the 

current study.  

The chocolate production technology involves some 

procedures that can stimulate the damages to probiotic 

bacteria [53,54]. Therefore, the incorporation of 

probiotics into milk chocolate was performed before the 

tempering process to avoid any deleterious effect of 

temperature on bacterial cells. Low water activity and 

high concentration of sugar and fat in chocolate ensures 

the maintenance of probiotic bacteria in an inactive state. 

Also, the packaging with aluminum foil limits penetration 

of oxygen and protects the chocolates from humidity and 

other damages during storage period [39,55]. 

Żyżelewicz et al. produced probiotic (L. casei and L. 

paracasei) chocolate. The number of two strains remained 

at the functional level of 106-108 CFU g-1 during 12 month 

storage period. Aragon-Alegro et al incorporated a L. 

paracasei and inulin into chocolate mousses and observed 

that the population maintained above 6 log CFU g-1 during 

28 days of storage at 5°C [55].  

The use of the potentially probiotic strain of L. 

paracasei and prebiotics for the production of milk 

chocolate was shown to be advantageous. The population 

of the mentioned strain after 180 days storage in optimal 

formulation was satisfactory, which remained above 8 log 

CFU g-1. It can be concluded that tagatose and GOS based 

chocolates may be an ideal vehicle for probiotic strains. 

4. Conclusion 

Overall, the result of this research has shown a 

positive outcome regarding the incorporation of L. 

paracasei, GOS and tagatose in the chocolate 

formulation. GOS and tagatose did not interfere with the 

viability of L. paracasei. Considering a threshold of about 

8 log CFU g-1 of viable probiotic bacteria, our results 

indicated an acceptable amount of probiotic strains 

assayed in milk chocolates during a storage period of 180 

days. It can be said that the milk chocolate can be an 

excellent food matrix for adding probiotic microor-

ganisms especially L. paracasei, since high populations 

were observed in the product during storage. Although 

increases in yield stress and Casson viscosity were 

observed upon GOS addition, it was noted that the low 

dosages did not contribute to the noticeable quality 

changes. Chocolate containing tagatose and low conce-

ntrations of GOS received desirable sensory acceptance. It 

can be concluded that chocolate samples with GOS: 

tagatose ratio of 2.5%:2.5% can act as a proper partial of 

sucrose substitute. Since GOS and D-tagatose both have 

prebiotic properties, chocolate samples prepared with 

these substances are also desirable from a nutritional point 

of view and can thus be considered as functional foods. 

5. Acknowledgements 

The authors would like to express their thanks to the 

Research Vice Chancellor of Tabriz University of 

Medical Sciences for the financial support (Grant No. 

IRCT201112205554N4) of this study. 

6. Conflict of Interest  

The authors declare no conflict of interest. 

References 

1. Hasler CM. Functional foods: Their role in health promotion 

and disease prevention. Food Technol. 1998; 52(11): 63-71. 

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2621.2004.tb10727.x. 

2. Milner JA. Functional Foods and Health Promotion. J Nutr. 

1999; 129: (7) 1395-1397 

3. Gallego CG, Salminen S. Novel probiotics and prebiotics: 

How can they help in Human gut microbiota dysbiosis? 

Appl Food Biotechnol. 2016; 3(2): 72-81.  

      doi: 10.22037/afb.v3i2.11276. 

http://www.ift.org/JFSRedirect.axd?article=http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/resolve/doi?DOI=10.1111/j.1365-2621.2004.tb10727.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.22037/afb.v3i2.11276


Aziz Homayouni Rad, et al _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

66________________________________________________________________________________________ Appl Food Biotechnol, Vol. 5, No. 2 (2018)  

 

4. Gibson GR, Roberfroid MB. Dietary modulation of the human 

colonic microbiota: Introducing the concept of prebiotics. J 

Nutr. 1995; 125(6): 1401-1412. doi: 10.1093/jn/125.6.1401. 

5. Homayoni RA, Akbarzadeh F, Mehrabany EV. Which are 

more important: Prebiotics or probiotics? Nutr. 2012; 28(11-

12): 1196-1197. doi: 10.1016/j.nut.2012.03.017. 

6. Laparra JM, Tako E, Glahn RP, Miller DD. Supplemental 

inulin does not enhance iron bioavailability to Caco-2 cells 

from milk or soy-based, probiotic-containing, yogurts but 

incubation at 37°C does. Food Chem. 2008; 109: 122-128. 

doi: 10.1016/j.foodchem.2007.12.027. 

7. Li D, Kim JM, Jin Z, Zhou J. Prebiotic effectiveness of inulin 

extracted from edible burdock. Anaerobe. 2008; 14: 29-34. 

doi: 10.1016/j.anaerobe.2007.10.002. 

8 Gibson GR, Williams A, Reading S, Collins MD. 

Fermentation of non-digestible oligosaccharides by human 

colonic bacteria. Proc Nutr Soc. 1996; 55(3): 899-912. doi: 

10.1079-/PNS19960087. 

9. Homayouni A, Azizi A, Javadi M, Mahdipour S, Ejtahed H. 

Factors influencing probiotic survival in ice cream: A 

review. Int J Dairy Sci. 2012; 7(1): 1-10. doi: 

10.3923/ijds.2012.1.10. 

10. Homayouni Rad A, Mehrabany EV, Alipoor B, Mehrabany 

LV, Javadi M. Do probiotics act more efficiently in foods 

than in supplements? Nutr. 2012; 28(7-8): 733-736. doi: 

10.1016/j.nut.2012.01.012. 

11. Rad A, Torab R, Mortazavian AM, Mehrabany EV, 

Mehrabany, LV. Can probiotics prevent or improve common 

cold and influenza? Nutr. 2013; 29(5): 805-806. doi: 

10.1016/j.nut.2012.10.009. 

12. Rad A, Torab R, Ghalibaf M, Norouzi S, Mehrabany EV. 

Might patients with immune-related diseases benefit from 

probiotics? Nutr. 2013; 29(3): 583-586. doi: 

10.1016/j.nut.2012.10.008. 

13. Homayouni A, Payahoo L, Azizi A. Effects of probiotics on 

lipid profile: A review. Am J Food Technol. 2012; 7(5): 

251-265. doi: 10.3923/ajft.2012.251.265.  

14. Homayoni Rad A, Vaghef Mehrabany E, Alipoor B, Vaghef 

Mehrabany L. The comparison of food and supplement as 

probiotic delivery vehicles. Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr. 2016; 

56(6): 896-909. doi: 10.1080/10408398.2012.733894. 

15. Ejtahed HS, Mohtadi Nia J, Homayouni Rad A, Niafar M, 

Asghari Jafarabadi M, Mofid V. The effects of probiotic and 

conventional yoghurt on diabetes markers and insulin 

resistance in type 2 diabetic patients: A randomized 

controlled clinical trial. Iran J Endocrin Metabolis. 2011; 

13(1): 1-8.  

16 Mitsuoak T, Hidaka H, Eida T. Effect of fructo-

oligosaccharides on intestinal microflora. Nahrung. 1987; 

31(5-6): 427-436.  

17. Yazawa K, Imai K, Tamura Z. Oligosaccharides and 

polysaccharides specifically utilizable by bifidobacteria. 

Chem Pharm Bull. 1978; 26(11): 3306-3311. doi: 

10.1248/cpb.26.3306. 

18. Tomomatsu H. Health effects of oligosaccharides. Food 

Technol. 1994; 48: 61-64. 

19. Depeint F, Tzortzis G, Vulevic J, I'Anson K, Gibson GR. 

Prebiotic evaluation of a novel galactooligosaccharide 

mixture produced by the enzymatic activity of 

Bifidobacterium bifidum NCIMB 41171, in healthy humans: 

a randomized, double-blind, crossover, placebo-controlled 

intervention study. Am J Clin Nutr. 2008; 87(3): 785-791. 

20. Oh DK. Tagatose: Properties, applications and 

biotechnological processes. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 

2007; 76(1): 1-8. doi: 10.1007/s00253-007-0981-1. 

21. Wanarska M, Kur J. A method for the production of D-

tagatose using a recombinant Pichia pastoris strain secreting 

β-D-galactosidase from Arthrobacter chlorophenolicus and a 

recombinant L-arabinose isomerase from Arthrobacter sp. 

22c Microb Cell Fact. 2012; 11: 113. doi: 10.1186/1475-

2859-11-113. 

22. Chetana R, Reddy SRY, Negi PS. Preparation and properties 

of probiotic chocolate using yoghurt powder. Food Nutr Sci. 

2013; 4: 276-281. doi: 10.4236/fns.2013.43037. 

23. Nebesny E, Zyzelewicz D, Motyl I, Libudzisz Z. Properties 

of sucrose-free chocolates enriched with viable lactic acid 

bacteria. Eur Food Res Technol. 2005; 220(3-4): 358-362. 

24 Patel P, Parekh T, Subhash R. Development of probiotic and 

synbiotic chocolate mousse: A functional food. Biotechnol. 

2008; 7(4): 769-774. doi: 10.3923/biotech.2008.769.774.  

25. Kemsawasd V, Chaikham P, Rattanasena P. Survival of 

immobilized probiotics in chocolate during storage and with 

an in vitro gastrointestinal model. Food Biosci. 2016; 16; 37-

43. doi: 10.1016/j.fbio.2016.09.001. 

26. Beards E, Tuohy K, Gibson G. A human volunteer study to 

assess the impact of confectionery sweeteners on the gut 

microbiota composition. Br J Nutr. 2010; 104: 701-708. doi: 

10.1017/S0007114510001078. 

27. Suter A. The effect of galactooligosaccharide addition to a 

chocolate system. A Thesis. The Ohio State University. 

2010. https://etd.ohiolink.edu/pg_10?0: NO: 

10:P10_ETD_SUBID-:72514. 

28. Shourideh M, Taslimi A, Azizi MH, Mohammadifar MA. 

Effects of D-Tagatose and inulin on some physicochemical, 

rheological and sensory properties of dark chocolate. Int J 

Biosci Biochem Bioinforma. 2012; 2(5): 314-319. doi: 

10.7763/IJBBB.2012.V2.124. 

29. Rasouli Pirouzian H, Peighambardoust SH, Azadmard-

Damirchi S. Sucrose-free milk chocolate sweetened with 

different bulking agents: Effects on physicochemical and 

sensory properties. Biol Forum Int J. 2016; 8(2): 340-349. 

30. Nebesny E, Zyzelewicz D, Motyl I, Libudzisz Z. Dark 

chocolates supplemented with Lactobacillus strains. Eur 

Food Res Technol. 2007; 225: 33-42. 

31. Konar N. Influence of conching temperature and some bulk 

sweeteners on physical and rheological properties of 

prebiotic milk chocolate including containing inulin. Eur 

Food Res Technol. 2013; 236(1): 135-143.  

      doi: 10.1007/s00217-012-1873-x. 

32. AOAC. Moisture in cacao products: Gravimetric Method. 

Method 931.04. Helrich ed. Official Methods of Analysis of 

the Association of Official Analytical Chemists Arlington. 

Association of Official Analytical Chemists. Inc. 1990 

(p.763). 

33 Afoakwa EO, Paterson A, Fowler M, Vieira J. Comparison of 

rheological models for determining dark chocolate viscosity. 

Int J Food Sci Technol. 2009; 44(1): 162-167. 

      doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2621.2008.01710.x. 

https://doi.org10.1093/jn/125.6.1401
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2007.12.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anaerobe.2007.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1079/PNS19960087
https://doi.org/10.1079/PNS19960087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nut.2012.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nut.2012.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2012.733894
https://doi.org/10.1248/cpb.26.3306
https://doi.org/10.1248/cpb.26.3306
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-007-0981-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3520711/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186%2F1475-2859-11-113
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186%2F1475-2859-11-113
http://dx.doi.org/10.3923/biotech.2008.769.774
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbio.2016.09.001
https://etd.ohiolink.edu/pg_10?0


Synbiotic milk chocolate _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Appl Food Biotechnol, Vol. 5, No. 2 (2018)________________________________________________________________________________________67  

 

34. Abbasi S, Farzanmehr H. Optimization of the formulation of 

prebiotic milk chocolate based on rheological properties. 

Food Technol Biotechnol. 2009; 47(4): 396-403. 

35. Yeganehzad S, Mazaheri Tehrani M, Mohebbi M, Habibi 

Najafi MB. Effects of replacing skim milk powder with soy 

flour and ball mill refining time on particle size and 

rheological properties of compound chocolate. Journal of 

Agricultural Science and Technology. 2013; 15(1): 125-135. 

36 Afoakwa EO, Paterson A, Fowler M, Vieira J. Particle size 

distribution and compositional effects on textural properties 

and appearance of dark chocolates. J Food Eng. 2008; 87(2): 

181-190. doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2007.11.025. 

37. Popov-Raljic JV, Lalicic-Petronijivic JG. Sensory properties 

and color measurements of dietary chocolates with different 

compositions during storage for up to 360 days. 2009; 9(3): 

1996-2016. doi: 10.3390/s90301996. 

38. Belscak-Cvitanovix A, Komes D, Dujomovic M, Karlovic S, 

Biskic M, Brncic M, Jezek D. Physical, bioactive and 

sensory quality parameters of reduced sugar chocolates 

formulated with natural sweeteners as sucrose alternatives. 

Food Chem. 2015; 167:61-70.  
     doi: 10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.06.064. 

39. Lalicˇic´-Petronijevic´ J, Popov-Raljic´ J, Obradovic´ D, 

Radulovic´ Z, Paunovic´ D, Petrušic´ M, Pezo L. Viability of 

probiotic strains Lactobacillus acidophilus NCFM and 

Bifidobacterium lactis HN019 and their impact on sensory 

and rheological properties of milk and dark chocolates 

during storage for 180 days. J Funct Foods. 2015; 15: 541-

550. doi: 10.1016/j.jff.2015.03.046. 

40. Gaio®. tagatose in chocolate. [Online]. Available: 

http://www.gaio- tagatose.com. 2004. http://www.ijbbb-

.org/papers/124-N032.pdf.  

41. Torres D, Gonçalves MP, Teixeira JA, Rodrigues LR. 

Galacto-Oligosaccharides: Production, properties, appli-

cations, and significance as prebiotics. Compr Rev Food Sci 

Food Saf. 2010; 9(5): 438-455. doi: 10.1111/j.1541-

4337.2010.00119.x. 

42. The International Office of Cocoa, Chocolate and Sugar 

Confectionery (IOCCC). Viscosity of Cocoa and Chocolate 

Products. Eischen JC , Windhab EJ. Appl Rheol. 2002; 

12(1): 32-34. doi; 10.3933/ApplRheol-12-32. 

43. Bouzas J, Brown BD. Ingredient Interactions. Marcel, 

Dekker, New York, 1995: 451-528.  

44. Aeschlimann JM, Beckett ST. International inter-laboratory 

trials to determine the factors affecting the measurement of 

chocolate viscosity. J Texture Stud. 2000; 31(5): 541-576. 

doi: 10.1111/j.1745-4603.2000.tb01019.x. 

45. Rasouli Pirouzian H, Peighambardoust SH, Azadmard-

Damirchi S. Rheological properties of sugar-free milk 

chocolate: comparative Study and optimisation. Czech J 

Food Sci. 2017; 35(5): 440-448. doi: 10.17221/231/2016-

CJFS. 

46. Saputro AD, Walle DV, Aidoo RP, Mensah MA, Delbaere 

C, Clercq ND, Durme JV, Dewettinck K. Quality attributes 

of dark chocolates formulated with palm sap-based sugar as 

nutritious and natural alternative sweetener. Eur Food Res 

Technol. 2017; 243(2): 177-191. doi:10.1007/s00217-016-

2734-9. 

47. Beckett ST. Industrial Chocolate Manufacture and Use (3rd 

ed). Blackwell Publishing, Oxford, 1999: 686. 

48. Jackson K. Recipes. In: Industrial Chocolate Manufacture 

and Use (Ed. S.T. Beckett). Chapman and Hall, London, 

1994: 258-280. 

49. Ziegler GR, Mongia G, Hollender R. Role of particle size 

distribution of suspended solids in defining the sensory 

properties of milk chocolate. Int J Food Prop. 2001; 4(2): 

353-370. doi: 10.1081/JFP-100105199. 

50. Gibson GR, Beatty ER, Wang X, Cummings JH. Selective 

stimulation of bifidobacteria in the human colon by 

oligofructose and inulin. Gastroenteology. 1995; 108(4); 

975-982. doi: 10.1016/0016-5085(95)90192-2 

51. Crittenden R. Incorporating Probiotics into Foods, In: Lee 

YK, Salminen S (Eds.) Handbook of Probiotics and 

Prebiotics. Hoboken, NJ, John Wiley and Sons, Inc. 2009: 

pp. 58-75 

52. Homayouni Rad A, Javadi M, Ghasemnezhad Tabrizian V, 

Alizadeh M. A survey to increasing the probiotic survival in 

functional ice cream by microencapsulation. J Food Res. 

2012; 21(3): 97-102. 

53. Homayouni A, Ehsani MR, Azizi A, Razavi SH, Yarmand 

MS. Growth and survival of some probiotic strains in 

simulated ice cream conditions. J Appl Sci. 2008; 8(2): 379-

382. doi: 10.3923/jas.2008.379.382.  

54. Silva MP, Tulini FL, Marinho JFU, Mazzocato MC, De 

Martinis ECP, Luccas V, Favaro-Trindade CS. Semisweet 

chocolate as a vehicle for the probiotics Lactobacillus 

acidophilus LA3 and Bifidobacterium animalis subsp lactis 

BLC1: Evaluation of chocolate stability and probiotic 

survival under in vitro simulated gastrointestinal conditions. 

LWT. 2017; 75: 640-647. doi: 10.1016/j.lwt.2016.10.025. 

55. Zyzelewicz D, Nebesny E, Motyl I, Libudzisz Z. Effect of 

milk chocolate supplementation with lyophilised 

Lactobacillus cells on its attributes. Czech J Food Sci. 2010; 

28(5): 392-406. 

56. Aragon-Alegro LC, Alarcon-Alegro JH, Cardarelli HR., 

Chiu MC, Saad SMI. Potentially probiotic and synbiotic 

chocolate mousse. LWT-Food Sci Technol. 2007; 40(9): 

669-675. doi: 10.1016/j.lwt.2006.02.020. 

 

  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2007.11.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.06.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2015.03.046
http://www.ijbbb-.org/papers/124-N032.pdf
http://www.ijbbb-.org/papers/124-N032.pdf
http://doi.org/10.3933/ApplRheol-12-32
https://doi.org/10.1081/JFP-100105199
https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-5085(95)90192-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2016.10.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2006.02.020


http://dx.doi.org/10.22037/afb.v5i2.19955 

 
 

 

  Research Article 

APPLIED FOOD BIOTECHNOLOGY, 2018, 5 (2):59-68 
Journal homepage: www.journals.sbmu.ac.ir/afb  

pISSN: 2345-5357 

eISSN: 2423-4214 

تاگاتوز و  -D، لاکتوباسیلوس پاراکازئی بیوتیک غنی شده باتولید شکلات شیری سین

 گالاکتوالیگوساکارید

 ، 4، حمیده همایونی راد4، مریم جعفرزاده مقدم1، مینا جوادی1بختیاری ، امید3، رقیه درگاهی*2، اصلان عزیزی1عزیز همایونی راد

 *1، هانیه رسولی پیروزیانیب علی، مریم ط3، نوشین مبارکی اصل4الدینیسید باقر میرتاج

 .گروه علوم و صنایع غذایی، دانشکده تغذیه و علوم غذایی، دانشگاه علوم پزشکی تبریز، تبریز، ایران -1
 .موسسه تحقیقات فنی و مهندسی کشاورزی، سازمان تحقیقات، آموزش و ترویج کشاورزی، کرج، ایران -2
 .دانشگاه علوم پزشکی اردبیل، اردبیل، ایران -3
 .، تبریز، ایراندانشگاه تبریز ،دانشکده کشاورزی ،علوم و صنایع غذایی گروه -4
 .، کیف، اوکرایندانشگاه ملی تاراس شفچنکو کیف -5

 تاریخچه مقاله

 2112ژوئن  21 دریافت  

 2112فوریه  13     داوری

 2112فوریه  14پذیرش   

 چکیده 

های مفید باعث تحریک رشد یا افزایش فعالیت باکتری ها مواد متشکله غذایی هستند کهبیوتیکپری سابقه و هدف:

بیوتیک عمده مورد شوند. گالاکتوالیگوساکارید و تاگاتوز از جمله ترکیبات پریها( میها و لاکتوباسیل)بیفیدوباکتری

بیوتیک ریعنوان حامل مواد پتواند بهباشند. شکلات در سراسر جهان مصرف زیادی دارد و میاستفاده در صنعت غذا می

بخشی آن را افزایش ها در شکلات، امکان ادعای اثرات سلامتبیوتیکعلاوه، استفاده از پریمورد استفاده قرار گیرد. به

شیمیایی و حسی های فیزیکودهد. هدف از مطالعه حاضر، بررسی اثر استفاده از تاگاتوز و گالاکتوالیگوساکارید بر ویژگیمی

 بود. در فرمولاسیون بهینه لاکتوباسیلوس پاراکازئی مانیشکلات شیری و زنده

با جایگزینی بخشی از ساکارز توسط پودر  لاکتوباسیلوس پاراکازئیشکلات شیری پروبیوتیک حاوی  :هامواد و روش

و  5، 5/2)های گوناگونی از گالاکتوالیگوساکارید و تاگاتوز گالاکتوالیگوساکارید و تاگاتوز فرموله شد. بدین منظور، غلظت

همراه استویا در فرمولاسیون شکلات شیری استفاده شد. برای یافتن غلظت بهینه این ترکیبات، وزنی/ وزنی( به 5/7%

لیوفیلیزه  لاکتوباسیلوس پاراکازئیتیمار شکلات فرموله شده تعیین شد.  9های فیزیکوشیمیایی، مکانیکی و حسی ویژگی

 6مانی باکتری های پروبیوتیک طی سیون بهینه شکلات شیری تلقیح شد. زنده)خشک شده به روش انجمادی( به فرمولا

 مورد بررسی قرار گرفت. C22ماه نگهداری در دمای 

وی نرگراهای شکلات حاوی مقادیر بالای گالاکتوالیگوساکارید، بیشترین به طور کلی، در فرمول :گیریها و نتیجهیافته

های حاوی درصد بالای تاگاتوز دست آمد. کمترین گرانروی و تنش تسلیم برای نمونهسون و تنش تسلیم بهکی -پلاستیک

در  همراه داشتعلاوه، نسبت بالاتر گالاکتوالیگوساکارید کمترین اثرات مطلوبیت حسی را بهو شاهد مشاهده گردید. به

( برای 5/7امتیاز قابلیت پذیرش کلی ) گیری کرد کهتوان نتیجهمی که تاگاتوز موجب بهبود قابلیت پذیرش کلی شد.حالی

دهد که این محدوده، بهینه مطلوب گالاکتوالیگوساکارید، نشان می %5/2تاگاتوز و  %5/2های شکلات شیری حاوی نمونه

ماه در شرایط  6تا  log CFU g 211-1به میزان بیشتر از لاکتوباسیلوس پاراکازئیهای باشد. باکتریبیوتیک میعنوان پریبه

و ترکیبات لاکتوباسیلوس پاراکازئی تواند حامل بسیار مناسب شکلات شیری میبدین ترتیب، زنده باقی ماندند. محیط 

 باشد. مانی پروبیوتیکبدون تاثیر نامطلوب بر زندهتاگاتوز و گالاکتوالیگوساکارید  بیوتیکپری

 تعارض منافعی وجود ندارد. کنند که هیچنویسندگان اعلام می تعارض منافع:

 واژگان کلیدی

 شکلات ▪

 گالاکتوالیگوساکارید ▪

 بیوتیکپری ▪

 پروبیوتیک ▪

 تاگاتوز ▪
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