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Abstract

Probiotics are one of the most effective methods for replacing antibiotic therapy. Aquatic animals'
quality can be enhanced through the use of probiotic products in various ways. The right choice of
probiotics is crucial because unsuitable microorganisms can lead to negative effects on the host. A
microbial consortium is not only a mixture of different strains, but also consists of different populations
of microorganisms that interact with each other. The advantages of a bacterial consortium are the
synthesis of complex molecules, such as extracellular enzymes. The use of a probiotic consortium that
provides multiple beneficial functions and it is considered a new generation of probiotic products.
Understanding the current interactions among consortium members and the dynamics of existing
populations is essential for designing a microbial consortium with industrial applications.
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