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BILILIERIATE BF_1S h5MA LTS MR BA DSS
%5/ RLH F RGO 5

?& ﬁﬁﬁ 1,245’ ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ 1,3’ ? % 1,3,5’ _ﬁ{:%ﬁg 143’ //%21% 4,5,
("FTMARRERFRRBALFRE  FHEL 071000
CREFRAMATIERFEIALFR TAEL 071000
TEFRAFZ LR RLEIEFRARL T AREZ 071000
PR A AR RASLLA RG] AL 071000
SFT AL B R A SUR SRR R A P AR 071000
SPERLRFRARHAKE FRIAELFK  LFE 100083)

HR % 10, B I

HWE ARTHBIFE CGCUCC)AMNBER IR T 8470 B L5 2 HLILE A LB MM ILAR BF_15 491k sh 3 A
WER ZARE%MDSSHFFAIREMBATGER, ERAW RBERARADILAFE BF_1S % a2 &K E 6 H,0,
(3.5 mmol/L), & B L&k ¥, W # BF_15 37 DPPH #) # Fx 6t /7 46 T 35 B 3 4k LGG(P<0.01); 37 -OH # th 4t 7 & T LGG
(P<0.05); % -0, F tr ft 7 & T LGG(P>0.05) 5 48 Mg M i &AL 4k A A& T LGG(P<0.01)., # & & ¥, # 4k BF_15 #F DPPH
Fo O, 8 F Rk h & T 3 B E A LGG(P>0.05); 47 - OH # thfk 1 & F LGG (P<0.01) ; 3 g Jit it A4k & h 18 T LGG
(P<0.01), XIEH A BF_15 53 B4 LGGC A R = AR ERM = (A ki TAHRE 3%R), RLAERE, %k
b Bk BF_15 @i T DR AR T A R0 AR A A R e MR M A2 R R & T AR AL S HALEE (SOD) W M (P<
0.01), A& T A =@ (MDA )4 & (P<0.01),# f A 2 % T DSS i 5/ K& M A4 ok, LA R 5 5 BE # LGG
% (P>0.05), RAFR AR OAKRFILIEIVERZ ARG T L LA R LTI T RE M55 %4 B £ (Ulcerative colitis, UC)

iR AR T AR AL BAL B AR A ST UC S Wit AR Hie SRE T A LRSS,
XKiEIR HHLBIURAAT; MHILHE,;, WAKEE,;, R, DSSHEFHTHELEH X

NERHS

AT E AL B 1 3 S8 R P AN A2 A Ak
FITE PR SR A7, TUBT 18 P R 2 A R AE 22 L
T S R TR 20 A 5 R AR O
A= W HILAA A T R0 A0 U5 T M 4 H 2 (Reactive
oxygen species, ROS) WK ALK B B4
RGP B RE ), T B B /Y ROS Mot 4
JLZH 53 , 16 A 20 B 2 11 5T IR BRI DNA I 51 & —
FRINEAE SN, 18 2 d b %2 3 A o Bk i
Z BV EAL R ARAL, U HOR RAEVE R 5 A AL
IR D AR OGP,
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DAL T4 7 i 2 9 25 R EE 9 6 1 [ Jt P A 9 4 4
73 BRG00BR300 AR VS O [ K
TEAL TR B B2 1 BB, 5 2014 4R
P 75 45 3 P L 5 B o R R 2005—2014
A [B] RORE M (Inflammatory  bowel  disease,
IBD) B (1 29 2 35 U7 s i i1, £ 2025 4, [
(9 IBD & KA E) 150 J7 A1, [ [ A -5 [ 41 B9
WF5E R B - IR AR 8 20 o ARt A vy, HL v AR 1 e/
2 A A BB AR 2E AR SN R E A
15%~25% "] 38 31 21 JL 2 918 | 12 J8 3 Ak
718 AR A AR I AR B R RO AR JE AR
SRy LI e A A T | R 1 A RE i s B Ay
M, H ER T T BoAT Ry R T S 30 0] 45 25 ) S
SMRHY AIRYT, 25 Y R BIAE FE)Z A5 AhRET
AR B O e A0 T ) AR 2 A ML
RZZ BN SRR A AL AT IS A
548 (Ulcerative colitis, UC) V&7 5 1l R 24 4 A9
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BYMES .

FUATRAE o 8 S e, o] LA E LA
AR Y AR A —— i R TR AR
HEF5 i 1AL T AL -8 AR ES | OF BLRLRR R AE
i 3 LR I RE AN KT Y B, R TR W b 7 g
1 ROS V& 18 K A €4, ot B AV T 512 e it
AT AR LU A L U DL, il ZLAF
it 52 H,0, B J1 15 10 b5 45 B R T 1k, B K s
ROS, 41 1l b N5 308 375 M 2 HAT i 2 AR OCHER, 5a
b Bk PR TR T Bk 5 3R 8 A Ak ) B AL T (Su-
peroxide dismutase, SOD) 1 4H %) FL#F & (Lacto-
bacillus plantarum ) 1] 78 = i F& A fiff fR (TNBS) %5
T 45 S A BN B R BT R AE T L, FLAF
MR T & B35 T UC /N BRUES 1 F A e EAL g TR
T3, BEAR A A LR 75 0 1) 5 i T A 2 35t 0
iR maat, B2, AR 2R
Jo 38 & ¥4 A A B E T o

SR LR S99 2 LA Ji T8 TR A ST R OC BRI
BEL I B 2 2 B) AT i 3 TR AR A% TR AL Y
T, ) 2 4y Rt O i B A
LU, FEREHLAR A B 7 A= K B2 it T AR Ok | Bl
B TEWFRARNERE, FEGRAEYES
RGUEW S CRE N 2 skl EH Ay
PR 2% 55 ) BOR I AE 4k ) | £5 A8 FLIR A2 iF
P 1) A BRI RER B D s SR, H iR G2
JLT a5 A= FLIR TR X ML A 401 I 380 5 4 T Y F 5
W RGP R HE T RS Y AR
FH BB L T8 45 A2 FLIR R T AR W A 2 WIS WFSY
R R FUAT A R 2 A e B L 3 A A P
FUAF TR 41 Al 2 B A 2 A 3 b R AR
TR A, A T e B 7L 2R LU 4 A A, G H 2 A
WA B S i A AL R 5, AR 61T

V5 T 0 N BE 2L B LR A rh o) B M8 5 AR A
| BRAE Y LA B BF_15, BIF 98 0IE 52 . 7% 1 ik 2 A 5
SR BT (F B ), B B R 5
B E AR ) R eV T TG g o AR SCUT A ) AT
BF_15 WAL AL IE 1 . etk 5 G2 DSS i
SN I AL TR, BT AEALR F R T
fEAE P ZLAT B BE_15 BB . 05 sh st 9z PE 45
RIRetE, DUk B AR EEFL L 45 A4 e
(8 IF 1 P e HC R 9 2 Mt Tt MR 45 1 R S5

SIER /TR SR o3 E T (S K E R A AR € (IR =LA R
I 1 245 W R 45 W T8 5 95 1) AT A S PR AR 2

1 MBERE

1.1 RIEH R

L11 widk 50wk A FL A # BF_15 (Lac-
tobacillus plantarum BF_15), AT/ &% % A B
FLUR S LM X REG AR . BRI LGG
ATCC 53103 (Lactobacillus rhamnosus GG ATCC
53103) , B 2> N H LT 25 A TRV I v A
R (R AR L 23 D 2 3 3 Al A A v 5 ST TR K
KW % A K # ATCC 25922 (Escherichia coli
ATCC 25922) 5 4 %% {0 4 4 BR i ATCC 25923
(Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923), Wy A H [
T W o A R B By s E b . b
A TR R 4 pR TRT b Al R 2 i B A B e T T AR
L1235 1,1- R R 2R A h
(DPPH), 22 5a bk ; 95 KR R PHLL (HE ) 4 35
&R S ALY B AL (T-SOD) | IN %
(MDA ) Il 5 38 551 &, B 5% 2 1k 530% H,0,  FeSO, -
TH,0 FeCly ABZE = Tris A A0 L Z R (TBA) |
=R LT (TCA) 4y B 7= o3 Hr a4

1.1.3  S:3esh¥  C5TBL/6) HEPE/NER , 1K T (20+
2)g, Wi DUAE (db ) R R A BR A wl g4t T T
PR LB LI 45 A T . MY FLAT A BF_15 22
DSS 55 45 i B AL 3 03 9 L 5 5 )

1.1.4  FEAULE KL DL-CJ-1N B & T AR
B, B IRIER B FEAR I RABRA ;R T)
VK A, TR S0 A R 2 W] 5 SHP-250 7Y
AR IR, DR LR A R A A TU-
1810 240 Y66 B 3, AU 30 35 A 3 FH AL 28 B
A) 35417R (R R 2.0 0L, 72 [ Eppendorf,

1.2 Ak

1.2.1 FEYFATE BF_15 Bk IR SN A AL BE T4
Hr

1.2.1.1  BF_15 @#XT H0, #kPLae e RA
Li S U 38 1 43 06 0% BE kR AR e a5 B bk
BF_15 ¥ B, DA B 1948 A& A &
w4 05,1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0,3.5,4.0 mmol/L
H,0, ) MRS MR =0, DHEAAE H0, 1Y



$22% 91 ESLEDURMMIAFE BF_15 ASMRAALE R M DSS -5/ REE M BB IR 69

MRS AR RE F5 3 R BAVEXT R4, AERR 1 h I B
TR ODgoon M EAEL , 271 PR REAE AN [R] HO, YR
T ARG, UL LGG A BH A X B B ik

1.2.1.2  BF_15 BB [ 415 (& B LT F0 &
WO ALK TR MR R B B0l 1% R i
AT MRS WA RS F2 Heh )37 CH5 5% 24 h,4 C
6 000 r/min &> 10 min, WHELEE LERT 4 C
1988 %5 3 B B K PBS 28wl (pH 7.4) VR % 2
W e o AR M E A 1x10° CFU/mL(ODggom
~ 1.5)# M,

1.2.1.3 BF_15 &tk iE R -OH RE Sy kil R
Gutteridge" ¢ 38 1) K 47 IR ¥ , TS MR & 20 6 1.0
mL 5 mmol/L. # FeSO, 1 1.0 mL. 3 mmol/L. #Y
H,0, 58 fIRA W 10 min J5, A 1.0mL 5
mmol/L AR BRE W, SRIE I A ZEW K = 10
mL, FHR G WA Z R T # % K 30 min J5,6 000
r/min B0 10 min, 734 510 nm &b 0045 W% G AE
Xif B2 A SRR 2R IR K AR R S U, T B R
A (D).

.OH i%%aﬁ:(%mm% (1)
popi

1.2.1.4  BF_15 F#RIEER DPPH B 1 3£ 68 1 I &

Kl Shimada %584 1& J5 25, FEAE & 2. B 1.0
mL B A #] 1.0 mL 0.2 mmol/L 2% DPPH H
RV VR K S DS R S, BT AR T
S 30 min, 6 000 r/min &0 10 min J& , B
TEWAS 517 nm Kb DU 35 W R WO B2 o X6 BR2H Ry 25
R ZE AR A . = HA RS =
CEEE DPPH H B AW BRI A (2) 1T
W

DPPH i (1= 8= 010092 (2)

Xof

1.2.1.5 BF_15 BHRIEER -0, B B 2ERE il

K H He SE1PHIR I8 () 4828 = W H &AL, RS AE &
% 3 mL Tris—HCl ZZ /5 0.4 mL 25 mmol/L
SRR =R A, 25 CIY 20 min, JTA 1 mL B S
25 CR N 4 min, fil 2 JH e £R R 2¢ 1k SN, % iR
F 2B KACEERE S, . W IR 2 Ll 0.4 mL 10
mmol/L i £ FRAC A, A S LN 0.4 mL
10 mmol/L F#h B A AL fit , il OD oo WOCAE . W
B34 020 (3) 1A .

N A rm_A “
.OZ,Y%I;%%EZ(I_LMW)XIOO% (3)

A s

1.2.1.6  BF_15 W HESLAR Bt S AL AR e R
A Kullisaar 250 77 3%, 9 AE oo 2F . 1 1 48 10
min ZERFLE) PBS(pH 7.4) 5HE IR AW, HIMA
[ #E pH {E Y PBS, {HILH PBS: 1 & =1:25
(RFLLHE) B AW, 1 mL 85, 1 mL
PBS,1 mL FeS0,(25 mmol/L) 1 0.5 mL & ik &
WIRAT 37 CHR% 30 min J5 A 1 mL i & 534k
M 20%H) =5 Z 1% (TCA) , # & 10 min J5 ,3 500
r/min B0 10 min, ] 3 mL FWEWR S 2 mL &4
R 0.8% M B AC L lZ /R (TBA)IR AT, Wh /KA
SR 10 min, ¥ 515 DIEAE 532 nm KAk i O
{E.

?ﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬁ’%ﬁ%:mxloo% (4)

X 1

122 HWILAFHE BF_15 B ARSI
1.2.2.1 BF_15 WA FACH ™48 =20
CIRAF B R T MRS AR FR B K535 16 h
Jo, PRECR VS T MRS MR B R LR 5% 16 h(37
C) , LAARAS TG AL R FH B R T

@ BF_15 B Bk A 3 00 ARG oK 5 Ak 4y
1) 64t B R e AR R 0 BN 3% T & A Bl A &
MR Eh Ky F A v )37 CHE 5% 5 d J5 , SG i fin ot £ )
R 5%KI #1034, PRI E0Ch 5% €
WA 10 T, BRI 25 H | W) s ik e,
T IS WORVE R A WU, 55 3R VA W il (0 2
PHAME (1) 250 AR R M (- ) 25 3L .

@ BF_15 B bk 205 B R W s vl e K T
A AR T R 42 Bl T MRS AR 55 5 5L b I AR
AR 0.19 1 B — Fh i 1A 22 S R 5 T dt 0 4K
1 0.005%1 51 1k ML IS 1 | 175 T D 1A %) T %2 it
M NI TE AL 6 YRGB R R F AR B4 B 10% 5371
EA T O MAR AAR AR DM KEmR
1 Bover—Cid&Holzapfel M i i) 85 55 FL 2 | Jf-7F
FMMA 1 mL KA SE, T 37 CRAR
I 3~4 d, B A SN, 5 A IR R (0 E0ER 6 1 0
CRRAE , V0 28 75 TR AR T 8 AH o7 28 R 1R 1) A 0 B

() BF_15 BBRMIWRIR K R 5K P20 7
B, BRI AR A A T AR B T TR R K 38 A IR
W ATCC 25922 $ZARF I B 3% 4 Fh i #E A &2
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e 5 J s ARG I 8 R e R, 37 CCHE IR 5 9% 72 h, Bk
Je M B WM & Tk, PR35 TR AT DL ORI
W AR BE L, TF QO lk 2 VR TR IR MCR TS , &8
A Kovacs G| 8~10 i . ML MEIC 3%, L
212 5] B4 0] Sy i i 3t Sz 1z BH P

1.2.2.2  BF_15 W R MG HAS T B 1% 1k i 1Y
Bl B Bk DL K BT 45 T bR R W R Ay IR ATCC
25923 FH K A B 2 B O 500 2 B BT SRR AR LL I i B
BT, 37 CHE 77 WL 22 B v ) 16 A JC s 1 B s
P IR SR

1.2.3 MY I BF_15 B8k 2 DSS i 5 45

o E AR 3 1 1 4 BT

1.23.1 ZhYisrdimsE Sl 7 JH il SPF 2
HEME CSTBL/6] /N B, i MR IR Atk 1) | 5 17 24 % —
Jil B85 2 B 2003 RO EE R 36 5 A BRI
TP X S B W) ARG R Ty 10~15 H L He BEER
1 FEAT S S o 4l (R4 10 HO)IREE | #54 3
JE, X BR IE 0 LAAI G 2E 50 1 AT 50 M 4 T R s
LR v R 0.8 o/mL DSS ¥ T, 7 N
0.1 mI/10 g #HATHE S 22 7 d, AW R /N B A
A AREROK , 12 h 6 12 h SRS

Fz1 NREBWAH

Table 1 Mice experimental group

28 3 # %/ mL- (10g)~
EE IE AR K
BEA 2 AEF A &K 0.2
BF_15%4 # % BF_15(1x10° CFU/mL) 0.2
LGG 4 # % LGG(1x10° CFU /mL) 0.2

1.2.3.2  BF_15 WPk T 10T 4 AL 00 45 2 i A AL 245
Wi 2R BE Y] B S HE Y g2 UK [A) 4b BE 4
NER /N BROSAE JE 19 A8 B0 S, B B i 30 o 20 1
em 140, R A BEER K vk W i N 590, SR
Ji B 45 iy A BUR T 0T o oy BOR 4% 22 R R
A A5 wm VI HE Qe a5 T 200 x
J2F A TSRS A R AR DL, A 45 2 B
1 58 B P S N 9 i 200 I 1 952 i | R 45 A 1Y) i
SRR FE R AR . HARE A NS5 NS
F-80 CI-A7, & H .

1.2.3.3  BF_15 Wbk T 30T 4 AL 00 45 2 i i AL 245
I a1 20 T-SOD K MDA (A BOAS [ kb B2 /)N
B85 B 20 S0, I 5 R SR Ak 9 5 AR T (T-SOD)
TG 1 BN U (MDA) % o, #c B g mt @ 2B T
FRAF 5T T B A 11 70 8 U I A #81E

124 Gitoatirik I EE (n=3) K H SPSS
17.0 1, BT 250 D F RS (50
6 ) kb P ) 25 S L 1 (F=MSA/MSe) , SR 5 167 2%
A3 AT AL PR 22 57 0 S PR SE R b, A B/ 22 1k B
X B 2 235 0T 2 HE

2 HR55W

2.1 EWIFE BF_15 kM ELeEH D
Hr

2.1.1 BF_15 @bk XF H,0, B9HRBTRE Sy Al AR
P 1.2.1.0 ik vk KD BF_15 Bk X Hy0,
T AZ 68 Ty, 5 SR L 1,

A1 AT, BE L0, WSS, 5 A Ak
BF_15 F X MR & Bk LGG 41 i A= 1 % 4iE 3R 159 ¥4 B
AR UL H0, XF 2 B 25 A= TR 09 48 it 2E 1< 34 7
AARIE R . R BF_15 Hkk, 24 H0, HJE A%
4.0 mmol/L B, 21 M A < 5¢ 42 32 B4 i T 45 1k A=
K5 mixtF LGG Btk , 78 Hy0, & JE 2k 2.0 mmol/L
10 1 e e N e o i I NI 0| o o S B
H1.BF_15 #1 LGG Wi bk 1 BAA Bm 84 H,0, %
B EE J1, MIXTF LGG Btk ,BF_15 B HEHE
Pt H,0, EALI i 6E 1 g 5 SR MY HL0, W ik
B — 5 = B — B L BF_15 Fil LGG M
R R 325 ol 40 L %) 40T A A TS 0 ok AR K A2 )
EE S
2.1.2 BF_15 Wtk LB &I Ak (WEBE-OH,
DPPH, -0, H M2 B Bl A ) e il R



$22% 41 EILBDURMMIATE BF_15 ROMRAMNE MR L M DSS -5 REEMBNBUE AL 71

P 1.2.1.2~1.2.1.6 TR ik, P47 BF_15 B
PR AR A bt E fb——3E B A i 3 (- OH . DPPH

—e— 0 mmol/L

- 0.5 mmol/L
= 1.0 mmol/L
=+ 1.5 mmol/L
—— 2.0 mmol/L

A 2.5 mmol/L
-©- 3.0 mmol/L
¥ 3.5 mmol/L
- 4.0 mmol/L
i 1]
Time/h

(a)

-0y ) PUhR it AALRE ST 25 R W3R 2,

2.5 -o- 0 mmol/L
2.0 -m 0.5 mmol/L
B ’ — 1.0 mmol/L
g 1.5 -» 1.5 mmol/L
a —— 2.0 mmol/L
S 1.0
0.5
0.0
0246 81012141618202224
FRF i)
Time/h

(b)

B 1 {EE% BF_15(a) 5XBE# LGG (b) 3t H,O, Kt 3 88 51
Fig.1 Tolerance of test strain BF_15 (a) and control strain LGG (b) to H,0,

x2 HEEHKBF_15 5 REK LGC ARESEENAENEN D

Table 2 Analysis of comprehensive antioxidant ability of different components of test strain BF_15

and control strain LGG

DPPH & w2k i % %/%

-OH # 1k 3%

<0, H B F % g i BACHE A1 1%

HET X

BF_15 LGG BF_15 LGG BF_15 LGG BF_15 LGG
) Lo 71.58 = 84.00 + 37.53 = 15.69 = 40.49 + 35.45 + 76.48 + 85.40
KR ) ) ! : '
3TON 447MC Q0NN DQQVN DGR [ 70MC 40wy )5gue
P 38.56 = 31.83 31.54 = 23.49 + 16.42 + 10.60 = 85.63 + 81.54
[ERSRiES ) : ; ;
LOIMS  3.66MY  L77MS 244WN 244M [95MY [5M .90y

T AR B A n=3 x & 5 s R _EAR AR OB A B 22 M 40 25 R (VNG P8 =0.05; K'E ¥ a=0.01) ; B4R T8 Ala~B/b KR 7] — L
AR IR TR — EH 23 T A [5] G R 2 ) BE B 22 5 e 5 AR B XUx~ Yy 3R [ — B AL H8 AR [ — B Rk AN 7] 4 23 =2 ) S5 (E 1) 22 5t

Xt [F] — P AL FE b W — 0, AN FRFE R
[ BT A AL RE T g, 25 SRR, Rl LW,
IR Ak BF_15 % DPPH 977 B3 g 1 2% T %t
HE B R LGG (P<0.01) ;% -OH V5 bR BE 1 3 = F
LGG (P<0.05) ; XF -0, ¥ BRBE J1 & T LGG, M 25 7%
AN E (P>0.05); Pilg A uEe ) WAL
LGG (P<0.01), mAW T, L% Wk BF_15 Xf
DPPH 1934 bR 6E 71 3 T Xt BB #k LGG, T 22 5% AN
3 (P>0.05) ;% -OH W FR e ) 2 & T LGG (P<
0.01); % -0, VEBRAE J1 & T LGG, T 22 5% A ik 3%
(P>0.05) ; Hi g B A Ak e 7 8 & 8 T LGG (P<
0.01), ZiG UL EEIERM LRSS R T, e
L - OH ¥ B 5 AF {56 % S48 b ik SR 25 5 1T,
5 B AR BF_15 1940 LAk BE 1 3 06 T ) R B R
LGG,

DO IR I =W =g i R 7 S N N 1 4 s e

] i b S A e 7 b, 5 R 3R WD 158 TR Bk BF_15
kB L WO DPPH -0, T BRAE ) B2 & T
PRE R (P<0.01) 5 X - OH ¥ BREE 1 &5 T AW, 1M
255N 103 (P>0.05) ; XL IR BT ot A Ak g 0 W 3
I F B (P<0.01), XFIEHE R LGG & B L7
WX DPPH H1- O, VB BRAE I W38 = TR B (P<
0.01); % - OH ¥ BRr 68 77 2 & L T W & W (P<
0.01) ; XL AR T 2o LAk i 7 i A8 T BB (P<
0.05) . Z&A LA LB ) i e 45 2 v, s
PL - OH ¥ B AR AL 28 % 45 hn ik 2 25 5 VA,
I R Bk BF_15 AU BB R LGG & BE LS W
PLEALRE S B T B

2.2 HEWILAFE BF_15 EiREIM RS HEITMH
2.2.1 BF_15 WkRA F AW (ALY WA R
EhomigE) b RE 1.2.2.10 O~
2, 64T BF_LS WA F AW (A e TR
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i £ sl ) R A3 AT, 25 Lk 3 FE 2,

3 M 2 Bl E # Ak BF_15 5 X BRI
Pk LGG 1122 Jk JI8 2 Ml 1% 14 R ik 3 il 3% 2 A6
I 25 34 R BT (=) 5 ol W 360 7y 5 366 ot s 1
Wb A AR KA FF B ATCC 25922 B 32
IRET AR 28, Sy 52 Bk (+) , 1055 K BF_15
5 XTI R LGG 55 72 R i AT 5 38 | J
BIRPIPE(-) , R UE AR BF_15 5 X0 B GR Bk
LGG EACHE B rh B AR = R A W e | A R &
W W S A FH AR
222 BF_15 BHBRE MG PER I ARG 1.2.2.2
IS 77k KT BF_15 AR I8 00T P, 45 SR
3

BF_15 LGG ATCC

1!

B2 KW E BF_15 53 BE#k LGG R RIZEHE #
K B AF B B B B R R A
Fig.2 Indigo substrate reaction detection of test
strain BF_15 with control strain LGG and quality control

strain E. coli

# 3 KW E# BF_15 5B E# LGG =& i & B F 5 B % R B iE el
Table 3 Detection of amino decarboxylase and nitroreductase activity of test strain BF_15 and control strain LGG
. 2k 4y e
R ¥ - - - - - - AR TR B
B R b3 PR & pe kA M RTK
BF_15 - - - - - - -
LGG - - - - - _ _

TE " FoR B, =" Fom B,

(a)BF_15

(b)LGG

(¢)ATCC 25923

3 RIE M BF_15 5 R E# LGG RREREK KT E ATCC 25923 #97A ML % 44 )
Fig.3 Detection of hemolytic activity of test strain BF_15 with control strain LGG and quality control strain
E. coli ATCC 25923

PR 3 AT, A TR Pk 4 T A BRI ATCC
25923 B & JE [ B0V BB, 3 B A I i BE PR
(+), TR BF_15 5% BE M LGG 15 %
JE| PRI A i AL B, 25 SR s i B P (=) o S5 SR Lk
B TR Pk BF_15 55X BREE R LGG B Jois i i v
2.3 HEWILFE BF_15 HE#x DSS S /IR
ZRENRGHZm
2.3.1 BF_15 @tk TR /N BUAS  E A4 A B AL
HEUREY A e HE e 05501 R4 1.2.3.1

A1 1.2.3.2 A SEEG 5 75, % BF_15 R T HUF /)
FL4S I AL I 1 A A A 5 e o) BRI BRI &5
AT FRY) i B HE Y Wigg 45 1 LR 4,
& 4 AL, IE 6 R /N B 45 B B
B 4050 R H 25 R T I, 1 Rz 40 L HE ) K A S
Fess R R B B 5 2 MR A e =, JE R A i iR
1, Toist iz & A s DSS #5575 41 /N B &5 i B i 41 41
RN, bR A M HES ZE L Bess 454 AR I R
SR T MOIR A I 25 0%, R B AR MR A M R A



$22% 41 ESLEDURMMIATE BF_15 ASMRBAE R LM DSS -5 RE MBS BT 73

(a) IE %) I 21 (b)DSS A fi 4

(c)BF_15 41 (d)LGG A

4 AEACEANRLEHHAR HE # & (H&EX200)
Fig.4 Colon tissue HE staining of mice in different treatment groups (H & Ex200)

RYGAEIR AL, Bz I W, iR, SRRV A [
IS T bR BF_15 FXS BB R LGG T 4L, 45 1 Kl
b Rz 220 L A e 2, b B A L HE S 5 R 5 B
B RRR LB 52 MR A I = e A i R R A
LI R KT AR . AR R T .2 MRas AR
A (B 36 T4 vk BE_15 R4 R B B LGG) 1 511
TR DSS 5 & 1/ BU4S I e i i ¥ BoAT — e
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232 BF_15 Rk T 100N /N B 45 1 Ak 401 1 5 72
20241 T-SOD F1 MDA Mg 1.2.3.3 7L 5
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Y20 5 H e B AL/ B 25 B 41 818k 4T T-SOD
6 1 5 MDA &8, 25 R 035 4,

1 2% 4 AT A I H 6 BRA DSS 5 F 1
N BB 97 M 45 Wi 4 A R 2] 45 i 4L 40 vh T-SOD 1%
PE B 2 FER (P<0.01) , MDA & i .3 71 i35 (P<
0.01), 2 kkz5 2k BT W4 (RN 56 B bk BF_15 T
TZH A% BB vk LGG T4l ) 9 DSS i 5/ Lt
PRSI R A5 A 41 T-SOD iE PR & & T
BRI ZH (P<0.01) MDA & & 3 i 25 (% F 4 AU 21
(P<0.01); X5 B ¥k BF_15 T i 4 5 % 08 5 bk
LGG T M, it & T-SOD I P 4x , if 2
MDA & #48br, 22 F ¥R B3 (P>0.05), 4548 %
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19 T ek IR B v LG RLE T, T
W1 I 22 M DSS 55 /N UGS 1 00 S8 Ak 3540
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x4 FAEVBHANREHELH MDA £
& T-SOD i& 717k F
Table 4 The MDA content and T-SOD activity level

in colon tissue of mice in different treatment groups

‘ T-SOD/U - mg™ MDA/nmol - mg™!
X5 34 45
kA =]
JEF 4 135.11 + 3.75" 0.55 + 0.12%
DSS # A 4 100.79 £ 9.84% 1.99 + 0.21*
BF_15 41 110.41 £ 10.77%* 1.11 £0.17™
LGG 4 115.59 + 10.68™ 1.08 + 0.24%

AR M L n=3 ,x = 5; R _EFRF R B B2 2
MGG 25 1 ONE P4 0=0.05; K5 71 a=0.01); LI 71 Ala
Cle 2R Rl — I EUE 10 22 5 o 35 1k

WS E B AR, S5REY,
BF_15 A BRI R ALRE 1. BRI T 2 5
W HE 1Y H,0,(3.5 mmol/L) , I HL B Wk B HAR =4
Byl LA #0EBR A BT DPPH . -0, . -OH & H
t3k; HE—25 L) DSS 75 31/ B I A i 405k
SNPELAL kB R E R AR BF_1S
CIRTE = VINC W R SR ips& gl R i E
B4R T T-SOD W& P, FEAR T MDA & &, #E1
AR SR T DSS ¥ T/ BLAS I A AL A0 A RE R
RSB 25 2R AR W] . bk BF_15 B A %08
() 1A S0 T 48 A TR TR 22 i i T8 S AL N 5 A D
A, HLK V50 BB R LGG HH24

Tk = i A Ik S (CAT) 16 M, AT i
W H0, A B2 MY s £ 0 HA W1
AL BE T LR B, 4 HL0, ¥ B — 2 T 32
fi& 77 : Kullsiaar %>k I HA B 0T P09 & BEFL
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9 1 mmol/L () H0, H 7 1% (4 I [H] 43 531 & 180
min F1 150 min, 1 JCHT & AL T Pk 0 & B ZLAT
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14 90 min; Tang 55 217 & 11 — k48 ¥ 2L AT
(Lactobacillus plantarum)MA2 RE 1% it 57 ¥ & 2.0
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FR A W) FL A 1 BF_15 T8 Pk nl I 52 HLO, Y HEEE =
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bacillus plantarum )MGSHC4302, % -OH FI DPPH
T BRR BT X B R LGG; A5 v 13 50
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W B G A RE A A N AR
AR BT R B0

IRV FLRR A AT AR A A — 2o R, a0
JI5E PR I i R I U A R I A LA )
X N B At iy R AR R Y 2 A R AR PO BRI TR
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15 BE 3 LUK MR35 B 22 WIS A (] 25 A T8 4 T 48
PEM R R S5 A (BUBFF N T UC 14945 I Rl i
AAutf, FLFFRIIER T UC 125 I ok i S 4k
P3) , FHXT T Wang 5582V 6 H (19 38 2 52 & ALAA Bt
AR TG 1 2 1) 28 i /N B2 T 9 e B LU A4 BLIE;
FREE , ML F 4 5 M W 9o s N1 42 4 1 1 B 2%
& AR AR LA R BF_15 BR T HA 22 UC
MIIRESh et m e , X T A4S
AR 38 TR RE 2 0] A7 76 25 R 5 R A B3 R YOG
RO ARG G AR FLAT R BF_15 % 2 figf
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Studies on the in Vitro Antioxidant Activity and Alleviation of DSS-induced Oxidative Damage
in Mice Colon of Lactobacillus plantarum BF_15 Derived from Breast Milk

Zhang Na'**,  Zhao Lina'?, Li Chen'?’, Niu Zhihua'?, Kang Hongyan*®, Tian Hongtao'**, Luo Yunbo®
(“College of Food Science and Technology, Agriculiural University of Hebei, Baoding 071000, Hebei
*College of Biochemistry & Environmental Engineering, Baoding University, Baoding 071000, Hebei

*National Engineering Research Center for Agriculture in Northern Mountainous Areas, Baoding 071000, Hebei

“New Hope Hebei Tianxiang Dairy Co., Ltd., Baoding 071000, Hebei
SHebei Technology Innovation Center of Probiotic Functional Dairy Product, Baoding 071000, Hebei
®°College of Food Science and Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083)

Abstract In this study, with Lactobacillus rhamnosus GG (LGG) as control strain, probiotic probiotic Lactobacillus
plantarum BF_15, isolated from breast milk infant, was used as the research object to evaluate its antioxidant activity in
vitro, safety and alleviation of the DSS—induced oxidative damage in the colon of mice. The results show that the test
strain Lactobacillus plantarum BF_15 could tolerate high concentrations of H,0, (3.5 mmol/L). In the fermentation super-
natant, the scavenging ability of strain BF_15 on DPPH was lower than that of the control strain LGG (P<0.01); the
scavenging ability of 0OH was higher than LGG (P<0.05); the scavenging ability of -0, was higher than LGG (P>0.05);
anti-lipid peroxidation ability was lower than LGG (P<0.01). In the bacterial suspension, the scavenging ability of strain
BF_15 on DPPH and -0, was higher than that of the control strain LGG (P>0.05); the scavenging ability on -OH was
higher than LGG (P<0.01); the anti-lipid peroxidation ability was lower than LGG (P<0.01). Meanwhile, Neither the
test strain BF_15 nor the control strain LGG produced harmful metabolites (bioamine, nitrite, indole), and had hemolytic
properties. In animal experiments, the strain BF_15 could reduce the degree of intestinal mucosal damage and inflamma-
tory cell infiltration, increase the activity of superoxide dismutase (SOD) (P<0.01), and reduce the level of malondialde-
hyde (MDA) content (P<0.01) through early intragastric administration, which effectively alleviated the symptoms of
DSS—induced oxidative damage in the colon of mice; its effect was equivalent to that of the control strain LGG  (P>0.05).
This study provided a scientific basis for the development and application of probiotics derived from human breast milk
infants and their early intervention to relieve intestinal diseases such as ulcerative colitis (UC). This study laid a solid
foundation for probiotics in the prevention of intestinal diseases such as ulcerative colitis (UC), and provided a reference
guide for oxidative stress as a new therapeutic target.

Keywords breast-milk infant-derived probiotics; Lactobacillus plantarum; antioxidant activity; oxidative stress; DSS—in-

duced ulcerative colitis (UC)



