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PEAT AN AL, 0 A () 51 2 8 22 K Bz 9 Bt S Ak
P, IR AL AT A A8 HEA TR S A G, 73
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Y, R IR B IT AR S %
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oA R R SR BT LY CRAERT 1 AR
e ik 25 A2 T A5 A2 T, T B e |, R AR RS
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JBesE g S AREE R VNTR TR T R AF AR
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KGR MgSO, . FeCls H,0, S5 i85 ¥ 8 43 Hr 4l 92,
] 24 4 A Ak 24 R A BRA B EZNLAe Soil DNA
fh 4 F &, 5 B Omega Bio -Tek 24 Al ;
NEXTflexTM Rapid DNA-Seq iX#l £, €[ Bioo
Scientific 23 A ; ST AP &, B at A Y
TARFFE AT,
1.2 NE5EH

8890B-5977B GC/MSD - ik HAX , 24
28 H];UV2300 1T £ 518U R 48 2 =] 0L 4366
JETt, iR ER AR A PR F] s SIGMA 3-18K
RSO ML RN BB AR A IR A B R iR T
PEAL, Jb s DU IR RL AR T A B W 5 1 PR % Ky
TR, 1 i BOE B A A PR A 5 M OR R AIL
U m S AL R A A R A D
1.3 RIEHZE
13,1 HEanil & FHSOE b (800 W) M A 27 K Jiz
(200 g) JFA 2 min J& , OB B8 AL B 5 min, %48
WA, B 20 CUKF T IC A, £ H .
1.32 RAMEIOE . B Wil 28 Kristek
SRR T VR IR E B, MERRFRIR 30 g e Bk i
FEd, A 150 mL ZE M KB FEI 5], ARU A
250 mg a—JE M ,6.25 mL 1 mmol/L. NaCl i,
RA AT HE 37 CHEFEIH AL 20 min, SR, 9415
pHE % 2.0,%% 2.7 ¢ B E B 1 g 4 103 & F A
6 mL 1 mmol/LL CaClL, ¥& W& T 30 mL 0.1 mol/L
HCl RG34, ma L —5iREa%h, +37
CHEIRTEA 2 h, 32 B IH B, T —
HALEE , WY pH HZ 7.0, 85 A& A 0.75
o HEREL RN I Al 1 g 4 103 B 11 .6 mL Ca-
CL(1 mmol/L) 100 mL NaHCOs, F 37 CH# IR H 1L
3 h, B Ak T A A ATV R TR R RE L S
TRAET 80 CYKAE , FH T I Sl fb v 1 I s 45 b 'k
Fi , H P SR 9 4k 1 22 K 2 (Undigested oat bran),
.o UOB; & 1 fb € 42 2k J¢ (Digested oat bran),
it b DOB,
1.3.3  {RAMC AL I
1.3.3.1  MeA 5k KBt 2% Ozkaya
SIS 7 5 1A ek i 4 Bl AR HC0.1,0.2,0.3,
0.4,0.5,0.6 ¢ ML E T 50 mL &.0E T, WA
20 mL ZE1BIK, O B B0 1% ,2% ,3%,
4% ,5% ,6% N FEF ERIK | W4 850 B WG I B P4

b S RE 40 min, ££5 6 000 r/min B 0> 5 min,
AR LI W, FH TP E AR D
1.3.32 RPiAEM (T-A0C)KE KA
A AR S E T-A0C,
1.3.3.3 DPPH-I&EFRFEAME DPPH - FRRE K
W72 2% Tohma 25045 J5 4
DPPH H M BR R (% )=[1-(A,-A4,)/A]x
100 (1)
Ko A DL ZE I K AR BE S 0 28 Ok
JE A ——FE 5 WOG BE A ——DL B K & B AR R
DPPH ¥ W 1 WG RE
1.3.3.4  -OH WHERZMMES K 6.0 mmol/L i
PR IV 2k 15 WA 6.0 mmol/L 7K 4% R — 2 BE 1R W 4% 2
mL IBA A, A 1.5 mL B3EHIRE R IMA 1
mL 8.8 mmol/L X4 /K, & & 10 min,6 000 r/min
B0 5 min, B EVEWAE 510 nm A0 I 5E W6

.OH gg@%(%)Zleoo (2)
0

AL ZE K AR FE G 25 Ok
JE A — S WOGE  A DL 28 TR K AR DU
INEOL)S
1.3.3.5 ABTS*HBRZM M 2" K 100 mL 7
mmol/L. ABTS 5 100 mL 2.45 mmol/L i #% 8 118
H 5 1 RS R EIRMEE 14 h, H ABTS
fits 2 W (AT PBS 22 #h3 (0.05 mol/L,pH 7.4)
i B, ELE 734 nm AL EEE S 0.70+0.02, 1l
# ABTS TAEW . ¥ 2.85 mL TAEW 5 150 wL £
aiR A REA RS T = R E 10 min,
6 000 r/min #.L> 5 min, B35 WAE 734 nm 40
SEWEOGEEAE, T Z& 1 AR 2 [A) I 2 DA Z& 48 7Kk AR
BRE A X IR

ABTS*?%B%%(%):%HOO (3)
0

U A —— X BRI A ——FE Y
WG RE

1.3.4 RAMEMSE I kK BE RSN I R B 5 S
HRAR T RAE T g R MR B . FF 6 MAEEN
FER ZEMEAE S A 10 g TR A 3959, H 100 mmol/L
pH 7.0 HY R £5 28 W W (KRR ) 4 IR 123 19 L A7)
B Bt ad U, LAk g i OB A 2R S R A
T M 2 mL FE(E R A 8 mL 25 1 &k 1%
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R CKE ), Z 5% 18 0% ,1% ,3% ,5% 1) L ]
T e A2 £k R TH AL B, 12 FOBO (X #RATL) |
FOB1 .FOB3 .FOB5, i & & T PR 4% 148 h IR
i 24 h(37 °C, 160 r/min) ,6 000 r/min &> 10
min, WA B0 5 BRI i AF T -80 CokAf T T
3 M 4 B 7 TR RN B A ) 2 R
1.3.5 ZEEHUEY DNA WP HRIE EZNA® soil
DNA 351 &5 U8 B 15 fh 42 S P #F V5 L DNA

i I 197 B R B 056 10 H Uk AGE i DNAL ) 2 B
Jiit , 2K FH NanoDrop2000 i 5 DNA ¥ & A4l i |
K JH 338F (5’ ~ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-—
3’) F1 806R  (5° -GGACTACHVGGGTWTC-
TAAT-3") % 16S rRNA %A V3~V4 A 72F X ik
157 PCR ¥4 , #i Hl NEXTflexTM Rapid DNA-Seq
A &g, A Nlumina 23 7§ Miseq PE300/
NovaSeq PE250 V- &MY . fii H] Fastp #AFX] 5 46
Wy P SR AT 8 s 8 FLASH S04k 2047 DRz
G 97% A 8L |, i F| UPARSE % {4 % F 51 it
17 OTU REIFF AR ik &4 ; FIH] RDP classifier
b X Silva 16S rRNA 4 FE XT & 45 77 51 #4719
ke 0 R ES TRGHHRER, 515
ek
1.3.6 MEEAR MR I 2 HL 100 mg & T 5k
F 2 mL WA A 1 BRF S BRI 900 L
FHBEA 100 wL PR (1 mg/mL 2-Z 3 T g, W B
el , T ¥ % FEAL 50 Hz BFEE 3 min, 3£ 2 %K,
VKK Y8 7 30 min, —20 CF# & 30 min, 13 000 1/
min .0 15min (4 °C), ¥ BIEHEF] 1.5 mL &
DEH, A 50 mg TCKBREREN, TWE, 13 000 1/
min .0 15 min(4 °C), 1 pL F3EHE W LAV

Mro RS -FSE AL, HP-FAP B, 2T
HERE A3 1001, HEFE TR 260 °C, % 57 12 R
3 min, A IRFERIERIEE 80 °C, LA 40 °C/min 725 T+
I® % 120 °C,10 °C/min FHiE & 230 CJA A £ 6
min, PAREZEZASR (LEEA/NT 99.999%) R 8K,
i 1.0 mL/min,
1.4 HHELIE

B A B 50 3 ko Sy A A T E
ZE IR D BE bR IR 25 2278 . >R Excel \Origin
PEAT R TS RAEE, R SPSS 8 kAT 2% S+
W E VST

2 ZER5H5H
21 HMERIBREEUNREHERELE
A

F 1 Ry AN [R5 ok G 27 R R X A AR 1 52
M, 5 UOB A H., DOB iy ¥t S AL 1 8 38 2 & (P<
0.05), DL 3% &1 DOB I, 5 UOB ML,
DPPH - [ H 335 B 48 %5 7 77.68% ,ABTS* H Hi
FEBRFIRE T 60.43%, -OH H L35 R 5
T 75.32%, S P e R = T 172.51% X Al fig J2
Kb Z et SEWrh&Eai, BoKkbawER
G338 o T B A AR A A 25 S 7E T I
oAt B, TR T P 358 025 P Ak i 0 VR A R
22 My DN 56 O v R T ke, ol A T R S
SHR R, E I e 27 K R T AR S A RS M A
FN 42 =, M Ah B T2 093G i, DOB it 4
ferEth B Wit /. Hodh 1% DOB ) ABTS*H 3
B M -OH A M 53 BR R 78 50% L 1+ ,5%
DOB 1) DPPH - H H 2 IHBR R TE 50%LA I, M Itis

F1 FRFEREHETHRILER R0

Table 1 Effect of antioxidant activity of oat bran with different contents

% o % T-AOC/U-g™ #k & DPPH - # & %/% ABTS % e /% -OH # & %/%
DOB 1 152.72 £ 1.15' 22.53 £0.79' 65.40 £ 0.26' 62.34 + 3.89°
2 168.23 +5.77° 28.42 +1.01° 70.87 + 1.49° 89.95£2.18

3 183.21 = 1.15¢ 37.90 + 0.23¢ 73.54 £0.18¢ 93.36 +0.16"

4 210.50 + 2.60¢ 46.42 + 0.56° 77.70 + 0.26° 94.50 + 1.24*

5 22295 +1.62" 56.21 +0.23" 82.55 £ 1.67" 97.36 +0.31*

6 232.61 +1.73° 68.15 + 1.13¢ 88.63 £ 0.61° 97.62 + 0.26*

UOB 3 67.23 + 1.84¢ 21.33 £0.45° 45.84 + 8.36¢ 53.25 £3.45¢

T R R P AN ) 5 B 7R 28 53 1825 (P<0.05)
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e R 22 E AL S BT E R Re W
T, HLR# A B 09 T i 3 T (P<0.05) . A SR
RIREAK L RINEAIG , T2 0 2 MW i’
W R, BB WA b A A U R TE B AU
Jo By B Oy i 2 A R T RSN AL S A
T A A AR AR YA BAR KA HR T+
22 MEHEIBHEABBEMEDARTLE
Al A
22,1 WEWMAEY a-ZFEST MEMZFE
T A 3 A R, a-Z R, B-2 1,
y=ZREPER T 1 S AN [R] ) e A Ak R A RE N
RBEMIE Y a-Z FEPERSE I, BESFE S 4T3
A 45283 Ky, ik £ 52 237 % D
39 600 %,

Chao 8 BUCKRMA MR R I FHE, L2
AT, FOBO 1.3 .5 447E OTU /K3FF Chao 15 %4
WA 337.43,297.99,231.50,219.26, 4% 4 18] 77 1¢

W22 H M (P<0.05), ILAh, S5t R AR L Bl
T2 Kk B A BN, B 8 B W9 Sobs 45 4K
Ace f8 41 .Chao f8 %0 5 W3 T B a3 (P<0.05),
Shannon #8055 Simpson & %% FH T & WL G0 2E 4
a-Z M Shannon (8K, A YT RE VR 22 FEME
15 ; Simpson 45 B0 M B SO IE LA 2, iy 35 1
AL, 5 0F BRAL AR L 2K B2 2H ) Shannon 45 £ 3
B A% (P<0.05) , Simpson $5 31 i 3 14 & (P<0.05),
8 BH VS 0 e 22 Bk Bz nT BE A AR ) 2 REERRAR . X
A RE R O IR S AL G e B B T 2 £
T BT LA T, 3 S 0 I 400 o) £ A A 1) 22 R
Huang “525R RSN K& BEL LA LR 2 it R
AR RN TR, R = T
VAR B i Ay 2 et o LA R e i i,
N T 751) e 1) 3l 22 26k Bz 6 A JRE Rl 2 400 1) 22 R
SO Ry B B DAL b HE A Ak R G T R AR T T
A BLEAT — R VR

F2 AEFEREHKETIEMABMEREY S HFENFM

Table 2 Effects of different doses of oat bran on intestinal microbial a—diversity in obese people

Hoh ot Sobs 8 4 Shannon 48 % Simpson 4§ 4 Ace 83 Chao 78 4
FOBO 292.00 + 5.03° 3.20 +0.01° 0.11 +0.00° 333.83 + 12.84° 337.43 + 8.35°
FOB1 238.25 +5.85" 2.54 +0.07 0.20 + 0.01° 290.77 + 12.52" 297.99 + 11.91°
FOB3 192.25 + 8.96° 223 +0.11° 0.25 £ 0.04* 230.99 + 12.42° 231.50 = 12.09°
FOBS 178.75 + 8.62¢ 2.06 0.12¢ 0.28 £ 0.04* 217.35 £ 12.03° 219.26 + 12.83¢

L R E SR [ 7R OR 25 5 1 35 (P<0.05),

222 WIEEY B-ZFEME T B-ZAEIETR
FEA ] Z R, HAB R/ S B A~ 20 N 4 A FEA
[ B A Vi P ol 2 G2 S, BT 1 R e A Bk K xt
B B-Z R, i) Weight unifrac
0B Y AR B i 22 4E A5 9172 (Non—metric multi-
dimensional scaling, NMDS) 43 #7 A~ [] 1) &2 H 27 £k
BT 9 30 A W B R s 2E N, T A R AR R
(Stress ) F| Wi B B (¥ 5 45, 38 stress<0.1 &7 5
RYR] DI BUE B T O, B B OB ™ 1%
NMDS 43 HT ) Stress 4 0.023(<0.05) , % Bi% 441
BAMRGF RN . S m e 2k 5 1 7 8 k)
v B AR AL, 5 R S 2 (FOBO) AH HE , ¥
o A A B Ve 22 5 B MR A Ak )k Y
T, B B 2H T B X R, 2 AR K, Horh FOBS
ZH T BN MR U B M Bk BOX T R R R A
BERRER,

223 WmEMAWEESEE ST TR TR
AR T8 A WU RE T A5 3 A DL IRT 2, 25 2R 3R 1)
MEAZ R AR AN R WG FEEAFAE 4 PRSI,
S R REEE ] (Firmicutes) . 22 BT #1] (Pro-
teobacteriota) i £ # |1 (Actinobacteria) LA X fULFT
T '] (Bacteroidetds ) . i 25 708 22 %k 1z 570 & A 4 0nm
JEBEDE] | T A S AUAF TS R T
R A AT R T AR F R BT
B3R 3 AT, e Bk e e IR AN RS fil R RE
P TARXT B2 IR B 50%, A2 TEHF BT AR X 3= B
30%~46% , LA T HIARXS BN T%~16% , 0T
BT AR, 5340, FOBS 241 JEBERE ] ik 1
FTRL R AR T T AR X - B R T H e & A
(P<0.05), Wi FF R 1T AR X 5 B2 25 o T
BEAH(P<0.05), & b TR HE I 18 35 A 9 0 3
T T AR 32 5 5 M A Bk B R I A AR R R &R
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Fig.1 NMDS ranking of gut microbial B-diversity
in obese people after oat bran in vitro intervention
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Fig.2 The predominant gut microbes in obese people
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Table 3 Effect of oat bran in vitro fermentation on the composition and relative abundance

of gut microbes in obese people (phylum level, %)

4 51 EHHE BEEE T AT WMATHE ] Eewn
FOBO 29.01¢ 51.98* 16.18° 2.58° 0.25
FOBI1 40.81¢ 4570 12.58" 0.74" 0.16"
FOB3 45.28" 44.63¢ 9.57° 0.35¢ 0.17"
FOBS 46.55° 45.40° 7.82¢ 0.05¢ 0.18"

. R B R ) 7 B R 25 5 1 3 (P<0.05) .

224 WEMAYIERDFPER R
JHE B i 3 AR ) R 8 22 S 0 Rl (AR X 3 2 i
15) WL 3a~3b, S5AFKM, LML B TR, 1
HERHEREACr FA B EWNE, TERNAEY Y
I3 IRV b A B AH X 85 s 19 S W BR & (Entero-
coccus ) W FF B J& (Bifidobacterium ) F1 A7 57 15 [
W& (Blawtia) , e XU R B T8 2 Ak B Ja 60 60 A
At B B A H A A 2 A2 TR, WS N e 2 Ak A
) B 3K B4 & F unclassified_f_Streptococcus T J& i)
FRE MW ST FOBO 41 (P<0.01) , Fifi #5627 #k
B3 i B R OR SUBCRE 1 s 2 A 2K AR (Rom-
boutsia) . % /K [ W J& (Dorea) . It ¥ 1 J& (A gath-
obacter) Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1 . 3% ¥R I J@
( Coprococcus ) I =F & 2 M B 3% T B % (P<
0.001) , Herpr  WUBEAT B s #9 - BEAE 6.39%~12.72%

Z 0], B AT TR B B H R 1.4190~2.77% . A
57 FF G JE i 8 B BK &8 (Streptococcus ) G 2%
W5 @ (Faecalibacterium ) B F- 5 B4 025 F &8
F(P<0.01), IRAEFT AR (Anaerostipes ) B [GH
¥ & (Eubacterium—hallii—group ) .5 WL /INEK B &
(Subdoligranulum) W) = & B 3 B AL (P<0.05), It
AN, ] R 3T R (Collinsella) 25 41 18] JC . % 2% 1k
(P>0.05),
2.3 AR S

J B TR U7 R 2 1 3 A W 1) AR, H
TR TR AR T IR 2 E EARH Y (15 SCFA &
1 95% LA 1), SCFA X Ji il (g e , Lh K AE {5
T FHAEEE S, LA mEMEY AR
WEE, PRHEA 45 WA KA, A E A
o, T 07 FNHGE AT PR A LA OC A 0 25 6L
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gk [ ;. | 000005401 mrom
212 EmFOB1

1272 EmFOB3

BT 11 I N 0.00003916 =
e 0.003301
R TR !W 0.005165
0.0002614
R R !;’7 : . 0.03633
wrsisiin I 02946
Z /R ICH B Ms;fi?' = 2.979x107 - %
TR 8%%5;'? o - 2032x107 o
WISEHT 1 ) F :Zu 0.005728
merun [ . 001972
Clostridium_sensu_stricto_l 3;51?;:? = 0.000008961
5L/ R T T n§§5 +0.02866
unclassified_{_Strepiococcus !o s 0.00002616
FeER R ﬂsﬁa’iy e 0.000001814
0 2z 4 6 ® 10 12 14 16 1 20

-2 LA

Mean proportion/%
1 IR P<0.05,* IR P<0.01, %+ IR P<0.001
3 MERREIMTHBEMAZRGERENEZ(BKE)ZZWH

Fig.3 Different species of intestinal microbial community (genus level) in obese people after oat bran intervention in vitro

FBE B RARPT, M 2k e e 0.05), FOBL 5 FOB3 41 7] 4% 2k 4 4% ik I R & 2
P 2R EEENR TR, WK 4, CTRTEEEENRIITR LW 2257 (P>0.05), BR LR MRS ,FOBS 41
b iR E, AN TR ®MFAR., T MHTEE RIS 8 8K T FOBO 41 (P<
. ST R RS GRR 5 A B AL 0.05), BEA , FOBS 41 i 4 A 1 R o Bk,
S (R HG JITAT REAL EE**@“I‘?F;EE%E%HEEE S i i 7 R A8 Ak 1T BB 5 P T B RE FR S R AR AR Ak
B TR, TR/l e SRR T T e, AKX,

N “agf'aiEﬁ%,%éﬁlﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%’(&

®4 FREFEFHERE B ANBFEFFEEENER (SCFA) S 2RI
Table 4 FEffects of different doses of oat bran on the content of SCFA in the stool of obese people
# ¥ A R/ 5+ T B8R/ TR/ I %R/ BB/ B 424k gy BR/
it g mL™! g mL™! pge-mL™! pg-mL! pg-mL™! pg ml™! pg-ml!
FOBO 99.13£9.09°  58.34 +9.40" 248 +£0.33* 46.45+7.01* 3.73x0.56"  3.65+0.56" 214.35 +£26.83"
FOBI  101.97 + 859" 6898 +7.21° 246+0.32" 44.19+4.52° 352+0.37" 343+036" 225.15+21.28"
FOB3 93.93 £245  67.00+3.26* 2.07=+0.18" 3929+1.99° 297+0.18> 3.19+0.18*  209.13 £ 8.04°
FOB5  105.85+5.82* 20.09+1.80° 1.68+0.13" 27.28+2.66" 2.25+0.24° 3.14+0.33* 161.21+11.02"
T R RSN ) B 28 5 35 (P<0.05)

24 BEMEMSEEREHBREXES T LTRG F FETT 30 A1 18 AR 4 76 3 AR OGP (P>
WiE A5 SCFA AR B AT WIS 4, 0.05), INIR & A0S FLRR AT I & 12 35 A AH O (P<
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0.05) , 15 H & il i A 9 JC ik 35 MG (P>0.05)
TSR . NI & (Sarcina) \Ru-
minococcus_torques_group % WA P & | B FF
T4 J 5 B 3 IE AT DG (P<0.05) , 5 oK 43 26 1 B 1 e
W Bt (unclassified_f__Lachnospiraceae) . 73 ¥ 1 J&
(Alistipes) . Z /R ICH & I8 H BK# & (Ruminococ-
cus ) FFEBRFT & (Citrobacter) Clostridium_sen-
su_stricto_I /NFF & (Didlister) UK 3 &8 (Bac-
teroides ) 5 B 3 1IEAHH ¢ (P<0.01) ; 5 K 43 25 1) R BE
Wi, BEkEE . K920 4E BR & B (unclassi-
fied_f__Streptococcaceae ) 2 it 3 71 AH 5 (P<0.01) ,
5K FLER FT i (unclassified_o__Lactobacil-

lales ) F1 3558 G 32 7 IC W J& (Escherichia—Shigella)
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Fig.4 Correlation analysis between intestinal microorganisms and SCFA
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QOat Bran Regulates Gut Microbes and Antioxidant Properties in Obese People in Viftro

Zhang Yakun, Zhang Meili", Xie Niannian, Bai Xue
(College of Food Science and Engineering, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Huhhot 010018)

Abstract Oat bran is a by-product of oat, which is an excellent source of phytochemicals such as dietary fiber and
polyphenols. Therefore, the aim of this study was to evaluate the effects of different levels (1%, 3% and 5%) of oat
bran on fecal microbiota composition, short—chain fatty acids and antioxidant capacity in an obese population, by simu-
lating in wvitro digestion and fermentation processes. The results showed that the antioxidant activity of oat bran was sig-
nificantly increased after digestion (P<0.05) and the antioxidant activity was higher with increasing levels. The microbial
results showed that the main dominant bacteria at the phylum level were Proteobacteria (29.01%-46.55%), Actinobacteria
(7.82%-16.18%), Firmicutes (44.63%-51.98%) and Bacteroides (0.05%-2.58%). The microbial a-diversity decreased in
the group with the addition of oat bran compared to the control group, as well as the number of Firmicutes and Acti-
nobacteria, indicating that oat bran had an inhibitory effect. In addition, it was found that the main short chain fatty
acids after oat bran fermentation were acetic acid, propionic acid and butyric acid. The total short chain fatty acid con-
tent in the FOBS group was 161.21 pwg/ml, significantly lower than other groups. In conclusion, oat bran has good an-
tioxidant properties. And it reduces the content of short—chain fatty acids by regulating the abundance of intestinal mi-
croorganisms. It is promising to provide a theoretical basis for the weight loss and lipid reduction mechanism of oat bran.
Keywords oat bran; obesity; in vitro digestion and fermentation; antioxidant properties; short—chain fatty acids; intesti-

nal microbes



