SR = T S

#23% Hoell Vol. 23 No. 6
2023 F 6 J Journal of Chinese Institute of Food Science and Technology Jun. 2 02 3
T4 T (B & B pu 0t 2 BUEE R VR /N FR B 220
EXRE, #wEMH, KEHH', BEHXT, RaERH', ® &', K L', ‘AR

(T RFERFR THELY 214122
PRETWIRERSBARNSE LA RE 271000)

WE B8 LAV ARBALTWENERIRZ — KSR § AR TN ST E K88 @ AL & A & gk 2454
HMAERZFFO2EBRRBDRGEMER, Fik A2 BBERRDRBEYE TG KL E G4 (NC) BEAE(MC), M1
M 28 (PC) R A B UG48 (NFP) Ao & 8% 420 (FP) o 38 25 T30 6 B, A2 s 3 18 5 8l 52 /) R AR £ 40 2 I 484 2 X 20
KA Ml S T R By e IR WML LR R EE R DL A2 AR S R e B i B S HR AR L 4 R 5B 40 (25.44 mmol/L +
1.42 mmol/LL, 13.99 + 1.72) = K & B AUHE 22 (23.84 mmol/L + 1.84 mmol/L,12.47 + 1.15) s R A8 ¥k & 8L & AUBE T AR &
I R Mo 4 K (16.63 mmol/L £ 1.79 mmol/L) #o ik £ & 3840 (7.47 + 0.74) , B & R 57, S5 MR B , w9k, K B L
AMBHHBARBE TR 2 AT THERA I TREMB G AL FIR T HBRGLE DA X, Lk DI
AR AR B H L R T AR A A 2 ALRE R R T et A,

XKEBIR LAY BRER; hiE; 2BABRRK; BERAH

XEHRS 1009-7848(2023)06-0121-11

W PR A — Tl LAy 10 W A Rk 1 AR08 1 9
5, EE N 1 BUBE PRI (type 1 diabetes, T1D) 2
HUBE PR 9% (type 2 diabetes, T2D) Fl 4T Uk BH 4% IR J
(gestational diabetes mellitus, GDM)!", o 2 71
W PR 2 dac 5 WL PR S BY o5 B i A M8 PR
W1 90% LA I, FURG, % 2 BUBE BRI (1 I AR 7
F2EAd DU R S W s A ) 288 AR il 41
A S5 25 R, A IR R R YT 2 BB IR
a0 EE B ER YT , LAZRAR AR Wy il ot A AR A A T
6 80 (GL) & i BB A Rk 22 85 I 1wl A Gk Tt
]9 5 2R BN T A R A2 B BOR B 22 1 ST

INARGHE AR EI T X EsE E] 2
—, EEREK K R S AE AR A, L AR RO
) T 1 2o AR R TR FRE R T 1, K A k)
B — B 1) J5 , BIF B AT MY, 28 O I B Kk I8
TEZET b R PR 127 ) b o6 ) iy v 1) [ 60
el A IR A3 g T A A 1 AR R
PITE I BTk . TR, SR EE
B VERRIAL BRI, 2E S T A WS
AR T8 28 A5 AR S PR AR R R PR

g i=a=]-i
E&UWAH:
E—1EE .
BIEEE .

2022-06-20

FHE SRR THRIH (2021YFD2100100)
RSB WL

iE M3 E-mail: yanbowen@jiangnan.edu.cn

DOI: 10.16429/j.1009-7848.2023.06.014

R 7 R 2 MR A ) DR i 5N Ty 2 1 R
R EE TN ER,

R T VAT 1 2 00 K BR TR 5 0 A 3 )
A Wy Chn i TR AL R ) A R B R LR
N BT AR TR i 0 T
ARG LR K 18 A B9 K P R I TR
ANASURT LR 3 B ity B SO FXURR A RE T R
—E DI REREPE . A WETE R LR R T AT
i /I 22 A0 8 22 b mT LA e AR 4 2 T 19 9 T A
AR n] BE 5 R AT P K T RE I AR 9 R 1k B A
Ko MEHL, LEMR TP el P v PR T R
TR S il ) AL B ORI A BLIR IS 20 . A
PLRR L H R FLRR BERE IR IE MITH AL R, LM AIN TR
RESEIR 15 HEZs i E]", AR Z BT ARIE T 22X IR
TR ZE R T, 32 2 A v e R 2 B ke 22 Z2 %
MR Z2 BN Rt 255, e T FLRR I A 2
X PRI WA B BT e, R IR AR g6 R I, 3L
P2 T i A/ 22 Bl B A TR A R 3 LW 36 PR, A I
o AR P FUAT B X1 A9 JC A0 L 38 s 3 o
) 2 W T M A s VA (Y OB PR RE I,
T I TR LT TR TR 1 AT A T X LU AR BB BT
PR R (8 B2 0, R AT AR R

A 5T LA e I KR 4 A AR A RS
T2D /NSO ISR X 5, WFFEAE ) FLAT 18 K 1 TR T



122 hoE

M

2023 455 6

VL ZR DR XS T2D /) BRI | IfBE R 5 3R 41K |
RS AR 2 2 S B G I R 7K S B i T R S
T RZ I, R JF R A R R R R T RE M 32
RES%

1 MRE5FE
1.1 #RERH

K A R E O W R T

B . 55 R AL R &K (STZ), € 18 Sigma A F ;
60% e g 470 E, B 38 4 5 FE T R R RAT FR 23 | 5 —
FFOBUBIC, BeT i T 3500 A BR 2 ) 5 Mt 2 A A%
W BEREAY CREN AT BIR A B WEIR A
TR EE kiR 80 . JC/K LT L HRBLIR LR |
NIR e TR TR R, [ 24 4 ATk 27 1R A R
O R I FRAG DN AR &, R AR LA A M B A
RS w5 SIHEBE (TC) JH I =18 (TG ) | % FE A
& H [ B (HDL-C) AR % B Jlig 8 P JE i f
(LDL-C) ik & , i 0 i A ¥ T A2 0 52 B ; PCR
PG NG TS, RigE T A TERARA
F) ;FastDNA Spin Kit for Feces Z&{# 5L X 41 £ Bt
A&, & MP 2] ;QIAquick Gel Extraction
Kit fisg 24k nei0 &, 2 1 Qiagen 243 A .
12 UFEHE&

(ERTRERITEIE i I P S R of N X S /N
5 A TG JRR B R A R R 2 IR g A
BE AN b A, 38 B 2 IR BR 2 | s MLS-
3750 7 HEZE K AR, H A Sanyo 23 A ;5415R #Y
G R VR ELO ML, 2 E Eppendorf 24w ;SW-
CJ-1FD B TAES, R wiRH A RA W
Leica ASP300S %Y 4> [ 3l il /K #IL \Leica RM2245
7Y A HL, E LEICA 2 a6 ; Pannoramic
MIDI B L) | 134X, &) %8 #1] 3D Histech Kft
23 ] 51300-1SQ % Thermo/Trace GC-MS 3020 7Y
Z JIREmE R, 22 [E Thermo 23 ] ; PE300 % MiSeq
il I 15, 28 E Mlumina 23 7 52100 #Y Ag-
ilent (2 HEA ) A= W) 70 BT AL, 55 [ Agilent B A R
YN
1.3 EEERNHE

T FLAT R X1 A G 7 b 22 0 o 1 A
TR TE 1 R I B 11OV 3 49 ok I8 R 1T AT, R
H VL R B AR W BOR o s R PR R A, TR AR

W8, PRHCR B TR R MRS B 52 5L
W, T 37 CA&ME R 53R 18 h, FHdE 29%4% Fh i 75 T
& MRS #5773 37 CARKE 3% 18 h, AR5 #Fh
F AR MRS 55553 37 CCRF 9% 24 h b5 97 85
4 B4 AR P FLFF TR X1 7E 4 °C,6 000 r/min 4%
PR B0 10 min,  Ir A5 B e FH G T 7K G i 1 7 T
By 2R A T R AE 10° CFU/mL £33 i 209, H
FHE Tk R 1 A K 1
1.4 BEBAZEBERLFAFHGE

B FRFE 1 1.2(F )R EAE KT 6 h, 2R )5
JH RE AR P2 B 25 ol K TR, % 3R TR AT
BRI A8 B e AW 108 CFU/g, 2R 5 37 C Rz
12 h $A5 82 1 41 (pH 3.72 £ 0.10,10"° CFU/g) .

7 KW L 2R BUDEE D 100% % % 18 T K 1 f
TEZET [ W % (140 °CL,40 s) . & T L4 B GE
S 1 80.0% It 7 & 1% T K T B AT 20.09% 1) % T ]
REHA G FEZEF LMK (140 °C,40 5) .

1.5 HYPXWHRIEIT

JIT A Bl ) S 6 B AR 27 A S ST VL R K )
Yy PR ] 25 Bt 25 ) B AR (SYXK 2012-0002)
I/ IS W O (" N R B> S B 1\
N020210615¢0600922[189], 60 H C57BL/6] /)N K
(SPF 2%, It |3 Jl ity ) Wy 1 At st 4 5 1) 48 55 55 3
W ARA R &R SR 1 RS BEPL R 2
FIZH (8 H) Al IE 5 /I Bk RO PR 975 i A5 41
(52 )l 60% = Be ikt . 4 J8 e e fl ke 5% )
B 2 52 H/N AR R AR K 12 h, I8 5
STZ %W (100 mg/kg A H , % T 0.1 mol/L #715 R
G0, pH 4.5), [RIEFAS (AL BT AT A TR
RGP, ARSE SRR RN SR 1 S e 25 E I
B (FBG) ,FBG>11.1 mmol/L Bl > & A5 i,

W 3 B Zh 89 32 2 T2D / BUBE AL 4 il 4
A, 8 H, aBlE BRI (MC) | FH X B4
(PC) A R BERIGHLH (NFP) 1 & BE BTG4 (FP) , 23
FI2H (NC) 20 1E 3 /) B Ik 2 1] Mo o A ) A5 0 4
(MC) 2k T2D /)~ BRU) B A o 4Dk} BH P X BB 20
(PC) & T2D /I BR ] MR A v 4 Aok i) bsf g R 1 —
FH XU (200 mg/kg 1A T ), oK & I BT 1F2H (NFP) Al
SR RTDEZE (FP) g T2D /1N B3 591 ] W R o 1% 1)
ZR G RN K T LU AR RO TR0 AmDRE - (R DRARE A R
T HR VLI U R AE WA R W45 73916 6 L R



236 Hol

B vy B R B AL AT 2 AR AR s ) K8 ¥R 123

T 27% ¥ b o Gk IR T R ) TR 2L 6
J, ANRAT LA BRI E AR, RS E 120
JE e SRR SIS A5 HET, A 2 mL KR T EP
WHE BT e SRR AR, S BDVK LR, R
F-80 CHyvKAaE T, /NEREEEAZEK 12 h J5 E IR
TS NG L L Z AN ORI (0.5 mIL/10 g M4 ) 4l
ok IR 3K BB 5 Z00HE B F AR BE 1LY AE 4 °C,3 000 v/
min .0 15 min, W ILIE (- A7 7E-80 CUKFH
JEE B 2 2L 4 CCH v i A= 38 3k K U e S [ A
492 T PSS W
1.6 ZTREMmMHE ESEMERRIRMIEHMEN

B — /N RSB OREE K 12 h J5 R A R
1 77 =, A5 FH 2t A S 0 22 A £

i 82 2 K B4 T R g B 2R e 3k
G 5k i HR U B AR AT

g B ZR BT s B oA XG5

[ 5 ZE AP Bi=( 25 WA R 5 3% B b x2S i il
WE(E )/22.5
1.7 MBESH

SR ERE (TC) L H il =g (TG) | % B i 4K
1 B [ B (HDL-C) % % 8 A5 25 (1 JIE [# B (LDL-
C) 7K feff 7] 0 D
1.8 BRIBARREZSH

FH 4% 22 5 WY I 15 W T361 7 1 TR iR 4 21 28 3 7
PRV E  BK GBI R I YR e, g
IR S AR B A,
1.9 EFEEEEHRSENNE

/NERFEAE VR T 5 FRELZY 50 mg & AH R SO A
0.5 mL ¥ F1 NaCl %54, #H 20 wL H,SO, % K 2
LIE A 1 mL S EEE R FE I, IRE 9 12 000 1/
min %0 15 min IBK G2 L2 2R, HAR
IR AL (GC-MS) X #8 5 2,12 N R T R %5 48
% N 17 1 1) 4
1.10 BBEEFHHNE

/N B2 P4 B 3 DR 4 A R SR IR Fast
DNA Spin 15 & 3L 45317, X 40 16S rDNA
1) V4 X 4T PCR 938, 938 7 Wit 17 1.2%35 15
WHBEE I B K, B 120V, 30 min 4% 18 B2 [A] 50 57
B UL BT V4 X PCR P24 i e [0, $ie %5
Jo e Yk U] YR R 5 FH MiSeq A LN
AT LR sk 5, A SSH Secure Shell

Client FAF AT B S BOR 5 07 K BRit & K7
H 34T OTU B2, L OTU R34 7 51 LA T
JE ST, LR E N AT 425 il 2 biom A% 5K
B OTU %%, M¥E otu_table.biom #1717 o B ZFEYE
F g S R T AR 26 5 32 B A 40T
111 St o

e E s LU E bR fE 22 36 s, F SPSS 1Y
HLHE ANOVA X8 X 2 8 oo 4% 41 808 i
ZF T, AFFEAREAREAREZES
(P<0.05) .

2 BR55W
21 ZTEH@HE

/NERES IR E AR A N 1a BT L 7E 6 JRL )
TR R, 2 H /DN B AR AN W i T
T2D /N B34 H B o 9 A 1 L AR FRRR AR, B
PR /NG 2 I IF I, (R b W I O 4 AH
X AR, BB H XU ARE 22 £ T2D /I BRUAY 1R 3 PR
BN, kTR RTDR A /N B T T o 1% s 1K A
RULH FIR R TR DEAL, (H3X 3 41/ R 1A 22 (7]
WA B FEZER (P>0.05),
22 =ZfEMm#E

25 W IOE A T2D S B0 6 0 48 A |, BE A% 2
e £ MR A 0 SR 5 B At M e IR AR, H
Bl 1b Al A, AT IOF G ED, T2D /) LY 28 17 i b
HI I 8 & T2 A4/ (P<0.05) . 6 J8 1Y+ Tt
T 25 2/ BRI OB 1 24 0 5 HL AR e, T
TR 2 A 1 T 2L /0N BR 2 OB 11 4 28 DR
TS KRR /IS B 2 I OB (A A T i
Ja W (4~6 JH) b T R 0z i 28 T IR N R
TR BRI A —E MR, Ak
B, T e %) R 28 e e R Ak L BB ) L R R 2 R
PR — E TR A BRI T2D /N BRL2s It b R S
MBS RE 1, R, & I A OF 2 8 31 1) /D B2
1K 1 T B 0T BB -5 A0 B R T AT kL R P
P AT 2 WE A W A G, RV FE AT fin T
SRR E R ARG T 4 R BTG T
23 BEEMBEZERRN

i &5 2R 2 e TR AR B4 L 43 W ) — B 2 5 il b
PR A BMER . JBEE R AU T2D LAY YRR
ik, F Iy JoE 5 F AU T R e 20 AR



O

124

i

=n

A,

Hz 2023 45 6 ]

—— A
—o— jnis
—— B
30 —v— RRB DAL
—— REFipHAL i
28}
20
| b
%
B oo M
WE
<
20 c
18

i [
Time/J#
(a)

& 1
Fig.1

[
S
1

N
i

Ji 1t
Fasting blood glucose/mmol - L™
a2

o3
it
—
=3
T

n
T

)

i [
Time/ J&]
(b)

RETRHENMNREEEE (a) =R MmE(b) KFHEL

Changes in fasting body weight (a) and fasting blood glucose (b) levels of mice during

the dietary intervention

SHNAT R AE R MBS A VE M, an &l 2a F1 2b fF
N, AEERLZE N B B B 2R KO A 5 2 HR P4 4L
¥R T T 25 H 4 (P<0.05) , 26 WA 45 /N B i
BT AR R AP, SR L R K I R DE
YUAR LG, & RO /IN B 18 2 R PP 48 S i 3
FEAR (P<0.05) , 3¢ B & I B 0+ W0 7E — o8 2 i
AT LA T2D /BRI B R AP, A I AGE

i £ 2%
Insulin/mIU-L!

NS NS NS N NS
FEEC A
& ¥ ¥ _,ﬂ\k" _’@.‘?:

i A
253
Groups

(a)

B2 RERGI/NREREKTF (a)fERHERH(b)

2.4 ImAs

I f 55 S T2D (4K WLARAE 38 5 38 5 i
7 TC. TG .HDL-C Al LDL-C K4, h# 17
AR EE T A A R AR /N B A S R
BN TC.TG Al LDL-C W & 3 F+ & (P<0.05), 1

i, YL K68 KM R & b ol
BRI FLAT B K68 w2 it 1 5 AE K AF M IR A B
1 5 ZR AT, R FLAT B R B AR R T R
WA 7= A 1 M A 22 ] BE R I SR T T RE UG
B B ARG SN, 35 FRATULEE B A9 15 45

H—2,

g &2 R TR AL

Insulin Resistance Index

Al

Fig.2 Effect of FP on insulin level (a) and homeostasis model assessment of insulin resistance (b) in mice

HDL-C & P& A% (P<0.05)P, SHIAILAH L, & B2
BIYF /N B LDL-C /K VA7 B8 25 5 (P>
0.05),{H TC F1 TG /K- &A% (P<0.05) ,HDL~
C K-8 35 T3 (P<0.05) , 2 B K 1) IR % B B DF
AR A I8 B 4 T IR T T2D /0 B AR 4 T 5



236 Hol

BR vy ) KB AR AT 2 AR AR % ) R R 0w 125

F 1 ZEAGI/NVR ARG
Table 1 Effect of FP on levels of serum lipids in mice

28 %) TC/mmol - L™ TG/mmol - L. HDL-C/mmol - L LDL~-C/mmol- L™
= H A 2.33 £ 0.33¢ 0.95 + 0.23¢ 2.44 + (.32 0.25 + 0.05¢
BEAL 20 3.54 £ 0.25° 1.97 + 0.34* 1.77 £ 0.31* 0.49 + 0.07¢
[e P 28 2.85 + 0.37 0.79 + 0.25¢ 2.40 + 0.25¢ 0.34 £ 0.07

AR BE LB 3.21 +0.23* 1.87 + 0.29° 2.20 £ 0.17¢ 0.46 = 0.09*
V.80 %k 3.03 + 0.32" 1.46 + 0.31" 2.35 £ 0.27¢ 0.42 + 0.06°

R ATE—ERRE LSGE T IR 5w RS
25 MRIRARKREZESH

i 5 5 4 2 i MR TR B A STZ 5 % T2D /R
B () — > B B SR AE AR L T2D 455 A
o TR 0 R 40 32 B STZ 51 N, 4521
NEUBRBRA LY F HE e o 25 A8 3 fios, 2
P 2H /I U 15 52 000 1 (BR[0T
JoE S A B B T A 1 ELHES A ST R

» \., f
\ BN Y
’,1)f

K LR

TUZH /IS B R 5 32 31 1 AR A, R R AR AR
/N BE R AR o A R T IR I AR B R s,
f s WAL G ™, B 244 — B S T2D /)
R A JR 5 22 4 A I A G A A T . SRR 4 R R
K BERUYRALAI L, R I BODF 2 /) BUBE 12 32 45155 L
PR T — AR R R RN R R A B
240 M R A A B BT S R AG F L

1 52 g,

B3 REERIGXT/NEEEARA LB (ALK E2,400%)
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Fig.4 Effect of FP on fecal short-chain fatty acids content in mice
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Effects of Pancake with Sourdough Fermentation on Type 2 Diabetic Mice

Tang Tianpei', Huang Ziwei’, Zhang Nana', Yan Bowen', Zhao Jianxin',
Zhang Hao', Chen Wei', Fan Daming'
('School of Food Science and Technology, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, Jiangsu
Taian Qiangde Food Co., Ltd., Taian 271000, Shandong)

Abstract Objective: Shandong pancake is one of the traditional staple foods in northern China. This study aimed to in-
vestigate the alleviating effects of Shandong pancake with sourdough fermented by Lactobacillus plantarum on type 2 dia-
betic mice induced by high—fat diet and streptozotocin. Methods: After building the type 2 diabetic mice model success-
fully, test in groups with normal control (NC), model control (MC), positive control (PC), non-fermented pancake
(NFP) and fermented pancake (FP). The intervention was continued for 6 weeks, during which the fasting body weight
and fasting blood glucose of the mice were measured weekly. At the end of the experiment, the mice were tested for
fasting serum insulin, blood lipids, pancreatic tissue pathology, short—chain fatty acids, and gut microbiota. Results:
Compared with mice in the MC group and NFP group, FP can reduce fasting blood glucose levels and insulin resistance
in diabetic mice, improve dyslipidemia, and relieve pancreatic damage. Moreover, the intake of FP promoted the pro-
duction of short—chain fatty acids and regulated the gut microbiota, which may be related to the fermentation products
formed during the fermentation of sourdough. Conclusion: Shandong pancake with sourdough fermented by Lactobacillus
plantarum can be used as a functional staple food for combating type 2 diabetes.

Keywords Shandong pancake; sourdough; blood glucose; type 2 diabetes; gut microbiota



