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i RILAE R -3 -0- M A MEH AL R Bl 550,

PR TR (3,4,5- = FHEFEH R, Gallic acid)
SRR EE M IREAS Y, LA E T
JT Y 0.3~15.4 mglg, 32 Z5 18 b A K 15 It R]f8c 4R
EEREIN U3 E N b A P N e T A
BETFmR., FILER (3,4-"FRIHEHM , Proto-
catechuic acid) %5 W R & 5 BARY, FEAW TP &
TRMAEYWE M EE kA TIHRAERER (WA
1), B 1)3-Jd S0 2% & i S Bt Ak 3 Sl 7% &
it (3—Dehydroshikimic acid ) % A6 A1 B A6 2 A% 1%
BFIR;2) BAEALMMEA 3,4- BB IR (3,
4-Dihydroxybenzoic acid) ZK¥ C5 {3775 3 AL IE Wl
WE TR, [, BE 7R % e 7B E-1-0-
B-D—7 % Wi % B (UGGT ) M Ak 1) PR AT — ol 198
%j ¥ (Uridine diphosphate glucose , UDPG ) #fi 1Y
v 1L, SRR L% 2R A AR W5 AR A T k1
RIS, 55 oh BB IR R BE R AL S BB 1R P e
(Methyl gallate), #5111 2% o 8099 I B4 (Col-
letotrichum camelliae) . 25 %6 B % % Ji B (Pseu-
dopestalotiopsis camelliae —sinensis ) )3T H. B I
PES FEZM AL B 8N T 5 G AR L b %
BRI FRGEEEA AR EKR,
ARk TE TR TR A9 PR A DR 2R i n T 5 B il R
e FRRACHR S | TR SO WA Y i A
Tit Xof 52 B R AR 114 5 k) 45 T 1) A0F 5 IR R
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H K 2 4 AL B (Glutathione peroxidase , GPx) Fl 7%
B H BK S—-% % B (Glutathione S —transferase,
GST), [m] s B AR ok L8 200 B P ) 3% 1 A i i, LA
U /0 b T 0 B 25 i A P S DNA S A A
i o B F B e O3 40 il e 52 3o AR & U Ak
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S AL T 1 A BT A A B AR T I
S HOO I B R AT, O s/ DO S A Bk 5 1 kS
I HE G A2 K A= 3, b ik Be 1 BILE R
FNBE R 1 IR 75 A7 AF 13 (P<0.05) IEAR R,
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Fig.1 Metabolic pathway of gallic acid in physiology of tea plant (Camellia sinensis 1..) and tea processing
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BT RGE SV S 5405 R
A BRI T A S DR R IR 00 R A0 T ) 0 5 O
L EASPT I T R IE S, SR R T AR Y
TEPE, i AR T AR R T IR GRS
S B AR s KCE BN T AT FS 115 DNA &2
AW, T DNA B 57K A B 2451 % 958 40 i gt
To. VRO MG 2 B, VB 1 R e 42 F 11 il s
HZ B i LSRR I e | e L S e 4
Ji 38 TR IR S5 AN TR e hE AR B AR 98 T2, 1C {ELA 0.1

mmol/L £ 24 mmol/I, AN &1
1.3 ME.mFRSEH

WEFRREA ) IS PUAnRE | PR AR
FEOGTE, W TR S pgaA BCD 3 H ik |
P06 7% T A K W AF T8 (Escherichia coli) W) 5 1)
JE R ; it P45 mdoH £ 3K OpgH & H , B
AN 4 G B (Shigella flexneri) 4= W) BEE 1Y,
AR W35 P 5 G JH 1T ica BRON T RIA X &
HI % BRI (Staphylococcus aureus ) HAT R 5 MU
PEVEHT . J35b, R 7 R RE R I AR BR B T (Pseu-
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domonas spp.) 1 i T & (Enterobacteriaceae spp.)
(0 20 P PR 9 R, O HAA N B IR LT (Trichophy-
ton rubrum, Trichophyton mentagrophytes, Tri-
chophyton wviolaceum, Microsporum canis, Tri-
chophyton wverrucosum, Trichophyton schoenleini)
& B E (Candida glabrata, Candida albicans,
Candida tropicalis ) /BT H B G PSR, W&
PR RE A L OO 2 (HIN D) G IF-Xt 2 T
)i 7 (Hepatitis B virus, HBV) | A &9 #% (HRV-2
M HRV-3), WA AF R E (Hepatitis C virus,
HCV) . ARG FEHEE (Human immunodefi-
ciency virus—1,HIV—1)Fl ¥4l P4 96 253 75 (Herpes
simplex virus—1,HSV-1) &Y A — W
HVE R . B TR AT O FAE R R AL R
RREGR ARDE AN E Rk HFER
U 5 R HEHUE R PRI,
1.4 REFRECDERRRT EHRNAEN

O LR i 1O 7 6 0 s 0 I AR A L
W 22 KA o U LR I B SR O UL 405 3 S i
A£G i G R RS, A e IR 3 ook e A Ak 2
FEEN, BB TRE R SOD ., i F AL A
(Catalase, CAT) .GST .GPx %5 31 & 1k | 05 M Al 45
et Bk HEA: R C iR B SRR AR BT
AL, IR TG PR A A H FER O LA i e R
PEFN T RE A A F 52, DT AL 7 b LILES
FHH T (Cardiac troponin,cTnT) F1HLER K iE-MB
(Creatine kinase, CK-MB )&% 5.0 JJLFE ZE4H 5¢ A9 4=
Pibri&ky) ., WE TR LL R Bk E 1
(Angiotensin 11, Ang 1) 7550 WLAH B /N 1 3
fin, /b K 32 30 Bk 45 28 (Transverse aorta coarcta-
tion, TAC) 3075 5 190 WUIE J58 | ) E e i A 2T 4
R, 538 B T IR I BE AR AT 4E AL AR OC BE X iy
Fak  ALAE TRV T B D 2 1 2R 1 4 4 4141
A K K (Connective tissue growth factor, CTGF)
FWERR AL Smad3, If 0 - B —[A] 5 5% 1k (Epithe-
lial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) #H ¢ 3 K (1) &
K, WMN-SFER . RIEER E-SAER .
SNAIL Fl TWIST1, 7R T ¥ T FRAE A% 0 1 3
IR T TP Y IV el
1.5 #HERIER

LA 19 /A B, H 6 /¢ AT

e FIES S SR o K P B 5 3R T 15 £ T 3 2 41
BT A A, kS TR 5 R AT S, DB R 4% S M4 AR
LR N, & ¥ LB E AR NS, & T RRTE 9.2
we/mlL Jo Ve 5T R AT ST A M T 1 1
i, BN R A R BB RE sy 22—,
SMRAE RN, WE TR LE SRE FRE
TR LA I oo 20 B T T oo VE 53 I AR U7 B
PERVER . s scm R, WE 7 AR
T OCE R UR S IO AT v A
SER R AR E A, WD BRI AL U BRI R &
g e B 1 A 25 mRNA £k,
1.6 HEHEFH

TR R RE A 803D ] e B 2% v By A 4 1 LT
AT R, X 11 BRUBE IR | B IR 24 V6 BRAE A 4 A%
SiE | AR CE A5 22 bl 22 1R AT PR 1Y R A A
i A AR 22 O R TS B IR A O T A
A& W MR A AR A 1 M S 4 RIS KA DG R R
J7 A — N T, B IR E kD B R
G305 T PN TR PR T SR TR N B 0 R A R, R
P18 0 18 R 32 Bt AR 2B 3 A R STAIE
S, BB TRRBEIRY LS 4F S 0 2 ) i R
SHRE

2 EMMISECHBEAMTIERERFER
15t

Je S 43 5 R W i T A 7S KA 28 A
BRI, BATRE PR E s, ATk
Z L GRS B (P < 0.05) F T4k 4 fn
IR EBEA I, Tang PR BEIA R 2L 204K
MR FELRBEAM PR E TR ER e, msk
A B AE R S B AN TR R
TSR R R IE P QA (A ik
IR i fe i Tk 21.98 my/g, 4% 2K 1
iR & AR 1.67 mg/g AELLASIN TP B FIRIE
185 LS Z W A — 2 IEAH DGR H ] T
DA R AR i TR AR Bl A ) e 1889 R 2 5 i) )L s
FZA IR R TR e T REMRN R,
TS AR 25 PVR 7S A8 2125 RR S U HE BT K I
PR TR E (P<0.05)3 N,

AW TR W) R e R B KOME AL KA S
b EAL i e AL S B SE — R A Ak I
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NS B R Y P S T A L R K i
FETE BB ORI . TETRAE W) S H 43 Wil 1) e A/ i A T
TLERR L F 41 EGCG Ml ECG %5 & S K figt oy
JEBE A LASER (B . EGC Al EC) Fiik & F e (UL &
1);BE)E B TIRE I HEE G0 KRR R
i B RN R A BB, A 2,5 RO IR
(2,5-Dihydroxybenzoic acid) . [B] 2 =} (Phloroglu-
cinol) 2B =} (Pyrogallic acid) 3% & & H i
KR (Salicylic acid) \3,4- 837K iR (3,4—
Dihydroxybenzoic acid) . JIJLASER A 2,3,4-—F%
FIRWR (2,3, 4-Trihydroxybenzoic acid) %5 1 ik
FAE Y s PR — 2D WAL R SN 45 B Ak
h1,2,3-=H &R (1,2,3-Trimethoxybenzene )
11,2,4-=H &I (1,2,4-Trimethoxybenzene ) ,
Y R TH % A PR R A XU Y g o Rk il 0,
BRI, 5 25 (A2 25 ) A BE 380 2% (AR ) rh i 2
MAEERADLAS R & 8D R E TR & s 5™,
T A v A R RN R AR T 25 e IR R T
PIZR G2 SRR GEAR KRR R Z AR EF
iR A 6 FLZS R & B AAE B3 (P < 0.05) 22 5719,
Ji5h,Ge SFPI IS K, 3-SR B F A e R
(Theogallin ) /) K fift [FI BE A B T & FRRINAEY &
UL 1),

WAL IR A Y PRSI B IR R i R
TN 257 mg/g® & T ALE KB TR &
e R T I8 54.4 me/g B AR AR TR R A
30 o A B o) R 1) A QI 4H 2 3 BT, Zhang 555948 78
TRRARE KA TR L P R
W& AR R, B ECG ., (-)-KFIR LIS
Hi-3-1& & F M ((-)-Epiafzelechin-3-0-gal-
late, EAF-G) fl 7-1% & F Bt LA & (7-Galloylcat-
echin, 7-GC) NBE TRV WL £/ AY) 5T
1l EGCG & B PR FFAGE o WnE 1 B, 76 28 f AT i
(Bacillus) . BTAEME # (Afipia) . U 14 (Bac-
teroides) A )2 ¥ B (Cutibacterium) A% IR KK
(Delfiia) F1 4y FU IS B (Shewanella) %5 41 0 7E
TR ILTAE -3 B T IR BR KA 7= A (- ) -3
Ba] J¢ JLASKS ((-)-Epiafzelechin) Fl I & 112 . &
1T, BTN 2R R 22 5 | 25 e 1 T R A5
TEIR A B B TS KEMZR, HIE iU
7 S WAL LAS R OK A A I — 0 TE , BARE

A TR RE A U 28 P IR R (XA
R 2R | Strictinin, — P RRIEAL G W) 73 fift R AL
BB IR 1) 3R T 2R BT

TE 2R 1 Jp 2RO R 2R A5 25 1 B B Al R
R FERERE LA 5B - O H A R
AR AR, B IR & B By I o X e —
PR LW T 2R i (P A ALRE J11™, Lee S
B, 5 T 2 i) FE I TR AL A EGCG B fi , B i
REWEE TR, F"ELBROEMHER
(Myricetin) . # 2 2 (Quercetin) 1 11 23 B
(Kaempferol ) 5 Bl . 7340, & FIR/S-E T
P ££ 25 JE 2 (Gallic acid/5—galloylquinic acid) 1Y Lt
(L B 3 5 T 23 O it I e ) 300 A S T 4R v B
FRWT LI 2K R T EGCC FEfik 51 & /5%
BT R, HHRER)CHB RS, E
TRRACH 32 2 G PR Pl | R R R M
FENR B, AR ORI —E R e
HERE TR R . Zhou FFWHE R £ 72 £ %
K AT EGCG . ECG .GCG 4 i B LA & K fift
X5 IR (AR IR HE A, BER TR n AU
PLERARARL 73 A7 RS 7 | 35 5 2 (AR B iRt
W Aspergillus pallidofulvus Aspergillus sesamico-
la % S AL " fE T (P<0.05) # # Be 1T T IR 1Y 7

B,

3 WEMRES MBI ETEIRMAREZ
BFBRAENm

Ui b s A2 I (O I T 2 AR RO
FR U S A I PR 2R B IR SRR BE LA S 4 L B
FLLZ% 1Y i A2 4810 VTS RE AR 9E I B 1 IR A AR
. KM A SRR A LB B T IRAY
BRGEAERAETA A —E 2R, R1TILET
PR3 SCHR I IE B 2 i v 23 B Al Ak 1 T A ) S o)
A BT | T A A XU £ T R AR Y 5
Wi, TR L IR 2 SF RS P o Y TR h A
(Aspergillus niger) 7 58 B % # (Eurotium crista-
tum) ., BB (Aspergillus ustus) . T M5 (As-
padlidofulvus \As-
pergillus sesamicola F Penicillium manginii %5

PRV, SRETEZR MR Y A e rh e BE i

pergillus  tamarii) Aspergillus
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TRRIIE I, TEHR & e i B 1R 2R3 i fs
R B R AR 815 ik e g 7E 18.8~23.8 mg/g Z
], TEASM AR A SR BT Rl a | 5 iR
B AR (Aspergillus fumigatu) |18 #H 25 55 BB
T R 23 6 2T B i 4L EGCG \ECG il GCG %5 ik 7Y
LB F K A B TR, 38 o FL R 2 R
T | ik Ak P G 5 B A1 Bl L AR IR IR LS
R LA Al R IEBUEHE R S K
AR,

B3 i (Tannase ,EC 3.1.1.20) & 18 4L g 2 )L
REKM AR E TR EZEEI EGCG .GCG
F1ECG XF 1 19 Km {E 43 7 24 14.89,16.13,3.57
mmol/LPY, & 185 43 D B 7 il ) A4 1K 0 2 T,
T R AL T LA BRIk B FIRAN, 57
TR 21 (Ethyl gallate) JRAE T 225 (A2 B2
M B3) JLERREGWSHIY , X fE— e BRE L

P T AR BT AR ALRE J)  TEIR EUR BE D A 2
fAFF B (Bacillus subtilis) . 89 FL¥F # (Lacto-
bacillus Plantarum )31 5.7 B AL 50T TR ¥4 16 N
WE TR, 77408 SRR 1 B AR = 7 It
FEAR] A B8 Hh BE (A spergillus awamori ) Al
Fif V5 % B (Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) [F] Ff BE 7E IR
B R TR B S R T v AR O B T TR R B LA R )
WE TR AL, BT BN AS n  £e 4 IR
AR R TR TR R R A B LR S IR Y
M (Laccase ,EC 1.10.3.2) B REAEfL EGCG &
B REE TR, HEZETRBERERA
FH AT EELFFE (Lactobacillus brevis ) FIAH
Y FLAT B (Lactobacillus  plantarum) %5 FL 2 0 2 i
IR R TE BB A =, 1528 O-H AL )5 ]
TR 1,2, 3= AU R A T AR AS

R BEMERREE SRS X% & F B A A R0

Table 1 Effects of microbial strains and their released extracellular enzymes on gallic acid metabolism
LR i &z
2t F oA g H KB O36h, AR THREWN MY 4F ARTREIZRABAILZZTPERTERA

5 8 mglg, MG K & & FEAK

&R B 37 CABT AR, TR

&k PW-1 HAPLEE 4 d B R PR
PP T 14 5] % A

AR HAE PE NI I SIS S T 2

2o E B E | Fw

ik T BRUEAL BT AL By R AL S KA B R

B 4 44 K iR

*238% EARTFHRALEHRE T LB R AAMA
FHAET GAKREODRDHEROWIAET T —RE

3

2158

=
=
B

PAHAETHR IR TEREAILLZHK
&% vt 64 2 R vk

G A B e B S B R B B SRR

&

®;oM
N

s

=

AR TR BRI K AR B Ao pE IR SR AL BT & RER I R B AR By KA G- P oY 5 AR

A. pdllidofulvus ,A. sesami-

cola #= P. manginii®®

2 % RAF1061

2w F JMU-T5528 % ik
# 38 7

2 i oy ik 6 T B

2 & FIO118 5 M 4 &
T B

B B A 3 64 K g e B R,

A. pallidofulvus % 7% R A X ta L3R &
ARFHAE, ABERTTELEETE
(18.77 + 1.26)mg/g™

RAK PN RILFF SR R
L F Ao X R TBR

7 B4 EGCG.GCG 4= ECG K f# 4
EGC.GC # EC, F+ = A& RFm]; R
pH 3.0~7.0, i J& 40~60 °C

et Bg AL X K AR AR B AL B F Ae
AEFE®R,GFSAARTFROHE R
FERRIEFERSY

£ & EGCG.ECG B & )L % % K @ H
EGC.EC % 3k 8 AL % & fo i F @

A. pdllidofulvus #= A. sesamicola 7 8 T % =+
MAENEBEF LA ME T PHETFR
B 2 A B4 0 A 4D A R

B Ak 6 ST B O A A BE BLL R F R
8 MM B FUR v R F 0 A AL
2 B EGCG.GCG #= ECG % J& 4 4 B Km &
A A 14.89,16.13,3.57 mmol/L

t7
At

K ARFILFE R WA H B 4
A

X

= B

Y R BB IRE A 80 °C;70 T AR
40 min 25 P % 5 e R R 2.1 4%
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(8% 1)
e i & i
o EoY FTEHRRKFGEF AR ZRRTE AR TRAN TEAZOSH LKL SR
AREFREILFERMZAEFEBAILE R, ETHERILANESD  BraBELR
FREATR, A5 pHAZEFMAR A5
o B o F (Aspergillus b ERETH AL TROBAES SFHANLE, ERETEHMFLL TR S ER

awamori) BTMFW(032(%)

REFIAE AML, H
LA H CIR1

B B B #F (Saccharomyces

cerevisiae )71B

W E B L E kB
(EC 1.10.3.2)%

K SLAF I 145 Aot 4 5L A
B 292 LBk 11

VB R AR T BR A B, IF B R S AR R
TR

Pk 4 B 0 R KRR T ER = 2 A 2416,
23.73 ¢/L; 78 % ik 1400,1 239
U/Ls

Bk AKX B, Rt EGCG.ECG K~
R R TR, 4 ik BE K fEBE AT 2R BR
4 5 ALK AT A% o vk BR e A R

1A EGCG &AL, = £ B ILX & B A
W ERTRAREE

Fort iR R i ZREF, AR A B4R
H MR HESE A A B BE 3R K Y R AR
0 S B BE R T BR B AR R AT R = iy

HISBEAL BRLERALHASERT
B4 B R

AR A Y TR TR T A >, RILET
BR AL A R AT R

BB BNy AR AT 2-K T
BF SRR AR A B T R GL R Aok, AL
B R AL

EAEA#HAE 10 pg, A LBE 70 C, A &
pH 1, K% 8 i 150 min # 41 F ,EGCG #
R F K 69.72%

EGCG.ECG.EGC ¥ L% & i & A ¥ 1%
FRE; L RARSZHEEDAH R EHRY
o0 e S, % BAL R B

4 HEERZE

B TR A (AAS) F B P 225
TIE & TR A3 22—, 7 SRR A IR HE 2 T R 2% I IR 48
KR aiEpRib b, WE PR 2NN
I B L% 2 R 0 SRR Y L AR SO R
TWETRMSUA U BUEME PUE Uk E
Vi B A o 1 A8 5 995 T 7 RISy 049 o2 FH s g
R, B 2 B R S e 8 45 I B i A 72 AN
REE 5 SRS B2 s i R k0%, TR B A B 4
FHAS PR AR DR, AR R e R
TN R R ZE AT BRI AT B A 0 B A
THif , ek EGCG ECG 1 GCG ZFHE A LA & |
(=) -FP e ILZRE -3 - & TR ER 3-4F- &1
ok 45 e T R B 7 i Hh VA 1 T T B 1 K fie e R
KREMEE TR, A —ERBNRE TR,
WHRMILARZREYSERY . FL ke
A5 W R R TR R R # 20 me/g
PLb, A8 &REFRRAM A 3R AT AR
B B I SRS I R R AR R T B RS R
TR i, MCE AR A T R H TS A R
TR . R T R 1L EGCG R A Y

Jo R BB T SR IR R A0 K A AR R TR R
% AR A W e T R A T A A BB 1 R T
M, JCHBZ A - B - B T IR S
PAPEALEE B R G IE . AL fE W T 2% MR
e B v BT A L A1 I A TR T IR R B R A
b, B TR AL A S AOA 18 78 2 i
AW e PR T IR AR R AR S T R P AL
i, R B SR R A AR A 2R I A T A
BEE PG AL

2 % X M
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Research Advances on Gallic Acid Metabolism during Tea-leaves Microbial Fermentation

Ma Cungiang', Zhou Binxing’, Ma Bingsong', Li Xinghui', Chen Xuan"
(‘College of Horticulture , Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095
*College of Tea, Yunnan Agricultural University, Kunming 650100)

Abstract As the main phenolic acid in tea—leaves, gallic acid all showed increasing trends during pile —fermentation,
anaerobic fermentation and aging storage, and had closely connection with the hydrolyzation of ester catechins. Due to
the secreted extracellular enzymes, such as tannase, Aspergillus niger, Eurotium cristatum, Aspergillus fumigatw, As-
pergillus tamarii and Aspergillus pallidofulvus promoted the biosynthesis of gallic acid during the inoculated fermentation.
Additionally, Bacillus subtilis and Lactobacillus plantarum both could secrete tannase to enhance gallic acid content in
the submerged fermentation. This article reviewed the lasted literature at home and abroad to explore the impacts of mi-
croorganisms and released extra—cellular enzymes on gallic acid metabolism. This paper summarized the research progress
about gallic acid metabolism during tea-leaves microbial fermentation, and elaborated the biosynthesis mechanism and
health efficacy of gallic acid, which would contribute to the research about the regulation mechanism of gallic acid
metabolism under effects of microorganisms.

Keywords dark tea; catechins; pile-fermentation; filamentous fungi; tannase



