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( Lactobacillus plantarum) , A 3% & 3L H HJ-S2 RN B BR e /), % K T A Ak a9 £ K4F M A
Bk e o R B AN T @ R R Ae ESGRIAT TEAAL, AL A3 SRR A
FOBHAES L NABLE S oL HABRAE 1.0 /L, mE4F 2.0 o/L; ABEMEH BE
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JOEL P N A oA B A R B A B 2 A
A s IR 52 LA B 21 B P 28 40 S ] 5l /0 1 EE L)
JE TER P T A [ B 3R VD, SR TR A
YT, AT A PRAE 5T 2 B I3 JE i oK
RO A LR 1) A A= 5t B I TE A S il v AL [
P 7K S e HH TE KO 1 mmol |, 53500 1145 95 005 1Y
IRURLAE 3 I 2 359% > 78 3% 2 SR e A £ W I [ et
A R AR 250~300 mg, AT £ 2 (Il
b RSO SN L8 = 7y e R S )11 €72 = < R e
MR PR RIR ST T K LA o I 1 s 2 1
2y PR B R 2R YT ER A

FLBR# (Lactic Acid Bacteria, LAB) /248 —#f &
PRSP A R LR A TR VPR , 2 A A 22 A il
Pl SRR ISR T T T A 25 LR
FRRE LA 22 Fh CR A P« 25 40 0 A 25 1 465 70 i T L
RE eI ALy JIEL (76 7t | % Mt LS TS RE | 035 T 2 RE
SESRHLASGRE D RE AT . Oh %:(2015) i i
IRHMAIS R, AR GE K /KA T 43 85 T 15 L IR
PR VA 25 26 TR 00 1 2 e Tl vk e F g
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ZEWEAF(2012) (G AR (2014) T 145 (2014) BESE T
FUIR T 76 04 N 11 B Ak JIEL 6 B 21 58" . Zhang %%
(2016 ) %o [ I AR B0 AH [ WY 525 LR TR R (g Bk
W Streptococcus thermophilus VTR FLFT I Lactobacillus
acidophilus S AT Bifidobacterium) #4717 T. 24
T AR SE(2019) PAE T 3 HREL RN [ B g
FLRR R B A e B SRR 2R O A e o RE B R R K
P EVHIT R A R AR LR TR R 2Ok E B
U8, TP R L R T U A 410

ARWFFEXF R T 300 m LATRIHEFE I 7L S A G
Hr iR ( Mesoplodon densirostris ) P JIE H 1) FL TR B #F
A1 I LT P P 7 2, O AR AR 0775 128 T A5 71 AR 14 2
KA B I FR LA R WA WA D7 TR FHAE 52
SR AUALAS IR S HL, BJeAT HO B AR [ s A9 e 1k
oA IR T RE M £ AR TR ) R0 4 0T K 00 B 4
BARZHAK
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DX (AR L) A A = rh kR I B S
TC R BRAEBURE J5 R i % AR -20 C VKA P
e

I A A T A TR (L) A R R IR
FURIE 7 5 v A AR AT RN B 25 B0 BT hr
TG R F) R R A UM RO R
2 2F i A WG [ 255 A0 BR A A PR
NG A 22 SEARIR) 2\ AT R E R i 80 T
H YRk TR A BR A R 5 1R R B o4t
1.2 EHE

MRS ¥ (1 L) . B A 10.0 g 4 HF 10.0
g R 5.0 ¢ MR A 4% 2.0 g LTR4N 5.0 ¢
WERR S 40 2.0 ¢ BRAREE 0.58 ¢ BiFREE 0.2 ¢ HEiE
80 1.0 mL FZHE 20 g, BIB/KERE 1 L, 1877 pH
F] 6.4 247,121 °C K 20 min,

MRS-CHOL $5 783 (1 L) . 76 ik MRS K5 77 3
it B ASHNAHEEE 1.0 g, ik 80 20 mL, 4+ B3 3.0 ¢,
1.0 gfIH[FEEEE T 20 mlL i- I 80 H A E W s I
A RS 8 AR IR 36 P | BRI TR
A, MR EE SR B0 2 AN B IR B A, I 1Y
REFRBEAE 121 °C K 20 min 5 PR 2 8l 8k
R EIER Y, DAOZEOR Y e i, B TR R
HARVR R iE %,

1.3 ZWHE

1.3.1 Ao B ARG E B iFie I
FE AR G i B TR K RIS 45 W 1 mL B
R B2 9.0 mL 0.9% KB A= FER K O3 P, R
GTES] o N 1107 3] 1 107° $E47 16 B2 7 B - I B
0.15 mL BFJE M BV T A T MRS (5 8RR 5 ) -
b B TEIREFRAE 37 CIRAEREH 36~72 h, Wi
AT RN DR 7 I RR R A PRECA 385 W
(LTS T MRS AR LT 2 R g glifh , ic s
TEILARHE, i b R R AT 22 IR gL il B AN
AL A S, P 2% IR e B | o 48 L Sl
BFVE B TR P BE 0L oA FLIR TR . 2l Ak 5 TR PR 4 R T
MRS #Hf 55 F R 4 CORAFR AL

SR AT — H R R kA 0 R 2 AT oA A
RE T RO 6 . K BE L FL IR R 2 G Ak 2 A, %
2% LR R ] MRS-CHOL W35 3556 37 C
RS IR 24 h J5HU 1 ml & BB, 20 (8 000
r/min) 10 min f5 B3R FHABR — H k) o 1
T A [ o i 4R A0 (1) THE IR [ s, 5
BEK 3K,

A, — A,
R LT B (%) = A,

x 100 (1)

K (D) Ay AR ARIER FIE A bR &

Pz 1 3 VA L [ P o i 7% it (mg/mLL)
1.3.2 A HI-S2 895 F52 PERAET PR
2~3 NETEIRE T API 50CH 5355 457 0k
FEAN ST 2 McFarland F/ B 277 W, B 0 TR B TR
YA APL 50CH 557 25 i FL A, B il 7 25 PR R
PRAAIREE AN 10 mLL 7K (5 H AR R I 1) SRR
B, BEJE BRI AT T K 1,37 CHE3R 48 h ME 4
W R WG L, 45 R 2 API-plus 3K 1F 20 B & e A
A E HWE .

KT & $ B 40 B DNA, JEFIH 16S rDNA
WG (27F, 1492R) #47 PCR ¥734, 4479
HEAT B A ¥ A Hh K A5 B3 B 1Y) 4k . AR PCR
PRI A A T A BRA R, IR P A5 R
GenBank 47 #fE T4 Mk ¥ 51 iF 47 BLAST LL X, ffi FH
MEGA 7.0 {4 H9 2 R 48 & & iE A4, 50 i 3L e 1
Mo T %08 .

1.3.3 WA R4 an sz BURAT I E R E TG
AR T M 2 MRS MR KEFR 56,37 C B 5% 24
h J5 5 29 1) H2 i SR A IR, 15 LR P R R
W KIS ALIE BB bR HI-S2 2 2% R EHE A 500
mL MRS WS 55 37 CHEIRRE IR, MEW 1R
B FRIEL) OD g, , W] 10 b AFEIRE 1 h 052 B 0 1Y)
OD oo 1 pH AE, S5 WATE IR 3 h DU E KR IR 0Dy,
A1 pH {H, S E 48 h, 28] Bk HI-S2 14 4 il
2k & pH {EAR 1L,

1.3.4 BAAEH 2B BEEBEGY R 2
FHIBEEE F1 R K 58 R B 2 iR DA A AU
MRS-CHOL 3575 3 0 88 1, B A bk HI-S2 #% 2%+
Pl R0 T 5 AR ZUF A9 MRS-CHOL 1532391, F
37 CHEIRFERREFE 24 h, $2°1.2.17 B 7 00 E AR
AR UE T B iR HI-S2 R R R A 52, BE
HHAf R (R R E— 25 25 S LR VS I 0 o i o
AN

Sy SRR 22 200 T e FLE A RER
 MRS-CHOL 1% 77 3 v 1% 4 25 % , I 4 7 25 1) L
25 BN TR 5 B A TN 2 X} B A SR A 52

FETRRR HI-S2 42 29 45 Fh i 0 1 75 L[ 1
=95 0.5,1.0,1.5.2.0,2.5.3.0.3.5 mg/mL 1Y
MRS-CHOL }; 32 3 37 CHEIKR K7 24 h, Il E AR
T L T e 5 ) PR AR FLT-S2 JIE [T T2 Ak ik R R B2 )

PR R HI-S2 4% 2% 45 Fh i 40 T & 4 0 AR &
M 1.0,2.0,3.0.4.0,5.0 mg/mL 1) MRS-
CHOL #5575 37 CHEIREESRE 24 h, W& A A4
JEER 5 HE X H-S2 I [ P A A 2R A 5
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135 REABELEAFTIEBERBEGHm L
“1.3.4” SZE P FIFG E 19 MRS-CHOL 85 5% 35 19 4% i
Oy B AL)E BB bR HI-S2 4 2% 3R R T
MRS-CHOL ¥ 55 37 CIHIRIR ARG 5 54 h, 5 6
h B SRR, DU A A [R) 35 5% iF (8] %) 1 bk HJ-S2 10
2 3 it R 52 T

IRk HI-S2 35 A6 )5 ¢ 2% 4 Rh B HERP T MRS-
CHOL #7325  4351F 37 °C 38 °C .40 °C 41 °C .
42 CEIRFEREESE 24 b, 90 5E AN [R5 35 5 B o B ik
HJ-S2 I [ B2 fife 3 R 52

AR HI-S2 3R Tk pH (HA 0 2.3 4.5,
6.7.8.9.10 1) MRS-CHOL ¥5 35 £ 37 °C {8 37
PRIGEFE 24 h, & A [FH) 46 pH % & bk HI-S2 A7 [
2 3 it R 52 ]

iRk HJ-S2 #% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% HI 3R
AT MRS-CHOL #5523 rh |37 CHHIR IR RS 57
24 b 05 AN ) 2 £ X6 TR R HLI-S2 I [ s R e 3
AT
1.3.6 344 RBEAETRE N TERE
R YR A 355 5 R TE T, 0 B0 i 30 R PR 38 2% 1 XoF TR A
HJ-S2 JIF [ P o2 i 3 5 i ) K2 56 245 SR DA R A v AR
JIT T T IR B R A FEAR R U] | LI 1 o iR R
GBI E R IEE R IBER A 4 R

3 KTAEAGRI B pH 3 37 6 il A A ik 3 (R 3
KFIEZE AL
1.4 BEFITHH

KM Excel 2013 A5 8t B4~ il e 8 42
3 KRG 2A 8 SPSS 19.0 kT4 53 B 3%
PESIHT, 24 p<0.05 B, 22 SR A B U, 2
P N (E + b5 ME 225 >R Origin 8.0 F1 Excel
2013 #1741

2 RS
2.1 ZLERHE RIS B8 41k B BE B E B2 IS BE i %
IG5 A 343 i ik 30 AN B pE VR AR B
SIS B A2 AR A5 R W 1% 30 RN 24 [
PR TR, VR TR A B B | sl i o g ),
BT TSR PR TE 25 M Bk AR | 3 4 Ak U
A B, 755 FLIR B R R K i 75 2L IR 1 F
A7 Ree AL 1 B i 7 i 08 S 3, L rp B A RN T 10% 1Y
H 6 tRI,10% ~20% 14 8 #RIA , >20% ~30% A
8 BB, >30% ~40% HIA 5 ¥R 1A ,40% LA L A9AT 3 #k
B ( HJ-W33, HJ-Wo64 , HJ-S2), F& fi# K 4> % K
40.69% 40.78% .48.82% , it HJ-S2 ( CGMCC No:
17720) ()RR e i N 48.82% , HAT 48 5 B s AL A
FUME(E D),

®1 B BERKIMEEE R

Tab. 1  Cholesterol-lowering ability of isolated strains

5% Wi /% . % i /% i K% %
HJ-W33 40.69+0.29 HJ-WX3 8.43+0.09 HJ-C71 10.52+0.19 HJ-W69 13.96+0.27
HJ-W12 20.52+0.21 HJ-C12 19.80+0.04 HJ-S1 20.61+0.62 HJ-WX2 6.31+0.25
HJ-W14 15.84+0.09 HJ-C15 26.70+0.16 HJ-S2 48.80+0.17 HJ-C42 20.70+0.23
HJ-W32 7.98+0.15 HJ-C21 14.20+0.05 HJ-S3 38.71+£0.52 HJ-C61 9.41+0.31
HJ-W35 25.93+0.08 HJ-C23 5.51+0.27 HJ-S5 35.05+0.24 HJ-W73 36.31+0.19
HJ-W36 30.61+0.15 HJ-C3 10.32+0.19 HJ-F1 21.42+0.31 HJ-W63 30.61+0.26
HJ-W62 10.42+0.26 HJ-C5 6.24+0.07 HJ-W64 40.78+0.82
HJ-W6l 25.21+0.57 HJ-W71 23.12+0.41 HJ-We67 15.21+£0.36

22 ERBEENEABRENLEE

X R HI-S2 #:47 API 50CH Bk K AL &%) &
YTE KRS IR (3R 2) Far A APT B JE R AT HR)
G, M8 HONAE W) FL AT T ( Lactobacillus planta-
rum) , JE SR T S e A5 R RS e, 45 B 16S tDNA
FE AN 53 BT AT 53 F KPR 558

PPR HI-S2 (% PCR 7= K/NR 1.5 kb A4, £F

4 16S tDNA JPFIKBE . H9 5519 PCR =9l 5
SEILS T NAR B AR P 51 12647 [R5 1 X 1, BLAST
25 N K R R 1) T 51 5 8 S O 16379973, 1
CP0237771.1 DL K MH779888. 1 % 4t ¥y L AT i Y
16S rDNA JEPNZH P SIAHRUTEY) O 1009% , 352 T
¥k HI-S2 MAEYIFLAT @ L. plantarum ( GenBank % 5%
5 MK248728) , fli [l MEGA 7.0 A T H R 4
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KA, ME 1R,
&2 FLERE HJ-S2 iy API 50CH £E£ R
Tab. 2 API 50CH result of lactic acid bacteria HJ-S2
WoKIEAEY | HI-S2 || BAKIEAY | HI-S2 WK EY HJ-S2 WK EY HJ-S2 WK EY | HI-S2
S Hesms + D-#i W + D-£14E —p + D-Z 27 HE + AR -
i A S - D-JR 4k + FH - D- NI i T # - D-F A N D-Je Ik +
DRTENR(EE: - D-H &4k + P 356- D - A e 4 2 A - D-# 4 - D- LB +
LBy i Ar 4 + L-1Li &4k - N- Tt - A P - D-JEHE + D-3K Ik -
D-#% 4% + ARBULIN + L- 24 - D-VE A + D-BE A% A -
D-AHk - NLE g - LM RAT B kb + Eapiln - D-25 Bl -
L- Ak - JUUEE - D~ 4 AL R 1 - D-#A =Mk + L5 -
AR + H - 2- B B A AR £ - D-HiFHl - D-BaThir 1% -
2 HE R + g - 5 - A M R R + TER + LB AP e -
D-FLHk + Kb + F - B - N A A 1 - Wl +
‘Bé . “yr ﬂ‘]lgu‘@ ; w_» j‘jm’ﬁ 5
Lactobacillus plantarum LVP33(MK965193)
76 |Lactobacillus plantarum MG4221(MNO075205)
HJ-S2(MK248728)
25 Lactobacillus plantarum AR510(MK311264)
Lactobacillus plantarum MT.ZH693(KJ804191)
100
Lactobacillus fabifermentans DSM 21115(NR113339)
64 Lactobacillus modestisalitolerans NB446(NR136786)
Lactobacillus brevis 1S-7-3(GU369768)
68 99 _ELactobacillus yonginensis THK-V8(NR109452)
96— Lactobacillus koreensis NWAFU1276(MG462181)
—Lactobacillus alimentarius HBUAS5202(MH392787)
100 l—Lactobacillusfarciminis PR14(KX139195)
100 Pediococcus acidilactici CS2(MK208520)
Pediococcus pentosaceus QPTA(JQ446471)
47 Lactobacillus rhamnosus PgIGER26(KR054682)
o) {Lactobaciﬂus kefiri IMAU 32496(KF149170)
10 Lactobacillus hilgardii JCM 1155(1.C064898)
100 T Bacillus subtilis NBRC 13719(NR112629)
L Bacillus subtilis NBRC 101239(NR112686)
A
0.01

1
Fig. 1

2.3 HHREERKSHE

BEIRE HI-S2 A4 K AR & 2 frR, mrd o~
3 WA R HE R A, 3% B B A R I N K5 97 A, A
N8 B K ED 0D, 0.25 218 T % 0.38,
pH (WA 3R 5409 6.10 FIE%E 5.63, 3~24 h &
BRRRAE KB, Z B B 20 B £ 15 AN A e K

Wtk HJ-S2 RSB W
Phylogenetic tree of strain HJ-S2

AR, AR TR X B AR K, OD g 1 0.38 Vi
T %E 1.65, pH {HHGE M 5.63 FFEE 3.72 &£4,
24 ~34 h MR RAE R B RROE T, L A) 35 R B0A B i
KAH HIEARCRFEAAR | B A A S A, A
PIFFLE TR, OD o HEFFAE 1.65 2oy, BURT R PEAR 1
TR E KR pH HEETE 3.70 £, 34~
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48 h TR R I S T I BT R A AT AR, B
SYTRAR B FE T, FL TR AR I P B A O B T A5
0D M\ 1.65 [ 1.50 2247 H HLFFLL 2 1B REAK 1
BRI PR T 58 o B M AR /b pHL (B IS
AT, N3.70 181 75 3.90 247, Bl WL, B Ak
HJ-S2 AE KRB L= R ik ) 3, 3 6 R e v il
I REERE S I

2.0 6.5
== 0Dy,
18 I —-pHME {6 o
L6F N ;'-/i’:\iﬂ‘g\i\! ’
14F :,f/ H— 5.5
, 12+ 50,
g1.0f %
S 0.8} 143
0.6 L140
04} \i\i\x—ia/"‘"‘:—_‘_iﬂ
# 135
0.2+ 11
0.0

T T T T T T T T T T 30
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
i/
B2 GEikk HI-S2 AR K AR

Fig. 2 Growth characteristics of strain HJ-S2

2.4 A[EREFERIEXT B E B2 P 520

2 BN [7) LU XS JIEL [ Pt o2 e 2 1) s i) 235 SR 4 %]
3(a) FioR, Al —B@RTE & AR A U A9 MRS-CHOL
% IR [ R O i R 2 S W 3K (p<0.05) . B AR
HJ-S2 7 DAEE FA I A 2805 A4 335 37 35 v [ T o i %
e, TR ORI AIG, B 2 1 R AR, R 8 1 W i
i, AN, B R A AT MG 25 A % SR B R
HRIE R R R R, 2 — 25X 25 2R ) 2 A RS
IO TR HI-S2 IH [ st R A 2 0 52 e, 25 SR ] 3
(b) i, U8 B o ) TR R 1) JIEL ] 2 o fif 3 g — o
S, M A A EON 10 o/L, FER i E, A 5
39.28% ; 4 Uk L 4 i A 1 R AU N i, [ AR A T
TR, AERETE 25.80% 25 47, R LA A2 E A IR KT
HEANE R S5.10.15 ¢/L,

A [l PR T PR H-S2 L[] P 4 i 2 1) 5
MZER A 3 (a) Bron, 1 B ZE & A [R5 1
MRS-CHOLKE 7% JE i JIH [ it [ i R 22 {3 (p<
0.05) . BRIAR HI-S2 7 LA 40 A ik 5 1) 15 % Sk
O [ P o e 23 e e, LW 2 2P AR T RT
PEVE A A A 5L o AR e 3 e I, A 2 AR A S S
T W BB AR Jg b 422 W AR DR bt 425 7 28 W 4

i — 20 25 S A A WEAS (RIS 0 2 % 1T Bk HI-S2 IH
[P B R i R A S ), 25 SR 8] 3(b) T, YA TR

TR 20 g/ L B, A RR HI-S2 5o RH [361 2 4) F i 2% e
1, IR E 42.13% , G URSR IR A A 0 (U i R A
TN e R TE 29.30% A5 40 . PR R B & 2 aok
AR AR G R R R A L TS M
X UL T2 A MR A1) Pl I A I S AR 0 A A
S 15,20 .25 o/L,

2.5 RHEEE, fBh & =Xt A8 E B2 FEfE R 59 220

AN ) IFL T st 5 b ) PRI AR 1L -S2 JIE [ P o ik 3 1)
MNP 4 (a) s, WRE HI-S2 X AH [ B iy 5 fie
4% i JIEL [T S 1 v S RS el > [ e
TN 1.0 g/L B FEAR 2R B B KB N 38.94% B
JOE [ e 5 i ) 30, A i R W A R I, R S R A
26.13% A7, LA 1E 32 X 56 v IE 1 B 5 ik
0.5.1.0.1.5 g/L,

ANTAIRHER B X B bR H-S2 HEL [ B A 2R 11 5
WU 4(b) FrR, TR RE HI-S2 X JIH [ i A R i 5%
Bif IR R 55 T R SE i KR el AR 5 8 1.0 ¢/L
AsF L [P A SR I N 18.62% 5 4 IBER &M 2.0
o/ LW, B A 2R 38 B i KAEN 43.99% ; IREL & ik
3.0 g/L B, JH[E R MR IR B T 38.62% 2247, B
i RAER S i T R [ e 2 i et A O /N s
YeFFAE 37.51% A 47, LA 2 1R 38 380 o IR Eh &
#41.52.0.25¢L,

2.6 Ak EEATIE], 15555 B Xt O B EERE R 2R AY 2200

S PR RS TR XS BRIk L -S2 L T 52 o figp 23R A1) 52 i 4
Bl 4(c) i, 256 Wk A K I & #1750 87,0~3 h
SRy R P A R IR Vi Y TR A I G R PR A 5%
18 BCR IR A I B [ B 4 A SR 41 3 ~ 24
he A DR 6 BRI Y B A R A A
o, AP A AR PR 355 % e v I [ e i
R B, 245552 5 24 b s A [ R i 3 0k B Bk
42.18% ;24 ~34 h N FLER B AL K Ay FacE 199, IR [ ok
AT I B WA e 34~54 h IR BRI T
W1, TR A0 T, IR AR 3 % A T
32.15% kA4,

ANTRI RS SRR X B iR H-S2 [ B R A R 11 5
M, 25 SR AN 4 (d) FIrzs . AN [R]85 7 T ) 1T A 1 o
JIEL [ B RE ) A — A ), 5 SRR B R 34 C B JIE
[ B A e R B A M 25.82% 2 A7 5 24T N 37 C I,
PRIPR HI-S2 X [ e 5 i 38 fe s 3k 41.39% H 5
38 C I Y Al A 258 K TR IR 31 40 C LA I,
A A AT P A 7 BRI, 552 M P X I 31 s ) 52 AT A
A L [ P2 3 i R R A A I, DRI J5  5 00— A
37 CiHATor B3GR, HEIRR Sl i R 37 °C i
JEE S AR Bl st v A S Ml DA AR ) A P T A
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Fig. 3  Effects of nitrogen and carbon sources on cholesterol degradation rate
(a) AR FNRIR RS AR A 0K 5200 5 HCrP 1~ 10 20 FoR 8 R B FUMR R LR O B 1 R A 2l (L |
M SN TVAPETERD , (b) A ER I VR A A e AR A ST

[ (@)

L

& 20.00

05 1.0 15 20 25 3.0 35
JeLTE (g - L)

r ©

1] |

60.00

50.00 f
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10.00

VA%

0.00
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K5 3ET /N
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10.00 |+|
0.00 ;
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b i i/(e L)
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Fig. 4 Effects of single factor on cholesterol degradation rate

(a) ((b) () (d) . (e) (£) 735 Ay MR P i AR 3 i (B FRAT ] pH (B A 5 X e A 2 A 520

2.7 %% pH B EXI B E B2 PR X AR

RTR] pH ARG B AR HI-S2 I [ 52 e A 56 1) 52 i)
Wk 4(e) R, WEFRIEAHI 4G pH {EX Btk HI-S2
P14 JEL 35T o2 A 3 AT AR KR ), 78 pHL {HAR T 5 1,
FUEL I S i A< AR, RO AR AEAR pH (B 2RPE R, T8

PR, AT 52 0 R R 114 e L ] Ak SR L R PR
HJ-S2 fERI IR 575 pH (E 2 2 M4 0F PO R AR
b L T B Y B A 30 5.41 % , U I TR R V) TR B 055
ARG 321, BEFR pH (0 TH R, B R A
Wit 7E pH (ECR 6 I 3K B i a5, LIRS T A 5L
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40 %

i R T A v, B SRR B I (BN 42.24% , 24 pH
= T 6 B [ B R i 30 2 ek /b, F i a2 TE
g pHE R 5.6.7,

N TRIHE i o T FLT-S2 JIEL 1 52 o i 23R 4 5% Wi
WE 4(F) iR, 255 7 48 Flvig /N X IR [ i
ff ARG, TR A 19 B, JIE ] 52 % i 2R
AR (18.21% ) 5 Bt 4 42 ol &2 1% 388 o, O ] st e i 2R
bl 2 2 TR N 5 2R A 29 s IR I 2 A £t 2 5k
B KRB (35.21% ) 5 HHEERN IR F] 3% LA L RH [
R R A RIS EL A R AR A 5 7 32.10% A2 44
B M A T 2SI R R 1% 2% 3%

2.8 EHFE ABEHEZIKRE

HRAE T 45 B R SRR I 2 3 43R 3 Wit
R IR B R e 25 IE A0 i g 25 Rk 4 3k 5
FI7R o BRSSP i R B Y R/ NG R

C>D>B>A, RIXT JIH ] B e i 23 52 el e K Y S SIS )
IR [ e, LA R VR A IR R B i A
EAMSE, ERMAS R BR, A B,C,D, &M
T TR RH [F P A I A R R, Ay o A 8 R A
SAEWETT . i A B,C, D, B 35 ik 4 1 9 47 1 B it
6 | REL [ B2 A firt 2R N 56.95% , BV [ JIEL 31 1% 5 A 1
Bige B SRR S o/ L ik 25 o/L . JIH [
f 1.0 ¢/L JHER 2.0 ¢/L,

R T SR v 5 DR 2T L ] s o2 e 8 P s e A
1 A>C>B, B2 f R A R R R B5 375 pH {H, Ik
SRR G FRETE, EASRAREE R R, A, B, C,
SRAFTT BRI X DL [ e 5 i A P e i, S e AR i T 2%
BT . # A,B,C RGFR 5547 52 100, AH [ B
FEfER R 69.81% , B e A 15 37 55440 . pH M 6, K5
FEmF ] 24 h, BAE 1%,

®3 BRERRBEFGEZRER
Tab. 3 Orthogonal experiment table of medium and fermentation conditions
NV AEE o= s TR KV 1 K B 2% 1
e A A 4 S T s A =
(A/)féfiji (B/)i%f? B (C/)fimfﬁi (?()jﬁ_ffjﬁ)i (A)pHH (B) ¥5gmfEl/h | (C)HeFh /%
5 15 0.5 1.5 5 18 1
10 20 1.0 2.0 6 24 2
15 25 1.5 2.5 7 30 3
F4 BEREFHEXREER
Tab. 4  Orthogonal test results of the medium conditions
K5 | (A)EABRS /(g L) | (B) TR AR/ (¢ - L7 [ (C) B S /(g - L7') | (D) AEh &/ (g - L) Witk 3/ %
1 5 15 0.5 1.5 34.12
2 5 20 1.0 2.0 52.71
3 5 25 1.5 2.5 36.37
4 10 15 1.0 2.5 39.52
5 10 20 1.5 1.5 35.27
6 10 25 0.5 2.0 45.71
7 15 15 1.5 2.0 33.02
8 15 20 0.5 2.5 32.31
9 15 25 1.0 1.5 42.75
K, 41.067 35.553 37.380 37.380
K, 40.167 40.097 44.993 43.813
K, 36.027 41.610 34.887 39.067
R 5.040 6.057 10.106 7.746
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Tab. 5 Orthogonal test results of the fermentation conditions

e Aol f B:‘i%?? CoHEfhig | Bl
A ]/ h /% /%

1 5 18 1 38.87
2 5 24 2 42.67
3 5 30 3 35.13
4 6 18 2 51.27
5 6 24 3 56.27
6 6 30 1 66.35
7 7 18 3 40.82
8 7 24 1 51.84
9 7 30 2 39.62

K, 38.890 43.653 52.353

K, 57.963 50.260 44.520

K, 44.093 47.033 44.073

R 19.073 6.607 8.280

29 itig

FLIR TR 2 A T B i Tl 5 2 iy G A= W i b, 7
HARF L) 2 Z R0 K 58 M) K sh Py A
MNENBIAE I, FLRR A BRI RE T3 )12, MY
REBIC B it XU AN FR A0 (B 3 s B ) DR A
B AIAEL, s EL R AT A 3 AL Gl A 00 R A - A i i
P AR 1 Y75 L 51 52 % At LS TS RE 3 R LA
ol 15 2R BT O DI RE . HLTE 1963 4, Shaper
SR AR Samburu FBTE A A TR 5 AR B A L
FFRR 2 8 1 2L e, A N I [ e o o e R
IS I LA E M9 2 30 2 b LI B, A
PrZLFFTE ) IR T FLAT TR ( Lactoba-
cillus casei) UIS) 2t 3Ay HLA R I [ LR Pereira 25
(2002) B 5% 4E 52 T 22 )L XL #F B ( Bifidobacterium
infantis) FI1 W [ L AT &7 7E 44 S %F JIEL 51 52 14 152 g
FHY™ S H BB (2003 ) 4 2 v /N BRURE AR 5 F AR
VUL G0 A L Hh 43 125 I FLIR TR R A7 SE 6, 451
ANSERR /N UL Y TC TG 75 2 A0t IR 2 b 25
K=,

ASBIFFE AR 6 AR T T AR 300 m 18 W it oA i
HRY I ok EL R IEL T 1 T BE B FLIR I, %8 Al
YFLAT BT 90 54 HJ-S2 (CGMCC No:17720) , %
DX IEL T P 14 A S A ik 3R X 0 T IR 45 (2018 ) (58
A B (2019) & Shehata %5 (2016) 4325 4l Ak ) LR

W AR AT R, AR RS
WREARAERI A 0~3 h, XF 5l 3~24 h, k4
FEWIN 24 ~34 h, TR 34~48 h, MEEFRILSK
PR CRUR PR RS i B i R 28 A0 75 | IR ] ot
i JRER S ) R R A IR L pH (K 3R 1
[f] R ) W7 T, SRS PR 3R FNE S i e AT
fE T 2404k

R ANB R ok i S S R A AR R,
WA R FLU DT 5 D) (A T JIRL T s g R AL
AMFFE 28 LAk FH AR MR U, A e W A e T g
e KRR B P T R ) R R T e AR T B kg S
W, TER i B TR AT L [ I A WA e K ) A A
L7 B i R [ T B AR A7 A — o R AE T, T
PR AR L T0 3 170 R [ e ol e A 202D XA ]
S5 (2004) AF 5 AE S [) I [ % o 25 F T LR A 1Y)
FEmRRCR , RIS R 58 LS FRE, 7 1 mg/mL
IR R Bl Y AR IR 45 R — 3, aE M
JEER 5 2 B L 0 B R A0 3 5 P | O e b R A 5% 9 3
H (7 AR T T AR R LA 1 A 2 5 T R AR
A R H [ AR A T i 2ol A v i I T
FEAR, Grill %5 (2010) BF5E T £ 3E # ZLAT I ( Lacto-
bacillus amylovorus ) FAUEE FT B4 7€ AH £ o i [ JE 7
P AR | R B TR AR 1 IV [ 2 o8 e e ) 5 BB 1) 5 o
M Z A B &R R RS (2011) W5
RN ARAE — 2 1 IR B T A ] A R
REIMAER A ) AT 52 v W) & BRAE BRLER &5
R 2 o/ L R AR IR B i R, B A X I [ e )
R SRR EAEBYRR MR RY H
PR AR B ER BT R B R 1 0 T, R ) B AR )
T DT AR T T A X6 OB T it g W i Y . Zhang
25(2016) AF KBS (2014) W15 & PLIEBR & B 23 h
FeATISE Xof AR P ) AR R Bl e R, S
AR5 5 T BoF [va] X JIFL [ P2 e s i) 1) 235 SR B AR —
., WA RS IR A 37 °C iR e (AR
S TR R A A I T ARG IR s — T 37 C kAT
STERETR . YRR IR T IR pH (A RAR R
BF SR T B bR A A A ol JH IR ] e % A o T %
Noohi(2016) Kim %5 (2016) #F5¢ T ZMFAFHEN
] pH {EAF N IR IRE EERE J) , &30 pH (B %A
A, E [ B e bk e i 22 R &0 #F pH 6.5 LU
T, X6 E [ s 4 A 5 1 T Gk 60 we/ml, HLFLER I 7E
pH 6.5 WA A RAT , AR5 045 1 TR A B4 fie
Fae i pH (ER 6, 3 24 1 17 TR 45 BE £l AF ] it R A1
BRI RAE, S KRR P % 4 A R 1Y) R R [ B
FAE(2010) 7 F IR [ B 7L 2 B 1) 0 258 0 5 o [
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40 %

QAT I FESE M i Oy 39 e A I A 2308 31 dje KA,
FURB TR R e vh 0 I FL IR, (3R 58 h pH {ELR%
A, A pH (B PR8N ) T B8R A9 A2 1< A A IR [
PR A R AR AN P e iy 2.9 I R A 42
IBF R RAE,

JE  ERA AR AR IE RS IR R AR A T R Ak
AR e 250, o D RENE i A= 1 7R A T i 4 1
SHE

3 458

AT DA e gt A U P 4 28 £ — A JF e A0 fie A
[ WL RE M FLRR B HI-S2, 2 % 22 A W FLAT B, OF

firgah HI-S2, ¥ A FLFF 1A HI-S2 i AR5
NRFEEERE J) , 2548 T AR I A KRt JF AR SR 3 5%
PER R 2R WA O T, et T IE 3SRy %6, il
ik B DR BRI AL 0 R T R T R L I A A )
HHREAKF, FEMIEAE T, R IE SR 56 75 X 52
FEFUAT R HL-S2 A e AL 31 sl S 1) 2 P o 6 I
BRI T A, i T 35 32 B0 A SR 2R
Ml S o/ L %0 25 o/L JHEEE 1.0 ¢/L, B 2.0
o/ Ly REEM AL Sy 35 3R IR 37 °C,pH {6 K%
FRAFIE] 24 h 3R 1%, 78 AL 25 1 T [ i %k
%] 69.81%,
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Study on screening of cholesterol-lowering marine lactobacillus
and optimization of fermentation conditions

WAN Jing-liang, LUO Man, WU Peng, HUANG Shi-xin, TANG Xu", XU Chang-an
(Third Institute of Oceanography, MNR, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract. A lactobacillus HJ-S2 with high effectiveness of cholesterol lowering was isolated from a beaked whale

( Mesoplodon rosiris) viscera using o-benzaldehyde method. The bacterium was identified as lactobacillus plantarum
by 16S rDNA and API 50CH. In order to improve the cholesterol-lowering ability of HJ-S2 in vitro, the growth char-

acteristics of the strain was investigated. Single factor and orthogonal experiment was used to optimize the condition

in two aspects, the fermentation and medium. The optimized fermentation condition was set as follows: peptone

5 ¢/L, glucose 25 ¢/L., cholesterol 1.0 g/L, bile salt 2.0 g/L, temperature 37 °C, pH 6, incubation time 24 h
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and inoculation amount 1%. Under the optimized condition, the cholesterol-lowering rate reached 69.81% , which
significantly improved the result. Thus the optimized fermentation condition could offer production process and refer-
ence for further development in application of functional probiotics.

Key words: marine biology; Lactobacillus plantarum ; cholesterol degradation; beaked whale ; optimization of fer-

mentation process
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