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10065 (& + 7/ 2 OBARTHk 275 5 TAISH LTy
W ORAT S 2 7 7 2 8EKI250 07 18) % 0RATS % s
AR S (7= 2] THD LV EZ FIES
LT&ETWRY, o, RERL M E2ELHH®LHY
. BBNAITE & SHERIRE R NTB Y, 2ONT VA
HIITARTEDS, A AE D HE R A e IR TR I DR+ IR T8
WCHEERITT20, mELBNMREGIE—AKTH S
A AfE (Superorganism) T&H 5 &\ ) &2 EE
ENTWVDP, EEIZ, WHO XKL TWwoH e + o
20164EFETCJE R b v 710 I2BWT, 5 S LD E AR
WHEZ R TRTORCIERIZOWT, BT &
DEGPHE SN TS (K1) S 512, MR AR

BRI, ABVEIAEPER O, ATAAD L O R
BNz 2 T THNMRE & OBEAIVRENTE D,
t b OREFEREIED 50 BT, HEL TV LEN
MR HEORBEEZZTTVDLEEZLNT WA, I,
RETH LK, . BIZOVWTHREEEZON, F
B BT 2 I P T e D AT & AR REVE B & OB
Whgel, XI5, KRE R MYy 7 L I8
D1IDOTHH, F7z, BHNMEREIEEL LITL,
SRRV TR O F A BN & 72 2 PrAE W E R Bui Al o
RfRHRMAS SHE T THBI LA
CRHATHY . KITBWTbZofBEx L LT, 7
ONA F T4 7 ZA%IE U & T 2 ERHC SO ik
W OBSE. H5vid. BRMHEERE BT 2
H AR A (Fecal Microbiota Transplantation:
FMT) IZB§ 2005 A T 59,
ZZTARBRITIZ, KBTI 7Ta Nt 74 7 &,
TUNATT 4 2 AR V8L F T 4 7 ZAWFIEICD
WCERHTOMBZRAT 5 E B2, R, BEIHh
TWABAL LI NAF T4 7 ACOVTHHT 5, &
L2, RE B AW OWZIEN D TH S
A, BRI BT 2 I A 3 & B0 0 B & 7R L T
BIRFOWMIETHLITOWT D, FRTKOY IV E R T E
Fraa g 4 R EGHE & O BERTFEIC OV T

#*1 2016 HERECERA v 710 L BERMESE & 0FEE

FR SE X HER
EmiE &SR (Ischemic heart disease) 69)
fxz=eh (Stroke) 79)
12 %Z < &2 (Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease) 42)
TRERZAE (Lower respiratory infections) 32)
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Hong £ BIEIES BEEI)]
Fa-4v—8 MEEBN(Bacillus subtilis BN) T BUMTR BB E 5
YRR B RRAZARR ENER(Clostridium butyricum) BUETRAOTE - RE BHBE 5
BYRCARY - 54 b 3 (Streptococcus faecalis T-110) BUATHOTE - 4% BRBE4RE
1B & (Bacillus mesentericus TO-A)
BEBRE (Clostridium butyricum TO-A)
bl R N — N REEEK (Streptococcus faecalis 129 BI0 38) FHROEMM T, Zh B BATH
Ty R 74 REEER (Lactobacillus acidophilus M-13)
FhEy-L B (Streptococcus faecalls) BUUTROTE - 8% BRBE 4R B
TRER (Bacillus subtilis var natto BN)
e~y 1B(E (Bacillus mesentericus TO-A) BBES, HERH BRMR BUAR, BEMTH B-B-5-4- KB HELF
BNREERBENBYAREEZDatabase(https:/ /wwwm.nvalgojp/) & Y BES, EUBERZCRALLIVEHO I, £BAZ RS BERCO L, NEBNLELECEA
DDA L7z, 7 v EZTORTEDZLT I EAHRES LT

1 Bo7onNa 47«17 XCET2REDHRE

TanNAF 547 A&, 19894 D Fuller 12 & 5
(BN 70 —5DNT Y 2A%2EHETHILICE)E b

WCHRRIERZ 7203 A & 7AW L) EFH
K ZITF AL TV, F7o, BAETIE [To=
AL 72 SICHECHRLIRE G 2 5 &M
AW ] (FAO/WHO) &) EFDREINTED, K
HFrEOEHWITH L TOSTIE L ERTH L, £2

WA LB E LT, EAETREIN TS 70
INAFT 4 7 ZABHNZOWTE LDz,

1—1 ST MNFILZE

77 IANFNVRARE, KIZBWTH 7Ta NS 7 1
7 AL LTHiRbMRA RIS HEA TWBWTH 5127
B FOHD LV IFHRL v cofRhke A T+
RSN TE LT, RPETKESINTWE 70
NAF T4 7 ZABHFN L LTk, 1HHOATHL (3
2)o LR (7 v IR IRNE S N7 H g, )
\21&. Lactobacillus acidphilus®. L. casei (Lacticaseibac-
)7

cilus casei)’". L. brevis (Levilactobacillus brevis)®. L. fer-

mentum (Limosilactobacillus fermentum)™. L. plantarum
(Lactiplantibacillus plantarum)®™. L. salivarius (Ligilac-
tobacillus salivarius)®™>>? ] O¥ L.gasseri®® 5753, WKIZHE
BRIOANATT A7 AL LTHESIN T WD, FITH,
L. acidphilus (I HARENOEY R 7aN4 + 74 7 A
BHNC SN INTH Y, BERLKISH L T1 ~3g/kg
body weight (BW) DT, FLBEHE K OTHUH #
(7794, 0.1g/kg BW) O@mfak & g L
T, A EICHAERERRE, AR EOWE (Lac-
tobacillus DYENN & Escherichia coli (E. coli) DIR) K

5 31)O

1—2 S avAHIE

527 bay AR THETONEIRE SN TV LH
& L T d Lactococcus lactis®®™) 332015 & I %,
Lacto. lactis 13V RBIZTF OBEARPHELINTEY,
Epidermal Growth factor (EGF) ##EA L CTT KD
RUDPRL %oz &3 28559 2, Wk A 7 A
¥ Td % Imterleukin-10 (IL-10) %A L7zl 0
HCFE 3 2 W REME A2 R L7228 ROVES 7 b7 <
Vo527 725 vy RELRT D Lacto. lactis
MG1363#k 2SR R S0IZ IR B DB TR, ] DN D KI5
HHOKTZ 3725 L7k 3 2 il o i3 Wk

% )58)0

1=3 E714 RNNUFVILE

Y7 4 FN7 7 NETIX. Bifidobacterium ani-
mals ssp. lactis Bb12FBEAS AR D IE)IL < FIH ST
BY., MEDMEA TS TUNLF T4 7 A THY,
TRD I — 7V MEIZHFH S Tw 52, KiZBw
T3, it Bb12#k ORI EE R 5%, Toll-like receptor
2 (TLR2) %4 L CIRDHEER K O I Y > 735 ok
ML 5 D IL- 10D A% FET 5 2 & THRREMED
W REEZFEL TV DI REEYDH 5 2 Lo s

W, RIZBI 2RO T O, 54 2 2L LTOH
SHOFMIERSHIFE I NS, ToMl, KToOWZEL
L T\ B. longum'® X° B.thermophilum® % F\» 721015
HETF H N A AN, Bblotk & FERIC IL- 10D EA: % L5
SEL T EPHE SN TN B39,
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1—4 ZOfth
Zofl, KO TanNA F 747 AL LTOHMED
Wi ENTWDLHIE L LT, Escherichia coli Nissle
1917%°89 Enterococcus faecium®
Bacillus subtilis™ . "+ W T dH % Saccharomyces
cerevisiae® FENHEFT LN L, HTH. E. coli Nisslel917
e boTENS F T4 7 AL L CTREDOMHERK
(Mutaflor® & LT FA4 v &2l LTHGE) 260 .
JKTEHF VTR T RREGH LTS 7 A A EHAFIC
bR D B 2 L3 HE SN TV, F7-, ALK
MW TH D E. faecium L TFEREALBE TH 5 C. bu-
tyricum T MAGOE TG T 5 2 & THREMWR 2
BE D H Y S HROFERES RS N B,

2 BOTULNAFT 1 VRESINM AT 17

2

TVUNAF 74 7 X E1E, 1995412 Gibson 12 & -
TRIBENZHFETHYD, 7N, F 714 7 APHEE
oA AR T OIIK LT, KBS TICHAET
2 DM OB HE K O 2 BIUW IR 5 2 212
0, WECEHALEEZ5 2. HEOREZYET
B IEHALE AR L CER SN 2D, 200445121
KB72 T TH L TRTOMHE IS 24 28 #
WCIREN, TN T T4 7 AL LTERSINLY
HEL TR 3-o0Hk#E (DFMICHIIL., BRI
£ B MAKIRERL WAL E Z T S & @IILEN
A XY FIA - BRSNS Z L. OmEOREFER
ek & B3 5 A g 7 MR O B 5 R 16 A SRR LR
WS HI L) ARENTVE, DIFICKICBITSH)
HBNZOWTIRARD . HIVE R TR K 1 &G 12
T2 7L T T4 7 ZADHRIZONTT LD
L HFEIPNTVDDTERI NIz,

2—1 #1)JfE

F ) THHIEE O TH D . HLEERIC L - T
AL S S CRIBIZIRW T, ARWIZ X - THiE
ENb, 57 M4+ Tk (Galacto-oligosaccharides;
GOS). 77 7 + 4 ) I8 (Fructo-oligosaccharides;
FOS) k'~ >~ »* Y I8 (Mannan-oligosaccha-
rides; MOS) 3REW LT L NAF T4 7 ATHDY,
JRIZBWT D T PR 5 R0 B = S OV R L2 R )28
ZH7HT I EPHE I N TN,

\ Clostridium butyricum®,

2—2 LY REZLRNRBZ—F

LY X¥ v b AZ—F (Resistant Starch; RS) & 13,
A TEHEILESN Y, KEE TR TARARTTA
BEAGTHEN ORI TH ), HHLETARA L BT
Nb, KBz RS &, BNMEIC L - TRE#S
. WiElE. WEER. 7o Yty EOMSEIRINRICE
Ao, BNBREZSEL, HEORBEICE 5 TR
WEEDTH6T, KTH, RIlEMERTED, K

WP @ pH % FUF. Lactobacillus % UF Bifidobacterium J&
WIS 72 LT HHERW, BN %R € O
MRS, WL ODDRIEY —H —ITEEE R
FL72EHESINTEND, 5% 5 7% 56 HF%E
PRI S,

2—3 BEREXOKRUVYYHIAFR

WHEHEDORY) Y v 754 F (Seaweed extracts;
SWE) b, 7L 47 4 7 AL LTOMEDWIFES
NTWbe HAND M IC
V) RISk D R AL & R T & R Lo 72
WAB Y 2 OREEROBIRAIFEEH R OME 2> 5K
PR cHER SN2 MG SIN TS, KTH.
SWE 289 V& 4 7 EBIEREOIFNEZ KT 8
LT HIMEND DY, Fx BIKDOFEATIZ Bacteroides ple-
beius DAFAET H 2 L 2R L TWD (KRERT—5),
T 72 BHKIC SWE 246553 % 2 & THIROBERLR D
BRESLRKGHEROCELZER L2 T2HEDH
5P, HREHELTIETIFY U7 345 &R
ZZOND0, b DRI OR)R & K THEGE L 723
HE el SRISITHIEZIEE T 2 LE VD 5,

\& Bacteroides plebeius

2—=4 VINAATATR

VIUNAFTT A AL, NS T AT ARLTS
LA F T4 7 A% ARICERT A2 &, HH0IELE
D) % L BA LR - OB 2 L 2R, KT
DR DOWETIE, TENLF T4 2 AL LT, Kl
¥ D Lactobacillus JERL ST VLNA F T4 7 AL LTA

2 ¥ (ZEH FTE TN LML i) %

AWT, Hilo 7 an A 7 4 7 Z8F &R RE
LIRS YN F T4 7 A5 LIRET,
P R 3 A3 AL (Lactobacillus & Bifidobacterium @ 3
MR E. coli D) L. BEMRSE O FSIRILR O #EA:
EOABICWML 22 EHEI N T 5%, Kick
F5 2N AF T 4 7 AR OB &SRR
SNBWRTH 5o
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3 AL/INAFT1 TR

ABINATT 47 AEE, TunNt T4 7 AD
HTH, REERIEOTEMALR IR G § 5 Z L AUR
R, REMHOA D = XL DM 2L T, HHEE
AT LMW & BT 5T EPREBEINTHETDH
BN, A NI NA KT 47 ADPET BHIEERTIEA &
)Tz = g ALMIN, WRNEHE L 2D 1 DIEE
N5, ZORETHEREEICHET 2HE I~y 2%
DICER SN TS, £312, ¥7RAIBITA, A
W IZHI# 3 % Exopolysaccharides (EPS) 2 & %
AR RATR SN TV L WK E T ORPEFRER RO
WTRT e RACBVWTA LI NA T4 7 AELT
DORPRPERL XV (In vivo) THEW S 74 TR
A hwEBbis s Suda 5, KIS LR Mgk
KGR R LPS CTHIT L 72 B AR S 5 e+
A M HA 2R ENA > OFEBE TLRADFBULT %
WLTHHIT LI LWL NE L > TWDE AL L N4
* T4 7 ATH 5. Lactobacillus jensenii TL293712D
W, Invivo LNV THEEFLIKIC BT 2 A MR R
ZWETAHILEEMRELTVED, T Xz, BE
WEN A T = X LDFHEMICHITE DA LN F
T4 7 ADKEHENOFERLIZINT T, BlE, Fx DI
DHAZAED TV D,

£3 IBEMHERDEPS (exopolysaccharides)|Z & 2 4 & FHEINE

4. BOBAMER & &R

RO AT & DB 2R L7z s0id, £72

B 7p L WD IS OWEN ) TlEH HA5 & b
TOMZE L FARIZ, SRIZRIEIICHMT 2 LE2 5
Nbo FaHBHLEF> TVEHIVERTELIION
TiE, BiHP BEPNTVLZOTBML T2 &7
W23, Splichal 5%, / N4 F — MEGLE TV E v
T 2 Hi¥ D Lactobacillus J& & E. coli Nissle 1917128 L
Ty PIVE R TR R 2 X7z & 2 A, Lactoba-
cillus JBAZAIRI R D % H o 724 E. coli Nissle 191713,
Salmonella Typhimurium EG 2K T S HHE2A a7
RIPAEMET A M A VA D A EICEIH S s L
LTwaY, SHLEELIV—T1F, ZDOAH =X L
& L T High Mobility Group Boxl (HMGB1) & ¢
TLRAD ¥ 7 F WS- L TWwWA Z L /)R L Tw
260,

F 72 Invitro EBCRTIEH 555 ROFTMLHR O
TEMI T T 5 Mitsuokella jalaludinii 7°HERE R pH K AF
HIZH IV E A T OB~ DR A Z JIf L7z &
T 5 METEBREE < L 5D In vivo TOWFFEDHAEREDS
HIFE S 539, & 5102, B ERAYE Tl % v Myco-
plasma hyopneumoniae \2 £ HE~ A4 275 A<M
DWT b, BNMEEIN RO EZERL T 7 F 212k
55 FUSTED BER & B ER OB L Tw 5

CRAEME BE B4 SE
RUAT77=ID b0V ~hA VEEOIE T RERTIAT =Y Lactobacillus rhamnosus KL37 10)
$EICTNF-a, IL-6, IL-12

REMPEOLEERVYA M HA Y ELORHH <Y R Bifidobacterium bereve UCC2003 13)
Citrobacter rodentium 0 E & HY

RERISOET b b RAE i B AR Lactobacillus paraplantarum BGCG11 49)
TIAT 7= AR EEREE HT29-19A flfatk Lactbacillus helveticus sp. Rosyjski 51)
IL-8Z DKM A FhA v OFEIFEM Lactobacillus acidophilus sp. 5e2 51)
<A b=y VENE BREEEE RN YYABY VAR, /T 7= Lactococcus lactis subsp. cremoris KVS20 26)
IFN-y ROIL-1 a DERREEE

TIRT =Y DEREEOEMN TR YRERIY /077 = Lactobacillus bulgaricus OLL1073-R1 27)
A b=y VEE BBIOT aMiEES Rt (JT7ALEREKEED)

YA M HA VEEDFE

LPSIC S % REMEGEDET < 7 2B R O Lactobacillus casei Shirota 82)
TNF-a, IL-6, IL-10, IL-12E£ DET RAWw 7B 77—

TNF-a, IL-6, IL-12EE£ DET RYARIAT7 7 =Yk Lactobacillus rhamnosus RW-9595M 7)
IL-100® W FE B Y >/ XER Lactobacillus rhamnosus ATCC9595 7)
SEERUBREROFE TR Bifidobacterium animals subsp. /actis IPLA-R1 19)
REIFMEY A S DA VEEOHRE

HEETRROEEROThTHEEML O FR—L

IL-B. IL-6% U'TNF- a D FE Y JARAW~Y /07 7—Y Lactobacillus paracasei NTU101 38)
ERDIEERUNOEEDEM Lactobacillus plantarum NTU102 38)
IBAEE DO FE BV Leuconostoc mesenteroides NTM048 43)

HE ; Laino J et al., Immunoregulatory effects triggered by lactic acid bacteria exopolysaccharides : New insights into molecular interactions with host cells.

(2016) Microorganisms, 4, 27. Creative Commons Attribution (CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). >
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WRETE & RIR L oW AN IR T S R S T B DD,

Fex b UANCHABORERZ AL TWD CREERTFT—% ).

T PN TR 12 & B B 02 12 AT 9 B, regula-
tory T #ia (Treg) % Thl7MifaoFHE A2 LT, Nl
DRIERNM I DRV 2 b % AT T W ReED D
21,

—Jiv TANVABIHEDHHIZOWTEH, TunA
A7 47 ADOEHP RSN D, IR aaF 4
)V A T 5 Porcine Epidemic diarrhea virus (PEDV)
K OF Transmissible gastroenteritis virus (TGEV)
DWVWTIE, £d %3 PEDV LU TGEV &G IKIZHB
WTIIB MR AYR & £ B LT IR DIEIT DD
bhb (ZFTuNA T4 v 7 MEOMT & HEETE
M OB & v HiFIE S  21284057658) 2 ) il )
21\ Bacillus subtilis (Wi k) & ZDEAT L4 —
777 F ) FEERG DRIRE AT B L)
WiE3H 50, FEEIS, TGEV 25054 LIz E2 A
THOEMETSE (IANVAZERTHLT I /RS
FE—ENEREETDHILITLD) LOHED R,
PEDV & S &HE D —ETHh % COE $tJi % Bacillus
subtilis \ZFEBL S 7 A 2 IR 8 G- TFIKIC
%ﬁﬁ&m%%%ﬁbtk®ﬁ%%&éﬂoé%h
Bacillus subtilis kDY —7 7 7 F 2 1E In vitro K V<
T AL NIV TIEH B D SARS-CoV 2 Y MERS-CoV
EEUIRANT A VA LTI A VAR E AT
5T ENWEINTEY, GO aTa s VA
EYE (COVID-19) D BEHALRK ORI FIZHB W T,
BRR VIR TH 55,

5. 88HY)IC
PLEBRARTE72L 9120 KITBWTH 5%, BN
Wik E RO ESHS N> TL AL Ebit,
KOBFERPEEHE Vo2 E 2T AL
WA R 2 ORHEY L N2 OBl 2 RS 5 T LN
A+ T4 7 R DVIZHENMERE HED, T a1 F
T4 RBAN R T N X T4 7 ABAE LT, PLE
O R RN b > Ty K& OBIRL A N
D) R OFNR O FEI A S LRk D b
WOTIE W EHIRES NS, EBIZ, A b, PUA
AIEFMEVECRT L 2B T, PUs Al e
THE L72K TN DS ARES K E CIRT T
BEWHIF—FHHLTWDE REEF—¥). T
Kige hoRBETVEE LTOHFEINTEY,
B AR 3 DIFZEIC BT H & b OGN %

W7 % ST L CORBE T VEIY & L TORFZEN
OFIE B IFE S L 507889, K 512, kPR L~
VCORGPME# OB 2 EEL LY, ZO70
D FR 3 Fi 22 BT O ) ) < KL A O B 58 JL O TLR %5
DIFELV 75 —RBHNMIEFE D CRIZERE O
P SHROBELPETH D, Trd, KoA L )
NAF T4 7 ARENMEFE IOV T, % L%
DD L EHIT, FRARIEROT S, IEMETHA
B2 IE L THBESEIC OV T SO EE T
W,

B

AR, JRA FHEARILFSE TR O BRI LTk
BHFERRBRERE | K ORHIR B SR e (A) [ INAEREDUR
K- PGRP (275 H L 72 HHE & flE itk s F ¥ — il
BIC & B AEAFE e | DSR2 2 THE S N,

FZEAER
R 9 R & A BCE 7 v
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