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Abstract: This paper isolated lactic acid bacteria capable of lowering uric acid from traditional fermented
foods. The nucleoside degradation ability of the screened strains was analyzed by high performance liquid chro-
matography (HPLC), and their inhibition against xanthine oxidase, environmental tolerance in vitro and anti-
biotic susceptibility were also tested. The results showed that Lactobacillus plantarum TY -S8 from soybean
paste was able to efficiently degrade nucleosides, with the degradation rate reaching as high as 99.33%, and
the inhibition rate for xanthine oxidase could be as high as 16.73%. Additioinally, L. plantarum TY-S8 treated
with 3.0 g/L bile salts and artificial gastrointestinal conditions at pH2.0-4.0 had viable bacterial counts over
6.00 g (CFU/mL), and the strain was sensitive to some antibiotics such as ampicillin, erythromycin and cef-
triaxone. In conclusion, L. plantarum TY-S8 had the potential function of reducing uric acid as well as desir-
able probiotic characteristics, which could be applied to the prevention and adjuvant treatment of hyperuricemia.
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ol R W& A QI 25 L AN PR BT 15 4 W S A 5 ) A AR
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TR R E T BRMAYNAYT BT AR 12 i xfE
JERT, H 259 i 7 A i BIE FH s 22140, DAL, SRR
A TETERIAE B9 77 20 280 AT e PRI LA S8 7 4 1ML T
PRIGIKAV-E 8 H HTZ U7 i R )
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A B i PR 2 T, LR B ARy — R S #5 2F
TR O 8 PR R ILAE A P8 S R AR e B S i1 . R
2 3 AT 3 v 3 1 T 0 ) — R BB A v 2 A i e
AT 0025 T LA B 32 DR R T JILE R 3 4 e i R 3
£ 89% VL b, HAE N T8 i h R BLH — 5 i iiif %2
PR, B R4 gs B Rt . Wu SFSAIOK 38 7 —
PR A TREFLAT TR JL-3, ¢ BRAZ TR T LA 8RR /N B it
T ORI AK- , 3 HLXF /0N BUA A AT s PR IR 1AL 75 5 BT
SR R A A A8 | SEARE SN L i T T R 2 A R
ZEFAT R o BRILZ b, Garcia- Arroyo 2O 5Y &
B, FLER B KB27 A1 KB79 1 AR MK PRI I AE K B il
T8 R K-, A7 88038 G 40 403 L B 7= A4 ) v I
FEREAR , % e PRI L e 3] — & Wi AE . B, A K
FLIR T 7E /& R IR ILAE b i 7 FH AT 5 i A 42 i, Bz 4
JIT R T8 X0 R DR TR MURE AT 2 A= A FH A LI o e A7 A RS
B H 2R A

A B 5% I e Z8OBAH €833 (high performance lig-
uid chromatography , HPLC ) 101N 7 L R P A% 11 K4 i
7, 38 3 53 BT B AR B IS RS 28U AL I (xanthine oxidase,
XOD) il /E ] AE B Wi v 09 5% iz 58 ) Tt IR At
JIEER BB 7 LA K X Be A 3R A U AR S5 400 26 ) W R bk 4
AR L B4R HE RS R PR TR I AT T A TR AN B A
S TR ZLIR B L LA 4 J5 M P 4 2 w00k e PR 1 IfL
i AT ) VAT SRR B JE At R TR A BT R

1 #R5H®
1.1 MRS
1.1 BEFORTE
AR BT 30 MR R B H AR AR G R R
e DL SR 58 A R
1.1.2 25 BaaR
MRS 35555 - 75 5 U AR I BARAT IR =] L s

Y R (agkal) A A R AR &
B S AL B T (i 4l) | B 8 (=250 U/mg) |
[ A FITE( 250 N.FU/mg) JHER . bt R RHEA R
ONE] PR R R L 2 AR R A IR
12 5%

T AORORE 535 A (LC-20A) « H A 12 A W) 5 v ke
¥ O AR IR B0 AL (multifuge X1R) | 15 1 8 75 85 55 46
(BPH-9272) : % [E Thermo Fisher 2 &) 5 1H IR ¥R 7% K iA
%¢'E (Julabo SW22) : P HH AR (Jbmt) A RRA 5 Al
LAY G T (VIS-7220N) « b 5 B F) 43 Hr A g 23w 5
I A Bl H B fR AT RAT I TR B TS A (MBT smart ) - 58
T (AL BHE A RA AL
1.3 e ik
1.3.1  RFhE 58 St

25 mL 4 CIRAEMHRSET T I 225 mL JGIA
A ERER K, IR LR AT 10 4% e 3 BR B B R (1071~
1077) , W HL 100 WL PAE S AR BERR 1 T MRS Bt 15
Fe b, T 37 CEPE G SR 48 h T, WA LR T T 75
0 SO A2 R PR T V%, 1S Al R Ze i iR 47 43
B4l
1.3.2 WU AL AR fh £ 10 il 1

% 16.90 mg L A1 22.88 mg 1 F A5 vfE i i T
1 mol/L K;PO, % ¥ H , L il Bk B2 2R 1.26 mmol/L f L
-SSR AR ER W . 43R 0.25.0.5.1.0.2.5 mL
15 mL U - IR A PR HER L A 1 mol/L K4PO,
WIRERE S mL, IR LM A REAR bR, Wi LR 90
Al WL -5 T AR AE IR 6
1.3.3 B ILFY 0S4 LI B 114 0

2 W8 Tsuboi S5 J7 1 i 16 G % [ A 2% 1 1 3L
PR T < B 28 7000 105 AL TR VR AR B0 00 1% 1 3
R BB R ) MRS #5556, 37 CERELRE IR 48 h
J& B2 mL 53, T 4 °C .4 000 r/min 5510 T B0
10 min, WAL TR A, 3 FH ICTE B9 0.9% NaCl ¥ W5 Uk
2 WJa, AT 750 WL LT AT 35 B R 46 B v
FEEAREE T 37 °C .120 /min 15 F 1 h, T4 C.
4 000 r/min Z5F T B0 10 min 7 B E W FAKRF I
9: 1 AIA 0.1 mol/L HC10, Z¢ 1k 2 7 o FH ALy it &
IEW D HPLC 300 P U A S 5 i i, (o
ZAF AT 30 °C W E 1 mL/min 2 I K 260 nm.,
TS ALK « S H =95 5 (IR FREL ) o

Fi2 28 20 (1) T 5B bR 6 UL RN 2 9 Y 9 i R
(J,%) .

J=1(Cy=C1)1Co1%x100 (1)
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Krp: Co MR ERIE /L €, MR BT BUGHE 3 h G 1 mL 568 % 9 mL AN THEHU
B, g/l (pH6.8,1 /L. B 11 .0.3% fHEL) 1,37 “CHEF 4 h,

1.3.4  FLERHEXF XOD B/

B R R IR LA 5% (R H0 iR A T
MRS W73, 37 CiffrE R 24 h 5, T4 C.
10 000 r/min B> 10 min WAERADTTTE. H pH6.8 TCH
15 R 2% wh L 175 WX (phosphate buffered saline , PBS) #1{jE
2~3 PO EBVITE K PR R 2 1x10° CFU/mL, 7£
AR AF (200 W, TAE 55 15 5 ) F¥E4T 10 min f ik
MR PRI AAR T 10 000 r/min B0 10 min, B0
Je 0 BV AT B A N R . A XOD 3 M A 3
FI X XOD VAT . XOD Ak vk B S = A
B I R 42U B B, SR BT 8 1 5 R R e i g A
B NO,™, NO,7E 22 HE A it [k Jrie F 2% £ — g b iRk i AR
T AR LA R EAA Y, 7E 530 nm A FEAETR
W) A il T R e XOD §5 PR/, B 5ER XOD
ARG M (A, Umg) HEAT I 22, 2 )5 K TR 04 40 f 9
FY 5 B AT A XOD 4 Ak I R T
(B,Ulmg) . & R} XOD I # (X, %) 4% ,5 5 (2)
BHTIHE

1-B

1 %100 (2)

X=

135 FLEREIY%E

Vi 1E A5 21 (9 TR FP T MRS VAR K 5 5L P i
b 24 h )5, BEECE A B B 2 DNA TR @ 5 19
X BB 16S rDNA JPAFEATY 1Y, IR 3G 7= W) ik 2 4
REEDR B A BRZA W) (A6 ) T, b D0y 285 SR A 55 [
[ A W AR A5 B A0 (National Center of Biotechnol-
ogy Information, NCBI) #£47 BLAST HCXF 4341, DT Xof
AR AT %€
1.3.6  FLER X ER T 32 PE I

V4 T i 2 1 TR 35 7 TR LIRS B0 5% 145 T
AT pH Hh 2.0.3.0 1 4.0 i) MRS A% 55 97 5%
H,37 ‘CTH 55 4 h J5 BOREHEA TP AR T T ORI 3%
R, BRI R(C, %)% (3) AT .

C="x100 (3)
Y

A AL FH S TG B, CFU/MmL; y S X B8 41 3%
W%, CFU/mL,
1.3.7 LR TR XS AR ER TR 32 14 0 o

V4 T O 25 1 R 35 35 TR AR R BN 5% 1) F
HRER T RRHERFIA 0.3% AHER A MRS A 17 K5 95 4
1,37 CFERFE S h, I 51F 0.1.3.5 h BUFEEATF
i T EORGE 2 A 2C (3) TG R
1.3.8  FLER TR X A T AL S B Wi A2 ) o

# 3 mL {E LS (U HEE T 4 °C .4 000 r/min #.0
10 min, HH 0.85% A= #EL K PE 3 W5, HE T 3 mL
N T B (pH3.0, 3¢/l H HEH ) 1,37 CHi 5% 3 he

WA GB 4789.2—2022( & i & 4 H AR E B il
SR TR RO )T R AR AE 8 A T R T
PRl A S (3) AR
1.3.9  ZLER BRI 245 1400 2

¥ 200 WL YRS T MRS Ki g3 b A
R gp Sl B — MR Ryl B 1 37 CHE 5%
24 h J5 , R iERR R RO 290 7R P ELAR , AR i 2= iyl
() 7 32 0o LR R A T 2 PR R A TR 5
14 Bl b FES o Hr

AARIGEARFF SPSS 29.0 #4740 14347 , $d LA
TEEEAREZERIR . SRR R I 2 H1 Al Duncan
2 T AR IA) 25 57 1 35 1 (P<0.05) o

2 ER55MH
2.1 S RIAILT A v i 42 0% il
B AL BRI 3 R nE 1R,

A £
?: 10.0 § g
£ 73 e
E 50 ="
= 25
= 0 } : )
0 25 50 7.5 100 125 15.0
Fsf [] /min
B 10
¥,=6.541 86x10°%
8 R?=0.999 4
b=
< 6
= 4
i
=
2
0 )
0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5
e BE/(mmol/L)
C 1.5

[ 1,=9.212 67%105%
R2=0.999 4

WA (X 100)

0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5
e FE/(mmol/L)

AR E TSR B U bR 285 C. S bRl 2.
B 1 SEMNERERBIEE

Fig.1 Chromatogram of guanosine and inosine standards
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&1 AT, U ZEAS (335 25 1 T A AR B8 1) 1) Sy
12.255 min, SR EARTEY 13.894 min, DA E
(mmol/L) A AL , W TR R AR bR , 22 il Bm v i 2, WL
T AT B9 I FE 50 M v1=6.541 86x10°%, R?=0.999 4;
¥,=9.212 67x10%, R2=0.999 4, i {o 1% 2% {4 v LLH F L
RS I
2.2 R AT LR B 11 T

AAIGE N K TR D R 8 v 4y 5 2 FLRR T A
30 M, Hoh A 18 BRI B A R T ik 50% DAL .
PR L RN S 1 B R B D e 1 T

R1 ERNIEREEERELE

Table 1 Degradation of inosine and guanosine by strains

Wtkany  WHORIE IR/ % 55 Wik %%
XH-9 sk 75.33+1.78 79.33+2.05
XH-15 HuE 99.33+0.82 99.00+0.82
XH-16 HIES 99.33+0.82 98.33+1.70
XH-21 e 99.00+1.22 98.33+1.70
XH-23 3 88.33+7.36 91.00+6.48
TY-S8 K 99.33+0.82 99.33+0.94
TY-J1 N 99.00+1.22 96.67+3.40

M 1Al SR Tp I S R LR B R L A
B R R R SR F) 75% UL B TR b iR AUE
2 BRI MR B B s e ae 7). Horp XH-15 . XH-
16 XH-21 .XH-23 . TY-S8 Fl TY-J1 X ¥4 42 11 e fi
RYfgIk 85% VA L, Mita bk XH-15 F1 TY-S8 X A% 11 k%
fift I AT B 2 99% ., BLAb, IR ZE B B, XL EA
SR A& A B T B R R [ RE AT DA s S e 191 . g L
ANTR] B AR R A% SR , 264 XH-15 . XH-16 . XH-21,
XH-23 . TY-S8 Fll TY-J1 6 ¥R RRVEA TS S5
2.3 FLERHEAR IS

N[ LR TR S 58 48 R 36 2 T .

FH 2 2 AL, s v B 4 2545 2 1Y XH-15 .XH-16
HIXH-21 8RR 58 A (Levilactobacillus brevis) ,
UG Wbk XH-23 245 9 ZLAT & (Lactobacillus planta-
rum) , T K ¥ i 4 B A3 2 A TY-S8 FI TY-J1 BBk
IAEFUAF B (Lactobacillus plantarum ) o

®2 TEABRELESR

Table 2 Identification of selected lactic acid bacteria

WS > ElES F T
XH-15 J LT A Levilactobacillus brevis
XH-16 LT A Levilactobacillus brevis
XH-21 S LT Levilactobacillus brevis
XH-23 TP FUAT R Lactobacillus plantarum
TY-S8 LY/ ER AN Lactobacillus plantarum
TY-J1 FYIFLAT Lactobacillus plantarum

2.4 FLERTEXT XOD M w5 2k
ASTR)FLBR T R XOD rg il aE 77 4niE 2 fias .

251

20 iE

10F

5 -

0 ]

XH-15 XH-16 XH-21 XH-23 TY-S8 TY-J1
L3

2 AEZLEEHIT XOD KM g 71

Fig.2 Inhibitory capacity of different lactic acid bacteria strains

XOD il /%

on xanthine oxidase

P P 2 AT B e A5 B ) 6 B TR AR R X A A L
B U I AR BE 1, % XOD [ RE B A — & 4 kil 8
FHo Horp s FUAT B XH-21 Y FLAT  XH-
23 A T bR X XOD 91 1] 2 43 51 5 ik 21.35%
15.66% ; KE P RIPIFLIT 1 TY-S8 F1 TY-J1 %} XOD Y
IR E ik 16.73% F111.05% , 48 FLFTF i XH-15 Fl
XH-16 15 XOD #1 il Z& 41 %F 441K , 43 91~ 4.63% Al
8.54% . A UL, EARAN[RI R R N 259060 XOD 14 il %
PEAFFE2E 57 AR A — @ I GE J) o AR B AR X
XOD 461 7% M, fie A PR R = T 10% 1 B Rk ED
XH-21 . XH-23 . TY-S8 1 TY-J1 #4755 .
2.5 FLERH AT R E

LR o 2 am i M & i A AR ThRE e
ifif 5% B H R A . AR EH pH {H—MTE 2.0~4.0
JLFEIAR Ak . AS[R)FLBR R AT AR i 0 AN 3% 3 BT .

®3 AREIREKTEREES

Table 3 Acid tolerance of different lactic acid bacteria

X HRZH pH2.0 pH3.0 pH4.0

i WU g (CFUML)] TGS/ g (CFUML)] A6 %%  TEHEU g (CFUML)]  FE1E%%  THEU g (CFUmL)] £ %/%
XH-21 6.78+0.47 6.40+0.69 94.40 6.32+0.82 93.22 6.27+0.08 92.48
XH-23 6.56+0.81 6.28+0.94 95.73 6.36£1.10 96.95 6.03+0.61 91.92
TY-S8 9.43+0.47 9.14+0.20 96.92 9.31+0.51 98.73 9.30+0.28 98.62
TY-J1 8.32+0.98 7.82+0.73 93.99 8.10+0.26 97.36 8.08+0.82 97.12
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FH 2 3 AT, pH2.0 SR 7 — e PR B L amifl 17 iE
FER A BT B R RN R I TE 90.00% V) I, FL
rh R TP AR FLFT R TY-S8 BYAEIE 2R Al A 96.92%,
T TY -J1 735 AR, K 93.99% . pH {E K 2.0~
3.0 B, BRAEFLAT I XH-21 4b, HA 3 Bk B
% pH (AR RN, ¥ 2B _ETHE R BAFE RIS 95%
DL MR XH-21 BAETE 0% 2 93.22%., K111, 78
pH4.0 551F T, 4 BRPARRIE TR A 25 S BN R R T 1
B R XH-21 Fl XH-23 FE76 35 5% & 92.48%
1 91.92%, i K ALY ZLFF I TY-S8 F1 TY-J1 A7
T AN 40 B h 98.62% 1 97.12%., 454 T bk
X A% O R 22 6F XOD A FH LA K T R BE 7, Ks
KR FUAT R TY-S8 15 WA 0E B bk HEA 7 Sk
G307
2.6 HYIFLFFE TY-S8 Byt AR ERBE /1

FLIR DA B 7E W 18 v & 45 45 A= Ty g b s T L0t
RHER BT 320 . AP FLAT B TY-S8 Tif iR ER BE &l 3
B o

10+ T
T 1

-

—

I HAUlg(CFU/MmL)]
N

0 1 3 5
Hif ] /h

120

100 I~ —l_ o
L
80

60

i/

40

20

0 1 3 5
A ] /h

E 3 #EWILATE TY-S8 MAEZLAE S
Fig.3 Bile salt tolerance of Lactobacillus plantarum TY-S8

Hi 181 3 AT, AE W FLAT T TY -S8 7EIHER Wk i
3.0 /L WA FHEFR Lh J5 G % 9.21 1g(CFU/mL)
TFEZE 8.59 1g (CFU/mL) , MiAb¥H 3 h J5 1% A K &
9.06 lg (CFU/mL) A3 5 h J5l %K 8.88 1g (CFU/mL).
PRI R Ak JH G PR R A R LA — 7 s ), (LB R TY -
S8 TEA [F] 14 b BN [1] P A7 1% R 185 T 90% , Ak B

3 h G ERRAET R ATk 98%. £¢ b MM FLAT B TY-S8
XTREER HA — Wi 32 1
2.7 FEHWFLAFTE TY-S8 H il 1yt 7 ig

T2 4 2L B A T AL TE PR Y i 22
1, ARWFFE RN T R PR AR AR B I WA T A £
TGO, FEIFLATE TY-S8 X B W ik i 2 fie &l 4
FIi7R

S ol
: oor | L] [L] —
=] 1
=
]
= o
E
o ol
O — — J
0h  ATH®T3h AT 4h
120
9+
. I
&
fé‘ 60 F
%
30t
O J

0h  ALHHF3h ALBH P 4h

B4 #EYILATE TY-S8 X5 8 i %6t 51
Fig.4 Tolerance of Lactobacillus plantarum TY-S8 in artificial

gastrointestinal fluid

4l A LT B TY-S8 78 T b Ak
P 3 h S E T k5] 9.74 1g (CFU/mL) , HIEMRAETS
FA[IK 99% ; FE N T A3 4 h 516 AR T %
e HA AT K ] 8.08 1g (CFU/mL) , 1 KR AZ 16 F H
82%. Zi b AHYIFLAT A TY-S8 X} 1 il ¥4 B AT —
SET 32, AR IG5
2.8 HEYIFLATE TY-S8 b Kifit 2 hE

AR IEAE Y FUAT B TY-S8 1T DL AE 42 42 70 il P 4
ARG B R TT e T 2585 i . A FLAT 1A
TY-S8 X A[RIPLAE 2 AU HE W 4 iR .

x4 HEWIFE TY-S8 M AREHMEZHBRIE
Table 4 Sensitivity of Lactobacillus plantarum TY-S8 to different

antibiotics

YiE R AR T B A% /mm U
ZURVEAR 37.00+0.82 S
RIBEEHR 9.33+0.47 R
R 9.33+0.94 R
LR 39.00+0.82 S
Ao s 42.00+1.63 S
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R4 HEYIAFE TY-SS WARME R RME
Continue table 4 Sensitivity of Lactobacillus plantarum TY-S8 to

different antibiotics

PR AT I Bl B A2 /mm B
FlF 28.67+1.25 S
TR 26.67+0.47 R

BTN R 0.00+0.00 R
RKEER 19.00+0.82 S
PUFR R 28.00+0.82 S

TE S FR iU R FoR AU

FH e 4 TN, TY-S8 X 2 WU MK 218 2 LA M k78
A EL AT B i SR, TR P B AR I 7E 35.00 mm DA
L AR X RIAE S R K& R AU R A — 2 8
B, SR FRWEY R R HER TEHENR
PIVD AN HLAT U, o X SR v B LA B ik
T T e E A2 A 0.00 mm

3 it 54t

H AT, 2 W09 & B0 45 A B G i DR I I RE EL A 2%
FEAE ST A58 LA AR JUAL Gt K T R LA K i e e
R A IS A SRR AL, el L BB A v A%k R o A Y
FLER B HEA TR L AN S5, X S A e R A T 40T -

FIF HPLC ¥ N Fh & P £ i 2R 43 B9 21 18 £k
XA I A ] 3k 50% DL R FLRR T , 28 0 e % R
K i W) LA I (Lactobacillus plantarum ) TY -S8 H.
AU AE R R TR DI RE S AT I 25 AR R bE o BT 2 R R
TV 8P AR 0 I, T 2 R A X 1 A BRI R 2
I R fi 2R A T 35 99.33% , WAl AU R 1 T Lee 2508
BT T 4 5 2 B AR ) FLAT B MIM60389 , H Xt
U RS RAR 73% , 1 X5 55 1 B R R AU 82.1%;
AR, Kuo SFEIONGT W R A 9 ZLAT 2 D TSPOS il L-29 114
WA B 1 0B % B, TR bR TSPOS X LR 1 12 47 1) e
i RAK T 60%, 1M Ak L-29 [REMF KT 20%.
B Cao SO K TR W vh 43 B9 A5 B AL ) FLAF 1 Q7
X A% O R R 0T =3k 99.15% , (BATS A T AR 5%
I3 B AR I FLAT B TY-S8. ml WL, K& iy TY-
S8 Bk ELAT F U AR PR AR A5R

XOD S B AZ AR 5 2 1 PR il , -t 2 R R
Az SRR S BRI, TR I &, JE LT
B LB 1lac20 FY 15 R IR AU N S2 B 6T XOD HAT R
I B ARG PR IR 008 21.27% T 19.60% ; W
SELIP Y G v o B — R AR IR FLAE I NLO2, L4 i
WYX XOD BN HIRAE 28.18% VA I ASHHBIZH R
HH B 5 e 28 B il 2 b g3 B A5 2 — PR 2L AT
SLlac-18, HXJAZ 1T B S 0] Ik 97% LA b (H L4 i
NZSPIXT XOD A 2L Ry 49024, T AR 05 DK

H o B AR B A FLFT T TY-S8, Hx XOD fram il
H 16.73%, 3t /= T FLAF B SLlac-18, i#f — 25 E 30 1
PR TY-S8 A — 2 R IRIRIE T o

hy S B LR A T 1 W T P A IS T R R A AR DI RE
T 0 R R AR AR LT R A — T 2 .
ARG BT i AAT ) FLFF I TY-S8 7E48 pH2.0~4.0 2
PEZAT 3.0 /L IR S A KN T B il - b Bl
HAS W B R 3k 6.00 1g (CFU/mL) LA F, B AR A7 05
RIILE 80% LA Lo AETFARFRRGE ) —tk & BEFLAF A
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