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Abstract: This study aimed to screen lactic acid bacteria (LAB) with uric acid-regulating potential from the gut microbiota
of Trachemys scripta elegans and systematically evaluate their functional characteristics. The selective culture medium with
uric acid as the sole carbon and nitrogen source was established for primary screening, combined with in vitro uric acid

i EEE: 2025-04-01
EHELWB: BRaAHAFELET A (32300415) ;6308 KF X FAHE) L4 RRA (5202411607204 )
EEBE . 2B (2006-) , %, KA, FFAF 61 54 B FRIFA L AR, E-mail: 15549684792@163.com.
*BEEE: o3 (1998-) , %, MEH A, HFR T @) 44 7R A& 5 4] A, E-mail: bbgu040sp@163.com,,

iz AR (1998-) , B, MBI A, PR 6 5 i 7ok I & 5 #) B, E-mail: liuyuansen2 1 @bbgu.edu.cn.,


https://doi.org/10.13386/j.issn1002-0306.2025030414
https://doi.org/10.13386/j.issn1002-0306.2025030414
https://doi.org/10.13386/j.issn1002-0306.2025030414
mailto:15549684792@163.com
mailto:bbgu040sp@163.com
mailto:liuyuansen21@bbgu.edu.cn

<172 -

B Tl B

(UA) degradation activity test and xanthine oxidase (XOD) inhibition experiment for secondary screening. Finally, two
dominant strains were identified by 16S rDNA sequencing, and their functional characteristics were characterized. Results
demonstrated that strains Enterococcus hirae YL-3 and Enterococcus durans YL-8 exhibited UA degradation rates of
83.83% and 85.48%, respectively, along with XOD inhibition rates of 71.72% and 65.79%, indicating significant
hypouricemic potential. Additionally, strain YL-3 exhibited excellent fermentation and probiotic characteristics. In media
with 6% NaCl, it achieved an ODy, of 0.76, outperforming the blank group's 0.55 (P<0.05). It also showed a survival rate
of 75.46% under pH3.0 conditions and 99.53% in the presence of 0.3% bile salts; Its autoaggregation rate was 89.38%.
Strain YL-8 demonstrated strong antioxidant activity, with its fermentation supernatant achieving DPPH-, ABTS"-, and
‘OH scavenging rates of 60.22%, 93.66%, and 99.25%, respectively. In this study, LAB with high uric acid degradation
ability and xanthine oxidase activity were isolated from the intestine of Trachemys scripta elegans for the first time, which
provided theoretical basis for developing probiotic preparation to alleviate hyperuricemia.

Key words: Trachemys scripta elegans; lactic acid bacteria; uric acid degradation; xanthine oxidase; probiotic
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PRPR (Uric acid, UA) S AAAREERS A QIG] ) Fe 267
Yy, FEPLELL . Y R I SR S T T R R
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P R | JEAL WL AFE REA SRR K-, (H
FAERZ RS AN R ™, [HI, SRR L4
LR I PR IR YA 77125 8 M BT ST iAo

L8 & (Lactic acid bacteria, LAB) R H. 2 41
= BIWER/ N2 2072 500, IF OB A ERR A va LA
RIFPURAERNY ., B FRACEN 5 DL 718 R 4544
FYRISEN S AR, WFE R AR I FLIR B B AR REAS
Z 5 PRIGRESH: . TN RS S AL B E, DTS2/ =
JRERIMUAE . BAN, Lactobacillus fermentum JL-3 AJffi
=1 PR /IS BRUAL VS PRR REAR 31.3%", Lacticaseiba-
cillus paracasei JS-3 B 4w 35 I /b 15 FR 1% $9 505 2 {d PR
P & ik 49%, Ak, Zhao AFUT BT A BA, LAFID
il R4 4 AL i (Xanthine oxidase, XOD) A FE i
% tH B Limosilactobacillus fermentum NCU003018
AT PR R /)N BRML 1 PR PR K AR 30.77%. Tan 5™
LI ] XOD NFgbRitiist H 14 Weissella cibaria X1
T v PRER B ) £ PRERIEAIG 46.55% . iXLLRFFEEE IR
R, LAB 7 1= PRIR MUAE Fes XU T 8 536 97 7 10
HAWAERI N A

{BASE R 02, s 5 8 Sk IR i LR TR BB R
SRV B BB E R T, R AR e S, Li S5
MEKE i85 5 1 Lactobacillus aviarius CML180
T 38 S K i A A T IR 2D PR R AT AR R WA o AT 4]
RO RS ) I i Th iR 0 L. fermentum 2Y -
15 XPLH L BRE YRR AN 100%, XF 5514 AR5
H 98.60%. Fu ZERY PCREAT i IR IR IMUAE 193 5 iz b
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TN S it 2 R R A R REEATR  BRUMLPR B2 7K - o

HHT, A 2505 R0, & i it eg
T T 3 A 22 AR R R BR /K72, (H A X fa2is

1 38 B A= 0 04 PRI U 4 0 0 i AR DL GE . 4T H-fR
( Trachemys scripta elegans) Vi Shy BLIRN AZ ) Fp 231,
TR I RS I M v RE S5 AR ) B T T A AR A
Koo AUHATATE & BLEL BE G 25 B 2 AR 4T Hofa R
FRIEIKT-, 37 g TR v BeAE PRIA I 5 i &
PSS ERY, T U, ARFITIE B AR i 5 el
B ] e EAE LG BEIR IR NS T 00 TR . A
FEFLLIE AT AA I PR R 556 i ST gy AR i HEE N4 AU A it 1) 52
5y, ARG el Bralp i N A P D REFLIR N, T
i — A PPAS 25 AR e L PR R E D R R
ST L, NG R I K 2 4 | TR SR A R P V1Y o) e R
PRSARYE, [RIH A PRI MUAE 7R T SRR i B S AN
paaae
1 MR5RE
1.1 MRS5EE

LI H AR HJHTHE; MRS B85, MRS N7 i
HAEY AR BRIB sk, Brhr T A1uF)
B AR AL A HERE Srbral, B2 SRR
FIABRAS T Bk sepral, ILARBHEAE LG BR
O E] SRS . BEIERS Sprall, 22 sa kA bR
VA BRSF] B aR g 2 [CYL AR L 2,2"- R AL- AL (3-
L FEIR T BEMR k-6 1R ) — 7L (ABTS) . 1,1-— 38

Fe-2- =N IEME(DPPH) . HNERS S AL SrBral,
VRN A SR E]; IR S B Rtk

AW T RS

Biotek/Synergy H1 ZIIHERFHR Y SEEAEIX
A RIS F]; SI-CI-2FD M TAES  This B r stk
LA BRAS W SPX-250BSH- T 24 3% 3548 #id
By Al A PR F]; BSA223S T3 HTR
S FEEFIHIR AR AL AT BR A 7] IS-RSDA 15
AIERIRZAS RSB TFIRMNARAF
1.2 EWFEE
1.2.1 ARG5S = R4 PR IR B AR
1.2.1.1 BEPREREPR Y43 Fnsife B el
30 C MmIFRFA T YIAR F5 PR SR, Pk e At
1TSS . BT Hfa g R/ NG TG R AR BEER K wh g
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24 3~4 cm. ¥GHHIE P A BER KRG RE S 10%,
TSR EE A NI . RS, AR
P4 g T DY 25 W0 1 W Y50 S0 03 AT T L IR 158 A WHE — fitie 84
PR AR RS IR 3L (RIS 11 mmol/L), 7F
37 °C FH:3%E 36 ho WEIFARIC KA R AT HAE T
JEIFIE Bass B Rl B BT AR S BREBUbR IC PO PR ARz FR 22
MRS WA FRELF, F 37 °C 1537 36 h, PR
PR AP 2 MRS B FRILIEATHE— 20k . Bx

30% H K

1.2.1.2  BARREEMRIRBRAE SIIMIE Rt HH Ao IRk
b2 MRS AR FEEE T, 37 °C F43r0853% 24 h
1 48 h JE WAL TR 225550 . BEURTE 4 °C 4544
“F 8000 r/min #5.0> 10 min, WHEBEAYTRE, 7 1 mL
AEFEER R PRSP IR o B, B AR E E T 0.5 mL
2 mmol/L FRAR 1) I B B iR £k 22 i % (Phosphate-
Buffered Saline, PBS)H7, ¥ 37 °C. 220 r/min &4~
N 12 he RIWVESHRIE, RIVIRFE 4 °C 2514 T 8000
r/min #5010 min WEE S, SR PRIR G &
FE 510 nm ALK SE NS, UA B EFZ LR A3
i‘f’%::

i:iz xC,

. C 3R UA WREBE, pmol/L; A, %78 12 puL
PBS+8 uL_FIE+150 pL WK A, 27~ 20 uL PBS
+150 pLIZ W A, s 20 pL AR#ESH+150 L 0
Wi; C, /R 400 pmol/L UA ¥ IV &4 Tris-
HC1 2 . L A A GBRAN PR [R5 o
1.2.2 EERXT XOD ARl B 1% (v/v) 19 B k2
Fh 2 MRS WAKEEFR AL, T 37 C B3 36 ho &
of 3 AT, TR AE 4 °C 514 F 8000 r/min B5.0»
10 min, YA BEAARTTHE, A 1 mL A4 BEER K e 2
Wo Fk HIEWE, WA E ST 1 mL iy PBS(pH
7.0) ", 7 37 °C. 220 r/min 254 FWEE 48 h. i
BEWE, RN AE 4 C 44 F 8000 r/min B .0»
10 min, W5 FIE W T453 81 XOD #piliG . i
1R R R FR 1 BeH, 435904 S 4R 0 min A
10 min AT 293 nm JFEARANNE RGN, XOD /Yy
IR L R ARG

C(umol/L) =

2% (0, _ _ As_ASO
XODE‘JTfﬂﬁ?'Ji(/O)—(l A )XlOO

b b0

1 XOD FHI S5 1) J2 N AR FR

Table 1 Reaction system for detecting XOD inhibition rate
FERAAFR (L)
25 .
PBS(pH7) XOD  JIEEMSEE LWl RIS
Fedn 212 10 0 20 8
PR 2H 212 10 20 0 8
Z=HH 232 10 0 0 8

o A, T 10 min JEHE S/ FHPEZH Gl EERS 1)
B CE s Ay, ZE75 0 min BFAE S/ B A 2E B9 W2 ' 3 5
Ay FER 10 min B2 A G Ao %7~ 0 min B
25 LRI |
1.2.3 BEE[UYLE ORI FRAF I R RS A
TS, W INGS R P IR FE | min, fa FHZEHE
KR PRI T . N A T, £AFE 1 min, &
JHZEMRK eI TN JC/K S b i (o, £
FF 20 s, HZRMB/KpUEIHT . BJamndEadi 2
ge fRFEF 1 min J&, FAZRE/K IR 7B
e T GBCRATEL: 1000) INEE T E R SIS )
1.2.4 BE¥E 16S rDNA JERI 7 %58 AR R Ge K%
B AN DNA BT G P BRI B Ak 1) 3
EIZH DNA, JH-RFHANEE S 19 27 F(5-AGAGTTT
GATCCTGGCTCAG-3') 1 1492 R(5'-AAGGAGG
TGATCCAGCCGCA-3)¥H4 16S -DNAJTI ., P i
PR E R A T AR AT R W R T IIE
BE 5, Fl FH NCBI ¢ 3% )& ( https://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/) 1 1) BLAST B 7% %5 52 43 B RR PO, HLF
16S rDNA JFA 1422 5253 MT B AR R 93805 Z R, I
iz MEGA 11 #{HER RGBT
1.2.5 FLRRTR R BRI
1.2.5.1 FLER AR A= FAR LA E  FE R0 o
btz 1% (v/v) PERp R 22 MRS AR 37 3L, 78
0.2.4.6.8.10. 12 Fl 14 h BUEELE 600 nm AL
SGRE, LIREERPFLAR B Y MRS 5535584 25 A2 B
MRIGZER IR . IR R pH P14 MRS W4 $%
FEILAY pH, 2 - ih<k .
1.2.5.2 FLERPE M ERPEMIE B EBRIE 1% (v/v)
425 Fh B BERPTE 6% NaCl B9 MRS WA 5 3% Ky,
TE 37 °C FH5EFE 24 h, BUEAE 600 nm ARG EERT
SCEY LS 1 MRS WAREE SR 25 1, 438 B i TEER
PO T R R o
1.2.5.3 FLERFE N W AR IR TEI I 2 5 Bl AR %
1% (v/v) B3RP 42 A0 T HS A 150 mg/L /Y NaNO,
FYJ MRS PR 55 58 38, £8 37 °C K5 3% 24 h, BUEEAE
600 nm AL CHE . SZEELAZS 4 MRS A 57 3%
SHEZS L S3 0T E BRI RS BRER AT A2 B 1T o
1.2.6 FLFRFE 5 AR Ao
1.2.6.1 ZFLFREEMWERMHEAMIE B 1.0<10° CFU/mL
WAL B BR 500 L B2 Fh #] 1 mL MRS % A4 K5 77 3%
(pH3.0) 1, 37 °C B55EP¥, £ 0 h F1 3 h BUFE, >R A
FRERAT LI E G BB LAERIH LAY MRS #4
BRI B (pH6.5), oA H PR ZE R 55 T 1
TEHEETT o

F RIS R (%) = % x 100

o Cy FRREFE 3 h S RTEEL C, 28 0 h
PRVEEL
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1.2.6.2 ZLERE T AHEL A E B 1.0x10° CFU/
mL 7% 1k &7 B9 B Ak 500 pL #5234 JHEh & BN
0.3% 19 1 mL MRS M5 I, 37 C #7532,
TE 0 h il 3 h BURE, R AR RRRAN I ETE REL. L

TR N RUAEIEHE ST o

1.2.6.3 FLIREE A REMEMIE  BEEERLL 1% (v/v)
FOIERP R IE R 7E MRS 1537 3L7E 37 °C &0 F53%
24 h J&, 5000 r/min B.0> 10 min, & FFEWR, HA
JH PBS(pH7.2) ¥k 2 Ik, AT PBS k. H
PBS 2 MK AR 3£ 51 0.5(600 nm) Y G
FFIRE (3000 r/min) IR 10 s FRASRIMIAER . B
MW ST BNEE 2. 4 F1 6 h J5TE 600 nm 71 T
FEWSCE, 7 HHE N A, . A, Il As. FEERIYEH RE
Filad DA N AR

%%ﬁ%ﬁb—%%mo

o A, FOREE t h BT EEWRAIOGRE; A
71N B R BT G
1.2.7 FLIRPEHTEALIETE I E
1.2.7.1 FLIRPE & BZ VS WA B W & ORE Rk
LL 1% (v/v) IR EAZEART T MRS #5553, T 37 C
B 3% 24 h, #4140 3 s, L 10000 r/min 5.0
10 min, W 75 WAE N K& ¥ I 75 W (Fermentation
supernatant, FS) . PRMAUTIE FHAZBRER K PRI, &
B AEEELK D, IR AR B #E % ODg,=1.0,
V& > B R B ( Bacterial suspension, BS)?', FS I
BS APUEACIE S I A RF I TR
1.2.7.2 1,1- 2K 2B (DPPH) H HH 2R R is
PE ¥ 1 mL RN 1 mL DPPH %5%%(0.2 mmol/
L Jo/K 4B, Z ik N #ED'G R 30 min, 7€ 4 C 454
I~ 8000 r/min #.{» 10 min, W4 FiEH, 517 nm 4k
M S REAREP . 72 AR AFG 1 DPPH H 3%

DPPH [ 535 4 2 (%) = (1 _ A*A

)xlOO

K A, RARFERIEOGE, A ToRIMA LB
% DPPH [ H 3L NV WOGIRE, Ay s A%
AT PBS AU R MR A S ST G R
1.2.7.3 2,2-BRE-W(3-2, FLIE T HEME MR-6- i iR ) —
EER(ABTS) A FHIIEBRWGEME  EIIES ABTS %
W (7 mmol/L) FH i A7 2 #1145 Wk (2.45 mmol/L) 2 il
% ABTS 45U, fERDCEMF T H#E 12~16 h J5kt
RN ICK IR 0.7(734 nm) BIWGREE I
ABTS TAEW . ¥ 0.15 mL 15 %% 5 2 mL ABTS
TAERIRAT, FiEGESGER Y 6 min J&, £ 4 °C 514
“ 8000 r/min E.C> 10 min, W HIEW, 7E 734 nm &b
M e W EEERO . F2LL T ARG ABTS A Hh 5
&%%!

X Asam e
ABTS* B HATEBRE (%) = (1 — el )x 100

lank

AP Ample #6785 0.15 mL £ 51+2 mL ABTS
TAHER Ayjanie 285 FH IRYAFR A 221K i o
1.2.7.4 -OH H HILEHREM: 11 2 mL fFRIE R
JNA 1 mL B9 5 mmol/L FifR NV EREE R . 5 mmol/L 7K
WTR- 2 BEFE A 3 mmol/L H,0,. IREWITE 37 C
7K¥ 20 min Ji5, 76 4 °C. & 8000 r/min £5.0> 10 min,
W 195, A6 510 nm AL ERE . FRU R ARG
F-OH [ AL kR,

-OHH HHIEIFE IR (%) = (1 - %)x 100

K A) BARFESAMEICE; A, F~ H0,
VSR AR RSl KA RO G Ay FRANHE Sk 7]
PARFRAERARIR G
1.3 HIELE

FITAT 9206 BEAT = w7 RO R B S206, Bds L=
YR ST S 1~V P E AR HER 22 (SD) SR A2 B, i
JH IBM SPSS Statistics 26 X4 0 28 K7 2264 7
SIHT(ANOVA), LUTPALGeit2£3E X, Hodh P<0.05 #%
N EA G547 o i Origin 2024 #£172x
K, ASCE A [El—FEa bR AN R R R e B
S (P<0.05)

2 RS9

2.1 EMFRERPERRRE TR BERATFIE

2.1.1 BEIRFRERI B Agifl 7 AR FRAE A ME
— AR AN R e B R AL h, B gR I n] WA
TR I HAT B B aE A (] 1) . BV T8 B B
1375 B Pl 32 B AT AR AE R FH DR R A 7 2B R RN Rl 2
Hr A T RERRAE AT . 385 B BB 04 D/ INFIE T EE 2 Il
T ASFEI BT PRI R fr e 102, PR FRm6vE
e, 2L EAE G 8 MREGHY R ik
— WS, Fr A4 YL-1, YL-2, YL-3. YL-4,
YL-5. YL-6. YL-7 1 YL-8,

BT BRRRAE LD b E— ok SRR TR Ak B e i TR R

Fig.1 Degradation phenomenon of strains on a medium with

uric acid as the sole carbon and nitrogen source

2.1.2 BARRMIMESRIRBRAE ST TEAMFZE, ML B AR
iz 18 TR i 6 Y B TR RRTE 24 h(B] 2A) F1 48 h([&] 2B)
1% 5% J5 X PR 2 B I BE 1 AT T3Pl o 7E 24 h &%
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FJ5, YL-3. YL-5. YL-8 FHERF IR H - r R R,
A5 h 21.55%+0.23%., 21.39%+0.74% Fl 23.35%+
1.29%, b 35 i85 T A BRRR 19 B 32 (P<0.05) o It
AR, BIER YL-3. YL-8 7£48 h PN R R4 0, REAH %
SrHA 83.83%+2.54%F1 85.48%+4.64%, W = T
FAW R AR (P<0.05) o X UEL5 L3R HY, YL-3 il YL-
8 THARZFRIN I T IRFMIFEIRIZRE S . £ Wu 8519 1y
45 R, Lb. fermentum JS-3 7E 72 h B9 UA B R
H16.11%, FE Wu ZZEW IR, L. fermentum JL-
3 24 h (Y UA FEMEERH 40.90%., A SCHIRIFSE S
Z—3, AW YL-3 Fl YL-8 B R TER A 1Y
HF ] P SIS T 450 A PR 32, 3 nT R S5 4T Hfa il
R A B RN T T A W TR 2 AR B DT AR 30
BT BIRGEIR, e Ge BE BAT I S R PRI VS 11
PYEERR YL-3 F1 YL-8i4 T8 S 9T o

/

p v
Yy Y

K2 G A PRI AE ) BRI
Fig.2 Screening of strain in degrading UA
T (A)BIRRIEIR 24 h 519 UA FEAER; (B) WERIETR 48 h A
B UA B BRI 7 BER TR R Z A 22 5 A B3, T
S BCAN R R RRRAT A S5 22 5%, P<0.05,

2.2 EFkxt XOD KOIHIfER

XOD Z&Z 5/HE UA 77 A 10 Bl HAfiEfk
AL B RS IR B RN AR I UA AEHIPY . ARuIF5Ek
B, YL-3 Fl YL-8 BNt XOD 1tk BA il fE
JH, 1R 53 B A 71.72%+3.50% . 65.79%+2.46%,
S B 2 22 B (P>0.05) (] 3) . S48 P TR AR [H]
REIGETT52 22 5, AH R HRIROR 35w TS0k
iH A FLBR B RR , B 6 Limosilactobacillus fermen-
tum NCU003018(30.77%) "7,
(1 57.77%) " X Lactobacillus reuteri NCUF203.1
(40.46% )P, ASHIFFE i BHPHE X 551 KR4 T (g U o] 232

-

5
R\

A
YooY

Weissella cibaria X1

N 94.14%+4.09%, SR I WAL 20 A7 A b 25k
2253 (P<0.05), bkt T 5EM 4500 K 25207 fiff
FRLEH—E . VBT, LR R XOD #1iHi]
SOV ] BE S HA NI TE TE R ARG . B, BiEWh
A MRS (UNFLER . 418 W] Hi: T3 XOD i
PEOLE, X588 ERY 2 E5ie v & . LAk,
FL TR VAT B AR T LA 3E 3ok S b R AR T B I Ak T I R
XODMEARIZ IV 7= A 148 48U 25 1 1 H 3, TR IsH AR
FR W H R S A8 il L E AL S HL,O,, MTTRH
WTE P ST XOD 114 1E St 18 4507, 33 ] fgt
AT PR B IS W R B R4 XOD #HI/E H Y
R

100 |
80 -

60 -

40t

XODHIHH (%)

20

0

Wbkl

YL-3 YL-8
B3 kLI XOD BymHfEH

Fig.3 Inhibition rate of strain supernatant on XOD

TE: AR TR RRATAE .35 22 5%, P<0.05.

23 BE=ZREGHMRGLENSH
2 LY (A AR R PR (19 2 B BE 25 14 I AN [R] R FH

TOrHTERR 2 S R, JR TR e Th s
BOGER— R EEEERY . B YL AL R R, YL-3
(P 4A) FIl YL-8( & 4B) B BRI 5 55 (0, SR B H N
H2E [QRHPE T . PIRREETE & A ERAR, SO EEE IR
HEF, G iR, 776 LAB PURMRIEZSFR-E . #E—
i@k 16S rDNA HEKI A2 NCBI BLAST FEXT,
YL-3( &l 4C) F1 YL-8( &l 4D) 55 I Bk 4 )& ( Entero-
coccus sp. ) ELA S R AR, S e I FLIR
B8l : Enterococcus hirae YL-3 Fll Enterococcus durans
YL-8. HHI, 7EREIRIRFLIR E AT stk b, 5 WY
Bk Z A T TAEIZUAT (L. plantarum )40
B R FLFTFE (L. reuteri) P3>3 K FEZLFT B (L.
Sermentum) V7B DL K K G FL AT B ( Lactobacillus
gasseri) WV SERFR . AN S AT B 1538 H R Tl
YWerg Y E. hirae YL-3 Fll E. durans YL-8 WitfkECH ik
FFEIRIRVE T I ER A TRRR, #1098 T BEPRIRFLIR P 11
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