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W OEKRAETIT R RIN, k3 Sk (Lys-Ser-Pro-Leu-Tyr, KSPLY) fE457k & Wid k= 5545, FrHaeg
MmipE R ERE AN 2 H (Akkermansia muciniphila) 9% &, A T RIT A muciniphila 175 & W8 B I 3545 F 69
YR, AFRKAMES4 (LPS) %% Caco-2 i = B E AR5 mie AL, 231K A KB K& A.muciniphila. B
R Fe Rt = a8 mpe, AdEfemRifts? . CCK-8 AR K AL E PCREK, FmIEN . itk
Byi#x, KEBRF. ATHXEFA MAPK 2 5@% X4 & 90 mRNA A X T, 4R E2T5 LPS A4k,
% Amuciniphila & & # 10" #2 10° CFU/mL 8, Caco-2 28 i Muc2 mRNA é9 483t £ A T 2 F A &, 2 H e
16.75% #= 11.57%, TFF3 mRNA &9 48 3 & X & 5% 5| 3% Ao 12.38% A 9.71%; A.muciniphila m e & 2 5, 5
LPS 2848 tt, Caco-2 %8 2 Muc2 mRNA 49 48 3+ % ik & 3§ 4= 18.71%, TFF3 mRNA & 48 3f & ik 2 38 40 13.28%;
A.muciniphila = ZX# = 4% L- R % 288 (L-aspartic acid) . L-Z8 & B (L-histidine) . #7#8 (Citric acid) F= X &
B2 (Kynurenic acid) % 4 Caco-2 48 Muc2 mRNA #9483t & X 238 m 18.09%. 20.29%. 23.67%. 18.61%; #mji
TFF3 mRNA #9483t & £ 24 A £ 10.22%. 10.21%. 10.29%. 10.98%. 5 LPS A48k, A.muciniphila R 2 4@ fe.
REfe £ R A LG, Caco-2 @A X BF TNF-a. IL-18. IL-6 #= IL-8 mRNA #9tast 2 X 2 2 X T; @
faA2 B B ¥ Bax. Caspase-3. Caspase-8 ARALAT& & p2l 4= p27 mRNA #9403t & X & 2 F 4 1&; MAPK 125
W@ P = AKX B & G p38. INK. ERK mRNA #9483t X £ & & F T M. 42 EPTR, Amuciniphila T 8 i3 4m f0BE 7
E2RM 4, WH MAPK 12 5B 3680F, B AT MOMEF. KT RTA T E Amuciniphila 1575 &8 5 &5
1% P 694 R A i BAE AL SR A% T 2290 2k
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Mechanism of Akkermansia muciniphila in Ameliorating
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Abstract: Previous research found that Hericium erinaceus-derived peptide (Lys-Ser-Pro-Leu-Tyr, KSPLY) ameliorated
intestinal barrier injury and increased the abundance of the gut bacterium Akkermansia muciniphila. To investigate the role
of A.muciniphila in improving intestinal barrier damage, a barrier injury model was established using lipopolysaccharide

(LPS)-induced Caco-2 cells. The cells were treated with different concentrations of A.muciniphila, its cellular components,
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or its metabolic products. Untargeted metabolomics was employed to analyze metabolite profiles, cell viability was assessed
by the CCK-8 assay, and mRNA expression levels of mucin-related factors, inflammatory cytokines, apoptosis-related fac-
tors, and key MAPK signaling pathway proteins were measured using quantitative real-time PCR. Compared to the LPS
group, significant upregulation of Muc2 mRNA relative expression was observed by 16.75% and 11.57% after treatment
with A.muciniphila at 10’ and 10° CFU/mL, respectively, while TFF3 mRNA relative expression was increased by 12.38%
and 9.71%. Treatment with the A.muciniphila cell wall resulted in an 18.71% increase in Muc2 mRNA relative expression
and a 13.28% increase in TFF3 mRNA relative expression. The major metabolites of A.muciniphila—IL-aspartic acid, L-his-
tidine, citric acid, and kynurenic acid—were found to enhance Muc2 mRNA relative expression by 18.09%, 20.29%,
23.67%, and 18.61%, respectively, and TFF3 mRNA relative expression by 10.22%, 10.21%, 10.29%, and 10.98%. Fur-
thermore, the mRNA relative expression of pro-inflammatory cytokines (TNF-a, IL-1, IL-6, IL-8), pro-apoptotic factors
(Bax, Caspase-3, Caspase-8), pro-apoptotic proteins (p21, p27), and key MAPK pathway components (p38, JINK, ERK)
was significantly downregulated by A.muciniphila, its cell wall, and its key metabolites. In conclusion, 4.muciniphila and
its cell wall components and primary metabolites can alleviate intestinal barrier injury, likely by inhibiting the activation of
the MAPK signaling pathway. This study provides a theoretical basis for understanding the active substances and mecha-

nisms by which 4.muciniphila improves intestinal barrier damage.

T, % VERE AP S UG IE RS R E LRI - 225 -

Key words: Akkermansia muciniphila; cell wall; metabolites; intestinal barrier protection

RN (RS SR IR AN BT S Y S e N PSS 2 TN
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G ZE BT B (B AH DGR L 2HZ OB R A= e (AL 15
IE A LR Y, — B G BEREAZ A6, MU S5
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W2 NANAR ST 78 5 e, milgiE w
FEMYZH ) S DRI P G O E T . ey
faiE oA T el g AR B C B UE IS RENSE T S e 3 R
U HAE BAE ), B el ] 42 b g 5 iz 18 5T B T R
WE L5 1 ] 53, 2 B (A kkermansia muciniphila) , YER
—Fh EELEAE T N B2 A 2 TGP, BRI
1 EACEHE R e DI REMIEAE LR AL, BN “ TR —
AR AR e =T, BRI, A.muciniphila 7]
i It 2 A HLHIE P T 5 8 G 5 A B R e R
T, Bl an b Y8 B 4% % 28R 1 (U Occludin, Claudin-
1. ZO-1) Y33k, FEAERSNS2 56 Th il F2 i 2 ¥ LPS
17551 Caco-2 ZHLES BE AL BH T BV didr iy bt fe
Yige, —y EAVHEE AVE N ERRTER, O3 — Ty i LEER]
TSR A i 43 9 5 2 F (Ul Muae2) FJE =19 R (4n
TFF3), B INFER R BED; PR s I iy, RN K%
IR 5 4l PR 77K - (i TL-6, TNF-a) , B4 HMHT 4 A
540 IL-10), FFPp iR 98 T P 720k JE ok e Al
Ta A a) S A= ) o T

Wik 3% ( Hericium erinaceus) , YE R —FMESL 24
BWHER, &5 2SI, R w2
GPEVRTT . BUR BB AR RN AR R,
HAREUY b T REZ KX HziE Bt ket 2L W28 AR
VEF o Mk 2 Z2 Ik HEPH-A AT 4] LPS 3% 5w

2 M AR AR PR TL-6 19 43 WA I AR HE I 4R R+ 1L-
10 19 8 T U305 AR 2RO 2H i 301 ) 25 2R A5 40 Sk 4 Ik
KSPLY (&2 MR 7%~ Lys-Ser-Pro-Leu-Tyr) Y E
TS EL A RS S N 2, IS REA RUE R /N IE
Wit , 1 b YE B % 3% 3 8 1 (ZO-1. Claudin-1,
Occludin) {9315 W 2E 5 i Bh IR+ B D REF e 12k
PEPRZ N BT R B, KSPLY G514
i Bt R i [, AERERA B T A.muciniphila 5
PP AE . I HEI KSPLY A4 5% Bt P28 ny v]
BES HAEPE A.muciniphila 55 VIAHE

BRI, Mk #t 22 ARSI A.muciniphila =EJE L
AR 5 W iE B BTG R R AR I PERE ISR, i )2
A.muciniphila W72EAY5 2 1718 5B A0 BAT RAR
KRHEATMATERE . HEARRKER, 4.muciniphila
RAFNE I BARY) TR S8 B B A . BRTACZH S, i 2 HE
AR AN, R U IR A R R AR
FHICHLHIWT T J7 T, 22245006 A 2R R (MAPK) il
BRI ANMEEESE . PR SAE SN N B e e
FIRIIZ AT T U, LPS iS008 L 7 ek
1058 1R MAPK 38 B 00 58 800, A 20 b 2l 25
A O S R R 2O R ZE A

SR, HETRT A.muciniphila J2&55 6818 i & 3
MAPK 155510 A 4E 4717 108 5 b 1 Bk = H IR o
K, SRR AERTTE A.muciniphila 752 1718 5 K
Pirh e EEVE R L A R08ST S BT P, IR AR
AL R A Sk 22 BB 3L T A.muciniphila 5
g HOBE B AR P A R 3, AP R LPS W55 19
Caco-2 4 o it e i A5 455 78, 43 51 FHAS [R] Mk BE 1) AL
muciniphila WG . B ACLH 53 M SR i = A T4k
B, WA R GEAGIN A IS T . AR Muc2 MY
Bl TFF3 mY3R3k . IR T-AESCHE R . RIEEF7K
SELA K. MAPK {553 BE G FE R 1) mRNA FRik &
G2 EmIEHR, BAETN A muciniphila 11538 BB
ESZAEH, AT 2P VE I BAR Y 0T, 9120487
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ARV, S e Ak 26 Z2 Ik KSPLY fEFIA5
TR R PR A 0 B OGS S SRR, S R BT
A.muciniphila R 5 L5310 17 18 5t B L 4P SR g 24
E P EEA
1 #MRI5RE
L1 #HR5EE

Caco-2 4ijis I W B AYEARA RAF; I
ZHH(LPS) . #ElE. TTHETCm/K b RE=AEY
BHEABRATF] L- KRR . L-2HEMR . RIRIR . #7115
fig bV e R A IR Bl 5 Akkermansia
muciniphila ] ZRAA A YIEFREEC O BG4 LTS
(FBS) IS AEYIRHHARA R R 555
R, 0.25% BRAEIH AL 5 E Gibico 2 Fl; CCK-
8ilifl&a  HIEE = KARAF; BHE LI g
SPMR . BHE LI ERAIFEFREL . 2.5 L IRES A &
A Y B A BR A ] Trizol 32 [E Thermo
Fisher /v H]; @07 . FABE. 75% W9k FE2i4EHfb

ARG R 5 10088 536000 | 2O E RG] P At
WMEZE LR MR R A 7 PCR 50T g

AR AE R FH]

SpectrumMax M2e ZIHERFFMY  SE[E Molec-
ular Devices 2Y H]; Axio Vert. Al 3] & =0 B i%sE 14
ZEISS /A ); Nano Drop Lite #2246
it 3&[E Thermo Fisher 2\ 7); Biometra TAvanced
96SG B PCR ¥ fE[E AnaLytikjena 2\ &]; 7500
PCR SERTZEGEH PCR 1L 32[E AppLied Biosys-
tems 2y H]; XD 30 FI BN RS  JL5T Precise {44%
A BR2sFl; CL2IR i i &5 U R &L 3£
Thermo Scientific 2% 7]; JTY92-IT 40 gl ip4X Tk
B BRATE .
1.2 EWHE
1.2.1 B SN AR e <y
1.2.1.1 BG4S =% Yilmaz 55" 19757k
FHAEE B, il & A.muciniphila W5 20, ¥ A.muci-
niphila R B FHE LI RAR B IR 38 I, 7RIS TAE
Ui 37 °C N HEFE 48 h, IREEFRAE, 5.0 10 min(4
°C, 5000 r/min), 525 FVE W, PRULTE G K R
JEFRE L, BE FRAETE 3 K, ISR Y. B
PR A S L AT DMEM 41 g 335 32 360 T
¥15), BT 4 C I T Ia S 4t S50 .
1.2.1.2 CCK-8 JEK I B X 4H Mo ih e p e =%
Su 25U [y IR SRS o, R R Al AR K & 80%~
90% B, FH PBS yE L IHEF 32Uk, B IR, M1 3%
IMH A 2 mL JFEREE, BCA 353756 H iH 1k 3~5 min,
WHALLE RS, M IR MLP A 4 mL 58 2B 320K,
AR FTH AN 7%, SR AN 2 15 mL 208,
1000 r/min B5.0> 3 min, B 45K E, FF Ll nA
1 mL B3R S 2 At i, il B R AR B - K% Caco-
2 ML 1x10* ~/mL (%5 BE R F 96 LAk, 45

FLADA 100 uL A8, T 37 °C. 5% CO, ¥5 344
FEEFE 24 he FERIHIEFREL, HIE PBS E¥E 3 K.
e TR S 10° CFU/mL(H 2H) . 107 CFU/mL
(M £H) F1 10° CFU/mL(L ) WY A.muciniphila T8
1538 24 h, MEFLFINA 10 pL B9 CCK-8 &5, B
JET ARG IEAA PR FE, 1 h 5 I5E 450 nm  F B9G
Bz ARPEA TGS 2R

SEG4HODAE — =¥ 410D

X R ODME - % [ 4HODIE
1.2.1.3 B 5 40 Mg 55 3% % Caco-2 41 ig LU
1x10° 4~/mL 1% BEERP T 6 LAk, B:FLI0 2 mL
MM, 37 °C. 5% CO, FiFeffirh 3% 24 he 772
IHEG 323, IR PBS 1E VAN 2 ¥R, B ARk B2 1Y)
A.muciniphila ZHE S MMIIEFR . 78 37 °C 5% CO,
¥EFAE PSR 24 h )5, JH PBS R 3 Wk, WAL,
JHTHEH RNA o S50 AR BRAY AN A E S 2s 2
(CK 4), =2 Xar L2 09 7 A 1 pg/mL 1)
LPS XTAHAALFE 4 h FEAAIZH (LPS 4H), 48 3 4>
(L)

1.2.1.4 A. muciniphila B %} Caco-2 4l g 533 55 H .
NMVA TS . AU RIA T . MAPK GBS AUSE IR SR
FHSCZET DG 7 PCR A&l Muc2. TFF3., Bax. Bcel-
2. Bcel-w. Caspase-3. Caspase-8. p21. p27. TNF-a.
IL-6. IL-8, IL-10, IL-14, p38. JNK. ERK mRNA
HIZIRIKOF, TiAE 1.2.4 AI UL,

1.2.2 HARLHST%F Caco-2 HHMIAIFENE

1.2.2.1 dufigRER& S XA (Hl&S k.
15 F2 U 1Y) A.muciniphila %5 0> 10 min(4 °C, 5000 r/
min), #&)J5 H 10 mmol/L BifR — S AP A B2 Ve,
{HREYCHR ISR 1 g/L. i AN MU RS TS
e, AB P AR 45 IR S 2500 10 min(4 °C, 3000xg), B
B 20 min(4 °C, 13000xg), PTTE BRI A 41 iy
RESEIY) o

1.2.22 NFEYHIFE SHXIHPY & 7772
B 15 FRUT I A.muciniphila 75 4 °C. 5000 r/min &1
T ESC 10 min, A B AKDLTE FIN A TMS B (H
0.02 mol/L Ay & 1k £, 0.01 mol/L By Tris-HCI,
0.5 mol/L M BEFH4H i TR & W) B U E R
30 mg/mL, INAEHBEI7E 37 °C THFH 3 h, 25
JEELL 10 min(4 °C, 3000xg) YLIE BRI ML PN 2542 .
1.2.2.3  BERLHSPXHAIMEAIEEN K Caco-2 4L
1x10° 4~/mL Y85 BE Rz R T 6 FLAR P, AL 2 mL
AMIEA, 37 °C . 5% CO, IEFRF PR 24 he F3:
IHEE IR 5L, AR PBS i BE4HAE 3 ¥, ¥ 100 pmol/L
PRI A TR 4 53 5 AR e s 3% . 7E 37 €. 5% CO,
BioRAf b5 gE 24 h )5, JH PBS W%k 3 IR, WAE4H i,
JHTHEIC RNA . S50 RS BRAY AN 2= 2
(CK £1), {XJH LPS &b B {7 41 ffg 7 A A4 21 (LPS
), F34H 3 ~EE L),

LA H (%) =
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1.2.2.4 BEALH S *T Caco-2 44036 14 . 4H iS4
To. AR iA T . MAPK GBS 52 RS2
P2 GE R PCR A Muc2., TFF3, Bax. Bcl-2. Bel-
w. Caspase-3. Caspase-8. p21. p27. TNF-a. IL-6.
IL-8. IL-10., IL-1p. p38. INK. ERK mRNA FYy3ik
IR, FTIRTE 1.2.4 AL,

1.2.3 EACET=8r%t Caco-2 4iAYHEMH

1.2.3.1 ARHTF=IZRBON AT 58 FEIFRIT1Y
A.muciniphila WWIR~1 )5, BL 10 mL B R, &0
10 min(4 °C, 3000 r/min) . BT L3, A& %
15 min, & T80 C LifF, HiREMELEEAE & b
7. T rKE 2% E LU R BRSO BRA
FHEA TR M AR R, X A = S S R
L- KA R (Asp) . L-2HE R (His) . 7R (CA) FlI
RIRIR (KA Ry FEZARE ™

1.2.3.2 AR =3 U AE TG 52 o Caco-2
AL 1x10* A~/mL %25 HF T 96 FLAk b, F3fL
JIA 100 pL 4AEER, F 37 °C. 5% CO, {5354
¥EFE 24 h, FRIHEEFREAL, AT PBS 1 6E 3 . ¥
A IMIEFIXF LAY DMEM 353800 A S 14 2H 41 i,
4 100 pmol/L A= #yhn Al b b7 8535 3%
F% 24 h J5, W 3w A 20 L MTT, K J5 X
AFEFRFEHREFE, 4 h JFIA 150 uL DMSO Fil %
490 nm R YGRS . ARYE 1.2.1.2 =0 HE 4 i
Ve

1.2.3.3 ARIGHF=PXaniEiysZm K Caco-2 4UILL
1x10° ~/mL 1% BEEFP T 6 FLAR , Bl 2 mL
AIMLEI, 37 °C. 5% CO, FFEF 1 57; BRI,
HEEMME . S HRE IR, AR PBS iR 4N M
2 ¥R, ¥ 100 pmol/L AL 4 FH DMEM 3% fitl 1% 5% 3%
WS AdIEh . 78 37 °C. 5% CO, ¥i3#ffi iy
FE 24 hJ5, FH PBS &t 3 Wk, IEE4n i, A THREL
RNA. SZEG AR B AR E R 25 L (CK 1),
A LPS Ab 3 % 4H A S ASE RY2H (LPS 2H) , B:4H
3AEE L)

1.2.3.4 BEACIH= X Caco-2 4HJifd 43 WA%E I . 41
PHT . M3 K T . MAPK GEBRAOSE MR SRS
B 2% Y6 a2 B PCR 9] Muc2. TFF3. Bax. Bcl-2.
Bcl-w. Caspase-3. Caspase-8. p21. p27. TNF-a. IL-
6. IL-8. IL-10. IL-18. p38. INK. ERK mRNA HJF
IRIKAE, FIRAE 1.2.4 Al 0L,

1.2.4 4 RNA $EFIYATZE6E T PCR 404
1.2.4.1 RO RNA R EFFRFE & H i 4i i,
JHHIS PBS W VE, LA 1 mL Trizol #471H 1k . 245
J&, BHEW A 1.5 mL Ep B, S=IR&EE 5 min, 3
1T RNA 28, [ TG B8 i A 200 pL 54477,
B, MIZIRE RO 15 s, iR E 2~
3 min; 7E 4 °C 514 F, 12000xg B.0> 15 min Ji7, £
i B3 2R s W b i VR RS ZE R ) JC il SO A

A _E VS I 500 pL SN EE, BiMdRY; 4 °C iE
B 10 min, PEHF LRSS, 76 4 °C Z51FF, 12000=g &
L 10 ming IR B WAG K b WO H TR, %2
1:1 AU EE BN 75% B 2B, IREIR SRR 4 °C.
8000xg ZI.0> 5 min. BS/E5R IR LIEW, KT
5~10 min; HX 20 pL A9 JC B JC M 7K %5 fi# RNA; 55~
60 °C £J&8¥ 10 min, &JE AL G X RNA M X
4l A TN AE o

1.2.4.2 SERZOGER PCR - #R4E Taq Pro Universal
SYBR qPCR Master Mix 5] &2 #E 47 #:1E . qPCR
PRAEMAR R SRR 20 pL, 4% : 2 ul cDNA,
0.4 pL Primer 1, 0.4 uL Primer 2, 7.2 nLL ddH,O, 10 pL
2x Taq Pro Universal SYBR qPCR Master. 5|#))F
HER 1 .

# 1 SLHIPEIEE I PCR 5975

Table 1 Real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR
primer sequence
H 3L A SI#IF31(5-37)
F: AGGTCGGTGTGAACGGATTTG
GAPDH R TGTAGACCATGTAGTTGAGGTCA
F: GCCTTCCAAGCCATCGTCCAC
Muc2 R: CAGTCGCACAGCCACCAAGTC
F: CTGGTCCTGGCCTTGCTGTC
TFFs R: CGCAGTCCACCCTGTCCTTG
F: GATGCGTCCACCAAGAAGCTGAG
Bax R: CACGGCGGCAATCATCCTCTG
F: TACGAGTGGGATGCGGGAGATG
Bel-2 R: CCGGGCTGGGAGGAGAAGATG
F: GCTGACCCGCTGCACCAAG
Belw R: TGAGCCGCCAGATCAGAGAAGG
F: GTGGAGGCCGACTTCTTGTATGC
Caspase-3 B TGGCACAAAGCGACTGGATGAAC
F: CTTTGACCACGACCTTTGAAGAGC
Caspase-8 . AGAGGATACAGCAGATGAAGCAGTC
F: CTCTCCCGAAAAGCAGTCCC
p2l R: GCGAGAACGAGCCAACCTT
F: CAGCACATGACGGAGGTTGT
p27 R: TCATCCAAATACTCCACACGC
F: CCCTCACACTCAGATCATCTTCT
INF-a R: GCTACGACGTGGGCTACAG
F: CAGTCGCACAGCCACCAAGTC
IL-6 R: GTTCTGAAGAGGTGAGTGGCTGTC
F: GGACCACACTGCGCCAACAC
-8 R: CCCTCTGCACCCAGTTTTCCTTG
F: GCCAAGCCTTGTCTGAGATGATCC
1L-10 R: GCCTTGATGTCTGGGTCTTGGTTC
F: GACCTGGACCTCTGCCCTCTG
1L-1p R: GCCTGCCTGAAGCCCTTGC
F: GTGCCCGAGCGTTACCAGAAC
p38 R: GGAGAGCTTCTTCACTGCCACAC
F: ACTACAGAGCACCCGAGGTCATC
INK R: TTTCTCCCATGATGCACCCAACTG
rk F: TCGCCGAAGCACCATTCAAGTTC

R: TCCTGGCTGGAATCTAGCAGTCTC
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1.3 HELIE
JITA S T A &/ =R, B DA bR i 22

FoR o HAIA SPSS 27.0 B f4am ik B K 2 5 22 43 M
(ANOVA) HATHEAE ST, 24 P<0.05 B, Z2F A 501t
2475 X . JH GraphPad Prism 8.3.0 X0 #TEiEVERE .
2 HBRE5ESH
2.1  A.muciniphila HX} Caco-2 4HREHIZN
2.1.1 A.muciniphila % %} Caco-2 4 )i 7% £ 49 52 i

wmE 1 TR, 5 CK 404k, LPS AhFE 5 401
I T RE(P<0.05), IIA A.muciniphila J5i, Caco-2
WM, 5 LPS ZHAHLE, H 4680 L 2H 400735 855
B EFFT 12.20%. 9.79%, {05 LPS A2 [l H i
FEMEEF M ARE EHT 16.91%(P<0.05), K]
A.muciniphila *} Caco-2 4l JCREFVEH, BEWE K E
AT, S X BHPY ST A SRAR L

ab a
§ |
LPS H M
PR S|
Kl 1 A.muciniphila TX} Caco-2 4HAE TS M AFZ
Fig.1 Effect of A.muciniphila on Caco-2 cell activity

7 H 414 108 CFU/mL; M 41K 107 CFU/mL; L 41k 10° CFU/
mL; RNRIFRHCER BE 2R (P<0.05), K 2~F 14 [F],

150

—_

(=

S
1

AT (%)

L

CK

2.1.2  A.muciniphila 7 X1 40 g 53 3 Muc2 1 TFF3

FUSZI Muc2 F1 TFF3 FE M E R L BB R 7, 8B
15 BRIz IE NS, B s T S i B A ) AR T E
T, HEFF 78 AR AT . ARYE R 1 By gh SR et A,
A.muciniphila 5 LPS IR E5FEXT 48 To8E FAEH .
M T 53 KT A.muciniphila W& ZAE S 40855206 119
Muc2 Fl TFF3 Z [8] & &, ) & 45 41 40 2 Muc2 0
TFF3 ) mRNA X} Rk . BIFE 2A 15545
B, 5 CK 44 kb, LPS 55 Caco-2 4l ifd 43
Y] Muc2 mRNA FH X} 35 & 8 2k /> (P<0.05) , [¥
8T 15.22%; 5 LPS 4iAH L, H 41 Muc2 mRNA [
FHXTFRIAETC WA AR b, BT 7.64%, M ZHFN L 2H
WE TR S BT T 16.75% F1 11.57%. K 2B /Y
SR Bon, 5 CK 444H kb, LPS 4bF] J5 Caco-
2 40 il TFF3 mRNA B9 AH XF 3 35 & 8 35 1 B (P<
0.05), FRET 9.97%; 5 LPS 4HAHEL, H 4H . M ZH A0
L ZH 40 e TFF3 mRNA AUAHXT Rk F ¥ 82 L F
(P<0.05), 533 EFFT 7.34%. 12.38%. 9.71%.
ELA 5T R, LPS 55 Caco-2 4l Bk
AT M, DY IR AN E] B 12, I 404y
W Muc2, ¢ 58 i 18 e f 227221 X BH B B 5T kR
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Fig.2 Effect of A.muciniphila on Muc2 and TFF3 secretion
by Caco-2 cells
{E: (A)Muc2 mRNA ik (B)TFF3 mRNA Axf ik

A.muciniphila ¥4I K& EBE ORI E, BEWHiE
BB dbifh o ARSI oK, 107, 10° CFU/mL 4.
muciniphila B35 H1 Muc2 #1 TFF3 mRNA AHX%f 2
ki, 108 CFU/mML A.muciniphila B30T TFF3
mRNA AHX}RIA &, W57 415, P47 1 18 57 B,
VLA A.muciniphila X LPS 355 1k bl 19 1 18 58 B
WA IS E A, (B V5 AT BB AR5 AR G 3R
2.1.3  A.muciniphila T %} Caco-2 4 Jifd ¥4 T B4 52 i)
K TR 5T A.muciniphila T} Caco-2 40 IH T/
SZ R, KR TR P8 7= K F (Bax . Caspase-3 ., Caspase-
8) MRTHT-FE I p21. p27. PLIAT-H T Bel-w mRNA
AR RN = . B 3A FUEE RN, 5 CK 404 L,
LPS AP 40 Bax mRNA FIAHX FRIAE B3 T+
(P<0.05); 5 LPS £HAHEL, M ZHF1 L 4HAY Bax mRNA
FRIAH R ek i B AR (P<0.05), H ZH TG i 322
5o B 3B 4R E/R, 5 CK ddAHLEk, LPS #5540
MBI T F Bel-w mRNA BIAER 31k i 2 0%
(P<0.05); 5 LPS ZiAHLL, H 41 M ZHF1 L 411 Bel-
w mRNA X FRik 8w % L FH(P<0.05) ., & 3C
FE 3D &2 ¥4 1= Kl F Caspase-3 Fll Caspase-8 1%
mRNA YAEXf AR, 45 ] RS CK 4HAHLE, LPS
& 408 Caspase-3 Fll Caspase-8 [ mRNA [
FHXF iR 7 (P<0.05); 5 LPS 4HAHLL, H4H . M 41,
L 20114 Caspase-3 mRNA Fl Caspase-8 mRNA [1J £
Xof ek i AR (P<0.05) . & 3E. & 3F {24
THEE T p21., p27 mRNA HIFHRT A5, 458 0
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Fig.3 Effect of A.muciniphila on apoptosis gene mRNA levels in Caco-2 cells
#: (A)Bax mRNA FAX} 15 &; (B)Bel-w mRNA FX} 31k &; (C)Caspase-3 mRNA AHXf £ 5 &; (D)Caspase-8 mRNA AHX} 35

i (E)p21 mRNA AXFRIAEE; (F)p27 mRNA FHXS ikt .

N, 5 CK ZHAR L, LPS ACFR/F4HHE p21. p27 mRNA
B AR T 20k B W 3 G i (P<0.05) 5 5 LPS AR Lk,
HH . M4 L4 p21. p27 mRNA B AH XT3
IS HL N EREIR(P<0.05) .

BT REL, LPS A ST+ (Bax . Cas-
pase-3. Caspase-8) Fik i W NP, i ZLAF P
N Y4 Caspase-3 Fll Caspase-8 F ik, il Caco-2 4
LA T 25 Ak B ZE AT IGE R U Bax/Bel-2 ik, $
1o AR AT R AR A R o, 107, 10° CFU/
mL A.muciniphila 353571 Bel-w mRNA BYAH XT3
ik &, BEK Bax. Caspase-3. Caspase-8. p21 Fll p27
mRNA FIAIXS ek, 10° CFU/mL A.muciniphila .
F XN Bel-w mRNA B FEXT R B &, 987> Caspase-
3. p21 F1 p27 mRNA FJAHXT 3R ik &=, 9870 4 f J4
Too LEAASAIMIHT A5, ST bRl siOf iy
FEEAN—2K, A.muciniphila T4 B 5 5977 184 881 ¢
&, Liu 582 (e R AL 25 51, nl g2 i T7E
EZEEE R, A.muciniphila 75 BETE 3 R A4 7K
S B XTSRS A 2 N, I S XK A
GRS SR s ke AR HA IR
2.1.4 A.muciniphila TEX} Caco-2 4HL453-30% A4 41 it K]
Frusgm B KT R UG IE 5 a2 2 5L
fE 9 PRk i b S5 10, Pk ATk i 25 IR,
PN 51 g 1 R AE PO Sy i — 2B W SE A.mucini-
phila X738 5 B AR, X AH 6 R ek b TG
., ARPEE 4 g ]l A, 5 CK 4AHLL, LPS
55 Caco-2 Z4ii/fd TNF-ao mRNA .| IL-18 mRNA | IL-
6 mRNA. IL-8 mRNA WXk W3 F A, IL-
10 mRNA FAFHXT 385 W25 T [, o M ZH 480
TNF-o mRNA fYAHXTFRA &= W LT H. L 4H(P<

0.05); 5 LPS ¢HAHEL, H Z4H . M ZHA0 L H 40 g TNF-
o mRNA | IL-18 mRNA . IL-6 mRNA HJFAX]F2 155
W2 R, M ZHAT L ZH400 TL-8 mRNA AIFHXT A
W E TR, H4H . M 401 L ZH40/f9 IL-10 mRNA
FIFEXT ik B I 2 - (P<0.05) . A.muciniphila i@
SERG AN R e R A A i, P53 e 5

E 7, (R IR S IPTR B F, IR0 1] EQPRR e 4l

M5 A RAIE B AN, IOME & 2T

PRI 25 B 8 7R A.muciniphila G823 TNF-o 512 /Y
FEAVERAERT, 108, 107, 10° CFU/mL A.muciniphila

HE ML 3 AR TNF-a. IL-18. IL-6 Fl IL-8 mRNA K9
FAXF ek, WA IL-10 mRNA AIAEXT Fik &,
Vi B A.muciniphila W] D38 i3 30§ 42 28 7 7= A=,
PEFEPT AR N7 7= A4, IR N 90, 16 2 im1E 5 i

5.

2.1.5 A.muciniphila T8 %} Caco-2 4l )y 7 MAPK i
BEIISEZI MAPK 5538 B AR Ui S M5 5 DA FR 1T

&5 = AMAZ PIES, SANIIGsE . T SRR 3%

JRA S EE ERK., p38 Al INK =5 518
IE4H AR, B MAPK 38 R 32 A0 =25 (s A

UM T A B E L A AE B, AR

Kl SA BILGESR AT, 5 CK BAHLE, LPS 2H Caco-2 4
MY p38 mRNA FYAHXTFRIE & 2 7+ (P<0.05); 5§

LPS ZHAHEL, H 20 . M 20F0 L ZH 41 ifd p38 mRNA 119
FEXF A W FRE(P<0.05), S35 FRET 14.18%.

16.49%. 14.78%. & 5B 4R ~, 5 CK 4iA b
%5, LPS 4bFRfE INK mRNA AHX A8 B Tt

(P<0.05), EFFT 7.2%; 5 LPS4HAHLL, HZH . M
ZH . L 448l INK mRNA fYAHXT ik W T

(P<0.05), 535 FFET 7.80%. 9.69%. 9.64%. M
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Fig.4 Effect of A.muciniphila on mRNA levels of cytokines secreted by Caco-2 cells
{E: (A)TNF-o mRNA #XF 2585 (B)IL-15 mRNA MIXf ik (C)IL-6 mRNA AR ik dE; (D)IL-10 mRNA X%k 4E; (E)

IL-8 mRNA X ki,
A 1.549

i
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p38 mRNAHX
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Fig.5 Effect of A.muciniphila on MAPK pathway
in Caco-2 cells

7:: (A)p38 mRNA AHXf# ik ; (B)INK mRNA FHX} ik ig;

(C)ERK mRNA XA+,

&l 5C mgh AT, 5 CK 4AHE, LPS 4bFi S ERK
mRNA FYAEXS R E R E BT T 17.1%(P<0.05);
5 LPS ¢HAHLE, H 2. M 40 R L 2418 ERK mRNA
AOAXT R B 3 FRR(P<0.05), 535 FRE T 16.92%.
24.29%. 19.92%,
Zhu 22050 GF5Y & IR, LPS B EAT5E 7 18 s 52

i, fEUE p38 MAPK Fl INK B2k, 11 % FLAT 5 W)
il p38 MAPK FI1 INK #fR A, &5 245 iz iE 5w
%, Casula ZEPY WF58 & BB ZLAT B AT B LA
VAT p38 ik, M NAIEEIEN:, DI EEIEEEA
Fik o AFREER BARNEIRIER A.muciniphila ¥
ATHPH MAPK {5538 MU, 3550 718 58 1Y) Se 3
P, IHIRGIE RAEARF o

2.2 A.muciniphila EZE 53} Caco-2 HHAEHIFZM
2.2.1 A.muciniphila T4 53Xt Caco-2 4 it 53 4%
Muc2 1 TFF3 (52  BiRSCUHESE T A.mucini-
phila VAT LA MAPK {5538 BE30E, (R i85
BRI SEEEME, it BT R FEVE 0 BARY T, X
A.muciniphila TEAARZH 5334 25, DAL RE R N 259
PRI A.muciniphila BEARZE 5309 5 AR 1EH
FATISE . A 6 BSEEZs ]RnT A0, 5 LPS ZHAHLL,
A.muciniphila THAIMIEEZH AN Muc2 Fl TFF3 mRNA
FOAEXT A 3 L FH(P<0.05), A.muciniphila T
N4 Muc2 A1 TFF3 mRNA HUAHXT ek SRR
IO E V2R, VLA A.muciniphila B8 40 8B %T
LPS ‘31 iE 5 i 5 B S E R, i 25
TCEfRAVE . AWM, 4. muciniphila P34
XF DSS & A Bt B 45 I Te e B A, A.mucini-
phila ZNIRERE 8 Caco-2 4l %R H Rk,
PKAZ DSS 1 5% 738 Bt BEdiA5 , A.muciniphila P40
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Fig.6  Effect of A.muciniphila components on Muc2 and TFF3
secretion by Caco-2 cells

7 (A)Muc2 mRNA AX 36k (B)TFF3 mRNA AHX 5,

JHe B 8 5 i 1 5 B VT T BB S R A SR T ) BT A
al30-32)

2.2.2 A.muciniphila B35 Caco-2 4HMIIHT-HY
s ARYEE 7 B SLE LS IR T A, A.muciniphila B
1AL 453 AT LLssd% LPS 512 Caco-2 s T=. &l 7
FIZE R/, 5 CK giAHEL, LPS 4bBS, 4uifedr=
[Xl-F Bax. Caspase-3. Caspase-8 mRNA FYFHX] ik
R EI, ARSI KT p21, p27mRNA BAH
Xt 2 ik & i 3 3 i (P<0.05); 5 LPS 41 AH b,
A.muciniphila THZNMIEEFIIE N ZSPZ0 20 Y Bax . Cas-
pase-3. Caspase-8 mRNA [ #H X 15 & i 25 BEAIK,
A.muciniphila 20 B 5% F1AE P9 25 90 240 40 M p21. p27
mRNA (YA 2k & I 3 F#I(P<0.05); 55 CK 41
AHEE, LPS i S 41 Bel-w mRNA A9 AH X 3 35 5 ik
FHAG; 5 LPS dAH L, A muciniphila 4NMUEEZH 41D
1 Bel-w mRNA YA XS 35 &5 3 1 FH(P<0.05),
A.muciniphila I ZEPHNTC W 225 . 5K 6
SIHTRT Caco-2 4R 5-WARE 88 I 052 i 25 SAHALL, AH
T AN PN W, A.muciniphila 40 05E 2R3 17 8
BB 2

2.2.3  A.muciniphila BRL53%} Caco-2 4Hfig4n i Al
FFRIEAFE I 5E A.muciniphila BEARZH
SXT B BRI RE N, XA G IR 2Rk s i TR
. MRPRE 8 AysSCLEnLs IR H, 5 CK Za4HLk, LPS
55 Caco-2 40ifu 43 W) TNF-a. IL-14. IL-6. IL-8
mRNA HIAHX}FRIEE W3 FTH(P<0.05); 5 LPS 241
LY, A.muciniphila 40 HEEFHE N 2590 4H A TNF-
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Fig.7 Effect of cellular components of 4.muciniphila on apoptosis of Caco-2 cells
7:: (A)Bax mRNA X}k 4 (B)Bel-w mRNA AHX] #5655 (C) Caspase-3 mRNA X3kt (D) Caspase-8 mRNA A # ik

im; (E)p21 mRNA XA E; (F)p27 mRNA FX}Zikiz,
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Fig.8 Effect of A.muciniphila components on cytokine secretion by Caco-2 cells
TE: (A)TNF-o mRNA AXF ik (B)IL-18 mRNA A5 HE; (C)IL-6 mRNA AHXF ik (D)IL-10 mRNA XS %Kik s (E)

IL-8 mRNA FAX} Kk,

a. IL-1§., IL-6. IL-8 mRNA HJFHXF 055 i 3 T [
(P<0.05); 5 CK 414 Lk, LPS 4 2 J5 41 g 1L-10
mMRNA AAFH X235 i i 38 T F4:(P<0.05); 5 LPS 2H
M LY, A.muciniphila 20 ME5EZH AL PN W 240 TL-
10 mRNA FyAEXTR A R EFH(P<0.05) .
A.muciniphila THAMIBEFRREE T A.muciniphila T
Jit P9 250 B BESE W PT 2% IR F- mRINA AYFH X Feik &,
IR RIEW U . CATFIE LI, 182 ZEAAT P AR
3 FURPLR R, RS R 2k, xT g1
R s B A A6 7 oA S E A . U
DRI e o SE RRAIRARE R PR 3R, FHEbi R K+
FIRKV, S 5GP, i1k RS EERY . X5
AN GG AR, LB A.muciniphila P& 40 R BE VL

A 15—
i)
4
10

p38 mRNAHX
(=}
wn

(=3
I

SR

JHG SR

HUBI AR FERIT, AR A B B .

2.2.4 A.muciniphila WRZH 5% Caco-2 4l MAPK
WS EI LI ARG A 9A AYEE IR AT, 5 CK AR
tb, LPS 4H Caco-2 41l p38 mRNA [AHXT ik ik
# EFFH(P<0.05); 5 LPS ¢HAHLL, A.muciniphila 40
B2 FIE P 2 A0 p38 mRNA FUAEXT ik H
FHTFRE(P<0.001), 53 F FRET 15.77% F1 9.42%.
RIEE OB ML R AT AN, 5 CK ZHAH L, LPS 4b3 f5
JNK mRNA ARk & B3 FIH(P<0.05), -7t
T 7.2%; 5 LPS ZHAH LY, A.muciniphila 20 6 5E 20 Fl
MU N A8 2H INK mRNA 1 43 X+ 2635 B 25 F [
(P<0.05), 233 FIET 15.2%. 4.8%., WIEE 9C 1y
gEIRAT I, 5 CK ¢HAH L, LPS 4bHH 5 ERK mRNA

C 54
i
)

—
(=]

ERK mRNAFX}
o
193

(=]

9 A.muciniphila WRZL 5% Caco-2 4l MAPK {5 53l & i 520
Fig.9 Effect of A.muciniphila components on MAPK signaling pathway of Caco-2 cells
TE: (A)p38 mRNA HXJ ik fE; (B)INK mRNA HX} %k f; (C)ERK mRNA Xt AR,
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FUAXT R A E R ZEH LA T 17.1%(P<0.05); 5§
LPS ZHAH b, A.muciniphila B 40 it B 2H R0 i PN 549
ZH 40 ie ERK mRNA [#) FH X} & 35 & i 35 T B (P<
0.05), 5B FIE T 23.77% F1 12.97%. RS S
HH, A.muciniphila B8 400 EE AR T A.muciniphila S
PN T B S S MAPK {5 -5-38 14 (R0 , %
Wi B AT . LAFEISE R B, TR FLAT B S )2 R
18 ERK. INK F1 p38 ik, M MAPK {553l
TN, VR R A P05 0. ZE AT B 4 R 4
il p38 ik, M Hl MAPK {5 53 P& Y, UL
A.muciniphila B8 28 Ho 8% BE 92 H] MAPK {5 538 %
P o

2.3 A.muciniphila B FHI%T Caco-2 HREAIFNE
2.3.1 A.muciniphila ARSI % Caco-2 HHAEIIEE
FAIRZME  SRAH MTT 32008 A =420 %5 40 At i P 1)
oM, g5 R anE 10 IR, 5 CK 44 R, LPS #5541
FOIE PR S REAIR, AR 18.23%; 55 LPS ZHAH L, #748
12 (CA) IR R IR (KA ZH A i vk w2 T, 495
F 19.70%. 19.25%, L- KA ZE MR (Asp) Al L-ZH & R
(His) 2l HLAE G 54533 FFF 13.83%. 15.06%, [iA
25 R ULH, A muciniphila B FE2ACEH™%) Asp. His.
CA Fl KA 5 LPS H[EWERE X 40 ICH: F/EM -

150 =

—_

(=

(=]
1

AT (%)
3

CK LPS Asp His
ST
Bl 10 A.muciniphila T8 F 2= P1%F Caco-2 41 1:AY
Al
Fig.10 Effect of main metabolites of A.maciniphila
on the activity of Caco-2 cells

2.3.2 A.muciniphila 7 {8 7= %} Caco-2 4l ffd 43
WA Muc2 1 TFF3 fys2 e & 11A Y25 SR AT,
5 CK ¢l #H Lk, LPS ZH 4 ifd Muc2 mRNA 19 FH X} 5=
ik T RE(P<0.05), 5 LPS ZiAH L, Asp. His.
CA 1 KA 2 mRNA AHXT k7 W 2 L (P<
0.05), 535 EFF 18.09%. 20.29%. 23.67%. 18.61%,
VL LRI %) LPS 75540 i i il i 2675 1
KRR HIWEIEH . B 11IBIEERER, 5
LPS ZH AH Lk, PO Fp A 8 7= 4 4b 21 J5 48 M2 i) TFF3
mRNA WX FiR 58 B2 ETH(P<0.05), 435 Tt
10.22%. 10.21%. 10.29%. 10.98%, I iA%5R16EH
Asp. His. CA F1 KA Rei# 2 LPS & a9 Caco-2 4
A4 Muc 2 Il TFF3 mRNA F9ARX] 238 2 BRAIG, st
W 18 BE A . LA ST A B, CA. Asp. His Fll

= 1. —

Muc2 mRNAAH
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1.5 =

=N
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NN
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o
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Bl 11 A.muciniphila B FZAC= 1%t Caco-2 41531
Muc2 il TFF3 BI50H

Effect of main metabolites of 4.maciniphila on Muc2

CK

Fig.11
and TFF3 secretion by Caco-2 cells

#: (A)Muc2 mRNA AHXZiAE; (B)TFF3 mRNA FAXZRIAE

KA jiiid s B8 i B 1 3Rk, 1ids i i B fRidii

Y3, A2 2N il BB g R E PN B A.muciniphila
B EEAC =Y Asp. His. CA Fl KA A LB -
¥ Muc2 Fl TFF3 mRNA [ AH%F 2 ik &, ] LPS
X il B B A3

2.3.3  A.muciniphila WACHT=HI%F Caco-2 4T
sz K12 AN EIARBEEXT Bax, Bel-w., Caspase-
3. Caspase-8. p21. p27 mRNA FJAHXT ik w AU 52

M, 5 CK ZH4H Lk, LPS 4b 38 )5 44 Jifd Bax. Caspase-
3. Caspase-8. p21. p27 mRNA [FEX KL= BFE
TH(P<0.05); 5 LPS 4HAHLE, Asp. His, CA il KA £
44 Bax. Caspase-3. Caspase-8. p21. p27 mRNA
A AR XS 223 B i 25 REAIR (P<0.05) 5 5] 12B 245 241 4
Mg Bel-w mRNA B AH X XK ik &, 5 CK4HAH Lk,
LPS ZH Bcl-w mRNA FyAH X} 2 ik B B 25 T [ (P<
0.05); 5 LPS gHAHLL, Asp. His. CA Fll KA £H Bel-w
mRNA FUARXRIA R W ETH(P<0.05) . ARWF5ELS
BN, Asp. His, CA Fll KA J#/MEHT-HT mRNA
AYAHXS B &, HENPTIH T 7 mRNA AR Rk
B, U T B R 2 B ImE R . AR

KL, CA it Fi# Bel/Bax PLIE TS LR, il 718
AN YR T, dEdSp i s R, LR I i R RERT

Asp Ae b 2 FE K7 1 4 Ml Caspase-3 Fl Caspase-
8 Fikid, NN MLIR 1=, AEdplm il B s e, St

JaiEEY X SASWFTEASE SARL, 15 X PO A i

AT DUGE S S INPTA T R F mRNA AYAHXS R IA
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Fig.12  Effect of main metabolites of A.maciniphila on mRNA levels of apoptosis genes in Caco-2 cells
{: (A)Bax mRNA FX} ik ; (B)Bel-w mRNA AXf ik it; (C)Caspase-3 mRNA AXf#K ik it; (D) Caspase-8 mRNA AIXS ik

i=; (E)p21 mRNA XA &; (F)p27 mRNA FXf ik,

B, BRI T mRNA BIAHXT s 5, /040
JAT, W% LPS X IE G FEiydsis, 1 1 8 5T p

2.3.4 A.muciniphila WA= HI%} Caco-2 44N
EFFRikmgsem &l 13 R85 2H AR 4 R 733k
i, FHERTH, 5 CK 04HEk, LPS ZH44/fd TNF-o. IL-
1. IL-6. IL-8 mRNA [JFHXT FRikH W3 L FH(P<
0.05), IL-10 mRNA [ #H X & ik & I 25 T B (P<
0.05); 5 LPS #HAH L, Asp. His. CA F1 KA ZH 41 Jifg
2 B TNF-a. IL-18. IL-6. IL-8 mRNA [ FH X}
22358 (P<0.05), Asp. His, CA Fil KA ZH40ifY IL-10

mRNA AEXT IR W3 L FH(P<0.05), LiRgER
DL LPS AN Caco-2 4L 46 T mRNA 14
XTI EL, W RRICPLR T mRNA [WAHN %5
e, R B i B B, 51 g I8 &ORE; 11T Asp. His.
CA Fil KA W52 A2, il EJEPTR K7, T e
P AR S 323058 00 738 B e, i1l ST o
CA ZbFHEE B Z M LPS %5519/ BUE W 40 iy
IL-6. IL-18 Fil TNF-a 0774, Wi miE S Ae it
His 7] DL 2RI 5 I 1L-8 A1 TNF-a (438K 4, 1Y
in IL-10 ik, W2 T Rmil KAE, MY i7iE 5t )
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