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FEIHE G A(SIgA) M fe NHALREN S B REBEORAHE AN A, [ 4 R])LDPS Tk & %%
WHRDRORF TR E, RE DRI R f A s i, 5 CTX A A48k LDPS + Al &4
(MLDPS) #= 3 #| & 20 ( HLDPS) 34 4 B Z 42 3t o 7 1L-2 Fo ) B 2027 SIgA o3t Ak TNF-a 4%, F 2 % L
P BRI IR % R % & 8 Claudin-1(45.36% .62. 89% ) F= F] 4 )~ i & & Z0-1 A8 3+ & iA & (30.31% .,
31.35%) , &4 RpERABAEN L E27F, 57 F LDPS T4k B %42 3 Lachnospiraceae_NK4A136_group
(93.49%) 225 4 # ( Rikenellaceae ) . % ¥ 8 & (Alistipes ) %74 % 1 04 402+ 3+ & (P<0.05) , Bk AR B H
) 2B 1A B (Staphylococcus ) ¥ A8 3F F E (P<0.05) ,i# 4 CTX # 5 D R MmE ABHFTEL AL L T ET,
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B, TR LI LR 6-0 7 B %A 2 4> B—2F 3Lk
RN S B T 1,6-45M 41, X gk kbR
S LDPS HA 85 S gis sk iR R A
PRATE A5 24 BTG MR BT T GE R T IR T
( Cyclophosphamide , CTX ) /N B A 82 I T #E 8L, %
B LDPS A B/ N GE, XIS E i R AR S5
B, LDPS REAE B e 72 2 B 3 58 K 175 5 b 96 240 i
T, Y.S.Ma %" LDPS AbFE Guyss sl /N, % H
LDPS figfie it T R EL40 M AN B Jbk 0 200 it 338 g, 5
H 40 il A & (Interleukin-2, 1L-2) A1 988 IR %€ A 1
(Tumor Necrosis Factor-alpha, TNF-a¢) 7K~ Jf- 18 13
9 22 B PR 2R O ( MAPK) {5538 B 30 79 /)8
B AR

AWEFE PR, 22 W th v 3 g Y M 3 T A R
R RE, MIE N AR RS R, BAE S A B
G Gy L AR =4 0 I B G 40 B 1) 1 RS X N
RN NN E R R, 2R T
Wi, ARG iAKW B T 3 3 X e K S
Py ot AL T 4 A R B AR T2 ( Short-chain
Fatty Acids,SCFAs) S5 ZF ™4, Hrh SCFAs 7]
SR E I ANUEIES 50888 YN Li
Y K B, R 2 0 RE 0 /N B G 48 E
IO, PRI G e 3 B AR AR, 3G S e T RE A T /N B
WA, X, Han 250 BF5E & B, & R LB fiE 2
e B N R s W R S ERE A
(Secretory Immunoglobulin A, SIgA ) 7K - | ' %5 1% 4%
oy F2RB KB T RE AR

CTX &N ) AT 25 = — , HReTE
ACHE g 20 it %) [R] B g A J 38 265 6 e e R 4 g R
G, g RpEEEEERAL . Bk, SR EBY CTX iA
IY I RIR W) LA RRAR LRI Oy E e, H i, fif
LM 7 T8 T R £ R AR LDPS X CTX Z0 60 2 41 i)
INERSE A () SCHR ARG . 45 F i, AR SCRLGE 33 45 7 B
R ISR ST CTX N7 S e A AR | 43 3] SR FH il e g2
I, ff ( Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay, ELISA )
B ARG - 2L e a7 | G B3 ( Western Blot,
WB) Bl 16S rDNA #5Z LDPS % #0584 il /1N B
AN/ Nz 2 2005 B it ¥ 40 1 - (TL-2 1 TNF-0) |
N SIgA | BB 12 43 F i 3 TR R 45 4 11 52

Wi, LAY LDPS 7EZREME £ e 1y 24 1 S5 4t
HEIF R SRR S

1B S

1.1 FEMREIRF

REF TSR TR, R SR B A PR
A JOK OB TE TR R B 2R H,S0,, KT
KRR =AW b, FHERE A R CTX (2
BE97%) , G RE 3L AE YR A IR R 4% 2 R
T2 0 5 VR, AU 22 AN ART R B A B2 ) 5 95 AR J4
PTG, BRI VR AE R BR A A5 IL-2 TNF-a
SIgA ELISA i) & , s Al B A YR A IR A
3 TR A B UL TE ¥ 24 (RIPA ) 22 i | — ] iR
(BCA) VR I 1050 & W Eh (PBS) Z2 Pk
TN 475 Bk Bz 5 2 HEL Tk ( SDS-PAGE) % 11 B FE % o
W& . Tris-HC1 ( pH {8 & 8.8) . Tris-HCl ( pH & K
6.8) .DNA i{if| & .ZO-1,Claudin-1 B-actin —47T Mt
REWIRY , 38 = KA R B W) 5 IR I | o A
et , 55 [F Sigma 23w o BRAEFIIRTESN, EaRi7]8Y
VoD e
1.2 FENE5EE

FB224 BRI K-, Lok T H B384
RS UV=-1500 AUSA 4300 E T, B SE TR
#% ;SCIENTZ- 18N # B2 8 VR TR AL, T T 2 4
YRl e A5 BR 23 7 ; SHA - B BUE IR K I8 50, 4 1%
B A RS AT BR 2 7] s DHG - 9075A U i, #4 X T
PRAR, g —tERL AR A PR A TDSB RUELOAL,
KIDBEZRAL A BN 715 DMI 8 27 b v | ik ]
PR RE212-B B 2 A, HE 4R R kX
£3#t; EPS =300 A1 HL Pk X, o7 [E Tanon B4 23 Al
1658001 /NELHE B HL VKA 170-3930 BUFLENHE v
Bio-rad 22 1] ; TY-80B FUFE 42K, o [E Aohua 23],
1.3 WY REFEF

SPF & ft e Ak 1t 2% Babl/c /N B ( 319 1 W] 3iE
5 : SCXK (#) 2020—0051), 6 ~ 8 J& #, 1A i &
(22+2) g, A Bk B B0 A P RHE A R A 1A
T T ED AR (M) LE A R W BRBE
WIME 228 (12 h/12 h) i B 20 ~ 25 C, AH X B
50% ~70% , A HFEEYOK . ARWFFELT I Fill A5 1Y
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B850/ 20254512 A 4540 % 5 6 1

WA PR BR S W) 52 90 2 18 B 2 D1 S L e
(#t5 :RYEth-20240919557) , JIiF A 2 5 1y 34 4% 1A
(56 s B S e R ) Y AT

1.4 ZWHE

1.4.1 LDPS Hl#& R REH RS SO TR 5 TR
PRI , PR EICH 80% 1 £ B RIZ I 24 h,
HETFFFR R 7EIRLE 95 °C WRHL 60 : 1(mL/g)
ZMFFHEE 2.5 h, T 4000 ©/min £544F FE5.0> 10 min,
KB s o 4 2 JRAR R 173, 9F i m
AR 3 A5 TCK OB, T 4 C & T EEDL
12 h, % 4500 t/min 250> 12 min, /0 250K 55T
WAHEDTIEY) s FIH Sevage KB E A )G, X2
WEIEAT B AT (XS 43+ B i A B =3500 Da) £ HLS
IR ZR K, &% % T )5, BN 15 3] LDPS #
P R FPEE - BRI AR S 2

(82.95+0. 86) % , M| FH BCA 5 [ v 8 I 7 3 77) 4 )
PR AR B 1 (0. 7320. 06) % o

1.4.2 SEBAHH EERAT  HUS0 HU/NR, A
H10 H(5 H/%) KRl 5 4, BINIE R 4H (CN) |
BAIZH (CTX) \LDPS fik 7 &t 2H ( LLDPS) \LDPS H?
FE2H (MLDPS) Al LDPS 75 7441 (HLDPS) , CN
ZH /N B s v 5 200 WL AR BRER K, A 4L /N U
JE 1 5 200 L 80 me/ (kg - d) B CTX, 45 H 1 W%, %
223 d, LA e il /s B RY ; LLDPS 2 MLDPS
ZH 1 HLDPS £H /) Bl 28 1 3 B #E B 100 mg/kg.
200 mg/kg 400 mg/kg ¥ LDPS,CN 2H .CTX ZH /)N KL
B ARRBUERER K, B H 19 MR 1R, JFHE®
IR FR B, 382 20 4,

1.4.3 BEARRE  HLWEARHT, DR
K HFRHEL 5, MR 3K IBCIL 5 45 14 35 # 30 min, LA
3000 r/min B0 15 min, K B 45 10035 & T -80 °C ¥k
FORAT o BRI, 388 2ok S90HE 6 1 R B8 /N R, SBCRELIDE |
WA LOFFRE K &8 o0 /N A LVRE N A &
T-80 CUKFEIRAE , B MEEFES 73/ Ma LT 4% 2%
R RS 1 2 Y v A [

1.4.4 FORRIEECRM BRSSO E IS A B AR
IKTE VRN Wi, KR as SR 2R, P IE AR+
K3 FRE I T A5 I B i BORTMELE 48 %k ( D/

10]
o

(mg-g™"))!

m,
D=—
m

Ao my SR/ BRI AE S B T i/ mg s me SRy /N BRI T
/g,
1.4.5 IMFEZHMEFR/NHER SleA & EMllE
i #8 IL-2  TNF-a , SIgA ELISA 6357 & 156 B 45
SR ELISA 3 I % IfiL 7 40 B [F 7 (IL-2 , TNF-a ) I
INELL STgA )& aE
1.4.6 MEEM/MFHAREESUE 54/
BELF) JBLIE /)N 7 2H 21, 78 4% 22 B8 TP I 1] 5 Wi h i
WA 7, FEXT RELE AN AL A T A 2]
RS TR AKE - g PR R B A SR
BRI ARG 0 e T SR 45 4H /N BRI A
ARS8, 505 A Tmage J 8N E /N
HB K RBRE IR
1.4.7 NHEFEEBREBREIKFNE KM
Zh B2 2 B R JE AE I | DL 5000 r/min 250 15 min,
£ IEWR, L BCA TR B R & & KRR DN AR
FEfh L FETFIEST SDS-PAGE BEHLTK , 75 K 5 3t 1]
HA ZO-1. Claudin-1 F1 B-actin (N ZE H) — ¥,
4 CFE B E R LG (PVDF) ik
AZPU AR, =il #HOCS 1835 60 min J5
TR B . H Image J #K1FE & 40T 45 8 H 25407
KB, LHIME A S5 NS E AWK EAE L EE N
H B2 AT ek i
1.4.8 [HERBMAN CKRENEWNEWIHE IR
J& , 2K H] DNA G5 & $2 B EE R 40 DNA | 38 3 4 A
barcode B4 S5 WP 1 16S tDNA 1Y V3+V4 [X,
FEJ M 3 B AR YR A B R T B N R R
AN P R AT B 2530 o AR 97 % 1) R — 3%
PE 3 A & XA 43 28 59T ( Operational  Taxonomic
Units, OTUs) , |} Omicsmart F G MR #E OTUs 1Y
AFXE = B O AN (R 4
1.5 HURREESH

K H SPSS 26. 0 3R A%t B 47 58 11 3 #r, K
PEaE R LL P2 ) TR, SR AIES
M, 2 4 [8) bb 3ok 5 R 7 22 43 BT ( One-way
ANOVA) , 4 8] B P He 382 % JH 1SD K 6 5 A 45 &
EAME, RHAEBHAHG 5 ; P<0. 05 5{ P<0.01 /R
BASI#E X, i Origin 2021 #1744,
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2 AR5

2.1 MEEREMERESH

HA/NEARE R R WA 1 s, K
5 CN4HiL, = #REF B E(P<0.05), #* FiR
ZSFMEE (P<0.01) ;5 CTX 4L, A FRR2E
FRE(P<0.05), AANRREZWE F (P<
0.01), FIE, MK 1 ATH, 4 CTX 5% )5, CN 41
/IS BB AR BT £ R OR £ 2 0 B 3R Do R
i, %520 d,LLDPS %0 MLDPS # fil HLDPS 4 /)
MR EEEL CTX A anl B EREST 3.15%,
8.21%M19.79%(P<0.05) ( WK 1a)) , 1 MLDPS
ZH A1 HLDPS 41 /1N B 44 BT 4t b CTX 4143 1) 2
PET 5.31%F1 6.00% (P<0.05) (WK 1b)) .
X W] LDPS T 1A A T /N BRUA T 1 FR £ 2 K
52, v ey 3R S R e 50 A T 06 R R )N BRAR o
HEETE

40

28 1

20

A1 B ROREERERE
Fig. 1 Feed intake and body weight

of mice in each group

2.2 BapRISEAFNRRARIEEI S 4

MR E: T Ao A R R B 13 i, SR LR B 2
TR R E AN B s N2 B R bk L A, A X ol 7
PEBUE ™ Az G2 I B 37 T, DR L B iR s 4 L i
B S T LA B S e R 2N R B
BRAE B FR B & 2 B, mE 2 AT%1, 5 CN
AR L, CTX 20 1% fif it i H50RD AL Hi8 %5530 1 258
T 21.30%H1 24. 75% (P<0.01) , % F B CTX Af
P/ N gEmdil, 5 CTX 4148 kb, HLDPS 4
PR ML i %5 i g i 48 %5053 ) Wk 25 T T 120 50%
(P<0.05) F120. 51% (P<0. 01 ) , i85 & 3 %) 4
PEII /NS B BOA — I R B RCRA i
F(P>0.05), %W LDPS Tt CTX FrEy
/N EUELIE e B s B — o GE VR, B Rl
TR T 5
2.3 MmFEMEEFF/NFHELE SIgA EE0

TL-2 J2 4 B Mk T 9 00 40 9 90 A o 22 e g

1.0 A

e o
(o)) [eS]
T T

BRI B (meg-g™)
(=)
»

CN CTX

LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
£
)l fRFE

[ RS B/ (mg-g )

CN CTX

LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
415
b EHE 5
B2 &80 R AT B e M RE 48 2
Fig. 2 Thymus index and spleen index

of mice in each group
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254 2005412 H 95405 o

P, al e o T 4 je i 28 KR ok, IF75 5 % 5 4
M4 &2/ BLUILTE IL-2  TNF-a K2 /N 2H 21
SIgA & HANE 3 s, I 3a) ATHL, 5 CN 4
FHLE, CTX 09 TL-2 7% 6 W Z AL T 56. 54% (P<
0.01), 1j HLDPS #H /Y IL-2 & &0 B & 21k (P>
0.05), 5 CTX AL, LLDPS £ TL-2 & E 38
T 15.45% (P >0.05), MLDPS #1 1 HLDPS 4 )
L-2 &4 ) 35 3 i T 67. 76% F1 81.76% ( P <
0.01),

TNF-o 2 F LR AH A 530 HLRE B4R L R 1
R IR T LA S B4 i E A i, (A Ay
WS ML Y S e B4 , OF =R R E S L
K 3b) Al %0, 5 CN AL, & CTX %5, /) B
T TNF-a 5 T8, M4 LDPS T35, /D
M TNF-o SR AANFEEE®REE, 5 CTX
ZHAH I, LLDPS 4H . MLDPS #H #1 HLDPS #H i TNF-a
SR MM T 8.26% (P>0.05) .33.55% (P<
0.01)F135.67%(P<0.01), X5 Y.S. Ma %75
B LDPS i CTX T30 TNF-a 533 T B 1Y
GEIRMR , ZEEEC B R B, CTX BEAR /)N R
MYEH TNF-o 25 8 IL-2 & T R T Al s
R B REZR fift iX — P AF . J. Huang 2617 F 58 %
B, H CTX 4b#E Babl/c /NEUS , Ho L H A TNF-o
P HIE H /N BURT, 020 R AN Ak B S S T
TR,

SlgA & 78 e e ERR F, 5 MU Wi
RV 374 BERS IR A A B AL AR, B 1k A1 St g SR
AR R G i B bRz — 1 HE 3e)
ALHN, 5 CN AR, 2 CTX B S, /NG 4R
1 SIgA Fr i i SRR BT CTX 41, MLDPS 41F1
HLDPS 2 1) SIgA & & 43 5l . 48 %5 T 53. 8% F
55.87%(P<0.01), LiRgERFM CTX nf 8 i (%
/N BTG TL-2 FI/N2H 4 SIgA & &, DL K2 fdi /)N
FRUMLYE TNF-o 75 5 55 5 31 22 K i AL G 358 T i
T BERE, 1 LDPS THige (i LR de bRk 2 2 1EH1E
2.4 PRREFU/NAARTRIBRS ST

LDPS X /N BRI 0170 i 20 2055 BRI 25 5 52 i)
miE 4 Fror, B 4a) AT A, CN 2 09 5T 45 44 W
WA , bR L 40 L HE 2] S5 2 1 R 21 b S i e LA
¥15), CTX 0/ FIREROM, 2086 2, H i1 3L 2s i
Ro £ LDPS T il J5, JUHJ& MLDPS ZH #1 HLDPS

ZH 14 B AN £ 1 5 A2 5 T A, G e P e
Z Horf¥s) R Wk A i £, LDPS B A 20K
M5 473

a3t 5 B I 1 S e R GE R B BBk M £
BEAT AR g — Pl SN IR i A T PR i 38 5 B, 9411 e
2P A BRI 2 RN R 5 DR AY S BE 4 i

80

AN
60 - **ANA
0
g
on
S 40
]
&
=
20
0 CN CTX LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
205
a)lL-28 &
300 ok
T Fk
5O
£ 200
on
=
€
Lé; 100
0 CN CTX LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
215
b)TNF-a & &
15rF
s #5 AN *% A\ A
g 10 - -
&n R
=
&
S 5T
17
0
CN CTX LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
5]
o)SIgAE &

B3 &R fiF IL-2 TNF-a Z N
227 SIgA #94%
Fig. 3 Serum IL-2 TNF-a and intestine tissue SIgA

levels of mice in each group
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FIHEEIER . H& 4b) F1 c) TTA1, 14T CN
H,CTX A /Na T BT Ak AR | s AR
WA E AL, BT CTX 41, LLDPS 4119
/NEBEEA B TC ] W E (P>0.05) , MLDPS 24 il
HLDPS 4/ /NMa LB K AR BEREAR, 5% B R 3
WK (P<0.05), HE 4d) 751, CTX A9/ NMagE
KESRERENILAER CN AR EFFEMK(P<
0.05),1f LDPS T4l 5 CN 4 H i FH xR
(P>0.05) , XFH] CTX A EE# /N R I8 AL
R4, 1 LDPS T M RE7F — & AR B |- ok 38 I i
HELE,
2.5 INBREFEEEQRESH

FhI ML I K I G e 41 2, Ah F 3 K bt i
IR B B A i 9 B0 7 B B0 U E 9
NRTIRE, BRI - B 40 i 2 18] ) 8 23 3 7
ol B9 o, R 2 B
(Occludin) | Jifg 57 5 %% 4% % 25 1 ( Claudin ) & P4 4

NC CTX

LLDPS
a) UL 2H U1,

/N (Zonula Occludens, Z0) Z R4 1%, H ik
TR L T8 R T B B R E O T T e )
BAR, LDPS X/ S 1 12 2R (R IR AR i
B 5 iR, HE S a0, AHET CN 4, CTX 411
Claudin-1,Z0-1 FHXF 335 150 BIFRAK T 52. 24%
39. 68% (P<0.05) ,iX B CTX I 1 FEAIG 5% %
R ARB R HIE R Z 5, 4 LDPS T-Hl)5,
MLDPS 4l HLDPS 411 Claudin-1 #H X} 3 15 1 43
A CTX 41 2 42 % T 45.36% (P <0.05) Fl
62.89%(P<0.01), BT LLDPS 41, MLDPS 41 fll
HLDPS 4% Z0-1 A% ikt 435l b CTX 4w T
30.31% 11 31.35% (P<0.05) , AL, LDPS + i nf
T I B R /N P R T AR T R A X 3R R R R Y
il e S, R VR I I8 g, H. Ma 2500 )
WG & B, BB 0 22 W ml 3 2k b o) s 41 il /N B
Claudin-1,ZO-1 %) #f X} 3 35 7K °F, 34 5% Ji7) 18 Bt P
Uit

MLDPS

by MABH LAY,

150 -

INEE K

W
(=)
T

CN CTX  LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
A
o/ MASERE

N %) -~
1

ANARE KBS BT IR B LA

=)

CN  CIX LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
A
d/MEGEER B S R R B HAE

B4 LDPS %y RENEAn /s B 20 47 9% B2 25 69 % 761 ( x200)
Fig. 4 Effects of LDPS on splenic and intestinal histomorphology ( x200)
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CN CTX LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
wame [ - >

Claudin-1 20~27 kDa

Z0-1 191~220 kDa

a)p-actin, Claudin-1F1Z0-1 /) H 5&74HF

08
i
0.6 AN

Ejg **A
'iﬂ% T 23
®r * 1
Eo4 o 05
£
£ ,
E T
“02

0 I}

CN CTX LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
45
b)Claudin- 1 X} ik &
06
J' *

% 04F *A A
/ T I
'H% k% ok ” Ik
& \
E r L
Qo2r

O J

CN CTX  LLDPS MLDPS HLDPS
45

o)ZO-1HHX Fik &

A5 LDPS /R EHi K G RAN YA
Fig. 5 Effects of LDPS on tight junction
protein expression levels

2.6 FREBERSH

VT8 G B BT A SRR A, e AT Ll
T Z2 AR B AR 7 AR A 4 A ok 5 18 £ e
#5122 2 LDPS FWim , HLDPS 4111 538 5 de
b, PR HLDPS 4145 LDPS T HlA AR 4T
16S tDNA {llJ¥, 335k 45 1 027 052 %%J7 51 Reads, Ff
Fe XU Reads % PF% )5, L3R 45 1 026 693 7%
Clean Reads, £~ KL 5h = /D3R 15 88 665 55 Clean
Reads , 13875 102 669 2% Clean Reads, i8Rt

K25 R & 6 i, Sobs i A Mt 42 1T 2 L L
D e K i 10 58 B A, T e S et i ) A i)
B, I 6a) AT, ZEBEHLA BRI £ >40 000
iy, Sobs Fi e M4 1722 , 3R BN P 30 5 B
G PP =60 000 FNF, B MU RETE OTUs %0 H
FHM CN 24 >HLDPS 4 >CTX 4,
2.6.1 BHEREBFLZSEESN o ZHERLOTIT
AT B 09 & A Z AR Hoh Chaol
TP AR R A & i £ /0, Shannon il
Simpson & £ T 5 Wy T ZAEAE, S2AE S REVE
Wb = B AU 2 5] BE B9 52 1 5 Shannon A1 Simpson
BRGEOR , RIRE i W Fh ZAEvE R, AR E )
FERETS, BE & Hh 2 W b i 19 5 BE RO A
VR Z R . I 6b) —d) nTH, 5 CN 4
AHEE, CTX 41 Chaol 45 %k i & P Ik (P<0.05) ,
M2 i LDPS T HUm , Bk T Simpson 45 £0C 12
754k Chaol F1 Shannon 8 0¥ o & J+ & ( P <
0.05) , &M E & LDPS T W AEk & Mia Wit £
B ZAENE T B AN R RE A 22 8] B 2H 80 A A
Pk, H b 3 4 bR 43 B ( Principal Coordinates
Analysis , PCoA) 45 511 JE 75 B i 2 ] 10 5 26, VA
F T AR 00 B 2H PN o O 5 R o ROREL AL DR
1t PCoA &I v 1) I 725 BT, T AS ) PR 458 4 i 2Z [ 11
TEFTRER BN 2 H R R 2 A5 0. AR AL P
)7k (Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic
Mean , UPGMA ) ] H] T8I 52 H dh 2 ] 1) AR BLPE , 4
A BRAR L, A Y ] 43 S ik R 6e) )
FIHT, CTX 2 g T TR A 5 JH Al 45 4 A7 A T fd
225, RUIZE CTX 70 S e i)/ B A 3 T A
U kA T AL CN 415 HLDPS 41 B4R 2 [H]
FYRE B AR , B &0 LDPS Tl 3% 4% CTX i
S5 R/ B T8 TR AR 2 R | i 2 TR R 4
PRI IEH
2.6.2 BEERABSH 11K BRI
FREAGUNE T Fro AR A4 A X B HE 44
B 10 B9 R0, Tl da &7 Al 25 21/ B i i
PR 32 L )R BE TR 1] ( Bacillota ) F1 UL AT B4 1]
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Effects of Lyophyllum decastes polysaccharides on immune activity and gut
microbiota homeostasis in immunosuppressive mice

GAN Xiaokun',CHEN Kunzhui' ,SHEN Yingbin',ZHANG Lei’,LI Zhan’
1. College of Life Sciences,Guangzhou University , Guangzhou 510006, China ;
2. College of Forestry and Landscape Architecture , Xinjiang Agricultural University , Urumqi 830052, China;
3. Chengdu Jinjiang Wutongfeng Traditional Chinese Medicine Clinic Co.,Ltd.,Chengdu 610066, China

Abstract: [ Objective] To investigate the immunomodulatory effects of Lyophyllum decastes polysaccharides
[ Methods ] An

immunosuppressive mouse model was established via cyclophosphamide ( CTX) administration. Following 20-day

(LDPS) on immune activity and gut microbiota dynamics in immunosuppressive mice.

gavage of LDPS at varying doses, enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay ( ELISA ), hematoxylin-eosin ( H&E )
staining, Western blotting (WB), and 16S rDNA sequencing were employed to assess thymus/spleen indices,
serum cytokines (IL-2/TNF-«) , intestinal secretory immunoglobulin A ( SIgA ) levels, histopathological changes,
tight junction protein ( Claudin-1/Z0-1) [ Results ] LDPS
administration restored body mass/food intake and ameliorated splenic, thymic, and small intestinal tissue damage.
Compared to the CTX model group, medium-dose ( MLDPS) and high-dose ( HLDPS) LDPS groups showed
significantly elevated serum IL-2 levels ( P < 0.05) and small intestinal SIgA secretion, reduced TNF-«
concentrations, and upregulated Claudin-1(45.36%/62.89% increase) and ZO-1(30.31%/31.35% increase )
High-dose LDPS significantly increased the relative abundance of beneficial taxa including
Lachnospiraceae_NK4A136_group (93.49% ), Rikenellaceae, and Alistipes( P<0. 05) , while decreasing potential
pathogens like Staphylococcus(P<0.035) , thereby reversing CTX-induced gut microbiota dysbiosis. [ Conclusion] LDPS

expression, and gut microbiota composition.

expression.

exhibits immunomodulatory effects in immunosuppressive mice, with mechanisms involving enhanced intestinal
barrier function and restored gut microbiota homeostasis.

Key words : Lyophyllum decastes polysaccharide ;immunity ; gut microbiota ; gut barrier
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