AR 22 2 By A DA AL B B Ai 8 ) 22 5 5

FTAR KRR, GRE NEHF, HE

LHARFE BdhGEH TEFR,LH HIT 212013

FE. 23R AMAED (DI B dy-1) LB A Bk (FRBLBS B ) KA H) & K & % B, AT LB 21004
o HFNRBMNAERG RN B F AR R BB LS MAN TR E AR ERGHoh, SR AN, 5
AR % SA L BER & $®Mo) SBA5 5 4 78.35 ug GAE/mL #= 146. 56 pg GAE/mL, ZEX B K % %
Byp AR RTIR2,4-— B AR TR ALK Z RGBT GUETEETRAELEET, EERE
THEGEGT  EER FRBRAERTTRABMRE SHOFIELS) MATR 3 4-—FARARX TR
Fo R LR AL R E S BRI 5, R T X X % B, K B X % % % 49 DPPH 4= ABTS" &7
RESANRZDT 36.8%F2 13.3%, £ 20 pg GAE/mL B M4 EF T AKX L SmBMR L $m¥A
RV F AT KRR s R AR SHE I 285 (TG) & 5 A AR T 23.3% 47 27. 9%, suob, A K &
% By ¥ AR AL 5 W [RAT X R 09 IE S AT Anik JL AR UK AL, T i 4] SBP-1 43 5 18 509 5 BUE R E %R
YR, PR & S Bt By /M B A A KB T2 58869 36 Em 2% (P<0.05), BE, £ EEBA
FHRGEST, KESMAy 27 2 EH Al BN IR,

KRR M R B B KR KK S By R N R IR AL ) R TG AT &

B4 K-S . TS201. 4 XERARIRED . A

B AR FR AN, 1 T SR K 2

0 55 (A I 5 356 €5 585 A

RAG T [ BB AR B AR, 5 B B2 2
Z W AEE R R YEY , AT A BN B TR
BHEFRTR, RO R, KR A R E ]
ARCERE R AU SR S IR BB RO R, K
A Z WA R P BATE T R R A h
JR R PR, T R A TR R Y A S, LA
255 AT B A PTAOE SUAEAE TAPRL R JE R 22K
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B A S N A 2 W A e DR AR IS
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2.

X 2 W A W2 DA s e R AR
BB & E—BWAET, WEARR KR EZ LB LY
SEYIR, AR A WS IR B4R T

T 0 K T R VR KA 2 K 22 T £ 2 4k ( Raw
Barley Dietary Fiber, RBDF ) A= 4 il T # Wi 3= 22 5
o WEIER FHA MR R R AL L T A HRE
8 RO e IR v IR 2 MR, TESCBRAE R
W e 25 AR TR PR b 7 FH S R B T, i S A
2 K B, M FLAE FF B dy-1 ( Lactiplantibacillus
plantarum dy-1) AT{EE RBDF W44 5 L2 Wi
TFes A2y A AR ZLAEFT T dy-1 Zbt i 65 R
Fight Xt RBDF HE17 B, [R)RE A5 B 2Rl g 1
BT AT 3 S0l R FH AR A= 0 e T il 12 K e
Xf RBDF #4740 BT, T B 0B8R G HoAR | W e
il KA ZBIR A W 05 R DR IEAG T A b
K RENRRE 71, LA R oK 22 ) 8 1k 40 43 4 TF i it
Z%,

1 ME5IE

1.1 FEMMSRF

RAZRLER , VL5 5 A= DR BRA w5 A )
FUREATE dy-1( HR4i5 CGMCC NO. 6016) L
REF LY % AAT 2 B DR 5 N2 BB A 2 55 i A4
( Caenorhabditis elegans) \ KA OP50 Ttk , 1%
FETULIR R 290 % 5 T = T o — T B 1 (2100 U/
mL) BEALHE (100000 U/mL) , b IRE R A= WA B2
Al BB G (2.4 AU/mL) i 4E 5 WA AR A
FRZA 7] 5 ai AL BRR ISR (1000 U/mg) |, TLIR R 525
A SRR A R IR R TR | T 2R
TR 7K A R 25 13 TR s 1FE i, 92 1] Sigma-Aldrich 23 A
BEIR BSIR N  BERR — AN R A N i R
B H,0, I FeSO, | Hm AR | 450 0 & A1
B IECKE OB ERR L TR O TR SN, R 4y
Brak, g O R, 4 ik ali | [ 25 5 A1k 2
A PR T s MRS 15 55 4k, 9 5 5 B Tl el g
AP HARA PR H ; NGM 5537 58 IR A=)
TREABRAT ;2,2 -HRA - (3~ L He-FR T HEmE
Wh-6-ff R ) 4tk (ABTS) , b & so bk b (LR
A RS Al 1, 1 — Rk - 2 — =l AR

(DPPH) , [ R T AE AR B4 A7 FRA 7 5 St
AL (FRAP) BE 7 K70 £, B3 = KA Y4
AR BRZ A5 HIh = Fe (TG) 305 & , 5 o 8
YR A BR A 7 4T O Ye o, A T A
HBR A A 5 S R 50 & PrimeScript™ RT reagent
Kit | SEHF 28 62 7 PCR K57 & SYBR ® Premix Ex
Taq™ , HAS Takara 23 7,
1.2 FENFESES

LC-20AD 4 = 38080MH A, B A B bk 25
#£;ZORBAX SB-AQ % i 41, 56 [E %418 23 A
ZQTY-70 N BUREIR, g IAE A A R A ] s HWS -
26 HUHIE R K I B, i 2 S R A A B
A T); LRH=-250 BIA AL 46, bife— e A A B
NFFD -8 BV R TR, A6 s B AT BR A A
5430R A &5 m B 0L, T E Eppendorf 24 H] ; DW
-86 L AUHIGIR UKAS , 7 &5 15 /R 4E M B040234 #UJig
FRA%, 3% [ Thermo Scientific 23 & ; SW-CJ - 1D %8
HTAES, RN A & A IR Rl ; LDZH-100 L 7Y
KU, [ = BT a8 iR PR B CFX96 B¢
JeiE B PCR 1Y, 26 [H BIO-RAD /A #];85-2 5 iR fk
TIPEREES LI A TR A S BB A B2 7 5 e e 28 &
i, B R AERHA R A A Ci-S AR S B, H
A e AR 23 7]
1.3 EWHE
1.3.1 REREZZBHE 1) BAE K 2K
%, 2% X. W. Zhang %" 1y 07 ik B K 32 LBk
B2 b B, 3 30 Hifi 518 8 KA £k, F-20 C
FEAR IR VKRR Hh DR AT, 8 5 o DR 22 Bk B2 1 IE & Be %
W m(KREB S /o) V(IECke/mL) = 1:5IRA IR
JBERE 3 h SHUE , P B KA Bk ke, AT IR BRAE
3 UK W R Bk B BT RN ZRAR K A% HR m (K Z2 8k e ik
#/g) :VOK/mL)=1:10 IRA, T 95 CEHKMFF KIS
10 min, JJ 0. 1 mol/L T % — I 2 1 22 v i 45 pH
HZ 6. 5; I ARBL N 0. 3% [T = il - JE
fitf, T 95 C %M FHEFE 20 min, B EH B F i, H
0. 1 mol/L BEIRELZZE vy 815 pH fH 2 7. 5; M A
RFGM N 0. 5% HBRIE 3 1T, T 60 °C 2451 T 1
60 min , BEHEF, H 0.1 mol/L &L — K& R 40
LRI Y pH H 2 4.5; &5 In AR B0k
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3.

0. 2% PIRHALES , T 60 C 454 FHiHE 30 min, BIFFB
NRRFEZER I

2)RBDF il %, FFMEAE K2 £k i & Tk K vt
A 8 min LUK, R HEEIR, T 8000 r/min £51F
TEL 15 min, 75 FIE R, AT 800 80% 1Y
LR 2 R BR B ULEE, IR 2 e S5 2
T s 4k 2 FH 28 188 /K I 52 Uk U € &8 v i ¥4 VR T 44
JEWEES i 80 Hif M58 R & 45 4 Z B i RBDF,
F-20 CHEANRKFEIRAE, &,

3) KR AN B 4F 4k ( Fermented Barley Dietary
Fiber,FBDF) #il %, 2% 41 mi 105 ik,
YA FLRFT T dy-1 RBDF MK R V(MY FLAE
FFE dy-1/mL) :m (RBDF/g) :V(/K/mL) = 1:4:28
R2), T 31 °C 220 v/min M EBE24 b J5, BT
80 C K& 10 min, ¥ ¥R T4 5 WS ik 80 H i, B
% FBDF, F-20 CRAGRIKFEIAE, &,

4) [l fift K 3 % 8 £4F 2 ( Enzymatic Hydrolysis
Dietary Fiber, EBDF) il &, = % i &1 41 fif 3 #F
2 58 ¥ 10 ¢ RBDF 5 0.4 g 2l AL R T Tl IR
& JABERR 522 M (50 mmol/L, pH {8 7.0) &
F 100 mL, 12T, T 40 °C 5 MF F KU BHR 8 h, B
K 10 min, & % T8 5 BFES i 80 H i, RIS
EBDF, T-20 C#BARKA AT, &

5)KR&EZWHRI, 2% RS R Jr
%, FREL 100 mg FBDF 8¢ EBDF, il A 3 mL 200 mmol/
L1 HCl %W, U= % 1 e & &30 2075 SR 5 m A
5 mL LR TRIEATHEL, T 4000 t/min 554 T &L
10 min, W Z R Z R JZ AW Z IR Bei T, 42 %8
Y2 UK K IBRC B H VA TAE 40 C A1 T lie78 2
TLMA T mL 7R RS, o 0 AR kR
7% Z Wy FIBH K32 21, T-80 CH Ik AT,
.

1.3.2 BBMEEMNE R Folin-Ciocalteu 345"
W K2 22 W 11 S Ty % ik, el 2o % £ TR A v il
L TR, R DR E TR Y & (ng GAE/mL)
FIR

1.3.3 BREEWAHARREEME 0.5 mL K
W, 26 0.22 wm A LA IR RE AT DR I Ak
VRORR C AT T 25 Ak A 9 1) A B B e A T

R HINR . ZORBAX SB-AQ B! A 354} (250 mmx
4.6 mmx5 mm) , BCAT 5 MG , A0 K N0
200 ~400 nm; FahAH A 7 0. 1% H R K, Ui
YA B R4l SN W N 1 mL/min, #FFF 54
20 wL, AR 30 C, VAR BRI E .0~
10 min, 3% Z i ; 10 ~ 20 min, 3% ~ 80% . Jif ; 20 ~
30 min,80% ~3% NI ;30~35 min,3% LN .

1.3.4 HEMBEAME 1) DPPH A HEETHERF
Mg, % EHE " M, ¥ 0.2 mmol/L DPPH-Z,
WA R RS, il 6 DPPH TAEW, (HHAE I K 517 nm
AT EIE R 0.5 ~0. 65 8L 10 pl K& ZWHAE R (B
Wy Hh 3 wg GAE/mL, FIal) F 96 fLA 1, Jin A
190 L DPPH TAE W J5 #&47, = il T i 5t = 1
30 min, T 517 nm &ZbIEWOERE

A-A
DPPH A WA F % = (1 - 0) x 100%

i
LA FIMAFFNR G DPPH YW A, AR
DU 0 W DG B2 S AL SR R I AR I I DPPHL 1% 1
I

2) ABTS™ H i1 5635 BR M E . 2% @& it o
U7 B e 5 mL 7 mmol/L ABTS IE 5
88 L 140 mmol/L i —Hi FRFF VMR~ )5 , & Lkt
JERE 12~16 h, il 55 ABTS i #53; SR 5 I Tk &
MERFE ABTS it 25 M il 75 ABTS™ T AR, 1 PR HAE
734 nm ZEEYIEEE A 0. 70+0. 02 L 20 pL KEZ
P T T B AR AR Y, I 180 Wl ABTS' T AR5 4%
A AR IR R RGN 30 min, T 734 nm AL E
M

ABTS" A WA AR E = (1 B z; B") x 100%

1

R, B AN ATF NG ABTS B¢, B, N
DU (9 W' B B, o R A T B ABTS™ 119 1
HEE

3) -OH HFEEHRRME, SHEE M
Jiek K 1 mL REZ BT 2 mL 1. 8 mmol/L FeSO,
V1.5 mL 1. 8 mmol/L ZKAABRE AN 0. 1 mL AR
SECH 0.3% 1) H,0, WHIRG 5], 16 37 C &4
T 30 min, T 510 nm &0 KGR

C-C
‘OH Ao FrkE =(1 - 0) x 100%

1
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L, ¢ HIMATRIN S - OH WG, ¢, B
H,0, M7 FHIROGEE, €, R A I8 At 52 17 Y8 )
MR

4) EPUEAL(FRAP) BEJJINZE . R4 FRAP fig
IR G v A 45, BB BRUNR . 7E 96 FLAR
MU 180 wL Bt # 19 FRAP TAEW, #70A
5pL A [ M B (0.15 mmol/L, 0.3 mmol/L,
0.6 mmol/L 0.9 mmol/L 1.2 mmol/L 1 11.5 mmol/
L) HY FeSO, ARUEIREL 5 pL KAz LWV, T 37 °C
ZMF TV 5 min, T 593 nm ZbJEW R, 4550
FeSO, MHEFIN,
1.3.5 RARNEHEEELSIRSH HEmWE
FFE A (n=30, TIH) 5 80 wL KA HE OP50 M |
20 pL M9 Zerpil (I TR REZ W) IR G5, IR i
T NGM Fi3iberh 1i3% 48 h MR xR, #F5mnfke
FF& 5 80 pL KIAFFH OPS0 B .20 pl M9 ZZ i
AT KL ZW) IRA G, A0 T EH NGM 55
FrHE(F 50 mol/L A HE) v, 537 48 h, AF g R Al
4, KR RS 80 pL KA OP50 TH K |
20 wL PR3 el IR A2 22l (B % 105
A 10 pg GAE/mL .20 pg GAE/mL #1 40 pg GAE/
mL)IRAJT, B T B NGM K23k rh 5597 48 h,
VE T e ok A e
1.3.6 ZHZLFENE FHparrdifEhy—
P LS AR, LR 0 AR 3 7 el 2L 3h i 1R
SF RS TR AR B A OERSE  BT
75 W BT H 3 35 07 Rk o, B R JE 7 A s ot
HARIATHE I E A2, B AW RE Tl &
ZARYEEE R R, 1EVEA 2R 0 A W TR
ZHT, B A e R R M9 2% o
(FALHTE N 0.5 mol/L B Z R ALAN ) X 75 i BT
2 AT AU, o G DR JRR T B AR LS
1E B B L HEA T IR, E R Image J #RA4I 2
FARKFIR 58, DL 8 K A2 2 W X FLAE Y & 4
il
1.3.7 FWRFERENERZERR ¢ FEM
SE 1) BRI RPN E . $ 0T REZH Y | i 2H
SR A1 75 T B FF 2k sUF MO 22 vl i vk )s ,
PRFR AR 60% 1Y) S PR v TR 2 HHE AT 8 7K [

SE BT SR 2k HUE T4 O Yl e oh g
1 h 5, I M9 Z2mii i vE L R, BRI (0T
3 3 TR U5 T B R AT 2 e Y (25 2R JF
FIF Image J #4960 EURHEA TG BE 40 AT

2) TG Eilas . Bt B2 B2 | A 2 ok
R TEULIY 75 T P AT LR 37 48 h J5, FH M9 28 il
VR 3 I RIS I B R B B 0 P A
MO G2 iR, R 75 R B R AT R S R S
O, R POEEA RN B R JUAR S  E TG &,
1.3.8 ZHBHMTHME LTI BAIL
Tt fifp 2 B A TR 1 75 N BT 2 o, e B 2081 NGM
Bradkrh 1 HAm O IR SRS 5, 7R IE B WU
TSR A A 4k s B AT R, A A Sk AR Sl R
(1 min Pk F0E 245 30 19 U Fn B (25 it A o
(1 min N HERZRED .
1.3.9 mRNA B R RT-qPCR ] & B X} i
g ABIRUZH | A 2H 8 T AL 1 55 T B4 L,
=YOKIHBEER B I KIBATR S, A 1 mL Trizol X
), ZEE P R A FE VKRR B Y Y RNA
Foe R & U B S, B PRI RNA % 5
cDNA, Jf LhiZ cDNA b #E At i 17 52 ) 2l o &
PCR #4500 75 1 B AT 2 Ao i i 4 QA G 56 15 3
KK

PCR 51 LA TA WA RA RLA AL, i
AACT [S{EAG R 7 v 3047 H5 i Ak 39 Al 66 PRI 1% 3
BEPL act-1 NNSKFR, 5I0)F5ILE 1,
1.4 HIEALE

FIFH GraphPad Prism 9. 5 {4 5246 Kcd e 47
Geitep o K nT A A B SR FH 2 R AR A 1 &R
BOHATHI AL AT, SEHR 25 DL CEYIE A ifE )

A1 314575

Table 1 Primer sequence

R EmESIIFSI(5 1037) B IHIFEH (5 1037)

act-1 TCGGTATGGGACAGAAGGAC CATCCCAGTTGGTGACGATA
fat-5 CGCTCATATGGGATGGTTGT CAGGGCGAAGCAGAAGATT
fat-6 - GCCCAGAGACGCAATATCTC CAGCAAAGAGAGCCACGTTA
fat-7T  CAACAGCGCTGCTCACTATT CACCAACGGCTACAACTGTG
daf-16 CCAGACGGAAGGCTTAAACT ATTCGCATGAAACGAGAATG
mdt-15 TAAATCAGCGGCAGTGCCTT CCGGAGTGTTTCCTGCTGTC
daf-2  TGGATCTCCATCGCGAAACG TTTTGGGGGTTTCAGACAAGT
sbp-1 - GGCGGCGAAGATTGTGATTC CGCTCGGTTTTTGGTCTTCG
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FR I B Oy 2250 W bR 2 1 B 22 R
BIE, FH 45 A Tukey J7ikibf T 2 8 K K, 41 0] 2
TS « FoR (% N P<0.05, =+ Jy P<0.01,
sk A P<0. 001, s SA7 P<0.000 1) ,

2 55T

2.1 AEXRZESZHEHIESN

KA Z Wil i U SR M g X S s
UG MR FURFF B dy-1 F6R R 15
MR FENEE LT AT AL B, WK 4 B S L By R
TFEs 2 Wy, NI 2 = Z B S BU80R , R IR
L B ((146.56+4.52) pg GAE/mL) it
FE TR K 2 ((78.35+0.94) pg GAE/
mL) A7) H— G R e il Ak 3L, 3k AR b RT g
FEXENE 7K ik e T e SR i Tl | R SR I | T 41k
ity 55 Z2 A AR MR L [F VR T R E T 45 A AR 2
R, SRR B T R A
22 AEAXEZESEHBMEAUEWEARREE
o

ANTR) K Z2 22 1 1 B 25 Ak 0 21 B B % o T [
1 R, BT AT, 7R R 22 2 W b 2L 2] 14
Pl A G0, Horh | Bl K22 Z2 By b B Bl 2,4
SRR R FER T EFRAUK RS
WE L, RBEREZEH b 2,4- " REFPR 3,4~
THAREEHR ARR EUR . T HRMIKE
P2 1) £ e A e 5 e i R R A P R A T R 2

280

A WfSELE
240 NN KEEAFELH T
~ 200F N .
.lJ kkkk \
§160— s —_— § %

A1
Fig. 1

ZWH TR EEESRALE . XRVARMNEY
INTT7 AL 23 R W 4545 25 2 B 1 REOROR i
SR AL S W R S i, X P LR AT g
AN T R R Y 2 S O, BRI R
W AL LA IR dy-1 AN B T AR TG T, 3 i %
158 OBl HF K fiff i, 3K S8 B K it g RE B8 0t — 2D
AR R NG B AT Ak (0 - SRS ) RO RO A
I AR AT X 23 i, i T 2 45 5 2 2 B B
2.3 AEREZBHBMELENEIERST

BT B RN 4 R, X RN K A 22 it
Aol G0 B, S B i A R], ¥ 3 g GAE/
mL, ERLARAET TR PR R Z W & B2 &
Yy, BB 21 & Wy 4L o B RO B, 45 R i 2 B
No HIEL2 ALHLAEMR R Z Z 8, T &R K
R \2,4- "R HEIE IR OMERR | L2 R | o 2R
FLZS R AARRS B0 5 Wi K22 2 b & A
ZH AR SRR B TR, A K& 2
FEAELRETR 3, 4- P EIIEFREIL
RER, KILEYHEA B BRI, BRE A E A
BRSSO F PPl 5 SRR VRS 5 R RE X
TEYHZ WK BN, B S A2 SN, b
e 25 B 2R AL AW R i, HAT, X T8
iy e A () (EL 20 S [] ) R 22 22 3 4 26 W) 7 T 3
MBFTERCA IR, L, T SOR 2 — 28 5 A X P Al R
A Z Wy PUAE A R IR RE ) 25 5%

EE Tt

\
,”§ Hkk §
N \
N M\
’*_**‘ -~ é§ vz sk Z§

mRLEY
FRREZ o8 LG MUARA ST

Composition and content analysis of different-treated barley polyphenols
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Fig. 2 Composition patterns analysis of different-treated barley polyphenols

2.4 AEXRZZHHRENBENSHT
M2k & W b S A R O 5 B B T R e
FYEYIRIOE  FE A A AR IR AR R TR K
FLmmbtE e s 3 s, mE 3 A, S
fitgfife K 2% Z By A0 LG, K K 2% £ W () DPPH
ABTS' B H 3 TH R Ao 4 = 1 36. 8% il 13.3%,
B -OH H i EIEFRAE 18K 22, MM KREZEZ BT
MYTEALRE N T E 2, BIETME, KBEREL
T3 A 1 F SR T R A B DR L 8 A B A
W1, B E 2R AR 5 KE 2
() R YR BRBE ) AT AR OGP 2B, S5 SRR B K
R 3,4 — WA B H R AR LA R A X =F i
5 DPPH ABTS" H B IE IR R 2 B EA G, & 5
R AR %R R AR S FIRIAEX F S - OH
LV BR % IR ARG, T AR R &

W, EEHRE B IR H IR FRILAR R S B
L ISP SR (9 DPPH ,ABTS® [ 1 2534 4 fig
M FRAP BRIRJRBE ST, AR 2 8 R L, A 1
DRERIRY R ILE R S5 DPPH B B AE
FRoR R IEADC, & B IR & 2 5 DPPH ABTS' H H
FETG BRI AR . X L2 R, KA
Zo Wy v v I 2R R RN e L% R A X = B AT R
HAMIERRRE R EE R, SR, H T
%J%zxﬁti%tiﬂ%ﬁ% FUR EETR AR .3,
THSEHEER IR RILKRFHIM S WAL
aﬁﬂ@ﬁfiﬂzﬁzﬁmo Rt DL E AT 75 i — 25
Bk, Ak, TR Z M 2 R RS A
BUSTR AR R N — 25 2% BN Rl i R 5+
(1] (8 AF EL A FH XS VR A A R T S A e O 7 AR I T A
a;um
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7.

2.5 AEAKREZEHITFWIEITFERIERER
s Ay
2.5.1 AAKREZEZHHIFWEFERLZEFES
B WRETN R, 2SR B AR,
REVA TS AR BT AR, A [F) K 22 22 B %k 55 T B AT 4 1
PR R S8 52 e G 181 4 iR, 1B 4 W] AE
40 pg GAE/mL Sl & i &, R K22 2 W 145 5
75 W BT 2k AU IR SEREAIR, I 7E 10 wg GAE/
mL F120 pg GAE/mL Bl & & &, IR Z 8 Xf
75 W BT e AU AR A 58 35 R 77 A I 26 5 )
W X TFHEMEALA R MELE, B S EAS T
20 pg GAE/mL (57 & 5 il &% 20, b, 7EfH
— R, PR KA 22 % 4R R R 58 1Y
SR TC i 3 2 S R WA [) K 22 22 W 0 55 il B 2k
HME KT W52 5 K 2R W) 4H 0 22 S AR OC
AKX,

20

7/

%

’—\

IS
[=
]

w2
(=

15

%
10} r
St L
0 0

DPPH ] 1 EIE IR /%

ABTS'H HETERR /%

#e e 7 e
W & W #
& & & &
& F & F
A A7)
a)DPPH H i ZERRE b)ABTS*H 2 ERE
60r - 20
. 2
,52.15 10 g 15
"E qm
=
ﬂél 20 g sl
i
M T e &
B g e
A ¥
& & " &
& &
43 A5
¢)-OHH H HETFBHRZEK d) B LEE

2.5.2 RS KEZBIFHRIFLLIER R
BB LR EuBEN, i HRmNRES
15 S 7 (20 g GAE/mL) |, DL AR 45 B 4 11 v
FERICH o THZT O Ge £ 35 F] 4 55 1 BauAT 42 SR 4 o Y
i e BT 2, DT EL0L S B i R L
[] K22 Z2 By %k 55 T B AT 2 Ui 105 SR BR A s o 4n 141 5
FiR, MRS AT, B 4 55 T BT 2R R R Y 4T
DX I 0 e LT R 3 R, SR W e 1 R )
B, SECRIZHAR L, YRR R A2 22 B e A0
75 N B FTER AU P 04 i 1 SRR, (LG 25 22 [] 1) 9k Al
BRI R EMESR,

3 3 I 55 TN BTk HUA N TG & i BB 2
AT HAR N Y BR BT K - o A [R) DR 22 22 3 %) 75 T
Bt TG & & A2 WAl 6 s, &l 6 Al
BV 5 T B AT e HUA N TG & 5 1 3 5 TXF
HRZH T il e R 22 22 W R R I R 22 22 W 43 ) 41 75 T

FEEE
24- R AR PR
3A-“HEREHAR
#H® 0.5
FIFZKER
HOR
JLEER o
mERR
FIZARR
BEFR
THER -0.5
SRR
FILZER
KGR

ABTS* DPPH ‘OH HHiEk

DLiES vy

B3 REXX % By aAat /) 2k oAt

Fig. 3 The antioxidant capacities of different-treated barley polyphenols and correlation analysis
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BT AR TG & H AR T 27. 9% 1 23.3%, Tif§
fifh2H 5 K TR 2H 75 N B AT 4 AR P 1Y TG &5 B 8 3%
2R X —ERE e 0 s R —%, &
FZUORIE T A R BRI EAS [ % AR R 6 7
BRFF OB 0T SRR 52 ML, K B 2 JRR I 1) A Bl 8 2R
MFEB B, XFEA L5 02 R4 0T 6
HAARE BRI R, RAE AT v BT i 4 1 i
fift R 22 T 5 R T K 3 22 T 1 R AR S SR AR AL, AR
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Study on the differences in antioxidant and lipid lowering activities

of different barley polyphenols

LEI Yuexin, CHENG Zhangchen,CHEN Jin,HE Yufeng, XIAO Xiang
School of Food and Biological Engineering , Jiangsu University ,Zhenjiang 212013, China

Abstract : Two different barley polyphenols were prepared by fermentation ( Lactiplantibacillus plantarum dy-1) and

enzymatic hydrolysis ( sulfatase ), respectively. The phenolic compounds composition of fermented barley
polyphenols (FBP) and enzymatic hydrolysis barley polyphenols (EBP) were analyzed. The antioxidant abilities
and lipid-lowering effects of FBP and EBP were further investigated. The results indicated that total phenol contents
of EBP and FBP were 78.35 pg GAE/mL and 146.56 pg GAE/mlL,

vanillin, benzoic acid, 2, 4-dihydroxybenzoic acid,

respectively. The absolute contents of
epicatechin and salicylic acid were significantly different

between EBP and FBP. Under the condition of the same total phenol content, vanillin, chlorogenic acid, and gallic
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acid are characteristic components of the EBP while benzoic acid, 3, 4-dimethoxybenzoic acid and epicatechin are
characteristic components of FBP. Compared with EBP, the DPPH and ABTS" free radical scavenging rates of FBP
were increased by 36. 8% and 13.3%. At 20 pg GAE/mL total phenol content, both FBP and EBP effectively
reduced the accumulation of lipid droplets, and reduced the triglyceride content by 23.3% and 27.9%,
respectively, in Caenorhabditis elegans. In terms of lipid-lowering mechanism, both FBP and EBP could promote
the movement of C. elegans to accelerate its lipid consumption and inhibit the abnormal activation of the SBP-1
signaling pathway. The effect of EBP on the insulin/insulin-like growth factor signaling pathway was more
significant than that of FBP (P<0.05). In conclusion, when total phenol content is the same, the composition
differences of barley polyphenols could significantly affect their antioxidant ability and lipid-lowering effect.

Key words : microbial fermentation; enzymatic hydrolysis; barley polyphenols; antioxidant capacity; lipid lowering

ability ; Caenorhabditis elegans
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