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2 (mucin2, MUC2) #.ik ¢ % vf , 45 R 27 £MIRE (Enterococcus faecalis) RZ18 K B E# s MUC2 B3 -F &k
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Promoting Intestinal Mucosal Barrier Integrity with Enterococcus faecalis
RZ18 Isolated from Neonatal Feces

LI Yanru, ZHANG Tengxun, GUO Congcong, ZHANG Tongcun, QI Wei, WANG Nan
(College of Biotechnology, Tianjin University of Science & Technology, Tianjin 300457, China)

Abstract: This study was to investigate the effect of lactic acid bacteria on intestinal mucosal barrier integrity in neonatal
feces. Fifteen strains of lactic acid bacteria were isolated from healthy neonatal feces. The intestinal colonization ability of
the lactic acid bacteria such as their resistance to acid or bile salts and their adhesive ability to intestinal cells were evalu-
ated. The effect of fermentation broth supernatant on the level of mucin 2 in HT-29 cells were tested with the luciferase re-
port gene analysis experiment, Real-time PCR and enzyme linked immunosorbent assay. The results showed that the fermen-
tation supernatant of Enterococcus faecalis RZ18 increased the promoter activity of MUC2 gene and upregulated the tran-
scription and translation level of MUC2. The fermentation broth supernatant of RZ18 also enhanced the expression of tight
junction proteins including occludin, claudinl and zonula occluden-1, confirmed by Real-time PCR and Western blot test.
The Oxford cup method showed that RZ18 can inhibit the growth of a variety of pathogenic bacteria, including Micrococcus
luteus , Staphylococcus aureus , Listeria monocytogenes and Escherichia coli. The results of the research indicate that Entero-
coccus faecalis colonized in the early stage of neonatal intestinal tract could promote the development of neonatal intestinal
mucosal barrier, which can be expected to be applied to the prevention and treatment of inflammatory bowel disease.
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A AR B MRl 4H 2! (Food and Agriculture
Organization , FAO) Al t: % 11 4= 21 241 (World Health
Organization, WHO) X # A= T8 & A —F i i s 26
Yy, 625 T A% 50 R I X 1 T A G R A 25 1 .
S HE AR LIFLIE H (lactic acid bacteria, LAB) & .
FLIRTR R T8 e A BEE , F 2 R ZLRR I — AT 10 5
FR. g A AR X MUARA 25 BITE S , FE BB FNa T
R B 7 1) I P AR RS | e S
BAE B A LIRBEENa SR R R TARTHIE
RN S BV 96 07 il 2 ok b 2 g IE 3 26
B g5 AR RV LA A 25, s AR AR & 12
;T FE S, AR | S ORI S B A )L 4R
AT .

41 LA B R AL S5 RE TR U 56 35 A s
2 W B AR S TE B B B ok B TSR S
TR, PR AE I SE D3 sh ) R TR TR 8 &
B bR A | e RGOS B R E R
AEEEWCT. @M T, RS T
T, A6 3 i g S AR WOISCRE T, A A R S
B | s PR R, dE A R AR e e T, X TR
HLeyfdR & B A EEE L. Hik, A58 B EMN
A JLEEE oy B e e A AR g AR TR, A TTF R
X 1 18 4% i 95 9 B AT TS AT AR FH R TR AR B ARt
SEBR AR

W 80 VR )22 2 KA i TN 80 T B A ) B A 1)
S—iH FERE, 61 2 (mucin2, MUC2) 4 i
W2 o B BB 1 o, LB e b s 5 T R
St B & AR R A UM G, I b R A M K % i
(tight junction, TJ) f2 /17 b 65t b 1) S 22 20 L0 4%, —
HTT 3240, W b 5z S 8] A 38 a3 P G , 20 57 P 2
RAKrF Y] ok B ARG, 52
e 5 19 & A2 &k T 6. A B2 F1 (occludin
OCLN) , #1211 (claudinl, CLDN1) . 8i/Vii7 2
I 1(zonula occluden-1, ZO-1) 2B & B
3 AL IO I LA 3B LAB
XTI 4 R IR A, AT S B RS 2 i T
S5 i s A R A FH A A AL

1 HESAE

11w
1.1.1  H &, etttk

WAE—AH N LR 2 ERE S A R EE S
BB R BUR 55 A FRA B F & X 4328 Fl 4248 SW620

FRABKLEER E355 FH3Mm

AN, TR R R 2R BN . HT-29 40, KL K
27 R RS E T EE . COS-7 4ipL, W A 3¢ = B A P
H .l (ATCC) . J 8 i Bk R (Micrococcus  luteus)
ATCC49732 | 4 B¢ {4 4 4 BK & (Staphylococcus
aureus) ATCC25923 | FAZSHI R4 (Listeria monocy-
togenes) CMCC54002 . K I ¥F 18 (Escherichia coli)
CMCC44102 Jy A 52 5 25 R 5% B A . pMUC2-luc-
pGL3 JRAA S 2 A .

1.1.2 A H5E

MRS R7, 6ot B R A EARAT R
R, REHIL R THARARA A A0, 7&K
AU AE DR A BN Wl DMEM/F12 1537 5k |
RPMI 1640 }57#3%, Gibeo /A ; fi4F 1fiLi (FCS) , #t
M PU =55 ) TR A s M-MLV 3 5% S il | Trizol
A, AR ERHEAPR A\ SYBR Green qPCR
Mastermix, DBI Bioscience A fl ; ANTPs, Jb 5 HE A i
2 4 W B F2 A BR A Hl 5 Luciferase Assay System
(E1501) , Promega 7 #) ; claudinl (YT0942) — 4 .
ocludin (YN2865) —#1 . zo-1(YN1410) — i . MUC2
ELISA i3] &, ImmunoWay 23] 5 HyhE—3
PR i & B (GAPDH) —#7T, Santa Cruz /A A] ; IRDye-
800 ARic =Pt/ —HT . IRDye-800 FricllIsFHitR
4L, %A Li-COR 2 ] ; TurboFect %% 4L,
Thermo 2\ ).

ZIIHEREPRY, SEE Thermo A3 BRA ] 5 FEHEAL,
Bio-Rad A rl ; Odyssey MUAALLAMNEN G RS, 52
LI-COR 7 Al ; stepone plus SERY9¢ € # PCR Y, 3¢
ABI/AH]. DG 250 JRAEREFE44 , Y58 Don Whitley
Scientifi (DWS) A #]; pH 11, M4E8—FCH 24448 |
3w DYY-6C BUHLIKAX, JLat iz s —10E .

12 A&
121 A#e2 & hik

il ISP Al R 2 i x v AT a4k, R R A
BREER R 107 A SIS AR BRAS 1Y [ A MRS 3537
HLERIA, 37 CHEFE 48 h, PRtk y AL 5 BB W T V& [ iR
TE MRS 555k ERIZ, (FA0 58RI Rl 7 B S5
SO A QY. [RAT, R H A T - 80
CURME. PR, Xf T PCR 473, #4315
Yk A 4 MER A BB BR A "IN T, SR )5 R
BLAST 45 R 147 16S rDNA LR

it /2 B8 7 I A2« AR T MRS WA 5 5 v
37 CIRAEIGFRAE G I, &3t 3 Widfk, Bk IG 5%
12 b, X T A0 75 21 00 TR B8 Co IS RR 23 Sl E s T
pH 4 2.0.3.0.4.0 Miik MRS 3igR3Emh ™ Rk
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TR Hy 5% 108 mL™". B 100 pL & T 96 FLiRH,
BAFERAS 3 NEFL, FINLLE M pH MRS 1575
HAEMBAMEXTRE. BF 37 CIRARFHH PRI
4h. FIFH MTT ¥, 76 490 nm AIE WG (4) | %
B (1) P A7 0001,

\ Ay
17 %= x100% 1)

papls

fiif AR 5 68 700 % - TRAR T MRS WA B: 37 3
37 CIREREFRFER I7, &ad 3 WGtk MRk KE 37
12 h, X6 AR5 75 20 00 B O IR A B B T
0.1% ~ 0.3% HER IR MRS 355302 S sk 1A
R 5x 108 mL". BT 37 CREFAAPIE 4h, %
8 1.2.2 A5 I E A R )

122 HHIE AT &R sk

W PRAETE - SOCRAFIH IR TR, T 2% HF P+
MRS RS FRE A, Ze0d 2 IEfk, BRREESR 12N,
AR T 100mL iREEr, [AEFLL 100 mL %5
KRR Xt B4, 12h JE B0, BB, 50 CHEZE
1.5h 24y, BIABEIEE SR, A -80°CYKAR 24 h,
FURF AR R T A FL. R FF R T A0 s R
.

HT-29.COS-7 4L 10% FCS [y F12 K33
H(F Ix10UL HFEEM 100mg/L 5 K) ,
SW620 % 10% FCS (1) RPMI 1640 55353 (& 1 x
10°U/L HEHEM 100mg/L 5% X)), 1E 37 C.5%
CO, BABANRLE S5 T HEF%, 24 h Je ¥, LURTE 2.
3d B 1 RERFRIR. A, 2.5 g/L TR
fbIE LA,

1.2.3 4 Mpsmiefsnde A ml g

SW620 ZHfILL 10* mL ™" %5 B ¥ SIHRIE 96
L3 2d, ¥ B K ZER)Z 0 A 45 5 4 i
SW620 FHKE N PBS (pH 7.4) vk 2 ¥k, ¥ 100 pL
FLBRH (5 x 10 mL ™) A 96 FLANMARH, 37 °C . 5%
CO, s E 1h J5, FKE R PBS B0k 3 1Kk,
PIBE R BE AT, B MTT 243 50005 PBS 3k
S Mg AT ( Ay ) ARTEGRR 28 A2 (A4, ) SR
P28 TN B (A, ) FLIIROR S, 48 B SC () 1A%

Fhp = Agsw@ _AX'T,HK «100% )
guyc] pail
1.2.4 BEBE % 9% AW (ELISA) 5235

HT-29 ZHMILA 10° mL ™" AR A HRNE 6 L

W EsE 2d, A 5 mg/mL T B9 R BER A 15

WALFE 240 5, WCEEYNIRE 2 3L 5T, SR A ERE
JRE W BFH AN 20 Bl s 7R3 FE W MUC2 KOF, ik
&R N MUC2ELISA Kl & ¥y pedi
VLR A5 A T
1.2.5 %R ZEZ LN

DL 10" mL™ S AR COS-7 4T 24 fL
b, Al 24 h 5 TurboFect #5445 %F pMUC2-
luc BRI TIEYY, 55 0% 6 h JSHeik , K A FRIRE
i L S mg/mL (R EE AN A B YL ORI 24 FLARES 57
Fep. GhEESR 240 5, 5 BIEW, T8 24 fLREAL
T 100 uL A ZEAEIR, Z246#% 30 min, P20 L) 7T
T, BRI 50 uL A 96 FLAR T, [F]
A S C R B AR 100 pL, G A
B A TR .
1.2.6 =8 %% & PCR (Real-time PCR)

HT-29 4L 10* mL™" (% 8 B A FI7E 6 FL
M EFE 2d, &M Smg/mL FESHALER 240 J5,
Trizol YAH2HL HT-29 4iiffirh RNA, Ff M-MLV 1% 5%
fifi 0% 5% 2 pg FESL. Real-time PCR A6 MUC2 .,
OCLN,CLDN1,ZO-1 J:H 5. PCR A& : 10 uL
DDW, 7.6 uL Mix, 0.4 puL Rox, 0.5uL 514,
0.5uL TSI, 1 uL cDNA ##z. PCR U 5544
95 ‘CHIAEYE 2min, 95 CAZE 105, 60°CiR K FILEAH
30s, 3 40 MEIR, 95 CLAE 15s. FrHEIH L
= 1.

x1 3|4
Tab.1 Primers
BN AR ik izl 5K op
MUC2 F:5-TGCCCTTGCGTCCATAAC-3' 188

R:5-CAGTGTCCGTCAAAGTCGTAG-3'

OCLN F:5'-CCTATAAATCCACGCCGGTTC-3' 103
R:5-TCAAAGTTACCACCGCTGCTG-3'

70-1 F:5-AACAGCCCTACCCATCTCG-3' 103
R:5-CGTGGAAAGTACCCTCGTT-3'

F:5-CGATGCTTTCTGTGGCTAA-3'
CLDNI1 222
R:5-AGTGGCTGACTTTCCTTGT-3'

F:5-ACCCACTCCTCCACCTTTGAC-3'
GAPDH 110
R:5-TCCACCACCCTGTTGCTGTAG-3'

1.2.7  %.9%¥Pi% (Western blot)

HT-29 ZHJfILA 10° mL ™" AR A EHANE 6 L
Wb Big% 2d, &0 5 mg/mL FEMAALFE 24 h )5, Uk
FLEREA. AP TR BB, BB A
1 h. 23RS ZO-1 —+Ht (1 : 1000) . CLDN1
—#t (1 : 1000) ,OCLN —%$i (1 : 1000) fl GAPDH
—H (1 :3000),4 CHEFLKE, ILFEPRA -



10 000) S IEHLEL (1 2 10000) B E i FdEi s
1.5h, ¥ NC BEPEiFima b g , & rH
T, DRAFE.
1.2.8  #PH Ae A Akm

B 10°mL™" B9 M luteus . L. monocytogenes .
S. aureus | E. coli AR 50 uL AE N8/ TR (B ARUR
10 mL™) |, WA T R A BN AR b P
30 min. JCEERAE: ¥ 3 HICHE 4B (AR 8 em) #2
BSHCPE PR b, BRI 3IA 10° mL ™' Y RZ18 &
W MRS B;FRFE 30uL. Fik 37 CHEMRG R 16 ~
18 h, WA iy R/, M I B A > 8 mm, WU
Wi R R, A I RCR .
1.3 FitFESH

SCE R AT R UL CFIE £ prifE 2 Fon, Bl
H Graphpad Prism 5.0 #FA 7415347, * | ** 43 I RIR
AEF2E5 P<0.05,P<0.01.

2 HEREHH

2.1 LABTHEREES

XEMHAE LZEE 43 A 15k LAB BT R | fif
JHER K A1 MO ZFER A TR0 A, e 5 ARARXS P
PR LAB, 53 922 ER A (Enterococcus  fae-
calis) RZ18 F1 RZ002 . TF&FLATE (Lactobacillus ca-
sei) RZ003 Fll RZ004 , 7Lz HER 1 (Pediococcus  acidi-
lactici) RZ005. NMFS R pH 3l H 2.0 47, BEEE
HRIAER , 2R E T2 pH 5.0 A4, 1 HEAs il — i
A3 ~4h AR AR, MiZEA — 2
MFERPE. XF 5 PRI MINERRE 1 2 TR , 25 Rl 1
flR.

80

JpH2
B pH 3
60 - [ Byt

A

E. faecali E.faecali L.casei L.casei P.acidilactici
RZ18 RZ002 RZ003  RZ004 RZ00S5
Al
1 SHRIBEMBREE S5

Fig. 1 Acid resistance analysis of the five LAB strains

LA 395 /%

TE pH 2 B}, L. casei RZ003 Fil RZ004 f{if %1y
B, 43500 (12.41 £ 0.13) %A1 (11.27 £ 0.12) %, HoAth
3 FPEE E. faecalis RZ18 ,RZ002 DA X P acidilactici

FRABKLEER E355 FH3Mm

RZ005 f£iG R 1E 20% &£ 4. 1 pH 3 B}, L. casei
RZ003 F71&F A%, 08 (13.69 +0.24) % , HAl 4 Fh
W E.faecalis RZ18 . RZ002 F1 L.casei RZ004 .
P acidilactici RZ005 f15%7E 20% /45 7E pH 4 B,
L. casei RZ004 1% %8z , 1k (72.64 £0.11) % ,
fih 4 FE E. faecalis RZ18 ,RZ002 1 L. casei RZ003 .
P, acidilactici RZ005 f£15% ZI1E 40% ~ 50% .
2.2 LABTitfEbaE

AR IR B2 AR Ak, IR B e AR AE
0.03% ~ 0.3% MITE I NI 8. AR5 T 5 B
LAB X 0.1% . 0.2% . 0.3% JHEE AT 32 RE 1 4743
Br. 5B NE 2 Fis, A 0.1% JRERREFRILhRE
# 4h J5, E. faecalis RZ18 F1 RZ002 . P. acidilactici
RZ005 fEEHRAE 100% LA F, VEIATE 0.1% AURHER IR
B It RN AREm 3 FREMAER. 755 0.2% AHd:
TIEIEIETE 40 )T, P acidilactici RZ005 1775 R
. ATk (57.2 + 1.57)% , Hifth 4 BREIITE 25% ~
35%. TEEH 0.3% MHERREFRILHRETE 4h J5, 25 HATF
TERAN LA, 97 20% ~ 35% .

150

CJo0.1%
B3 0.2%
Wl 0.3%

100 F

0 LA 0%

S50 H

E. faecali E.faecali L.casei L.casei P. acidilactici
RZ18 RZ002 RZ003 RZ004 RZ005

T A

B2 StkIBEEmAEEEE 14T
Fig. 2 Analysis of bile salt tolerance of the 5 LAB strains

2.3 LABZh[i&E

LAB 7E 738 W %6 B dl s 2 2 R AR e 2
R A WF 5T R NS5 I 4n i SW620 #5007 iE 27
B, i@t MTT AR LAB X545 iz 41 M g b e
SRz, 5 RNE 3 FiR, E. faecalis RZ18,RZ002
M P acidilactici RZ005 1Y 2 it 6 7 % 5 , Ho o
P. acidilactici RZ005 #5824 (51.96 £ 9.06) % .
2.4 LAB %B:LbiExt HT-29 4Afih MUC2 &R

FixM HAER

FHEE T (MUC) 2 F AR P 22 1 R 240 Jf 53 D i R
Sy THEE A, U H5 MUC2 . MUCSAC ., MUCSB |
MUC6-7,MUC1,MUC3-4 ,MUCI13 1 MUC17 %%
MRS, MUC2 & Forib R A, 7EME R e
0 R )2 R HE TV RN A B S0 TR 1 i 1 7 A AR 28
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PIFER, BRENR B A Z —. MUC2 RikiE
() b R R BRI B NS85, S mg/mL &R LG
WALEE HT-29 400 24 h J&, FIH ELISA kA0 40
Mok E o MUC2 W& i, S5 R WK 4 iR,
E. faecalis RZ18 KT FIEW A i MUC2 & HIMKIA
o B, SXTAME, HARIFFE L (P

0.05).

0
E. faecali E.faecali L.casei L.casei P.acidilactici
RZ18 RZ002 RZ003 RZ004 RZ005

[

B3 SHRIBEX AEMEARRRRH & 15
Fig.3 Adhesion analysis of the five LAB strains to hu-
man colon cancer cells

80

60

40

B %

2(

2.0

1.5F *

0.5F

MUC2HH % 35 7K

XtB& E. faecali E. faecali L. casei L. casei P.acidilactici
RZ18 RZ002 RZ003 RZ004 RZ005
[

4 SHIBELE EFEX MUC2EARIKHIFNN
Fig. 4 Effect of fermentation supernatant from the five
LAB strains on MUC2 protein expression

2.5 E. faecalis RZ18 X L F1L3E MUC2 J23h

FiEMERERKE

F A E. faecalis RZ18 TH k& & I I 1% W 4k ¥
COS-7 4RI Y: pMUC2-luc ik, R PG R
it 2 5 FE RGN K MUC2 i sl ik, 45
W 5 Fiss, E. faecalis RZ18 K iR ] B 2% i
MUC2 ) sh ¥k (*P<<0.05).

F E. faecalis RZ18 TFkKL B WAL P HT-29
4l 24h J5, Real-time PCR J7i%A MUC2 iy
mRNA 7K, G55 (Bl 6) K E. faecalis RZ18 K[
I AE R # FEH MUC2 mRNA H/KFE (#P<<0.05) .
PRBEZE IR —IEUESE E. faecalis RZ18 A EE FIEHR
A MR MUC2 %% 5K T

3

R I
o
-
E
=
g ot
o
=]
=
0
X E.faecaliRZ18
1l
5 E. faecalis RZ18 X B L&t MUC2 BhFiEiE
A

Fig.5 Effect of E. faecalis RZ18 fermentation super-
natant on the promoter activity of MUC2

2.5
B 20F
.%
%
# 1.5F
: H
D
> 05f
0
i B E.faecaliRZ18
W
6 E. faecalis RZ18 A _EEF 3T MUC2 mRNA 7k
=ap= Al

Fig. 6 Effect of E. faecalis RZ18 fermentation super-
natant on the mRNA level of MUC2

2.6 E. faecalis RZ18 X B L iE®& L& OCLN.
CLDN1.ZO-1 EBRFRIEKTE

J 766 FSE 3 375 P 1) A5 Ak 5 1 0 B R B R Y
— RHNAE A %, LA iE ZO-1 F1 OCLN mRNA &
B KT 20k, AT 8 5 g 3 B R ) Re
CLDN1 kAT E AT LIAE R i B 266 B i )
REJ T A& A B RS A T B4R AR FIFH RZ18 Bikk K
IEWALEE HT-29 400 24 h Ji5, FJH Real-time PCR
1 WB J7EEA OCLN, CLDN1, ZO-1 i mRNA
K, g5 7 FE 8 s,

5

[ POYS
4L ok B £ faecaliRZ18
o
< 3} *
%
jj:;_' * %
E 2r
z
1 -
CLDNI1 OCLN Z0-1

HH
7 E. faecalis RZ18 % B &% %t CLDN1,OCLN,
Z0-1 mRNA 7K F R
Fig.7 Effect of E. faecalis RZ18 fermentation supernatant
on the mRNA level of CLDN1, OCLN and ZO-1



LI ZRH | E. faecalis RZ18 K& FIEW T B3
i S %5428 11 CLDN1 . OCLN | ZO-1 1 mRNA 7K
-, SXTRAM L, HAGE X (#P<0.05, **+P<
0.01). [FEF, E. faecalis RZ18 K 1% [ i5Wnl o2& 11
SRR CLDN1 A1 OCLN AYZE /K (#P<

0.05) , WA ZO-1 A F/KF, (H5XT EZHAH
ERARTE.
Z0-1 ~ [ SS—— -

GOV T ———

CLDN| | —— ‘

GAPDH | i —
X i E.faecali RZ18
3
[ DGR

B8 £. faecaliRZ18

| ’_I
N
0 J:l
CLDNI OCLN
E{E|

LR STy S

Z0O-1

8 E. faecalis RZ18 % B &% 3t CLDN1,OCLN,
ZO-1ZBKFEHFNT
Fig. 8 Effect of E. faecalis RZ18 fermentation supernatant
on the protein level of CLDN1, OCLN and ZO-1

2.7 E. faecalis RZ18%% M. luteus . S. aureus . L. mono-
cytogenes . E. coli B3N HI1E B

A ARSI RZ18 X} M. luteus . S. aureus .
L. monocytogenes . E. coli %5 4 a0 # HINHIVER ,
ZE R BH . RZ18 X} S. aureus . M. luteus . L. mono-
cytogenes . E. coli A3/ [R1F2 B 90l 4E FH , JH: rp Xt
M. luteus . E. coli M| 3R 22, M1 B AR R
(17 £0.30)mm, (17 £ 0.25) mm; X} L. monocytogenes
ME B ER N (18 £0.23) mm; X S, aureus TPHIHER
e B, P R B ARGk (21 £ 0.16) mm. M. luteus .
S. aureus ., L. monocytogenes &% [RBHYE T , E. coli
R BT, U, E. faecalis RZ18 Xf %G FH
PEFA R YA — s VR

ARBEAEER 3585 B3

3 it i

A A TR R A e A P T TR AR L SR LR B | R
A EE G E DI RE , DT FEAE 4 B B | BILMUR s L f
JEBEBE 3 AN ZU R RIS . LR AR
VAR R AT A DG BT 3, 255 IS P R A s 5 B AR
WA, AR 24 S AL 18 B e & B F s 58 3% , iF
111 A B A 45 A2 0 KU T sh it ot
T, AT I GG RERSHEsE B A= /N R L Rz 41
MR BE5E | A% Ak L B BRI RE TR Y. e
22 UG P Ao X 3R 4 L R 35 2 T, R RO T
Ji 38 2 A AR K R BB, el A AR IR O [
BT REAS 2 3 A A 1 S 3 e, 18 52 DRLRR YL 8 R 25
AN 7, IR A S R B A E R TIRE , A
T B 8 6 B 4l LA R s IS (I IR 3% T
By ) LI i BB kB SR E A £ AL TG R B YD
WA 5 36 BT AR LB R i FPoR IR, A B2 AT LR
R4 et UIAR e | BAT (2 Uil Bt e & 75 AN
SERME B R A5 AR T . AT B A LG v 4
H— bk B A AR A B MUC2 235 19 TR BR
E. faecalis RZ18.

Claudinl &S5 E S I 1, X 4ERpin R 240
JiL 3 B ) R AN S i 1 e R F B, 40
5% Claudin 2 FIVE 20 R) K% DR IE , HAG o
WERER. BSBEE T Occludin ] 1G5 A 2T 24 240 it A]
RGBT , 35 e el L2 S804 4 i ] g a1,
WF5E P B O T S HidE il T Occludin
HEAFIRIBEMIR T 458, ZO-1 JEA Ry &% %1%
ME N2 —, B SHFEAR 20-2.20-3 —&EH
BN 22 5 R T AN R R R R R A
BEAEZERHFRET6. 28050 T R
ZO-1 ZEWIR, BE RN BERZ SR K AR
b, 1 ZO-1 FE AN, /R HAE SR R 41410 &
W LA AR s e, i 1A T R AL 2L ik
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