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Abstract

Wound healing is a coordinated process that can be disrupted by regulatory abnor-
malities, leading to impaired healing. Elevated inflammatory factors such as TNF-a, IL-
1B and hyperactivate M1 macrophages, causing excessive secretion of MMP-9, which
degrades the extracellular matrix and disrupts wound reconstruction. M1 macrophages
self-stimulate through autocrine of TNF-a and IL-1f, creating a positive feedback loop
of inflammation that prolongs healing. In diabetic patients, high blood sugar exacerbates
this issue, keeping inflammatory factor levels high and significantly delaying wound heal-
ing.

Previous studies suggest that negative ions can promote blood circulation and reduce
oxidative stress, while postbiotics may aid in chronic skin wounds. This study investi-
gated the effects of negative ions and postbiotics on diabetic wound healing using a strep-
tozotocin (STZ)-induced diabetic rat model with full-thickness back wounds. The exper-
iment includes four groups: control, diabetes, wound treatment, and diabetes wound treat-
ment. Treatment with negative ions and postbiotics significantly accelerated wound heal-
ing compared to untreated groups. Additionally, these treatments reduced persistent in-
flammation, promoted collagen proliferation, granulation tissue formation, and re-epithe-
lialization, facilitating tissue repair and wound healing.

In summary, negative ions and postbiotics can reduce oxidative stress and inflam-
mation, and potentially regulate M1 macrophage function to accelerate wound healing.
These findings suggest their potential application in improving wound healing, offering
a novel and effective treatment strategy for wound healings.

Keywords: wound healing, acute wounds, M1 macrophages, TNF-a, IL-1p,

MMP-9, diabetic wounds, negative ions, postbiotics
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ARG e B FFREL o RAF LI B N R
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P HERFAR GRS A VPR E RPN O RIS A
AHBERH e BLERE RfIEARE DGO FIEELG Y o F 2 o REGC

MR D FG AL DB R I AN RBID SR R
B bl - £RE ML A Erime hi R~ At R TS
TNF-o {r IL-1B > # xR e S F4 G ~ woe o A Fabs > et ¥ o) S {ri 3

R B S FERR F ERR A frle e R R L FRG - LY
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AFR L ORRROREG TR f AL Fle 7 & T N O F A SRR
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vEOF RO R A BREREEFESR G- R AR O BARG T
wRBELDPN SRR & Erpe LG o R T AT LIS RAE
B e ? Eeme AR KRB S ML Bt (5 WA KR G T i
Rl LDEEFEG U6 R RTIE 0 M Eriimte A AR 5§ B L AR 8
SR FE R F A AT M2 Eeie e 1B I v R EOR & 0 L
o oMl B E A 0 At F A LTS 0 R M2 A F e e
& i i 42 (denDekker et al., 2020; Kloc et al., 2019) o F]}* » 4oie % 1k M1 A E w4 iw %
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£17 i | eBsL A7 1 (Han & Ceilley, 2017) »



¥ F - -b}fle‘?/éﬁ

2-1. £ K #d

\4

A RERIFHAIAG - ARIRB Y PR ITH 4 2 AFURS
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WAL e 95% 0 B vl EiEARY 0 & T LIl L0
(interleukin-1, ™ ™ f§ £ IL-1) ~ "% 3% 7 F]+ -a (tumor necrosis factor-o, ™ & i
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S ETE AT S AN ST ERE Y PR RN E YR Y-
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BArE S EI G v it LA 4pk o

2-2-1. i = #F ( Hemostasis )

FLBTREDE - FY o LA YFINAFIPAY NS T 1048 FY

T 1 {5 48 - P (Gurtner et al., 2008) o ¥ 4§ £ 5 0 3 At % Echs G B
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Kochanek,2013)» f # FwpFp@ G r /a2 » 522 2+ 20F LA B
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e BFRE -
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% A # (Barrientos et al., 2008) > "f EPrA® S B m)&f ERENEE T
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al

A R T e

A fs o B e i 4 I 48 -9 fF (protease) ' f%
PR R TSN B AT AL ER G ¢ &Guo &
Dipietro, 2010) °

2-2-4. £ ¥ (Remodeling phase)

-8 N B ¢ hE 2 (remodeling phase) i v B & & 427 b & - 17
EodFHEL G RN 3HI 120 RBRF LN LML PR
g 0 & PR I EATR S G F L BB AR § T i R o

e REZH BRI KRALAEBEAG T P VLRI T TR R D L

Flo i e A e BT AR AT L F R e £ 2 - i
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EHY DB BB BFR S G T PG ff oINS e §IRITE AN SRS &
B MR AR R e R WA SR NERR AW Y G LR
o A ETHI S 0 R EBHEfer s g EaRIT E ¥ A K ok i (Guo & Dipietro,

2010) -
2-3. GrR ML

2-3-1. E " im¥z

E ¢ im?e (macrophages) 42>t BEH Pk s > ER BB LAY LR R
Rinte— fb > BB BT 20 LF By i “/‘ ’k 7\)1%157 7 (Krzyszczyk et
al.,2018; Russelletal.,2019) o f A § L4 e » 4 L F B4 1 8 FAF B 0 R
Y E w1 ff; C R A ILL B mE o B ‘m”e%q%&& B¢ iim
FegrE o F M rgfidod £ FF R RE MK T RN 57 B oans 3] i (Krzyszezyk
etal,2018)> ¢ 7 & A|E it E v fn?# (classically activated macrophage, ™ & f§ £ M1
Eviimbe ) {o¥ #f % Eviwre (alternatively activated macrophage, ™ & # £ M2
Evgim® ) Evgfim® o M1 &2 M2 2 B cnig & "g ¥ 1§ v }5‘ & 7 e P B (Guo
& Dipietro, 2010) > %3 L #H T > Eeiiim®e X {5 5 £ 6 3 CD86~CD80~ MHC-
I ~ iNOS fe TLR-2++ % 5 % % 6 F6 [ 5 iz h M1 Eviim®e > fEd 4 & TNF-q,
IL-1B, IL-6-- % B L. F]F > M1 Evfim® 457 v a8 R E > B SiEH
74 e TNF-a &2 IL-1B R4 5 § A%k cE Pokloe mR 1§ v b % 5
Ml Ergim®e » @ e ML Evgimie s F)p e i®® > adfp b got mg 3 i
(denDekker et al., 2020) o % M1 E vgin?s 3 ¥4k 47 F 3 p 2§ e ingd L) >
Frd| g LU M2 Ergime cni®® T 5 A58 0 - i g NI r v AR
(Schilrreff & Alexiev, 2022) » L 5§ © & ¥ & o & M1 Eiiflo s i L i
LiE*Apk > M2 Evgwre Shig LF S Pl > we 22 P ks Rl 5

CD163 ~ CD206 ~ Ym1/2 & FIZZ1--- & 4 % 3§ F o M2 E v iwfe ¥ e fL & 7
7



R R A R B A R R Y BRI RF A REETFIFAE G T Rk

» 5t (Kotwal & Chien, 2017; Yao et al., 2019; Yunna et al., 2020) » & iZ:E m¥e # 2 fr
248 P ?‘E_%‘« v i@ et g o e b it (Schilrreff & Alexiev, 2022; Tracy et al.,
2016)> &G v P M F ERE LB B FR AR 5 P L M2 B
T E v m

F_—h ‘m”é’a’i ’ ‘-_'—;Enb ‘I’%E'l’ I% }E} L o M1/M2 F’Vl,\]?”:? m’]ﬁﬁ T_— ﬁv'ﬂ&ﬁﬁi
R ML L M2 e it iEARR PR BB LB e AR R v a2 Ty

& TE MG v A2 B R AP M (Klar et al., 2018; Kuninaka et al., 2022) -
2-3-2. "8 %3k ¢ F]3 -alpha

" ;3% 7 ]+ -alpha  (tumor necrosis factor-alpha, ™ @ # TNF-0) - 7 %

R L B3 > XD LRAEE S A AT S e FS S g
S E 5T AT TNF-a o 5 fBAT3] 0% v & 44 (v ehE o 5 & 3% (Szondy

& Pallai, 2017) » 75 &8%4] TNF-a (transmembrane TNF-a, & £ tmTNF-0) > £ 5
i TNF-o #& i* i¥ ( TNF-a-converting enzyme, TACE ) 2 {é - 8 41 é0-k % 4] TNF-
a( soluble TNF-o, 14 f 4 sTNF-a) A 48 #f 2| (Benoot et al., 2021) e TNF-a % i Type-
l-receptors (2 ™ #§ f TNFR1) ¥ Type-2-receptors ( ™ & f§ f TNFR2) & {7 1 5L

B % (Weinelt et al., 2021) > TNFRI &#73 %‘w wre v A3 A TNF-a 7 & g =<

W

» ¥ 11 4r tmTNF-0 & sTNF-0 % & > & TNFRI1 0% & {5 > /& it Ila, IIb, [Ic &

:ﬁ

A B hEATE 0 5l4e TNF-o 2 Rinm% 3 B jads e A = ~HFLF B~ o

D

3

AR A V- BERXE TNFR2 P2 E L 4w b > 4 & & tmTNF-a

AR
kit

Rl

b

i

FEtE AT AP T (complex) 5lAe i BaF X F s BERBH
fm¥z 3 %7 B (Bradley etal., 2020) - TNF-a “,/TT 1O RN R (7 3 5L @ vE > tmTNF-
o AEs FOLITL fell o BB ELE B BiE% & L tmTNF-0 0P &% 11 33 & o
W~ e Aok o TNF-ahZ 5L BER ¥ ¢ S b jBREM & L - B0k

AL~ 2 e 5O AR MR 0 R P o~ B ORI R s B 41 M



(Horiuchietal.,2010)° -4+ © 15‘ EFT o ARMEG T ViR A7) 2 3] e TNF-
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B ¥ ARG TP 58S TNF-o hfe il is - & iP5 M1 E simse i 5
REG o ML P A YRR 4 > BT % TNF-a (67 % Ml Esiim?e ¥ 15

v f e B 55 (Asheroft et al., 2012; Jang et al., 2021; Krzyszczyk et al., 2018) ©

2-3-3. v 23 A %-1

6 5 3k 4 % -1 (interleukin-1 > 2 §AIL-1) ¢ 3 IL-lo 22 IL-1B & f4p B 3
§o0A K E LA IR S S M S (5 A 2 Bl WA 3T
Mevg W F (Dinarello, 2018) o IL-1p ¥ © d # Mo fm®e ~ BErfimbe ~ = A ‘m
Fefrd A mie R A 2 o p g LEARY 0 IL-1P f§ 8 E vl e s 1t 0 Fr
s F A Ay Groh s LR EFS oIL-la 2 IL-1B 5 K ¥ &5l AsE LF
BFira gdnk o Il-la 7 51 EBEF L R A LBRF LT o IL-lo ¢

»mRE g o ¢ fogd AR B enim e Tl i Ft IL-1o &g i L~ B Lo

TR ARE B B IL-IB ARG g BUEs A o ® LF 3 20 IL-1B
- A TNF-o~1L-6 £ 5 LapM F5 Ain il { S Ervme R E D G vk
TR LTS AP e o M1 R LA S A U F REHEF e AFEY
POoBRARG TG N FEF PR GSNGTT o B { e 1 IL-
1B 770 5% f& Pro-IL-1B I n®¢ ¢ (Verma et al., 2012) > Pro-IL-1p * £ % & 3 4 4
R AP F R pro-IL-1B R AR 5 0 SRR LT G - e o i
40 ¥ s [ e pro-IL-1B A f - AR AL ¢ sk B LA IL-1B
312 B #03F 2L F & (Lopez-Castejon & Brough, 2011) o e & M35 5 22 25 2L ¢ 5 IL-
1B SE4 L fIHe A R A 5 A A e o L 5 AR TS chh ik s k315 AR

R I LF o ARG ¢ o § o SIL-1B TNFan f v



7}5 v RE F B 4e (Mirzaetal., 2013) » TNF-a ¥ 342 IL-1P 4 is > Flpt i % et
o R L PEREFHF 2 (Lopez-Castejon & Brough, 2011) » g # R E IL-
1B &£ 3 7 MMPs ehk s Frd] TIMPs 3-v ch2 i (Daietal., 2021) » 44 a4
& MI 4| ehE i s 75 (4 (5~ 44 A i MMPs ~ o T 2 & TIMPs ¢h4 B8 » 7]
SEAERREG T Y 0 B AR IL-1P & TNF-u S4% 858 Sk fl e E sitin e 1
g R BaEgE 4 0 ¥ R DR S MMPs 2 TIMPs 04 3 » 838 ECM "% % ~
FHRAFEHERFRG OB S ¥ § o & (Daietal, 2021) -

2-3-4. W ATEL £ B30 pF
wre JLF & 39 fF (matrix metalloproteinase » 12 T i fz MMPs ) » H 4¢84+
(Zn*) &=¥ A & 6 v p* > 2wz ot L F (extracellular matrix, 12T ff £
ECM) - iz4p MMPs h3-v %‘r%"fﬁ? #- MMPs 3 > & % #f# (matrilysin) ~ %% R
% f# (collagenase ) ~ F' ¥} fix (gelatinase ) ~ A F ¥ (stromelysin) £ #5934 MMP
(transmembrane type-MMP ) T #g(Caley et al., 2015) - MMPs %-£ *% 2 tn®2 ¢F JL B
AR AR fRDE-e FERle F ARG R0 i EFR e RpEP e B
0o Ry HRAARY  EHE wm AT E RS ARG &84
® *MMPs fid A& fE- 300 dhmbe LR A d i b it A e B
v SE FTEA G o 6 0 Bl MMPs 2 R UK RS HE R B 0 B R 3
FELRBRELPRBRNER &I o B9 hme AT H L &35 o5 (matrix
metalloproteinase-9 » 12 T f§ # MMP-9) > > MMPs ? @ % iz > MMP-9 ¥ 1 &
AR FY > 23 B RAERLR PN Lwie i ~ 2 L FF - AR FS
22 TNF-o ~ IL-1a ~ IL-1B... % % #% { %]+ 3% % (Mirastschijski etal., 2019) » & f§ »
SIMMP-9 ih4 i dme & 3 & Fimre ~ B e s BEriime s N L e s p%f A
e < mfe c MMP-9 &M B v X B RSN R4 T AG Y’%Té‘»i'ﬁﬁi“‘ = H

AT e R lif_%‘« % B ¥-v pFFr4] F]+ (tissue inhibitor of metalloproteinase, '
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T A TIMPs) #4133 & 0 @ AR v & ¥ k& (Reissetal., 2010) : F]pt > F 3 & i
2 ILE F 0 MMP-9 chiff B 4 TL#-% fme b AT 39~ 2t b A AR M 3o
PG O By A TGRS B eS T ¥ BiE(Reissetal., 2010) » MMP-
92 TIMP-1 B ey 4 fra b v J&“ & K %]2_ - (Dari etal., 2023; Krishnaswamy
etal,2017) > 375 4 M > MMPs 28 S fops Kb § © o & B AT Rl R isd
(Lobmann et al., 2002) » £ ?h#%/;']l:}}% % v gt > MMP-2 v MMP-9 3-v ér_,%ﬁ;)}% %
v A A ERF AR 0 n TIMP-1 fo TIMP-2 &g fjops i v s @ i ok
THFE o FL R AR i T ¢ MMPs Bev A B e 0 B 3 ded]

i TIMPs 3-v % R824 R E R

2-35. PR &R EE e TS

Nk e ﬁi‘w & v fF e & s ]+ (tissue inhibitor of metalloproteinase, 1

= #f 4 TIMPs) ¥_MMPs P & 103 £ 3% o TIMPs § TIMP-1,-2,-3,-4 £ v 46 »
7 e #E 3]  TIMPs ic & 2 &9 MMPs 12 i1 et Gl & > 355 2 7 3 ergr ] (2
A E o 1] MMPs g 2 o ",ﬁ‘? 7 1% 5 MMPs engrd & ¢F > TIMPs » it 3% & ‘m
RPomikmie s Fi g2 RReFRFL VB fleRigaig e e
TIMPs ¥ 3 TIMP-1 ¥ 12 #r4] MMP-9 cr/E (203834 7 7 8 & ;F}]( + v eficid 4p “,/f )
<518 5| MMP9/TIMP1 & (03032 A 1 & B v rid ifol drfl2 B freng 1
(Luanraksa et al., 2018; Pietrzak et al., 2023) - ¥ A& % 9 MMP-9 / TIMP-1 +* & »
K A7 AF R RE R Pr R 0 5 R BCM ' fR iR o 7 A 8 e BE
BEFE B KAeINA AR G AR R 67 4P B E MMP-9/ TIMP-1 4 & 0l 45 7
XL PR E T A T EFIFET 5?”%&“ R TE S o)
BB TR & RS WAl 2 & i v ¢ MMPY/TIMPLIS ™ A & f © ¢h
#cie > 730 MMP-9 2 TIMP-1 5t 5 2 v g £ % £ R f 48 8 > MMP-9/ TIMP-1

WK BB T (S W ] i - ),5} & c3f ip| F]+ (Brew & Nagase, 2010) ©
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2-3-6. FrAEF AT B
A EECT N C RSBV )L UL SRS S & R
TNF-0~ IL-1B.. % 2 518 4R o E5al {5 Ak mme S v vk vk
shlim I o TR v R A (Kloc et al, 2019) i g 0 L& e B
4?Hﬁ%ﬁﬁm%%ﬂéﬁ%’ﬂMQPwmw’Mzﬁmmw%»ém%
F TS5 3l LF bl Am o Ay 23 EFT i i Ll
%JR“’ﬁﬁ%vﬁéoérﬁéaﬂ#%mf’%¥ﬁ€ﬁ@F’MIE%@
EBAL M2 A Eviiimie 5 B B o prifip vod g LHPIE N B2 Hp o B LiE i
T 5 TNF-0 4o IL-1B §1 3 M1 E w5 0% 32 MMP-9 > M1 E ¥ im¥e £ 12 f jo i %
a et TNF-o p 28l 251 { 5 AR wie ZEERFFEE L ko
MMP-9 i & "% 2 ECM " f2 ~ 2% R by R4 > oAt > F 5 REG v IR
25 MMP-9 i & % T o M1 4] B eiim e 5 75 i » R TNF-a~ IL-1p 2 B+ §

AT (g SR T AT MMP-O iR A fEUGER £ APM R 0 @R B B

i

%J\%",f _F_sug )ﬁ}b o Tt > X M1 E v P ik fr 4t £ o g\;g;;»g_i\‘a'ﬁﬁﬁguﬁq
WRB UK EAG T Her ki & #+4]2_ — (Hesketh etal., 2017; Kuninaka et al.,

2022) -
24 BRBEEGTHE

2-4-1. W F

B Pl AU SRR B H T - BEBLIRA R ROTAE G R AR R G R R K
Rmie g FERoA RS RT FETE R M op - AR
PRE LR AL AR R BB B DR R F T AR e
WERE RS ARG R SR R P AR F L B ERC L F B
B TR ARRRE A TR AR EEE R -
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2-4-2. *%ff\}?'afa} ‘:’:lﬁ}{z‘.l 2

WRRE G T £ o N B e A 5 AR (Xuetal, 2012) » 4B
Ho FREYRE LS LR Y A AR BA R L B LA BB gl
A ERE FARE A e e A AR U R RER AR
WLk RERBEAL W F FRFRPPTORET @S Gr HILY RS
HEoRAEAAM LR F § RSB G U e EROY T REZIER G R
Hig 0L e g om ROFE e R OIS 0 P BT D d d RFIR Y
o BERBEITY SR REY o £ i“’f}fa}%!?ﬁ’i%’%\‘é’uaiﬂﬁ"”i(Hesketh

etal., 2017; Kotwal & Chien, 2017) - % #2227 B "Fa Tk B PFid 3 3 @yi4a? 3 3 L4

-

A2ERARY VP ERNEAHARPH e - BATH KA (AGEs) 2 2
AGEs fif v 3 2 Jp %o o8 5 Frl 3 5 R e g 3 2R o e p o b
S OgFeFIE e & mre ) L B o £ AR e il A5 @ £ AR D

K84 g it EARE R (T o gtk > FE g i 0 (reactive oxygen species, ROS )

N

s ABRBGCHESEY - RFICROS Bl F b Afad Ao edrgipd
A FaI 5P BAARMNIY DI AREEN AT § AR
LERP AL > s (FL 0L 0N FFwme A= 20 F4 B E L iR
APM o B ROS £ ik ehd A M AT o #2030 F o P RBHETT
BE o BB R F N FEE SR F ROS i 4 - g3 F VRS AF
(Giacco & Brownlee, 2010; Volpe etal., 2018) » Fpt ¥t ¢ 7 & Fimre ~ Fa2 wie &
Bl e AR e frie iy A4 0 B Y e 2 £ %12 (Guo & Dipietro,
2010)> ROS‘* 7 Rfkig +§ B4 @ v 6§ af LI i’ 472 ik
A5 ¢k > ROS » €M A K2 $FEDIHRE > ERAFHA) S 4 Fu5i 4 ik
WAL R Aol R kAt KA ARG v )t TR R

R4 AEFGTREPRTL-
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2-4-3. BAF G TR E AT BHBT

WhopbH G o fERY > F L BT FHOROS BRI~ L o
frahad 3o AEA T o 3 MMPs chfufd i e > G ¢ £2 427 & & HECM ' ji#
WA EREERa, R AP AGEs » 2 2 BErgim?e 55 4 B ¥ (Giacco
& Brownlee, 2010) » &A% fup &2 B 4p b e s B op F AT L P 40 Eelie e B3
w EREDFERAGE N P EARB REEF LA ML A E e %2 (Hesketh et al.,
2017) > 4% 5§ TNF-0 22 IL-1B > ¥ 3k § v 45§ &% L #P (denDekker et al., 2020;
Spranger et al., 2003) > % TNF-o if i TNFR1 % %8 TRAF2 20 & #3818 > £iF
R T 7k Tt % B4 gcfi® (proto-oncogene tyrosine-protein kinase Src, c-Src) % i* MMP-
9 2k FlEchs 0 3142 5 MMP-9 end B 3 e > iR A f2 ECM 25 & 40 B v
F®I G i £ (Zhang & Zhou, 2022) (Honma et al., 2020) » F pFiE % 57 TNF-q »
FFEUFRFI2 T oGrErBEF Lo oERIECBRrESHE LG T
m)ﬁ} LR BB ERG T }5} & 7 A {el 3% 975 & (denDekker et al., 2020) -

2-4-4. ¥ LUCERRRB G TR E 2

TR R R L el REY R S S I REY S
AEFRIEFTDRIGE AR AR AT R e f Rexsl o AP
Lt FE L wER F sl Az eyl g LR BOR R A TS T O s KR EOR
RIS sl B S L DL AR S AR S bl R AR e R R SEY S
B R R R KRN L G S SRS LB o s L EH
HEBRAFE a2 FPIERTEERALLTF AT e 2 £ FF R
P4 £ 5]+ 05§ v & (Qinetal ,2023) 0 G Hip RSN 5 A LR EG o EEA
e FOFREE ARG o By R - LOEERS S TR iR
AL UERE St ae S LHll & R I B R S T R A R R B e i
PR FILEFEF L RBEFARASS S ZNELET TR
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2-5. g &3

251, & A2 R
FABEFIEF AN F P F T A F A RS 0@ f 43 (Negative Air lons, 1
THANAL) Zipd EEFTF EWE 5 § 04 F (Jiangetal,,2018) » p ZRix =T
< % ¢ (ANAIs 2 & k%3 = (Kandaetal., 2023) :
L R FF %8R 5SR-S GieE ~F 55 TH PR Aok A F L i

CFA ARG o TR LR R d R LA T A

Hy
o

Birmpo FHFEEF L E T e
2. BPARBEBF AR LT RN G LT FRG T FIF A
il X g ok £ F @ d T3 Xiaoetal, 2023) > #F BT L

R FERTE AL G ERT T ELE S GE R TR FF RS

3

TRABMAR I il THEAFREEY o A1 FAF PRSI S

2= — —

I B ST I T

™

S

FOOOMERRRR A A BT LR RN

by

Rigped o~ e frifgf iy Bt g F o 24 ¢ RS TR - FEIHEE AER
MRS L R AR It e f S Apig 18 ) gk Aapk FIT R 4
AR G A HE G o A RS e f S EE ok FPREE] ] 4
Fesp B R PR PR R R TV N AR A e R e AR Sl g
CE R F R R FArH R A A S e Bl o A B P e
A3 R EIRE - Rk o (Adjimani & Asare, 2015)

2-5-2. fR@IaRR

SHFTREETZF D ARTHTARORERE LA ALK G
T ¢ > NAIs 7 i 4e - )ﬁ* Eeang B o 4pF ho &3S (positive airions ) £rif

% v ol & (Narauskaite etal., 2021) » 3¢ NAIs jf 4 i v i & e * 145 &L
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NAIs £ § #a5 X4 14 % i ¢ 0 % ek mRNA £ 8 &% i ime
n ROS =72 2 (Chambers & Vukmanovic-Stejic, 2020) » 1 &t 5 & £ #7313 g L F
B § VR4 AT LB O L8 G T8 L 4K A B (Xuetal, 2015)-
A e AL v 6 0T P RGBS R F O F VRS S RERR

v &R E D F LA F B(Jiang et al., 2018) > F PFE B 4w kP E F 7

Ik

9

P MO TR o A Sk ATRR R Bl s g 2 (Della Vecchia et al., 2021) e

2_60 ?é :‘—_"_ ;LJ

2-6-1. 82~ & 4 Kk

f$ 2 = (postbiotics ) 245 Tsilingiri et al & + r%_%& (Zolkiewicz et al., 2020) >
gt e AFE R QEAHERTAIHGA gB L BRI E
Pos fE: TEFEBFARA S TAFRFZAR B2 rmkhik ¢ 252
F N BPA 4~ iy sEe (SCFA) S e BEY B~ #ay F-v ~ Jwre ¢ 5 o (EPS)»
fmre B A s F B R YR PR PEATA ... % (Jamaran et al., 2021) ©

2-6-2. 22 R

FL AP vIRED R g R R R R T S E N R gk
SR AEL K Lpfelitd v 5 £ 5 8 ¥ »c % (Demers et al., 2014; Peral et al,,
2010) - e pee g Ry Rt dpnd > 2 F7 7 A MERY wmie AT 0 5

e dr Rk 0 dpdt ECM 7 2 PRF 1 IEGE e kLY~ i foB % B 4 ECM &

>

Ffeflged 14 % iGe i v o (Knackstedtetal, 2020) » 1 % & ¥ % § 2 Feng &
R s P U AR e B ER S mRNA A8 LA H x> » T3 ag L FS
TNF-o & IL-6 e & » # 2 % 3 8 L 75 IL-10 chE IR o R pFis 4 580

FREDES > PEFLABRRDORFERSERE > TG L Ry R

i B TR P fodiy.. ¥ 3 i (Natargj et al, 2020) > $f> G o f &L o g4 Ay
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4 $ % (biofilm) # = M igiE i v }5} & (Homayouni-Rad et al., 2016; Wang et al., 2024) -
EECAAHMLIPHEFOREEAAL R P RANREAF LT LD
e piEr o TR A AN HRARRT U MR LR LR L S E G T A
% L F Jig(Hacini-Rachinel etal., 2009; Ong etal., 2020)  #x {8 - 16 2 ~ i d k4

2 i B BB 0§ E SRR Red olmee o ik%‘rm;‘_ = (Ma et al., 2023) -
2-7. =5 B i

AEL D AEIBARRET G R E S 2RSS BB T A2 AN

w4t M E Sin% 7 A eng R B 0% e f T 8 gk f g s

HINAT frgE o - RS RS A G oL o Fabdp 2 f 4T 0 ATy
THEUEMRIFS s o AR E 2§ BT e AR LT
AR RBTESHFLY EhP L2 RFW 5 T80 3PP -
R BAF A A ATEEA P B A Y BB iRy d
LA S e e PR F B fo A AR NS 2 ORI
BB & T RS FAL S R 2 A ML E e A0 e g
KTz 2o B s 4G 06 dip it s i a fleed =

WG C o E 3 R R T
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IS SRR o Pt
3-1. R b f

hEFr g 0 g sk< RS PSR4 ARG T 22 2 (BioLASCO Tai-
wan CO.,Ltd) » 5 ¥ # 8 ik ez fd Wistar ~ & » H TS558 € 4 300-400 5.2 AF -
FoHA AR ERALF 2 CLEEREY S pEp L E oy
S BRI R o BTSRRI Y 0 EARRA RS E LR
§ 3% 1997 & =g % «jp M L4 (National Science Council 1997) ; #7§ 4 {7 e = jisgr
THRARDEER: c B FFRGPFRES @ * L | ¢ (Institutional Animal
Care and Use Committee of National Taiwan Normal University, NTNU TACUC )¢%
Ao TR iEY EARR RS F L | § (National Science Council of Republic of China)
G R RET Kb Sy Sk o
AFEF ERELT PRI KB BB A rAa BRI 2P
% (B 2)-
A ISR RA RS seE T 4 f I w2 FAL LSS
A2 # (A-168OLIDE #cx @43 27 » A% o 4743 > S A
2] =
(1)Control 2,Con 2R 1 ¥ EX KT AT MUL2A K G o o
(2) Diabetic mellitus %, DM % : Ve P Bo s STZH% 2 al%ﬁ\),%—“s B
AP MPUE2ARG e > 23 s o

(3) Negativeairions 2, NAl %2 : f 33 A&J2 G r % > & ¥

ﬁ
=
=
[
che
x
F_‘-
=

MPF2AE G P BUrEPLT fEIRE- ]
(4) Diabetic mellitus+ Negative air ions, DM+NAI % @ § &5 }%@EJ_#}‘%F]LJI% B
ot STZFHZBRBER > ¥ BWUE2AKG 0 G rFpips [ 43X

EE 2=
18



B v %S (54 A (4% LACTERA K465 Bk » 357 BT ELGNE B
4 3% 008620 3.) kAl G Eil A v 2 LACTERA & 8.4 F£ 4 Honi
% 12 # (BAO GENG BIOTECHNOLOGY CO., LTD.) # & » = ‘&4 %] 4 :

(1) Control %2, Con 2 : #RiBrie  o ¥ EX T ATy 244
BT BrEphaBk

(2) Diabetic mellitus %, DM % : B Pl B v STZH ’%Li}%ff\ﬁﬁ‘% B
BANMBE2AKG Y o GrEpRFaBK

(3) LACTERA 2, LAC /2 : LACTERA AJ2 i v e & 4T ¥ &€ B &4 2N
W2 A Ko Fo=xp s ek LACTERA R £l § Sl - = o

(4) Diabetic mellitus+ LACTERA, DM+LAC ‘& : LACTERA AJZ# Fifs § ©
Bt STZ R MRpER S BF B UB2AK G G F P R

LACTERA -k £ Eofdl - = o

RS

-8 = A £ (75 mglkg) sua¥kiz % (STZ: SigmaAldrich > % &) i3>t 0.IM
REFR S e (pH=4) & 798t » 4 & & 224 Wistar + & (T 328 € 300-
500 %) A2 Bude pHE AR T X A REE 8 FEELTER &
il L &< o 4 (Glucose A.C) Heid - o #Fik & >300 mgdL! # & 5 Mo B 4

(Cheng et al., 2018) °
3-3. ML R G NES

B-F B P F R & 2% isoflurane  (Panion & BF Biotech Inc. Taoyuan, Tai-
wan) T ZEF i 0.2 Literminute! > ) F B4 2.5bar frfs (s o KR % b p F 30
rLEE A (8 5 AL E FEe P At mEE- 3 asf3 s
AR B R E R 02-03mm 2 2 A Koo @ i KT % 3 300 mg L e
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%@%ﬁ%oi%?ﬂ%@@¥0‘&7\m~MﬂQI%W§ﬂ%%?%+’j
W2l R RS e G AR RS oaisan ¥ A F e

7 2-80°C ¥ B (FE- AT o

s B2 A 109% %

RUpY e a R E AN b

3-3-1. v }E} £ <R
"2 gt 48 Tmage J(Imagel 1.53a, Wayne Rasband, National Institutes of Health, USAI )
ll; v

)

TR R

‘i% o Jr F" [;\}ET
FRACE TR RN R G oG d IREBA WA K

=7

'3 BB e R 4 (Unclosed wound area percentage) » 1 4%

B v A/ RASE LG (9em?)] X 100% o

AT LR F WA RB L2 G T o 47 BE Y T @R £ (standard

deviation of the mean, SEM ) % 77 > * imageJ > W F# T 2 e SR &I T8 (>

#H 73 % B #A 17 (One-way ANOVA ) A 45 14015 © 6 fF 7 A4 & 2 B ¥ 1

FrrPE,p<0.05 F AL AP EFELA -

3-4. ok Bt

3-4-1 f 33 o R SN
4 #& & (A-168 OLIDE & * 7 4

ZE K BRf 45.5%23%20.5cm? 7 %

IR LT RN Y ¥

3-4-2 124 iRk S

{44 A LACTERA ##|£d F#£ 2 H% >3 227 (BAO GENG BIOTECH-

NOLOGY CO., LTD.) # i > & i 5 fokfs Fiod fts FRy = 2 Ripg~ 45

" F ﬁ\gﬁ& N a*i‘kﬁ& S dEgdry u;—vﬁ/x ~ 5 ﬁﬂ;@i‘r; 4 fe

T FERESA
&4 Wﬁrﬁ—rni’%ﬁ°4"\*§‘@“‘i“?qL"F a1 % 1 ’@7&' 5 2.4mL > 3 &
20
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JEd = 8 LACTERA RS G v (T2 0% s R B BH S BRGC o
2 23R

3-5-1. HERE
FERE&D PR HRFE L AL PP Eg LT ot EET g
#iEtnd 0,3,7,11,14 2 21 X plBE A R2WEHL o
3-5-2. & &R
FRmb P EFRREITE G o WdEH% 0,3,7,11,14 2 2] 2 >
LAfn- PRARESEB PSR ppEE L E(Glucose AC,mgdL!)»
¥ AR E Y 50-135 mgdL! » A SR M g4 Y 300 medL! K R GO AOR +

B o

3-6. BB F R AT

Tﬁ%

== FEE AT 10%48

S E T2 SIS ST RS

8

K
B4R o Bk e mat v ."léﬁ?g.féf_f%‘iiﬁ‘\iﬁa » S 2SRRI R o
3-6-1. gxA# — # =4 ¢ (Hematoxylin & Eosin stain, H&E stain )
FRAM R d R d w— X R EEE R dum SRR
B R PR AR o r 3TCRREIE R oA P E R 0 50 R M
B F A 65°C 15 b PR TP EREEPF T A& T4 RE
3odh o BEFRELERFW S AEED X 5% FPF S A 4R S T T5%
Shsh- I E 50% FE S A A =T oo %ﬁ@ AR RERALEFRLER K
6 FREA-IIHPI LY 10048 LF UERAMFLHZE Rkt 12 2
BAR R RS ARAAI SRR oo RSB AP R 5T 104
Fd oo Fd AL FRAFEY S0% FPE S A A X~ T5% FE S A A
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95% IFpE S A dE s mOKIFWE S AL LA X~ P F 34 T LRI T
AL S TR E R ROR e BB E LS A 0 R R R AR AP -

3-6-2. 5 4= ¢ % ¢ (Masson’s trichrome stain )

Bdzd Bdvdd - 2 Mg e E R dum B B R G

BB gl P oo 2 37°C BHIR R o TR P B pE o gl B 65°C %
I5AgisRie»- " ¥ B2 1024 M{MIMBF-BF Lk
@3 99% o RS X ~95% ~85% ME TS5 % LERE - B - XEEERY
Lhho BiSEE b XA HPFKY S B REEAF FIERARB RS Y B
¢ % 56°C e Bouin’s ;& %8¢ F2_1 -] pF> £ 12 Weigert’s Hematoxylin % ¢ 8 4 45>
MAF MBI EF B f% oA AT (S p KokiPix 10 4 452 12 Biebrich Scarlet-
Acid Fuchsin # ¢ 10 » 48 4 ¢ = = » 11 Phosphomolybdic acid-phosphotungstic acid
it {7 4 ¢ A2 Phosphomolybdic acid-phosphotungstic acid # 4 10 4 4& > ## Biebrich
Scarlet-Acid Fuchsin 4% i 39 ¥ B Ko pFri@ vop T34 F o (s> * Aniline
Blue % ¢ 3 24> RA ¢ MilsFres Fd « A HHR AL R 1% FreE
G AL B ISH > UREL S Aotk o Bts o BB R LS Npic o
SR FR P ARRBPFRE TR Y FPERBRRY o

3-6-3. % % =% d (Sirius red stain)

TPE RS 0 LR EEET 0 10% ABS HRF R L F 2 E P oum i
E B e e 5o pEs gl B o 2 37°C g "R F P AR 65°C
WS IS AR IMET o LRP T REREZTF T A AR RE3
AEE D FRF R LECKIFE S A E S S~ 95% FHE S A& E S =~ T5% FpHE S

dl- R S0% FPE S A A o FR P MR A PE LI FR- P

-

120.5% 2 e e (aceticacid) P el 3 @ {8 L 1 m-Ko fRlak el B
Byl B PAEPRA TSR GCFR BRE
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3-6-4. 3R & ¢ £ 7 (Hydroxyproline colorimetric assay )

2y dRpt & 4 445 > Hydroxyproline € - &% * [ € % A kv 7 £ 2 >
AR e % L2 500W 4z 5 4 fm#e s #2248 (Ultrasonic Processorm, Chromtech, % ,ﬁ
REF L2 % LR oA A o £ 2 S0Hz 2 45K 24 K e U H B R
v g 10000rpm s 5 A 415 B 10ugefk A 4o » = =02 33 kAT 100ug 4
$ JON & § 1“4 (NaOH) 14 1:1 v 63 & » & 12 120°C 4e#hit (7 k25 i 1
P o 13 B A AP o 4e#? NaOH v % 1:1 2 10N 8 (HCL) 7 2 10000rpm £hdt
s 5 AR TR iR A~ 963V iF 0 X IEFER & 0.1 mg/mL R & e xR
50,2468 10pLefBiE 6 T34 ¢ > 4o x4 73 % 2 100mL 0 DMAB i
ERIIEEISEHR B 65°C T E 1] PF e B fd i A =560nm sk £ PR o B fsié

W AR > IG5k B IR E MR &P i of Rt g

1“‘\‘-'3

3-6-5. & * % B2 (Western blotting )
O RRE S BREF R BRI DR M E -80°CEHRE Y FF o
ik s NP E R RS A TR R e N IS EA TR Y R
{8 4e » 300 pc Pz B f2;% (radioimmunoprecipitation assay buffer, RIPA ) » I %k
FREBG CEAEIEY 10 A48 FF > & 14000rpm ~ 4°C 1F 2 T B 7 30 A 4B
s > TR b ,ﬁ‘—,,z » RN Few ?‘”&ﬁxmﬂ.ﬁf»o 7 TR AR R %"m,}a}i )
Aqrie r BCA MR R (7 4rded FkR v ] > 2 2 0 5 o A A ulfe
B ER S Opgul! ~ 0.4pgul” ~ 0.8pgpl! ~ 1.6pgul™ ~ 2ugpl! hjd-v Fia ik » 1 i
PR AA=562mm k£ TR i FRARBRIPATERBKRABR
kR o FF AP RY Sxdye fr RIPA B REAAE 2 24 - & & wwlaiy
B T o 2R1E 0 MR RN 99°C LAY ABITE S A4 X Bk h
PkPAgr RS L EHRASERE c RBABRREF T Teha 3 o A ipilai
*8~12% - AR ELA R OV ERIRFUE 2 7 SDS-PAGE Tk 0 BT AR S 1S
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R ¥ b chged 2 4°C - 100mA ik = @ FIR /= & ¢ % (PVDF) % 4%

LR 18 L o iE = 218 > R 2 > Ponceau S ¢ 0 FERF-6 e 2 @

fon

F oo #R18 0 # % 5%BSA A% iT 5 blocking buffer > &% 8 ~50rpm T (£ ¥ — ] pF o
BF o A4C kB P o B BRIV IEY 18 ) FF > RS AR ~ 50rpm T T

W oo [P e r @7 TBST A flecns sfidll o A9TG HAL 0 AP g

g

TBST =% @ ~50rpm T i&jiF= =X o Bfe » B3> 4e » ECL 3R » T * )4 LR

48 % %t (ImageQuant LAS 4000 mini, GE Healthcare Bio-sciences AB, Canada ) it {7

PdpdE o 16 47 % Image ] e (78 fa 47 o
3-7. P FiE § 1 B 2 (Lipid peroxidation assay )

s S ¢+ P - fF (malondialdehyde, MDA) {r 4-35 £ 3 % f¥ (4-Hy-
droxy-2-nonenal,4-HNE ) > 1T 5 A H 4% T 5 * X REFEAY > ¥ FL F V45
PlEAp R — o EP A R K B8R 10mgrs TBS ik {5 iz i o 4o »
BioVision 3 F i ¥ 1 /] =3&# & (lipid Peroxidation Assay Kit, K739) ¢ &8t
WP EHE L e ?:F‘«'Li -+ I {6 4 13000rpm i Hres - o &SP H b g B
& well 4r » 200pLe s b iF s > 2 A ulER 5 OuM, 2uM, 4uM, 6uM, 8uM, 10uM
- 42 4e » R it ¥ b fe( thiobarbituric Acid, TBA ) 95°C#4c 44 60 4 45 5 Jis 4 = MDA-

TBA +v &4 » BBy ¢ 2 2l & A =532mm £ T TR A 47 ¢
3-8. siit 445

& > & gLix % % 12 GraphPad Prism 8 ( GraphPad Software Inc., CA, USA ) i&
R AT BBy P A d ~ § 3 BEEE AT PO TR UL Y Tmage T
fed2 5 £ 12 GraphPad Prism 8 & {7 ¥t 4 47 > Image J fi# A& it 2 47 > L =7 3
Arfc k2 AR Bedp @ * Prism 8 SRR ITAL AT AT RS F T HEHERER
% (standard deviation of the mean, SEM ) % 3R » % |z fF 3zt £ £ & * One-way
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@ MAG AT HFLE -
ANOVA A 45 > $ i85 & w2 BRI P E,p<0.05 % % F 535 ¢ 5
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Sr® -FEHESE
4-1. 3+ =

4-1-1. § 3+ '}‘}‘-'ﬁ‘t pod it A RlE

FoA - LEGHEL BT T RIE GRS B

ME2F PRI BREIBAL- | FRECE BRI GE] T e
18 Fok o be r HoOp 186 Flp o A E S F 1 luminol & 2 i 3 k(5 » 1 - 4%
g @-k (Saline) 4 (THPR 2L F p L f #p+ k2 & 8-k (Saline+NAI) %3
pod Ad J AR R] luminol 2§ UEL o Hen A o A7 R 7 THest bigt
3716 > Saline+NAI 2 p d £ 7 82 Control ‘gt £ 5 5t F ¥ L8 (¥
p<0.01)> ¥ 2B F#"> (K 4)-

4-1-2. AT o R FTET PR

fAoR Y R EEZ Feant R R e (Con) hlicld it 5 £ 57
AT TR ES iR E > NAL 2 {c Con 24pt AZ B F L2 (ns);
DM+NALI ‘e 22 DM ‘e vt &g ¥ '8 14 (***%,p<0.001 ) *3 F i ¥ R T#E Y DM &
B.® > NAI 222 Con e 4p it #iEApiT - Biom DMANAL 2538 f g+ o f 18 "8 %

Btk fop iF T mre ) R ) (RS

4-1-3. LI ILBREBE S L BOPE

-+

kX
o
&

B ok cniew i & & 5 Con, DM, NAIL, DM+NAI = ‘e

f
&

ARG e WEiE ¥ 0,3,7,11,142 21 A prpl % HHME S5 (W 6)
=

55% t 300-450g 2 F > X A FF B S g 0 Bor o A

|
|

Tk R AR F 5 B 535 % One-way ANOVA ¥ |5 % B e 7w 2 T iom &
Z AR WE e BRI AEHFLIR HrikEHY X RMEFET 22 RR

AF ORI PR R RS B PP 3 o 35 & 300 mgdL! +
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RE AR ABETIAF AP IRFLE ORABARAET SR L L R
R er P AFHFLE > ol R e Bapsy-

414 T IEREAR G T 6 P

AT F Sk EN G 221 p PR AR T (B 7):

Conf:fv a® 3 XA 5112345 14 3@EaE AT FI7 &
d R FAEMOED O B 2L APFGC ERL LS 0 LGk TR E

DM e @ v % 33 Baa)d » 46 28 Sah® 721 % 112wy

>
-
3
-\
pul
lﬂg
‘_.
aq
&
|
%
¥
NS
At
#
[—
B
M
T
i¥
Qo
i
—%\w
b
AN
-
"
B
N
-

FENFET IR N XEREH|T 2d B
A3 Bd o FAIPFEE e 2% 22 AEEFITL AR o

DM+NAI 2@ v &% 32 854 > 45723 % 11 ApFmE  #7
Bpoo BHFAGRI RS e EMREN S ARG R 2icE 2% 21 %
P v i d B LR ATE AR

B AG TSRS R 3 AR R v 5% 7 X pF NAI 2 {c DM+NAI &
#Eﬂﬂi*ﬁr@-&i*%@m Con 2efr DM ‘& ; 5 v % 11 % > Con e /gFr A%
oA E W enip o DM i c ARG IR G PR BRI DA TR sk
A AR FE T ESRME D A NAL 2{c DMANAL 2§ ¢ f 5T F > &

-

WEHFRRE DG rHFFAFRE B BREERZEN G ry 43 ol

b

Pty s Con e if v vk ZIRE DM e v g f RS o §r v

=
F_L

%@ 0 TIJRER > NAI-DMHNAL 2 v ¢ FA50 8 6 v g #2809 - b2

FRHEFH A F G &G (KT - Fig% G % 21 2 »Con, DM £ DM+NAI

—=h

_:_tpl,;r“ﬂs %\HRF‘;L-LF;;-R (;fﬁ'_,n?h; %}5}4‘) ”‘E?NAI:‘:E_T%FQ?LG\H}&T@O

s

AW id s F F

§ N RES R g % 0,3,7,11,14,
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20 P v e ff o TRF 20,3,7,11,1421 X v o ffdpies - ERILIR LR
FEAI R AEEGUHELR G0 % 143 GRES) 221 2 (Pid ) 2
NAI # DMHNAI e © + | c0% i+ 4a i Con 82 DM Je o © i & o f# % 1
ﬂg%ﬁﬁ’i”\‘f{fﬁ%}ﬁ}bm%‘"mﬁ%ﬁi/’""'XNAI 14 3 21 xR F k% }ﬁk#@
B % oo

S ] H 0,3,7, 11,142 21 X B G T a3 LR (

Bl 8) A& G R A T SR A A ARG
W ffF A+ 0 2 One-way ANOVA ¥ 7]+ %% % £+ & (multiple comparison )

WA e e B FAG TG AV R FL SR AR 1]

o

% » NAI #2¢ Con . E’#BL“%%‘L‘%‘"mﬁ«i YRt EFALR (%p<0.05); okl

ADM+NAT £ DM ‘mApit B 4 s B F £ B (#4, p<0.01) « 538 f 35 ik &

o

EARAEABEF O R TRRISREAREG TR AL BT LB Y
il ts o vl B R R D S 1S 0 AR R T & ahlEA)

A R AR b S A i RN

4-1-5. PRI RIS AFERAB L%

4-1-5-1. g+ ¥ — # =% ¢ Hematoxylin and eosin stain, H&E stain

B fp sl o 8 sy A — = 2% ¢ (Hematoxylin and eosin
stain, H&E stain) (B 9)° 7 F le w5 v @i 16 21 2 2 #3304 F > 3 H&E
FEET LI BHpe L © % ¢ A e 3k m ¥ o 12 One-way ANOVA H 7
FRE At e FECAF G F F o R ek 8o NAL 2 ff e
SR 2 g g & Con e Ap it B F T '8 (*,p<0.05); DM+NAI je o 5 7
fhzdoa ThfcE 0t G2 DM Jmgpit § st L rBE ¥ A B (#,p<0.05) F ¥ i

I AR
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4-1-5-2. B # = ¢ % ¢ Masson’s trichrome stain

FropemaE a2l 2 BRI KAE R e T FRT] L E A
ferk i R 3-d sk BRTRIFER R AER BB 2 R4
(Masson’s trichrome stain)) ¢ (8] 10)> %k v L E S FF > @ sp sk
FABERERP S o f g en o W H 21 T AMARF w0
B#zd ¢ cnRBT  Siokts 0 NAL 2% R 30 52 Con Zipt 4
BMEAR (¥, p<0.01)> * ZHFRSF ;¥ - 2/5% 2 DM+NAI & DM &4p

W BEE AR (H,p<0.05)> ¥ 5 BERE o
4-1-5-3. % @ & =% ¢ Picro-Sirius Red Stain

TR L d P (B 1) Con,,,._sﬁmat)a?;,—wﬁ 5 -0 SRR = ] Rl
FERFH® P23 -RIDMBRF0 HR K B ERIRRE
%2 > NAI &2 DM+NAL 2 ln 30 %R 8 > F 5 T AP 5] - NAI & Con &
v FEFLE (5p<005) ® iE¥F®RE DMtNAl 22 DM 4pt 7 B ¥

E]

23 (##,p<001)> * 2BEFRF -
4-1-6. f AT SR A K B HA S o

¥ 21 X Pew iR F 28O 00 F 2 522 R cMMP-9 (MMP-9 &7 &

* i) CD86 fr TNF-a = fidv A K ¥ hiE & - 2587 (B 12) &

cMMP-9 % £ = & > NAI 22 Con &' #& > cMMP-9 3 ¥ T "% (* p < 0.05);

DM+NAI ‘e DM ‘et fi > & E B ¥ 7% (#4 p<0.01)- & CD86 4 E + -

NAI 222 Con 2t #Bg % % 1< (*,p<0.05); DM+NAI 22 DM 't f kg ¥ T '3

(#,p<0.05); % TNF-o % L& = & > DM+NAI 22 DM Z4p b & % K (** p<

0.01) °
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4-2. &k LACTERA -k £ £ % Euil e

4-2-1. LACTERA '}%‘,f pd At Bl

#eis 4 & (47 LACTERA) -K{£41 6 Skt & 4 2 & #-k (Saline) 4 w4
% 1x,101%,20"%, 50 x BER O HEk4cp d AR4BTT (B 13) BT 1x R
% T 1 LACTERA 4t » HyO2 18 iR 3eh HaOr 3 B RE 8RR mwfpt 5 &5 o
Btk pd i 4 fdFo T mpd A5 2 One-way ANOVA H 75 &
Ragstatrie (B 14)> - R& = 4@ EA ™ & LACTERA =2 Control =
(Saline) Ap v+ 385§ su3- 1+ ¥ £ 3 (F*%,p<0.001)> * & F ¢ > Kor 1 LAC-
TERA £ 3 24423 it 4 > ¥ g 1 %2 LACTERA g it 4 &4 o

4-2-2. LACTERA i % %3 Fi8 § 1 k7]

LACTERA ;5% " FTiE 3 “# Pl & 22 Bant ke (Con) il iF 3
AT BT TR ES hiv iR ik o LAC e Con eipt AEl¥ 4 3
(ns) ; DM+LAC ‘227 DM ‘et B ¥ % i (%% p<0.001)° "3 Fi§ (| TdciE
7 DM ‘e # % » LAC ‘2¢7 Con e 4p+* #ciE4piT » &7 DM+LAC w5 f 3+ i
Fets o ¢ o R E R T i p fg T F o0l (B 15) e

4-2-3. LACTERA o % $8 € & & B enfi 5

A A RSk dhewli & A % Con, DM, LAC, DM+LAC = ‘&

% 0,3,7,11,14 2 21 = plE < HHE (B 16) = 24 €15 & 300-450g

e

2 R Bom B4 2Bk AR T 0 BB M3 2 % One-way ANOVA & {7 w 22 [T 3548

T2 AR v A HMETYAEIRFLAR N 9REHY EEHMERLT 2R

Ptk % Rl T Bl bR 0 MR AROR T Tk BEE5 B 300 mgdL! } T E o 2 R

M
o
-
ﬂ
b
~=ie
o
e
[\
|
m-h—’g
i
*}L@.
Pesid
5
T
ﬁi’r

fj'\)?'};zz;?g\'14jf¥£’ ’#%&ziﬁ%}]ﬁ*}té—_z
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Prificsy A7 HFLE Bro @@t
4-2-4. LACTERA ic B $t A § § ¢ & ff 0§ F
LACTERA # 22w v & 21 p f B 740 (B 18) #17F
Con'm:ifr a® 3 $3XIFTAREEREIME T 4

TRG T

s
\\-:4

:ﬁr’”ﬁﬁ/{%{%%‘ﬂ’

n\\3

FRIEE F2AFEC ERBE S

Ay

i)

D

o W G - BB AR .

DMz : o ¥ 3 2 RAM)d 57 XA@ LR Bt ds o 1% 11
4%m§,ﬂfﬁéﬁﬁ%%ﬁ§@%3$%@$’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%m’¥M%
PFic g ﬁr-%@ 1]5 CHEMEHE T > % 21 R pER IR TR HARRTA A
K EBpd o

LAC i v % 3% A2 3 208 32 15 7 X EWE  §7 2d Sa

b
—=h
S
—_
S
M
gl
S
4
Ji
{4
Sy
o

CE I H 2 ARSI RRTEFIRTL AR
DM+LAC et v &% 3 X BRAA2 0 % 723 % 11 X PR 7 i d
BB AN S 4 AFEC R 2% 15 21 AFG CFIR ] R
§ e Hapifd 372 LK -
AT AN E 3R AR A v (5% 7 X pF Con 2fr LAC 2o
oo wa

SR P

» DM+LAC P P2 #7il2PAch B bk’qja@m DM & ;v % 11 = &3
DM g #ed A% » DMALAC e gt I in Fliv 5 i - % 2 £ 7 @ Con
B LACEGr B% T EAMEFREZL > ¥ G rFfaddicd &l

“%EE

R
ZN B0 % 14% > Con e LAC 2§ v #@#*ﬁ'@}l’”}(qﬁ’DM+LAC.E’_%
Wiick H 0% 21% > Con, DM § v v AW F2 el (ARIEH © A &) 2
PELAC v e 2L -

REId S F N BE S EE N RES st e % 0,3,7,11, 14,

21 et v e A 0 THE 20,3,7,11,14,21 2§ G e s k- EBER LR
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AEAA R AEFEGCRELR B ¥ 4% GFES ) I 21 2 ($rd ) 2
> LAC # DM+LAC ke if v * | ch# i a3t Con 82 DM fe > v 4 & & 4 %
P AECS IR AR T R RS 0 2 X I LAC £ 14 2 21 X B g &
Blb 5 o

Bw BEw A B0,3,7 11,148 2] ApEfLE e HFS 1T (B 18)
PR E G RAR ARG TG SR E A RETAREG T AT A
I 12 One-way ANOVA ¥ 7]+ % #c 3 £ ' & (multiple comparison) ‘" iz % F % #ic
rEFFEF T RFA T AN REFE SN E S A 11X LAC E
£ Con s 4p - %\)ﬁ* EpvromfEa ¥ LR (*p<0.05); /5% 2 DM+LAC
$2 DM edpit B4 s P EF LR (#,p<0.05); % 14 @ DM+LAC 22 DM &
Bay P BELR (##, p<001)> ¥ 2 BFRCL - S LAC o et b = Bk
MEG TR ERISHEABREG T H L o B LB LACIHRE 0 TR
&k B orl- P SISk BT )ﬁ‘i‘;\ et B A x__f}y’*ﬁl}}% R AP E-

4-2-5. LACTERA 1% 3 j5 5 £ K 238 4] & 2 B2 5F

4-2-5-1. gr* ¥ —# =% ¢ H&E stain

B En] g ‘;‘,féf'_,f‘%‘i MEAFE R LS (8 B F HER #p/%e.?

& AR é_..‘sg.?%h B2 o ime (B 19)e 2 plew>ig v @ig 18 21 = 2 #3084
K5 R f e g SfEcE v | LAC 22 Con Aptt » § Mt}

BE LR (*,p<0.05) LBEEFHR S o
4-2-5-2. % %= ¢ % ¢ Masson’s trichrome stain

Brom AR B2l A B AR B REEHL BT R e
F21 R F A e ¥ 1S g2 4 R4 % B (B 20)0 5 LACTERA

KA Fob LAC 9% R 39 4 427 Con Z4pit 4 BEE LB (% p<0.01)>
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PIHFRE
4-2-5-3. % J@ & =% ¢ Sirius red stain

Tk g d ™ (H 21)>ConeiBhde &L (7R Wk Fo R
Ao DM G P ARSI 0 B R KA ek LAC 2R v
A I DMALAC 2% f 3o AN 4 o 2717 % 7 = 5o r0igaf vE
54 417X 2RI > LAC 22 Contpr § ¥ LR (** p<0.01)>
BMERS -

4-2-6. LACTERA i & § 23 4 5 3¢

$21 % > Bou Blanagg F e ?“ v 1 F & LR B 7 cMMP-9 (MMP-9 7

W

|2 RAE)IL-IBf- INF-a = fadv A K ? i E € - S5 87 (B 22)° &
CMMP-9 £ 7. & * & > LAC 2¢2 Con b iR F * "% (*** p<0.001); DM+LAC
g DM et cE PR F T E (##,p<0.01) e A IL-1B £ 3E > & » LAC 22 Con
b BE T O (OFRF p<0.001 ); DM+LAC ‘g8 DM ‘2t i Bg % T % (##, p<0.01 )e
% TNF-a % ¥ 2 & > LAC /2 Con ‘2t g % © % (*** p<0.001); DM+LAC

g DM ‘et fUE DA EF T % (#4 p<0.01)
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IR dH

%%@vﬁﬁﬂféf%f’%}bi’* PERIER AR g XS RN R B
Mo BRIV F S ARF R R R R LB R AT R AR e
HA R LR AP EHRBRRNE B S R S EF ERE LT
Fa o BB FE A MMPO FEE ER R R s RS SR
% v % 1 F(Heskethetal ,2017) » 4 A5 47 91 » f 4+ 21152 24 #F i 2
KR 4 AR S FH G v 2k o

AT HFR FEE I 0 BRIF ML Erwe sy CD86 - o
TNF-o 22 MMP-9 % & % T ' > daivf 83 v o L5 R & M1 Erlim?e > R
FAF RN MMPO A Eh HE R REY ARENELEG RS B
LACTERA #7558 + P 2.8 3 » LACTERA *% #% i F]F TNF-a ~ IL-1B &2 2. T 2%
SIMMP-9 £ > B R g 2 MBS B A BEG v & o A fioR DR Y
DR F ARERF G R ETRE HRE f ISR T L RS T2
11 = iR~ tgie B LACTERA Jop I E &% 3 1 7 A PFImPEEN » FHE
THG R EE 14X LELHE LY 5 LACTERA shif e i v #5417 i L4
BEMEE LD EEE SF LA~ 2 TNF-a & IL-1p SR 4] § v g
KFE B R CRBEFREFRLEFT I F 20 @RI EFTRLNRAEG T 4
20 Ry &4 BEHE ML Eeiimre LB H v g & 0 297 K0 TNF-a 0 7
SR ML B tE A s o FIM A F BT f4ET ¥ LACTERA ¥ & §&4
GUrOAE S FDIEY SIHG GRS TBFIT PR

BRI R A R G ooame w o APl f 3 s 4 o (47K LACTERA
"UF A LACTERA) #1304 b # fod Fahjiepscsk > st Riodp s § F LR
FEeum LG dRg it 4 o g Ay U AT RE 1 a Bk AR R T 4 HOo
AP - S HOKR o AT SE L P eIL e H 714‘;)%% TS HOy 0
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PALF BB G AF b4 B a7 oo ¥R LACTERA p d Ji'k 5
P TR Bt sk R Py R g et % - 40§ Bk LACTERA 3R 8 4
101%,207"x, 507'x % F ik B > RIROERB AT hpd AFip S o BRET 0 A wm A
- % LACTERA R %248 > & & 107%, 207, 50'x ek R T > v 8B P A § P
H:0o 388 ¥ 50— L a B-kenff e 2 FF DO 4R PR G St P R 4
£ o 3 LACTERA fFf R R L = > O AR EAR S » Bor iz R TURAR F
P LACTERA chdng it 4 kR T T 4p M -

B R RO E Y EEHE TS 2 R R it BB IR e
m@éﬁ%%mmpz#éﬂ’ﬁﬁi%ﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%amgB@%ﬁa@
fmre R G oA g BRI ok Tk 2o ME RESRERE
Ho b k02 7 M B TE 300mgdL! 1% 5 M Ao 2] A 0 o B A AR 1R p A
AErpd 2485 HRIAIHEAP EFFI R TR LT 5+ HFE >
BRRLRPRFES 1287 > FRYFEE K7 2 WRBHRME N FRED
BARA AE R RSP R TER D AL o BT R ERERE R EE
8 R E B F K 4o (Wing et al., 1987) o

LF- A AT F %Y BB HKE 4 ¢ mB e iR ki

A

fase AHT %&ﬁ,ﬁ-“’fm@q?ﬁ‘w&‘l* WA W - EfRwmrer i B¥ S PR

1

FUE FHAFHFAFAEPR L RBRNT /T > BT hied 37 i

FRERF RS A U ARFLS AR RELHE LS Y R T

&

Bortio Bt st i B o A PR L0 e TRE A R ORRT G
£ o fTf T A 5 0 NAT i fe DMANATL & sl f o G 3h e 48 B 50
PO T AR LM A R e o B2 Rd B AP f G ing e
TR B0 B L AT E R A REEAS SRR | A AKERT ERP
Repled TR MR L HARERFES IF ¢ G v R EEY BRI i

55 1 AAH 0 FPFST SER LR 5 0 R & R o F R
35



FATEREA MefRE il ¥ hERBR o F L @ARFR LR KR
FREE R L HFRAARAGF RARIIARARENRP GOV S EE
PR 03 A s W) e m A T oK HFHRY > Con &2 DM X R
B Ad TR AT IRRFY Tk 2 AN Kk F 2 NAL 2 DM+NAI 2
BH=d 4d nBERAR R R I RARA T LG AT AR R G RER
FIP RS Febts iy Tk 53 TNF-a 2R E &% § 33 hew™ %
WP R AT E G s Lamik o FRBIEMI Ergime 4 et CD86 0 IR
B+ 2 CD86 F-v A b > FU AP f BT HE S wre G I o BB A AR
LR AR EVRE St o AR R I SR B3 TR AR D
fmie A 0 AR R 3 04 2 ot 5 (Bailey et al., 2018) o

% = %4 12 LACTERA jo k60 % ¥ > % LACTERA o s 2 3 A f
FPRERE > B RES 7 £ %3 LACETRA thiew|? + 2 » DM+LAC &2
DM &R F A FAR LRI o P REPH P EER R I TS
PEREFLAR T AFS HLS TR ANMEHAER G KBRS VGG Y
VRS T B R EERNA B - BRI RELI T F AR &
B AR B ¢ Pt S BG4 eh2b T (7 35 (Chang et al., 1980) 0 T x R g
R DM g e d 5 AP R R -9 03 i (Spanheimer et al., 1988) » i
LACTERA 5% {6 'DM+LAC %% i 3¢ St 2 £ v 2 chdf 4 v P iwer LAC
fegpt P RE AP o Bis il T IL-1B, TNF-o 3¢ B4 I 2557 J5% 16 T ' ; MMP-
9% IR - kA o

WA f S ¥ LACTERA o s » f a5 Jois 4 $ chpnd 1 thiag 4 %5 1
TNF-o 4 &> @ i ¢ % Fleng CF i % 0p d heng 4 o f7p M1 E elim e

=2 X & &ix B (Inflammatory positive loop ) » F]* MMP-9 £ J& T *% » LiF
WR -0 2 A GRS @G v & o MMP-O #rdl4 $ T TIMP-10 5 2 7 12

1:1 ehd B8 17 5 Frd| 841 (Charzewskietal., 2021) » f 33 ok F 5% o > S B2
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® TIMP-1 ¥ A § A 2 chd T e A3 f 3 FRREM NIy L ERT PR
¥ TIMP-1 th# AR & MMP-9 4p & > i 2|47 f 4+ 2.3 7 2 H — 4% TIMP-
L end B 4 o 4 L TIMP-1 en 0138 f - 4238 L9558 MMP-9 & %1
LACTERA 7% % % ¢ TIMP-1 & MMP-9 s L+ 3 0230 § 35 chf ] « b o
WA =0 F SR TR D) B 5 2 LACTERA J5 % #f TIMP-1 s (Mt |
TIMP-1 3= % RE )ept ?h > P BRI R Fv H 2 MG RET A G =
(1) f %+ % LACTERA o [L&F M1 E wiim e 3142 s L F f o §Tet v ik~ 3
A9 Frd]l MMP-9 B A& 2 1 @ 9% R Bd H 2§ or§Te 5 x A5 R(Q) AT
LACTERA ¥ r2§[ 5 MI-M2 E #fim?e & 1 > 340 M2 E viim e 8 45 150
R4 o AT A ARE B MMP-9 2457 S5 8 ARE T Gl
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