MR EmBE Modern Food Science and Technology 2025, Vol.41, No.8

FEMETEREREHTmETNARARER

g, AEE", &EF, Fmwm, RiE K, AR, R®E, AR, DK
(1. ) BAFRAMAFZEERFLH, T HEHT 530007)
(2. ;T BEAEEGHPEA RN, JTEHRFABLELEZRE, 7 BHHT 530200)

WE. RAWRZETRABH TR EMEGERUAEY, LA LERT . L EANREIRARAT TS
WAEREIEE A, MEBA DDA, AN AEBNERELS A, BARWGHEERETRARL
FREGREZ—, FWRHAKRE LG AR 4. FRENFTEGRRANFFRE, FHRAEAKRA TFited
BRXAY. EXABT AR EROKY, FFATFAMBATRRERERREL. AL, FAEDF 305 I
BERF DA 095 R BATLRIE, h B A DG HRE LA A RESE,

XA AWML R AAEB ML AhikE

XEHRS: 1673-9078(2025)08-380-393 DOI: 10.13982/j.mfst.1673-9078.2025.8.0741

Research Progress on the Application of Caenorhabditis elegans in
Screening for Potential Probiotics

CHAI Zhihui"?, LU Zhilong"’, HUANG Jiao'?, MENG Lili’, HUANG Lianfei’,
LU Enqiu’, YIN Meng'?, LU Lianghua"’, LUO Weifei'*

(1.Institute of Biological Science and Technology, Guangxi Academy of Sciences, Nanning 530007, China)(2.Guangxi
Key Laboratory of Longevity Science and Technology, Guangxi Alage Life Science Co. Ltd., Nanning 530200, China)

Abstract: Probiotics are live microorganisms that confer health benefits on the host upon administration in adequate
amounts. Probiotics have various functions, including immunoregulation effects, promotion of nutrient absorption, and
inhibition of the growth and proliferation of pathogenic bacteria. The recognition of these functions has led to increased
consumer demand, thereby positioning the screening and investigation of probiotics as a key focus within the health and
functional food industry. Caenorhabditis elegans has been extensively utilized as an animal model owing to its distinct
advantages, including short lifespan, transparent body, and completely sequenced genome. This review outlines the
application of C. elegans in screening probiotics that promote longevity, and antioxidant, antimicrobial and antiobesity
effects, thereby providing a valuable reference for the development and utilization of probiotics.
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Table 1 Application of C. elegans in screening of anti-aging strains
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Fig.1 Probiotics regulate the lifespan signaling pathways in C. elegans
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Pediococcus pentosaceus SDL1409 7] 5E 18 T 2k #L 1%
T8 DL HE P A 4% 1 B L 1A PALS [F) Gt Jin S5O
i 7 44 Bk AL A B X 2 1 5 #l B (Campylobacter
Jejuni) WIPUPE, 25 R FUAF @ I S 2k B
1] MAPK (nsy-1. sek-1 Fl pmk-1). DAF-16 {5 =
MR (skn-1. age-1 Ml daf-16) FHLEIEH (spp-1.
clec-85 Fl lys-7) SERALPURELGL . WS b 4355 H )
ML Debaryomyces hansenii 25 TR A AHTT BA IR
SR 2P, REBE SR LR UG Salmonella Typhimurium
UPsm1 /&4 (3" B 250 2L A 5 LGG il id il
W miR-34 18] 4 {2 3k PMK-1 (¥ 8005, MR 2k th i
MAPK 1 TGF-A {55538 % B 15975 J5 g B ge Ul
TR ) AT T MR e AT DA/ A TR ) SR

e K HE @, Wang ENF B IE N E
Yo oy B 17 BRALER AT B, 3X B B A AE T R 15
FEY TR DT104 35 PE EE W & 2 57, (AX
J& YL DT104 (10° CFU/mL) )%k H i) 75 fn A3 W 2
S . AR E IR — R (B 9 KD, B It X
(XM E. coli OP50) FlEH M4 X I8 (S E. coli
OP50, i H DT104 &b #E) 25 ) 47 36 % 43 il A
71% 1 17%. #k Limosilactobacillus reuteri CL9+
Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus L3+ Lactobacillus
zeae LB1. Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus LB4
Limosilactobacillus reuteri S64 X1J&4s DT104 )2k
AEAFHRIER, Fr 5IURE E. coli OP50
LRI REZ, WA WA IY) T DT104 €
TR EIR AR BRI S64 XY DT104
M it A RPE, SR 8 RIAETE RN
51%. UBbAh, - Es LA B AN B 25 0 L AT oA 45 T Pk
I gk /b TR T E i RO AL, I R S IR N
RIS AEYD G, TR 2.

&2 FMRTLRERENBEDFFEERPIIEZB

Table 2 Application of C. elegans in screening of antimicrobial strains

Bk KR A &R pe e EE /I Ea HEe
> E3 SF oo N JE = 2 _ — -~ -
Lactobacilluszeae %4 FEE Rl B RMAEREIE, E 5% p38 MAPK. (nsy-1. sek-1. pmk-1. daf-16.

#H# (ETEC)

FAEHE KA By T 4

lys-7. spp-1. abf-2. [69]

*
LBl F*iL JG280 F A, T4 ETEC B 2. DAF/IGF clec-85. abf-3 and sod-3)1
. oo i Y (pmk-1. rack-1. nip-29. lys-1.
bacticasetbacillus gy o G 01 Y ;gi;;;ﬁ;gj’gg“ﬁ’é P38 MAPK  skn-l. clec-60. clec-67.  [79]
” o clec-80. clec-87 #a tol-1)1
Lacticaseibacillus ERRCE N ] kB ok e
paracasei 28.4 ATCC 18804 THIEZT R, RE AR tecl] A= ume6 | [80]
BiFTEBRESE, (citl. acol. mdhl. icll.
Lacticaseibacillus G EAZRE  WTSC5314 t9R4tHdt &, TCA B3 F= milsl. pckl. fbpl. pfkl. [81]
rhamnosus WTSC5314 SRR A ) BB e Rk, M A gap2)t. (gal4. sucl. hmol.
PR E s stdl)|. migl F= tye7
Pediococcus KB PR P25 38 5% & R 69 5 R KRR (klZ__IIZ\ hil;f:;()‘ vii{cf\
weidilactici P25 A PATEm, FIEAHIKSS . A MAPK D05C5 A2 o o [82]
12 = 2 ‘* . N - ~
ETEC K88 KB &F B ey kA, estB | o elt |
- o
Lactobacillus A5 ifé%ifgkﬁ AR % 4 BGMK2-41 8L %, (tir-1. pmk-1. atf-7. dbl-1.
curvatus BGMK2-41 308 ARS8 N0 JFIRAAT IR R xf ATCC  p38 MAPK  lys-1. lys-3. lys-5. lys-8. [83]
e CH 25003 £ PA14 B L 493k, clec-85. clec-172)t. dafd |
Planococcus oo s FrH R AR, R R (ilys-3. ugt-22. cyp-3543F+
22 6% RSt s an
maritimus ML1206 ad S SR, kAR . p38 MAPK cyp-1443)1 [72]
i F A AR A . .
. SR Lb21 #i 58 R %97 » (ACS-22. VIT-2)?. ASP-6]
Lactobacillus Lb21  — #EHHKE |, - TGF-f [34]
Jigr < 4 I 31 -
(MRSA) %523t MRSA #93%4L 77 . #= DBL-1
Er 7 AT AFTARE, Y ATRZARREARA LR, ) AFTH, ARAIXPERARHLEELE, HEETHAK
& RIEA A HAE R AU
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Bifidobacterium animalis subsp.lactis CECT 8145
¢ i Pediococcus acidilactici CECT9879

{ Pediococcus acidilactici MNL5

i Bacillus subtilis Y
Fat-synthesis genes || _ Lipogenesis
SBP-1/SREBP - fat-5/ fat-6/ fat-7...
MDT-15/MEDIS || —

FA f-oxidation

T \ / related genes T .................. - Lipolysis
NHR-49 / PPARa T — | acs-2/ cpt-5-6/maoc-1...

| ATCC BAA-835
i Olleya marilimosa ML 182 :
i Pediococcus acidilactici CECT 987 9

i Representative strains

2 I BT B IR AT L A0 B 55 SIB R
Fig.2 Probiotics regulate the lipid metabolism signaling pathways in C. elegans

Aot B LT RARE: REBM SEHa AARAELSEBKTHENRE,

4 ot B T VR Al R AR TR B RN T,
Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus Ler35” i i DAF-16 Al
p38 MAPK & 4% M 38 4 e i) 4 e S 82, R 47 3L A
% A% Bk # (Candida albicans, C. albicans) &%
QP R TR TR R, B FER K
FEAR N AR 22, A LR ety e 38Ut
T Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus GG 43 3 1 3L R
MEFWER 1 (Mspl) AEUSINH] C. albicans
IR, B IRk 52 C. albicans FIEH %
Saccharomyces cerevisiae KTP H1 Issatchenkia
occidentalis ApC #& A 2 Hu 0 #l] C. albicans183 Fl
1151 % 22 A1 % B™7, Kunyeit 2% 3 — 25 0 58
1 Saccharomyces cerevisiae KTP H Issatchenkia
occidentalis ApC X} & B (Candida tropicalis .
Candida glabrata. Candida krusei M Candida
parapsilosis) WL, S5 R, X PRI BEE A
M2 R IEH R E, B RE R R R S R
2% AT SE K iy 5~6 do SRANIF TR BLEERE B Ik
T AR P TR AN A T A0 1 7 BR TR 1) & B R A
PIIETOTE A, AT iRk ot A BR R R G AR ™

o A7 R I AR 2 Ui e A R, R
FEBRIE, T 4 B2 AR RS F- ) B0 L S g &R
45, i1: p38 MAPK il i \11S i@ % A1 TGF-B {5 510 %,
W 9RAE X E ) S A RE Jy . BRAN, BMRIE
T A A A HLRR AN 8 S & S5 B0 B s TR

HRPUME Y 2 A g, e BURE™ JLT R
KRR AN 2 S . R, SR A E AT ST
T - WAV EAE AR EE T, ] UA R LA
WS B A PUME YR PR 28 A R Ak, IR R AR
AR R TS A S Il B AR U AR M E T T
BUL, TF R R B B E A7 i SR R A K AR

2.4 BT F W IRAT & o 0 28 30 ) g 5 AR R 8
H R

75 N B AT 28 L e 2B 8 27 T B A
Mo, @ SRR R E YLkl A, ke O, Y
SRR HASE, TEJGSE AU T R I W M0 5% i o
R AE L. BT T 0 2 B T A R i A
o3iT, WhE T 2 RUIRE bR E B 2 DHS-3, A5
@7 Pdhs-3::dhs-3::gfp L& H, 0 BN 5
R ER [ DHS-3, ARYE 968 B e s 2k g
P OURUE DL . HEROE, *hFREIATE. TR RRAE
T TR R L] e T i S 2 T 2 U AR R,
fi] 2 5 N B AE 5~20 pg/mL P, IR i UAR 5 H [
TN 2P, & iR iR 2R . &Y
LR AEFDIRES (BFERE. EHHMEL) Mwm,
%5 4 W B o 1IS 8 2. DAF-7/TGF-B 15 5 i@ #% M1
sbp-1/mdt-15 15 5 @B S AHHR A AT, Fil 2k
HARW B IRLER, 5 S @ 2,

H =B (TGs) J& #7752k d i ) = 22
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W4y, SRR A K. Martorell 2578 50 T M 22
JL #& A v 43 3 B Bifidobacterium animalis subsp.
lactis CECT 8145 ¥ 2k H ) Jig Jot A AT U4 SR 1
WIEH, B R R SR (40.5%)
Hl =Es (27.6%). 7E Wistar K § Al Zucker X i
BERIHHAIE S CECT 8145 BRI /E ™. Silva
200N HOR 5 [ CECT 8145 (HT-BPL1) %21
fic 7 WKy (HT-BPLI-IND [IRh78 7, H28 H o7
B R A @YY I HT-BPL1-IN (8 #5615 9% 3 d,
SRR SEMGETGHME R, &R
7£ 1.80 mg/mL Al 3.60 mg/mL HT-BPL1-IN 1, J§
05 A B 4 Ak D 12.5% A119.0%, b B R A KIS
() BPL1 #8222 ) LS 77 95k Hh a] OR 4 H D e 12
BT IR 2 U 5 & B CECT 8145 HAEEH,
Balaguer %" %} CECT 8145 T ¥k (1) 1 F L & A
W7, M BPLI 15385 tH BB EERZ (LTAD, ik
7 LTA EH T4 1IGF-1 ffE T sk R, B
1S IR AR KA FH -

HBR Bk E (Pediococcus acidilactici) & — B
AETEN AR N 26 T AR R AEY, BT E W
B dERFIE RS PEIGVER . Deyan ZP0F
& T Pediococcus acidilactici CECT9879 (pAlc) X
PEiE S L& BRI R, PLEAIEME (1.5 mg/mL)
YEFETEXTRE, SR e LT AIHAT O X4 TR YL 4,
ZEHEH], #MFE pAle (5x10° CFU/mL) A LAJE/b fig
Wit g, HARmMERPWIEREKE. DN O YN
i, SXTHRAL HAREL, 7E7 10 mmol/L i &) BEFIAS
THEIED) NGM B, MR pAle i
TR B> 14.9% F1 7.7%. pAlc W g & M
1 IS 3 A2 A0 g D AR & A2/ &, 8L i 1S
() Vi 853 daf-2 FERI AR DT R & A2 R (fasn-1.
fat-5 M mde-15) ik, il ins-6 (ILP). daf-16
1 B- S A FE K (ept-2. acox-1. daf-22 Fl maoc-1)
(f)2eik, 0| A AL R . Barathikannan 25U MK %
BB 32 #REE, H A Pediococcus acidilactici
MNLS5 B A B s, X JHEEATE
A RTINS 52 1% . MNLS 0] a2 4 T 7E 28 Ui 1E
(e fE, J@it DAF-2/DAF-16 i iE-K 24 dL i) % 4,
W B far-4 TN fats-6 SEEEDR ) FRIE, HOH G DT )

1

/N 2R o

W& R ER B 50 & [ (Akkermansia muciniphila)
ERE—ARIRE A, "l ae =, Lz
REWTARH . BRI, 2 BRI 1 W RS 2 1 o e 2

388

[K# (ATCC BAA-835) il nhr-49/acs-2 i@,
AR TR a4k, TR R AR B AR B A 25
WAIEE (SCD-1), Wb Ielir=4:, DAt e g™,
A B bk ATCC BAA-835 ToAi i - id R 12kt 46
EWE. OBEEAH W =R B B RS, R ATCC
BAA-835 HI4H AN 73 1) e o35 2 HLU 1) ] 4 B A
Jig AR

Be Ak, L DA 5 1) P AT R B O ik
— bk Ae FE K G 7 A1 R (3 ¥ B Olleya marilimosa
MLIS2, HIF 75 & W% b ik R0 v MR A 52 i Lo e FH
MLIS2 it i 5 M & A RHIBE R FRIE (fasn-1
pod-2. fat-5. fat-6 M fat-7), iR S5HENIR p-4E Ak
ARIVEER Cacs-2) MR, Db EDIRR. H
BT, JTPERFERE S TV 5 AR AR B A B A = T
T A3 - 28 S R 7 34t — 2 B A 0 1) 28 s
PRI R, W2 I A21041%, 08 B
BREA AR A212431 TRk ECFLAF B A200771074%

LA ARAFRM AR, OFENEFEE.
FEAT BB BRI &8 B R S P e =2 IR, AT LA
T H I =B R A A R A DL 2ok
1 B AR IEMCHE & 8. 26 B N0 FCRR AR
(R ER AR, Oy PR AR ) S R LR AL T A
JILH . XL T, Be s R s o AU Y
KRR, EAFAE S, DL ARAHAE
VAR = P e R 1 i A 0 i AR

2.5 T 7 W IRAT & 0 2 2R M B T AR

bR UL EBEFEAL, 75 N BRAT 28 Hud o T ik bt
PR T B bR AT 28 B k. £ U TR
EIELE, DT RIRE S o TR bR, M T
e AR 70 BRI 7 5. Lee SV 7E AR A1 ik HH L
BREEPLRIE TR E M Lactiplantibacillus plantarum
(CAU1054. CAU1055. CAU1064 F1 CAU1106),
FEVPAL HG 2 i iE R RE 70, DATRE R A PR
M ) A5 % 25 A W . Clostridium butyricum MIYAIRI
588 (CBM 588) HJ fig i ik il 17 IIS i % Al Nrf2 #%
KR, K T AR A, [ 2k O AR
W) (49 08 % BR B NBRC13276 FIyb TR ) Al
LR (AN i E A SR CutD [ BN
Weissella confusa CGMCC 19308 i i 51 £k di v col
B (col-43. col-2. col-40. col-155 F1 col-37). 4
ot H IK-S-3 % il (GST) #HRFIEK (gst-44. gst-9.
gst-17. gst-18 Fl gstk-2). Ho B A0 K FE A (ene-9)
AR AAY BALEE (sod-5) [FIE, Lk hxt
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H,0, ML RIRE 77, B 5RO B FE VD 1] IR
ATCC 14028 /&G4 Ht"

75 T B AT 2 H b 49k A 28 2F B R B kb 78 7510 %0
AR VRS I AR Y, #D 7T Lacticaseibacillus
casei CNCM 1-5663 1] DL 41 ] |1 T~ 1% & B i A 3
ZSHMAR RN, R REE S pANZ
T K, B A SZ 40 2 45 56 73 i T I ph 2 AR 1
Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus HA-114 %} )L 25 4 (] 2%
fEALSE (ALS) 75 HNBa At 2 b B HAg s & OR3P A
HY, HA-114 3 i i 5 BRAQ U A1 Zok 44 24k, ¥
S acdh-1/ACADSB. kat-1/ACATI F1 elo-6/ELOVL3/6
By, R M Rfa S MR ", o- Rl E A
FME R KRS P EERES, PRI A
AT B (Bacillus subtilis) 3837 F1E 77 4 i
il & ORGP, A7 W) REE 5T PHA-4/DR EAEH],
B R0 E I DAF-16 4O/ 1) TLS 3@ 42 A iR A
HEERE, 0T a- i E A REN.

3 4B

T UTFS AT LR RURLRA B 9% . A i Jo 90 RE A gt
18 SR RSN H BV W TRIER . TR,
FENTME G R WEPEREY) . R L R
KAFENFAEFREA )8, Tk VF 2R 2
AR, TE AT N R AT 2 SUNBIE TR SRRl
IR DIRENE, RIS A R LI REAT IR AR 7C, 45
REPXLERERAAPIEE . PUAML. PUNEL BT
A RS D RE, I HIX LLTh B8 H 1) A g
B L R AR B R YIRS SE TS A AR
fEWi s . BAh, XBEIRAM R M. 41
MR R PSS Tt B AT e e, H
FHSRBIT TS B AE SRR B, AR/ T e 41 1 24 42
PEVEAG . Ak ElA 7 N A AR, SR AT R
SR 7 (0 AR ST BN R AN AR

IR T TN BT £ A Oy — At a2 ) A 5 0 2
AR EAEZ NS, EAERNA LT B
(1) HAXN R EE YRR, 2 s S A e, (B
RALE RN TAERK: (2) ARmAERAELRT
MIETHRE IAFAEZE R, T RES U MARCR TS (3D
w1 T 2 A TR 5 1 2 TR AR LA AT RE A2 2107 A
POIRES . BB S 2 M E R, BT
I T2k E A AR 75 30 14 445 SR 1 Eff PR AT N SR M i
ARG R PRk, NP EMAL
Ui 30 26 AP R 22 S R IR 5 B6 I A 5 T EAT 20, A

M HE B IR SR AR T i, A A A S Y
BARSME R BEAT 2 Fa bR VP0G, R s AR AR Z R
(¥ FELRE 77 L i e IR HE RS PEAT W] Sk s IR AW T 2
PETE N 2 AR B B AR AL, (S S IE A
SEIR S, DB MRk AR AV E A BT X k. i
KT ik, AT AR s MRS 2 U D i A T
HERPE AR, ok A2 BT SO R SR I I
KIS o

5 W BEF 2 HULE 2 A TR g o 1) 2 ) 2 A o
FEFR GG AS Y (R SRR PPAN 2 2 T A i i
S SSRGSy HURR T HERR LKA AL &5 D5
7, X SRR T, BE s B AT R AR i 2E B W
fa EAEAEM, LLEATInATE S 2 R L] 52w 1E
EMIBTERE ST, NITROBTIIRTT A AN B 1 T A
FESRALHT B WA Tk . BhAh, VAR R AR TR M DI fE
P A VR VE O R E B, i AR BN
SEMRE L AN DO A HA MR ZE %, B FEA B ]
it 2 R AN [ IS RS ROEAT 2 AR R AR
THREMIFIE RN o AEARRAR R R R 5L L R
N 7R R R B RN T RE S AR E AR, &
SEHRIE R FEHERITRIE T, AR R R E
HIBT FER 7R AR A T RETE 22 2 PEAN AR 1
I3 I K IHLEIA 2>, BLR PR X 25 4T 7t
LR N EAR SV e o Ak, Do a2
L= G T RSB SIS S %
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