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Hypoglycemic effect of fermented Inonotus obliquus on type Il diabetic

rats induced by streptozotocin

BEH'
XU Zheng-zhe'
CRPSEE Nt

BAI Jin* LIN Mo’
(1. 33 R W s EE B 35 bk JE 55

EUE

WANG Fei-zue’
our3
FEE
LI Guan-hao®

13300052, FEM K22 B 22, 5 MR AL+
3. MEA R F B FFE L, AR B

WANG Hao-yue®

o5 F°
MA Wei-ping*
RIEZ®

CHEN Zheng-ai®
133002

TXA°

133002)

(1. Affiliated Hospital of Yanbian University, Yanji, Jilin 133002, China; 2. College of Medicine , Yanbian
University, Yanji, Jilin 133002, China; 3. Food Research Center, Yanbian University, Yanji, Jilin 133002, China)

ME: @3 FBREKESEBEZHEREHZ
(streptozotocin, STZ) & 7 % # £ Il & # & 5 (type 2
diabetes mellitus, T2DM) X Z A A , 48 3+ & BEH 4B L 1 (fer-
mented Inonotus obliquus, FIO) xF T2DM X & & fo 4% | £ fg
BARBAAE R H ok, SREY . 5 A 840645, FIO 7T
R F AL T2DM K R o9 = M & 4 (fasting blood glucose,
FBG) 4% # AF #% J& (hepatic glycogen, HGIn) 4 % . i & & &
Z (insulin, INS) 3& 4% , 4& % 2 B B (total cholesterol, TC) . H
W = B (triglyceride, TG) | # & fg By 82 ({ree fatty acids,
FFA) A& %5 & fs & & (low density lipoprotein, LDL) & & =
#% (malondialdehyde, MDA) 4 2 2 % TR . 5 E E K & 49
(high density lipoprotein, HDL) 4~ & #= A8 £ 1t 4 3 1L B (su-
peroxide dismutase,SOD) # & % 2 % L H ., #L80 FIO 4%
P 1 248 Jkood KR e 4, 2 & g AR R AL oK T
KPR A BARBILA; I BB AR ERER L & ol
1

Abstract: To test effects of FIO on blood glucose, blood lipid. and
antioxidation in type [ diabetes, the type [ diabetic rat model was
established by high fat diet-feeding combined with intraperitoneal in-

jection of STZ. The results showed that FIO significantly lowered
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FBG levels, promoted synthesis of HGIn, and improved insulin re-
sistance in the type [| diabetic rats, compared to untreated control
diabetic animals. In addition, FIO not only significantly decreased
TC, TG, FFA, LDL and MDA in serum, but also dramatically in-
creased the HDL in serum and the activities of SOD in type [[ dia-
betic rats. Our study showed that FIO significantly lowered high
blood glucose, improved lipid metabolism and antioxidant ability.

Keywords: fermented inonotus obliquus; type [ diabetes mellitus;

streptozotocin; hypoglycemic

ME#E FL 7 [ Inonotus obliquus (Fr.) Pilat ]/2—Fh 354 F
FMEW (Betula platyphylla) 55 84 E 0 AW, & T &
W HFREN ZAWE 2R BELEE. FE 5
A T AU BRI B A 55 P SR 46 B st X . HEm LI & A £
AN Sy e SR R A/ Il 1R N 1= )
AR LI T L BN T 1 N /N2 AN 7 a2 S N A LB L (B
A, SRR AR AWK D 25 Y KB W 4R
PRI X S TN R 3 7 i B P ) A R SR B = W B . R IR
R THRE AF S RS R R k. £2E5Y
FIHARF ST & 8L FTO o Z208 . g~ R0k 45 B A B i B 4E A 43
B & BB S T R & B2 HE AR fL B (unfermented Inonotus
obliquus, UTO) , B 1t 7 358 3 5% F &5 g o &0 6 5 IR 1S 3 4
STZ iy 75 ¥ # 7 11 BUBE PRI K BB L 38 2o A6 0 oK B i 385
FBG.HGIn, TC,TG.FFA.HDL,LDL.SOD ,MDA J INS %4
St B R FIO X 11 BOBE SR 9 K B R 1 o 1 T A9
e
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1 M 505
L1 #RENE
L1153 bt okl
SD i M A B « FH S 320 R % 3 i 5 38 v o B A
BEREDRL : B AT 2R 2 By St b 3R FF A E K B
Yy e AR 5
NEWSFL: & 2520 % vl , 106 E I L 100 Y 4
g, 25 %0 J6-80,20 %61, 2- P L, A LI H i 5
FIO : %€ 31 v i i 3 6 PR A o
1.1.2 5
STZ:>98% .4t 5 WXBB2432V, £ [F Sigma /A ) ;
FBG.TC.TG.HDL.LDL.FFA MDA .SOD } HGIn %
R - B At Y LR S T P
1.1.3 FEMHTERA
ST 723 B, R AR AL SR A IR A A
FEAR A - S/D 601-0393 %I, f# [/l BMG LABTECH A #],
L2 FHik
1.2.1 1 BOBEIRE K AR A S SD Mt K B 15 18
210 mL/kg)15 d J& , I J#E 7 $F STZ(30 mg/kg)® 2 ¥k,
1JAJE . KRS ANEE K 12 b5 B R R A o A 00 K B it 3 v
FBG 4t , FBG>>7.8 mmol/L 0 h 8 s K 8.5,
1.2.2 Sral 52425 B 3R 0 R R 4% I B A = % BE pL
I3 4 2H LAY B ZH FTO 20 UTO 4R iR — W 3L B
PR RRZH L R AR B 20 S0 A % 4 K B3 Bl 48 F10 (2 g/ke)
UIO (2 g/kg)™ DL B E BR — H MUIK (900 mg/kg) , i £ ¥ K
8RR K 2 dEE — g 7L .
1.2.3  AEALIEAR AT KRS RS K 12 hy o0 IER I
A3 B I3 5 2 BRI A Ul B O R T ol 3 e FBGL TC,
TG.HDL.LDL.FFA MDA f SOD % & , Elisa 3 #: I K &,
Mg e R M E . 3 5 R R R R B Cinsulin
sensitivity index, ISD FljE 5 Z #K T $5 % (Homa- insulin re-
sistance, Homa-TR) ; R £ F B BIE » J80HR 3% 0 72 2R BRI
k.
.24 Seitabr SR SPSS 16.0 BAF# AT G it 4047 . il 3
O A B 2 (X SD) 2% HEAT ¢ 30 26 32
5 255301, LA P<0.05 FH 25 RA S35 L.
2 RS0
2.1 FIO 3 Il B 4B R %5 K R FBG 7k £41 HGIn & 2 MM
1A, 50E % 4 A BT 41 K B FBG Al HGIn
A B EME2ER (P<0.0D) s SEA AL UIO 5 FIO ¥
A {1 R R K BRI S FBG 7 it i 2 I (P<C0.01) , HGln
S BT E (P<<0.0D), H FIO 4 K R HGIn & i1 & &
T UIO 41 (P<C0.01) 5 5 5 2 — B BUIKBH P4 %o B 4 bE ¢ F1O
HARBM HGIn & A |3 2% 7 (P<<0.05), KU [ BAEIR
il TR S £ P (Insulin resistance, IR) Fl i & 2 4 Wb
ARG B P 5 W RLBR o IE R BT AL T s e g i
WE 2 55 5 L[4 Ok 08 1 i 5 KO, 2 BL A A TR B

JB 15 R AT IS A LI, 23 3k 22 i 4 000 i 7R OB 3R £ 30 R D
(3 7 » 2 SOULAR i AR T . IR SE R B FIO ] B 3 R AR 11
R DR A BRI K T o B S A 0 A R . L AR 0 A
Wi R W7 T FIO B3GR T UTO, §d B FIO 1] fiff 5& i %
GRS IR 0 T R OG0 S A 5 AT R A 5T 4
RA—EL

F£1 FIOMIBERBKAR FBGKEFM HGIn &2

sE-ACN

Table 1 Effects of FIO on FBG Level and HGIn Content
in type [l diabetic rats
21 51 FBG/(mmol « L™ ') HGIn/(mgeg ")
IEHW 4 5.87+1.91 18.50+3.22
BRI 14.07+5.05° 5.05+2.53¢
UIO 41 7.434£1.27° 22.2242.16"
FIO ¢ 7.9241.43° 28.40412.65M
ER R — BN 2 6.50+2.27" 15.6043.79¢

T aFARGIEWA LR, P<<0.01; b FR SHIE L LA, P<<0.01;
¢ FR G P<C0.05; d Fox 5 UIO 4 e P<<0.01;
e Fn 5 I — W WU e %%, P<<0.05,

2.2 FIOX I BERHFARMLE FFA EEH I

HI38 2 AT 5 OE A1 LR AL A R BRI v FFA &
i TR (P<0.01) s SRR H A, UTO af IR T BB IR
955 R BN o FRA (& 7 (P<<0.05) , F1O fiE1% i 2 AR 11
R PR K B b FFA & 2 (P<C0.01), H FI1O £ K R il
i FFA &£ T UIO 41 (P<C0.05) ;{8 5 Eh ik — F XUIKFH
PEX IR AL FIO A K Rm g h i) FFA SRR ¥ 25,
B SR AL I H 2 FFA /K36 w0 nl 5 & B IR 1 & A7
BUth FEA & & 3 5 55 & 4B F R Ak OF 500 O R F 3k s
FRE A R AL U R B R B AR R A IR, AR R B
MR GE & B FIO 7] g R 1T AUWE IR K BUIY FFA, 5L
FIO AT 38 3o 18 45 Jig 50X 3 18038 O Bl 1y g 5 SR ARHL
2.3 FIOXM [ BERF/ARMFE TC.TC EEMH M

HH 3% 3 I, 5 IE % 4 8 RN R R 3% o TC JTG
B TR (P<<0.0D) ;s 5T b4, UIO Fit F1O #47]
T BOA P K BRI H TCL TG & ik i B IR (P<C0.0D) 5

®2 FIOMEBERFARME FFA 202’
Table 2 Effect of FIO on FFA Contents in type [l

diabetic rats

41 31 FFA/(ymol « L1
ERA 367.474121.53
ek 815.674320.62°
U10 41 570.25+213.73¢
FI10 41 375.244125.38%

Ehie — B OBUI 339.324106.64°

T oaFRGIERFAHE . P<<0.01;b iRk HE1 4] 15,
P<C0.01;c /AR GHEA A L, P<<0.05;d ¥R
UIO 4 b %, P<<0.05,
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Table 3 Effects of FIO on TC and TG in type I
diabetic rats mmol/L
24 5 TC TG
IEH A 1.5440.30 0.51+0.22
BRI ZH 2.28+0.24% 1.3240.57¢
U10 41 1.74+0.26° 0.530.10"
FIO 41 1.52+0.20° 0.4140.22°
R R — H OB 4 1.47+0.26° 0.4140.14"

T a FARHIEHA R, P<C0.01;b FR GHAY] g P<0.01,

A 55 R — SOOI BA 4 ) FR 4 Lk 35, FTO 4 K BRI ¥ h TC
TCEHERLREXER,
2.4 FIOX I 8RB ARMFE HDL.LDL =28 &
3 4 AN, 5 IE AL b A, BB 2 K BRI 3 i HDL i
LDL /KF¥4 82 M 25 5 (P<<0.0D) s 5T 4 th 4, UIO wJ
8 11 B8 PR K BRI o HDL & 4 (P<<0.05) | i 3 B AIK
LDL 4 # (P<C0.01) , FTIO W] fifi [I A94R8 K B v HDL
St B T (P<C0.01) LDL /K B R AIE (P<<0.01), H.
FIO %t HDL.,LDL A3 35 /8 F 3 T UIO(P<<0.05) ;{H 53k
ZFOBURR BH X B 4 L %L FIO 4k BRI 3 o HDL A1
LDL &R FEER . ULl LA™ 4 IR B, LA i
TG Ml LDL B 8 A7, 51 & Bg B a s it % 2
22 3 R I FI0 Wl [T BB R K BLil v o TC.TG.LDL &
] 8 AR, HDL B F i, AT RESE o 0 T2DM K B AR
TP IR OB PR v K BRI B AR ER AL

x4 FIO X [l BU¥ERfR AR MF HDL.LDL & £ &0
Table 4 Effects of FIO on HDL and LDL in type [l

diabetic rats mmol/L
20 5 HDL LDL
IEH# 4 1.5940.65 0.52+0.25
RIVE| 0.5340.23% 1.4140.272
Ulo 4 0.9640.35¢ 0.824+0.50"
FIO 41 1.484-0.32b4 0.450,17"
TR = W BUIRAH 1.2340.34° 0.4740.20"

T oaFRGIERFAIHE . P<0.01; b FER 5HMY] L, P<<0.01;
¢ FR MY L P<<0.05;d FEk 5 UIO 41 % P<<0.05,

2.5 FIO X Il BEERMHBABRMF SOD FHER MDA & 81

2

%5 AT 5 0 A A B A R UM o MDA &
& SOD i M4 3% M 22 5 (P<C0.01) ;s S 41 L 4%
UIO 5 FIO a7 {ff [T Z08% R 5 K BRI 7 MDA & & 1 3% F¢
Ik (P<C0.01) \SOD 7K - i 3 #2 i (P<C0.01) 5 5 £ R — H1 3L
JICRA P %3 BR A1 HE %5 FIO 41 K BRI 3 +h SOD it B 8 2%
P25 5 (P<C0.01) K 0T 100 4% R 1 Jig W] ML 4k B oy e 3
s S B iy 2 4k T 48 AL B CHR AS  DUTA 8 i S B 4 i A
T 3 U E VBB LS R EERA LB . &
X5 58 5 P E SODYE M 5 MDA & & [8] 32 )2 B HL 1K 4 4k 1
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%5 FIO 3 [ BU¥EPR R
MDA & 28 %'
Table 5 Effects of FIO on SOD activity and MDA

AARME SOD & 4R

content in type || diabetic rats

MDA/ SOD/
415

(mmol » mg~ ! « Prot) (U e mg !« Prot)
IEH 4l 2.00+0.81 154.914+11.3
HEL Y 241 8.39+1.36° 131.72+24.1¢
UI0 4 3.30+1.88" 158.77+31.61°
FIO 41 2.304£1.98" 174.04 1750
R R OB 4L 2.97+2.18" 149.85+8.10¢

Ta ARG IERWA R, P<C0.01: b R 5B H 8. P<<0.01;
¢ R G L P<C0.055 d Fern 5 Hh B — W MU HE 2
P<0.01,

BRAED,
SOD % ¥ i 2 48 55 . MDA 4 it i 2 A,
MU BT AL RE F7 BB MR It Ak
26 FIOMIREBERFEARBESESWIERESERNR
E;ur]

M6 A, 5IEH 4 Mt A R R IST B R
B¢ (P<C0.01), Homa-IR ] & F 5 (P<C0.01); 5L A1 41 [t
¢, FIO A 11 84 0% bR s K B IST FF & . Homa- IR B g [
Ik (P<20.01) 50 55 £h R — FF OBU IR PH o4 % BB 41 b %%, FIO 41 K
FR 1Y IST Al Homa-TR JC W 35 25 5% . 7ERF25% & MUB A TR A9 %L
N LR 1 5 28 i R T R (B S B AN AR A
PR3  2E WE T IR IR REBE L R B3 IR R IST #E47 46
DU T A A5 A o 2 ORI L R R AP 5 S B
g hgE ™, AR & . FIOWEHiﬁﬁéFj:mm

L5 EW L FI0 5 UIO ) i 11 B R % K B
BLWT FIO A] 42 &%

ISI 7% , Homa-IR B & B AIK . 32 B FI1O o] 8 i fie oF 4 4
Wi 32 25 1 N 40 i P B 0 A fﬂéﬁﬂ@ﬂ%,ﬁﬁbn 7 B Y
iz, 51 MR T RN,

F6 FIOMINBERFAARME INSEEUAR

ISI.Homa-IR & mg°
Table 6 Effect of FIO on INS, ISI and Homa-IR in
type Il diabetic rats

INS/
21 5 Homa-1R 1SI
(pIU e mL™ 1)

Wl 10.1540.61 6.1942.09 —3.96+0.51
I 2 9.2540.17 14.6645.38"  —4.7040.472
U10 41 9.604+0.61  6.804+1.83"> —3.9340.57"
FIO 41 11.2540.65  7.8541.42>  —4.1340.47¢
R AR ORUIR 4 8.0540.36  6.74+2.41> —3.86+0.43"

t aTAREHEFAHE . P<0.01;b FR S5HER A L, P<<0.01;
c Fn GEER A L #, P<<0.05,
3 i
AR I W9 R B F10 BAT B35 1 M B 7E A . e 55
R AVR 8 D 3 ot A 08 9 5 2 0 O L M0 Mg o G 4 R L
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