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Growth Stimulator of Lactic Acid Bacteria and Bifidobacteria
in By-product of Barley Shochu

Yoshifumi Furuta'*, Risa Hokazono!, Hideharu Takashita!, Toshirou Omori!, Ayaaki Ishizaki?,
and Kenji Sonomoto 2® (Research Laboratory, Sanwa Shurui, Co., Ltd., 2231-1 Yamamoto, Usa, Oita
879-0495'; Department of Bioscience and Biotechnology, Faculty of Agriculture, Graduate School, Kyushu
University?; Department of Functional Metabolic Design, Bio-Architecture Center, Kyushu University3, 6-
10-1 Hakozaki, Higashi-ku, Fukuoka 812-8581) Seibutsu-kogaku 85: 161-166, 2007.

The ethanol-insoluble (EI) fraction from the supernatant of a by-product of barley shochu had a growth-
stimulating effect on lactic acid bacteria and bifidobacteria. By adding the EI fraction, we found that
glucose consumption and lactate production were also accelerated. The EI fraction retained its growth-
stimulating effect even after autoclaving at 110°C for 10 min. As the amount of the EI fraction added was
increased, cell density also increased. The EI fraction was further separated by reversed phase and gel-
filtration chromatography to obtain two active fractions, whose main component was an oligosaccharide

consisting of glucose, xylose, and arabinose and whose minor component was a peptide.
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Yield : 100% (w/w)

| By-product of barley shochu
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precipitation
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Fig. 1.

Sep-Pak®Plus C,,
precolumn

Eluted with distilled water

Eluted with

methanol Gel-filtration HPLC

(YMC Pack Diol-60)

CW1, CW2 fraction

Yield:
CW1=4.4% (w/w)
CW2=2.5% (w/w)

Gel-filtration HPLC
(YMC Pack Diol-60)

CM fraction

Yield: 7.4% (w/w)

Fractionation of by-product of barley shochu.

Table 1. Components of supernatant, ES and EI fractions.
Component Supernatant ES EI
Amino acids (%) Total 45 44 47
Free 12 12 13
Bound 33 32 34
* Saccharides (%) Total 37 39 29
Free 19 25 5
Bound 18 14 24
Organic acids (%) 11 12 12
Others (%) 7 5 12

Amino acids were analyzed after being hydrolyzed with 6 N HCl at 110°C for 6 h.

Saccharides were analyzed after being hydrolyzed with 2 N HCI at 95°C for 3.5 h.

%, % (w/w); supernatant, supernatant of by-product of barley shochu; ES, ethanol-soluble fraction of
supernatant; EI, ethanol-insoluble fraction of supernatant.
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Table 2.  Effect of ES and EI fractions on growth of lactic acid bacteria and bifidobacteria in test tubes.

Cell growth (at 560 nm)

Strain

Control ES EI
Le. lactis subsp. lactis NBRC 12007 1.1 0.9 1.4
Lb. fermentum NBRC 3071 0.9 1.1 3.1
Lb. plantarum NBRC 3070 1.2 1.3 4.4
B. bifidum JCM 1254 1.5 1.4 2.3
B. longum JCM 12177 4.6 52 6.4

Each fraction was added to the control medium at 1% (w/v) concentration. Control medium for
lactic acid bacteria consisted of 10 g of glucose, 5 g of polypeptone, 5 g of yeast extract, 5 g of NaCl
per [ (CMG medium). Control medium for bifidobacteria consisted of 10 g of glucose, 10 g of casein, 5
g of meat extract, 5 g of yeast extract, 10 g of ascorbic acid, 3 g of K2ZHPO4, 0.5 g of cysteine hydro-
chloride, 1 ml of Tween 80 per { (bifidobacterium midium). Cell concentration was measured as
absorbance at 560 nm. Culture for lactic acid bacteria was carried out for 24 h at 30 or 37°C with
shaking at 100 strokes per min. Culture for bifidobacteria was carried out for 48 h at 37°C, statically in
anaerobic jar.
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Fig. 2. Dose-dependence and heat stability of growth-stimulat-
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Cell concentration was measured as absorbance at 560 nm. .
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Fig. 3. Fermentation profile of Lc. lactis subsp. lactis NBRC 12007 in the presence of EI fraction.
Cells were cultured in a 2 [ jar fermentor. The inoculum volume was 5% (v/v). Temperature,
agitation rate and pH were maintained at 30°C, 250 rpm, and 7.0, respectively. Symbols: O,
control; @, the EI fraction was added at 1% (w/v).
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Fig. 4. Gelfiltration HPLC chromatogram of pretreated EI
fraction using Sep-Pak® Plus Cis precolumn. 1, Sample
eluted from Sep-Pak® Plus C,3 precolumn using distilled
water; 2, sample eluted from Sep-Pak® Plus Cis3 precolumn
using 50% methanol. The samples were subjected to gel-
filtration chromatography under the following conditions:
column, YMC-Pack Diol-60; running solution, distilled water;
flow rate, 1.0 ml/min.

HHESO7av s I L EDT 00— R —7 Ly v —
TRE—I7RZNENCWI, CW2EDEL, FhxXX
J=NVEHBESD7 O~ 7T A EOBEOEDENKE
RESEZCMENE LT, ZNENE2OE UERTZEL
72.

CWI1, CW2HB LT CMES D ELES 2 5 DIERILZ
NZN19% (wiw), 11% (wiw) BLTU82% (ww) T
& o712 Lb. fermentum NBRC 3071 3% £ U'B. longum JCM
12177 % R\ 72 BEGE e A %) SRR I3 R B A RS 8 1T T
L, TNZNDES % El #H75 1% (wiv) HIR-ET S
&, DFDCWHIZDOWTIH0.19% (w/v), CW2130.11%
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Table 3. Yield and growth-stimulating effect of CW1, CW2 and CM fractions separated from EI

fraction.
Yield Cell growth (at 560 nimn)
Sample 0
26 (w/w) Lb. fermentum NBRC 3071 B. longum JCM 12177

El 100 3.5 6.0
CwWI1 19 2.6 5.0
CWwW2 11 2.9 5.1
CM 32 1.2 4.4
Control — 1.0 4.3

EIL CWI, CW2, and CM fractions were added to the control medium (CMG medium for Lb. fermen-
tum, bifidobacterium medium for B. longum) at 1, 0.19, 0.11, and 0.32% (w/v), respectively. Lb. fermen-
tum cells were cultured in test tubes for 24 h at 37°C with shaking at 100 strokes per min. B. longum
cells were cultured in test tubes for 48 h at 37°C statically in an anaerobic jar.
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Table 4. Components of CW1 and CW2 fractions.

Component CW1 CW2

Saccharides (%) Total 94 88
Glucose 15 42
Xylose 55 31
Arabinose 24 15

Amino acids (%) Total 6 12

Saccharides were analyzed after being hydrolyzed with 2 N
HCI at 95°C for 3.5 h.

Amino acids were analyzed after being hydrolyzed with 6 N
HCl at 110°C for 6 h.

%, Jo (W/w).
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