R, Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2014,42(1):124 - 127 EERE IR RERXY F

HERAERITXRIENEERFAFE N
REB M G, T, R B EET  Omslumo s, S AW R ER T 85505, i 200436)

HWE KEEEMHAERB(BDs) A BRBANT, EE ML T 5 A E AR HE BT LRI TR 5 A ZOR YT AR £ 24K
R B R A b IT KR I R 9% T B 69 AR R LR,

KEER RAW; KRR iE R

FESES S852.6  XEAFRIRAE A XEHS 0517 -6611(2014)01 —00124 - 04

The Therapeutic Effect of Probiotics on Inflammatory Bowel Disease

ZHU Jun-wei et al  (State Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology, Bright Dairy Co. Ltd, Shanghai 200436 )

Abstract  Starting from pathogenesis causes of IBDs, the mechanism of probiotics in restoring gut flora, enhancing intestinal barrier and modu-
lating intestinal immune system, alleviating IBDs were elaborated.
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