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Abstract

Enterococci are ubiquitous lactic acid bacteria (LAB) that exist widely in food and the natural en-
vironment, and they can also reside in the gastrointestinal tract of humans and animals. Entero-
cocci are widely used in fermentation production and medicine due to their role in health promo-
tion and technical advantages in the food industry. For example, Enterococci can be used as start-
ers, fermentation additives and probiotics. Probiotics are used to treat various kinds of diarrhea,
including antibiotic-related diarrhea and irritable bowel syndrome. Moreover, Enterococci are
able to lower cholesterol levels and improve hosts’ immunity. This review summarizes the bene-
fits of Enterococci.
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1. 5|8

AR, mAEmy ) A, R TAHAWHO K AR e N “EEM AN, fELTE ki
FRASACIIETE " [1]o ad 4204 AT DA s ARG 77, (R IRAQU AR m sh i RN #E R (2] I BREE 2
EIQRHME . AR FAUE UM IR W (LAB), HEZAAE T AN B WiE, B8 Z0m T8
VIR G . HSE b, W EREE R R s AR T N AR 25 Tolk. NSERIEEZY(3]. SItFERS, Bk
HWARE IR, Ry —eas AW LA T A= DRt & an, EAE| MM H T BA
ERHE DD, JLER— BRI o T P AEAE 4], HAT, — Ll BRE W bR B Bk M74 M5 77 2R &
SF-68, Aty B it b e AN N 21 LA S UE AT R0M 22 4 1) i A= & il 77 o, 9140 FortiFlora® and Cer-
nivet® (f & PR Mg EKE SF68, Cerbios-Pharma SA, Switzerland), A1 Symbioflor®1 & & ¥ g Bk B
(Symbiopharm, Herborn, Germany) [5]. WMERW L2 BB &, —ligEkE & 0/ r T2 K HEA#
ek, JERILH RIEFRIPTRETEYE. HEREE 2R 0 K 66 4 S 2R N LB 6 7 AR S E K & AR 6]
[7118]. [Rlt, FEF DL AR 7EREE e &0 Tk NSRS Rra i, T4 B
ERAEYIRE, RIS RS, Em AR £ s A EDRLE TR0 A .

2. FAERE RS 2 K st BIHFE

WAERBE 2 — MK GC F 2 IRPBHPEOREREE, o] AT AN R FE R BE RIS o B3R T 8 1 4 1 2 i A &L
P I L T B 1 1) S 1 IR S AN B[S HAT, 1ZJ@ il 58 NMFRZELER[9] [10] [11], BRI T — L34
M, b E. thailandicus [12]. E. saigonensis [13]« E. wangshanyuanii [10]5 . X451 36 47 7 T H SR A
o, B B WIERN 2 R T ) K AR

an AR B B PR (0 BRAR AR I B AR (R NS 1 B i 6 T (I pH B EE ARG, . IHER)fEVE I
PR¥FFIE JIMIRE T, [ e AE R B RS (N BE /0, X W 4 B o A0 B U, DL A i B 2= S5 D )
JRIFIRE ST o VEEAE K B 2 A B IE 75 B2 5 FE RHIE 2, BN ITER N ACH DNA R8I ROZ 2RI . Bk
WAE AR, FEIMPR BT LA SRIG ST IETE DL A B IR [ B, E Al kL 2 7 TH AL 4R A E TR MR B AR
STENVIINGTS, B N EUR B RIVER . [RIE 173K B8 7E 1 2R R AN i R I A S o

3. BEREEEERTT MEA S ERER

PaER G N AR BAT 2 T M2 Ak o P ER T AE TG T 3l 5 Uy T AL PT RE 2 2k TR A B 2 B
ERIAER, JF B e R A AR R e AN AU 8 (FE i 26 1 R 20 20 708 T Ho B BK iR AT LA A
R 2R (BIAZRE 1A 15 RSORS00 A A0 B BT 1K) X8 T8 W A il 2 i i 2 B E T, < b 4 R R
Kkt i, AL AR ZF AT B #0 s AMRE PE[ 141 PRIGERTE SF68 78 XU S5 2 Jet )%t et i i
RS, UERT T AR GTAE A RIS R L R A k(1510 fEARSL, EXHK pH AEA ST, XAEH 1
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A2 VE[16]. FACHEERE M4A-5 CPORIL2E T IRER, Fa8EAR I (SCFA) Al 8t i 35315 R AN {2 2 A 115
SRENGRIEN, AT HIE ERN5EBIE[17].

PRIZERTE LR13 BRI PRI H 2 35 O H [ B L BRaE A 70 B R Uk, JFRA AR RZH
BARR L Z SR, M A A B R RIEE 18], RIZATH LCW44 ML R ERTE 6HL 7371
X 2 PR B R A 2 TR 1 B R L AR SR O R G R [19] [20] BRIELASE , Bk 1 533 ) B BR T 3 DD28
A1 DD93 FEARAN I I YA PG AR <5 0 481 % BR B (MRS A) ARG P, 0T 78 R I 2R R 20 & mT LA
MRSA-S1 B PRI LI AR 8] . PRIk 2 A= T D fgf A1 R 245 B AN B0 A 2R ok = S8 ISR 3L 17 3 10 S

4. BEKEN M E KSR FravER

JAER B VR s A B I T RCTENG R, FH CAVRIT A OGBS, TESIIRYT « TDRL A BRI 28 77 4
HEAEHEKIE.

FERA R D T RN B bR v SR (BF S A) AU 2 iy TR T 1 ik FH 6 75 I N 550 R0 L ARURR 78 75 481 2,
— L R TR 6 AE B SRS TE SRR NI, TR s B R R A s A E A Y B [21]. EFSA
FHEHE PR BB NCIMB-11181 FIBR KB DSM7134 T ARAE s A= AT B apRbAs ) o f A2 B8 PR Bk B
SF68 ek A Symbioflor 1 H# FH T TP 8UAITIE . K& M EMEMIIRIE4]. WAL, AR HER
AL 2 — BN K & AR KR R (0 MR BRI BRI S . FEURTS SR, A 2E 1R BR T R R IR
P& R AR IR0 [22]. [FIRE, WidhAr4#% IR PR I BR B NHRD THARA R4 /3 M7 A 25 {F 1gA /K7, (kT
FEAK 23] PRI R BR 1A T A SRR i S SR A B0 B AN B B (A cinetobacter) B A I i - &
BRI W J& (Escherichia-Shigella)FA %) =& 3 B, 0T FRFE X QAR F7 TNARERRE DL K S 0 AR S IR ER LA
A fER[24].

TEXSH, PR BR B UE A ANGE A K B TR SRS A X RFaAS[25]. BRI BR B th i i v]
DAFR e P XS (R AR RO AR AR ROE S [ 261 T34t KA T 38 I sk B AE /K ™ TR B 1A s E - sk
b, SR AR T R A ER R A AR S SR AA R I I SR A LR HS R AR KA L A A PR
ToFUBEER B A4 B J S B [27] . BhAh, 2RI WFF0 T ZEARDRE b\ BR i R B8 412 a3k 11 S A K35
935 [ SE R 28]

TEAT ORI Tl A, — S )4 1) 3R bR B R el T SO 1) i P gl P A o T A/ 2 2 T )
IRRETRY) . LY VS = . BRI R BT 2 & A FVE R R AR, BT A RE RIS,
TP ot GBS = o TE DAY PR TR £ PR B B AR ) R R A T AR DTk (4], IRIBEREE R2 VR N —Fhi BY
P e Al o R R A VS R P2 R B, T A s 28R FH 2 K R (R SR 7 B ) % R 2 [ 29

5. RE

BRI 2 BRI P A AR ) — R LR IR o BRI W 1 D R I B MY SR e S i) P s, 1)
I L AE B AR R s In, T H AR D 28 25 A NNV BR 25 0 (o R i B 0 T P2
AN AR, R S8 K 2 2N EE . RAGIRIEEOR, BB SR 0 5o iR
€ — R A PP, JFHZIRIAT . JF S BUR M 2 R ERE X 7, B TIkfEE .
AR AR AN 9% 5 e R IX B AR N i 2B TR
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