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Abstract : To determine the efficacy of probiotics on periodontal diseases, Lactobacillus salivarius TI2711
(LS1) was orally administered to volunteers. The 87 subjects were divided into two administration (n=49) and
one placebo (n=38) group. Administration groups took either 2x10°® (n=39) a day for 12 weeks. At baseline, 4
and 12 weeks after LS1 administration and 4 weeks after the termination of LS1 administration (at week 16) ,
subjects were clinical by examied for probing depth (PD), bleeding on probing (BOP), and plaque control
record (PCR), and, subgingival plaque samples were collected from all subjects to measure the number of
Porphyromonas gingivalis and L. salivarius bacteria in plaque using real-time PCR.

A significant reduction in the number of P. gingivalis bacteria was found in the administration group from
1.12x10° to 2.97x10* at 12 weeks (P < 0.05), but, not at week 16 compared to baseline. The number of L.
salivarius bacteria increased at 4 and 12 weeks and decreased at week 16. No significant change in the number of
L. salivarius bacteria was observed in the placebo group. These results imply a reverse correlation between the
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numbers of P. gingivalis and LS1. This means that LS1 translocates to subgingival plaque, then decreased the
number of P. gingivalis. This data also suggests that LS]1 is an effective probiotic. Nihon Shishubyo Gakkai Kaishi
(J Jon Soc Periodontol) 48 : 315-324, 2006.

Keywords : probiotic, Lactobacillus salivarius, Porphyromonas gingivalis, subgingival plaque

B 2LBEW Lactobacillus salivarius TI2711 (LS1) DA T 75 — 7 D Porphyromonas gingivalis ®3%
WA S, DOBKREREZUE L8 1 OBRRBROMSRE 5% 2, RUIRAKED LS1 O®)ROFHE: & R
RO O EZ AL 72012, R, BBE 2 Ik L 72 BREER % i L 72,

4% 87 & (BAAIE 103 %, B BLEE 16 %) OWERE 2 LSI SH 0% (1 H47-9) O LSIHE 2.0 x 10%)
T3 7T ARG R 1 H 38 12 8MIRE S, AKT 77— 27 2L Tl & L7z, ABHIcEENS
BRI & L. salivarius OB ENX) 7V ¥ A 4 PCR THIE L72. HRABE T 77 — 7RIS, BRITR & L
TPD, BOP K U'PCR %itsk L 720

Z 05 1258 o LSLIRAIC X Y, LSl IRAEETIE P. gingivalis WEUETFHT1.12 x 10°2°5 2.97 x 10*
NEHE (P<0.05) AL, IRASIET 2 EEEIIBIINL 720 #12 L. salivarius BEE LS #IRF$ % &84
mu, ARAMIES 2 LA L7z P gingivalis & L. salivarius OWEO BRI VAHBE OM@EMASH ), LS1 ASER
WCHRE T 77— 21287, 79 —27WN0 P. gingivalis ® RV EETW5 LD EEZ LNz, BRKRIEROLRE
X LSRR, 79 v RIRAEOmE IR S,

- T 12 AMARMAERIZB VTS LS1 1 P. gingivalis W R 25, IRAPIEIC X D IRFR & ML ~v
WCHEEIES 5 2 EATRENTZe RIFFEICBWTH LSIOTOaNA F 574 7 2L LTCOFERMEIRENTZ.

*—"7J— K 7anNAF 754127 A, Lactobacillus salivarius, Porphyromonas gingivalis, WRiE 75— 7
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BRI T 2ERE LT, M7 T VAT —F —
RV T S — 2 ary ba— i, HEROE
HTHhbTI— 7 DBRECRIEDRTFETH LY,
—J, IhEfiETsrFEE LT, HEAZ A
HHTIT—raryra— Vb HiEH, TI—7hofl
HIREAIL~ M) v 7 2125 D RS LTV 5 7202
PLRANCH L Ot 2R LYY, 2% B 7ot
FIRERICBWTIEAER 2 HETIE R v, T72, BEG
BB 2 RS E0REAO/fI, —RYT
& B SARENOTHER OB D% 055 Z EAFH SN
T3,

T, PURANCEDS 2 WEETFHOFEE LT T
INAF T4 7 AL WIS 4 HEY % v 7 e v
Fi2siEH 8N CTwb, 7034 45 14 7 A (probiot-
ics) 1 ZPiEYE (antibiotics) IZxfl SN B EET, 4
W oA BFR (probiosis) % EER$ 2 HEE &R &
TAHERETHL, 7UNAFT 1427 AE HHN70—
Z (MHE#E) ONT v ARYHEL, FNL-oTHEE
CHBEDRE LSO TER LERINTNEY,

CIREPNE IS & BRI AL AR OMIR A3 A B L T
bo BETI, AHAZMEICXLABEN 70 -5 0K
#OOF ) TUNAFT 4 7 ADOFIT HIZES
S RENTEY, TanNg +7 4 7 ZIBI R

i LTOIECHWSBNRTWEY ) CIEMIZOWT Y
FkRIC, BERETH LHEEWHER IS L T7HaNS F
TA7ARIGHT BB I TWE, TETIC
Fax, OENTo N4+ 714 7 2L LT,
Lactobacillus salivarius TI2711 (LS1) 2S8R T 7
T — 7 HOWBIHEERE 2S5 2 & 2L Tw
PP HEBAREB O R TOLREMS OB w
Porphyromonas gingivalis, Tannerella forsythensis,
Treponema denticola R E L, LSl # &L EE % 1
1 & (1884720 ORE6.6 x 107) 1 H 3 [l 4 J

P30 A EFRIRAEE, WHAKT T 7—27HTo
NS DOWOHIE % o EIRE O BEIRAER D ZEALIZ DWW T
N 24T o 720 T DGR, LSLIRHABE TIEH &
(P=0.01) \Z P. gingivalis WELDOEW I 5D 5 E A
DWW DFRD HITze —F, 7T RIHARETIZIN
LWTNOBMBEREICB W T O AR IR SNz
Motze 2, BRERIZOWTY 777 L RIRA#IC
e, LS RAfEcLE@Em A il 6z,

Plbo & 512 LS Ik FG 4 B CHR AT 7
T — 7 WOWEIRIEE P. gingivalis W% RV &4 %
EDRD LN/ LA L, 4 HEL OIS
T % P. gingivalis WK RROFRVERR, MR IE
BICLSL Wi F 77— 27wl L, 7u—9%
WETLHEDDLO0IERMEORETH L, 2
NHORITLS] Z TN TaNSF T4 7 AL LT
RS 25 EORMTERIIN, 25123 Eette i
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HTHETEELRPETH L, AT HIEL TLEN
MR 3 2 3 & 13 O R O & T b B R OFe 0
WIfFCT & 278, WFEOME SN —FH, R
& sl L Ch b mIE L2 L vwiga i3k L
TRH T A EDNH 5D, Zetidmgirins, 22
T, AWIETIE, LSIOTanN, F5 47 2L LTDH
HRMY DL KRR 5 HIOT, #EEMEIRA
MM 2R L CRIAROEBHZE 21TV, 5612
NI R R O BIZE M 2 5 - F2E 2 1T o 720 &
512, WA T 7T — 27 %o L. salivarius 122WT b
1 HITEEMIETH 57225, SEIZYT7TVE A A
PCR A HWCZOWHELMWEL, WRAZ T 77— 27 H
O L. salivarius & W ERIEEBOZLIZOWT L b 3
M HEE L 720

MHE L UHE

1. WBECERXS 1)

AWML B R B IMm L B A B L O HARS:
IR B S OKE 21 TITo 720 BHEITINEL
72— A 150 Z 2D W T O ENZE %17 -
720 HAZE, B L <IEdmm P EOEE A v & 1
HELLEE L, @8 E R, 1y AUWICPUEYE
EDHIYPE 5D T TV WEF 103 L2 BERE L L
GEFRBEICE D 1288 OBBRE I 87 44) o Bk
WIEEHRTICAZEDO E B IO W T EL W T+ 7%
ATV, FEIC CRIIES IO FE L 157, #bk
FILEw, HWERry FoRsSICL Y EIMLL 21k
CNEHDRTDE—AbT 5 L) ITHIERIZ 3HEIZED
D7z 1HE (FIAFE46 %, &Pz LY 1284
394) 12i3 1484720 LS1 H% 6.6 x 107& e
%, 09 18 (104%) 122 1884720 LSL Bi%6.6 x
10 tse8 %, Wb 1148 1H 3M, 12804
HEHRA &7 (1 H4720 2R3 % LS1 O i
FNEN2.0x 108 2.0x 107 7%5), b 1E (B
BIFE 47 %, BB XY 1288 38 4) 121X LSl
EEER VT T RBEELRBRICIRAS Y. &8,
B ELIE LS 28 i O o R R 5 & A SR b
XOWHY, RUWMABT 7T — 2 o P. gingivalis
B A & e oY % I E L. LS]
EHFEREOMBIL, YIVE M=V EREHE L CRE
LTBY, BFGHIZ PAY T A -HF YN w2
TI2711 MR (LS1) B A& (LS i3k v bl IEAN L b
SEELZ) F 1SN OWEA 6.6 x 107F 721
6.6 X 1022 L) ICHALZLDTH b, WA
T77—27 OB L OCTLENZAEIZ IR & IR 4
W, 1281, RO IR 4 8% (RH AR X

D 16 k) (CFEML 7. RAKT 77— 27 ORI L
FIPENRZ AT HARFEHRAIC T, WRZ 77 —7
WD O 13 R R R R T L 72

2. OPFRERE

R RE R L7225 EE7 L BRI 16, 11, 24, 36, 31,
4D 6HERNRIZLH 6 SETHER v FOES
(probing depth, PD) #FHAIL 7z 70—E v ZEED
Hilfil (bleeding on probing, BOP) O F #ix 7 a— ¥
730 B RICHERE L 720 ORI REOFRZEICIX
Oleary” 50 75— av ba—La—F (PCR)
vz,

3. WART 77— 7 DFER

AREET O LTENZ AR 4mm L EOR 7 v M AR
SN2 RIS, BRK T 77— 7 ZERICL 72,
LS1 AR T 50 #BAL, 75 & RBRTEETIZ 45 #3407,
LS =R CIX I3EHML 5 77— 7 ORI %
1o72,

7T — 7 FRPUIEREGE A 2 3 v~ v 10— )V TS B
mL, Rk T T — 7 R EERE HEE, #30 -
NW=FRA 2 b (EXY R, HE) 2KR7 v PAIZIHEAL
BIOH L & 2 A THiE, 30 FHEICHE) 1L T 100 u
LR E AN 1.5ml O~ A 7 a5 2 —7HIZAR
720 ¥4 7 UF 21— 7 % vortex mixer T& < HREH L
721%12 15,000rpm T 5 7 ME O L, LY 5
DNA #ii LC, > 7 & LT L7z, DNA i
H 1 Wizard® Genomic DNA Purification Kit
(Promega, Madison, WI) # Fi\v, Kit (iR &N 7z3i
D e Tl L 72,

4. YT7NLARALPCRICKDHEERERHDES

V7 NVE 4 LPCRICHEMT 2774 ~—¢&
Tag-Man 70— 7 dFiRE M U b0 MH L 720 7%
B, L. salivarius IO 70— 71 3H 72 12%F L7200
(5-FAM-ATTCACCGTAAGAAGTTGAGTGGC-
TAMRA-3) %M L7z, V) 7% 4 & PCR I Hi#H
R L2 HET T 227,

5. HETFAVERMT

FHABOHEBEZRET 572D OMETEN L
LT A NIy e RAAE X vy, #EHO
RBIZEAF 2 =T b tRETZIZ~ > - KA v
MR Az, B, BRI A I OENTER
R, PUEMEOEH AT o B0 T — %
WAL 720

f& R

1. EARET 77— 7 h0OEEARREENEIL
Faaks o LS1 IR EE, 777 & RIRHBEO WA X 4R
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i, WMAPDMEIZOVWTH L2 UOEIMELTINS
WZOWTH—IIR 2 L HEVFITE Lz MfEDK/S
T A=Y QMY E EBARE L& 2 A, BT T —
7R ORE R, I T T — 7 D P. gingivalis W\
FTIUIOWTE, AFa—Fr btRETLIE~ Y -
BA v b ZRREE H TR O L THEREILRED
SbNehoiz (K1),

BB C LSl F/203 7T L REEE 2 R & &
RRABIGTT, 4 8%, 12 8RICEHRBE N 7T — 27 28
B, V70 F A 4 PCR CHEIRIEHE P. gingivalis, T.
Jorsythensis, L. salivarius WE L OREE 2 HE L
720 TOMFEEFE 212, P. gingivalis WD 5A e Y
P E X 1R T . ZoREE, LS1IRAH T3
4 AR TIEIMEAT 112 x 10°25 2.75 x 10*~ & Hat
FIICAHE (P <0.01) 2 P. gingivalis WO A D
oz, 128750 BB R MHERL PRI
72(2.97 x 10, P <0.05)c &5 IZHRAILYIM %
4 M O A IR E S (R RGEE D2 51316 58
B2, HEWAGET 79— 7 Oz o728 25,
LSI IRA#EIZB T P. gingivalis WU FH ML,
Al P BAAGTT & FAREE & 72 5 72 (2,97 x 10"—1.82 x
10°) o —7 T. forsythensis B DWW TIZEE =21t
RO BN o Tz 7T 1 RHRIHEE Tl e JE 5 5
RICBWTHBEZEIEIRASNT, »okRAPILIZ X
% P. gingivalis WEOEMD & L h o720 LSl K&
NRHEED P. gingivalis 1%, R 4 8%, 12 BHRICERK
DWAEENE R S N2, MEFFIICE B2 2ZILRED
bNarolze LA LIRAZHRIE L7 128 5 ) WK

DOEME A S 72 (5.73 x 10'— 9.67 x 10%),
LS EARAED T forsythensis |22\ T b 49251
MIZBWTBILIZRD SN h o720 MEEICE LT
&, LS1ARA®EE, 777 w RARH#E, LS1 =R
FTIUIBWTHIH 12 HRICERICEA L, The
12.06 x 10205 5.39 x 10°%, 1.69 x 10945 3.94
X 108, 6.47 x 1045 5.98 x 108& %2 5 726

BIRY <1 LSI IR ISR T 79 — 2 hd b
L. salivarius % EWMICHRB L2 2 HE L. &
FNEEABET 79— 27 o L. salivarius Wiz ) 7V
% A4 45 PCR CEEMIZHE L (K2, DR,
L. salivarius OFBHE|Z B W TIE LS1 IRAEECIEIRH
Wi72510% TdH o 72Dk L, 4%, 12:8%TIE, £
NN 90%, 72% L EmVHEI LNz, LAL,
Ak 4 8% (IRABEGEE L D 16 8%) 121 20%
ERELSRA L 720 L. salivarius W32 DWW T,
LSIL BRABEEOFIMEIX 0, 4, 12, 16 HICBWTENZE
1.3.16 x 10, 1.08 x 10%, 3.75 x 10°, 2.62 x 10T
S, OBEH EELT48, 12 B0OREITAEZICHE
L7z (322) %2, M1 TRLEZFEBKED P. ging-
valis BHOTFIGMAY1.12 x 10°, 2.75 x 10%, 2.97
x 101 1.82 X 10°CTH B2 L2 EETH L, HAZET
75— 27 WNO L. salivarius OWHER K O W £ EAF 3
% P. gingivalis WL WHBEOMEMIZH 5 2 LHTRE
N7 LSl BERHBETY L. salivarius O
i, FARICOBETIZ0% TH o 72025 L 4% T
92%, 125H7T 62% T -7275, 16 HTlE 23% 1A
LTw/z (LSl REARAFIZREMICER L 72D T,

F£1 LSIIRHERDT 7 RIRHABOWERE DK /NT X — 5 —DJLE
LS1ARFAEE = s mEOESHED
(2 x 108) TSR HE R E
THERE BAEEF 464 474
4388 43% 44,
12:88 394 3848
1688 394 3848
46.1 4556
i (R (23-63) (19-63) NS
s A (BB ) D) 2.09 X 10° 1.69 x 109
BB (AR (153x 104-5.80X 10'0) (137 x 105-223x 10'0)  NS?
s mmancsyy  1.12X105 2.97 x 104
P. gingivalis® 38 (BASGEF) (0.00-3.25 X 10°) (0.00-4.97 X 105) N.S.?
BAPDYE (Bt ® 2% (o9 NS

NRAF1—TobDAEE NS p>0.05
DT A VRZHRTE N.S. p>0.05
LERITTFHE, FTEREHBEERT
4)PD: probing depth
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1 MW 79— 27 D Porphyromonas gingivalis B3 OMkZEAL (LS1 IR HEE)

LSl &AEE /2377 v REE L 12 BRI S, IR I 4 881%, 12 BE#%
Je ORSEH L1 4 % (16 MR ICHRRBE T 77— 27 28R HLL, V 7% 4 4 PCR T
P. gingivalis W E WE L7z EHITEIMEOHER % 35,

1.00% 108
o X
1.00% 10/ |
1 00x 108 8 ;
— — . Q
— ~ 5]
i o — ~_. o]
1.00% 103 = — ~ ~.
= — o] N
© — o LN
O ~ ! =
1 ) e ; o
FK 1,00 x 104 VAN . o
i / = o !
= /S E <) !
/o P o
1.00 % 107 o / £ E :
/ g !
/ o q :
g / g g :
i.00x ig? S = o !
/ Is} ol \
— ol .
g ° :
1.00% 10} © X
i m, I eeso TN : fectegeeece)
I.OU X [O¥ N, (431
0 4 SEREAR 12 16 GE)
BHE 10% 90% 72% 20%

le— SIREHgH ————» |- !s'nsj}:ﬂ,ﬁaﬂ%_’l

2 WWET 77— 27 WD Lactobacillus salivarius BELOMEIIZAL (LS HHHE)

LSl RS T 72137 7R % 12 MR &, RHW, IRA 481K #%, 1281 %
K ORREER IR 4 8% (16 M%) ISHRET 77— 27 2L, )7 IV¥ A A PCRT
L. salivarius Wi E ME L7z FERITFEHHOMER T KT,
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salivarius

MEIHERIZRL TRV, —F 75 v RIRBED
L. salivarius B 04, 128, 16 T 9%, 20%,
20% T, LSIARMEEEEEL Y, L. salivarius 8

BOREREMEIES N h o7z,
2. DHIWE’/E
CHENZEIIHRRZET 79 — 7 ORI TH 5 LS1

MRMAwT, 48RMA%, 128RA%Z, B ORHAHIERZ
4B IAT o 720 FOFER, FIIRT LI, RA
FGT% 4 WURET LSRR, 77w RIRAREH I
BOP, ¥39 PD, #ck PD TEASEA L, SEROU DS
RN 7zhy, LSLIRHAE 7S v RIRAE Tl B0
EERETH -7z LS EKERABFECIIAEEIIRS
N2 h 72755, BOP, F34 PD, H& K PD O3
BL Tz PCRICBAL TldWINolETH 21k
BoNh ol 512, EWEBEEOLENSEICE
W, BRENOH I8 A S B VIZEALOFT R, BIEM
L ETRRO LN Lo T,

* P05, *x PLOO!

£ E

FelZFk 4 DT 572 LS1 = 72028 Cld, & bR
rh o> B n i F i AR R W (P, gingivalis % & E) 78
LSIIRMIC & W A$ 2 2 &t b, M
CIPERERE, &, B, SRR v b oM 2 SO L
THBY, MEEH ORI 2R oM 5 A4 %
MaETHERTHLY, E72, WEHOBEHEORHE
ﬂWT%%mWMT77~7¢@ﬁWMﬁiﬁﬁ&L
TWwbZE, ZLC, ZOWABKT 7T — 27 I
salwarms LS AR ICIEHFERE L TnwbE Z E %EH:

ZHERR L7270 & 512 LSLARMIIC & B BRRAER O
%;miﬁ’i’ﬁﬁ 720 TNH DGR, LS SFEE 2t
JEIRER T 5 P. gingivalis DB %W LT, %E
FROIEIR 2 L9 5l fetk & R L7z,

IS 2 POEKRRBRTIX, Wb 48D
LS1 IR Cah s+ cfld b Cniz, Ll
TUNAF T4 7 ATHAH LS OFEFILIEH] & g
LTWLRNTHLDT, FHMOMREHTH-THM
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F3 HRITROZAL
OB 438 H 12;88 1688
ruIIEI:I:I
[ LormmsE —— 0
LS1RRFAZE(2 x 105) 62.4+157 59.5+16.0 638+17.7 | 632+167
PCR(%) | LSHEEMMA@2Xx107)| 67.1£135  658%17.1  621+120 65.0+13.9
FSERBRE 8104155 6214192 835+175 | B16+214
ek
I ok 1
LS1RRFAE(2 x 108) 33.7+21.1 29.3+£16.8 2474168 | 209+144
| ISUEERMEE( X 107)] 357+243 303+178 272+188 283+197
BOP(%) -
r ok ok 1
r o 1
|
TS uRRAR 33.3+1638 2431146 230158 ; 21.0%+130
. ok
. £ 3
| Q{ER B0« 108) 53408 21407 59407 3914+08
2.2+0.5 22405 22+05
I * ok 1
f ok
TSR AERE 2207 2107 2107 2007
T ok ek 1
T e
1
BRFEE(2 x 108) 45+14 41+12 3712 3711
=APD A__(
(mm) LSHEESRAE2x107)| 42*+13 41%1.0 39+05 36+1.0
EZ3
I ok 1
—
FS 4 HR PR B AE4+15 AN+14 20417 90414
Ph g 1= cFicd 45£15 4014 39%17 38+14
*; P<0.05 , %k P<0.01
% RL0IIZTATh, BRERET 2R TS EET, RABGEH & L CRARSE A ISR
ThY, E2HI2%E L OWHRE TRIEEAT ) LB L7ze 85I 12:8RAZTY, WEITEY F FHER

Hotzo E7z, LS DIRAIZ, FIZIRH Ll % 3
BHBHOH, vk b 4 HAMOIRM DA TR FE

FTLDOMPIZONT, b LT LZEE0BE»S, B
i F g D #3822 & Bl A & Hp 115 00 i 1 9 T T <2
LS1 OWBZALIZ OV TRES § 2 LB H o720 £ 2
T, AWZETIE NS ORMEHEIZ OV T LD FEA
RS9 700, BEEEEE IRAMM iR L, kA
WM LR BRI 2 3% 7B e S5t L 720 [
BR, BRI T 77 — 27 W o L. salivarius 122WT
BN EPERIE T H - 72034 mE E & PCR % H v
TWHEWEL, WRZET 77— P LS Wik
P. gingivalis WD ZEALDOBIFRIZOWT L 0 FEM 2%
§TL7‘:O

DOFER LS1 ARAEED P. gingivalis WEUT IR 4

ENTWiz, 4 AMORME 12 AMORME CTHE
I EAEBD W Es, EIZHh/-oTLS]
ZHIRA LB THORIRDSEMT 5 Z L id v, L
L, LSl IRAME IR AZE T 77 — 2 WD P. gingi-
valis W 2 WA S LIREEHMFET 22 &0,
o) A7 BRRICE EEZBNL, E 512, LS]
AR 12 B OBICIRAERIEL, 4 BERICTHERE Y
1To7282 A, P. gingivalis BIEDNRA BAdETT & [
BIZEFTLEA LTV, T74bE, LS1 O P. gingiva-
lis IR RH FATEBRICIRHA L T BIZB W THRNT
HY, MHAEFIETL LR ED 4BBRIITZFOR
RIFHRTLEEZEZONL, 2%, LS1IZ & 5 H)E
W51 A 7 RN L LS 2 R Ll T 5 o &
FHIND L W) T EAIRENT,
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W2, WA Y 79— 27 D L. salivarius W% 1)
TV A LPCRTCHELEZS, MBS
D 10%\2BNT, L. salivarius BEH S N7z L. sal-
warius \XIENFEER TH S Z L6, LS1IRHEIO
AT 77— 7 b 0RHIEHNELZETH L,
LSl OIRH A G T 2 &, 4 BHOE ST 90% DOHEE:
HDS L. salivarius 3 SN (M2), Bilis iz
Mol FRD D 10% IR LTy, 8MHIIZITEE Tl
SNz Lo LR IR 4 HE oM=L 20% £ C
WA L 7ze LS MR A BRI O EN SR o B sy 72
W, WRGET 7T — 27 FIch LSLIEHET 5 2 LT
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