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W OE. A AN FTEINRGREREA LW ARII ORI LERM, % HRGHER
RE S B B F 69 TT K R &R A AR AR oo & 20 E R AF A4 HUH Ik (antimicrobial peptides,
AMPs) & TR A 36 7 A2 AT AR R R HERGEFR I mE K E, MAEFF TR
TN, AMPs A B AR B Z AWM B A PR BEEAERER, AE T, SJHEFRE NIRRT K
(AMPs) 6948 A AT R AT T B4 228 T AMPs KRR 2 EH AR WH AH FAE & K,
I 98 20 R by A 4y Sk AR R AR 69 BF R B BE 2T AMPs £ dn A P 69 A 5 B O ) R AR
Je oGS R RRBEAT T oA, FRARARAR R 6 R e ek AR R AR 6 B R A

R REK; RBEA; AR, BAWE

FESZES . TS201 XERARERL . A

ENTiR el TP e S A I = = R E ) | I B S
HE AL A A R AE G T R 2 4 i A8 A AL
R E S SIORE WA W & 38 R B il 4
BN, GRS B | S 0B it 22 A T 24 T - 2L
FRBR I 22 4 IR A2 B AT TR B 22 0 O 1, IRk, 5
SRR v 8 A it 97 R ISR M R AR
Mo WAV SRR Z A, FEARIAE, h Tt
A R I T O T, 5 B BT 24 Tk SR 1
I, A RGN R R A A R AR
i S 58 i E 2 i, B0 K (antimicro-
bial peptides, AMPs) FURFFEG AL T 8RR Bk 22 1) 2= 3
Ko AMPs J2& i1 327728 1Y BEHRAE 2 S E iR
T IHBRIR N SR ALY — 2Ny T 2k, R
20 ~60 (2T 100) PEIERR (AA) FRIEAL I, AHXT 73
Ttk 2 000 ~7 000 u, XHFREZEDTA: Z (peptide
antibiotics ) B{ KR 4E K (natural antibiotics) ', H
T AMPs L2257 & 2R 1 B 45 A8, 78 s W R N B
fiff Ry HEA BRIT E HE R , TOHR B )/, JF H. AMPs S22/

Wk H 3. 2017 — 11 -02
HEWH ., ERARPELS R HE (31771951)

TR, B B R TR AL BRI, AN 5y 7 A
MR 2454, X SELEM R 5 1 A L AR BUR & AMPs 1
B i 22 AU BRI T

1 AMPs FiFIZHE KR HMEFR

20 HH#2 70 4%, Boman %57 KI4k7E S0 10
JESUR A bk (Samia cynthia) Wi &L T BHA BUR IS
PR Z k51980 4F, Hultmark F A"~ PO 5 (19 1
T tb K% ( Hyalophora cecropia) Wi itk B H 4355 ) 3
PTG T H A D 2 Ik (POA (PIB) 1Y
FIEFRIT I, fiv 45 A KA Z (cecropins ) , HIIE LT
HAS AMPs, M5, AATTRGZE NSl AF Y F0 4 7 25
JUF I S A R th B 3T AMPs, 40 By 5
Z (defensins) W F7 Z ( magainins ) T B K ( bacitra-
cin) FUEEBRE R (nisin) %, H1 T AMPs #9230, 1E
VAR U AR A Y X R AR I 2k
BRRWVF G4 T 1% Z R 2% 08 [6] I AMPs
A AE R BTHERSE , BUR AR Tl ARl Az 7 Fl s

PEFE A PO B, W A 0, AUt R R R, RN i SR 7 T o
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2R ) LR N (B, 329 AMPs (1% 42 4 %¢
TERCAE S 5T s . Zead s JE L AE AR T, B
Al AMPs AWk o3 25 %558, H AT, AMPs $048 % APD
T A 2 837 RSk AMPs , Hrb 4 K3 43 42 b 25
T AMPs, HLARHAE 100 F s ek 78

AT ) AMPs BOR L Z | 08 T RS
5T, % AMPs PEAT/0 286 AMPs 7] LUAR 5 22 Fil
T AT 4325, 0 WL 4 26 5 K R RS AMPs
(A W27, — R AR s 1

H e AMPs (YA P22 R PE AT 4ok 3 K26, B3
VIR AMPs (2 169 4>) AHA IR AMPs (343 /™) Fli%
AR AMPs (325 45) 7, Hhsh iR AMPs X T
LRSS RS AMPs B34 AMPs | fa ik |
B AMPs M EAZE S ¥R AMPs, Ul cathelicidins .
defensins FI'& 41 25 F (histatins ) 2528 MR AW
SR AMPs ; H Y T5 AMPs 3= 5 2 45 M W B 10 %,
AT 4053 R 2 (thionins ) 55 8 D50, 5 HAB K IR
() AMPs ML, iAW ZFEvE & NS SR 5 B
AT AW TR LT ERRE R BB TR, R
A 5 15 3R R A B A5 2R W R R R R
YR = AMPs, LA & e A 00 2B 7 AR AR
PRAETTE S 2 F Tolk Ak A= = S8R 3 BRIL , i A= T8
AMPs B ELR IV ), ST SEAEXT AMPs 9 A 1 9%
TEAZ AR IS R, 4R TR R I ) AMPs £ 353K 300
Fifr, o nisin, 2K 8 & (polymyxin ) Fl H 4% 55 18 7~
A 9 22 2R 2 R ( polylysine ) S A £ 21 AN [ £ 2 /Y
[ 35 R

FIFIAZ i e (NMR) S6 3% 4387 o] U 3 AMPs
) A5, BT R A5 R AR AMPs 430 4
FKOWE ), 1) a5 5H «-IRHELEH , Qi i R
LL-37, 2)B %t B-Ir &M, WA «-BifE, 3)
of W A o IR BER B-Hr S L5, an BB fE
., ) AE of B AE o I2HER BT S 45, tnd:
PR A = A 9 22 BB R indolicidin' | 7R K
SR AT AMPs 5K ] FF A0 | B ELAT S
FEE YR AMPs,

T APD H{UAH 2 13% By AMPs #ill & T —
PaER)  ANRETE S ITA 1) AMPs, R, Wang 25121
ST T RSG5 28% BI DL 2 IKEE 1 i B2 07 O AR A
B AMPs 73 4 25( LK 2) . 126 AMPs &ML
I (UCLL) , il LL-37 1 magainins; II 28 AMPs 1]
BEEHE K (UCSS) , W defensins 12 & i $1 A= &
(lantibiotics ) ; 12 AMPs Ry |5 — = %% 3% H2 1) £ ik

(UCSB) , 1l lassos ; IV2& AMPs N FRIERL (UCBB) |, &l
IRRR (cyclotides) ., [A] i 4 — 28R gk — 20 7328 B
KRG T T L AMPs,
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Fig.1 Four kinds of 3D structure type of AMPs
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Fig.2 Classification of AMPs based on connection

mode of polypeptide chain

2 AMPs AP HERR

CA BRI, A FR IR T AMPs 5 [R] 28 4= )
KR AMPs TEZS AL FN A= WP S 5 T B
BRZES, AR, KIHZ M AMPs AL
X HERARRRE A0 A ) 200 7 AR B, 22 BT AN T IRORS
FRorELIE AR A B e A 0 A B R R R B Y
ADER], R A Wbt s [T, N AMPs 25
P 22 A B 3 i i A= 0 e Ve L34 BF 5 A
RA
2.1 MAEEEFR

1CAHRIE RPN TR AMPs A 2 400 ZFh, 24 H
ABAF BTGP, RIS PORE FEE, AMPs
XF G HEM G WAA BRI B2 5 AMPs $1 G*
PR/ M B VR BE (MIC) B AR T4 G~ R MIC;
A LE AMPs AU G* TR EA BRIBTRTE T, % G~
AP VE AN IE 2., 40 nisin'™ 5t /D0 AMPs {0
L G~ FNE T, InE SR IR apidaecinsm'm o

KT AMPs T HLHEWT ST B 3L 2, A [F] 2 1Y
AMPs (HTIE LA AN [\, B E A AR A5 i A ]
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BUHCRGAT : U KA T BUIR B A B il 22 i B9 13 H T2 3

FRBILTR] 322270 S B A T P 0 T — o 2 [ A
PR

BRI 5812 SEOEARICTE (x B AT 45
TrEoE AMPs B LS E LT] , & B AMPs 32 2%
S e I WA T 5 A M R AR 255 38 020 L )
MR BUEECE 2L, TS ECAN L 2L IR 30 3
SO AR S REAE T R 22 5, B AN B AR R
A4 R, 1) R Y (barrel stave model) : AMPs A
Z R A A A AR, T U 55 200 A FE 174 25 3
SIS o= ! DS IE 7/ 5T A T 1 o v 26
AMPs Gl H5 o-8RBE, MPTHE AL 1S3, 2) TR R
(carpet model) : AMPs ~F-47 T4 Jfa I HEZ , fuf 290 it i
e e VERRAR, ML W o g o, ST An i 22, 2k
AMPs i85 &% B-¥T1&, U cecropin P1, 3) IIEFLAR
74 (toroidal pore model) ; AMPs & T 4 it i B}, 4 fifg
BB K X RS A, B K e B iU T 5 1 R i 5
SR N i T LA, B P P A 20 P
24 DR AUE 2R HU AMPs (TR AL I, Pt
SRR Ry AT (LA ) AR G lacticin Q, 4) HE AR
Y. AMPs i AR S | S 8RR 4 T IB U R 2
G, UREYRIE RS B i, SEmg g 17—
B I, AMPs 38 i 3 R AT LAEE A 290 i P
o A M B AL A A A ) SOk v il B
B XONAE T AMPs 255 4T SN 181 3
&R T HEMWFSEAIE ) AMPs JL M B HLE]
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Fig.3  Extracellular antibacterial mechanism of AMPs

AMPs MR BLE E2A 4 J5iE (DLIE 4)
1) SRS 5 , BT DNA & #1 RNA 2 5%, 41 bu-
forin 11, dermaseptin, indolicidin, 2) 5 Wi & H i &
B, G R apidaecins, 3) 52N BEAR 40 i RE S AL,
BELS-A M 4 2, 0 3L 3L 5K B ( Lactococeus lactis )
IPLA 972 A LAY Len 972, nisin AT M2 M0 BE A5 18 A7
LI BR EAS I A0 B BE HT A Th Y Lipid 11, 4) 52 10 Ji]

NS M, KA [Q T ( Escherichia coli) J5RL 2 it
) microcin J25 R RNA &P, Apidaecins BE
eSS E. coli AMARIRAR 1 STAAR, 31 40 it 7 54
B , TR AR A UDP-3-0- T3t JE-N- £ Tt
S C BRSBTS
gtz il ufpiyi -
(H R A BT )

T4 B RE A BOE A

SDNAZES I DNA RNAFN

EHRARK
Bl 4 AMPs Jifd PN 30 & HL

Fig.4 Intracellular antibacterial mechanism of AMPs

WA 0 TRATL i 7 i S s -, mT A A L A1
ML BRI ROFE FA S, T AMPs AR FHAE S B
RStk PRHCHR B 77 T 240 AR T felf T XURS:
fl A BB UL G bt A R B — 259
2.2 MEREWEHAR

Magainins fig #ll 3% 1 4 & 2k 1 ( Candida albi-
cans) , & Hc R & B HAT BT EL RIS PE Y AMPs'
HHT, APD Hlltsk T 1 043 Fi HL AT Bt 20 5 1 1R 1
AMPs, H P RZE PR AMPs Sk 27 Bl B T R 2K
(echinocandins ) REH A B 22 8 £} & ( Candida spp. )
Fith B B 8 (Aspergillus spp. ), 0 6 55 25 760 FF 18
( Brevibacillus laterosporus ) A60 ;= Y] AMPs Hg 1] ]
FRAE TS & ( Phytophthora) ™"

FEARUHC A B AR FIBLBE , A7 5 B i Ho M ML B
FERFRSIHE T AE AMPs X0 L B 4 i A5 4 4 1, 5[]
A, 77 7 G b T R A PR R A (I 5) PR
Wang %2 #F 58 & BH, polybia-CP FEHKAT L 14 J7 11 17
TELFEFABLE], #0032 AMPs GE 3 o & B/ H 5
2N RS %) Z2 W ARG, S T SELAS 50 T 200 0 P 115 i 5
(7] 12 BB F T8 200 B A Ak DT A 75 S 185 o 4 7
PEA ROS &, TR AT RE, A E LT,
JRUE PP RO IR 250 A FIMLERAE 7 22 52
(B X R 2R A 5 7 AR i, A 227
AN T B 16 R0 R 25T L AR 2z B
2.3 MHFLEREMHRAR

1989 4F, Gwadz %" #F 5% & BA, magainins £/l
cecropins iX FZE AMPs fEIH & 2¢ (196 Jt i 5P 4 1

10l Al 1
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Fig.5 Antifungal mechanism of AMPs

B MBH W76 09 & B FE R, A 0 i e R Y
HERACE, R E B AMPs B H 37 A4 AEH
b5 , ZFh HA U ar 2k B PR AMPs ( APD IR
100 Z5%08 ) AWt atifh 7 25 (0 i T3 A4 R Ah 2y
R, JE RN S JE b A 2 0 A A R A ek
AR R IA R R ) Z AR, PRI AMPs AR FT 0
SUFIEHHA YA Fr ASTA] - dermaseptin S4 K H ALY
niES A 2 L ( Leishmania) B HE BAKE R, & &
R I magainins 5 K pexiganan REAEEF] {12
JF AUATHE B E AT 2 T, Landa 250
i H tem-porin A( TA) Fll iseganan 1B-367 Piffi AMPs
ALPR RSN G A 25 A L 24 h 5, % U )2 58 e i
7% , WREL 2S5 A0 58 AR ; o) 4 HUg A BR300 A5
1B-367 (200 pg) —H , &4 B TR 25% , M5
TA(400 pg) FFE50% . Akaddar 25 BHFSEIEM, L
ZREP N EK catestatin B8 3 BH W R U8 (LAY &
BT A 4 5 W, A BF 9T R B, 37 AMPs
REVE PRI M AR P Tk 73 A HUR YL i 21 48 ., 17 X6 1
WM T, Hit, AMPs 7E4E b uiE i R 259
D7 B R R R
2.4 PREBEGEMR

EHT APD HU s T 179 Fh B A B0 75 15 1 1Y
AMPs, 554 109 FEAHT HIV BWERE, ¥ SO [A >k
A, T B ORI 14 9 B K (melittin) | AE 490 905 BT 080 3K |
SR FLERE 1 RK (lactoferricin) . magainins , i34 4
PR siamycin I G2 A DLAR G 20 A Y B
AR . WFSE & R, 0-defensins BEZS A 4096
iR % (herpes simplex virus, HSV) [ R HIHEEE 1 B,
TG R B B A E A Matsumura 250
W98 % B, cathelicidin LL-37 AR 40 M 15 37 14K &
TN B2 5 HCV BL (Ag) /K -F, R B RERH

Wr HCV Ry il #erg IR i 26 2 R 5% AL 20 i
() AMPs , 7EAIRHE B T o i &4l HSV T 7Y 11 7Y
AL BGIRE T B (HIV-1) , Lee %7V 5T
melittin FEZE 5 HSV J§ W5 F 245 A, TE
Bl R EE M T, AR5 R I, AMPs (4090 F505
P 5 A B UM G, 2 0 BAT W S 1 o- IR i
il B-HrZE B BHE F AMPs,,
2.5 HIBhEELEARE R

AMPs 1 FX G 0 S e B0, S i 25 i oF
oxiie &R s I N 7 Wk Y 5 e o NI G A R )
B Z IR B 25, BT, APD P2l T
205 FPEA PR IEPER AMPs, O3 1Y AMPs 7£
A3 CHE KT EAC NBERE (1 IS 40 AL K552 #% |
NESUREANM Hela T8 4010 BEL27402 I B 798
20 HR8340 55w 4N M VE FH 28 2 5 Z2 R A s 4
JHL, 01 PRVJRE A0 AL S180 | Wk 41 ik bk 2098 U937 |, A i
FEFIMPTANAE K562 25t n] gl Hamdf > ; Rk, 4 #F
FEFH AMPs R 35 5514 %405 I I 240 e, T %) 1E 5 40
M REITER

AMPs $¢ 188 HL K BT LRI E 2 2, — 5
T, S5 B AE A0 M AL I 2 L, AMPs RT3 st 55 440
IREZE & W IR A I R 5 A DI fi | DA T i ol v &4t L
4 T, W cecropins % H A o W& JE 45 W
AMPs ™ ) SR nT g i A 9 1 O =X, B R A
A R, PRI G R DNA A Rk, dE 15 S
Fiyd 40 B T . Niggemann 2577 fIF58 % 30, 3k A A
YIZEFR R B Y O 20 K BE SR 0k BH A5 N 45 17 98 40
HCT116 1y DNA 1 J8 65 A, e 24375 = 40 L &R 0
T, J3—J5 T, AMPs 38 AT DL o 3 sh HL AR S 22 AL
fE , DARSHUS 40 M 09 A AR, B SR ALK 18, sungsan-
pin 2 15 DN IEFR A B A BE R I AMPs,, TF5Y SR
W, i 4 @ 2 11 i MMP &% L3 4 ) TIMPs 7E 4
MR EA EEZRE T VER ., sungsanpin B
AR =X S 2 1S 0 S 4 R AR 1l 4 4 o R
TIMP-1 F11 TIMP-2 ) mRNA 7K {1 HE 1 5] 26 5%
T FEAR IR 2 AS49 AR

AN TEFL B TR iR 2 BT AMPs 1) £ Fh 4o
JEVR TG, NPT RAE U 2 iE0s 0 @A SR
A, W7R AMPs ZEA YR N KRR R G A HE &
FEGEIALAE

3 AMPs ERmEEH A
AMPs FUA B0 30 M , IR LA 4 T/
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BUIE AT ;YU AT FE IR B HAE £ i 22 4 i) LT T 5

TCERR ARG A 2R A B B R AT
T LR A ROV T . AMPs 158 48 440 38 1Y o7
FHALHE 3 AR, H— A 5 RO i R 0
B 2 (H42h) i B A T R
(102 4 it 5 5 JHL R AR 1 I AR B Y R S
R A SRR TSN T A8 SR £ 3R
T, o & 1 R A Bk B DA, B BT AMPs
FEAM A = RO 07 1 A 66 v g K B T A1
Yo K el PR BE R 25 VE B bk 07 A, Bk ak
TR es 8 I U
3.1 AMPs & G RHE §l 77 8 R R A

AMPs 751 & JFURH i 7 1T, 5 R BAE Al
SR . AE B A JRURLAE 7R o S B AE
M EZE T L mak L4 AMPs 78 R kR
IR BUREER A B hE R, B EE K
FITCPL AR AR . WF9E & B, AMPs ] 38 3 38 i %)
FFIGTE R DB/ RETS B0 A | v A K R S
MEFAE SR ER A= MERE . Xiong AT LAk
B KA E B M 25 Z A AMPs 1R &
TR MW A7 4 , BE R A I VS 3 3 T R (p <
0.001) ,$& & T 1706 %, Mom T B K kae, [
B, AMPs TRDEHE 035 /0N B 26 5 4 BfL T 285, I 4 17 1
PR, S0 A 2 T 38 2 A B, R R AL e
At B B E . Choi 251" L4 60 mg/kg
19 peptide-P5 TalEHA M 20 d #% /)N A X ( Ross 308)
SEHZH PR 1 B T8 R R B (TAB) K T B Ak
PET (p <0.05) X BEZH (TR Ik ) |, +
i R ERKE KERE K (VH.CD) #5
TXFHRAL , FWH peptide-P5 Xt &Iy i P 3 A AL A 4 758
HA BN, Yoon 5 i I & peptide-A3 I P5
PO R AR ] MW AR A 2 T 5 Choi — 301
gEIt . PNA A SNl R A M2 B K (curcu-
min ) fA)ME ARG | 22 1] AMPs £ B} B W Z 45 & 1
(25 B, A 5 5 TR IR A B R B, LA
TR 7 22 A DAl WL A G A1 48 o R A R i i 4
B (p<0.05), MR LT BE, FE/K = FRFE L,
AMPs 38 # 1 4 BORHE IR, oy EE LS T
AMPs X35 K 7= 52 2 E s i s K
PEREMSE T T, an 2 E fa i fa S 2s | LN X
HR T S OK PR ST B Y, BR 20 AR BIE ST i aR
AMPs VE AU 2R 1R 0 790 4] IS I A 88 i 0, S
DEIE AMPs X 88 figg £ AF KM e 0 = LA 3
Wi, BEAEAESIRFSE K, BL 5.0 ~ 8.0 mL/kg K

AMPs (K %% 2 5 92% ) A A 1H e i AL g i Xt
B O R 1% 3 R BTG R AR KPR RE I A BT 42
Tto MeHh, E—IHEC RS R HL, AMPs 76— FREE
M RER o T (1) i ) A e AL RE

TEAE Y R 5 1T, AMPs 3= 22 0 FH 2R 85 R
WCRT S AR F BTG . RECRETE s T EANR
BURE 1 B AR , i PR 2 4 R R AR Ak
B — T E YRR . Rahnamaeian 557 158 3%
AH ,3{51 metchinkowin FE K5 A K3 SN IR IR % FE
DR K 22 e LA i 1 A3 LA R, Badosa 251
W9E % BR, Ts-FKLFKKILKVL-NH (2) ( BP22) BE[%
(KRR T % W ( Penicillium expansum ) 5| 2 7 3% 5
TR, Liu 250 W 007 Bl 00 B BUAY CgPep33
N 2R A I B R, 2 I HL B A A% T By R B
TR ( Botrytis cinerea) 5| /% W K BEIA .
3.2 AMPs R b ERE 5 EE KA

B JFORHE NN T At R £ A 8 B DR ik
JemE iz E, RIRBTIE R AMPs 7EE 5 B | Ok fef
7N T 1 E K HH T 240 AMPs B AL
FRANAE P2 Ao i R o0 A W, HEEAE & 0 b
() AMPs 38 45/ £ B2 nisin MR A R, F7E
1969 4F , nisin FLHE FAO/WHO HILvfEff ], E2AE A
Ban B, CN T RLAS R R
ISR AR AT  AE = I > SRR T 2003
SRR FDA L B IR 3 AR, F T 2014
AEALE AR & SR B R oM AMPs (1 1 £
1 RAE LI AR M B, TR MR B S R | B
ol K BRI AR, BRI SE BFST R A
NN 0. 02% (w/v) cecropin XJ HEA R il 6 14 25 it
AT EUR A, ARSI, B RS
AH AT B2 1L A 1R S0 0% 97 B 20 R TE 1 2 22 . Baios
GRS R, 5 LAWE E /K Phage P100 Ab B £ 41
H K7 B & enterocin AS-48 7E 4 C I &1
T, AR AR A i e A0 S e v 2R MR TR R
BORE N Lactobacillus gasseri LA39 7= H: [
gassericin A A JRIEPIH] 5L 7E 4 °C M RFE3 N H 37
CHAF2 DA B—FB R EMBIIEHY . Rivas
LRSIV TR 5 IR KT FLAT 7 & sakacin Q
URIRTERVIE AR, e A S il 2 e s AR

B T F AMPs B30 T8 db TR AR R Bl
AMPs £ LRI BIF Y TT R TE B Al i 215 1Y
B 65 A 6y 1T K B TR A R R R SR, Espitia
LB B T — R & pediocin AR AL BE 9N K ki T
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(nanoZnOQ) I AT [Fff B BL£F 4 R (MC) Kk B &7
JE, AT T B AR YRR REAT R S. awreus
ATCC 6538 Fll L. monocytogenes ATCC 15313 (44,
Barbosa %5 i i nisin-2F 4k & A5 1A A4 d
JEHER S. aureus FN L. monocytogenes %3 (107 CFU/g)
BB AGMFR 6 d J5 S. aureus FEAK T 6 4> log ¥4, If:
HAPR A i BUARSZ5E

4 BBMERE

H1 T AMPs J [ (19 0 H T 5%, B K 51 T A
TR ST RN T OF & %8R, Jd i L+ 4 R i 5 I
T2, AMPs B4 s B T 2 800 Z 50 AMPs, Jf Ho B
TV AMPs B30 45 78 DRSS B JC 18 76 B R
FAE 77 S 1 B I R T, B H RTAS Tz N
FHBRAR D A4 5P AMPs MBI 5% 31 7 11 4% B 15
() BRI RA JLAN T, 1) % AMPs BF9T 04 £ 1E
— RN BLHE AMPs (1454 5 Th e 0 ¢ 2 HRIE
AN 753, AR AMPs L HLEA R AR 0 A R it
— £ RGEWIEANE AMPs BT R | E B R
SR A0 M AP R, 2) B B JE T AMPs
(2% VRN A TR IR AT AR ST, 1 e T BT
AMPs ()22 2 PE 1 2 FEA AR | 0 18 H A [ %
20 AMPs, [F] B AFFE 6 H AR R FH i35 AMPs 119
LAbRUE, 3) AMPs 1A 7= BUA ], B AE I IR
AIRER AL TR 2 £ JEORHAE 72 B i 2 B
TN T Az TR, AMPs 1 b 5 8 5 25028 4 1) B s i
S T AL TR R0 sl 2 B IR R A 7 AR i 24
HAET R —AEZHZE, 4) 56 Hii7e & 5 b
Fi At v iz 7 ) mising AR Z0IR |, PR G HT
AP T MR A A SR R M, H R Y Rl A2 B 24
Nisin A% G * 1# ELAT BG4l £ 0 1 K 4R S
AR DA TS PEALAIG 38 5 55 1 B 1R 4 55 ) o 2 T A
BN € SR S N A R S TY i RN B
A RFF R BT IE J1 s PURE T 44 AMPs,,

AMPs 76 £ i ¢ @400 F 17, 8 75 2k —
A INEE LA 7 T OBFSE TAE, 1) dE—hnsm M ik
AT AMPs ERERR . BT RUZEDREY 2
FEPE e T s S A Y RE S ARAS I AE D R oy 7, L
P-ERRE M AE W b o B AR AR = A TR, 0 S R e
7= AMPs (=80 BRATS /& AMPs [ 32 B & 05
2) fins& AMPs AE¥HU A ST AndT wE HLEA Y, B
s AMPs FYPTPERE 83 BT AL XS T AMPs 1 3

TF % B g A% HoAT BB BE 1R SRR, 3)
SRXT AMPs B2 TFMALEITFSE . #57 AMPs £ &
ot 75 J8 7 ARDARL R I3 45 O 1 A B TEM R R L 4)
JnsEXTE A AMPs N ST . BF5T L e N
(4 AMPs 5 KSR S P HT I B4 BT, AMPs 22 [i]
(BN RIRIE , SR T % w2 302 G T R AR A W B s
I RDERAS IR s P B RS e TE 5
W AMPs HYTCHE B , B2 8 2O AR — 5 %
PETT AR E SRR S0, B AT 6 R
B4R H 25 9 AMPs 75 £ 5 B7 1 1 6 K%
1 EURE A P R R R Sl T R T R R kR

RN

5%,

S 3k
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Research Status and Application Prospect in Food
Safety of Antimicrobial Peptides

JIA Yingmin, LIU Yangliu, CHEN Zhou

(School of Food Science and Technology , Beijing Technology and Business University , Betjing 100048 , China)

Abstract;: For problems of food safety caused by microbial contamination and environmental safety due to
drug-resistant strains, the development of emerging natural food additives with broad-spectrum and high-
efficiency has been vital study trends in a modern food safety. Antimicrobial peptides( AMPs) are paid
much attention for its advantage of broad-spectrum, good stability, unique antimicrobial mechanism of
action and lower residue. With the further research, AMPs are expected to play a vital role in the appli-
cation of food safety. Considering it, AMPs-related researches abroad were concluded in recent years. A
review of the exploring and classification situation of AMPs,the development of bio-resistance and mecha-
nism for bacteria, fungi, parasites, virus and tumor cells was provided. Meanwhile, the potential appli-
cation fields of AMPs in food safety and scientific problems urgent to solve were analyzed. The resolution

strategy also is provided for researchers as a reference in the field.

Keywords: antimicrobial peptides; food safety; research status; application prospect
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