s > 18t

2023 4 3 H

B PR 3 A AL

W& (Crassostrea gigas) BUKIHWIIC X %
SEERIN RN 28 DREANCBE I 2 B9

£ HE



LR A=
A HEDR

HUE (Crassostrea gigas) BoKiHIPIC X 3 FERAG KNG K O FEAICB S 2 ifE
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HUg OB HEY FHIEAR ¥ R) o503 K2R S 1 3 SSEHERR R T T
WELRHNT2HNT, TFALF T VEEF Y 7L (DSS) Ik o TAlks X UEl K
R TR L e~y RICHIBA T X 22185 L, #IERICKITTHEZBRE L 2, (K180
R G2 7ol ~ 7 RICHIEA ¥ 2 259 2 L EoMEHE & RBEIRN AR 2L
BRDONT=Z & h b, HUEANT F 2 ZENHEEE & ME < X 2 RIS O £ KI5
R RITT & DHER S Nz, (RIENTERR S X O 2 AUICHWEN = 2 2 3800 L 72 B kHC A
HLA~vTRIC, DSS ZH[EF I EKREG LT, A X 0EERERZEES ¢, K
MGoREZERET L7z & 25, HIER T X 2132 - BHICh 20 5 3 KGR OFEIER % 1%
LTz, £/, DSSH#EIC X o THEL 2 MR H O LRI T & IR SIsNT R
EoMb BN 21 X o TR I LTz, FBA T 2%, BRAIERE & 5P
B IC X 2 SEARIATE AL IS BE R RIS T C L iC Xk o T, Akl X BRI R OFEEIR %
EHILZZZ Ehb, b b OREWEEEBICE T 2 3ERE BN T & 2 KARHRWEICR Y
B2 AlREMED B 5 & ffam L 720

<HEEF>

EEERERE XU 7 v — vRIcRESI N5 BEMEERER (inflammatory bowel disease:
IBD)ix, HEREREO L EZONTEY, RETH 30 TADBRESFEL TS,
1B e KRG IR b B2 <UL, fRR-CHIRMEWE 5 NV 7 2B L <, SRR ERAEY) o R
BN S0 3 2 @5 7 S0 ISR 3 2 I RAEZ B i L Tw %, —77, IBD T,
15 PR TR 85 <2 1 NI TR 23 A P 3 2 R H I Ik 72 & O E Dt ZE L7 E 0351 2 b 7 o C
NY THEREICRIBAAEL, RERESEL TS EBEHIN T, Lo, IBD
D RCREIR DG I L, BN a5 %2 e PN B 23 AR E 3 2 W0 72 (4 7o IR BB IS HE R - oG
TOLRERDLLEEZLND,

IBD 1Zx 3 2 AR 0B EE I L S N Ch o F, MEREE LT, MIRIERAT A
L RSEINHFNC X 2FEREHEBZTON TV 5208, MR LEREHREV BT L% v, Lizn
> C, IBD B L 256, o oAz RPIFIRM S 2 7 — 253% <, BIffH o@D
FEL T3, ZORDIEETE, MEfBEL LT, EROBEHICCHTE 3 Zekom:
KINHRYE OR B XL UHAERED LT 5,

HUWE (Crassostrea gigas) 13D I 27 LW EN, High, 2v Vv, 7Va—-rv, &E
DERIYV, TI MY, BERRERLEATY S, HIEOHEEUL, &R, —H®



WIEIR DFRR, JESTRIE, REER LIiIcoknb L Ed b, LA L, HIECIERESLH
BREOHEVENGENTHE L5 Y, HEWICZ 0B EMkt 3 2 2 & icidf#E
b, 2OLIEERERIL, HIBCE TN TV RERS X CBAEER S % ThH - i L
BBk HHIEA = ¥ %) 2RI TwE, chE g, IR FRICBL
T, VIALIER, HIEREER 7 CoiesiiE S h w2, 2L WEl (B S
B - RIEBGEEB) kv, BFEoOBNECHOHNIHEEZ RS A e mEI LT
%,

fth s, HUEA T F R % HERNICEICET 2 8RR O EF D 6 1%, [ TR UGS
L7z e EOKBGOBAEUGE Z R T 2 BIEAZTF RO N T D, T2, HIERZ X X o%E
X o T, ALEME IC X 2 KGRI AREOEESIHIENE 2L dRINT S, LAL
B h, THE TIC, HIERN T * X DEADIRNE D RAEIC BT T 78 % R ISR~ 72 5E
T T\, 2 2 TR TIE, =7 RiCB T 2 BRI KGR IC KT THIBA - ¥ 2
DREFEFIC D W TS L 72,

%1 mCiE, HIEAT X 203 KIGN OME# B & ORI IR O I3 78 & et
L7z (EfEW 3 X VBB Okl B X U2z hic 5 %HIERN = * MR EZ L 7= &5t
4 ORI 2B L, <7 =i 56 HIEXSG L7z, G5B ORPICELEINL T, %
DOMFEZ TRz & 25, KIENEER % 5 2 725610, BN+ 2 28I L 28T, A
BEE Lactobacillus J& DRERLELRABEM LT\ 7z, -8R EZ otr L7-& 2 5,
HUEA % 20MEER 2 5 2 728/ 7o vt vIBBR 2N ¢ Tz, 2hbnl &
o, HEEN T * 213, BNMEES X CENMESEET 2 WE, & ISR DK
EEAZI D EBHL IR o 72,

2 BTk, [WERBRET AV ZICT 2 HIERN T RBROPE 2R L 72, (K
RERAEERL, 35 X OMERERGEERNC 5% (w/w) HUEAN = ¥ 2 2/ L 28Rt 2L <, <
2 Lz, GG 22 HE» S, Sk LTRBREZFRT 2T F A+ 7 vHiET b
Y72 (DSS) @ 25%KEM, *7-1378/K% 7 HR15 272, DSS 285 L7z~ v 2T
i, REOWA, TH - MEFER, disease activity index 2 2 7 0 _E&7, KGR 0 %EiE, M
e = 0N, #EmoRERESAE L TE Y, BERBRPIFR I N EBHL 257,
LoL, HERT X2 %52 T~y AT, DSS #51C X 2 2h b ofERITHEN S
Tz, £7z, DSS #5133 ORI NGRS 2 N & 27228, HiEA T ¥ X DBH
%, ZOWMZRENL Tz, S oICEDOMFEEZHFH~ /2L 5, IBD BEEICEHI AN
FEMNAME CT&H % Ruminococcus gnavus 23R T ¥ ZBHHFIC B WA L T, i
LD Ehn, HIEAT X X 0EIUL, BNME S BN OFEEIENRERK ICEE L5 2 %
TlickoT, SHEDOERNKLROIEREZEMNLZEE X b,

FIETIE, BERGRET V<Y AT 2 HIEA = ¥ ABIROFE %% L7z IBD
DR L ERERE BT EBEERETH 2 2 L 2 STHIC, DSS OREHKEICE > Tv Y RIC
1B DRI 2R 2 ER L, HUERN T ¥ X OEMREZ G L 72, (KR, B X 0K



HENGETENC 5% (w/w) HUBA T X 22800 L 288k 2 8L L, <7 RicfkG L7, %55
22 HEA 5, fUke LT 2.0%DSS KR % 5 HIE, % o#%&¥K%E 5 HEG 272, <
D DSS & KO EHA S % 3 EEDV IR L, 1BHEoERNWKER BRS¢, HIENT
¥ 213 DSS o KfG# 5-1c X 2 (kE A, MEER, KGR OEME BIKES N, &
oz Eg s X CEPREHEIENEE ORI 2B L 72, EE2RIL CHlE#E 27
L 2%, DSS ORIEHGIIMEED SRR ET X Tz, HiEALT 251320
BRRMEC T 2RI L Tz, SO ARz L 23, BlEoERWABE R 2 ER S ¢
72~ 7 A TlL, IBD FHE & OBE 235 & 1T \v» B Proteobacteria '] & Enterococcus J& D
RERCHCE DI L T 72203, HHER T ¥ 20513 2 0 OMAEM L Tz, 25D
Enb, HIEATL X 20U, b P IBD ICX W EWEEAGLEET LT XITEW
T, ZOFHIEREZENTE 3 LEZL LN,

TLOTE, INTTICEBEERGRINHEZIRZ S 720 T KAV LHIEBAZ F 2 L Ol
W h BTz, TNE TITEBERBGRINGINIEZRTRALE LC, ~7a, flixv=v,
HA%H (74 —"=72—), BEMAREPREINTHE, LirL, ThboRAYII,
FTRGHEICEI L 258 0fFEEEICOVWTBRRE D720, FHTH--0VT 30
THd, ik zIF, Moz v = ILAFNICEIT 2 L IEERA2 @ @ %, Fizsl &k
THREM DD B, £72, HIBL R UKEYTH L~ v, AFAKBEEREL w354
BHY, InEEHRKBICENT 2L TERV HHIBICEWTHERBECHER EBL
EYMOMEE SN TV, Bukiitic Ttz 2fbkd 2 cLick-T, chooEEYE%
NEELTE Y, zoReticonTiRHoICRIEETE Tw 3,

PAEX Y, HIEA T ¥ 21, BPAIEE & BN IC & 2 8RR e AR O e 8 % g
TLICkoTAMS L EMRBROIEREZEM L 722 £ 25, IBD BH OAEREANIC
DI B RERKIRMYE <72 V15 5 AREMEDS B 5 L FEiw L 7=,

PAE



JEE ceeeereererseneeese s sie ettt 1
H1E FE~y 20T 2 HUER T F RIBI DB o 5
T 25O OO 6
1-2. FEERTTEE LA oo 7
L=3. B L ceruttnetetseese sttt 11
1-3-1. I /¥ T R R e et 11
1-3-2. BEFUHH T HE cveevererrerserseeseeensessesire e sttt sie st 13
1-3-3. ZEFUETREIITE -vreveveerrersersererememsesiesisessessessesise e sis s sessins 18
Lok, BB e 19
B2E BMRBRET VT R 2 4HIEA T £ REEDFEE o 21
I P 29
00, FRERSTHE L IR weeererrerietireie ettt ettt 22
2-3. HEEL oo 25
2-3-1. JKE ST A — & —, [ISEHEE, DAL R T T crereererenienieinenieieinieieesiees 25

2-3-2. KRIGDIFEHAHIE --vvveeeeeermmmm 28



2-3-3. BETETBIAGIHIE «-evvevreeremsemseessemessessess s 28

2234, BETHIIEEE o ovvveeeerereeereeeeeseie e 29
Dl B e 34
ER R RN R R BN TS A 1n IS Te 1 L)Y 7 — 37
o Y 38
322, FEERTTIE & oo 38
3o3, R et e 40
3-3-1. FRE ST A —Z —, KIE DI & e 40
3322 DAL JZ T T weververrereeremrententeientetesestestest ettt ettt ettt ettt ne e 42
3233, [T HBITE «ereeererereerememresemsereiessesseeeseaesessieesssesess e sscb et sacees 43
3-3-4. KPS DIRERHERE vveveererererereesrsresssssssssssssisis ettt 45
3-3-5. FABEEIE D SE AL T FEIEL covevrerereeeeeereemeesieesese et 46
3-3-6. BEETHHIGIHTE «-vrveereereeeereremeerseeesieseisiee s 47
3237, BRI EE c+vvvevrereererrereees e 48
Bl T et 51






1. HALE L M EICBI L <

b b OEALE 1T 1,000 7EEH, 100 JR{ELAE, BEX LT 1~2kg b OMIEFET S
EEbNTEY, HMELRWMAEYERRZEKL T2 [1,2], BNMEEZD 99% ki,
Firmicutes (64 %~), Bacteroides (23 %~), Proteobacteria (8 %~),
Actinobacteria (5 %~) D 4 DO CcHKIh T2 [3], HILENOMEDIZE AL
BERBICHEELTEY, #EEcsnTid1gdhzh 10"~1020MEBTFHEL T35 [4],
AT - C, b b~ O & MR & O B EERBIRBR 2 ICHL I L TE T3,
W NEREE N R & 2 o fGEY 2 & 4, @ E~OMGEH, g, WNaw, TLrar¥—
L HCORERTIC XY RIET 20 E, BEER EOMMHRRBICEE 252 TWwa Z
EBDHoTET NS [5,6,7], L7zA> T b OfEEZEOICIIGNEREZ BRAFICHER:
THILHPEETHS, L2LAPD, BOWKLIC X 2 EIEEOEI, EHBA g A
FLAERIC XY, BNMEEORYE (74 AN F—v R) BFEL T0 D, FRICEFE
270 o THHENERE OB IC X 2 RIEVEGR BE S (inflammatory bowel disease: IBD) 2%
AL W ML RoT D,

2. IBD o#EBE K

IBD i izi&EE ARG % (ulcerative colitis: UC) B L 187 v — vJF (Crohn’s disease: CD)
ICRESIN2EBMED 2 W ITTEE - FRATE D E O SIEMIRE Z B3 5, UC 1Z KGO REIE
ZEGI2 oI L, U U IXBER 5 2 TP 3 2 A O RIEMEE TH 5,
CD (LB I IRt 1 o340 3 2 @ P AR I 2 8L 2 R & 3 3 IR B 4
FEPERE TH 2 [8], T ofiat (2014 4EJE) <l <, EEERE R EE 13K 22 A,
7w —VREEBIIN T HALHEI LTS [9], 2 b BB, REAHO SN 7
TR CIEREZ M, BREETEREZBRVRTRETH Y, TFEICh o THERE L b1 Ak
LTWw3,

3. BEANY TICBHL T

IEH 7 KIGRIE B < i, BBENY 7 I 2PN ) 7 (A F v, BEHIlaD % 4
MY r v rvay), ALY T R, R, TIRTEE S, WRIREREY) O G e
Ho PR TR 1S 0] 37 2 ot 7e S 0 ISR R 3~ 2 IBE RAEZ B IE L T 5, BN D 7ICiddt
WHWE TH W EORKRNRIHR T FFTH 2, T4 72vvv 77—tk
VoY v 77 i) =255, OEE»HKEE COMLE, [08, WIRER, KEx &0 EE
JEIPE R 7F F N T s, RKBOVHXTF FicikB-747zvvy, he)¥v
55 [10], BE ERAMIEE, REROPIUCEESE T % & HEFC, RBMCHNMER & D
PUR O BRRT 72 2R A 2 PIBRE) - AL2ERIC KI5 2 8 ) THEEZHE S C L BHIb N T2, C
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D X5 lBE LM oMIERICREST 244 PP v v 7> 2 v (dght junction: TJ) I,
FIONT 4RI —T 4 VIR EDREEBM R VN, YV =2 T AT A vRYE
DOHMMENESTS £ v X 7 BHIC X o TR S I, Z OREREIZSS T] 0 FORHECRHEDOZE(
ko THFHMINT B, 7, MEHEOYURE DR 222 A % Hil{Hl 3 5 MfufE s K+
THH Y, oY THEREDOHE XL DRBEOFRIEICHFG T sLeEx LN TS [11],

4. FESENEIIEICEAL <

ZOWBEANY TICIIEHEIERE (BEfE, 7o vA g, B 2RSS L Cw» b, EHEIER
M L EE A e, SYiE A B & L <, IBPMIE (3212 Firmicutes '] & Bacteroidetes
F9) 1c X 2FEEIC X > THEREI NS [12,13,14], KB CEA X n-melEmmeix, K5
FEMlEo A F—JiE LT [15], LEMAEOMIECRR D, K I3 T DRI
B LCTwd, BICl, [EFEoz 4 ¥ —HERRRICEIS 35720 ¢/ L, % - %
PEREIC X TR R RITT 2 LT, EROEHEMRIICERICHF LG T 5 2 Lo Il o
TEXCTWw3 [16],

FlE & 7'm vt v IR O A SRR & TS BERE O TR, BERSIINE R R & BT A D
& LCHERET 2 [17], BEICHERRIL, MIRMERIGE O157 0% T3 % 2 & CHE Y
THRER A L X4 3 2 LS AT o T B [18], FEBNGHTEE 124515 DKl 5 s % (et
T3 [19,20], ot o L BGEREORICIIMROED S - T [21], & ZIT/KDBDME
NBEWYLT s, COMBEICL T, HARL-XCHBNEBITTE 27213 Tk<,
ARG EREICiN DG Z L i35, 2% 0, HICETNIMEALGEREIOIRATE L
BNV TICh %, EHEEVREIRRE T2 LvESX 7BEED 7 7 LB
BRI ORI HE T 2, Flfice > T, LF VN THEEICHZ T, % ORESE A5 P
B X h, B§EEL & OEEIENIIRAFEAE I NDE 2 20, NREOBYIMEcH 2 L b
ZbhTws [22],

5. IBD ojEKEICBEIL T

IBD 3B ERICEEE, fAERE, XML 2k CORERFPEE L B ESe
BENMEEORF 2 X2 L CHIETILEXON TV S, WEZICHERIZMFIHI T
Wz [23], LA L7edds, Bk o )i % o FRETSRE 23 R E S 1 5 B SRR B A HITE
DRETH %, IBD IFHIFRFIC X v, RAEWMIE S & n 2 G ERESRE, GiEERME
(24, 25, 26], RIEVES A b A4 v, RIEKCICEDZ2 842 ) v oWE R EDBO/M
JEAZKERELC, EEE 2K 21BME0EETH %, IBD ORIERTLHER T & LT, fitoD
BHEBSPREEIN TN D, FRCE X v )7, @lRHEOEFEIEI2S IBD O ERX 1L L
THEHShTWw3 [27,28,29,30],

AEYE DI (RIRER) 28 LRMIEOBE Y 72 2= 5 &, KR8 <
&) T ofEEL, RIEEBEREEZ D207, 2N DRETIBENMEZD T 4 A4
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*— v ABBIE I N, BNEREOZALAEE ) THEREEOEE ZFFE L, JEEOFE -
ICHFET e RRINT D, HARGEER L ERGER O RIE L ZIEMNHI DT v X
XV BEOEEEZHEE L CVWE, CONT Y RRENS Z L2 IBD OJEKTH 3 LE
ZbhTws [31],

6. IBD &l & o Btk

GRFIEET L~y RITIMERRECEFT IR 2 LIHBREZRIERL T, BAMEOFET 2
WHIRECTER L TRO TIBREZRIES 5 [32], CD DORREIZHIC I\ TR GPIMIE &
DEEREE 3723 LB LN TS, WEEEIE T, v 7Ty vy R (IL-2 K
Bvv R, IL-10 RIEB~vv 272 &) 13 CD HEO KRR % BARFIET 5203, MEERE CFE
TLERELR G, 72, MERE T CHEIN N~ Y X2 @HOFFICET L
REFIET 25 [33]le 2oz Lid, BRORIECHENMEL M O OB HE % R7-T L
FEZLNTWAIRILE 7225, BIEE TOMEMRICEY, IBD TIET 4 X4 4= 2R
B2 EHREINT DS, FEDMAEYL IBD D8 KAE % 5] 24 2 3 2 (3B I
LT o TRV, W D2DMERINTWE, £F, BNMEDE DL HREDREA,
Firmicutes [ & Bacteroides FAD 4> &, Proteobacteria FADHIINIC X - THEHEF T SN 5
[34], CD Tl Ruminococcus gnavus IR ERE Z X ET 2EABH 0, FhikEoHA &
BAfR L, X OICIIEET Z2LEBRIENEZHFET L edREIN TS [35],

L7235 T, IBD O FHiCEROUGEICIE, BT NIRRT 2 Y8 % i
ETRREICHER: - WET 2 LERDH L L FE 2 biLd, IBD 103 2 KA R iGEIE (2T
INTELT, MEREL LT, FIRIESE, Ficx7a 4 Fefir4 a4 vid, IBD B#%
WCIRINTH 5 Z EBFIONT WS D, KoffE e L bic, Yk 28%81355F 9, A&l
ERZMES MEEZEC T2 [36], MREICHIEY — 7 BEFEHER- LW Lrb, K
HicpEr cEREEoF AR EERI NG, 72, FEHl2BRIABIRHT 2 7 —253% <
RIEHOMES S I NS, TDouFETld, #imflFEes LT, FEROBANCICH T
5 B D E ORI E 0R B L URFENED b hTw 3 [37],



7. HIEATFRICONT

HUE (Crassostreagigas) AP CRIILS ML C02MHEYDO 1 5THY, HAR
TIREHIERL SHIESEE LT %, HIEIXZ O RS &l LoR &2 S, o I
7, BOLKEMIEN, HiEh, 20 )y, FVa—Fv, FlEovix iy, TR,
BERKERLEATY 2, HUEILZ O & ORE & @R Eoffis» o, ik kv Rgc
NEOBEZREAY) & INTE -, FICHEAIEIIREOZLICH B, REONT VYV AHE
NCTEY, NEFICLIRERTOIXOLDE DD TH 5, HUEOHEUL, BRI,
THER SRR ORER, JEITRIE, WBER SICoR b L d g, L LAa2 S, HhEic
BELECHBELRLOEEYEREINTVWE L ADH Y, HAENICE OENZ kT 5
T EITIIMRER D B [38],

COXIBRBERER?S, HUEICE T TV RERD X BRI 2 i - IR L 724 iE
DBV GHUEA = * 2) ARSI N T2, FUBAT ¥ 20 FRSHICITHES, 27 )
v, ZVa—=rv, TIJWE 2V AIEREPEENTVE, INE TOWETIE, HUE
W 2iciE, #ilEAND 7N & F4 v oFBEM [39], 79V —Z Y ariRiEE [40], #1
S TEYE [41], /AR INHITETE [42] 70 & DR & @R IGERREED H 2 2 L st S h
TWw3, $7-, “eERBclzcnE cic, 30 HEbEG RS RE, 90 HRERERS #HER
B, 22 SRS, EREMINE MREER, EAETRIERE, ~ v A FaEERlER, EEER L o
HAER [43] &Rk 4 7eilBiz L € & 7228, JBHE OHIER % X 0 BIE ThEHEE%
NIV EBMEINTn S,

fth 77, FHUEA T ¥ R % HE NI 2 BRI R O BF 2 61d, [ TR SCE
L7z ] R EDORBGOMEENE 2 RE T 2 RIEATFEOLNT WD, $72, HIENT ¥ 205
X o T, LEWHEIC X 2 RIGHIDSAREOERAIH E S 2 EbRInT WS [44],
Lo Lads, ZhE CICHIER T % X OBHA AN O RIEICKIT 378 % BHAIC T~
WG T TV, AT, HRL2 v ) VIIKIGICE T 2 RIELZINZ 5 2 & HH S
NTW3 [45]. Lk 26, RIBORKIEICE L THIBRNZ ¥ 2A28F5 L TCw3 &z,
B % BAAR L 72,

LEOBER%Z D L IR TIE. b b O RIEMIGERICE T 2 EER Z AT & 2 KA
R & L CHRUER RS ) 1< TREGEE L 72,

B 1 BT, HUERT X XV KGICE 2 2 BEIR A BGEET 2 2 IR~ v oMl LR
WY DA EWEE L 72,

552 B Tlt, DSS ZHEHKE Lz G RKBRET L~y RIS T 2 oM 2 B 2
277,

93 ETIE, KT F AN 2 1 DSS % RIEKRS L - BHERBLET AL~ 7 R
W3 LEOMN B ko7,



FH1E IEH~<7 23 2 HIEA T BN OE

2K

HIEN T 212z, ZVa—7v, 2y )y, MR E4LOREEDPET LTV
%, A DLHIOWMIE T, HIEA T X227 v F OBFBNEYIF D Lactobacillus J& D1
REEZBEINX Tz, L, HIBAT X XD Lactobacillus J&D Z D&~ 7 RIT
BOTHFEROFERZRT 2L Tlded o7z, KIFsETlE, v 2RDEMHOME
Vi & rESENENIE DRI T A HEN = * R DB AR L=, il C57BL/6] =7 2 %
4 DD F, AIN-93G &80 (LF £8H), AIN-93G A =B (HF 885, 5%
(w/w) HUEHN T * 2% &L LF & (LFOE), HiEN T * X% &% 5% (w/w)HF frEH
% 56 HHl 5 2 72, #EEHOMEH OWKILFEIL, 44 PGM v A7 L&l L7z A
AN —T" v+ 16STRNAEETT v 7Y av sy —47 v AEORMcHB L 7=, HifHN = ¥
ARG L 7=~ ZAD M D Lactobacillus & DRESILFEOMEMIX, HIERN T X% 5 2
Ty 2L DS FRICEDIP 272, IO ORFERITHIEAN = ¥ XOMGEIE 7 v b2
Tk, RTVRALBTHEROEEAH 2 L 2R L7,




1-1. FE&

WS (Crassostrea gigas) 1<%, High, 7V a—r v, 2u ) viaEOkkL hRE -
REVER D DEEN TV 5, Z DRE - BRRETER T Z 4 - IRHE L 72 HUEA — F X 23 @R &
mDEEE LTHW O T WS, 2 TICHIEAN = F 2o figh o B AN IR 2
WRICHS % < 7 S WT B [46] [47] (48], %7, HHUIPAT % % OB X 5 41K
fiitgREIC DU, MUIMREEEINHIZIR [49] IR R [50] G T nTw5, &
7= BEE (517 B 3 2 HIEA = ¥ R BIRO AR LR 2 HE L Tw 5,

WA, 15T DR & BNME R O FELBRAR L ICHL I I NTETWS, O
HALE I T0B L LD oSS ERAME S FEL CTh 0, BEHERMEYAERRETK L
Twd, TNET, BNICHFET 2%  OMGHEMEIIEE ST 2 2 LB TE R olzlzd
T, REPBEBERMTH 572, L2L, 77 LatiHEifioREIC L >T, 16SVHFY — L4
RNA (rRNA) RSN X 27 ) LENT S FREIC I 072 2 & T, F L IR ©
EREBEON D XDk olz, BHNMED LMD AR - 7 HiE O BH 2 Enic X 3
A E D ELIL (dysbiosis) 1%, WEREEZEM L T 2 EEEMER > X7 LI B 2K
L, EROFERE &2 [652], iz, Wo7-RECKEL BNMEZEOE(LENLT
6 E ORI X > T, =7 XD Firmicutes MR X O Bacteroidetes D j#A &
i, BRMEEO SRES DN S Z LG I hTw3 [53] . chETicikA
i, HAEA T X O0BEUC 1T E W Lactobacillus B DR LLE 2N ¢ 2 & %, ElF
Wi 2 52727 v FlBRIC X > TEIE L Tw 3 [54], % 2 CARFgECIE, HIUER = * =
DAGEHIC X % Lactobacillus J& DIERUELRDOIEM2S, 7 v LS OFE, £ 72 IHKIEMEEE O
MECEWTOHERICREE 2R CTH2020HL2ICT 222 HME L, HIERNT XX
AL 72 2 R (KRR 3 & OEERG) Rl 2 =7 IR L, #EhflESEs X0
Z DI B 2 R SHIENTRRA O BT SR B 2 5l L 72,



1-2. FEEITE L MR

1-2-1. ERIFHSR

P B HIE A ok et L (9 90°C, 92 Refdl), EIEYI% 2@ CHLVERE, A% F 7
LRZIERECRZIE X & 72 (110°CC 2.25 Fifi)) . 35 72K ZHIEN = % 2 (OE) & 4fHiF
720 FHUER T ¥ R OBy (KA, 7)) a—r v, 2V 28, T8k 27 v,

M&lf, K5y, ¥t bV v L, HiEh, K) BRSOy 2 — CGER, HA) CTHlEL
7o HWEN = ¥ 2 08k % (Fig.1-1) & HUEA = 2 0 — MK % Table 1-1 1IT/R L 72,

Raw oyster

| <+—— Add distilled water

Sup. Residual.

+—— (Concentration at Brix 37

Crude

extract

<+—— Add Ethanol (final conc. 40% w/w)

Sup. Ppt.
Ethanol soluble Ethanol insoluble
fraction fraction

Compound ( Sup:1 + Ppt:19)

Dry

Oyster extract

Fig 1-1. Production method of oyster extracts.



Table 1-1. Composition of the oyster extract.

Carbohydrate 50.6 g
Glycogen 345¢g
Protein 28.1¢g
Taurine 5b5¢g
Lipid 20g
Ash 154 ¢
NaCl 82¢g
Zn 37.7 mg
Moisture 39¢

Opyster-extract was provided by Japan Clinic Co., Ltd. (Kyoto, Japan).

Composition per 100 g of oyster extract.

BHEHZ, AIN-93G #K [55]D NaCl 8 % &2 L 7= iieER (LF, KM 7%, w/w)
&, Zo LFfR% 20%=E 0806 ORI 7%+ 7 — F 13%, w/w) (CehZ L 7= @l h ek

(HF) %8l L7, & 5ic, LF 3 XU HF fBEHC 5% (w/w) HIERN %2 (OE) %#
mu, wAK, xvosr2E, BNz X NaCl 82 LF F72 13 HEBEE RS Ic k3 k5 i
LFOE & X O HFOE gkl 2 8 L 72, #EHkElo A% Table.1-2 1278 L 7z,



Table 1-2. Composition of experimental diets.

LF LFOE HF HFOE
Dextrinized corn starch 132 132 92.1 92.1
Corn starch 397.486  366.486  277.386 246.386
Sucrose 98.47 100 98.47 100
Cellulose 50 50 50 50
Casein 200 182.3 230 212.3
L-Cystine 3 3 3 3
Choline bitartrate 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5
AIN-93G mineral mixture 35 - 35 -
NaCl-free AIN-93G mineral mixture - 35 - 35
AIN-93 vitamin mixture 10 10 10 10
Soybean oil 70 68.7 70 68.7
Lard - - 130 130
Opyster-extract - 50 - 50
NaCl 1.53 - 1.53 -
tert-Butylhydroquinone 0.014 0.014 0.014 0.014

AIN, American Institute of Nutrition; HF, high-fat; HFOE, high-fat diet containing oyster-

extract; LF, low-fat; LFOE, low-fat diet containing oyster-extract.

1-2-2. B

RERR AP AE B EFRE AR ORBE LT CRIEL 72 (RRET : 1819),
FEEREIYNIC 1L 4 BEHEY: C57BL/6] =7 2 (HARTZ 2z vy —fkatl, #i) % Fv,

24 L% 6 DU O SR EAEZEIC R 2 X I 4 BT T -, =7 RFER 22°C £ 1°C,
I 12 W9 4 2 (8 £ 00~20 : 00) DZAF T CHEE L7z, KBRS X U0KiE H
Be L, 56 HRESE L7z, SEMR T, 4V 705y GorsBERRath, H50) 1
B PRI T C MRS D BRILL, AP, BN X O @SR (WAT) %L
7o ML, MR 2,000Xg, 15 RHELoHEL TR, FFlkS & OB B RIS R
CEABHEL, —S0CTRE L7, %7, MHRTHO 1 A0 EIINL, Bis L Fko
J7HkCu - R L

1-2-3. FEiflla &

Hitko 1 Horo# A5, QIlAamp DNA Stool Mini Kit (Qiagen, Venlo, Netherlands)
%\ Total DNA %l L 7z, #ilifi L 7z Total DNA % S i O [FIE %217 5 72912,
16S rRNA E{E 1D V2-4-8, V3-6 35 X U V7-9 i %, Ion 16S Metagenomics Kit



(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Massachusetts, USA) % Fi\»C PCR EIC X b Ba0igE X ¢ 7~
PCR Y13 AMPure XP v — X (Beckman Coulter, California, USA)#% F\sCH58EL L
720 K8 L 72 PCR FE®Y)IE, Ton Plus Fragment Library kit 35 & Uf Ion Xpress Barcode
Adaptors 1-16 kit (& % i Thermo Fisher Scientific) # Fi\>C, Ton PGM system T D fig#it
BT X 72— XL OMERE O Ry DN —a — FES Z x4, DNA 74 7
7 ) L 72, U AMPure XP £ —XZJWWCTDNA 74 77V ZfH L, R\ T&
DNA 74 72 ViRER N4 4T F 74 % — (Agilent 2100 : Agilent Technologies,
California, USA) ICX VW EREL7Z, F#DNA 477V % 10pM IZHML, =~wrya
YPCRELUOZ VY vF AV ML % Z 1% 41 Ton OneTouch 2 & Ton OneTouch ES
systems (& % IC Thermo Fisher Scientific) TfT > 7z, FAH L 72 16S rRNA BT 7 7 7' X
VEIA4T7 7Y Dy —7 v AfEITICIE, Ton PGM System, Ion PGM 400 sequencing
reagents, lon 318 v2 chips 3 X U Torrent Suit Software ver.5.6 (Thermo Fisher Scientific)
RV,

B o N 72057 — £ 1%, MicroSEQ 16S Reference Library v2013.1 (Thermo Fisher
Scientific) & Greengenes v13.5 (The Greengenes Database Consortium,
http://greengenes.secondgenome.com/) % ZMAAC4] & 3~ % Ton Reporter Software 16S
Metagenomics Workflow ver.5.10 (Thermo Fisher Scientific) % > TH#EHT L 72,

Ion Reporter Software IZ £ - C, &3 v 7L DME X WEDO SRR CHE X - MiF &
ZDY = FROT —2%1{F7z, SbN72Y) — FEEHWT, FH8HEEHKcOME ORI
KRz,

LT 77 7y a Vg (chaol #E & H X U simpson 540 1%, QIIME % F\»7z Ton
Reporter Software 16S Metagenomics Workflow ver.5.10 ic X b ko 7=, 72, &M s
FUBEL LV oREtEL S Lic, R[B6]ZHWCTHENS 722V v 7% {757,

X 5IZ, Linear discriminant analysis effect size (LEfSe) 7341
(http://huttenhower.sph.Harvard.edu/galaxy/) [57]1 % 47> C, &EEOBEMNMERE DA 4
~— ="Mz,

1-2-4. HErpag sER L.

BENEY & 7KEKICER L, pH A — & — (F-21, BRASHIRGRERT, =H#) % H
WC pH ZMIE L7z, FPhEHAENEE (SCFA) MAUZ, 2-TF VEGEE % PNEZEHEL L C,
HAZwu<b2777 (GC) Z#HWTHIT L7 [68], HfbHzIEL 2% % I v ThELL,
KEAKEMZ, THICKLT Y 2 A LT, RIT, 2-TF AR, HEB LYz Fro—
TAEZNZNRML, WL, 2ok, &ELoBE (104, 16,000 rpm, 4°C) L, L
HEEL, FA4av 74 0%— (045um) TH#EL 7, Nuko™Fr 70 —% 7 L
(30 m X 0.25 mm i.d. X 0.25 pm d.f., Merck KGaA, Darmstadt, Germany) % {2z 727K
RRA A g GC (GC-2014, PRtk Bt lfErT, 58 % H T SCFA % 737
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http://greengenes.secondgenome.com/
http://huttenhower.sph.harvard.edu/galaxy/

Lico A7 A =7 ViRET w77 LiF, UIIREIL 40°CICREL, % DfR, 180°CITiE
35 TCHEE 20°0C/p LR &2, 180°CT 15 FMIMEL 7z ¥ VT HARIE~NY VLT
I mL/7r D& & L7z, SFHNEIEE D B9 13 Volatile Free Acid Mix certified reference
material (Merck KGaA) #F\W<CHEL 7=,

1-2-5. fatiles

30 N2 HIE M IZPIE T ARHERRE CR L 7o, BERIHIENTIRIE 5 X O EE R o HAE A —
F2ADOEMERF & LCIuCES I 21T o 7. AE/KYEEL p<0.05 & L,
0.05=p<0.15 DA IHEA2 B 2 & Lz, “TCRESEOIICE T, HEERICEEE
DR b -4, Tukey's multiple comparisons test I X % ZHEEILLEC % 1T - 72, Hiat
f#HT 1% GraphPad Prism ver. 7.0d (GraphPad Software, California, USA) %\ Cf7-
726

1-3. 5%
1-3-1. 7 X =2 —

Table 1-3 IZHUR ¥ 7 A — % — 5 X ORHIIGIEAR B R 2 m L 7c, MRE S X OREIEN
RICHWT, ERAHIRRESPET 2WAs A b0k (2R p=0.135 5 L T
p=0.104), BEHENURL, EPRPARITRE OB E 4 bz, REHINE % ERHERGE ©
bR L CRLI L 220, R IEIRREE OB A0 b v, YIREI, ®RFHCH
BEEA LN A>T, —J7, MEIREEGERICH VT, ITRER R IEIRE 5 £
OHLIEA = % 2 OFEE AT b7z, KEHR LR WAT H 8 -C &, Bk R IR 0 o
BRD LN, o, BREM WAT EECE, ERPIRINRE ST 2 #2355
7= (p=0.057). WA WAT & X OVRUEHR WAT Eitic i, #EHCHEAZILIER b
AN/ LR
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Table 1-3. Growth parameters and organ weight.

Groups Two-way ANOVA (P value)
LF LFOE HF HFOE Diet OE Diet x OE

Growth parameters

Initial body weight (g) 153 = 0.4 153 + 0.3 153 = 0.5 153 =* 0.3  0.961 0.961 0.987

Final body weight (g) 289 £ 0.8 28.6 £ 0.8 30.1 = 0.4 30.0 £ 1.1 0.135 0.788 0.929

Body weight gain (g/day) 0.24 * 0.01 0.23 £ 0.01 0.26 = 0.01 0.26 % 0.02  0.104 0.791 0.917

Food intake (g/day) 3.00 £ 0.06 294 £ 0.06 2.86 = 0.10 2.72 =+ 0.08  0.030 0.211 0.630

Food efficiency (g/kcal) T 0.080 *+ 0.004* 0.079 *= 0.003>0.091 =+ 0.003*0.094 = 0.005> 0.002 0.718 0.617
Organ weights (g/100g BW)

Liver 425 = 0.102> 456 £ 0.14* 3.73 =+ 0.17> 4.16 = 0.04*>  0.001 0.006 0.611

Epididymal WAT 255 = 0.23> 276 £ 0.23®* 359 =+ 0.20* 3.52 £ 0.37®*  0.002 0.796 0.607

Perirenal and

retroperitoncal WAT 1.08 = 0.13 1.14 + 0.14 1.47 = 0.10 1.28 * 0.15  0.057 0.648 0.366

Mesentery WAT 1.82 £ 0.09 1.80 *= 0.09 1.88 = 0.12 1.95 * 0.15  0.348 0.828 0.696

Inguinal WAT 0.82 £ 0.08 0.85 £ 0.17 1.07 = 0.10 0.74 * 0.12  0.535 0.233 0.152

Data represent means = SEM. Values in the same row not sharing a common superscript are significantly different at p < 0.05 using Tukey’s
multiple comparison test.

TFood efficiency (g/g) = BW gain (g/day) / food intake (g/day).

ANOVA, analysis of variance; BW, body weight; HF, high-fat; HFOE, high-fat diet containing oyster-extract; LF, low-fat; LFOE, low-fat diet

containing oyster-extract; OE, oyster-extract, WAT, white adipose tissue.
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1-3-2. Sl

# X b Total DNA ZitH L, Zh AT 16S rRNA B 7O MA[ £ THK % PCR TH
g X 42, Ion PGM System T¥—27 T v R L7, ZDfER, &EKDOHED S
457,437+33,647 V — F ORI T — 2 235 61, KMEO T — X %R/
349,163%25,547 V) — F ORI T — X &N IC IV 720 £ 72, BREDOTHY — FHUC A
B3 b o7, Fig.1-2 IZJ& L~ ® Chaol #ERE I £ U Simpson 58 oL 77 7 7 &
a VIENTRE R AR L7z, MfERICE VT, M cEEARAZ IR o Ad o7, &5
I, MR E DIC3 7Y — FECTRIANCGEL, EEMICHD74 ) — RSt icfit e n
EEZLND,

( ) Chaol ( ) Simpson
40 1.0
- IF - HF - IF - HF

2 - (FOE % HFOE § & LFOE 4% HFOE
© o 0.8
.. 2]
(] ..
5 et
2 5 o6f
o L
(4]

204 ()
E £
o c 0.41
= S
(8] =
© o
® 101 8
@ % 0.2
« o

0 0.0
Q 00 QQ QQ Q QQ 00 00
Q Q Q Q Q Q
(00 00 Q (00 00 (00
N N N N

Sequences per Sample Sequences per Sample

Fig 1-2. Bacterial rarefaction curves based on Chao 1 (A) and Simpson (B) in genus level
The data are shown as mean value = SEM.
HF, high-fat; HFOE, high-fat diet containing oyster-extract; LF, low-fat; LFOE, low-fat diet

containing oyster-extract.
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Fig 1-31cf (A) X E (B) L~ 05U O M # O R R L BEfER 2 Z 2
g2 ER L, MBIOEE bIC, LFFCEOTHREROFm b DR, K
e 0.5% AR5 DAl 1E Others ICF L7z, L~ DRtk % A % &, Firmicutes,
Bacteroidetes, Actinobacteria 3 X Uf Proteobacteria 7T 98% 23 X LT\ 7z, 7 7 &
20 v 7T ofi R, LF #5 X O LFOE #f, %7z HF #f¥ X O HFOE #23F—D 27 7 X
g—ti b, ERHPIEREOECICL > THEI Nk,

(A) Phylum
HF HFOE LF LFOE
® Firmicutes m Bacteroidetes m Actinobacteria

m Proteobacteria @ Deferribacteres m Others

(B) Genus

LF HFOE LFOE HF
m Clostridium mBifidobacterium ®Bacteroides
@ Lactococcus ELactobacillus E[Ruminococcus]
H Mucispirillum OFaecalibacterium mOthers

Fig 1-3. Relative abundance of fecal microbiota on the phylum (A) and genus (B) levels

Graphs are stacked from higher relative abundance in LF groups, and those with less than

0.5 % of the relative abundance are summarized as Others.

HF, high-fat; HFOE, high-fat diet containing oyster-extract; LF, low-fat; LFOE, low-fat diet

containing oyster-extract.
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Fig 1-4A i Firmicutes 3 X Uf Bacteroidetes FIORERL#E % 7R L 7z, Firmicutes 7D
WK 1%, EERIPABIHEE OB b /-, — 7, Bacteroidetes DK LI,
BPRFR AR R B X OB © % 2 OB 5380 b Tz,

(A)

Firmicutes

Two-wey ANCVA

DHat OFE  Dietx OF

Pyalue 0,001 0.064 0.188

(=
=

L=z}
=

B
=

Relative abundance (%)
F Y
=

(B)

LF LFOE HF HFOE

Clostridium

Two-wey AMOVA

Diet DE Dilet % OF

Pwalus  0.218 0.378 0.207

1%a]
=

40
30
20

10

Relative abundance (%)

LF LFOE HF HFOE

Lactococcus
Twg-wiry ANOVA

gt QE Dietx OE

Pwelue 0822 0.007 0.247

P
=

-
[4]

Relative abundance (%)
-
h =

LF LFOE HF HFOE

Bacteroidetes

Tivo-way ANOVA
[t [+73 Diet x OF
Fuyalue <0001 0002 0.132

.
=}

30

20

10

Relative abundance (%)

LF LFOE HF HFOQE

Bifidobacterium
Tiwo-way ANOVA
Dbt OE Died x OE
Pwalue 0.013 0.628 0.013

40

an @ E

20

10

Relative abundance (%)

LF LFOE HF HFOE

Lactobacillus
Two-wary ANOWVA
Diat QOE Diet x OE
Puyalue 0.504 0.004 0.264

20

15

104

b

Relative abundance (%)

LF LFOE HF HFOE

Bacteroides
Two-way ANOVA
Diet 0E Deetx OE

Fvalue <0001 0.00 0.219

Relative abundance (%)

(7]
=

¥
=

==
[=]

LF LFOE HF HFOE

Fig 1-4. Relative abundance of predominant microbes on the genus level Data represent

mean * SEM. Different letters indicate significant differences at P < 0.05 using Tukey’s

multiple comparison test. ANOVA, analysis of variance; BW, body weight; HF, high-fat;

HFOE, high-fat diet containing oyster-extract; LF, low-fat; LFOE, low-fat diet containing

oyster-extract; OE, oyster-extract.
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BEJE) 2 2 2 2 ) v 7T OfER, LFOE B2 HF B L [Fl—D 7 7 A X — I3 1,
LER LI ERE 7 FRAX—ICHHINT, ZDDEL NI T, KAGHETE
ICHIERZ X X235 2 i X o T, mIENEEHGETRE T2 b 2 il M ORI E
O A[REMEDR & v7z, Fig.1-4B iC Clostridium, Bifidobacterium, Bacteroides,
Lactococcus 3 X O Lactobacillus J& DR %2R U 7z, Clostridium J& I & FEH CHE &
ZACIZ A b LT 0> o 7z, Bifidobacterium |81, EERMIENIRE O E RO b, LF B
C R L <, HF #CHEREMD MR X Nz, Bacteroides &%, EHEIHIEIRE B L O
HIBERN T ¥ XD ERHD LN, Lactococcus|dlE, HIBR T ¥ A DOHENTD LN
726

BHRECRE M 2 FE T 5 72, LEfSe fighr %1772 (Fig.1-5), Z DfEHE, F 33
DRMHBEIE I 7z, LEFETIE, Bacteroides, Lactococcus, Subdoligrannlum,

Alistipes, Ruminococcus 3 X U8 Akkermansia, LFOE B TiX, Lactobacillus 3 X O
Stomatobaculum, HF £t Tlx. Bifidobacterium, Parvibacter 3 X U8 Dorea,
HFOE #£<lX, Lachnoclostridium 3@ <N & L CRE I Nz,
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Lactobacillaceae
Lactobacillus
Stomatobaculum
Bacteroidales
Bacteroidia
Bacteroidetes
Bacteroidaceae
Bacteroides
Lactococcus
Streptococcaceae
Subdaligranulurm
Rikenellaceae
Alistipes
Ruminococcus
Verrucomicrobiales
Akkermansia
Verrucomicrobiaceae
Verrucomicrobia
Verrucomicrobiae
Firmicutes
Lachnoclostridium
Parphyromonadaceae
Parabacteroides
Actinobacteria
Bifidobacterium
Bifidobacteriales
Bifidobacteriaceae
Enterorhabdus
Parvibacter
Coriobacteriales
Actinobacteria
Coriobacteriaceae
Dorea

N HF N HFOE N LF I LFOE

D_
=

2 3
LDA SCORE (log 10)

=Y
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Fig 1-5. Comparisons of gut bacteria using linear discriminant analysis effect size (LEfSe)
HF, high-fat; HFOE, high-fat diet containing oyster-extract; LF, low-fat; LFOE, low-fat diet

containing oyster-extract; OE, oyster-extract.



1-3-3. #EHFEFEARNE
Fig 1-6 ICE~PE X N2 EHIEBE 4 N L7z, 7o A4 vBEICE W, RS
AT F ZADEENRTD b7z,

(A) (B)
3000 4000
30001
> 20001 >
© @
©
= >
= 1000 =

Two-way ANOVA:
Diet

Acetic Propionic Butyric Others Total SCFA
acid acid acid

 F Bl L FOE Bl HF BN HFOE

Fig 1-6. Fecal short-chain fatty acid (SCFA) composition.

(A) SCFA composition in feces, (B) Total SCFA content in feces.

Data represent mean = SEM. Different letters indicate significant differences at P < 0.05
using Tukey’s multiple comparison test.

ANOVA, analysis of variance; HF, high-fat; HFOE, high-fat diet containing oyster-extract;
LF, low-fat; LFOE, low-fat diet containing oyster-extract; SCFA, Short-chain fatty acid.
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1-4. &%

Table 1-2 X b, AKFEERTH 7z C57BL/6] ~ v R I KM I & isIEEk 2 #5383 %
&, AKNRNEERL B L <, (RE2EML, EEAFEEI N 2 e BMbN TS [59].
AREERICH T, @IENEEHGETRE L, KR LA WAT EREOFEREM, I X
R & B EE H WAT EEOIER 23 A b 2 &6, HTIMSHE S L RiET
H5LHW Lz, £72, HIBAT X 2OMBEIICE > T, (KE100g &7 0 OffREROH
BhEABHaLNAT (p=0.006), T v MICHBER = F XA %4580 L 72813 [64]1IcBWTH
[k, MEEEI KT 2HARA L N0, EEMNICES 325 L& 2605 kR
NEEREE I T R o o T, S, HIEAN T ¥ X OfGEIC X 2 Bk oI EE =
WMROFRAZHS 2ICT 2 0ERDH 5,

Fig 1-2 £ 9, Chaol #E & ¥ X U Simpson f5foMfsfic s\ C, FHFETHEERE
fLiERoneh ol bh o, EHRHIENRE B X HIEA % 21%, HNHHER D%k
I3 EE 52 ol E2bND, Figl-3A XV, I CiIcEENEEEZ~Y 2
ICAREE3 % &, Firmicutes PSS L 2 Ml 233800 L, Bacteroidetes FIC 7 %H X 4 5l
EAWMY T2 2 Lz anCw3 [60], Figl-4A X v, ZhF oM [60] & [FkE
2, AREBRICBWTY SEVEEE OERIC X - T Firmicutes PTDORER RSB L,
Bacteroidetes FIDORERC LR 23080 3 2 #5235 b7z, —75, Fig.1-3B OEIC 1T 2K
W clx, Clostridium, Bifidobacterium, Bacteroides, Lactococcus 3 X U8 Lactobacillus
J& T 90%LA EDSERL X LT\ 7z, Fig 1-4B XV, Lactobacillus J& %, HYER T 2 D2
BRDONTz, ThETORBICENT, 7y MCHIBRNZ* 22T 5L, BN
Lactobacillus |JE DRERILE B LR T2 LG EIN T3 [54] , Zo/-oHIEANT *
ZDMEIE, T v FETF TR =Y RICEBWTDH Lactobacillus |& DORERKILR #EINx & 3
EEz2bhb, Figo XV, FmvAdvigix, FIC Clostridia, Desultovibrio,
Propionibacterium X Bacteroides | X o> T/E I N2 Z L BN Tw5 [61] . {KHER
# (LF 3 X O LFOE #f) < Bacteroides DIEKILEAIEM L T w7z (Fig.1-4B), —77,
Desulfovibrio 5 X U Propionibacterium (IR FERCIIMH X v, Clostridia (3 5#EHE <
ZALIZR b7 5 - 7= (data not shown), Z D78, KM cCEBE I & T vt v
MDY, Bacteroides DREKILEOIEMDBEBR L T3 2 E 2 b b,

R NAIER I X 0 AR & 7 R EERERRR 12, KRG ORGESIAIC X 0 BANEYH DK IR D
PRoxzrr¥—Jie LHHINE PP 2ICINTEY, ZOBRNERDOLD, B
IGNEY) & FEOFGHIENIER AP 2 Z L BMEIN TS, —HT, BHBARY L
OMEHE O ITIZE A LR L EAMEEIN TS [62], 2D/, HBNMESEDE:
I X B RESHNRRI A D AL 2 MG 3 % 2510 13, |EBEENEO 2 TiiZnl, BHNEY
DREHEEIEHK D b CHIET 2 0ENRDH L LEZOLND, —TF, FREHIGNEE,
WERZ, FSlE, Others (4 V&R, HHEME XA Vv EEBORE) ICEHIRICERE 2
Ronkdolz, T/, BHBNEYO pH I b ZHBICTHEERZLITA L NI D o 72
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(data not shown), Lactobacillus DR LK D FH L v o 2IGHNMEEOZL 5 2 C
L7ZHIERN T * 2hofsre LT, HIENZ X X002 5027 ) a -7 v nEzb
nd, chvE<cic, Z7Va—r v 7y MCHREEd 5 &, #D Bifidobacterium X
Lactobacillus & \»- 7= I 2 88E IS 2 HaMs s hTw 3 [63], —F, MR
FRCEEINTWE 27 Y Vi, BRMEZEOZHRMECZ ORI RICEEL 2w
L, HigERe MENMEEE T A2 L 72 invico lBRICB CTHE I LT
[64], 2D7-%, PERTFAFDSY) a—»vick -, #Eh Lactobacillus DRERKILE

ML= EZ2bNS,
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F2E AMKBRET AT RTNT 2 HUERN T F B ORZE

SAEMEIR BB 3 2 RS X R e BIVE % £ 5 vIRetE0 B 0, Rk 54X
B o ICEE A ED b T 5, HEER X2 (OF) ldvv2ickEnT, 5
WHIE# I B 2 52 20 RR I Tz, RIFETIE, TFAL T VHEEF P v A

(DSS) IC X o CHFR I N2 BAUEBRWKGRET L~y 20 EFET O GNME RS L O
Z OREPTN T 2 HIEN = AAGE O HIRIGRIIF 2 WREEL 72, HEPEo C57BL/6] = v
A% 3FECHT, (1) AIN93G BfH+DSS KU, (2) AIN93G £EH+DSS ZLEE, (3)
5%OE & e+ DSS WL, SHICHRBEZ 5 272, 556 22 HHICHUKk L LT 2.5%DSS
WA T AMS 2 TAERIEREHER L, DSS # %5 L~y 2TlE, AEOMD, T
1 - IMEAELR, disease activity index 2 27 @ L&/, KGR O, PURERORM, &5
DIEEEERE L TEY, BUERBRIFRINLCLPHL2E 572, L L, HIEA
IXF A% 52Tz~ A TiE, DSSEEICL 2 2o DfERIFENE N Tz, 5
I, FRUER Tk R FFEh OMEE O A 2L X, BEOHEIEIMEYXEL L, &
NoDZ ers, HIEAT F ROBEUL, BRSO RGN E K P E 2 5
A5 LickoT, BMOEBRIKRIBROFEEREEM L eEZD 2T,
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2-1. r&=

55110 B TR % 2 AER < ¥ X OIS L ORISR O Sk & 25
X3 AL IS [65], IBD OREEI, BNOMEE L Z oREM O,
LS ) TREE, GEEREIR S, BEER, X ORENEEEE ST SR THRE T
3R EnG (66, BNHIEEORRES L, HEoRELEECHELCHY [67],
IBD & b #BCBBEL T3 [37], HELMEHED 2 m 2 b — 213, SHOEHMEY T
B LCEEARE R R L, S ORI O B D 2L 7 ¥ o I PIERE O B
YR ER T [67], i, MIEHOMRE(IE, HERE~OLEAM, %R
DR, B X OREEE ORI R 5 2 2 WHES B B [68], L7edS>C, I®
WU DM L QIR O Z(LIE, 1BD OBlA LEFICBIEL T w2 EE 2603 [69],
DT kb, WP L ERIRTRLR £ 2L & ¥ 2 MBI T % 213, IBD ORALET
FUGET BISRENES D B & TIE NS, W2 AMEABAE 7~ 7 2kt S 3 HilA =
% AEROPE LWL 7.

2-2. KRBT EMEL
2-2-1. FEEAEL

HIUEAN T ¥ 2 0Ff%I% 1 2 & [[FKIC{T - 72, DSS 1%, MP Biomedicals (Irvine, CA, USA)
oA L 72,

2-2-2. BY)FEER

ARFEEI BRI R T B RO KR EZ T CHEIMEL 72 KiREFS 1819), AER = v
FARA v i DSS 5 #fia L 72 fF 8 (BW) & I L T, 20%LA EoFERED & L TREE
L7,

4 HinHEYE C57BL/6] ~ v 2%, (HAZ Rz v —tkath, #h) »OEALL, <
7 ZFE 22°C £ 1°C, ARG 12 BRI 4 24 (8:00—20: 00) D&M T CTHE L 72, E
Bkl X OUKIZHBREBIE L7, 7 HREOMELE:, ~v X% 3REICH T, BHF8 LD~
v X% Control, Control+DSS, OE+DSS & L 7z, Control #f & Control+DSS #fiC T
Control 8% 5.2, OE+DSS #icix OE &% 5.2 7=, Table.2-1 X, American Institute of
Nutrition (AIN)-93G fHK I Eo W72 FEERR (Control X N OFE) ol %#nR~$ [55],
Control ¢ OE BDIELF MV v 2@EREL 42 L) ICHHEL /-, BEHEINE & fH

(BW) %, 2 HZ & iz 21 HEMIEE L 7z, 22 HH A5, Control+DSS % X U8 OE+DSS #
DEEPKE 2.5%  (w/w) EIRIC 7 HIEZHR L 72, 7 HE© DSS £ 5/ H, 4 10
FFiC, disease activity index (DAI) 227 [70] GEfEo[E X, (KERY, X OEMFEF O
I ZEHE L 72, BIEBRD X 4 LAY 2 — % Fig2-1 1R d, NERT Y F#E
AV MCELT I~ AT o7z, Control+DSS #fd~ v % DSS #5 7 Hi%ic 1
VEDFLT A HER T N7z, DSS 50 7 H%, &~V Ao H|ELREL, A~ Y RIC

22



AV TNT VR CRIIEE 72 (FRT9 1 00~11:00), FAER2SRIML, ELD
it (2000xg, 15 77fM) 1< X Y IWE =72, NFHE, BhE, P, X OoRE2 R I H
L, FEL, KIBORIZHEL 2. KIBNEY 2GR TRV L, @R %
10% 7k~ Y ViR CHEE L 72,

Table 2-1. Composition of the experimental diets.

Experimental Diets!

Control OE
g/1000g
Dextrinized corn starch 132 132
Corn starch 397.486 366.486
Sucrose 95.9 100
Cellulose 50 50
Casein 200 182.3
L-Cystine 3 3
Choline bitartrate 2.5 25
AIN-93G mineral mixture 35 35
AIN-93 vitamin mixture 10 10
Soybean oil 70 68.7
Oyster extract 50
Sodium chloride 4.1
tert-Butylhydroquinone 0.014 0.014
1000 1000

Based on the AIN-93G composition, diets were prepared. The amount of sodium chloride in

the control and OE diets was equal. AIN, American Institute of Nutrition; OE, oyster extract.
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Start Day 21 Day 28

Control | |
Control+DSS | [ 25%DSS |
OE+DSS | [ 25%DSS |

Figure 2-1. Schematic diagram of DSS-treated mice. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster

extract.
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2-2-5. # O R FENENE
2.5%DSS #: 5.4 7 HH o #(H SCFA fi iz, ¥ 22 u~<t 27574 — (GC-2014 ; B
BUWERT, HHES, HA)ZMHEHL ot L7z [72],
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L, ISOSPIN #ff (=v Ky —vEAath, Hu, AA) ZEM L T2 DNA 2l L
7zo wFAllix Maeda & O FHEICHE L CTEMEL 72 [73], 16SIRNA T v 7V avy—7r v s
LY =7 v AT =200, Kty —7 v 2 (NGS) v 27 2 (Ion PGMTM ; Thermo
Fisher ScientificInc, KE~HF 2 —t v VT + V3 L) I X OHIE ORERR & % k%2 T
~N 2% 7-®1Z, TonReporter ¥ 7 + 7 =7 (Metagenomics 16Swl.1ver, 5.14, Thermo Fisher
ScientificInc) # 272, B%KEMEIX, ClustVis (https://biit.cs.ut.ee/clustvis/ (2021 4 10
A12HET 722) 2T, ERGOH (PCA) 2 g s L EEL 72, BIEHH
I ORER (LEfSe) [56]447 (LDA 227 logi>4 % X 08 p<0.05 O L ~AT)iZ,
Galaxy(http://huttenhower.sph.harvard.edu/galaxy/ (2021 4 10 H 16 Hic 7 7 & %) %f{#
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BoNZHGEMIZ, FHEEEEHERE (SEM) CR L7z, DAL B X ORI A 2 o
7 (ERFRFE) 1cix, Kruskal-Wallis BRE R ICRFHIED Dunn’s BE % W72, fhioo<F 2
— & — (WEREF 72 3R E) iIconwTid, —JThiCE BT & %2 ki < Holm-Sidak
D% EIBHEDMEH & 7z, FERIILEL, Control & Control+DSS #, ¥ X Uf Control
+DSS #f & OE+DSS Bl ot & nize WL~ COEMEDMIE, SRFHARIIRALAL,
B L OEEEOIRER OBfR, DSS SFRMEARER L, A7 < v OMBEREREZH T
FFM L 72, 0.05 Kiiid p EIRFEHIICEETH 2 E AL, 0.05<p<0.10 O p fHITHEHY
WCHERERMEM2H 5 & B L7z, fals#rid, GraphPad Prism ~¥—3 =2~ 7.0 (GraphPad
Software, KEAV 7+ V=T MF v 74 3) ZEHL 7=,

2-3. FEER
2-3-1. ;KRNI A —%—, MiEH#E, DALR27

BRI KIS RAEIR~ DR L i+ 5 720 ic, HIEA T * 2% 21 G 272~ 7 %
I, BB LTRIBRZFRTET7FA T VHiEEF F Y 724 (DSS) D 2.5%/KIEHKRE 7=
3K E 7T HES 2 72, FEERIARF, BiE & BKE 7213 DSSHEROBKREICHEE
A LN d o7 (Table2-2), Control+DSS #i i3, BIEEEDO A=A, IMiEELE
[fj>¥Z X — % — (Total protein, Albumin, AST, CPK) 28 E AL T/, —J7T,
Control+DSS A& LB L T, OE+DSS HETlIch b D7 XA =2 —IEERIR oA h

277,
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Table 2-2. Growth parameters, organs weights, and serum biochemical parameters in DSS-

treated mice.

Groups
Control Control+DSS OE+DSS

Growth parameters

Food intake (g/day) 256 *+ 0.08 240 = 0.17 237 *+0.13

Water intake (g/day) 824 =+ 074 7.85 = 0.67 7.47 *0.65

DSS solution intake (g/day) - 9.58 + 0.50 9.06 =+ 0.52
Organ weights (g/100g BW)

Liver 419 =+ 0.17 452 = 0.16 440 =*0.18

Kidney 1.16 £ 0.03 1.19 = 0.02 1.16 £ 0.01

Cecum 0.97 = 0.11 0.57 £ 0.05" 0.80 =*=0.11
Serum biochemical parameters

Total protein 463 =+ 0.05 3.79 £ 0.10™ 3.85 =*£0.13

Albumin 281 £ 0.04 2.06 £ 0.07™ 196 =£0.07

AST 426 £ 1.6 349 £ 12" 408 =*£28

ALT 15.0 £ 1.5 11.1 £ 1.0 114 = 1.8

CPK 339 = 15 53.1 = 4.7~ 455 £7.2

LDH 176 £ 17 147 = 21 150 £ 17

The values shown are the mean = SEM (n = 7-8 per group). Data ware analyzed using one-
way analysis of variance followed by Holm-Sidak’s multiple comparisons test between the
control vs. control+DSS and control+DSS vs. OE+DSS groups. **p<0.01 and ***p<0.001 vs
control group. ALT, alanine aminotransferase; AST, aspartate aminotransferase; BW, body
weight; CPK, creatine phosphokinase; DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; LDH, Ilactate
dehydrogenase.

Fig.2-2 ® A-C Tl, DSS #5 DBfih2> 5 Control+DSS FECIAE N/ & DAL 22 7 D
%R L7, OE+DSS BEDikE# 1%, Control+DSSEE& L C6 HHE 7 HHICH
BIC{K D o 72 (Fig.2-1A), OE + DSS#® DAI 227, Control+DSSH#EL Y 1 HH
¢ 6 HHCHEIC{KA > 7= (Fig.2-1B), Control+DSS ## & ik L T, OE + DSS #® DAI
2 a7 OFR N (AUC) oRmzilz 7z (Fig.2-1C), #EBORE & 0%kl & PRo =&
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DA DT J5 A3, DSS FHFHMEKRIGK O BAEE OIEE & L i & 7z [74]1[33], Control #f
& IEE L T, Control+DSS #id, fEEOR X 2AKIEICHMEL, PiRoEE ML Zz2 L
%~ L7 (Fig.2-2E,F), Control+DSS #f & [tk L T, OE+ DSS #fix, #ills o FaffE & e
HEEOBINZEN X2 2 HAS RSN,
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Figure 2-2. Effect of OE on BW, DAI score, colon length, and relative spleen weight in mice
of DSS induced acute experimental colitis symptoms. (A) Changes in BW. Changes in the
BW percentage (%) = BW on the specified day/the BW at day 0 X 100. (B) Change of DAI
score. (C) AUC of DAI score of mice during administration of 2.5% DSS in drinking water.
(D) Representative pictures of colons. (E) Colon length of mice at day 7 after 2.5% DSS
administration. (F) Relative spleen weight of mice at day 7 after 2.5% DSS administration.
The values shown are the mean = SEM (8 mice in control and OE + DSS groups and 7 mice
in control + DSS group). *** p < 0.001 vs. control group, # p < 0.05, and ### p < 0.001 vs.
control + DSS group. AUC, area under the curve; BW, body weight; DAI, disease activity

index; DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract; SEM, standard error of the mean.
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Figure 2-3. Effect of OE on the histological damages in the colon tissues of DSS-treated mice.
(A) Representative histologic sections were stained with hematoxylin-eosin. Scale bar, 100
pm (5%) and 50 pm (10X ). (B-E) Histological analysis in the colon of mice at day 7 after
2.5% DSS administration. The values shown are the mean SEM (8 mice in control and OE +
DSS groups and 7 mice in control + DSS group). *** p < 0.001 vs. control group, # p < 0.05
vs. control + DSS group. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract; SEM, standard

error of the mean.

2-3-3. #Erh R SH IR

IBD Jietk & KIS0 REBWIEBH#E L T3 [75], L7=23-C, DSS icxt4 2 H BN« * <
D #EFEh ORI R, MK OFE % M L 7z (Fig.3A-C), DSS #5451 X Y #EfEf ok
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% Control+DSS B D 7 28K D> - 7= (Table.2-2), Z NI E b oG EHIENIEEDEE 2R L
TR A[HEME A D B 7= 0, FHNTAHY 70 35 of %5 BH IR I ER R AL % Fig.2-4C 1</ L 72, Control
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Figure 2-4. Effect of OE on the SCFA contents and compositions in the feces of DSS-induced
acute experimental colitis mice. (A) SCFA content, (B) total SCFA content, and (C) relative
SCFA abundance in the feces of mice at day 7 after 2.5% DSS administration. The values
shown are the mean * SEM (n = 8 per group). * p < 0.05 and *** p < 0.001 vs. control
group, # p < 0.05, ## p < 0.01, and ### p < 0.001 vs. control + DSS group. DSS, dextran
sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract; SCFA, short-chain fatty acids, SEM, standard error of the

mean.

2-3-4. FErhl
DSS #FEMAIGLE T A TIE, BNHMRE#EOBOM & ko2 rdmE s h<Tws [37],
HIBEA T ¥ 22 GNMHA#ELZSGET 208 2 22l 27201, Kty —7 v¥—1ic
FoC 16SRNA 7 v 7Y avy—r v ZAHWT, #EFEFOGNMIETE O & %R
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+22,393), LT 777 a vl (Chao-1 #EE R F X U Simpson 840 1%, fZfIL Tw»
27-0, =7 Vv AEE ISR RMT 201+ 0THh Y, v —7 v AFERIZMEETE 3
&CHIWT & 5 (Fig.2-5 A, B), Control B [b#E L €, Chao-1 (FiD#E &) & Simpson (fifi
DR L) [76] DFE1E1Z, Control+DSS BECHEICE 2> > 7=, OF #38H1%, DSS ic
£ % Chao-1 5IEDMZ SGE L 7=, B L kIt (Fig.2-5C, D), DSS &5 -3 #fH
DI #E OG22t 3¢ 7- 2 L %R L7, OE+DSS #i%, JEL ~1LTPCI-PC3 Dz v
b r—v+DSS B & BHAE IS0 X 7 (Fig.2-5D),
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Figure 2-5. Effect of OE onthe «a-and p -diversities in the feces of DSS-treated mice. (A,B)
Bacterial rarefaction curves based of the Chao-1 and Simpson induces, respectively. The
values shown are the mean = SEM (n = 5 per group). * p < 0.05 and ** p < 0.01 vs. control
group, # p < 0.05 and ## p < 0.01 vs. control + DSS group. (C,D) PCA of the bacterial
compositions at the genus level. The prediction ellipse shows the extent to which a new sample
falls inside the ellipse with probability 0.95. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract,

PCA, principal component analysis.
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Figure 2-6. Effect of OE on the microbiota composition in the feces of DSS-induced acute
experimental colitis mice. (A,B) Relative fecal bacteria abundance at the phylum and genus
level, respectively. The relative fecal bacteria abundance was sorted from the highest relative
abundance in the control group, and those with a relative abundance of less than 0.5% were
grouped together as “others”.(C-L) Relative abundance of each bacteria. The values shown
are the mean _ SEM (n = 5 per group). * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, and *** p < 0.001 vs. control
group, # p < 0.05 vs. control + DSS group. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract;

SEM, standard error of the mean.
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Figure 2-7. Comparison of microbiota in the feces using LEfSe. The results (A) and
cladogram (B) of the phylogenetic distribution in fecal bacteria among the experimental
groups obtained by LefSe analysis are showed. Bacteria are listed at the LDA scores logio >
4 and p < 0.05. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium ;LDA, linear discriminant analysis; LEfSe,

linear discriminant analysis effect size; OE, oyster extract.
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Mk X OB E A EOINIE, KRIGORAEREZFICEEL T\w5b 2 2RI ns, —/7T,
OE+DSS #f1, Control+DSS #f & [biix L CH#rp o RGNS H ' 2HA L Tz
(Fig.2-4B), H-UWEAN = & RFGEHIC X 2 B(H h o ARG E E 01X, KGR O EAEE O
LRIRLTWS, T, BEEERZENT 2 C LI X 5 KI5T D EIENRE D I A2 K
Th LRI IS (Fig.2-4E),

F ey BHHRERTE CH 2 4 Vg & 4 V HERE L, BN ORGSEIENTEE DK 5~10%%
HOTW3 [94], LA FT 4 7 2ZBRIC X 34 ViEERE, BXOA VEEBORI1ZT
R —=Y ZAZFERL, 4 VBBIIA A v RICEERZ 52 5F I >TF Y 7 AN
BIG L T2 [REERHRE SN T B2, ZoEENICEL TIRERICIET DA > Tk
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[94], K o3I SERERGE 13 ) R HEFFMERIG R~ AcimL [95], 4 V&R
UIBRARERIERE IC B TN L Tz [96], X5, FICHIESHT IV BMOREED» L
ERINDA VERIBEE A Y FEIEIX, 2V N7 ERE~—H—ThrEEZLNTWDS
[97], DSS #5451 & b 380 L 7= Feffrh o 73 IR 1E, Control ¥ L U OE #f D €' 4
VIR (%200 35 X 08 1823 g/kg) DAIEEET 3 JHECH B L EZ biLE, OWIETH,
Control+DSS #f &l L <, OE ffic X W #Efifo 4 VEgEE & 1 V EREEOSHE Ll
i % J8/) X ¢ 72 (Fig.2-4A,C), T DHRIE, DSSIC X 3 RIGR L & v 328 DML % Hu
W ZAREMLTWEHEEZRRL TV,

N D a ZEEDE L wild id DSS 8~y 2 cili&E I ncws [98], LaL,
Control +DSS # 1%, Control FE& ILELL T, &\ a %kt (Chao-1 #E & F X UF Simpson
16t %/~ L7-(Fig.2-5A, B), T DKL, DSS #51C X 218 5fETH % Firmicutes D
WY, Bacteroidetes [, Proteobacteria [, I X Of Deferribacteres [ DFHE L D B0 23R
KTdh 2 A[REMERE 2 bbb, PC1-PC3 T B L kDGR (Fig.2-5D) X, OE+DSS ##
23 Control+ DSS #2> L3 L T2 2 Z & ZEAREICR LT 3 4HUER = ¥ X D fFEH 1T DSS
WX 2HEFEPOMBEE~DHELWILI DT LI TE b o728, FEEFOMEE %
LT ARIEREONSE, 2Nb5DZ &1, Control+DSS #f & il LT, OE+DSS #58
JBL <A DUFE T DM IR RIS L 722 LR RE LT3,

#HOMEEE X7 v vt vIBOMMEK X, DSS FHEMW KR O EAEE OIEEEs X O}
(7% Bifidobacterium, Mucispirillum, ¥ X O Lactobacillus DT7{E&E (p<0.01) & 5 < fHBEY
LTz, P OEHIENIRO &2 T/, MK RIGROBEEL LBEELTWw5,
no OEEIENE (R 7ot v IBNMEC X > cEgEIns [99],
Bifidobacterium FEIINFFRIEF IC KB ONEE % 4K S % [100]—F T, Lactobacillus J& 13K
BEO7u A VgL YEORMAE KT 5 [101], BERE & 7w vt v B0 M 2 iR A
iz, ©7 4 XA & BRI RH ORI ICBE L Tw 2 iTREMN2 5 %,

HUEAN T~ X Ofe0 1%, Rgnavus © X 5 G HEMEA ORI DA% 6 7z,
R.gnavus \ZIGHIROKMICa v = =% L, £ TLF VIEHDO O TARRE AR L L
THIFL w3 [102], KB RMEEZ S —7 v > v 75t Tld, IBD EFIIEHE AL
# L C R.gnavus DRERILE B E W EfE I N T3 [103], @E, 5 AD Rgnavus
DN FE E OB 1T 0.1% A1 72 23, IBD B#H 0 —3 Tl PR I —Riic LR 32
TEPMEINT WD [104], DSS 3#EHd D Rgnavus %N & 2 25, HIBEA T £ 2
X o THMEMz T\ (Fig2-6L), 2D &hb6, HIBALF 21X, Rgnavusm & OH
FHIF N 2 FEIRICE Y, SUERBRE P CTZ 20REMERH 2 2 L ZRKB L T
5, 7272 L, TORFBUCEAL TIXFE RFE B E CH 5, BIFE, > 2 — F U — F 16SrRNA
TvF)ave—rvRAEFEHLT, ML CHlEOIEME ARG 253 5 & I3 R
Th b,

FRUEN T % R34 il TR S N Tw b DT, DSS Ik 2 2ERBROEN % D 72
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BL7EEDERET2HIH L, PRLZAZESEL T, 8 1 BEFEEKICZY) a—7
VABF bR B, HUATE XIIE 32,5 g/100 g DY a—F v REEN S, BEEAK
7)) a—r viBNPEEOEHEIEMEBEOELEZZE LML EBmEINTHDE, T
i, B Bifidobacterium & Lactobacillus 12 ¥ 2 BV EKTH 3 u[ge:rnH 5 [63],
FRECOERE LTy Y AT oD, HIEATF Al 55g/100gD0x v Y v
BEENTWDE, 2V Vi, DSSICX 3 RIBERDOTFIIZIRYH % [105], £/, 2V I v
BRBICEZRGIEIL, BRNOLA PPy vy 7y a iGN ) TEEET S 2 EpRE SN
TWw3 [84], SZRIIKGROTFIZIRE b 72 b THIEN T 3 Ah O s %2 FiE 3 2 FH 4
LCTHD, ZDRICIE, DSS FERGRET AT A 2HVHIER T X 2 b0 7Y a—
FrveRry ) vOERZMEEBLETH B,

iR = % 2 3 FAEF O M BENENEE B L K02 b, BEMNME 2 o fil{# 28 <,
DSS 12 X 2 aEBRIIRGR I T 2 R#ENRE D726 Lz, TNODMRD L, St
SRR R DN 51T 2 HIEAN = £ 2 ORFE R OBfE, FEREM RS2 DHIH B X U5
FICETIRBELED 2O LT,
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F3E EBUABRET L~ Y RIS T 2 HIER T 2 EBINOHE

H2EICHE W CHIEN T ¥ 2 BHUC X 2 8RB R ET v~ T ZDIEREM A 5 6 1172,
Lo L7, IBD BEICE T 3 KIGRAERIL, HRLEREEVRTEBEEETH 2D
AW, BERBRET AT R, BRETLLLTHEVEL TRWI LARBIND,
L7ed3o T, X OERRFNCHELIL iR Z 2T 27 V2T % 251, DSS KRG IC
L2~y 2B ARGREE RIS 2L L Lz, 4 Bl C57BL/6] = 7 21 AIN93G

(Control &) XU AIN93G iC 5.0% (w/w) HUEHN T X 227/ L 7280k 28 L, <
v ARG Lz, %5622 HE» S, #oke LT 2.5%DSS Kigik % 5 HiE, % 0%z
®K%Z 5 Hifl5 272, T DSS & ZA#/KOE itk 5 % 3 Bl VR L, 1810525k K%
RERI S, HIEA T * X3 DSS o KIE#RSGIC X 2REOHRD, IMHEER, KEBROM
i, PRIEE S O, #iloREiRG s X CEPREEIENRRE O Z B L 72, T2
L i &zl ~7z & 25, DSS O RIEZES ITMEHREDLRIELIET T+ Twiz2s,
WEN T ¥ 2513 2 OSRRIE T 2 AL Tz, MEEORRZTHR/zL 25, BlEoHE
B RIGR 2B X 472~ 7 2 TlZ, IBD FIE & DE#E 254 X 11T > B Proteobacteria [
& Enterococcus J&DWERILEDEIML T 7223, HIBER T X X051 2 b oEn% %
ML Tz, ThHDZ &b, HIEAT * 2OEIUL, & @ IBD I X i WIBHERRE;
RETIAITRALENTDH, ZOEEREENCTE 2 LE X LN,
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3-1. [FE

F2HETIBD £E7 4~ 7 RCEWTHIEA T £ 21 X 2 KIBRENEL R Sr-, L
2> L7285, IBD BEORRITHARME OISR TH 2w 21, AtEEBRRELL <
YAETNITE FIBDET AL LCHEYIZRET VLRI, Lo T, DSS KIE
50 X 21 MEBRKIBER <Y 2T A S [106,107] , 18ME X AW KE
ROMET VEHWS Z &%, KEBRICNT 24BN % 2 DR R % CiFICH S 223
)X CTEBEDHDLILETHD, XoTDSS KEKGICX2EWERIREL~Y ZET L
T, RGZAER GEE A ol 3 % R SRR ) 1< 3 2 HIERN = * 2 0% %
FREE L 72,

3-2. FEBRITE L MR
3-2-1. HHUER = ¥ 2 0 L & e FHAK
C.gigas 7> b DYHWERN = ¥ 2 Ol & Z o R ML, 2 1 Ficsddk [108],

3-2-2. BHFEER

ARFERRIIPAPE R FEN TR T B X DGR A Z T CEML 7z (RAFS 1918), AEH T v
FHRA v Mk DSS &5 %FiG L 72fkE (BW) &L T, 20%M LofkE (BW) oEd
ELTRHEL 7=,

AIN-93G [55]ic o EEB oMK Z /R L Tk Y, FEOHKILY (645g/kg), & v -3
B (200¢g/kg), REMI(70g/kg). LT b Y v 4 (4.12¢g/kg), T E TOHFE [109,
65, 108] T N T2 X Hic, HIERTF REEE 5.0 % (w/w) IKEELZ, =7 A&
iF, BB — Y (cat KN-60105-T; 5 HEUERT, #X, HA) THEL, KEeEHRE
FHMBICENRcE 227 a v ZoffECHE L7,

zZTlk, HRzZ Rz vy —H St DA L 72 4 BiikE C57BL/6] ~v A% {HF L
7= (§hd, HAR), ~v 2 FBEEKFZOfB R IR AL, Control 8% 7 HES 2, NE{L L
2o = AL, FEHRENRFEZICR S X 52 3HICH 7~ (Control [n=6], Control+ DSS
[n=8], OE+DSS [n=8], Control 3 X T Control+ DSS #£ic i3 Control % 5 %, OE
+DSSHICIFOE %2 5. 272, B L /KOEINE L AHEIZ2 HIZ & ICHlEL 72,

1B FERI R 281, JefTitge [107] %#5#F 1 Fig.3-1 IWRT A7 Y a— I THEML
726
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Figure 3-1. Schematic diagram illustrating the induction of chronic experimental colitis

symptoms. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract.

3 #HE D Control BfneH#E, DSS %45 L CEMERINKEGRZFR L2, vV RIC
2.0 %(w/w) DSS (MP Biomedicals, Irvine,CA,USA)IAK % 5 HE#% 5. L 724, K¥/Kk#% 5
HREEE L7ze 2OH A4 7 0% 30§D IR L 7z, Disease activity index (DAI) 227 [70]
X, 0 HHZ2S 30 HRE, 2 HZ & I24H7 10:00 ICEHG L 72, NERZ Y FRA v MIgEkY
TE5T R FIWdo T,

30 HHICE = YR T —VICK o 72 B2 RN L 72, FFHERFEHT T, AV I7rTF vtk
JBRI T CERIML (9:00~12:00) L, @724 Y 707 VIRAIC X Y REFLZFHL 72, MG
1%, I# % 2,000 % g, 15 53fEbE.OorHE L <17z s, THhE, B, B E P E e RshHm,
W, s, filGzREH L, BEREZHEL 2. #EoR T SMUEL 2, =AiGEz m B R
HoKCHei L CREBBINE Y % R L, Gene Keeper RNA & DNA & ELIAHR (cat. 319-08901;
=y Ry y—vikAatt, F15, HA) S L OHBEEH D 10%+F 1< Y Y IERICRAEL 72

EL7 4 v AU, KPR, HA)., efTHERERIC, iz~~~ b Yoty

(HE) %L C, RAEHEER, RAEFGERE, ML oA, REafEzxarl
7= [108, 71],

3-2-3. MiFAEALFEI N T A — 2 —Dahr

MR VI BE(TP), TA 7 IV (Ab), TANZ X VBT I/ 7V A7 =7 —+¥(AST),
TI=VTI VA7 27 —% (ALT), 2L T FvHkRkFF—+ (CPK), AT &
Fresd—+ (LDH), R#EZE# (BUN), 2L 7F=v (Cr), Y27 Yx)F (TG), &
21 271 — L (T-chol), EHE) HL v <rEalL 27a—1 (HDL), Y Vg8 (PL)
i, AR (R, BA) otk L 7=,

3-2-4. BIET-FEIRHT
KIGHEDNES SN F-a (Tof) a, A v&2—uaAxy (II) 14, IL6 DFBE L~
i, EATHHIED iR U 7 €8 PCRIC X » THIE L 72 [110],
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3-2-5. #h o FHEENRIEE D 73
#rh QNG IGEE DAL L, TR B A7 a9 74 —7 L — 4
A A Atktes (GC-2014, EaE#ERT, HE, HA) 2HWTHE L= [72],

3-2-6.16S fRNA 7 v 7'V =2 v FFl| D figthit

Control F£, Control+DSS #, OE+DSSFEEOKENL O TV X LI 6 DDHY v T %%
L, Total DNA # ISOSPIN Fecal DNA (cat.315-08621;= v iF v ¥ — VY HEREH) # v
THIHI L 72, M AR & k) 1, JefTifse [108]icHE L <, KRy —7 v ¥
— IonPGM™ Workflow (Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc.,) Z{HH L 7= 16S rfRNA 7 v 7V
IV =TV RIC K o THNT L 72, B-Z kM & BB HIB 2 HT (LDA) D)9 4 X (LEfSe)
[56]i%, ClustVis https://biit.cs.ut.ee/clustvis/ (2022 4 4 A 12 HICT 7k R) &
Galaxy (http:// huttenhower.sph.harvard.edu/galaxy/(2022 4 4 H 13 HIZ 7 7 & &),

3-2-7. fratius

20 N7 EM T FHE AR C/R L7z, Control & Control+DSS #EffHl, X O
Control+DSS & OE+DSS B CHEEZHM N7z, XTI XA PV v 7 BLU /) v XT3 A}
Vw75 —201%, —JeBEE D EUT.IC, Holm-Sidak % & HiKHE 5 X OF Kruskal-Wallis
BRE ISHEV T, RAIED Dunn #7E Z W CHEEEHI OB EE % K 72, Riff7E <, Control
#E L OE+DSS B I3 FhE L CTvin v, ZAUHERIC 2 20 ER (DSS %5 & OF
HED) 3B 0, b 2 DO E L CTHEVCOHER DAL 2L bRz dTH 5,
p fE<0.01, pfE<0.05 FMAICHEEENRH S L B L, 0.05<p {E<0.10 I HA I fER
BHbERR LT, 7—200E, iMac (Mid 2014, Applelnc., KEAH Y 7+ =TI 7
»XF— /) © GraphPad Prism V7 b7 =7 (=33 v 7.0d; GraphPad ¥ 7 + v = 7,
KEAV ZA4=TMF v T4 x2) ZEHLTCEBL -,

3-3. R
3-3-1. K7 A—2%—, RIGORZ

AL 2R s » T, BRI o E L HKE, B X O DSS %5 #EH o DSS B’
B/KBICHEEZ IR E NG > 72 (Table.3-1),
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Table.3-1 Growth parameters.

Experimental groups

Control Control + DSS OE + DSS
Growth parameters
Food intake (g/day) 295 = 002 293 * 0.07 287 == 0.03
Water intake (g/day) 582 + 013 658 £ 013 6.62 = 0.10
DSS solution intake (g/day) - 733 = 0.14 724 =  0.10

Results are presented as mean £ standard error of the mean (n = 6 for the control group and
n=8 for the control + DSS and OE + DSS groups). DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster

extract.

Fig 3-2 1%, BWEBRNABROELREE (RELEL, Kok, BiRomEEE{) ZRL
7z. DSS #4514 (Control+DSS ¥ X t* OE+DSS £f), #h&EZ(Iz 6 HHICHA L, 20
I L T o7z, DSS HGRICHRE D ZAIZ 70> o 72, KGR D F#E & iR E & o3
BiZ, DSS FFRIERG R O EIEEDOIEE e LI L 7= [74], DSS #5132 hd 2 o Dif
EICTRIBR B2 JIE L, HIER T ¥ 213 2 h b 0 B % KIEICkEM L 72 (Fig.3-2C,D),
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Figure 3-2. Indicators of chronic experimental colitis severity induced by dextran sulfate
sodium(DSS). (A) Changes in body weight (BW). (B) Representative colon images. (C,D)
Colon length and relative spleen weight in mice at day 30 after DSS administration. Results
are presented as the mean * standard error of the mean (n = 6 for the control group and n
= 8 for groups the control + DSS and oyster extract (OE) + DSS groups). ** p < 0.01 and #
p < 0.05.

AT, DSS &5 3AFNE, NME, B, B X OKIGOHENERICHEL 5.2 7223, Blds
X OB E B o BRI EEICHE L o 72 (Fig.3-3), lfas®E & (%, Control+DSS
¢ OE+DSS#HEICTHEZ IR N 272,
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Figure 3-3. Relative weights of organs. Relative weights of (A) liver, (B) kidney, (C) perirenal
white adipose tissue (WAT), (D) small intestine, (E) cecum, and (F) colon on day 30 of
dextran sulfate sodium (DSS) administration. The weights of the small intestine, cecum, and
colon includes their contents. Results are presented as mean *+ standard error of the mean (n
= 6 for the control group and n = 8 for groups the control + DSS and oyster extract (OE) +
DSS groups). * p < 0.05 and ** p < 0.01. OE, oyster extract.

3-3-2. DAl X =27

Fig.3-4 1%, (AERED, Hrholil, Hoffix, 3L DAl 2a70Z{LExR L7, DSS
BHRETIE, 2 HE2 LR oM, Hofis, DAI 227 oma R shi (Fig.3-4B-
D) & b, (KEFD, HolliE, fHholiig, & X DAl 2 a7 o Tk (AUC) i,
Control+DSS # T Control £ X b $ HE &% - 7= (Fig.3-4E-H), OE+DSS #£1% Control
+DSSFEL LB L <, 16 HH O A = 7 23E B IC{K 2> » 7= (Fig.3-4B), 7272 L, OE
+DSS #f1% Control +DSS # & Hig L €, AUC IcHFER#2IZR >N s -7 (Fig.3-4E-
H),
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Figure 3-4. Disease activity index (DAI) scores. (A-D) Changes in body weight (BW) loss,
blood in the stool, stool consistency, and DAI score during dextran sulfate sodium (DSS)
administration. DAI score is the sum of BW loss, blood in the stool, and stool consistency
scores. (E-H) Area under the curve (AUC) of BW loss, blood in the stool, stool consistency,
and DAI score during DSS administration. Results are presented as the mean =+ standard
error of the mean (n = 6 for the control group and n = 8 for groups the control + DSS and

oyster extract (OE) + DSS groups). * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, and # p < 0.05.

3-3-3. ikt
MEACFEANTRA—R— BERVNIE, TATIY, 772V T I VSV RT 2 T—
¥, VLT FVERAFFF—x, AMBUKERR, KRER ZvT7F=v, tV 7YY
R, #aLrzxra—n, BEEYVRZy A A2EalLxra—L, 3L VIEE)ICEWT,
BHEICEEZIIR 5N o7 (Table3-2.),
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Table 3-2. Serum biochemical parameters.

Experimental groups

Control Control + DSS OE + DSS
Total protein (g/dL) 442 + 0.08 44 + 01 4.31 + 012
Albumin (g/dL) 243 = 0.14 24 + 0.08 2.3 + 011
AST (IU/L) 368 + 13 384 + 2 37.1 + 13
ALT (IU/L) 10 + 09 119 <+ 07 11 + 07
LDH (IU/L) 187 + 5 187 + 4 171 + 11
CPK (IU/L) 322 + 45 385 + 47 31.8 + 19
Urea nitrogen (mg/dL) 282 £ 1 29 + 12 27.5 + 1.8
Creatinin (g/dL) 014 =+ 0.01 013 + 0.01 014 = 0.01
Triglyceride (mg/dL) 417 = 76 58.3 + 73 61.4 + 116
Phospholipids (mg/dL) 266 + 6 267 + 6 249 + 6
Total cholesterol (mg/dL) 117+ 4 114 + 4 110 + 4
HDL-cholesterol (mg/dL) 933 =+ 18 87.9 + 37 84.3 + 28

Results are presented as mean =+ standard error of the mean (n = 6 for the control group and
n = 8 for the control + DSS and OE + DSS groups). DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster

extract.
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3-3-4. KI5 PR AH A%

Figure.3-5 1%, KEGHMBIEAR ORI O X a2 711F %2R L 72, DSS #4512, Kl
ko FAARRER A IR(S (RAEERERE, SAEVGERE, K LR oA, REBEERE) 288
L Cw7= (Figure.3-5B-E), —/ T, OE+DSS £iZ Control+DSS #f & bk L <, KL
KOMAEER a7 B3EEICEML Tz (p=0.03, Fig.3-5D),

(A)

Control

Control+ DSS

OE + DSS
A F

(E)

Inflam m ation

Cryptdamage

*

*k

Regeneration

o

#

Score

Extent

*%

Control  Control OE
+DSS  +DSS

Control  Control OE
+DSS  +DSS

Control  Control OE
+DSS  +DSsS

Control  Control OE
+DSS  +DSsS

Figure 3-5. Histopathological grading of colonic tissue. (A) Representative histopathological
sections (scale bar = 250 pm [10 X ]). (B-E) Histopathological grading scores of inflammation,
crypt damage, regeneration, and extent in colonic tissues at day 30 after dextran sulfate
sodium (DSS) administration. Results are presented as the mean * standard error of the
mean (n = 6 for the control group and n = 8 for groups the control + DSS and oyster extract

(OE) + DSS groups). ** p < 0.01 and # p < 0.05.
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3-3-5. KK O 5T FIH

Fig.3-6 |3, Tnfa, N15, II6 ® mRNA 5B % R L7, DSS 051 XY TofaDFEH
RIEICE N L 7= (Fig.3-6A), x{HARIC, OE+DSSBED 114, 1l6 5 X O Tnfa DRI
13, Control+DSS BEOFRILL ~ 4 & G AL S s h o 72,
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Figure 3-6. Expression levels of inflammation-related genes in colonic mucosa. (A-C)
Expression levels of tumor necrosis factor (7nf) e, interleukin (/) 14, and 1/ 6 in the
colonic mucosa at day 30 after dextran sulfate sodium (DSS) administration. Results are
presented as the mean * standard error of the mean (n= 6 for the control group and n = 8

for groups the control + DSS and oyster extract (OE) + DSS groups) . * p < 0.05.

46



3-3-6. B BRI

Fig.3-7 1, 3Erh oM BIENiRER & R 2R LT 2, DSSEGIC L Y, 3o siis
Wed X O 2 OISR (BERE, 7w vt v, 4 VEEE BEE A Y EHERR) SEE
L (Fig.3-7A, B), #PoHFHBHMAHE IS L7z (Fig.3-70), #H ok
Mg &%, Control+DSS & bk L ¢, OE+DSS B iKW M2’ &7z (p=0.07, Fig.3-
7A),
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Figure 3-7. Fecal short-chain fatty acids (SCFA) compositions. (A,B) Fecal individual and
total SCFA contents. (C) Fecal relative content of SCFA. Results are presented as the mean
+ standard error of the mean (n = 6 for the control group and n = 8 for groups the control

+ dextran sulfate sodium (DSS) and oyster extract (OE) + DSS groups). * p < 0.05, ** p <
0.01, and # p < 0.05.
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3-3-7. FrpiliE#&

Fig. 3-8 13 F il # o fid & 2R 37, HRELACH D G5TE¢ 4 0L Y %1 Control : 179,787
118,479, Control+DSS : 187,456 £20,677, OE+DSS : 161,965£26,451, y—%€7 4 v &
Y —HAZVT 4 T4y DA F VLR —& =1 X 20 % EfE, FHEFcAEEERRD
N o7, GR7ac % Control : 110,369+ 17,423, Control+DSS : 118,994+ 17,998,
OE+DSS : 105,498+20,893 Chao-1 f&¥iz, Bl cHEAZLITR SN -7z (Fig3-
8A), OF BiZ, DSS #:5-1C X » T L 72 Simpson 550 % [Rl1{E 3 2 M 28 B & 17 (Fig.3-
8B), DSS #5-13#Eh ofllE = D PCA 2 &L €72, ML~ nicEB T, Control+DSS #f
IZ Control f & H#Z L T, Proteobacteria PO R 2351 L T > 7= (Fig.3-8D) , OE+DSS
Bl Control+DSS # & [L#g L T, Bacteroidetes "D RE R L3R 25 B ICHE N L <\ 7= (Fig.3-
S8E)., L <rickBwTix, DSS #5131 HZIC Bifidobacterium, |[Ruminococcus],
Ruminococcus 736 BT L T\~ 72 (Fig.3-8H-]), Enterococcus 73¥EHN L 7= (Fig.3-8K),
OE+DSS #£ix Control+DSS #f & bk L € Ruminococcus J&736 B (Fig.3-8]),
Bacteroides J&»3¥EE[A1 72 - 72 (Fig.3-8G).,
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Figure 3-8. Microbiota community (structure and composition). (A)Chao-1 index. (B)
Simpson index. (C) Principal component analysis of the bacterial genus community. (D,E,G—
K) Relative abundance of each bacteria. (F) Firmicutes/Bacteroidetes (F/B) ratio. Results are
presented as the mean *+ standard error of the mean (n = 6 for all groups). * p < 0.05, ** p

< 0.01, # p < 0.05, and ## p < 0.01. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract.
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b: Bifidobacteriaceae
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Figure 3-9. Comparisons of fecal microbiota using the linear discriminant analysis effect size

analysis.(A) Results. (B) Cladogram. Parameters: linear discriminant analysis scores logio >

3 and p < 0.05. DSS, dextran sulfate sodium; OE, oyster extract.
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3-4. E

BIERIRIGRIEIC T 2HIEN T * X O 2 REET 27291, DSS RIEHKEGIC X T
FEINE=T AT ZREHWC, KIBRIER, BNHESE, M8 Z <72, Ko
FRRIREL A EHIT (Fig.3-5A) <TlE, @M ARBRET Vv~ v 2 DR T H 5 BEMAL 0 M
[107] 35 X CRATINICHEE L 72 Kl [106] 238152 & 7z, DSS o KE# G-I X 2 18R ERT
KERET L~ 213, AFRORRA» LRI N L) CEHR LKL I N L %
T~ L7z Control+DSS #f & F#k L€, OE+DSS #:13, KBEBomEhE, FBlKEE o, #
Jos D RS ER A R 2 7 CREJES L Be o #42), DAI 0l H 0 —>C¢dH 2 il 2 2 7
25 Dayl6 I35 W THRRI L T\ 7z, 58 2 31T, HIBN =  RiGEH2S DSS %512 X » CHE
INEAUKRBRET A~ ACWENRLDH 22 &2 WE L7z [108], 25 1d, HUEA
T ¥ RHGEED DSS 51 X o TFE I Wz 2B L MEHo RN KGR 2 XET S &
ZRLTW5,

—77, FRUERN T RAGEH I ARG SRR O EAEE OB D 1 O Th 5 KIGHE O %R E
BRI E R G 2 s h o> 7= (Fig.3-6), DSS FFERGLED A =X L 1xHE VA
bITwiawna, BE EEMEoRE & KEEYE GRSz oR#Y 7% L) 2 HIETE I
B L 72 WTHEE S E 2 b T w3 [111], FHEER T % 2 1E, BN O BIEMEYE 23 F R I
JEBBA IR SN T IR R W ATREME DS RIBR I N B, — 5 C, KIGRAEIR O BEAERE o B 72 45
1 2 PG E R OBANE, HIEAT X XX > CTEEICEY I (Fig.3-2D), DSS #%
EMEMRBRET A~ 2 TR, BIIZEL 2480 DSS 28 igic Aoz 2o [112],
DSS Ik o CHHFBEINZ RIFICE IMROEREZEMEI L 5 LE2bN 5, HIERNLT* X
DIGERIINGE N ) THBEZMERE L, DSS EiE%HEL, MIKEROWMAMHIL T2 L
Ezbond, BEANY THEREOHRFFICET 2HIEAT F ROMELHL 21T 51T,
claudin, occludin, zonulaoccluden e DGO XA b v v 7 a v R AN7EHEOFEL,
BLXUOFITCZ7_AV LT XA 7 VoIt T2 0E N D 5, I, HIERNT
* 2 DAGEHIX KIGHE LR OFAE R 2 7oK T LBE L <\ (Fig.3-5D). W5 LRl
BRI A v 2 ) VERRERT 1 [113]5 X P EERERT [114]2&0RERT 1%, FEM
faOFAZEMEET 2 2 2O TV S, RIEOWZE T, MHTEEIC X 2 RE@RE G £ v
SNy EIBEZHEMES (TGRS) OIEHALAGE R OFAEZMHEL, R Y 7 oRIEICEH
GlLTwazepmtiancws [115] R RicEET N2 27 ) Vi, BIGOHET
BRRH A 2L X B 2 e i e hTe Y [116], ZDZ{LIZ TGRS ZiEM b L, LRl
M oA % (EE3 2 vREED B 5,

IBD DJfiR I3 CTH 2 23, BN & RBEY 02 ix, IBD OJFKICB#ES % &
QEELFERO—2TH 3 [117,89] . 2D Z hb, HAIFEEAGELAET LY XICE
i 2 3P E L BN N 3 2 HIBR = X R 0B AR L RHNE L, BE
g, 7ovd vk, BEEERE OB RGN O EBIIEE X, BNMTREEC X 28 L4
BB LR v ORI L > TEKE N, BNREOMRFICEE R EEH % H- LT

51



5 [118], L ToOWFETIE, DSSFHERER ~ 7 DKk X O3 rh o J5 IRk &
DA T 5 eI N T3 [90], —/C, Control+DSS #f 0 3 o 75 F BB
E 1% Control #f & el L <ML Tw7- (Fig.3-7AB), Th ¥ TORfFEIcE T, IBD &
TR O R HNEHIE O PN & RO T 2R3 2 LA T Tw 3 [76,109], BHICHE
B KBRET V=Y ZDFFEICHH I T3 [93] .

BHERGRET IV~ A OEIEEOFREE & #ffh o SCFA &H & O I 138 BB R 23
AOLNTWE, ZNFFE2EDZURBRET L~Y R EFRIKOMEREZRL T3 [108],
Lo T, BERBRET v~y RICE T 2 #EPFEES X U SCFA A 8D LRI
KIGHERERRE ICBE L T 2 A[REME 2 ® 5, Control+DSS #f & ik L €, FEhofFiEs X
e SCFA & H &K T 3 223 A b L7z (Fig.3-7A,B), HIER T ¥ R X 2 #h 4
HIEMRE KT X, BERERAET VOEEEOEMEZRL T, MELROHAR

(Fig.3-5D) & KGR 0% (Fig.3-2C) OFEMIC X - T, KIGHREZ EHL X ¢z LI
£ 2 HEHIEMIBEOWINICEHT 5 LT3 LRI g, 2o OFFRIE, HUEA = F 2 HI:
DSS #5-@ 3 BlO KIEH 51 X > CIFE I N EREERER ZUE T L 2R LT
W5,

Control #f & iR L T, Control+DSS FHIC B W T, RO FEHIE WA L T \nwi-, — T,
BN ¥ R IHFEBEOM AR 5z (Fig.3-7TA,C), HfTHFRICE VT, €421V B
D—HETHD=aF 7 I 2, DSS FEEERLRET V=T 2D KENEYHOEE
BEOWWAD ZEE L7 2 LG I nTw 3 [119], fho FERIGHAENTE & 13220, K5

ICB ) B EEEEO A A BEAEIX X < o Ty, —IEROMTERE TH 2 2%, HEREIT
Wi ERIE O EZ RE L [120], & X b YIRT 2 FAALEER ZHET 2 2 Lic XY, Kb
ROFRIEZMZ B L BWMEINT WS [121], ¥ i, EROEERE  Turicibacter DI1E
EEDOBNICIT B VHBERGR YR H o 7, IEDOWITEIC X 2 &, Turicibacter D 5 5,
Turicibacter bilis 1375 508 % 45K C & % 23, Turicibacter sanguinis (3K T & 72\ 2 & 234
Hanctwsg [122], HEOHIE T, 16SIRNA T v 7 ) avy—7 v AL, W 2hD
HE CRREIETE 32, Turicibacter DA, BL XA ETCLOREIETERLo77, 5B 25
BT 22MRER~ Y ZET VICHIBEA T ¥ R 2R L 7256, BhoHEBRICER
PRI RO Do 72, HUERN = F ZFGEHIC X 2 Erh o R OB, FIRERR D
STORKTH Y, Turicibacter I HIEDFEAICEEG L T 2 A[ReED H 5,

IBD &#& [123]5 L UREGLET v=v 2 [106]1F, BNHIER D a ZEIEDIET 2524
bi 5, Chao-1 & Simpson f5tE (XN E#E O HEEE, OB E X L —Hoffartbe
ZRLTw3 [76] ., DSS 51 Simpson R & WA L 72, —77, ControH-DSSﬁc‘:ﬂiﬁfi
L C, OE+DSS B o Simpson FEEUTHANEIAI A3 A b7 (p=0.06, Fig.7B), I,
BN~ ¥ 2 g IE, EH <7 X (Control #f) | ul_b’ﬁﬂP/f*HI%@’f%)ﬂZ@{@ﬁ#El’ozht
(Fig.7C), 14 7L KR [124] oz v D=7 F F [125] %4 E OO BHEIICENTD,
DSS #&51C X o TR T L 2GR O S Bk 2 G532 S L A vt 5, HIER T
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FAHFERRICDSS & GIC L > THEL Lz a, BHEMRMELZUGET 2 [REMESRB I NS,

bz, RKiFLETAL~T 2 [126]% X O IBD ## [127]Tld, Verrucomicrobia &
Proteobacteria DI LE OB A X LT\ %, DSS O 5.1, Proteobacteria ['173 &
itz (Fig.3-9), HEMHE LML Tv7z (Fig.3-8D), LA L7&ds5, OE+DSS#ET
% Control+DSS £ & ik L THERZIZRA 572> 72, Verrucomicrobia 1%, Afiff5t
TEA XN 16SRNA 7V 7 ) avy—7 v ATEBIHTE &d o7, OE+DSS BT
X, F/B LK TR o7z, F/B IO RIEDIEEL L Tl 45, Control+DSS
B X b 3 Bacteroidetes DR LK 2 E 728, F/B LK T 234 617z (Fig.3-8E,F), &
DOFEHRIT, B2EOAMAKER Y ZAETALOME L —E L T/ [108], F/B iz DSS
BHERKGRET A~y ZTREMAALNS [128]2%, KiFFEIcE 1T 5 F/B it DSS 0%
HOEMIC»2b b TEABEL Wi d o7z, HIERNT ¥ X% N L7 F/B ok 23 DSS
NIRRT RIGR DFIEZINHIS 2 22 & 5 21 AHTH 5,

AT Tix, DSS &% 51 X 21E8MERERET v~ RICE T Bifidobacterium,
[ Ruminococcus], % X U8 Ruminococcus DR ILEOWA R 6 7= (Fig.3-8H-]), D
BRIE, hEcomdlRkic DSS#ERBRET v~ ZOMEERE ORMELRL
TWw3 [129, 130], DSS #%5-i1C X » T L 7= Bifidobacterium DGR IZILEZ Y 7 —
NMEEG Z o Te= Y ATHML 2R3 8HE s hTw3 [131]25, HIEAT ¥ X OfGEHT
T 7 4 XA R RN T X 2 d > 72, OE+DSS 8D Ruminococcus DR LR
i% Control +DSS#E X » b & H > 72 (Fig.3-8]), & &1C, Ruminococcus DGR L & 8%
KE%RET Vv~ v ADFEEE L OMNICIZRCHHBIRIR A3 A b iz, Ruminococcus (37" 7 L5
TERTH Y, BV & S M E 2 &L 32 itk b, R COBBRAEEICKE CFHF
HLTw3 [132], L2 L, $UEN = ¥ 2 Of5EHE, FEEF OREIEE & o2 rn R sn
77> o 7= (Fig.3-7A,C), —J5C, Enterococcus ¥ IBD OFPIRFIE % FHE T 2 n[pEMED H
[133], Enterococcus\Z X > THE I N/ T FF—F¥iL, 7u7 7 —EiEHZEE2 %2
WEALT 22 eick by, BE LK EBIET 2 REESTRB I TS [134], X 51,
Enterococcus DX, #\» IBD HEOEIEE & EOMHBERHE S <Tw3 [135], DSS
$t51% Enterococcus DRERRILHE % BN & ¥ 7= (Fig.3-8K) Dk L, HUEA T 2 DG
¥ Control + DSS #f & [L#g L C Enterococcus DRERK LK % /A0 X & 2 {HEI D A O L7z

(p=0.07, Fig.3-8K), Z DifFEDfER L, Ruminococcus & Enterococcus %* DSS #8181

KBRET AT R EDEIICHEL TV %2 RTTET Vv ARBEOLATHAY, &
DOFERIIF 2EZ0AMKRBER~ Y ZRETFT VD Enterococcus DRERHLEZE DA & —E L Tw»
7= [108], #WEA T ¥ 21X Ruminococcus B X 8 Enterococcus DAL IEMERIG K O kE
WCHEREEDR D 5 LB I NG,

KIGRINFNEN R Z b 7 o THIEAN T F RO FHETITFFETE T, 18, 28
FERICZ Y a =7 v BMERICE T o, HIERNTZ Y RpD ) a—F v REtEET L
TIHLEERICMED S 5 L 2B L T b (AW, MR KREELT—%), 7V a—7rv
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OB HIEMEEEZZ L WME ¢, EHENOMESEZSGE L2 L AmE I T
w3 [63], —/4T, DSS#FHEM AL R EZWET 227 ) vicswTh, HIERNTF 2fiC
GFNTn3 (55g/100g) [105], & 51, IBD & OBEAHE SN T 2 Highic s\ T
b [45], #HUERN = 2 (37.7mg/100g) BEFICEHEIN TV, ZDZ e h b, HIEA
I ¥ AAGEHIC X 2 KIGRITHEIRNR 1L, B—RIGER L w2 o Tldzk <, HEREEO Y
BEAWICEH T EEZ LN,

HAEP T % 2 DAGEL AR #E & 3 o R BEHIEE R - R odGEIc X - T, DSS X
ERGEMERGROIEIRZ TS 5 2 L 2 EAE L7, Leoio T, HIEN T % 21, KE%
DTk L OSE I 2 REMI A LCHRIEER S EMICHERTE 2 LRI NS,
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FAE Lo

DSS ic X 2 EEERGRIHEINEE S 725 T RAMIC B U TovrEFong, <7
o, flixv=yv, PVITr7ryv, BAF (74 —"—72—), @EElLY, 2,
~7'1 (Tuna) EEE VNI HOBEGREREZEATEY, e POBME L GHEI N
T3, 72, KAHFERE LCHiffshs~2rnoBUsoEREY (8, Bk &K,
) 2> bWEEMKDEIC X Vi I =<7 F Fici, Puigfl, PoIlRE, EE, Eiiak
FHOMS], VIRIEERAAHE S hTw, BT, EEERBRET v~ Y X DIREL GE
T epMmEINTHS [83],

LA Lads, BYEEHO BAic w2~ 2 v ic i3iiitEtE 2 H 4 5 2 F Akl
(MeHg) ZAEPICERT 2 2 LA bNT WS, BT X FAKBREZ BT % LA
RA~DFERBEIND, A FVKBIIITIFO IR %8 U CRRIZICBIT L, iR -EErM
L CHICEEL CTLE 5, A FAKBRITMRERICEAL, MIREICRZE T 2L b
ICHREECHRERELT SR LTCLE ). REROFKEFORGIL A F AIKIRITHTF 5 K
ZHRE D, HBIEEEDRBTCH > T X DOHERBIINTLES, 20%k,
IR R D BEELLE R 72 A F KR A FBELL 72\ & 9 1T~ 21 7 & OFREY) D B R IR 25 44
Wiiahd 5,

ik EMEICHYE L 72HMi&Z v =Y (Persimmon-derived tannin) ZiBH 4 3 Z & C&
BHERBRET LV~ ZADREZYGET 2EIME TN T2 [136], flilko s v=v
CiE, VURRLIER, PURTEH, VIRIEFRZR SRR IRE S hTw 3, EEEX
GRET A~ T ZADFFRETIZ, fiix v =V ZIGNOBEEROREE KIEMSEIMAZ 2, L
LS, RRICHEEST 2R Y 72/ — D& v = v 38R, &5, BEo—iK
SELTEREINTVS L XL, THIED, WHLERRER, SHEEEEERCICHEMT
BHDHH, Rv=vERBEECEREICEIL 256, INEIER B E, Ezgl &3
WsErd 2 [137],

WHT I 7METHDL YT T7r VPR, PURGERIC X DV EEERERET v~
7 Z DIFEEDFERIER A HE TN T3 [138], —H T, P 7+ 77 vofREENTH 2
5-e FrFr b ) TFRxIv (ke b=v) PRBROE, FXL=VvERICKXVERIH
33-elFuFeHryLviEe3-eFudFsr XL =vid, BILX L 2OHBIAT & &
L2 EPMEINTVDE, P T LTy voRbIic X 3 RBRICHT 2R OERT I
RHTHEZZ o, BRICRERZETILELD 5,

Eoztrs, BEERBRET VYT ZDFEICHTT 2 8E I 22 DRARY)
BERZT N30, @RI G CReEEOMELZET 2 0ER D 5, FEKICHIEIC S W T
LESECHELR ERLLEORIEL S nTwd, LA Lo, HIEA T X X 34iED0 Y
REEGHE IRk ic Ttz ¥ 2L LT3 720, EEECHFREED 5 ok
BLTWw?, 204, TXAFOHESETH I2MEZHREL CTHMRBRALUTTH 5, MBI
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H#, THIEEFICEL CHMERALUTTH %, HIENT X 213 EHiLTH 5 50 i<
e LT 5208, BEEIRRO & 2 i, EXRHLICE 2MHAE» O 3R CBET 2 EK R
ARICOWTHEZ TIRE I LT,

FECDORZRY) & FIRRICHIERN = F 2 i i3filefl, PIRIEMFER A IRE SN TE Y, KER
FEAR DFERILASN S b BEERER 28 5, il 21, AFIRERESRPIA P L AERZERE S
T3, BHEOMEGERA (APAP) I X 2HFKEE A5 & Lz 7 v b CldhFigs
DINEZFAVEOKTAR LN A, HIERAL X X CTIEINVX T4 vaEOBENsRZT
b7 [139], 72, ~v2icBF3IET A a— A WHIEIFE (NASH) 1ot LT b g
WL ¥ ZDMENRRZT SN [140], IR - PTA L ZAEERTIIW {220 DB
HxhnTwg [141], FIRLERICoWT, w7 2% H i d—R— FREIC X Y 27
#fioTkY, HIERNT X205 HifPE X 28 HEKEKRGRBECHARER 2R
EERMERLTWS, MAT, BHMWA ML RICX ) RLRERZER L 2= RIS LTt
REVEH R MR L T3, $£72, W=7 A FLDEA L RAET AL (EVF—FTICX
22 b L AR HRETIE, A MLRFERKIC, APLRY—H—HFThBIMF LT
V=T FLF Y oz ifl L, DHEA i LT 380 b h - 72 [142],
T lHhb, HIEEAT F RTITRIGR OERLSMC b FFIRIREEH, A% - A b L
AMERDB B B, L7izho>T, KIBROENZ D 70T RKRAYW O T HFHICHIERN = ¥ 213
b+ OFFEEICIEIA S IR1H 5 2 L BRBI NG,

PLbE &Y, HER % 2103, BEHilE & BNlE I X 2 EEIEmRAeE s E# 2 kg d

eI Ko TalEs X MEWRIGR OHIERZRIM L 722 & 225, IBD B#F DIERIEANIC
DIRDS B R TR KRR E T 72 0 15 2 nIREMEDS H 5 & Hiffi L 7=,
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