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1.1 PSR DUVT

WFLEEODENITITR) 100 FEE, 40 JMEDRENAIEEE L TR Y | £ O A IBPHE# &
M5, Z OIS  IZEHEIE CTH 5720, KRV OREOIRICRFZESND
L TCLE D, 207D, NMEEDRETHL WD TH -7z, LnLl, MERH -
TV 5 16SIRNA (U 7R Y —ARNA) OIS E T2 & 5 851 LUV TOfif
FrdsTioiL s K 5127 o722 & T, MBI ORIE & BN R L 2otz 1, T2 &, P
Hs o —TEOAERRR LI 5 2 LS ATERIZ2 U | IBPNARER e k4 72K (R, 4R, 8],
AN LAL B O, $72E) ISR o TEBT S Z &2 2L OIEEOAEIEREDZ L)
PO L EFIBI L TV D Z L3 LMNE 725 T,

WL, K AA > (Domain) , 5 (Kingdom) | F9 (Phylum) . #f (Class) . H (Order) . F} (Family) |
J& (Genus), T (Species) DEPERTHFAI L, #IE (Bacteria) KA A %33 OFIZHITH
b, Lo, & FORGNAIE R Z IR L TV D DIE Firmicutes Y. Bacteroidetes 1,
Actinobacteria ', Proteobacteria P10 4 SOMICIETHETHY . 2D 497215 T MEPHE
HDEFRD 5B 95%LL L2 505 4, IBNHIE OO —H% Table 1.1 (5925, AWFFETH
BRSO, FHCER LA ORT (Table 1.1) CATF, ) <T@ 2059,

F7-. PR LIZEOEHIZOWNT 1.1.1 OHELIE THIRT %,
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Phylum Class Order Family Genus Species
fragilis
Bacteroidaceae Bacteroides fluxus
clarus
Bacteroidetes Bacteroidia Bacteroidales Odoribacter laneus
Oa‘on'bacteraceae ...........................................
faecihominis
copri
Prevotellaceae Prevotella ~ -rrrrreeieieies
bryantii
aureus
Bacillales Staphylococcaceae Staphylococcus| .. (%é7 i\'ﬂﬁ@) ..
epidermidis
casei
. Lactobacillus ~ ~" " e AR
Lactobacillaceae (ELEEE) acidophilus
Bacilli equi
Lactobacillales Enterococcaceae Enterococcus faecalis
Streptococcus thermophilus
Streptococcaceae (L~ F=E) mutans
difficile
Clostridiaceae Clostridium p erfnng ens """
(7> a1E)
Clostridia Clostridiales "7 R e SRR LELIEE SRR
Lachnospiraceae Dorea longicatena
Ruminococcus flavefaciens
Ruminococcaceae ...........................................
Oscillospira guilliermondii
Erysipelotrichi Erysipelotrichales Erysipelotrichaceae Allobaculum stercoricanis
Deltaproteobacteria Desulfovibrionales Desulfovibrionaceae Desulfovibrio desulfuricans
ProTeObacTerial 1Tt mh .........
Gammaproteobacteria Enterobacteriales Enterobacteriaceae Escherichia (REE)
Bifidobacteri bifidum
Actinobacteria Actinobacteridae Bifidobacteriales Bifidobacteriaceae Ifi obactenum
(E7 4 XZXE)
breve
Fusobacteria Fusobacteriia Fusobacteriales Fusobacteriaceae Fusobacterium nucleatum

%< DIFPIH

[LELES

R SAhERE CAEBHIENE  (short chain fatty acids: SCFA ) LFHINS. HiEE,

T A VR R EAT D S, HRITIERITIE SCFA IZIEE RS, AGRSCTIE

SCFA EFESE EITHRZ G0 2 & D3\, IRIT SCFA DFEABFRIZ DWW TRt 95 5, ik

HECL U AH v b aT A v LW o TZEE VDO SR IR £ CRIET S & A

HEE



RO DEEEIC &> TRAMEIZZ L a—RTE T, Zo_VEITT 2 T E THIRS
N5 6 I a—AXGNIIEOMBERZRE CELE VR~ —8OT 2 JBRITT 3 Hilin
BRI OB Z R CE L E Ui~ L0 D b FARMIZIL, 2OV E UERA TU A IBNHIEE
D3RFD SCFA PEARRIK 2% T, SCFA DSEEAES VD, Bacteroides < Desulfovibrio (3R % FEAE
THRETHLD, FHEITT BT /L CoA BIEE T IR LV EESND T, Tred
DPEEARKITES, W7 = AR LY a7 e B L, a g BEPBERICE ) e e
=)L CoA ~EEHSHL, 71 A =)L CoA DIKIMREINTT v A VRN EA SIS 2N
7 WRSERRE 8, FURSPEARBIC LV PEAE SNVIHIB AR LT 7 VI Wia A L, 72 VUi
IMEERIZE D 7 m B =L CoA ~EZEMAS L, 71 A=/ CoA MIVKRS L TT m e
VEENPEARIND T 7 ) VSRR 8, ©LE VR LITERRIC, T a— AT L) —ARE
DT A F UHENEERICL Y 7'a B4 =L CoA ~E A S, 714 =)L CoA MIKSIEE
NTT R EF VBN EARSILD T RS0 A — /UKD 3 OWMEET 5 8 £z, BIL2 5
T- DT EF IV CoA DREETUGE 7F U )b CoA ~DIRTEIUGERE T, A& HEES T —FIC
Ko THAERSPEAE SN DHRIEE ° & 72T /L CoA ZFIH L CREEAESNIZT T U )L CoA DIIKSY
il SIUTEEEED S PEA SIVDRRIKD 2 ODMHET 2 O, HUEROPEA AT EAIRHEE L ~T 10
FLERFIED 2 DOMFAET D, Streptococcus, Lactococcus, Lactobacillus casei \375EFLREFIE 21T
VN, T3 — G BV E U AR CHIR A PEAET S 6, —J5C. Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus
Sfermentum 1 I~T TFERRIELITV, T T —ANLIBETT ClEZe T biRFE, = ) —

NVEFEAT DS,



1.1.1 Bacteroidetes, Firmicutes

Bacteroidetes |3t NMBNHIE#DORFED 5 B 20%% D, ZOMICET DB D% 13-
By BRI, BiR L 70 A VA AT D N, —J5, Firmicutes 13t MBPNHlERED
PFCHiHEZAHAEL, BFOD 5 B 60%% LD U, Firmicutes (283 2 OFSEIIZART
BV —INTEER & MHIADFLEER (Lactobacillus) 73 L C5—5 T, IBNBO L &
LB 2 2l (Clostridium perfiingens) HJg LTS 12,

UTH, Bacteroidetes & Firmicutes OFFFRIFAN & IEFKE TR D Z LML TEY
Bacteroidetes XN X > Tl U, Firmicutes 13895 15, LeyRE HILEIRMED B~
A (oblob~ D A) LIEH~D AZME L, IBRMEEZ R L7, 2 &, 1B~ 7 2D
FHE E CIIER ~ 7 A & il U C Firmicutes 73ENN L., Bacteroidetes 730 L C5 Z L& F,
HL7B, &I, FWEZ A—T13, R~ 7 AZENENONENARE A AT 5 IR %
1Tolz, 5 &, MEECHREROEIZER L TWAIZH0 b 6T, B~ 7 ADOGNHIR 5
Bl S~ U AL, IEH~ U ZAOENMEEE B Sz~ 7 2 L0 SIRIR ORI S
WZ &R LY, ULEoORERIE, IER 2GR L Y b Firmicutes HMEIN L., Bacteroidetes
DA LT D &S BRI s D23 FIR & 72 0 B 5 S 2 Sz 2 & AR LT
Do BT, ZORFUTEIEG A A B A ST REIFEEOIE~ 7 AW T HRIBHC RS
N2 b, IBIEEO LT RN T 5 2 L 2R LTV D 1,

1.1.2 Proteobacteria

Proteobacteria |3t MEPNHIE DT HE DI LoD TE L KIGE, /LEXR 7,
BTV A, Y any Z—7p BYFEEE EFHINAENZ B LTS I, 2D, 2 DORHEE
BE 2 5D &, Proteobacteria D3N 5 Z L1%, BNEREEDNEILL TWDH EHEX D 2 LN TE,

FERZ, RIEMRGE RS OGRS CIE, fF & i U C Proteobacteria H3HEN L Tu
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1.1.3 Odoribacter

Odoribacter VIF&IBET—EB ZFFOT28D, A ZHBES 21882 T, BB Z AT H 2 &8
MBS, Z BRI, MEITHELL CU5 SCFA ZFAD GPR4L LiEA4 5 Z Lick
. MEERTERZ RIS, B ORGP % 2 5 ~7AFFETlE. Odoribacter & U]
MEIZADOHBERR.HND T, LLEORRAEE 2 5 & EiED TEAZIE Odoribacter DIFLE
WEETHD ZEEMNELTND,
1.1.4 Butyricimonas

Butyricimonas 137 /v 31— A NG 2 PEAE T DERERPEAEE D—DOTH S 1, £z, BE&ED
2 BERIGET L~ U A (db/db ~ U A) OISPIEHE & B~ 7 A OGRS % il d %
& Butyricimonas D30 LTEY | BEHNOBRE GO LW, IHIZ, 2O dbdb ~
TR 2 BEIRIRIEHRIE CH D A b7 A VIV ERAEET 2 &, didb ~ U ARG #
DOREREAIR & < MV L. Butyricimonas 73NN LT Z & ARG ST D 2,
1.1.5 Staphylococcus

Staphylococcus [IRE DI T D53, —EOFRIAFEMEA RO b OPMEET S 2,
Staphylococcus 1 ZHETEDBIC T T 10 b v EMHIN D HHEAEA L, Fity a v 7 e
B UIE e EORBAF XL 232 L GITWD 2, F 7, Staphylococcus IXNEREFEIC
BT EFE L0 LI CEY | Staphylococcus DAFAE RT3/ X —1 R & IEOFHR %
FpoZ L ShTng 25,
1.1.6 Lactococcus

Lactococcus 1% pH DOZALRMEIREDOZAVITIHIEZ FF O 2 L2328 < | IBIAVREEZHEIG T 5 =

LINTE, BENDHARRL EAT D Z EDVENHIVTWD 2 Lactococcus VT38RO FLEIZ U



HILDZENEL, F—TN MRTF =K NF =R EOIMHFERLICZ S GENTND %,
1.1.7 Oscillospira

Oscillospira | IBREEFEEE DO—2>Th 5 %, & NOFHENIZEIZISN T, Oscillospira & IR
Body mass index (BMI) (ZEOMEANR®H D Z EAVRENTEY, ZOZ b, IEEEDIGN
HEEHE Tl Oscillospira I3/ L CN % E35 2 Hivd ¥, —J57C, Oscillospira \I{FERAAED RGN
IR BV TR P L 0 b2 AHELTWD B, ZiUd. Oscillospira HMILORGPHIE &
1 U CREREDNEOVE CTH LD LB DTS P, — NS, I OIGEREE))NEH T
B N ORIV L | IBPIE OBEFEAME SN DAY, (ERESEIC & 0 I8 OlkEhiESE)
ML IR | BFENRYOBEERHINRE L I d & T UB=T 04 » R—/L73 EORGNIERE
WMIDSEEA S, IBNERBEDEMLT 5 X, oL, Oscillospira (3FENEMD RO EIFE IR E
STNDHZ LT, RRICKLERERRZBHEN TR AL ZENRTE, ©o< W EHETD
728, AERMEDRGNANERE T Oscilospira DEIML TV EEZ BTS2,
1.1.8 Desulfovibrio

Desulfovibrio |3ATHEM) 2 A LHRE-OA KSR 2 RS2 3, Z OpEAE STl bk SR 135

kLTt g 2 & viiE ST g 2, E72, Desulfovibrio DATAER IRIEVERZRIE

BFIZBWTHIML TNAD Z L BADILTND ¥,
1.2 IBPHIEEE & A ERRE

TGP EE DN T o ZISELAVTIRAEI T Dysbiosis” & FE AL, Hx 7R BT 5 2 L A3
HEINTND M, FERIC G122 T D03, JEREE OB #EIL, i E OB
# LV b Firmicutes 7581 L, Bacteroidetes g0 LTS 3, E7o, RIGHs AUEBE ONGNARER
HI A & L UC, Fusobacterium <° Fusobacterium nucleatum 73EAIL T %, S HIC

HRRPREDH 25T KRR GIGAMIE & OBSEAHE S TR Y . BT, 50



BE OGN ZINTIL, Bacteroidetes, Proteobacteria, Actinobacteria H3EHNL T % ¥,

— T Z OGRS & 18 EOAEIEREOBIRME L. IBNHIB 2 FEA T % SCFA AME T
DAFSEREZ T L T D LB R DIVTUN D 85, IBINHIE e M L E O Rebt Al o) 2 F6% -
539 % Z LT SCFA DEA S8 O PEA SH-FHRI IR BV T — 0 & L
TR &2 0 | FBEERISRIGCI0V N CHIEWE T M4 755 L OB bUs it S 872 & f5+

DEFRERRICRE T T 2 ERHE SN TN D 3 (Figl.l),
EEER
—

B A

RERIG, REBWRIN., RILEL 756

BE FF Fik B ik fid
\TALE—RB e Ri-migE
A R RE

Fig.1.1 IEPNABER =5 & 18 O BaRM:

F 7=, SCFA [XZH HE DM CTH D 7=, SCFA ORIINIIFE O pH 21K F S THHFEN
ZHREME(PH : 5.0~7.00NZPRD Z E N TE S 5, KIGHERT = /L 2 F72 & ORERH OHFEIC i
W72 pH 28 7.0~75 THDH Z Lo, & pH OIK MIFEEFEDORIEAINZ 5 Z LIS TE S %,

% &, SCFA PEAAHORMFERDIE A, HNBREEZ BIHIRSZ L3 TE 55 (Figl2),
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1.3 AP & AETEEA
131 &%

PSRBT 3 A8 03 NI CHEAE « BRI L & LR To R0, A LTRSS 1
HEZ Db DOPWFE THW SN D KGR Tl D L TF U & FAERE L THIHEL T D, 4%
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K E Tt T, BNME S ERAICBE NI LD LT8R 17a 1471 7 X
[(TVUNAFT 47 A ThD, TR AT 4 7 A% 1989 4RIZ Fuller (2 Lo C NPl
DT U AZRYET D Z LIV IERICARMERZ bl SRS Ty LESRSh 4,
Bifidobacterium 72 E BT HiLb, FATHIE T, BANLMEID Streptococcus thermophilus &
Lactobacillus delbrueckii DA% FiEE & UCHERK L= — 2V b & _ECIT Bifidobacterium longum
RSB U TR L7e 3 — 27 v MR IW7- L 2 A, Bifidobacterium longum % 3B/ L7-

=T NEERE LT DEWEIGERZ R LT 4,

—J7. TV AT 4 7 AL 1T 1995 4RI Gibson HIZE T TH(LE LERTHOE - RIS
T ABNHIE OBHRIVRSERIR L 720 | Z 5 OBIRSCIREZ N5 2 & OGP #4 f
FERIC UG - HERF L. 16 EOMERAHIET DRG] EERSILE, AU DREKEERY)
WD DD, 7eds, AV TREKEMEREHIHE T TS RIS h D s, 7
LA FT 4 7 AT HDZ X7 ERNRE R E b EEND U9, Fig13 1iE, IBPIHIE#
(TR % RATTRIREMES B 0 | LA AT ¢ 7 2 & LTl < BEH M ED B bk sy A Flik L7z
(Fig.1.3), BPNANEREI BT D 2 X & LTREZ 7B 4 IEE & LT o3 EilE

ThHrTA aP X HT g (EPA) ° Fat = g (DHA) NFET 55 %,
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AR TIE, ZOFA DEETRTUIR LR [RF) ([TEH L, FERDIGNMHREEIC
B2 DRBICEE LT, FRT, ZREEEDORNTYH, T AT 4 7 AL LTOBREZ
T TE NS BN TWB R & 2 27 BICER Lz, S6IC, RO TE
IKERMEBYRIHEDA X U 2N, 2 L8 BDRINTHREZ 30 B -,

IKESE EAIIHEOTEIU JGHIEE s ORERRI B 2 5-2. 578 9, BIEARIZRBW T, &)
HHEDEIEE AR LT D %, SRR 29 FREEDEIRGEEE - KA TIE. 1| HORYED &
FHERFAERI IR A BT 21g LR, AT 18g LU R 725 TN B3, RO BHHEHE
BOEEIENE 20 (BT 12.8g, 20 RictET11.8g ERELTWS 8, Z LT, TOMMDERIC
BT b EREOBRYHEHEBCE R, HERE S QO D BB EE AT L CU Ve, F e,
FVRRHEEIEOWNR TIE, KAV BHEO IR I NAME RS OBERE L ) 4 72<
725 TCND 8, L7235 T Z O/KEMERIHSHEE RO Z AL 2 LN EETH D LB X,
IKEHEBWRBHE IO E Uiz, S HIT, KEHERYIBHEO 720 Th, A XV T4 3 A
NS L S ABND IR TG, ERE R EOBFERETEENTWATD ¥, EEICE
-7z,

5 Y BOEE L IENE #EORMRZ KX < BEEED Z &N DD DifFFE Tl &
TS W0, i, <O R EIVINGETRINS DS, —HOF 30 I3 % 8
U CKRIICERET 2%, ZOR S R EZR>Z LV EE LV AL L N T A v LIRS
I, VORI NTOTA UPNEENTODREMIS, TS, 8 S K%, PR Y2
oD, ZORTHOREDH 37 BIGNME SO A 2 S, IBNBREA BAHC
THZEPNHEINTND ¥, F7o, KREldfkx AARNZ L o THILARNEM THY | &
JEEROWRIE, NG ITINL S, MMLRORBFLIE S, E b LIAZ e a7 A %

SEENTWASZ ED, KX T EERgeads s Lz,
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132 &

EEEE G ISR A 5.2 2R O—DTh D, v U AT v MIfwE iE#h 21T
% & SCFA ZPEAET DAGPNHIEE SN L, SCFA & (FRIFEHS) HInd 25 ©2, Fi-t k
ZBWTH, by T TAOT 7T L RO MEE L T o &, T/ —
BTREOFDIGNMETEOZARNED E < . SIAEEBLEME D70 6, S 512, Sheiman HIZ K
D, ¥ 7Y UREABIN TR F OGN 2 i ~7FE Tl REAE CRFONGHME
HEOWERI TR Y | BHTKREHEITIX Veillonella 7SI T % 2 LT Z O Veillonella %~ 77

(SREARET D L <~ U ADOEEIE)SEINT 5 2 LAVRSNTND %, EE LT~ T ADE
BN L2 Z LS, Veillonella DR S FRARGHERENEE TH S LT 5,
£V, EEIRCERT 2FIEE Veilonella DMUHTT 5D 2 L THEEY T 4 —~ U ADIK T AP
TNDEBZBILTWD ¥, —J5, [AUIEERCH e OEdh L, WREaEE S, SRk
PEBNEGREZ 5| ZE 23 mREMED B 5 &,

1.3.3 W L Bk

WAIERIEIC & o T O IBPIIEE 8 I B A 52 | TR L TR OGP & ol % & |
WEE D7 NI L0 b Bacteroidetes 73V 7\ ®, S B, BUEHE N AL L
Actinobacteria <° Firmicutes 7NN L. AR AEOZARNME S HINT5 %,

W OFGEIZ X - T OB EITZEE L, 7V — UKFOEAS WD E T U E T ST
FRPEAE DT D 9, S BIZT v — ) WEHRBD—>TH HIHlZR R Tl Bacteroidales
DT 2 7,

134 3K
BRI 5 K & 7288 AT T ERIIUAEESCTREA & W o T ) Th 5 & 2 b

TWD %8, FERIC, IR Z D S5 72D S o 5T E IR ERR RIS -
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THNANA ORI A 5.2 5 8, S DIZHUAEWE LSO TS G 5 ORI 2
w525 OB, FIZIE, 2 BPERIFIGREED A N7 4T T e bR THERIET S
BEAHEROA A T Z >/ — v 2 JERT rA RHHISIERO A RA X v BEFbind,

—J7. PR O AT RS 5 2 L b IBR TN D ™5, BSASEEREIC AN G
NDHGHET = v 7 RA v MREAITH D5 PD-1 HUACHT CTLA4 HUiKIL, Bacteroides.,
Bifidobacterium <° Akkermansia 75 £ DIGNHIE %2 < FoBE B W TR G LT < 72
% e,

1.4 IBPIIEEE S R

HE R RFEH I 24 WFE DS 2F5 - 7 A% T D, Clock, Bmall, Per, Cry &\\No7cIRf
FHEIETOMES. « BIRROR AT 4 77 4 — RNy I =T Lo TY RAPLIENTEY | I
HR-FEER Y R A, ASVE L3, AR & DRk % 72K Y R ADHILERS TG T8,
BEH R IO, SR, AN, IFE 72 EFITRIA<AFE L TR Y . ARk A= 2REED
BER Y XLZFE LT D, 2D OB RFFTOFAXIEL, IOHA X EE% (Suprachiasmatic
nucleus : SCN) (Z1F(E L, MFREERHR/LE LW Z B L CAHNY AL ZHE L, SCN LISk
DA AT OREZFEI S 4L, < OEBBROANY X ZFMEI LT D ™%, o
BEHREHITIC B D AN Ui S D, E7, REIBSROMER U X A%, )
SORHOR BT, A%, @R, HEhe SO X > CRETS LS 39,

BER U X A EGNHIEE ORI A L, BFUC Lo THIB SIS ¥, Perl/Per2 KIE~D
ADHFNAE A RS & IR OO A NEB)WHAT 23, Perl/Per2 KA~ U A
(GBI DA OHIRRAER £ 72 I IPHEBHD HORIRIEEE 21T 5 & | WP ORI A A
EAMETE L. S HICE OB EEIHIRAGET & HTEEHIRIRGET CEOG D U X8 %R LTz

¥, OFED | IBNMIEEORR O ANEENIERE Y XA L THIfI STV D 2 EAVREN
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JeEREEZ 3 HREIT 8D L7c & O RIEER BT /L~ U AT, EREEDBAFEN 72
<720 IENAIEHE OO ANZEBI LA LTZ %, ZOREER T ET 0~ U A EEif %
b2 5 &, W@~ T AL W UCRESINLCT < a0, mFEELBIMLZ Y, S5
MIBT DREZERTIZONTHREDNIILTND ¥, 8L EDOT T4 R L7z 2 Anb,
774 M1 HAL 774 M1 A%, 774 b 2% 3 REEEAR L., T 7TA
N1 BRTEHEEL T, 7TA b 1 B%&TIX Firmicutes DSEML T = ¥, LsL, 774 b2

TARRRIIBIN LTz Firmicutes 137 74 ~ 1 ARIOL-YVE TR TV ¥, £z, ok b
FEZ A~ T ATBESEDL L, 774 81 ARIO#EEBE~ T A, 774 b 2%
EBE~ A LR LT, 774 N 1 BREOEES~ 7 ADKEMEIM LIS, S0, I
ZERNTIZ Lo THNEIDENT G & ORI A Z R Y v 7 v Fe—LZ5 | EED
TR & 7225 2 LRSI,

A, BBPNATER 5 B AR EOMER U X W% -2 2 ATRetEDsiid: Sivoodbh 5 9%,
W~ T A BN DA EER O B FRELOM R U X205, #E~ T 22BN TIHEEI L
T 8, S BICIBNHIEE S R e £ O R ) AW A 5.2 5 A J1 = A& LT SCFA
WEECdh D ATHEME b ST %, PUEWEZ STk A UK S, B MEREIc S &
7o~ U AT SCFA ZIFEEIN R O E-95 & I - &l - 53 IR PER2 OACAEASHIRE L
72 %, ZAUL, ¥ U A B AR S HTAE BIRERORERTZ - 72 %, 20K 912 SCFA
DARMHRFEIZ A S ET=2 L0 b, LA AT 4 7 ZAOBRIZ K 2N ZEOTEEDS, IR
WRFRIZHER 2 Z IR TH DL Z L 2R LTV,

1.5 KR

Sl ST B S SNRE GO RN B DR OFHAHIH L T o 77, JRER
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HEOFE NI R U X 2% R L, Clock mutant ~ 7 ACNENREAREE BN Bmall % 7 > 7 7w
b SR~ U A TIIIERDNG | &k 2 S, BRI JOVEARARRE Y Bmall /> 2 7D b
~ AT HRE 25T Y0, ZOZ ENBENIRHC L > TEBRD U XAIZE
DT, BREORRIRH A I 7B ET 52 EIEEEER TIHCOEETH L EEXD
ND, TOEINT, HEARFHI L > TELGNL oML IR U XL Z2FHL, BOZA I 71
PO B ZRE T M E TRFREY) SRS L FlzE, ~ v ACEREEZ 525 L.
W BTN ZTOR IHEEITH DI bR L, B X LARARET O
o %, LT, mlEliRoE R nlREZ R 2 fE B CHIR 2 & (AR TOEL L 24
A% PN, SHIC, WIEEEREIC K HEEING . FR T RERRFH ATEEN CHIR S5 &
BB SHBEO 0 U —RICENRWNT S b b, REHINZM L, IR 2 des
T5 BA iz, v U AZENENIREE 52 5 LGP OMRLO A NEEISHER T 205, &
E CIFRIHIRAGEE 230 & AINEERO—EAMEET 5 %, £z, HEMIORPE L %0 1
H 2 BIOBESIHINT, EEHIRTHI SRR, RO RL B S Yo~ v 213, §/l
FloEE R, BRECEENEZEESE vy X L0 BIEEFIDMA LN %, 6k b
IZBNTH, B U R 7 234 75 20 RiLABE O 4 BAR A TR E BN 2 7,

UTAE, REAhR s OEHURZNT L TIREREOR N B2 58N R0 5 Z LHVRIR S
TG B9, FlzIE, mAHEREZ 52 bc~ U AIZBWT, Ml (DHA, EPA) Ai&Eo0
APEC G2 5 & RO EIZEZ DXV b, L RMICIFER# 2 deET 5 %, £z,
AT F BT OB ER-OIHIRIRITHIR LY bV RZITBWTRE ALND %,
1.6 AHTFED BHY

VULEX Y | BRI OIS A X 2 IR — 3N 52 2 8B DT <2

T HID DS BN R DRI G- 2 2 BB DUV TS STV & AU 720,
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F72. BRSO L 52 5V AT 4 7 AT BN TWEN 25 FOH A
VI BB LTS LEETH D, I T AIETIE, v~ T ACHIR LY AED 1 B2 O
BT T, B TOT VAL AT 4 7 ABREIBTDOT VAL AT ¢ 7 AEECGNEREE

WEIRHINE D IEFRRD Z L2 AL Lz (Fig.l4),

A
o® e vaud
e X @
or ‘OO )" or

AX)> REZVINDE BB SB

BRIRRICEEE 5 A HERBZ(IVTE?

Figl4 WHCEM
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2E. A XY YOBRE A I T OB T ADBNEE I RIE T RBROREE
2.1 Frig

AREIIMDPI (Nutrients) {2 & ¥ F&1T S 4172 “Mice Microbiota Composition Changes by Inulin
Feeding with a Long Fasting Period under a Two-Meals-Per-Day Schedule” % JtIZ B S 472 H DT

B2,

FRHE KR Attt & RSP ERIHEI KR S D 10, JKIEMER Pk EO B & LT
XY NI FUBRET B NEERYBHEOBI L L TR n—Z V7= B 605
10 (Fig.1.3), ZKEEPERAMHHE b AEMERYHIEHE S I £ Tl E, BPIEEIC X > CTHB% - 4
FESIVDD, E DR TR RYHEHMED T D3 10, F 7o, KR YEHE I T Ey
THBNMEEOTY L2 B L5NC S, /NBIZRW T EO B~ N U > 7 R L, ZNBD
KEEEZ D, SRR OWI A YERNAH U, MbEE ERmHlo—Bh & 725 10, —FT, ANE
PEERBHE LT /MG TR 2N LTS 2, e Al L CL i) 2Rt S 7= 0 4k
EEZENSETZ0 35 1%, £, BNMIEIC X > TREA S e ZRIBHERIIR DS A2 AT
DO AR RRIHE S Z ORETHR A RS L, RO~ LB 102,

A XV ATIRTRFX 7 A F, EREZNE L GENVTOLKEIERYHET, 27 A EOIR
IZ13A XU U EOEEDHTZY 15~20%, ARTORITIT35~4.0%EH L TND Y, XV
NI NT—=RIZT T h—AD B2 R THEA LIHEZ LT\ 5 1816 X7 £ EORR
TR ORI ERRFUIZBN T, AL TS 7V h—283kk% T, 2~60 [HDO 77 K
—AREA L TEY . TOFHORBEEIL 32~34 [HTH D '™, 7ok, AHFIETHN A XV
AE B LD TR, A7 m—2A0 b NLIICA XY U Z2 B LTS DO TH

D, 7NV b—ADFEEEIT 16 B TH D 1%,

17



FATIIEL D . ~ DU AIZBWTHE MZBNTH, A XU U OBEUC L ) HUEEEARE (RRC
Bifidobacterium F 71213 Lactobacillus) H3HEMN LT %15, £7=. T v M3 » AMEIEVRIZA X
U BRI LI 5260t 5 & | BB R4 % b2 12356 & ol U Clfig - 7 0 v -
BT « SLERDSEIIN L7210, 512, ANV T AL F R0 TR T DA F 72 EDI X TN
INEARHE L, BHOIFTVEEREN ER LS, £/, FERCT » M3 » A& &I
A XY HEINUTERZ 5.2 5 & 1iER JOHBRO HHARAAMERT 5 2 & bRGR ST
1M, A X DN IS TYIBRANTHE « IREOWINZHIHIT 2 L MEED G fUbEE b
FEIET 2 2 BB HIVTND 1M, FEIC, BT 128 DA XV AT LTl
PEOMPEE EH AL 2 A, A XY UEBRMUehoTo & & &S LT, M LA 235
10%H0H] a7z 1%, DLEDSATIE R £ LD & A XY AN #ESEENR, I X7
SRR SR, MR AUGERNE, —BPED MUBEE EAHHINER &\ o 7= A FEREANZRD &
AUTUNZ 46103106,

FEHTA XV O OENMIERSERIRITE A LTz, 55D X 5124 XU OEED NG
IO 2 2 SH, SCFA OFEEZARET Z LGS TND A 6165 XU L DIERR
ZA X T IBNMIEE G 2 DB BT D MR 3, £ 2T AERTIE, vV AIC ]
H 2 BOGIRBEEZ T, HIRICA XV V&2 EXISGE LV BIIA XY U E 5255 T,

IR R ORE R LN B2 D DD E D DN E~<T-,
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2.2 EBFE

2.2.1 fEFEW
FEERTIIOBRDICREE~ 7 2 % Ve GROSEREN) . ~ ¥ AT=02242°C, ME60+5%.
FEL:RE1=12h: 1 2h DBAREEREE ChiE L7c, BIH148:0022520:00& L, BAHIBHAARA] 4 Zeitgeber
time 0 (ZT0), MEHABHAAREZ A ZT12 & R Lo, TAMFEER - 355R1 - iV Cld~ v 2 %1
=V 872 SIETREAV L, F3503 - TRV TUE~ U AZ TSV L, <7 &I
34w U —rho 5 HA5% 200D % (IENH45% keal ZA D) millENi# (Research Dietstt: ;
DI12451, 7 AUA) Ik ua—R (FV L ZOABERETE) £7-1310 X VU~ (FujiFF ; 7YH
AKEHE) IR LT 22220HD L 91262, AEKZBRIEBIRTE S K91,
IRRAFHR O S EmlE IR, T o s DN, FERE, IEFOET 1 e LTl S
NDEETH LM%, RIEBRCTIE, SENTEEEUC L o TP B b L7REBL 6 LT,
A XV P ENTETUGET D0 E D D EfEe T DDl mish B E A L,
222 BERF Da—

ARIFHHR Tl Type 1 & Type 2028 ADE RS2 ME Lz, Type 1 (5B & FEH2) TIHER
FIREZRIRFID A 2RI L, Type2 (SEER3 & 5E5R4) CIIBRBRLAREA & B A B4 L7z,
Type 1Tl A ~ il X FEEORHHE O~ 7 AMBRATREL 72D K 5 72258 2 1
W, BIZZT12-20, 45 2ZT20-4LEFR L, FIRZZTI2-16, ¥ BAZT20-0L L CARRIER
ATREIC LT, EREIL, FEBROBIIARE L& TIRHCEENORIOERZNIET 5 Z LIZ Xk > TH
H L7,

Type 2Tl Z A ~—HilNZ LV FFEDKRZNIA~ L » MROEZ G2 2 2 &N TE HiLE %
Hie, ~ 7RG B REE, FE5RI THIE SN H OREBREREDN% (B6g %5275

EOITRE L, B, 1HOREBAESEDNY% & L-DlE, v 7 AOBE~FELZHT-HTH
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%o FEB3TIE, ZT12 (i) LZT20 (F8) O1H2ABDFETETV, 1852 7-fFORIT1.8
gk Uiz, FEBaTid, ZT12 @FIR) £72132120 (FR) DO1HIBIOHDIETZITV, 1812
ZT-EEOEII36 gL Lz,

Flo. A XY COBRENFIRHTELLRD LT, A XY CORINEETHE LT,
223 FFY LT

BIBROTESIMF T CIOAME T4 AREER, o7 o 7 aiTo0z, ~ U A% RIET
CLRHEIE ST, Bk LOERGZRH LTz, 2240BIZ50R L2 F1ECTERNpHZHIE L
7=t BB D EBNEY AR L, B SITEE AR LT, 7k, PERETC, A
BHZ LV F A LTEEZ VT, BRI ERYRIE S D £ CORMZIIE L L 2 A, 4
R S SN BERPEIE STV, 2O 5, 4R TIEA L7V NG - 515 -
KGET_XTOHEELZBEEL TN EBX BT, €I T, EEE TR bARTE®ZIZIT
BRELIA XY URKBICERE L, PSS H00REE 52 TND EEZ, T
VIEATI XA I T IHERK TR DA & LT, F72, 2220THDType 20D L H 7ol
Ly MROEEZ 52 2FHRIZEBNT, v T RIR Ly MROEEE 52 THHARFRIINIZEE %
BARUIND Z & aMEGR LTz, £ 2T, Type 21, BHZ R YD OIZARHHIFLE) D EAUE L,
S DIZEDARTIRICY 7Y T aAT o, DFE D | FERBLARZ) B8RRI )
T HEAToT,
224 S5 pH JIE

BIBNpHAIEIL, o7 U TR T T, £, v U AL T CLESES T4, BAlE
L. BEMAHET 5, b L2804 0 L., YIBAERTICpH A —4 — (pH Spear; Eutech
Instruments, 7 A U 1) OEMAEEHAIIFAT S Z & THIE LT,

225 EGENEE (SCFA) HIE
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SCFADE &I ISATIIFE O 2 Tl LU F D HETIT 272, SCFAREII A v~ N 757 4 —
IKFERA A AR (FID) (GC2010 ; ST 2 v iz, 0.05 gD EINAY%0.05 mL
DlmollL Hifg (&L 7 A /L ARG S) TR kL, 04mLOY=FLo—7 )L (F
17 AV LIRSS L02mLox=H ) —L (B L7 A LV AR 2
2T, &L H L, SCFAZHHH L7, D%, =i T30RH14,000 rpm T L, 1WLOA
B2 7 LITEA LTS (InertCap Pure WAX (30mx0.25mm, df=0.5um) ;GLYA = X)),
HINREEA80°C, FofCIREEZ200°CICRRE L, F¥ U T HAL LTV AR LT,
TAOERY, BilE IEE. T oAU BRLOWERE G ATEER A B L, e A E
L CTITo7=,

2.2.6 ZEFH D DNA fhitd

FEDNAITSATHIIE A el LA R 0515 Thlith L7e, £90.2 gD #fEY 7V % 20mLOPBS
TRB L. BB AZ100um A > 2 DF A 17 4 )LH— (ComingInc., 7 AU A) THEL
7oo AlRZE4°CT2047 184,000 rpm Gl Loyl L7-1%, SILEH % 1.5 mLOTEI0/Y Y 7 7— (10
mM Tris-HCl (& &7 A /L AFEHEEXS1) /10mMEDTA (DOJINDO) ., pH : 8.5) (2%
L7z, BB A2 mLF =2 — 712 L, 4°CT543(#110,000 pm TRl L7z, Dk, 5k
%08 mLOTE10/3 > 7 7 —CHE# L 7=, 1mL®OPCI (Invitrogen, 7 A U #7), 0.1lmLDY >
F—2 (B @ 122-02673, &L 7 A /L LFDGHEEMASH) B8XH00.02 mLoOT 7 B X7 F
Z—E (i : 015-09951, & L7 A /L AFidEkaatt) 290 T, DNAZAH L, =%
J =k EA T o7, @A RNase (U3 : 313-01461, PromegaCorp., 7 A U %) CTHLELL T
EENDRNAGE L, DNAZ20%PEGIER (L% : 169-09125, HUR bk T3St il
W7o, HIRIS, WEET0% % /) — LV TY AL, SOULDOTE Ny 77— 2R Lz,

2.2.7 16S rRNA &= TR
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PCRIZ & %, #liE S/ LDNAZNS D16S IRNAB G- OHEIL, A /L F 2T 51 7L
SMF%EIEIAT 572, 168 IRNAIBIR - OV3I~VAR[Z kY, PLFDOT 7 A ~—%ffiH L TPCR
THAR LT,

T4 T —RT T ~— =
5-TCGTCGGCAGCGTCAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAGCCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG-3’
VNR—RT T ~— =
5-GTCTCGTGGGCTCGGAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAGGACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC-3’

PCRIZ, 2.5uLODNAY > 7/ (Sng/ul). SuLD% 77 A ~— (lumol/L). 3K TM2.5uLD
2x KAPA HiFi HotStart Ready Mix (KapaBiosystemsInc., 7 A U #) (ZX~>T{T7o7=, F7=. PCR

DY A 7 NI TREDEY Th 5,

1. 95°C 3%
2. 95°C 308
3. 55°C 300
4, 72°C 308

5. 2~ADFNEZ24DA 7 v

v

6. 72°C 573

PCREM)IX. AMPure XPt—X (Beckman Coulter, Inc.. 7 A U ) ZEHL CTHR L, £
D%, Nextera XT Index Kit v2 (Illumina Inc.,, 7 A U 41) ZfEH L TA 7 v 7 APCREATV,
YT NET IV LT, A VT v 7 APCRIE, SOULOPCRIEY), 50uLOF NexteraXTA > 7 >

J AT T A ~—, 25uL02x KAPA HiFi HotStart Ready Mix, 10uLPCR-Grade Water &5 H L7z,
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E7o, A VT VI APCROYA 7 NI TRROMY T,

1. 95°C 3%

2. 95°C 308
3. 55°C 308
4. 72°C 308

5. 2~ADFNAZETHA 7 v

v

6. 72°C 577

A T v 7 APCREEMT, AMPure XPE— R L~ TR L7, KRS TV T 4 F =
Z71Z1&, Agilent 2100 Bioanalyzer with DNA1000Kit (Agilent TechnologiesInc., 7 A U #1) %
L7zo BT, A T v 7 APCREMZRNAT A 77 U —& L CRf&IREE DM nmol / LIZ 72 5 K
TR LT,

Wiz, AV FOFAEICHES T, Tllumina Miseq ReagentKitv3 (Illuminalnc.) % {# L CRNA
FTAT T V=D = L REAT, =l VAT =R w5,

Miseq C/3HAL7216S IRNAD S —r L 27 =4 (X, 7V —Y 7 U =7 OQIME (/13— 3
219.1) ZHAWTHHT L=, UCLUST 7 /L= U X 512 2% T 97 % OFH[FE Coperational
taxonomic unit (OTU)DIER&Z1T -7, 16S IRNAD L —47 o AT —% DK & Greengenes 7 — %
~— 2 (August 2013 version) DHEEE DS A (BHES) &k 2 2 & T, MpfE A [RE
L7z, 2EZBE LT, 9P 7 A0 65716,680,549 U — R3gia i b, LT, 1970
B2V 73,41244,606 CHAHAEHERGE) U — F&572, S GIZQIMEAMIM LT, AWnkisd
BERRIZ AT D L uin b g L)L E COMBE ORI R, SimpsonZ MRS A AV Ve

FRME, Weighted UniFraci#Ffif 2 U 2 A AT (PCoA) (12 & BRESARME 2T L7,
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2.2.8 BT

BNl = 27 =2 X0 | FLUb LJE L~ 2l ORI ER A T L7,
AEPNANER L AT DI 207> b 1 ORI A ER & L TR g, AWFSE CldTaxonomy summary
& LT, ML VL SR LAY ET DRORRGZ R L, £0%, 1E TR TWSHEH L
P OFEMRG R AT,

FENTIZAE R L7216S IRNATEAS 71 %, AIEEHE CHABI /AT RS TVINNHVIE TD9-D
O FIZEREIS & & ORNCATAET 5 B H A R S VT D, AIASHEI A f e, T fiE) »
BUGE DT T A ~—& W CTHEEMTA FTREIC 72 D03, ARFERTIIVI-VAD n 2L A 2 —
v N LTI IA~v—%k5t Lic, V3-Vae 2 —F 'y N3 LT, hofEks % —5 > k
ET5HE0 bRLEMEREFEET 52 L0 TE, MLV TIRIREI00%DREREES
L, BV TIIRI0% DRER LGOS Z ENTE A8, —HFTHL~UIR 5 L [RIER
IX10% £ TR F9 218, 207, REBRTIERERRER—F EO L~V TH L~ L
#J60% F TIRIEFIHE T D& L~V DT 21T > 712,

2.2.9 o ZHARMEARAT (Simpson Index)

"oy —r A7 =52 10 | ZEROGNMEEOFDO LA fTT 2 (o AkIER
M) o FEZARMEIIAE OB E S (Speciesrichness) & FEOPIZERE (Evenness) D2 ODEFE/NH 72D |
ZD2OEBIE L CREO SR 25l T/ L2 D7A3Simpson Index & 72 514, Simpson Index (30
MBIDfEZ &Y | EDUSE ST <IRE . ZOEIRDIGNHIE DO ZARIETEm N & A 78
INDHM HEOREENZ T U, FENEE Th 5 & ShSimpson Index| NI M, —F5,
FeE OFEOMEISD % < | MOFEDEARED D72, FEOBJEE DI & S hSimpson
Index|FOITITO< M, 7Z2d6, MBI EOTEDOZARMID @ < | AR% ZREOREN N T AR <

FHETDZ LN, BEEICL->TAY v b eRD LEZXDLNTEYS, RIEMEE, W
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FEWGRE, A XA v vr Ra—A DEREZ Sfx 2RI LV EOZHEMME T 5
1150
2.2.10 B ZARIEFRYT

FARARR DIGNHIE HE DR & HlE T 5 T2 OISR 21T > 720 OISR IRD
— I VAT =R I FEROIGPNIEREOE N E0 B 1 E TOREEE LR/ (UniFracii
B . 2 >DEER O UniFracliffEA 0% G, 2{EARD AR ORI E100%—E L Tk |
UniFracBifEA LTI <UEE . 20ERDBGAME #E ORI TR D = L 2k 2167, FEiz,
UniFraciifi D5 I XGPS OFAELL 2 ik U TR~ Weighted UniFrac & . IBPNAIES
{FAELE 2 0 U CHR 3 % Unweighted UniFrach3d ¥ . Weighted UniFrac ClIAGPNIE # D EEE
RIS FEAS W HAPIME A SO L, Unweighted UniFrac ClIiGPNATE #5254 2 HEA o /S —D
TS NTHALIE A SO LT B 1007, ABFFETIE, W5 ORI E TR 24TV FRICEA
FITFERD A ST b DIZONWTOIEER A 7R Uz, SRR T 57 UniFracibff 4 =4
/3T (Principal coordinate analysis : PCoA) 3% Z & G, FEARMORGNHIE #ORELIME 237kt
TR L1,
2.2.11 #gE

BT — ZIPEBHFHERR TR LT D, #atstriE. GraphPad Prism (/13— = 6.03,
GraphPad Software Inc. 7 A U 1) ZAf#f L7z,

D’ Agostino-Pearson test/ Kolmogorov-Smirmov test & F\ YT — 4 D IE /347 27X, F-value test
/ Bartlett's test% FHV \C7—2 D5y HUE Ti~T, BB DEBCh o726, 28EHEgk T
druEStudent’s ttestZ1 TV, 1ZERBEELL D Mg CdhitiEOne-way ANOVAZ A L, 04T
& U CTukey D EHEHRIE 21T > T2, F 72, 2BK DL Tdhi UL Two-way ANOVA Z A L,

FEAERDHIUTER T & L TTukey DZEEIRE 24TV FHAEAEHIZN 2 AU %504
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& LCSidak DZ EIEHREEAT o7, T —Z DIEEM LTINS CTh o7 A, 15
[KIDIFELL D EEEE C dhd Ui A Kruskal-WallistE 2 L, S2504T & L CDunnd> 2 B HHRE
EiTo7-, Fio. 28RO T dhiEMann-Whitney i i % 77 1 3K ruskal-WallisHE 2 L, 5+
HBoHrE L CDunn D Z LR E 21TV . Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli > two-stage linear
step-upiElZ L HDFDRAWEIZTT o7, 72350 B E0<0.05% HE & /e LT, IEPHIEE#E ORERL
He#I FPermutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA) % FNCHaHE & plEia B
L7z, HatEl32.2.1000E Tk~ 7= UniFraciEfE HHH L TR Y | HEtESREVNE ERGNAE

EHN N —T T TR D Z L EWT 5, 723, PERMANOVAIZQIMEIZ X > T{To7,
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2.3 FERRER
231 FEBR1: A XY EENBNHEEOBRIC 5 X D8
ARFEFTIE, @RS T DBV R E Ch oL e —AThH DT
W, Brm—2%A XY par ha— b UTEEGREICEIIN L., PRERICHBW T, &
La—RA% SUIRIM U@ & Bra— 2% 0N L TR W ES IR % ik L=
(Fig2.1a), 7235, AFBRIZEBT DEKRKOUNMED 5% THH720, PIRIBRIZBNTY 5%
INUTZRE LML CURUWED LI 21T o 72, ZOFER, ~ U ADIKE (Fig2.1b) . B pH
(Fig2.1d) . SCFA P& (Fig2.le) . PNl OZERNME (Fig2.1j) Pk (Fig2.1k) IZF
BT,
L7e3o T, B —2 &R % Z & BNV 8 OISR Z 52 DR8I 0N 6

LLIEH o7& LTH/NIIWNZ E3bhoT,
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a Day 1-9 Day 10 Day 11

/—/%
0 12 0 12 0 12 0
CCTEEE - [ T s
4
HED [ 1 [ 1 [ : HFD (Total cellulose content : 5%)
A I : HFD+5% cellulose (Total cellulose content : 10%)
cellulose | — A :Sampling
b Body weight C Total Food Intake d Cecal pH
7.4
60 — 4
>
3 3
) 32
20 £ 7.2
W 1
0 0 7.1 T T ]
HFD Cellulose HFD Cellulose HFD Cellulose
E_ Acetic acid f_ Propionic acid i _ Total SCFA
£ 02 £ 0.02 e 02
20 20 .20 =
¢ o015 z ¢ 0015 - ¢ o015
3 s 3
o 01 @ 0.01 o 01
o o o
£ 0.05 £ 0.005 £ 005
= = =
g oA . g o0+ : g o+ :
= HFD Cellulose = HFD Cellulose = HFD Cellulose
g Lactic acid h Butyric acid J Simpson index
% 0.0015 = 0.02 0.8
ey <
o0 o0
Q 2 0.015 0.6
3 0001 i 3 " o ®
8 i S o001 0.4
S 0.0005 S
oo 00
g S 0.005 0.2
= =
g 0 -+ T g 0 T 0 - T T )
= HFD Cellulose = HFD Cellulose HFD  Cellulose
k
c °
®o
°
[]nr0
© . Cellulose
°
- -
Statistic value p-value
HFD vs Cellulose 0.982 0.503

Fig2.l VIER : £ m— 2RO

(a) THFEBROT = b=, A& BON—IHE  Bi=12h : 12h OPFESER L T0D, ik —
XSS R (HFD) OA0fFAR L, HEOA—ITENETEIC 5% Cellulose N L7ffA23T, BOK
U7 L UEERT, () TV U TRHAE, (o)1 IEHh o1 BEOBERAR, (d) 10 HREfEE
BOBIHN pH, (e-) BRFN0OD SCFA AR, (e) BHE, () 7m AW (g FLBE  (h) B&EA () #8 SCFA
%, (j) Simpson index T/ LTI o 45, (k) Weighted UniFrac FREEC/R L7 IBPHIES D B 204K
M, T2 PHEHERERETRT (OEEAO DT DEERGERS DTV, T2 Dk (0%BR
<) (HFD (n=4); Cellulose (n=5)), flRIERE, @IRE+5% /L v —2A % £ EH HFD, Cellulose &7,
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A XY ABRR DN EEORER 2 2 b S E 5 ATREMED RIR S AL TN D 4611021 -2 = 5
FFVIAMTRICIBN T, FIEEICA XV AR L 72REE CIBHIBE #IZ S < HUZEs
LONERNT (Fig2), ~ 7 ATLUTO 2 B3 72, Cellulose B : #l& & 4 BOM 5t
Nr—RA% 25%RM LR R S, Inulin # : PR LAY BOMGITA XY %
25%IN L TemlE B2 B S, vV AZRSMTTI0 AMEE L, 0% 10~11 HE
(T ZT20 (HIEBEND 4 Wiilth) 7213 ZT4 Y EEEND 4 Fil) T 7Y v 7 %47

-7z (Fig2.2),

a Day 1-9 Day 10 Day 11
0 12 16 20 0 12 0 12 0
20 4
cellulose Em B | | F [ : HFD+2.5% cellulose
A =3 : HFD+2.5% inulin
inulin — /3  — FI N A :Sampling

Fig22 g1 FERATa—v

H & RO =T - BHA=12h : 12h OIS EEL Q0 D, FOOAS—TEIRIRIZ 5% 0
Cellulose ZUSNMU7-EFAFR L, AL 2 PEOASA—TEMEITRIZ 5% Inulin 23500 L7-E54 3K,
BRI 7Y o O E R,

W7 T RIOREIL 2 B CAEZITR < (Fig23a), BREICH 2 BERICRE 222X

7277 (Fig2.3b),
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a Body weight b Total Food Intake

45 - . 5 7
—-— %

B 4

— 30 ~ E 3 4
=

2 .
15 - E

201

0 T ) 0 T )
Cellulose Inulin Cellulose Inulin

Fig23 F¥R1 : (AELEAE

(@) V> 7V JRIDIKE, (Cellulose # (n=10); Inulin # (n=10)), (b) 1 [E&H7=V D | HIEFDOER
B, T XA SRR E TR () TRV DT DIEHEEGE)R DU VTR,

BN pH 1E, ZT20 & ZT4 Ot T, Cellulose FEL ¥ & Inulin BEHZBWTHEIZED 7=

(Fig2.4a) , 7' 11 E"24 LRI ZT4 (238 VT Cellulose # & ¥ % Inulin B CTAEIZHINN L (Fig.2.4c) .
FUIEIT ZT20 123U T Cellulose # L ¥ & Inulin BFECHEITHEIN L, ZT4 (230 Tl Cellulose #f
X0 Inulin BECHIMERA R 507 (Fig24d), F7=. Cellulose HEZFTi ZT20 & ZT4
ORI CTHBBENFEICR > T e (Fig24d), HHE, FEEE, # SCFA ®IJITAEZTR O
7273o 7= (Fig24b,e, 1),

PEXY, BENpH OKT, 7a 4 ikl AUEEOEINN R ONZZ Enb, A XV AR

B K > TENBEN BAFIZ /R 072 2 E B R BT,
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a Cecal pH b Acetic acid C Propionic acid
7.4 5 s T 0.12 - 0.04 -
[ [ 2 #
7.2 é @ T;U 0.08 - 0.03 -
7 S 0.02
a0 0.04
6.8 (} % g 0.01 4 i+
=~
6.6 . : . . g 0 , L0 - : .
Cellulose Inulin Cellulose Inulin 3 7120 T4 7120 14
7120 zTa
d Lactic acid e Butyric acid f Total SCFA
= 0.008 - # p=0.055 0.02 - 0.18 -
.a0
(0]
0.006 - 4
; 0.015 012
© 0.004 - 0.01
o # 0.06 1
£ 0.002 - 0.005 4 -+ '
= |—I—|
o
£ 0 T 1 0 - T 1 0 A T 1
= 7720 T4 ZT20 T4 7720 T4

M :cellulose [ : inulin

Fig24 551 : 5N pH & SCFA

() 10 HIEERE%OSMHN pH, (b-) SO SCFA BEAERL, (b) BilE, () 7r 4, d) %L
M2, () MR, (f) # SCFA i, 7 —X T PHEARMRLE TR T, 7—4 O n ¥ (Cellulose #f
ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5); Inulin £ ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)), $$ p<0.01, $ p<0.05, Two-way ANOVA with
Sidak’s post-hoc test Z-f#H, # p<0.05, Mann-Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up procedure of the

Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test %,

Ta A U RSN L, BN pH MK T L QWD T, A XY ABRIZE > THEN
A ORIV L LT ATREMED NS 2 BT, £ 2 C, v 7 ADFE[E) D 16STRNA ZffitH L,
RPN RS D AR A 7787 L 7=, Simpson Index I3 Cellulose #2345V T ZT20 LV & ZT4 CTH

BlZmEnoTz (Fig25), F7-. SimpsonIndex |3 ZT20 {233V T Cellulose #£ L ¥ & Inulin #£TH

BlZEMNo 12D, ZTA IR\ THBEZITR bvien»7- (Fig2.5),
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Simpson index

1 * |
0.9 A
o ¢ 8
0.7 A
0.6 - *
0.5 T T T T .

Cellulose Inulin  Cellulose Inulin

/7120 14
Fig2.5 J85R1 : IBPNHIEEED o ZERME

Simpson index T/~ L7ZIGNHIERED o 2450%, 7 — X I PRIEHERGRETER T, T—FDOn ¥
(Cellulose #f ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=4); Inulin #£ ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)), * p<0.05, Two-way ANOVA with
Tukey’s post-hoc test Z{5 ],

WIZETEDNGNANE R ORERL & Heie =5 72812, Weighted UniFrac FEEIC K 5 PCoA Z5# &
1TV, IBNFIEREORERD B 22 HIE L7 (Fig2.6a), ABIETIE. A XU DG NHIE
HBOWRIZ G2 DBIERT 5120, Brm—R LA XY U OgE EIZfT-72 (Fig2.6b,
o). MEPNHIEREDORERIE ZT20 (233U T Cellulose AEE Inulin FEOM THREIZE 2 > T

(Fig2.6b) . ZT4 TlIA BRI OGN -7 (Fig2.6¢),

LLERY | ARV ABRIC LY BB O T 503, FHT, SRR 4 R

BOTHEITHEOZT 5 Z LAVRIR SN,
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a b 0I5+ B Lk c | ZTAISBI B

[ J [ J
[ X J X
& ° °
° & 3 .8
(29 oo
o
° © %0 o
¢ 3
o ) o S
< -
Il ZT20 Cellulose Statistic value| p-value Statistic value| p-value
EZT20 Inulin — —
[l ZT4 Cellulose Cellulose vs inulin 3.439 0.005 Cellulose vs inulin 0.706 0.648
[1ZT4 Inulin

Fig2.6 &1 : IGPNMERED B 26k

(a) &Y ND B LR, (b) FIEIEA 4 RHE (ZT20) [ZBF DA —R LA XY U ORERR
L, (0) VBB AR ZT4) ICBIT D n—R A XY ORI, T—ZDnk
(Cellulose £ ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=4); Inulin F ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)), PERMANOVA OfEFLA XD

FITRTS

A XV AFRIT XD BN ORI L, FRS, B R 4 R O CR B
LR BT, £ 2T, BRI EDRIED L L TO D D0 EGIND 72012, Cellulose
FEL Inulin FEZIS1T 2 IV ORISR R A F~, S8R | O S - S EEOMIBE O 4
KRG EM L1 (Fig27a) LJEL-~UL (Fig2.7b) (ZoWTENENEA LT 7T 7 Trd, &

FR RIS BT DA RO L, EOFEMRER A Fig2.8 1T~ 7,
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0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

Relative abundance

D/”

0.3

0.2

Taxonomy summary (Phylum)

teobacteria

irmicutes

teroidetes
Cellulose Inulin Cellulose Inulin
7120 T4
Taxonomy summary (Genus)

Desulfovibrio

Allobaculum

Oscillospira

Butyricimonas
e — Dorea
p——— | ] Streptococcus

Lactococcus

Staphylococcus

Odoribacter
Bifidovacterium

Cellulose Inulin

Inulin

Cellulose

7120

T4

W Verrucomicrobia

M Tenericutes

uT™M7

M Proteobacteria

M Firmicutes

m Deferribacteres
Cyanobacteria

i Chloroflexi

@ Bacteroidetes

M Actinobacteria

m unknown

W Pseudomonas
Helicobacter
Bilophila

W Skermanella

m Coprobacillus

Ruminococcus
[Ruminococcus]

W Coprococcus

B SMB53
Turicibacter
Lactobacillus

u Gemella

m Lysinibacillus

u Sediminibacterium

w [Prevotella]

WAF12

B Odoribacter

m Propionibacterium

m Arthrobacter

Akkermansia

M Acinetobacter
Flexispira
Sutterella

M Paracoccus

W Clostridium

O Oscillospira

W Roseburia

M Anaerofustis

W Clostridium

O Streptococcus

W Enterococcus

I Staphylococcus

u Bacillus
Cloacibacterium

W YRC22

M Parabacteroides

M Bifidobacterium
Rhodococcus

W Corynebacterium

Fig2.7 1 : BN E O ERE (B8

(@) FIL-9L, (6) LSk, F— 4 EICHRT, 7~ 0 n L Cellulose B 2120 (1=5), ZT4
(n=4); Tnulin # ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)).

w Stenotrophomonas
Aggregatibacter

O Desulfovibrio

m Sphingomonas

M Phenylobacterium

O Allobaculum

O Butyricimonas

W Dorea

W Dehalobacterium
Candidatus Arthromitus

O Lactococcus

W Aerococcus

m Jeotgalicoccus

w Mucispirillum
Chryseobacterium

m Adlercreutzia

M Bacteroides

m Pseudonocardia

W Mycobacterium

P L~V T, Firmicutes OAESIAFAEREDS ZT20 12330 VT Cellulose #£ X ¥ & Inulin FEDJ7H3

HEIZE Lz (Fig2.8c), LA L. Bacteroidetes & Proteobacteria DFAXHFAERIE Cellulose #F

& Inulin BEDORNCH

o .o
IS8

AT R BN o T2 (Fig28a,b), J& L~V T, Lactococcus &

Streptococcus DFRIRHFAERD ZT20 (23T Inulin #ECHE

W U (Fig.2.8g,k) . Oscillospira

DOFIRFAERS ZT4 (2B T Inulin B CTHEITRA L= (Fig.2.8h),
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[relative abundance]

[relative abundance]

[relative abundance]

—

[relative abundance]

[relative abundance]3

b c
Bacteroidetes Proteobacteria
0.6 0.015 1
0.4 0.01
0.5
0.2 llilJ__}__ 0.005
0 T 1 0 1
7120 T4 120 T4
- ) e - f
Bifidobacterium Butyricimonas
0.15 0.001 0.015
0.1 0.01
0.0005
0.05 0.005
0 , , 0 L 0
120 T4 7720 T4
h o i
Lactococcus Oscillospira
1 ok 0.1 - " 0.01
| * ok
£X3
0.5 0.05 - 0.005
T -_I_I B
120 T4 ZT20 T4
Staphylococcus k Streptococcus I
0.004 0.02 1~ 0.01
| '
0.002 J 0.01 - I 0.005
0 I 1 0 - T 1 0
7720 T4 7720 T4
. n
Ruminococcus Allobaculum
0.015 0.3
0.01 0.2
0.005 0.1 H—l‘
0 T 1 0 I 1
ZT120 T4 ZT20 T4
Fig2.8 R 1 : MO FEER GEH)

. Firmicutes

—

7720 T4

Odoribacter

7120 T4

Desulfovibrio

7120 T4

Dorea

[ :cellulose
I :inulin

(ac) FAL~YUZEIT DFEXITFEAER: (@) : Bactervidetes, (b) : Proteobacteria, (c) : Firmicutes) , (d-n) J&LX
TR 2R E R (d) : Bifidobacterium, (¢) : Butyricimonas, (f) : Odoribacter; (g) : Lactococcus, (h) :

Oscillospira, (1): Desulfovibrio, () : Staphylococcus, (K) : Streptococcus, (1) : Dorea, (m) : Ruminococcus, (n) :
Allobaculum) , 7 — 3 [TEEAAERAE TR T, 7 —HF D n L (Cellulose # ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=4);
Inulin B ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)), ** p<0.01, * p<0.05, Two-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post-hoc test i

M, #p<0.05, Mann-Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and

Yekutieli test Z# F,
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ZIHDFERNG, A XY RN UGB EEET D L IGNEEOR (L5
LEZ LN, SBIT. ENEEOZ T ZT4 (&) L0t ZT20 (E]) CEEETH Y . I
B Lo TA XV ABBORENEIR L Z bbb, A XY L OBEZ A I 7D RE

(2572 D50 % B2 D ATREMEDN B 2 BT,

232 By 2 : FEHIRBESM TR 54 X V) LV OBRZ A I 7 BRI E ORI
bz a8

B 1 OFER LD | A XU AHERRENCIS U CHBNHIR RS B 5 8% 5. % 1 THEMEAS
RSN, FRZ, ZT20 (HIEFERS 4 ) 128V T, A XU ARROMEIMEIN L7
FIREMEN B 2 BTz, Lol FBR 1 Tl BRAF— OEEERE L TV eh ol l2o,
WROEBRTIE, 1 A 2 BOEESFMFT T, IR ELIIYBEOHDA XV ARG
EDLINFEET DI EFNTZ, ZZTlE~ T AZLUFO 3 BHI531T 72 (Fig2.9) ., Cellulose # :
L A ROE IV e — 2% 5% UT-@iEi& % 52 7=, Mominginulin £f : &2 A1
XU % 5% U=EfEiR s b2, Y&k ro—2% 5% Li-@miElie sz 52 7-,
Evening inulin £ : 4 &I1ZA XV 2% S%IRMLI-EIERZ 52, ¥RV —2% 5%IR
LT @mle % 5.2 7z, ~ U A%A5HETT10 AFEEE L, 20k 10~11 B BICHIAEE

4 B D ZT20 B L OW BFER 4 Bk D 2T4 T 7V v 7 %1T-7- (Fig2.9),
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Day 1-9 Day 10 Day 11

A

0 121620 . 0 12 0 12 0
cellulose R — 126 ZOFO 48 B : HFD+5% f:e||L-J|OS€
A [ : HFD+5% inulin
Morning inulin O B - F R A :Sampling
Evening inulin E | FI A

Fig29 FEBR2 : FRAr2—)b

H & RO =T - BHA=12h : 12h OB EEL Q0D FROAS—TEIRITRIZ 5%0
Cellulose ZHNNLT-fEAFE L, A L2 PEOA—TENEEIZ 5% DA XV 2RI U T-flA 3
T, BORFIIH 7Y AR R

Y7 T RIOREITHERH CRGE T A B2 T2 < (Fig2.10a) . MEREICEH 70—
IZHRERET Do, Ll A XY ABEEIZ-OV Tl Moming inulin #£00 573 Evening

inulin £ L D LT L) -7 (Fig2.10b),

a Body weight b Total Food Intake
50 ~ 4 -
40 =
g 3
30 A o
"og 8 2 A
=20 3
E 1 4
10 A E.D
0 = T 1 0 T
Cellulose Morning Evening Cellulose Morning Evening

inulin inulin inulin inulin
Fig2.10 SE8k2 : (AE A

(@) Vo7V o THIOKE, (Cellulose # (n=10); Moming Inulin #% (n=10); Evening Inulin £ (n=10)),
()1 TCH7=0 D 1 HSEDEER, FEONA—TELn—2ADBREREAER L, TL o IA0—T
AXY COBEREYET, T2 I IEEHEERE TR T (b I DT DEEHERZEN DU T

UNRUY)

BN pH IE, ZT20 1235V T Morning inulin #£23Mt0> 2 BEL D A RIS . ZT4 12\ T
Evening inulin #£2MD 2 #E L 0 LRI~ 7= (Fig2.11a), BHE, 7m 4 Wk, U8, B
fi, 33X O% SCFA &EiZ, ZT20 233\ T Moming inulin #£7% Cellulose #f & Evening inulin # J
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D HLAEITEIML W (Fig2.11b-f), — 5, ZT4 1[Z8\WTUEFlEE % B\ v C Evening inulin A3
Cellulose F£ & 0 HAREIZHIML T/, (Fig2.11b-0),

PLEX Y Moming inulin #£35 X OY Evening inulin BEOWTHIUZBNTH, A XV AER 4 BF
MRIZERN pH OIX T, SCFA OB R OLNTZZ Enb, IR THLAYRTHA X AER
(2K o TBNEBREE DS RIS 72 o 72 2 L 3B 2 BTz, RRIFUEEPEA Bl Moring inulin FED 7
THEZENOWZZ Lb (Fig2.11d) . IEDOA XU ABRREPENERE L L0 BAHZT5Z &

WEZ B,
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Cecal pH

7.4 A ks
Kok * % | * %
S I
° ®
7 .
6.8 - * %
6.6 T T T T . T .
Cellulose  Morning  Evening Cellulose Morning  Evening
inulin inulin inulin inulin
77120 T4
b Acetic acid C Propionic acid f Total SCFA
%’0.15 T e 003 1 £ 0.2 -
‘o * %
2 01 4 F,_‘ 0.02 1 0-15
3
8 0.1 7
0.05 - 0.01 +
g 0.05 -
>
g 0 0 0
= 120 T4 120 T4 7120 74
d Lactic acid e Butyric acid
=003 9 4 0.03 - #
oo
Qo B : cellulose
2 0.02 A 0.02 # o
s B : Morning inulin
) P
:E |
S 0.01 | 0.01 - [ : Evening inulin
£
=
g 0 - 0 -
3 720 T4 /720 T4

Fig2.11 &2 : BN pH & SCFA

() 10 AFEFBEHOER pH, (b-f) SIHNO SCFA BEER., (b) BlE (o) 7ot d B, (d) LR,
(e) B&IE, () ¥4 SCFA &, 77— X I FAEHEHRAETER T, T —% D n#k (Cellulose # ZT20
(n=5), ZT4 (n=5); Morning inulin # ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5); Evening inulin #f ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)), **

p<0.01, * p<0.05, Two-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post-hoc test Z-ffi ], # p<0.05, Kruskal-Wallis test with

Dunn post hoc test with a two-stage linear step-up procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test %

)EHO

WIT, ~ 7 ZAOFEFE)D 16STRNA Zfli U, BN DOZARNEA 4347 L 72, Simpson Index

I3, ZT20 & ZT4 Oiitj J5C, Morning inulin #£: /573 Cellulose #£ & W L HEIZ @D > 7= (Fig2.12)
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Simpson index

1 - # #

0.9 - [~ (7]

0.8 A A 2

0.7 A (0)

0.6 A {

0.5 T T T T T T

Cellulose Morning Evening Cellulose Morning  Evening

inulin inulin inulin inulin
ZT20 14

Fig2.12 55k 2 : IHNAREA D o 2061

Simpson index T/ L7/l HED o 2Rk, 7 —Z IR PEIEHEHERAE TR, 7—FDn¥K
(Cellulose #£ ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5); Morning inulin # ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5); Evening inulin ## ZT20
(n=5), ZT4 (n=5)), # p<0.05, Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn post hoc test with a two-stage linear step-up

procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test 243,

WIZERED G RE ORERL & LU 9= 7212, Weighted UniFrac BFEEIC 1 5 PCoA Z# &
110N, ISR OO B 2 TIIE L7- (Fig2.13a), ISP HEOMIL, HIAER 4
£ 0> ZT20 1233V T Cellulose ¥ & Morning inulin #EOR CHEREIZE72 Y (Fig2.13b) . £7-.
Morning inulin ## & Evening inulin #£DH] THEIZE/2 > Tz (Fig2.13d), — 4., Y EER4
K4 D ZT4 TIXT N TORH THEICE R > Tz (Fig2.13e-g),

PLEX Y| SRR 4 BHE O 2T20 123V T, Morning inulin BEO 2 CA B 722 A ORERL
B o2 & (Fig2.13b), A BEA 4 RO ZT4 1280 C, Morning inulin #H34 £
IZA XV UEERE L CORWIZE b 5T (Fig9) . ARZMEREOERZE LN R Hini=2
LD (Fig2.13e) . HIEDA XV ARBOT N EROA XV ARR L0 b IR OREK

ERELSBMESED Z L RENT,
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(& o¢
g ©
[+ 08 .Q
L4 ® U& ° [ zT20-Cellulose
©co © []zT20-Evening Inulin
© [[] zT20-Morning Inulin
O e Il z14-Cellulose
) [] zT4-Evening Inulin
° [l ZT4-Morning Inulin
ZT20IZH 1T B8
b Cellulose vs Morning inulin ¢ Cellulose vs Evening inulin d Morning inulin vs Evening inulin
o °
© 00 0% o
(S)e) Qo
o © oo ® e & ©oe
o ©
p
Statistic Statistic Statistic

value p-value value p-value value p-value

Cellulose vs Morning inulin| 10.96 | 0.010  Cellulose vs Evening inulin| 4.051 | 0.057 Mornin‘g i".u“’T vs 5.774 0.009
Evening inulin

ZT4lZH 1+ B L8
e Cellulose vs Morning inulin f Cellulose vs Evening inulin 8 Morning inulin vs Evening inulin
cas 0 Pe2250%) P caasiem
© © o © ©
[ J [ ]
© ©
o ® o ®
o °
(] (]
[ [
° © © e
Statistic Statistic Statistic
p—value p—value p—value
value value value
Cellulose vs Morning inulin| 1292 | 0009  Cellulose vs Evening inulin| 5.258 | 0.036 Morning inulin vs 3.384 0.049
Evening inulin

Fig2.13 525k 2 : IGNAREA D B 2451

(@) BV TNDBEARE (b-d) PIEEA4RERE (ZT20) (231 HBHEMOMRLLE, (eg) ¥
RIEAAWEE ZT4) (TR DRI, T —4 D n ¥k (Cellulose B ZT20 (n=5), ZT4
(n=5); Moming inulin #f ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5); Evening inulin ff ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)),
PERMANOVA Otz P OFITRT,
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FEDA XY AR LY BN ORI R E KB LIZZ ENBEA B, T T,

HAREIZ EOREDZAL L TO D DOEFDT20DIT, BRI 2 IBNHE ORI E R A

AT, SR 2 T SIS RO s DA MG A T L~VL (Fig2.14a) & J& L1 (Fig2.14b)

(COWTENENEA LT 7T 7R, AFEBRTRIE B4 DM 2R/ TR L, £ OREM

FERA Fig2.15 (T,

]
1
0.9
0.8
[0}
e
S 07
©
S o6
Ke)
©
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>
fi=
= 04
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[+
0.3
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0.1
0
b
1
0.9
0.8
8 07
&
S 06
3
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g
Z 04
=
g 03
0.2
0.1
0

Taxonomy summary (Phylum)

Proteobacteria

icutes

roidetes

Cellulose Morning Evening Cellulose Morning Evening

inulin

7120

inulin

inulin inulin

774

Taxonomy summary (Genus)

Butyricimonas
Bittovaceer

Desulfovibrio
Allobaculum
Ruminococcus
Oscillospira
Dorea
Lactococcus
Streptococcus

Staphylococcus
Odoribacter

W [Thermi]

M Verrucomicrobia

W Tenericutes

uTM7

I Proteobacteria

M Firmicutes
Deferribacteres

m Cyanobacteria

Cellulose Morning Evening Cellulose Morning Evening

inulin

7120

inulin

Fig2.14

inulin inulin

T4

[ Bacteroidetes
M Actinobacteria

m Unkenown m Meiothermus m Deinococcus

= Akkermansia u
Enhydrobacter W Acinetobacter W Aggregatibacter

W Proteus W Helicobacter W Flexispira

W Desulfovibrio m Bilophila B Methylotenera

™ Ralstonia w Delftia Sutterella

w Achromobacter w Sphingomonas W Methylobacterium
Bradyrhizobium Phenylobacterium Caulobacter
[Eubacterium] Coprobacillus Clostridium

W Allobaculum B Ruminococcus | Oscillospira

W Faecalibacterium W Anaerotruncus W [Clostridium]

wcl [Ruminococcus]

Roseburia B Dorea W Coprococcus

m Blautia W Anaerofustis W Butyricimonas

WSMB53 W Clostridium W Candidatus Arthromitus
Turicibacter D Streptococcus DO Lactococcus
Lactobacillus Enterococcus W Alloiococcus

W Aerococcus m Gemella @ Staphylococcus

W Jeotgalicoccus W Staphylococcus W Sporosarcina

w Lysinibacillus w Bacillus Mucispirillum

iminil i  Cloacil ium u [Prevotella]

B Odoribacter W Butyricimonas WAF12

W Parabacteroides W Bacteroides W Adlercreutzia

B Bific i W Pseudonocardia Propionibacterium

W Rhodococcus w Rothia m Corynebacterium

R 2 - PR E ORI HER (&)

(@ FL~L, (b) BL-VL, T—XXEETERT, 7—F D nHl (Cellulose FE ZT20 (n=5), ZT4
(n=5); Moming inulin #f ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=>5); Evening inulin #f ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)),
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FH L~V G, Bacteroidetes OFRIAFAEEAY ZT20 (2330 C Morning inulin ££0>J573 Cellulose
BXobAEEIIML (Fig2.15a), —J5. Firmicutes OFIRHFERS ZT20 (230 T Morning
inulin #£0> 573 Cellulose #f & Evening inulin # & ¥ HAEIZJHA L, ZT4 1235V VT Evening inulin
BEDTTAN Cellulose #EL W HAEITR L= (Fig2.15¢), JBL-YL T, Lactococcus DAIRIAF
FEEDS, ZT20 & ZT4 OWJFIZ3V T Morning inulin £ CARIZRD L, ZT4 123V T Evening
inulin B CHEIZB L= (Fig2.15g), 7=, Staphylococcus DFIXT7FAERNE Morning inulin #f
IZBW R A A#E A &7k L= (Fig2.15)) . — 77, Dorea & Allobaculum OFRRIFAEETT Morning
inulin BECIWTHEICHIN L7 (Fig2.15, n),

VL EOFRIFAERORER A 75 & | Cellulose £ & gz LC Morning inulin F£Cli32% < OIEN
HE ORI ERENEEICEL LTS (Fig2.15a, ¢, g, L n), DOFY ., FIEOA XY ARA
DIFINE 0 2 < DIFNAE OIS ERE AL S E, IR SO IR E < B b5 &

ExAbND,
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Bacteroidetes Proteobacteria Firmicutes
0.4 b 0.02 *% k% *%

= s |

a_

0.015

=

[relative abundance
I+
o
‘ o
o [

0.01 0.5
0.005
ZT20 T4 120 T4 Z120 14
d - Bifidobacterium e Butyricimonas f Odoribacter
Q 0.1 0.002 0.003 -
©
= 0.0015
= 0.002 -
8 0.05 0.001
(3]
0.001 -
£ 0.0005
o
2 o0 0 0 A
7720 T4 7720 T4 . 7120 T4
8 o Lactococcus h Oscillospira ! Desulfovibrio
o 0.08 0.008 -
©
2 0.06 0.006 -
>
C 0.04 0.004 -
3]
= 0.02 0.002 A
o
.g. | 0 0 A
720 T4 120 T4 7720 T4
) — Staphylococcus k Streptococcus I Dorea
Y 0.008 - 0.003 0.006
G #
S 0.006 -
S p=0.053 0.002 0.004
2 0,004 -
()
£ 0002 | 0.001 0.002
1)
.g 0 - 0 0
Z120 T4 7720 714 7120 14
m n

Ruminococcus Allobaculum
0.01 - 0.3

p=0.093

0.2 B : cellulose

0.005 - Il : Morning inulin

0.1
O: Evening inulin

[relative abundance]
o
-4
o
g %

ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4

Fig2.15 ZE5R 2 : BPNHIEE O A ER GHEAN)

(a-c) FAL YRS DFEXTFAER: ((a) : Bacteroidetes, (b) : Proteobacteria, (c) : Firmicutes), (d-n) J&L-
~UNTEIT DIRAFER: (d) : Bifidobacterium, (€) : Butyricimonas, (f) : Odoribacter; (g) : Lactococcus,
(h) : Oscillospira, (1): Desulfovibrio, (j) : Staphylococcus,, (K) : Streptococcus, (1) : Dorea, (m) : Ruminococcus,
(n) : Allobaculum) , T —Z | ZFHHFHAEHZAZECERT, T —F D n ¥k (Cellulose #E ZT20 (n=5), ZT4
(n=5); Moming inulin # ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5); Evening inulin &£ ZT20 (n=5), ZT4 (n=5)), ** p<0.01,
Two-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post-hoc test Z-f#H, # p<0.05, Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn post hoc test

with a two-stage linear step-up procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test % f,
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ZNHOEMAN pH, SCFA, B ZARME, IBPNHIBE ORI ERORER LY (Fig.2.11,Fig2.13,
Fig2.15), A XV 2 RIHERET 5 L0 bFIRITEAE L7230 DIGPHESEICRE <L
T ENBIONT, LLERG, 4 X COEBEEEINET 5 & SiROEEEND T
@ o7 (Fig2.10b), DF 0, FIRIZA XU U Z2Z<ER LT-720, IBNHE#HICRE<E
- AIREMENE X Bz, T 2T, EAREOEWNC L AL R 20, ROFEFHRTIT 1

H 2 IR 2R D& 2 AV TIBR LTS,

233 E§ 3 BABRHIRRESRG TICRT 54 X U L OBRS A I V7 BN EORER
252 B

COFEBRTIE, 1 A2, ZTI2 GHE) & ZT20 WR) IZFNEFN18g DEfA 525 &
(2 X D8] - Y OFGEEREHIROFHERZAT o T, ~ U AZLUFD 3 BEZ7 1T 72 (Fig2.16), Cellulose
R HIR IRV e — 2% 5% LTz @B 4 1.8g 52 7=, Morning inulin #£ : §£(C
A XY % 5% UTCE R B % 1.8g -2 Y BITE Ve —2 % 5% LUT-EmiEi &% 1.8
g 5z 7=, Eveninginulin #f : #8214 XV % 5% LI-EfEi&% 1.8g 52, #iRlckL
0—A% 5% LI mlER%E 1.8 g G2 lz, v~V AZKEBRSMF T4 HREAEEL, 20

#%14~15 HED ZT20 B X O ZT4 (Y > 7V 7 %4T-7= (Fig2.16),
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CC .
12 20 4
cellulose 2 (] (5] (5] @ : HFD+5% cellulose (1.8g)
L a 8 : HFD+5% inulin (1.8g)
Morning inulin (] a8 (] . .
A A :Sampling
Evening inulin (] B (5] B R

Fig2.16 FR3 : AT Va—L

H & RO =T - BHA=12h : 12h OB EEL Q0 D, FROMEIEIEITRIZ 5%0
Cellulose ZHSMUT= 1.8 DEFAEFK L, AL EOMREIEMEIIRIZ 5%0DA XV o E2TRINL 7
1.8g DEEEFRT, BORFUTY 7Y A E T,

Yo7V T RIOREICOW TR AR =T~ 7= (Fig2.17),

Body weight
45 q
—F
30 -
C
15 4
0 i . I . I
Cellulose Morning Evening
inulin inulin

Fig2.17 5EHR3 : {KHE

Yo7 U THIORE, T2 I IPIHEREE TR T, T—Z D n 4L (Cellulose & (n=38);
Moming inulin £ (n=5); Evening inulin ##(n=5)),

BIGN pH 1L, #I8% (ZT20) & 481 (ZT4) O Cellulose #E L Y 1 Moming inulin £ LY
Evening inulin # CAEIZIL< . & 51T, Evening inulin #£ 2 ¥ # Moming inulin A CHEI KD
o7= (Fig2.18a), 7R EA M, FUEE, FEE. 36 L UWA SCFA &I, ZT20 @ Cellulose #£ L D
#, Morning inulin B CARITEMN L7z (Fig2.18c-f), —J7. 70 B4 DI ZT4 O Cellulose
# LV b Evening inulin B CHEIZHN L7 (Fig2.18¢),

PLEX Y Moming inulin #2330 T3 Evening inulin FEZ33V T, Cellulose #F & Frils LT
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BN pH 2ME 95738, #FlZ Moming inulin #7% Evening inulin £ X VW HIK T4 52 &

(Fig2.18a), FLF2. F&ME,

N
e

SCFA 7% Moming inulin FEO A CTHEZRBNN R Sz 2 &

5 (Fig2.18d-f) . ZEBEMTIZBWTYH, FIBOA XV L ABROHTNIBOA XV AR LY

b, BNERSLE BT 5 2 &35 o T,

[umol/mg cecal weight]

[umol/mg cecal weight]

(=}
[N
(6]

0.1

0.05

0.008

0.006

0.004

0.002

o

Cecal pH
a "
7.6 q
$S
7.4 - $S )
7.2 4
T @
o 7
3 6.8
g © A
6.6
6.4 - @
6.2 T T T T
Cellulose Morning Cellulose Evening
inulin inulin
ZT20 T4
Acetic acid C Propionic acid f Total SCFA
. 004 4 2 s 024 2
| 0.03 - 0.15 -
0.02 A 0.1 4
1 0.01 - 0.05 -
T — 0 1 0 0 1 m
ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4
L e L
Lactic acid Butyric acid
. 0.02 - M
. # 0.015 M :cellulose
i 0.01 [l : Morning inulin
O :Evening inulin
. 0.005
T m 0 m|
2120 T4 ZT20 274

Fig2.18 5523 : N pH & SCFA

(a) 14 AMfEHOEN pH, (b-f) BIHND SCFA FEAR, (b) N, () o t™4mE, (d) L,
(e) H&TE, () ¥4 SCFA &, 7 —Z I FAEHEHEAETER T, 7 —Z D n#k (Cellulose #f ZT20
(n=4), ZT4 (n=4); Morning inulin # (n=5); Evening inulin £ (n=5)), $$ p<0.01, $ p<0.05, Two-way
ANOVA with Sidak’s post-hoc test Z-f#iH, # p<0.05, Mann-Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up

procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test Z{3 ],
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WIZ, =T ADFEHE) D 16STRNA Zfilith U, BBNHIE #E D4R 2 5347 L 72, Simpson Index

I, WO A EZET -7 (Fig2.19),

Simpson index

1 -
0.9 - § i * %
0.8
0-7 T T T
Cellulose Morning Cellulose Evening
inulin inulin
ZT20 T4

Fig2.19 56k 3 : IR D o ZARE

Simpson index T/ LTZIGNHIERED o 2450%, 7 — X I PRIEHERGRETER T, T—FDn ¥
(Cellulose #f ZT20 (n=4), ZT4 (n=4); Moming inulin # (n=5); Evening inulin £ (n=5)),

WA ASTED RN OB A T 2 7212 B ZEREAJIE L7 (Fig2.20a) , NG
ORI Cellulose Ff & Morning inulin FEO] THEIZE 72> T ey (Fig2.20b) . Cellulose
& Evening inulin O IAEZ TR ben»72 (Fig2.20c),

PIEX Y Cellulose £ & Morning inulin #E0D A CH B2 AR OREER A LAY A 54, Cellulose
#£ & Evening inulin #£CH BB EOEZ LD LN D o7 2 2D (Fig2.20b, ¢) . %%
BEORFMEFIZBWTH, HIBROA XV ABRDOHFNRIBOA XV AR LD b, IHNAHE

DA RE SBILSED Z Lol
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ZT20IZ3 1+ B L Ek ZTAIZH T B L8
%% o % e . o
© oo ° °
%6 o
o © o ©
% oo ° ° e o
° ® e

B ZT20 Cellulose Statistic value| p-value Statistic value] p-value

B 27120 Inulin — -

Bl ZT4 Cellulose Cellulose vs inulin 4.503 0.010 Cellulose vs inulin 1.034 0.368

[] ZT4 Inulin

Fig2.20 92573 : IEPNHIEED B AR

(@) &I TND B SERE, (b) FHRIERBLG 8 Witk (ZT20) BT 5L m—R LA XY D
RERRLLIS, () & RAEREHMG 8 g (ZT4) 2B AN m—R A XU ORI, 7—4#
D n ¥ (Cellulose # ZT20 (n=4), ZT4 (n=4); Moming inulin #f (n=5); Evening inulin #% (n=5)),
PERMANOVA DRz M ORITRT,

SROREGIE TIZBNT Y, FIROA XU AR L0 AR S ORI E <2 kL
7o Z &Ny Tz, WIS, BARIIZ EORIENZE L L TN D DNEFRRDHT-0OIZ, BRECHBT
2 I OFRXITFIE R T, FBR 3 ORI SN S EEO M # O RARG 2 L ~L

(Fig2.21a) LJEL~UL (Fig221b) (DWW TENENIEA LT 7T 7 TRT, REBRCHRACE

H3 o2/ CR L, ZOREMifE R % Fig2.22 (TR~ T,
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Taxonomy summary (Phylum)

Proteot

teria

eroidetes

T
Cellulose

120

T T
Morning  Cellulose

inulin

Evening
inulin

T4

Taxonomy summary (Genus)

Desulfovibrio

Allobaculum

oscillospira

Cellulose  Morning Cellulose  Evening
inulin inulin
7120 74
Fig2.21

g Ruminococcus
Dorea
Streptococcus
Lactococcus
Staphylococcus
f Odoribacter

Butyricimonas

B Verrucomicrobia

M Tenericutes

uT™M7

M Spirochaetes

M Proteobacteria

M Firmicutes

W Elusimicrobia

W Deferribacteres
Cyanobacteria

[@ Bacteroidetes

m Actinobacteria

M Acidobacteria

unknown

W Enhydrobacter

W Proteus

B Desulfovibrio

W Delftia
Rhodobacter
Phenylobacterium

B Clostridium

W Oscillospira
Clostridium

ODorea

W Anaerofustis

B Clostridium

O Streptococcus
Enterococcus

W Staphylococcus

W Lysinibacillus
Sediminibacterium
[Prevotella]

W Butyricimonas

M Bacteroides

W Propionibacterium

W Corynebacterium

Bifidovacterium

W Akkermansia

M Acinetobacter

M Helicobacter
Bilophila

u sutterella
Paracoccus
Brevundimonas

B Allobaculum

M Anaerotruncus
[Ruminococcus]

W Coprococcus

M Dehalobacterium

B Candidatus Arthromitus

OLactococcus
Aerococcus

W Macrococcus

M Anaerobacillus
Cloacibacterium

W YRC22

WAF12

W Adlercreutzia
Rhodococcus

M Brevibacterium

SEBR 3 PN ORI R (2

(@ FAIL~L, (b) BLVL, T—XEEHETET, T—F D n¥t (Cellulose # ZT20 (n=4), ZT4
(n=4); Moming inulin #% (n=5); Evening inulin # (n=5)),

W Treponema

M Aggregatibacter

W Flexispira
Tepidimonas
Nelumbo
Devosia

M Coprobacillus

B Ruminococcus
[Clostridium]
Roseburia

W Blautia

W SMB53
Turicibacter
Lactobacillus

u Gemella

M Jeotgalicoccus
Mucispirillum
Spirosoma

W Odoribacter

B Parabacteroides

W Bifidobacterium
Microbacterium

FIL LTI, Proteobacteria DOFIXFAERDS ZT4 123\ 1T Evening inulin £ CAEIZED L

7= (Fig2.22b),

TCHE

—J5. Bacteroidetes, Firmicutes OFX{7/E &3 Moming inulin # & Evening inulin

IR SN2 o7 (Fig22a,¢), J& LI OUWCIE, Butyricimonas OFHXAF

{E /3 Morning inulin # A EIZHENN L 7228 (Fig.2.22e) | Lactococcus., Oscillospira., Desulfovibrio.,
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Staphylococcus DOFHXIAFERIEL Morning inulin # CHEIZH L7z (Fig2.22g, h, i,j) —7.
Odoribacter, Oscillospira DFIFIAFAE I Evening inulin #f CA R Lz (Fig2.22f, h),

L EOFRH AR RO A 25 & | FXHEEREAZS b LI 20T, Eveninginulin #£2 0 %
Morning inulin £ 5 53%4 Y (Moming inulin £ : 5 ff, Evening inulin &% : 2 ), >F V., #&

DA R Y ARREDTTH L IO 8D 2 L 3o Tz,
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Q

[relative abundance]

[relative abundance]m [relative abundance] o

I

[relative abundance] 3 [relative abundance

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

0.4

0.2

0.003

0.002

0.001

o

0.015

0.01

0.005

o

o
J
o

Bacteroidetes Proteobacteri% Firmicutes
0.02

0.01

ZT20 T4 Z120 T4 7120 zT4
Bifidobacterium e Butyyricimonas f Odoribacter
0.0015 # 0.004 - S
0.001
0.002 -
0.0005
- 0 0
7120 T4 ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4
Lactococcus h s Oscillospira ! Desulfovibrio
# 01 s 0.006 - "
0.004 -
0.05
0.002 -

0 0 0 1 ,
ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4 ZT20 ZT4
Staphylococcus k Streptococcus I Dorea

0.006 0.01 -
#
0.004
0.005 -
0.002
0 L 0
z120 T4 Z120 T4 ZT20 T4
. n
Ruminococcus Allobaculum
0.3

B :cellulose
] :Morning inulin

0.2

0.1 [ :Evening inulin

3
r

ZT20 T4 120 T4

Fig222 J3 : IHNHIBEOMRHAERE GHE)

(a-c) FAL~YUZRIT DFEXFAER: ((a) : Bacteroidetes, (b) : Proteobacteria, (c) : Firmicutes), (d-n) J&L-
YT DIERIAFER: (d) : Bifidobacterium, (€) : Butyricimonas, (f) : Odoribacter; (g) : Lactococcus,
(h) : Oscillospira, (1): Desulfovibrio, (j) : Staphylococcus,, (K) : Streptococcus, (1) : Dorea, (m) : Ruminococcus,
(n) : Allobaculum) , 7 —H X FHNEHEHERFETR T, T —F D n i (Cellulose Ff ZT20 (n=4), ZT4
(n=4); Moming inulin # (n=5); Evening inulin #£ (n=5)), $p<0.05, Two-way ANOVA with Sidak’s post-
hoc test Zf# /], # p<0.05, Mann-Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up procedure of the Benjamini,

Krieger, and Yekutieli test %/,

52



IHHDELAN pH, SCFA, B Ak, IEPHIE O EROR IR LY (Fig2.18,Fig2.20,
Fig2.22), HIBREABDOA XY L OEBEENELL TH, §IROA XV ABEOHT NI ROA
XY AR LY BIBNMREEICRE S EET D 2 E1E R bV,

234 FEBY 4 NERFNHEZE L LESKRCRIT 24 XY VBRY A I 07 LIBNMIEZEDR
itk

SR 3 TlE, HHEOA XY ABRRDEPHIREEI IR E EEE 52 2 ATREMED VR Sz,
Z O, HIRE L Y BOBEOATHERHDOENZ EI D b D LER T, HIEOA XY AZRIT
RO BAERNE 16 FiHEA L TRY . FBOA XV ARRITRIOHRIZLNE 8 Wil
LTW5, D0, YEEAEE TOMARIHL D PR AE TOMERHO SRRV, L

BT, ORI OR S OGN EA~DOBOZE L L THINIZAREMEN S X bh

a@

o ZONGRAERRRET D721, ZT12 FHR) 7213 ZT20 (U R) 123.6g DEEE~ T A |Th

Z. 1 H 1 EORBFC U CERRIINZE LWRGCERA T 72, ~ T AIFLLTO 4 BRI T

ﬂ@

(Fig.2.23), Morming cellulose & : GAEIC B/ —2 % 2 5% LT-E6lig% 36 ¢ 5%
%, Morning inulin £ : FI&IZA X U 2% 25%EM L 7=Elsli &% 3.6g 5 % 5, Evening cellulose
BRIV —2% 25%ININ LTcmlENi&% 3.6 g 52 %, Eveninginulin £f : 4 &IZ&/L
10— A% 25%WINLT-@lEiR% 3.6 ¢ 525, YUAEZELET T4 HREE L, D%

14~15 HRIZ ZT20 B XN ZT4 TYH 7Y 7 %4757 (Fig2.23),
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Day 1-13 Day 14 Day 15

/—/%
0 12 16 20 0 12 0 12 0
12 20 4
Morning cellulose 2 2 @ :HFD+2.5% cellulose (3.6g)
A B :HFD+2.5% inulin (3.6g)
Morning inulin 8 (=] N A :Sampling
Evening cellulose 2 2 R
Evening inulin 8 (] R

Fig223 HBR4: FRArDa—L

F & BN - BE=12h : 12h OBRSRAEEZR LTV D, FEROMFEIESET I 25%0
Cellulose ZUSIN L7 3.6g DEEZFR L, AL v PEOFRIERITRIZ 25%DA1 XV U EERIMLT-
3.6g DEREFRT, BORFIIT 7Y o IRRERT,

o7 T RIOIKEIX, Morning cellulose #£7° Evening cellulose #f & P U CHEISH L,

Morning inulin #£73 Evening inulin #f & Feie U CHEISED L7z, (Fig2.24),

Body weight
#

50 -

40

# I
I
30 -
20 A
10 -
0 A | T | 1

Morning  Morning Evening Evening
Cellulose Inulin Cellulose Inulin

(g]

/720 /T4
Fig224 55k 4 : (KE

Yo 7Y TRIDEE, T —# I PEIEAERE TR T, 7 — X D n i (Moming Cellulose #¥
(n=6); Moming inulin ## (n=6); Evening cellulose #f (n=6); Evening inulin #{(n=6)), # p<0.05, Mann-
Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test Z-{5H,

BN pH X, Morning cellulose £33 2 O Evening cellulose ¥ & ¥ ¢, Morning inulin £33 JO8
Evening inulin #£017 CH BRI~ 7= (Fig2.25a), 7' 7 B A FEIX, Morning cellulose L ¥

¢ Morning inulin #£ CAEIZHIN L, Evening cellulose #£ & ¥ ¢ Evening inulin # CHIIME W TdH
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7= (Fig2.25¢), $LE2IZ, Morning cellulose #£J ¥ & Morning inulin B CA RN L, Evening
cellulose ¥ & ¥ % Evening inulin B CAEICHIN L7- (Fig2.25d), F&AI%. Moming cellulose
&V 1, Morming inulin A CHEIMEK T ¥ . Evening cellulose #£ & ¥ ¥, Evening inulin #f CHEIZ
L7 (Fig2.25e), # SCFA EIZITAEREN R bivien -7 (Fig2.250),

VU EORERE Y Fr 3 TRONWTWEERN pH (23617 %, Moming inulin ##& Evening
inulin # & ORIOAE (Fig2.18a) 23, FBh4 TIEROLN2< 22> (Fig2.25a), FEhr3 TH
BTN L EEERIZ 51T 5. Morming inulin BED O E/ BN (Fig2.18d,e) 75, FEhi 4
Tl Evening inulin BECHABITHIML T2 (Fig2.25d, e), LA EDS, R AH— L7z
TR 4 TIIEBR 3 THRON TV A XV U ABR LB A XV ABROZENR bR o
7o DEY | HEOA XY ABEDBNEREE BIACT 2 S W IORERIL, FIRRTOR ik

FEETH D EBZBID,
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Cecal pH

7.4 -~ # #
7.3 1
7.2 1 § @
7.1 4
"] @
6.9 - §
6.8 . T T T
Morning Morning Evening  Evening
cellulose inulin cellulose inulin
ZT20 T4
b Acetic acid Cc Propionic acid
= 012 - 0.02 - S p=0.052
.20 |
v T
; 0.08 - ; [ 0015 ! T
S 0.01 =
o
0.04 -
& 0.005
=
g 0 1 T 1 0 1
= ZT120 T4 ZT20 T4
d Lactic acid e Butyric acid
E? 0.01 - # 0.03 -
.20 =0.084 £
@ 0.008 [ P T
3
= 0.006 - # 1 0.02 T
(S}
(0]
S 0004 0.01 .
§ 0.002 - L
g 0 - T 1 0 1
3 ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4

Fig2.25 33k 4 : BN pH & SCFA

(2) 14 AMEAEHROEM pH, (b-) EMWND SCFA B/, (b) FHik (o) 7 AL (d) FLEE
(e) B&TA, () #8 SCFA f, 7 —XIXFHEHEREFETRT, 7—F¥DnH (Moming Cellulose 7
(n=6); Moming inulin #% (n=6); Evening cellulose #f (n=6); Evening inulin ##(n=6)), $p<0.05, Two-way

0.16

0.12

0.08

0.04

0.00

Total SCFA

=

HH

ZT20 T4

:Morning cellulose
:Morning inulin
:Evening cellulose

:Evening inulin

ANOVA with Sidak’s post-hoc test Z-f# ., #p<0.05, Mann-Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up

procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test {3,

WIT, ~ 7 ZAOFEFE)D 16STRNA ZHl U, BN OZARNEA 5347 L 7=, Simpson Index

IZ. Evening cellulose #£ X ¥ % Morning cellulose #f CHEIZmD -7 (Fig2.26),
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Simpson index

T
0.9 A ) §
@
©)

0.8

0-7 T T T T
Morning Morning Evening  Evening
cellulose inulin cellulose inulin

ZT20 T4

Fig226 S5k 4 : IHNARE D o Z26RM:

Simpson index T/~ LIZHBPIBE D o 28k, 7 — X IIPIEHTHSERE TR T, T—XDni
(Morning Cellulose # (n=6); Morning inulin #f (n=6); Evening cellulose #¥ (n=6); Evening inulin #
(n=6)), # p<0.05, Mann-Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and

Yekutieli test Z-f#H,

I BIED B PNARTE S ORERR 2 HOlE 2 729010 B 2R TIE L7= (Fig2.27a) . PR
OfERUT, FIEEADRLG 8 Iiil: (ZT20) 1B\ Ch & A aBilA 8 Fiilt: (ZT4) 1ZFk\U1 T
bl a—R LA XY ORI EZEIT e~ 7= (Fig2.27b,¢).,

FBk 3 TIIPIRAZ AR 8 BRI D ZT20 2BV TORH, Lo —A B L A XY L AERT
NEPNHIE ORI BZEN L 5T (Fig2.20b) . 325k 4 ClIni & abRts 8 Hilk o
Z120 THY BT REIA 8 BifAji& D ZT4 TH, A —2AHERE LA X ARBORIAE LS
BRI 72 otz (Fig2.27b), LLEX U | AERIRFHOF—I12 L 0 3R 3 TRON TV IR
ARV ABR LI BA XV ABROENR LN 7ol DFE 0, HROA XY ABRH
PHAE 5 ORERIC R & BB 2 &L O R, FIRHTOEERHN R T2 7eO Th 5 &%

A bhD,
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a b Morning cellulose vs Morning inulin ¢ Evening cellulose vs Evening inulin
v <
o °
%) o © ] ©
< ° [ ]
(%) [
e S .. S
e.e e & o ¢
‘%0 c °© (1] ° o
o L]
o —.
. Statistic Statistic
I:‘ Evening cellulose p-value p-value
Lo value value
[] Evening inulin — —
. Cellulose vs inulin 1.034 0.368 Cellulose vs inulin 0.525 0877
. Morning cellulose

. Morning inulin

Fig227 ZE5R4 : IGNARE D B 2451

(a) &Y 7D B EEEE, (b) FIRIEARLA S KR (ZT20) 2B Em—AL A XY D

RS, () A RAERBIA S FiElt: (ZT4) IR Hhrm—R A XY Ok, 7—X

D n %% (Moming Cellulose #f (n=6); Moming inulin £ (n=6); Evening cellulose #f (n=6); Evening inulin
#n=6)), PERMANOVA DFERAXFHDOHRITRT,

iz, BRI DB EE DR OFEZ T 5720, BN O ERZHIE L
oo TR 4 ORI SNT-BBEOMBEZEO MG Z I L~UL (Fig228a) LJE LV (Fig2.28b)
[ZOWTENEIIEA BT 7T 7 Trd, AFRCRICE B MBI 2/ TR L, ZOREM

FEFL A Fig2.29 (TR,
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Taxonomy summary (Genus)
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- -eobacterfa

m Verrucomicrobia

W Proteobacteria
rmicutes
O Firmicutes
m Deferribacteres
[ Bacteroidetes
W Actinobacteria
eroidetes
g
W Unknown W Akkermansia
Pseudomonas i Acinetobacter
M Trabulsiella u Klebsiella
W Cronobacter W Citrobacter
m Bilophila W Janthinobacterium
w Sutterella W Sphingomonas
Phenylobacterium [Eubacterium]
Catenibacterium DO Allobaculum
M Phascolarctob ium m Mitsuokell
W Acidc occu: B Ruminococcus
Desulfovibrio Faecalibacterium Anaerotruncus
Clostridium [Ruminococcus]
Allobaculum M Robinsoniella W Lachnospira
Ruminococcus W Coprococcus W Blautia
gzir”"’ a Dehalobacterium SMB53
Streptococcus. Candidatus Arthromitus Christensenella
W Streptococcus M Lactococcus
Lactococcus M Enterococcus M Aerococcus
W Bacillus W Mucispirillum
Staph Parapr Il [ Odoribacter
Odoribacter .
Butyricimonas W Alistipes WAF12
Bifidovacterium B Parabacteroides W Bacteroides
W Adlercreutzia W Bifidobacterium

1 Rhodococcus

g

W Mycobacterium

Fig228 FR4 : IGNHIEE SR O R (2AG)

(@ MLl (b) BLovL, T—XEEHECERT, 7—% D n#k (Moming Cellulose i (n=6);
Morming inulin #% (n=6); Evening cellulose #f (n=6); Evening inulin ##(n=6)).

Stenotrophomonas

W Haemophilus

M Erwinia

M Desulfovibrio
Delftia

M Rhodobacter
Coprobacillus
Veillonella

W Dialister

B Oscillospira
[Clostridium]

W Roseburia

B Dorea

W Angerostipes
Clostridium

W Turicibacter

W Lactobacillus

B Staphylococcus
[Prevotella]

[ Butyricimonas

W Prevotella

u Collinsella
Propionibacterium

W Actinomyces

FHL~LClX, Bacteroidetes, Proteobacteria, Firmicutes OFAX{F1ERlT Moming inulin #f &

Evening inulin #f CHERZUIZR N2 -72 (Fig2.29a-c), J& LIV T, Bifidobacterium

& Allobaculum OFHXFERIL Moming inulin F£ CHEIZHENM L (Fig.2.29d, n) . Oscillospira.,
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Streptococcus, Ruminococcus OFHX RN Morning inulin FECHEIZED L7z (Fig.2.2%, k,

m), —J7., Dorea & Allobaculum OFRXHFAEENL Evening inulin B CAEIZHEMN L (Fig2.291,n) .

Lactococcus & Staphylococcus OFIXHFAERIZ Evening inulin £ CHEIZH L7z (Fig2.29¢, ).

a

[relative abundance]

[relative abundance] [relative abundance]

[relative abundance]

3

[relative abundance]

Bacteroidetes b Proteobacteria ¢ Firmicutes
0.3 0.15 1
0.2 T 0.1 T =
T T 0.5
T T
0.1 1 0.05 T
T ! 0 T ) Y !
ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4
Bifidobacterium e Butyricimonas f Odoribacter
0.15 0.0006 0.006
0.1 T 0.0004 | T 0.004 T
1
0.05 i | 0.0002 l 1 0.002 I
0 1 T | 0 T 0 1
Z120 T4 7720 T4 ZT20 T4
Lactococcus h Oscillospira ! Desulfovibrio
0.4 0=0.094 r 0.06 P % 0.004
1
0.04 T
T 0.002 l
I 0.02 = .
' T4 ' 0 0 ' zma ' zZ20 | zma !
Staphylococcus k Streptococcus I Dorea
0.0015 il 0.01 0.006 $$
p=0.077
T # T
0.001 0.004 T
l 0.005 .
0.0005 L 0.002
0 T ] 0 T | 0 T ]
ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4 ZT20 T4
Ruminococcus n Allobaculum
0.01 $$ 03
$$ #it .
" [ : Morning cellulose
0.2 T B Morning inuli
0.005 T :Morning inulin
1 0.1 [O:Evening cellulose
0 | 0 ] [@:Evening inulin
o ' zma ! T o T T4 !

Fig229 ZFEEr4 : IGPHIE ORI A ERE GER)

(a-c) FAL~UZEIT DFEXHTFIER: ((a) : Bactervidetes, (b) : Proteobacteria, (c) : Firmicutes), (d-n) J&L-
~UNTEIT DIARAFER: (d) : Bifidobacterium, (€) : Butyricimonas, (f) : Odoribacter, (g) : Lactococcus,

(h) : Oscillospira, (1): Desulfovibrio, (j) : Staphylococcus, (K) : Streptococcus, (1) : Dorea, (m) : Ruminococcus,
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(n) : Allobaculum) , 7 —X I FVHIBEHEHFEFETER T, T—F D n %L (Moming Cellulose Ff (n=6);
Momning inulin ## (n=6); Evening cellulose #f (n=6); Evening inulin #£(n=6)), $$ p<0.01, Two-way
ANOVA with Sidak’s post-hoc test Zffiffl, ##p<0.01, Mann-Whitney test with a two-stage linear step-up

procedure of the Benjamini, Krieger, and Yekutieli test {3,

Z B DB pH.SCFA. B ZAEEDORER L 1 (Fig.2.25,Fig.2.27) IO —C Morning
inulin # & Bvening inulin FEDZEN R B2 IpoTz 2 LinG, FR3 TR OLNTZ, F#IRA XV

ARR LY EA XY ARROETHERFFROE NI LD b DO TH L LEZ BN,
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24552

ARIBRTIE, A XV ABRIZE ST, BIBNpHOIX T (Fig.2.4a,Fig2.11a, Fig2.18a) . SCFAJE
RO (Fig2.4c-d, Fig.2.11b-f, Fig2.18¢c-f) . BEPAlE w5 ORERKZN L (Fig.2.6b, Fig2.13b, ¢, f,
Fig.2.20b) 23R SH7z, SCRAIFHIECAR PIZ W T/ L —REHTRIH 7= v | R
BOTHREEREOUGEI TR SN2 0 375720, EEORFEOTDICEE THL EEX LD
B2 F - BIBNpHOIK FIXKGESCY = /vy 2 78 E O EFEOBEEINZ 5 Z L8 T
&, BN L BAHIR D Z LN TE DM, IHIT, A4 XU AREDIBNMREEIC -2 22
I, A XV ABROHZA IV TIURAF L QOB AREMENE 2 bl (Fig2.6b), HEEIES
BIA XV 2G5 2128 2A, FIBROTNY BRI TGNMEREIC S 2 DN RE o7

(Fig.2.18a,c-f, Fig2.20b) . ZAUAEEIFRHIABIR L Th v | §IEEA E TOM AR RV 2
EWRKTZ LB Z Bivle, FER FERA THERIFH 2% L < SETGEICBW T iR SV &
DA XV AR TENNpH £ 72 I XSCFADBEA BRI D72 72 -7 (Fig2.25a,¢,d,¢e),

T2 CHEREEOR S L IBPIEREOBHREIC W TELT 5, TR Y . BNEIC
AV, BEEDHIASALD & A L CIRENEEN AT 213, 2oy, MERFFHARVIEE
ZORIRNTIRE L 720 | IRENESIOMEE SN DE, S HIZ, ROER GOl “OBEHGERIC
£ 0 KNG R D 2 — o A= S—= Ml S AVHLEREAE TR SIS 5%, — 5T, E/b e 1
BAZ Lo TEEIZIIT 5 U AFEh RSB 20 U, IhBhEE) 29 S 78 fe7 v
D7 v MZEWTIE, BNEEEOREOEE SHMKT L, 7 x/Lby 2Bl EOREREI M
B4, £, BYOBEBRENORS L&A v R—AR07 = = UKk & OSNIEREEY ORE
AERIZIEDOHBEN B %2, LLEDHED G, R\ iR ORI R L iGBhES)) et
ENT=Z EDGNAIEREIC ROVBE B2 | ZORHIA X ) U EERLIZZ LT, A XY VR

BN B ZRC8E L IBNEREEDS UGS L2 LB X D, FBRDOE NOATFEEEZ D &
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—MANZIEDERED 5 HY B OFIEE TOMERP R bRV, Leni> T, REBROKS
L, B FTHEFHEOA XY AR, PR EOMRE K E < BLS 5 DITE BRI
ThDHEHIGFTE D, BB T, 1RIEOERAT V2 — /MK DMREEZITo725, & b
([ZHBIT D HATIIFETIR, BERTOMEEIFHISFHIRVEIEZRELTLE D &, ZOROESR
THUST DIFEREE MR HIVERME & 72213, SF D | BT & DRI IGNME I
BB D2 ENEZ DI, EBATHEOREN AL TNDH T EBERBND, £ T A
FBRCTHWZI HIROEBRAY V2 —/LOMIC | MRS 5 L5 R BRTET VA
MWTHRES 2MERHDTEAH 9, ZOBEETNOHIE LT, ZT0L ZTI21TAREFS 2 1205H
MO H2EET V5, ZT0, ZT8, ZT16\ZHGEET D8Il A3RE T /112, ZT07/)> H4E
M3 X IC6REFEET DARTHER DL HORET ANHET HNLE, b OERET VAEH
THZ LT, MR L BROFEL OBREIMECT 2 2 LN TE L LERBND,

IREREEN BB A S TR S D08, EORELISIMNT G, IGEREEIIZAN Y XA
DMEEL, REERATUE LHHRANK T 2%, 20720, #RFRHOR SRR EE X
A LT ZD b OYIEEEB OTUE RS A 2 | BNHIE IG5 2 DBV T 5 LB
N5, FEBRAOZEM 2 NGNANE OF S FERE O RIZB VT (Fig229) . HREF O L
Morning cellulosef: & Evening celluloseft C. Oscillospira (Fig.2.29h) <°Ruminococcus (Fig.2.29m)
7% E—EBOMIBE DRI DAHERITIR > TWDH DI, T OWEERERD AN Y XL L TV D
DHH LIVRUY,

FATIHIEIZEBNT, B hE~ T ADMG T, A XV ABRIZ KV Bifidobacteria<°Akkermancia
muciniphilaD>YEM L, 77 LGHEREDNEAD 35 2 & 3G STV o182 SR ~4% 18 L
T, 77 LBEPEERE T & 5 Streptococcus & Staphylococcus 139870 L7=73 (Fig.2.8k, Fig2.15j,

Fig.2.22k, Fig.2.29j, k) . Akkermancial Z3EER1 ~4D\WFHUZB W T HA BRI S 720>
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7= (Fig.2.7b, Fig.2.14b, Fig.2.21b, Fig.2.28b) . AJFHRAER CTlIdkkermancial IAEITHIML TH H
7" (Fig.2.7b, Fig.2.14b, Fig.2.21b, Fig.2.28b) . JeA THIZE L AER DRI AE U TWDY, £ DR &
LT, A XYV OBEAENEZ BNLD, Fam CHBNR, A XV AXTNVT h—=R%E /)~
— & LT, BMHPTIR~60HD 7 VT b—R53103B-7 U L REERIC L - Thba L7k
ZLTNDS, AFRTH LA XY A3, ATHINZERSIED 7 V7 b—AWEE L
2D ThoTe (HEAE :16) 1%, BMPICEENDA XY L OFEEESERHNB2~34ThH %
ZEOEEETDHE RIBRTHEHA LA XY COESEINES N, KRS P EA N
10DA XU o ESEETEAEDADRHA XV o ae~ 7 ATE R TAZE T, A XY %
5.2 725 REEA XV &5 2 7-FE X U b Bifidobacteriaceae, Lactobacillaceae., Akkermansia™AR
RHFEEDHIIN LN, F7-, A XV O O G EE AN S S8k & LT
DKGRD ST EHEHR L TRV /NS WEAEO ST BGPNHIE O SR L > Th Y
WS TN a—ANZE THRISNI T DI EZEZ BILTWDIY, KIHR & B DR L e o725
TR 2VCEH Sz A X U OFEA TN B0, SRIHVA XU > L0 EEEN
NS, BRED/INSUWA XY USRS FAUTUZRTREMEDS, 2BV E U Bl o—o &
LTERBNDTEA D,

WICARFBR CHBIRD DR DT 7T KRR (Streptococcus & Staphylococcus) 1275 H
3% (Fig.2.8k, Fig.2.15j, Fig.2.22k, Fig.2.29j, k), Streptococcus\IFEEZFEAT D Z LB T
WD IBBL Spreptococcus mutans/ Z2REIRIFEE CHIINL TRV . mhn Y —R&IZ K> THN
T 52, ZBIT, Staphylococcus aureus| IAERIEEE THIIN LTIV | Staphylococcus DFIXHFAT &
(T L R & RO & 525, AR TO, 16SIRNADV3-VATEIZ ¥ —7 | &
LTcd =0 o AT L~V DRIERDPIKIN0%FREE AR 700 LU 9 Rtk 113, il L~ L oDfig

HHEAT - TR, Streptococcus & Staphylococcus DFARHFAE DTSN I2UBE IR O T 5-<0HE
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O T EAHRET 200 Livzguy,

W, A XV AFRIT L > CTHEASNTZSCFAIZE R T 5 (Fig2.4c-d, Fig.2.11b-f, Fig2.18¢-f) ,
JEETPN CREA: S VT SCRADMET 2 T~ DR AV i e S TuD 12 (Fig2.30), & TREAE S
HU7-SCFAITFE bRz #iaH d>Monocarboxylate transporter I (MCT1) &9 h T 2 AR—Z—|C
Ko T~ Lk S DS, MRS 2¥ARD1-> Tl HGPRA3ITAGARINC Z < FBLL
TEY. ZONEVMIETOGPRA3ZESENINE (RHIFHRE 70 B4 ) a5 L. i
P L7=GPRA3DIMENHIIADA o A Y U ZRITBE DT, A A ORI E D
12, 4% & NENHIEA~OIERE] e =L —DHY JAR M S 40T, NEN OB B E T2 Z
EINTE D2, F7o, WE CREA SV SCFAIINFE N Wl & DR VE 53U b 528
518, DF Y KIGLANIAFE T 5 BHIENA 2R DGPR41 & GPRABITHEST 5 Z & T,
glucagon like peptide-1 (GLP-1) <°peptide YY (PYY) DI A ~D3hEAEET 513, GLP-113
BB AFAET DGLP- 1S FRITHE S Ly A AV o3zt S, e A2 35
D, Fo PYYIIMOBUR FEOY2ZBRIIER L, BAE I 21, LLEOSATHITE XL
0 2BIRB0IB - Y AR LD AP O ZE ks L USCFARE A D T8 & 28005 R T
BRI TH D Z ENEZ BILD, £io, EFBOMEND, FBOA XY ABR LY bEIA
DA XY ABEI I 5T, Staphylococcus DEERMY (Fig2.22) . FasHiBNime (PLme. B,
HASCFAR) OAFEMEM (Fig2.18d-f) NELNZ, ©2F 0, BRIV LEIRICA XV V%8

B9 52 ET, MR TS TSR TH 5 Z LB 2 B,
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Fig230 A XV AZRIC I D SCFA FEAEDERHIHIC 52 2 5

FEBR1 & IR TIEA X U AR LY Simpson index 231 L7223 (Fig.2.5,Fig2.12) . 5EE5R3 &
FERATITZOER R B2 o7 (Fig2.19., Fig2.26), ZOEH & U CREOE R &1 IR
1 2L Ll U TIPS - 4TI 220 o 1o e Th D LB 2 D, FATHIFETIX, ~ T ADIHDIE
REZHHEBREDTO%ICHIIE LFma iz 5 £ THIXFUT D & Lactobacillus7s & DHIEEE
BN L, FUBRPE A O AER L FFMMBIEITHB L7230, ZOfERIE, e U —HiBRAS
BAF7R GV 255 L, R OHFM AT L9 IR A BEL T D 2 L AR/ LT

%%, FER1 « 20CellulosefFDOSimpson index DfEIF0.6~0.7(111727° (Fig.2.5,Fig2.12) 53 -
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4D CelluloseFEDMEIF0.9MIT L 72> TD  (Fig2.19., Fig226), OE V., FEBR3 - 42BN THE
BRAZHIR L2 & BIRBBNHIFEEOZEEZ R S, A XV X DI EO SR
PEEINDSEH LIZ< K 2o Te 2 2B Z BiLD,

REBRTIE, o7V BEn=4~6TIR L2, LirL., 2OV I AETIIH72 8t
BENR, BlZIE, EESICBWTRIEERE=0.5, AE/KHE=0.05L L CG*power (/X— =3
3.1.9.6. Heinrich-Heine-Universitét Diisseldorf, R >/) & HWCTIRHIIZ RIS 5 L0358 725,
TEBIFNLEE L 72 DR 17508 Tdh D Z & AN E 21, MELL 725 H 7 V8 G*power THt
M5 &, Blnm=12030 2L 70D, £, BEARIEORGEFFETH HPERMANOVADFHHRT L
R LToamsUSIn TS, 022 2155 72O D3 TN FEHI T S HUTOZRUD,
PERMANOVADEEI & U TR 7 VAEN=30L LTI L Tl 0 B et 7 Vo
—BlL D55, Ak, P IVEREES L, BN E EFT2 9 2T, RAROFEBREATO,
KO AWIFEORER R OGN Z T 2 MR B 2,

2.5 /&

HIEDOA XV ARRITYBOER LY b EMpHA KT S8, SCFAFEALMEL, BNAED
BOEREE LS, Z LT, IR0 XV ABRLIBOA XV ABBOFRKEROBE T,
BAF TORAINORESICE D bORE LB X D, MR & ARSI P EE 52 58

FRE & OENCEIRD & D ATREMED 5 T & R LT,
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3E KGZ VI EOBRE A IV T OB~ U ADBNMIEZE RIE T HERORGE
3.1 Fim
ARE(IMDPI (Nutrients) (Z & Y F84T S 4172“The timing effects of soy protein intake on mice gut

microbiota.” % JCIZFHER SN H D Th 5,

LIRB o RTaT A v LlE, RO R Tt S uc< <, RIGICE T #3r
BHThoH2, Zo7BEILET, MG TRINSIDN, —HD & 37 B3 Ma% i L TR
WAZEET 55, KIBICE TRWeZ o7 8, 72 7B ESn57217 T, SbiT
EVE VBRI E TREF S, FORER, SR ORFOSCFAREARRES ANEE L S 41, SCFAPEAE
BN 2%, EA VIR~ EREENDT R BIR0EOT R V0L, TI=r, U
Vo, VATA v, BV, bud=r, FIT T 7 0 ThDHE, T ANTX TR
INT X ARTA T O FHRC RS NDDS, A Y uFERO— TN I L0 e e g
LI, Flo, TAX=p IAVEIL TAEIUEE, EATF VY Tu ) Ae-AFx YT
IWHIBRNEDREI, -2 Y TNHIBRET 7 =0 b7 2 HilnEsia ML e ey
ez et 5%, ZOX 92, 2007 X VEED D BI3MEDT X ) BESCFAFEADRL R & 721
/D, TLTC, A IENST R EE CORBNCBES-3 2 NHIEE 1S 3212 Bacteroides.,
Clostridium. Propionibacterium, Fusobacterium. Streptococcus., LactobacillusT& %',

VYRS NI aT A UNEENTOLEMIC, 2135, B, 8, KES, I8 T
BIDN, FNEND LI AL o NI aT A ATE 37T X Bk 372 - Ty
%o BlzIE, FRTEENDHLIRZ L R OT A AT DUNELEENRS, FBOL VR
AR TaTAATE Y v E W) X URTENRERESGTHY, Y URELEERTND

S, Flo EHOLIRAZ L N TA AT T I BN B UNTERFERESTHY .
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INGEIR, Tl uf T ESESGATONDY,

KATEPD RN & o THRARNEL THDHH, KEIZIFEZ I oI R TR EE
WRFERFDEE S TVAM, KEIIZ V7 BEIRB0% &S GENTEY, 207 3
JEAATIXI00TH D, DFED, MHAT I /R (N mf v fVnufy B AFY
V.UV RbF =y ATFF=0 NI RNTrr Tz WT T =) BT UALL
BENCRER S R ERENZ D, RER TN KRGS V8 (797 mF A28
RS 13 BIER IR L, A bRior 20 - 0B L7=te. A knioy dpHA4.51C
AR LT BRI A Tt 2 B L. Z OB DpHZ7.01C HFn L CHER S 5 2 & TR
L=t DTHD, KEX T EOH 37 ERRITRIT0%08 7 ) = (Wi 78
DO—FE) LB-ar Y = (L LT EO—FE) THO B, TORRITHR  1TH DM,
KL 3 BHORBOY%MIREBIREY L ERECH Y | Z ONFEBIRE X o 7 B
LIRS NTaTA L DFEEIGy LR FEIRRNIIAATH D, FotktEE B RO
W5 C KRS 37 G OBBHNHEONTEN S, JETO TR, RIEN OB 2R
Toh DD ZOFIIKG L R EHROB-a L 7 ) =N K DD THLH IS, —
7. REHRO LY AL o s 7 a7 A AL, ENHIE ORI RS0 2 IR & @V RS aRE 2R
L. KIBBSAEIHEIT 52, S50, KEHKRDOLYAZ Y hFaTA OIS LD | BN
FNFFEDLAENE & SCFADPEA )BT 54,

LLED X ST, KEZ 37 BIEAIC X0 I s a0 & IR e e 114
DFFHID Z EDE SN TQND D, KEX LRI EEROMRIIRZ A VT OS2
WV, £IT, AEBRTIE, PIREASCY REALR CRIRETFOBNROL L.~ U RO

AWreds JTONEEMESE T D KRG Y NV BB R A X 7 OG8N,
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32 FERFHE
3.2.1 fEREW

FHRIZI2E & [FERDICRIE~ © A A s L OVRHRO B ERIE CRIE L7, AFHRIZINT
IBEROERRELRETED L HIZ, v T AR LT SEE LTz, ~ 7 AIZI3AE45% keal
GH OB (Research Dietsfl: ; D12451) OB A ~—RIZ, ZOKR0%GTDH /30 '8
WEDCA LB RIE () o HOVBERET3E) F3KEX 08 (77 aF;, R
RS IC U TR L7l B2 7o, SRRl A Table 3.1l T, 70d6, MHZ /2
BNVELL 2D LHICH R EREEFEL CWD, £, AREKITEHICEBRTES K1
L7,

Table3.1 #5EHD100gH OEEFHRY (g/100g)

Casein diet Soy diet
Casein 22.86 -
Soy protein - 23.78
L-cysteine 0.18 0.18
[corn starch 13.71 12.79
acorn starch 15.5 15.5
Sucrose 10 10
Soybean oil 4 4
Lard 24 24
Cellulose 5 5
Mineral mixture 3.5 35
Vitamin mixture 1 1
Choline bitartrate 0.25 0.25
Total 100 100

322 FERA GV a—)v

FERITIX, KEZ oV EOHBERESRITICRBT DGEETToTe, vV ARICHEA 4
X7 EEE (Caseinfif) E72ITRGH /37 EER (Soyif) 210 H I H HHER S, ZT12, ZT20,
IZTATYH 7Y 7 HAToT,
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FHTIE, KEY R VBEDERZA I TOMRETN, PREIBRORGH 3y
EEANRA LT 2012, ~ T AIZH] (ZT12) 477 (ZT20) 121.8g DFA1H2MES %
Teo EBA BT EEEDIE -2 HRE (Caseinfif) . FIRICKE Y V' EiiZ %, Y&
(ZHEA B DGR R 2 DIE M-Soylf) . FIEIZBA 2 RV iR B R Y RIC
KB VG % 52 D8 (B-Soylf) O3EEHE L=, SERSMIECI4HMEE Lk,
ZT12, ZT20, ZTATH 7Y v 75 To1,

Yo7 T HETE L RRRIC EBNpHIE, BN, FERIRAA TV, 38T
WTEEAUTIN R T & AR L7z,

323 ME2 VAT E—VBLU N 7Y kY FHEE

MiFaLA7ae—LBLRNN) Z7UEY R (TG) &if, a2 VAT e—/VHEFx Y FBIUE
V70D FESy b (FL7 A L AFaiseatt) 260 L Qe Lic, ek, lE
JFEEF Y Mho7 e b U DN TT o7,

324 V7 NFA 5AREPCR

I 3517 D IR BhEE S - OFExIY72 mRNA &%, U 7 /L% A A RT-PCR (ZX - T
HI7E L7=, RNA-Solv Reagent (Omega Bio-Tek Inc.. 7 A U4) &M LC. il RNA A
L7, &7 Lo RNA REE, 00EE (NanoVueplus : GE ~LVAT T Vv /30) %
fEA U CHIE L7, RNA OW#REFS JUHENEIX, One-Step SYBRRT-PCR ¥ v k (¥ 517 /34
) ¥ L O'Piko Real PCR 2 A7 A (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 7 A VU ) #HA\T{To7z, &
o, KB L TR DIBIB T DT T A ~—% Table32 |2, FHilfn - OHEREZ Table3.3 IR T, 1ZAHE
(B OFXII7Z 5B GAPDH (2 L > TEBYL L2 ¥, Fo, T—ZIXAACHEIZ K-> TH

Mriiz.
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Table.3.2 V 7 /L% A L RT-PCR T L7727 T A ~—c%)

Gene Forward Reverse
Gapdh TGGTGAAGGTCGGTGTGAAC AATGAAGGGGTCGTTGATGG
Accl GCACTCCCGATTCATAATG CCCAAATCAGAAAGTGTATC
Fasn TGGGTTCTAGCCAGCAGAGT ACCACCAGAGACCGTTATGC
Srebplc CGCTACCGGTCTTCTATCAATG CAAGAAGCGGATGTAG
Hmgcr GATCATCCAGTTGGTCAATGC GCAAGCTTTGTGGAGAGGAG
Cyp7al AGACCGCACATAAAGCCCGG CTTTCATTGCTTCAGGGCTC
Table.33 U 7 /L4 A A RT-PCR CHIE L7815 1-OFSHE
Gene ERAFR BEe Reference
Accl Acetyl-CoA carboxylasel B RO IR 147
Fasn Fatty acid synthase iy p = 148
Srebplc  Sterol regulatory element-binding ~ JRNiEE A2 BEI> 2 B DR G- R 1 149
protein 1
Hmgcr 3-hydroxy-3-methylglutaryl- 2 L AT a—/ VAR OIS 150
coenzyme A reductase
Cyp7al cytochrome P450 7A1 a L AT LB IR E AR D IR st

325 5B pH HIE

28 & [FREIHIE LT,

3.2.6 RN (SCFA) HIE

235 L [RIRRICIIE LTz,

3.2.7 #FH D DNA i

25 L [ARRICAT o 72,

3.2.8 16S rRNA &= FHEHT

2E LA T o T2 7233 D U — REUZHOWTIL, 1058 > 7 6H458514034,110 U — R73

FAE SN, LT, 1Y 7 b= 038420142427 (CPHEHERERRE) U — R&57-,

329 BT
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2 B AT 72,
3.2.10 o ZARMAFHT (Simpson Index)

2 B L [ARRITAT 272,
3.2.11 B ZARMEfRAT

2 B L [ARRITAT 272,
3.2.12 HRETRIELT

PICRUSt"2% VN CHENHHE #HE D T A1 T o 7o, BERE Tl IMiseqll L » TR LIz 2 —
v AT —H &5, KEGG pathway 7 — 4 ~<—ZH1DOKEGG orthology DEERE7 11 7 7 A /L &
ST D 2L TTPRILTz, AFEBRIZIO TR, ERTOH6EL LT T — RSB (2
DOUWNTRT LT,
3.213 #iFE

FRT — HTVEERERE L L TR Lz, T CTORGEHHTE, GraphPad Prism (/X—37 =
>6.03, GraphPad SoftwareInc., 7 A U ) ZMiH L7z, £7o, KERTIIER LA "\V'E
DEWVIZERZBN TS, RHZERER O L) & AR O g2 07 - 72,
D’ Agostino-Pearson test/ Kolmogorov-Smirnov test 33 X TN, Bartlett's testZ{#fH L C, 7 —& 23 1E#
SARIFEIERI DN 3 KOS BRGSO E T2, T — X DS IEBIO D> D58 T
ST 2RI T T Student’s t-test, SHELL_ D ELIE TdHiLiFOne-way ANOVAZAEH L
FLIHTE L CTukey DZBEHBHREAAT o7, T —F BIER0 E 7 IRFES B ChHIUL,
2 b C dhduiEMann-Whitner test, 3FELL L L CdbiuiEKruskal-WallistR E - L, 2%
T e L CDunnOZ EHHIRIE 21T > 72, 72068 BE/KHE0<0.05 2 HE L 2723, AR D
HERHEEGIIPERMANOVA 2 W CHEME 21T o7, 723, PERMANOVAIZQIME|Z L - T

ST L7z,
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3.3 FEBER
33.1 EBR 1 : KGZ U7 B0 BH R IBPHIEEORBRIC 5 2 D&
RKEZAZEIFMEaA L AT r—v e N 7 U'Y RERDSEL7200 T BNATE
BOWRE S, ZAREEAIEINSED 2 eI TND “ole - 22 ¢ E9 3R
FECH T HREH X7 EEIZ L > CTURTOME & [FERORERDF BV D0 E D D E R
T5720, B BRI T CORBLT I,
F7o, Fhr 1 T BHIETORG S RV BEEROMRETS Z LIl Lz (Fig3.), K
G R FITPUBERIRD o D Z E RN AU TR Y S0 - mi b A5 PN A s O R RK
(Firmicutes DY)NE Bacteroidetes DY) (ZHMBINH 2 315 Z Linh | (KEOEVNI L D5
BEYBRT 5720, 10 HRE E WO FBEHIMCRE Y L3V Ex 5 (RENZ LT DRIORIET
AP AS E D K9 WEAET D DIEi~Tz, < TR EA 2 /R BER (Casein Bf) &
TolIKRGEH 7B (Soy #F) % 10 HMBHHERESIHE, ZT12, ZT20, ZT4 THo 7Y 7

Zfro7- (Fig3.1),

T 12 16 20 0 4
Casein I;_:I
A A A
soy [ "TINEEEEENNN 2000 |
A A A
<—p-: HFD(Casein) : HFD(Soy protein) A : Sampling

Fig3.1 3&R1: FRAF T 2—b

KEHZ 7 GO H EERDISNEEOMRIC G2 D EBOFBRA 7 a—/L, AL RO/ —3
BHHA : BE=12h : 12h OBREREEZR L Q0D HOORANIDE A 20 GEER L, 4L
UUBDRENIKE Y LRV GRS, RORFRITY 7V TR EFRT,

74



£T. RO 7 EPIREMREN T T RE LT~ BRERIOY 7Y IR
HICHE CAEE R =T -7 (FEAE (Casein £f : 3.88+0.15 g/H. Soy #¥ : 3.92+0.11 g/H)
P T RIOWE (Casein £ : 42.69+0.59 g, Soy £f : 42.15£0.71 g)), &AA >k (ZT12,
ZT20,ZT4) & 37”1 v O (AVE) Z7~d, MfE= L AT m—/Wi, ZT20 3 LU AVE
(23T Soy BED T Casein BEL W A EIE -7 (Fig3.2a), MiE MU 7 V&Y Nid, BEHE
\CHEZET -7 (Fig32b), £z, HiECIRT 2050l L 0= L AT o — UGBS
{5F0 mRNA FEHEZNE L7, NEVIREKBEERZ T TH 2D Accl (ZT12, ZT20, AVE)
(Fig.3.2c) . Fasn (ZT12,ZT20,AVE) (Fig3.2d). 3L W\ Srebplc (ZT12,7ZT4,AVE) (Fig.3.2e)
ORI, Soy BEDFDY Casein BELV ARITIK ) >To, —FH, ab AT m—1 2G5
Cyp7ad DFEFEIT, ZT20 12330 VT Soy BED 73 Casein FE L V) &1 < 72 D 8[A123 5~ 7= (Fig.3.2g)
PLEXY | KRG & ™7 BEOBRUINTEC T DIEEGRR A L, 2 VAT a—Lb5)

R AAREES D Z L3Vt
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Serum Cholesterol Serum TG
250 F—— 200 F——
I I
—200 - * *
= 1 150 - 1
150 - I |
1= 1 100 - |
£.100 A | :
50 A ! >0 1 !
I I
0 - 0 -
/712 /720 /T4 | AVE ZT12 /720 /T4 1 AVE
c Accl d Fasn
K% o e———
o 8 !
3 |
E "] l
o 4 4 *k |
1S s : $8%
g 2 - I
5 I
T 0 -
= /712 /720 ZT4 | AVE /712 /720 /T4 1 AVE
€ Srebpic f Hmgcr
< 15 —— 5 ——
>
10 - I !
£ l 3 1 !
€ | J |
o 5 4 | 2 1
= | 1 - |
o | |
g 0 - | 0 -
/712 /720 ZT4 | AVE 712 720 ZT4 | AVE
g Cyp7al
L2 40 Fe—
v T | [ : Casein O : soy
(]
< 30 A 1
z |
o 20 - |
£ |
2 10 - p=0.089 |
= I
T 0
o

712 ZT20 ZT4 1 AVE

Fig32 81 : MG OIFE &I D IEE GRS AT

10 A RHERH O ZT12, ZT20, ZT4 B L U3 RA > FOFRHEIZRBT D@2 L AT u—1L &, (b)
Mg U 27Ut U Mk LONHE OIFEAGEER S0 mRNA OB (c)dccl |
(dFasn, (e)Srebplc, (HHmger, (@)Cyp7al, T —F X FHFHEMETLETE S, T—F DO n i (KHE
FIRA > F n=10), *p<0.05, #* p<0.01, *** p<0.001 vs. Casein, Student’s t-test 2, $p<0.05,
$$ p<0.01, $$$ p<0.001, vs. Casein, Mann-Whitney test Z15 ],
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RIZKRES X7 EDIGPHIEE #2( 052 D58 i~ 2 72 DIZ, BN pH & SCFA FEA &
ZRE LT, BN pH 1L, WFNORA > b LOSEIEIZIT Soy BED 573 Casein #f &
D HEEIE) o7 (Fig33a), BN ONEE (ZT12, ZT4, AVE) (Fig33b), 7'm A4 2

(zT12, ZT4) (Fig3.3c). ¥ (Fig3.3d). E&lE (Fig3.3e) 1%, Soy #DJ775 Casein #L 0 b
2Ny

PLEXY, BN pH DIKT, e d gl ik, BBROEIs Lo enb, Ka

5 Y BRI X o BB BAFIZ 2 o T2 2 L D33ino T,
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Cecal pH

7.5 ;:_:I
| © Casein
7.3 A o)
|
o o | (@) @ Soy
7.1 - |
%k ok
555 O 1 s
69 1 wxx ul O
O I
6.7 T T | 1
/712 /720 /T4 1 AVE
b . c o
Acetic acid Propionic acid
£ 04 Fee— 0.06 F———)
'§) 03 .y ! p=0.051 I
3 A | I
= | *0.04 - I
g 02 - > w
Qo | 0.02 - |
s ] ﬂ | ﬂ il
= 1 |
g 0 = T T T 1 0 n T T T
= 7112 7120  ZT4 | AVE ZT12  ZT20  ZT4 | AVE
d . e o
= Lactic acid Butyric acid
<
800,008 F——— 0.06 F————
g 535 | 533 |
TJ} 0.006 4 $SS 0.04 - p=0.055 ! $S
@ [T !
S 0.004 : s
J |
%o.ooz 4 s : 0.02 i’x—‘ |
€ 1 !
3_ 0 -_ﬁ T T i 1 0 = T T I 1
/712 /720 ZT4 | AVE 712 720 /T4 1 AVE

[ : Casein [ : Soy

Fig3.3 51 : 5 pH & SCFA

10 HREHERR D ZT12, ZT20, ZT4 38 L3 7RA o S OSFHHE I B (a) EW5 pH, O)EHE, ()71 &
U (DFLE, (kL T — X I PPIEHFHERE TR T, 7T XD n i (EHEEHRA b n=10),
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 vs. Casein, Student’s t-test 2, $p<0.05, $$ p<0.01, $$$ p<0.001, vs.
Casein, Mann-Whitney test %,

BN pH 2MEF L. SCFA ZEREAEINLIZZ Evh, REZ /37 BEOBEU X 0 iGPHE

BN LT AfREMENE 2 BTz, £ 2T, ##) 5 16S rRNA 24 L. IR #E %7y
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M L7, Simpson Index 1%, ZT20 {233\ VT Soy #EDJ573 Casein £ L 0 b A B E A~ 7= (Fig34) ,

Simpson index

091 @ (mE a =

0.8 - (@] p=0.069!

1 © Casein
0.7 A | s

I oy
0.6 :
0.5 T T T 1

|

712 ZT20 T4 AVE

Fig34 9351 : IBPNHIEEED o ZERME

Simpson index "C/x L7-IBPNHlIERED o 28R, 7 — X 13 ETHRE TR T, T—XDn¥k
(BHEEARA >k n=10), *p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 vs. Casein, Student’s #-test Z{5

WRIZEFEDORGIN I EE O R % His 35 72 912 Unweighted UniFrac FREfEZ K 5 B Ak % fiE

Wrifob 2 A, BNAlEREORER L Casein #E & Soy B CHEICE /2> T e (Fig3.s),

PC2 (9.64 %) ) ]
Q I Casein
© Oq% Soy
%C o © @
(%]
o%j %828 o o
(] o © © Statistic
° 00 ﬁ value p-value
o o& © Caseinvs. Soy  5.696 0.001
Q@ ©

PC1(12.27 %)

PC3 (6.26 %)

Fig3.5 981 : IGPNMERED B ek

B TND B SR (Casein FEE Soy BEDOHI) , T—X D n#k (FFEERA >k n=10),
PERMANOVA OfERZ X OFRITRT,
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W2, BARINC EDOMIBENZEL L TNDDONETIRDT-DIZ, Casein £ & Soy FEZIIT D

PR OFRRHFAER AT~ T2, SR 1 Ot S-S REOMIBE O ARG 2 L1 (Fig.3.6a)

EIR LUV (Fig3.6b) (ZOWTCENTIIEA LT T 7 CrRd, AREBRCRICE R T2/ %

TR L, T OREIRE R A Fig3.7 [OR7,

a Taxonomy summary (Phylum)
1 5 Proteobacteria
0.9 W Verrucomicrobia
W Tenericutes
0.8
o uTM7
3y o7
S micutes |l Spirochaetes
e 0.6
S W Proteobacteria
2 o5
) M Firmicutes
2 04 ,
© Deferribacteres
2 o3 | .
eroidetes | Cyanobacteria
0.2 .
[ Bacteroidetes
01 M Actinobacteria
0 . . . -
Casein Soy Casein Soy Casein Soy Casein Soy
7712 7120 774 AVE
b Taxonomy summary (Genus)
1 - Unknown W Akkermansia W Anaeroplasma
1 M Treponema M Pseudomonas M Enhydrobacter
0.9 - | M Acinetobacter M Aggr ibacter M Rick iell
: | W Proteus W Erwinia Helicobacter
0.8 | W Flexispira [ Desulfovibrio M Bilophila
. Delftia Sutterella Ensifer
o ! Coprobacillus Clostridium Allobaculum
g 0.7 1 X x -/_ [ Desulfovibrio ™ Phascolarctobacterium M Megamonas W Acidaminococcus
© ! R occu: M Oscillospira B Faecalibacterium
'8 0.6 A 1 Anaerotruncus " [Clostridium] Clostridium
> | rc4-4 O [Ruminococcus] W Roseburia
_8 0.5 4 1 M Robinsoniella M Lachnospira M Dorea
[) 1 A M Coprococcus M Blautia M Angerostipes
E 0.4 4 | [Ruminococcus] Anaerofustis Dehalobacterium SMB53
m© | Clostridium Candidatus Arthromitus = Turicibacter
g 0.3 4 | Lactococcus W Streptococcus B Lactococcus ™ Lactobacillus
W Enterococcus W Aerococcus m Gemella
0.2 A ! Enterococcus W Staphylococcus W Bacillus Anaerobacillus
| Mucispirillum " Hymenobacter W [Prevotella]
| MW YRC22 M Paraprevotella W Odoribacter
0.1 Bifidovacterium
| M Butyricimonas WAF12 M Prevotella
1 W Parabacteroides W Bacteroides Collinsella
W Adlercreutzia [ Bifidobacterium M Corynebacterium

Casein Soy Casein Soy Casein Soy Casein Soy

712 ZT20 T4 AVE

Fig.3.6 FEBR 1 : IBNAIE O ER (B
(@ Ll () BLVL, T—HIETFRE TR, T—FDn @FHEERA 2 b n=10),
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FY LUV G, Bacteroidetes (ZT20) (Fig.3.7a) ¥ & () Proteobacteria (ZT12,ZT20,AVE) (Fig.3.7b)
I Soy BEDFAS Casein FEL W HAEITHIN L, Firmicutes (ZT12, ZT20, AVE) (Fig3.7c) 13
B Le (Figl. 7). JBL-UZ DWW T, Bifidobacterium (ZT12,ZT4,AVE) (Fig.3.7d) .
Enterococcus (ZT20,AVE) (Fig.3.7¢e) . [Ruminococcus] (ZT20,AVE) (Fig.3.7g) . Desulfovibrio (ZT20,
AVE) (Fig.3.7h) 1% Soy #7738 Casein BE &L W HAEITIENN L, Lactococcus I3A IR LTz

(Fig3.4) (Fig3.70),
LB, BRI, BN OFEXH A EROFER LV (Fig3.5,Figd. 7). Ka & /X7 EOERE

(2 &V BRI R ORI & KM% Z L mhoTz,

a Bacteroidetes b Proteobacteria c Firmicutes
303 0.015 1
= 1 1 |
© 1 1 1
€02 | 0.01 L s e
< " 1 1 0.5 |
201 ij ! 0.005 ifl ! !
= 1 1 1
< 1 1 1
g 0 T T T 0 T T T 0 T
ZT12 ZT20 ZT4 1 AVE 7712 7120 ZT4 1 AVE ZT12 7120 I AVE
d Bifidobacterium e Enterococcus f Lactococcus
0.3
f
(T
©
€02
o)
©
o1
i
o
) . : $5$
ZT12 Z720 ZT4 | AVE ZT12 2120 ZT4 | AVE ZT12 ZT20 ZT4 | AVE
g [Ruminococcus] h Desulfovibrio
g 01 0.008
0.08 : D
'g . 1 0.006 !
30.06 ! ros
© 1 s 0.004 p=0.055 1
g0.04 p=0.063 \ \
£0.02 EI : 0.002 ﬂ : [l : Casein [: Soy
€ o . 0 .
ZT12 ZT20 I AVE ZT20 I AVE

Fig37 28R 1 : PO ER GEHD

(ac) FAL~YUZRIT DFIRIFAER: (@) : Bactervidetes, (b) : Proteobacteria, (c) : Firmicutes), (d-h) J&L~VUZH1T
HARRIFAER: (d) : Bifidobacterium, (€) : Enterococcus, (f) : Lactococcus, (g) : [Ruminococcus], (h) : Desulfovibrio) , 7
— X PEIEATERAE TR T, T X DO (BHEERA 2 b n=10),  *p<0.05,** p<0.01, *** p<0.001 vs.

Casein, Student’s r-test Z{#H, $p<0.05, $$ p<0.01, $$$ p<0.001, vs. Casein, Mann-Whitney test %,
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E BT, PICRUSt 2 L Co—7 v AT — 2 D BIGNHIE wisRe & T Lo, ZORE5R =
X O TEF/RHH (ZT12,ZT20,AVE) 1 Soy BED 573 Casein EL D & A EIHEN
L7= (Fig3.8),

VULEORER, REZ BRI L0 ERMAEIERES ML ThD Z 8 ld, KEZ

HOVIAL b T uTA U BENMIEREC L > TR SN Z L 2R LT

Nitrogen metabolism

0.8 F———— |
$$S kK | * ok

0.6 - 1
— I
X 04 - |
|

0.2 - 1

I

0 = T T T 1
I

712 ZT20 T4 AVE

[ : casein [: Soy
Fig3.8 SR 1 : IPNATER mne Ot

10 AHEAB D ZT12, ZT20, ZT4 3BL N3 RA > NONEICIIT 5 T283503 (R 2
g, T — X TPPIEHERERECHRT, T— X D n i (AR A 2 b n=10), *** p<0.001 vs.
Casein, Student’s r-test Z{#H, $$$ p<0.001, vs. Casein, Mann-Whitney test %13,

INHOERN pH, SCFA, o ZERME, B 2Rk, IBNATEE OFHFEERORER LY (Figl.s,
Fig3.4, Fig3.5,Fig3.7) . KRG v/ 7 EOEBERICE VIGBNHIERICRE <AL, IBNEREEN
BAHI o722 EREZ DN, DF D, KEZ 378X 10 BRE &V D EIIRTC, RERS

I 2 RO B CRBNAIE 2 ORERR & 2L X5 = LR ENT-,

332 FEr2:1 H 2 ROHIRISESRA TR DRGSRV BOBERS A I v 7D BPIE
BEOBRIZEx DR

AWFFETRNTARO R 27 BEEOERUZ LV | SR s O RN b LT 728,
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WIT, KRG X BOBRS A X 2 IR RIFT LR~
~ 7 AIH] (ZT12) L4057 (Z120) 1218 ¢ DA 1 A2 2 5 A7 Y 2 —/L&E LT-
(Fig3.9), HEA X LRI EEHOH% 52 D8 (Caseinff) . FIRICKE X L7 B % b
ZABITEBA B 37 B 5 % DFE(M-Soy#f) \FIRICHEA X2 RV EiRE 52
HENIKRGS 37 Eila 52 D1 (E-Soylf) D32 & L, SRS CI4HHEE

7%, ZTI12, ZT20, ZT4TH 7V v 7 %4T7-72 (Fig39),

4] 12 16 20 0 4
casein NN

A A
Esoy TN 0 ]
A

& :HFD(Casein) 1.8g (& : HFD(Soy protein)1.8g  J : Sampling

Fig39 ER2 : FRAr V2 —u

RGEZ T EDOBEREZ A I 2 7 BN ORI G2 D3RO FBRAr ¥ 2—N, HERBD
PN—ITIA  BEY=12h ¢ 12h OB AE LTS, FROMANT 1.8g DHYA v X L0 E
EEFR L, AL VEOMIL 1.8g DRGH 37 EiEFT, FRORRITY 7Y o 7% #5

R

BN, KEZ ™7 EOBRY A X 7 SIREREN R E TR~ o) T
RIOREIIHHH CH BT D > 72 (Casein B : 43.57+0.76 g, M-Soy #f : 43.86+0.51 g, E-Soy
B 42.5020.77g), KBA b (ZT12,ZT20,ZT4) & 37814 2 ROFEIE (AVE) %R, i
B L AT a— UL, ZTI12 123 T M-Soy #EI Casein i, E-Soy it & Ml L CHEIZE -
7= (Fig3.10a), —J7, MJg MV 7V &Y NJAIFEETRI -7 (Fig3.10b), 7z, eIk

I D EIE R LU= L 2T — URGEHIRRELER 100 mRNA FEIEAHE L, JEilEERES
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HEB(R T CTHD decl DFBEIX, ZT12 B X AVE (23T E-Soy BED 573 Casein AEL U
AEIED T (Fig3.10c), A C < NEVERARBENEIR 10D Fasn R, ZT12 (23BN T
E-Soy BEDI7H3 M-Soy #t L 0 H A EITIKL | Casein BEL W HAKU MEA123H -7 (Fig3.10d), =
VAT a—/LaRGEHT D Cup7al EELEIL, ZT20 (2350 T M-Soy #ED )57 Casein #EL Y
HLABIEL . ZT4 128V T M-Soy BE& E-Soy BED AN Casein #EL Y A EIME o7

(Fig.3.10g)

LIk Acel, Fasn DFER LV 8 FFORG L 30 BEEDNEERG R AT 5 2 & A0
ofc, — ., MiFa L AT a—LORRE VFEORG S 7 BEENER VAT a—L
BAHNSES 220D (Fig3.10a), FE 1 OKEX 7 EOEBAIZEL Y M2 L AT n—

ANMETFT5EVS R (Figdla) &RTHREE o7,
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Serum cholesterol Serum TG
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I 1
:200 _ Ip—0.084 150 |
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o | |
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g | !
€ [ 47 I
o 10 - | 2 1
>
: iﬂ ' '
< 0 - : 0 - :
&« 712 720 | AVE ZT12 120 , AVE
8 Cyp7al
2] I
T 80 | [ : Casein [@: M-Soy [1:E-Soy
(]
< 60 i |
zZ I
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c 40 :
(O] % #i#
> 20 4 ] |
: TS il
© I
£ o ] Bem Al
I

712 720 T4 AVE

Fig3.10 &6 2 : MG ONRE & 2361 2 I8 ARk BhEE S 1

14 BRI ZT12,ZT20, ZT4 B L3 RA o hOFEHEIZRIT B@IfiE 2 L AT o —/VE, (b)
Mg U 27Ut U Mk LONHE OIFEAGEER S0 mRNA OB (c)dccl |
(d)Fasn, (€)Srebplc, (HHmger. @Cwp7al, T —X X PEEHERETERT, T—F O nkk (&iE
BRA 2k n=5), #p<0.05,## p<0.01, one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post-hoc test Z{#H, %
p<0.05, %% p<0.01, Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post-hoc test A,
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WIZ, REZ 7 BOEIRE A X 2 7 SBT3 572012, BN
pH & SCFA FEEEANIE Lz, BB pH 1%, ZT12 1230 T M-Soy A£2S Casein £ LV HILT
T, ZT20 128V VTiE M-Soy BEOMEE L W AR > 72 (Fig3.11a), ZT4 2B\ T
E-Soy BEAMIRE L V LA B ~7- (Fig3.11a), AVE 28V Tid M-Soy £ LUV E-Soy Af
75 Casein FE L D AEIUEN -7z (Fig3.11a), FUEAIT ZT20 (235V T M-Soy 73 Casein # -
D HAEEITHEMNL, E-Soy #£X Y HEIMEMAH -7 (Figl.11d), ZT4 (23T B-Soy #E43
Casein BE L W HAEITHIN L7 (Fig3.11d), AVE (28U Tl M-Soy BED AN Casein A & Fhii
LCHEIZEIN L (Fig3.11d), BARRIE ZT20 1235V T M-Soy BE2S E-Soy B & 0 & A E BN
L. Casein B & bUie U CHEIMEAA3 >~ 7= (Fig.3.11e), ZT4 (238 Cid E-Soy BEAMIAE L U 3
BEIZHIN LT (Fig3.1le), AVE (2B TiE M-Soy #£72Y Casein BEL 0 HAEITHIM LT

(Fig.3.11e),

VLEDFEREN S, KEZ VBRI BOELLTEAL T, EA 8 Rl
RFZNZHBW T, BN pH MK F L, FUBR L BREEAMEIN L7 (Fig3.1la,d,e), S HIT, FARIC
KEZ VBB T5E 1 BB L TCERAN pH OIRT & 38 - FEROBINA H b7

(Fig3.1la,d,e), DFEY ., HIAREAETHYBELTLREY L\ ARSI LS

DR, ZORPEITHIEEREO PRIV LIVRENT,
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a Cecal pH

@ Casein
75 /)
! E M-Soy
7.3 - : A E-Soy

|
69 ] . A |
|
6.7 T T T |
/712 /720 T4 1 AVE
b Acetic acid o Propionic acid
= 03 Fe— 004 F——
.%D | 1
2 | 0.03 - I
= 021 | |
D [ 0.02 - |
@ 0.1 - I |
£ | 0.01 - |
3 ' |
E 0 -1 T T T 1 0 = T T T 1
= /T12 /720 T4 | AVE /T12 /120 ZT4 1 AVE
rd Lactic acid e Butyric acid
<
80 0,008 f—— 0.04 -
g " !
w 0.006 / =0.085 (- 0.03 + o lﬂ : #
o %p % s |
§DO.OO4 e : r 0.02 A ’V_‘ p=o.o73|— ! |_
|
§ 0.002 : 0.01 - [p |
o ! |
g‘_ 0 = :| 1 0 = T T T 1
/712 /720 | AVE /712 /720 /T4 | AVE

[: Casein [:M-Soy [: E-Soy

Fig3.11 382 : §%pH & SCFA

14 HREHER D ZT12, ZT20, ZT4 F LT3 7RA > S OFHHE T B (a) EM pH O)EHER, ()7 1 &7
AU, (DFLEE, (FfE, 72 I ITIERERE TR T, 7 =2 DOk ERHSARA > b n=5), #
p<0.05, ## p<0.01, ### p<0.001, one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post-hoc test Zf#H, % p<0.05, %%

p<0.01, Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post-hoc test 23,
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BN pH 2ME T L, SCFA AFEEDHINNHER SIIZT-0, BEPNAIEEORERNE(L L=
TREMINE X B, F 2T, IRICHEEDSD 16S rRNA ZAii UBINHIEEZ 8T L, £ 0

#EL, Simpson Index Id, AVE (Z35V T M-Soy BEMEEL 0 & &V MEIAI B 72 (Fig3.12),

Simpson index

1 —— |

|
lp=0.075

0.9 - i I & O Casein
1 I: 5 :|p=0.090

0.8 4 | @ M-Soy
: AE-Soy

0-7 T T ] 1

712 120 ZT4 | AVE

Fig3.12 562 : IO o ZERE

Simpson index T/~ L7ZIGNHIERED o 2450%, 7 — X I PRIEHEREGRETER T, T—FDn ¥
(BHESARA > b n=5),

WIZERED NN RE ORERY A LEise 9~ % 72812 Unweighted UniFrac BB K 5 B k21
E LT, ZORER, KRGz oy BB, S Rtk (ZT20, ZT4) OFRA 2 FORMIFHL
T2HED B ZARMEIE, ZT20 (238U T Casein £ & M-Soy BFENA B2 > T2 (Fig3.13a), —
J7. ZT4 128\ Tl Casein #E & E-Soy BECIIAER TR -7 (Fig3.13b), X TORA
v & (ZT12,Z120,ZT4) ZE TR B ZAkMIL. Casein B & M-Soy BECHEIZEZR D (B
FHiE= 2478, p=10.002) (Fig.3.13c), Casein #& E-Soy HTHA R > T (FidHiE=
1460 . p=0.048) (Fig3.13d),

VLERY | SARICKE Y v X B EBAET 5 L NME SN A EICE b Lic—J5, R TIE
ZOEBR SN ST=Z L b, FRE Y BHIRICKE S o BaER U A A

HREIRKELS BT L Z L REZ BN,
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a . ZT20 : Casein vs. M-Soy b ZT4 : Casein vs. E-Soy
[ Casein
© B M-Soy
° ° ¢ [lE-Soy
® o
% e °©
oY © (3]
o
° ©
) ©
4/ Lo
Statistic Statistic
value  Pvalue value  Pvalue
ZT20: Casein vs. M-Soy  1.886 0.008 ZT4 : Casein vs. E-Soy 1.396 0.071
c Casein vs. M-Soy d Casein vs. E-Soy e M-Soy vs. E-Soy I Casein
e i © o207 © . M—Soy
[]E-Soy
(4] © (") © 0@
° &o © © ° (S o © o ¢ % P
© O o © O o
) © R “0 e ;
° © o ot © c 00 co
% o° o ° e © ® ©
© ©
© o © © o¢oe o ©
© (4]
() (%]
o © o ©
Statistic - Statistic Statistic
p-value p-value p-value
value value value
Casein vs. M-Soy 2.478 0.002 Casein vs. E-Soy 1.460 0.048 M-Soy vs. E-Soy 0.982 0.485
. = . G
Fig3.13 5k 2 : BB O B Z6kE

(2) FHAEARMA 8 FlE (ZT20) TR D HEA L ABR L REEROMILR, (b) S RERH
1h 8 HfHlf: (ZT4) \ZBIT 2B A AR & KUEBREOMMIE, (o) 2481 (ZT12,ZT20,
ZT4) \Z81F 5 Casein #f & M-Soy HEDOMERLLES, (d) &4 > b (ZT12,ZT120,ZT4) 1Z81T2

Casein Fif & E-Soy BEOMERIE, (e) 2781 > & (ZT12,ZT20,ZT4) (2351} 5 M-Soy #f & E-Soy B

ORI, T2 O n % EREEHRA > b n=5), PERMANOVA OfERARFHORITRT,

I, BARRIIZ EDOMEDZAL L TOD DODEFINRD 12D, FEHTIT 2 Pl OAEx

FHERZPATZ, FR 1 THH SIS TEOMEEREO 2RE 2L~ (Figl.lda) LR

)b (Fig3.14b) [ZOWTENENRA LT 7T 7 TR, AREBRCRICE B3 DHIE 27/ ¢

L, FOFMRERE Figl.15 1”7,
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a Taxonomy summary (Phylum)

-W- | Pr b ia
4 I . .
0.9 | M Verrucomicrobia
0.8 1 : M Tenericutes
80.7 1 ! u M7
1= |
S 06 A irmicutes iroch
c 0. 1 W Spirochaetes
> I
<2 0.5 1 B Proteobacteria
(] | —
£ 04 A | O Firmicutes
@
L 1 .
203 | W Deferribacteres
| .
0.2 - | roidetes B Bacteroidetes
01 - 1 M Actinobacteria
: |
0 - |
Casein M-Soy E-Soy Casein M-Soy E-Soy Casein M-Soy E-Soy Casein M-Soy E-Soy
7112 ZT20 T4 AVE
b Taxonomy summary (Genus)
M Unknown Akkermansia
1 1 Treponema Acinetobacter
| Aggregatibacter Proteus
] Helicobacter W Flexispira
0.9 | licobe I
) | B Desulfovibrio W Bilophila
W Delftia W Sutterella
0.8 A 1 M Paracoccus Agrobacterium
1 Methyl ium Coprobacillus
v 07 4 i | Allobaculum Veillonella
o W Ruminococcus W Oscillospira
% V [ ‘ lAnaer_arruncus [ ] [C/ustrid{'um]
< 0.6 4 1 B ruminococcus] M [Ruminococcus] W Roseburia
< / | M Dorea Coprococcus
el i Blautia Anaerofustis
© 0.5 | Lactococcus Dehalobacterium SMB53
(0] 1 W Clostridium B Candidatus Arthromitus
E 0.4 4 | W Turicibacter W Streptococcus
© M Lactococcus M Lactobacillus
o) 0.3 - ! B Enterococcus W Aerococcus
x Y | » Gemella Staphylococcus
| Bacillus Anaerobacillus
0.2 1 - ® Mucispirillum o [Prevotella]
! o Cnterococcts g yRe) m Odoribacter
| B Butyricimonas BAF12
0.1 4 | Bifidovacterium M Prevotella W Parabacteroides
M Bacteroides Adlercreutzia
- @ Bifidobacterium W Propionibacterium
Casein M-Soy E-Soy Casein M-Soy E-Soy Casein M-Soy E-Soy Casein M-Soy E-Soy W Corynebacterium

ZT12 ZT20 T4 AVE

Fig3.14 3252 : IO ER (M8
@ MLk, (b) BL-Yb, T—HPEETERS, 72O n¥ (FHEARA 2 b n=b),

FH LI DWW, Bacteroidetes (AVE) X M-Soy BED 573 Casein BE LV HAEITHINL
7= (Fig.3.15a), Firmicutes (ZT20, AVE) 1% E-Soy BED 773 Casein BEL Y AR Lz
(Fig.3.15¢), J& L ~UZDUWTIL, Lactococeus 1 ZT20 (23T M-Soy FEDMIEEL U HAE
WA L. ZT4 123680 T E-Soy #EDMEE L © & AEIZRED Lz (Fig3.15), AVE IZ8U)V T M-

Soy ElE Casein #E &LV A EIZN L7223, B-Soy HElE Casein #E L ) I MEm A7~ L7=D A4
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TdH 7= (Fig.3.15f) . [Ruminococcus] (ZT20) 1% E-soy BEAMBAE L V) &4 =128 L= (Fig3.15g),

a Bacteroidetes b Proteobacteria c Firmicutes
S 0.03 1 ,
S | 0.8 | Bl
3 0.02 | 06 |
g 1 1
2 0.01 ! 04 !
kS ' 0.2 !
2 1 1

0 0
ZT12 ZT20 ZT4 ' AVE ZT12 ZT20 ZT4 ' AVE ZT12 ZT20 ZT4 ' AVE

d Bifidobacterium e Enterococcus f Lactococcus
80.25 0.003
© | |
T 02 | |
E | 0.002 |
S | |
% 01 : 0.001 :
E 0.05 | |

0 0
ZT12 ZT120 ZT4 ' AVE ZT12 ZT20 ZT4 | AVE ZT12 ZT20 ZT4 ' AVE
g [Ruminococcus] h Desulfovibrio

E: casein @: M-Soy [: E-Soy

712 7120 T4 1 AVE ZT12 7120 ZT4 1 AVE

Fig3.15 ZEHR 2 : BPNHIEE ORI AR GHEAN)

(a-c) FAL~YUZRIT DFETFEIER: ((a) : Bacteroidetes, (b) : Proteobacteria, (c) : Firmicutes), (d-h) J&L-
~IUTEIT HARRIFER () : Bifidobacterium, (€) : Enterococcus, (f) : Lactococcus, (g) : [Ruminococcus],
(h) : Desulfovibrio) , T —X | VHEHEAEGRZETHES, T—F D nlk EHESHEA 2 b n=5), #
p<0.05, ## p<0.01, ### p<0.001, one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post-hoc test Z{#H, % p<0.05, %%

p<0.01, Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post-hoc test Z{3 F,

& BT, PICRUSt i L Co—4 v AT — 2 BN R ORSEE R T LT, £ DR
[ —a o [%EHERH (AVE) 1% M-Soy REAMELEE L 0 &8I03 A 2R L=
(Fig.3.16)

LIEL Y| SEORGS 7B/, YROERLY bERGHETEHLSE, Ka¥
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N EORHEAREL TND Z EREZHND,

Nitrogen metabolism

0.8 A

|p=0.064 p=0.092

0.6 |
|

0.4 - |
|

0.2 1
|

0 - T T T

|

712 720 T4

[%]

AVE
[: Casein [E:M-Soy [1: E-Soy

Fig3.16 325k 2 : IPHlEd & DOBEREMET

14 AREHEAHD ZT12, ZT20, ZT4 B L3 A > hOFHEIc I 5 28550380 (2RE ok
e, T—HDn i (FHEERA 2 b n=5),
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3458

ARFBRTIE, 10BOKRES L3 BERICE Y | MiF= L AT o —/L L 5 Ak B
B ORBEMET L7z (Fig32a,c,d,e), IHIT, BBApHMET L (Fig3.3a), SCFAREA
BEEINL  (Fig3.3b,c,d, e) . AR EORRDZ L LT (Fig3.5), FIREITVRBIZKE
B R ERARHER T 5 & KEZ L _ 7 EE ARG O8I Z BV CTEIBNpHOIK T

(Fig.3.11a) . FLEg L BRI R 57 (Figl.lld,e), 77, §IBOKG Y L 7'E
BRIT, YEROKRGTZ 7 EEREY b, FLEE - BiEErE AR L OEENpHIR FIC R TR
i bz (Figl.lla,de) . IBNMEEOMRAZLSE (Figd.13a,b) . BN #EO ML
NS (Fig312), DFD., KEZ L AZ7H T, B0 LERIERTLZ LT, BN
ME O A2 LS, BRRRASET L 2 L2 b,

FERI T, KOHX /ST EEMEIZ X -, Aecl. Fasn, Srebplc?s & DRI A AL REEE S
FOFHEMIT L, iF= VAT m—A3 8 L (Fig3.2a,¢,d,e) e KLY 2/ 7 ENIE
AL AT RN 7Y R JEBE B A T OB E AN TS L 2 & T
WA SN TNDHL, 2N OSATHFFEHTIE, KE4 v 7 BERYINHER L5 0 E
IZOWTHRRSLI TV, AEBRTIZIOHBOADER TH 7208, MiFa L AT a—/L L fF
WhER SR B LA DB AL T S8 5 Z LN TET- (Figl.a,c,de), —77. BHNATEREC
£ o THARLE MTZSCFAIE, MAPKRRIROIEME LA ST L CGLP-1DHBLA NS5 Z & GLP-
123 N5 & R BEEE S - OmMRNAFEHR DI T 23558925 Z L BTV LS, SFED |
KEH 2 EOBEUC X HSCFAREAEBIIN, AENIE AR BhEE s - ORI R T & +RS
L CWDAREMEDYE 2 Hivd,

TATIRZEL 0 | KEA 27 AR LR OINIERS ORRRIT, 1y v B EE

L7cHEDRERR & < 5720 | BN E D SARIEII R G Z o7 IR DT O 3N 5
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MOMZIB UL G, ZIVH DJATHFERSSIRIS T L K2 ™7 B REIFEE ST
Z & CIRERIEII G 5 2 S TWD, DFE Y | SETHERSIRISORERIT, K& 3y
B L DPUERDRORER, PR ORS L LT aTREER S 2 bz, LinL, A%E
BRIEI0 HOAKG Y o _y BaBE R S, (RESIMIHZNR MR SN D RIOBRE T, IHA
AR OMRR N LT 5 Z &R LIz (Figd.s5), DFE V., KX /7 EEEZ N BIENIEN
MEEE S, ZORE, PUEEIENEOND Z ENEZ LD, ZOmE R T
72 IZIX, Caseinff & SoyFED RGN 5 4 T~ 7 ZITHHE L, [FHEAKOEE 2B R S THE
L ARE DRI CaseinfE & A SH7-~ 7 2 L 0 b Soy AL S BT~ 7 2D MK
(E. PBPNAIE #E O R FIR CHUERZIRAMG b= L W2 5725 5,
Fio, KA X BOERIZ L - TS E SN OMRITFERNZ L LT (Fig3.6,

Fig3.7), Firmicutes| XA 1 & LCTHBILTEY | JERO N TZE O EED I 5%,

% L. ZDFirmicutesh>HE % T 5 D N ONGNANE 8 %~ o AT 5 & |
DIFPRE LA Lo~ D R L LT @i AR L QO T B AR L3 < 722
2M, DF Y| Firmicutes|INEHDIFKKF T % Z & 7R L TWD 1S, ARFBRTIL, Firmicutes
RGH R EBEIZ X 0D Ls (Figld 7o), JORERIT. K& X307 D3 Firmicutes %
B> E/5 2 ETHIEWIRE - DT REEMN D H D Z L AR LT\ 5, Bifidobacterium
breveZ SLYLITIE NP5 & | THLAREREZ TR CTE 2 Z LW ST B, AEBRCIX
Bifidobacteriumh KiG.5 L /37 EEEIZI VN LT (Figl.7d), ED7=d, KEZ 37 'EiE
B3 Bifidobacterium DFERIAFAE R Z N S &, bR E L TR 2 TR E 2 bivd,
Lactococcus\ IRz PEAT D Z E RN TOE S, ARFEBRCIZ KRG X 37 EEAIZLY

LactococcusHh™8/» U= (Fig3.7f), ZiU, Lactococcush ., TF—R, 1L OMOFEL I —

AN DN DMETH VS, A NI ETHLAEA 2B LI Lo 0o T
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BEMENE 2 HID, RFEBR T, KT.& L7 BOERUZ L Y Proteobacteria & Desulfovibrioh
AN L7 (Fig.3.7b,h) . Desulfovibriold B & 3FEAE LT b/KSBIZ L VI8 EDONFE Y 7 HERekE
TG S I AREMEIVRIZ STV D Y, KEERTIE, 20X RERICADIEZ 726
FREEMEOH HMEIEM L T D (Figl.7b, h), ZOMIEEIN LB KRG X 0 E
AN R BT 2 A T = X LNTATH D, FERANTIE, B2 ORI & RG22 R 78

DFZELTAND 2 & THREZ 22000 LIZRYY,

FH T, KE X o3V BOBREZA IV FRETIISY ) MBI KT 5

TR, REH 37 EOBEEITFER L0 b EEHRO T HVDIeioTol-w, FHRisiT
L IiE = VAT v LR G B E R s F O BLEI T D58, FERI LD b a<
7272 (Fig3.10a,¢,d,e), F7-. Rl & IR DIME 2 L AT a—/LdD1 HEEfEE D &
FR2OFNFEERL L0 b, BEAICIE 2 VAT B — MK 725 T (Fig3.2a,Fig3.10a),
FATIFFEL D | 1 H SR DRGSR T Oy U AR EIE T D &, v U ADTR/LF—R
ADUGE S, M2 PRI 0%, ASRTIE, (ORI TRARRS A I 7 HHflR LT,
ZOTH, AT Y 2 —/VEN BN, ME T L AT o — /ORI G R B S - DR
BT SEREEDH Y . KEZ /7 BERIZ LD 2O DI TRERSHFHR LiIc< < 72
ST-FREMENR ® S, — T, FBRITIIRE S V7 EERICE Y MiEa L AT a— LMK R
LY (Fig3.2a) . B2 CIEFHBORG Y L /37 EIERIC L0 i = L AT o —/L ORI
Zr LTz (Fig3.10a), Z ORI I T 67200, EBEELHIR I BTG A T ¥ a—L

DB LT D LALZRUY,

THPNARBE DB DN T, R X BB R L CIFE ORIV TiE, K
BRI EETIERIER L THARICER L TH, IEA ABEEE & i L <, BIBNpHOIK

T & L - BEERPEAE B OIS (Fig3.1la,d,e), LA, ZT2012351F HM-Soykf & ZT4
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(2351 DE-SoyhE & DT REZ 70221370 < . REX L /X 7 BOBEIZIOE NI L 52T
Nixholz (Figl.llade), ZORERIT, FIEERICI>THIRERICL-TH, K2
INTEISTIBA B B E B LT, P s AR 2R e b 7o B R 6 5
EEINE L TN D, AREBR IS Z & TN EIE L7720, 33RA > b TOFi%
FHU, 1Rz L TOMBIZHOW T aAT 9o FIEORELY X7 BIRATIE, KL H o
J'EEBRETDHAIORA K (ZT12) 128V THBEBNpHME MEAICH V| 1 HETIEEL
fik L BEROFEAE BN L 72 (Fig3.1la,de). Lo T, &fk& LT, §IROKTH /37 B
BT, YBOKGZ R EEA LD b, SCRAARE L SIBNpHIE TICEI /284 5.2 %
FIREMED B % Z & AR LT D, BN ORI LU T 2 & KT.Z v B AR
ERLEGAICBWTOR, DA ATRRE L i U T BRI b A b7 (Fig3.13a),
T, 1B CTORRGNAIEEO SR b IMERIZH -7 (Figld.12), TNHLORERLD ., K
TH S HITHIRIERT S L YRITGHERT D L0 bRE BRI ST 5 2 &N
R ST,

AR TIE, FIRER EAVBEBEOENE U AN =X LIV TIMET L TR, L
L. 2BETlRA2 & 512, FlEfER &/ AR EOATHERIFH DR SO L T D AREMEDS
BEZHND, DFED | RVHERRHHZ O AT LV ISEEEh M Sh, ZORICKE S
VR BERBRE LI LT, IBNIEEICRE SEBLIEZ ENEZ BILD, ARFBRICIBNT
b, MARA S L LIZERAS V2 — /L TORGEET) 2 & T, §IREIBROENELD
AN =R LEFRIT 5 2 ENTE D008 LIV,

PICRUStZfH L C, IR SRR THIL 72 & A, KEX L7 BEAIC L0 =R
AN BT 2 HEEEMEIN L7 (Fig3.8,Fig3.16), KE.X 27 AT K 2 25 EEEDOHE

IE KEZ R ERDOLI AL o ST a7 A CBIBRRIEIC L > TR S s 2 &2
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LCW%, ZL T, INHOEREITHESELS TEEIIML W (Figd.16), 2F 0, i
DRKEZ I EBERIIIBERELV b, 2O OBRRIZIROERELY 5.2 | KEX L3I ED
AR L TV D ATREMEAZ R LTS, 7272 L, PICRUSHEH K £THTHIY —/LTh D
o, Ry w30 IR L DMREE L ARET H72DITIE, A X5 DT Elie T 5 2
ENRDHDH1ZH 9,
3.5 /g

EHIMORE S o7 BOBRIT, BNHIEEORERR A LS, SCFAFEAL & EMNpHD
ETFasl S L, IRERSOSE AR ThH T, o, REF AV EOBRREZA I
TIZDWTHGEET % & FHEORE S X7 BEIEEITY BOBRE LY bGP iR < P8

TDAREMESE 2 DT,
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4 7. fHE

ABFZETIE, 2 FETIIA XY > 3ETIIREL L0 & 2 DO R L TN &
BRI IV PIHT AR A T o T, A XY b KTH V37 b BN R O R s
wh-z2, FSHIERAEA L, BN pH KT 3872 (Fig24, Fig2.6, Fig33,Fig3.5)., £ L
T, B A I U AR AT o728 25, EHLORERETHLY R LY LHlRITER
35 Z L TPl RE 258 < 52892 ATREMDS I S 7= (Fig2.18, Fig.2.20, Fig.3.11, Fig.3.13).,
ZLT, 2 ETHEEAAT o720, ZOHIR LY BOATHEARHORSVBERL WD 2 %
RLUT- (Fig2.25, Fig227), AWEOELHE LT, EREAFV2—LNFE LT THD 2 BORE

BR3 (Fig2.16) & 3EDOFEER2 (Fig3.9) OfER%Z Tabled.1 (ZF LD,
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Table4.1 ZERIEASLM FIZBIT DAMFIEORERDOE LD
EZREBEHBTIZBNT

AX REAVINVE
(2.3.3 EBR3) (3.3.2 EER2)
]|l = ENA
B EMpH 54 54
BH<y =4
8- 8-
E’FE& 9 — 9 L—
SN B .-
JaEF U JPN . —
SCFA RPN RPN
A y— 5 —
B B
;|- 8]
EZE kA & .— G.—
Weighted UniFraclZ kA f##T Unweighted UniFraclZ & A 24T
B ERTE . FEIZE B BEICEL
5 - 5 -
CEARE AR # el # ¥
(FALRIL) —

Proteobacteria : \, Bacteroidetes : Firmicutes : |

L g # 5

Butyricimonas : T
Lactococcus :
Oscillospira : 4
Desulfovibrio : \,

Staphylococcus :

BEIZE LR
(BLRIL) Odoribacter :

Oscillospira : Lactococcus : \y -

BLALIZETS
BEICEEL-HER 5/67 2/67 1/54 0/54
[EHEN - HE K

SROEBREMTIZENT, A XV ABRIZE > THREX V7 EEARIZE>TH, BN
RO 22 b S87- (Fig2.20, Fig3.13, Table4.1), L L. AEIZZ(L L7-IBPSHIEIC
IHERH Y | 2 DOFRTIGE L T D DI, FHIHEFERIC X > T Lactococcus DFERHFAAERED
W$25 LD SO TH-T= (Fig2.22g, Fig3.15f, Table4.1) , KARBR N/ ELTN NI D

HEEEAER L72 DD &N S BRI A ) = XTI BIRVDS, BIRHEL 7 o7 B OAREHHE
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FRISEIR D Z EBR L TW D00 LIVRW, AR 2% C e B e ~MRE S,
BN TIET X BRSHIST BRERIC L > TE L E VIR E NS 6, ek, EE Y
&7 0 SCFA % PEAET HARBKITHGEORRIE & 725 & & L CRRIERIKI T A CORNANEE i
DoOTNDH 8 Z LRI END ENE URE TORBNCEE ST 2RI Bacteroides.
Clostridium. Propionibacterium. Fusobacterium. Streptococcus, Lactobacillus & [R5V TUND 1%,
DFEY | FRBERDKIHTE TRRE LT, S HBIRT DN & BRI K> TR
o TND T ENERL TSNS LIV, E7o, B ZERMEORERICOWT, R 2 Tl
Weighted UniFrac FREEC 2 2 BT CHE 7R b a8 S 41, F88k 3 Tl Unweighted UniFrac
FRBELC L DT O B A b Wi S iz (Fig.2.20, Fig3.13, Table4.1) , Weighted UniFrac
ITIBPHIE DT ELL 2k L= B A C, & COERICHIEL TVD K 972 2 V% — 7225
B ORI SN0 2%, —7F7. Unweighted UniFrac (PRI OFE(ELL 2 515 L 7=
HET, BRIC K> TIFELTZY LD 2720 § 5 £ O BRI EERD D720 v~ A F-— 72 Pl
DFRERDPI SN0 72D 1617, DFE D | A XV UEA Vv — IS EE 5 2 TN
B Z L S, REX LRI BT~ A 72 i % 5 2 CIENAIE SO &
FSHE WD EERLTWD, ZORERICE > THEL 5 X HMEN R > TnHZ &
b, AREHEEEOIE O DBIR L T D00 LAV, WTHUZ L ThA XY ERGH RV E
DHTE LAV L BUWIBNHIEEZ AT 2 0 THIUT. Z OfiE 210 L 7O IBHHE
DFFFTHEIEINV S LIVRY Y,

PRER LV BEAICA LN A TERIFOR S2BHR L TV D Z L avbh o7z (Fig2.25,
Fig227), ZAUTERRIHNR L 7205 2 & CIRENET OSSN RE 2D Z DR LT D
EEZBND, DFED ., BUVIEERFHZOMEEAIC L ifEhEE e sh, S5/ XY

PRORGY N TE NS TRERAROZRT, IR EORKICRE SERE 52T &
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ZZHND, ZORARRHHOR S IT—>OERICTET, MHREEE OB IR T2 = &%
TERWEA D, HILEIZS Per, Cry, Bmall, Clock 72 & DRFEHE(S T3 L, FRIKEGT
ZLFEBLTND Y, Fo, IHEOMIEEARE LV b ERETERBILL TR | iREhEE) O
AN Y XL ZHlfT 2 & B2 BTG 0 207280, Bl TR OR SRR <HE
BEA I TEDLODVIGNMESRICETHZ LB 0D, SFEFGRELTEA XY > K
TN BUSINT BERHEIET 2 R Y 8 fiil s, 7 mm SR 12 EGCG'S 7 EBN
TR B RITTHRBREDMON TN D, TNOORBHRICEHL THERY A I 7&K
FL. BRI OS B AE CIHNEREI R RS 2 Z Evbiviud, X 0 iR
& NN 2 O BRI SR Z 72 5725 9,

FHEOA XY U ETTRE S o3 BRI X0 EHIRRRRORE A B EITHIIN L7223,
FENENEO T H I & BRI W CTHERMA W b7z (Fig2.184, e, Fig3.11d4, e,
Tabled.1), ZAUTA XV & KGF /™7 EINHEEREAR B & BRIRE AR IR L, FLURsnEAE L
FEERPEA 2L LTI D2 e B2 bivd, FATIIEL U, A XU OB RDS Bifidobacterium (3.
Wk - BEBAPEL) E7203 Lactobacillus (FUBEFEE) ZHEINSH S 2 L 616 K& 37 BOBA
75 Oscillibacter (F&REPEAE) & Lactobacillus (FLBEPEE) ZPEINSHE D Z LAFIBATND X,
LU, ERTBNHIE SO AT THD & FATHE TR LI T DI DA 228N
IXR.BN 7 -7 (Fig2.21b, Fig.2.22, Fig.3.14b, Fig.3.15, Table.4.1), T AUFARFERSAFICIN T
V3. FREDOBAIAD S OFE - BEERPEARE DS L 70 TR < ORI - BERrEAR D
WINL7272D72 LB 2 bivd, BN bW « 7 R B L CTEE LTz E L E Y
BRI, M ORFD SCFA FEARRIE 24T, SCFA M EASND 6, ZDFE, 4% SCFA Z3EAT
2 NHIE TERAFET D 0, B121E. Bacteroides <° Desulfovibrio |IFHEAEAT HE T,

Bacteroides. Lachnospiraceae, Ruminococcus (X7 0 A VA PEAETHETHD 8, IBIT,
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Butyricinomonas, Coprococcus, Eubacterium. Bifidobacterium |\ JBEFE% FEA L . Streptococcus.,
Lactococcus., Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium |XFBEZ FE/ET 5 6, F7o, ENVE VRN E ORI
DM DS NEN IR 2 PEAE S B 0N, JEPH O =R L OB 70 & OBREESIFC L - Tk &
%18, iz, Bifidobacterium |FRFEIZIRY D& D54 CHEET 5 LB PEAET DS, IR
FIFNL NG CIIBs 2 FEAET D 8, X BIZ, Clostridium VX Bifidobacterium (2 &> CEEAE S
NICHIEERIR LT m B4 ViR A EAT 5 1%, 72, Bacteroides |XIRFEIFNIZNGRIF TR
T5 EHHREPEA L, RSB DIRORRT Y v A R EPEAT S 1S, LEEEBETH L, K
FERCIIRFEDIIER - FEEEAE OR B72INEHGE S e o T2 b 0D, BER O - B
FRPEAEBEAYVD LT DML, 2B OMFIORER & U CTHEARTILER - BRERREA ORISR
nieEEz2 b,

A XY RORKELZ 3BT ENERNTIEE - a2t 2 & BINERT D Z &3
BATWND M, £ZT, 28 L 3EORETOIBRIIBN\T, 7 CIHRHIANE L TRV e
EMNAYOLER L | IR RO A7 (Figd.1) . Z ORGSR, FLB L BIENEDY.
IR & BN B A B IEOMBE R STz (Figd.le,d). Ko TUSETIE ¥ D & 360
A XN RRKEL ™I EISEIGNTIEE - 7Rz, BRI EESND & BB
REEPER L, BEIEKRT 2 2 EBMERSN, LEER-> T, BELLTO 1mg DF
N B RS T2 ) OIS - BRI T2, BIBNICEENTWDeme LTOH

2« R DHEINL TS LB BND,
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(a) Bk L SHEANAMEEOHE, (b) 7oA gl SIBNAYEEOMY, (o) AL SHNA
YO, (d) B L SRNAEROMR, rfEL p il Spearman ORI X 0 515,
HESFED RSN b DI TBOM i L, 27— %3 n=197,

VU ATOFATIGEL Y | WHFEEAERE LR L it LT, @A EET 5 L. B
ORISR E B L., BN EANED L, BB O ZARIEDMK 25 1916, X
DITHFE DN THIEDIK T & TNF-0 X° IL-6 78 & OSRSEVER RS O b s S, 1
PNERBENEE L5 106, AREBRCIL, @RI A X U 2T, AT 2 & Tl
O L | SRR ORISR S7=23 (Fig2.18,Fig2.20) . i@HEH & Ol S
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