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ANOVA Analysis of Variance 53 By i
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B1E ®E
1.1 E#

FEMIIHATEZLDOANIIHALNIRETH D, TOHRFEFIIREICL - TEN
5415 (Roque et al., 2015), 2014 FIZH AR TITOLlZA ¥ —F v FREIZ
I, 205K ~T9 KD — KB LD 28 4% HH ZEM TH 5 LBk L T 7z (Tamura
et al., 2016), £/, KDV AT ~T 4 v 7 L E2—Tb, HRIE 12%5-19%D A
(RO AL FFIZ 65 L ETHINT % & bWl ST 5 (Higgins et al., 2004),

il FERA I QOL % M &+ 5 MR R R E SF-36 2 W= FH & T3, BE 24/ T3 »
A1 EICL EERZRBR LI N B CThRro Tt EH 2T v — M Ei
ST, ZORE, REMRERR, A EEEE, DCORBEOHEA CHEBONCH
72 QL DR TR O b7 (Wald et al., 2007),

Flo, ERITIREPADY A7 % EH IERWEW D 2007 OS2 & 5 (Chan
et al., 2007)—7F T, 2014 DO HE TIIKRGH A MREFRITIEMBEEIC L TEM
EWHECHES . ZDOY A7 IFTEEEICH>TEAT2Z LM EINTWD (Guérin
et al., 2014), S HIT, ERHEZ T NIZ, £ TRPSTEANL Y BIETREEN-
&0 HENH D (Koloski et al., 2013),

Thebb, HRETEEDO QL DR TEZHEL LT T, AmTHROMEEICZOZR
MHDTHD, TNOHL LT BRI FNICO RERAHEL 2> TV (Sun et
al., 2011), 20134 FICHE SNV AT <T 4 v 7 L B a—Tld, BHEMERIE CHE
ffl US$1,912~US$7,522 D2 A R W2 o TWnD E#HEL T 5 (Nellesen et al.,
2013) ,

1.2 @E#A®EE M0
ERIXEZRABFNLIRBETHY, DOPIBHEMOEMMBL D XEHFEHET
Do WRWRIE— MM TIEW N, 2017 FICHOBYEERMIEZ R T A K7 4 0
FER ST FEWIBIR O LRI FHERFIETAITH O FIFEPETANLT A 7 A2 A LD
FEECIERBNE AN+ Thanok{a AT 5 2 Lk bl (A AHL
TN TP IR BEER OB - IR, 2017), BIEERACTHEM ST
W5 FAIZ Table 1 (7% L7z, HIEME TANIG & ISR & 5 2 T O Ik B ES)

BT D2 & THELMIRS, — T EREMETANIEO KRS ELZBMSED Z &
8



X0 FEEHESECTHEERT, T2 FOKyEHMC L EABAHE KL,
BRI E #2208 b H 5, HARTIE, FERIBEME TAI O F T b 3 AH O K
ffb~ 720 b (MgO) BEMEERMED S —BINFE L L TEDI D Z &R Z WV, =

TAXT U LAOEBREN DN EEREMEMER A X D & WS WE Murakani et
al.,2001) 3& 5 —H T, I, Mg0 IZ X Dm~ 7 Ry U AMES BER ST

5, M0 ZRAL CVDEBEARBHETH~ /XY T AMENRE SN TE Y (Vakai
et al., 2019), 2020 FEICHESNERZRKOTA F 74 Tk, BRE, D
Wi, BARE R IR E 2T TV D BED Mg0 ZIRAT 2 B4 IXEME DT
=Z VT NBETHDHESNTWD UKL, 2020), £72. Mg0 DEBIARM & &~
TAYYLMIEDY A7 77 72 —Z25 LI TWD (Wakai et al., 2019),
MgO IXMHPEN A CIZK <, ZET UV AE RN ODIEmIZHHEHTE 5 & vy o 727
MR D, B AICEN Y LTV, Over The Counter (0TC)3EE L CTATL
LTV HEBARE LEEAORRKE 25,

MgO IX FAIGEF RN 2 g/H, 1 H3BIEZITB®ER 1E) & LTET TR,
il GBH N 0.56~1.0 g/H, &I E) L LThEHIND, £, REEBRD
N AFEAD T GEF RN 0.2~0.6 ¢/H) L THHEHIND,

o BAMEEREICHEB S8R AIA E A4 Rk, TOFRMEM & LT3
SHIFTZLEDRH L, MgO IFEMO TR L LTHEHN I D, Mg0 (ZIXpFHICE
BrBTLEAN»ND L, FIZIE, 7T IV A2 UREE, ==2—F /1 %Ki
EH, EARARF— MIFL— MERICEVBRAE T 5720, Mg0 & O P
THET 2 2 MgO iR D 2 RFRILL ERTICIRA T2 2 &k bnTnWd, £/, iF
e X I D ®BALOHFHICE s TEY XV AMEREZ VST D D

LRV REDHFARHI N T LBAN L OFHTINT - T AT VIEBRED Y X7 73
boHrZLbEMINL TN D,

Flo, vITXVULLEFEOMBEERET I LD R BRY, v TRV T A
DEBRPRV RV EGMEDOY A7 NEmEDHZ L bR TEY (Schutten et al.,
2018; Dominguez et al., 2021), ¥~ 7 XU AOERIZ LY HAEICMIEN T -
ZlamETLHLAZTFT Y ABH D (Zhang et al., 2016), Ziik, MmEDFE
MERTH L 0MAMEERKHIBRICY 72 v ARMMERAT L LICL D EE2 B
TW5,



1.3 MgO DEjkE

MgO 1%, K~DEMEEEN 0.62 mg/100g LD TIERWHME TH Y . DO F E DIRE
TN E N D Z EITIZEAER W, Mg X, KD XD RISIZ X - TA U EHIREE
WRORBMBBE N TENZ2RT 2 b, BREEETAHOT THLHBETHICHES L
% (Table 1), Mg0 |Z'H O H THER (HC1) & fis L THi b~ 77 r &0 & (MgClo) (272 1) |
BE NS 5 Wb S AU T2 R (NaHCOs) & SOt U C WL I PE 0 H AR e M (R BE K B~ 7 R v
U A Mg (HCOs) o) S0 R BR M (R~ 27 % ¥ 7 &t MgCOs) & 72 % (Figure 1),

MgO + 2HCI — MgCl, + Hs0
MgCls + 2HCO;™ — Mg (HCO3), + 2C1°
Mg (HCO3)» —  MgCO; + H:0 + CO,

BNOBERIRE @SS RD L, BREEOBEICL > THERELIBNORE 2 —E
WL LD ELTHERENSIBNIZKSDBET 2, U280 N OKS R
BERZON s, £, HORFBEOGWA G ERENFIM SN D Z & THENEE =
o, MEEMETH D HEEL FREO pHL. 2 K TO Mgd OEEHI X, 15 43 T 50%
FREEIZIEL ., 600 T8N EMA D &V Wb (HHDL, 2017206, &5 S/ Mg
DT, BBTEML T, LEORISICIVETERZRTLEEZEA6ND,

M FAELTOM0 DAARICKTDMIE - HEIZ, RALTR 2 ¢ Z2RATEITR
BO3IENCHERAKRLET 20 MEMZ 1E&EET D ER>TWDS, Mg0 DR
BREIZOWTOMTET DRV, 7y B TR TFERNR® b7 400 mg/kg DFEA
FhHTEHREG3IFHMTLE~ 72U MRENE — 7 (ZE L, 48 B 12 F 5 #k
CETETTDZLENHRESNTWND (HEHNDL, 2017), Z O#E TR CER 28 27.3
R ERWZEDRRINTWVD, ZOX DM~ 73T LR ED R R R
MFRFESNDZ LD, M7 ATV U LAMIEOHBIZR > TWDHRENRS D, o,
ARG Sl Mg0 T, WL S RFISHEM S 2 D13 I6%FEE TH D | 85%1F WX
EnFICHEPICHM IS Z L bbhro TS (R H, 2017),
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MgCl2+2HCOy —— | Mg(HCO3)2 H# 2CI-

|

Mg(HCO3)2 = MgCO3 + H20 + CO2

Figure 1 Mg0 ® HBHIZB T 3 Xk

1.4 BEiaRICBI2BEMEHORE

ML DHEMIRERN DD — 5, EHOMIEICIE, REEZIILO & T 547G
BORENER I N TND, ARDEBIEFBIEZRAT A T A 2020 TIX, £EH
BWOWBENBROE BB THLLE LTS, EAFMEICK 5 EWHKE 1L B ER
O HEEITIERAT20 ¢/ H, BRALMETI8 ¢/ HTHDOKLE, 2020) 7%,
[E] 37 e - S AT ZE AT O H A 12 LT, 2018 4R IC B 1T 5 & Wl e 15 B & o S 1%
Bl b EEBRAEEICEWY TW AW (FE L R - & AT
https://www. nibiohn. go. jp/eiken/kenkounippon21/eiyouchousa/keinen_henka_ei
you. html), World Gastroenterology Organization (WGO)DH A K A > (World
Gastroenterology Organisation  https://www.worldgastroenterology.org/
guidelines/global-guidelines/constipation) IZB W TH, HMIAKDHE — B &
LTHETTWDHHEE O T EWHE ORI ENRE S TS (Lindberg et al.,
2011), WO D H A KT A4 »TlE, EHMEZOIRFKIC 1 B 25g O BWHkHE D B #)
HTWND, L, BREICERTZ Z 302> TEROBEEICOZ2N D &) #
# (Maller—Lissner et al., 2005)X°, RWHHENERICAHL TH 2 OIFEIRAZ
DTWRWKETHD &V HE (Leung et al., 2001) b H D2 b, BEEIZIE
EEAET D,
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BEMBHEIL., BRSO TTH, & b OTHALEER TIXWHL S 2 WEETHA L ME R 5
LEFRIND, LEN-T, BWEHMIZHEERIZL > THHILS W RWEEXRIBE
TET LI LI D, BWBMEIZII AN & KEEMED B 5 (Table 2), NEHEDO Y
HAAME AR O INCE N 2 2 & T, KIG@Ed R 2 T 5, £ KEMEED
HEIZ, BT I K - TR S NELBHIR IR (SCFA) & 72 0 | I2FBIEZ M S, K
s i 2 R 5, £7-. SCFA IZGE N pH 2K F S TIHENME & 2 2L S,
Koz REST 5, 20X 5 REaNEWKEOERET & #HEH S Tv 5 (Bae
et al., 2014),

BWMHET, B, . BB, RERE. SOHE, BEREICZEGENT
Wb, BWBHEITERICHERN T 2720 T, SEIERPIEDIREI N TV D,
DR REZE 2 FAE L7 BRIZHOWT, ZO% O LR & RYMHEE I OB 2~/
WFFETIT, BIERBRICEMBMELZ LV ZERL TV ADETREIAEITE)N-
el bERELTWD (L et al., 2014), KEVERDMGHEA A S 2% 2 BURE R I
BEICSEMICOIZY BERIE Y RANCE 2T L 2 A, ZERMBEME. HbAle, 1
A Y B, CRTF RE, HOMA-IR(A > AV ) & b ICABICHHELZ L WD
WAL B D (Abutair et al., 2016), F7-HE TIEZRWVA HOMA-B (A A Y > 43U
E) bk L7,

AHFZE T, KIEEERDMMEDO R TH Inulin ZH0 EWFEAH L=, Tnulin i% 1
DD N A—RAIZTNT h—RA 2~60 ENEALEZEHR IV X TH D
(Figure 2), Inulinix, =Ry, =v=7_ Fal X<vx¥, =J7L\olHi
TELBEHENDBMICEEN TS, #ETHA, BHEMICERT S L Ebh
HZ M, MERICERHLZEBETHD, 2. ZOLEBEIEHNSG ., Inulin 2 5 o8
REHERTELMDZEBEHRIND LI TR, I BRIMrOHTFZ2EZ2 25 ThHED
EREMZ D) TR EZMA 2] LW HBET, REMB AL, BB, . R
DB, FEEERL. L RV R RS, KBBEICEA S TWD, B ORI b THEER
G A BERRAICFI T 2 A2 & » T, Inulin I3 BWHBHELRETLF—U—FDO L
DLl oTWVD,

13



Table 2 B¥ikuE D458
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1.5 EFOBRHEBEOSELHMBEZOR K

EFOREANIZIE 100 K OBANMELFEL, BNMEEZIE->TEY
(Rolhion et al., 2016), TOEEIZ2 kg lCb kS, BHNMEO 1/3121FEALE
Dt MIHBEIIFEAEL TV D (Bermon et al., 2015), MBPNMIE O EIZ, HEFIE
RPN S EER RO RBICEIVEEN M 5N TE T, FRIZE Y 2000
AR 600FE & SN TWEHFE XA H TIX L 000FELL ERH 620 07> TV D,
LU D DS EPINELREH L2 00 DBIIREREERELEEZ D,

BT % E. B S R A A 2 (Domain) . S (Kingdom) . [ (Phylum) . ##
(Class). H (Order) . # (Family) . J& (Genus) . i (Species) D& R ICHIEH S 5,
[ AW % BRI ALEB S % & Archaea (I AIEE) KA A > T5 2D,
Bacteria (M) KA A T33OMIZHnEIND, L2rL, TOHRTE FOIBEHNNL
SBES LD DX, Archaea T 1 - ® [ (Euryarchaeota) , Bacteria T 11 @4
(Actinobacteria.Bacteroidetes,Deinococcus—Thermus,Firmicutes.Fusobacteria,
Lentisphaerae, Proteobacteria, Spirochaetes, Synergistetes, Tenericutes,
Verrucomicrobia) D& T % (Fil, 2016), & HIZiX, 72t hORGNMEED
K¥EF43 1%, Actinobacteria., Bacteroidetes., Firmicutes., Proteobacteria ® 4 -2
OMTEHED BN TWD (IRES, 2014) G, 2017), 2020 4F 8 A ICBHME S 75 7 [0
HAHS [ R 2R = O IREBIC K 2 %5 Rl T b . Actinobacteria, Bacteroidetes,
Firmicutes, Proteobacteria @ 4 DOMIZ LD EHERIZHOVWTFEINTEY, £
B2 9% ExE Ed o LTnd, £72, B NOBAMEH Tt Bacteroidetes
& Firmicutes @ 2 DOMBNEEZETH D, Arumugam 513 I —1 w8 4 BE, HA,
TAVIOT = F 2 RICEETOHFMELEHE L7z L 2 A, Firmicutes M
38. 8%.Bacteroidetes 4 27. 8% .Actinobacteria 4 8. 2%.Proteobacteria F§ 2. 1%,
Verrucomicrobia P 1.3% T - 7= (Arumugam et al., 2011), b R~ DIBPHEEIC
BIE I 2 EME (8) 2 KITE & D7z (Table 3),

E N OBNMEEIZFERIC L > TEMT D, Odamaki & OFENTIC LALIX, 1~2 5%
TlX Actinobacteria DFEIENH o> & HE < o TWDH A, 3~60 5% Tlk Firmicutus
N BN FREE A D LT EEEB LY 70 5% Ll L TIlX Bacteroidetes &
Proteobacteria O HI & 238 2 T< % (Odamaki et al., 2016),

Frlo, HERUVANALTE bEXGE LMATIic kv 8 A O NME R ORI 3

15



OSDT TS A T (FERNMEDO /N2 =) IZRETE D2 L3 2011 FiITHE SN
2o b B WH A 7L Bacteroides J& (Bacteroidetes ) T, WIZE\WH A 7
Prevotella )& (Bacteroidetes M) TH Y, HEIDF A FIXS LTS EREVPHESLICE
FI DD Ruminoccocus(Firmicutes F9) B2 & M35 Ruminococcus J& & S iz %
AT ThdH, 2rT7ad TN, i, HINTKDS 20 & S5 (Arumugan et
al., 2011),

t ORGP O AT I, 0TS B M o BE RS B T DR R D AR 5
T BB T OHNME & RIR E ORRPEAICHRE SN R, FRIXfE- T
BNATT 4 T ARTVNAFTT 4 7 ANBEAISNTEZ LI MET L2 LI
ST, TaRNAFTT 4R, TUNRAFT 47 AZONTIEH®BET S, B FSAD
B E AN AR OBFFRIT 2 VA B N B0 B o 5 N O R RS

CBT B R G T 2, BYEE A OBNE OB — b
D ENHEINTWA D (R, 19945 Y, 2002), Bacteroidetes [ &
Firmicutes FINEZ CTh o7z & 3 2 # 1 (McKnite et al., 2012) 056, L v b
D fig PN A L BRBHDELF R D,

ABFFE T MgO B E 72 1% Mg0 & Tnulin OFFANME O FERICE 2 5 %5
ERET I BlEMR L LIEME (Table 2 HA~Y—T—)IZONT, £0
FrZ LT ICik~2%, WORBRICHIZY , BETOHFMELDLIE Y Firnicutes [,
Bacteroidetes MIZET 22 &, 7oA AT 4 7 2L LTHHIATND Z L,
B & OBRBRRICIER SN TW5D 2 & RIFECTHREMAREERBD b2 L
BmEEER LI,

<Akkermansia |&>

Akkermansia J& . Verrucomicrobia FRICIEBT 5 27 7 AP MERE T, W&
JRWHFHEB Y OWEALE A LT % (Belzer et al., 2012), Akkermansia
muciniphila (X 5F & ME— D RFEP, BFP L L TFH Y (Derrien et al., 2004),
AF OB CERE & T a B VB E AR T D, Akkermansia D% E AL & pH
I% 20-40°C, pH5,5-8.0 T, FEFEFIWE X 37C, pHIL 6.5 & &5 (Derrien et
al., 2004),

Akkermansia \Z DWW TCIE, SEIEREHREOBFHEPREONTND, v T RIC
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e & % 5 2 7238 TlX. Akkermansia muciniphila O 1FAEE 7S E NG £ O H
R~ U ZAOEEEADOERICH D Z &R I 7z (Schneeberger et al., 2015),

£z, Wang BlE, AAIEANT T AEEO/NR T dkkermansia muciniphila OAF
ENRWAD LTS Z L &R Lz (Wang et al., 2011), —JF T, X, EEEE
DYHNRFOF —RINIETH Y | WO EHWMWMEIERZR>7 2 bR 7R
EI(PPI)IZ L Y dysbiosis 23 Z YV | Akkermansia DNz 5 EWHIWEL H Y
(Yoshihara et al., 2020), Akkermansia O F%fTEAE & O BRMN LRI KIET BB

WCOWTOFHENEHE LW ERHEZD,

< Bacteroides B >

Bacteroidetes FIICIET % 7 7 L[t SMER T, AL HANMEEK E T
REZHFETLEBEHOO LSO TH D T, 2013), #HWHEDO T T2 AU a5
BLOHEBEEZRB L TREBRELTEY, a7 B, Yot o BEEET
% (Rajilic-Stojanovic et al., 2014; JEES, 2005)

Bacteroides (38 EXE R BHOHREFH E OBEENHEINTWD, Zhou HIZ XD
ABRTFVTATIE, 7r—, BEEKER, FEERORBR L Vo RIEN
IBEBICBWT, &0 DI TEEWY T Bacteroides DFEEBENEL o TWH I & %
R LTWD (Zhou et al., 2016), 7z, RERKBICENTHEENHBET S TY
Do INROBEWEANEL BANME L OBBRICOWTHNTZMRETIE, BT LLX—
D DHNRT, B /NIRRT Bacteroides J& % 4 Tr Bacteroidetes P D E(E
BRELS 2o TS Z Wb o 7= (Chen et al., 2016), Scher &%, M v~
F B H T Prevotella copri WHINNT % Z LT Bacteroides DJ/D EE# L T\ 5

Z &t H L TUWA (Scher et al., 2013),

< Bifidobacterium & >
Bifidobacterium J& 1% Actinobacteria fIICIEBT 2 7 7 LG RMEMIKMERE T 7
S RAABIE, T O Bifidobacterium JBIZJET HME OMRMHTH D, AR A Y I
ok L CHLEE, BEMAPEAT D, BARANDIBNITIIRCKAN L FEAICE~TEY
ZNWE T A RAFEBPHFIELTWND I ENDI>TW5D (Nishijima et al., 2016),
ZOXICHARANDHERNIZEZL OET 4 AAEBPFIEL TWD DL, FLHE Rl HRE
17



BN DI NZ A TOBBFHERAET D720, MBI T EEER N I
CHBEE T RGE CHAREREL, TOME, RIBTE 7 AAEMWI LT NS
Lz k5 (Kato et al., 2018),

BT 4R AR ERFEOBEBIZONWTIX, AAREE L THRER~OEEBERHNT S
ErEERRBRP2HRESATWVWD, TTHHEHKEVO T, MEALEL -
Bifidobacterium bifidum 18 BUENGEE BRE D IERBEFNC R Z R LT & v o &
T& % (Andresen et al., 2020), ¥7-. E7 4 AZEHIFERL L LTRHASND Z
LN, BT 4 AZAEBPBRICH BB TEREENHADLTLES 2D, %I
RS %,

< Lactobacillus &>

Lactobacillus J& 1%, Firmicutes FIICI®T 2 7 7 LG PEEPESKME £ 72 1308 Sk
DRETH D, MBOAMBKREZ 4, WLABRICRBIT 20, WBOH ZELET
DM (R TR T DH) & FLBRLS G FIRFIZEAE T D (~7 v HLRRFERE T 2 Hf)
DWHEET D, BEPFET HEECHAEFTE DD, APES LEHHAE IC KDY
ZLFET D, Fo, KRV pH OREE T THHET 5,

Lactobacillus JBIZIBT 2HIZIZI — 7V FOREIZHAIN TN HONRE L,
TaNRNAFT 4 7 AL L TCOWELEATH D, Lactobacillus casei \ZJ&T 5
Lactobacillus rhamnosus GG SFLYEDHFT LV X — O WM& R LT &\ ) s
H & % (Canani et al., 2016), £7-, IGNMEDN SR DI L > TREEIND Z LR
Wilck HIC X o THE SN Z & HHREW (Wilck er al., 2017), vV AT EH
SEEBRIELL A YU RAAEOLBE O —FETod D Lactobacillus murinus
DA B Lo Tz, Lactobacillus murinus T 5 &, RIEKIGZILHET 5
T ~/L8—17(Th17) Mkd O B FE S Il S v, E OFEHR . B CRIE MM #E R 8 0
WHEEOEMERLBEBI NS Z ERDhoT, B MERRE LNy NAZT
A4 CHEENEICE > THABREEOWA . Th17 Mldo#E M, mED L7218 D 5
TWa (Wilck et al., 2017), Zi 6 DSEATHIZEIZ. Thi7 MldOEMAL 2 HE T2
HBEPE RO RBOTFHICL T T HAREMEEZ R L TV 5,

18



< Lactococcus B >

Lactococcus J& %, Firmicutes PIICIE T 5 7 7 LG MR @MEMKMEDOKE TH 5, Ik
FOAMBEKEZ ST, FELMBERICLOELABRICRHTT 5, KW pHOBRE FT
LN TE D, F—ARLEOAREOREBEICHMA SN D, Lactococcus & FRIF &
DORAEIZOWTHER TSI, b FOEMELLHEE - FESh= 7 A — LV EAR
Lactococcus garvieae Tdb 5 (NI, 2007), =7 & — VT KEA Y 7 TR O
ThHrFAEAL DO HENMEIC L > TEKEND (Rafii et al., 2015), KREIZ
GENDAYTTRUN, RVEURGFEOBICH L TH A e X U e R
Z L X (Herman et al., 1995), &y b7 7 v ¥ 2 (Messina et al., 2003) 7z &H
W EERZEBT S 28, MREOFTRHHEEL B THAREEND L Z &
(Uesugi et al., 2003) 1T OLNTWVWD, =7 A=/ OELITITMEENRH O | ELE
TERWANEF= I A —NVEAREEZ LR WARELRH D EE DN TVDH NI LR,
RO WE I A — VEAR & LT Lactococcus garvieae % Wil « [FIE L7z Z
LT, Z A= NVEEETERVE DT a A 4T 0 7 2L LTOR AN HFE
INTVs,

< Odoribacter & >

Odoribacter J& 1% . Bacteroidetes MIICIEB T2 7 7 LARMEREHMRSKIEDOERE TH 5,
Wz a3+ 280130 =3V F—RHERKIEWOFERHEIZKFL WD, B D
N CESIR A FEAET D, AEHR 16 WO KV QW E 72 X IER O Il 2 x5t % & L 72k %8
TlX. Odoribacter OAF{ER & IGHEMIIMIE & IZFAOHBARRO b, £, 77
A ) =T I FR=F A e H—1 L Odoribacter TF{EEIZH A DO BENRE
W BT, Odoribacter VIBEEE O AR Z 8 U T, WM E 2R < MEFF 2 2 &

TNLHOZ DN E I TV A (Gomez—Arango, et al., 2016),
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Table 3 B FOBWHMERICEET A2 E2ME (B) (RX—TiTHL)

Bacteria Domain (F A4 >)

Phykyn (F9) Genus ()
Firmicutes Bacillus Solobacterium
* REDO2MOUVLEDITHY |Listeria Turicibacter
B, BRE#NASEEM |Staphvlococcus Acidaminococcus

Gemella Phascolarctobacterium
Lactobacillus Centipeda
Lactococcus Dialister
Streptococcus Megasphaera
Granulicatella Mitsuokella
Enterococcus Selenomonas
Leuconostoc Veillonella
Weissella Bacteroidetes Bacteroides
Clostridium * REFO2MOUED Dysgonomonas
Anaerococcus Odoribacter
Finegoldia Parabacteroides
Parvimonas Porphyromonas
Peptoniphilus Pararevotella
Anaerofustis Prevotella
Eubacterium Alistipes
Anaerostipes Capnocytophaga
Butyrivibrio Actinobacteria Mobiluncus
Catonella * B RHE E T E490 U &2| Corynebacterium
Coprococcus Rothia
Dorea Mycobacterium
Marvinbryantia Propionibacterium
Oribacterium Bifidobacterium
Roseburia Gardnerella
Peptostreptococcus Atopobium
Anaerotruncus Collinsella
Faecalibacterium Eggerthella
Oscillibacter Olsenella
Ruminococcus Slackia
Subdoligranulum Proteobacteria Bartonella
Blautia * 7 N HIE 5% F 24P D U &ED| Bradyrhizobium
Pseudoflavonifractor Nitrobacter
Coprobacitlus Methylobacterium
Holdemanella Achromobacter
Holdemania Burkholderia




Bacteria Domain{(F A1) (03%)

Phykyn{(F9) Genus (J&)
Lautropia Grimontia
Comamonas Vibrio
Oxalobacter Deinococcus—Thermus Deinococcus
Parasutterella Fusobacteria Fusobacterium
Sutterella Leptotrichia
Eikenella Lentisphaerae Victivallis
Kingella Spirechaetae Treponema
Laribacter Synergistetes Anaerobacuium
Neisseria Pyramidobacter
Bilophila Tenericutes Mycoplasma
Desulfovibrio Ureaplasma
Arcobacter Verrucomicrobia Akkermansia
Campylobacter Archaea Domain (KA >/)
Helicobacter Phykyn (Ff) Genus (&)
Citrobacter Euryarchaeota Methanobrevibacter
Cronobacter Methanosphaera
Edwardsiella
Enterobacter
Escherichia
Klebsiella
Proteus
Providencia
Salmonella
Shigella
Xenorhabdus
Yersinia
Aeromonas

Succinatimonas
Cardiobacterium
Actinobacillus
Aggregatibacter
Basfia
Haemophilus
Histophilus
Mannheimia
Pasteurella
Acinetobacter
Enhydrobacter

Moraxella
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1.6 BRAMEROENEER

MENHIE OFEFHN AN T A XKL, ZERER RN D 2 L3 E EO /RIS
H9 25—, WK D L ZHEMET T 5,

PENARE D NT o AR 5228 E LT, BIEAE . BN, Mz
Fonsof, gF, AEEE, REEVWoZERSRESEET L, BHLZ X
7B % BT D L Bacteroides /IS IR AL % % < HBWT D & Prevotella @
MEL D ENRESN TS (Wu et al., 2011), £/, BE - #HEE2PLEL
TREAEIT 2 L (LS W2 5 CT& 5 Prevotella JEX° Lachnospira J&H
£ <, @mERESLETLE LEBEDOL AT Runinococcus JBIN% < 725 (De
Filippis et al., 2016), HENCHBE L WS AREELRET L, v T VT )
— T Veillonella WY 2T LW 5 WiV &Y (Scheiman et al., 2019), W%
L TW3A & Bacteroidetes J@ K< 725 (Biedermann et al., 2013),

ME X > THLHBNMEEICE{LNH D, 70 WL LT Bacteroidetes &
Proteobacteria DE|G NI 2 5 Z LIXATIC IR 7223, 100 Ll L0 &inE THik
JESN % b D Faecalibacterium prausnitzii B3 % —J5, 105 &~ 109 % Tl
TR HESN R D & B Akkermansia J& & Bifidobacterium JBNYE 2 5 Z & e &
NTW5 (Biagi et al., 2016),

RHICE > THHEAMEHETET D, B T Firmicutes J o # 0 &
Bacteroidetes FID A MR OH LTV D (Ley et al., 2005), 7. H— DR
L T, Kk E BB oMW S M R W B EH T Akkermansia
muciniphilia(Verrucomicrobia 1) ® & & N » T 2DH & WHrHEL H D
(Santacruz et al., 2010; Zhang et al., 2013) . & ¥ W5 5E 5 B Tl
Lactobacillus J&. Veillonella J& 73 % (Tana et al., 2010)., K2 A TiX
Fusobacterium nucleatum MRIEZFI BT Z N bhroTWAB (Ito et al.,
2015), KRBV ABE T Fusobacterium nucleatum 13D A E LA O JEIEAH 12 & f
HENDZ L6, Fusobacterium nucleatum % 3EDNA F~—Hh—& L CHH
TE2AEELMLEONTWVD, BNMEBHRIZZEDE L b= OES %
W45 Z & (Yano et al, 2015)X°, MEANMIE B ERHRIZZEME N 77X I v 256
D Z & (Williams et al., 2014)72 &, HNME &M - #hER L OB DY L5
MmEipoTN5D,
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ZOXOIC BNMEREOILINIIGIEED B B B RIE R E O R B,
FEfR - R RICEHE L TWAS 2 ERREI N TS, LER-> T, BNREZE X
HZ LI OREEFHICBWIIHEFICEETH D,

1.7 BRAERLEAICLIEE

PUEIEIZ T ORIMEM & U THREE O M 2 084 F 72 138N L N 2 1 4
ERIETZENHME SN TWD (Cho et al., 2012), PLEIKIC X 2N HITE# O IL
NWRMMEEFOERE, ©F I VEAFOKT, ZHREPLLY Y = 20T, &
Y 7 G GBI’ D,

FEAT A REEHIRAESE (NSAIDs) (X, WHRESR B CTEBIAR., R 2o & L
T, EOZERTHLUGT SNDFETHD, £/ 0TCHE LS LTHEM. A, B -
AR E a2 RRICEZ OREPRH D, £/, NSAIDs D 1D TH DT A Y U IEH
REFAI L LTET TR, ZOHM/NMUERNBEAETLE A X2 FTFHIICH
A& D, NSAIDs IZL 2 F - +HEBOBFITMON TV, EFEICRY, /I
IR RS 55 6 W] & 22 72 o 72, NSAIDs 5 I OF T0%IZ 72 A & 20> D /) ok AL 55 A3
& o 72 & Graham HIXHE L TV % (Graham et al., 2005), NSAIDs 23/) 5 HG 45
X ZTHKIZ, TORREERICL-TCToRAE TSI D UVBENMETT5
e TTuRE T TV H o TSR A5 < 20 | KiEK K+ TH D
PENHIE & DNT AR D Z LT XD,

PPT HLIFNMIE R 25T 2N MON TV D (Freedberg et al.,
2015; Imhann et al., 2016; Jackson et al., 2016), PPI 7% &4y b % M4 %
LT, ARBTREINLI AN OEANLEY T OME T Z2 @il L C/MNGIZET
52 & THNMEEOHRICRT 2 &9 2 LI2d, £z, Wallace &% PPI 28
NSAIDs IZ K2 /NIGHIREELHEILL 2L 2REL TWD (Wallace et al.,
2011),
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1.8 BRHEZRORR~ADFE
WE N HIEE % O ZARME DR T IR KRORIR L 2 2 AN H D720, WhIZTD%
MRYEEZRF T 200N RE L 0D,

1.8.1 FAnAt*+574H R

1989 4|2 Fuller 28 TIHENMEE DO NT A2 U HET L L TARRIERAZ L
LI ARSI MAEN) 27 v "M AT 4 7 RAEEHKL UNEERITH, 2019), HEEHA
B EKE FAO T T BZER L EEFCHEECARARORE LD T A
TWAEm) LERLTVD, ABERE 7 4 AAENELHER, T XTOKTED
IRDBFHNCRD bR TIER WY,

BRIV TR, SEIEFRTuM AT 0 7 25H 0T X ME_HERK
W CHMMEN M E S TWD, Lactobacillus johnsonii Lal % & e 5 ESL %
AT, 24~67T ORERAARANL K BT 2z MBIHRRET oL A, A
AFT 47 ATHDLRELTREDOEMOLENRD b7z (Fukushina et al.,
2004), Lactobacillus casei Shirota % & TefCE % W CTIEMEERLE O BH 70 4
X GATAT - 2B CH E R Ok #ENFE D b7z (Koebnick et al., 2003), F7-,
BEEZRELETe AT 4 7 A0 RERE LT E L H D, 18K LDlg
PEFEREE 1204255 LT~ L —y 7 Tirbie 7 v ¥ AL E S B iR
Tld. Lactobacillus acidophilus, Lactobacillus casei, Lactobacillus lactis,
Bifidobacterium bifidum,  Bifidobacterium longum and Bifidobacterium
infantis WRASNEER ZER L LA, HORBEESNLHELL LV IR

&4 5 (Jayasimhan et al., 2013),

1.8.2 FLNNLF T4V R

IHENAREE OEEIZ 72 2 BRAEC A U T 0 X 5 BB bR S & 7 LA
FT 47 ALV DH, 1994 4EIZHEYE L 72 Gibson & Roberfroid id [R5 O & O Hl
HOMEIER L OVEMEZ BRI T 22 L Ic kY, HECARREELZH 2, 18
T O A BT 2 HEE LR S A Sy ) & L (Gibson et al., 1995), FAO X THEM
M 5 OFRETNIC BT L Cfg BICHEE EOFIE 2 52 D AEFREBREMRIS] LER
LCTWd, TUNAALFT 47 ATH D RWHHEDE BT EBIRME LIS, A
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PER . WO Y A7 2 FEIZEA L, (RE, M LDL-22 L 27 1 —/LfE, 1
JEZ A3 % (Anderson et al., 2009), KIEMEREWHME Inulin & AL 5 A3 E I
T 5 & SCFAEAENMEE LT LW S HE S H D (van del Beek et al., 2018), £/,
KETIT OB A ZE Tldm R ikiE & TH B RE DER U 2 7 23D Lz
Z & (El-Serog et al., 2005), MEDLINE % 7= fRGE Cld @ R MER 2N+ 1615
EEOREBRLZILT &5 2 & Ryan-Harshman et al., 2004) NG STV 5,
BEMBHEDOIREN LGOI L E2E 25 L. ZHEEORMLD D EWIBHEZ B
THMEND L (Slavin et al., 2013), —H T, BUBHDO T LA FT 17 2 L
LTORRICET MBI ELE D EITFE AR,

183 onNA4FT49R

VUNAFT 4 7 ALX 1995 U Gibson HIZ K VW IBINTBME T, e g S
TATALETVNRAFETT 4 7 ADMEAEDLEEERIND, YO NAFT 47 AD
AT 28E b H D, BMAE & Z#r S ICUIZ A > TH o AN LIER RO E B
Todh b BEHEICx LT, Bifidobacterium breve, Lactobacillus casei % 7 1 /34
FTA4 AL LT, 77 bAVIAWET VAL FT 0 7 AL LTAREHE 3 HUN
B L7 & 2 A IBRS°N LR ERBEE R DR LT o NA FT 4 7 ZAFETH
B o lehotz, £, #EM R D Bifidobacterium ¥, Lactobacillus 3 & &I
VRNAFTT 4T ABETE N ST b, YU FT 4 7 ANGNERREZHE L
TW5AHZ LR RENT (Shimizu et al., 2018),

1.9 SCFA L& BEEDREICDINT
1.9.1 SCFA D&

5% PN B 1 R i kE & S8 B L C SCFA & £ T % (Koh et al., 2016), SCFA (214,
File, 7o B4 R, AR, iso BEEE. HHEEE, iso HEME. VT m U EmAH DN,
fii 512 F 1F 5 SCFA [T FERE . 7' 1 &' A ik W R T 90~95%% 5 6 T % (Rios—Covian
et al., 2016), ZOWFHRIL, WEfE 60~65% 71 A Wk 20%, BEEE 15~20%& =
bisd (FHEEL, 2019),

fE N ABEE 2% SCFA Z AR T 2T W T, ARII T n 4 v RICEABIND, £
7o, BEEE, BEEE, YR EAUVBICAEBMINIE L E UVBRICAEB I D (EEIE .,
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2005; Koh et al., 2016; Louis et al., 2017) (Figure 3), FLEAIL SCFA & (X&
FEINRND, SCFA DRIBEME TH D Z LD AR TIiX SCFA @ & A7 R 2N
A TCHBBPERNR L LT,

KM CREA S 472 SCRA IX KGR H I S 4D, SCFA @ pKa (B2 fF B & 450 1%
4.6~4.9 ThH D, KIFIZIEWTIMEER CHEIET D SCFA XK B AR 2~ & FEHL
L DRI S, MREERDIE R R A A v & RS E AT O AR X o T b R
B+ 5 EEb TS (Mascolo et al., 1991), K5 LR AN % @& L 7= SCFA
DO HERL T n A U ERITMIRE R T, BANCATIRICE L. £ ORH A THRH
SR ALFX—JRERD, Bilg, “r b4V BrLELNLIZRXLXF—1F, B D
—HOZ X LF—HED 2~10%2 b &5 (5, 2002), —J7. EERRIZKN LML T
R#sns72, KIFLEEMBOBEER -2 LF =L 25 (5, 2002),

Carbohydrates Succinate ey SUCGINYI-Co0A
PEP ~——————————+  Oxaloacetate = Malate Propionyl-CoA
Pyr:vate 14:| Lactate = Lactoyl-CoA
Acet:I—GoA ety Acetyl-phosphate Acrylcfyl—CoA —_— Propio:yI—CoA
Acetoacrtyi—CoA | Acetate |

B —Hydroxybutyry|-CoA

Crotoyl-CoA =  Butyryl-CoA  ——— Butyryl-phosphate —b

Figure 3 SCFAEABREKOKX

(JEER, 2005; Koh et al., 2017 #HEIZ/EX)

1.9.2 SCFA L{fEH

5P pH & SCFA REEIZAOMHEBENH 5 Z LA ME STV 5 (Cruz—Ortiz et al.,
2020),  SCFA MR 2 &N ERMEL 22 0 RIBHIR 2 M+ 5 2 & TH OIRENE
BATERIET D, £, SCFAIXBEN~OBMREOWELZIEL, 777K Ui b

DKOBHZRT Z L TEOKSEZHELT, bbb, BWlHEZERT L2 &
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T, BHMEIC KV BN O SCFA 238 2, ERIOMEIEICEN D, EFE. KIEME WS
ME Inulin i, v~V Z2OEHEARNEY ST, MRS O SCFAREZEIMSE D Z & AH
HILTUWD (Mistry et al., 2018; Matt et al., 2018; Baxter et al., 2019),

1.9.3 SCFA LEEHR

SCFA IZM N DBR BT 2 #6 2 FRL D FEIE IS D721 T2 <, S F & F AR rED
FHEIC b B & E 24 5 T 5 (Barrea et al., 2019; Kimura et al., 2013),
SCFA RFLEEN KW pH X T 92 2 & T, AERHOEFITIMH S 4, i@ pH 23
PE~537 V) Th 2 R EELERUE S O AR S M S 0T, #RIICKE
NERBENWEIND, BB T v B4 BRI 6 ¥ N7 B 51K GPR43 % 151
KT 22 L THAEAPIIBO A 2 VEZHEREED TRLF =T R 28T
% (Kimura et al., 2013), F£7=, SCFAZiZa L AT u— L AESKIEIERNS 5
ZER, Ty b The PTHHERSINTWD (Nishina et al., 1990; Wright et
al., 1990; Wolever et al., 1991; Hara et al., 1999; Alvaro et al., 2008),
FE T2 25 R THIEPE T M (Treg) Z b H T2 2 & b b TWD (Furusawa et
al., 2013), Treg XM DT TR 22 RIESUS 78 A F R GEISE 2 8l L Tw
Do 1 BUPEIRIFE O FEIED NG S AL T % SCFA B 51T K D Treg DM TH S &%
BE oA L H D Marino et al., 2017),

SCFA LN & DBFRIZ O T HHEITZL VY, SCFA OIRIEME L L THIEHIC
SWTIE, TAa—AMEFERET L~ A2 Inulin #EER I % & SCFA %41
LCRIENLET S 2 & (Wang er al., 2020), REMMESRLFERT 2H0E 7712
FRBPO~ T ACH#EE AN KE 527 2A, ROBANEELEZZ &
(Maslowski et al., 2009), B VAV ME 52~V ATT LA F—HKERN
itz & (Trompette et al., 2014) 7 ERAHHE N TWD, £,
L. johnsonii DNREMFEY TH 5 ILELIT NSAID #FFME/NIFEE ISRV TRENZ
%% K729 (Watanabe et al. , 2009), & B2, KRIFA AFEIEME %R (Bishehsari
et al., 2018) CEAERIZ X 2 @i~ 7 A DB MEMIRRIE OB Matt et al., 2018)

RELHEINTND, ZOLHITSCFADABEZEITE NZBO THEETH D,
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1.10 BRERENITLEEIOTYY A

HALEIZ, LW IOFBETRIIND LI, BMBILMETEN > TV DI
PN TEHmE ChD, 207D, WERMAMZIZILD LT HIRYORAY R 7 ITH
ATHBRENTND, SMENOOREEZZ T 25— T, 2HFOREMIBOK 60%23 14
LEICHFEET 2L ST, ME L OHAICLY | =X LXF— DA, %%
FROFE, HEEMEREE VS TRELETVWLIOTH D,

MgO %2 Inulin & BENHIE#E & OBEMRICOWTHRET 2121E., BERB Y 7060
T A D ZENMARAIRTHD, ZITIE, BEMBEANAY T ERETIT T Y v
A(TgM IZ DWW THEPJ % (Figure 4),

®© MEHN)TOEE

MgO =° Tnulin & BBANHIE & OBURICOWTHRET 2121E., BERBA Y 7046
TRl Z D Z EMNMARAIRTH D, T2 TlE, BEMBEANY T & GE RS
WTHEH S D,

Wt EaRE & L TEHETHLI I ENERSNLEOEFAHLEIZA->TIrLEED
NTWDEN BNHIENED X DI EOREEHE L TV D 00 AICHFZE S 1,
ZOHRT, SCFAR [gA R E L Db L b TE T,

B OBEN S GHIEESF D 720, BE RIS XL 28 ) T L EFA 7R
NUT R o TW5D, BB ANY T LRI E e B BYER A S BE T
HHDTHY ., ALFHNY T L IXMEDIT ALFNELE T 6T 2 L THEEN %
RTHDTHD, T T, AFETHRHICHENDH D LB XD KRIBORE NS T O
I HLYEH Y T O TN S,

KIGOWELRI AN Y 7IE, WG LR % 2 & 72 b CNCHEAE R & 3 2 M a8
WE, ZONMINCAIET DK, S OICZOMNMIZEE D HIEE» S 725 (THIED,
2017) ,

AN B B T 2 RS B T R IR E & AMRIRIE IS 3 v T D 08 PORE IR I3
PRI 1313 & A EFTEL 72V, E o, BB I E LEMa o —> Th 2 MMl
Ko TEAEAIND LT UDERS THD, KB TIEIMMBENZ WD, LAF D
AL, TORBHIKBERNEL o TWnD, AFUVIEHEL LV XIETHY . A
F U FITAIMEN TV D HEHIC L o THIRITHEE o, A5 < 2HRMAE
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Wix LR MR E OIS G LE S L T8, AF URBAMNICHEN TS 2L T
BRI~ DR LR A Z T, WAREIZ AT U RBEICEA LIEMEL > Tk
D BNMIEIXIZE A EFELR Y, £, PL T =R X R ED Lypd8 73
PR IR A s S 4L BRI IS 388 972 2 L 2L T D 2 e b Sh
TW 5% (Okumura et al., 2016), —J5. AMASIRIEIIENG NHIEA 2524 L. B NI
Hko7TaTr7 =B/ ) avF—BilloTAaFriEnMahd, BWBHEELS
FRVEEAZEE L L7ev U AT, BEEICK D2 AT OMRESMIEZY ., 20D
FER. WHRE RN ES R RIENEZ D5 Z LR HE SN TWD (Desai et al.,
2016), L2nL, AF U ZRERE LI TIE, 2T VIR EOREERE L LT
EAL S AL SCFA JREEAIEI L, Treg X° IgA FEAFME M OE G NEM LT & v 9 #
HYHdH 5 (Yamada et al., 2019),

WA, R E O TICALE T D AE. IBE LMK I BT 2y Ny
BIAMENTOLIREHIC LI > TR ENTEVMEORAZBEHL TV, KIZ
AIEE DS IR R ORE AR OFS I 2 i L7z & U Ch fe % (SR AT 15 25 25 & 23 i fa f) &
MEICHET DI ETRAZISZENTE D,

@ IgA

MR aESRE L L TEETHLZENERINEOITAHARICA>THE EED
ALTWDEN NN E O X HITIE EOREZHIHE L T2 02038 A ITHFZE S 4,
Z DT, MM SCFA L OBRIC OV ThHam Lo TE R, 2 2 TR ICANF
JETHREIRI G E LT [gA I o0 Tk %,

Igh WX EBERIURT A YV XA T D—>T, BEICEVTKRD XS el TRRIAE
DOREIER T~ DPEE ZMLE L TR ZPE L T D, REIEEATEO TgA AT E M
fanHEA ST Tgh X EEEZ AL, ERMIZHEB T S plgR (polymeric
immunoglobulin receptor) &fEG L7z, FT7 v AH A b= 22XV 53w TgA
ELTIBEENICHEESND (ERIEH, 2006), WA TeA TMESCHIR RS
52 & THIRERRA~OEEZHET 5, MEEAEICRALZMESCHTRIZH LT
b BRD TgA BAEEG L TEBENICHEN T2, 2o X5 REFICXoT, IgA 13
DOIEFEMEHERF & RIED S OMRBICEE AT EZRZLTWD, o, TeA THHHE
IEFEETIC. WEREOEWHEIZOAFEAE L TR T b EIN TN D
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(Palm et al., 2014),

B N AR S ke 2 RS D 2 L TREEAT D SCFA O T BEEE IR E A
JBIlZBWTTH A —7 BN DD Igh FEATRE ML ~D b & EdE S &, 1gA DFE
ExETZENbnoT5D (Isobe et al., 2020), 7=, LAF BB OEL S
TN, AFrERELE~Y T ATIE Tgh EAREMEOE S NN T 2 (Yanada

et al., 2019),

BEPIEE
0 = O ) &5
© %O O@ N ) = MRRE | M
> {3 ” o e
(- o < 0
s
Lty sts e || amosmmmaRr
HEREBADRAZY < BAUIIAEE EERICHET 5

LF VD ERS

BREEEEFEAL
FHEL TWARW

e Sl

PRI L7 B
it RS2 A1 =Rk
£ TERRICHIE LB

Figure 4 KIBEOWMEENY 7 L IgA

(ERIED, 20065 PrHIED, 2017 25 EIT/EXN)
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1.11 BEHRHERMERZICONT

AW R A FNEIE L. BAMIC 24.5 BRIEABOM A U XA EES T
D, LU HIEROBEIC I - ThebENnD 1 H 24 R OB A HNIZFGH S5
2, B hOX I RBITHAEY TEEHORERORD Z L TERKHEMLE A%
AOLETH2aRFFHOBEY RAZEGLTVWDH, ZHIZED, & hORER - REE,
ME, R, RVE S GW L W o o AMTEE) - BRENK 24 RO U XA IZHHET S
TW3,

W FLIEIC 35 1 2 AR K 1, HRR TR D A X B (SCN) I AFAE L. HHAK IR
FHEMEIEN D (Figure 5), HHREFFHIIMEN D A D HIC Lo THREI S TR, K
i B BRI 8 D IR A R 5, WEAREHIMO A2 63 B2 L Ol
ROk 2 MR IS bl o Ty D (A, 20055 Hoogerwerf et al., 2007; “EH,
2013) . A Mg AR O AR 0 o DML B RFEHIZ R IR & PEIT A (Richards et al.,
2012)  IUERFEHIC A SN D, RMEIEFFHT, BFIC I VA OZEMNEZ 5 2 & 235
bR TWAHRN, , A ML A, EHE W HIMICE > THEE IS (Tahara et
al., 2014; Narishige et al., 2014; Tahara et al., 2015; Furutani et al.,
2015; Tahara et al., 2017), B OMEIIMA U X5 %K > TV (Hoogerwerf,
20065 Malloy et al., 2012), BINMIEHRICHMA Y XL08H L Z &R TW
% (Thaiss et al., 2014), MIEANO Mg*REIZHHMHE UV X3 H 5 Z L BnmE SN
TW5 (Feeney et al., 2016), £/, BIEMEO T THEHAWMEITO T /N7
TUTIWCHMAY LR DHZ EITMmb TV (Mitsui et al., 1986; Cohen et
al., 2015), FDOWETIE, KEKEZITORVWEIEMETH HMEEICHMA Y
XL D T E WM > T 5 (Belderink-Chen et al., 2021),

PRIFIZ BIERSLEIEEIZ Y XA H 5, Bl X0, MEEZE, meEE Vo
T AR SRR O KB OREIXFRTPICZ VY, ZHiE, BIERORMIEEICANY X
AMBLENLTEEINTWD (KD, 2012),

BER RO LAV IE, IRIIATONTREZE . K bEE . B, BERP . DAk EDRR
\ZD 72N D A[REME DN B % (Tahara et al., 20165 McGinnis et al., 2016; Albrecht

X

et al., 2017), AENHIES° SCRA X0k 2 i E BN H D Z ERHE I N TV

D5, MENANEE OB E P IIE A IEEHIC X o TIET ST Y (Liang et al., 2015),

BEINHIE T > TAR S L7 SCFA (X~ 7 2D KM 4/H % i+ 5 (Tahara
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et al., 2018),

WMHY XLE2BELRAL, WROREEY A I 27 2 B8RS 2 52 M3 SR

F. R RERLRKEOBRINS A I 7 28T 2 FRIIRH RS LS. £

SOMFRIZE D ZOEEMEN RSN TE 7 (Yoshioka et al.,
al., 2020; Tamura et al., 2020). F7-. W IENER

&

b A
RETE
AR L
(SCN)
z [RIER
AR B RT
Y
&%
&
E_%J' ;ﬁ = oo 5D Z
ARLZ BEESAD
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EORIzidiENEEt Iz EERIFT
LOBHEENHESA TS

Figure 5

(S H,

2013 =& HIZ/EMX)

TR R & R AN B EE

2019; Watanabe et

FHCED X ITHEMRT 2 5
AL FRNE, MR RHER SRR & L TR ST %,

RPH R DB ZICHE DS, RROIR ERNOBIEN ZEHT 5 HBKIED ¥ A
YT ERDZEIFTEETH D,

[FEAEDEYZEHRER
MEEL, IBBLT24BRHO
AV A LIZ k> TERKEE
EHEL TS

e

fRRMmESRESEYR
LEHD

ME ORI IEAREE
EROLOLHBILA
BEOMETHRESAT
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i Mgz R EIZRE B
YA LW HLI LN S
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1.12 SAREW

BOBHMEEZIILO LT RO DPIEANMEE IS 2 2 EBETTHRILS
STV ARATT 4 J ARV UNRNAFT 4 7 ARG ORABIZ SN > TnD, £z,
PRI & BN O BIGR 2 R ST A58 H 20, S BT, PPL 7 & o0 FEHI A I N A B 3
EEALSED I EEFRHEL D2 22 (Freedberg et al., 20155 Imhann et
al., 2016; Jackson et al., 2016), T TITHELEHKY 7 7 /11T K 25 A B RA
RFFEDBHNME IO BT 280 FILEWOBRKRE LA > TETWD
LorL, EAETHRICEZY 528 LEDOMAGDLEIZIER LERITA 0N,
BebORETE, ARFLEORABFERICEZ 2, £, 74 72X A VOE(
MOEDOIRMMPLTTEY TR LIEFLIFEZ S, SHIITF, FEERAL
MRS, BYBHEICREIND KO ICRESEROBFBICRNE SN B S %
BRT22¢bb25, T2bb, REFIFIHMTERL, PFATZOMRE A D W
EWRH D, AT TIE, ERIERGEO O ICEBRSHELE S 2 Wik & (8w
EOFRT 2 — A& ME LR, BPHEL LT, X = E0yERE
FIZEEN TV D KIBEERDBMETH 5 Inulin 2 A7z, HREEIZ, HARTIE L fE
AENTWAERETHL Mg0 A Lz, ~7 x> 7 ARENME#EICE 2 2%
BIZOWTHATEHREITDV VWSO, Ty MaxtRE LEFETIZ, v 7 XU
ARZIETRWIEEICEBNTRERO~ X U L& 5 x5 & dysbiosis # 5| &
T ERHME SN TWD (Garcia-Legorreta et al., 2020), L2 L., EFE ML L
TO Mg0 NN MEESEGN SCFA IREEICE 2 5B 2 Mak L Cikix v, £
LT, BEMMAEIC L0 B L7 BNMBE S, BWHkHEIC Z 0 8N L 72§ 5N SCFA
REIZE 22 Mg0 DB HOWTHARZFRILTZNE THEELRY, E72, Mgo (2
BILC., BN SCFA BE~DORBLEZE L-RMREEI A IV 72 R LI
MRESH B BN, £ T, AR TR, EROIBHEETH D Mg0 & KEMER DR
e Inulin & DA EDEN. IBNMERE. ENHWN SCFARE., EIBFNILIERE R X
OFEE P TgA BEICKRIETHEZRALNCTHIIEEZAME L, 51T, Mgo &
BOZA I 7 NERN SCFA BEICKIFTHEEBIZONTHLE R L, AWFFRIIME
WMOERETH D Mg &, HRMOWFEDT- DB 55 BWHKE Inulin & DML
BOERBRNMEEICGADEBRELTNOTOMETH D, 72, BRI SCFA i
FE~DEBEEF LT M0 OBEUIRMIESY A IV T2 HFoTFE L THHD TO
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LD ThHDH, KFIEDOE F EMIEAB % Figure 6 ITE & 7,
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F2E MOMNBERRFEIZEZADIZE
21 EERERFICMO OEBMBENERARRIZRIEFTEZE

KED—FIZLLT OFfeim XL & EIER ST D,

Omori, K., Miyakawa, H., Watanabe, A., Nakayama, Y., Lyu, Y., Ichikawa, N.,
Sasaki, H., & Shibata, S. (2021). The combined effects of magnesium oxide
and inulin on intestinal microbiota and cecal short-chain fatty acids.

Nutrients, 13, 152.

211 Fi#

MgO FFEMAMEL . RHERAR DR VWEEKRB L L TEHEINLZ 0BFITHEN S
T&7, —H T, EFE, Mg0 ORBIEE TR~/ RV U LAMIEEZSIEEZITZ &M
MR SN TS, BRTEZSOBENMMEM LTV LEATH D NP I, £ DHE|
R b ED T EED D Z LITEFICEREY, BNREIZE S O MR ICH
HLTWLZERHMLATWVL2, IWERENBANMEZICEEST 22 <ab
NTWd, ZZTIE, EFRBANERERICEWNT Mg0 DBEMBE LR ED LS %
KAET N ERRGET D,

212 RBMHEEIUVHE
(1) E1%n

AREOFERTIX, 9 HEsD ICR MM~ T 2 BULERBIY, ", AHA)EZHWT
FEREIT o7z, ~ U ATIE 2222°C, WJE 60E5%, JELE 100~150 1x ZHEFF L7
MET, BRES, BHEKOEETTHEE L, BRI &R, 12 R
Tood A7 e L, KERTIZ, WHOBMREL Th 5 270 Z 111 8 FEIZHRE L
2o WM. K TIX Zeitgeber FER] (ZT) THEZI &2 KL L 7=,

(2) EBRTHIY
2.1 OFRBRTIE, HHEEEFOERRBENEREIZI VT Mg0 o BHMEFZ L BIHEA
M, BN pH, ILERIRERS LN SCFA IREICH 2 2 E B2 RIE LT, X~V
A DHEFFERELTd D AIN-93M & L M0 (& £ 7 ¢ /b AT MR 4, KK,
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HA) LIRS L7z (Table 4~6), ~ 7 A5 BREE (AIN-93M #£) . 0. 125% MgO ¥,
0.25% MgO #¥ D 3 FEIZ 43T 7=, MgO DIREFREDREICH T2V | MgO /HAITH 5~ 7
Ry MEDA U B a— T — A (EELERESRESEME, 200122512 LT,
A B a—T F— A0, BAF R IEAAG S A RS A TR L, ERR - BoA AT
LHHFR AT OEELBRED —FETHD, v/ Iy MEDA VP2 —T 4 — L4
Tk, v~ 7 20k FlBRIZE VT 250 mg/kg D Mg0 Z#E U5 LT\ 5, AWFIET
(. 0.25% MgO#ED Mg0 O —HEHGENA VX B a—T7 4+ — A TORGELFEZ%EIC
MHEIBE L, —WAICERA~Y T AL —H 3~5 g BEERTLIZLAMLN
TWLHZER, HEEDODERIZBIZ~V AOERERIOEKELEZEL, vV X
DRFEIL A0 g, BEREIT—H 4 g LMEL, Mg0 DIREREZH M L7,

YT TREZNE, Mg0 PHEEICIHE 2@ L CWDRZNEE L, e
RETOTPHERIZLD, ~UAPRERELTOLHENMEE L THH SN E TR
TR AR THLZEDRHLNIR>TWVWD, ZOZ b, REBRTOY T
Vo7 RZNE, —HOHR T U ARHERRD REORL L EZ 2 b b 2T0 (5B
D&Y OFREZ]) D 4 Kl th & 72 2 ZT4ICRE LT, EBREENS 11 HE O 274 1
RELEEN pHOREZITV., EHENAEYRS X O#EM L RILL 72 (Figure 7),

Table 4 2.1 THEMA L AEREFE OB & HERK

B4 AlN_gg&“(%'ff# my | 0125% MeOEiR 0.25% MgOiE
aA—VRE—F 46.57% 46.445% 46.32%
SLIhEA 14.00% 14.00% 14.00%
FILIFIEA—VRE—F 15.50% 15.50% 15.50%
TS=a—¥ 10.00% 10.00% 10.00%
HBEXEH 4.00% 4.00% 4.00%
FLO—R Y H— 5.00% 5.00% 5.00%
ﬁg&;ﬁ_ﬁ;ﬁ 3.50% 3.50% 3.50%
aﬁ;g’i;)}’ A 1.00% 1.00% 1.00%
L-RFY 0.18% 0.18% 0.18%
=EREIUS 0.25% 0.25% 0.25%
<7 7 L (MgO) — 0.125% 0.25%
Bt 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
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Table 5 I % F5 /I v 7 A (AIN-93M-MX) D E &R

D%y Bl&E (%)
CaCo, 35.70%
KH,2PO, 25.00%
K,CsHs0;+H,0 2.80%
NaCl 7.40%
K,SO, 4.66%
MgO 2.40%
FeC4Hs0;*nH,0 0.606%
2ZnC0,*3Zn(OH),*H,0 0.165%
MnCO,*nH,0 0.063%
CuCO,Cu(OH),*H,0 0.03%
KIO, 0.001%
Na,SeO, 0.001025%
(NH,)8Mo,0,,*4H,0 0.000795%
Na,Si0,*9H,0 0.145%
Crk(S0O,),*12H,0 0.0275%
H;BO, 0.00815%
NaF 0.00635%
NiCO,"2Ni(OH,)- 4H,0 0.00318%
LiCl 0.00174%
NaVO, 0.00069%
Jo5=a—% 20.98057%
ait 100.00%
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Table 6 E# I I v 7 A (AIN-93VX) DB AR

5% & (%)
—aFEk 0.30%
NPT UEECa 0.16%
E43B, 0.07%
E43B, 0.06%
E432B, 0.06%
=314 0.02%
D-EAF> (2%) 0.10%
EA2322B,,(0.1%) 0.25%
E 22 E (s50%) 1.50%
E42A(10051U/g) 0.04%
E 432D, (5051U/) 0.02%
E 222K, (phylloquinone) 0.0075%
Jo=a—%E 97.4125%
At 100.00%
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(a)

D Control (AIN-93M)

Groups
(n :uz) < @ 0.125% MgO (0.125% MgO in AIN-93M)

® 0.25% MgO (0.25% MgO in AIN-93M)

N~

(b)

Day -7 Day 0 Day 11
AIN-93M / Ad libitum feeding MgO in AIN-93M / Ad libitum feeding
Acclimation period Experimental period
ZT 0 ZT 4 ZT 12
Group O~0®
Sampling

Figure 7 EBRT VA (2.1 LBEB AR Mg0 DEMBERBHNREICRIETEE)
() FED T () FEBRAFr Y 2 — 1

(3) EBMN pH DAIE
SHEN pH X, pH A — % — (Thermo Scientific Eutech, MA, USA) #RHEUE % D
BB AL, HE LT,

(4) ERAIABRESSLIU SCFA REDAIE

BB FLER IR d K O SCFA IR EE I BATAFZE IS N A7 m~ M 7T 7 4 —(GO)
EKRFBRA A ALBH R (FID) (BEEAERT, 53, BA) ZHVWTHRH L, £3
1.5 ml Fa—TIl~UAOEBNEDEZ 50 mgllv &V, Y=FLrz—F L (F L

7 g v ARER AR U AR, KRB, BA) &= & — v (B L7 4 /L AREHt Rk
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S, KB, BAR)Z 2:1 OFETRMLZBOZ 600 pl FTOFRMLE, 61
Wi 60 plaMz, AT v 7 ATREH L, =R, 14000 rpm T 30 FbH=E
DOBEEEAT V. XA TAHRICE Yy hLEF Y BT U —% 7 AllnertCap Pure-WAX
(30m X 0.25 mm, df = 0.5 pum); Y—x ¥ AT, Hi, BRI EEZE
AL, a7 e L, GC-FID TH#r L7z, GCIE, ¥ 80°C, KIZ 200C
THIEL, ~V AT AEXYy YT HALELTHWE, BEEZRVBRWZHOEE
NEMIT oS, REELZF L, W SCFA IREIX umol/mg dry

cecal weight TEHMH L7,

(5) #EME D DNA

FFMHIC, 50 ml 7y rarFa—TI~7 ADOFEM 200 mg, phosphate
buffered saline(PBS) 20 ml iz, A X—F )L L RILTFT v I ATHSITIERE LT,
W%, 100 umF A 22 A v 2 (Corning Inc., NY, USA) Z H W CJEia L7=, 50
ml 77 v arFa—7ZH LI 10l OPBS ZIFEML, Fa—7NE+o%kE Lz
%, TOWRBIEEH L7, HBoiEK%E 4C, 9000Xg T 20 rfHEOmBEL, b
HaEbRELEZ, XL v M2 10mM Tris-HCL (& &7 4 v AR S, KR,
HZA) /10 mM EDTA(DOJINDO, REA, HA)Z 1.5 mLML., B#E L7, BMEBIEZ 2
ml F = —ZB L%, 4°C. 10000 rpm T 5 pMELSHEA L, EWE2BRELE,
EHEBRELEZL Y M2 10 mM Tris-HCL/10 mM EDTA % 800 n 1 ¥RANL . %% L
72o 10 mM Tris—HCL/10 mM EDTA Z ¥ & L7z 150 mg/ml UV V' F— A (B L7 o
b LFERERR A S, KBk, BA)EKRZ 100 pw 1IRINL ., #BEIEMEZ, 37CT 1
KRR L7z, 77 X7 FHX—E(E L7 o v 2FobMiERAaH, Kk, H
AR)VEWE (100 unit/p L) % 20 p LRI UERENER#% ., 37°CT 30 rMRIE L7, 7
27 A F—E KK, 20%SDS Wik 224 50 pu LRI LEEEEM%E, 55CT 1
RERPRIE L7z, ZE& D PCI(Invitrogen/Thermo Fisher Scientific, MA, USA) &K
EIRML, AR5 ETHSICBE LT, 6000Xg T 104, |iRCT=L L, RIE
ZHLV2nL Fa—7ICB L, EEIC3IMERET MY U AREEZ 100 pL, AV
ZaR ) —)v%& 900 pLE, BE L7=, 6000Xg, 10 min,200C Tl L., EiE%
PrE L7z, W 70%=% /7 — /L% 1 mL#M L, 15000 rpm T 5 43 fEl 0 L, EIE & bR
E LT, W 70%T % 7 —/LZ 500 p L& L, 15000 rpm T 5 sy L L, RiE 2R

40



ElLl, XUy PP¥ERICRDLETHEEZL, ~L v MIZ TE buffer Z 99 ulL,
RNase (10 u g/mL; Promega Corp., WI, USA)%& 1 uL ¥sHN L .37°CCT—HafRIE L 7=,
SE D 20% PEG(RAALAR LEMRSHE, HR, BAR)ERZEM, B\, Kk ET
10 7y M #E L7z, 10000Xg, 4CT 10 pflEL L, BEZBRELE, M 70542
—/L % 500 pLiRAIL. 15000 rpm T 5 pflE DL, EEZBRELE, vy
TRy haEFTa—T0nbHNB L, H 70%=% /—/L% 500 puL KA L, 15000
rpm T 5 4rfE O L, EIEZBRELZ, B L. TE buffer & 40 p LIRANL ., &
%, —20CCHRAFE L7z,

(6) 16S IDNA >—9 I R

MA@ 16S rDNA | Illumina Miseq System @ 7'm b= —/LThHD 16S
Metagenomic Sequencing Library Preparation (Zff > CTHLE L /-,

UTIE#H LT T A ~—%HWW7= polymerase chain reaction(PCR)IZ L V.
16SrDNA & 15 D V3-V4 7] 25 fE IS 2 B8 L 7=,
Forward Primer =
5> ~TCGTCGGCAGCGTCAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAGCCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG-3’
Reverse Primer =
5> —GTCTCGTGGGCTCGGAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAGGACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC-3’
PCR 1. 2.5 pL ® microbial DNA(5 ng/pL){Z 5 pL @ Forward Primer (1 pmol/L).
5 pL @ Reverse Primer(l pmol/L) . 12.5 uL @ 2XKAPA HiFi HotStart
ReadyMix (Kapa Biosystems Inc., MA, USA)Z¥M L CTEME L7-, PCR @ K&tk
. LT omh Th D,
@® 95°CT 347
@ 95°C T 30 B H
® 55CT 30 7
@ 72CT30WH (@O~@% 25 ¥4 7 Lk biET, )
® 72°CT 54
PCR # D W)X, AMPure XP beads (Beckman Coulter Inc., CA, USA)Z{EH L THE
WU, BREALAOT 7Y a2 PCREY S pl iz, Nextera XT Index Primer 1
(I1lumina Inc., CA, USA)%# 5 p L. Nextera XT Index Primer 2 (Illumina Inc.,
41



CA, USA) 5 puL, 2XKAPA HiFi HotStart ReadyMix (Kapa Biosystems Inc., MA,
USA) % 25 pL. PCR Grade water Z 10 pLiRIM L., £ > 7 v 7 APCR #{T->7=, A
Y7 v 7 A PR DRISEKMIT, LLFO@EY TH D,
@®© 95°C T 3 7fH
@ 95°C T 30
® 55°CC 30 F> M
@ 72CT30BH (O~@D% 8% A 7 iy iKY, )
® 172°CT 5 rfH

A T v 7 A PCREMIL. AMPure XP beads (Beckman Coulter, Inc., CA, USA)
ZAWTRR L7, K% O DNA O G 1L, DNA1000 ¥ » k% 1T, Agilent2100
NAFTFF AW (Agilent Technologies Inc., CA, USA) CHEF L7-., H#%IC. DNA
FTATTVDOBEELY 4 nmol/L IZFH¥ L. DNA 71 7 7 Uit MiSeq Reagent Kit
v3(I1lumina Inc., CA, USA) ZH\ T, Illumina MiSeq 2X300bp platform T —

J T A EAT T2, ZDOv—7 T A TRE ST DR RICHE - TEIT LT,

(7) 16SIDNA OEBEFL—IVIVADSH

FEAH 2 Sl H S 172 16SrDNA 13X quantitative insights into microbial
ecology (QIIME) pipeline version 1.9.1 Tt L7z, 7 AV T 4 F=v 7% DY
— RiX, UCLUST IZ L 9 97%JELE @ operational taxonomic units(0TUs)|Z4y4H &
Niz, ZHH?D YU — FiE the Greengenes database (August 2013 version) ® Y 7
FLYVAY—Z 2 AL LT, QIIMEZHWTZINOD Y — R&fr L, ML
~ULIN B TR L UL E TO taxonomy summary & B BEEMEA B H L2, B SREME L 1T
x DEREMOMSERIEDEWEZ RS, B EHRMEIT EEAE T (Principal
Coordinate Analysis; PCoA) THREF A /R L7z, PCoAITHA D0 v TN DLERMD
MIEEZ 2 REOBEBEE L TRETO2HIET, HEELAREIR21FTLE. 2 2o
TIVDOME N FEIR D Z & & 7T, PCoA I% unweighted UniFrac distances & VT
FHHE L7z, F£72. taxonomy summary & ¥ Simpson Index ZHH L. o ZHMEDR
RETRLIZ, aZfktEL X, D 1 ODORRBICBIT I EZHEEELRT., T bbb
YINVEAOEET, EARE VI EROLZHEMENEG N L AR T, Simpson
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Index [ZH TN BEICKHT OB EGITESWTEHEAE I L ZHEERH (D) T,
UTFTostEXTHEEEND, &IEMIZ 0 T, ZHEMEREHWIZLE 1 1ITES<,

D=1-Y Pi?

0<IX1
S YUV THN SN EE
pi VUK THHE [ DEE

(8) HEH IgA REDAE

FEEP TgAREITELISA ZHWTHIE L, 9. v~V RAOEMOE S Z WY
HEME20mg HI VWIS 1 ml IZRD5 K5, IXPBS, 777 —EA X =%
MU7, #EFEEKRED =S A AL, 12000 rpm, 4°CT 15 pMELoEEE L., Lia
P 7L L, Coating Buffer & 11 5 L. MM L 72 Coating Buffer % ]
VT Capture antibody (Purified anti mouse IgA) % 251 f5#A R L7z, 96 7 = /L7

— M IZ Capture antibody # 1 U =/LdH7=h 100 p 1L, 4°CT—BeFhiE L
Tzo —HEEREHR D 96 U x )L L — b % 28] Wash L7z, WashiZ 1 U =/ &7 196
pn1 @ 1XPBST(0.05% Tween—20 & A) WM L., 1 /M FE % Buffer ZFR%E L 72,
Assay Buffer Z 11 @R L7t D% Blocking buffer & L, &7 = /L2250 pul
FTOWMUTEIRT 2 REHFHE L7, 2 Re#RE#% . 2 8] Wash L. Assay Buffer %
Standard i, Blank O 7 = /L2 100 pul, $ 7 AHODT = /L2 90 pl @IL
7. Standard I% Standard 7 = VN TIHE L. ¥ > 7L Assay Buffer T 5 &%
WLE®%, o7 AHOT VI 10 pwl TOWMULE, 2 RFHEIRCHFE L%,
4 [a] Wash L7z, Substrate solution Z 100 p 1 ¥RM L., MY L T 15 S R=E TA
¥F a2~_— kL7, Stop solution & LT, 2NH,S04% 100 p l#AIL, 450 nm &

570 nm TWOEERIE 217 - 72,

(9) #EEta#w

Z R PE LS O & T o R R I EY £ R TOR & v, GraphPad
Prism(version8. 4.3, GraphPad Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA)IZ XK v #t&H
fRMT 24T > 72, £ 9. ERMEDOA % Kolmogorov-Smirnov test (2 X 0 I L7z,

WIZ. Bartlett’ s test ICKVELSEMOENEZHIE L, 2ULOHHTIC LD EH
43



MERH  ESHBEHTEINT-HES. One way analysis of variance (ANOVA) test.
Tukey post—hoc test Z1T-o7z, IERMERR W, & LLIIARESTHTHoT2HAIC
1% . Kruskal-Wallis test., Dunn’ s post—hoc test Z4{Tr -7, B LML A
permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA)IZ X V 3Effi L 7=,

PERMANOVA (2 X 2 #E&t 0 #11d QIIME 2 W TiT - 7=,

213 @R

2131 hE-ERE

VYo TV TR Ay AOERELAZFI L, BEE CHREICEND DAL L 72, &
FRFE. 0.125% MgO #F. 0.25% MgO #¥ > 3 FFH THEICABRAEITRO bR o7
(Figure 8(a)), £7-. ERHIMOEBABELZ~TV AT LIZHHAIL, v~V XA —LH 7=V
D—HOEREDOVHEZHEMN L, BT~V ADOERBIZEND DPRIELTZ &
A, BEEIZETALONLRN I ENRENT (Figure 8(b)), ZAHDREEMNE
MgO I~ U ADKRESCERARICHEBEL RN LAURB S LT,

—
Q
fid
—~
o
=

Body weight Food intake
50 - 4 -
B t

5 %01 s ;)] !
£ 30 Y
S s 2
i 20 k=S
ael o
@ 10 - S 1

0 0

Control 0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO Control 0.125% MgO  0.25% MgO

Figure 8 @& (AIN-93M)EREF, Mg0 B ELEREBILRIZTEE
() 7V T7HEOKRE b)) —HbEYOERERE M0 XfFERICX LT 0. 125%F 721X 0. 25%
EIBD IO LT, T XTI P EIEREBRETEK LT (h = 5),
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2132 EBARADKLEFE
MgO 51 LV ENEY DK GHRBNEAT DA L=, BIBNEY D K5y
A RIIFEMICEN R SN2 0o 7= (Figure 9),

Water content ratio of cecal contents
80 -

[
I

A

60 -

40 1

20 A

Water content ratio (%)

Control 0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO

Figure 9 HEEA (AIN-93M)BEREF, MO REBNEY DO KD ERFRIIRITER
MgO [ZEEE T % LT 0. 125%F 7215 0.25% & 72D K H9REE L=, 7 — X IZ VB FEREBRAE TR L
72 (n = 5),

2133 BRAEROSHKE

ET. Mg0 BENMEHE D o ZHIEICH X 2EBEZHRIET 2720, a ZHRMEER
FTHEIE D —>TH 5 Simpson Index ZH I L7, Simpson Index IZF&FEMIZIB T
BREBRENR N o7 (Figure 10(a)), ZHHDFERNL | Fi@EEEREF, Mg0
XIBNA R D o ZERMEICHEZ RIT IRV ERRENT,

WA HF AR 5 D B ZARPEIC KT+ 2 8 A& Ao, xERRBE, 0.125% MgO #E. 0.25%
MgO BED B MM Z L L& 2 A, ARICHE R > T2 Z &R anTz (Figure
10(b)), BARMIZED 2 HMICAERENDDLDONBIET 5720, 2 T DO
EATo o, ZORER, KRR L B LT, 0.125% MgO . 0.25% MgO #f Tl B L4k
PERAEICEMLL TS Z & RENT (Figure 10(c) (d)), —J7. 0.125% Mg0 #¥
& 0.25% MgO BEDOMICIZA B R ZITRD b o7z (Figure 10(e)), T4 D Dk
Ko, FEEEAER, Mg0 THERICHELLTHBNMEEOHKEZE LTS L
DRI,
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(a) (b)
pcz 5
Simpson Index “
1 4 ©
3 08 - °
E v
s 0.6 - " e
£ o]
(%] (]
02 - w ==
0 A . Control PERMANOVA
Control 0.125%Mg0O  0.25%MgO test statistic 1.4720
B o0.125%Mmg0
p-value 0.019
[] 0-25%Mgo
(C) (d) Pc2 (21.7 ©
PC2(17.28 %)
L%}
©
[
© < =
L] ~.
o PCA (24.85 %) [ ] :
PC3 (12.34 %) PC3 (1238 %)
PERMANOVA PERMANOVA
B contol test statistic | 1.3408 B contol test statistic 1.5915
. 0.125%MgO0 p-value 0.027 D 0.25%MgO p-value 0.036
(e)
Foz 173 o0
e ©
(%]
[¥] L%
[ ]
o
/ o PC1(2758 %)
PERMANOVA
B 0125%Me0 [ test statistic | 1.4734
[[] 025%Mmg0 p-value 0.112

Figure 10 L@ & (AIN-93M) R KF, Mg0 B IFAMEHE O S RMEICRIZTTEE

(a) a Z#RME (Simpson Index) (b) B ZARME Gt FRRE vs. 0.125% MgO Bf vs. 0.25% MgO #) (c)
B ZHRIE G BRBE vs. 0.1256% MgO BE)  (d) B ZHkME G BUEE vs. 0.25% MgO #£) (o) B LAk
(0.125% MgO B vs. 0.25% MgO #f) MO [FEFEEITXI L T 0. 125%F 7213 0.26% & 72 2 & 5 B
L 7-., PCoA 3d plots % unweighted UniFrac distance THHH L7, o ZEMEOTFT —Z |3 EH +
BHERAETR LI (h=5), &7 —Z X T OB EZ1T > 72, o ZHRME : The Kruskal-Wallis
test with Dunn’s post hoc test. B ZEEME : A permutational multivariate analysis of
variance (PERMANOVA).
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2134 BRAHMEOCHMFEE

Figure 11 ({24 H#E D Taxonomy summary & & A0 O AFERE DB Z R LT, &
Sk 7= X ST, KRWFFE TIE Akkermansia, Bacteroides, Bifidobacterium,
Lactobacillus, Lactococcus, Odoribacter ® 6 FEIEDEIZEH L=, Zh &I
REEEPRENZE, Tanf A7 4 7 2AL LTHHAESR TS Z L, EHED
BEREABICER SR TS Z & RIFECREBMRZLRRBROONZZ LR E2E
& U CEIE LTz, Akkermansia OFAXHIAFIE R, SERAEE & Hol: L C 0. 25% MgO Bf
THBEICHEML, AETIERVL OO, 0.125% Mg0 B T L7~ (Figure 11(b)),
Bacteroides, Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus, Lactococcus, Odoribacter O Ffxf
FEREIINGO OBEGICEV ZRZENEHIH T b OO, FERETRD LD

- 77 (Figure 11(c)~(g)),

2.1.3.5 M pH

M pH &, XFTRREE L HE T, 0.125% MO BE T L FBm A R 54, 0.25% Mg0 #E T
AR LA Uiz (Figure 12(a)), AERETR O o726 DD, 0.25% Mg0 B
DE BN pH X 0. 125% MgO B L 0 & &fE Td - 7z (Figure 12(a)), T 5 DFERD
5. MO XA EIKAFMICEMN pHZ LR IE2 2 L nRm®Ini,

2136 EBANIABRESIV SCFARE

EHFNELERIE . FERRIREE . Y r A VBRI, BBRIBEIL. WThbARRE
TR S h o 7z (Figure 12(b) ~(£)), TN HDOFERNL, F@AEERRF, Mg0 X
EBNALMBEER L O SCFAREBICHERE(EZ O I RWVWI ERRB I T,

47



(a)

100%

[Clostridium] [Prevotella]
= [Ruminococcus] m Achromobacter
m Acidovorax m Acinetobacter
90% u Adlercreutzia H Aerococcus
B Akkermansia W Alistipes
u Allobaculum u Anaerofustis
80% Anaeroplasma m Anaerotruncus
m Bacillus m Bacteroides
Bifidobacterium Bilophila
0% Blautia Bradyrhizobium
° Butyricimonas Candidatus Arthromitus
m Carnobacterium m Clostridium
® Clostridium ® Clostridium
60% R m Collinsella m Coprobacillus
Coprococcus = Corynebacterium
Curvibacter Dehalobacterium
50% Desulfovibrio u Dialister
m Dorea W Enterococcus
® Escherichia ® Facklamia
] B Faecalibacterium | Jeotgalicoccus
40% Kaistibacter Lachnospira
Lactobacillus Lactococcus
Lysinibacillus  Mucispirillum
30% ® Mycoplasma m Novosphingobium
m Odoribacter m Oscillospira
® Parabacteroides B Phenylobacterium
20% - u Prevotella u Pseudomonas
Psychrobacter Robinsoniella
" Roseburia B Ruminococcus
0% B Salinibacterium B Sediminibacterium
’ = SMB53 m Solibacillus
B Sporosarcina B Staphylococcus
= Streptococcus = Sutterella
0% Trichococcus m Turicibacter
Control O.125%|\/Ig0 0.25%Mg0 u Veillonella ® undetermined
(b) , (c) , (d) ,, ,
Akkermansia Bacteroides Bifidobacterium
01 e 006 035
g 008 8 oo g 03
E - € s
| 006 2 2 o2
@ ® 00 °
3 om - 2 ol
] < g
& e 0w $ o
002 001 005 ’_]_‘ ’—]_‘
0 0 0
Control  0.125%MgO  0.25%MgO Control  0.125%MgO  0.25%MgO Control  0.125%MgO  0.25%Mg0

—~
D
~

(f) ()

Lactobacillus Lactococcus Odoribacter
0.25 0.12 0.007
0.006
0.005

0.004
0.06
01 E , 2 0003
00 0.002
0.05
0.02 0.001
0

Control ~ 0.125%MgO  0.25%MgO Control  0.125%MgO  0.25%MgO Control  0.125%Mg0  0.25%MgO

Relative abundance
o
< [
Relative abundance
Relative abundance

Figure 11 i@ & (AIN-93M) BERHEF, Mg0 A& ME I RIE TR E

(a) Taxonomy summary (b) Akkermansia @ ¥ %f 1 1€ &  (c) Bacteroides @ 8 %} 1 1 &
(d) Bifidobacterium DA FHE R (e) Lactobacillus DFARI{FE R (f) Lactococcus D F X F1E
& (g) Odoribacter DFAXIFIE R MgO [XAHHE & (T %F L C 0. 125%F 721X 0.25% & 725 K D IREH L
7o BSMIEOMIHFEEEDT — X X W HEYERETELZ (0 = 5-6), ®p < 0.01, evaluated
using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test.
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(a) (b) o
Cecal pH Lactic acid
77 - ok 0.016 -
76 p=0.0628 %} ’aE‘o 0.014
~
L 75 | + S 0.012
= < 0010 A
S 74 E
8 S 0008 -
73 - * s
S 0.006 -
72 - S 0004 A |
7.1 4 0002 |
7 0.000 A ; T )
Control  0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO Control  0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO
(c) Acetic acid (d) Propionic acid
0.07 - 0.03 -
® i ©
£ 0.06 £ 0025 - ]
o o
£ 005 ] £ l
3 = 0.02 -
c 004 l <
2 £ 0015 -
£ 003 1 =
[0} @ 4
5 002 | § 0.01
001 - 0.005 |
0.00 A ; ; , 0 4 ; T )
Control  0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO Control  0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO
(e) L (f) L
Butyric acid Lactic acid + Total SCFAs
0.06 - 0.16 -
E" © 014
S 005 - £ i
£ 2 012 A
FE = o014
2 5
T 003 A 5 008 1
8 S 006 -
S 002 A s -
o S 0.04 A
0-01 | . - 002 -
0 T T 1 O h T T 1
Control  0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO Control  0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO

Figure 12 @& (AIN-93M) AR, Mg0 BB 5N EBN v, B BN ILERE E I L O SCFA
BECRETHE QEBN P OABERE COFREE Q) 7rvdrBE (o) BEBRIEE
(f) L2 + # SCFA JRJ¥ (¥ SCFA JR I HEMRIRE . 7o U4 R E | BEERIRE O FH)  Mg0 1
FEE IR LT 0.125%F 7213 0.25% & 72D K HIREE L7z, FEH L O SCFA X BB NEY O il
BEEHLVOREZBEHLE, 7T — X T FHEEHEHRETELZ(h=5), "p<0.0l, evaluated
using the one—way ANOVA with Tukey’ s post hoc test
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2137 EEHOD IgA BE
BHEFO IghBEIZEHMICBWTAHEREREPRE I o722, RAEL G
B LT, 0.125% MgO BE. 0.25% MgO #ED Tgh I IX{KfE 2~ L 7= (Figure 13),

Concentration of fecal IgA

25 -
20 A
15 1
10
0

Control 0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO

Concentration (u g/g fecal weight)

Figure 13 @& (AIN-93M)FEREF, MgO N EFEF D IgABEICRTTHEE
MgO (ZEEE B ITx LT 0. 125%F 7205 0.25%E 7D K DREE L=, T — XX B L EREREAE TR L
7= (n =5),
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2.2 EHBEERKICMO & Inulin DHAABABREICRIFTHE
221 Fi#

Inulin [ FTEHSIR=0=7 X XFICEENLKEMEEYBET, BPAOR
EHBEABMPIELS, THE, Inulin ZFZ EEME RELPZIWMEIN TN D, BN
A RECIEPME O EY TH D SCFA X2 H OREFEHFICTFEL WD Z &N
HONTEY, BEWBHENBNMEES SCFA ICH X 2 EIZ o W TIEE < O#s
WD, —HT, BWHBHED X 5 B L EOPFIE R 2 L TR i
W, B PEERAE OTE MR I, IR & EWBHEE IE O TR EO W THED 51
LIl LT, EREEEVBEOIHADBENREICED XS REELH X 250
WOWTIEHEARETOENTIRhoT, AT, AARICKT DEMEEBIEDF

BIRFETH D Mg0 & Inulin OFFHBENEREEICE 2 2 BIZEAT 54010 TOHF
HTHHZEMD, ZZTIHET, Mg0 & Inulin N IEFRFOFNEREEIC KX T 2
ZIREET D,

222 EBRHMHEBLUFE
(1) 8%
Fe.1.2() @] oBEICFEEO@EY & Lz,

(2) EBRTHIY

2.2 TR EAEAMIC Mg0 & Inulin OPFARNBNMER. SBHN pH, SHN
HLEBIREIL L O SCFA REICHE XA D2EEBEZMIAL LT, fHIZ~ Y XOMEFEE TH D
AIN-93M Z ] L \MgO & Inulin(Z7 ¥ HAKEHE, WA, HA) ILREFHE G L7 (Table
5~T7), ~ 7 ALK HRBEE (AIN-93M B£) . Inulin Bf. Inulin + 0.125% MgO £, Inulin
+ 0.25% MgO ¥ 4 BT 7z, MEMEWEZ R/ NRICI A D720, REEIT 2.1
OFEBRLEILBORERE L L7z, Inulin #£, Inulin + 0. 125% MgO #£. Inulin + 0.25%
MgO BEDEEIE, AIN-93MIZE A &N 5 cellulose & Tnulin IC@EH L, EHORERED
720 2.5%0 Inulin "EEND L HME L7 (Table 7)., 11 HRE O FEBRBIMEIZHH
HE, HHRHOKORMETTEE L7z, Day 11 O ZT4 IZAELS L OERN pH O HE
ATV, BIBNAEY & HBE LB L7 (Figure 14),
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Table 7 2.2 T L 7= &G E 0 B AR

s nomainm | 2rruvER | ARTUSER | Cromonts
I—VRABR—F 46.57% 46.57% 46.445% 46.32%
INGHEA 14.00% 14.00% 14.00% 14.00%
FILIFIEa—2RE—F 15.50% 15.50% 15.50% 15.50%
TS24 10.00% 10.00% 10.00% 10.00%
RHATH 4.00% 4.00% 4.00% 4.00%
T O—RIA9H — 5.00% 2.50% 2.50% 2.50%
aTN?;gﬁj’thJ; 3.50% 3.50% 3.50% 3.50%
aﬁf_sﬁ/;? A 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00%
L-2RF 0.18% 0.18% 0.18% 0.18%
BEGERI) 0.25% 0.25% 0.25% 0.25%
AX) o 2.50% 2.50% 2.50%
Bibw T 294 (MgO) — — 0.125% 0.25%
&&t 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
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(a)

Groups <
(n=5-6)

/
@ Control (AIN -93M)

@ Inulin (2.5%Inulin in AIN -93M)

@ Inulin +0.125% MgO (2.5%Inulin and 0.125% MgO in AIN -93M)

@ Inulin + 0.25% MgO (2.5%Inulin and 0.25% MgO in AIN -93M)
-

¥ InulinlZAIN93MA Dcellulose # B2 L., BEHRREED25%EHB IND L 5

Eﬁ% [./ 7(::0
(b)
Day -7 Day 0 Day 11
AIN-93M/ Ad libitum feeding Inulin or (Inulin + MgO) in AIN -93M/ Ad libitum feeding
Acclimation period Experimental period
ZT 0 ZT 4 ZT 12

Experimental period _ _ .
The ligh The dark period
(Dayl1) | e light period _ ark p

I

Group O~®
Sampling

Figure 14 EBRT ¥ A v (2.2 LBEABAFFIC Mg0 & Inulin OHFHBIBANREICRIETEE)
() BN () FEBRAT ¥ a— b
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(3) EM pH DAIE
[2.1.203) BN pH O E] O |ZFHEHOEY & LT,

(4) ElBA SCFA RESLUIBEREDAE
[2.1.2(4) SIEN AL F5 L OV SCFA 2 EE o Il E ] OE|ICEE @

(5) P DNA i
[2.1.2(5) FMEH O DNA fH ] OEIZFEMOBY & Lz,

(6) 16S rDNA >—HxIT> R
[2.1.2(6) 16S rDNA > — 27 = R ] OE|\ZEEHOEY & LT,

(7) 16SIDNA DBIEFL—I9 IV ADS I
[2.1.2(7) 16S rDNA OEMLEF > — 27 = ZADOHH] OHEIZZHE O &

(8) EEH IgA BEDAIE
[2.1.2(8) #MEH IgAREOWHE] OEIZHRFEDOEY & LTz,

(9) et
[2.1.209) #itothl oHEICREHEO®EY & Lz,
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223 #®BE
2231 KE-ERE

Yo7V TR, B U AOKELZFHIIL, BB THREICENS D DMEEL T,
PR, Tnulin A%, Inulin + 0.125% MgO #£. Inulin + 0.25% MgO fE> 4 BER] TR
HICABRAIRD N h o7z (Figure 15(a)), 7o, EBRMMOBERLEZ <V
AZTEIWEHBL, vURA—LHeO—HOBEEOEHEZREB L, HETvv
ADEREBICENDDIVRIELTEE LA, BRBIZARREIIA G210
(Figure 15(b)), ZH5HDOFEER 2.1.3. 1 OFER (M0 HMLE G ORE L ELED
FER) L0 MgO X HMFE B DA 657 Inulin FARKFICE, vV AOKRESCERE
WCHBZ RIS RN ERRB I,

—~
QD
fil

Body weight

50
2 40 i
<
® 30
g
2 20
e
® 10

0

Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin +
0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO
(b)
Food intake
40
g 1
%3@ T
£ 20
©
£
S 10
3
=00
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin +

0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO

Figure 15 @A (AIN-93M) A, Mg0 & Inulin DHABNAELEBRABCIRIFTEER
() 7V T7HEORE b)) B oEfsaE HEZICK L. InuliniX 2. 5% Mg0 (X 0. 125%
F020.25% B X OB LT, T XX EB HEHREEETE L (n = 5-6),
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2232 EBABYMOKSERE

Inulin BfHIRE. Mg0 H5IZ XV EMANEM DK EGFTNENRT 20 HIE L 7=,
SPRERE. Tnulin #, Inulin + 0.125% MgO #. Tnulin + 0.25% MgO # D 4 B THM
NOKGERRZLB LN, AERETRL LN > (Figure 16),

Water content ratio of cecal contents

Water content ratio (%)
&~
o

Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin +

0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO

Figurel6 @A (AIN-93M)FE R M0 & Inulin DR EBANEVOKFERARCRIETHE
O fFE AT L. Inulin i3 2.5%, MgO (X 0.126%F 7213 0.25% & 25 X HREE L=, T— X%
R HAERERRE TR LIz (n = 5-6),
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2233 BRNHEZOSHME

a ZHEMEDFRIE T&H %5 Simpson Index (LxtMiAE & bk LT, Inulin + 0.25% MgO
FECHEIIE T L7 (Figure 17(a)), X MBE, Inulin . Inulin + 0. 125% MgO B,
Inulin + 0.25% MgO Ff D 4 BET B ZHEMEZ LB L7z & 2 A BER TGN 3 O i
RAEEICR > TND ZENRENT (Figure 17(b)), HEMIC EOREMICHE
RENDDDNEWRFATH0, 2HET OO 24T o772, £, AL Inulin
BOBEHMELLEBELZEZA, BEHRENARICE RS TWDZ LR RENT
(Figure 17(c)), Z 4L ¥ 7B, Inulin FHDS, i £ 1 A R O A% HE R 72 15 N
FHEOWKEELISEDLZLEZRL TS, KRIC, Tnulin #EE Tnulin + 0. 125% MgO
L OE, Inulin #£ L Inulin + 0.25%FE & D ZIT o7z, EHLOMAEDE
TH, BRI OB ZREMITAZEICHE > Tz (Figure 17(d) (e)), 2B DOFERIC X
V., EEAERRE, Mg0 (X Inulin TELLZIBNME#EL S DI b2 &N
RENTZ, FHIZ Inulin + 0.125% MgO # & Tnulin + 0.25% MgO BEC B ZEEME %
Fe#g L7z, Inulin + 0.125% MgO BE & Inulin + 0.25% MgO BED B R II A EIC R
7o TEY (Figure 17(F)). ZHIZE V| MO NN AME # D B ZARMEIC 5 2 5%
BIIHBEICE > TERDARERDHD Z LR R INT,

2234 BRNHBOHEMNEER

Figure 18(a) (24 ® Taxonomy summary % 5 L7z (Figure 18(a)), #&=CHif
Tk _7= X H T, ARWFIE TIL Adkkermansia, Bacteroides. Bifidobacterium,
Lactobacillus, Lactococcus, Odoribacter ® 6 D BICER Lz, Zh 5L
MEEBENDRENWZE, 7ua A 4T 4 7 AL LTHHAENTWSLZ L, EHED
BN FRICHERE SN TS Z &, AR TREBNRZEDIRBO N R EEHE
B L CIEE LTz, Akkermansia O FHXIAFAE &5 FERE & Bt U T, Inulin # CTHIM
w2 A HAv, Inulin + 0.25% MgO B CH EIWZHM L 7= (Figure 18(b)),
Bacteroides, Odoribacter DFIRI{F1E BT, xHHARE & L#E L C, Inulin + 0.25% MgO
THEIZIE T Uz (Figurel8 (c)(g)) . Bifidobacterium. Lactobacillus .
Lactococcus DFAFFAERIT Inulin R M0 IC XV ZNENEFBH LN, WFhb A
B ZIIRH &R oT (Figure (d) (e) (F)),
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Simpson Index preres
1 * "
3
o
2 08 o é ce odf
C
S °
2 0.6 (5] . ‘
& 04 °
°
0.2 e
PC1(22.91 %)
0 PC3 (8.21 %)
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin +
0.125%Mg0 0.25%MgO B control PERMANOVA
. Inulin test statistic 2.2017
[] inulin + Mg0 0.125% p-value 0.001
D Inulin + MgO 0.25%
s
(© (@)
. ® - ) (%)
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o L ]
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© o
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/ ° PC1 & o PC1 (2988 %
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. Control . Inulin
. ol test statistic 2.3157 ol VeO 0.125% test statistic 1.5167
i in + . %
U p-value 0.0060 D nuin & p-value 0.024
(e) (f)
12.830) "2:‘566'~ilu .
[ o c © o
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[ © b
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. °® o =
[+]
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PC3 (9,39 %)
PERMANOVA PERMANOVA
. Inulin test statistic 1.8675 D Inulin + MgO 0.125% test statistic 2.1049
I:l Inulin + MgO 0.25% p-value 0.043 |:’ Inulin + Mg0O 0.25% p-value 0.033

Figure 17 @A (AIN-93M)fEAEE, Mg0 & Inulin OHFABBANMEZEOSHHICRIFTEE
(a) o Z#RME (Simpson Index) (b) B ZARME CFIREE vs. Inulin B vs. Inulin + 0.125%Mg B¥
vs. Inulin + 0.25% MgO #f) (c) B ZAEME GHRAE vs. TInulin #f) (d) B ZAkPE (Inulin & vs.
Inulin + 0.125% MgO Bf) (e) B L4k (Inulin # vs. Inulin + 0.25% MgO Bf) (e) B LAEM:
(Inulin + 0.125% MgO # vs. Inulin + 0.25% MgO &f) EEE EI!Zx L. Inulin X 2.5%., MgO IX
0.125%F 7212 0.25% & 725 K D IREE L 7=, PCoA 3d plots |X unweighted UniFrac distance TH

HL7, aZ28MEOTF — X X Y HEHRERETELEZ (O = 5-6), T — XX TR0 %
1To720 aZfEM : *p < 0.05, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post

hoc test. B Z%EM : A permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA).
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Figure 18 ¥ iE A (AIN-93M) A EE, Mg0 & Inulin OHFANFHE ICRITTHE

(a) Taxonomy summary (b) Akkermansia O RPN HE O IFER  (c) Bacteroides @ i PNHIE O
WXt FER (d) Bifidobacterium O RFNME O FEERE (e) Lactobacillus O BN E o A8 %F
e R (£) Lactococcus D R NANE O X FTE & (g) Odoribacter OGN E O X FIE R fH
HIZHA L, Tnulin (X 2. 5%, Mg0 i 0. 125%F 721% 0.25% & 725 £ HREE L 7=, ME O MR FE

BOT — X LY LR ETCR LI (n =
Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test.

5-6), *p < 0.05,

evaluated using the Kruskal-



2.2.3.5 E#MA pH

AERZTBD R, L L T, Inulin #EOEHWN pH (TX
%’k L7 (Figure 19(a)), —FH. AERETIER P >72b DD, Inulin B &
L C, Inulin + 0.125% MgO, Inulin + 0.25% Mg0 Ti%. EMW pH 28 E5 L 7= (Figure

19(a)),

2.23.6 ERAABRES LV SCFA RE

ERNABEEE X Inulin BEIC X > THEIC A L7 Figure 19(b)), — 7.
Inulin + 0.125% MgO A CIXALEMIRE DMK FE AR 54, Inulin + 0.25% MgO #f
TIXAEERBERTAED bz Figure 19(b)), Inulin + 0.25% Mg0 #f D FLER I
FEIX Inulin + 0.125% MgO BE LV HIRfECTH o722, AEREIIRE TE o0
(Figure 19(b)), 7. AERZEITHBEH KRR > 7223 Inulin HEIIFEFRIRE &
LR EH 7 (Figure 19(c)), AFHREE & L T, Inulin + 0.125% MgO BE THEIZ
HERR IR FE 3 < . 0. 125%0 MgO RAH & 5 CILBHE LR E K T IIRo b
LR ST (Figure 19(c)), —J5. Inulin + 0.25% MgO B£i%. Inulin + 0. 125%
MgO BE & g L T RWHERR IR JE 2 R T 23 8 - 72 (Figure 19(c)), D Z &
& Inulin §F K MgO (T M BARFRYICHERR IR 2K T S & 2 ATRetE R RI2 S iz,
Tu g R, RREL e L C. Inulin BE, TInulin + 0.125% MgO Bf,
Inulin + 0.25% MgO FED & TIZEBW T, AEICEm -7 (Figure 19(d)), BEEBERE
X, RPPRBE L HE#: L C, Inulin #, Inulin + 0.125% MgO BECIIAREIC ER L
(Figure 19(e)), £72. AERZETIMEINR o7, Inulin + 0.125% MgO B
LH#E L C Inulin + 0.25% MgO B CTIIIKVVERER IR E 2 7k L 7= (Figure 19(e))., #
% + & SCFA B2 X, XFHRBE L e L C. Inulin B, Inulin + 0.125% MgO #¥ TA
BAIZERE Z /R LTz (Figure 19(F)), AERZETIER o7 b DD, Inulin B & L
i L C, Inulin + 0.125% MgO BED#a SCFA JEEEI1ZMK < . Inulin + 0.25% MgO &ED
8 SCFA JEEE I3 & BITE ) » 72 ((Figure 19(f)),
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Figure 19 @& (AIN-93M) BERFF, Mg0 & Inulin DHAREBAN i, EBAILBRREEL I T
SCFAEICKIETEE QBB OILBEE OFBREE (D7t B (o) iR
FE (£)FLWE + & SCFA R (6 SCFAJRFEIIFERRIRE, ' m A4 VRIRIE, BEERIR L DG  #F
BEEIZX L., Inulin (X 2.5%, MgO 1% 0.125%F 7213 0.25%& 725 K D REE L7-, LB I L O SCFA
HEBNEDOBRERLZVOREZEH L, 7 — XX P EEYERETE L (n=5-6),
*p < 0.05 and *p < 0.01, evaluated using the one-way ANOVA with Tukey s post hoc test.
Tp < 0.05 and TTp < 0.01, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post
hoc test. (FFE#nC (Omori et al., 2021) DX %2 —E L E)
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2237 EEPD IgARE

FEEF O Teh BT L L LT, ITnulin BECIEEBREEZ R LENAERE
RO N hotc, £/, Inulin B & H#E L T, Inulin + 0. 125% MgO B Tl IgA
BEE IR A2 R L, Inulin + 0.25% MgO BECIZ S HICIRIBEZ R LN, Wb
B2 b o 7z (Figure 20),

Concentration of fecal IgA

40 -
35 4
30 4
25 4
20 4
15 - [

10 - | |
: |

Concentration (u g/g fecal weight)

Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin +

0.125% MgO 0.25% MgO

Figure 20 Y EA (AIN-93M) fFEAEE, Mg0 & Inulin DHFRABPEET D IgA BECRITTEE
FEEEICK L. Tnulin i% 2.5%, MgO i% 0. 125%F 721X 0.25% L 2D KL H R L7, T — X I3 FEY
THERELE TR L= (n = 5-6),
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23 BEIEMBEERICMO0 OEMBENBERNREICRETEE
23.1 i

ERIE, B, EELRORMN,. BB HEOEBREOARERLEICERLTEZS Z
ERHM BN TN D, AHFFETIE, KiEMERWMHMEIC OB S D Inulin & ERETH
2 Mg0O DPHFHI L7 EI, TG RIBNERERICED L5 REEEZ 52 20 AL L
TW5, Inulin X MgO IZEMOMHEZ B E LTHHAINLIHGANZNESZZH
Mo, BRx REATHRE T MREEEOBNMEEIL, EFER LD SIBNMEE2S LT
WD Z R STV (Ohkusa et al., 2019), ZNHDOZ b, L HFEKC
EP U 72 KRB C Inulin & MgO OOFHNMWNEREEIC R IFTTRHEZMIET 5121, #EL
SNTBENTORGERLELEZE X, @EHREIEI~ UV ZAOBNRELZRILIEL 2
EMFBINTWD (He et al., 2018) 2 &b, 2.3 DEBRTIX, @EAEEZHAWT
Inulin & Mg0 ZiREEHK G L. HAMEEREFIC Inulin & MgO 255 PO B #
SCFA, FLERIZH 2 588 % MGE L 7=,

232 EBMHBESLUAE
(1) 2%

2.3 DERTIL, 8EnD ICR MM~ v X GRAUERBIY ., Ral, BA) Z R\ T3HE
BRAEAT -T2, ~ U AXRE 2242°C, W 60+5%, S 100~150 1x ZHERF L 72H
BT, BHREE, BMPOUKOERME T CHE Lz, BRI L B, 12 K3
OOV A 7l L AKRERTIZ M OBHBEL TH 5 270 Z T Hi 8 RFICHE L7,
W, X3 TlE Zeitgeber BEfE (ZT) THELI 2 R LT,

(2) EBRTHIY

2.3 DERTIT., SIEMEEEIC XL D HWNEREESRELFFIC Mg0 & Inulin O HFH 235
WA %, S pH, FLERMEEE 3 L OV SCFA I 52 D B A RAELTZ, <~ 7 X
(T BREE & MgO BED 2 BEIC /0 1T 72, BT 45%keal ORI & &4 L7 @56 & (HFD;
Research Diets Inc., NJ, USA) ZfEMH L (Table 8), 2.4 ®FEER & K2 Hiz 5 7=
W, W B R IEME R MMHETH B cellulose & 2. 5%IRET L7z, MgO BEDETIC L, £
DFERED 0.25%2H 725 Mg0 IR L7z, 11 HEOEBRMEH, ~ 7 XX HHE
B, HHEKOFHETTHE L, KEAO T4y 7V 7L, KEBIOE
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A pHZHE L., BEHENEY L BELEREL - (Figure 21),

Table 8 i EHi & o Bt & K

5% gm%
At A2 30 Mesh 23.31%
L-3 RAFY 0.35%
aA—2RAA—F 8.48%
TILETHFAR) 10 11.65%
AO—2R 20.14%
+)LO0—2X BW200 5.83%
KEH 2.91%
>—k 20.68%
IRTILEVIX 510026 1.17%
B Z AL 1.51%
REEHIL L 0.64%
TN 7 L 1H,0 1.92%
EA2I2 2y 2R V10001 1.17%
= pripaYic g LA 0.23%
FD&C Red Dye #40 0.01%
A&t 100.00%
RER kcal%
BN0E 20%
BeIKIE ) 35%
RERA 45%
aat 100%
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(a)

D Control (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose)

Groups
(n = 5-6)

(b)
Day -7 Day 0

(2 MgO (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose + 0.25% MgO)

Day 11

HFD / Ad libitum feeding

MgQO in HDF / Ad libitum feeding

Acclimation period

ZT 0 ZT 4

Experimental period

ZT 12

Experimental period |
(Day11)

The light period

The dark period

A

Group D~®
Sampling

Figure 21 ER7 ¥4 v (2.3 BEH EERKIC MgO 0 B 5 XBNERTCKIETHE)

(a) #EiF (b)) EBFRT Y a—n
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(3) EM pH DAIE
[2.1.23) W pH O E] O |ZFHEHDOEY & LT,

(4) EBREIEBEESLU SCFA REDAE
F2.1.2(4) SBENILBEEES L OVSCFA EBEORIE] omEIc#Eo@my & L,

(5) P DNA i
[2.1.2(5) FMEH O DNA fHH ] OEIZFEBOBY & L7,

(6) 16S rDNA >—HIT 2R

[2.1.2(6) 16S rDNA > — 2 = 2 ]| OHEIZFHEHDOEY & LT,

(7) 16SIDNA DBIEFL—I9 IV ADS I
[2.1.2(7) 16S rDNA OB F > — 27 = 205 OHEIZEZEHO@EY & L,

(8) #EEta#

B ZkkME LA O 2 T o5 R O K F LB IL GraphPad Prism(version8. 4.3,
GraphPad Software Inc., CA, USA) TITV, FEJEIEUEFRFET/R L7z, GraphPad
Prism TOMEMN Tlix, 9. ERMEDOAEEZ Kolmogorov-Smirnov test (2L Y
HE Lz, EROAA TROWEAICIE, Mann-Whitney  Utest #4T- 72, IEHOA T
ol EIE, F otest KXV ESWMMPENEHE LT, EoB TG
Welch’ s ¢ test Z4To7c, IEHMERH V| FEoWMEHEINTHEITIT, ¢ test
AT o7z, B ZERMEIT PERMANOVA {2 0 3FAfi L 7=, PERMANOVA & QIIME % F\» T
Hr L7z,
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233 %R
2331 KE-ERE

Yo TV TR, AU AOKREZFNL, BB TEREICER D D RGEEL T,
HFD BE & MgO FED I THREICHEREITIR 6N o 7 (Figure 22(a)), 72, F
BRYIMOEREELA VAT LIZHHL, ~ VXA —LH)O—HOEREEDO Y%
BH L, BE TV AOBRBICEND L PRA LA, EREICEIRLNY
o 7= (Figure 22(b)),

—
QD
=
—~
o
=

Body weight Food intake
50 - 8 -
1
B 40 4 B B
- = 6 1 I
© ) T
o 30 4 o
= < 4
> I
E 20 + =
he)
10 | 8 27
0 0
Control MgO Control MgO

Figure 22 REIREERMRF, Mg0 0HMEBENAELERBICRITTES
() FV o THEORE b)) —HbEYOEREE MgOXFEED 0.25% 2705 X HREE L 7=,
T H IR EEREBRETE L (0 = 5-6),
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2332 EBABTYMOKSEEE
RPRREL MgO MO CTEBNARMO KD ERERELK LT 2 A, AERAITR
Lo 7= (Figure 23),

Water content ratio of cecal contents
60 -
50
40 A

30 A
20 4
10 A

Water content ratio (%)

Control MgO

Figure 23 MR ATERK, M0 DHMBENEBNENO KT ERARIIRITTHE
MgO [ZEHE B D 0.26%(C 72D K R L7z, T — X T FHEFEHEBRETRLIZ (0 = 6),
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2333 BRHEZDOSHM

it FERE & MgO ¥ > Simpson Index |2 A E 2 &I T&E Zenro 7z (Figure 24(a)),
bbb, @IEEERER, Mg0 OB - JRER G T NME R O o ZERIEIC R
EHEZWZ LERLTWD, —F, BEB TOMPNMEH O D2 Z 7T B Zik
PEEMIE LT 2 A, MREEL MgO ETHEICR R D Z LR & (Figure
24(b)),

(a)
1 4
0.9 4
0.8 4
I
w 0.7 T
3 06
£ 05
s
Z&L
g 031
» 0.2
0.1 4
0
Control MgO
(b)
PC2 (14,38 %) .
%]
®a Il Control
u"" [] 0.25%Mg0
[ ]
L8]
L]
o
PERMANOVA
]
test statistic 2.5820
° p-value 0.001

PC1{23.39 %)

PC3 (1167 %)

Figure 24 RIEVRERNR, Mg0 OBEMEENBNMEEO ZFEEICRITTEE

(a) o Z#ETE (Simpson Index) (b) B ZAkME RFHREE vs. MgO &) MgO [XEHE B D 0. 25%I1272 5 X
) 1EEE L7z, PCoA 3d plots I unweighted UniFrac distance CHH L7Z, a ZEMHOT — 1%
FHEWERETRLEZG = 56, KT —F I TROKFLMEEIT o7, o ZHME : Mann
Whitney test. B Z#4EM : A permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA).
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2334 BRAHEOHYFEER

Figure 25(a) 245D taxonomy summary Z R4, 55 1 X 2.1, 2.2 T~/ K&
I, RWFPETIL Akkermansia, Bacteroides, Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus,
Lactococcus, Odoribacter ® 6 FEMEDBIZAE R Lz, TS ITMHXFIEREN K E W
e, TanNAFT 4 7 AL L THHENTWD Z &, & & OBBRBFRICER S
NTWbHZ L, KRR THRENRZRRBOONTZ LR EEEERL TRE L,
BAERBRAETE Lo b D0, HREEL L L T, Mg0 B TIX Lactococcus,
Lactobacillus, Odoribacter DX FIEE PR T L, Bifidobacterium O M % F1E
BN L7z (Figure 25(d) (e) (f) (g)), Bacteroides, Akkermansia 0> FH%FHI{F1E
T, MgO BECTAHEICH I L7z (Figure 25(b) (c)).

2.3.3.5 ElAMA pH

XFFRAEE & HR#E LT, MgO BE I EMW pH A EIC EH L7z (Figure 26(a)), Z®
RN, BIEMRERICEDBNERESRILFFICH ., Mg0IXTEBN O pH & LA s
HZEDRENT, 2.1 DFEBRTH Mg0 O BB HIXTEMN pH 2 4B LR ST
WHZEMB MgOIZ K DEBN pH O EFIE, EFRIBNERE CTH, Ml nih
NEECHoI SR END Z EBRRBEINT,

2.3.3.6 EAIABMRESEIY SCFA RE

st FREE & LB LT, MgO BE CHEBIRE N A EIZIK T L7z (Figure 26(b)), 7z,
7w e R I MeO BE T IS bR U7z (Figure 26 (d)), BRI FE | BE R I 2
FLEBURFE & R SCFA JRE DOMFHE, MMBEL B L T, MgO BETEMEZ /R L7z, »
THNHLAEBERETIRH TE o7 (Figure 26(c) (e) ().
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Figure 25 HIENi B AR, Mg0 OBEMBENFMEICRIZTEE
(a) Taxonomy summary (b) Akkermansia ® PN HIE OFXI{FER  (c) Bacteroides O Nl O
FxtFTER (d) Bifidobacterium O N O fETER (o) Lactobacillus O P 0 AH f
TFHE®R (f)Lactococcus ONME O X TFE R (g) Odoribacter O W HIE O 1 % 17 1€ &
MgO 1% HFD (2 0. 25%EEE L7z, ME O FHEROT — X T FYW LEHERETE L (n = 5-6),
*p < 0.05 and *p < 0.01, evaluated using Mann Whitney test.
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Figure 26 WENIAERER, Mg0 OBEMBENRERN pH, EMNALBBES I SCFABE I
RETEE BN pH ) LBEE (OFFRBERE (D)7rvdrmiE (o) BEBIRE (f) A
+ ¥ SCFA 2 (8 SCFA JRE IIEFRRIRE ., Yo A U BIRE . BBIREORKRE) Mg ZEFORE
O 0.25%272 5 &5 HFD ICIREF L7z, HEEB L OV SCFA IXEBNEM OB ERD ) ORE
FEHLE, T—XIXEH EEHEBRE TR LIZ (0 = 5-6), ¥p < 0.01, evaluated using
Unpaired ¢ test with Welch’ s correction. Tp < 0.05, evaluated using Mann Whitney
test.
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2.4 B BERRIC M0 & nulin DHRANGRBRBICRIEFTEE

241 iR

2.1 72 HTNT 2.2 OFEBRTIE, Mg0 THME LK & Inulin & OHFHRET, EIHEN
SCFAB L UOHBEEICKIETTRENRRLIZ LN RINTE, TNOLORENL, &
BEPA R & 2 BN BRBEBEELRFIC b | MO (T HLM B 51 & Tnulin & o OF e TRENER
BRICKIETHENRRLARENRBEZbNT, 2.3 OERTIX, SEHRICEDH
PBREZ AR ELIEIZ Mg0 o> AR 5 S I NI s Ok 2 AR I A s, ElMNOW
MBRES T r A VBRIREICAEREMMEZ VLT I ENRRENTZ, 2.4 TIX, &
JEW B RE, Inulin & MgO OO IEAMEE. EIHEN pH, BB SCFA B LT
BN ILER IR S RIE TR E R L2,

242 RBHHEBLVHEE
(1) =%

2.4 OEBRTIL, 9Bl ICR fEME~ 7 2 CRARAEREY, F, AAR)ZHNTH
BREAToTo, ~ U ALRE 22£2°C, W 60£5%, JE 100~150 Ix Z#ERF L 72 &6
BT, BREAE, BRHOKOEME T CTEHE Lz, BREAITHY S m, 12 k7
DOV A 7l LUAERTIL B ORMIEZTH D 210 & T Al 8 FFICEE L7z,
M. X2 ClE Zeitgeber FE[ (ZT) CHEZI & F LT~

(2) RBRTH1>

2.4 OFEBRTIE, GIENEEAERFIC Mg0 & Inulin OHFHNBERNMEE. EEA
pH, FLERIRE L LY SCFA REICHE X D B2 MAE LTz, ~ 7 A3 BEE, Inulin
fE. Inulin + 0.25% MgO B 3 BEIZ/y T 7=, BHIX 45%keal D EHi & & A L= &
Pz H L, (HEORERIZH LT Inulin (X 2. 5%, Mg0 1% 0. 25%l272 5 X 5 IZIREH
L7z, W, REVBHEEEZ BT s720, FREBICEIAGEEEDBETSH S
cellulose Z 2. 5%EEF L 7=, 11 HMOERBIME T, ~v R THHBERL. BHEHEKD
FUHTCHELE, REBO MY 7V v 7% L, EBNpH ORERS L OB
NEW . EEDORI AT - 7= (Figure 27),
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(a)

_
@ Control (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose)

Groups < @ Inulin (HFD + 2.5%Inulin)

(n = 5-6)
@ Inulin + MgO (HFD + 2.5%lnulin + 0.25% MgO)
~
(b)
Day -12 Day 0 Day 11
HFD / Ad libitum feeding Inulin or (Inulin + MgO) in HFD / Ad libitum feeding
Acclimation period Experimental period
ZT 0 T 4 ZT 12

Experimental period The light period The dark period
(Day1l)

Figure 27 EBRTF VA (2.4 BIEH BT AR Inulin & Mg0 DA BAREICRITT EE)

(a) BESTUF

A

Group O~®
Sampling

(b) EEBRA Y a2—
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(3) EM pH DAIE
[2.1.23) W pH O E] O |ZFHEHDOEY & LT,

(4) ElBA SCFA RESLUIBEREDAE
[2.1.2(4) EBEWN SCFA B E B L OHMBEORIE] OEICFHE D@

(5) P DNA i
[2.1.2(5) FMEH O DNA fHH ] OEIZFEBOBY & L7,

(6) 16S rDNA >—HIT 2R

[2.1.2(6) 16S rDNA > — 2 = 2 ]| OHEIZFHEHDOEY & LT,

(7) 16SIDNA OEBEFL—I IV ADS
[2.1.2(7) 16S rDNA DELE T — 27 = ZAD45H] OHEIZTHEH O @

(8) #ato#r
[2.1.2(9) #EHoHr] omEICEHOEY & Lz,
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243 %R

2431 KE-ERE

Yo TV TR B U AOKRELZFHL, M CHREICEND DAL L 72, &
MRE. Inulin Bf. Inulin + MgO#ED 3 M THREICAERETIRO LN LT
(Figure 28(a)), ZHIZK V. SEMRICEDHNEERELFEICL, Mg0 T~V R
DIREICHBE G202 BN RSN, £, ERBOBARE vy 2T L
FHIL, ~Uv2A—=EHh O—ADOEREDVHZHE M L7 (Figure 28(b)), [EH®
T EMIEICH L CER LYY AR WD, BREEOT — X I EMHRERES
il cE/e~vr A (n = 3-4)OALTHIELTWS, £z, Inulin O~ U 2R FER
BT day 3 £ TIC—PEFET L7=72%, Inulin BED 7 day 3~day 11 £ ToD 8 H ¥
PEABROEHEZFILL TN,

(a) Body weight (b) Food intake
60 - 5 -
R 3 4
® 40 =
© > 3
Z 30 A <
g 20 | = 2
o
10 - S 14
0 0
Control Inulin Inulin + MgO Control Inulin Inulin + MgO

Figure 28 MARMIAE AR, Mg0 & Inulin DHFANBFELEBEARICAITTEE

(Y 7V 7RO KRE (b)—HH7D OFEAEE (Control B, Inulin + MgO #EiX 11 A M 0¥
Y. Inulin B£1X day 3~day 11 £ THO 8 HMDEY) fEEEIZX L. Inulin i 2.5%, MgO I%
0.25%L 7D LR LT, KEOT — X T PHEEHERETE L (n=5-6), v 7 RAEHEHN
THBE LD, BAREO VI 7X@ EGAZ L TR, M, BREDOT —HIn =34
TEHLTWDIR, 2, EMOEEZMBEICHA L THEAELEY Y ARBY, EHE2EAEE LG
MTET~U2ADALTEREELZHHLTND2OTH D,
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2432 ElBABTYVOKSETER
KHPREE, Inulin ., Inulin + MgO BED 3BEM CEMRNEM O KT EHRIZHE
ZIXR 672 7= (Figure 29),

Water content ratio of cecal contents
70 -
60
50
40
30
20
10

Water content ratio (%)

Control Inulin Inulin + MgO

Figure 29 HiRMIRERRF, Mg0 & Inulin OHFAPEBRABTHOKSEARIIRETTEE

BEE B L, Inulin % 2.5%, Mg0 1% 0.25%& 720 K 9REE L=, T — X X FEWY HEAEFRETE
L7z (n = 5-6),
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2433 BRHBEZDOSHM

I N AT 3 D o Z4EPE % Simpson Index T L7z, *MEE, Inulin #., Inulin +
MgO BED 3 BE#] T Simpson Index IZHERZITR b2 h - 7= (Figure 30(a)),

BN AN O B ZARMEDMATIC L V. 3 BERE TN ME O RICHE R EN
Bav7z (Figure 30(b)), BRI EDREICHE B R ED R OEND DNEREND D120,
T OO AT, £9 ., ML InulinBETHET S L, BEREOFE
REAL RO b, mIEMRIC K 2 EANEREEFRELRFIC S Inulin BHIZ X 0 B
B O A BICELT 5 Z & AR &7z (Figure 30(c)), & HIZ, Inulin
g LT, Inulin + MgO BED B ZERMEIZAEICHR 72V | Inulin PFHRFIC MgO 235
NI 3% 2 A BICE LS E 2 2 LSz (Figure 30(d)), £72 %t BHE L Inulin
+ MgOFED BEZERME B AEICR LR > THB Y| Inulin AR, MgOIZ L > TEfLLE
WM E L, RBEOBANMEE L 225 2 LR ni (Figure 30(e)),

2434 BRNHBOHEMNEER

BLER 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 TR K DI, KWFSE TIX dkkermansia, Bacteroides,
Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus, Lactococcus, Odoribacter ® 6 fEFE D BIZEH
Lice TUBIFMHEMFMEENRRENWI L, T/ F T4 7 2L LTHRIBEnTY
L2l HIREOBEBENBFICERINTWD Z & A CTHRMM R BN RBD 5
Nl e lZ2BE L CTE8E L, HIREE, Inulin # & H# L T, Inulin + MgO #¥
Tl Akkermansia OBXHFERNDAREIC LA Lz (Figure 31(b)), Bacteroides,
Bifidobacterium®D X AFAERITITAE R ZTHRHE TE Zedro 7 (Figure 31(c) (d)),
BERETIRETER N> DD, Lactobacillus DI FFAE R IE Inulin T
oL, Mgo OPFRIC X v i L7z (Figure 31(e)), Lactococcus D FH*F1F1E
I, RPHRRE L B LT, Inulin BECH BT L7z (Figure 31(f)), Odoribacter
OIS AEE R I BB & el LT, Inulin + Mg0 BETHEIZIK T L 7= (Figure

31(g)),
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Simpson Index

3
2 o8
=
c 06
[e]
12
g 0.4
&
0.2
0
Control Inulin Inulin + MgO
(c)
[
praqie2is) PY [ ]
[ 4
©
°
©
L2 ® ot 2 59%)
,»//
PERMANOVA
. Control test statistic 2.2685
Bl nulin p-value 0.0030
(e)
)
. °
o °
® o
°
[ ]
27
PERMANOVA
. Control test statistic 2.5557
[ inulin + MgO p-value 0.0050

(d)

Pcz:'zﬂsi_\ [ ]
o ©
e -
e e L}
°
°
L] ® °
°
PC1 (17.39 %)
PE3 (9.13 %)
Control PERMANOVA
Inulin test statistic 2.1728
Inulin + MgO p-value 0.0010
pcansms) .
[ ]
i a
[
(4]
°
y L
///
PERMANOVA
Inulin test statistic 1.6674
Inulin + MgO p-value 0.0070

Figure 30 ESiAEAR. Mg0 & Inulin OHFEARBANNMEEO ZEMHICRITTIEE
(a) @ Z kM (Simpson Index) (b) B Z AR (FFREE vs.

ZRRME (P FREE vs.
WEE vs.

7= (n =

Dunn’ s post hoc test.
[ Fa @ C (Omori et al.,

(PERMANOVA) .

Tnulin &)
Inulin + MgO &f)
plots IZ unweighted UniFrac distance TH M L 7=,
5-6), 7 —ZILTRROMLEEIT o 72,
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(d) B Z#E1E (Inulin #f vs.

Tnulin &£ vs.

Inulin + MgO &%) (c) B
Inulin + MgO #£) (e) B Z4RM: Gkf
MgO (X DR EEIZKI LT 0.25%272 5 K 5 ICiREE L7=, PCoA 3d
a BEMEOT — F TP T IERERFE TR L
o 4 The Kruskal-Wallis test with
B %4k © A permutational multivariate analysis of variance
2021) DX % — k28 ]




(a)
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Phenylobacterium
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m SMB53

Candidatus Arthromitus

Streptococcus
u Leuconostoc
m Enterococcus
m Aerococcus
m Staphylococcus
w Lysinibacillus
Cloacibacterium
m Odoribacter
m Alistipes
m Prevotella
m Bacteroides
m Bifidobacterium
u Kocuria
m undetermined

(d)

Relative abundance

Control Inulin Inulin +
MgO
(g
Lactococcus
* @
I
I
Control Inulin Inulin +
MgO

m Mycoplasma
Pseudomonas

m Proteus
Desulfovibrio
Sutterella
Sphingomonas

m Mycoplana

m Clostridium

m Dialister

m Oscillospira
Anaerotruncus
[Ruminococcus]

B Robinsoniella

m Coprococcus

u Dehalobacterium
Clostridium
Turicibacter
Lactococcus
Lactobacillus

m Facklamia

m Exiguobacterium

w Jeotgalicoccus
Mucispirillum

= [Prevotella]

m Butyricimonas
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m Parabacteroides

u Adlercreutzia
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m Corynebacterium

Bifidobacterium
0.12
0.1
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Control Inulin Inulin +
MgO
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Figure 31 BRI BB AKFIC Mg0 & Inulin AR EME ICRIZTRE

(a) Taxonomy summary (b)Akkermansia ® PN HIE OFXI{FER  (c) Bacteroides O PNl O
Y%t A & (d) Bifidobacterium O NI O FE % TFTE & (e) Lactobacillus @ [f Nl o FH %t
(f) Lactococcus @ g N AN O H8 %f 17 1E &
Tnulin IXEFORERED 2.5%& 725 L 51T, Mg0 1% 0.25% & 722 5 £ H 12 HFD IZIREF L 7=, flE o 48
HTEEROT — XX P HERERETR LIz (0 =
*p < 0.05 and *p < 0.01,
[ & #@ € (Omori et al.,

7 {E i

test.

5-6
evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc

)o

2021) DX % —# k£ ]
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(g) Odoribacter O N HlHE O 8 %t 17 1F &



2.43.5 5BHMA pH

SMEAN pHIE, SFBREE L bl LT, Inulin BECHEITIE T L7 (Figure 32(a)),
—J7 . Inulin ff & JE8E L T Inulin + MgO BE TIXE BN pH A EIC E5 L 7= (Figure
32(a)), TNHDOFERMNS, Mg0 IX Tnulin R T FLAEBEBW pl 2 EH S8 5
ZENRBE T,

2436 ElENEABRESLU SCFA RE

FLERIR L 1L Inulin BRUICE > THREICEA L, AERETE R 270D,
MgO #FH 425 Z &1k o> TR F L7z (Figure 32(b)), HEMEIEEE X, xHHREE, Inulin
BEL B L T, Inulin + MgO BE CTHEIZM T L7z (Figure 32(c)), 7'm &4 MR
FEE Inulin OFIRTHEIC EH L Mg0 OHFH THEICIXT L7z (Figure 32(d)),
EEERIEEE & Tnulin BHEUC X » T EFMEAA R L, Mg0 OPFAIC LV AR T L
7= (Figure 32(e))., FLER L # SCFA BEDRGEZHH LI Z A, XA L R L
T, Inulin BECIEARICHE <, AEEESC Inulin B & H#E L T, Inulin + MgO BT
FAEICAE D o 72 (Figure 32(F)), T L DOHRNL, @I EIC K DGR
ELWF, Tnulin BHEUIALEE, FFEE, Ym A B, BBRRELZ LA SE25—F. Mg
DOHFFICEY TR ODORENKRTT 2 Z &N RINT,
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Lactic acid

Cecal pH
75 - 0.018 - T
N L S _—
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73 4 *% + ’{:E\o 0014 4
~
- 2 9 + 2 0012 A
= ;é 1 = 0010 |
g ] S 0008 |
© 69 § =R
63 | £ 0006 {
67 S 0004 |
o
65 0.000 | b
HFD Inulin Inulin + MgO Control Inulin Inulin + MgO
(c) (d)
Acetic acid Propionic acid
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02 - —— 0.025 -
o e - t i
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3 < 002 -
g 015 4 S
2 £
- 3
- = 0015 A
S S
s 0.1 4 %
< = 001 A
o Q
S 005 A =
© 7 S 0.005
0 - 0 4
Control Inulin Inulin + MgO Control Inulin Inulin + MgO
(e) (f)
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Figure 32 WAEMI & AR, Mg0 & Inulin DGR EBA pH, BB ALERER E 5 K O SCFA I
EXRiETEE (FBNH O ILBRE COBERREE (OD7e vt @i (o) BiRRE ()
FLEE + #A SCFA R X (¥ SCFA REEIZEFRRIREE . 7' v U4 U ERIREE | BEERIRE O FF) Inulin i
BEORERD 2.5%L 725 X HICIRETF L, Mg0 1% 0. 25%RET L 7=, JLEEI L OV SCFA I BEHINEMY
DHBEERHZYORELHEH L, 77— F I3 FHHEERETEKLEZ (0 = 5-6), *p < 0.05,
*p < 0.01, ™p <0.001 and ***p < 0.0001, evaluated using the one—way ANOVA with Tukey’ s
post hoc test. Tp < 0.05 and TTp < 0.01, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with
Dunn’ s post hoc test. [#&Faim L (Omori et al., 2021) DX % — k4]
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25 EE
(1) EBEABYOKFERTEICONT

MgO XN DRBELWMEED 2 & T, oK EEZHMSE, YHEELET,
L2rL, § 28T, fHOMES Inulin fFHO A I D ST, Mg IZTEIBENEY
DKDZEARICEEE KIE S oo 72 (Figure 9,16, 23,29), Mg0 ZfER L7212 b
boHP. BEBNEYOKSENEMLU 2 -8 E & LT, Mg0 28 FERA %=1
E— 7 OREH E ST CTRANR T TN LB AL D,

Mg A TH D~ 27 I v ME(BFEETERKS) DA v F Ea—T 5 — A1
LA S8R TRBRTIX. Mg0(250 mg/kg « BM) & 10 LD~ R TG Lt & 2 A,
WEH DT THOEREZE LY ZADEENE—7 22 -0 HK 5% 2~5
I #2 72 o 7o (1 3K G R R A AR A B, 2017), BRME - THIOIERZ T 5~ A
DT BRI O TRA L, Mg0 2R ARG L TH6 10~24 B (213 0 T
Ep o (ERS E RS IR A MM, 2017T), DD MgO X O &G LI-GA, #
EOKGEIZKIZTTHEITEG% 2~5 A E—27 TH V| 10~24 FERH%ZICIZME
MANFRICHEETL2LEVWI L ThHD, H 2 HOERTIE, IT4 TEHBNEY & &
L TW2 (Figure 7,14, 21, 27), ATHHETIE, BHEBREDOELA. ~ U ALK B H
Mtk 6 R TER) XL —27 22252 LBRINTWSD (Gutman et al.,
2012), Lo T, o7V U 7 RL T4 THREBERENRE — 7 IZE LKL D
10 B 28 L TRV . Mg0 IZ X 28 FTEMBHAEL TWDAIBEMNR B X b5,

FROBEEEMNTHT—HZE LT, B 4 BIRTHERER T 5, Figure 54,
Figure 61 T7F—# Z /"3 28, 5 4 TiX, Mg0 % 250 mg/kg - BN TREAK LG L. 4
R ICEBNAEM A RIL TWd, EARYOKGEEHEIL Inulin fFHOH
DL T, Mg0IZ LV A EIC B L7 (Figure 54,61(b)), ZiLiE. Mg0 ## 5
LChLH v IV ERIT 5 E CORMMAETZEBNEY DK EARICHEE
REVDROND ZEZRBL TS, 2L OREFRIT, Mg & 5% 2~5 REf# 1% 124K
FrgtT 2~ AHENRE—2 22TV I~v T Iy MES VX Ea—T 5 — 4
DF — 4 (ERLERERBAEE, 200D b FELTOHRY, UEDZ Enb,
2T MO ZRAEE LG LIS b DO T EMNEY O KRG EFENEIML 2o
TEREIL, Mg0 & FER Z R4 v — 2 OBMH L7V v LR Th Tk
e &&ExT,
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T, Mg0 ZREEE LI LT, A X Ea—7 4 — A TORMREROEER
LR STWEBENREBEZOND, 7 Iy MEDA VFEa—T 4 — L TIHEREM
260 mg/kg + BW, G- 10 mL/kg « BW T MgO Iz &5 L TR v (EHK i
R IR A HERE, 2017) . 2.1 DFEBRD 0.25% MgO #£. 2.2 ®FEBFR D Inulin + 0. 25%
MgO Bf. 2.3 DEBRD Mg #. 2.4 ®FEBR® Inulin + MgO BETIZ. — H ® Mg0 JEEE
BHEENPRA A 2—T+— L TORTHRRTORGELFAFICRDLLIRE LT,
ThRbb, A Fa—T7 3 —LATORk FRABRTIE, 250 mg/kg O Mg0 & — £ TH
HELTWan», AFETIE, i b EFORELTVWD EWS 2L THD, —
G S D Mg0 D& bifE MEADOMRS T B LB END D,

(2) EBmA pHIZDWT

fEN @ pH IZEREEHEIZ L - TT 8 U I < ) & SCFA BEAEIC X o CTERME I
KNONRZ A EVRESINTEBY, TANBNMEEOMEELHIEL T\ &
W9 RN ® 5 (Ilhan et al., 2017), 72 & 21X, pH6. 0 TIXHAMEZEALAT D
Streptococcus WEZ L 720 | pH6.5 X° pH6.9 TIXFEESL Y n 4 v BAEEAT D
Veillonella, Bacteroides, Escherichia MEZIZ72 2 &) #WEMN S 5 (Ilhan et
al., 2017), F7o. FEEBERF~ T ZA2xtH & LEEFRETH, BIEKkE S 260
o= AT, fEKEGEX N~ T XA LIGEAMEEDOE AR > Tz &
IWEL B DH Wolf et al., 2014), F7=. Lactobacillus=° Lactococcus [TFEVES
TP CHLIIETE D ENM B, Bifidobacterium (XFEIZHF < . HEE CTHEEEMN
WAOLTLEI LN TWVD, MEOAFRREICOWTHWMENRH Y . B, FER
. B BESE & OBES A M DT\ D Adkkermansia muciniphilal¥ 20-40°C
pH5.5~8.0 TAEMF L., FHMBEEEREIL 37C, pl6.5 & ST\ 2% (Derrien et al.,
2004), TNDHLDOH|MENS D XK I BHWNMEEOHKZE & BN O pH I
BHERBERD D,

ABFFE T, fF O Inulin fFHOAEICE DL, 2 TOERTHEL TV
2 EFE M0 2R ELIEZLICEDEBANPHO LA THL, FEREzERZIEL
2.1 OEBRTIEZ, 0.125% MgO BETEHEMN pH @ EFMEm A 54v, 0.25% Mg0 B CTH
B pH A IS B L7z (Figure 12), HFD 28 A& 87 2.3 OFEBRTH Mg BET
BN pH BAEIC EH L7z (Figure 26(a)), 2.2 ODEBRTIL, AERETIE 2o
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Teboo, HEEEAERF, Inulin ITXVETLZEKWN pH 25 Mgo O ffHIZ LY E
A3 52 EnmaEini (Figure 19(a)), 2.4 OFEERTiX, HFD &K, Inulin T X
DAHEBIE T LZZEBWN pH 23 Mg0 OHFHIC X W AEIC LF L7z (Figure 32(a)),
T 2T, Mg0 EBIBN pH O ER/ L OB oOWTELRT D,

MgO 1 ZIHALEAN THBMOEIK OGS L, BRI~ 7 X2 U ARRBE~ 7RV T L
L, BRE~ 732U ME, BEIKBE TH L7720, BN pH 2 EH S 5 EHK &
0B L, Flo R~ 7R T LOBMKERIIT NI IETH L0 (KB~ 7
ARV LBMNLE), R~ 72U LAGBN 2 ERSELIBRLERDLEEZD
ns,

PR ML LTk, Mg0 O F TORIMIEMICL Y, RO pH EH L, ZHic
o TN pH B EF LEEWRBERZ I bND, TXT TV =LK 7T X
2T m PR TIHERM L TEROSWAZME T2 2 LML TNDR, Th
SOEMBFIZRZS, LnL, ZaboEATIIC, ~ T 20/ G, fEEOME
HEOBREZAEICELSHE D (Nadatani et al., 2019), Z Ok FILH ORI E R
B D pH ICBETHZ LIk, BRMEEOHERNENT HZ a2l T
Do MgO IZfEMIEE LTHWOEND —FT, flBEL LT HWLND Z L,
BHIZEVENpH A EH L, ZHITHEWIEAN pH 28 EF7 L2 RN E Z B D,

(3) BRHEEED B SHEICONT

5 PSR B 3 LTI YR O R EAIOMER, GERECIKR T, BRE <A
WRBHE DS D 72 WHCK LD B 72 2 RERIC K > TAT A0 F, IBNME O
RS SR TR 2 ST 2D OKEIE2, 2018), Z DX 5 RIEN
M DT v A KT % dysbiosis & MRS OKEFIZ A, 2018), ZEfTAFZEIC LD . &
BEOmME~ 7 XU LI T v FOBNMERD B ZEREZAEICEIS &,
dysbiosis 5| & 2§ 2 LA I T 5 (Garcia-Legorreta et al., 2020),
2.1 OEBR T, xf AL (AIN93M #£) & Fhlg LT, 0.125% MgO # . 0.25% MgO #f D
FELLITHPMERED B BHEMENAEEICLEIL LT (Figure 10(c) (d), 2.2 DEBRT
X, Inulin B & #E L T, Inulin + 0.125% MgO f, Inulin + 0.25% MgO B & H1C
BEHEMER A BICZE(L L7z (Figure 17(d) (e)), F72. 2.3 DEBRTIE, HFD HAIZ
L2 BRERELRE, Mg0 OB ENHNME#EIC R THBLHMIE L A, &
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FRRE & e L C MO BE TGN 3 0 B ZARIMEN A EIZA AL L7z (Figure 24(b)),
2.4 OEBR T, Inulin #f & L T, Inulin + MgO B CTIXABNME#E O B 2
WA EICZEAL LTz (Figure 30(d)), T4 6 OFERIT, TICHET AT E b —
LTW%, LA T, Mg0 23 dyshbiosis 5[ Z L TWAH AREEMEN B 2 B b,
Dysbiosis 5| EE ZFHK & LT, THEWN pH &4k ° THNRSEEDO L] 72
BEAbND,
@ BmApHDZEE

PN & O T o ZMEFFICIEEN pH 8 <K B5 L T Y (Deehan et al.,
2017), dysbiosis DRV T Tix, FME pH (T 7 L U LIS TV D OKEFIZ ),
2018) , H 2 B DA TOEBRIZE VT Mg0 DFHIZ L W EMN pH 23 B L7z (Figure
12(a), 19(a),26(a),32(a)), ZNHD I ENnH ., Mg BEIZ X2 EBWN pH O L F -2
G @ dysbiosis 5| Z L, BEARMENEILLIZAREENEZEZ DN D,

@ BRAREENE

MgO |2 KV IENAE # D B ZARMENZ(L LIZJRIK & LT, BN OIREEDZE{LR
EZxHiVDH, Mg0 XN THEKRBE L 720, IBNORELELY LT 52 & THAREIZ
Kayzaol &, BNEW AL S5 (Figure 6), JEE TR CTH DAY =F
Lo 7 U a— i3 ENMEEZ RUINICELSEDL 2 ERHRE SN TWD (Tropini
et al., 2018) Z &b IENME EOE{LD K & LT, BN ORELEDZE(L M
HELTWaA@tEdb&EZohd,

(4) BRHEEZEDaSHEICONT

a ZRRMEITHD 1 DOREICE T LMD ELHEMELZ R L, BLHEMITR R 2 EREM
TORD KM E £, £72. Simpson Index (T a ZHEMEEZRT VL 20O EED
T, M D evenness (B —1E) Z R TTH D, DF V., Simpson Index (ZHHEE D
FBEOE T2 TR, TR ETNOROMEIFIEEN AL —-THLHI L TERTTS
BETHD, 2.1 X 2.3 DEERTIT. THREEEL Mg0 BE TN M E 5 2 a9 2 M B
FELHEN B LI b DD, ME#H 2R 2 MEOBBEECY —MHICRE L
kRN E oz, a ZEMENLZIL Lot E 2 b5 (Figure
10(a), 24(a)),
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WIZ, 2.3 L 2.4 DERICEBT D a ZERMEORRZLKT D, 2.3 & 2.4 DER
FELHH HFD #HWTHERZ L TWDHIN, TAZOERO X EEED Simpson
Index Z T 5 &, 2.3 DFEBROFGTPIKIETH S (Figure 24(a),30(a)), 2 DDHE
Bk Dt FREE O Taxonomy summary Z M9 2 & 2.4 OFEFR TIE, undetermined D
I O M HETE &N 2 DK 34%, Lactococcus, Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium @
STEEDBNK 42 TH D DK L, 2.3 DFEBRTIL, undetermined DEIZEIED D
I 1%, Lactococcus, Lactobacillus, Bifidobacterium \Z2KDK) T7%% 5T
W5 (Figure 25,31), I bik~_72 X 512, Simpson Index X a ZHEMEZ R$ 1L
ONDIEIEDOH T, ME D evenness (B —ME) R THTH D Z &b, MEOREE
DD LTe2iF Tl M FEEOH MR Kbt/ Z &2, Simpson Index @
ERAERTLEEREEZOND,

(5) BARMEOHEMFEEICONT
RS T, BNMEO T H AR FEROEEZRF LI BIX. Akkermansia,
Bacteroides, Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus, Lactococcus, Odoribacter T %,
UTOWL D OBEPHENMEOHSEFERICEAL TER 2T 5,
® JSLEBHELITSLEEEOLE
ThobD0oEZZ7 7R ERBHEETCOET L E. 77 5B H%

H#

H#

Bifidobacterium. Lactobacillus . Lactococcus T & O . 7 7 L&k
Akkermansia . Bacteroides, Odoribacter T 5., 7 7 LMEMEIIIELN 72| &
WARTFRT Y B UEND D Bl O ML o, — T, 7T AR
UREHE A GUINELHENSTF KTV T OEHERREED D 72 2 M BE %2 & O,
AT DR FZZIMA TCHEZRET DEREN DD, 77 2RBERHIZT 7 L5
PR L0 PLEIEICX L TIRBERE WV E WO RERH 5, Mg0 HIEEHTH DD
MGG 2 D BN T T LGRS 7T AEEE TR D AIEENS D &5 2
Toin, AR THRE LIZIBWNMEOMESFAERICEAL T, 77 ABHEE & 77 A
BYHEOM TRRIBMEzBHT LR TERho T,

@ BHEBRIHEELEUERIEEOLE
MR DSEIE T 212D IIIRBRPLETH D, KREF L LT, ETIIRERNZ
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Fonsd, RAPE LTI, ETHEFICZ Vv a—2ARFH S, & 612X A,
ZHERE, BB, 7ra— v o AR LRIAIND, WICERKFETH DD,
TSy A, WA, R Vo B LA, XU E, T R
T B ENRFAEIND, & 52X, P, S, Mg, K, Na, Ca, Fe, Mn, Co, Zn, Cu,
Mo 72 E ORI G LB TH DH, o, MEOHIHIZITREBER UM HE N 202D
KFRNBERLTWD, Ky, BHERE, £ pHIMA T MELRERELRKFTHY
ZOFIENEIHI BT 2008 9T, ME AR PEAF KPER . (RIS e . @k
HRRMEE O SIS ND, AR TR LIEMEZ 0BT 5 &, @< EE
IX Lactobacillus(FE 7= 1 XM aF KA ME) & Lactococcus ToH Y . M8 M H 1X
Akkermansia . Bacteroides, Bifidobacterium, Odoribacter T %, @M< M H
X, BEOHFET TIHAKMWICIER L TR AX —2#ET 50, BMEBEEOIRET
AR R CT RV 2B MEOZETH D, —FH. WKL, B
FWIRVVIRUL T COHRMIETE 2ME T, WX RBEHICLY 2L F— 2GS
Do AW THRG L UGN B O FEE RIS, PR M B £ 72 3R MK
PEBE [ Tl L 2RI R o g o 7z,

@ Akkermansia

2.1 X 2.3 OEBRTIE, Mg0 O G2 XV Akkermansia O X FERENHINT S
ZENRENT (Figure 11,25), F72, 2.2 2.4 OEBRTIL, Inulin PFHRFICDH
MgO # 5:12 LV Akkermansia DNBRE TN T 5 2 & AA/r iz (Figure 18,31), 2
O OFERI G Mg0 1 Inulin OFH OB EEIZB P b3, Adkkermansia O M AF1E &
EEIMESELHZ ENRINTE, 22 TIiE, Mg0 72 Adkkermansia O Xt {775 &1
FKIELIEONIHONWTELET S,

WL OO RATHISE Tl Akkermansia muciniphila & JRIR & OBEE N HRE I
TWa, 72&xiE, 2 BEFERBERE CIIEEFEHICH X THNDO Adkkermansia
muciniphila I3V 72N 2 L BNE ST D (Zhang et al., 2013), B & o BHE
HE DAL TEY . B O /N T Akkermansia muciniphila 73UV L
(Santacruz et al., 2010;Karlsson et al., 2012). Akkermansia muciniphila O
FEHIZ LY~ U A DREN D LTz (Everard et al., 2013), {HFAE R L iE
RV B IR T H B BE R IR 8L Akkermansia muciniphila OF R {F(E & %
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BNESEL 2 ICEVBAANY T 283E T2 2 LW LNITHR > T 5 (Fujisaka
et al., 2020), @MEMi&ZERE I ENEWM~ ¥V AT dkkermansia muciniphila %
ARG TDEHBOLT A ENELS 2D L OW|ENH % (Everard et al., 2013),
L2rL7223 5, Yoshihara HIE, PPI & L THIBALD A AT Y — /L7 dysbiosis &
BlE iz L. ZNITtE»> T dkkermansia muciniphila 3N EIZHM L., IBE D L F
VBEARBICHELS T5Z 2 HmE L TEY (Yoshihara et al., 2020), AF UJEIC
B9 2 WFZERE RIE — B L TRV, ARSI E L Ty, 3 2 BEIZREO
FEBREFHOER CHFE L L EFFTOLTFT VRELZFHM LA, LALZMA S, Inulin
OFAEE, Mg0 IZ XV #EF LF VIREICAEREMITA LN RN -T2, KATHIFT
FLFUEORSZFHL THWDH, HEFEDOEROGEIIEM IO LT VIREE
FH L7z, BB A oo lc RN ZE XN D, £z, BER LF PR
FE A BRI U 72 BB CTII BN E 2% O fRHT 24T > TW R W | Akkermansia O FH %t
FEELOMES AW TH D, 5% DERTIT. dkkermansia & LF o OB % 7
DT, WM #ERRAT O 72 O FAE A RB L 7@ & W CEER T, IBE O LT
VIO ET O NETELEZD,

Akkermansia muciniphila DPGEHSGEIZHIRTH L L L THEASNATWD —T5,
WAL Akkermansia DA OMEH bME SN TWVD, L& 2E, v FoREEHY v~F
BRI ER 2 ARBIET HET L~ Y A TH D K/BxN £F )L TlL. Adkkermansia
muciniphila DI AFIERE D R OEIIHE L TIE Y | dkkermansia muciniphila O
BRI L EoBEAPREAT D Z LR RENT (Stoll et al., 2019), E£7-. &
BB 2N A OB F TIX Parvimonas micra . [Fusobacterium nucleatum .
Peptostreptococcus stomatis, Akkermansia muciniphila INFEIN$ 2 Z & 2580 & )

T REBEB DN ADNA =D =12 b Z ENR#ES LTV S (Osman et al.,
2021) ,

EDOZ M LHALNRE ST, Adkkermansia [TAEKRIZERTHD L OHEDL
BT, FEIROTEREEICEE L TWD L omES H Y | Adkkermansia O FHXHFIE
BOLEPFFOERIIMIEZ LICILSBMATOILER S D, £z, B LMz x5
E L7 TlE, BRI FifTH DL —T A B A NRITO ST % . Akkermansia
muciniphila OFAXFERDNEIN U722, RESE L BEENR RO T 2 &
WHE SN TS Dao et al., 2019), ZNHDFERIL, Adkkermansia O ¥ DS &%
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FTLOBARICARRERZR SDLIEFIMOEA2WVWI L2 REEL TS, AW TIE
Inulinff O A IR &9 Mg0IZ &V Akkermansia DI FAEREN EH Lz,
~ 7 ADKREEWA Loz (Figure 22(a),28(a)), L7 -> T, AKHFETO
Akkermansia O LS IZAEBEORBICHBRIEN 26T O TIERNWEEZLN
%o In vitro D KIGET V&2 MR WIESR TIX., Adkkermansia muciniphila X pH 73
WS AEICHEMFEEEREMNT 22 E R REINTNDHZ &b (Van Herreweghen
et al., 2017), AHWFFETD Akkermansia OIS FEROEENIL, BN pH © EH(C
£ 95 dysbiosis ICERTHHDTH DL AIEENEZ BND,

Z 2 BlE Akkermansia DA AFAE R & WERRIRE . 7' 0 B4 U RIRE OBMRICD
WTEET 5, Akkermansia muciniphila ¥ ITF 455 fROBFE THERRSS 7 1 v F >
BaEAmTHZ ENMLN TS, £ 2.1~2.4 TIX dkkermansia ¥ L 7= 7=
% (Figure 11(b), 18(b),25(b), 31 (b)) Akkermansia O 4NN £\ EERRIE 7 1
EAUBBIBENEML WA ARENH D EE X T,

LorL, MERS 7 m B4 B OB O ITER T L ICER > TEY (Figure
12(c) (d),19(c) (d),26(c) (d),32(c) (d)) . FEME IR EEX° 7 0 B 4 » iR & &
Akkermansia QML EOHMOMIZ—EOMIMZ LT Z LiXZTE ol
INOORERNG, BT v © A VBEAIIKT T D Adkkermansia O % 5 FEIT K &
TR WATREMEN R S vz,

@  Bacteroides

PE PO B L A W ke & FE 8 L. SCFA A4k 3 %, SCFA IZIEAN D pH 2K F &+
(Walker et al., 2005), ARICHEREOMIMICHELG T D52 ENMBIALTVD,
Bacteroides [Z#EHALED 7 Z 7 b A Y TPEB L OHEBELARHBL T F - L
L. anZpg, i, 7o 4 B2 EAET 2 (JEE, 20055 Rajilic-Stojanovic et
al., 2014), L2>L., LA F T 4 7 ZDOERICZ X % SCFA DEAICER LB
pH DK Fi%, Bacteroides DRI FIE R Z A S5 2 L3 HA ST 5 (Davis
et al., 2011; Deechan et al., 2017; Sawicki et al., 2017), ¥7-. Le Bastard
S5DLE2—TH%, Inulin EIZ X YV Bacteroides DI FIE RN L= Z &M
RENTWD (Le Bastard et al., 2020), ZiLH D#EIL, Bacteroides D FAXIAF
I L TIE, MEICE s TOTIAX—JEERD T AL FT 4 7 ZADOEBRL
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Dh, BN pH DR FARELSEESTLZLE2REL TS, Inulin ZHWV7 2.2
DEBRRL2.4DFERTH, AERATROLNRP 2T DOD, InulinBREIZLY
Bacteroides DI FERENE T L (Figure 18(c), 31(c)) . JeATHIZE & [FME 7 O
R LT,

F7-. @IEN & O EHIL Bacteroidetes [ & J 4 & ¥, Firmicutes M.
Proteobacteria M Z M3 25 & O & % (Hildebrandt et al., 2009), A5
WCEWTEBHENIBHNMEIC G A TR EB 2 RAET 2720, Bl E R Mgo 28
PRI TG 2 DB A BIE L7 2.1 OFERE . S5 28 2RI Mg0 23 5 PN Al
BHEICHZDIHELZRIELE 2.3 OEBROZRZNOMBRAZKET S, 2.1 ©0FE
BRIZEE | 2.3 OFEBRTIX Bacteroidetes MIZJB T % Bacteroides X° Odoribacter
O AE A7 FE B ITAKAE &2 7”8 L7z (Figure 11(c) (g), 25(c) (g)), — . Firmicutes fIZ
J&S % Lactobacillus X° Lactococcus DFAHAFAEREIZ, 2.1 DFER IV & 2.3 DFE
BT @ EZ R LTz (Figure 11(e) (£),25(e) (£)), T DHDORERMNG . @iEN
B K> THNME O FEERRENT D Z ERRB I, O RITETHR
EFBE LW ERRENT,

® Bifidobacterium

¥ 7. Inulin & Bifidobacterium & DPFRIZOWVWTELET 5, Inulin B & HEfE
WD Bifidobacterium DBEMRIZ O W TIL, AHECEHEBE THLHREND D40, A
Db FadRE LEMERR L < BAIZBIT S Inulin O Bifidobacterium
I RN EERE SN TS (Meyer et al., 2009), 2.2 DFERTIX, FERET
X722 b DD, Inulin BERIC &L VW Bifidobacterium O FH % 1FAE B IXHM L 7=
(Figure 18(d)), F7, 2.4 DERTH, AERETRD LN >7275, Inulin
BHUC XV Bifidobacterium M L7z (Figure 31(d)), AHFETO Z 6 DFEHE
ILEATHITE & P JE L 72,

W\, Bifidobacterium% ~ 27 X7 LADBEBEELRT S, 2.1 DER, 2.3 DFE
BRClX, AEREZBITIROONRMN-Tb DD, Bifidobacterium DA% {F1E &5
U7z (Figure 11(d),25(d)), £7. B 2.1 T ARBRETE RN b DD,
0.125% MgO £ & Heilg LT 0. 25% MgO B C Bifidobacterium O AR FEREIZ M TH

D (Figure 11(d)). MgO 23 B FHIIC Bifidobacterium DA FAE R Z BN & &
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% A REMEN R STz, Pachikian &%, Mg D RZWBAFEWN O Bifidobacteria D g% %
FE L TCWDZ L &S NIZ LI (Pachikian et al., 2009), ABFZETlE~ 27 F v
UANEG ENDEITEBIMNT Mg 245 L., BNME S ~ORBELZRIEL THO ., 5%k
(23R 7z Pachikian b DR TIL, v 7R U LARZWEIZ Bifidobacteria |2 X d
EOREBELGZDINERIEL TWVWD ), BEOKKII TRV, LrL, v
XU LABENMEICEEST D &0 ) RIZEB T, ABFIE Pachikian b OHFSEHS
REFEBRRNWEFTZD, £, 7y FEXRRELEMETIE, ~ 72 T LADBK
ZLTWVWOHELEITRVWEETY IRV U AR ENMEEICS 2 2 BT R
L2 EPHEINTNDZ EME (Garcia-Legorreta et al., 2020), EHF L L
TO MgO BIFENHEIZ 5 2 D2 BIZIT, BEEOTO T XU LANRARREL TN D0
BNLBEBRTAARENDD EEZLND,

©® Lactobacillus

Lactobacillus plantarum NFEH S L7\~ 7 AT, Lactobacillus plantarum
No.14 ##45-L . Inulin ZMX7-RE% 2 HME721% 28 AW G 27256, miHIH
EHhiz, av bu— VBRI RE MR D Lactobacillus plantaru BONEEM L 7= Z
ERHE SN TS (Takemura et al., 2010), Z ORATHFEORERIT, 2.4 OE
BAC Inulin BHEUC XV Lactobacillus OFXHFIE RN L 72 RAFFEOHER & —
F|LTW5D (Figure 31(e)),

—F. MEHRECTIEmZIZEI LTy hEERET v MO, REEEWIHET
HOMKNIBMERZ G AR L KEEEDBETCHLIm TV A ) Az 52
THTOBEBE,. 4H,. 8 HED OTUFATERA L TWDHIE L & 5, BT » b
TlEmKREHRMERE, m7 V7 AU SR & HIT Lactobacillus D OTU {7 (£ & % 8
BHECICRELBAEIHETEY (Li et al., 2015), Jicib 7= 2.4 @ FEB#E R
L7255 T D, Takemura & OFFIE, Li b OFFIE, HEHEHE O EZ L Z OB TR
REeWET 5L, TRNENREBREENRR > TWDLZ RN gnol, BEATEHAEIC
L2 BMBHEOEIAEYE (2015 4) TLIHBZYVOHERZE STV S EIE, 18~
69 BT 20g BLE, LT 18g LETHD (JEAEFBE https://www. e~
healthnet. mhlw. go. jp/information/food/e-05-001. html) , £7=, W60 H A KZ A

VTIHEMOG AT 1 H 26g L EOEBEAZHELE L TWv5 (World Gastroenterology
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Organisation https://www.worldgastroenterology.org/guidelines/global-
guidelines/constipation), JEAJT@HIEIC K 2 ERMEFE - REMRERSE TITHARA
1 H AR (o) OFEHMARRATH 1,700~2,100g FRETH D L STV DH (EEY
B4 https://www. mhlw. go. jp/bunya/kenkou/kenkou_eiyou_chousa. html) , ZHF
T InulinREAZRETDHICHTED, INbDT —2°, BITHAETHNYLND
ZEDZW Inulin IREEZFZE L7z, RFEOFEBR TN L7z Inulin O IR AT EIX
2.5%~5.0%Cd v | Takemura b DOHFFETH 5% Inulin ZEH L TV H3, Li & OHF
ZETIEHN 4% 7 N7 MAY TFENMEFA I TW5D, Wit EIREREITRE
ERTVARWA, BREICERT S Z 302> THEMOMBEIZ SRR LWV ) @k
(Miiller-Lissner et al., 2005)H®H 25 Z N6, Li AWK 14%T 8 @K D
FERAZHAMIZ®K T 2 Z LI # LV,

F7, Inulin 7 V7 2 OREBEFHFEIZESEICLDZERALN TSN

(Kleessen et al, 2001; Pompei et al., 2008; Zhu et al., 2017), ARWf7E T
A L7 Inulin O ¥ EASEIL 16 T, Takemura & O L7z Inulin O FEHEAE
LRI ThoT,

& B2, Lactobacillus \ZFEIC X - T Inulin B 7 V7 & v % 43R L C AR N ~HL
DIAD AN = ALNRIR D 2 L b RBINTWD (Tsujikawa et al., 2013; Takagi
et al., 2014), Lactobacillus paracasei |ZMMACHLER Y T2 0L CTHEH
RPNICHL Y JATe A, Lactobacillus delbrueckii (3% BE5 T2 EHEHENIZERY
AT RT %, Inulin X Lactobacillus paracasei \Z X %I 3 R L0 |
Lactobacillus delbrueckii \Z X 2N BRZRET L2 LPBRESNLTVD

(Takagi et al., 2014), SHOHETITML ~LOBLICHLEREZYS T, LVt
HZ2 BB A #E AT 24T 5 & T. Lactobacillus NFEIZ X - T Inulin 43 1T 572
LHRFMEEZFFOZ L ZBRELIEOMNTEDL EE XD,

@ Lactococcus
B~ 7 A TlX, Bacteroidetes DM AFERE K T3 2 & Firmicutes FJD4H
SFERBEMT 52 BNMEN TS (Ley et al., 2005), AHFZETHEH L6
I OME T, Bacteroides 7S Bacteroidetes PIZJE L . Lactobacillus R
Lactococcus 7 Firmicutes FIZB L T2, HBEZH N 2.1 2.2 DERTO
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SHEE LB LT, MEHAEEZA VWL 2.3 X 2.4 OFERTOXGEE TIX,
Bacteroidetes \Z )& Bacteroides DARK A (L& ITIRME Z 7R L. Firmicutes PIZJ&
¥ Lactococcus @ A X fF fE =& X & E & & L 7 (Figure
11(c) (£),18(c) (£),25(c) (£),31(c) (f))s T O DKERITILTHIRE FIEL RV,

Odoribacter

BRI R ZER L=~ ZAIZEB\W T, Odoribacter 1% sulfobacin B & IEIEH 5D
sulfonolipids ZPEA T % (Walker et al., 2017), Sulfobacin B I~ 2% I
TRBCHAREERZRT 2 ERHE SN TV D (Maeda et al., 2010), £7=, in
vitro OEBRTIX, Odoribacter WG LR OPIRIEER ZFHFLOZ EBN/REN TV
(Hiippala et al., 2020), S5, HUAEWEIZL V5l Z S/ dysbiosis T,
Odoribacter O X FERE DD T 5 & & TEBY (Yuan et al., 2018) .,
Odoribacter V3Nl B # O 15 5 MEHERF O RIE BN BN N - TV D AIREMER R S 1
TWADAMETIX AERETIAONR NPT DD Mg0 512 XV Odoribacter
DN FEENMET T 5 2 LR E T (Figure 18(g), 25(g),31(g)), 7272 L, 2.1
DODEBRTIZ, FEREZTIALNZD -T2 D D, 0.125% Mg0 B D Odoribacter O K
XFERIIHRIE LY bEE LR L, BITHAETL 720 U 2R GNME#IC
28BN~ IRV LAOREIZCESTIERDIENRBEINTWVDEZ LD
(Crowley et al., 2018; Garcia-Legorreta et al., 2020), AZFEBERTH 0. 125% Mg0
BEL 0.25% MgO BEDFERICENE L EEZ DN D,

t N EXRICLEETIE, Bl ZEIRL TW 55512 Odoribacter O FAxf
FHEEMET T2 ZEMNRENTWS (Lin et al., 2018), 2.4 ODERTIZ, MR
B (HFD B¥) & tb# L C. Inulin # TlX Odoribacter DS HFHEENEMEZ R L TH
0. EATHFZEL — L C\WD, Odoribacter OIS FIERNZBA LIzH b & LT,
Inulin fEHUZ X V| Akkermansia =X° Lactobacillus 7% K BIDOHIE A L, 851
\Z Odoribacter 3B/V LTZAIREMEN Z 2 B LD,

ZDOE DT BATHTERLANTEIC L0 | BWHE THIRIEICE G595 Odoribacter
DM EERMETFT T2 ENRENTWD —FH T, Inulin 25 PHIE 2 L.
MREERZ 0T ZERMESNTWVS (Guo et al., 2021), ZH 5 DK FIL,
Odoribacter DX FTE RO 59, Inulin DHIRIES R EREST L5 2 &
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ERBLTWS, ZHhSDRENDS, Odoribacter BDHRIENEM 2 FHET 512012
X, 5 —EU LOMSEFEEERLBE LA IND, ENEZEIDDLTOICIE, 7
HANAFT 47 AL LT Odoribacter ¥ 5 L, RIE~— I —~DRBLRIET D
VENRH D EEZEZ HLID, Bifdobacterium pseudocatenulatum 1.109 % Rij# 5 L 7=
SVEFREE 7 > b Tk, MIP-1a /MCP-1 & Odoribacter \ZE DOHEANRD Hiv, IF
BEO TS L ITMBBRIEICH WD T XA A7 1+ 7 A& LT Odoribacter i3
HFRTHDATREM N R &N (Fang et al., 2017), Z O X5 REITHELD
Odoribacter W 3#ii=7e 7w A AT 4 7 AL LT, THEIZBEMBO%E Z2H
FENTELARENDHY, T A FT 47 A& LT Odoribacter 53 %
ERICITERMICBERENEEZ BN D,

B % WE L SIEN & T Odoribacter DA AFAERIZEALN & D D INNTOU
THEET D, BRFETRWVWARABMEEZ GG E LIFFE I, BORME L2 ETE R

NMEEEELESE, A2V VP EZFRET D EBHLNIC RSB, £O
BX. Odoribacter DARMAF/ERITA EICIE T L Tz (Yamashita et al., 2019),
FBR 2.1 OxFIREE (AINOSM &F) & EBr 2.3 O I HREE HFD BE) O Odoribacter DX T
TERAZ LT DL, £ 2.3 OXE HFD #) 0 F B IKELZ R L TE Y., LT
ELTFEN VW EEBEZLND,

(6) EHaA SCFA

Inulin ff FRE, MgO DG LY BN SCFARESX T LB & LT, LD
SODAREMEE B L LT,

® i 1: Inulin (T Mg 23Was L, BENAIEIC K2 Inulin FHRME T L 72
BT, BB EOAEILEMOI XTIV ERET IMHEEZ > TWV5,
WHICEENLRYMMED B THET X U BE AV TiE, 7 X Bl
WA T REBIED K 5 leeF 2RI L, Na'l KOS Na' & Ca” DA AT H
ZENRENT GEIEA, 1988), LT, TAFUBREAERLZT v hOMmER
KFIoZbranie GhiEs, 1988), £/, U A—b, T—=TAAL . 7 A
FHL—hLnolo@Emh Uy LMW EA A o A2 HBHIERANT Mg0 EOFR T2 &\
MgO @ Mg* & @A U v AMIESEA A o ZHMBHAFRA OB A A &R siiTL
T, EAREB TN ML TS,
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INHDZ END KIEERDMETH D Inulin 23 Mg &2 W ET D5 Al REMENH D
DTIHRWNEE Z T2, Mg S5 L7 Inulin IZBBANMEICFIH Shic< <2 b &
DR 2T D L Mg0 TG X0 BWNAE 2R TE % Inulin 2384 L, ThiZ
o> T SCFA DA bIE SN D AIREER B X b D, LarL, SEICl 7w T
X B EHED Na W EREIZ D VAR X UV 2 FFOBRMESHESE TRV 2 &R &,
Inulin IEANVRF U NVEERZRNT Lnb . Na WE RS & W EWRE S XS
R, Flo, ®BRAA U EWE LIZBZOEMBAHENSAMEIZ LV EREINIZLL
RAOEMEIMERHONIT LN 72N Z £ 6, Inulin 23 Mg*' A A 2 W& L,
IEPNAIE O SCFA EABRZK T IHTND & WS RKFITHIEDERE TIXBELO %
Hew, ZORBBIELWRENZHLNZT L HEDO—2L LT, ENEME
BEOFHNABEZOND, HATHIZR TIZ, MREEL KL T, SiAEMBELHZ1T -7
YUADEBNERL TWD Z &R ENT (Tahara et al., 2018), ZiLid, Hik
W LD IENE#E SR E SN Z LT, BRWkHEN SCFA ~ Lt Zfish T
CEBANEDTICEFE L. EBNADORERERIELILNRRLEELOND,
B2ETOERSEMTIL, Inulin BEE Inulin + MgO ORI O BEMNAEY DK E
BRIZAEBRENA ORI b, EMNEMOEREDEIL, Ky TIER
<, BEEBVBHEEOENILLIDHDTHD & THITE S,

® {Fh 2: Mg™ A SCFAPEAICBIG 4 DR APHE L, SCFARENMET L /2

Akkermansia muciniphila MkD B 777 7 v Z—EEX, EDTA R Ca®'=® Cu*' 72 &
DEBEA A TIHEERFT SN2 WA, Mg IZ X0 EELIH SN D 2 &AmE S
NTW5 (Guo et al., 2018), Inulin D4 fEEEFE TH DA X U F—EiX, Ca*| Fe’
RE Lo THEMAL S D25, Mg™' | Hg*', Ag CIITEMENEFIN D Z L hlE S
TV 5 (Gong et al., 2008; Sheng et al., 2008), Z b DEATAHFZEL U, MgO H
KD Mg 7y SCFAPEAICEA LT 2MFEALHEL, EHNO SCFAIREZEK TS TV
LAREMENDH D LB X T,

® i 3: MgO 1k dysbiosis IZfEVY, SCFA FEAE N HIEH S -
Flz 7= Lo, BREHEOEHE~ 2 LT T v FOIBNMEED B L
M A2 HEICE S, dysbiosis ZHlEE I 3T Z ENRWME I LTV D (Garcia-
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Legorreta et al., 2020), E7=, MNMEEDNT o ZAHERFITIIMN pH 8 E < BE
H LTHY (Dechan et al., 2017), dysbiosis OIRPFL T Tlx, M pH 7L Y
PRI N TWND Z &b BTV D OKEFIZAY, 2018), AMFFETH Mg0 #5112 &
EBWN pH A EF L. BHRMEEO B ZERENA EICEI L (Figure
10,12, 17,19, 24,26,30,32), 26D &b, Mg0 O EIZ LY IBNHIEED
dysbiosis 232 Z o 7= A[HEME A E X B AL, dysbiosis (2> T SCFABEAE B I L,
EWN O SCFAJREENBA L7emiMEREx b5, Ll AEER L 6 MEHD
PEPNHEEEIZRE L Cid, IEPNHIEE O F(ERE & SCFA IREDZEEIZEN D TR W
HRmote, LN T, KL TR LULERMBEOHRTIE, Mg0 HHKD dysbiosis &
SCFA FEAEICBHEMER & D L 1L E 2720,

(7) EEDPOD [gA REICDONT

2.1 OFERTIT, H@E AINSNERER, FEREBIRONRNSTZEHDOD,
MgO (X 3F i TgA I 2K F &7 Figure 13), 2.2 DEBRTIIAERRZTRD S
Nieholeboo, FEEFO Tgh BEIE Inulin EBRICEY EF L7z (Figure 20),
—J, AERETIHR»>7-b OO Inulin & H#E LT, Inulin + 0. 125% MgO
BE. Inulin + 0.25% MgO B IgA IR TR A4~ L7z (Figure 20), T4 6 DOfER
X, Inulin PFAOFEICE D S, MgO IXEME P TgA BEZE F ST EERH
LT EBRBELTND,

B TgA REDIT E BB SCFAREOBRICOVWTERT L5, BB 1
EA VBT IAREZHNIEL 2R MoNTEREY, e A rBariiokis s
N~ 200 Igh RENEM L Z EnlE S Twd (Kin et al., 2016),
FATBR R L 91T, 2.1, 2.2 DEBRTHE, Inulin fFHOAEIZE D 59 Mg0 233
o g REAIKTSEDABERRBEINTE, L, 2.1 OFEBRTIE,
BEL B LT, 0.125% MgO B, 0.25% MgO BE D 7' v B4 VR IXIK F L2 72
(Figure 12(d)), & HIZ, 2.2 ®DEBRTH, Inulin & i L T MgO IRIEED 7' 12
A UVBBEICARREZIRD ONR o (Figure 19(d), ZHbD I Ehb,
ARIFFETIL, FEF O [gARELERBN T v 4 CBIEEOMIZH & 272 BE I A
BiLie oo,
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2.6

INGE
IR G DA Mg IZEEOFEESC Inulin OO FEIZEDL LT, S5HEN

BOMOKPERARIIEBEZ G 2o T,

MgO /X Inulin OPFHOFEICEDL LT ERN P 2 ER I, TOERKE L
T, MgO BV BN CTEREEE & 705 2 &0, Mg0 O#IFEEMIZ X A5 EH N pH @
FRIZHESTHENICL D HDO ER 27206 L2 EREZL LN,

MgO IZ X ViGN pH RN =& E N L L., dysbiosis 235 &l Z 7= Al REME
NH 5,

RGOS E . Mg0 I & > T a ZARMENBAF AT 2 2 &3 o T,

HED 12 K » THENME ORI EEE N EIL LT,

Odoribacter (Il 7 a XA 4T 4 7 AR ADAEMERH A, Mg0iz kb
Odoribacter DR FIEEITIK T L7z,

Tnulin fFOFEIZEE L 59, Mg0 2 X YV Akkermansia O FRXF{EIE R HENN
L7,

MgO /& Tnulin TEH LZZEHHN SCFAREZAZICEK TS EZ, TR E L
T, RDOWL DDDORG % LTz,

O Mgz & B EEFHLE

@ Mg*® Inulin ~® W

@ Mg M D dysbiosis

Inulin fFHOA®EIZEED 53, MgO IZHEMEH D Tgh BE 2K F I 5 a[qEMEN
H 5,
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REOHER % Table 9I1TF & D7,

Table 9 T2EEDHKREOET L ®

RA ATNGAM HED ATNG3M HFD ATNG3M HFD

‘ Control Contral Control Control | 29% SR ok S

S 0. 25V9;§g Mgo | 0. 25‘;«'8 MgO | 2.5% Tnulin | 2. 5% e i g%zi;i”\tg f gn“zéf;”ﬁ;g
& NS NS NS NS NS NS
B NS NS NS NS NS NS
i%gﬁg NS NS NS NS NS NS

o AR NS NS NS NS NS NS

B LAEE p=0. 036 p=0. 001 p=0. 006 p=0. 003 p=0. 043 p=0. 007

Akkermansia 1 (p<0.01) | 1 (p<0.05) [T (p=0.0859) T (NS) T (NS) 1 (p<0. 05)
Bacteroides L NS 1 (p<0.01) L NS L (Ns) 1 (NS} N§
Bifidobacterium T (NS) T (NS) T (NS) T () L (NS) T (NS)
Lactobacillus L (NS) L) L (Ns) T (Ns) NS L (NS
Lactococeus T (NS) L (s) I (N8) & (p<0. 05) T (s} T (88)
Odoribacior L (NS L (\S) NS L (s) 1 (s) L (88)

B RPipH 1 (<0.01) [+ (<0.0D) 1 (NS) & (p<0. 01) T (NS 1 (p<0. 001)
g L (Ns) ¥ (0<0.05) | +(p<0.01} | 4 (p<0.05) | & (p<0.0D) L (N8)
el NS T (NS) T (NS) T (9) L (p=0.0715) | ¥ (<0, 0001)

AR R T {NS) 1 (5<0.01) | 4 (p<0.05) | 1 (p<0. 05) 1 (NS) 4 (p<0. 05)
i T (N8) T (NS) 1 (<0.01) | T (p=0.0725) 1 (s} ¥ (p<0. 01)
FLE HRSCTA T (NS) T (NS) 1 (p<0.05) | *+(p<0.01) L (NS) ¥ (p<0. 0001)
FEP g L (NS) = T (NS) — 1 (NS} £
NS: AL, T4 AEED G, AINGSM: ME . HED: @mABMAf
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FEIE MO UNDOTH-HBRALBARRICEAILE
31 RTXVOLEAEGNILBRESLIVUERREICEASIFE
3.1.1 i

# 2 FTIE, Inulin PRI, Me0 BN O SCFA REZIK TS E L 2 LRSS
iz (Figure 19,32), B ORI M0 BRI LDTH LD 0, Mgd D ED K
D IR RFEANVEIR LT SCRA IREIR TIEM 25l S Z LD E2MREET 5 728 Mg0 LA
S AL IR A 2SI PN BRI ME TR A REE L T2,

EP. 3.1 TR Mg &2 EH T HHIERAl. FAIDE BN OFLERIRE . B E I K
BRI, Mgz B AT HHEA, THRIE LT, 7o B~ 7Ry v b, K
Blb~ 72T h, RBY T AT TLRENETOND, 72U~ 732U AT
BN AEREZ RS, RKIBRAEMLEIZS T DBENEY O RS, EEHAR Rl
FRZB T DRTLEMN TAIE LTHWSN D, KB~ 732U ATHENTUTO X
SIWCHEHBERIS L, Bk~ TR U LEBERT D,

Mg (OH), + 2HC1 — MgCl, + 2H,0

it~ 7 2o 0 DERBOENTOE L, Mg0 LREETHY . fEHD Mg0 & [H U
SHIBIEMR. & FTERAZF >, R~ 72U AbHIERE, MHMEL L TokRE
FH, BRREIZUTOX S ICHIGET %,

MgCO; + 2HCI — MgCl, + H:0 + CO,

Ll R~ 7320 LIHIERE, EREL L ToOEENH, MfgiEs LT
DN FNFEMg0 DR TH D, /o, BT MT 2K A 2R ET R
MgO LR DM Th D,

ARERTIT, Mg 2@ AT DHERA. TAHIE LT, Mg (CeHs07) 2 » 9H20, Mg (OH) o,

MgCO0; 2 A 7=,
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3.1.2 ERMHEBLUFE
(1) 5%
Fe.1.2() @] omEICFHE OB & L,

(2) EBRTY1Y

31 DERTIT, TNETOERTHR LA Mg0 D SCFA i AR T 1F 1 23 ¥ 45 2
B2t D THDLINERIET D720, Mg EHFT 5 Mg0 A OHIEEAl, FTHDEHEN
DFMEIRE ., FERRIREICKIETREL TN,

BEIL, ATPREE, Tnulin &%, Inulin + Magnesium citrate #f, Tnulin + Magnesium
hydroxide B£, Tnulin + Magnesium carbonate BE> 5 #E L L7z, X EMG & %2 H
W (Table 8), MEEICK LT InuliniX 5%272 5 K5 ICIREE L7z, Mg 2 EHT 5
HIELHE - ML, TN TN OLEH D Mg> 23, Mg0 Z H1Z 0. 26% IR 7= BE D Mg?' &
LI D K ORBE LI, M. SHEEIL Table 8 OO HFD & VN2, FEBR
W, v REARER, BRKKOSFHETCHEE L, EREB2S 11 AR
IT4 ICHREONE L EMNEY DRI Z AT - 72 (Figure 33),

3) ERNIE BEESLUEHBEEDAE
[2.1.2(4) BHW SCFA IRERS X OIMBBEEORE] OHEIZEHOEY & LT,

(4) #EtaH
LT ORBIXEY T EHFRE CT/R &, GraphPad Prism(version8. 4.3, GraphPad
Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA)IT XV #ERHENT 2#1To7=, £, EHMOA
# % Kolmogorov—Smirnov test {2 &V HE L7z, WIZT, Bartlett’ s test (ZX V5
PP EPZHE LT, TNODORHICIVERERDHY, FolHlE SNy
4. One way ANOVA test. Tukey post—hoc test #4T-o7=, EHMERL W, L <
IRE B TH o -8 E 12, Kruskal-Wallis test, Dunn’ s post—hoc test &4T

> 7,
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(a)

@ Control (HFD)

@ Inulin (HFD + 5%Inulin)

Groups

(n=5-6) < @ Inulin + Magnesium citrate * (HFD + Magnesium citrate + 5%Inulin)
@ Inulin + Magnesium hydroxide (Mg(OH),) (HFD + Magnesium hydroxide + 5%Inulin)
® Inulin + Magnesium carbonate (MgCO3) (HFD + Magnesium hydroxide + 5%Inulin)

~
* Trimagnesium Dicitrate Nonahydrate Mg 3(CsHsO7), * 9H,0
(b)
Day -7 Day 0 Day 11
HFD / Ad libitum feeding Inulin or (Inulin + Mg salt) in HFD / Ad libitum feeding
Acclimation period Experimental period
ZT 0 ZT 4 ZT 12

The light d The dark period
(Day11) | e light perio edark p

A

Group O~®
Sampling

Figure 33 EBRFTF AL B.1 ~ VXV AP EBENILBEEL I OHBEEICE 2 5 B8)
(a) BT (b)) EBRATF Y a—1
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313 B8
3.1.3.1 KE-ERE

TV TR AOKREEZFRIL, BRI LY EHE T LE, £/, <
UADEREZTHEL, ~HOEVORHEBEEELHE M Lo, W, B 7% b
L TERLE ARV, EREDT — X T EHRERELFH TS
YU AM=46)DAHTHRHLTWS, FEH, HEEL LIC, HHETHEREZTRD
HAL7e o 7o (Figure 34),

(a) _
Body weight
60
2 50 ; f [
T 40
g 30
< 20
o
© 10
0
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin + Inulin +
Magnesium Magnesium Magnesium
citrate hydroxide carbonate
(b)
Food intake
6
= I
s ° 1 T
2 4 ; I f
2 3
©
2
8 1
i
0
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin + Inulin +
Magnesium Magnesium Magnesium
citrate hydroxide carbonate

Figure 34 Mg *EFTHHBE - FRESFELEARIIRETEE

()7 7ROKE (b)) B2 oEBEE Inulin FEEORERED 5%E 725 XL H TR
EE L7, M2 * S AT 5HIERHK - HRERIZ, TN TN DAHD Mg H3, Mg0 % EFIC 0. 25%R
B Mg L REANBICRD LR LI, T—F X FEHEEHEBRETELE (0 = 4-6),
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3.1.3.2 ElEARBYVOKSEEER
EBNEBEMOKSEERIIAETCOFHIZBWTAHELRERMRHI L o =
(Figure 35),

Water content ratio of cecal contents
70

50
40
30
20
10

Water content ratio (%)

Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin + Inulin +
Magnesium Magnesium Magnesium

citrate hydroxide carbonate

Figure 35 MBI REBARM. W *EFTHHEBE - FRENEBANEVORIEFRIZKRIE
TEE InuliniFOREED YL 2D X IR L, Mg 2 &0 T 5B 3 - HH3RIL,
ZTNZENOAEW D Mg> . Mg0 % fHIZ 0. 26%BRE - D Mg> L RT LI 5 K HRL 7=,
T—H I EHEEHERETE L (0 = 5-6),
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3133 ERALBRESIUHRIRE

RPRERE & Ll UC L Inulin B CIRELER IR E o0 LA M 23 /L b 7z (Figure 36(a)),
—J7, Inulin B & Hb# L C, Inulin + Magnesium hydroxide #£, Inulin + Magnesium
carbonate Bf TILFLEETE B MK FE M 72 > 72 (Figure 36(a)), HEBEIEEIX. Inulin
BEL B LT, Inulin + Magnesium hydroxide B CH EIZIE F L 7= (Figure 36 (b)),

(a) ) )
Lactic acid
0.012 - p=0.0958
— p=0.0612 0=0.0958
£ 0.010 -
s [
o
€ 0.008 A
E |
5 0.006 -
: |
2 0004 - : |
° | I
S 0.002 A [ T
(@]
0.000
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin + Inulin +
Magnesium Magnesium Magnesium
citrate hydroxide carbonate
(b) . .
Acetic acid
0.25
“ob *
< I
< 0.20 A
£ | I
= I T
— 0.15 T E T
S 1
E
= 010
[0}
O
S
S 0.05
0.00
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin + Inulin +
Magnesium Magnesium Magnesium
citrate hydroxide carbonate

Figure 36 MBI RE AR, Mg * A T 2HIBE - ERENEBRALBEES L OERBE I
RIETHE (o) WMEE (O)EFREIEE Inulin (ZEEORERED 5% 725 K 5 ITRME L7, Mg>
EEAT OB - ERIEIL. T ENOLED D Mg¥ A, Mg0 ZEIZ 0. 26%IRE 72D Mg™ &
FELBICARDLORELEZ, ABBIOHBREEIEBNEYORBEERS LV ORELR
WL, T— XX AR ETCERE L (0 = 5-6), *p < 0.05, evaluated using the one-
way ANOVA with Sidak’ s multiple comparisons test. Data of lactic acid concentration
is evaluated using the the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test.
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3.2. KBIEFTILE= O LABARBICEZ2HE
3.21 i

MgO 1E R L LT T, BRETPRHToHm®EL LTEHWeRD, il
P ST W P ] e 38 & FEWRI ME I BR BRI S D, IKBEAKFET I U LD L H 7R
W PERI B 3 IX H e 2 PR L= %, AN E LD, — 77, Mg0, #Kmk{b 7 v
=T LTSN EITHEEENSRINES NI < FERINERI IR aEIN D, &
BEOKBEALT VI =T L VIZUTO LS ICBBmEZTMT 5,

AL(OH)5 + 3HC1 — AICls + 3H,0
Flo, WEBAKBILT VI =T LT VITHEBEICHIEAEDY | REFEHZ R T2 L b A
LI TWb,

FATHIZE TR, BT v bRV TEETLIIXNT TV — L, R 7T H R
H R O ER &2 S U TR o O RO O R FE R A A S 2 e
WE ST D (Nadatani et al., 2019), Zavix, B WO pH D2 5PN A
WCHEZRFTZLEZRBLTWD, £, AFED 3.1 OFEBRTIE, Mg(OH), & 5
Lo TEBRNEERRIEENK T L (Figure 36(b)) . BEREIEEE DK T I Mg (OH) , 23§
OHIBEERICHKET DA REENRD D LB X DT, 22T, BN® pH & IZHES
s PR B 3 D 28I, N O R EY T 5 SCFA DREAEICEE L KIFT DT
T2V E W I &2 T, Mg0 & [F U< FEMINMERIBEIE ToH 5 AL(OH) s N E BN
? SCFA 3 K OV AL IZ RIFTRHEIZ OV T,

o, H2ETIE, HEAERN, Mg0 52X 2 EHNAY T BRI &
FO TgAREICBEENAON DN EMIE LT, TOREE, Inulin fFHKE, Mg0 12 X
DVEBNEMTORBREMET L, AERETROLONRPsTo b0, FEfES
TgA IR HAR T L7, —J7, MgO o B $ G- I (3P 1 gt B2 & #E 0 b TgA e B2 (2 BAEE I
Rohgholo, HFD RIS K 5 BB B ELR . Mg0 DG 23 # 8 TgA REICE
XDWBLERRTEN RPN LRE LR o2 AR TEHET S5, L2 L, Inulin
OB, ALOH) ;s N EEF O Tgh BEICKIETEEICOVWTIE, FERZIRH I
Binolb OO, —EOMEMELET 2 LNk D, 3.2.3 THRREZRIWT D,
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3.22 EBRHMHEBLUFE
(1) 5%
Fe.3.2() @] oEIC#EH @Y & L,

(2) EBRTHI>

3.2 DFERRTIT, Mg0 &R U< FEUNHEHIERHE TH 5 AL (0H) 5 235 M5 SCFA I
BLOIBEEICKETEZEBIZONWTHATZ, v U A%, L, Inulin #£, Inulin
+ AL(OH) s BED 3 BEIZ T 7o R IT m IR & Z v (Table 8) (R E & (2% L T Inulin
1T 5%/ % KO WCIREE L7z, AL(OH) s DJREEIZE L Tid. Mg0 % £EIT 0. 25% R 7= I
D Mg*' & AL(OH)s @ AIYBEEAEIC/2 D L OICFHE L, REF L7, M. <R
Table 8 MM HFD Z 7z, FEERHIM T, ~ v 2T AEHERE. B HBEKD LM
TCTREL, EBREAK2D 11 BHO IT4 ICEREBLOEBN pH OHEEZITWV., B
M N9 % BB L 7= (Figure 37),
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(a)
.
@ Control (HFD)

Groups < @ Inulin (HFD + 5%Inulin)

(n = 5-6)
® Inulin + Al(OH); (HFD + AI(OH); + 5%Inulin)
-~
(b)
Day -7 Day 0 Day 11
HFD / Ad libitum feeding Inulin or (Inulin + Al(OH)3) in HFD / Ad libitum feeding
Acclimation period Experimental period

ZT 0 ZT 4 ZT 12

(Day11)

!

Group O~®
Sampling

Figure 37 EBRF¥F AV (3.2 KBBILTAI =T ABBHNBEIICE X 3 BE)
(a) BT (b)) ERAZ D 2—b
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(3) EM pH DAIE
[2.1.2Q) BN pH ORIE] OIIZFEHEHOEY & Lz,

(4) SR BRESKLY SCFA REDAE

WIEE CERRBRPMESLL TW2Z &b, ABFZE TiX, FIZ GC-FID ZHWTEW
NILBEREE RS L OSCFAREZMEL TS, LaL, EEESROZ{L T’ 6
DHOF VT HATHL~NV U LG ENED L2206, 3.2 DFEE, 3.30
FBRTIL, GC-FID KW DBV U LATHM AR AT A7 v~ 7 7 H &R
(GC-MS) ZHWTHEBREITo7=, £, 1.5nl Fa—TIC~vVADODEBNEY%E 50
mg IV &V, v FLrz—T At ruaaRAE 21l OFETRMLE L O% 600
pl TOWMU, EHICHEES) pl ZMX . AVT v 7 ATELHEELE, Zii,
14000 rpm T 30 A E LA BEA TV, H72ICHELZ 1.6 nl F =2 — 712 BiF 300
nlz®B Uiz, FEAREE L TIMSI-HZ 100 g1 #@ML, AT v 7 ATEL
Lz, e—=F7 1y 7 ZHWT 30 7. 60°CTHRIE L%, 10 55 HIK L TH
& L7, =R, 14000 rpm T 30 BEE LA BEAZ L, EEEZ A T VICE Y LT
¥v 5 YU —4F 2L [InertCap Pure-WAX (30 m X 0.25 mm, df = 0.5 pm); 3
—T YA =R, HRK, BARJIICEALE, 2hz¥ o7 b L, GC-MS THH L
oo FEEZRVBRWEROBELNEY I +oIlwBad, mEELFNLEZ, §

5PN SCFA B 1T umol/mg dry cecal weight THEH L 7-.

(5) #EEtA

T ORERIL Y ZFEUEFLFE CT/R S 4, GraphPad Prism(version8. 4.3, GraphPad
Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA)IT XV #ERHENT 2#1To7-, £, EHMOA
4 % Kolmogorov—Smirnov test {2 X VW H|E L7=, &IZ, Bartlett’ s test (T X V%
DN ENPZHE L, TUNOORHICEVIEHMERH D, FEoB eI %
4. One way ANOVA test., Tukey post—hoc test #{T-o7=, IEHMEN2 W, L <
EARESHTH > 7285121, Kruskal-Wallis test, Dunn’ s post—hoc test 47T

> 77,
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3.23 BR

3.23.1 hE-ERE

Yo TV TRICE~Y Y ADKEZFHL, BT LoV E2 I 7Rz, £
o, v~V AOEREBEEZWEL, ~BHLVOFHERELZFEHLL, KE, E2E
Ehic, HETHERZIRD b h o7z (Figure 38),

(a) (b)
Body weight Food intake
60 ~ 6
>
@ 50 S 5
~ ~
< 40 Xy
k) e
ag) 30 E 3
> 20 £ 2
2 10 g 1
[
0 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
AlI(OH)3 AlI(OH)3

Figure 38 GBI AEAE. AL(OH); & Inulin DB HRELBABICRIETRE

()Y 7V ITRORE (b)) —Hbh OERR

Inulin IZEE DR EREO 5%& 7225 X H IZIREE L7z, AL(OH) 31X, AI®23 MgO % #HIT 0. 25%7E ¥ 7= %
DM EREN IR DEIRE LI, T—F X FEHEEHREBRETELE (0 = 5-6),

3.232 ElBABRYDKASERHE
KPPREE, Inulin B, Inulin + AL(OH); BED BN EM KD & H R % g L= M3,
SHEMICHEEREITXA N o 7= (Figure 39),

Water content ratio of cecal contents

g 60 )
o 50 .
S 40
& 30
C
g 20
3 10
©
= 0
Control Inulin Inulin +
AI(OH)3

Figure 39 EEVAEARK., AL(OD); & Inulin OHAREBENRYOKSEERICRITTEE
Tnulin IZEE DR ERED 5% 725 L HITIREE Lz, AL(OH) 5 1%, A1%*23 MgO Z EHIT 0. 26%JE & 7= B
D Mg ERENVEICRD LR LE, T—XITEYEEHERETHRLEZ (0 = 5-6),
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3.2.3.3 EHEWA pH
RERRRE L LB LT, Tnulin B TIZEHWN pH A EIZIK TN L7z (Figure 40(a)), A
BEREIBREHIN 27280 Inulin BEE L T, Inulin + A1 (OH) s B T,

SN pH 23 FH L7 (Figure 40(a)).

3334 ERAALBRESKLU SCFARE

FLER IR I M CAHB R DB D bR o 7z (Figure 40(b)), EEfEEE, &
B R BEEABE LI Inulin A & BEBE L. Inulin + AL(OH) s BECTHEICIE T L
7z (Figure 40(c) (d) (e)), FLERURJE L 8 SCFA R DOMEHZ SV TH, Inulin B &
Fedg U Inulin + AL (OH) s BE TH EIME T L7z (Figure 40(f)), 2B DFERMN S |
AL(OH) 3 1% Inulin (2 &Y B4R L7z SCFAREZBHEZE I T SEDL Z LN RS NI,

3.335 EEPDIgARE
FEAH PO Tgh BETMHBAEL LKL T, Inulin BECTHEBEZ R LENA R L2
WO LR Tz, Inulin + AL(OH) ;s BED Tgh JREE T, XA L LI L CTHEICH

2ro 7= (Figure 41),
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(a) (b)

Cecal pH Lactic acid
73 - o 0.0014 -
o I
72 é £ 00012 T
~
o
71 € 00010
< 3
T§ 70 g 0.0008
S 69 A T 0.0006 -
68 g 00004 -
c
6.7 - 8 0.0002 -
6.6 0.0000
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
Al(OH)3 Al(OH)3
(c) (d)
Acetic acid Propionic acid
0.018 - 0.0045 -
B —_— S N
2 0.016 - 4 00040 {
S 0014 A £ 00035 |
o
E 0012 € 00030
= [ 3
<~ 0010 - < 00025 {
= I_ S l
S 0008 - S 00020 A l
© ©
S 0006 - = 00015 A
c j
S 0004 A 8 0.0010
c c
S 0002 S 0.0005 -
0.000 0.0000
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
Al(OH)3 AlI(OH)3
(e) (f)
Butyric acid Lactic acid + Total SCFAs
0.0040 - + 0.030 -
— | —_— — *
2 00035 2 0005 |
E 0.0030 - E
S 00025 { ] £ 0020 4 I
< 0.0020 - l c 0015 - I
o Q
£ 00015 4 £ 0010 -
g 00010 A 5
S 00005 - l 5 009
0.0000 0.000
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
Al(OH)3 Al(OH)3

Figure 40 A A AR A1(OH); & Inulin OGS SN pH, 55 A LB B 5 KL O SCFA
BECRETREE

(a) BEIGWN pH (b) FLEEIRE (o) BEERIREE () 7 m A U ERIE (o) BAERIRE (F) FLEE + #2 SCFA I
BE (K8 SCRA IR EEIIMERRIREE . e A4 VEBRIREE . BRERIREE OHRET) Inulin (ZEEOKRERE D 5% &
725 X IR L, AL(OH) 5 1, A1%72% Mg0 % fHIZ 0. 26% IR 72 BE D Mg & AT L2725 X H IR
L7, MBI SCFA X EBRNEYOBREZRL-VORELZREH L, 7 — X IXEY E
HHETER L= (n = 5-6), *p < 0.05 and ™p < 0.01, evaluated using the one-way ANOVA
with Tukey' s post hoc test. Tp < 0.05, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with
Dunn’ s post hoc test.
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Concentration of fecal IgA
80 -
70
60 -
50 -
40 |
30
20 -

101 ’—|—‘
0

Control Inulin Inulin + AI(OH)s

Concentration (u g/g fecal weight)

Figure 41 BRI RBEAR, AL(0H); & Tnulin OHAREFET D IgA BEICRIETHE
Inulin (ZEEORE RO 5%& 72D L 9 IR L7z, ALOH)siX, AL*AS Mg0 % fHIZ 0. 25%R 72 B
DOMg¥ERTENLEIC/ARDEORMLE, T— XX FEHEEHERETE LI (b = 5-6),

*p < 0.05, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test.
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SIWIEIITRVVL BIEAN DD LDNGRAREBICEZSFE
3.3.1 Fif

ZZETOERIZED . M0 &R UIHEWINMERFRE TH % AL(OH) 5 1% Inulin H A&
WLk TERLESHANEIREE, Yo d  mikE, MBREEZAEICKRTSE
7z (Figure 40(c) (d) (e))o ZH B DFEF D Mg0 |12 &k % SCFA K FEMIXHE
BRMRLOTIE RN ERREB I,

MgO & AL(OH) 3 25 FF-> B M5 P9 SCEA i FEAX FAEMIE, MIER/EICH kT 2 b D7D
MERGET 2720, 22 TiE, B COMBIEMNZFR2WIE DN E RN SCRA IR E
VAR o RN

e TR LI MO ITBENTUTO LS IZET D,

MgO + 2HC1 — MgCls + H,0

IO ENDL, REITIX., WIBERAEZRZZ2VWHE L LT, MgCl,, CaCl, & AW

HZ b,

3.3.2 ERMHEBLUFE
(1) 8%
[2.3.2() @] oEICFEEO@EY & LT,

(2) EBRTHIY

AWFFED Z i E TOEERTMg0 & AL(OH) s N EHBN SCFAREZE NS L Z &N
RENT (Figure 40), Z 0> SCFA i FEAR FIEMIE. Mg0 & AL (OH) 5 o> il B2 A AT 1T Ok
THLORONPERIET D72, 3.3 DEBRTIX, B TOMMBIEM%Z R/ 720 MgCl,
R CaCly 3 PN SCRA R EEIC RIE§ B &2 i~ 7,

FERBEIT . ATPRBE. Inulin &£, Inulin + MgCl.Bf. Inulin + CaCl o BED 4 B & L
7o BRI m G % v (Table 8) . MRE &K LT Inulin IX 6%I27 2 & 5 (ZIREH
L7z, MgCly =0 CaCly X, £ T DILEH D Mg* R Ca A3, Mg0 Z #H(Z 0. 26% R /-
BRoO Mg™ & [FEAEIZ /2D K OIREE LTz, . &L Table 8 DR D HFD %
Wiz, Fio, ERBIMEE R/ARICMZ S0, PR, Inulin #8115 3.2 O£ &
LBOREE Ao, EBRMHGS, v v ATEHERE, AHPOKOFMFETTEHE L,

EERBMLND 11 HAO ZT4 (SR EB XL OEHN pH ORIEZ1TV ., BELNEY &
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B LU 7= (Figure 42),

(a)

/
@ Control (HFD)

@ Inulin (HFD + 5%Inulin)

Groups <
(n=5-6) . _
@ Inulin + MgCl, (HFD + MgCl, + 5%Inulin)
@ Inulin + CaCl, (HFD + CaCl, + 5%Inulin)
NG
(b)
Day -7 Day 0 Day 11
HFD / Ad libitum feeding Inulin or [Inulin + (MgCl; or CaCl)] in HFD / Ad libitum feeding
Acclimation period Experimental period

ZT 0 ZT 4 ZT 12
Experimental period

The light period The dark period
(Dayll) e lignht perio p

A

Group O~®
Sampling

Figure 42 EBF A L (3.3 Bk~ R U A HEEIAL T T AN ERANILEEREES L O SCFA
BEICHEZDIEE)
(ST OEBRXTFa—1

115



(3) M pH DAIE

[2.1.2Q) BN pH ORIE] OIIZFEHEHOEY & Lz,

(4) GOMS IZ&2ERMNFBRES IV SCFA REDAE

[3.2.2(4)GCMS (2 X 2 BN ALEL I E F5 L Y SCFA B E o flE ] OIEIZE#H O
D& L7,

(5) #EHSHT

T ORBITEY T EHEFR 2 T/R S, GraphPad Prism(version8. 4.3, GraphPad

Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA)IZ Xk Y #2117 -7-, £, EHMEOH
4 % Kolmogorov—Smirnov test (2 L VW H|E L7, &KIZ

Bartlett’ s test & L V&
S ENEFHELE, 2060 L Y ERERXH D, o8 EHIE I N5
A
=

. One way ANOVA test. Tukey post—hoc test #fTo7-, IEHMR 720,

H L <
IEARESETH > 7285 121X. Kruskal-Wallis test, Dunn’ s post—hoc test 4T

> 7,
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3.33 R
3331 hE-ERE

YTV TRICE~Y Y ADOKRELZFH LD & O A& Figure 43 12 LT,
¥, vV AOBRAREEZEL, ~BHLVOFHEREZFEH L, KR, B8
LB, HEITHERZITRD bR h o7 (Figure 43),

(a)

Body weight
60 -
2 40
@
g 30 4
5 20 -
o
D 10
0
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin +
MgCl2 CaCl2
(b) )
Food intake
6 -
g5 . ]
2 4 ] I :
(0]
s 3 1
£, ]
ge)
1]
0
Control Inulin Inulin + Inulin +
MgCl2 CaCl2

Figure 43 EIEAEAR. MgCl, £7-1X CaCl, & Inulin OHANKELEARICRITTEE
(7Y 7RoKE b)) —HH7EVOEAEE Inulin I ZEEORERED 5%& 725 X 5 IZIREE
L7=, MgCl,, CaClyid, TN FHRDLEW D Mg? 23, Mg0 Z B2 0. 25% IR 7= B D Mg & [RE /L3
W75 X OREB LIz, 7 — XX EHLEHERETELE (n = 5-6),
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3.33.2 EBABYDKSERE
SEREAE. Inulin B, Inulin + MgCl. %%, Inulin + CaCl, BED EMNEY DK E
AREZHB LN, EOFRICEBWTOHAEREITRO b ol (Figure 44),

Water content ratio of cecal contents
60

50
40
30
20
10

(=

Water content ratio (%)

Control Inulin lnulin + Inulin +

MgCl2 CaClz

Figure 44 EEABARKE. MeCl, £7-1% CaCl, & Inulin DHFARSBRNED DK ESHRIZ
RISTEE Inulin ZHOKRERD 5%E 725 X 9 IR L7, MgCl,, CaCl, X, #hZEhoik
Ao Mg> N, Mg0 ZEFIC 0. 26%RE7ZFED Me> L REALEICR D L H2BALEZ, F—XIx T
HIEARERETE LI (n = 5-6),
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3.3.3.3 HHEAW pH

KERE S I LT, Inulin BETIZEGN pH ZA BT L, Inulin fE& B L
T, Inulin + MgCL#ETIX. EMW pH A EIC EH L7z (Figure 45(a)), —J7.
Inulin B & Tnulin + CaCL BEDMIICIZ, EMW pH DFERZTRD LN o7
(Figure 45(a)), 2B Z &b, MgClyid CaCly & B L C, Inulin BRIZ XV K
TLEEBNPHZ L VBFICEF I EBREINT,

3334 ERANABRELSIVUSCFARE

HEBBBEEIIHM CHEERENRD LN o7 (Figure 45(b)), HEMEIRIE, 7' &
A R, BEERIREIE Inulin BE & HEEE L, Inulin + MgCl: B, Inulin + CaCl,
BECAHBEIIE T L7z (Figure 45(c) (d) (e)). FLERURFE & #8 SCFA R OFEHZ DU
TH, InulinBEE L L, Inulin + MgCl. &, Inulin + CaCl, BECHEIZIK F L7z
(Figure 45(f)), ZH B DHKRN S, MgClay, CaClyiFIIZ, Tnulinic LV EF L7
SCFAREZBEZIIK FESE L Z Enrang,
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Cecal pH Lactic acid
7.3 1 *k *k 0.0014 -
72 # ? 00012 4 —
>
71 + g 00010
3
70 | + < 00008 4
s
6.9 1 % 0.0006 -
68 - S 0.0004 -
3
67 & 00002 -
6.6 T T T ) 0.0000
Control Inulin |nulin + Inulin + Control  Inulin |nulin + Inulin +
MgCl2 CaCl2 MgCl2  CaCl2
(c) (d)
Acetic acid Propionic acid
0.018 - - 0.0045 - *
@ 0016 A x B 0.0040 R S
3 0014 S 00035 -
£ 0012 - £ 00030 |
Z 0010 = 0.0025 -
) S
% 0008 - % 00020 -
£ 0006 4 £ 00015
[ [
S 0004 2 00010 -
o
iE m i
0.000 0.0000
Control Inulin  |nulin + Inulin + Control Inulin = |nulin + Inulin +
MgCl2  CaCl2 MgCl2  CaClz
(e) (f)
Butyric acid Lactic acid + Total SCFAs
0.0040 - —_— 0.0300 - N
—~ | — )
g 00035 E 00250 1 *
3 0.0030 - 2
£ |
£ 00025 A = 00200
S 00020 A S 00150
= ©
g 0.0015 2 00100 |
g 00010 2
5 mom L ' B
0.0000 0.0000
Control Inulin = |nulin + Inulin + Control Inulin = |nulin + Inulin +
MgCl2  CaCl2 MgCl2  CaClz

Figure 45 WS AT AR, MgCl, £ 721X CaClz & Inulin OPFHMBERN pll. EHNALBEE
BLOSCFA BERZCERETHEE (8N pi (b) HEEEE (O FREE () 7rbdrBi
(e) BAMA YR BE (f) FLBE + ¥ SCFA JREE (W8 SCFA IREEIIMFMRAIREE, V' m U4 VBRIRE . BRERIRE O
#Et)  Inulin (ZEFOMREE D 5%& 725 X 9 IR L7, MgCl,, CaCl, T, ThEnofbamo
Mg? 23, MgO % HIZ 0. 25% R E /2B D Mg & T AT D L SR L7z, FEE L OVSCFAIXE
BNEYOGRERH-VOREZEHR LL, T XX FHEHERZETRLE (n = 5-6),

*p < 0.05 and **p < 0.01, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’ s post hoc
test.

Acetic acid: HFD vs. Inulin + MgCl, p=0.0773

Propionic acid: HFD vs. Inulin + MgCl, p=0.0830

Butyric acid: HFD vs. Inulin + MgCl, p=0.0541, HFD vs Inulin + CaCl, p=0.0626

Lactic acid + Total SCFAs: HFD vs. Inulin + MgCl, p=0.0830
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3.4 FAAXINGRNREICERSEE
3.1 i

INETOERICEY, HIEEIEMZ R0 MgCly & CaCly 23 & B3N O BERR IR |
Tu vt UBRE, BBREEZRTSE S ENRENT (Figure 45(c) (d) (o)),
IO ORERNS BN SCFA OREMR TERIX. HNOHIEBIERICH KT 2 b0
TIERWATEBME D R S Tz,

MgO IZMBFENDRBEL LiF 2 Z & THERENLEENICKSZS Y | Ex
Fon< T 5, BITHETIT, BEETHTHLARI =F L7 a—AnERM
W ICRH R A2 b b T 2 EARE I TWD (Tropini er al., 2018), Mg0
\Z &% SCFA JEEMR TEMIZ. REEDOZEAITHE S MM & O ZE Iz ok
% EWIRFAENL T, Mg EIFMERAMEFF O B 2 FHRINNME#. 5N SCFA
FEs X OVILER IR P I R\ E T B & R L 7=,

AN BAE T AL FERIE TR S, S Thihe Lo, AR
AT, FERIEE TR OMRE D+ 53 ThhroleGa TR AL T 22 &
WRD BTV D, R FARNZE. ADNGRITEE TR & RIBREME TR 2S00 /)
MERIBME FANC I e ~ . RIBRIEMETANC T YA A v (KEP B X044 T
I%” Daiou” & EKFLT D), EaxALT 7= F NI DUARERDH D, RIENET AL
WBEZRET L2 ICk v Eodit a2t 5, — . FERBMEFH O Mg0 X, 15
ENOREELY LT 52 LICL0BERENGIBEBENIZKS Zl AR, 421k
SHLZ LKV ERZMIET D, MgO (XFERPLME TAIOF THEB TANIC S
D, WINBHIREIZOGAHSNDHPREAENEELTH D,

AKRFEERTIL, Mg0 LT ORL L TR E LT, FEHETHTHLAXA ATV %
HWic, #A4FvIZEaINLcEy )  FIEER/NGETRIREND Z &7 < KIBIZ
FEL, BAMECA# S, LAy T2 rz24Emt s, 44712, Zov
AT AR PGEOT T TNy ~NFREICER L IR ENEE A EE L, oG
BHOOKSWIEIH T D Z L TCEHTEREZRT, BITHETIEF A A VIETH
MOEETT7y hOBNMEOFELEZ RES B ELIZEBHREINLTND
(Kon et al., 2018), &5 2 B TIL, MgO BNEAME OFIELL 2 AL S &5 2 & 3R
EnioZ b (Figure 11,18,25,31), R UK BNMEE~EET L Z L 3HE S
NTWDLEA AT, Inulin & OOFHRE, IEAMEE. BN FLERIRE I & O SCFA
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BRI RIT TRV T AT,

3.42 RBMHEBIUHE
(1) B9
re. 1.2 @Y] OEIZEELO@EY & LT,

(2) ERBRTHI1>

Mg0 (Z & % SCPA I AR TR 1%, RBIE DO ZALITHE S 5N Al 1 O 1% sk 281k 12
KT DLW IR AT, Mg0 LITEMBEFORLRD TAITH D244 4 UM IHNH
W, BN SCFARIE R X ORI B IS RIE T B A RAE L 72,

BEIEL, ATPRRE, Tnulin &%, Inulin + Daiou D 3REE L7z, EHIXEMENI& %2 AW
(Table 8), fHOMEEIZxI L C Inulin (X 2. 5%, Daiou I% 0.5%272 % £ 5 IZIREE L
oo BEOBEMBMERELZEDEDL D, FREEICIE, BFORERED 2.5%CH725
cellulose ZiREE L7z, M. M EME % K/ NRICM A D720, KFHEE. Inulin Bf
Z2.40EBRLILMORELZ AW, ERHIM D, ~ v A TAHER, AHBKOE
TR CREL, EBRIAKBNS 11 HEO ZT4 IZEEB X OEBN pH OJIE &7V,
EMNEY L EME 2 RILL - (Figure 46),
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(a)
_
@ Control (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose)

Groups < @ Inulin (HFD + 2.5%lInulin)

(n = 5-6)
@ Inulin + Daiou (HFD + 2.5%]nulin + 0.5% Daiou)
~
(b)
Day -12 Day 0 Day 11
HFD / Ad libitum feeding Inulin or (Inulin + Daiou ) in HFD / Ad libitum feeding
Acclimation period Experimental period
ZT 0 T 4 ZT 12

(Dayll)

A

Group O~®
Sampling

Figure 46 EBRT VA v 3.4 FAFTUBBHNEREICE X D EE)
(DT OEBRATFa—1

(3) B pH DRIE

[2.1.23) BB pH ORE] OHIZFEHOEY & LT,

(4) ElEAHSCFA BESLUVIABEEDAE
[2.1.2(4) BN SCFAIRERBS X OABEEORE] oEICE#HO@E & Lz,

(5) #Erom
BRSO 2 ToORBEITEY £ H G ZE TR &L, GraphPad
Prism(version8. 4.3, GraphPad Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA)IZ X ¥V %t3f
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M 24T > 72, £, EHMEOH L Kolmogorov-Smirnov test {2 X W HE L7=,
RIZ, Bartlett’ s test ICKVESBNGNEZHE LT, ZHLOZHTIC LY IER
PER B . EoE L HE S =4S, One way ANOVA test, Tukey post—hoc test
AT T IEHMEDR 20 6 L IIARESH Th - 725 H 121 Kruskal-Wallis test,
Dunn’ s post-hoc test 1T 7z, B Z Ak % PERMANOVA (2 L ¥ FAfi L 7=, PERMANOVA
1% QIIME % W THERHIEMT 21T - 7=,

343 BR
3.43.1 KE

Yo TV TRICE~ Y ADKREZFHL, I EDO¥HE 7 T 7I12m LT,
M CTABERAREOEIIRON Lo - (Figure 47), ~ 7 A XREA W L, HFD % [#
DIefx 52 TR, B2 BRICH LR OERT LIV ANEBY, EHRRER
BEAGTERpo772®, 77 7IZEARL TR,

Body weight
60 -
1

< 50 |
= 40 4
o0
2 30 -
>
T 20 A
[aa]

10

0

Control Inulin Inulin + Daiou

Figure 47 &JENiBE AWK, Daiou & Inulin DHFAPRKEICKITTEE
BEDMEEIZK L. Inulin iZ 2.5%. Daiou 1Z 0.5%272 2 K 9 REE LT, T — Z L %R
ZTHFRLEZ( = 5-6),
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3.432 EBABYMOKSERE

XHRRFE, Inulin B & e L C Inulin + Daiou BETIX, BEBHNAEYW DK & A R
MWAEBEIC LR U (Figure 48), 2O OFER NS, Daiou DEEHIZ XV BN D K
BREMT 52 ERRBINT,

Water content ratio of cecal contents

ok

80 -
70 4
60
50
40 A
30 A
20 A
10 -

*%

-

Water content ratio (%)

Control Inulin Inulin + Daiou

Figure 48 EJENiBTERAKE, Daiou & Inulin DHAREBRNEYWOASEHERIIRITTEE
BEDMERICK L, Inulin iZ 2.5%. Daiou 1X 0.5%22 2 K 9 REE LT, T — X LV %R
#ZTELEZ (O = 5-6),

3.43.3 BAME RO S kit

XPHREE. Inulin BE. Inulin + Daiou B Simpson Index Z M L7-2, A E 727
TR SN0z (Figure 49(a)), — . BZERMEIT 3 MR TAHEICELLLE
(Figure 49(b)), BAEMICEOFMICABEREN DL ONERAET L0, 2T
DDRMT AT > 7, W, FREE. Inulin BEIZ. EAEYE Z &/DRICINZ 2 BT
2.4 DFEBREILEBOHEZMH N TEY XMEEL Inulin FED B ZERIEDHE R T Figure
30(c) TRRIZR L TWA Y, ZZTIEHHET DS, BEEL Inulin + Daiou #f,
Inulin #£ & Inulin + Daiou fED B ZHMEZ TN ENEKTHE, WTRLAEI
RPp-oTWDHIENRENT, ZTUHORMENL, Inulin S, 14 A DIXEH
ME#E L ARICEILSED Z ENRENT,
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(a)

0.8
0.6
0.4

Simpson Index

0.2

Simpson Index

. Control

D Inulin + Daiou

Control

Inulin Inulin +
Daiou
PC2 (13.08 % .
®
L%
“
©
¢
]
©
c °
PERMANOVA
test statistic 2.3033
p-value 0.0050

(b)

(d)

_F:?:
(%] .’
°
L ]
o
(%
°
°
L ]
°
//' ° PCT (17.04
//
Il control PERMANOVA
. Inulin test statistic 2.2883
D Inulin + Daiou p-value 0.001
pezines s ©
°
[ ]
%] ®
®
©
Y
,/. e
rd
.
PERMANOVA
W i test statistic | 2.2921
D Inulin + Daiou p-value 0.012

Figure 49 E eI BB AN, Daiou & Inulin AN BNHEZOLERICKITTEE

(a) o Z4k1% (Simpson Index) (b) B ZARME (RFREEE vs.
B L hEME (T HBEE vs.

UniFrac distance THEH L7,

ZIXTRLOMME L Z 1T - T2,
o ZHEME © The Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test.
B 2 HEME © A permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA).
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Tnulin #f vs.
Inulin + Daiou &) (d) B Z#EME (Inulin BE vs.
OMEEIZK L. InuliniX 2. 5% . DaioulX 0.5%lc 72 % X 5 J&EE L 72, PCoA 3d plots ¥ unweighted
a BREMDT — Z X L EYERETE L (n =

Tnulin + Daiou &) (c)
Inulin + Daiou #f) £H

5,

6), #7T —




3.434 BARAMEOHMFES

o1 mERE 2 mTHiRATE K DI, KBS ClL Akkermansia, Bacteroides,
Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus, Lactococcus, Odoribacter 0 6 FEEH® J&1Z 35 B
L7, ZUBIFMHERMFEENRENWI L, oM F T4 7 AL LTHAIATH
HIZE, EREOBHEBRBFICERE SN TWD Z & KRB TR ZIENRD 5
NIz l%2EEBLTCEELKE, Figure 50 (a) ICKBEDOIFNHIFE # D Taxonomy
summary & 7’ U7, XFFREE Inulin i & bl U C Inulin + Daiou ff ClX Akkermansia
DX FERENA BEITHEM L7z (Figure 50 (b)), *FRERE & tk#E L T, Inulin + Daiou
BETIX Lactococcus DFRIAFIEENA B2 A Uiz (Figure 50(f)), Odoribacter
OFIRAFERIT G REE & el U C L InulinBE TR MM 2 7 57z (Figure 50(g)),
Bacteroides, Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus DX FIEEIL, RERIC A B 2R =N
R ootz (Figure 50(c) (d) (e)),

3.435 EWAW pH

SFRRAE & H# L Cllnulin #ECTIXEMN O pH 3 A EIIK T L7z (Figure 51(a)),
—J . Inulin + Daiou BED EMFN pH 1L, Inulin ff & bl L C EFEM 72 - 7= (Figure
51(a)), ZNHOFERNSG . Inulin IZ K VKT L7 EMWN pH IX Daiou @ HFHIC &
D ERTHZERRBINT,

3.436 ERAALBMRESKLU SCFARE

KRR & bt U C, Inulin + Daiou M CTHAMEEOAER EADBR O
(Figure 51(b)), MEMRHRAE, 70 B A MR AL, SRR EEIE Inulin ICX W AEIC L
F- L7z (Figure 51(c) (d) (e)), WFRRUREE, 7w B4 UERIRE, BMIRE VT HIC
WTh, Tnulin & & @ LT, Inulin + Daiou B CIRME 2 /R L7228, A E 2 ZEITR
b o 7 (Figure 51(c) (d) (e)), FLERIREL & i SCFA IRE O GFH 2 HH L7
LA, RBEEL LT, Inulin BECTIXAER EANE® 54, Inulin + Daiou
FECTIX EFMEm AR &7 (Figure 51(F)), 2D DR RS Daiou (X, Inulin

2RV RH U7 SCFAJREE 2 BTN T S8 5 2 &7 < SCFA I EE X T 1 1% MgO
DHFBBIITHDZ ENRRBEINT,
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100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

m Akkermansia

m Anaeroplasma
Pseudomonas
Proteus
Desulfovibrio

m Sutterella

m Sphingomonas

m Mycoplana

m Clostridium
Dialister

m Oscillospira

m [Clostridium]

m Mycoplasma

m Stenotrophomonas
Acinetobacter
Klebsiella
Delftia

m Achromobacter

m Phenylobacterium

m Coprobacillus

m Allobaculum
Ruminococcus

M Anaerotruncus

m [Ruminococcus]

H Roseburia W Robinsoniella
50% m Dorea m Coprococcus
Blautia Anaerofustis
Dehalobacterium SMB53
40% Clostridium m Candidatus Arthromitus
W Turicibacter W Streptococcus
Lactococcus M Leuconostoc
30% m Lactobacillus m Enterococcus
m Facklamia M Aerococcus
20% Staphylococcus Jeotgalicoccus
3
® Mucispirillum m Cloacibacterium
m [Prevotella] m Odoribacter
10% m Butyricimonas m Alistipes
H Prevotella M Parabacteroides
m Bacteroides m Adlercreutzia
0% Bifidobacterium ® Propionibacterium
Control Inulin Inulin + Daiou m Corynebacterium m undetermined
(b) (c) (d)
Akkermansia Bacteroides Bifidobacterium
*
0.2 - x ° 0.045 0.14
8 FE g o
S ol 8 Og’gz S o1 l
:‘3 01 % 0025 _KS“ 0.08
@ o 0.02 o 0.06
B o = Oooéi' T 004
& & 0005 & o
0 e 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
Daiou Daiou Daiou
(e) (f) (8
Lactobacillus Lactococcus Odoribacter
045 035 o 0.0035 p=0.0623
g o4 8 o3 8 0003
2 s o g o
2 0632 § o 1 S 00025
3 025 2 o2 E 0002
S 2 3
o 02 o 015 o 00015
2 015 = I 2
s £ n £ o001
3 N o [7)
€ 005 & 005 I £ 00005
0 0 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin = Inulin +
Daiou Daiou Daiou

Figure 50 BRI BE AR, Daiou & Inulin DHAPEHEICRITTHE

(a) Taxonomy summary (b)Akkermansia OGN E O IFER  (c) Bacteroides @ i PNHIE O

Y%t A & (d) Bifidobacterium O NI O FE % TFTE & (e) Lactobacillus @ [f Nl o FH %t

e R (£) Lactococcus D R NANE O X FTE & (g) Odoribacter OGN E O X FIE R fH
DOREREICHK L, Tnulin X 2. 5%, Daiou (X 0.5%27e 5 X HIREE L=, MEOHMIFERDT —

561Ifﬁi$¥@§/§\?§’6§ L7 = 5-6), *p < 0.05 and *p < 0.01, evaluated using the

Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test.
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Cecal pH Lactic acid
73 A . . B— 0.05 - Tt
72 4 # p=0.0520 /go
— < 004 A
71 + 3
T 5
e 70 - Z 003 A
§ 6o $ g
S 002 -
6.8 - g
6.7 - § 0.01 A
6.6 - 0.00 .
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
Daiou Daiou
(c) (d)
Acetic acid Propionic acid
020 A N 0025 A
o0 _— b *%
€ £ —_—
3 3 002
g 015 A g
3 3
E g 0.015 1
5 010 1 2
= < 001 4
£ 0.05 g
3 S 0005 -
0.00 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
Daiou Daiou
(e) (f)
Butyric acid Lactic acid + Total SCFAs
0,045 - T 0.30 q p=0.0582
£ 004 ® o
= E 025
S 0035 - E
3 003 A 3 020 -
- =
s 002 4 S 015 4
£ 002 A 5
8 0015 - < 010 A
S 001 4 2
o : S 0.05 -
0.005 - ©
0 0.00
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
Daiou Daiou

Figure 51 mMIEHiAE A, Daiou & Inulin OHF AP EEN pH, S ILERIE & B X U8 SCFA
BECLETHE

(a) EMFN pH (b) AR IR E (o) FEMRIRE (d) 7 mr A4 VR (o) BRMAIRE (f) ILEE + # SCFA &
BE (¥ SCFA e BE (I WERR IR BE . 7' 0 B4 RURFE | BEMR IR FE OFEE) fFOME BT L, Tnulin i
2.5%, Daiou X 0.5%272% K HIREE L 72, BB KO SCFAIZEBANAY O BERH =D O
ErHHLE, T XX FEHEEERETELEZ (= 5-6),

*p < 0.05 and *p < 0.01, evaluated using the one-way ANOVA with Tukey s post hoc test.
Tp < 0.05 and TTp < 0.01, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post
hoc test.
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35 EE

(1) MgO A DTHI-HERFASHEA SCFA REIZDOWNT
D TRV LENEBRRN SCFA IZE 3L\ TODER

ARETIEL, MO BN EREICKIETZEDIWEREN R OO TH D0 EMIAEL T,
E9. 3.1 T Mg¥ 2 B H T 5 TAL HIERIEN G BN ERIRE B X OFERE IR &
TR A RGE L2, £ ORFE. Mg (0H) 2, MgCO; 2% Tnulin T k5 U 7= FLER I FE % K
TEELIBmAR LT (Figure 36(a)), —75, Mgs(CeHs07) 2 » 9H0 TIT A E R AL
TR BN o 7 (Figure 36(a)), F7-. Mg(OH), IIFIMRIRE LA EICE TSI EL
23, Mgs (CeHs07) 2 + 9H20, MgCOs TITHERIR BE DA BERIR TR & 4727y o 72 (Figure
36(b), ZNDHDEIX, TNENOMEDFFOHEORFBICH KT L EEND D
LERZOND, 72U~ 7Ry HIEHIEEAE R & Ff 72 2, MeCos 13 il B 75 ] 2 £7
SbDOO, ERETE <, Mg0 OHIBIEHOK s b Tnd, £, KiTH%E
T, Fo7e bR TIT/EM L, BROZWZHMH 25 PPIIXT v FOFANO
MRREEZABICETIEDL ZEAMESNTWDS (Lee et al., 2019), ZhbdD
e RIS TO Mg (OH), #5112 X 2 BB NEERR I E O X Fix Mg (OH), 23 FF>
HIEAE R IC BT D ATREME N b 2 LB 2 D,

@ AI(OH); "E AN SCFA ICER B EICTOLWTOER
3.2 DFEBRTIEL, Mg0 & A U < HlBe1EM 2> AL(0H) 3 25, Inulin fFHEF, BEIEN
pH, BN SCFA JRE. BIFNALMIBEICEDO LS P BE RITT &Rt L7,
AL (OH) 3 1%, Inulin TR FL7ZZEMN pH # A EIZ EA S, InulinlZ k> TEHL
725 %N SCFA 2 2 A I IK T & 7= (Figure 40(a)), JATHFZE TIk, AR E b
OEICT VI =T LEWIM L, in vitro CRESETEZ A, MREEL LG L T,
PP # O A A BEICAE L, BERIRE., BBRIRE, Yot v BRENFE
WKL e mansz (Yu et al., 2020), 3.2 ®FEERTIL, A1(OH) ;2 Inulin
2LV B L7z SCFA BEZ# A REITIKT &% (Figure 40(c) (d) (e)). EATHFFEE b
FIEORVEERNGELNZ, 3.1 & 3.2 OFERMBERICLY ., Inulin PR, Mg0 (2
FoTEBANO SCFAREME T T 2HRIE, M0 FrEM R D TIEZRL, (24K
FLIZbDTHRWNWI EB/RE N7 (Figure 36,40), Mg0 <> AL (OH); O 52 X %
B 5PN SCFA R EE DR i AL(OH) s REFOHIMEEMIC L v . BB pH B LH L. B
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NHIEENEZL L L ICERTAAEEREZE L2 bR, 2 T.3.3 DERTIX
HOFFOHIBEIERA NN SCFA BRERTORIRNE 2> TWDDOMNEHEND D2, ik
VEFI DS 720 MgCly, CaCly 7S SCFA JEREIC B 2 D88 2 Wik L7,

@  MgCly, CaCl, WE BN SCFA ICEZBEEICOLVTODER

AHFFE T, MgCly, CaClyid3EiZ Tnulin TEH L7z SCFA BEZFEICK TS ®
L2 R aniz (Figure 45(c) (d) (e)), FEBATHIZETIE, @IEM R ZE R L 2 LW
¥ T ATEB T, BT NN Lactobacillus spp. . Bacteroides, Bifidobacterium
DFEMPDINAREZAEICHAD SED Z EBRME SN TWD (Chaplin et al., 2016),
Flo, B FEXMRE LEMHFETIE, IXRTALZEBICEDIRREAKERKKRKTLZ LT
PRI RN L, Mt T7T V7 I U ERAEICIR T L, 2 BWRKEZ PP %
ToidckE T B ATREME SR X U7z (Murakami et al., 2015), ZiL 6 O HATHIE &
V. 3.1,3.2 3.3DERTEBN SCFAIREMETLEZERO—2LLT, IX7

R DI ME & OZGICHKR T DA RBERE X 65,

Flo. IR TV SCRA EEAEICE G 5 2 fH# L. SCFA JREE2ME R L 72 W HE
MbBEZOND, H 2 EOBETWM UL, MPNEBHT 7 b —E % il
L. AXYFT—EBDOENEZET LI ERHALNICRSTEY, 21D DEITHZ
X, Mg®' 2% SCFA PEAICBDL LZMREZHEL TWVDH & W IR A5/ L T 5 (Gong
et al., 2008; Sheng et al., 2008; Guo et al., 2018), AWFETIEL, MgCl, DA
72 5F, CaCly & Inulin TEH L7 SCFA BEZAEICE FESE TV A (Figure
45) . Ca* IZANR DOEEHR DIEVEICB G L2 v, IEMEHRICE < 2 &L T -
TW 5 (Gong et al., 2008; Sheng et al., 2008; Guo et al., 2018), —J T,
Ca I IRBECRDEBOT A DY 7 AT 7 X —BOEMEEZMET L Z & HHlE
SNTW2 Brun et al., 2009), 7=, @RED C' ITBNMEEZZ(LIED
(Cheng et al., 2020), TN HDIT N6, KHFFE T~ U AT H 2 7= Ca* 7 SCFA B
AR OFEMAEAI L LTTIERS, HEAE L TERMLTLE s REENRE XD
N, ZORMAZRIET 272DI2I1E, AEED SIRHED CaCl, 2~ U ZZH&E L,
KM & D CaCly 7S SCFAIREIC G 2 D2 W B AR T ODLENDH D,
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@ SA4FVHERHEERE. EHEAO SCFA-ABICEZZEEICOVTOESR

MgO (Z K % SCFA i FEAR FAEMNZ . R0EE D AT 5 W5 AT & O 1% s Z K I H
K LW OB AT, Inulin BFAKE, Mg0 L IZIERBFORRD THICTH L4
A AR . B BN SCRA 2 J K OVELER IR 2 12 R R B & Wik L 7=,

F. XA AT L SCFABREDOBBRICOWVWTERT S, 3.4 OFEER T, Inulin B
CH# L C, Inulin + Daiou FEDEHNEFREIRE ., 7w © 4 L ERIRE . BREERE X
BEZ R LD, Wb ABERE/TIER ) o7 (Figure 51(c) (d) (e)), T4 5
DI EMNH MO REDMD~ 737 LM, CaCly, AL (OH); 5 IC K D2BE R B
W SCFARER TERNIZIXTIARADO LD TH LA RENREGNEZZDBND,

BEREIBRODOLN LT OO, Inulin B L H#E LT, Inulin + Daiou BED
SCFA B IR A2 /R L7 BRI & LT, ¥ A A V2 K 2 EBNEY O K EH FHM
MEZDOND, Yue HIE, LEBEELLTHEHWVWLNALIF T L U RATATIZEEN
DY 78 dysbiosis ZEZ L, BBNO SCFA IREZAREICELSEL 2 L
ZH B LTS (Yue et al., 2019), S HIT, N U FHEEEOFEM O K

B LEBHNSCFAREIZIZAOHENH D Z L z#E L TWD (Yue er al., 2019),
AR TH, XA A VICKVEBNEWOKRIEBEENAEEICEA T2 E0NRE
NizZ Lipb (Figure 48), F A AUV DOKREGIZL D EHW SCFAREDOIK T IZELN
BEYOKRIEFRO LFHICERTLEEZELLND,

WIZ ., LBIRE ORI OWTELET 5, RIEVEN B A (IBD) . SCFA, FLME O B
RRARIZAZTF U ATHE, IBD BEIIEEEE, 7o 4 U, B, & S AN
DL TWDH, AL TWD Z LWL E 757z (Zhuang et al., 2019),
3.4 DEBRTIX, FAMAVOERGIZIVELGNABRESAEICLEF L, AETIE
BhoTeb DD, BN SCRA JRE MK T L7z (Figure 51(c) (d) (e))o T4 H DR
X, IBD BFICA OB E — KL TnDd, £/, AR TREAA AT OEEIC
LV EBNEMOKGEARNAHEIZ B Uiz (Figure 48), IBD T% FHIER AL
NDZEBRMBENTWDI N LD ERFRIL, EREMBO A+ b T AR—HF—,
A F T v FVOBRESCTH BN RIEIC L o TEE L, IBNAKSERIENT 52 &
72 L EPN T D (Anbazhagan et al., 2018), TN 6D Z & n . FLEEHEEE O BN
EHRDOKRSBEOWEIMCEERN H 5 RSB 2 bz, £, KT TR, ¥
A FTOEEGIZIY BNMEOHFERICEMP AL, INF-aRv 7 ¥y
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TrF—E2PHFBCEALEZERRESNTVD Z 25 (Kon et al., 2018),
EEANOHAMBRED EFIZITHEOREGEALG LTI AREERDH DL LB Db,

T, XA F T TEBHN PH O LA N ALNTZEHBIZONTERET H, HA
2B N T, 2018 I E AR B Z R BMEERIE~O IS BME R > F 7 m
FRIE, BEOST=VERY 7 7 —8 CZRMBITER L., IBE 90 NGE kb
RET L2 R MBNTWS, Farmer XV 70 F FRREBAN® pH 27512 |
A &% 252 L& LT (Farmer et al., 2019), RWFFETIX, XA AU DB EBNED

DEAFEREZHMSELMAICH TN, VF7eF RLBESWIT IV EOKS
BEEMSEDL 0D, XA A VICE2EGHN pH O EHERICIE, EBANEYO
KOGBEDOHMBEG L TWDRREMENRE X LT,

WBIZ, AT T EHAMERICONWTERZEET 5, W DNPOM%ET, Iy
VA, YITXVUL, TAI=ZULAEFILDETEHIXTABNGNMERICE %
LT LT ZENRINTEY (Murakami ez al., 2015; Chaplin et al., 2016;
Crowley et al., 2018; Garcia—Legorreta et al., 2020), ARHFFETD Mg0 $ 5 K
DENMEEDOES IR T IVICHKRT LW RERND 50, KR TIELA 47T
b 5 PN B 3 O RS RS AL SRR D H AL Z & 526 (Figure 49(b) (¢) (d)), Mg0IZ k%
BN pH @ L5 X OBAME & O REIZIE, IRxT7 08 LTOREBO R
HF KL L TCOMmEAEBRLTWDATREMENE X b, A A vIiTmE -
M7V P AREEEZCIVFERINEEENEORBEEL2LFE L. £ OREH
U B2 L Akkermansia muciniphila ORI FIE RO HEMA B E L TV 5 alREMER &
L EBNHEINTWD (Régnier et al., 2020), £/, XA A vOEHEIZEIDT
Jb 3 — VEE I O R O RAE DS S T2 BR . Akkermansia OFHXHAFLE RN L
bt S Cwd (Neyrinck et al., 2016), L L. 3.4 ®FEFRTIX, Inulin
OFRIRE Z A A DI XY Adkkermansia DRI FAE RN A BICHIN L7 b D D (Figure
50(b)), AEREEMDIZAO NI o7 (Figure 47), F72, Inulin B & L
T, Inulin + Daiou #ETIZE MW pH 28 LA 2 MM 2 i 547z (Figure 51(a)),
D ORI Mg OFEREFEMEM TH L, ZNHDZ L5, Inulin PEHKED &
A X TN KD Akkermansia DX FAEROEIIL, KERDEONRFSEHEICHGT
HHDTIERL, BNMER DO dysbiosis ICHEKTHHDOTH L AEMENRE Z LN
2o %2 EDOBER TR X )T, Akkermansia OFHXHFAE R OMNITAKICH I
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THDHEOREDN DD —H RPEICHELZ2WEDORE L H Y | Adkkermansia O
MR TFAEBEOBMMNAERICED LI RBWEZFEFOMINIE D L ITEBNICE 2 T
VENDDHEEZ D,

3.6 /E

® Mg (0H),, MgCOs!E Inulin CTER L-AMEEAZK FSEI2HmRN A LN,

® VMg(OH)oiE Inulin CTER L7-EBNEEREEZERICIK TS,

® Al(OH)3, MgCls, CaCloiZWTFNHEMWN pH # EH S, Inulin TEHRLEE
N SCFA IBEZ A BITIK T ¥ 7,

o X AFUIXEHN pH # LR &%, AMIEEZ IS 722, SCFA HEE IC x4
HDEHEREEBIIR N no T,

® SN SCFAEE DO FIZIZ Mg, Ca* A2 EF & BA A v nEE5 LTS 2
EDVIRBE ST,

0 N AFUELEIICIZ., SN pH @ 5 Adkkermansia O FExE{F1F & O HHN 72
E L Mg0 % 5-B5 & [FMEE) D RGN DAL 358D BT,

® ALOH)IX#EMF D IgABEL FH IS 8EMENH D, Mg & AL(OH) 5 1TV

NbeRA A 2@ OHlIBRATH D25, BT Ted REICH T 2REIIRRD
ATREMEDN & Do
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FLOD,

-
—

L% Table 101

¥
il

H3IED

Table 10 ZHI3IEDHKRDE LD

AR D - 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4
5% lnulin 5% Tnulin 5% Tnulin 5% Tnulin 5% Tnulin 5% Tnulin 2.65% Tnulin
e codﬁ.o_ " _4w . ' . G maswﬁo_ " co:MZ.o_ i T e Oo:wao_ e o
P ;%; hxf mw_ﬁuma 5% Inulin | 5% Inulin _3%__: 5% Inulin ;%; 5% Inulin | 3% Inulin ;%; 2.5% Inulin
citrate | MeloW, b M0y AL(OID), P gD, ca(cl), + Daiou
R NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
Eal NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS - -
= TE. e 2 iy
%WMMM NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS 1 (p<0. 01)
e
ST = = = & & (p<o. o) T (NS) 4 (p<0.01) | 1 (p<o.o1) T (Ns) 4 (p<0.01) |1 (p=0.0520)
L T (p=0.0612)| | (\3) L {p=0,0058)| | (p=0,0958)| | (NS) 1 (Ns) LNs) L (s T (Ns) T (NS) T (KS)
(g 1 (N3) L s & (p<0. 05) L) T (NS) ¥ (p<0. 05) T (N8) $(p<0.05) | ¥ (p<0.03) | 1 (p<0.05) L (N8)
oA = N - N T (NS) ¥ (p<0.01) T S) ¥ 0.0 | $(p<0.05) | 1 (p<0.01) L (KS)
i e =5 = = = T (NS) & (p<0. 05) T OS) ¥ (p<0.05) | ¥ (p<0.05) | 4 (p<0.05) L (NS)

NS:

HEEZL, B4

BEaEHY

135



FA4E MO DEVLBIRAEIIVT DRES
41 MgO DERBENERREICEASIZEELBAL2IIVTOE R

KED—FITLLT O M L &2 I ER ST o,

Omori, K., Miyakawa, H., Watanabe, A., Nakayama, Y., Lyu, Y., Ichikawa, N.,
Sasaki, H., & Shibata, S. (2021). The combined effects of magnesium oxide
and inulin on intestinal microbiota and cecal short-chain fatty acids.

Nutrients, 13, 152.

411 FH

AT RNERF AL, 1 BB L Z 24 B OB R U X A1 X - THEKBHEAE
L TWD, BN OELIVIZERDOIEFEHEDOEIVICEN Y | S EIERERL
sl T RRE 25, —FH, AU XazBE L CEELRZEHAT L2 L0E, &=
WROFAIMERLLENEZ RO DL LICEN D, KRETIEX, ZORMIBETOB AN
b, Mg0 OEBEIRAZA IV T 2L EEHEBNE L, U ZADIEH AL (ZT12)
B LG ERE T R (ZT0) # 5-CT. Mg0 23 E AR & d L OVE BN SCFA 1T K IE 3 %8
WD H D0 E D D ERFEL 7,

IERMEEICBHMB ) XA AR RO TWD, vV AT Clostridiales
J&. Lactobacillales J&. Bacteroidales BICHWNEE N H D = & 2R LD
& % (Thaiss et al., 2014), FE7=. IHBPNME & FFFHEAR 7 NFIL3 O H U X A%
LU TIHERBZHBE L TS &0 5 HE Wang et al., 2017)°, WME~ 7V X%
VT E TN M B 28 & 2 b VBT & T UEEESR 3 O/ B TORBE AN L
THEBAH Y XAZ2HHLTWD EVIHES H D (Kuang et al., 2019),

KESLT VT TERBERDOK 1000 OO H ) S RNKREFHIEEZ RIFE T KRN
D EIDEPFRTFRGHREN, A ZES LIS D U6 DF)RELS L
LD A3 DI) R RN Y | EOTIZ NG BELZRIET HORH D Z &b
2o TW5 (Tamai et al., 2018), ¥~ 7 XV T AIZOWVWTH, MildaN~ 7 xT T A
AT VREICHMA Y ZLBHY, ZXALF =T U 22HET L eRREINT
W% (Feeney et al., 2016), F7- Uetani Hix, #EH U XA FMED phosphatase
of regenerating liver 2 (PRL2) FELNMEN~ 7 X U A A F U RBEZEL S H,
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TR G L TWDZ EE2HE L TV (Uetani et al., 2017),

41.2 REBEMHEBLUVEE
(1) 8%
[2.3.2() @] oEICFLEO@EY & LTz,

(2) ERBRTHI1>

4.1 TIE MgO D BB RGN ME #ERS L OEBWNSCFAREICE X 2B LZO
BEREZ L OBR AR ~To, Mg0 DR EREZNIT~ v 2R OIEBH M ORBRLTH S
210 &, ~ U ADIFEHOBERLZ TH D 2112 D W F e Lz, Mg0 iTKE KIS
B L, YoTF a2 MO TROBE L7 (250 mg/kg* BW), £7-, H 28 L BEEOSK
HaabE o720, IR, Mgo FEIZILIC, SO EED 2.5%272 % X 9 cellulose
RIREI L7, ZNENO Mg0 G D 4 W% > 7 v 72470, BN
BB L OENN SCFADHRRA » b TOEEZ LTz, W, BAMEEICHA U XA
MIEET D20 BEEIEY TV 7R A v MCHE L, fHI%, 45%kcal
DEIA % G te @I & % FV (Table 8), 11 AMOEBRMME T, ~ v 2 T8 HER,
HHEMKDOEET CHE Lz, REB O Mg0 B MRL O 4FEMBICH 7Y v 7 %
L.AEBLLOEBN pH OREZITW . EENEY & EE 2RI L 72 (Figure 52),
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(a)
/
@ Control (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose)
(@ ZT0 MgO (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose + MgO p.o. at ZT0)

Groups
(n=5) 3

3 Control (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose)

@ ZT12 MgO (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose + MgO p.o. at ZT12)
~

ZT4 Sampling

ZT16 Sampling

Day -7 Day 0 Day 11
HFD / Ad libitum feeding MgO p.o. at ZTO or ZT12
Acclimation period Experimental period
ZT 0 ZT 12

Experimental period | The light period The dark period
(Day0-10) A

Group @ p.o. Group @ p.o.

ZT 0 T 4 ZT 12 ZT 16

Group @ p.o. Group @ p.o.

Experimental period | The light period The dark period
(Dayll) A ‘ ‘

p.o. MgO 250mg/kg Group D@ Group @@
Sampling Sampling

Figure 52 EEBTF¥ A4 v (4.1 MgO 0BMBRELBNEBICEX 2 BB LRAX4
%)
QDT b)EBRZFT Y2 —2n

(3) EBmMA pH ORE
[2.1.2Q)EWHAN pH ORE] OHIZEHKOBEY & LTz,

(4) Bl SCFA RESLUVIBRREDNE

N
N
~

v 7 DB

[2.1.2(4) EIFEN SCFAIRE B K OHBBEORIE] oEICREOBEY & LT,
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(5) #E{E @ DNA #ith
[2.1.2(5) #MEF o DNAFH] OHEICFEOBEY & Lz,

(6) 16S rDNA >—4HIT 2R

[2.1.2(6) 16S rDNA ¥ — 27 = R ] OE|IZFEHOEY & LTz,

(7) 16SIDNA OEBEZEF>—IIADHH

[2.1.2(7) 16S tDNA OEMLEFI— 27 o ZAOHH] OBEICHEFEOEY & L,

(8) #EEto#r

B % R PELLAN @O 4 T O fE R O feFF LB (X GraphPad Prism(version8. 4.3,
GraphPad Software Inc., San Diego, CA, USA) CTiT\, ¥ HEHFEE TR LT,
GraphPad Prism TOME AN TlX, 9. EHBHMEDOFH A Kolmogorov-Smirnov test
WCEVHE L, EHRSMATRWEAIZIE, Mann-Whitney’ Utest Z{To72, EH
DA THSTHEIEL, Ftest TRV ESBOENZHE L, EHW RN
Al Welch’ s ¢ test Z{To7c, EBMERH Y | FHMEHEINTZLAEITIE, ¢
test 1T > 7=, B ZAkMEIL PERMANOVA (2 & W #F4fi L 7=, PERMANOVA (X QIIME % J \»
THEHT LT,
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413 #HR
4131 HKE-EBRE

YTV TRICE~Y Y ADOKRELFHN L D & DOFE & Figure 53 (2R L7z,
T4 7Y 7D 28 G BEE & ZT0 MgO BE) & ZT16 B> 7 U v 7 2 BE (R PRAE
L ITI2 MgO BE) Z2 2N ENMRNT L. Blax D7 T 7 TR LT, IT4 % 7Y 7 IT16
o7V r7EBIC, RRIZABERETR OGN o7 (Figure 53(a) (b)),

~ U AEHEERW L, HFD Z[E D a4 527, LTI6 7Y v 7o 2 0B REE
WL L, HOPICHZREICH LR OERT I AREBY, ERLERE
EHAITE o lclcd, 77 7R3 LTV,

(&) Body weight (b) Body weight
60 - 60 -
= 50 . @ 50 -
40 : Eﬂ 40 4
] (]
2 30 g 5
> >
S 2 20 |
10 1 10 -
0 0
Control ZT0 MgO Control ZT12 MgO
C -
() Food intake
6 -
3 54
2
204
[}
g 3]
=
2 2
e 1
0
Control ZT0 MgO

Figure 53 HAEHLEALSE

(a)F o7V 7T DiRE b))V 7V v 7 (2T16) DIKE (c)ZT4 2V 7V v 7 Lz 2
HoO—HHoEAEE  Mg0 1 2T0 £721% 2T12 12 250 mg/kg * BN OB T~ v AR AKE
Lic, BEOT — X T FHEHEBRETELZ (O = 5, vUVAEZHHANCTHE LD, B
B0/ 7I03BEGBEE R LTOARY, M. BEAEBEOTFT—FIn=25TCEHLTHDEN, =
NIT. BEOFHEZBIRBICHE L TER L~ ARBY) EMAEAEEZ2HH TE LT ADHKT
BEEEFZRHLTVWDEZOTH D,
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4132 EBRARTVOKSERE

T4 > 7V 702 BEGHIREEL ZT0 MgO #E) & ZT16 -2 7V > 7 D 2 & (%}
BEL ZT12 MgO BE) 2 2N ENMENT 2 L. Figure 54 1Z/R LT, ZT4 Y7 U v 7 BE,
IT16 o 7Y U THEVTRICB N TS, B L L T, M0 &5 TEBNE
WOKGERENEGEIZ ER L (Figure 54),

—~
()]
~
—~
O
=

Water content ratio of cecal contents Water content ratio of cecal contents

< 80 . < 80, .

° r °

% 60 : T 60 A

E E

= 40 4 = 40 1

[} o

(8] o

& 20 A 8 20 A

© ©

=z =

0 0
Control ZT0 MgO Control ZT12 MgO

Figure 54 EBNAEMO KD EFHE
MgO 1% ZT0 & 721% ZT12 12 250 mg/kg * BN O A BT~ U AR O L Lz, 7 — F I3 F¥ CZEu
MAETHRLZ(h =5), *p < 0.01, evaluated using the unpaired ¢ test.

4133 BRHEEROSHM

5 N ¥ D o ZRRIYE DR Td % Simpson Index (. XFFREE & F#Z L C. ZT0
MgO #E CTH EIZ L& L7z (Figure 55(a)), F7=. ZT12 MgO # D Simpson Index & xf
PR L i L CHBICE W EZ R L7z (Figure 55(c)), A6 OFERIT. Mg0 D%
A5, BEFAIEOL . IBAMEED o ZREEZEMSED Z & 2R L
T3,

WICHFNAI R # D B BREMEICH 2 DR BIZOWVWTRIEEZIT o722 2 A, ZT0 Mg0
FELZTI2 MgO FEIZ E B D b IFENME & DML 2 A7 B2 £ L S ¥ 72 (Figure 55(b) (d)),
INLOFERNPDL Mg O AR GIIRZACHD ST BNMEED B LML
fbs®2Z R Rm@eIhi,

it
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(a) (b)

Simpson Index PC2 (16,00 %) ®
1 - %k k
3 08
2
c 06 & .
a o
c 04 A
£
0.2 4
0 ) o [ ] [ ]
Control ZT0 MgO T
@ FC1(2451%)
PG {12.43 %)
PERMANOVA
Il Control test statistic |  2.4468
|:| ZT0 MgO p-value 0.0070
(c) (d)
. P2 (15,76 %) @
Simpson Index : '
*
1 -
@
5 08 - Py
E (]
- 06 @
o
é 04
[%2)
0.2 4
1]
0 ® o ©
Control 7T12 MgO - © S
PC3 (14.75 %)
PERMANOVA
. Control test statistic 2.1061
B zr2wmg0 p-value 0.0090

Figure 55 ZTO, ZT12 D MgO R ERBHNMEE O L HEE I RITTHE

(a) o ZKEME (Simpson Index, XFPRMEE vs. ZT0 MgO #£) (b) B ZAEME CFFREE vs. ZTO MgO #¥)
(¢) o 4k (Simpson Index, >FMREE vs. ZT12 MgO #£) (d) B ZAEME (Inulin B¢ vs. ZT12 MgO
)

MgOZTO F 721X ZT12 12 250 mg/kg*BNOHE T~ 7 XK O 5 L 72, PCoA 3d plots X unweighted
UniFrac distance TEH L7z, o ZHEMHOTFT — X 3P £EUEHRETRLIZ(h =5), &7 —%
X FEOHE I EZIT o2, o AN : *p < 0.05 and **p < 0.01, evaluated using Unpaired
t test with Welch’ s correction. B Z%#4kME : A permutational multivariate analysis of
variance (PERMANOVA).
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4134 BAHBOHEMNEEE

Fo1~3 ETHR N7 X518, AW TIX Adkkermansia, Bacteroides .
Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus, Lactococcus, Odoribacter 0 6 FEEH® J&1Z 35 B
L7c, ZNHIEEMFEENREWVWZ L, TeXMF T 472 LTHHILTY
DL, FERHREDBEBBBICIERSITWS Z &, KBFE T2 (L NRD 5
Nl e EE2BELTRE L,

770 12 Mg0 25 L7= & 2 A Lactobacillus, Odoribacte DX ITFEENH E
\ZI& T L7z (Figure 56(e) (g)), —J. Akkermansia, Bacteroides O FR%IW){F1E &
TAEIC LA L7 (Figure 56(b) (¢)), AERAITMRIE SN0 o 7203 et BEE L
LT, ZT0 MgO #£ D Lactococcus DFAKFHIFFAE & IFIRME % 7~ L, Bifidobacterium
O F T EAE BT L 7= (Figure 56 (d) (),

WIZ, ZT12 12 Mg0 285 L= G OFERICO VW TR D, AERETIE RN o7
b DD, Akkermansia O ARG HIFLEE T, SRR & FLE LT ZT12 MgO #E T @i & R
L7 (Figure 57(b)), F£7-. Bacteroides DI M IFEREIIAFIC LF L= (Figure
57(c)). —h . Lactococcus DX HIFIERITA BT T L. Lactobacillus,
Odoribacter O Rt Y AFAE B 2 (3K N 28 /L & 7z (Figure 57 (e) (F) (g)), £72,
BEZETEBRH SN oM, xFHE L HE L T, ZT12 Mg0 # T
Bifidobacterium D X FFE & MK T L7z (Figure 57(d)),

UEDRE RN, Mg0 DG RFZAIZE D & | Odoribacter, Lactococcus,
Lactobacillus DX HIFIE RN U, Akkermansia, Bacteroides O Fa%fWI{F1E
BENMMT 52 LN RENT, —J5 T, Bifidobacterium O AR5 HITEIE & DB L,
ZTOZ MgO 28 53 256 &, ITI212 Mg0 28 5T 55 A TR D 2 ERREB I
77
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Relative abundance
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ZT0 MgO

Figure 56 ZT0 ® MgO B E N K MBI RITTHE

(a) Taxonomy summary (b)Akkermansia D RFPWNIME O FEER (c) Bacteroides O I PNHIE O
Y%t A & (d) Bifidobacterium O NI O FE % TFTE & (e) Lactobacillus @ [f Nl o FH %t
(f) Lactococcus DIENME O % 1F1E &
MgO I ZTO0 IZ 250 mg/kg - BN O HE T~V ACKRAKE Lz, MEOHFERD T — 2 13F
evaluated using Mann Whitney test.

fAAE

HERERETEK LEZ (0 = 5),

*p < 0.05 and *p < 0.01,

TTp < 0.01, evaluated using the Unpaired ¢ test.
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Figure 57 ZT12 ® Mg0 #E5AEFME I RITTHE

(a) Taxonomy summary (b)Akkermansia OGN HE O IFER  (c) Bacteroides @ i PNHIE O
MW EER (d) Bifidobacterium OGP HITE O K IELE R (e) Lactobacillus O 5PNl EE O F8 %f
FERE (f)Lactococcus DFNME OF ST IFE R (g) Odoribacter O RGN E O R <t F7E &
MgO i ZT12 (T 250 mg/kg - BN O E T~ U AR ARG Lz, MEOHGFERDT — Z 13
P EfERERETH LI (h = 5), *p < 0.01, evaluated using the Unpaired ¢ test. Tp <
0.01, evaluated using Unpaired ¢ test with Welch’ s correction.
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4135 EWA pH

ZT0 MgO B, ZT12 MgO BED BN pH I3t BB &t L THEICE D o 72 (Figure
58(a)), ZNHLDFRND | Mg0 IZBEREZNCEH OO, ENpHZAEIC LA S
w5 ENRBINT,

4136 EERALBRESKIU SCFARE

EBNOAMIRE, o4 CBREEIX, ZT0 Mgo BE. ZT12 MgO FEDO W T 1L TH

BRADNR bR > 72 (Figure 58(b) (d)), — . BEERIZBI L Tid. ZT0 Mg0 #¥.
ZT12 MgO BE & 1T, xIHREE & i L CHERREM TR S 472 (Figure 58(e)),
R FE I ZT12 MgO BE CIIA B R AN S g dy o 7223, ZT0 Mg0 #E T I
W B AL (Figure 58(c)), FLEEURE & &8 SCFA IR ORFHTIE. ZT0 Mg0 B (3t it
BELHE L THERBREMRTAA LI, 2712 Mg0 BHIZMR T M 23 | &7z (Figure
58 (),
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(a) (b)
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S
T 764 § 3 0.004
= S
S 7.4 ] ® £ 0.003
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(e) (f)
Butyric acid Lactic acid + Total SCFAs
;‘B 0.03 * Eﬂ 0.08 p=0.0787
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< 0.025 = +
i g 0.06
= 0.02 =
< ~ 005
2 L2
=z 0.015 s 0.04
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§ S 0.02
o
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ZT4 Sampling ZT16 Sampling ZT4 Sampling ZT16 Sampling

Figure 58 ZT0 £72i% ZT12 5 D Mg0 A EMEMN pH, ERNALBMBE R & O SCFA REITRIFT
EE WA b)AMRE (OFBRE (D7 A Bk (e)BBRE (OB + B
SCFA JEFE (¥ SCFA R IIEERRIRE ., Yo v U BIRE., BEBIEEORKRE)  Mg0 1 72T0 721X
ZT12 12 250 mg/kg * BV OHE T~ U AN &K G Lz, I L O SCFA X EBNEY Otk E
BEHTEVOREZEH L, 7—XIXEHFEHERAZTCKLE (= 5),

*p < 0.05, p < 0.01 and *p < 0.0001, evaluated using the Unpaired ¢ test.

Tp <0.05 and TTp < 0.01, evaluated using Mann Whitney test.
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4.2. MgO & Inulin RN BERBRBICEZ2EELRA2ISVTOMRKR
421 Fi#

4.1 TIEMgO DI G- H A X 2 7S HEMIE #X° SCFAIC G 2 2 8BIZ OV T~ T
R, 2T, BMEHABRLANORET L VI FOBRETEZY 5 50
FIAS G N B # S0 SCFA I RIETHRBIZOW TR, & hOGA . AT A
MOBIT HATREMER E W 4.2 OFEBTIE, Inulin & 3 AE LM T CIRE
BhE Lz, —FH. b MI—HWIC, EWEHoROONIZAICRAT S, 20k
B T2 T Mg & ZT0(k M BT 2t ER) £7213 2712 (b M 2 EIKEF) 12
Bl Uz, KIRVERWHME Tnulin & MgO O OFF 2315 WM B #5 0 SCFA 12 & 13 3 2
WZOWTHHAR, Mg0 OFEBWEG X A I T EBRTF LRI, RigLokkE ol
JRE IR XD TTh D,

422 EBHMHEBLUFE
(1) 5%
Fe.3.2() @] oEICEHO@Y & L,

(2) RBTY1>

4.2 TIiE Inulin GFAEF, MgO 2GR #3 K OB MY SCRA IR G X 5 %
EZDOEGREZ O MR E TR T2, Mg0 DG ReZIE~ © A 0 IETEB) ) 0> BA b kg %) C
HDHIT0 L, v U ZADOIEBHHOBRMIEL TH 2D ZTI2 D WF i & Lz, Mg0 (X/KiE
KIZEEL, Yo7 2HOWTRAKESE L7 (250 mg/kg « BW), Inulin [ZEF Ok &E &
D 2.5% D X OBRMLTEHERATL, 7z, 4.1 OEBRERERIC, A, Mg0 BED
FITIE cellulose % 2. 6%REE L 7=, TN Z LD Mg0 & 5K R D 4 K& ic ¥ 7V
V7 (ZT0 $E 50 214 1T, ZT12 e 50% 2T16 \CY > 7 U v ) 24T\, BNMlE#E R
FOVEMWN SCFA D& R A > N TOEB E Hjc, W, IBNMEBEICOEA Y X A07F
ET 52 &0, BB, Inulin BEIZE Y 7Y RS MIHE Lz, )
W o f/NRICEN 2 D72 SFBREE, Tnulin BEIE 4.1 L3t@oOxBREE LZ, 8HiT
45%kcal DOIEN & & tem g & % M7z (Table 8), 11 HE O EBRWK b, ~ U 2
THARERE, BRHKKOSEMETCEE Lz, B A O Mg0 £ 5Kl 0> 4 R 1419
IV T ER L, EMNpH DREB L OELNAEY. BEORM AT > 72 (Figure
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59).

(a) _
@ Control (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose)

@ Inulin (HFD + 2.5% Inulin) 7T4 Sampling
® Inulin + ZT0 MgO (HFD + 2.5% Inulin + MgO p.o. at ZT0)

Groups <

(n=5-6) 1
@ Control (HFD + 2.5% Cellulose)
® Inulin (HFD + 2.5% Inulin) ZT16 Sampling
® Inulin + ZT12 MgO (HFD + 2.5% Inulin + MgO p.o. at ZT12)

~ J
(b)
Day -7 Day 0 Day 11

Inulin in HFD / Ad libitum feeding or

HFD / Ad libitum feeding (Inulin in HFD / Ad libitum feeding + MgO p.o.)

Acclimation period Experimental period
ZT 0 ZT 12
Experimental period | The light period The dark period
(Day0-10) A
Group ® p.o. Group ® p.o.
ZT 0 ZT 4 ZT 12 ZT 16
Experimental period | The light period The dark period
(Dayll) A
Group ® p.o. ‘ Group ® p.o. ‘
p.o. MgO 250mg/kg Group D~@ Group @~®
Sampling Sampling

Figure 59 EBTFH¥ A (4.2 Mg0 & Inulin DHFABBNEBEICLEZAEEBLRAZXAI VS
D BER)
()BT D) EBRAF YV 2—1
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(3) EM pH DAIE
[2.1.2Q) BN pH ORIE] OIIZFE#HOEY & Lz,

(4) EBRAIABMRESLVU SCFA RE
F2.1.2(4) EHW SCFA R R L O AMREOHE] oHIZEHRO®Y & Lz,

(5) E{FEd o DNA #i
[2.1.2(5) fE o> DNA ] OIEICFEEHOEBEY & LT,

(6) 16S rDNA >—HIT 2R

[2.1.2(6)16S rDNA ¥ — 2 = A ]| OWE|ICFHEHO@BEY & LT,

(7) 16SIDNA DBIEFL—I9 IV ADS I
[2.1.2(7) 16S rtDNA OEEFI— 27 = A5 omEICHRE OB & LT,
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423 #®BE
4231 HKE-EBE

EvUADKELE—HHIEY OEBREDO VY (day 405 day 11 TO 7T HMO
BREOFY) % Figure 60 (IR L7z, KEIT ZT4 o 7Y 7@ 3 B O lREE,
Inulin &, Tnulin + ZTO MgO &f) & ZT16 %> 7V > 7 @ 3 # Cf FREE, Tnulin Bf,
Inulin + ZT12 MgO #f) CENE N2 L, Blx D777 TR L, M, U A%
BEFEWTHEE L TWioed, EREICE L TEMFHLEZIT > TRy, 214 ¥
Y 7 CIE R R L il LT, Inulin B, InulintZTO MgO RO EHAEIT A EIC
&7 7z (Figure 60(a)), AEOME FIXEAZEICLL2EREEOE FITH KT D A6
WEREBEZ T, IT16 Y7V 70 3 HTEEAEICAERAETIR O RN ST
(Figure 60(b)),
(a) (b)

Body weight Body weight
*
60 * 60
® 50 350
% 40 'go 40
T 30 ¢ 30
2 20 g 20
2 foa]
m 10 10
0 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT0 MgO ZT12 MgO
(c) (d)
Food intake Food intake
- 6
3 5 3 5
3 4 S 4
g s g3
£ 2 2 2
©
g 5
0 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT0 MgO ZT12 MgO

Figure 60 HKEHE:EBEARAER

()Y o7V o THE(ZT4) OKE (b)Y v 7V o B (ZT16) DIAE (c)ZT4 12V FV 7 LT3
Ho—Bbizy o (day 405 day 11 £ETO 7T HAROBAEREDEY) (D)ITI6 Y7V
VL3O~V oEREE (day 4025 day 11 FTO 7 ABOEBEBREDEY)  Inulin
IZEE DM ER D 2.5%L 725 K 9 ICIBEF L 72, MgO0 X ZT0 £ 721% ZT12 12 250 mg/kg * BW O H & T
TURCREARES L, REOT — X X EHEEHERZETELIZ (0 = 5-6), YU REFEHNT
HELLEED, BEED V7 7IZEFBEHEAZ R LTV ARY, M, BEEDT —#%iEn=2-57T
HHLTWDIN, ZE, BOFEZBIMICHE L TERLEYY ZANEBY, EM2EAEZFHN
TEETUVADATEREZHE L CWA72HTHD, *p <0.05 evaluated using the one-
way ANOVA with Tukey s post hoc test.
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4232 EBRABTYMOKSEHE

T4 %> 7V 7o 3RECGHIREE, Inulin £, Inulin + ZTO MgO Bf) & ZT16 H >
V7O 3FEGHBEE, Inulin B, Inulin + ZT12 MO #%) TEN LN %2 L |
Mr D7 T 7 TR, BERNOKGSEHERITITAY 7Y o TRE ITI6 % 7Y
VIR TRICB W T, XRABEL L#EE L C Inulin B CHIAME A2 Y | Inulin +
MgO BECTAH ZITHIN L 7= (Figure 61), ZT16 %> 7 U > 7 Tid, Inulin B & bk L
T, Inulin + ZT12 MgO B CE MWK G A RIT A BEICHM L 72 (Figure 61(b)),

(a)
Water content ratio of cecal contents

80 - * %k
2 p=0.0766 ;
o 60 4
e
©
c
S 40 A
)
oy
3
~ 20 A
(O]
9
=

0

Control Inulin Inulin +

ZT0 MgO

(b) Water content ratio of cecal contents

3k kk ok

80 _ ewex
x
~ —0.0804
S 60 4 =
©
8 40 -
oy
(@]
o
5 20 -+
©
=
0
Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT12 MgO

Figure 61 BEBNEWOKZEH=R

Tnulin (ZEF DR EED 2.5%L 705 L 5 ITIREF L7z, Mg0 I ZT0 F 7= 1% ZT12 2 250 mg/kg + BW @
HET~wrvRizRO®EE5 Lz, 7— X X FEHEEHEBRETE LI (0 = 5-6),

**p < 0.01 and *™p < 0.0001, evaluated using the one—way ANOVA with Tukey s post hoc
test.
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4233 BREEROSHY

MAY 7TV 7O 3IFEL ITIO Y TV 7O 3B EEZNETRH L, KR A
I T D 5 PN AT # ~ D R B A RRGIE L T2,

Inulin + ZT0 MgO £ Simpson Index IIXIMREEL B LT, AEICEmN -T2
(Figure 62(a)), E7-. Inulin # ¢ Simpson Index &} MRAE & ik L € L F-@m T
ool (Figure 62(a)), ZT4 Y7V T O IRED B EEELZLK LIZEZ A,
NHIE O A EICR R D Z LRIz (Figure 62(b)), &£ 2 BEMICEN
HDLOMNEFHRD O, FBEEL Tnulin B, Tnulin #£ L Inulin + ZT0 MgO Bf, *f
FERE L Inulin + ZTO MgO #fZ TN TN LT, TOME., 2 TOMAEDRIZ
BOWTHEBERMERENAOND Z MRS (Figure 62(c) (d) (e)),

WIZ, 2116 o7V v 7D 3 FEE B L7z, Inulin + ZT12 MgO £ Simpson
Index |% Inulin B & #E L T, HEICHE 2o 7= (Figure 63(a)), F7o. xFHEEL
L C, Tnulin + ZT12 MgO £ Simpson Index % L[ 7 - 7= (Figure 63(a)),
3EEMOBEHMEOENERIELIZE Z A, BNMBEEOMBENAEICR 2D Z &
Wor &7z (Figure 63(b)), *TPREEE Tnulin BE, XFMEAEL Inulin + ZT12 MgO Bf,
Inulin #£ & Inulin + ZTI2 MgO BEAZ TN TN LT L Z A, WTFRICEBWVWTH B
ZERPEICH BB R R 67z (Figure 63(c) (d) (e)),
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(a) . (b) i
Simpson Index
©
= °
14 p=0.0795 -
— ™Y
0.8 4 [+] o ® °
§ 0.6 4 -
S 0% o o
é 0.4 4 /1/_ D
w 2
0.2 4 PC3 (1053 %)
0 _ B conto PERMANOVA
Control Inulin Inulin -+ . Inulin test statistic | 1.9158
270 MgO [ inutin + zT0 MgO p-value 0.001
2 (1537 %) oz (16.38 %) ©
(C) r ® (d) ‘ a [ ]
| o
(]
I. . o e e
°
= ©
L] o
]
| [ ]
/,./ T —— —_— ye O PC1 (20,38 %)
" Teet 23 P
- y
. //
PERMANOVA PERMANOVA
. Control test statistic 1.7345 . Inulin test statistic 1.5564
. Inulin p-value 0.023 [:l Inulin + ZT0 MgO p-value 0.025
(e) ©
oz (16.51 3@
°
o0
[
¢ ©
°
0 PC1 (26.06 %)
PE3 (13.24 %)
PERMANOVA
. Control test statistic 2.4731
[ inuiin + zToMgo | p-value 0.01

Figure 62 TInulin #FHRE, ZT0 O MgO B EDNIBAME RO SEM ICKITTRE

(a) o kM (Simpson Index, XIMBEE vs. Inulin Bf vs. Inulin + ZTO MgO #£) (b) B ZkEME
(FHREE vs. Inulin & vs. Inulin + ZTO MgO #f) (c) B ZAEM: (RFREAE vs. Inulin ) (d) B
Z B (Inulin B vs. Inulin + ZT0 MgO #£) (e) B £kt P& EE vs. Inulin + ZTO MgO &%)
Inulin (ZEFOFERD 2.5%L 725 X D (TR L, Mg0 1% ZT0 (2 250 mg/kg * BN D HE T~ U X
Rk s L,

PCoA 3d plots IX unweighted UniFrac distance TR L7z, o LMD T — X T EH) HFEAEGR
ZTHRLE(M =5-6), T — XTI TRROFKFLEHZIT -7,

a ZkEME - *p < 0.05 evaluated using the one-way ANOVA with Tukey s post hoc test.

B %Ak © A permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA).
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(a) (b) PGz (1563 %) ® (]
Simpson Index & L
p=0.0642
1 - *
5 ®
. 0.8 4 c. .
2 06 © ce ®
§ 0.4 PC1 (19,91 %)
Q
£
» 0.2 -
PC3 (11,04 %)
0 4
HFD Inulin Inulin + . Control PERMANOVA
ZT12 MgO [ nulin test statistic | 2.5748
B nuin + 2712 MgO p-value 0.001
(C) Py (d) PGz (17.85 %) °
PCZ (15.20 %)
3 ®
e ©
°
o
e ¢ o ¢
° °
®
- )
e °
L PC1 (2655 %) * PC1 (26,69 %)
PC3(13.2%)
PC3 (10,56 %)
PERMANOVA PERMANOVA
Bl control test statistic | 2.1107 Bl control test statistic | 3.1194
. Inulin p-value 0.018 . Inulin + ZT12 MgO p-value 0.0030
(e) G2 (20.85 %)
. 1] '.
°
©
é ©
°
°
[%] PC1 (24.97 %)
PC3 (10,14 %)
PERMANOVA
. Inulin test statistic | 2.5300
B inuiin + 2712 MgO p-value 0.0040

Figure 63 Inulin ffARE, ZT12 D MgO B EMNBNMEE O S ICRIETHE

(a) o kM (Simpson Index, XTHEHE vs. Inulin & vs. Inulin + ZT12 MgO Bf) (b) B ZkEME
(X HEEE vs. Inulin #f vs. Inulin + ZT12 MgO #£) (c) B 24kt (GFHREE vs. Inulin B£) (d) B
LR Gt BUBE vs. Inulin + ZT12 MgO BF) (e) B ZARYE (Inulin Bf vs. Inulin + ZT12 MgO #¥)
Inulin (ZEEORERED 2.5%& 725 L D ITIREF L. Mg0 JX ZT12 | 250 mg/kg - BN O HE T~ U R
IR N#E 5 L7, PCoA 3d plots IZ unweighted UniFrac distance TEHH L7, o ZLEEMED T —
FIZ TP EIBEHERETR LT (0 = 5-6), &T — XX TRROMBFUEZIT - 72,

a ZHEME - *p < 0.05 evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test.
B % AEM © A permutational multivariate analysis of variance (PERMANOVA).
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4234 BARAHEOHENEEE

MAY 7TV 7O 3IFEL ITIO Y TV 7O 3B EEZNETRH L, KR A
N COBNME~DORBEEZRGE LT, 5 1~3 BRI CHik <72 X 210, RIFFET
I3 Akkermansia., Bacteroides. Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus., Lactococcus.
Odoribacter ® 6 D FICEHEH Lz, IHNLITHAGFEENRKE NI L, Tan
AFTT 47 AL LTHHASN TS ZE RHFEDOBEBRPFFICERSATND Z &,
RIFIE TR R BN RO LN LR EE BB L TERE L,

AV 7TV 7 O3RELE LIE 2 A, XPIREEL i#E L T, Inulin + ZT0 MgO
Bt Tl . Akkermansia. Bacteroides DX FIHEEN A E I L 7= (Figure
64(b) (c)), Tz, *EERE L L LT, Inulin Bf, Inulin + MgO &% C Lactobacillus
DR AEEBENA BT Lz (Figure 64(e)), AEREIIRD bRARI -T2,
Bacteroides D FAXfAF1E &%, Inulin #f & b LT, Inulin + ZTO MgO #f C & WM E
R L7 (Figure 64(d)), BE TR > DD, Lactococcus, Odoribacter @
FRAFAE (T Inulin B & FE8E L T, Inulin + ZT0 MgO B TIRWME % 75 L 72 (Figure
64 (g)),

M2 STV 7O 3REELB LI & A, Adkkermansia DM FIERIL, IR
BEL B U C. Inulin + ZT12 MgO BECAH B2 L 7= (Figure 65(b)), Bacteroides
OF S AFEREIL, FHREE, Inulin & HLE L T, Inulin + ZT12 MgO B CH & IZHY
L7z (Figure 65(c)), AREZREIIME TE R o728, Bifidobacterium O FH%f
FFAERIE Tnulin BE & L T, Tnulin + ZT12 MgO B TIRVWME Z R L7z (Figure
65(d)), Lactobacillus, Lactococcus DFARI{FAEEITHRAE & i L C. Inulin +
7712 MgO BECTHEICHA LT (Figure 65(e) (f)), Odoribacter ® AR {F1E 81T,
Inulin Bf & kg L C. Inulin + ZT12 MgO B CTH EIZE A L7z (Figure 65(g)),

ITO ¥ 5bp & ZT12 e Gl 2 b4 B L | Akkermansia,Bacteroides,Lactobacillus,
Lactococcus D ZFEEIIRMEM TH D ENREI N, — ). Bacteroides &

Odoribacter D Z @)L 770 $e 5 & 7T12 ¥ 5 TH 72 - T 7=,
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100% [Clostridium] m [Eubacterium]
- m [Prevotella] m [Ruminococcus]
m Acidovorax Acinetobacter
90% m Adlercreutzia m Aggregatibacter
m Akkermansia m Alistipes
m Allobaculum Anaeroplasma
80% m Anaerotruncus Bacillus
Bacteroides Beijerinckia
- m Bifidobacterium m Blautia
70% m Bradyrhizobium m Butyricimonas
Candidatus Arthromitus m Caulobacter
m Cloacibacterium m Clostridium
B m Clostridium Clostridium
60% I Coprobacillus Coprococcus
m Corynebacterium m Curvibacter
m Dehalobacterium m Desulfovibrio
50% . Dorea m Enhydrobacter
—_—— m Enterococcus m Gordonia
m Jeotgalicoccus m Kaistibacter
40% Kocuria m Lactobacillus
Lactococcus Methylobacterium
Mucispirillum m Mycoplasma
30% - m Nocardia m Novosphingobium
m Odoribacter Oscillospira
m Parabacteroides m Phenylobacterium
20% m Proteus m Pseudomonas
Psychrobacter Ralstonia
Roseburia B Ruminococcus
10% m Sediminibacterium m Serratia
m SMB53 Sporosarcina
m Staphylococcus m Stenotrophomonas
0% m Streptococcus m Sutterella
. . m Thermus Turicibacter
Control Inulin Inullin + = undetermined
ZT0 MgO
(b) (c) (d)
Akkermansia Bacteroides Bifidobacterium
03 *k 01 * 014
% 025 8 oo % 012
g 02 ‘:j 0.06 :S: 0%;
S o 2 2
2 o g oo % g-gj
;3: 005 g ow I 2 e
0 0 1 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
ZTOMgO ZTOMgO ZT0MgO
(e) (f) ()
Lactobacillus Lactococcus Odoribacter
. -
05 —t 025 0.0014
g o4 g o2 g 00012
S s = 0.001
g o3 I I g 015 2 00008
§ 02 § 01 § 0.0006
B B I 2 00004
z 01 2 005 1 2 oo
0 0 0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT0MgO ZT0MgO ZT0MgO
Figure 64 Inulin BFFEE, ZTO O MgO B ENBFHHEICRIFTHE

(a) Taxonomy summary (b)Akkermansia OGN HE O IFER  (c) Bacteroides @ i PNHIE O
MW EER (d) Bifidobacterium OGP HITE O K IELE R (e) Lactobacillus O 5PNl EE O F8 %f
FERE (f)Lactococcus DFNME OF ST IFE R (g) Odoribacter O RGN E O R <t F7E &
Inulin [ZEEOREED 2.5%& 7225 X 5 ITIREF L, Mg0 1% ZT0 (T 250 mg/kg - BN OHE T~ U X
OB Lz, MEOMHMTFEROT — X X P EHEBRETE L (b = 5-6),

*p < 0.05 and **p < 0.01, evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’ s post hoc
test. Tp < 0.05 and TTp < 0.01, evaluated using the one-way ANOVA with Tukey’ s post
hoc test.
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Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT12Mg0
Figure 65

fAAE

*p < 0.05 and *p < 0.01,
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m Dorea

m Enterococcus
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SMB53
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[

Inullin + m undetermined
ZT12 MgO
(d)
Bacteroides
*
*k 3
I . £
Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT12MgO0
(2)
Lactococcus
K%
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Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT12Mg0
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m [Eubacterium]

m [Ruminococcus]

m Acinetobacter

m Aggregatibacter

m Alistipes

m Anaeroplasma
Bacillus
Beijerinckia

m Blautia
Butyricimonas

m Caulobacter

m Clostridium
Clostridium
Coprococcus

m Curvibacter
Desulfovibrio

m Enhydrobacter

m Gordonia
Kaistibacter

m Lactobacillus
Methylobacterium

m Mycoplasma

m Novosphingobium

m Oscillospira

m Phenylobacterium

m Pseudomonas
Ralstonia

m Ruminococcus

m Serratia

m Sporosarcina

m Stenotrophomonas

m Sutterella

| Turicibacter

Bifidobacterium
0.14
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04 i
0.02
. mim
Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT12MgO0
Odoribacter
*
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002 I
0.001
0 [
Control Inulin Inulin +
ZT12Mg0

Inulin AR, ZT12 O Mg0 B 5B EME I RIETHE
(a) Taxonomy summary (b) Akkermansia O RPN HE O IFER  (c) Bacteroides @ i PNHIE O
Y%t A & (d) Bifidobacterium O NI O FE % TFTE & (e) Lactobacillus @ [f Nl o FH %t
(f) Lactococcus DIENME O % 1F1E &
Inulin [ZEEOKRERED 2.5%& 725 K 5 IR L., Mg0 X ZT12 | 250 mg/kg - BN D E T~ 7 A
IR OBELE, MEOCHMEERO T — X X Y HEHERETELEZ (0 =

evaluated using the Kruskal-Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc

(g) Odoribacter O N HlHE O 8 %t 17 1F &

5-6),



4235 EH#EA pH

BRETE R 2Tb 0D, ITAH 7Y 7@ Inulin BEO G pH (X, %f
FRE L Bl L CTIRVWME Z R L 7= (Figure 66(a)), —J7. Inulin + ZTO MgO B D &
WpHIZ. ZT4 > 7Y > 7@ Tnulin # & e L CTHEIC EH L7 (Figure 66(a)),
ZT16 Y27V 7@ Inulin BEOBE W pH 13, RIREE L L L THEICE» -2
(Figure 66(a)), — 7 T. Inulin + ZT12 MgO #ED E MW pH 1%, ZTI6 > 7V 7
O Inulin BE & BB L CTHEIC LA L7 (Figure 66(a)), F£72. Inulin + ZT12 MgO
BEOE N pHIExHERE & i U C EFMEM AR &7 (Figure 66(a)),

4236 ERMALBRESKIU SCFARE

FLBEE I ZT4ICY > 7 ) U 7 2 LS TAERZIIRE SN2 o 7208,
XfRRAE & HE# U C Inulin BECAEVMEZ 75 L, Inulin #f & Ml U C Inulin + MgO #%
TIXEWE Z 7~ L7z (Figure 66 (b)), ZT16 2% > 7 U > 7 % Lz 3 BEM CTlx, I
BEL BB LT, Inulin + MgO BED FLER IR FE A L 17 72 > 7= (Figure 66 (b)), HEME
BREIE, ZT4 1Y 7V 7 L 3SRz T 5 &0 AERETIERP-TZH,
% BERE & i U C Inulin #f CaifE 277 L7z (Figure 66(c)), Inulin ff & Hik L T,
Inulin + MgO #ECIXA B RIEER TR 57z (Figure 66(c)), — 5 T, ZT16 ¥
TV 7T Inulin ICK DRE L MgO FIC X DB TR 5722, W
FTRLAEEREIRB SN0 -7 (Figure 66(c)), 7B EA VEEICEB W T, 2T4
YT YT ITI6 o7 v THIZ Inulin ICX DA ERBE LFR/R LN
(Figure 66(d)), AEREFIMRIETERhrolcb DD, WTFNOH T Y T RA
¥ FTH Inulin B L H#E LT, Inulin + MgO #¥ 2 ITKME 2 7~ L 7z (Figure
66(d)), BEERUEEE X, ZT4Z, ZT16 OWT DY 7V o ZRZNIZHB N TS, Inulin
TEA L2 Mg0 OOFHIC L W AEITIE T L7z (Figure 66(e)), FLEBWESE L ik
SCFA JBFED#FHZ DWW T H, Tnulin TORE LH L Mg0 ORI LD REK TR
Ao (Figure 66 (F)), ZT4 %> 7V v 7 ORETIE, Inulin T & U723 B 13 Mg
OHFRICEVARBICKTL, ZTI6 > 7V VT ORETIL, Mg0 OHFHIC X D RED
I T A 28 /L S av7z (Figure 66(F)), E72. ZT16 7Y & 7 ORETIL, *FHRHEEL
H#g LT, Inulin ECHERRE LAMR S 7z (Figure 66(f)),
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Cecal pH Lactic acid
p=0.0767 0014

7.8 T k| 0012 PO

0.01

7.4
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0.006
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6.2 0
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ZT0 MgO 2T12 MgO ZT0 Me0 ZT12 Mgo

0.004

\1
N
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0.06 0.025
k%

© 005 T 0.02
£ * £
H g
2 = 0015
§ g 0.01

Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
270 MgO 7T12 MgO 270 MgO 7712 MgO
ZT4 Sampling ZT16 Sampling ZT4 Sampling ZT16 Sampling

Butyric acid Lactic acid + Total SCFAs
008 + 0.16 =0.0706
007 0.14
“ob
g 0.06 ? o
g 3
32 005 £ o
< 2
'% 0.04 § 0
E 003 _T % .
S o § .
0.01 X
0
Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin + Control Inulin Inulin +
270 MgO 7T12 MgO 270 Mg0 7T12 MgO
ZT4 Sampling ZT16 Sampling ZT4 Sampling ZT16 Sampling

Figure 66 Inulin fEAKF, ZTO0 £72i% ZT12 5D Mg0 N EBWN pH, ElBNLBREER IO
SCFAREICRETEE () EBN pH (b) WRRRE () FFRRRE ()7 m A ik (o) BERR
HE () FLEER + 4 SCFA WEJE (& SCPA WREEIIWERRIREE, ~'m U v WRIRE. BAMRIR L ORGH)
Inulin (TEFORE D 2.6%L 722 X 5 IZIRAF L. MgO % 250 mg/kg - BN O T~ U AIZ#KA
HBhH Lz, AP KO SCFA ZEMANRY OB ERHI-VORELZRN Lz, 77— 213 ¥FH+
W ETELZ(n = 5-6), *p<0.05 *p<0.01l and **p < 0.0001, evaluated using the
one-way ANOVA with Tukey’ s post hoc test. Tp < 0.05, evaluated using the Kruskal-
Wallis test with Dunn’s post hoc test. [¥FEiH 3L (Omori et al., 2021) DX % —Eck 2]
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43 EE
(1) MgO DB B2/ LERNBNDKIEEHE

Inulin # & B LT, Inulin + ZT12 MgO BECIXEIBN O KRS EARBNAEIC L

=—7 T, Inulin + ZT0 MgO BETIZHERZEN R SN H - 7= (Figure 61),

ZORERNS | Inulin FARE, ZT0 12 Mg0 #F& G-+ 25 G 12~ ZT12 12 Mg0 & &%
535560 RHBNOKGENZL 20 EREE L ToORNE < 72D Taetk:
NdEEXT, FATHRTHIEAN MR Y X585 2 LAME S TWnD 2
&6 (Feeney et al., 2016), BAH] & el U CTHEHI Tix, MR ~D MgZ D EL Y
WAHABWIT D0, B VIS~ Mg O PEMIENTE R IR DO TIERVWhEE
Rlce ZORE, ML L THBICEHEOEENO Mg RENEE YV, T
o THEANDREE,N LA L, Mg0 OERRRS B TIERWnwneBLE LI, %
ITHFZE TS MO Mg ITHEIC B/ L, BHIICED T2 2 nmE S TEY
(Feeney et al., 2016), HIGEE OMRH & FJE LRV,

(2) MgO D524V LERMN SCFA RE
EHG OB R BT AR ABEE L TRy, WO REEI A IV I ERSL
CIXRABRIBEOT-DICEE Th D, 7o& 21X, BIRA SCLT2 HEFEHK TH 5 & 3
7Y 7 7a Y ARERBRERE LTCHWLRTERY, @H 1 H 1ERS SRS,
JATHRFE CIE, 2T E N7 ) 7a v rahE L ThH, (KE, KR LR AR
oERE, P ra—RBEE, P A RAY RE. INF-a, MCP-1, F4/80 2
BERIETHBED N hoTe—F, IT2 X7V Tunvrzk5Io:2h b0
BENAEICEKT Lz Z R &ENT7 (Yoshioka H, 2019), ARHFZEICEHWVT, 2.2
DO EFRTIE, Inulin BECTEM N O SCFA JRE I X ORI IR 2S B A L7223, Mg0
PEAIC LD 2D OWENRKRT L7z, SCRA 1T 5y 18 & MEHE RO, A gt o R
W E el oA EERKE 2RI L TV 50 Maslowski et al., 2009;
Kimura et al., 2013 ; Furusawa et al., 2013; Trompette et al., 2014; Tahara
et al., 2018; Barrea et al., 2019; Wang et al., 2020). AHFZEDHE R
Inulin f#ERIC & > THIN L 72 SCFA DA LR 7220 R % Mg0 2T HH L TL £ 5 ARk
WD earmL TS, £z, MARFOE X, BTN Z 72 & O JF 5%
BORoREE, IR, BRFE., BICOoRNLAREMERD D Z ENEHE TV DR
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(Tahara et al., 2016; McGinnis et al., 2016; Albrecht et al., 2017). SCFA
TERAREHCER T2 2 bMbNTEY . TOEMITITRAMKAFEELNH D Z & 53
e STV 5 (Tahara et al., 2018), JE4THFZE TIE, ZT5 @ SCFA, L-fLg DO K5
X~ U A0, AN, 5B OB RFFF O AL & A E S 508, ZT0, ZT12, ZT17
({2 SCFA, L-AB 2 &5 L2 a i, (MHICE bR R onhoTc Z EnlE S h
TV 5% (Tahara et al., 2018), TN 6D Z &b b, SCFA ~D A EJE L 7= Mg0
DIRFEZ A I TR T 0 Z SIIEFICERRNEE XD, £/, HETIE Mo
LB A —FEICERT 52— ADNBESIND D, KEEEWHBME Inulin &
MgO DIERUM A I T 2RATHILBMETHLEEZX, 4.2 OERBRTIT
Inulin ff f > MgO D2 IR % 4 X > 7 & kst L7,

AHWFFETIE Mg0 O 5% % 7210 (v 7 A O IEIFE M OB LERZ]) & ZT12(~ 7 A
OIEEH OBILEIFZ]) O 2 21253 1F . Tnulin & Mg0 O PN BN SCRA B IC 5 %
LR B AKGEDN DD e AL LTz, BB OFNRIL. Mg0 & ZT0 28,5 L7
GAEICIIARBICREK T LE—F, ZTI2 IZES LESAICIEABRRREK TR D
Nigino iz (Figure 66(c)), Z DOFEEN D Mg0 O E B NEFRE I E ~D R EIX, 2T12
LB LT, ZTO RGO HFNBEETHDL I EN RSN, THIFZT0 XV ¢ ZT12 T
MgO Z 5 L7=F N E MW SCFA ~DEEN DI L 2R L TW\W5b, I1T12 13~
UADIEBMOBRMGIFL TH D720, ZT12 51X, & MI@E X2 5 L RO
H.&7e b, ARIZET 2 Mgo DL - A&IZ, AR FAELTHWSSEA, 1H 2
g ERATELITRZO 3EICHFERAOKEG T 50, MEMIC 1 FRET 20 Th D

BN O SCFA ~D B2 BET 256, BIRFRF&R GO 236 L T\ 5 rREMEDN &
%o

270 X0 b ZT12 DT RN E W HEER IR EE ~D BN D 7pin o Bl & LTUZT12 O
JiH8 Inulin i2 X % SCFA JRE ERAEM BN BRATE o T vl MR EZ X BN D, AWFZET
THARERETCYUREZMEL TV, vV RIEER) X085 Y, IHEHHO
AECTE 0 EL D EZEET 5 (Hirao et al., 2010), L7iRn->T, 24 DY 7
VR0 b, 2T16 OV TV v TRD S N% < O Inulin R LX 4 I
7THY, Inulin RE VBRI TWDEEEZOLND, LEEN-> T, ZTI6 12
YTV T LTS ZTI2 MgO BED 528 Tnulin 12 X % SCFA JRFE ERVEA R < |
MgO I K % SCFA JREAR FAEM T L2 vTREMER B 2 b D,
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(3) MgO D521V T LIERME

%4 B TIE M0 DG NI ~ D R & i B 2 0 B4R 2 FREE L 72, Mg0 HMi# 5
Kf. Inulin & OPFHIREE HIT, MgO BIGNAE # D o ZERIME, B ZHEMICRIT T
BICHREAMKAF T A SN oz, 2O E05, Mg0 DI NHMF# O ZHEtEIC 5
2D BICRAMKAMEII N ERR IS T, £, LT0 &G R L ZT12 e B IRF & L
W4 % & Akkermansia, Bacteroides, Lactobacillus, Lactococcus O 28X [FfH
M TdhdIENRENTZ, —J, Bifidobacterium D8 ix 770 & 5 & 7112 $# 5T
Bieo Tz, Mg O ERLIC X > CTHNMEOXB N R s 728 s LT, I
NHIE IR Y X A8 H 5 Z L T (Thaiss et al., 2014), ZT4 ORGNHIE# &
2716 DO RFNHIE # OBRISE WA AEENTZ I ENEZ LN D, ERIZ, Beli b
Bifidobacterium Z Z LWL ONDEHNMEIZY ZLMERH L La@mELTWD

(Beli et al., 2019),

4.4 INE

® Inulin fFARE, MgO X ZTO I LA 1T, ZTI2 \IZBG L= A0 N
BECEBNKDEARL LR IEL, LN - T, Mg0 1X 210 & 51T~
IM2HEEDOLFNEMEL L TCOHETEREVAREND S,

® \MgO X ZTI2 I EH LI~ ZT0 125 LI FICEZICS B NEERE E 4
WFERES, LEN->T, BN SCFAIBE~ORBLZEET D &, HiEEEEK
TERANNESWITI2 BENEU THDL EEZDND,

o [EIRBIGICKITLBA/ED Mg0 OMETBREEZLEILITRER TH L0, EBW
SCFAIRE~DR B ZRET 2 L EIRFRFRAPEYI TH L Z LRI LT,

® SCFA (I, 72T, MABFHICLEET L Z ERREEINTEY .,
A OREMERFICEELAGEEZH S TWNWE, LN T, SCFAEEICRE L7

MORMAEA IV T E D 2 LIERICERE.
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Table 11

B ABEORFE A Table 11 & Table 1212F & 5,

4.1 DOFERDOELED

Sampling Time 774 7716
Control Control
EhiHE Vs Vs
ZT0 Mg 7712 Mg0
(G L (Ns) | (NS)
HalE L (Ns) s
Efﬁ,’ggz <000 | $(peo.on)
a R 1 (p<0.01) 1 (p<0.05)
B ZAkiE p=0. 0070 p=0. 0090
Akkermansia 1 (p<0.01) T (Ns)
Bacteroides 1 (p<0. 01) 1 (p<0. 01
Bifidobacterium T (NS) 1 (NS)
Lactobacillus 3 (p<0.01) 1 (p=0. 0951)
Lactococcus | (NS) ¥ (p<0.05)
Odoribacter ¥ (p<0.01) 1 (p=0. 0668)
B 5HpH 1 (p<0. 0001) 1+ (p<0. 01)
FLER T (NS) T (NS)
PR | (p=0. 0665) IOH))
A= Vg L (NS) L (Ns)
[ ¥ (p<0.01) $ (p<0. 05)
FLIE+ASCFA ¥ (p<0. 05) | (p=0.0787)

NS: EZEZL. LV AEZEHY,
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Table 12 4.2 OFEROE L ®

Sampling Time T4 7116
| T 2.5%‘i?ulin S 2.5%‘£?ulin
S 2. 5% Tnulin 2;5(}26“1)“&;“ 2.5% Tnulin = 5Z%T112m;41£
{EN: Y ¥ (p<0. 05) 1 (NS) L (Ns) L (NS)
ii’?gg% T (p=0. 0766) T (NS) T (p=0.0804) | 1 (p<0.0001)
o AR T (p=0. 0795) T (NS) L (Ns) 1 (p<0. 05)
B Akt p=0. 023 p=0. 025 p=0. 018 p=0. 0040
Akkermansia T (NS) 1 (p<0.01) T (NS) T (NS)
Bacteroides T (NS) T (NS) 1 (NS) 1 (p<0.01)
Bifidobacterium T (NS) T (NS) L (NS) L (NS)
Lactobacillus ¥ (p<0. 05) L (Ns) L (NS) L (Ns)
Lactococcus 1 (NS) 1 (NS) L (Ns) L (Ns)
Odoribacter } (NS) I (NS) T (NS) ¥ (p<0. 05)
S pH 1 (Ns) 1 (p<0. 05) & (p<0.01) 1 (p<0. 0001)
FLAR 7 (NS) 1 (NS) T (NS) L (Ns)
37 T (NS) ¥ (p<0. 05) T (NS) L (Ns)
=3 g 1 (p<0. 05) L (NS) T (p<0.01) L (NS)
AR T (NS) ¥ (p<0. 05) T (NS) ¥ (p<0. 05)
FLER+HRSCFA 1 (NS) ¥ (p<0. 05) 1 (p<0. 05)  (p=0. 0706)

NS: AEZERL. 1 ¥ AEEDY
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ESE AMRABROBKICALLRE
(1) MgO DERADHFLBRNBRIEADEEIZONT

TIET, BERTHLNLEMBBICOVWTEREZ L CELEN, 22 ClEAKED
BREBENICEZT D,

H 4 BT, Inulin SR O A EIZED S, Mg0 (X ZT0 I BT 5 L0 &, ZT12
TG LETNEBNEERIBE~OEEN DRV ERREN, BEBNEREREEIC
B L7723 BIIXZT0 K0 b ZTI2 OB E DGR L TWH Z LRk s/, L
2L MgO S E G SCRA IR I RIF TR B ITHR G XA I 72 Tk, —HO
BHE Inulin DfFHOFEICL > THERDEEZOND,

Inulin & MgO ZFH L= H& 11X, —RIOFEE®ICEAD S5 J | Inulin T LA L7
SCFA JRJE % MgO MK T #7223, Mg0 Z# BTG L7z 2.1, 2.3 OERBRTITRA
DRGSR DAL H B R TIEMg0 12 X 0 B IF AN SCRA I 13K F &9 (Figure 11),
EEMI R TII MO IC KV e v F U MIRENAEIC EA Lz (Figure 26(d)), 1T
IR TIE, v 7 XV AR BEECETENDIWHEIRXTINANI VI A LTy MTHERT
A, EBNO T A VBA LR L2 LA S TEY (Crowley et al.,
2018) . AMWFFE T OHERITIATHIIEI T JE L7220,

—J5 T, Mg0 % 250 mg/kg RO #E TZT0 & L IX ZTI2 IG5 LE=HA. BEEN
SCRAJRFEE T IRAEL V IREZ R LTz, 2D OFERIT, Mg0 O MM 5.8 0 55
N OSCFA JREICH T 5 ENIRMEKREGELRAKEGTRARLIZLERLTWD, T4
bbb, —HEZERFMNMNTTOLTHOBRET 256, —EIIERET L2565 CTEE
MERDZEEZRBELTND, 2.3 DEBRTIE, @RI Mg0 % 0. 25%EE T& 5
LB BN #E D o ZEREICA R R Bz b6 &R0 2 LRSIz (Figure
24(a)), — T, 4.1 OFEBERTIL, Mg0 % 250 mg/kg * BW CRAOKHE L Z A, o
ZIRMEDIEIE T dH % Simpson Index A EIC EF L7z (Figure 55(a)), T4 5 D
Flx, Mg0 #EHE —FEICAH LT 2EBRT 2856, RARLECT—HICES I
BCHNMEE~ORENRLR D Z LA REBL TS, BT TR, Bt~
IV LFEGRBRICE S THNMEE~OEENRLY GHE~Z7 X7 0305
NHEED o ZHREEZIRTSED EOHRENH Y (Garcia-Legorreta et al.,
2020) . ARHBFIEDOFER & b FIE T2V,

HARICET D Mgo DL - HEIEX. AR THELTHWSSEE, 1H2 ¢g&f
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BATEZITHAEKIC LA 3ENCHE L TIRAT 22, BERNC 2 ¢ &2 1 [ TIRMAT
LM THDH, Mg0 Z M TIRMAT 256 1C1T, MEANC2 ¢Z2 IHTRATL XY
b HEAMELIIEREEZO 3IENCSFIEKEG L, —E&E&EZES T H 2 ERN SCFA ~0
MBI LWL EZLND,

(2) Inulin & MgO OHtANEBUNDERICRIETEE
® \BITRUILME

BRI IV Y D LR TR U LAOGE RN EREST 22 LML
TW5, SXTILORINEEEROMFD—>& LT, pH DELIC X D RIEMEE O
LR S D, BEMNEREE SN E IR S v, MBI EE & kT 2
ZETUBNO pH E T BNORIEE D VY 7 W IR~ SR vy A %
AEET 52 L ICERT S EEZ LTS (5, 2008),

MgO [ZFEWRINED FHITH D23, 7 v hOEBRTIT, H 15%23W I 4, SR P
ENDZERBLNIT S TWD (HER 6, 2017), EHF, EEHE 72 L& O BHEE K
TLEBER N Z#RWRM T 2L T, @~/ X2 v UV AMELREZ T 2 & RHE
HEnTnsd, ZRHOFEENDL, Mg0 & Tnulin DHFHITE~ 7 RV U AMIED Y
A7 T 77 =IlRVEDLD TRV OIRGEZ T, Mg0 1T TR HEHIIC
FEMEOE T HRB~ 7 X U LA IN D, g0 ZHM TIRA L7z%HA 12t
X MgO & Tnulin Z0FH L7284 121, Inulin (2 XY SCFA 3R S 4L, BN @ pH
PIRTTDAREERDD, Z0OZ LK, REMDOE TH DR~ 7322 T LN
b L. BN O Mg 2388 L. oo O Mg? I EE SN D AIEEERH 5 &5
25, L, KL TOT—Z T TIHEIORMNEZHENDD Z LT TERN, 4
B OFEBRTIE, Mgo B 5 L7234 & Mg0 & Tnulin Z0FfH LG ot~ 7
RV LREZEETOMLERD D EE R D,

@ #HAEKAE

POBHF ISP ) 2 RITZ N O B3 o= U U ERA L HRIEM & L C{E R E R

WBLN D, FEAEBEITHEANC L > THRRDD, Loz A REHHUR #5 3E (MARTA)

ThHhor7 YL 33.85b DEBEICHERMOREEN AL D GBI, 2017), Guo b

. A KRWIE D~ 7 AT Akkermansia N¥EM L TH Y | RIEMEY A A L IE
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OB %2 RT LB TWD (Guo et al., 2021), F7-. HELFIE~ 7 2 Inulin
ZEIT D Z LI &Y dkkermansia ISHEIZWATHZ EHHEL TS (Guo et
al., 2021), WERMEITMZTAMBE RLEETIT R, BRNMEES. B
NTORELOEERDHD LINT VD, LB T, RIEMEF A FUA L EIED
FIE %2 Rt Akkermansia % /0 ¥ %5 Inulin (3. A LMIEIGE IS SL O A RErE
WL EZALNLD, LMLRNL, BLEORK TIE, A KHEDRE D HUSHIN
WEEMELIHAT25ENH Y, FUBHHRIE, ERIE, Inulin ® 3 >OHFHEE
ADWEND D, F2FETIE, Inulin PRAHOFEEIZE D 59 Mg0 1% Akkermansia
DARHFE R AN S o, 2 O RIE, PO, M0, Inulin ZOFH L 72 B,

MgO 2% Inulin OB RZTHLH L TLEI WREMELH D Z LERBRLTWVD, Zb
DZENS, HALERIEOHIAIAEFEE LT Inulin ZEHT 25 E . PUEHREED
RIER R TR T 2 EMIE L LT Mg0 1 Xl & 2 WA BB B D & 272, £< D
HITRMER 2R > THB Y IWEOTZDITIRMA L T2 3o EIE xR TRl o 3 % §f
HLTwaEFIIDR Ry, Fo RROMB L L TRFRIECERIELTY
ANTWDL5E6bH L5, ZOD ., KinL TH-> TV D Inulin & Mg0 DA EHHE
DHEHT | Hax RESLEOMEEREZEX RN ORIET 2 2 &30 OEFE
WO CTHEL EEZE 2 LD,
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(4) &3&

A SC T, Mg0 OB L & 53 Mg0 & Tnulin OGFHH B EAMEFES & O
ENN SCFA IREICK I TEBELZMIAT 2L L bIC, TNOLORELEZE LCHEY)
72 Mg0 DI A IV ERGE LTz, 2 CTIT%ER A D NS HFD RO
BRI DB AMAE L, 5 3 B TIE Mg0 LISt T Al - il Al 28 N BB 1T 5 %
DRIBAEFTND L TN LD EZRAT., HFH4ETIE, v~V ZOIREEH DB
MR Td D IT12 1T Mg0 R AEET 25 E L. vV ADIEH M OBRIEIEL TH
% ZT0 12 Mg0 2R N L9 246 CHNME#E S L OB BN SCFA (x5 5 &N
RRDMMERAELT, TORE, IBAMEA Inulin 2 JE®E L T SCFA Z pEA T 2 1
FCHEE T 5HE%L Figure 67T D LS ITHELT, O~@IZr-TZonTnx
T2 T HL S SCFA PEAE IR IC M@ < & & 272,

®
2+
Me {RER1:
Ca2* [ﬁzigﬁgao%
Al nulin %
KB R Yk il - | —
Inulin Fi
4 ~ &
SCFAEELE# l Enzyme — Me2*
Ca?*
T SCFAE4EHE A
iosi . " {Rek2:
SENloEe Microbiota SCFAZESEIEI5 43
. 9 v BREIEE
o |
Me?* {RER3:
Ca?* BrmEEcEEERFL
A DyshiosisE3IEF#2_F

Figure 67 JBNHE A Inulin 2 BEE LT SCFA 3 EA T A EBECHETAIRFOEER
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Figure68 T d L HIT, Mg0 RF A A UNHNMEEICHELHEX D52 L0
MY T, Akkermansia J&=° Odoribacter J& DA ELE & DAL B » 72,
Akkermansial&=° Odoribacter BT W KRR & OFHE TIHFEER ZzHED TV D,
Akkermansia muciniphila [Z¥EIR DO FEHICHES > T a XA 4T 0 7 AL LT, 1h#
DRSNS OMIE & LTSN TW 5D (Zhai et al., 2019)—F5 T, fEGEE
N A D EF TIL Akkermansia muciniphila 3N 5 Z ENH SN2 Y | FEBHIE
WIS DNA F~— =D AR H D & STV 5 (Osman et al., 2021),
F72. 2021 FD Dao HDFERTIL, & a3t L Lo <, BB FIFTH D
—T A BN A RO MiHN % . Akkermansia muciniphila DI FEERE DA =IC
EHLEN, 20 ERH L RBGBICHEBEN 2V LR SN Dao et al., 2021),
Akkermansia DEINI LT L b AKICHE R R EW 42> L IXR & 9 Akkermansia O
XA EOHEBR R OER L {2 DM LICEISRFAT O ENEHEETH H A3,
Akkermansia X7 0 NAFT 4 7 AZHEWBADNA F~—T—Zb RV EETH
D, HEE HHTREETHDLLEEZIDND,

MgO TA4F2
BRSO BRSNS BEOEL
(EmmEnoksaaEl) (EmmEnoksaaEl)

H T i T
v v

EREEROEL

|

MgO-& A #r5: Akkermansia t
MgO: Odoribacter .,

Figure 68 Mg0 &t A A VICXBIBHNMEEDELL
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FAFE, BHETHLBRRILL I, AUEND Mg0 DERERM Z A I IR RES
e (Figure 69), FEOHHE TIX, BFLMEEIFARICEZLZ L THD, £,
BROMBE L TRERERELZIRY ANLIHGAELZ ., LR T, K0RREE
VB D202 iZ, BREEDHAEEMZEZXLZ LIIMOTHETH D,

AWFFEIE, BEAE TP EE IS Inulin & Mg0 22X, b OFFH R
WM EER KON O SCFAIZE A5 BA2RIE L MO TOMRETH D, £,
AMFZEIL Inulin & MgO O GF A2 EME # (2 5 2 % %8 & e W B2 BLE 0 B
FRAEL . SCFA ~DOR A ZR LI BE#RA X A I v 7 ORE LW BT 5T H M
DEWIFEETH D LB X D,

BEEASN AMODIBRA 51327

HW+BR+H FZ FAERT

|

AHEICKAMODEFRBEAET

MgO + Inulin®iB& MgODHDIFE
HERREF H+RBR+4
MeOI- & SEFER R Eflt - B RENETLAL
DAE T AR TOEA VBRENERTD

Figure 69 EBW SCFABE~DEELEZE L= Mgo D RA
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(3]

K X OAERRICH T2 . THE « THifEZ2H 0 £ L2 R RFERFERICERET
FHPER A EFEBRICEELRLIBELZRLET . EL KWL OIERICHTD
THELITEMEBY £ LR ERERFEREER TR REBERED B,
BRGHRFZRFGCERE T2 R MR8, AR TR TR i
M-SR B RT R e R TP 7e B R o 08 (23 A C Rt
LEFES, RMFEOZRITICHIZ 0 . RE DA 2 B D8 TV 72720 72 BAR R
FHER T PR IR EOFRICO IV EHBELET, . KBtoor
WCELT, BFHICR->TIHE » ZHRESESVE L RMARFERERE Y V¥
—. MR X —OBFRRICIERSHELEB LET E3, REIZ, KFROZEITICH
0 ZWHAVTEEEE L R E R EMS T e R SREMIIEE O ERIC L X
DREH L £,
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