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1 @ U & (I

BEMEME AL, REIRERAREE N HiE LT
NEF DA S BRI b7z o TE B OREFE IS <
n, 3512, BREEL N LSE25 BTG RHice
73V AOKREGHIRIfTbNLTwS [1]. 2o X5,
HEMMEEE 4 TR EMMIZ b7 2 5 R4 & oKL
BARD IO HEE Btk £—FH7 Y F—v &
(subacute rumen acidosis : SARA) 23584 L, 512,
Wiz sy I v ADWGHIRO7-z0IZE Y I VY ARZ
EDZIEL TV 5.

SARA %, #—Hi pH AMET 3275, S0 % R
FERZ DL VIRETH Y, AT TIEE—HRpH 251
HIZ3BMU EICH72oTS5.6 MT 22T 5IRMEL T3k
ENTw5 [2]. SARAFTIIHE—FilpHOETICE -
TZ I LEERABER L, VRRIY v A 54 F (LPS)
M E s [2-5]. LPS 1345 — B kil LKz A S WL
EN, BNTTNF-aZz EDOLREET A A4 O
RS S [6-8]. TDXHIT, H-FHNTEREIC
FEAE SN LPS 1L, B — BARNBEG R IR ne b5 o I
Wil oTwab. —J, AFITB VT SARA EHRA=R
RF4 20 F 4y a vy A7 ROHLREOKT, K
g5, WIME RN, Y, BB xok4 [9-13] &
B 0, EREHEENE LTEDDTERETHL

D5, B TR RIS B AT SR SKE I AT
bhiTwa, LaL, BEFTIE, SARA OFEIZAH
RIS\

E—BNOMEERBIIR G X > TRE D, 58
—HipHZE LICb R I NS [14-17]. 4TI,
ML L2 %5 IR C Firmicutes [ % Bacteroidetes [} @
MR 25 IZIZFABETH 528 [18, 19], FIE R
%2 & 5 SARA %381 Tld, Bacteroidetes % Pro-
teobacteria M7 & D7 T AEVER AL - W 5 &
& 412, Firmicutes M ORERL LA HE N5 % [20, 21].
—J, BEFTIE, £H—HMEEBKICO WO
vy, RMMEEE L [22], BEMEO T4 [23]
RER [24] ot EHI IR E SR 2 B L 72
HEMEScoWmE [25] 2EP¥H 5. T2, EHEI
ORI & B 2%, FRRNER & BEA D
[26, 27], 512, EERNORIEHFEZEIC X D MHE
SRE DR T A EHMIE IR TwS [14]. LaL, B
BB 5 B —HME BRSOV TIEAHZ NS
{, &5, BEMEEOMNERIET IS 2%
T L7ZgEIE A D N,

REMMEE AT, FROERICENZ L TRHR
WIRTE s D IR EEHLR OG- AsdT b TH h [28], T
Mo &G H/ a2 LR T VA Y BR% &—filiA Al
iR OEHEAEGEVRL VAP EH LI T2
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6.8 2

6.3
T 581
5.3
4.8

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

BB 5 H 3
| Wil — i — i |

1 EEEIC X 55— pH 0241k
B H ($) OfiEIcBIT5 10 5HET— 7 O
il (n=9)

[29,30]. 7z, AN T OB L, BE
B OGRS EST L EMEINTEY [31], *
LA VIRES T BN S R B 720 OFEHG G- O B AMRES
ENTW5S. LaL, BERNEICET A8 —HME%
HEM B3 2 s 3 70 <, MR IR & B G &
BRI W TR 2 A% W,

L, REIMICO > TREFEIZHIh TS
BEMMEEE T, AEo—EWIRICRE SRS
MENLFFLELRY, MIFOMABEIHIEIE L2F—
BHIREETL20TE AV EE 22 AL, ol
HEWSPICT B0 FE L7z, BEAEESFON
BHIRFHIEAT IR 9 55— B o SRR R &M SRR 02
fLaRdLIZ, E—FHELZICB T 28ETREOE
1, BEHINCB T 2 M AR & B R & o BIfRIC
OV, FEHOLOMBMREMBT 5. 2B, UToiR
BRC BT A ML, W OIS HIREICH 5 1 4B
9O BEAME LB, IFERIY (14 7 B, Wl
(21 % Hif) KOBE (29 % Hifh) \CHE—HiipH 2 7
HEmeE L [32], B—H e Sl L ORI 2 %
FM L, BHPERERT L7230 TH D [33, 34].

2 E—BRpH EEEHEROEIL

BENEILH T, REFERO L S REROAL
ZE D E—-BNTE RO (VFA) 2L S
M, THOPERSNTHE B pH 2MET L, SARA7Z*
9 % [35,36]. T/, H—HlpHOKT LT F
LBEPEH OB - BRI & o TBRENZEA S LPS
&, B ERRE LR A SIS TR A DJEMEY A b
HAVEREAL, BV [35] % &K MBIEOER
Lo T, ZUDIZ, REBMEFOEERESTI
f9 E—Hi D pH & FFMEIROLAL, S5 pH &%
HEVEIR & OBIFR 2 BRET L 72,

HERA&FE 74 47~58 (2021)
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B2 MEHERIC X 25— B pH 021 (24 KR FHfi)
I+ IR (n=9)
% 1 P<0.05
* % 0 P<0.01 (FHIZBT WG & 0FEE)
2SR

(1) BE—8#& pH

H—Ei pH X, EERM ORI, R
THBRTHEHBEIRO LN (M1). £—HipHD
24 R EHME (1 HAFEMME) &, BNt
THEREMEZRL, TR TOT 2R EZ R L
7o (K2). F7-, 1RMVHE (HNESR) &, EER
WIS Y B2 28MZ2RLTBY, & BRI
AT, WIN b FELIETHER L 72,

F—H pH 13, TEE R 0TI IR AR D38
MENTz720, H—HNTVFAEENNL TR T
W L7z [34] EZONL T2, FRERBZOE
— B pH OIK T, H—HIHEEIHED VFA EE DY
M2 X > TR Z2DT, 5RO IR L T
W, —HT, KT L% Bl pH ORIEIZIE, F—
HPI~D HCOs DELA A & I Hr~ o 17 i 100 46 G5 15 Iy e
(SCFA) DM B O fk, 55— BRI 1B A & W &
FL XV HCO; D5, € HIVAE v Mkl Ek %
A L7-7LE & AKFEA A+ v ORI & pH & A
G s liiishTtwns [37].

(2) B5—FRVFA, 7>EZT7HEEZEFE (NH:-N) RV

LB (LA) BEMOIC LPS jEMEE
# VFA BB X BN ai i) & il R TR B 2R K
fitl, BEERUREE AT S BN THREIINT L, i
W 7a¥t 8 (A/P) idvhil & I Eiic it
NTHBREMEZR L (03). LAHHICHIEIC I
NTHEREAE R R L7225, BN Ri e iz
THEZEMZR L, LPS 3 & BBIcaiic ik~
THERBIZHIML 7225, B E ORICAEEZEITAD
Niedroiz.

H—-HpH DI TIE, VFAZBRBICX-oTiRZI L
Zz25N570% BINEAIN A TH— B pH 294
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3 MEHERNNC & 5 H—Hil M Ro%t
I+ BEERGE (n=9), a-b-c: P<0.05 (REFZHICHEADD)

T L, BT Il THR VFA b A I
LTz, MERZ A CTIRMER DS —H o HCO;™ @
FEm 2 D 505 RIEFESEE TIRMERICX S
HCO; 13 35% F CIXF L [38], 7w ¥ vEReHEiR
EEERR ISR T — Y BB 2 4 U 7 2 B A 2 DGR A%
HBulHtrsnhTtns [39]. L72za-T, %IMICpH
R VFAREMMEME 2R L2 2 &g, IREHEFZHRIC
Lo T VFAREAIEMT 528, WK LErbO 7B Y
T v e BEEEWLIN A5 TTHHE L C 85— H N VEA JREAMK
T LU, R pH AEH O & 2 Wi o A A5 L
cZklickseEZON. —F, BB pHIEL
CALTF (6.OLLF) 5 & LADERL, pHAE 52K
T35 [40]. BHNIERETHIR IR T LA A
HEhEMZR L2 E00, %o pHIKTIX LA
B AL QHEDH D LEEZ LN

3 F—RHERBROZL

it 5L i K % #5 2F T 13 Bacteroidetes M2 & 3 2 Ml i
Bas% £, MR S REFEEANDOLETIZ L - T Mega-
sphaera elsdenii, Streptococcus bovis, Selenomonas
ruminantium }. O Prevotella bryantii %5 3§ J L,
Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens X° Fibrobacter succinogenes
AT 5 [14]. 72, BTN CIIEE RYAELT
Lo TE-HOMBERMBEAKE CELFL, MHED
ZREDINT 35 [24] E#HEBESN TS,

FoHE—BITHFET MBI, F—Hil GIM), %
—H A () ROHE— BRI LA A S
ZNZIHERE R AR % 5 T b [41, 42]. WO
MBI, IR L2V oHE [43] b H 575
WEERBEZ R T L2MEEIESTH B & O

(411 ¥ d 5. F72, EMHOMEE L, BEHEZHETE—
BRI BV TR b EEREHZRZL, o —25
fEPEDOMBEHEAESATH S M S hTwd [42, 44].
EHIT, T TIOR3 EH L
7oy [45-471 bASNS. Lo L, BEMMESICE
W — H OB T R & HR L 7 ZE R IR
R DAEATIZAE S 55— B M 2 MG L 72T gRid A b
v, L7225-C, WIS, IEERHOETIES £—8
DA & A BT AR ERER O L% kA — 2
IV A X ) HRE L7

(1) E—BORMEEBEHICH T 2 HEPIER L
BRI, A Tl Firmicutes PRI & T
IZ, Chloroflexi MASHI & HeRTHHI R O,
WIN D AELEMZR L. AT Proteobacte-
ria M 25BN RTINS B % Sl Chloroflexi
PASHTNC R TR CAE B R M E R L. F72, 36
MBI, WA CRIANC AT, #ilIC Bacteroidetes
A ElEIR), Euryarchaeota M2 & 7 & fl, Planc-
tomycetes ], Chloroflexi [ 7% F & % K i, "+
Firmicutes "] 25 fif {5 17, £ #1213 Chloroflexi ],
Candidatus Saccharibacteria "534 & 2% &% - L7z,
FLA- D —H MW TIX, Actinobacteria [ ®H§ i te 23
RATD 3% LM (48] ShTwbhs, BEMM
JEEAH T 10% D LR L2 s, BRELTIEIA
PR LMAEELEZRT ZEPHENIE 7.

(2) E—BORMBEEMHICE T 2HEEERLL
£k & L T M T3 Unclassified Lachnospiraceae

J&, Unclassified Ruminococcaceae J& N U Prevotella

HER&RE 74 47~58 (2021)
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1 Other
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Butyrivibrio
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Bifidobacterium

Unclassified Erysipelotrichaceae
Unclassified Veillonellaceae
Unclassified Bacteroidales
Unclassified Porphyromonadaceae
Unclassified Gammaproteobacteria
Unclassified Bacteroidetes
Methanobrevibacter

Unclassified Coriobacteriaceae
Unclassified Bacteria

Mogibacterium
Succiniclasticum
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Olsenella
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Otu0021 Eubacteriaceae bacterium Marseille-P2843
Otu0019 Caloramator proteoclasticus
Otu0016 Ruminococcus faecis JCM 15917
Otu0018 Ruminococcus lactaris ATCC 29176
Otu0017 Bifidobacterium angulatum
Otu0014 Prevotella ruminicola

Otu0013 Bacillus sp. YIM M13235

Otu0010 Ruminococcus bromii

Otu0015 Ruminococcus bromii

Otu0012 Acetatifactor muris

Otu0011 Chelonobacter oris

Otu0008 Prevotella ruminicola

Otu0009 Prevotella ruminicola

Otu0007 Intestinimonas butyriciproducens
Otu0006 Succiniclasticum ruminis

Otu0005 Mogibacterium neglectum

0
Ik ‘ il ‘ wm | W ‘ 1 ‘
W B 4

e

Otu0003 Clostridiales bacterium 2PG-426-CC-42
Otu0004 Olsenella umbonata

Otu0002 Ruminococcus bromii

Otu0001 Lactonifactor longoviformis

NEEEZNESEREUUONNNCENND

M5 EHERMIC X288 M) cE—HEl (EM) © OTUs #lt

(B2 20 OTUs) P39 (n=9)

I&, M T & Unclassified Lachnospiraceae )&,
Unclassified Ruminococcaceae J& K T Unclassified
Firmicutes JE DG LA 2o 72 (K 4). AR CIX
AN I RC, WA Tld Unclassified Ruminococcace-
aeJ& & Unclassified Firmicutes J&72512, Unclassi-
fied Clostridiales BN RN, Butyrivibrio B &
BN, WINbAEELRKMEEZR L. £/, FEMHATIE
B2 e X T, Unclassified Firmicutes J& 234 112,
Unclassified Clostridiales J& & Unclassified Coriobac-
teriaceae JR IR HERRMEZ R L, Succiniclasti-
cum BIZRHOEITIC L D FERSHMLA. —F, &
PR T, A T RE RS J TR I Unclassified
Ruminococcaceae J& % & ¥ 3 MW B A & 7 &5 K,
HEVA&RE 74 47~58 (2021)

Unclassified Firmicutes J& % £ &0 5 Ml A R 234 &I
fili, I Bifidobacterium J&HE 5 % w5 l, Unclas-
sified Clostridiales J& % &t 2 MW IR 256 K AE, 1%
W12 1d Unclassified Ruminococcaceae & H A .7 ¥ H,
Unclassified Clostridiales J& % & €0 3 Ml I8 256 B 72
BAlE %2R L 7.

Actinobacteria " 12 X Olsenella )&, Bifidobacteri-
um & X ¥ Unclasified Coriobacteriaceae J& 72 & H &
I N5 A, Bifidobacterium J& X A 12, Unclasified
Coriobacteriaceae JE\ZEAMIZHB ZME L EZ b
7o THHMEEIZEERPOMETICHN > TEE T 2
A, BEMMENF Tl Actinobacteria [ Ol )& (2
XM OB FEDTER S TV L REMED D 5.
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#: (Non-metric multidimensional scaling :

NMDS) 7av

A :OTUs

B : Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes
(KEGG) 7827 A

(8) E—E D&M EEHICH (T B Operational taxo-

nomic units (OTUs) Lt

sk & LT T Ruminococcus bromii, Lactoni-
factor longoviformis & Olsenella umbonata, EHTIZ
L. longoviformis, Mogibacterium neglectum O Clos-
tridiales bacterium 2PG-426-CC-42 O H W& e 55 &
ol (K5). KA CIEATEcEX_T, #wH<TixC
bacterium 2PG-426-CC-42 & Intestinimonas butyrici-
producens B3I & BN, R. bromii ZBMICHEEL
A%, Prevotella ruminicola \$WHZ, Ruminococ-
cus lactaris ATCC 29176 (3l & BN AH B Stz
A L7z F o EAMTEATNIC IR TC bacterium
2PG-426-CC-42 05PN B &Ml %, Succiniclasti-
cum ruminis & P ruminicola 3 hi & B2, Chelo-
nobacter oris, Bacillus sp. YIM M13235 }. U R. lac-
taris ATCC 29176 (3, WFhd FELmEEE R
L7z, —75, BRACA0 TR CRARI AT, miiicid

R. bromii &t 13 OTUs, H¥NCIX P ruminicola %
£t 9 OTUs, %I S. ruminis % &1 3 OTUs %
HEIZEB L7z, B, M neglectum & Eubacteriace-
ae bacterium Marseille-P2843 133 X CTOMHIZB W
T, B CHANC R CHERRMEEZ R L.

WM & BEAHDWFHIZIB TS L. longoviformis DR
WS EEEZ R L., BEMEEEFOE—HIZBW
T, L. longoviformis 73" 77 F U [49, 50] H¥T -
TVEPEPARPTH 275, FTEIEA I LA DOEELE
Mad v [651], MUK OVEEH A6 5 T 7
OVt =Ry TaT 7 by EOEBEEYE %
HE L [50,52], £ HEREIEREZ5 2 TwbHEE
DHDHENRBINT.

(4) MEFROZHM

MW 0L OB (OUT, Chaol K UF Abun-
dance-based coverage estimator (ACE)) (&, Hiiin
BRI TR L, BINCEATINC R THEE R
fii %7~ L 72. %72, OTUs & Kyoto Encyclopedia of
Genes and Genomes (KEGG) DIEFMHEMZ KITNEE
P (NMDS) 12k 7uay Mg, milicr s 2y —%
TR L CTn7zhs, N7 9 2 % —HE5es 4 (@128
Boohiz (1X6).

SARA AT, £H—Hl pH LTI & ) M HED
SRR T T2 LG ShTwd [20, 53, 54]. BE
MFEEE BV CH BN, RERSRITL D
WHEOZHEPMMK T T2 LEx bz

4 F—BHRELRICEITIECFRAOEL

—EARIE BRI, fUR, pH BREN, IERUN
VT REREL L CEERZEEHAHSTBY, H—-HNEREE
DEACI > TRIZTFHRBIDPZEL L T b, SARA U
T, F—EHEERICBCTIRE RERT, 7 b
VARG, TV AT O — VS, E R OIS
BT 2 - FHRIANEALT 5 L SN TS [55-
58]. L»L, BEAMEEETIEE—BMELEO&
LT3 B2 AT L 7235134 2w [59, 60]. RiFLo &
HIZBEEZINCIE, B—Bio pH AL F LT VFA i
EHET T2 05, M LEIZBITS VFARID
LT B L WRINDLD, TORBIIAHTHS. Lz
Mo T, BEMEFOIEERNNC X %5 — 5K ko
BETRBOESHZWS T AHMNT, vf27aT L
A BT K B BRI B R TR 2 AT 5 72,

IPAYV 7 b7 =TI X B HBEE T O <id, "l
~hl], FE~BMICBWTT R b=V R, B{EA ML
A, HINAREE, L AFO—VAESE, T AVF—fLH
ROKIEMET A b h A VEEEICED B A Y = £ OET)
WD LNz Fiz, BB EREICHETET S VFA

HER&RE 74 47~58 (2021)
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# BERNICL 28 —FHBELEO N Y AR—Y —% 2— FT A RBELET
A=V FFzry P
BT rp it i % Hp % % T4
vS. vs. vs. vs. vs. vs.
i Hp T T Hp T

SLC5A12 224 —254 1.84.E-03 1.18.E-04 solute carrier family 5 (sodium/glucose
cotransporter), member 12

SLC6AS8 -2.01 1.28.E-03 solute carrier family 6 (neurotransmitter
transporter, creatine), member 8

SLC7A60S -2.05 3.23.E-03 solute carrier family 7, member 6 opposite
strand

SLC9A6 —4.08 4.08 7.87.E-04 1.64.E-05 solute carrier family 9 (sodium/hydrogen
exchanger), member 6

SLCI0AS 2.72 2.05.E-04 solute carrier family 10, member 5

SLC22A5 —-3.68 1.89.E-08 solute carrier family 22 (organic cation/
carnitine transporter), member 5

SLC22A8 -3.50 6.75 2.73.E-03 5.26.E-07 solute carrier family 22 (organic anion
transporter), member 8

SLC22A18 -2.49 2.20 2.05.E-04 8.00.E-06 solute carrier family 22, member 18

SLC23A3 -2.32 1.46.E-04 solute carrier family 23 (nucleobase trans-
porters), member 3

SLC25A5 -3.30 2.99 4.76.E-04 2.17.E-04 solute carrier family 25 (mitochondrial car-
rier; adenine nucleotide translocator),
member 5

SLC25A6 -5.59 4.80 5.10.E-04 5.40.E-05 solute carrier family 25 (mitochondrial car-
rier; adenine nucleotide translocator),
member 6

SLC25A11 —2.48 2.38 6.02.E-04 3.30.E-05 solute carrier family 25 (mitochondrial car-
rier; oxoglutarate carrier), member 11

SLC25A17 2.10 1.19.E-04 solute carrier family 25 (mitochondrial car-
rier; peroxisomal membrane protein,
34kDa), member 17

SLC26A3 -6.38 10.80 3.45.E-03 6.37.E-05 solute carrier family 26, member 3

SLC28A3 -6.71 10.20 1.35.E-03 9.92.E-06 solute carrier family 28 (sodium-coupled
nucleoside transporter), member 3

SLC29A4 2.45 2.32 7.62.E-07 1.60.E-03  solute carrier family 29 (nucleoside trans-
porters), member 4

SLC35A5 -2.73 2.52 8.02.E-03 3.88.E-03 solute carrier family 35, member A5

SLC35C1 -2.09 2.44.E-06 solute carrier family 35, member C1

SLC35F5 —2.63 3.83 6.84.E-04 5.55.E-06 solute carrier family 35, member F5

SLC39A7 -2.46 2.03.E-08 solute carrier family 39 (zinc transporter),
member 7

SLC39A11 -2.17 -2.92 7.98.E-06 9.93.E-05 solute carrier family 39 (metal ion trans-
porter), member 11

SLCO2A1 -2.08 4.90.E-04 solute carrier organic anion transporter

family, member 2A1

ko9 B, SCFA"/HCO; ¥l kK CTH %
SLC26A3 #in T O5IUTATHNIC TRy Y v L
Fal—F, PN TRICT Yy 7L F 2L - &
HESNh (). BH@GRTOFEDH5H (PCA) I
X 7ay ML, REIBICIHMEICE 2 2 E25R0 H i
72 (K7, —J, WMEHRMEE—H5 i pH ok
BRENWZ EDS, F—HME O SCFA™/HCO;
RHARDOFEBUC LMK AEN D B L EZ Shviz7z0, #
HEEE 74 47~58 (2021)

OFE—HWpHIZX ) B pH# (F¥pH>5.8 n=4)
LK pH B (P¥ pH<5.5, n=4) &I240F, SLC26A3
BIRTORBEZ I L2RE, & pH HCIEEHEA
R TR L Tz,

BIBIETOA v b7 — 7R D? S, B BRI
FREOBEBICOWTUTO X 5 2ol sz, w
Wi~ RESELICI D VFA &R, H—
Hi pH2ME T % & 275 A BRI LT LPS
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7 MERHICIZE-—EHELERIERFO
Principal component analyses (PCA) 71 v
PC1 & PC2 1%, &M ZM principal components 1
K2 #/RT.

EDEINT 5. 0720, KK ERIZBWTER{ILA ML
AMEEARL [61], TRI=VARFESNL. T/,
P ~HINIGIRE SR E G S S L, BB
pH 258 SIZMK T LC LPS A% % 25, Kl bRz 131
LA N L ARPHE T F K (AMP) 7% L 0Pk %
WAL, THRI=VADPHHISNG. 51T, K R
TN LA A A O BAR TR B L, F—8
FLEA 0 B & R A 1H & 12 1 L € VFA WX % 3 % &,
VFAZHWZ2 L AT 0 — VOESBERZ AL F—K
AT B, ORI OWTIE, Sk, B Em
R L > TEEPMA SN ZLWFEEINE. &
B, SLC26A3 BIZT-OFEB =L, W pHEIZBWTHE
BHORINCIERTHIM L TWiz2s, $£—Hik pH OZH)
WCIZVFAD I LARELZ EDEG LTwbzo, &
NOOERNEEE L THREATHLEN D 5.

—7J, PAT1 & SLC26A3 1%, #£— BRI EEIZBW
THIKLN HCO; # H—H PRGN L, fFEER] VFA %45
B B NICH %S 5 FE LA ARESET TH D (62,
63]. ATIE, 7 HHEORIEHFR SR T PATI 5%
HAEB L7225, SLC26A3 3BIIZEH L e\ & ik
Wb [64]. GNE, WO HTHEINC PATI OF%
HastgmL, W HARTRIMIC SLC26A3 DIEHL A
mLTw/e, BEBEAMEEIIBWT PATT 588E, 7L
FCHMOBREFELHICX > TEH L0 &k
2, B~ — O pH AR N LSS LT L 72
DR L, SLC26A3 3B I~ o BHIFIIZH 72
LZHE—HEpHOEFICHEL LTHMLAZEEZ LN
7. IhooZ ers, BEMAEFIIEEROM#ETIC
v VFA it R o (A 5 B2 b L, RHIMIZH7:
BIEEFIEZ A IS LT W AR D H B 2 L AR

%

SNhi. F7-, RERMICE —HWpH MEMELZRL,
IS — B VFARE QLT LTz 2 &k, #—
B pH 2R CHER L 7242 C SLC26A3 O fn 158
BHEIML Tz enb, EWEkEALzE—BNrS
O VFEA WL & FhefE A A+ ~ D —EH DO AR &
SFrhhTwizlzbbtEz 5N,

5 IEERHICHT 2 MERER & RARBEORF

MEHHIEC BT B 5-6RHE, BRI L B S
5 LEZONZY, IBERNFO8— EMEERR (14,
21, 22] RE—HMRE & AR L OBIFRE MRE L 72
W d A% <, MR & BT & OBIFRISAI 2
P wn., Lzh-> T, BENMEF;ORERMICEITS
55— FOM R e A & 55 — B EIR, IEH R OB R &
DR EBET L 7.

(1) IEBERUHARIE

HY fif R R 13X F 3 709.8kg, B A E B X E
431.3kg, HRNGZCHEIEHE (BMS No.) 13 7.7 ThHo
7o, M EMHAEEOMBIEE LA V8 (C18:1,
50.97%) Db L L, RWT/NILIF VEE (C16:0,
25.74%), A7 7Y YE (C18:0, 10.27%), 7SV 3 |k
LAV (C16:1, 4.39%) DNEICE L, Th bl
ETEEKD 90% L E2 ST 72, —fliAfafl
WeliiE (MUFA) X 57.46%, ZAliAEaflihiEE (PUFA)
13 2.22%, faFINRIEEE (SFA) 13 40.32% T - 72,

(2) BE—8# pH EREHO—MA AR & DR

*

#H—HipH & C16:1 L O° C18: 1 MLtk & oA
B IEOMBEAEED SNz, MUFA ML A5 i % 7R
L 72%5 MUFA #f & K fli 2 /8 L 72 MUFA #1CIX 5 L,
B—Hi pH OHER Z LI L 72458, & MUFA#ETI
. MUFA BEIC IR CEE CTHER 5 2 MEIM25A & L7z
(98).

Q) E—BHEEBRLE—BRMER, EBERUVHEA

R AR & DREfR

F—H WM E EM oz A7 10 © OUTs figH
e B—HWEIR, BE R OBRARGE & OB 9 12
R L7z, WA T Chelonobacter oris & B & ORI
FEZAOMBE, LPS L oMICHEZRIEOMBEE, FEMH
T Clostridiales bacterium 2PG-426-CC-42 & BE1%
LOMICHEZAOHMARD b/ T2, e
B OB R & o BT, WA T Chelonobacter
oris & C18:0 JL UF SFA & DRI D AIZH i B DOAHEIAS,
[ 4 T & Clostridiales bacterium 2PG-426-CC-42 &
C18:2 L U'PUFA & DFICH 2 IEDOMB, Succinicla-
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7.0

—@— " MUFARE
—O— {KMUFAR

k%

"2 S18 “16 -1 12 10 -8 -6 -4 -2 o 2 4 6 8
PRbr 1% H %
X 8 5 MUFA B &K MUFA BHIZ B % 85— Bl pH OZAL (24 FBERISFE1H)
MUFA : —fliRggfIlgiRe (C14:1, C16:1, C17:1, C18:1, C20:1)
K MUFA# (n=3, 55.0+1.3%), # MUFA# (n=3, 59.8=0.8%)
% 1 P<0.05, %% : P<0.01 (ft MUFA B & DA #%)

& LK
o %w@ o e
Ve p SO S R NN

s &@’,)O@&k ?XQ »%Qf-’ % 1 {f'\ o' & %’ﬁﬁ"%\ﬁ‘o “‘o\b‘c)\@o\@o\‘?’o\% N S ®®

0tu0002 Olsenella umbonata "
Otu0004 Ruminococcus bromii " 7
0tu0001 Lactonifactor longoviformis "
Otu0009 Chelonobacter oris

0tu0003 Succiniclasticum ruminis ?
Otu0011 Ruminococcus bromii
0tu0005 Clostridiales bacterium 2PG-426-CC-42 " % Z
Otu0014 Ruminococcus bromii 7
Otu0019 Kandleria vitulina DSM 20405
Otu0015 Acetatifactor muris

E

% 0tu0003 Succiniclasticum ruminis ? %
0tu0001 Lactonifactor longoviformis "
7 0tu0002 Olsenella umbonata "

|| | otuooos Clostridiales bacterium 2PG-426-CC-42 " %
o Otu0006 Mogibacterium neglectum
Otu0007 Succiniclasticum ruminis
Otu0008 Prevotella sp. Marseille-P3114
Otu0004 Ruminococcus bromii "
0Otu0013 Succiniclasticum ruminis %
Otu0020 Selenomonas bovis

S

>

’é»
5

L

BU9 45— oW & BN BT 2 MR (5 16210 OTUs) & 85— Mk, B R OBA AT E OB (e — b= v 7)

AR & EAHO OTUs ML, 1) AREERL, 2)  AREDD
% 1 P<0.05, %% :P<0.01, n=9

sticum ruminis & C18:2 K. U'PUFA & OMICH B R IEOMBEDFED H 7z,

DOMBEAEED SNz, —TF, Ruminococcus bromii & Ulko ki, BEMERSORERMICBIT L%
BRSREBRONTIEE OMICAEZERIEOMM, C16:0 & — EA AR, WA L B CERDY D 525, B
OMIZEERAOHBEDN, & 512, Succiniclasticum TR 38 M B AN S ST A IR D o MUUFA AL R K2
ruminis & C16:1, C18:1 LU MUFA & OICH & 7% TR & O THEZRMELEZ W2 EATRRE N2
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RHIHNC D7z o TRIZEEB IS4G S 1 BENMEEE
BTIE, WBEER G CofEEHIRBIOERL, 8
PIRDPEFTH2DOTIE RV E DR EH S 2T 572
DI, BEMMEESGOREERHEITIC ) E—Filo
AR & AR R O — BRI L2 2B % ER
THRBAOEAEKE L. 2o, BRENHEEES0
g LeZEzonb, WOPOHKD 2 HHL 2L
ol

51, IEE BRI E AT R I TR SR
DOEGHEEBEIMLTWEDT, E—HWpHMET L
TVl bbb T, MVFARENSRMEEZRLAS
ETHhbH. ToZ L REFHELIEICE - TVFARE
HAZTCHES B A%, — 5 THEIE B2 2> & @ VFA WA
KLUTVFAREDSBAL, SHICREOBAPIZLD
pH EEEH O & 2R OWWA I L7722 LIk 5
LEZoN7 Fio, BN LARED LA L TWw
DT, BHICBIT2E—H W pH DK TFIZLA 5L
TWwaEEZ b,

%2 miE, EERNOMEITICEY, /EHEZLTR SARA
TR L oK R HE—HMEEMLZ R L2,
TH 5. WL EMHDO VT D Firmicutes [, Bacte-
roidetes [, Actinobacteria PO L% {, AL
20 MR TERD 70% DL L& HodTwiz, 7z, #hE
POMEFM L, WTHOREFRIZBW T LT H
WZHERBASN, o502 e, BREMEEE
TiZ Actinobacteria M OB E %2 F & L7256 OHME
BN ENTBY, WM T Bifidobacterium &7 &,
[ 1 ¢ 1 Unclasified Coriobacteriaceae J& 7 & D343
PLACHEBIN M & & 2 bz,

3 mE, MERMOMEITICEY, BRI LI
B LEMRTFEIPET L, HIIIEEIC LT
PATI1 OFEBIAEM, BUNIEh IR T SLC26A3
DRBIAIEIML 722 & ThH D, PATI FBULHHI Ot
JEERZARIC & - TEBIT 5 2 &h 5, Ariil~liom
OH—Hil pH O FIZ#IE LTHIML, SLC26A3 %
I~ %o BRI 72 58— Hik pH DT I
BRLTHINLz2bn LI bl ey
5, BEAFEFIZIEERNOMT IS, 8 FRE L
BIZBT % VFA Bk R o@faF3BAZe L, RUH
272 RIS AGITHEIS LTV BT ReEsH % & &
Zbhz.

B4 M, EERIICBT 28— BHIREEE RO
WG & OMICER L HESA LN -2 TH S, F—
B pH (&% MUFA B Tk MUFA B2 H T B fi T
L, A OME R & 5 AR D MUFA #LK R B2
THRIBIE L OMICAE R MMz RO 6N, Zhbnl

%

Enn, BEMENE - oKRREE, RIUEOREE
B HHEIS LTI STz E—H N To VFA AR
R BRI X 2 IS B 5 L 2 b,

Pl ke, BEMMETORE R OMETICHES 5
— B AR R M TR R B L OV — BRI RS B B s
THERBZOWT, ZOo—HHPWL 2 ho72 Ll
SRlOFERIE, DAEEO—-HOMITIZBIT 5, FEE ik
OEREAE; 2 WL E LRI L > THEONAZEDT
BB, SR LA, £ < oo ko B
EMHEEEF BT EEN AT EEZ 5NE5,
BHIFIZ BN TAIEDOREREWGET 5 2 ENEFENS.
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