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Figure 1 Chemical structures of Quercetin and Rutin |



BOFHCHEDNTHH(810), Fh. VF IR WEN DNA ZESITH0
2 FIERFEEQI-12°FRILER0S- 1008355 Z E A LN E 25T
W5,

AP TIE, BICEDHESCT V7 E, RV 7= /—N (VFV) 2EA
EEy B IVRATT Y NOERHREEES v MIBRESEEES, ILFo
alVAT e —/VRERTERZHEONCTD & &bz, MiE - #8F - S8 - FF,
JBOIEE VAA-O45, IBERHBEEESET mRNARBREZRIEL., F02H
:fb®ﬁﬁéﬁ#£oéBK\Vszﬁﬁbwﬁ\E&iV\i$§»ﬁ
BEETHY., B LR EOBMEERY 7=/ — (WFr, ZJunF U@,
TURYTEY, ZY VAR TRE) 2 ETECEADDE, TERT I
Tz K DB OBRBBEOFBEIT o, BEF mRNA DOFEH L~

ST EIT. BEMEEEO 2 1 =X A OEA LT 7,



BoE FoHYRRTITY ROz b2 To—METER

B1fn

ILATa—E, BEO—ETHY., RATFaA FEK L RILKSEISEL2E
STALBMTH D, T VAT R UIART A FiRLERHEBEO SR
BlIh, BCOLPICHEEL., ZCFBEBE TEREh TS, AfEEEL
LT, B RERIZE<FENRD I ENEL, — B TOaLvrFa—
WITEEITHATH D, LAl MIRFICBREICHEET D & TEIEME & /e
VBRI EFR TSV RAZB ERETD (18),

BIAREEL L., BIARNIEICIRE R 2 VAT o —A a8t U R & Ry EREHE
L. TOMKZZLILDBERZBESEIHEFETHS (19), BIRE{CAHOE)
IR, IRESAMI (JRHIR) BNEETIRENH D, TR,
7&D77~9%¥ﬁﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬁp;%E%3Vz%u_»%€hmﬁm%
DY RE VAT EERYADERS S5, WHRAEIAL, BIRAEICLEL, B
m&mawﬁﬁﬁtﬁﬁmééeﬁiaﬂfwéo%ﬁf\ﬁﬁbtﬁxﬁ;
HULENTIEE & BRI M- - MO R SEE L, Z0E Y & iS85
TAOWIEAEL Y BEe 2\ SR LTS, Z OBIIRELFL L. BIRPIEIC

RELMFAEZLT S L 0 ichd, MFERIFDT S L, MERBE~OBRLEL



AR5 L 0 RHTHEPET 5, 0, BRELHE LD TROME
BHEREIND,

INRATT Y MIELSFENDIBWBHEDT, RAOKE, BRRLT 7 XA F ¥ —
EFFFAERE LT, $RahT&ER, LaL, BRYIESTY 7=/ —13E
i, EEOEFRE TR, ETAERAOHZZLABRLNIARD ., EE, FO
BRI ET AT ERE T T T 3,

BYHEIZ, & D OECEEEIC X o TR SR VWS b OBV R4
DL LTER STV 5(20-21), EYVBHEORMNITIIRE < ST T 2888
D& AT IZ W IR LIBT3 RIS R EHE )
BdbD, BYEBHEL, KB CRELCORYBESERZESC L, BES Y
THI LI LLHERUEER. BNAEYOBEREOERIC L 5 E LS DM
A R Y L OFFER BN pH DIET I L B8R0 7 M Y4 4
B2 LD KRBTORMRBEERB LN TS (22), FIZRWRHED B R
MRESCKRIFREC L 2 EHEIBOERINBETO I L A F a— L2 ET &
EHMSITHE L T0D L bR SN T 5(28), RIS I3, IBPIHE
HORBIFELRDB, BTHRRE T 4 AAEEELTEAbELA TV
| (23),

Y BIn b &N Y NE T FICE, ANARE T3 B IEATERH



M, A LRAF e — VEERTEARSD EVIHRE (24) 2, BILRATO—
NEEEZTET vy MCBOTHREF I VAT o — UETFTRB L OHEEF~DOF
AT a—)b, EHEBHEREEC L5 VAT o— K TERZES LWV I HE

(25) BdHD, THOERD—DELT, ﬁﬁﬁﬂm@#ﬁx?n—»@ﬁﬁﬁﬁi
EEDPHERAT e — PR EEL TV ERR LTS, UL, Y iDx
77U MU TABBERITATHS, TORDEFTETII. YRARTT Y
MIBENDES. WITEYIES Y A& o R R RSN ED RS
LSInERET LI, |

B 2 BT, BICRMBEES S Y BREAES 9 5V RATS 5 D
R RTINS v MCERSEREES, MFOa VAT v — Vil ERTER
ZEADMNCT D & &b, Mmif - #E - 515 - FROBE LAV ONH, 88

R EEELRT mRNARBEEZRE L. 20O A I =X AOMEELSRLT-,
5281 ERMES X UERFE
2.1 YRRTFT ok

@Y N (CBSP) & & v ¥ Y/ Hokkai No.8(TBSPS). Hokkai No.9

(TBSPY) 1. I BERIgE L 7 —CRE L OF AT LI,



VAETFIIFERTC 4 B 22°C &M TKRBE S ¥, WIZHET TS5 AR 22°CD
SLMETHEHLISE, TBY/NI9HM, Foy&r V31 0 BHEEXSEE L
., BOABEFAEL, 7V —AXFITA % Tol, YRARTIFTU MU F—

AL BRI & — B b S R,

2.2 VT EEOHIE
0.1g DATS Y FERBREZFEBL 1ml DA F ) —NVTHREFFA XL,

80°C. 1 BEfifh L7=, 1000 x g T54M. mO0HER, EEE2 7 47—k
i L(PTFE, 0.5 pm, hydrophobic; Advantec, Tokyo, Japan), 10% phosphoric
acid (0.1% (vw)Z % . HPLC it L7 (class"VP chromatography data
system; Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan), Capcell PAK ODS column (250 mm X 4.6
mm, particle size 5 nm; Shiseido, Tokyo, Japan), BHHEHE 350 nm. JEE 1.0
mL min-1, ¥ 7 54— 7 EE 40 °C & L7, BBEMEEZ, A)
MeOH:water:acetic acid (v/viv, 5:92.5:2.5) . (B) MeOH:water:acetic acid

(95:2.5:2.5) & L=,

2.3 RYHHE L WEKEROWE

B, 7 LT B EE . Bk 7k 4SS & RS AGAC % Vv i= (26),



2.4 ERBWIB L UEFEFEE
F344 / DuCrj @t % » & (Charles River , Yokohama, Japan) 7 ##if 20 T
18, 7 V7 OMmKER 52 THbZIT., FREFHCTHE L LiTHk=
VAT R —/VICEBEENRNEIIC 4 SOFEFHICHS T 2T o7, =R
22°CE1°C, BEEIE 50%E£5%& L, 12 BRI DB 7 v (B84 : 8:00, MEHH -
20:00) Db L TEEFETolc. 7 v MIMEBIZAT Y VA =PI ANTEE
L. T v OISV T Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory
Animals (27) 12> TiTo7, 7 v MOEEIIEHR 9:00 225 10:00 ORICHI
LT REHMIZ48EE L REERIIIEOEREL Y g2 BRE L,
BEHLKTZERERE Lz, RERFEHR GG, KRB 5EA» G 18
M2 &Iz, 12 BEfeRtk. BEIRO L OBMEITV., MRS L AT a—Vig
E.BEEVRFIAIEalLRATo—WRE (HDL aLx72—1) TG (h
VYLD R) BEOEEEMICOVTERE L, R ESHEKTS,
10:00 27 v b= —T7 VAREHLER U, EERERIL L v 8im, Eo#k, &Kt
SE7e. g, S5, EIJ%#LHE%%E%&%?% H U7z, U, SRiasE
BRI TN L, SR LI B CAN ZRE LERENE L, 0%,

IR TAEAR L. SIS F C-80°CCHERERE L,
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2.5 ERE

AER T, EXE L UTRKEIEE afba— 2 F—F L Lz, AIN-93G
(28) KEECTEELIEIXTNEEH. U7 IVEAWMEFER L 20%7E
A, 5%%211/1:-;4;??3%7311@%%2&@?]%4& L., A&3%E5® Control & L7z, (Table 1),
VRATSY FNEMAEEIZa— A —F LEBHBLT 5%FEMNM L, EREIT,

LB D7 —30°CTHRF LT,

2.6 HEFRIRE
mﬁ¢®%zVZ?u~»\Hm;:vziu~»;TG@mﬁﬁF34ﬁA
(FUJI FILM, 3500) #RAWT, BREICLVME L, Ba v AT o—LiR

El HDL aLATn—VREOEZBEREEIRF RN/ EI VAT R—L

+*%§UfﬁyﬂﬂgﬂVR?U~»+@%EUﬁﬁyﬂﬁgzvz?mw

/v (VLDL#IDLALDL = VA7 r—/) #EE L,

2.7 g o580
19 1g OFEZ AL TARICRID B Y | FEEEEEE (DC41, Yamato, Tokyo,
Japan) IZ X D HRBEBRESET, ThERZ Y a—F v o PHRBEICE LI
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Table 1 Composition of experimental diets

Control CBSP TBSP8 TBSP9
Component (g / kg diet)
corn starch 396.5 341.5 341.5 341.5
milk casein 200 200 200 200
@ -corn starch 132 132 132 132
sucrose 100 100 100 100
soy bean oil 70 70 70 70
cellulose 50 50 50 50
mineral mix ) 35 35 35 35
vitamin mix 3 10 10 10 10
L-cystine 3 3 3 3
choline bitartrate 25 2.5 25 25
TBHQ mix. 1 1 1 o
Common Buckwheat - 50 - -
Tartary Buckwheat8 - - - 50 -
Tartary Buckwhesat 9 - - - 50

'AIN-93G mineral mixture {AIN 1993) (28)
2AIN-93G Vitamin mixture (AIN 1993) (28)
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iz Folch &M Fk (29) IKHoTI muRA -2 & ) — MBS (21, vv) %
2REFMR T, EOHIT 20 BT REALEE (No.92, Blason, USA) THLE
LTS E 2L L, 600Xg T 10 R OSBEEZ TV, 7 maklbh-2
# ) —NMREAHBLEBECAR L, JOBEYREORELZ 2ERVIELT
/ol anRNbh- AR ) —/VBBHEETNTERDRT Y a—F% v v 7t
BBRECBL, £0 V4 FD 1%EAY 7 AKBEREM L, 1-2 S8R LE
% 600X g T 10 HEEELSBET 52 L T/ uu R/ AB EKBITSE Uiz, K
BEBREL, v—&F V) —x= K L—F— (SHIBATA, Tokyo, Japan) THER
#& L C Total lipid %7z, Total lipid 349 100mg/ml iZ723 K H T2 mu ki

B A Y T —VEEREZMA., -30°CTHRE L,

2.8 AFNTATNFEROTRR

- R=bhic Total lipid #K® 5 B 0.5ml ZHERMGEC LV EEIEEE,. 2R
W BWIEER A # / —VE Iml ANk, 125°COIEIREC 3 BEEIEE L, Bk %
75 2 e THERHEA F N AFAFEEL TR Uiz, =B E THRES L%,
7 BB L 1ml 3B X UMK 0.9ml 2402 TH 1 4 REHE®E L. 600Xg T 10
SRELGEE L, KBEREL, JoadVABIEAZ ) —L-7k (10:9, viv)

IR 1.9m] 22T, FHEICH 15 FBEE. 600Xg T 10 SR LAHESTT
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ST, TOWEHEREE 3 ERRVIET I L CTEBEREL. IhEBERMEC S

WEBEISHEC, JroaBRAh-RAE ) —VBREES 0.1ml NX 7,

29 FABEEI o~ ST 70— (TLC) X2 5HE

BoNPHREA FNZ AT VHEEEOEEL, RABE XY -Fig-
——F /L (80:30:1, viviv) TTLC (Va—#iB58BHETL—1) 2L,
EEME O RIEWCREN, AF 2 —AAFVTATAES EPERY K 2EBED
Zuauih-A Y ) —VESHE (2L,vN) EIAT, ZhE 5 oEOBERL
BIThNT 2. 600X g T 10 whELAHER TV, EBAREZA T b —X (A
o) #RbHERE (Latoron, Tokyo , Japan) @I =4 7 LZf Uiz, Z OE4E

EHRUITY, BERENE L TRE S8,

3

%ﬁ

2.10 FHERAFo—AT BT — hHEED
Matsubara HOFEIZIE- T, FHERTF o — L7 EF— FMFEAOTHR LT
D, 2.9 TRERLAHFERT v — VESICEKY ) D0 -FKEEE (101, viv)
Z 0.1ml SNz, HERICEREZFEL 1000CTIRHARESETCTETF— M5
BHEEEL. RIE#R, 7eodis ImlBLTAZ ) —-K (109, viv) BE

#® 1.9ml Nz, 1~2 &R U7 %12 600 X g T 10 2R LOBEERIT - 7z,

14



ABIXEEL, ZaakAABIZAZ 2 —/N-7k (109, viv) BEH 1.9ml 20
2. AR ELOBEERIT o7, TORERSHIC 2 ERVIERLZER, B
FEfEgE L CER S S, ThiCmERREZNA CHERE, KBS L
Tk Y D EKEBRERELL, ZhETE 2 0.1Iml THEEL, 209

HbilplE Ao b7 7 0 —THE LT,

211 HAZu= b /57 4— (GLC) ICLDHHEAT o —NDEEST
B2 T n—ORER:, e EERE (GL YA = R) & OHEMMREH
DU L ViTote, REFOREARAT e —AVOERIEZ I v M7 20015
LATEEHE - OmBEE LB T LItk VRO, GLCIZIEDBI7 v v
S Y—HF 5 (0.25mm X 30m ; J&W scientific, USA) # AT 2kg/em? D
REBEMELE L, KERA j“/{lﬂﬁm%%b:i DR EIT o7, RESLED T

L% 270°C, REHEARR L UMRt#e% 300CE Lz,

2:12  FFgas & @ RNA fhiH
Acid guanidium-phenol-chloroform fIHEIZHE> TTT o7z, #9100k g DAT
J#iz ISOGEN(Nippon Gene, Tokyo, Japan) % 1mlilz. 1000 rpm THKHIZ

THRILAZNRGR Yy Z—RY) barTREDFHA ALk, FEIHR— % L.5ml

15



DELF 2—TWHBL, 200l 07 oaFLAEMAT, 816 BEEL RS
LT RNA it %17 -7, ZhE4°C, 17,000Xg T 15 HHERLSBEL. K
BEBOF 2—T B LR o7z, B LE-7= RNA BIKRIZ 5004l O Y Fasm
J—EIMAT, BELEE, 4°C, 17,000%Xg T 15 SMELSET2 2L T
RNA DUBE R, EBRETACL—F—i L VREL, FamT OEES
PR A7 DIZ 80% =4 / —NEMATHO4C, 17,000 Xg T 15 iR L5
BE%iTofc, FIRIC EBAZREL, 50ul OBEIEBMAZM A TEIRTH 20
SERETHZ ETHE L RNA 2BE Y, EXvT 4 7L ) S2kE
7 LC-80°CIC THRIF Lz, A RNA SRR VT SR B3~ C B 4L

BLibDZ AW,

2.13 RNA BRFOEERB I U X0 BEREDYE

TRIETEHIIK 50 u 1 ICHEAE L7 RNA VKD 4,1 % Lbml DFELTF 2—712%
LERY | THICHERBHMAZ ImlMA TRE L, Z0£BE2mEEAITHL,
7 JEJEEER (UV-1600, Shimadau, Kyoto, Japan) % Fi\v\T 260nm 1T THEE,
2800m (=T H 2 8y BOWREZRE Ui, 75 o 7 (T BREBEA 2 i,
BRI KUY 2y BOWBEITERICEN 1.0 T40pg/ml & LTEH L, E 7,

260nm & 280nm IR DWAEDLE LY TOMES 1.6~1.8 DHEATH B
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TLEHRELTHLLUTOERIZANW:,

2.14 RNA 3EH D DNA 557
kﬁszﬁwL\zwﬁ%ﬁ%%ibtRNA@ﬂMg%amﬂ@ﬁ@%
=2 — 7B LRY, 60mM MgCls, 100mM NaCl, 100mM DTT & X T 200mM
Tris-HCI (pH 7.5) 75725 DNase buffer % 511, RNase inhibitor (TaKaRa,
Qutsu, Japan) % 20U & XU RQ1 DNase ( Promega, Tokyo, Japan) % 1U Al
Z. BEHREKICLY B0pliTART v 7 Liz, ZhE 37CT 45 HBEERIG
SEHIETDNA oL, FIGHE. BEEREAK 0Ll BLOT =/ —/1-
JanRNVh-A YT INT A= (25:24:1, viviv) 100l 2N, 15 F#5
BL<BAEL., 4CT17,000Xg OFLNBEETo /e, EBEROF 2 —7 128
L. BT =/ —N-ZouafiiVh-AY73 /1x7)1/:1~/1/ (25:24:1., viviv) %
100 p 1002 THIHS L OBESRER B VIR Lz, # LE - 7=K/BIZ 3M NaOAc
Z 10ul, 99.5% =& J —/& 300l B L1 » h21 > MMTakara, Outsuy,
Japan)¥ 1p1Ml%. B<IRA LIsfic, 4°C, 17,000Xg OELAEESR1T - 7,
J:’?ﬁé%‘:?’% Pl—Z—iZ XV REL, 80%=¥ / —%% T, 4°C. 17,000
Xg DELDBEEITV, LEHRET AL L—F —t L VBEELTF2—7 DB

Ve LT, BN RNA KK 28 1] OBEREAE ML, By T 4 70k

17



0ERE LT, D EOBEILT A THELE LR AW TiITo 7,

2.15 #iEE (RT)

DNA %531 - (83 L. BEAEKICEMR L7z RNAREO 7pl % 0.5ml OiF
DF2—Te#B LT, ZhiZ oligo (dT) primer (GIBCO, Caithersburg, USA)
% 0.5ug M THERBEAKTELLIZART 7L, T0CT 10 S RRIF LItk
ok BRIz T 1 5% L RNA 2 BRI Lz, Z0Of%. 375mM KCL 15mM
MgCle ¥ X7 250mM Tris-HCl (pH 8.3 )25 72 3 standard buffer % 44 1.2.5
mM dATP, 2.5mM dTTP, 2.5mM dGTP, 2.5mM dCTP 72572 % ANTP mixture
(TaKaRa) # 4u1, 0.1M DTT % 213 XU RNase inhibitor # 10U A%,
42CT 5 WM BNA ¢ 75 A ~w—%T=— V) 7 &85, £0#%IZ, Moloney
murine leukemia virus reverse transcriptase (MMLV-RTase ; GIBCO,
Caithersburg, USA) % 200U %, BEHEEAKT20ulIzA X7 v 7L, 42C
T 50 &R T 5 Z & TRT 24TV, cDNA 24 LTz, HFEWTT0CT 154
IR L. KHICT 1 0%+ 5 2 & T HMLV-RTase D&FERB LT RNA &
cDNA DFERE® 4T - 7=, Z iz RNase H (GIBCO, Caithersburg, USA) # 2.2U
M TEEE21u] & L.3TCT204MA »% 23— LTRNAZHHE LT,

B o7 cDNA /X PCR (244 2 F T-20CTHRE L, U EOBRETLS THE

18



M LB E AW TITo7,

2.16 AV A7 —EEEHRS (PCR)

AR L7 cDNABEK 1ul % 0.5ml @ PCR F =2 —7Z# LE Y, 500mMKC],
15mM MgClg, 100mM Tris-HCl(pH 8.3) 25725 PCR MK %E 51, ANTP
mixture # 41, EX-Taq R Y A—7—E (TaKaRa, Qutsu, Japan) % 1.25U
& 0.1mM @ Upper primer 35 LU Lower primer % 0.25 2132 Z . WEHK
AT 50ul WA RT v S Ui, 754 <—i%, GAPDH 75 <— (Upper
primer, 5° -GCCATCAACGACCCCTTCATT-3’ ; Lower primer, 5’
-CGCCTGCTTCACCACCTTCTT-3’), ApoAl 7% A <— (Upper primer, 5’
-CAGCTAGGCCCAGTGACTCAG-3 ° ; Lower primer , b
'AGCT’II‘CTTTTTGGCCTCATCGB’), Apo A4 77 A <— (Upper primer, 5’
‘TTCCTGAAGGCTGTGGTGCTG-3 ° ; Lower primer , 5 '
-GTTGCCCCTTGAGCCCTTCCA-3’), ApoB 77 A ~— (Upper primer, 5’
"-GAAAGCATGCTGAAAACAACC-3 > ; Lower primer |, 5 °
-AGGCCTGACTCGTGGAAGAA-3’), Apo E 77 A <— (Upper primer, 5’

~GCTCTGTGGGCCCTGCTGTTG-3 ;. Lower primer , 5 °

'GGTTGGCTGTGCGCTGACCAC-S "), HMG-CoA reductase 77 A <= —

19



(Upper primer, 5 -GCGTGCAAGACAATCCTGGAG-3 ; Lowe¥ primer,
5-GTTAGACCTTGAGAACCCAATG-3), cholesterol 7 o hydroxylase 75 A
~— (Upper primer, 5-GCCGTCCAAGAAATCAAGCAGT-3’; Lower primer,
5-TGTGGGCAGCGAGAACAAAGT-3'), LDL receptor 7" 4 = — (Upper
primer , 5 -ATTTTGGAGGATGAGAAGCAG-3 ; Lower primer ,
5-CAGGGCGGGGAGGTGTGAGAA-3’), SRB I 77 A ~— (Upper primer,
5 ' -GTAGGGCCCAGAAGACACCAC-3 ° ; Lower primer , 5 ’
-CCTGCCACCGCTGCCACTTAC-3’), FAS 77 A <— (Upper primer, 5’
-GCTGGAGCCCCTTTTTGTGTT-3 ° ; Lower primer , 5
"ACCCCAGCACTGCAGTTTTCT3’), SREBP 1c 7' A <=— (Upper primer,
5 '. -GTGCTTGGGCCTGTCACAATA-3 ° ; Lower primer |,
5-TCCCACCCCCAACAAAGAGAA-3), SREBP 2 75 + < (Upper primer,
5-GGAGCGAGCATTGAACTGTATS = Lower primer ,
5 TGCGGGCCACAAGAAGTAGAT-3), PPARy 751 <=— (Upper pﬂmer,
5-CCTTGCTGTGGGGATGTCTCA-3 ; Lower primér ,
5GATGTCCTCGATGGGCTTCAC-3) @ 13 fEEE AV e, —<H 17 5
— (PTC-100, MJ Research INC,USA) DiEEELMIL, BMIDV A 7 A28 94°C

T 3 4f DNA OfgiE, 60°C T1 ST SA~—bDT=—V 7. 12°C T

20



2 43 DNA D BRE1T o, 294 7 VB LEIL, DNA OfglE% 94°C T 1
4y LB OY - 7 Vid DNASDHEE 72°C T 10 51T - 7, Apo Al,
Apo E DHEIEIE 15 ¥ 7 /-, Apo B, cholesterol 7 hydroxylase, LDL receptor, SRB
1 DHEBE 25 ¥ 7 L, GAPDH, HMG-CoA reductase, Apo A4, FAS. SREBP lc.
SREBP 2, PPARyDIENEIL 30 V1 7 MATVY, HIEHIZ20°CTRAE L, Bk

DEREITETRELE Lt AV TiTok,

2.17 EIE DNA BT T O 7 H o — R XV ERKE

EXIKENC T 40mM Tris, 33mM NaOAc, 2mM EDTA 38 X8 0.17% AcOH
& L7z 1XTAE @ 2% 7 Fa—A (Seaken ME agarose, FMC Bioproducts) #°
NVaERWz, PCR EH® 10l % 0.5ml OELFa—7 1B L, 2 dye
solution % 2.l Mx., EXvTF 4 2k ViEE LB ESIKENITA LT,
PREFRE (Mupid-2, = A€/ A7) X IXTAE TH/ZL, 1 b—42 101 O
Braefkliz, £, 9FE<v—F—L LT 100 bp ladder (SIGMA genosis) %
FIRICEKE L7z, B|EE 100V &L, TuEs7=/—A 70— (BPB) B34
D 3530 2 DALBEICET D E TWEI Lz, BERKERTHRIZ, BT/ g
TFYU AT awA REEHIZELT 30 5MIEE 5452 &Tﬁféﬁ%ﬂot; i

WTRHEAE KT TISAERE 5752 L TRPARTF VT AT o~ Rk
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£ L, THIZ256nm OEMRERN LT, DFE~Y—D —OBEEN & HIE
L7 DNA BiAFREROLDTHD I EEHR LI, F0O%IC, 1% 0.5M
NaOHB LU 1.56M NaCl 75725 denaturing buffer T 30438#EE 5 Lo

T 8M NaCl 38 X T 0.5M Tris-HCl (pH 7.5) 7672 % neutralization buffer
FT30SEIRE D LTF o UhT avw A REBEE L, D EOBEIL TR

ENE LR RANTITo e,

2.18 HIEDNA KK OF A B AT 5 ~DEE

ERKBER XNV % SMNaClB L C0.3M 7 =B b ) oAbz b
20X88C FT 30 HfE#EL 5 Lk, TA A7 5 (Biodine B,Pall
Bio-support) iBREREATT 30 LMHRE 5 Licth, 20X SSC HT 30 43
BE D LI b DA L, 74 YA LT T UE~DESI 20XSSC 2 & 3
EMEBRSE BV 2 12 B O Upward transfer method 2 & Y 472 7, EREH#H
TRIZ, FVOBSKE LB LICEI AT, ZERICKH 20 oFKET 22 LT
ARSI, EM%IZ UV cross linker (Funakoshi, Tokyo, Japan) % f
WTIE LD RNA #8/MREE Lz, D EOBRETT R TRELHE L-REE A

WTITo Tz,
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219 NATFVFAE—Vav

ses IR EE L7ES 2XSSC FIZTH 5 RS 5 L. 20XSSCH %V g
& L7, 50% Formamide, 5XSSC, 2% Blocking reagent (Boehringer). 0.1%
Na sarkosyl.-0:02% SDS @ hybridization buffer {I/A 7V ¥4 E—a i
—7 > (MICRO-4HYBRIDIZATION OVEN ; Hybaid, Teddington, U.K.)
I CIEHTHABER L, 2@ hybridization buffer HIZfEZ#E L, 42°CT 1
Bl L7 LN TV A XEfTolz, 7r—712i%, DIGIZLY 3 -tailing
label L %t . GAPDH 7 v = 7 ( 5 7
-TGATGACCAGCTTCCCATTCTCAGCCTTGACTGTGCCGTTGAACTTGCC
GTGGG-3 ~ ) . Apo Al 7 o = 7 ( 5 °
-GGTATGATACTCGATCAGGGTAGGGTGGTTCTTGATCTCGGTCAGGCG
CTGGGC3 ' ) . Apo A4 F w©w — 7 (5 °
-AGCTGGGTGAAGTAGTCCCACATCACATTGGCCACCTGGTCGGAAGTG
ACCTCA3 ° ) . Apo B * w — 7 ( 5 °
“TCCTTGCTTACCAAAAAGAGCTTCCAGTGTTGGCTCAAAGCCCTTTCCT
TCTAA-3 ) | Apo E 7 = - 7
( 5"CCAGGGTTQGTC(%CTI“_TGCQCTGGGAGCTGATCTGTCACCTCCAGC

TCTCCCTCG-3 ) ., HMGCoA  reductase =+ = — 7
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( 5-GATCTGTTGTGAACCATGTGACTTCTGACAAGATGTCCTGCTGCCA
ATGCTGCC-3 ) ., cholesterol 7 « hydroxylase 7 &2 — &7
(5-CCCGAAGGCCTGTTTAAGTGATGACTCTCAGCCGCCAAGGGACATC
ATCCAGTG-3 > ) . LDL receptor 7 @ — 7 ( 5 7
-GTGAACTTGGGTGAGTGGGCACTGATCTGAGGGGCAGGCAGGCACAT
GTACTGG-3 ~ ) . SRB I 7 w — 7 ( 5 7
“TGCCGTGTGGACAGTGTGACATCTGGGGGCTCAGGACGTGGCACTGG
CGGGTTG3 ~ ) . FAS 7 ooa = 7 ( 5 °
-“CTGCTCTCTGTGGATAGGACTGAATGCTGTGGCCTTCTGATAGACTCTT
CTGGA3 ' ) . SREBP 1 ¢ 7 w — 7 ( 5 °
‘TGTGCTCTACCAGTGGGTATAAGCGTTCAGCTGCCTCCTCATCCCGCCT
CAGCC-3’ ) . SREBP 2 v = A
(5“TAAATTACAGTGATAGACAGGATAGGACAGGTGGGGACCAAGCACA
GGAAGGGG-3 ) .  PPAR vy 7 w  — L
( 5"GGATCGAAACTGGCACCCTTGAAAAATGCGGATGGCCACCTCTTTG
CTCTGCTC3) M\ e, A 7 ) 4 ¥ — g VK b7 B —7 % 10pmol
Mx, BRELTAA Y FA¥—va v itk Lk, 42°CT 16-20 BRED

NATVFL Vo n D, At Ui, L OBRETS TR

24



EE LA ERAWTIT2 7,

2.20 HERMK

B A EE T 2XS8C, 0.1%SDS HiZT 15 HEDIEE 5 % 3 EfT-7#%, H
S LHED TRV 0.1 XlSSC\ 0.1%SDS 52T 50°C, 156 EOIE L 1Tk
AYPeHBRIEE S ETTO Z&ICL D, TR LRholc T u—T7o, FERME
DNA & 7 r—7 & %2BE L.V T 1% blocking solution, 92mM Maleic
acid, 137mM NaCl @ blocking buffer PIZIEZB L, EIE T30 HMIEE 5 L
TROTuy X T E{Tol, fEWT, TAR) 7+ A7 72 —BLFEELE

_anti-DIG antibody (Boehringer) % 1ul. blocking buffer 40ml IZ¥EfEL, =
NICEZB L TEET300MIRE 5722 LIt LV URBERS 21T o 72, B
%z 0.3% Tween 20, 100mM Maleic acid, 150mM NaCl @ washing buffer
T 15 EOHFwEE 5 % 3EIEYE L, RICES LA 7z anti-DIG antibody %
fr%E U7, £0#%IC, #iET100mM NaCl, 50mM MgClz, 100mM Tris-HCl

(pH 9.5) ® alkaline buffer T 5 53H#EL 5 U CEHL L;TCQ T, ®
5T alkaline buffer @ 0.26mM DBisedium 3-(4-methoxyspiro{l,2-dioxetane
-3.2 '-_(5’ -chloro)tricyclol3.8.1.13,7]decan}-4-yDphenylphosphate ' (CSPD ;

Boehringer) VIR 5 ASHEL 5 SHBZLTTADY T4 AT 74 —F &
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CSPD MEE-EEEAEEEAEE, 37TCT 15 Al vFa— LT3 L
ik WEEROEELET o, KRE, RE X#7 1 /vA (Super HR-H, FUJI
medical, Tokyo, Japan) = 15 -12 B L, B L, BB LEXET
SVRKE, AF ¥ F—TEEERY A%, NlH-image KE25F L X Y —

TREDRS ZRE Lz,

2.21 EBARYHOEHEBROER

Hara b D75 (30) (ZiEoTiTo7z. EBAEWIIRHH LIEEE LYk
» PCHEDIHL, |BLEAS pH ZHIE pf:o T ORI, BEBMAKT dml
WARAT w7 L TELESE LE, 20 1.6ml % 1.5ml = o _oFa—T 2B L
By, 4C, 8,000xg T 10 ELSBEL TH 7 ERLEREEE, Zok
D500 u 1% BOF 2 —712f L. 4N NaOH % 100 p 11 2 TIEA L7212 4C,
8,000xg T 10 HFELHBE Lz, EHICZOLEED 100l 2HOF2—7iC
By, SNHsPOs% 1001 MXTRA LI, 20 2ul % GLCIZHEL, S8
Witz E& LUz, BElg, 7' n t“ﬁywﬁitﬁ%@fblﬁfmi =Bl L REME (GL
Science, Tokyo, Japan) & OEXFRFFFHOLEIC L VTV, ERIXZ a< b
77N BONIEERE L OEBOLBIC L VR, £k, BEE. To

A UER, BT ARG L. B L SBANRMOR Y S — A A
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A& LT, GLCIZHEAIL LT 80-100 A v </ 2@ chromosorb W-AW DMSC
(Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) #FEL7ZHZ A HF A (B3mmx2m) &AL,
okglcm? DEFEZBENMEL L. KBLA AR HBIC X 0 RE L, BEEE

I T 5% 145C, BEHEASR L OHHER%Y 170°CE L,

2.22 FEFhOREH-EOMH

WM EEOMHIE Grundy & DFEDLEE (81) 128> TiTo7. #0.5g D
ﬁﬂ%huﬁ%&%m%@ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁbt@: iz &/ —/V%& 10ml Al % T

SEBERABE L oA L, 600xXg T100FMELSBEL T /) —ILE
LRECHE U, =& —VBIZROR UARBRE IR L, B bml 0=
F 7 —=NEMATEEOEBELXFERYR L, oMK ELBERE. £E
éﬁtﬁwlzmqm@k%kvWA%@MM%T1%%?6%%E$$&5:
ETTNA YD LT, BERETHS LEE, =T A% 4ml 2 TR 1 5H
B L, 600Xg T 10 HEOBELSEEE T - TT—F VB L KBIZHE LT,
T—FARBEKRE LS, ABIC 2N HE% 3ml, =—F /% 5ml M2 THE#E
LEBIcELSHEL, O —F VB L KBILHE L, =—FABEROR
L{—Fﬁ%ﬁ’%hﬁ LEY . MR, Bl CRENEREETZ, ThE Ilml O

I—TJI/ _f‘ﬁq-. L. 30°C'C’W<T_ LT,
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293 [BHEED A F VT ATF LT EF— NEEEOTHEK

WABH D2 R ZBUEREIC LV B S Sk, D7V AF %5, 6 ML
TERT 1 RS S T TAFNVT AT NVHFEE LG, ThEBERE, &
BEt, A DU EAERER (1:1, viv) 2 0.1ml Mz 7, EE2FEE LU
Exe, BET 1 BEETAHT L TT T — MEEEEE, S, Jan
B A Il BETAF /—A-K (10:9, viv) B 1.9ml A%, # 1 45ME
HHIC 600X g T 10 HEELSBEL 72, KEBEEREL, Zrud LBt 4
=7k (10:9, viv) {BiE%® 1.9ml Mz TRIERCHESE, BL0BELEZ, -0
BiEE 3 MV IR L%, BIERHEL CEESY, ELICREDONELRES
MACRERNE, LET 228 TEKY ) DU EkEmEmERELE, Zhic7

EhrZ0Imlinz, Z055 1ul% GLCIZH L,

224 GLCIZLZBEHEBROER

TAE a—LEE, a— VB, ) TFAF I a—ABBLITY Fa—ABO
RIEL, 7R & EHWE (GL Science, Tokyo, Japan) OFExHREFEER] O ELERIC
J; DITo7, REROBRHEBOERIEZI u< 77 AhbELAZEMED

EAREOHRIZ L kDI, £, FAFVa—LE, a—LB, ¥/ F4%y
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a— g, U b ABROTEEETERE Lz, GLC IZFREA L LT 80-100
R v 3/ = @ chromosorb W-AW DMSC (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) #FE L -
5 AHT A (0.25mmx30m) AV, 2kglem? DEFREFBEE L L, kB:E
A A ACBHEIC L VBT Ule, BESEI2I0 T A% 280°C, SREHEAT R IO

RHEEE 300CE L,

2.25 #RETALEE

HRITTEHE HEEEE TR L, oneway ANOVA O #. Duncan’s
multiple range test THBEDBEEToTe, BB, VPNORELAEALE
13 6%& Uiz, FRICRITHIEEABEES > /37 8 mRNA DEREEIZEL T
AIEEIAEEECHEE L O éAPDH mRNA EHEOEIC L VHE L. SR

KDEHHES 100 & LifER L TF Lk,
EI3E MR

3.1 YARRFIF U MNEEDFROMA (Table 2)
38V ) (CBSP) R 75 v MR O (Yewiw): Z 37 B 29.IEHE.,

6.5 RWIHHE, 30.10KIEMERYIHE. 5.6 FISERYMME. 24.5). LT, 0.64
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Table 2 Micro-nutrient composition of buckwheat sprout powder

" CBSP TBSPS

TBSP9

C,omponen't
g/100g
Moisture 7.8 5.4 5.6
Protein 29.1 30.3 27.5
‘Lipid 6.5 6.3 6.2
" - Ash, 9.6 9.3 10.3
. Cixbohydrate 46.4 42.8 42.4
 “Water-seluble
* Fber- 5.6 5.9 6.5
Jnyotitble fiber 24.5 31.1 27.9
Fibér 30.1 37.0 34.4
Rutin 0.64 5.9 8.0
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Cd iz, TBSP8 277 U MNEBIGHRDIAL (% wiw):4 1737 8 30.3: 5.

6.3, B IRRHE 37.0(%?@1‘&’&%%&%‘@\ 5.9:2%?&%%%%; 31.1), LF>, 59
TioTe, TBSPI 275 7 MEBIEDMAE (% wiw):& 308, 275088,
6.2 RS, 34.40KIEERMEIE. 6.5 NEEEWEE. 279, LF . 8.0

THo77,

59 EAR. BE. BEMNECRETEE (Table 3)
BRI E R OB % Table 3 10 Lic, (FERIE & BA BRI~ T &

R DEIEA NPT,

3.3 JERRERICRIFTEE (Table 3)
B EE % Table3 2Lz, HIREE., SIFEER. BIEXABEBIHEICERX

N Y (R ALY

3.4 #ZEE (Table 3)
HEEIZOVWT Table 3 27k Lz, EEEIX TBSPS #2383V T Control # &
U CHEEITHEM LI, CBSP # & TBSP9 #1233 T Control 8 & OFER

ZEEH DN o T, ST 2B - 7,

31



Table 3

Body weight gain,feed intake, liver weight, cecum weight, epidydimal adipose tissue and fecal weight in rats fed
experimental diets for 4 wk

Dietary group
Control CBSP TBSPS TBSP9

Initial body

weight (g) 174 £ 3 174 % 4 174 * 4 174 + 4

Final body

weight (g) 255 % 6 256 % 6 255 % 15 256 * 15

Body weight

e G 7k 68 + 6 67 % 6 69 * 15 68 * 15

" - Feed intake 400 X 14 401 * 21 389 + 19 382 £ 26

(gf-4wk)
“Five? weight

(vt /100 b.yw.) 32x02 3202 33 %01 34 £01
-Gecum weight )
 (wtg/100g bw) 1.5*02 1.6 = 0.1 1.5 302 15403
 Epidydimal adipose '

tisswe weight 2.2 £ 0% 22+ 0.6 1.7+ 0.4 2.0 £ 0.8
. (wip/100g b.w.) .

Iza:a;)wcight 2.6 + 09b 36 + 0.5ab 4.0+ 0.6 2 33 +¢.7ab

Values nre expressed as mean = SD for 5 vats,

Values not sharing a row superscript ave significantly different at I’ < 0.05.
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3.5 MIENSEME (Figure 2-3, Table 4)

M EEERE % Figure 2-3 | Table 41 Uiz, Bk X 0 U~ g
S L AT f/lfﬁlﬁwﬁﬁ%{m:ob\f Figure 2 {Tor U7z, RRBREAZED G 138
BB OEEA T, Control BITH.A, 2TEED TBSP #THR o L AT o —/L 3 Ewn
B% 7 Ui, EREALE 48 Bz T TBSPS #CHR LRV ER R LT,
TBSP8 #., TBSPO B CTOAH, M3 VAT r—A 0 EREMHET 52 & SHER
ENic, BRAIRE 0 HD L 7o i TG IR EE ORRFFE(LIZ 2\ T Figure 3 IZ7R L
e FHEMICBWTHERZIRD b7z, TBSP8 ##. TBSPI# T
Control B, CBSP B & bots L CIE T B HEMAH b,

Table 4 I~ 4 [ B O = L AT v —VRE VLDLAIDLALDL 2 L A5
2—AJRE, HDL = L AT v — VR4 7R Lz, CBSP Bt & TBSP #3438
BIZ Control #f & L& L CHFEICMEER T VAT n— VEENRET L,
(Table 4) BFBEAD Y A2 T U MEEMFRIT, DTHICOEE TG REDET

TRl EET L,

3.6 FTiRIEEIRE (Figure 4-5)
FHigs @ Total lipid &, =2 VAT — LRI T Figure 4-5 127 L7z,

Total lipid HICRVC, FEMICHERETH ORI T, CBSP EARD
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=& Control
~#= CBSP

=*=TRSP8
=+ TBSP9

i
1 1

2.5
207
<
[ 1.5
£ 2
-
§ g Lo
g
= 0.5
0

2
Weeks

3 4

Figure 2 Plasma total cholesterol concentrations in rats fed experimental
diets for 4wk

Vahues are expressed as mean = SD for Srats.

Values not shaving a row superscript ave significantly different at P< 0.05.
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2.0

1.5
=

m B 1.0
= =
g

0.5

0

== Control
—a— CBSP
——TRBSP3
mtre TBSP9
0 1 2 3 4
Weeks

Figul'e 3 Plasma TG concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean * SD for Srats.
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Table 4
Plasma total chelesterol, HDL cholesterol and VLDL+IDL+LDL cholesterol
cencentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4 wk

Dietary group

Control CBSP TBSPS TBSP9

Totalcholesterol 5 34 4 g 198 220 +0.082P  1.87 +0.27°¢ 1.93 =-0.14 ¢
(mmol/L)

HBL chelcsterol 1.45 026 117 031 122 4042 120 0,07
(mmol/L) ‘

VLDLHIDLALDL

cholesterol* 0.84 £0.33 1.02 +0.40 0.66 +0.18 0.68 =0.20
{mmol/L)

Values are expressed as mean == SD for 5 rats.
Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 6.05.

HDL:high density lipoprotein , VLDL: very low density lipoprotein, LDL: low density lipoprotein
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Total lipid
mg/gwet liver

Control CBSP TBSP3 TBSP9

Figure 4 Hepatic total lipid concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.
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Cholesterol
pmol/ g wet liver

Control CBSP TBSPS TBSP9

Figure 5 Hepatic cholesterol concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are exnressed as mean * SD for S rats.
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EVMEZT L, 3 LAF n—VRICBNT, SRMICEERERS bhas

-7,

3.7 ETIRERE (Figure 6-9. Table 5)

B EE % Figure 6-9, Table 6 275 L7z, T Total lipid &lz-oW»
T Figure 6 {278 L7z, Totallipid EIZEBWT, FHMICEFERLRERA LA,
o7, BTRRD Y NAT T U MEBREMFIFERFEICIV T Control B & [l U THY
M BEEBAHE LN, ERD2 L AT o —BIZ-OWT Figure 710K L7,
EP AV AT o= VEIZBWTERRERDSLNRP o7, SEEDY SR
50 BRI RIB AT BT Control B & Hilk Lft%ﬂﬂ@‘éfﬁﬁﬂ BH BT,
#HPDaFuRY )~ NVEIZOWT Figure 8 IZmR Lc#EF a7 e 2y ) —LE
CRWTHERERIH DN 0T, STEAD Y SR T T U MR RFEREC
BT Control B & it LTI M A bhic, EFoalLRTFa—L
BlaFory ) —NEEELEEPEAT o —LVE% Figure 9 IR LT, #
¢¢ﬁz?m—wﬁwﬁm1ﬁ§ﬁ%maBnt#oto3ﬁﬁ®yﬂx7§
7 MELEBFEEARIZE T Control B & B U THEMT SEMAMA L BT,

AWEREE 3 BROESRBHERT v — ) L EEER T 5 —/VEIZ-OV T Table 6

IR L, EaiaHEesE Bt . CBSP #., TBSPS #. TBSP9 BHZHBWT
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N.S.

Total lipid
m g /100 g body weight/day

Control CBSP TBSP38 TBSPY

Figure 6 Fecal total lipid concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.
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2.0 N.S.

»

ht/day

1.5

ig

Cholesterol

pmol /100g body we

Control - cpsp TBSPS TBSPY

Figure 7 Fecal cholesterol concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean £ SD for Srats.
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N.S.

Coprostanol
pmol /100 ¢ body weight/day

Control CBSP TBSPS TBSP9

Figure 8 Feeal coprostanol concentration in rats fed experimehtnl diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean =+ SD for 5 vats.
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N.S.

ght/day

-

¥ wei

neutralsterol

pmol /100g bod

Control - CBSP TBSPS TBSPO

Figure 9 Fecal neutral sterol concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean = SD for Srats.
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Table 5 Fecal steroid concentrations in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

4mol /100 g Body weight / day _
Cholesterol 0,532 = 0.219 0.590 & 0.195 0.831+ 0.548  0.882 £ 0.100
Coprostanol  2.062% 0.780 3.369 = 1.666 3.265 + 2917  3.731 = 1.996
Cholic
rid 0.017 == 0.012 0.033 =+ 0.012 0.025 = 0.006 0.024 + 0.011
Deoxych 012 + 0.002®  0.030 + 0.017* 0.033 & 0.001°  0.030 = 0.022°
olic acid
Cheqqde
oxycholie 0.005 = 0.001" - 6.019 % 0.005° 0.025 + 0.006* 0.017 + 0.010*
acid
H’;‘;‘g’;"" 0.042 = 0.008°  0.091 = 0.038°  0.079 £ 0.023°  0.080 = 0.040 °
Total 0.075+ 0,014  0.173 % 0.0682 0.162 £ 0.017*  0.151 = 0.071°
bile acld 075+ 173 £ 0. 162 == 0. 151 % 0.

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different nt P < 0.05.
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Control Bf & HLEK LTEBEICHEM L, 1KRBHETHD 2 —ABIZRBT,
Control BE & b LT, CBSP #icBU\ T 1.9 %, TBSPS BElo3 T 1.5 {£.
TBSPY BIZRBWT L4 FD EERA b, RUL 1KEHEETHS 7 /73
% v a— VERIZIBV T Control £ & thillt LT, CBSP #:i233\ T 3.8 fi£, TBSP8
BT BVNT 515, TBSPOBHCK T 34 EOFER ERNL b, 2 WiEH
@’C“%é‘?‘?ﬁ‘ﬂ?‘?ﬂﬁlbﬁtﬁb\f\ Control f &t LC CBSP # & TBSP9
BRIV TH 2.5 %, TBSPSEICBWT 2.8 {EOHFEREER A LN, AL
K 2WEHEETHD U Y a2 —LERIZE VT, Control # & il LT CBSP picd

BUNVT 2.2 2, TBSP8 #. TBSPO #HICRBRWT 1.9E0F SR EEXA LRI,

3.8 EMEM SCFA 2 (Table 6)

Table 5 125 v O EBN SCFA BEICYWTRLE, BBW B E & BEER
Bt Control BEL S LT SO VAR5 7 MGIERDFREBAB CTHERICE
M U7, CBSPERBWTEBEANT o P4 EREIT Control FELHEBRUTEE
\HAT U7, BB SCFA i Control B & Huits LT CBSP, TBSPS, TBSP9

THREICHEMN Uz,
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Table 6 Cecal SCFA (Short chain fatty acid) concentrations and pH in rats fed

expérimental diets for 4 wk

Control ‘CBSP - TBSP8 TBSP9
| umol/ g contents
Aceticacid 1276 485" 2350 £879° 2273 % 1282°  27.51 = 8.12°
Proplonic acid 3.99 + 0.93 " 7.3% +12.91° 5.88 + 3.06™ 6.38 *+ 1.87%
Buyricacid 193+ 062"  9.19 +3.77° 5.98 =+ 2.76 ° 9.15 & 3.59*

Total SCFA 1868 = 560"  40.14 = 12.49° 3459 + 17.11°

43.04 * 12.68°

pH 8.10 =+ 0.53 7.89 < 0.25 7.87 = 0.24

7.75 £ 0.24

Valties are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.

Vilues not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0,05,
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3.10 AFEICRIT DIREAHBEES > /27 B mRNA OFEE (Figure 10-15)
Figure 9-14 12, AFIRIZHIT D Apo B, Apo E. cholesterol 7 o hydroxylase.
HMG-CoA reductase, LDL receptor, FAS @ mRNA B E &R L, ApoB m
RNA L~ZBWT CBSP #f & TBSP #CE\ VT Control B & ek L THEIC
B LT, Apo E mRNA EEEICRWNT, SHMTHEERELSL LIS
- 7=, cholesterol 7 & hydroxylase mRNA Vféﬂz i3 CBSP &£, TBSP8 # . TBSP9
FIZBVWT Control # & LB L CTHEICHIM L T v, HMG-CoA reductase
mRNA. L~L3 TBSPY BRIV T Control B LB L THEICHEM L T,
LDL receptor {IZ- DWW THEREZ AR DRI 28, Control # & HE: LT 3
RO Y ARAT T MERBICB O THENT AR Abhiz, FAS mRNA
LS /AZRBVT CBSP B & TBSP #£iC330 T Control B & Hllt L CHRIC L
LTWe, ZDiERHME CBSP #. TBSPS #. TBSP9 EI3TI#E® cholesterol
7 ¢ hydroxylase mRNA 23804370 Mio L AT o —viEdb+5 &L

b,
Al EE

FFETIE, FyF LV RRATFS Y MEBREDS v Mok id BIiEa L
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1401 a GAPDH PA—
Apo B G o g e
120 Control . TBSPS
_ CBSE  TBSPY
< = 100
=
é = 80
:
A= 60
Z =
$ 40 1
' 20 [

0 . _
Control  cpsp TBSPS  TBSP9

Figure 10 Hepatic Apo B mRNA level in rats fed buckwheat sprout powder
diets for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean % SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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1601
1407
120
100
80
60
40
20
0

Apo E mRNA

(Arbitrary units)

GAPDH - S—
Apo E e o Yol
N'S' Control  TBSP8
CBSP  TBSP9

Control  cpgp TBSPS  TBSPY

Figure 11 Hepatic

Apo E mRNA level in rats fed buckwheat sprout powder
diets for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean + SD for 5 rats.
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400

GAPDH [ S
350 cholesterol 7a-hydroxylase .o .0 o
a a Control ,TB‘S!’SM

CBSP  TBSP9

300

250

200

(Arbitrary units)

150

100

Cholesterol 7 @ hydroxylase mRNA

50

Control CBSP TBSPS TBSP9

Figure 12 Hepatic cholesterol 7 & -hydroxylase mRNA level in rats fed
buckwheat sprout powder diets for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean * SD for 5 rats,

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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250 [
GAPDH -

{: HMG CoA reductase i
E 200 Controt  TBSPS
E CBSP TBSP?
® 2
38 150
& =
3]
= B
T
=2 100
< o
o M
TR
‘é 50

0

Control CBSP TBSP8 TBSP9

Figure 13 Hepatic HMG-CoA reductase mRNA level in rats fed
'buckwheat sprout powder diets for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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250 N.S.

GAPDH W
LDL receptor e

Contro! TBSPS
CBSP TBSP?

LDL receptor mRNA
(Arbitrary units)

Control CBSP TBSPS TBSPY

Figure 14 Hepatic LDL receptor mRNA level in rats fed buckwheat sprout powder
diets for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean 2= SD for 5 rats.
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Figure 15 Hepatic fatty acid synthase (FAS) mRNA level in rats fed
buckwheat sprout powder diets for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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Z7u—/b, fFiE mRNA V-1, o L 27 o —AHNC RIS B8 -o
wfﬁ%%%:&ot@ﬁmh3©%%m6¢§%ma&%ﬁ%mowfﬁﬁ
WX AEIEH NIRRTz, Table 3 DFERNGITIEER. EFEE., BI=
FEBEEHEICETA O ol, TOT MDY SARTT U MNLREHE
OEEIT., Ty FOREEFRELRNWI EBATRENE, IR a L AT o
—VBE L, Table 4 OFERENM S Control B & il LT TBSP8 BEIZIWT
18.7%. TBSPO BB WT 16.1%EAD Uiz, ZOBDII2EEOS v &Y
RATS 7 MR RERBEORa L AT r—A 0 55 VLDL+IDL+LDL
a2 LAF r—/L ¢ HDL =t VAT a— Vi LT:T:B?} LEZDBND,
2L RF n—VETREBICE, FBCTOa LAT 0 — L ARORD, Eh~
@:Vz?m;w%émmmﬁﬁmﬁﬁtE@%mﬁ%i%néo
i U A F o — U3 AT LDL receptor B TRHET SN D 2 & T =
nTW3 (82), Bffz L XFa—aAiqd, EAEy FOJFE® LDL receptor
mRNA L~ L3 EMEE7- (33), Fukushima & (34) &, F» b i; A VAT
u~wk:~»@%ﬁﬁu&w%ﬁﬁiS%V;ﬁwawb774ﬂw%Mﬁﬁ
FAEBEAIRRE LA, IIERa VAT e —RE & VLDLHIDIALDL =
VAT m— VESEEMMETAEE S, ThICikiTiEo LDL receptor O

mRNA FEEOKIEREMAEE LT 5D L 8E L, AFEICEWT, %Y

b4



NRATT T FNEEERREBRESEL L ZA, £TORBICE VT, FiEo LDL
receptor mRNA IZZIFO bR o/ d, IR VAT o — LBEET
Wﬁ@@ﬁ%#d&ﬁéﬁ%%ﬁbrwéa%z&nto

PR T o=V EEEERT v — LV OFENT, ARFRICRBWT 2HEO X v ¥
VI NSART T T NSRBI CH BN L/ (Table 6), 4&ICIRHEROHE
S TBSPY BEIZ BV THIOEIT I ~MEREm - o, BN Ta L AT n—
MEIBBLERT Ta—NVBE Sy ) TAXVa—ABRERTE, hbitE
HEO DTV Rl LoReEE LTEHRICSWEINE, Zhbil.
BRHEIC K D ERENT A F o a— V@) ha— VB 80 ZRIEHERC
2% (35) AEBRICB VT 3FEED VSR T T U MEABICEY C—RIEHEE,
THRIEHBRE BITHECHEM UL, Zhik. Ty Mok 2B BAe R &
UBPIERIC & 2 ZREHB~OERPBEE LI EBRERERE LTEX
bihd,

Buhman & (36) 1%, 7 v Mo A"z 2B X5 LAFED cholesterol 7
o hydroxylase mRNA & EHHERBEMR, BTRAT o — VPl BRRE D
EHRELTWD, AFICBNT, YARTT U MNLERERAERT S &
Control £ & W UC, PR R & A COIEN B sEERESRTH D

cholesterol 7 ¢ hydroxylase mRNA 737 B iZH/0 L 7. (Table 6, Figure 12), &
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LT, BIR2EBEDF v F U Y NRTT 7 NEBEFRIZE VT Control & & B,
8 L C, AFlED cholesterol 7 ¢ hydroxylase mRNA R EZFICEE 57, v b
OIEH BT CTER SN ®, BEZB UL UBE~LHEERS, LasL,
— R BVIE TR ER D 98~99%1, BITIESRIC & v [ RIS 4. FARR
FRETIIE~EITINDS 37, Z0k), YARTF5 Y MR EBERITL S,
FE(EPIEEREOEIICIE., BITEROEEEARELE L WS REERH B,
ZOERIE. BYBHEOBH BT ERE L VWO RERESELTWA LE L B,
BWIRHENL in vive T In vitrolZ B W CHIEHEEZ WETH 2 L 8T % (38),
FOFEEREITERME pH TR LEL, pHOLRICESTETTS (39),
e, FETO2 V27 v — S o8#EEESR Th 5 HMG-CoA reductase
O mRNA ZEH 21X TBSPO BECRBRWTHERICEM L2 Z L6 TBSPY DEA
AFFRIC BT 5 = VAT o — SR AN S ¥ 5 THEMESR B B (Figure 13), &
EBRIERICE) 5 mRNA BHEOHEN G, #iz, TBSPI #BR ST v
P m VAT u - A RABTEREROEERLEH L TV S TRER S B,
CBSP 7. TBSP8#f. TBSPO HOERAIOK SCFA L BENREFFERICHE
MLto?wb@%%ﬁfﬂEﬁ¥@&%@%§$3ﬁﬁ®¥ﬁ3??§%%
BESRIEmBEIT 5V T Control B & i LCHER B o7, SHA® SCFA

B U R Fa— B TEREZETIZ LB/ HEEINR T3 (40), Annison

a6



b (41) . BEEFROS b, EBFTRRESN-%E, BRI E s bKEE T
DRTUVy N EAL BERD, FOEFUEE, BB E RO LR L
%) AR BRH 2 R0 2 CREL TV 5, RUBHO T TY, Bkt
BIHIHE o B2 F L ORI A MORIHE I K CAEREARARR ~ & (L S
T, RKIBRBBOEELRER L5, 3EEO VXTSS9 NEgmRiTk
VR I E R RN S SN THE Y . KIBNEREO TS S 1504
WeEZ BN, 3TEED Y SRATT Y MUEHESKIENMEIC & o A
BICEILEND L. B, 70 U B, B OGS S AT 5 o
ERTRE N, AHBREL B VAT o VREORICIE. AE A D
BRBRAHDZ LM, Ty FERWERFRTHRESRL TS (42), TOEDHK
BNRBEEY TH DEMRRITENT, 2 L AT o —ARBC. BEEEL TN
LRBEND,

EPOTHERT oA FHERR 2BROF v 72 Y ARTS 7 NEEHRE
EEC I\ T Control B X Y B¥ o7 (Table 5), 2REDF v # 2 Y ARTT
Y NEBMEB AT B4 RERS LTEHAT 0 VOB EEE o LB X
BB, EbiT, STED Y ARTT Y MR O X Ay TR
BIBAEBEA R L L E2 b, CORBDEND 2 A7 m—LABIE:

BHfc LR Ehn 5, BUlE. & REERYIETBERTAT I —L0
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AR LTI VAT 2= VR TERZ5 &3 (43-45), REEHLYE
e L KIBHERYBIEIIBRNTO PSPy M A LAERRED S,
CAREICRBWTC, 2BEOS Y XV NRRTT Y M ABMERT 3 2 & T,
MR VAT u—ARERICE D Lz, 2 VAT o— & FHERI: CBSP &
J v TBSP8 £, TBSPY #DENKEN -7 (Table d), 2HEDOF v &Y
RAFS Y NEEERROBEUL, ISIEL S FiBEE O Tl FAS mRNA B E4H)
#] L7~ (Figure 15), TBSP 8 #f, TBSP9O #ix. FFEOEHFAREEAL ¥ 3
ZEIZLmEETG O LHEEAMF Lz &2 Hbihvd, CBSP #. TBSPS #if,
TBSPY BHIZFEH IR EEE B 2 A BTN S ¥, FORERIT. 2 VRTo—
wm%ﬁ@ﬁ%@%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ#%:&mib\GﬁPﬁyﬁﬁPﬁﬁﬂgﬁﬁr
BOMFHR 2 VAT e — LR RD SEetBZbNE, YRARTT U MRS
RITIEH BB EEICEDTRY ., 3SEEOVYARTZ 7 FMEBERRCEE
NEZ NI ERLRPBHER EN, BB ORFEFBI L LEZBRD,
Kayashita & (25) X, Y /34 v 37 BOMEIEDE X 2SEHER & OWRE DT
EERHDLTRBLTWD, 2EEOS v &Y RAFT 7 MR AR
IZ#8""T Apo B mRNA HRENARITET LTV e (Figure 10), Apo B ¥
”IZ vl VLDL, IDL, LDLOFXERTRIRE I ETHIED, 2

NHOmRNA FHEOETIL, FFld bAEEKNA~D U RE 7 BOHHEBE
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FTEREAREESRH D, AMEILRBNTT v MIVARTS 7 LA ChERS
oA FOFRICHERZ RIFTZ LARR S N7, Taniguchi b (75) %, B
NKIBOAT T T bBT v MERBWTa VAT a— VKR FERRHS & 58
EE2LIL, TO VAT o= METERIZ. 2757 Mk liES -
BbOELETRRLTVD, BFRIZBNTH Y ART S Y MeEEh b2
HEOBPIEEAHICRZE L RIZ L TRMER D 5, LI o sEREHE T e
EDERESREFTTD L VIV OhDRENRH D (76-78), AFFFEIZEB N
T2BEADE v F U I NAT T 7 NERMEROFTBEEY SR TS 7 NEIRE
REY M= VAT o VRECEKTIERARE) -7, Santos & (76) 11, &
Flkg bz V) bmg ONVF - OFMTCHRF I L ATF o —ARNEEIETLE L3
EFLTz, Stanley & (78) &, L Fr&2BARKELEHE, A VT MY R
BEOBERFT v hOaLAFo—L L TG #ET S8k L HE LI, “hb
DFERDPL Y NATT 0 MERMRICEEND Y R V7B, BYH. v
FURER, X v Z Y RRT Ty NGB REC B THEEICIEE RS
CHHEB Do LEZLRD,

e LT, 2FEEDY v Z U Y ARTS Y NEREHRIZ, Control BDT v
MelBUTHARERZE D L bhok, 2EEDF v F Y N_RST

U NEEAERIC L Y, EROEHEREEt oM, Mo L AT e -0
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BAERBBA LN 2o, THIX, 2HEEOF v ¥ Y ARRATS Y a5
KILBENDBRPBH, ¥ 0 H, VFUREDIERIZEAbDEEZ LN
Bo 2HRDE v F VY NRATT 0 MNEREHFRBERIC LA MR L XF o —
JETYERIZ. cholesterol 7 o hydroxylase mRNA DFIEHEM, SCFA I L3
#HBPAT oA FEEIMEEERIC L 20D EE L LND, TRODEEND 2F
HEOF v § Y NAT Ty NERERIEME L FROBERSHC 8 R

BFOZEBHLNEROT,
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EI3E YNRATITUMDTERIT I ) 70 kA FESaEE
®1E

AARIZRBT 5= RERIE, For (BiEHAY), DES. MOLEEETHY .
ZOBEMILI ZEEED o TV (46), ZH D DR O REIC T AEBIER
ﬁ&%@%®&8\%ﬁ%iéﬂTW5ﬁ\ﬂﬁ%h%@—oﬂ%ﬁ%hfw
U0, ZI=FVINREB, 7V —F VI, BILOBRTRSCE
WT, WERTOEFORD L VICLY E LR BCREERRHET >
O%%é%¢o7D~59wWﬁ\%%%zﬁvztEﬁﬁﬂt£¢WKéﬁ
S, MREZEHRT IIRES, ZAEKE, BRFREERL, EroE
ﬁ%%k%ﬂ%@:bTW5oﬁE\:@79*79ﬁ»@5¢ﬂ%¢6%@
BT B 1D DMEICHN T, FIESED bR THND, TRLITE LD TH
BRICHELE VWD TRY | £ENICHEET 500, EEAPLERY ARS S
DB B,

AR EIIZ OB EIcL>T, Q7Y —FVh L, BEEBROEREN
T BFHHHREILNE. ©F OH A MR L CEBBRS 2 L, $7

EHERR TG % B> 5 U H MBREEY U E. ORE LERISE. 7 AE
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Figure 16 protection system of free radicals
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B BETOEE, BAL T HEHE  BEABEICSIECE 5(47-48) (Figure 16),

AMRTIE, YRATZT T DT ITI /72 (BT AAP) SRETEM
CHTHDRBICOWTHND Z L REREME L, 7z /) —AM{balo
BALAIC OV TR A BRIRSED TR Y | LN TT V0 A BB
Tt E L LTH ZEBBELMTR-TND 49), B 7SR 4 Ri37 U —
FUAMELDIDLZII LD &§ £ ENOIEERBLRISZ ST 5 = &
BYNRAT T MIEENDRY) 72 ) — AR DL RER b &2 T,
SEDEBRTIE, EENDT ) —F SHLREEF T, AAP DEME ST X
DEYEREFTEEETNT v N EHAW,

AAP TR R £ ERERE & L CESEASNTWS, BEOER T,
FCHRERES 7 Vs o VB L A EEEY . EEhah, $Hsha, Ll
WREZERT 2 L. FORBETRIHICADLT, EORBBEOREL ST,
RIS EATEETEE L 25, Z2hd7 )=S0 nd LTOBE 255,
H%@W@EE@&A&<Eb%ﬁbfﬁﬁ%%&%E:T(mﬁﬂoﬁﬁm
i, ZOFEEFHEICSTARBESE TH DS, BREIAFZTAY T
GSH) BFEEL T3, 20 GSH iEMTRELREGERERL, 2427
Y-l UTEE(E. Pt Sh 3 Figare 17), £HOESREBEERO®

WY, ﬁ% 2 EN LRI E OEEBRIAZFHEER OEEEARL T,
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NHCOCH:

| rwroum NECOCH:
ey E R &3 A )
TEP7I/7=% O c:% @
. ZryovEsas N
: s a
OH - FRUmEES Gluerranide
FEIT-LP450% |NAD (P) H or sulfate
X BHHE : O:
| ,
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_ n FREFF TREEF
T, 72w \_/f}f ~
f;ﬁ{ﬁﬁm% L At el Glutathione
, 1 : oH
Y
ANh Ty — ok
o | feay
HasRre

Bhep e

Figure 17 metabolic pathway of acetathinophen
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B, ETTYSATT Y MTEENBAF VIR L, AAP B5OEMMATRS
Elr T BPEILA I = X AR,

., CEERENEE L F—CH L WF v F YRR T T MBS
(Hokkai 8 %, Hokkai 95) #fr&hi, AP T IMED Y A NEET
b, EOFO2HEIEH > ERICH VL, ¥38B Y ~(Fagopyrum esculentum) b 4
&7 N (Fagopyrum tataricum) TH 5, VF ULV NCBOTEER LAY
ﬁ&wt%ywﬁﬁwﬁ%b\%ﬂﬁ%%%ofwé(H@mnow%yﬁf
&sywxﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁwﬁ\tb@%%ﬂﬁﬁ@%%%%o(w%
75K 4 FOFIEMLEEIX. B BOI T o — VREED DK EREL T b~ TEE
. WICEFREERRY, E0D, —RIZT IV —F VI NERITZ, 7= —
HKBREDEFHESMEICHIEL TS, . 7R A FOFREBRLEREZ,
TUMNEECESTIBREREA A B kY OoFL— MER»LE
ATEBHEbHLIN, WTa— ST LEERVE L— MERAXS B Z &
BEHLPERSTNS (53),

ERIIZ V-5 VN ThHHIEMEEHETE (reactive oxygen species) IZH L
TR ER I R E R A B DIE1E 7 ¥ OB 230, EHEmEOR
RIEEICBE b 3 FiBLEERIC SOD 2% 5, SOD iEfilary SOD }:ﬂﬂ}iﬂﬂ SOD

BRS. MR SOD 6:@\ HWRATFELTwr A 2B D (Mn-SOD) &
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AP LOEBREELHD (Cu, Zn-SOD) @ 2FEENRH 5, Mn-SOD EEiz 3

Fay RUTIZ, Cu, Zn-SOD R EICHIEEICIEET 5,

HE, WS 2POHRETIE, ENHEOBROTEBIWEIZIZ Y —FPH0
ERELIATREEENT D & H5(64:56), Han bix, 4 BREAEDOT v +o
FABICB W T T X Ot AAP FROFEEE GSH BB ok, s
VAT MMIBWCREBEARSH L LHE LTS (57), AAP 12k BEER
LR, V= PR BIRE. BB, ¥ 80 B 8 O£ KBRS
~OBBEEEFIEEZILTLEY, YNRTIT MIEENIHER{LES D
DNFUIREDRY) 7=/ — AR EDX D A= AN THREMLER & 3T
BPFATBGL 2, BIFRICBNWT, YART Ty NEERER 7 v b

BIDLTERT I/ 72 FBROFBEEZEOL I ITMAS0E2ERE L,

H2f EBRPERS LOERSE

YRATZ Y O, VFoBREORIE, REE S RERERONE.

RROYMRBIUEAEREICBELTRE2E E28EFAC

2.1 ERk
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AER T, EAR L LTRAIIES afba—r 25 —F & Uiz, AIN-93G
(66) WELTEHSLEIXTIVESY. ©F 3 ‘/?E/ﬁ\%%_ﬁ)ﬂ L7z 20% %4
A v B%E T — R R AR L. A D Control L Lz, (Table 7),
YNRATTY MEMBRIEa— A F—F LEBEBRLTS%EMLE, 5o, &
BICTE NI/ 7=20% 1%0N 070, REREE, BEBSIE D7 » —30°C TR

Tl

2.2 AH{bERBRE
L% o o 4% alanine aminotransferase (ALT) 7& . aspartate
aminotransferase activity (AST) {EHEOBIEX KA 44 (FUJI FILM,

3500) ZRVVC, BEEHEIC X D EIE L,

g OEEEORMM, A FALTATNVEEERORRY, A BEES o~ b
777 4— (TLC) KL DHE., FHRT o —A 77— FNHEEEORAY, &
A7 v hTT 74— (GLC) WX DPHAT n—LOERSH. >0
RNA #ii, RNA BRFOZEG SO A7 BREORE. RNA B0

DNA Z3f&, ##EE RT) BELTIRE2E E2HLRAL
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Table 7 Composition of experimental diets

Control + AAP CBSP+AAP  Hokkni 8 +AAP Hokkai9 +AAP

Component (g / kg diet)

cornstarch .. - 3815 3415 3415 . . 315
milk easein ) 200 00 200 200

o¥-corn starch 132 132 132 132
sucrose ' - 100 ) 100 . 100 100
soy bean oil 70 70 70 70
cellulose 50 50 50 50
mineral mix 1) ' 35 : 35 3 35
vitamin mix 2 10 10 10 10
L-cystine 3 3 3 3
choline bifartrate 2.5 25 2.5 25
TBHQ mix 1 1 1 1
AAP ' ) 10 w0 10 - 0
Common Buckwheat - 50 - -
Tartary Buckwheat § - - ) 50 -
Tartary Buckwheat 9 - l - - 50

1AIN-93G mineral mixture (AIN 1993) {28)
2AIN-93G Vitamin mixture (AIN 1993) (28)
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2.3 WY AZ—FPEHERE (PCR)

B U7 cDNABIR 12 1% 0.5ml O PCRF = — 7128 LI Y . 500mMKC.
15mM MgClz, 100mM Tris-HCI(pH 8.3) #5725 PCR % 511, ANTP
mixture Z 4,1, EX-Tag &Y A —F—¥ (TaKaRa, Outsu, Japan) % 1.25U
& 0.1mM @ Upper primer 35 LU Lower primer % 0.25u 1o/ % . JREEE
BART B0l IZART v 7 Uiz, 754 ~—X, GAPDH 754 ~— (Upper
primer, 5° -GCCATCAACGACCCCTTCATT3’ ; Lower primer, 5’
-CGCCTGCTTCACCACCTTCTT-3") . GSH reductase 77 4 v — (Upper
primer, 5° -GCCGCAGCGTTATTGTGGGTG-3’ ; Lower primer, 5°
-CGATAGGCGGGTGGCTGAAGAC-3’) .Mn-80D 77 - =— (Upper primer,
5 > -CGCTGTCACTGTCATCATAAG-3 ° ; Lower primer , 5 °~
 -GTCCGGTGCAGGGCGTCATTC-3’ ). Cu, Zn-SOD 75 4 <= — (Upper
primer, 5° -GTCCGGTGCAGGGCGTCATTC-3’ ; Lower primer, 5’
'CAATCACACCACAAGCCAAGC -37). ©4FEEEFAW, bt g s 7
— (PTC-100, MJ Research INC.) DRESMI, RADYFA 7455 94°C T3
SH DNA Ofl, 60°C T1 SM7Z7/=—2D7 =07, 72°CT2H
] DNA DR E{Tolk, 29 2B oK, DNA Ot 94°C T1 &

BlE L, BROVA 7 DNASEOHER 72°C T 10 0EfTo7, B30
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A T AATH, BRI 20CTHRE L, HLEOBREITS TREAE -8

BEEHWTITo X,

IR DNA BTR D7 o — A7 VEKKE). i DNAKMAOFfav AT

FGU~DEEIZELTIIE2E EofHlAL

24 NATIVEAE—Tar

RIMREE L& 2XSSC Iz TR 5 55 RIRE 5 L. 20XSSCHEZTEWE
& L7z, 50% Formamide, 5XSSC, 2% Blocking reagent (Boehringer), 0.1%
Na sarkosyl, 0.02% SDS @ hybridization buffer {¥/\( 7Y #4 ¥— =z vt
—7 2 (MICRO-4HYBRIDIZATION OVEN ; Hybaid, Teddington, U.K.)
FIZTRHDTHBER L7, Z® hybridization buffer FIZEZB L. 42°CT 1
REILLET Longd 7Y A R%fTo7, 7u—712ik, DIGIZE Y 8 -tailing
label L~ %&# GAPDH Y =w — 7 ( 5
"TGATGACCAGCTTCCCATTCTCAGCCTTGACTGTGCCGTTGAACTTGCC
GTGGG-3’), GSH reductase 7’=2—7 (5 -ACCACATGGAGTTCCAGCC

CGATGAGGTCTTCTTTACTTCCTTAACCTGTGAG -3), Mn-SOD F'w—77
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-CAGTCAGGAGCCTAGCTTGGG’I-‘CTGTTGATTTGTTCAGTAGTGAGGTA
GACCC -8 7 ) | Cu ZnSOD 7 ®©w — 7 ( 5 °
-AGCAGCCACATTGCCCAGGTCTCCAACATGCCTCTCTTCATCCGCTGE
ACCGCC -3) . FHW, N"A TV E A4 ¥ R F}vbcfﬁ—f% 10pmol
Mz, BIBAELTAAL T Y EA ¥ —La @it L, 42°CT 16-20 B0
N T VIR — s v ORIT, BEREERIICELE, S EOREIL TR

BB LU ERELAWTITo -,

RERE, EHNEYTOEHEEIBOER, EEFOBEFBEOME, B
BROAFNTZRTN-T T — MEEEOHRE, GLC I L 2BHBOERICEL

THE2E HFH2HLAL

25 A FA U REDORIE

o' Phtalaldehyde % %5\ 7= Cohn & Lye @57k (58) ZHEV, BOLGES
THE LT, AFig% 200mg fEEL., BRF 37 FE LT 5% MY 7 o ofEffgs:
e 10mM EDTA 4.5ml I % FE PF A X Lz, 800X g T 10 4rfHiE Lot
L, EEZL% 1.6ml = vy _RoF o2 —7 18 LEo i, g 5o L#EA 100ml

2, 10mM EDTA & 1% oPhtalaldehyde (mg / mL MeOH) % &¢r 0.4mM
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Tris-HCl buffer (pH 8.9) 5mL /1 % 5 4K is S ¥ 744, 342nm DI & 428nm
DFEIIRIT DEHIEME R F-4000 X% ES (Hitachi, Ltd, Tokyo,
Japan) THIE Uiz, AR NS FA U BEIZINZF AL R E v 5 — RIETE %

REBRE L TRDE,

26 FUNRNIEHEOEERE

Lowry ¥ (69 i2X Y E% Lo 7=/ —NRELZ L RIELBFEESTAH
BROBEDEERET B, 20l OV FAEEIEIC 2% NaxC0s 574 0.1 M
NaOH & 0.5 % CuSO4+ &5/ 1% 7o i Na % 50:1 TIEA Lb D% 400
IFEML 15 HERCTHET 2. 1N 7=/ —AREL 40l Mz L<REFLT,
AABERZHVT, 750 nm TEAELZRE Lie, TATIVRFUF—FD

G SEEED DRV IEREE RN D, # o HBES R,

2.7 TR 5B IEEREE ORIE

TBA B:iC X W HIZE#1T -7, 200mg OIFEZFE L. 0.2NKCl 1.8mL %0
2. FTRYREDFAP—FRHANTHED R — b &To7k, RBEICREH
EVFk—F 200u]. 0.8% SDS(Sodium dodecyl sulfate ; SDS) 200 . L &M%

E<HE L. X5z 1.5mL 20% Acetate solution ®H 3.5). 1.5mL 0.5%TBA
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(TBA;2-thiobarbituric acid, Sigma T-5500) #M% ., B L THEEELE, 20
%, 90CT 60 KB L, KPTREE, 7% /) — 5mL EMZ TR B
L%, 1000Xg, 10 R TELSEEZITV, EBEDZFIE 533nm &%k
515nm |ZRT HEIMEME L F-4000 5368t CHIE Uiz, @R bis g
EDOHEIIZERER 5nmol TEP(1,1,3,3-Tetraerh oxyptopane) DRIz

DAL (—rREE) Ll VRD,

2.8 ML

R PHECRERZETH L, oneeway ANOVA @D # ., Duncan’s
multiple rahge test THEZEDOREF{To. BB, WTHLOBRELFEAYE
13 5% & L7z, Hepatic GSH reductase mRNA, Mn-SOD mRNA, Cu, Zn-SOD
mRNA EHREIZE L TRIEMITNERMELETH DH 5 O GAPDH mRNA F#EHE

OEIZ L VFHEL., MBRXOFEEMEE 100 & Lz TR L,

i HR

3.1 EAE. AE. FEHENE, EERCRETHE (Table 8)

BAR. E. ENE. EEES Table 8 10R L, BARICINTHHE
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WKHEBRERD LN >, HEMEEIT Control AAP BECIBWT 3FED YV
NAT 7Y NEEREGARERRE L B U CHRICET L7z(Table 8), EE&13 3
IO Y NAT Ty MBS REBRIFIZEB VT Control AAP BEL B LTH

p=y1e: -yl i Dyl

39 MEEERITRIETEE (Table 8)
B E R % Table 8 1R Lic, FIMEEL. KB B CEERERS B

hot, BREER. BIEAABEEICEITS bR oT, (Table 8),

3.3 MEEEEE (Figure 18-19)

MiEAEE R EE % Figure 18-19 1Z7R L7z, RERHIRIH . 48 B 2BV T Control
AAPEHICBWT 3RO Y AT Y I\Eﬂﬁ%ﬁa‘ﬁﬁﬁc‘: HEL T, mfEHR= LR
T ABERICET Lz (Figure 18), Mk TG BWTHERERA LR

Motz (Figure 19),

3.4 i#E ALT jE#:. AST & (Table 9)
MmiE ALT{EM. AST IEME % Table 9127k L7, Control AAP #IZEBWT,

ALT EMN SERERO Y ARATT 7 VL L THEICHEM L7z, Table 91,
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Table §
Body weight gain,feed intake, liver weight, cecum weight, epidyma adipose tissue and fecal
weight in rats fed experimental diets for 4 wk

Dietary group

Control + AAP CBSP + AAP TBSPS + AAP  TBSP9 + AAP

Initial body

weight (g) 175+ 35 174 =4 175 *5 172+ 7
Final bod

w'cight (g)y 235:£18 P 2559 R 251 £7 2 247 £8 ?
Body weight

gain (g/ 4wk) 5018 b 709 3 647 2 64472
Feed intake xR 380 +25 400 £25 371 14
(o/ dwk)
Liver weight

(wt 2/100g bw.) 37x02 3.8 04 37 £02 3.6+03
Ccecum weight .

(wt g/100g bw.) 1.9+ 05 1.8 0.2 1.7 +0.2 1.6E0.3
Epididyms adipose
tispsue ‘feigm ’ 1.7 0.6 2.0 0.9 1.4 +06 1.6+0.4
(wt g/m'ﬂg b.w.)
]vactﬂ;)w et 24x06 b 42 %06 @ 3.6 408 * 41108 2

Values are expressed as mezn =* SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0.05,
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Figure 18 Plasma total cholesterol concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean £ SD for Srats,

Values not shaving a row mpersulnt are significantly dlfferen!t t P<0.05.
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Figure 19 Plisma TG concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Valttes ire expressed as mmean £ SD for Srats.
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Table 9
Plasma ALT and AST concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4 wk

Dietary group

Control + AAP CBSP + AAP TBSP8 + AAP TBSP9 + AAP

ALT 246+13 32  176+12 b 182+15 b 188+17 b
AU/L) _ _ |

AST 65.8 £3.5 593 +1.3 60.2 +4.5 59.0 +1.4
(IU/L)

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.

Valilés not sharing a row s-uperscript are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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m#E AST EMEER L7z, Control AAP BEICIBWNT AST IEMER, 3FEED Y

RATZ T ML e LT L7z,

3.5 FTERSEIRE (Figure 20-21)
fFIEF @ Total lipid B, = VX7 o —/VEIZ2> T Figure 20-21 W L,
Total lipid BIZHWT, FHEEICEERERA LI 2D o7, I VAT T —)L

BiCRBWT, EREICEEREID bRl oT,

3.6 JTi# GSH . TBARS EE(Figure 22-23)

FTii GSH #EE. TBARS B % Figure 22-23 1278 Lz, Al GSH BE,
Control AAP #¥ & Hi% LT CBSP AAP\ TBSPS AAP B HFEICEVEZ R L
7c. Rl TBARS i}%g@zb:ot\—c Figure 23 {27~ L7z, Al TBARS BREICERNT

TBSP8 AAP #f & Hiz LT CBSP AAP EENER bIERVVEIL R LT,

3.10 Hepatic GSH reductase mRNA, Mn-SOD mRNA, Cu, Zn-SOD mRNA

ZEE (Figure 24-26)
FFISIz 3817 5 GSH reductase. Mn-SOD, Cu,Zn-SOD ® mRNA EHE%

Figure 24-26 125 L7z, GSH reductase mRNA FEZ &1 TBSPS AAP BICH
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CBSP+ AAP TBSP 9 +AAP
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Figure 20 Hepatic total lipid concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean X SD for 5 vats,
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Cholesterol
pmol/ g wet liver

CBSP+AAP TBSP 9 +AAP
Control +AAP TBSP 8 +AAP

Figure 21 Hepatic cholesterol concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean *+ SD for 5 rats.

Volpes not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P< 0.05.
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CBSP+AAP TBSP 9+ AAP
Control +AAP TBSP8 +AAP

Figure 22 Hepatic GSH concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean * SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing n row superscript are significantly dlfl'ea"m_t atP< (_).05‘.

82



MDA
nmol/ mg protein

CBSP+AAP TBSP 9 + AAP
- Control+AAP TBSP8-+AAP

. Figure 23 Hepatic TBARS concentration in rats fed experimental diets for 4wk

Values are expressed as mean X SD for Srats.

Values not sharing a row superscrint are signiﬂcan_tly different at ._P< 0.05.
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| VT Control AAP Bf & b L CTHEITHEM Lf:o CBSP AAP %, TBSP8 AAP
BICBWT, FERZEEA ORI oTH, Control AAP £ &t U CHEIME
mAHbiic, Mn-SOD mRNA FEHEIL, TBSP8 AAP #Z3V T Control
AAP #H LB LU THEEICHM LT, CBSP AAP #, TBSPI AAP BizB W T,
.’%‘iﬁ%@i?} 5:}1}727%0 7= 23, Control AAP #f & HhE: U THAMER A 4 b v,
Cu,Zn-SOD mRNA I EiX, CBSPAAP FEITBVVT Control AAP & & il
LTHEBRICHEM L, 2BEOF v & v Y SRS RERFICRNT, RERE

1T L B oT-h5, Control AAP BE & Hhifs U -CHEIMMEM B A b Tz,

AR BE

T NT 72 OFERIE, K 2EERDHS (60), T v OFRIC
BIa7TE NI 7= OBERFBOX I n— A& EREIT (61). &
HETIE. Sy MoTE T I ) 720% 1.0g/100 g OET 4 EEER ST
ErE| X Ui, I ALT i3 Control AAP BT 3FEED Y NAT TV
N 85RO SRR, & Hhl LA B L5 Lz, Control AAP B & B LT, ALT
HEfk. AST EEMET LTS 3EED Y AAT T U MR R

T RT3 )T bR LTS T LSRR E N, ALT RIS
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GAPDH - S—
i ab GSH reductase B SR
150 ab Control  TBSP8
b CBSP  TRSPY
1..j '

CBSP + AAP TBSP 9 + AAP

GSH reductase mRNA
(Arbitrary units)
2

Control + AAP TBSP 8 + AAP
Figure 24 Hepatic GSH reductase mRNA level in rats fed buckwheat
sprout powder for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean & SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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200 ab

GAPDH -
Mn SOD s i

Contral  TBSPS
CBSP  TBSP9

150

100

Mn SOD mRNA
(Arbitrary units)

50

CBSP + AAP TBSP 9 + AAP

Control + AAP TBSP 8 + AAP
Figure 25 Hepatic Mn-SOD mRNA level in rats fed buckwheat
sprout powder for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0,05,
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a
ab ab GAPDH
Cu Zn SOD Ei s S
150_ b Contro!l ~ TBSP3
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z 2
=
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a
% £
= -yl
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CBSP -+ AAP TBSP 9 + AAP
Control + AAP TBSP 8+ AAP

Figure 26 Hepatic Cu, Zn-SOD mRNA level in rats fed buckwheat
sprout powder for 4 wk

Values are expressed as mean = SD for 5 rats.

Values not sharing a row superscript are significantly different at P < 0.05.
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Z<BENDHEERT, FHERSBES NS & MKPICEn T O TRIERFA T
bM< LR L, BUHFATLERET S, SESFEEDO Y ART T Y MR,
TERT ) T2t LB ALT M F &304 Ui (Table 9), AST iZDOgS
ﬁﬁm%<€ih,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ\7»:—»ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ£ﬁiﬁ?5°Bﬁﬁ@
YRRFT Y ML, TR NT S 7= kB AST FEE R R E I B ER
MBI (Table 9), CHBDEEND Y ARTT Y MERIC L ) FRE 240
BILTNDZ ERBELNE R, Efn. AFUBNERE & DITEES
ZE TIN5 MiE+ AST BRESCALTREZ ERMHEISEZ L3 RESHT
WABZE (74) b, AERIZINLOERE—BLTWe, A F i3 B
(B2 P U REBETICRITS in vivo COTEMEIEMEERERAA LM
TETWS (79),

TN T e OBREEE L EENTORET b7 o —A P-450 &
MR TS (62), TENF I 72 OBEHEEICLDEENTORIEA b
LARHEINT AL WHIHENSHD (68), HE lkg H72 Y 500mg DT E T I
)7 = B EEREE LRSS, IiE ALT ik, @iE AST B LETLH, &
Dy B R e T R RIS L O LRSI NS LV IRERD D

(64), SEETE N7 37 =% 1g/100g diets TEHROICEOEE L. F

Bim v AR T v RS A 5 ¢f 100 g diets CHM L7z, ZHITL Y
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TN 72T KHFEER IR Uiz, #IC ALT &, il GSH fEpe
THEREZBLNLL,

IEEAHOEL, FCmEHRa L AT o —1 & TG OEINE, FEEOHRE
BN L ENDHDL, FHEICBNTLREICBVW TR L AT 211
B Control AAP FHIZIB W THEITIET L7z (Figure 18), W< 20D&HE T,
TR 7=z raattid L BN ERSHICERS £S5 Lo
VAT LSRR ERATEEHD (6566), LHL, A THRME=a L
AFa—ABRETL, Zhbo@E s ReIBRNED N, AFIETIE, =
L AT 0 — W AABIEEEEF IOV THH L TWRWNE, a VAT a—AE85%
DEERERTH 5 HMG-CoA  reductase 72 ¥ ICIEBIA A &1L % WA b B,

URIOBRTT £ h7 X/ 7 = OB GSHPERTH S L RERD D
(67, GSHIZ, FNFIUEE. VATA Y, ZUVrhbad NI RTF R
ThHy, HFZA7ESHEEEEE L THRACERICEET S, FV940
iR, BRI LA MREGEORE. £EERO SHEERTHY | Hilkk
B e LThEbhd, BHEEE (R—ri—d%Pa FRE) LRELT. &
ERINEFA LTI OHINETR L., 2Bkl (GSSG: BRI NVEFA V)
LT 2, ZhidE bic, GSH reductase 23 NADPH 7> 5 DBEF & GSSG

R LT, GSH kELE SIS, MERBICEE LT, SROEENES IV
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FFAYEREL (NS FEURE), FAH VLS ) S BN - &
LD ANVHTI =B L 7o THEES D (61), GSH & GSH BdEesE
ﬂ%%m%@%ﬁ%fat&mﬁ%fé(%L(ﬁHm\%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ%m%
HERBL TV, BERRIIEBET 20O TIRRL, ZOEEINEERED
EEREIMI OV TNTRRZZLBH bR TNS (48),
Cardador-Martinez & (69) IX, = ARHESHBPIHEM LD R LZESLHE LT
WD, TAEPIEEOEBLOMAE, 7V —F PONDBREEBRHL L LT
WhH, SHOIETYHAEDT Y by T BRRBILHIREZEO L D HEN
HD (70), EHIX, BMCEENDIRY) 72 ) — ARV INEEEBIRD
ETFRLTWD, Fald, YARTITY MZEENDRY 7= /) —NLOHTH
FUNCHEE Uiz, A TR, 7 U —F U238 5 FFl GSH L~ULa
Control AAP B HV TR b LT (Figure 26), =Hid, AFLizd
MZPANVHEERZ D 2 LIk  GSH OEENDehofc LB END,
VﬂxfiﬁFwaihéw%V&EwﬁU7:/~Wﬁ7v—§VﬁW%ﬁ
LT FREMED B 5,

BRI RN ARBE TSR/ — VBTSSR A4 RTHETVE

e ANBRIGERE T TICRIIICER L, MR T o B

BEAELE LTHEETAZEBENI EBRHEENTND (B3), VFrD LD
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RERHE BB O 5 B -glucosidase I & 0 AASES . 7 2 ) 3 1c
RoThbERIREND EEXBND, Hollman 51, & MoBWTAF D
W77V ED DAL CRRENDT £, Ty MBARS LT
YOWINHBBN EERELTWS (T, MFrOEEE, BPREE I L A8
DMK G ERICRFREDB DB D L ERE LTS, FRCREIhWETZSR 4
RO—EHZIH & & b I+ B AW, AR & 0 ks
RENT 7V av b ino THENEND, Wb s BIFEERR. 5, BT
n@#ot7§ﬁ/4ﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁmib&%én,7I/¥wwwﬁy@ﬁ
ERETHEEIND, SENVFVORINBBIC- OV TR 1T > TWRVAE,
FAEFLREDIDT TH ) A ROEECORBILEE T 558, 2
DRIIE & & b i KBS+ R B UER b 5,

B & T—F L GSH ~ A —¥ik, @b kEE2EETHEETHD,
b RE% oS UamE, SOIREBRILI & o TISISEE attack L. M0
BERABEEIT, TALOBROEEORMIT., T NT I 7o ERED
BELES Y FOTBARS B HIMERZ L MENRHS (66), AW TIEZ. X
%5 —¥, GSH ~NFF L F—BERREL TRV, BET26ERH D,
AFoE T, BfbE GSH %’ﬁjﬁ U GSH Iz 4 f%4 5 GSH reductase mRNA 3§

REFRELE (Flgure 28). TBSP9 #1733 T Control AAP £ & H:%E LTH
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BIZHEMN L7z, CBSP#, TBSPS BIZRB T, BEAERL L) 2 M,
Control AAP #% & bk UL CHIMEmA L bz, 23 GSH BEOHR L&A
MWD H>T-ZEB 2R LT,

Mn-SOD i3S F =y KU FRAEDA—r—F %% F(O) & NBT AEEET
BB, T harRYT T, BFEERICHED, EEBREIETEME LA —
R—F XY A FELELCLIRHTLEIZ BB TVS, Mn-SOD mRNA %
813, TBSPS B2\ T Control AAP B & Hills L-CA BT L7z (Figure
29), CBSP #. TBSP9 BB\ T, HEREIA bR o725, Control AAP
BEL W U CHIMERM DS A bz, TOZ I, YART T U NIRRT ERER
IZX Y Mn- SOD OEBENREZ . BMLEIMGI L., FUEMbEZHO T\ 5 AT
BdD,

MM AT 5 Cu, Zn-SOD i3, MIE DR —A—FF 41 FELET D
B:ECd D, Cu, Zn- SOD mRNA FHEi%, CBSP #1235V T Control AAP #
b b LT BN Lz (Figure 30), 2FEHD S v ¥ 1 Y N iERRIREEE
IBWT, HFERERS E:}’Lfmm 7278, Control AAP B & b U CHANME R
Ro b, —hbOEE»D CBSP #, 2FEOF v & v Y \FRiRER
#2350 T GSH reductase mRNA,  Mn-SOD mRNA, Cu, Zn-SOD mRNA

EERRII L. FEMLL AT AEEDS D L RRRSHE,
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2HBDT v F YV RRT T MNRRRIE, FERMEEEE mRNA J55E & T
g GSH BEOEMIZL Y, & Kaxo 5 Ph 05 L i 538 bARO LRI
EERBIR-o72EXbND, Yeh & (72) iF, v MoT =/ — LAY
525 &, % SOD mRNA, GSH-~VA % ¥4 —+F mRNA REEAHEH
Lt&ﬁ%bfwéo#ﬂﬁﬁiﬂWﬁhSODnﬁNA%ﬁ%ﬁ%MLt:k
Mo, 2EEDF v EF VI RAT ST VERERRICEEND 7 = /) — LS
WA TR LB IC/ER Lc Db Lindeuy,

AMFFEITIVNT dn vivo IZBWTBER P AR LTY AR T T Y MNGR
MARDPTIER. FHERZ boLTRENRD, ZTHICIZ2ODAH =X A
DREEMR DD, 12 3TED Y ARTT Y MNERFN, T RNTFI )7
IVW%K£Déﬁéht7u~§vwwoﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁb\HWT@%%@@
?9ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%@m%&8?%6&mo%@%%\%@E®EMFf—9m
BRI TREEND D, b)) 1 ORI, 3EEHOYARATST U R
BRI L A OB LB OEETH S, FRCRBT 27 T/ 7
= VOREM A ET &4, GSH reductase mRNA ZIED Control AAP # &
Db E ok, THIZLY, SEHEO Y ARTT U MLERHFRDN GSH ;/%E@&'f%
Méﬁtoyﬂzfﬁ?%%ﬁ%XﬁGﬁhmmm%%@ﬁmﬁﬂﬁquu

’{/V%‘zﬁjﬁ%L'Cl/‘é Ot Ly, 7287 5 GSH reductase i GSSG 725
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GSH OFAZ {2 LTI GSH M T2 L MbNTHANLTHS (73),
e LT, 7y MCYART ST MR AR AMICRET S 27+ |
T/ 7=z 8o TEERBIShDITFEEZIH T2 BB ol
Bl ALT TR OB ERIET. FTlE GSH EEDHZ2HEM, GSH reductase
mRNA, Mn-SOD mRNA. Cu, Zn-SOD mRNA DFEBEDHE/REME VS
BRIELONI, ZTHODFERICLY, SEEC Y AT T Y MNEEHFRIT T &
FTPR )72 BRICLDFEEE T v O GSHIC X 3H5EML Y AT A,
R AT 2a LTHBENORET HIEREE T 5 WREENSH D Z LAV
BENz, 2EEOF v IV IARART T MIEERBALTFTUVREODRY 7 =
=B AAPEREIL L > TRET B 7V —F VAN EREETH I LT LV
Hi~D ALT EME AR T &8, VB UEER mRNA OFRBEENSEML ., T ORER.

AEAREMEEERRE D . ISR OBERERSER S,

BT BB DR DRI o\ TR 7 3 54 Y 527
thﬁﬁﬁ HEELE, B2E, E3EOHRIVFvEVIARARTT
v MIEEMABSEDR, AERNNBREEERD 5L, BEEEERT o

TEEF R RERE LTENCHIAT S Z LB HIFEND,
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