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=R

FEREMEH R LTIES VSR TS FOSIET v hTCa, Mg/l DI %710

WEARHET D2 &, v CEFRFAMEZN ESE5 2 L2l B REROFIAICH
WAL LRMEESNTEBY ., b0 FOS O RITITRIBNEY OTE S~ B 5
MRS RB SN TS, E/E Y ME, vHXFLFERRIC, MAEDRBEOLE L TRERE
BaEfACHY, BHFEIIZRIEEZITHS, LrL, BTy FORBEREIZV XL ITRE
<HpoTEY, FOSEROBREN VI X L FERIZHEIT 20O TUIRGEALE TH
Do A TITENLEY FOEFE (N) FIAMESKBRELICKETT 777 M4 I
(FOS) DL ZDORBIFEHEO—H %~

XL OIT, HAEENLE Y FEHNT, RERH RS LOEREFMHMEICKLIET FOS
DR 72— A 5 & U Cill~72, FOS3%IRNMNEREL 2 5 2 72 R I3 HUK 3 T LR
DEmESTN, VX THER I NFHAMEOR R 67T, —7F FOS5% N
Akt A B 2 7o e, RO E SRR EMR T L, AN N RRFEINT 2 2 & ¢ N RN
AUz, —J05 TIEHERE 4> (acid detergent fiber: ADF) JM/L=RAME T L 7=,

WIZ FOS BEURF O ZEHZF A O EICRIENE L L TV A0 E T 572012, B
ZBHIE L72IRBE T, FOSS% IINETE 2 5 2 7= E /T v FOEFRFHMEE 7 v a— G
fAkh & i U7, ZORER, BRIEALIE LA WERZIEERD b v N FHMER B R 2358
9, FOS RO N FHMEO R HITRFEE N L CTRBLT 5 2 LRS-,

HIZ, ADF {HbL=RICTHEET HHR DO—2 LB 2 5D IHLE NEY) 0 i B IR ] <0 m i
FIZKXIXT FOS B DAL R FE R, HILENAYORMEE L OEE~Y— I —DF
231 B R R R 038 Lz, L7223 » T, FOS5% Ut EHEREF D ADF /b3
DI TFIX, BBN TREHERR 0 DA X AIELE =T 2R Lz Z &k - TH|
T SN AR R ST,

%2, FOSIZX 2D NHAMER EOFBA I =X LO—HMEHLNTT D7D,
AR B - U7z 1BN-JRE DS BB O IR P ~BAT T 5 BIC KT T FOS RO E 4
PRI, TR, FOS BIFOENLE v N OBEBNIBEY ~O M IRFE OB TE N
L. RPEHZA~OBITRIIET L, 202 &5 FOS EBE O EITMAWHTE~D I
HFIRFNOHFHBERT L LI Thleb SN Z L2 WMIIRTZ LN TE T,

VL EDOFERN S FOSS%D EEF~DOUINEE/N T~ b D ADF LR LT S 508,
PR N PR 2K T S8, N EEE2BASED 2 EAURENT, FOS OERIZ L5 N F
AvEm BRI, BN SRS Z Eic kY, mHRFE-N OBBANMAEY



SOE AB B L, ZHUTEED R N PR O TIC L - CTRET 2 aTREME R &
iz, ZOBWRITKRIGHFHE Lz BEH ) TR BRI 2 2 rIREENE 2 b, ek v
R ERAMEDOSET T T BEEA~D N AEIBIC b RN 5D T, HEFEECER
) OEEIERFHIILH TE D TR @,
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1—1 #GIEEEEY

HER BICAET A EZ BMEIC L > TRENIHET L L RREY. HREEY,
HREMICOT DD, T b OBPITFEEIEICH > TW DB STHILE OTZRED
BHET 72D | MRHERR D 22 < GO RHICHEIC LT EILERREEA 2 T\ 5, HEREEY
SEREBITEIE OEN D AiEBEEEIY (foregut fermenter) (FEH &) &
%I EY) (hindgut fermenter) (B ®EW) K& DT 55,

BIGFREID T e N7 H R EOMREOMIZ, Y FPLELEY M, TR
FOHEREMbEEND, KT, NUORGREHY TH L U8 /LE Y MIM
EWREEE L L TRERENL AR TV 5D,

1—2 R

MAEMREEOSL L L TEBZMA TWH/MIOEIL, BEMICEEZITS, B3E
DEFIT, FICKIBNTHEI LIZMED OR S 378 (MAEMESE R E) R,
WAEDNER L2 I B, B2 I KZ2HHAT5Z2&ThH5D (Ebino 1993),
Bl1IZF o N ERBICBITOREEOHEEN LR L TND, BKNF 7 EREIEIRED
PCAREICR ST EBROBAIICEBR L, MR L U TEEL 7k 238 O F FME 2 M
ket s N fab A

protein
’—/\‘ dietary and
endogenous amino-N
Urea
*pepndases J

Urinary bac( balcrelrlal
urea pro oplas

1. The origins and fates of intestinal ammonia. From Wrong & Vince (1984).

WL ONORFELIT O BT 2 FHOE, TR bBIRERICHEE LTI 2
R (EMEE) & HITTREIRFICHRN L CHEIRL Wi (FwEk) 21E5 2 & 0mb
nTwsd (K2), ZOPEICKS T HMELEBIT 52 L2 EHER

(Cecotrophy) &9, BRIE|ZIIAFEIEICLL R TH X7 ENEL G Eh, S ElT
K< ARG EENEV (Pehrson 1983), bR EMAEELITOME LTUH
IRV T TANKyFLBRMENTND, ZOX D REMORIGIZIE, #RD 50



VIR IR D INEW) % GG RT3 A EEE M - THR Y . Z UMW ikHETE L
REHLT-HTHEHRICAR>TWALZ ENHS (Corks et al. 1999),

X2 v¥FomEk () L#EE (h).

1—3 /N GIE I BN O R IGHERE

KIGONEDOIFEREAITEMWREIC L > TR | BERRESY O RGNEY ORT
BRI 22 2 DD RE — NS D, Tebb | HILERNBY ORI

(feFE) & R IRy (EFE) Z21ZE A CoBET 5 2 &< BN T —ICH#E
SNDM (M 3—A), % L IR EMEE 608 S L EBPICEIRIZITE S
5% (X 3—B) T2 (Sakaguchi 2003), AiEIXENLEY FOX—FU T, T —
REORKERFE TOHEEHICZ AL, 2O OB CIXEEEL R I %
FEWEE O TIXHEAYE Y (Table 1), % CTITEABNEY ORIRATHE OFLE 1S H)
MFEIZZ > TR Ty b, NARY —[IHRRE ORINITE AR D b D, ¥
T X0 Z OB ORE A 2 2 A RE TH Y . ERNICIEMR RO BEFRIEL
ETIRFNE ORI & BRI 0B STERIRIICITE S 5.

Table 1. Type of colonic separation mechanism (CSM) and concentration of crude protein (%
of dry matter) in soft feces and hard feces in some small hindgut fermenters

Animal Type of CSM Diet (commercail pellets) Soft feces Hard feces
Mouse Mucus-trap 26.2 22.9 18.1
Guinea-pig Mucus-trap 18.6 19.4 12.5
Nutria Mucus-trap 15.4 19.1 13.4
Rabbit Wash-back 17.3 35.5 13.6

From Sakaguchi (2003).



mixing

=g |deal flow of particle digesta
wwsni~ |deal flow of fluid digesta

3—A. NEWIEEIRETHE - WAYOEME & ABIXELE 2R 2 12IE R Ul E CBAT
9% (Sakaguchi 2003),

mixing

Cecum “ Proximal colon

antiperistaltic movement

== |deal flow of particle digesta
wmeni |deal flow of fluid digesta

3—B. RHENEYERIITY  WHENEDIIHEG CEABNEY L oBES L, BIBIC
Wik E b (Sakaguchi 2003),

1—4 /UL IGREEENY ORI 1 2 NWEY 75 BEF&EE
1—3 Tk 7= X 9 /NS G R B 21T, A O KIG~DEE R L. KiGWN
WAEMITETEZ SR DT2D B 2 LI DHERED M > TV 5, ZAVUTIRNEY 45



BECP AW 2 SR B A BlE T 2 FE M 4y BiERé % (colonic separation mechanism) & FE
ENDHETHY , LLTD 2 20T HND,

1 DI3kEE R 7 v 7 (mucus-trap) & FEIXI 2 BERIKAFIE DB E CTH D (X 4
—A) (Corks et al 1999), Z DoyBERMETIE, TG S0 DRI
WD SIEMDIBAT UIBIRIICIRFF S LD, IRICEAEINIR & o TR IRIZFE N O
AT ED 2 FIOIZEICERENIZEOH 2 ICBITT S (KM4—B), £ LTI DHE
57 DIIRENZ X o> THAEMITHKR & & HICEBICEITILD (Sperber et al. 1983), =
D53 BERAR 13 RN C B & AR SR L 0 B S 72 W2 OB BRFRICRER O B LD

(Holtenius et al 1985; Takahashi and Sakaguchi 1998), E/LE v ~DOFEGICITSY
BEREAE & L C. mucus-trap ®2ME b > T\ 5,

9 1 OO X ET 3B (wash-back) % & FEE., BEFERNEY D S HARN
K% BT 2B CTh 5 (X14—C) (Corks et al 1999), F&MOIFEIER) & & I
(211 o T < WilEE) & O AE DOEDEBNEY O G ~DORIRR2ITEE 726
T & XN TW5 (Ruckebusch and Fioramonti 1976), #&FHNEWIZ X Al D52
FRMBLIR O REER T, AWM ENEENL. ZNUONEBNICERET LI &ITh
%o ZOEEEEIL Y VX OMGICR BIFICHRO 5D (K4—D) (Bjornhag
1972; Bjornhag 1981),

B e —— Ean

IEE

" AN AN/
—) EENENORN
FHEKRABNENIT )T 2ELRKRBTNDRN
4—A. FEBNEY EEHERE (mucus-trap ).
FERGDN D3 W SHLDHEIRIZ Ko T b7 v 7 SR EAE & 3B S 4,
FERBTHEE OWIRENZ K > THIRFEDN B BIC L SITE S D,



L8Y 7 . Y

X 4—B. ELEy FOEMFEK (B) 8B (F).

B = bluish — EUiEH
o e e

AN EEREnoEh

G HHRABTNEN)TITEECRKREDOGR
X 4—C. FEBNEYBE#RE (wash-back %) .
FER O[] - I 45 BEFERE IS K » CIRFEIN B 23 [EFE & B S,
FERGRLEE O WEENZ X o> TN EIBICH R S NIFE S N5,



M 4—D. vHFoEfiEs (L) L6 (F)

1—5 F/% v b (Guinea pig, Cavia porcellus)

(1) AFERMER

ELEY MIEHBELEY NRIOEEEYW TH D, E/LE Y MIRK - KE - 8BS -
B O TERMLIE DB, £ O OEF AW FHITFRICEREY & L TR TR v
LNTVD, LLARL—FTIE, BEy MIERENESERONEN R LD TH

D, FARD—Rx 7 FATEEEZWNERTHY . 77V VOEPETLET S
TWa,

(2) TH AR

EVE Y N OREHEELRE NI T E B O TILEWHFITLE L, &K & RREOIELEET)
ZFFO, EAEY MIIKBELEEBREZFRSEEHM T, EHONEYERIIARED 4
~B%IZ KN, FER ORI & LR L TNAMZ TR L, ERRRBEE L2 L T\ 5, £
VP ORETIEEE &R & BIZIRAITE S s (Sakaguchi 2003), E/LVE Y FD
FERGIZIE, mucusttrap B EFEIN D, NI TV T ERIEIZ N T v 7 L, Z ORGEZ FE
BEDHTR AT E D208 L CE BT S E 20 M > T\ o,



1—6 ©H%*x  (Rabbit, Oryctolagus cuniculus)

(1) APERTEFR

Fal L THESNTWDUYX (UHFXFHUSXR) BI7 T 2dBLizb0
T, /U¥F¥ (Hare) LI1IHERD, vHFITHAPIIEI oML, £ < ol TIZREM 2
LNCEBEME SN TV D, FCT—u v NTERERY N7 E RIED, &hwa )
— Ear 27— L LTAKD G, VHFORITIAARTIIHE Y —KA TR
W, EICHKHBHERETHILIY y AR & L TREHRE, g Tns,

(2) {HbA#

Y RIIERDRE S DORENHE LB L 2 R/ N O BB TH D, v
FIIMOFERLEI & Lo~ MHEHLRE N 2MES . MERMED T v P EIZL A EED LR,
U Y X OROEHEHERE X, 7 T IR RGBS IC L > Th 726 S b,

U Y X ORMHITIHLE PV OREA-IRREAE T > & IBPIMIEE & 3 e nl R VEHERSHE I 43 2
SyBE L (BENERBERE) . MRHEE 20 SRS 2 — 5. T3 mE L o3 JEliE i oy
ZEBAICHEL T, R S (BHHNEWERITE) 2Mibo Tho,

1—7 777 h4AV 3 (FOS)

750 AV IPRE S alEc T T2 F—ZA0 1~3 fHiES L HE b 4 ) b
THYV . I-FT A=A, =AR—RA T7T77 M NV=RAN—RAREDREHTHD, |
BREEIZ S a BEDK) 30~60% T, v a bz ilktE LT, WK DRERTHL 7T 7 |k
VIWET AT 2T —BEHWTAEEINTWD, FOS X, TANRTIHA = =7
ARY, A AXFX R EOBRHFPHREICHLEEN TS, FOS [Tk TIc KRG E
ThEE., IBNMEEOWE, (FlOWER EOBIGIER 2R ES 5 2 b, HiErEt
HEE LTAKHWLNTWD, ATOFEDEIZHONWTIE, T8RO +2#2 58
fhl. [RRTVOWRINET SR & LT, FOS Z#BHmS & L fre e
MFFAI ST D,

1-8 Ty MIKIFT 7T b4V ThEO A

Ty bTIET T2 AU THEEBRICL Y, Ca, Mg R EDI X T NVRINMESND &
WESINTWD, 7y MBI D ERMAEMFEERNL Ch 5 EmME YR L-5E. FOS
® Ca WIREEANIFEE A EHK L, Mg OWIEEIER S T0%REE IS Lz &
26, FOS BT L2 IR T VR EERIC KGR L OKRBNFEREDBE S LT b
ZEMH ML ST D (Ohta 2005),

F72. 7 v FOBEEE X OVHLE 2K TONEMHE RN, FOS10% 5 A i EHEEL
RRCIER SN2 EME S TWb (Sakaguchi et al 1998),
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1—9 UHFICKRIZTT I T2 b4 THEORE

UREO ZNETOMRICLY, 777 N4 Y TPFLEENT 2% LT HE, U
OEFFAERMB LT D52 EMHALNE RS> TND, ZHUTIT T FOEEGIHD > T
% B 57 HfE (wash-back) BB 75 BEFERE 3B 5- L TV 5, RERBISAE 0 BEBEAREIZ L 0 3K
EVNTE G ~RIRBCHTE S D, BN CHIZE L 72 AEmITdE & L TRt S, B3I
KOV FOEIREND, 20 & & KIA~JRE LU THRIE S35 IRE O — 5D A W FE L2
INb, L7eh->T, FOS IT LY HIEDMELE S VT MAEM 2 AEMRES X7 E e LTE
W 570, v XOEFEFAMEEZM ET25E5 %25 (Tsuzuki and Sakaguchi 2010),

F7o, BEHZ FOSB%IRMLT-GE, 7y FTRLNAD L 9 RELBCHEILE A TO
WA RFH OIER T 7 X TIIA DR N E YR ED I E TOEN S
RENTWND RERT—H),

1—10 Cr-CWC (Cr FEaSHIfaEE R 5y)
RE4) DAMBLBEREREIC Cr 2 U CER L2 DO TH B, BEEIIZIEW 28,
HMILERNEM TV EIE 2725 E20NTEY, Efi~—b—¢ LTHWS,

WERT )

TNT 7T 7 RFEL—72 EORWZEA VY . RAT L UM %, o ask
R IO, B LY T VR 3 L E— I —IC AR, KA 1.5 FRE AN
SHD, WL, SLE—I—IZ10DKEF LTIV 20 gfREEZ AL, T ILOES
DK 18% & 725 X 91T, Na:Cr:0,2 Mz 5, T/VIRANTT7 X% L, £ 100°CT 24
RFINENT %, fumte., Sy FO LICHiZzEE, 22 THU 7 A EiRIKE 2538 L . Cr
ZET 5, RIANBHICRD ETREMZ THBiZHRVIEL, 7% 65C T
X% (Udén et al 1980),

1—11 Co-EDTA (=F L o7 I U IUFERR 2 3L i)
HIROILFEME THY A~ —h—L L THWS, ~—h—FD Co 213K 183% T
H 5D,

=
=

fRD X 51z, FOSI1ET » T Ca, Mg 72 ED I X T NVORINZRHET 5 Z & 0iH b
ENEYIERHRZER SED 2 &, VX TERAMMELR LsE2 2 &l Gk
PRBEROFFCOEET L2 2L MESNTEY . Zhbd FOS ORITITREN
WAEMOIEE G5 Z L PR RIRIN TN D, KIFOMIELCHEEET bbb, WA
Yo BERESCTUAE W T R RE IX BNV AR RR] TR 72 U | B DR ITHKTT 2 RGN AEMTIEE) O
B5- 3B TR - BRICR D & PSS FOS IO E BN TR

11



D AREMEDN S X B D o ARWFFE TITRIMG SRR & T T RO s BAE 2 i 2 TV
HENE Y P OREAZRMHECERMAMEII KT TRE L ZOEMA D= LD—HE
A BIDHLERNEY O R RSB ISR 3 L OB ~D ML REDOBATRIZ K
EIS-Z . Toai RN
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2—1 H

AREBRTHND 7727 AU T8 (FOS) IXEHH LB EREE IS5, HH
(EFEEMEREE 3/ M THIL SN TIC KRBT & . IBRMAERIC L > THEBEINLL Z L
MEHATND, ZOfich, 7 v MZBWTIE FOS OFERIC L2 I3 7 /LRI
%% (Ohta et al. 1994) RHAE T 4 AAELIMEEOHEI (Matsuura et al.
2001) DHESNTEY, B MIBWTH FOS OERIZ LV IBNE 7 ¢ XAF &N
N5 2 LN ST % (Mitsuoka et al 1987; Tokunaga et al 1993), =5
2. U FITBWTIEEA~FOS % 2%, 5%WMNT 52 L1280, vhFoEkE

(N) ZFHEEROM EERPEZJMEOIK FAHE STV D (Tsuzuki and
Sakaguchi 2010; Xiao L et al 2011), UV FITREREMEZFHH, £ 2 THIHE L7
AWl (BERE) §22&1mbhTVnD,

AL R KA DA DT T 2 =B LT —BiE AT LT T
YEETRERSH, ZOT CE=TIEMAEMO T RERELE LTSNS Z EN
WEINTWD (Varel et al 1974), F727 v MTEBWTEEHLREEIERE DU
£V BIENE L OEPHAMBRERBEORIN &R ERYEIR OB A WE S Tn
% (Levrat et al. 1991; Yones et al1995), Z OHGITEH(L BB EHEERUZ LV
A PRFE DB G ~DAEDENT 5 Z LIZ X > THIEEZ SN D ATHEENRIR S
T3 (Rémésy and Demigné 1989),

FAEY MIVHFERERICKREREB 2R, BELZTO 2L/ TND,
LU, KGO 2 BEM B #EIZE LT Y b (mucus-trap ) & %

(wash-back ) THEZx24EE% LT\ % (Sperber et al 1983; Cork et al. 1999)
7o, FOS S MAX T BB CHRR D RN B 2 b b,

Z ZTCARFERTIE, WEEHREMTOIL TV RNELE Y b OREREEOESL T

T KIET FOS OB Z Et LT,

2—2 MELL Tk
FER 1
(1) BRI L OREREE
B EHI R E AR (R G A¥ X — 1 HARBETEMHRSH) c7ra
— A (FHTATAIHASH) BLXOFOS (iE7— R~7 U 7H{&4) % 3%
WL CTIERY L7z (Table 2-1),
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Table 2-1. Compositions of the experimental diets

Sugar Glucose FOS
(%) 3 3
Analyzed chemical composition (g/kg)
Dry matter 901 901
Crude protein 166 172
Crude fat 35 39
Acid-detergent fiber (ADF) 219 225
Crude ash 95 93

FOS: fructooligosaccharide

(2) fEEY

FEBREW) X Hartley SRORGAEE/LE > b CEEIAE 435+ 66 g) % 12 MW
7o. EORIEIL, =il 24 £ 1°C. B 50—60%. 12 BFREIAS (7:00—19:00) DIE
RETITo7c, E/AEY MI1THETOSMEORH S —VITINE L THE Lz, ER
YL B AR SLC RSt BIEA LT,

(3) BT

B % 3 BRI 72t%. 5 BREMEHERBR 21T -7, RBRIIE T O #GAH BE3 4Bt
50 g/day & L., KIFAHEIE L7, 3 XTCTOELEY NOBREZHEHIE L,
BRERITGEHENDERREZE LW b o L Ln, REITGBRBALARE & 5B T RE
(ZHIE LT, akBRIE LR FEM R Z B S O#GR 215 T, BNV T o 72,

(4) Y7 NERE

AR P ORBRETEHHE (LR B L ORI 2 E T 5 720, ARSI R AR
Hr—VOTICL—LEiEES, ELIREENICERRILTZ, 2#1360C, 24
RFfEEEC R L. ERIZOITE TACTRF LIz, RPEROHBE <D, RE
BUE 5 & EIT 1.5% R UMk e iz, @M THERLZE N v 7oM B I
PRIZ 1.6% 75 07 BRIAE TV L L 72,

(5) HrT ik

(a) HLZ VB

PREL U 7= 38 308 R % (60°C, 24h) THzBEL ., &R, MLz aEalkl L LT
LAY

#Eh, R, fEROEERE 7V A— R X O RIE L, 2B, EICiX 0.05N

15



U ERREMEVRIR & A 2, HLE N AR, EREERIT, LTFofHERICE - T
BH LT,

HLZ 7 e (%) = (BIRER R — P EHER) [ FREHE X100
EREMR (%) = (ERERE-ETEFE-IRPERD) | FIREFREX100

(b) HLKS

UK 53 ORNEZ VL R Lzl & 32 3RHCH W BB 1g 2 H 5202 U 550°C
TIKIL L CTIERZ KDALY RITE D | HANR—=F—=THEA L 7=, B2 RAL LIEDS H
L o t=th, BRUIFICAI 550°CT 8 WEMRIL L TRt fE L7, MUK THbLR
IE, UToHAERIC I > THH LT,

FR LR (%) = (FEEUK 73 & — Ky &) | BEUK > X100

(c) HMHEM5>
e 7 OREITIE, e L7kl & BABEHIH W, BT % — 2 = o Mk
(acid detergent fiber ; ADF) OE®EICL Y . ADF OBE 1T o7, HdkEM LR
X, UTFostERICL > THEH L,

HRAE 5y (ADF)THAL 3R (%) = (FEIGRHHE & — 32 il ) / SR BGiiE £:x 100

(d) ¥

HEHI 1g 2H 502U 550°CTIKL L TIEHEA RO/ ARIZE D | 135 COER
REEERRIC AU C 2 R GE . IV L, T v 7 — &% — T 30 mfiikimtt, HEEEH
E LTz, WTEEE, AEIELRIZLL T ORI L > TR L7,

Koy (g) = BADOEEM 7L+ /1Y R) — jilth O E &
WM ERE (9= V7 VOBER—KIE &
RTHAER (%) = GREGY) & — s &) | R #X100
AREELR (%) = FHEILR — IR EE R

(6) HERHALEE
KISREL FOS BE L OH#RIT t #iE (Microsoft Office Excel 2007; Microsoft
Corporation, Redmond, Washington, United State of America) TiT->7-, fGlR%

BPUTEHAEAEL L,
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ES
(1) ARBREEL L OFEREE
ARERAEHITIRERER (TR G AZ X — K HARRET#EHEASH) /7=
— A (T F7AT RIS BELORFOS (A7 — K~7 U 7KEASH) % 5%
WL CTHERL L7z (Table 2-2),

Table 2-2. Compositions of the experimental diets

Sugar Glucose FOS
(%) 5 5
Analyzed chemical composition (g/kg)
Dry matter 901 900
Crude protein 165 160
Crude fat 115 110
Acid-detergent fiber (ADF) 222 210
Crude ash 94 92

FOS: fructooligosaccharide

(2) fiEtE
FER 1 LIRS, EBREMW & LT Hartley 2O EMET /LT~ b CEHAE 607 +
25¢g) % 18 BHM\W/=, B OfE L, EiR 24+ 1°C, MWE 50—60%. 12 KA
(7:00—19:00) DOIEIEETITo72, F/ALEF v M 1ETHOEMEORH 7 — 12N
HRLTHEHE L,

(3) HABRSFIE

FhR 1 RIS, B A2 3 BRI 7=1%%. 5 H MR 217 - 7=, SRR
HOREEREIIARE 50 g/day & L, KIZAHEBINLE Lz, 3XTOELEY FOEBERE
ZmRAE L, BRERIREENOERERELZ LWL L Lic, (KEITEERE
bRy & BB TIRFICHDE U7, BRI R FEW R B2 OG22 15T, HAlC
VT T2,

(4) YT IVEREL

Fhr 1 LRk, BRI P ORBRETERE LR KO R M ERET 2720, R
ARERHIFIIREr — YO I b L — e a@E &, #EREERICEERIL 72,
23T 60°C, 24 FFfEERRZEE L, 2RIZNITETLACTRFE L, RPEROIHEE
Bi<izd, REBUT 2 & 212 1.5% R UK E iz, @M CTIERLEERNT v
DR BTN T IRIT 1.5% 7 7 BRI CHEWE L7z,
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(5) 3T ITik
FBR 1 L RRRO T HIET, OB Y X7 B KRSy, HLRME, s &
EL. BAE Y PORERMERB LOEREMZHH L,

(6) HratiLss

KHGE L FOS BE L Dbl t & (Microsoft Office Excel 2007; Microsoft
Corporation, Redmond, Washington, United State of America) TiT->72, fGlR=%
BT A EAL L,

2—3 # H
FER 1
(1) fkbEsy @ BT oiE{b= (Table 2-3)
B R Oy DFLUR P TEALRIX, 7 va—AfEL | FOSHETHE
[N L7-, ADF O LERA FOS BETHIMN L7228, AEEITRA LN -T2,

Table 2-3. Fecal concentrations and digestibilities or absorption rates of nutrients

in guinea pigs (n=6)

Item Glucose FOS
Fecal concentration (% of dry matter)

Crude protein 13.7+0.50 14.0+0.42
Crude ash 14.1+0.33 13.7+0.33*
ADF 40.0+0.85 39.2+1.08
Digestibility or absorption rate (%)

Dry matter 56.3+0.34 57.4+2.44
Crude protein 67.0£1.75 67.7+£1.66
Crude ash 33.1+7.13 44.9+9.64**
ADF 25.1+£2.43 29.9+4.98

Values are means = SD.
* ** Sjonificantly difference from the animal in glucose group (£<0.05 and /<0.01,

respectively).

(2) EREBLIOEFRTW (Table 2-4)

R OB A REIZ FOS IR X5 BITR 6N ehoTz, 7 a—AFETHA,
FOS Hf CENE » FORPERYEMEIME TEER (P=0.06) 2L, EREFHEIHEMN
7 (P=0.051) Z/RL7=bOD, FEEITR LN -T2,
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Table 2-4. Feed intake, nitrogen balance and nitrogen retention rates in guinea

pigs (n=6)

Item Glucose FOS
Feed intake (g/day) 46.3+4.8 47.8+7.6
Nitrogen intake (g/day) 1.29+0.11 1.32+0.21
Nitrogen excretion in feces (g/day) 0.42+0.06 0.42+0.06
Nitrogen excretion in urine (g/day) 0.50+0.07 0.48+0.11
Nitrogen retention (g/day) 0.36+0.06 0.41+0.10
Nitrogen retention rate based on intake (%) 28.3+4.54 31.3+5.76
Nitrogen retention rate based on digested (%) 42.2+6.60 46.2+8.02

Values are means + SD.

FhR 2
(1) FREHES D BT O bR (Table 2-5)

TR th DR 7> O ADF i b=i%, v a—2fEL b~ FOSHTHE

AR L7z,

Table 2-5. Fecal concentrations and digestibilities or absorption rates of nutrients

in guinea pigs (n = 9)

Item Glucose FOS
Fecal concentration (% of dry matter)

Crude protein 13.9+0.56 14.1+0.94
Crude ash 10.8+0.70 10.6+0.59
ADF 38.3+2.84 40.0+£1.20*
Digestibility or absorption rate (%)

Dry matter 55.3+2.54 54.4+4.12
Crude protein 65.4+2.21 64.6+£2.48
Crude ash 61.8+£5.92 58.8+8.23
ADF 26.1+£7.09 19.1+5.97*

Values are means + SD.

* Significant difference from the animal in glucose group (P< 0.05).

(2) EEEBIOERLEM (Table 2-6)

RERHI P OB EFEIC FOS N L EBIIR N hoTz, Zva—ARECIt
R, FOS B CEHZLEMERXLEREMENAFEICEVEZ R L, RPEHREMENEFE
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AR T L7z,

Table 2-6. Feed intake, nitrogen balance and nitrogen retention rates in guinea

pigs (n=9)

Item Glucose FOS
Feed intake (g/day) 46.6+4.5 44.447.0
Nitrogen intake (g/day) 1.22+0.11 1.20+0.11
Nitrogen excretion in feces (g/day) 0.42+0.06 0.42+0.06
Nitrogen excretion in urine (g/day) 0.42+0.12 0.29+0.11%*
Nitrogen retention (g/day) 0.38+0.09 0.47+0.10*
Nitrogen retention rate based on intake (%) 31.1+8.39 40.3+£9.08*
Nitrogen retention rate based on digested (%) 47.9+£12.0 61.2+13.9*

Values are means = SD.
* ** Sionificantly difference from the animal in glucose group (£<0.05 and £<0.01,

respectively).

FBR 1 TlL, EE Y POEZHOHLY VX7 BiE bR, BRERHE (BIUN-
# L RPHEIE N)AETUN) 2k LT, 777 b4 TFRMOEEITIR SN0
7o LU, 28R 2 TiX FOS IRMETEHZ K o> TE/ALE y M ORPERPEMERFEIC
KN L, ERE/EEPARITHEM LUz, 7 X TiX FOS MM L 2 EFEFAMEDR -
NRD 5N THEY (Tsuzuki and Sakaguchi 2010), AFEBRTHE/NLEY T
FOS5%MINIZ &0 U4 L EROFERIG O, LaL, FOS3% I TIXEFE N
M RIETREIIR oo, VXTI FOS2% e, sty LD &4
BEORNETER Mz A LS, ARy b TiE 5% FOS HINIAKLET
bole, ZOMPYMONEIEBUCME R FEDOEVITE - MO ITEEREIC—
ERELIRI9 2 ATREMEN B 2 B D,

FEIBIZ 3T DMAEM 2 B~k 3 D408, v F L EE Y NI, ZhE
U wash-back ! & mucus-trap 8 CH72% (Bjornhag 1972; Bjornhag 1981;
Holtenius et al 1985; Takahashi and Sakaguchi 1998), 5 DA Wil S BE 1
£ ERNOMAEYTENME i, BEIZ K DMEMKR S R 7 EREIE O R E
FRHAMZE ET2EEZLNDDOT, BTy hOMAEDIFEHEIZV IO LD
LD L AEMEDOH KR EBEEDH R~ EFEODTLBANGITH L HFAEE
b, TR HENE Y NOFEGIZET DAYl R e &= b
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Ty TTHILILE o TERBMCEXET 2 DT, UHXD L2 RAEYI LAY
ALY H LTk 3 2 FRUCHAR D & A OMAEN O 5 Hifitk SN HEIE N E
Ny N TRV ATREMEDN B 5,

FLENEY T, AEYMOE & EBIZSBES D Z L R < EBNICHRA - IF
Bt s, 56— omlEkicHit S s (Sakaguchi ezal ), E/LE Y b
&R U TBERERE 2 2. 5 X — N U 7 Tk, I L Z2WiEIc L BIENEY R —
R END T ED/REN TS (Takahashi and Sakaguchi 1998, 2000), — ¥
P X TIE, BEME EOHIRNED D G CEFMED B oS v, #RIRICE I
INDZ L THAEMDOEEIENIRIES LD (Sakaguchi 2003), & 612, EMANAEMIL
1 BO S bo—ERFMNICHEH S, RSN ONAEMITIREESL L TiZE A CERS
NHOT, BIBENEMITENLE Y MRS LRI ERIND EEXLND,

IS DRIT T FORGHERENE/LE Y bOZIUTIER, X0 BT
ERERE L IR A A CVWDH Z L 2R T 56D THY . FOSHIMZ L 25BN
AR RO R E, X o7 ERBICK L TR OSBUI KM TE S0 EE XD
b,

FEER 1128 T, FOS 3% AT & 0 #ik#EH LR T (P=0.059) Z7R L7z,
FOS OEEI~OEIMIZET v FOBBHOEREHRE, NEMIHERHAZER SE5 L
IMEDNH D (Sakaguchi et al 1998), ZIVIFKIGNIZIEA L7z FOS DiRiE 1203
IZRDNEWH KRG ORFFEPE L, NEMOEFEBERT 22 L bREKRDO—D2 L&
2 HNDD, EMNEYEOHKR & MR OIER IHEHIC & > TS & 7
mEND, EALEY FTH FOS ORI X > CTRBNEY ORI REH OBRIE % k72 L
T, 2O EHEEIERO LR AL EOTHRRERO -2 B LD,

SR OKBENTIX, N7 TV THOMEKGERR S S, T7hbb, 77
VIR E DG REEEDOFEE & S RIA T 537 7 U THFEIC - THERR S5 i 7
X BEDPEME D R OHFEO VAR FTh D Z LR IN TS (Miura 1983), =
DX D BIGN FOS #MLI-ENLEY FOEBHTHE Z oA REMHITIHETER
W, LA EDO X 9 ICHEHE LR O M I FOS (2 X 2 KIBNEWITE E BB A2 70 T
WCRIETHRICE > TH O SNAREENRE XN, EE Yy MIMNELOKGE
FEEh ) O Hh Tl b T LR 23 @V (Sakaguchi et al 1987; Sakaguchi and Nabata
1992), FOSIC L > CTHICIHLENEE D &, fft= kX — DR MAZRDIAEIZN
oL B X b D,

Ll EBR21ZHBWT, EAE Y T FOS 5%RINC X 0 #RHEHLEIME T L
oo KBEMICKLTET Vo BE 525 &, MHEEILEMET T2 Z L3 <
ENTWD, T 7R RECHRALIEKBE TR, 77 OBELPRFERIZLY
AR IR OZERILE D pHOME F &3k 7- L, T IVASHEHE D R B OIS PEIR F iz o708
Do TOXDRREMIC K o THEAMKHED FOS 3% & 2720 | FOS 5%iRINT
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ITHHET LR MR T L RN E 2 b b,

FOS 3% iRINEAECIXE/NE > hORGELEN FOSTIMTHRICEL eole, 7
v N TIE7 77 b4 Y IFEEBEUC LY, Ca, Mg7e ED I R T NVNINIMEES LD &
WhEESNTWS, E5ICT v MBI 2 ERMEMRBEHMN THLEHE2 IR L5
&, FOS @ Ca WIMREEH T E A ETER L, Mg OWMUREEH & T0%FREE I
MU= Z &b, FOSEBRUZ L D I3 7 /VIRIRENE I Kids X OSKIGN FEE D BE
5472 L &N TV % (0Ohta 2005),

VI EARFEBROFEREN S, HEHLREMEREE CTH 2D FOS X, E/LEy MIBWTH,
X TRO LN TV A EREIERZOF AN 2 L HET HHERNRBD LN, L, £
DONBEFEBIIE, UV F L L TFOS OEHEZME L5 Z LAVRIR Sz,
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3—1 H

AIECIE, fkt~n 7 Z 7 F4 U 8 (FOS) DR, E/LE > hORFERBL
R LOERFAEICKETRECOWTHRF Lz, TORR, FOS5%IRMEHIE v
Ty FORFERIEMEME T L, SREFEENEM LT,

ELEY MIRERERZHATEY ., 2 T LI-MAEMREY v R 7 B % EH
(&3) +5ZLICkY., BEEERERSIINZ TEZ 2 OERLAENAHIEE TR
BEROTLEFREHFAHL TS, ELEY MIAENICERELTOBMTHY | £
By PORBABIZBITZ2REOERITIRENVEF XD,

EFFAMER LB FIL FOS OEBRIZ LV . SEIBNEDESY v 37 SERICHIH &
NHMPIRFBEERDOER ~OBITENHEIN L, EHNMEMEEMEESND Z &
&L FIUCTHE D R EZFEOKR T L OB EIC L DMAEWRES » 7 E DEEIC
E o TRIT D AMEMENEZ 2 bLb,

Z 2T, ARETIIZEZNAEDOM EREELNLTHIEL INDINEHAT 5720
2, BTy bOBRIEZIEL, filk~FOS % 5% WML T, REZRWHERL L%
FHMNKIFET FOS DRI HOW TR,

3—2 BB ik
(1) BERETES L OSRBR R
AEREVEN I EATEL (TR G A2 #— K HAREE TSRS 1/

— A (FHTATAIHAEH) BLOFOS (7 — RF~7 VU 7A&EH) %2 5%
WL CHERK L7z (Table 3-1),

Table 3-1. Compositions of the experimental diets

Sugar Glucose FOS
(%) 5 5
Analyzed chemical composition (g/kg)
Dry matter 924 926
Crude protein 163 164
Crude fat 114 109
Acid-detergent fiber (ADF) 236 232
Crude ash 92 91

FOS: fructooligosaccharide
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(2) B

FERENY) L Hartley SR O REAMEENLE v b CRERE 955+ 77g) % 128V
7oo EOfIE L, =il 24 £ 1°C, BE 50—60%., 12 BFEIAY (7:00—19:00) DIE
RETITo 72, E/EY MI 1T HOSHEEORH 7 — PHITARR: (9X9X33 cm)
ZERE LT, Ao L THEE L,

(3) MBRITiE

BMbif 2 3 HMa I 7=%&. 5 HHMAERER 21T > 7, FRUBRIIRH] th ORGSR B A1
50 g/day & L. KIFHBE#ERE Le, T TOTLEy hOBEREZEHHAE LT,
HEREETREENDREREZEZ LW b0 L Uiz, REITBRBIAGE: & BB T iy
(CHIE U7z, WBRIEE ILRF B ZBRZE B 2 OB 2 G T, BANCHEW T 7,

(4) V> 7 IVERE

AR & [ARRIC . BB R ORBRETEHE L R TSR M AIE T 2720, R
AR IR — O I b — ez EE, #EEIRZEHNICAERIL T,
2HEL 60°C, 24 FFF@RREE L, BRIZNOITE TACTRF L, RPEROIHHE
Bi<rew, REEUT D & 2T 1.5% KR vk zE e, @ TFERLEENS v
OB IATNTIRIT 1.6% A 7 BREIR THEVIE L7z, E/VE v b ORI &R #E TR DS
PUCnWab7e, BERILIZL > THELNZEIDHETIC, LDTEF L TILEL
72

(5) STk
AT & AR HT LT, BB LY X7 B, HIK Sy, Mk, wE &2 e
L. EEy FORERMERBLOCERHMERH LT,

(6) MratilEt

KEHEL FOS B L Obb#i t i (Microsoft Office Excel 2007; Microsoft
Corporation, Redmond, Washington, United State of America) TiT-7-, fGlR%E
5%LL T fAEAL Lz,

3—3 #h R
(1) B O R T DL (Table 3-2)

BHMHIESAE T ik, B~ FOS HnAM iz BRI ] i o 5 Z LR I R IFT
IR NIRRT,
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Table 3-2. Fecal concentrations and digestibilities or absorption rates of nutrients

in guinea pigs prevented from cecotrophy (n=6)

Item Glucose FOS
Fecal concentration (% of dry matter)

Crude protein 16.4+0.62 16.3+0.78
Crude ash 11.4+0.10 11.4+0.44
ADF 40.4+0.90 39.9+1.00
Digestibility or absorption rate (%)

Dry matter 52.3+2.05 51.4+2.13
Crude protein 53.2+4.41 53.0+1.39
Crude ash 44.1+2.82 42.3+2.31
ADF 20.2+5.34 17.7+6.83

Values are means + SD.

(2) #HRER LOERHM (Table 3-3)

BEMIESET TR, BTy FOEEREICKITET FOS ORZIIR LN o T2,
F7m. N a— 2B R FOS BECELE v DR 23 P M R EH

(P=0.07) Z/~xL. FEHERYeMENHEIMER (P=0.09) %/~ L7,

v NDEFZEERIZKITT FOS O IZR SN o T,

L2l EE

Table 3-3. Feed intake, nitrogen balance and nitrogen retention rates in guinea-

pigs prevented from cecotrophy (n=6)

Item Glucose FOS
Feed intake (g/day) 42.5+6.1 41.9+4.2
Nitrogen intake (g/day) 1.11+0.18 1.10+0.11
Nitrogen excretion in feces (g/day) 0.49+0.06 0.52+0.45
Nitrogen excretion in urine (g/day) 0.26+0.07 0.23+0.07
Nitrogen retention (g/day) 0.36+0.09 0.38+0.10
Nitrogen retention rate based on intake (%) 32.0+5.30 34.4+8.76

Values are means + SD.
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REOEBRTIX, TNLEy NORETEZLILL T, ik~ FOS5%UINASE /L
Fy MIRIFTEEZHF~T, ZO/RR, FOSHTENLE Y FORPEZRGREOMK
TEMRLEFERYHROBIMERN AR LN b DD, ATy hORERMNLER
L OEHLERHIC KT FOS OEBIIMER SN AR o T2,

UILEDHRERNS, BTy FTHLND, flE~0D FOSS%INNT K 2 2 FH Ak
BENRIIBEEZ N T2 & THRET S AEEN RSN, £72. ADFEHEROKT b
BHEMEIESZMETTALNT, AIEOFER 1, 2 LHTHZ X7 HiH{EERS° ADF ¥4
ERBENZ D, BTy FOREAERIZE > TRETHIIXDERNEDOTH
HIENRBREND,
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4—1 H W

B2FT, fiE~DT7 77 hAY IHE (FOS) 5%IRIMI LV, E/E v b Ok
47 (acid detergent fiber: ADF) {H{LEME T L7z,

BB T, ik ~T 7 v 2L BICIINT 5 LHEE LR T 5 2 &
DHREZINTVWD (Moe et al. 1965; Broun 1966; Tyrrell and Moe 1975), 7=, t
Y UITEWT, FOS OFEUZ LV ##EHLERMET T2 s omE b RahTnD

(Li et al. 2011), ZiUL0 ORAEN) TH O DMHEEL RO T OHER & LT, K5
BT Z 27 7 U ORBAZHES . FLBBER OIS pH OIX FIZ X B hilkiE o ff b
DIEEDIK TR RE ST D,
—Ji. 7w MZEBWT, FOS OFRIMNIZE 5 ADF LK T IFHE SN TELT
(Sakaguchi et al 1998), U HFXIZHBWTH ADF HEROK T IE#E STy
(RERT—H), LL, 7y MRUTFX LR ZBRBEHY THL U ~ITBN
T, ik~ FOS OWMNAS ADF {HLR AT S E M3 H D &) i

(Giirbiiz et al. 2010) 372 S TE Y . BWFEF T FOS OMHMETHILRIC KT T
TR D AREMEN R SN D, AFETHWDELE Y MITTFLT v b ER T/
OB IGREEENY T 575, WlEHILRE NI BT ~ L [AE TH D,

UHFIZIBN T, MRHEH LRI B N AR R R ARAE T 5 &\ ) s
(Chiou et al 1998) &Y. E/LE v MIBWTH, FOSERIZ LD EHA pH @

KT E NED T E R O 25 ADF LSRR TFTOERK & LTHEXLNDHD,
ZO X R EITR SR,

T ZTAETIE, ¥ 2 mTHRB SN, BE~D FOSE%IRMFIZENE Y FOD
ADF WHLENME T L7ZE R DO—2& LTEZHILD ., HLENEY R R O
D, FER~D FOSBRIRINZ L > THA LN REtTH 2 & & LT,

4—2 FPRLEFIE
(1) FEREELS L OB
RPITEHTIREATE (58 G 25 v ¥ — 1 AAREETERRASH) (/=

— A (FTHTAT AT EH) BXOFOS (HE7— K~7 U 7HA&t) %2 5%
WL CTYERY L7= (Table 4-1),
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Table4-1. Compositions of the experimental diets

Sugar Glucose FOS
(%) 5 5
Analyzed chemical composition (g/kg)
Dry matter 913 922
Crude protein 165 160
Crude fat 34 33
Acid-detergent fiber 219 216
Crude ash 95 95

FOS: fructooligosaccharide.

(2) fEEY

FEBREW) X Hartley SRORGAVEE/LE Y b CEEILE 575+33g) % 12 AW
oo OB IL, =il 24 £ 1°C, BE 50—60%. 12 BFEIAS (7:00—19:00) DIE
RETITo7c, E/AEY MI1THETOSMEORHr —VITINE L THE Lz, ER
ThiiL AR SLC RS0 HEEA L7z,

(3) HH~—h—
[EAH~— 27— & L CiE Cr ik inEEn sy (Cr-CWC) Z AV, Ef~—A—¢ L=
FL o7 I UNUEEEE= 3L R (Co-EDTA) % Ui,

(4) BT

B 2 5 AR 7o, R RIERER e LT 7 B, BRI ELE Y B
DF ML 7z, BRI P ORGEEE I3 HE 50 g/day & L, AIZEHBERE Lz, &
RTOENLEy FOBREZHHIE L, BERITGEHE DEEREZ LW
D& Uiz, REITREBRBIAARE & BB TRICHE L7z, BB T#., sty
MZ Cr-CWC 0.3 g, Co-EDTA 0.3 g Z/K & FEEMHCIRY, RO E Lz, ~—h—
B G145 1 3mE Y kA 5 2 7,

~——$5 1 BRGNS, 1R T 12 B (12 T v) . 12 BRGNS
2 IR C 24 FFfE (12 Hh oo 0) | 36 IefHi# 0~ 5. 6 IR T 120 K (20 H
V), RBREOICE AR Uz, RBRWIEIE 7 Al E L (KR TEF44 7)),
TR BRI E AR BRI R P O 20 5 B RIX 2R 2 i EE & [RARIC IR U 7=, akBR X 11k
FEY) KR T B R OERBES T, ANV T2,

(5) IHT s
EE Y M BERELL - FEIE, R (60°C, 24h) TR L . BRE%., kLT
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Waz~—TJ1—H 7 e LU THWE, £, KFFEY T VERD 10%2INE L, kR
MERB X ORZEHASTHOY T L Uiz, RBEEWM RS L OEEHNO ST
BRI & [FBRICAT o 72,

~ == T R FE SR K0 o L 3 IC RN S 7z Cr B XY Co
DRI HIRE 2R LT,
AREBRTHWIZEH~—5— (Cr-CWC) LA~ —%4— (Co-EDTA) I X¥ERANLEE
WZX Yt &adT o7,

(HEBA AL PRYE)

ot Llc R L, VY RICANTIKIEE 550°CHOESN T 8 Kif#LL BRI L
oo IRALSZ IR E CHAIL, 17.5%HE% 5 ml A THAE L, 50 ml BEA A7 T X
[ZVRIR 2R AK TN Z A 50 ml ICA AT w7 Lz, KKBALERIZTTAF v
Ay T L. NEMY 2L S, BB A T URRICEREL U 7o, SR8 L 72 IR
JR- R 2 D CHRIE L7z,

(6) VHALAE N X R4 W] o0 B HY

HILENEY A0 (MRT : mean retention time) (%, FEHITHEME S 72 [H
FAF K ONEAR ~ — 77 — OO FE O RRIRFA IR L ek L CHES Rl R =X

Y=Axe7kt
RO, ThEbEICEHRLE, 22T, Yidv—h —EE%HORBRER t ([C81F 53
HO~—h—RE, AlZ~—"—FHE5EESCER, kiR EK CMbE N
MTOFRREEELT, tIT~v—I—EEZORBRRE (h) THY ., ThEhotr 7L
BRI & . 2 ORTOY o T OVERBUIRE O R O RE/ T L7z,

RO TZ[EFE k DWW TH D Uk 1%, HLENIFREENIC BT D~ — I — Ok
B & Ao S D, BBREBEBMOLE . HILENITREMIIER & S b,

MRT %, 1/k &~—— Ol (TT: transit time) Of1& L CRH IS,
TT &~ —h —E 5%, BONCEPIC~—D—PRHSNREFO Z & T, NEVDET
LIS OV 2 i 5 2 R 2 9,

MRT=1/k +TT

(7) #ERHLEE
BT — 2 DOHET t i (Microsoft Office Excel 2007; Microsoft Corporation,
Redmond, Washington, United State of America) TiT->7z, fGR=E 5% L F & A E
=& LT,
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4—3 # R

(1) Rk D BT OiE b (Table 4-2)
KRB b okl sy D ADF #b=Ri1%, 7 ra— AL kX, FOSHECTHE
IZIK T L7z,

Table 4-2. Digestibilities or absorption rates (%) of nutrients in guinea pigs (n =
6)

Glucose FOS
Dry matter 55.0+1.84 54.0£1.70
Crude protein 63.4+1.88 64.0+£0.72
Crude ash 63.4+2.94 64.0+2.64
Acid-detergent fiber 29.6+3.62 24.9+2.49*

Values are means + SD.

* Significant difference from animals in the glucose group (P< 0.05).

(2) BEELLOERZTW (Table 4-3)

ARERHM OB REREIC FOSTINC X BT R 6N oTz, Zva— AT
X FOS HECTEFREHBERLEREHEENABICEVELZ R L, RPEFREHENFE
IR T L7,

Table 4-3. Feed intake, nitrogen balance and nitrogen retention rates in guinea

pigs (n = 6)

Item Glucose FOS
Feed intake (g/day) 48.9+0.75 48.9+0.6
Nitrogen intake (g/day) 1.27+0.02 1.27+0.02
Nitrogen excretion in feces (g/day) 0.43+0.02 0.42+0.01
Nitrogen excretion in urine (g/day) 0.46+0.08 0.32+0.01*
Nitrogen retention (g/day) 0.28+0.08 0.42+0.11%
Nitrogen retention rate based on intake (%) 23.9+6.45 36.1+9.83*
Nitrogen retention rate based on digested (%) 37.7+10.4 56.4+15.3*

Values are means + SD.

* Significant difference from animals in the glucose group (P< 0.05).

(3) THALENAWI K (Table 4-4)
B~ = —DOEETOMEERE (UVk, h) X, 73 —AFFICH~FOS HTAHE
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(P<0.05) (2 L=y, Emi@miie#l (TT, h) 3 X ORI RERH (MRT, h)
IZ FOS Nz L 2 BT R b ie o7z,

B~ —H —O BB TOMEIMN (U/k, h) BIXOFELMHEREN (MRT, h) (X7
3 —ZARECHEAR FOS B CHE (£<0.01, F<0.05) (2 L7=A3, e RE]
(TT. h) (Z FOS INic L 2T R oo Tz,

£, W~ — I — LB~ — =M O TIX, B~ —2—DO GG TOMEE
M (k. h) 3B XOFEHMFEEER (MRT, h) AHFE (/X0.01, £<0.05) I L
776

Table 4-4. Turnover time (1/k, h), transit time (TT, h) and mean retention time

(MRT, h) of digesta markers in guinea pigs (n = 6)

Glucose FOS
Co-EDTA(Liquid Marker)
1/k 11.7+1.42 10.4+0.76*
TT 2.67+3.17 3.17+1.03
MRT 14.4+1.65 13.5+£0.70
Cr-CWC(Particle Marker)
1/k 11.7+2.00 8.96+0.78**%
TT 2.67+3.33 3.33+0.98
MRT 14.4+2.03 12.3+1.34%+

Values are mean =+ SD.

* ** Sjonificantly different from glucose groups (P< 0.05, P< 0.01, respectively).
+, T Significantly different from Co-EDTA (P< 0.05, P< 0.01, respectively).
Co-EDTA, Ethylenediamine-N,N,N’, N'-tetraacetic acid, cobal (II), disodium salt,

tetrahydrate; Cr-CWC, chromium mordanted cell-wall constituents.
4—4 F 58

AEIZBNT S, filB~D FOS5%HIMIC L%, E/LE vy F® ADF b RDOKTE
FOERFHED W ERRRD bz,

i ~D FOS OIINE, 7 v F OHEHLRICEZBIMT S 20 b 00, JHILEW
YRR AR TS L s (Sakaguchi et al. 1998) SN TEY, KETHLN
TZENE Y MBS D FOS ORRLITREERD, ZbD FOS OUMNRDIE
W, B O RHERE PG DBV LD b0 L EZXBND, ENVE Y MIHEG
(ZHEHE 7 > 7" (mucus-trap) T & FFHII 2 AR IK AT 3 BERERS 2 i 2. TV D B D
D, KEGTHEAANED L IEAANED DR S s lmE S T0 D
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(Takahashi and Sakaguchi 1998), —J7. 7 v MEIKW TENZRIKIEN Y 47 BEDS
B2V, EAEY bEFRRDLRBNEVITEEAZH 2 TWD Z LR HE ST
% (A 1989), Z OENMHEM DO KIGNEMETEIEXDOE WD, FOS OIHLENEY
WREFFIC KT TREDOEVE LTZL LT EEZDLND,

Tebb, BTy MIBT HTHLENEDIRE R OB IX, FOS Ok~
MMz LV, RIBNEVOBERPNBTOIND DD, [EAE - RFENS Y OIHE 72 53 B
B SRWNTeD . R LTCNE D RTREEL) O A RE BRI~ L 95 2 &
IZEkoTElEEZINTEEEZEZOND,

MAEH LR ITITIHEE N AR RN T2 6 Z 2 6N TR | AEITBW
T, W~ ——B X OEHE~ — I —DORFEENL TOMRERHE AR T L2 2 &b,
ADF {HbROIETIE FOS f#HUC X 2 EE OHbE (FrICENE) T OME R 2ME
TUL. B - DfREFDITZT DT ENTERDPS T2 LIT XV FBL L2 aTRBED R
e ST,
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5—1 H

A E TORBR TR Iz & 512 FOSA%USMEEHERIZ XV E/LE » b DEHEF
MYERA L2, b b CTIREEHEREEEEE 0BT, BMNMENOT T I —EX
LT — BRI L, IBNE O X R BRI ER T =T O E
DENT 2 Z EngES TS (Varel et al 1974), 7. 7 v MIBWT, HEH
LHBEEFEE RO T =T AR E O M ELNE L OEFHAEMEERED
Nz s7-6 L, R CRPERIMEINMET T2 2 L BHEINTEY (Levrat et
al. 1993; Yones et al. 1995) . T O ORRIEIUTIL, HEHALIERFVERFE IR (S 2
5. MHIRFE DO KIG~OFRANEIEMMNER L TS ERBE TS (Rémésy et al.
1989), S bHIZ, VY FICEWT, HHLREBIEHEE ThH D~ v = b= Z AR
42 L i FIRHEO EFNMAEMREREZ~OR D ALBNEINT 5 = LT, ZEHEAH
eom Ea bbb Z EnlEIN TS (Xiao et al. 2012), LrL, ELEY b
TITEH LB E BRI O ZRHRITMA I N TE 63, v & R85 KB
BEZA 2 TN D72, BEAL IS EAERE R 28 . PR B REZE R O BB IC KT 3 5 B T3 W)
M TR D AEEMENEZ BN D,

Z 2T, RETIIZEZNAER FAROIERMA D=L LTEZXLND, HR
FREEFZDOBBHNMEDIZ X DI AL EOIENNN FOS M L7ZE/LEy N TARL
NS MRET LTz,

5—2 #EtE FHik

(1) FREREDES & ORABREE

AREREEHI IR ETE R (TR G AZ ¥ — K BARRELEKRRSH) 7o
— A (FTH AT AI7HEAS) BEIOFOS (Blle7— F~7 U 7t % 5%
WAL THERL L 7= (Table 5-1),

Table 5-1. Compositions of the experimental diets

Sugar Glucose FOS
(%) 5 5
Analyzed chemical composition (g/kg)
Dry matter 920 921
Crude protein 163 164
Crude fat 30 32
Acid-detergent fiber 236 232
Crude ash 91 93

FOS: fructooligosaccharide.
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(2) B

FEBEW X Hartley SR ORFVEE/LE > b CEEIKE 891 + 62¢g) % 8FMW
7oo EOfIE L, =il 24 £ 1°C, BE 50—60%., 12 BFEIAY (7:00—19:00) DIE
BETITo7, BTy M 1ETSEMEORH 7 —VICNAE L THE LI,

(3) MBRITiE

BRI 2 7 B & U7c, sABRII T OfG BT 3451 50 g/day & L. /KiZH BN
LTz, $_TOENEY hOFERREZEHE LZ, HREITGHE)NOREET
ZLGIWIZb DL L, WEITBRBAMAEF & sBRHE TIRHIIE Lo, #UBRIR LR
W ERZE B2 OERRES T, RANZIE T -T2,

(4) V7 NEEL

AR B O] 6:00 705 9:00 £T, FHUCKHS LK (Fra—22gd 1<
IXFOS2 g %# 5ml DKIZEMN LIZb D) DG L, FERES 2 R, <>k
SNV E S — UL o TREEL, BN JRFE (99.2 atom %; SI Y1 = > AEXa4h) %
20mg. 2ml OAEBEEK (8.5%) HIZEN L. BEERIRHIEAN Lz, 18N JREHEA
1R, BRI K OPIARIML., FlgE. /NG, EM. E0ERERE. =00, B,
JREZEREL L 7=,

MR IFKE T CHREER S8, £ 0% 3000 rpm, 15 /im0, Mg 7
NG, MIEY 7T £ T—30°C TIRIE L=, BN RFEEAL DD IR A2 ERE
L. BEREIZFR S T2 R & 1.6% 78 U i 2 - e LR s BN L7z, JRY v 7 i3y
HrE C© A CTHRAF LT, i X OV EE NEIT 04T £ T—30CTRAF LTz, ¥Tfi7
il &AL RO B OHIWrIE, SCHK (Snipes 1982) #Z&FIC L TITo 72,

(5) il
(a) Iy

c JR#FFEEFE (UrearN) BL U7 =T HEZE#E (Ammonia-N)

MiFH 7% 26 mliZ A AT 7L, 10ml & 15 ml DY 725517 7-, 10 ml
P VE pH6.0 ICFREI L, LT —tE (EC3.5.1.5 ; T W 747 A7 A&t %
AW, o TN RICEENDIREZELT V=T ICEH Lz, 15ml 7w L7
—PUHEES T, TOFEEH T E L THWE,

U LT — BB T SRR VRN ENZERE L, 0.01IN i =/ —
Ly RIERIE (pH=4.65) (Z[EX L7z,
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<FHEIFFIE>
7 L7 —BALE Y 7L =Ammonia
RALEEY 7 /L= Ammonia + Urea
U L7 —BREY T — RABRY > 7L =TUrea

EROFHEXICLY | MEPRIFBERLLOT v E=TBERRZHH L,

=

- BN 73 #r
IRFBBERBIOT =T REHRZAET DRI E LK %2 105C THIE L
oo FERTKIVDEELS R DENC, 30 ml BE— A —IZB L, Lz, W%, ©—b
—DEIZFRDIIET B =0 DA ARMICEI L, o TG,
BN JIEICIE, ZEFRAMRE &ofrikiE (MSI-150-MT-600 NC Model, Quadrupole
Mass Spectrometry System, Ulvac Corporation., Japan) Zf#fH L 7=,

(b) 5l

- BIBNAEY R L O EE, pH

HRUESZ., KB T TREWZTRY H LB L%, pH %2 pH XA —¥ —
(HORIBAAS-211) THIE L7z, T D& &K, X oo"rg, AR ITRCY 7
Uo7 Lizthk, oL T—30C TR L=, BBMERITAEEREK (85%) TE<L
Peototh. B RARGEROCCEEZHE Lz, NEWEIX, 2EEHOHBERS
ZLalWwizbo b Lz,

- NEWH K& &

HOMNLD 15m ATy XY RV TF2—T7OEEE 105 COREMIC 2 FE L E
A, BEHAE L T, ZOEREXERETDH, HEEENOT 2 —7|IZEHNE
Y% 200—300 mg FEHL L, 105°COREEEIC —BE I, FzBm a4 E Lic, Kod
EHIECHEH L@t o o 7 ridiesE# (Total N) HIEHY 7 v & Lz,

- SRR
WEEEEE 2 W TRk v~ ~ 727 4— (HPLC) CTHIEZ Tz, Hv
TR & HPLC S0 SR H3LL T 0@ ) Th %,

(> 7 FHER)
WAEY 200—300 mg & 2.0 ml H D5 W 1.5 ml B v~ RV T F 2 — 7 |ZEE
L. ImM 7 2 k% in 10mM NaOH % 1.0 ml Iz &€ %A 35, 12,000
rpm, 4°CT 10 00T 5, EiEE 2.0ml BT v Xy RV T7F 2—TT4 L
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2%, 0.8ml D7 mrALAENA., 30 HEIEL 935, 10,000 rpm, 4°CT 15
SEOSEEL, FEE 15 ml AT vy Xy RV T7F a—7(ZHIRL, o8 E T—30C
TRAELTZ,
ﬁ#bt%yfwim@%ﬁf%é®f\%ﬁbt%yfw%1uwnmm4%@

Sy Loy BE L7214 L%5mﬁA%74w5—H%iy&y%n—7
(Ultrafree-MC\ 0.22 pm) TiEl A (5000 rpm. 4°C. 547H) 95, Aia
b= Iuns 10l Bz KL,

(HPLC/%ﬁ%ﬁQ
oy BlESR A >
717 2 . Shim-pack SCR-102H
BEIFH © 5mM p- F /LT Z LR LRI
it & : 0.8 ml/min
i 40C

n

<M S >

A HK 5 mM p- ML ALK UERKEERR & 100 M EDTA % ¢ 20 mM Bis -
Tris KK

: 0.8 ml/min

D ERISEER TR (CDD-10A VP ; SHEUAERT)

it

3 o

5

t

- ¥8%2# (Total N)
Total N (X7 V2 —VEIZ L - THIE LTz, HIEFEILE 2 =L FERICITo 7=,

« XXy RegE# (Protein N)

20ml ATy R NV TF2a—T7 3KRIIK 1-2g ONEWERT H, FT v~
NVZ7F a—712, 50% bV 7 o el (TCA) % 300 ul i1z, 12,000 rpm,
4°CT 20 rfiE O BET 5, HIEITRFREER - 7 =7 BERHUEMIC 2.0 ml &

TR RV T F 2 —T I L—30°CTHRE LT,

TEES %t L 5%TCA % 200 ul le]z ARETFA AL 12,000 rpm, 4°C T 20 %5[H
mONEET S, 2 OfE¥E 2—3 (Al L. LB % q0 8% < 105°C, 24 BEfELL B
WL, o7 E Lz, Protein N i’f/l/&v—/ldf W&o THIE L7, JIE LT
%2 B EFRRICAT o T,

- WAEMRESRE #E  (Bacterial N)
20ml Ay X KAV T7Fa2a—7 2KIK1-2g ODNEMETRIRT 5, KT v
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RV 7 F 2 —7ICABEEK (8.5%) % 200l iz, 500 rpm, 4°CT 5 47050
Bt 5, BEA2 15 ml AT vy R T7F 22— 245E L, 14,000 rpm, 4°C. 20 %y
o LoEEE 2B T, 2O L ZX0REMEY 7V E Lz, Bacterial N (37 /L4
—/WEIZ K o THIE LTz, BIEFIEILE 2 3L RICIT o7,

* Urea-N 5 X Ammonia-N
Y > 7w & RO B 21TV HIE LT,

(c) Filigds LUV, i, SIS, EG

- NEWR L Ok E R

HENER., KN T THAEMZIRY HUIRE L&, Ko, 2o "78RCY 7
U7 Uiz, ElRMMIIEREEK (85%) TISE-7To&, RORKZERNTE
BAME L, AAYEIL, 2EENOMEMEELZZELIIWCbD L L,

- It L OB K &

HOMNLD 15m BTy XY RAVTF 2—T7 OEEE 105 COEMIC 2 FE L E
A, BISHIE L TR, ZoEEFEELE T2, EEEMOT o — 7 2RSS X
OWNEW % 200—300 mg FREL L. 105°C DFLEEEIC —B AL, FfpEEZ T L,
KAy Bl E T L7 oY o 70 id Total N IEH V> 7 & Lz,

* Total N 3 2 Y Protein N. Bacterial N. Urea-N. Ammonia-N
MiFY 7B I OEBNEW Y 7L & [EREOER 247 HIE L7,

(6) HataLE
KIREE L FOS #f & D hikiE t E (Microsoft Office Excel 2007; Microsoft
Corporation, Redmond, Washington, United State of America) TiT->7-, fGlR%

5%LL T EfAEAEL Lz,
5—3 #E R
(1) HEE
AERHIR P O AT /L o — AFET 46.7 + 3.12 g/day. FOS #£ T 47.3+1.95

glday Th o7z, BERICAHBEZITRD LR o1,

(2) g L ONHILE . WAEY, Mfk#E = (Table 5-2)
73— AR FOS BETH B L OSRGOS E = A &
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(P<0.01) 2L 7-, £7-. EBAEMWERDL FOSE TAHE (P<0.05) IZ&EVME
s Lz, Lo, BFlgd L OZFooiE(LEIZ FOS IMOEEITZED bz o

7"7-
—o

Table 5-2. Liver and gut weight of guinea pigs fed a diet containing either 5 % glucose

or 5 % FOS
Glucose FOS Glucose FOS
Fresh weight (g) % of body weight
Body weight 906 + 26 876 + 88 - -
Liver 246+ 1.4 26.5+1.8 2.71+0.13 3.05+0.32
Small Intestine
Total weight 20.7+ 4.4 20.6+ 2.8 2.29+0.54  2.39+0.46
Tissue weight 7.27+1.27 6.45+1.04 0.80+0.12 0.74+0.12
Content weight 13.4+5.1 142+ 3.4 1.49+ 0.60 1.65+ 0.47
Cecum
Total weight 47.6 +£9.5 56.7 £ 8.7 525+1.01 6.46+0.56*
Tissue weight 4.72+0.43 5.45+0.88 0.52+0.04 0.62+0.04**
Content weight  42.9+ 9.2 51.3+ 7.9 4.73+0.98 5.84+0.54%
Proximal Colon
Total weight 10.5+ 2.3 13.3+5.4 1.16 £ 0.24 1.49 +0.47
Tissue weight 2.79+0.27 4.02+0.92 0.31+0.02  0.45+0.06**
Content weight 7.72+2.15 9.31+4.53 0.85+0.23 1.04 +0.42
Distal Colon
Total weight 8.68+0.62 8.49+1.63 0.96+0.10 0.96+0.10
Tissue weight 2.94+0.36 2.65+0.29 0.32+0.04 0.30+0.03
Content weight 5.74+0.63 5.85+1.46 0.63 +0.09 0.66 +0.11

Data are mean + standard deviation (n=4). Content weight = total weight — wall

weight.

* ** Significant difference from the glucose group (P< 0.05, P< 0.01, respectively).

(3) pH & XU SCFA JRE (Table 5-3)

TN a— AR FOS FECEBNAY pH 284 E  (£<0.01) IZERVMEZ R L
7o E7o. FOSHETEMNAEYT SCFARER LUENAE (F£<0.05) [Z@EW

~LUT,
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Table 5-3. Luminal pH, concentration (umol/g contents) and total amount of SCFA
(umol) in the cecal content of guinea pigs fed a diet containing either 5 % glucose or
5 % FOS

Glucose FOS
pH 7.13+0.10 6.85 + 0.13**
Concentration
Acetic acid 12.4+ 2.7 22.0 £ 7.5%
Propionic acid 3.04 +0.72 5.16 + 1.85*
Butyric acid 1.80+1.24 8.03 + 4.99*
Total SCFA 18.2+ 2.3 36.9+13.9*
Total amount of SCFA 764 + 118 1864 + 904*

Data are mean + standard deviation (n=4).
* ** Significant difference from the glucose group (P< 0.05, P< 0.01, respectively).

(4) #%5% (Total N, Table 5-4)
7V a— ZRET T FOS BETEBNAM T total N IRE A E (£<0.01) (2w
2R L2, EEBNEYY total N 38 LTV I5N &, 15N atom % excess 23 &
(P<0.05, P<0.01, F<0.05) IZmVMEZRLTZ, & 52, FOS B TR total 15N
atom % excess 2MK F[A] (P2=0.08) Z 7/~ L. JRH total N &3 H & (F<0.05) (T
RWMEZR LT, LL, EOMOEIENEDF total N R L UVE 5N atom %
excess, N &(Z FOS IRINC X2 EIIFRO b d o7z,

(5) X /xr 1% (Protein N, Table 5-5)
7V a— AT AT FOS B#ECEMNEY Y protein N 38 L OV 5N &, BN
atom % excess 2N & (£<0.01, F<0.05, FP<0.05) ([Z@EVMEZ <Lz, Ll Tl
BLOZOMOMEILENEY Y protein N 35 L OV 15N &, 15N atom % excess (Z FOS
WINZ X 22T b o7,

(6) MAEZEFE (Bacterial N, Table 5-6)
7V a3 — AR HAT FOS BETEBNAEM Y bacterial N 38 LT BN &34 BT H
VMEZ R L2, 72, FOS BETEBNAYY BN atom % excess DN &7~ L
2o LU, ZOMMOIELENEYH bacterial N 38 L OV 15N &, 15N atom % excess
(2 FOS IR L 28T b /e o7z,

(1) 7rEe=TEERBIOVRFEREESE (Ammonia-N 1 XU Urea-N, Table 5-7)

FOS HECELNAM T urea-N IRENAE (F<0.05) ITEWEZRL, EBNEY
H urea-15N atom % excess 3 & (F<0.05) IZEVMEZ R LTZ, L22L, ZOMO
N 35 L OV 15N atom % excess (& FOS fINIC X 5 BT Lo 7z,
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Table 5-4. Total N and 15N in gut contents and urine of guinea pigs fed a diet

containing either 5% glucose or 5% FOS

Item Glucose FOS
N (g)
Small Intestine 0.16 £ 0.05 0.16 £ 0.01
Cecum 0.24 £ 0.02 0.28 £ 0.02*
Proximal colon 0.06 + 0.01 0.07+0.03
Distal colon 0.05+ 0.01 0.05+ 0.01
Urine 0.01+0.01 0.02 £ 0.02
N (% of DM)
Small Intestine 10.9+0.35 9.77+1.21
Cecum 2.84 + 0.00 2.63+0.11**
Proximal colon 2.77+0.07 2.81 +£0.22
Distal colon 2.39+0.43 2.66 £ 0.56
Urine
15N (atom % excess)
Small intestine 0.65+ 0.54 0.81+£0.53
Cecum 0.75+0.33 1.18+0.21%
Proximal colon 1.18+0.39 1.26+0.27
Distal colon 0.89+0.03 0.90+0.14
Urine 2.83+0.78 1.45+1.56
15N (mg)
Small Intestine 1.21+1.13 1.26+0.78
Cecum 1.78 £ 0.62 3.32 £ 0.53**
Proximal Colon 0.70 £ 0.32 0.86 +0.45
Distal Colon 0.45+0.05 0.48+0.13
Urine 0.29+0.13 0.13+0.01*
15N (% of injected)
Small Intestine 13.0+12.2 13.6 + 8.47
Cecum 19.2 £ 6.70 35.9 £ 5.76**
Proximal Colon 7.61 +3.45 9.29+4.91
Distal Colon 4.86 + 0.57 5.20 + 1.44
Urine 3.16 + 1.45 1.43 + 0.06*

Data are mean + standard deviation (n=4).

* ** Significant difference from the glucose group (P < 0.05, P<0.01,

respectively).



Table 5-5. Protein N and 15N in liver and gut contents of guinea pigs fed a diet

containing either 5% glucose or 5% FOS

Control FOS
N (g)
Liver 0.66 + 0.04 0.71 +0.07
Small Intestine 0.13+ 0.02 0.12+0.01
Cecum 0.21 +£0.02 0.26 + 0.02**
Proximal Colon 0.05 + 0.02 0.06 + 0.02
Distal Colon 0.05+ 0.01 0.05+ 0.01
N (% of DM)
Liver 9.09 + 0.49 9.25 + 0.38
Small Intestine 8.89 +1.46 7.58 £ 1.78
Cecum 2.46 + 0.08 2.44 £0.17
Proximal Colon 2.31 £ 0.56 2.45+0.31
Distal Colon 2.22 £ 0.44 2.44 £ 0.66
15N (atom % excess)
Liver 0.08 £ 0.02 0.12 + 0.06
Small Intestine ND ND
Cecum 0.65 +£0.21 1.16 +£ 0.42*
Proximal Colon 1.01 £ 0.57 1.14 £ 0.42
Distal Colon 0.81 £0.24 0.82+£0.28
15N (mg)
Liver 0.50+0.15 0.83 £ 0.40
Small Intestine ND ND
Cecum 1.36 £ 0.37 3.06 + 1.20*
Proximal Colon 0.50 £ 0.39 0.71 +£0.47
Distal Colon 0.38 £0.15 0.39+0.12
15N (% of injected)
Liver 5.37+1.63 8.95+4.29
Small Intestine - -
Cecum 14.7 £ 4.02 33.1 +13.0%
Proximal Colon 5.35+4.21 7.71 £ 5.06
Distal Colon 4.13 £ 1.67 4.23 £ 1.25

Data are mean + standard deviation (n=4). ND: not detected.

* ** Significant difference from the glucose group (P < 0.05, P<0.01,

respectively).



Table 5-6. Bacteria N and 15N in large intestinal contents of guinea pigs fed a

diet containing either 5 % glucose or 5 % FOS

Glucose FOS
N (g)
Cecum 0.18 £ 0.02 0.22 £ 0.01**
Proximal Colon 0.04 + 0.01 0.05 + 0.02
Distal Colon 0.04 + 0.01 0.04 + 0.01
N (% of DM)
Cecum 2.11+0.43 2.03+£0.10
Proximal Colon 2.01+0.14 2.11+£0.14
Distal Colon 1.99+0.29 2.08 £ 0.34
15N (atom % excess)
Cecum 0.55+0.36 0.92 £ 0.26
Proximal Colon 0.91+£0.25 0.91 £ 0.06
Distal Colon 0.73 £ 0.05 0.74 £ 0.04
15N (mg)
Cecum 1.03+0.78 2.04 £ 0.66*
Proximal Colon 0.37+0.10 0.43 £0.16
Distal Colon 0.30 £ 0.04 0.33 £0.03
15N (% of injected)
Cecum 11.1+8.38 22.0 £ 7.12*
Proximal Colon 3.99 + 1.04 4.64 £ 1.68
Distal Colon 3.19 £ 0.40 3.57 £ 0.38

Data are mean + standard deviation (n=4).

* ** Sjgnificant difference from the glucose group (P< 0.05, P< 0.01,

respectively).
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Table 5-7. Concentration of ammonia N, urea N, and 5N (atom % excess) in cecal

contents and serum of guinea pigs fed a diet containing either 5 % glucose or 5 % FOS

Glucose FOS
N
Cecal Ammonia N (mg/100 g fresh content) 7.48 +£0.94 6.01 + 3.49
Cecal Urea N (mg/100 g fresh content) 3.22+0.51 1.76 + 1.00*
Arterial blood serum Ammonia N (mg/dL) 0.21+0.12 0.23 +0.06
Arterial blood serum Urea N (mg/dL) 14.4 £ 4.82 16.3 +7.72
Portal blood serum Ammonia N (mg/dL) 0.34 +£0.12 0.32 +0.06
Portal blood serum Urea N (mg/dL) 13.6 £ 10.7 14.3 £ 8.38
15N (atom % excess)
Cecal Ammonia N 0.50 +0.40 1.22 + 0.19%*
Cecal Urea N 1.77+1.53 1.61+1.11
Arterial blood serum Ammonia N 2.29 +0.49 2.01 £0.22
Arterial blood serum Urea N 2.47 +0.56 2.52 £ 0.38
Portal blood serum Ammonia N 0.81 +0.56 1.48 £ 0.54
Portal blood serum Urea N 2.00 +1.38 2.86+0.76

Data are mean + standard deviation (n=4).

* Significant difference from the glucose group (P< 0.05).
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HIHIL BN E T 5 FOS S E/LE v FORPEZRPMEL LTI, BRI
PER ESEDLZENINETITON->TEY, ZOBRRZEFIVHFTHHEINL T
% (Xiao et al 2011; Xiao et al. 2012), 52, UHFIZIBWT, EHLBEEIENTE
Th i~y = M= NVZEEA~RINT 2 & FIRFEDEMNMAEDRRE R ~DOIY AL
|OAHINT 52 & T, EFAMAMEOR L2 76T 2 EAHEIN TS (Xiao et
al 2012),

ARETIE, FOS OEBRUZ LV E/LE Y FOJRFK BN &K T L. §HAYH#R
15N &35 LUV 5N atom % excess, BIHNAEMH & 2 /37 g BN 35 LU 5N atom %
excess, BIHFNAYTHEYRE BN £33 L O 15N atom % excess 23 EVMEZ R LT,
ZOZEND, METHE LS TICKIBIZ Wz FOS AMAYEE A RE L, BB
IZHAT M RFBREERZENINL, ZOMPREBREERZ A WMEMNIR Y X7 &
BACFIT %, 2O X512 LT, FOS BRIC X 2 1AM IEREE & FR 2= 55 P &K
TRV, B LIMAENEZ BRI > THERT 52 & ¢, EFEAMAEDOR L
HITHEEZDND,

FOS#EHRUZ LY., EEAEYH T =7 15N atom % excess NV MEZ R L7
2. BEIBARYH T =T RRERIEECIRERE BN atom % excess ([ZEITFEO 6
NWirholz, £72 FOSERIZELY . ERNAEYTIRFERE N IREIHMERVEZ R LT,
IO e, RABERIMPNDER~LETND LHSNITT VE=T ITEHR
SNDATREMEDS R S T,

T RITIBNT, EEE LR B EREEETUC X 2 BN RE N IR E OIS s
ENTWD (Xiao et al 2012), L»LAFETIE, /LTy bOFBNKEDIE N iR
FEIZ FOS BRI L 2 B IR b o Tz, F-. ATy NOEHNBAEYRE N
BEXVYXOREGRETHDL Z LRI NT, ZOEWEL, VHXEELEY O
RIGAR 0 D PAE 73 BERERE DIV K DA D BEREDEIZ L Db D EB 2 b
%

F£72. FOS ofERUC LV . EBNAYT pH 2MEWMEZ R L, SCFA £k L UE
WEWVMEZ R LT, SOICERBMEMEESEMLEZ, Zhb0BIE, 7y MUl
FIZBWTHEE SN TW\5 (Tokunaga et al 1987; Oku 1996; Xiao et al. 2012),
KAEN) @ in vivo (Dobson et al 1971; Thorlacius et al 1971; Remond et al 1993;
Remond 2002; von Engelhardt et al. 2007) 3 X OVin vitro (Abdoun et al 2010) 7t
B2 C SCFA & CO: DA E ~DIRFfmE RS 5 EWmE L T\b, 7725 FOS
OFERUZ LY [ BTy MTEWTHRBEY &[RRI, ERNTHEINL 7 SCFA 73
MR DB ~DIAZARAE LI ATREE N E 2 DL D,

Lo Z &nne, FOS OFBEIC X 2 EFRAER ERRIT. EEAMAEY e
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12k M IRFEREELEDOEBNED ~DOE AL BEOBEME | ZIUEE S R 2R
PEE O T IZ X o THEBLT 5 AR R Sz,
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