Mem. Faculty. B.O.S. T. Kindai University No.37:1~ 10 (2016) 1

HER Y 7 = ) —L 0D~ o AR 7 e — T etz

RHEEE, FIGHE, BRER, WEdT. BRZEES, FH A

Ca=1

MWARY 7=/ —/ (#PP) 1%, BT RIEOEE TREICAE L DHERED BAWW%ﬁU%ﬁHD\TEW L7
U7z ) —)VEGy B YR - RSB R TH D, BALB/c ~ 7 A% 3FFICHT, RITRATEL (AIN-93M) |
4%HE PP G EIEL, 2% T 7 4 / —AEREAZENEnE HBRE Y, 2 EMET L7z, # PP B TIIxf
MRECHE L C, EhERBLUOEBRBICHAREREMMB A N0, BREICITHERERETIRN-T2, 77
4 ) —ABETHRBROBEMA RO, EFHEECHEINIFE Clnotz, £~ ADEBNEY
54 DNA ZHH L, 16S U AR Y — 2 RNA E{s10 V4 I 254 HFLxt o> DNA Wi i % PCR CHiIE X 72
DH, ANVIF MiSeq VAT ATY—F7 U ATHI EIZEVBNME Y 0 —7 2N Lz, PP AT
WX, BifbKkE, ToR=T A N, HHEBREOBWEEEFET D L&D Clostridium indolis.
Oscillospira sp.. Anaerotruncus sp. (243 X115 OTU (operational taxonomic unit) DA E 72D R b
Tro —h. BAECEAIR 2 ALET B & &I D Acetatifactor muris (2T IS5 OTU, HEHELMERELZ &L LT
Wels % A£PET D & S5 Ruminococcus bromii (CARFE S L5H OTU NEAFICHEIN L T\ =, ERD 0T OFE
K. MEPPRIIT 7 4/ — Zﬁki@ﬁwﬁﬁ Ta—7OERRO O, T ORENG, PP
X774 —RALFRBRLHERA=X LVBNME 7 v —F 2 UET DNRBH D Z LRI
7,

T KB, A 55 BT, TV AT 4 2 A KD T Sl TR

1. i

FEKILIIZ Y A (Prunus mume Siebold et Zuccarini) OREDEFEENHARTHROZWVWRTHSL, VAR
FEORESIL, METICNT S8, HEINLTWD, TREVBTICIXHBORA T 2EZ 5058, HlREZE.
i

7

WHDRAREND D & ENTE L, WE. HTCHEMHSIITmER FERAD, 7 ¥ it fERY,
FAEAERS O, FUBHRIEEMEY, v r ) BoAFIED, WkEEMLEY, a/va vy —PllE LA
%I ERMHIERO R L0 S SERBRBEGRNI DS Z LR IN TN,

L ZAT, MFOREEBE CTRRICAL 2MFEHT. MIREOREA G0 OEERFAR LRI THAR
WORBURTH B, dIE, FKILIRTIE, BEEOOAREREAZHWNTRY 7=/ —AbEWEEIL L .
TBAE - L - ORI T A EM SR SN, ZhEERY 7=/ —v (HEPP) & U CH- et &M
ELTORAEREZR > TS, # PP 1K 65%DFFE. 9 12%D 7 =/ —bE&W. K 4% DK %5
Iy Tx )= IALEMDOFERSIZ. BT =B, 7R, T VTR EDEMBE TH D Z LGS
TV —OBEIZ, ZhbOBERBENT AT LS LT AT VOB THELTE YO, 5%
D OFFEIIKEBEDZHETH 2 B35 EITE b 2 STy,

W, NHIENE TOMBICREREELEZ TWDZ ERRBEIND L O - 7=, HEPP 2RO
B U7e8rE, RN SN D RICIBNHIE I8 E MIET 2 B Z D NDD, ZIVE T Z O RICEIT 2 3Hm
IR IR IITUVRY, 2 TAZE TR, v~V RAEZHWTHE PP OIFNMIEFE 7 0 —ZIZRITTHREL, A&7/
LEFTIZEOHONZTHZ EEHE LT,
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ITERR AP T AN RBES TR, T649-6493 Fuafk (LIFAL ) IIH P =48 930
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2. MM EARE

2. 1 #BRYZ7z/—)L (#PP)

i PP (Lot. 100525) IZ om0 EEEERBIU NG5 S 7c b D2 Lo, 24 MHEE% Diaion HP-20
NThraw hTTT7 =1L, KTHELEZDOD 60% & /) — /LTI S22y & ol S 720k
Th5D,

2. 2 HPEER

BALB/c v 7 A (9, 8#kh) IZAAF ¥ — X - UNR—0BHEA L, WMELWEL, ZHF1 200+
2.0°C, 50+ 30 %DIRETHTB L, fF L KILE RICERE W, 1AM THETHIH L AIN-93M i (F
VU ZEER) ZAREE L., D%~ A 2 EEEEIC 3BT T SHIREEE AIN-93M (4 58) . 4 % (w/w)
Hi PP & A &R (58H). 2 % (ww) D(+)-T 7 4 / — A 8 KFl (Foehlisk 1%) &f&k (488) 25 %
T2 HMEfGEE Lz, ﬁ@&ﬁéﬂ%&i%@a?ﬁﬂﬁbm 2WHMBITHHILC. EBEREZNEL. NEY
AR L, BMEBRIDERRFAEVATEHEMET N EZBSOKRRBES CEM L GKRES
KABT-25-003),

2. 3 DNAH#H

BEIRDEBNEYHK 100 mg & 2 ml OABREEKIZTERICEE Lz, 25°C TS oEBEEL#Z, k-
HEZELD | 4,000 x g T 15 sy Om Lz, WEES 2 LY . NucleoSpin Tissue (Macherey-Nagel) % F >
THADNA Z i L7z,

2. 4 16S )Ry —L RNAEIEF V4 18D PCR

M ORECAZhE S D 16S U R Y — 2 RNA #fs 1O V4§81 (254 H A %) 'V % KOD-Plus-Ver. 2 (3
HERG) % MW 2 PCRIC K W IR X &7, RiE TN L2 DNA 27 > 7 L— Mz LT, 7 J A <=— 515F
(5’-GTGCCAGCMGCCGCGGTAA-3") & 806R (5-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3")% {8 [ L 7-, PCR )i
X, 98°C, 10 #», 55°C,30 0, 68 °C, 60 bW A1 7 A% 20 [Alik VK LT, 7 H v —AF VERIKENL
L., 2543t N R&2H) D L, Wizard SV Gel and PCR Clean-Up System (Promega) % U NCHIH L7z,
INhET 7L —NMILT, AT MiSeq v AT A TORHIZHEERT X752 —ldFE L OME KRS O
72D 12 IO EA O/ — 3 — FES (FRRERSY; %/ 1, CTAGTCGCTGGT; *#3 2, GTGCCCACTT- GA;
%R 3, CGAAAGCATTCC; %M 4, CTTACACTGCTT; H& PP1, GAGAGGGATCAC; #& PP2, GGTGTGA-
GAAAG; i PP3, CCGGAATCCATA; #i PP4, GCGTTAACCCAA; i PP5, AATCCGGTCACC; 77 4 J —A
1, ACCTACTTGTCT; 77 4 /—*2, CATTGTCCCTAT; 7 7 « / —* 3, CATTGGGAGTTC; 77 1 / —*
4, GTTGACCATCGC) % &t 7 7 A < —R_806_rcbe##i (5°-CAAGCAGAAGACGGCATACGAGATNNNNN-
NNNNNNNAGTCAGTCAGCCGGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT- 3%) & 515F2
(5’-AATGATACGGCGACCACC- GATCTACACTATGGTAATTGTGTGCCAGCMGCCGCGGTAA-3’)% AT
2EHBHDPCR 2Bt KIGHERERKIGE 72°C & L7z 885N E, 1 RIE® PCR LRIEKMHTR I ko
Too HEWE L7 DNAWI T &7 W — A7 0Dl L, &K PCR FEEM A E1 80 ng TOIRA L
=0 AT LTz,

2. 5 DNABEHDEEHT
V=7 I AENTIZIEA L 2 F MiSeq 3 A T AP L MiSeq Reagent Kit v3 (Illumina) % A =, BT —
% 1X MiSeq Control Software v2.3.0.3, Real Time Analysis v1.18.42, 33 J: T} Consensus Assessment of Sequence



and Variation v1.8.2 CHEHT L 7=,

2. 6 FMEROHE

WY D — 7 L RS E T ) 7 L 254 o a7 ¢ 7 &{ER L, CD-HIT-OTU v0.0.1
(http://weizhong-lab.ucsd.edu/cd-hit-otw/) & HW T, MIRIMEOREZ 0.97 IZREL 7 7 A Z U 7 LT, OTU
(operational taxonomic unit) Z 5 L7=1Y, fRE/RFIZ->V T, QIIME v1.7 (http://giime.org/) "% AV, 2£H
Bl & LT GreenGenes gg 13 5% 4% ] L T RDP classifier v2.2 (http:/rdp.cme.msu.edu/index jsp)' 12 & ¥ %
W EAT o7, ITIET — P A FT v 7 H>08 TR Ieo7, % OTU ORFKESI%Z, BLAST F'1m /7
2 v2.2.20 % FV T DDBJ 168 ribosomal RNA database v.2014 02 11 Z /% U CEREZ HEE L7z,

2. 7 oZHMEEHR
VT 7y 7Y a VRRHTIZIE QIIME AWM, o Z8MEE S LT, Chaol #fE & & Shannon %%
BHUT,

2. 8 #rETEEM
Dunnett % VT, AEKEE S%ICREL T, ML OLEERA B Z 2 o7 (http://www.gen-info.
osaka-u.ac.jp/MEPHAS/), =El/3/7#T1Z1% Easy PCA (http://hoxom-hist.appspot.com/pca.html) % v 7=,

3. R
3. 1 RE. REIEOZLLEHE=E

9 EEE D BALB/c v U A% 3FEICHT . XFEREIEL, 4 % (w/w) #E PP E 48R 2% (ww) 77 4/ —A
EHREE 52 T2 MBHEE Lz, SBEFOKREIZS HA X TORRD L, Z0%DE00THENLTE,
FERIZ, 774/ —ABETIE2ZBRAETOTIEA L, £OBRMIMNIEE U, f PP BEIIRBRBIN 2 &
CTERLE (B1), RBR& TRrOEREX, PPEEE T 7 ¢/ — ARHIIREEIZ LE AR MR 2 /1%
L7eid, BRARETII otz (F1)., —FH, 1BY7-VOREIET, MPPREET T 4 /) —ARETILE
HICH BRI NERICE ol (K1),

B E I PP DS IR IR L TR RICRL . 7 7« / — A DX RBEL 0 @\WMER Th o 7243,
ZHLOITABRRETEH 2o, EHNAYO pH IZMEPPEEL T 7 ¢ / —ARECIKR TEIAIN A, 77
A ) = ABIIAIBEIC A L THEBE Tho 72 (F1),

3. 2 AT/ LT—AOREFME o SHME

EIBNEH L V2 DNA 2 L. 2 &880 16S U R Y — A RNA Es T7-0 V4 #8384 PCR THilE
S, A/ F MiSeq VAT LATY—7 U A LTz, FEEOREINDS 6.9~23 x 10° U — KOESIT — 4
DELN, KEE DT —F 2R\ 2 3.0~9.9 x 10° V) — ROFEHIT — & Z LA OFFTIC AW (E2), T8
V— REIBER CHEBZ R e oz, MEMEORIE 097 TEAT —X %27 FAX Y 7 LIiER, 149 D
OTU 235 biiz, 3kt Z & @ OTU #UE 134~144 T, BB THEZEIX2 o7, Chaol #EEIX, 23k
KBWTHEEESNZ0OTUR LD H 0.9 75 13 K& D o7, Shannon F5%ki% 3.9~5.0 DL 720 | HEETH
BEI e olc (F2), Chaol #EED DL, RIHEN TORWERESIOFIENRBEINSHOD, L
T 777y a VN TTIROTROESD 10 5 — RETTRICELEEMIC 972 — FEDEITIC
fltxniztE2oN7 (KM2),
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e % % 8 & 2 % 7 4 8 Mmoo
FIEEH
X1 fEEHEICETAEEOLEL
F— XL EHE R S TR, &IREE (e,n=4). ¥ PP & (m,n=5). 774/ — Akt (A,n=4),

®1 KE, IR, BHEE. BXUEEAEYO pH

pofiiz #mrp 574/—R
ERFNGEREAE (g) 21.6 £ 0.6 212+ 06 21.8+0.3
BB THEKE () 21.7 £ 04 228 +0.7 225+ 04
B EHE (g/day/mouse) 22+01 29 £ 0.1* 2.5+ 0.1*
BEGEE (g) 0.175 £0.016  0.222 + 0.013*  0.202 =% 0.010
BEEABYDpH 7.18 + 0.08 7.00 = 0.04 6.88 + 0.06*

T 2T EHE RS (BRE n=4, HEPP B n=5. 77 4/ — AR n=4) TxT,
PHAERIC T L CTHEZEAY (p<0.05, Dunnett fR7E)

R2 VI T URRERE o ZERMERRE

HEBE  TOR  RU-FE SFU-FE otum  greg ShEen

pog:icl C1 2,307,856 985,348 137 137.908 4263
G2 1,020,472 447,094 140 141.213 4763

C3 1,775,376 764,489 141 143.480 4624

C4 1,848,646 799,773 143 144.400 4.450

#BPpP UPP1 1,753,330 754,924 142 153.195 4.880
UPP2 1,774,454 749,957 144 145.740 4770

UPP3 1,592,262 698,670 142 142.595 4.681

UPP4 687,400 301,550 139 142.592 4549

UPP5 944,236 421,742 138 142.605 4.356

574/—X RAF1 1,395,840 595,152 138 141.930 3.933
RAF2 1,200,742 512,053 143 143.987 5.037

RAF3 1,349,674 591,178 142 155.475 4510

RAF4 1,615,010 693,153 134 135.425 4.488




3. 3 BRAMEIO—S0OZEI

RDP classifier #HWTHEE LK BEORBL~VOME 7 a—F7 %77 (K3), F/o. KB CHEMELE
WCHBRENRD T2 T A —IZO0 T, FEhd OTU OREESI % b & 12 BLAST MFRIC XL REfE %
HELEEFMRLEZOEIGEZE LD (R3),

K OEIE DL WERITARLE T, Clostridiales H ORFEIER TH o7 G, # PP, 77 1 / — AR
BWTENEN 22,6, 248, 245 %), REBEETKRIZZ\EIL Lachnospiraceae Bt OXFEE (21.9 %) T,
{R3REF > BLAST 58 DR Clostridium indolis (E-value 1.00E-121) % 7213% Ozl & #E S 778,
ORI PP REL T T 4 ) — AWM TIZARITEA LTIz (9.08, 898 %), MBI T3IHEHIZZW
Para-bacteroides J& 1%, - CRREDOES TR SN (15.0, 155, 19.1 %), RVNT Oscillospira J&1%.
SHHREEC 14.8%., 77 4 / —ABET 117 % Th o 7273, 1 PP BE CITAIRBEC B L TR RICD72< 9.0 %
ThoTe, WORREME T REETIL 5.90 %FFE LT, ME PP R T 7 4 / — ARETIIHMRD TH 72270
o7z (120, 055 %), ZDOHT IV —OMECONTIE, B LV OSFFEIFERS 2B LR oTz,
Clostridiales H 0> 1 J& 125 B T2 OWICNALE T 573 (4.45 %) M PP FEO L THHEITH AR L T 201 % %
HDTW=, ZDOEIX BLAST R DR, Acetatifactor muris (E-value 1.00E-128) 5 W XZ D iTixiE &
HeE X7z, Lachnospiraceae Bt 1 J& (X, Eubacterium plexicaudatum (E-value 1.00E-132) &EH#EE X7z,
ZOEIE, PP B CIIAEET RV OO T (240vs526%). 77 14/ — A THREICHEML
7z (240 vs 13.3 %),

PAF, TEIEL RN 5 %REO I T TV — 22O\ TEEHT D, Ruminococcus bromii = KF &35
Ruminococcus J&IZXFEFEIZLLE: L CHE PP B CAEIZHE < (2.35vs3.06%). 7 7 1 / —AFECTAHREITED
72 (2.35vs 1.43 %), Bacteroides caccae {83 & % Bacteroides BIX, Wi PP EE, T 7 ¢ / — ABE T
fEm 238 0 | %3E TIEAEE TH > 72, Ruminococcaceae Bt DA[F B 1 Anaerotruncus sp. (E-value 1.00E-129)
EHEE ENTH, MEPP BECOAAREIUKT LTV (1.28 vs 034 %), —7 . Dorea JBIZT 7 4 / — AR
WZBWTOLAREITHEML Tz (023 vs 3.05 %), TOMODBIZHEENT D L LT, Actinobacteria
P8, Lactobacillales H DJ@. Enterococcus J&. Anaeroplasma J&78 E D30 ET S S iv7e,

B ERODOH = EKTETEHNTCERD AT ORMR, # PP 1XT 7 1/ — A LIZRRDIFH 2R
TN (K4),

A 200 B
5
150 P e
F & u 4
100 3 J
/ ,
50
1
O T T T T 0 T T T
0 200000 400000 600000 0 200000 400000 600000

HoTILEEYD)—FH YT HEYD)—FHE

2 o BRMEREOVT 77 72 a iR
Chaol #E7E £(A) & Shannon f5%k B)YD LT 77 7 v ar7ua v b,
XIWRE (o), HEPPEE (m). 77 1/ — A%t (A),
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2574/—2X

Others

' Mogibacteriaceae gen.
© UC Enterobacteriaceae
= Anaerotruncus

- Peptococcaceae gen.
i Dorea
& Mucispirillum
£ UC Ruminococcaceae
“ Ruminococcaceae gen.
& Ruminococcus {Lachno)
i Bacteroides
 Ruminococcus
W Lachnospiraceae gen.
i Clostridiales gen.
&« UC Bacteria
u Oscillospira
 Parabacteroides
 UC Lachnospiraceae

# UC Clostridiales

£ OTU ZB L~ THA L. 0.1 %L EAMERT HBICOWVWT, MBBICB W THEELEOHNL DN
FEA EF TR LT, 0.1 %R OREIL “Others” 125 7z, UC, unclassified; gen., genus,

#3 MHCTHEELEPABICRRDIT TV —DOREKHE
RDP classifier RK*E pa i PP S574/—2R
UC Lachnospiraceae Clostridium indolis 21.9 £ 3.7 9.08 + 1.31* 8.98 £ 3.25*
Oscillospira Oscillospira sp. 148 +1.3 9.02 + 0.61* 11.7 + 0.77
Clostridiales gen. Acetatifactor muris 4.45 + 0.49 20.1 * 3.08* 6.28 *+ 1.60
Lachnospiraceae gen. Eubacterium plexicaudatum 2.40 £ 0.43 5.26 + 1.62 13.3 + 1.09*
Ruminococcus Ruminococcus bromii 235+ 024 3.06 = 0.12* 1.43 £ 0.26*
Bacteroides Bacteroides caccae 2.33 £0.55 1.18 %= 0.08 0.63 = 0.21*
UC Ruminococcaceae Anaerotruncus sp. 1.28 £ 0.16 0.34 + 0.02* 1.40 + 0.46
Dorea Dorea sp. 0.23 = 0.09 0.26 + 0.02 3.05 £ 0.73*
Anaerotruncus Anaerotruncus colihominis 0.10 + 0.04 0.00 * 0.00* 0.00 * 0.00*
Mogibacteriaceae gen. Mogibacterium sp. 0.00 = 0.00 0.16 = 0.04* 0.00 £ 0.00

B 3DEHT IV —ZHERT S OTU D H b, FHELERRLE WD DDOERS]Z BLAST B3R L7/ R
EREFE U ORT, FEELRIPIEAZERZE (FREE n=4, B PPEE n=5, 77+ /— A% n=4)

*@ﬂ_—\“aﬂc

*HHRBRICH L CHEZAY (p<0.05. Dunnett fR7E),



4. BE

PSR R LFEM TH 51 PP OGNME 7 o — 7 WEIRE, v~V AZHOWTIHME Lz, €7«
X ABHIEN RN D DREO R T VAL FTT 4 7 ADVEDTHDT 7 4 ) — AR E LTHREL
2o MEPP I 65 NOWHZELZ L0, HHERZBEBL LM UICT S0, BPPIX4%, 774
J =A% 2 Y%A AEHEREHZ I L7z, MaABREE & b RHRARIC L U TIREZMICA B R ZEN RO LR
ST END, BENDHEEIXT 7 4 ) — AR~ VAL - TIE f%mwméﬂf%% ZHEFELZH D
EEZLND, PP IXEERODHIBMBM THLN, ~UANRINE B LIZDITTidenZ ik, &
EERPXBIEL VL LARREL N ENOHLNTH D, —FH, EMEEIINE PP BECTAEISHEM L=,
ZORERND, BAREENE E T LHWrTE | M PP ORGBIEMAN SR IND, /-, WMRABREICE
WT, EBEHNO pH DI A R 57z Z L S ERICET 2,

In vitro DYEERER I W T AHEPP ITEFED 7 1 AARNI U TR ER R 2 7R Lo 7o ORIER) |
PRI LT ¢ AAEMWMNF THDLT 7 4 ) —ABERELEZD, vV ADEHBEA»LE T ¢
XA TE o T, FBHERCEREIKTET 208, v UABNIZIZE 7 4 AAEPAER LW
BNENLIThHDH, 4%, ©7 4 XRAWE b8, HLWVIIALWICE T  ARAEEEE S T8
ZRWTEHRT 2 LER B D,

16S U AR Y — . RNA AR VA FEIRE VW2 A & 7 BT ORER. K~ 0 ZORBNS 54050
— F2E oI, GFF 149 O OTU MEE S, FkO OTU HUCHERZEITR <, 149 ® OTU D 5 H
145 BETORICIBEThH o7z, MPPEE, 77 4/ —AHOBNMEE 70— 1%, MEEL LT, W
THHEELRENE R LTz, TGOV ORRN O, M PP X7 7 1/ — R LIFTRRLERE RS Z &N

AEREINT, F7 4/ —AFMEOIEE TH LD L, i PP XN REEMEZ G T 5 /KM LN & 550
PHEERERT 7=/ = AbGmE G L0 HMRIREREL TV DI HDEEZLND,

MEPPREE T 7 4 /) —ABETHE LTV OTU OREFE Clostridium indolis 1%, Wil KFE, 7o E=7,
AV R=NREDBREERESTELHEE LTHLILTWD, £, Anaerotruncus J&H A > R —/VARK
M T D05, Anaerotruncus sp. THRE S5 OTU HAfE PP BETHIAD LTz, Hi PP BEIC ISV T O HED
L Tz Oscillospira BARE L, BROFEKNTH L EEMBEAERT HZ L THMLND,

—J7. HE PP B CHHZICHIG I L T e OTU 2 fRFE T 5 Acetatifactor muris 1%, Wil & BEE% 3
DEIA THEKT DMETH D, ITAE, FEECEERR R & OEBIENIER 2 IBNEREL O BAF R ICEE TH
D2 ENRBEIINTWD, Acetatifactor muris 1 X< 7 AZRERMICAH SN A TH D0, FEROIERHNE
M THRLND R HIXEWIRBEIFF TX B, Ruminococcus bromii THRFE S5 OTU H#E PP FE TR 1
HEMLTWEA, ZoMBide hOIFENICSL Ao, BEAEDO LY R Z 2 hRAZ—F OB LY RIG
NTHIL, ZhiCd b RVEECEEEE O BSEINT 5 2 L ARE SN TW DY Ruminococcus bromii
X774 ) —AHFMETH B0, 774 ) — AR TR Lic, £z, #E PP BT 2 EER O
EOOERKELABERRDOON RN 2T2b DD, FHEMFEOEHMEN 2 FLL LIZHEML Tz
Lachnospiraceae gen. Df\FEFE TdH 5 Eubacterium plexicaudatum b FSEAEPERE TH 5V,

UbDEBY, #E PP %, BIE 2 AR M2 W S, EEHARNINE 2 09 M & 1 4 BAZE 1218
MEGAERADBBDOENDEZEND, FLWEA TOTF VAL AT 4 7 AL LCSHARRTHR EEZ D
o, Sth. & MBI DEKERBROERMAIFFE N5,
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T ER
Effect of orally administered ume polyphenol on the cecal microflora of mice

Yoshimi Shimada, Takamasa Kagawa, Takafumi Fuke, Asako Horinishi, Yoshihiko Ozaki and Hisashi Ashida

To evaluate the effect of ume polyphenol (UPP) prepared from a liquid fraction “umezu™, the byproduct of
Japanese traditional pickled plums “umeboshi”, on the intestinal microflora, BALB/c mice were fed with AIN-93M
diets (control), AIN-93M containing 2% (w/w) UPP, or 4% (w/w) raffinose for 2 weeks. The cecal weight of UPP fed
mice, but not raffinose fed mice, was significantly heavier than that of the control mice. The V4 region (254 bp) of
16S ribosomal RNA gene was amplified from the cecal contents by PCR, sequenced by Illumina MiSeq system, and
phylogenetically assigned basically with RDP classifier. UPP group had significantly lower proportion of
putrefactive bacterial OTUs (operational taxonomic units), which are represented by Clostridium indolis,
Oscillospira sp. and Anaerotruncus sp., than control. In contrast, acetate- and/or butyrate-producing bacterial OTUs
represented by Acetatifactor muris and Ruminococcus bromii were remarkably higher compared to the control.
Principal component analysis showed that UPP and raffinose had different effects on microflora. We suggest that

UPP improves the microflora of intestines by the mechanism different from raffinose.

Keywords: intestinal bacteria, metagenomics, prebiotics, polyphenol, Prunus mume
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