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FT1E Fif
1. 1 BEEEORSR LB
WEITAARANIE > TR bBFOREBMTHSH. TOBRTITIELS, RE - BRI (THE 600~784

) IIX T CICSCEICESEEDN H D (BB, 2002). HEE, RKIROWHEIX=FA (TARA) 77
A 72 EOWFEBIZ ARG R TH Y, B & L TOEWNEIZ LS STV R o Tz, FE D%
FEDMGE D S S HARD T DITITFRHR (1700 4R O&JIOWRTZE bt Tl Y, EifEEzF)
M L7k & < o— MRIOINE T 2 80513, FAADFIZ L W EANLE D B TEENMTDOND
KD o7. BIARHRICZ2 0 i o> B AL BE O HEAR T X 0 S O EITREICS K L, E
REypgin & e odz, SERIZA D L BIEIE DU RLAEFEMOIEINC LD, FAE30 T hrE2BA5
FORELTE . L L, IS O I &I1E 1994 4E LIV ETANZ & 0, 2018 421213 28 17 4200
Fod, 1975 F L RIFREF TEDLIAATWS (Fig. 1-1). RO —>& LTS DEMEILLH 5.
LA S DAL B S < A & L TOMMBE 72 Th L. il ) a v B = A—
N—v =2y OBIZE D ICEHEOHWHEMER SN D X 212720, Mliflxd 2 FREREIE UL E LTV
D0, W EFEERER O 9 FIT< & 5D D\ AREROEFIAIIHITNTH 5. BRIZB N THIE

HIXARKDREIZRDERNVEM THLIZHED LT, RERKORBD LEETH Y 2000 FRI21E

il

HEEMOREREIL V4 FREE TR LTS (Fig. 1-2). EWIRARGELARWI &, #xFo
B LRI E AR R ENBEDORNESIZEZ Lzt EZEXbND. O OMEE MR 5720

T DO E ORI ICER U, S IMEME(b % B 48 L7203 BUEIT O T 5.

¥) ZZTO oy ORELHEE LT, HEFo NES) 18RS, SR ERMELTO DY ]

Z, AZANFTO TV ZEWFHIROY 2T 5EICENETIMERNT2 2 & & L.



Yield (100 t}

5000 r
4500 ¢
4000 ¢
3500 r
3000 r
2500 H
2000 H
1500
1000
500 F

40000
35000
30000

25000

E
¥

e
4

20000
" 15000
10000
5000

0

2 B B PR BB R R R R ﬁﬁp R R R R R R R R R

B i3 . B JURY JURY S - N .
0 V0 776770, 77, 23 "8 7o 79 S S5 S

. %0, %y %05 %0s %00 0, <0, 0,50, %, 0,0, <0, <0,
> 9 7YY T 29D

7S Y
Fig. 1-1 @Y $BINEEDHFZ
EMKELARERERERPRIT LY

9

N
*\Q:

1975 1985 2003 2008 2013 2018

Fig. 1-2 O Y EHRERERR D H#ER

BHKELE REREREREE HELOHY X (2003, 2008, 2013, 2018) &Y




1. 2 BEOARMRS EEDEE)
BEIRE L THELRKRIHET D/ U 2R 5720, TOEWFH), {LFRIENED 5T

o, BIZAITHEEEIN E LCiE, VO (72482) Th 2R RIEZ M LA LANCER 8 T 2 Bl i
SNENTWA, Bm&lE, Tk EMEEnsg 2 U oK E 2 58120 %0 Bk THE L7 RIRIE
MHTIRTEMESEDLZETHD. EDHBIZ 5~6 » ALFIND / U RRIKE Hid T %2 LT
BIMERH LD, M1 s 9 AP LD b o L, 3~4 AIZI3EAEEITWRED. &
WA ADE, TEREIT RIS, 8 LR~ RV IAEND. Z DO—KFY
IRRBIRAEE /) OBFRICE DRV RERIRGRE A BT 2 2 &N TE, iE OMESCKREEFEL ]
BEL L7z, MRS n-hfiiy —X o 4, 5 AN SINEE O & 238y 5. gz
DEFRG~RV AT O XTI, WM L7 b O Ml & MRS, Ao nsz /U IdseEs,
BRI X 0 Ml S DT AWE L D, e LIcbox Tigs (1FLov)] LR,
WE ZNMNEEREOAMLEIIT 6Nd. HEES (R0 0) | IFREBRICE D KAEEDR RS h
bDOTHY, WEENEEDIZT 50O THD. WEOKTOPIZITFEHFEE, AEMICL &
ORI R R D OB DD Z ENMEENTND GEADL 1977, D 2011).

WEIZIL, TOBRREFN R EEZRET OIS EIILD L U TREBFICOEERE SN ZEENT
WD RO BRI R T UV HEENRZ N LML TWD . B AR MIEER R
(Table 1-1) 2 XAUE, B 100g HT-VBLZL40g DX NI ENEGENTEY, UM ONEEE

(ZHARTELZ 28 ED0BETHLD. BEICEENDL X T EDPO/LNIMEE T F NIZIdmE

B

EHMEERSRHENTEY (Saito ef al., 2000, Nakamichi ef al., 2002), ¥REMERML & LRI S

5.



Table 1-1. Food composition (g/100 g-food)*
Water Protein Lipid  Carbohydrate Ash

Dried Nori 8.4 39.4 3.7 38.7 9.8
Rosted Nori 2.3 414 3.7 44.3 8.3
Dried Aosa 16.9 22.1 0.6 41.7 18.7
Dried Naga-kombu 10.0 8.3 1.5 58.5 21.7
Dried Ma-kombu 9.5 5.8 1.3 64.3 19.1
Dried Mitsuishi-kombu 9.2 7.7 1.9 64.7 16.5
Dried Tengusa 15.2 16.1 1.0 53.8 13.9
Dried Hunori 14.7 13.8 1.0 57.8 12.7
Wakame 89.0 1.9 0.2 5.6 3.3
Dried wakame 12.7 13.6 1.6 41.3 30.8
Dried Hijiki 6.5 9.2 3.2 58.4 22.7

* HARR SRR 2 2015 SEERT
ZOMIC LIRS EOKEWICEENIE~A 2 AR VBT 2 BO—FE CHBLIER ZFHoR
V7 1 7-334(Tao et al., 2008) X2, 7'V XA FT 4 v VW REFFO7 YVt —/L747 7 3 R (Ishihara

etal.,2010) 72 ENMEE OB E L THLIL TN,

Table 1-2. Functional compound in nori

Compound Functionality Reference

Lo . Tao et al., 2008
Antioxidant activity

Porphyra-334 De la Coba et al., 2009
Immunomodulatory effect Becker et al., 2016
Glycerol galactoside Probiotic effect Ishihara et al., 2010

Umekawa et al., 2008

Nori-peptide Antihypertensive activit
Pep P Y Nakamichi et al., 2002

Anserine Antioxidant activity Tamura et al., 1998
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Fig. 1-3 Structure of pophyra-334 (a) and glycerol galactoside (b)

1. 3 BEODZHERDERILIASY
WEIZEENTWASHERSE LTIE, v~ Ty, T2, fmTr o F L TERALT £ F0)

MO TS, T b OLHETMIaEEC LR T B Ok sy, M E N ORTERZHE & L THFE

LTW5. /OB IIREBEEDR 45%%2 5D TVDEN, ZOIFEAERINLDOEETHD.

Table 1-3. Polysaccharides composition in nori (Hama et al., 2011)

polysaccharide Contents (%)
Porphyran 82 - 89
Mannan 10 - 14
Xylan 1.7-2.4
Starch 08-17

RNVT 4T 037 VIRV ELSEENDFEETHD. /7 U OMIABERNZAFAET D AKIEMED KL E 24
THLREBEOR 30% 3 £ILTWD. RV T 14T 1% 1957 FEITHLEE D Porphyra capensis 7> 5 BB S 71U
(Nunn and von Holdt, 1957), D% OHIFEOFREE, 6-O-fifg-a-L-HZ7 7 N5 ) —A, D-T7 7 b

¥'7 ) —A, 3,67kt Ra-q-L-H7 7 h¥F7 ) —2 (AG), D-H 77 MET ) —AND 7 DAL



ZHECTH D Z DR S 72 (Suand Hassjd, 1962, Peat et al., 1961, Anderson and Rees, 1965, Morrice et

al., 1983).

H
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Fig. 1-4 Primary structure of Porphyran (Lora M. Morrice et al.,1983)
6-O-sulphate-a-L-galactose-(1—3)--D-galactose-(1—4)-3,6-anhydro-a-L-galactose-(1—3)-D-

galactose and 6-O-methylated derivative

RIVT 4T 2 OMBITIEE I BT D IR B BRI L 0 ZB T 2 F b T b Ok
51977, 5 2011). FAOITHEE OEHFIS KOMREIC L 27 e Rl o7 F—2ADE®

DFENEHEL, BRI LT 5% NRREITET L2 LaRmELTWD. EDH HRED
PFEEIT-TEY, THHIEIRBELE 21%0 D 26%IIERH D L HELTND. 2D KD el

DEANIMEE DT 7 AF ¥ —0 2T 50T, WEOREICIER T &N TW5

1. 4 RILIT4SUoBLUBEIEESEOLEEER
RIVT 4T XTI E TITHEA 72 BB ER D AL S VT & 72 in vivo D IR RIZ IS T, Kitano

etal., 2012 TIX 2 BBERIFET /L~ 7 ATk LRV T 4 T SN CRETRRBR 21T - 724k 5%, i
DAVAV VEBEDIKRTFTRBIOT T A RR 7 F o BOMEMHZR L, RV T 4T N7 a—ZREHT
WS D HEE R LTz, Tugeetal, 1998 (X7 v MIxF LAV T 4 F U IRINEE CHAEERER 217 - 7255 1R,
BT & REEINAZIME L, BEFEEMEES I OE 2 L AT e— L &BORD 2R L, AL
74T InT y FORERB JORERENCRIT T EZ /R LTz, Caoeral 2016 ICXK D EHRNLVT 4T

TIFAFRES 2R 2EM b S b STV D, w7 ASHT 2 m IR BRIV T, ATl
6



A=V OIEETH L MIFEF D ALT, AST BELALP DENRFR VT 4 T U EHERHCB W THEE S
DEER LS. in vitro DERRICENTIE, W7 4 5 0 OIFERBHTHET 2 RITRSNT
W%, Inoueetal., 2009 |25 % & b MEAIE HepG2 MIICIEIAER Z SN L, R ~7 4 7 2N L
FEL I L2 WEECIRE B O 2B LR, IFff = L AT m— b a b AT o — /L X7 )L,

KU ZUEY ROBEMEISHZE, IFEAROMEIRTTH 5 apoB100 MNED+ 5 F WA L
TV, ZOENCHRERIEER (BB S, 2013) CHUEEIER (Noda et al., 1989) 23 ST
W5,

ERRD in vivo EBRITET HHETIE, b OIERMET I ARPMHE & R &R OBE NIC
BUILZRNHAFEIZLDBOTHD LHHIN TS, LA L, BBRLREOZ LR DHRLVT 4T, b
LLFRNVT 4 T VR AY %~ U 2252 7258 2 MiE = VAT v — VO FERIZEN D
ol (RIED, 1998, Tsuge etal,2004) 236V, Bil(LEOBENDEETLHZ L, £, &

PG TR E B READRRE I NI FHRRINTE Y, BEMBHERE OB TIXEB 02072
WARER LIS L CW D AR RIESIND. 2O X IICWEERALT 4 7 U OIEREFFIZ DN T
IR R RSN TN D

RNVT 4T L PSMT bR 8108 £ RROBER L ZHE I3~ ZRERERI A R & T
L. BIZIE, BEICEEND T 3 A F ARSI MR EEEE R 722 E2%, B RS G/
FAET D 3y RuA F URBRIIZBEETR M RR IO T 2ERR 2N Enm b Tl v, EI LR
HERME LTORHALEN TS, —FT, RV 7 4 7 ERIULK BB T 7 2 Thod T X—

NI ARG L0 EREW 0 L TR R Z IS E 2T 2 L AmE SN T2 (. Watt
and R. Marcus, 1971). {EEMERIGZK  (Ulcerative colitis: UC) & I1ZAIEMEIG A (Inflammatory Bowel
Disease: IBD) D—>T, KRIGDOKIEIZNS ARG Z TS 2R RUERIEMIRB TH 5. BRAKIE
W& LTI, M X OMREBD 72 EORHBINRIER N b D . Z OBIGHERNGR 2 ZERAIZHE
MY LORHASNTWD TR NT URiiE Y v s (DSS) bbb cdh 5. DSS, #7F
—F BT, EEMERIBRE G & ZTHFIC OV TIWEZ RSN LV, KBRS
TV ORBIEZHEZWINT 2 Z &, K EEGIRO 7 AR h—3 ZA 255855 Z En@wEInTtnd
Z &0 5 (Araki et al., 2012, Ling et al., 1988) W58 ERAIE~OWINNRIEZ 5| Xk 23— K TH 5
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AIREMED R STV D,

1. 5 RILT4S5UDBEIL - MEWIZ L D HERERELEESEOERRARIUZDLNT
HIR L7Z X 2RIV T 4 T 3T T 7 b — R L ZDERMEIN S IR DB CH D, D=0

LD ZHE[FARIZ I NI H6 1T 2 BWIRBHERR TR IO I X D BBEREIC DWW THIE S LT & o, Al
5 (1995) 1Tt F OREMRIGRMEIC LD HMEE 7 v F~OREERBRIC I VBN 7 v —Z I E
TRELZRE L CWD. EICLIUIRVT 7 1% in vitro C Bacteroides J& (& b OEND BN
EFTCOMBFELMRT IBHEDO D) OERICEL - TREREARBOLNL, FAELIND
Bifidobacterium J& CIXFEE ST, in vivo TIIHREROBUMEE LM IMERE IS K& 220 5
nipot=. £72, 7 FEBNO pH OIKT, 7o =7 EBOIKT, BLIOEBNNEYERLE
EE R OMIMNA MR L, KEMEEDMKE L FR2BNRREUEDR R S FL R LTS, —J, K
ES (1998) 1TANT 4 7 kDAY TREDKAMKPNHLEER (CXE T 2B~ TR Y, 13
A ETHILINRWELHEEE L TV 5.

—WEIT, BPMHERR O ST 0R SN2V TZ DI E 2N EBEZ B TS, L,
WL ODDEPETIIENEIOWERH 5. KIESIXT v MCBWTHEET UL LT F R~
TraRn&S L, WEY NRE KOmET~OBITA2HR L TR, Vo /NRICBW T T3
A RAuRFFLIZCEEMDIAEN TV D ATREMEA R L TV % . Sakurai ef al., 1996 TiI~ 7 A 2B\
T F U R NEHZIFBA~OER A BE L TV D IFEE OO EIZB N THHRL T 1T

UMD DE D NEEERMLEDIT T, b R TUIZR B0,

1. 6 B®
WIVT 4 T ANTNIRR & TR BERRFEREMEDS LI STV 228, £ DIRIINES K OME BRI AN 722

MEL oD, —EOLFETIINMINTIZ, b LT L2 b DOBEN~RIN IS D Z & 03wk
HINTEY (KD, 1981, Sakurai et al., 1996), H77z 72 BEREMECAE RS ORI 0O TREME D3 7R~
SNTWD. RVT 4T OENERIICET DHFEFITHE ShTHRW. £ ZTANIZETIE~ U A
(2R LAY U Pyropia yezoensis HRDIRIRILZWETH HHRNT 4 T v a5 L, MK ANV T T K

U ¥ R XD RN~ DOBATO AR AL ERI TR R Z ISR L7z, £72, A7 4 o~
8



U AW ENA~OIER 2 s LTz,

28 HMBLUAE
2.1 #H#

SRR O S Y o 7L, S RS A G iRs CREBRAFEE S oA e U ZFRUBHIIN T L7z
Bl & U C— M ENE B HTRIRBLE ) UG L TV 720 7o, ARBFZE Cldbiig & o fhiiti
TR CHERAEITo72. BEEE S0 g2 7 LU A —THARIZL, 1 LD 80%A Y /—/L&HNZ T 60C
T3 RFINAA L7z, T O#IEZ BV IR LITWE LIS, 80 fFEDEUKZ A T 90°C T 2
REINEN L7z, Z OBEA FEM D IR L CHE LMK A A, RN, #EwREL-b0% /)
VBRI L Lz, fondz s U BRI EREE T pH 5.0 (IS L72 0.5 MEFEET h U 7 20K
VS 2K 150 fE BN 2, 2 ZATIREED 38%I272 D K HlC— & J — vz iz lz. ST 1 RFRER,
Al L TR LN AIRIZIREE D 60%I1272 5 X 9 =% 7 — L&, 4000 rppm C 3 43z LB L 7=,
BIEE BRI B & AR KICEE D L, ZREEKISKE L CEIT 2T, BRI, MRS e b o
EHANT 4T L LTz,

BRI & OBI#E A FRA T 2 BRI, 7 VEVKITHIZIREDRK 70% L kb ko8 ) —

NEIMAT, TRB L7cBisy 2t ic S TR o e 2 ) — /W iEEE sy (NEP) A FHuiz.

2. 2 #HE-HAE

AKX ) —/) (MeOH), =% /—/L (EtOH,), 7+ h="hk U/ (ACN, HPLC), =F L V7T I
PUEERE =77V 7 A JkFi#) (EDTA - 2K « 2H,0, FE—#%), D(+)-Z /L a—Z (Glu) (ZBIFHAL##R
2t G, AHA) OMA LKL, BT b U Y A=K, L-758 /) —2% (Ala), #7727 b—*
(Gal), D(+)-~ >/ —A (Man) [FFOEHEE TS ORBR, BHA) 226lEA LT, D-(H)-F
n—2 (Xyl), =& FA4—/L (EtSH), 5~10%3ifE- A % 7 — /VITH bR S GEA L.
Agarose, Type I 1% Sigma—Aldrich Co. LLC. (St. Louis, MO, USA) MbHEEALTZ. TF A b7 VR
f27 ~ U 755000 (DSS, 5518 5000, 53 &&iPH 1000 - 9000) 135 £ 7 1 /b A FDEHEERR
Stk (KK, BA) »HEEA L. Develosil® RP-AQUEOUS-AR-5 (4.6 X250 mm) [X#rkH{b 22k
O CGRR, BA) 25 L 7. Vivaspin 500 (5kDa MWCO) % GE Healthcare Life Science

9



(Buckinghamshire, UK) M SHEA L7=. BT (size 30/32) 13 = MBS DIEA LT, =
DARANEE 7 ¢ /L% — @ Amicon® Ultra-0.5 (3 kDa) % Millipore Corp. (Darmstadt, Germany) 7>

JEA LT, #lEIIB R R E 2IZFAFEOME DO b D % vz

2. 3 EERHY
EREWIT QAT 2oL — RSt GRiE, BA) 2258 U7ZJENE Sle: ddY ~ 7 A3 KON

Sle: ICR v 7 A% o, ~ U A IEEETIRE 25+ 1°C, 12 RO BARSEH (B 8:00 - 20:00) &
L, EEL/KITAMEERE Lo, BICETIR MR R by 7 (BAEEKRRASH, #ik, BA) 26H
L, KITKEKE G 272, FEBRIT 4 BRI L TIREE % L0 bITo 7. M E i3l id -
TVT BFIRNC X D EHSE ORI TN LTz, ARFIETIE, BRI R E ) BRI (F

21455 A 14 H) %#E5~F LERZIToT-.

2. 4 E|KAWAT ) DREITK DEHEBRBEDO ST
2. 4.1 EBKANATR)DRAREG

Hama et al., 1999 D iEEBEIIL, RV T 4 T G0 REOBRMDR, BRANLVDT Y A
HBERAWE. ROSHEEEE LT Z v FA—v (ESH) &M L, BePESf: T THpin & & Hk b
BTN TF AT RS ANFHERE U TCIERES ST AL T 4 T ORERBEO—D2TH LT e N
a7 7 b= (AG) 1E—MKEVREEINAK SRR ETCEGITHES LT LE >0, RHETHIITE
BRI TEL SN TS, 70 100 pg ICNEEREL L CL-7 78/ — 2% 20 ug IMx<C
—WR AR, 2 mL @ 5-10% HCU[EtSH-MeOH (2/1, viv)] & 2 T £ L 72 IREE T 60°C T 6 Wi
BoL, MERCHEZUEREE S 7. BUGTR, BUERCE, R T A XY ERE S OSSR OREZIT o7
B OIS A 500 pL DFRE KIS L, ZDW 10 pL & HPLC IZft L7=. Wb e & Icidy

Z 7 h— A& RV U CERL L 7=t 2 V-,

10
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Ho| —o

HO
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N ~ SCoHs 5|C2H5 ™
H—(|3—SCZH5 H=CSCH;
. H—C—OH
HCl el Wb
—_— | b
o| CHSH| bl i
HO—C—H
D SR R
. : Jn
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diethyl diethyl

dithioacetal dithioacetal

Fig. 2-1 Mechanism of anhydrous mercaptolysis (Hama et al., 1999)

AG: anhydrogalactose, Gal: galactose

2. 4. 2 FHESEREKIOT LT ST 4—ELVEENTEIC L DBHHEEFERDOIHT
HARANT T DY VARSI X GO NI SEREEE O = F VO F AT & F— VB8RO 5T

% 3ifH HPLC B X VAT o 72, TSR RRCREHE O /2 W R Y, Table 2-1 IR L7280 THDH. &

7L LT LC-10AS (EEHBWERT) %, UV-Vis i Higs & LT SPD-10AV (BE8IERT) ZfEH L7-.

BT LELTEMES Y BT N_—Rfif 7 Z I Develosil® RP-AQUEOUS-AR-5 (4.6 X250 mm) %

fEAH LT,

Table 2-1. HPLC condition

Column
Eluent A
Eluent B
Flow rate
Column temp

Detection wavelength

Injection volume

Develosil RPAQUEOUS-AR-5 4.6x250 mm
Water

Acetonitrile

1 mL/min

35C

215 nm (range: 0.001)

10 pL

11
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Fig. 2-2 Gradient elution patern in HPLC

HERANDT N Y VARIETH NS 2 X VRSO T 5720, PoFALIF AT 84—
WVHEROE —27 OO % LOMS IZ LV To 7. T 4hid Table 2-2 IR L7-i@ 0 T4, R 7k
LT LC-20AD (EEERAERT) %, UV-Vis fiti#s & LT SPD-M20A (EEBUERT) AR L. B 7
2 & LT Develosil® ODS-HG-5 (2.5X250 mm) ZfEH L7z, E&oH#r#s & LT LCMS-2010 EV (&

RERT) 2 L7z

12



Table 2-2. LC/MS condition

LC condition
Column Develosil ODS-HG-5 2.5x250 mm
Eluent A water
Eluent B acetonitrile
Flow rate 0.1 mL/min
Column temperature 35C
Detector SPD-M20A (diode array detector)
Injection volume 10 uL
MS condition
lonization mode ESI negative
Scan 50 - 1000
Capillary voltage 1200 vV
Drying gas temperature 250°C
Vaporizer temperature 300C
Nebulizer gas flow rate 1.5 L/min
100
i S
_ 80 | el
S 70t T
c S~
'% Sg --O--Eluent A (%)
§ 40 —e—Eluent B (%) \
S 30 O-eeeeeeee o
© 20
10
0 . . . .
0 10 20 30 40 50

Time (min)
Fig. 2-3 Gradient elution patern in LC/MS

2. 5 IORITHTBHY L ITIEORSEOMA ZHREERBEDRIE
TURAH LY TN BY T TRAKSG L, BEOM P ~OBAT LRI D70, — ek

t L < VIR IMHE &2 EDTA ALEE L 7= F = — 7 ICERBL L 7=, 7272512 8000 rpm C 3 4y iz 4y Bife
L, BFonziiEz e, BAKRALE T M) ARSIV MFEFOT T 7 h—ADEEEIT-T-.
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SIS D 2B & S 5 72 D O MUE O ALVER 51134 EBR O i Tk L7-.

2.5 1 A5 F—ABOBEZOOLFPEEDAE
ZHEDRNT 4 T ARG LG E LT 5720, BEO T T 7 F—ADROEEHLDOH T

7 b= ADMPREDE N EBIE L. M ddY ~7 & (8L, (K 3921 -47.75¢g) [CHT 7 b—
2 % ¥ b (1000 mg / kg-body weight: BW) L, #5140, 0.5, 1, 3 Rf%ICEFIROERIL L2, 15
DAV MIE 40 WL IZ L-7 7 & — & 50 pg Z M2 i #E%, 3 55D EtOH Z A T 1 e, )k L7z,
K4, 8000 rpm, 3 srfEiE L rBEL, o7 BEiEZ A TOURICE LTz, £70, o7 hEIX 75%
EtOH 360 uL THEYE L, O L0EEL TR bR E BiE &R U TV~ Z 7z, & oh

7o RGBS O TR S TR, ERE T

2.5 2 RILI745o8OBEZOMPEEDAE
RIVT 4T DIEN~DOBAT R T D720, 7 UV Bk 2R &b Liinth o7 7 b — Rk

DA EBIEE Uiz, HEVE ddY ~ 7 X (16 &, A 33.32 - 46.41 g) 2/ U BUKHhHMIR S (300
mg/kg-BW) L, 0, 0.5, 1, 3, 6, 9, 12, 24 Ff[il#& (2 T KEfIRF L OVl S8k L7z, 557z
ML 3 (5800 EtOH A 1% T 1 BEfE, Ky L7=. KB4, 4000 rpm T 6 43 E1EE 0408 L C Eis 2B
=, MDD 3 580 80% EtOH TILEZ i L. FUN4000 rpm T 6 4y [ OBl LT Eig & B
7et%, TEBIZ MR 10 fEEOBUK 2 iz TRUKIhiH 21T > 72, 1 BIH 13 60°C T 2 F¥f#], 2 [ H 1% 70°C
T2 KT o7z, Bukshitifg, 9000 rpm T 3 pEEOLDEEL, LIEEZNA T AE~B L. Fbh

7= EIE I MR e L=, EEEITo7-.

2. 5.3 MERDRILI 45 MEHEDEES
MR SR DR Z R E, RV 7 4 T o OERNEZ N LS50t FiEdBat Lz, iz

WALV 4 T2, w00l CTESRZnEEZ AW TLLT O 5 SOl Fikz i Lz

- 151 (EtOH treat) : MAEIZHIREDN 60% & 725D K HICTH / — /&2 T 1REEPKMm L7z, okin
#, 8000 rpm C 3 spfliE OBl L, OB ERLT 0 7 DOHHTITER L.

« 57152 (MeOH treat) : 5k 1 DX 7 —1LDRDOVIZA K 7 — &
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- 5143 (EtOH +HW treat) : /75 1 T b2 IEBIZZKE K 2N 2 C 70°C C 2 el BUKHhH 217 -
2. BHNEBUKIE A R T 4 5 OSMFITHET LT-.

- 5154 (MeOH + HW treat) : 5153 THWex % ) — L ORDOVIZAH ) —NEHW.

- 57155 (Sodium acetate treat) : IMSEIZ[FEED 1 M EEFET N U 7 MEEHR (pH 5.0) & KEIRFEDS 38%
ERB XVl ) — )V EMAT I FEEDKS Lz, kimftk, 8000 rpm C 3 spffm.LmlEL, &6
7o EWEICHIRED 60% & 70D K Hicod ) — N E I LICIAT-. wmLaBE L TR ibEs R v

74T DHTITAER L.

2. 5. 4 MERPEEDORESZDRE
MEFNAAET DR T 7 h—ADREGIEE LT s /) — & Wi Jiis & RAMER 2 1

W= HED 2 S & ET L.

T4 ) —)VE W75 (EtOH treat) : MAE 40 pL IZH T 7 h—RA 50yl L NERIEYEL LCT T &/
— A% 50 ug MNZ7=. ZHUZ EtOH % 420 pL Nz, 1 FRRKA L=, K&, 8000 rpm T 3 4yfiizO
SEEL, EWEAEM L7, JLEIE 75%EtOH THed Lz, 15 5 ivic Rl & WS g2 (T K A v Iy 7
MU Y AROGIZ & 0 BBEOFHE(L 21T\, HPLCIZTH T 7 h—ADEEEIT-T-.

FRANMIEE 2 72 57 (Ultrafiltration treat) @ IUE 40 uL (25 7 h—A S0 uL & NEBIEHREL LCT 7
v — 2% 50 pg Mz 7. THERINER T 4 L& —I2B L (SrEisy & 5000), 11000 rpm T 25 43
Wiml L7e. 57 A& WS TR % ISR AV h 7 R Y S AROSIZ X0 BREOFEL 2170,
HPLC IZCH TV h—ADEREITST2. FONTH TV h—ADERMENLHEFIECBT LT TV

h— A DB % L.

2.5 5 RILITLSoDIHYRAMBE~ADIEITOREDR
RIVT 4T DIEN~OBITOEBEEZ FEMRT 720, AL 7 4 7 U AaRG%Icdro s

7 N —AREB LORNVT 4T OREENEZ JIE Uic. BEPE ddY ~ 7 A (7 T, (KT 41.43 - 48.46 g),
MARNT 4T &8 (300 mgkg-BW) L, 3 FFEZIC T KRS L OV GBI L7z, F 67
MmH4E% 2. 5. 3 C/x L7z Sodium acetate treat O F{EIZ[RAMEEOBRE AN 2, M E1To72. B o

T TZT T8 — A 20 ug ZIMNZ T BEREEE L%, E8Z{To 7.
15



2. 5. 6 RILZ7q45o8OKSEOMPBEEDREEEIL
2. 5. 2DFEBREFRRIC T AT L THALT 4 T 02 RRA#%E L, EEETHLITT 7 h—2R

DI PR E OB MRS Uiz, HEME ddY ~ 7 A (6 #i, K 2947 —32.8 g) 30CEHALT 4T
VIR CHAL T 472 300 mgkg-BW #45-) & Control #f (ZARIKESE) (24072, #4505, 3,
6, 24 Wit (FWFR 6 TD) (1C FREARES L OV & Mk 28 L. oo s 2. 5.5

EFBRIC L THIHEEZ ATV, EREIT o2,

2.6 RILT4 S UBKEBEEIZEDIDRGERNNDEZE
~ AL 2 U BUKIEm s A b 2 ) — LIk Sy (NEP) #8OK¥E L, IBENICE

R DRI OWTHMA L7, ICR v A (6@iip, {KHE 3045-3555¢g) ZWEAR, 30O~ X%
BRER O FIPEREICENE TRV R OB T 2 F ML, B8 6 IE& LT Control # (ZKEAKEK),
2% DSS #%, 2% NEP #%, 4% NEP £, 2% DSS + 2% NEP F£D 5 BEIZ0 S, TR EIKEKRITEEN L
e 7 i A RPOK S, EBRYIM T, ST PHAEHM S FRICT AR MR A by 7 %25
Z, HAKELEBEOKRTZHBE L, BEDOHIME X ONHIOFRE % 3Ef L Disease activity index
(DAI) A2 =7 ZEHHE L7z, DAL 2 27 OFEMi F1EIZ DWW T Xu et al., 2009 & Sha et al., 2013 D J5ik

#5EZ|Z1L7- (Table 2-3).

Table 2-3. Scoring of disease activity index (DAI)

Score Weight loss (%) Stool consistency Rectal bleeding
0 None Normal Normal

1 1-5 Loose stools — Slight bleeding —
2 6-10 Loose stools + Slight bleeding +
3 11-15 Loose stools + Slight bleeding +
4 >15 Diarrhea Gross bleeding

DAI score is the combined scores of weight loss, stool consistency and rectal bleeding divided by 3.
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2% DSS HEDT N TO~ 7 AT HER L ODAI 2 27 OFEZR EA NGRS NT-#%, —BriEfiic
~ U AR ATV, Mg & S les 2RI U7, i3 T REIRE L OV HERIR L, Bk AL
T RYTVREICRORLVT 4 T O & T o7, MBI EEORELZITo72. KIFEEBITEID
WEZITV, EEOWUEDBEIZITKIGIINEY & LB RE K THRWIE L, EBIENENA-T-FF

HE LT,

2. 7 fREHEAT
BABI T AR R 22 E 2 I IR R S C R LT, A EZEMIEIT Dunnett’s 14 £ 7213 Tukey-Kramer

IECRMI L, #EHAIAEKHEZ p<0.05 & LCRHME L 7.

FIE HFHRELUBR
3.1 BKALWATRI)DREICKIEHEREORBE NS F—RREBDOIER
KA LK T RN RBEICE VBN T 7 h—2 (Gal) BiERRIL, 778/ —2 (Ara) 2N

RREYE L L PNAEEEIC L W B L7e (Fig. 3-1). [RHEIC X0 4 ORI O 04T 2170,
ZOFEFR % Table 3-1 [In L7z, ZOEBEMEMNOFE LIZSMEMORL T 0 F o EBITHAL T 4

7T 49.44+0.87%, NEP T 40.71 £5.68% Cd->7- (Table 3-1).

4.5
240 1 y = 0.039x - 0.0184 e ®
=35 R2=0.999 .7
eso ¢
% 25 + T
=20 ¢
o195 ¢ T
m ........
fos [ o
a Vo [ e
OO .'. 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Galactose (ug)

Fig. 3-1 Galactose calibration curve
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Table 3-1. Porphyran contents in sample analyzed by anhydrous mercaptolysis

Monosaccharide (ug/100 pg-Ext.) Poprhyran
Extracts
Galactose Anhydrogalactose*  (ug/100 pg-Ext.)
1 28.62 21.84 50.46
2 28.57 20.11 48.68
Crude porphyran 3 32.42 16.15 48.57
“Average 2087 1937 1044
+SD 1.80 2.38 0.87
1 30.84 14.30 45.13
Nori EtOH 2 27.34 16.96 44.30
precipitate 3 21.60 11.09 32.68
(NEP)  Average 2659 1412 071
+SD 3.81 2.40 5.68

* Anhydrogalactose Values are expressed as galactose equivalent.

3.2 YIRIIHTBHY U TILEORSEOMPBEREED DT
3. 21 A9 bF—ABROREROMPFREDAE

WD T T 7 b —ADRAEEHDOH T 7 b—AD M HEE DI 28122 L7- (Fig. 3-2, Table 3-2) .
ZORER, T 7 b—AOMHIREITHR % 30 2%ICRbEL< RV, 3 RMZRICIIR G L FRRE

F T L.

oe]
o

(o)}
o

N
o

N
o

Concentration (mg/dL)

O 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Time (hour)
Fig. 3-2 Time course of galactose concentration in mice plasma after oral
administrated galactose 1000 mg/kg-BW (n = 8, mean + SE).
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Table 3-2. Galactose concentration in plasma (n = 8)

Time (hour) Conc. (mg/dL) +SE
0 7.5 0.2
0.5 84.2 10.5
1 58.3 12.1
3 8.1 0.7

3. 2.2 RIL745oOBEZOMPEEDAE
J VBRI AR OG- LT ON T 7 b —RBREOEEBIE Lz, A, NETEERE O

IR AT T B S AN IIT D FOGEROAR T RBRE S, BT 4 T 2 ORERFEDO R H %8
Kt BfThlamnot=. D, fER (Table 3-3) (XIMHE 1 yL H72V DOH T 7 h—ADE—7
HEEOZETRLTND.

FER, MAEPOT T 7 b= AREITHILENTZb DD, Table3-3 IR L72k 1L, #7727 F—2A
BXOT b FualT 7 h—Z20OBHNTE TOARVWBENREL HoT-. Zh bDO#MED HPLC O
s na< b7 7 5 (Fig. 3-3) MHIIEL ORMEMO Y — 7 BNEG, BARFEOR K NEEICE L L

L TWAZ EREZ BN,
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Table 3-3. Area ratio of galactose and anhydro galactose in plasma

Sample ( Galacto_se Anhydrogalazctose*
peak area/uL - plasma) (peak area/uL - plasma)
0 hour-1 ND ND
0 hour-2 2.48 ND
0.5 hour-1 ND ND
0.5 hour-2 8.44 0.46
1 hour-1 ND ND
1 hour-2 0.54 ND
3 hour-1 30.50 225
3 hour-2 18.89 ND
6 hour-1 23.70 0.72
6 hour-2 6.28 ND
9 hour-1 15.03 ND
9 hour-2 8.60 0.68
12 hour-1 9.29 0.46
12 hour-2 9.38 0.70
24 hour-1 7.21 ND
24 hour-2 17.69 1.94

ND: Not detected, * Anhydrogalactose Values are mean galactose equivalent.

<--21.2min

15 17 19 21 23 25 27 29
Time(min)

Fig. 3-3 Chromatogram of plasma sample (6 hour-2) after anhydrous mercaptolysis
(Galactose: 21.1 min)
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3. 2. 3 MEDDRILT 45 HHEFEDRE
MR RDORMED ZRE, RV T 4T DERMEZN FESEAH7-0D122. 5. 31K LEKEoRH

FEEBRHF L. ZORE, Rv7 ¢ F o OISR IL EtOH treat 23 b i <, K\ T Sodium acetate treat

77 o7,

Table 3-4. Porphyran recovery rate in different extraction methods (n = 3)

Recovery rate (%) +SD

EtOH treat 52.2 21.1
MeOH treat 45.9 10.5
EtOH + HW treat 40.1 24.3
MeOH + HW treat 16.1 6.5
Sodium acetate treat 47.2 13.1

WNTEAIH BB T 2NHEEDOT F 8 ) —ADOE—J NS, T 78 ) —ADKISEE R
H U7z (Table 3-5). Sodium acetate treat DRI 100%72 DIk L, FDIEHDDIFFiEIT 40% % T
[B] - 7-. Sodium acetate treat Tl¥, FKIEFE 38% COHIZHX J —LILERIZ LV KE S DILF Z o X7 B 7

EDRIZBRS ZENTERIZOIIKISER EHLI-EEZXBND.

Table 3-5. Arabinose reaction rate in different extraction methods (n = 3)

Reaction rate (%) +SD

EtOH treat 21.3 10.7
MeOH treat 27.0 9.7
EtOH + HW treat 30.2 13.0
MeOH + HW treat 37.2 17.4
Sodium acetate treat 103.4 14.4

PLEDOFER NS 2. 5. 3\ L7 H1ED 9 5, Sodium acetate treat & RN 6H DRV T 4 T

ORI GIEE UTEHRA L.
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3. 2. 4 MRPEEDBRELEDRE
MEHFONKMET Z 7 h—ADREGE (512, 5. 4 L LT L= ) — a2 vk

ERRAMIEE 2 W2 FEE, EHELBIRIET R TOREEZRET L2 ZENTELZ LR oT.
EtOH treat TN 100% A4 B2 7273, ZAUIWIERMED T Z7 7 h—A %G A TNDHTDIZEERD
A% . Ultrafiltration treat [T##HE A4 # VI T Z & TSI HICHIEDEINEL FIFH 2N TELHLEEZDL
o El, BANERAZIT D 2 & T—EDNFRUTOWEZRT 2720, 28 (b L34 )

EHPEOKRZTHZ LN TED. TIT, MRY 7 O@EERE TRIMERZ1TH 2 & & L.

Table 3-6. Recovery rate of galactose and arabinose in different treatment (n =3)

Galactose Arabinose
Recovery (%) +SD Recovery (%) +SD
EtOH treat 116.3 2.7 106.9 3.4
Ultrafiltration treat 100.2 9.7 93.6 7.3

3. 2.5 RILI72450DTYHYRMBERADIEITOHER
RIVT 4T DEN~OBITORBE HEMHET 720, ALV T 4 Z RO 5% Iy T

7 F—AREBIORNVT 4 T OEHEZRIE LTz, TORER, FLVv7 4 7 BEREBZLNDH
T R—AMN263+027mg/mL, Tk KT 27 Fh—A0.17 +0.01 mg/mL OEMETEANZLM
HRICHR SN, BT 4 T DO~ T ASNOERGEICKT DM H~OBITRE SRR TS &,

BT F—AT246+025%, 7R T2 h—ZT025+0.02%ThH 7.

22



Table 3-7. Galactose and anhydro galactose concentration and absorption rate in plasma
after oral administrated crude porphyran to mice

] Concentration in plasma (mg/dL) Absorption rate (%)
Mice Galactose Anhydro galactose Galactose Anhydro galactose
1 3.20 0.188 3.00 0.27
2 3.04 0.166 2.85 0.24
3 2.75 0.130 2.58 0.19
4 1.64 0.167 1.53 0.24
5 3.49 0.245 3.27 0.35
6 2.78 0.163 2.60 0.24
7 1.47 0.131 1.38 0.19
Average 2.63 0.17 2.46 0.25
+SE 0.27 0.01 0.25 0.02

3. 2. 6 YORIZHTBRILT 45 oBOFB5EOMPEEDEREEL
TABRICB N TV A LTHAL T 0 o2k O&G L, ki TH D57 7 b—ADI0L

HIREOELZ MR LTMAER, S IRV 7 0 7 v 2ZRG L TWenay e — Bl TRL Y
A TR ERELERIFREDHN T 7 b —AM (2.63+0.27 mg/dL) #itH S#17- (data not shown). Z D Z &
25, HPLC TR L7 T 7 b—AWBNLT 4 Z gk ThRnZ &, b L iFm Lz —27 230
77 =R TIERWATREMEDV R Sz, & 2°C, HPLC TR L7z g o 7o v — 27 2395 Z
I N ADVZTFNTFT B E—NAGFEIRTH DR T 5720, LCMSIZ X D0 &1 77z,
Table 3-8 IZHHWED P F N OF AT v 2 — ViFEKRZE LIGONT A A LA A4
O m/z %75 LT=. Table 3-8 (278 L7z LC OLRFFRE & mz DIENS T 7 v — A DOF AR LTz &
A MMES TN H T b= AD Y FNDFF T X VHEEERNEEN TS &N
Sh7= (Fig. 3-4, Fig. 3-5). §t-> T, IS T EENDT T 7 F—ANKRNLT 4 T LSNDH
772 CHRTH DR VR ST,

FEHET, BEOFEEE (78 MR A Fy7) 2 URAICEZTWER, ZOERHZIT/NE
By, R, &£9bAZ LEOHEYHROFEMEIN G ENTWD. HOMIEESLHIl N~ U > 7 X
WZIERTTFoRT I AT B N1 T T 7 b —RERERNE & 32 2P RIS £ T

W5 (HA - /M, 2017) 728, 2L OZFENMFICBAT LIZ BN B 2 Hivd . & 2 TR
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TIEZDOR—ATGA D HT 7 h—RAEEEZLGIK Z LT, IMPICBIT LRV 4 T &t

THZEELT.

Table 3-8. Molecular ion of diethyl dithioacetal derivatives of monosaccharides

) o ) Adduct ion
Monosaccharides  Retention time (min) Molecule
[M-H] [M+CI]
Galactose 30.295 286 285 321
Anhydrogalatose 34.411 268 267 303
Arabinose 31.764 256 255 291

ML ST TEE W T, v~ VAR LTHALT 4 F 0 2R ARG L, i <TH 207 2
=2 DMAREDOEE MR LIz, TOFME, MH T T2 ~— A REOREE(LITR b2 o7
(Fig. 3-6) .

AKEHITIL, AHE VU Pyropia yezoensis > I L7o IR VT ¢ T VR &2~ U A% L TREN
BE5 L, MR~OBITOFELEKRANLT T N S REICR VR L. A7 4 T VB TIEERW
fMAHT 7 h—=2%ELFIWTRAEGEORLT 4 T OERNBITORELZHR LT & 25, fif
T F—=ADORREMTIRONT, RVT 4 7 L FRERERLVT 4 7 GRS TP T Z 7 B
—AREICEFI AN o727 (Fig. 3-4), ARG LAV T 7 XM ~BAT L 722\ Al i

PEDS = LR U 72,
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H7 e L-215mmdnm (1. 00)
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b6h 1 120 841 92?

0. 00
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1,00
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T 7@.‘3 86090799
750
Fig. 3-4 Analysis of diethyl dithioacetal derivatives of galactose and anhydrogalactose
from crude porphyran by LC/MS. (a) chromatogram at 215 nm of crude

porphyran (Retention time: peak 1; 30.295 min, peak 2; 34.411 min). (b) Mass
spectrum of peak 1. (¢) Mass spectrum of peak 2.
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Fig. 3-5 Analysis of diethyl dithioacetal derivatives of galactose and arabinose in plasma
sample (No.1 mouse in control group at experiment 3. 7) by LC/MS. (a)
chromatogram at 215 nm of plasma sample (Retention time: peak 1; 30.422 min,
peak 2; 31.676 min). (b) Mass spectrum of peak 1. (c) Mass spectrum of peak 2.
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Fig. 3-6 Time course of galactose concentration in plasma after oral
administrated crude porphyran or water to mice. Values are the
means + SE of 6 mice. No significant difference (vs Control,
Dunnett’s test).

Table 3-9. Time course of galactose concentration in plasma

Galactose concentration in plasma (mg/dL) +SE
0.5 hour 1.79 0.29
3 hour 1.71 0.15
Treated group
6 hour 2.30 0.39
24 hour 2.35 0.39
Control group 24 hour 1.72 0.30

Treated group: oral administrated crude porphyran, Control group: oral administrated water.

3. 3 RILTA4SVDEKREIZLEBIIRGEANDEZE
J VBRI NS A BN 2 ) — VIR Sy (NEP) Z/KIEKIZEE2L 12 HREl~ 7 AIZHH

HOKSHELZETHRNLVT 4T DO~ T ANGEN~DREZ T L7z,

Fig. 3-7 ICRFEPUK & & BEEEAEL R L. WMEHFEYT, HERTOREITIR Ao,
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> | 43-2% DSS (a)
_§ 100 } —@2%NEP
2 —~0-4% NEP
5 80 -A-2% DSS + 2% NEP
c
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o
5 40
©
= 20
0
Time (day)
80
70 + -O-Control (b)
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30 -e2%NEP
©50 | -0-4% NEP
o 2% DSS + 2% NEP
Z 40
8 30
o
w20
10
0
0 2 4 6 8 10
Time (day)

Fig. 3-7 Water consumption (a) and food intake (b) of each group (6
individuals).
REOZEALIT Fig. 3-8 1Z/R L7z, {KHEIX DSS+NEP BEIZEBWT 8 H H O DIMEMS R bz, £
7z, Table 3-9 (Z/” L72i# Y 10 H H(Z DSSHNEP FED Z (MBI 5 A ERBUED B A bz, (KE
DEALFRIZIB T S, DSSHNEP FEIZFHWT 9 H H & 10 A HIZEBRBRAGIER D D OF R 23 7 5

niz.
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235 }
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27 | —-4% NEP
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Time (day)

10
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10 | T2%DSS
-@-2% NEP
15 L —<-4%NEP

2% DSS + 2% NEP

_20 1 1 1
0 2 4 6
Time (day)

10

Fig. 3-8 Body weight (a) and Change in body weight (b) of each group.

Values are the means + SE of 6 mice. *p < 0.05 (vs Control,

Dunnett’s test).

29



Table 3-9. Body weight and change in body weight of mice at day 10

Body weight (9) Change in body weight (%)
Control 35.60 + (.75% 740 = 1242
2% DSS 36.15 + 1.50° 9.61 * 3.40°
2% NEP 35.83 + (.84° 834 + 2232
4% NEP 3471 + 041 538 + 1.20%
2% DSS + 29 NEP 30.85 + 1.49° -6.97 + 4.42°

Values are the means = SE of 6 mice. Values not sharing a common letter are significantly different by

Tukey-Kramer test (p < 0.05).

DAI A 227 X Fig. 3-9 1277 L7V, DSSHEHZBWT 6 HHND AN G, fEkE LTH#

ERZF 51, S HBIZIXYmU Lo~y XizimfEd Loz, 9 HBIZIEIDSS BEDO TR ThH~ 17 A

THER RO, oLl o~ ATEMN KD EEL G, FHL 72> Tz, DSS+NEP #E(Z

BWTSHEMLSDAIA2TO FANR LN

5 H BB EO~ 7 2 CIAER RS-,

JERE LT 3HBIZ Y AO—LIClER R 5N,

6 HHLLKE, mfENE L L T, FEHIZTRNR L

otz SEROEALIZDSS BEL HE~NTHRL, 7 B HEREIZ DAL 237773 0.5 #8272, Table 3-10 (2

RLUTZIEY DAI 22712 X 53T 10 A BIZ1X 2% DSS+2% NEP #H DO A B bz R L.
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-0-2% NEP \
—-4% NEP

2% DSS + 2% NEP

N
o
)

N
T

—

Disease activity index
3y

0.5

Time (day)

Fig.3-9 DAI score of each group. Values are the means + SE of 6 mice. *p <
0.05 (vs Control, Dunnett’s test).

Table 3-10. DAI score at day 10

Group DAI score
Control 0.06 + 0.1?
2% DSS 083 + 0.2°
2% NEP 017 * 0.1°
4% NEP 011 + 0.1
2% DSS + 2% NEP 228 + 0.6

Values are the means = SE of 6 mice. Values not sharing a common letter are significantly different by

Tukey-Kramer test (p < 0.05).

KD FE 13 Fig. 3-10 (12~ L7z Y, DSS+NEP #if & DSS BECHERBA B -, £, KiE
DEEHI= OERIT Fig. 3-11 (2R L7Z@ Y, DSSHNEP #f & DSS B CHEZRBIINN R 5=, Pl
BEEIZOWTIL Fig. 3-12 IZ/R L7218 Y, DSS+NEP fif & DSS B CHEZRMEMMA R oz, §F0OEE

% Fig. 3-13 (Z/” L 7z. Control FEITxf L CHEREIZZR D2 7273, 4% NEP B CHINME 25 7 & 417z,
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Fig. 3-10 Colon length of each group at day 11. Values are the means + SE
of 6 mice. Values not sharing a common letter are significantly
different by Tukey-Kramer test (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-11 Colon weight / length of each group at day 11. Values are the
means + SE of 6 mice. Values not sharing a common letter are
significantly different by Tukey-Kramer test (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-12 Spleen weight of each group at day 11. Values are the means +
SE of 6 mice. Values not sharing a common letter are significantly
different by Tukey-Kramer test (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-13 Cecum weight of each group at day 11. Values are the means +
SE of 6 mice. Values not sharing a common letter are significantly
different by Tukey-Kramer test (p < 0.05).
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MAEFOHZ 7 h—APREIL (Fig 3-14) B CTHEREIT R -T2, Fio, AV T7 4 T & #&E
L T2\ Control #f, DSSHETHH 77 h—ABBRiEN=7c®, SNV 7 4 7 HROTZ7 7 F—
A TIXIRWVATREPEDN R S 41, = U7 A~Of% N G% O M HREZL & RERICA VT 0 F i~

BAT L7 UWVATREME DS @D 2 L DVRE S LT,

1.8

th Lo |
£ 1.0 l
© 0.8 |

006 F
G 04

0.0
Control 2% DSS 2% NEP 4% NEP 2% DSS+2%
NEP

Fig. 3-14 Galactose concentration in plasma at day 11. Values are the
means + SE of 6 mice (Control, 2% DSS, 2% NEP) or 5 mice (4%
NEP, 2% DSS+2% NEP). No significant diiference (vs Control,
Dunnett’s test).

RIVT 4T aEGhT 5/ )BUKM O =5 ) —Liksy (NEP) Z8Uk#ES L, ~ v ZE
WD BEE L TRV T 4 T DRI DA HE 2 R Uz, elgeet 4 & U CIA) Uhitig b 2 b5 C
b OWGHERGREZSI SR ZTT XA N7 UiEET MU 74 (DSS) &7z, DSS IR 1Rl
DT R —AZFIZEIL, MlaREZEIESELZERMONTEY, ZUEBEERERZ 5]
TR FTZENRBEIN TS (Araki ef al., 2012, Ling et al.,1988). ZD#E%, DSS ##5 L7122
BECITRERD (Fig. 3-8), MAECKAGZOUNE (Fig. 3-10) &\ o 72 KAGREFA OIERAY R 57278,
NEP EGBECITA DN oTz. R T 4 7 VITEIEENOBEESCHIK TN En2no T, K
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B~RGIZEETE DL LEZLND. AEOFRIZEBNTS, RLT 1 7 DM ~DBATITHER
SN oTcZ &, 4% NEP B CEBOE&IZHIMEM 2N R b7z Z &5 (Fig. 3-13), /MG TN
SNTICKRG~FZELZEBZHND.

RNVT 47 NREGHERIBRZGIEE ZF L0k, RUFEOMRNS & NEP 58T
FBIXEZ SN ehofzZ &b, AV T 4 7 VIS HETIESH 508, TD X ) 2IERIXne
ZZ2 oD AREIOEREMHCBNTHKEE Y T VRENDHEIBESN D~ T A 1 L2 — B IZER
L 7= kD EIE, DSS 2OV TIE0.18 g/day, RV 7 4 T 22DV T X 2% NEP £ C 0.06 g/day, 4% NEP
HTO0.10 g/day THoT7od, LV EREDOFRLVT 4 7 0 CIRBREEET D REELES. L
L, Bl & Z SN DIEEERBR OFEROFRFEIL DSS D T RICE > TERRD Z LML TN 5.
Araki et al., 2012 |XH T %5217 72 DSS (750 Da~2 kDa) 13/MFIZ TR S 4L C i L OV idkas
~BATT DN, DRz DSS (5kDa) 28, RBE~BIELREZGISEI L2 E2lmEL
TW5. F72, Kitajima et al., 2000 (% 5 kDa £ ¥ % 40 kDa @ DSS % 85 L7z RN KIGO FHk~ & 2
ELTBY, K0EAERZ 2T FELZREL TN D, Lo LEIKZ, 500 kDa @ DSS TIERIE
FRLNRPSTELTWDS., ZOZEnb, RKIFRZ5I & I3 220 T BEOFMHPHEET
L EDPREENTND., RIVT 47 DR FRITEFTRETH Y, RFFETHWHAR LT 4
T DB LE 30%I1357 18 400 kDa LL ETH-7-DT, DSS LV b KGR EELT 2IEARTHN &
ZEZ DI, SRIOFRMETIIRNT 4 T IKRIBREEZ IR0 o1 2 EI3FE LRV, £z, 2% DSS
& 2% NEP ZiRG LG LIREE 2% DSS #&5-8E LV & DAL 2 a7 OFEREMNNAFE O Hiv (Fig.
3-9), NEP 7 DSS IZ & » CTEM LIIBETMERIBROMEIT 22T 5 ATREMEN RIR S v7z. ZOfER
[ZOWT DB, SRIOT —2 03B IXREEZ23, S (1995) 13 MEWNEERLE Cd % Bacteroides
vulgatus & B. fragilis BNV 4 T &R« HEET L LAWME LTS, ZRHOEITT T AD

ICHIET D IEF, 2013) BREPEE T, 4512 B vulgatus \XEBMERGR 28] & - RAE T
20 OHEN SN TVWD (Matsuda et al., 2000) 78, AWFFETHWIZHRILT 1 7 3%
ZTTICEMBLORGICEL CINOL DR EZHIEI E72 2 & T DSS DR RZHEET 2 EH 41
LT ATREMED B 5.

AEITIEAY B U BiH L7z NEP 2~ 7 AR L CHUKEEL- L, BT 47 OFEN~D
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WBEMR LT, BT 4 T U OFKEEGIIRBREZ I & Z S22 o 7208, DSS Ik - THEL
- RIBAOHEITAEE L=, 7=, SEEEIENL, MPH T 7 F—R BRI T. =

D EMND, BNV T 4T AIMEHNASFIL I NN EHET SN D0, S OICFHEMRBRFNSNETHD.

AW TIEIAY © 2 VU Pyropia yezoensis > B U727 ¢ 7 B A ORNRIIZ DU
T, ¥V A~ORFARGROMB T T 7 b — R REDZEAL & KK G L D HEN~OIEH & fa iR
LCRHii L7z, ZOfER, R T7 4 7 U RARGHEOMT T T 7 =2 &I e o7z, Fiz,
HOKEEGAZ LD HRNT 4 T 0 DRFEN~OEEL, M5 O5AICHENORIEIZ R b h o7
2, BREENEINLE. £, 7X AT UREET MY UL EORAGREDHEIC, TORIERE
VERZARHET 2 Z E DR STz, LEDOFERD S, BT 4 T ATERN A~ S eV ATEEME DS 5

W EAURIR S LT

it
A SLDOW e ZATT DD, BRI D THREEZ W 2&E £ U/ ZHEEIR IR < &t o

BaRLET.

AR EAT O HIZY, THREWCIEWIZREBEHER, RREFHEIEH N L ET.

o, KX OBKREB I OL D £ LI THIEZ T Y & LI BRREZ AR, ARFERIZBIL
AL LEFET.

RIS, BIMEFCEMIEEDOBERIIIREBIERZ 2 £ Lz, LrBREHWZLET.
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