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W E:AAREAEREH LM 2 (Locust bean gum, LBG) . N REZA (Guar gum, GG) A JEF# (Konjac
flour, KGM) ZAtAadnte &R H ERAEA DR LM K FFAMER A HE M AESO YR, 5 REH 2% =4t
TR E R A AR DR, B RAEAEE4A (Dextran sulfate sodium, DSS) # Fi# 47 R &EW £ 24, &
DRARBTREITUNE AN BERESEHERRETON. ERETFEHAGERBEIRRAEEAET VRAEHEE
K, APANRERARRANEE, BRADLEHKEEK 20.0% (P<0.01) , LEAEKERK 22.7% (P<0.01) , £
BAR o # R 50%. #t—FpM BT, NREKTFRAELEHE DR IL-6. IL-18 F= TNF-a % & B F K -F 5 51 1%
KT 26.8% (P<0.05) . 48.9% (P<0.001) #=60.0% (P<0.001) , TL-10 K-F#3 T 33.3% (P<0.01) , 434050788
(Short chain fatty acids, SCFAs) LA TEAE#RZ (P<0.05) . 16S # A% L H RN F BT T ZAH ERMEH
HABEMBEATRGAEER, EXHTRIMERESSEHHARRMAER. AR LK norank f
Muribaculaceae. Enterorhabdus. Ruminococcus % J& 43 % A4 4815 % 7L (Operational taxonomic unit, OTU) £ #
BHey LARTRAER, Z& OTUs 5 XA KIGARE B F A0 KM RPTEE BARIRE 5484648 ER = A A £
BEHFENAREZ . AARBTTINRERARG AR LT EHETHBEMEL, BHET AT BERESAEAR
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Effect of Three Types of Mannans on DSS Induced Colitis
Mice and Its Intestinal Microbiota

ZHANG Jianing, LIU Yuxin, DONG Xiang, ZHEN Xuewei, LIU Xinke, LUO Xuegang, SONG Yajian"

(College of Bioengineering, Tianjin University of Science and Technology, Tianjin 300457, China)

Abstract: The purpose of this study was to systematically evaluate the effects of three plant-derived mannans, locust bean
gum (LBG), guar gum (GG) and konjac flour (KGM), on colitis and intestinal microecology in mice. Mice were fed with
feed containing 2% three different mannans, and dextran sulfate sodium (DSS) was used to induce colitis. The physiological
indexes of mice in each group were measured and the intestinal microbiota was analyzed. The results demonstrated that
three mannans ameliorated colitis symptoms in mice to varying degrees, with guar gum exhibiting the most significant
effects. Compared to the model group, guar gum intervention increased colon length by 20.0% (P<0.01), reduced the
immune index by 22.7% (P<0.01), and decreased the number of mice with severe bloody stools by 50%. Further analysis
revealed that guar gum significantly decreased the levels of pro-inflammatory cytokines IL-6, IL-15 and TNF-a by 26.8%
(P<0.05), 48.9% (P<0.001) and 60.0% (P<0.001), respectively. Conversely, the anti-inflammatory cytokine IL-10 increased
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by 33.3% (P<0.01). Additionally, guar gum markedly elevated the concentration of short-chain fatty acids (SCFAs),
particularly butyrate (P<0.05). 16S Microbial diversity sequencing revealed that the three mannans had different regulatory

effects on the structure of intestinal flora. KGM had a positive effect on improving intestinal microecological diversity.

Guar gum had a significant effect on regulating multiple operational taxonomic units (OTUs) of norank f

Muribaculaceae, Enterorhabdus, Ruminococcus and other genera. These OTUs were significantly correlated with

inflammation-related indicators or genera they belonged to have been reported to be closely related to short-chain fatty acid

production and colitis. This study revealed the potential value of guar gum in the prevention and adjuvant treatment of

colitis and the effect of intestinal microecology regulation in this process, which would benefit on the development of

related functional foods.
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L5 RS —FE M e E A S BT, DA
B RPESFNEYTMEE RN R, SBREHEN AR R
FIRATRAWEEA L, IR 15 R B Y1 R M R
SEa B, (H O AN T 8% ARE . R
5495 . S s 5 B e F AN g iE AU A ) S R A 22
FAEAER ST B kA A R, A
RIE, NEE L 4EnT LIS A A B, 325
HERE TR B K, IMTRIAHSCHAE N i 2R3k, Y
i 5R BT BE, 7 235 45 W ARORE IR 7 TR & AR K
YEFII,

B-H B REE I —Fh BB 24, E2oRTE T
P, I EEE L MR R L R SRS, MR
(Locust bean gum, LBG) | JR/RFZJiZ (Guar gum, GG)
FIEE=H5 (Konjac flour, KGM)VE R & UL p-H 2
B, EHASRER I G AR M B 5 Tl P disi s
FEEAE, MREREAR SRR R AR 2L H
EE TR, HLRH S 2 R AR el iz PSS
B ZLALFIFNES RS, AR S AUR IR SR
FEELL B-1,4 B A B0 H B0, S8R n>
HFUHHET o-1,6 BEFES H S0 8RB 45
T80 MG T S EE H SRS M 2L Y L)
2y 4:1, SR G LS v 25 H b5 et e 2L
FY BB SRy 2:1, PRI IR K268 EUAR S I A B R P &l
B B AR RS R, R — PP S
W A, VR — PP e S, T3 4E
AR S H SR E L f-1, 4 A 12 BTgY
KB, ML . TR SRS FNEE 2= 453 40 A 12 13 B 1 s
By . AT I 2K P 0 SR ATC IH [ i B e SE T el o,
Ak, A BARTEIF oY O 22 2 300, —Fh H 28 SR X
=R R E /N BB G A AN R T-TEe 77, HIREA AL
B A = Hig /s BRAA PN 5 485 i 2 AH G 100 b Jeg IR AE R -
o( Tumor necrosis factor-a, TNF-a) /K-, REE
AT UESE EE A ] i 44 DSS 5198 Im 58/
ER A4S B BRGATG , B AR AE B 7K, FE85 A 15
BN BT TUR ERAMR S RERT DSS 755
L5198/ N BRI S EAR X b, B B RS ARAA ST
Xt iX = FhH 5 RBETESE I 28 /N USSR b g VE R AT
BESTHT -

P b, AWFFE T ST I R ER 44 (Dextran
sulfate sodium, DSS) 75514517 98 /N AT, IR FR

e LA — FhAS ] ) H 8RR —— R TR . TR T
FIEE A5 %o ) TSRS, G5 X MU . S ds
B, S S5 A5 . FEEERR IR B R LA A
SRE AT . EAh, @it 16S rRNA U7
A = b H 22 SRR/ U i 3 A R s i, LA
— IR R G B A S TEAE LS I 2 T- T A E AL
ihil, G E L 4 noRS U LR SR AR
1 MRERE%E
1.1 MRS

C57BL/6 Mt /NER(7 JE 8%, AEE 19~21 g)  Hir
DR A AR A BRAS 7 (F AT 5. SCXK (5T )2019-
0010); ¥ &2 ;¢ (Locust bean gum, LBG) 3 7¢
A ACEEE B A0 A7 BR 2N F 5 JRR B (Guar gum,
GG) B HL T A bR B A BRAS 75 BE Ky
(Konjac flour, KGM) HABIHSE YR IR 5T
N E] B BB IR 4N (Dextran sulfate sodium, DSS)
2 [E MP Biomedicals 2\ F]; ML H 40 i/~ 2 -6 (In-
terleukin-6, IL-6) . F 41 jifd /i 2 -18( Interleukin-15,
IL-15) . EI4HMu3%-10(Interleukin-10, IL-10) . Ay
R FE R F-a( Tumor necrosis factor-a, TNF-a ) fifF Bk 40,
PEW R 2GR T EESRERHCA R A A BiE
A8 i (Short chain fatty acids, SCFAs) i 1
T M AE A BRAS ] E.ZN.A.® soil DNA $2 s
Flé&  ZEE Omega 257 .

Agilent 7890A < AH (%1% & E Agilent 2
3 FA1104N 538 R5F  dbatilg RAEHE AT BRAY
7] ; SpectraMax 190 i $r{1% Molecular Devices 2\
H]; MIKRO 220R =@ R ECHL FEE Hettich 2%
H]; DZKW-D-4 HLEEIEZKEH  dbatiiAoOGI =
AR S
1.2 SLWHE
1.2.1 Zhsess  Autorik H 7 R EEH: C57BL/
6 /NI 40 H, R TEE 19~21 g /NRBAREFEALE
Pt R B (IR B 4E 495 7E 2543 °C, 1B 5 I TE 45%+
5%) P, 355% 12 h JEHIEFN 12 h BRIEAEER, I A bt
BRROK . 2 1 ERgE NS, /S Bk LS
5 DI FFHRZH(NC) . BEFRIZH (M) . M RE4H
(LBG) . IR A (GG) FEEF L (KGM) . X -
ZH /N FRAEREIE H IR E TSR AER, 4 8. ZERTISC
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FR R APF AR PS8 L Al UYL AR S d e — JEL A
2.5% DSS W A FOKALFELLIFE S/ NRES I 9%, 5C
5520 /N BRAE DB A3 S N 2% BT . TR FLBE
oREEARY, BT X S SR 4 i 26 B TR S F R YT
SLERUOE 1), scga ], 2045 H 45 oK &
2.5% DSS %W 4% 100 mL, brUEmEL 50 g, 174 H
LEEE N1 ) NS B D U8 24 N =N S = 28 4 2 7NN 111 R <01}
T e Xt g /0N BRUIEE Ifin () R RE 532 JCAE i (S 2508
H Gk | B8 i (AABEEAE A R s HAA
Beualin) =5 AR i (R A & S i s IR TS ) o
SLEGEE AT, /N B W AR FE, [ S R HE T HE30F
ATELL AT B INTE o« MR, 1SR /R I
WEEE &, fe 2t A /N R EE (mg ) /7N R
H ()M /NRM e 8. [RFml g i K, I
WEEBNEY) . 451 . G5 NS HLREA, [
JE I BEREAAFAET—80 °C 45T o AWFFRE R
Bl R 2 3 W10 B 25 5L s HE il (AL HES- . SWKI-
20230810039),

1.2.2 HBIZEIT ARV INRET, /N GBUT AT
KT RITE 1 om ANIISSIHHL . BT, K
SUREASE 2 F 10% FEEF W, LA HIE I3
AT MR LHAHE D) A 2 4 um SR, IfE
FT I AR 2 -4 (Hematoxylin & Eosin, H&E) &£, L
5 L2 gh A, Yy m B R i TR e 4 5% 5 %
FRAFERE B B2 K R e g U i E T+
PGIEE WAL, WEI 0 SR LH SV 2R IE
1.2.3 RIEHFFHT  WENMIBEEAA E e =R
T i 30 min AR SE MWK EEH . BE IS, FEAS DL
4000 r/min FYEEEE S50 10 min, PAAYBS LTS o B0
J&, W2 TE, 543 280 °C BUIIR VG A%
7, LA E M AR Ao B 500 %2 1M 7
HAHMAN 2R 6(IL-6) . 4RI 3 10(IL-10) . 44
N2 18UIL-18) FIEIAFEEF a( TNF-a) 7K
1.2.4 JHEARITIRR MM /NS N A b
SCFA R A (i1 Agilent 7890A il & . H.A4
AR B 200 mg 25 NS5 1 mL JCR K IR E

RA), FEHFEAIRS) . [FHES.LAL 12000 r/min, 4 C
FAF T B0 15 min, ¥ DIEWBIFT I ICH EP 4
i, A 10% iR 100 pL, BHEIR A 5 min, J5 A
1 mL Y 218 . BRAKSZIREIR S 5 min, 12000 r/min,
4 °C B0 20 min J5HL 800 pL i FAR S
AR, T 4 °C VKA.

FEASR HP-5 R O T EEAEA (30 m=320 pmx
0.25 um)4rES . dEREE N 1 ul, ikl 101, ghke
IRk 250 C, EOISHIREWILRIZE N 90 C £AFF
6 min, ZRJ5 LA 10 °C/min BYEEREFF] 200 °C, R5
PREFIZIEEE 6 min, I E N 2 mL/min, FID £
VR AR IEAE 250 °C, &M 30 mL/min, 2575,
i 300 mL/min.

1.2.5 16S rRNA 4387 W4E C57/BL6 /INR Ay S,
NEY, FREL 0.1 g WSEHRAFIES B NS, 15
E.Z.N.A.® soil DNA #2& B it 71 & £ U AR ) 2
[K2H DNA. %M QuantiFluor™-ST ¥ (4,5 S 5 =
FGe % DNA ¥ B JEAT RS, I 38 i 2% iR v
EE IS HL UK B IE /N BRSSP i o e . [ 5
¥ 338F(5°-ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") Fll
806R(5-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3") X 4
B 16S rRNA FE: K Y V3-V4 55748 X A7 s L N 4
DNA A1, P8 255/ 95 °C BiZEM: 3 min, 27 4>
PEFF (95 °C A8 30 s, 55 °C iR K 30 s, 72 °C EAfif
30 s), #R)5 72 C RRELEA 10 min, FJ5TE 4 °C #F
TTHRAE . TeHE 5 A9 == (https://cloud.majorbio.
com/) AR HAR v 7 SE A T v 8 e I A AE 0 AE
BT

1.3 HIELE

ASHF ST 0 T A B GE It 43 AT ¥R - GraphPad
Prism 8.0 X 4 #E47 o Zu¥n LI 9 (0 ohn HE 227
(Mean+Standard deviation, SD) ¥ 7 =0 5 3, fi JH
BRI 2R O 22 4 M1 BP9 S 3 M (One-way analysis
of variance, ANOVA) , fii FH i &z /R 2 #H 2% R %L
(Spearman) P13 P LH E Az O AH SRR &, I et
ST BR T 454 SRR 2 Rl A EbAsE . P<0.05 R

— s bk >
(g T A S —ae oK > / \
I J | S
< Pesm R > JV?{F Rz R }
I —f e——————— F i K —————3}¢—2.5%DSS —3| . e
| , , T
e———— TR I 2% HI R 1 —— =
TR I —sfe FHIK fe— 2.5%DSSs —>) ﬁ e
& | ! ! TR M
e {E AR SN2 % IR G ————>
PR IR —> < JCHK »|e— 2.5%DSS —] &
Cg | | 1 PR “
— TEmkb s % g — !
(3\ T 0 P A 7 — JoHiK fe— 2.5%DSS —| \ e /
| | 1
0 7 14 21 28d
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Fig.1

/NSRRI

Schematic diagram of the mouse experimental process
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SER B A G E R, P<0.01 BB EA B2
5, P<0.001 g R B G R E 2= 5.

2 HER55
21 BMER. RERKMEFHX DSS BF/IMRE
BRI FFER

DSS #5451 K& /N B FRAIE A4 . 1
BT T PRGN LA B s N BRI o HE B I | 455
T B 4 s AN S e E B m SR BRAR ALY Bt As
555 T #4520 /N BRI LR BE | &5 B Fl oo is
FEEL, LIPEM =R H BB ERFEXT DSS i S/INREE I %
BT HIVEM . 4540/ NRE I EAANE 2A iR, IEH
2 TCAE 7 ot HE B, ARRILA A A e PR .
528 FRE A /N B i AT 2 A AR, P IR TR
AT T P e o b 3, W el ™ (6 1N BRL o L sz
50%, JCfE /N A EL3E i 25%. AHELZ T, BEERY
FIRR S PR AN SR TS . A5/ NS I 1K
FEANE 2B i, AL /N BRI 45 1 7 Y K A i =
T IEH 4(P<0.001), —FhHZE BT T GEAH
R b % i 45 B 4 B T O, TR LUTUR SIS T
TRLH AR e ol 3, SRR L 45 I K R F K 20.0%
(P<0.01), FHYR M JBEABy, BABLAY 20 245 i 1< B 1
18.4%(P<0.05) . #54H/NERAeyEFeEun&l 2C Fors,
AEERY ZH o 2e 8 B0 W 2 s T IE R 2H (P<0.001), JIUR
SREFNBE R Y HE WA DSS 75 451 Rk b
IS i SRR BT =, L TOUR TR PO T 5k,
o EFEBSATRIZH AR 22.7% (P<0.01), Hok M JEEE
i, BABARULH FEAIG 21.3%(P<0.05), ¥ 5 e 2 fcAsi Al
ZHIFAR 14.8%(P>0.05), ToGiitF255

HE—H i AU e SR A A /N R g i L pe 445

L R == =l 1 e 1

100 = —
50_ IIHH
0 T T T T

I
NC M LBG GG KGM

>

WK (cm)

£

AR AN (%)

(Bl 2D), 5 1EH A b, BRI o Y 5 i 4
L R AR, AR BRES S5 A BT R AR 2 14 B
SR L, RIS RS R A PN B2 FNRE i )2
P RIETER K . —FhBBH T4l h 24T DA 5] %)
FIREHAWMG A E R o TR GRS Ab FRZH 2%
T ZH AR s Y B2 IE B a5 A O RENE, FR IR
gh g L Rz g5 A Rg/ D SO E AR vE T IAE R .
REE UL, =P ERBEXT DSS 545 m st b &
LS M LS ATEIRAT SRR E F, P TR R
22 BER. IN/RERFEIFM T M EF 53 B
AN

DSS 7% S:45 R /N T aiE it o S8 g8 s
R s N SRR 22K T, 35 T piEE
ZM, AR A 4 AR PN B BRI S BE SN, T R R
IL-6. IL-18 Fl TNF-a 55 2 4E B F 7K 19 7 = A e
SR T IL-10 PRS- REARP ) ARBFFE AT 4521
/INBRUMLYR P R E B TR T T g . anil 3 Jr
7N, S IEH AR L, BERILE /)N B A TL-6., TL-15
1 TNF-o 7K A% S 2T} (P<0.001), 1 IL-10 7K
e i 2 BRI (P<0.001) . SACHUZHAA LY, BBE T THZH
P AR T RS RS KT iR . TR ST TiZH /)N
BRZE IL-6. IL-18 Fl TNF-o 7K - [ 45450 #80 2H 43 71| j¢
5T 26.8%(P<0.05) . 48.9%(P<0.001)F1 60.0% (P<
0.001), IL-10 7K-F-$2 55 T 33.3%(P<0.01); BEH K
AEFREY /N BRAE TL-6, TL-18 F1 TNF-o 7K 53 B[4
KT 26.5%(P<0.05). 21.4%(P<0.01) Fl 43.4%(P<
0.001), TL-10 ZKFHE 5 T 23.9%(P<0.05); ¥ &2
T /N IL-6 FI TNF-a 7K 55 BIREAR T 25.2%

K2 BB TS5 R /N A A RS BRI SS I 2 2 U AR AL ) 520

Fig.2 Effect of glycan intervention on basic physiological indexes and histopathological changes of colon in colitis mice

T (A EMAFG 5 [ (B S5 KEE; (O S s i (D) H&E B 45241 15 (200%, 50 um); *3K7R P<0.05, **35718 P<0.01,

** PR P<0.001, & 3~ 5, F 7 [,
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Fig.3 Effects of glycan intervention on serum inflammatory factors in colitis mice
H: (A)IL-6; (B)IL-18; (C)TNF-05 (D)IL-10,

( P<0.05) F1 44.9%( P<0.001) , IL-10 /K F- 32 & T
20.1%(P<0.05).

23 BMER. [VRERMEFHII A& RS
=1:0)-710]

ASHFEXS /N R G5 I N A T i S BE R IUTIR (G045
PR NI TR, 5 TR, IR ST IR #1711 &
BT, ANE 4 B, 5 IEH AR E, ARYZE /N AY
iR SCFAs &R, 1l =Fh H Z A T 70X /N

R IE N R RE NG R &t A T ARl 5 ) o
TR 208 1 F02H A A Py Jec ek i 0 B /K P v 1
FERIZE, Hodp TR . SF T ER ORISR R — Rl AR b EL
B G255 (P<0.05, P<0.01), T T & B 50T 5+
T ERAN S IR 0 S e T TR R A K I
G, BEA LA SR o LR TR T 4 2Rl
R(P<0.01), MM & BEAEFE T EENR VIR 5 o 7K
LRI AR R .

A 20 - B 109 = C 101 .
— _—
E3 *
8 = 8 -
15 =
2 S 6 S 6 i
& &4 & 4
N 5 [ [
2 = 2 =
0 T “— 0 T | — 0 T R
NC M LBG GG KGM NC M LBG GG KGM
D E 8- F 20~
ek
—_—
6 15 =
3 c 3 =
£ g £
8 £ 4- E 104
= < ﬂes
i = 2 X 54
0 T f 0 T s

NC M LBG GG KGM
K4 SBET IO S5 58 /N SRR TR A 52 i)
Fig.4 Effect of glucan intervention on short-chain fatty acids in colitis mice

E: (A) Z&; (B)NAR; (C) TTE; (D)5 T HR; (B)JRAR; (F) 57 %R .

NC M LBG GG KGM

NC M LBG GG KGM
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Jig TE A ) T LA R T I 1 4 4 7 AR 0 B NR T
12, XA IAIE e e b 75 GE &, 54 B T4E
Yz e R ) e A, YR SR S e N, T HA BT
RO, Hoh, TRAE N —F s R, Reis
4% GPR43/GPR109A 32438 i, 1] NF-xB 155
5 TR TNF-a. 1L-6 2848 58 P T3k, [RI)
EVEPTR T IL-10 ZE0%, T HRIAREVE &k T Rz 4h
Jif = BERE A YA, AE A B 5 K% 34 B2 85 11 (Occludin,
ZO-1)FRIXUGE A ERe . K, IiE N s is
iR K V-3 i AR n] e SR TR I HA S 4k s R ik
JIR R E N, I R S A AR AT E
YA
24 BRI, /RERMEFHFHEREEND
220

>R 16S rRNA &l il P AR #E— 058 T
APERBEXT DSS 5 T:45 1 58 /N BB ME IR
M, a ZFEMES AT BN (K] SA~D), #5140 Chaol
TERC S IE W HA L TR, g5 R AR G257 (P<
0.05), BiHEH DSS APBRFEAL T /NG IE U EI I F 5
BE o BEAEA T L X SR bR T R KO, BRH S
B X IE A S A VR . AR T AL ATK
IR T L W B ) 2 R R L] AR WA T}, %
BRI A TR, R K Simpson F8 L 19 F+
o 2R SRS T (Peo A) LA R ZH 22 1]
Mo RS 2Z F I T4 . WE SE iR, 1IEH
L] IR L AR S AT AT B S A0 43 55, 45 SR AR FiZH =~

A 300 4 B 300 5 *
5 200 £ 200 4
2 £
§ 100 T% 100
< 7 5 .
0 - 0 -
E 0.6 PCoA on OTU level
’ i e NC
i oM
® LBG
0.4 N * GG
AN ® KGM

= | ' \l\ ™\

s 02 \, % '

(=3 o e /) |

< |

— ¢

g ¢ [ A

—0.2 1
~0.4

~04-03-02-0.1 0 0.1 02 03 04 05
PCI (17.73%)

&l s

TETTKF AR RS 252

Shannon index

[E] S SR oK i —E 22 5

HE—2E530T T AR 532K - A-2H R e
AR K L (E SF), 420 AT 1]
(Bacteroidota) F1J/ZBE A [ ] (Firmicutes ) 34 f 3= S b
7o SIEH HAH b, AV U B T TAE X 2 T,
0 S RS FIBE 2= 403 08 0 m ] A2 T AR = B A
T IE R A K, R EIREE W T EH .
LT T FITBE =0y ) B8 AL U Tl LA B 1] ok B R G 1]
BV EEREAAT . A8 IR ] (Proteobacteria) HE N
WA R SRR E AR AR ISR R B8 9 XUSS: i bR
AP, RN Hiz T BE A E, MR O T TS AR T
[V AL, BE A T TS X0 T =E e e
mie], ] R T R JBE =Ry T T 4H e AR A, (R
IR LS T T AT A AR I B 1] SR BE RE IR A R R
HH WK . =R EROBE T T g S I e A e 1)
(Verrucomicrobia) BYFHXT 4, I [ JEAE T IiE R
RPN )22, JHGE S 5 R 2H s AT 7 A IR . A P
SEMG R, A TR, o e R AtRR R
FRIHENRIVITR o PETAEAT ] BRI S AL E . 2 BUBEIR
I« RAEMERZI S ZFBOR AR SC, T e L 1
] 5.2 QT (A kkermansia muciniphila) 7] DIiE ¥ 5
ZHEE M (a0 MUC2) Py I F 2 RS, g
I iEZEREE R e Ee Pk, [RIEHEHE TP T 20 (Tregs)
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Fig.5 Analysis of intestinal microbiota diversity and phylum-level species composition and differences in mice
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E00 PR s IR, =R SR SR T IR X i sk
A B E W E, B 6 MG I EIR T axX Sk
OTU(131-40 1) FEA IR ZH 8] 1% == BE F A2 AR IF o, 38 1
S3HT T XS OTU 53R EF (45 m % . IL-10. &
PEFEHL . IL-6., IL-18. TNF-o) BIFH M

OTU443 . OTU381 5Hra LR FHAH I
BHAG#72 X, 545 PR AT IL-10 2IE
FM:, S EF AR K EF IL-6. IL-18. TNF-
o B A M, OTU443 J& T norank f Muribacu-
laceae J&, i norank f Muribaculaceae J&— Fh 1 (i
AR LB IE Y, 25 T i Gz
PG, AT L= SRR IR, vidas g 4, P4 3
AN PR AR AR B, SRR A RER 0, T OTU381
J& T Enterovhabdus J& , B\~ J&—Fh 5 g5 7 96 4%
P YEREVIASEAI R 2, TR SR TS I RE
F XA OTU myAEXT = B2 (P<0.001, P<0.01)
(F 7A~B).

OTU367 5455 K BER TL-10 S 7MAASE, 5 1IL-
6. IL-18 Fl TNF-a £ IEME, J& T 1 68 (Ente-
robacter) . XJETAIEH T IGITHEEL, ES5 K&
R TN, BEXERE IR SORE 3RS BE R A0 TE LB,

o
P FEE

1 OTUs SN T BRI

Table 1 Correlation between OTUs and environmental factors
oTU K E ﬁa& IL-10 IL-6 IL-18  TNF-a
(cm) 88 (pgmL) (pg/mL) (pg/mL) (pg/mL)
OTU131 —0512° 0367 -0490" 0.464° 03777 0439
OTU166 —0.246  0.037 —0.207  0.245 0.012 0.333
OTU217 0346  0.166 —0.410" 0344 0.196  0.504
OTU152 -0.343 0251 —0.480"  0.270 0.226 0.329
OTU284 —0.264 0286 —0326  0.161 0.251 0.416°
OTU333 —0.609" 0.638" -0.728" 0.507°  0.627°  0.597
OTU134 —0.496" 0269 —0447" 0482°  0437°  0.529
OTU368 —0.424" 0.386" —0.423"  0.434 0354  0.642°
OTU157 —0.580" 0.340 —0.645" 0.433" 0435  0.422°
OTU263 -0290 0358 —0317 0299  0.551" 0401
OTU241 —0.583" 04177 -0.660" 0.462°  0.668°  0.532°
OTU204 —0379" 0.470° —0287  0.341 0210  0.489°
OTU327 —0.607" 0.695" —0.790" 0.516"  0.564"  0.659"
OTU390 —0.489" 0.445" —0431" 0.636"  0.466°  0.596
OTU367 —0.636° 0296 —0.600" 0.633"  0.657°  0.571°
OTU174 —0.548" 0.022 —0453" 0.522° 0411° 0.525
OTU373 0.362" -0334 0556 —0.370° -0.491° -0.411
OTU443  0.723°  —0.597" 0.733° —0.611" —0.753" —0.696"
OTU381 0.743"  -0.569° 0.687° —0.742° —0.735" —-0.729
OTU401 0.484" —0453 0484 -0304 -0.283 —0.370°

TE: BB, AR, ()RR TN "R P<0.05,

T4 B g 1 2334 OTU333 5457 K & A IL-
10 2 HAEC, 50RAEFE . IL-18 il TNF-o S 1EAH
K, % OTU BN BR M HUAT B8 ( Bacteroides acidi-
faciens) . W EIR, B. acidifaciens 1451 9& /)N FRAR
HUrh =E A W, H O IRE IR B. acidifaciens 1)
/INERES I R FEIRTE PR B, OTU327. OTU241 FlI

oTU131 [T

OTU166 [ ] norank_{_Muribaculaceas - Muribaculaceae

oTU217 )

OTU152 -4 - Prevotellaceae Bacteroidota

OTU284 — Odoribacter ~ Marinifilaceae

0TU333 ~ Bacteroides - Bacteroidaceae

OTU134 [+[3[3[3]-Z - Ruminococcaceae

OTU368 [+ 3] 2] 3]|- Colidextribacter — Oscillospiraceas

OTU157 3|~z -aceae_NK4A136_eroup

OTUZ63 e ] Lachnospiraceae Fmicates

0TU241 - R ~ Peptostreptococcaceae

0TU204 - norank £ i . _erowp = jum_ igenes_group

0TU327 - norank_f_norank_o_ Clostridia_UCG-014 ~ norank_o_ Clostridia_UCG-014

OTU390 - Clostridium_sensu_stricto_1 - Clostridiaceae

OTU367 - Enterobacte - Enterobacteriaceae - Proteobacteria

OTU174 [ 4[] 3 |- norank_{_Desulfivibrionaceae - Desulfovibrionacea - Desulfobacterota

8}53}; T ] norank £ Muribaculaceae - Muribaculaceae - Bacteroidota

OTU381 1| |- Enterornabaus - Eggerthellaceae — Actinobacteriota

OTU401 1| - Lac , NK4A136_group - Lachnospiraceae - Firmicutes

0TU219 - Bacteroides - Bacteroidaceae

OTU375 - norank_f _Muribaculaceae - Muribaculaceae ] Bacteroidota

0TU416 - Butyricimonas - Marinifilaceae

OTU240

0TU248 ] Lachnospiraceae_NK4A136_group - Lachnospiraceae ~ Firmicutes

OTU460

OTU394 - Escherichia-Shigella - Enterobacteriaceae - Proteobacteria

OTU415 - norank_f _Muribaculaceae — Muribaculaceae - Bacteroidota

OTU293 - Lachnospiraceae NK4A136_group - Lachnospiraceae - Firmicutes

OTU98 — norank_f _Muribaculaceac - Muribaculaceae - Bacteroidota

O0TU250 ~ norank_{_Lachnospiraceae - Lachnospiraceae

OTU374 - Rumi - Ruminococcaceas

0TU290 - Bacillus - Bacillaceae

OTU340 - unclassified £ R — Ruminococcaceae .

OTU328 — Eubacterium fissicatena_group — Eubacteriaceae Firmicutes

0TU316 -1 . NK4AT36_group

OTU455 — unclassified_f _Lachnospiraceac J Lachnospiracee

OTU39% - Turicibacter - Erysipelotrichaceae

0TU308 = Mucispirillum - Deferribacteraceae - Deferribacterota

OTU304 = Heli = Helicobacteraceae = Campilobacterota

OTU274 ] norank £ _Muribaculaceae - Muribaculaceae ~ Bacteroidota

OTU146 e

OTU376 - Lachnospiraceae_NK4A136_group - Lachnospiracee - Firmicutes

oTU410 [ [T - Parabacteroides - Tannerellaceae

0TU296 t — Bacteroides ~ Bacteroidaceae ] Bacteroidota

o T3] siistipes - Rikenellaceae

OTU436 - Lachnospiraceae_NK4A136_group - Lachnospiraceae - Firmicutes

oTU127 - _UCG-001 ~ Prevotellaceae 1 Becteroidota

0TU142 = norank_f__Muribaculaceae = Muribaculaceae acterou

OTU141 T |- - Sutterellaceae - Protecbacteria

ST ] - Bacteroidaceae

0TU233 — norank_f__Muribaculaceae — Muribaculaceae Bacteroidota

0TU252 ~ Parabacteroides ~ Tannerellaceae

OTU320 — Akkermansia — Aldermansiaceae ~Verrucomicrobiota
OO T otu260 ~ norank_{_Desulfovibrionaceae - Desulfovibrionaceae ~ Desulfobacterota

Kl 6 OTU K F-YRh el pl Je 25 5B

Fig.6 OTUs level species composition and difference analysis
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Clostridia UCG-014) . X' W45 X B J& (Romboutsia)
FAR ZEHIFT B R (Clostridium_sensu_stricto 1),
JEJERET ], PEdiE =R ITESS I 2/ BRI IE NA
A W AR, WTRE S EUIAIE RAEDY . TTUR SRR T-TRE
Vb iR OTU(367. 333, 327, 241, 390) (U AHXT
BE(E 7C~G), 225+ HA G4 X (P<0.05) . kAT,
ABIGE R I =Fh BT T RE W3 PN S TNF-a 5
TEAHSCPERY OTU368 HIAHXT 42 (P<0.001, P<0.01)
(F 7H), 1 OTU368 J& T Colidextribacter J& , f&=—
A LAY P S R, JHG P AR 1 AT AT i) 2 e
JZ WP,

#4r OTU £ 1E & 4 AL AR ZH 2 (R VA b 25 2=
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A0 PH 5 1 2 AEPY. OTU374 )8 T8 B BRI /8
(Ruminococcus), J&—LE a0 CAIEBA AT LB T &
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