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APC antigen-presenting cell

AFM Atomic Force Microscope

BALF Bronchoalveolar Lavage Fluid
COVID-19 coronavirus disease 2019

CLRs C-type lectin receptors

CTL cytotoxic T lymphocyte

DC dendritic cell

ELISA Enzyme-Linked Immuno Sorbent Assay
FAE follicle-associated epithelium

FBS Fetal bovine serum

GALT gut-associated lymphoid tissue

IL interleukin

IRAK IL-1R-activating kinase

LPS lipopolysaccharide

LRR leucin-rich repeat

M cell Microfold cell

MDCK Madin-Darby canine kidney cell

MEM Minimum Essential Media

MHC major histocompatibility complex

NLRs Nucleotide binding oligomerization domain-like receptors
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PAMPs Pathogen associated molecular patterns

PBS Phosphate Buffered Saline

PFU plaque forming unit

PRRs pattern-recognition receptors

RLRs Retinoic acid inducible gene-like receptors
RIG Retinoic acid-inducible gene

SEM Scanning electron microscope

Tth T follicular helper

TLRs Toll-like receptors

TRAFs TNF-receptor-associated factors

Treg Regulatory T cell

T-RFLP Terminal restriction fragment length polymorphism
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HEINndRY) 7z =i i3PIRIGERL 2 & BEr ot d s 7 a4 X vk EoOfi
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=

BOEFEEOLBTFEOLN TS, F7z, AMEEITKFR, ERFE. ME I A 71283506
BELLVDODEPD 10t LEDO XS ICKEICHPLT LB TERE AFEICHTL TH 4
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T2V R DBBVEL L O EBH 5, 22T, AR CTIHEEL-ZABMEE TR IE 5 Z
&TPME O EUE). BahE (IZEIEE. 4 v 7 v v 4 A 2% v gl 2
kg5 & e L, BEE L 2R FLIRE 2 208Ut & € 2 B FLIRE O Wik oz 2 Hif L
2o % LT\ Z O &2 Fv @ ok B, A2 A9 2 DRl U 7 SR FLRR R R
ZHFE L BRILBR2 7 m AN F T 4 7 2D Y 5 2L wEME 25 X5 HE. BE

I F TV 20,

ABFE I < 2 o MWRPOERHN RRBRRICHHAI N TE Y, 17 ket 7 v &
DREFEL—Y =V 7y 7 BEME 2o O CHABRE 2 BHE L2 L EbL T2, %
D%, 1860 FFRICT 7 YV ADANRY — U RFEERCIFMIIMEMIC L o TRREC I D L v )
TEERPLPIC LTz, 20 HACHIBHICIE A F=a 7R TAA Y THIF D N4 DRFERI -7
L DOHBDERE DI RERFHIZIRIB L 72D % ¥ - JICHEERE O AL 7228
HRBCEAICE o7, ZDOFER, BNMEE OUE[4-6]. A7, 8], Hi7 L ¥ —
[9, 101, PUfEE(11, 12], $T7 A A 22 H[13-15] 72 EHEEE O b 2% < OIREH R X
nzeibic, AMELEE T 5 REILLHEHIET & LT T Tld < SRIER % 1
L2z E LTRA ZECEIENE XKk o7z,

EHLICXVABEZERL LT VL) BM~ORAZHNE L CREALBE I S L
AARZHLICEEREE o T b, REFLEER 134 % T\ 2 FLBER & Hik L TR E o
WD HR TN T & RIES WRE <. BLEBIE T 100°C, 81+ % 72 13 ik in gl
JULER (120-150°CCTHEFDY) BfThbN T2 O CINEAMEIC BN TE Y, Mz H 32 KA
IC DELE D AIRETH b, X HICAEEZ TV 2 IR IR X W FLEECRIfE 2 &) ZE

AT 5D CHRFICRE LFELE 2 50, BREILKFHIZNEA TV IHDO-0#T 25 2 &
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DS RICKRE R E L 52 T HALBRICNMAZ Z LB TEHVBEFL RV, 72, BH
LB O RIEICE SN T 2 BT DAL 20 & 72 b [16] HAR TIIABHEILEER % Bl & L 72 815 28
B RGeS, ZoBihE, BE, 8BRE TV TEEICDILEV0OH 5,

—77. BEFLEE OBEREME ICBI T 29813 % G S v 223, Ptk BiEEE Db 0O
< Y DI BT 2WEFNED 7\, FRICFLEER 2 INEVEEE 3 2 & BE AT I FLEE I O R 1
AZXH0.5-5.0um & 722Dk L, MERKE IR T3 4 X235 20~100pum & KZ 2L
T3 RUTBIRER DR A RO LIF RS (FHQRIR) ICBLE L R o8& o YtkZ
{LLHIEE ORI L CHHELRIEZ LB EZLND, £ T T, AW CIINEEE I
B LIBEOK T I A X0 A EZENTS ML T\ b EEME (Enrerococcus
faecalis) % FUICTHRGE L, INEAETRIC X 2 FLEE TR O BESE % 08U L & & 2 K7l Al % i
37U FLREEE O BEEE & JIHI U 7Kk B, ARtk o @7z TREFHIGEH & 72871 L WA R FLER
W OBFE R L7z, & bic, FrHlfE L 2 RRHALBREOMEEZ A v 7L v F Y LA L2
& o 72 RGP IR 1< R L 7z,

13 LU0 ICHLBE B OB R IC X o> TR & 2 BB DR 19 4 X &R0 Ai CHER L .
SEUL & & 3RS L 720 % OFMT 2 Hhv CREE % Bl X 7= 3 FH O FUER
(Enterococcus faecalisKH2, Lactobacillus plantarum SNK12, Leuconostoc mesenteroides
subsp. mesenteroides) #{EELIL, =7 2 &M \\724 v 7 ATy HF 7 40 ZEGRER I CEE
fifi L 7z (36 2 35) o KUK GBI RN R D B B 9y DR % E.faecalisKH2, L.plantarum SNK12
D 2 HHOKRFEIME 2\ TR o7 (B3FE), IO ICHME DT 2 RIEHMRTDH 2
fERCER R I LAESMEO R L, e b E2RNRE L7 v X277 e R EEER
AEATHER s I CHRE IR 3 X OISR S 2 8 IO REE L 72 (B 4 %), RIS 5

BCIE, REFLRRE Ol 2 BE L TR 4 X2 6l L 72 R EFLIRE R DS 2 17 7%
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v R L 7= B LR B R &l TR R L 72 BRI FLIR R R 2 /K B R~

DI, JEGBHINER 2 FEHR 1 FUERRELE L 72,

FLEL T Dt RETE
LR X < A S HHEREFRM17, 18] 2 Lot S T b . xR BfE CAZ MR
ENTWD, ZoHTh HRENTIX, Lactobacillus casei ¥ v Z ROBRUC X 25N OH
MR (LR X0 7 4 X AR Bo#IEM [19,20]. BNEZEY (4 v F—u
BLO p- 7LV —n) oA (18], IBNEREYE OWE S X CHEHIER [21], f#
WE X OTMREE ICE T 2IERSGE [22] 7% &L oBIGER 2 S 41, 1998 Ficidy m £
Fe% G- U E AR A E R R e LT D ShTwd [23], v o xfkziiLo
& L7, BGER AR 2 BT 2B IIAER (FTu 4t 74 272 BN 7R =T DN
TV ARRYET B LiC ko THEHTEOMBICHTRE 5 2 54 E 1EM[24]) T oE v
—fRIITH o7, Lo L. FLEERE 7z EAEYIHGE (SRS 52 Milgd 5 ERPMICHLY A
T N5 [25] R EYNIC T 3 2 ZAAR[26, 27 3AREIC 72 21T D, FLEER O R {IERD S X
FLREORIH, REHIC L2 b DT ALK IMEIYIR L AFHINL L PHEETH L LH
ZoNB X5k FLEEE & WK 2 BT B IFFE SR AT 72 o 72, FRIC SUEIGE I
B L CI3MEY OMifBE, DNA 72 EAZRIRICRIMEI N D 2L THA b A 4 v E0 G
EWEZELET S EBbhoTE T,
SICAZNEICEI L Tt A FIERME O BERANR (28], 5 PNISIE R AEIR D T4 S
[29]. BeREBERECGERNR[30] A 2R ) v 7 v v Fu—2shR[31], RAERESGE [32] 7
EIENZZ T ICINb T 2 H IS 2 ARE D S S, ALBRERREGEE & w2 EER

ARX—=YF 53— CHBERE 7 803 FE TH o oM MEROMR, HEZ LY
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YAV MICHFHEINS L5k VGl 4 RE L hoTw 3,

FLERTE & s

W RIS X o THMR L EEL TB 0. NBICE W TIIREBOWINSIE %2 5 5 7= DK
ENFEL, ZORAEMIZT =23~ 15 AoebsbhTni, 20z, MNETIR
JEPEMT O B BVPUR ORA DGR ICHE I NS 2 b, 2K Y v S5k 60~
T0%BERT 2BRADMERETH S, TO X5 RBEMESEE 25T 2 IBEME Y v
4%, (gut-associated lymphoid tissue , GALT) & BFEN T3, GALT O—2TH % /)
B s A TR ICIE M T & PP 2 B N O SR LA & LY SA T b B 23
fE3 % (Fig. 1-1)  [33], BNICHFES 2 WIER LR OB W= ABEIE o M fifg
(Microfold cells) %A~ L CAEMKRPICH Y AT, M ML FicfiE T 2 klIge~ 27 a7
7 =Y L ohiFiRlic BRI B [16], 2 LT, HURRRMIES 4 P A4 v L
& L7zkk4 i Ic b 5 BB E 2 A, Bih3 2 2 & T Aife-e B Milfin % ik
ftx 22720 Tci . PURERTR L 2o oM PURRE RN 2 fZInE 585 2 (Fig.
1-2) [34], #OHEEL 72 ALRER X SR ICE 2RI 2 2 L ARG I CH 0 | SfEilih (K
deplif) (7] EFENIC X B 7 LA F —EROSEE[10]. KIBK ORERI[35] 72 &, Hix 7z
RIS E T T\ B,

WL AR PUR, M. 7 A v R G QRGN 3 5 B & L < HA S LR
BEDMiD > TH Y. BRBIZIIY DI 2 RIZISE TH 5, ARRIED PO PR M
facd s EHkfliae~ 2 v 77— ThH b, 2R OMILIME, 7 A4 v 2 EDRERAS % 52
#HTB ABEZAEK (Toll-like receptors @ TLRs) 72 & @8 & — v 8% A {K (pattern-

recognition receptors, PRRs) % FH L T\ %[36], TLRs 2> b O flFIC X b frlsde i iz
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EHAL L, B A A A v R EREBEYE 2 FEA T 5 2 L Tl o fEiitic g L S
Z 5. MEREEK > D 785#%13 TLR2, TLR4, TLR5, TLRI #3fIsbNTH Y, TLR2 1327
LGHEE OMIIEEEK Sy CH Z T F K 7Y v ) K74 aliE%, TLR4 13277 LEtEE O
HIfEEER > CH 2 )V REV % v 774 F (lipopolysaccharide, LPS) % . TLR5 (ZAHlE ¥
EEWKT 2528 (77¥ =) V) %, TLRI FME 0 FF2IE X F 1L DNA (CpG
DNA) i3 2 C LG I T\ %, £/, TLR3 I 2 A#{ RNA, TLR7, TLRS8 % 1
AREHRNA % 253 5 [36, 37], Z ot o R FK 72 PRRs & L Tix NOD #5224 (Nucleotide
binding oligomerization domain-like receptors : NLRs), RIG K32 % & (Retinoic acid
inducible gene-like receptors : RLRs) 72 &30 5TV 3 [36], —77. G i3 P i< o
P XN B PURRRR A 0% CHURB R 23583 L 72 UK % 5 S ARE o8 s 718
&1k (major histocompatibility complex, MHC) 43¥ Licfn L, T Mg o £ ic I L <
VR EEEEN L CEMIL T 5, BSR4 L 2R E PR & R R I R
DIEET 5 T FUHMIE. v A4 A 2icxt LOiRICHERc & 2ttllacd 5, 7.
S IFHARRIEIC N2 LIBEE Cichr 2R IRER C B H 2 5 1 ERRE 25 5
FLEE R I PURIE R < & 2 BHkfifae~ 7 v 7 7 — L ICf e 5 %A (TLRs, NODs
72 &) IS E 1, Thl, Th2, Thl7 % Treg 7x &Kk & 7 (oSN IC (8) % 20 1 Se i ot

T 72 RIE OB ISR 20 [7, 10, 33] 7 ERIEICBICER T2 2 A HME I LT 5

Y A4 L R RYSE
N L RYGYEDE D W O IZH S, TV FD I A4 05 13 RRE ICERYE L 7-JE 23T
FINTEY, NHIZHEICEYYELR > TW A L E-oTHBE TRV, Fika —o v

BOWTREAODO3IHDD 1 TELIZEvwbE <A+, HREPFT5EAEOFEIEGL .
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FECERDS 2,000 HAE D 4,000 HAL D wbig 1918 ELLD A v 7 AT VW (X34
VIEAR) . BYYEIZS S o NFHOMEE S CE 2, —7, 18 AU, 7 2 F vk
BEERDBAFIC X 0 | BRYYED FI RSB L7225, 4 v 7 LT v FIRRR N i & |
KER OB, MiRFOGIHEPL, A=A VM D X 5 2RI 72 KT 78 &R 72T R
FECH KR @R E L B~ DB LR EEC LT\ 5, Iz, mlnEE P LL T 218
MWREA R T 2EMEET 2 L MR EIHKT 24 EEENMT 2560% . Elmbs T
LTWBEIHARICE o TA VY INZVHFIIRELBE L oTw5, I bIC, T, ALRIC
BOTAWHMED IRE SN TV, RETIE. A Vv I7LZ Vv HFIEH LA AL X IELIC
BEZWETHY, T RICEFVLTEHNELEZIZREIST ARy ILZ Vv F T4 LR
(A/NWS/33, HIN1 #ifl) i3 % & & TREALBE DO A v 7 v v HF 7 4 L R KGR,

fEVZh SR & BFAM L 72

FLER TR & RGP

2019 £ LB L o T A HH an F v 4 A REYE (COVID-19) %% TKET
AN, 72 F v ORHFENHED b TS A3, K, 2 X 2T T K MR Lk A 7 fiE
bIIXTHE Y RARMIGIFE LRI T 5, ZARRIOH, HADRE % LT 5L
TR L THIAE L 72 W OUIBE T T & v 5 B P PALE ICB.L A3 g o v, HERYIC
BEROL2T L, AELEOWELS L TNTVRABEIFER I LTV 2 HEMD DT
% %(38,39], KEFIETIE. 4 v 7 ATV HF Y A N RBYEICHTT 2 HEFLEEE O MR % £
ICRHli L 7225, 2 2 CHEH LDk, BICEKRNTO Y 4 Vv AMghiERE & 4 v 7 v v HFREIR
DHIT L EF ST ERPEHERE (ERRER) ~OETH 2, BRE X, RICH UHEE

WCH 2 o 72O FIEIFRE N ICERS L T3, $7hbb, REKRICH T 250 Bt
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) BE23% v, BERERCORENT 2\ cE 2, [V 275 v oBWIE, Uik %E
IR LICXoT, BYER“FI" T2 2L THB, ZOHRICTE, AV INTVHFY

AnzeHManry A rzoxkici@inir AT e 8Tt 3,

Fig. 1-1 Ultrastructure of the Peyer’s patches and FAE [33].

A: At low magnification, the dome shape of the Peyer’s patch protrudes between villi into the
lumen of the intestine; B: At higher magnification, M cells can be seen as epithelial cells with
surface microfolds rather than the microvilli that are seen on the surrounding conventional

enterocytes; C: Antigen is taken up preferentially through M cells.
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Fig. 1-2 Antigen or bacteria uptake and recognition by T cells in the intestine [Modified from
Reference 34].

Antigen and bacteria may enter through the M cells in the follicle-associated epithelium
(FAE) (a), and after transfer to local DCs, might then be presented directly to T cells in the
Peyer’s patch (b). Alternatively, antigen or antigen-loaded DCs from the Peyer’s patch may

gain access to draining lymph (c), with subsequent T-cell recognition in the mesenteric lymph

nodes (d).
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#

7L % ( Enterococcus faecalis KH2 . Lactobacillus plantarum SNK12 . Leuconostoc

mesenteroides subsp. mesenteroides) FFBHUC BT 5~ 7 A4 v 7 vz v B RERGERAfER) R

H1HE HEE

AREETIL, MBAEELIRIC X > CRE L 2ABRE 2 &/ E €Y+ 4 ¥ — (Fig. 2-1) #H
WBZETHREZ NS T LN TE 200 3 MEOAMEZMHL THIELZ, 20
%, BT ABELENEEZE L TO300~Y Y R4 VI LIV HF T A L ARG
BRICCHERR L 7=, FUEBWR 3. Enterococcus faecalis, Lactobacillus plantarum, Leuconostoc
mesenteroides subsp. mesenteroides D 3 M Z{HEH L 72, /Bt OfEZRIL, mEFRES S
A — WU O FURE R O KRB % L — ¥ — T bR fRllE%iE (Fig. 2-2) <hL
Entis X ORTFRZAEL, RO EZ~ VAL VYV INVZ VY F T A NVRAEREET LT
RALD v A V28 & PRIFUAE (7 4 v 2EEG., HERREZ R OUAR) . 7 4 v AR
7% TgA Hifk (e LE O REIER IS 0w & 15 k) CRHili L 72,

FEYFAF —BREFOR T 2E T2 2 L ick v e, MEE2LE, Mg
5ZLHRTEL, FEVFAF - ICIBER Ty T —v a v LRFZ2Mbts

HEREA BEJEE VS — I 3 2 B3 ), Al R LIk 3 2 4
X EIEEOLE R IITIGEL T 5), ) Z 23 T2kt s 2 mER (L
HE AL AL 23 RTRE) 258 5 o AW C IR O QLB & il (b 23 Al RE = e HE & & 2 5

/f -H:"—%)Eﬁl/)fCo

2T G 5 PIERERE & L € BRI LIRIFAR R IC IO A 3 2 615 e 23 i

14



HboTWw3, HARIEIIARMNITEA L 7R AR REMA 2 BH LR 2 LA TH 5,
AAVICEF o (PR~ n 7 7 — 20 BHRHIIE & v o 72 Bl 12 % T o B 5
KOS TICIERERMICKIET 2 2 L3 TE 2 -0 RERICELWHETH 5, ZDDHER
T AR O RATRR O S e w2 2., BRED T LR 3 EMITh 5~ 1
7 7 — VBRI IEME . v A AV REORERE Sy D% 2 — v %53 %5 TLRs., NLRs,
RLRs 7 ¥’ ® PRRs #FH L C[36]3 b . PRRs 225 QREIC L b =27 1 7 7 — PR
JEDNEHEAL L. SFES A b A A v 7 EREBEY R 2 AT 2 C & Tt o IR L
WERG 25, —T ERRIERR L MR, v A L 2 FOHUR R R BT RS
5 & CRRNICHIRCX 2, HARMZICH RS LIEEE TIChr 2HIZRE . BH2 S

BRI CH 2, T 0BG < Gy, T Mg (MfekEErE T M
(cytotoxic T lymphocyte, CTL), ~aAS—T #ifid7z &) ® B#iffdo V) v~ Ekcdh 3, Hic
~AAN=T HIfZIC DO WTIZIEEL L D 7y FAFKRINTEH Y, MIZTERZICED 3
Thl #ifie, bk icBld % Th2 fif[40]. IL-4 L ICBD 2 iRtk ~r<—T fifig (T
follicular helper, Tfh) [41]. SZildlfEH Ol T #ifd (regulatory T cell, Treg) [42].
IL-17 ZEAE L SE UG I B#E 3~ 2 Th17 Mifg[43]. IL-9 A % A L~ & + Ml 1Bk O
ERTERS I BE T 5 Tho #ifE[44]% 1L-22 ZEA L 7 b v — MR K Ic B 2 LRI X
T3 Th22 #iflg[45] B T T 2

T, BYYEISEARIE L e o TH Y COVID-19 2 ThifvIrzvHFv i
ATEYYE S BT RIICIT L Ch 0 BEE, LEERE ERYETH 2, FRIC, GhEmkEe
DA G E PN T 2 BB Y R 7 3@, 2o e LT 75 VR, Hiv 4
WRAERTONT VB, 727 F Vv IEERTHIRPHECIE R B [ v 7 vy A4

NAFERLLT K ZOHRIEIAT0TH S, LV A v ZFRITH U CEEAMEIC X 5 Y
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A7 PERIND -DJNEHHTOERG T2, 20X hER» L, EREARKET S
S INTARIL U 72 BEAE N SR O BN B v, BN IC X B SyZRRIERh SR~ o HifF
BEE-TWE, =N 2IILDE L2RKERMITESORRED &4 ORHHER:
KHGLTWRZERHONTEY, Tu [T 4 7 RO@FHIFEICOWTHHL 2
Y oobH3 [46], I HIC, b MENCHBER MDY O HEE S N AR S~ 7 RETLIC

BWTHA VvINZ U HERZRIET 2 704 574 7 2B I T3 [47, 48]

28 MR TR
FLER TR

FLEEE X, ALY (B L) 2HRBL AL —%2EG L, ABE2EKT 2 o
DRI CTH 5, FLERWR ITWE . HE L 72005 50% U L oEIE CHME Z 483 2
LERINT S, MIEOTZED b ITBRE & RRE IR &, RN LE#3RETH 2 77
LQRETHEEE R L, h X T —¥ GHEE(LKFR 203 21#R) b 73, FFia (WAERT)
AT B v & S R R R D B B FLBRRIL 12 )R Ry o TE b,
FICHREE & LTl Lactobacillus J&. Carnobacterium J&. ERF & L Tld Streptococcus J&.
Lactococcus J&. Enterococcus J&. Pediococcus J&. TetragenococcusJ&. Leuconostoc J&7x
EBH B, RFETIRRIE~DICE BT TN T w3 Enterococcus, Lactobacillus,
Leuconostoc ## [ L 72[49-51], Enterococcus J&7>5 1. b FEFELOHEEI N E
faecalisKH2 (LU KH2) (International Patent Organism Depositary in Japan number, NITE
P-14444) % . Lactobacillus |&%> © 1%, #7570k X VED» LIES N2 IHEEY) (FAX
EU) o HEEE iz L plantarum SNK12 (LLF SNK) (International Patent Organism

Depositary in Japan number, NITE P-1445) % . LeuconostocJ&7> % 3% (Pueraria lobata)
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DD D59 bHEEX L7z Leuconostoc mesenteroides subsp. mesenteroides (LAT LM)

(International Patent Organism Depositary in Japan number, NITE P-02751) #:#5E L 7z,

F b

RFIEL LT 6% Na—R(EL7 4 VLAHDEHMEE), EFR|E LT 2%HAT F X (HA
RIZPY - TFAvFY YY) 3470 LLT02%Y viE—H Y7 L(GE17 4 v LFEH
), 0.1%hilE~ 274> v A (Bt 7 4 v LAEMEE), 04% 27 2 vE=F ) v L (E+L 7
4 v LRDEAEEE) . 0.01%0iEE~ v 7 v (Bt 7 4 L RS, B X 0.05% 27 ) &Y v

- BEWilE = 2 7 v (BB L2E) 2 2 121°C, 15 43 D5 TIlE L 72,

EHE+®EYF 4 ¥ — (ECONIZER LABO-01, = T¥)

BIERF Y F A4 P = 3EICEE N &0 CEHET 3, @IED E 2T ik E
ANTRER L WEPOR TR/ EALT 2 L3 TE B, REANLTIRIGHEALT
EbnbnTEY, G- KETHL ZAZBEZRCEML T2, 20k, 3 2R
25 U I NI, A Vo827 b U v 2 ) ERALICHETZE LT X S IciiiikTh o1 A3
Ped 2 2 &T, X WEL 72iikic 7 % (Fig. 2-1),

Homo valve - Impact ring

T "‘—* Dispersed lactic acid bacteria

Aggregated

lactic acid bacteria o —

él\ Dispersed lactic acid bacteria

Impact ring
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Fig. 2-1 The mechanism of the high-pressure homogenizer

L — % — [ R B ESE (SALD-2300, B8R

KFRECL—F =2 L, 2 2208 5N 2 BT - BELEDBER N Z — v 5 5
RIS X o TRIE M &3k 2 (Fig. 2-2), Rl e Ui, HIEHFPH 2B+ 7 X — b uds
LBIVA—INMICBIPT VLYY THETE 5, £ 2MERMZE S, Y T X A4 LTHL

ER o L2 Bt T & %,

Scattered light sensor

//-\ Scattered light sensor

N
H

Laser

Collimator

Particle (lactic acid bacteria)\

Scattered light sensor

Fig. 2-2 Measuring Principle of Laser Diffraction and Scattering

BEFLEEOE - s L & ERE Y F A4 3 — 4L
BAEEE 2 B HICE L, KH2 : 37°C, SNK 35 X OF LM 1F 30°C, 20 Keft] o S0 ol
. 100°C. 30 53 DSMFCTHEGLR L. Z8F7KIC Tl Dok 2 [T 22 WK 2 B L 72, %

D%, EEFESF A F—%H\ 15MPa THEUR 2 778 - 72,
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TR FLER 1] D 3 K1 o Il

%l-x

PEBLL 7= 257U % 28 B7K C 10mg/ml REEICHHEL L 7212, v — % — B0k B0 Al

i

TEREE I TR AR 2 JIE L PR F e 2 B L 72,

BHEABE DO~ A4 v I AT v Y 4 v ARG

FEFEYFAF L 2 8REIMEZ >V RICROBG LA v 7 Lrn v HF o i
A ERBB L X B 3 HL O v 4 Vv 28 X RS 14 HE O PRIPUAE. » 4 v 2 F55R
) IgA % fakRIc Bl L 72,
filgs Xy 4 vz

KA v I v F AR LEEZEEE S D A4 X BHEPRIIE B B>k oo fl Ak
(Madin-Darby canine kidney cell, MDCK) #ilfitl % (] L 7=, 552513 5% 7 o M V213 (Fetal
bovine serum, FBS) % &1 4 — 7 v D /N ZERH (Minimum Essential Media, MEM) %
i AVINIVHFTANRIT, AV Z IEVICEZETH Y, vV RITHEWTEIL
MERZG ER T AR, vz vy 4 02 (A/NWS/33, HINT #ifl) %L 7-
[52], v A=z, MDCK %M\ 37°CD 5% CO» 4 v ¥ 2 _— 2 Tl s &, -80°CT
RIFL 720 7 AV RFFERRE IgA &% ELISA % (Enzyme-Linked Immuno Sorbent Assay) <
HE L7722, ZOBRICHH L ANLRZ v o713, A7 a—RGEEIC X % & 058

(100,000 x g, 4°CT2fH) KXo THE LAV AN A LR 72,

V)RR ABR
WEPED 16~18g DRFEMRAIEEH BALB/c =7 X (6 i) % HA SLC (#i], HA)
2o AT LTz BTSN TRERZOBY)FEIGH I IEIEIC T S hre. M, T2

L CHBEERS I X 2EIERIIRE S N o7, ~7 ZIC 2X10*PFU/50ul o 4 v 7
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NIVFTANAE BFENERTE7-H% 0 He L, &AMEKE Gmg/H) XU+ w1 X
Ten ) ViR (BUT. OSL) (0.2mg/H) %2ZKRUKICHEME L. v AV 2O 7 Hili2 5

% 14 HET 1 H 2 BRNKREG Lz, MO~y 23 HKkO A2 ZRAKE L,

1]

&Y 3 H HIChiF X O5UE ifladeifi (Bronchoalveolar Lavage Fluid, BALF) %, 14 H
Hiciii s X O#EY » 7V 2 EALL 72, Biflfki: 1mg 1ot L 10 ul @ U v FEiEE K
((Phosphate Buffered Saline, PBS) Z ¥l L 72, 10 FORIEEZF LB L, 1500xg. 30 43
DT LA, EFEREINL-80°CITRTE L7z, BALF KL TiRAE =2 —L %N L
0.8ml DK% PBS T 4 ¥4 2 2 &ic X - TR L, 1500xg T 10 srfliEO L ki % it
Yy Tl Lz, M 3,000xg © 10 ZrfifiEO L, i Z B L -20°C TERFE L 72, #E{H
HEYIx, #fE Img 720 10u L © PBS %Nk, HE R C@E L <, 200083

5ZLiCXo THRBL 72,

AT o HIE

MiF¥s L BALF O A4 v 7 Az vy 4 v 2RI Z. 50% plaque reduction
assay I CHIE L 7z, #7200 plaque forming unit (PFU) ®v 4 v 2% PBS C#EEARL
ey I LBEE L, 3T°CT 1 R, FEAY % 35 mm dishes I HERICH & L 7=
Bz MDCK fifltic ez 2, 77 =77 v w4 2177k o7, HRIPUEIMIX, ks X
U'BALF ofRH D IC PBS Z &G NIRD 77 — 7 8% 100% & L72KFiC, 77 — 27 8% 50%

WYX 7-1MiEF 7213 BALF OREHERE L L=,

AV INT VT T A RFERT [gA OHIE

ELISA k% M\wC, BALF b X OE[ERLYIH 04 v 7 vz v 3y 4 v R IgA %
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HE L7z, FIEI6 vz AT L—F (HEAXZ Py T4 v F vy v) i1 pg/ml OfFHy
ANA% 3T°CT 1K 2 —7 4 v 7't PBS T3 HPEH L. 10% A F L I L7 &H PBS T
7wy ¥y Uitk BEAMNL 7 BALF 72 33#hli¥E 7' — il 37°Cc 1
REELEE L 72, % D%, horseradish peroxidase-labeled goat anti-mouse IgA (Santa Cruz
Biotechnology) & K& & ® 72, PBS Ty L 72t%. H.0. 2 &H T 5 HEAR (0.4mg/ml
Do—7xz=L VYT V) 100 pl ZHML 7z, FIRT 20~25 ERICHE. 50 pl o 1M
H.SO4 2L TG EEIE S ¢, 4 78 7L —F Y —%— (iMark™, BIO-RAD) T
W (490 nm) ZHIE L7z, —7/5. IgA (Bethyl Laboratories, Inc. . Montgomery, TX,

USA) % 10~1000 ng/ml DEEE I FE L, EHEMBEZ R L, ChiHOTEY Y 710

IgABZ2H L 72,

T AR UL
7 — 2L R 2 (SD) CRFRL L 72, et a B0 v Cld—TeRCE S By
Wi #1772\, 72— % — % EILEHIE (Tukey's multiple comparison test) (Statceld, 7+ —

T AT AN VL 72,

<«

CERCH:TIE T S
R H £ 2 F A P AR O B FLERE O I 15

RFFLRR O S E A€ Y A4 F —BRET % O K534 % Fig. 2-3 1R L7z, A, C, E (3L
BEET, B, D, F ZLBEE&, x Bl 748, 2y BRSO MR-, A y Sl S D AR ARE

TaRL T, £, PR S L P RfEL Table2-1 108 L 72, #55, KH2 & LM
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B L ClmE+RE Y F A F I X o TRAERIFIE 1IN (R o7z, SNK IZEHEF
EVFAYFMEFICE TR FRIINSSCEEFEY S A 0B X 22T KE

o Tz,

=T RA VT NI YT AL REG R
AV INTUVFIALANLRE

B 3 HHOMis L O BALF DA VIV Z VY HFIANRERZ TS5 — 2T v 4 ICCEE
fiiL 7= (Fig. 2-4,2-5), KH2, SNK, LM # 3 XCToO# T Control & HL#k L CTHEE IC{KfE %
WL U ANNRIETEAR I 2 T T2 KH2BEDffid 7 4 v 2 & 1% Control 12X} L 31.3% (p<0.05).
SNK #£iZ 30.1%(p<0.05), LM Bl 34.3% CTH - 7z, BALF i2\» T % KH2 #iZ Control &
e L € 10.6%(p<0.01), SNK #i 9.2%(p<0.01), LM #£ix 35.8% TH - 7=,

L oT, @MEFEYF A F UM L 727 MEE O DB, BALF itk 54 v 71

VY AL R OEGE I L 72,

SR EANEN i

&G 14 HH o i & X O BALF H o HRAIHLAM % FFAfi L 7z (Fig. 2-6, 2-7) , KH2, SNK,
LM # 3 <X C R T Control & ik L CTHAITUAMMOAE (p<0.01) 7Z& R 2ZD b7z,
KH2 B oI o P i Control 1xf L 2.4 %, SNK #£1% 2.9 5. LM B3 1.6 f5T
o7z, BALF ICH\CH KH2 B 3.0 fi5. SNK# 1% 4.0 5. LM Bk 2.2 fif°d o 7=,
—J7. OSL #£1Z Control #HIZH LA E (p<0.01) ICKfEE R L 72,

DL EDFERD S, EIEFRE Y F A4 B — U L 72 2B o BT A, BALF o dif]

PUisfi 2 LA 272,
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AV ITNIVHFY 4 ZRRRP) IgA

B 14 HH® BALF 3 X O#fHtho v 4 v 28 [gA % HIE L7 (Fig. 2-8,2-9),
KH2, SNK, LM #3 X CTOH# T Control & KL TV A VAKFRIIgA B EF L, ZDH
<db KH2, LM #5836 5 (p<0.01) IHEfi% R L7z, KH2 #£D BALF @7 4 v RFFHE
[ IgA 1% Control IZ i L 2.2 ff%. SNK #1% 2.5 fi5. LM #13 2.4 {5 CTH o 7=, #EfFEF 2, KH
BT 2415, SNKHEE 1.7 5. LM BEZ 2.0 f5TH 57z, —J7. OSL # i Control EHIZH L
KETH - 7=,

PAEDFER D & SR E Y A4 3 — U L 7- AR O #% L8N BALF, #E o f v

TNLYHFY AN AFFRN IgA & L3 &7,
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Fig.2-3 Measurement of KH2, SNK and LM using a laser diffraction particle size analyzer
(SALD-2300). KH2 (A, B), SNK (C, D) and LM (E, F). A, C, D (non- homogenized) and B,
C, D (homogenized) were suspended in distilled water and the relative particle mass

(frequency and integration) was measured using a laser diffraction particle size analyzer.

24



Table.2-1 Measurement of KH2, SNK and LM using a laser diffraction particle size analyzer

particle sizes (pum)

homogenize Mean + SD Median

X 5.80 * 0.65 7.37
KH2

O 0.94 * 0.28 0.79

X 1.00 * 0.11 0.98
SNK

O 0.93 * 0.16 0.88

X 6.54 * 0.29 6.96
LM

O 0.73 * 0.16 0.69

The KH2, SNK or d-LM were suspended in distilled water and particle sizes (mean and

median) were measured using a laser diffraction particle size analyzer (SALD-2300).
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Fig.2-4 Effect of LAB administration on virus load in the murine lung.
Virus yield in samples were measured by a plaque assay on day 3 post infection. Each value is
presented as the mean = SD. n=5. **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05. KH2, E. faecalis KH2; LM,

Leu.mesenteroides, OSL, oseltamivir; PFU, plaque-forming units; SNK, L. p/antarum SNK12.

120, — 120 - — A 200 -

100 100 4
E E E
T 80 - z 80 - z
a. a. a.
g g =]
© 60 - © 60 - o ]
° Z 2
@ « *
B 2 2
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20 4 20

0 0
Control 0oSL KH2 Control 0oSL SNK Control 0oSL LM

Fig.2-5 Effect of LAB administration on virus load in the murine BALFs.
Virus yield in samples were measured by a plaque assay on day 3 post infection. Each value is

presented as the mean £ SD. n=5. **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05.
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Fig.2-6 Effect of LAB administration on the neutralizing antibody titer against influenza A
virus in the murine sera.

The titer of the virus-neutralizing antibody is presented as the reciprocal of the dilution of
sera that reduced the plaque number to a level below 50% of that seen in the virus control.

Each value is presented as the mean = SD. n=5. **p < 0.01.
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Fig.2-7 Effect of LAB administration on the neutralizing antibody titer against influenza A
virus in the murine BALFs.

The titer of the virus-neutralizing antibody is presented as the reciprocal of the dilution of
BALFs that reduced the plaque number to a level below 50% of that seen in the virus control.

Each value is presented as the mean = SD. n=5. **p < 0.01.
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Fig.2-8 Effect of LAB administration on the production of influenza A virus specific IgA in
murine BALFs.
The influenza A virus specific IgA levels in BALFs were determined by ELISA. Each value is

presented as the mean £ SD. n=5. **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05.
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Fig.2-9 Effect of LAB administration on the production of influenza A virus specific IgA in
murine feces.
The influenza A virus specific IgA levels in feces were determined by ELISA. Each value is
presented as the mean £ SD. n=5. **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05.
A EE

REDOWFFEAER 2 & S L 72 KH2, SNK, LM 3 X COKRHAMEICH » CREIES
EVFAYF BT B T & TEESE S A, SNK T L TiEHEREY F 43—
HFTICHE VT EEARI D CHBFEMEIC X o TREOEMICENRDH 5 L B3bh o7,
T AL, FLRERE A EE 3 2 S WKL 178, pH 72 EHHEICBI G L T2 8 E 2 b5 D T,
SRIIEMME O ¥ — 2 B CHHEER 7 &2 WE LR & Btk 2 BGE L FLIRE RIS 1o B
FTwE i,

T, AV TN VFT AN RBREBEERICH L TR T XCOABRETHTH 5

EWb o7z, BDOEEICIH TS| Lparacasel, L.gasseriH3 A v 7 VT VI L CTHR)
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%R L[53, 54]. in vitro T3 & % 28 L.acidophilus, L.reuteri, L.salivarius 7z ¥ % { OFLE
W CHiA v 7 v v FERBS] oW EHI b H 0 (FLEERE A 7 A VR L CTHMITH %
EHRTRENTz, TNOHFERIIMAEDIBINUC X 2 WERES 28 O E % RIS s 2[4 =
MR DG FERY AV RERIC X 2 EEAZMHIL T2 LRI 523, LPSD X5
UL SRS D 3561 1R e SEROG 2 5l F R T LAEMRIC L o T 4 F R <R
EHB6lbH 2 b, TXTOMEYHBENCEH I FHTH 2, ZD7-DERFICE b
DT 2 54T in vitro (RIEMEY A + 4 v OFEA) 1T X L2 T, AWfZECcH
Wiz AN RBGEAERIC X Dl E T RETH B,

T 7z, ARBECIEERBR O A ECHRREICHEED T & FHEHAMIC IR T & b o 7225,
Control & B L 724558 KH2 2 d mwiid v 7 v v FER 2R L Tz, £ DER D
—ODBEHM TR AVIEEZLND, Park b3, BEKRE TR 2 PEKKTNICHA v
TN Y FERRRL 725 2 2 MEBIILTB Y SRlO~Y 24 v 71T v BREGE R
TIRABHOERZ —EL LT3, EREEFEMITIELZLZDTIDEICKL > TELRA]
REMEb EZ2bN 5, KH21205um ORETH B Dick L, SNK (ZERE 1.0-1.5um, R
0.5um OFEIEETH O, [HUEBTHNIT Efaecalis DT HEEIT 2-3 5% v e FHE N
%08, EBCELRER % DAPL Jeth LSO CREZMIE T 2 & 1g H72 ) DD EIL
13 & AR JERETH 5 SNK O FEUT KH2 @ 0.8-0.9 {5 T 5 - 72 (data not shown),
Lo T, AMEMIC X 2504 v 7 v v PHER O X FURER O HEUC I3 7 < | FLERR AR K
5 D RIERIEFR o5 Tld v S 2, 2 2 C, FLEER 2R3 2 B ol A3
G R L v A4 A RGBS B & H B X T B 3SR L 72, Kawashima[65] & 13 #ifA
1D RNA % YV RX 7 LT —E TS 2 L, RIEMO Y H—D—>ThH 2% IL-

12 OFEAEDPHEICKT T2 2 2L T3, A iX RNA & IL-12 EEORBRICE
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HL. ABETORNAZ VKX 7 LT —¥THBUE L~ 24 v 7L v HF RGP T L

W WRREEZ AT 75 2 72,
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B3I
FLEEE (Enterococcus faecalisKH2, Lactobacillus plantarum SNK12) © A4 v 7 v v HJ&

GEBatHC Bl b 2 ARG DR

H1E S

ARETIE, BIETHEVTA v 7V vy FERZR L 2 FBEOKEILERE O SR ED
WR BT o T2 AR DSWIEIC /2 2 2 & CRBEFURE O EHL, 8L & sh =R 1 i Eii© %
2720 C% . KA EGREIALKE O ICERT 2 2 LR TR 2, 22T, &
EICE IR D 5 LT I T 3 FLE T O RNA ICEH L. FLEER 1D RNA % EEH%
IS TS5 2 LT RNA O7aWILIRE 2 FR L < 7 X PliEiie & 18 o 7= e 2 Riee & <

VAL VTN YFT AL REGEAERIC T RNA 235G AR TH 5 25 L 72,

FEOHEIL 72 FLEE A 3. 15 bR ICRRER S L LAl D 4 b b A v EEAERIE 4
FEAERE, N ) THRED (b e EAERICHR AR E D 20T L HO R RV DODOH S
(58], e UMM, FLEER O 8K 5> © B % Ik i (R BE 4y ¥ % — v (Pathogen
associated molecular patterns, PAMPs), VR X v X7E | VERLHE, _TFFI7h v,
VRTIe /) ~vFv, UREZA afiE, DNAZE% PRRs ICX VL Tk h, ZORR
fK1x TLRs, L7/ 4 VEEFHEEEE T (retinoic acid-inducible gene, RIG) - T Be3ZAA,
CHIv 7 5 vk (C-typelectin receptors, CLRs), NLRs, DNA &t v # =7 ERH T 5
n3[59-63], ZoHcd TLRICBHT 2L IZEA 1T TEH Y, TLR1 2*H TLRI I
WTIRAERT AMIERFFES N, VAV FRov VP ERE AL 72 0 BRICE 1T 5

FE WP T hooH 5, TLR dMlilgkm-cMigr/ME, = Py —zic//fE L4l #
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fashica 4 & i) v 5745 (leucin-rich repeat, LRR). ¥ 7= Ml Ic Toll/IL (4 v &
—u 4 %) -lreceptor (TIR) KA A4 v IRFNBHEKEZHT 2, TLR 7 7 3 ) =13
LRR 4 D% B IC X o TR BRSNS 3 2 Z A G B2 SR L2 1
$72.TIR FAA VidkkA T X7 2 =40 AR L, it~y 7 F V% {miEd 5 72
DICHAEA DK CTH 5, TLR DT T F41E TLR7,8 DV #H ¥ FTH 3 RNAICEH L 72,

Kawashima 5% Inoue S IZFLER D RNA % ) R X 7 L7 —E CTHfEd 2 &, b bARMIM
RS LS iE~y APHIfIC X o CEEA SIS IL-12 2BHEFICEA L CTE b, 21k
TLR7,8 %/ L 7={EHITH 3 2 & ZHif LT 5[65,66], £7-. IL-12 i3BHAMINE, ~27 o
77—, Bl & CEAI N RIEMNS A P4 v [67, 68]TH Y. L, PLv A
A7 EORIEREERAET 5, Sho oW 5. FEER O RNA 2Rl E s 5
ATWBIERRBLTEY, EREN L - FLBER ORI T IFFLEER RNA 08 % %
FTwdeE2bNS, 22T, B ECHMERE %R L7-ABERE Enterococcus faecalis
KH2 (BLF KH2). Lactobacillus plantarum SNK12 (LAF SNK) Z v, VHRX 27 LT —+
WLFECHLBEH © RNA %503 2 2 & THBRH O RNA 2 REEE I E L Tv 3 2K
Ak L 720 SHIC invitro (=7 ARREMIIE~ oA INEER) < IL-12 FEAE % IR L[69, 70].
X 5 KH2, SNK & YRR 27 L7 — YU -C RNA 250 L 72 KH2 & SNK % 53 filiE 1%

L, H28ELE~Y 2L v 7L v HFRYLE T & GGG R g L 7=,

28 MR ik
BHEABEOER 5 X OAEEE T RNA D45 i
BHEIAMEZEH L 721%. RNA OV R —2 L V) VBB DS % KSR S 28 ()

RX7L7—%) ZHVABET D RNA 2 9fEL 72,
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KH2 (E. faecalisKH2 (International Patent Organism Depositary in Japan number, NITE
P-14444)). SNK (L. plantarum SNK12 (International Patent Organism Depositary in Japan
number, NITEP-1445)) (1, 6% 2" V2 — R (F17 4 v LHDEHIHE) ., 200EEE T F X (HA
R bYeTAvFYY V), 02%) VEE-H )T LA(ELT 4 4 LHADEMER) 0.1%0EE ~
a3y L(EL7 4 v LRGSR, 04% 2 = viE=F Y v A (Bt 7 4 v LRGSR
0.01%Mfilk~ v 77 v (B 7 4 v 2HDEHIEE), BXV 0.05%2 ) &Y v - BT 27 L
(BEsAL) MIB O R B L. KH2: 37°C. SNK : 30°C D 4t T 20 WG #6%. 100°C,
30 P ANEERER L. ZRBKIC TR Lot 2 BT 2w Z EIN L 72, 72, YRR 27 LT —
€L X, RNase A (Invitrogen) % \\CT{T- 72, MEEE L 72 KH2 & SNK % 7% /KiC
&% L RNase A % A& 10 ug/mL 1072 2 X 5 ICHIM L 72, 37°CT 120 74 v ¥ 2~
— b L7tk ARKT2REPESR L, VAR LT -2 KH2 5 XU SNK & Z 1

Z#N R-KH2 5 X U'R-SNK & L 7z,

< v ZBRIEARNE % F - 72 Se s ERE o 5 E

AR O VR R 7 LT —EUH (RNA #) 1 X 5 FIERIEIRE~ DB % ~ v 2 B
R & FLBER & AR LS 81k, 85 RiEh o IL-12 20IE 3 % 2 & CaHfi L 7.

M 1 pg/mlic7 3 X 5 #FLEEE % RPMI1640 5511 (Wako) CHELL 72, 8 HiitoD
WM BALB/c =7 2 (HARZ L7 P v 5v) 2 HELL 72~ 7 2PiEfIE % 96 ¥ = Al
7L — ML, 37°C. 5% CO2 5 Fohid L7, 24 WRMRS . KiaE LG 2 [
IZ L . Enzyme-Linked Immuno Sorbent Assay (ELISA) I C IL-12 D3 % Ml E L 7z, ELISA
Gl L 72301t — Xy (R8T~ 2 1L-12 (p70) #ifk : BioLegend). —X¥ifk (v

A F vt~ &2 IL-12/1L-23 p40 $ifk, BioLegend), 7' v F v~ (Block Ace Powder,
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KAC ). #li#e#itk (HRP 7 v’ v, BioLegend), H (F F I A F ALYV ; Sigma-

Aldrich), & (GH#fs 2~ =2 IL-12 (p70) (ELISA Std.). BioLegend) T® % [71],

=Y RA VI NLTYF Y[ L R EGEAER

AR D ) AX 7 L7 — B (RNA 73fi#) 12 X 23R~ D8 % < 7 RICHFLIKE %
HOKG LAY INIVF AN AR REREICRE I HHO VA v 28l LS 14
HH o RfIfTAAli, 7 4 v 2FERT) IgA % 351813l L 72,

HEED 16~18g DFFERIFEAIEAH BALB/c =7 2 (6f#t) % HA SLC (Fli, HA)
26 ANF LT, EERIZTRCHER OB R WEIEICE I N, 7RI
2X10*PFU/B0ul DA v I NZ v F AV A % BENERE/-H%Z 0 HE L, &7EE

(5mg/H) BX Uz v be—n e LTAELZ I LAY vEERHE (BT, OSL) (0.2mg/
H) #ZBFKICHEMBL, vALVZEEO 7 Hii2 GHMEE% 14 HE<© 1 H 2 BFROEE L
720 NERHED ~ 7 ZICTIXFEFHKD A E RO G L 72, &Y 3 H B Ichfiss X OV Smia e
# (LAF. BALF) %, 14 HHCIMiRE L C#EES v T2 72 (Fig.3-1). Ak
Img 1AL 10l @ PBS 2N L 7212, 10 BB ERLEE L, 1500xg. 30 7 D 54 Ci
O, EiE%EIN L-80°CICfR7FE L 7z, BALF KBl CIAE S =2 —L %A L 0.8ml DK
W PBS CTAEPEFT S LicXoTHEINL, 1500xg T 10 fpfEliEo L EiF# s~ 7
& L7z, M 3,000xg © 10 43fliE 0 L, i % [ L -20°C CHRTE L 72, SEMEHYE.
#ff Img H7- 9 10uL @ PBS Z@hits, #EE LI CRE L <, HONET 5 2 Lick
> T L 7z,

Y% 3 HEICERIL 72 i X O BALF v 7o v 4 v 28% MDCK fiflde / L

g

AXY—bLDT7—=0TveAICXVERL R, &Y 14 HHOIF S & O BALF 135 2 &I

36



GCLH#K L 72 50% plaque reduction method % F > 72 HFIHTAAMN O FEAi, BALF & X OVZFEE#hH

P1i3 ELISA I X b TgA ¥4 % HI5E L 72,

e AL

7 — 23 PIE R A (SD) CHERRC L 720 MR AIE R IC O v Tl —JThCE 7 B

Wi #1772\, 7 2 — F — S HILIME (Tukey's multiple comparison test) % i\ Feiig L 7z,

Virus load in BALFs and lung samples (n = 5) Neutralizing antibody in BALFs and lung samples

. . IgA levels in BALFs and feces (n = 5)
IFV infections (n= 10) l \L
I | | |
l | | |
Day -7 Day 0 Day 3 Day 14

Oral administration of distilled water or LAB (5 mg/mouse/day)

Fig.3-1 Experimental procedure of influenza virus infection.

Mice in the control or LAB groups were administered distilled water or LAB (5 mg/day in
two doses per day) during the study period (day -7 to 14). Mice were intranasally infected
with IFV on day 0. On day 3 post IFV infection, five mice were sacrificed from each group to
quantify virus loads in BALFs and lung. The remaining five mice were sacrificed for
measurement of neutralizing antibody and IgA levels on day 14. BALF, bronchoalveolar

lavage fluids; IFV, influenza A virus; LAB, lactic acid bacteria.
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3 AT AER
KH2 5 X U'SNK D VKRR 7 L7 —ELEIC X 2~ 7 il o 1L-12 FEA

KH2 53X O SNK Hic Y R X2 L7 =A% T4 5 & T~ v Rl S EE S
% IL-12 EABIZELLETFLZ (p <0.01) (Fig. 3-2), 72, IL-12 FEAB DR IT,

KH2 X W 3 SNK © S BHEETH - 7=,

T AAVINT Y HREIPEETAICE T S KH2, SNK VAR X7 L7 — U2
AVINZIVFIANRERL e 7 AOEKREZNICH T E VR 7 LT — L E 7
IIARMIED KH2 3 X O SNK D2 % Fig.3-3 IR L7z, RBEEZ, f v 7L vy FT 40
2R 7T HHICK 16% DIRERA %78 L7, KH2, R-KH2, SNK ¥ X 08 R-SNK B,
BRt% T HEICZNZ N 14%. 9 22%., #)17%F X O 21% D RERAD %2R L7z,
KRR 7 LT —CULERE L R CIRERAERZED bhadr - 7228, KH2 XU SNK 1%
R-KH2 5 X ' R-SNK X 0 dREFEDZDTHICHH L7z, 20k, chboffo~vy X

IR 2 ICRE SN L. KH2 B3RS 14 H HICIBERATOREL R VIR 2 72,

]

BR%E 3 HEHDOA vILZ v F YA NRER =T ZDfifis LU BALF it 5 7 4 LR
B ZhZN FigdA 53X U FigdB ICR L7z, VEX 7 L7 —UH & 72 13RO KH2
B XU SNK #5103, ML AR ARZEERS 22 o572 R-KH2 DOfifiz v, ¥ XCToff
TUANZRBERRICHA ¥ (p<0.05), FEOMHAIZ BALF ThEIEI iz, M.
OSLEED 7 A N ZEIZF L {fEH > 72,

Fig.5 3. B4 14 HH @ BALF (Fig.5A) ¥ X WiE (Fig.5B) itk 24 v 7oy
P AN 2T 3 PAPUEM O VR X 2 L7 — LS X OORULEE KH2 3 X O SNK ©

BN LT, RUELD KH2 3 X O SNK 2% 5. L 7z~ v 2D BALF ¥ X UG D 1T
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A1, STEEREE R L CHEBICE 2 5 72 (p<0.01), —Jj. BALFiZB 33 VKX 7L 7T
—YJLHE L 72 R-KH2 3 X U R-SNK #E o spFIFT A 1300 BRE & 12IZRE TH v . PRI
iz YV AX 27 L7 —UBIC X W EEICE T L7 (p<0.05) (K5A), MiFicEWTbEE
FEREONAEDP B R 7L T =R KT LT\, 7, OCL Fo Rk
IZ BALF 5 X IIiED Wi B W T H IR IC R THEICK 2 72 (p<0.01),

KH2 53X SNK © VKRR 7 L7 —LUIHD~ 7 X DFFTO GIZIGE~ DR % fi#iH 3
% 7-0Ic, R 14 HHIC BALF 3 X OFE[Eh O 4 v 7L 2 v 37 4 v 2R8I IgA % H
7E L 7= (Fig.6A,B), KH2 # D IgA IIxE#E L Wik L CHEICEMZ /R L7 (p<0.01), V
RX 7 L7 —¥UEL 72 R-KH2 #f 0 [gA 130 HEHE & Z8{b7x < \KH2 #f & i L < BALF(p
< 0.05) B X UH#fE(p < 0.01) THEICKEZ R L7, SNKEf & R-SNK #0713 BALF T
I3 IgA ICHBEAZRED bNALD > 205, EFICEHWTIZ R-SNK CHEICKEZ R L 7=

(p<0.05), —7. OCL BECI3 xRt & [bik L < BALF @ IgA A RICKfEZ R L, #fH

ICHFWTHEMEEZRLE (p<0.01),
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Fig.3-2 Effect of ribonuclease treatment of LAB on IL-12 production in mouse splenocytes.

Heat-killed E. faecalis KH2, and L. plantarum SNK12 were treated with or without
ribonuclease and co-cultured with mouse splenocytes, for 24 hr. IL-12 protein concentration
in the culture supernatant was measured by enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA).
Each value is presented as the mean £ SD. n=6. **p < 0.01 vs untreated for each LAB. KH2,
non-treated E. faecalis KH2; R-KH2, ribonuclease-treated E. faecalis KH2; LAB, lactic acid
bacteria; SNK, non-treated L. plantarum SNK12; R-SNK, ribonuclease-treated L. plantarum

SNK12; Control, culture medium only.

40



~—eo— Control 0= OSL
110 1

- KH2
100 4
ff 50 4
24
2
=4
80 4
70 4
60

0 1 2 3 - 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Days after infection

Fig.3-3 Body weight changes of mice infected with the IFV.

IFV infected mice were orally given distilled water (Control (filled circle)), 0.2 mg/day of
oseltamivir (OSL (white circle)), 5 mg/day of bacteria (KH2 (filled square), untreated E.
faecalis KH2; R-KH2 (white square), ribonuclease-treated E. faecalis KH2; SNK (filled
triangle), untreated L. plantarum SNK12; R-SNK (white triangle), ribonuclease-treated L.
plantarum SNK12) from 7 days prior to virus infection to 14 days post-infection. Body weights
are relative to those on the day of viral infection (day 0), set as 100%. Each value is presented

as the mean £ SD. n=5. IFV, influenza A virus.
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Fig.3-4A, 4B Effect of LAB administration on virus load in the mice.

Virus yield in BALFs (A) and lung samples (B) were measured by a plaque assay on day 3
post infection. Each value is presented as the mean £ SD. n=5. **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05. BALF,
bronchoalveolar lavage fluids; KH2, non-treated E. faecalis KH2; R-KH2, ribonuclease-
treated E. faecalis KH2; LAB, lactic acid bacteria; LAB, lactic acid bacteria; OSL, oseltamivir;
PFU, plaque-forming units; SNK, non-treated L. plantarum SNK12; R-SNK, ribonuclease-

treated L. plantarum SNK12.
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Fig. 3-5A, 5B Effect of LAB administration on the neutralizing antibody titer against IFV in
the mice.

The titer of the virus-neutralizing antibody is presented as the reciprocal of the dilution of
BALFs (A) and sera (B) that reduced the plaque number to a level below 50% of that seen in
the virus control. Each value is presented as the mean = SD. n=5. **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05.
BALF, bronchoalveolar lavage fluids; IFV, influenza A virus; KH2, non-treated E. faecalis
KH2; R-KH2, ribonuclease-treated E. faecalis KH2; LAB, lactic acid bacteria; OSL,
oseltamivir; SNK, non-treated L. plantarum SNK12; R-SNK, ribonuclease-treated L.

plantarum SNK12.
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Fig. 3-6A, 6B Effect of LAB administration on the production of IFV specific IgA in mice.

The IFV-specific IgA levels in BALFs (A) and feces (B) were determined by ELISA. Each
value is presented as the mean = SD. n=5. **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05. BALF, bronchoalveolar
lavage fluids; IFV, influenza A virus; KH2, non-treated E. faecalisKH2; R-KH2, ribonuclease-
treated E. faecalis KH2; LAB, lactic acid bacteria; OSL, oseltamivir; SNK, non-treated L.

plantarum SNK12; R-SNK, ribonuclease-treated L. plantarum SNK12.
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A HR

~ v AP Z o 72 IL-12 fEA L~ 24 v 7 v T v RS T L 2 HWC, KH2 &
SNK @ RNA 2 HJZINE ICHET 2 0Bk 2 T o720 Z OFEHR. VKRX 7 L7 — UL
I X Y KH2 3 X ' SNK @ RNA % 7pfif L 7455, MR IC 3510 5 IL-12 EEAR I3 L <
Lize A VTNV HF Y 40 ZEGFHEZNRIC B Cld, BERLPEC RNA 2 50 L Tz
v KH2 & X 0° SNK OfE L5 13 BEGEB AR AAFFC & 2R R TH o705, VKX 7L
7 — UL CHIER D RNA %50 L 7= /558, BRI R O T ARD bz, 2hb D
R 5, KH2 3L USNK @ RNA 234 v 7 VT v HF 7 4 )V R EGERHHE)5 oo B8 /¢ K] 7
THBHEDPRENT,

— . BEYIOMINEED IL-12 EEAICEE AR T TH 5 L W I IEITH 2 5368, 69]. &
WFZeft R c X AL @ RNA 28 IL-12 BEAR IC R & R B2 5.2 2 FE KT CdH 5 nlREtk:
BH Y WREIC X B ERDOPINTIEIC L 22 TH D0 RHAR 5% — R FE,
BT E L Chz\, £z, L plantarum % S.mutans DRIfEEE X, BRI C~ 272 7
7 =YD TLR2 % TLR4A O v 7' F MR A L C IL-12 EEA ZEL FHE T 5 [72, 73125,
KH2 % SNK o IL-12 A1 RNAKECH 2 AlREME AR\ 720 R 5 v V' F IURETH 5
CHEMlE 5, TLR3, 7,8 %/ L CIL-12 ZEAET 2 |EDH 2 L 5 5[74,75], KH2 &
SNK & TLR3, 7, 8 /v L7z v ' FAMBETH 2 W[ E 2 b b, A RNA % 38i#%
4% TLR3 ®—A$ RNA # %%+ 5 TLR7 (& b TIZ TLRY) 3V 4 M R %W+ 2R
ke LTHISNTH Y [75, 76], KH2 & SNK @ RNA 284 v 7 v v 7 4 v 2 EGLRH
IRICHEL T2 e b, KH2 53X USNK @ RNA 287 4 L& RNA & [AkR D ZiG
Kh$5 2 CREGHEOEAIECEZDTE AL EEZONS, S1k1E, KH2 £/

i SNK 0447 ) LEN T2 2T, AV LTy YA LZRHEAET 5 RNA By &

45



Bl BECHI S T A fRMTS 5 LI DNA A T3 VA L2 (NARZAT A L 2Z) T
T 3 TLR3,7,8 / v 7 77 k=7 2% siRNA Z Fl Wil e A 7 = X L DRI Ic B’
TV FPETH 5,

¥ 72, KH2 & SNK i3 efTit9E[77-81] L Fkk. 7 A v RE DD, 7 A v R R R
RO &4 v 7y BT AV ZADREGEREZN R ZD oz, JLRE A v 7 v
IVYFHRICOWTE, Tu 4T 4 7 AR EH 2 lE DS < AR O L 72k
BRI ER L FSOMBER L2720, WEEMM LY ALV ZNRIERTH 2
DEF RN AR E Nz, 2 OERAET R, BENO M Mg 5 FUEER & B A R BHE
flge~s07 7 —UPERT LI LTI ZRRAMOREICELFELT L THD
EEZHN25[82,83], ik b KH2 BHEND N ZAR2 LI AENS Z & ZHERL
TEY, FAEO AN =R LTHELEZT WS, Li L, KH2 3 X SNK 2554 T AW
HHLY A E N7 B D RIEIIGICB U CIEARIAZ: 72 o Rk % b ic @ 247725 2 & T
ERHA N =X LEHLPIC LTV E 720,

F 7z, BREWZ &1 KH2 & SNK @ RNA 29 d 2 L 4 v 70T vy 4 L ARG
14 HHoliE & X O BALF o fFAIPUA, MiFs & CEFEF O v 4 v ZFFRP) [gA 13HE
IC{K N L7228 (Fig. 3-5A, 5B, 3-6A, 6B), B3 HHD A4 v 7 v v ¥ v 4 L 2 & (T RNA
IYRIC X B BHE 23R b T, FRic SNK 25Tl RNA O fRIc X 2 25{iZi3 & A

A 5N D o 7= (Fig.3-4A,4B), 7 A N RERDPIHNIIT 7 AV R IBIf v 2 —7 =z 1
Vig EQRIEWS A T A A VHEAINARIIERS T A L AHIEIC B W CEEREE %
RBLTw3[84], HARMENRY AN ZADRHBICEEG T 2 FTEARZAMIE. TLRs, RLRs,
CLRs, NLRs T& Y [59-62], RNA Mi#CTZLD H - 7= KH2 @ RNA |3 EFEZAEMICH L

WG 2 RRErEZ 5N S, —T7. SNK I RAN O3 fF T D 7 4 v 2 ilRh 5
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ICIHIZ LA EFELR RITE T, KH2 & 3RA 3 ERK TR AV, EBbNs, /-, &
Yt 14 HH o h b Afis L O IgA #EAERICH LT3 RNA o9 CBEZF KT L7z 2 &
75, KH2 5 X ' SNK @ RNA i HAGECTII R EERZICREAFEL G252
R X 7z,

PAEX Y, KH2 X0 SNK OfO# 5134 v 7 vz v 39 4 v R R RT3 2 FifHizh
RBBWECEA v 7L v BRI LCoORREEZ RE L2, & 5 ic, A¥ID O —2
KH2 & SNK ® RNA TH % Z & 25R &, 2D RNA BSESGIEICHEL 5 2 5 2 LHVR
B NTeo AR THRONMERE D LI, SHOMIETIE, FUEE T O RNA 2451 L L
TAVINZ VT ANV RERFAENCT U X 0 R e AR 2 R T 5 721 ¢ <,

RNA OEHIETCERE & O E TR 5 2 L TEFAA = X L DRBHIC L BT T & 720,
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%4

il

B L 7= FLBER Enterococcus faecalis KH2 #R OEIAMEH 75 HAR N D BN ERER I

KRETIE, 2 ECRIEHEEE. =7 R4 ¥ 7 ATV F 7 A REREFECEMEER R L 72
BEFLEE (E.faecalis KH2) HFBEREOMREAIF L L C—RINICH SN T3 T u gt
T AT RNRDO—DTH ZEMREDHEIMEEL T2 00 BGEE%2 TR o 72, (HibE
MR TR S 2 2 & CRIEFLIRIR (3 502 1 BE 3 2 /EI 720 C e S HHE, 157 LI E
234 < FUBEEH O — R Ze (RGN IS L TH IR T & 2 X 5107 0 BB FLIE R 0 ) 7F

5C%3%,

WEAE. BN O ME < AW PN FERHV O NS X oIk Y IBNICHEET 21
WHIE O A RBERDOEEELECTOMA L RECRR L L PHLDIC R > TE T,
ZoFFIC I L, v F OIBNMEIE FrmicutesF Y Bacteroides . Actinobacteria 13
X O Proteobacteria1CI31E 100% % 5 T 3[85], 2T, IBHNOFEFHD—> & 2
b T\ 7z Bifidobacterium 1% 2%F2FE L 2> i G D 7\~ Actinobacteria &L T %,
BT IC X 2 GNEREE~ DR R 2 RT3 28813, Bifidobacterium X Y &L A, 60%LA I
DEERE D B Firmicutes fNCE 3 % Clostridium % Lactobacillus 133 3 52 % &
TEIRERD D, L2, WBEPEENTH > 2B RIZE S 2 v 7 1 AXEPIREERUC
L2BEFRAPEETH 2 LEZ LN TW223(86,87], HHLL 7= FLEEE 2358 N CHbiE 3

&0 IERE R <, BIECIRFLERRE IC X 2 BIG1E N 2 D hRh 5 (3 fth o 22K ¢ FEHH &
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NTVEDTEAVPEEALNS LI IChoTEE, ZOEZEZEMNT S X5 IR
N7-FLUEE % LA L 72 B AORHB RS X 2 PEEEIEHE88] e ft v A4 L 2 &R [89] 7n &R &
N7 FBREIEEUC X 2 2R 0HEEML T 5,

Z T T AW IR F, BAEGOZA, HEA R, AR AECEER A L Ak
ENC XD BEINT B ERMEIR[90] & INEILER U 7= FLEE R Enterococcus faecalisKH2 # (LU
KH2) $8HUC X b fiftdeT % 7\ %>, Terminal Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism

(T-RFLP) #ExHAW-BHNME O GERE X OB 27— [91], HAZERE AT R
(Consti—pation Assessment Scale, CAS) -MT[92, 93] % #5181 7 5 4 R {HHE & Hik % 7
otz £7. BARNNE, BRARAE., RMHIMIRA ., A, L mEE 2T

KH2 o OERIC B 3 B4t owWTREEL 72,

281 MR STk
Wse 7 ¥4 v

7 VX LEEHER T 7 & A0 RAT R HOEGEARR R < TR L 72, WHIEEH IR LR
ENEEOR 2 A7 27 ) =y 7 CREHGIIX) Ol Baic TORKR 27 OkF S
1506-1505-NN01-01-TC), sdBaZhnicxf L <id, BBRNEA 2+ c 3 LB Sm~o
FEZEC TR %, 720 AR E T2 EFERIRICEET 2 mBlfE s L~
YEFESICANY . EAmEIC T ORCE LEM L 2, BB KB~ 0 St 2k
CNLAY 7+ —nFavey 2L, BEROTTE - EANERS LUERIECOWT
T gL 2 ECHORBRICSIME LU E 2 WHRE & L, BIRE I PEEDNE 2 ~5 [H]
DEF R HARNKA (30~59 %) xR e Lz, BBOSICH . ROFM% R

el L7z, OFEMMES. LA, LIEEORROBIUEREL S 5%, @UEMB), REIK.
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FFREsE, BE. BmEREE. Vv ~F. BRRE, REREE. SiE, mUsRREEs (8
BHEREZ. HiEE. KIBEEELED). 2ofhoBEERECHREhoE. QEHES (%
T ED) xEHAL W E, ORBERCES T2 L Bbnsa—r b, 4 ) T,
MR Z HE2 S BIRL T 2H, OF7 LF— (EaSEEE T EES) 25 2%, ©
W 3ERIC, EMAEDOE L L 72 &. OBEE, @3y 7' 2 v P eRERBRCEMZH
TERICHEILL T» 28, O R, BAF. & 2 IR IR T 2 2R 0 5 24,
OFFHBFHLATO 3 2 AR B W b OBRABICSIN L T2, O ofth, 5%
BAEERM S AGER O R & U CARdEy) &l L 7%, BRE IZED o - g 0@ b
BRL, BRBEREZET, TN TCORBAERS L OCEEEEEZE X v, BRERTHIZHGE L
WEEOMEEN ZTh v, BRINZITH 6 Kl oMEZEET 5, FERHAR H I35 L
NOBIGIEMICES S 2 Loz 430 - LS. 2 -2 b 4 Y o8, FLBRRESF 085
72X CHERL 2V, BRSO BINOFME, AR > W HGEICEHR SR L. 8
s 1AM s X BRI o @ HEE (HAF. flof M, JisE, IR, R, &’
PRk, FrRtEIE) ZECEL 72, $7-. KH2 0fEHUT 100mg/H & LECA & L, ¥ BkICKE
7k ¥a s 5 L HcBEL . BEUHIE 1ERE Lz, M. 772 R KH2 0fRbY & L

TTFFAM) vEHWE,

FHIIE H 5 X OV T

FEFHMIEE & L TN ZHE L 72, T, RindOUEL 72774 ~—% v + T
fii DNA % PCR g L. HIREERIC X 2ElE., 7772 v 2T 5 T-
RFLP(Terminal Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism) % fiv» 7= [94], SERZ N

DHE(H % T-RFLP 1% o871 L. Bifidobacterium. Lactobacillales H . Bacteroides. Prevotella,
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Clostridium cluster 1V, Clostridium subcluster XIVa, Clostridium cluster IX Clostridium
cluster XI. Clostridium cluster XVIIL, others @ (56X % 3 L 7z, #HEOREUL, FREF
v b (REHT 2 2 A A TK) BT,

CAS-MT, {EEAY7 =% FAVHHEICH 3 2 ARAEREZ I L 72, M. CAS-MT iIc X %
MEHE X, [BEPRoZECWNEEL)] [P RER D75 [EORE A D78\ ]

MENGICEEAS TSN L T 2 & U [HHERF DAL DA 255 5 | ED RV 7w ] TEA3 [
CTHHT W] TR U A B KEEED B 2 | T, HHEAE NI E BRAERSRIFCH S 2 &
EEWT D, —HOMEBA T — % AW EOTRGH I, K2 AT 8@ v I JH L,
AT 2D ORBRE ¥, IR DKERO TR, PEHEE 2| [0k, Kl
M, HEHEEER P eE | [2@kc, KEICERLED 2 | [TEXL ThriF s | [fFR
ThHOhRKE] IERT, REICHTBERS 2 | [FRT, BOEITHLES 2 | 8RR,
FLRRREFELYVIFOHEDOLIZR)] THo7z,

RIE7—H—& LT, @& CRP (LA 77 v 7 ZEHEEE) # il o CRP % HIE
L7,

REMEOFHIEICEI L Cid, SEHNE, HERE. IRRE., REIMEREZ E L 72, F1F
HIE, BERE. PRRE. RIMZEREA RO Z 77 27 Y =y 710 TT v, R
WREIIRASH LST A 7 4 =V A~FGEL 720 BARMIE 1. B &K, (KHE, body mass index

(BMID). RIEM R Z5HliEE & L, RIS RECHE L. fKE L BMI, KlEITFEIT
ZEUS9.9 (BR&HMF AT 4 7 7) ZEHL CHE L 7z, BB, IGEHInE. L&
B, MRéa%z EFIEEE ES-P730 (7 A at) 2 HWHPE L7z, AL, R
ZhNE X 0 R % 25ml $REL L. Aution Mini Am-4290 (7 — 2 L 4 #kX&th) & B (E#H:

- IEEMESN: £ 1+, 2+, 3+, 4+). 7 F U HOEFME: -, EFEMES: £ 1+, 2+, 3+, 44),
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yae) =7 v EFE: B, EFEMES: 1+ 24+, 3+, 44). v Y ey (EF{E: -, 1E
FAESb: 140 24, 3+, 44). 7 b VIRQEFAE: -, IEFEMES: =0 1+ 2+, 3+, 44). pH(E
HM8:5.0-7.5, IEHESN:4.5 LU, 8.0 BLL), WIMGEFE: - IEFMES: £ 1+, 2+, 3+) %
I U 7 o R 13 SRS N O FIRIM %2 13 ml #R1L L AST (GOT).ALT (GPT),
y-GTP, ALP, LD (LDH). LAP, #&EH. RFEEZR. 7L 75 =, K. CK, IiF7

S—¥_ #alrxFyu—nL, HDL-2aLv xFu— LDL-2LXFu—1A, FYZ Y +xY

/11

F (TG: J:RgRE). GEEEREIAEE. s rva— R, ~& 27 v v Alc (HbAlc: NGSP), 7'V
a7 Iy, HIMEREL RIMEkE, ~€e7vvy, ~~<r2 Yy ME, /M., MCV
CEF¥HRIMERARE). MCH (FERIMER A E), MCHC CEF¥ERIMER (0 RERAE), HIIBRk{ER %

IhrL 72,

5 R N (4

RBSINCRE L2 E 1T 42 4T, 205 bRHRZPERIEHEIC XY 12 B2 L 72, &
WHAEZ, R 27 ) —= v VREICE T 25N 7 0 — 7 E T Bifidobacterium O \5HEH%
BWHTH o7z, 30 L ARRBRICHA AN, FUREFHEEHE (KH2#) 15 &4 L AME L T *
Z MY VICEEBZ T IR REE S 4T oI, TV X LICEN T 72, BT L, StatLight

#11 Ver. 2.10 (v 7 2 Z({0) % H\CEIfF T 7=,

IR UL
KL DT T — X2y M, 3770 —T %y b & L7k, KWEICEH T % Full Analysis
Set (FAS) DIEFIL, BEFIEGI L Y [H Y T oz A DT Z Z T 7 fEH] ], [RRE

Ml Sl %l 72 X 7 WIEG (FEEZWNC X 0 W RAMEE & HE S hTv ZAEH1 . BT ICE
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]I N FBINICHIE ATRE 70 R EE BB - BRAMVEHE ISl 3 2 5EHD )L [ 7 v £ 2 LA A
ZEHRZFTORWIES [ 7 v X 2LED T — 2 B2 WiEH] 2RI L7zbo e L
THY, ¥ 77—y FIZFAS XV [R—2 74 VEEOPHEH S 6 HELEDES]
ZERAL72b D& L7, RERIELEI, BBREmAEL 77 AR T2 2 L e L, FIfE
LR A TR L e, BT (R—2J 4 v) LZAEOHEIL Student @ ¢ BUE, HHL1
HEHOMEMDO B IET R —R T4 v e T8, BrEER T & L Lo Enhr
(ANCOVA) A7z, Ko pH & LI, FHfE & R 2E T/ L, Student D t i
ExHGTHERER L7z, 7Py, ERE, vy, vee) /=57y g, 7t
VR, FRAHERE. BIMERIZ. IEE E 2 BI5GB ICEE S T 2 /O n lER L, A4
FMRE &2 I CRERILER L 720 3 X COMEEHENT 12, SPSSver.23.0 (HAT7 A4 + & —+ T 4
HRAatt) 2 L, AEUKYE 590K o mfIlE & L. P<0.05 Z HEA, 0.1 ZMHmES

De Lz, b, HIRFICKVRET 2LHELEFERL AV DL LT,

«
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Fig.4-1 ICRABRSINE DB 7 7 —F v — b &R L7z, fBEUAR %28 L 285, 28
25100%TH > 72, & o T, EHTRRE L full analysisset TH ., KH2 #ETIF 15 4 (B4
3%, K124, 42916.275%). 77 FEECix 154 (BS54, K10 4, 42.3£8.1
K) TH ol Iad, RBRCED - FMERIEL 2-5 B D R OHiPH % S 7= F o3 iR S i rz
Tehn, HERBPED -HHEZBEZ CW2E 5 LERIL BN D EEL 72, B8
INFERTIZ KH2 BT 10 & (B2 #. K8 4. 39.7+6.6 ). 77 FEETIX 15 £

(B34, LM 12 4. 42.926.6 /%) TH o 77, NN RF 05T Table4-1 1SR L 72,
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15 PR A R 5

T-RFLP £ & 2 IR #RIC O W C O OfE R 2R 2 1SR L7z, FREICE W THE
HUiio KH2 B L 77 ¢ RBf & ORIC Bacteroides fHRICHEA (P = 0.01), HE#%O
Clostridium cluster IV 5 HFRICHERE (P =0.02) 207, F7-. HHGHTE B 1 ERZ
D EBHROZALEIC D WTHT L 2455, Clostridiumcluster Vi = (P=0.003) D0

DRD B NI,

H R RER

{EBHEEIC X 2 HHEIRRE DRl (CAS) 555, HEEHEL HHEEES X OCHHERICBIT 2
TRz R 3 IR L7z, CAS-MT CoOffio HEAERFHM X, KH2 ffe 77 2 FiEEL b i
WYL CTEY, 2 FROZITED bNnd o 72, PHEHEY/ES X OCHEFERE/EICEE L Tt
KH2 #, 77 v R#EL QICBAEIML 72, LA L. HEERE (E/8) o228 KH2 #BE T
HEIC (p=0.01) BN L. ZfLBEiIcH\ T KH2 BEOHHER 1ZH 2= (p=0.01) 18 L 7=,

HOZRICE L Tk, BEEICEEEIRD bk d o 7,

RIE=— 71—
KH2 #& 77 2 REEOFENELEL & BRI O R 2K 4 1SR LTz WTFNOHIKTHH

BAEIRD N T2,

AR
BHRIE, SR A R 5, R % 6, RIIMRIRERE T2 K 7 108 L7, FIRIE,
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A, RIREICE W CTIE 7 7 v KR, KH2 BEE b ICBIETR. 2B BRI
0 HNTRH o 72,

KWIMERE IC B Wik, 772K E KH2 BRI o2 E (BIHT~HE 18
M%) CHEZZD b7z HH X, MCHC(p=0.013), #FHEHER*E (p=0.03). HEkE (p=
0.015), #FHEHEREL (p=0.011) TH o7z, 7. AEAEPRD bN-HHA OZ(L RVl
iZ. MCHC (77 & REf: 0 %, KH2 £ : -0.9 %), (KK (77 KB 0 %, KH2
#:0.4%), BIRE (772 F8f:59.6/uL, KH2 8 : -23.4/p L), IHERERE (7 7+
AR 3.1/ pul, KH2EE 157/ uL)TH o 72, 7=, HFHEKOZE CEAZERZD &
NW7-IHH X, MCH (p=0.099). JRFEEFHE (p=0.057) TH o7, HREIRD b N7ZHH
DAL EFHEMEIX, MCH (7 7 € 8 : 0.4pg. KH2 #: -0.5pg). IREER (77w FHf:
-1.1 mg/dL, KH2# : 1.5 mg/dL) TH o7z, Lo L, WTFNOFEZED EFNICHED H
2Tk h oz, £/, KH2 BRUC X 2 EHAMED H 2 2{b. AEEROME 375

AERS N DR IE IR L 72 2 & 2 sABRE A EERT 23T L 72,
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Fig.4-1 Study participant tracking flow chart
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Table 4-1 Background of study participants in subgroups (fewer than 6 days of defecation),

(intergroup comparison / placebo and KH2 group)

77w REE (hn=15) KH2#% (n = 10) HEHER
TR SB4: 3 (20.0%) 24 12 (80.0%) SB4: 2 (20.0%) 21 8 (80.0%) 1.00
-301% B 1 (6.7%) ZE: 4 (26.7%) i1 (10.0%) 24 3 (30.0%) -
—401% Bi4: 2 (13.3%) Z1%: 6 (40.0%) B4 1 (10.0%) 1% 4 (40.0%) -
—-501% S1: 0 (0.0%) otk 2 (13.3%) St: 0 (0.0%) 2 1(10.0%) -
F#h (R) Mean + SD:42.9 + 6.2 Mean + SD:39.7 + 6.6 0.23
5& (cm) Mean * SD: 160.5 + 8.1 Mean * SD: 160.3 + 8.0 0.95
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Table 4-2 Gut microbiota (comparison between groups / placebo group, KH2 group)

Before intake After 1 week of intake Amount of change (before intake — After 1 week of intake) p value
« rpocps ; placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group
inspection item unit Amount of
n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 Before After dhaom
Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CIl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+
Bifidobacterium % 89 5.9 12.0 10.2 6.0 145 128 7.9 17.8 104 36 171 39 -2.4 102 0.1 -4.8 5.0 061 0.50 0.40
Lactobacillales % 45 28 6.2 35 04 6.6 40 2.4 56 18 12 24 -0.5 -1.9 0.9 -17 -4.8 14 0.56 0.06 0.45
Bacteroides % 335 28.0 39.0 44.3 393 49.4 377 318 43.6 439 385 494 43 -05 9.0 -04 -45 38 0.01% 070 0.19
Prevotells % 46 0.5 87 0.7 -0.6 20 75 -0.1 151 2.6 -17 7.0 29 -2.8 85 19 -2.5 6.3 0.15 0.98
Clestridium cluster IV % 116 2 16.1 5.8 25 9.1 7.3 4.2 10.5 74 45 103 -4.3 -6.9 -1.7 16 -0.1 33 0.08 0.02*
Clastridium subcluster XIVa % 22.0 183 257 22.0 18.2 25.8 17.2 147 19.7 208 17.3 243 -4.8 -8.6 -1.0 -12 -6.2 39 1.00 0.11
Clestridium cluster IX % 29 1.9 39 14 0.0 28 42 2.7 5.6 4.0 0.6 74 1.2 -0.6 31 2.6 -0.4 5.6 0.09 0.79
Clostridium cluster X1 % 08 03 13 09 0.3 14 13 0.5 22 07 0.2 1.2 0.5 -0.2 11 -0.1 -11 0.8 0.94 0.29
Clestridium cluster XVl % 15 0.9 21 23 11 34 15 0.8 22 1.6 10 2.1 0.0 -1.0 0.9 -0.7 -1.8 04 0.20 0.96
others % 9.6 5.6 135 88 6.3 11.4 6.5 5.1 79 6.7 57 7.8 -31 -6.5 0.3 =21 -4.2 0.0 0.78 0.61
# 1 p=0.05, 3#:3¥ : p<0.01, Mean and 95 percent confidence interval
Table 4-3 Status of bowel movements (comparison between groups / placebo group, KH2 group)
Before intake After 1 week of intake Amount of change e p value
; e y placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group
inspection item unit
n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 Alter
Mean 95%CI- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CI- 95%CH+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CIl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+
CAS point point 43 27 6.0 5.6 33 79 2.2 13 31 26 13 39 -21 -3.8 -0.4 -3.0 -5.1 -09 0.38 0.83 0.53
gHEOH day/week 35 29 41 34 25 43 5.1 45 5.6 48 39 5.7 16 0.7 25 14 0.4 2.4 0.90 0.62 0.77
BrHERE count/week 36 3.0 42 37 28 46 53 4.8 5.8 5.2 4.2 6.2 17 10 24 15 04 2.6 0.85 0.77 0.72
HrES volume/day 28 22 34 2.4 18 31 28 23 33 36 28 43 0.0 -0.5 04 12 0.4 19 0.40 0.0r* 0.01°%
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Table 4-4 Inflammatory marker (comparison between groups / placebo group, KH2

Before intake fter 1 week of intake Amount of change (belore inlsie - Aller 1 wesk o p value
o i placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group
nspection iter  unit
n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 Belore A
Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CI- 95%Cl+ Mean 9%%CI- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+
CRP mg/dL  0.039 0.017 0.062 0.082 0.010 0.154 0.047 0.026 0.069 0.040 0.028 0.051 0.008 -0.013 0.028 -0.043 -0.116 0.030 021 0.43 0.14
Mean and 95 percent confidence interval
Table 4-5 Physical examination (comparison between groups / placebo group, KH2 group)
Before intake Afler 1 week of intake ec § ictake p value
henecion Lam uait placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group KH2 group
n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 n=10
Mean Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl+  Mean 95%CI Mean Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cly
slature cm 180.5 1803 1553 1652 0.95
body w kg 538 473 59.9 6509 53.5 471 0.4 03 10 0.0 13 12 0.71 0.50 0.54
BMI kg/ i’ 20.8 188 2.7 228 20.7 188 05 04 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.66 0.98 0.90
body fat % 191 249 250 0.2 13 17 0.3 15 0.8 0.9 0.61 0.61
systolic blood pressure  mmHg 116.2 1127 197 1141 108.8 1195 20 186 586 2.2 34 L7 0.32 0.75 0.95
diastolic blood pressure mmHg 732 77.1 738 3.7 58.8 86 0.5 27 38 08 53 37 0.22 0.84 0.64
heart rate bpm T21 718.2 743 723 57.3 13 0.2 33 3.7 21 8.7 4.5 0.06 0.80 0.51

Mean and 95 percent confidence interval
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Table 4-6 Urine test (comparison between groups / placebo group, KH2 group)

Betfore intake After 1 week of intake Amount of change (vefore Aller 1 weekol ) p value
placebogroup KH2 group placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group
n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10
BEEH Revioiint ot
False False False False Befory charge
normal positves/ normal positves/ normal positves/ normal positves/ Mean sp Mean sSD
positives positives positives positives
urinary sugar 15.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 15.0 0.0 9.0 1.0 N.A 0.0
urinary proteins 12.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 13.0 2.0 7.0 3.0 0.65 0.61
bilirubin 140 1.0 10.0 0.0 15.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 1.00 N.A
urobilinogen 15.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 140 1.0 10.0 0.0 N.A. 1.00
occult blood 13.0 2.0 9.0 1.0 9.0 6.0 8.0 2.0 1.00 0.40
letone body 13.0 2.0 8.0 2.0 120 1.0 9.0 1.0 1.00 1.00
nitrite 15.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 15.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 N.A N.A.
white blood cell 12.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 12.0 3.0 9.0 1.0 0.65 0.63
Mean 95%CI- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CIl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CI- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CIl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%CI- 95%Cl+

pH 59 56 6.3 57 5.3 6.0 58 b4 6.2 6.0 55 6.4 -0.1 -0.4 0.2 0.3 -0.2 0.8 0.31 0.72 0.19
specific gravity 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.39 0.19 0.78

N.A. : not available, Mean and 95 percent confidence interval
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Table 4-7 Blood test (comparison between groups / placebo group, KH2 group)

Before intake

After Lweshof intake Amount of change (before ptake —Adter I weak of plake) pvalus
3 o » placebo group KH2group placsbogroup KH2 group placebo sroup KH2 group
inspection item reference value unit — =
n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 Betore RS
Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 93%Cl- 93%Cl+ Mean 93%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 93%Cl 93%Cl+
white blood cell count 3300-9000 Jul 5126.7 45457 5707.6 51000 4698.3 55017 £399.5 4151.7 58483 5933 556 11311 -1 -9023 7023 0.93 0.15 0.16
male : 430-370 - . u R et s
red blood cell count 4462 4235 4689 4321 4022 4620 4493 4284 4282 3910 4654 31 -101 1.4 -39 -23.7 15.9 0.46 047 0.55
female : 380-300
2 male : 13.5-17.5 2 X o
hemoglobin 13.2 124 1490 132 125 1490 135 127 143 23 117 112 0.3 0.7 -0.3 -12 0. 022 0.21
female : 11.5-15.0
g male: 39.7-52.4 = . o gy e -
hem atocrit % 413 393 433 408 388 431 401 2 411 a3 -0.3 20 0. -28 30 0.80 0.60 0.62
female : 34.8-45.0
platelet count 14.0-340 ¥10°/ ul 235 27 27 22 313 26.9 249 289 283 225 14 0.2 29 13 -16 42 0.47 0388 0.93
MCV 85-102 fL 3039 944 95.1 931 97.1 93.8 922 95.4 9.0 914 L1 -0.2 29 0. -30 12 0.09 031 0.90
MCH 28.0-34.0 oE 89 30.2 307 30.0 314 0.0 294 30.5 0.2 84 0.4 0.2 0.6 -0.5 -17 0.7 004" 005° o010
MCHC 0.2-35.1 % 314 324 32 3L7 329 319 313 329 314 30.6 0.0 -04 0.5 -0.9 -14 -0.4 0. 002*% o01*
neutrophil rate 40.0-75.0 % 50.1 63.1 6l3 56.6 659 584 527 64.1 397 56.0 18 -14 439 -1.6 -34 23 031 039 0.20
lymphocyte rate 18.0-49.0 % 93 0.3 304 263 352 2.0 268 7.2 313 274 5.2 -28 -5.6 0.0 0.5 =25 35 025 0.14
monocyte rat 2.0-100 % 3T 82 5.7 42 6.6 5.1 41 X ] 5.5 47 6.3 0.7 0.0 14 -0.2 -08 035 048 0.11
eosinophil rate 0.0-8.0 % 35 22 17 17 11 33 25 52 ! 14 3.6 0.4 -0.2 1.0 03 -0.1 18 ©08T 0.38
basophil rate 0.0-2.0 % 08 0.5 08 0.6 0 0.8 06 0.5 08 10 0 13 0.0 -0.2 0.1 0. 0.2 06 0.81 000" 0.00
neutrophil count - ful 2958.4 24251 34916 31392 27513 35271 3401.3 27983 4004.2 29969 24441 35497 4429 -234 9087 -l423 490.1 0.63 018 0.15
lymphocyte count - Jul 1735.5 14584 20126 15579 1313.0 18029 1771.3 14856 2057.1 135645 12344 18946 358 -1275 1992 6.3 9Ly 0.39 075 0.82
monocyte count - /ul 2239 ig28 2650 2893 2460 3327 2835 2483 206 2659 2293 02.5 59.6 26 96.6 -234 280 005" 014 0.01°
eosinophil count - ful 1770 1079 246l 835 52.9 1141 2290 1431 3148 1270 613 1925 519 20.7 83.2 438 1014 0.05 083 0.7
basophil count - L 3L 231 408 0.0 18.7 413 35.0 268 432 457 2.0 394 31 =27 s 15.7 221 0.79 0oL’




Table 4-7 (continuation)

Befors intake After Lwesh of intale Amount of change Before paie - After 1 weekof Flake) pvalue
3 W, 2 placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group placebo group KH2 group
inspection item reference value unit
n=15 n=10 n=15 n=10 n=13 n=10 ke pre
Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl 95%Cl+ Mean 93%Cl- 95%Cl+ Mean 93%Cl 95%Cl+ Mean 95%Cl- 95%Cl+
AST (GOT) 10-40 179 147 212 19.0 147 233 211 159 %6 208 143 21, 31 2 24 18 -33 €3 0.70 078 .74
ALT (GPT) 5-45 143 9.1 195 15.1 114 188 183 103 264 16.9 123 215 41 -48 127 18 -33 69 0.82
male : 80LLTF By = = i
y-GT (y-GTP} > o 1 139 20.6 27 184 270 207 154 260 256 189 323 34 0.5 63 239 -12 0.06 037 0.84
female : 305F
ALP 100-325 u/L 1552 1363 173.2 1412 2052 1627 1434 1821 1739 1380 209.8 -11 16.1 0.7 -19.1 205 032 059 049
LD (LDH) 120-240 u/L 1721 1577 1732 1607 1857 1799 1642 1957 1710 1514 1906 -1.2 16.8 =22 -13.1 87 092 013 018
le:
LaP e .GHS. u/L 163 433 438 453 414 51.2 485 523 523 21 -4 18 0.9 -18 34 0.9 053 052
female : 37-61
total bilirubin 02-12 me/dL 0.9 07 11 08 0.6 11 0.8 07 10 0.8 05 10 -01 -3 0.1 0.0 -03 0.2 066 094 084
direct bilirubin 00-02 mg/dL 0.1 o1 0.1 0.1 0.1 02 0.1 01 0.1 0.1 0. 0.1 00 0.0 00 0.0 00 0.0 087 083 077
indirect bilirubin 02-10 mg/dL 0.8 06 (11 ] 07 0.5 03 0.7 06 0.3 0.7 05 0.9 -01 -2 0.1 0.0 -02 0.2 0.61 088 0.8
g male : 234-493 o5 2 x . o
cholinesterase (ChE) y 2 u/L 823 2459 3178 2839 2438 3300 2919 2607 323.2 2858 240.2 351.0 98 -2.0 212 5.7 3354 0381 0.79
female : 200-432
T 20-120 u 8.0 a7 T4 7 66 88 5.8 2 -02 -6 2 -0.2 -03 04 066 0.99
total protein 6.7-83 g/dL 2 6.7 T4 7.3 72 74 7.0 7.3 0.1 0.0 03 -0.1 -04 0.3 007 0.26
urezs nitrogen 8.0-200 me/dl 116 9.3 13.0 105 83 17 127 113 -11 27 035 15 -05 3.3 003 ¢ 0.06
or male : 0.61-1.04 s = 2 = = o 2
creatining _. mgldL 08 0.7 07 0.8 07 0.7 06 0.7 0.7 06 0.8 00 0.0 01 0.0 -0l 0.1 093 085 063
female : 0.47-0.79
male : 38-70
me/dl 43 33 5.1 50 3.9 &l A7 41 53 48 40 5.6 0.1 -0.2 05 -0.3 -12 0.6 042 060 038
female : 2.3-7.0
male : §0-270
CK u/L 1287 519 2055 107.8 668 1488 1477 202 2715.1 8.1 36.4 119.8 19.0 -349 [ -197 -6L.7 223 069 035 032
female : 40-150
sodium 137-147 1400 14135 1407 1395 1419 1401 1393 1410 1408 1419 -06 -135 03 0.1 -10 12 096 030 035
potassium 35-30 38 11 39 3.7 41 3.9 37 41 41 43 -0.1 -0.2 01 0.2 090 0.3 0.61 014 0.11
chloride 98-108 1021 1012 1029 025 101.2 1038 101.3 1006 10l9 026 1014 1038 -038 -18 02 0.1 -10 12 056 007 0.25
cakium 84-104 2.4 2 9.8 94 9.2 & 9.5 93 9.7 9.2 90 9.3 0.1 .0 02 -05 0.2 084 008 017
inorganic phosphorus 25-45 40 43 38 31 41 39 36 43 38 34 42 00 -0.3 02 -03 0.7 0.18 082 038
’ male : 50-200 > x - - 2
serumiron 1059 89.1 1227 923 652 1206 1034 828 1240 95.4 62.7 1281 -25 226 25 292 0.41 031 0.80
female : 40-180
serum amylass 40-122 u/L 715 62:2 726 518 934 745 849 840 70.1 358 806 .0 -1.5 5 =23 101 0.91 024
total cholesterol 120-219 mg/dL 2014 1859 2169 1809 161.9 1999 2150 1956 2344 1899 1669 2129 136 1.0 26.2 9.0 256 0.12 057
male : 40-85 o e - 2 e .
HDL cholzsterol 3 & me/dL £9.5 6L.7 65.8 745 695 39.9 69.2 60.5 73 00 -39 3 34 -21 89 055 033 032
female : 40-33
LDL cholesterol 63-139 mg/dl 1158 1021 1295 97.8 800 123.0 1100 1360 1024 80.7 1241 12 173 46 -84 176 013 048 076
triglycerice 30-149 mg/dL 70.9 516 90.3 70.6 513 1045 154.2 83.6 524 1148 335 725 130 -1 341 098 042 044
free fatty acio 0.10-0.90 mEa/L 0.6 c4 0.7 05 04 0.6 0.7 04 02 0.6 00 02 -02 0.0 084 011 021
glucose 70-109 mg/dL 783 75.6 813 85.0 76.1 804 8.6 7438 824 04 38 -84 -15.2 24 012 073 012
HbAlc (NGSP) 45-8.2 % 5.2 51 5.3 50 48 52 53 8.1 413 5.2 00 0l 0.0 -01 0.2 0.11 013 0.89
glycoalbumin 123-18.5 % 145 139 15.2 1490 133 148 2 143 136 130 143 -03 -0.5 -02 -0.4 -ce -0.2 032 063 0.62

: p<0.01, Mean angd 95 percent confidence interval

62



A HR

KRB D B3, MMEGEELE L 7-FLBEE CH 3 E.faecalis KH2 DREHEEIUAM RS
(HEfEASE 2~5 [B)TH 5 30 AL 59 LA o HAR A A O RGNME# 5 X OHEE I
BRIETHELIHET 2 2L Th Y, FEFHEHE X, T-RFLP Ex w28l icE
N3N 7 v — 7 ORIE L LR O BN ERE % 38l L 72, % O #5R ., BHATD Bacteroides,
BE. D Clostridium cluster VD HERIC T 7 2 R EEL KH2 B L oficzZ (p < 0.05) 2
RO O, fOME I L CTIRENRD b o7z, %72, Clostridiumcluster VD
A EOHRHIEIC B VT, 77 2 REEAMBEGHT 11.6% <0 LRHEL 1ER% 203 7.3% & I
ML THEDIR L, KH2 BECIEIGETA 5.8%., {8E 1 HEB&KS 7.4% TN L Twiz,
oI LEMEICOWTH EHEOZEZ KD, MEHOZ(LRICHERAELRH 2
DEHT L 72, % DFER, KH2 #£D Clostridium cluster IVIC D BH E 72 ABH0 bhtz, <
DGR 5, KH2 OFBHUL, Clostridium cluster VD 5 HR DR, & 2 i@
TR I NS, A DFEML 7234 7 v b ikbk (KH2 B OIEE M - BT i)
CEBWTd, KH2 OEET Clostridiumcluster VO HHEXR 2 HFEIC EF L, & 5ic CAS-
MT DI X O RO UGS R S 1L 2 RERAF O N T 7o, Efaecalis KH2 OEHLA
Clostridium cluster IV®D 5H KD H 2 3BT < 2 & CHEEICHE T 3 2 L 23
EI NI,

fEE I -2 BEAER X, KH2 #E e 77 e RRHC BT 2 HHEHE. 3 X OHHEREIL 2
HLOABICHEMLEMICB T2 G8EOE T D ON L o7z, TNUE, 77 v RRIH
Nz effeflcnsz, LaL, PHERICHN L CIZ KH2 BECoAFEICHML 72, 2 DR,
5. KH2 BEUIHHEOME ICEE IR bbb oD, PE—[EY2 ) 0B 28N ¢

% A[RENEDSE 2 b B, CAS-MT CTofffko HREAEIREFE 13, KH2 #fe 77 v FfEL b i
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WO LTHY 2 B OEIZED b ad - 7225, BHETD S8 1ERZIC» T ToZq
Eik, ©% KH2 #0077 ARKE CTEFIEZ M X ¢ iE CAS-MT i Th HFEREZG
52 ENTEBARENEDL D 5, @HGEE CAS-MT ZH W7 HHEDliZ £ & 3 & PEH
BIEICHE X RS DOD, 1 [AlH 72 ) OPEESEAL T/ & AHBHL 72, ik, A
LR L0 AN 3 R & i & T B o PuEIC PR ¢ & WiRE L E
#FIN3[95], Fio. KEWMLBRFEED vy I 2ALH I, BERCHE 3 HREOHE
{, ATFIEIGEAZE RS 7 & 25 ERL D BTk & X n72[96], AHBRDIER T H 2 PHER OB
i3 BREROIE T ICHF LT % & 2 O UERWEL I c EPHER ORI, N7 rn—F
DAEE & Clostridium cluster IVD FE R OB F 72 (2R A5 L T 2 WTREMED 2,
LAEDRFFE T Clostridium cluster IV 35 X O° Clostridium subcluster XIVa (35845
(RFH 6 UTDb T, Wi, 7muet vk, i SHEBARCZET). PCoiiEL
FEAE L[97]. #IE T #AE (Treg) % #7538 3 2 T[98, 99 L BIFES 5 C L ARG S T
%, FESHEIRIAEE (3 K5 O K % R L C I o EBhEE) % et 5 [100-102], F7-. A
X 7 BRI 10 b RIS 2 2 I N & . B b B AR AT o0 3l A {23 L [103, 104,
claudin-2, occludin 7 & FBAARIREBRAEACE I O FE B %58 U T tight junction DIETTICH 5
U RO BEICE - TW 3 &2 5 T»5[105, 1061, % 72 E RGO PN ) < Treg
HHRL 23 IHALE O RIEZ EERICHIFI L T 2585 23T ZHL 2107 o Tnip s, @
72 S IEE & I L RIE DR BB D o T v 3 AlEEME X v, KH2 O fBEAS Clostridium
cluster IVORMERF - M@ = | IHPEE O S ARMAER: ({8 < ATREME AR X7 & L IERE
BEEEC, Ky —7 v —2 AL EOBNMEE ORI X Y, WEEHKL T
2 EEAME CTH 5 Firmicutes . T Clostridium H DM # & Bacteroides "

Bacteroides B DI 23 %74 v b7 — 27 Z{E D [105], W#EOEHEE 2R > TnwE 2 &8
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oI ENT w3, SROMERTIIEIETD 77wt e KH2 BED Bacteroides 5%
ICHEDAENRD LN, T2 WE L705, SHRIEFBEZC L, FRiomEICL Y
Bacteroides iR NF Uic 72 3 & 5 1CHE Y 43 T, Bacteroides J& Dl & Clostridium &
DO & DHEAEMICS 2 5 KH2 BELD 528 D T 1 Bk 3% 7= 11 % , Clostridium cluster
IVid, BN O RAEDIIHI LR R L %2Rl > T2 2 L2 fHI N BNME b & 5
(98], L CRP D FBIE L, B IERNE 2 -CmpE IBREERE 72 & OBIRICBEG L Tw» 3
[107, 108], % =T, ARBRIZEIRAT 7 AL L LT, M oEKE CRP 2HlE L 7=,
WINOHIRICE W T HEERZITED bNkd o7, KH2 FECIFERREA L Tw
72 (R D). 5% KH2 BRICBT 2 RE~——%2FET v b 74 & LBRERE FhE L.
RIEDEIRIER 235380 b, E.faecalisKH2 D77 2if R kb e #E2Tnw3, £
7o REVFHMIEH & U<, EEETE EE ERSE I B ARIE - AR, JRRE. KA
WREZEML 72, MEREICE T HOHEBICE W THRRZ#HTED bnp, T
NHIHEMHN CORMALE TH L L6 KH2 KERT 2ZEHTRAVEEZ LT,
Lo T, KH2 oBHUCH: 5 EEMICRHED & 2 ZL I3 0 b iz d o 7z,

B L 7= FLBE R Enterococcus faecalis KH2 ¥k % HHEA5E 2-5 [l HA AR 158
MAEFEIEE X & 7245 . PEEE N LB E 2 R L 72 C & R bz, Iz,
Clostridium cluster IV 5EHE OIS CRP fli2> OKIENFH O A 28R 215 2 L 23T
&7z, 7z, RAMICEET 2 MAM R O, BEIUTH S BIERIZ & < Rtk chEzR v

DAL LN,
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955 %

FLER R O /KB FIC X 2 4 v 7 v = v IR R~ 0

B1E f4S

KRETIE, 4 v 7T v F T 40 ZERGRiE, EREEE R L2 RREFLEER (Efaccalis
KH2) 1chf L, 3l & 3H5E L 72 R O BB TR D BAR % 17 75 o 720 yRAL I3 A HE 2R
TFREWZ T CThEEa A MURR D% OFR D ) FME LR S5 72013
HTHb, Lol BRICEIDEL S S AR E BRS¢ CL £ 9, 2T T, BEFE
VI A Y- CEEE S & ZRERIOKEEOYE 2N X 5 2 & TKICERE L BRI
BEEDSEN S D TROFHIEE L 72 LRI R ) 2 BA%E L 72 Z ORI U 72 B R 7R
R AR & RUIE O BB R 2 Ao tE (W, PR, BT CRFil) . ~
7 Z/NGERALIC BT BERN~DIRIN, =7 24 v 7L v By 4 L 2 EGERER IC < g+

% 2 & TRyHIH L 2R EFLIRE R R | oWt X OBERENE 2 514 L 7=,

A, FURE 3T 7 ) A Y PR TR L BEF. V) T AR E—REMICHIE X
N5 X5 Y HEIRIC X 2 REABRFE RO L LT BT 2 X9 ickhoTE 2,
FLURE I E (SRS 254 TR D ERNICIY A iufbkililee~ o 7 7 =7 &
DPUFEFRMLIC X > TER S L. TLRs ° NODs 72 & DOZERIC X o CTHIKDOREHA 5
DRI NDE L THA F A EORIEBEYE 2 A L RIERICHRZ 3 L E 260
T3, ZOFE, FLBEE I A ZA BIC e T 2 M llas 5D A £ 456 25, FLELEE A
TR LML O KRE 22 LYHNICH D AL DHE L < 2 b LHEHI TN 5, AL D3R

TINTWV RO OREILRE R R 2 8 L 72 & & A FLREE L 25 EEE LR+ 9 A4
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A3 20 um LA EOBG SO MER L 7z, £ 2 TRA 1, DML AWEEIED b
PREILMBE R E BIEFEYFAF —ICTRELR RN LI TR CHEEL v X 5K
BEOWE (FF 2 MY V) ZMAKKRL L 7261 L 7= B LB E R 2 LU T olEE ©
R L 72, Wi, OREEDARFHC X 2 K8 o 40bT & R B 5 X o ERE 1
BEMEEIC X 28I, @~ 7 254 ZAMD S DHLY AL % HHMEE TR, Q=7 24 v 7

TV FREYE T % B 72 B D SR & v 72,

28 MR U7
K-l L 72 5 B LIRS B AR o 1 A

IMEE L 7= FLEB R % S E A Y F 4 3 — U UL U 72 BRICFREEE L 7 X 9 KR
P ORMMCREEDE T F A M) vE2FEMA S 2 & TRFHIME X - KL
RuelFR L 72,

Enterococcus faecalisKH2 (E. faecalisKH2 (International Patent Organism Depositary in
Japan number, NITE P-14444)) (3, 6% 2V a—2(F17 4 A LHDEHER), 2%E %
AHARZ by T4 vFv YY), 02%Y) vEE—H ) v L(EE7 40 LR, 0.1%
g~ 74> v L(EL7 4 VARDEER), 04% 27 = vE=F F Vv L(EL7 4 VL LHADE
FFE) . 0.01%ilk~ >~ 77y (B 7 4 VAHDEME), X 1U0.05%27° Y &V v - Gl
27 v (BASALE) MLR D5 IR L, 37°Cp4efC 20 B #54. 100°C, 30 vk
W L. ZRRKICCTRODEEE % 2 BT 2 W Z B L 72, Z 0, d e F 2 7L —F
TAYXY—ICTHRMEL 72 © &2 “n-LAB” & L, @iJf+E Y F 4 ¥ — (ECONIZER LABO-01,
SATE) CTUEE, HEBOTFF A MY v (NSD300, v =4 fHt) #hzx7L—F
FAY—ICTHAREL 72 D% “d-LAB” & L 7=,
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PR DMIE I X OB
R U 7= B FLRR R R D /K 3B & KL oA 5 X O RF-1E CRffili L. JR-F-H

JIBEREE C n-Lab #8152 L, EAME FHEMEE C n-LAB & d-LAB %85 L LR L 7=,

JR - BEEE (AFM5100N,  H 37 8LEFT)

JR 7 #Ef%8% (AFM : Atomic Force Microscope) (3#EEH & 30RHCER ¢ 2 R 7 %
Mg 2 2 4 T OMEMEL. AFM 8EHE. Ffib ot (B v FLo3—) DELRICEY (1T 5
NThh, oS LEBRANZMN ) CEMI &, A FLAA—DbBER—EIC
% X9 R - BURHEIBERER 7 4 — Py 2l L 728 oK FICER S 5 2 & T, RKIATER

ZHERLT 5,

EAEETHEMSFE (JSM-6510LA, HAET)

EEE FHMEESEM) X, ZREFEHEH L Cliff 2 F Y 8153 2, EFHHCcIxBE RS
CETMEFEEILTET 2, BERHL v XYL v X3, E L 7= E 7z sk LicE
FARKRy P LTERT S, EHEIA VG, BFAFY P2 (T —7) e LK L%
Bahxe s, SR OBTREH SO RE L ZEEET2RHL. E5ET0R%
FROWZ T L LTRR LD SEMET, F9EFoRAERERmOM NG c&NL T

5 7-%, SEMRICIFTFAFIoRMEESML TIN5,

BY v TR ZKRKICT 10mg/ml RE AL 721, L — 3 — [ = UOR 1 B oAl e 2
i (SALD-2300, EdtBfEAT) 1< CEHTHE 1.55-0.01 D4 ThiEED i % JIE L Pk

B IUOhRfErzHEH Lz, £72. n-LAB 3 X 00 d-LAB % ZK8/KIC 10 u g/ml 1 ¢ i
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L72bDE AV T TV 7 4 02— (poresize: 0.4 um, BEFEEMK) i m L, JR1RI5HE

s, B T AMET I TR L 72,

7 v AN TR O FLER O B85

n-LAB ¥ XU d-LAB DORN~DWINE G L 72 FLRR 2 1% 59 % 2 & T2 v Z/)
W (XA ZAHR) TOWIN % HOEBAMEE CBIZE L. TR o Bn & L L — 3 —BEfEE C
B L 7=,

FUEH % 25mg/mL 1Ic72 % X 5@ L. Cy3 (Amersham Cy3 Mono-Reactive Dye Pack,
GE Healthcare) % i/l L C (#J= £ 0.6mg/mL) B0 L 2Kl 4 v F =~ — } L 72,3000rpm,
15 4330, PBS Toti#tk. X HIC PBS % ImL Z M2 B 2 #¥fH L. Ddy ~v7 & (6 Hjif
HEPE) 12 100 AR L 2Rl Z EA L 728 V=77 v 2 4 T 1IRHA Y ¥ 2 ~—F L7,
BRI H 7=~ ADOIGE % HH L. phalloigin (Alexa Fluor™ 488 Phalloidin, Thermo
Fisher Scientific) & DAPI (Thermo Fisher Scientific) T 1 HpRi¥: L 4 ¢ BEM

(OPTIPHOTO. NIKON) # X U3t fiL — & — 9§ (LSM S5EXCITER, ZEISS) Tl

217,

< v ZPRBEARNE % FH > 72 Se ) RE o I 5E

n-LAB & X U8 d-LAB O R O ik % ~ v 2 PIEHII I A LS #E%, B8 LT o
IL-12 #HE T 3 & & THHli L 7=,

HRIEEE 1 pg/mliC72 % X 9 #FLEHE # RPMI1640 H5ih (Wako) THHEL L 2. 8 HlixD
Mt BALB/c~ v A (HARZ LT ¥ xo8v) 22 L 72~ 7 AWML % 96 v = Affifig
BB L — ML, 37°C. 5% CO 5T ChiE L 72, 24 NREER, HE E %2 M
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I¥ L . Enzyme-Linked Immuno Sorbent Assay (ELISA) iZ T IL-12 D % HI5E L 72, ELISA
TR L 7288381k, —Rbifk 8T~ v & IL-12 (p70) Piff ; BioLegend), —XPifk (&
A F vt~ A IL-12/1L-23 p40 $ifk, BioLegend), 7@ v ¥ v 7 (Block Ace Powder,

KAC ). fi#biik (HRP 7€ v, BioLegend), #HE (7 F 7 A F ALY v ; Sigma-

Aldrich), #E& (#ffzz =7 2 IL-12 (p70) (ELISA Std.). BioLegend) T 3 [71],

=Y RA VI NI YF Y [ L R R

n-LAB 5 XU d-LAB O#R DK EZ~ v AFOKGICL 24 v I v HF v 4 LR
Jeilb (7 A NREG 3 HZO v A v 2ims X RS 14 Hig o FRIPUARM, 7 4 v AR
i IgA % 45E%) 1< CEHfi L 72,

MM D 16~18g D ERFIAIEEH BALB/c =7 % (68lH) % HA SLC (F#i]. HA)
2O AF LT, EERIZ TR CTHERFLOBYEFRIREHCEVBEIEICE SN, w7 RIC
2x104PFU/50ul D4 v 7 ATy F U AN 2 BENERRE 22 H% 0 HE L, &ABE

Gmg/H) BXUBEa vy be—r e LTAHELZ I ) Vg (BUF, OSL) (0.2mg/
H) ZEHKICHERL, VAV 2o 7 HAi» b 8% 14 HE<© 1 H 2 BEO#%S5 L
720 MIABE O~ 7 ZITIZFEEKD B EROS L, B3 H B ICifis X 0SB Smlasts
i (LUF. BALF) %, 14 HH I s X C#EMHY v 7L 2L 72 (Fig.5-1), Hlifikix
Img icxf L 10 ul @ PBS 2N L 722, 10 B E A L, 1500xg. 30 53 D&t
O, EiE%EINL-80°CICfR7FE L 72, BALF IcBIL TR S =2 —L %A L 0.8ml DK
W PBS T4 mEET 5 LicXoTHINL, 1500xg T 10 riihEO L EiF sy v 7
& L7z, M#EiX 3,000xg © 10 43flE 0 L. i % [ L -20°CCRAE L 72, SRR,

FEff Img H7:9 10pL @ PBS ZiMNig, BEBPALHECREL T, @O0 T2 2Ltk
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> T L 72,

B 3 HEICEREL L 723 X O° BALF % v ZFAtho v 4 v 2 &% MDCK #iflie /L
AXY—bLD7 70T v AICXVERLZ, &Y 14 HHOIMIE S X O BALF 1355 2 &
Z0#L L 72 50% plaque reduction method % i\ > 7= A1 LA 0 3, BALF 3 X OV#E il H

P1ix ELISA 1T X 0 IgA JREE 2 HIE L 72,

R o AL
ZAFFIME AR HE R 2 (SD) TIRRL L 720 MGEHEAEIEIC O Wi —JThcE 2 #Ur

Wr#1778 0, 7 2 — F =% EHILEME (Tukey's multiple comparison test) % i\ U L 7z,

Virus yields in BALFs and lung samples (n=5) Neutralizing antibody in BALFs and sera

. . IgA levels in BALFs and feces
IFV infections (n=10) l (1=5) \L
| | | |
| | | |
Day -7 Day 0 Day 3 Day 14

Oral administration of distilled water, n-LAB, d-LAB (5mg /mouse / d) and OSL (0.2mg / mouse / d)

Fig.5-1 Experimental procedure of influenza virus infection. Mice in the control, LAB, d-LAB,
and OSL groups were administered distilled water, LAB, and d-LAB (5 mg/d, two doses per
day) and OSL (0.2 mg/d, two doses per day), respectively, during the study period (days —7
to 14). Mice were intranasally infected with IFV on day 0. On day 3 after IFV infection, five
mice from each group were euthanized to quantify virus loads in BALFs and lungs. Five mice
were euthanized for measuring neutralizing antibody and IgA levels on day 14. BALF,
bronchoalveolar lavage fluid; d-LAB, dispersed lactic acid bacteria; IFV, influenza A virus; n-

LAB, non-treated lactic acid bacteria; OSL, oseltamivir phosphate.
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3 AT AER
n-LAB & d-LAB ORE5 & X UK

n-LAB 3 X 08 d-LAB % Z&¥7K 1 8 L 7B 0 R 9346 % Fig.5-2(a, b)IcRw L, Pk 1
B3 X Ohifi % Table.5-1 1278 L7z, n-LAB 12K #2355 um AT IC% S FFIEL TWw %
DICH L, d-LAB 3R 782 0.7 um fHEIC% S FEL Tz, PR FRICBEWTD n-
LAB (% 35.454 um 1Z3xf L d-LAB 13 0.679 um &/h& | Ffid n-LAB 2% 40.761 um IC
XL d-LAB 23 0.633 um CTdH o7z, 5B 5 X O AR E T B o Bl G %
Fig.5-3 1Tk L7z, SRR BAMEBE CBISE L 72 & & A WA D FIFIC HIE £ 72 13 BRI % i o
X9 7%b OPHEZRTE - (Fig5-3 (), T/, EEME FHEMBICBIZE Lz L 25 n-LAB

¥ d-LAB % [t#3 % & n-LAB [3¥Ek 2320 &7z (Fig.5-3(b)).

<7 24 AR ED n-LAB X U8 d-LAB D@5

n-LAB [3-54 At D FIC 3R TE 3, A = AREMORED ol s e (Fig
5-4(a)), X BT n-LAB 3#EEMRE L CBIZ I N, —J7. d-LAB 13-4 = vk Lic#l
i n7z (Fig. 5-4(b)), & 512 d-LAB G2 B 354 TAND FE %R T 3 72 cLSM

THEL MR, d-LAB MEHNICID AT LT E 2 e 23bh o7z (Fig. 5-4(c),

< v A IC 1T B n-LAB 3 X N d-LAB @ IL-12 FEEE
< v 2L % > C n-LAB & d-LAB @ IL-12 FEAE Z H#R L 724558, d-LAB I3 n-

LAB X b b HEICHEE%ZT L7 (Fig.5-5),
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n-LAB 5 X O d-LAB RO 51 BT 5~ v 24 v 7 vz v HF RGN H

n-LAB & X O d-LAB #1051 X 2 =7 ZDKEZE{L % Fig.5-6 1T/ L 7=, IR,
AV INZT VT ANREGGE 7T HHICH 15.9% DRERD 2R L7Z0Icxf L, n-LAB &
L " d-LAB #f1d. 14.9%. 14.4% DHRERAD %R LHERZFED bk o 7228, d-LAB
BEIAERD 2 DTl L7z, 20%, Cho oo~y 23 HRAICERESEML, d-

LAB BfI13ES% 12 H HICIEEETORE L VIR - 72,

0

BY% 3 HEHOA v vz v HF o 4 L2 E G~ T X Dfiis X O BALF ik 5 7 4 VA
% ZNFN Fig.5-7(a) I L O Fig. 5-7(b) 127k L 72, n-LAB 3 X 18 d-LAB #£i3, N EEE &
ik L BALF (p<0.01), fii (p<0.05) TV AL REBEZHEICHD X272, ¥ Hic d-LAB#f
X n-LABEE X Y BALF iICBEWCTHBEICYAALZRERED LTz, M. OSLEED 7 4 L X
BiIEFEL K- 72,

Fig. 5-8(a, b) 1%, &% 14 HH® BALF 3 X MIiEICH T 24 v 7 vz v 7 4 LRI
9 5 hAIH AT~ D E % R L 72, BALF IC 5\ ClE n-LAB 3 X 18 d-LAB BECxRiigRe &
Hig L cHEicEfiznR L, d-LAB B3I n-LAB X V HEICEEZ R L7 (p<0.05), —
Ji. IiE Tk d-LAB #E 0 A 230 B R & Tk L CHEICEEZ R L 72 (p<0.01),

n-LAB ¥ X U d-LAB #5.28~ v 2 D { i O lZ IR E~ ORI % fFIH 3 % 72 1| JERYLf
14 HHIC BALF B X U0#EFEF D 4 v 7 v 3y 4 v 2B E ) IgA % #I%E L 7= (Fig. 5-8(c,
d))., d-LAB #to A 0HHERE & HEE L € [gA BAEEICEMEZ R L7 (p<0.01), X 5T d-

LAB BEQ#fH IgA B3 n-LAB BEE Hlk L CHEICE 2o 72 (p<0.05),
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Fig.5-2 Measurement of n-LAB and d-LAB using a laser diffraction particle size analyzer
(SALD-2300). n-LAB (a) and d-LAB (b) were suspended in distilled water and the relative

particle mass (frequency and integration) was measured using a laser diffraction particle size

analyzer. d-LAB, dispersed lactic acid bacteria; n-LAB, non-treated lactic acid bacteria; n= 3.

Table.5-1 Measurement of n-LAB and d-LAB using a laser diffraction particle size analyzer

particle sizes (pum)

Mean + SD Median
n-LAB 35.454 + 0.378 40.761
*% %
d-LAB 0.679 + 0.203 0.633

n-LAB or d-LAB were suspended in distilled water and particle sizes (mean and median) were
measured using a laser diffraction particle size analyzer (SALD-2300). d-LAB, dispersed

lactic acid bacteria; n-LAB, non-treated lactic acid bacteria; n = 3; **p < 0.01 vs. n-LAB.
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Fig.5-3 Microscopic images of n-LAB and d-LAB

n-LAB and d-LAB were suspended in distilled water (10 u g/ml) and applied to a membrane
filter. Atomic force microscopy of n-LAB (a), n-LAB (b) and d-LAB (c) scanning electron
microscopy images are shown. d-LAB, dispersed lactic acid bacteria; n-LAB, non-treated

lactic acid bacteria.
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100um

Fig. 5-4 Microscopy images of the Peyer's patch in mice after LAB and d-LAB administration
and Peyer's plate images after d-LAB administration with cLSM. n-LAB (a) or d-LAB (b)
stained with Cy3 and Peyer's patches were imaged with a fluorescence microscope. The
uptake of d-LAB by Peyer's patches after d-LAB administration was imaged with cLSM
(c).The white triangular arrow shows the bacteria. cLSM, confocal laser scanning microscopy;

d-LAB, dispersed lactic acid bacteria; n-LAB, non-treated lactic acid bacteria.
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n-LAB d-LAB Control

Fig. 5-5 Effect of ribonuclease treatment after n-LAB and d-LAB administration on IL-12
production in mouse splenocytes. n-LAB and d-LAB were co-cultured with mouse
splenocytes for 24 h. IL-12 concentration in the culture supernatant was measured using
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay. Control, culture medium only; d-LAB, dispersed lactic
acid bacteria; n-LAB, non-treated lactic acid bacteria. Each value is presented as the mean £

SD; n = 6; **p < 0.01 vs. n-LAB.
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—o— OSL
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80 T T T T T 1
0 2 B 6 8 10 12 14

Days after infection

Fig. 5-6 Body weight change in mice infected with IFV. IFV-infected mice were orally
administered distilled water (control, filled circle), 0.2 mg/day of oseltamivir (OSL, white
circle), 5 mg/day of non-treated lactic acid bacteria (n-LAB, filled square), and 5 mg/day of
dispersed lactic acid bacteria (d-LAB, white square) from day 7 pre-infection to day 14 post-
infection. Body weights are relative to those on the day of viral infection (day 0), which was

set as 100%. Each value is presented as the mean £ SD; n = 5; IFV, influenza A virus.
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Fig. 5-7 Effect of n-LAB or d-LAB administration on viral load in mice. Virus yield in BALF
(a) and lung samples (b) were measured using a plaque assay on day 3 post-infection. Each
value is presented as the mean £ SD; n = 5; **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05. BALF, bronchoalveolar
lavage fluid; d-LAB, dispersed lactic acid bacteria; n-LAB, non-treated lactic acid bacteria;

OSL, oseltamivir; PFU, plaque-forming unit.
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Fig. 5-8 Effects of n-LAB or d-LAB administration on the neutralizing antibody titer and [FV-
specific IgA production in mice. The titer of the virus-neutralizing antibody is presented as
the reciprocal of the dilution of BALF samples (a) and sera (b) that reduced the plaque
number to a level below 50% of that observed in the virus control. The IFV-specific IgA levels
in BALF (c) and fecal samples (d) were determined using enzyme-linked immunosorbent
assay. Each value is presented as the mean £ SD; n = 5; **p < 0.01; *p < 0.05. BALF,
bronchoalveolar lavage fluid; IFV, influenza A virus; d-LAB, dispersed lactic acid bacteria; n-

LAB, non-treated lactic acid bacteria; OSL, oseltamivir.
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A HR

Table.1. Fig.5-2, Fig. 5-3 2> L858 L AL 2 90 L. WK S ¢ 2 & BRI 128
TE LEER AT 2 2 L b o 72, RRD—D & LT, ZRF T 2088 CHBER 2 A4
T2 S RE-CHRRENICTAE T 2 R R 1B S 5 2 & THMINIC BB 3 2 KiF- 28470 <
20, FDICHE Do TIET 2 2 & CTRES L VBEIC R -2 E 2 bN 5, X LICHIKE
IS TFAES 2 MiflaZ/E & v < 28 (surfacelayer protein: SLP) A3FEAr DL EMEICBIS L, #
B IR RN RS O BRI S 2 2 W& 5 [109], 72, AMEIE*F v L
FUEOEREICMET S L dWEINTEH Y [110], FLEEREHELE T 2 S0 % Hic
WARREEE L2 dFE2ObND, 22T, HROBRELH S E 520 ICEEREY S
AF—%H25 2L THEDEER DS, O ICHBRFICHEREEAFEEL v X
FITFAMY vEMZSZ L THEMEOE R TR X W R EALEE AR (d-LAB) %{F
B 72, d-LAB Z KA A CHIE L 724558, IR 17828 0.679 um & | FLEER Hitk o o
AR RS CEEERMIZEACTEEL TWARWT & 2R L, RO OBERBEET 2
FLEE (n-LAB) & d-LAB Z~ v R Icf5 L/NMG XA TAMRMHE#BI% L 72/ %, n-LAB
(5 TAMNCEECTE T35 ZTAREE S BERR L ICiE > T oicxt L, d-LAB (%
NAZAMRICEREL Tz, ZOEEIBE O LT v O ZRITOM BHEREIC X 2 YRR 7o fE
FILXBLDEEEZLN[111, 112], n-LAB X 50 um I3 & DT 4 XDEEEERDS <
FHELTVBEDTLF VICE 5T TAW~DEENSHEN, d-LAB (X 1.0um LUTD
BT HAZXDED LT Vv REBRTEENTEANA IANECEETE 2D TIERVD L
Ezohd, ILICHBEOREIZ~2 v 77— CBRMIIS D BEHIC X 2 B0
HOET X2 2L 2bh o7z (Fig. 5-5). D &hbAMEIEEREEKT 2 &3

A ZAMD M AMlED 5 DY IAB DD T 72T CTa S MildoBIEMIC B L, LMk
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R 2SR IO E DTS T 2 WREE A E X b b, RIC n-LAB & d-LAB v~ v &
AV 7 Nx v FRERGE 7OV % I RGBSR O ik % U 72, 5T, SRR
32 n-LAB |2 d-LAB IcHt_&# 3 HH® BALE O 4 v 7 AT v 4 L 2 &, J&YL 14 H
H® BALF @ FRIUAMECHEER O L v 7L v 37 4 L BB [gA A B ICKE % R
L7z E72. REOHEBICEIL T n-LAB 1% control &3¢ A ERILHEETH > 72Dkt
L. d-LAB (/&% 7 H HUBAE O FEA R 12 HBICIEREROAFREICKE > T, &
NS OFERD» O HAMBE OB E IABEOFIMELZE T IE T E 2 BRI NDE, Lo
T, AMEEOBENTED b N 2L IEIET 5, BEEE % A & 2 72 TRF-HIlgE L 72 %
WAL A | % S C % 72 © L ITRBEALERE T 51 B TR, B o m ol o
bREREKZFOLEDNS, SRI1T. X 0 RIED DLAMICH T-HI#H - /T % 2 X

9 Hefiti & WeSr UFTAFLIRRE O fe - BRI Tn & 20,
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FLIEE L, F— X, =270 b EY. RIG, il Ll < e o S o FEIE £ A
ENTEY, v TOMEWFEA VY - AF=a7o [a—rV FAREREH] [113]%
& o I FERE LT P FLBR TR O RIERN IR IS0 - B A I T o 72, FLIRTE DHFZEIL 7
TR LIZEZTCOIMEY [ Ta A FT 4 7R ]| ZhubiciTbiv, % ORERNE T
BGER 720 T v AV RIEGYED D DB [114, 115] 7 U4 e s T T
%, 1997 FITERAR IS L X BEY O IEE R P REEME I 5 W T RIEMIR A WIFC & 5

[(NAF Yz =y 72 (EED D CIZBNMEEZ A L CRZERIEER, 2027 17— KT
TER, MERETIEM, BIBEM, PUBSER R &2 RoRMn) | & v l&llle,117] %
PR L. FLEEEH O BAR R 2 BARPE W IO LR ACIFFE 23T b 2 X 517 0 R FLEE
HOTIS IR L Tofe, Lo L, BERE, MEFIBT 7 &AL R PR IR BT IC S T
& 72 S INEAKBALIRC  B PRI o KL T-IREE 7 EVIBRIN 7 I 22 & O GBI D 7, %
T T ATFIE TIIMBVRER 3 % & LR 03 3 2 BIR & BRGIE L. % DREEE & il 3 2 Befl
WL T B C & TR & N B ALEE BRI R O B 2 1T 78 o T2

%2 BTl 3 MO FLEE Enterococcus faecalisKH2, Lactobacillus plantarum SNK12,
Leuconostoc mesenteroides subsp. mesenteroides % ¥#5, Y, MEGEHE . BEE L =518
EEEREYFAF — TS EREAMH LR L 72, (FRL 72 3 Mo KEILIE
B D F- R 781 KH2:0.94+0.28 um, SNK:0.93£0.16 um, LM:0.73£0.16 u m (°F-
1) T REERRE) TH o T, 7. KA ORFIEE O R A GG T 5 720~ 7 R ICHE B
AV TNITVHF T AN RERYGRERIC CHREKD A ZHIE 2 72~ 7 R & YR h

ZHELL 72, #ER. 3SEHET N COREIRE KKK G Lca vy b r—r L li~fiis
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X ' BALF (R L) o 7 A L ZBOE T 4 v 7 A2 v 37 4 v REFRR) IgA
LHRPUAMD ERAED b, 4V ZAT v H Y 4 R BEEEE T S s,

3 ETIE, BREABEOEME S OEREHNE L, RIBINEICHEL Tv 5 i
INTWBAME DO RNA CEH Lz, & 2 BClALZ 2 MEOKREIMER
(Enterococcus faecalisKH2., Lactobacillus plantarum SNK12) % 35 iC CHLEEE 1 © RNA

S 5 2 LT RNA Z20fif L 72 FLERE & RUBE OB FLILE (RNA 23 F7ES 5 8

HALBEE) #EHL, =~V XA v I LT Vv HF T AN REPREET L CTHIRL 72, F5E. LB

+

D RNA ff3 A4 v 7 vz v A v 2EGE 14 HE o fIyusfti. 4 v 7 rz v+ v 4
IV ARFEA IgA BE BT S &, FLEE O RNA BHREEICEEL G2 Tn2 T e h
REINT, Lol B3 HHOBREYIMICE WTIE RNA DLW TRE REIRL
2o Tz LA ED Z & A b FLEEE H D RNA T FURFFR IV ICE)  ERE R I EE 5 2.
TR LA I (8) < TRAWI D HARGIER ISR LTI RE B2 5 2 R alfeEttsid 3 2 &
BEZLND, AR, FUBEET O RNA 137 4 4 2 GGl L EE 2 A 1-C
H2ZERbLHIY., FHEIEEOEEIC B W TIHE pH (pH3 LAT) 1213 100°CLA LD
FiilE RNA OO fRICHE R 5 2 2[Rtk H 5 o ©, SLEER T3 2 b TR % M8k
THABRWEEZLND,

o4 ik, REABEAERTH L T u A F T 4 7 RFARRICHERSES R EE LT
W DhEEREY A —CTHBULE L 2R FLER (Enterococcus faecalisKH2) % F
v, b b ENRIC CEEREGRBR CWGEE L 72, BNMEE 0L # % T-RFLP T CfEf
O RN & PEME IR, R CRHil L 7z, f5R. KH2 BRI E#E AT C© Clostridium cluster IV
DHERTT 7R KL AELREIRD bh, BIEIHOE{LEICE »TH KH2 #f

THELRENRD LNT-, ZOREED S KH2 0BEUIBENMEE I CEEL 52 Cnwb
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BRENTZ, —H, FEICECTOPHEREICE VT T 7 R, KH2 BECHEREIR
Robhhho7z25, KH2EIZ 1 mH 720 ofEEAERICHML Tz, XoT, &HE
INTZHBRICE T Ta [ 47 4 7 R LFARRO BN, ERMAENREZAEL TS
LRI N,

5 B CIE, il 2 AE LBRIE U 728 FLIR R DR HIH L 7= BOEFLRRE R R ) D BAJE

H

BATIR 0 7z WL CHAME X B TR FLIE IR & Hic 3 5 2 & CaRkaritE. AR~ I,
JRGLBTEIAN R % FEBSRGE U 720 KT8 L 72 B R FLER RO AR 1. FLEEIH 2 K528, Jud. Ik
BHEL7ZBICEIEREY F AP —CHABEOREL T &, MRILL ZRFICHEE L 7Zx
WX KB TREROFE T F A MY VEFEMAMFEEL 72, T2 NOAME % KIC
R S IR HE U 72 S, R L 7= BB AL 25 0.68+£0.20 um T, RIUL
BRORZRFLIER 13 35.4510.38 um &RLFHIGHIC X O RLFH A XAUNE L 72 O KBS
] b L7z AR~ DURINIC 350 T, R o B B FLIE B 13 FLIE B A3 e 6 L I B RG K % Sl

TEITHE LR (O ZAR) IKHETE W e 3bh o7z, —7. RTHlfl L 7237

7 ZCBAFREOR G LA v 7T Y v REGE TS THIER L 72858, Brr-ilaE L
T A P FLRR IR (308 HE AL D R FLRE IR & B L CRUEh o v A LV X808 1/6 1272 ) XUl
PO FRRIPUARMT2Y 1.7 ffe @R 4 v 7z vy A v RBEEiHBR O L2350 &
Nizo TOWRDP L, REOR T I A X (FEE) »AIMEICOEELSATHhE T LD
2O REREYFAF-TEERZDBI S, HREZN 20T 3 XM ) v RN FRL
7= TRl U 7= B LRI R ) RIECROREIRE L IR LA Cch 2 L E2 oM 5,
AWEFEH & MMBGREILITIC X 0 B8R L - ALk & SRR ' 2 F 4 F—THBE &7 [h

TG L 72 R B LR R | 13T b LB L 7 R AP AE S 5 B FLIR I I EL~ Wt Ok X
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M. BOE GIBIGE. 4 v 7Ty F Y 4 A REEFHSE) B nTERLTh,
7o, B DR D HFEERE T O RNA 2SEETH 5 & & 25bh 0 AR FLEERE O 8L& 127
3T EHRTE, b MERUC X 2 ERUGERNR bR S WRE LR O L Wik b Hv
FENT, Ioic, RTHIE L 2 ZRALBEICT 22 b Y v ERIZ S 2 & CHIC X 2 B
EERMH T2 e B TE, FUBELE L 72 TRFHlfE L 72 R EALEE R 2FlT 2L
BTE T,

F 7. ARG CHENL L 72 TR L 72 LR B % 0 it & 2 2 Beflir ) 13, BIEET S ICiiE L <
W BEHE L - R EILBE A b AT B C e 3T R, MR o B EA R X BN
RO, b E IR P&y v 3, REILBE OFHILAR, LTI A 4 OISR -
o b X 3, 2, AR CHALZf v 7z v Fy A AR 3ZFau v A4
NZE, PURERZEI LS VE, RNA A ALZRTH B L), 727 F v ofik
DHEGMBFECEIRAE RS, 4 v 7T VY A4 LRGSR 23 5% LIS o B
i X 3 g ot (hRITUATOR N7 &) 12X > T 725 SNz & v ) Riffge of
Rix 4 v I ATV FRED RICHEIG S NIRRT AL B 2 PURRIEL (B 2 1388 2 o
F AN REG) BHCH Y TR E VIRFEZRE 72> T B 7 4 v RIEGEIC S FIFH 28 BT
TIN5, LB O M RSB Z 50 ZEREERSEM (2 I v . va v 7af Xy,
TR ) R E) ZEE AET 208, AR IRFR, BRI, BE I 78 s IR
BIcET 228 CE, REABHEICT 2 2 L CHRE. XD RS TH D, X Hic, Kif
TR T H 2RI % v 2 2 & CRIEFLIER O K A TH 2 FLRERE O BEE b k3
52N TE, RTFHIE L 72 REFLBE XL E O F L WERZ R CME e L cifF T
5, IHICH5RIT XY REL ZRFHIE - B o B 78 1< HL Y AH 2 9B FLRE 1R 0 %

K- BEICEITFTwE 20,
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