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FUsHIC

AR ORFFRIZ AR, B8 C X ) B8 hE 7
WREZ X RICB Z bt Twizhs, 1990 £ A
LA ISR 2 EBRFTH B 16SY KV — A4
RNA (16S rRNA) & i % 2 — F§ % # 15T 16S
tDNAZSY =7y NeTHFALI MY =0TV AN
bbb EHIChD, TRETICMSON TV RWVE
FEOMMDTTRE L 2> TE 7z THUITIMA T, Wit
Ry =27 2V —DBYT L) BT O HHE
DI BN, A F 7 MRNIDSIREE 72 o THK
OB PHE #% (Gut microbiota) OfFIANEA
T&7. ZLTC EH LT, FHEETEZO
microbiota f AR 5 TWBE I 0o TE 72
(dysbiosis)o € ® dysbiosis SRR EZ 1 U
O, WEEGREBERE JET OV — VPEIRIPE T %,
KIHa 2 BUBE R w2 B 5 L Twb 2 &A%
HEIN, EHIEHMEZ &L D BEREH 5D TIE
BRuPEDLEDNTETWS (F1), AT
WA % & AL IRB E O b ) 2T 5.

F£ 1 B O dysbiosis O B5-A%
I T B ERE

N2

SEREVEN 7
TR 9% & /N 1 S B B
Clostridium difficile 9%
PO L R T
JHFeie 5 (ASH, NASH)
JIEL ity

2 TRUHE BRI
TULIVEF—R

H BE 72 & O RS iR 8
2 S8 MR AL
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Association between Gut Microbiota and Gastrointestinal disease
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1. BAHIE & KIS

5 F TREHICEYS LT 2 BPHE & LTl
HIREE AL OMATIC X D B HHEOREE E. colis
1% 4% 75 % 5LV Bacteroides fragilis %2 Streptococcus
bovis 7z EBTF 5N T E 72V, F DN Streptococcus
bovis |2V T, LA & fRHT 2 AT THB Y,
KNG B O IR 28T Streptococcus bovis DI
A L A v X252 (95% CI 1.14-5.58) & &\
BEMEAVRIE ST WD Y, S LTl o
W/ L#ENT 3D Denaturing Gradient Gel Electro-
phoresis (DGGE) & Ribosomal Intergenic Spacer
Analysis (RISA) ZHMAaEGbE2ETIE. KEiE
BB O T Clostridium coccoides & Clostridium
leptum group D EAE T ZRIBEFH L )£ RO
S, KA T PO IREEE & X T Corio-
bacteria 3¥4 L. Enterobacteria 239W./Y L T\ 7z
LB ENTWA Y, $72, pylosequence #:TlI A
1598 D FEAE C Bacteroidetes & Prevotella 5385 L C
Wk HE L TWwb, 512, i Ahn 513 py-
losequence ¥ C. Bacteroidetes ¥ L T 7275
Fusobacterium 75— % { . KIZ Porphylomonas H*
L CwizeHiE LT3, 2O Fusobacterium
2oV, MR E AR CAHEICE i s,
FISH i TH IFFERIE L { HRE Do b v ) #
Y DRSNS IN VI MED R EINT
BV B T-FEHShTW A,

I. [EAME ERIEEBRER (IBD)

2E P (Inflammatory Bowel Disease : IBD)

O E SRR R A M I A e
HAtas - PR B
B277-8567 T HEVAITIAHI T163-1

Division of Gastroenterology and Hepatology, Department of Internal Medicine,
The Jikei University Kashiwa Hospital



326

BRI % (Ulcerative Colitis : UC) & 7 1 —
>4 (Crohn’s Disease : CD) {2 KB S, g
THCDOBEREIIR LT v 3gkz dul e Lz
FEPERINE S BUEE U RHE - S 2 5 L vwozHE
WIEMREBETHLEVDNTE TV, LA L,
IL-10 /v 7 77 b= A% EOHRFHER RET IV
PRI T 5 L RAFERE L 2\ &R, AR
W oMEANL £ 7% —d NOD2 (CARD15) D F%
RESLH DS CD FHEICH G- L Tw B 2 EMHIHNITE
N2 e, BRMBEORE» 7 0—X7 v 7S
M, wikld, IBD I WNMRIEGSE TlE 2w e 5
BNTETWD " ZORPL 72 2 FHE R 2 1THR
L7z

1983 4E Warren & Marshall (2 X V) H. pylori 25%
R, B+ HBBEGPEVADOEKNTH L Z
EDRH S, BB IES T R, T4
bh, B EMPRIBIIETH o2 n) 2 LT
Hb, bNbIZOFREEZIIT, BEERERD
KIGIEBEDZHT HRETH B L0 H pylori
ERBRICEE 27 SR THEREI VWSO TIE 2w
HeEZ ET BB R ORI R A
WEDNEI T rUT Y Ly Vg HWT
BET L7zo ZORER, AR Z R oM A 3 4%
L. —#IZBALTWVWAEZ EZRHE L, 1993 4FI12
JGH I CHE L2, 2o, 1999 4F Schultsz &
i in situ hybridization % JH \»C. M HE £ %
16S rRNA 24635 2 & CTUC H CDIZD2WT R
fEE Y b a— & A EICE T 2SR5
DORGHEIBIHEADNT WD EHEBELTWBE Y, S
F KR RA L T Zew &l L7225, 2002
4F Swidsinski 5 1. [ U5k TP BEME 7217 T
EMHBEBHEZHOTHRF L, 2 ta—ne
W RFERDISD > 72 d D &, 2 HLPAPWICEEREIR &

&2 JIENERE O I A o B

B

o S RLH FARISIE NS 2 I SR CIRTE Tl A9, BN
DEHTH 5,

* IBD DR IS N 25 F 4 1220,

C EHANEWRTEER>SHEERENT Y AREND 5,

o BIETF-ZRIHTIC X V. IBD T i HEBR AR <o Kk I B
RO T IR O L BIET-Z D%\,

o IBD Tl b5 I L2 k)3 % Tolerance 23K T L Tl 60 9%
PG = SRAEDHE Z % 6

o HEkGIE D FERTH % Tollike receptor (TLR) 13 B4 F iz
WZHBLL, 2OLKHMEEZ Y A FELTWwa,

o 7z ARG L & X, UC, CD CTHiEH
PHEIIE RIS, S S IEHILA O MR L
KA AICRBAL T2 MG LTwas Y, 7z,
MREEED T L. ZThoPBNMETHLZ L%
O L7z, Thbb, EEDOBERECTIIE
WAHHTE D75 R R A % Bl RIS R, RS A3 b hE L <
WA % IBD TIdZ ORREDMET L. MilEICZ Ho
BN O ERBRAZWL LTS EWVRH) 2 LT
H5bo

IBD Tl NME#& DN F 2 A D3 1L dysbiosis
o TWnhEn) e bHEIN TS, Swidsin-
ski S5EHiER L7 & 912 UC, CD T in situ hybridiza-
tion |2 X DB R AH EICEZ W2 L2 HE L T»
B 05, [REICREIRES 22 2 47, BRGWER, & <2 Bac-
teroides B3, F 7z, W5NER Tl Enterobacteriaceae
BRIy b=V ERRERIIE o2 WmE LT
%% WAL TR, ME O 16S 1) KV — 4 RNA
(16S TRNA) %2 % — 7 v I L3 2 MBAITEIC L 5
AT Cld. CD Tl Bacteroides DR 13 A4 5T,
Clostridia. ¥#\Z Clostridium IXa % IV group 2384
LCwdEvsizififib v "%, 512, Clostrid-
ium IV group (2J& L T\ % Fecalibacterium paraus-
nitzii (BERREEAETN) ASIBD THA LT b Ewvo
7eEbH B Y, oy B, T O Fecalibacterium
parausnitzii \ N Z T, [6] UESHE A T8 O Roseburia
hominis b UC T L Tz & v ) ZHBI T
LSS Sz S OFH S IIFEEERE L A
LCRIELZDOTIE RV LR L72b D0, FEREO
15 FR D S SRR IR 7347 T LA ICHEER 13984 L T iz
Molze AFRTH. Andoh 575, T-RFLPEIZ L %
BT % OFRAT T CDTIZTHEN], BRI & 12
Fecalibacterium parausnitzi 7598V L CTHE Y, 158
T Bacteroides 73340, Bifidobacterium D39 L
TWZERELTWSE Y, 72 CD TIXIEAE R,
TE. coli EML TV B L Vo2 E Y,
Z @ Bacteroides X Proteobacteria "] Enterobacte-
riaceae (E. coli, Klebsiella 72 &) &\ o 72HIHHE X
compromised host IZBWTIIMIMIEZIZ LD & L
7o HMAR R Z 5 SR 2 3HREERTH D B
WO CTIXEE R = aggressive microbial species &
ENTW5DH, THITH L T#EERE = beneficial micro-
bial species=probiotics T& % Lactobacillus X* Bifido-
bacterium 723 UC R CD TWA LT b Lo 7z
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x 3 HEMEARBROER TIE 2w EHEH S Tv 2 MR

Wt AR J5 PR T Fe A E:
Roediger 1993 sulphate-reducting bacteria Rl
Matsuda 2000 Bacteroides vulgatus Hh R
Ohkusa 2002 Fusobacterium varium R
Swidsinski 2002 Bacteroides, Enterobacteriaceae I

HLH 5, o k92, IBD @ dysbiosis D%
WIXFERDSH B 75, KRE LI, WEUEREZZED
Proteobacteria ["]2%#4 /1 L. probiotics % & ¢ Firmi-
cutes 25 LT EEbhTns ",

1. UC ODEEME

BB IE L M OMBTEAS UC O F 2295 K & HE
WENTED, ZOHT, RIEDOHFETERNE &
LCEDN TV L ELRERHAE AR IITIR L7,

Roediger 51, M b/KFE % 4§ 5 ik & ol
H# (sulphate-reducting bacteria, SRB) %% UC CT%
<y FWHEEC X o T SN ATRALKE DSEEEE O W
2 BHAE L. M o Bl 2 2 S8, Ml 2 &R,
BHETHIEEMETLE DI, KIBHIRICT L
THMEZELTVWLZENS, WIbKkEREEET S
SRB2SUC OEHETIE v LTWwa ™%, Th
& FEE QWM T % A bRFE % AT 5 W% i
KELTESHZTWD R THIREN,

Matsuda & * (18 5 R O 15 28 & i i Pk peds
& U Bacteroides vulgatus H3E KB Tl 2\ & il
LTwb,

EH 1L, UC OFMib)BREEAR O iR ZR i 2 54
WZFARL PR DSRERIB A A L. s
ERBERICBAL TS Z 2 LAY, 2L T
UC B3 ORI D RKIEEBAL 2> & 57 BE[F % L 72 Fuso-
bacterium varium (F. varium) OIS, CD, &
MG F 72 KIGRIED H 5 BEREANL DA
BICE L MEPUAii S UC BETHEREICE N L
R L7z F 7otk b s gk 2 T, F
varium HREREO FARETBALT, M3 B H R H
NEWRTERICHFAET LI EZAWLLZY, X5
2y F.ovarium \INTHEROBIR T 20T 2H
boFRufifigEznm L2720, ZoEE0b
ERME LTz ZOME, FWOEET L EIRD
N E R L EP S I LIz, E LT,
W OEET BEBEOER T, 7R b= AD4E
C. 7 R UCHPIREDPERINTVWE I LR

(9)

RL72", BBRIEKEIZBW Tl REo T v
F—JHL b TniA, 7K = AOFEEH
bH DY, tia OB T Db B BEER AT O
JERTdH % &\ ) LT o Hiedi T b BEMRIZHMED D 5
EEDNTWDT, S50, FHd BB %3
B AERIC K-> TR EIWBIhTWEY, &
NSOHHFIEX, bIbId F. varium HKIEHRFEIZ
7 - BAL. BEMEZEAT 5T LT X o TRIEE
BENERIND L VS HELTFTL2HDOTH 5,

S 512, F.varium HIREASEAIIEIC A - RA L.
HilgiA & IL-8, TNFa 7 & O KIEWHS £ + H A Vi
A BT DD H 5 2 & bR L 727
Dlb2 o, FEASEREICMA TRIED FkE L. H
HERBGREZFIERILTVWLOTE RV LEEZT
w3 (B1),

Z D F.varium EEGEERBGRICEL TE AR
K% ® Minami 5 b, UC BHD F. varium [EGE %
Western-blotting % W TG L TW A, £
MR, MEPUARA RS S 72D 13 UC 112 b 45
#1(40.2%) T ) | fH B 128 4411 20 44 (15.6% )
EHARARBICEEREE P2 HEL TS
(p<0.0D)™. & 512, bk, HufkBtEo UC »
B0 Bg L R X EEELsE L. &k
R & o TIREFPAD)LE S DD o 72 & Hid
LCTwb, #HEEKAD Andoh 51, UC OIEHMH
# % 16S rRNA gene % J\» 72 T-RFLP % (Terminal

—5

INUDLE

—— [ EBRA!
7) ELRZ/M\ /@

>

R T

type IV? & (@]

1 F variumON) & A2 X 2 KB -
JAE DFEH ()
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Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism Analy-
sis) THMEL TV AYS, £HUT X5 &, IHEH & IEG
By DM T & O LT, GBI Tl Fusobacterium
%13 U ¥ Eubacterium < Unclassified bacteria 3%
Mol L Tns ™,

FHOIX. TO®E varium X BEHE T 572012,
F. varium $uikBMEO UC B2, W& D
HHPHASH (TEFTIV A FRIHA 2 2
A bB=FYV =) ATM #ik%) 2 PR L CHeb- L7
T A, UC DFEIR & NSRS X Ok BEAH KT W o
YESRR SN, S HICE IR IR O 200 44D
“HEMRT 7 R HEBRTH ATM 5817 7
L ARREE R THBICRRICWE EBE» RO T
W2, PLEX ) FEEAUCOFKND 1> TH L]
REMEEEVWEEZEZ LT,

2. CD OERME

CD DJEEME & LT < 2 DMl R A3t S
TWa2 (R4, ZOHRTE-oLdEHEATY
% b O 1% Chiodini 5* A3#ts L 72 Mycobacterium
paratuberculosis (M.paratuberculosis ; BIAE Mycobac-
terium avium subspecies paratuberculosis & X1X N
TWwb) THb. M. paratuberculosis |35 E DInGe
WTHDHI—FHOELZRE LTHON TS,
I — AT THRIRRME 2 &2 23 58K TH
0 PRI/ R KIS 2. & L CORBEEIC
SIERZER I 2 v, © N CD OEET IV &
Wo THMBETHEWVWIIIECDIZEYULTWS, 20
WIEKRZEFEE DI WHE O TORFE R 8 H3HE
LWIEERIBIRRIN T d % 2%, WIS CD £ & 40 hEss
F L7207 Chiodini 5THh b, € D% Sanderson
5% &, PCRZEZ VT Z O 7 DNA
Fr (1S900) 7%, CD BHAMBED 65% 1Ml S hiz &
Wi Lo —HUCREBETIEA4%, € L CxHREET
E 13% DM TH - 72, Wall 5% b kA )ik
TCD BHAD 20% \Z MW OFLENRD S b &k
HL720 LA L. PCR TN &2 4T o 72 252 LR

25 M. paratuberculosis \3IMH E N 572809
R, MIFFMIIC S BRI L > Th M
paratuberculosis \IMM SN o722 v G D
HDHTY, I L, Ryan 51, L—¥F—F+x 7
Fx—~<A4r7ay At ya vk TR A
DT DNAZIMEL PCREB I e o7z
%, CD BHORFIED 513 1S900 A% 40% I He i) &
., BRIV a4 F—Y AR EORFIEH, 51
B SN o7zl MELTWE Y, S5, &L
R EZ LIZ Naser 51t CD BEOEMIMIZ, FHE]
G TH & 72 M. paratuberculosis B’AFAHET 5 Z & &5
#L PCREICE > THMLAZYs CD @ M. paratu-
berculosis WWNFL DB Z D o Ty 5% 8% L Dik
AR D T SN T W 528, £l 7 ) HT mycobac-
terium fEH ® » % rifaximin 25 L 77 KL It
X, LD CDBHE ol VI IENRINT
Wwa ',

% 72, Darfeuille-Michaud & O ki85 AR ATE
E. coli bBEMIIHITONT WD, P SIEFaTY)
BrasnzmGziEL,. Z22h0ERICanNt) Y
D D O KA TERALED E. coli 2R L
TWw2 (IEBPERZ 84.6%. FEIHBVERZ 78.9%.
X 33%) o S SIZ, BL DG T Fusobacterium
nucleatum H CD OIS EMRIE 2 SR S T
W5, Strauss HOHIHFIZ L S &, CD17 10 #1
(58.8%) b EINTEY ., T_CTHINLE A
NdholzbwnwH 2 eThr Y,

II. [EAHE & BEIEBEIREE (IBS)

IBS @ ¥ BAE &AM S 72 1960 850 5. &
Yok G BB I IBS B RAET 5 2 &AM BT
W7z o 72, 1982 4EIZ Balsari S (3R EEEC &
2 T T O A B (IBS) 23 & X,
Bifidobacteria, Lactobacilli R BERNMER 25984 L CTw
Bl L7208, IBS O ALE B RE R 3 Ak
DORPIFLEAEEALN TR o7, LA L,

K4 70— VRHROBERTIE RV LS T2 M4

W A L Wil bEE
Chiodini 1984 Mycobacterium paratuberculosis i, 1) > 73§
Darfeuille-Michaud 1998 adherent E. coli b 8
Strauss 2011 Fusobacterium nucleatum Hh

(10)



2003 412 Pimentel & 23 F#% IBS T/l AT
BLE B (SIBO) A% B LN LT L2 FH LY,
Z MUK L C rifaximin &\ o 72 HTR 3 %2 VSL#3 &
V5 72 probiotics D 5% 3 5 2 & TRERILET
LT ENHBLENIZEIN TS, BWNME & IBS D
MR EH SN T&22", 2L C, FISHEICL S
%% C bacteroides % clostridia 2% IBS #2501
LTBY, BHED XL 75 LN TIE Proteobacteria
R & HIED Firmicutes 38 L € LS D Firmi-
cutes %° Bacteroidetes & Bifidobacteria 7354 L T\
el mEIN TS Y, HL, IBS I3FER D THIAL
R, REMELE T, HRELTHEMT LIV
F— FEAHE, SHITMEBIEI Db HH T & h
5. RO X9 HENME 720 AN & 2 % IBS
&b e,

V. BRHEE IR 5 O REARES
EEMIEN (NSAID %)

AT uA FYEPIESRE (NSAID) 258 - + 44
B Eite 35 2 L id X LM Tnizds, M
BEZIESRECTZEEHEVAON TV RD S
720 L Ly A7 VABLEE & /NENEE O J 12
£ 0. NSAID #5112 50% LA I & B3I/ B i 5
NTELIEPHESLNITRD ., BIRMIZH HLEH
MOKFHE LCTHBEEL 2> TETW5H, 1969 412
Kent 5135 v MIA Y K A& T &5 L, /MGiE
BT 100% 2 TE S Z L. Z1)5, neomycin,
polymyxin B, bacitracin ®HUH 3 3 A B 512 L
HENDZEZAI LY, Tz, BBEEOMNI T,
B M BIER X E. coli, Bacteroides, Clostridia 75 W]
WCHMLTHED, SUMERGICE ) 250 3
I S IBITIERICE L 22 Eh s, NETREEO
FEIINOD 3IWHOMG2H L MM L7, £
72\ Robert 513, SO A ¥ F A & ¥ VNG k5 A E
WIy P CRETELRD 52 WMELTWEY, AT
b 1996 412 Uejima 5 1% 5-bromo-2-(4-fluorophenyl)
-3-(4-methylsulfonylphenyl) thiophene & \» 9 COX-2
FHEREL T v MG L2 2AERN T v b TN
Wi 1xc& 3, SPF T v M C/ABESEA 57 ~
N%ICHBELZEHELTWE Y, ¥/, Zoxy
Z 12 neomycin, streptomycin, bacitracin D PLH 3 3

M55 2 LHERBIE RO T, Bc i

(11)
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W5 C E. coli, Klebsiella, Proteus & Bacteroides &
W 727 T AEMHREAME T HIWERE T H Hm L
THEY, SURERGTHERL TV 26, Th
507 7 MEMRRAIRETERICEG L Twa e L
TWh, TOXHIZ, NSAID /Mg #; o R
WHIEICH L LEEZ LN TV,

BbbIC

B D5 FEWF OIS & - T BHITE O
FHEFERZ A2 CTB Y, BNMEAS S F & 25
BIBELTWwE 2 W) ZEGhoTERE72,
MW~ 7 A2 Target &3 5 NME 2 BT 5 2
ETHEIREER T D E vzl b, S &
PRI BN —H E o TWD Z A5
P27 > TETW5A, 4%, Nature, Science & \» >
72820 5. Gastroenterology, Gut & \» - 72K
SOMEFEIC E T, 85 Microbiota @ FEHAH 22w
FREVEVSIRETH S,

% 72 Ff 4 O3 B A microbiota DL KRS KDL,
dysbiosis Ik o TR B EZSLNTETWSHD,
EELIZLTH, WINT2WEWPDTERBD D
BEIN3 2 WA AR R IR 258 2 W RS Vb
FCTH 5D, HIZ dysbiosis TTFHLZ L4, B
HESLWREDB R Z1T) RNETH S, BUIRIE micro-
biota DEK HM DL NV THY, FHDOLNLET
WZIZE - T\, o T 2RI RZZ L
LMD, GRS HITHIEIHEATED LX)V 7%
0. ZOME, LitREOREGIHERESHET 5
Z LR B

X ™
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