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HEY : =& ) —VinbRBNAMEWE TCHH T2 N7 VT v R (ACH) % PEAT DAL N
HENICAERT 2 2 L3lis STl Y | HIEMAEM D AT D ACH 1 EIAGETHLE 23
ADY AT D—DEFZEZBNTND, LivL, ABEMAESD ACH FEAREIZ DWW TIE—HD
HIBEFE (2 DUV TR AR Te i 23 2 O F T IR 0O F BRI 7 O ACH PEAERE 2 F T2 i
X720, Z 2 CAMFE TR, DIPEE S 2 O MER AN B 3 B S & 5 VMR PUICAFAE T D/ A
FZHALNZ L, b O ACH EARZRIE LTz, SHI2, BBIOHET L a—ck s
ACH = EAEBEFED ACH FEAERBICKT T 2 BHER R AT~ T,

EHES £ OG5 £ 16S IRNA R 1D /38— — KR35 B o—47 V ZRITIZ L Y 166 44 D [
el 28 O R A 47 38 D A BT REAE A 20 TR E L 7, UZE AR D ACH FEAERBIZ— %/ — LB LY
Ja—RA&EFE L L, Sensor Gas Chromatograph (2 CHIE L7z, S5, 4 FEOME L 5
FEXEORET V2 —/IZ K D ACH mPEAREM D ACH PEARRIC X HHE R 2R~ T,
FEGL - DRl ORI E AT L7 2 A, LT O 3 oW iz iz 3
X168 41 FETH o7 ; OFEMERILEN 1%% B2 5, ORI 5%% 8 2 5 Hibk
FHIMFET D, @ISULL LOWERE ITAFAET D, THOOMEMED T T, iR S IE
K2R BT EREL D3S4 S TR Y AFAMREREREIC DWW T ACH EEAREZIE LI L 2 A,
Neisseria D 3 WIRIIWF b, =&/ — L2 EEHE L TEmWACH EAREZ R LI, 2hb
D 3 EFRIZYRUNT, Rothia mucilaginosa. Streptococcus mitis 33 I O¥ Prevotella histicola & 15
VN ACH FE/EREZ 7R L7o, RIS, ACH miEA WM D ACH PEAEREIC KT~ 2 b JOUWET /L =
— N L DEDREZFTRT-, P THET Vv a— L OEDRN &L, FTH VLY
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FHBBITHET L a— L a2 - RELEBAIE. WIhoRE T Lo —/1t ACH BEA TS
T HIFNENE LTIz,

Rhaw O OMERGI B # I, &V ACH FEAEREZ A T 2 M N EREAET 5 2 &
MABNEZRD | APERNTO ACH PEAIC OIIERNMIEE 2B L T\ D Z &R S e, %

72, BET L a— LT —mMETIEH 208 5D ACH FEEA IR 5 Z & AR T 7=,
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T&PERY 722 T b = — VAR S L e, WHER, MEEEDS K OVRNE 2 & e LT ROEH(LE (UAT) 28
ADBEBRERATTH D Z Lid, 2L OEFMIEIC I VA SNIR>TN D [1-3], =X
J = VERIZIERE B ANEZ 20O T, TV — VBN UAT BRAD U A7 ZHINS W 5k
ERIIR A T = X BIREMPA SN TR, =T, =% ) — L OEYORHED TH Y |
TH )X BOVENAMEEET DT T AT B K (ACH) 28, 7 /v a— L EEUC
FDFPAY A7 OHINCEEREE Z R L TNDHEEZLNTND,

ACH [TV EME E B RFMELZ S > TEY . DNADKRA > I 2a—7—3 3 X DNA ff
RO Z B & Z L2V | Wk G RO Y AR S 2 F T 5 Z &M aho T
W5 [4, 5], T, SGEICES THEA SN D ACH 1X, WHO DIERS S AMFFERERIIZ L 0 |
TN—"T"2B NI VENAMEDENZ V—TTE L THGEINZ (6], Bllahix¥
J =i, BCHBEO 7T va—v7 e Fa s —EIZ XD ACH ITFb 3573, il
FOOPENTH T J— /06 ACH BEAIND Z ERBIEINTWD [7, 8], M T,
MERR . EWIRE K OVRE S - Mok e s ) — v hicf v ax—vart5k
ACH NEEAEEIND Z ENE SN TWD [9-11], 72, PUAEWECKRER] (7 nl~F
V) EHZIC ACH DREANBD T2 &0t =& 7 — VIO UAT (2815 ACH
FEARIL, FIENCAERT D2MAEMIC L= ) —VOBALIZ L > TAELTND Z EDNRR S
iz 7,9, S HIT, REZ2OPERARIEN UAT BAO U A7 #INE BEEST 5 & oRE b
b5 [12-14], ZHHOREFRIL, OFENO ACH JRE O NEME S RN 5 &
WO RE A SR LT D,

AWEIZAFAET D Candida J&1X in vitro \IZB W T2/ — /LB XT3 —A»5 ACH %



REIWZEAL, OPERAOREIZEG L TWA Z ENTTIIRINTND [15-17], Lol
RING . IEWRAPET v —F OREBFIIME IC L > TR SN TR Y . Candida J&1%Z <
—HET LRV, AL 700 FELL EOMIEFE L TWDIZ S 23000 53 [18, 191, £
DHT ACH EAEREDHTHRXHILTWD DL, Neisseria J& & Streptococcus JEDFH T %,
FLebTH ) —AnE)R) O&O ACH ZEAT D Z EAHRESNTND [20,21], =X
) —VABR% O OENTO ACH PEAEIC OESHETEN & OFLEREb > T\ DN EM DT
DOITIE, FERR B 2 2 fEA L TV 28 2 OfIEEFfED = &% 7 — /L6 00 ACH FEAEREZFN D =
ENEBETHD, £72—F T, ¥V U h—/V» Candida |0 ACH FEEREZFAET 5 Z LA
WMEITND [22], ZOZEIFEREOAL BT, MEIC LD ACH FEAZHIET 5 LT
HEHRFHNY THY , OPEMEREDO ACH FEAREICK T 5% U h— /L OAESHRZHRH D
ZEIFHETHD,

AW TR, F9 HIREEH OMEH & 2R 5 12w 2 16S rRNA Eis
D=3 = R, 12— U ARIHEIC K - TIRIE LTz, RIS, EEABSMER T2/ —
WVRIZZZ V2= A BEEAT D ACH Bz dfli Liz, M T, FECRET /L= — /10y ACH
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1. WG % DR
i) xS
AWFFETIE, 2007 4 6 H 725 10 H O] A ILETIZ R 1T 5 2T R (A1 =3 — MFJE)
CCHERI =22 mEE TITHRIT T o TR D MER & BB U 72, MER OEREUT 133 4
DLARTOMFZED ITIEIZ TEREL L 72 (23], #ERE L 2 04 2 MHIE Uige . AP I R
PR EDLEIC, HERFINHADO S 7 AF v 7 Fa—TICHEHLTH Loz, #BRF IIMER
BERAITORNCERRZ 2% 072, 2055, BUERES 24 L E, AR v MES
(PD) 234 mm K, 7 & vF A2 hr A (AL) 235 mm Ajifi, 7 v—b 7RO 372
W RIE D E F DR 2 R ORE DR ORMFE T TR 40 A LDFE
PR E L ER L, ZHICEEET D 1664 (BPE56 4, 110 4, FXFH 53 £9
%) OMER X D DNA filith %47 -7,
ZOMFET A AT =L Rary hEED OO TFIEIC OV TITIUMN K
HEES ERES 1 19B-1) 22D OAKREGZ, T XTOERIL, ARSI TA FT7A
VNG o THT o T, TRTOSMEFIIR LT, ZOMRICHETINAZEML THH H 7z

WOMRAEIT- - FCRIEEET-,

i) MEJR D5 O DNA i
e AT I & £ 415 DNA OFffi L. Takeshita (2007) & [24] D FIEICTIT- 72, 500
ul O % 20,400 g T/l LILEY 2157217 200 ul @ lysis buffer (1% SDS ¥4 2 I .

721 mM EDTA Z & 2e 10 mM b U ASERERE K, pH 8.0) (2R L. 0.3 g O zirconia-silica



beads (& 0.1 mm, Biospec Products, USA) & tungsten-carbide bead (jH.4% 3 mm, Qiagen,
Germany) 1 1l Z 1.2 T 90°C T 10 73 ffNE L 72, Disruptor Genie (Scientific Industries Inc.,
USA) #HAWTHEKREZ B, kL. 150 ul ® 1% SDS ik 1z T, 70°CiZ T 10 4y
L7, T, BEERDERET D7D, 7=/ =M XML T =/ —1 -

suauaiR/Vi o AT INVTIa—)b (25:24:1, vIv) IRAERICE D 21T - 72%, =
X ) — LB 21T - 7o, B UT-IEEM % 50 ul O TE & (1 mM EDTA % &3 10 mM

N U A HERRREEN; pH 8.0) (IR L, Z0#THE £ T-30°CIC THERAF L7,

iii) Barcoded pyrosequencing 42 & % fi##/

e 5 5 166 4 OMER H OB L S— 23— K3 v o—4 v A3EE AW TR %2
1To Tz, FRNTITIEITR £ O SCHRIZFEHE L7238 0 1IT/T o 72 [25], 166 4 O O EEH 3 O DNA
FRARIX, Z4LZ 41 454 Life Sciences adapter A Bl & ¢k = & (280 5 10 RO NN—a—

RECHI Z A h1 L 7= 27F (5°-CCA TCT CAT CCC TGC GTG TCT CCG ACT CAG XXX XXX
XXX XAG AGT TTG ATC MTG GCT CAG-3’) & 454 Life Sciences adapter B it %] & 5' A biii Al
(23BN L 72 338R (5°-CCT ATC CCC TGT GTG CCT TGG CAG TCT CAG TGC TGC CTC CCG
TAGGAGT-3) #7714 ~—& LTPCR #EAHWT 168 rRNA Bf51 V1-V2 fEIk O &
WHEIE #1T> 72, PCR I IZIL KOD DNA R Y 2T —¥ %Mz CREEMEEASAD)
1 1 OFFA DNA (100-500 ng /ul (2725 X9 FHR L2 H D) IZ5ul D KODDNA KUY AT —
. 10 x PCR buffer (60 mM Hifig 7 > & =7 A, 100 mM {7 L2 7 I 1% Triton X-100.
100 ug 7V MIET VT I U &2ETe 12M b U AEREFEE R, pH 8.0) . 5 ul ® 2 mM dNTPs,
2ul ®25 mM b~ 7 %2 U A K05l D1 uM W7 Z4~—_ 1ul ®KODDNA K~

UAZ—¥ Q5U0ul) #MAT-%. WEREKEMZ THREZ 50ul & LTPCR KG%E1T



572, PCR XJHIZ1E Biomtra T3 thermocycler (Biometra, Germany) % H\V 7z, BOSSMAZ
98°CT 150, 60°CT 20 b, 72°CT 30 B &\ 9 ik 30 Y1 7 WAT -7, PCR RUGHKE T
®IC, KBV 7V 2% (wilvol) DT 7w — A& IXTAE Z VT, 70 b — A EXIKE)
ATV, AN BN 280 H L7 D%, Wizard SV Gel and PCR Clean-Up System
(Promega, USA) # HWCRILT T4 ~—, T4 ~—F A ~— ZDMDIEFR; BAIHEIE
Wrh ObrEZITo 72, MR I 72 #HEW X NanoDrop spectrophotometer (NanoDrop
Technologies, USA) % FV T DNA JR & ME 2 JE L7, SRR NEREIZRD X HR
& L7-, IRERIKIT 454 Life Science Genome sequencer FLX instrument (Roche, Switzerland)
Z T adaptor A BE17)> & OHEEERLS 2 8 UTe, MRS T — & 1%, 240 ¥ X 0 8n
LD, I AV T 4 AATRB K THLHD, ELWT U — N7 I ~—fidles
AWTWIRpotzbdD, THEU EORER) ~—25060, EREINEZELLOIX, &
BN Uiz, b7 3V T 4 F = v 7 Zi@im LiSNE, 10 RED S —a— i)
(ZHE - T, BHEREEOY TV E LTHEIDR->72, BLAST i LT, & hHfE~A 2
08 A — LT —Z_X—A (HOMD) @ 831 HEHIE D 16S rRNA i&fx1-FE% (HOMD 16S
rRNA RefSeq version 13.2) OH25 98%LL EOFEFEIM:Z 7~ L7z 9 2 CTie HHEIFEMED @i

ETE ORI 2 fR5R L7 [26],

2. MERIE I X5 ACH FEAERE DA
1) B RO e
AWFZE TR L7 E Kk Z Table 1 (27”9, E#KIEX ATCC (American Type of Culture

Collection), JCM (Japan Collection of Microorganisms), TIMM (Teikyo University Institute of

Medical Mycology) 72 ENH AT LTz, TALH OERIT, @Y /s & B 5 2 v T



L. TATHBREM AN AR 2 1Rk L7,
R IR BRI O Th I OWp il TR L7z, BiRZ 02 M U U ieik@E ARk (PBS)

T 1A% L= PBS THOVRE L T 492 nm TOWIEEMN 03512725 L 912 LT,



Table 1  Strains used in this study

Strains

Fungal strains

Candida albicans TIMM 5500

Candida glabrata TIMM 5512

Candida guilliermondii TIMM 0259
Candida kefyr TIMM 0298

Candida krusei TIMM 3378

Candida parapsilosis TIMM 5567
Candida tropicalis TIMM 0313
Bacterial strains

Actinomyces naeslundii ATCC 51655
Actinomyces odontolyticus JCM 14871
Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans Y4
Campylobacter concisus ATCC 33237
Capnocytophaga gingivalis ATCC 33624
Fusobacterium nucleatum ATCC 10953
Fusobacterium periodonticum JCM 12991
Gemella morbillorum ATCC 27824
Gemella sanguinis ATCC 700632
Granulicatella adiacens ATCC 49175
Haemophilus parainfluenzae ATCC 33392
Lactobacillus plantarum JCM 1149
Lautropia mirabilis ATCC 51599
Neisseria flava ATCC 14221

Neisseria flavescens ATCC 13120
Neisseria mucosa ATCC 19695

Neisseria sicca ATCC 29256

Neisseria subflava ATCC 49275
Porphyromonas gingivalis ATCC 33277
Porphyromonas gingivalis W83
Porphyromonas sp. CW034

Prevotella histicola JCM 15637
Prevotella intermedia ATCC 25611

Prevotella melaninogenica JCM 6325
Prevotella pallens JCM 11140

Rothia dentocariosa ATCC 17931
Rothia mucilaginosa JCM 10910
Solobacterium moorei JCM 10645
Streptococcus anginosus FW73
Streptococcus australis ATCC 700641
Streptococcus gordonii ATCC 10558
Streptococcus infantis JCM 10157
Streptococcus intermedius ATCC 27335
Streptococcus mitis JCM 12971
Streptococcus mutans UA159
Streptococcus oralis ATCC 9811
Streptococcus parasanguis ATCC 15912
Streptococcus salivarius HHT
Streptococcus sanguinis ATCC 10556
Streptococcus sobrinus OMZ176
Streptococcus tigurinus ATCC 15914
Tannerella forsythia ATCC 43037
Treponema denticola ATCC 35404
Veillonella atypica ATCC 17744
Veillonella parvula ATCC 10790
Veillonella rogosae JCM 15642




ii) ACH FEAREDOHIE

ACH PE/EREDIE X Nieminen & [16] DIFEEIZHE U TIT 272,492 nm TOWIEEEAS 0.35
2722 X IR LT EREIR 400 ul Z W A7 a~ N7 Z 7HONRAL T K LI, 50
ul O 110mM =% /) —/b (FERE 11 mM) HD50ME50ul O 1M Zva—A (GfERE
100 mM) ZIRINL., EHIZHEMA L, B LY 7 V% 37°CT 30 MRS S B2,
XA T VD PTFE/> V) 2 U@l Z A L C 50 ul D 6 M id¥EERR %2 Il 2 TR %451 Lz,
WIZ, WA T IO~y RAR—=ZADEE%Z PTFE/> Y 2 U@ Z 7 LCS5mlgREILL, A
va~< hN7T7 40— (B H A7 a~ ~7 T 7 SGEA-P2, =77 A T ARXEAL,
I, HA, http://www fisinc.co.jp/en/common/pdf/E_SGEA-P2.pdf) % f\ T ACH & % H
E LTz,

AXHT 47 ar br—e LT, PCA Z AN HENERIZINNL, £0%Ty ) —ILdH
HWNET N a—REFEANLEZT T O T Bt DT ACH BE T Lz, 34
TA4Tarbr—AnbEbNTc ACHIREZZNENOEMKD ACHIRENHZAELGIWWT,

Kt LD ACH JBEEE L LT-,

iii) B L OWET L a— 2 K D ACH BEARLE SR
FHEFEERIZIZ IV a—A, Fva—A, T)VT7 h—RA, A7 a—ADiF 4 FOHE L X
Uh—n, Y b=, wr=br—b, =URXY h—/b wLF h—LDF 5FHOHET
NV — V& e, EIREIRIEANR O & 35 0 TR U | LR IT 2 B O H1ETIT o 72,
— X, 350 pl OREEEEIRE AT o~ N7 Z 7ZHONAL T KL, 50 ul © 110 mM =
=)V (RAIREE 11 mM) 38K ON50 pl OFFE 721307 Vv 2 — b GRA&IREE 100 mM) &

DUNE 50 pl DEEKZSA T VZIRINUT-% BEHICEA Lz, %A L7 v % 37°C
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T30 R S/ 72, 2SA 7@ PTFE/ U 2 T2/ LT 50 ul @ 6 M iaiE Rk %
Az TROGZAFIEZICRTR OB Y ACH IREZHIE L1, b 9 —HiX, —umEikz kT L=
— VIZHRFE L C, Ptk LRt ACH PEAREDOREZIT 72, T2 6, 350 ul OB
HRE S0 ul ORET L — b (FfEIEEE 100 mM) 3 DM 50 ul DFREKE 1.5ml D~ A 7
22— 7 I AL, 37°C T 30 sy R EHE#% . 5 0B C RIS A BRE U ER A 2 [FIFes L7z,
Z D%, 400 ul @ PBS THEHEKRZME L CHIEH DA T IKE LTz, T, 50 ul
D10mM =%/ —/b (AERE 11mM) Zh1Z, BB T A28 L, HEHALE
BTV % 37 °CT 30 SRR S 721% N1 T V@D PTFE/S U 22 U Fafsia 1 LC 50 ul @
6 M JEHE e 2 N 2 T ROS 245 1k L 724212 ACH IR & Rk (CHIE L7z, PHE=RIZ

ayba— L& LTHEHDWIEHET L a— LoD D ICEEKE A TSIz

LD ACH EEIZRIT DR E L CEHE L,

iv) MEHRIZ K% ACH PEAICKIT 5% U b — /L OBAFLR

JUMN R0 P I g “PF SEE D T RA R B ORI R 740 L 0 MR 280 L 7=, MER O
TRIEUIR D X 91247272, BWANINT T 4 0Ty 7 2% 30 BHEEA TS BV, Z ORIZTH
F o LHERITRAIAT KO ICHH LT, Z2O®%S MR T7 740Uy 7 A2 HBIE, 1
ZENIZ T F o ToHEIR 2 MER B U O F = — 712 [\ L 7,

350 ul DEER Z H A7 o< 87T 7HDOARATAIEL, S0ul ® 110mM =X J —/L
GRACTRIE 11 mM) & 50 ul DZERBIKSH DML S0 ul DXV h—/b GEREE; 10 mM, 50
mM, 100 mM) 212 T, EBIZEMH L, B LY 704 37°CT 30 IS S
Tot%. /XA 7LD PTFE/> Y 2 @A LT 50 ul @ 6 M i B EE % I % T Ui & 45 1k

L72. ACH EEDORIEIXRTR O 12T 272,
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1. 1 Je e i 2 i o oD A R A

AHFFEIZIS T D 801432 V— KD H 5, 674236 U — Kix HOMD [ZEE STV D 529
FEO M PERIBEBLS (440 oral taxon) (ZHIV 11 Hivlz, FEAREJE ORI A Table 2 12
IR, Streptococcus J&D YRR LLER 22.91% & e b BENIAFLE L. Prevotella J& (10.22%).
Neisseria J& (9.80%) M3E IR =, 529 FHO M EMEELS] (440 oral taxon)D 9 &, 16 J&
41 Fl (BEFEA DHEE L TORW 1T FEZE )23, Taed 3 DOEMEDONTILNITIEY L,
HEPICESS & 2 WITRUSAFTET DM & L CER I 7 5 1) FEMERRILEDR 1%%
% % (Relative abundance mean), 2) LD 5% %8 2 2 HERF FEET D (Relative

abundance maximum), 3) 95%.L_EOYERE I\ Z/FFET % (Prevalence) (Table 3),
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Table 2 Relative abundances of predominant bacterial genera in saliva of orally healthy subjects

Relative abundance (%)

Genera Mean Range
(Minimum — Maximum)

Streptococcus 2291 +£7.59 9.04 -47.71
Prevotella 10.22 + 6.69 1.03 -30.86
Neisseria 9.80 £6.78 0.05-31.27
Veillonella 6.75+3.23 1.40 - 19.28
Haemophilus 4,02 +3.39 0.14 - 24 .83
Gemella 370+ 1.87 0.05-11.94
Fusobacterium 344 £2.22 0.15-11.01
Actinomyces 329+223 045-17.32
Granulicatella 3.23+1.60 0.02-10.13
Porphyromonas 3.09+2.67 0-12.72
Terrahaemophilus 258 +3.14 0-19.68
Alloprevotella 1.76 £ 1.57 0-10.40
Leptotrichia 1.57 £7.59 0.02-47.71
Rothia 1.06 £ 6.69 0.03 - 30.86
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Table 3 Predominant and prevalent bacterial species in saliva of orally healthy subjects

Oral taxon Relative abundance (%)  Prevalence
Bacterial species ID Mean Maximum (%)
Neisseria flavescens 610 84+64 305 100
Haemophilus parainfluenzae 718, 826" 64+49 348 100
Prevotella melaninogenica 469 52+37 203 100
Streptococcus salivarius 755 46+44 202 98.2
Streptococcus mitis 677,398* 3.8+3.1 19.1 100
Granulicatella adiacens 534 31+16 10.1 100
Fusobacterium periodonticum 201 28+2.1 105 98.2
Gemella sanguinis 757 2715 100 994
Veillonella parvula 161 24+2.1 126 100
Porphyromonas sp. 279 23+£22 123 95.2
Streptococcus parasanguinis 411,721° 21+23 135 97.0
Veillonella rogosae 158 19+1.7 112 97.0
Streptococcus sp. 065 1.8+19 124 98.8
Veillonella atypica 524 1.8+16 93 100
Prevotella pallens 714 1314 75 95.8
Streptococcus sp. 061 1.2+12 60 97.0
Streptococcus australis 073 1.1+12 79 96 .4
Streptococcus infantis 638 1.1+£1.7 143 100
Prevotella sp. 299 10£12 103 95.8
Prevotella histicola 298 1.0+2.1 146 76.5
Streptococcus sp. 431 1.0+09 52 97.6
Streptococcus sp. 058 09+12 105 92.8
Streptococcus sp. 064 09+10 49 97.6
Actinomyces odontolyticus 701 08+0.7 42 98.2
Rothia mucilaginosa 681 0707 52 994
Actinomyces sp. 180 07+08 58 904
Actinomyces graevenitzii 866 0709 6.7 95.8
Streptococcus sanguinis 758 06+0.7 49 100
Gemella morbillorum 046 06+0.7 6.5 94.6
Actinomyces sp. 172 06+10 6.1 79.5
Lautropia mirabilis 022 0608 66 92.2
Fusobacterium nucleatum 200, 202,420,698*0.6 +05 2.6 98.8
Solobacterium moorei 678 05+£04 2.1 994
Neisseria mucosa 682 05+10 7.6 56.0
Leptotrichia sp. 417 04+07 60 85.5
Streptococcus gordonii 622 04+£06 55 86.1
Streptococcus oralis 707 03+£06 62 85.5
Neisseria flava 609 03+£08 7.3 45.2
Prevotella sp. 306 02+09 105 48.8
Campylobacter concisus 575 02+02 1.0 96 .4
Oribacterium sinus 457 02+02 09 97.6

“These oral taxons were identified as same bacterial species, therefore the relative abundances and

prevalences were combined.
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2. WER IS B 2 WK AFAES 2 DI @ ACH PE/ERE

1 et = DM BB & D WTRPLICAEAE L7z 41 FEOAMETED 1 C | /rBiEE S
TERRFINEFEL N5 SN TWEDIX 30 i Ch o 72, 2415 30 FED 9 6, Actinomyces
graevenitizii & Oribacterium sinus ZFR< 28 TR & | Fhex OMFEE T N OMERK B 7 HEL
7= Porphyromonas sp. (Oral Clone CW034) HOT_279. A &t 29 # > ACH FEARE & I 7E L 7=,
A. graevenitizii & O. sinus |3 ATCC, JCM 5 X O Microbiologics I[ZfRfFENTE LT, AT
DRFEET o o 7o T2 DRER R BRI LT,

XD ACH FEAJRFE % Figure 1 (279, 11 mM =4 J —/LOAF(E T T, Neisseria J&D
3 WfE (Neisseria mucosa, Neisseria flavescens, Neisseria flava) 13V 340 &V ACH FEAERE
BaRLTZ (ENTEN 2728 £655uM, 1684 +8.6uM, 94421 uM) , TOHFT, kb %
< ACH % PEAE LT=DIX N. mucosa T& - 7=, %tV > T, Rothia mucilaginosa. Streptococcus mitis.
Prevotella histicola &34 959 +59 uM, 902 +31.3 uM, 532 +10.1 uM O ACH % pE/E
L 7=, Streptococcus JBIZB L TIX, S. mitis A OEFE S AT D ACH FEEANTRD HALTZN,
50 M AT Th o7 2SS OHIEREIZT ¥ / —/L 736D ACH FEEAITERD B -

7= £, JVa—ZAFEETFT TR, WTHOMEBETE S ACH OFEAITRD o iz,
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Figure 1 Acetaldehyde production of predominant and prevalent bacteria in the saliva of orally
healthy subjects in the presence of 11 mM ethanol and 100 mM glucose. The data represent the

means =+ standard deviations of three and more independent experiments.
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3. Candida J&¥ O Neisseria J&? ACH FE/ERE

Candida J&¥ X O Neisseria JB =% ) —/AFE F CRIWVACHEEARREZ AT 5 Z L1393 T
IZHE SN TWD, AL TIX 7 FED Candida J& & 5 FED Neisseria J& ACH pEE & % il
7= (Figure 2) . PARTOWEFITE £ TV RV Candida kefyr % 5 9~ T D Candida J& X
TH )=/ (BHEE 11 mM) D OHERED ACH (> 100 uM) % pEE Lz, LLRTOME [16]
Tl b mWPEAREZ 8 LT2 Candida tropicalis (2489 +499 uM) X VU & C.kefyr DI1E 9 23 &
DR D ACH ZEA L= (2993 +80.9 uM) . F7=. Neisseria J&H 9T\ ACH &
AERENTRD HILTZ (944 £2.1 uM 225 272.8 +65.5 uM) , Neisseria J& D H TlX. N.mucosa
bW ACH EEAERER A L. ZUX C. tropicalis & R DRELERETH 72, T D DFE
RE0, =% ) — VB, DEN TIX Neisseria J& 7 Candida J& £ 1Z1E[R% O ACH A
REAFEIE L TV D Z &R SN,

—J5, v a—A (FH&IRE 100 mM) 177E T ClX Candida glabrata & C. kefyr 73753721
D ACH ZFEA LTZ (ZNFH83.1£248 uM & 80.1 £ 16.8 uM) . = D> Candida J& #
DTN a—ANEO ACH FEAITENTH -7 (<50 uM) , *FEAYIZ, Neisseria J&1L E D

WG 73— 26 ACH ZREE Lo 7=,
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Figure 2 Acetaldehyde production of Neisseria species and Candida species in the presence of
11 mM ethanol and 100 mM glucose. The data represent the means + standard deviations of three

and more independent experiments.
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4. MR GIE 3 & O Ofthod ARl 0 ACH PEAERE

W oD E B 72 E (20 2T, A8l Porphylomonas gingivalis. Tannerella forsythia.
Treponema denticola . Prevotera intermedia . Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomiotans .
Streptococcus anginosus, Streptococcus intermedius , Streptococcus mutans, Streptococcus sobrinus
72 E O EERIEPERTEIC SV T ACH FEARRZH~TL, Wb ) — LB L7 L a—
AN O ACH FEA IR CTIKIBE CTH -7 (Figure 3) . S HIZF DM, OFEICIFEET D
Actinomyces naeslundii, Capnocytophaga gingivalis, Lactobacillus plantarum, Rothia dentocariosa,

Streptococcus tigurinus \Z-OVNT  ACH PEAERE Z 7203 [RIERDOFER Th > 7= (Figure 3) .
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Figure 3 Acetaldehyde production of oral pathogenic bacteria and other bacteria in the presence

of 11 mM ethanol and 100 mM glucose. The data represent the means + standard deviations of

three and more independent experiments.
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5. BEBXOWET L2 — i X 5 HE O ACH FEAE~DORHENR

XU h—/V2 Candida J&ED ACH FEAZFAET 2 Z LT T TITHE SN TEH Y | AWF5E
T, MO ACH FEAEIZR L TH ¥ U b—ANHEDRZRTNE I D EaE Lz, B
FHEBRIIL, APEHEOH Thieb ACH FEARED E 22> 72 N.omucosa & SR & L TH
HOHTACH b %< BEAE LT Cokefyr A L7z, £3. U b= LISMT L ILE
RO B DHED D IHET V2 — VPFAET DB N ERR D70, 4 FEOREE 5
FORET NV a—VZOWTIHEDREM T, HBRBIRICEE Ch o2 7 — /L LiEEN
2T 37°C T30 i) SH7= & Z A, Figure 4 (279 X 912 C. kefyr BE NN, mucosa D
ACH FEA x4 DD L ERIIHN 50%H HVIFTENU T TH o7z, A7 a—AXC. kefyr
72 B5TNE N. mucosa ® ACH EEAIZRIBRDOPAEN R 2R L7222, T OMMOBEIL N. mucosa &
DY Cokefyr D ACH FEAZ RS AE LTz, —J7. C.kefyr 72 HTNI N. mucosa O ACH FEA
ZxPF o HET V2 — L ORFERIIFEORFRL Y b &<, C.kefyir XN, mucosa 512
%t LT 60% LA EDOHEREZ R LT, &7 Vo — L O EFEIZ T 2 HESFRITIZIZRE T
Thole, 7NV a—LOFTrbEWHEEREZRLILEOE, YVER—LEFT Y F—
LNTHY, FHERIL, C. kefyr IZk L TIXENEIL 895 £3.5%, 85.1 +4.8%. N.mucosalZ
L TIEZENZEIL93.6+18%, 922+31%Th -7,

WIZ, ACH FEAZ HETH YL E h—L %o U b= &AL, HET /Lo —1IC
&5 ACH EAEDLENROFH M2 RET Lc, BRI T v a— & A U F aX—
g LIz, BET L a— L EEHREL T LY ) — VBRI LESEA, YLE h—b
BN THF Y F—MIBWTHHERENPAREIIET L (p<0.001), 20 X 5 72HEDR
DAL T C. kefyr 725 NI N. mucosa D EIZ% LTl HiL7z (Figure 4)

X5, AT ACH OFEAENTRD L LT S. mitis, R. mucilaginosa., P. histicola (2%}
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THINVE =X b= NVDOEELFR-E A, 3EFTNTD ACH PEAREIZX

LT, BET IV a— i K BDRWHESRENE O b7 (Figure 5)
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Figure 4 Effect of sugars and sugar alcohols on acetaldehyde production of C. kefyr and N.
mucosa in the presence of 11 mM ethanol. The data represent the means + standard deviations of
three and more independent experiments. Significant differences between inhibition ratio with and
without washing out of sorbitol or xylitol were analysed using Student’s r-test: *, p<0.001.
Without washing out; sugar or sugar alcohol was added into the cell suspension together with
ethanol, and then they were incubated.

With washing out; sugar or sugar alcohol was washed out after pre-incubation of them with the cell

suspension, and then the cell resuspension was incubated with ethanol.
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Figure 5 Effect of sorbitol and xylitol on acetaldehyde production of C. kefyr, N. mucosa, R.
mucilaginosa, S. mitis and P. histicola in the presence of 11 mM ethanol. The data represent the

means =+ standard deviations of three and more independent experiments.
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6. b NI LD ACH BEAICKT 5% U h—/LOBRLEL T

M2 T X ) — b I v FaX—TarTbE ACHREASND Z LT T
WMEINTWDLDOT [7], BERZRIKE L THWZSEDOF Y ML OEDRE G
L7z MERICIRED R D% ) b= bz & ) — L EMNZTA U FaX— 3 L ACH
PEAERE A JIE L 7 fE 2R & Figure 6 (27”9, Juok ACH PEAEREA A L7270 o 72 1 NODWERE % R
WTC, F U M LOEINEIMERIC L 5 ACH FEAZLE L, £ ORRITREERGFNTH -
2o F U M= VIR TR @V ACH FEANGED HILTZMER Tk, 100 uM OF U K
—/VOWMAY ACH PEAE % 913%HET DRI L e oTe, LLARNR S, ZOFEBRITZNE

NOPERFIH LT 1 ELAERS A TELT, B/edERALETH D,
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Figure 6 Effect of xylitol on acetaldehyde production in saliva containing 11 mM ethanol. Saliva
collected from seven adults (A to G) was assessed their ACH production in the absence or presence

of xylitol.
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P

AMFFE T, B FH OWER P IAFET D B2 29 OMEFEIZ SV T ACH PE/AERE
ZWMIE LTz, Neisseria JBIL 3 BT X T, =& /=60 720 O&D ACH ZEAE L |
eV T, R.mucilaginosa. S.mitis, P. histicola & ACH PEARERH 5 Z b hoT-, S.
mitis IO O DZEESHERE © ACH PEAEREZ /R Loy, Bl OB & 1380 | A EOH]
ELRMETIE, BRFEMEZRT EHEINTODIRE (50-100 uM) [27] #8825 H O TIX
ol I1mM &V D =X ) — LRET 0.05% (wiivol) IZHHYS 35, —RAIIZ, 7 A X
F—RT T TR EOIRBIEDO T L a— VL 30~90% T, E—LRTU A DT L
a— VREIT5~15%CTH D, MEOHEDOHF T, 7 Wi % LT 15 0%ICHER
D7 ALREZPE LTI E Z A, TIZEATE 7 AL D 12%035%8 LT\ 5 Z L AR
SNTWD [28], ZORMREERETDH L. —KIRT LV a— L EBREICOERNDT 2 )
—/VIREN 11 mM DL EICR NS TR E DD TEWZ E bbb, LERn->T, 11
mM &\ D =K ) — ) VREZfEH U724 B0 ACH PEASERRIT AW A7 T /L3 — LB O
BUCHOREN TR Z > TV AHREN L TWD EBbd, 2O OREND ., DS
M HFERRT V3 — VBRI L D OPENTO ACH BEAICEE 2 &EH 2R L TR,
UAT BADFIEIZ HE DI TIEH D05, BE L TV D ATEEMED R S Tz,

AL ARERNICES S 2 WIRIRUSAFIET 2/ & L CERR SN/ Neisseria JBD 3
fE (N.mucosa, N.flavescens, N.flava) OFXTH, =X ) —/L)nbHOIEFIZE VY ACH FE
BREAA LTz, & B, AN O EEREE TIERW AN ML Neisseira J&ED 2 BHTE (N.
sicca, N.subflava) &\ ACH PEAREZ /R LTZ, 216 OFERIE N. mucosa, N.sicca, N.

subflava 73E\ N ACH FEARER H > TV D E W ) iBEOWE & —E L [20]. &V ACH FEA
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BEIL Neisseria BOFFETHH Z L2 REB LTS, L LA, Zoffmae T
EFLLISL O Neisseria JEBETED ACH BEARRZ B L 722 T Ui 7e B ey, —J7, A B~
Streptococcus J&D 13 FERED ACH FEAREIZIZIRE REL XN H Y | S. mitis DHDY 50 uM
PLEdD ACH % PEA L7z, [RIERIZ. Rothia J& TIX R. mucilaginosa M 773, Prevotella J& Tl
P. histicola DFH 50 uyM 82 5 ACH A LTz, T O DOREREE 2 5 & ACH FEA
REITMIE 2 0083 5 ECAMR~—— L2508 LiL7av,

A8l Candida JET21F T72 < | Neisseria JEIZIBWTHF U h—/LIT XV ACH AR
WIS HESND Z EBNbhoT, U M= LSDOMOFET Va2 — 2D\ T b AR
DFERTH -T2, MZ T . FY b—/b & VIV E b —)LiX Neisseria J& LA O FED ACH
PEABRE L-, I 612, b MERZ W invitro TO ACH PEAEIZBWNTEH, U K
— N K BMENRRHE LN, T b=V L E b — LI O EE OBEEA DT D
DB LD R THI OB TAZ 0 —ADORBHEL LTTF 2—A U T H LR
FX T AIHHEN TS BT L a— VTBEERIC LY FRZ 5] & 24 mrgerk
HHM, —WNITLZETHDLEB2LNTNWD, 5%, WERE A2 in vitro TORE
EBroakkEERD 2 &, E5IT invivo TOAFEN ACH FEAICKTT D% Y h—L D
EREBGET D2 Z L BUNETH LN AFROFRERLOET Va2 — NV EEHT 5T 22—
AT HERF ¥ T 4 DOBEMEMZ L D=5 7 — b O ACH BEAZ I3 2 DIz
FHTHDZ LRI,

Candida J&¥ X O Neisseria J& 0 ACH FEAEIZRIT 2 Vv E h— L OEHRIZ, FV
=/ VIZILEd %, Uittamo & [22] (ZF > U b—A Tk FrbfF—ERnT7 La—L7t
Fa s =877 IV =BT H5Z &b . XU h—iET7va—T e Ralp—8

DIEER O A HFET LI TUEET v a =T Fa s —BEEaHE L
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TWHDOTHA A EFE LT, Y VE h—AT e FeFFr—¥4E/7/a—Tk Rnr
Tr =877 IV —IlBTHDOT, Y F—UZLD ACH EAREL XY h—1 &
FILAD=ALICES>TERZISTNDEBRXBND, LLRRL, AEMAESHD ACH
PEEIZKI T DHET Va2 — VOREDRIT RN b THY =& /) — L7 va—u
DT DHEEDOAITIROENTND, LR -> T, L0 EmWEIREE DI

BRI P O MR O ACH %3 Y4 22 R FE I HERF 2 k2 TR L 2T b, H 50T
FET L a— L Oy FREEEZHE L T 7 a— T b Ra b —B IR EIC IS
T2 KO RIHEVMEZHET LILENRD D,

AHFIEIC L0 | BB FICE T D OFENTO ACH FEAICMER H OME 2N EE 2 i & %2 L
TWHZENAGNERY | NENOMEREEZD S5 Z LS ACH EEA DT
BN D T EIURB ST, T OREFRITAR B 72 1R AR REAMEME R 2 BRI & B2 D L
UAT BADFIE) A7 \Z785 L) RIFESFRT 26D Th D, —FH T, AWFIEIIMER
HEE 35 2 R L T DM O T Neisseria JED X 5 72\ DIOFFEDOME N & 7 —
JVinD ACH #FEAET DRES 1% 6 > T\ b T & &R LTo, Neisseria J& D53 =8 1 4R M
T005~3127% &L EFICRE RENDH D, MERTIZ Neisseria BH % < AFAET D Z LI
BRIEIRFIC 51T D A EN T ACH FEAEDENNZEE N 2706 L7y, H 5 B & O MERHIE
HEOWKAZMD Z LKD) | FrICHIBEIEB DO H 5 AT & > TE BEADOEKIEIZ L5 UAT
MADIIEY) A7 ZHRETED LI DHTHA I, Neisseria JEDFHZEDENT & AW
T L b Neisseria BOEEN LN LITIF2 b0, OEMEORELZ 2 ha—/LF
UL, MEHR HIZ Neisseria BBMEZA THDH N TH-TH ACH EAEZBD S EDHZ LNTE
%o TOZ LIFAMEEROARRN UAT BADBERK T THD &V ) EFREORKIR & —

BT %,
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—F., TRXTOEFEENTY ) — VDK bT, Z/va—AnbE ACH ZEAT 5
WHENJZ B o TWD, AENOERERITFR L & HITHEM L, FHCERESEE CIIPEE T
HoH, LTeH->T, mimEllBiT o AERNEREEZ R AEs 7Tk Tary br—L

THZEIX DU UHFIET T TR UAT NADTFRHICE > THEBERZI L EEZ LN,
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1. A [a] O efds & OMER ) D SN ZME O, SEXRER RN 1 2B 2 5.
RS 5% 2 B 2 HPRBRE INFEIET D 95% L, EOBEBRE IZFE(ET D VD 3 D5

HOWTNNICEY T HME X 16 EHE 4 HFEECThH Tz,
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