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FET v a— A AMERRETERF . (NAFLD : non-alcoholic fatty liver disease) %114 72
HAIMEARNGIF (NAFL) & THRAR E SNDHIET V2 — L EENIIFSA (NASH : non-
alcoholic steatohepatitis) % & T s % FH O 5 EAL R Z AT s b e 2B & TH D V2,
FRIZNASH T, AR v 27 vv Fr—AIZEB0 T ORIA & Sh, TR 2 Rk
R 72 EHEB O BEE R AT EER LR BT 5 2 & Y, & DI RS O
AR OMRKBA~ LETT 5 Z EBMEShTns >

NASH DOFIE - #ERHET & LT 1998 4-IZ#2M8 S 4172 Two-hit theory 23BLTE A < 30HF &
TS M EF st -hit & U CIRMOB R ISR 5 I~ O BRI L& 23 2 5
Z & THEMIF DS ERL & i, & ISR ~DEE 2 5| & Z 3 4« DK 123 2nd-hit &
LTEHT 5 Z & T, RO RIER EORENRGI R S ND, E2E, B
WHEEE IZ B2k 9% endotoxin DEHSER S TR Y, IEWIZHE 5 IR T lipopoly-
saccharide (2519~ 2 A MEMNTTHES D Z E MBI TN D >

—7J7, MR RO FERIEIFAE T & D Porphyromonas gingivalis (P. gingivalis) 1'%,
ARERNTZT TR, B Ofkx ligdn 5B S h, EmnERE, BRE, B v~
FRREDERYFBICHT DV AL LD ERRESNTNG W, EiTEOREY:
A XV, P. gingivalis 78 NAFLD/ NASH B O OEN O @AEE TR S b 2 &3
HEN, HhEER R OB RE STV D Y, Furusho B (2013) (s BN & TlEN
HFE Lz~ v A ESAF#E O EEE O P.gingivalis % &9 X5 &, TRIFERR IR WD
TRIESHMEALDORER B SN EWEL T D Y,

PLED Z &5, P.gingivalis 4%t F 72 NASH FAEIZ B3 5 “2nd-hit” & 72 5 AIHEMED
B Tunsd, Lo L, NASH IZBfR L7 2V E CTOEM ESR T, P.gingivalis % §#k
RWICEHBER G T2 HENETH 72, 1> T, WENB LOEMFHINY T ThH D
RS S R RR LS 0, Pgingivalis 2NEYE L NASH IEICE 5 LT\ 5
INE DN DN TIMRFE S AL TV AR, 2 2 THRAIFEMFFE LT v M, fiRIC X
% BRI B R &= EH L, S BT P.gingivalis % 2nd-hit & L CEEIHELHZ LI2LD,
NASH ~OH#EFIZ DV TR L 72,



xXt& L Hik

(1) B & B

AREN IR B A B R A i R E ) KR B IS KV KRR (13220, 14-07) &
M, HUEISHE > THME L7,

AWFTE T, 4 DDHEERZAT 9 728, 8 H il Wistar & SPF 47 ~ b (Clea Japan, Osaka,
Japan) 52 L% LU N ORI L7z (Fig.1),

a) FER 1. 7 FOBEBFET VEERT 5720, % 5D 7 v MIEAEME (high
fat diet: HD; LA 3R 60%, Research Diets No. D12492; Research Diets, New Brunswick,
New Jersey), F 7213 @R (basal diet: BD; HLIEH = 10%, Research Diets No. D12450B)
= 1R2EMG AT, 2RO 2T ENENHD BB L U'BD BEL ER L, T OMOLET
TORholz,

b) FEBR2: EBRKER T v FETAEERT D720, FEER 1 L [RERIC HD 28 S
H7e7 v M 4 8RR, & 5L hgature (Lig) BB X W= hr—/ (Cont) #D
QBRI 7=, Lig D 7 » MTIX, %k 35 X 512 EBA RIS — H bl O M SIS R &
fEER L, EBROWERZHE LT,

c) FEBR3: ZOFEEBIT HD #HEHIC L VBT 23S, EREExEZzEE LT v b
2B\ T, HERGRD B IR A LTz P.gingivalis DEA RIS EZ M T 57201217 - 72,
BD F£7/2iX HD ##HL7=7 v MIER2 L A0 HIETHEREEZITVD, RIC—
#f 6 'L C BD/Lig/Pg (-), BD/Lig/Pg (+), HD/Lig/Pg (-), HD/Lig/Pg (+) @ 4 BEIZ/5 1) T EBx
L7, %32 X 912, P.gingivalis % #5254 SR FIC AT L 72 FEBREE I Lig/Pg (+) B & &
A L7z,

d) EB 4. HD BEIZE T D MiEH @ endotoxin & & C-reactive protein (CRP) & (Zx 7
% P.gingivalis DB %2 3N 5720, FER 3 L[AER, —HE4 LD F »~ % HD/Lig/Pg (-)
& HD/Lig/Pg (+) @ 2 FEIZ /31T CThuie L 7=,

EERENIL, =IR 23°C, B 50%, BN 12 FER OB FCiE L, 1M T L& 7
v FOKREZRE LTz, fE 12 BEZICT v M 16 Rk S, sodium
pentobarbital (50 mg/kg) NEPEPN R N CEHENRE O L2772, £D#%, 7> F&%L
FIE S, A BT OO RAIREER 2 5B L 7z,
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Figure 1. Bf 37 ¥ A »

BD: basal diet, HD: high-fat diet, Cont: control, Lig: ligature
P.g: Porphyromonas gingivalis, CMC: sodium carboxymethyl cellulose.

(2) LTEE S~ DR

EEEB LA © 3 M1, FEERAO M E R EAL I KO P.gingivalis AT ORI D5 1E B 5K % W
HEIELHTD, ER 1~ OLETOT v MIX LILEIEH ® & % sulfamethoxazole (1 mg/
mL) ¥ & O trimethoprim (200 pg/mL) & AWE /K% 3 A EHEIRES ¥, D% 3 H
AN O SR PENE O 72 93l B O IEE K & 52 72 2,

F2BR 1 OB T, 4 M O HD #FEHC XV BT E SN/ Z &b, FB2 O Lig
HEBLOERI L402TOT v MIxtL, BG4 BEZIZ, LTICRLEZE D
ICHEERIC L 2 EBRII A R EE O LE 2T o7z, ~v b2V E X —/LF R oA
(Kyoritsu Seiyaku, Tokyo) & & % 25 Filk <, #AZB 0 2% > (Nonaka Rikaki,
Tokyo) TR L7z AEN O EFAAMIEE — e (M1) #EEE0IC 3-0 Ak A 545 L, fEsk
DOFERHZ 2 VARY v LY THEE LR (Fig2),



Composite resin Figure2. LB AW EHTM~ORK LK REE
FEBROVE SR R 2 5HE T D720, ERARI ML 8
FHIBIZ 3-0 MR E MR LT, 2D, fEEROFW
H&E ML OTLHEEEZ, 2Ry LY

WTHEE LTz,

3-0 Silk ligature

(3) P.gingivalis B EBR ORE L &5

P.gingivalis W83 #£ % hemin (5 mg/mL) & menadione (0.5 pg/mL) #RAN 10% K& BiE i
% Brain Heart Infusion %€ K15H (Becton Dickinson, New Jersey) TSRS T
(AnearoPack system ; Mitsubishi Gas Chemical, Tokyo, Japan) (235 T 37°CC 7 H filk5#
L, £D% 21 =—7% hemin & menadione %/l Brain Heart Infusion &AL H#H T 37°C,
48 IFfAIEE 7R L 7o, WIRREIRIE, MR E 2 20 e R (600nm &) (280 O.DAE 0.8 &
72 % X 9 phosphate buffered saline (PBS) Z# H W TA L, 8% sodium carboxymethyl
cellulose (CMC; Wako Pure Chemical Industries, Tokyo) & % & iRF1 L CTHEH L7=

FEHR 3 L 41T\ T, Lig/Pg (v) BEIZITRE S O L2330 E T 8 @M, B 2 F, ik
DOEBRENL 100 11 %2 M1 OFEEREFRICE®EAT Lz, XREETH D Lig/Pg (1) BEIZIE
P.gingivalis RN D CMC BB % 84 L7,

@) ~A47a7x—HAXHE CT@QCT) &AWV iz EEOMBAT

FREU L 72418 E5EIE 3% para-formaldehyde # H C pH7.4, 4°C, 48 FEfE[EE L, LLFD
fEHT 24T > 72

7 v FAI E%E% nCT system (ELESCAN II; Nittetsu Elex, Tokyo) % F W THgE L7z,

o BB T W I 2 B BR E G A & AT, SRR A F RS & SEATIS, AiTER T

Ifl 2 PR & SPEATICALE D, ML &8 il & OB # Al m 2 Hl & U TR LTe, 1%
AR, BEE 80kV, EE 44 mA, FRIGSE 512X512 B 7 v, AT A XE30.7
um, FEFEEIEL 32 & L7z, %, HARIEY 7 & (TRI/3D-BON Version7.0; Ratoc System
Engineering, Tokyo) % F\)CIZRMEEE L 7= 3 kot EIZ3\ T, Tokunaga & (2011)
D IFHENCHEH R BRI L ~L % 34l L 72 20 M1 O 035 M0 ES, g, sEoiot
A2 hx=F A)VEE (cement-enamel junction : CEJ) 75 Hi 5 TH (alveolar bone crest :

ABC) £ TOMREZFHAIL, 2153 IO VEEZE T v FONREREEE L7,

4



(5) LD FRI AT

uCT R8T L= A E5EE %, 10% ethylenediaminetetra-acetic acid % C pH7.2,4°C,
28 HRIMLIRALEL L, /N7 7 ¢ @l %217 o 70, uCT 2 I &L 5 3 Wotlitg & k3% 7
O MI Ja e H 28R & 85 " IR0 0 FR 2 & T i & WATICALER S, 278 h—2»4
(RM2145; Leica , Hessen, Germany) % F\C 2| L KIKWr CE & 6 um O 8 %
TERL U 72, AEARIXE 5 I29EV Haematoxylin-Eosin (H-E) Y217\, #l%2 - RZI2IT8
FHAMSEE (MICROPHOT-FX; Nikon, Tokyo) % fV 7z,

(6) M¥E T A — & —fRHT

PRI % 4°C, 10,000 X g, 60 43 ] D Ze Tt oy B U IfiE 2 7 BEfR, 45 00E £ T
-80°C THRAF L 7=,

A LAY ARG A R 2 720, i R O 22 G R S {E (FBG) % HK-G6PDH i
(Quick-auto neo GLU-HK; Shino-test, Kanagawa, Japan), - > A U % ELISA % (ultra-
sensitive rat insulin-measuring kit, Morinaga, Tokyo) (Z X W lIE L7z, 1 > A U AARHHER
homeostasis model assessment of insulin resistance (HOMA-IR: Insulin X Glucose/405) %
WTEMR L2 %

HD BEIIC K2 BH OMIENT A —F =D B L+ 570, lRENT A —2—
& L G, total cholesterol Z %3 15 (L-type wako CHO-H; Wako), low-density lipoprotein
(LDL) & high-density lipoprotein (HDL) cholesterol % [E.#%7% (Cholestest® LDL/Cholestest
®HDL; Sekisui Medical, Tokyo) % W THIE L7=, MfkEEGE~—F—& L T lactate
dehydrogenase (LDH) & alkaline phosphatase (ALP) % JSCC #E¥E{L%S1E (L-type wako
LDH-J/L-type wako ALP-J; Wako) Z TRkl L7z, BB ST A —Z—L LT
creatinine (CRE) & blood urea nitrogen (BUN) f % Z L2 1L 15 (L-type wako CRE-M;
Wako) & Urease-GLDH 7% (Seiken UN-S; Denka seiken, Tokyo) ([C X W HIE L7=, S HIT
PRIBAE I E 1L (L-type wako UA-M; Wako) (2 X 0 fif#dT L7=, INZ T, &8 ORIEF MmN
L LT Albumin/Globulin (A/G) H.23¥7E 4177, Globulin fHIFAE EHE & L Y Albumin
A Z LW i & U CEME S u7z (Total protein HR-II/Albumin II-HA test wako;
Wako), — MBI, A/G HIZRFER S ICEVME T2 2 &b hnTng 7,

NASH OJRRED—# & U CHFIEE 27 i7" % 72, [iL{F aspartate aminotransferase
(AST) & alanine aminotransaminase (ALT) &% JSCC #E#E{bxtIRE (L-type wako
GOT-J2/L-type wako GPT-J2; Wako) (2 & ¥ & L 7-.

S 52K 4 © HD 7 v MW T, HD/Lig/Pg (-) REds X OVHD/Lig/Pg (+) BED
I3/ H @ endotoxin % Endospecy ES-50M Set (SEIKAGAKU Corporation, Tokyo) % FH T



HIZE L, CRP % Rat CRP ELISA Kit (Immunology Consultants Laboratory, Portland, Oregon)
Ze FICTTHRIE L7z,

(7) FFig o KRR 0 FEAM

JiFlgI% 3% para-formaldehyde % H (2350 C pH7.4, 4°C, 24 FERE] O #AKR E E %1237 7
MBI OO AT 72, TO%, ES Sum T 7 ¢ Y7 % H-E Yeta &7

#EYL£4 (Azan-mallory; Muto Pure Chemicals, Tokyo), £727 714 4 A% v K (CM3050S;
Leica , Hessen, Germany) % H N TIER L 72T D 8 um BRAE I fr 2 NEH %% €2 (Sudan III;
Muto Pure Chemicals) L7-, JENi%atg ik, ROEIREZ PO E L&Y TV OEE

DAL 3 FFT (200 FEREF, 346 X260 pm) [ZBWT, 4 Lo P@IZYea Stk s
E O RS &2 EAGMENT Y 7 7 =7 Image ] Z W THIE L= %, & HICHTIROFHHEER
FHM D 7=, H-E 42 £4.35 L O Sudan 42444 (2350 ) C, NAFLD activity score (NAS) %
Kleiner et al. (2005) DEFIZHEVEEA L7 ?, NAS (ZAFI#EIZ 31T % steatosis, lobular
inflammation 35 &2 OF cell injury (balooning) @ 3 THH 625K A a7 OEFHE (total
NAS) #4 7 v TR L7z, NASIZEBRBENOVHEE LIFERFAETELE (0=6),

Q) ERBETS7—7, MBER I OB B O P.gingivalis D H

AEFRRHME O 7= 8, FERBAMS & ZRIEORF N CHAR F 77— 27 28I L7T-, 15
MLHTZY 1V ARDN—/R—=RA > k& M1 1 ZREAENIC 3 BEFA L, 10 BERE L7
BIZPBS300 Wl #37FE Lic~vA 7 F a—7 2B LT,

Wk~ 77—, i, I D P.gingivalis D534 a3 5729, &>
7 V735 QlAamp DNA Mini Kit (QIAGEN, Hilden, Germany) % T DNA Z i L 7=,
eV T 168 ribosomal RNA - DELHIZ%F S L 72 Tagman MGB probes and primers (Thermo
Fisher Scientific, Waltham, Massachusetts; Table 1.) % H T real-time polymerase chain
reaction (PCR) %17\, P.gingivalis 35 L OSRMEE 2 JE U7, HIESIE, il DNA,
7T A ~—L T r—7%EE L7 Tagman® Fast Advanced Master Mix (Thermo) ' C,
StepOnePlus™ Real Time PCR system (Thermo) % F\TLLF D4/ T1T - 7=: Holding %
(95°C, 20 43, 40 ¥ 7 L (95°C, 1 43f; 60°C, 20 43f8)), 5 — %1, StepOne™™ software
ver.2.1 (Thermo) % i [ U CHENT L 7=, P.gingivalis & iSMIEE O EREZ1T O 728, BE
KPR FE DA DNA % 10 5 Ol LARE AR 2 (ERk L 7o, Ml O R AL 100
cell/sample T& Y, P.gingivalis & ¥l E %7 Cycle threshold B O ZEEMREIL, i Z
AU 1.4% (ranged from 0.9 to 2.0%) & 1.4% (ranged from 0.6 to 3.2%) Toh -7,



Table 1. Tagman probe and primer

Target Sequence (5'-3")

Porphyromonas gingivalis
Forward primer CTTGACTTCAGTGGCGGCAG
Reverse primer TCAGTCGCAGTATGGCAAGCT
probe TGAAATGCATAGATATCACG

Universal (total bacteria)
Forward primer TGCGGGACTTAACCCAACA
Reverse primer TGGAGCATGTGGTTTAATTCGA
probe CACGAGCTGACGACARC*

*"R" indicates mixed sequence of A and G bases.

(9) #FHAET

FBR 3 LIARROERFINIETIT o I TR ERO T —F 2 IS, fftr Y 7 b o =7
G*Power 3 & WV TRE N T 21T > 72, o 7 A XOFHEITIE, CEJ-ABC [ FRHE
& MiE ALT fEICxT 5 4 BER O FHIER L OMERER 22 W %, 2 OB 551k 5 %)
REIL, TNTN1.05 L 124 THoTo, T AH A XL, a=TF— 0.05 THRIET 0.8
ZAFDTOITIER M 2 E L TR L, — i@t 2 vz & &1, SR
4EDT v b LTz,

BWET — X BT DA OIERME % Kolmogorov-Smirnov MEIZ L W R LT-, £
D%, 4 FER O LB DWW TR — oA E 5 HU AT & Tukey test (2 5 % B ELERE &, 2
HEMRILEH L2 13 student’s t-test FRE 2 V72, & 72 NAFLD activity score (FEIEBL00 2 7R
97— & & L C, Kruskal-wallis H-test & Mann-Whitney U-test with Bonferroni correction %
AWz, 2 TOMGHLEIZfENT Y 7 b7 =7 (SPSSver.15.0 j.; IBM, Chicago, Illinois) %
HAWTITW, BEAKESUREOGEEAEEZHV & LTz, 81X mean + SD TR,
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EB1:HDEHIZX2ME T A —F—DE{L LB F#FE

HD £ 5B 462> 5 7 #8 B LAKE, BD BEIZ L, HD BE CIIMREOA B /R EINN3RD iz
(Fig. 3A), fEEEPHAA 12 8%, HD 7 v FOREIT, BD 7 v MIEASK 7% ML (P<
0.05; n = 5: t-test),

A B P<0.01 C
600 < BD 35 ¢ 16 [
= HD * *
* * 14
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BD HD

Time on diet (wk)
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Figure 3. HD fEE{ L DAE, A VR Y VikHitE LB FHE

HD D 8% i+ % 72, 7 » hIZ HD (60% fat, 20% carbohydrate, 20% protein)
Z 12 BEMHEAE S &7, HD B, —J7, 2> o —/Lfiakl (10% fat, 70% carbohydrate, 20%
protein) ZHEEEL 727 v MIBD B & ER L7z, HD OFHfi & LT, (A) {KE (* p<0.05)
L (B) MIFDZERR A A E, 33X (C) HOMA-IR (Insulin X Glucose/405) 23&t
&z, £72, (D, E)Sudan MY LD/ NENDIEII GBS 282 LT,



FEEIBAAR 128 7%, fyE A > A U fE (Fig. 3B) & HOMA-IR (Fig. 3C) %, BD BEIZ b~
HD #CHEIZE -7, 7 HD RO Mg ALT fi (P<0.01) I%, BD Bl THEIZ
7> 72 (Table 2), ALT [IATFIRICHF RAICFET DEE TH 0, IO E MBI
E 0 MmEFIZHE T 5720, —RICHFEE~— T —L LTHWON D, oAb F T
A —H —THOWTIL, HD BT A/G tb (P<0.05) NAEICHAD LT3, 228 iy ff <o =
VAT — /Ul 7 ISR B RENITRD it ho iz,

fFlg DAY % (Sudan IIT) (238 TId, Fig. 3D & E I 4%1C, HD BED AF/LAE <
JIFHBRE ~ D B 72 IR A DBl S vz,

Table 2. The effect of High-fat diet on serum biochemical parameters

BD HD
FBG (mg/dL) 162.4 + 13.2 166.2 + 18.8
T-CHO (mg/dL) 76.2 £ 6.5 726 = 10.1
LDL (mg/dL) 6.60 = 0.89 760 = 2.41
HDL (mg/dL) 19.2 + 0.84 20.2 = 2.77
LDH (U /L) 2942 + 88.1 2912 + 72.8
ALP (U /L) 238.0 + 431 396.8 + 181.2
AST (lU/L) 724 £ 6.7 782 £ 7.3
ALT (I /L) 27.2 + 3.8 40.2 * 7.0
CRE (mg/dL) 0.49 + 0.06 0.43 + 0.06
BUN (mg /dL) 195 + 3.7 18.10 + 50
UA (mg/dL) 154 + 043 1.36 + 0.66
A/G ratio 270 + 0.12 235 + 0.27 1
FBG: fasting blood glucose, T-CHO: total cholesterol,
LDL: low-density lipoprotein, HDL,; high-density lipoprotein,
LDH: lactate dehydrogenase, ALP: alkaline phosphatase
AST: aspartate aminotransferase, ALT: alanine aminotransferase,
CRE: creatinine, BUN:Blood urea nitrogen,
UA: Uric Acid, A/G ratio: Arbumin/Globurin ratio

9 p <0.01 ; significant difference compared with Lean-group.
T p <0.05 ; significant difference compared with Lean-group.



EER 2 BRREEICXDEROEERER

FEBRA S ALE > S 8 W% D pCT Hig 23315 5, CEJ-ABC [E RERE 0O I #f 3 2 o3
(Fig.4A, B, C), Lig BEICHB W\ T, EZEAM ML ~OFER553RIC L 0, B S22 g o
BENGR® iz (FigdD), Lig B CEJ-ABC MIFEREIX Cont BEICHE~ 1.9 {54 B8N
L7 (Cont #: 572.2 £ 26.7 versus Lig #f: 1098.0 + 58.9 um; P < 0.001, t-test; n = 5),

B JE KB~ D FEBRIO B A Rk DS B A BT D72, RO RN 21T - 72, Lig
FETIX Cont B & Il U C, CEJ-#4 6 LAAMIBRRESIER L, 7 ¥ v F A hrARAE LT
(Fig. 4F), F7-, Lig BECTIX L DIRIE & L F2 T RIEA IR #2038l %2 S 7= 203, Cont HE T
IXFREIEEDOPT RUITER® HivZe - 7= (Fig. 4E),

EBRI: BRCLVERLI-EBRNEERICE T D Pgingivalis &G D %

(1) ERAREE L Pgingivalis BBREAMIZ L 5 EROERRER

BD £7213X HD Z#BEE I H7= 7 v D M1 555K B BHIC, P.gingivalis FRETR %08 2 A1
fi L7z,

Fig. 5 A, B IR AENGEIL, FEBRAYHERLED S 8 M#%IZBIZE L7 HD FEAR
FW 2t R Cd 5, HD/Lig/Pg (+) BETix HD/Lig/Pg (-) FEICH~, Wikt IRV T X
0 E L7 OR L IEIR SO BT,

Fig.5C, DIZAMI L5860 uCT g % 7~x L, CEJ-ABC [ijihi#f% 72 7 CTFig. ElZ/R L7z,
P.gingivalis SR D EATIE, BD & HD O WIS TH D 2T A& O W 2 FEHE S
7=, BD/Lig/Pg (+) #£i% BD/Lig/Pg (-) HEIZH~ 15.7% (P <0.01, Tukey test; n = 6),
HD/Lig/Pg (+) # Tl HD/ Lig/Pg (-) BEIZEEX20.9% (P <0.001) A B2 g oI &
DN L 7=, & 512, HD/Lig/Pg (+) #ElE BD/Lig/Pg (+) BEIZHE~ 12.0 % (P <0.05) A&

B OTCHENGR D BTz,

LICHEER R 2 & U 7= Rk~ D, P.gingivalis SR VER AT O 5288 % JLRR 001281
2L 7=, BD B L HD BEOWTHIZEB W T b, Lig/Pg (+) # Tl Lig/Pg () REE il L T,
CEJ-#6 RN ER L, KO KERT X v T A br A4 LTz (Fig.sF,
G), F7z,Lig/Pg (+) BETIX Lig/Pg (-) BEIZHEN, XV W EROIRE, R F2RGEMAY
R, 27 =7 UHEETOEN &, BRI XD R I A BILE S (Fig.
5H, 1),
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1400 ¢ P <0.001

1200

MCT analysis

1000

800

600

400

200

Distance between CEJ and alveolar bone crest (um)

Cont Lig

H-E staining

Figured. FERIC K 2 ERMERA X OERE

HANZHD % 4 AMEBE 727 v b O ESEAM M1IZ 3-0 /854 & # %k L 7-; Lig #%,
Cont FEIZIZRBMLE DI % T o T-, pnCTIRE L VG572 (A, B)3D E# - T,
(C)MI1 L ZEM D3 5 Gt R, =0 23815 (D) CEJ-ABC [ #EEED ) E %
EREMICEH L7z, 7 —#1X Mean+SD T L7z (n=6), LFAAMIF SO H-E YL
g a2 #5925 L, (E)Cont BE L LB L C, (F) Lig Bt CTlX, 74 v F A2 br ARNE
U, bR FRIAEMARE 2358 b7z (forked arrowhead: CEJ, triangle arrowhead:
epithelial junction),
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Figure 5. 2RI L W BE L7 EEBRE B R ~D P.gingivalis &Y

BB AR 12 %, LSANESEY 25 E5RY (A; LiglPg (-) i, B; LiglPg (+) #F) L,
uCT T2~ 54572 3D Hif% | (C; Lig/Pg (-) #f, D; Lig/Pg (+) #f) T, M1 OHEMD (E)
CEJ-ABC B2 & ErICEH I L7z, 7 —%1X Mean+SD T L7 (n=6), L34
M5 D H-E Yetafg 2 81534 % &, (F) Lig/Pg () B & e#k L <, (G) Lig/Pg (+) BT
X, KORERTHyF A ba R ERTFRIEMADRIEOTUE, M RRHE DR EE D
88 B 4L7= (forked arrowhead: CEJ, triangle arrowhead: epithelial junction), Lig/Pg (+) ##
DEMRZILRT DL, (H) U o KA F & L RIEMRER X O 1) sEE T
TOE A (round- tipped arrow) O HILNFRD S iz,
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Q) BHEABELMEBRABOS 7 — 7, LI, FIRIZIB T 5 P.gingivalis DR

M1 DOFEELRJEPRIZ®BAT L7 P.gingivalis DRN D2 MET 5720, 77— 7, MiE,
FEkAAR X 0 i LU 72 DNA % real-time PCR % W CHENT L 72 (n = 6), #5102

(X9 5 Pgingivalis ODFIG L LTER L, MIEBMAANCIE, 7> o777 —7HZ
P.gingivalis |ZFH S 720y o 7203, JEBLE G 8 B DO 77 — 7 21X 17.0 £13.3%
D P.gingivalis MRS 72, —F, MiGE X OFED B I3 S vie oo 7o (B E
fi& : 5 cells/ul of serum, 40 cells/g of liver, date not shown), Z L5 OFERIL, &4 L7
P.gingivalis 78 M1 B O 727 — 7 IZEA LTz Z E 2L Lz, AL, i
figi~ D AT IIMERE T E 7o 72,

(3) HD B EH L P.gingivalis %41 O T 1% 68

B EBATIC L 0 B OIRREDHEIT L= Z L 0D, P.gingivalis [&Y: L7= HD 7 » K
DR AL & S ht L 7=,

FEERCR A IE & Pogingivalis DA 8 WIZIZ, MG ALT & AST {HMEME % &1
L 7= (Fig. 6), HD/Lig/Pg (-) #f & HD/Lig/Pg (+) BEDIMIF ALT fE(X (P<0.05, Tukey test;
n=6), BD/Lig/Pg (-) BEIZEE_T 35.5% & 48.1%FNENHEISE D~ 1= (Fig. 6A), £7-
BD/Lig/Pg (+) ¥ L ONHD/Lig/Pg (+) £ ALT fiZ, BD/Lig/Pg (-) #E3s LU HD/Lig/Pg
() LR TENRENEVEZ R L2, AEZEIT 0o T-, —J5T, Mg AST fHIZ
T ZNOREMICBIT 2 A RBEITRO b iv/e -7, L2 L student’s t-test 2 VT Z 4
ZfEMT+ % &, HD/Lig/Pg (+) #£0 AST fE 1T HD/Lig/Pg (-) BEICHA, 20% A E 12 < 72
DR HFRD B iz (Fig. 6B),

A B

60 P<0.01 120

P <0.05

50 100

40 80 +
) )
S 30 S 60
[ =
-l
< 20 2 40
10 20
0 o - s
BD/Lig/ BD/Lig/ HD/Lig/ HDI/Lig/ BD/Lig/ BDI/Lig/ HD/Lig/ HDI/Lig/
Pg()  Pg(*) Pg(-) Pg(+) Pg()  Pg(¥) Pg(-) Pg(+)

Figure 6. HD &8 & P.gingivalis &2t O MIEFFHERE T A — & —
BD F 7213 HD O#EERIMAE 5 12 ##%, MiEH D (A) ALT, (B) AST % P& M
EVECEVFHI L7z, T —#%1X Mean+SD T# L72 (n=6),
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(4) HD B EE 3 X O P.gingivalis B& 42t O &% &

NASH O @2 Wi &17 5 72, Mk H-E Yt 2 05 IRIE B O RAE & i1
&% BIE LT (Fig.7). HD/Lig/Pg (-) BECITH LERARE P E ORRIGLA, /NN
BN & DD bt R ERIRTE N BIZR ST (Fig. 7A), Z A% L, HD/Lig/Pg (+) BEIlCRB W T
X, HODERIRE P P ORI TEAE & S H O KRR A, % L ChfF FPERiZ M % 1
925 4 EATO BRI EESE 258D 72 (Fig. 7B). & 5 1C, HD/Lig/Pg (+) BED/NER
HEOALRM (X 400) TIE, Mallory /MAZ E T 240 o AT AN B ERZEPEASTR O B v Tz
(Fig. 7C, D, E), HD/Lig/Pg (+) #ECHBIZ S N7- 2 b OFT A, HD {868 & P.gingivalis J&
A X0 T v MBS, NASH ~E T L7 2 L 2R LT 5,

MERAZEME TS X OERATE OFEHE % 39~ % 723, BUEYI R O Susanll Yt 24T 5 7=,
HD/Lig/Pg (+) #EDATHLARIE TId, HD/Lig/Pg (-) HFIZHA~HLEAREFRIC I 1 5 25D
KiEPENEHITE RS IR ICBlEt S 7= (Fig. 8A, B), & 512 Image J & W72 ENGTEAE DY
BRI Z fENT 5 &, HD/Lig/Pg (+) BETIX, AFIRONERGTEE 23 48% (P<0.001, Tukey test;
n=06) AT D5 ENRHLMNTA -7 (Fig. 8C),

F£72, FFRRHEL 2 383 5 723D, Azan-mallory Y844 % 8122 L 7= 75, HD/Lig/Pg (-) Rf &
HD/Lig/Pg (+) FEDOWTNITIBWT S, UL ERIRIE P 1 O HE D E FE o Sk 38l g2
SN7en-7- (Fig. 8D, E),

HD/Lig/Pg(-) HD/Lig/Pg(+)

%200

H-E staining

Figure 7. HD &£} & P.gingivalis & Gu 1 O AR 331 2 4% D H-E &

HD/Lig/Pg (-) ¥ (A; X200, C; X400) & HD/Lig/Pg (+) #£ (B; X200,D; X400) O
JiF N 2 £ L, g 0§ R E PR o> H-E Yetaff 2 #8122 L7=, (B) HD/Lig/Pg (+) BETIE
BORIT A IAEESE (arrow) 23389 B AL, (E) /NERESOIERMGIZ, ~ v U —/MK (arrow)
Ze By Lo AL D R A SRR ER ZE M 2N Bl ST,

14



KHEIZ BT D NAFLD activity score (NAS) O R/ A 1%, HD {265 & SEBRI) o J& 7 2L
¥ ~D P.gingivalis @AT RN 2> 5 NASH ~O#ET 2 el s E 5 2 L 2R LT
(Table 3.), %7z, HD/Lig/Pg (+) #£D total NAS | HD/Lig/Pg (-) BEIZLE~, AEIZE -
7= (HD/Lig/Pg (-) #%:2.17 £0.75 versus HD/Lig/Pg (+) #f: 4.83 +1.47; P<0.01, Tukey test;
n=6), —MXIZ ANDZWHIZEB T, total NAS 28 5 DL EDOEIRIZI NASH E2WiL 95 2 &N
RENTWS (Kleiner 5 2005) ¥, AHFFE Tl total NAS 235 LA D F » k%, HD/Lig/Pg
(+) BEOBITAFAE LT,

HD/Lig/Pg(-) HD/Lig/Pg(+)

14000 | P <0.001
P <0.001

12000

P <0.001

Sudan']]I

10000

8000

6000

4000

2000

Fatty deposition in liver (um?) (O

Azan

BD/Lig/ BD/Lig/ HDI/Lig/ HD/Lig/
Pg(-)  Pg(+) Pg()  Pg(+)

Figure 8. HD £ £H & P.gingivalis & Ye 1% DO PRI B T 2 IEHB X OB ah
SudanIll ¥et412 X % f5H5Y 5% (A; HD/Lig/Pg (-) &, B; HD/Lig/Pg (+) #¥) /381252
ENTe, FHT X LNTRIRLEZ 3 BATICEWT, (C) A Lo v aiciets Szl
DOIEfE % Image ] # HWCTEEMIZFHAI L7z, 7 — % 1X Mean+ SD T# L 72 (n=6),
Azan-mallory %:tf% (D; HD/Lig/Pg (-) #¥, E; HD/Lig/Pg (+) Bf) #8122 7-,

Table 3. The frequency distribution of NAFLD activity score (NAS) in rat liver

Histological finding BD/Lig/Pg(-) BD/Lig/Pg(+) HDI/Lig/Pg(-) HDI/Lig/Pg(+)
(Score) (n=6) (n=6) (n=6) (n=6)

Steatosis

<5% (0) 6 3 0 0

5-33% (1) 0 3 6 3

33-66% (2) 0 0 0 3

>66% (3) 0 0 0 0
Lobular Inflammation

NO foci (0) 6 1 1 0

<2 foci per 200 field (1) 0 4 5 3

2-4 foci per 200 field (2) 0 1 0 2

>4 foci per 200 field (3) 0 0 0 1
Cell injury - Balooning

None (0) 6 5 4 0

Few balloon cells (1) 0 1 2 4

>4 balloon cells (2) 0 0 0 2
NAFLD activity score (NAS) was scored according to the criteria of Kleiner et al. (2005).
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Bk 4 : HD fBEH IS & W\ P.gingivalis f G2 % O fL7E endotoxin & CRP fH

If1.7% @ endotoxin & (X HD/Lig/Pg (+) #EIZIS\ T, HD/Lig/Pg (-) B & [T, 2.4 %
(P<0.01, t-test ;n =4) HEIZEVMEZ R L7z (Fig. 9A),

%72, HD/Lig/Pg (+) £ CRP IX, HD/Lig/Pg (-) #E L D 17% (P<0.01) HEIZHEMNT 2
Z MO BTz (Fig. 9B), CRP |4, tumor necrosis factor-a < interleukin 6 O il % 52 1 F
TR K o> THERR SN D A I~ —T—Th %,

B
1.8 P <0.01 350 P <0.01
1.6 300
= 14
g i —~ 250
o £
£ D 200
c =2
% 08 a 150
‘g 0.6 5
S 100
c 04
- 0.2 50
0.0 0
HD/Lig/ HDI/Lig/ HD/Lig/ HD/Lig/
Pa(-) Pg(+) Pg(-) Pg(+)

Figure 9. HD {&£H & P.gingivalis &%t @ ML{% endotoxin & CRP f& D fEHT

HD OEEERI 442> & 12 i, HD/Lig/Pg (-), HD/Lig/Pg (+) FEIZE T H1iE D (A) endotoxin
L (B)CRP 2 Z N FhEEFE AL L ELISA IC XV HIE L7z, 7 — XX Mean+ SD T/ L7
(n=4),
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s £

WEDFRTHE SN LI, GENELZBEI L OEEEET LTI, K
HENL P A A MEOEEMB LU R ) R AR S ICHET S
EMTED P, KFFEOENENAIEEIC L5 HD BEHCE W TH, BD O T v k&
T, IREHEIME A > AV R L O HOMA-IR OF B/ ERNBIER ST (Fig.3A,
B,C), 7z, Mm%z 12 MBS ST v T, BEARKBVHIFEERAEE S
(Fig. 3D), Z D#EH1T Anstee 5 (2006) D & —F LTz 2,

— 07, BB{EA NV R, A R UG, 7T 4 R A 7 ERE 2 OR T NASH O
FIREICBIE 2 2 EMME SN TS P LinL, —&IICIZ NASH OFJEHETTIC
EO LX) BRFPFLIIEFZ R L TWD IS TH RN, 2R,
NASH ORIEA B = A LZfEAT 25 2 L%, TO T &GRS 2245 L CTHAL
7%,

&ML JE 2 12 388N T Pogingivalis 1%, V& THE OHEITIZEI ST 5 key stone & FEIEHL
HHE 7 N—T D 1D ThHY PP KEDOHT 5 LPS bk & 72 & /%37 SyfReskiL, th
JFRIRIR 7 & L TR TR, fix ORERBICES T2 ZEnmbhTng %,
UT4E Yoneda & (2012) 1%, NASH M ) HERER L 72 MER 1T, fEFEIZH A L0 S
\Z P.gingivalis M S5 2 &, % LT P.gingivalis &Y%< NASH IZxt3 25U X7 7 7
JH—THDHIEEHREL VWD BEOHYMERICEBNTY, BEIRE2 5 27
W T L ~D P.gingivalis DFHIRESR LB ~OEHE G P12 X 0, IBMITERF A 8
ML EPHMESINTWD, LML, 2ibOFERZRIL, P.gingivalis YT X 0 #EE
SN ERBET AV EZRBLL, BEAELTZH DO TR,

5 2ot AR O B BRI AR 2 S I AE ARk 2 o TR Y, WIRmICHIE L
TN FT 4 VDR ANEATND P2 Eiz, FHHR iR ERRR L, A ERIcE
B R E O BN & B NEBIERIC L 0, MIERREM DR ABRES IR D Y,
% < OWE N, P.gingivalis % 5 Te NPEPN AR B (26EH 72 08 B AR 2 A0 L C, RRchOICTE SR
BRANRAT HRBEZR -2V E2TB LTS Y, Zhwx, Fx ZAFEICED
T, LBAEM RS~ DR AR IR L0 Bl U 72 2RI 8 K P.gingivalis % & S
W5 HEERIR LTz, %A L7z P.gingivalis 13 HD/Lig/Pg (+) BED 77 — 7 FTFAF L
TV, ks L ONTHEA T 2 613 S v a7,

F 8 J R 8 POV ~ D FEARR BT, BETE T IS WT, ERMERA AL ERT 2
DI RDPLHNONTELTETHD Y, £, MRS A T P.gingivalis <2HLD
7T KB IR LB ET T VT, L0 EE AR ERINAE AL D &
5, WHERTET U ABFEEL TS 2 RIFFEICE VT HFBES, M 1 ~Dhi%kI1g,
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RIED T MR TEEOWEERINZ 5 &2 Lz (Figd), S 512, FIth~Okk
¥k & P.gingivalis AT DEE1X, P.gingivalis Z1E0D 72O EERBIRIC L~ T, i JE R O &
SE & BV 2 B 6N EE X7 (Fig.s), MIESBAIC X 2 2B IRieOHEITIX, thiJEHH
W%\ P.gingivalis JEGINE Ul Z L BRIBE L TV D,

P.gingivalis &% K 5 NASH ~DO#EFTIX, HD B CTHERE S 72728, BD B TIEA IR
D B> 72 (data not shown), Z OFEHRIX, HD #FEAENINT & AKX % LT
P.gingivalis I DMHIRIAIIC NASH OFIE Y A7 2RSS -2 L 2R,

2012 4, Yoneda © | HD Z#488H X 72~ 7 A~D P.gingivalis SEFFAREE5-23, 14D
ALT [EA BN S, BT DB TG 2 TS e e @E L Tnd 7, &b,
Furusho & (2013) &, HD #H&EIZ K A REMIIFET v~ U A O #iE X O P.gingivalis D/
B & & 5- U T2 F, P.gingivalis &Y D 72\ Control & Fb~_C, fFMila~DIRILILAE & TR
BAEEDSTTE L2 L2 mE LTV D %, Zh 0TI, EBRNEERET L2
TeARRFFRORER &, MR - AP —B L TWD, LaL, Fix OBHET LT
TR B ME L TIRAE Ui o 7o, BRMERIZR2 I O W ZHFT H Tld 72V 25, NASH D JR
HMERET IR TH D, ZOBMALOH L P.gingivalis % B G L2546 & RT
MRS ETIGE L O, RNIZBIT 2MEO RN EZRE K Lcb O s Sh
Do

— 5T, Tl BAEE Lo~ U A0 P.gingivalis #% 115553, 8RB OFRIE72 LI,
FFEORENiEEE Y 7V REZBENSEZEORELH 5 P Lo LAFZETI,
WEAITE &LV EBHAEEZEEL MLICHEEL WAV T v ol EMEC
P.gingivalis D5 217> Th, WERITIFIEET, mMHD ALT I XV AST OIS 8]
X7z o 7= (CEJ-ABC [ FEEf: 621.5+29.9 um, ALT: 34.3 £4.8 IU/L, AST: 69.8 +
13.91U/L), & BT, NFIEMEME TN TS, IEHLELRIEMIRE A I1Z L A O 7R
Do 72 (NAS: 233+ 1.51), ZHUSARMZEDORMFITD 72 < & NASH ~DOHEITIZB W T
VX JE 2% & P.gingivalis FEGLDOWE N EHEERK 1 L7 >TNDH T EZRIREBL TWND,

NASHHEITD A =X L %E 2 5H LT, MK &g E Y P.gingivalis 036 B 72 Bl S
AR o712 2 &6, Pgingivalis \ZH KT 2 M OJRIRE 1 (RIAEME cytokine, protease,
endotoxin 72 £) HIME L TV 5 AIEEME DS /R S U7, FE4e 0~ & BB PHETE Hi 2k @ endotoxin
MAEAS NASH OFFHEICEI G4 % Z LR ST s *1%, & 512 Imajo b (2012) 1%
EEIEEFHE FIEMIFCIX, L7 F U -STAT3 > 7 F /v &4 L7z CD14 O3B X
D, %8 LPS IZ6 4 2SN TLHE L TV 5 i LT\ 5 ¥, Z d endotoxin IfLE X
WBEMBE IR T D720 TR, 77 v v TOHRBIZ K 5310 47 4 )V A DOERE
ERIAIZ K o T, endotoxin MAEZ AT D Z EBNM BTN D ¥, KRBT,
P.gingivalis &% Z XV | 1.7 endotoxin & & CRP &3 L 7= (Fig. 9),
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e x OHFFE TR FI i ~DOFEECR B BT Z I B AR AR 72 F2BRA i JE K £ 7 L
Thbd, UL, ZOREREEIZAIN LT P.gingivalis B9 1X, WEMBRIZD & L0 4
E”\@nﬁ%é\ﬁ’ﬂfoﬁﬁm%’?l%@: LTW5o, 21T, ABFFECEM L itk &
P.gingivalis \Z X 5 RIEFR T, ZNENORFDEBNIFIRICEEL 52 5 DTz <,
FEIIER LA > CTEABIZIEDIF2 & NASH ~O#ET 2B L T\ 5 LB X2 Hitd,

Aham & L C, BRI B R AR &2 I U7z P.gingivalis &G0, @R &FE ARG T
7 v MIZBIT 2 NASH ~DET2RESE L 2 &%, AUFFEIEIHALNC L, 61T
& 1L FE T2, P.gingivalis &Y% O endotoxin MIEAD, #JE %K & NASH O BIRIEICIS 1T 5
TER 72 IR & 72 D mTREME & R2 L T,

tt

B

AHFFEDZEATICONWT L KRS, HEREZ Y £ L, BARERKRTAE b 750
R TSR B A 1T C ORI B OSEATT, 7o B TN A AR R R A ol
FECALRIFAIEE o — PR SEERD, RATHBEIEH OB ER L ET,

TRTOEHEIARLOEEB L OCHBIZHOWT, BRSNS HMRFAKBERICH Y
FHA,
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