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Y EBEL AR RIZIAT | RS R R AT . 2R [ 52 5 (Ames)itT . 28 d 4RI X HLE T4 4
PPN EER  (RABIRTIERRE /N R 2P EL: DK 3257 (maximum tolerated dose, MTD)XJ KT 10000 mg/(kg * bw),
JRIBRICHEL VLS B BELL AN MRS | R B2 e €5 A 1 R 20 7 (] A2 S I e 4 S B
OGLRtRIRLXTHR) L 4167, 8333, 16667 mg/(kg * bw) 3 MR Y FHRIIAZBARN 25 £i5. 50 £5F1 100 £5), 4
HZ DS —IR, %42E 28 do w20 ah W i B S S2aRE Sl AR DG I S B A, N ERREEAE RN | R AR e |
ME SRR R EEA AR, M RS S B e S UEAA Lo 44k, T . ARGRIE 20 R 2 T K
KLY 50 £ 25 £ A TR IUAHR AR AL . 8538 IRRAMIER WoR 2METErE . BUEEENE, MR Xl . AR
R 28 d 22 R AR MBS EAE FH I (no observed adverse effect level, NOAEL)J 8333 mg/(kg * bw).

KBRIA: ORANE, Stkdeth; slaEth; Warksptk; i

Toxicological safety study of xylooligosaccharides

LU Luo-Ding, ZHANG Ying, ZHAO Yue, WU Xin-Yue, SHI Wei-Qing, YANG Ming-Jing"

(Institute of Toxicology and Risk Assessment, Jiangsu Provincial Center for Disease Prevention and Control,
Nanjing 210009, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To evaluate the toxicological safety of xylooligosaccharides. Methods According to the
national food safety standards, the safety of xylooligosaccharides was evaluated through acute oral toxicity test in
mice, micronucleus tests in mammalian bone marrow red blood cells, chromosomal aberration tests in spermatocytes,
Bacterial reverse mutation (Ames) test, and 28 day oral toxicity test. Results The acute maximum tolerated dose
(MTD) of xylooligosaccharides in male and female mice was greater than 10000 mg/(kg ¢ bw), which was classified
as practically non-toxic; the micronucleus test of mammalian bone marrow red blood cells, chromosome aberration
test of spermatocytes, and Ames test were all negative; set up 3 dose groups: 0 (basic feed control), 4167, 8333 and
16667 mg/(kg * bw) (equivalent to 25 times, 50 times and 100 times the maximum recommended intake), orally
administered once a day for 28 consecutive days. The high-dose group of animals showed a decrease in total weight
gain related to the test sample, changes in biochemical indicators such as alanine aminotransferase, alkaline

phosphatase, glucose and urea nitrogen, and a decrease in organ weight and visceral to body ratio in male rats.
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However, there were no corresponding changes observed in the medium and low-dose groups (equivalent to 50 times

and 25 times the maximum recommended intake) and the Weixing group. Conclusion Xylooligosaccharides do not

show acute toxicity or genetic toxicity; the no observed adverse effect level (NOAEL) of the sample for 28 days of

oral toxicity in female and male rats is 8333 mg/(kg * bw).

KEY WORDS: xylooligosaccharides; acute toxicity; genotoxicity; subacute toxicity; safety evaluation
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TRRARE, 248 LA T ARFEFF (K B/ N E R4
R, TR A B VOB RE Y R R G
flR A P, Y AR TR B R A
R —Fh R AR 25 A2 70, AR R b R g A FHL 2k
TRTER R 3240, 7E &5 Tk RAMEE MOURZ 2 T2
KRS ARBAHAE A B i N AL RE RS 1 Uk 3 A
AR . UGB AL R R E A
P PE | IMAH (glucose, GLU) L K i 8 AL %5 2l A Wi 1k,
Je— R HA T N AR I RE R S a1
AT 25 A ST T RE R SR 1350, B8 390 0t i IR SR AR e
SR NHE BSR4 15 P 03 32 B 0GB g 4 5
AT LA R TE SR A D RERION, (e AP R e XU 1 R
1RENFAT5E, LI REAERME RS T .

HAp, RFARRABN ARV AAR, H
i Z G0 0N O RN AT SR . EA 5
WroE R B, oo S ARR AW 68 3208 B A E (e
ik, BB LA RACE S5, B TR . B
TRAERE A M R IR BeAh, KR IRRAKE S 5 2%t 3
WARPAEREE . REPEA &g 280 Ui, 1
Tt —RR, L, AW GB 15193—2014 (&%
SEZE BT eI 55 ) , /R
Atttz O dER  HELE Y B BELL A (red blood cell, RBC)
A% . K B ARSI . Ames IR0 R 28 d 4
F BRI SRANIIA T i 2 AN 22 RGeF
FARFHEACRAB R L2 T8 S AN . #E %
SRNRAREL B TF & F R REE & A R L,

1 MR5ERE

1.1 MR RSN
111 # &

TRRAME, BT 22 % 5 A W EAR A BRA W 4B
B, HEMEEEHE: PTHT 6.0 gd(CMERAHT).
MR ZRFE T PR AL ARG B0 i 15, FE L SR FBIR B B A, T
YR (ETEYN SRR 73.5%, R MRRAME S/ 81.5%(LU
TH), RBAM 2-4 &8 71.5%A T3 8 %
FES R RABE SR 60%, REMREN B9 A B 4%
A DNTFET 100 g/d, BAKER 60 kg i, RIFEM A
H i RHEE AN 167 mg/(kg * bw).

1.12 &%

{dHE SPF 2% SD KR, #riT4ei A ik i s R &
FRLA FIHRALL, A= P A]iE5-: SCXK(#7)2019-0001 2, {atHE
SPF %% ICR /MR, R EERNREIRAE, A7 VP AMES:
SCXK(#1)2016-0002 5. falEHFI K &K B & .

113 & &

MS204TS THLFREHEE 1 mg, HREE-FER 24X
(R A BRAF]; 286 AXIOSTAR A9 8 i B8 22 w) %
2R () E PR B S AT B ] ], LRH-400 HU A fb s 5546
(AT 2R 2% BRI 7 4T PR wl); Scan 500 78 PR AFHTAX (15
ERFEA ), AU640 T4 B AL H A AR E 37
(OLYMPUS) /A 7 1; ADVIA2120 %Y (il 21 g 43 #7 4% (72 =
SIEMENS /A #]); Coatron1800 4> [ 5 Ifil #E43 [£ [ 4 v
(TECO)/A )]; HISTECHPANNORAMIC MIDI 4175 349
AT () K] 3SDHISTECH A FR/A Fl); RM 2245 > 4
B A U1 R ML PR (LEICA) 2 H] T
1.1.4 &% 7

AR & G RAEYREBA BRA ), 14X
R (PG T )28 wD); 6 A 59 £ (4 1 8 55 (TECO)
D], BEE 11SYS IRAHHRAE S (R E AL 5 2w, BokAl
R =98%, EZGERLERFIARAF); Ames i3
A RE(3E [ Moltox 22 H]); SOGF RAMIRHEA BRA F);
IR (S RE =97.0%, 5 Sigma A F]); 2234585 R (WL
T IE 2L B A BRAA |l .

1.2 /5 %
121 DREWZ o HMEXE

HEFHERE SPF 24 ICR /MRl 20 H(MEMER2F), IAE
18.1~21.4 g, FREE, FREUE 16700 mg Jin4lidK 2 20 mL
RAEHERERZAY, FlE 16700 mg/(kg « bw)o /MREE
£ 6 hJE, ZiM 20 mL/(kg « bw)— K, WL 14 d.
TR EE R LIET1H
1.2.2 *H3L3h M 4w R Az X 3k

MR SPF 2% ICR /M 50 R (MEMERF), k5]
IREFEHL A 5 4, B4 10 5, 205105 5% B 2H (4l
7K). 16700, 8350, 4175 mg/(kg * bw) 3 74 K fHHM:
Xof BRZH [FRBEMEI%Z 40 mg/(kg * bw)]. 30 h INPRYRHEE, #EH
TR 20 mL/kg, KKHEE 6 h e/, BUBCE 6]
Fre o, B EREER 2000 NP8 £ YL L1 44 i (polychromatic
erythrocytes, PCE), T4 4% PCE %L, [FIFFMEE 200 4~
PCE F 1140 IE YL 21 41 ifd (normochromatic erythrocytes, NCE),
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$14 PCE/ . RBC B HAH
1.2.3 A5 i e kvl 1K

A HEHEYE SPF 2% ICR /N 25 H o HefR = B
SHYL, A S H, AHAERIN B @l K) . 16700.8350,
4175 mg/(kg » bw) 3 AFI R A, HEXT BAEHNER
2 mg/kg)o FAPEASIYL TR BB ES 1k, EH

910 mL/kg, HAEZ DL 20 mL/kg #E 5 25540 H 5 d,

FH 1R, RIS 14 d, EEEFBOKNIE 4 mg/ke, 5
4 10 mL/kg. 4 h JaAbstzh¥), 4rehauses, (R )E
EPIK, H 60%KkZREAbE, HlA, WA
124 wmE@ELELTRE

KRB AL, {87 TA97a, TA98. TA100, TA102
1 TA1535 &bk, SOy p-ZR B{EAFNZR I LU 2375 2 1 K RS
W(10%HRE) . FREUFESL 500 mg EAEE 10 mL, 121 °CKE
20 min EAHREFIE (5000 pg/lil). B 5 MHIEA: 55—k
R 5 FFB(1000, 200, 40, 8 pg/Ml), 55— VAkEe 4 55
F(1250, 312.5, 78.1. 19.5 pg/lll), % 2 I RELH 46
7K. ZF LA (dimethyl sulfoxide, DMSO)]. 1 4> A & [EI7454H,
2 ABEPEXTIRAL . BRI A, 3 AFATHE, MR A AR I
125 28d % oABiXn

VEFHME . MES 018 SPF 4% SD KR 100 B, AT
77~98 go AMERIFEIKE SN ZHENL A, FIIRAA 10 2,
TR P B R R AL AL S . FEAR IR H B
KAEF A 167 mg/(kg « bw), ¥ OCELAl RN BE ) F
4167, 8333, 16667 mg/(kg « bw) 3 LM FIEAF Y T
F AR 25 5. 50 15F1 100 4%5), 70 BIFREGES,
41.67. 83.33 1 166.67 g, MAZE4/KZE 150 mL, 1ESH51E
JZiEW. BHEZMES R, #EBEN 15 mL/(kg * bw).
HEE 28 do BEEFRE 1K, iCHEE R 2 K, B AR
WA YRR, ESAREN KR, SEah. B
YRR, 28 d Jaxt FE A sh Wit 174 R PR,
DEREAHYIATIE T 2R, k8008 14 d J5 74510048
PR o PRIEFE b, ELIE R B (glucose, GLU) ., #5 H (protein,
PRO) . #H XF % JiF (specific gravity, SG). pH I ¥ I
(erythrocyte, ERY)% . I & 545 b, 45 % i B e i (]
(prothrombin time, PT). i fk#R45E ML BT [H] (activated
partial thromboplastin time, APTT), RBC. [ 4ilffi(white
blood cell, WBC) . Ifil /s 4R (platelet, PLT) . Ifil £I & [
(hemoglobin, HGB). £I4fifi [ #(hematocrit , HCT), 14k
4N A (neutrophils, NE) . #kEL 4 ffd(lymphocyte, LY) ., H.4%
4l il (monocyte, MO). W& H# 147 41 fifl (basophil granulocyte,
BA). FERRYER A (eosinophils, EO). ILi§A1LIEHR, 12

TR PR A I #4 Wi (alanine aminotransferase, ALT), Bt
5 W2 T (alkaline phosphatase, ALP). y- % 2 Wt % ik i
(y-gamma-glutamyl transferase, y-GT) . K[ & AR EFEHE
fiff(aspartate aminotransferase, AST). J.#E [ (total protein,
TP). F#E [ (albumin, ALB), GLU. JRZ %((urea nitrogen,
URE). JLff(creatinine, CRE), J&AH & E(total cholesterol,
T-CH). Hih=[EE(triglyceride, TG). 44(Cl-). #(K+).
(Na+), LU=k Ar, R, Mg, BRI . OB,
BB BB RR. B 2. S BEREKE
g5 JBE. SEOL. DR B
1.3 BUEALIE

I DI AR 2 o8 . B RBC Wik
B . RS TR AN G (0 (AR AR IR 25 TR R R TR B i o
28 d & A #EMEIRKE T, FH SPSS 19.0 FAXFHHE VRIS
FRRE I 200 si M BEA ¢ K5 A7 r 228 5F, ekt
AR i, TR ST ) e A BR ARG B0, R AR RIS B X S5 4 %
BT 3T

2 HR55H

21 PpRAEMZOFSHREER

HEH R /N R LB AR, JEETS . WIS R
KARMFH AR B S, £ 1 BoR, BT NR A
P25 11 MTD 3>16700 mg/(kg * bw)({HEFE AR 100 1),
F e 2tk 2t O 3P bR e, JB32PR TEHE2 .
2.2 MHIAOI MM IEER

22 Wow, BHE R ZH ARk 4 e 2 e 3 v T R v B
ZH(P<0.01). FHAth A% 20 1ok A0 i 2R 5 9 700 o R 2 O W 3 22
S(P>0.05), HICHIH- WK FR, PCE HAF|(PCE/RBC £50)
YIRT 20%, FWIE46 RBC H58 K 57 B Skl {06 SR AHHE
L34 RBC Az g 4 5 R B
2.3 EEREMEAEARRTIRNIEER

3 Won, BHVEXT BEL A e o RS SR By B 28 i T
FIXT R L (P<0.01) . B 545 577 7 20 Sh 0 00 GRS B 4l i e £
AR AR R 55 50 % HR A TG .25 25 5(P>0.05) . XTI & T,
ST R /N BRI RS - 200 i G T B e (o AR AR VR
24 MAHEEERTIHELER

F AR, FNEIE 5000 pg/MLAE, fNEiAHN S9 44 F,
FEM%T TA97a. TA98. TA100. TA102 Fl TA1535 #RAfEE
PRI A R B BB AR IS .

F1 RERAENNRIAZERFM(X £SD)
Table 1 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on mouse body weight (x +SD)

el P/ FE/[mg/(kg * bw)]  WILRAE/g Jil kg “AkEE ETEUR MTD/[mg/(kg * bw)]
I 10 16700 19.7+1.0 23.5+1.4 27.2+1.8 0 >16700
i 10 16700 19.5£1.0 25.2+1.6 31.4+1.8 0 >16700




5513 4 B2 5E, 450 RRAA T B 2 VST 103

F2 RBEAVEDR B RBC Ml IER

Table 2 Results of micronucleus test on mouse bone marrow RBC using xylooligosaccharides

51 215 i/ [mg/(kg « bw)] SIPHUH R/ SRRV SR % P PCE H.51/%

TR R 0 5 10000 18 1.8+0.8 50.2+1.4

4175 5 10000 22 2.240.6 >0.05 50.4+1.3

i FE b 8350 5 10000 19 1.9£0.9 >0.05 51.3+1.0
16700 5 10000 18 1.8+0.6 >0.05 51.0£1.1

FH X} R 40 5 10000 216 21.6+1.9 <0.01 48.9x1.6

TR R 0 5 10000 20 2.0+0.5 50.7+1.6

4175 5 10000 18 1.8+0.6 >0.05 50.8+0.4

T FE b 8350 5 10000 19 1.9+0.5 >0.05 50.6+0.2
16700 5 10000 20 2.0+0.4 >0.05 51.4+0.5

FH X} R 40 5 10000 208 20.8+2.9 <0.01 49.0+0.8

®3 REAR)BRESHRLEARTRNEER

Table 3 Experimental results of xylooligosaccharides on chromosomal aberrations in mouse spermatocytes

AR S W MR MRGHK WRGHK bl il Wi Wi
Mmglg-bw] /R AEUA A RE% i "ﬁf f "E'/fjl“'\ i —‘/‘j{“‘\ " mpeser s
0 5 500 0 2.4+0.9 1.8+0.8 2 0 0 2 0.4+0.5
4175 5 500 0 3.0+0.7 2.0+0.7 1 0 0 1 0.2+0.4
8350 5 500 0 3.6+0.5 1.8+£0.4 1 0 0 1 0.2+0.4
16700 5 500 0 3.4+0.9 2.4+1.1 2 0 0 2 0.4+0.5
2(MMC) 5 500 2 7.4+1.8%* 5.4+1.8%* 34%* 3 1 38** 7.6£2.1%*
TR RN B LA, P<0.01, T,
F4 REEAEAEDERTRIGERN=3)
Table 4 Results of bacterial recovery mutation test for xylooligosaccharides (n=3)
4131 Fa TA97a TA98 TA100 TA102 TA1535
/(ug/1IL) +Sy —So +So —So +So —So +Sy Sy +Sy S,
i 116+9 1076 35+6 3345 120+9 115€11  318+8 304+15 16+6 1543
A & m172E
DMSO 0.1 mL/IML. 123+10 114+16 34+8 28+6 126+14  134+15 322+18 31015 20+7 1349
4lizk 0.1 mL/IM. 110+6 104+£13 3143 30+5 11418 12547 32115 306£11 18+7 15+6
8 118+8 112£10 3445 29+6 118+13  128+7 313+13 296+7 16+8 11+6
40 106+8 102+12 38+4 3443 12314 130+12  304+16 284+9 1246 11+3
FESh 200 121£17 10514 377 33+5 11449 118+8 315£11 30510 154 1243
1000 10549 96+5 314 317 122+7 120£13 324+12 313+7 17+4 13+6
5000 109+7 101£16 31+3 29+5 11711 112+16 310£9 298+10 14+8 12+4
FH P e 1080+£55%* 1025436%* 1049489** 968+63**  1125428%* 980+62** 8944+46**  981+£68** 192+22%* 4864+39**
S it
% [ 109+6 10612 32+4 29+2 12648 11712 31917 30610 18+5 1243
DMSO 0.1 mL/IM. 10618 97+7 39+4 3448 125+13 13846 325+13 308£15 16+£3 10+3
4lizk 0.1 mL/mL. 114+9 109+16 3445 30+6 123+17  129+£14  305+9 295+16 23+6 14+4
19.5 121£10 114+£15 3143 30+4 1157 12146 314+10 298+11 16+4 11+6
78.1 11512 110+4 37+6 33+5 121£16  132+10  300+20 289+7 20+3 15+4
bk 312.5 119+£17 112+14 3343 2843 12948 125£12 326+8 313+13 14+5 1245
1250 111£13 104+9 37+6 36+4 11511 118+10  315+12 310£9 11£7 10+4
5000 105£10 9948 30+4 30+7 12419 113£5 312+16 305+10 1742 156
A X} 1084+62** 1130£51%* 1135£81** 831+65%*  979+60** 954+55%* 890+101** 1015+£45%* 213£37** 510+£50**

T ** RN VAR X 1 2 A A b
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25 28dZ£O0FMIKKER
251 BEIE
TR B HOWER, Zhpsh . HEE . SRR RS B
TS, R RIEIET .
252 MEEAMBENRKAKREAZBRE W YA

%5 R, TR A MK RS OB N R

5% B TG B35 22 5 (P>0.05), H 2 S 3 AR T x5 R
A, v R g AR R R I T R 4 (P<0.05,
P=0.035), 3 6 Wix, PRI TR ZH b, 8 ) £ 2 e
KRS WZE 5 R B 5 X B4 G (2 22 5 (P>0.05), M
FAlEA 42 d B EMTXEA, HER AR E
(P>0.05).

£S5 RBAEIRREENZE(EQ)
Table 5 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on body weight of rats (g)

PE5 il WEUR IE 1w 2w 3IW 4W W

papiis 10 86+4 129+6 165+10 192+13 216+15 129+14
) I = 10 8846 1316 165£10 189+14 210+14 12115
% rh ) 10 88+5 128+7 165+12 190+14 210+18 122+18
R 7R 10 87+5 128+5 164+7 191£9 21015 123+16
papiis 10 86+5 1417 205+10 268+16 316+18 23017
i i 10 87+4 140+8 198+14 256+18 302+19 215417
rh ) 10 87+5 139+8 202+10 260+13 31116 224+16

o AR o 10 87+4 139+6 197£10 253+11 29712 210+13%*

ok,

SV R % BR A EL A, P<0.05, FTH .

Ro6 REAENAR(EEHEFEERNZIE(G, n=5)
Table 6 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on body weight of rats
(satellite group) (g, N=5)

W 33
JiE TE HER=: A TA
X B4 [ lhei) Xif B4 f=piilh=eitl

1 85+8 85+6 88+7 89+6
2 129411 124+9 14410 139+12
3 165+9 156+17 202415 197417
4 193+9 18220 262+13 252424
5 219+11 196+23 312+16 290+25
6 24011 216+27 363+19 335+34
S 253+14 224427 395423 369+40

253 AREAHEAT KRR BRRMA A F 490k

7.8 R, MEMER AU

205

AN SN

Liafiaa, gy

FI 5] B2 TC B 2595 5:(P>0.05), % 9. 10 iR, KE

WD RA A, R a2 RS 3. 4 S ER i SR
BUES 1 R A i IR (P<0.05, P 43511 0.037, 0.045, 0.047);
MEPEREUES 2 JA PR et v, MERRER RS 4 TR )
R ARAK, 22 5% B 3# (P<0.05, P 43514 0.038, 0.036,
0.026), HAYUEL S K& 42 d BEERE . YA RS
20 J6 25 25 7 (P>0.05).
254 MikFhE

TR, SR L, Mk Eg] WBC R,
HsE4 WBC. RBC, HGB. HCT fR{fk; MerE{KH] 4
PLT ffik . LY i, 255535 (P<0.05, P<0.01), {HI7EK
B T s A P, HICR - E R M &
FIEE4 PT R, 225 1. 3(P<0.05, P<0.01), {HABTEE 378
BN, HMEgERIEEA 5, S5 HAMig b, AN
Tor: Wt K B AR o HAR M 2A A8 br 5 % BRA TG (i 2
2% 5(P>0.05),

x71T REAENIAREBHAERERSERENTMN(
Table 7 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on weekly and total food intake of rats (g)

5 prilieel EUA 1w 2W 3W 4w SR igEN T
Xf B 10 96+10 119+13 123+5 11415 451+36
N L3Sl ks 10 99+9 12011 121+7 106+8 446+31
W rhl 10 94+12 125+10 1237 115+10 457431
o AR 10 9111 124413 11420 113£15 442423
Xf B 10 109+12 162£12 17915 165+13 615+45
i 7lk=s 10 105+10 153+10 164+20 154+13 576+44
rhl 10 10611 160£15 166+18 163+14 594445
1 10 105+10 15713 165+17 160£19 587+45




5513 4 B2 5E, 450 RRAA T B 2 VST 105

®8 MEAENKREYFAEROFIE(%)

Table 8 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on food utilization efficiency in rats (%)

P 5] R4l EILE 1W 2W 3IW 4W SEYRHEY%
oyt 10 44.9+5.7 30.746.7 21.6+4.0 21.143.4 28.742.6
e 5= 10 43.2+4.4 27.843.2 19.743.3 20.0+2.4 27.242.3
2Bl sy 10 44.1+8.4 29.4+4.6 20.6%5.0 17.245.9 26.8+4.1
1 7 10 44.9+3.7 28.9+6.2 24.7+6.6 16.7£5.9 27.9+4.4
papilss 10 50.8+5.0 39.7+5.4 35.244.2 29.7+5.1 37.6+3.8
. A5 10 50.9+5.2 37.7+3.1 35.4+4.6 30.243.3 37.4+2.2
2Bl 10 48.9+5.5 39.843.1 35.042.7 31.242.7 37.6+1.7
7l 10 49.245.1 37.144.3 34.3+3.3 27.743.6 35.942.1

#9 REABNARCEASABELERZEAEHTN ®10 RERABNARDEE) RYFBELON(%, n=5)

Table 10 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on food utilization
efficiency in rats (satellite group) (%, n=5)

(g, n=5)
Table 9 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on weekly and total

food intake of rats (satellite group) (g, n=5) o M T
o PR HErE TR DA RAHEA DA A DERTES
' TR DREEFEA DAEXEY DEREFEA 1 45.443.7 43.4+53 48.4+2.1  49.0+4.1
1 9711 90+10* 116+9 103+8%* 2 28.144.5 30.0+7.6 352423 38.7+2.1%
2 128+12 108+19 165+12 149+15 3 21.243.8 22.8+4.9 34.5+0.7  33.3%3.8
3 130+8 111£15% 17311 16621 4 22.3+6.0 14.8+2.8% 303422 25.2+3.6%
4 118+7 100+16* 165+6 151+14 5 16.1£2.7 14.445.0 20.7+4.8  28.143.7
5 13246 132420 174+26 161422 6 8.5+5.7 6.6%5.1 172446  18.4%3.3
6 146+8 13641 187420 182+19 BEY 223494 20,6431 313695 307418
BEBERE 751236 677+94 980438 912488 FIH= - o o T
FT 1 RBARFERT K B 040 B LA R 5 0 46 #5 B9 220
Table 11 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on blood cells and coagulation indicators in rats
P51 FlE 2 IR WBC/(10°/L) RBC/(10"%/L) HGB/(g/L) HCT/% PLT/(10°/L) NE/%
X} it 10 6.7+1.7 6.8+0.4 12145 3843 1208+193 8.2+1.7
e 371lk==s 10 5.5+1.2 6.6+0.2 118+4 36+1 11744121 8.84+2.1
L abl|biie 10 4.7£0.6%* 6.5+0.3% 114+4%% 34+ %% 1164+82 9.8+1.9
[ Rk 10 5.0+1.0% 6.8+0.3 12144 3543 1100+215 10.542.5
Xt B8 10 5.6+1.2 6.7+0.3 12043 38+2 1385493 10.6+1.8
pn 671k 10 5.6+1.6 6.6+0.3 11843 37+1 1208+£74%* 8.2+1.9
Liilh==s 10 6.142.2 6.5+0.3 11746 3742 1267+192 9.04+2.0
R 10 7.2+1.4 6.6£0.2 119+4 37+2 1361+108 10.6+3.3
POpic 10 87.8+1.9 1.7£0.6 1.69+0.84 0.12+0.04 21.51+1.20 8.08+0.77
it I 10 88.0+2.3 1.340.5 1.36+0.47 0.14+0.05 20.72+1.01 8.18+0.84
‘ rhl i 10 86.9+2.6 1.4+0.6 1.35+0.57 0.07+0.05 18.99+6.82 7.92+0.86
= Fiilks 10 85.7+3.1 1.6%0.5 1.610.40 0.09+0.06 21.87+1.39 7.78+0.77
if i 10 86.4+2.1 1.6+0.3 0.84+0.28 0.10+0.07 22.10+1.32 8.64+0.73
. 71lk==s 10 89.4+2 1% 1.2+40.5 0.68+0.23 0.13+0.07 22.77+1.18 8.16+1.22
L abl|biie 10 87.8+2.4 1.5£0.5 1.20£1.20 0.1540.10 23.61+1.50* 8.23+0.66
=B h 10 86.4+3.7 1.5£0.4 0.80£0.42 0.16+0.05 24.43+125%*%  7.80+2.93

F 12 WoR, IEYHLEAF, HEEEFIRY RBC,
HGB. HCT fhflk, 25583 (P<0.01), {H¥7EIE R 536 F
o HA MR 26 b 5 % B2 T B 3 22 57+ (P>0.05)

255 hmikdikd

13 Bon, SXF IR, BERER BSR4 ALT .
ALP. GLU F+&, URE F#AIR, MEPEH K541 GLU fhif,
25 BEP<0.01, P 0); MiPFIE4] URE ffk, 25
3 (P<0.05, P=0.013), WEMER BUELIRFRAS (R #4— 3K,

PRI 1 TR O T B | T 2 B 04 B A AR A
MEARRI G2l AST Wik, Bt . &4 »-GT. CRE 1
i, 25 B3E(P<0.01, P<0.05), BTV ¥ hEHYE
o FERAALFETR B H A T B T B 25 25 R (P>0.05).

14 WoR, WEBTDEA D, SREAE AR -GT
Pes, HEMEK B CRE Ik, 255 83 (P<0.05, P<0.01), {H1%
FE G 2 7 s (S T P o v R T 2 AR BRI A A e
T S PR o R B 5 % R 2 G 3 25 7 (P>0.05) o
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F 12 EBAFENARCEE) ML R MIEFREIEZIE(N=5)
Table 12 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on blood cells and coagulation indicators in rats (satellite group) (n=5)
sk W i
BER=YopiE| PR BEREY o MEN=T=i i
WBC/(10°/L) 6.1£0.7 5.4+1.5 8.2+1.5 6.7+1.8
RBC/(10'%/L) 7.1+0.3 7.0+0.2 7.340.2 6.9+0.1%*
HGB/(g/L) 124+5 124+4 127+4 117+1%*
HCT/% 39+1 3642 4242 3742%%
PLT/(10°/L) 11534104 1062+139 1146+80 1092473
NE/% 8.0£1.5 7.942.0 11.142.4 11.042.2
LY/% 88.6+1.8 89.2+2.4 85.042.7 85.3+2.4
MO/% 1.3+0.5 1.340.5 1.9+0.6 2.140.5
EO/% 1.44+0.24 1.28+0.38 1.56+0.60 1.18+0.28
BA/% 0.14+0.05 0.06+0.05 0.20+0.07 0.12+0.11
PT/s 21.10+0.53 21.56+2.20 21.78+0.80 21.96+1.61
APTT/s 9.18+0.88 8.60+0.48 7.66+1.02 8.32+0.89
F 13 RBATENARIMFBEELISIRMERRRENSN
Table 13 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on serum biochemical indicators and electrolyte concentrations in rats
MR REd Iy ALTI(UL) ASTAU/L) ALP/U/L) y-GT/(U/L) TP/(g/L) ALB/(g/L)  GLU/(mmol/L)
X HE 10 32+4 142420 137435 0.72+0.26 63+2 361 5.4+0.4
e 571k 10 2942 112:+10%* 143446 0.49+0.14* 6846 3944 6.0£0.4%*
Rl 10 314 125+16* 134432 0.50+0.19* 67+6 39+4 6.140.2%*
R 10 46£T+* 148+24 228+68%* 0.68+0.16 62+4 3543 6.2+£0.4%*
XTI 10 3445 13110 321461 0.48+0.15 5742 30+1 5.6+0.4
i BSilis 10 3143 105:13%* 308+63 0.560.18 562 30+1 5.7+0.6
Rl 10 33+4 139421 329+43 0.74+0.69 5643 301 5.3+0.4
fiilia 10 46£10%* 118418 4]5+85%* 0.48+0.15 5542 301 6.8+0.3%*
PRl A VS TG/mmol/L) T-CH/(mmol/L) URE/mmol/L) CRE/umol/L) Na'/(mmol/L) K'/(mmol/L)  Cl/(mmol/L)
Xif it 10 0.71£0.23 2.20+0.45 5.440.7 3342 141£2 6.07+0.35 1031
i ARG 10 0.69+0.21 2.38+0.42 5.0£0.4 2743%* 139+1 5.77+0.37 1031
rh 10 0.55+0.13 2.42+0.45 4.5+0.7* 2743 1381 5.79+0.34 1021
[ 10 0.54+0.11 2.15+0.28 3.540.8%* 3443 13942 6.07+0.36 1031
X HE 10 0.75+0.19 237+0.27 4.0£04 2542 14141 6.19+0.53 104+1
e 871k 10 0.62+0.19 2.14+0.25 37403 2642 141+1 6.28+0.13 104+1
i abailicee 10 0.6420.13 2.25+0.41 3.740.5 2743 1411 6.45+0.41 1041
[l 10 0.60+0.20 2224029 2.00.6%* 2642 140+2 6.16£0.26 1031
Fz 14 RBATEN KR (D E4R)MEE WIEFR0 B RIKE NS (0N=5)
Table 14 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on serum biochemical indicators and electrolyte concentrations in rats (satellite group) (n=5)
16hi At _ e _
TS A WEREY = b | LA A WEREY = h e
ALT/(U/L) 39+14 33+4 42+7 4448
AST/(U/L) 124+15 126+14 146+15 154412
TP/(g/L) 68+5 66+7 57+2 5642
ALB/(g/L) 3943 37+4 29+1 2042
URE/(mmol/L) 4.3£0.2 4.6+0.6 4.5+0.5 4.0+0.6
GLU/(mmol/L) 6.8+0.8 6.0+0.3 5.9+0.5 6.00.4
TG/(mmol/L) 0.55+0.12 0.46+0.06 0.59+0.15 0.79+0.42
T-CH/(mmol/L) 2.53+0.39 2.28+0.67 1.96+0.21 2.18+0.14
CRE/(mmol/L) 3042 20+4 2042 25+ **
ALP/(U/L) 102423 105+14 204+55 251443
»-GT/(U/L) 0.62+0.16 1.00+£0.27* 0.62+0.22 0.94+0.26
K'/(mmol/L) 5.7740.36 6.04+0.23 6.17+0.26 6.26+0.41
Na+/(mmol/L) 1411 14242 142+2 14342
Cl'/(mmol/L) 1031 10442 104+1 105+1
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2.5.6 JRiktd B, WEM T REHT, KERBIMICH B 5, &R
15 WoR, AR EA K RURC I 855, b WM RRIRBEAEMIERR S BA LR EER
TR PR TG DU $5 B -5 ot BE2H TC B 25 25 7 (P>0.05). & 16 (P>0.05),

®15 RBAFENKRREKKD FIEIREIRMR

Table 15 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on urine analysis indicators in rats

53 il 4l BIL/E SG PH ERY (P/N) PRO (P/N) GLU (P/N)
xif 18 10 1.002+0.003 7.940.5 0/10 0/10 0/10
) %7k 10 1.003+0.003 7.6+1.0 0/10 0/10 0/10
i e 10 1.004+0.003 7.940.9 0/10 0/10 0/10
A 10 1.002+0.004 8.4+0.5 0/10 0/10 0/10
Xif 18 10 1.004+0.005 8.0+0.5 0/10 0/10 0/10
" (%7l 10 1.002+0.003 7.8+0.8 0/10 0/10 0/10
abrilhera 10 1.004+0.003 8.240.6 0/10 0/10 0/10
[=Rilh 10 1.006+0.004 8.0£0.5 0/10 0/10 0/10

TE: PIN g AR REAGIN T b3 B S 85 B sz 1e, TRl

F 16 (RBATEN KR EL)RBS IR (n=5) 257 MEBANEAN KSR LN T, ARG R
Table 16 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on urine analysis 4 N s 7 38
indicators in rats (satellite group) (n=5) 17 E/T 158 G 2L A B HIE{&EWH
W T T 0N, A R R0 R DR R R 0 R/ 1R
ey T3 & 4 ARl
A DREARA DR DRmams e T EUKOQOS e 5(14;
SG  1.006£0.002 1.006£0.002 1.005+0.000 1.003=0.003 0.005, 0.009) , Hs5v )t 211 v 28 &k Ko A4 L 5% L 24L
PH 7204  7.4209 7.2+1.1 7.620.5 KW HFE S (P>0.05), & 18, 19 R, WEM LA
(];17]3) 0/5 0/5 0/5 0/5 EP lftEIJNIFI_J Uméﬂﬂm{ﬂﬁﬁfﬁlﬁﬂ UDQE‘L‘EIL{JZE:/U?J
PRO o o o o 1w 71N, %#ﬁ%‘(P<0.0S, P 435 0.046, 0. 025), H4e
((1}311\8 FHEHMMFEEREAL S BRALE 25
(PIN) 0/5 0/5 0/5 0/5 (P>0.05),

F 17 RBATEN KRR EEEMPELLE MR

Table 17 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on absolute organ weight and organ to body ratio in rats

- I - JF I B ik JI i

VR OREA SRR R —p e, Wae WLy Wle | W%
it B 10 205+12 6.79+0.47 3.3240.20 1.80+0.20 0.88+0.07  0.46£0.06 0.23+0.02
" [ 10 200£14 6.66+0.77 3.33£0.29 175£0.16  0.87+0.05  0.44+0.08 0.22:0.04
i L abl|biie 10 198+16 7.00+0.97 3.52+0.29 1.71£0.19 0.86+0.06 0.47+0.10 0.24+0.03
bl 10 20014 6.72+0.70 3.35+0.18 1.65+0.11 0.82+0.03 0.45+0.09 0.22+0.0
it B 10 295+16 9.19+0.90 3.11£0.18 2.56+0.22 0.87+0.05  0.67+0.11 0.23+0.03
i AR5 10 281416 8.56£0.70 3.05+0.12 2.40+0.27 0.85+0.07  0.62+0.11 0.22+0.03
rhl i 10 292+15 8.98+0.57 3.08+0.11 2.60+0.17 0.89+0.02  0.69+0.12 0.24+0.03
R 10 283+11 8.81+0.83 3.11£0.22 2324021%  0.82+0.07 0.64+0.09 0.23+0.03

MR R4 SEUR . Ll ‘ Bl . LEEL
B/ A E /% Wi/g AR L /% Wf/g kA H /%
Xif i 10 0.86+0.10 0.42+0.04 0.61+0.16 0.30+0.07 0.055+0.007 0.0260.005
i 671k 10 0.86+0.11 0.43£0.05 0.55+0.12 0.27+0.06 0.06120.009 0.031+0.006
LBl 10 0.86+0.13 0.43+0.05 0.52+0.11 0.26+0.04 0.054+0.012 0.027+0.007
e 37 e 10 0.78+0.11 0.39+0.03 0.530.13 0.26+0.05 0.0570.008 0.029+0.006
X R 10 1.26+0.13 0.43+0.04 0.81+0.16 0.28+0.06 0.055+0.015 0.018+0.006
e 71lk==s 10 1.21+0.22 0.43+0.06 0.70+0.22 0.25+0.07 0.061+0.010 0.021+0.003
Ll 10 1.2240.12 0.42+0.04 0.76+0.13 0.26+0.04 0.063+0.016 0.023+0.007
e 37 e 10 1.03+0.10%* 0.37+0.03%*  0.68+0.13 0.24+0.04 0.054+0.012 0.020+0.005
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=118
. . I ki 5N
PR AL S W AR % W ARED)%
papilss 10 1.86+0.08 0.91+0.07 - -
e IG5 10 1.76+0.12 0.88+0.03 - -
) abilkere 10 1.81+0.13 0.91+0.04 - -
T 7 10 1.7440.15 0.87+0.08 - -
X} R 10 1.91+0.09 0.65+0.06 2.94+0.28 1.00+0.11
i ik 10 1.88+0.05 0.67+0.03 2.84+0.22 1.01+0.08
o 10 1.90+0.05 0.65+0.04 2.82+0.30 0.97+0.09
[=Filkrs 10 1.84+0.11 0.65+0.04 2.80+0.38 0.99+0.13

e -FR TSR, TER,
=18 REBEAENARCER)ESEELEXTESHENE(g, n=5)

Table 18 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on absolute organ
weight in rats (satellite group) (g, n=5)

P Tk
U TR TR TR TR
Xt B 40 [=Rilhe | Xt B 20 =g
i 1.89+0.06  1.73x0.14* 2.01£0.10  1.95+0.07
DBE 0.97+£0.07  0.85+0.15  1.41£0.15  1.20+0.08*
e it 0.64£0.07  0.54+0.17  0.78+0.13  0.73%0.19

B AR 0.069+0.012 0.065+0.009 0.061+0.008 0.052+0.010

JHF I 8.03£0.60  6.86x1.22 11.56£1.09 10.74+2.47
B i 1.92£0.18  1.80£0.31  2.81+0.33  2.74+0.28
JI i 0.52+0.03  0.47+0.08  0.85+0.11  0.76x0.11
231 - - 3.2940.17  3.28+0.19
FIERE  244£12 215425 379+20 352+38

R 19 RBAMES KR EH) IS ELEFE (%, n=5)
Table 19 Effects of xylooligosaccharides on organ to body ratio
in rats (satellite group) (%, n=5)

I It

gL R T T A
XPRE4L IR XTREdd fpl e
AL 0.78£0.04  0.72+0.08  0.53£0.03  0.56+0.04
OMEEE 0.40+£0.01  0.35£0.05  0.37+£0.04  0.34+0.03
MIBRIALL  0.26£0.02  0.22£0.06  0.20£0.03  0.21+0.05
B BRI EE 0.028+0.008 0.026+0.005 0.018+0.004 0.012+0.004
JEMALL 3302021 3.17+027  3.05+0.18  3.02+0.34
BRE  0.7940.06  0.83£0.06  0.74£0.06  0.78+0.06
MYAK  021+0.01  0.22+£0.02  0.22+0.02  0.22+0.02
E B IRN= - - 0.87+0.06  0.94+0.12

258 KWKMBIAFERBESHS

50 25 A X I S AT KRR, R R
PUW & S, ol v 0 R BE L A T A S B A
. SXTRAM L, mAEA R B AR L B S I RANE
AHOC IR SR B S s N el 1 e BURE . L 3
JEEBEARIRIE, I 2 . TR % A 4 R T )
M. MY R, YRR BT AL

3 54
TEARBIFESRAT, RRAR/ N AEZ T MTD {EHEY

KF 10000 mg/(kg * bw), J& T IR R ALY & 88
RBC AZIA%: . Ames 050 . KRR AL (1A A 30 2%
RBIHBAYE, BoREESTICE L REE. 28 d & O EMIE S
R 2 B A TR AIC, ALT. ALP. GLU J& URE %
A AR AR AR, e TR RS 40 g o R A L s S A
b BOZAESL ST ME . HER B 28 d 2 M #EE NOAEL {EHUh
FIEAE, N 8333 mg/(kg * bw) (FHY T KHEFEHA RN
50 %) X SRR ARE & 1l 60%, WA 60 kg 11,
S BE PR IR B0 25 L AMIE RN 4 4 Z AL 100, FIFLAiZRE
AR R RN T T 3.0 g/d(UMIERARET), SER D
A FERREZR 2014 4E LA FER 20 5 SCHUE IR ARE £ R/
TETF 3.0 g/d(AAKR ZHE-R-EHHTHHY G o R it 5 o £
Wl ‘%42 JR)(European Food Safety Authority, EFSA)FT#LE AL
NEREHE 1.9-3.7 g WHHWAP), MiAUGRIGRE
HFEHE: DTET 6.0 gd(UMERARHT), il EZR 1L
A B B 5 B R BRI o LK I 4R AR T sh R
14 ), R 4t TR 0 S e ) e A ) A
RRANEVE Ry —Fh KR A 25 A2 6 AT LA S Al 0 XU
FFERFFLAT B A 3 58 24200 LA Vi g 3 1 R 4 3% G928 T
LA T Bt R ARSI ARSI, T i 1 TRTREE A R
TR, AT LA S 4 B ) PN AR R RN, 4 Rt
5 R TE A FRA SRR R . FE ATFIRA T R B, & s
TRRAME AT LA, fFERERRER . SR, 1T
TS REE B A O FH A0 2% R4 R R, LBl Rtk
SR Z P, T AE R RN
R g5 IR b e, A A A ) S g
Z BB FR o A ST P i 70 A (R SR A P BT R A T 1k
R T AR, EIRZHm T RRWAERKES, &
FOHRE TR AAiRbRmw, e AR AR B
SH . Aok, BEMISIITRA, A B S G AR
AR A, SRR A (14 L 504 4 R 8
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