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WSO P L 0B K U455 M 6 3 P g ey T 5

g 5k M SRAPE piak e fRonR” RS

WE B8 BRI IR AR RRE (ICP) K RS
T RRAR R 5 Bk i B B RS2, Ak B2 10 d 19 SD
KE 40 H BEHLZ 3T BRAE (15 ) A ICP £ (25 H) ., &F
UREE 10 ~ 14 REAT 1CP 4 K FUIE i 1 S0 28 HH R — 12 (2. 5
mg/kg ) BEA BRER (75 me/kg) , IR SRR | [R] 301 %) BR 41
LT BER K (2.5 mU/kg) BRI . FIZG IG5 6 K3k
TG 20 K BRL il v A BH 2T 38 (TBIL) | T 2 R 2 55 % B T
(ALT) [ KI' 14 R B BBl (AST) A 2 Tk 2L 56 7 iy
(GGT) FdPEBEmREF (ALP) FLEAHTTER (TBA) /K3, HLi
IR RAEIE bR, B4l K BRAFAE W EE D] A & HE 3
0 gL 1ICP KBTI EE AR M, [FIRIsCSE 1CP K B e 5%
fEEFT 168 rDNA 7, £ ICP 41K BUMIE TBIL ALT,
AST .GGT ,ALP 1 TBA 7KV-35 1 2 = F X B4 ( P <0.05)
S5t HRAE He A, TGP 4 K AT 40 i+ B0 558 2 A G U A 4, O
PR RUIRIRBERN R M A= | 843 T WLARAR T B, TCP K
B T AT LR B L , R B FOAT T 2K R R T | IR 40
MHE%EE B FRE(P <0.05) , i K ARATH S B 3%
FHRE(P<0.05), &5 ICP K B 30 AT 41 400 AT 2 RE 451
i, A IR BRI RS I 5 SRR A T R AL

KR AT PRI I IR I BURE K BUREAL ;3 TR B ; 16S
DNA

hESES  R372;R575

XHERER A XEHS 1000 - 1492(2023)05 - 0824 - 06
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SE YR I P I IR FUEE (intrahepatic cholestasis
of pregnancy, ICP) # WL T2 el TR 2210 1) /&
o RAR T R AMRIE , (24535 0.95% ~6.00% ", A&
i 2 ER I N B SRR P RE S H EA T P B
I3 B AH AR (total bile acid, TBA) /K- T i 45, ™
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HH B RN KR A LA AR AT I 38 2
BAESER T BRI i T8 R A T R A SA A T
U LA W IR LE N R B fGr I O o A B LR
PRI TR 1) S B T R B 3 S A T A 1
S 5 5 7 B2 ( short-chain fatty acids, SCFAs) 25 T
ZAYANR ARG, X T 4R R R & 4 T 2
FEMEAD, B E E R 2
T8 FE MR A0 e AR KR ) AR R R AR
PIAASG . BEAL A R BT 5% i K487 1CP 5 iz
BRI A IR SR OE R ICP SE6 S AR 77 %o i 1 T
T SR 52 e 5 D0 4, W SE T T ICP
KA FRIF 1CP X 45 43 IE T RR A L B
ERRAS I, B 16N ICP R HLHI B 58 Fil TR 12
TR PRSI

1 #R57GE

1.1 SLIEZh 3559 SD KUl A 55 g I B3
oY EFABRA A HEE KR 40 H 6 JEWY, IR
7220 ~270 ¢, AAERRRIIMEERR 13 R, FEE
IR 18 ~28 °C HMXFIREE 40% ~70% HYFEE 17 35
H R AROK IR, 3B DR 1 JE 15 B0 e L
B3 = 1 FEEFFE, B H ELBAAR I E G O, K B #e
W5 H o2 IR URES 1 K iR B IR 10 REFH,
FEA s SRR & Ch A N RN [ 5256 3h )
PRSI (2021) Y ESR

1.2 FERFISME KR R0 Bk
Wil S0 ( i TR R A RA D) s 2 A gk
AL au5800 (& E W 7 & A H]) ; AR T BX50 &
G A R ( H AR BAREL I A A ) s 2V )
Pl RM2016 (75 E Pk R A R ) 5 Haxai b B i A )
SR SR R

1.3 ICP KRMEEFIE KR 10 KA SD K
L 40 HEEHL Y Jy % RELH 15 R ICP 40 25 R, 4F
HREE 10 ~ 14 K43 59045 T % BE 40 K SRR Jis 1 569 A= 3
$87K 2.5 ml/kg, 1CP 20K BRI s v 59 28 Y i e — e
2.5 mg/kg BEABAARRR 75 me/kg, VL2345 RE
B GESESS d
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1.4 WRARES®HN TR 15 KR ICETELR
WA R B EEME, — 80 C B AE, H T 7if
HE16S xDNA M7, 2% 20 K BUB R TE ST 6% /K& R
WA 250 mg/kg JFRAF, 73 ) U KL BE I 2 ml,
1 500 r/min 0> 10 min, B2 1003, B H 4 A 3))
A AR A AT AN 7 IR H SR T FR (total bilirubin,
TBIL) A2 M2 24 B 4% #4 I} ( alanine aminotransferase ,
ALT) R4 QR E F 5% 7 I (aspartate transami-
nase, AST) | 4+ Z I 2 5L 5% H  ( glutamyl transfer-
ase,GGT) . B V£ W5 FR i ( alkaline phosphatase , ALP)
1 TBA 7K, 3% TBA J B /K -5 4 T B AL
R 1CP K BB AL T 85 1, K U I T SR /K &
250 mg/ kg, WRIE S B A FAE 1.0 em x 1. 0 ¢m x
0.5 em K/, BT 10% B 42 48 by 22
KB RIS SEGEASY R, AR - e
(hematoxylin-eosin, HE ) % {2, | (g 73085 T WL - ik 9
AR

1.5 ZE{E16S rDNA UF B LRI KB
2 T IR IR T Al 3% LIRS A B
LR R I 538, R DNA il 857 &
MREAS [ BE R 2H DNA SEATHR L A1) IS N WG e P
VKATIN DNA () 2005 RNV B, BGE 0 AR i T 25004
A SR B DU FH G TR K R RE Y 2 1 ng/pl,
DIF B R I 41 DNA sl , R4k I 3 X B iy it
&, 11 A4 Barcode (15§ 5% 5] 9, Takara 2\ H] 1)
Takara Ex Taq i R E AT PCR, B4 38 0%
WERRE . Y XA 16S 151X AR V3 ~ V4 Hijdi i
H51%1°4 343F 5'-TACGGRAGGCAGCAG -3'; J5 ¥
51414 798R 5'-AGGGTATCTAATCCT-3', PCR 7=
Pye vk I 4 2R 264 5 7E it , #E4T — 48 PCR
PHG P UC H VCRE I R Bk 4l Ak, XF PCR =y it
17 Qubit &, I PCR F=Yik & 174 = IR EE,
I EHLIF

1.6 ZEitZEIE R SPSS 19. 0 Sl 4k (kAT
BT THRERORIA x x5 o, £ 40 R BUMLTE A4
PR AR LLBCR IO FEAS ¢« K23, P <0. 05 7R
ERAGIFEX,

2 FR

2.1 WMAXRRMFENLIERILE SXEALE,
1CP 2H R FRUIML 35 S5 B JH 448 e 458 4 R 1R 3 1 A 388 1Yy
TBIL ALT AST ,GGT ,ALP il TBA 254845, T i 5
)G 6 R FETHRE (P <0.05) , B4R FUME
HEAFEPR A R R 1,

2.2 BFEEAMRMBAMALRERE XA KR
JHFIE AL 2148 €2, Jot FRO T, S 2k B A5 1ICP 41K
U ISR B K, R 526, S 2% [Pl m IR B (0
NE R ORIITAR B8 T AU D 31, X6 BEZH R BUTF
Yt RS T S LA v e i ik Oy rh il o 3 S
SRS A, T BB A T 1l 5% 04 HE B B S5 ok
VLB S (8 1A) 5T ICP 23045 X ] U JHF 40 g
TR IR 05 A8 | AT S 3 1 R Pk A IR T, 53 7T
JLBREIE R (B 1B)

A B

B 1 XA HE £f x400
A IEH 4 ;B ICP 41

2.3 [#iEHEEE 16S rDNA UF S Alpha ZFEME:
GIHT R HE T G — RS T RN [ R AR ) 2 A P4
B, SRR P I U I R R 2 AT
BEWESR (P >0.05,E 2A B) ; Beta ZHEMER
185743 BT ( principal component analysis, PCA) ‘2.7,
Xt HEZH A TCP 20 T A A Hh B 2 P 22 7 (P <
0.05,K2C.D),

FKHAES 2L Wilcoxn ¢ A5 56 73 B I 41 K Bl 18
AR JBFMOKE Er2ESs, 4R ER A 81
FIRY 2N B T A2 A, 1CP LI RAT BRI ] ( Fu-
sobacteriota ) FNHLFT & ] ( Bacteroidota ) 4l 15 . 2 Tt
1555 M ZZARAT I 1] ( Fibrobacterota) M2TE R ] ( Spiro-
chaetota ) % FRE(P <0.05,[K3A) ;75 @K, 4H

®1 WAXRFEEUERENLEER (x+5)

ikl B$(H)  TBIL(pmol/L) ALT(IU/L) AST(1U/L) GGT(1U/L) ALP(IU/L) TBA(1U/L)
Xif A 15 2.56 £0.30 45.51 +1.67 195.71 +5.01 1.59 £0.08 80.91 +1.86 8.40 +0.08
ICP 25 6.50 £1.09 72.24 £3.46 317.15 £10.80 2.18 £0.63 147.43 £3.50 29.14 £0.27
(18 -1.22 -3.35 -3.07 -1.79 -3.29 -3.41
Pl <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05
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A B C D
600 1 ST 40 - * FHHEZ .
70 | « ICPAH
iﬁ::jmo- j§6-5- %20_ g .
A N 6.0 § 0 -
200 50 F 20k § L
oL— 0 L L L . . . y L L L L
AHHEZL 1CPAL *HiALL 1CP4L -20 SC] 7'3%)/0 40 2000 A0 e
B2 Alpha SH%EF Beta SHED T
A:Chao 1 FEHH ; B :shannon $EEU(E ; C.D: ERSIHT, A RACFE—BREA SR ILEL: * P <0.05

[H]22 S B ET 10 ' Clade-TT | 8 L 4T & ( Parabacte- A
roides) \ELFT & ( Eubacterium) J& & ¥R H ( Ruminococ- o gﬁf
cus ) FE TCP £H & 25 [ A1 ; 10 3 B IR 181 ( Prevotella) \ % N
FCH ( Roseburia ) . W A 5 2L T 1 BE 41 (B, xyl- .o,
anophilum group) W T W& ( Fusobacterium ) £ 1CP £ & |
BETR (P <0.05,K3B), i#E—LAEMKNE-H) 5 o
Br& 3L, 76 1CP i SRIE AT 1 ( Bacteroides unifor- g N i
mis) B /R E B ( Ralstonia insidiosa) JK B @I LT %
W ( Parabacteroides distasonis) . Clostridiales bacterium 2 . s
85 0 3 BRA; T3 B SRR ( Metamycoplasma sual- , . . . . . . .
vi) MEFFI ( Helibacter apodemus) 4ol bk 17 8 ( Col- . nmm*n T RN AR AR ] mmé‘;nii:ﬂ o
linsela stercoris ) 55 . & T+ (P <0. 05,8 3C) , 1t . Micr
2.4 BFERREEER BEYLER RS TR T AT g, R
SRR PEBRD AT TR 0% e K U it P R K i
FRAE L B KRR 2 YR B SRS . 1CP 414877 =
PERR AT 5 TR AN I AL i 45 A 2r
PAK IR B IR AURT 18T ( Bacteroides uniformis ) c T T T A R At T i
BEWD (E4) , FEPLARARI T B, B R R e
P S R RER B RAHAR A 10w o] + L v . T
SR A B 7 S T 5 1 T S U (1 By '
5), HEAh, HEF 165 tDNA Wi KEGG 3 il Fi £l '
R, 1CP 4K UL R SR P 0 £ 9 T

I BRI A A A AR W A Qg 2 A (1
6) ]

3 g

ICP J& 22 U UL AR T E S0 | %R FIG L
FEETE, MR R K AT B A LAMARAE AR
FIHLEAIES, WPE il 1CP 22y B> FERR
FB A JLEBE A U 2% T, 4R A B ICP (83
3 B A i A A S b 4 A A, Hel
SRRSO U 5 AR T R A
S AR AL VI RH OG 5 SR B 1 AR 1) S8 L i

TR T R R SN DO R R S

B3 MAXRBERMET.EBNMKENES
PRk 25 52 Wy A E BE TG 10 MO 32 B2 boxplot 23T , SRAFIL 2%
SEYLELE A F BE S R LR AL T 10 AN TTOKF A9 22 55 B AT 10
NEACFRIZESE; CHT 10 DFOKF B 2253 S XTI g " P <
0. 05

TEZAEE WA REAR, H 5 IR A= fLHE bR Z [0 A i B
FOEME, I Rt % B 1CP BERW) 2 AR TR & R AR
T30 A R RN A AR K V- T i Bl T R o
2 S A (Bacteroides ) T , 42 i ( Faeca-
libacterium) A7 57555 ( Blautia ) FIEFTH ( Eubacte-
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B4 XRATICP AXRGERBFIETEMMER SR

rium ) %577 SCFAs W20 B 8870 . Zhan et al
AT X 45 (5] ICP A WFFE A, K B8 IR ( Esche-
richia shigella) , BK bt £ 8 ( Olsenella ) 175 2 H AT B
( Turicibacter) FJ& T4 ; 1fiL 3% TBA | ALT ,AST , DBIL
A1 TBIL 53 Thig . C MR 38 1 B e 4R fp IR
R, TAURRER A E SR R RGERIR EE LA K
GRS B S B R 4% T AR, (B R A
1CP X H: A B 3 TR BSUA 5200 1t oK WL I
AHIFFE R P R M — B + BRI A T SD
KE ICP AAY IR BRI TE I A A dE bn KPS
THRE (P <0.05) AT B B 5 A2 1 | ROIRIR
U 53 ) A AR R A 43 AR T B, 2R B AL 7Y
P Ry, AW T 1ICP K R 1Y 16S
rDNA P 75347 & 30, LA 38 25 A2 8 F BT i R
R, QAT B L B LT T ELAT B L Clostridiales
bacterium FYE H R, © HIK K& 4T 5 ( Para-
bacteroides distasonis) J& 1FH H Wi JUFT # & B9
PEBERN PR T 7 7% AE B & 25 T s 0 IR B 25 4R

NRFR K-, 2 Tt B SR EARR VR B D = AR IR B/
BRI A T it | AR AR Dol 2 S FOE g 1D A8, B R
P RE R B DRI K L DT TR 7R AR e AL I 5 4R
W R A TR Y TR A y-7 E R K, T
F R GABA/ AR &R FU Al . A 4R 2 AT
PRIRYT RN BT e A S T IR /KSF 4ol
1L-22 M-S T A ZURAE 1697 B IR /s BT 2 i
LN IR A AR ST AR R BT
PEAE ICP 20 1 /0 FLAT R I8 45 AR T A% O
WA Z—, B Y Fhal = AR T R 55 SCRAs, 19 1%
A R S A S, A0 i 8 R A RE 0 o 2 i g
SHIKAEAL , B TL-2 F1 C 2R 26 1155 R EFR B8
AL, HATEIE S 5 - AR ER AR A A [ mess
b, AR MRS L B T BTSN, BAT T P
QT AR B X8 1T 0 W ELER 7K ff it IELER 7K firk iy
AR5 BRI, 38 v 15 i o W ORI A, 2
Sl

AW 5T 7R, ICP L 7 K R 38 3 B IR R
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B 5 Random Forest BE#lZR K 5#7

[ papicE)
O ICP4.

IR

RGA 4 5 R A Qg

LA
I IE
LN

Re2l=ail]

95%CI PlE
2.34e¢-03

8.21e-03
0.015
0.015
0.019

0.021
S LA S

B 6 KEGG IhgEfi o+t

( Prevotella ) FFEHE NN, 128 40 B A2 AAKRT] 5[ 2 24 &
RANPTE S, 5 RIRAE I 58 ACHHPE G T4 B
YA o, WA T TLR2 #8055 Thl7 RN, 43 TL-
1IL-6 1123 S5 A SR A E . L AMR FF 1
( Fusobacterium ) 1 i~ 1CP 2H K U 8 B9 48 7 M
i, BRAFR A SRR R BIEIR A, 22T
JHEE IR L, Castellarin et al'™ #F57 & Bl HA%
PRAT I (F. nuclearum) 5 45 8 I FLtk T 45 1 4 7%
YA G, 1CP BRI 38 B RE 2R 8 AU AT e
[ SR 05 , [R) B -t 7] B8 B A 5% 4R 1
MAESHE#RNEZERNER ", 1, KEGG 54T ik
71N, PR IR B 2 5 78 e die R 1) T 34 4 v A A

O AT % R A% 15 AR BEAE  ASBIFSE P WLE]  1CP
LR SR B A T AR B B AT 2 A AR Y
T A, AN SUBCRT B RFLRR AT B BT g, FL B A
Pt — WL

(B A SUR SR EH K 5 B 3 5 0 24T F
HE B BB 5 A 15 F, 2R A R )

A SR
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Abstract Objective
with intrahepatic cholestasis of pregnancy (1CP). Methods

To investigate the effects of hepatobiliary metabolic dysfunction on gut microbiota in rats
Forty Sprauge-Dawley(SD) rats at 10 days of gestation
were randomly divided into two groups,25 for ICP induction and 15 as control. Estradiol benzoate, combined with
progesterone , was given to the rats by intraperitoneal injection from 10 to 14 days after gestation. Hepatic impairment
indicators of total bilirubin( TBIL) ,alanine aminotransferase ( ALT) ,aspartate aminotransferase ( AST) ,r-glutamyl
transferase ( GGT) , alkaline phosphatase ( ALP) ,and total bile acids (TBA) in sera of the animals were detected in
each group to verify the model construction. Simultaneously, the liver tissues were subjected to pathology examina-
tion and fresh faeces samples were collected for 16S rDNA sequencing to explore the gut microbiota profiles. Results

The serum levels of TBIL,ALT,AST,GGT,ALP and TBA in ICP group were significantly elevated compared with
the control (P <0.05) ;the ICP rats presented obvious characteristics of hepatobiliary disorders,showing prominent
steatosis, necrosis of hepatocytes and infiltration of inflammatory cells, with formation of bile thrombus in some ani-
mals. The abundance of Eubacterium , Bacteroides , Parabacteroides distasonis and Bacteroides uniformis remarkably
decreased whereas Prevotella and Fusobacterium significantly increased in ICP rats when compared with the control
(P <0.05). Conclusion The hepatic injuries and bile acid metabolic disorders occurred in ICP rats, which resul-
ted in dysbiosis of gut microbiota.

Key words

intrahepatic cholestasis in pregnancy ;rat model ; gut microbiota;16S rDNA



