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1 #RERE
1.1 #HRSRH

LI/ P AR T s e e B A A IR A FD
4 JE) iy T A 74 TS JRL A (SPF) 4% C57BL/6 /N B
[SCXK (32 )2016-0006], 1t 5% 4k i ] 42 52 5 5h 4 4
ARABRA T X AR (D12450]) i g 46 R
(D12492) , % MR — R AR A R A | B &
FH i R , Sigma 23 7] ; TRIzol 35 & RNA 4 B0
&, %E Invitrogen 23 A ; TruSeqTM RNA F£ i
il 27 &, 22 1 Hlumina 2 7 5 I SR &
A s U ME R A R R A R ) PCR 514, 1
M= RAEMHEARGRAF
12 NE5EF

NovaSeq 6000 %! DNA | F¢4% , 26 [# Tllumina
/v 7] ; NanoDrop2000 74 # i it 43 YOG FE i, £
Thermo Fisher 2 &) ; CFX96 B 5L I 2¢ 5t 2 # PCR
1 E1101 R 3K A%, 32 [E Bio-rad 2 7] ; NewClas-
sic MF MS105DU A+ K F |, f - R A &
Centrifuge 5430R Y5 3% R 5.0 4L, T E Ep-
pendorf 2 H]
1.3 FHik
1.3.1 /NS EAMSRBCRAN T R A 60A R
DU IAL /NG P, BRI & 20/ Sk fdi )
IEC e HEAT R RE , Fer [EDR LE R 1:3, JFAE
BRI RIEC ke, WAL /NSRRI L 1:10
(LG A R K F A IR A, SRR T 1 mol/L
NaOH $ %W pH {1895 2] 8.5, 7F 40 CHIK 5
IR S FE 1 h 5 B AE 4 °C,7 000xg
250 30 min, Y8 FVEW . 1 mol/L HCL ¥ 11K
WpH I ZE 4.5 J5 fE= R TifE 1 h LI T&E
FLTOOSE o WA 2R 1 R UL UE |, FH 28 18 /K Uk Ik T e
3, K pHMEMYET7.0J5, BFHETHIF -G
1£-20 C,

S SR AF T B AR AT 0 2T/ G B A
A HIMFA 10 min, 73 220N G TEH
132 2/hNE M TEEKEY SIS RS
R Tl — IR Tt 1 AR R ) £/ I TR K
gty HLR LT/ G I T % pH
EVA 5 3 2.0 J5 70 5T 5 5340 4% H 55 H g, O
B IRWAE 37 CFIHE 2h, WESHIE, LM
0.9 mol/L. NaHCO, #¥ & pH {H 7 15 %) 5.3, #H]

1 mol/L. NaOH ¥4 pH {E4E+F7E 7.5, e J A it it
A% R, WIRAE 3T CFIHE 2h 5, 8T
WK 10 min, Z0E N, WIRA FEIRR G,
£ 4 °C 13 600xg F & L> 10 min, U L35, %
BT, T =20 CHRAF

1.3.3 Zhmiit SR Raeh ER R
S 2 D1 2 E (AW03401202-4-2), 24 H
DU JE % e CSTBL/6) /N BRAE SPF 2514 T[(24+2)
°C, (55+5) %1% £ ,12 h G/BE A6 2R 3%, IF il R %2
B 1 b 2 RAR K 3B PR PR IR 1 RS R AR IR 4L
(B4 5 2 TG 35 25 AR LT, TR SR 0N R
BEMLST Ry 3 4 (Fi2H 8 H)  JFakAT 0 12 A iR
BTy, HARLGEMT 1) X BIKE (NCD) .
2)E IRIRE (HFD) 3) mi iRtk & s i 6%4L /N &
PN T8 FUK# Y (HFD-HAPH ) , 76 5256 45 3
W BE /N BRI 20 21 31 78 -80 CA- A7 LU T sk 4l
3T,

1.3.4 RS Sy

1.3.4.1  /NERFIEZH 208 RNA A3 0 AR 45 it
& Ul WA, R TRIzol ¥ H2 HUNT JIE £ 41 &
RNA , Bifi J5 & 0 BT 5 RNA 943 e J3 Fn g
JE % RIN A,

1.3.4.2  SUREMESL AT R TruSeq™ RNA
BE b AR & 5E i RNA SCE R sy, IRl
NovaSeq 6000 )7 {5 47 = 38 &0 5

1.3.4.3 WP EAES 7 81 RSEM /4 L1 TPM
Ry B X HE R () e iR 7K OF R AT 8 i AT, O
DESeq2 B it 173 ik 2 R 0dr, B EERE
LA (Differentially expressed genes, DEGs) 1
i & B #E A . FDR <0.05 H. llog,FC1=1.5, i i
KOBAS # % DEGs #£17 KEGG il [f & & 7 #r ,
M P {E<0.05 B, F/RiZ KEGG i8-8 B 3% W 4
() KEGG 3l # .

1.3.5 #tE & PCR(q-PCR)

1.3.5.1 RNA B4 K] TRIzol 2 M/ BUIFE
HAREA PAhEE RNA, JFHE4T RNA BT A

1.3.5.2 RT #% 5% >R HiScript —%5% ¢cDNA &
BCIRR) B X T RO RNA 9B 47 S5 53 B i s
F5E:25°C,5 min;50 °C,15 min;85 °C,5 min, %
F 20 wL K2 W& & .2xRT Mix 10 pL . HiScript
Enzyme Mix 2 pL Oligo(dT)18 (50 pmol/L) 1 L.
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Random hexamers (50 ng/pl) 1 pL Total RNA
200 ng Rnase free WZE/KEME Z 20 pl,

1.3.5.3 PCR 5t S5 AW AR H M A
EEIRZS 2=

*1 EBWERE PCRS3I#F73!

Table 1 The primers information of target gene
A E IE & 3 M55 (5-37) B 3l 4 550 (5-37)
GAPDH AAGAAGGTGGTGAAGCAGG GAAGGTGGAAGAGTGGGAGT
PPARy GCTGTTCGCCAAGGTGCT GGTGAAGGCTCATGTCTGTCTC
Mel AATCCGACCAGCAAAGCG AAGAGCAACTCCAGGGAACAC
Cd36 CAGGAGTGCTGGATTAGTGGTT CATGCAGTGCAGAAGGGTG
Fabp?2 GCTCGGTGTAAACTTTCCCTAC AATCAGCTCCTTTCCATTGTCT
Pck1 AACACCGACCTCCCTTACG TCAGCATTGTGCCGCTATCT
Cyp7al GATGGGTCTCCTGGTGGTG GCACAGAAACGGGAAGAGTAAC
Angpil4 GCTCTAAGTAGGGCTATCTGCG GCCATTTGTTTCCTGTTGCT

1.3.54 Real-time PCR #¢)tE it PCR R R Y
JLR 254 95 °C 5 min95 °C 105,60 °C 30 s,40
MEF . R 20 wL B 4K & .2xSYBR  Green
Mix 5 pL iE 5% 751 (10 wmol/L)0.5 wL 2 [f]
147 51 (10 wmol/L)0.5 L .cDNA 2 wL WL 7% 7K

A EE 10 pl,

PL GAPDH S NS, il 2728 165
3 PR 2 3K 1) ARG 2
1.3.6 s Hr 18 H SPSS 22.0 k4T84t

00T R R Prism 5.0 2341, A B0 R
V- B AR R 22 1 2 H op R diE 2 1) 22 S
iR I 2081 (One—way ANOVA, Duncan
test) B , 24 P<0.05 B BN BA et 7 3,

2 H#HREHW
21 NEFHENRETME

TSI A A x4 SR EA T 4 AT R
Iy A 1) o i VA L H 3R 2 T AR A A
BT 4 694 T30 R IR RS BT R AR DU A HE
oA BT R L B R SR T A N (N RORAR
B AR R ) R i e 91 B A i ek i P 91 X
B 5 SR BT Gt B S AR A A4S 2R
4 661 J7 1= B 04 . B 1R % (Error rate ) ¥8 IR 45
HCHE X L A I B S 2 R R Q30,Q20 43 ]
&Iy [ 2 7E 99.9% 1 999% LA - 1) Bidi 35 o 5 il 3
A 4 b, GC & o 48 I 4h R X0 9 G F C B
FLRANE B E oyt — TR R RAE
0.1% LA T ,Q20 7¢ 85%L4 I+ ,Q30 7¢ 80% LA I, %

5% 1) J0T AR b R R AR 0.02% A5 47, Q20
EA Q30 {H¥I KT 95% ,GC & HAE 50% 4 47, %
A GC AT 4y LG, X BE45 BRI Jy [t 12
RAF, AT LLHEAT IR 200 B . A P45 R 5 5%
SEHZH I Hext g SR o, At 9191 i I i K
AL B S A S A b, It 2 W 5 S Y

AR
22 ANERMIEBKBYULETHERSIEN
5T R R B SR iR

F 155 W1 A Venn 43 M7 B F oK 28 47 AS [] 52
B AR AR IE] 56 2R 4007 o B 2044 M (B 1) T
NCD 215 HFD ZH ] LA st ¥ mlAH B 37 Y X3k
TELL/N A T8 K ¥+ #5 ,HFD-HAPH
dRE S HFD 41 5 3% /3 JF , iX KB 5 HFD 4048 Lt
ZL/N RN AR K S RT LA 3 O e R IR R
/N BRUFE e 5 R 2 S itk . 225 35 5 BB (Venn ) 43 Bt
K3 HEARS 9 609 ~IA FEEH NCD 41 HFD
20 F1 HFD-HAPH 40 73 5 & 255,236 F1 189 4~ %¢
A (F 1b),

NCD 41 #1 HFD #H Z Al 3 415 2 7 3Kk
S, Hop 5 NCD 4UAH e HFD 404 198 4~
R ERERIEN 217 M B ETFHNZERSE
RIE (] 2a), L4 /NE N T E A K@Y T 15
J& , 5 HFD 44 kb ,HFD-HAPH 414 730 %%
FRHE Hoh 3 B 390 4, B
B 340 1~ UM ZHFFH Venn 01 4h 1 B m 4>

AR A 125 D IF B NCD v.s. HED
HFD v.s. HFD-HAPH 4374 290 4~ F1 605 4~ 4§
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Fig.1 Relationship analysis among samples of different experimental groups
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Table 2 Statistics of sequencing and sequence alignment results
TR L MR RE AR AR E .
. o . GC &=/ LA % sl EAE
H S REEE O BREREI%N  Q20/% Q30/% Zitidgk ARaAt . .
A # L B
4 = w9 oS RAl
BEa 5 R
NCD-1 55751172 0.0232 98.74 95.94 50.45 55410228 52754038 5134970 47619 068
NCD-2 565388838  0.0233 98.69 95.88 5097 56141 686 53945977 4351785 49594192
NCD-3 46948402  0.0233 98.69 95.86 51.26 46 613 852 44 849800 3847983 41001 817
HFD-1 52002126  0.0233 98.71 95.93 50.13 51559068 48514779 5391276 43123503
HFD-2 60617486  0.0235 98.64 95.69 50.69 60108 744 56 836283 5328682 51507 601
HFD-3 49428 184  0.0236 98.57 95.64 5091 49043040 46819234 3887790 42931444
HFD- 47422336  0.0235 98.64 95.63 49.64 47116890 43219161 5427912 37791249
HAPH-1
HFD- 48868 170  0.0234 98.66 95.74 50.34 48498 838 44830916 4859220 39971696
HAPH-2
HFD- 56205808  0.0234 98.68 95.77 49.86 55851914 52022806 6228331 45794475
HAPH-3
AT (1 2b). (KR 2 A T DS L

2.3 ERRIFEFEM KEGG hEEERES T
KEGG £t F @ s i 5 B A B TR
GiAKF-L T A M AY ¥ U6E . KEGG # i
FEACH B (5 BACE REE (5 B AL PR A0 it AR
EYIRR G NN, o T PR g 22 R ARk
LR B EY e, % HFD v.s. HFD-HAPH 2
[B] () 22 S IR FE A 4T KEGG {881, MK 3
AR, 20NN T KA 32 27Kk
FEDE BRI IR ARSI B, X R L/ NG T8

RS
24 ERFRIEZEEN KEGG S&EHHT

KEGG & s fragfefit 2 Rk KNS 511
FEAF MR EEE, B 48 NCD vs.
HFD 1 HED v.s. HFD-HAPH 41 25 5 3 ik B A
1 KEGG B Hr, 45 RERW k2 R RIAEN
T2 5 EE PPAR 15 5@ % . K& R4
WG A ER
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N T RRENE RN T E A mAER SR Z R A AMPK {5 5l B . PPAR {5 538 i 2

NEIR A  IAEBLE], AR SO KEGG & 4 it
i 55 0 A AR AR I R BO3E I 53 B2 PPAR
55 R AR Y A, AR R4 &R A
A& A A AMPK {55, Hh PPAR 5%

R e AR CEhE R MR S AT, S
NCD A AH bt ,HFD 440 51 F 11,5,6 #1 8 4~ 5
FIAHRLN B ¥ B AETE PPAR 15 S g, AR /E
V1A, TH & R R4 S e A4 & R AR i /il AMPK
G5, 5 HFD 4140 b ,HFD-HAPH 414 514
13,5,5 Fi1 9 > 22 RN FE A 1) 2 & S 7F PPAR 1%
S R AR AE Y A L, AR KA AR

AR M 2 5 S e, HoaEad 2 5 0
(A S o R R TR AU Ak B S A R 0 4 i 4y
Lo 2 P Y opad A, 2 R BE ARG 3 255 A
L-K5 &R —Fh T etk & 3L R | #h 78 LA &R ml
DAY AR 28 i — RORE DR B AR I R Bi A Ak
FE PN Bz T BB R 9 1 AR, TN SRR Bl A Sk =
A S 1 v e R A R R AR, R R T LU
AT R TR G B v () A B8] QR 2 TR R S SR TR
MR A& B R = L 55 B i T AL - B 7F K&
AR AR Z RN AMPK 5 5SS
B DR RE e i | & e A K BAT AR 9% Vg R 45 &2

£33 ARXBAHEERGETHEXEH KEGG ELBES T
Table 3 Analysis of KEGG enrichment pathway related to lipid metabolism regulation in different experimental groups

! £ F AR 8 5% ERFARHKT P1i
NCD v.s. HFD PPAR 12 5 i % 11 1.03x10°
Hr BB M A AR 5 8.00x107
F R | R A BB A B R B A 6 8.19x10°
AMPK 12 5 18 % 8 1.28x107
HFD v.s. HFD-HAPH PPAR 12 5 i % 13 6.69x10°
BB M A AR 5 9.63x10™
7 AR R A& R A 5 AR AR 5 7.81x107
AMPK 1% 5 i@ 5% 9 1.02x10>
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fift Py Al GEE o PPAR {55 38 B I8 5 5 BE R 5= /N B
1 B AR

#E—20 4 PPAR {5538 I b Y OG5k 22 = 3R Gk
SR E Sy e Y B TN DA )| = DU T (AN
AR TR K A TN R A I /N BRI 22
SFIRFHER N, fE S AL, S HFD UMt
HFD-CPH &% T CD36 Fabp2 Mel ik, i 3%
I Cyp7al Angptld R Pekl $3ik, CD36 Fx Mg
U7 8 % 57 i, CD36 %3k 19 23 175 & 1T 4t i A i I
i 240 XTI o T B A S, AR PR o =R
BIEAE A3, S BUm AR K THE ™, Fabp2 25
0L T B i 2 4 2 2 A, 1 SR AR PR
ik 85 2 KB A A WG Y B AR R Y, R
2 WY 7E w2 M8 AR MR 1 /N BRUFIUE T Fabp2 1 3%
VA S AR P R D I & R AT OGN, Mel & —
B EZ A NE A i, 7E NADP# 1t NADPH
1) 2ot A v A T SR R T Ak S TN R R, A S FE AT
JHE B AH G h R 45 B AR NS, CypTal 2K H
] 5 A Ry AR T ) IS SR G, 2 984 Bl IO 25
Mpe R EZEM . FIE Cyp7al £k
A, AT LA A R e R R 1 e Ak O IR
A CHE AR S B AR /N BRR P ORR R K0
Angptld 5B w55 AR ILAE | /=5 I008% A B 2 HKHT
S ORORE DG OC R, L Ik 400 JR S M e O P
JIE 52 73 fife B PR A K3k 08 2 5 IR B AU, Pekl /2
W S Az e i B R 7, BF 9 3R B DU BR AT Pek 1 A
SEUNEG B RERR AR JFEBEE AR
% R H I = g KO 1 T =t
25 A/MEHMMIEZLKEYNX PPARESE
BEhERRIEEEANZME

PPARYy /& PPAR {5 53 % 1 JCH 7 S I+,
WF ¢ 2% W i 7 26 B R 75 2238 18 3407 PPARy 19
TR A RAE P, R85 E RNA-Seq 43 #7115 21 (1) 22
S RIREE BT EEE, A A qPCR H AR5

mRNA A% # ik i
Relative expression level of mRNA

BT 20/ G A0 T2 (K A 90 %) PPAR 5 538 %
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Fig.5 Changes in the expression levels of DEGs
of PPAR signaling pathway
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K KEGG & kB, £0/NG 3 T4 Fok sity in mice fed a high—fat diet via remodeling gut

fif 0 4 9 55 MR AR AR DG 1 A i £ 55 PPAR microbiota and improving metabolic function [J].

500 % RS SRR A 5 R R R & R Molecular Nutrition & Food Research, 2022, 66

BT L &L AMPK 558, Hf PPAR 5 (8): 2100907.

S e e R R AR IR ACI B . 454 RNA-  [7]  ZHANG L, WANG P, SHI M, et al. The modula-

Seq Fi AR qPCR BIE 21 /N SN T .28 K i) tion of Luffa cylindrica (L.) Roem supplementation

SE 35 1 7 PPAR~y Iy %2 35 , T CD36 .Fabp2 F on gene expression and amino acid profiles in liver

Mel f933k 1 Angptl4,7}ﬁ&hﬂﬁ‘ﬁﬁ:{% ER folr alleviati'ng hepatic' steatosi's via gut micro.biota in
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Abstract Transcriptomic analysis was used to investigate the effect of adzuki bean protein hydrolysates (HAPH) on lipid
(HFD)-fed mice in this study. The results showed that HAPH changed the tran-

scriptional profile of liver genes in HFD-fed mice. Compared with the model group, there were 730 differentially ex-

metabolism disorder in high—fat diet
pressed genes (DEGs) in the liver of mice treated with HAPH, of which 390 genes were significantly up-regulated and
340 genes were significantly down-regulated. KEGG annotation analysis revealed that HAPH caused 32 DEGs to be an-
notated to lipid metabolism pathways. KEGG enrichment analysis further indicated that HAPH significantly altered the
PPAR signaling pathway, arginine biosynthesis, alanine, aspartate and glutamate metabolism, and AMPK signaling path-
way, with the PPAR signaling pathway being the most significantly enriched lipid metabolism related pathway. Combined
with RNA —Seq technology and qPCR verification, HAPH could significantly down-regulate the expression of PPARYy,
Cd36, Fabp2, and Mel, and up-regulate the expression of Cyp7al, Angptl4, and Pckl to improve the abnormal lipid
metabolism. This study provided a new reference for the development of functional food of adzuki bean and the study of
improving chronic metabolic diseases with bean protein.
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