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2 B
(HI] A Tlx, BAMEYA 25—V R7F FOROEIDS, 57, SEEES X OBk
B 74—V AL ZBHEBIIONT, BPRENRAT v PR VEFZNRE L THE 21T-
7oo [HEE] BP2EY 2 — RIZVAED L 72 1500mg DA S ¥V =V R7F R £ 72137 7 & Xk % #Hg)
B 4 AMEREN S —EEHR 7 v ¥ MMUHEGER 2 17> 72, BEEiRICE W, Hr~v—2—
& L TR 8-hydroxy-2'-deoxyguanosine (8-OHdG) # L OMEJEH 2 )V F V' — )L & FEE 97 I
& L. Visual Analog scale (VAS) & K U Self-ratings of fatigue (SRF) #Z % L 7z, J#HBIFE 12D
VT, HEEHEI VI X =8 — I X 2 RARBERRIE Y — L 7Y — 20— KRG 21T 7,
HEBREIZ AR —VREOHEREE L THONZAR—YEY a vy 280 CllEERiT-> %2, [
R £ 28V =7 F P 4 ERGEGIERIE, BB SRF 28N 387, F2, Kb
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8-OHAG LD ARE IC B W TE, A YV =R 7'F FEIUC & 5 8-OHIG DR FAVR S 11
7oo HEEREPPIRBERICE W TS 28— VR T7F FEROMRIE RN kd o7, RIFZEOH
B IR DIRE (L A Y =T F FENES AT TH o 2 afEESE 2 5 e, HID
A4 vy, BIGERZHERN T2 2 LT, 4 I8V =L IXT7F FOERIEL X ) G20 FEH
INB I ENMFIN, SRS SR IMHFANLETH S, —7T, HHRERBICE T 2T TIE,
7V —2a —RYFEIE, R 8-OHAG, TBIH 7L VAS, SRF, Bifk#i7) (KVA, DVA, E/H)
EBDHEMEZR L, FFICSRE & DVAICDOWTIE 7 Y — A0 — RIS BT 2 2 LavR s,

&

il

BFEE LTAR—YZEHL TWE7RAY —ME, b L—= 70 C O Ei 7 8 & 4if
WA, P S DT Ly v v —REE A B L RIS & 2 BARIRAED & PRI, RSN 2 I 2 9
FIZHD TV, INoEIFE, TR —FDOBEARA 74— VARV T4 a v 7D
Rre b0 THETH Y. WHOTH - MEKOMURBETH 2 V2, EHOUEEIIX, +597%
R Z, BFED SHY) 4 T3V X —CEKBROBMHEHETH 555, RN HIED T
B LT, R A OIS OSSN Tw 3 Y, T, ZAR— VR OE S ERE
(AX—=YEYaV) B7ARA)V—FDR7 4 —2 Y RACKEHET2,Y, HEB)IC X 25D
BHEBEREIC BT, BMOBEREER S OEZIMEZ o RfER R I Tui L,

BATMETICE TN ERDA S =L R7F Fid, b LB OB & Wi EREIC S
ENDAN Ty TR yORIFT, EIHIHE X ORI EEREE TS 2 EMERHINT
W3 AV EHC, BRICEEICEENE AL P, b FMRIBEIC X D BT AL ) v v
REZ LA, #HB) O pH KT o GEE/EH]) . SHB)EE ) o 1) 1 5o B Ik O B 57 20
BTN Z &7 KB OIERYGER A K=Y 87 4 —< v 22 LRSI 2 LWE SN
Tw3 Y, E5ic, MMbENA SV AP XR7F G (L 25 DH, BARNLER) 13,
2018 FEIC 7 v F N —E v 78GR % B L World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) 12 E W CTEE IR Y
A P DOEFATH S Z EVPRFEINA T LS, 7AY — P TOREIHHATE 2B ERM L
HEHIN T3,

X o TR TR, BAMEYA 28— VP XT7F FORIHERDS, JE57. S5EES X Ok
B 7 4 =2V ARG Z BB OWT, BFRENRTy PR EFZNRE LG 217>
7,

WRA*E

1) #WEE
BY N7y bR VERICETIE § 5 7 5 R (19 i~ 22 7%) 21 #I2 OV T A 247 —
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WP R7F FEIUE (mida #) 11 4, JEEIEE 10 4 (placebo #f) 27 v & At L 7 —HE

W7 v & sMUHEGAER 217 - 72,

2) EBRTHYTI
imida #£ & X X placebo HE X, P L —= Vv VB E LB Y BHICA I VY =L PR TF PHE

1500mg (HANLAHRKEH) £33 77 R AMEZEHEY 2 — 2 (T 60%. Fit 40%)

200ml IZIEMR S 6 H., e 4 ERHEI L 7o, BHEETR IR, FHRORE, WK E & VK%

BN 72, 7, WEREES X OPRBINET 2 RREIEREHIR 270 S 2 7 07 4 —F — D S HEIAEE &

L7,

3) AERE

OHERET— % B, fRE, RHLZ MC-980 (TANITA 1) I THIE L, HFAT7 > 7 —Fick D
BME GO T LVX—OHME 7V — MCTHER L 7.

QP B L OBILA b L AR - JRITERER — 20°CI2THRE L. 5,000xg T 10 77 fEL L 72 1
D R 8-hydroxy-2'-deoxyguanosine (8-OHAG) 122> T ICR-001 (BR&tL7 27 /2 X574 A) %
FHWTHIE L 72, HIEMIZ WYY 7LD 7 L7 F = VREIC K Y #IE (1g/mg Cre) % LT —
% % TR 2 4T 5 72, W 2 )L F ' —)LiF Saliva Collection Aid (Salimetrics #1:8) % A >
TMER % $REEH — 20°CICTERE L. 3000rpm T 15 7l 0 L 7 RiE % a v F Y — VilE* v b
(Salimetrics £181) 1ZTHHTL 7,

Q@ F B I E DM E

FEEIT L, TRl 2 FEE 2 AV CllE L 7,

* Visual Analog scale (VAS) :#EEXHT H#E % & L CHEEURFK HBEER IS B T, BRI, Fl,
TR 78 97 T D\ TR 7 10em DTERR DIRERIC x 12D % 2 & Caf i L 72,

+ Self-ratings of fatigue (SRF) : LINE 7 7'V O EEEIHEAE 2 ¢, FEHEIH 18T & D B H
11 BB CIEOIRRE 2 4 & ¥ (£ 1), FHEO P ZFEH VR Y,

@EFRE JHERE ¢ HEHE IV X — 8 — 12 K 2 ANRBHRE 7 —DOWlE L, 7V — 21 —RIFHE
(20 M) DFHMZFT S 72,

GETEEREIEE  RMERICDUT 5 THHOME 2175 72,

- B 14777 (Static Visual Acurity: SV) @ 7 # — A ADFE 2L L 72 b D

» Kinetic Visual Acuity (KVA) : 3L T< 2 D%k 3 2 68

+ Dynamic Visual Acuity (DVA) : 4181 b D EFRAT 2667

- #4177 (Depth Perception: DP) : BigffD&HE . Rl Hit2 IR DRI AE /1

- R & FotmbBifE (Eye/Hand Coordination : E/H) : R72 b DICHER L KIRNT 5887

4) fRIEMEIR
AL, ~VO X EFEEEL, AZWRE T ZEERUIEICET 2 MR e > T, #%

58 O MR OHIZE DLRFEICELRE L Tt 217w, RESULRZEE B 2R E T 5 RERITFEICE

T oM EH2D (KE#H S DHR18-008) K% 137,
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Table 1. Evaluation index of self-ratings of fatigue (SRF)

level

0 BT L

1 L D J5

2 T o 5

3 55V 57 IRk

4 LoL3 5D

5 SRV VI 5

6 L UL & TDOHIH

7 D78 0 GRY N 57 Ik

8 LALT & 10D ] (TI2iTvy)

9 LLTE 100 (101281 0)Y)

10 Nl
Measured every morning by self-evaluation using the voting
function of the LINE app.

5) #EtaniE

Bonfe T =23 b FEE + BEHER 2 T/R L 72, imida # & placebo FED LB 1 E M %
R L 7= D5, non-paired Student's t-test 217> 7z, #HE & EIETER O ZOMEICIE, A4 “Fifj
EFEIMBEDIEL DD 2 2 JCRETEIHT (B < BHEIE) 2170 AEESRAD 6 5 aIcid,
Tukey-Kramer % B HlHE % i L 72, TN CTOMEEICIZ, #EH#ERTY 7 + SPSS Ver.22.0
Japanese for windows (IBM) % v, $REFEE BUKIEEIZ WIS 5% AT & L7,

S

1) HEBREOHE (R2)

REE, SRR E X OEEIRE IR & L 2 RIRIRFME 87 — 2B T, WIZERG T Ow 12 & \»
T imida #f & placebo BERTICFE R 2 < . H v ZVBHL4EE (4w) 2OV T TFROEES, A
BhaZiBoonzdr o7z,

2) BHEY—H—HIUEEBEFHE (X3)

F BRI H7 R DR ERIC 13, VAS 5FAii & SRF #FAii 2 I v> 7z, VAS TId, AR VAS I2E T,
imida BECO & dw THELETHRD 51z (p < 0.05), F7MRAER VAS 1B TlE, imida Bf
% & N placebo BETH T IERDE R R T 235D 517 (p < 0.05), SRF FEAMi I &> Cld, imida #f
Tl 4w IZB VT, WHEOLGEENERICED Sk (F3, K1, p <0.05), FEH~v—h—
& L 7R 8-0HAG, # X Qg H 2 L 5 — L2 V> T imida B & placebo BEVLFHUTE LT H
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Table 2. Anthropometric measurements and maximum anaerobic power

placebo imida
(n=10) (n=11)
Age 20.9 + 0.5 213+ 0.6
Hight - 1854 + 104 181.1 + 104
Weight ow 83.0 + 14.0 82.1 £ 9.8
4w 83.4 + 13.7 822+ 9.7
Fat % Ow 14.0 £ 3.3 15.7 + 4.1
4w 147 £ 2.6 16.1 = 4.4
FFM ow 71.1 £ 10.5 68.7 + 6.4
4w 71.0 £ 10.5 68.9 + 6.3
Muscle mass Oow 67.5 + 10.0 65.4 £ 6.3
4w 67.3 £ 10.0 65.2 + 6.1
Peak power(W) Ow 1303.8 + 178.6 1249.4 + 127.6
4w 1317.7 + 182.2 1284.9 + 167.0
Ave power(W) ow 1146.5 + 160.3 1065.6 + 116.8
4w 1159.4 + 190.2 1091.0 + 134.8
P/kg(W/kg) ow 14.0 £ 1.8 13.1 £ 1.7
4w 14.0 £ 1.5 134+ 22
Means + S.D.
4
—@— imida
= Q= placebo
3
S==0O
2
1 Means * S.D.
Iw 2w 3w

Figure 1. Chronological change of SRF ( a week average)
5. p < 0.05 vs 1w by Turkey-Kramer post-hoc test

BIGIE (0w vs. 4w) THEZZIER SN0 572, 8-0HAG 122w Tk, 1648 /ml Cre % BilZ
DAED s Z LI (M2), k-7, 16pug/mlCre 1y b4 74 & LT, 1648 /mg
Cre DA - % 8-OHdG HifERE & L Thh L L f&HT % 17 > 7z, 8-OHdG &ifii % 7~ L 7z, imida %f 6 44,
placebo #£ 4 %D 9 . imida FE1Z 6 4 E D3 4w Tl Ow & HElg L TR 8-OHAG 2ME T L T 7z (K

2. HA ZFERE p < 0.05),
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urinary 8-OHdG high level group
(>16.0 ng/mg CRE)

17 19 22 25 27 29 31 33 35 37 39
Cut off point ng/mg CRE

Figure 2. Distribution of urinary 8-OHdG measured value (Ow)

Table 3. Subjective fatigue, and fatigue biomarkers in urine and saliva

placebo imida
(n=10) (n=11)
comprehensive VAS Ow 4.8 + 0.7} 43+ 07 :|*
4w 26+ 0.6 24+ 05
psychological VAS Oow 49+ 0.7 53+ 08 :|*
4w 32+ 0.8 2.0+ 0.6
physical VAS ow 26+ 0.7 2.6+ 0.6
4w 1.7+ 0.5 1.7+ 0.4
SRF lw 240 + 033 245 + 0‘28]*
4w 2.28 £ 0.29 1.93 + 0.29
urinary 8-OHdG Ow 157+ 29 154+ 29
(ug/ml Cre) 4w 293+ 95 185+ 2.8
salivary cortisol Oow 0.071 = 0.017 0.109 + 0.023
(ug/dL) 4w 0.107 £ 0.010 0.128 + 0.019

Means = S.D. *: p <0.05 by Turkey-Kramer post-hoc test .

A.
50
40 B.

placebo imida
30 (N=4) (N=6)
20 No change or increase 2 (50.0) 0(0)

decrease 2 (50.0) 6 (100.0)
10 The values are shown in N (%).
0 Chi-square test p = 0.05.

0w 4w

Figure 3. Changes in urinary 8-OHdAG (Only subjects with high urinary 8-OHdG : >16.0 u g/mg Cre),
A. urinary 8-OHdG ( u g/mg) : e—e imida group, o-==-0 placebo group. B. Distribution of 8-OHdG
changing rate.
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3) REHESLVO 7Y —0—KIH=E

BRE 2 EOHAEEEL X7 Y — 2 u —IIFICE T, imida & X O placebo #E\v>3
BV TH, FREAEMEBZE SN G» o7 (4), 7Y —2A0—RIFIZE VT, imida #F
IZBWT, 4w T 0w I HlE LR O ESEMEIA 2SR & 1z (K4, BRI imida B 72.7% (8
%,/ 11 44h) . placebo #f 40.0% (44,10 #4H), Lo L, 4 SV =LY X7F FOERIUC K S
7 ) — 20 —RIFEOBENE RN I~ — A — 2 BEE S K & OBV IZFED 5 ko 7,
koT, AN L 7)) —Au =l LE v — A —, FBIETERE X OB oL
LRI OO THBBIT 2T > 7, ZDfEHR. 7V —2u—RIEiE, R 8-0HdG. A VAS,
SRF, ®{A#i/1 (KVA, DVA, E/H) EPBH#EMZ/R L, FFICSRF & DVA ICDOWTE 7Y — A —
RIS WET 5 Z LR E i (%£5),

Talbe 5. Correlation between changing rate of

Table 4. Visual acuity assessment free throw success and fatigue and visual acuity
placebo imida 17_90‘50’1 s ) p value
(n=10) (n=11) correlation coefficient
i 8-OHdG -0.437 0.048
SVA - 0w 3= 10 3o L uriﬁary rtisol 0.320 0.172
4w 30+ 09 344 09 salivary co: .ISO -0. E
comprehensive VAS -0.506 0.019
KVA 0w 33+ 12 3.5+ 09 psychological VAS -0.154 0.505
4w 30+ 12 33+ 10 physical VAS 20.116 0.615
DVA 1w 35+ 12 35+ 05 SRF -0.709 <0.001
4w 40+ 0.8 3.6+ 09 KVA 0.544 0.014
DP ow 30+ 1.3 3.1+ 08 DVA 0.648 0.001
4w 32+ 11 34+ 1.0 DP 0.136 0.557
W 35+ 0.8 33+ 09 E/H 0.439 0.046
4w 36+ 0.8 35+ 05 SVA 0.292 0.199
Means + S.D.
A. placebo group B. imida group
20 20
15 15
10 10
5 5
0 0
0w 4w 0w 4w

Figure 4. Changes in free throw success frequency
&——e ncrease o----0 not change or decrease
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Z %

AWETIZ BTFRENRT y PR —IVETICBIT 2 4GEBDOA 28— LI RT7F FOERS,
Weore—A—. FEUINIEITR, CIREEICG 2 2 AR MIT L 7., ZOME, 4 ¥V — LT F
F o 4RGSR, BT E & b ICKRBUN 2 IR & 7% 2 IR 8-OHAG 1T b 588
BB, FEHEROBIFIEZNTH 2 2 LRI N, 8-0HIG 1k, BfLA L Ae—Ah—LL T
HEEELIESDEDNI VI ETRAHWONLIEEETH %5, DNA DK T TH S T4 ¥
TT Y BIEEBR R ED 7 ) =T P ANk DL E T TNIC 8-OHAG 234 SN 5 &,
M % R Ic gt S s 1V, b FaBRICE T 4 0 SR o B ES AT X 29897
OB —F L TR 8-OHAG IREEDMEINT %5 Z £ 525, 8-OHAG IZMMUiEED Sl Z 2 %~
THHZIREEEZ 5N TWwE, Sl R 8-OHAG &, FEI7EASH &b & FHive 8-OHAG i fitifE
TOH, £ IF—NRTF FIZLZPPMERD 5N, ZNE T, A ¥V =N _TF FIGE
BN & 2957 HEAETE OB IO I - SRR3R 8-OHAG IR T & L b 5 2 &
DELMEEINTRE, TN6DIEDS, 4 ¥V = ILIRTF KO IREOEHET &,
LIV =N RTF EPET HPLIEIC K D, JEHFIC X 2R L 2D EFHIFIZHEZ D |
FEHWRER I NIz EZEZTWD,

HEIEE IS & L CHIE L i RIERREIE R 7 — 2o v Tid, 4 DA 24— LR 7F FE
BUC X 2R RD Skt oTe, TNET A IV —LPR7F FOERUL, AEHE )L 2 X —
8 —COMBN ST =N 2 2 L P W AR RS 7T A M ISR 27N E TR
LIRKMBEERRAZMNS 5 C EARE SN0 Y, 0k S REBEEE LS g iR
WA, A 7Y —V_TF FORIHERIHAR DAV, & ViR BRI 5 LT, )
AN X DR 2 EHEMThO pHAE IS L, BEFEHIEC 2720t EZ 5 Tw%, Sl #E
B AR L L R R 7 — I A o U o 72 2 I3, RS E S R CEIETIR
DEHEL D L L WAy bR — VEERA OB (F 8K 183.3+10.4cm, FH A H 82.6+
11.9kg. “FHIFRIBIHIAE 69.9£85kg) Z2H LI T, A4 ¥V =V XT7F FOENENA+ST
Ho AR E Z Shtz, R 8-0HAG IcB\W»Th, #EERLETIE%k . 8-0HdG HEfEfETD
BIEITRITIAEDTRD SNt 2 LD FRRICHRIEICN T 2 BHIGE AR L T30 TlE%
WHEEZ TS,

AR TIEA 25—V RT7F FOEBMSHEEREICEZ 2 BEII OO 2o 7%, A
R—VHEOHERKE (A=Y EYay) IZo0TE, BRIDOEVETIIEELS 71—V
ZICKRECHET 2L, EBIAMC K ) EEBEMET T2 s nTws Y, ZhET
I, Fav~xHS v, 7AYX Y F o7y by rornl, HiBUERAZ ORI
BT, HIEHIPCAR =Y EY avon 222 LEIN TV S, 4 35V —L_T
F i HUREAL IR 2 AR i 7 &SRR ICBI 53 2 B0LIC D JRTET B e b AR —
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VEY a vl oD E L Lo T EHEHIL 7223, FERZOBEIEZRD SN0, Fay
NXYZUBPT ALY XY T U EORMETICE VTR, EBIUE TN 30 HELL R
RHIHROENZIT> Tl &6, BIUIMZIER 2 2 &£ TORMEIT OV T S SRS I
TERERH L, —HT, 7V —2u—FKIRKICB TR, #EEeEicB LT, K 8-0HdG.
TBEITESRF P AR =Y EY a VIHH EMCHBEZ R L7, 2ol ens, 7Y —20 =738
AR—=YEYavidb e k), WHCMOEEZZIT L I LRI N, NAT Y P AR—LDOEET)
] Blc &8 5, SR - PRl o B\EEEAR S e,

i

p=111T}
|

KRFEFTNR7 v PR IEFICEIT A 25V =V X7F PO 4 HEEGERIUE, FENE
FIEAART 97, Fric, JRH 8-OHAG IED EH W HERE IC B W Tid, BLA b L 2z AL
TPEFEEICERTH 2 2 LRI NI, T, ANROPERE IR RELAL 25V =
PR7F PR ICIERRESA T TH o EENH 2, HROY A 2 v 7, HEUR
EHERNTZILET, A YL TF FOBBENL D ARSI NI REELH D |
GBI SR DIBAVBBETDH 5,

&!n

3
KEDFEN I H T ) R T2l 0 £ LERFESUERAB AR T v PR —IVER S v 7
BXOEFOEMK, HAZAR—YEY 3 VIR OBRRICHECHILF L LF 7,
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