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ST produced the following wet stool weights : METR# ?S = 17.5 g= METR# 31 = i 71 .9 ~~ 

METR# 32 = 17.99 g. Wet stool weights in the current study were 12.16 g. 

Fraction BC wet stool weicyilts results were lower than those seen typically seen in this 

model, however, this is the first time 1 sopropanol-prcacessed BC has been tested in this 

model, a nd t he P syllium S 'Y r esults w ere a lso atypically i ow . In t wo p revious s tudies, 

Fraction BC produced the following wet stool weights: METR# 31 0yophilizedj = 10.3 

g, METR# 32 (vacuum tray dried) = 13.$ g. In the current study, Fraction BC processed 

with iso.propanol produced wet stools weighing 11,065 & 

Alphacel wet stool weights were lower than those typically seen in this model. In three 

previous studies, Alphacel produced the following wet stool weights : METR# 28 = 

_ - 12 .66 b, METR# 30 = 10.30 g, METR# 32 = 11 .58 g. In the current study, AIphacel wet 

stool weights were 8 .58 g. 

Wet stool weights from the No Fiber group were also lower than those typically seen in 

this model. In three previous studies, No Fiber produced the following wet stool weights: 

IuIETR# 28 = 6.87 g, METR# 30 = 4.4Ug, METh# 32 = 4.32 g, Wet stool weights in the 

current study were 3 .63 g . Note: No Fiber wet weights were slightly higher in METR# 

28 due to cholesterol in the diet . 
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The No Fiber results demonstrated that a diet without fiber does not contain significant 

a water levels, as evidenced by 'low stool water results (1,15 g) . These results were 

expected . 

The Psyllium ST, BC, and No Fiber stool water weighYS in this study were lower than 

' those typically seen in this model. The reason for the low stool water results is not 

known . In three previous studies, Psyllium ST produced the following stool water 

weights M ETR# 2 8 = 7 .9ti g, M ETR# 3 1 = .806 g, i ETR# 3) 2 = 8 .4 g . Stool water 

weights in the current study were = 5,(i :3 g . 

' Fraction BC stool water weights, were lower than those seer typically seen in this model, 

however, this is the first time isopropanod-processed BC has been tested in this model, 

and the Psylliurn ST results were also atypically low . In two previous studies, Fraction 

BC produced the following stool water weights : METR# 31 (IyaAphilizeti ) = 7 .9 g, 

METR# 32 (vacuum tray dried) _ 9.02 ga In the current study. Fraction BC processed 

with isopropanol produced stool water weights of 5 .38 g. 

Alphacel stool water weights were similar to those typically seen in this model. In three 

= previous studies, Alphacei produced tthe following stool water wcigghts : IvI ETR# 28 

2.70 g, METR# 30 = 1 .58 g, METR# 32 = 1 .84 g . In the current study, Alphacel stool 

watet weights were 1,61 g. 

- < Stool w ater w eights f rom t he Ia o F i ber g roup were s lightly [ ower t han t hose t ypically 

` seen in this model . In three previous studies, No Fiber prodtz(;(,-d the following wet stool ' 

weights : METR# 28 = 3.05 g, METR# :.30 = 1 .12 g. METR~ 32 --- 1 .24 go Stool water 

weights in the current study were ! .s 5 g . Note : Na Fiber wet w~nghts were slightly 

higher in METR# 28 due to cholesteroi in the diet . 

Percent Stool Water 

Note that very small differences i~:~ percent water content can achieve statistical 

significance and result in relatively large changes in stool viscosity . The Percent Stool 

Water levels ranged from 19 - 44%. There were no statistical differences between 5% 

I'syliium ST and 5% Fraction BC and in percent stool water (4i and 44%, respectively), 
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