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Abstract

High-intensity sweeteners are widely used in sugar-reduced foods because they provide intense
sweetness atlow addition levels. Beyond conventional toxicological endpoints, increasing attention
has focused on their potential effects on intestinal barrier function, gut microbiota, glucose and lipid
metabolism, oxidative stress, and neurobehavior. Zebrafish, with rapid development, transparent
larvae, high-throughputimaging, and integrated multisystem endpoints, have been used to evaluate
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saccharin, aspartame, acesulfame potassium, sucralose, neotame, and related sweeteners. Availa-
ble evidence indicates compound-specific effects: under defined exposure conditions, acesulfame
potassium and neotame can alter intestinal barrier and inflammatory phenotypes, while several
sweeteners are associated with changes in microbial function, metabolic homeostasis, and neuro-
behavior. This review summarizes zebrafish evidence on intestinal homeostasis, microbial metab-
olism, and potential gut-liver and gut-brain interactions, supplemented by selected mammalian and
microbial studies. Zebrafish are useful for multi-endpoint and mechanistic screening, but their find-
ings should not be directly interpreted as evidence of human health risk without considering die-
tary exposure, toxicokinetics, and causal intervention studies.
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1. 5|8

B 5 DR 5 it R TE R ORI A, R R R R R DR RS v WSRO R TR . AR AR
24 2R (World Health Organization, WHO) 2023 “EFRFG48 H, IA K IUESE FEAS SCRRRE SRS R A1 Sy 42 1)
A B BB AT AR AL G s IR K S SR s 122 S O B AR R B AN R AR ) 73 B 22 22 20PN [ 1] FRIE GB
2760-2024 Xif 25 A 751) (14 457 FH 90 61 A0 e KA FH B AR LR [ 2] 0 ISR, AHOGHIT 9T Ot AL G 2 3 2 2 il
— Y R EREMAERS . B, PEIRU A 247 S UK AE & 3] [4].

AN [EI R A RN B B B A S . 2024 4F Zhai 25418, %2 3% % (acesulfame potassium, Ace-
K)7E/N BRI BE 47 b 5 5 REME 9% (inflammatory bowel disease, IBD)A G (I fi7iE RAER A, 55
P (focal adhesion)if B I H 5% ; ZF FLIL IR Ace-K R /AR B AF AR KM ) B B I8 308i[ 5] B e, 305
TN Ace-K 255 ] fEBESEL T . M s tERE IR K EL[6]; ALEE. B AR A2 A TR v i
LR T S A LR S LR 22 245 A0 S 7, JHG o A T G e v 8 30t B B Sk %) i 3 98 RE AN B A 49 7
XUELE R, AR P R T 2 R BRERIEMEZ KRR, AR BB — R TR
BB 5 SR AR RN )

Bt 5 t1(Danio rerio) H A HHEZNWI &8 B R GAHNTORST #4407 B SE0E & RN 5 T e i i M 52 A A
AIFEIE —BIVIR R B i R A AT A2 S [8]-[11]. AUt H R A T2k, 25
H LB NERGAEYTTL, LR mR BRI I Efess . WAEThRE. FENRARW AP EAT N
VEZNE, IR - AN - AR AT BRI AR JE AR D L a5 B 1A A\ AR e A R AMIE R 2 5

WERGEFARCALE, KEMEHEPEFEZL S, EPmERIMeZER . FFIRE. i
RAEAGED) TR X T2 b 2 AR 8 B s B AR 7, AN DA/K A4 &b 58 B R BE LU 3 1 ) 36 ik
B, WG RERE. HANAE. (EHBREMSERRRE S RN E LS AW 6] [7] [11] [12].

2. SEREIHRFISHD &iFM B
2.1. BHWRFISY IS RBEHE
ASCHTAR BRI RVRA” SR HE R AL R TR DB I R SKBLR v DD RS ORIRS  T
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W Ace-K. = SUBENE. LR A Z1E T A 4%

SCHRAR “ARE SRR GT)” SHVEE R RS, HIFA

SESEE . AFRMEAEYTEA SR ATE RS R 7 X EZE R E . EEGMA MR ERR
(Food and Drug Administration, FDA)AAT | _Fid 22 Pl R 7 1) 7] 422 52 % H $8\ & (acceptable daily intake,
ADI) J A% R4S L [13]: BRI A 5 2242 <) (European Food Safety Authority, EFSA) T 2025 4 58 B 41 i 1
PEN[12]. ADI T KEEEREE TN ERSEE, FHASR TS AKERERE.

DRI, el P A B AN RE 00N 22 4 JXUSE o AT B AR D OB L o T SEBR AN . BB R REE . 18
FBACE B A AT AR . ALE A B ARA, (RS g b B AR B A AT P 0 5% 3 S MR AL

Ri[7][14]; Ace-K IEA[FIBA rh BIR i . R FIAREH R BL[S] [6] [15].

T CSERRARE” - mTE TR, RIS

+
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TR W o 5 UL ey 90 S R R T ) S AR AL 5 B ) B T SO LA 1

Table 1. Basic characteristics of common high-intensity sweeteners and zebrafish evidence

= 1. BN SEEMRTHNERFHESHD 8RR

AR Skl
FUSERE AL . ARE0 )RR

FDA ADI

EBRF HEXT AR BE /A% mg/(kg-bw-d) FEREARWE DA TEER SHE R
HEAE 200~700 15 m@% ﬁiﬁ;ﬁtw 1 Wiig; : [13][16]
iy Hr L f #7200 50 {%Eﬁg;giﬁiﬁf 79 ggﬁﬁ [13][17][18]
VI #1200 15 REE; ﬂEEUE% Wég}?;ﬁ?;ﬁ [5]116][13][15]
=AU b £ 600 5 u&q&ﬁﬁagﬂgmiﬁ% ?f ?ggﬁg " [13][19]-[21]
il 7000~13,000 0.3 ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ}ﬁgﬁf% B &%&ﬁfﬁﬁ S [7] [12] [14]
FAETIH 20,000 32.8 il FREARAR giﬁ%§$ [7][13]
o moww W SRR o .

VE: MIXTERE K FDA ADI #035 E24E FDA AJFHRI13]; EFSA T 2025 4E58 AL FH FIPAT12]. bw AR E (body
weight). BT KR B TR I FE N BE B9 50 Nk ADT 8t BN R .
22. HBaEANNBE5HER

BEL Y E AL TEAE E R A SRS E R BN B A A K T T B B R Sh B ORI s ShiAiE

TIEARM R R REAN . B0 ALZUEAS I M S (reactive oxygen species, ROS), il & &8 PE 275
FEREN R FFREACE . Foh 2008 5 A1 4T N0 [8] [9]. o (germ-free, GF)IE Dyt . P R F 8 L I
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FH (fecal microbiota transplantation, FMT) 0] F T4 56 1 B 2 B N M BEHA[10]; ZHSM AL ER, WAED
TETEIRAS R LML G e 1 07 U OR B 5 f (3 MR 222 TR, BREE M@ Ak “PRdR I - 2
KRB - HURITRE” DhRe, BAERRSTIRMILEY . AR EMERS) 1 FUEYE S .

LA R AR AT T BB AMIT T B Zﬁﬁiiﬁ?ﬁa)ﬂﬁﬂﬁiﬁ RACAIMDEEANR BRI, Rt S iE T
B FF LA N IR T8 A AR B S A7 . 45 [ — A WAE AP B B0 7 ) — B R AL,
AR g A A RAEL WNAEE R R BB BN W R EEKCE KA S A E
ZE5, MAEBRBERT “BRAaE” . HEH2 RG BN PEMHESE WA 1.

SR

% s }j’] 5mge " o BER 5
N ) D IRES - B
7= 568 B EH PR 1 D * ROS544E « SR
bErE MO & \ /
BT B Dani; r_erio
Epton i ERRSIR B %
=S  ESEE .
SHE \ BiE: BHRE/ZHEE ) o 5-HT/DA/GABA fj::’? i’jﬁgﬂﬁzﬁﬁ
Bl * AChE o iR/
BERH oLl < ERTH

4

REREFM
FREE M RSB AT
HEML, SRA%S

vE: 5-HT, 5-tlE; DA, ZE0%; GABA, y-&HETHR; AChE, ZBtHHBESES; HPI, TN - Bk - [0S 4.

Figure 1. Framework for evaluating the multisystem biological effects of high-intensity sweeteners in zebrafish

B 1. AR IR AAOBED B 5 R G I R S

BIERSSRR AR
3.1. FiERRE. RIESHKERST

Ji T8 2 I B RN 5 78 A LS . BNZE . bR A BRI R e e S [ A R A o
JiE B AR R 2 B9 00 i R BT SR AN AR = ) 5 G RGN Ak 23] BE Sy far, A1 ERER T AEBE R TR A
R b R 55 R R B R4 [ 7], Ace-K 7R/ FC vl 5] A s B O . Ia b I 46145 AiE i
PEREIN[24]; Zhai S — P AE/NRAIBE S o R B E RN R AR . R 230555 IBD AHOCH) 5E
R, FRRIHS R PR S T I R AR5

ﬁﬁ”ﬂi’ﬁz FARUR AT s o A TERR G244 1 B A 53 2/3 (taste receptor type 1 member 2/3, TIR2/T1R3)
JRuE G #H gustducin 258 77BN AR =1 MUH% 224 IK-1 (glucagon-like peptide-1, GLP-1)4r3#4[25]. Shil
SR, Af e TIR3 AHXAE 5 B FH W b R BRRE, ISR TE 40 T 1R I | = 28 AR 55
FM[14], $onmE FEEBMSEEN SEHTREIAE . ZHUHIEDE D ) % 455 AR AE 154
GF/FMT A1 B A 3 — 3 Bl

A LIRS i e 4 b R A 5 JOE B L R [R] AT, & ROS ] 5l AR I Al Sekifg
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DIREZ IR PAE TS, FFETEIZIF «B (nuclear factor kappa-B, NF-xB)&F & AEIE M o E R 7T A ol 45
ROS SHAIRAME . Fhil. REERE D Y40 B Vg i & g IR 1o AR 18 5548
FREEE AT, MM IX 70— B S B 4 435 5 SR T8 98RE(5]-(7] [23].

3.2. NEBEMIEIREMIIGEEL

ARE FRMERTOR ) 5 38 R B0 R B WS 20 - RIS SRR o BRGSO 5 W R
M52 [26], NARBIFFEAFZ - A [FI BRI AT 7 A AN A AT RS S SE[27 5 SR Il R 253 1o AR A 21 48— 1Y)
CEHURFIEBERAAE Y, ZERATREREFIE. KA R BRI TE3] (28] st s, 48
H Ace-K 356 B A BB OB HRAE [29] [30], AT 480 7 i@ m N LRI AN 5 & ik A= P 45
. DIRe AR [31].

AR TR RV TIRE . 2026 FWFFT RN, A1ET B 77 &R0 52 48 75 & T 5 S AL B ROS Fh s
HR S S 22 2 HMHFAE SR SR, A5 200 TR ) 22 P AR R S AT B Ak P T v s L v LRI AE B 55 v 1) i a2
NE AR [ 7). DRIE, ERRFT - BEEERTE SO BLAUKHE 16S #ZHE R RNA ZE[F(16S ribosomal RNA gene, 16S
rRNA)FF3RAF 1) 43 S5 F BE RN, B R SE &fes . AR BRSO 25 WU ME S5 D RE 2% 5

R ZE A SR (AT B IR S BRI ARDRE L RTR S AN PR R SR (9] BRIk, BRI S
B ES SR OOF F IR IERE R, B DR R TR AR B CAE” o AT RA
B S A0 T e LIS Y FRIRH R AR, 3 2 BB A RO B2 5 Wi SR il 2 . U 2 D) e iU AE B Ak 3y
s I, T AT IEE GF 8 R RF L FMT S22 e 2 R AU, A4 RRBCA 1 SCREB R LI 7] [10] [22]

3.3. WEMREMSHERS

¥ 5% JIg 1 % (short-chain fatty acids, SCFAs)Z: 5 b e S b4 . RN e FlBe e RF(32]; WIS vk
R B ETE TORIENR TR . S B ARV BR AL A0 9 e AR HE T [33] [34]. BLAh, e B3z 45 ] 386 hn fis 2 bk
(lipopolysaccharide, LPS)55 i A= I AH 5 7+ K SORE R+ 515 - S RGN Hfim[23]. Kk, SCFAs. LPS.
PRAR . SRR A AN JERE R T A 3 42 B i 5 11 -5 U B8 PR S DB A ol o RHR AU 72 D 3%
AR AR O B R [29] [35], H “RHWRTR — K € B BF D g — R e AR — 15 R (1 PR IE
PAIA R o JE TR BN P SRR RV BR X b IR LIS, IR s A R MR D g . 4] 2
WEFE 1 T EAEH S B SIEH R IRAT B A2 .

BRI RIS, MR INTIR AR AR B FEASBEUE W i B R R A FH o 1 32 JHE IR i b B2 1R AT e 38 i iy i
B SEAGFIIRAT, DRI S 25 5 TR 25 By AR SR U B I A M AR 2 1 B R . o J — IR TR AE
BRI R o Aee o s,  HLnTdd MR Rh 78 S B0 i B b/ ORE R B, A SRR “ DhRe /v i AEfERE
PEAEYIFR EX) .

3.4. MNESTIR

DA UEIE N IE S B2 H AT A8 Ace-K R RITES) Y8R SME AL b o] BB a4t . %%
RE MR/ G E DI RECR R[S [7] [14] [29] [301, (BRI T2 i R T AR E — ) “ BHURFI B REAS AL (3]
[28]o X FhZE AT RE SRR 974540 FIE S RGN SRS RE TR HERENR
FIEREREA AR, WAl aEZ ] 168 M7 Hr R M REL R B 22 R AR . F A B e S B 2
“URFRE R — TR R D BE LS — R AR AR — i I s/ RAE R AL IR R PP s R R LAE R — SRR A
AH4if GF sPiERLE . FMT, & AR A, If FPNE B E2 KT, BUX 7016 3 B#AE
SRR S RON[7] [10] [22]
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Figure 2. Potential mechanisms by which high-intensity sweeteners affect intestinal homeostasis and microbial metabolism

B 2. BRI S AR EAa S RSB B AT REA 51
4. BEREKRE S5 - Frsh
4.1. FERERHRR

e iR B R P T8 D i I A e BEERON , (EIUA AR S A RO A — B0 BRI SRR TR R
RS 5H G E 2 2 A7[26]; FEAERE A, —IREHL. WE A2 3OS R, R I B 407 L el =5
REMEAR 2 SR E e RS E . T GLP-1 Mg R SRE[36], 15— 10 J& = SURENE T Tl 5o pl 42 3
TR AR A DL i 267 0 R R B 3% S L 038 (37 )0 BRE G v, = SR/ 2 S U R R 1 1 4 2 R T A B
HRERRAS . RIRARBEEAEI[21]; 2026 4 Ace-K W T HE—0 BRI AT 51 iR b 45, 5 i 4 Wl e
&, JRBFAMRE T SRITRR A EIE[6]. KR RIEIR, SR FHEL S RARRRA . FlE. 2%k
I 1) FAAE 329 SR
4.2. EH - ERAGHERE

Wi R 8 SCFAs. RBATAEMAIER RS 5 W) - IHE BACR[32]-[34]. /N RAB I = S pEHT
FRoN, WEAEVT BRI DI RE M n] £EBE L JElE X 5244 (farnesoid X receptor, FXR){5 55k 55 LA K AT AR i
HEE R AR AS 5 H[35]. Bk, DS @A sl sk — B AP W AT e . i/ IR B4 . AMP i L 2R
H 3 (AMP-activated protein kinase, AMPK). & [ i#/#§ B (protein kinase B, AKT). it 546 W B4 3 58 4

W 52 /& (peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor, PPAR) AR S, LARELE “ BB - I GES -
AR R 215 B I AR b ) — Bk .

DOI: 10.12677/hjfns.2026.156065 626 5 E R


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjfns.2026.156065

HIER

FEIX—HESE T, JNEWTBRREEFT RE2ARE 4 A, WA RER(E 570 1. SCFAs mlilid G HEMEKZAKG
protein-coupled receptor, GPCR) V5 I fz Fl %0 3% [ 87, 873 B HF RV G 52 7] 820 PPAR S8 4% 5244, TiiHt
TR @ FXR S508 2% 2 5 AR R R ([32]-[34].  [Rlitk, AR T ok i e [ i sl H v =6, S0 E
ISR fE[F— B R R IR TE A . NRDTRR/HVT RRE . RS 5 S5 4 SUW B AR, WIH
F A R B AAAERS B B RHK,

4.3. MNE5TTe

ARG FE I 32 B — BOARILAE A [RIASE B RN B 5 8 A 485 Jo 22 5 0 A AR Bt AL 52 SR 36 A 0K 5% 81
Hor ECL R B8 SRR U o T A 3 S R [36 ], T A = U T T B Tt RN RO A U T
THI AR . IR BRI R-FXR {5 5 502861 [21][35][37]. RN AT RE GG EHRTIFN 2 . FRazm) a]
FFIEAE, CAS SRR AREPIRAS B R IR RIS I 28 p AN — 0. A0 S5 55 11X 217 2 1R HEOR U SCFAs
BRI BR B AT A2 TS A A B ZE R Ay o ARSRBLAE [ 3h P AT A - AR - FFEE 51
IR PP A, Jfifid GF/FMT. SCFAs BV ER[EI 4P & FXR. AMPK B PPAR i B+ Fiide ik o /5%

5. &R\, 1TASH -
5.1. MZITAEMEZER

P50 v R FH Bl A BT K 5 e A S SR O i 2 4EAT R Y [38] . KIRERG . FT i
ELE AN Ace-K % 8238 AT NEUEHRIE[15]-[17]; =SFUEREERMES Ace-K IR A R AT H |
AR MFEAT AR RIEAR[19] [20], T3 & SA N7 B B g TR B R AN 2 L% R G AR 1k
[18]o 22388 5 /5 1T, A7 37 B2 AR RIE 0K FH VA €20 — B8 15C T 1% (liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrom-
etry, LC-MS/MS)#5ill 5-$2 1% (5-hydroxytryptamine, 5-HT). % B % (dopamine, DA)F y-Z( & | 12 (gamma-
aminobutyric acid, GABA)%, #2177 5B SR W IHAE[17].

5.2. FA - FREXEIHLH) SIEHEER O

TEVHFLEN I i, SCFAs W2 5B RE - W5 S A% 3 50 0o 57 2 52 PR (391 31 £ = SE W/
T T R HE . 5-HT. ZBEHAREERG (acetylcholinesterase, AChE). J¢JiEEFIAT AL IEAE[21]; F
M FRTHF Lt Bon “ B R - |G - 5-HT - 787 BESERE D fa rh B n 3 0E R [40]. JETiX
SeiiEHE, P 306 SCFAs. LPS It g W AR Fa i/ 4 22 P4 403 () B A b i AR DS ME BRI B2IE 9, 177
L 28 V7 P R A S e TR SR o (LB R S i 2 R R BE T BBV T- b S S AR W & R G L
HAEH, WrTRe b, AW REB A A IR A . HETHMELZ GF. FMT. & 1§
BRI [ R oF 3 — B 2% [ 422 DR R AT

PRSP o3 WL R R AT NG R R X A AR . BEDf DUR N - AR - (8]
(hypothalamic-pituitary-interrenal axis, HPI axis)y FE 2NN W RS, F BB A0 m] | 52 maAT . AR
AR [21]0 DRI, 4R B8 B AR BE AR BT A EOZ B B I, B IEA 5-HT. DAL GABA. AChE #ll
B SR S A, X o i 0 038 S AR AN IR B 5 4% B U N, S Gt T AT AR AL TR SRRy M e .

5.3. IMESTTE

AT AT FUBAFAEN B R B B . BT AT Ace-K N2 #7552 o m] HY BUAT v el 42 i
JREAZ[15]-[17] [20], AEANFB RS RIAIAT M L RO T7 [ AR IF A e 4 — 8, Hr Rk
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AT R A 52 38 4 B NIAZ B Re SR RE A . 22 SR RESR F AR/ R I B S SIS R R . KRR
RGN AT IAKE AH DL FEREE S KPS TR R . R S S R R < AR~ TR
FRUHE 5 — I N BB T/AR N i — AT 7 REIR G R DA A2 NBEEE. S-HT. FEREEAAT NI4T
A[21] JEEEMN A L ZI N F &M E . GF/FMT. AR b DL K S-HT/HPIL SHEE R 10, PAX 7r B
MR S5 - A FAER[39] [40]. W4 2.

Table 2. Representative zebrafish evidence for biological effects of high-intensity sweeteners

2. SBEHKFIERD & PRRREMRIER

BB B SRR B EBRA WREX W
swaTamin PO W ok g PRLREORL BEEEEER )
AceK e N T R A E R C 2 D
S UV PINE E  B IC STE TRID
g P OUI00 B LEMSMS ABIASEIE  wmammer (17
S O K RE KOS REREASEE s
SRS WG, £R) s D RENRREEE g ng
S e, s 0 O RBSISRE E-WE
AceK MmO R BUBMLMER (5
sk e i waimgs SETESH [
ARUSTLRRE  BUNE - BN, AR B RGEAER GRS
st 4151 0.3 m/L 2 Joie i e 7

T BARRREE BT LR A SCIR O HE ;s KA LA BE ELERAMIE I ARG B 7

6. 5 & A THRFARESTFMHNES R

PEL 1 A PESAAE T PR AR BRSO ESE A I R Afrii/ R & P B S5 20RE . RS, #
S IRAT I A SR B NN R — PPN HEZE[ 1] [22]0 ZETRTARIESE, [ 3 3E—0% « @i dnk i)
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e - B S - GBI - IR - AT v SRR B Ry T A SR I R B 4% . iiE S
[M7E TIR2/TIR3 JE&AI. BEFR AR 5, nfERE SCFAs. LPS. JHYTER. BRI & 48 0E N 155
5521k, Hrp SCFAs/IHI R 5HTIE AMPK/AKT/PPAR/FXR K AR AR (1006 2 HAT ME X 4 22 (LA 4K
PE[32]-[35], 1 SCFAS/LPS/ta S FRA Y 5 A 5-HT. DA. GABA K HPI %/ J¢ B 22 18], 78 B R 75 BE
L AR A ATy DUAE DG B R IR H 2 32 [21] [39] [40]. G AH OSPHER S ONR AR, 18] 3 SR SEZk. MR AN
BIRLE 53 MR N O AL SCRE A S/ I B4 AV /A SAIE B8 42, K GF/ LB ERIUE . FMT/ & LB
F L AU R Kb B 324K AT AL S IR S BRI B 1.t bRl BRI« FHvkin — B i) —
AT — AT B — B R R A" ST B S e i . BRI BR 2 Bk [ 2 R 5 ORI M
A4 ADI PA mg/(kg-bw-d)ZR7 , £ it bR e HL A B it 288 71 o 1 e A FH s B 5 f i 7  SR 7K AR mg/L
B opg/L SR, WA, R IE AN, AN GRS AR & 0 IRGT E EEEF2]
[12][13]c JEAL, Hitd 5 b e il e B AN AU 17 e AN ], AN [E] 5206 25 AR /KA | Al Rb ANl A 25 T 2 25 9]
JE SR T R G N RS N BT B IR TR NI EE I FEs YR B8 1 e, HREE H LB
JiR % i DL R R R 25 A R BRE

LA S R AR SRR E AT BEEE S ET RS, R A PK R N AR S A AL
FEE . JREEnRA “HAk - IWERC - ESC R RN b vet, IR bR RN R AN
FE K R BEAR . T EL B IE . R s R A RE R, RN 5 B S s RN BT R, DA
JURTREX 2 EH R B 2 45 P AR B B AR B (R

EEES/ATAHER?

K
BRI R E LGN\ scras, e MECLZUEEN | sorasmmits
EHERA BEBAHY
TIRITIRG | & = = e o ' + AMPK/AKT/PPAR/FXR
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Figure 3. A testable gut-liver-brain network driven by high-intensity sweeteners
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