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Simple Summary: Guinea pigs are frequently used in gastrointestinal research, but knowledge on
basic parameters connected with gastrointestinal physiological functions, including feed intake, fecal
pellet output (FPO) and intestinal transit time, is incomplete. Recording such parameters in single-
and pair-housed guinea pigs over 24 h revealed that they exhibit a diurnal feeding behavior, with
peaks during the beginning and end of the light period, and FPO mirroring periods, with a defecation
break during the night. In addition, we assessed transit time with a non-absorbable marker, counting
approximately 5 h. Our findings can help to build a baseline data basis, important in the field of
functional gastrointestinal animal physiology.

Abstract: Guinea pigs are a traditional and frequently used species in gastrointestinal research.
Comprehensive knowledge of basic parameters connected with their intestinal function, such as feed
intake, fecal pellet output and gastrointestinal transit time, is important for evaluating results from
basic gastrointestinal research that may be applied to practical problems in human and veterinary
medicine, for example, when establishing diagnostic tools. Our study revealed that over a 24-h period,
single-housed guinea pigs showed a continual but day-accentuated feeding activity, consuming
57% of the total feed during the light period, with pronounced peaks of feed intake during the
beginning and end of the light period. This was mirrored by fecal pellet output during the light
period and almost no defecation during the dark period, while potential coprophagy not measured
in this study needs to be considered. A highly comparable feeding activity was recorded in pair-
housed guinea pigs, with 60% of overall feed intake within the light period, indicating that such
differences in housing conditions did not influence guinea pigs’ feeding behavior. Intestinal transit
time was successfully recorded by oral administration of carmine red and counted 5 h on average.
Hence, this study provides important information on the basic functional parameters of guinea pigs’
gastrointestinal tract physiology.

Keywords: guinea pig; feeding pattern; fecal pellet output; intestinal transit time; carmine red;
gastroenterology

1. Introduction

Due to its gentle temperament, simple handling, low maintenance costs and intestinal
tissue anatomy, the guinea pig is an important and traditionally used model in the field of
gastrointestinal research including drug and vaccine development, studies on the enteric
nervous system, studies on enteric infectious diseases and studies on the intestinal micro-
biome [1–4]. For proper evaluation of data including the suitability of a certain species to
model the human intestinal physiology and pathophysiology [5], a preferably complete
knowledge and understanding of basic physiological parameters connected with intestinal
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function(s) is crucial, bearing in mind that probably no single animal can perfectly mimic
human conditions [6].

Additionally, with respect to the significant effect of periodic feeding behavior/energy
intake on intermediary metabolism (for review, see [7]) and the concept of diurnality in
intestinal motility [8], knowledge on basic data related to gastrointestinal functions is
critical for proper evaluation of study results. This accounts for both basic research and,
e.g., preclinical studies during drug development [9]. Data of interest connected with
gastrointestinal physiological functions are, amongst others, feed intake (FI), fecal pellet
output (FPO) and whole intestinal transit time (wITT). However, studies addressing such
baseline data in guinea pigs are scarce. Two early studies exist, with one reporting a
weak diurnal pattern in FI during a 24 h observation in guinea pigs [10]. The second
one detected comparable meal sizes and intermeal intervals in young and adult guinea
pigs, with a comparable distribution of meal numbers during a 24 h period [11]. In those
studies, FI was recorded in group-housed animals, and hence data on a single-animal
basis can only be extrapolated from the situations monitored. Studies assessing FPO in
guinea pigs are most often performed in order to evaluate the effect of drugs or other
factors modulating/affecting gastrointestinal motility, e.g., external stressors such as water
avoidance stress [12–17]. However, to the best of our knowledge, no studies exist evaluating
the periodicity of FPO in guinea pigs, especially related to their feeding behavior. Therefore,
with the present study, we aimed to evaluate typical values of FI and FPO during daylight
and nighttime in this species and to detect the potential effects of single- vs. pair-housing on
these parameters in order to draw a more comprehensive picture of basic gastrointestinal
functions. In addition, we measured wITT, using the non-absorbable marker carmine red,
to compare our results with the already existing baseline data from studies using different
techniques, such as intragastrical application of styrol particles or feeding radioactively
labeled diets [18–21]. Using carmine red represents a method that is less stressful (no
prior fasting is required) and less expensive (no complex measuring equipment needed)
compared to the techniques in the cited studies.

2. Methods
2.1. Animals

Three different experiments were conducted to determine FI, FPO and wITT using a
total of 30 adult Dunkin Hartley guinea pigs of both sexes, weighing 642 ± 207 g (10 to
12 weeks of age). Guinea pigs were bred and kept in the approved breeding and housing
facility of the Institute for Physiology and Cell Biology at the University of Veterinary
Medicine Hannover, Germany. Animals were housed in groups of 2 to 4 animals in cages
with a solid cage base, with a size of 814 × 610 × 256 mm (L × W × H) and a floor area
of 4000 cm2 (tecniplast GmbH, Hohenpeißenberg, Germany). Cages were equipped with
wood shavings and one halved ~20 cm PVC tube per animal. Animals were kept under
standardized conditions (20–24 ◦C room temperature, 60% humidity and a day/night cycle
of 12:12 h, with 580 lux within the room animals were kept in, 30 lux within the cages
during the light period and <10 lux during the dark period). Light turned on at 07:00
during experiments 1 and 3 and at 06:00 during experiment 2. Animals received a pelleted
standard diet (g/kg DM: 168 crude protein, 31 crude fat, 130 crude fiber, 72 crude ash,
230 starch; 12.1 MJ ME, ssniff Spezialdiäten GmbH, Soest, Germany) and drinking water
ad libitum. Fresh hay (20 g per animal) was provided at 07:00. This feeding regime was
applied during all experiments. For recordings of FI at the single-animal level as well as of
FPO and wITT, animals were separated 24 h prior to the start of the recordings and kept
singly in cages, as described above, that were not their home cages, for proper adaptation.
In those cases, cages were equipped with paper towel instead of wood shavings in order to
enable easy fecal pellet collection. After finishing single animal recordings, animals were
immediately returned to their home cages and former groups.
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2.2. Experiment 1: 24-h Feed Intake and Fecal Pellet Output in Single-Housed Guinea Pigs

FI and FPO were initially determined in four single-housed guinea pigs (two male
and two female) on one day for 24 h starting at 07:00. FI of pellets was determined by
calculating the weight difference of the feed container at consecutive time points one hour
apart. Feed containers were made of stainless steel with a 56 cm2 feed-filled area extending
into the cage, allowing two animals to pick up feed simultaneously. They were easily
detachable from the outside and equipped with a protection lid, ensuring minimal feed
spillage by the guinea pigs. In addition, not yet consumed hay was collected and reweighed
every hour for calculating consumed amount of hay, which was considered for calculation
of overall FI. FPO was determined by collecting fecal pellets every hour, calculating the
total number of expelled pellets and cumulative fecal pellet output (cFPO) defined as FPO
during the first three hours after the start of collection. Disturbance of the animals was
minimal as measurements and fecal pellet collection were finished within a few minutes
and there was use of infrared light during the dark period.

2.3. Experiment 2: 24-h Feed Intake in Single-Housed and Pair-Housed Guinea Pigs

In order to determine whether diurnal variations in FI differed in single- compared
to group-housed animals, FI was determined in six guinea pigs (four male, two female)
under both conditions: animals were first kept singly housed, then returned to their home
cages and reunited with their cage mates and, one week later, were kept pairwise during
the measurements. FI measurements were conducted in the same manner as described for
experiment 1. Due to the switch from summertime to wintertime prior to the experiment,
lights were now turned on from 06:00 to 18:00.

2.4. Experiment 3: Determination of Whole Intestinal Transit Time

wITT was determined in 10 single-housed male and 10 female, non-fasted animals on
a total of 13 different experimental days (1 to 4 animals each experimental day) starting at
07:00 and ending at 17:00 by oral application of the non-absorbable marker carmine red and
checking pellets for red coloring every 15 min. Each guinea pig was orally administered a
6% carmine red solution (Sigma-Aldrich C1022) dissolved in 0.5% methylcellulose (Sigma-
Aldrich 274429, 0.5 mL/100 g bodyweight (BW)) a single time at 07:00. Preliminary
experiments administering different amounts of the 6% carmine red solution revealed that
the chosen solution and amount were sufficient for intensive coloring of fecal pellets (see
Supplementary Materials Figure S1), without any side effects for the animal. wITT was
defined as the time of appearance of the first red colored fecal pellet, and guinea pigs were
further observed for their well-being until 17:00. Afterwards, they were returned to their
home cage. In addition to wITT, FI and FPO were measured in these animals between 07:00
and 17:00 as described above.

2.5. Statistics

Recorded FI was calculated based on BW of the individual animal. All data are
presented as means ± standard deviation (SD). FI data of single-housed and pair-housed
animals were analyzed by two-way ANOVA with subject/animal and different times
of the day representing the factors, and by Sidak’s multiple comparison test to test for
differences between single time points and groups. FI data obtained in experiment 3
were analyzed by two-way ANOVA with sex and different times of the day as factors for
evaluation of sex-specific differences. Comparison of total FI and FPO in single-housed
animals in experiment 1 during the 24-h period and during the 12-h light and dark period
was conducted by the paired t-test. Comparison of total FI during the 24-h period and
during the 12 h light and dark period in single-housed animals in experiment 1 plus 2
and pair-housed animals in experiment 2 was conducted by the unpaired t-test. Hourly
FI recorded in single-housed animals in experiment 2 was correlated with corresponding
values of the same animals housed pairwise, and the Spearman correlation coefficient
was computed. Comparison of wITT in male and female animals in experiment 3 was
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conducted by the unpaired t-test. All statistical analysis was performed using GraphPad
Prism 9.00 (GraphPad Software Inc., La Jolla, CA, USA). All p values < 0.05 were considered
as statistically significant. Asterisks indicate significance. Statistical tests were applied
as indicated in figure legends. N numbers indicated in figure legends represent numbers
of animals.

3. Results
3.1. Experiment 1: 24-h Feed Intake and Fecal Pellet Output in Single-Housed Guinea Pigs

Figure 1 shows FI and FPO during 24-h recordings from 07:00 to 07:00 in single-housed
guinea pigs. In Supplementary Materials Figure S2, individual patterns of FI and FPO for
each of the four animals are depicted. Guinea pigs showed a consistent diurnal variation
in FI with three periods of higher feeding activity: one at the beginning; a second, weaker
one after two thirds of the light period; and one at the end of the light period. Their FI was
lowest during midday (12:00). During the dark period, the animals showed the highest
FI right after the lights turned off (20:00), followed by a consistent moderate FI with no
clear peak. Results of two-way ANOVA revealed highly significant variation in FI between
hours (p < 0.001) and a statistical trend towards variation in FI of different guinea pigs
(p = 0.07; data not shown). Comparing the total amount of feed consumed during the
light and the dark period, a significant higher FI during the light period was revealed
(3.69 ± 0.68 g/100g BW vs. 2.45 ±0.57 g/100 g BW, p < 0.01, data not shown). FPO peaked
in the morning and evening between 08:00 and 09:00 and 18:00 and 19:00, respectively, was
also high between 15:00 and 17:00 and hence was associated with a prior high FI. Overall
FPO was much higher during the light period than during the dark period: on average,
animals expelled 109.13 ± 17.2 pellets during the light period vs. 21.0 ± 13.11 pellets
during the dark period (p < 0.001; data not shown). During the dark period, almost no fecal
pellets could be collected between 20:00 and 05:00. Two-way analysis of variance revealed
significant differences in the number of fecal pellets expelled at different times of the day
(p < 0.01) but no statistically significant variation based on the animal (p = 0.55). However,
cFPO varied greatly between individual animals from 6 to 74 pellets during the first three
hours of collection and was 35.5 ± 29.4 pellets on average (data not shown).

Figure 1. Fecal pellet output (FPO) aligned with feed intake (FI) in single-housed guinea pigs during 24-h recording period.
n = 4; means ± SD. Times on the x axis indicate end time for each hour (e.g., 14:00: values measured between 13:00 and
14:00). Dark gray box indicates values measured during the dark period.

3.2. Experiment 2: 24-h Feed Intake in Single-Housed and Pair-Housed Guinea Pigs

Figure 2 shows FI under single-housing (a) and pair-housing (b) conditions in six
animals in a paired experimental study design. Under both housing conditions, the main
feeding activity was recorded at the beginning (07:00 to 08:00) and the end (17:00 to 18:00)
of the light period. In addition, single-housed animals showed an increased FI between
14:00 and 15:00, while pair-housed animals increased their FI in a more continuous manner,



Animals 2021, 11, 1593 5 of 11

starting from 15:00 until the peak between 17:00 and 18:00. However, values between
14:00 and 15:00 were not significantly different (p = 0.13). When housed pairwise, guinea
pigs additionally showed increased FI close to the middle of the dark period (22:00 to
23:00) and one hour before the lights turned on (05:00 to 06:00). This was not detectable
under single-housing conditions and did not show any statistical significance (p = 0.89 and
p = 0.18, respectively). Two-way ANOVA revealed a highly significant variation in FI at
different times under both conditions (p < 0.001) and a trend for significantly different FIs of
different guinea pigs when single-housed (p = 0.05), which reached statistical significance
under pair-housing conditions (p < 0.001; data not shown). However, values recorded
from single-housed animals significantly correlated with values from the same animals
when pair-housed (p < 0.01, Spearman r = 0.25), indicating that guinea pigs did not
exhibit great variances in their diurnal feeding pattern irrespective of housing conditions
(Supplementary Materials Figure S3).

Figure 2. Feed intake (FI) in guinea pigs during 24 h recording period under single-housing (a) and pair-housing (b)
conditions. n = 6; means ± SD. Times on the x axis indicate end time for each hour (e.g., 14:00: values measured between
13:00 and 14:00). Dark gray boxes indicate values measured during the dark period.

Additionally, when considering single-housed animals from experiments 1 and 2
for calculation of total FI during 24 h, values were comparable in single-housed
(6.04 ± 1.2 g/100 g BW) and pair-housed (7.14 ± 2.46 g/100 g BW) guinea pigs (p = 0.29,
Supplementary Materials Figure S4). Comparing FI between single-housed and pair-
housed animals separately during the light and the dark period revealed no significant
differences between the housing groups (light period: 3.45 ± 0.64 g/100g BW and 4.19 ±
1.03 g/100g BW, respectively; p = 0.09; dark period: 2.59 ± 0.69 g/100g BW and 2.49 ±
1.21 g/100 g BW, respectively; p = 0.46). These values corresponded to 57% of FI during
the light period in single-housed animals, which was significantly more than during the
dark period (Figure 3a). Comparable values were computed for pair-housed animals in
experiment 2 (60% FI during the light period, Figure 3b).
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Figure 3. Comparison of feed intake (FI) in single-housed (a) and pair-housed (b) guinea pigs during light and dark periods.
n = 10 (panel a) and n = 6 (panel b); means ± SD. Paired t-test, * p < 0.05, *** p < 0.001.

3.3. Experiment 3: Whole Intestinal Transit Time

On average, the first red-colored fecal pellet appeared 4.8 ± 2.12 h after oral application
of carmine red, with a minimum of 2.45 h and a maximum of 8 h for single animals
(Supplementary Materials Figure S4). No differences between sexes were detected (p = 0.15,
data not shown). Within the observation period (07:00 to 17:00), animals showed the highest
FI between 07:00 and 08:00 in the morning and the lowest FI around midday (11:00 to
12:00). FPO peaked one hour after the highest FI between 08:00 and 09:00 (Supplementary
Materials Figure S4). Two-way ANOVA revealed no significant differences in FI between
sexes (p = 0.83; Supplementary Materials Figure S5).

4. Discussion

In contrast to mice and rats, data on basic parameters reflecting intestinal functions
such as FI, FPO and wITT, especially in a combined and comprehensive manner, are
missing for the guinea pig, thus far. As FI strongly influences intestinal functions such as
motility and secretion [22] and, on the other hand, can be affected by many internal and
external factors, monitoring of the free-feeding behavior in non-treated animals, but under
a standardized, laboratory setting, can create the basis for further experiments [23]. An
early study already showed a sex-independent, diurnal fluctuation in FI in group-housed
guinea pigs kept on a 12:12 h light/dark schedule with a period of increased FI at the
beginning and end of the light period and in the middle of the dark period [10]. We
recorded a comparable feeding pattern with peaks at the beginning and the end of the light
period in both single- and pair-housed guinea pigs and an additional increased feeding
activity between 14:00 and 15:00 in single-housed animals, as well as a more continuously
increasing FI starting from 15:00 in pair-housed animals. This pattern of increased FI after
two thirds of the light period is also well comparable to Horton’s results [10]. However,
a clear peak close to the middle of the dark period was only detectable in pair-housed
guinea pigs. Single-housed animals showed an overall less regular course of FI during
the dark period without a clearly detectable peak, as also reflected by the computed weak
correlation coefficient. The effect of housing conditions on feeding behavior has also been
described for rats: they ate more quickly and spent overall less time per day eating when
group-housed compared to when they were housed singly, which was discussed to be
induced by higher interaction with group mates (and hence less time for eating) and by
not always having access to the food cup at their preferred eating time [24]. However, in
contrast to the latter study and studies in mice [25] and rabbits [26] showing either higher
or lower overall FI in group-housed animals, neither hourly FI nor total FI during 24 h was
significantly different in single- and pair-housed guinea pigs in our study. This may be due
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to species-specific differences regarding their daily activity pattern (diurnal/crepuscular
guinea pigs vs. nocturnal mice) and length of the study (e.g., mice were studied for
18 months) and influenced by the great individual differences in FI as seen for the animals
in our study and for rabbits in Horton’s study [27]. Interestingly, single-housed guinea
pigs in experiment 2 showed peaks (despite in the morning when hay was provided) and
lows in FI exactly one hour earlier than guinea pigs in experiment 1 when the lights turned
on and off one hour later than in experiment 2. This ability to adapt feeding behavior to
changes in the lighting cycle has already been reported by Horton for guinea pigs [10] and
rabbits [27]. We recorded approximately 57 to 60% of overall FI during the light period
and 43 to 40% during the dark period for single-housed and pair-housed guinea pigs,
respectively. This is well comparable to the values reported in the study by Horton with 52
to 55% of total feed consumed during the day [10]. Despite the recorded higher amount of
feed consumed during the light period in our study, the recorded 24-h FI pattern shows that
guinea pigs obviously do not exhibit a period without any FI during the dark period, fitting
to the results of Hirsch that show a comparable number of meals during light and dark
periods in this species [11]. Our results can be related to data from studies on domesticated
and laboratory guinea pigs, showing that this species is more or less continuously active
throughout a 12:12 h light/dark cycle but exhibits the greatest physical activity in the early
morning and evening [28–33] and hence is best assignable to a crepuscular species. This
assumption is further supported by our results of FPO from experiment 1, which mirrored a
higher FI during the light period and a very low feces deposition during most of the time in
the dark period. The 09:00 peak of FPO approximately one hour after the highest FI during
the light period indicates gastrocolic reflex in response to feed ingestion, which is known
to be most active during the morning time and immediately after meals [34] and could also
be detected at 16:00 and 17:00 following increased feeding activity at 15:00. Fewer feces
deposition in the non- or low-active phase has also been shown for the clearly nocturnal
rat [35] and for the diurnal degu [36]. The degu is especially interesting in comparison
to the guinea pig because both species exhibit coprophagy. For the diurnal degu, it was
shown that a higher number of fecal pellets were deposited during the day than during the
night, and this was influenced by a significantly greater nocturnal coprophagy [36]. We did
not record coprophagy in our guinea pigs, which represents one weakness of the present
study and should be explored in further experiments on the feeding behavior of guinea
pigs. However, it was reported that 70 to 80% of the total coprophagy rate in the guinea
pig occurred during the light phase [37]. Based on that, the significantly lower fecal pellet
discharge during the dark period in our study indicates the night as the period of lower
digestive and probably lower overall activity in guinea pigs. The FPO assay as a validated,
non-invasive tool for (distal) colonic motility assessment [38] has been frequently used
in mice and rats [35,39–44] and also in guinea pigs in early preclinical drug development
studies to predict effects of particular compounds on gastrointestinal motility [12–16].
The recorded 3-h cFPO in our study exceeded recorded values in control animals from
the above-cited studies, considering that Hussain’s study from 2017 was the only one
evaluating 3-h cFPO, while in the other studies, 4-h or 6-h cFPO was recorded. However,
the 3-h cFPO of 7.8 ± 4.4 and the 6-h cFPO of 15.22 ± 15.78 pellets recorded by Hussain
and colleagues [12,14], as well as the 4-h cFPO of approximately 15 pellets recorded by
Park [16], were markedly smaller than ours. One explanation might be differences in the
diets provided, since our animals received and consumed hay, which has been shown
to lead to greater FPO in rabbits [45]. In addition, intragastric or intraperitoneal vehicle
injection or food deprivation overnight as applied in Park’s study might have affected the
FPO of the animals in those studies. Furthermore, in the mentioned studies, no information
is provided on the time of day the cFPO measurements were performed, which might have
been different from ours and could explain the recorded differences. Our data on the 24 h
distribution of FPO in guinea pigs and the great inter-individual differences in the cFPO
highlight the importance of the time of the day chosen for those measurements and the
physiological differences between individuals, which was also highlighted for rats [35].
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There are several methods for measuring intestinal transit time in animals, including
oral administration of non-absorbable markers, which has frequently been conducted in
rats and mice [35,46–51]. We selected the use of orally dosed carmine red as a color marker.
It is cheap (no complex measuring equipment is needed), easy to use and causes little stress
(does not require prior fasting). Studies using this marker for measuring intestinal transit
time in guinea pigs and its modulations by specific drugs introduced the dye via a colonic
cannula and hence specifically measured colonic transit time, which was between 220 and
310 min [52,53]. Since the experimental procedure in those studies was quite different
from ours and animals assigned to the control group were subcutaneously administered a
vehicle compound, the reported values do not represent baseline data comparable to ours.
The average transit time we obtained was consistent with the range of values (typically
3–5 h) seen in studies with Co-EDTA [20,21] or chromium dioxide administered in the
diet [19] and intragastrically administered 300 to 500 µm-sized styrol particles [18].

In studies focusing on gastric emptying and small or large ITT in guinea pigs as
affected by different drugs, 51Cr as a radiomarker and charcoal were used, and transit times
were presented as the percentage of the distribution or migration of the marker within the
defined intestinal segments [16,17,54].

5. Conclusions

The results of the present study provide baseline physiological data on intestinal
functions in the guinea pig. This study highlights the fact that this species, kept under
laboratory conditions, (1) exhibits a crepuscular pattern of FI with distinct peaks during the
light period and overall higher FI during the light than the dark period, which is (2) more or
less unaffected by housing conditions (single- vs. pair-housing), (3) shows a clear diurnal
pattern of FPO with almost no FPO during the night and great individual differences
regarding cFPO during the first 3 h of collection and (4) has a wITT of approximately
5 h determined by oral administration of carmine red. Since guinea pigs are very social,
they should be at least housed in pairs whenever possible, also when kept for scientific
purposes. From our study results, we can conclude that FI is not dramatically affected
by housing conditions and that separation of animals is possible if necessary, for specific
measurements, when adequate adaptation is provided. With regard to our results of (c)FPO,
researchers should consider the time of the day those measurements are conducted and the
diet provided and provide information on those when publishing such data.

In future studies, more animals should be included to determine potential age- and
sex-specific differences under distinct housing conditions and to estimate to which extent
nocturnal coprophagy contributes to the recorded low overall FPO during the dark period.
To further evaluate to which extent the guinea pig’s intestines exhibit diurnal patterns with
respect to loading and unloading, in vivo intraluminal motility and pressure measurements
using, e.g., wireless motility capsules could be considered [9].

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/10
.3390/ani11061593/s1, Figure S1: “Preliminary testing of different amounts of orally administered
6% carmine red solution leading to coloring of fecal pellets. Pictures show the first red pellet detected
by visual inspection”, Figure S2: “Fecal pellet output (FPO) aligned to feed intake (FI) of each of the
four single-housed guinea pigs in experiment 1”. Figure S3: “Correlation of hourly feed intake (FI) of
guinea pigs”. Figure S4: “Fecal pellet output (FPO) aligned to feed intake (FI) in single-housed guinea
pigs in experiment 3 between 07:00 and 17:00 during the light period.”. Figure S5: “Feed intake (FI)
in male and female guinea pigs between 07:00 and 17:00 during the light period in experiment 3”.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, K.E., Y.A. and G.M.-W.; methodology, K.E.; software,
not applicable; validation, K.E., Y.A. and G.M.-W.; formal analysis, K.E.; investigation, K.E. and
Y.A.; resources, K.E.; data curation, K.E.; writing—original draft preparation, K.E.; writing—review
and editing, K.E., Y.A. and G.M.-W.; visualization, K.E.; supervision, K.E. and G.M.-W.; project
administration, K.E.; funding acquisition, G.M.-W. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani11061593/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ani11061593/s1


Animals 2021, 11, 1593 9 of 11

Funding: This research was, in part, funded by the German Research Foundation (DFG) grant
number MA 5202/5-1.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of
the Declaration of Helsinki, approved by the Animal Welfare Commissioner of the University
of Veterinary Medicine Hannover (Hannover, Germany) and the Lower Saxony State Office for
Consumer Protection and Food Safety (permission number 12-42505-04-19/3310) and is in line with
methods stated in Annex IV of Directive 2010/63/EU and German animal welfare law.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank Anna Filzmayer and Laura Menne for assistance
during animal experiments.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Harkness, J.E.; Murray, K.A.; Wagner, J.E. Biology and diseases of guinea pigs. In Laboratory Animal Medicine; 2007/09/02 ed.;

Fox, J.G., Anderson, L.C., Loew, F.M., Quimby, F.W., Eds.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2002; pp. 203–246.
2. Brookes, S.J. Classes of enteric nerve cells in the guinea-pig small intestine. Anat. Rec. 2001, 262, 58–70. [CrossRef]
3. Merchant, H.A.; McConnell, E.L.; Liu, F.; Ramaswamy, C.; Kulkarni, R.P.; Basit, A.W.; Murdan, S. Assessment of gastrointestinal

pH, fluid and lymphoid tissue in the guinea pig, rabbit and pig, and implications for their use in drug development. Eur. J. Pharm.
Sci. 2011, 42, 3–10. [CrossRef]

4. Hildebrand, F.; Ebersbach, T.; Nielsen, H.B.; Li, X.; Sonne, S.B.; Bertalan, M.; Dimitrov, P.; Madsen, L.; Qin, J.; Wang, J.; et al. A
comparative analysis of the intestinal metagenomes present in guinea pigs (Cavia porcellus) and humans (Homo sapiens). BMC
Genom. 2012, 13, 514. [CrossRef]

5. Al-Saffar, A.; Takemi, S.; Saaed, H.K.; Sakata, I.; Sakai, T. Utility of animal gastrointestinal motility and transit models in functional
gastrointestinal disorders. Best Pract. Res. Clin. Gastroenterol. 2019, 40–41, 101633. [CrossRef]

6. Kararli, T.T. Comparison of the gastrointestinal anatomy, physiology, and biochemistry of humans and commonly used laboratory
animals. Biopharm. Drug Dispos. 1995, 16, 351–380. [CrossRef]

7. McGinnis, G.R.; Young, M.E. Circadian regulation of metabolic homeostasis: Causes and consequences. Nat. Sci. Sleep 2016, 8,
163–180. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Voigt, R.M.; Forsyth, C.B.; Keshavarzian, A. Circadian rhythms: A regulator of gastrointestinal health and dysfunction. Expert
Rev. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2019, 13, 411–424. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Camilleri, M.; Linden, D.R. Measurement of gastrointestinal and colonic motor functions in humans and animals. Cell. Mol.
Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2016, 2, 412–428. [CrossRef]

10. Horton, B.J.; West, C.E.; Turley, S.D. Diurnal variation in the feeding pattern of guinea pigs. Nutr. Metab. 1975, 18, 294–301.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Hirsch, E. Some determinants of intake and patterns of feeding in the guinea pig. Physiol. Behav. 1973, 11, 687–704. [CrossRef]
12. Hussain, Z.; Kim, H.W.; Huh, C.W.; Lee, Y.J.; Park, H. The effect of peripheral CRF peptide and water avoidance stress on colonic

and gastric transit in guinea pigs. Yonsei Med. J. 2017, 58, 872–877. [CrossRef]
13. Hussain, Z.; Jung, D.H.; Lee, Y.J.; Park, H. The effect of trimebutine on the overlap syndrome model of guinea pigs. J.

Neurogastroenterol. Motil. 2018, 24, 669–675. [CrossRef]
14. Hussain, Z.; Rhee, K.W.; Lee, Y.J.; Park, H. The effect of DA-9701 in opioid-induced bowel dysfunction of guinea pig. J.

Neurogastroenterol. Motil. 2016, 22, 529–538. [CrossRef]
15. Jeong, E.J.; Chung, S.Y.; Hong, H.N.; Oh, S.W.; Sim, J.Y. The novel, potent and highly selective 5-HT(4) receptor agonist YH12852

significantly improves both upper and lower gastrointestinal motility. Br. J. Pharmacol. 2018, 175, 485–500. [CrossRef]
16. Park, J.J.; Chon, N.R.; Lee, Y.J.; Park, H. The effects of an extract of Atractylodes Japonica rhizome, SKI3246 on gastrointestinal

motility in guinea pigs. J. Neurogastroenterol. Motil. 2015, 21, 352–360. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
17. Park, Y.M.; Lee, Y.J.; Lee, Y.H.; Kim, T.I.; Park, H. Effects of ramosetron on gastrointestinal transit of guinea pig. J. Neurogastroenterol.

Motil. 2013, 19, 36–41. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
18. Jilge, B. The gastrointestinal transit time in the guinea-pig. Z. Versuchstierkd. 1980, 22, 204–210.
19. Chiou, P.W.-S.; Yu, B.; Kuo, C.-Y. Comparison of digestive function among rabbits, guinea-pigs, rats and hamsters. I. Performance,

digestibility and rate of digesta passage. Asian Australas J. Anim. Sci. 2000, 13, 1499–1507. [CrossRef]
20. Sakaguchi, E.; Itoh, H.; Uchida, S.; Horigome, T. Comparison of fibre digestion and digesta retention time between rabbits,

guinea-pigs, rats and hamsters. Br. J. Nutr. 1987, 58, 149–158. [CrossRef]
21. Sakaguchi, E.; Ohmura, S. Fibre digestion and digesta retention time in guinea-pigs (Cavia porcellus), degus (Octodon degus) and

leaf-eared mice (Phyllotis darwini). Comp. Biochem. Physiol. Comp. Physiol. 1992, 103, 787–791. [CrossRef]
22. Cuomo, R.; Sarnelli, G. Food intake and gastrointestinal motility. A complex interplay. Nutr. Metab. Cardiovasc. Dis. 2004, 14,

173–179. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/1097-0185(20010101)262:1&lt;58::AID-AR1011&gt;3.0.CO;2-V
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2010.09.019
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-13-514
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpg.2019.101633
http://doi.org/10.1002/bdd.2510160502
http://doi.org/10.2147/NSS.S78946
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27313482
http://doi.org/10.1080/17474124.2019.1595588
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30874451
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmgh.2016.04.003
http://doi.org/10.1159/000175607
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1241609
http://doi.org/10.1016/0031-9384(73)90255-2
http://doi.org/10.3349/ymj.2017.58.4.872
http://doi.org/10.5056/jnm18049
http://doi.org/10.5056/jnm15194
http://doi.org/10.1111/bph.14096
http://doi.org/10.5056/jnm14112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26130631
http://doi.org/10.5056/jnm.2013.19.1.36
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23350045
http://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.2000.1499
http://doi.org/10.1079/BJN19870078
http://doi.org/10.1016/0300-9629(92)90182-P
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0939-4753(04)80001-2


Animals 2021, 11, 1593 10 of 11

23. Ellacott, K.L.J.; Morton, G.J.; Woods, S.C.; Tso, P.; Schwartz, M.W. Assessment of feeding behavior in laboratory mice. Cell Metab.
2010, 12, 10–17. [CrossRef]

24. Georgsson, L.; Barrett, J.; Gietzen, D. The effects of group-housing and relative weight on feeding behaviour in rats. Scand. J. Lab.
Anim. Sci. 2001, 28, 201–209.

25. Chvédoff, M.; Clarke, M.R.; Irisarri, E.; Faccini, J.M.; Monro, A.M. Effects of housing conditions on food intake, body weight and
spontaneous lesions in mice. A review of the literature and results of an 18-month study. Food Cosmet. Toxicol. 1980, 18, 517–522.
[CrossRef]

26. Whary, M.; Peper, R.; Borkowski, G.; Lawrence, W.; Ferguson, F. The effects of group housing on the research use of the laboratory
rabbit. Lab. Anim. 1993, 27, 330–341. [CrossRef]

27. Horton, B.J.; Turley, S.D.; West, C.E. Diurnal variation in the feeding pattern of rabbits. Life Sci. 1974, 15, 1895–1907. [CrossRef]
28. King, J.A. Social relations of the domestic guinea pig living under semi-natural conditions. Ecology 1956, 37, 221–228. [CrossRef]
29. Rood, J.P. Ecological and behavioural comparisons of three genera of argentine cavies. Anim. Behav. Monogr. 1972, 5, 1–IN4.

[CrossRef]
30. Kurumiya, S.; Kawamura, H. Circadian oscillation of the multiple unit activity in the guinea pig suprachiasmatic nucleus. J.

Comp. Physiol. A 1988, 162, 301–308. [CrossRef]
31. White, W.; Lang, C. Use of cage space by guineapigs. Lab. Anim. 1989, 23, 208–214. [CrossRef]
32. Nicholls, E.E. A study of the spontaneous activity of the guinea pig. J. Comp. Psychol. 1922, 2, 303–330. [CrossRef]
33. Lee, K.-N.; Pellom, S.T.; Oliver, E.; Chirwa, S. Characterization of the guinea pig animal model and subsequent comparison of the

behavioral effects of selective dopaminergic drugs and methamphetamine. Synapse 2014, 68, 221–233. [CrossRef]
34. Malone, J.C.; Thavamani, A. Physiology, Gastrocolic Reflex (Gastrocolic Response); StatPearls Publishing: Treasure Island, FL, USA,

2020.
35. Bove, G.M. A non-invasive method to evaluate gastrointestinal transit behavior in rat. J. Pharmacol. Toxicol. Methods 2015, 74, 1–6.

[CrossRef]
36. Kenagy, G.J.; Veloso, C.; Bozinovic, F. Daily rhythms of food intake and feces reingestion in the degu, an herbivorous Chilean

rodent: Optimizing digestion through coprophagy. Physiol. Biochem. Zool. 1999, 72, 78–86. [CrossRef]
37. Ebino, K. Studies on coprophagy in experimental animals. Jikken Dobutsu 1993, 42, 1–9. [PubMed]
38. Bass, P.; Kennedy, J.A.; Wiley, J.N. Measurement of fecal output in rats. Am. J. Dig. Dis. 1972, 17, 925–928. [CrossRef]
39. Huang, H.H.; Ting, C.H.; Syu, Y.F.; Chang, S.C.; Chen, C.Y. Correlation between colonic secretion and colonic motility in rats:

Role of ghrelin. World J. Gastroenterol. 2016, 22, 10140–10147. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
40. Mönnikes, H.; Schmidt, B.G.; Taché, Y. Psychological stress-induced accelerated colonic transit in rats involves hypothalamic

corticotropin-releasing factor. Gastroenterology 1993, 104, 716–723. [CrossRef]
41. Kadowaki, M.; Nagakura, Y.; Tomoi, M.; Mori, J.; Kohsaka, M. Effect of FK1052, a potent 5-hydroxytryptamine3 and 5-

hydroxytryptamine4 receptor dual antagonist, on colonic function in vivo. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther. 1993, 266, 74–80. [PubMed]
42. Maillot, C.; Million, M.; Wei, J.Y.; Gauthier, A.; Taché, Y. Peripheral corticotropin-releasing factor and stress-stimulated colonic

motor activity involve type 1 receptor in rats. Gastroenterology 2000, 119, 1569–1579. [CrossRef]
43. Million, M.; Wang, L.; Martinez, V.; Taché, Y. Differential Fos expression in the paraventricular nucleus of the hypothalamus,

sacral parasympathetic nucleus and colonic motor response to water avoidance stress in Fischer and Lewis rats. Brain Res. 2000,
877, 345–353. [CrossRef]

44. Barone, F.C.; Deegan, J.F.; Price, W.J.; Fowler, P.J.; Fondacaro, J.D.; Ormsbee, H.S., 3rd. Cold-restraint stress increases rat fecal
pellet output and colonic transit. Am. J. Physiol. 1990, 258, G329–G337. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Meredith, A.; Prebble, J. Impact of diet on faecal output and caecotroph consumption in rabbits: Rabbit faecal output and
caecotroph consumption. J. Small Anim. Pract. 2017, 58, 139–145. [CrossRef]

46. Rota, L.; Pellegrini, C.; Benvenuti, L.; Antonioli, L.; Fornai, M.; Blandizzi, C.; Cattaneo, A.; Colla, E. Constipation, deficit in colon
contractions and alpha-synuclein inclusions within the colon precede motor abnormalities and neurodegeneration in the central
nervous system in a mouse model of alpha-synucleinopathy. Transl. Neurodegener. 2019, 8, 5. [CrossRef]

47. Nagakura, Y.; Naitoh, Y.; Kamato, T.; Yamano, M.; Miyata, K. Compounds possessing 5-HT3 receptor antagonistic activity inhibit
intestinal propulsion in mice. Eur. J. Pharmacol. 1996, 311, 67–72. [CrossRef]

48. Toure, A.M.; Charrier, B.; Pilon, N. Male-specific colon motility dysfunction in the TashT mouse line. Neurogastroenterol. Motil.
2016, 28, 1494–1507. [CrossRef]

49. Spear, E.T.; Holt, E.A.; Joyce, E.J.; Haag, M.M.; Mawe, S.M.; Hennig, G.W.; Lavoie, B.; Applebee, A.M.; Teuscher, C.; Mawe, G.M.
Altered gastrointestinal motility involving autoantibodies in the experimental autoimmune encephalomyelitis model of multiple
sclerosis. Neurogastroenterol. Motil. 2018, 30, e13349. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Hoibian, E.; Florens, N.; Koppe, L.; Vidal, H.; Soulage, C.O. Distal Colon Motor Dysfunction in Mice with Chronic Kidney Disease:
Putative Role of Uremic Toxins. Toxins 2018, 10, 204. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Asuzu, D.T.; Hayashi, Y.; Izbeki, F.; Popko, L.N.; Young, D.L.; Bardsley, M.R.; Lorincz, A.; Kuro, O.M.; Linden, D.R.; Farrugia, G.;
et al. Generalized neuromuscular hypoplasia, reduced smooth muscle myosin and altered gut motility in the klotho model of
premature aging. Neurogastroenterol. Motil. 2011, 23, e309–e323. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2010.06.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/0015-6264(80)90167-4
http://doi.org/10.1258/002367793780745615
http://doi.org/10.1016/0024-3205(74)90040-X
http://doi.org/10.2307/1933134
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0066-1856(72)80002-5
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00606118
http://doi.org/10.1258/002367789780810617
http://doi.org/10.1037/h0074475
http://doi.org/10.1002/syn.21731
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vascn.2015.04.004
http://doi.org/10.1086/316644
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8462627
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02239532
http://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v22.i46.10140
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28028362
http://doi.org/10.1016/0016-5085(93)91006-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8331576
http://doi.org/10.1053/gast.2000.20251
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-8993(00)02719-0
http://doi.org/10.1152/ajpgi.1990.258.3.G329
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2316647
http://doi.org/10.1111/jsap.12620
http://doi.org/10.1186/s40035-019-0146-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/0014-2999(96)00403-7
http://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.12847
http://doi.org/10.1111/nmo.13349
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29644797
http://doi.org/10.3390/toxins10050204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29772737
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2982.2011.01730.x


Animals 2021, 11, 1593 11 of 11

52. Beattie, D.T.; Armstrong, S.R.; Shaw, J.P.; Marquess, D.; Sandlund, C.; Smith, J.A.M.; Taylor, J.A.; Humphrey, P.P.A. The in vivo
gastrointestinal activity of TD-5108, a selective 5-HT4 receptor agonist with high intrinsic activity. Naunyn Schmiedeberg’s Arch.
Pharmacol. 2008, 378, 139–147. [CrossRef]

53. Beattie, D.T.; Armstrong, S.R.; Vickery, R.G.; Tsuruda, P.R.; Campbell, C.B.; Richardson, C.; McCullough, J.L.; Daniels, O.; Kersey,
K.; Li, Y.P.; et al. The pharmacology of TD-8954, a potent and selective 5-HT(4) receptor agonist with gastrointestinal prokinetic
properties. Front. Pharmacol. 2011, 2, 25. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Kuwahara, K.; Kitsukawa, Y.; Suzuki, Y.; Saito, Y. Effects of several endothelin receptor antagonists on gastrointestinal transit of
guinea pigs. Dig. Dis. Sci. 2000, 45, 960–966. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s00210-008-0281-z
http://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2011.00025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21687517
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1005533310335
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10795761

	Introduction 
	Methods 
	Animals 
	Experiment 1: 24-h Feed Intake and Fecal Pellet Output in Single-Housed Guinea Pigs 
	Experiment 2: 24-h Feed Intake in Single-Housed and Pair-Housed Guinea Pigs 
	Experiment 3: Determination of Whole Intestinal Transit Time 
	Statistics 

	Results 
	Experiment 1: 24-h Feed Intake and Fecal Pellet Output in Single-Housed Guinea Pigs 
	Experiment 2: 24-h Feed Intake in Single-Housed and Pair-Housed Guinea Pigs 
	Experiment 3: Whole Intestinal Transit Time 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

