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Abstract

Hops are one of the main components in beer brewing. duced changes in oral and intestinal microflora in NAFLD
The constituents in hops have been reported to have anti— model mice using next—generation sequencing. Fatty depos-
inflammatory, anti—bacterial, anti-obesity, and anticancer its were observed in the liver of a Control group, while
effects. Anti— bacterial effects of hops have also been ob- fatty deposits in the liver were minimal in the Hops group.
served in the oral cavity. Recently, the bacterial flora in the In the alpha diversity analysis, the oral microbiota showed
body has come into focus, and it is known that the intesti- statistically significant differences in the Shannon index, ob-
nal microflora affects the whole body. In addition, the oral served features, and Faith’s PD. The intestinal microbiota
microflora, which is part of the digestive tract, has also be- showed statistically significant differences in the observed
come a focus of research. Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease features and the Shannon index. The results indicated that

(NAFLD) is a disease characterized by fatty liver deposits fat deposition in the liver was suppressed by the feeding of

accumulating in the absence of alcohol abuse, and in viral, Hops, and changes in the bacterial flora related to fat sup-
autoimmune, drug-induced and genetic etiologies. The pression were also observed in the oral and intestinal mi-
NAFLD has also been reported to have a relationship with croflora.

the oral and intestinal microflora. We analyzed Hop-in-
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Humulus lupulus L. (%7 53 F v w8 o8 () 7
SEOND Ay T, E—VOEERBREZOO LD
Thb. Ky 7, Ay TRY) Tz —, kv Tk
MW, rveFr, Ay 7y —BBIOTL= VT IR
A FHREEN TS (Chen et al., 2014 ; Hong et al.,
2021). NS DRSTIZIIPIIEIEM, BURER, PR
WEH, PURTEH 2 S 5 2 LA EhTw b  (Harish
et al., 2021 ; Ponticelli et al., 2021). TIENICBWT
Ry TOPHERAPRDOLNTEBY, dxy 7HR) 7=
J = IV HSER O R OB A R Lo L oG b H S

(Shinada et al., 2007).

AR, RN OMEEITEH S, FRICEBNMTREE A
EHIEET S5 Z2T0WLZEMS5NTWD (Carlessi
et al., 2021 ; Kitamoto et al., 2020). Z#IZHEvy, LS
D—WTHLOPENOMEAHRDIEHEINTETWS
(Kitamoto et al., 2020). TRENAIR A b B E E LT
TRV EGYE TH 2B WA H 5. € DIEHIC
&, R, EPACERTIEEZLLONRTWVD
(Gao et al., 2018). 7z, LIENHIR X IENOBEZ
GISEI 72 TR, DENMTEE DO ZILHHE R,
M, BAfEY) 7= FRT IV INA Y= EOEGHEE
DL EDPRENTVS (Gao et al., 2018). <7
2 ~®Porphyromonas gingivalis? & 18 5- % P #
BEEALEEL E VI HIEND Y (Arimatsu et al., 2014),
I AR 1 38 D ZE AV AR TR 3 0 LI Y AESE
WHEMEDSDH 5.

T v T — WEIRITEIF#EE (non-alcoholic fatty liver
disease : NAFLD) 1%, #HMEMZRHIEE, 7 1 b A3,
F 72X HORIERED 2 WA ORI 2 i L 5
LB TH L. NAFLDIX, FE7 v 3 — VLRI IF

(nonalcoholic fatty liver : NAFL) & 37 )L a2 — VMR
Jit%¢ (nonalcoholic steatohepatitis : NASH) (27048 S 1,
W REDSIT & A ST, B AT OIS
RO FAETF A D % B, NAFLDIL A, B IR,
MREREE % EORBREDVPHEBRLTCNEZEENTNS

(Brunt et al., 2015 ; Smith & Adams, 2011). T4,
NAFLDIZIEENAMI R, B MR & O BIFRPEIZ DWW T
HE XN Tw5b (Kolodziejczyk et al., 2019 ; Kuraji et al.,
2021).

RIFFETIX, & v 712X HNAFLD~DEE % L1EN
BIUOBWMREEIEE LRIET A2 &Lz, 22
T, aV Y RZERIEFE %5 2 TNAFLDZ #%%E L 72
EFNRYAEANT, by TN X B OENR R & B

il
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TR

(60)

5 /NAFLDE TV~ 7 ZADCEN B X OBSWNMIERE ISR 2 Ky Tos

PR 3% D ZABIZ D W TR S — 7~ 2 (Next-Gen-
eration Sequencing : NGS) % Jfl\» THAEHT L 7.

MRELVOHE

1. B

C57BL/ 6J~w A (K, 5HE) I=5 K- 2
MR aH GRat, BAR) 2oHALL. BABOTY X
7 =Y OANBZ T OMREICR D AL RV LD
WCER L7z, ~ 7 ARG &I (K 3
VL), REEEICIEa Y yRZERDifEE (Control @ 4 Y
Iy VR TR S B, FEBRBEISIE5 %
Ry TRET) Y RZEEDifEE (Hp: AV =¥ ¥ v
B TS ) %2 28MG5 272, 2 A%
Ry MV E S =)V (50 mglkg) = HWTRREEL, IRE
AT 2 BRI L 72, 2D fk, X¥ b2vvEy —ib (100
mg/kg) DEF PG X 0 BB U o4 & b AR
DA AT > 72 REBIE, A8 PR F O B 5
REAZBIVMHEBERZOKEEH TS (No. 21 -
065).

2. Y7 IVRIB X ODNAdH

NI (X~ 7 2 D TR 5 27 7 % v TR
WL7z BNAIREIERAN L Y BELZBRILZ. AT 7
K OV 3 f# 13 DNeasy Blood & Tissue Kits (Qiagen, Venlo,
Netherland) % & U°DNeasy PowerSoil Kit (Qiagen) % Ml
WCDNAZ T L7z fillli L 72DNAIX, NGSD T A 7
T ) —RENMEH T % £ T-80C CTRAFL 72

3. ARk BigE

Il D T R 77 A 22 AL % %% 3 % 72 b Hematoxylin eosin
(H-E) $et%xiio7z. FFIZ10% P ERE ALV <) &
BRI C2ARF M BRI E D%, @IEITHEV ST 7 4 V1T
WH L7z, ST 74 YR (4 um) ZERL, BT
74 YO, H-ERLEIT- 7. W&, FLOVEL Fil-
ing Systtem# A 5 (Flovel, Hl, HA) 2w T
OLYMPUS BX50 (Olympus, H&{, HA) THEL 7.

4. FATIV—RBBIOY—Fr o7

16S Metagenomic Sequencing Library Preparation (lllu-
mina, CA, USA) (23T, 16S rRNADV3-4%IE %
PCRCHilE & ¥ 72 (5° TCGTCGGCAGCGTCAGATGT
GTATAAGAGACAGCCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG 3’5 X
’5” GTCTCGTGGGCTCGGAGATGTGTATAAGAGACA
GGACTACHVGGGTATCTA 3’), AMPure XP ¥ — X
(Beckman CoulterGenomic) TPCREM % f5H8 L 7.
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Nextera XT Index kit v2 Set A (lllumina) % flvTH
ZVDNAWilluminay —4 Y =T ¥ 7% —B L A4
YTy 7 AR L7z, PCREY % AMPure XP Y —
AEHWTIA 77 —%RR L7, _HEHDNAK
FLIY 70 M AW RE 72 Qubit 3.0 (Thermo Fisher Scien-
tific) THBEZMWE L7z, W& L 7-DNAREEIE, MiSeq
DA Ty Mgk (pM) IZHRET 272012, B
FA 77 =% A4 X (PCREWDFIgH A X) %I
NMHERLIZIE L7, 94 750 —3Fi#%, Amplicons
4 75 1) — &PhiX Control (lllumina) #{E& L, MiSeq
Reagent Kit v3 (600cycles, illumina) @ MiSeqReagent
Cartridgel27 754 L7z, =7 v v FEER, Dk
WTIX9,959) — F, BNTId42,171Y) — N CTg#T L
7z.

5. 7— % Of#Ht

= Y AT — 5 O, MBEERTY 7 v 2T
Quantitative Insights into Microbial Ecology 2 (QIIME2,
ver. 2020.2) #J\v7z. 16S rRNAT — % ~X— Z (Green-
genes v13.8) (Z# D M4 T 5N 7216S rRNAM (= T-BLHIIC
%L CT4#r L7 (Khurelchuluun et al., 2021 ; Uehara et
al.,, 2021). 77V AV Y= Y ADT—F 5L,
DADA2 /84 774 Y &MM L7z, MENS X BN

Control

§9LK

SRYER

Controlftf 35 & U Hop I O M 3% O LB, o LAk
LBL KRR Hv 72, aZ k1L, shannon index, ob-
served features3 & UMfaith’s phylogenetic diversit (Faith’s
PD) #f#i/H L, Kruskal-WallisHiEi2& Vp <0.05% 4
BHAEDY & L. BLHEIEIX, Weighted UniFracififii &
Unweighted UniFracBfift CRFAli L, LMK T 572
DIz, FHEEESHT (PCoA) ZfEH L7-. Weighted Uni-
Fraci it & Unweighted UniFracfiif (2 (2 NEY 25 25 & 458
M (PERMANOVA) ZH\WT, #eEr#mAa EMdp <
0.0512 7% L7z, ITHENIB X OB N @ Control #E 3 £ O
Hop # 8] @ Firmicutes [ & Bacteroidetes ' @ It 85 1% Stu-
dent’s t-test & i\ 7z, MEtARYA BEEIXp < 0.05127%
E L7, QUME 2 OMiE# (ANCOM) DL HAHT % 1
LT, HENSE X OB N O Control B 3 X U Hop#: ] o
WA EREOFAEROEE AL N L. RN E
ZEIE, WiEE LTELZ.

6. FERE 7T

PICRUSt2 V7 b =712 533 2 =7 4 DRMF
A X, 16S rRNA~Y — % — iz T RANICHE D W T
T O E T %7202 L7z (Douglas et al.,
2020). AZ 4 L7077 A4 VOMEGHT (STAMP)
VI b7y =Y%M LT, PICRUSt2 D%

< AL D HGH U AL 2 H-ES 2 12 TRl L 72, Control B TRFIRIC OV F AR D IR IL A 2 iR &
i, Hop#E CIIHFNK O LBk JE BHC D BRI LA 3L CTd O /N EEign O BRI LA HERE S iz, B9k ¢

Scale bar 500 um, #E$LK : Scale bar 100 um
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AT L7z, WelchOtBElE, 2207V — 7 DIk
R S, Welcho @i fFHHIX I, FEXEOEEIC
i L7z. The Benjamini-Hochberg false discovery rate{7:
ML CpEAEM L, Matw#rAa Bk Ep <0.0512
e L7z,

] £

1. MR8

Control#: & Hop#f 2> S fiHh L 72 IFls Rk~ D Fe ik %5
% H-E4ft 217 - CEFili L 72, Control® CIZIFEIC 0N F
ANEDRRIE LS 259 E S NUIRIEALASH#EAT L Tz, —
77, HoptE TP o> Lot 8 PH C D Mg W oL A 13 B
T ) /ABEDRR ORGP HER SN (K1),
NAFLD (& Matteoni 7312 & ) Type 1 ~4 IZH5FTEX 5

(Matteoni et al., 1999) .Type 1 (Z H#EVENRIGF, Type
2AIRIE R BE S IRIIIF, Type 3 (X 44 & JFHI i JEU A Ak
K % Pk 724K B8, Type 4 (T R AR IE K, T AR
Mefb, JHEZRPEDIREEL S, Typel & 2 IZNAFL,Type
3L AIINASHEZ WIS NG, 4l OBEARBISETIXEN
Bk D B % RO ML E IR H e h o 72, Con-
trol# & Hop#E OFLMRIR T I&, M B ARNE K, HiAE
b, F R IIEMILIRE & v o 22T IR Sk b o
72. ko T, Control# & Hop#Eix Type 1 12424 L NAFL
E OB LNz

2. aBRRMEIRAT

aZ L I3V LT Y TVNOLEHEERLTH
D, EDKENIT ERDO LA E . shannon indexid
a S REMERAT IR b K DN BB T, ThZhofl
ML TS LBV Eii %277 3. observed fea-
turesid — UL LOFPEZ RO ) — FlEl L2 —> O WAl
ET LGN EH VT, WO REZ/RY. faith's
PDIZ % bkt % 0 7R M O B R ORI TRHA 3 % . AHF
RTIETRTOY Y TV EMIiSeqic Ty —r Y AL, O
JPENCTIEAET97, 9177 — K 23Control#if & Hop#hf 2 & 34 1R
SNz, 1Y T N7z 0 /N9, 59575 5 ik K25, 852
U—=F, ¥ 7 NH7: 016,319V — ¥ O#HiPH CTIAE
L7z, BN Cld45E319, 269 — K A3Control# & Hop#f
POBIES NI 1H Y T N7z 2, 1710 5K
62,874V — ¥, ¥ T NVd7- 0353, 2111 — FOHipH
THAE L7z, BREDOFIL R % 30l 3 % 72012, [
WEBH X D a2z > TV oa kit % 54 L7z,
TPy & 0 3l L 729 >~ 7 )L @shannon index, observed
features & faith’s PD (%, Hop#iZControl# X 0 d#5m L
TBY, ZN5ORIEOEITRETFN 2 HEAZ D
72 (p=0.049 K 2a, b, c). BN YL TV
@ shannon index & observed features T, Hop#F i Con-
tolfE L D BT LTHDY, Zh6oRIEDEITHRE
WA EAZRD (p=0.049 X1 2d, e). faith’s PD

a b c
* * *
4.5 180 70
4 160 f o
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5 0l 50
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HEER 2 2 T g st g .
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2 aZ KRBT

FE AT 35 (X shannon index (a), observed features (b), faith’s PD (c) "Cli&, Hop#fiZ 4\ TControl#ff & It
MLTHMLTEBY, 2ho0RBlROEISHIFNEEELLRO7: (p=0.049, q=0.049).

JV A 75 1 shannon index (d) & observed features (e) Cl, Hop#ElZd v CControlfif & LB L TIKTF L TH
D ENSOREBEOEIHEFNRAEELRBD: (p=0.049, q=0.049). faith’s PD (f) TITH BT

B HNRH o7z Kruskal-Wallis (pairwise) * P<0. 05
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WKBWIHEATROON o7 (K21).

3. BERRIEMHT

BERMIEE X2 T IV TOERIED % KT 1
Ths. BLEMMEIT2 MM OEEE LTRSS, HifEo
REEH Y 7VHOLZHREOEORE S ZEKL TW
%. UniFrac Jigfiz 29> 70 b &5 50— T—
ECHEMShAMICEH LTaEBEN, #ENRED
BRI NG, Bllsh-fmicl TE8E] &8
&, BlllshZho7tliz [0 &BWTEHE L7
% Unweighted UniFrac#fiff, Bl & n7zfiix Ly > 7
WAEKROE G X o TEADT L 72 M8 % Weighted
UniFracilfilfi & v 9 . ARBFZE TS B O 2 Rk o &
% 3Fili9 % 72912, UniFracilfi B © PCoA % f# 4T L 7.
PCoOA7 T v M, BEMMEEZHEALTZ2HETH D,
M3TEIN—=THDOIFAS) Y TRR LIz, Tay
b 1D 1 OWES v T VOMBFE LR, CRENMR
# D Weighted UniFracififit (2 35\ T Control #1335 W 7 1
278y M EN, HophtldIES» 2 fiEic7ey b3k
7z (X 3a). Unweighted UniFracififiZ 35\ T idControl

B, HopHEIL DA o 2fiiEic 7 ey b anhz (K3
b). P 3% o Weighted UniFrac B #f & Unweighted
Weighted UniFrac
a
Mods 2 (14,80 %) L
o
REER - Aws 18295 %)
= 'JJJJ‘.’J
n&'ﬂmum
C
L]
hhlil‘u%r
| . Anin 157414 %)
L] .
1BH ‘
— ) .
Ao 3 8718 %)

3 BERRALMAT

41(2) A0 4 4

UniFrac i 8 1% Control#, Hop# LA AT - 720 1S
Ty hEhz (R3¢ d). KHOBL R % iR
¥ % 729 |IZPERMANOVA & H \ Tig EHENT L 72, e
N 1 7 B X OB I 14 3% @ Weighted  UniFrac i #ff &
Unweighted UniFracliffflcid, AEZEEREO LN L) -
7z,

4. 277 3I—

QIIME 2 |2 & A #7 Tix, HEY >~ 7V TDFir-
micutes[1&, Hop#¥iZ B\ TControl#f & KA L T8
D, ZNSORBEOEIHFNEFELEEZRD
(K 4 a). Bacteroidetesi%, Hop# 3\ TidControlfif &
WARBIML TP EETRD LN o7z (M4

b). HPERY > 7V TIIEREAEI60 B 7 5 HIHE % B
Hi L7z, Control#f Tix & & 7 J& I3 Lactococcus J& T

), Staphylococcus &, Lactobacillus)&25%iv:7z. Hopht
Tk d & % )& 1L Akkermansia J&§ T& 1),
J&, CupriavidusJ®2s%i\»72 (X1 5). ANCOMTIX, %
HCTOMBICHEEZIALN P72 —F, BN~
7V C O Firmicutes F91&, Hop# T i Control i & L%
YLTHED, TNEORBEOEIREFNEAEES
7z (K 4c). Bacteroidetes[™ix, Hop#f T i Control

Lactococcus

Unweighted UniFrac

L]

(V82N

2T W
L

s 3 (17 40 %)

UniFraclii OPCoA%Z 34T L, Control#if: & HophED 2 D0 7 v — 7 [ o T NAI B 7 & 5 PNAIE 78 2 Btk

DFEWEFHE L7z, PCOA7 T v M, Control#f (FRri) &Hopht (FHr) OZIFAY ) v FaRL7.

[}

eI (a, b) EIENMIESE (c, d) ®Weighted UniFrac & Unweighted UniFraciZid, Hop# & Control o

MICHEEEZRD LN o7
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B REEEIROONE o7z (K4d). B>
TV TIEEREGRISTO R 5 MW )E & Ml L 7z
trol#f Cix b &= % )8 1%, BacteroidesJ® T&H V), Akker-
mansiaJ&, LachnopiraceaeFt 2%t \v>7z. Hop#t T b &
® 78X, AkkermansiaJ& T& V), Bacteroides)®, Desul-
fovibrionaceae #t 2%#e v 72 (1 6). ANCOMTIZ, ##E
T Erysipelotrichaceae FH IZ A B A RO bz (W=
34). Erysipelotrichaceae #Hix, Hop#f X ¥ b Control B T
HOWEIETHELTW ().

Con-

5. BERETl

V= Y ATHOLNIZT =525, DENMREES X
O WA % OfCHHRE s 2 PRl L7, LTI 8, BN
TIX21 DM ORI ITHET A B EL RO
72. HopHECTldControl#f & [l L T Tl 6 #%1,
BT 7 REERATBEIN L, TIRENO 2 fik & BN O 1448
HIZA L7z (K 7a b). HEERTIE, RALEHOE
BRI D B 3T v O FEH R superpathway of pyri-

FER % /NAFLDE 7V~ 7 ADLIPENB X ORI 5 R v 7o s

doxal 5°—phosphate biosynthesis and salvage (PWY0-845 ;
Y% I B6), cob (IlI) yrinate a,c—diamide biosynthesis |

(PWY=-7377 ; ¥ % I »B12), superpathway of thiamine
diphosphate biosynthesis Il (PWY-6895; ¥ ¥ I »B1) &
WoltE Y I UBREOAEGIIZE D BEHAS, HophtT
ZControl#E & LI L THAMML TWwW7z, I L AT HE—
DEEBIC D B A8 v EEOEHRERE X, HoplECl
Controlfff & [Li#R L TiA LTz, BN <Tid, Rk
WOEERICED S 3T VoM Sbiotin biosyn-
(PWY-5005; ¥ % I »B7), superpathway of
(PWY-6895; £ % 3
~B1), superpathway of L—methionine biosynthesis (PWY

thesis 11
thiamine diphosphate biosynthesis 11

—5345; XA F % =), adenosylcobalamin salvage from
cobinamide 1 (COBALSYN-PWY ; ¥ ¥ I ¥ B12) &
Wo 2By I YBREDEFIERL- X F 4 = Y AEFKIC
M 2R AS, Hop#E Tl Control#f & [bl LC¥mL <
W7zl I OfCH R B b BRI E, HopfiE Tl
Control#f & i L T LTz,

a Firmicutes b Bacteroidetes
*
100 ¢ M 100 -
90 90
80 r 80 F
270 =070 F
2 2
g 60 9 60
e 2 S
R = Z 50
o =3
o 40 < 40
=] =}
X 30 2 30
20 20
10 + 10 +
0 0 [
Control Hop Control Hop
c d
*
100 100 -
90 90 +
80 | 80 |
270 F 270 |
2 2
BN S 60 S 60
o S
= 50 f = 50
2 40 | g 40!
5] i o
X 30 r X 30 r
20 20 +
ol ] "
0 0
Control Hop Control Hop

4 [IJPEPN & P O Firmicutes ' & Bacteroidetes '

Firmicutes ['] & Bacteroidetes ['] & Control#f & Hop#: (2 TR L7z, FIEEN T O Firmicutes "1, Hop#fiZB W\ T
Control#E & LA LTH Y, TIN5 DORHEOEITHKREFN G EA %2R (a). Bacteroidetes i,
Hop#EIZ 5\ TldControlfff & HARWENI L TV 2 F BAITRD bhe o7 (b). BN TOFirmicutes i,
Hop#ECldControl#f & lEk_IRA L TE Y, o ORBBBOEITREI =N AR AEZED7 (¢). Bacteroi-

detesPi%, HopfE CRIABAEIIADLNL -7 (d).

Student’s t—test * P<0. 05
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Z =

AKFgecld, NAFLDEFIV Y Z &ML, &y 7
(2 & 2 PR o 98 BILRLAR 27 P ZS A LA N & T PR AR 1 3 R
O AN 3 DAL % AT L 7. NAFLDI IR i ik A5

wk_Bacteria;p_Firmicutes;c_Bacilli;

mk_Bacteria;p_Firmicutes;c_Bacil
k_Bacteria;p_Firmicutes;c_Baci
k_Bacteria;p_Firmicutes;c_Bacilli;o_Lactobacillales;f_Enterococcaceae;g_Enterococcus

wk_Bacteria;p_| Pmteobaclenac Belapmleobaclenao Burkholdenalesf " Oxalobacteraceae;g_Cupriavidus

mk_Bacteria;p_Cyanobacteria;c_Chloroplast;o_Streptophyta;f ;,

mk Bactenap Pmteobaclenac _Alphaproteobacteria;o_] Rhlzoblalesf ~_Phyllobacteriaceae;g_Mesorhizobium

100%

90%

b

ERBETHHEETHY, ST HEIIBNTH
NAFLDE 7V~ A Tl&, WIE~OIRIELAE 25HE R S
N7z, Controlff & LCay Yy REBIENfROAZE S
Z12R T AT, WEEERNO VT AORRNEAE % 72
07z —F, FEBHEE LTS5 %Ry TEREELZaY

v

Lactobacillales;f Streptococcaceae;g Lactococcus
_Bacillales;f Staphylococcaceae;g_Staphylococcus
_Lactobacillales;f Lactobacillaceac;g_Lactobacillus

ia;c_Alphapri a,0_Rhizobiales;f_Phyllobacteriaceae;

80%

70%

b

Flrmlcum c_Erysipelotrichi;o_Erysipelotrichales;f_Erysipelotrichaceae;g_Allobaculum
teobactena c_Gammaproteobacteria;o_Enterobacteriales;f Enterobacteriaceae;

Pmteobactena c_Betaproteobacteria;o_Burkholderiales;f_Oxalobacteraceae;g_Ralstonia
k_Bacteria;p_| Pmteobaclenac —Gammaproteobacteria;o_| Entembaclenaleﬁ f Enterobacteriaceae;g_Proteus
“k_Bacteria;p_Proteobacteria;c_Alphaproteobacteria;o_Rhizobiales:f Xanthobacteraceae; ;g_Labrys

k_Bacteria;p_Pro

k_Bacteria;p_Pro

k_Bacteria;p_Proteobacteria;c_ Alphaproteobaclena,o Rhizobiales;f Melhyloc staceae;g
b

ia;c_Alphapri a,0_Rhizobiales;f”Bradyrhizobiaceae;g_Bradyrhizobium

ia;c_ Alphapr _Sphingomonas

60%

50%

Relative Frequency

mk_Bacteria;p_Proteob

mk_Bacteria;p_| Pmteobaclenac Alphaproteobaclena,o _Rhizobiales;f Bradyrhizobiaceae;

mk_Bacteria;p_ OD1lsc_j0 ;f ;

mk_Bacteria;p_Bacteroidetes;c_Bacteroidia;o_Bacteroidales;f Bacteroidaceae;g_Bacteroides
mk_Bacteria;p_Verrucomicrobia;c_Verrucomicrobiae;o_Verrucomicrobiales;f Verrucomicrobiaceae;g_Akkermansia
mk_Bacteria;p_Planctomycetes;c_Planctomycetia;o_Gemmatales;f Gemmataceae;g_
mk_Bacteria;p_Firmicutes;c_Bacilli;o_Bacillales;f Staphylococcaceae;g_Jeot galicoccus

mk_Bacteria;p_ Pmteobactena c_Gammaproteobacteria;o_Pseudomonadales;f Moraxellaceae;g_Acinetobacter
wk_Bacteria;p_Firmicutes:c Bac1111 o_Bacillales;f Bamllaceae,

ia;c_Alphapr a,0_Rhizobiales;f Hyphomicroblaceae,g Hyphomlcmbmm
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