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XFay i

£ F a2 (Struthio camelus) 132 F 27 H (Struthioniformes) % F = 7 £} (Struthionidae) 124>
Hanz, HARKOETHE, XFavicit., ~¥ 4 X£F a7 (Massai ostrich; Struthio camelus
maassaicus). ¥ 2T 7V 71X F 27 (Maliostrich & % 23 Barbary ostrich; Struthio camelus
camelus). V<V XF a7 (Somali ostrich; Struthio camelus molybdophanes)s X+ X7 7Y 1 X F
a v (South African ostrich & % \» % Zulu ostrich; Struthio camelus australis) @ 4 O DHfHEI N 5
(B 2013), AROPEIRE T, BeEVERIIAG, A RERECKEEEZ LT, HET
A AT 210~275cm, A AT 175~190 cm, ¥ 7z, {KE I A AT 130~150 kg, A AT 90~110 kg T
Hb, XFa v cERL, HRICRRET 2, EEREIWED 1230 ¢ o Hilg <
PNy F O E DR 72 M T, FICAWEFICAERT 3, OfWBIET 7 ) 03 FRHELL
FTH 5, EEHOMEE LA TIIEAR D % (M EH I N TV B2, —Ti, /T 7Y A7l
SHAERL T2, £Fa v 3L AMEY. % . E1. REL2ENS, ThcBH, NI
FLREFELHRET 22 d 52, KEL L TEHFTIN T LD ABMCERINLET 7 A
v 77 v 7% (African Black; S. camelus domesticus) HFETH 5, YNE 1.2~1.5 kg DHFHRAK DI

ZEEDT (FEE 2001),

AF a v OEEMER

AF a v PEPEICEEESY L L TEAINZDIF, BRI 634F (19884F) oz Tths (HA
FEEERIERT 2008), HATRIICHAZEIN TR X Fa vodEZ7 7V h vy 77y 7fTh
b, ZORAE, OoMEX Y% CEINT 2 (40 fl/4F), @F Ll Thvedv, @HR
DEERE, OFFEORERE ., OFAMETH 2 Q MUTCEINEIBETZ22LdH5),
RETH D, HOEHRTIED 2205, P 16 L (2004 4£1£) 151 % #GEIF IR B O il P,
TR 1,177 P id % < R cdbifii 1,052 F, BEVER 1,026 P, H&RE 904 FTH 3,

Ty, TR, 2T PV REDFEARE L REARY, XFav3FHEXEE L b Tnw3



HARICE T 2 £F a vEBEOERNATZERONGEIC X 2 b0 THS205, ENICET 2 DA
FREN R EERFIZEHINTH S LTy, HREXF av oz R cRb % CHE
T 3ET, FHOWHEREIL40~50 TR TH 228, ZDIRLALZRAICHEH > T2, HERDS
IR LT, HEOKRZMEAIENZD, tafHIh e o iikcd s, KTCHED
REWA X/ NI e 23 SR b S v T 0 | e EM L L CRGEShTnd, BRINE LT
DINDFTLELH 2 28, LFEE L HEFH >MEARNCHN TG 2 ETH 2, TFETIE, PilEDE
FEICEF avoiinfIH S, ZohifkE 2 il ~2 7 b e h, e o7, EN
THEINTVEXFavicioTh b INZEHBIIAHTH L, v, 72, =7 )

IR D L3 ITN S COREIRTH B,

FFavoltELz o icERT 2MAEY L Hl

ZFFaviHBHTEE L, RRICHTOEFRICRWIHLEZAL, Z202RIEH X% 18m I
HBEE (KD £Fa 7= PO XS ICHERER GV, BEDIL U D DES /NI
TWC, fiffi L %2 C~ERL 2R 2o Tl 28T 3 (HAEZERI R 2008), Bid=
7 F Y ERIBRICIRE LB D0 BB ICITRETIE 1.5kg D/NE2SA - T TR O
RELEBTCW2, Zo/NEIR—EREHEICIEE sobiciitanz, ¥Faviz—xto
RUEB%E b0, X9 a vofihiiR . B TREROESBIR S W, “LEEEIY O
LEOR#ZMA T2 (K D, 5 2 v OELCHLICIRY <& & ORIBFEREY) & Rk,
WAEMDB L BEEL T 5, YRETRLTF a2 v KBNOHILEMED O %% o 14 1
WFFIC X VAT L. BHS 212 L7z (Matsuietal. 2010a & b; Matsui etal. 2011), &5 2 7 H§IHHAE
Pio> HHHI L 72 DNA 225 16S U R Y — 4 RNA LT (16StDNA) 70— 74 77 U — % ik
L. 310 OReH % fEhT L 72455, 110 @ phylotype IC/3FHE I, X F 2 7 KGN OMAEYIERERIC
B BEEBIIIERICSRTH 5 Z L LA L 757 (Matsui etal. 2010b), 7z, ME QML
XV TOEGERD L A, KBEYIONL— X v, BGREEE OKRBEDOZ & FHEL Tniz,

(£2), s X OB, KBABEYIC X 2 il o0t L iR T T2, XFav



KIGMICH T 2O OREIZ Yo — A vy <KL RBETH Y, FF 2 7 OfkiED
FREETNIZFEF ICE N & 239 2232 % (Matsuietal. 2009), ¥ 72, X F 2 v GIBNEY O RGN
BRI X 100mM ML Licd e b vy — X v v < KIBICE T 2REICITHL | B oWMAY
X BRMEDPEATH L LIIHATH 2 (K3), £F a v KIBNMEMREC X VEES NS
FH R HEIERE IIRERE, T e A VB, BETH Y (K3), ZoHFICOWTH Y L—R Y
LU~ RKBOME LT (Matsui etal. 2010b), L7235 T, £F 3 v RKBNICE T 2 MEMIC X 2
R#HE, K2 WRT L%, thoBmoRBENIcE T 2R#LFAKTHE LExOND, FEEIC
KXo THRU BB EE»bBINEN, XFavozrrF—jJit LTINS,
X T a v OFEFELEIEERAE X, KADXTF a voRFZ AL F—D 56.5~66%% 5785
EHETE T LT\ B (Fievez et al. 2001), L7225> T, KIBNICE T 2RI X T a 7 DRELE 2
5 FCHHEICKRS,

L2 DWIFEETIE, ThETILK T a vVELBNEYHOMEEOREME DT 16S ) R Y
— L RNA EEF(16S tDNA)Z v —v 74 77 ) —iKic X 7> CT& 72 (Matsui et al. 2010b), %
DR, XF a2 VEBNICESBORIMMBESTFEST 5 2 EBHL L hote, £F a v DIt
Er o RAMEEZ DL, ZORMOT 21T 2L TXF a2 v KBPMIRE OB EICH§ 2 %5 %
MBI LeNTEDLLEZLND, Lo T, AMETIELT 3 7 KBNS ORAGTEZ 3 HE - 55

BER A, HKEECERS X ORI 2 o0 c 32 2 L2 HINE LTITo 7,



b

1. £F 2 VO LEDOEE (a)F X KX (b) (Fievezetal 2001), P: H,G : fiH,
PSI : /NI AR, DSI 2 /NZHEALER Ca : H B, PC = #5IE A, MC = #5 R A735,DC = S iiE AL

i
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#1.

A F a v iHLESHOR &

(Matsui et al. 2009)

HALE OEL X (em)
/N 676
b QAoAED 152
fii s 926
Aat 1,754




# 2. ALK L BHEOMEILEICE T B Bacteroidetes . Firmicutes F3% & 0% DD D& & (Matsui et al. 2010b

LL D )o
Source Bacteroidetes Firmicutes Others Reference
Turkey ceca (average of wild and
54.0 30.0 16.0 Scupham et al. 2008
domestic)
Equine large intestine (Hokkaido native
474 36.8 15.8 Yamano et al. 2008
horse, Japan)
Pig feces 47.2 45.1 7.7 Leser et al. 2002
Jinnan cattle rumen 39.6 22.3 38.1 An et al. 2005
Ostrich ceca 394 50.9 9.7 Matsui et al. 2010b
Cow rumen 32.0 62.0 6.0 Tajima et al. 1999
Human feces 31.0 64.1 49 Suau et al. 1999
Yak rumen 30.9 54.1 14.9 An et al. 2005
Cow rumen 27.0 67.5 5.4 Whitford et al, 1998
Equine large intestine (United
20.7 71.5 7.7 Daly et al. 2001
Kingdam)
Reindeer rumen 22.9 74.6 2.5 Sundset et al. 2007
Mouse feces 18.7 75.9 5.5 Kibe et al. 2004
Tsukinowa et al.
Dugong feces 15.0 83.1 1.9
2008
Chicken ceca 4.7 93.9 1.8 Lan et al. 2002
Chicken ceca 4.4 92.0 35 Bjerrum et al. 2006
Chicken ceca 1.9 71.7 26.4 Zhu et al. 2002
Wild gorilla feces 1.1 71.0 279 Frey et al. 2006.




#£3. £F avEEBNICET 2 FEHEME (Matsui et al. 2010b X 9 ),

WNTRA—R— fili
pH 6.7
MR SHNE TR (mM) 108
WElg 7o vt Vg ERERER 72:21:7




MElE X O
HElENY)
“HBRVAFEBHREGFARTHEIN T AT 2 v 3 e l@i e L Tlvi,

AR o WCIZR 4 1SR L 72,

HDERIL
RFa s Lo ELZED ., FY) TFL vBICAN, 39°CTRIE L 7228 S 5T

E~FibEo 7,

S L iR

it 2 & OHIE 7Bt % Shinkai etal. (2009)D /716 TIT o 72, B EHL, B X ONEfE
EHRRRICAT o 7o BRINL 7238 1 g ZBSUERER I AL, KCRE L, ZoHIIR
0.2mL % 1 — ZRGHUICHERE L, 39°CT~96 WG E AT - 72, Hisk, o R o7z
HHT 2 BUARHUR(R 6-1)ICBE L. 30 DKt R v 7 v 7 212 7oy Z 0% BRI
LD 100 f5F CEBEAMR L., AR 02mL 2 v — A F 2 — 7 (R C)RRGHuC @R, 39°C
T 72~96 R L 72, Lz 2 v = — 2 {LRIGRIR L, iz ih P 2l s 2y — v e
Ny TR w— RIS L, 39°CTHIE L 72, MIE D4R 2L L 724%. DNA fillti £

CHTRECHREL 72,

16S U R Y — L RNA &5 1(16S tDNA)YECHIIC X 2 43 EfEkk o [F &

DNA %l D % ic, RGC #5Hi(E 7)T 39°C T 24~36 FFEIEGE L 72, B8 10mL %m0
57 1E(8,000%g, 4°C. 10 77)L. Z @D EiFEZHLY FR\>72%. Nucleo Spin Microbial DNA (Macherey-
Nagel) % F W Cifft o~ = = 7 LI fiE v DNA i %17 - 72,

L7 DNA 27 v 7L — P e LTHW, 774 ~v—L LT 27F B XU 1544R(E 11



V&N Z 72 ROGW(ER 12)% % —~ A4 7 F —(PCRThermal Cycler Dice, TaKaRa)lZ & U )it
X4, 16SIDNA Wih ZHEL 7z, b —F ¥ 4 7 VX 3 IR L7z, PCR KBtk 1.5%7 77
o — R 7 )V (Agarose H 14, TaKaRa) W TEHAVKEIL, =F Y v L7 m<4 FicX ) DNA &4t
taf%. Printgraph(ATTO)C DNA Wil OlEDH % F <72, 16StDNA DI HER X iz
PV T AMICDOWTIE PCR FEYIOREH T 7GR 13). Sk v =T vy YV IRIGDT v 7L
—bel, =T VvV IHTIA—LRAEL(FK 14), 774 ~—IF B35rev(X 11)Z H
Wiz, ZNOE ZEKEEGE FEBRD S —7 v v 7 — R X o THEHEER o fid
#iTo720 72, B3Srev IC K BEFRIC K VGO NAEIID 5 B, FHaAEDOE D DITDOWT
XX 51T 926F & COIR @ 2 HfHDO 77 4 =—(3R 11)ZH\»T 168 iIDNA DIIZLEREDfiE
Fix L7z,

16StRNA & {5 T-Hi4 2047 12, DDBI ® BLAST 70 25 A& L CHEIT L=, 72, #lE
DIFE 1Z RDPII D Classifier Z W CT{iT>7, CLUSTALW 7 v 27 7 LA %ZflifjL T,
Lachnospiraceae FFHN D fx b UL\ ITHFE T HNost1016 #RD 16SIRNA Ein FEH| D~ F 7

TIAVRAY P ERFET Lz, RHBHIIRR ORI X - THEL 72,

HHEBESE 1< 351 % 238 pH

HNost1016 ¥k OHE5EIC 3 % pH D752 %  Kobayashi etal.,(2017)D 75 % b & ICHIE L 72,
B35 0.2mL % pH2. 4., 6.8, 8 3 XU 11 1T HCI £ 7= 13 NaOH A %L L 72 10mLRGC %5
M BEfE L 39°C T 48 RFfRGEE L 72, 7 ¥ Z VHLET (miniphoto S18R, TAITEC) % L
T 660nm TOPOCEZHRIES 2 2 Lic X b Bi&RIG25 3. 6. 9. 12, 24, 36 B X UM 48 If

61 C D DO HYJE & G L 72,

B RS I 35 ) 2 i
HNost1016 £k D HEFEIC 5 3~ 2 M D22 % HI5E L 72 558518 0.2mL % 10mLRGC £ % 10,

20, 30, 39 B XU 50°CZNZNDIRE T 48 KF[EETE L 72, 7 ¥ XV HAEF (miniphoto 518R,

10



TAITEC) %{#HH L T 660nm TOWNEZHIEST 2 2 Lick v, BEBE»S 3. 6. 9. 12,

24, 36 I X O 48 Wi C o F o Bl A 2 L 7=,

A ERT o e A R

HNost1016 FROFEFIFEE 16 O/ va—R, kot —X, R7a—X, LT b
N, Fu—RX 2V /)R, VFKR—RA, TIE/)—AR, TJI7 PR, TL—A, bl
Nu—R T YRVBR R2FV RIATT YRR v v = - L E—X)
ZHOTHE L7z, &M 20mg 25 52 Uiz Ry TS L 72 RGC K5 iimm L 72 #.
FE#8iK 0.2mL % 10mLRGC FiHbicifi L, 39°CT 72 Ifilis & L 7z, 7 & 2 v ttagt
(miniphoto 518R, TAITEC) % f#if L T 660nm TOWSEEZRIE T 2 2 Lic X b, KEEME

5 3. 6. 9. 12, 24, 48 B X VN 72 i[5 C D D Bl & 2T L 7=,

HNost10 FEtkDiE % 275 23k 7 = 4 S —G (NISSUL, HA) #FHwC., #Eto~=

2T M- THEML .. Bt T N7 % B CBIE L 7.

[ERENiE G il i

RGC 5% HIv> T 39°C T 48~36 IR, A TorIc A 5 £ TR L 235 Eilh o
HNost1016 #& D FARAENIFEALIL % 73T U 72 K522 S0mL % 320077 (8,000% g, 4°C, 10 77) L .
ZOEEZRY R, MUBYIORERED 05g L B2 TR T 2 — 7 ICHER 50mL
AU ODEEZE ) IR L CEREL 2, BR LT 2 — 7 2 BB EHEK(0.9%) T 2 [IPEE
Uiz 00 BiE(8,000xg, 4°C, 10 )L 725 & -30°CTHAERIFE L 72, KLY Yy TizT 2/
ANTT + TRDIH Y — ¥ RIT X 5 T, Sherlock Microbial Identification System (Version

6.0),(MIDL, USA) D E{KIENEM I HiE{E~ = = 7 v (Version 6) IHEWIENEHIH L 72,

11



10.

11.

5 5727 — & 1% Calculation Method TSBA6 BX UXF7 4 77 ) TSBA6 #HH\WT 7 a7 74

Vv 7L,

77 L. DNA H D G+C & &

RGC Hilh 7z T 39°CC 48~36 IRfft], BEEM o0 A < 5 £ O L 285 8ilh o
HNost1016 ¥k 7 /7 2o DNA Hho 77 =v (G) ¥ v (ODEEZHTEL 72, BER
50mL % 3.0 70 HiE(8,000xg, 4°C, 103)L. Z D EiFEZEY BRv7-, Y OIREED 1g L
Rt 2 FCHEL T 2 — 7ICHAERK SO0mL 2RI L Oz ViR L CERE L7, ERL
72F 2 — 7% 5mMEDTA X v 7 7 — (5 16)T 2 [nl¥ i Lz 0/ #f(8,000xg, 4°C. 10 47)L 72
%, 30°CTHAEIRIE Lz KL 2D Y TN T 7 7 AN « THRDGHH —EL RICL > T
NucleoSpin Plant II (MACHEREY-NAGEL, DE)IC X - T DNA filitl3 2 W8 %17 - 7=, kil
DNA % Katayama et al.(1984)ICfif - CTEEEULE % L fEHEGUEI DNA-GC Kit (Yamasa Corporation,
Japan) % F\» T ACQUITY UPLC System (Waters, USA) T X 7 L 4+ F F OHIE % 3 [lfT- 7z, 1
HEX 7 LA F Vbt #efkdick DNA SR L VB on28X 7 v 4T Fov— 7% i

G+C &8 (mol%) #HEH L 7=,

E VPN il

HNost1016 #£2> > DNA it %217\, &7 7 LS % figse L7z, £ 3. Lysozyme(SIGMA)%
WE MilliQ 7K T 100mg/ml ICFHE L 72, K5E5HR S0mL % .0 77 #iE(8,000xg, 4°C. 10 77) L.
ZOLEEZRY RV, ¥ v F NucleoBond Buffer Set IlI, AXG20 (Macherey Nagel) % H >
TiffD <=2 7 Vicfévs DNA Zfliii L7z, fifiL 72 DNA 27 ¥ 7L — h & LT,
0.7%7 77'v — A7 )(Agarose H 14, TaKaRa)H CEXKEI L, =F Vv L7v~4 FIC XD
DNA % $ettif%. Printgraph(ATTO) T DNA DH %G~ 7z, DNA 2MER I Wiz ¥ v Iz
Moy —r vy v 7y — e Rk o CTRIERRI DG 2T o720 =T v v 7

DNBSEQIC X 2 a—F VY — Ffi#fr& GridIONic X 2 v v 7Y — Ffi#fro N4 70 v ¥ CfF

12



o7y T—REWTIZRD X 5 ifTo7, ¥ a—F U —FIZ2WTid £ Cutadpt (Ver 2.7)%
WCT X TR =B DREZIT > 72, RIT Seqkit (Ver 0.011.0)% AT, 7 X 7 % —[i¥| %
FL72EA 2 587350 Y — F =T (1.05Gbp) DA % 4~ 7V v 7" L7z, D, Sickle (Ver.
133) T4V 7 4 i 20 Ri AR FRZ, 127 BEKICR 72 —FE 2D
RT7Y)—=FEBEELZ, v Y —FIZDWTid, Poreshop (Ver0.2.3)% FHWT 7 &7 % —[ig
¥ %R L 7=, KIC Filtlong (Ver 0.2.0)% F\>T 1,000 I T ) — FE2HIBL 72, > a—
F)—Fe&uv v 7Y —FDT v+ 7NAE Unicycler (Ver 04.7)DF 7 # v + T, Eiin'd
Dya—tY)—FiuavZ)—FET7 vy I ALz,

B{5 T ® T3 DDBJ Fast Annotation and Submission Tool (DFAST),(Tanizawa et al. 2018)IC X

DIT2 72,

13



95°C 3min

!
95°C 30sec
58°C 30sec 35cycles
72°C 30sec
!
72°C 10min
4°C 0

3. ExTaq IC X % 16SrRNA EZTIEIED 720D % —EH [ 7 v

14



R 4.40 58RO [

AR FHLAK (%)
FyEmay 27.23
BN a3 11.98
KM 2.18
—HF ey b 43.57
L—H v - 10.89
Y vgEANT T L 1.09
RIEEFI N7 I 2.18
' 0.44
v VR 0.44

15



7% 5-1. RF15 &b v — ZEFHII D FHAL(105.5ml 2472 1)

& oy

=
Hungate solution A (% 5-2) 17 mL
Hungate solution B 17 mL
V— A VIR 15 mL
0.1%L ¥ XY v (F£53) 300 pL
0.05%~ 3 v (F5-4) 280 uL
A—RAPTZAMZ77 L 50 mg
F)TFT—R 100 mg
FREK 73 mL
Antifoam emulsion (F 5-5) 50 uL
2 #&(Whatman No. 1)(1.2cmx1.2cm) 1 BB
REEKFE T + V7 L 500 mg
L-> 27 A4 v R (—/KAD) 50 mg

Hungate solution B ¥ K;HPO43g Z#ZKH/KTIL ~A AT v 7

16



7% 5-2. Hungate solution A

B oy i
NaCl 6¢g
KH,PO,4 3g
(NH4)2804 3g
MgSO4 - 7H»0 600 mg
CaCly * 2H20 400 mg

KK TIL~NART v

17



#53.01%L % XY v

T i

LHXY v 100 mg
KK T100mL ~ART v 7

18



% 5-4.0.05%~ I v

T o

~3IV
ImL @ 1IN NaOH IZi&fiEd 5
KK T100mL ~A AT v 7

50 mg

19



Z% 5-5. Antifoam emulsion

% it
Antifoam emulsion 10g
ZRHEK 40 mL

IKRATS

20



K 6-1. MR HUE DA (1000mL 2472 9)

D

e

BRI 1

BRI 2 (K 6-2)

0.1%L %XV v (% 5-3)

ZRHEK

Antifoam emulsion (5§ 5-5)

FER (Difco Bacto Agar)

8%IKEEF + U v L

L-v AT A v 3G EE(—KFY)

75 mL
75 mL
1 mL
887 mL
50 uL
500 mg
37 mL
500 mg

AR 11X KoHPO4 6g ZXFH /KT IL ~A AT v 7

21



% 6-2. EFHIAIR 2

D & (2
NaCl 12
KH,PO,4 6
(NH4)2S04 12
MgSOy * 7H,0 25
CaCl, * 2H0 1.6

FKEKTIL~NART v 7

22



7. RC FEREEH D AHAL(105.5m] 2472 D)

D &
Hungate solution A (5§ 5-2) 17 mL
Hungate solution B 17 mL
— A VIR 15mL
0.1%L ¥ XY v (F£53) 300 pL
0.05%~ 3 v (& 5-4) 280 uL
A—RAPTZAMZ77 L 50 mg
Y TFr—R 100 mg
73— R 100 mg
oA —X 100 mg
ZKRK 56 mL
Antifoam emulsion (F 5-5) 50 uL
&R (Difco Bacto Agar) 1800 mg
REEKF T+ V7 L 500 mg
L-¥ 27 A4 v —$RE3E(—KHY)) 50 mg

Hungate solution B 13 K,HPO43g Z 7KK TIL ~ART v 7

23



7 8. RF15 & v v — ZIEHII D #H5(105.5ml 24 7= 9)

D% &=
Hungate solution A (5§ 5-2) 17 mL
Hungate solution B 17 mL
— XV 15mL
0.1%L %XV v (£5-3) 300 pL
0.05%~ 3 v (F5-4) 280 uL
f—=RAPZLI7AFT77F 50 mg
F)TFT—R 100 mg
ZKRK 56 mL
Antifoam emulsion (3 5-5) 50 uL
% #(Whatman No. 1)(3 mmx3 mm) 1 MR B
REEKF T+ V7 L 500 mg
L-v A7 A4 v —GEGE(— /KA 50 mg

Hungate solution B 13 K,HPO43g Z 7KK TIL ~ART v 7

24



# 9.RGC i D AHA(105.5ml %72 1)

D)

Hungate solution A (5§ 5-2)
Hungate solution B

V— A VR
0.1%L ¥ XY v (%5-3)
0.05%~3 v (& 5-4)
A—=APZIZAFT7 b
FYTF— R
N3 — A

e A —X

ZAEIK

Antifoam emulsion (F 5-5)
RIEEKFEF B Y v L

L-v A7 4 v 3R (—KFI))

17 mL
17 mL
15 mL
300 uL
280 uL
50 mg
100 mg
100mg
100mg
56mL
50upL
500 mg
50 mg

Hungate solution B ¥ KoHPO43g Z#ZKH/KTIL ~ART v 7

25



7 10. DBERD 16S U AR Y — L RNA JERT(16S iDNA) DR & M RE ST I W=7 7 4

< — DRH

74 ~— H 1 fesl(5°— 3 ) SCHiR
16S 27F 16S rDNA i AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG Lane, 1991.
16S 1544R 16S rDNA 5 AGAAAGGAGGTGATCCAGCC Lane, 1991.
B35 rev L RCH figese GGTATGGGATGAGCTTGC Guettler et al., 1999.
CO01 rev L RCH figese GGTTGCGCTCGTTGCGGG Guettler et al., 1999.
926f L RCH figese AAACTCAAAGGAATTGACGG Leser et al., 2002.

26



i 11. Ex Taq(TaKaRa)iZ X % PCR JJGiHAH AL

1 SJEQopL) % 7= b & (uL)
TV 7L —} 1.0
10XExTaq Xy 7 7 — 2.0
dNTP Mix 1.6
16S 27F(20pmol/uL) 0.5
16S 1544R(20pmol/uL) 0.5
PR MilliQ 7K 14.3
P55 (Takara ExTaq. 0.375unit) 0.1
Aat 20.0

27



K12, =7V AD7HD PCR K)GikFEH

1 SE(7uL)24 72 9

H(uL)

PCR BIG
TAH) THRAT 7R —F
IFYVXIZLT—%

it

5.0
1.0
1.0
7.0

28



FK13. =7 v RIS D G K

1 KJS(18uL) % 7= b & (uL)
F5% PCR JSR 1.0
16S B35 rev(5 pmol/uL) 1.0
PR MilliQ 7K 16.0
At 18.0

29



14, AEFREIRIK(0.9w/v%)

D%

=1

=(g)

NaCl
FKEIKT100mL IC XA AT v 7

0.9
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#15. EDTA Ny 7 7 —

il fi(e)

EDTA - 2Na 0.18612
FKEIKT100mL IC XA AT v 7
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Sl L iR

Shinkai et al. (2009)D/FiEIC X b, X F a v KIGNME OEES X Onlixikaz, ok
B\ RF15 w2 v — ZEEHIIT A D D3RR C & 72 3B 8t 4 KCTH o 72, RC FEREL
Whrdbar=—%y 7y 7L, RFIS £n—REHINCHERE L 724803 18 KBV, 18 K

DABE CHl IR DIIEATER T E 722 D 5 5 2 RKOGEE CHMI LG R o Nz,

16S U RV — 4 RNA E{5(16S rDNAYEAIC X 2 5Bk D [FlE

AHFZECorEfEC % 72 18 HIRIC DT 16S IDNA DIGIEALH % fifae L 7= A5 5, IE& IC it <
E 2RI 10 BRRTH o7z, B3srev ICX % ¥ —7 v AFER D H 2o OFEHNIC D W THEHE
PARER & BRI 21T - 72(FK 18)s 1L N7 10 BIFED 5 B, 1 HIRAS Bacteroides ovatus & .
4 RS Bacteroides uniformis & . 2 WFEDY Enterococcus hirae & @ 16StDNA HiHl & & B &\
MR % 7R L | Bacteroides uniformis 1< 3\ TR i WAHIFITE(100%) % 7R L 72 . HNost1002 #
DWW CTUXBEAIREFE C U3 Ruminococcus bicirculans, HNost1003 3 X UF HNost1008 #EIC DT
\Z Clostridium lentocellum & @ 16SIDNA BiHl & #% b i WARFEME 2 7R L 72 4%, Z L2 21 92.15%.
96.14%. 96.15%& 97.0% X b bR WHHFEMEZ R L, FHatkomefllEcd 5 2 LRk I i
7o

Z T, ThbD 3 EE RS DEHET X 72 ARIEAHES - 72 HNost1016 FED 16S rDNA
DIFITRREZMHE L7, 2D 5 H HNost1016 D 16S rDNA £ HAY| % /R L 72(X 6), T4
b OMLH % Blast MR L 724558, MHEMED &S &2 o 72 BEFEHE (X HNost1002 #k Tl
Ruminococcus albus & 94.46%. HNost1003 ¥k Clostridium lentocellum & 96.14%. HNost1008
¥l Clostridium lentocellum & 94.63%. HNostl1016 ¥E Tl Clostridium saccharolyticum &
93.56%D AR EE TR L 72(3€ 19), % 72. HNost1003 #k3 X U HNost1008 #k iX [FIfE DM E < &
o7, AWKEE D 97.0% & D DIEKVHFEIEZ RS Lo, RO TH 2 bbb oT,

HNost1016 ¥E D 16S rRNA & {=7-[t%!] % RDPII @ Classier T/ 4H L 72 & Z 5, Lachnospiraceae

MOMECTH 2 2 b ol (M), FEEFEINICHES R/ 2 ER L L 2 5,
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Eisenbergiella yati. Eisenbergiella massiliensis 3 X U* Kineothrix alysoides & HIKHII#%TH 5

(X 8) 7% DDBIJ @ blast #i%8 T 13K AR <95%) % 7R L 72,

HHE R 5HIC 35 1F 2 238 pH
HNost1016 FROIEFHIC T3~ 2 pH D722 % | Kobayashi etal.(2017)D /55 % b L ICHIE L 72,
WS FE I DS SR 2> 5. HNost1016 #R 13 pH6.8~8 THISE L FFIC pHS Tl 2 38hi % /8 L 72

(3% 20),

B RETEIC 35 1) 2 iR
HNost1016 ¥R DIEFEIC N 3~ 2 E D2 % HIE L 72, WO HIE D F5 525 . HNost1016 #E

X 39°C TR R L. Z Dfth DR CTIIEIEZ 7R X 72 d> 5 72(3K 21).

AHERT o A1 FH

HNost1016 PR BEFIFH % 16 FEE O A v CHIE L 72, BOREERIE O #55HR 2 5 |
HNost1016 BRIz i chH 2T S5 /) — R, I ra—R, =V /) —R, FL/)—RA, Foa—
RETHETHE IR U LA - TI PR TN =R, R0 — XA THEZ R L 72(3K 22),
X, A7V a v, R7Fv, KIAZ7va VgL oA T v BEEO BRI

D> 77,

77 Lgkth

HNost1016 ¥R DM % 7" T 2440 U BAMEE CRIZK L 7455, 7' 7 L ic it I sz,

R A I 15 B AL RS 0B

HNost1016 ¥k DR ANENTERHEL 2 HIE L 72455, C16:0 % 24.22%. C15:0 anteiso % 8.83%
C18:0 % 8.47%. C18:1 wic DMA % 6.07%. C18:0 DMA % 5.17%. C14:0 % 4.82%. C16:0
DMA % 4.47% % & A T\ 72 (3R 23),
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X 512, HNost1016 #E2SEF DHERAEEMHAL I X L MIDI @ F — 2 _R— 2D TR b FALL 7=

HEREEAL AR 2 Ff D BRI 130K & e 2> o 72,

G+CEE

HNost1016#K DG+CE R % HIE L 72455, 44.6 (Mol%) TH - 7z,
BT LfEHT

TILT ) T—vavOfERE 2425, Ty T AINEGNIZEE T 3,480,563(bp).
2ZRD GHC BEIE 42.9%, 7z, XV I EICEERE NS a—F 4 v ZHEE(CDS) T 3,303
fill. tRNA % 8 Ein+. I X RNA I 55 @ THlENA, MET/ & Rl AL
RPN IRE U e S 2 IARBCHIFEI T & % CRISPR #EIHIZ | D22 7=,

FHIC HNost1016 #k & BEAIOfE & © ANI (HH[FRIME)AEHT T 13 AH R 278 3w I3 iRl © &

o7,
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P+ A4 X

| ? N & (bo)

= | "Hﬁ“ ™ 'hﬂ. -~
B Ad A4 A4 Ad Ad Ad L4 1 Dd

" - 1000

——500

4. PCR IC X % 16S rDNA WiH- o H (EkE)

JE2> 5. HNost1001, 1002, 1003, 1004, 1005, 1006, 1007, 1008, 1009, 1010,
1011, 1012, 1013, 1014, 1015, 1016, 1017, 1018
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5. HNost1016 #k2: & i L 72 DNA o
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1
51
101
151
201
251
301
351
401
451
501
551
601
651
701
751
801
851
901
951
1001
1051
1101
1151
1201
1251
1301
1351
1401
1451

GGCGTGCTTAACACATGCAAGTCGAACGGAGATGTTATGTGAGCGGAGTT
AGCTTGCTAATGACAATCTTTTAACATTTTAGTGGCGGACGGGTGAGTAA
CGCGTGGGTAACCTGCCTCATACAGGGGAATAACACTTAGAAATAGGTGC
TAAAGCCGCATAAGCGCACAGCTTCGCATGAAGCAGTGTGAAAAACTCCG
GTGGTATGAGATGGACCCGCGTCTGATTAGCTAGTTGGTGAGGTAACGGC
CCACCAAGGCGACGATCAGTAGCCGGCCTGAGAGGGTGAACGGCCACATT
GGGACTGAGACACGGCCCAAACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAGTGGGGAATAT
TGCACAATGGGGGAAACCCTGATGCAGCGACGCCGCGTGAGTGAAGAAGT
ATTTCGGTATGTAAAGCTCTATCAGCAGGGAAGAAAATGACGGTACCTGA
GTAAGAAGCCCCGGCTAACTACGTGCCAGCAGCCGCGGTAATACGTAGGG
GGCAAGCGTTATCCGGATTTACTGGGTGTAAAGGGAGCGTAGACGGCAGG
GCAAGTCTGAAGTGAAAGGCGGGGGCTCAACCCCCGGACTGCTTTGGAAA
CTGTCCGGCTGGAGTGCAGGAGAGGTAAGTGGAATTCCTAGTGTAGCGGT
GAAATGCGTAGATATTAGGAGGAACACCAGTGGCGAAGGCGGCTTACTGG
ACTGTAACTGACGTTGAGGCTCGAAAGCGTGGGGAGCAAACAGGATTAGA
TACCCTGGTAGTCCACGCCGTAAACGATGATCACTAGGTGTCGGGGGTTA
ATAAACCTTCGGTGCCGCAGCTAACGCAATAAGTGATCCACCTGGGGAGT
ACGTTCGCAAGAATGAAACTCAAAGGAATTGACGGGGACCCGCACAAGCG
GTGGAGCATGTGGTTTAATTCGAAGCAACGCGAAGAACCTTACCTGGTCT
TGACATCCCGTTGACCGGTCCGTAATGGGACCTTCTCTTCGGAGCAATGG
AGACAGGTGGTGCATGGTTGTCGTCAGCTCGTGTCGTGAGATGTTGGGTT
AAGTCCCGCAACGAGCGCAACCCTTATCTTTAGTAGCCAGCAGTAAGATG
GGAACTCTAGAGAGACTGCCGGGGATAACCCGGAGGAAGGTGGGGATGAC
GTCAAATCATCATGCCCCTTATGACCAGGGCTACACACGTGCTACAATGG
CGTAAACAAAGGGAAGCGAGAGTGTGAGCTTAAGCAAATCCCAAAAATAA
CGTCCCAGTTCGGATTGTAGTCTGCAACTCGACTACATGAAGCTGGAATC
GCTAGTAATCGCAGATCAGAATGCTGCGGTGAATACGTTCCCGGGTCTTG
TACACACCGCCCGTCACACCATGGGAGTCGGAAATGCCCGAAGTCGGTGA
CCCAACCGAAAGGAGGGAGCCGCCGAAGGCAGGTCTGGTAACTGGGGTGA
AGTCGTAACAAGGTAGCCGTATCGGAAGGTGCGGCTGGATCA (1493bp)

50
100
150
200
250
300
350
400
450
500
550
600
650
700
750
800
850
900
950
1000
1050
1100
1150
1200
1250
1300
1350
1400
1450

6. HNost1016 #ED 16S tDNA D 4= F: i 4]
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2020/12/10 rdp.cme.msu.edu/classifier/hierarchy.jsp

RDP: Release 11

Classifier :: Hierarchy View login

[ start over | assignment detail | help ]

Classifier: RDP Naive Bayesian rRNA Classifier Version 2.11, September 2015
Taxonomical Hierarchy: RDP 16S rRNA training setNo 18 07/2020
Query File: classifier_seq_upload2248018905690457604.FASTA
Query Submit Date: Thu Dec 10 05:14:42 EST 2020

Display depth: Auto v Confidence threshold: 80% ~ CopyNumber Adjusted: No v

domain % Library
Bacteria 100.0

Hierarchy View (click a node to make it the root -- only show sequences assigned to that node with

confidence above the threshold):

rootrank Root (1 sequences) [show assignment detail for Root only ]  [download entire hierarchy as text file|

» » domain Bacteria (1)

» » » phylum Firmicutes (1)

» » » » class Clostridia (1)

» » » » » order Clostridiales (1)

» » » » » » family Lachnospiraceae (1)

» » » » » » » unclassified_Lachnospiraceae (1)

Questions/comments: rdpstaff@msu.edu

(S)elel

7. RDPII ic 351F % Classifier i X 3 HNost1016 ¥ED 4358
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0.01
Butyrivibrio crossotus (NR_104735)

0]
—

— Lachnospira multipara (NR_104758)

998 — Eubacterium eligens (NR_074613)

745 973 Lachnospira pectinoschiza (NR_118667)

966

Lactobacillus rogosae (NR_104836)

Eubacterium oxidoreducens (NR_104737)

973 Pseudobutyrivibrio ruminis (NR_026315)

]38R Eubacterium rectale (NR_074634)

oRS

919

Roseburia faecis (NR_042832)

914

Roseburia hominis (NR_074809)

1000 Eisenbergiella tayi (NR _118643)

Eisenbergiella massiliensis (NR_144731)

553 Kineothrix alysoides (NR_156078)

HNost1016
Clostridium saccharolyticum (NR_102852)
° Clostridium boliviensis (AY943862)
197 Clostridium amygdalinum (KJ722504)
100p— Clostridium methoxybenzovorans (NR_024917)

Clostridium indolis (AB971794)

TH6— Clostridium celerecrescens (X71848)

1000 991 Desulfotomaculum guttoideum (KJ722494)
Clostridium sphenoides (NR_119035)
— Clostridium aerotolerans (AB610574)

9% Clostridium algidixylanolyticum (NR_028726)

Blautia producta (MT903158)
8. HNost1016 #E® 16Sr RNA #{nTHECHIC D < R A
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# 16. RF15 &L m — 25T CHll A O 425 250 & 7= 5K

RF15 &L m— 2 H5HbIT

¥y o7y Lan = — 18
HHERHETE 2 HESR C© & 7= RS 18
A MR DIMEERE T & 7- iR E B 2
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F17. EEL 7-HEED 16SIRNA Jit%1 o tH[E PEM R o fi 5

7= [k MHEE (%)

HNost1001 & Tzl

HNost1002 Ruminococcus bicirculans 92.15
HNost1003 Clostridium lentocellum 96.14
HNost1004 &2 Tzl

HNost1005 Enterococcus hirae 99.78
HNost1006 Enterococcus hirae 99.38
HNost1007 & Tzl

HNost1008 Clostridium lentocellum 96.15
HNost1009  Ht¥ T\ 7zl

HNost1010 Bacteroides uniformis 100.00
HNost1011 Bacteroides uniformis 100.00
HNost1012 Bacteroides ovatus 99.58
HNost1013 &g TWh7awne

HNost1014 g0 TWh7gwn

HNost1015 &g TWh7gwne

HNostl016 e T\ % 23 [FAlE ANGE

HNost1017 Bacteroides uniformis 100.00
HNost1018 Bacteroides uniformis 100.00

41



#£18. F 15 DFEEDE W 4 BEFED 16S rDNA EiH 25 DR A R O ff 31

[Espir= B 4 MHEE (%)
HNost1002 Ruminococcus albus 94.46
HNost1003 Clostridium lentocellum 93.73
HNost1008 Clostridium lentocellum 94.63
HNost1016 Clostridium saccharolyticum 93.56
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5 19.

HNost1016 #k D H4%H %8 pH

pH HaE
4 —

6.8 +
8 +

11
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2 20.  HNost1016 Fk D HE%H 2 5 i

i (°C)

T

10
20
30
39
50

44



#21.  HNost1016 #RDHE5E = pH

i
=

T8/ —X
o vet—=x
VA=
RKYHZ7vu Vg
N b=
73— R
727 F—2X
<) F—X
<vv=F—
~v /) —A
R7F
7L/ =R
VER—2

A7 H—R
FLo o —2x
Firu—2R

+ o+ o+
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22, HNost1016 ¥k OB AN LB

fE i #E (%)
C16:0 24.22
C15:0 anteiso 8.83
C18:0 8.47
C18:1 w7c DMA 6.07
C18:0 DMA 5.17
C14:0 4.82
C16:0 DMA 4.47
UN 16.107 4.27
C15:0 3.50
C15:0 iso 2.98
Sum In Feature 13 2.76
C16:0 30H 2.62
Sum In Feature 10 2.20
C16:0 iso 212
C17:0 2.00
Sum In Feature 11 1.71
C17:0 anteiso 1.56
C17:0 anteiso DMA 1.20
C15:0 iso DMA 1.13
C16:1 w7c DMA 111
C14.0 DMA 0.98
C17:0iso 0.84
C16:1 w7c 0.82
C18:1 w9c 0.76
Sum In Feature 8 0.59
Sum In Feature 5 0.50
C17:.0 DMA 0.48
C16:0 aldehyde 0.42
Sum In Feature 12 0.39
C18:1 w9c DMA 0.38
C17:0 30H 0.38
UN 17.103 0.31
C20:0 0.29
C17:1 wéc 0.23
Sum In Feature 3 0.14
Sum In Feature 4 0.13
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Sum In Feature 1 0.13

C18:2 w6,9¢c 0.12
C18:1 at 17.254 DMA 0.12
C16:1 w5c 0.10
C18:1 whc 0.09
C13:01is0 0.09
C13:0 anteiso 0.09
C13:0 0.08
c12:0 0.07
C19:0 cyclo 9,10 DMA 0.06
C14:1 w7c DMA 0.06
C13:0iso 30H 0.06
Sum In Feature 6 0.04
Sum In Feature 2 0.03
C11:.0 DMA 0.03
UN : Unknow

MIDI K &\ CHEIHRRRE O FFE 25 C &  WIFIIRIC O W Tk, X D EPED
v — 2 % &% /245 % Summed Feature & L CTHREL L 72,

Calculation Method MOORE6 T, Summed Feature (ZLATD L B,
Summed Feature 1 : C13:1 at 12-13, C14:0 aldehyde & C11:1 20H
Summed Feature 2 : C12:0 30H & C13:0 DMA

Summed Feature 3 : C15:0 ISO aldehyde & unknown 13.570

Summed Feature 4 : unknown 14.762, C15:2 FA, C15:2 & C15:1w8c
Summed Feature 5 : C15:0 DMA & C14:0 30H

Summed Feature 6 : C15:0 anteiso 30H & C16:1w9c DMA

Summed Feature 7 : C17:2 at 16,760 & C17:1w9c

Summed Feature 8 : C17:1w8c & C17:2 at 16.801

Summed Feature 9 : C16:0 iso 30H & unknown 17.157 DMA

Summed Feature 10 : C18:1w7¢ & unknown 17.834

Summed Feature 11 : C17:0 iso 30H & C18:2 DMA

Summed Feature 12 : unknown 18.622 & C19:0 iso

Summed Feature 13 : C15:0 anteiso DMA & 14:0 20H
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3% 23. HNostl016 Bk 27 7 L fifpT#E 5

Kot I (bp) 3,480,563
IR 1
G+C & (%) 42.9%
N50 3,480,563
Gap Ratio (%) 0.0%
No. of CDSs 3,303
No. of RNA 8
No. of tRNA 55
No. of CRISPRS 1
Coding Ratio (%) 89.9%
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8
SR TIE, XF avEHIS ISEKELPDEES N, X512, 16SrDNA DIFRAH A IEH

e S 17z 10 ERR A DAEFEDS 97% KT H o 72 4 BHED 16SIDNA O LR %L 72, 1
DNA ©RMFHOMER L . i b HFELMES > 72 HNost1016 HRZEY, & o IRHfH T & &7
J LR AT o 720 AIE B X R OFE 3R T3 HNost1016 #Rix. E. yati. E. massiliensis 3 X 08
K. alysoides % iT#%fH & L, Lachonospiraceae £HZJ& L T 7z, Lachonospiraceae T} O fll B | % T FLAH.
FRCKBE L e P ok 2 HLEMEE cFERMERO -2 ThE 27X+ Y Vv LMl
$ % (Meehan et al.,2014), % 7z, Lachonospiraceae £HiZ 277 A5, Wik, fRIEHSME. K G+C
GE B X OmRAKIYIC X 2 FEEERETE O A B 220 Bt % £ O (Kusada et al.,2017), & & T,
HNost1016 ¥R D EFRAR R E DGR & i3 2 & 777 Lk, dim . s E. 42.9% D G+C
GREBPIUOHELZAMALZEE(T 78 —A, kot F—X, Fra—R, 77 F—RX, <L b—
A, V) —A, TL) =R, AZB—R, Fu—X)EWT, —%M7x Lachonospiraceae Fl
B ORI & —BL T3, BHHZEE pH I35\ T HNost1016 ¥Ri3 pH6.8~8 THIFH L 72, FFIC
pH8 D}5HIT pH6.8 DEEHE & H A~ IGHEERE 255 < . pH8 DM CRoBE R IIEZ /R L7z, L 2>
L. Matsuietal.2010b)OEIC L 2L, XFavOEHBNpH I pH6.9~7 TH L Z &h b, XTF
2 7 OEWNIE HNost1016 FROMEFHICHR D L 72 BRI Cld v & & x 55, HNostl016 # & i
Y ULIRREFETH % K. alysoides (Haas et al.,2017), (X 8) & OFpEA g4 2 &, HOFAMICD
WCISHHDOR(T 78/ —RA, 2B EA—R VA=A TITF—R, I —R, TV —
A, A7B—=A, Fru—2)CEWTHELBEAAMEZ R L7228, 747 —ZADH 1016 ¥Ras
FIAST 2B TER, £/, K alysoides KRV 77 vu vBEEFHTE 203 LT,
HNostl016 #RiZA 7 7vuvig, KV A7 7 vavig, <75 v ofAEMEL, =7 F v
Wik RS 2EENMECEEZ bNS, &7 7 LEN OB BT, K. alysoides B35 7 L DE
X 4,676,087 bp. 42.74% D DNAG+C &&. 4,176 il ® CDS. 87 ffl® RNA #&{xF. 2 2® CRISPR
FEIN A B DO DITHT LT HNost1016 ¥Rz 7 /7 294 XA/ & £ (3,480,563 bp). CDS. RNA EnTF
X U° CRISPR DA D 757> 7223, DNA G+C S EICD W TIZH 43% & FEIL CTw72, DDBJ

blast 58 T HNost1016 £k & K. alysoides & DH[FMEZ L 6~ 2% & 95% K O W AHFIPEZ R L 72,
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DI Eh b, HNostl016 #:2 K. alysoides & BIniEs X ORFAICE L WL Ex NS,
B ARTERER ALK IC D\ T, HNost1016 # D EE R AGHIIE X~ F ¥ 7 Y £(C16:0). anteiso ~* ¥ X
7 7 VE(C15:0 anteiso) b X NA 27 X 5 1 VE(C18:0)72 > 7225, HNost1016 ¥R D ARG A 3 L
MIDI ®7 — XX — 2D The b FEALL L 7GR 2 FE oW R S e o7z, 7272 L.
C16:0 |3TMRETH % E. yati. E. massiliensis B X N K. alysoides b FIFEIC C16:0 % FRIr & LT
7z (Haas et al., 2017; Togo et al., 2018).

SRIOEERTXTF a v OEEE) OHFia-N7 7 VT DIEfix A7z & 2 5 HNost1016 B3 77
XN 72, HNostl016 # (% Lachnospiraceae Bl D27 7V 7 DR % fifi 2 T\ 5 235, HLERAE# 7 E.
yati. E. massiliensis 3 X O° K. alysoides & OFFIEDK X (<95%)7> b Lachnospiraceae £t D &7 1
DEWATZTITTHEEEZLND,

INFETIcK T a v EENEY T OMME# ORFEMS OfidT % 16S U K — L RNA EIET(16S
IDNA)Z B —>v 54 75 Y —KIC XV {T>TE 7~ (Matsuietal,, 2010b), T DIFFEH S, AREERT
\ZARHE 57 R RE % 157D Fibrobacter J& DRI D WD I3 HEDSWIFF S N TV 7R b L
3. fH V1T HNost1016 ¥k % & 3 O HAME & & 2 b N EKRA S N, 2D T Lh b,
X a 7 HLEMFEE ICIZEZRPBOMESFEL T2 & KRnicEZ b5, Fibrobacter J&
FHHBEO NS L 7o o 7200 & L C. B % &0, B By LB 4 S R A
FOMHICHE L CWiar o T ERFZHbNDL, FFICHHR, BonC. BEOLMICHET 5
BB ETH B, Fibrobacter J&I1Z 77 LEMEMETH 2, 2 2T, 7 7 LGHEMEICN L <Tht
FEHZRTEL v v EBML 228 E 2 2 & T 77 LB O 856 % 1] < % |
Fibrobacter |& DARFNFEFHEDMER L EE 5 L E 2 b b, 51X, Fibrobacter &% & D MIC D

BEEERICEE Ml 2 s X ORIE T 2 720 0SB N BN ETH B,
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£33 1]

XFavIiIBHICH DL FHES R, BHRBEHYOHEEOREEZMA. BihvHikic
FU -~ L FARICSELFEOMENDPEEECHFEL TS, ThE T, AFEETIELF
v B o A 5 O BESEREIE AT % 16S rRNA IR T (16STDNAYZ B — v 74 75 U —iKIc X V1T
V. SEORMEERTFET 22 L 2L LI Lz, £F 3 7 OWMLE D & RIEEZ 08 L.
ZOREO T 21T 2 TXF a v KIGWME OE FIc 3§ 2 %EI2H 5 2 L8 TE 5, 22
T, AIETIEX T a vRX O RMEEZ 8 - BB L. ZoREMN 2T 22 HNE L,
WX F 2y 3PEMREY L LTH, £F 2 VOFEIL A7 T ) TONEERIT- 72, 78
L7277V 745 DNA 2l L. 16S tDNA BLHIC X % 2Btk o [FE % 17 - 72455
HNost1002 ¥k, HNost1003 #. HNost1008 #¥ X U8 HNost1016 ¥k 4 Eitk 3 FiOH a2 7 U 7
EOWET 52 L3 TE R, RiT, I NHET N2 T ) T D 5B HNost1016 #D 16S rDNA FiL
%% RDPII @ Classier T/34#H L 7z & & A, Lachnospiraceae BOME TH 5 Z & b o o7z, 7
LB (L THCYIc o & R 2B L 72 & & A Eisenbergiella yati. Eisenbergiella massiliensis %5
X U Kineothrix alysoides & FEEEIWNTARBAIRICH - 72, HNost1016 FRkiz 9 FEOME(Z/ v a—2, &6
YA —X, AU —R, FLU—R, RV /)—RA, TIE/)—RA, TIIL—R, TL/—AR, <
Vb =2)EFICE, BEERE 39°CH g, pH6.8~8 % il pH & L C¥hi% R L 7z,
HNost1016 #k1x Lachnospiraceae BtD N7 7V 7 DFHE & fii 2 T\ 6 23, FiartEo@mw "7 707

ThdLELLNT,
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