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Abstract 21 

Background: The relationship among the human gut microbiome, microbially produced metabolites, 22 

and health outcomes remains of great interest. To decrease participant burden, room-temperature 23 

storage methods for fecal samples have become increasingly important. However, kits for storing the 24 

fecal microbiome and metabolome have not been well explored. We hypothesized that storing fecal 25 

samples by drying them with silica gel may be suitable. 26 

Objectives: The objective was to evaluate the performance of storage at room temperature by drying 27 

feces for subsequent examination of the microbiome, microbial pathways, and the metabolome. 28 

Methods: Feces from ten healthy adults (6 male and 4 female) were sampled and immediately 29 

processed, as controls, and stored at room temperature in an incubator, on an FTA card, in RNAlater, 30 

or dried by silica gel. Storage at room temperature continued for 7 days. Drying by the silica gel 31 

method was assessed for 14 days. The fecal microbiome was assessed by sequencing the bacterial 32 

16S ribosomal RNA-encoding gene (V1-V2 region), fecal microbial pathway profiles were analyzed 33 

by whole-genome shotgun metagenomics, and fecal metabolome profiles were analyzed using 34 

capillary electrophoresis time-of-flight mass spectrometry (CE-TOFMS). 35 

Results: Qualitative and β-diversity analyses of the microbiome, microbial pathways, and the 36 

metabolome showed that drying by silica gel were closest to those immediately after processing. 37 

When focusing on the abundances of individual microbes, microbial pathways, and metabolites, 38 

some were found to be significantly different. However, the intra-method ranking of individual items 39 

showed that 100%, 87-97%, and 63-76% of microbes, microbial pathways, and metabolites, 40 

respectively, were significantly correlated between silica gel preserving and immediately processing 41 

method. 42 
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Conclusions: The results showed that fecal sample drying could be effectively used for the 43 

preservation of the fecal microbiome and metabolome.  44 
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1 Introduction 45 

The gut microbiome and microbiome-derived metabolites are strongly associated with host health. 46 

Some examples include not only intestinal diseases such as inflammatory bowel diseases [1], 47 

Clostridioides difficile infection [2], and colorectal cancer [3] but also systemic diseases such as 48 

glucose intolerance [4], and atherosclerosis [5]. Studies have revealed the importance of evaluating 49 

the gut environment and thus the development of evaluation methodology, including collection 50 

methods. 51 

In the academic field, the standard fecal sample collection method for evaluating the gut 52 

microbiome and metabolome is freezing specimens immediately after collection because the 53 

microbial composition in feces can change considerably within a short period at room temperature 54 

[6]. However, immediate freezing requires freezer or laboratory equipment, which is inconvenient 55 

for routine clinical practice and for obtaining samples in fieldwork locations such as jungles. 56 

Therefore, methods to preserve fecal samples without freezing have been explored. In previous 57 

studies, commercially available sampling kits and/or reagents that were considered capable of storing 58 

the fecal microbiome at room temperature were evaluated [7–9]. While these studies have suggested 59 

the potential of some kits for preserving the microbiome composition, there is currently no 60 

methodology for preserving both the microbiome and metabolome. Furthermore, current sampling 61 

kits frequently contain fixing reagents with high salt contents that are not safe to use for collection 62 

outside the laboratory, also causing difficulty for metabolomic measurement by mass spectrometry. 63 

For alternate preservation methods of the microbiome and metabolome composition in fecal 64 

samples, we focused on drying. Drying, or more precisely, low water activity is a classic but reliable 65 

method to inhibit microbial proliferation and has been used as a food storage technique for centuries 66 

[10]. Although some microbes, such as spore-forming bacteria, are resistant to low water activity and 67 

are able to persist, low water activity is able to prevent microbial growth [11]. In addition, sample 68 

drying with desiccant has been used as a common DNA sampling method by field biologists, and 69 
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several studies have reported its DNA preservation potency [12,13]. Therefore, immediate drying 70 

with desiccant may have great potential for the preservation of microbial community composition 71 

and microbial DNA. 72 

On the other hand, there is a concern that the drying process may cause loss of some volatile 73 

metabolites in fecal samples. Gut microbiome constituents metabolize dietary fibers reaching the 74 

large intestine to produce a variety of organic acids, including short-chain fatty acids (SCFAs), 75 

which have been reported to be important factors for many health and disease conditions [14,15]. 76 

These organic acids include some volatile substances that would be lost while the fecal samples dry. 77 

However, a previous study reported that fecal SCFA concentrations are stable after the freeze-drying 78 

procedure, which may suggest the possibility that fecal metabolites may also be preserved in feces 79 

during desiccant drying [16]. 80 

In this study, we aimed to evaluate a stool preservation method based on drying with silica gel, 81 

a globally common desiccant, as a method of fecal sample preservation at room temperature that can 82 

maintain the microbiome and metabolome profiles. As a result, qualitative and β-diversity analyses 83 

of the microbiome, microbial pathways, and metabolome showed that drying by silica gel was the 84 

closest to immediate freezing compared to other preservation methods, such as RNAlater and FTA 85 

cards. In addition, the intramethod ranking of individual items showed that 100%, 87-97%, and 63-86 

76% of microbes, microbial pathways, and metabolites, respectively, were significantly correlated 87 

with the immediate freezing method. These results showed that drying fecal samples with silica gel 88 

has great potential for the preservation of the fecal microbiome and metabolome.  89 
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2 Methods 90 

2.1 Trial design and sample collection 91 

Storage of human fecal samples was tested using several methods (Fig. 1). 92 

- Immediately frozen with liquid nitrogen after fecal sample collection and then used for DNA 93 

and metabolite extraction. Processed as a positive control in this study (abbreviated method 94 

name: Control). 95 

- Stored at 25°C (room temperature maintained by incubator) as a negative control (abbreviated 96 

method name: Room temp., stored at room temperature). 97 

- Stored at 25°C with an FTATM card (GE healthcare, USA) (abbreviated method name: FTA 98 

card). The application process was as follows: 1) the fecal sample was applied onto the FTA 99 

card, 2) the sample was allowed to dry for one hour at room temperature (official protocol), 100 

and 3) the FTA card was placed into a hermetically sealed bag and stored in the incubator. 101 

- Stored at 25°C with RNAlater (Qiagen, Netherlands) (abbreviated method name: RNAlater). 102 

- Stored at 25°C with MGKit (Metagen, Japan) (abbreviated method name: Silica gel). The 103 

application process was as follows: 1) a fecal sample was sandwiched with a predried silica gel 104 

plate (30 x 40 x 3 mm3)that was wrapped with microporous polypropylene film, allowing dried 105 

feces to be easily removed, and a 1 mm thick-silicone rubber sheet was also sandwiched to 106 

ensure that the fecal sample was stored at a certain thickness to standardize the drying 107 

efficiency; and 2) silica-sandwiched feces was stored into a reclosable plastic bag and stored in 108 

the incubator (Fig. 1b). 109 

The storage period was 7 days, but storage in silica gel was still performed after 14 days (in this 110 

article, named long-term). The protocol for this clinical trial was approved by the clinical trial ethics 111 
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review committee of Chiyoda Paramedical Care Clinic (publicly registered at UMIN-CTR, trial 112 

number: UMIN000028459). Written informed consent was received from all participants. Ten 113 

participants were recruited for the collection of fecal samples based on the following criterion: (1) 114 

between 0 and 100 years old. (2) Subjects who don't regularly use specific medicines. (3) Subjects 115 

who show understanding of the study procedures and agreement with participating the study by 116 

written informed consent prior to the study. (4) Subjects who does not have current medical history 117 

of severe disease. (5) Subjects who have been determined eligible by principal investigator. The 118 

characteristics of the subjects were as follows: sex: 6 males, 4 females; and age: 31.3 ± 4.5 years. 119 

 120 

Fig. 1 Overview of the study 121 

(A) Overview of the study. (B) Schematic diagram showing how the fecal sample was stored with silica gel. 122 

 123 

2.2 DNA and metabolite extraction from fecal samples 124 

DNA and metabolite extraction from fecal samples was performed as follows. The fecal samples in 125 

control and room temp. conditions were initially lyophilized using a VD-800R lyophilizer (TAITEC, 126 
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Saitama, Japan) for at least 16 h. Next, fecal samples were shaken vigorously with 3 mm zirconia 127 

beads using a Shake Master (1,500 rpm, 10 min; Biomedical Science Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan). 128 

Samples were then suspended in DNA extraction buffer containing 400 μL of a 1% (weight/volume) 129 

SDS/TE (10 mM Tris-HCl, 1 mM EDTA; pH 8.0) solution and 400 μL of 130 

phenol/chloroform/isoamyl alcohol (25:24:1; NACALAI TESQUE, INC., Kyoto, Japan). The fecal 131 

samples in the buffer were further shaken with 0.1 mm zirconia/silica beads using a Shake Master 132 

(1,500 rpm, 5 min). After centrifugation (17,800 × g; 5 min; room temperature) of the samples, 133 

bacterial genomic DNA was purified by the standard phenol/chloroform/isoamyl alcohol protocol. 134 

RNA was removed from the sample by RNase A (Takara Bio, Inc., Shiga, Japan) treatment, and then 135 

DNA samples were purified again by the standard phenol/chloroform/isoamyl alcohol protocol. The 136 

extracted DNA was shotgun sequenced by Macrogen Japan. After generating the library using a 137 

TruSeq Nano, sequencing was performed using HiSeqX (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) according 138 

to the manufacturer's protocol. For the 16S rRNA gene analysis, the primers 27F-mod 139 

(AGRGTTTGATYMTGGCTCAG) and 338R (TGCTGCCTCCCGTAGGAGT) were used to 140 

amplify the V1-V2 region of the 16S rRNA gene [17]. The amplified DNA was sequenced using a 141 

MiSeq (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) according to the manufacturer’s protocol. The 16S rRNA 142 

gene was sequenced at Bioengineering Lab. Co., Ltd. (Kanagawa, Japan). Metabolite extraction from 143 

fecal samples was performed based on previously described methods [18]. After extraction of 144 

metabolites, the concentration of metabolites was measured by capillary electrophoresis time-of-145 

flight mass spectrometry (CE-TOFMS). The peaks from the CE-TOFMS were identified, and the 146 

relative peak areas, which are values based on comparison with the internal standard peak areas, 147 

were calculated. From the relative peak area, the quantitative values of some of the metabolites were 148 

calculated by comparison with the reference material. 149 

2.3 Bioinformatics and statistical analysis 150 
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The 16S rRNA gene data were analyzed by QIIME2 (version 2019.10) with our analytical pipeline 151 

[19], as follows. Quality filtering and denoising were used to generate amplicon sequence variants 152 

(ASVs) by DADA2 (options: --p-trim-left-f 20 --p-trim-left-r 19 --p-trunc-len-f 240 --p-trunc-len-r 153 

140). The ASVs were assigned to taxa by applying the Silva SSU Ref Nr 99 (version 132) classifier 154 

(command: “qiime feature-classifier classify-sklearn”; options: default). 155 

Metagenomic shotgun data were processed with the bioBakery3 workflow (version 3.0.0.a.7) 156 

to generate functional gene profiles (options: wmgx --bypass-strain-profiling) [20]. The workflow 157 

starts with low-quality reads or human genome read removal with KneadData version 0.10.0. 158 

Functional gene and metabolic pathway profiles were generated with HUMAnN version 159 

3.0.0.alpha.3. The ChocoPhlAn3 and UniRef 90 databases (obtained January 2019) were used for 160 

functional gene annotation, while metabolic pathway annotation was performed with MetaCyc. 161 

Functional gene and metabolic pathway profiles were normalized according to relative abundance 162 

with humann_renorm_tables. 163 

For statistical analysis, in-house Python scripts were used (version 3.7.6). For the comparison 164 

of the distance of the fecal microbiome and metabolome profiles, the Friedman test and Nemenyi test 165 

were used (scipy 1.5.2 and scikit_posthocts 0.7.0). In the subsequent analysis, microbes with a mean 166 

relative abundance below 0.001 and microbial pathways and metabolites undetected in 75% of the 167 

samples were excluded. For the pairwise comparison of the abundances of microbes, microbial 168 

pathways, and metabolites, the Wilcoxon signed-rank test with Benjamini‒Hochberg false discovery 169 

rate (FDR-BH) correction was used (scipy version 1.5.2 and statsmodels 0.10.0). Spearman's 170 

correlation coefficient and the test for no correlation were used to compare the ranks of each 171 

microbe, microbial pathway, and metabolite. The relative abundances of microbiome, microbial 172 

pathway table, and metabolome abundance table are shown in Supplementary Tables S1-3, 173 

respectively.  174 
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3 Results 175 

3.1 Qualitative analysis of the fecal microbiome and metabolome with each sampling method 176 

In this study, we hypothesized that fecal drying with silica gel may preserve the fecal microbiome 177 

and metabolome and compared stool drying with silica gel and several other fecal storage methods 178 

(Fig. 1). However, metabolome analysis after processing with RNAlater could not be performed 179 

because of the high salt content. In addition, the FTA card could not measure each metabolite 180 

amount but measure the concentration due to the low stool volume.  181 

First, qualitative analysis was performed. From all samples, 241 genera, 458 metabolic 182 

pathways, were detected and 316 metabolites were detected. According to a comparison of the 183 

bacteria and metabolites detected by each sampling method, the overlap with the control method was 184 

calculated (Table 1). Although microbes and microbial pathways were reasonably well preserved by 185 

all methods (microbes: 71.9%-87.2%, microbial pathways: 90.0%-94.3%), metabolites were not well 186 

preserved with FTA card storage (36.6 ± 5.3%). Of all sampling methods, silica gel had the highest 187 

overlap with the control for genus (86.2 ± 3.1%), microbial pathways (94.3 ± 3.0%) and metabolites 188 

(81.3 ± 5.4%). Long-term silca gel preservation retains more fecal features for genus (87.2 ± 3.1%) 189 

and metabolites (82.4 ± 4.9%). 190 

 191 

Table 1 Qualitative analysis of bacteria and metabolites for each sampling method 192 

 Taxonomic annotation 
(Genus) 

Functional annotation 
(Microbial pathways) 

Metabolome profile 
(Metabolites) 

 Number*a Coverage*b Number*a Coverage*b Number*a Coverage*b 

Control 169 - - 432 - - 279 - - 

Room temperature 172 0.839 (0.046) 434 0.900 (0.072) 280 0.764 (0.082) 

FTA card 177 0.807 (0.079) 425 0.931 (0.021) 157 0.366 (0.053) 

RNAlater 209 0.719 (0.138) 425 0.929 (0.027) - -  

Silica gel 173 0.862 (0.031) 432 0.943 (0.030) 288 0.813 (0.054) 

Silica gel (Long term) 165 0.872 (0.031) 439 0.927 (0.063) 278 0.824 (0.049) 
*a: Number of genus, microbial pathways and metabolites were calculated by 16S rRNA gene analysis, shotgun 193 
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metagenomics analysis, and CE-TOFMS analysis, respectively. 194 

*b: Percentage of items detected by each method among items detected by the control method; the values are shown 195 

as the mean (Standard Deviation). 196 

 197 

3.2 Quantitative analysis 198 

3.2.1 Beta diversity analysis - Precision and accuracy 199 

In measurement, precision (how close measurements are to each other) and accuracy (how close 200 

measurements are to the true value) should be high. In this section, we analyzed the precision and 201 

accuracy of the determination of the overall microbiome, microbial pathways, and metabolome 202 

profile. 203 

First, each method’s precision for microbiome and metabolome profiling was determined. 204 

The precision of the microbial pathway profiling was not calculated because it was a singular. The 205 

precision of the microbiome profiling was similar for all groups (Fig. 2A). However, the precision of 206 

the metabolome profiling was significantly lower in the FTA group than in the other groups (Fig. 2B; 207 

p < 0.05; Nemenyi test). These results suggest that the microbiome and metabolome profiles were 208 

calculated precisely by many methods, except for the metabolome profile when the FTA card 209 

method was used. 210 

 211 

 212 
Control Room temp. FTA card RNAlater Silica gel Silica gel

(Long term)
Control Room temp. FTA card Silica gel Silica gel

(Long term)

(A) (B)
*
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Fig. 2 Boxplot of microbiome and metabolome profiling precision. 213 

The mean values of the (A) microbiome weighted UniFrac distances, and (B) metabolome spearman distances between 214 

triplicates in each condition and subject were calculated and are shown in the boxplots. Microbiome weighted UniFrac 215 

distance did not show the significant difference by multiple comparison procedure (Friedman test). *, significant 216 

difference from other conditions by Nemenyi test (p < 0.05). Room temp., room temperature. 217 

 218 

Subsequently, the accuracy of each method was determined (Fig. 3). In determining accuracy, 219 

the control method (immediate processing) was treated as the true value. As the positive control, 220 

average distances between control samples was used, but there is no positive control for microbial 221 

pathways abundance table as it use single sample. As the result, significant differences in 222 

microbiome and metabolome profile were detected in Room temp, FTA card, and RNAlater method, 223 

excluding RNAlater method in metabolome profile, when compared to controls (Fig. 3A, C).  224 

 225 

 226 

Fig. 3 Boxplot of the accuracy of the microbiome, microbial pathway, and metabolome profiling shows that 227 

the silica gel preservation method preserves the fecal microbiome and metabolome, resulting in high-228 

accuracy determination of the profiles. 229 

The (A) microbiome weighted UniFrac distance, (B) microbial pathway Spearman distance, and (C) metabolome 230 

Spearman distance to the control condition in each condition were calculated; for the control condition, the mean 231 

value of the distance between replicates was calculated. *, p < 0.05 compared with the control in the Nemenyi test. 232 

 233 

3.2.2 Differences in the abundance of individual microbes, microbial pathways, and 234 

metabolites due to storage methods 235 

(A) (C)(B)

Control Room temp. FTA card RNAlater Silica gel Silica gel
(Long-term)

Control Room temp. FTA card Silica gel Silica gel
(Long-term)

Room temp. FTA card RNAlater Silica gel Silica gel
(Long-term)

*

* *
*

*
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Next, abundance on each microbe, microbial pathway, and metabolite was compared to evaluate the 236 

effects of storage methods. Although the differences in microbes and microbial pathways were not 237 

large, metabolites were depleted in the FTA card method (Fig. 4). For each item, statistical tests were 238 

performed between the control condition and each condition, and significant differences were 239 

detected for many of the items, but the differences were not significant after FDR adjustment. 240 

However, for the RNAlater method, some significant differences were found in microbial pathways 241 

abundance even after FDR adjustment; for the FTA card method, several significant differences were 242 

found in genus, microbial pathways, and metabolites even after FDR adjustment (Supplementary 243 

Tables 4 and 5). 244 

 245 

 246 

Fig. 4 Distribution of the fold change of the abundance of each microbe, microbial pathway, and metabolite 247 

compared to that in the control condition. 248 

A boxplot of the fold change of the abundance of each microbe, microbial pathway, and metabolite compared to 249 

that in the control condition is shown. The 10 items with the highest mean value in all samples were used. For the 250 

Mean abundance
in Control(A) Genus

(C) Metabolites

(B) Microbial pathways

Room temperature FTA card RNAlater Silica gel Silica gel
(Long-term)
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FTA card method, the fold change was calculated after conversion to relative abundance, as different units were 251 

used. 252 

 253 

3.2.3 Differences in the rank of individual microbes, microbial pathways, and metabolites due 254 

to storage methods 255 

In the previous section, we analyzed the abundances of each microbe, microbial pathway, and 256 

metabolite. If there was no difference in abundance, the results with one method could be directly 257 

compared to results with a control method. However, if the within-sampling method rankings were 258 

consistent across conditions, the same results would be expected in a case‒control study within each 259 

condition. For each item, we calculated the correlation between the within-control method rankings 260 

and the rankings within each method (Fig. 5 and Supplementary Tables 6 and 7). Overall, genus 261 

showed a high correlation with control method for all methods,however, fewer metabolites showed 262 

significant correlations compared to genus (genus: 92.4%-100%, metabolites: 9.5%-76.2%; 263 

Supplementary Tables 6 and 7). 264 

A comparison of the results with the different methods showed that the highest number of 265 

bacteria and metabolites were preserved when fecal samples were stored in silica gel (Fig. 5a-c). In 266 

addition, the room temperature condition was characterized by a low correlation coefficient for 267 

Bacteroides (Spearman's Rho = 0.273; Supplementary Table 6). The Spearman correlation 268 

coefficients, p-values, and q-values for each microbe, microbial pathway and metabolite are listed in 269 

Supplementary Table 6. 270 

 271 
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 272 

Fig. 5 The silica gel method preservation preserves the intra-ranking of genus, microbial pathway, and 273 

metabolite abundance. 274 

The Spearman correlation coefficients between the control method and each method for each genus, microbial 275 

pathway, and metabolite are shown in the boxplots.  276 

4 Discussion 277 

The purpose of this study was to explore methods of preserving microbes, microbial genes and 278 

metabolites in fecal samples. Among various methods, we focused particularly on fecal sample 279 

storage by drying. To evaluate the microbes, microbial genes, and metabolites in fecal samples, we 280 

performed a comparative analysis with several methods. 281 

First, fecal samples that were preserved with RNAlater could not measure metabolome 282 

contents by CE-TOFMS due to high salt content. In addition, it is standard to normalize by dry/wet 283 

stool weight when measuring metabolite concentrations [21]. However, the FTA card could not be 284 

used to measure stool weight due to the low stool volume. These methods are not considered well 285 

suited for measuring metabolome abundance. 286 

Next, we analyzed (1) qualitative detection, (2) quantitative precision, and (3) quantitative 287 

accuracy for the microbiome, metagenome, and metabolome profiling in fecal samples. In the (1) 288 

qualitative analysis, there were no large differences among all the methods conducted in this study 289 

for the preservation of microbes and microbial pathways. However, there were differences regarding 290 
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Room
temperature

FTA card RNAlater Silica gel Silica gel
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Room
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(Long-term)
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metabolites; the FTA card method resulted in fewer metabolites detected (36.6 ± 5.3% compared to 291 

the control method). It is known that there are local and microenvironmental differences in the 292 

microbiome depending on the location of the stool [22]. Although stool samples were mixed as a 293 

pretreatment in this study, it is possible that the metabolites included in the FTA card were biased 294 

due to the small amount of stool in the FTA card. In the (2) quantitative precision analysis, it was 295 

shown that the microbiome and microbial pathways were preserved with all methods, but the 296 

metabolome had low precision with the FTA card method. The same reason noted above may 297 

regarding large technical replication. In the (3) quantitative accuracy analysis, the difference between 298 

the technical replicates of the control method was smaller than the difference between the control 299 

method and each method in terms of median (Fig. 3). In some methods except for silica gel method, 300 

significant differences were detected. This result suggests that each sampling method affects the 301 

result of microbiome, metagenome, and metabolome profiles. 302 

For the analysis of each microbe, microbial pathway, and metabolite, (1) comparative 303 

quantity analysis and (2) comparative rank analysis for each method were performed. The 304 

comparative quantity analysis indicate that the values are comparable even if the methods are 305 

different. The comparative rank analysis indicates whether the results obtained from comparisons 306 

within the same method are the same. In the comparison analysis of the quantities, significant 307 

differences were detected for some genus, microbial pathways, and metabolites with all methods. In 308 

particular, the FTA card method detected significant differences in the abundances of some items 309 

even after FDR correction. (2) Many genera, microbial pathways, and metabolites were found to be 310 

conserved in the rank analysis. This result suggested that comparisons such as case‒control studies 311 

within the same method would yield the same results. However, fewer metabolites showed 312 

significant correlations compared to genus. When discussing the results of metabolite analysis that 313 

are not significantly correlated, we should be aware of the possibility that differences may appear 314 

depending on the method (Supplementary Tables 6 and 7). Focusing on individual items, the 315 
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rankings of individual microbe and microbial pathway abundance were relatively conserved. 316 

However, for the room temperature method, the low correlation of Bacteroides (Spearman's Rho = 317 

0.273; Supplementary Table 6) may have influenced the relative abundance of other bacteria. 318 

Therefore, the room temperature method may not be suitable for gut microbiome analysis. In 319 

addition, only 76.2% of metabolites were conserved in the abundance of ranking, even with the best 320 

method (Long-term silica gel preservation; Fig. 5c and Supplementary table 7). Especially focusing 321 

on propionate and butyrate, two of the most commonly measured SCFA metabolites, they both 322 

strongly correlated with the silica gel method (butyrate, room temperature: 0.285, FTA card: 0.539, 323 

silica gel: 0.830, silica gel (long-term): 0.952; propionate, room temperature: 0.697, FTA card: 324 

0.340, silica gel: 0.830, silica gel (long-term): 0.952; Supplementary Figure 1).  325 

The following limitations should be considered for our study. First, we analyzed multivariate 326 

data, which included abundances of hundreds of intestinal microbes, microbial pathways, and 327 

metabolites. Therefore, there is a multiple comparison test problem. It is thus necessary to examine 328 

each microbe, microbial pathway, and metabolite in another larger cohort. Second, only healthy 329 

subjects were used in this study. Although the silica gel drying method will be applied to research on 330 

bacteria specific to sick subjects in the future, we did not analyze the gut microbiome and 331 

metabolome of sick subjects. Further validation of the gut microbiome and metabolome of diseased 332 

individuals may be necessary. 333 

In conclusion, fecal sample drying could be used to preserve the fecal microbiome and 334 

metabolome. This drying method could make a significant contribution to microbiome research 335 

when used in larger cohorts.  336 
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11 Supplementary Figure 410 

 411 

Supplementary Figure 1 Scatter plot of propionate and butyrate in control and silica gel method.  412 

Scatter plots were drawn using the mean triplicate values for each subject. The red line represents the regression 413 

curve. 414 
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