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Figure i. Bacteria network analysis 1. Very close networks exist between several bacterial classes, which is shown by the larger number of thick lines (with a distance of 0).

Distant relationships between bacterial classes were also present, represented by thin lines.
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Figure ii. Bacteria networking Il. Very close networks exist between several bacterial classes, which is shown by the larger number of thick lines (with a distance of 0).

Distant relationships between bacterial classes were also present, represented by thin lines.



it {cervegl bl Clos: a0y

srvciomaent | chervwed b Cor

B

Gk armey e

Class

Alphaprotecbacteria
Aconoldasida
Actinobacteria
Actinomycetia
Alphaproteobacteria
Angiosperms
Bacilli
Bacteroidetes
Bacteroidia
Betaproteobacteria

@ caudoviricetes
@ cestoda
@ choanoflagellatea

Distance
-— 00
—_— 02
— 04

0.6

Chromadorea
Clostridia
Conoidasida
Coriobacteriia
Cytophagia
Deltaproteobacteria
Epsilonproteobacteria
Erysipelotrichia
Eurotiomycetes
Exobasidiomycetes
Fibrobacteria
Foraminifera
Fusobacteriia

Gammaproteobacteria

Henviviricetes
Heunggongvirae
Holozoa

Insecta
Kledonobacteria
Mammalia
Maollicutes
Megatvicutes
Rhabaitophora
Saccharomycetes
Spirochaetales
Synergistia

Ustilaginomycetes

Figure iii. Baseline samples network analysis I. The connections between members of the different classes seemed very close due to the thickness of the lines connecting
them. Notably, classes with longer distances were fewer than those with shorter distances (connections) in baseline samples.
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Figure iv. Baseline network analysis Il. The connections between members of the different classes seemed very close due to the thickness of the lines connecting them. Notably, classes

with longer distances were fewer than those with shorter distances (connections) in baseline samples.



Mescrsartorya

Magrismar e

94

_

— i'_'/

Feigae

sl |{cleringdl
)

Progioritmciriug
wrpcdzrmeifiasc] | clesrivesc] iR

FIME CCOCOUS

s Fanily ML Incerioe: Sesdis)
norfizakium

cFrabmcum

Lactocnoous
Rbwodorrseudomonas

Riyocococors -

Bordestedln

B esgirylicrsctesrinem

AR S

el

Class

Aconoidasida
Actinobacteria
Alphaproteocbacteria
Angiosperms
Bacilli

Bacteroidia
Betaproteobacteria
Caudoviricetes
Cestoda
Choanoflagellatea
Chromadorea
Clostridia
Coriobacteriia
Cyanophyceae
Diothideomycetes
Erysipelotrichia

Eurotiomycetes

Distance

Foraminifera
Fusobacteriia
Gammaprotecbacteria
Holozoa

Insecta

Leotiomycetes
Mammalia

Mollicutes
Megativicutes
Rhabditophora
Saccharomycetes
Saccharomycotina
Schizosaccharomycetes
Sordariomycetes
Synergistia
Thermoleophilia

Tremellomycetes

Figure v. Day 1 network analysis I. Although the connections between members of the different classes seemed very close due to the thickness of the lines connecting
them, the networks in day 1 samples look fewer than that of baseline samples, albeit the differences are hardly discernible.
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Figure vi. Day 1 network analysis Il. Although the connections between members of the different classes seemed very close due to the thickness of the lines connecting

them, the networks in day 1 samples look fewer than that of baseline samples, albeit the differences are hardly discernible.
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Figure vii. Day 2 network analysis I. The connections between class members of day 2 samples are close-knit, but fewer than those found in baseline and day 1 samples,

suggesting a thinning effect of antibiotics on the microbiota and their networks.
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Figure viii. Day 2 network analysis Il. The connections between class members of day 2 samples are close-knit, but fewer than those found in baseline and day 1 samples,
suggesting a thinning effect of antibiotics on the microbiota and their networks.
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Figure ix. Day 7 network analysis I. Notably, the network interactions between the members of different classes increases to baseline levels on day 7, as shown by the 0.0
network distances between them. This suggests that the microbiota grows back during the 7*" day and beyond as antibiotic-resistant, tolerant, and persistent strains

recolonise the microbiome.
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Figure x. Day 7 samples network analysis. Notably, the network interactions between the members of different classes increases to baseline levels on day 7, as shown by
the 0.0 network distances between them. This suggests that the microbiota grows back during the 7th day and beyond as antibiotic-resistant, tolerant, and persistent

strains recolonise the microbiome.
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Figure xi. Parasites network analysis I. The connection between parasites in the patients’ are relatively minor as the distance between the parasitic members were more
separated than that of bacteria, with only Trypanosoma, Planococcus, Trichomonas, and Drosophila being very closely connected.
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Figure xii. Parasites network analysis Il. The connection between parasites in the patients’ are relatively minor as the distance between the parasitic members were more

separated than that of bacteria



