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Abstract 29 

Background: Decompensated liver cirrhosis (dLC) is associated with a dysbalanced microbiome, 30 

however, reasons for those observaUons and resulUng consequences for paUents are largely 31 

unexplored. We aimed to characterize bacterial and fungal components of gut microbiota applying 32 

quanUtaUve genome-resolved metagenomics and invesUgate their relaUon with gut barrier integrity, 33 

inflammaUon and how this impacts the clinical outcome of dLC paUents. 34 

Methods: Samples were collected prospecUvely from 95 consecuUve hospitalized dLC paUents 35 

between 2017 and 2022. Metagenomic shot-gun sequencing coupled to flow-cytometric analyses were 36 

performed for qualitaUve and quanUtaUve insights into gut microbiota on a composiUonal and 37 

funcUonal level. Plasma, CRP, Zonulin and CD163 were measured to invesUgate host funcUons. 38 

CompeUng risk analyses were performed to compare cirrhosis-related complicaUons within 90 days. 39 

Results: Median baseline MELD was 16 and median age 57.6 years. PaUents were clustered into three 40 

groups (G1-G3) showing greatly disUnct microbial pa*erns. G1 displayed lowest diversity and highest 41 

Enterococcus relaUve abundance (77.97 %), whereas G2 was dominated by Bifidobacteria (52.31 %). 42 

G3 was most diverse and clustered most closely with HC. Bacterial concentraUons in paUents were 43 

lower compared with HC (median 2.65 x 109 cells/gram stool), especially for G1 (median of 2.65 x 109 44 

cells/gram stool); G2 and G3 were in-between the two. Fungi were primarily detected in paUent 45 

samples and an overgrowth in G1 that was dominated by Candida spp (51.63 %) was observed. 46 

Moreover, G1-paUents most frequently received anUbioUcs (n=33; 86.8 %) at baseline and had higher 47 

plasma levels of Zonulin (p=0.044), CD163 (p=0.019) and a numerically higher incidence of infecUons 48 

(p=0.09).  49 

Conclusion: Different bacterial clusters were observed at qualitaUve and quanUtaUve levels and 50 

correlated with fungal abundance. AnUbioUc treatment contributed to dysbiosis in paUents with dLC, 51 

which translated into impairment of the intesUnal barrier, translocaUon and systemic inflammaUon.   52 
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Introduc9on 53 

Chronic liver diseases are frequently accompanied by changes of the intesUnal microbiome.1 54 

AlteraUons can already be detected in early stages of liver disease and become increasingly aggravated 55 

with the progression of hepaUc fibrosis.1 2 Finally, paUents with decompensated liver cirrhosis exhibit 56 

a disrupted microbiome, characterized by a dramaUcally increased abundance of potenUally 57 

pathogenic bacteria and a reducUon of commensal microbes.3 ParUcularly, elevated proporUons of the 58 

pathobionts Enterococcus, Streptococcus and Enterobacteriacae have been reported.4 Along with a 59 

dysbalanced bacterial composiUon are altered microbiome funcUons resulUng in decreased levels of 60 

bacterial key metabolites, such as short chain fa*y acids (SCFA) and secondary bile acids (sBA). SCFA 61 

are fermentaUon end-products with acetate, butyrate and propionate as the main components that 62 

are generated by a myriad of diverse taxa that show decreased abundances in cirrhosis.5 6 7 8  63 

Physiologically, SCFA feed the epithelium promoUng an intact gut barrier and act anU-inflammatory via 64 

modulaUng the immune landscape.9 Reduced levels of SCFA-producing bacteria with a concomitant 65 

increase of pathobionts impair the intesUnal barrier, which may facilitate the translocaUon of 66 

proinflammatory components into the circulaUon. This may significantly contribute to systemic 67 

inflammaUon in paUents with cirrhosis, which is considered to be a key factor for the development of 68 

cirrhosis-associated immune dysfuncUon (CAID), infecUon suscepUbility, hepaUc decompensaUon (e.g. 69 

encephalopathy) and acute-on-chronic-liver failure (ACLF).10 11 1213 14 However, causes of intesUnal 70 

dysbiosis and direct clinical consequences in paUents with end-stage liver disease remain largely 71 

unexplored as studies including a clinical follow-up remain sparse in this populaUon. Recently, Lehmann 72 

and colleagues demonstrated that a lower intesUnal diversity with an abundance of either Entercocci 73 

or Enterobacterales species was linked to a lack of intesUnal SCFA and a higher risk for infecUons in 74 

paUents with end-stage liver cirrhosis undergoing liver transplantaUon. Importantly, they also 75 

documented that these severe alteraUons of the gut microbiota were not present in all paUents with 76 

advanced liver cirrhosis.15 A relaUve Enterococcus abundance of greater than 20 % was observed in 77 
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only 40 %, while in about 25 % of the paUents microbiome diversity was not different from healthy 78 

individuals.15  79 

Reasons for the differences in the microbiota among cirrhoUc paUents sUll need to be determined. One 80 

of the factors that might significantly interact with the microbiome is concomitant medicaUon. The 81 

frequent need for anUbioUcs to treat or prevent infecUons in these paUents may induce collateral 82 

damage on gut microbiota and influence of frequently prescribed drugs on the intesUnal microbes 83 

needs, hence, to be determined in the serng of end stage liver disease. Furthermore, bacteria are not 84 

the only members of the intesUnal microbiota. Recently, the role of the mycobiome gained a*enUon 85 

in the context of liver disease and reduced bacterial diversity has also been linked to dysbioUc 86 

composiUons of intesUnal fungi.16 However, only li*le is known about the relevance of fungal dysbiosis 87 

in advanced cirrhosis and how it influences the clinical course. MycoUc infecUons, such as spontaneous 88 

fungal peritoniUs, are rare, but severe complicaUons in paUents with end stage liver disease and the 89 

role of fungi in the context of inflammaUon is sUll largely in the dark. 17 90 

Both treatment of complicaUons and their prevenUon are essenUal for paUents with decompensated 91 

liver cirrhosis. This implicates the quesUon whether disUnct microbial features can funcUon as a novel 92 

tool in risk straUficaUon and as a therapeuUc target in clinical management. Therefore, it is essenUal 93 

not only to idenUfy unfavorable microbial features but gain a detailed understanding for their reason 94 

and pathophysiological consequences. Our study provides novel quanUtaUve insights into gut 95 

microbiota in in the serng of end stage liver disease. We invesUgated the impact of medicaUon on the 96 

interplay between bacterial and fungal components of gut microbiota and how this affects the clinical 97 

phenotype of paUents with decompensated liver cirrhosis in terms of inflammaUon and cirrhosis-98 

associated complicaUons.  99 
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Methods 100 

Study cohort 101 

All paUents were recruited from INFEKTA registry, a prospecUve observaUonal study including 102 

consecuUve paUents with decompensated liver cirrhosis and ascites (German Clinical Trials Registry ID 103 

DRKS00010664). Inclusion criteria are evidence of liver cirrhosis, presence of ascites requiring at least 104 

one paracentesis and age of 18 or higher. Exclusion criteria were defined as malignant ascites, HIV-105 

infecUon, congenital immunodeficiencies and presence of any cancer disease, except for hepatocellular 106 

carcinoma within the Milan criteria18. Furthermore, paUents with a history of organ transplantaUon, 107 

except for those with recurrent cirrhosis aOer a liver transplant, and complete portal vein thrombosis 108 

were excluded. For our analysis, we enrolled all of 95 consecuUve paUents who were treated at 109 

Hannover Medical School between 2017 and 2022 and for whom at least one stool sample was 110 

available. A number of 19 healthy subjects served as control group (HC). 111 

 112 

Clinical data and endpoints 113 

Dietary quesUonnaires were available for a number of 86 paUents. The date of sample collecUon was 114 

defined as baseline. Liver transplantaUon (LTx)-free survival and occurrence of cirrhosis-related 115 

complicaUons were observed during 90 days of follow-up. The following clinical complicaUons were 116 

assessed: 117 

- any infecUons, as described previously19 118 

- acute-on-chronic-liver-failure (ACLF), as described previously 20 119 

- overt hepaUc encephalopathy (oHE), according to the West Haven criteria 21. 120 

 121 

  122 
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Processing of fecal samples and bioinforma9cs analyses 123 

DNA was extracted using the ZymoBIOMICS Miniprep Kit (ZYMO, USA) according to the manufacturer’s 124 

protocoll. For metagenomic analyses libraries were prepared (Illumina DNA Prep, Illumina, San Diego, 125 

United States) and subsequently sequenced on an Illumina NovaSeq 6000 in paired-end mode (2 × 150 126 

bp) as described previously.22 Raw reads were quality filtered using Kneaddata (Hu*enhower lab; 127 

v0.7.2) and subjected to metaPhlan4 to obtain taxonomic composiUon. For determining pathways of 128 

specific key funcUons, namely, producUon of the SCFAs butyrate and propionate and of secondary bile 129 

acids, gene catalogues from UHGG.v2 representaUve were used for mapping via BBmap (from JGI; 130 

v38.22; paired-end mode) as described previously.22,23 ReconstrucUon of genomes was done using 131 

metaWRAP (v1.3.0) as outlined previously using cut-offs of 80 % completeness and 10 % 132 

contaminaUon. 22 Genomes were annotated based on the genome taxonomy database (gtdb) using 133 

gtdb-tk (v2.1.0).24 134 

Bacterial load, expressed as bacterial concentraUon per gram stool, was determined by fluorescent 135 

staining combined with flow cytometry as described previously. 22 136 

For mycobiome analyses the ITS region was amplified using a two-step approach as outlined in 25 and 137 

obtained amplicons were sequenced on Illumina MiSeq (2 × 300 bp) as described previously. 22 138 

Sequences were processed via the DADA2 pipeline (v1.20) in R (4.2.2) and annotated by blasUng 139 

merged sequences against the UNTIE database (v29.11.22) where 70 % idenUty and 70 % query 140 

coverage were set as cut-offs. The number of reads assigned as fungal origin were recorded for 141 

abundance esUmaUons. For metagenomic based analyses quality filtered and decontaminated reads 142 

were mapped to fungal reference sequences using BBmap and relaUve abundance is expressed as 143 

percentage of mapped reads of total reads. 144 

Hierarchical clustering was based on Bray CurUs dissimilariUes (BC) using the funcUons vegdist and 145 

hclust (method=ward.D2) from the vegan package (v2.5.7). Networks were based on Spearman 146 

correlaUons (p<0.01 and Spearman’s rho>0.3) and were visualized via cytoscape (v3.7.2). PhylogeneUc 147 
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trees were constructed from single copy house-keeping genes using gtdb-tk. DetecUon of vanA, vanB 148 

and vanC genes in samples was done by ariba. 149 

 150 

Measurement of plasma Zonulin and CD163 levels 151 

Plasma zonulin and CD163 levels were measured in a number of 82 paUents with available plasma 152 

samples as surrogate for intesUnal permeability and macrophage acUvaUon following bacterial 153 

translocaUon. Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays (catalog number abx151842, abbexa, Leiden, NL 154 

and DC1630, R&D Systems, Minneapolis, MN) were performed according to the respecUve 155 

manufacturer`s instrucUons. 156 

 157 

Sta9s9cal analysis 158 

Baseline characterisUcs of paUents were analyzed using IBM SPSS StaUsUcs (Version 28, IBM®, New 159 

York) and R StaUsUcal SoOware (version 4.2.0, R foundaUon for staUsUcal CompuUng, Vienna, Austria) 160 

with the “tableone” package. Categorial values are depicted as number and percentage and compared 161 

in a Chi-Square test. ConUnuous parameters, shown as median and interquarUle range (IQR) were 162 

analyzed with Man-Whitney-U test or with Kruskal-Wallis-test for comparisons of more than two 163 

groups. CorrelaUon of paUent parameters with bacterial and fungal microbiota were done in R using 164 

regression analyses (funcUon lm) and spearman correlaUon. Boxplots were created with GraphPad 165 

Prism (version 10.0). CompeUng risk analyses were done with R commander and plugin “EZR”. 166 

CompeUng risk analyses were performed to compare LTx-free survival and the cirrhosis-associated 167 

complicaUons (treaUng LTx or LTx and death as compeUtors, respecUvely). PaUents were censored with 168 

the Ume point of LTx or end of follow-up. In a first step, the clinical outcome of microbiota groups was 169 

compared. Here, G1 funcUoned as reference group. A number of three paUents clustered with HC and 170 

were therefore not considered for group comparisons. In a second step, the impact of increased Zonulin 171 
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(median HC Zonulin level fourfold increased) and elevated CD163 concentraUons (median HC CD163 172 

level tenfold increased) on clinical complicaUons was analyzed. 173 

 174 

Ethics 175 

Our study was approved by the ethics commi*ee of Hannover Medical School (Nr. 3188-2016) and 176 

respected the declaraUons of Helsinki. All paUents gave permission for the analysis of their data and 177 

biomaterial in the form of wri*en informed consent.  178 
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Results 179 

Clinical characteris9cs of the overall study cohort 180 

Median age was 57.6 years and 76.1 % were male paUents (n=70). Median baseline MELD was 16 (Table 181 

1a). Most common cause of cirrhosis was alcohol-related (n=59; 64.1 %). At the Ume point of stool 182 

collecUon, 8.7 % of the paUents (n=8) was diagnosed with SBP, almost a third (n=28; 30.4) had any 183 

infecUon, 14.1 % had ACLF (n=13) and 16.3 % (n=15) showed symptoms of oHE.  184 

 185 

Table 1a. Baseline characterisUcs. 186 

 All patients 
(n=95) 

Group 1  
(n=39) 

Group 2 
(n=24) 

Group 3 
(n=29) 

p value* 

Age (y) 57.6  
(50.9-65.5) 

59.41  
(51.07-65.33) 

56.64  
(52.98-60.88) 

55.83  
(50.63-71.73) 

0.715 
 

Sex 
- Male 
- Female 

 
70 (76.1) 
22 (23.9) 

 
29 (74.4) 
10 (25.6) 

 
18 (75.0) 
6 (25.0) 

 
23 (79.3) 
6 (20.7) 

0.885 
 

Etiology** 
- ALD 
- MetALD 
- MASLD 
- Viral 
- PSC 
- PBC 
- AIH 
- cryptogenic 
- others 

 
45 (48.9) 
14 (15.2) 
9 (9.8) 
5 (5.4) 
4 (4.3) 
3 (3.3) 
7 (7.6) 
10 (10.9) 
8 (8.7) 

 
18 (46.2) 
4 (10.3) 
2 (5.1) 
3 (7.7) 
1 (2.6) 
2 (5.1) 
2 (5.1) 
6 (15.4) 
4 (10.3) 

 
14 (58.3) 
4 (16.7) 
3 (12.5) 
1 (4.2) 
2 (8.3) 
0 (0.0) 
2 (8.3) 
1 (4.2) 
0 (0.0) 

 
13 (44.8) 
6 (20.7) 
4 (13.8) 
1 (3.4) 
1 (3.4) 
1 (3.4) 
3 (10.3) 
3 (10.3) 
4 (13.8) 

 
0.559 
0.483 
0.430 
0.710 
0.530 
0.537 
0.716 
0.379 
0.187 

      
MELD 16 (12-22) 18 (14-24) 

 
15 (12-20) 
 

12 (10-14) 
 

0.004 
 

SBP at BL 8 (8.7) 3 (7.7) 
 

1 (4.2) 
 

4 (13.8) 
 

0.445 
 

Infection at BL 28 (30.4) 12 (30.8) 
 

9 (37.5) 
 

7 (24.1) 
 

0.574 
 

ACLF at BL 13 (14.1) 8 (20.5) 
 

4 (16.7) 
 

1 (3.4) 
 

0.125 
 

HE at BL 15 (16.3) 7 (17.9) 
 

4 (16.7) 
 

4 (13.8) 
 

0.899 
 

      
Laboratory values 
 

     

White blood cells (Tsd/µl) 6.00  
(3.80-8.85) 

6.30  
(3.65-10.55) 

5.70  
(3.08-8.18) 

4.60  
(4.20-8.10) 

0.703 
 

Red blood cells (Mio/ µl) 3.00  
(2.58-3.44) 

2.77  
(2.46-3.20) 

3.01  
(2.75-3.42) 

3.20  
(2.85-3.45) 

0.093 
 

Hemoglobin (g/dl) 9.35  
(8.23-11.10) 

9.00  
(7.80-9.80) 

9.35  
(8.65-10.32) 

10.30  
(8.50-11.60) 

0.052 
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Platelets (Tsd/µl) 101.50  
(61.50-168.75) 

94.00  
(57.50-145.00) 

85.50  
(61.25-201.25) 

117.00  
(88.00-152.00) 

0.310 
 

INR 1.31 (1.16-
1.56) 

1.48  
(1.27-1.62) 

1.38  
(1.20-1.51) 

1.16  
(1.10-1.32) 

0.001 
 

Potassium (mmol/l) 4.1 (3.8-4.6) 4.20  
(3.85-4.60) 

3.90  
(3.70-4.32) 

4.30  
(3.90-4.60) 

0.259 
 

Sodium (mmol/l) 134.50 
(131.00-
138.00) 

134.00 
(131.00-
136.00) 

136.00 
(132.75- 
139.00) 

134.00 
(130.00- 
137.00) 

0.294 
 

Bilirubin (µmol/l) 27.00  
(14.00-94.00) 

55.00  
(18.50-134.50) 

21.00  
(15.00-46.75) 

17.50  
(11.75-44.75) 

0.021 
 

Creatinine (µmol/l) 115.00 (90.00-
143.00) 

115.00 (96.50-
139.00) 
 

119.00 (88.75- 
144.75) 
 

114.50 (80.50- 
139.50) 
 

0.815 
 

AST (U/l) 42.00 (32.00-
66.75) 

46.00 (33.00-
75.50) 
 

39.50 (33.00-
53.00) 
 

41.00 (32.00-
82.00) 
 

0.683 
 

ALT (U/l) 26.00  
(18.00-45.00) 

26.50  
(19.25-44.25) 

25.50  
(17.75-32.50) 

24.00  
(17.00-52.00) 

0.960 
 

AP (U/l) 142.50 
(101.25-
201.50) 

134.00 (98.00-
168.00) 

152.00 (92.75-
220.25) 

162.00 
(116.00-
220.00) 

0.182 
 

Gamma-GT (U/l) 118.00  
(59.50-221.00) 

90.00  
(43.50-170.50) 

151.00  
(73.00-257.50) 

142.00  
(71.00-259.00) 

0.041 
 

CRP (mg/l) 16.80  
(8.00-30.00) 

21.40  
(9.40-32.40) 

11.50  
(6.05-24.75) 

14.20  
(8.15-21.65) 

0.183 
 

Serum-cholinesterase 
(kU/l) 

2.04  
(1.26-2.71) 

1.54  
(1.18-2.20) 

2.09  
(1.50-2.96) 

2.21  
(1.37-3.26) 

0.183 
 

Albumin (g/l) 30.00  
(25.00-35.00) 

28.00  
(26.00-31.00) 

33.00  
(25.00-36.00) 

28.00  
(27.00-33.00) 

0.467 
 

      
Diabetes mellitus 24 (26.1) 7 (17.9) 8 (33.3) 9 (31.0) 0.307 
Active alcohol 
consumption 

9 (10.2) 2 (5.6) 2 (8.3) 5 (17.9) 0.256 

      
Medication 
 

     

Any antibiotics within one 
week before BL 

67 (75.3) 33 (89.2) 19 (79.2) 15 (51.7) 0.004 

Norfloxacin within 1 week 
before BL 

11 (12.2) 7 (18.9) 1 (4.2) 3 (10.3) 0.213 

Rifaximin within 1 week 
before BL 

38 (41.3) 14 (35.9) 16 (66.7) 8 (27.6) 0.011 

Any other antibiotics 

- Vancomycin 

- Meropenem 

- Ampicillin/Sulbactam 

-Piperacillin/Tazobactam 

- Ceftriaxone 

- Clindamycin 

39 (42.4) 

 

6 (6.2) 

7 (7.6) 

7 (7.6) 

10 (10.9) 

11 (12.0) 

3 (3.3) 

28 (71.8) 

 

6 (15.4) 

5 (12.8) 

5 (12.8) 

8 (20.5) 

9 (23.1) 

1 (2.6) 

4 (16.7) 

 

0 (0.0) 

1 (4.2) 

1 (4.2) 

1 (4.2) 

1 (4.2) 

0 (0.0) 

7 (24.1) 

 

0 (0.0) 

1 (3.4) 

1 (3.4) 

1 (3.4) 

1 (3.4) 

2 (6.9) 

<0.001 

 

0.013 

0.269 

0.269 

0.039 

0.019 

0.353 

Number of different 
antibiotics 

1.00  
(0.00-2.00) 

2.00  
(1.00-2.50) 

1.00  
(0.00-1.00) 

1.00  
(0.00-1.00) 

<0.001 
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Non selective beta 
blockers at BL 

48 (52.7) 19 (50.0) 
 

13 (54.2) 
 

16 (55.2) 
 

0.904 
 

Carvedilol 40 (44.0) 18 (47.4) 11 (45.8) 11 (37.9) 0.726 
Propranolol 8 (8.8) 1 (2.6) 

 
2 (8.3) 
 

5 (17.2) 
 

0.112 
 

Proton pump inhibitors at 
BL 

74 (81.3) 32 (84.2) 
 

18 (75.0) 
 

24 (82.8) 
 

0.644 
 

Lactulose at BL 57 (62.6) 23 (60.5) 
 

19 (79.2) 
 

15 (51.7) 
 

0.114 
 

Ornithine aspartate at BL 28 (30.8) 8 (21.1) 
 

12 (50.0) 
 

8 (27.6) 
 

0.050 
 

Values as number (percentage) or median (interquartile range). * Chi-Square was used for comparison of categorical variables, Fisher-187 
Freeman-Halton´s exact for categorial covariables with less than five cases/field. Kruskal-Wallis test was performed for continuous values. 188 
**Results in more than 100 % due to mixed etiology. 189 

 190 

Gut bacteria clustered into three composi9onally dis9nct groups that varied in concentra9ons and 191 

in abundances of key func9ons 192 

Diversity and composiUon of gut bacteria varied widely between paUents and hierarchical clustering 193 

suggested three groups that were separated form healthy controls (HC). Group one (G1) was 194 

dominated by Enterococcus sp (77.97 % (51.67-95.44)), whereas Bifidobacteria were most abundant in 195 

group two (G2) (52.31 % (42.82-65.52)) (Figure 1A; Suppl. figure 1). The third group (G3) clustered 196 

most closely with HC showed a diverse pa*ern. Diversity based on observed species and the Shannon 197 

index was greatly disUnct between groups, where G1 showed lowest values of 10 (8-17) (observed 198 

species) and 0.74 (0.22-1.37) (Shannon) followed by G2 (56 (42-79); 2.17 (1.98-2.62)) and G3 (62 (44-199 

87); 2.72 (2.23-3.02)). HC displayed highest diversiUes with 261 (200 - 313) species and a Shannon index 200 

of  3.94 (3.68-4.28) (Figure 1A; Suppl. figure 1). Bacterial concentraUons determined by flow cytometry 201 

followed this pa*ern: G1 was characterized by a low bacterial load of 2.65 x 109 cells/gram stool (1.21 202 

x 109-6.67 x 109) , which was 2 factors of magnitude lower compared with HC (2.38 x 1011 cells/gram 203 

stool (1.71 x 109-3.16 x 109). G2 and G3 showed higher values of 2.55 x 1010 cells/gram stool (5.52 x 204 

109-3.77 x 1010) and 1.52 x 1010 cells/gram stool (7.40 x 109-2.65 x 1010), respecUvely, that were, 205 

however, sUll markedly below HC. Similar were results of abundances of microbial key pathways 206 

encoding enzymes for the synthesis of the SCFA butyrate and propionate as well as for secondary bile 207 

acids (sBA) (Figure 1A). Genes associated with butyrate and sBA were almost absent in G1 and also 208 
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lower in G2 (6.47 % (1.06-10.59) and 0.00 % (0.00-0.20)) and G3 (13.02 % (2.27-24.29) and 0.03 % (0.00-209 

0.71)) compared with HC, where 31.49 % (26.57-33.49) and 0.54 % (0.33-1.21), respecUvely, of 210 

calculated genomes harbored genes of those pathways (Figure 1A; Suppl. figure 2). Propionate 211 

pathways had higher values in paUent groups G2 (pdiol: 5.82 % (2.47-14.26), suc: 8.66 % (2.94-16.48)) 212 

and G3 (pdiol: 10.49 % (5.30-26.31), suc: 13.02 % (2.27-24.29)) displaying similar concentraUons as 213 

those observed in HC (pdiol: 7.04 (5.03-8.69), suc: 12.12 (6.53-16.57)); with a few excepUons those 214 

pathways were lower in samples derived from G1. 215 

CorrelaUon analyses revealed separate clustering of signature taxa of individual groups. E. faecium, 216 

which was the main Enterococcus species, was negaUvely associated with a variety of other taxa such 217 

as G2’s Bifidobacteria species that, apart from B. breve and B. den=um, clustered closely together 218 

(Figure 1B). Other taxa specific for G1, namely, Streptococcus thermophilus also correlated negaUvely 219 

with several taxa of G2 and HC. Faecalibacterium prausnitzii of HC formed a counterpart that was 220 

posiUvely associated with a variety of taxa of HC as well as of G2 and G3, whose nodes formed a 221 

separate group. 222 

In total, we assembled 645 high-quality genomes of paUent samples, where 59 and 62 genomes were 223 

annotated as Enterococcus and Bifidobacteria, respecUvely (Figure 1C). The former was primarily 224 

derived from samples of G1, where genomes were retrieved from 37 (94.9 %) samples and the bulk 225 

was annotated as E. faecium. In five samples two genomes of this taxon were obtained (one sample 226 

harbored three Enterococci genomes) with an average completeness of 97.79 % ± 3.84 % and a 227 

contaminaUon of 0.84 % ± 1.17 %. Genes associated with Vancomycin resistance were detected in 14 228 

samples (11 (38 %) in G1), however, apart from vanC in all three E. gallinarum strains E. faecium 229 

genomes were suspiciously devoid of vanA,B genes, most probably due to their presence on plasmids. 230 

For Bifidobacteria, genomes from several disUnct species were assembled that primarily derived from 231 

samples of G2. Their average completeness was 95.59 % ± 5.55 % with a contaminaUon of 2.07 % ± 232 

2.21 % and up to four genomes were detected in one sample. 233 

 234 
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Figure 1. Bacterial communi=es of pa=ents and healthy controls (HC). Panel A shows hierarchical clustering result 236 

along with composi=on on the genus level for all samples yielding three dis=nct pa=ent groups (G1-G3) and a 237 

separate HC group (the black stars mark samples from pa=ents that grouped together with HC). Below bacterial 238 

cell concentra=ons measured by flow cytometry (bacterial concentra=on) as well as rela=ve abundances of 239 

pathways for the synthesis of butyrate, propionate (two pathways) and secondary bile acids are given. In panel B 240 

network of bacterial species based on correla=on analysis is given, where node size refers to mean abundance of 241 

each species and colors of edges represent posi=ve (blue) and nega=ve (red) correla=ons. Species primarily 242 

associated with a specific group from hierarchical clustering are color coded. Panel C shows phylogene=c trees 243 

for genomes of Enterococcus and Bifidobacteria assembled from metagenomes of pa=ent samples along with 244 

their basic quality parameters completeness and contamina=on. Group origins of genomes are indicated by color 245 

and presence of genes encoding vancomycin resistance (vanABC) in respec=ve samples is given; the violet triangle 246 

signifies vanC detec=on on genomes. 247 

 248 

Abundances of fungi were greatly dis9nct between pa9ent groups and correlated with specific 249 

bacterial taxa 250 

We analyzed fungal organisms based on three methods, namely, (i) amplificaUon and sequencing of 251 

the ITS region and by two metagenome-based analyses comprising (ii) a custom workflow based on 252 

mapping reads to a comprehensive fungal database comprising a mulUtude of fungal genes and (iii) 253 

MetaPhlan4 that uses specific single copy marker genes. Results between ITS and the custom 254 

metagenomic approach were largely congruent and detected much higher fungal abundances in G1 255 

compared with other groups (Figure 2A; Suppl. figure 1). Samples of HC were largely devoid of fungal 256 

communiUes. Four genera dominated fungal composiUons with species belonging to Candida spp being 257 

the most abundant ((51.63 % (6.53-95.45)). Fungi of the related genus Nakaseomyces (0.00 % (0.00-258 

13.24)) and of the family Saccharomycetaceae, Saccharomyces (0.12 % (0.0-7.00)) and Kluyveromyces 259 

(0.00 % (0.00-0.01)) were detected in paUents as well, where results of ITS and the custom 260 

bioinformaUc approach yielded congruent insights (Figure 2A). Results based on MetaPlan4 were 261 

supporUng the general trend of G1 being most colonized by fungi, however, the method could only 262 

detect taxa of the genera Candida and Saccharomyces, and showed lower sensiUviUes. 263 
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 264 

Figure 2. Fungal communi=es of pa=ents and healthy controls (HC). Results in panel A are displayed according to 265 

groupings based on hierarchical clustering result of bacterial communi=es that are shown in Figure 1. Three 266 

different methods were applied based on (i) amplifica=on of ITS region, (ii) custom metagenomic analysis and (iii) 267 

MetaPhlan4. Fungal concentra=ons measured by reads associated with fungi derived from the individual 268 

methods are given as black bars, whereas composi=on on the genus level is given in the three barplots below 269 

(same order as above). In panel B a network of fungal species and associated bacterial species based on 270 

correla=on analyses is given, where node size refers to mean abundance of each species and colors of edges 271 

represent posi=ve (blue) and nega=ve (red) correla=ons. Bacterial species primarily associated with a specific 272 

group from hierarchical clustering are color coded (compare Figure 1). 273 

 274 

CorrelaUon analyses between bacterial and fungal species revealed a clear pa*ern, where total 275 

concentraUons of fungi were posiUvely correlated only with bacterial taxa of G1 (E. faecium and S. 276 

thermophilus), whereas bacteria of samples from other paUent groups were all negaUvely correlated 277 
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with total fungi and individual fungal species. A few species (n=5) formed a separate module (Figure 278 

2B). 279 

 280 

An9bio9c treatment significantly contributes to dis9nct intes9nal microbiota composi9ons 281 

No differences in age and cirrhosis eUology was detected between groups, whereas median MELD was 282 

higher in G1 than in the other groups. AdministraUon of frequently prescribed drugs, e.g. non selecUve 283 

beta blockers and proton pump inhibitors was almost equally distributed over the paUent cohort (Table 284 

1a). Furthermore, dietary and lifestyle habits were comparable between groups (Table 1b). 285 

A high proporUon of 75.3 % (n=67) received anUbioUc treatment within one week before stool was 286 

provided (Table 1a). The number of paUents with intake of any anUbioUcs differed significantly between 287 

groups (p=0.004), where G1 contained the highest quanUty of paUents with anUbioUc treatment (n=33; 288 

86.8 %), followed by G2 (n=19; 79.2 %). Furthermore, the median number of different anUbioUcs per 289 

paUent was significantly higher in G1 (p<0.001). In addiUon, the type of administered anUbioUcs 290 

differed. Besides a significantly higher intake of CeOriaxone in paUents from G1 (p=0.019), also the 291 

administraUon of Vancomycin (p=0.013) and Piperacillin/Tazobactam (p=0.039) was higher in this 292 

group, whereas anUbioUc treatment in G2 was mainly dominated by Rifaximin (n=16; 66.7 %; p=0.011) 293 

(Table 1a).   294 
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Table 1b. Diet and lifestyle of the study cohort. 295 

 All patients 
(n=86) 

Group 1 (n=35) Group 2 (n=24) Group 3 (n=27) p value* 

Coffee 

drinkers 

57 (66.3) 25 (71.4) 
 

13 (54.2) 
 

19 (70.4) 
 

0.334 
 

Smokers 31 (32.0) 12 (32.4) 
 

11 (45.8) 
 

8 (29.6) 
 

0.432 
 

Vegetarian 5 (5.8) 2 (6.1) 
 

1 (4.2) 
 

2 (7.4) 
 

0.887 
 

> 2 fruits/day 22 (26.5) 7 (21.9) 
 

7 (29.2) 
 

8 (29.6) 
 

0.750 
 

vegetable 
intake ≥ 5 
days/week 

45 (60.8) 20 (66.7) 
 

10 (50.0) 
 

15 (62.5) 
 

0.486 
 

 296 

 297 

Abundance of Enterococcus is linked to an increase in surrogate markers of an impaired intes9nal 298 

barriers and bacterial transloca9on  299 

Significantly greater concentraUons of Zonulin were discovered in cirrhosis paUents compared to HC 300 

(9.5 ng/ml (6.4-16.3) vs. 4.2 ng/ml (2.8-8.7); p=0.023). PaUents of G1 reached highest median Zonulin 301 

values that exceeded the measured levels of the other paUents significantly (12.8 ng/ml (8.0-17.6) vs. 302 

8.2 ng/ml (5.2-13.6); p=0.044) (Figure 3A, B). Similarly, CD163 concentraUons were significantly 303 

elevated in LC paUents contrasted to healthy subjects (2193.0 ng/ml (1377.0-3290.8) vs. 388.0 ng/ml 304 

(359.5-507.5); p<0.001). Likewise, G1 exhibited significantly higher CD163 levels than the other 305 

paUents (2544.9 ng/ml (1448.4-4151.4) vs. 1836.0 ng/ml (1356.6-2565.3); p=0.019) (Figure 3 C, D).  306 

 307 

  308 
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 316 

 317 

Figure 3. Zonulin levels were higher in pa=ents than in HC (p=0.023) (A). Among cirrhosis pa=ents, G1 displayed 318 

significantly higher Zonulin concentra=ons than the other pa=ents (p=0.044) (B). CD163 concentra=ons in 319 

cirrhosis pa=ents exceeded those of HC (p<0.001) (C), with highest values in G1 compared to the other pa=ents 320 

(p=0.019) (D). 321 

 322 

Microbiota profiles, impaired intes9nal barrier and increased transloca9on translate in a numerical 323 

increase of certain cirrhosis-associated complica9ons 324 

In the overall study cohort, 27.2 % (n=25) of the paUents died or underwent LTx within 90 days (Table 325 

2a). Almost a third acquired any infecUon 30.4 % (n=28) with spontaneous bacterial peritoniUs (SBP) 326 

being the most frequent (n=13; 46.4 %) (Table 2b). MycoUc infecUons were detected in 6.5 % (n=6) 327 

subjects within the observaUonal period, with candida esophagiUs in 3 cases, UTI in 2 paUents and 328 

peritoniUs in one case. Moreover, an episode of oHE occurred in 21.7 % (n=20) paUents and 30.4 % 329 

(n=28) developed ACLF.  330 

Regarding LTx-free survival, no differences between groups were detected in the compeUng risk 331 

analyses, treaUng G1 as reference group (G2=HR=1.08, p=0.91; G3: HR=1.80; p=0.31) (Figure 4 A). Of 332 
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note, incidences of infecUons were numerically higher in G1 than in G3 (n=14; 35.9 % vs. n=6, 20.7 %; 333 

HR=0.45, p=0.09) (Table 2a, Figure 4 B). AddiUonally, the risk for fungal infecUons was significantly 334 

increased among G1 paUents compared to G3 (p<0.001) (Figure 4 C). ContrasUngly, the likelihood for 335 

oHE (G2: HR=0.65, p=0.48; G3: HR=1.00, p=1.00) and ACLF (G2: HR=0.78, p=0.61; G3: HR=0.91, p=0.83) 336 

was almost equal between groups (Figure 4 D, E). 337 

 338 

Table 2a. Incidences of complicaUons during 90 days of follow-up. 339 

 All patients (n=92) Group 1 (n=39) Group 2 (n=24) Group 3 (n=29) 
Death/LTx 25 (27.2) 11 (28.2) 

 
7 (29.2) 7 (24.1) 

Death 
 

16 (17.4) 5 (12.8) 4 (16.7) 
 

7 (24.1) 

LTx 9 (9.8) 6 (15.4) 3 (12.5) 0 (0.0) 
Infection 28 (30.4) 14 (35.9) 

 
8 (33.3) 
 

6 (20.7) 

SBP 15 (16.3) 8 (20.5) 4 (16.7) 
 

3 (10.3) 
 

ACLF 28 (30.4) 12 (30.8) 7 (29.2) 9 (31.0) 
Severe ACLF 
(≥ grade 2) 

12 (13.0) 6 (15.4) 4 (16.7) 2 (6.9) 

HE 20 (21.7) 9 (23.1) 4 (16.7) 7 (24.1) 
Values as number (percentage). 340 

 341 

Table 2b. Types of infecUons during 90 days of follow-up. 342 

 All patients (n=28) Group 1 (n=14) Group 2 (n=8) Group 3 (n=6) 
SBP 13 (46.4) 7 (50.0) 3 (37.5) 3 (50.0) 

UTI 
 

5 (17.9) 3 (21.4) 0 (0.0) 
 

2 (33.3) 
 

Pneumonia 2 (7.1) 1 (7.1) 1 (12.5) 0 (0.0) 
 

Bloodstream 
infection 

4 (14.3) 3 (21.4) 1 (12.5) 
 

0 (0.0) 

Unknown 2 (7.1) 0 (0.0) 1 (12.5) 1 (16.7) 
Others 6 (21.4) 3 (21.4) 2 (25.0) 1 (16.7) 

Values as number (percentage). Results in more than 100 % due to presence of coinfecMons. 343 

 344 

 345 

 346 
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Table 2c. InfecUons causing pathogens. 347 

 All patients (n=13) Group 1 (n=8) Group 2 (n=4) Group 3 (n=2) 
Enterococcus 5 (38.5) 3 (37.5) 

 
2 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 

S. aureus  2 (15.4) 1 (12.5) 1 (25.0) 
 

0 (0.0) 
 

Coagulase 
negative 
staphylococcus 

3 (23.1) 1 (12.5) 2 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 

Candida sp 6 (46.2) 5 (62.5) 
 

0 (0.0) 
 

1 (50.0) 

others 2 (1.4) 0 (0.0) 1 (25.0) 1 (50.0) 
Values as number (percentage). Results in more than 100 % due to presence of coinfecMons. 348 

 349 

 350 

 351 

 352 

 353 

 354 

 355 
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 357 

 358 

 359 

Figure 4. Compe=ng risk analyses of liver transplanta=on (LTx)-free survival (A), infec=ons (B), fungal infec=ons 360 

(C), overt hepa=c encephalopathy (D) (oHE) and acute-on-chronic liver failure (ACLF) (E). Group 1 (G1) was treated 361 

as reference group. 362 

 363 

In a second step, the impact of increased Zonulin and elevated CD163 levels on the disease course were 364 

invesUgated. Although increased Zonulin concentraUons were neither linked to inferior survival 365 
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(HR=0.81, p=0.75) nor to elevated risk for ACLF (HR=1.28, p=0.60), numerically higher incidences of 366 

infecUous complicaUons (HR=1.83, p=0.16) and oHE (HR=2.23, p=0.11) were observed in these paUents 367 

(Suppl. figure 3). In line with this, the likelihood for oHE was staUsUcally significantly increased in 368 

subjects with elevated CD163 levels (HR=3.27, p=0.02) (Suppl. Figure 4). 369 

 370 

Proposal of an integrated model explaining interac9ons between an9bio9c treatment, dis9nct 371 

intes9nal microbiota profiles and func9oning, intes9nal barriers, bacterial transloca9on and 372 

infec9ons in pa9ents with cirrhosis 373 

In order to invesUgate how different parameters of various levels are connected correlaUon analyses 374 

were performed and a mechanisUc model is proposed in Figure 5. According to our model anUbioUc 375 

treatment greatly affected microbiota decreasing bacterial diversity and enriching for Enterococci. 376 

Concurrently, lower bacterial cell concentraUons and increased fungal colonizaUon were observed in 377 

those samples. Samples high in Bifidobacteria showed opposite pa*erns. Bacterial key funcUons, 378 

namely, the capacity to synthesize SCFA and sBA, were associated with bacterial concentraUons and 379 

diversity as well as with Bifidobacteria (not sBA), whereas they were negaUvely associated with 380 

Enterococcus and fungi. Enterococci and lower funcUonal capaciUes of key metabolites were posiUvely 381 

associated with gut permeability (Zonulin) and inflammaUon (CD163 and CRP) that were also correlated 382 

with each other. Elevated abundances of fungi were linked to CRP and the development of infecUons; 383 

anUbioUc treatment was associated with infecUons as well. Bifidobacteria did not correlate with any 384 

paUent parameters (Figure 5).  385 
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 393 

 394 

Figure 5. Proposal of an integrated model linking observed results of medica=on, gut microbiota and clinical 395 

characteris=cs pa=ents.  396 
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Discussion 397 

Liver cirrhosis is characterized by irreversible liver damage that is related to high morbidity and poor 398 

survival and accompanied by a dysbalanced intesUnal microbiota, where the extent proporUonally 399 

increases with liver disease stages reaching its peak in decompensated cirrhosis.26 27 28 Our study 400 

confirmed these prior data and provided addiUonal quanUtaUve insights demonstraUng that, next to 401 

composiUon, bacterial load was disUnct between paUent groups and lower compared to HC. Moreover, 402 

we idenUfied medicaUon, specifically anUbioUc treatment, as the main parameter explaining the 403 

disUnct microbial clusters observed, where a parUcular type dominated by Enterococcus was associated 404 

with barrier dysfuncUon and inflammaUon. Importantly, we integrated a major, but so far largely 405 

neglected component of gut microbiota, namely, the mycobiome, discovering an interplay between 406 

fungi and specific bacterial taxa that correlated with systemic inflammaUon and infecUous 407 

complicaUons. 408 

The gut and the liver are Ughtly connected via reciprocal organ crosstalk forming the so-called gut-liver 409 

axis.29  The progression of hepaUc disease is, hence, not limited to the liver, but directly influences the 410 

intesUnal environment and its microbial inhabitants. Typically, a reducUon of alpha-diversity that is 411 

oOen associated with increased abundances of pathobionts and lower levels of commensal bacteria 412 

have been observed.30 Our study supports those results and reiterated a clustering of samples into 413 

groups either dominated by Enterococcus or Bifidobacteria as observed before.1 15 26 Those signature 414 

taxa correlated with paUent parameters, where only the former was correlated with barrier 415 

malfuncUoning and inflammaUon. Our study, hence, supports the general view that Bifidobacteria are 416 

beneficial, also in the context of liver-disease paUents, and concentraUons of this taxon were associated 417 

with higher bacterial loads, higher diversity and a lower fungal burden. AnUbioUc treatment was 418 

revealed as a major contributor for Enterococcus abundance (discussed in detail below), while 419 

lactulose, which was recently shown to promote Bifidobacteria growth, did not significantly correlate 420 

with abundances of this taxon in our study (p=0.18; data not shown). 26 PaUents associated with G3 421 

that represented the group most closely related to HC displaying highest diversiUes performed best in 422 
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many parameters and showed most discriminaUon to G1 including significantly lower levels of Zonulin 423 

and CD163 along with a lower incidence of infecUons (p<0.1). Those observaUons strengthen the 424 

common view that a microbiota resembling healthy individuals the closest are the most beneficial, also 425 

in the context of liver disease, and manipulaUons thereof should, hence, be done with care as outlined 426 

below. 427 

The loss of symbioUc microbes oOen implicates impaired microbiota funcUons15. Abundances of 428 

pathways related to SCFA synthesis and bile acid transformaUons were markedly lower in our paUent 429 

cohort compared with HC, which was parUcularly pronounced in G1. This observaUon was recently 430 

confirmed on a metabolomic level, where microbiota linked to an Enterococci bloom were largely 431 

devoid of those metabolites.15 SCFA serve as nutriUon for colonocytes and are, hence, essenUal for the 432 

maintenance the intesUnal barrier and act anU-inflammatory. 5 9 Thus, reduced SCFA synthesis directly 433 

contribute to barrier dysfuncUon and increased inflammaUon as indicated by results of our study. To 434 

invesUgate the impact of microbiota pa*erns on host barrier funcUons, plasma Zonulin was measured. 435 

Zonulin, a haptoglobin 2 pre-protein, is secreted by intesUnal epithelial cells in response to stress 436 

inducing factors, mainly due to increased pathobiont abundances.31 In line with this, cirrhosis paUents 437 

exhibited significantly increased Zonulin levels compared to HC in our study. Furthermore, Zonulin 438 

correlated posiUvely with Enterococcus abundance and negaUvely with microbiota diversity and SCFA 439 

producUon potenUal, so that Zonulin levels of G1 exceeded those of the other paUents markedly. AOer 440 

secreUon, Zonulin upregulates Ught juncUon permeability. 32 33 Reduced Ughtness of these intercellular 441 

connecUons allows entrance of gut-derived bacteria and pathogen-associated molecular pa*erns 442 

(PAMPs).34 Once PAMPs reach the liver via the portal venous system, liver-resident macrophages 443 

(Kupffer cells) quickly respond with the release of CD163.35 36 Importantly, the posiUve correlaUon 444 

between Zonulin and CD163 in our study exemplifies the relaUonship between increased intesUnal 445 

permeability, translocaUon of bacterial products and inflammatory response (CRP). Recently, increased 446 

pathobiont abundance has been discussed as predictor for nosocomial infecUon development in 447 

cirrhosis.37 Furthermore, expansion of Enterococci over Ume has been linked to a higher infecUon 448 
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vulnerability among paUents undergoing LTx.15 Our data demonstrate that altered barrier funcUons 449 

might be one out of several contribuUng factors for this associaUon. In line, G1 paUents showed highest 450 

incidences of infecUons during follow-up. However, although incidences differed numerically in our 451 

cohort, these dispariUes were not staUsUcally significant in the compeUng risk models. This might be 452 

explained by a to small sample size. Thus, larger studies will be required to draw final conclusions on 453 

this issue.  454 

While some studies have invesUgated intesUnal bacterial composiUon, our study provides detailed 455 

insights on the intesUnal mycobiome in paUents with decompensated cirrhosis. We demonstrated that 456 

the extent of bacterial dysbiosis, along with a reducUon of cell concentraUons, are related to fungal 457 

overgrowth in cirrhosis paUents. Importantly, the group with the highest intesUnal concentraUons of 458 

fungi indeed had a higher risk for fungal infecUons. This is of parUcular clinical importance as mycoUc 459 

infecUons, e.g. spontaneous fungal peritoniUs, are severe complicaUons, that potenUally cause criUcal 460 

illness and end in up to 30-50 % fatality.17 38 Furthermore, fungal abundance did correlate with both 461 

inflammatory markers, i.e., CD163 and CRP suggesUng a proinflammatory role that potenUally 462 

contributes to progression of Ussue damage, organ dysfuncUon and therefore to several complicaUons 463 

apart from infecUons in these paUents39 40. Enterococcus was posiUvely associated with fungi as well, 464 

however, whether this observaUon is a result of an interplay between those taxa or confounded by 465 

other factors, such as medicaUon, needs to be elucidated in follow-up studies. 466 

To uncover potenUal causes of the different pa*erns in our cohort, anUbioUc treatment was analyzed. 467 

InteresUngly, it was found that paUents with the lowest cell counts and the highest Enterococcus and 468 

fungi abundance frequently received broad spectrum anUbioUcs, which might explain the reducUon of 469 

autochthonous bacteria. Furthermore, some of these preparaUons, for example meropenem or 470 

ceOriaxone, have relaUvely low or even no efficacy against Enterococci. This might result in selecUve 471 

growth advantage for this genus. AddiUonally, these paUents received a significantly higher number of 472 

different anUbioUcs within one week before stool was provided. This might further contribute to the 473 

diminished autochthonous microbiota and the overall reducUon of bacterial cell counts. With the 474 
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decrease of bacterial concentraUons, not only the compeUUon for nutriUon, but also the diminished 475 

bacterial release of anUfungal metabolites, might enable fungi expansion.41 42 43 Moreover, beta-lactam 476 

anUbioUcs, that were frequently prescribed to G1 paUents, have been linked to the release of 477 

pepUdoglycans from bacteria.44 A recent study reported enhanced growth of Candida in the presence 478 

of these substances.44 Hence, anUbioUc treatment seems to contribute to increased fungi abundances 479 

via mulUple mechanisms. ContrasUngly, anUbioUc treatment in G2 was mainly dominated by rifaximin 480 

that has been linked to a reducUon of several pathogenic taxa whilst increasing commensals, such as 481 

Bifidobacteria and Faecalibacterium.45 46 47 482 

Once any infecUon occurs, it will be repeatedly treated with anUbioUcs.48 From the viewpoint of 483 

dysbiosis, this might result in a vicious cycle, with repeUUve damage of the intesUnal microbiota, 484 

leading to barrier dysfuncUon and recurrent infecUons.  Hence, indicaUon for anUbioUc treatment 485 

should be provided carefully in the serng of advanced liver disease. As the missing longitudinal sample 486 

collecUon is a major limitaUon of our study, the regeneraUve capacity of the gut barrier in cirrhosis 487 

paUents needs to be invesUgated by further. In contrast, among paUents with CHILD C cirrhosis and low 488 

ascites protein levels prophylacUc treatment with norfloxacin can reduce incidence of SBP and improve 489 

one year survival.49 50 The prevenUve effect against SBP might be due to the reducUon of gram-negaUve 490 

bacteria, e.g. Proteobacteria, that has been observed in rats as well as in cirrhosis paUents who 491 

received norfloxacin as a prophylaxis. ContrasUngly, the abundances of gram-posiUve cocci remained 492 

stable during treatment.51 52 However, detailed insights into the microbiota modulaUng effects of 493 

norfloxacin and its impact on long-term changes of the intesUnal barrier remain to be determined. Of 494 

note, we did not find any significant correlaUon of norfloxacine prophylaxis with microbiota 495 

composiUon in our study. 496 

In conclusion, disUnct individual features of microbiota are present even in the end stage of liver 497 

disease and linked to anUbioUc treatment. These microbial pa*erns are strongly associated to intesUnal 498 

barrier funcUons that might play an important role for development of cirrhosis-related complicaUons. 499 
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Further research is required to design novel, microbiota-based treatment opUons for paUents with 500 

decompensated liver cirrhosis. 501 

 502 
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Supplementary figures 644 

Supplementary figure 1 645 

 646 

 647 

 648 

 649 

 650 

 651 

 652 

 653 

Supplementary figure 1. Bifidobacteria were most abundant in G2 (A), whereas Enterococcus dominated G1 (B). 654 

Overall bacterial concentra=ons were decreased in pa=ents, with lowest values in G1 (C). Diversity, assessed by 655 

observed species (D) and Shannon index (E), increased from G1 over G2 and G3 to healthy controls (HC). Fungi 656 

are largely devoid in HC, but reached high abundances in G1 (F). 657 

 658 

Supplementary figure 2 659 

 660 

 661 

 662 

 663 

Supplementary figure 2. Microbial key pathways encoding enzymes for the synthesis of secondary bile acids (A) 664 

and the short chain faby acids butyrate (B) and propionate (C, D). 665 
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Supplementary figure 3 666 

 667 
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 678 

Supplementary figure 3. Compe=ng risk analyses of liver transplanta=on (LTx)-free survival (A), infec=ons (B), 679 

overt hepa=c encephalopathy (C) (oHE) and acute-on-chronic liver failure (ACLF) (D) in pa=ents with and without 680 

increased Zonulin levels. 681 

 682 
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Supplementary figure 4 687 
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 700 

 701 

Supplementary figure 4. Compe=ng risk analyses of liver transplanta=on (LTx)-free survival (A), infec=ons (B), 702 

overt hepa=c encephalopathy (C) (oHE) and acute-on-chronic liver failure (ACLF) (D) in pa=ents with and without 703 

increased CD163 levels. 704 


