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Supplemental analyses
Patient microbiome at baseline
Data set ERP017899 comprises baseline GM samples of 48 patients prior to allo-HSCT, as well as 16 donor GM
samples. We used it to project GM composition differences between donors and patients. Other than the species
diversity which was reported in [1], the strict anaerobe proportion also reaches significance, Fig. S1.
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Figure S1: Comparison of donor and patient gut microbiomes. Data set ERP017899, 48 patients at baseline and 16 donors. Numbers reflect
Wilcoxon signed rank test p-values.

Conditioning and GM composition
The use of the immunosuppressant cyclosporine, which in data set ERP017899 is mutually exclusive with the use
of tacrolimus, is correlated with the over-representation of gram-positive bacteria, Fig. 2.
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Figure S2: GM composition and the use of cyclosporine. Data set ERP017899, baseline samples of 41 patients who underwent allo-HSCT.
Numbers reflect Wilcoxon signed rank test p-values.

donor microbiome compostion and aGvHD
Data set ERP017899 provides for 15 donors microbiome samples with associated patient aGvHD status. None of
the tested microbiome phenotypes reaches significance, but there is a trend of higher inferred average biological
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safety level in association with aGvHD, Fig. 3.
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Figure S3: Donor gut microbiome biological safety level. Data set ERP017899, 15 donors with associated patient GvHD status. Numbers
reflect Wilcoxon signed rank test p-values.

Linear model performance at aGvHD onset
The linear model from figure 6 as applied to the originating combined “onset” dataset, can be scored according
to a receiver operating characteristic (ROC) model, since the response variable is binary, Fig. S4.
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Figure S4: ROC analysis of the aGvHD onset linear model. Combination of datasets, 68 subjects, 80 samples.
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functional differences between aGvHD cases and controls

Table S1: Predicted functional differences between aGvHD and non-aGvHD microbiomes. Tukey honest significant difference test results
on univariate linear models of predicted gene relative abundance. Comparison: aGvHD - non-aGvHD. ec: enzyme commission number.
adiA: biodegradative arginine decarboxylase, mceE: methylmalonyl-CoA epimerase, mmdA: methylmalonyl-CoA carboxyltransferase, mutA:
methylmalonyl-CoA mutase, padI: aromatic acid decarboxylase, speB: agmatine ureohydrolase, tnaB: tryptophan permease

metabolite gene ec metabolism diff pAdj sign
adiA 4.1.1.19 arginine catabolism -0.70 1.1e-04 ***

polyamines speB 3.5.3.11 arginine catabolism -0.40 6.2e-05 ***
padI 4.1.1.28 tryptophan catabolism -0.69 3.8e-05 ***

AhR ligands tnaB - tryptophan catabolism -0.49 2.3e-03 **
mutA 5.4.99.2 succinate pathway -0.41 2.0e-03 **
mceE 5.1.99.1 succinate pathway -0.42 9.2e-04 ***propionate
mmdA 2.1.3.1 succinate pathway -0.30 3.4e-04 ***

In silico screening
To investigate if qualified presumption of safety (QPS) species could be of therapeutic interest, we computed pair-
wise χ2 tests for all QPS specieswithmortality and aGvHD case associated species, Fig. 7, mainmanuscript. Fig. S5
provides the same analysis for control associated species and Fig. S6 provides pairwise χ2 tests results between
QPS species, the former to assess respect of control associated species and the latter to assess compatibility of
QPS species for combination therapy.

The following large scale 16S microbiome studies, in addition to the studies listed in main manuscript Table 1,
were used in the co-exclusion and co-occurrence analyses, Table S2.

Table S2: Studies used for co-exclusion analysis. 16S: variable regions sequenced. *: unpublished

SRA 16S samples publication
SRP062005 V4 stool [2]
SRP076743 V4 stool [3]
ERP009494 V3-V4 stool [4]
SRP040765 V4 lower gut biopsies, stool [5]
SRP104731 V4 stool [6]
ERP006339 V4 stool [7]
SRP070848 V4 sputum [8]
SRP060025 V4-V5 sputum [9]
SRP043334 V1-V2 sputum [10]
SRP087648 V4 stool [11]
SRP064975 V3-V4 lower gut biopsies [12]
ERP012803 V4 stool [13]
SRP063707 V1-V3 skin [14]
SRP097785 V4 stool [15]
SRP068187 V4 serum [16]
SRP068473 V4 stool [17]
SRP076281 V4 stool [18]
SRP077299 V4 sputum [19]
ERP013984 V4 eye, skin [20]
SRP057700 V1-V2 stool [21]
SRP090628 V4 stool [22]
SRP154244 V4 gastric mucosa *
ERP023753 V4 gastric mucosa [23]
SRP200169 V3-V4 gastric mucosa *
SRP070925 V3-V4 gastric mucosa *
ERP024440 V1-V2 gastric mucosa [24]
ERP023334 V1-V2 gastric mucosa [25]
SRP128749 V3-V4 gastric mucosa [26]
SRP172818 V3-V4 gastric mucosa *
SRP165213 V3-V4 gastric mucosa [27]
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Figure S5: Co-exclusion by and co-occurrence with QPS species. Putative inhibition is in shades of red, potential synergy in shades of green.
White reflect neutrality or too little combined prevalence to make a call. Genera are abbreviated as follows: Bcl.: Bacillus, Bf.: Bifidobacterium,
Gb.: Geobacillus, Lcn.: Leuconostic, Lctb.: Lactobacillus, Lctc.: Lactococcus, Pd.: Pediococcus, S.: Streptococcus.
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Figure S6: Co-exclusion and co-occurrence between QPS species. Putative inhibition is in shades of red, potential synergy in shades of green.
White reflect neutrality or too little combined prevalence to make a call. Genera are abbreviated as follows: Bcl.: Bacillus, Bf.: Bifidobacterium,
Gb.: Geobacillus, Lcn.: Leuconostic, Lctb.: Lactobacillus, Lctc.: Lactococcus, Pd.: Pediococcus, S.: Streptococcus.
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