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Oral metagenomic analysis
using high-speed homology searching tool GHOSTX

YUTAKA AKIYAMAL:2:2)

Abstract: In this study, we studied the abundance and distribution of bacteria related to periodontal disease
by carrying out a large-scale analysis of oral metagenomic data using the whole genome shotgun method,
aiming to apply it to the risk prediction of periodontal disease. Firstly, we applied a sequence homology
search tool, GHOSTX, which is developed in our laboratory to oral cavity metagenomic data. Secondly,
using the results of sequence homology search, we compared differences of the diversity of bacteria between
healthy volunteers and periodontal patients. As a result, we found two bacterial species that may have
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opposite properties to those which had been said to be highly relevant to periodontal disease.

Keywords: Metagenomic analysis, Whole genome shotgun analysis, Periodontal disease
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DNA HFAdF % Fi A D I A MK E L JEALTWS [1].
ZOIAANDEFRIZED, FERDT ) LD & 512 H—
EWIDT ) LDHZRTIHRL, MEMERNDOT ) Lk E DT
AR D AR LMERBTOND LDk, FTz,
TEERET, EMOENLR EITER T B L BE R IEY)
i, BEPTEEWVWIHEEHALEG->TED, 20T A
CIIFEMENTOREZEIR#EE STV [2l. ZOARK
OEBRBEOHE L WS mhob, BEhL» S LML RRMAE
YIPNEIE LS EDOY Y TV AL, v D dN
TOWMEMDT ) MH %Y —r VAT B A RT ) LR
W EIHENE FENIONE LSRR o7z, AR ) LR
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FraeMns Z el kb, BREIrho BRI OMA Y O Rk
EIBBE DRI D FEE N A T, RADOWEY) & (mF 0
fREHTE 2 a[REMED D 5. F72, ART ) LRI D—Fik
& U TR FEMAT D AT 7 < EAZ THEEEIZEE 3 5 by
AL T BHR—NT ) Lvay Ty (Whole Genome
Shotgun) fRFHH D, Zhixy /) LRSI &K %E TR TH
AEDFIETH 5.

1.2 BEHIERMIRR

HEBEN ORI U ART ) LT —2HDY) — %
T—AR—2IN U THEBEEPITSFEL LT, RAIHEE
MEREDH 5. DNA 72 & ORISR X X7 EDT I
J BRI & R FOH A, RERIREDERBL 2D O KB
T =R R—=ZNOEH & iU, D W ELS O B
RKExT 5. IhEfTH>Y =) ULT, BLAST [3] DA<
FIHINTWEY, KR DNA ¥ —7 v ¥ =05 AH S
R ) — FOMBIZEORLL-&EH LY -V TH S
GHOSTX [4] X GHOSTZ [5] %2 EHFET 5.

1.3 ORERMEZEE EER

t hOOMNEIZHEROFTEREBEEHLINT VD
MDD 1DTHY, M TEMEDDEEITHM STz T
AT 4NV [6,7] TH DD S 600 FH LD OERE
PRI NTWVWS [8,9]. HAKNIZINSDEDHWL D
MIZE > THIERI TN D L EDN TS B EFMI FeE
THEMEEDRIFTH 5. F 23 FHE DRI EE I
L BFE [10] T, 45 %P EDOHARANITE W T oA A
DODHZERDEART Y SOHES A 4 mm PLEFAEL T
LEEMWEBUTEL TWD RGN, &, HANHIX
MBS % L MR ECHEIR, MEES & O &%
B ELAHEELRD DI N TS [11-13].

1.4 AMROEH

AREFFE T, EEH CHERBEZDOOMEANRX X7 )
LT =22 LT WGS @ 24175 . EAIMHRMRE T
GHOSTX ZfHH U7z, ZOfERIZH U TRHLSHE L E
TRERED 2 D DBLR M & R & o RS O 2 M
HEZT\W, HERICET 2~ —h— s &5 AERE
XEBETEROIIBIL2HNE T 5. 2 B EITS
HEF =R UTHREMBEICY Y 7)) V7275727 —&
DOz, NEAZINTWBRAXT ) AT —XbM%, ER%
iTo7~.

2. F&k

2.1 FRAT—IBE

2.1.1 RREERAXZET—¥

BRI RIS TREEH 10 4, HEAWRESL 3405
IR Y IV OREL 21T 5 72, {#EE (Healthy) 205 11
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Yo7 (S H, 55 SH7, S_HS HE— AW, 1EEwE
B (Patient) (FEIR & EIRIZBIL THIEY > 7V DR
BT, & (S P) 6 6Py, f@EH (S.PH)
Mo 5V INE. EERRES 3 A EREICEEH A,
B, C&U, fid AXREEESEER%, B, CldLs
SHIEMHEALTH -7z, FEIEY >~ TS DNA %
i U 72#21Z Nextera XT DNA Library Prep Kit % T
TA4T7 7V BETo72. LT 47 F ) E Nlumina
HDO MiSeq 2 kW —=r vy v 7 %fT-7. V—FEIX
151 bp TH5B. R1-K2IZKT—ZD) — FzERT.
2.1.2 A. Duran-Pinedo (2014) 7—%

A. Duran-Pinedo & [14] DFFETHEHAINTWS, #HE
Ho& (W7 ID:H), HEAWRESESE T4/ (TN
ID:P) OAMENAXRYT ) LT —RE2/{HLZ. Zhbik
Nlumina 4£® MiSeq TY =7 Y AINTHEH, V—FEIX
250 bp THB. KR3IFKAIZKT—ZD) — FEAERT.

2.2 JFYTF4Fzvy (QC)

EEROROMANRA XS ) LT —RIZH L, AFD 7 F
V74 Fzv o %iTo7. R1AXZIXAIV T4+ Fzvd
(QC) DV — Nz RT.

221 9FVTF4 7405V

FASTX-Toolkit [15] N® fastq-quality filter % ffi
AU, 24974 237520 LA EDOHID 80% A Th
55V - NE2RELE., 2ZTOZAVTFo AT L
X, Q= —10log,oPerror TROONDB, ¥ —7 V¥ —Tii
AMOENTZT —ROEEMEEZRTAITTHDE (Poror *
V=Y T DRI TS =R U BER). 7275, Al
Duran-Pinedo (2014) 57— & (ZBAL TIZEmX [14] N TIH
HOBIEZIT>T-T—XE2RNBEHLTWB7Z, KK TIE
TAVT AT 4NERY VT ETFTo> TV,

2.2.2 kb MAXEYT/ LKBRE

ABENA R ) AT —RTHBEY TIVAIE, v
TV IDOBIZe PHETHZ T ) LADRALTWESEE
RdHb. v NHEKDOT ) LHWEEL - F RS MERE
B{ToTULED &, b MDAt 4 FE0EETHEEE & AN
o THERIML TV B BEMETHEREE DXFIN DR LR 5.
ko T, EAMHRAMREIICE N L ERVTE L BE
Wb, AT, Bowtie2 [16] i L, UCSC [17]
ZTRfEn TS e M) 77 LY AT L (h19) [18] 1
HUTET Y ITLDOTy oI 2I70, vy 7a3nky —
FEFREL 7.

2.3 ESIERMRER

IA) T4 F v ok, BAIMHAERERY —LTH D
GHOSTX [4] 2 U CRAIMHRMEME ZIT > 7. 2D
B, =7 Y —TiAll-7728) — NZNThORE A
a7Dky hDAEMHUT.
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K1 HFEEBKRFT—& (BEH)
¥ 7L ID S_H1 S_H2 S_H3 S_H4 S_H5 S_H6
U — R 2,887,601 1,915,633 2,711,070 2,433,209 2,123,728 2,132,532
QC %Y — N 820,569 129,853 596,645 599,840 592,002 374,923
¥ 7))L ID S_HT7 S_HS S_H9 S_H10 S_H11
U — R 42,618 152,142 192,350 648,426 1,454,752
QC Y — N 2,555 9,992 3,843 14,962 78,585
* 2 HEBERR¥T—% (HEARREESE A, B, C)
TG A/ 7NV ID S_P1 S_P2 S_PH1 S_PH2
U — R 1,359,230 1,292,864 84,302 2,624,566
QC %YV — N 49,997 30,185 33,711 312,230
WERE B/Y > 7L ID S_P3 S_P4 S_PH3 S_PH4
U — R 93,072 2,398,604 1,205,826 2,697,604
QC %Y — N 18,362 1,045,154 383,209 968,288
WBEH C/¥ v 7N ID S_P5 S_P6 S_PH5
U — R 327,016 309,300 352,898
QC %Y — N 132,882 133,531 165,085
£ 3 A. Duran-Pinedo (2014) ¥—4& ({#H#)
+r 7V ID H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6
U — R 13,409,154 7,750,679 8,022,900 432,952 897,382 410,109
QC#%Y—K#% 7,770,793 5,192,508 1,581,420 431,268 896,628 72,766
#& 4 A. Duran-Pinedo (2014) F¥—4& (thJEsHEEZE)
¥ 7))L ID P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7
U — R 9,521,815 7,554,209 12,263,433 17,239,936 396,999 2,030,156 563,603
QC # Y —F# 5,624,904 5,996,315 12,263,167 17,055,563 387,384 2,028,379 563,488
© 2017 Information Processing Society of Japan 3
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24 FRT—IN—2R

FLSIRHE PRI 1R, SRR A L T 5 KEGG
GENES [19] 12T 2016 4 11 HIZAI N7 — X R—2
DI LFEBAENDADT — A XN—AEMfH L. T—X
R=ANDT I/ BEHIEL 13,440,746 A&, #J4.9 GB T
»H5.

2.5 MHENEEEDFE
BlHIFH R MR SR T oD & iz 7 — Z 2wt U Tk o iRt

A7V T NEFEITL, KOBBEZRIZLEZET—ZHNOHE

EFRER L AEYHEHSYL, ZNTNOMNEREEORS%

fTo7z. ZOfFAZ) T hOHEIIARE LTI,

o KO %5, MMWIFAIEE

o LM%, MNFIEE

D2OhH 5. KOFE LI, BT OMEEREIE BT

2 E# % HEM L 72 KEGG ORTHOLOGY & IFENn 55—

AR—Z LTHEAINDHITFTHS. BIFIZ, ZOfFH

220 T NOHNEERT.

BFAR ) T EOARR

(1) HHFAMEMRROBICH DI N7 71 VAIZIE, Boh
A ZNFIZH L TT 51 A Y b 237 PR
—HENFREINTVS.

(2) 2D 2 ODEIZH U THIEZREL, T ORIEMED
fdslz ey Ml UTERT 5.
AIFETIZREERZ T 514 v A MA37 40, EF—
BE:70LTW5.

(3) v MGl EHZSI N BANICHINT 5 KO &5, 4
MBS L, RN 2BETOHBBEEE DY v
N9 5. ZTOBIZ, by MERFIOESIETE Y MU
V) — RBOEHEZEFTS.

2.6 REESLVHERABBRED 2 FHLE
LETHRE KO &5 & &Y nHa 0N FEEE 2 Hw»
T, AT Ot 217 - 7.
(1) Socransky’s pyramid (243 5 Fhi
(2) PCA f#tr
2.6.1 Socransky’s pyramid ICE89 % LLER
Socransky’s pyramid & i, 8 /&5 (2 BE 9 5 B & T
EHWTHIH TR LU L INTWVWBIMSE [20,21] THRRE
Nt EE O DB TH S (B 1), HEWRAD
MEEPREEVEERXONDIEHD 3FETH S “Porphy-
romonas gingivalis”, “Treponema denticola”, “Tannerella
forsythensis” % Red Complex & L TY J I v ROIHAIZ
L, £DTFIZ Orange Complex, Yellow Complex 72 &
L. T ZTIE, Socransky’s pyramid IZ3HI 15
IZEB U T 217 5.
2.6.2 PCA g
FE 5 2 (Principal Component Analysis) &1, %
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WIEDT — R EARIRTIZKER T B FIED 1 DTHS. Th
IO IT X DML RTED SR B ETOGTD N A R 7
J LT — R % MBI GG & U 72 R DSl R IZ 72 5.

P gingivalis
B. forsythus

T denticola

£ F. nuc. nucleatum

. nuc., olymoxhum
\ P lgunm |
\ P micros

P nigrescens
S. constellatus -

Actinomyces
species

1 Socransky’s pyramid [20, 21]

3. BR

3.1 Socransky’s pyramid (C89 % i

S U727 — R FNF U LT, Socransky’s pyra-
mid I NZBEOADHENTFELREBIL-7F 7%
B 2-H 41257, K232 Tl#EEOY Y TLTHSBD,
BEARIZ KR E BT 5 & XN T WD Treponema denticola
X°, Fusobacterium nucleatum 72 EBFEL T WS,

ABNTFELL R
o
E

0.04

—
- I I I I I
o I || — - I
S_H1 S_H2 S_H3 S_H4 S_H5 S_Hé S_H7 S_H8 S_H9 S_H10 S _H11
> 7 No.

W Treponema denticola W Fusobacterium nucleatum

Streptococcus mitis Streptococcus sanguinis

Streptococcus sp. VT 162 B Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans

2 HEMERIKET — X D Socransky 2% (fHH)



BERLEBF SR RIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report
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0.04 5

- I I B

, A m =
SP1 SP2 SPH1 S_PH2 SP3 SP4 S_PH3 S_PH4 SP5 SP6 S_PHS

> 7 )No.

W Treponema denticola M Fusobacterium nucleatum

Streptococcus mitis Streptococcus sanguinis

Streptococcus sp. VT 162 W Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans

B 3 HEERKET — XD Socransky /2058 (1 FHs e HE BGEE -
TR )

0.05 | m

| ]
= - m . || |
H6 PL P2 P3 P4 PS5 P&  P7
W7

o
|
[ |
[ |

E |

N

W Treponema denticola W Fusobacterium nucleatum

Streptococcus mitis Streptococcus sanguinis

Streptococcus sp. VT 162 W Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans

4 A. Duran-Pinedo (2014) 57— X ® Socransky 73%H

3.2 PCA &
3.2.1 TE[EE PCA &
SEFEALUZERERNKRET -0y Tz HY
7= PCA f#Mr OFER &, 8 AR 83 O G - s D &
D PCA ffrOfER%H 5-H 6 127 . PCA fiifrd A
NZEL L ZOFALKRTH D, 2V TN EHVR
MrizBlF BRI MLORTIL 622 TH Y, HEAKREEE
DADFENTIE 612 THB. X 5 Tlk, > 7L S_HS,
S_P1, S_P2, ¥ 7)L S HI, S_HI0 H % NZF LM - 724
WMER->TEY, X6 TIEY 7 ILSP1, S_P2, S.PH4,
Y 7V S_.PH1, S_P3, S_P4 7MLl - /=R E > T W
%. A. Duran-Pinedo (2014) ¥ —&X D&Y > TV &AWV
7- PCA T OMREZE 71258, X7 MLOWITI 636
TH5. ZIT, Y7 PLL P6BZOMDY YT
LHENTZE ZAIIHDBEOD, HEEY IV RBEELR
Streptococcus Sanguinis DT N IVIZIR> THANZ 2 FEE
N, HEEREEOY Y TUDEMIZEE > THEI N,
3.2.2 KO &FSICEAY 2 PCA &7
FEBETEINIH L TE YIRS N T WS KO FS5%2HW
T PCAMNiZITo72. AJZKO FE & ZDOMHMNFEEL
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B 6 HEHERIRYT—XD PCA (HEWHEERE B, AL A
EE

RTH5. %ﬁﬁﬂk%?—ﬂ@PCA#%%ﬂs:,
Duran-Pinedo (2014) ¥ —4& ® PCA %55 2B 9 1Z/:R7.
FNTFHL7ZRZ M IVOIRITIE, 3987 £ 6091 TH 5.
EHob 23 HOHNZT—ZBEHLEL, FOMIFETD
B TN DRI E F BRERIC AR o 7

4. ER

4.1 Socransky’s pyramid (CB89 % 4

WA RZETFT—2IZELT, HEARREESE A DYV
TIVIEE—BE O T A &R THMEEN DN T
WA, BRI B, CICELTIEZES 3RS hho
oo ZOZENS, WIRIZE o THIEEOZLE 725
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INBZDOTRBNPEEZOoND. BIZTEEMERE 2% &
&, —HICEWTHEAROET VI ELEDTH L7
O, EMEEALELDERELME RS L COBENRED
ZlBRETWE EEZS5NS. Treponema denticola X
Fusobacterium nucleatum (& Z O OMENERBE D2 b % KL
LTWBDTIERWrEEZONS. £7-, HEERIKY
7 — X & A. Duran-Pinedo (2014) ¥—X % [biRd % &,
KB RFET—RIZL DL DING 2BOENEL R
ZiFonsd., 7z, HEEBKRET —XO@EEHFOHFIZE
Red complex ¥ Orange complex 2SHEERI & WEIE % L 6
Y VTNNHBI NS, HEADHOENIZIEFD LD L
HZ < 2N S DEDPFET 2 D0H LR,

4.2 PCAZER
4.2.1 FEREEMAENT

5 75, Socransky’s pyramid IZEWT, BEERIZK
SLHEELTWS E INT W2 Treponema denticola &
Fusobacterium nucleatum 23F U2 MLDME % K-> T
Wb Z WD, THNEREDY Y TINT IO 2 AL
WL IFET B I L 2R, TDI s, Tho 2f
POMENBREC B W CHEEHA L TW 2 gL H I 51
5. FEBRIZZ D Fusobacterium nucleatum 1%, Treponema
denticola 7R E DR LT HH L bW T WS, £/, £
DAY MUVZRML U 728 > 7L e LTI S_HS, S_P1, S_P2,
Y7V S HI, SHI0OAHIFSh, SHSIZEL Tk
WDV AT DENDRE LR,
X Fusobacterium nucleatum O X7 MLV E UM E %2 $H
DffiL LTI, Treponema sp. OMZ 838 X°, Treponema
putidum mENRH D, HDRESITIEWARZ ML ERORE L
U Tl&, Neisseria eloganta X2, Corynebacterium mustelae
bbb, SHROMITE LTI, FIZINSDREDEEREA
DOREDHIR Z LD\,
4.2.2 EEFHERERRNT

B8 X9 &S, MOMIZAL>TWEY Y T IVHHE
ZiFonhs, Ihold, BEF1I212CELTRTWS
7-DIEAANENRKRESHTLES B DEEZ NS, T
IS, T—RNITFET 5T X TOEIET & H B AT
2 BRI ZAWTE S S, HOREOFELE L
DHEDREDEMERLTT —XO—H %2 U7 5 H%)
B THhBLEZONS.

5. f5im

AWFETIE, BEEF L EERREFOORENA X7 ) L
F—=RIZH LT, WGS 2 H\\ 72 2 B LR fdisT 217 - 7=.
IR TR ENFNOY Y FIVITFET B TR T O % BT
WAL TWBS 70 Y ZLOSEIZHIRE TR WS R
TELTWBIETED, PCAZ2THZLIZLEDZNSOH
ERIRNI DT EIEEZRKENIZHEZDIFBZ LN TE

Treponema denticola
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