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Influenza A virus infection alters the resistance profile of gut 
microbiota to clinically relevant antibiotics
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ABSTRACT Influenza A virus (IAV) infection triggers quantitative and qualitative 
modifications in lung and intestinal microbiota composition, which contain an important 
reservoir of antibiotic resistance genes. Analysis of genetic changes is a common practice 
in studies that analyze microbiota modifications. However, there is little evidence of 
functional changes linked to such microbiota modifications. This study evaluates some 
cecal microbiota’s functional changes, comparing sublethal IAV with mock-infected 
mice. Community-wide phenotypic metabolic profile (Biolog EcoPlatesTM) and relative 
antibiotic resistance changes to clinically relevant antibiotics (cenoantibiogram) have 
been performed in this context. Results reveal a temporal association between IAV 
infection and alterations in nutrient substrate profile usage as well as changes in 
antibiotic resistance of cecal microbiota. Alterations are transient and predominantly 
occur at early time points post-IAV infection. There is a functional rebalance in nutrient 
substrate usage and antibiotic resistance under the established culture conditions, 
accompanied by a decrease in microbial density of the cecal community on days 5 and 
7 after the IAV infection. Our data underline that active IAV infections altering micro­
bial populations are associated with changes in nutrient usage preferences and affect 
community behaviors toward specific antibiotics. These findings could have implications 
including activation of nutrient-related metabolic stress at the microbiota community 
level and additional antibiotic resistance selection mechanisms of clinically relevant 
infections.

IMPORTANCE Influenza virus infection affects both lung and intestinal bacterial 
community composition. Most of the published analyses focus on the characterization 
of the microbiota composition changes. Here we assess functional alterations of gut 
microbiota such as nutrient and antibiotic resistance changes during an acute respi­
ratory tract infection. Upon influenza A virus (IAV) infection, cecal microbiota drops 
accompanied by a decrease in the ability to metabolize some common nutrients under 
aerobic conditions. At the same time, the cecal community presents an increase in 
resistance against clinically relevant antibiotics, particularly cephalosporins. Functional 
characterization of complex communities presents an additional and necessary element 
of analysis that nowadays is mainly limited to taxonomic description. The consequences 
of these functional alterations could affect treatment strategies, especially in multimicro­
bial infections.

KEYWORDS intestinal microbiota, influenza virus, cenoantibiogram, microbial 
community, antibiotic resistance

T he human intestinal microbiota plays important roles in the body (1, 2) includ­
ing maintaining the integrity of the intestinal mucosa, avoiding colonization of 

opportunistic pathogens, and developing and maintaining the immune system (3), or 
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synthesis of vitamins and metabolites, like anti-inflammatory molecules such as butyrate 
(4). Alterations of the intestinal microbiota are associated with a higher incidence 
of gastrointestinal disorders, cancer, cardiovascular, neurological, respiratory (2), and 
metabolic diseases such as obesity or type 2 diabetes (4), among others.

The gut microbiota composition is relatively stable during adulthood (2, 4), although 
between 30% and 40% of the composition can be modified through either the influence 
of hormonal, genetic, and environmental factors such as diet (1, 2, 4), geographic 
location, exposure to toxins and carcinogens (2), infectious diseases (5–7) antibiotic 
consumption, or the immune system (8), leading to a state of dysbiosis (2). However, less 
is known about the consequences of acute viral infections on microbiota composition 
and functionality.

Influenza viruses are associated with hundreds of thousands of deaths worldwide 
every year (9). Gut dysbiosis during influenza virus infection may influence the pathogen­
esis associated with secondary bacterial pneumonia (10). Treatment of these compli­
cations can be addressed with a combination of antibiotics and respiratory support 
therapy.

Traditional analysis of bacteria properties focuses on the metabolic and functional 
features at the species or strain levels. One example of a functional analysis is the 
antibiogram. However, functional analysis of complex communities, such as the intestinal 
microbiota, adds relevant information that cannot be obtained by adding properties of 
each microorganism and even less by the exact taxonomic composition description (11). 
Influenza A virus (IAV) infections trigger changes in the respiratory and gut microbiota 
(10, 12–15). Most of the time, bacterial community analysis is restricted to the identifica-
tion of microorganisms present in the samples. Importantly, gut commensal bacteria 
adapt rapidly to changing environmental conditions, mostly by regulating their gene 
expression profile (16). Functional properties of the gut microbiota during or after IAV 
infection, beyond metagenomic analysis in bacteria composition, have not been well 
explored.

One approach to determining the metabolic microbial profiles of communities 
associated with environmental changes is the analysis of their community-level 
physiological profile (CLPP) using Biolog EcoPlates (11, 17). Analysis of the antibiotic 
resistance of bacterial communities is an additional functional characterization assay 
enabling the study of changes in the equilibrium of complex bacterial communities. 
Characterization of antibiotic resistance is especially relevant in the context of Influenza 
A virus infection since it favors secondary or superinfections with bacterial pathogens. 
From a global perspective, antibiotic resistance is considered one of the biggest public 
health challenges (18, 19).

Antibiotic resistance is not a static property. Resistance is developed as an adap­
tive response of bacteria to different environmental conditions (20). Determination 
of mechanisms driving the evolution of antibiotic resistance is important in establish­
ing novel strategies to counteract their effects (21, 22). Few studies have focused on 
characterizing antibiotic resistance profiles in microbial ecological communities (23, 
24). In this context, the cenoantibiogram assay has been developed to determine the 
community-wide phenotypic resistance profile to clinically relevant antibiotics (17).

In this work, we applied a combination of metabolic and antibiotic resistance profiling 
to cecal microbial communities of mice exposed to IAV or mock infection. We used 
samples from IAV-infected animals previously described by Yildiz et al. (15). Under 
aerobic manipulation conditions, CLPP analysis of samples indicates changes in overall 
carbon and nitrogen nutrient preferences. Cenoantibiogram analysis of the different 
groups of samples indicates additional alterations in antibiotic resistance of the cecal 
bacteria communities to specific antibiotics. These results indicate not only the influence 
of the viral infection on changes in the intestinal microbiota functionality but also 
suggest underlying mechanisms that could drive the selection of antibiotic-resistant 
bacteria.
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RESULTS

Semiquantitative determination of bacteria in cecal samples

Previous reports have described composition changes in gut microbiota after IAV 
infection. However, it remains unclear whether those changes are associated with 
relevant phenotypic differences. In the present work, cecal samples from mock or 
IAV-infected mice described by Yildiz et al. (15) were used to study functional changes 
associated with the infection.

Comparison of the relative changes and content of viable bacteria in mock- or 
IAV-infected mice was performed on different days post-infection (3, 5, 7, and 14 dpi) 
by the extraction of bacterial content from different samples in a fixed amount of cecal 
material that was resuspended in saline solution buffer. Bacteria in suspension were 
cultured in a cap-closed laminoculture tube to estimate the relative number of colony-
forming bacteria per gram of cecal material (Fig. 1). Under this experimental setting, the 
relative number of microorganisms in mock control groups was estimated as 106 CFU/g. 
A significant decrease in cecal bacterial growing load was observed on day 3 (105 CFU/g), 
day 5, and day 7 (104 CFU/g) in IAV-infected mice. On day 14, there was a recovery 
tendency in the number of colony-forming bacteria in the cecal samples of IAV-infected 
animals. This decrease in the number of colonies growing in cap-closed laminoculture 
tubes correlates with a drop in genome counts in the small intestine samples previously 
reported (15) from the same animals. This drop also coincides with high viral titers in the 
lungs of IAV-infected animals at days 3 and 7 post-inoculation as described in Yildiz et al 
(15).

Analysis of CLPPs in microbial communities

Alterations of bacterial communities in the intestinal microbiota during viral infection 
have been associated with reduced food intake as typical sickness behavior (10, 
14). Alteration of a bacterial community composition may imply the need to switch 
metabolic states, to use different nutrients. To test this hypothesis, Biolog EcoPlates were 
used to determine the CLPP by analyzing the consumption of a set of defined substrates 
within cecum material sampled from IAV and mock-infected animals (see Table S1 
at https://figshare.com/articles/dataset/Supplementary_Table_1_biolog_Spectrum_xlsx/
24428692). After standardizing the number of inoculated bacteria, Biolog EcoPlates 

FIG 1 Estimation of bacterial density in different experimental groups. Estimation of viable bacterial 

concentration in 0.4 g of cecal samples resuspended in 40 mL of saline solution. An approximation of 

bacterial concentration was estimated by observing colony density in CLED from the Uricult laminocul­

ture test. Baseline D0 and Baseline D28 indicate untreated mice sacrificed on D0 or D28, respectively (n = 

3). Circles represent samples coming from mock-infected mice and squares the IAV-infected mice.
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plates were inoculated under aerobiotic conditions and incubated at 37°C for 72 h, the 
estimated time necessary by these microbial communities to reach the stationary phase 
of growth. Colorimetry in these plates allows the determination of microbial growth by 
measuring the absorbance at 590 nm in the presence of individual substrates.

Differences in the consumption of each substrate were analyzed by a random forest 
methodology using the colorimetric assay values obtained for each mouse sample. To 
find the substrates that can be differentially metabolized, Boruta analysis was performed 
(Fig. 2A). Certain substrates, such as α-D-Lactose, D-Xylose, Tween 80, and D-Cellobiose, 
present statistically relevant differences (green and yellow whiskers) while the rest of the 
substrates (red whisker plots) did not.

The random forest approach followed by Boruta’s analysis of the data does not 
reveal changes between IAV- and mock-infected animals at particular time points. To 
find them, a daily comparison was performed by calculating the difference between 
the average of the substrate consumption indicator for IAV- and the mock-infected 
groups for each substrate (Fig. 2B). Bacteria density-related changes observed using 
cap-closed laminocultures occur in infected animals between days 3 and 7 (coincidental 
with changes observed in animals by Yildiz et al. (15), particularly the high viral titers 
at days 3 and 7). Therefore, the analysis of substrate use was focused on cecal samples 
coming from days 3, 5, and 7.

The difference between the average in IAV- and mock-infected groups indicates a 
drop in consumption of some substrates by the cecal microbiota mainly on day 3, 
and recovering on days 5 and 7 under our experimental conditions. Together with a 
drop in consumption of D-Lactose, samples from IAV-infected mice show a drop in 
consumption of both, simple sugars (i.e., Glucose-1-phosphate, N-acetyl-D-glucosamine, 
or methyl glucoside) and complex sugars (i.e., xylose, cyclodextrin, or glycogen), and 
carbon sources like mannitol and the Krebs cycle precursor pyruvate. A small reduction 
in amino acid arginine consumption was also observed in samples from IAV-infected 
mice. A potential decrease in the consumption of lipids in the IAV group on day 3 
can also be suggested (i.e., a modest drop for Tween 40). At day 5, substrates that 
can feed the Krebs cycle such as alpha-cyclodextrin, erythritol, methyl-pyruvic-ester, 
N-acetyl-D-glucosamine, or lactose present a lower consumption average in IAV-infected 
as compared to mock-infected mice. Interestingly, there is an increase in the utilization 
of some substrates such as alpha-cyclodextrin, glycogen, or xylose preferentially at day 7 
post-infection in IAV-infected mice as compared to the mock-infected ones.

In Table S1 at https://figshare.com/articles/dataset/Supplementary_Table_1_biolog_S
pectrum_xlsx/24428692, we can observe a strong dispersion of values for each substrate 
utilization. A non-parametric Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney statistical analysis test was used in 
this case to determine differences in nutrient substrate uptake between IAV- and mock-
infected groups at each time point (Fig. 2C). This analysis presents statistically significant 
IAV- vs mock-infected groups at 3 dpi for D-lactose, methyl-pyruvic ester, or putresin. 
Significant differences between groups 5 dpi appear for D-lactose and D-galacturonic 
acid, and 7 dpi for alpha-cyclodextrin and D-xylose. These data suggest a broad meta­
bolic adaptation of cecal microbiota to the environmental changes during acute viral 
infection of the respiratory tract.

Cenoantibiogram analysis

Characterization of changes in antibiotic resistance of multi-species communities is 
a challenge in the field due to several variables that are difficult to address experi­
mentally. For instance, antibiotic resistance phenotypes can be modulated by several 
factors, including additive and synergistic effects between strains, quorum-sensing/quo­
rum-quenching processes affecting gene expression, as well as the response to biotic 
and abiotic factors coming from the host. Moreover, antibiotic resistance cannot be 
explained just by the presence of individual bacterial populations and cannot be inferred 
from metagenomic analysis approaches like 16S gene sequencing. On the other hand, 
previous reports have shown that metabolic shifts are one trigger for the development 
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FIG 2 Changes in the metabolic profile of different cecal microbiota samples extracted from IAV- and mock-infected mice. 

Nutrient usage profiles are determined using Biolog EcoPlates. (A) Evaluation of significant differences in nutrient usage 

between the samples under study analyzing the data by an initial random forest iterative approach followed by a Boruta 

statistical analysis comparing all the measurements from individual nutrients. The importance of each nutrient is represented 

in a whisker-box plot. Boxes contain 50% of all aleatory arrangements close to the mean of the importance for each nutrient. 

The whiskers present the remaining arrangements. Red boxes indicate those nutrients with a null effect. Yellow boxes indicate 

evidence of changes, while green boxes mark the highest statistically significant differences in the ability to metabolize the 

indicated nutrients. The blue boxes mark the lower, mean, and shadowmax values in the Boruta analysis which also sets the

(Continued on next page)

Research Article Microbiology Spectrum

January 2024  Volume 12  Issue 1 10.1128/spectrum.03635-22 5

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/s

pe
ct

ru
m

 o
n 

26
 F

eb
ru

ar
y 

20
24

 b
y 

19
3.

14
6.

22
8.

60
.

https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.03635-22


of bacterial antibiotic resistance (25). Hence, how changes in microbiota composition or 
phenotype could affect the overall antibiotic resistance of bacterial communities has not 
been well understood.

The entire community resistance profile against a particular antibiotic within the host 
microbiota will be shaped by the cumulative effect of different resistance mechanisms 
expressed by cohabitating microorganisms composing a community at a particular time 
within a dynamic environment. We designate the term cenoantibiogram to express a 
specific community’s antibiotic profile.

Cenoantibiogram profiles were determined as described in the Section Materials 
and Methods, by diluting the bacterial suspension samples 1:3 in saline solution, which 
was inoculated on Vitek 2 AST-N243 cards and automatically analyzed. In Table 1, we 
can observe the minimal inhibitory concentration (MIC) of different antibiotics for the 
bacteria present within cecal samples from IAV-infected and mock groups under the 
given experimental conditions. To interpret changes in antibiotic resistance, Escherichia 
coli was set as the reference bacteria for the analysis comparison of all the samples. 
Accordingly, MIC values of this reference allow evaluation of changes in antibiotic 
resistance between samples, that is, between groups or the same group over time.

Table 1 presents the antibiotic resistance profile changes across time points between 
IAV- and mock-infected groups. Specifically, the pattern of increased ESBL activity 
appears mainly positive in cecal samples from IAV-infected mice starting on day 3 and is 
generalized in all IAV-infected mice, but not in their mock controls, except for one animal, 
on days 5 and 7. On day 14, the cecal community behavior tends to recover resistance 
pattern previous to infection. Interestingly, on day 7 post-infection, only two out of 
six samples from IAV-infected mice presented an increased relative resistance against 
the β-lactam amoxicillin as compared to the mock samples. In any case, the amoxicillin 
resistance in the microbiota of these two cecal samples disappeared in the presence of 
the β-lactamase inhibitor clavulanic acid.

Another interesting phenotype observed on day 3 post-infection was the increased 
relative antibiotic resistance against some second-generation cephalosporins such as 
cefoxitin (6/6) in samples from IAV-infected mice. These differences were diminished at 
later time points. A similar effect was observed for resistance against third- (ceftazidime) 
(5/6) and fourth-generation (cefepime) cephalosporins (4/6). An increase in resistance 
against the carbapenem imipenem was also observed in three over six animals on day 
3 post-IAV infection. Increased relative resistance against aminoglycosides amikacin (4/6) 
and gentamicin (3/6) can be observed in samples from some animals at day 3; however, 
this phenotype seems to disappear at later time points. Interestingly, fluctuations in 
the antibiotic resistance against quinolones, particularly in resistance against nalidixic 
acid increased in the IAV group (5/6 mice) compared to mock on day 3 post-infection. 
These changes, however, were contradictory when compared to the relative resistance in 
the samples from the basal group on day 0. In any case, differences between IAV- and 
mock-infected groups disappeared at later time points suggesting a transient impact 
of IAV infection on the global resistance profile of gut microbiota. There appeared 
to be little alteration in antibiotic resistance against tetracyclines such as tigecycline, 

FIG 2 (Continued)

cutoff limit. Green boxes correspond to statistically differential values with a P ≤ 0.05. Each condition contains the analysis of 

fecal samples from three mice. (B) Differences between the mean of IAV- and the mock-infected ones for each substrate usage 

in Biolog analysis. Metabolization of each substrate in the Biolog is performed using individual cecal (n = 3). Individual values 

are presented in Table S1 at https://figshare.com/articles/dataset/Supplementary_Table_1_biolog_Spectrum_xlsx/24428692 

(Biolog). Results are represented in AWCD (average well-color development) where the color gradient reference represents 

arbitrary difference units. Positions close to red represent the largest drops in nutrient usage when comparing IAV- vs 

mock-infected mice and in green the largest increases. (C) Representation of the P-value corresponding to the analysis of 

the differences between the IAV- and mock-infected groups for each of the substrates. The analysis was performed using the 

non-parametric Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney analysis test. Results compare samples collected on days 3, 5, and 7. M: mock; I: IAV 

infections.
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some relative resistance against this antibiotic increased in two animals on day 14 after 
infection.

Statistical analysis of the results presents a challenge due to the low number of 
samples and strong dispersion of the data. To determine changes in the antibiotic 
resistance profile in any sample at any point, antibiotic data were also analyzed by 
a random forest approach followed by Boruta analysis (Fig. 3A). Significant antibiotic 
resistance alterations were observed for most of the antibiotics tested (green boxes). 
The largest differences between groups can be attributed to the presence of extended-
spectrum beta-lactamases (ESBL) phenotype, including changes in resistance against 
ampicillin, piperacillin/tazobactam, or cephalosporins. Additional changes in resistance 
were observed also in the case of quinolones such as nalidixic acid or ciprofloxacin, and 
aminoglycosides such as amikacin.

FIG 3 Antibiotic resistance changes in cecal microbiota. The cenoantibiogram approximation of antibiotic resistance profiles was determined with a Vitec 2 

automatic analyzer using AST-N243 cards. (A) Detection of significant differences in the samples under study was performed using a random forest iterative 

approach followed by a Boruta statistical analysis comparison. The importance of each change in resistance to different antibiotics is represented in a 

whisker-box plot. Boxes contain 50% of all aleatory arrangements close to the mean of the importance for each antibiotic resistance change. The whiskers 

present the remaining arrangements. Red boxes indicate those nutrients with a null effect. Yellow boxes indicate evidence of changes, while green boxes 

mark the highest statistically significant differences in the ability to metabolize indicated nutrients. The blue boxes mark the lower, mean, and shadowmax 

values in the Boruta analysis which also sets the cutoff limit (P ≤ 0.05). The whiskers in the panel represent the attribute importance over the different random 

forest arrangements followed after the Boruta analysis. Each condition contains the analysis of fecal samples from 3 to 6 mice. ESBL: Extended-spectrum beta 

lactamases. (B) Data represent a P-value differences heat map in antibiotic resistance changes in cecal samples from the IAV- and mock-infected mice groups 

using the non-parametric Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney analysis test. Results compare samples collected on days 3, 5, 7, and 14 post-infection. Yellow to brown 

colors represent situations where the antibiotic resistance against the indicated antibiotic significantly increases in samples from IAV-infected mice at each 

particular time point. Blue and purple colors P-value > 0.05 (without statistical differences); green, yellow, orange, and red colors P-value ≤ 0.05 (significant 

differences). (C) Representation of specific cephalosporin antibiotic resistance variation comparing the average and standard deviation of the minimal inhibitory 

concentration (MIC) using E. coli as reference bacteria against cephalosporins cefoxitin, ceftazidime, and cefepime. Individual values are presented in Table 1. 

Statistical analysis performed using the non-parametric Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney test (*: P < 0.05, **: P < 0.01). The number of mice for each condition ranges 

from n = 3 to n = 6.
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To assess statistical differences in microbiota communities for individual sampling 
days, an additional Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney statistical analysis was performed by 
comparing antibiotic resistance changes of fecal samples between IAV- and mock-infec­
ted mice groups at different days post-infection. Figure 3B shows the P-values from 
this analysis. This examination reveals no differences or minor, not statistically relevant 
differences in most of the comparisons. Comparisons represented with orange and 
red colors with P-values ≤ 0.05 were considered significantly different. Changes in the 
relative antibiotic resistance increase were more pronounced in IAV-infected animals 
as compared to mock-infected animals early in infection (3 dpi). At this time point, 
changes in relative antibiotic resistance significantly changed for ESBL phenotype as well 
as resistance against antibiotics such as gentamycin, amikacin, ceftazidime, cefoxitin, 
or cefepime. Differences were not always sustained over time, yet specifically, ESBL 
phenotype relative resistance in infected animals was further elevated on day 5 and even 
more strongly on day 7 post-IAV infection. A significant increase in relative antibiotic 
resistance to certain cephalosporins was observed in fecal samples from IAV-infected 
mice as compared to the mock samples. This was observed for some second-, third-, and 
fourth-generation cephalosporins (Fig. 3C) on day 3, as well as on day 5 post-infection 
in the case of second-generation cefoxitin and third-generation ceftazidime cephalo­
sporins. Interestingly, some relative antibiotic resistances present different kinetics. For 
instance, an initial increasing resistance tendency to second-generation cephalosporins 
cefuroxime and cefuroxime-acetyl was observed on day 3 and disappeared on days 5 
and 7. This resistance increased again on day 14 in the IAV as compared to mock-infected 
groups. Other antibiotic resistance changes were also observed; however, no biological 
or statistical relevance was attributed to them.

DISCUSSION

Acute and chronic viral infections alter the composition of intestinal microbiota, as 
described for HIV (26), HCV (27), or SARS-CoV-2 (28, 29). Influenza virus infection also 
alters intestinal microbiota composition, both in mice (10, 12, 14, 15, 30, 31) and in 
humans (32). The three main intestinal microbiota changes upon viral infection are as 
follows: (i) a decrease in the Bacteroidetes count (13, 15, 31), (ii) an increase in Proteo­
bacteria (10, 12, 30–32), including Escherichia coli (31, 32), and (iii) a decrease in the 
Firmicutes count (14, 15), including the genus Lactobacillus (10, 14, 31). These changes 
are mainly observed on day 7 after infection, recovering the composition on day 14 
post-infection, specifically in the small intestine samples from animals used for the assays 
shown here (10, 15). Bartley et al. (30) and Groves et al. (14) described alterations after 4 
days post-infection. These differences can be attributed to particularities between virus 
strains, animal husbandry, or differences in experimental conditions. Upon infection, 
driving forces for bacteria community alterations could be attributed to microbiota 
adaptations to reduced uptake of food and water (10, 14) as well as innate and adaptive 
immune responses (12, 16).

It is important to know how primary viral infections may influence not just the 
composition but also the functional properties of the gut microbial community (33). 
The metabolic state of bacterial communities and/or alterations in antibiotic resist­
ance profiles may influence the expected response against oral antibiotic treatments 
to prevent secondary bacterial infections. Current approaches to describe microbiota 
composition do not predict the functional performance of complex microbiota 
communities.

The metabolic profile in the samples analyzed here (Fig. 2) shows a reduction in 
the consumption pattern of lactose on days 3 and 5 post-infection as well as differ-
ent sugars (D-Lactose, Glucose-1-phosphate, N-acetyl-D-glucosamine, methyl glucoside, 
xylose, cyclodextrin, or glycogen) and other possible carbon sources such as pyruvate, 
mannitol, or Tween 40. Interestingly, amino acid consumption seems not much affected 
except for an initial drop in the consumption of arginine on day 3 and a tendency to 
increase the consumption of serine on day 5 (Fig. 2A).
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These changes in nutrient uptake could be attributed to different alternatives that 
will require novel experimental metabolomic approaches and culture conditions for 
a better description. Changes in metabolic performance by specific microorganisms, 
microbiota substitution, or simultaneous influence of both are likely to be behind the 
observed changes. It is also relevant to notice that these changes are coincidental with 
a body weight loss between days 5 and 9 post-infection, high viral titers at days 3 and 
7, and a drop in core body temperature at day 7 in the mice analyzed as reported by 
Yildiz et al. (15). For example, nutrient uptake changes could be attributed to possible 
alterations in Enterobacteriaceae belonging to Gamma proteobacteria (31, 32), which 
could be responsible also for the changes observed in the cenoantibiogram results 
(ESBL phenotype changes). In this sense, gene expression related to the catabolism 
of simple sugars can be significantly downregulated in Escherichia coli present in the 
intestinal microbiota during an intestinal inflammatory process (34). By contrast, the 
expression of some genes associated with amino acid metabolism can be stimulated, like 
genes involved in L-serine metabolism (34). The observed decrease in lactose and sugar 
consumption by bacterial communities observed in our study may also be explained by 
the drop in the number of lactose-consuming bacteria such as Lactobacillus spp (8) or 
Bifidobacterium spp (10, 32) described on day 7 post-infection (10) and that could be 
correlated with a drop in Bacilli in fecal samples from IAV-infected mice (Fig. 4). These 
bacteria are part of the normal commensal microbiota, which may have been affected 
during the first days after viral infection. In any case, despite the possible role of specific 
bacteria, complex functional interactions between members of a microbial community 
cannot be predicted by a simple analysis of the bacteria present in microbiota like 
those using just metagenomic analysis. The results presented here highlight the need 
to increase the attention to microbial community behaviors determined by functional 
changes.

Metagenomic analysis upstream (small intestine) and downstream (fecal) of cecum 
microbiota (Fig. 4) presents significant changes at day 7 post-infection. The prevalence 
of the Muribaculaceae family is reduced at 7 dpi (days post-infection). Lactobacillaceae 
and Spreptococcaceae families within the Lactobacillares order are increased at 7 dpi. 
At the same time, the Gammaproteobacteria class presents an increase at 7 dpi. In 
particular, Pseudomonadaceae, Halothiobacillaceae, Enterobacteriaceae, Pasteurellaceae, 
Vibrionaceae, and Moraxellaceae families present the highest increase, Verrucomicrobia­
ceae family within the Verrucomicrobiae class experience an increase also at 7 dpi. 
These profiles present differences between animals and can also be linked to the high 
variability of our functional assays of cecal microbiota.

Analysis of fecal microbiota at days 7 and 14 post-infection also presents some 
differences between IAV- and mock-infected animals. In this case, no clear differences 
could be observed in Bacteroidia, but a reduction in Lactobacillus at 7 dpi could be 
observed. A small but significant increase in the Gammaproteobacteria and Verrucomi­
crobiae classes can be observed at 7 dpi (Panel F of Fig. 4). This correlation between 
SI and fecal microbiota could indicate an intermediate composition at the cecum, 
whose samples were used for the functional assays. In particular, Enterobacteriaceae 
increase in IAV-infected animals both in small intestine and feces correlate with the 
functional phenotype described. Metagenomic analyses, however, cannot guarantee the 
identification of the members in the communities responsible for the functional changes 
analyzed.

Reproducing the cecal microbiota in environmental conditions is challenging. We are 
aware of the culture conditions limitations in our experimental setup, and how these 
conditions can affect the interpretations of the results, particularly the aerobic manipu­
lation of the samples. The conditions used are however the same for all samples. The 
same animals inoculated with IAV suffered a gradual decrease in certain small intes­
tine bacteria that peaked on days 5–7 post-infection (15) compared to mock controls. 
This effect was transient, in parallel with animal pathologic recovery, and microbiota 
replacement on day 14 post-infection (10, 15). Whether intestinal microbiota recovery is 
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influenced by previously altered antibiotic-resistant phenotypes, as described in other 
contexts (35, 36) requires future characterization in the case of IAV infection. These 
changes could explain the differences in growth observed using cecal samples in Fig. 
1. An additional caveat in the present study may be attributed to bacterial viability 
since the samples were subjected to freeze-thaw, thus influencing the metabolic profile 
and antibiotic resistance results. However, it can be fairly assumed that the community 
properties would be similarly affected in samples taken from mock-treated or IAV-infec­
ted animals. This study aims to specifically underline the community-level evaluation of 
microbiota rather than individual species properties.

FIG 4 Metagenomic analysis of small intestine and fecal microbiota. Bacteria Class relative abundance at different time points 

of (A) small intestine and (B) fecal samples from IAV-infected animals vs mock-infected animals previously described by Yildiz 

et al. Relative abundance (%) of the indicated bacterial class is depicted for mock (blue violin with blue dots) or IAV-infected 

(red violin with red dots) mice at different time points for (C) small intestine or (D) fecal samples. Orden relative abundance 

(%) of indicated bacterial class a different time points for (E) small intestine or (F) fecal samples. The legend to interpret colors 

associated with bacteria is shown in (E) and (F).
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The cenoantibiogram antibiotic resistance profile analysis presented here shows 
time-dependent differences in IAV-infected mice, specific to some but not all the 
antibiotics under analysis. This fact is an argument for using our experimental approach 
as an initial approximation to further characterize functional differences that could have 
significant implications. It is safe to assume that differences observed in metabolic 
state and antibiotic resistance could not be attributed to an inoculation bias since such 
an effect would cause global changes. Instead, specific changes occurring in a small 
subset of bacteria, or their expression pattern can explain such differences. In addition, 
changes in community properties presented here are in accordance with changes in 
the composition of certain bacteria previously reported by Yildiz et al. (15), whose cecal 
samples are analyzed in the present study.

Different studies have linked the increment of Gamma-proteobacteria, especially 
Enterobacteriaceae, to starvation or viral-induced dysbiosis with an increase in the 
expression of antibiotic resistance genes. Enterobacteriaceae could host some of these 
genes (12, 37, 38). Increased amounts of Enterobacteriaceae in the small intestine and 
feces (Fig. 4) suggest this possibility. In any case, the mere presence of certain bacteria 
could not be enough to express antibiotic resistance mechanisms that may require 
stimuli coming from the infection context.

Although there is an observation of a possible trend, due to the community-wide 
analysis performed here, this study could not present sufficient evidence for a direct 
causal link between nutrient uptake profiles and relative antibiotic resistance profiles. 
Future nutrient usage signatures, metabolomic analysis, and cenoantibiogram valida­
tions from purposeful biased cecal samples would improve the validation of such 
links. Yet, the quality and robustness of the assays allow comparison of steady-state 
or altered bacterial communities harboring distinctive resistance elements, including the 
contribution to the phenotype by anaerobic and capnophilic bacteria.

Cecal samples from IAV-infected animals presented elevated changes in antibiotic 
resistance against some second-generation cephalosporins like cefoxitin, as well as those 
of the third generation (cefotaxime and ceftazidime) on days 3 to 5 and even for fourth 
generation’s cefepime (Fig. 3C). Cephalosporin resistance increase can also be linked to 
an increased expression of β-lactamase phenotypes in Enterobacteriaceae (39, 40). Again, 
the use of metagenomic analysis will not be enough to determine the expression of 
these enzymes. In this scenario, possible inter-species resistance transmission (especially 
those transmissible through the exchange of mobile gene elements) cannot be ruled 
out (35, 41). In addition, the selection of antibiotic-resistant bacteria could be boosted 
clinically by concomitant antibiotic treatment.

Analyzing antibiotic resistance in the microbial cecal community is a challenge 
beyond the traditional concept of individual antibiotic resistance against one specific 
strain. The origin of antibiotic resistance at the microbial community level is difficult 
to discern and may not necessarily be linked to classical antibiotic resistance by 
specific bacteria populations. Instead, resistance may be linked to synergistic func­
tional interactions between different bacteria species in a community, minimizing 
antibiotic activities, for example, by polymicrobial biofilms. If this is the case, interac­
tions between non-pathogenic commensals could build changes in community-based 
antibiotic resistance that can be detected by a cenoantibiogram analysis.

Influenza virus as well as other relevant viruses producing acute infections such 
as SARS-CoV-2 could also affect intestinal microbiota functions that may determine 
systemic effects. Antibiotic resistance alterations such as the ones observed here open 
a new factor to be considered in the field of virus-host interactions specifically in the 
case of infections by influenza viruses. Some of the secondary infections associated 
with influenza are produced by bacteria that require oral antibiotic treatments, and how 
intestinal microbiota interacts with them may require further attention.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Sample collection

Sampling was carried out by Yildiz et al. in 2018 (15) with C57BL/6J mice (8- to 9-week-
old females). All animals were exposed to the same SPF / BSL2 (Specific Pathogen Free/
Biosafety Level 2 conditions) for 7 days feeding ad libitum. They were then treated as 
(i) Baseline or untreated animals, (ii) Mock or animals that were administered 40 µL 
of intranasal phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) without virus (control), and (iii) IAV or 
mice that were inoculated with virus A/VN/1203/2004 (low pathogenic variant) in 40 µL 
intranasal PBS solution. Upon reaching the experimental endpoints, the animals were 
humanely sacrificed using controlled exposure to CO2. Organs were collected using 
sterile tools. Utensils were changed between each organ and each experimental group 
to avoid cross-contamination. Cecum samples extracted in an aerobiotic environment 
were stored at −70°C. All animal procedures were in accordance with federal regulations 
of the Bundesamt für Lebensmittelsicherheit und Veterenärwesen (BLV) Switzerland 
(Tierschutzgesetz) and approved by cantonal authorities (license number GE/44/17 and 
GE/45/15).

The experiments were performed using a very limited number of samples and cecal 
content from the animals used by Yildiz et al. (15). The reason for using these samples 
was based on the analysis of the sample complexity in a relevant animal model. In this 
paper, the authors performed a description of changes in the intestinal microbiota in the 
context of mice infected with recombinant attenuated Influenza H5N1 HALo (42). Using 
this model allows for studying influenza-associated changes in a non-lethal model, like 
the one that most influenza virus infections cause in humans.

Sample processing

A mass of 0.4 g of intestinal content, free of tissue, was weighed for each sample of 
40 mL. The feces were suspended in Falcon tubes with sterile 0.45% NaCl saline. They 
were heavily vortexed for 5 minutes and centrifuged for 5 minutes at 4,000 rpm. The 
pellet was discarded, and the supernatant was kept for successive tests.

Semi-quantitative counting

A laminoculture (Uritest) was used for the standardization of the bacteria sample 
inoculum. For this, the suspension samples described above (0.4 g/40 mL) were seeded 
by immersion and incubated at 37°C for 24 hours. After this time, the counting was 
carried out. For the assessment of total aerobic mesophiles, CLED medium was used.

Community antibiotic resistance phenotypic profile (cenoantibiogram)

Given that there is no previous reference in the literature to the use of the cenoantibio­
gram on stool samples from experimental animals, it was necessary to adapt techniques 
traditionally used for susceptibility testing of microbial populations. We employed the 
Vitek 2 technique following the criteria of Robas et al. (17). One milliliter of bacteria 
suspension was diluted in 2 mL of sterile 0.45% saline solution. The 3 mL was used for the 
automatic inoculation of Vitek 2 AST-N243. Samples were incubated and automatically 
read by a Vitek 2 Compact, Automated ID/AST Instrument (Biomérieux, France).

Metabolic profile of bacterial communities (CLPP)

The metabolic profile study was performed using Biolog EcoPlates. The plates used 
(BiologECO Biolog, Inc., Hayward, CA, USA) consist of 96 wells containing different 
sources of freeze-dried carbon and nitrogen, as well as a red-ox indicator of the 
consumption of said source (tetrazolium salts). The wells of the Biolog EcoPlates were 
loaded with 135 µL of the bacterial suspension prepared before from cecal material. The 
plates were incubated at 37°C and absorbance was measured at 590 nm. Plate readings 
presented in the manuscript were made 72 hours after inoculation.
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DNA extraction, Library construction and Illumina sequencing, and Bioinfor­
matics analysis

The methodology used for analyzing the small intestine and fecal microbiota was 
described by Yildiz et al. (15). Data processing, graphs, and statistical analysis were 
performed using the R 3.6.0 software.

16S rRNA gene NGS data were deposited at NCBI Bioproject (https://
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/) under the accession numbers PRJNA419861 for SI 
samples, PRJNA419862 for fecal pellet samples, included already in the Materials and 
Methods section of Yildiz et al. (15).

Data processing

The SPSS program (version 26.0 IBM Corp.) was used to perform the statistical analy­
sis. Changes in the apparent number of bacteria growing in the laminoculture were 
performed using a two-way ANOVA followed by Sidak’s multiple comparison test.

In the case of the metabolic profile, an initial multivariate analysis was performed 
by random forest (43) followed by Boruta algorithm analysis for featuring relevance 
estimation on top of an iterated (random forest) analysis. The results are represented in 
a box-whisker diagram. The algorithm is designed as a wrapper method. The original 
data set is extended by adding the so-called shadow features whose values are randomly 
permuted among the original cases to remove their correlations with a decision variable. 
This procedure makes it possible to establish a threshold defined as the highest feature 
importance recorded among the shadow features and a confidence interval regarding 
whether a factor is relevant. In addition, Boruta analysis was chosen to be able to 
capture non-linear relationships in a large number of substrates. Multiple comparisons 
between different groups were performed using a Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney test to 
detect significant differences among them when P < 0.05.

The statistical analysis of the cenoantibiogram values was also performed by random 
forest followed by Boruta analysis to be able to capture non-linear relationships 
significantly different across samples. In addition, group condition comparisons were 
analyzed using a Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney test to detect significant differences among 
them. A P-value < 0.05 was set as the limit to consider significant differences between 
conditions.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the Ministerio de Ciencia y Tecnología grant project 
PID2019-105761RB-100 to E.N.-V. This project was also funded by Swiss National 
Foundation grant project SNF310030_155949 to M.S. The authors acknowledge a FPI 
fellowship by Universidad San Pablo CEU to S.R.-R. J.A.-H. was supported by a PFIS 
fellowship co-funded by the FEDER/FSE and the ISCIII.

We would like to thank Sara Izpura-Luis and Brian Crilly for their editorial help.

AUTHOR AFFILIATIONS

1Department of Pharmaceutical and Health Sciences School of Pharmacy, Microbiology 
Section, Departamento de Ciencias Farmacéuticas y de la Salud, Facultad de Farmacia, 
Universidad San Pablo-CEU, Madrid, Spain
2Facultad de Medicina, Instituto de Medicina Molecular Aplicada (IMMA), Universidad San 
Pablo-CEU, Madrid, Spain
3Department of Microbiology and Molecular Medicine, Medical Faculty, University of 
Geneva, Geneva, Switzerland
4Department of Microbiology, Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai, New York, New 
York, USA
5CEMBIO (Centre for Metabolomics and Bioanalysis), Facultad de Farmacia, Universidad 
San Pablo-CEU, Madrid, Spain

Research Article Microbiology Spectrum

January 2024  Volume 12  Issue 1 10.1128/spectrum.03635-2215

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/s

pe
ct

ru
m

 o
n 

26
 F

eb
ru

ar
y 

20
24

 b
y 

19
3.

14
6.

22
8.

60
.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/all/?term=PRJNA419861
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/all/?term=PRJNA419862
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.03635-22


6Geneva Center of Inflammation Research, Medical Faculty, University of Geneva, Geneva, 
Switzerland

AUTHOR ORCIDs

Pedro A. Jiménez  http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0305-6889
Estanislao Nistal-Villan  http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2458-8833

FUNDING

Funder Grant(s) Author(s)

Ministerio de Ciencia e 
Innovación (MCIN)

project: PID2019-105761RB-100 Estanislao Nistal-Vil­
lan

Swiss National Science 
Foundation (SNF)

project: SNF310030_155949 Mirco Schmolke

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Marina Robas, Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation, 
Methodology, Resources, Validation, Writing – original draft | Jesús Presa, Data curation, 
Investigation, Software, Validation, Visualization, Writing – original draft | Javier Arranz-
Herrero, Formal analysis, Software | Soner Yildiz, Formal analysis, Investigation, Methodol­
ogy, Writing – original draft | Sergio Rius-Rocabert, Investigation, Writing – original draft 
| Francisco Llinares-Pinel, Formal analysis, Writing – original draft | Agustin Probanza, 
Conceptualization, Methodology, Supervision, Writing – review and editing | Mirco 
Schmolke, Conceptualization, Formal analysis, Investigation, Methodology, Supervision, 
Writing – original draft | Pedro A. Jiménez, Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal 
analysis, Funding acquisition, Methodology, Resources, Supervision, Writing – original 
draft | Estanislao Nistal-Villan, Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding 
acquisition, Investigation, Methodology, Project administration, Resources, Supervision, 
Writing – original draft, Writing – review and editing

ADDITIONAL FILES

The following material is available online.

Open Peer Review

PEER REVIEW HISTORY (review-history.pdf). An accounting of the reviewer comments 
and feedback.

REFERENCES

1. de Lucas Moreno B, González Soltero R, Bressa C, Bailén M, Larrosa Pérez 
M. 2019. Modulation through lifestyle of the intestinal microbiota. Nutr 
Hosp 36:35–39. https://doi.org/10.20960/nh.02805

2. Illiano P, Brambilla R, Parolini C. 2020. The mutual interplay of gut 
microbiota, diet and human disease. FEBS J 287:833–855. https://doi.
org/10.1111/febs.15217

3. Hand TW. 2016. The role of the microbiota in shaping infectious 
immunity. Trends Immunol 37:647–658. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.it.
2016.08.007

4. Thursby E, Juge N. 2017. Introduction to the human gut microbiota. 
Biochem J 474:1823–1836. https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20160510

5. Chang PV, Hao L, Offermanns S, Medzhitov R. 2014. The microbial 
metabolite butyrate regulates intestinal macrophage function via 
histone deacetylase inhibition. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 111:2247–2252. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1322269111

6. Vinolo MA, Ferguson GJ, Kulkarni S, Damoulakis G, Anderson K, 
Bohlooly-Y M, Stephens L, Hawkins PT, Curi R. 2011. SCFAs induce mouse 
neutrophil chemotaxis through the GPR43 receptor. PLoS One 6:e21205. 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021205

7. Zimmerman MA, Singh N, Martin PM, Thangaraju M, Ganapathy V, Waller 
JL, Shi H, Robertson KD, Munn DH, Liu K. 2012. Butyrate suppresses 
colonic inflammation through HDAC1-dependent Fas upregulation and 
Fas-mediated apoptosis of T cells. Am J Physiol Gastrointest Liver Physiol 
302:G1405–15. https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpgi.00543.2011

8. Foster KR, Schluter J, Coyte KZ, Rakoff-Nahoum S. 2017. The evolution of 
the host microbiome as an ecosystem on a leash. Nature 548:43–51. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23292

9. Organization WH. 2020. Critically important antimicrobials for human 
medicine: 6th revision

10. Sencio V, Barthelemy A, Tavares LP, Machado MG, Soulard D, Cuinat C, 
Queiroz-Junior CM, Noordine ML, Salomé-Desnoulez S, Deryuter L, et al. 
2020. Gut dysbiosis during influenza contributes to pulmonary 
pneumococcal superinfection through altered short-chain fatty acid 
production. Cell Rep 30:2934–2947. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.
2020.02.013

11. Baraza E, Bota J, Romero-Munar A, Nogales B. 2019. Aplicación de la 
técnica biolog ECO-plate para el estudio del perfil fisiológico de las 

Research Article Microbiology Spectrum

January 2024  Volume 12  Issue 1 10.1128/spectrum.03635-2216

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/s

pe
ct

ru
m

 o
n 

26
 F

eb
ru

ar
y 

20
24

 b
y 

19
3.

14
6.

22
8.

60
.

https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.03635-22
https://doi.org/10.20960/nh.02805
https://doi.org/10.1111/febs.15217
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2016.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20160510
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1322269111
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0021205
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpgi.00543.2011
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23292
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2020.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.03635-22


comunidades microbianas del suelo agrícola. Ecosistemas 28:46–53. 
https://doi.org/10.7818/ECOS.1687

12. Deriu E, Boxx GM, He X, Pan C, Benavidez SD, Cen L, Rozengurt N, Shi W, 
Cheng G. 2016. Influenza virus affects intestinal microbiota and 
secondary Salmonella infection in the gut through type I interferons. 
PLoS Pathog 12:e1005572. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005572

13. Groves HT, Cuthbertson L, James P, Moffatt MF, Cox MJ, Tregoning JS. 
2018. Respiratory disease following viral lung infection alters the murine 
gut microbiota. Front Immunol 9:182. https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.
2018.00182

14. Groves HT, Higham SL, Moffatt MF, Cox MJ, Tregoning JS. 2020. 
Respiratory viral infection alters the gut microbiota by inducing 
inappetence. mBio 11:e03236-19. https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.03236-
19

15. Yildiz S, Mazel-Sanchez B, Kandasamy M, Manicassamy B, Schmolke M. 
2018. Influenza A virus infection impacts systemic microbiota dynamics 
and causes quantitative enteric dysbiosis. Microbiome 6:9. https://doi.
org/10.1186/s40168-017-0386-z

16. Becattini S, Sorbara MT, Kim SG, Littmann EL, Dong Q, Walsh G, Wright R, 
Amoretti L, Fontana E, Hohl TM, Pamer EG. 2021. Rapid transcriptional 
and metabolic adaptation of intestinal microbes to host immune 
activation. Cell Host Microbe 29:378–393. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chom.2021.01.003

17. Mora MR, Gómez PAJ, Valbuena C, Probanza A. 2017. Effect of the type of 
Vitis vinifera cultivation in the Cenophenoresistome and metabolic 
profiling (CLPP) of edaphic bacterial communities. JAST-A 7:522–536. 
https://doi.org/10.17265/2161-6256/2017.08.002

18. (AEMPS) AEdMyPS. 2020. Informe anual 2019-2020 plan nacional frente 
a la resistencia a los antibióticos

19. (WHO) WHO. 2020. Antibiotic resistance
20. Didelot X, Walker AS, Peto TE, Crook DW, Wilson DJ. 2016. Within-host 

evolution of bacterial pathogens. Nat Rev Microbiol 14:150–162. https://
doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro.2015.13

21. Munita JM, Arias CA. 2016. Mechanisms of antibiotic resistance. 
Microbiol Spectr 4. https://doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.VMBF-0016-
2015

22. Waglechner N, Wright GD. 2017. Antibiotic resistance: it’s bad, but why 
isn't it worse BMC Biol 15:84. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-017-0423-1

23. De laCruz-Leyva MC, Zamudio-Maya MC, Corona-Cruz AI, Gonzalez-de la 
Cruz JU, Rojas-Herrera R. 2015. Importancia Y estudios de Las comuni­
dades microbianas en Los recursos Y productos pesqueros. Ecosistemas 
y recursos agropecuarios 4:99–115. https://era.ujat.mx/index.php/rera/
article/view/720.

24. Begon M, Townsend CR, Harper JL. 2021. Ecology: from individuals to 
ecosystems. 5th ed. Wiley, Hoboken, NJ, USA.

25. Martínez JL, Rojo F. 2011. Metabolic regulation of antibiotic resistance. 
FEMS Microbiol Rev 35:768–789. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.
2011.00282.x

26. Knox TA, Spiegelman D, Skinner SC, Gorbach S. 2000. Diarrhea and 
abnormalities of gastrointestinal function in a cohort of men and 
women with HIV infection. Am J Gastroenterol 95:3482–3489. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2000.03365.x

27. Preveden T, Scarpellini E, Milić N, Luzza F, Abenavoli L. 2017. Gut 
microbiota changes and chronic hepatitis C virus infection. Expert Rev 
Gastroenterol Hepatol 11:813–819. https://doi.org/10.1080/17474124.
2017.1343663

28. Zuo T, Liu Q, Zhang F, Lui GC-Y, Tso EY, Yeoh YK, Chen Z, Boon SS, Chan 
FK, Chan PK, Ng SC. 2021. Depicting SARS-CoV-2 faecal viral activity in 
association with gut microbiota composition in patients with COVID-19. 
Gut 70:276–284. https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2020-322294

29. Newsome RC, Gauthier J, Hernandez MC, Abraham GE, Robinson TO, 
Williams HB, Sloan M, Owings A, Laird H, Christian T, et al. 2021. The gut 

microbiome of COVID-19 recovered patients returns to uninfected status 
in a minority-dominated United States cohort. Gut Microbes 13:1–15. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2021.1926840

30. Bartley JM, Zhou X, Kuchel GA, Weinstock GM, Haynes L. 2017. Impact of 
age, caloric restriction, and influenza infection on mouse gut micro­
biome: an exploratory study of the role of age-related microbiome 
changes on influenza responses. Front Immunol 8:1164. https://doi.org/
10.3389/fimmu.2017.01164

31. Wang J, Li F, Wei H, Lian ZX, Sun R, Tian Z. 2014. Respiratory influenza 
virus infection induces intestinal immune injury via microbiota-
mediated Th17 cell–dependent inflammation. J Exp Med 211:2397–
2410. https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20140625

32. Qin N, Zheng B, Yao J, Guo L, Zuo J, Wu L, Zhou J, Liu L, Guo J, Ni S, Li A, 
Zhu Y, Liang W, Xiao Y, Ehrlich SD, Li L. 2015. Influence of H7N9 virus 
infection and associated treatment on human gut microbiota. Sci Rep 
5:14771. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep14771

33. Shine EE, Crawford JM. 2021. Molecules from the microbiome. Annu Rev 
Biochem 90:789–815. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biochem-
080320-115307

34. Kitamoto S, Alteri CJ, Rodrigues M, Nagao-Kitamoto H, Sugihara K, 
Himpsl SD, Bazzi M, Miyoshi M, Nishioka T, Hayashi A, et al. 2020. Dietary 
L-serine confers a competitive fitness advantage to Enterobacteriaceae in 
the inflamed gut. Nat Microbiol 5:116–125. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41564-019-0591-6

35. Duranti S, Lugli GA, Mancabelli L, Turroni F, Milani C, Mangifesta M, 
Ferrario C, Anzalone R, Viappiani A, van Sinderen D, Ventura M, Drake HL. 
2017. Prevalence of antibiotic resistance genes among human gut-
derived bifidobacteria. Appl Environ Microbiol 83:e02894-16. https://doi.
org/10.1128/AEM.02894-16

36. Bengtsson-Palme J, Kristiansson E, Larsson DGJ. 2018. Environmental 
factors influencing the development and spread of antibiotic resistance. 
FEMS Microbiol Rev 42:fux053. https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fux053

37. Tan L, Zhang C, Liu F, Chen P, Wei X, Li H, Yi G, Xu Y, Zheng X. 2021. 
Three-compartment septic tanks as sustainable on-site treatment 
facilities? watch out for the potential dissemination of human-
associated pathogens and antibiotic resistance. J Environ Manage 
300:113709. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.113709

38. Baron SA, Diene SM, Rolain J-M. 2018. Human Microbiomes and 
antibiotic resistance. Human Microbiome Journal 10:43–52. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.humic.2018.08.005

39. Gupta M, Didwal G, Bansal S, Kaushal K, Batra N, Gautam V, Ray P. 2019. 
Antibiotic-resistant Enterobacteriaceae in healthy gut flora: a report from 
north Indian semiurban community. Indian J Med Res 149:276–280. 
https://doi.org/10.4103/ijmr.IJMR_207_18

40. Le Bastard Q, Chapelet G, Birgand G, Hillmann BM, Javaudin F, 
Hayatgheib N, Bourigault C, Bemer P, De Decker L, Batard E, et al. 2020. 
Gut microbiome signatures of nursing home residents carrying 
enterobacteria producing extended-spectrum β-lactamases. Antimicrob 
Resist Infect Control 9:107. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13756-020-00773-y

41. Singh RK, Wheildon N, Ishikawa S. 2016. Food additive P-80 impacts 
mouse gut microbiota promoting intestinal inflammation, obesity and 
liver dysfunction. SOJMID 4:01–10. https://doi.org/10.15226/sojmid/4/1/
00148

42. Steel J, Lowen AC, Pena L, Angel M, Solórzano A, Albrecht R, Perez DR, 
García-Sastre A, Palese P. 2009. Live attenuated influenza viruses 
containing NS1 truncations as vaccine candidates against H5N1 highly 
pathogenic avian influenza. J Virol 83:1742–1753. https://doi.org/10.
1128/JVI.01920-08

43. Donges N. 2021. A complete guide to the random forest algorithm 2019

Research Article Microbiology Spectrum

January 2024  Volume 12  Issue 1 10.1128/spectrum.03635-2217

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 h
ttp

s:
//j

ou
rn

al
s.

as
m

.o
rg

/jo
ur

na
l/s

pe
ct

ru
m

 o
n 

26
 F

eb
ru

ar
y 

20
24

 b
y 

19
3.

14
6.

22
8.

60
.

https://doi.org/10.7818/ECOS.1687
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005572
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.00182
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.03236-19
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-017-0386-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2021.01.003
https://doi.org/10.17265/2161-6256/2017.08.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro.2015.13
https://doi.org/10.1128/microbiolspec.VMBF-0016-2015
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12915-017-0423-1
https://era.ujat.mx/index.php/rera/article/view/720
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6976.2011.00282.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2000.03365.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/17474124.2017.1343663
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2020-322294
https://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2021.1926840
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01164
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20140625
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep14771
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biochem-080320-115307
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41564-019-0591-6
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02894-16
https://doi.org/10.1093/femsre/fux053
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2021.113709
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humic.2018.08.005
https://doi.org/10.4103/ijmr.IJMR_207_18
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13756-020-00773-y
https://doi.org/10.15226/sojmid/4/1/00148
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01920-08
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.03635-22

	Influenza A virus infection alters the resistance profile of gut microbiota to clinically relevant antibiotics
	RESULTS
	Semiquantitative determination of bacteria in cecal samples
	Analysis of CLPPs in microbial communities
	Cenoantibiogram analysis

	DISCUSSION
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	Sample collection
	Sample processing
	Semi-quantitative counting
	Community antibiotic resistance phenotypic profile (cenoantibiogram)
	Metabolic profile of bacterial communities (CLPP)
	DNA extraction, Library construction and Illumina sequencing, and Bioinformatics analysis
	Data processing



