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A (genome)= 423t A=) 1F FHolok o] FHAE eojiis 71&2 19779 Sanger 714 E &4
(Sanger sequencing)?] /W= AZE QO SHEQF WHASHA] Folitt. 13 2000 %°f pyrosequencing
7l&S 7|8t 2 3 RocheAl?] ‘Roche 454" 7HiHE W52 Solexa sequencing, ion torrent sequencing, PacBio
sequencing 5 TS A G714 Y E4(next generation sequencing; NGS) 7]&o] w2 7| 2HAsHHA 1% o
AP 718 g o] o] o3l Zofg FRIth A7 T thet ZokollA Sanger sequencing O] AR AT
FRAA L 22 Adigt DNAS G714 82 B4 5k A2 A7k Hl-go] @o] A2 857| wjzof 2 tstA] it i) 2}
Al F71KE £42 FAAIE 740 B2 2408 Uiro] SHRAX | 2742 HEE 2ok iyt BE AlEA
(massive parallel sequencing) B4 AR&5to] Hr} 1451l A3kelA] 40| 7Rsdtth(Ballard et al.,2020). E3F
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$747) B40] 7H5517] whgo] A @714F B0l de) ALEHSAE 9, 2016). AAY F71MD B2
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A (metagenome)2] ALY E48 4= QltH(Jagadeesan et al., 2019). 134 A7 E £4L S ol 54
A= oHds] dast=o] 7] wiEel 34 JEE SE5tHd Yol AEES sl 2 EAske] AgAidol ojgA =
|ok=A] olsfisfiof gttt. o] & ol AT THEo] & HHIH(bioinformatics)olth. & JHH2 585t SAT,

[e)
H 3t BEO] SAAE 243 Yol AX G- A|(whole genome)®} §F 4 0f| 2A5H= t|BE FH 9] SAH £33l
)=]

F
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Aot oo mE FAA AR IF
2E Aot FRAAE A EE
RNA©| sl Aok AARAISE 5ol A= AHeo] &3t
HHLuscombe et al., 2001).

ol FAA AT} A& HHEEe THE B, g
73 FoRRnt ofuzt, AF A2
Y okl FARE JF= vA I QI mFo A= A
S= WA Al YRl B BEE gofslr] s A%
A £4S Z83HBrown et al., 2019). =HofA]
T mRHA R A A A8 A £4 Ve
vEsta Q. AlRERo] AR 9

-

o -
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< &8st7] Sl
A RS &I AT B, B B, FHRAE S
Yol A7t 4S5 84 JE D (national genome

information network for foodborne pathogen:

NGIN-F)o] 71 oflo]th(A]F 9] oFE?td A, 2023). “Liqt

ofje & 247, BE SR, BT B AAAE

W 2 HAAE S s S8, BAARG 5 o

B0 ABRLNAE A R4 BYA B854 o
M=

1‘/}((Zha and Seo, 2017) =2 29

1. M R 4
(Whole Genome Sequencing; WGS)

Qud Auel AAE

7ML= HERAT o]

L oupgoR: A% o

ABAZE 7EA AL = B
genome©]2tal 51, DNA
@ A9 GINLE Bl

B

& B M (whole exome sequencing)az} A oA B

HWGS)o] Ut A% ol B4S DNA % whijd

_

SHHM 24 7|&: Whole Genome Sequencing (WGS)2t Metagenomics

9t5 5t A9 intron Y92 A%t exome FGTt
oot 2 FEEAL 9le A% &
AA EAL DNAS BLE RS BA5le] 1337 Wo]
U R 24 F9] wol7HA] gl 4 Sl

sequencing Sh=

1. WGS

WGS9 552 AA &
s 4 Utk §3A S ':}74101]/‘11‘
+ DNAE &HlsP7] 9felf mid=
Bl DNAS #&3tal, DNA 27402
sko] 5704 3" Wkl adaptor(NGS AH|7} Q148 &=
NEF T[S A7|IHES 77l ohgonucleoude)% =
& A FEAAA AE 240 EQ7t librarys 53
HWheeler et al., 2008). NGS H|o|A £4o] 7}5
St 3712 AdE DNA 22121 reads®] overlap &
£ o] &5t 27 o439 reads7t AZ2H contig® ¥
ﬂ“’ o]& HI® O & contigZ} 271 oA AZAH scaffold

ZYEE de novo assemblyS E3 HA G71A4<E

T3t (Ayling et al., 2020). De novo assembly
+ reference®l°] reads®] 714 E HEE Hfx3oto]
AA A7IMLQE sk AL=, oju] Ago] &4
%l reference A Gl readsE @35t 2A Ax3ot=
reference assembly@} Z}e]7} ItH(Noune, 2017).
ol 1 Al=
£ 9Julst

X' 7155 EoA BAIG

A Ev2F WGS #42o=
A5} AL S
= e 2HorR

A=baelpsfeR=} T,li_;q—

L

A% 744 = sequencing depthE
T E gddl=d), ol readsdy AE 3¢
™, 24 reads? 7ol
t}. Sequencing depth7t =24% genome©] § B
o] T o] Lo} A= et il wtsl=d|, 24
deptholl tsfA= thstA AA =L et g ALl A
+ 40x olifo] Holof 54 fXAT AEHHAL k=
HH, o2 AFolAE 4x BEO] depthke AFsittal
A A7 = S Lambert et al., 2015; Lindsey et al.,
2016). WGSE tlx|'d FASTAS} FASTQE 2L 4 Y=
4|, FASTAE genome?] @7]4<¥ E+ Wiz o] ofn]
LAt N ES A3 O ARG EE FA 08 ol &85t
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It A8 2o 2 FAA Q] 1]l B4 E4
S} 4= QIt}h. FASTQY= FASTAOA &3= FAlog

71 @Egt oby g}, quality scoreX oA A|A| H.

tlo Lt

nucleotide 1dent1ty (ANI) JQ - Qlﬁtq, &7
A EY zolE FRIst= variant B4, 44 E4(H
AR 7%, A 9 F24 EA4)S &Ash= gene
annotation #4] 5 AAIgT}

Reference -F-AA|2}F 47|14 B-& B]wst7] $5) basic
local alignment search tool (BLAST)& ©o]&% 4= 1
ot B3t of= A7]14 Y-S query sequencedtil
otH, BLAST+ query sequence®} database®] -f-AF
J7IM D 7ol 24, 7154 9 324 dddS F
ol 4= AthLobo, 2008). BLASTE THi& 9] ofn
LA Aotk DNA 2 RNA A8 nucleotide2t 2
2 F9 AEH AE HEE v|wst7] Y3t algorithm
9 program @&, query sequences library F= @
7148 database®} Hlwstal, S UAGL olFollA
ARt database A @& AHa <= QltK(Ye et al., 20006).
NCBIO| 554 databaseE U O 2 query sequence
eF FARRE reference A|9& WL FAI5k= Zo] AHHA
O]Uj] NCBI website, CLC Genomics Workbench &

850 BLASTE 0|83 4= Sl

BLASTE ©]-&3to] Uehd fARE
AE 9l FAEE SR & Atk A FE=
9 13 o] yEhg 4= U=, roots 35 2/4delH,
ot 9 tip/leaf WFLE AT F&9 AFZ et
t}. Branch+ 3 =9 ASS 2ulste] &< branch

SAA2te] AES:

oz - 2238 - Hox - 28 - 2% - 2461

I ASST e 2AE

Branch

E Tip/Leaf

= 5% A& Aol & 4 Atk BrancholA W
otz At = B4 < nodew A} Lojd &
02 AF9 &35} JAHE YEtdtt Tip/leaf+ terminal
nodes#hal: &M, AESto] EEHE= BE72 Kot

A, clades= node ©] 50 Z=HA L& E{i As= st
&2 F2 oot Aere A B, e
st Fe2 2EE & ot o]Hgt 741%—?94 CRin=
StalA} sk A 2F BAE o' T
of wet A 37HA 2 FEE 4 ek sk & L
Bl cladogram, branch Zolof| wet 442 1A=
T8 A= phylogram, branch Z°]7} taxa(the &
S FREE 529 A=) Aol ARt 559] &=
of Holu& AIZH 847t 7HEA] 9 ultrametric tree
2 Y= 4 AtkBleidorn and Bleidorn, 2017). °|¥
St ASE E45tE algorithme A=]7|HE ¥y &
A7 S o s UFH‘:} A 7IRE RS Z2ke] o
7] A gh& AAHAE ol Bt 7ol Zfol& Aol A
o] Zdol2 HHRF Ao g [FHAF 719 AHiE AolE A
Y= Yehdth ol= Al4to] BIZ 11 To]¥ 9 #lE o]
£ A9 7947 279 7Fs4do] At Neighbor-
joining (NJ), unweighted pair group method with
arithmetic mean (UPGMA)7F A& 7|8t ®H o] i
Q1 oflojt}. BH, E47|9F oSS B2 JHE 7}
2l ol4H ] dataE 7IRECE A|G AHA A ZF 1342
o] §1Alol s Z2+e] AsrE WEolWaL, Foi7 A
g U] a4 gt Xk F45k= HAlew, A
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3t JARE & AlS5HAIRE 71 AlZto] Ag HT, o] & Hl
93t Aol maximum parsimony (MP), maximum
likelihood (ML), Bayesian inference (BI) 5-°f algst
S (Horner et al., 2004). A=% ASSE EY2 24

StaLA} ks A 2] Als BAE 2T 5 U

i

3. M& SXH|2l Genome Annotation £
A GHAA AEL genome annotations 5
ol genetic elements®l Wt 22 A H(structural
annotation) ¥ 3-2%}+9] 7]5(functional annotation)
mu

Prokka program< ©]-&3t 13} £4& sl=d, o=

S AT 4 Ut Genome annotation
prokayote genome©| 3l §%A annotation ¥
coding sequenced &RIok= programe|tt. A W
of deld g Hgg 7540l 3= coding ¥ W DNA
A9l open reading frame (ORF)& A/™Estal 11 7]
573 FRIgT} Gene ontologys= Tt {7140 2

42 9 542} AH=9] functional annotations
ol el AHEE= EE0HH system 2, FAAY A

54 314 (biological process), 4+ 7]%5(molecule

function), M%E T4 84 (cellular component)°l] u}

Mo do 2 of
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2k fF23bE mdg AAEHGOC, 2017). ol £4
5171 98l A8t programC 2+ GO (AmiGO2),
EggNOG, InterPro 5°| 912, #£42 Hste 44
9] FASTA ¥+ protein sequence 5= ¥ZFsIH GO
ID, ontology, definition §°] AFEE o] 7|5 Qg
= Ak olQof| & FAA Q] QFAA T} AR =4 QA
A WA AL, Eetan| s, shx]o] Higt AT 75
A AE 23F AR E40] 7Rt ZEIOHE o
FHA &2 AL AT 1).

SshAIRE, EAE EA40] AdA0E RPH=A=
F7HQ AeE B4 ASshe AAe T R8st
Foudraine et al. (2021)9] 7o =™, Klepsiella
pneumoniae®| W3l WGSE Al9Ys}aL, Prokkas o]-&
3t genome annotations AA|5to] A WA B
FAZHAMR gene)E BeIskL, °]E LC-MS/MSE &
o 4% AMR proteomed} YA EE H| W5t 1
A3}, DHA gene2 WGSE 53f 5719] genome©| SUth
1 B EAATE, proteomedl A= AAE 27]7F LrERY

d

J

A, 40%°) YAEE BYch. ol f74) BHES B3t A
I AR BEgoR Yehber] 4% A8e B9 &

QI3he Alo] Wa g Ao Art

H 1. |HAQ oHHd 3 7|54 QUKL EfA tool
Gene/feature Tools/database Reference
ResFinder Zankariet al., 2012
AMR genes
CARD McArthur et al., 2013
VFDB Chen et al., 2005

Virulence factor

VirulenceFinder2.0 -

CRISPR-Cas system

CRISPRCasFinder

Grissa et al., 2007

Bacteriocin BAGEL4 Van Heel et al., 2018
Plasmidspades Antipov et al., 2016
Plasmid
PLSBD Galata et al., 2018
PHAST Zhou et al., 2011
Phage
PHASTER Arndt et al., 2016
Insertion sequence ISFinder Siguier et al., 2006
Second metabolites antiSMASH -
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7H A = 0}—Eﬂ ]3 glst7] 1ol variant &4
< otk 24 tdel #AA ML reference A EE2)
o DA AR E o £o] UAI7HA] et <A
£ FH#3} 5o THE genome A E2] database?l gene
mapping< AAISL, reference A|¥Z HIFLE &
AStarat sh= A A BolA 2 7j9] ®Hol7h TS
] 428kl single nucleotide variant (SNV) &
single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP)2.2 AJA|
T SNV 0|9 ¥4 A3t glo] d¥hAQl B #
£ Zgol= v, SNP= A AE2] 1% ol4e] Ho]
2 Z3cH(Haraksingh and Snyder, 2013). o|&{gt
variant 249 A3t= F2 Qb4 3 QAo B4 o
A9 FAAS] SNV E= SNPO] 74 &2 frequency
= Ak o2 AMH

B A1EL gfdof 850| = Limosilactobacillus

N

fermentum< E2otal, WGS9 variant 4 &5l
AE #FAL AASFAHADN et al., 2023). BLAST
£ o| &35l FAIETE 7H =2 [. fermenteum

LDTM7301< AAstaL, o|¢} variant l‘i—ﬁg Shof
2 ofmiAt AEo] HolE gl A}, o
A 7.55%2] SNP7} YA = o5 7b
SHATHIH 2). 3, & dT7ES
monocytogens®t low-risk L. monocytogenes &
g #55 MActL, WGSE EA45to] o] & #39
Wl AFE FPsto], L
monocytogenesd F8 WY FAAE A4 2 variant
242 ST SNVE Helste]
riskoll Tt A QD Holete] AeHde AR Ryu et
al., 2023; 719 3).

1__ *—r—r* ]
Holg A4
high-risk Listeria

genetic variation< H]

monocytogenes®)

FAAY] 545 EARt Fole vt 74 S

9] EA-& H|W 8= comparative genomicsS A A5}

T2 2. B2|5H HATI RAETHES HMRO| M QHH S4 H|(Ann et al, 2023)
Effect Position Reference Allel  Alternative Allele Depth Codon Amino Acid Gene Transcript
16,086 C CcG 369 ¢.635dupG p-Val213fs Gene_genel7 genel?
135,033 C CG 391 c.96dupG p.Pro33fs Gene_genel51 genel51
157,379 T TG 319 ¢.516dupG p-Argl73fs Gene_genel75 genel75
327,600 A AC 216 €.538dupC p-Argl80fs BGV76_RS01760  Transcript_gene350
401,859 C CA 716 ¢.524dupT plle176fs BGV76_RS02115 Transcript_gene421
402,254 A ATCGC 580 ©129_130insGCGA p.Tyrddfs BGV76_RS02115  Transcript_gene421
402,280 GA G 638 ¢.103delT p-Ser35fs BGV76_RS02115 Transcript_gene421
531,259 CT C 308 .209del A p-Glu70fs Gene_gene559 gene559
579,29 G GC 288 ¢.126dupC p-Serd3fs Gene_gene613 geneb13
606,522 C G 321 ¢.968dupG p.Cys324fs Gene_gene637 gene637
619,737 A AAT 59 ¢4 5insAT p-Ser2fs Gene_gene6d6 geneb46
TCCTAAATTGC ¢.410_411insCTCCCG
664,789 T A:gé &%’é‘ééc 93 TGCGA%%'GrggngC T p.GIn137fs tpA Transcript_gene696
GCCACGGGAG GCAATTTAGG
727,563 T TC 274 ¢.557dupG p-Vall§7fs Gene_gene763 gene763
881,163 G GC 311 ¢.698dupG p-Lys234fs Gene_gened05 gened05
Frameshift variant 1,039,055 AG A 427 c.1167delC Pp-Ser389fs BGV76_RS05400  Transcript_genel078
- 1,076,406 G C 408 c.383delG p-Gly128fs BGV76_RS05580 Transcript_genel114
1,076,406 G C 408 €.19delG p-AlaZfs BGV76_RS05585  Transcript_genelll5
1,094,586 CG C 259 .75delC p-Cys25fs BGV76_RS05690 Transcript_genel1136
1,094,590 CA C 264 c.71delT p-Val2dfs BGV76_RS05690 Transcript_genel136
1,212,247 AACAAAGAAAT A 63 €.242_251del ACAAAGAAAT  p.Asn8lfs Gene_gene1265 genel265
1,212,259 CTATT C 50 ¢.254_257delTATT p-Leu85fs Gene_gene1265 genel1265
1,224,178 C CcT 423 c.1164dupA p-Ala389fs Gene_gene1275 genel275
1,245,304 TA T 387 ¢.204delT p-Phe68is BGV76_RS06470 Transcript_gene1292
1,252,008 A AG 351 ¢.377dupG p-Vall27fs BGV76_RS06515 Transcript_gene1301
1,408,360 G C 400 c.1306delC p-Argd3efs Gene_gene1448 genel448
1,472,109 CT C 425 c.55del A p-Ser19fs Gene_gene1508 genel508
1,494,271 AT A 581 c.355del A p-lle119fs Gene_gene1538 genel538
1,496,486 T TTA 673 c.220_221insAT p-Ser74fs Gene_gene1541 genel541
1,567,158 C G 445 €.968dupG p-Arg324fs Gene_gene1609 genel609
1,570,436 C G 448 ¢.230dupG p-Ser78fs Gene_gene1612 genel612
1,578,725 C G 438 €.749dupG p-His251fs Gene_gene1621 genel621
1,589,275 C G 457 ¢.108dupC p.Asp37fs BGV76_RS08160 Transcript_gene1630
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T3 3. £ HYM QEXL| thSt Listeria monocytogenes?| variant 241 Z1HRyu et al., 2023)

e AT ATIi:‘_‘c ATRIGN
i

oMl 1O A TAAATGAAAAAATTACTTGCTTGGTTCAGAGACTTATCAAARACGTGGAAAATGETTGTCATTATTGGTGCGGTGCTTATCG
b'rA CEABTGAAGAABTTAGBTTGCTTGGTTTARCCEATTATCAAAAATGTGGAAABTGGTAGTAATAATAGGCGCAGTITTTETAG

7530 aE3n 4783 478,300
| | i i

conlig 1.6if TCATACTAGCGCTAACTACTGGTGACGATGARAACAAACAAATGAACGTAAAAACAACTAATGAGE - ARACAACCAAACATAC
JntA  TTATARTAGCCTTAACAACKGGHEGAGAATGAABGTGAACAAACGAASGEACAAALAACTAASCAGCEATARAATTGTARARAC
4-‘\!im l.‘ﬁjm ATRTED r-‘sim
I
contig.1.cir SAAGCAAGCTGAAG [GATGCGATTA/ACCAAACTATTGGAAAGTCAARARTAAL

IntA “BARCBAGCHZAAG |GATGCEGEBTTAATCAAATTATTGGATAGTCABAAATAA

L] 210,080 50 " a0 11000 s
i i i i

conig.l.ar TCTAAAGCCCCT ATGAACTTAAAAA |"AAATTGGGCCT) ATCCTATCCACCAGGCTACCACTGTGCATATGAAAATTACGTAGATACCAT | TTTGCTCAAA TCTAAAAA

P!CB TCTAAAGECCCC |4TGAACTTHAAAA |"AAATTEGGCCT/ ATCATACCCACCAGGCTACCACTGTGCATATGAAAATTATGTRGATACTAT | TTTGCTCABA TCTEAAAA

2807200 2,507,500 2087020 2,507,880 2,587,380
1 1 1 | 1

conig.cr "GETTTAGCTTT |"66-T----- (. SRR TGETETTGGATTTGGCGTCEGATCTEETETT \GTCTTGAAATC TCCATTGTCAGET
inlK GCTTTAGCETT |"GGATTTGGCGTCGEATCTGGTGTTGGATTTGGCGTTCGETCTGGTATT \GTCATGAAATC TCCABTGTCAGET

“.56?.500 258,000 z Eﬂil.&ﬂ: 2580040 2560800 258848
| i 1 i

comlig.1.cir CATGTGCAC [GGAAGTAACATCTGTTCCCATAATGCGTAA CCTGTTAGATCAGTA. [GAATTCATTTGTGCTTCAGTAATATTCGCTGTACTCGATTGTCCTAATAATCEC
infK CATGEGCAC |GGATGTAACATCTITTCCCATAATICTTAA CCTGTEARATCAGTA IGARTECATTTGTGETTCRGTAATATTCGCTETACTRGETTGTCCTARTABTCE

] 200,000 208,020 20,880 w0 s
1 i i

conlig 1.6 "TCGGACTT | AATCCCAACAGAAGAAGAGT TGAACGGGAGAGGCGGTA 'CGCTGAATAGTGETGA MGCAGTCCGGTTCCTTCGTTAACTCCAAAGGTACL

getd  TCHGARTT | AATBCCAACAGAAGAAGAGTTGAACGGGAGAGGTGGTA 'CGCTGAATAGTGGEGA \GCAGECCGETTCCTTCGTTAABTCCAAAGGTATC

208,880 .0 200.40 :'él "
I i i

contig. 1.6f CATAACTAAAAAAGCACCA [AACAAAAAAACTACAACGAAAACAGCACCCAAAAAAATAACE | ACCGAGGGAAAAGTGET

BCIA CATAACTEAAAAAGCACCA  TAACEAAAAAACTACAACGAAAACAGCACCCHAAAAARATAARC | ACCGARGGAAAAGTGET

of A5}k 4 Qlth. Pan-genome(RE A %9 HA| 2 4. Pan genome?| EH
= A& A7 BRS Sl fAA A

2 TASkslo] YEFN S, core genomed} variable
genomed EFSHHLEH 4; Medini et al., 2005). Variable Variable
Core genome< A4 FHAZA 4ol9] 3t H&E 7
ol &5k BE A7 AU Qe FEARe Rt
™, variable genome> R= A15-2] ZA| oA = A]
%= AR Uittt} o] & v o R W sk} S Variable Variable

A WA ZF unique genome©] F-SAQIX] 2HQ1gk

Core

2= 9laL, olo] Tjgt E4 £4o] Zisate, H olrt

o

S
I=!

52 Roary, panX, PGAP (PGAweb) 59| A-&35}%
IS B9 £40] 7Hssitt. o= AHEA &4 < AlAISH= B o] AREE L it
St &0 A1E Y-S wstz| Ydll, BLASTE ©]

fru

| F37mA dZ2 o]ojd 4= 9t} Pan genome & &0t FAIETE w2 HBEES A7IALETH pan-

genomes £45t1 &3 v|E2] unique genome
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ll. Metagenome 244

o

—

Metagenome< ‘complex' & %dt= 184
‘meta’?t FAAE %oh= ‘genome’? o2, EF
A7, B, EY A 50l EAct= e HBEY
FAA AerS 9u|sttiHandelsman et al., 1998). &
gt 3 AR EAct= BEY FAA JEE F71

Ao g s}l H|wol= EoFE metagenomics &

3l

0 2
2

4

environmental genomics, community genomics2fil
2t} Metagenome = S49N4 £3E 2E 1A
=9 FAAE wigoHA] oL A FESHo] E4sIER,
99% o< AAlste A nldEe Este] vy
= =39 FA4, A S BAE 4 AHKim
et al., 2009). A microbiome ¥4 x 7]E&2] Hj
FHol 2= AE SHESHL, A=l EAS: e &
Ao FAAE AH FE3519 279, 7154 542 o
ofote A=A ol 28dH. 53] 20004
o]%o] NGS #4]0] HH3}FE|HA metagenome & A
7} - ZESHA| Y= ArHMardis, 2008).

il

1. Metagenome 242 £/5t Sequencing W

r

ZH microbiome #49] 8 A2 1) U 1A
= #39 £794 #4& vasta, 2) 4 #3197
4 54 9 §34 Folo tigt &elolH, o]& ¢
8 amplicon(3% E& A" DNA E= RNA £7)

sequencing?} shotgun metagenomics sequencing

9] B4 uhHS &85t Durazzi et al., 2021).
g2 29 B4 53 ofd ulggo] EAfeh=A]

Fohd 14 Slsta 3 g % 59 9% 5%

A A marker gene)i- MYz og SZslyl, 11 &

s

5|

H sequenceE £45H= amplicon sequencing ¥
B3l 24 H-ET AITEE £ 4= AtLiu et al., 2021).
Amplicon sequencing®] AFHEEE 8 A FHA
£ 16s rRNA(YSAYE), 18s rRNA L ITSE AP E)7} 9l
t}. o] & Alte] #4412 A= 16s rRNA 344}

o i X

O - Y2 - HOIX - W - 223 -

— o [

£ B4 AR ARgSH, o] = Aol =X
5t HZE 9%(conserved region)@} Ho] G H(variable
region; V1-Voy& A43] Z3stal Qo] AlE w47} |
Aol AetsltiLopez-Aladid et al., 2023). 16s rRNA
amplicon sequencing #-4-2 barcode sequence(J& &
< TE5k= A FE)7F 501l primerE ©1-8-510] 16s
rRNA §-4AE PCR(polymerase chain reaction)@ 5%
ofal, SZ5 Z7+9] sequences 16s rRNA database$!

Greengenes(http://greengenes.lbl.gov), SILVA(http://

e

www.arb-silva.de/) T+ RDP(http://rdp.cme.msu.
edu/) 5ol th&sto] 1o gt mE 2 SR 5= 3l
tHDeSantis et al., 2006; Quast et al., 2013; Cole et al.,
2014). ¥ A2 16s rRNA amplicon sequencing £
= &9to] ¢ AFfoll WE F microbiome?] 7=
gRRlotal, S Foftol| A Akkermansia muciniphila
9] Hl&o| F7oh= A& ERISHATHIH 5A). o1& HIF L
2 IR} Alo] ukQ A0l A muciniphilaE T3t 23} A
muciniphila FZoA % S4AWo] ZAsiRar, 7t
oli= A 3 ¥ AF W A|3;19] WETo] fadh=
RS ERlstlon, o5 &3 AH%to] A E= A gl
SHCHKim et al., 2020(LH 5B).

ndE 2 £4S 5 R 24 g
3 Hol EAsks AAAA 71548 FAA
7] ¥JellA= shotgun metagenomic sequencing &
Ao Agtsttt. WGS7F @Y & E= 7HAY AA 74
A& E4ot= Wyolabd, shotgun metagenomic
sequencing ¥73 A& EAlste et F9 FA
A& EAoto] £7e4 EAETE ofyet, thfet n|dE
9] 715 % tAt B2 55 EA4I5k= Wt Shotgun
metagenomic sequencings Al&0] EA5t= e
DNAE 74912 ddste] B2 59 2 readsE &
B35t sequencingE &°lsHA . 27|7F & DNA
9] AL HA MYS sequencingdh= AL A7t} H]-&
o] Wo| " 95}7] Wj&o|c}. kst platform (lumina,
PacBio, Nanopore, lon Torrent 5)= &85l L&

F7IAS] FARE SEHA2RE BARIT = 312, gene
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I A (Kim et al., 2020)
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oF n|AE 22 1ottt ESk 7|54 SAAES ¢ T 3. Phred quality score0i| (2 QF YIS 2l Hste
JZ ZFoto] AA| metagenomes AT = U= Phred quality score Error Accuracy (1-error)
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(Srinivas et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2021). o]+ sequencing A9 A7} 99%E 2= A 9
Metagenome 42 £7 30 2 5t= & a3ttt 2 Qpeq=20-30¢ W FE=7} =rhal weks)
A BEE &0 274 2 7154 £4 52 APt 9, Qs =°171 A3l sequencing T ol A ]'ol:"]
= O =Z, sequencing THFOA WS 4= Q= @ & adaptor sequence ¥ HEET} W2 sequence §
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Sequencings &ol T 4 U= LF{= F=2 7E
A qtA e AEA Al € biaso] 23t £74 sequence 2. 25st™ 2M(Taxonomic Analysis)
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o) 190 sequencing ATINH FYEE 07 WAE  BA ARo] 2AsH: 0UE 2U BRshy 74
< A 3kok= Phred quality score® &3 HEEE & & meofsty] Ysto] AMEShe AE2 &7 WHole
Qlste] HAS XIY3HZhang et al., 2017). Y92 operational taxonomic unit (OTU) &3 33 ¥
& Phred quality score= Qs = 10 logyPlerror)  Ho] 12™, o= amplicon sequence variant
2 A, Plerror)e 257 HAECIHGoswami  (ASV)9] Argol AeH il itk OTU o't 333}
and Sanan-Mishra, 2022)(& 3). Qs €L = ALY FAMIS 7RISR MES IF e U
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(iotl;j; -%(genus) &0l LSt O|ME 23 Z20tugy —E’o;(;;;:!eéies)lf Ssem S0 AT gE =
se2six -AL85tE primer0i| [H2 X[t
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= Us & AR 47 32 B9 S FstA 4A
5t7] of 9 FAA F ERole SAES et v
A, ASVel ot #+33k= sequencing ATl A EQl
& @ nucleotide AH]E 71502 clusterE 3
5k7] wZefl, OTUOl 213t 3t Wl Hls) s
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