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ABSTRACT Alpha mannose-oligosaccharide (MOS) prebiotics are widely deployed in animal
agriculture as immunomodulators as well as to enhance growth and gut health. Their mode
of action is thought to be mediated through their impact on host microbial communities
and their associated metabolism. Bio-Mos is a commercially available prebiotic currently used
in the agri-feed industry, but studies show contrasting results of its effect on fish performance
and feed efficiency. Thus, detailed studies are needed to investigate the effect of MOS sup-
plements on the fish microbiome to enhance our understanding of the link between MOS
and gut health. To assess Bio-Mos for potential use as a prebiotic growth promoter in salmo-
nid aquaculture, we have modified an established Atlantic salmon in vitro gut model,
SalmoSim, to evaluate its impact on the host microbial communities. The microbial commun-
ities obtained from ceca compartments from four adult farmed salmon were inoculated in bi-
ological triplicate reactors in SalmoSim. Prebiotic treatment was supplemented for 20 days,
followed by a 6-day washout period. Inclusion of Bio-Mos in the media resulted in a signifi-
cant increase in formate (P = 0.001), propionate (P = 0.037) and 3-methyl butanoic acid (P =
0.024) levels, correlated with increased abundances of several, principally, anaerobic microbial
genera (Fusobacterium, Agarivorans, Pseudoalteromonas). DNA metabarcoding with the 16S
rDNA marker confirmed a significant shift in microbial community composition in response
to Bio-Mos supplementation with observed increase in lactic acid producing Carnobacterium.
In conjunction with previous in vivo studies linking enhanced volatile fatty acid production
alongside MOS supplementation to host growth and performance, our data suggest that Bio-
Mos may be of value in salmonid production. Furthermore, our data highlights the potential
role of in vitro gut models to complementin vivo trials of microbiome modulators.

IMPORTANCE In this paper we report the results of the impact of a prebiotic (alpha-MOS
supplementation) on microbial communities, using an in vitro simulator of the gut microbial
environment of the Atlantic salmon. Our data suggest that Bio-Mos may be of value in sal-
monid production as it enhances volatile fatty acid production by the microbiota from
salmon pyloric ceca and correlates with a significant shift in microbial community composi-
tion with observed increase in lactic acid producing Carnobacterium. In conjunction with
previous in vivo studies linking enhanced volatile fatty acid production alongside MOS sup-
plementation to host growth and performance, our data suggest that Bio-Mos may be of
value in salmonid production. Furthermore, our data highlights the potential role of in vitro
gut models to augment in vivo trials of microbiome modulators.
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Since the late 1970s, the salmon aquaculture sector has grown significantly, currently
exceeding 1 million tonnes of salmon produced per year (1). In aquaculture environments,

particularly were fish are reared in sea cages, fish are exposed to abiotic conditions and biotic
interactions that are extensively different from the wild, such as changes in temperature and
salinity, and close contact between animals that can favor potential disease outbreaks
(2), as well as chronic stress through physical aggression and overcrowding (3, 4). The
rapid expansion of the aquaculture sector requires means to promote efficient feed con-
version, reduce the need for medical treatments and reduce waste discharges while also
improving farmed fish quality.

In order to mitigate disease outbreaks and improve feed conversion, prebiotics are
widely deployed in agriculture and aquaculture settings (5 to 7). Prebiotics are defined
as nondigestible food additives that have a beneficial effect on the host by stimulating
growth and activity of bacterial communities within the gut that improve animal health (8).
One prebiotic type used in aquaculture is alpha-mannooligosaccharides (MOS); these glycans
are made of glucomannoprotein-complexes derived from the outer layer of yeast cell walls
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) (9). MOS compounds were shown to improve gut function and
health by increasing villi height, evenness and integrity in chickens (10, 11), cattle (12) and
fish (13). MOS supplementation in monogastrics has been reported to drive changes in
host-associated microbial communities and increase performance (8 to 9%) in rainbow trout
(14–16). Associated increase of volatile fatty acids (VFA), that can have beneficial knock-on
effects in terms of host metabolism and gut health, has been reported (17).

There are limited number of studies investigating the effect of MOS on the fish
microbiome (13, 18) with disparities in the observed results that could be partially
explained by the duration of MOS supplementation, fish species, age or environmental
conditions. For example, it was found that MOS supplemented diets improved growth
and/or feed utilization in some studies (19–23), but others found that MOS supplemen-
tation did not affect fish performance or feed efficiency (24–26). Detailed studies are
needed to investigate the effect of MOS supplements on the fish microbiome to
enhance our understanding of the link between MOS and gut health. In vitro gut mod-
els offer the advantage of doing so in a replicated and controlled environment.

SalmoSim is a salmon gut simulation system that continuously maintains the microbial
communities present in the intestine of marine phase Atlantic Salmon (Salmo salar) (27).
The current study deploys a modified version of SalmoSim designed to evaluate the effect
of Bio-Mos (Alltech), a commercially available MOS product, on the microbial communities
of the Atlantic salmon small intestine (pyloric cecum) in biological triplicate. The pyloric ce-
cum is the major site of nutrient absorption in the Atlantic Salmon. We investigated micro-
bial composition and fermentation output in the SalmoSim system and showed a significant
effect of Bio-Mos supplementation on both.

RESULTS

In order to explore the impact of the Bio-Mos prebiotic on microbial communities
in SalmoSim, microbial amplicons in different experimental phases (Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-
Mos and wash out) were surveyed using HiSeq 2500 amplicon sequencing of the 16S
V1 rDNA locus. In total 11.5 million sequence reads were obtained after quality filtering.
Alpha diversity metrics (Effective richness in Fig. 1A and effective Shannon diversity in
Fig. 1B) indicated that the initial inoculum contained the lowest number of OTUs and had
the lowest bacterial richness compared to later sampling time points from SalmoSim sys-
tem, but these differences were not statistically significant. Furthermore, this figure indicates
no statistically significant differences between different experimental phases (Pre-Bio-Mos,
Bio-Mos and Wash out) in both terms of effective richness and Shannon diversity. Taken to-
gether, diversity and richness estimates suggest nonstatistically significant increase of in the
number of detectable microbial taxa as a result of transfer into SalmoSim system, but over-
wise stable diversity and richness over the different experimental phases.

To provide an overview of microbial composition and variation in the experiment, a
PCoA plot was constructed based on Bray-Curtis distanced between samples (Fig. 2A–D).
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Biological replicate (the founding inoculum of each SalmoSim run) appears to be a major
driver of community composition in the experiment (Fig. 2A). This is supported by Fig. 3 that
visually represents various microbial composition within different fish. Only when individual
SalmoSim replicates were visualized separately in PCoA plots, do the changes to microbial com-
munities in response to the different experimental phases become apparent (Fig. 2B–D). These
results indicate that bacterial communities shift from Pre-Bio-Mos to Bio-Mos, but they remain
fairly stable (statistically similar, P . 0.05 in majority of cases) between Bio-Mos and Wash out
periods as reflected by beta diversity results summarized in Table S1. However, community
shifts do not necessarily occur along the same axes in each SalmoSim replicate indicative, per-
haps, or a different microbiological basis for that change. This trend is confirmed in Fig. 3 that
indicates a more substantial shift in microbial community profile between Pre-Bio-Mos and Bio-
Mos phases in Fish 2 and 3, but to the lesser extent in Fish 1. Results were further confirmed by
performing beta-diversity analysis using both phylogenetic and ecological distances, both of
which indicated statistically significant differences between Pre-Bio-Mos and Bio-Mos phases,
but not between Bio-Mos and Wash out periods (Table S1). Furthermore, Table S1 indicates
that 149 OTUs were found to be differentially abundant between Pre-Bio-Mos and Bio-Mos
phases, while only 5 OTUs were differentially abundant between Bio-Mos andWash out phases.

To compare experimental phases in more detail, differentially abundant OTUs between
various experimental phases were summarized in bar plots at genus level in Fig. 4. The
Fig. 4A indicates that between Pre-Bio-Mos and Bio-Mos phases, more OTUs decreased in
abundance, rather than increased. The OTUs that differentially increased from Pre-Bio-Mos
to Bio-Mos phase were identified to belong to: Aeromonas (higher proportion increased
[50%] rather than decreased [12.5%]), Agarivorans, Aliivibrio, Carnobacterium (only showed
increase and no decrease), Fusobacterium, Pseudoalteromonas, Pseudomonas, Psychobacter,
and Shewanella. Fig. 4B indicates the increase of OTUs belonging to Enterococcus and
Thalassospira genera between Bio-Mos and Wash out, while OTUs belonging toMicrococcus,
Myroides and Shewanella genera have decreased.

For the analysis of the microbial community structure throughout the experiment, three
OTU co-occurrence networks were analyzed for each phase (Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos, and
Wash out), and the main network characteristics were compared: the degree and centrality
betweenness (Fig. S1). Pre-Bio-Mos phase (Fig. S1A) indicates a higher average degree
(number of edges per node) than in Bio-Mos or Wash out phases. However, the median of
degrees is much higher in Bio-Mos phase compared to Pre-Bio-Mos, suggesting that during

FIG 1 Alpha-diversity dynamics within the SalmoSim system during exposure to Bio-Mos prebiotics. The figure represents different alpha diversity outputs
at different sampling time points (days) from SalmoSim system. Time point 0 represents microbial community composition within initial SalmoSim
inoculum from the pregrown stable bacterial communities, time points 2–6 identifies samples from SalmoSim system fed on Fish meal diet alone (Pre-Bio-
Mos: green), time points 8–26 identifies samples from SalmoSim system fed on Fish meal diet with addition of Bio-Mos (Bio-Mos: red), and time points 28–
32 identifies samples from wash out period while SalmoSim was fed on feed without addition of prebiotic (Wash out: blue). A: visually represents effective
richness (number of OTUs), B: represents effective Shannon diversity.
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FIG 2 Beta diversity plots visualizing bacterial communities’ dissimilarities within the SalmoSim bioreactors during exposure to Bio-Mos prebiotic. In the
PCoA plots, Bray-Curtis distance was used between samples originating from different experimental phases (Inoculum, Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos and Wash out),
annotated with sampling time points and biological replicates. A: represents all sequenced data together for all 3 biological replicates in which different
colors represent different biological replicates (samples from pyloric cecum from 3 different fish) and different shapes represent different experimental
phases (Inoculum, Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos and Wash out); B-D: represent sequenced data for each individual biological replicate (B: Fish 1, C: Fish 2, D: Fish
3). In figures B-D: different colors represent different sampling time points and different shapes represent different experimental phases (Inoculum, Pre-Bio-
Mos, Bio-Mos and Wash out). Dim 1 is principal coordinate 1 and Dim 2 is principle coordinate 2.
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FIG 3 Microbial composition (25 most common genus 1 others) among different biological replicates and experimental phases Labels on x
axis in green represent samples from Pre-Bio-Mos phases, in red samples fed on Bio-Mos phase and in blue samples from Wash out period.
Only subset of time points is visualized for each phase: time points 2–6 for Pre-Bio-Mos, 8–12 and 22–24 for Bio-Mos, and 28–32 for Wash out.

Deploying SalmoSim to Predict the Value of a Prebiotic Microbiology Spectrum

May/June 2022 Volume 10 Issue 3 10.1128/spectrum.01953-21 5

https://journals.asm.org/journal/spectrum
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.01953-21


Pre-Bio-Mos phase there were clusters of interacting OTUs (one cluster with a high degree
and another with lower degree). As such, the distribution of connectivity is more uniform
in Bio-Mos phases, compared to Pre-Bio-Mos. Moreover, the average of betweenness cen-
tralities (centrality measure based on the shortest paths between nodes) are higher in Bio-
Mos and Wash out phases compared to Pre-Bio-Mos phase (Fig. S1B).

VFA levels were measured throughout the SalmoSim trial for the stable time points
(time points 2, 6 and 8 for Pre-Bio-Mos, time points 22, 24 and 26 for Bio-Mos, and time
points 28, 30 and 32 for Wash out period). These results are visually represented in Fig. 5, which
indicates that statistically significant increases were found between Pre-Bio-Mos and Bio-Mos
phases in formic, propanoic and 3-methylbutanoic acid concentrations. No significant differen-
ces in any VFA production by the systemwas noted between Bio-Mos andWash out periods.

Bacterial correlates of VFA increases between phases (Fig. 6) were established via Pearson
correlation (r . 0.8). Results shown in Fig. 7 identify that in the Bio-Mos phase alone, a num-
ber of OTUs which showed a strong correlation with various VFAs, had already been picked
up by differential abundance analysis (Fig. 4), identifying statistically significant increases.
OTUs belonging to Agarivorans and Fusobacterium genera were found to be positively corre-
lated with propanoic and formic acid, but negatively correlated with 3-methyl butanoic acid.
An OTU belonging to Pseudoalteromonas genus was found to be positively correlated with
propanoic acid, but negatively correlated with 3-methyl butanoic acid, while other OTUs
belonging to Pseudoalteromonas genus were found to be negatively correlated with propa-
noic acid. Finally, one OTU belonging to Fusobacterium was found to be negatively correlated
with 3-methyl butanoic acid. Within Pre-Bio-Mos and Wash out phases, statistically significant
Pearson correlations (r. 0.8) were also identified between various OTUs and VFAs, however,
these OTUs were not also identified as significantly differentially abundant s between different
phases of the experiment (Fig. 4, 8B).

Fig. 9 visually summarizes measured ammonia (NH3) concentration changes through
the experiment. The data indicate statistically significant increase in ammonia production

FIG 4 Differential abundance of OTUs grouped at genus level between different experimental phases (Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos and Wash out) Differential abundant
OTUs grouped at genus level between different experimental phases: Pre-Bio-Mos versus Bio-Mos (A), Bio-Mos versus Wash out (B). Red and blue represents
statistically significant (P , 0.05) decrease and increase, respectively, between the experimental phases compared.

Deploying SalmoSim to Predict the Value of a Prebiotic Microbiology Spectrum

May/June 2022 Volume 10 Issue 3 10.1128/spectrum.01953-21 6

https://journals.asm.org/journal/spectrum
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.01953-21


FIG 5 VFA responses in SalmoSim pyloric cecum compartment after Bio-Mos introduction and subsequent wash out period. The figure
above visually represents 11 volatile fatty acid production in three different experimental phases: (i) SalmoSim fed on Fish meal alone

(Continued on next page)
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between time points 2 and 4, and between time points 20 and 22, and statistically signifi-
cant decrease in ammonia concentration between time points 30 and 32.

DISCUSSION

Our study aimed at elucidating the effect of a commercially available MOS product
(Bio-Mos) on the microbial communities within the gut content of Atlantic salmon
using a newly developed artificial salmon gut simulator ‘SalmoSim’. The pyloric cecum
was chosen on the basis its importance as the main site of nutrient absorption in S.
salar. Furthermore, previous work has shown little differentiation in microbial com-
munities present in distinct gut compartments (28). Inclusion of Bio-Mos within the
tested feed did not affect microbial community diversity and richness in the SalmoSim
system, nor did subsequent removal of the prebiotic during wash out. The biological
replicate (the founding inoculum of each SalmoSim run) appears to be a major driver
of variations in community composition and structure throughout the experiment.
This could be partially explained by the fact that feed used in the in vitro study was
sterile, thus the bacterial communities retrieved within the SalmoSim system

FIG 6 Pearson correlation coefficients across VFAs and taxonomic variables Statistically significant (P ,
0.05) and strongly correlated (r . 0.8) Pearson correlation coefficients across a set of VFAs (that showed
statistically significant change between feeds: propanoic, formic and 3-methyl butanoic acids) and
taxonomic variables (OTUs summarized at genus level apart from * to order level) are shown in various
experimental phases (Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos and Wash out). Blue color represents negative correlation and
red color represents positive correlations, respectively. The boxes indicate that these OTUs in differential
abundance analysis showed statistically significant increase from Pre-Bio-Mos to Bio-Mos phase.

FIG 5 Legend (Continued)
without prebiotic addition (Pre-Bio-Mos: green), (ii) SalmoSim fed on Fish meal with addition of Bio-Mos (Bio-Mos: red), (iii) wash out period
during which SalmoSim was fed on Fish meal without Bio-Mos (Wash out: blue). x axis represents the concentration of specific volatile fatty
acid (mM) while the y axis represents different sampling time points (days). The lines above bar plots represent statistically significant
differences between different experimental phases. The asterisks show significance: *, 0.01 # P , 0.05; **, 0.05 # P , 0.001; ***, P # 0.001.
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originated only from real salmon inocula as in a previous experiment involving
SalmoSim (27). The presence of common feed microbes might have reduced inter-indi-
vidual variability, but in-feed microbes rarely colonize or establish in the gut (e.g., Heys
et al., 2020). Our results indicate that bacterial community composition between Pre-
Bio-Mos and Bio-Mos experimental phases was significantly different but was statisti-
cally similar between Bio-Mos and Wash out periods. Similar trends were observed in
the bacterial activity (VFA production) that showed statistically significant increases in
formic, propanoic and 3-methylbutanoic acid concentrations during the shift from Pre-
Bio-Mos to Bio-Mos phase, but no statistically significant change in bacterial activity
between Bio-Mos and wash-out periods. The lack of change in bacterial composition
and activity between Bio-Mos and Wash out period could be explained by the short
time frame of the Wash out period, lasting only 6 days, compared to the 20-day Bio-
Mos phase. This is potentially not long enough to see a reversal any of changes driven
by Bio-Mos. Finally, a statistically significant increase in the ammonia production dur-
ing Bio-Mos phase was observed at the later time points (between days 20 and 22), fol-
lowed by the reduction in ammonia concentration during Wash out period (between
days 30 and 32), the potential drivers of which we discuss later.

Several studies have shown that in vertebrates (e.g., chicken, mouse, turkey) supple-
menting feed with MOS increases the production of propionate and butyrate by gut
bacteria (29–31), while other studies have not reported any effect of MOS on the VFA
production (32). In our study we report a statistically significant increase in the produc-
tion of formic, propanoic and 3-methylbutanoic acids in the SalmoSim system associ-
ated with feed supplemented with Bio-Mos. In humans propionate is commonly
absorbed and metabolized by the liver, where it impacts host physiology via regulation
of energy metabolism (33). It has also been associated with healthy gut histological de-
velopment and enhanced growth in fish and shellfish (34, 35). Formic acid, although
frequently deployed as a gastric acidifier in monogastrics to limit the growth of enteric

FIG 7 Artificial gut model system set-up and in vitro trial set up. The SalmoSim system designed to run in biological triplicate.
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pathogens (36), is not known to directly impact host growth or physiology. Similarly,
except as the rare genetic disorder that occurs in humans, isovaleric acidemia, where
the compound accumulates at high levels in the absence of isovaleric acid-CoA dehy-
drogenase activity in host tissues (37), isovaleric (3-methylbutanoic) acid is not
expected to directly impact host phenotype either.

Further analysis identified that an increase in formic acid during the Bio-Mos phase
positively correlated with OTUs belonging to Agarivorans (facultative anaerobic) and
Fusobacterium (anaerobic) genera. While an increase in propanoic acid during the Bio-
Mos phase also positively correlated with OTUs belonging to Agarivorans (facultative
anaerobic) and Fusobacterium (anaerobic) genera as well as the Pseudoalteromonas
(facultative anaerobic) genus, a negative correlation was found with two OTUs belong-
ing to the same Pseudoalteromonas (facultative anaerobic) genus. Finally, only negative
correlations were identified between the increased amount of 3-methyl butanoic acid
in the Bio-Mos phase and OTUs belonging to Pseudoalteromonas (facultative anaero-
bic), Fusobacterium (anaerobic) and Agarivorans (facultative anaerobic) genera. All of
these OTUs were found to not only be correlated with increased VFAs, but also to be
differentially abundant between Pre-Bio-Mos and Bio-Mos phases, providing circum-
stantial evidence for a link between these microbes and the measured metabolites.
The causal directionality between these genera and the respective VFAs is hard to

FIG 8 In vitro trial setup. (A) Stable community pregrowth run within the SalmoSim system; (B) main
experimental run that involved four stages: (i) pregrowth (without feed transfer for 4 days), (ii) feeding
system with Fish meal (Pre-Bio-Mos: 5 days), (iii) feeding system with Fish meal diet supplemented with Bio-
Mos (Bio-Mos: 20 days), (iv) wash out period during which system was fed Fish meal without the addition of
prebiotic (Wash out: 6 days); (C) SalmoSim sampling time points, which include definition of stable time points
for Bio-Mos phase (days 22, 24, and 26 -once bacterial communities had time to adapt to Bio-Mos addition).
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establish. A strong positive correlation has been found previously in humans between
the Fusobacterium genus and propanoic acid concentration (38). Propionate is a sub-
strate that can be metabolized by several classes of methanogenic anaerobes (39) and
may be driving the growth of the genera noted here. Equally, propionate is a major
product of microbial metabolism of amino acids (40), and it is likely here that more effi-
cient protein metabolism in the system by certain genera is driving its abundance. An
increase in ammoniacal nitrogen (ammonia) production was noted after the addition
of Bio-Mos in all three replicates, albeit with a noticeable lag. Furthermore, although
formate, propionate, 3-methyl butanoic acid and ammonia show a downward trend af-
ter the removal of Bio-Mos, seemingly a longer wash-out period is required to allow
VFA and ammonia to recover their pre-Bio-Mos levels.

Previously published research has suggested that feed supplementation with MOS mod-
ulates immune response in animals by stimulation of the production of mannose-binding
proteins which are involved in phagocytosis and activation of the complement system (41,
42). Such relationships with host immunity are difficult to predict with a simplified in vitro
system. It is thought the feed supplementation with MOS elevates the immune response
within the host by increasing the lactic acid bacteria (LAB) levels in common carp (43). In the
present study, an increase in differential abundance of Carnobacterium (LAB bacteria) from
Pre-Bio-Mos to Bio-Mos phases was observed. Future work could involve the direct measure-
ment of lactic acid production in the SalmoSim system. This bacterial genus has been pro-
posed as a potential probiotic when present within Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar) and rain-
bow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) (44). The use of Carnobacteria as probiotics were shown to
be correlated with increased survival of the larvae of cod fry and Atlantic salmon fry (45),
rainbow trout (46), and salmon (44). A fishmeal-based diet with limited carbohydrate con-
tent was used to perform this experiment and has been previously linked to lower abundan-
ces of lactic acid producing bacteria compared to microbial gut composition of Atlantic

FIG 9 Ammonia (NH3) concentration in SalmoSim pyloric cecum compartment throughout experiment.
Ammonia (NH3) production in three different experimental phases: (i) SalmoSim fed on Fish meal alone
without prebiotic addition (Pre-Bio-Mos: green), (ii) SalmoSim fed on Fish meal with addition of Bio-Mos
(Bio-Mos: red), (iii) wash out period during which SalmoSim was fed on Fish meal without Bio-Mos
(Wash out: blue). x axis represents the concentration of ammonia (mg/mL) while the y axis represents
different sampling time points (days). The lines above bar plots represent statistically significant differences
between sequential time points. The asterisks show significance: (*, 0.01 # P , 0.05; **, 0.05 # P , 0.001;
***, P # 0.001).
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salmon fed on plant-based feed (47). To enhance LAB growth even further alongside MOS
in protein rich diets, some carbohydrate supplementation may be necessary.

Network analysis suggested a change in the distribution of connectivity of the micro-
bial network during the Bio-Mos phase compared to the Pre-Bio-Mos phase. The microbial
network during the Bio-Mos phase shows higher modularity (nodes in the network tend
to form denser modules), that is also reflected by a higher average of betweenness centralities
within the Bio-Mos phase, a measure which represents the degree of interactive connectivity
between nodes. Thus, feed supplementation with Bio-Mos may be correlated with more fre-
quent species-species interactions, and a greater stability of network structure within the net-
work. Stable microbial communities are also thought to contribute to pathogen colonization
resistance via nutrient niche occupancy (48–50). However, a challenge experiment would be
required to test this assertion.

CONCLUSIONS

Our study indicates the positive correlation between Bio-Mos supplementation and pro-
duction of propanoic and formic acids, both of which are known to benefit animal micro-
biome and health (51, 52). Although, our in vitro model lacks a host component, previous
studies involving the use of gut simulators to analyze the effectiveness of various prebiotics
were shown to produce similar results to in vivo trials (53, 54). Furthermore, the in vitro
modulations of VFA production under MOS prebiotic we observe correspond well with
previous in vivo observations in the literature. Our data, and that of a previous SalmoSim
study with parallel in vivo and in vitro data, highlights the potential usefulness of various in
vitro gut systems in fin fish aquaculture to study and prescreen the effectiveness of feed
additives in advance of, and in complement to in vivo trials. As such, models like SalmoSim
may be cost-effective for early-stage development of novel feed additives, as well as reduc-
ing the number of live fish the are required.

MATERIALS ANDMETHODS
In vivo sample collection and in vitro system inoculation. Three gut samples from adult starved

Atlantic salmon were collected at the same time from the MOWI processing plant in Fort William,
Scotland and transferred to the laboratory in an anaerobic box on ice. Samples were placed in an anaer-
obic hood and 1 g of contents from pyloric ceca compartment were scraped and collected into separate
sterile tubes (sample contained both consents and mucosa). Half of each sample was stored in 280°C
freezer (as a backup, in case the run needed restarting), while the other half was used as an inoculum for
the SalmoSim system. Inocula were prepared for the in vitro trial from the inocula pyloric ceca of differ-
ent individual fish (three biological replicates). Prior to inoculation, inocula were dissolved in 1 mL of
autoclaved 35 g/L Instant Ocean Sea Salt solution.

SalmoSim in vitro system preparation. The basal in vitro system feed medium was prepared as
described before (27) by combining the following for a total of 2 liters: 35 g/L of Instant Ocean Sea Salt
to generate artificial seawater, 10 g/L of the Fish meal (the same feed as used in [27]), also as in
Kazlauskaite et al., 2021, 1 g/L freeze-dried mucus collected and pooled from the pyloric cecum com-
partments of multiple adult farmed starved Atlantic salmon (different individuals from the ones used in
this study as inocula), 2 liters of deionized water. For the Bio-Mos supplemented feed the basal feed me-
dium was supplemented with 0.4% of Bio-Mos (derived from the outer cell wall of Saccharomyces cerevi-
siae strain 1026) dissolved in distilled water. A supplementation level of 0.4% weight by volume was
chosen based on previous studies (55, 56). This feed was then autoclave-sterilized, followed by sieving
of the bulky flocculate, and finally subjected to a second round of autoclaving. System architecture was
prepared as described previously with some modifications (27). In short, appropriate tubes and probes
were attached to a two-L double-jacketed bioreactor, and three 500 mL Applikon Mini Bioreactors. Four
1 cm3 aquarium sponge filters were added to each Mini Bioreactor vessel which were then autoclaved,
sterilised, and connected as in Fig. 7. Nitrogen gas was periodically bubbled through each vessel to
maintain anaerobic conditions. The two-L double jacketed bioreactor and three 500 mL bioreactors
were filled with 1.5 liters and 400 mL of feed media, respectively. Once the system was set up, media
transfer, gas flow and acid/base addition were undertaken for 20-four hours axenically in order to stabi-
lize the temperature, pH, and oxygen concentration with respect to levels measured from adult salmon.
SalmoSim system diagram is visualized in Fig. 7. Physiochemical conditions within the three 500 mL fer-
menters each inoculated with pyloric cecum materials from different fish were kept similar to the values
measured in vivo (27): temperature inside the reactor vessels was maintained at 12°C, dissolved oxygen
contents were kept at 0% by daily flushing with N2 gas for 20 min, and pH 7.0 by the addition of 0.01 M
NaOH and 0.01 M HCl. The 2-L double jacketed bioreactor (representing a sterile stomach compartment)
was kept at 12°C and pH at 4.0 by the addition of 0.01 M HCl. During this experiment (apart from the ini-
tial pregrowth period), the transfer rate of slurry between reactor vessels was 238 mL per day. Finally, on
a daily basis, 1 mL of filtered salmon bile and 0.5 mL of autoclaved 5% mucous solution (5 g of mucous
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dissolved in 100 mL of distilled water) were added to the three bioreactors simulating pyloric cecum
compartments.

SalmoSim inoculation and microbial growth. To generate stable and representative microbial com-
munities for experimentation (27), microbial communities were grown within SalmoSim system during a sep-
arate 20-four day run prior to the main experimental run (Fig. 8A). This was achieved by adding fresh inocu-
lum from pyloric ceca to three 500 mL bioreactors which was then pregrown for 4 days without media
transfer, followed by 20 days feeding the system at at 238 mL per day feed transfer rate. A volume of 15 mL
of the stable communities was collected at the end of this pregrowth period, centrifuged at 3000 g for 10
min and supernatant removed. The pellet was then dissolved in 1 mL of autoclaved 35 g/L Instant Ocean Sea
Salt solution, flash frozen in liquid nitrogen for 5 min and stored long term in a280°C freezer.

Assaying Bio-Mos impact on microbial communities in the SalmoSim in vitro system. Frozen
pregrown stable pyloric ceca samples were thawed on ice and added to the SalmoSim system with each
500 mL bioreactor inoculated using bacterial communities pregrown from a different fish. The system
was run in several stages: (i) 4-day initial pregrowth period without feed transfer (Pregrowth), (ii) 5-day
period during which SalmoSim was fed without prebiotic (Pre-Bio-Mos), (iii) 20-day period during which
SalmoSim was fed on feed supplemented with Bio-Mos (Bio-Mos), (iv) 6-day wash out period during
which SalmoSim was fed on Fish meal diet without addition of prebiotic (Wash out). The schematic rep-
resentation of the experimental design is visually represented in Fig. 8B Sixteen samples were collected
throughout the experimental run as described previously (Fig. 8C) (27).

Genomic DNA extraction and NGS library preparation. DNA extraction and NGS library prepara-
tion protocols were previously described (27, 28). Briefly, the samples collected from SalmoSim system
and stable pregrown inocula were thawed on ice and exposed to bead-beating step for 60 s by combin-
ing samples with MP Biomedicals 1/4” CERAMIC SPHERE (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) and Lysing
Matrix A Bulk (MP Biomedicals, USA). Later, DNA was extracted by using the QIAamp DNA Stool kit
(Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA) according to the manufacturer’s protocol (57). After, extracted DNA was
amplified using primers targeting V1 bacterial rDNA 16s region under the following PCR conditions:
95°C for 10 min, followed by 25 cycles at 95°C for 30 s, 55°C for 30 s and 72°C for 30 s, followed by a final
elongation step of 72°C for 10 min. The second-round PCR, which enabled the addition of the external
multiplex identifiers (barcodes), involved six cycles only and otherwise had identical reaction conditions
to the first round of PCR. This was followed by the PCR product cleanup using Agencourt AMPure XP
beads (Beckman Coulter, USA) according to the manufacturers' protocol and gel-purification using the
QIAquick Gel Extraction kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA). Finally, the PCR products were pooled at 10 nM
concentration and sent for sequencing using the Novaseq 6000 sequencer. All fastq data have been sub-
mitted to the NCBI Short Read Archive PRJNA824256.

NGS data analysis. NGS data analysis was undertaken as described previously (27). In short, Sequence
analysis was performed with our bioinformatic pipeline as described previously (27), which produced opera-
tional taxonomic units (OTUs) table. After, to determine microbial community stability within SalmoSim sys-
tem over time, two alpha diversity metrics (effective microbial richness and evenness [effective Shannon])
were calculated to analyze using Rhea package (58) and visualized by using microbiomeSeq package based
on phyloseq package (59, 60).

To provide an overall visualization of microbial composition across all samples, Principal Coordinates
Analysis (PCoA) was performed by using phyloseq package (59, 61) with Bray-Curtis dissimilarity meas-
ures calculated by using the vegdist function from the vegan v2.4-2 package (Oksanen et al., 2013).
Bray-Curtis distances were calculated for four different data sets: the full data set (containing all biologi-
cal replicates together), and three different subsets each containing only one of the three biological rep-
licate samples from SalmoSim: Fish inoculum 1, 2, or 3.

To further compare microbial structure between various experimental phases, beta diversity was calcu-
lated for two different data sets: (i) all (completed data set containing all the samples sequenced) and (ii)
subset (containing all samples for Pre-Bio-Mos and Wash out period, but only stable samplings from Bio-
Mos period [time points 22, 12 and 26]). From these data sets ecological distances were computed using
Bray-Curtis and Jaccard distances with vegdist() function from the vegan v2.4-2 package (Oksanen et al.,
2013). Furthermore, the phylogenetical distances were computed for each data set using GUniFrac()
distance (generalized UniFrac) at the 0% (unweighted), 50% (balanced) and 100% (weighted) using the
Rhea package (58). Both ecological and phylogenetical distances were then visualized in two dimensions
by Multi-Dimensional Scaling (MDS) and nonmetric MDS (NMDS) (62). Finally, a permutational multivariate analy-
sis of variance (PERMANOVA) was performed using distance matrices (including phylogenetic distance) to explain
sources of variability in the bacterial community structure as result of changes in recorded parameters (62).

To identify differentially abundant OTUs between various experimental phases (Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos and
Wash out), differential abundance was calculated using microbiomeSeq package based on DESeq2 package
(59, 61). Results were then summarized using bar plots at genus level, identifying number of OTUs belonging
to specific genus level that increase or decrease between various experimental phases.

To identify OTUs that correlated with measured VFAs, the Pearson correlation coefficient (r. 0.8) was cal-
culated between taxonomic variables (OTUs) measured VFA values measured, and visualized using tools sup-
plied by Rhea package within different experimental phases (Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos, and Wash out) (58).

Finally, in order to analyze microbial community structure within different experimental phases, net-
work analysis using Spearman correlation (r . 0.8) was performed (using Cytoscape software) on three
data sets: (i) all Pre-Bio-Mos samples, (ii) stable Bio-Mos samples (samples from days 22, 24 and 26), and
(iii) all Wash out samples. Key network characteristics were compared between the three experimental
phases: i.e., degree and centrality betweenness. All these comparisons were analyzed and visualized
using “ggstatsplot” package.
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All sequences have been added to the NCBI SRA sequence archive, accession number PRJNA824256.
Protein fermentation and VFA analysis. At each sampling point, microbial protein fermentation

was assessed by measuring the protein concentration using Thermo Scientific Pierce BCA Protein assay
kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) and the ammonia concentration using Sigma-Aldrich Ammonia assay
kit (Sigma-Aldrich, USA). Both methods were performed according to manufacturer protocol by using a
Jenway 6305 UV/Visible Spectrophotometer (Jenway, USA). For VFA analysis, nine samples from each py-
loric cecum compartment were collected (from 3 biological replicates): 3 samples from Pre-Bio-Mos pe-
riod (days 2–6), 3 samples from stable time points from the period while SalmoSim was fed on feed sup-
plemented with Bio-Mos (days 22–26), and 3 samples from the Wash out period (days 28–32). VFA
sampling was performed as described previously (27). Extracted VFAs were sent for gas chromatographic
analysis at the MS-Omics (Denmark).

In order to establish whether VFA concentrations were statistically different between different experimental
phases (Pre-Bio-Mos, Bio-Mos and Wash out), a linear mixed effect model was deployed (Model 1) considering
time point (sampling time point) and run (biological replicate of SalmoSim system) as random effects.

Model 1 ¼ lmerðVFA ; Phase 1 1jTime pointð Þ 1 1jRunð ÞÞ

Finally, in order to establish whether ammonia production changed throughout experimental run, a lin-
ear mixed effect model was deployed (Model 2) treating run biological replicate (of SalmoSim system) as ran-
dom effect.

Model 2 ¼ lmerðammonia concentration ; Time point 1 1jRunð ÞÞ

Ethics approval and consent to participate. Animals sampled in the study were euthanised by
authorized MOWI employees under Home Officer Schedule 1 of the Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 1986.

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Supplemental material is available online only.
SUPPLEMENTAL FILE 1, PDF file, 1.2 MB.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
We thank Llewellyn Environmental biotechnology laboratories teams for their help

in sampling. Big thanks to MOWI team in Fort William Scotland processing plant for
letting us collect our samples.

We declare that we have no competing interests.
This research was supported in part by research grants from the BBSRC (grant number

BB/P001203/1 & BB/N024028/1), by Science Foundation Ireland, the Marine Institute, and
the Department for the Economy, Northern Ireland, under the Investigators Program grant
number SFI/15/IA/3028, and by the Scottish Aquaculture Innovation Centre. U.Z.I. is supported
by a NERC independent research fellowship (NERC NE/L011956/1) as well as a Lord Kelvin
Adam Smith Leadership Fellowship (Glasgow). R.K. is supported by an Alltech PhD Studentship
award to the University of Glasgow.

R.K. and M.S.L. conceived the experiment, and R.K., J.H., C.H., J.R., and A.K. performed the in
vitro experimental procedure and sampling. R.K. performed the DNA extraction and molecular
biology experiments, including libraries preparation and quantification. R.K. prepared samples
for VFA analysis and analyzed the results. R.K. and B.C. produced and analyzed the NGS results
and performed functional diversity analysis. R.K. and M.S.L. wrote the manuscript. All authors
reviewed, edited, and approved the final draft of themanuscript.

REFERENCES
1. FAO. 2018. The State of Fisheries and Aquaculture in the world 2018Fao.
2. Kennedy DA, Kurath G, Brito IL, Purcell MK, Read AF, Winton JR, Wargo AR.

2016. Potential drivers of virulence evolution in aquaculture. Evol Appl 9:
344–354. https://doi.org/10.1111/eva.12342.

3. Adams CE, Turnbull JF, Bell A, Bron JE, Huntingford FA. 2007. Multiple determi-
nants of welfare in farmed fish: stocking density, disturbance, and aggression
in Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar). Can J Fish Aquat Sci. https://doi.org/10.1139/
F07-018.

4. Turnbull J, Bell A, Adams C, Bron J, Huntingford F. 2005. Stocking density and
welfare of cage farmed Atlantic salmon: application of amultivariate analysis.
Aquaculture 243:121–132. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2004.09.022.

5. Ringø E, Olsen RE, Gifstad T, Dalmo RA, Amlund H, Hemre GI, Bakke AM.
2010. Prebiotics in aquaculture: a review. Aquac Nutr.

6. Markowiak P, �Sli_zewska K. 2018. The role of probiotics, prebiotics and syn-
biotics in animal nutrition. Gut Pathog 10. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13099
-018-0250-0.

7. Patterson JA, Burkholder KM. 2003. Application of prebiotics and probiot-
ics in poultry productionPoultry. Science 82:627–631. https://doi.org/10
.1093/ps/82.4.627.

8. Gibson GR, Roberfroid MB. 1995. Dietary Modulation of the Human Colonic
Microbiota: introducing the Concept of Prebiotics. J Nutr 125:1401–1412.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/125.6.1401.

9. Merrifield DL, Dimitroglou A, Foey A, Davies SJ, Baker RTM, Bøgwald J,
Castex M, Ringø E. 2010. The current status and future focus of probiotic
and prebiotic applications for salmonids. Aquaculture 302:1–18. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2010.02.007.

Deploying SalmoSim to Predict the Value of a Prebiotic Microbiology Spectrum

May/June 2022 Volume 10 Issue 3 10.1128/spectrum.01953-21 14

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/PRJNA824256/
https://doi.org/10.1111/eva.12342
https://doi.org/10.1139/F07-018
https://doi.org/10.1139/F07-018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2004.09.022
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13099-018-0250-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13099-018-0250-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/ps/82.4.627
https://doi.org/10.1093/ps/82.4.627
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/125.6.1401
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2010.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2010.02.007
https://journals.asm.org/journal/spectrum
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.01953-21


10. Iji PA, Saki AA, Tivey DR. 2001. Intestinal structure and function of broiler
chickens on diets supplemented with a mannan oligosaccharide. J Sci
Food Agric. https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.925.

11. Hooge DM. 2004. Meta-analysis of broiler chicken pen trials evaluating di-
etary mannan oligosaccharide, 1993–2003. Int J Poultry Science 3:
163–174. https://doi.org/10.3923/ijps.2004.163.174.

12. Castillo M, Martín-Orúe SM, Taylor-Pickard JA, Pérez JF, Gasa J, 2008. Use
of mannan-oligosaccharides and zinc chelate as growth promoters and
diarrhea preventative in weaning pigs: effects on microbiota and gut
function. J Anim Sci 86:94–101. https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2005-686.

13. Dimitroglou A, Merrifield DL, Moate R, Davies SJ, Spring P, Sweetman J,
Bradley G. 2009. Dietary mannan oligosaccharide supplementation mod-
ulates intestinal microbial ecology and improves gut morphology of rain-
bow trout, Oncorhynchus mykiss (Walbaum). J Anim Sci 87:3226–3234.
https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2008-1428.

14. Sims MD, Dawson KA, Newman KE, Spring P, Hooge DM. 2004. Effects of die-
tary mannan oligosaccharide, bacitracin methylene disalicylate, or both on
the live performance and intestinal microbiology of Turkeys. Poult Sci 83:
1148–1154. https://doi.org/10.1093/ps/83.7.1148.

15. Halas V, Nochta I. 2012. Mannan oligosaccharides in nursery pig nutrition
and their potential mode of action. Animals (Basel) 2:261–274. https://doi
.org/10.3390/ani2020261.

16. Kaushik SJ. 1980. Influence of nutritional status on the daily patterns of nitro-
gen excretion in the carp (Cyprinus carpio L.) and the rainbow trout (Salmo
gairdneri R.). Reprod Nutr Dev 20. https://doi.org/10.1051/rnd:19801002.

17. den Besten G, van Eunen K, Groen AK, Venema K, Reijngoud D-J, Bakker
BM. 2013. The role of short-chain fatty acids in the interplay between diet
, gut microbiota, and host energy metabolism. J Lipid Res 54:2325–2340.
https://doi.org/10.1194/jlr.R036012.

18. Ringø E, Zhou Z, Vecino JLG, Wadsworth S, Romero J, Krogdahl Olsen RE,
Dimitroglou A, Foey A, Davies S, Owen M, Lauzon HL, Martinsen LL, De
Schryver P, Bossier P, Sperstad S, Merrifield DL. 2016. Effect of dietary
components on the gut microbiota of aquatic animals. A never-ending
story. Aquac Nutr. https://doi.org/10.1111/anu.12346.

19. Staykov Y, Spring P, Denev S, Sweetman J. 2007. Effect of a mannan oligo-
saccharide on the growth performance and immune status of rainbow
trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss). Aquac Int. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499
-007-9096-z.

20. Yilmaz E, Genc MA, Genc E. 2007. Effects of dietary mannan oligosaccha-
rides on growth, body composition, and intestine and liver histology of
rainbow trout, Oncorhynchus mykiss. Isr J Aquac - Bamidgeh.

21. Buentello JA, Neill WH, Gatlin DM. 2010. Effects of dietary prebiotics on
the growth, feed efficiency and non-specific immunity of juvenile red
drum Sciaenops ocellatus fed soybean-based diets. Aquac Res. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2109.2009.02178.x.

22. Gültepe N, Salnur S, Hos�su B, Hisar O. 2011. Dietary supplementation with
Mannanoligosaccharides (MOS) from Bio-Mos enhances growth parame-
ters and digestive capacity of gilthead sea bream (Sparus aurata). Aquac
Nutr. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2095.2010.00824.x.

23. Torrecillas S, Makol A, Betancor MB, Montero D, Caballero MJ, Sweetman
J, Izquierdo M. 2013. Enhanced intestinal epithelial barrier health status
on European sea bass (Dicentrarchus labrax) fed mannan oligosaccha-
rides. Fish Shellfish Immunol. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsi.2013.03.351.

24. Pryor GS, Royes JB, Chapman FA, Miles RD. 2003. Mannanoligosaccharides in
Fish Nutrition: effects of Dietary Supplementation on Growth and Gastroin-
testinal Villi Structure in Gulf of Mexico Sturgeon. N Am J Aquac 65:106–111.
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8454(2003)65%3C106:mifneo%3E2.0.co;2.

25. Peterson BC, Bramble TC, Manning BB. 2010. Effects of bio-mos on growth
and survival of channel catfish challenged with Edwardsiella ictaluri. J
World Aquac Soc. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-7345.2009.00323.x.

26. Razeghi Mansour M, Akrami R, Ghobadi SH, Amani Denji K, Ezatrahimi N,
Gharaei A. 2012. Effect of dietary mannan oligosaccharide (MOS) on growth
performance, survival, body composition, and some hematological parameters
in giant sturgeon juvenile (Huso huso Linnaeus, 1754). Fish Physiol Biochem 38:
829–835. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10695-011-9570-4.

27. Kazlauskaite R, Cheaib B, Heys C, Ijaz UZ, Connelly S, Sloan W, Russel J,
Rubio L, Sweetman J, Kitts A, McGinnity P, Lyons P, Llewellyn M. 2021. Sal-
moSim: the development of a three-compartment in vitro simulator of
the Atlantic salmon GI tract and associated microbial communities. Micro-
biome 9:1–20. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-021-01134-6.

28. Heys C, Cheaib B, Busetti A, Kazlauskaite R, Maier L, Sloan WT, Ijaz UZ,
Kaufmann J, McGinnity P, Llewellyn MS. 2020. Neutral processes domi-
nate microbial community assembly in Atlantic Salmon, Salmo salar. Appl
Environ Microbiol 86. https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02283-19.

29. Pan XD, Chen FQ, Wu TX, Tang HG, Zhao ZY. 2009. Prebiotic oligosaccha-
rides change the concentrations of short-chain fatty acids and the micro-
bial population of mouse bowel. J Zhejiang Univ Sci B. https://doi.org/10
.1631/jzus.B0820261.

30. Zdunczyk Z, Juskiewicz J, Jankowski J, Biedrzycka E, Koncicki A. 2005. Met-
abolic response of the gastrointestinal tract of turkeys to diets with differ-
ent levels of mannan-oligosaccharide. Poult Sci 84:903–909. https://doi
.org/10.1093/ps/84.6.903.

31. Ao Z, Choct M. 2013. Oligosaccharides affect performance and gut devel-
opment of broiler chickens. Asian-Australasian J Anim Sci. https://doi.org/
10.5713/ajas.2012.12414.

32. Gürbüz E, Inal F, Ata SU, Citil OB, Kav K, Küçükkaya F. 2010. Effects of sup-
plemental fructo-oligosaccharide and mannan-oligosaccharide on nutrient
digestibilities, volatile fatty acid concentrations, and immune function in
horses. Turkish J Vet Anim Sci. https://doi.org/10.3906/vet-0802-33.

33. El Hage R, Hernandez-Sanabria E, Arroyo MC, van de Wiele T. 2020. Sup-
plementation of a propionate-producing consortium improves markers
of insulin resistance in an in vitro model of gut-liver axis. Am J Physiol -
Endocrinol Metab. https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpendo.00523.2019.

34. Wassef EA, Saleh NE, Abdel-Meguid NE, Barakat KM, Abdel-Mohsen HH,
El-Bermawy NM. 2020. Sodium propionate as a dietary acidifier for Euro-
pean seabass (Dicentrarchus labrax) fry: immune competence, gut micro-
biome, and intestinal histology benefits. Aquac Int. https://doi.org/10
.1007/s10499-019-00446-7.

35. da Silva BC, Vieira F do N, Mouriño JLP, Bolivar N, Seiffert WQ. 2016. Butyr-
ate and propionate improve the growth performance of Litopenaeus van-
namei. Aquac Res 47:612–623. https://doi.org/10.1111/are.12520.

36. Luise D, Correa F, Bosi P, Trevisi P. 2020. A review of the effect of formic
acid and its salts on the gastrointestinal microbiota and performance of
pigs. Animals 10:887. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10050887.

37. Vockley J, Ensenauer R. 2006. Isovaleric acidemia: new aspects of genetic and
phenotypic heterogeneity. Am J Med Genet - Semin Med Genet. https://doi
.org/10.1002/ajmg.c.30089.

38. Riordan T. 2007. Human infection with Fusobacterium necrophorum (Necroba-
cillosis), with a focus on Lemierre’s syndrome. Clin Microbiol Rev 20:622–659.
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00011-07.

39. Mah RA, Xun L-Y, Boone DR, Ahring B, Smith PH, Wilkie A. 1990. Methano-
genesis from propionate in sludge and enrichment systems, p 99–111. In
Microbiology and biochemistry of strict anaerobes involved in interspe-
cies hydrogen transfer. Springer US.

40. Louis P, Flint HJ. 2017. Formation of propionate and butyrate by the
human colonic microbiota. Environ Microbiol 19:29–41. https://doi.org/
10.1111/1462-2920.13589.

41. Taschuk R, Griebel PJ. 2012. Commensal microbiome effects on mucosal
immune system development in the ruminant gastrointestinal tract.
Anim Health Res Rev.

42. Franklin ST, Newman MC, Newman KE, Meek KI. 2005. Immune parameters
of dry cows fed mannan oligosaccharide and subsequent transfer of immu-
nity to calves. J Dairy Sci. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(05)72740-5.

43. Momeni-Moghaddam P, Keyvanshokooh S, Ziaei-Nejad S, Parviz Salati A,
Pasha-Zanoosi H. 2015. Effects of mannan oligosaccharide supplementa-
tion on growth, some immune responses and gut lactic acid bacteria of
common carp (Cyprinus Carpio) fingerlings. Vet Res Forum an Int Q J.

44. Robertson PAW, O'Dowd C, Burrells C, Williams P, Austin B. 2000. Use of
Carnobacterium sp. as a probiotic for Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.) and
rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss, Walbaum). Aquaculture 185:
235–243. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(99)00349-X.

45. Gildberg A, Johansen A, Bøgwald J. 1995. Growth and survival of Atlantic
salmon (Salmo salar) fry given diets supplemented with fish protein hydroly-
sate and lactic acid bacteria during a challenge trial with Aeromonas salmoni-
cida. Aquaculture 138:23–34. https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(95)01144-7.

46. Irianto A, Austin B. 2002. Probiotics in aquaculture. J Fish Dis.
47. Reveco FE, Øverland M, Romarheim OH, Mydland LT. 2014. Intestinal bac-

terial community structure differs between healthy and inflamed intes-
tines in Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.). Aquaculture 420–421:262–269.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.11.007.

48. Xiong JB, Nie L, Chen J. 2019. Current understanding on the roles of gut
microbiota in fish disease and immunity. Zool Res.

49. Stecher B, Maier L, Hardt WD. 2013. “Blooming” in the gut: how dysbiosis
might contribute to pathogen evolution. Nat Rev Microbiol 11:277–284.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2989.

50. Romero J, Ringø E, Merrifield DL. 2014. The gut microbiota of fish. Aqua-
culture Nutrition.

Deploying SalmoSim to Predict the Value of a Prebiotic Microbiology Spectrum

May/June 2022 Volume 10 Issue 3 10.1128/spectrum.01953-21 15

https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.925
https://doi.org/10.3923/ijps.2004.163.174
https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2005-686
https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2008-1428
https://doi.org/10.1093/ps/83.7.1148
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani2020261
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani2020261
https://doi.org/10.1051/rnd:19801002
https://doi.org/10.1194/jlr.R036012
https://doi.org/10.1111/anu.12346
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499-007-9096-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499-007-9096-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2109.2009.02178.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2109.2009.02178.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2095.2010.00824.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fsi.2013.03.351
https://doi.org/10.1577/1548-8454(2003)65%3C106:mifneo%3E2.0.co;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-7345.2009.00323.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10695-011-9570-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40168-021-01134-6
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.02283-19
https://doi.org/10.1631/jzus.B0820261
https://doi.org/10.1631/jzus.B0820261
https://doi.org/10.1093/ps/84.6.903
https://doi.org/10.1093/ps/84.6.903
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.2012.12414
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.2012.12414
https://doi.org/10.3906/vet-0802-33
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpendo.00523.2019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499-019-00446-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10499-019-00446-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/are.12520
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10050887
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.c.30089
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.c.30089
https://doi.org/10.1128/CMR.00011-07
https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-2920.13589
https://doi.org/10.1111/1462-2920.13589
https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(05)72740-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0044-8486(99)00349-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(95)01144-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2013.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro2989
https://journals.asm.org/journal/spectrum
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.01953-21


51. Haque M, Chowdhury R, Islam K, Akbar M. 1970. propionic acid is an alter-
native to antibiotics in poultry diet. Bangladesh J Anim Sci. https://doi
.org/10.3329/bjas.v38i1-2.9920.

52. EFSA. 2014. Scientific opinion on the safety and efficacy of formic acid
when used as a technological additive for all animal species. EFSA J 12.

53. Duysburgh C, Ossieur WP, De Paepe K, Van Den Abbeele P, Vichez-Vargas R,
Vital M, Pieper DH, Van De Wiele T, Hesta M, Possemiers S, Marzorati M.
2020. Development and validation of the Simulator of the Canine Intestinal
Microbial Ecosystem (SCIME). J Anim Sci. https://doi.org/10.1093/jas/skz357.

54. Sivieri K, Morales MLV, Saad SMI, Adorno MAT, Sakamoto IK, Rossi EA. 2014.
Prebiotic effect of fructooligosaccharide in the simulator of the human intes-
tinal microbial ecosystem (SHIME model). J Med Food. https://doi.org/10
.1089/jmf.2013.0092.

55. Torrecillas S, Montero D, Caballero MJ, Pittman K, Campo A, Custodio
M, Sweetman J, Izquierdo MS. 2015. Dietary mannan oligosaccharides:
counteracting the side effects of soybean oil inclusion on European
sea bass (Dicentrarchus labrax) gut health? Front Immunol 6. https://
doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2015.00397.

56. Dimitroglou A, Reynolds P, Ravnoy B, Johnsen F, Sweetman JW, Johansen J,
Davies SJ. 2011. The effect of mannan oligosaccharide supplementation on

atlantic salmon smolts (Salmo salar L.) fed diets with high levels of plant pro-
teins. J Aquac Res Dev. https://doi.org/10.4172/2155-9546.S1-011.

57. Claassen S, Du Toit E, Kaba M, Moodley C, Zar HJ, Nicol MP. 2013. A com-
parison of the efficiency of five different commercial DNA extraction kits
for extraction of DNA from faecal samples. J Microbiol Methods. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.mimet.2013.05.008.

58. Lagkouvardos I, Fischer S, Kumar N, Clavel T. 2017. Rhea: a transparent
and modular R pipeline for microbial profiling based on 16S rRNA gene
amplicons. PeerJ 5:e2836. https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2836.

59. Ssekagiri A, T Sloan W, Zeeshan Ijaz U. 2017. microbiomeSeq: an R pack-
age for analysis of microbial communities in an environmental context.
ISCB Africa ASBCB Conf. https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.17108.71047.

60. McMurdie PJ, Holmes S. 2013. Phyloseq: an R Package for Reproducible
Interactive Analysis and Graphics of Microbiome Census Data. PLoS One
8:e61217. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061217.

61. Love M, Anders S, Huber W. 2017. Analyzing RNA-seq data with DESeq2.
Bioconductor.

62. Anderson MJ. 2001. A new method for non-parametric multivariate analysis of
variance. Austral Ecol 26:32–46. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-9993.2001.01070.x.

Deploying SalmoSim to Predict the Value of a Prebiotic Microbiology Spectrum

May/June 2022 Volume 10 Issue 3 10.1128/spectrum.01953-21 16

https://doi.org/10.3329/bjas.v38i1-2.9920
https://doi.org/10.3329/bjas.v38i1-2.9920
https://doi.org/10.1093/jas/skz357
https://doi.org/10.1089/jmf.2013.0092
https://doi.org/10.1089/jmf.2013.0092
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2015.00397
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2015.00397
https://doi.org/10.4172/2155-9546.S1-011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mimet.2013.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mimet.2013.05.008
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.2836
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.17108.71047
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061217
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1442-9993.2001.01070.x
https://journals.asm.org/journal/spectrum
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.01953-21

	RESULTS
	DISCUSSION
	CONCLUSIONS
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
	In vivo sample collection and in vitro system inoculation.
	SalmoSim in vitro system preparation.
	SalmoSim inoculation and microbial growth.
	Assaying Bio-Mos impact on microbial communities in the SalmoSim in vitro system.
	Genomic DNA extraction and NGS library preparation.
	NGS data analysis.
	Protein fermentation and VFA analysis.
	Ethics approval and consent to participate.

	SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

