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Abstract:  47 

Objective: Barley contains abundant soluble β-glucan fibres, which have established health benefits. In 48 

addition, the health benefits conferred by the gut microbiota have attracted considerable interest. 49 

However, few studies have focused on the barley intake and microbiota of the Japanese population. In 50 

this study, we aimed to identify the relationship between the barley consumption and gut microbiota 51 

composition of the Japanese population. 52 

Research Methods & Procedures: A total of 236 participants were recruited in Japan, and 94 participants 53 

with no complication of diabetes, hypertension, and dyslipidemia were selected for the study. We 54 

analysed faecal samples from the participants, their medical check-up results, and responses to 55 

questionnaires about dietary habits. The participants were grouped according to their median barley 56 

intake. Then, we assessed the relative abundance of 50 microbial genera throughout the group and 57 

selected 20 that differed at P < 0.1 (Mann–Whitney U-test). We also analysed the networks and clustering 58 

of the 20 selected genera. 59 

Results: According to their relative abundance, Bifidobacterium, Anaerostipes, and Butyricicoccus were 60 

candidate characteristic microbiota of the group that consumed large amounts of barley (P < 0.05). 61 

Furthermore, network and cluster analyses revealed that barley directly correlated with Bifidobacterium 62 

and Butyricicoccus. 63 

Conclusions: Barley consumption generates changes in the intestinal microbiota of the Japanese 64 

population. We found that Bifidobacterium, Anaerostipes, and Butyricicoccus abundance was positively 65 

associated with barley consumption. This study showed that barley is important for gut microbiota and 66 

relates to Japanese traditional food like natto. 67 

Keywords: barley; beta-glucan; microbiome; Bifidobacterium; Anaerostipes; Butyricicoccus 68 
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Introduction 70 

The gut microbiota is important for health, and thus, several investigations have focused on the 71 

human gut microbiome. It has been reported that diet can alter the gut microbiome (1). Microbiota-72 

accessible carbohydrates, such as dietary fibre (2), are resistant to digestion in the small intestine and enter 73 

the large intestine undigested; therefore, they are likely to improve host metabolism (2). 74 

Barley is an important cereal that contains the soluble fibre β-glucan (3). Barley improves 75 

metabolic dysfunction, increases the diversity of the gut microbiota, and increases bacteria such as 76 

Blautia (4). Additionally, barley lowers postprandial blood glucose in healthy (3) and diabetic patients (5), 77 

and lowers cholesterol concentrations in Japanese people with mild metabolic syndrome after 12 weeks 78 

of consumption (6). Therefore, barley consumption has many potential benefits to global health. 79 

Barley consumption affects the gut microbiota and host health (4, 7, 8). For example, a crossover 80 

study in Sweden found that barley intake increased blood concentrations of butyric acid (produced by 81 

intestinal bacteria) and decreased postprandial hyperglycaemia (7). Research in the USA found that barley 82 

intake increased the gut microbiota diversity and Blautia abundance and improved host cholesterol levels 
83 

(4). Another Swedish study found that barley intake promoted a high ratio of Prevotella/Bacteroides and 84 

improved host blood glucose metabolism (4). These results suggest that barley might beneficially 85 

modulate the composition of the gut microbiota and improve host metabolic health. 86 

Indeed, the effects of barley on the gut microbiota have been established in several countries (4, 7, 
87 

8). Furthermore, as the intestinal microbiota is affected by dietary habits and genetic factors, it is 88 

important to evaluate its effectiveness in different populations (9). The Japanese gut microbiota is 89 

characterised by abundant Blautia and Bifidobacterium, which utilise the dietary fibre from seaweeds, a 90 

common item in the Japanese diet (1). Consuming barley with white rice is also a specific dietary habit in 91 

Japan, but little is known about its effects on the microbiota. Most studies on barley and the microbiota 92 

have regarded exhaled hydrogen concentrations as an alternative variable of intestinal bacteria (10, 11, 7); 93 

however, few studies have analysed the relationship between the microbiota and barley consumption. 94 

Therefore, we aimed to define the relationship between barley and gut microbiota composition in healthy 95 

Japanese adults using next-generation sequencing. 96 

 97 
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Methods  98 

Study design 99 

The study was approved by the Yamanashi University Ethics committee (approval No.1824), 100 

National Institutes of Biomedical Innovation, Health and Nutrition Ethics committee (approval No. 169-101 

04), and Chiyoda Paramedical Care Clinic Ethics committee (approval No. 15000088). This study was 102 

conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki (2013) and was based on a registered study 103 

(UMIN000033479). Cross-sectional data were evaluated from the first year of the study to undertake an 104 

exploratory overview of the gut microbiome of a population that consumes barley. Sampling was 105 

conducted from August 2018 to March 2019.  106 

We enrolled 272 participants, which were employees of the barley processing company 107 

Hakubaku Co., Ltd. Our target sample included at least 100 participants. We excluded those with 108 

disorders (Risk 2) and pre-disorders (Risk 1) of diabetes, hypertension, and dyslipidemia from the main 109 

analysis. Details of the exclusion criteria for disorders are shown in Supplemental Table 1. We classified 110 

the participants into two groups based on the median barley consumption rate (high, 32.3–253 and low, 111 

0–31.8 g/1,000 kcal·day). 112 

 113 

Measurements 114 

The primary outcome was the association between barley consumption and the alpha-diversity of 115 

the microbiome, and the secondary outcome was the abundance of the 50 dominant microbiota sorted by 116 

mean relative abundance (Supplemental Tables 3 and 4). We collected a copy of the participant’s medical 117 

check-up results. Dietary habits other than barley consumption were assessed using a brief self-118 

administered diet history questionnaire (BDHQ) (Gender Medical Research, Inc., Tokyo, Japan). Barley 119 

consumption (g/1,000 kcal·day) was calculated using a questionnaire and the daily energy value from 120 

the BDHQ. Rice bowl size (200, 160, 140, and 100 g), proportion of barley mixed with white rice (0%, 121 

5%, 10%, 15%, 30%, and 50%), barley-mixed rice consumed per month (0, 0.5, 1, 4, 8, and 16 122 

days/month), and barley consumption rate (g/day) were determined. Medical history, including 123 

medication (especially during the month of sampling), and consumption of fermented foods and 124 

supplements were determined using questionnaires. 125 

 126 
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DNA extraction and 16S rRNA gene amplicon sequencing 127 

Faecal samples were collected at home with guanidine thiocyanate (GuSCN) solution; and DNA 128 

was extracted and stored at 10–30°C within 30 days until DNA extraction (12). Briefly, 0.2 mL of faecal 129 

samples, 0.3 mL of No. 10 lysis buffer (Kurabo Industries Ltd., Osaka, Japan), and 0.5 g of 0.1-mm glass 130 

beads (WakenBtech Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) were homogenised using a PS1000 Cell Destroyer (Bio 131 

Medical Science, Tokyo, Japan) at 4,260 rpm for 50 s at 25°C. The homogenate was centrifuged at 13,000 132 

× g for 5 min at 25°C, and the DNA was extracted from the supernatant using a Gene Prep Star PI-80X 133 

automated DNA isolation system (Kurabo Industries Ltd). DNA concentration was determined with the 134 

ND-1000 NanoDrop Spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc., Waltham, MA, USA). The 135 

samples were stored at −30°C. The 16S rRNA gene was amplified from faecal DNA and sequenced (12). 136 

The V3–V4 region of the 16S rRNA gene was amplified using the following primers (5′3′): 137 

TCGTCGGCAGCGTCAGATGTGTATAAGCGACAGCCTACGGGNGGCWGCAG and 138 

GTCTCGTGGGCTCGGAGATGTGTATAAGAGACAGGACTACHVGGGTATCTAATCC. The 139 

DNA library for Illumina MiSeq was prepared using Nextera XT Index Kit v2 Set A (Illumina Inc., San 140 

Diego, CA, USA), and its concentration was determined with the QuantiFluor dsDNA System (Promega 141 

Corp., Madison, WI, USA). The 16S rRNA gene was sequenced using Illumina MiSeq (Illumina) as 142 

described by the manufacturer.  143 

 144 

Bioinformatics analysis 145 

The sequence reads from Illumina MiSeq were analysed using the Quantitative Insights Into 146 

Microbial Ecology (QIIME) software package (v1.9.1) (13). We used QIIME Analysis Automating Script 147 

(Auto-q) (14) to proceed from trimming paired-end reads to operational taxonomic unit (OUT) selection. 148 

We used open-reference OTU picked with the UCLUST software against the SILVA v128 reference 149 

sequence to select OTUs based on sequence similarity (>97%). The taxonomy (phylum, class, order, 150 

family, and genus) and relative abundance were calculated using the SILVA v128 database (13, 14). The 151 

intestinal microbiota was compared in 10,000 randomly selected reads per sample. 152 

 153 
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Statistical analyses 154 

Calculation of alpha-diversity 155 

Data were exported as BIOM files and imported into R (version 3.6.0). Diversity was analysed 156 

using the phyloseq R-package. Alpha-diversity indices of observed OTU, Chao 1, Shannon, and Simpson 157 

indices were calculated using the estimate_richness function. 158 

Comparison of barley groups  159 

The results of the medical check-ups and dietary habits between the high and low barley groups 160 

were compared using Student’s t-tests. The alpha-diversity and relative abundance of each genus were 161 

analysed using Mann–Whitney U-tests. P values were adjusted using false discovery rate (FDR) methods. 162 

To confirm the reliability of the analyses, we explored the relationship between barley consumption rates 163 

and each microbiome using multiple regression analyses with the groups (0 = low and 1 = high) or 164 

consumption rate (g/1,000 kcal·day) and Kendall rank-sum tests. We set the amounts of Butyricicoccus, 165 

Bifidobacterium, Ruminococcus 2, Anaerostipes, and the barley groups (0 = low and 1 = high) as 166 

independent variables in the multiple regression analyses. We adjusted the model for age, sex, and the 167 

consumption rate of dietary factors (g/1,000 kcal) as independent variables. Correlations between barley 168 

and dietary habits were evaluated using Kendall rank-sum tests referring to published criteria (17).  169 

Principal coordinate analysis of microbiomes 170 

We classified the participants into enterotypes A, B, and C using the pam function of the cluster 171 

R-package. We then summarised the composition of intestinal microbiota by principal coordinate 172 

analysis (PCoA) using the vegdist function of the vegan R-package and the quasieuclid and dudi.pco 173 

functions of the ade4 R-package. Data were calculated using the Bray–Curtis method. Subsequently, the 174 

environmental factor arrows were fit to the PCoA figure using the envfit function of the vegan R-package. 175 

Significant genera were assessed using permutations of environmental variables. 176 

Network analysis of significant microbiomes and barley 177 

To visualise the associations between barley and 20 microbiome genera selected by P < 0.1, we 178 

implemented a network analysis. The network is shown with lines of correlation with |r| > 0.15 (Kendall 179 

rank-sum tests). Different colours on the plots indicate different community groups. We fit the correlation 180 

data frame to the cc.df function of the igraph R-package using the reshape2 R-package and calculated 181 

microbiota community groups using the leading.eigenvector.community function.  182 
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All analyses were carried out in R (version 3.6.0), and tests were two-sided; P < 0.05 was 183 

considered significant. All graphs except for those from the network analysis were created with the R-184 

package ggplot2 (18). 185 

Effects of barley intake on the participants 186 

Associations between barley and Butyricicoccus, Bifidobacterium, Ruminococcus 2, and 187 

Anaerostipes were assessed in all participants using multiple regression analyses. We set each genus as 188 

the dependent variable and barley groups (0 = low, 1 = high), sex, age, risk of diabetes, dyslipidemia, 189 

and hypertension (0–2) as the independent variables. We used the vif function of the car R-package to 190 

evaluate variance inflation factors (VIFs). All VIFs were < 5 and considered acceptable for these analyses 
191 

(19). 192 

 193 

Results 194 

Participants 195 

We obtained informed consent from 272 individuals, of which 33 participants resigned and 6 196 

were excluded because of non-compliance and data loss. Ninety-four participants had no disorders and 197 

were included in the main analyses and 236 were included in the multiple regression analyses (Figure 1).  198 

 199 

 200 
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Figure 1. Flow chart of participants. Disorder means risk of diabetes, hypertension, and dyslipidemia. 201 

 202 

The characteristics of the barley groups did not significantly differ (Table 1). However, within 203 

the normal range, fasting glucose concentrations tended to be higher in the high barley group (P = 0.054). 204 

Disorder risk did not significantly differ between the groups (Supplemental Table 1). Table 2 shows 205 

the differences in dietary habits between the barley groups. The consumption rates of dietary fibre (P < 206 

0.001), cereal (P = 0.048), and natto (soybeans fermented with Bacillus subtilis; P < 0.001) were 207 

significantly higher in the high barley group and those of legumes (P = 0.06) tended to be higher in the 208 

high barley group. Therefore, we selected these four dietary factors for adjustment in the multiple 209 

regression analyses.  210 

 211 

Table 1. Characteristics of the participants in the barley groups 212 

  
Total (n = 94) 

 
Low barley1 

(n = 47) 
 

High barley1 

(n = 47) 
 

Variable 
0–253 

g/1,000 kcal d 
 

0–31.8 

g/1,000 kcal·d 
 

32.3–253 

g/1,000 kcal·d 
P 2 

 Male, n (%) 54 (57%)  32 (68%)  22 (47%)  

 Age (years) 36 ± 10  36 ± 10  36 ± 11 0.82 

 Body mass index (kg/m2) 21.5 ± 3.4  21.3 ± 4.1  21.6 ± 2.5 0.67 

 Systolic pressure (mmHg) 111 ± 11  110 ± 11  112 ± 11 0.25 

 Diastolic pressure (mmHg) 68 ± 9  67 ± 9  69 ± 8 0.39 

 Fasting glucose (mg/dL) 86 ± 7  84 ± 7  87 ± 7 0.054 

 HbA1c (%) 5.3 ± 0.2  5.3 ± 0.2  5.3 ± 0.2 0.26 

 TG (mg/dL) 69 ± 28  67 ± 30  71 ± 26 0.42 

 HDL-cholesterol (mg/dL) 65 ± 13  66 ± 13  63 ± 12 0.26 

 LDL-cholesterol (mg/dL) 95 ± 15  93 ± 14  97 ± 16 0.15 

Daily Nutritional intake       

 Energy (kcal) 1729 ± 510  1693 ± 456  1765 ± 562 0.50 

 Protein (g/1,000 kcal) 34 ± 6  35 ± 6  34 ± 6 0.58 
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 Fat (g/1,000 kcal) 30 ± 6  30 ± 6  30 ± 6 0.85 

 Carbohydrate (g/1,000 kcal) 130 ± 19  130 ± 20  129 ± 18 0.75 

 Na (mg) 3740 ± 1027  3608 ± 948  3871 ± 1094 0.22 

Data are shown as means ± SD or n (%). 1Range of barley consumption.  

2Student’s t-test 

 213 

Table 2. Comparison of diet between the barley groups 214 

  Low barley1 (n = 47)  High barley1 (n = 47)   

Variable 0–31.8 g/1,000 kcal·d  32.3–253 g/1,000 kcal·d P 2 

Barley (g/1,000 kcal) 13.9 ± 11.3   70.9 ± 43.6   

Beta-glucan (g/1,000 kcal) 0.70 ± 0.57   3.6 ± 2.2   

Carbohydrate (g/1,000 kcal) 129 ± 18   130 ± 20 0.75 

Dietary fibre (g/1,000 kcal) 4.9 ± 1.3   6.1 ± 1.7 <0.001 

Cereal (g/1,000 kcal) 213 ± 55   236 ± 58 0.048 

Legumes (g/1,000 kcal) 20 ± 15   27 ± 20 0.06 

Green vegetable (g/1,000 kcal) 37 ± 23   44 ± 32 0.25 

Other vegetable (g/1,000 kcal) 62 ± 29   72 ± 45 0.20 

Fruit (g/1,000 kcal) 36 ± 32   35 ± 30 0.87 

Seaweed (g/1,000 kcal) 3.5 ± 2.8   4.0 ± 3.9 0.51 

Natto (g/1,000 kcal) 3.6 ± 4.2   10.4 ± 12 <0.001 

Mushroom (g/1,000 kcal) 4.4 ± 2.5   5.0 ± 4.1 0.37 

Data are shown as means ± SD. 1Range of barley consumption. 

2 Student's t-test 

 215 

Enterotypes 216 

Figure 2a describes the number of participants with each enterotype. Enterotype B was dominant 217 

and enterotypes A and C were less abundant in each group. The numbers of each enterotype did not 218 

significantly differ between the groups (P = 0.20). Figure 2b shows an overview of the PCoA of the 219 

microbiome. The distribution of the plots was laid out in a “∧” shape and separated into three groups. 220 
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Clusters A and B were distributed in the negative direction of PCoA1 and cluster C in the positive 221 

direction. Clusters A and B were divided by PCoA2, and cluster B was in an intermediate position 222 

between A and C. The driven genera in each enterotype were Bacteroides (A), Blautia (B), and Prevotella 223 

9 (C) (correlation coefficients; all P < 0.001). The most common enterotypes of the 94 participants were 224 

in the following order: B (60%), A (28%), and C (13%). The distribution of enterotypes was similar 225 

between the barley groups (B > A > C) and tended to be in the positive direction of PCoA2 in the high 226 

barley group, but the values were not significant (correlation coefficient, P = 0.08, Supplemental Figure 227 

1).  228 

 229 

(a) (b)

 230 

Figure 2. Microbiome enterotypes in high and low barley groups (n = 94) aged 19–65 years in 2018. (a) 231 

Comparison of numbers of enterotypes A, B, or C in each group. (b) Plot of PCoA. Colour indicates 232 

enterotype; symbols indicate high or low barley consumption. Arrows indicate top three environmental 233 

factors.  234 

 235 

Microbiome 236 

Alpha-diversity did not significantly differ between the barley groups (Supplemental Table 2). The high 237 

barley group had a higher abundance of Bifidobacterium (P = 0.01), Collinsella (P = 0.03), Anaerostipes 238 

(P = 0.0502), Butyricicoccus (P=0.002), Dialister (P = 0.04), and Ruminococcus 2 (P = 0.04) without 239 

FDR adjustment (Table 3, Supplemental Table 3). However, Dialister was not associated in the 240 
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multiple regression analysis (barley dichotomy: P = 0.19, barley continuous: P = 0.92) and Kendall 241 

correlation (r = 0.08, P = 0.27) (Supplemental Table 4). Therefore, we excluded Dialister from the 242 

characteristic intestinal microbiota and the multiple regression analyses of all participants. Additionally, 243 

Anaerostipes was not significant (P = 0.0502) but appeared when using multiple regression (barley 244 

dichotomy; P = 0.0495; Supplemental Table 4). Therefore, we selected Butyricicoccus, Bifidobacterium, 245 

Ruminococcus 2, and Anaerostipes as candidate characteristic genera associated with barley consumption. 246 

 247 

Table 3. Relative abundance (%) of microbiome bacterial genera in low and high barley groups 248 

  Low barley (n = 47)  High barley (n = 47)   

  0-31.8 g/1,000 kcal･d 1  32.3-253 g/1,000 kcal･d 1   

Genus  

(relative abundance %) 

Median  

(interquartile range) 
 

Median  

(interquartile range) 

P 2 

(crude) 

P 3 

(FDR) 

Bifidobacterium 2.73 (0.00, 5.10)  5.61 (0.00, 8.12) 0.01 0.37 

Collinsella 0.92 (0.00, 1.82)  1.95 (0.00, 2.20) 0.03 0.42 

Subdoligranulum 1.12 (0.00, 1.80)  1.83 (0.00, 2.32) 0.08 0.44 

Anaerostipes 0.89 (0.02, 1.28)  1.06 (0.07, 1.92) 0.0502 0.42 

Butyricicoccus 0.43 (0.00, 0.46)  0.65 (0.12, 0.65) 0.002 0.09 

Ruminococcaceae UCG-013 0.09 (0.00, 0.27)  0.22 (0.00, 0.34) 0.06 0.44 

Dialister 0.00 (0.00, 0.31)  0.07 (0.00, 0.43) 0.04 0.42 

Acidaminococcus 0.00 (0.00, 0.30)  0.03 (0.00, 0.66) 0.07 0.44 

Ruminococcus 2 0.00 (0.00, 0.37)  0.01 (0.00, 0.86) 0.04 0.42 

1Range of barley consumption rate 

2 Mann–Whitney U-test (crude P value) 

3 Mann–Whitney U-test adjusted with FDR (False Discovery Rate) method 

 249 

Multiple regression analyses adjusted with dietary factors 250 

Supplemental Table 5 shows that Butyricicoccus and Ruminococcus 2 were associated with 251 

barley consumption after adjustment with dietary fibre, cereal, or legumes, but not with natto. Conversely, 252 
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Bifidobacterium and Anaerostipes were not associated with barley consumption after adjustment with 253 

dietary fibre, cereal, legumes, and natto. 254 

 255 

Multiple regression analyses of all the participants 256 

We assessed associations between barley and Butyricicoccus, Bifidobacterium, Ruminococcus 2, 257 

and Anaerostipes using multiple regression analyses (Table 4). Butyricicoccus, Bifidobacterium, and 258 

Anaerostipes were associated with barley intake, but Ruminococcus 2 was not. Therefore, Butyricicoccus, 259 

Bifidobacterium, and Anaerostipes appeared to have a closer association with barley intake. 260 

 261 

Table 4. Association between the relative abundance of microbiome bacteria and barley intake group, 262 

sex, age, and risk of diabetes, dyslipidemia, and hypertension by multivariate linear regression analyses 263 

(n = 236) 264 

 Butyricicoccus  Bifidobacterium  Ruminococcus 2   Anaerostipes 

Independent variable (unit) R (SE) 1  R (SE) 1  R (SE) 1  R (SE) 1 

Barley group (0: low, 1: high)  0.11 (0.05) *  2.52 (1.00) *  0.10 (0.15)  0.79 (0.23) ** 

Sex (0: female, 1: male) 0.02 (0.06)  −1.31 (1.20)  −0.26 (0.19)  −0.31 (0.28) 

Age (10 years) 0.008 (0.024)  0.36 (0.49)  0.09 (0.07)  −0.09 (0.11) 

Risk of diabetes (0–2) 0.02 (0.07)  0.45 (1.32)  0.11 (0.20)  −0.26 (0.31) 

Risk of dyslipidemia (0–2) −0.02 (0.03)  −0.17 (0.60)  −0.0001 (0.09)  0.13 (0.14) 

Risk of hypertension (0–2) −0.01 (0.04)  −1.31 (0.71) †  −0.11 (0.11)  −0.26 (0.11) 

Following characters mean significant differences. †: P < 0.1, *: P < 0.05, **: P < 0.01  

1 R: Linear regression coefficient, SE: standard error. 

 265 

Network analysis of microbiome 266 

Supplemental Figure 2 shows the results of the network analysis. Butyricicoccus and 267 

Bifidobacterium were directly associated with barley intake and were classified into the same community 268 

group. Anaerostipes was not directly associated with barley intake but was associated via Lachnospira, 269 

Ruminococcaceae UCG-13, or Tyzzerella 3 to barley intake. In addition, Anaerostipes belonged to the 270 

same community as barley, Butyricicoccus, and Bifidobacterium. Ruminococcus 2 was directly 271 
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associated with barley but did not belong to the same community group as barley, Butyricicoccus, 272 

Bifidobacterium, and Anaerostipes. 273 

 274 

Dietary habits as confounding factors 275 

The results of the correlation analyses showed that dietary habits, consumption of fibre, and 276 

legumes were significantly associated, and polyunsaturated fatty acids tended to be associated with 277 

barley intake (Supplemental Table 6). Most healthy and all unhealthy dietary habits tended to correlate 278 

positively and negatively with barley intake, respectively. 279 

 280 

Discussion 281 

We identified the characteristics of the gut microbiota in a Japanese population that consumes 282 

barley. Previous studies reported that the soluble fibre in barley increases the prevalence of intestinal 283 

bacteria, such as Prevotella 9 and Blautia, and alpha-diversity (8, 4). In our study, Bifidobacterium, 284 

Anaerostipes, and Butyricicoccus abundance tended to increase (Table 4), and we consider these bacteria 285 

as specific candidates that relate to barley consumption. However, barley intake might have a limited 286 

effect because there were no changes in alpha-diversity.  287 

The consumption of barley tended to be positively related to PCoA2, but this result was not 288 

significant (p = 0.08, Supplemental Figure 1). The numbers of enterotypes did not differ between the 289 

barley groups, and the absolute numbers of enterotype B were 33 (high) and 23 (low). These results 290 

suggested that barley consumption slightly shifted the enterotype to B; however, further studies are 291 

necessary to confirm this result. Arumugam et al. (9) reported a similar distribution in a “∧” shape (Figure 292 

2b) that comprised enterotypes A (driven by Bacteroides), B (driven by Blautia), and C (driven by 293 

Prevotella 9). These results were consistent with those of a previous study; however, the influential 294 

microbiome of enterotype B, Blautia, was different (9). Arumugam et al. reported that the driven genera 295 

of enterotype B differed between cohorts, and they mentioned that Blautia was one of the driven genera 
296 

(9). 297 

Bifidobacterium, Anaerostipes, and Butyricicoccus were identified as characteristic bacteria in 298 

the high barley group. Bifidobacterium was associated with the consumption of rye containing beta-299 

glucan in a randomised control trial (20), Butyricicoccus was associated with barley in an animal study (21), 300 
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but Anaerostipes was associated with omega-3 fatty acids (22). The present study found that the association 301 

between barley and Anaerostipes changed became non-significant after adjusting the analysis with other 302 

diet factors (Supplemental Table 5). Barley also tended to be associated with polyunsaturated fatty acids 303 

(Supplemental Table 6). These findings might explain why the network analysis directly associated 304 

barley with Bifidobacterium and Butyricicoccus but not with Anaerostipes (Supplemental Figure 2). 305 

Bacteria such as Bifidobacterium, Anaerostipes, and Butyricicoccus produce short-chain fatty acids 306 

(SCFAs) and contribute to host health. Bifidobacterium have been reported to produce SCFAs, such as 307 

acetic acid from carbohydrate (23), and are known as characteristic bacteria of Japanese people (1, 21). 308 

Anaerostipes is a butyric acid-producing bacteria involved in preventing colorectal cancer (24) and 309 

metabolic diseases (25). Butyricicoccus is a prevalent butyric acid producer associated with inflammatory 310 

bowel disease prevention (26). Additionally, SCFA production from dietary fibre leads to the acidification 311 

of the gut environment, which alters the gut microbiota composition (27). Therefore, these bacteria might 312 

have a positive influence on the hosts. 313 

Furthermore, we identified some characteristic features of the Japanese cohort, for example, the 314 

relationships between barley and natto, as well as polyunsaturated fatty acids sourced from seafood. Thus, 315 

barley consumption is associated with the traditional Japanese diet. 316 

This study has several limitations. The participants were employees of a company that 317 

manufactures barley products and would thus most likely consume more barley in general. The 318 

possibility of other confounding factors such as dietary habits cannot be completely excluded 319 

(Supplemental Tables 5, 6); thus, the effects of barley could be overestimated. We did not measure 320 

SCFAs or microbiome functions, which restricts the usefulness of our results. A follow-up intervention 321 

study with another cohort is warranted to overcome these limitations.  322 

In conclusion, barley might change the intestinal microbiota of the Japanese population. We 323 

selected Bifidobacterium, Anaerostipes, and Butyricicoccus as candidate characteristic genera indicating 324 

barley consumption. It is important to consider that our findings might have been confounded by other 325 

dietary factors such as natto consumption. 326 

 327 
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Figure legends 420 

Figure 1. Flow chart of participants. Disorder means risk of diabetes, hypertension, and dyslipidemia. 421 

Figure 2. Microbiome enterotypes in high and low barley groups (n = 94) aged 19–65 years in 2018. (a) 422 

Comparison of numbers of enterotypes A, B, or C in each group. (b) Plot of PCoA. Colour indicates 423 

enterotype; symbols indicate high or low barley consumption. Arrows indicate top three environmental 424 

factors.  425 
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