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Supplemental Figure 1: Distribution of 16S copies per ng of DNA showing higher variation in
the chronic kidney disease (CKD) group
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Supplemental Figure 2: Correlation in Chronic Kidney Disease and healthy groups
between a) Proteobacteria vs eGFR, b) Age vs eGFR, ¢) BMI vs eGFR

a) Proteobacteria vs eGFR
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*Spearman’s rank correlation used for non-parametric distribution

b) Age vs eGFR
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