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Feline oral microbiome reference database
construction

38,000 cats with oral
micrabiome data

15,154 cats with ligation-based
NGS library preparation

500,000 classified microbial
reads
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Sensitivity = percentage known positive samples classified as mediumor high risk

Specificity = percentage known negative samples classified as jow nisk
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Sensitivity = percentage known positive samples classified as mediumor high risk

Specificity = parcantage known negative samples classified as low risk
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Sensitivity = percentage known positive samples classified as madiumor high risk

Specificity = parcentage known negative samples classified as low risk
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Oral microbiome based CKD risk assessmant
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