60 40

. Subject 1R P | Subject 1L
o 2
D 4 ~
-] ;
= . _—
30 //"'
@] _—
S / ,.'/
Z 10 f" —— Chao1 estimated richness
/, —— Observed richness
01 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551 1 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551
50 35
= Subject2R ———— »| Subject2L
40 sl P
» el 25 S -
|:_) 20 / / _— —
o 15 f,/ _—
10 /S
z y
5|/
1 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551 ° 1 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551
40 45
=| Subject3R..___ | Subject3L
30 f/M o 35 ~ -
4 /S .
|:_) ® !‘[ ///
/
O 20 g’f /
. /
o= / /
Z . /
/
5|/
01 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551 1 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551
50 40
| Subject 4R =| Subject4L _—
[72] :: P 30 /,»"/
D e /
= 30
N Ve -~ ™
o A
Z 15 f -
0| /
5
0
151 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551 151 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551
70 60
«| Subject 5R .| Subject 5L
% 50 )'/ o "/':M
= 4 L Y,
©) — 30 / _—
s / ——
Z » eff’ P 20 fﬁ _—
/ — / /
10 / 10 //
Y/ /
0 0
1 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551 1 51 101 151 201 251 301 351 401 451 501 551
Clones sampled Clones sampled

Figure S3: Rarefaction curves of observed and estimated (Chaol) OTU richness for each
arm of each subject using an OTU threshold of 297% identity. As more clones are
arbitrarily added, observed and estimated OTUs levels off. The gap between observed
and estimated richness indicate that if more clones were sampled, richness would likely
continue to increase.



