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Abstract

The belly button is one of the habitats closest to us, and yet it remains relatively unexplored. We analyzed bacteria and
arachaea from the belly buttons of humans from two different populations sampled within a nation-wide citizen science
project. We examined bacterial and archaeal phylotypes present and their diversity using multiplex pyrosequencing of 16S
rDNA libraries. We then tested the oligarchy hypothesis borrowed from tropical macroecology, namely that the frequency of
phylotypes in one sample of humans predicts its frequency in another independent sample. We also tested the predictions
that frequent phylotypes (the oligarchs) tend to be common when present, and tend to be more phylogenetically clustered
than rare phylotypes. Once rarefied to four hundred reads per sample, bacterial communities from belly buttons proved to
be at least as diverse as communities known from other skin studies (on average 67 bacterial phylotypes per belly button).
However, the belly button communities were strongly dominated by a few taxa: only 6 phylotypes occurred on .80%
humans. While these frequent bacterial phylotypes (the archaea were all rare) are a tiny part of the total diversity of bacteria
in human navels (,0.3% of phylotypes), they constitute a major portion of individual reads (,1/3), and are predictable
among independent samples of humans, in terms of both the occurrence and evolutionary relatedness (more closely
related than randomly drawn equal sets of phylotypes). Thus, the hypothesis that ‘‘oligarchs’’ dominate diverse assemblages
appears to be supported by human-associated bacteria. Although it remains difficult to predict which species of bacteria
might be found on a particular human, predicting which species are most frequent (or rare) seems more straightforward, at
least for those species living in belly buttons.
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Introduction

The skin of an average human houses trillions of individual

bacteria representing hundreds or even thousands of phylotypes

[1]. Most of these phylotypes or ‘‘species’’ (acknowledging that

bacterial species definitions are vague [2]), are not yet named [3],

and are often difficult to cultivate so are known only based on their

nucleotide sequence. Studies have begun to characterize consistent

differences in the composition of bacterial taxa across the

geography of our bodies, for example, between wet (e.g., armpit)

and dry (e.g., forearm) habitats [1,4]. It is still not clear, however,

how the diversity in such habitats is structured and, in particular,

what makes some phylotypes common and others rare. Com-

monness might be the result of historically contingent or even

chance processes [5], in which common phylotypes might be

expected to differ among individual humans or human popula-

tions in unpredictable ways. Alternatively, common phylotypes

might be predictably common, because they are from lineages

with adaptations that predispose them to predictable success in the

environment in which they are common [4,6,7].

To test whether the commonness of different phylotypes of

bacteria on human bodies is predictable, we compared newly

collected samples of skin bacteria and archaea from two

independent samples of North Americans. The samples were

collected from volunteers in a nation-wide citizen science project,

Belly Button Biodiversity (http://www.wildlifeofyourbody.org/),

and we assessed the microbial communities on the volunteers

using multiplex pyrosequencing of 16S rDNA libraries. We tested

two predictions derived from research on common and rare

multicellular species, such as tropical trees or freshwater fish. The

first two predictions we tested were 1) phylotypes frequent in one

human population should be predictably frequent in others and 2)

frequent phylotypes should also be abundant when present [7,8].

We define frequent phylotypes as those that occur on many

humans and abundant phylotypes are those that are found many

times (which is to say, represented by many 16S rDNA ‘‘reads’’ in

the pyrosequencing output) on those humans on which they are
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found. Theoretically, a phylotype might have a high abundance

(many reads when present), even if it is very infrequent. While it

has long been known that many communities (be they of fish,

bacteria or something else) are composed of a few exceptionally

frequent and/or abundant species and many more rare species

[9,10], few studies seem to have compared whether abundant

species tend to be the same among regions or, as in our case,

populations of hosts.

In the context of rain forest trees, species that are both frequent

across samples and abundant when present have been referred to

as ‘‘oligarchs’’ [6]. In the context of fish communities, they have

been called ‘‘core species’’ (which were then contrasted with

‘‘occasional species’’) [7]. The concepts of oligarchy or core species

are similar to, but more specific than the microbiological concept

of a ‘‘core microbiome’’(note, we will focus on the term oligarchy

here, rather than ‘‘core species,’’ to avoid confusion between the

ecological term core species and the microbiological term ‘‘core

microbiome’’). The core biome has two relatively separate

definitions. In some contexts, the core microbiome is described

as a set of genes and metabolic functions that are nearly universal

among individuals [11,12], in many cases relatively independent of

which phylotypes are present. In other contexts, the term core

microbiome is used in a sense more directly tied to our focus,

wherein a core microbiome is described as a set of phylotypes that

are nearly universal among samples [13]. The oligarchy concept

extends this second definition of the ‘‘core microbiome’’ by

statistically considering whether the frequency and abundance of

phylotypes is predictable or if samples are taxonomically un-

predictable assemblages of strains.

Frequent phylotypes might be those phylotypes with specific

adaptations for dispersal among and/or competitive success on

human hosts. If success is associated with specific adaptations and

those adaptations are difficult to evolve, one might expect frequent

species to be phylogenetically clustered [14,15]. Alternatively, if

success is independent of specific adaptations for survival on belly

buttons or bodies more generally, success may simply be a function

of neutral or stochastic processes [16] or the traits necessary for

success may be easily evolved. In this context, we tested a third

hypothesis, namely that the most frequently encountered bacterial

phylotypes (our putative oligarchs, found on greater than 50% of

individuals sampled) tend to be more closely related than would be

expected among phylotypes chosen randomly from those we

sampled as has been suggested to be the case for rain forest trees

[6].

The samples of human skin bacteria in our analyses were

collected during two separate citizen-science sampling events in

which two separate groups of individuals (35 in the first event, 25

in the second) volunteered to swab their own belly buttons.

Citizens participated in this study not only in sampling but also in

hypothesis generation (via twitter and online comments) and data

visualization and were provided with images of bacterial cultures

of their samples (www.wildifeofyourbody.org) and lists of the

phylotypes discovered during molecular work. Bacteria are

common on all parts of the skin, but the belly button offers

several advantages. It is an environment that varies relatively little

from person to person, in terms of morphology (compared, for

example, to the belly itself). It is removed from daily scrubbing,

and has the potential to host a less disturbed bacterial community

particularly in contrast to frequently washed and exposed parts of

the body such as the hands [4]. And last but not least, sampling

from belly buttons has also proven of broad interest to the public,

which has aided in drawing attention to discussions of the species

with which humans are most intimately associated, a key goal of

our broader work (www.yourwildlife.org).

Materials and Methods

a) Bacterial Samples
Over the past six months, we have sampled over five hundred

volunteers for belly button bacteria. We focus on the first two

subsamples (60 individuals in total): a sample from the ScienceOn-

line meeting of science communicators (January 13–15, 2011,

Raleigh, NC, USA), and a sample from the Darwin Day at the

Museum of Natural Sciences in Raleigh, NC (February 12, 2011).

All participants were provided a written Informed Consent form

approved by the North Carolina State University’s Human

Research Committee (Approval No. 1987). The University’s

Human Research Committee has approved this study. Belly

buttons were swabbed with sterile cotton tips that were then

immersed in 0.5 ml 10% phosphate saline buffer. Swabbing has

previously been determined to be as effective as other sampling

methods for sampling of human skin bacteria (7). Samples were

kept in 220uC. Genomic DNA was extracted from 50 mL of the

sediment of centrifuged samples using the PowerSoil DNA

extraction kit (MoBio, Inc.), modified according to Lauber et al.

[17]. Amplicons were generated using a combination of the

universal bacterial/archaeal primers 515F and 806R [18]. The

primer 515F was appended with a TC linker and a Roche 454 B

pyrosequencing adapter, and the 806R primer was appended with

a 12-bp sample-specific barcode sequence, a CA linker, and

a Roche 454 A sequencing adapter. The sample-specific, error-

correcting barcode allowed for pooling all amplicons in a single

pyrosequencing run. All samples, including no-template controls,

were PCR-amplified in triplicate following the protocol described

in [18,19]. Amplicons were cleaned using the UltraClean-htp 96-

well PCR Clean-up kit (MoBio). The concentration of each

amplicon was determined using the Quant-iT PicoGreen dsDNA

kit (Invitrogen), and equimolar aliquots of all samples were pooled.

Pyrosequencing was carried out on a Roche Genome Sequencer

FLX system running the Titanium chemistry at Engencore

(University of South Carolina, USA). The 454 platform was

chosen over other platforms, since our team has had significant

success with this methodology in previous studies of human

microbiome (i.e., [4]). Also, the reads produced by 454

pyrosequencing are significantly longer than from most other

approaches, and thus easier to analyze and interpret.

b) Sequence Data Analyses
The pyrosequencing output consisted of 144,403 reads that

passed the first quality screen within the 454 platform. This output

was processed and analyzed using the comprehensive analysis

package QIIME for barcoded amplicons of microbial communi-

ties [20]. All analytical steps described below are part of the

QIIME package. The sequencing output was filtered to contain

only sequences with length .200 and ,1000 bp with an average

quality score .25 and no ambiguous characters. Sequences were

assigned to samples according to the 12-bp barcode; only 50

sequences had uncorrectable barcode sequence. Sequences that

were $97% similar were grouped into Operational Taxonomic

Units (OTUs) using the uclust method. Representative sequences

from all OTUs were aligned with PyNAST [21] according to the

RDP template, and the taxonomic identity of each OTU was

determined using the RDP Classifier [22] with minimum

alignment length 190 and minimum sequence identity 70%. Read

counts (a proxy for abundance) of identified microbial taxa across

samples were exported as a matrix to be used in subsequent

community analyses. All samples were rarefied to a sequencing

depth of 400 reads per sample prior to downstream analyses. To

confirm that singletons in our dataset are not sequencing artifacts,

Bacteria in Belly Buttons
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we performed a manual chimera check of twenty single-copy

OTUs unidentified by the RDP classifier in QIIME (chimera

suspects) directly against GenBank. None of these twenty

sequences was chimeric, thus we concluded that chimeras, even

if present, were rare and inconsequential in our dataset.

c) Analyses
To test whether the frequency and abundance of bacterial

phylotypes among humans are predictable, we calculated the

Spearman rank correlation between the frequencies of the taxa

found in both of two independent sets of individuals. This excludes

the very rare taxa, most of which were found in only one

individual and thus by definition are negatively correlated between

the groups in frequency and abundance. The samples contained

35 and 25 individuals, and 305 taxa were observed in both. We

also used Spearman’s rank correlation to quantify the degree to

which the most frequent phylotypes (when the two sampling events

were pooled) were also the most abundant phylotypes (number of

reads) when encountered.

Finally, we examined whether the most frequent bacterial

phylotypes (those 23 phylotypes that occurred on .50% of

individuals) were phylogentically more closely related than

phylotypes within randomly drawn samples. This would be

expected if frequent phylotypes tend to be from the narrower

subset of lineages with adaptations for life on humans, whereas

rare phylotypes tend to be more random samples of environmental

bacteria. We measured pairwise phylogenetic diversity among the

23 most widespread belly button denizens (phylotypes present on

.50% humans), using Kimura 2-parameter distance [23]. Mean

pairwise distance was compared to a distribution of the same

measure in a 100 randomly drawn sets of 23 phylotypes from the

rest of the phylotypes.

Results and Discussion

a) The Basics of Belly Button Biodiversity
In the 60 samples of belly buttons considered here, we found

2368 phylotypes of bacteria based on 144,403 sequence reads,

excluding sequences of insufficient quality (see Supporting In-

formation S1). These phylotypes likely correspond to far more

than 2368 biological species. Our 3% cut-off is standard in

microbial studies, but is conservative so that a given phylotype is

likely to include multiple species-level lineages. Also, the overall

rarefaction curves for belly button bacterial phylotypes failed to

level off, suggesting additional phylotypes would have been

encountered were more individuals sampled, or were additional

human populations considered (whether from different regions or

different genetic backgrounds). Even conservatively considering

just the 2368 phylotypes, our diversity of bacterial phylotypes was

more than twice as great as the species diversity of, for example,

North American birds [24] or ants [25].

The vast majority of phylotypes were both infrequent (encoun-

tered on few people) and rare (represented by few reads when

present; Table 1). Of 2368 total phylotypes, 2188 were present on

less than 10% of individuals sampled (Table 1), and most of those

were present on just one individual. Conversely, no phylotypes

were present on all individuals sampled and just eight phylotypes

were present on more than seventy percent of individuals. These

eight phylotypes accounted for nearly half (45%) of the total reads

of bacteria in our study.

From a taxonomic perspective, the frequent, abundant

phylotypes encountered were dominated by well-known skin

bacteria, specifically Staphylococci, Corynebacteria, and several

genera of Actinobacteria (e.g., Micrococcus) and Clostridiales (e.g.,

Anaerococcus, Finegoldia, Peptidophilus), Bacilli, as well, to a lesser

extent, Gammaproteobacteria (e.g., Acinetobacter). This compo-

sition corresponds to the previously reported composition of the

skin microbiome in deep sequencing studies [1,3,26]. Interestingly,

it is also very similar to the taxa recorded in a culture-based study

of skin samples from humans in our same study region of North

Carolina [26]. The most common skin bacteria in that study were

lineages of Staphylococcus, Micrococcus (within the group Actinobacteria

above), Bacillus (Bacilli above) and then Acinetobacter, Klebsiella,

Streptomyces and Enterobacter. The frequently encountered genera in

the 1975 culture-based study were all also frequently encountered

here with the exception of Streptomyces, and Enterobacter which

were present in the belly button samples but not common and

Klebsiella which was absent from our samples.

The quantitative dominance of Corynebacteria in bellybuttons

is also in line with a previous report [4]. Of special note are three

phylotypes of Archaea, a domain of life often found in extreme

environments and not previously reported from human skin

[1,27], multiple phylotypes of which we isolated from two

independent samples (see online Supporting Information S1).

Two of these three phylotypes were from an individual who self-

reported not having showered or bathed for several years.

In order to account for differences in numbers of reads from

different belly buttons, we rarefied each belly button sample to 400

reads. Rarefying the data decreased the total number of bacterial

phylotypes being considered in our analyses to 1380. For this

rarefied dataset, we recovered a median diversity of 67 bacterial

phylotypes (per 400 reads) per belly button. The most diverse

bacterial sample included 107 phylotypes, and the least diverse

included 29 phylotypes. In other words, some belly buttons appear

more than three times as diverse as others. Such differences have

the potential to influence human health and well-being. Several

recent studies suggested that skin bacteria have a beneficial effect

on skin immune function [28,29]. Interestingly, our results suggest

that when a high diversity of phylotypes is present on the

bellybutton skin, most of those phylotypes are rare, infrequent,

phylotypes. Thus, if microbial diversity on habitats like the belly

button skin plays a role in allergy, the role may be contingent on

the rare, infrequent, phylotypes.

Table 1. Most bacterial phylotypes are only found on very
few humans; only a minority is more widespread.

phylotypes % human samples

phylotypes present on
,50% people

2188 1–10

97 11–20

31 21–30

12 31–40

17 41–50

23 ‘‘oligarchs’’, present on
.50% people

11 51–60

4 61–70

2 71–80

2 81–90

4 91–100

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0047712.t001
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b) The Frequency of Bacterial Phylotypes is Predictable
While the great diversity of bacterial (and to a far lesser extent,

archaeal) phylotypes in belly buttons, like that in many samples of

bacteria from humans, suggests an inscrutable complexity, we

found that most of the variation in the frequency of phylotypes was

predictable. Based on the frequency of bacterial phylotypes

(number of hosts on which they occurred) in our first sample of

35 individual humans, we were able to account statistically for

much of the variation in the frequency of phylotypes in our

second, independent, sample of 25 separate individual humans

(Figure 1). Considering the phylotypes that were observed at least

once in each sample, frequent phylotypes tend to be predictably

frequent and infrequent phylotypes predictably infrequent (Spear-

man’s r= 0.70, P,0.001). Similarly phylotypes abundant in one

sample tended to be abundant in the other (r= 0.71, P,0.001).

The most frequent bacterial phylotypes tended very strongly to

be the most abundant (r= 0.90, P,0.001), which is to say a subset

of phylotypes is both predictably present and predictably

abundant. In short, a subset of bacterial phylotypes, a group we

term the oligarchs, are predictably very frequent (despite the great

total diversity of bacteria) and often abundant when present.

c) Frequently Encountered (Oligarchic) Bacteria
Phylotypes are Phylogenetically Clustered

While infrequent, rare phylotypes maybe transient, frequent,

and abundant phylotypes (oligarchs) might be expected to be those

with specific adaptations to the pH, host antimicrobial compounds

and dry conditions that characterize the skin [29]. If this were the

case, we would expect the oligarchs to derive from fewer lineages

than do more infrequent phylotypes. The hypothesis that frequent

taxa are from a subset of lineages with adaptations for the habitat

being studied whereas infrequent species draw from a broader

range of lineages, many of which are not locally adapted has

precedent in ecological literature. For example, a disproportionate

number of common rain forest tree species are from the family of

palms which possess a range of unique adaptations for tropical

forest life [6]. Similarly, only the ‘‘core’’ species of estuarine fish

has adaptations for estuary life whereas the many more occasional

species are not biologically associated with those habitats [7].

Rare, more occasional, species might represent more random

species capable of arriving in a habitat, but not necessarily

succeeding. If this were the case, bacteria frequently encountered

on humans should belong to fewer lineages than a random draw of

the same number of less frequent species. In our samples from

belly buttons, we found the most frequently encountered bacterial

phylotypes were indeed more phylogenetically clustered than

random draws of the same number of representatives from the

remaining bacteria. The mean pairwise distance among the most

frequent phylotypes (the 23 that occurred on .50% of sampled

humans) was 0.070 (Kimura 2-parameter), significantly outside of

the 95% range of distances within randomly sampled sets of 23

phylotypes from the rest of the diversity (median = 0.100, lower

95% quantile = 0.078, Figure 2). These results support the

hypothesis that while human bodies encounter many thousands

of bacterial phylotypes, the most successful phylotypes are from

only a few lineages. We hypothesize that these lineages have, over

evolutionary history, evolved traits that allow them to thrive on

humans, a hypothesis that seems supported by older culture-based

studies in which the lineages we found to be most frequent and

abundant are nearly identical to those suggested to have specific

adaptations for the tough, desert-like conditions found on human

skin [26,30].

Figure 1. The frequency of bacteria phylotypes (each point = a phylotype) in our first sample of human belly buttons predicts most
of the variation in the frequency of the same phylotypes in our second sample. The size of circles corresponds to the number of reads of
each phylotype, where reads are a proxy for abundance. 1380 points are plotted here, though many fall on top of each other.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0047712.g001

Bacteria in Belly Buttons
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Conclusions
Overall, we found that while belly button bacterial phylotypes

were diverse, aspects of this diversity were predictable. The most

frequent and abundant phylotypes were similar across indepen-

dent populations as well as being phylogenetically clustered. In

studies of tropical forests, the species found to be both predictably

frequent and abundant where present have been termed oligarchs

[6], a term we also use here, or ‘‘core species’’ a term used

elsewhere in the ecological literature [7].

Such oligarchs were represented by multiple reads in most

sampled human individuals, yet not a single one of the oligarchs is

present in all samples. This appears in line with the oligarchy

concept or ecological core species concept, but at odds with the

traditional concept of core microbiome, defined as subset of taxa

that are present in all samples [13]. Such phylotypes may have

been present on all of the humans in our study but were

undetected. However, given that the oligarchs tend to be abundant

when present, and they are the least likely phylotypes to be missed

our results conform better to the alternative description of the

‘‘core microbiome’’ as stable at the level of genes and metabolic

functions, but flexible in its taxonomic composition due to a high

functional redundancy among many taxa [11,12], though even

then we note a key distinction. We found that while the microbial

communities in human belly buttons may display some degree of

flexibility in the taxonomic composition they appear much more

predictable than a random assemblage from a functionally re-

dundant metacommunity. Importantly, this pattern of predictable

taxonomic composition is borne predominantly by the oligarchs –

frequent, abundant, and phylogenetically clustered symbionts,

while the rest of the community appears to be much more

stochastic. Notably, this means an all-at-once analysis of a bacterial

community without regard to differences in predictability among

strains may potentially obscure existing taxonomic patterns [31],

general both in terms of their predictability from one group of

humans to the next but also in terms of their broad correspon-

dence to patterns observed in other taxa, such as fish and tropical

trees, at far different spatial scales.

Supporting Information

Supporting Information S1 MS Excel workbook with 4
sheets. Sheet#1: sample grouping: Two groups of samples

originating from two collecting events. Sheet #2: DATA list:

‘‘Sample’’ is a belly button sample identifier; ‘‘reads/400’’ is the

number of reads of a particular phylotype in a given sample after

a rarefaction to 400 reads per sample. Sheet #3: DATA table lists

belly button samples on the top row and phylotype identifiers in

the first column. Numbers in the table indicate sequencing read

numbers. Sheet #4: ‘‘New Taxonomy JH’’ is a list of taxonomic

identifiers for our prokaryotic phylotypes. It originated from an

automated RDP-based classifier in QIIME, with manual identi-

fication of unclear taxa by NCBI BLAST by JH.

(XLS)
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doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0047712.g002

Bacteria in Belly Buttons

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 5 November 2012 | Volume 7 | Issue 11 | e47712



Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: AML. Performed the experi-

ments: JH NRR JBH NF RRD AL MDL. Analyzed the data: JH NF JBH

AML RRD NRR. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: AML

RRD JH. Wrote the paper: JH AML RRD.

References

1. Grice EA, Segre JA (2011) The skin microbiome. Nature Reviews Microbiology

9: 244–253.
2. Fraser C, Alm EJ, Polz MF, Spratt BG, Hanage WP (2009) The Bacterial

Species Challenge: Making Sense of Genetic and Ecological Diversity. Science
323: 741–746.

3. Grice EA, Kong HH, Conlan S, Deming CB, Davis J, et al. (2009)

Topographical and Temporal Diversity of the Human Skin Microbiome.
Science 324: 1190–1192.

4. Costello EK, Lauber CL, Hamady M, Fierer N, Gordon JI, et al. (2009)
Bacterial variation in human body habitats across space and time. Science 326:

1694–1697.

5. Hubbell SP (2001) The Unified Neutral Theory of Biodiversity and Bio-
geography: Princeton University Press. 448 p.

6. Pitman NCA, Terborgh JW, Silman MR, Nunez P, Neill DA, et al. (2001)
Dominance and distribution of tree species in upper Amazonian terra firme

forests. Ecology 82: 2101–2117.
7. Magurran AE, Henderson PA (2003) Explaining the excess of rare species in

natural species abundance distributions. Nature 422: 714–716.

8. ter Steege H, Pitman NCA, Phillips OL, Chave J, Sabatier D, et al. (2006)
Continental-scale patterns of canopy tree composition and function across

Amazonia. Nature 443: 444–447.
9. Preston FW (1948) The Commonness, and Rarity, of Species. Ecology 29: 254–

283.

10. Fisher RA, Corbet AS, Williams CB (1943) The relation between the number of
species and the number of individuals in a random sample of an animal

population. Journal of Animal Ecology 12: 42–58.
11. Turnbaugh PJ, Hamady M, Yatsunenko T, Cantarel BL, Duncan A, et al.

(2009) A core gut microbiome in obese and lean twins. Nature 457: 480–U487.

12. Turnbaugh PJ, Ley RE, Hamady M, Fraser-Liggett CM, Knight R, et al. (2007)
The Human Microbiome Project. Nature 449: 804.

13. Shade A, Handelsman J (2011) Beyond the Venn diagram: the hunt for a core
microbiome. Environmental Microbiology: 14: 4–12.

14. Losos JB (2008) Phylogenetic niche conservatism, phylogenetic signal and the
relationship between phylogenetic relatedness and ecological similarity among

species. Ecology Letters 11: 995–1003.

15. Webb CO, Ackerly DD, McPeek MA, Donoghue MJ (2002) Phylogenies and
community ecology. Annual Review of Ecology and Systematics 33: 475–505.

16. Kembel SW, Hubbell SP (2006) The phylogenetic structure of a neotropical
forest tree community. Ecology 87: S86–S99.

17. Lauber CL, Zhou N, Gordon JI, Knight R, Fierer N (2009) Effect of storage

conditions on the assessment of bacterial community structure in soil and
human-associated samples. FEMS Microbiology Letters 307: 80–86.

18. Bates ST, Berg-Lyons D, Caporaso JG, Walters WA, Knight R, et al. (2011)

Examining the global distribution of dominant archaeal populations in soil.

ISME J 5: 908.

19. Bergmann GT, Bates ST, Eilers KG, Lauber CL, Caporaso JG, et al. (2011) The

under-recognized dominance of Verrucomicrobia in soil bacterial communities.

Soil Biology and Biochemistry 43: 1450–1455.

20. Caporaso JG, Kuczynski J, Stombaugh J, Bittinger K, Bushman FD, et al. (2010)

QIIME allows analysis of high-throughput community sequencing data. Nature

Methods 7: 335–336.

21. Caporaso JG, Bittinger K, Bushman FD, DeSantis TZ, Andersen GL, et al.

(2010) PyNAST: a flexible tool for aligning sequences to a template alignment.

Bioinformatics 26: 266–267.

22. Wang Q, Garrity GM, Tiedje JM, Cole JR (2007) Naı̈ve Bayesian Classifier for

Rapid Assignment of rRNA Sequences into the New Bacterial Taxonomy.

Applied And Environmental Microbiology 73: 5261–5267.

23. Tamura K, Dudley J, Nei M, Kumar S (2007) MEGA4: Molecular Evolutionary

Genetics Analysis, software version 4.0 Molacular Biology and Evolution 24:

1596–1599.

24. Ornithologists UA (1998) Check-list: Available: http://www.aou.org/checklist/

north/.American Ornithologists Union. Accessed: September 3, 2012.

25. Fisher BL, Cover SP (2007) Ants of North America: A Guide to the Genera:

University of California Press. 216 p.

26. Kloos WE, Musselwhite mS (1975) Distribution and persistence of Staphylococcus

and Micrococcus species and other aerobic bacteria on human skin. Applied

Microbiology 30: 381–395.

27. Dridi B, Raoult D, Drancourt M (2011) Archaea as emerging organisms in

complex human microbiomes. Anaerobe 17: 56.

28. Hanski I, von Hertzen L, Fyhrquist N, Koskinen K, Torppa K, et al. (2012)

Environmental biodiversity, human microbiota, and allergy are interrelated.

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences online early.

29. Naik S, Bouladoux N, Wilhelm C, Molloy M J, Salcedo R, et al. (2012)

Compartmentalized Control of Skin Immunity by Resident Commensals.

Science, online early, DOI: 10.1126/science.1225152.

30. Bojar R, Holland K (2002) Review: the human cutaneous microflora and factors

controlling colonisation. World Journal of Microbiology & Biotechnology 18:

889–903.

31. Hamady M, Knight R (2009) Microbial community profiling for human

microbiome projects: Tools, techniques, and challenges. Genome Research 19:

1141–1152.

Bacteria in Belly Buttons

PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 6 November 2012 | Volume 7 | Issue 11 | e47712




