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Infant gut microbiota 
characteristics generally 
do not modify effects of lipid‑based 
nutrient supplementation 
on growth or inflammation: 
secondary analysis of a randomized 
controlled trial in Malawi
Riley L. Hughes1, Charles D. Arnold1, Rebecca R. Young1, Per Ashorn2,3, Ken Maleta4, 
Yue‑Mei Fan2, Ulla Ashorn2, David Chaima5, Chikondi Malamba‑Banda5, Mary E. Kable6 & 
Kathryn G. Dewey1*

An unhealthy gut microbial community may act as a barrier to improvement in growth and health 
outcomes in response to nutritional interventions. The objective of this analysis was to determine 
whether the infant microbiota modified the effects of a randomized controlled trial of lipid-based 
nutrient supplements (LNS) in Malawi on growth and inflammation at 12 and 18 months, respectively. 
We characterized baseline microbiota composition of fecal samples at 6 months of age (n = 506, 
prior to infant supplementation, which extended to 18 months) using 16S rRNA gene sequencing 
of the V4 region. Features of the gut microbiota previously identified as being involved in fatty acid 
or micronutrient metabolism or in outcomes relating to growth and inflammation, especially in 
children, were investigated. Prior to correction for multiple hypothesis testing, the effects of LNS 
on growth appeared to be modified by Clostridium (p-for-interaction = 0.02), Ruminococcus (p-for-
interaction = 0.007), and Firmicutes (p-for-interaction = 0.04) and effects on inflammation appeared to 
be modified by Faecalibacterium (p-for-interaction = 0.03) and Streptococcus (p-for-interaction = 0.004). 
However, after correction for multiple hypothesis testing these findings were not statistically 
significant, suggesting that the gut microbiota did not alter the effect of LNS on infant growth and 
inflammation in this cohort.

Results of nutrient supplementation trials in undernourished populations have been mixed, particularly with 
regard to child linear growth outcomes1–4. As many of these studies address relevant nutrient deficiencies in 
these populations, this suggests that there may be a barrier to improvement in growth outcomes. One such 
potential barrier may be the gut microbiota of these individuals. Recent research suggests that the gut micro-
biome influences host response to diet (i.e. acts as an effect modifier)5–11Therefore, infants with an underdevel-
oped microbiota configuration may not respond in terms of improved growth or health outcomes to nutrient 
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supplementation. If this is the case, then interventions should focus on improving the composition of the gut 
microbiota in these populations before, or in synergy with, nutrient supplementation, as suggested by Gehrig 
et al.12, as a sort of probiotic or prebiotic adjuvant13,14.

A growing body of research has documented effect modification of dietary interventions on metabolic out-
comes by the gut microbiota15,16. However, very little is known about the potential of the microbiome to modify 
the effect of dietary interventions on growth and health outcomes in an undernourished or infant population. 
Several components of this question have been the subject of recent studies2,12,17–19 investigating the infant micro-
biota, its association with infant health outcomes, and modification of this community by dietary components. 
However, the question of whether characteristics of the baseline microbiota modify the effect of a nutritional 
intervention on infant health outcomes has not been addressed. Therefore, the objective of these analyses was to 
determine whether features of the infant gut microbiome at six months of age modify the effects of lipid-based 
nutrient supplements on child growth or inflammation in the iLiNS-DYAD-Malawi randomized controlled trial20.

Lipid-based nutrient supplements (LNSs) are formulated with essential fatty acids and numerous micronu-
trients, such as vitamin D and calcium21. The gut microbiome is predicted to affect host lipid metabolism22 and 
therefore likely impacts the effects of lipid supplementation. Of particular importance in the infant gut microbiota 
are bifidobacteria and lactobacilli. These taxa are among the earliest and most dominant23–26 colonizers of the 
infant gut and are involved in metabolism of α-linolenic acid (ALA)27–34 and micronutrients, including absorption 
of vitamin D and calcium35–37. These taxa are also involved in barrier function and protection against pathogenic 
bacteria38–41. Low abundance of these taxa has been associated with increased risk of developing allergies or 
atopy42–47 and studies have shown that supplementation with bifidobacteria or lactobacilli decreases the risk of 
allergy development and influences host plasma lipid composition in response to ALA supplementation33,34, 
though it must be recognized that effects may be specific to certain species of these bacterial taxa48.

In undernourished infant populations, Faecalibacterium prausnitzii, Dorea, Clostridium, and Ruminococcus 
have been associated with infant age, weaning-phase or health, while Enterococcus, Escherichia, and Strepto-
coccus have been shown to be enriched in children with severe acute malnutrition (SAM) relative to healthy 
children2,12,17. Composite characteristics of human gut microbiota composition have also been associated with 
health outcomes in infants and adults. These include the microbiota-for-age z-score (MAZ), diversity and rich-
ness, the Prevotella/Bacteroides (P/B) ratio49–52, Firmicutes/Bacteroidetes (F/B) ratio, and the Enterobacteriaceae/B
acteroidaceae (E/B) ratio. MAZ was developed to assess microbiota development and maturity in undernourished 
populations of children2. This score is a composite of 24 bacterial taxa associated with chronologic age, thus 
providing a measure of maturity in the process of postnatal microbiota assembly.

While healthy infants have lower microbial diversity relative to adults24, lower microbiota diversity among 
infants has been associated with increased risk of food allergy and atopic eczema53–55. Ratios of taxa have also 
been found to be important in predicting health outcomes. For example, later development of food allergy has 
been associated with an elevated E/B ratio in infants19, suggesting that this pattern of microbiota composition in 
the infant may affect immune function and inflammation. The P/B and F/B ratios have been shown to be relevant 
to dietary response and health outcomes in adults50–52,56,57, though the effects of these patterns may not translate 
to different dietary interventions or to infants as the gut microbiota changes with age58. Therefore, it is of interest 
to investigate the effects of broad patterns of microbiota composition on response to a dietary intervention in 
addition to the effects of specific taxa.

In the iLiNS-DYAD-Malawi trial, LNS was provided to women during pregnancy and the first six months 
postpartum, and to their infants from 6 to 18 months of age. In the two control groups, women received iron and 
folic acid (IFA) during pregnancy only or multiple micronutrients (MMN) during pregnancy and the first six 
months postpartum, but their infants did not receive any supplement. The effects of the intervention on infant 
growth20, characteristics of the child’s gut microbiome59, and maternal breast milk composition60 have been 
published previously, as well as analyses that relate aspects of gut microbiome composition to infant growth and 
inflammation61, morbidity62, and environmental factors63. This analysis examines whether variability in infant 
gut microbiota composition, such as the ratios of taxa described above, may contribute to variability in response 
to the intervention.

Results
Study profile and characteristics of participants.  For the current analysis, only participants who pro-
vided infant fecal samples at 6 months were included. Of the 790 live births from women selected to continue 
supplementation until 6 months postpartum, 506 infants had gut microbiota data available at the 6 month time 
point (Fig.  1). The 488 participants included herein were those with microbiota data at 6 months as well as 
at least one of the outcome variables for growth or inflammation. Characteristics of each of the intervention 
groups are shown in Table 1. The two control groups (IFA and MMN) groups were combined for these analyses. 
There were no significant group differences in maternal baseline characteristics, child sex, infant growth status 
at 6 months (length-for-age z-score (LAZ), weight-for-age z-score (WAZ), weight-for-length z-score (WLZ), 
head circumference z-score (HCZ)), inflammation (C-reactive protein (CRP) and alpha 1-acid glycoprotein 
(AGP)) at 6 months, dietary variables at 6 months, or baseline microbiota characteristics at 6 months. Table 2 
also compares the baseline characteristics of participants included and excluded from these analyses. There were 
statistically significant differences in some characteristics: on average, the women included had lower body mass 
index (BMI), fewer education years completed, higher food insecurity, and lower household asset scores, and 
their infants had a less negative WLZ at 6 months, compared to those excluded.

There were no significant differences between intervention groups in the changes in z-scores between 6 and 
12 months or mean CRP and AGP values at 18 months (Table 2).



3

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:14861  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71922-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Effect modification.  The rationale for the specific aspects of the gut microbiome examined for potential 
effect modification is presented in Supplementary Table 1. Because maternal supplementation did not alter the 
gut microbiota composition at 6 months, the 6 month infant gut microbiota composition can be considered the 
“baseline” for the purpose of the analyses herein. We hypothesized that among infants with higher abundances of 
Bifidobacterium and Lactobacillus and higher diversity and richness as well as lower E/B and F/B ratios and MAZ 
scores at 6 months, LNS would have a positive effect on growth and would be associated with reduced inflamma-
tion, whereas among infants with lower abundances of Bifidobacterium and Lactobacillus and low diversity and 
richness as well as higher E/B and F/B ratios and MAZ scores, these effects would not be observed. Additional 
microbiota taxa chosen as potential effect modifiers were those found in two or more relevant publications2,12,17 
to be age- or health-discriminatory: Clostridium, Dorea, Enterococcus, Escherichia, Faecalibacterium, Ruminococ-
cus, and Streptococcus. As all of these analyses are exploratory, statistical significance of the interactions between 
potential effect modifiers and the LNS intervention is discussed both before and after correction for multiple 
hypothesis testing.

There was no evidence of effect modification on growth outcomes for the following characteristics of the 
gut microbiome: Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus, E/B ratio (or Enterobacteriaceae or Bacteroidaceae separately), 
Bacteroidetes, Dorea, Faecalibacterium, Escherichia, Streptococcus, Shannon index, Chao1, or MAZ (Fig. 2). Abun-
dances of individual taxa were calculated as percent relative abundances. Effect modification relationships for 
the infant growth outcomes that were significant before correction for multiple hypothesis testing are shown 
in Fig. 3. Among infants with Clostridium relative abundance above the median (0.47%) and Ruminococcus 
abundance above the median (0.02%) at 6 months, there was a less negative change in LAZ from 6 to 12 months 
in the LNS group relative to the non-LNS group, whereas among infants with Clostridium and Ruminococcus 
relative abundance below the median at 6 months, there was little difference between the LNS and non-LNS 
groups (p-for-interactionClo = 0.02, p-for-interactionRum = 0.007). Among infants with Firmicutes abundance above 
the median (18.5%) at 6 months, there was a less negative change in WAZ from 6 to 12 months in LNS relative 
to non-LNS infants, whereas the opposite was seen among those with abundance below the median (p = 0.04). 
Among infants with Enterococcus abundance above the median (0.16%) at 6 months, there was a slightly less 
negative change in HCZ from 6 to 12 months in LNS relative to non-LNS infants, whereas the opposite was seen 
among those with abundance below the median (p = 0.03).

There was no evidence of effect modification on inflammation outcomes for the following characteristics 
of the gut microbiome: Bifidobacterium, Lactobacillus, E/B ratio (or Enterobacteriaceae or Bacteroidaceae sepa-
rately), Firmicutes, Bacteroidetes, Clostridium, Ruminococcus, Enterococcus, Dorea, Escherichia, Shannon index, 
or Chao1 (Fig. 2). Effect modification relationships for the inflammation outcomes that were significant before 
correction for multiple hypothesis testing are shown in Fig. 4. Among infants with Faecalibacterium, AGP was 
higher in LNS than non-LNS infants, whereas the opposite was true for infants without Faecalibacterium (p-for-
interaction = 0.03). Conversely, among infants with Streptococcus above the median (3.87%), AGP at 18 months 

Figure 1.   Participant flow. Participant flow in CONSORT-recommended format. AGP: alpha 1-acid 
glycoprotein, CONSORT: Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials, CRP: C-reactive protein, HCZ: head 
circumference z-score, LAZ: length-for-age z-score, WAZ: weight-for-age z-score, WLZ: weight-for-length 
z-score.
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was lower in LNS relative to non-LNS infants, while the opposite was true for infants with Streptococcus abun-
dance below the median (p-for-interaction = 0.004). Lastly, among infants with MAZ above the median (0.24), 
CRP was lower in LNS relative to non-LNS infants, whereas among infants with MAZ below the median, CRP 
was higher in LNS than non-LNS infants (p-for-interaction = 0.007).

In the adjusted models for the interactions between the above effect modifiers and intervention group, 
no interactions remained statistically significant after false-discovery rate (FDR) correction using the Benja-
mini–Hochberg Procedure.

Discussion
Previous studies have shown a link between gut microbial taxa and healthy infant growth, and the authors posit 
that identifying complementary foods that target the developing infant gut microbiome is crucial to developing 
effective treatments for malnutrition2,12,17. To our knowledge, the current analysis is the first attempt to assess 

Table 1.   Characteristics of participants. *Dietary practices were assessed between 5 and 7 months of age. 
Predominant breastfeeding is defined as consuming only breastmilk and/or water-based liquids. Porridge and 
animal source food prevalence defined by consumption in the previous 24 h. † Values for intervention groups 
shown as mean ± standard deviation. ‡ Values for intervention groups shown as percent.

LNS Non-LNS p Value Total included Excluded p Value

Participants, n 167 348 515 354

Maternal

Age at enrollment, years† 25.0 ± 5.9 25.4 ± 6.5 0.515 25.2 ± 6.3 24.1 ± 6.1 0.008

Height, cm† 156.7 ± 5.8 156.1 ± 5.6 0.291 156.3 ± 5.7 155.8 ± 5.9 0.163

BMI, kg/m2† 21.8 ± 2.3 22.0 ± 2.8 0.496 21.9 ± 2.7 22.3 ± 3.0 0.101

Education completed, years† 3.2 ± 2.9 3.3 ± 3.2 0.939 3.2 ± 3.1 4.1 ± 3.6  < 0.001

Positive malaria RDT‡ 21.1 22.3 0.764 21.9 24.6 0.353

HIV + ‡ 15.0 11.2 0.227 12.4 9.7 0.238

Household

Food insecure‡ 40.0 40.1 0.980 40.1 34.6 0.118

Access to flushing toilet‡ 9.6 11.3 0.576 10.7 9.3 0.523

Household asset score, z-score† − 0.12 ± 0.96 − 0.06 ± 0.96 0.502 − 0.08 ± 0.96 0.21 ± 1.13  < 0.001

Child

Female‡ 47.3 53.2 0.214 51.3 56.2 0.192

LAZ at 6 mo† − 1.54 ± 1.10 − 1.52 ± 1.14 0.819 − 1.53 ± 1.13 − 1.55 ± 1.16 0.780

WAZ at 6 mo† − 0.76 ± 1.15 − 0.77 ± 1.09 0.898 − 0.77 ± 1.11 − 0.92 ± 1.17 0.109

WLZ at 6 mo† 0.00 ± 1.12 − 0.02 ± 1.03 0.795 − 0.01 ± 1.06 − 0.20 ± 1.12 0.047

HCZ at 6 mo† − 0.63 ± 0.94 − 0.64 ± 1.00 0.958 − 0.63 ± 0.98 − 0.93 ± 1.08 0.001

High AGP at 6 mo‡ 65.0 64.1 0.864 64.4 64.3 0.983

High CRP at 6 mo‡ 28.3 27.9 0.939 28.0 34.0 0.173

Breastfeeding at 6 mo‡ 100 99.1 0.999 99.4 98.2 0.182

Predominantly breastfeeding*‡ 13.1 17.7 0.234 16.2 17.3 0.772

Consumed maize porridge*‡ 87.9 93.2 0.062 91.5 89.0 0.398

Consumed animal- source food*‡ 66.7 73.3 0.148 71.1 71.3 0.965

Bifidobacterium (above median)‡ 52.3 49.0 0.496

Lactobacillus (above median)‡ 54.2 48.1 0.206

Clostridium (above median)‡ 51.0 49.9 0.818

Dorea (above zero)‡ 65.2 62.5 0.565

Enterococcus (above median)‡ 49.0 51.4 0.633

Escherichia (above median)‡ 63.9 63.1 0.863

Faecalibacterium (above zero)‡ 53.0 61.9 0.061

Ruminococcus (above median)‡ 47.8 53.2 0.266

Streptococcus (above median)‡ 54.8 47.7 0.145

Firmicutes (above median)‡ 49.7 50.2 0.923

Bacteroidetes (above median)‡ 52.3 49.0 0.496

Enterobacteriaceae (above median)‡ 47.74 51.35 0.458

Bacteroidaceae (above median)‡ 47.74 51.05 0.496

Shannon Diversity† 1.59 ± 0.60 1.59 ± 0.56 0.981

Chao1† 218.7 ± 140.9 229.7 ± 144.8 0.080

MAZ† 0.66 ± 2.34 0.48 ± 2.30 0.345
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whether characteristics of the infant gut microbiota actually modify the effects of a nutritional intervention on 
growth or inflammation.

Prior to correction for multiple hypothesis testing, our results suggest that Clostridium and Ruminococcus 
may modify the effect of the SQ-LNS intervention on change in LAZ from 6 to 12 months. Both Clostridium and 
Ruminococcus are fiber-fermenting bacteria36, so higher levels of these taxa in the gut could indicate higher fiber 
intake, such as from maize porridge64. Greater intake of fiber and complementary foods could contribute either 
to the infants’ potential to benefit from LNS supplementation (i.e., higher maize porridge consumption, and 
potentially lower breast milk intake, may be a risk factor for morbidity or high phytate intake) or their potential 
to respond to LNS supplementation (i.e., infants were eating more in general, so could respond to the micro-
nutrients in LNS). Unfortunately, in this sample we were unable to adequately assess this hypothesized dietary 
relationship because only limited food frequency questionnaire data were available. Firmicutes abundance above 
the median also appeared to modify the effect of the LNS intervention on change in WAZ from 6 to 12 months 
before correction for multiple hypothesis testing. Firmicutes and Actinobacteria are initial colonizers of the 

Table 2.   Change in z-scores from 6 to 12 months of age and inflammation status at 18 months of age, by 
intervention group. *Analyzed with log transformed values, consequently the difference in means is back-
transformed and represents the ratio of the means. † Values for intervention groups shown as mean ± standard 
deviation. ‡ Values for intervention groups shown as median and interquartile range.

LNS Non-LNS p-value Difference in means (95% CI)

ΔLAZ 6–12 mo† − 0.20 ± 0.76 − 0.30 ± 0.70 0.18 0.10 (− 0.05,0.25)

ΔWAZ 6–12 mo† − 0.22 ± 0.67 − 0.24 ± 0.60 0.77 0.02 (− 0.11,0.15)

ΔWLZ 6–12 mo† − 0.48 ± 0.86 − 0.39 ± 0.83 0.28 0.09 (− 0.26,0.08)

ΔHCZ 6–12 mo† − 0.39 ± 0.58 − 0.42 ± 0.57 0.62 0.03 (− 0.09,0.14)

CRP 18 mo*‡ 0.85 (− 0.50,2.08) 0.71 (− 0.45, 1.92) 0.81 1.05 (− 0.37,0.47)

AGP 18 mo*‡ 0.21 (− 0.13, 0.56) 0.26 (− 0.03, 0.48) 0.89 1.01 (− 0.09,0.08)

Figure 2.   Heatmap of p-values for interaction. Heatmap displays levels of p-values for interactions with the 
LNS intervention. No p-values were less than 0.10 after correction for multiple hypothesis testing.
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infant gut that are well suited to utilize both breast milk and non-digestible plant polysaccharides65. Firmicutes 
has been shown to be positively correlated with weight, in children and adults, which may be linked to increased 
production of short-chain fatty acids (SCFAs) that can be used for energy66–68. As SCFAs were not measured in 
this population, it is unknown whether this might explain why the effect of LNS on change in WAZ was more 
positive among infants with higher relative abundance of Firmicutes.

Before correction for multiple hypothesis testing, Faecalibacterium and Streptococcus appeared to modify the 
effects of the LNS intervention with respect to AGP at 18 months, though in opposite directions: among infants 
with Faecalibacterium, the LNS group had higher AGP compared to non-LNS infants, while among infants with 
Streptococcus above the median, the LNS group had lower AGP compared to non-LNS infants. Faecalibacte-
rium is both an acetate consumer and butyrate producer that may contribute to gut barrier integrity69 and has 
been associated with positive growth outcomes in similar child populations2,12,70. Thus, it is possible that when 
Faecalibacterium was not present, infants did not benefit from its role in gut barrier integrity, so LNS may have 
compensated for this and reduced AGP. In infants who had Faecalibacterium, there was no advantage of LNS. 
Certain species of Streptococcus may be beneficial71, while others have been associated with conditions such as 
SAM12. As our analysis did not have sufficient sequencing depth to determine species-level classification, we 
were not able to determine which species or strains were present. Lastly, MAZ appeared to modify the effect of 
LNS on CRP. However, because CRP is a short-term marker of inflammation, it is unclear how MAZ at 6 months 
may modify the effect of LNS on this outcome at 18 months.

The above relationships were not significant after correction for multiple hypothesis testing. The lack of 
significant effect modification in the current dataset could be related to the fact that there was no significant 
main effect of the intervention on growth and inflammation outcomes in this cohort, though there was in other 
cohorts72,73. Therefore, these questions should be investigated in populations in which positive effects of LNS on 
growth and inflammation have been demonstrated.

One limitation of the current analysis is that it did not include metagenomic or metatranscriptomic data. 
It is possible that it is the functional capacity of the microbial community, or species-specific taxa rather than 
genus-level taxonomic composition, that would be more likely to enhance or limit the effects of a nutritional 
intervention. Future studies examining effect modification would benefit from both high-resolution taxonomic 
and functional analyses of the gut microbiota. Such information is needed for different populations, for differ-
ent markers of response, and for different nutritional interventions. Additionally, differences between included 
and excluded participants indicate that the results of this analysis may not be generalizable to the rest of the 
population.

Figure 3.   Growth outcomes exhibiting effect modification by 6 month gut microbiota characteristics, regarding 
the effect of LNS on change in z-scores from 6 to 12 months of age. Data shown are for effect modification 
interactions for which the p-value was < 0.05 before correction for multiple hypothesis testing.
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Although we found no conclusive evidence of effect modification in this analysis, the relationships observed 
before correction for multiple hypothesis testing may be worth additional investigation. Specifically, further 
research on the potential of taxa such as Clostridium, Ruminococcus, Faecalibacterium, Streptococcus, and Firmi-
cutes to modify the effects of nutrient supplementation on infant growth and inflammation would be useful. Such 
research will contribute to our evolving understanding of the nexus between diet, the gut microbiota, and health.

Methods
Study design and outcomes.  A randomized, controlled, partially blinded, parallel-group clinical trial 
known as the International Lipid-based Nutrient Supplements DYAD (iLiNS-DYAD) trial was conducted in 
the Mangochi district of rural Malawi1,74. The main study hypothesis was that children whose mothers were 
provided with LNS during pregnancy and for 6 months after delivery and who themselves received LNS from 6 
to 18 months of age would have a higher mean length at 18 months than children whose mothers received either 
IFA during pregnancy only or MMN supplementation during pregnancy and lactation and who themselves 
received no LNS. For primary outcome analysis and study information, please refer to Ashorn et al.74.

The enrollment to the study took place in one public district hospital (Mangochi), one semiprivate hospital 
(Malindi), and 2 public health centers (Lungwena and Namwera) in Mangochi District, southern Malawi. The 
target population comprised pregnant women who came for antenatal care at any of the study clinics during the 
enrollment period and met the inclusion criteria75. Between February 2011 and August 2012, the iLiNS team 
members approached a total of 9,310 women, from whom 1,391 (14.9%) were enrolled in the trial and were 
randomly assigned to 1 of the 3 intervention groups. Of these, 869 women were assigned to the complete inter-
vention and follow-up until 18 months after delivery. Singleton children born to these women formed the sample 
for the present study. Infants born to the remaining 522 women who were assigned to pregnancy intervention 
only were not included in the present analyses (Fig. 1). Details of the study, including the original sample size 
calculation, are described elsewhere75.

At enrollment, study personnel collected data on socio-demographic status, maternal age, height, body mass 
index (BMI), parity, education, HIV status, hemoglobin concentration, household assets, food security, source of 
drinking water, access to sanitary facilities, and season. Household asset and food security indices were created 

Figure 4.   Effect modification by 6 month gut microbiota characteristics, regarding the effect of LNS on 
inflammation at 18 months of age. Data shown are for effect modification interactions for which the p-value 
was < 0.05 before correction for multiple hypothesis testing.
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as previously described76,77. Details of the trial are available at the National Institutes of Health (USA) clinical 
trial registry (www.clini​caltr​ials.gov), under the registration number NCT01239693 (11/10/2010). The trial was 
conducted in adherence with the Good Clinical Practice guidelines and ethical standards of the Helsinki Declara-
tion. The trial protocol was approved and ethical clearance to conduct the study was granted by the University of 
Malawi College of Medicine Research and Ethics Committee (COMREC) and the ethics committee at Tampere 
University Hospital District, Finland. Informed consent was obtained from each participant before being enrolled 
into the study. An independent data safety and monitoring board monitored the incidence of suspected serious 
adverse events during the trial.

Women were randomly assigned to three groups as described previously74: iron and folic acid during preg-
nancy only (IFA), a multiple micronutrient (MMN) tablet during pregnancy and the first 6 months postpartum, 
or LNS during pregnancy and the first 6 months postpartum. Briefly, an independent researcher (not involved 
with the trial) created individual randomization slips in blocks of 9. The slips were then packed in sealed, num-
bered, and opaque randomization envelopes stored in numerical order. Enrolled women were asked to choose 1 
of the top 6 envelopes in the stack, and the contents of each chosen envelope indicated her participant number 
and group allocation. A statistician not involved in the study maintained the intervention code, which was not 
broken until all laboratory and statistical analyses of primary outcomes were performed. The IFA/placebo and 
MMN capsules were identical in appearance.

Children born to mothers in the IFA and MMN groups received no supplementation; children in the LNS 
group received small quantity lipid-based nutrient supplementation (SQ-LNS) from 6 to 18 months. The LNS 
given to infants differed from that given to mothers as the nutrient content was designed to meet the needs of 
infants21.

Stool sample collection and sequencing.  All stool sample collection and sequencing occurred prior 
to the current data analysis. Sample collection and sequencing was performed as previously described61. Briefly, 
infant stool samples were collected at 6 months, 12 months, and 18 months of age. Stool samples were collected 
in the home, the morning of the clinic visits and frozen at − 20 °C before being transported to the central clinic 
in Mangochi and stored at − 80 °C. After DNA extraction, the variable region 4 (V4) of bacterial 16S rRNA was 
amplified by PCR and sequenced using Illumina MiSeq. QIIME 1 was used to cluster reads into operational 
taxonomic units (OTUs) at 97% sequence identity using the May 2013 Greengenes database78. Taxonomy was 
assigned using the Ribosomal Database Project classifier 2.4.

Raw counts were rarefied to 10,000 reads as determined by construction of a rarefaction curve and singleton 
OTUs were filtered out. Abundance counts were normalized using total sum scaling (TSS).

Outcomes and effect modifiers.  All outcomes were assessed as continuous variables. This included LAZ, 
WAZ, WLZ, HCZ, CRP, and AGP. Age- and sex-standardized anthropometric indices (LAZ, WAZ, WLZ, and 
HCZ) were calculated using the WHO Child Growth Standards79. Growth outcomes were assessed as the change 
from 6 to 12 months of age while inflammatory outcomes were assessed as absolute values at 18 months of age.

Potential effect modifiers chosen for the analysis included relative abundance of Bifidobacterium, Lactobacil-
lus, Clostridium, Dorea, Enterococcus, Escherichia, Faecalibacterium, Ruminococcus, and Streptococcus as well as 
patterns of microbiota composition including E/B ratio, F/B ratio, α-diversity (Shannon index), richness (Chao1), 
and MAZ (Supplementary Table 1). The E/B and F/B ratios were analyzed separately by their component parts 
(e.g. Enterobacteriaceae and Bacteroidaceae; Firmicutes and Bacteroidetes) since we observed abundances below 
the detectable limit of taxa which made the ratios incalculable for 33% and 12% of children, respectively.

Dichotomous variables were created to categorize taxonomic features into values above and below the median 
for all taxa except Bifidobacterium, which displayed a normal distribution. This allowed us to uniformly handle 
the skew of microbiota measures. For taxa for which the median was zero, such as Dorea and Faecalibacterium, 
we categorized into presence or absence, or abundance below the detectable limit.

Statistical analysis.  Statistical analyses were performed in R (version 3.4.0)80.
Maternal IFA and MMN intervention groups were combined into one control group because neither sup-

plement was provided to the child and neither contained fats. Inflammation outcomes, AGP and CRP, were 
natural log transformed.

Potential effect modifiers were assessed with an interaction term between the effect modifier variable and 
intervention group in covariate adjusted ANCOVA or logistic models. Potential adjustment covariates included 
site of enrollment, estimated pre-pregnancy maternal BMI, maternal height, maternal education, maternal age, 
maternal HIV status, delivery method, parity, household assets, food security index, and season at 6 months 
postpartum and were included if significantly associated with the outcome at 10% level of significance in a bivari-
ate analysis. We controlled for multiple hypothesis testing using Benjamini–Hochberg corrections, using a 0.15 
false discovery rate as the threshold for significance.

Received: 27 March 2020; Accepted: 21 August 2020

References
	 1.	 Ashorn, P. et al. Supplementation of maternal diets during pregnancy and for 6 months postpartum and infant diets thereafter with 

small-quantity lipid-based nutrient supplements does not promote child growth by 18 months of age in rural malawi: a randomized 
controlled trial. J. Nutr. 145, 1345–1353. https​://doi.org/10.3945/jn.114.20722​5 (2015).

http://www.clinicaltrials.gov
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.114.207225


9

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:14861  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71922-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	 2.	 Subramanian, S. et al. Persistent gut microbiota immaturity in malnourished Bangladeshi children. Nature 510, 417 (2014).
	 3.	 Bhutta, Z. A. et al. Evidence-based interventions for improvement of maternal and child nutrition: what can be done and at what 

cost?. The Lancet 382, 452–477 (2013).
	 4.	 Ruel, M. T., Alderman, H., Maternal & Group, C. N. S. Nutrition-sensitive interventions and programmes: how can they help to 

accelerate progress in improving maternal and child nutrition? The Lancet 382, 536–551 (2013).
	 5.	 Korem, T. et al. Bread affects clinical parameters and induces gut microbiome-associated personal glycemic responses. Cell Metab 

25, 1243–1253. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2017.05.002 (2017).
	 6.	 Zeevi, D. et al. Personalized nutrition by prediction of glycemic responses. Cell 163, 1079–1094. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.

cell.2015.11.001 (2015).
	 7.	 Korpela, K. et al. Gut microbiota signatures predict host and microbiota responses to dietary interventions in obese individuals. 

PLoS ONE 9, e90702. https​://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.00907​02 (2014).
	 8.	 Salonen, A. et al. Impact of diet and individual variation on intestinal microbiota composition and fermentation products in obese 

men. ISME J. 8, 2218–2230. https​://doi.org/10.1038/ismej​.2014.63 (2014).
	 9.	 Kong, L. C. et al. Insulin resistance and inflammation predict kinetic body weight changes in response to dietary weight loss and 

maintenance in overweight and obese subjects by using a Bayesian network approach. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 98, 1385–1394. https​://
doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.113.05809​9 (2013).

	10.	 Kolho, K. L. et al. Fecal microbiota in pediatric inflammatory bowel disease and its relation to inflammation. Am. J. Gastroenterol. 
110, 921–930. https​://doi.org/10.1038/ajg.2015.149 (2015).

	11.	 Corraini, P., Olsen, M., Pedersen, L., Dekkers, O. M. & Vandenbroucke, J. P. Effect modification, interaction and mediation: an 
overview of theoretical insights for clinical investigators. Clin. Epidemiol. 9, 331–338. https​://doi.org/10.2147/CLEP.S1297​28 (2017).

	12.	 Gehrig, J. L. et al. Effects of microbiota-directed foods in gnotobiotic animals and undernourished children. Science 365, eaau4732 
(2019).

	13.	 Licciardi, P. V. & Tang, M. L. Vaccine adjuvant properties of probiotic bacteria. Discovery Med. 12, 525–533 (2011).
	14.	 Kitz, R. et al. faecalis—adjuvant therapy in children with recurrent rhinosinusitis. Open Med. 7, 362–365 (2012).
	15.	 Hughes, R. L., Kable, M. E., Marco, M. & Keim, N. L. The role of the gut microbiome in predicting response to diet and the devel-

opment of precision nutrition models. Part II: results. Adv Nutr (2019)
	16.	 Hughes, R. L., Marco, M. L., Hughes, J. P., Keim, N. L. & Kable, M. E. The role of the gut microbiome in predicting response to 

diet and the development of precision nutrition models—part I: overview of current methods. Adv Nutr https​://doi.org/10.1093/
advan​ces/nmz02​2 (2019).

	17.	 Raman, A. S. et al. A sparse covarying unit that describes healthy and impaired human gut microbiota development. Science 365, 
eaau4735 (2019).

	18.	 Kalliomäki, M., Carmen Collado, M., Salminen, S. & Isolauri, E. Early differences in fecal microbiota composition in children may 
predict overweight. Am. J. Clin. Nutrit. 87, 534–538 (2008).

	19.	 Azad, M. B. et al. Infant gut microbiota and food sensitization: associations in the first year of life. Clin. Exp. Allergy 45, 632–643. 
https​://doi.org/10.1111/cea.12487​ (2015).

	20.	 Ashorn, P. et al. Supplementation of maternal diets during pregnancy and for 6 months postpartum and infant diets thereafter with 
small-quantity lipid-based nutrient supplements does not promote child growth by 18 months of age in rural Malawi: a randomized 
controlled trial. J. Nutrit. 145, 1345–1353 (2015).

	21.	 Arimond, M. et al. Considerations in developing lipid-based nutrient supplements for prevention of undernutrition: experience 
from the International Lipid-Based Nutrient Supplements (iLiNS) Project. Mater. Child. Nutr. 11(Suppl 4), 31–61. https​://doi.
org/10.1111/mcn.12049​ (2015).

	22.	 Martin, F. P. et al. A top-down systems biology view of microbiome-mammalian metabolic interactions in a mouse model. Mol. 
Syst. Biol. 3, 112. https​://doi.org/10.1038/msb41​00153​ (2007).

	23.	 Marques, T. M. et al. Programming infant gut microbiota: influence of dietary and environmental factors. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 
21, 149–156. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbi​o.2010.03.020 (2010).

	24.	 Kurokawa, K. et al. Comparative metagenomics revealed commonly enriched gene sets in human gut microbiomes. DNA Res. 14, 
169–181. https​://doi.org/10.1093/dnare​s/dsm01​8 (2007).

	25.	 Favier, C. F., Vaughan, E. E., De Vos, W. M. & Akkermans, A. D. L. Molecular monitoring of succession of bacterial communities 
in human neonates. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 68, 219–226. https​://doi.org/10.1128/aem.68.1.219-226.2002 (2002).

	26.	 Backhed, F. et al. Dynamics and stabilization of the human gut microbiome during the first year of life. Cell Host Microbe 17, 
690–703. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2015.04.004 (2015).

	27.	 Coakley, M. et al. Inhibitory effect of conjugated alpha-linolenic acid from bifidobacteria of intestinal origin on SW480 cancer 
cells. Lipids 44, 249–256. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s1174​5-008-3269-z (2009).

	28.	 Hennessy, A. A., Ross, R. P., Devery, R. & Stanton, C. The health promoting properties of the conjugated isomers of alpha-linolenic 
acid. Lipids 46, 105–119. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s1174​5-010-3501-5 (2011).

	29.	 Druart, C. et al. Gut microbial metabolites of polyunsaturated fatty acids correlate with specific fecal bacteria and serum markers 
of metabolic syndrome in obese women. Lipids 49, 397–402. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s1174​5-014-3881-z (2014).

	30.	 Druart, C. et al. Role of the lower and upper intestine in the production and absorption of gut microbiota-derived PUFA metabo-
lites. PLoS ONE 9, e87560. https​://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.00875​60 (2014).

	31.	 Gorissen, L. et al. Production of conjugated linoleic acid and conjugated linolenic acid isomers by bifidobacterium species. Appl. 
Microbiol. Biotechnol. 87, 2257–2266. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s0025​3-010-2713-1 (2010).

	32.	 Barrett, E. et al. Bifidobacterium breve with alpha-linolenic acid and linoleic acid alters fatty acid metabolism in the maternal 
separation model of irritable bowel syndrome. PLoS ONE 7, e48159. https​://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.00481​59 (2012).

	33.	 Wall, R. et al. Impact of administered bifidobacterium on murine host fatty acid composition. Lipids 45, 429–436. https​://doi.
org/10.1007/s1174​5-010-3410-7 (2010).

	34.	 Kankaanpää, P. E., Yang, B., Kallio, H. P., Isolauri, E. & Salminen, S. J. Influence of probiotic supplemented infant formula on 
composition of plasma lipids in atopic infants. J. Nutrit. Biochem. 13, 364–369 (2002).

	35.	 Whisner, C. M. et al. Galacto-oligosaccharides increase calcium absorption and gut bifidobacteria in young girls: a double-blind 
cross-over trial. Br. J. Nutr. 110, 1292–1303. https​://doi.org/10.1017/S0007​11451​30005​5X (2013).

	36.	 Ramakrishna, B. S. Role of the gut microbiota in human nutrition and metabolism. J. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 28(Suppl 4), 9–17. 
https​://doi.org/10.1111/jgh.12294​ (2013).

	37.	 Resta, S. C. Effects of probiotics and commensals on intestinal epithelial physiology: implications for nutrient handling. J. Physiol. 
587, 4169–4174. https​://doi.org/10.1113/jphys​iol.2009.17637​0 (2009).

	38.	 Kaliannan, K., Wang, B., Li, X. Y., Kim, K. J. & Kang, J. X. A host-microbiome interaction mediates the opposing effects of omega-6 
and omega-3 fatty acids on metabolic endotoxemia. Sci. Rep. 5, 11276. https​://doi.org/10.1038/srep1​1276 (2015).

	39.	 Blackwood, B. P. et al. Probiotic lactobacillus species strengthen intestinal barrier function and tight junction integrity in experi-
mental necrotizing enterocolitis. J. Probiot. Health 5 (2017).

	40.	 Guo, S. et al. Secretions of Bifidobacterium infantis and Lactobacillus acidophilus protect intestinal epithelial barrier function. J. 
Pediatr. Gastroenterol. Nutr. 64, 404–412 (2017).

	41.	 Lievin, V. et al. Bifidobacterium strains from resident infant human gastrointestinal microflora exert antimicrobial activity. Gut 
47, 646–652 (2000).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2017.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0090702
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2014.63
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.113.058099
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.113.058099
https://doi.org/10.1038/ajg.2015.149
https://doi.org/10.2147/CLEP.S129728
https://doi.org/10.1093/advances/nmz022
https://doi.org/10.1093/advances/nmz022
https://doi.org/10.1111/cea.12487
https://doi.org/10.1111/mcn.12049
https://doi.org/10.1111/mcn.12049
https://doi.org/10.1038/msb4100153
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2010.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1093/dnares/dsm018
https://doi.org/10.1128/aem.68.1.219-226.2002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2015.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11745-008-3269-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11745-010-3501-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11745-014-3881-z
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0087560
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-010-2713-1
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0048159
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11745-010-3410-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11745-010-3410-7
https://doi.org/10.1017/S000711451300055X
https://doi.org/10.1111/jgh.12294
https://doi.org/10.1113/jphysiol.2009.176370
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep11276


10

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:14861  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71922-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	42.	 Nakayama, J. et al. Aberrant structures of fecal bacterial community in allergic infants profiled by 16S rRNA gene pyrosequencing. 
FEMS Immunol. Med. Microbiol. 63, 397–406 (2011).

	43.	 Kalliomäki, M. et al. Distinct patterns of neonatal gut microflora in infants in whom atopy was and was not developing. J. Allergy 
Clin. Immunol. 107, 129–134 (2001).

	44.	 Björkstén, B., Sepp, E., Julge, K., Voor, T. & Mikelsaar, M. Allergy development and the intestinal microflora during the first year 
of life. J. Allerg. Clin. Immunol. 108, 516–520 (2001).

	45.	 Kirjavainen, P., Arvola, T., Salminen, S. & Isolauri, E. Aberrant composition of gut microbiota of allergic infants: a target of bifi-
dobacterial therapy at weaning?. Gut 51, 51–55 (2002).

	46.	 Enomoto, T. et al. Effects of bifidobacterial supplementation to pregnant women and infants in the prevention of allergy develop-
ment in infants and on fecal microbiota. Allergol. Int. 63, 575–585 (2014).

	47.	 Brown, E. M., Arrieta, M. C. & Finlay, B. B. A fresh look at the hygiene hypothesis: how intestinal microbial exposure drives 
immune effector responses in atopic disease. Semin Immunol. 25, 378–387. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.smim.2013.09.003 (2013).

	48.	 Young, S. L. et al. Bifidobacterial species differentially affect expression of cell surface markers and cytokines of dendritic cells 
harvested from cord blood. Clin. Diagn. Lab. Immunol. 11, 686–690 (2004).

	49.	 Hjorth, M. F. et al. Prevotella-to-Bacteroides ratio predicts body weight and fat loss success on 24-week diets varying in macronu-
trient composition and dietary fiber: results from a post-hoc analysis. Int. J. Obes. (Lond.) 43, 149–157. https​://doi.org/10.1038/
s4136​6-018-0093-2 (2019).

	50.	 Hjorth, M. F. et al. Pre-treatment microbial Prevotella-to-Bacteroides ratio, determines body fat loss success during a 6-month 
randomized controlled diet intervention. Int. J. Obes. (Lond.) https​://doi.org/10.1038/ijo.2017.220 (2017).

	51.	 Roager, H. M., Licht, T. R., Poulsen, S. K., Larsen, T. M. & Bahl, M. I. Microbial enterotypes, inferred by the prevotella-to-bacte-
roides ratio, remained stable during a 6-month randomized controlled diet intervention with the new nordic diet. Appl. Environ. 
Microbiol. 80, 1142–1149 (2014).

	52.	 Kovatcheva-Datchary, P. et al. Dietary fiber-induced improvement in glucose metabolism is associated with increased abundance 
of prevotella. Cell Metab. 22, 971–982. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2015.10.001 (2015).

	53.	 Abrahamsson, T. R. et al. Low diversity of the gut microbiota in infants with atopic eczema. J. Allergy Clin. Immunol. 129, 434–440 
(2012).

	54.	 Wang, M. et al. Reduced diversity in the early fecal microbiota of infants with atopic eczema. J. Allergy Clin. Immunol. 121, 129–134 
(2008).

	55.	 Bisgaard, H. et al. Reduced diversity of the intestinal microbiota during infancy is associated with increased risk of allergic disease 
at school age. J. Allergy Clin. Immunol. 128, 646–652 (2011).

	56.	 Turnbaugh, P. J. et al. An obesity-associated gut microbiome with increased capacity for energy harvest. Nature 444, 1027–1031. 
https​://doi.org/10.1038/natur​e0541​4 (2006).

	57.	 Ridaura, V. K. et al. Gut microbiota from twins discordant for obesity modulate metabolism in mice. Science 341, 1241214 (2013).
	58.	 Mariat, D. et al. The firmicutes/bacteroidetes ratio of the human microbiota changes with age. BMC Microbiol. 9, 123 (2009).
	59.	 Kamng’ona, A. W. et al. Provision of lipid-based nutrient supplements to mothers during pregnancy and 6 months postpartum and 

to their infants from 6 to 18 months promotes infant gut microbiota diversity at 18 months of age but not microbiota maturation 
in a rural Malawian setting: secondary outcomes of a randomized trial. J. Nutrit. (2020).

	60.	 Jorgensen, J. M. et al. Lipid-based nutrient supplements during pregnancy and lactation did not affect human milk oligosaccharides 
and bioactive proteins in a randomized trial. J. Nutrit. 147, 1867–1874 (2017).

	61.	 Kamngona, A. W. et al. The association of gut microbiota characteristics in Malawian infants with growth and inflammation. Sci. 
Rep. 9, 1–13 (2019).

	62.	 Kortekangas, E. et al. A Prospective Study on Child Morbidity and Gut Microbiota in Rural Malawi. J. Pediatr. Gastroenterol. Nutr. 
69, 431–437 (2019).

	63.	 Kortekangas, E. et al. Environmental exposures and child and maternal gut microbiota in rural Malawi. Paediatr. Perinatal Epide-
miol. 34, 161–170 (2020).

	64.	 Vaahtera, M. et al. Breastfeeding and complementary feeding practices in rural Malawi. Acta Paediatr. 90, 328–332 (2001).
	65.	 Matamoros, S., Gras-Leguen, C., Le Vacon, F., Potel, G. & de La Cochetiere, M.-F. Development of intestinal microbiota in infants 

and its impact on health. Trends Microbiol. 21, 167–173 (2013).
	66.	 Riva, A. et al. Pediatric obesity is associated with an altered gut microbiota and discordant shifts in F irmicutes populations. Environ. 

Microbiol. 19, 95–105 (2017).
	67.	 Barczynska, R., Slizewska, K., Litwin, M., Szalecki, M. & Kapusniak, J. Effects of dietary fiber preparations made from maize starch 

on the growth and activity of selected bacteria from the Firmicutes, Bacteroidetes, and Actinobacteria phyla in fecal samples from 
obese children. Acta Biochim. Pol. 63, 261–266 (2016).

	68.	 Rahat-Rozenbloom, S., Fernandes, J., Gloor, G. B. & Wolever, T. M. Evidence for greater production of colonic short-chain fatty 
acids in overweight than lean humans. Int. J. Obes. 38, 1525–1531 (2014).

	69.	 Wrzosek, L. et al. Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron and Faecalibacterium prausnitzii influence the production of mucus glycans and 
the development of goblet cells in the colonic epithelium of a gnotobiotic model rodent. BMC Biol. 11, 61 (2013).

	70.	 Blanton, L. V. et al. Gut bacteria that prevent growth impairments transmitted by microbiota from malnourished children. Science 
351, aad3311 (2016).

	71.	 Saavedra, J. M., Bauman, N. A., Perman, J., Yolken, R. H. & Oung, I. Feeding of Bifidobacterium bifidum and Streptococcus ther-
mophilus to infants in hospital for prevention of diarrhoea and shedding of rotavirus. The Lancet 344, 1046–1049 (1994).

	72.	 Das, J. K. et al. Lipid‐based nutrient supplements for maternal, birth, and infant developmental outcomes. Cochrane Database Syst. 
Rev. (2018).

	73.	 Das, J. K. et al. Preventive lipid‐based nutrient supplements given with complementary foods to infants and young children 6 to 
23 months of age for health, nutrition, and developmental outcomes. Cochrane Database of Syst. Rev. (2019).

	74.	 Ashorn, P. et al. The impact of lipid-based nutrient supplement provision to pregnant women on newborn size in rural Malawi: a 
randomized controlled trial. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 101, 387–397 (2014).

	75.	 Ashorn, P. et al. The impact of lipid-based nutrient supplement provision to pregnant women on newborn size in rural Malawi: a 
randomized controlled trial. Am. J. Clin. Nutr. 101, 387–397. https​://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.114.08861​7 (2015).

	76.	 Coates, J., Swindale, A. & Bilinsky, P. Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) for measurement of food access: indicator 
guide: version 3. (2007).

	77.	 Vyas, S. & Kumaranayake, L. Constructing socio-economic status indices: how to use principal components analysis. Health Policy 
Plann. 21, 459–468 (2006).

	78.	 Caporaso, J. G. et al. QIIME allows analysis of high-throughput community sequencing data. Nat. Methods 7, 335–336 (2010).
	79.	 WHO Multicentre Growth Reference Study Group. WHO Child Growth Standards based on length/height, weight and age. Acta 

Paediatr. (Oslo, Norway: 1992). Supplement 450, 76 (2006).
	80.	 R Core Team. R: a language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical Computing, V., Austria. https​

://www.R-proje​ct.org/ (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smim.2013.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41366-018-0093-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41366-018-0093-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/ijo.2017.220
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2015.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05414
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.114.088617
https://www.R-project.org/
https://www.R-project.org/


11

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:14861  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71922-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Author contributions
R.L.H., C.D.A., and R.R.Y. conducted the analyses. K.G.D. and M.E.K. provided feedback and suggestions for 
additional analyses. P.A., K.M., Y.F., U.A., D.C., and C.M.B. reviewed the manuscript. The funder of the study 
had no role in the study design; data collection, analysis, interpretation; and the preparation of the manuscript. 
The findings and conclusions contained in this article are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect 
positions or policies of the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information is available for this paper at https​://doi.org/10.1038/s4159​8-020-71922​-x.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to K.G.D.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creat​iveco​mmons​.org/licen​ses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2020

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71922-x
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Infant gut microbiota characteristics generally do not modify effects of lipid-based nutrient supplementation on growth or inflammation: secondary analysis of a randomized controlled trial in Malawi
	Anchor 2
	Anchor 3
	Results
	Study profile and characteristics of participants. 
	Effect modification. 

	Discussion
	Methods
	Study design and outcomes. 
	Stool sample collection and sequencing. 
	Outcomes and effect modifiers. 
	Statistical analysis. 

	References




