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I Abstract
Introduction and Objective. The relationship between oral bacteria and oral squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC) is not yet
fully understood. This study aimed to profile the microbiota composition at tumour sites versus adjacent normal tissues in
the oral mucosa of 10 OSCC patients using a qPCR Array.
Materials and Method. We recruited 10 OSCC patients (8 men and 2 women, aged 40 to 89 years) from the Department
of Oral Surgery at the Medical University of Lublin. The diagnosis of OSCC was confirmed through clinical presentation and
histopathology. Bilateral swabs were taken for further examination. The study identified 93 microorganisms using the Oral
Disease Microbial DNA gPCR Array.
Results. From the 20 samples analyzed, we retrieved 868 species/genes across 37 genera, representing 90 different microbial
species. The relative abundance of Fusobacterium nucleatum was significantly higher in OSCC samples (P < 0.05). Receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis identified F. nucleatum as a potential OSCC biomarker (p = 0.007). Correlation
analysis revealed distinct ecological relationships within the bacterial communities of OSCC samples, consistent with the
observed bacterial diversity.
Conclusions. Notably, associations centred around Fusobacterium spp. were prominent in cancer samples, further suggesting
a potential role for this genus in OSCC development. The differences in oral bacterial profiles between tumour and non-

tumour tissues may serve as diagnostic markers.
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INTRODUCTION

Oral, head, and neck cancers represent a significant global
health concern. Lifestyle factors such as tobacco smoking,
excessive alcohol consumption, unhealthy diets, and lack of
physical activity, significantly increase the risk of developing
cancers in these regions. Environmental factors, including
exposure to UV radiation, HPV and EBV infection, and
workplace chemicals, also contribute to the occurrence of
these cancers. Antibiotic misuse and the resulting changes in
oral microbiota may further increase the risk of developing
certain types of cancers. Head and neck cancers remain a
major medical issue, with persistently high incidence and
mortality rates [1-6].

The oral environment, due to its unique anatomical and
functional characteristics, creates specific conditions for
the development of microorganisms. However, maintaining
symbiosis is challenging due to various local factors, such as
temperature changes (hot foods), microtrauma to the mucosa
(teeth, dentures), poor oral hygiene, and inflammation
[7]. These factors, alongside others previously mentioned,
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can promote the development of dangerous pathogens,
particularly anaerobes.

In epidemiology, a high clinical stage at diagnosis is critical.
The dynamic nature of malignant changes complicates
the early diagnosis of oral cavity cancers. In many cases,
cancerous diseases have a long-standing background,
with many patients developing cancer from untreated and
undiagnosed, potentially malignant oral lesions. [8]. Low
awareness of self-examination in this area also significantly
contributes to the under-diagnosis of pre-malignant lesions
and early-stage cancers [4].

While the risk factors for oral cavity cancers are well
established, the role of oral microbiota — a component of
the oral cavity - has not been definitively determined in
the context of these cancers. The role of infectious agents
in cancer development gained increased attention after
Helicobacter pylori was recognized in the early 1990s as a
causative agent of gastric cancer [9]. Bacteria constitute the
majority of the oral microbiota, with fungi and viruses to
a lesser extent. Numerous oral bacterial species have been
implicated in oral cancer development [10, 11]. It is suspected
that the presence of certain bacterial strains within the
oral microbiome may correlate with the risk of malignant
transformation in the oral cavity.
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OBJECTIVE

The aim of the study is to determine whether the oral
microbiota is a modulating factor in the local propensity
for potentially malignant and cancerous lesions, or whether
it undergoes modifications as a result of developing cancer.
To this end, the differences in the microbiota of patients
diagnosed with malignant oral cavity tumours were
examined, and compared to healthy controls. Additionally,
the study aimed to identify potential differences within the
oral cavity of the same patients by comparing both the affected
and healthy sides. Changes in oral microbiome composition,
particularly an increase in pathogenic bacteria, such as
Porphyromonas gingivalis and Fusobacterium nucleatum,
have been associated with oral squamous cell cancer (OSCC).
These bacteria can induce chronic inflammation, promote
DNA damage, and alter cellular signalling pathways that
contribute to carcinogenesis [12]. The oral microbiome
can also interact with the host’s genetic background, with
the potential to influence immune response genes, such as
those involved in cytokine production (e.g., IL-6, TNF-a),
potentially leading to a pro-tumourigenic environment [13].

MATERIALS AND METHOD

Selection of patients. Ten patients with OSCC of the oral
mucous (8 men and 2 women, aged between 40 - 89), were
recruited from the Department and Chair of Oral Surgery
at the Medical University in Lublin, eastern Poland. The
diagnosis criteria of OSCC were confirmed by clinical
presentation and histopathological examination - all patients
were diagnosed with OSCC. The study was conducted
with the approval of the Ethics Committee at the Medical
University in Lublin (Protocol No. KE/0245/191/10/22).

During the first visit by each patient, the diagnosis of
planoepithelial cancer in the oral mouth was confirmed by
biopsy. Bilateral swabs were taken for further examination.
All the patients diagnosed presented poor oral hygiene in
advanced clinical stages, but in the case of patients in the
lower clinical staging of T1, the hygiene was atan even higher
level (Fig. 1 and 2).

Sampling procedure. Bilaterally mucosal swabs were taken
from each patient with OSCC - 20 oral tissue samples
(10-paired samples) were obtained from non-tumour and
tumour sites. The swab samples were stored in SLB (A&A
Biotechnology, Poland) until RT-PCR could be performed.

Real-time PCR analysis. DNA extraction was carried out
using the Genomic DNA purification method with the
QIAamp DNA Mini Kit (Qiagen, Germantown, USA),
following the manufacturer’s protocol. The extracted DNA
was analyzed using the Oral Disease Microbial DNA qPCR
Array (Qiagen, Germantown, USA). Real-time PCR assays
were conducted with a Light Cycler 96 system (Roche, Basel,
Switzerland), targeting the 16S rRNA gene. The assays
employed PCR amplification with the use of primers and
hydrolysis-probe detection to enhance specificity. Each
Microbial DNA gqPCR Array plate was designed to analyse
one sample at a time for 93 species (NCBI Tax ID)/genes. Pan-
bacteria assays, capable of detecting a wide range of bacterial
species, were included as positive controls for bacterial DNA

Figure 1. Patient with advanced oral squamous carcinoma. Poor hygiene of the
mouth due to advancement of the tumour

Figure 2. Patient with the oral verrucous squamous carcinoma of T1

detection. For relative profiling, host genomic DNA and the
overall bacterial load were quantified. The analyses enabled
sample input normalization through the AACT method.

Statistical analysis. Statistical analysis was performed
with Tibco Statistica 13.3 (StatSoft, Palo Alto, CA, USA).
The values of the parameters were presented as medians,
minimum and maximum values. The normal distribution of
continuous variables was tested using the Shapiro-Wilk test;
the Mann-Whitney U-test and Kruskal-Wallis tests were used
for independent variable comparisons among two or more
groups; Pearson correlation was performed among the most
abundant bacterial genera and species. Receiver Operating
Curve (ROC) analysis was utilized to evaluate the diagnostic
performance of the predictive bacterial biomarkers.
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RESULTS

The clinical characteristics of the study patients are listed in
Table 1. Two oral microbiota samples (one from the OSCC
lesion and one from the healthy/control site) from each
patient were collected for analysis. The diagnosis criteria of
OSCC were confirmed by clinical presentation and pathologic
diagnosis and all patients were diagnosed with OSCC.

Table 1. Clinical characteristics of the patients

00 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Sueptococeus <.
Prevotella spp. |
Actinomyces spp. [ ey
Campylobacter spp.  —
Selenomonas spp.
Granulicatella spp.
Rothia spp.
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Treponema spy.  —
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T2 3 (30%) 2 (25%) 1(50%) Tannerella focsythia [
stage T3 5 (50%) 5(62.5%) 0 Eikenella corrodens
geminatys . 50
H I furn timi a5
ard palate 1 (1 0%) 1 (1 2.5%) 0 Mogibacterium timidum ™ s
Floor of the mouth Peptostreptococcus spp. R
. 2(20%) 2 (25%) 0 - i 3
Alveolar process of maxilla 2 (20%) 2 (25%) 0 Forynebacterium matruchoti - IR £
Site of Al | f © © Filifactor alocis B
|elsie0cr>l m\;:ziil;eprocess ° 1(10%) 0 1 (50%) pseudoramibacter... Hilles ‘g ;5)
Oral mucous of the cheek 2 (20%) 1 (12.5%) 1 (50%) Eubacteriuninfirun [ %
Lower lip 1(10%) 1(12.5%) 0 Shutllevorlia setelles B 10
1(10% 1(12.59 0 Catonellamorti [ 5
Retromolar triangle (10%) (12.5%) Abitrophin defeciva B ° LU BT
Lactacocous lactis ™= & & & & & &
Drnking tocoom _suoow 20009 | [T C LSS
Smoking 10 (100%) 8(100%) 2 (100%) Aagregatibacter spp. [ ¢
HPV HOSCC W cont
positive 6 (60%) 5 (62.5%) 1(50%) 05CC meantrl

Quantitative analysis of 93 microorganisms was performed
using Oral Disease Microbial DNA qPCR Array (Qiagen,
USA) in real-time PCR. From the 20 samples studied, 868
species/genes from 37 different genera of 90 various microbial
species were retrieved. In one sample, 3-67 (mean 43.4)
species/genes were detected. Of the major reported phyla,
Firmicutes (46.6% vs. 47.3%), Actinobacteria (17.1% vs. 17.3%),
Bacteroidetes (15.6% vs. 15.8%), Proteobacteria (12.5% vs.
12.3%) and Fusobacteria (5.4% vs. 4.8%), were detected in
tumour and non-tumour sites, respectively (Fig. 3).

The bacterial communities in the cancer lesions and the
controls were analyzed at different taxonomic levels. The
richness and diversity of bacteria were not significantly
higher in tumour sites in comparison to the control tissues.
However, cancer tissues were enriched in nine genera:
Neisseria spp., Fusobacterium spp., Propionibacterium
spp.» and Atopobium spp. Rothia spp., Campylobacter spp.,
Lactococcus spp., Prevotella spp. and Treponema spp.

Microbial profiles showing bacterial composition and
relative abundance of swab samples are presented in Figure 4.
A non-parametric Mann-Whitney test was performed to
confirm differences in abundance among the cancer and
normal healthy samples for each bacterial taxon. The relative
abundance of Fusobacterium nucleatum was at a significantly
high level among the OSCC cancer samples (P < 0.05).
Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis was
subsequently performed with the putative OSCC cancer
marker of Fusobacterium nucleatum (p=0.007). As revealed
by the area under the curve [AUC = 0.785, 95% confidence
interval (CI): 0.58-0.99], this model exhibited a robust and
statistically significant diagnostic accuracy (Fig. 5). The
statistical analysis of relative abundance for each bacterial

Figure 3. Distribution of microorganisms in the oral samples from OSCC patients
obtained by molecular methods

taxon among patients with different tumour stages in the
cancer samples significant differences were observed for
Prevotella loescheii (p=0.019), Neisseria mucosa (p=0.047),
Eikenella corrodens (p=0.041). However, when analyzing
the bacterial abundance from patients in different tumour
stages and in samples taken from healthy tissue, statistical
differences were found for Streptococcus sanguinis (p=0.044),
Selenomonas infelix (p=0.046), Rothia spp. (p=0.049),
Neisseria mucosa (p=0.025), Eikenella corrodens (p=0.025),
and Capnocytophaga ochracea (p=0.032).

Next, the AACT method was used for the relative
profiling and comparison between oral microbiota
profiles of the OSCC and control groups. Microbial DNA
qPCR Array correlated increased amounts of (Fig. 6). At
the species level, the abundances of Actinomyces israeli,
Dialister invisus, Fusobacterium nucleatum, Parvimonas
micra, Peptostreptococcus stomatis, Selenomonas infelix,
Solobacterium moorei, were significantly increased at
tumour sites, suggesting a potential association between
these bacteria and OSCC.

Correlation analysis among the abundance of genera
present in OSCC and healthy samples revealed a sharp
difference in relationships (Fig. 7). Among bacteria identified
in OSCC samples, a significant correlation was observed
between Eubacterium spp., Filifactor spp., and Fusobacterium
spp. and their mutual correlations with Anaeroglobus spp.,
Campylobacter spp., Mogibacterium spp., Porphyromonas
spp, Propionibcaterium spp., Tannerella spp., Treponema
spp., and Veillonella spp. In the control samples, such
correlations were detected only for Porphyromonas spp.,
Mogibacterium spp., Tannerella spp. and Anaeroglobus
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Figure 4. Heat map showing the relative abundance of species/genera genes
across samples

spp., as well as Fusobacterium spp., Eubacterium spp., and
Porphyromonas spp. Moreover, in control samples, Rothia
spp. were significantly correlated with Aggregatibacter spp.,
Eikenela spp., Filifactor spp., Gemella spp., Haemophilus spp.,
and Pseudomonas spp.
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Figure 5. Receiver Operating Curve (ROC) analysis for OSCC cancer with the
predictive bacterial biomarker of Fusobacterium nucleatum

DISCUSSION

Oral cancer is a highly complex disease influenced by various
factors, including an imbalance in the oral microbiota. To
better understand the development of oral cancer, it is
crucial to conduct an in-depth study of the oral microbiota.
A linkage between oral microbiome and OSCC cancer has
been reported in previous studies [14,15,16,17,18]. The current
study investigates the oral microbiota composition of paired
tumour/healthy swab samples from patients with OSCC.
Firmicutes was the most abundant phylum observed, which
is consistent with previous reports [19,20]. However, other
studies have identified Bacteroidetes as the most abundant
phylum [15]. In the current study, a significant increase was
observed in Fusobacteria in cancer lesions, which aligns
with the findings of other researchers [21]. In particular,
the higher abundance of Fusobacteria in cancer samples
was statistically significant in the current study. Among
the highly abundant genera identified, many are associated
with periodontitis, including Fusobacterium, Prevotella,

Prevouta ons
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—

Sebe oo ke
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Figure 6. Accurate profiling of pathogenic and commensal microbes in non-tumour tissue and tumour lesion in OSCC patients. Foldchange in microbial species
abundance (non-tumour/tumour tissue) was calculated by the AACT method using Pan Bacteria 1 genomic DNA to normalize. An at least 5-10-fold increase or decrease

in relative abundance may be considered significant
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Gemella, Neisseria, Dialister, Peptostreptococcus, Filifactor,
Peptococcus, Catonella, and Parvimonas, all of which were
enriched in OSCC samples. This is consistent with previous
findings [15,18,22].

Additionally, as noted by Pushalkar et al., Streptococcus
spp. was the most abundant genus across all samples in the
presented analysis [22]. However, similar to other studies,
a non-significant decrease was observed in the abundance
of Streptococcus spp. and Rothia spp. in cancer lesions
[20,21]. Among oral bacteria, Porphyromonas gingivalis
and Fusobacterium nucleatum may have the greatest
potential correlation with oral cancer. Recent studies by
Binder Gallimidi et al. [23] indicated that P. gingivalis and F.
nucleatum promote oral cancer progression through direct
interactions with oral epithelial cells via Toll-like receptors.
In the current study, similar to Zhao et al. [15], P. gingivalis
did not differ in abundance between groups, whereas F.
nucleatum was significantly enriched in cancer lesions.
Al-Hebshi et al. [12] also identified F. nucleatum subsp.
polymorphum as the most significantly over-represented
species in OSCC biopsies. Additionally, Chang et al. [24]
found a correlation between F. nucleatum and subgingival
plaques, noting its higher prevalence in cancerous tissues
compared to healthy tissues. Another study using polymerase
chain reaction (PCR) confirmed that F. nucleatum was much
more common in OSCC tissues than in healthy tissues [18,25].

Bacteria cohabit in complex interaction networks, and
disturbances in these interactions can lead to disease.
Correlation analysis in the presented study revealed specific
ecological relationships within the bacterial communities
of OSCC samples, consistent with the observed bacterial
diversity. Associations centred around Fusobacterium spp.
emerged in the cancer samples, which suggests that this
genus plays a role in OSCC development, particularly given
its significant increase in cancer samples. Fusobacterium
spp. tends to co-adhere with other species in oral biofilms,
forming bridges between early and late colonizers [26].

Socransky’s theory classifies periodontal bacteria into
colour-coded complexes based on their role in disease
progression. The red and orange complexes are associated
with severe periodontitis, while the yellow, green, purple, and
blue complexes are less pathogenic or even beneficial [27].
In the current study, Fusobacterium spp. Filifactor spp. and
Eubacterium spp. formed a positively related group correlated
to members of the periodontal ‘red complex’ (e.g., T. forsythia,
T. denticola and P. gingivalis), and ‘orange complex’ (e.g.,
Campylobacter gracilis, C. rectus, C. concisus, Parvimonas
micra, P. denticola, F. peridonticum, P. intermedia, P. oralis,
S. constellatus). F. nucleatum was also positively correlated
with members of the yellow (e. g., A. israeli, A. neaslundii, S.
sanguinis, S. mutans) and purple complexes (e.g., V. parvula),
which are early colonizers that precede the multiplication of
the predominantly gram-negative orange and red complexes.

Overall, the findings of the current study support the
importance of the Porphyromonas-Fusobacterium-
Tannerella triumvirate, which has a diagnostic value of
‘specific plaque hypothesis’ [28], and suggests a critical role
for Fusobacterium in increasing OSCC bacterial diversity.
Further evaluation of the role of Fusobacterium spp.in OSCC
may require additional studies.

A central debate in current research is whether F. nucleatum
plays an active role in the development of neoplastic changes
in epithelial cells or whether it is merely a passive passenger

that colonizes the tumour due to the favourable conditions
within its micro-environment. Traditionally, F. nucleatum
has been recognized as a bridging organism, facilitating the
formation and structure of multi-species biofilms. Recent
studies, however, suggest that it may have more direct,
active roles. The possibility that F. nucleatum functions as
a carcinogen is plausible, given its demonstrated ability to
promote inflammation and suppress local immune responses
[12,29].

The most likely reason of becoming carcinogenic for a
microorganism commonly found in the mouth throughout
life depends on shifts within the oral microbiome, influenced
by host factors such as genetics, oral hygiene practices,
nutrition, aging, and exposure to risk factors like tobacco
and alcohol [30,31]. Recent research has shown that tobacco
use, regardless of the method, alters the oral environment
in ways that favour anaerobes, such as Fusobacterium spp.,
potentially contributing to its pathogenic behaviour [30].
Other researchers have confirmed changes in the overall
oral microbiota on the cancer lesion side compared to the
control [15]. These changes may result from the tumour
structure and development, including surface irregularities,
recesses, and necrotic foci. The altered surface structure
of the tumour, particularly at the advanced clinical stage
(Fig. 1), can easily become colonized due to its complexity.
The protective properties of saliva may also be insufficient,
making the irregular surface more susceptible to colonization
of various bacterial species.

In the current study, significant differences in the
relative abundance of Actinomyces israeli, Dialister
invisus, Fusobacterium nucleatum, Parvimonas micra,
Peptostreptococcus stomatis, Selenomonas infelix, and
Solobacterium moorei were observed between cancer and
control samples. However, it is suspected that the physiological
component of saliva in the oral cavity may obscure potential
differences, despite significant morphological differences
between the tumour surface structure and the clinically
unchanged mucous membrane, as well as varying conditions
for the growth of specific bacterial strains. The immunological
properties of saliva influenced by immunoglobulins
(especially IgA), lysozyme, lactoferrin, peroxidase, cytokines,
and mucins, work together to maintain oral health by
neutralizing pathogens, preventing their colonization, and
modulating the immune response [32].

Limitations of the study. The small sample size (n=10) is
a is and the findings should be interpreted with caution.
Nevertheless, the consistent trends observed in this small
cohort study suggest potential directions for further
exploration.

In the study, each analysis was based on PCR amplification
of a species-specific genetic region of the relevant microbe.
Assays for detecting bacterial species target the 16S rRNA
gene and were designed using the GreenGenes database for
16S sequences. The limitation stems from the technique used
which, while easier and quicker, detects 93 genera/species-
specific genes compared to the more comprehensive next
generation sequencing (NGS) technique. As a result, some
species reported in other studies using NGS technique were
not detected. This restricted coverage could have impacted
the identification of potentially relevant bacterial species not
included in the array. Consequently, the microbial diversity
within the samples may have been under-represented. This
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variability in methods can make it challenging to compare
trends in the microbiota composition associated with OSCC.
However, variability between studies using complex NGS
workflows is also inevitable and may arise from differences
in the sequencing regions targeted (e.g., V4-V5, V4, V3-
V5, V1-V3), sample types, selection of control tissues, and
the number of samples included, potentially leading to
inconsistent results [15-17,20]. Despite these challenges,
the same taxa tend to be detected in samples, albeit with
different relative abundances. Nevertheless, to gain more
detailed insights into bacterial communities coexisting in
cancer lesions, whole-metagenome sequencing is warranted
in future studies.

Recent studies suggest that there are significant differences
in the composition of the oral microbiota between urban and
rural populations. These differences are influenced by various
factors, including diet, oral hygiene practices, and access to
healthcare. In a study conducted in Indonesia, researchers
found that urban participants had a higher relative abundance
of Prevotella and Leptotrichia, while rural individuals had
more Streptococcus species and a greater proportion of
Firmicutes bacteria [33]. Another study on dental plaque
microbiota showed that urban populations tended to have
greater microbial diversity, possibly due to more varied diets
rich in protein and fibre. In contrast, rural diets were often
less diverse, potentially contributing to reduced microbiota
diversity [34]. These microbial differences may have clinical
relevance. For example, a higher abundance of Prevotella in
urban populations has been associated with inflammatory
conditions, whereas a dominance of Streptococcus in rural
groups may reflect differences in caries risk or oral pH
environment.

CONCLUSIONS

The oral microbiota is increasingly recognized as a
comorbidity factor in oral squamous cell carcinoma
(OSCCQ). The results of the current study contribute to the
understanding of the relationship between oral bacterial
communities and the development of oral cancer. Notably,
the bacterial profiles diftered significantly between tumour
sites and normal tissues in OSCC patients, suggesting
that these microbial differences could serve as potential
diagnostic markers. Fusobacterium nucleatum was found to
be significantly elevated in cancerous lesions, and emerged
as a central component of the bacterial communities in these
samples. This supports the hypothesis that F. nucleatum plays
arole in OSCC formation and progression, highlighting its
potential as an indicator of the disease.

While both urban and rural populations face risks for oral
cancer, the nature and prevalence of these risks differ. Rural
areas often contend with traditional risk factors and limited
healthcare acess, whereeas urban areas may face emerging
lifestyle-related risks, but benefit from better healthcare
infrastructure [35].

Differences in the oral microbiota between rural and urban
populations should be taken into account in comparative
studies, particularly in relation to the risk of developing oral
cancer. Such studies require further analysis in larger groups,
with consideration of microbiota differences as a potential
factor in the development of oral cancers.

Declaration of authenticity of figures. All figures submitted
have been created by the authors, who confirm that the
images are original with no duplication, and have not been
previously published in whole or in part.

REFERENCES

—

w

w

6.

7.

Nl

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

. Kawakita D, Oze I, Iwasaki S, et al. Trends in the incidence of head and

neck cancer by subsite between 1993 and 2015 in Japan. Cancer Med.
2022;11:1553-60. https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.4539.

. Global Cancer Observatory (2022). Oral cancer fact sheet.** Retrieved

from [GCO](https://gco.iarc.fr/today/data/factsheets/cancers/1-Oral-
cavity-fact-sheet.pdf).

. Ferlay J, Colombet M, Soerjomataram I, et al. Cancer statistics for the

year 2020: An overview. Int ] Cancer. 2021;149:778-89. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ijc.33588.

. Warnakulasuriya S. Global epidemiology of oral and oropharyngeal

cancer. Oral Oncol. 2009;45:309-16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
oraloncology.2008.06.002.

. Sarode GS, Sarode SC, Maniyar N, et al. Oral cancer databases: A

comprehensive review. ] Oral Pathol Med. 2018;47:547-556. https://
doi.org/10.1111/jop.12667.

Wolacewicz M, Becht R, Grywalska E, et al. Herpesviruses in Head
and Neck Cancers. Viruses. 2020;12(2):172. doi: 10.3390/v12020172.
Sedghi L, DiMassa V, Harrington A, et al. The oral microbiome: Role
of key organisms and complex networks in oral health and disease.
Periodontol 2000. 2021;87:107-131. https://doi.org/10.1111/prd.12393.

. Tang JA, Amadio G, Ridge JA. Clinical and Histologic Features

Associated With Malignant Transformation of Oral Cavity Dysplasia
Managed at a Single North American Institution. JAMA Otolaryngol
Head Neck Surg. 2022;148:28-34. d0i:10.1001/jamaoto.2021.2755.

. Bakhti SZ, Latifi-Navid S. Oral microbiota and Helicobacter pylori

in gastric carcinogenesis: what do we know and where next? BMC
Microbiol. 2021;21:1-15. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12866-021-02130-4.
Vyhnalova T, Danek Z, Gachova D, etal. The role of the oral microbiota in
the etiopathogenesis of oral squamous cell carcinoma. Microorganisms
2021;9:1549. https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms9081549.

Sun], Tang Q, YuS, etal. Role of the oral microbiota in cancer evolution
and progression. Cancer Med. 2020;9:6306-21. https://doi.org/10.1002/
cam4.3206.

Perera M, Al-Hebshi NN, Speicher DJ, et al. Emerging role of bacteria in
oral carcinogenesis: a review with special reference to perio-pathogenic
bacteria. ] Oral Microbiol. 2016;8:32762. https://doi.org/10.3402/jom.
v8.32762.

Brierly G, Celentano A, Breik O, et al. Tumour Necrosis Factor Alpha
(TNF-a) and Oral Squamous Cell Carcinoma. Cancers (Basel).
2023;15:1841. https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers15061841.

Yang K, Wang Y, Zhang S, et al. Oral Microbiota Analysis of Tissue
Pairs and Saliva Samples From Patients With Oral Squamous Cell
Carcinoma - A Pilot Study. Front Microbiol. 2021;12:719601. https://
doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2021.719601.

Zhao H, Chu M, Huang Z, et al. Variations in oral microbiota associated
with oral cancer. Sci Rep. 2017;7:11773. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-
017-11779-9.

Pratap Singh R, Kumari N, Gupta S, et al. Intratumoural Microbiota
Changes with Tumour Stage and Influences the Immune Signature of
Oral Squamous Cell Carcinoma. Microbiol Spectr. 2023;11:04596-22.
https://doi.org/10.1128/spectrum.04596-22.

Sarkar P, Malik S, Laha S, etal. Dysbiosis of Oral Microbiota During Oral
Squamous Cell Carcinoma Development. Front Oncol. 2021;11:614448.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2021.614448.

Zhang L, Liu Y, Zheng H]J, et al. The Oral Microbiota May Have
Influence on Oral Cancer. Front Cell Infect Microbiol. 2020;9:476.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2019.00476.

Pushalkar S, Mane SP, Ji X, et al. Microbial diversity in saliva of oral
squamous cell carcinoma. FEMS Immunol Med Microbiol. 2011;61:269—
77. DOI: 10.1111/j.1574-695X.2010.00773.x.

Schmidt BL, Kuczynski J, Bhattacharya A, etal. Changes in Abundance
of Oral Microbiota Associated with Oral Cancer. PLoS ONE 2014; 9:
€98741. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0098741.

Al-Hebshi NN, Nasher AT, Maryoud MY, et al. Inflammatory
bacteriome featuring Fusobacterium nucleatum and Pseudomonas
aeruginosa identified in association with oral squamous cell carcinoma.
Sci Rep. 2017;7:1834. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-02079-3.



360

Annals of Agricultural and Environmental Medicine 2025, Vol 32, No 3

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Wojciech Swiatkowski, Adrian Bakiera, Mansur Rahnama-Hezavah, Ewelina Grywalska, Artur Niedzielski, Izabela Korona-Gtowniak. The oral microbiota change...

Pushalkar S, Ji X, LiY, et al. Comparison of oral microbiota in tumour
and non-tumour tissues of patients with oral squamous cell carcinoma.
BMC Microbiol. 2012;12:144. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2180-12—
144.

Binder Gallimidi A, Fischman S, Revach B, et al. Periodontal pathogens
Porphyromonas gingivalis and Fusobacterium nucleatum promote
tumour progression in an oral-specific chemical carcinogenesis model.
Oncotarget. 2015;6:22613-23. https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.4209.
Chang C, Geng F, Shi X, et al. The prevalence rate of periodontal
pathogens and its association with oral squamous cell carcinoma.
Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2019;103:1393-404. doi: 10.1007/s00253—
018-9475-6.

Mandal DP, Mohanty N, Behera PK, et al. A plausible proposition of
CCL20-related mechanism in fusobacterium nucleatum-associated oral
carcinogenesis. Life 2021;11:1218. https://doi.org/10.3390/1ife11111218.
Nobbs AH, Jenkinson HF, Jakubovics NS. Stick to your gums:
mechanisms of oral microbial adherence. ] Dent Res. 2011;90:1271-8.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022034511399096.

27. Socransky SS, Haffajee AD, Cugini MA, Smith C, Kent RL Jr. Microbial

28.

complexes in subgingival plaque. ] Clin Periodontol. 1998;25:134-44.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-051X.1998.tb02419.x.

Buduneli, N. Environmental Factors and Periodontal Microbiome.
Periodontol. 2000;2021;85:112-125. https://doi.org/10.1111/prd.12355.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

Mcllvanna E, Linden GJ, Craig SG, et al. Fusobacterium nucleatum
and oral cancer: a critical review. BMC Cancer 2021;21:1212. https://
doi.org/10.1186/s12885-021-08903 -4

Gopinath D, Wie CC, Banerjee M, et al. Compositional profile of
mucosal bacteriome of smokers and smokeless tobacco users. Clin
Oral Investig. 2022;26:1647-1656. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00784—
021-04137-7.

Fulbright LE, Ellermann M, Arthur JC. The microbiome and the
hallmarks of cancer. PLoS Pathog. 2017;13:e1006480. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006480

Shang YF, Shen YY, Zhang MC, et al. Progress in salivary glands:
Endocrine glands withimmune functions. Front Endocrinol (Lausanne).
2023;14:1061235. https://doi.org/10.3389/fend0.2023.1061235.
Widyarman AS, Theodorea CF, Udawatte NS, et al. Diversity of Oral
Microbiome of Women From Urban and Rural Areas of Indonesia:
A Pilot Study. Front Oral Health. 2021;29(2):738306. https://doi.
0rg/10.3389/froh.2021.738306.

Ma G, Qiao Y, Shi H, et al. Comparison of the Oral Microbiota
Structure among People from the Same Ethnic Group Living in
Different Environments. Biomed Res Int. 2022;2022:6544497. https://
doi.org/10.1155/2022/6544497.

Ramamurthy P, Sharma D, Clough A, et al. Influence of Rurality on Oral
Cancer Trends among Organisation for Economic Co-Operation and
Development (OECD) Member Countries-A Scoping Review. Cancers
(Basel). 2024;16(17):2957. https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers16172957.



	_Hlk205197635
	_Hlk205196248

