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Muxpo0uoM pyoua KpynmHoOro poraToro CKoTa npH UcnoJb30BaHUU B KOPMJIEHUH
akcTpakTa Quercus cortex
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DedepamoHbitl HayHHbILL YeHMp OUOTIOCUMECKUX cucmem U aspomextonoeutl Poccutickoii akademuu nayx (2. Operoype)

AHHoTanus. B paboTe mpencTaBieHbl pe3ynbTaThl HCCIETOBAHUN BIUSHUS dKCTpakTta Quercus cortex B
PA3TMYHBIX KOHIICHTPAIISIX Ha TIEPEBAPIMOCTD CyXOr0 BEIIECTBA KOPMA METOIIOM «ift Sifih Tiociie 3 U 6 4acoB IKCIIO-
3WIMN B pyOlle. AHAIN3 TaHHBIX TIOKA3all, YTO BBEACHUE dKCTpakTa Quercus cortex (3,3 MI/Mi) B pallioH MoO-
JIOJHSIKA KPYMHOTO POraTroro CKoTa yBeNW4YMBaeT mnepeBapumocTs Ha 2,43 % (P<0,05) u Ha 6,33 %
(P<0,01) cooTBercTBeHHO 4epe3 3 u 6 4aCOB OTHOCUTEIBHO KOHTPOJIS.

OkceTpakT Quercus cortex OKa3pIBal 3HAYUMOE BIMSHUEC Ha COOTHOIICHHUE TPAaMOTPHULIATEIFHON U TPaMIIo-
JOXKHATETBHOM MHUKpPOQIIOps! pyOma. B skcneprMeHTe BBIABIEHO MpeoOiiafaHue B OONBINEH CTETeHH
Firmicutes (Ha 1,7 % OT KOHTPOJIS), 3TO BBIPAXKaJIOCh U3MEHEHHEM JIOJIA B MUKPOOHOIICHO3¢ MPEICTABH-
tesneit knaccoB Clostridia, Bacteroidia v Bacilli.

B pamxax TtakcoHoB Firmicutes n Proteobacteria oTMe4anoch CHI)KEHHE dYHcIa OakTepWi KIaccoB
Clostridia (na 8,8 % ot xoHTpONs), Negativicutes (Ha 3,0 % OT KOHTPOIBHO rpymmel). Torna kak B paM-
KaxX TakcoHa Bacteroidetes HaONrOANIOCH YBEIMUEHUE YMCICHHOCTH Oaktepuil knacca Bacilli va 13,5 %
OT KOHTPOJIS, 9YTO B OCHOBHOM OBUIO HE CBSI3aHO C YBEJIHUYEHHEM IpeICTaBHTEICH p. Streptococcus (Ha
14,4 % ot o01iero yucna).

B omnbITHOI rpymine BBIABIEHO 665 TAKCOHOMHYECKUX KaTeropHii, Hanbosee npeodiaalouMHy SBISUTICH
8 m3 HuUX, B TOM uwmcie Streptococcus bovis — 14,5 %, Prevotella ruminicola — 3,1 %, Butyrivibrio
proteoclasticus — 1,5 % 0T 0011ero yrcia MUKpOOPTraHU3MOB.

KiroueBble cioBa: KpymHBIH poratblii CKOT, MHKPOOHOM, SKCTpakT Quercus cortex, BEIIeCTBa «anti-
quorumy, pyoerr.
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Summary. The paper presents the results of studies of the effect of Quercus cortex extract in various con-
centrations on the digestibility of feed dry matter by in situ method after 3 and 6 hours of exposure in ru-
men. Data analysis showed that the introduction of Quercus cortex extract (3.3 mg / ml) in the diet of
young cattle increases digestibility by 2.43% (P<0.05) and 6.33% (P<0.01) after 3 and 6 hours, respective-
ly, relative to the control.

Quercus cortex extract had a significant effect on the ratio of gram-negative and gram-positive rumen mi-
croflora. The experiment revealed a predominance of Firmicutes largely, 1.7% higher than the control, it
was expressed with a change in the proportion of representatives of Clostridia, Bacteroidia and Bacilli
classes in the microbiocenosis.

Within the taxa Firmicutes and Proteobacteria, a decrease in the number of bacteria of the classes Clostrid-
ia (by 8.8% of the control), Negativicutes (by 3.0% of the control group) was noted. Whereas, within the
framework of the taxon Bacteroidetes, an increase in the number of bacteria of Bacilli class by 13.5% of
the control was observed, which was mainly not associated with an increase in representatives of Strepto-
coccus (14.4% of the total).
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In the experimental group, 665 taxonomic categories were identified, 8 of them were the most predomi-
nant, including Streptococcus bovis - 14.5%, Prevotella ruminicola - 3.1%, Butyrivibrio proteoclasticus -
1.5% of the total number of microorganisms.

Key words: cattle, microbiome, Quercus cortex extract, anti-quorum substances, rumen.

Beenenme.

B Hacrosiee BpeMsi OCTOPOXKHOE MCIIONIB30BAHNE aHTHOMOTHKOB M CO3JaHHE CHCTEM HAayYHOTO
MOHHUTOpHHTA B c(epe KUBOTHOBOJCTBA SIBJISIOTCS JTYYIIHNM CIIOCOOOM OTrpaHMYeHHs] HEOJIarompHATHBIX
MOCTENICTBUM 37I0yNOTPeOIeHUs UMH U OOeCIeYeHHs Oe30MIacHOCTH MPOAYKTOB MHUTAHHUS >KUBOTHOTO
npoucxoxaenus (yckaes I'.K. u np., 2017).

B mocnennee Bpems mepeocMbICiIeH oaxo K npuHImnam ¢yukirnoauposanns XKKT cembckoxo-
3STUCTBEHHBIX KMBOTHBIX M NTHI. [T HOPMaJILHOTO HCIIPABHOTO (PyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS MHIIEBAPUTEIHHOM
CUCTEMBI KMUBOTHBIX HeoOxouMa ctabunbHas mukpodiopa (barupos B.A. u ap., 2018).

[TosToMy MHOTHE WCCIIEZOBAHUS HAINpaBJICHBl HA M3YUYCHHE BIISIHHUS PACTUTENHHBIX JKCTPAKTOB
Ha ypoBeHb 3Kkcnpeccun PHK-mapkepoB nuineBapeHus: cenbCKOXO3AMCTBEHHON NTHUIBI U KUBOTHBIX, a
TaK)Xe X COBMECTHOTO HCITONIb30BaHus ¢ cunonotukamu (Duskaev GK et al., 2018).

CekBeHUpOBaHHE T'€HOMa MUKPOOOB pyOla SBISIETCS BaKHBIM MHCTPYMEHTOM ISl YITyUIICHUS
HAIINX 3HAaHWH O MpoIleccax, JIeKAIINX B OCHOBE NHIIeBapeHus. B HacTosmee BpeMs: HECKOIBKO MPOeK-
TOB M3y4YeHHUS pyOIOBOTO OaKTEpPHAIBbHOTO M apXeaTbHOT0 TeHOMa MO0 3aBepIIeHbI, JTN00 HaXOAATCS B
cranuu peanusarnun (Hall AB et al., 2017).

HepnaBHue ycunus 1o u3ydeHHI0O MUKpoOHOMa pyOria ObIIM HAIpaBICHBI HA BBIBICHUE M KOJU-
YECTBEHHYIO OIICHKY MHUKPOOHBIX coobiecTB B pybie (Jami E et al., 2014; Tong J et al., 2018). B kauye-
CTBE MOIIHOTO MOJIEKYJIIPHOTO MOAXO/a K TAKCOHOMHYECKOMY aHAJIN3y NPUMEHSIOT TEXHOJIOTHH CEeKBe-
HupoBaHusa reHoB 16S pPHK, 4To mo3Bossier mo-HOBOMY B3IUISSHYTh Ha 3KOJIOTHIO MHKpPOOHOMa JKeIry-
JIoYHO-KHUIIeuyHoro Tpakta (Schiren M et al., 2018). DTOT METOJ HIUPOKO HCHOIB3YETCS ISl U3YUCHUS
MHKpPOOHOTO pa3zHOO0Opas3usi U METabOJIMYECKUX BO3MOXKHOCTEH MHKPOOMOMOB B Pa3IHUYHBIX SKOJOTHYC-
ckux Humax (Li F and Guan LL, 2017), ¢epmeHTHpOBaHHBIX MUIIEBBIX NpoaykroB (Myer PR et al.,
2015), ouncTHBIX coopykeHui cTounbiX BoJ (Shabat SKB et al., 2016) u »kenyJO4HO-KHIIIEYHOTO TPaKTa
yenoBeka U KuBOTHBIX (Creevey CJ et al., 2014). HenaBuo yuénsie (Paz HA et al., 2016) coobmumu o
cOCTaBax pa3IMYHBIX OaKTEPHATBHBIX COOOIIECTB Y Pa3HBIX MOPOA KPYIHOTO poraroro ckora. Kpome to-
r0, HEKOTOPBIC OT/ENBHBIC DaKTepHaTbHBIE CO00MecTBa PyOlia ObUTH B 3HAYUTEIHHOMN CTEIICHH CBSI3aHEI C
napameTpamu (pepMeHTall1, KOTOpPhIE BIMSUIN Ha BEIPAaOOTKY Moiioka kopoB (Golder HM et al., 2014).

[Ipemapatsl pacTUTEIHHOTO MPOUCXOXKICHHS, IPUMEHSIEMBIC IJIsI KOPPEKIMH MHIEBAPUTETEHOTO
mporiecca, 3aHUMAIOT IO TPETH BCEro CIMCOYHOTO COCTaBa, MCIIOIB3YEMOTo TpH JICUeHHH 3a00JIeBaHNi
OpraHoB mnuiieBapeHusa. K dumciny mocieqHWX OTHOCSATCA TpenapaThl, MPOM3BOAMMBIE M3 AKCTPAKTa
Quercus cortex (9Qc) (Deryabin DG and Tolmacheva AA, 2015).

Y CTaHOBIIEHO, YTO KOMIUIEKC PACTUTENIBHBIX CYyOCTaHIUM, MPUCYTCTBYIOUINX B 3KCTPAKTE KOPHI
ny6a (Quercus cortex), IPOSIBUII BBIPAXXEHHYIO CIIOCOOHOCTH K ITOJIABJIICHHUIO YyBCTBAa KBOpyMa y OakTe-
puii. bronornueckass akTHBHOCTh IKCTPAKTOB JIGKAPCTBEHHBIX PACTEHUH OINpPEeNsieTcsi COBMECTHBIM 3¢-
(eKTOM IPUCYTCTBYIOIINX B HUX MAaJbIX MOJIEKYJI, OKa3bIBAIOIINX CyMMapHOE BO3JEHCTBHE Ha CHCTEMY
«KBOPYM CEHCHHI» MMaTOTeHHbIX MUKpoopranu3mMoB (Muhammed AA and He J, 2018).

Takxum 00pa3oM, MOHUMaHKE 3TOTO M HAKOIUIEHHBIA HAyYHBIA IMMOTECHIIHAI MIPEICTABIIN HAM BO3-
MOYXHOCTB TIOAPOOHO M3Y4HUTh MUKPOOHOM pyOlia IIpH BBEJCHUH B PAIlMOH MOJIOJHSAKA KPYITHOTO pOraTo-
r'0 CKOTa 3KCTpakTa Quercus cortex.

eab ucciexoBanmsi.
Uzydenune BmustHUSI dKCTpakTa Quercus cortex Ha TIEPEBapUMOCTh KOPMOBOTO CyOCTpaTa M MUK-
pobuoM py0I11a KpyITHOTO POTaTOro CKOTA.
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MarepuaJjibl 4 MeTOABI HCCJIEA0BAHMSA

O0beKT uccjae0BaHUsA. bbIUKM KpacHOW CTENMHOW MOpoJibl B Bo3pacte 13 mecsieB; pyOioBas
KHUJKOCTb.

OO6ciy>xuBaHNE KUBOTHBIX M SKCIEPHUMEHTAJIbHBIE UCCIEJOBAaHUS OBUIN BBIIOJIHEHBI B COOTBET-
CTBUU C MHCTPYKIMAMH U pekoMeHnanusamMu Russian Regulations, 1987 (Order No. 755 on 12.08.1977 the
USSR Ministry of Health) and «The Guide for Care and Use of Laboratory Animals (National Academy
Press Washington. D.C. 1996). Ilpn BbIIONHEHHN HCCIIEAOBaHUIN OBUIM MPENNPUHATHI YCHIIHSA, YTOOBI
CBECTH K MUHHMYMY CTpaJlaHHsl )KUBOTHBIX 1 YMEHBILECHHS KOJTHYeCcTBa 00pa3LoB.

Cxema skcnepumenTa. MccnenoBanus npoBoauiinch Ha 0asze LleHTpa KOJIJIEKTUBHOTO MOJIB30Ba-
Hust DenepanbHOro HAyYHOTO IEHTPa OMONIOTHYEeCKHX CHCTEM M arpoTexHoJioruii Poccuiickolt akagemun
Hayk (PHL BCT PAH).

DU3HONOrHYeCKUe HCCIeI0BaHUs NMPOBOAWINCH Ha IPOM3BOJCTBEHHOM YyuacTke IlokpoBckoro
CEeNbCKOX03AHUCTBEHHOT0 KoJutemka-pummana @I'bOY BO «OpeHOyprekuii rocy1apCTBEHHBIN arpapHbIi
YHUBEPCHUTETY.

B xauecTBe BemecTBa «anti-quorumy HMCIIONB30BANCSA 3KCTPAKT Quercus cortex, TPEICTaBIIO-
mui co0o0i MOPOIIOK KPACHOBATO-KOPHUUHEBOTO LIBETA C XapaKTEPHBIM 3allaXxOM, PaCTBOPUMBIH B BOJE.
[IpomsBogurens — AO «KpacHoropcknekcpeacta» (r. Kpacnoropck, Poccust).

Okctpakt Quercus cortex ObUT TIOTYUYeH IIPH CMEIIMBAHUN TOYHBIX HABECOK B COOTHOIICHHH 1:10
C TUCTWIIIIMPOBAHHOW BOJIOM, BBIICPKMBAHUH Ha KHIIAIIEH BoasHoH 6ane 30 MuH, ¢ mocieayromei ¢gpub-
Tpalye U OTXKUMOM 4Yepe3 QUIBTPYIONIMA KOMIOHEHT. [lodyueHHBIH 3KCTpaKT NeHTpUudyrupoBanu npu
2000 06./MUH TTPOJOIKUTEILHOCTBIO 15 MHHYT.

CocraB skctpakTa Quercus cortex ObUI ONpenenéH METOIOM BBICOKOA((EKTUBHOM >KUIKOCTHOM
xpomatorpaduu (BOXKX) na xomonke HP-5MS u Brirouan 36 akTHBHBIX BEHIECTB: TAUIOBYIO M 3JUIaro-
BYIO KHCIJIOTBI, TAHMH, KBEPIETHUH, TUPOTaJION, MPONMIPE3OPLUH, KyMapuH, CKOMOJIETHH, KOHU(pEPHIIO-
BBl CIIVIPT, BAHWJIMH, aHTHAPOI H T. II.

B nepuon uccnenoBanunii xuBOTHRIE ObIIM paszaeneHsl Ha 4 rpymmsl (n=3). KonrponsHas (6e3
BBesieHN), | onbITHas rpymma — Q¢ (2,6 mr/mi), II — 2Q0c¢ (3,3 mr/mn), 111 — DQ0c¢ (4,2 mMr/mi).

JIis u3yueHusi CBOMCTB KOPMOBOM T100aBKH METOJIOM «in Situ» UCTIONb30BaIH 5,0 T BEICYLIEHHOTO
U pa3MoioToro obpasia kopma. KopMm nomemnianu B HEUIOHOBBIE MEIIOYKU U MOTPYKAIU yepe3 Gpucryiy
B pyOer Ob19k0B Ha 3 M 6 yacoB 3kcro3uiuy. [1o ucTeueHnn BpeMeHn MEIIOYKH M3BJICKaH, TIPOMBIBAIIN
¥ BBICYIIMBAIM C ITOCIENYIONIMM OIpe/esieHHEeM IepeBapUMOCTH CYyXOro BeIIeCTBa KOopMa B pyOre 1mo

thopmyse:
X = % X 100% ,
rre: X — ko3¢ UIKEeHT IepeBapuMOCTH CYyX0ro BemiecTBa kopma (%);
A — Macca Meniouka ¢ KopMoM (T);
B — macca Memrouka rocie nepeBapruBaHUS W BRICYIIMBAHUA (T);
C — macca obOpasna xopma (T).

OT160p pyOLOBOH KHUIAKOCTH MPOBOJMIICS Y OBIYKOB Uepe3 XpPOHUUECKYIO (PUCTyIy pyOla B KOJIH-
gectBe 200 mi yepe3 3 daca mocie kopmieHus. [IpoObl GuUIbTpOBAIM Yepe3 CTEPUIBLHYIO Mapiito, Clo-
JKEHHYIO B YETBIpE CJ051, 00pa3Ipl COAep)KUMOTo pyOra MoMeIaIn B CTepHIIbHBIE TPOOUPKH, yOupanu B
YJIBTPaHU3KOTEMIIEPATYPHBIH JabopatopHbiii Moposwibhuk ARKTIKO npu t -80 °C ¢ mocnemyromum
BBIJICTIEHHEM O4HIIeHHBIX npenaparoB JJHK ¢ 1ienpro n3ydeHns MeTareHOMHOTO COCTaBa pyOIOBOTO Co-
JIEPKUMOTO.

Buioenenue JIHK npocmetiwux. Tlocne pasmoposku 6panu 400 MK CyCIIeH3UH, TO0ABISLIA CMECh
cTeKIsHHBIX mapukoB d=0,1 n 0,5 MM B 00BbEMe, paBHOM npuMepHO 1/3 0T 00BEMA )KUAKOCTH B ITPOOUp-
ke. CMech rOMOTEHU3HUPOBAIIM 10 3 MHUH Ha MaKCUMAaJIbHON CKOpOcTH. Jlajee CcycrneH3ut0 MHKYyOupoBaiu
npu 195 °C B Teuenne 10 mun. Berpsaxusanu Ha BopTekce 1 nenTpudyruposam 10 mun npu 14500 06./MuH.
CyrmepHaTaHT IEPEHOCHIA B HOBYIO IPOOUPKY. B To BpeMst kak 00pa3Ifsl IEHTPpHPYTHPYIOTCS, TOOABIISLITH
200 mxa pactBopa Binding Matrix B uucteie 2,0 mu1 koandeckne npobupku. Ileperocnmm kononky SPIN
Filter B unctyto 1,9 mn Catch npobupky. Jo6asnsim 50 mxn TES. [[nst pecycnieHIMpOBaHUsS MaTpUKCa
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cMmech niepememuBani. O6pasiisl neHTpudyruposanu npu 14000 06./MHUH B TeueHUE 2 MUH, YTOOBI SITIOU-
poBath oumineHnyto JIHK B umnctyro Catch mpoOupky. MeTareHOMHBIH COCTaB COACPKHMOI0 pyOIa
ompenemsuics meromoMm NGS cexBernpoBanus Ha mpudbope MiSeq.

Oo0opynoBanne n TexHu4YecKkne cpeacTBa. ['a3oBbIil XxpoMarorpad ¢ Macc-CeJIeKTHBHBIM JIETEK-
topoM GQCMS 2010 Plus («Shimadzuy, Anonus), ynpTpaHU3KOTEMIIEPATyPHBIN J1a00PaTOPHBII MOPO-
smrpHEK ARKTIKO ULUF 65 («Arktikoy, lanms), romorenmsarop Tissue Lyser («Qiageny, ['epmanus),
prubop 1 cexsenuposanust MiSeq («Illumina», CIHA), nearpugyra MiniSpin («MerckKGaA», I'ep-
Mmanus), neHrpudyra meaunuuckas OIlH-8 («/lacram», Poccus), mkad cymmusnsii 11IC-80-01-CITY
(«Cmonenckoe CKTB CITVY», Poccus).

CraTucTuyeckasi oopadoTka. Pe3ynprarhl, Moay4YeHHBIC B HCCIEAOBAHMUSIX, ObIITH 00paboTaHbl ¢
moMoIIpi0  O(UCHOTO TporpaMMHoro komiurekca «Microsoft Office» ¢ mpuMeHeHHMeM HporpaMMsl
«Excel» («Microsofty, CIIIA) ¢ o6paboTkoii nanHbIX B «Statistica 10.0» («Stat Soft Inc.», CIIIA), Bxitto-
yasi ompeJieNIeHrne cpenHel apupmMernueckoid BennuuHbl (M), cTangapTHO#M omnOKu cpenneit (m). Ctatu-
CTHYECKYIO OICHKY ITPOBOIMIN C TOMOIIBIO t-KpuTepust CThIOIEHTa, IPH HEHOPMAIBFHOM pacIpeeeHIH
3HAYCHUI IPUMEHSIIN HellapaMeTpuieckuil Mmetos MaHHa- YUTHU.

Pe3yabTaThl Hcciie10BaHUIA.

o pesynpraTam nccien0BaHUN in ity YCTAHOBICHO, YTO MEPEBAPUMOCTh CYXOT'O BEIECTBa KOp-
MOBBIX JI00aBOK YBEIWYHUBACTCS MPH A00aBIEHUH 3KCTpakTa Quercus cortex (puc. 1).
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Puc. 1 — IlepeBapuMOCTh CyX0ro BeliecTBa KOPMa in situ mocje 3 4acoB IKCIO3HIUH
B pyoue, %. * — P<0,05

Figure 1 — Digestibility of dry matter in situ after 3 hours of exposure in rumen, %.
* — P<0.05

ITo ycTeyeHNH 3-4acoBO HKCIIO3UIMHN IIEPEBAPHMOCTD CYXOTO BEILECTBA BO BCEX ONBITHBIX IPYII-
I1ax M0 OTHOLICHMIO K KOHTPOJIBHOH Bo3pacTaina. Tak, Mpy BBeACHUHN 3KcTpakTa Quercus cortex (3,3 Mr/mi) me-
peBapuMocTh ObuTa Gombire Ha 2,43 % (P<0,05) oTHOCHTENHHO KOHTPOJISI COOTBETCTBEHHO. [IpiMeHeHne
aKkcTpakra Quercus cortex (4,2 mr/min) OpUi0 MeHee d(P(EKTHBHO M yBEIMYMBANIO IepeBapuMocTh Ha 1,3 %
(P<0,05).

INepeBaprMocTs mocie 6 4acoB MOATBEPIKIAeT MOTyIeHHbIH 3(p(heKT BBeIEHNS MpenaparoB (prc. 2).

HawuGonpIas nepeBaprMOCTh HAOMIONACTCS TP TIPUMEHEHHH dKCTpakTa Quercus cortex (3,3 mr/mi),
410 HocToBepHO Ha 6,33 % (P<0,01) Bbiue kouTposst. [Ipumenenue sxcrpakra Quercus cortex (4,2 Mr/mi) cro-
cOOCTBYeT yBETMUEHHIO TIEPEeBAPHMOCTH CYXOTro BemecTBa kopma Ha 2,53 % (P<0,05).
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Puc. 2 — IlepeBapuMOCTDb CyX0r0 BelllecTBa KOPMA in situ mocje 6 4acoB IKCIO3HIUH
B pyoue, %. * — P<0,05; ** — P<0,01
Figure 2 — Digestibility of dry matter in situ after 6 hours of exposure in rumen, %.
* - P<0.05; ** - P<0.01

Jlyis mydiiero mOHUMAaHUs OEHCTBUS dKCeTpakTa Quercus cortex Ha MUKPOOMOM pyOlia KpyITHOTO
poraToro CKoTa HaMu OBbLI MPOBEIEH METAarecHOMHBIA aHAIN3 PyOIIOBOM KHIKOCTH yepe3 3 yaca mocie
KOPMJICHHS, C JO3MPOBKOH, MOKa3aBIIIeH HAWITYUIINi pe3ysIbTaT 10 epeBapuMocTH (3,3 Mr/mi).

MuKpoopranu3Mel pyOIia Urpar0T BaXKHYIO POJIb B 00CCIICYCHUU SHEPIeTHICCKUX MOTPEOHOCTEN
JKUBOTHBIX MYTEM IMPEeoOpa30oBaHUs OPraHUYCCKUX COCAMHEHHH B KOPME JUIS MPOH3BOJCTBA IMOJIC3HOM
SHEPTHUH.

AHanM3 MOXyYeHHBIX B DKCIIEPUMEHTE JAHHBIX MMOKA3aJ, YTO MPEeoOIaaloiM TaKCOHOM B pyO-
IIe TOJONBITHBIX XHUBOTHBIX sBIsieTCs Bacteria — 99,9 % oT oOmiero 4ucna KiacCH(PpUIUPOBAHHBIX MUK-
poopranuzmos (puc. 3).

| [ - \ |
Bacteroi [Bacteroide | Faecalibactel
| [Clostridiaceae| *
) [rium

|prevotellac dia

Puc. 3 - MerareHoMHBbIii aHAIU3 PYOLIOBOIi KMIKOCTH NOJONBITHBIX ’KUBOTHBIX
B KOHTPOJIbHOIi rpyime
Figure 3 — Metagenomic analysis of ruminal fluid in experimental animals in the control group
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Haubonee Bctpeyaembie B npobax dunymsl: Bacteroidetes, Firmicutes, Proteobacteria — cooT-
BeTcTBeHHO 42,0, 41,0 1 5,0 % 0T 0bmIero yrcia GakTepuil, CoOmepIKAIIUXCS B pPyOLIOBON KUIKOCTH.

TaxcoHOMHYECKHH cocTaB pyOIIOBOH JKHAKOCTH KOHTPOJIBHOM TPYIIIBI OBLT ITPEACTaBIICH § Kitac-
camu, U3 HUX npeBanupoBaiu Bacteroidia — 35,05 %; Clostridia — 27,0; Bacilli — 13,7; Sphingobacteriia —
5,0 %, ocTanbHbIe B COBOKYMHOCTH cocTaBisuin 4,0 % oT o01iero yrcia GakTepuil.

JoMuHNpyromum ceMeicTBOM Kiacca Bacteroidia sBisnocsk Prevotellaceae — 19,0 % ot obmero
gmcia, Takke Streptococcaceae — 11,0 % u Lachnospiraceae — 10,0 %, npunaiexanie xiaccam Bacilli
u Clostridia.

TakCOHOMHYECKHI COCTAaB ObUT MPEACTABICH OAKTEPHSIMH, OTHOCSIIMMUCS K TAKHM POJaM, Kak
Prevotella (22,6 % ot koHTpOIS), Streptococcus (11,6 % ot xkouTpois), Butyrivibrio (2,3 % 0T KOHTpOIIs),
Pedobacter (4,0 % ot xouTpons). He xraccupunmposannsie Oakrepuu coctaBimsua 17,0 % ot obmiero
YHUCIIa MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB.

BumoBoe pasHoobOpaswe B COACPKUMOM pyOlla KOHTPOJIBHOH TPYIIBl OBLIO IMPEACTaBICHO
Streptococcus bovis — 8,0 %, Prevotella ruminicola — 3,0 %, Butyrivibrio proteoclasticus — 2,0 % u3 694 Gak-
TepHUATBHOH Pa3HOBUIHOCTH B TIpo0de.

IIpu MeTareHOMHOM aHaIHM3e PyOIIOBOM JKUAKOCTH JKUBOTHBIX, IMOJIyYaBIIHMX 3KCTPAKT Quercus
cortex (3,3 mr/mi), uneHTHGHUIIPOBaHO 24 drryma, U3 HUX 8 KIIacCU(HUIUPOBAHEI (puC. 4).

Puc. 4 —- MerareHoOMHbIH aHAJU3 PyOLOBOI KUTKOCTH MOAOMBITHBIX ;KHBOTHBIX, MOJIYYaBIINX
3KCTPaKT Quercus cortex
Figure 4 — Metagenomic analysis of cicatricial fluid in experimental animals treated
with Quercus cortex extract

Hcnone3zoBanue skctpakta Quercus cortex B KOPMIEHHH MOJIOJHAKA KPYITHOTO poraTtoro CKorta
COMPOBOXKJAIOCH CHI)KEHHEM uunciia OakTepuid B pyOle, oTHocsIuXcs K punymy Bacteroidetes, Ha 1,6 %
OT KOHTPOJIS, U yBEIMICHUEM YHCICHHOCTH dmnyma Firmicutes Ha 1,7 % OT KOHTPOJIS, YTO BBIPAKAIOCH
B U3MEHEHHH JOJIH B MUKpOOHOIeH03¢e npencrasurene kinaccoB Clostridia, Bacteroidia n Bacilli.

B pamkax takcoHOB Firmicutes u Proteobacteria oTMedanock CHIDKeHHE 4HciIa OaKkTepuid Kiiac-
coB Clostridia (Ha 8,8 % ot xoHTpOIsT), Negativicutes (Ha 3,0 % OT KOHTpONBHOU Tpymiel). Torna Kak B
pamMkax TakcoHa Bacteroidetes HaOMIONATIOCH YBEMYECHHE YMCIICHHOCTH OakTepuid kiacca Bacilli Ha 13,5 % ot
KOHTPOILS, YTO B OCHOBHOM OBLTO HE CBSI3aHO C YBENMUYCHHEM TIpeAcTaBuTenei p. Streptococcus (Ha 14,4 % ot
o0riero uncia).
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B ombITHO# Tpymme BbIABIEHO 665 TaKCOHOMHUYECKHUX KaTeropuii, Hanbosee mpeodaagaroiMu
SBITUCh 8 W3 HUX, B TOM uucie Streptococcus bovis — 14,5 %, Prevotella ruminicola — 3,1 %,
Butyrivibrio proteoclasticus — 1,5 % o1 o0mero 4nciia MUKpOOPTaHU3MOB.

BBenenne B pammoH oskcrpakta Quercus cortex CHOCOOCTBOBAJIO YMEHBIICHHIO YCIOBHO-
MIaTOT€HHBIX MUKPOOPTaHM3MOB, @ UMEHHO TIpeicTaBuTeNnel poxa Enterobacter — na 1,1 %, Melissococcus — Ha
19,0 %, Serratia —ua 57,2 % OTHOCUTEIHLHO KOHTPOJIS.

OO0cyskaeHne N0JIy4eHHBIX Pe3y/IbTaTOB.

OpxHO¥ W3 TIaBHBIX MPOOJIEM COBPEMEHHOTO YKMBOTHOBOJCTBA SIBISETCS HEBO3ZMOXKHOCTD IIHPO-
KOTO WCIIOJIb30BAaHUA aHTHOMOTHKOB. DTO CBS3aHO C OECTpelieIEHTHBIM pa3BUTHEM aHTHOWOTHKOPE3H-
CTEHTHOCTH IAaTOT€HHOW MHUKPO(MIOPHI M NPSAMOHN yrpo30i BCceMy UYelIOBEYEeCTBY. 3HAYHUMOCTh HPOOIIEMBI
IUTS )KUBOTHOBOJICTBA OIIPENENISICTCS. OTPOMHBIMU MaciuTabaMu motpebiaeHns aHTHONOTHKOB, 10 50 % oT
MupoBoro npouspojicTea (Gupta PD and Birdi TJ, 2017).

BwMmecre ¢ TeM HONHBIN 3ampeT aHTHOMOTHKOB B XKMBOTHOBOJCTBE HMPUBENET K BCIUIECKY 3a0oie-
BaeMOCTH paznuunbiMu nHpekimsamu (Gadde U et al., 2017). AnbTepHaTHBONH aHTHOUOTHKOB, BO3MOXKHO,
CTaHyT CpEJICTBa, IPOM3BeNE¢HHbIe U3 pacTuTenbHOro cbipbs (Kim JE et al., 2015). ITo paznu4HbIM OI1eH-
KaM PacTHUTENIbHbIE KCTPAKTH HCIIONB3yIoTCs mouTH 80 % HaceneHus Mupa, TIaBHBEIM 00pa3oM B pa3BH-
BAIOIMXCS CTpaHax, JJIs OKA3aHWS MEPBUYHON MeIuKo-caHnTapHO# momomu (Valenzuela-Grijalva NV et
al., 2017). PacTurensHble SKCTPAKTHI, TAK)KE N3BECTHBIE KakK (PUTOOMOTHKH, HUCIONB3YIOTCS B KOPMIICHUH
JKUBOTHBIX, B YACTHOCTH B KaueCTBE MPOTHBOMUKPOOHBIX, IPOTUBOBOCHIAINUTEIBHBIX, aHTHOKCUAAHTHBIX
W IpoTUBONapa3uTapHeix areHToB (Mihaylova D et al., 2018).

OpHUM 13 aKTHBHBIX Hayall JIEKapCTBEHHBIX PACTEHNH, pealn3yeMbIX IPH MOJaBJIeHUH yCIOBHO-
MATOTEHHOW MUKPOQIIOPHI, ABJISIOTCA WHTMOUTOPHI CUCTEMBI YyBCTBUTEILHOCTH KBOpyMa (QS) y Oakre-
puii (Tolmacheva AA et al., 2014).

Kak crmemyer n3 MONMy4eHHBIX HAMH PE3YJIbTAaTOB, IKCTPAKT Quercus cortex OKa3bIBaeT HEIIO-
CPEICTBEHHOE BO3ACUCTBUE HA TIEPEBAPUMOCTh CYXOro BemecTBa in situ ot 2,40 % (P<0,05) mo 6,50 %
(P<0,01) oTHOCHUTENBHO KOHTPOJSI COOTBETCTBEHHO. BO3MOXHO, YTO OTY4AaCTH 3TH 3(P(HEKTHl CBSI3aHBI C
MPUCYTCTBUEM B KOpe Ay0a KBEPLETHHOB, CHOCOOHBIX BIHSTH HA MIEPEBAPUMOCTD MUTATEIBHBIX BEIIECTB
B pyOI11e KpymHOTro poraroro ckora (Anantasook N et al., 2015).

HaubGonpmiee 3HaueHne nepeBapuMOCTH KOPMOBOTO cyOcTpaTa Mbl HaOJIIOali MIPH MCIOIB30-
BaHuu DQc npu no3uposke 3,3 mMr/mi. [lpu yBenuuennn n03upoBok D¢ NepeBapuMOCTb YMEHBINANACH.
Ha nmam B3, 5ToT 3pQeKT cBs3aH ¢ TEM, YTO KOIHMYECTBO AYOMIHHBIX BEIIECTB, COACPIKAIINXCS B KOPE
nyOa, BO3/EHCTBYyeT Ha MHKpOOHOM pyOIla YacTWYHO JIeHaTypanued Oeilka, TeM CaMbIM MPOHCXOIUT
YMEHBIICHHE TIPOIIEHTHOTO COOTHOIEH s epeBapumocT (Atlanderova K et al., 2019).

JKBauHbIe >KMBOTHBIC 3aBHUCSAT OT COOOIIECTBa MHUKpPOOOB pyOIa, 4ToOBI MpEBpaIiath rpyoble
KOpMa B JIETy4YHe KUPHBIE KHCIOTH U MUKpOOHBIN Oenok (Franzolin R and Wright ADG, 2016). U3BecT-
HO, YTO TIpHpoJa KopMa W (U3MKO-XUMHYECKHE M3MEHEHWS, BBI3BaHHBIE €ro ()epMeHTanuel, crocod-
CTBYIOT Pa3BUTHIO ONpENeNIEHHBIX MUKPOOHBIX SKOTUIIOB B TBEPIOH M kuaKoi daszax pydua (Kim YH et
al., 2016).

[osiBneHNE TEXHOJIOTHH CEKBEHUPOBAHUS CIIEIYIOIIErO MOKOJICHHS, TAKMX KaK CEKBEHUPOBAHHE
reroB 16S pPHK, mo3Bosmio oxapaktepn3oBaTh CTpyKTypy KumedHoro mukpooroma CRC B moctymHoM
U He TpeOyromeM KyJIbTUBHPOBaHHA IT0/IX0/Ie, a TaKKe K OoJiee IMUPOKOMY HCIIOIb30BAaHUIO METareHOM-
HOT'O aHau3a JJI U3YUYEeHHsI CIIOKHBIX KUIIIEYHBIX SKOCUCTEM, TakuX Kak pyben (Lima J et al., 2019).

Baecenne B paiioH KUBOTHBIX D¢ CABUTANO YCTOSBIIEECS PaBHOBECHE MHUKPOOPTAaHH3MOB B
CTOPOHY T€X, KOTOPBIC OTBEUYAIOT 3a JIYUIIYIO IIEPEeBApPUBAEMOCTh KOPMa, B YaCTHOCTH, ITOBBIIICHUE YHUC-
neHHocTH Proteobacteria w Firmicutes, a Takxke CHOCOOCTBOBAJIO YMEHBIICHHIO YCIOBHO-IIATOTEHHBIX
MHUKpPOOPTaHW3MOB, 2 UMEHHO TIpeJicTaBuTeNiel pona Enterobacter — va 1,1 %, Melissococcus — Ha 19,0 %, Ser-
ratia —Ha 57,2 % OTHOCUTENBHO KOHTPOJIS.

3Ha4YNMBIM B Tpynmnax Obl1 BUx Streptococcus bovis, IpH TOBBIIEHAN KOTOPOTO MPOHUCXOIUIIO
yBEJIMYEHNE NTEPEeBapUMOCTH CyXOT0 BEIECTBA KOpMa.
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Panee mokaszaHo, 4TO KOpPMJIEHHE IIOPOCST PACTHTEIBHBIM 3KCTPAKTOM W3 APEBECHHBI, COOED-
XKaIUM TaHWH, MOXET IPUBECTH K YJIy4IICHUIO IIEPEeBapIMOCTH KOPMa U CHI)KEHHIO IIPOTEOTUTHYCCKUX
MHKpPOOHMaBbHBIX peaknuii kummednnka (Peng M et al., 2019).

BbiBoabl.
Beenenwne sxcrpakta Quercus cortex B KOPM COIIPOBOXKIAETCS yBEINICHUEM NIEPEBAPUMOCTH CY-
XOT0 BEIECTBA in situ, Hanbojee 3HAUNTEIBHO B JO3UPOBKE 3,3 MI/MIL.

[Ipemapar skcrpakra Quercus cortex OKa3pIBajd 3HAYMMOE BIIMSHUEC HA COOTHOIIEHHE IPaMOT-
pHULIATEIBHOM U TPaMITONOKUTEIFHON MUKPOQIIOpH pyOua. B skcnepuMeHTe BBISBICHO NMPeodsagaHue B
Oonbieit crenenn Bacteroidetes (Ha 1,6 % OT KOHTPOJIS) ¥ YBEIMICHUE YACICHHOCTH Qrtyma Firmicutes
(1a 1,7 % OT KOHTPOJIsS), YTO BBIPAXKAIOCh B U3MCHEHUU JIOJH B MUKPOOHOIICHO3E MPEICTABUTENEH KIlac-
coB Clostridia, Bacteroidia w Bacilli. 3naunMbIM B Tpynmnax Obut Buf Streptococcus bovis, mpu TOBBILIE-
HUH KOTOPOT'O MPOUCXOIIIIO YBEIUUYECHUE IEPEBAPUMOCTH CyXOTO BEIIeCTBA KOpMa.

[Tony4yeHHple pe3ynbTaThl YKa3bIBAalOT Ha IEPCHEKTUBHOCTh MeToaa 16S Metagenomics ajis
U3ydYeHUs] MUKpoOHnoMa pyoOria, TeMa TpeOyeT NaTbHEHIINX HCCIIEeOBAHUM, YTOOBI MaKCHMalIbHO YBEIU-
YUTh MOTSHIIMAI KOPPEKIIMK PYOIIOBOTO MUIIEBAPEHUSI.
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