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AHHOTanms1. B cBsi3u ¢ TakuMu mpobiaeMamu, Kak pOCT YMCICHHOCTH HACENICHUs, HEXBaTKa PECypCcoB U
BOIIPOCHI M3MEHEHUS KJIMMaTa BO3MOXKHOCTH Pa3pabOTKU M BHEAPCHUS B )KHBOTHOBOTYECKYIO TPAKTUKY
TEXHOJIOTUH, IMUTHPYIOIIUX paboTy pyOlia >KBaYHBIX KUBOTHBIX, KOTOPBIE OYAyT CIIOCOOCTBOBAThH YBE-
JMYESHUIO TPOU3BOJICTBA MPOJIOBOJIBCTBHS, HA CErOJHSIIHUN JIeHb BhI3bIBA€T 0COOBIN MHTepec. VIMeHHO
10 ATON MPUYMHE BAXKHBIM SBIISIETCS BCECTOPOHHEE M3YUCHHE BHIOBOTO COCTaBa M MEXaHM3Ma KOMMEH-
CAJIbHBIX B3aUMOJICHCTBUN MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB MHKPOOMOMA pyOIla KBAYHBIX KHBOTHBIX B 3aBUCHMOCTH
OT pa3nuyHbIX (akTopoB. CEKBCHUPOBAHUE T'EHOMA STHX OPTaHU3MOB U COOpKA YEPHOBBIX TE€HOMOB U3
METareHOMHBIX JIJAHHBIX MPUOJIM3UT HAC K 3aBEPLICHUI0 BCEOOBEMITIONICH ITAOHHOW KOJJICKIIMK F€HOMa
JUIE BOBMOXXHOCTH HMCKYCCTBEHHOT'O BOCIPOM3BEACHUS COOOIIECTBA MHUKPOOPraHU3MOB. JlaHHBIA 0030p
HATpaBJICH Ha aHAJIN3 PE3yJIbTATOB HOBEHIINX METaréHOMHBIX, METaTAKCOHOMHYCCKHUX M METaTpaH-
CKPUIITOMHBIX HCCIICIOBAaHUI, OCHOBAaHHBIX HA CEKBEHUPOBaHUU cienayromiero mokonenus (NGS), 3arpa-
TMBAIOIIMX PAa3JIHUYHbIE aCIIEKThl MUKPOOHOMa pyOlia, TaKhe KaK BIUSHAE KOPMOBOH J0O0ABKU WU PalHo-
Ha Ha MUKPOOHOM pyOIla, 3aBHCHMOCTh COCTaBa MUKpOOHOMa pyOlia OT reHEeTHKH XO03s51MHa, paHHHUE MPU-
3HAKH KOJIOHHM3AIMU MOJOAOro pyOra, pasHooOpasue ¢pepMeHTOB U T. 1. DyHIaMEHTAIBEHBIE BOIPOCHI
OTHOCHUTENIBHO COCTaBa MHUKpPOOHOMa pyOIla, CIOCOOHOCTH €r0 COOOIIEeCTB COOMPAThCS B TEUCHHUE KU3HU
JKHBOTHOTO M TPEJCKa3yeMOCTH IPOIeCCOB cOOpkU Bcé emé He perieHbl. JlanpHeile ucciieoBanus,
CIOCOOCTBYIOIIKE TIIyOOKOMY TTOHMMAaHHUIO CTPYKTYPBI U (PYHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS MHKpoOWOMa pyOria, mos3-
BOJIIT HAM IMTOTEHITMAFHO TPEACKa3aTh M ONPENCINTh, KaK U KOT/Ia MBI MOJKEM BMEIIMBATHCS B MPOIECC
cOOpKH MUKPOOHOMA TSI MOJTYJISIIIUH STONH 3KOCUCTEMBI.

KuaroueBble ciioBa: jxBauHbIe )KUBOTHBIC, KPYITHBIH poratelii CKOT, COCTaB MHKpoOHOMa pyOiia, Onopeax-
TOp, CEKBEHUPOBAHHE, TCHETHKA.
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Summary. In connection with such problems as population growth, scarcity of resources and climate
change problems, possible development and implementation of livestock technologies that simulate the
work of the rumen of ruminants and increase food production, is of particular interest today. For this rea-
son, it is important to have a comprehensive study of species composition and mechanism of commensal
interactions of microorganisms in the rumen microbiome of ruminants, depending on various factors. Ge-
nome sequencing of these organisms and assembling draft genomes from metagenomic data will bring us
closer to completing a comprehensive genome reference collection for the possibility of artificial repro-
duction of the microbial community. This review is aimed at analyzing the results of the latest meta-
genomic, metataxonomic and metatranscriptome studies based on next generation sequencing (NGS), af-
fecting various aspects of the rumen microbiome, such as the effect of feed additive or diet on the rumen
microbiome, the dependence of the composition of rumen microbiome on host genetics, early signs of
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young rumen colonization, a variety of enzymes, etc. Fundamental questions regarding the composition of
the rumen microbiome, the ability of its communities to assemble during the life of an animal and the pre-
dictability of assembly processes are still not resolved. Further research that furthers a deeper understand-
ing of the structure and function of the rumen microbiome will enable us to potentially predict and deter-
mine how and when we can interfere with the microbiome assembly process to modulate this ecosystem.
Key words: ruminants, cattle, rumen microbiome composition, bioreactor, sequencing, genetics.

BBenenne.

[To paznu4HBIM OIlCHKaM HaceJeHue Hamiel ruianeTsl K 2050 romy mocturHeT 9,7 MUILIMapAOB
YEJI0BEK, YTO COMPSLKEHO C YBEIIIEHUEM ITOTPEOICHISI TIPOIOBOIBCTBEL Ha BenmmauHy 10 70 % (Sharon A et al.,
2018). OueBUIHO, YTO B COBPEMEHHBIX YCIOBUSX, MPH CYHIECTBYIOIIEM COCTOSIHUU CEJIbCKOXO3SHCTBEH-
HOTO TIPOM3BOJICTBA, UCUEPIIAHUU NMPUPOAHBIX PECYPCOB U INIOOATHHOM MOTEIUICHUH KIMMAaTa CTOJIb 3Ha-
YUTEIHHOE HapaIIMBaHUE MTPOU3BOACTBA MPOAOBOILCTBHS HEBO3MOXKHO 0€3 KapIWHAIBHBIX U3MECHCHHHA B
OpTaHU3aIUH TPOU3BOICTBA TIHIITH.

AHanu3 BO3MOXHBIX TOJIXOJIOB K PEIICHUIO 3TOW MPOOIEMBI TIO3BOJISIET MPUATH K TTOHUMAHHIO
TOT0, YTO INEPCIEKTUBHBIC TEXHOJOI'HMM MPOU3BOJCTBA MPOAYKTOB MHUTAHHUS M OyIyllee CEelbCKOXO03Sii-
CTBEHHOE MPOU3BOACTBO — 3TO HE UTO WHOE, KAK MHTEPIpETalrs YK€ CYIMIECTBYIOMNX MPUPOIHBIX TeX-
HOJIOTHA. B CBS3M ¢ 3TUM OXKUJaeMo, YTO MEPCIIEKTUBHBIC PEIICHUS 110 HAPANIMBAHUIO IPOU3BOICTBA
MIPOIOBOJILCTBHS B OJVDKAHIIAE TOABI CTAHYT BO3MOXKHBIMH 4Y€pe3 CO3JaHHUE MPOMBIIUICHHBIX TEXHOJIO-
THiA, TOCTPOSHHBIX HA MPUHIUIIAX PaOOThI MHUIEBAPUTEIHLHOIO alapaTa )KBauyHbIX. DTO YMO3aKITIOUCHHUE
Oasmpyercsi Ha ICTOPUIECKOM OTIBITEe BEDKUBAHUS YEJIOBEKa KaK BHIA, UYTO CTAJIO BO3MOKHBIM Yepe3 OIIo-
Py Ha JKBauHBIX, CIIOCOOHBIX TIepepabdaThiBaTh ONOJIOTHYECKHE CyOCTpaThl, HEe JOCTYIIHBIE s epMeHTa-
TUBHBIX CUCTEM uesioBeka. [Ipu 3ToM He caM MakpOOpTaHU3M JKBAYHBIX TPAHCHOPMUPYET PACTHTEIHHBIC
cyOCTpaThl, a MUJUIHAPBl MUKPOOPTaHM3MOB, MHOTOKPAaTHO IPEBBIIIAIOIINE OPraHU3M X03s1Ha 1o dep-
MeHTaTuBHOM BoopykEéHHOCTH (Bickhart DM and Weimer PJ, 2018).

OCHOBHBIC TPOIECCH THIIEBAPEHUS Y JKBAYHBIX OCYIICCTBIISIOTCSA B IPEIKEIyIKaX, B IIETIOM
MPEJCTABISAIONINX CO00H Y3KOCICIMATU3UPOBAHHBIA OHOPEAKTOp, TJI€ MHKPOOBI KOJOHU3UPYIOT H
TpaHchopmMupyrot pactutenbubiii Matepuan (Krause DO et al., 2003). BHyTpeHHsIs 4acTh OJTHOTO U3 OC-
HOBHBIX OTJIEJIOB MPEKETYIKOB — pyOIla BRICTIIaHA MHOTOCIIONHBIM IJIOCKUM 3ruTeareM (Baldwin RL et
al., 2004). IIpemxkemyaku criocoOHBI [UIMTETHLHOE BPEMs YICPKUBATh TBEPBIE YaCTHIBI KOpMa, obecte-
YUBasl YCJIOBUS ISl MEKpOOHOM (hepmeHTarmu morpebisieMbrx kopMoB (Yeoman CJ and White BA, 2014;
Brulc JM et al., 2009). Ilpu sToM mpoiiecc peryJiupyercs TakuM o0pa3oM, 9TO MPOUCXOJUT TOJIBKO Ya-
cTryHas (epMeHTanus. DTO MO3BOJIET OPTaHU3MY XO3SIMHA IOTJIOMIATH U HCIIOJIB30BATh IIPOMEXKYTOU-
HBIE MPOAYKTHI (pepMeHTarm aus cobctBeHHOro Merabonmmsma (Attwood GT et al., 2019). Ilommmo
BKJIaJIa B MEPEBAPUBAHUE KOPMa, MHUKPOOPTaHU3MBI PyOIlla CHHTE3UPYIOT OOJBIIOE KOJUYESCTBO IIEHHBIX
JUIs OpraHu3Ma >KMBOTHOTO OHMOJOTMYECKHX COCIMHEHHH, B YHCIE KOTOPBIX BUTAMHUHBI Ipynmnsl B
(Santschi DE et al., 2005).

YuuTHIBasA, YTO IEIUTION03a SBIISAETCS HauOOJee pacpOCTPaHEHHBIM OPTaHUIECKAM MOJIMMEPOM
Ha 3emile, criocoOHOCTh 3(p(eKTHBHO (EepPMEHTHPOBATH IEIUTIOJIONUTHYECKHE MaTepHalbl I03BOJISET
’KBAUHBIM >KUBOTHBIM HCIIOJIB30BATh OTPOMHBIE PECYPCHI M TEM CaMbIM PACIIUPSTH SKOJIOTUYECKYIO HHUIIY
gemoBeka (Hess M et al., 2011).

depMeHTAaTHBHAS AKTHBHOCTH, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIIAS IHINECBAPEHUIO KPYITHOTO PpOTATOTO CKOTAa,
obecrieunBaeTcsi pa3HOOOpa3HO IPyNIONH KOMMEHCAIBHBIX MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB, HACEIISIONINX pyOel], 1Mo
o0IMM Ha3BaHHEM MHUKPOOHOMOM pyOlia, KOTOPHIH XapaKTepU3yeTcsi BBICOKOU IUIOTHOCTBIO HACENICHHUS,
OOIUPHBIM pa3HOOOpa3ueM U CIIOKHOCTHIO B3aumozeiicTeuii (Brulec JM et al., 2009).

B pyO1ie 0OHapyKEHBI TpH MEPECEKAIONINECs MUKPOCPEbl, B KOTOPBIX COAEPIKATCS MUKPOOpra-
HU3MBL: KHIKas gasza cocraBisieT 25 % MUKpoOHOI Macchl, TBEpHas ¢asza cocramiser 70 % MUKpOOHOI

MAacChl ¥ SMUTENHAIBHBIEC KICTKH B COBOKYITHOCTH € MIPOCTEUIIIMMU, coaepxaiiie 5 % MUKPOOHOI Macchl
(Ishler V et al., 1996).
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MuxkpobuoTa TBEPAOH (ha3bl, IPUKPEIUIEHHAS K PACTUTEIFHOMY MaTepHally, HTPAET KIIOYCBYIO
pons B nepeBapuBanuu kinetdatku (McAllister TA et al., 1994) B To Bpemst kak xunkas ¢aza COASPKUT
OakTepuy, KOTOpble aKTHBHO YYaCTBYIOT B MeTabOJM3Me pacTBOPHUMBIX NHUTaTelIbHBIX BemiecTB (De
Mulder T et al., 2017). MukpoOHoTa SIHTENNATBHON (PpaKkIyy BHIIONHAET pa3sHble QyHKINHU, B TOM YHC-
ne noryomeHue kuciopona (Cheng KJ et al., 1979), ruaponu3 moueBunbl (Cheng KJ and Wallace RJ,
1979) u nepepabotky snurenmansHoil Tkanu (Dinsdale D et al., 1980).

CocraB MuKpoOnoMa py01ia orpesiensieTcsi FeHOTHIIOM XO035MHA, €r0 BO3PacToM, TUETOH, CE30HOM
U LETBIM PSJIOM Jpyrux GaxTtopoB. MukpoOHnoTa pyOIia cocTOUT U3 6a30BOro Habopa MUKPOOPTraHU3MOB
u BapuabensHoi MukpoOuoThl (Creevey CJ et al., 2014; Henderson G et al., 2015). OcHoBHas MUKpoOHO-
Ta BCTPEYAETCS B IIUPOKOM reorpauaeckoM AMANa30He W COCTOUT M3 PAa3IMYHBIX TAaKCOHOB, KOTOPEIC
YBEIMYMBAIOT WM YMEHBIIAIOT CBOIO YHCIIEHHOCTh B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT panrona nuranus (Henderson G et
al., 2015), uTo B KOHEUHOM UTOTE O0eCreYrBacT ObICTPYIO U aJICKBATHYIO aIallTAIlUI0 K HOBBIM yCIIOBUSM
nmutanus (Dieho K et al., 2017; Schéiren M et al., 2017). Cunraercs, 4To iepeMeHHas WU WHIUBUIYaTb-
Hasi MUKPOOHOTa SABJISIETCS PE3yJbTaTOM B3aMMOAEHCTBHS I'€HETHYECKHX M HETCHETHYECKHX aTpuOyTOB
(Malmuthuge N et al., 2017).

Muxpoouom pyoua.

Muxkpobuom pyOua — 3TO CIOXKHOE COOOMECTBO MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB, IpUMEpHO Ha 95 % mpen-
cTaBJeHHOe Oakrepusmu, Ha 2-5 % — apxesmu u Ha 0,1-1,0 % — sykapnoramu, KOTOpbIe aKTHBHO pasia-
TaloT WIN UCTIONB3YIOT pa3iiyHble KoMnoHeHTh kopMa (Kim M et al., 2011; Mizrahi I, 2013). B nacros-
1iee BpeMs YUEHBIMH aKTHBHO M3Yy4aeTcsi MEXaHN3M (YHKIIMOHHPOBaHUS MUKpoOroma pyoua. brnaronaps
UACHTU(DHUKAIINA MHUKPOOPTaHU3MOB, KOTOPEIC yYACTBYIOT Ha OIPENCIEHHBIX dTalax MyTH aHadpOOHOI
JleTpajaliiy, HayKOH HAKOIUIeH 3HAYMTENbHBIN Oarak 3HaHWH 1o JaHHOH mpobieme. Tak, B paMKax Tiio-
6anpHOTO poekta Hungate1000 BrIsiBI€HO M ONMCAaHO OKOJIO 75 % TaKCOHOB Ha YPOBHE pojia OaKTepUH U
apxei u3 ocHoBHoro mukpoouoma (Henderson G et al., 2015; Stewart RD et al., 2018). Opraausmsi, cro-
COOHBIE K Pa3JIOKEHUIO BOJIOKOH, OBLTH OMHMCAaHBI B K&KAOH M3 ATHX TPyMIl. BBUIO MOKa3aHO, 4TO OCHOB-
HBIe OaKTepHH, pasiararollie BOJIOKHA, MOSABIAIOTCA B pyOle y)ke depe3 HEeCKOIbKO THEH Imocie pokie-
HUS, TIPM 9TOM 3KOCHCTeMa pyOua (YHKIMOHAJIHHO TOTOBA K pa3pylISHHIO PAaCTHTENBHBIX BOJOKOH B
sToM paHHeM Bo3pacte (Jami E et al., 2013; Guzman CE et al., 2015).

Kpynnomacimrabuble ncClieoBaHUs, TPOBEIEHHBIC HA Pa3HBIX JKBAYHBIX JKUBOTHBIX, B Pa3HBIX
CTpaHaX BBIBIJIM HAINYME HEKOEro 0a30BOr0 MHKPOOHMOMA, COJAEPIKAIIEro MUKPOOPTaHN3MBI OCHOBHBIX
JIECTPYKTOPOB IIEJUTI0NI036I 1 remutiesutionossl (Henderson G et al., 2015).

BakTepnajabHbIe 1eCTPYKTOPHI.

Bakrepun, Hacenstomnie pyOer] IpeacTaBIeHbl THICSIaMU Pa3IMYHBIX BUIOB, HA UX JOJIO MPUXO-
aurcst mpuMepHo 60 % Bcelt MEUKpOOHOM Macchl pyOmoBoro copepxkumoro. Ilpuaém Gakrepun pacriern-
JSFOT OOJIBIIYIO YacTh OMOTOJIMMEPOB B pyOLe ¢ mocieaymeil gpepmeHTanueli oOpa3yronmxcs MOHOMe-
POB M OJUroMepoB. boNbIIMHCTBO OakTepuil B pyOlie SBISIOTCA OOMUTaTHBIMH aHa’dpoO0aMu, YyBCTBU-
TeabHBIMU K Kuciopoay (Kamra DN and Pathak NN, 2005).

CocraB OakTepHaIbHBIX HOMYIALUH B pyOIle onpeaenseTcs pa3IndHbIMA (aKTOpaMu, B TOM YHC-
JIe COCTaBOM pallMOHa, BO3PACTOM «XO3siMHa», BpeMeHeM rona u np. (Krizova L et al., 2011). bakrepun
MOTYT OBITh KIacCU(UIIMPOBAHBI B COOTBETCTBUH € MX (PYHKLIHMOHAIBHBIM MTOTEHIIHAIOM, YTO MO3BOJISCT
BBIJICTINTH (pUOPOIUTHYECKHE, AaMIIIOUTHYECKHE, TPOTEOUTHIECKHE U caxapoluTHieckue Buabl. Kpax-
MaJl- ¥ caxappasiaraiomuye 0akTepui B HOpME COCTaBIISAIOT OOJBINYIO YacTh MOMyJsnuy pyOra. HecmoT-
ps Ha MX HECOMHEHHOE 3HaueHHe, OaKTepuH, CIeIHaIN3NPYIOIIUecs Ha JIerpaJalii BOJIOKOH, 0OBIYHO
MeHee pacnpocTpaneHsl B pyoue (Puniya AK et al., 2015). XoTs Haykol HakoruieHa HHpOpMAIUs O He-
CKOJIBKHX BUJaX OakTepuil, KOTOPHIE CIIOCOOHBI Pa3pymiaTh KPHCTALNIMYECKYIO LEJUTION03y B HU30IUPO-
BaHHBIX KyJbTypax. Ho Bc€ ke pasiokeHHe OpPraHMYecKOTO BEIIEeCTBa, MOTJIOMEHHOTO >KUBOTHBIM-
XO03MHOM, HEBO3MOXKHO TOJIKO OJHAM OPTaHH3MOM, 3TO TpeOyeT (yHKIMOHAJIBHBIX BO3MOXKHOCTEH W
B3aUMOJICHICTBUS MHOTUX MHUKpPOOPTaHH3MOB, TECHO YBSI3aHHBIX CHHEPTrHUYECKUMH B3aWMOJIICHCTBUSIMU B
pyoue (Mackie RI et al., 2002).
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OcHoBHBIEC OaKTepHaJIbHbIC IECTPYKTOPBI LEIUIIOI03bI OTHOCATCS K TPEM pa3iuvHbIM BUAaM: Ru-
minococcus flavefaciens (Sasson G et al., 2017). Ruminococcus albus u Fibrobacter succinogenes (Miz-
rahi I, 2013). OHu 007a1a10T MHOKECTBEHHBIMHE TiMK0O3u[ ruapoiasamu (Glycoside hydrolase, GH), He-
00XOJIMMBIMH ISl Pa3pyIICHHs CJI0KHOW XMMHUYECKON CTPYKTYpBI PaCTHTENLHON OnomMacchl. MHTepecHo,
9TO B TO Bpems Kak R. flavefaciens coOupaeT HEBEpPOSTHO CJIOXHBIM (pepMEHTATUBHBIA MEXaHWU3M Ha
CTEHKE CBOCH OaKTepHalbHON KIETKH JUIA pa3fioeHus 1esumonossl (Artzi L et al., 2017; Israeli-Ruimy V
et al., 2017), R. albus u F. succinogenes WCIOJIB3YIOT allbTEPHATHBHBIE ()€PMEHTATUBHBIC IapaIurMbl
(Dassa B et al., 2014; Arntzen MO et al., 2017).

Crnenyer OTMETUTb, YTO OaKTepUaNbHBIE JECTPYKTOPHI 1EIUTIONI03bl B PyOlle HE OrpaHHUYHBAIOTCS
TOJIBKO ITUMHU TpeMs (PEpPMEHTATHBHBIMU CTPATETHSIMH, U HEKOTOpble OaKTEpPUHM MOTYT HCIOJIb30BaTh
OTeJIbHBIE JIOKYCHl YTHWIIM3AIMH ITOJIMCAaXapyuOoB Ul Pa3iIokKEHUs! IeUTI0N03bI, KaK 3TO OBUIO TOKa3aHO
JUTSl pa3sTUYHbIX BUIOB THNA Bacteroidetes (Naas AE et al., 2014). beio nokazaHo, 4To 3TH HAOOPHI TEHOB
B OCHOBHOM OTHOCSTCS K poay Prevotella B pyOuie kpymHoro poraroro ckora (Rosewarne CP et al., 2014).

Pazno)xeHre reMHIEIUTIONO3bI OCYIIECTBIsETCS Oojiee pa3HOOOpa3HEIM HabOpoM OakTepwii, 9To
MOET OTpakaTh OOIBIIOE KOJTMYECTBO M CIOXKHOCTH THUIIOB T€MUIICILIIOIO3E B KIETOYHOM cTeHKe. [lBa
CaMBIX pacHpoCTpaHEHHBIX poja OakTepuil B pyoue Prevotella v Butyrivibrio (Pseudobutyrivibrio), siB-
JSIFOTCSL BBICOKOA((EKTUBHBIME JACCTPYKTOPAMU TeMHULEIUII0I03bl. OT/ENbHBIE KUBOTHBIC-X035€Ba, KaK
MIPaBMJIO, COJEPIKAT HECKOIBKO BHIOB M IITAMMOB (OT JECATKOB 0 COTEH) dTHX ABYX poaoB (Pitta DW et
al., 2010; Jami E et al., 2013), uro onpesenseT Ype3BbIYaiiHO MUPOKUi Habop depmenToB (Avgustin G et
al., 1992). Ilpu >TOM MIMPOKHHA MEPEYCHb TUAPOJIA3 TEMUICILIIONO3bI e He 3HAYUT BBICOKYIO 3(ddek-
THBHOCTH pacIleIUIeHHsI 3TOro cyocTtparta. Hanpumep, HexaBHO ObUTO MTOKA3aHO, UTO MTaMMbl Prevotella,
KOTOpBIE CUHTAIOTCS MEHEee TeMHIEIUTIONOIUTHIECKUMH, YeM Butyrivibrio, Ruminococcus WA
Fibrobacter, TOMUHUPYIOT B KOHCOPITUYMaxX OOOTalIEHHOr0 reMurie/noio3on pyoma (Emerson EL and
Weimer PJ, 2017).

Bbuti cexBeHHPOBaHBI TEHOMBI MHOTUX BUIIOB Prevotella, Butyrivibrio u [pyrux poioB MUKPOOP-
TaHU3MOB, B PE3yJIBTATe YETO BBIABICHO, YTO MX TCHOMBI cojepkaT Heckolbko GH M3 pa3HBIX ceMelcTB
(Seshadri R et al., 2018), u onn nponsBoaAT cBoOOIHBIE (hepMeHTHBIE CyOBenUHHUIBI (0e3 00pa3oBaHMs
1esunoa0coM). [1ocKoJIbKy AeCTPYKTOpPBI TeMUIEIUTION03bI CBS3aHbl KaK C IUIAHKTOHHBIMU (DPAKLUSMH,
TaK 1 ¢ (hpakusIMi MHKpoOOB, copOMpOBaHHBIX Ha BojiokHaX B pyoOIe (Klevenhusen F et al., 2017), oue-
BUHO, YTO MPOU3BOJICTBO CBOOOMHBIX (DEPMEHTOB SIBISICTCS HanOoJee MOIXOAAIICH CTpaTeTHeH s fe-
rpajanuy cyocTpara, He3aBUCHMO OT PaCIIONIOKEHUS OaKTepHid.

OTH BUABI UMEIOT PA3IMYHYI0 (pepMEHTATHBHYIO BOOPYKEHHOCTh, U3MEHSIOIIYIOCS B 3aBHCHMO-
CTH OT cUTyauuu. Tak, HapUMep, HEKOTOPBIE ECTPYKTOPHI IEIUTIONO03bI, Takue kKak R. flavefaciens u F.
succinogenes, IpOTyIUPYIOT TEMHUIIEIUTIONA3BL, JaXKe €CIIM OHU HE 00s13aTeIbHO 001a1aloT CIIOCOOHOCTHIO
nepepabaThIBaTh MEHTO3bI, KOTOPBIE CO/IEP’KAT MOHOMEPHBIE 3BEHBS TIOJIMMEPOB TeMHUIIEILTION03bI (TaKMX
Kak kcuio3a) (Matte A et al., 1992). B aToMm cinyuae mpeamnonaraeTcs, 4T0, HOCKOJIbKY LEJUII003a MOXKET
OBITh (PM3MYECKH BCTPOCHA B TEMHIICIUTIOJIO3BI, TH (EPMEHTHI OyayT CIYXKHTh TOJBKO JIJIsi TOTO, YTOOBI
JIaTh MEIUTI0Ia3aM JOCTYII K IEJUTIOJI03HEIM BOJIOKHAM.

B pyOruie oOutaeT 6obIIoe KOJIMYECTBO OaKTepHANBHBIX JECTPYKTOPOB Kpaxmaia — Ruminobacter
amylophilus, Prevotella ruminicola, Streptococcus bovis, Succinimonas amylolytica, Selenomonas rumi-
nantium u Butyrivibrio fibrisolvens (Hobson PN and Stewart CS, 1997), nmpoxyuupyromie cBoOoIHbIE
tdepmenTrpie cyObenuanibl (Seshadri R et al., 2018). Pe3anucTeHTHBIN KpaxMal crieruuIecKy pas3iaraer-
csi Ruminococcus bromii, KOTOPHIH MPOU3BOAUT aMHJIOCOMHBIE KOMIUIEKCHI, aHAJIOTHYHbIE LIENIII0I0CO-
MaM (Ze X et al., 2015, Mukhopadhya I et al., 2018). IIpocteiinue u rpuObI TaKKe MPOSIBISIFOT AMUIIOJH-
THYECKYI0 aKTUBHOCTb, HO HE SIBJISIFOTCS HEOOXOAMMBIMHU JJIsi pasiioskeHus kpaxmana (Hobson PN and
Stewart CS, 1997).

I'pubxoBbIe 1eCTPYKTOPHI.

I'pu6sl py6ua (ot 10° no 10° 300cnop/mn) knacca Neocallimastigomycetes, cocTosIEro u3 6 po-
noB (Anaeromyces, Caecomyces, Cyllamyces, Neocallimastix, Orpinomyces u Piromyces), BKIIOYaIOT 10
KpaitHeii Mepe 21 Buj. B mociieaHue Toapl qomoHeHb! AByMs HOBbIMU poaamu (Krause DO et al., 2013) —
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Oontomyces (Dagar SS et al., 2015) u Buwchfawromyces (Callaghan TM et al., 2015). I'pu0sl cocTaBnstoT
TOJBKO ~ 1 % MHKpOOHOH Macchl B pyO1ie *kBadHbIX KMBOTHBIX (Kong Y et al., 2010).

I'puGs1 pyOuia He SBISAIOTCS 00s3aTENbHBIME OOUTATENAME PyOlla M y HEKOTOPBIX KUBOTHBIX HE
oOHapyuBaloTcs. TeM He MeHee OHM 00JIaJal0T OYEeHb BHICOKMM IMOTEHIMAIOM Pa3JIOKEHUS BOJIOKOH,
MIOCKOJIBKY KOJIUPYIOT MHOKECTBO (PepMEHTOB, pa3pylIalONNX PaCTUTENbHbBIC BOJMOKHA. J[eHCTBUTENIBHO,
co00Ianoch, 9YT0 KIETOYHAS CTEHKA PACTEeHWI CTaHOBHTCS «ciabee» Imocie MHKyOamum ¢ rpudamu 1o
CpaBHEHMIO ¢ MHKyOanueil ¢ mpokapruoTamMu pyoua (0akTepusiMH U apXesaMu). DT0 00BACHIETCS CII0co0-
HOCTBIO TPUOOB IMPOHMUKATH Yepe3 KICTOUHYIO CTCHKY PACTCHUI C paCTBOPEHHUEM JIMTHUHOBOTO KOMILIEK-
ca, Tpu 3ToM oOpazyromecst GeHONBHBIC COSAMHEHUS He MeTabomM3upyroTcs ATuMu opranu3mamu (Akin DE
and Borneman WS, 1990). I'pu0b1 TakumM 00pa3oM HHUIUUPYIOT pacIICIICHUE KOpMa ¢ TOCIEAY FOIIHM
o0pa3oBaHUEM METa0OIHMTOB, TOCTYIHBIX Ui opranu3ma xxuBotHOro (Kittelmann S et al., 2012). Tem He
MEHee CIeAyeT OTMETHTb, YTO B aHA’pPOOHBIX YCIOBUSAX COJIOOMIM3AIMs JUTHUHA BECbMa OrpaHHYeHa
(Susmel P and Stefanon B, 1993).

IlockonmbKy JIMTHUH KOBAJIEHTHO CBS3aH C TEMHIIEIUTION030H udepe3 (epylnpoBaHHBIE MOCTHKH,
MEePBBIH NPEMATCTBYeT MUKPOOHOH Aerpaialiiy MoJINcaxapuaoB BOJIOKOH, AEHCTBYS Kak (U3MYecKnuil 6a-
prep. [HoaTomy cumrtaetcs, yTo rpudsl pyOIla UTPaAOT BaXKHYIO POJIb B HAYAJIHHOM Pa3JIOKEHUH KPYIIHBIX
YaCTHUII, TEM CaMbIM YBEIHYHMBAsI TOCTYTI OaKTepuii pyOlia K moIrcaxapuaaM KICTOYHOW CTEHKH PacTCHUN
(Akin DE et al., 1989). Ana’poOHBIe TpHUOBI TaKXKe MPOU3BOIST MUPOKUI CIIEKTp (HEPMEHTOB, pasiararo-
mux nonucaxapunsl (Dehority BA, 2003), n HekoTopble HCCIeIOBaHUS MOKa3bIBAaIOT, YTO MX BKJIAJI B
(dbepmenTanuro Ooinkie, yem y 6akrepuii (Lee SS et al., 2000). ['puOsl pyOIia akTHBHBI KaK B OTHOIIICHUH
HEJUTIONIO3b], TaK W TeMHUIEIUTIoNo3bl. s pyOma ommcaHo mects ponoB: Neocallimastix, Caecomyces,
Piromyces, Anaeromyces, Orpinomyces n Cyllamyces, npuaém HanOombmas 3pGeKTHBHOCTH HAOIIOIaeT-
cs1 'y Neocallimastix u Piromyces (Puniya AK et al., 2015). AHain3 TeHOMa HEKOTOPBIX BHJIIOB aHA3PO0-
HBIX TpUOOB MOKa3al, 4TO MEPEeUYeHb TUAPOJIa3, CHHTE3UPYEMBIX IpubaMu, Ype3BbIYaiHO O0TraT reMuIes-
monasamu u nemtonasamu (Youssef NH et al., 2013; Kameshwar AKS and Qin W, 2018). bsuto BeIcka-
3aHO Tpennonoxenne, 4to GH 6 nproOpeTeHsl aHadpOoOHBIMH TPHOaMHU TTOCPEICTBOM TOPHU3OHTAIb-
HOTO ITepeHoca IeHOB OT OaKTepuil.

I'pubkoBbIE «IENTIOIOCOMBIY ObUIM OmHMCaHbl Al BUAOB Neocallimastix, Piromyces wu
Orpinomyces. B oTiiname oT mOCIETHET0 poja, CUCTEMa TPHOKOBBIX CKa(QOIANHOB IIMPOKO KOHCEPBA-
THBHA BO BCEM aHA’pOOHOM IpHOHOM THIIE, 00eCIeYrBasi MEKBH/IOBBIE B3aNMOICHCTBHS, KOTOPBIE MOTYT
pOUCXO0IUTh B cpene pyora (Fanutti C et al., 1995).

IIpocreiimue B pyoue.

[Ipocreiimue B pyOile — 3T0 CTPOTO aHa3pOOHBIE M Y3KOCIICIUATN3UPOBaHHbIE HH(PY30pHH, pac-
memustomue 10 40 % obmero o0bpéMa ceipoit kierdatku (Dehority BA, 2003). Undy3opun pydua mpu
OTHOCHTENILHO HEGOIBIIOM KondecTBe — oT 10* 10 10° B BHy 3HAYUTENTHLHOTO pasMepa KIETOK CIIOCOOHBI
B COBOKYMHOCTH jgocTturath 10 50 % obmieit Mukpo6Hoit 6uomaccel (Jouany JP and Ushida K, 1999;
McSweeney CS and Mackie R, 2012).

PecanTuateie mpocreiimue B pyoue ycmnuBaroT metaHorene3 (Newbold CJ et al., 2015) u cmo-
COOCTBYIOT POTEOJIM3Y H, B YACTHOCTH, BHY TPHUPYOLIOBOMY PELMKINHTY MUKpoOHoro Oenka (Hartinger T
et al., 2018). Hekotopble nH(]pY30pruu BHOCAT 3HAYUTENBHBINA BKJIaJ B Aerpafaiuio kiertdarkd (Newbold CJ et
al., 2015). Ognako nporenyps! AedayHauy MpoAEMOHCTPHPOBAIIN, YTO SKOCHCTEMa pyOiia (GyHKIMOHU-
pyeT 6e3 mpOCTEeHIINX, YTO TO3BOJIIET MPEANIOIOKNUTh, YTO OHM HE BaXKHBI I dKocucTeMbl. CienoBa-
TENFHO, KaK M TpUObI, MPOCTEHINe He SBISIOTCA 00s3aTeNbHBIMU oOuTaTensMu pyOra. Tem He MeHee
MIOJABJICHUE MPOCTEHIIINX COMPOBOXKAAETCS HAPYILICHUEM 3KOCHCTEMBI pyOlia ¢ MMO/JaBICHUEM METaHOoTe-
He3a ¥ HapylIeHHeM BHYTpUPYOIIoBoi pennpKysaun azota (Hristov AN et al., 2013). B o6mmpHOM uc-
CJIeIOBaHUM Ha Mojenu 742 o0pa3ioB, oXBaThIBatomuX 32 BUJA KUBOTHBIX U3 35 CTpaH, OKa3aHO, YTO
npocreiime B pyoue oTHocsATes K 12 Bunam. Hanbosee OMUHHPYIOMIMMY U TIPe00IalalolluMH pOJaMu
seisitotes Entodinium v Epidinium, nocneanue BoisiBieHbl Y 90 % Bcex 00cie0BaHHBIX )KUBOTHBIX U 54 % ce-
KBeHMpOBaHHBIX JaHHBIX (Henderson G et al., 2015).
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[pocreiime B pyOlie moapa3aenstoTcs Ha 2 TPYIIbL, 8 UMEHHO 3HTOAUHOMOP(BI U TOJOTPUXH.
OTH TpOCTEHIIEe OTIMYAIOTCS CBOMMHU (DEHOTHIHYECKUMH W MOBEACHYCCKUMH aTalTalusIMHi, KOTOpPEIC
TIO3BOJISIIOT BBDKUTH B aHadpoOHoOH cpene (Garcia JJ et al., 2018). loMmuHUpOBaHUE TOTO MM MHOTO BHA
OIIpeJIeIIsIeTCSl COCTAaBOM panyoHa. Tak, Ha (oHe mpeobiaaHus B palloHE 3epPHOBBIX HanOOJbIIee pas-
BUTHE TOJIy4aeT poj mpoctedmmx Entodinium. ITOT poa OBICTPO pasiaraeT Kpaxmaia ¢ 0Opa3oBaHHEM
HogodpmmsHOTO MoNMMepa (McSweeney CS and Mackie R, 2012). Hexotopsie U3 pomoB SBISIOTCS 1Iei-
JIOJIONIATHYECKUMU  (Hanpumep, Epidinium, Ophryoscolex w Eudiplodinium), KCHIaHONTHTUYECKUMU
(manpumep, Epidinium, Ophryoscolex w Eudiplodinium) wnu aMWIONUTAYECKUMU (HAMpUMED,
Entodinium). MeTtabonu3m, GU3NOIOTHS, SKOJIOTHS, pABHO KaK M BeIMYMHA MX BKJIaJa B 9KOCUCTEMY PyO-
11a ABJISAIOTCS HepocTaTouHo n3ydeHHbIMU (Williams A and Coleman G, 1992).

Hexoropsle npocreiinye MOTYT OTpeOIATh YacTHIBI CyOCTpaTa BMECTe ¢ IPYTHMH MHKpPOOpra-
HU3MaMH U 00J1aJIal0T SIBHOW LIEJUTFOJIONMTUYECKONW aKTUBHOCTBIO, KOTOPasik MOXKET IPOUCXOJUTh OT TPO-
TJIOYCHHBIX (DUOPOTUTHYECKAX MHUKPOOPTAaHU3MOB MM UX COOCTBEHHBIX (DEPMEHTOB, pa3pyIIarOIIUX BO-
nokHa. Llemmrono3onmTrdeckas akTHBHOCTh IPOCTEHIIMX B pyOme Obuta M3MepeHa I HeCKOJIbKHX BHU-
J0B, W HambOosee >PQPEKTUBHBIMH pPa3pYIIMTENSAMH IEIUTIONO3Bl sBIsOTCS Eudiplodinium maggii,
Epidinium ecaudatum w Ostracodinium dilobum (Dehority BA, 2003). Hu oaun U3 3TUX BUIOB emé He
OB ceKkBeHUPOBaH. TeM He MeHee ObUIO TOKa3aHO, YTO IEJUTIOJIOIUTHYECKOoe TpocTeiee Polyplastron
multivesiculatum xogupyet cooctBennble kemnanassl (Devillard E et al., 1999; Devillard E et al., 2003).
[Tozxe OBUT PeAIIOI0KEH TOPU30HTAIBHBIN TepeHoc TeHoB GH ot Gakrepuii k npocreiimum (Ricard G et
al., 2006). J/IBeHaanaTh mperonaracMpIX I'eHOB KCHIaHa3 ObLTH 0OHAPYKEHBI B SHTOAHOMOpduIax Poly-
plastron multivesiculatum, Epidinium ecaudatum, Eudiplodinium maggii, Diploplastron affine u cpede
Metadinium, c Bbicokolt romomnorueit ¢ reHamu Clostridium acetobutylicum. JleBATb TpemmonaraeMpIx
eJUTI0NIa3 OBUTH OOHAPYXKEHBI TakKe Yy SHTOAMHUOMOpDUIOB E. ecaudatum n P. multivesiculatum wn3 ce-
merictB GHS u GH9. MeraHOTeHHBI CKPUHUHT B COYETAHHH ¢ OMOXUMHUYECKOW XapaKTePUCTHUKOHN Mo3-
BOJIMJI M3BJICYDb U OXapaKTepPU30BaTh TeMHIICIUTIONa3bl U3 E. ecaudatum (Findley SD et al., 2011). JIpyroe
HCCIIeJOBaHNe, N3yYaBIllee METareHoM pyOIa oBIeObIKa, BBIIBIIIO TPOTO30WHBIE TTOCIIEIOBATEILHOCTH U3
GHS, GH9, GH10, GH11 u GH13, uro yka3siBaeT Ha aKTUBHOCTb II€JITI0JIa3bl, FeMUIICIUTI0NAa3bl U aMuJla-
3bI, KOJUPYEMYIO STUMH MUKpoopranusMamu pyomna (Qi M et al., 2011). B oTnuume ot 6akTepHalIbHBIX U
PUOKOBBIX JECTPYKTOPOB BOJIOKHA KondecTBO reHoB GH y mpocTteiiimix, no-BHIuMoMy, HEBEJIMKO, YTO
CBHJIECTEIbCTBYET JTMOO O TEXHUYECKON MPEAB3SITOCTH, THOO0 O TOM, YTO MX BKJIAJ B JIETPAJAIMIO BOJIOKOH
HE 3aBUCHT OT UX (DepMEHTATHBHOTO MOTEHIHAIA.

PaccmaTpuBas amE0bI Kak OJIMH M3 AJIEMEHTOB 3KOCHCTEMBI pyOlia, ClIeyeT OTMETHUTh, YTO POJIb
MmoclIieIHMX Mmoka octaeTcs He sicHoi (Indikova I et al., 2015). O4eBumHO, YTO OJHHM M3 KOMIIOHCHTOB
Onosornyeckoro ygactus aMé6 B MeTaboIM3Me U 3KOJIOTHH PyOLa CBOANTCS K SHAOCHMONO03Y ¢ OaKTepH-
smu (Lambie SC et al., 2015), B wactHOCTH ¢ 6akTepusmu Campylobacter jejuni (Olofsson J et al., 2013).

Mexy TeM, CyJis 0 OTPBIBOYHBIM cBHIETeNbcTBaM, aMEObI (C. jejuni u C. fetus) ciocOOHBI OKa-
3bIBaTh HEMOCPEJCTBEHHOE BIMSHUE HA OPraHU3M JKBAuHBIX, IMMYHHUTET U BOCIPOHM3BOAUTEIbHBIC Kaye-
cTBa >XMBOTHBIX (Sahin O et al., 2012). Takum obpa3om, pucyTcTBHE aMEO B pyOIle MOXKET UMETh BaK-
HOe 3Ha4YeHHUE B )KU3HU KPYITHOTO POraToro CKOTa.

Bupycel py6na.

B py6ue xBaunbix ¢ yncioMm g0 10° yacTui/rpaMm COIEPKUMOrO MOMYyYMII IHPOKOE PaCIpo-
cTpaHeHune OakTeprodar — OOIMTaTHBIA BHpYC, MOPAXAIONIMN OakTepHaNbHble KIETKH M KIETKH apxel
(Klieve AV et al., 1996). [Tonynsanus 6akrepuodara u BUpyca, OOHapyKEeHHass B 0Opasile, Ha3bIBACTCS
BupomoM (Ross EM et al., 2013). CnoxxHbie B3aUMOJCUCTBUA MEXKAY OaKTEepHaTbHBIM XO3SUHOM M CBS-
3aHHBIMH C HUIMU BHPYCHBIMU (paraMu OMPENeIISIOT SKOJIOINYEeCKYH AMHAMUKY W [MOBEJCHUE BO MHOTHX
npuponHbix cucremax (Lenski RE, 1988). BupycHbsle Moandukanny MeTadonn3Ma MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB U
rmano6akrepuii (Thompson LR et al., 2011; Hurwitz BL et al., 2016) ObuH BBISBICHBI B 3HAYHTEIIEHOM
YHCIIe MMPUPOAHBIX CUCTEM, BKIIOYAs MOPCKHE YKOCUCTEMbI, HH(EKIMOHHbIe 3a00JIeBaHUs YeJOBeKa, BO-
JIOHOCHBIE CIIOM W KHIIIEYHBIC SKOCHUCTEMBI )KUBOTHBIX (De Smet J et al., 2016; Howe A et al., 2016). Bu-
PYCHI BO3JEHCTBYIOT Ha KHIIEYHbIE M PYOIIOBBIE MHUKPOOHBIE 3KOCHCTEMBI Y KPYITHOIO POTaToro CKOTa
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MIOCPENICTBOM IIEJIOTO Psa MEXaHW3MOB, BKITIOYAsi TU3UC KIETOK, BBIPAOOTKY DHEPIUHU, Pa3MHOKEHHUE H
HepenporpaMMHpPOBaHIE MHKPOOHOTO MeTabosm3Ma ¢ IOMOIIBI0 BCIIOMOTATEIBbHBIX METa0O0NINYeCKIX
reHoB (Auxiliary metabolic genes, AMG) (Berg Miller ME et al., 2012; Parmar NR et al., 2016). Hccne-
JIOBAaHUS MOCIEIHUX JIET MOKa3alH, 4To BUpycHble AMG yCHIIMBAIOT PACIICIIICHUE CIOXKHBIX PAaCTUTENb-
HBIX YIJICBOJOB U MOBHIINAIOT BEIPAOOTKY U COOp PHEPTUH, YCKOPSIS PEIUIMKALIMIO BUPYCa BHYTPH X035SUHA
(Anderson CL et al, 2017). OmgHako TMOJNHOE TMOHWMAHUE CIIO)KHOTO B3aUMOJCHCTBUS BHpOMa-
MHKpoOHoMa U poin AMG B MeTaboJMUecKOM MepenporpaMMHUPOBAaHNN X03WHa BCE eIé HaXOIuTCs B
3a4aTOYHOM COCTOSHUHU. OIHAKO OYEBUAHO, YTO BHPYCHl OOCCIIEUMBAIOT IEPEHOC I'€HOB, TEM CAMBIM
(hopMupyst HOBBIC KadecTBa y mpenacraButeneii Mukpooroma (Garcia-Vallve S et al., 2000; Berg Miller ME et al.,
2012). Jlns paccMaTtpuBaeMoi MpoOIeMbl 3TOT (HaKT HHTEPECEH 3aKOHOMEPHBIM BIIMSHUEM BHPYCOB Ha
TeHOTHUI TPOCTEUIINX C IIEPEHOCOM OT OaKTepHil KadecTB Mo pacuieruieHuo kierdatku (Berg Miller ME
etal., 2012).

BriBoaEI.

PyGer >kBauHBIX Kak OHMOpEaKTOp, CIOCOOHBIM TEpeBapUBATH CTPYKTYPHBIC YTICBOIBI, HECO-
MHEHHO, TPEACTaBJIACT MHTEpEC Ui OMOTEXHOJOTHH KaK INpPUMEp YHHKAJIbHOM >KUBOW 3KOCHCTEMBI —
MPOTOTHUIA OYIyIINX IPUPOAONOJOOHBIX TEXHOIOTHH. [Ipy OTHOCHTETFHO MHOTOYNCICHHOM MHKPOOHOM
HACENICHUH pyOla sl KBAYHBIX ONKCaH 0a30BBIH, OCHOBHOW COCTaB MHUKPOOMOMA, KOTOPBHIH SIBISETCS
OOIIMM JIIS1 Pa3IMIHBIX BUJIOB B PA3JIMYHBIX MPUPOJHBIX YCIOBHSIX. Poib OGakTepHadbHBIX U TPUOHBIX
KOMIIOHCHTOB B PyOIle B Jieie PacHICIUICHUs CTPYKTYPHBIX YIJICBOJOB XOPOIIIO U3y4eHa. B To ke BpeMs
HayKa pacriojiaraeT KpaiHe Majoi MH(opMamme o poyim MPOCTSUIINX U BUPYCcOB pyoOua. JanpHermum
MIPOIOJDKEHUEM paboT 0 MpoOiieMe SBISETCS AeTaTbHOE M3YUYCHNE MEXaHW3MOB B3aMMOICHCTBUS Opra-
HU3Ma XO03iWHA ¥ MHKpoOHMOMa pyOIla, YTO MPUHIUIHATBHO BAYKHO JJIS BOCIIPOU3BEICHUS pyOIla B UC-
KyCCTBEHHBIX YCIIOBHSIX.
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